INITIO   STATES 


or      AMERICA 


(TonareBSional 


PROCTLDINGS    AND    DLBATLS    OF    THI     8:''(:()XGRI 


■v  S 


I- 1 R s  1"  > i; s s i( ) X 


VOLLMI:   9  9  — PARI    1 


JAXLARV  3,   iv5.^    U)   lIHKr\K\'  25,  1953 
iI'AC.I  s   ]    1  ()  1440) 


\ 


INITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE,   WASHINGTON. 


1953 


^ 


•' 


':^ 


0 


Kf' 


\J 


(EonaresBional  Uecor  j 


United  States        PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES  OF  THE 

oj  America 


83- 


CONGRESS,   FIRST   SESSION 


Our 

.■^  >lt  n.n 
.'-p:iiL-, 

fu<t  of 
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'    SENATE 

Tl-.c  3(i  day  of  January  beinf^  the' day 
prornbed  by  Ihe  Ctin^litution  of  tl:p 
Uiiilcd  State's  f(-r  ihr  annua!  mcetm::;  of 
C^Il^^r(s.s,  the  first  session  of  the  Eu'hty- 
tlurd  C'oni;ies,s  commenced  this  day. 

The  Sfiiate  assembled  m  iLs  Ctiamber 
at  the  Capitol. 

ALBEN  W.  BARKLEY.  of  Kentucky. 
\'ire  Piesident  of  the  Unit<'d  States 
c.i'lid  the  S  nate  to  order  at  12  o'clock 
nit  :  .ci.an 

The  Chaplain,  Rev  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D  .  of  the  city  of  Wa.^hmyUjn, 
oilered  the  folh-wiiu:  prayer: 

Father  O.'^d.  in  t)vs  hour  of 
convo'/at :wn  as  with  revei't  nl 
v.f  open,  in  a  new  year,  a  n*  w 
irt  our  .'';ation'.s  history,  we  woul  i 
all  in  humble  contrition  lilt  our 
to  Thee  in  whom  we  live  and 
move  and  have  our  benui.  Save  us  f  n  m 
the  supreme  Jiypocrisy  of  makme  this 
holy  moment  of  ccimmunion  wnh  the 
"Unseen  and  Eternal  but  a  conventional 
re^ture  of  unfelt  piety.  At  this  hit;h 
altar  of  the  national  life,  preserve  us 
from  praying  with  our  lips  only  and  not 
v,  .th  our  hearts  and  minds. 

We  come  vividly  aware  that  with  the 
dim  lamps  of  our  own  d<'vices  we  cannot 
find  a  sure  and  clear  nath  to  peace  and 
plenty  through  the  ta.tiled  maze  of  this 
stricken  generation.  Lead.  Kindly  Lifht. 
amid  the  enciri.iin<z  gloom.  Be  Thou 
t!ie  guardian  and  the  guide  of  the  un- 
beaten way  our  feet  must  take.  Grant 
that  those  who  by  the  people's  choice 
liave  been  called  to  high  places  of  state 
in  this  fateful  day,  assuming  responsi- 
bilities as  heavy  as  the  servants  of  the 
Commonwealth  have  ever  borne,  may 
b'^  filled  with  Thy  spirit,  the  spirit  of 
w  isdcm  and  uhderstanding,  the  spirit 
of  knowledge  and  the  fear  of  Thee. 
Facing  unafraid  the  threat  of  malignant 
forces  arrayed  against  the  precious 
things  we  hold  nearest  our  hearts,  may 
we  here  merit  the  crowning  benediction 
for  our  part  in  bringing  a  just  peace  in 
our  time:  "Blessed  are  the  peacemakers, 
for  they  shall  be  called  the  children  of 
God.- 

In  Thy  might  we  march  on  to  meet  the 
issues  of  this  day  of  destiny  as,  in  the 
name  of  the  Lord  our  God,  we  set  up 
our  banners.  We  ask  it  in  the  dear 
Redeemer's  name.     Amen. 


RESIGNATIONS  FROM  THE  SENATE 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     The  Chair 
lays   before  the   Senate   two   letters  of 
xcix 1 


re.^lgnalion  from  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate— an  almost  unheard-of  proceeding. 
Ihe  Secrttary  wijl  read  the  letters. 

The  legislative  clerk  'Edward  E.  Man- 
sui',  Jr.  I   nad,  as  follows: 

UnITLD    UTATES    Sl.N.^TE, 
C'l.l.M  MI  n  I  E    O.N   LaLOP.  AN'O   PfLI.IC   Wi.IIARF, 

rtx^    Hi  iTirable    the    Vice    Phe.sident    of    the 
Unitid  States, 

L'^iUrd  Stati-.^  Srvair. 

Wa  '.  I'latnn.  D  C. 
D^^R  Mr  Vi.  e  Pre  lur.NT  I  am  eiiClntiiig 
a  (■"!;;.  I  r  rr. y  letter  of  resicnatinn  fri-m  tijC 
U:.:'<  i  ."-'■, it"s  .Senate  which,  af  you  will  note, 
i>  ( iT<  '  t.vc  at  the  cio.--e  ol  bus:;. ess  Jar.uary 
1,   1''53 

Wrh   very  best  rej^^rds, 
Sincerely, 

^I^H^RD  NixoN'. 


Un'TTED  ST'.rrs  Sen\tf, 
Ci  •.::.:TrTi  E  on  LaI'ih  a.nd  Iullic  Wfleare. 

.V'  :  riubcr   8.  I'j^l. 
■J'h(    nc>ri'jr.,'',;e  Ea.-.l  WAinEN, 
Guvcr  uuT  oJ  Caiij  r  r,:a, 

Saca-'u  nto .  Ca!:' . 
Df"R  Go'.frnor  Waf.rfn  :  I  hiCrev.ith  tender 
n.;.  iLsi^rr.atif  n  as  United  States  Senate. r  Ir-^ra 
C..I;ft  rn;a  etlective  s.t  the  close  <.!  bi;3incss 
January  1.  H<53.  This  will  enable  l  ur  newly 
i<;);)  j'.nt^d  .'-^enat^-r  ir.  ni  California  to  obtain 
th.e  ranie  advanta'jes  uf  seniority  which  I 
rvceivrd  when  you  i:_]y  mted  me  to  the  Sien- 
ate  upon  Senator  Downey's  rcsigr.ation  in 
1'j50. 

With  all  good  wlfhcs, 
Sincert'ly, 

Richard  Nt'on. 


United  States  Sfnatz, 

COMr.rlTTfE    ON     }•■(  RFIGN     KELAiIONS, 

December  23,  1952. 
Hon    AixEN  W.  Barklet. 

Vice  f'rcs-Mcnt  of  the  United  Statcx, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
De.\r  Mr.  President:  I  enclose  copy  of  com- 
munication to  the  Governor  (f  Maine  notl- 
fymc  him  of  my  resitrnation  as  United  States 
Senator  a.";  of  Dt^ember  31,  1952. 
Respectfully, 

Owen  Brewsteh, 
United  States  Senator. 


December  23,  1952. 
Hon.  Frederick  G.  Payne, 
Govemcr  of  Maine. 

State  House,  Augusta,  Maine. 
Mt  Deas  Governor:  Will  you  please  ac- 
cept my  resignation  as  United  States  Senator 
from  Maine  effective  at  the  close  of  business 
on  December  31,  1952,  for  reasons  stated  In 
my  letter  of  December  19,  1952,  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  of  the  State  of  Maine. 

Copy  of  this  communication  Is  also  going 
to  the  'Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
Respectfully, 

Owen  Brewster, 
United  States  Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  action  is 
required  on  these  letters  of  resignation, 
but  they  will  be  placed  on  file. 


DEATH  OF  SENATOR  McMAHON.  OF 
CONNECTICUT 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pre-i- 
dent.  it  is  with  deep  regret  that  I  an- 
nounce the  death  of  tlie  .senior  Senator 
from  Connecticut.  Mr.  McM.\hon-. 
L.uer  in  the  day  a  formal  resolution  will 
be  offered,  after  the  two  new  Senators 
ii  om  Connecticut  have  taken  the  oath  of 
oiuce.  Sometime  in  the  next  week  or 
two.  on  a  day  to  be  agreed  upon,  state- 
ments may  be  made  by  individual  Sena- 
tors in  eulogy  of  the  deceased  Senator. 


CREDENTIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  certificates  of  ap- 
pointment and  of  election  of  Senators 
lor  unexpired   terms. 

The  credentiaLs  were  read  and  ordered 
to  be  placed  on  file,  as  follows: 

^  State   or    CoyisrcTzcx-r 

E.\F'.  u::  >-£  Dfp'-iRi.mfnt 
To  the  Prfsidtn-t  c  f  the  Senate  of  the 
Unitftd  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  pursuant  to  the 
power  vested  in  me  by  the  Constitution  of 
t!.e  United  States  and  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Connecticut.  I.  Jehn  Lodee.  the  Governor 
of  said  State,  do  hereby  appoint  William  A. 
PuRTELL  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre- 
sent said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  vmti;  'he  vacancy  therein,  caused  by 
the  death  of  Bimfn  McMahon,  Is  filled  by 
election,  as  prr-.ided  by  !riw 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
John  Lodge,  and  our  seal  hereto  aflixed  at 
Hartford,  this  29th  day  of  August,  In  the 
year  of  our  Lord   1952. 

John  Lodge. 

Governor. 
[seal]  •.        Alice  K.  LeoF»old, 

Secretary. 


E:;eci:tive  Department, 

State  of  California. 
To  the  Pre-:Ident  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Statls: 
This  is  to  certify  that  pursuant  to  the 
power  vested  in  me  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  California,  I,  Earl  Warren,  the  Governor 
of  said  State,  do  hereby  appoint  Thomas  H. 
Kuchel  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre- 
sent said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  until  the  vacancy  therein,  caused  by 
the  resignation  of  Richard  Nlxon,  Is  filled  by 
election,  as  provided  by  law. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  Earl 
Warren,  and  our  seal  hereto  aflixed  at  Sacra- 
mento, Calif.,  this  22d  day  of  December,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Earl  Warren, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
Attest: 
[SEAL]  Prank  M.  Jordan, 

Secretary  of  State. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  the  case 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  the 
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Senator  from  California,  no  oath  need  be 
taken,  since  the  terms  expired. 

State  or  Connecticut, 
ExECtrnvE  Department. 
To   the   President   or   the    Senate   or   the 
United  States: 
This  la  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November,    1952,    Prescott    Bush    was    duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Connecticut  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said   State   In   the  Senate  of   the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  of  6 
years,  ending  January  3d,  1957. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
John  Lodge,  and  our  seal  hereto  aflixed  at 
Hartford,  this  26th  day  of  November,  In  the 
year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

John  Lodge. 

Governor. 
[seal]  Alice  K.  Leopold. 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Nebraska, 

Executive  Office, 
Lincoln.  November  25,  1952. 
To    the    President    or    the    Senate    of    the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November   1952,  Dwight  Griswold  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of   Nebraska   a   Senator   from   said    State   to 
represent   said   State   In   the   Senate    of   the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  end- 
ing on   the  3d   day  of  January   1955,   at    12 
noon. 

Witness:  His  excellency,  our  Governor.  Val 
Peterson,  and  our  seal  thereto  affixed  at  the 
Capitol  In  the  city  of  Lincoln,  this  25th  day 
of  November,  In  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1952. 

Val  PeteroOn. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  James  S.  Pittenger. 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Michig.'^n. 
Office  of  the  Governor. 
To    the    President    of    the    SenatTvof    the 
United    States  : 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952,  Charles  E.  Potter  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of   Michigan   a   Senator   from   said   State    to 
represent   said   State   In   the   Senate    of    the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  ending 
on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953,  at  12  noon. 

Witness:   His  excellency,  our  Governor.  G. 
Mennen  Williams,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Lansing,  Mich.,  this  21st  day  of  November 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1952. 

Wm.   C.   Vandenberg. 
Lieutenant  and  Acting  Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
(seal)  p.  m.  Alger,  Jr., 

Secretary  of  State. 

T,  I^wrence  W.  Wefherby,  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Kentucky,  do  hereby  cer- 
tify that  the  vote  for  the  offlc^  of  United 
States  Senator  (unexpired  term)  cast  in  the 
general  election  held  on  Tuesday,  November 
4,  1952,  as  certified  by  the  secretary  of  state 
Commonwealth  of  Kentucky.  Indicates  the 
following   totals: 

Democratic  Party:  Thomas  R.  Underwood 
Lexington.  Ky..   465,652. 

Republican  Party:  John  Shmman  Cooper 
Somerset,  Ky.,  494,576. 

Kentucky  Revised  Statutes,  section  120  040 
requires  that  the  Governor  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Kentucky  certify  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  Senate  under  the  great 
seal  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  and 
countersigned  by  the  secretary  of  state'  the 
name  of  the  United  States  Senator-elect 
Hon^  John  Sherman  Cooper,  Somerset,  Ky  ' 
Is  the  United  States  Senator  elected  In  the 
general  election  held  November  4    1952 


Given  under  my  hand  and  official  seal  this 
the  nth  day  of  December  1952. 

Lawrence  W.  Wetherbt. 

Governor  of  Kentucky. 
I  seal  J  Charles  K.  O'Connell, 

Secretary  of  State, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  those 
elected  to  fill  terms  which  ended  on  the 
day  of  the  election,  no  oath  is  necessary. 

Those  who  have  been  elected  to  fill 
unexpired  terms  beginning  on  the  day  of 
the  election  will  take  the  oath  with  Sen- 
ators elected  for  full  terms. 

The  Chair  now  lays  before  the  Senate 
certificates  of  election  for  the  32  Sen- 
ators elected  for  6-year  terms  commenc- 
ing today.  All  the  certificates  have  been 
filed.  Some  certificates  are  in  accord- 
ance with  the  form  of  the  Senate,  and 
some  are  in  accordance  with  the  forms 
of  the  States  from  which  :hey  come. 
That  is  a  technical  difference  which  will 
not  interfere  with  the  ordinary  pro- 
cedure. 

The  credentials  were  read  and  ordered 
to  be  placed  on  file,  as  follows: 

The  State  of  Wyoming. 

Executive  Department, 
certificate  of  election 

To  the  President  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certUy  that  on  the  4th  dav  of 
November  1952,  Frank  A.  Barrett  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Wyoming  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  rep- 
resent said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witne-s.^:     His    Excellency,    our    Governor, 
F^ANK  A   B.^RRETT,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Cheyenne,  the  State  capital,  this  19th  day 
of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 
Prank  A.  Barrett. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[sEAi.j  C.  J.  "Doc"  Rogers. 

Secretary  of  State. 


The  St.\te  of  Martl.at^d. 

ExEcrTivE  Department 
To  the  President  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  J  Glenn  Beall  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Sui;e 
of  Maryland  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  a  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953^ 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor 
Theodore  R.  McKeldln,  and  our  seal  hereto 
affixed  at  Annapolis,  this  2d  day  of  Decem- 
ber, in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Theodore  R.  McKeldin, 

Governor. 
[•sealT  John  R.  Reeves, 

Secretary  of  State. 
The  State  of  Ohio. 

certificate   op  ELETTTON    of   JOHN    w.    bricker 
TO   the   OrTICE   OF   UNITED    STATES   SENATOR 

This  is  to  certify  that  at  the  general  elec- 
tion held  in  the  State  of  Ohio  on  the  4th  dav 
of  November,  A.  D.  1952,  John  W.  Bricker 
was  duly  elected  United  States  Senator  and 
that  he  is  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  priv- 
lieges  of  such  office. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  Colum- 
bus, Ohio,  this  1st  day  of  December  A  D 
1952.  ' 

'^"^1  Fred  W.  Brown, 

Secretary  of  State. 


State  op  Nebraska. 

Executive  OmcE, 
Lincoln,  November  25,  1952. 
To    the    President    or    the    Senate    or    th« 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
Novenber     1952,     Hitch     Bittlee     was     duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
(if    Nebrtuika    a    Senator    from    said    State    to 
represent    said    Suite    in    the    Senate    of    the 
United  States  fur  the  U-rm  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witne.ss:  His  Excellency,  our  OoTernor. 
Val  Peterson,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
the  cijiitol  in  the  city  of  Lincoln,  this  25th 
day  of  November,  in  Uie  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Vai.  PrrrRsoN. 
[seal]  James  S   Pittenger. 

Secretary  of  State. 

Commonwealth  or  Virginia. 

Governor's  Oftice, 

Ricfirnond. 
To  the  PRE.SIDENT  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States; 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
N.  vember  1952,  Harrt  Fi  ood  Btrd  was  duly 
cho.sen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Virginia  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  rep- 
resent .said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  :)d  day  of  January   1953. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  under  the  lesser 
.seal  of  the  Commonwealth,  at  Richmond, 
this  28th  day  of  November.  In  the  year  of 
I'ur  I,ord  1952,  and  In  the  one  hundred  sev- 
enty-seventh year  of  the  Commonwealth. 

John  S.  Battle, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor; 
I  SEAL  J  Martha  Beil  Conwat, 

Secretary  of  the  Commonuealth. 


^         State  or  New  Mfxico 
To    the    Prfsident    of    the    Senate    or    the 

United  bTATEs: 

This  18  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
Novcber  1952  Dennls  Chavez  was  duly  chosen 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Slate  of  New 
Mexico  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre- 
.sent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
St:ites  f<ir  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  excellency  our  Governor, 
Edwin  L  Mechem,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed" 
at  Santa  Fe,  this  29th  day  of  November,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  19.=)2. 

Edwin  L.  Mechem, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor- 

Ei'CENr  D    Lujak. 
Chief  Justice  of  New  Mexico. 
fsi^ALl  Beatrice  B    Roach, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Texas. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  19,^2  Price  Daniel  was  duly  chosen 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State  of 
Texas  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  represent 
said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on  the 
3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  excellency  our  Governor, 
Allan  Shivers,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Austin,  Tex  .  this  the  29th  day  of  Novem- 
ber,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Allan  Shivers, 

Governor. 
i^^'^^l  Jack  Ross, 

Secretary  pf  state. 

State   or   Vermont. 
_       .  Executive  Department 

To    the    President    op   the    Senate    or    the 
U.NiTED  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  Ralph  E.  Flanders  was  duly 
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chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Vermont  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  excellency  our  Oo^Sfh^r, 
Lee  E.  Emerson,  and  our  seal  hereto  afflze^ 
at  Montpeller,  this  18th  day  of  NovembeTf 
In  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Lee  E.  Emerson, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[seal)  How  ABO  E.  Armstiono, 

Secretary  of  State. 

OmcE  or  THE  Governor. 

^  State  House, 

Phoenix.  Ariz.,  November  25,  19S2. 
'lo  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
Tills  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  Barrt  M.  Ooldwater  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of.  the 
State  of  Arizona  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  excellency  our  Governor. 
Howard  Pyle.  and  our  seal  affixed  at  Phoenix, 
this  25th  day  of  November,  In  the  year  of 
our  Lord  1952. 

Howard  Ptle. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
Attest: 
[SEAL]  Wesley  Bolin, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Fi.orida. 

The  Capitol, 

Tallahassee. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
Tills  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  Spcssaro  L.  Holland  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  Florida  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  repres(;nt  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  excellency  our  Governor, 
Fuller  Warren,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Tallahassee,  this  12th  day  of  November, 
In  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Finj.jat  Warren. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor; 
[seal]  R.  a.  Gray, 

Secretary  of  State. 

To  the  Prbstdent  or  the  Senate  or  the 
Untted  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952.  Albert  Gore  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Tennessee  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:     His    Excellency     our    Governor. 
Gordon   Browning,  and  our  seal   hereto  af- 
fixed at  Nashville,  this  the  19th  day  of  No- 
vember. In  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 
Gordon  Browning. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[seal]  James  H.  Cummings, 

Secretary  of  State. 


State  or  New  York, 

Executive  Chambes. 
To  the  PREsmENT  or  the  Senate  or  the 
Untted  States: 
Whereas  the  board  of  canvassers  of  the 
State  of  New  York  has  completed  the  canv^ps 
of  the  votes  cast  at  the  general  election  on 
the  4th  day  of  November  1952.  and  pursuant 
to  law  has  caused  to  be  filed  and  recorded  In 
the  department  of  state  of  the  State  of  New 
York  a  vtatement  of  the  number  of  votes  cast 


for  all  candidates  for  the  c^ee  of  United 
States  Senator,  together  with  Its  determina- 
tion that  iRviNo  M.  Ivzs  was  elected  to  that 
office: 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Thomas  E.  Dewey.  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  New  York,  do  hereby  cer- 
tify that  on  the  4th  day  of  November  1952, 
Irving  M.  Ives,  of  Norwich,  was  duly  elected 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State  of  New 
York  to  the  oiQce  of  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  New  York  for  a  term  of  6 
years  beginning  on  the  3d  day  of  January 
1953. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  the.  great  seal 
of  the  State  at  the  capltol  In  the  city  of  Al- 
bany this  18th  day  of  December,  In  the  year 
of  our  Lord  1952. 

Thomas  E.  Dewet. 

Attest: 

[seal]  Ruth  M.  Mines, 

Executive  Deputy  Secretary  of  State. 


State  or  Washington, 
ExEctrrrvE  Department. 

Olympia. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  Henrt  M.  Jackson  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qua'lfled  electors  of  the  State 
of  Washington  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my 
hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  State  of 
Washington  to  be  affixed  at  Olympia  this  4th 
day  of  December,  A.  D.  1952. 

Arthur  B.  Langlie. 
Governor  of  Washington. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  Earl  Coe, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Indiana, 
Executive  Department, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  William  E.  Jenner  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Indiana  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  rep- 
resent said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:     His    Excellency    our    Governor, 
Henry  F    Schrlcker,  and  our  seal  hereto  af- 
fixed at  Indianapolis,  lid.,  this  20th  day  of 
November,  In  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 
Henrt  F.  Schricker, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  LELA?m  Smith, 

Secretary  of  State. 

The  Commonwealth  op  Massachttsetts. 
To    the    President   or    the    Senate    or    the 
United  States: 

This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  John  F.  KInnedt  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Massachusetts  a  Senator  from 
said  Commonwealth  to  represent  said  Com- 
monwealth In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency  our  Governor  Paul 
A.  Dever,  and  our  seal  hereunto  affixed  at 
Boston,  this  6th  day  of  December.  In  the  year 
of  our  Lord  1952. 

Paul  A.  Dever, 

Governor. 

By  the  Governor: 

[SEAL]  Edward  J,  Cronin, 

Secretary  of  the  Commonioealth. 

UNTrn)  States  Senator — A  Proclamation  bt 
the  Governor 
Whereas  It  appears  by  the  certificates  re- 
turned by  the  conunlssloners  of  the  county 


courts  (who  are  ex  officio  the  boards  of  can- 
vassers) of  the  several  counties  composing 
the  State  of  West  Virginia,  that  at  the  gen- 
eral election  held  on  the  4th  day  of  Novem- 
ber 1952.  Harlet  M.  Kilgore  received  470,019 
votes;  and  Chapman  Revercomb  received 
406,554  votes,  therefore,  I.  Okey  L.  Patte- 
Bon.  Governor  of  the  State  of  West  Virginia, 
do  by  this  my  proclamation  declare  that 
Harlet  M.  Kilgore,  of  Beckley,  In  the  county 
of  Raleigh,  having  received  the  largest  num- 
ber of  votes  cast  at  the  said  election.  Is  duly 
elected  United  States  Senator  for  the  6-year 
term  beginning  January  3,  1953. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  great  seal  of  the 
State  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  capltol  In  the  city  of  Charles- 
ton,  State   of  West  Virginia,   this   the   16th 
day   of  December   in   the   year   of   our   Lord 
1952  and  in  the  ninetieth  year  of  the  State. 
Okey  L.  Patteson. 

Governor. 

By  the  Governor: 

[SEAL]  D.  Pitt  O'Brien, 

Secretary  of  State, 

Executive  Department, 

State  or  Calitornia. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  th« 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952,  Willlam  F.  Knowland  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  California  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  Earl 
Warren.  And  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at  Sacra- 
mento, Calif.,  this  11th  day  of  Decembw  In 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Earl  Warren, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  Frank   M.   Jordan, 

Secretary  of  State, 
By  Charles   J.    Hagertt, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

XJnTTED  States  or  America, 

Department  of  State, 
State  of  North  Dakota. 
To  AU  to  Whom  These  Presents  Shall  Come: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952.  William  Lancer  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  a  Senator  from  said  State 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for  the 
term  of  6  years,  beginning  on  the  3d  day  of 
January  1953. 

Witness :  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  Nor- 
man Brunsdale.  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Bismarck.  N.  Dak.,  this  28th  day  oX 
November   1952. 

Norman  Brunsdale, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  Thomas  Hall, 

Secretary  of  State. 

*  State  or  Nevada, 

Executive  Department. 
To    the    President    or   the   Senate    or   th« 
United  States: 

This  is  to  certify  that  at  a  general  election 
held  in  the  Stat^'-of  Nevada  on  Tuesday,  the 
4th  day  of  November  1952,  George  W. 
(Molly)  Malone  was  duly  elected  by  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  State  of  Nevada  a 
Senator  from  said  State  to  represent  said 
State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for 
the  term  of  6  years  beginning  on  the  3d  day 
of  January  19^.  having  received  the  highest 
number  of  votes  cast  for  said  oSlce  at  said 
election,  as  appears  by  the  certificate  of  the 
duly  constituted  and  qualified  board  of  can- 
vassers now  on  file  in  the  ofllce  of  the  secre- 
tary of  state  at  Carson  City,  Nev. 

In  testimony  whereof,!  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  great  seal  of  Stat* 
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to  b«  BiBxed  at  Carson  City,  this  4th  day 
of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Ixsrd  1962. 
Crasles  H.  'Rxjsbkll, 

Crovemor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  John  Koontz, 

Secretary  of  State. 


Th»  State  or  Montana, 

ExKctrnvE  CHAMrnts. 
To  the  President  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952.  Mike  Manstislx)  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Montana  a  Senator  from  this  State  to 
represent  the  State  of  Montana  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  for  the  term  of  6 
years,  beginning  on  the  3d  day  of  January 
1953. 

Witness:  His  Elxcellency,  our  Governor, 
John  W.  Bonner,  and  our  seal  hereto  aiflxed 
at  Helena,  this  3d  day  of  December,  ln||he 
year  of  our  Lord.  1952. 

John  W.  Bonner. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAi.]  Sam  W.  Mitchell^ 

Secretary  of  State. 


_/     Commonwealth  of  Pennstivania, 

Governor's  Oftics. 
To  the  Presidknt  of  the  Sevate  of  the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of  No- 
vember 1952,  Edward  Martin  was  duly  chosen 
by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania  a  Senator  from  said 
Commonwealth  to  represent  said  Common- 
wealth In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on  the  3d 
day  of  January   1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
John  S.  Fine,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
the  city  of  Harrlsburg,  Pa.,  this  9th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1952. 

John  S.  Fine. 
■>   By  the  Governor: 

[SEAL]  Gene  D.  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


United  States  of  America,  ' 

The  State  of  Wisconsin, 

Executive  Department. 
To  the  President  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952.  Joseph  R.  McCarthy  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualifiedelectors  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  com- 
mencing on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

In  testimony  whereof.  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  great  seal  vt  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  to  be  affixed.  Done  at 
the  capitol.  in  the  city  6t  Madison,  this  26th 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  LoraiL 
1952.  ^ 

Walter  H.  Kohlee, 

Gotenwr. 
By  the  Coventor: 
[SKALj  Fr£d  R.  Zimmerman, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  of  RhodS  Island 
AND  Providence  Plantations, 

Executive  Chamber, 
Prot;id€Tice,  December  3,  1952. 
To   the    President    of   the    Senate    of   the 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November    1952.  John  Q.  P.^store  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Rhode  Island  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 


United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
Dennis  J.  Roberts,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Providence,  R.  I.,  this  3d  day  of  December, 
In  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1952. 

Dknnis  J.  Roberts, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[seal)  Armand  H.  Cote. 

Secretary  of  State. 


State  of  Maine. 
To    All    Who     Shall    See     These    Presents, 
Greeting: 

Know  ye  that  Fredericx  G.  Payne,  of 
Waldoboro,  in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  tm  the 
8th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  cf  our 
Lord  1952.  was  chosen  by  the  electors  of  this 
State,  a  United  States  Set\ator  to  represent 
the  State  of  Maine  In  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  h.ive  caused  the 
seal  of  StTte  to  be  hereunto  affixed. 

Given  under  my  hand  at  Augii.sta.  the  1st 
day  of  December.  In  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1952,  and  In  the  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
seventh  yenr  of  the  Independence  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Frederic-k  G    Payne. 
By  the  Governor: 
[seal]  Harold  I.  Goss, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  of  Michigan, 
Gr»:cE  or  the  Oovebnoh. 
To    the    Presidf.nt    of    thl    Sknate    of    the 
United  States: 
Tliis  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November   1952  Cha:-.les  E    Pi  Trnn  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of   Mich;i;:i:i    a   Senator   from   said   State    to 
represent    said   State    in   the   Senate   of   the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1353. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor.  G. 
Mennen   \V:;:i.an?.    and   our   seal   hereto    ;'f- 
fixed  at  LansinB:.  Mich.,  this  21st  day  of  No- 
vember, in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 
Wm.  C.  Vandf.nt!E»g, 
Lieutenart  and  Acting  Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 

(SEAL  I  p    M    AlCER    Jr  , 

Secret  a -y  of  State. 

St.\te  of   CONNEmCXT. 

E-XEcuTiVE  Department. 
To  the  President  of  the  Slnate  of  the 
United  State  s: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  William  A  Purtell  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
cf  Connectiout  a  S  'nator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  St.ae  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Statts  ftr  Uie  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ninij  on  the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor. 
John  Ixxige,  and  our  seal  hereto  aiBxed  at 
H;\rtfijrd,  this  26th  day  of  November,  In  the 
year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

John  Lodge. 

Governor. 
[  SEAL  1  Alice  K  .  LsoroLD . 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  of  New  Jersey. 

CET.nri'-ArE   of   Election 

To  the  Pp.f.«iden't  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States: 

This  is  to  certify  that  on  November  4,  19"2. 
H.  Alfxand'tr  Smith  was  duly  chosen  by  th~e 
qualified  electors  of  the  St;ite  of  New  Jersev, 
a  Senator  from  the  said  State,  to  renreseiit 
the  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  tlie  term  of  6  years  betinnlng  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

In  testimony  whereof  the  great  seal  of  the 
Stule  is  hcieuiito  ufiixed. 


Witness  the  hand  oi  His  Excellency,  our 
Governor.  Alfred  B.  Drlscoll,  at  Trenton,  thl» 
2d  day  of  December  A.  D.  1952. 

AU'RED   B.    DRIBCOIX, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
Attest: 
I  SEAL  I  Llotd  B    Marsh. 

Secretaiy  of  State. 

State  of  Mississippi. 
ExECLTivE  Department, 

Jackaon. 
To    the    President    or    the    Senate    of    the 
United  St\tls: 

Tlus  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  ot 
November  1952  John  C  Sten.nis  was  duly 
clitjsen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Slate 
of  Mississippi  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
reprtscnt  s.iid  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begiu- 
niii^  uii  tlie  3d  day  of  January  i953. 

Witness.  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
Hugh  White,  and  our  seid  hereto  affixed  at 
Jucksun,  this  the  14th  day  of  November,  la 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1952. 

Hugh  White. 


To 


By  the  Governor; 

[isKALl 


Governor. 

HxrER  Ladner. 
Serretury  of  State. 


To  the  pRE'=Tr)E>rr  of  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
Tht-s  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  4'h  day  of 
November  1952.  Stuart  Symington  was  duly 
chijsen  by  tlie  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Mi^..sourl  a  Sen.itor  from  said  State  to 
represe:;t  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  ft>r  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  di  y  of  January   li^53. 

Witness?  •  His  Excellency,  our  Governor.  For- 
rest Smith,  and  our  seal  hereto  afBxed  at 
Jefler.s.  n  City  M'.  this  15th  day  of  Decem- 
ber, In  the  year  of  our  Lord  19.S2. 

Forrest  Smtth. 

Governor. 
Attest: 
(SEAL)  Walter  H   Toberman. 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  of  Minnfsota, 
Ex'BcirnvT  Department. 
To    the    PREsinnrr    or    the    Senate    of   thm 

United  States: 

This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  Edward  J.  Thye  was  duly 
cho'-en  by  the  qu.Uitlcd  elecUjrsOf  the  State 
c,:  Mmnesoti  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  ff  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6. years,  be- 
ginning on  Uie  3d  day  of  January  1953. 

In  V.  itness  whereof.  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  gieat  seal  of  the 
State  of  Minnes<^jra  to  be  affixed  bv  the  Slate 
capitol  In  Si.  Paul  this  24th  day  of  November 
11^52. 

Elmer  Andexson, 

Got  fr  nor. 

Attest: 

ISKAL]^  Mas.    VlHCINIA    IIOLM. 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Delaware. 
Executive  Dli-arimlnt. 
To    the    Prewbent    of    the    Senate    or  -ttie 
United  6TA5rF..s:  -^ 

This  Lb  to  certi^  that  on  the  4th  day  of 
November  1952  John  J.  V.illums  was  duly 
cho.veii  by  the  qvialilUd  electors  of  the  State 
of  Delaware  a  Seuat(ir  from  said  State  to 
repre-ent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States- for  the  term  of  6  vears,  bcgln- 
J^ln.;  on  the  3d  day  of  January  i953. 

Witncjs:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  El- 
bert- N.  Carvel,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
Dover,  this  14th  day  of  November.  In  the 
year  of  our  Lord  1852. 

ELBBrr  N.  Cahvtl. 

Governor. 
By   the   Governor: 
(seal)  Harris  B.  McDowei.l,  Jr., 

Secretar-j  of  State. 


State  of  Utah. 
ExECOTTVB  Department, 
Becretart  of  State's  Ornc*. 
the    President   of   the  Senate    of  th« 
United  States: 
I,   Heber  Bennlon.   Jr.,   aecretary  of  state 
of  tlfe  State  of  Utah,  do  hereby  certify  that 
on   the  4th  day  of  November  1952,  Arthxtr 
V.  Watkins  was  duly  chosen  by  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  State  of  Utah  a  Senator  from 
said    State    to   represent   said    State    In   the 
Senate   of  the   United   States   for   the   term 
of  6  years,  beginning  on  the  3d  day  of  Jan- 
uary 1953. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  J. 
Bracken  Lee.  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  this  25th  day  of  November, 
in  the  year  of  eur  Lord  1952. 

J.  Bracken  Lee, 

GorcrTior. 
As  appears  of  record  In  my  office. 
In   witness   whereof.   I   have   hereunto  set 
my   hand   and   affixed   the  great  seal   of  the 
State  of  Utah  at  Salt  Lake  City,  this  25th 
day   of  November   1952. 
By  the  Governor: 
[skalJ  Heber  Bennion,  Jr., 

Secretary  of  State. 
By  Wayne    Christofferson, 

Depu  ty. 


ADMINISTRATION  OP  OATH 

The  VICE  "T-FiESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  now  call,  alphabetically,  and 
in  groups  of  four,  the  names  of  the  Sen- 
ators-elect who  as  their  names  are  called 
will  advance  to  the  desk  and  the  oath 
of  oflBce  will  be  administered  to  them. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Barrxtt,  Mr.  Beall,  Mr.  Brickxb, 
and  Mr.  Bush. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  Httnt, 
Mr.  BirrLER  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Taft,  and 
Mr.  Bridges,  respectively,  advanced  to 
the  de.sk,  and  the  oath  of  office  pre- 
scribed by  law  vlas  administered  to  them 
by  the  Vice  President.  * 

The  legislativt?  clerk  called  the~r!am«^^ 
of  Mr.  Butler   Df  Nebraska,  Mr.  Byrd. 
Mr.  Chavez,  and  Mr.  Cooper. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  with  ref- 
erence to  the  seating  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  there  has 
been  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate a  contest,  or  a  letter  proposing  a 
contest,  which  letter  I  have  not  seen. 
It  relates  to  th<!  election  in  New  Mex- 
ico. Other  protests  may  be  filed.  I  un- 
derstand that  a  protest  has  been  filed 
with  respect  to  the  seating  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota   I  Mr.  Lancer  1. 

My  own  view  is  that  these  Senators 
should  be  permitted  to  take  the  oath  and 
be  seated.  It  is  my  further  view  that 
the  oath  is  taken  without  prejudice  to 
the  right  of  anyone  contesting  the  seat 
to  proceed  with  the  <;ontest.  and  with- 
out prejudice  to  ihe  right  of  anyone  pro- 
testing or  asking  for  expulsion  from  the 
Senate  to  proceed.  I  believe  that  the 
various  protests  which  have  been  filed 
should  be  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committee  and  dealt  with  in  due  course. 

Therefore,  I  ask  that  these  Senators 
be  allowed  to  Uike  the  oath,  as  I  have 
said,  without  prejudice.  I  understand 
that  such  would  be  the  case  anyway,  re- 
gardless of  any  statement  which  I  might 
make.  I  should  object  to  any  effort  to 
prevent  their  taking  the  oath  today. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PR3SIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Will  it  be  understood 
that  after  they  take  the  oath  they  will 
ifot  be  denied  in  any  way  whatsoever 
their  prerogatives  in  the  Senate,  includ- 
ing the  right  to  assignment  to  commit- 
tees, and  all  other  rights  and  prerogatives 
as  Senators? 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  is  my  understand- 
ing. They  will  have  every  right  to  vote, 
and  every  other  right  as  Senators  unless 
some  action  is  taken  by  the  Senate  itself 
to  change  their  status. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  state- 
ment on  the  part  of  any  Senator  is 
necessary.  If  a  Senator-elect  takes  the 
oath,  he  becomes  a  Senator  and  remains 
a  Senator  unless  he^  relieved  of  his 
duties  by  some  acticmof  the  Senate. 

The  Chair  will  take  advantage  of  the 
situation  to  state  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  confusion  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  seating  Senators  against 
whom  some  objection  may  be  registered. 
When  the  e  is  a  contest  over  the  election 
of  a  Senator,  the  Senate  may  determine 
that  question  by  majority  vote.  If  the 
Senate  finds  that  he  has  not  been  duly 
elected,  the  Senate  may,  by  majority 
vote,  so  declare.  If  the  Senate  finds  that 
he  is  not  qualified  as  a  Senator,  the  Sen- 
ate may,  by  majority  vote,  declare  the 
seat  vacant.  All  the  rights  of  the  Senate 
are  preserved. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Will  the  Chair 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  an  ef- 
fort is  made  to  expel  a  Senator  who  has 
taken  the  oath,  because  of  some  miscon- 
duct on  his  part,  some  malfeasance  or 
misfeasance  in  office,  involving  his  con- 
duct as  a  Senator,  a  tv/o-thirds  vote  is 
required  to  expel  him.  That  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  validity  of  his  election.  It 
has  to  do  with  his  conduct  as  a  Senator 
«fter  he  is  sworn  in. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  with  due 
respect  to  the  distinguished  President  of 
the  Senate,  I  wish  to  register  an  objection 
to  his  second  statement  as  to  the  vote 
required  to  oust  a  Senator  with  respect 
to  whom  objection  is  made  because  of 
lack  of  qualifications — say  with  respect 
to  character — and  also  as  to  the  distinc- 
tion between  a  majority  vote  and  a  two- 
thirds  vote  which  the  distinguished 
Presiding 


_  Officer  suggests,  depending 
upon  whether  the  misconduct  occurs  be- 
fore or  after  a  person  becomes  a  Sen- ^ ,^_ 

a  tor.     I  think  that  question  is  open  to  ^tors  who  arewaTting  at  the  door'please 
debate.     I  do  not  wish  to  debate  it  at     approach  the  desk  and  take  the  oath? 


Mr.  TAFT.  By  reason  of  insufficient 
age,  or  failure  to  meet  the  residence  re- 
quirement. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Or  for  other 
reasons  of  disqualification.  However, 
that  has  nothing  to  do  with  his  conduct 
as  a  Senator  after  he  takes  the  oath. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  know  the  significance  of  the  term 
"without  prejudice."  I  should  like  to 
know  the  difference  between  a  full  oath 
and  an  oath  which  is  taken  without 
prejudice. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  own  opinion  Is  that 
there  is  no  difference. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  May  I 
finish  my  question? 

Mr.  TAPT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
been  told  that  when  the  tipulation 
"without  prejudice"  is  injected  into  the 
taking  of  the  oath,  at  a  later  time,  when 
a  vote  is  taken  upon  the  qualifications 
of  the  particular  Senator,  he  may  be 
ousted  by  a  majority  vote,  whereas  if 
that  stipulation  is  not  entered  at  the  time 
he  takes  the  oath,  a  two-thirds  vote  is 
required  to  oust  him,  in  a  case  involving 
any  question  of  character  or  other  quali- 
fications.   Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  own  opinion,  after  con- 
sultation with  the  Parliamentarian,  is 
that  nothing  which  I  or  any  other  Sena- 
tor may  say  today  in  using  the  words 
"without  prejudice"  makes  the  slightest 
difference,  unless  the  Senate  takes  some 
action.  When  a  man  takes  the  oath  he 
becomes  a  Senator.  I  express  my  opin- 
ion that  the  taking  of  the  oath  in  no  way 
prejudices  anyone  who  may  have  filed  a 
contest.  The  taking  of  the  oath  in  no 
way  changes  the  status  of  the  contest. 
That  is  my  opinion  at  the  present  time. 
So  far  as  I  know,  it  is  wholly  uimeces- 
sary  to  make  such  a  statement.  The  law 
is  the  same  anyway.  If  a  Senator  takes 
the  oath,  I  do  not  believe  that  that  fact 
changes  the  basis  of  the  vote,  or  the  per- 
centage of  the  vote  required,  which  is 
determined  by  the  character  of  the  case, 
rather  than  by  anything  done  at  the  time 
the  oath  is  administered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.   Will  the  Sen- 


the  present  time.  I  merely  wish  to  re 
serve  the  right  to  have  that  question 
raised  later  and  determined  by  the  Sen- 
ate itself. 

In  the  first  Langer  case,  as  I  remember, 
It  was  decided  by  the  Senate  Itself  that 
a  two -thirds  vote  was  required.  The 
Senate  decide(i^by  a  majority  vote,  that 
a  two-thirds  vote  was  required  in  that 
case,  which  related  to  action  taken 
largely  before  Mr.  Langer  became  a  Sen- 
ator.- I  think  that  question  ought  to  be 
left  open.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  with 
the  Chair.  I  simply  wish  to  reserve  the 
right  to  present  a  different  argument  at 
a  later  time.  ,  - 

The  VICE  PRESlpENT.  The  Chair 
should  state  that  his  second  statement 
relates  to  the  possiblj}  disqualification  of 
a  Senator  at  the  time  of  taking  the  oath 
of  office. 

r- 


The  Senators  whose  names  had  previ- 
ously been  called,  namely,  Mr.  Butler  of 
Nebraska,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Chavez,  and  Mr. 
Cooper,  escorted,  respectively,  by  Mr. 
MiLLiKiN.  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Anderson, 
and  Mr.  Clements,  advanced  to  the  Vice 
President's  desk,  and  the  oath  of  office 
prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to 
them  by  the  Vice  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Danj«l,  Mr.  Flanders.  Mr.  Gold- 
water,  and  Mr.  Gore. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  John- 
son of  Texas,  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr.  Hayden, 
and  Mr.  Kefauver.  respectively,  ad- 
vanced to  the  desk,  and  the  oath  of  office 
prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to 
them  by  the  Vice  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Griswold,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Ivis, 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 
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These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  But- 
LKK  of  Nebraska,  Mr.  Smathbks,  Mr.  LiKh> 
MAN,  and  Mr.  Magnuson.  respectively, 
advanced  to  the  desk,  and  the  oath  of 
oflBce  prescribed  by  law  was  adminis- 
tered to  them  by  the  Vice  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  jKinffER,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.  Kil- 
CORS,  and  Mr.  Knowlako. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  Cape- 
hart,  Mr.  Saltonstall.  Mr.  Nkely.  and 
Mr.  HicKCNLOCPKB,  respectively,  ad- 
vanced to  the  desk,  and  the  oath  of  office 
prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to 
them  by  the  Vice  President 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  KucHEL,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr.  Malone. 
and  Mr.  Mansfield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that 
a  protest  has  been  filed  against  the  seat- 
ing of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
tMr.  Langer].  Everything  that  was  said 
with  reference  to  the  Chavez  case  applies 
also  to  the  Langer  case. 

The  Senators  whose  names  had  pre- 
viously been  called,  namely,  Mr.  Kuchel, 
Mr.  Langeh,  Mr.  Malone.  and  Mr.  Mans- 
field, escorted  by  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr. 
Young.  Mr.  McCarran,  and  Mr.  Murray. 
respectively,  advanced  to  the  desk,  and 
the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by  law  was 
administered  to  them  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Martin.  Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  Pas- 
TORE,  and  Mr.  Payne. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  Duff. 
Mr.  Wiley,  Mr.  Green,  and  Mrs.  Smith 
of  Maine,  respectively,  advanced  to  the 
desk,  and  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by 
law  was  administered  to  them  by  the 
Vice  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Potter,  Mr.  Purtell.  Mr.  Smith 
of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  Stennis. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  Fergu- 
son. Mr.  Bush.  Mr.  Hendrickson.  and 
Mr.  Eastland,  respectively,  advanced  to 
the  desk,  and  the  oath  of  office  pre- 
scribed by  law  was  administered  to  them 
by  the  Vice  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  Mr.  Symington.  Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Wai- 
KiNS,  and  Mr.  Williams. 

These  Senators,  escorted  by  Mr.  Hen- 
nings,  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr.  Bennett,  and 
Mr.  PRear.  respectively,  advanced  to  the 
desk,  and  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by 
law  was  administered  to  them  by  the 
Vice  President. 


LIST  OP  SENATORS.  BY  STATES 

ilZabama.— Lister  Hill  and  John  J, 
Sparkman. 

Arizona. — Carl  Hayden  and  Barry  M. 
Goldwater. 

Arkansas.— ;j6hn  U  McClellan  and 
J.  William  Pulbright. 

CaH/omm.— William  P.  Knowland  and 
Thomas  H.  Kuchel. 

Colorado.— Edwin  C.  Johnson  and 
Eugene  D.  Millikln. 

Conn«c«ct/t.— Prescott  Busli  and  Wil- 
liam A.  Purtell. 

Delaware.— J6bji  J.  Williams  and 
J.  Allen  Prear. 

FZonda.— Spessard  L.  Holland  and 
George  A.  anathers. 


Georgia. — Walter  P.  George  and  Rich- 
ard 3.  Russell. 

Idaho— Yienry  C.  Dworshak  and  Her- 
man Welker. 

Illinois. — Paul  H.  Douglas  and  Everett 
M.  Dlrksen. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 


E 


Capehart 
Hickenlooper 


and 
and 


C.     Clements     and 


Ellender     and 


Ferguson       and 
J.     Thye     and 


Eastland  and 


Indiana. — Homer 
William  E.  Jenner. 

lotoa. — Bourke    B. 
Guy  M.  Gillette. 

Kansas. — Andrew    P.    Schoejipel    and 
Frank  Carlson. 

Kmtucky — Earl 
Jchn  Sherman  Cooper. 

Louisiana. — Allen     J. 
Russell  B.  Long. 

Maine. — Margaret  Chase   anith   and 
Frederick  G.  Payne. 

Maryland. — Jolm      M.      Butler      and 
J.  Glenn  Beall. 

Massachusetts. — Leverett     Saltonstall 
and  John  P.  Kennedy. 

Michigan. — Homer 
Charles  E.  Pott-r. 

Minnesota. — Edward 
Hubert  H.  Humphrey. 

Mississijypi. — James  O. 
■  John  C.  Stennis. 

Missouri. — Thomas  C.  Hennings  and 
Stuart  Symington. 

Jl/oTiiana.— James  E.  Murray  and  Mike 
Mansfield. 

Nebraska.— Uuiih  Butler  and  Dwight 
Grl,~,wold. 

Nevada. — Pat  McCarran  and  Georue 
W.  Malone. 

New  Hampshire. ^Styles  Bridges  and 
Charles  W.  Tobey. 

New  Jersey.— K.  Alexander  Smith  and 
Robert  C.  Hendrickson. 

New  Mexico. — Dennis  Chavez  and 
Clinton  P.  Anderson. 

New  yorfc.— Irving  M.  Ives  and  Herbert 
H.  Lehman. 

North  Carolina.— Clyde  R.  Hoey  and 
Willis  Smith. 

North  Dakota. — William  Langer  and 
Milton  R.  Young. 

o;iio.— Robert  A.  Taft  and  John  W. 
Bricker. 

Oklahoma.— Rcheri  S.  Kerr  and  A.  S. 
Mike  Momoney. 

Oregon.— Guy  Cordon  and  Wayne 
Morse. 

Pennsylvania.— EdwsLid  Martin  and 
James  H.  Du£f. 

Rhode  /iZand.— Theodore  Francis 
Green  and  John  O.  Pastore. 

South  Carolina.— Bnxnel  R.  Maybank 
and  Olin  D.  Johnston. 

South  Dakota.— Ks^Tl  E.  Muij^t  and 
Francis  Case. 

Tennessee.— Estcs  Kefauver  and  Al- 
bert Gore. 

Texas.— hyndon  B.  Johnson  and  Price 
Daniel. 

Utah.— Arihxir  V.  Watkins  and  Wal- 
lace F.  Bennett. 

Vermont— George  D.  Aiken  and^aloh 
E.  Flanders. 

Virgmia.— Harry  Flood  Byrd  and  A. 
Willis  Robertson. 

W(Ls?iinfi(^on.— Warren  G.  Magnuson 
and  Henry  M  Jackson. 

West  Virginia.— Harley  M.  Kilgore  and 
Matthew  M.  Neely. 

Wz5consm.— Alexander  Wiley  and  Jo- 
seph R.  McCarthy. 

Wj/om/7Z£r,— Lester  C.  Hunt  and  Frank 
A.  Barrett. 


Mr.  TAPT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MiUiKJn 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Ncfly 

Pa.-^tnre 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Robcrtaon 

Ruaseil 

S&lton^taU 

Scho^-ppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Main* 

Ksnith,  N   C. 

Smith,  N  J. 

Sparkniaa 

t'tt  nni.s 

Symington 

Taft 

Ihye 

Tobey 

Wattcina 

Wfiker 

Wlky 

WUIl&mB      . 

Young 

A  quorunx  Is 


Aiken 

AndtTsun 

Barrett 

BchU 

Bunett 

Bricker 

Br)dR;ea 

Kii'-h 

lUithr.  M^. 

Bu'.:tT.  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Cupi'hart 

Carison 

Caer 

Chavez 

Clements 

Conper 

Cordon 

CHiiiel 

DjTksen 

i)out;:a» 

Dutt 

n*.'or  hik 

E.  'laud 

K.ict.dcr 

t>rKu-i  n 

Flanders 

Frear 

Fulbrl^ht 

George 

GUlette 

(joldwater 


Gore 
Green 

on.';  wold 

Hayden 

H"ndrlck8on 

K.'nnir.ijs 

Hickemooper 

Hill 

Hooy 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ivea 

Jac'luon 

Jenner 

Johr..-on 

JohiKson 

Johnston, 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllkiore 

Knouiund 

Kurhel 

Langer 

Lehman 

LonR 

Magnuson 

Mali^iie 

M-nsfleld 

Martin 

Maybank 


Colo. 
Tex 
,  S.  C 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 
present. 


GENERAL  MEETING  IN  CANADA  OF 
COMMONWEALTH  PARUAMEN- 
TARY  ASSOCIATION 

Under  the  authority  of  the  order  of 
July  7. 1952.  the  Vice  President  appointed 
during  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  I  Mr. 
G^EENl,  chairman,  the  Senator  from 
Mi-s-sissippi  [Mr.  St£nnis1,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
st.\llJ.  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
PL.^NDERs]  members  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  to  attend  the  general  meet- 
in-  in  Canada  of  the  Commonwealth 
Parliamentarj'  Association,  puisuaqt  to 
/he  provisions  of  Senate  Concurrent 
'Kifsolution  86.  Eighty-second  Congress 
second  session. 


APPOINTMENT  OP  MEMBERS  OF 
JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  ARRANGE 
FOR  INAUGURATION  OF  PRESI- 
DENT-ELECT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the 
Senate  of  July  7.  1952.  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, pursuant  to  Senate  Concurrent 
ResoluUon  48.  Eighty-^cond  CongreLS 
second  session,  appointed,  during  the  ad- 
journment of  the  Senate,  the  Senator 
from  Maine  [  Mrs.  Smith]  as  a  member  of 
the  Joint  Committee  To  Arrange  for  the 
Inauguration  of  the  President-Elect  of 
the  United  States  on  January  20.  1953. 
vice  the  Senator  from  Arizona  fMr.  Mc- 
Parlanb],  resigned. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith)  being  unable  to  accept  the  ap- 
pointment, the  Vice  President  subse- 
quently appointed  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  to  fill  the  vacancy. 
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resolution  (9.  Res.  1)  which  was  read, 
considered  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
agreed  to: 

ResolvedL,  That  a  committee  consisting  of 
two  Senators  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent to  Join  such  committee  as  may  be  ap- 
jxjlnted  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
wait  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  each  House 
is  assembled  and  that  the  Congress  is  ready 
to  receive  any  communication  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
TaftI  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]  members  of  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  is  elected  President 
pro  tempore.  Thp  Chair  appoints  the 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  as  a  committee  of  one  to  escort 
the  newly  elected  president  pro  tempore 
to  the  rostrum  to  take  the  oath  of  office. 

Mr.  BRIDGES,  escorted  by  Mr.  George, 
advanced  to  the  Vice  President's  desk, 
and  the  oath  was  administered  to  him 
by  the  Vice  President. 


NOTIFICATION  TO  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  submitted  the 
following  resolution  (S.  Res.  2),  which 
was  read,  considered  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  Inform  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of 
the  Senate  is  assembled  and  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 


HOUR  OF  DAILY  MEETING 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  3).  which  was 
read,  considered  by  unanimous  consent 
and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  hour  of  dally  meeting 
of  the  Senate  be  12  o'clock  meridian  unless 
otherwise  ordered. 


ELECTION  OF  SECRETARY  OP  THE 
SENATE 

Mr.  TAFT  submitted  a  resolution  (S. 
Res.  5),  which  was  read  and  considered 
by  unanimous  consent,  s^  follows : 

Resolved,  That  J.  Mark  Trice,  of  Maryland. 
be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  elected  Secretary  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  direction  of  the  conference  of 
the  minority.  I  move  that  the  name  of 
Leslie  L.  Biffle,  of  Arkansas,  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  name  of  J.  Mark  Trice,  of 
Maryland. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  [Putting  the  question.]  In  the 
judgment  of  the  Chair,  the  "noes"  have 
it  by  the  same  margin  as  in  the  case  of 
the  previous  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  The  question  recurs  on  the  reso- 
lution of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  retiring  Secretary  of  the 
Senate.  Mr.  Leslie  L.  Biffle.  to  escort  Mr. 
Trice  to  the  rostrum  to  take  the  oath. 

Mr.  Trice,  escorted  by  Mr.  Biffle, 
advanced  to  the  desk,  and  the  oath  of 
office  was  administered  to  him  by  the 
Vice  President. 


ELECTION  OP  PRESIDENT  PRO 
TEMPORE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  elect  a  President 
pro  tempore  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  want  to  nominate 
somebody?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TAFT  submitted  a  resolution  (S. 
Res.  4).  which  was  read  and  considered 
by  unanimous  consent,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  Hon.  Sttlzs  Budges,  a  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  be, 
and  he  Is  hereby,  elected  President  of  the 
Senate  pro  tempore,  to  hold  ofOce  during 
the  pleasure  ■  of  the  Senate.  In  accordance 
with  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  adopted  on 
the  12th  day  of  March  1890.  on  the  subject. 

Mm  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  direction  of  the  conference  of 

the  minority.  I  move  that  the  name  of 

Hon.  Walter  P.  George,  the  senior  Sena?/  -_ 

tor  from  Georgia,  be  substituted  fdr  the     NOTIFICATION  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

name  of  Hon.  Styles  Bridgks  of  New 


ELECTION  OP  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS 
AND  DOORKEEPER  OP  THE 
SENATE  I 

Mr.  JENNER  submitted  a  resolution 
(S.  Res.  6)  which  was  read  and  consid- 
ered by  unanimous  consent,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Forest  A.  Harness,  of  Indi- 
ana, be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  elected  Sergeant 
at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  direction  of  the  conference  of 
the  minority,  I  move  that  the  name  of 
Joseph  C.  Duke,  of  Arizona,  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  name  of  Forest  A.  Harness. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.    The   ques- 
tion recurs  on  the  resolution  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Indiana. 
'      The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


Hampshire. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  [Putting  the  question.]  In  the 
judgment  of  the  Chair,  the  "noes"  have 
It,  by  a  narrow  margin.  [Laughter.] 
Tlie  question  recurs  on  the  resolution 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  TAFT  submitted  a  resolution 
(8.  Res.  7),  which  was  read,  considered 
by  unanimoiis  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  notified  at  the  election  of  Hon. 
Srrus  Beidces.  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  as  President  of  the  Senate 
pro  tempcH-e.  and  of  J.  Mark  Trice.  oX  Mary- 
land, as  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


NOTIFICATION  TO  THE  HOUSE  OP 
REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr.  TAFT  submitted  a  resolution 
(S.  Res.  8),  which  was  read,  considered 
by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives be  notified  of  the  election  of  Hon. 
Sttles  Bridges,  a  Senator  of  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  as  President  of  the  Senate 
pro  tempore,  and  of  J.  Mark  Trice,  of  Mary- 
land, as  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


ELECTION  OF  SECRETARY  TO  THE 
MINORITY 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  direction  of  the  conference  of 
the  minority,  I  submit  a  resolution  and 
ask  that  it  be  read.  I  also  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

There  being  no  objection  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  9)  was  read,  considered, 
and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Rerolved.  That  Felton  M.  Johnston,  of  Mis- 
sissippi, be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  elected  Secre- 
tary for  the  minority  of  the  Senate. 


COUNT  OP  ELECTORAL  VOTES- 
ORDER  OP  PROCEDURE 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
forward  a  concurrent  resolution  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  1)  was 
read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring).  That  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  shall  meet  in  the  Hall 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  Tuesday, 
the  6th  day  of  January  1953.  at  1  o'clock 
post  meridian,  pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Constitution  and  laws  relating  to  the 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States.^and  the  President  of  the 
Senate  shall  be  their  presiding  officer;  that 
two  teUers  shall  be  previously  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  Senate  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  and  two  by  the  Speaker  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to 
whom  shall  be  handed,  as  they  are  opened 
by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  all  the  cer- 
tificates and  papers  purporting  to  be  cer- 
tificates of  the  electoral  votes,  which  certifi- 
cates and  papers  shall  be  opened,  presented, 
and  acted  upon  in  the  alphabetical  order  of 
the  States,  beginning  with  the  letter  A;  and 
said  tellers,'  having  then  read  the  same  in 
the  presence  and  hearing  of  the  two  Houses, 
shall  make  a  list  of  the  votes  as  they  shall 
appear  from  the  said  certificates;  and  the 
votes  having  been  ascertained  and  counted 
in  the  manner  and  according  to  the  niles  by 
law  provided,  the  result  of  the  same  shall  be 
delivered  to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  who 
shaU  thereupon  announce  the  state  of  the 
vote,  which  announcement  shall  be  deemed 
a  sufficient  declaration  of  the  persons,  if  any, 
elected  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  and,  together  with  a  list  of 
the  votes,  be  entered  on  the  Joiimals  of  the 
two  Houses. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  this 
is  an  appropriate  time  to  state  the  order 
of  procedure  which  I  shall  propose  to  the 
Senate. 

The  Constitution  requires  that  the 
Joint  session  be  held  on  Tuesday. 
When  we  have  finished  with  the  regular 
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business  today,  I  propose  that  the  Sen- 
ate adjourn  until  12  o'clock  on  Tuesday, 
at  which  time  we  shall  have  a  morning 
hour.  It  has  not  been  customary  in  the 
Senate  to  Introduce  bills  and  take  up 
the  general  order  of  business  during  the 
first  day  of  the  session,  but  on  Tuesday 
next  we  shall  have  a  regular  morning 
hour,  beginning  at  12  o'clock,  and  then, 
at  a  quarter  of  1  o'clock,  the  Senate 
will  recess  and  go  to  the  House  Chamber. 

I  understand  a  resolution  will  be  of- 
fered^y  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson!  with  re- 
gard to  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  raising 
the  question  whether  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body  with  continuing  rules, 
or  otherwise.  That  motion  is  open  to 
debate.  Debate  could  be  cut  ofT  by  mo- 
tion to  lay  on  the  table,  but  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  offer  such  a  motion.  I  suggest 
that  we  carry  that  matter  over  until 
Tuesday  afternoon  and  lay  it  open  to 
debate  at  that  time.  Whether  I  shall 
later  make  a  point  of  order  or  move  to 
lay  the  motion  on  the  table  can  be  de- 
termined after  sufiBcient  tin\e  has  been 
given  for  adequate  presentation  of  the 
issue.  I  think  that  is  agreeable  to  those 
who  are  proposing  the  question.  There- 
fore, after  that  motion  is  offered,  it  is 
planned  to  adjourn  until  Tuesday. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  the  program  suggested 
by  the  distinguished  majority  leader  is 
entirely  satisfactory. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
with  reference  to  the  morning  hour  on 
Tuesday  and  the  custom  of  the  Senate 
with  respect  to  introducing  bills  and  res- 
olutions,, that  the  Chair  has  no  intima- 
tion of  the  present  intention  in  that  re- 
gard. The  Chair  would  suggest  that  the 
Senate  keep  in  mind  the  discussion  with 
reference  to  the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  had  that 
In  mind.  I  suppose  we  may  receive  a 
message  from  the  present  President.  I 
do  not  want  to  wait,  however,  until 
President-elect  Eisenhower  assumes 
office  and  delivers  his  message.  In  the 
House  the  procedure  has  been  different 
from  that  in  the  Senate ;  Members  of  the 
House  always  Introduce  bills  on  the  first 
duy  of  the  session.  I  hesitate  to  ask 
Senators  to  postpone  the  introduction 
of  bills  beyond  next  Tuesday. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  tO  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  request 
Information  with  regard  to  the  morning 
hour  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio.  Will  that  in  any  way  prejudice  the 
right  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
I  Mr.  Anderson!  to  offer  his  motion  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  take  up  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Senate  rules? 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
morning  hour  be  under  the  rules  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  or  will  it  be  by 
unanimous  consent;  or  what  will  the 
situation  be? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  If  there  is 
any  doubt  whatever,  and  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  not  satisfied,  we  will 


defer  proceedings  under  the  morning 
hour  until  the  debate  on  the  rules  is 
concluded.  ^ 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  inquire  under  what  rules 
we  are  now  operating.  We  are  ordering 
quorum  calls  and  taking  other  parlia- 
mentary procecdint,'.s. 

Mr.  'ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Are  we  not  operat- 
ing under  the  Constitution? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  we  are.  and  I 
trust  that  we  shall  continue  to  do  so. 

Mr.  TAPT'.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say 
that  none  of  the  matters  that  have  been 
acted  on  today  have  been  taken  up  under 
the  provisions  of  any  particular  rules,  as 
I  understand;  at  least.  I  have  been  .so 
advLsed  by  the  Parliamentarian  of  the 
Senate.  Some  of  the  matters  are  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  and  others  seem  to  be 
merely  formal  in  nature. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  have  no 
Intention  whatever  to  prejudge  in  any 
way  the  question  of  rules,  although  I 
have  very  definite  opinions  on  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  question  of  the  rules  under  which 
the  Senate  operates  while  it  is  deciding 
what  the  rules  should  be  is  a  very  com- 
plicated procedural  question,  whicl. 
probably  will  be  argued  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  asked  the  Senator 
the  question  because  I  had  read  the  com- 
mittee hearings  when  the  idea  was  first 
suggested  by  Mr.  Walter  Reuther  that 
the  Senate  has  been  proceeding  uncon- 
stitutionally for  160  years.  Mr.  Reuther. 
who  proposed  this  scheme  for  the  fifst 
time  to  the  Committee  on  Rules,  stated 
or  suggested  that  the  Senate  should  oper- 
ate under  Roberts  Rules  of  Order  until 
such  time  as  the  rules  he  proposed  could 
be  adopted. 

If  we  are  to  operate  under  Robert's 
Rules  of  Order,  I  wish  to  refresh  my  rec- 
ollection of  those  rules.  I  have  not  stud- 
ied them  since  the  time  I  presided  over 
a  literary  society  in  high  school.  I  hope 
to  be  prepared  so  that  I  will  be  quali- 
fied to  participate  in  the  proposed  new 
legislative  procedure  of  the  Senate 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  organi- 
zation of  the  Senate  is  an  inherent  right 
of  the  Senate,  as  it  is  of  any  sovereign 
body,  and  all  that  has  taken  place  up  to 
date  has  been  under  that  inherent  right 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  tq  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  very  able  Senator  from 
Georgia,  that  while  the  problem  of  rules 
is  one  that  we  will  soon  come  to,  the 
first  Senate  and  the  first  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America  did  not 
have  the  valuable  words  of  wisdom  which 
are  printed  as  the  rules  of  Uie  Senate  to 
guide  its  destinies. 

I  am  willing  to  rest  my  case  with  the 
innate,  beautiful  judgment  of  the  great 
men,  the  pioneers  of  this  Republic,  the 
Pounding  Fathers,  who  were  able,  in  that 
first  session,  to  find  their  way  through 
the  difficult  process  of  parliamentary  or- 


ganization. I  think  they  proceeded  well, 
Mr.  President,  and  I  now  suggest  that 
we  proceed  along  the  paths  followed  by 
those  who  have  preceded  us  and  who  evi- 
denced their  knowledge,  their  wisdom, 
and  their  great  genius  in  the  first  session 
of  1789. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  merely  wish  to  ob- 
serve, in  answer  to  what  has  b^n  said 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota^  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
have  grown  over  a  period  of  163  years. 
They  repre.sent  the  wisdom  and  patriotic 
effort  of  many  great  Senators.  I  shall 
await  with  interest  any  precedents  which 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  and  others 
may  cite,  that  will  undertake  to  show 
that  any  person  prior  to  this  time  has 
ever  seriously  suggested  to  the  Senate, 
or  to  a  committee  of  tiie  Senate,  that  the 
Senate,  under  the  Constitution,  is  not  a 
continuing  body.  "Lne  Constitution,  de- 
cisions of  the  Suprnlie  Court  and  every 
preceden,t^f  the  Senate  clearly  demon- 
strate that  it  ,is  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  Walter  Reuther  is  a  man  of  parts. 
His  views  in  many  fields  are  worthy  of 
consideration.  If  I  were  forming  a  labor 
union  which  I  wanted  to  have  tightly 
held  and  di.sciplined.  he  would  be  one  of 
the  first  whose  advice  I  would  seek.  His 
views  on  labor  relations  would  be  helpful. 
If  I  were  seeking  someone  to  advise  me 
how  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  can- 
didates for  public  ofiQce  and  those  who 
hold  public  office,  I  would  go  to  Mr.  Reu- 
ther, becau.se  he  is  without  a  peer  in  that 
field.  But  I  prefer  to  draw  my  own  con- 
clusions as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the 
proposal  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  not  a  continuing  body,  even  If 
it  finds  its  genesis  with  Mr.  Reuther.  I 
think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  orderly 
procedure  for  the  Senate  to  follow  the 
precedents  of  160  years  rather  than  to 
adopt  the  views  of  Mr.  Reuther  as  our 
rules. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  we 
can  proceed  with  the  business  of  the 
Senate,  and  not  get  into  a  debate  in- 
directly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion offered  by  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana relating  to  the  counting  of  the  elec- 
toral vote,  in  which  all  Senators  are  in- 
terested— some  more  than  others.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  concur- 
rent resolution. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  not  appoint  the  tellers  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  until  the  House  has  agreed 
to  the  resolution. 


ASCERTAINMENTS  OP  ELECTORS 
FOR  PRKSIDENT  AND  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  two  communications  from  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration, transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  official  copies  of  ascertainment  of 
electors  for  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent from  the  States  of  Alabama.  Ari- 
zona. California.  Colorado.  Connecticut, 
Delaware.  Florida.  Georgia.  Idaho.  Illi- 
nois, Indiana.  Iowa.  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana.  Maine.  Maryland.  Massachu- 
setts. Michigan,  Minnesota.  Mississippi, 
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Missouri.  Nevada.  New  Hampshire.  New 
Jersey.  New  Mexicp.  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota.  Ohio,  Okla- 
homa, Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
IslandXSouth  Carolina.  South  Dakota. 
Tennessee.  Texas,  Utah.  Virginia.  Wash- 
ington, West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

RULES  OP  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President, 
jointly  with  Senators  Ives,  Lehman, 
ToBEY,  Green.  Hum»hrey,  Hendrickson. 

NeELY,  DtTFE,  PaSTORE.  KiLGORE,  MURRAY, 

Mansfield,  Macntjson,  Jackson,  Doug- 
las, Kennedy,  Morse,  and  Hunt,  and  In 
accordance  with  article  I,  section  5,  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
which  declares  that  "Each  House  may 
determine  the  rules  of  its  proceedings," 
I  now  move  that  the  Senate  take  up  for 
immediate  consideration  the  adoption  of 
rules  for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
has  read  the  motion,  but  if  he  will  send 
it  to  the  desk,  it  will  be  stated  by  the 
clerk. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  send  the  motion 
to  the  desk. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Anderson,  jointly  with  Messrs.  Ivrs, 
LrHMAN,  TosEY,  Green,  Humphrey.  Hen- 
drickson, Neely,  Duff,  Pastore,  Kilcore, 
Murray.  Mansfield.  Magnuson.  Jackson; 
Douglas,  Kinnedy,  Morse,  and  Hunt,  makes 
the  following  motion: 

"In  accordance  with  article  I.  section  5  of 
the  Constitution  which  declares  that 
'•  •  •  Each  House  may  determine  the 
— FUlea  of  Its  proceedings  •  •  *,'  I  now 
move  that  this  body  take  up  for  Immediate 
consideration  the  adoption  of  rules  for  the 
Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress." 


DEATH  OP  SENATOR  McMAHON.  OF 
CONNECTICUT 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
involved  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
motion  just  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  is  in  order.  I  suggest 
that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  Tuesday, 
and  the  senior  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut [Mr.  BusHl  is  prepared  to  offer  a 
motion  to/that  effect. 
vTheJVTCE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  not  making  such  a  motion 
now.  is  he? 

Mr.  TAPT.  No.  Is  the«-e  any  further 
business  to  l>e  transacted  before  adjourn- 
ment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  is  a 
resolution  which  will  be  offered  in  re- 
gard to  the  late  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Connecticut  will  offer  the  resolutiort 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the 
resolution  which  I  send  to  the  desk,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  10)  was  read, 
and  the  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent, 
proceeded  to  its  consideration,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound   sorrow   and  deep  regret  the   an- 


nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Brikn  Mc- 
Maron,  lat«  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Connecticut. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
famUy  of  the  deceased. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  Senator 
McMahon  was  Connecticut's  outstand- 
ing statesman  of  modern  times.  He 
was  respected  not  only  in  his  State,  but 
elsewhere,  by  members  of  both  parties. 
In  fact,  in  1950  it  was  the  Republicans 
in  Connecticut  who  sent  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon back  to  the  United  States  Senate 
for  his  second  term. 

No  son  of  Connecticut  has  attained 
such  recognition,  both  nationally  and 
internationally,  as  did  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon while  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  This  was  probably  because  cer- 
tain measures  which  he  sponsored  in 
this  body  had  tremendous  appeal  to  the 
minds  and  hearts  of  millions  of  people, 
both  at  home  and  abroad. 

For  these  reasons.  I  join  with  my  col- 
leagues, on  my  first  day  as  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  in  paying  tribute  to  the 
memory  of  my  highly  distinguished 
predecessor,  the  late  Senator  Brien 
McMahon,  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  PURTELL.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
wish  to  raise  the  point  of  order  that 
no  debate  is  in  order.  A  time  will  be 
'Set  aside  in  the  near  future  for  memo- 
rials to  the  late  Senator  McMahon. 
However.  I  certainly  would  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  desire  of  the  other 
Senator  from  Connecticut  to  make  a 
brief  statement,  with  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
with  a  feeling  of  deep  personal  loss  that 
I  join  with  my  colleague  from  Connecti- 
cut in  an  expression  of  profound  sorrow 
at  the  death  of  the  late  Senator  Brien 
McMahon,  of  Connecticut.  It  is  most 
fitting  that  at  the  opening  of  this  im- 
portant session  of  Congress  we  recog- 
nize the  great  loss  suffered  by  Connecti- 
cut, by  our  Nation,  and  by  the  world 
because  of  the  death  of  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  as  a  fur- 
ther mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of 
the  deceased  Senator,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  do  now  adjourn  until  12  o'clock 
noon  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed 
to;  and  (at  1  o'clock  and  9  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  Senate  adjourned  xmtil  Tuesday, 
January  6,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


House  of  Representatives  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  met  in  their  Hall,  and  at 
12  o'clock  noon  were  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Hon.  Ralph  R.  Roberts. 


PRAYER 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  infinite  and  eternal  God,  in 
this  first  meeting  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress,  we  are  humbly  beseeching 
Thee  that  daily  we  may  be  guided  and 
sustained  by  Thy  divine  spirit  in  our 
high  vocation  as  the  chosen  representa- 
tives of  our  great  Republic. 

Grant  that  in  all  our  deliberations  and 
decisions  we  may  bear  clear  and  unmis- 
takable testimony  that  we  are  seeking 
to  do  that  which  is  well  pleasing  unto 
Thee  and  imperative  and  beneficent  for 
the  welfare  of  our  beloved  country  and 
all  mankind. 

During  this  new  year  may  it  become 
increasingly  evident  to  men  and  nations 
everywhere  that  the  old  world  of  self- 
interest  and  self-aggrandizement,  of 
prejudice  and  hatred,  of  isolation  and 
greed,  is  too  small  for  the  growing  and 
magnanimous  soul  of  democracy  with  its 
spirit  of  brotherhood  and  good  will,  of 
mutual  understanding  and  service. 

May  it  be  the  goal  of  all  our  .aspira- 
tions and  endeavors  to  cultivate  and 
achieve  a  social  order  which  incarnates 
and  exemplifies  those  spiritual  ideals  and 
principles  that  were  enunciated  by  our 
blessed  Lord  in  His  Sermon  on  the 
Mount. 

Hear  us  as  we  bow  in  adoration  and 
unite  in  offering  unto  Thee  the  prayer 
of  the  Prince  of  Peace,  our  Saviour: 

Our  Father  who  art  in  heaven,  hal- 
lowed be  Thy  name;  Thy  kingdom  come; 
Thy  will  be  done  in  earth  as  it  is  in 
heaven;  give  us  this  day  our  daily  bread; 
and  forgive  us  our  debts,  as  we  forgive 
our  debtors;  and  lead  us  not  into  temp- 
tation, but  deliver  us  from  evil;  for  Thine 
is  the  kingdom,  and  the  power,  and  the 
glory,  for  ever. 

Amen. 


«•» 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday,  January  3,  1953 

This  being  the  day  fixed  by  the  twen- 
tieth amendment  of  the  Constitution  for 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  the  Members  of  the 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

The  Clekk.  Representatives-elect  to 
the  Eiaiity-third  Congress,  this  is  the 
day  fixed  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  for  the  meeting  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress,  and  as  directed 
by  law  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives has  prepared  the  official  roll 
*  of  Members-elect.  Certificates  of  elec- 
tion covering  435  seats  in  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  have  been  received  and 
are  now  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress.  The  names  of 
those  persons  whose  credentials  show 
they  were  regularly  elected  in  accord- 
ance with  the  laws  of  their  respective 
States  or  of  the  United  States  will  be 
called.  As  the  roll  is  called,  following 
the  alphabetical  order  of  the  States,  and 
beginning  with  the  State  of  Alabama, 
Representatives-elect  will  please  answer 
to  their  names  to  determine  whether  a 
quorum  is  present. 

The  Clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
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The  Clerk  called  the  roll  by  States, 


IIINNZSOTA 


and  the  following  Representatives-elect 

Andresen 

McCarthy 

Andersen 

answered  to  their  names: 

OHara 

Wler 

Judd 
Marshall 

Hageu 

[Boll  No.  1] 

MISSISSIPPI 

ALABAMA 

Abemethy 

Smith 

Wlnstead 

Boykln 

Roberta 

Elliott 

Whltteu 

Williams 

Grant 

Rains 

Jones 

Andrews 

Selden 

Battle 

MISSOTTRI 

ASIZONA 

Karsten 

Boiling 

Cannon 

Curtis 

Cole 

Jones 

Rhodes                     Patten 

SulllMn 

Short 

Moulder 

ARKANSAS 

HUlelson 

Carnahan 

Oathlngs 

Trimble 

Hays 

MONTANA 

MUla 

HarrU 

Norrell 

Metcalf                     DEwart 

CAUfORNlA 

NEBRASKA 

Scudder 

Engle 

Hunter 
Bramblett 

Doyle 
Poulson 

Curtis 
Hruska 

Harrison 

Miller 

Moss 

Ha  gen 

Hillings 

NEVADA 

MallUard 

McDonough 

Yorty 

Shelley 

Jackson 

Sheppard 

Young 

Condon 

King 

Utt 

NEW    HAMPSHIRE 

Allen 

Hosmer 

Phillips 

Younger 

Hlnshaw 

WUsoa 

Merrow                      Cotton 

Gubeer 

Hlestand 

NEW    JERSEY 

Johnson 

Holt 

Wolverton 

Case 

Addonlzlo 

COLORADO 

Hand 

Wldnall 

Kean 

Rogers 

Chenoweth 

Asplnall 

Auchincloss 

Ciuifleld 

Sieminskl 

Hill 

Howell 

Osmers 

Hart 

CONNECncTTT 

Frellnghuysen 

Rodino 

Dodd 

Cretella 

Patterson 

NI-W    MEXICO 

Seely-Brown 

Morano 

DELAWARE 

Warburton 

Sadlak 

Dempsey 
NEW  YORK 

T*T  ORlDA 

Walnwrl6;ht 

Powell 

Taylor 

Derounlaa 

Coudert 

Kearney 

Campbell 

Lantaff 

Matthews 

Becker 

Donovan 

KUburn 

Bennett 

Herlong 

Latham 

Klein 

Williams 

Slkes 

Haley 

Bosch 

Roosevelt 

Rlehlrnan 

GEORGIA 

Holtzman 

Javits 

Taber 

Preston 

Davis 

Wheeler 

Delaney 

Fine 

Cole 

Forrester 

Vinson 

Landrum 

Hbller 

DolUnger 

Keating 

Camp 

Lanham 

Browa 

Keogh 

Buckley 

Ostertag 

Kelly 

Flno 

Miller 

IDAHO 

Celler 

Gamble 

Radwan 

Pfost                      Budge 

Dorn 

Owinn 

Pillion 

ILLINOIS 

Multer 

St    George 

Reed 

Rooney 

Wharton 

Dawson 

Hoffman 

Ve!de 

O  Brieu 

O'Hara 

Sheehan 

Chlperfleld 

Busbey 

Jonas 

Simpson 

NORTH    CAROLINA 

McVey 

Church 

Mack 

Bonner 

Chatham 

Alexander 

Kluczynskl 

Reed 

Springer 

Fountain 

Durham 

Jonas 

O'Brien 

Mason 

VurseU 

Barden 

Carlyle 

Jones 

Gordon 

Allen 

Price 

Cooley 

Deune 

Shurord 

Yates 

Arends 

Bishop 

NORTH     DAKOTA 

Madden 

INDIANA 

Beamer 

Wilson 

Burdlck                    Krueger 

Halleclc 

Harden 

Harvey 

OHIO 

Crumpacker 

Bray 

Brownson 

Scherer 

Jenkins 

Hays 

Adair 

Merrill 

Hess 

Bolton. 

Klrwan 

IOWA 

Schenck 

Oliver  P. 

Felghan 

McCulloch 

VoryK 

Crosper 

Martin 

LeCompte 

Jensen 

Clevenger 

Weichel 

Bolton, 

Talle 

Cunningham 

Hoeven 

Polk 

Ay  res 

Frances  P 

Gross 

Dolliver 

Brown 

Secrest 

Bender 

KANSAS 

Betts 

Bow 

Miller 

George 

Hope 

Reams 

McGregor 

Bcrlvner 

Rees 

Smith 

OKLAHOMA 

KENTUCKT 

Belcher 

Albert 

Jarman 

Gregory 

Chelf 

Perkins 

Edmondson 

Steed 

Wlckersham 

Withers 

Spenco 

Golden 

OREGON 

Bobsion 

Watts 

LOtnSIANA 

Norblad 
Coon 

Angell 

Ell3w6rth 

Hubert 

Brooks 

Thompson 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Boggs 
WUlis 

Passman 
Morrison 

Long 

Barrett 
Granahan 

Bonln 
Fenton 

Kelley 
Saylor 

MAIKE 

Byrne 

McConnell 

Gavin 

Bale 

Nelson 

Mclntlra 

Chudoff 
Green 

Rhodes 

Walter 

Kearns 
Graham 

MARTLAMD 

Scott 

Mumma 

Morgan 
Fultorfy 

Miller 

Fallon 

Frledel 

James 

BuFh 

Devereux 

Small 

King 

Simpson 

Eberharter 

GarmaU 

Hyde 

Dague 

Slauffer 

Corbett 

Carrigg 

Van  Zandt 

Buchanan 

MASSACHTTSETTS 

Heselton 

Bates 

O'Neill 

*■ 

RHODE    ISLAND 

Boland 

Lane 

McCormack 

Forand                     Fogarty 

PhUbln 

Goodwin 

Wlgglesworth 

SOITTH    CAROLINA 

Donohue 

Nicholson 

Martlu 

Rivers 
Riley 

Rogers 

Curtis 

Dorn 

Richards 

Bryson 

McMillan 

UICHIGAN 

SOUTH    DAKOTA 

Machrowlcz 

Wolcott 

O'Brien 

^ 

Meader 

Bentley 

Rabaut 

Lo 

vre                        Berry 

Shafer 

Thompson 

Dlngell 

TENNESSEE 

Hoffman 

Cederberg 

Leslnskl 

Reece 

Evlns 
Priest 
Sutton 

Ford 
Clardy 

Knox 
Bennett 

Oakman 
Dondero 

Baker 
Frazler 

Murray 
Cooper 
Davis 

TEXAS 

Patman 

Brociks 

Gentry 

Ray burn 

Wilson 

Teagiie 

Dowdy 

Thomas 

Thompson 

Thorn  berry 

Poa^e 

Lucas 

Ikard 

Lyle 

TTTAH 

Regan 

Burleson        _ 

Rogers       f     A 

Mahon                ^ 

Kildac.y 

Firher 

Dies 

Strlngfellow 

Dawson 

VERMONT 

Prouty 

VIRGINIA 

Robeson 
Hardy 
Gary 
Abbitt 

Stanley 
Po(T 

Harrison 
Smith 

WASHINGTON 

Wampler 
BroyhUl 

Pelly 
West  land 
Mack 

Holmes 

Koran 

Tollefson 

WEST   VIRGINIA 

MagnusoQ 

Mollohan 
Staggers 

Bailey 
Neal 

Byrd            \ 

WISCONSIN 

" 

Sm'.th 
Oil  V  IS 
WUhrow 

Kcisten 
V,  n  Pelt 
Laud 

Byrne* 

Hull 

O'Konskl 

WYOMING 

Harrison 


Thp  Ct.erk.  The  roll  call  discloses  the 
presence  of  424  Members-elect.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 


STATEMENT   REGARDING   CERTAIN 
CREDENTIALS 

The  Clerk.  The  Clerk  will  state  that 
credentials,  regular  in  form,  have  been 
received  showjng  the  election  of  the  Hon- 
orable E.  L.  Bartlett  as  Delegate  from 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  and  of  the  Hon- 
orable Joseph  R.  Farrington  as  Delegate 
from  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  of  the 
Honorable  A.  Pernos-Isern  as  Resident 
Commissioner  from  the  Commonwealth 
of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  Clerk  will  state  that  since  the  last 
regular  election  of  Representatives  to  the 
Eighty-third  Congress,  two  changes  have 
occurred,  and  as  a  result  of  which  va- 
cancies now  exist  in  the  Seventh  Con- 
gressional District  of  the  State  of  Illinois 
occasioned  by  the  death  of  the  late  Hon- 
orable Adolph  J.  Sabath.  and  in  the 
Second  Congressional  District  of  the 
State  of  Georgia  occasioned  by  the  death 
of  the  late  Honorable  Eugene  E.  Cox, 


ELECTION  OF  SPEAKER 

The  Clerk.  The  next  order  of  busi- 
ness is  the  election  of  a  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Nominations 
are  now  in  order. 

Mr.  HOPE.     Mr.  Clerk. 

The  Clerk.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HOPE.  By  authority  and  by  di- 
rection and  by  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Republican  conference.  I  have  the  honor 
to  nominate  for  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  Honorable  Joseph 
W.  Martin.  Jr.,  a  Representative-elect 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts  to  the 
EiRhty-third  Congress. 

Mr.  MILLS.     Mr.  Clerk. 

The  Clerk.  The  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Clerk,  as  chairman 
of  the  Democratic  caucus,  I  am  directed 
by  the  unanimous  vote  of  that  caucus  to 
present    for    election    to    the    office    of 

SOeaker  of   thp   Wnnco  nt  T7or^..»o.^^»„»<. 


of  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  the  name 
of  the  Honorable  Sam  Rayburn,  a  Repre- 
sentative-elect from  the  State  of  Texas. 

The  Clerk.  The  Honorable  Joseph 
W.  Martih.  Jr.,  a  Representative-elect 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and 
the  Honorable  Sam  Rayburn.  a  Repre- 
sentative-elect from  the  State  of  Texas, 
have  been  placed  in  nomination.  Are 
there  further  nominations?  [After  a 
pause.]  Are  there  further  nominations? 
If  there  are  no  further  nominations,  the 
Clerk  will  appoint  tellers:  The  gentleman 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  LkComptzI,  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  Stanley],  the 
gentlewoman  from  Michigan  [Miss 
Thompson],  and  the  gentlewoman  from 
Missouri  [Mrs.  Sullivan]. 

The  tellers  will  please  take  their  places 
at  the  desk  in  front  of  tlie  Speaker's 
rostrum. 

Yhe  roll  win  now  be  called,  and  those 
responding  will  indicate  by  surname  the 
nominee  of  their  choice.  The  Clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  tellers  having  taken  their  places, 
the  House  proceeded  to  vote  for  Speaker. 

The  following  is  the  result  of  the  vote : 


[Roll  No.  2) 

MARTIN— 220 

Adair 

DoUlver 

Lovre 

Allen.  Calif. 

IDondero 

McConnell 

Allen,  ni. 

Dorn.  N.  T. 

McCulloch 

Andersen, 

Ellsworth 

McDonough 

H  Carl 

Fenton 

McGregor 

Andresen, 

Fino 

Mclntlre 

August  H. 

Ford 

McVey 

Angell 

FrellnghuyBcn 

Mack,  Wash. 

Arends 

Fulton 

Mallliard 

Auchincloss 

Oambl* 

Martin,  Iowa 

Ayres 

Gavin 

Mason 

Baker 

George 

Meader 

Bates 

Golden 

Merrill 

Beamer 

Goodwin 

Merrow 

Becker 

Grah&m 

Miller.  Md. 

Belcher 

Gross 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Bender 

Gubser 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Gwlnn 

Morano 

Bentley 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Munun« 

Berry 

Hale 

Neal 

BetU 

Halleck 

Nelson 

Bl.shop 

Hand 

Nlchol.son 

Bolton. 

Harden 

Norblad 

Frances  P. 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Oakman 

Bolton, 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

O'Hara.  B^nn 

Oliver  P. 

Harvey 

O'Konskl 

Bonin 

Heselton 

Osmers 

Bosch 

Hess 

Ostertag 

Bow 

Hlestand 

Patterson 

Bramblett 

Hill 

Pelly 

Bray 

Ulllelson 

PhllUpe 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hillings 

PUUoa 

Brownson 

Hlnshaw 

Poff 

BroyhlU 

Hoeven 

Poulson 

Budge 

Hoffman,  m. 

Prouty 

Burdlck 

Hoffman,  Mich 

Radwan 

Bust>ey 

Holmes 

Ray 

Bush 

Holt 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Byrnes,  WU. 

Hope 

Reed,  ni. 

Canfleld 

Horan 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Carrigg 

Hosmer 

Rees,  Kans. 

Case 

Hruska 

Rhodes,  AtIk. 

Cederberg 

Hull 

Rlehlman 

Chenoweth 

Hunter 

Robslbn.  Ky. 

Chlperfleld 

Hyde 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Church 

Jackson 

Sadlak 

Clardy 

James 

St.  George 

Clevenger 

Javits 

Saylor 

Cole,  Mo. 

Jenkins 

Schenck 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Jensen 

Scherer 

Coon 

Johnson 

Scott 

Corbett 

Jonas,  ni. 

Scrivner 

Cotton 

Jonas.  N.  C. 

Scudder 

Coudert 

Judd 

Seely-Brown 

Cretella 

Kean 

Shafer 

Crumpacker 

Kearney 

Sheehan 

Cunningham 

Keams 

Short 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Keating 

Simpson,  ni. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Keraten.  Wl«. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Kllbum 

Small 

Dague 

King,  Pa. 

Smith,  Kann. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Knox 

Smith,  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Krueger 

Springer 

Derounlan 

Laird 

Stauffer 

Devereux 

Latham 

Strlngfellow 

DEwart 

LeCompt* 

Taber 

Tails 

Vorys    1 

Wlgglesworth 

Taylor 

Vursell 

WlUlams,  N.  Y. 

Thompson. 

Walnwrlght 

Wilson.  Calif. 

Mich. 

Wampler 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Tollefson 

Warburton 

Wlthrow 

Utt 

Weichel 

Wolcott 

Van  Pelt 

Westlaod 

Wolverton 

Van  7Andt 

Wharton 

Young 

Velde 

Wldnall 

Younger 

RAVBURN— 201 

Abbitt 

Fountain 

Norrell 

Abemethy 

Prazler 

O'Brien.  Til. 

Addonlzlo 

Frledel 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Albert 

OarmatB 

O'Brien,  N.  Y. 

Alexander 

Gary 

OHara.  111. 

Andrews 

Oathlngs 

O'Neill 

Asplnall 

Gentry 

Passman 

Bailey 

Gordon 

Patman 

Barden 

Granahan 

Patten 

Barrett 

Grant 

Perkins 

Battle 

Green             _ 

Pfost 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Gregory 

Phllbln 

Boggs 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Poage 

Boland 

Haley 

Polk 

Boiling 

Hardy 

Powell 

Bonner 

Harris 

Preston 

Boykln 

Harrison,  Va. 

Price 

Brooks,  La. 

Hart 

Priest 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Hays,  Ark. 

Rabaut 

Brown.  Ga. 

Hsys,  Ohio 

Rains 

Bryson 

Hubert 

Regan 

Buchanan 

.  HeUer 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Buckley 

Herlong 

Richards 

Burleson 

Holtzman 

Riley 

Byrd 

HoweU 

Rivers 

Byrne,  Pii. 

Ikard 

Roberts 

Camp 

Jarman 

Robeson.  Va. 

Campbell 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rodino 

Cannon 

Jones,  Mo. 

Rogers.  Colo. 

Carlyle 

Jones.  N.  C. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

C&rnahan 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rooney 

Celler 

Kee 

Roosevelt 

Chatham 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Secrest 

Chelf 

Kelly.  N.  Y. 

Selden 

Chudoff 

Keogh 

Shelley 

Condon 

Kllday 

Sheppard 

Cooley 

King.  Calif. 

Shuford 

Cooper 

Kirwan 

Sieminskl 

Crosser 

Kl*ln 

Slkes 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kluczynskl 

Smith.  Miss. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Lahdrum 

Smith,  Va. 

Dawson,  lU. 

Lane 

Spence 

Deane 

Lantaff 

Staggers 

Delaney 

Lesinskl 

Stanley 

Dempsey 

Long 

Steed 

Dies 

Lucas 

Sullivan 

DlngeU 

Lyle 

Sutton 

Dodd 

McCarthy 

Teague 

Dolllnger 

McCormack 

Thomas 

Donohue 

MdMUlan 

Thompson,  La. 

Donovan 

MsKphrowlca 

Thompson,  Tex 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Matk.  lU. 

Thorn  berry 

Dowdy 

Madden 

Trimble 

Doyle 

Magnuson 

Vinson 

Durham 

Mat  on 

Walter 

Eberharter 

Mal^hall 

Watts 

Edmondson 

Ma^tthews 

Wheeler 

Elliott 

Mdtcalf 

Ml  ler,  Kans, 

Whltten 

Eagle 

Wlckersham 

Evlns 

Mills 

Wler 

Fallon 

Mollohan 

Williams,  Miss. 

Felghan 

Morgan 

Willis 

Fine 

Morrison 

Wilson.  Tex. 

Fisher 

Moss 

Wlnstead 

Pogarty 

Moulder 

Withers 

Forand 

Multer 

Yates 

Forrester 

Murray 

Yorty 

ANSWERED  "PRESENT"— 3 

Martin,  Mass. 

Rayburn 

Reams 

NOTVOTINa— 9 

Bentsen 

Fernandez 

Miller,  Calif. 

Blatnlk 

Hon  field 

Rogers.  Fla. 

Colmer 

Lanham 

Zablockl 

The  Clerk.  The  tellers  agree  in  their 
tally.  The  total  number  of  votes  cast  is 
424,  of  which  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin, 
Jr.,  has  received  220  and  the  Honorable 
Sam  Rayburn  201;  present  3.  Therefore, 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.,  a  Repre- 
sentative-elect from  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, is  duly  elected  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress. 

The  Clerk  appoints  the  following  com- 
mittee to  escort  the  Speaker-elect  to 
the  chair:  The  gentleman  from  Texas, 
Mr.  Rayburn  ;  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana, Mr.  Halleck;  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  Mr.  Arends;  the  gentleman  from 


Massachusetts,  Mr.  Wigglesworth  ;  and 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
Mr.  McCormack. 

(The  Doorkeeper  announced  the 
Speaker-elect  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Eighty-third  Congress, 
who  was  escorted  to  the  chair  by  the 
committee  of  escort.) 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  result  of 
this  ballot  was  not  entirely  disappointing 
to  me;  I  had  a  slight  suspicion  it  was 
going  like  it  did. 

In  January  1947,  it  was  my  high  priv- 
ilege and  my  great  pleasure  to  present 
to  you  a  great  man  who  made  a  great 
Speaker  of  the  Eightieth  Congress.  To- 
day I  come  back  to  present  that  same 
great  legislator  and  great  American  to 
be  Speaker  of  the  House  again,  tempo- 
rarily.   But  in  turning  over  this  gavel. 

1  could  not  turn  it  over  to  a  man  for 
whom  I  have  a  greater  respect  or  more 
admiration. 

He  is  going  to  be  fair.  I  have  often 
remarked  that  it  would  be  pretty  hard 
for  a  Speaker  not  to  be  fair  because  there 
are  434  besides  him,  and  it  might  be  a 
little  dangerous,  especially  politically, 
and  it  might  develop  it  would  be  danger- 
ous physically.  So  today  it  is  a  pleasur- 
able privilege  that  I  have  in  presenting 
my  successor  in  this  high  and  honorable 
position.  The  speakership  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  should  be  and  is  the 
second  office  in  power  in  the  Government 
of  the  United  States.  One  thing  I  have 
tried  never  to  forget,  and  I  know  that 
my  successor  will  never  forget  it,  is  the 
dignity  of  this  high  office  in  protecting, 
defending,  and  perpetuating  the  rights, 
the  prerogatives,  and  the  privileges  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

This  is  a  great  body  that  comes  each 

2  years  fresh  from  the  people.  We  know 
their  wishes.  We  try  to  carry  them  out 
when  they  are  wise  and  in  the  interest  of 
the  country. 

I  am  going  to  stand  by  this  Speaker  in 
procedure  because  I  know  he  is  going 
to  make  proper  and  fair  rulings.  I  am 
glad  to  present  him  to  you  because  for 
many,  many  years  we  have  been  close 
personal  friends.  He  is  a  man  of  the 
type  and  character  who  will  carry  on 
the  high  traditions  of  this  office.  And, 
Joe,  in  the  arduous  and  onerous  task 
that  you  undertake  I  wish  you  weU.  I 
bid  you  Godspeed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
thank  you,  Sam,  for  your  splendid  intro- 
duction. 

For  the  second  time  in  my  life  It  be- 
comes my  great  honor  to  ascend  the  ros- 
trum of  this  House  as  its  Speaker.  To 
you.  my  colleagues,  may  I  express  a  deep- 
felt  sense  of  gratitude  and  my  realiza- 
tion that  you  have  conferred  more  than 
an  honor  upon  me;  you  have  imposed  an 
inspiring  duty. 

I  love  this  House.  I  love  it  for  the  high 
character  of  the  men  and  women  who 
occupy  its  seats,  for  the  glory  of  its  tra- 
dition, and  above  all  else,  for  its  role  as 
the  voice  of  the  American  people.  There- 
fore, I  again  accept  the  duties  of  the 
speakership  in  the  knowledge  that  in  this 
forum  is  worked  the  will  of  the  people, 
a  forum  that  we  must  ever  strengthen, 
never  weaken.  Here  lies  the  true  citadel 
of  the  Republic, 
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And  when  I  speak  of  love  and  affection 
for  this  House.  I  must  say  to  you  that 
none  among  us  can  pay  it  greater  devo- 
tion than  the  man  who  has  so  generously 
presented  me  to  the  House,  the  Honor- 
able Sam  Raybubn.  Forty  years  of  his 
life  have  been  spent  in  serving  his  coun- 
try unselfishly,  faithfully,  and  honor- 
ably. He  has  served  as  Speaker  longer 
than  any  other  man  in  history.  The 
gavel  of  this  House  has  never  passed  from 
the  hand  of  a  nobler  man  than  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

This  Eighty-third  Congress  convenes 
under  a  new  order.  For  the  first  time  in 
20  years  a  Republican  President  is  about 
to  take  oflBce.  The  Republican  Party  is 
again  the  majority  party  in  both  the  Sen- 
ate and  this  House.  To  my  Democrat 
colleagues  I  must  say  we  assume  the 
duties  of  the  majority  mindful  that  only 
a  few  months  ago  we  ourselves  were  the 
minority  party,  yet  you  treated  us  with 
the  respect  and  dignity  that  befits  the 
great  two-party  system.  We  shall  do  as 
well.  To  you  now  falls  the  mantle  of 
constructive  criticism.  At  times,  you  will 
experience,  as  we  all  have,  a  choice  be- 
tween the  welfare  of  your  party  and  the 
welfare  of  your  country.  I  entertain  no 
doubt  about  your  decisions,  for  we  all 
seek  the  answer  to  the  same  question — > 
what  is  best  for  America? 

The  power  of  decision  is  a  wondrous 
but  awful  thing.  We  who  have  taken 
,our  oath  of  ofBce  here  today  have  been 
privileged  to  do  so  because  our  Revolu- 
tionary fathers  were  determined  that  no 
one  single  individual,  nor  one  single 
branch  of  government  should  be  solely 
vested  with  the  power  of  decision. 

They  went  further  than  mere  repre- 
sentative government;  they  devised  the 
great  instrumentality  of  tripartita  gov- 
ernment, with  its  checks  and  Ijalances 
for  the  protection  not  only  of  the  ma- 
jority, but  the  minority  as  well.  The 
world  hailed  these  great  accomplish- 
ments as  a  new  way  to  political  freedom, 
a  milestone  in  mans  eternal  search  for 
liberty.  That  was  a  short  177  years  ago 
as  time  is  counted  in  the  history  of 
mankind. 

And  where  are  we  today? 

For  the  past  half  century,  the  world 
has  been  caught  up  in  a  political  tidal 
wave  that  already  has  drowned  out  the 
lamps  of  liberty,  in  two-score  countries 
and  has  dimm*d  them  in  every  other 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  includin'.; 
our  own  United  Statci  We  call  this 
political  malady  Marxism,  a  doctrine 
which  has  spawned  those  twin  evils,  so- 
cialism and  communism.  By  either 
name  it  has  only  one  goal:  To  deliver 
the  people  once  more  into  the  hands  of 
the  state;  to  deliver  tlae  power  of  deci- 
sion once  more  to  the  few  instead  of  the 
many. 

Were  it  not  for  the  advent  of  Marxi.sm. 
Europe  today  might  be  peaceful  and 
happy.  China  might  be  free.  Certainly 
our  sons  would  not  be  fighting  in  Korea. 

Here  in  the  United  States  the  diifc 
toward  socialism  has  been  steady.  Our 
English-speaking  cousins  in  Great  Brit- 
ain, Austraha.  and  New  Zealand  actually 
established  Socialist  governments,  only 
to  reject  them  in  the  past  3  years.  No 
nation  has  escaped;  no  nation  has  been 
untouched. 


We  In  this  Congress  would  make  a 
tragic  error  if  we  did  not  fully  compre- 
hend that  Marxism  is  the  greatest  enemy 
of  representative  government  that  the 
world  has  ever  known. 

In  the  Marxian  state,  there  is  no  au- 
thority equal  to  the  Executive.  It  is  the 
authority.    It  makes  the  decisions. 

The  legislative  branch  becomes  a  mere 
body  servant,  if.  indeed,  it  exists  at  all. 
The  courts  are  mere  instruments  for 
meting  out  punishment  to  those  who  fail 
to  observe  the  edicts  of  the  executive. 

The  pattern  for  the  destruction  of  rep- 
resentative government  has  become  in- 
creasinr:Iy  apparent  in  recent  years. 
The  Congress  is  derided  as  an  outmoded 
and  archaic  instrument.  The  Members 
are  depicted  as  incompetent,  easily  cor- 
rupted, and  without  a  grasp  of  the  peo- 
ple's needs.  Articles  and  books  magi- 
cally have  appeared  overnight  unleash- 
ing vicious  attacks  on  Congre.ss  under  the 
gui.se  of  reforming  it.  Not  a  single  asp>ect 
of  the  congressional  function  has  es- 
caped the  abuse  which  these  disciples 
of  Marxism  have  heaped  upon  it. 

Now,  the  Congress  is  never  above  crit- 
icism. It  should  always  welcome  change 
for  the  better,  but  let  me  say  this  to  the 
House: 

The  fundamental  machinery  of  the 
Congress  is  as  .sound  today  as  it  was  at 
its  inception.  Tamper  with  Uiis  funda- 
mental machinery  and  you  are  tamper- 
ins  with  human  liberty. 

We  can  dedicate  ourselves  to  no  higher 
goal  than  to  restore  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  its  full  share  of  par- 
ticipation in  our  tripartite  form  of  gov- 
ernment. Lot  us  join  hand^n  this  task, 
knowing  that  the  burden  is  on  our  shoul- 
ders. 

But  I  would  be  less  than  candid  if  I 
did  not  say  the  burden  is  partially  shared 
by  another  branch  of  this  Government — 
the  executive  branch.  Too  often  the 
executive  department,  in  the  press  of 
world  affairs,  tends  to  fon-et  that  our 
constitutional  process  purposely  reserves 
unto  the  Conmcss  certain  specific  func- 
tions that  are  the  backbone  of  our  liberty. 

I  am  proud  to  tell  the  IloUbC  that  in 
the  new  atmosphere  of  chan",inu'  admin- 
istration.s.  I  think  we  will  find  not  only  a 
willingness  but  a  will  by  tiic  new  Chief 
Executive  to  reestabii.sh  th.e  proper 
working  relat.or.ship  between  the  execu- 
tive and  legislative  brnnchrs.  I  base  my 
conclusion  en  personal  tfilks  that  I  have 
had  with  the  i^resident-elect  in  the  weeks 
since  t!ie  November  election.  In  thi.;  a';e 
of  malignant  political  doctrines,  police 
states,  and  a.ssaults  on  liberty  every- 
where. America  c.in  thank  God  that  the 
next  President  of  the  United  States  is 
going  to  be  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

In  performing  our  part  in  safeguard- 
ing and  reafSi-min?  the  checks  and  bal- 
ances of  our  great  American  form  of 
government,  all  of  us  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  must  never  forget  that  this 
wondrous  mechanism  has  worked  best 
under  a  strong  two-party  system.  If  it 
were  in  my  po'ver  to  bring  about  the  de- 
struction of  the  Democratic  Party.  I 
would  not  exercise  that  power. 

You  who  have  been  in  control  for  20 
years  have  basic  differences  among  your- 
selves. That  is  as  it  should  be  in  a  so- 
ciety of  free  men.  But  I  trust  that  thos" 
differences  will  never  be  so  deep-seated 


as  to  lessen  the  stature^  of  your  party  or 
to  corrupt  its  principles.  One-party  gov- 
ernment would  destroy  America. 

Among  us  today  are  81  new  Members. 
•May  I  extend  to  you  the  hand  of  wel- 
come Into  this  historic  body.  The  trials* 
and  tribulations  are  many,  but  as  your 
ability  to  render  service  grows  and  your 
knowledge  of  the  great  mswihinery  of  gov- 
ernment becomes  more  profound,  you 
will  begin  to  know  an  enduring  sense 
of  satisfaction  that  can  be  found  in  no 
other  exKleavor. 

We  are  all  here  to  serve.  The  prob- 
lems faced  by  the  new  administration 
are  enormous  and  world-wide  in  scope. 
but  they  must  be  solved  if  we  are  to  re- 
main a  free  people  and  if  liberty  is  once 
again  to  be  the  watchword  in  the  world. 

Every  one  of  us,  whether  Democrat  or 
Republican,  shares  with  the  new  admin- 
istration the  task  ahead.  Let  us  join  in 
a  monumental  effort  to  make  this  Eighty- 
third  Congress  the  Congress  which  will 
go  down  in  history  as  having  best  served 
Am-rica  and  the  oppressed  people  of  the 
world  everywhere. 

With  God's  help  and  His  guidance,  we 
can  do  it. 

1  he  Chair  is  ready  to  take  the  oath  of 
office,  and  invites  the  gentlcmjtn  from 
New  York  LMr.  Reed  J  to  administer  the 
oath. 

Mr  REED  of  New  York  then  adminis- 
tered the  oath  of  olBce  to  Mr.  Mabtin  of 
Massachusetts. 


SWEARING  IN  OF  MEMBERS 

Tho  SPEAKER.  According  to  the  cus- 
tom, which  was  established  a  number  of 
years  ago.  the  Chair  will  now  ask  all 
Members  to  rise  and  take  the  oath  of 
office. 

The  Member*;  and  Deleeates -elect  rose, 
and  the  Speaker  administered  to  them 
the  oath  of  office. 


MAJORITY  LEADER 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Oiair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  iMr.  Hope], 

Mr.  HOPE  Mr.  Speaker,  as  chairman 
of  the  Republican  conference.  I  am  di- 
rected by  Uiat  conference  to  officially 
notify  the  Hou.se  that  the  gentleman 
fr  ••m  Indiana,  Hon.  Chari.es  A.  Halleck, 
ha:,  been  sjlected  as  majority  leader  of 
the  Hotise. 
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MINORITY  LEADER 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Democratic  caucus,  I  have 
been  dircctcJ  to  reixirt  to  the  Hou<!e  that 
the  Democratic  Members  have  selected 
as  minority  lead -r  the  gentleman  from 
Tt.ia-i,  Hon.  S.\m  R.\ybi.'Rn. 

ELECTION  OP  CLERK.  SERGEANT 
AT  ARM.g.  DOORKEEPER.  POST- 
MASTER. AND  CILAPLAIN 

Mr.  HOPE,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
resolution  <H.  Res.  1>.  which  I  send  to 
the  desk,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The    Clerk    read    the    resolution,    as 

follows: 

Resolved.  That  Lyle  O.  Sn.nder.  of  the 
State  of  IlUnoi.s.  be.  and  he  l.s  hereby.  chOMU 
Cit'iii  uX  tiic  iiuuoe  ol  lieprtseiitalivtSJ 


That  WUUam  F.  RubmU.  of  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  be.  and  be  Is  bereby,  cboeen 
Sergeant  at  Arms  of  t^e  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatlves; 

That  Tom  J.  Kennamer,  of  the  State  of 
Missouri,  be,  and  be  Is  hereby,  cboeen  Door- 
keeper of  the  House  of  Repreeentativee; 

That  Beecber  Hess,  of  the  State  of  Ohio, 
be.  and  be  Is  hereby,  chosen  Postmaster  of 
the   House   of   Representatives; 

That  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  be.  and  he  is  hereby, 
cboeen  Chaplain  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, s 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
substitute  to  the  resolution,  but  before 
offering  the  substitute  I  request  that 
there  be  a  division  of  the  question  on  the 
resolution  so  that  we  may  have  a  sep- 
arate vote  on  the  Chaplain. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  that  portion  of  the  resolu- 
tion providing  for  the  election  of  the 
Chaplain. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  that  por- 
tion of  the  resolution  referring  to  the 
election  of  the  Chaplain  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKEIR.  Tlie  Clerk  will  report 
the  substitute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
SuBSTiTun:  Resolution  OrrEam  bt  Mr.  Mills 

Resolved,  That  Ralph  R.  Roberts,  of  the 
State  of  Indiana,  be,  and  he  la  bereby  chosen 
Clerk  of  the  Huuse  of  Representatives: 

That  Joseph  H  Callahan,  of  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  chosen 
Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives: 

That  William  M.  Miller,  of  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  be,  and  be  is  bereby.  chosen 
Doorkeeper  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 

That  pnnls  E.  Scott,  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, be,  and  he  is  hereby,  chosen  Post- 
master of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  resolution. 

The  substitute  resolution  was  rejected. 

The  SE»<KER.  The  question  is  on 
the  remainder  of  the  resolution  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  IMr. 
Hope). 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  oflScers -elect  presented  themselves 
at  the  bar  of  the  House  and  took  the 
oath  of  office. 


NOTIFICATION   TO    SENATE    OF 
ORGANIZATION  OP  HOUSE 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  2)  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Senate  to  inform  that  body  that  a  quorum 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  has  as- 
sembled that  Joseph  W.  Martin.  Jr.,  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
has  been  elected  Speaker;  and  Lyle  O.  Snader. 
a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Illinois.  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


COMMTITEE  TO  NOTIFY  THE  PRESI- 
DENT OP  THE  UNITED  STATES  OP 
THE  ASSEMBLY  OF  THE  CON- 
GRESS 

Mr.  HAlIecK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  resolution  <H.  Res.  3),  which  I  send  to 
the  desk,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  three  Mem- 
bers be  appointed  by  tbe  Speaker  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  Join 
with  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
to  notify  the  President  of  the  United  States 
that  a  quorum  of  each  House  has  been  as- 
sembled, and  that  Congress  la  ready  to  re- 
ceive any  communication  that  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  join  a  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  to  notify  the  President 
of  the  United  States  that  a  quonun  of 
each  House  has  been  assembled,  and  that 
Congress  is  ready  to  receive  any  com- 
munication that  he  may  be  pleased  to 
make,  the  following  gentlemen :  Mr.  Hal- 
leck. Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr. 
Rayburn. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution cf  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
cancurienct!  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  Con.  Res.  1.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  a  joint  session  of  the  two  Houses 
on  January  6,  1853.  to  count  the  electoral 
votes  for  President  and  Vice-President  of  the 
United  States. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  adopted  the  following  reso- 
lutions: 

Senate  Resolution  1 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  consisting  of 
two  Senators  be  appointed,  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent to  join  such  committee  as  may  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
wait  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  to  Inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  each 
Hou.se  is  assembled  and  that  the  Congress 
i.s  ready  to  receive  any  communication  he 
may  be  pleased  to  make. 


Senate  Resolution  2 
Resolved,  Tuat   the  Secretary   Inform   the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of 
the  Senate  is  assembled  and  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 

Senate  Resolution  8 
Resolt>ed,  That  the  Houee  of  Repreeenta- 
tlves  be  notified  of  the  election  of  Hon. 
Styles  Bridges,  a  Senator  of  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  as  President  of  the  Senate 
pro  tempore,  and  of  J.  Mark  Trice,  of  Mary- 
land, as  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Senate  Resolution  10 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon.  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
to  the  memory  of  the  deceased,  the  Senate  do 
adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Tuesday 
next. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  be  Instructed  to 
inform  the  President  of  the  United  States 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  has  elected 
Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.,  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  Massachusetts.  Speaker,  and 
Lyle  O.  Snader.  a  citizen  of  the  State  of 
Illinois.  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Elghty-tblrd  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


COMMITTEE  TO  NOTTFY  THE  PRESI- 
DENT OF  THE  ELECTION  OF  CER-' 
TAIN  OFFICERS 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  (H.  Res.  4). 


ADOPTION     OF     RULES     FOR     THE 
EIGHTY-THIRD  CONGRESS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  5). 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following  be.  and  they 
are  bereby.  adopted  as  the  rules  of  the 
Elghty-tblrd  Congress: 

Rule  I 

DUTIES    or    THE    SPEAKER 

1.  The  Speaker  shall  take  the  chair  on 
every  legislative  «ay  precisely  at  the  hovir  to 
which  the  House  shall  have  adjourned  at 
the  last  sitting.  Immediately  call  the  Mem- 
bers to  order,  and  on  the  appearance  of  a 
quorum,  cause  the  Journal  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  last  day's  sitting  to  be  read, 
.■^avtng  previously  examined  and  approved 
the  same. 

2.  He  shall  preserve  order  and  decorum, 
and,  in  case  of  disturbance  or  disorderly  con- 
duct in  the  galleries,  or  in  the  lobby,  may 
cause  the  same  to  be  cleared. 

3.  He  shall  have  general  control,  except  a« 
provided  by  rule  or  law.  of  the  Hall  of  the 
House,  and  of  the  corridors  and  passages 
and  the  disposal  of  the  unappropriated 
rooms  in  that  part  of  the  Capitol  assigned 
to  the  use  of  the  House,  untu  further  order. 

4.  He  shall  sign  all  acts,  addresses,  joint 
resolutions,  writs,  warrants,  and  subpenas  of, 
or  issued  by  order  of,  the  House,  and  de- 
cide all  questions  of  order,  subject  to  an 
appeal  by  any  Member,  on  which  appeal  no 
Member  shall  speak  more  than  once,  unless 
by  permission  of  the  House. 

5.  He  shall  rise  to  put  a  question,  but  may 
state  it  sitting;  and  shall  put  questions 
In  this  form,  to  wit:  "As  many  as  are  in 
favor  (as  the  question  may  be),  say  Aye"; 
and  after  the  afOrmative  voice  is  expressed. 
"As  many  as  are  opiKieed,  say  "No";  If  he 
doubts,  or  a  division  is  called  for,  the  House 
shall  divide;  those  in  the  affirmative  of  the 
question  shall  first  rise  from  their  seats, 
and  then  those  in  the  negative;  if  he  still 
doubts,  or  a  count  Is  required  by  at  least 
one-fifth  of  a  quorum,  he  shall  name  one 
from  each  side  of  the  question  to  tell  the 
Members  In  the  affirmative  and  negative; 
which  being  reported,  he  shall  rise  and  state 
the  decision. 

6.  He  shall  not  be  required  to  vote  In  ordl- 
nsiry  legislative  proceedings,  except  where  his 
vote  would  be  decisive,  or  where  the  House 
Is  engaged  in  voting  by  ballot:  and  In  cases 
of  a  tie  vote  the  question  shall  be  lost. 

7.  He  shall  have  the  right  to  name  any 
Member  to  perform  the  duties  of  the  Chair, 
but  such  substitution  shall  not  extend  be- 
yond three  legislative  days:  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  in  case  of  his  illness,  he  may  make 
such  appointment  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
10  days,  with  the  approval  of  the  House  at  the 
time  the  same  Is  made;  and  In  his  absence 
and  omission  to  make  such  appointment,  the 
House  shall  proceed  to  elect  a  Speaker  pro 
tempore  to  act  during  bis  absence. 

Rule  n 

KLECTtON  or  omCERS 

There  shall  be  elected  by  a  viva  voce  vote, 
at  the  commencement  of  each  Congress,  to 
continue  In  office  untU  tbelr  successors  are 
chosen  and  qualified,  a  Clerk.  Sergeant  at 
Arms.  Doorkeeper.  Poetmaeter.  and  Chaplain, 
eacb  of  whom  slxall  take  an  oatb  to  support 
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the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
lor  tlie  true  and  laltMul  dlecbarge  of  the 
duties  oX  hl5  offloe  to  Xhe  best  of  his  knowl- 
edge and  ability,  and  to  keep  tbe  secrets  of 
the  House;  and  eacb  shall  appoint  all  of  tbe 
employees  of  his  department  provided  for  Dy 
law. 

RuLx  m 
VDms  or  THx  «^»»*' 

1.  The  Clerk  shall,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  first  session  of  each  Congress,  call  the 
Members  to  order,  proceed  to  call  the  roll  of 
Members  by  States  th  alphabetical  order, 
and,  pending  the  election  of  a  Speaker  or 
Speaker  pro  tempore,  preserve  order  and 
decorum,  and  decide  all  questions  of  order 
subject  to  app>eal  by  any  Member. 

2.  He  shall  make  and  cause  to  be  printed 
and  delivered  to  each  Member,  or  mailed  to 
bis  address,  at  the  commencement  of  every 
regular  session  of  Congress,  a  list  of  the 
reports  which  it  is  the  duty  of  any  officer  or 
department  to  make  to  Congress,  referring 
to  the  act  or  resolution  and  page  of  the 
volume  of  the  laws  or  Journal  In  which  It 
may  bt  contained,  and  placing  tmder  the 
name  of  each  officer  the  list  of  reports  re- 
quired of  him  to  be  mac)e. 

3.  He  shall  note  all  questions  of  order, 
with  the  decisions  thereon,  the  record  of 
which  sl^all  be  printed  as  an  appendix  to  the 
Journal  of  each  session  and  complete,  as 
soon  after  the  close  of  the  session  as  possible, 
the  :~rir.ting  and  distrlbulion  to  Members 
and  lltelegates  of  the  Journal  of  the  Hou.se. 
together  with  an  accurate  and  complete  in- 
dex; retain  in  tlie  library  at  his  office,  for  the 
use  of  the  Members  and  officers  of  the  House, 
and  not  to  be  withdrawn  therefrom,  two 
copies  of  all  the  books  and  printed  docu- 
ments deposited  there;  send,  at  the  end  of 
each  session,  a  printed  copy  of  the  Journal 
thereof  to  the  executive  and  to  eacb  branch 
of  the  legislature  of  every  State  and  Terri- 
tory; preserve  for  and  deliver  or  mail  to  each 
Member  and  Delegate  an  extra  copy.  In  good 
binding,  of  all  documents  printed  by  order 
of  either  House  of  the  Congress  to  which  he 
belonged;  attest  and  affix  the  seal  of  the 
House  to  all  WTlts,  warrants,  and  subpenas 
lisued  by  order  of  the  House,  certify  to  the 
passage  of  all  bills  and  Joint  resolutions. 
make  or  approve  all  contracts,  bargains,  or 
agreements  relative  to  furnishing  any  mat- 
ter or  thing,  or  for  the  performance  of  any 
labor  for  tbe  House  of  Representatives,  in 
pursuance  of  law  or  order  of  the  House,  keep 
full  and  accurate  accounts  of  the  disburse- 
ments out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House,  keep  the  stationery  account  of  Mem- 
bers and  Delegates,  and  pay  them  as  pre,  ided 
by  law.  He  shall  pay  to  the  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
amount  of  their  salaries  tbat  sloall  be  due 
them. 

4.  He  shall,  in  case  of  temporary  absence  or 
disability,  designate  an  official  In  hU  office 
to  sign  all  papers  that  may  require  the  official 
signature  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and 
to  do  all  other  acts,  except  such  as  are  pro- 
vided for  by  statute,  that  may  be  required 
under  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  Hcuje  to 
be  done  by  the  Clork.  Such  official  acts,  when 
so  done  by  the  designated  olScial.  shall  be 
under  the  name  c'  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 
The  said  designatioiT  shall  be  in  writing,  and 
shall  be  ^eHLbefoje  Che  House  and  entered 
on  tbe  Journ£> 

_fitn.E  rv 

DUTIES   OF  THE   SSXCEAifT   AT  ARMS 

1.  It  Shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  to  attend  the  House  during  Its  sittings, 
to  mainUln  order  under  the  dlrectlori  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  and,  pending  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Speaker  or  Speaker  pro  tempore 
under  the  direction  of  the  Clerk,  execute  the 
commands  of  the  House,  and  all  processes 
Issued  by  authortty  thereof,  directed  to  htm 
by  the  Speaker:  keep  the  accounts  for  the 
pay  and  mileage  of  Members  and  Delegates 
and  pay  them  as  provided  by  law. 


2.  The  symbol  of  his  office  shall  be  the 
mace,  which  shall  be  borne  by  him  while 
enforcing  order  on  the  floor. 

Rxn^  V 

DUTIES  or  THE  DOOKKXEPCS 

1.  The  Doorkeeper  shall  enforce  strictly 
the  rules  relating  to  the  privileges  of  the  Hall 
and  be  responsible  to  the  House  for  the  offi- 
cial conduct  of  his  employees. 

2.  At  the  commencement  and  close  cf  ea-^h 
session  of  Congress  he  shall  take  an  Inven- 
tory of  all  the  fm-nlture,  books,  and  other 
public  property  In  the  several  conamlttee 
and  other  rooms  under  his  charge,  and  report 
the  seme  to  the  House,  which  report  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Cummittee  on  House  Admin- 
istration to  ascertain  and  determine  the 
amount  for  which  he  shall  be  held  liable  for 
missing  articles. 

3.  He  sh:;ll  allow  no  person  to  enter  the 
room  over  the  Hall  of  the  House  during  Its 
sittings:  and  15  minutes  before  the  hour  of 
the  meeting  of  the  House  each  day  he  shall 
see  that  tiie  floor  is  cleared  cf  ail  i.ttv.oms 
exrcpt  those  prlvlleeed  to  remain,  and  kept 
so  until  10  minute«(  after  adjournment. 

Rule  VI 

DUTIES   OF   THE    POSTMASTES 

The  Postma^Ler  shall  su[:)erintend  the 
post  on.e  kei  t  in  the  Capitol  and  Hou^e 
Office  rii-.ldtng  for  the  accjmin- d.uion  (-f 
Uepre^-ent;\t!vc-s,  Delep  .tes.  and  officers  nf  the 
House,  and  be  held  ic-Jpinslble  for  \...c 
prompt  and  sa;e  delivery  of  their  mull. 

RCLK    VII 
D'-TI'^S    OF    THE    niAPLAIK 

Tlie  Chn;:..i:i  sh.-'.l  attend  at  the  com- 
mencement of  ea^-h  dBv'p  silting  of  the  H  ;use 
and  open  the  same  with  prayer. 

Rule  VIH 

OF  THE   MEMur-g 

1.  E.ery  Member  shall  be  present  within 
the  Hall  or  tlie  House  during  lU  siliuifjs,  un- 
less excused  or  necesoanly  prevented,  and 
shall  vote  on  each  quef.tion  put.  unless  he 
has  a  direct  pers  nal  or  pecuniary  iniereit 
in  the  event  of  bUch  que^jtion. 

2.  Pairs  sliali  be  ana  unced  by  the  Clerk, 
after  the  Completion  of  the  secuud  roll  cju' 
from  a  written  U.n  furiii-.hed  him,  and 
signed  by  the  Member  makini^  th*^  st.itemeiU 
to  the  Clerk,  which  list  shall  be  puliiisl-d  \:x 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  the  proceedings,  im- 
mediately iDllowmg  the  names  of  th  .ee  not 
voting:  PTovi.led.  pairs  shall  be  announced 
but  once  d^.n^  the  same  legislative  day. 

Rule  IX 

QfESTIONS   OF   PRIVTLEGE 

Questions  nf  prlvlleEre  shall  be.  first,  thn?? 
affectinc  the  ri?hts  of  the  House  c  :iectlvely 
Its  safety,  disrnity.  and  the  Intejrrity  nf  itg 
proceedings:  second,  the  riehis  repiitatlnn 
and  conduct  of  Member*;,  individually.  In 
tlieir  representative  capncitv  onlv;  and  sha'l 
have  precedence  of  all  otiicr  questions,  ex- 
cep.t  motluus  lu  adjuuru. 

Rot-E    X 

STAXDINC    COMMn-TEES 

1.  T>iere  shall  be  eler'ed  by  the  House  at 
the    corr.mencement    of    each    Congrciii.    the 

folio-.vi::;;  s'.aiiuing  conunittecii; 

(a)  O  mmittee  on  Agriculture,  to  consist 
of  27  members. 

(b)  C ommitte^on  ApproprlaUons.  to  con- 
sist of  4:;  members. 

(c)  c  mmittee  on  Armed  Services,  to  con- 
sist of  '3,':  members. 

Id)  C-mmittee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
to  consist  of  27  members. 

(ei  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  consist  of  25  memben?.         • 

(f>  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
to  consist  of  25  members. 

(g)  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to  con- 
sist of  25  members. 
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(h)  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, to  consist  of  25  members. 

(1)  Committee  on  House  Administration, 
to  consist  of  25  members. 

(J)  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  to  consist  of  27  members. 

(k)  Committee  on  Interstate  and  l^rrelgn 
Commerce,  to  consist  of  27  members. 

(I)  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  con- 
sist of  27  members. 

(m)  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  to  consist  of  25  mpmbers. 

(n)  Committee  on  Post  OfBce  and  Civil 
Set  vice,  to  cor  slst  ot  25  members. 

(o)  Committee  on  Public  Works,  to  oon- 
slbt  of  27  members. 

(p)  Cummittee  on  Rules,  to  consist  of  12 
men.bem 

(q)  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties, to  consist  of  nine  members. 

ir)  c  inniittec  on  Veterans"  Affairs,  to 
coiLsl:  t  of  27  members. 

(s)  Commitue  on  Ways  and  Means,  to 
Consist  of  25  member.'!. 

2  Tlie  Speaker  sh  ill  appoint  all  select  and 
conference  c 'niml' t'-es  which  shall  be  or- 
dered hy  the  H'luse  from  time  to  time. 

3  At  th*«  commencement  of  each  Con- 
grrw.  the  House  shall  elect  as  chairman  of 
each  euandiug  committee  cue  of  the  mem- 
bers thcreul:  In  the  tiniiH)rary  absence  of  the 
chairman  the  member  next  in  rank  in  the 
order  named  in  the  election  t.r  the  commii- 
t:e.  and  .'^t  on.  as  often  as  the  case  shall 
happen,  rhall  i.ct  as  chairman:  and  in  case 
of  a  permanent  vucant  v  in  the  chalrman- 
sliij)  of  any  such  committee  the  H<juse  shall 
elect  another  chairman. 

4  Ai:  vacanci'-s  in  standing  rommlttees  In 
the  HouRC  shall  be  flll»'d  bv  election  by  the 
K> -.1  e.  E.ich  M.niljtT  sli  i:i  \o  elected  to 
serve  on  one  standing  committee  and  no 
more:  except  that  Members  who  are  elected 
to  <ierve  on  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Coli;mhln.  Committee  on  Oivernment 
0[)er;.tl<ms  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities, or  the  Committee  on  House  Admln- 
Ittration  may  be  elected  to  serve  uu  two 
standing  ccmmlttecs  and  no  more. 

Rule   XI 

POWERS  AND  Dt-TILS  OF  CCMMrTTErS 

All  proposed  legiBlation.  messages,  petl- 
tlon.s  memorials,  and  other  matu>i»  relating 
to  tlie  sul.jor's  1!  'ed  under  the  standing 
C'  nnnr.tees  named  belcw  shall  be  rcft-rred  to 
such   Cummittee's.   respectlvr ly  : 

1    Committee  on   .fgrlculture. 

(a)  Adulteration  of  seeds.  Insect  pest«, 
and  protecti-n  of  birds  and  animals  in  for- 
est re.serves. 

(b)  Agriculture  generally. 

(c>    Agricultural  and  Industrial  chemistry. 
Id  I    Agricultural   colleges   and  experiment 

St'.if  lutl.'i 

|p>    Agricultural    economics   and    research. 
(f)    Agricultural  education  extension  serv- 
ices. 

(t:)  Agricultural  production  and  market- 
ing and  stabiUzailon  of  prices  of  agricul- 
tural  products. 

(h)  Ani.Tial  industry  and  diseases  of  anl- 
mal.s 

1 1 )    Crop  Insurance  and  soil  conservation. 
(J)    Da.ry   Industry. 

(k)    Entomology  and  plant  quarantine. 
( 1 )    ExteuoUin  of  farm  credit  and  farm  se- 
curity. 

(ni)  Forestry  In  genor.il.  and  forest  re- 
serves   other    than    those    created    from    the 

public  d(3maln. 

(ni  Human  nutrition  and  home  eco- 
nomics. 

(o)    Inspection  of  livestock  and  meat  DTod- 

ucts.  *^ 

fp)    Plant  Industry,  soils,  and  agricultural 

engineering 

(q)    Rural   electrification. 
2.  Committee   on    Appropriations. 
(a)    Appropriation  of  the  r«venue  for  the 
support  of  the  Government. 
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(b)  Tlie  committee  It  authortned.  acting 
as  a  whole  or  by  any  subcoinnilttee  thereof 
appointed  by  the  chAlnnan  for  the  purpoeea 
hereof  and  In  aooordance  with  procedures 
authorised  by  the  eommlttee  by  a  majority 
vote,  to  conduct  studies  and  examlnattons  oC 
the  organization  and  operation  of  any  execu- 
tive department  or  other  executive  agency 
(Including  any  agency  the  majority  of  the 
stock  of  which  la  owned  by  tbe  Oovernxnent 
of  tbe  United  States)  as  It  nuiy  deem  neces- 
sary to  assist  It  in  the  deternxlnatU^  of  mat- 
ters within  its  Jurisdiction;  VkUdJKT  this  pur- 
pose the  commilttee  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof  is  authorized  to  sit  and  act  at  such 
times  and  places  within  the  United  States, 
whether  the  House  is  in  session,  has  recessed, 
or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  to 
require  the  attendance  uf  such  witneses.  and 
the  production  of  such  books  or  papers  or 
documents  or  vouchers  by  subpena  or  other- 
wiue,  and  to  take  such  testimony  and  records 
as  It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  Is- 
sued over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  or  subcommittee,  or  by  any 
person  designated  by  him.  and  shall  be 
served  by  such  perron  or  persons  as  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  or  subcommittee 
may  designate.  The  chairnran  of  the  com- 
mittee or  subcommittee,  or  any  member 
thereof,  may  administer  oaths  to  witnesses. 

3.  Committee   on   Armed   Services. 

(a)  Common    defense   generally. 

(b)  The  Dep«rtmmt  of  Defense  generally. 
Including  the  Departments  of  the  Army. 
Na\'y.  and   Air  Force  generally. 

(cl  Ammunition  depots;  forts:  arsenals; 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  reservations  and 
establishments. 

(d>  Conservation,  development,  and  tise 
Of  naval  petroleum  and  oil  shale  reserves . 

(e)  Pay.  promotion,  retirement,  and  other 
benefits  and  privileges  of  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces. 

(f)  Scientific  nvtearch  and  development  In 
support  of  the  armed  services. 

(g)  Selective  eervlce. 

( h  I  Stoe  and  composition  of  the  Army, 
Kavy,  and  Air  Force. 

(tl    Soldiers'   and   sailors'   homos. 

(J)  Strategic  and  critical  materials  neces- 
sary  for  tbe  comnron   defense. 

4.  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(a)  Banking  and  currency  generally. 

(b)  Control  of  price  of  commoditle5,  rents. 
or  services. 

(c)  Deposit  Insurance. 

(d)  Federal  Reiexve  System. 

(e)  Financial  aid  to  commerce  and  In- 
dustry, other  than  matters  relating  to  such 
aid  which  are  Bp«<clflcally  assigned  to  other 
committees  under  this  rule. 

(f)  Gold  and  sliver,  Including  the  coinage 
thereof. 

(g)  Iflsuance  of  notes  and  redemption 
thereof. 

(h)    Public   and   prlyate  housing. 
(1)    Valuation     and     revaluation     at     the 
dollar. 

5.  Committee  on  the  District  of  OotumCila. 

(a)  All  measTirt's  relating  to  the  munici- 
pal affairs  of  the  District  of  Columbia  In 
general,  other  than  appropriations  there- 
for.  Including — 

(b)  Adulteration  of  foods  and  drags. 

{c\  Inoorporatlcm  and  organization  of  so- 
cieties. 

Id)  Insurance,  executors,  adminlstratois, 
wills,    and   divorce. 

(e)  Municipal  code  and  amendments  to 
the   criminal   and  corporation   laws. 

(f>   Municipal  and  Juvenile  courts. 

(g)  Public  health  and  safety,  sanitation, 
and  quarantine  njgulations. 

(h)  ReguiaUon  of  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors. 

(1)    Taxes  and  tax  sales. 

6    Committee  on  Bducation  and  Labor. 

(a)  Measures  re  Jiting  to  education  or  labor 
generally. 

(b)  Child  lalwr. 
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(c)  Columbia  Instltntion  for  the  Deaf, 
Dumb,  and  Blind;  Howard  Ualversity;  Fived- 
men's  Hospital;  and  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital. 

(d)  Convict  labor  and  entry  of  goods  made 
by  ooDTicts  into  Interstate  oommeroe. 

(e)  Labor  standards. 

(f )  Labor  statistlca. 

( g )  Mediation  and  arbitration  at  labor  dis- 
putes. 

(h)  Regnlation  or  prevention  of  importa- 
tion of  foreign  laborers  under  contract. 

(1)   School -lunch  progranx. 

(J)  United  States  Employees'  Compensa- 
tion Commission. 

(k)    Vocational  rehabUltatlon. 

(1)    Wages  and  hours  at  labor. 

(m)    Welfare  of  miners. 

7.  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

(a)  Relations  of  the  United  States  with 
foreign  nations  generally. 

(b)  Acquisition  of  land  and  buildings  for 
embassies  and  legations  in  foreign  countries. 

(c)  Establishment  of  boundary  lines  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  foreign  nations. 

(d)  Foreign  loans. 

(e)  International  oonferencee  and  con- 
gresses. 

(f)  Intervention  abroad  and  declarations 
of  war. 

(gi  Measures  relating  to  the  diplomatic 
service. 

(h)  Measures  to  foster  commercial  Inter- 
course with  foreign  nations  and  to  safeguard 
American  business  interests  abroad. 

(1)   Neutrality. 

( J )  Protection  of  American  citizens  abroad 
and  expatriation. 

(k>    The  American  National  Red  Cross. 

(1)  United  Nations  ori^ntzation  and  in- 
ternational financial  and  nxmetary  organi- 
zations. 

8.  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

(a)  Budget  and  accounting  measures, 
other  tlian  appropriations. 

(b)  Reorganizations  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

ic)  Such  committee  ahall  have  the  duty 
of — 

( 1 )  receiving  and  examining  reports  of  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
and  of  submitting  such  recommendations  to 
the  House  as  it  deems  necessary  or  desirable 
in  connection  with  the  subject  matter  of 
such  reports: 

(2)  studying  the  operation  <rf  Oovemment 
activities  at  all  levels  with  a  view  to  deter- 
mining Its  economy  and  efiOciency. 

(3)  evaluating  the  effects  of  laws  enacted 
to  reorganize  the  legislative  and  executive 
branches  of  the  Government; 

(4)  studying  Intergovernmental  relation- 
ships between  the  United  States  and  the 
States  and  municipalities,  and  between  the 
United  States  and  Intematlcmal  organiza- 
tions of  which  the  United  Statefe  is  a  member. 

(d)  Por  the  purpose  of  performing  such 
duties  the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof  when  authorized  by  the  committee. 
Is  authorized  to  sit,  hold  hearings,  and  act 
at  such  times  and  places  within  the  United 
States,  whether  or  not  the  Hduse  Is  In  ses- 
sion. Is  In  recess,  or  has  adjourned,  to  require 
by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such 
papers,  documents,  and  books*  and  to  ttike 
such  testimony  as  It  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas may  be  Issued  under  th*  signature  of 
the  chairman  of  the  oonunlttee  or  of  any 
subcommittee,  or  by  any  member  designated 
by  any  such  chairman,  and  Ettay  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  any  such  chair- 
man or  member. 

9.  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

(a)  Appropriations  from  the  contingent 
fund. 

(b)  Auditing  and  settling  of  all  accotmts 
which  may  be  charged  to  tlie  contingent 
fund. 

(c)  Employment  of  persons  try  the  House, 
Including  clerks  for  Members  and  oommit- 
tees,  and  reporters  of  debates. 


(d)  Except  as  provided  In  clause  15  (d). 
matters  relating  to  the  Library  of  Congress 

and  the  House  Library;  statuary  and  pic- 
tures; acceptance  or  purchase  of  works  of 
art  for  the  Capitol;  the  Botanic  Gardens; 
nuuiagement  of  the  Library  of  Congress;  pur- 
chase of  books  and  manuscripts;  erection  of 
monuments  to  the  m«nary  of  individuals. 

(e)  Except  as  provided  in  clause  15  (d), 
matters  relating  to  the  Smithsonian  Insti- 
tution and  the  Incorporation  of  similar  in- 
stitutions. 

(f)  ELxpenditure  of  contingent  fund  of  the 
House. 

<g)  Matters  relating  to  printing  and  cor- 
rection of  the  Congressional  Record. 

(h)  Measures  relating  to  accounts  of  the 
House  generally. 

U)  Measures  relating  to  assignment  of 
office  space  for  Members  and  committees. 

(J )  Measures  relating  to  the  disposition  of 
useless  executive  papers.  ' 

(k>  Measures  relating  to  the  election  erf 
tho  President,  Vice  President,  or  Members  of 
Congress;  corrupt  practices;  contested  elec- 
tions; credentials  and  qualifications;  and 
Federfd  elections  generally. 

(1)  Measttres  retotlng  to  services  to  the 
House.  Including  the  House  Restaurant  and 
administration  of  the  House  Office  Buildings 
and  of  the  House  wmg  of  the  OapitoL 

(m>  Measures  relating  to  the  Uavel  of 
Members  of  the  House. 

(n)  Such  committee  shall  also  have  the 
duty  of — 

(1)  arranging  a  suitable  program  for  each 
day  observed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives as  a  memorial  day  In  memory  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  have  died  during  the  preceding 
period,  and  to  arrange  for  the  publication 
of  the  proceedings  thereof; 

(2)  examining  all  bills,  amendments,  and 
Joint  resolutions  after  passage  by  the  House; 
and  In  ccxDperation  with  the  Senate,  of  ex- 
amining all  bills  and  Joint  resolutions  which 
shall  have  passed  both  Houses,  to  see  that 
they  are  oorrecUy  enrolled;  and  when  signed 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  shall  forthwith  i^esent 
the  same,  when  they  shall  have  originated 
in  the  House,  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  person,  and  report  the  fact  and 
date  of  such  presentation  to  the  House; 

(3)  reporting  to  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of 
the  House  the  travel  of  Members  of  the 
House. 

10.  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

(a)  Forest  reserves  and  national  parfcs 
created  from  the  public  domain. 

(b)  Forfeiture  of  land  grants  and  alien 
ownership,  including  alien  ownership  of 
mineral  lands. 

(c)  Geological  Survey. 

(di  Interstate  compacts  relating  to  ap- 
portionment of  waters  for  Irrigation  pur- 
poses. 

(e)  Irrigation  and  reclamation.  Including 
water  supply  for  reclamation  projects,  and 
easements  of  public  lands  for  irrigation 
projects,  and  acquisition  of  private  lands 
when  necessary  to  complete  Irrigation 
projects. 

(f )  Measures  relating  to  the  care,  educa- 
tion, and  nianagement  of  Indians,  Includ- 
ing the  care  and  allotment  of  Indian  lands 
and  general  and  special  measures  relating  to 
claims  which  are  x>ald  oat  of  Indian  funds. 

(g)  Measures  relating  generally  to  Ha- 
waii, Alaska,  and  the  Insular  possessions  of 
the  United  States,  except  those  affecting  the 
revenue  and  approfn^atlons. 

(h)  Military  parks  and  battlefields,  and 
national  cemeteries. 

<1>  Mineral  land  laws  and  elalns  and 
entries  thereunder. 

(J)   Mineral  resources  of  the  public  lands. 

(k)    Mining  interests  generally. 

(n  Mining  schools  and  experimental  sta- 
tions. 
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(m)  Petroleum  conaerratton  on  the  public 
lands  and  conservation  of  the  radium  supply 
In  the  United  States. 

(n)  Preservation  of  prehistoric  ruins  and 
•  objects  of  Interest  on  the  public  domain. 

(0)  Public  lands  generally.  Including  en- 
try, easements,  and  grazing  thereon. 

(p)  Relations  of  the  United  States  with 
the  Indians  and  the  Indian  tribes. 

11.  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

(a)  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce  gen- 
erally. 

(b)  Bureau  of  Standards,  standardization 
of  weights  and  measures,  and  the  metric 
system. 

■(c)   Civil  aeronautics. 

(d)  Inland  waterways. 

(e)  Interstate  oil  compacts  and  petroleum 
and  natural  gas,  except  on  the  public  lands. 

(f)  Public  health  and  quarantine. 

(g)  Railroad  labor  and  railroad  retirement 
and  unemployment,  except  revenue  measures 
relating  thereto. 

(h)  Regulation  of  interstate  and  foreign 
communications. 

(1)  Regulation  of  Interstate  and  foreign 
ti»li«portatlon,  except  transportation  by 
water  not  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

-  (J)  Regulation  of  interstate  transmission 
of  power,  except  the  installation  of  connec- 
tions between  Government  water-power 
projects. 

(k)  Securities  and  exchanges. 

(1)   Weather  Bureau. 

12.  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(a)  Judicial  proceedings,  civil  and  crim- 
inal generally. 

(b)  Apportionment   of   Representatives. 

(c)  Bankruptcy,  mutiny,  espionage,  and 
counterfeiting. 

(d)  Civil  liberties. 

(e)  Constitutional  amendments. 

(f)  Federal  courts  and  Judges. 

(g)  Holidays  and  celebrations. 

(h)   Immigration  and  naturalization. 

(1)   Interstate  compacts  generally. 

(J)  Local  courts  in  the  Territories  and 
possessions. 

(k)  Measures  relating  to  claims  against 
the  United  States. 

(1)  Meetings  of  Congress,  attendance  of 
Members  and  their  acceptance  of  incom- 
patible ofSces. 

(m)    National    penitentiaries. 

(n)   Patent  Office. 

(o)   Patents,  copyrights,  and  trade-marks. 

(p)    Presidential  succession. 

(q)  Protection  of  trade  and  commerce 
against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies. 

(r)  Revision  and  codincation  of  the  Stat- 
utes of  the  United  States. 

(s)    State  and  Territorial  boundary  lines. 

13.  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

(a)  Merchant  marine  generally. 

(b)  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

(c)  Coast  Guard,  Including  lifesavlng  serv- 
Ice.  lighthouses,  lightships,  and  ocean  dere- 
licts. 

(d)  Fisheries  and  wildlife,  including  re- 
search, restoration,  refuges,  and  conserva- 
tion. 

(e)  Measures  relating  to  the  regulation  of 
common  carriers  by  water  (except  matters 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission)  and  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  merchant  marine  vessels,  lights  and 
signals,  lifesavlng  equipment,  and  fire  pro- 
tection on  such  vessels. 

(f)  Merchant  marine  officers  and  seamen. 

(g)  Navigation  and  the  laws  relating  there- 
to, Including  pilotage. 

(h)  Panama  Canal  and  the  maintenance 
and  operation  of  the  Panama  Canal,  includ- 
ing the  administration,  sanitation,  and  gov- 
ernment of  the  Canal  Zone;  and  Interoceanic 
canals   generally. 

(1)  Registering  and  licensing  of  vessels 
and  smsai  boats. 

(J)  Rules  and  international  arrangementa 
to  prevent  collisions  at  sea. 


(k)  United  States  Coast  Guard  and  Mer- 
chant Miirine  Academies. 

14.  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

(a)  Census  and  the  collection  of  statistics 
generally, 

(b)  Federal  civil  service  generally. 

(c)  National  Archives. 

(d)  Postal-savings  banks. 

(e)  Postal  service  generally.  Including  the 
railway  mall  service,  and  measures  relating 
to  ocean  mall  and  pneumatic-tube  service; 
but  excluding  post  roads. 

(f)  Status  of  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States,  Including  their  compensation, 
classification,   and  retirement. 

15.  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(a)  Flood  control  and  Improvement  of 
rivers  and  harbors. 

(b)  Measures  relating  to  the  Capitol 
Building  and  the  Senate  and  House  Office 
Buildings. 

(c)  Measures  relating  to  the  construction 
or  maintenance  of  roads  and  post  roads, 
other  than  appropriations  therefor;  but  It 
shall  not  be  m  order  for  any  bill  providing 
general  legislation  In  relation  to  roads  to 
contain  any  provision  for  any  specific  road, 
nor  for  any  bill  In  relation  to  a  specific  road 
to  embrace  a  provision  In  relation  to  any 
other   spc'Clflc   road. 

(d)  Measures  relating  to  the  construction 
or  reconstruction,  maintenance,  and  care  of 
the  buildings  and  grounds  of  the  Botanic 
Gardens,  the  Library  of  Congress,  and  the 
Smithsonian  Institution. 

(e)  Measures  relating  to  the  purchase  of 
sites  and  construction  of  post  offices,  cus- 
tomhouses. Federal  courthouses,  and  Gov- 
ernment buildings  within  the  Disulct  of 
Columbia. 

(f)  Oil  and  other  pollution  of  navigable 
waters. 

(g)  Public  bulldlnjo  and  occupied  or  Im- 
proved grounds  of  the  United  Stales  gen- 
erally. 

(h)  Public  reservations  and  parks  within 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Including  Rock 
Creek  Park  and  the  Zoological  Park. 

(1)  Public  works  for  the  benefit  of  navi- 
gation, including  bridges  and  dams  (other 
than  International  bridges  and  dams). 

(J)    Water  power. 

16.  Committee   on   Rules. 

(a)  The  rules.  Joint  rules,  and  order  of 
business  of  the  House. 

(b)  Recesses  and  final  adjournments  of 
Congress. 

(c)  The  Committee  on  Rules  is  author- 
ized to  sit  and  act  whether  or  not  the  House 
is  in  session. 

17.  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities. 

(a)  Un-American   activities. 

(b)  Tlie  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities, fis  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee,  is 
authorized  to  make  from  time  to  time  In- 
vestigations of  (1)  the  extent,  character,  and 
objects  ct  un-American  propaganda  activ- 
ities In  the  United  States,  (2)  the  diffusion 
within  the  United  States  of  subversive  and 
un-American  propaganda  that  Is  instigated 
from  foreign  countries  or  of  a  domestic  ori- 
gin and  attacks  the  principle  of  the  form 
of  goverrment  as  guaranteed  by  our  Con- 
stitution, and  (3>  all  other  questions  In 
relation  thereto  that  would  aid  Congress  in 
any  necesary  remedial  legislation. 

The  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
shall  report  to  the  House  (or  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Hr  use  If  the  House  Is  not  in  se.sslon ) 
the  results  of  any  such  Investigation,  to- 
gether with  such  recommendations  as  It 
deems   advisable. 

For  the  purpose  of  any  such  Investiga- 
tion, the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties, or  any  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  author- 
ized to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places 
within  the  United  States,  whether  or  not  the 
House  is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or  has  ad- 
journed, to  hold  such  hearings,  to  requU-e 
the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the 
production  of  such  books,  papers,  and  docu- 
ments, a^d   to  take  such   testimony,   as  it 


deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  b«  Issued 
under  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  ths 
committee  or  any  subcommittee,  or  by  any 
member  designated  by  any  such  chairman, 
and  may  b«  served  by  any  person  designated 
by  any  such  chairman  or  member. 
18.  Committee   on   Veterans'   Affairs. 

(a)  Veterans'  measures  generally. 

(b)  Compensation,  vocational  rebablllta* 
tlon,  and  education  of  veterans. 

(c)  Life  insurance  Issued  by  the  OoTem« 
ment  on  account  of  service  In  the  Armed 
Forces. 

( d )  Pensions  of  all  the  wars  of  the  United 
States,  general  and  special. 

(e)  Readjustment  of  servicemen  to  civil 
life. 

(f)  Soldiers'  and  sailors'  civil  relief. 

(g)  Veterans'  hospitals,  medical  care,  and 
treatment   of    veterans. 

.  19.  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

( a )  Customs,  collection  districts,  and  ports 
of  entry  and  delivery. 

(b)  National  social  -security.         \ 
(CI    Reciprocal  tiAade  agreements. 

(d)  Revenue  measures  generally. 

(e)  Revenue  measures  relating  to  the  in- 
sular possessions. 

(f)  The  bonded  debt  of  the  United  SUtes. 

(g)  The  deposit  of  public  moneys. 

(h)   Transportation  of  dutiable  goods. 

20.  The  following-named  committees  shall 
have  leave  to  report  at  any  tl«ie  on  the  mat- 
ters 1  ereln  stated,  namely:  The  Committee 
on  Appropriations — on  the  general  appropria- 
tion biUs;  the  Committee  on  Hoiise  Admin- 
istration— on.  the  right  of  a  Member  to  his 
seat,  enrolled  bills,  on  all  matters  referred  to 
It  of  printing  for  the  use  of  the  House  or  the 
two  Houses,  and  on  all  matters  of  ex{>endl- 
ture  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House;  the 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs • 

on  bills  for  the  forfeiture  of  land  granU  to 
railroad  and  other  corporations,  bills  pre- 
venting speculation  in  the  public  lands,  bills 
for  the  reservation  of  the  public  lands  for  the 
benefit  of  actual  and  bona  fide  settlers,  and 
bills  for  the  admission  of  new  States;  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works — on  bills  au- 
thorizing the  Improvement  of  rivers  and 
harbors;  the  Committee  on  Rules — on  rules. 
Joint  rules,  and  order  of  business;  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs — on  general  pen- 
.slon  bills;  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Weans — on  bills   raising  revenue. 

21.  It  shall  always  oe  In  order  to  call  up 
for  con.':lderation  a  report  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  (except  it  shall  not  be  called  up 
for  consideration  on  the  same  day  It  Is  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  unless  so  determined  by 
a  vote  of  not  less  than  two-thirds  of  the 
Members  voting,  but  this  provision  shall  not 
apply  during  the  last  3  days  of  the  session). 
and,  pending  the  consideration  thereof,  the 
Speaker  may  entertain  ene  motion  that  the 
House  adjourn:  but  after  the  result  is  an- 
nounced he  shall  not  entertain  any  other  di- 
latory motion  until  the  said  report  shall  have 
been  fully  disposed  of.  The  Committee  on 
Rules  shall  not  report  any  rule  or  order 
which  shall  provide  that  business  under  para- 
graph 7  of  rule  XXIV  shall  be  set  aside  by 
a  vote  of  less  than  two-thirds  of  the  Mem- 
bers present:  nor  shall  it  report  any  rule 
or  order  which  shall  operate  to  prevent  the 
motion  to  recommit  belUR  made  as  provided 
In  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI. 

22.  The  Committee  on  Rules  shall  present 
to  the  House  reports  concerning  rules.  Joint 
rules,  and  order  of  business,  within  three 
legislative  days  of  the  time  when  ordered  re- 
ported by  the  committee.  If  such  rule  or 
order  is  not  considered  Immediately,  it  shall 
be  referred  to  the  calendar  and.  If  not  called 
up  by  the  Member  making  the  report  within 
seven  legislative  days  thereafter,  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Rules  Committee  may  call  it  up 
as  a  question  of  privilege  and  the  Speaker 
shall  recognize  any  member  of  the  Rules 
Committee  seeking  recognition  for  that  pur- 
pose. If  the  Committee  on  Rules  shall  make 
an  adverse  report  on  any  resolution  pend- 
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Ing  l>efore  the,  cotomlttee,  providing  for  an 
order  of  business  for  the  consideration  by  the 
Hoiise  of.  any  public  bill  or  Joint  resolution, 
on  days  when  It  sliall  be  in  order  to  call  up 
mStions  to  discharge  committees  it  shall  be 
in  order  for  any  Mfimber  of  the  House  to  call 
up  for  consideration  by  the  House  any  such 
adverse  report,  and  it  shall  be  in  order  to 
move  the  adoption  by  the  House  of  said  reso- 
lution adversely  reported  notwithstanding 
the  adverse  report  cf  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
and  the  Speaker  shall  recognize  the  Member 
seeking  recognition  for  that  purpose  as  a 
question  of  the  hljhest  p^dlege. 

23.  The  Committee  on  House  Administra- 
tion shall  make  lirial  report  to  the  House  in 
all  contcsted-electlDn  cases  not  laterthan  6 
months  from  tlie  first  day  of  the  flrst* regular 
sot sion  of  the  Congi  ess  to  which  the  contestee 
is  elected  except  in  a  contest  from  the  Terri- 
tory of  Alaska.  In  uhlch  case  the  time  shall 
not   exceed  9   months. 

24.  Each  standing  committee  of  the  House 
(other  than  tl>e  C^ommlttee  on  Approp»rla- 
tions)  shall  Cx  re{;ular  weekly,  biweekly,  or 
monthly  meeting  days  for  the  transaction 
of  burtuess  before  the  committee,  and  addi- 
tional meetings  nuvy  l>e  called  by  the  chair- 
man as  he  may  deem  necessary  and  eaah  such 
committee  shall  meet  to  consider  any  bill  or 
resolution  pending  before  It  (a)  on  all  reg- 
ular meeting  days  seleotcd  by  the  committee; 
(b)  upon  the  call  of  the  chairman  of  the 
commlilee;  (c)  if  'he  chairman  of  the  ccm- 
mlttee,  after  3  days'  consideration  refuses  or 
f alL',  upon  the  request  of  at  least  three  mem- 
bers of  the  committee,  to  call  a  special  meet- 
ing of.  the  coinmitr,ee  within  seven  calendar 
days  from  the  date  of  said  request,  then  uf>on 
the  filing  with  the  clerk  of  the  committee  of 
the  wTlttcn  and  signed  request  cf  a  majority 
of  the  conmilttee  for  a  called  special  meeting 
cf  the  committee,  the  committee  shall  meet 
on  the  day  and  hour  spec'.ficd  in  said  writ- 
ten request.  It  shall  be  the.  duty  of  the 
clerk  of  the  committee  to  notify  all  mcm- 
btrs  of  the  conim  ttee  in  the  tisual  way  of 
such  called  special  meeting. 

25.  (a)  Tlie  rules  of  the  Hcukc  are  hereby 
mn-le  the  ru.es  of  It."?  ^t-^ndlng  committees 
so  far  as  apj^li-rabli',  except  that  a  motion  to 
reccps  from  day  to  dav  is  hereby  made  a  mo- 
tion of  hlKh  privilege  in  said  committees. 

(b)  E«ch  committfcc  *hall  keep  a  complete 
record  of  all  comn  Utee  actie  n.  Such  record 
shall  Include  a  record  of  the  votes  on  any 
question  on  which  a  record  vote  is  demanded. 

(c)  All  committee  hearings,  records,  data, 
charts,  and  file?  shatl  be  kept  separate  and 
distinct  from  the  wngresElonal  ofTice  records 
cf  the  Member  serving  as  chairman  of  the 
coramlttce;  and  tuch  records,  shall  be  the 
property  of  the  House  and  all  Members  of 
the  HcuFC  shall  b  we  access  to  such  records. 
E^ch  committee  If  f.uthorl^ed  to  have  print- 
ed and  bound  testimony  and  other  data  pre- 
Bci.ted  at  hearings  held  ty  the  committee. 

(d)  It  shall  be  tie  duty  of  the  chairman  of 
e.ich  committee  to  report  or  cause  to  be  re- 
ported promptly  to  th£  House  any  meisure 
approved  by  his  committee  and  to  take  or 
cf^u'^e  to  be  taken  necessary  steps  to  bring 
the  matter  to  a  vote. 

(e)  No  mensurc  or  recommendation  shall 
be  re'xjrted  from  any  committee  tinier^  a 
majority  of  the  committee  were  actually 
present. 

tf)  Each  committee  shall,  so  far  as  prac- 
ticable, require  a..l  witnesses  appearing  be- 
fore it  to  file  In  advance  written  statements 
of  their  proposed  testimony,  and  to  limit 
their  oral  present:. tlon  to  brief  summaries  of 
their  argument.  The  stafT  of  each  commit- 
tee shall  prepare  dlpests  of  such  statements 
for  the  use  of  corr.mlttee  members. 

(g)  All  hearings  conducted  by  standing 
committees  or  th-Mr  subcommittees  shall  be 
oijen  to  the  public,  except  executive  sessions 
for  marking  up  bills  or  for  voting  or  where 
the  committee  by  a  majority  vote  orders  an 
executive  session. 

26.  To  assist  tlie  House  in  appraising  the 
Bdmiuistration  of  the  laws  and  in  developing 


such  amendments  or  related  legislation  as  it 
may  deem  necessary,  each  standing  conunit- 
tee  of  the  House  shall  exercise  continuous 
watchfulness  of  the  execution  by  the  admin- 
istrative agencies  concerned  of  any  laws,  the 
subject  matter  of  which  is  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  such  committee;  and.  for  that 
purpose,  shall  study  all  pertinent  reports  and 
data  submitted  to  the  House  by  the  agencies 
In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 
27.  (a)  Each  standing  committee  (other 
than  the  Committee  on  Appropriations)  is 
authorized  to  appoint  by  a  majority  vote  of 
the  committee  not  more  than  .four  profes- 
sional staff  members  in  addition  to  the  cler- 
ical staffs  on  a  permauent  basisi  without  re- 
gard to  political  af&liat.cus  and  ^olely  on  the 
ba&is  of  fitness  to  perform  the  duties  of  the 
office;  and  said  staff  members  shall  be  ^as- 
signed to  the  chairman  and  ranking  miru>r- 
Ity  naember  of  such  committee  as  the  com- 
mittee may  deem  advisable.  Services  of  pro- 
fessional Stan  members  may  be  terminated 
by  majority  vote  of. the  commitltee.  Profes- 
sional staff  nkcmbers  shall  not  engage  in  i.ny 
work  other  than  committee  businefs  and  no 
other  d^ies  may  be  arstgned  to  them. 

(b)  The  clerical  stafl  of  each  standing  com- 
mittee, which  shall  be  a'  pointed  bv  a  uia- 
Jorliy  vote  of  the  committee,  shall  consiet  of 
not  more  tlian  six  clerks,  to  be  attached  to 
the  office  oi  the  chairman,  to  the  ranking 
minority  member,  and  to  the  professional 
staff,  as  the  committee  may  d«tekn  advisable. 
The  clerical  staff  shall  haiKlle  committee 
correspondence'  and  stenographic  work,  both 

^or  the  committee  staff  and  for  ihe  chairman 
aod  ranking  minority  member  on  matters  re- 
lated to  coinnilitee  work. 

(c)  The  professional  staff  members  of  the 
standing  committees  slia'l  receive  annual 
compensat'on.  to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman, 
ranp-tnff  from  tS.OOO  to  ?8  000  and  t■^e  c'erical 
Ktaff  Fhall  receive  annual  compensation  up 
to  M.OOO. 

(d>  8  '.b?ect  to  apTroprl<»tion«?  hereby  au- 
thorized, the  Comjnittee  on  Aorproprlations 
m:'y  apiKiiT.  such  staff,  in  addition  to  ♦^he 
clerk  thereof  nnrt  a'Fl.'-tants  for  the  minority, 
a>;  it  by  m-'lorlty  vote  determines  to  be  nec- 
es^^ary.  such  p?i^onnel,  other  than  minority 
aFRl*tants,  to  possess  such  quaUflcations  as 
the  committee  may  prescribe. 

(e>  No  committee  shall  appoint  to  its 
staff  any  experts  er  ether  personnel  detailed 
or  rrsi^ned  from  any  department  or  agency 
o'  the  Government,  except  with  the  wrlnen 
prrmlK^'on  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
mlnlFti;at'on,  j 

23.  Each  committee  sh aliCxef^ort  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Hru'.e  within  15  dpys  after 
Decmber  31  and  June  30  of  each  yj.'^r  the 
name,  prorcrslon,  and  total  salary  of  each 
person  employed  by  foich  committee  or  any 
FUbcomtr.lttee  thereof  during  the  period  cov- 
ered by  such  report,  and  shall  make  an  ac- 
coimttng  of  funds  made'  available  to  and 
expended  by  such  committee  or  subcommit- 
tee during  such  period,  and  such  Informa- 
tion when  reported  shall  be  published  in 
the  CoNcr.EssiGN.\L  Record. 

29.  No  committee  of  the  House,  except  the 
Committees  on  Gnvernment  Operations, 
Rules,  and  Un-American  ActSvltles.  sheill  sit, 
without  special  leave,  while  the  Hous»  Is  lu 
session.  L 

Rtilx  XII  r 

DELEGATES   AMD    RESIDENT  COMMIS&IONEa 

The  Delegate  from  Hawaii  and  the  Resident 
Commiesloner  to  the  United  States  from 
Puerto  Rloo  shall  be  elected  to  serve  as  addi- 
tional members  on  the  Committees  on  Agri- 
culture. Armed  Services,  and  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  and  tbe  Delegate  from  Alaska 
shall  be  elected  to  serve  as  an  additional 
member  on  the  Oonunlttees  on  Agriculture. 
Armed  Services,  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries, and  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs;  and 
they  ahall  possess  in  such  oomimittees  the 
same  powers  and  privileges  as  in  the  House, 
and  may  make  any  motion  ezoe{>t  to  recon- 
sider. 


Rmj:  XIU 

CAlfNDABa  AMD  aZPOBTS  OT  OOKAUTTE^ 

1.  There  shall  be  three  calendars  to  which 

all  business  reported  from  committees  shall 
be  referred,  via: 

First.  A  Calendar  of  the  Conunlttee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union,  to 
which  shall  lie  referred  bills  raising  revenue, 
general  approprlaticm  bills,  and  bills  of  a 
public  character  directly  or  indirectly  expro- 
priating money  or  property. 

Second.  A  House  Calendar,  to  which  shall 
be  referred  all  bills  of  a  public  character  not 
raising  revenue  nor  directly  or  indirectly 
appropriating  money  or  property. 

Third.  A  Calendar  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  to  which  shall  be  referred  all 
bills  of  a  private  character. 

2.  All  reports  of  committees,  except  as  pro- 
vided In  clause  20  of  rule  XI.  togetlier  with 
Uie  views  of  the  minority,  shall  be  delivered 
to  the  Clerk  for  {vlntlng  and  reference  to 
the  proper  calendar  under  the  direction  of 
the  Speaiker.  In  accordance  with  the  fore- 
going clause,  and  the  titles  or  subject  thereof 
shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal  and  printed 
In  the  RrccRD;  Provided,  That  bills  reported 
adversely  shall  be  laid  on  the  table,  unless 
the  committee  reporting  a  bill,  at  the  time, 
or  ar.y  Member  within  3  daj's  thereafter, 
shall  request  its  reference  to  the  calendar, 
when  it  shall  be  referred,  as  provided  in 
clause  1  of  this  rule. 

3.  Whenever  a  committee  rejxsrts  a  bill  or 
a  Joint  resolution  repealing  or  amending  any 
statute  or  part  thereof  it  shall  include  in  its 
report  or  Lu  an  accompanying  document — 

( 1 )  The  text  of  the  statute  or  part  thereof 
wl;ich  Is  proposed  to  be  repealed;  and 

(2)  A  comparative  print  of  that  part  of  the 
bill  or  Joint  resolution  making  the  Amend- 
ment and  of  the  statute  or  part  thereof  pro- 
posed to  Ije  amended.  Fhowing  by  stricken- 
tJirough  type  and  italics,  parallel  columns,  or 
other  appropriate  typographical  devices  the 
emissions  and  insertions  proposed  to  be 
made. 

4.  After  a  bill  has  be^n  favorably  reported 
and  shall  be  upon  either  the  House  or  Union 
CaJendar  any  Member  may  file  with  the  Clerk 
a  notice  that  he  desires  such  bill  placed  upon 
a  special  calendar  to  be  known  as  the  "Con- 
sent Calendar.  "  On  the  first  and  third  Mon- 
days of  each  morth  immediately  after  the 
reading  of  the  Journal,  the  Speaker  shall 
direct  the  Clerk  to  call  the  bills  in  numerical 
ordT,  which  have  been  for  three  legislative 
days  upon  the  "Consent  Calendar."  Should 
oblertion  be  made  to  the  consideration  of 
any  bill  so  called  It  shall  be  carried  over  on 
the  calendar  without  prejiidice  to  the  next 
day  when  the  "Consent  Calendar"  te  aeain 
called,  and  if  ohjrctcd  to  by  three  or  more 
Members  it  shall  immediately  t>e  stricken 
from  the  calendar,  and  shall  not  thereafter 
during  the  Fame  session  of  that  Congress  be 
placed  again  thereon:  Provided.  That  no  bill 
shall  be  called  twice  on  the  same  legislative 
df.y. 

5.  There  she'l  also  be  a  Calendar  of  Mo- 
tions to  Discharge  Committee^,  as  provided 
In  clause  4  of  rule  XXVII. 

6.  Calendars  shall  be  printed  dally. 

RrLx  XIV 
OF  OBCoanM  and  deba'tk 

1.  When  any  Member  desires  to  speak  or 
deliver  any  matter  to  the  House,  he  shall 
rise  and  respectfully  address  himself  to  "Mr. 
Speaker,"  and.  on  being  recognized,  may 
address  th^  House  from  any  place  on  the 
floor  or  from  the  Clerk's  desk,  and  shall  con- 
fine himself  to  the  question  under  debate, 
avoiding  personality. 

2.  When  two  ac  more  Members  rise  at  once, 
the  Speaker  shall  name  the  Member  who  is 
first  to  speak;  and  no  Memlier  shall  occupy 
more  than  1  hour  In  debate  on  any  question 
in  the  House  or  in  committee,  except  as 
further  provided  in  this  rule. 

3.  riie  Member  reportlrg  the  measure 
under  consideration  from  a  con\mlttee  may 
open  and  close,  where  genM-ai  debate  has 
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been  had  thereon;  and  if  It  shall  extend  be- 
yond 1  day,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  1  hour  to 
dose,  notwithstanding  he  may  have  ixsed 
an  hour  In  opening. 

4.  If  any  Member,  In  speaking  or  other- 
wise, transgress  the  rules  of  the  House,  the 
Speaker  shall,  or  any  Member  may,  call  him 
to  order;  In  which  case  he  shall  immediately 
sit  down,  unless  permitted,  on  motion  of 
another  Member,  to  explain,  and  the  House 
shall.  If  appealed  to,  decide  on  the  case 
without  debate;  If  the  decision  is  In  favor  of 
the  Member  called  to  order,  he  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  proceed,  but  not  otherwise;  and. 
If  the  case  require  It,  he  shall  be  liable  to 
censure  or  such  piinlshment  as  the  House 
may  deem  proper. 

5.  If  a  Member  Is  called  to  order  for  words 
spoken  In  debate,  the  Member  calling  him 
to  order  shall  indicate  the  words  excepted  to, 
and  they  shall  be  taken  down  In  writing  at 
the  Clerk's  desk  and  read  aloud  to  the  House; 
but  he  shall  not  be  held  to  answer,  nor  be 
subject  to  the  censure  of  the  House  therefor, 
if  further  debate  or  other  business  has 
Intervened. 

6.  No  Member  shall  speak  more  than  once 
to  the  same  question  without  leave  of  the 
House,  unless  he  be  the  mover,  proposer,  or 
Introducer  of  the  matter  p>endlng.  in  which 
case  he  shall  be  permitted  to  speak  In  reply, 
but  not  until  every  Member  choosing  to  speak 
shall  have  spoken. 

7.  While  the  Speaker  Is  putting  a  ques- 
tion or  addressing  the  House  no  Member 
shall  walk  out  of  or  across  the  hall,  nor,  when 
a  Member  Is  speaking,  pass  between  him  and 
the  Chair;  and  during  the  session  of  the 
House  no  Member  shall  wear  his  hat,  or  re- 
main by  the  Clerk's  deek  during  the  call  of 
the  roll  or  the  counting  of  ballots,  or  smcke 
upon  the  floor  of  the  House;  and  the 
Bergeant-at-Arms  and  Doorkeeper  are 
charged  with  the  strict  enforcement  of  this 
clause.  Neither  shall  any  person  be  allowed 
to  smoke  upon  the  floor  of  the  House  at 
any  time. 

8.  It  shall  not  be  In  order  for  any  Member 
to  Introduce  to  or  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  during  its  sessions  any  occu- 
pant In  the  galleries  of  the  House;  nor  may 
the  Speaker  entertain  a  request  for  the  sus- 
pension of  this  rule  by  unanlmovis  consent  or 
otherwise. 

"RXTLX  XV 
ON   CALLS    or    THZ   ROLL   AND    HOUSE 

1.  Upon  every  roll  call  the  names  of  the 
Members  shall  be  called  alphabetically  by 
sxirname,  except  when  two  or  more  have  the 
same  surname,  In  which  case  the  name  of 
the  State  shall  be  added;  and  if  there  be  two 
Buch  Members  from  the  same  State,  the 
whole  name  shall  be  called,  and  after  the 
roll  has  been  once  called,  the  Clerk  shall 
call  In  their  alphabetical  order  the  names  of 
those  not  voting;  and  thereafter  the  Speaker 
shall  not  entertain  a  request  to  record  a 
vote  or  announce  a  pair  unless  the  Member's 
name  has  been  noted  under  clause  3  of  this 
rule. 

2.  In  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  15  Members. 
Including  the  Sp>eaker,  If  there  Is  one.  shall 
be  authorized  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
absent  Members,  and  In  all  calls  of  the 
House  the  doors  shall  be  closed,  the  names 
of  the  Members  shall  be  called  by  the  Clerk, 
and  the  absentees  noted;  and  those  for  whom 
no  sufficient  excuse  Is  made  may,  by  order 
of  a  majority  of  those  present,  be  sent  for 
and  arrested,  wherever  they  may  be  found. 
by  officers  to  be  appointed  by  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  for  that  purpose,  and  their  attend- 
ance secured  and  retained;  and  the  House 
shall  determine  upon  what  condition  they 
shall  be  discharged.  Members  who  volun- 
tarily appear  shall,  unless  the  House  other- 
wise direct,  be  Immediately  admitted  to  the 
Hall  of  the  House,  and  they  shall  report 
their  names  to  the  Clerk  to  be  entered  upon 
the  Journal  as  iH-esent. 

3.  On  the  demand  of  any  Member,  or  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Speaker,  the  names  of 


Mem1>er8  sufficient  to  make  a  quorum  In  the 
Hall  of  the  House  who  do  not  vote  shall  be 
noted  by  the  Clerk  and  reccK-ded  In  the  Jotir- 
nal.  and  reported  to  the  Speaker  with  the 
names  of  the  Members  voting,  and  be  counted 
and  announced  in  determining  the  presence 
of  a  quorum  to  do  business. 

4.  Whenever  a  quorum  fails  to  vote  on  any 
question,  and  a  quorum  Is  not  present  and 
objection  is  made  for  that  cause,  unless  the 
Hous(;  shall  adjourn  there  shall  be  a  call  of 
the  Flouse,  and  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  shall 
forthwith  proceed  to  bring  In  absent  Mem- 
bers, and  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  pending 
question  shall  at  the  same  time  be  consid- 
ered as  ordered.  The  Clerk  shall  call  the 
roll,  and  each  Member  as  he  answers  to  his 
name  may  vote  on  the  pending  question, 
and,  after  the  roll  call  is  completed,  each 
Meml)er  arrested  shall  be  brought  by  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  before  the  House,  where- 
upon he  shall  be  noted  as  present,  discharged 
from  arrest,  and  given  an  opportunity  to 
vote  and  his  vote  shall  be  recorded.  If  those 
votin?  on  the  question  and  those  who  are 
present  and  decline  to  vote  shall  together 
make  a  majority  of  the  House,  the  Speaker 
shall  declare  that  a  quorum  Is  constituted, 
and  the  pending  question  shall  be  decided 
as  the  majority  of  those  voting  shall  appear. 
And  thereupon  further  proceedings  under 
the  call  shall  be  considered  as  dispensed 
with.  At  any  time  after  the  roll  call  htus 
been  completed,  the  Speaker  may  entertain 
a  motion  to  adjourn  If  seconded  by  a  major- 
ity of  those  present,  to  be  ascertained  by 
actual  count  by  the  Speaker;  and  If  the 
House  adjourns,  all  proceedings  under  this 
section  shall  be  vacated. 

Rule  XVI 

ON    MOTIONS,   THEIR   PHECEDENCE,    ETC. 

1.  Every  motion  made  to  the  House  and 
entertained  by  the  Speaker  shall  be  reduced 
to  writing  on  the  demand  of  any  Member, 
and  shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal  with 
the  name  of  the  Member  making  It,  unless 
It  is  withdrawn  the  same  day. 

2.  When  a  motion  has  been  made,  the 
Speaker  shall  state  it  or  (if  It  be  in  writing) 
cause  it  to  be  rea^  aloud  by  the  Clerk  before 
being  debated,  and  It  shall  then  be  In  pos- 
session of  the  House,  but  may  be  with- 
drawn at  any  time  before  a  decision  or 
amendment. 

3.  When  any  motion  or  proposition  Is 
made,  the  question.  Will  the  House  now 
x:onslder  It?  shall  not  be  put  unless  de- 
manded by  a  Member. 

4.  When  a  question  is  under  debate,  no 
motion  shall  be  received  but  to  adjourn,  to 
lay  on  the  table,  for  the  previous  question 
(which  motions  shall  be  decided  without 
debate),  to  postpone  to  a  day  certain,  to 
refer,  or  to  amend,  or  postpone  Indefinitely; 
which  several  motions  shall  have  precedence 
In  the  foregoing  order;  and  no  motion  to 
postpone  to  a  day  certain,  to  refer,  or  to 
postpone  Indeflnitely.  being  decided,  shall 
be  again  allowed  on  the  same  day  at  the 
same  stage  of  the  question.  After  the  pre- 
vious question  shall  have  been  ordered  on 
the  passage  of  a  bill  or  Joint  resolution  one 
motion  to  recommit  shall  be  in  order,  and 
the  Speaker  shall  give  preference  In  rec- 
ognition for  such  purpose  to  a  Member  who 
is  opposed  to  the  bill  or  Joint  resolution. 

5.  The  hour  at  which  the  House  adjourns 
shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal. 

6.  On  the  demand  of  any  Member,  before 
the  question  Is  put.  a  question  shall  be 
divided  if  it  Include  propositions  so  distinct 
In  substance  that  one  being  taken  away  a 
substantive  propositi  n  shall  remain:  Pto- 
tided.  That  any  motion  or  resolution  to  elect 
the  members  or  any  portion  of  the  members 
of  the  standing  committees  of  the  House  and 
the  Joint  standing  committees  shall  not  be 
divisible,  nor  shall  any  resolution  or  order 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Rules,  pro- 
viding a  special  order  of  business  be  divisible. 

7.  A  motion  to  strike  out  and  Insert  Is 
Indivisible,  but  a  motion  to  strike  out  being 


lost  shall  neither  preclude  amendment  nor 
motion  to  strike  out  and  insert;  and  no  mo- 
tion or  proposition  on  a  subject  different 
from  that  under  consideration  shall  be  ad- 
mitted under  color  of  amendment. 

8.  Pending  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rules, 
the  Speaker  may  entertain  one  motion  that 
the  House  adjourn;  but  after  the  result 
thereon  is  announced  he  shall  not  entertain 
any  other  motion  tlU  the  vote  is  taken  in 
suspension. 

9.  At  any  time  after  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  it  shall  be  In  order,  by  direction  of 
the  appropriate  committees,  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  bills  raising 
revenue,  or  general  appropriation  bills. 

10.  No  dilatory  motion  shall  be  entertained 
by  the  Speaker. 

^^  Rule  XVII 

previous  question 

1.  There  shall  be  a  motion  for  the  previous 
question,  which,  being  ordered  by  a  majority 
of  Members  voting.  If  a  quorum  be  present. 
shall  have  the  effect  to  cut  off  all  debate  and 
bring  the  House  to  a  direct  vote  upon  the 
ImmAllate  question  or  questions  on  which 
It  has  been  asked  and  ordered.  The  previ- 
ous question  may  be  asked  and  ordered  upon 
a  single  motion,  a  series  of  motions  allowable 
under  the  rules,  or  an  amendment  or  amend- 
ments, or  may  be  made  to  embrace  all  au- 
thorized motions  or  amendments  and  include 
the  bill  to  Its  passage  or  rejection.  It  shall 
be  In  order,  pending  the  motion  for.  or  after 
the  previous  question  shall  have  been  or- 
dered on  its  passage,  for  the  Speaker  to  en- 
tertain and  submit  a  motion  to  commit, 
with  or  without  Instructions,  to  k  standing 
or  select  committee. 

2.  A  call  of  the  House  shall  not  be  In  order 
after  the  previous  question  is  ordered,  unless 
it  shall  appear  upon  an  actual  count  by  the 
Speaker  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

3.  All  incidental  questions  of  order  aris- 
ing after  a  motion  Is  made  for  the  previous 
question,  and  pending  such  motion,  shall 
be  decided,  whether  on  appeal  or  otherwise, 
without  debate. 

Rule  XVin 

HECONSrorRATION 

1.  When  a  motion  has  been  made  and 
carried  or  lost,  it  shall  be  in  order  for  any 
member  of  the  majority,  on  the  same  or  suc- 
ceeding day,  to  move  for  the  reconsideration 
thereof,  and  such  motion  shall  take  prece- 
dence of  all  other  questions  except  the  con- 
sideration of  a  conference  report  or  a  mo- 
tion to  adjourn,  and  shall  not  be  withdrawn 
after  the  said  succeeding  day  without  the 
consent  of  the  House,  and  thereafter  any 
Member  may  call  it  up  for  consideration: 
Provided.  That  such  motion,  if  made  during 
the  last  6  days  of  a  session,  shall  be  disposed 
of  when  made. 

2.  No  bill,  petition,  memorial,  or  resolution 
referred  to  a  committee,  or  repxjrted  there- 
from for  printing  and  recommitment,  shall 
be  brought  back  Into  the  House  on  a  motion 
to  reconsider:  and  all  bUls.  petitions,  me- 
moriaU.  or  resolutions  reported  from  a  com- 
mittee shall  be  accompanied  by  reports  In 
writing,  which  shall  be  printed. 

Rtn-E  xrx 

or  AMENDMENTS 

When  a  motion  or  proposition  Is  under 
consideration  a  motion  to  amend  and  a  mo- 
tion to  amend  that  amendment  shall  be  in 
order,  and  it  shall  also  be  in  order  to  offer  a 
further  amendment  by  way  of  substitute,  to 
which  one  amendment  may  be  offered,  but 
whlch^shall  not  bo  voted  on  untU  the  origi- 
nal matter  Is  perfected,  but  either  may  be 
withdrawn  before  amendment  or  decision  is 
had  thereon.  AmendmenU  to  the  title  of  a 
bill  or  resolution  shall  not  be  in  order  untU 
after  Its  passage,  and  shaU  be  decided  with- 
out debate. 


RtTLE    XX 
or  AMEND&IENT8  Or  THE  SENATE 

1.  Any  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  any 
House  bill  shall  lie  subject  to  the  point  of 
order  that  it  shall  first  be  considered  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  if,  originating  in  the  House,  it 
would  be  subject  ixj  that  point. 

2.  No  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  a  gen- 
eral appropriation  bill  which  would  be  in 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  clause  2  of  rule 
XXI.  If  said  amendment  had  originated  In 
the  House,  nor  any  amendment  of  the  Senate 
providing  lor  an  appropriation  upon  any  bill 
other  than  a  general  appropriation  bill,  shall 
be  agreed  to  by  tl^ie  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  unless  specific  authority  to  agree 
to  such  amendment  shall  be  first  given  by 
the  House  by  a  B<-parate  vote  on  every  such 
amendment. 

RtJLE    XXI 
ON    BILLS 

1.  Bills  and  Joiiit  resolutions  on  their  pas- 
sage shall  be  read  the  first  time  by  title  and 
the  second  time  In  full,  when.  If  the  previous 
question  is  ordered,  the  Speaker  shall  state 
the  question  to  Qe:  Shall  the  bill  be  en- 
grossed and  read  a  third  time?  and,  if  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  it  shall  be  read  the 
third  time  by  tiile.  unless  the  reading  in 
full  is  demanded  by  a  Member,  and  the  ques- 
tion shall  then  be  put  upon  its  passage. 

2.  No  appropriation  shall  be  reported  in 
any  general  appropriation  bill,  or  be  in  order 
as  an  amendment  thereto,  for  any  expendi- 
ture not  previously  authorized  by  law,  unless 
In  continuation  of  appropriations  for  such 
public  works  and  objects  as  are  already  in 
progress.  Nor  shall  any  provision  in  any 
such  bill  or  amendment  thereto  changing 
existing  law  be  in  order,  except  such  as  being 
germane  to  the  HUbJect  matter  of  the  bill 
shall  retrench  expenditures  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  numb<>r  and  salary  of  the  officers 
of  the  United  Sta',es,  by  the  reduction  of  the 
compensation  of  :iny  person  paid  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  or  by  the  re- 
duction of  amounts  of  money  covered  by 
the  bill:  Provided,  That  it  shall  be  in  order 
further  to  amend  such  bill  upon  the  report 
of  the  commltte<!  or  any  joint  commission 
authorized  by  law  or  the  House  Members  of 
any  such  commission  having  Jurisdiction  of 
the  subject  matter  of  such  amendment, 
which  amendment  being  germane  to  the 
subject  matter  of  the  bill  shall  retrench  ex- 
penditures. 

3.  No  bill  for  the  payment  or  adjudica- 
tion of  any  private  claim  against  the  Gov- 
ernment shall  be  referred,  except  by  unani- 
mous consent,  to  any  other  than  the  follow- 
ing committees,  namely:  To  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Aflairs  or  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

4.  No  bill  or  joint  resolution  carrying  ap- 
propriations shall  be  reported  by  any  com- 
mittee not  having  Jurisdiction  to  report  ap- 
propriations, nor  shall  an  amendment  pro- 
posing an  appropriation  be  in  order  during 
the  consideration  of  a  bill  or  joint  resolu- 
tion reported  by  a  committee  not  having  that 
jurisdiction.  A  question  of  order  on  an  ap- 
propriation In  any  such  bill.  Joint  resolution, 
or  amendment  thereto  may  be  raised  at  any 
time. 

5.  No  general  appropriation  bill  or  amend- 
ment thereto  shall  be  received  or  considered 
if  It  contains  a  provision  reapproprlating  un- 
expended balances  of  appropriations;  except 
that  this  provision  shall  not  apply  to  appro- 
priations in  continuation  of  appropriations 
for  public  works  on  which  work  has  com- 
menced. 

6.  No  general  appropriation  bill  shall  be 
considered  In  the  House  until  printed  com- 
mittee hearings  and  a  committee  report 
thereon  have  been  available  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  for  at  least  three  calendar 
days. 


Rule  XXII 
or  PETmoNs,  MEMORIALS,  bhas,  and 

RBSOLUTIOira 

1.  Members  having  petitions  or  memorials 
or  bills  of  a  private  nature  to  present  may 
deliver  them  to  the  Clerk,  indorsing  their 
names  and  the  reference  or  dlsp>osition  to  be 
made  thereof;  and  said  petitions  and  me- 
morials and  bills  of  a  private  natxire,  except 
such  as,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Speaker, 
are  of  an  obscene  or  Insulting  character,  shall 
be  entered  on  the  Journal,  with  the  names 
of  the  Members  presenting  them,  and  the 
Clerk  shall  furnish  a  transcript  of  such  entry 
to  the  official  reporters  of  debates  for  pub- 
lication In  the  Record. 

2.  No  private  bill  or  resolution  (Including 
so-called  omnibus  claims  or  pension  bills), 
and  no  amendment  to  any  bill  or  resolution, 
authorizing  or  directing  (1)  the  payment  of 
money  for  property  damages,  for  personal  In- 
juries or  death  for  which  suit  may  be  in- 
stituted under  the  tort  claims  procedure  as 
provided  in  title  28,  United  States  Code,  or 
for  a  pension  (other  than  to  carry  out  a  pro- 
<rision  of  law  or  treaty  stipulation);  (2)  the 
construction  of  a  bridge  across  a  navigable 
stream,  or  (3)  the  correction  of  a  military 
or  naval  record,  shall  be  received  or  consid- 
ered Irfthe  House. 

3.  Any  petition  or  memorial  or  private  bill 
excluded  under  this  rule  shall  be  returned 
to  the  Member  from  whom  it  was  received; 
and  petitions  and  private  bills  which  have 
been  Inappropriately  referred  may,  by  the  di- 
rection of  the  committee  having  fxjssesslon 
of  the  same,  be  proi)erly  referred  In  the  man- 
ner originally  presented;  and  an  erroneous 
reference  of  a  petition  or  private  bill  under 
this  clause  shall  not  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  committee  to  consider  or  report  the  same. 

4.  All  other  bills,  memorials,  and  resolu- 
tions may,  in  like  manner,  be  delivered,  en- 
dorsed with  the  names  of  Members  introduc- 
ing them,  to  the  Speaker,  to  be  by  him  re- 
ferred, and  the  titles  and  references  thereof 
and  of  all  bills,  re.solutions,  and  documents 
referred  under  the  rules  shall  be  entered  on 
the  Journal  and  printed  In  the  Record  of 
the  next  day,  and  correction  in  case  of  error 
of  reference  may  be  made  by  the  House, 
without  debate,  in  accordance  with  Rule  XI. 
on  any  day  Immediately  after  the  reading  of 
the  Journal,  by  unanimous  consent,  or  on 
motion  of  a  committee  claiming  Jurisdiction, 
or  on  the  report  of  the  committee  to  which 
the  bill  has  been  erroneously  referred. 

8.  All  resolutions  of  inquiry  addressed  to 
the  heads  of  executive  departments  shall  be 
reported  to  the  House  within  1  week  after 
presentation. 

6.  When  a  bill,  resolution,  or  memorial  is 
Introduced  "by  request,"  these  words  shall 
be  entered  upon  the  Journal  and  printed  in 
the  Record.  , 

Rule  XXIII  f 

or    COMMITTEES    OF    THE    WHOLE    HOUSE 

1.  In  all  cases.  In  forming  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  the  Speaker  shall  leave  his 
chair  after  appointing  a  Chairman  to  pre- 
side, who  shall,  in  case  of  disturbance  or 
disorderly  conduct  in  the  galleries  or  lobby, 
have  power  to  cause  the  same  to  be  cleared. 

2.  Whenever  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  or  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union  finds  Itself  without  a  quorum, 
which  shall  consist  of  100  Members,  the 
Chairman  shall  cause  the  roll  to  be  called, 
and  thereupon  the  Committee  shall  rise,  and 
the  Chairman  shall  report  the  names  of  the 
absentees  to  the  House,  which  shall  be  en- 
tered on  the  Journal;  but  if  on  such  call  a 
quorum  shall  appear,  the  Committee  shall 
thereupon  resume  its  sitting  without  further 
order  of  the  House. 

3.  All  motions  or  propositions  involving 
a  tax  or  charge  upon  the  people,  all  proceed- 
ings touching  appropriations  of  money,  or 
bills  making  appropriations  of  money  or 
property,  or  requiring  such  appropriation  to 
be  made,  or  authorizing  payments  out  of  ap- 


propriations already  made,  or  releasing  any 
liability  to  the  Unlte^  States  for  money  or 
property,  or  referring  any  claim  to  the  Court  * 
of  Claims,  shall  be  first  considered  In  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  and  a  point  of  order 
under  this  rule  shall  be  good  at  any  time 
before  the  consideration  of  a  bill  has  com- 
menced. 

4.  In  Committees  of  the  Whole  House  busi- 
ness on  their  Calendars  may  be  taken  up  in 
regular  order,  or  In  such  order  as  the  Com- 
mittee may  determine,  unless  the  bill  to  be 
considered  was  determined  by  the  House  at 
the  time  of  going  into  Committee,  but  bills 
for  raising  revenue,  general  appropriation 
bills,  and  bills  for  the  Improvement  of  rivers 
and  heu'bors  shall  have  precedence. 

5.  When  general  debate  Is  closed  by  order 
of  the  House,  any  Member  shall  be  allowed 
5  minutes  to  explain  any  amendment  he 
may  offer,  after  which  the  Member  who  shall 
first  obtain  the  fioor  shall  be  allowed  to  speak 
5  minutes  in  opposition  to  It,  and  there  shall 
be  no  further  debate  thereon,  but  the  same 
privilege  of  debate  shall  be  allowed  in  favor 
of   and   against   any   amendment   that   may 

be  offered  to  an  amendment;  and  neither  an     - 
amendment  nor  an  amendment  to  an  amend- 
ment shall  be  withdrawn  by  the  mover  there- 
of unless  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Committee. 

6.  The  Committee  may,  by  the  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  members  present,  at  any  time 
after  the  5  minutes'  debate  has  begun  upon 
prop>osed  amendments  to  any  section  or  para- 
graph of  a  bill,  close  all  debate  upon  such 
section  or  paragraph  or,  at  Its  election,  upon 
the  pending  amendments  only  (which  mo- 
tion shall  be  decided  without  debate);  but 
this  shall  not  preclude  further  amendment, 
to  be  decided  without  debate. 

7.  A  motion  to  strike  out  the  enacting 
words  of  a  bill  shall  have  precedence  of  a 
motion  to  amend,  and.  if  carried,  shall  be 
considered  equivalent  to  its  rejection. 
Whenever  a  bill  is  reported  from  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  with  an  adverse  recom- 
mendation and  such  recommendation  is  dis- 
agreed to  by  the  House,  the  bill  shall  stand 
recommitted  to  the  said  Conmiittee  without 
further  action  by  the  House,  but  before  the 
question  of  concurrence  is  submitted  it  is 
in  order  to  entertain  a  motion  to  refer  the 
bin  to  any  committee,  with  or  without  In- 
structions, and  when  the  same  is  again  re- 
ported to  the  House  it  shall  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  without  debate. 

8.  The  rules  of  proceeding  in  the  House 
shall  be  observed  In  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House  so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable. 

Rule  XXIV 

ORDER    OF    BUSINESS 

1.  The  dally  order  of  business  shall  be  as 
follows : 

First.  Prayer  by  the  Chaplain. 

Second.  Reading  and  approval  of  the 
Journal. 

Third.  Correction  of  reference  of  public 
bills. 

Fourth.  Disposal  of  business  on  the  Speak- 
er's table. 

Fifth.  Unfinished  business. 

Sixth.  The  morning  hour  for  the  consider- 
ation of  bills  called  up  by  committees. 

Seventh.  Motions  to  go  Into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Eighth.  Orders  of  the  day. 

2.  Business  sn  the  Speaker's  table  shall  be 
disposed  of  as  follows: 

Messages  from  the  President  shall  be  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees  without 
debate.  Reports  and  communications  from 
heads  of  departments,  and  other  communica- 
tions addressed  to  the  House,  and  bills,  reso- 
lutions, and  messages  from  the  Senate  may 
be  referred  to  the  approfR-late  committees  In 
the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  right  of 
correction  as  public  bills  presented  by  Mem- 
bers; but  House  bills  with  Senate  amend- 
ments which  do  not  require  consideration  in 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  majr  be  at  once 
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disposed  of  as  the  Hotise  may  determine,  as 
may  also  Senate  bills  substantially  the  same 
as  House  bills  already  favorably  reported  by 
a  committee  of  the  House,  and  not  required 
to  be  considered  In  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
be  disposed  of  In  the  same  manner  on  mo- 
tion directed  to  be  made  by  such  committee. 

3.  The  consideration  of  the  unfinished 
business  In  which  the  House  may  be  engaged 
at  an  adjournment,  except  business  In  the 
morning  hour,  shall  be  resumed  as  soon  as 
the  business  on  the  Speaker's  table  Is  fin- 
ished, and  at  the  same  time  each  day  there- 
after until  disposed  of,  and  the  consideration 
of  all  other  unfinished  business  shall  be  je- 
Bumed"^whenever  the  class  of  business  to 
which  It  belongs  shall  be  In  order  under  the 
rules. 

4.  After  the  unfinished  business  has  been 
disposed  of,  the  Speaker  shall  call  each 
standing  committee  In  regular  order,  and 
then  select  committees,  and  each  commit- 
tee when  named  may  call  up  for  considera- 
tion any  bill  reported  by  it  on  a  previous  day 
and  on  the  House  Calendar,  and  if  the  Speak- 
er shall  not  complete  the  call  of  the  conunit- 
tees  before  the  House  passes  to  other  busi- 
ness, he  shall  resume  the  next  call  where  he 
left  off,  giving  preference  to  the  last  bill 
under  consideration:  Provided,  That  when- 
ever any  committee  shall  have  occupied- the 
morning  hour  on  2  days,  it  shall  not  be  in 
order  to  call  up  any  other  bill  until  the  other 
committees  have  been  called  In  their  turn. 

5.  After  1  hour  shall  have  been  devoted  to 
the  consideration  of  bills  called  up  by  com- 
mittees, It  shall  be  in  order,  pending  con- 
sideration or  discussion  thereof,  to  enter- 
tain a  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union,  or, 
when  authorized  by  a  commiUee.  to  go  into* 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  to  consider  a  particular 
bill,  to  which  motion  one  amendment  only, 
designating  another  bill,  may  be  made;  and 
if  either  motion  be  determined  In  the  nega- 
tive, It  shall  not  be  In  order  to  make  either 
motion  again  until  the  disposal  of  the  matter 
under  consideration  or  discussion. 

6.  On  the  first  Tuesday  of  each  month  after 
disposal  of  such  business  on  the  Speaker's 
table  as  requires  reference  only,  the  Speaker 
shall  direct  the  Clerk  to  call  the  bills  and 
resolutions  on  the  Private  Calendar.  Should 
objection  be  made  by  two  or  more  Members 
to  the  consideration  of  any  bill  or  resolution 
so  called.  It  shall  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee which  reported  the  bill  or  resolution, 
and  no  reservation  of  objection  shall  be  en- 
tertained by  the  Speaker.  Such  bills  and 
resolutions,  If  considered,  shall  be  considered 
in  the  House  as  In  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  No  other  business  shall  be  in  order 
on  this  day  unless  the  House,  by  two-thirds 
vote  on  motion  to  dispense  therewith,  shall 
otherwise  determine.  On  such  motion  de- 
bate shall  be  limited  to  5  minute*  for  and 
6  minutes  against  said  motion.^ 

On  the  third  Tuesday  of  each  month  after 
the  disposal  of  such  business  on  the  Speaker's 
table  as  requires  reference  only,  the  Speaker 
may  direct  the  Clerk  to  call  the  bills  and 
resolutions  on  the  Private  Calendar,  pref- 
erence to  be  given  to  omnibus  bills  contain- 
ing bills  or  resolutions  which  have  previously 
been  objected  to  on  a  call  of  the  Private 
Calendar.  All  bills  and  resolutions  on  the 
Private  Calendar  so  called.  If  considered, 
shaUbe  considered  In  the  House  as  In  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  Should  objection 
bfl^made  by  two  or  more  Members  to  the  con- 
siaeratlon  of  any  bill  or  resolution  other  than 
an  omnlbi^s  bill.  It  shall  be  recommitted  to 
the  committee  which  reported  the  bill  or 
resolution  and  no  reservation  of  objection 
shall  be   entertained   by  the  Speaker. 

Omnibus  bills  shall  be  read  for  amendment 
by^  paragraph,  and  no  amendment  shall  be 
In  order  except  to  strike  out  or  to  reduce 
amounts  of  money  stated  or  to  provide  limi- 
tAUons.  Any  Item  or  matter  stricken  from  an 
omnlbuB  bill  ahaH  not  thereafter  during  the 
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same  session  of  Congress  be  Included  In  any 
omnibus  bill. 

Upon  passage  of  any  such  omnibus  bill, 
said  bill  shall  be  resolved  Into  the  several 
bills  and  resolutions  of  which  It  is  composed, 
and  such  original  bills  and  resolutions,  with 
any  amendments  adopted  by  the  House,  shall 
be  engrossed,  where  necessary,  and  proceed- 
ings thereon  had  as  If  said  bills  and  resolu- 
tions had  been  passed  In  the  House  sever- 
ally. 

In  the  consideration  of  any  omnibus  bill 
the  proceedings  as  set  forth  above  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  each  Senate 
and  House  bill  or  resolution  therein  con- 
tained or  referred  to  were  considered  by  the 
House  as  a  separate  and  distinct  bill  or 
resolution. 

7.  On  Wednesday  of  each  week  no  busi- 
ness shall  be  In  order  except  as  provided  by 
paragraph  4  of  this  rule  unless  the  House 
by  a  two-thirds  vote  on  motion  to  dispense 
therewith  shall  otherwise  determine.  On 
such  a  ipotlon  there  may  be  debate  not  to 
exceed  5  minutes  for  and  against.  On  a 
call  of  committees  under  this  rule  bills  may 
be  ciUed  up  from  either  the  House  or  the 
Union  CalendfiT,  excepting  bills  which  are 
privileged  under  the  rules:  but  bills  called 
up  f:oni  the  Union  Calendar  shall  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union.  This  rule  shall 
not  apply  during  the  last  2  weeks  of  the 
session.  It  shall  not  be  in  order  for  the 
Speaker  to  entertain  a  miction  for  a  recess 
on  any  Wednesday  except  during  the  last 
2  weeks  of  the  session:  Proridt'd.  That  net 
more  than  2  hours  of  general  debate  shall 
be  permitted  on  any  measure  called  up  on 
Calendar  Wednesday,  and  all  debate  must  be 
confined  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  bill, 
the  time  to  be  equally  divided  between  those 
for  and  against  the  bill:  Provided  further. 
That  whenever  any  committee  shall  have 
oc-upled  one  Wednesday  it  shall  not  be  In 
order,  unless  the  House  by  a  two-thirds  vote 
shall  otherwise  determine,  to  consider  any 
unfinished  business  previously  called  up  by 
such  committee,  unless  the  previous  ques- 
tion had  been  ordered  thereon,  upon  any 
succeeding  Wednesday  until  the  other  com- 
mittees have  been  called  in  their  turn  under 
this  rule:  Provided.  That  when,  during  any 
one  session  of  Congress,  all  of  the  committees 
of  the  House  are  not  called  under  the  Cal- 
endar Wednesday  rule,  at  the  next  session 
of  Congress  the  call  shall  commence  where 
It  leftr  off  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  session. 

8.  The  second  and  fourth  Mondavs  in  each 
month,  after  the  disposition  of  motions  to 
discharge  committees  and  after  the  disposal 
of  such  business  on  the  Speakers  table  as 
requires  reference  only,  shall,  when  claimed 
by  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, be  set  apart  for  the  con.^ideratlon  of  such 
business  as  may  be  presented  by  said  com- 
mittee. 

RtJLE  XXV 
pRiOHrrr  of  bxtsincss 
All   questions   relating  to   the   priority   of 
business  shall  be  decided  by  a  majority  with- 
out debate. 

Rule  XXVI 
tr^fnNISHED  businkss  or  thx  bission 
All  business  before  committees  of  the 
House  at  the  end  of  one  session  shall  be 
resumed  at  the  commencement  of  the  next 
session  of  the  same  Congress  in  the  same 
manner  as  If  no  adjournment  had  taken 
place. 

Rule  XXVII 

CHANGE  OR  SUSPENSION  OF  RULES 

1.  No  rule  shall  be  suspended  except  by  a 
vote  of  two-thirds  of  the  Members  voting 
a  quorum  being  present;  nor  shaU  the 
Speaker  entertain  a  motion  to  suspend  the 
rules  except  on  the  first  and  third  Mondays 
of  each  month,  preference  being  given  on  the 
first  Monday  to  individuals  and  on  the  third 
Monday  to  committees,  and  during  the  last 
6  days  of  a  session. 


2.  All  motions  to  suspend  the  rules  shall, 
before  being  submitted  to  the  House,  be  sec- 
onded by  a  majority  by  tellers.  If  demanded. 

3.  When  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rules 
has  been  seconded,  it  shall  be  In  order,  before 
the  final  vote  is  taken  thereon,  to  debate  the 
proposition  to  be  voted  upon  for  40  minutes, 
one-half  of  such  time  to  be  given  to  debate 
In  favor  of,  and  one-half  to  debate  In  oppoel- 
tinn  to.  such  proposition;  and  the  same  right 
of  debate  sluUl  be  allowed  whenever  the  pre- 
vious question  has  been  ordered  on  any, 
proposition  on  which  there  has  been  no 
debate. 

4  A  Member  may  present  to  the  Clerk  • 
motion  in  writing  to  discharge  a  committee 
from  the  consideration  of  a  public  bill  or 
resolution  which  has  been  referred  to  It 
30  days  prior  thereto  (but  only  one  motion 
mriy  be  presented  for  each  bill  or  resolu- 
tion). Under  this  rule  It  shall  also  be  In 
order  for  a  Member  to  file  a  motion  to  dis- 
charge tiie  Ci  mmlttee  on  Rules  from  fur- 
ther consideration  of  any  resolution  provid- 
ing either  a  special  order  of  business  or  a 
specal  rule  for  the  consideration  of  any 
public  bill  or  resolution  favorably  reported 
by  a  standing  committee,  or  a  special  rule 
for  the  consideration  of  a  public  bill  or  reso- 
lution which  has  remained  In  •  standing 
committee  30  or  more  days  without  action: 
Provided.  That  said  resolution  from  whlcb 
It  Is  moved  to  discharge  the  Committee  or 
Rules-  has  been  referred  to  that  commlttet 
at  least  7  days  prijr  to  the  filing  of  the  mo- 
tion to  discharge.  The  motion  shall  b« 
placed  in  the  custody  of  the  Clerk,  who  shall 
arrange  some  convenient  place  for  the  signa- 
ture of  Members.  A  signature  may  be  with- 
drawn by  a  Member  in  writing  at  any  tlm< 
before  the  motion  la  entered  on  the  Journal 
When  a  majority  of  the  total  membership  ol 
the  House  shall  have  signed  the  motion,  11 
shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal,  printed  wlt^ 
the  signatures  thereto  In  the  Congkessionai 
Record,  and  referred  to  the  Calendar  ol 
Motions  to  Discharge  Committees. 

On  the  second  and  fourth  Mondays  of  each 
month,  except  during  the  last  6  days  of  any 
session  of  Confess.  Immediately  after  the 
approval  of  the  Journal,  any  Member  who 
has  signed  a  motion  to  discharge  which  has 
been  on  the  calendar  at  least  7  days  prior 
thereto,  and  seeks  recognition,  shall  be  rec- 
ognized for  the  purpose  of  calling  up  the 
motion,  and  the  House  shall  proceed  to  Its 
consideration  In  the  manner  herein  provided 
without  Intervening  motion  except  one  mo- 
tion to  adjourn.  Reco^ltlon  for  the  mo- 
tions shall  be  In  the  order  In  which  they 
have  been  entered  on  the  Journal. 

When  any  motion  under  this  rule  shall  be 
called  up.  the  bill  or  resolution  shall  be 
read  by  title  only.  After  20  minutes'  debate, 
one-half  in  favor  of  the  proposition  and 
one-half  In  opposition  thereto,  the  House 
shall  proceed  to  vote  on  the  motion  to  dis- 
charge. If  the  motion  prevails  to  discharge 
the  Committee  on  Rules  from  any  resolution 
pending  before  the  committee,  the  House 
shall  Immediately  vote  on  the  adoption  of 
said  resolution,  the  Speaker  not  entertain- 
ing any  dilatory  or  other  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  adjourn,  and.  If  said 
resolution  Is  adopted,  then  the  House  shall 
immediately  proceed  to  Its  execution.  If  the 
motion  prevails  to  discharge  one  of  the  stand- 
ing committees  of  the  House  from  any  pub- 
lic bill  or  resolution  pending  before  the  com- 
mittee. It  shall  then  be  In  order  for  any 
Member  who  signed  the  motion  to  move  that 
the  House  proceed  to  the  Immediate  con- 
sideration of  such  bill  or  resolution  (such 
motion  not  being  debatable),  and  such  mo- 
tion Is  hereby  made  of  high  privilege:  and 
If  It  shall  be  decided  In  the  affirmative,  the 
bill  shall  be  immediately  considered  under 
the  general  rules  of  the  House,  and  If  un- 
finished before  adjournment  of  the  day  on 
which  It  Is  called  up  it  shall  remain  the  un- 
finished business  until  it  Is  fully  disposed  of. 
Should  the  House  by  vote  decide  against  the 


Immediate  consideration  of  such  bill  or  reso- 
lution. It  shall  be  referred  to  Its  proper  cal- 
endar and  be  entitled  to  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  that  It  would  have  had  had  the 
committee  to  which  It  was  referred  duly  re- 
ported same  to  the  House  for  Its  considera- 
tion; Provided.  That  when  any  perfected 
motion  to  discharge  a  committee  from  the 
consideration  of  any  public  bill  or  resolution 
has  once  been  acted  upon  by  the  House  It 
shall  not  be  in  order  to  entertain  during  the 
same  session  of  Congress  any  other  motion 
ffir  the  discharge  from  that  committee  of 
said  measure,  or  from  any  other  committee 
of  any  other  bill  or  resolution  substantially 
the  same,  relating  in  substance  to  or  dealing 
with  the  same  subject  matter,  or  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  of  a  resolution  providing 
a  special  CMrder  of  biislness  for  the  consid- 
eration of  any  other  such  bill  or  resolution, 
in  order  that  such  action  by  the  House  on 
a  motion  to  discharge  shall  be  res  adjudicata 
for  the  remainder  of  that  session:  Prortded 
further.  That  if  before  any  one  motion  to 
dt-scharge  a  committee  has  been  acted  upon 
by  the  House  there  are  on  the  Calendar  of 
Motions  to  Discharge  Committees  other  mo- 
tions to  discharge  committees  from  the  con- 
sideration of  bills  or  resolutions  substantially 
the  same,  relating  In  substance  to  or  dealing 
with  the  same  subject  matter,  after  the  House 
shall  have  acted  on  one  motion  to  discharge, 
the  remaining  said  motions  shall  be  stricken 
from  the  Calendar  of  Motions  to  Discharge 
Committees  and  not  acted  on  during  the  re- 
mainder of  that  session  of  Congrtss. 

Rtn^  XXVin 

CONFEKXNCE  SEPOrrS 

1.  (a)  The  presentation  of  reports  of  com- 
mittees Of  conference  shall  always  be  In 
order,  except  when  the  Journal  Is  being  read, 
while  the  roll  Is  being  called,  or  the  House 
Is  dividing  pn  any  proposition. 

(b)  After\ House  conferees  on  any  bill  or 
resolution  In  conference  between  the  House 
and  Senate  shall  have  l)een  appointed  for 
20  calendar  days  and  shall  have  failed  to 
make  a  report.  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  a 
motion  of  the  highest  privilege  to  move  to 
discharge  said  House  conferees  and  to  ap- 
point new  conferees,  or  to  Instruct  said  House 
conferees;  and,  further,  during  the  last  6 
days  of  any  session  of  Congress,  It  shall  be 
a  privileged  motion  to  move  to  discharge, 
appoint,  or  Instruct.  House  conferees  after 
House  conferees  shall  have  been  appointed 
36  hours  without  having  made  a  report. 

(c)  And  there  shall  accompany  every  St  h 
report  a  detailed  statement  sufficiently  ex- 
plicit to  Inform  the  Hotise  what  effect  such 
amendments  or  propositions  will  have  upon 
the  measures  to  which  they  relate. 

2.  It  shall  not  be  In  order  to  consider  the 
report  of  a  committee  of  conference  until 
such  repcwt  and  the  accompanying  statement 
shall  have  been  printed  in  the  Record,  except 
on  either  of  the  6  days  preceding  the  end  of 
a  session. 

3.  Whenever  a  disagreement  to  an  amend- 
ment In  the  nature  of  a  substitute  has  been 
committed  to  a  conference  committee  It  shall 
be  In  order  for  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  propose  a  substitute  which 
is  a  germane  modification  of  the  matter  In 
disagreement,  but  their  report  shall  not  in- 
clude matter  not  committed  to  the  confer- 
ence conunlttee  by  either  House. 

Rule  XXIX 

SECRET  SXBSION 

Whenever  confidential  communications  are 
received  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  or  whenever  the  Speaker  or  any  Mem- 
ber shall  Inform  the  House  that  he  has  com- 
munications which  he  believes  ought  to  be 
kept  secret  for  the  present,  the  House  shall 
be  cleared  of  all  persons  except  the  Members 
and  officers  thereof,  and  so  continue  during 
the  reading  of  such  communications,  the  de- 
bates and  proceedings  thereon,  unless  other- 
wise ordered  by  the  House. 
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Rule  XXX 

READING  or  PAPEXa 

When  the  reading  or  a  paper  other  than 
one  upon  which  the  House  Is  called  to  give  a 
final  vote  Is  demanded,  and  the  same  Is  ob- 
jected to  by  any  Member,  It  shall  be  deter- 
mined without  debate  by  a  vote  of  the 
House. 

Rule  XXXI 
hall  or  the  house 

The  Hall  of  the  House  shall  be  used  only 
for  the  legislative  business  of  the  House  and 
for  the  caucus  meetings  of  Its  Members,  ex- 
cept upon  occasions  where  the  House  by  res- 
olution agrees  to  take  part  In  any  ceremonies 
to  be  observed  therein;  and  the  Speaker  shall 
not  entertain  a  motion  for  the  suspension  of 
this  rule. 

Rule  XXXn 

or  ADMISSION  TO  THE  FLOOK 

1.  The  persons  hereinafter  named,  and 
none  other,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  Hall  of 
the  House  or  rooms  leading  thereto,  viz:  The 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States  and  their  private  secretaries.  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  Members  of  Congress 
and  Members-elect,  contestants  in  election 
cases  during  the  pendency  of  their  cases  In 
the  House,  the  Secretary  and  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  of  the  Senate,  heads  of  departments, 
foreign  ministers  governors  of  States,  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  the  Librarian  of 
Congress  and  his  assistant  In  charge  of  the 
Law  Library,  thi'  Resident  Commissioner  to 
the  United  States  from  Puerto  Hlco,  such 
persons  as  have,  by  name,  received  the  thanks 
of  Congress,  ex-Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  who  are  not  Interested  In 
any  claim  or  directly  In  any  bill  pending  be- 
fore Congress,  and  clerks  of  committees  when 
business  from  their  committee  Is  under  con- 
sideration; and  It  shall  not  be  In  order  for 
the  Speaker  to  entertain  a  request  for  the 
suspension  of  this  rule  or  to  present  from 
the  chair  the  request  of  any  Member  for 
unanimous  consent. 

2.  There  shall  be  excluded  at  all  times 
from  the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  cloak  rooms  all  persons  not  en- 
titled to  the  privilege  of  the  floor  during 
the  session,  except  that  until  15  minutes  of 
the  hour  of  the  meeting  of  the  House  per- 
sons employed  in  Its  service,  accredited  mem- 
bers of  the  press  entitled  to  admission  to 
the  press  gallery,  and  other  persons  on  re- 
quest of  Members,  by  card  or  In  writing,  may 
be  admitted. 

Rtn.E  XXXIII  I 

or    ADMISSION    TO    THE    GALLERIES 

The  Speaker  shall  set  aside  a  p>ortlon  of  the 
west  gallery  for  the  use  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  the  members  of  his  Cabi- 
net, Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  foreign 
ministers  and  suites,  and  the  members  of 
their  respective  families,  and  shall  also  set 
aside  another  portion  of  the  same  gallery 
for  the  accommodation  of  persons  to  be  ad- 
mitted on  the  card  of  Members.  "Itie  south- 
erly half  of  the  east  gallery  shall  be  as- 
signed exclusively  for  the  use  of  the  famlUes 
of  Members  of  Congress,  In  which  the  Speaker 
shall  control  one  bench,  and  on  request  of  a 
Member  the  Speaker  shall  issue  a  card  of 
admission  to  his  family,  which  shall  Inclilde 
their  visitors,  and  no  other  person  shall  be 
admitted  to  this  section. 

RlTLE  XXXIV 
OmCIAL  AND   OTHER    REPORTlKS 

1.  The  appointment  and  removal,  for 
cause,  of  the  official  reporters  of  the  House, 
Including  stenographers  of  committees,  and 
the  manner  of  the  execution  of  their  duties 
shall  be  vested  In  the  Speaker. 

2.  Such  portion  of  the  gallery  over  the 
Speaker's  chair  as  may  be  necessary  to  ac- 
commodate representatives  of  the  press 
wishing  to  report  debates  and  proceedings 
shall  be  set  aside  for  their  use,  and  reputable 
reporters  and  correspondents  shaQ  be  ad-. 
mitCed  thereto  under  such  regulations  as  the 


Speaker  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe: 
and  the  supervision  of  such  gallery,  includ- 
ing the  designation  of  Its  employees,  shall  be 
vested  In  the  standing  committee  of  corre- 
spondents, subject  to  the  direction  and  con- 
trol of  the  Speaker;  and  the  Spender  may 
assign  one  seat  on  the  floor  to  Associated 
Press  reporters,  one  to  the  Internat'onal 
NewF  Service,  and  one  to  the  United  Press 
Associations,  and  regulate  the  occupation  of 
the  same.  And  the  Speaker  may  admit  to  the 
floor,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  pre- 
scribe, one  additional  representative  of  each 
press  association. 

3.  Such  portion  of  the  gallery  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accommodate  reporters  of  news  to  be  dis- 
seminated by  radio,  wireless,  and  similar 
means  of  transmission,  wishing  to  report 
debates  and  proceedings,  shall  be  set  aside 
for  their  use,  and  reputable  repjorters  thus 
engaged  shall  be  admitted  thereto  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Speaker  may  from 
time  to  time  prescribe;  and  the  supervision 
of  such  gallery.  Including  the  designation 
of  its  employees,  shall  be  vested  In  the  stand- 
ing Committee  of  Radio  Reporters,  subject  to 
the  direction  and  control  of  the  Speaker;  and 
the  Speaker  may  admit  to  the  floor,  under 
such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  one 
representative  of  the  National  Broadcasting 
Co.,  one  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  Sys- 
tem, one  of  the  Mutual  Broadcasting  System, 
and  one  of  the  Transradlo  Press  Service. 

Rule  XXXV 

PAT    OP    WITNESSES 

The  rule  for  paying  witnesses  subpenaed 
to  appear  before  the  House  or  either  of  Its 
committees  shall  be  as  follows :  For  each  day 
a  witness  shall  attend,  the  sum  of  $6;  for 
each  mile  he  shall  travel  In  coming  to  or  go- 
ing from  the  place  of  examination,  the  sum 
of  7  cents  each  way:  but  nothing  shall  be 
paid  for  traveling  when  the  witness  has  been 
summoned  at  the  place  of  trial. 

Rule  XXXVI 

PAPERS 

1.  The  clerks  of  the  several  committees  of 
the  House  shall,  within  3  days  after  the  final 
adjournment  of  a  Congress,  deliver  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  all  bills.  Joint  resolutions, 
j>etltlons,  and  other  papers  referred  to  the 
committee,  together  with  all  evidence  taken 
by  such  committee  under  the  order  of  the 
House  dtirlng  the  said  Congress  and  not  re- 
ported to  the  House;  and  In  the  event  of  the 
failure  or  neglect  of  any  clerk  of  a  commit- 
tee to  comply  with  this  rule  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  shall,  within  3  days  thereafter,  take 
Into  his  keeping  all  such  papers  and  testi- 
mony. 

2.  At  the  close  of  each  Congress  the  Cleric 
of  the  House  shall  obtain  all  noncurrent 
records  of  the  House  and  each  committee 
thereof  and  transfer  them  to  the  National 
Archives  for  preservation  subject  to  the  order 
of  the  House,  and  In  so  transferring  he  may 
act  Jointly  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Rule  XXXVH 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  PAFSBS 

No  memorial  or  other  paper  presented  to 
the  House  shall  be  withdrawn  from  Its  files 
without  Its  leave,  and  If  withdrawn  there- 
from certified  copies  thereof  shall  be  left  In 
the  office  of  the  Clerk;  but  when  an  act  may 
pass  for  the  settlement  of  a  claim,  the  Clerk 
Is  authorized  to  transmit  to  the  officer  In 
charge  with  the  settlement  thereof  the 
papers  on  file  In  his  office  relating  to  such 
claim,  or  may  loan  temporarily  to  an  officer 
or  bureau  of  the  executive  departments  any 
papers  on  file  in  his  office  relating  to  any 
matter  pending  before  such  officer  or  bureau, 
taking  prop>er  receipt  therefor. 

Rule  XXXVIII 

BALLOT 

In  all  cases  of  ballot  a  majority  of  the  votes 
given  shall  be  necessary  to  an  election,  and 
where  there  shall  not  be  such  a  majority 
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on  the  first  ballot  the  ballots  shall  b«  re- 
peated until  a  majority  be  obtained;  and  In 
all  balloting  blanks  shall  be  rejected  and  not 
taken  Into  the  count  In  enumeration  of  votes 
or  reported  by  the  tellers. 

RULX   XXXIX 

MESSAGES 

Messages  received  from  the  Senate  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  giving  notice 
of  bills  passed  or  approved,  shall  be  entered 
in  the  Journal  and  published  in  the  Recoed 
of  that  day's  proceedings. 

Rule  XL 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATXONS 

Estimates  of  appropriations  and  all  other 
communications  from  the  executive  depart- 
ments, intended  for  the  consideration  of  any 
committees  of  the  House,  shall  be  addressed 
to  the  Speaker,  and  by  him  referred  as  pro- 
vided by  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV. 

Rule  XLI 

qualincations   of  ofttceha   akd   emplotees 

No  person  shall  be  an  officer  of  the  House. 
or  continue  in  its  employment,  who  shall  be 
an  agent  for  the  prosecution  of  any  claim 
against  the  Government,  or  be  interested  in 
such  claim  otherwise  than  as  an  original 
claimant;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  to  the  House  any  vio- 
lation of  this  rule. 

Rule  XLII 

cxneeal  provisions 

The  rules  of  parliamentary  practice  com- 
prised In  Jefferson's  Manual  and  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946,  as  amended,  shall  govern  the  House 
In  all  cases  to  which  they  are  applicable,  and 
in  which  they  are  not  inconsistent  with  the 
standing  rules  and  orders  of  the  House  and 
joint  rules  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER  (interrupting 
reading  of  resolution).  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  in  full  para- 
graph 2  (c)  of  rule  11. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  It. 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  an 
amendment  to  rule  11  be  in  order  after 
the  rule  is  read? 

The  SPEAKER.  No  amendments  will 
be  in  order  until  the  resolution  is  read  in 
its  entirety.  Then  1  presume  if  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  moves  the  previous 
question  none  will  be  in  order  unless  the 
previous  question  Is  voted  down. 

The  Clerk  continued  the  reading  of 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois  (interrupting  the 
reading  of  the  resolution) .  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  fur- 
ther reading  of  the  resolution  be  dis- 
pensed with  and  that  it  be  printed  in  the 

Ri!COR0. 

Th^PEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reqilest  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  6i  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
ordering  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  be- 
fore stating  my  point  of  order  I  wonder 
If  the  Chair  would  indulge  me  to  inquire 
of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  whether 


or  not  he  will  sield  for  the  purpose  of 
offering  an  amendment. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  will-not  yield 
for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
make  the  point  of  order  then  that  it  is 
not  in  order  for  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois to  offer  a  resolution  unless  he  ex- 
plains the  resolution  or  permits  debate 
on  it  before  moving  the  previous  ques- 
tion. In  other  words,  in  presenting  a 
resolution  there  must  be  debate  on  it  be- 
fore the  previous  question  is  put. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  the  fact  that  what  we 
are  trying  to  establish  is  the  rules  of  the 
House,  and  the  question  now  is  on  the 
previous  question  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois.  The  Chair  overrules 
the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  then  that  this 
House  not  having  adopted  any  rules  gov- 
erning the  Eighty-third  Congress,  the 
gentleman  has  no  right  to  offer  the  pre- 
vious question,  so  that  debate  can  he  had 
on  the  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  practice 
established  over  the  years,  the  motion 
for  the  previoiis  question  is  in  order. 
The  Chair  so  holds  and  overrules  the 
point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  ordering  the  pre- 
vious question. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
submit  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
are  we  proceeding  now  under  the  rules 
we  are  going  to  adopt  later,  and  which 
have  not  yet  been  adopted?  Under 
what  rules  is  the  House  proceeding,  or 
is  it  proceeding  under  any  rules? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House  is  pro- 
ceeding under  the  general  parliamentary 
rules  we  have  had  for  many  years. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
a  further  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker. 
if  the  rules  are  not  adopted  today  and 
the  question  goes  over  until  next  week, 
would  we  still  proceed  under  some  other 
rules  that  have  not  yet  been  adopted 
by  the  Eighty-third  Congress? 

The  SPEAKER.  If  the  rules  were  not 
adopted  today,  we  would  proceed  as  we 
are  at  this  very  moment,  under  general 
parliamentary  law. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  the  parliamen- 
tary situation  is  that  if  the  motion  for 
the  previous  question  is  not  voted  down 
no  opportunity  will  be  given  to  offer  ari 
amendment  by  way  of  liberalising  the 
rules? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman 
states  the  situation  accurately, 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER,  The  gentleman  wiU 
state  it. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  the  further  reading  of  which 


was  dispensed  with,  contain  the  rules 
as  they  were  during  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  or  as  they  were  during  the 
Eighty-first  Congress? 

The  SPEIAKER.  As  they  were  during 
the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Mr.  YATES.  So  that  the  rules  which 
were  in  effect  during  the  Eighty -first 
Congress  are  not  contained  in  the  gen- 
tleman's resolution?     Is  that  correct? 

The  SPEAKER.  These  are  the  rules 
of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
further  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER,  The  gentleman  will 
state  it.  

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Of  course,  this 
matter  is  very,  very  important. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appre- 
ciates that. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  am  not  trying 
to  delay  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de- 
mand the  regular  order,  and  the  regular 
order  is  the  question  on  the  motion  for 
the  previous  question. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  Chair  can 
recognize  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania to  submit  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry, and  the  Chair  is  now  doing  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  rec- 
ognize the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  My  parliamen- 
tary inquiry  is  whether  or  not  the  House 
as  a  body  will  have  any  opportunity 
again  during  the  sessions  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  to  amend  these  rules? 

The  SPEAKER.  Of  course,  the  Chair 
is  neither  a  clairvoyant  nor  a  prophet, 
but  the  rules  of  the  House  are  always 
subject  to  change  at  the  will  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  May  I  ask  as  a 
further  parliamentary  Inquiry  If  a  peti- 
tion to  discharge  the  Committee  on 
Rules  from  the  consideration  of  an 
amendment  proposed  to  the  rules  would 
have  the  effect  of  bringing  It  to  the  floor 
of  the  House,  provided  enough  signa- 
tures were  obtained  to  the  petition? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot 
foresee  that  because  we  have  not  yet 
adopted  any  rules.  If  the  gentleman 
will  submit  his  inquiry  after  the  rules 
have  been  adopted,  the  Chair  will  be  very 
glad  to  answer  It. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  Chair 
means  that  he  will  wait  to  make  his  rul- 
ing under  the  rules  we  are  going  to 
adopt? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  for  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

The  motion  for  the  previous  question 
was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  wm  laid  on  the 
table. 


MINORITY  EMPLOYEES 
Mr.  RAYBURN.   Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 

resolution  (H.  Res.  6),  and  ask  for  its 

immediate  consideration. 
The   Clerk   read    the   resolution,   as 

follows: 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  Legislative 
Pay  Act  of  1928,  aa  amended,  six  minority 


employees  autlMMrtaed  therein  slum  be  the 
following-n&med  persons.  eSecUve  January  &, 
1953,  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Bouse, 
to  wit:  Ralph  R.  Roberts  and  Joseph  H. 
CsIIahan,  to  receive  oompensatkm  at  the 
beslc  rate  of  87.000  per  annum,  reepecUvely; 
WUllam  M.  lOUar  and  Plnls  K.  Soott.  to  ra- 
ceKe  oompeoMitloii  at  ttae  baste  rate  of  $5,000 
per  annum,  respectively;  D.  Thomas  lorto 
(minority  pair  clerk)  to  receive  compensa- 
tion at  the  basic  rate  of  $4.5(X>  per  annum; 
nnd  Landon  Mitchell  to  receive  compensa- 
tion at  the  basic  rate  of  M.900  per  annxzm. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


RESIGNATIONS  OP  MEMBERS  OF 
EIGHTY-SECOND  CONGRESS 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  Houae 
the  following  communications,  which 
were  read: 


CONCBSSS  OP  Tm  UWlTED  9Th1 

Honsa  or  RxvaasxirrATivss. 
WaxKinifton.  D.  C,  July  7, 1952. 
Tha  Honorable  Sam  RATSxnut, 
The  Speaker  o/  tKe  HovLse  of 
Representatives,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dtar  Mr.  Speaker:  I  beg  leave  to  Inform 
you  that  I  have  this  day  transmitted  to  the 
Governor  of   Ifnasacjk^usetts   my  realgnatlon 
as  a  Repreaentativif  In  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  from   the   Second  Dtstrlct   of 
Massachusetls,  effective  midnight  September 
30.  1852. 

A  copy  of  ray  letter  to  the   Governor  Is 
enclosed  herewith. 

Respectfully  yonra. 

^oana  9vtkxxx>, 
Member  of  Conffresa. 

COONCSXSB  OP  TBS  UlflTBO  STATES. 

UOOas  OP  REPaxSBMTATTVCS. 

Washington.  D.  C.  November  26, 1952. 
Hon.  Sam  Ratbukw. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Jteprtitentativet. 
8xb:  I  hereby  resign  my  office  as  Represent- 
ative In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
from  the  Eleventh  District  of  Michigan  as  of 
the  close  of  business  November  4.  1953. 
With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant. 
Chasus  b.  Potrs. 

Horrss  or  R»frksfwtatives, 
Wcuhtngton.  D.  C.  December  31.  1957. 
The  Spkakes. 

Uotuae  of  Representaiive*, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Sir:  I  hereby  respectfully  submit  my  res- 
iRHfltJcn  aa  a  Representative  In  Congress 
frum  the  Second  Confrresslonal  District  of 
the  State  of  New  York  to  be  effecUve  as  of 
midnight  this  day. 
Respectfully, 

Leonard  W.  Haix. 


COMMUNICATION  PROM  THE  CLERK 
OP  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Cleik  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

OFnCE    OF   THE    CLERK, 

House  or  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  20,  1952. 
The  honorable  the  Speakss. 
Houx  of  Mepreaentmtives. 
Sir:   A  oertllkaite  at  election  In  due  form 
of  law.  showing  the  election  of  the  Honorable 
Garrett  L.  Withkbs  as  a  Bepresantative-elect 
to  the  Eighty-second  Congress  from  the  Sec- 
ond Congressional  District  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Kentucky,  to  fill  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  the  HonoraMe  John  A.  Whlt- 
aker.  has  been  received  and  la  on  flic  In  this 
oflloe. 

Very  tmly  yours, 

Raixh  R.  RoBSKra, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  aeprewentaUvet. 


REPORT  ON  INCLDSION  OF  ESCAPE 
CLAUSES      IN      TRADB      ACHIEE- 

MENTS— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  OP  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  tt) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  eommimication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 
OmoK  OP  THX  CLsax, 
House  cf  SmxsxrfTASTvn, 
Washington.  D.  C,  Jul^  10,  1952. 
The  honorable  the  Spkabb, 

Houae  of  Representatives. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
wltli  envelope  addressed  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  Irotn  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  received  In  the 
Office  of  the  Clerk  on  July  10,  1052.  said  to 
contain  a  report  on  tbe  indusloln  of  escape 
clauses  In  existing  trade  agreeaoents. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Rau>h  R.   Rosests, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  b3fore  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  and.  together  with  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  tbe  Conomittee  on 
Ways  and  Means  and  ordered  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  Untted  States: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  section  0  cf  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Extension  Act  of  1951  (public  Law 
50,  82d  Cong.),  I  hereby  submit  to  the 
Congress  a  report  on  the  inclusion  of 
escape  clauses  in  existing  trade  agree- 
ments. 

Since  my  last  report  on  this  matter, 
dated  January  10.  1952  (H.  Dqc.  32&,  S2d 
Cong..  2d  se£s.>,  progress  has  beeai  made 
with  respect  to  the  inclusion  of  escape 
clauses  in  trade  agreements  which  do 
not  include  such  clauses.  In  the  case 
of  a  few  trade  agreements  it  has  been 
determined  that  it  would  not  be  practi- 
cable to  attempt  to  include  escape  clauses 
Ln  the  agreements  at  this  time.  Steps 
have  been  taken  toward  termination  of 
another  trade  agreement. 

There  is  attached  a  more  detailed  re- 
port on  this  subject  prepared  for  me  by 
the  Interdepartmental  Committee  on 
Trade  Agreements.  ^ 

Harht  S.  Tnxmnji. 

The  Wmn  Hoitse.  July  10.  1952. 

(Ehclosure:  Report  on  trade  agree- 
ment escapte  clausea) 

Bepokt  on  Trade  Agbxsmsmt  Bbcaps  Clausbb 
(Pursuant  to  thx  Provisions  or  Section 
8  rs)  or  the  Tradf  Agreements  ErrrwsiON 
Act  or  1051  > 

Section  6  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Brten- 
slon  Act  of  1951  reads  as  foUows: 

"(s)  No  reduction  in  any  rate  oi  duty,  or 
binding  of  any  existing  customs  or  excise 
treatment,  or  other  concession  hereafter  pro- 
claimed under  section  S50  of  the  T&rlflr  Act 
of  IB30.  as  amended,  shall  be  permitted  to 
continue  in  effect  wben  the  |M-oduet  on  which 
tbe  concession  has  been  granted  is.  as  a  re- 
sult. In  whole  or  in  part,  of  the  duty  or  other 
ciistoms  treatment  reflecting  such  conces- 
sion, being  Imported  Into  the  United  States 
In  such  Increased  quantities,  either  actual  or 
relative,  as  to  cause  or  threaten  serious  In- 
Jury  to  tbe  domestic  IndiMtry  prodoclng  like 
or  directly  oompetltlTe  prodocta. 

"(b)  Tbe  President,  as  soon  aa  practicable. 
shall  take  such  action  as  may  be  neoeasary  to 
bring  trade  agreements  heretofore  entered 
Into  under  section  S50  of  the  TftrUT  Act  of 
1980,  as  amended,  Into  conformity  wtth  tlie 


"Xin  or  before  January  10,  IMa.  and  every 
•  montba  tbereafter.  the  President  ttoadl  re 
port  to  the  Ooogreas  on  the  action  taken  by 
blm  under  this  subseetkm."  ^ 

Slnoe  the  report  on  eaeapa  clauses,  dated 
January  10.  IMO.  no  new  trade  agreements 
have  been  eoodaded.  Ttiat  report  lists.  In 
addltlcsk  to  the  trade  agreements  therein 
found  to  be  In  eonformlty  with  tbe  policy  of 
section  6  (a)  of  the  Trade  AgreemenU  Bcten- 
Blon  Act  of  1961.  six  other  Mlateral  trade 
agreements  which  need  furth^  examination, 
namely,  those  with  Beuador.  Bl  Salvador. 
Guatemala.  HondurM.  Turkey,  and  Vene- 
suela. 

The  preWMis  report  stated  that  steps  were 
being  taken  to  terminate  the  existing  bi- 
lateral trade  agreement  with  Turkey  follow- 
ing the  accession  of  Turkey  to  the  General 
Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade.  An  agree- 
ment was  signed  on  July  S,  1052,  terminating 
the  bilateral  trade  agreement  on  August  4, 
1952. 

The  negotiations  for  a  supplementary 
trade  agreement  with  Venezuela,  referred  to 
In  the  report  of  January  10.  1963,  ha\'e  been 
in  progress  for  several  months.  The  United 
States  has  requested  inclusion  in  the  sup- 
plementary agreement,  in  such  a  manner 
that  it  would  become  applicable  to  conces- 
sions remaining  In  the  original  agreement 
of  November  6,  1939,  as  well  as  to  conces- 
sions In  the  supplementary  agreement,  of 
an  escape  clause  generally  comparable  to 
that  made  applicable  to  the  trade  agreement 
'  ith  Switzerland  by  the  agreement  of  Octo- 
ber 13.  1950  (H.  Doc.  328.  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.. 
pp.  10  and  11).  The  inclusion  of  such  an 
escape  clause  in  the  Venezuelan  agreement 
would  bring  It  Into  conformity  with  section 
6  (a)  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Extension 
Act  of  1961. 

Discussions  are  preeenUy  underway  be- 
tween the  Government  of  the  United  Statas 
and  the  Government  of  Kcuador  with  regard 
to  the  existing  trade  agreements  with  that 
country.  Including  the  possibility  of  Insert- 
ing an  escape  clause  in  the  agreement. 

After  detailed  study  of  the  problems  in- 
volved In  adding  escape  clauses  to  the  agree- 
ments with  Si  Salvador,  Guatemala,  and 
Honduras,  the  Trade  Agreements  Committee 
found  for  the  reasons  set  forth  below  that 
it  would  not  be  practicable  at  this  time  to 
approach  these  countries  for  the  pinpoee  of 
bringing  about  the  Inclusion  at  escape 
clauses  In  the  agreements  with  them. 

This  decision  was  taken  on  tbe  basis  of 
the  following  considerations.  Ifany  of  tbe 
products  on  which  the  United  States  granted 
concessions  in  these  agreements  are  on  the 
free  list,  and  none  of  them  is  likely  to  be 
produced  in  the  United  States  In  commercial 
quantities.  The  dutiable  products  on  which 
concessions    wexe    granted    by    tbe    United 


policy  established  In  •abeeetlon 

section. 


(a)  of  this 


*The  rqxirt  at  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance,  which  proposed  section  6  In  Its 
present  form,  explained  that  "the  principle 
of  Including  an  escape  clause  in  existing 
agreements  Is  not  mandatory  unless  such 
action  would  be  practicable"  (S.  Kept.  299. 
April  37,  1951,  82d  Cong.,  Ist  sess.,  p.  6).  In 
opening  the  debate  on  this  provision  In  tbe 
Senate.  Senator  Oxoacs,  chairman  of  the 
committee,  stated  that,  "In  general,  this 
amendment  is  designed  to  allow  the  greatest 
possible  freedom  in  the  operation  of  exist- 
ing and  future  trade  agreements  without 
resultant  serious  Injury  to  domestic  pro- 
ducers" ( CoMOBEaaioNAi.  Racoan,  vol.  97,  pt. 
4.  p.  6491).  He  continued:  "Becognlslng. 
however,  the  varying  situations  which  exist 
In  our  trade  relations  with  different  conn- 
trles  at  different  times,  the  oofnmlttee  places 
no  time  limit  upon  the  President,  and  makes 
tHe  principle  of  including  the  escape  clause 
In  existing  agreements  mandatory  only  If 
such  action  would  be  practicable.  This  is 
to  make  sure  that  no  tsiportant  Interest  In 
this  etmntrj  wflj  be  Jeopardized  by  action 
wbJeb  sslglit  be  nuwlee  er  predpttste  under 
tbe  tlmimtaima-  (ibid.  5490.  5491J. 
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states  are  largely  tropical  products,  Imports 
of  most  of  whlcli  result  In  no.  or  negligible, 
competition  with  United  States  producers, 
whereas  a  relatively  high  proportion  of  the 
concessions  granted  by  the  other  countries 
are  on  products  which  compete  with  their 
domestic  production.  Purthermore,  the 
Trade  Agreements  Committee  was  convinced 
that  an  attempt  to  secure  the  escape  clause 
at  this  time  would  probably  lead  to  the 
renegotiation  of  the  agreements  with  these 
countries  and  result  In  a  less  satisfactory 
situation  than  now  exists. 

Finally,  It  should  be  pointed  out  thayall 
of  these  three  agreements  are  already  sub- 
ject to  unilateral  termination,  by  the  United 
States,  on  6  months'  notice,  pursuant  to  the 
lequlrements  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act. 


MIDYEAR  ECONOMIC  REPORT  OP 
THE  PRESIDENT 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Tlje  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

JXJLT   19,   1952. 
The  honorable  the  Speaker. 

House  of  Representatives. 
Sni:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
with envelope  addressed  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  received  In  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  on  July  19,  1952.  said  to 
contain  the  midyear  economic  report  of  the 
President. 

Respectfully  yours. 

Ralph  R.  Roberts. 
Clerfc  0/  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and  together  with  accompany- 
ing papers  referred  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Economic  Reports  and  ordered 
printed  with  illustrations: 

The  White  House, 
Washington.  D.  C,  July  19.  1952. 
The   honorable   the   President   of   the 

Senate, 
The  honorable  the  Speaker  of  the  House 

or  Representatives. 

Sirs:  I  am  presenting  herewith  a  Mid- 
year Economic  Report  to  the  Congress. 
This  is  supplementary  to  the  Economic 
Report  of  the  President  of  January  16. 
1952,  and  is  transmitted  in  accordance 
with  section  3  (b)  of  the  Employment 
Act  of  1946. 

In  preparing  this  report.  I  have  had 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers,  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  heads  of  independent  agen- 
cies. 

Together  with  this  report,  I  am  trans- 
mitting a  report,  the  Midyear  1952  Eco- 
nomic Review,  prepared  for  me  by  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers  in  accord- 
ance with  section  4  (c)  (2>  of  the  Em- 
plojmient  Act  of  1946. 
Respectfully, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  TRAD^  AGREE- 
MENT WITH  VENEZUELA  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  43) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

August  29,  1952. 
The  honorable  the  &>kakeb. 

House  of  Representatives. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith 
envelope  addressed   to  the  Speaker   of  the 


House  of  Representatives  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  received  in  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  on  August  29.  1952.  said  to  contain 
a  message  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  a  supplementary  trade 
agreement  with  Venezuela. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Ralph  R.  Roberts. 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and  together  with  accompanying  papers 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  and  ordered  to  be  printed; 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

On  August  28,  1932,  the  United  States 
signed  an  agreement  with  Venezuela 
which  amends  and  supplements  the 
trade  agreement  of  1939  between  the 
two  countries.  In  view  of  a  special  sit- 
uation which  arose  in  connection  with 
this  agreement,  I  am  submitting  the  fol- 
lowing statement  to  the  Congress: 

Subsection  (a>  of  section  3  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951 
provides  that  before  entering  into  nego- 
tiations for  a  trade  agreement  the  Presi- 
dent shall  submit  to  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion a  list  of  the  articles  to  be  consid- 
ered for  specific  concessions  and  that 
upcn  receipt  of  such  list  "the  Commis- 
sion shall  make  an  investigation  and 
report  to  the  President  the  findings  of 
the  Commission  with  respect  to  each 
such  articles  as  to  a )  the  limit  to  which 
such  modification,  imposition,  or  con- 
tinuance may  be  extended  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  such  section 
350  without  causing  or  threatening  se- 
rious injury  to  the  domestic  industry 
producing  like  or  directly  competitive 
articles;  and  (2)  if  increases  in  duties 
or  additional  import  restrictions  are  re- 
quired to  avoid  serious  injury  to  the 
domestic  industry  producing  like  or  di- 
rectly competitive  articles  the  minimum 
increases  in  duties  or  additional  import 
restrictions  required.  Such  report  shall 
be  made  by  the  Commission  to  the  Presi- 
dent not  later  than  120  days  after  the 
receipt  of  such  list  by  the  Commission. 
No  such  foreign-trade  agreement  shall 
be  entered  into  until  the  Commission 
has  made  its  report  to  the  President  or 
until  the  expiration  of  the  123-day 
period."  The  findings  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  under  this  subsection  are 
popularly  known  as  the  peril-point 
findings. 

Under  subsection  (a)  of  section  4.  In 
case  the  President  enters  into  a  trade 
agreement  which  exceeds  the  so-called 
peril-point  findings  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, he  shall  within  the  30  days 
"transmit  to  Congress  a  copy  of  such 
agreement,  together  with  a  message  ac- 
curately identifying  the  article  with 
respect  to  which  such  limits  or  mini- 
mum requirements  are  not  complied 
with,  and  stating  his  reasons  for  the 
action  taken  with  respect  to  such  article. 
If  either  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, or  both,  are  not  in  session 
at  the  time  of  such  transmission,  such 
agreement  and  message  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  or  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
or  both,  as  the  case  may  be." 


Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  requires 
the  Tariff  Commission  promptly  after 
the  President  has  transmitted  such  for- 
eign-trade agreement  to  Congress  to  "de- 
pcsit  with  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the 
Senate,  a  copy  of  the  portions  of  its 
report  to  the  President  dealing  with  the 
articles  with  respect  to  which  such  limits 
or  minimum  requirements  are  not  com- 
plied with." 

In  preparation  for  the  negotiations 
with  the  Government  of  Venezuela  look- 
ing toward  an  agreement  supplementary 
to  the  existing  reciprocal  trade  agree- 
ment with  that  country  of  November  6. 
1939.  I  submitted  to  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion a  list  of  articles  to  be  considered  for 
.specific  conces.^ions  by  the  United  States. 
In  accordance  with  section  3  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951. 
hereinabove  set  forth,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission reported  to  me  on  December  27, 
1951.  its  findings  with  respect  to  each 
such  article  as  to  the  limit  below  which 
concessions  could  not  be  granted  with- 
out causing  or  threatening  serious  in- 
jury to  the  domestic  industry  producing 
like  or  directly  competitive  products. 
For  a  certain  group  of  petroleum  prod- 
ucts '  three  of  the  Commissioners  found 
that  the  peril  point  was  the  existing 
tariff  quota  arrangement — 10  Vs  cents 
per  barrel  or  one-fourth  cent  per  gallon 
on  a  quantity  equal  to  5  percent  of  the 
total  quantity  of  crude  i>etroleum  proc- 
essed in  refineries  in  continental  United 
Spates  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year  and  21  cents  per  barrel,  or  one-half 
cent  per  gallon,  in  excess  of  this  quan- 
tity". The  other  three  Commissioners 
found  a  rate  of  10 '2  cents  per  barrel 
on  all  imports  would  constitute  the  peril 
point. 

Although  there  are  a  number  of  legal 
issues  involved  on  the  question  of 
V.  hether  there  is  or  is  not  any  peril  point 
found  within  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  the  statute  by  reason  of  the  evenly 
divided  Commission.  I  nevertheless  de- 
sire to  inform  the  Congress  of  the  action 
I  have  taken  with  respect  to  these  petro- 
leum products  in  the  agreement. 

The  text  of  the  supplementary  trade 
agreement  which  I  have  concluded  with 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  is  at- 
tached. This  agreement  contains  the 
following  concession  on  paragraph  1733 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and  section  3422 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code: 


Tariff 

.Act  of 

1 UM) 

\'ur:\- 

Description  of  article 

Rato  of 
duly 

1:33 

I'c'riiU'iirn,  rni<!p.  fiif],  nr  n>nn<v1 
Hivl  hU  ili.stillat<'.s()t>i»in<><l  from 
t>etrol«'um,  iimIiii1,ii({  k.Tri,s.'iie, 
txTizuK',     riu(ihtli.i,     Ka.-^<<line, 
pnrAlIin.  anil  iisnilTln  oil,  not 
siNfKilly   rT-'vi'loil   for   rcxocpl 
I>»'troloiini  j»'lly  or  fx-trolatmn 
aiKi     exc«>pt     niuifrai     oil     ol 
nicdicijQiii  grade). 

Free. 

InUmaJ 

juve- 

RsLeol 

nile 

Description  of  article 

import 

fo.le 

tax 

srft  ion 

;i41>-i 

Crude  petroleum,  top(ied  enirie 
TK-frolrum,  and  flipl  ofl  derivod 
trocn  pciroleuoi  (inciudinc  fuel 

Oil  knuwu  aik  na*  uili: 
T«^liinron«ler25*API 

V<  emt  per 

ftaiion. 

Terthiir  29"  A  PI  or  more 

lalkM. 

» Crude  petroleum,  topped  crude  petro- 
leum, and  fuel  oil  derived  from  petroleum 
(including  fuel  oil  known  as  gas  oil),  par. 
1733,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  and  sec.  3422,  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 


Thus,  when  the  agreement  enters  into 
force,  a  rate  of  6V4  cents  per  barrel  will 
apply  to  imports  into  the  United  States 
of  crude  petroleum,  topped  crude  petro- 
leum and  fuel  oil  deiived  from  petroleum 
(.including  fuel  oil  known  as  gas  oil) 
which  is  testing  under  35°  API  i Amer- 
ican Petroleum  Institute  Rating) :  the 
rate  on  these  same  products  testing 
25*  API  or  more  will  be  lOVi  cents  per 
barrel. 

The  supplementary  agreement  with 
Venezuela  will  provide  for  increased 
trade  between  the  two  countries.  It  will 
contribute  to  the  security  of  both  coun- 
tries and  will  stimulate  the  development 
of  proven  oil  reserves  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

As  compared  to  the  1939  agreement. 
Venesuela  grants  new  or  improved  con- 
cessions on  $154  million  of  imports  from 
the  United  SUtes  in  1950:  on  $12  mil- 
lion of  imports  they  are  withdrawing 
the  1939  concessions;  and  on  $6  million 
of  impckrts  the  new  agreement  provides 
for  higher  Venezuelan  rates  than  in  the 
1939  agreement.  The  trade  coverage  of 
the  1939  agreement  as  supplemented  by 
the  new  agreement  Is  $240  million  or 
about  60  percent  of  total  United  States 
exports  to  Venezuela.  Under  the  1939 
agreement,  only  35  percent  of  our  exports 
were  covered.  Among  the  Important 
items  receiving  new  or  improved  duty 
concessions  are  apples,  pears,  certain 
dried  vegetables,  rolled  oats,  wheat  flour, 
barley  malt,  baby  and  dietetic  foods, 
wrapping  paper,  laboratory  and  refracto- 
ry elass  products,  galvanized  iron  sheets, 
enameled  iron  and  steel  manufactures, 
builders'  hardware,  table  flatware,  un- 
assembled trucks  and  passenger  cars, 
motorcycles,  aircraft  and  parts,  trailers, 
radio  and  television  receivers  including 
parts,  phm^ofrraphs  including  combina- 
tions and  parts,  phonofrraph  records, 
automatic  refrigerators,  scientific  appa- 
ratus, hand  tools,  photographic  fH-oducts, 
office  machinery,  electric  motors,  pumps, 
numerous  types  of  industrial  machinery 
and  apparatus  and  parts,  generators  and 
trartsformers.  Among  the  products  on 
which  new  bindings  of  duty-free  treat- 
ments were  granted  by  Venezuela  are 
road  building,  textile  and  printing  ma- 
chinery; stoves,  heaters  and  ovens,  and 
parts  for  agricultural  machinery.  The 
agreement,  as  revised,  covers  179  Vene- 
zuelan tariff  items  as  compared  with  88 
in  the  1939  agreement.  It  includes  prod- 
ucts of  interest  to  practically  every  im- 
portant group  of  United  States  exporters. 
Concessions  by  Venezuela  have  particular 
significance  since  that  country  has  no 
balance  of  payment  difficulties  in  pur- 
chasing from  the  dollar  area. 


In  1950  United  Btates  Imports  from 
Venezuela  of  crude  petroleum  and  resid- 
ual fuel  oil  amounted  to  $288  million,  or 
about  90  percent  of  our  total  imports 
from  Venesuela.  It  is  estimated  that  the 
1950  value  of  trade  on  which  the  United 
States  granted  improved  custcms  treat- 
ment is  about  $175  million,  of  which 
practically  all  was  crude  petroleum  and 
residual  fuel  oil.  New  concessions  of  po- 
tential value  to  Venezuela  consisted  of 
the  binding  of  existing  duty-free  entry 
for  iron  ore.  deposits  of  wliich  are  now 
being  developed. 

The  new  agre«nent  also  tonends  and 
supplements  some  of  the  general  provi- 
sions of  the  1939  agreemecL  The  prin- 
cipal dianges  are  a  substantial  strength- 
ening of  the  qxiota  provisicHi  £o  as  to 
safeguard  more  adequately  the  value  of 
the  reciprocal  tariff  concessions,  an  addi- 
tional reciprocal  luidertaking  with  re- 
gard to  customs  formalities,  and  the  in- 
clusion of  the  standard  escape  clause  in 
event  serious  injury  should  be  caused  or 
threatened  to  domestic  industry  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  agreement. 

With  regard  to  the  concession  on  crude 
petroleum,  topped  crude  and  fuel  oil  de- 
rived from  petroleum,  it  would  have 
been  possible  under  the  authority  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  to  reduce  the  ex- 
cise tax  provided  for  in  section  3422  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  5V4  cents 
per  barrel  The  majority  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  private  business  urged  dur- 
ing the  hearings  held  both  by  the  Tariff 
Commi.ssion  and  by  the  Committee  for 
Reciprocity  Information  that  such  a  con- 
cession be  made  to  Venezuela.  I  have 
agreed  to  a  concession  of  5*4  cents  per 
barrel  on  imports  of  some  of  these  kinds 
of  petroleum  products,  namely,  those 
which  test  under  25"  API.  A  rate  of  10 1  '2 
cents  per  barrel,  a  treatment  which  was 
in  effect  from  1943  through  19150  under 
the  Mexican  Ttade  Agreement,  is  pro- 
vided for  under  the  new  agreement  for 
petiole um  products  testing  25°  or  more 
API,  which  constitute  the  greiiter  part 
of  United  States  imports  rof  crude  oil. 
Experience  during  1943-50  indicates  that 
Imports  at  10 '/2  cents  will  undoubtedly 
prove  no  deterrent  to  drilling  and  devel- 
opment programs  now  under  wiay  in  the 
United  States. 

Most  of  the  crude  oil  produced  in  the 
United  States  has  a  specific  gravity  of 
25^  API  or  liigher.  The  national  average 
is  about  35°  API.  For  example,  less  than 
1  percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced  in 
West  Texas  is  below  25'  API.  Most  of 
the  heavier  crude  oils  in  the  United 
States  are  produced  in  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tain area,  in  California,  and  IQ  some  of 
the  Gulf  coast  area. 

About  one -third  of  the  Venezuelan 
crude  oil  production  has  a  gravity  of 
less  than  25°  APL  Nearly  aU  of  the  low- 
gravity  oil  is  shipped  to  the  reflneries  on 
the  islands  of  Aruba  and  Curacao. 

Only  the  asphalt  crudes,  sogae  of  the 
topped  crude,  and  the  residual  fuel  oil 
will  pay  the  lower  excise  tax.  Oenerally, 
imports  of  these  heavier  crude  oils  seU  in 
markets  different  from  those  in  which 
domestic  low -gravity  oils  sell.  Further- 
more, the  lower  gravity  oils  h&te  a  lower 


value  in  the  market  than  the  higher 
gravity  petroleum  products.  It  is  be- 
lieved i^ipropriate.  therefor,  that  these 
commodities  of  less  worth  should  be 
dutiable  at  a  lower  specific  rate  and  that 
the  more  valuable  oils  should  pay  a 
higher  rate. 

The  imported  oils  which  would  pay  the 
lower  tax  are  among  those  which  are  in 
relatively  short  supply  In  the  United 
States  and  generafiy  throughout  the 
world.  It  is  not  expected  that  the  lower 
tax  applicable  to  such  oils  will  cause  an 
undue  increase  in  imports  above  the 
quantity  which  otherwise  might  be  im- 
ported. It  would  appear,  accordingly, 
that  the  lower  tax  on  residual  fuel  oil 
would  not  serve  to  disturb  the  relation- 
ship which  now  exists  in  the  United 
States  between  tiiis  fuel  and  other 
sources  of  heat  and  energy. 

One  major  use  of  residual  fuel  oil  is 
for  ship  bunkering;  oil  for  this  purpose 
traditionally  has  been  imported  free  into 
the  United  States.  The  residual  fuel  oil 
subject  to  import  tax  is  utilized  mainly  in 
gas  and  electric  power  plants,  in  smelt- 
ers, mines,  and  manufacturing  indus- 
tries, and  to  a  lesser  degree,  as  heating 
oil  in  industrial  plants.  Most  of  these 
users  are  located  along  the  east  coast 

F»r  the  most  part,  these  fuel-burning 
installations,  ixuiicularly  the  power 
plants,  are  convertible,  using  either  coal 
or  residual  fuel  oil  depending  upon  which 
is  cheaper  at  a  given  time.  In  recent 
years  coal  has  been  cheaper.  Coal  is 
also  more  available,  because  residual  fuel 
oil  is  in  tight  world  supply,  and  because 
the  percentage  of  residual  fuel  oil  to 
total  output  of  United  States  refineries 
is  constantly  decreasing  as  emphasis 
shifts  to  distilling  larger  amounts  of  the 
higher  and  more  valuable  fractions,  such 
as  gasoline.  Therefore,  the  percentage 
of  convertible  plants  using  coal  has  in- 
creased steadily  since  1949.  until  now 
mcst  of  the  east  coast  power  plants  are 
using  coal  rather  than  residual  fuel  oil. 
The  reduction  in  excise  tax  on  residual 
fuel  oil  in  the  present  agreement  is  not 
expected  to  be  sufficient  to  change  this 
long-term  trend.  In  reviewing  this  sit- 
uation in  its  peril  point  findings,  the 
various  Tariff  Cammlssion  members,  too, 
concluded  that  it  offered  no  valid  de- 
terrent to  a  reduction  in  the  import  tax 
on  petroleum. 

The  conclusion  of  the  supplementary 
trade  agreement  is  recognized  by  both 
the  United  States  and  Venezuela  of  a 
common  interest  in  the  expansion  of 
trade.  Venezuela  is  one  of  the  largest 
markets  for  a  wide  range  of  United 
States  export  products.  The  United 
States  provides  an  important  and  estab- 
lished market  for  Venezuelan  oil,  this 
representing,  in  turn,  an  essential  sup- 
plement to  domestic  United  States  pro- 
duction. The  United  States  will  also 
provide  a  market  for  other  Venezuelan 
natural  resources,  such  as  iron  ore, 
which  are  needed  in  this  country.  The 
agreement,  therefore,  will  be  of  economic 
benefit  to  both  countries.  It  is,  more- 
over, of  vital  security  importance  in  view 
of  the  strategic  nature  of  some  of  the 
products  induderi  within  its  terms. 

HAJurr  S.  TKumak. 

Thx  Wheex  Hoosk,  August  29.  1952. 
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MUTUAL  SECURITY  PROGRAM 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

NovzMBEX  18,  1952. 
The  honorable  the  Sfkakxr, 
House  of  RepresenUitives. 
Sis:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
with envelope  addressed  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  received  in  the 
office  of   the   Clerk  on   November    18,    1952, 
said  to  contain  a  report  to  the  Congress  of 
the  Mutual  Security  Program, 
Respectfully  yours, 

Ralph  R.  Robekts, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and  with  the  accompanying  papers 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs and  ordered  printed  with  illustra- 
tions: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  transmitting  herewith  the  Second 
Report  on  the  Mutual  Security  Program, 
covering  operations  during  the  first  6 
months  of  1952  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1951  (Public  Law  165,  82d  Cong.).  The 
report  reviews  the  steps  that  we  have 
taken  with  other  nations  to  work  for 
peace  and  security. 

The  Mutual  Security  Program  Is  a 
positive  program  for  peace.  It  is  abso- 
lutely essential  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States.  At  a  time  when  one  na- 
tion is  bent  upon  world  conquest — as  the 
Soviet  Union  is  today — other  nations, 
large  or  small,  have  but  two  real  choices: 
To  pay  the  ransom  of  appeasement  or  to 
pay  the  price  of  building  together  suffi- 
cient strength — military,  economic,  po- 
litical, and  moral  strength— to  keep  the 
peace.  The  United  States  and  other  free 
nations  have  chosen  to  builtl  up  their 
strength.  That  is  what  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Program  is  all  about. 

During  the  6-month  period  reviewed 
in  this  report,  real  progress  was  made 
in  strengthening  the  free  world.  Al- 
though much  remains  to  be  done,  we  are 
heading  in  the  right  direction.'  If  we 
keep  on.  if  each  of  the  partners  in  this 
joint  effort  makes  every  effort  to  meet 
problems  in  a  sensible  manner,  we  shall 
eventually  reach  our  goal  of  a  secure 
peaceful,  and  confident  world. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

Thb  White  House,  November  18. 1952. 


January  3 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
be  noted  in  the  Record  as  being  present 
here  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


vote:  The  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
LeCompte  1  and  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  RaimsI. 


REPORT  OP  COMMITTEE  TO  NOTIFY 
THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  your 
committee  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  join  a  like  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  to  notify  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  that  a  quo- 
rum of  each  House  has  been  assembled 
and  is  ready  to  receive  any  communica- 
tion that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make 
has  performed  that  duty.  The  Presi- 
dent of  tiie  United  States  requested  that 
the  committee  state  that  he  would  com- 
municate to  the  Congress  a  mCosage  in 
writing  oq  Wednesday  next. 


AUTHORITY    TO    DECLARE    RECEiS 
ON  JANUARY  6 

Mr.  UMA^CK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  Tuesday. 
January  6.  1953.  it  may  be  in  order  for 
the  Speaker  to  declare  a  recess  at  any 
time  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection.  * 


DAILY  HOUR  OF  MEETING 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     Mr.  Speaker 
I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  7). 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  until  otherwise  ordered  the 
dally  hour  of  meeting  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives  shall  be  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


PERSONAL  EXPLANATION 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  unavoidably  absent  when 
the  roll  call  No.  1  was  called,  due  to  the 
fact  that  vhe  train  on  which  I  was  trav- 
eling was  an  hour  and  a  half  late  I 
was  here  when  the' oath  of  office  was 
administered. 


AUTHORIZING  JOINT  SESSION  TO 
COUNT  ELECTORAL  VOTE 

Mr.  HALLECK.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  1. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  Hovse  of  Rep- 
resentatives conc-urring).  That  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  shall  meet  In  the  Hall  <,i 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Tuesday, 
the  6th  day  of  Janunry.  195y.  at  1  o-ckx'k 
postmeridian,  pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Constitution  and  laws  relatini?  to  the 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  President  of  the 
Senate  shall  be  their  presiding  officer;  that 
two  tellers  shall  be  prevlou.sly  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  Senate  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  and  two  by  the  Speaker  on  the 
part  of  t;ie  House  of  Representatives,  to 
whom  sha;i  be  handed,  as  they  are  opened 
by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  all  the  cer- 
tificates and  papers  purporting  to  be  certifi- 
cates of  ths  electoral  votes,  which  certificates 
and  papers  shall  be  opened,  presented,  and 
acted  upon  in  the  alphabetical  order  of  the 
States,  beginning  with  the  letter  A;  and  said 
tellers,  having  then  read  the  same  in  the 
presence  and  hearing  of  the  two  Houses  shall 
make  a  list  of  the  votes  as  they  shall  appear 
from  the  said  certificates;  and  the  votes  hav- 
ing been  ascertained  and  counted  in  the 
manner  and  according  to  the  rules  by  law 
provided,  .he  result  of  the  same  shall  be 
delivered  ti  the  President  of  the  Senate  who 
shall  thertupon  announce  the  state  of  the 
vote,  which  announcement  shall  be  deemed 
a  sufficient  declaration  of  the  persons  if  any 
elected  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  and.  together  with  a  list  of 
the  votes,  be  entered  on  th»  Journals  of  the 
two  Houses. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
1,  the  Chair  appoints  as  tellers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  count  the  electoral 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  MAKE  NEC- 
ESSARY ARRANGEMENTS  FOR  IN- 
AUGURATION OF  THE  PRESIDENT- 
ELECT OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  D. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, as  follows; 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Repreacntativea 
(the  Senate  ccmcurring) ,  That  effective  from 
January  3.  1953,  the  Jonit  committee  created 
by  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  69.  of  the 
Eighty -second  Congress,  to  make  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  the  inauguration  of 
the  President-elect  of  the  United  8tat««  on 
the  20th  day  of  January  1953,  U  hereby  con- 
tinued and  for  such  purpose  shall  have  the 
same  power  and  authority  as  that  conferred 
by  such  .Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  69.  of 
the  E;ghiy-second   Con^jress. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 

to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  House  Concurrent  Resolution 
1,  Eiehty-third  Concrre.ss,  the  Chair  ap- 
points as  members  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee To  Make  the  Necessary  Arrange- 
ments for  the  Inauguration  of  the 
President-Elect  of  the  United  States  on 
the  20th  Day  of  January  1953,  the  follow- 
ing members  on  the  part  of  the  House: 
Mr.  M-.RTiN  of  Massachusetts,  Mr. 
Are.nds,  and  Mr.  Rayburn, 


INTRODUCTION  AND  REFERENCE  OF 
BILLS  INTRODUCED  TODAY 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would 
like  to  make  a  statement  concerning  the 
introduction  and  reference  of  bills  today. 

As  Members  are  aware,  they  have  the 
privilege  today  of  introducing  bills. 
Heretofore  on  the  opening  day  of  a  new 
Congress  several  hundred  bills  have  been 
introduced.  It  will  be  readUy  apparent 
to  all  Members  that  it  may  be  a  physical 
impossibility  for  the  Speaker  to  examine 
each  bill  for  reference  today.  The 
Chair  will  do  liis  best  to  refer  as  many 
bills  as  possible,  but  he  will  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  Members  if  he  is  unable  to 
refer  all  of  them  that  may  be  introduced. 
Those  bills  which  are  not  referred  and 
do  not  appear  in  the  Record  as  of  today 
will  be  included  in  the  next  days  Record 
and  printed  with  a  date  as  of  today. 
The  Chair  feels  that  he  should  make  this 
statement  at  this  time  so  Members  may 
be  aware  of  the  difficulties  that  immedi- 
ately present  themselves. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OFFICE 
BUILDING  COMMISSION 
The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  40,  sections  175  and  176. 
United  States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
AucHiNCLoss)  and  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Raybtjrn]  members  of  the 
House  Office  Building  Commission  to 
serve  with  himself. 
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PRIVILEGE  OP  INTRODUCINa 
BILLS  TODAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  dis- 
tinguished Delegate  from  Hawaii  [Mr. 
Farrington]  is  unavoidably  absent  today 
due  to  the  death  of  his  mother.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  notwithstand- 
ing his  absence,  he  may  be  permitted  to 
introduce  biHs  tcday. 

The  SPEAKEIl.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


now.  There  are  four  resolutions  relative 
to  deceased  Members  that  will  be  offered 
and  the  Chair  feels  that  the  introduction 
of  those  resolutions  should  r^ot  be  de- 
layed. Therefore  the  Chair  vMill  not  re- 
ceive unanimous-consent  requests  today. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Halleck)  was  given  per- 
mission to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  TUESDAY 
NEXT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  It  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Tuesday  next. 

The   SPEAKER.      Is   there   objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  * 
Indiana? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not, 
may  I  ask  the  majority  leader  what  will 
be  the  program  for  next  week?  Of 
course,  the  resolution  carried  providing 
for  the  counting  of  the  electoral  votes 
on  Tuesday,  but  does  the  gentleman  con- 
template anything  else  happening  on 
that  day  or  during  the  remainder  of  the 
week? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  have  not  consulted 
with  the  Speaker  as  to  whether  or  not 
he  may  recognize  Members  for  exten- 
sions of  remarks  or  other  requests. 
That  may  be  determined  later.  It  is  our 
understanding  that  a  message  will  come 
up  here  from  tho  President  on  Wednes- 
day. I  did  heai-  some  talk  of  another 
message  for  Friday.  But  beyond  that 
there  is  no  progiam. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


JOINT  SESSION  OF  THE  CONGRESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
make  a  statement. 

After  consultation  with  the  majority 
and  minority  leaders,  and  remembering 
the  terrific  jamj.  we  have  had  upon  the 
floor  upon  the  occasion  of  joint  sessions- 
of  the  Congress,  with  the  consent  and 
approval  of  the  floor  leaders  the  Chair 
announces  that  on  Tuesday  next  the 
doors  immediately  opposite  the  Speaker 
will  be  open  and  the  doors  on  the  Speak- 
er's left  and  right,  and  none  other. 

No  one  will  \x)  allowed  upon  the  floor 
of  the  House  who  does  not  have  the 
privilege  of  the  floor  of  the  House. 


SWEARING  IN  OF  A  MEMBER 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota  appeared 
at  the  bar  of  the  House  and  took  the 
oath  of  office. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  In 
order  to  ask  unfinimous  consent  for  ex- 
tensions in  the  Record  now? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
state  that  it  is  his  desire  not  to  have  re- 
quests for  extensions  of  remarks  made 


THE  LATE  ADOLPH  J.  SABATH 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Illinois  LMr. 
O'Brien  1. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  with  deep  regret  and  a  heavy 
burden  on  my  heart  that  I  announce  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  the  passing 
of  Adolph  J.  Sabath  who  died  on  No- 
vember 6.  1952,  at  the  Naval  Hospital, 
Bethesda.  Md.,  just  2  days  after  he  was 
elected  for  his  twenty-fourth  consecutive 
time  to  this  body.  Congressman  Sabath 
was  born  in  Czechoslovakia  April  4,  1866, 
and  came  to  the  United  States  in  1381. 
He  made  his  permanent  home  in  Chi- 
cago, 111.,  where  he  attended  school.  He 
was  graduated  from  the  Chicago  College 
of  Law  in  1891,  and  was  admitted  to 
practice  law  the  same  year.  He  also  re- 
ceived the  degree  of  bachelor  of  laws 
from  Lake  Forest  University. 

Congressman  Sabath,  after  being  ad- 
mitted to  practice  law,  was  selected  for 
judge  of  the  municipal  court  of  Chi- 
cago, and  served  as  judge  until  1906 
when  he  was  elected  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress. He  has  served  in  this  body  ever 
since,  establishing  for  himself  a  record 
for  continuous  service  that  has  never 
been  equaled  by  any  Member  of  either 
body  in  the  history  of  our  country.  He 
served  under  eight  Presidents  and  nine 
Speakers,  and  on  many  of  the  impor- 
tant committees  of  this  House.  With 
the  exception  of  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
he  served  continuously  as  chairman  of 
the  Rules  Committee  for  the  past  14 
years. 

Congressman  Sabath  was  a  Demo- 
crat— a  good  Democrat.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  county  central  commit- 
tee of  his  party  for  nearly  50  years, 
36  years  as  a  member  of  the  executive 
committee  and  10  years  as  chairman. 
He  also  was  a  delegate  to  national  con- 
ventions of  his  party  for  many  years. 
He  represented  the  people  of  his  dis- 
trict all  the  years  he  was  in  Congress 
with  great  ability.  He  was  an  honest 
man  and  a  devoted  public  servant.  We 
have  lost  a  loyal  friend,  the  country  a 
great  legislator.  His  death  is  a  loss  not 
only  to  the  people  of  Illinois,  but  to  the 
people  of  America.  To  his  good  wife 
and  friends,  from  the  depth  of  my  heart, 
I  extend  my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  want  to  join 
with  my  good  friend  from  Illinois  in  pay- 
ing honor  to  the  late  Congressman 
Adolph  J.  Sabath,  who  was  a  great 
American,  a  great  patriot.  I  believe  he 
had  one  of  the  most  unusual  lives  I 
know  of.  He  came  over  here  as  an  im- 
migrant boy.  and  in  his  life  he  personi- 
fied the  virtues  of  perseverance  and  in- 


tegrity. He  was  honored  not  only  by  his 
own  people  of  Chicago  but  those  of  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  the  Nation. 

It  was  my  honor  to  serve  for  many 
years  with  Mr.  Sabath  on  the  Committee 
on  Rules.  He  was  impartial,  he  was  fair, 
and  he  was  a- fighter— a  strong  fighter, 
I  may  say — for  the  things  he  thought  to 
be  right. 

I  know  every  Member  of  this  body  will 
long  remember  and  cherish  the  close 
friendship  each  and  every  one  of  us  had 
with  our  good  friend.  Judge  Sabath. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  lUi- 
nois   [Mr.  Yates]. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
join  with  my  good  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  O'Brien]  and 
with  my  other  colleagues  in  paying  well- 
deserved  tribute  to  our  dear  departed 
friend,  A.  J.  Sabath. 

Congressman  Sabath  was  a  unique  and 
wonderful  person.  He  was  one  of  the 
most  conscientious  and  militant  men  I 
ever  saw,  fighting  for  the  little  people, 
not  only  of  his  district  but  of  the  Nation 
as  a  whole.  He  was  outstanding  for  his 
long  and  distinguished  record  of  service, 
unparalleled  in  the  history  of  this 
House.  He  was  outstanding,  too,  for  the 
friendliness  of  his  nature,  for  his  good 
humor,  and  for  his  helpfulness  to  the 
many  young  men  he  saw  come  into  the 
House.  No  one  who  asked  Congressman 
Sabath  for  help  was  ever  turned  away. 

In  more  than  these  qualities,  however, 
Congressman  Sabath  was  unique.  He 
was  a  symbol,  personifying  the  dream  of 
those  in  foreign  countries  who  see 
America  as  a  land  of  hope  and  glory,  of 
opportunity  for  even  the  humblest  per- 
son— for  Congressman  Sabath  started  as 
a  poor,  immigrant  boy  and  by  his  own 
efforts  became  one  of  the  leaders  of  this 
country.  He  became,  and  will  continue 
to  be,  a  symbol  of  the  universality  of 
American  citizenship,  living  proof  to  all 
the  world  that  foreign-born  Americans 
can  and  do  enjoy  the  benefits  and  rights 
guaranteed  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  the  same  high  degree 
and  extent  as  those  fortunate  enough  to 
be  born  in  this  country.  His  life  proved 
that  there  is  a  oneness  in  American  citi- 
zenship— that  the  Constitution  draws 
no  distinction  between  American  citizens 
regardless  of  their  race,  religion,  or  place 
of  national  origin. 

Congressman  Sabath  was  a  great 
friend  to  me.  Since  I  first  came  here  4 
years  ago,  his  advice  has  been  invaluable 
and  his  help  tremendous.  I  will  miss 
him  very  much. 

To  his  bereaved  family,  I  want  to  ex- 
tend my  deepest  sympathy,  with  the 
hope  that  time  will  heal  the  grief  they 
now  feel. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  form  Illinois  [Mr.  Gordon]. 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with 
profound  sorrow  that  I  announce  the 
death  of  our  beloved  dean,  the  Honorable 
Adolph  J.  Sabath,  of  Illinois,  which  oc- 
curred at  the  United  States  Naval  Medi- 
cal Center,  Bethesda,  Md.,  November  6. 
1952.  The  story  of  our  departed  col- 
league is  the  story  of  America.  He  was 
a  cliampion  of  the  people,  a  supporter  of 
all  progressive  legislation,  an  ardent 
Democrat,  and  at  86  jyat!::  «n&$  onie  of 
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the  really  Important  men  In  the  Con- 
gress and  the  United  States. 

As  dean  of  Congress,  he  served  longer 
continuously  in  Congress  than  any  other 
man  in  history.  He  was  servijig^  his 
forty-sixth  year  or  the  last  year  of  his 
twenty-third  term  in  ther  House  at  the 
time  of  his  death.  His  faith  in  progress 
was  unruffled,  his  courage  undismayed, 
and  he  remained  an  administration 
spokesman. 

Mr.  Sabath  was  bom  April  4,  1866,  in 
a  poverty-stricken  village  in  Bohemia, 
now  a  part  of  Czechoslovakia.  He  was 
1  of  11  children  and  his  boyhood  educa- 
tion was  at  a  parochial  school  in  the 
small  town  in  which  he  lived.  At  the 
age  of  13  he  became  an  apprentice  clerk 
in  a  dry-goods  store  and  while  there 
heard  stories  of  opportunity  and  free- 
dom in  America  which  set  his  imagina- 
tion afire.  He  saved  his  money  and  by 
the  time  he  was  15.  he  had  enough  funds 
for  his  passage  to  America.  He  arrived 
in  Baltimore  in  1881  with  $2.35  in  his 
pocket  and  made  his  way  to  Chicago. 

Our  departed  colleague  studied  at 
night  at  a  business  college  and  later 
established  a  real  estate  business.  Con- 
tinuing his  studies,  he  graduated  from 
the  Chicago  College  of  Law.  was  ad- 
mitted to  the  bar.  and  in  1893  commenced 
active  practice. 

Mr.  Sabath  brought  to  America  his 
mother,  his  father,  and  five  sisters  and 
five  brothers.  He  became  active  in  poli- 
tics and  helped  orgaiiize,  or  joined,  many 
social  clubs.  He  was  cofounder  of  the 
Czech  Old  Peoples  and  Orphans  Home 
for  which  he  contributed  several  build- 
ing lots  and  cash.  He  also  built  an  old 
peoples  home  in  his  birthplate,  Zabori, 
Czechoslovakia. 

He  became  a  justice  of  the  peace  in 
Chicago  in  1895.  In  1897  he  was  elected 
police  magistrate,  where  he  served  until 
1907,  and  acquired  his  title  of  judge.  He 
was  a  member  of  the  central  and  execu- 
tive committee  of  the  Democratic  Party 
and  since  1902  was  a  delegate  to  all 
Democratic  national  conventions  with 
the  exception  of  1948  and  1952.  He  was 
elected  to  the  Congress  in  1906  and 
served  continuously  to  the  time  of  his 
death. 

He  served  for  many  years  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion, on  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  and 
on  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  and  for  23  years  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules.  12 
years  as  its  chairman. 

Well  do  I  recall  his  helpfulness  in  my 
early  days  of  service  in  this  body.  Many 
of  his  colleagues  and  friends  knew  him 
as  a  man  with  a  golden  heart. 

The  intensity  of  his  convictions  and 
the  spirit  with  which  he  gave  his  best  to 
every  cause  that  he  championed  will  long 
be  remembered  in  this  body.  He  was 
respected  by  his  neighbors  and  deeply 
loved  by  his  many  friends. 

AooLPH  Sabath  labored  for  the  welfare 
of  all  races  and  in  the  Seventh  District 
of  Illinois  which  he  represented,  one 
could  find  Inhabitants  of  many  racial 
strains.  He  gave  his  services  to  human- 
ity irrespective  of  race,  and  it  did  not 
make  any  difference  to  him  what  a  man 
was  as  long  as  he  was  decent  and  de- 
voted to  our  American  institutions. 


We  have  lost  an  able  and  conscientious 
legislator,  and  a  fine  gentleman.  He 
shall,  however,  remain  in  our  loving 
memory  as  one  who  enriched  our  asso- 
ciation and  experience  in  this  House. 
We  mourn  his  memory;  we  must  strive 
to  emulate  his  example. 

In  the  years  to  coone  I  shall  remember 
his  ability,  his  accomplishments,  his  con- 
structiveness,  his  noble  character,  and  all 
that  he  stood  for,  and  in  my  memory  I 
shall  always  cherish  his  friendship. 

I  extend  my  deepest  sympathy  to  his 
wife  upon  her  great  loss.  May  he  rest 
in  eternal  peace. 

Mr.  OBRIEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Price). 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  join  my  distinguished 
colleagues  from  the  State  of  Illinois  and 
other  Members  of  this  body  in  paying 
tribute  to  the  memoi-y  of  our  deceased 
friend  and  fellow  legislator,  the  late 
Honorable  Adolph  J.  Sabath.  It  was  my 
privilege  to  follow  Mr.  Sabath's  career 
closely  in  my  years  here  as  a  secretary 
from  1933  to  1943;  and  later  more  close- 
ly as  a  fellow  Member  of  the  House. 

He  was  an  inspiration  to  me.  as  he 
was  to  all  Members  of  the  House.  He 
was  an  able  leader,  a  great  legislator,  a 
champion  of  the  underprivileged,  a 
champion  of  the  workingman.  He  de- 
voted his  time  and  energy  to  many  good 
causes.  This  House  and  the  Nation  will 
greatly  miss  him. 

A  short  time  before  his  death  I  visited 
Mr.  Sabath  in  his  office  in  the  great  city 
he  loved  so  much,  Chicago.  Only  a  short 
time  before  my  visit  he  had  undergone 
a  serious  operation.  While  I  had  the 
feeling  then  he  was  failing  rapidly,  the 
Judge,  as  I  always  like  to  call  him. 
showed  his  same  aggressive  spirit  and 
talked  enthusiastically  of  what  the  fu- 
ture held  in  store.  He  never  looked  back, 
except  to  profit  by  experience,  and  to 
point  to  errors  which  he  hoped  would  not 
be  repeated.  He  was  not  only  the  dean 
of  the  Congress  who  had  accumulated 
vast  wisdom  as  a  legislator  because  of 
long  service  but  in  my  opinion  he  was 
the  most  forward-looking  Member  of  the 
Congress.  At  the  asje  of  86,  Adolph 
Sabath  was  still  looking  ahead  in  his 
desire  to  best  serve  his  people. 

I  extend  my  most  sincere  sympathy  to 
Mrs.  Sabath. 

Mr.  O  BRIEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Klu- 

CZYNSKI 1 . 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
Is  with  deep  feeling  that  I  pay  tribute 
to  the  memory  of  our  beloved  colleague 
and  friend  Adolph  J.  Sabath.  His  death  ■ 
occurred  just  2  days  after  his  election 
to  serve  his  twenty-fourth  successive 
term  in  this  body,  but  He  above  beck- 
oned and  our  friend  has  gone  from  us 
today.  He  was  a  man  for  whom  I  had 
the  deepest  affection. 

As  an  immigrant  boy  of  15  he  came 
to  America  from  his  native  Bohemia, 
now  Czechoslovakia,  and  settled  in  Chi- 
cago. Imbued  with  the  freedom  and 
opportunity  of  our  great  country,  he 
diligently  worked  as  a  young  man  to 
gain  a  better  education.  This  he  ac- 
complished by  attending  night  school 
which  enabled  him  to  enter  business  and 
a  further  night  course  at  the  Chicago 
Law  School  led  to  a  law  degree.  Ad- 
mitted to  the  practice  of  law,  he  con- 


tinued  on  a  successful  career  which 
eventually  brought  about  his  entering 
the  political  field.  Successively,  he  was 
elected  police  magistrate  and  judge,  and 
then  was  elected  to  Congress  in  1906 
where  he  served  continuously  for  nearly 
46  years. 

He  served  during  the  most  crucial 
years  in  the  history  of  our  country  and 
at  all  times  had  the  best  interest  of  our 
country  and  people  at  heart.  He  was 
a  peace-loving  man  and  frequently  ex- 
pres.spd  the  hope  that  notwithstanding 
the  general  world  disturbances,  univer- 
sal peace  will  be  forthcoming  to  the 
people  of  our  country  as  well  as  to  the 
people  of  the  v.orld. 

Beginning  with  the  Sixtieth  Congress 
JudQe  Sabath  has  served  his  country 
and  his  conTressional  district  faith- 
fully  under  eight  Presidents — Theodore 
Roosevelt.  Taft,  Wilson.  Harding,  Cool- 
idqe.  Hoover,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  and 
Truman. 

We  knew  him  as  a  kindly  man  and 
e.'^pecially  so  to  me.  Daring  our  friend- 
ship, we  talked  much  together,  and  his 
wisdom  derived  from  experience,  made 
a  deep  impression  with  me.  He  was 
fatherly.  In  talking  with  Adolph  Sa- 
bath. you  knew  that  uppermost  in  his 
mind  and  heart  was  the  welfare  of  the 
United  States.  Sverything  in  his  life 
was  subordinate  to  his  country. 

Death  has  stilled  Adolph  Sabath's 
heart  and  voice  in  the  service  of  his 
Nation.  All  of  us  who  knew  him  have 
had  our  lives  enriched  by  his  friendship. 
His  contribution  to  our  country  and 
mankind  will  live  on  forever. 

Mr.  OBRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
IMr.  OHara]. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  me  Uiis  is  a  sad  homecoming.  The 
hving  vibrations  of  a  close  and  warm 
friendship  of  half  a  century  have  been 
stilled.  The  voice  radiating  from  a 
heart  that  loved  all  mankind  has  been 
silenced.  One  of  the  great  Americans 
of  our  times  has  passed,  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  in  which  he 
served  continuously  longer  than  any 
other  Member,  has  lost  a  statesman  of 
the  highest  caliber  whose  devotion  to  the 
cause  of  the  poor  and  the  misunderstood 
has  never  been  surpassed.  America  will 
never  forget  this  immigrant  boy  who 
rose  in  the  brilliancy  of  his  mind  and  the 
purity  of  his  heart  to  dazzling  heights 
of  achievement  untouched  by  affectation, 
untainted  and  unchanged,  ending  as  he 
had  started,  the  friend  of  all  mankind. 

With  my  distinguished  colleagues  from 
Illinois  I  join  in  expression  of  the  deep- 
est sympathy  to  that  fine  good  woman 
whose  care  over  him  and  soUcitude  for 
his  welfare  contributed  so  much  to 
Adolph  Sabath's  ability  to  continue  so 
long  past  the  usual  span  of  human  exist- 
ence and  so  virilely  his  service  in  this 
Chamber.  My  deep  and  sincere  sym- 
pathy also  is  with  his  brother.  Judge 
Joseph  Sabath.  no  longer  young  and  re- 
cently retired  from  the  bench  of  Cook 
County  with  a  record  as  a  jurist  which  is 
the  pride  of  Chicago  and  of  Illinois. 
Adolph  Sabath  and  Joseph  Sabath  were 
my  friends,  whom  I  loved,  and  around 
whom  are  entwined  the  memories  of  four 
or  five  decades,  and  when  the  news 
reached  me  of  the  passing  of  Adolph 
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I  thought  of  that  morning  in  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress  which  was  Adolph's  birth- 
day. Twice  he  came  to  me  on  the  floor 
and  said.  "Joe  telephoned  me;  Joe,  my 
brother."  The  heart  of  Adolph  Sabath 
was  as  tender  as  his  mind  was  vibrant. 
He  has  written  a  chapter  in  the  book  of 
Americana  the  like  of  which  possibly 
never  will  be  written  again.  That  chap- 
ter in  his  own  words,  and  covering  the 
administration  of  eight  Presidents  of  the 
United  States,  he  has  related  in  tran- 
scribed records,  made  in  the  radio  room 
of  the  Old  House  Office  Building,  and 
which  I  hope  may  be  made  available  to 
those  of  his  colleagues  who  may  wish  to 
preserve  as  an  Inspiration  and  in  fond 
companionship  the  voice  of  our  beloved 
colleague  and  the  dean  of  the  House  of 
Representative.i  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  air  of  us 
deeply  mourn  the  passing  of  the  beloved 
dean  of  the  House.  Adolph  Sabath. 
Forty-six  years  of  continuous  service  in 
itself  bespeaks  the  high  regard  in  which 
he  was  held  by  the  people  he  repre- 
sented. It  also  bespeaks  the  great  con- 
tribution he  has  made  over  the  years  to 
his  party  and  to  the  country. 

Adolph  Sabath  has  been  the  outstand- 
ing example  of  what  we  really  mean 
when  we  refer  to  this  being  the  land  of 
freedom  and  opportunity.  He  came 
here  as  an  immigrant  from  Czechoslo- 
vakia. He  studied  law  and  his  legal  tal- 
ents were  quickly  recognized.  He  be- 
came a  judge  and  did  much  for  improv- 
ing legal  procedures  to  insure  the  pres- 
ervation of  individual  rights. 

In  1907  he  came  to  the  Congress.  It 
would  take  more  than  time  could  pos- 
sibly permit  even  to  begin  to  recite  a 
small  part  of  his  legislative  contribu- 
tion. While  he  was  an  ardent  advo- 
cate of  certain  ixjlitical  policies  with 
which  I  personally  did  not  always  agree, 
he  was  Indeed  a  good  friend  of  mine 
and  certainly  always  just  and  fair  in  all 
his  dealings  with  his  fellow  man. 

With  the  passing  of  Adolph  Sabath 
we  have  suffered  a  great  loss.  I  extend 
my  sincerest  sympathy  to  his  family. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Ilhnois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
IMr.  Mack  I. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  death  of  Adolph  Sabath  is  felt  as 
keenly  by  me  as  by  anyone  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  When  I  came  here 
4  years  ago.  Adolph  Sabath  was  my  guid- 
ing light.  He  assisted  me  when  I  was  a 
new  Member  in  this  body.  He  was  more 
than  a  half  century  older  than  I  and 
had  over  half  a  century  of  experience — 
rich  experience — behind  him.  I  thank 
God  for  the  privilege  of  serving  with  him 
and  for  his  advice  and  counsel  during  the 
past  4  years.  I  think  the  life  of  Adolph 
Sabath  will  be  another  chapter  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  great  democracy  telling  the 
story  of  an  immigrant  who  came  to  this 
country  to  participate  in  the  develop- 
ment of  this  great  land.  A  man  who  was 
truly  a  representative  of  the  people, 
fighting  at  all  times  for  the  betterment 
of  our  society.  He  was  a  champion  of 
the  rights  of  the  individual  and  one  of 
the  greatest  protectors  -of  our  hberties 


and  our  way  of  life.  I  will  miss  Adolph 
Sabath  but  I  will  always  have  a  feeling 
of  appreciation  for  the  contribution  he 
has  made  to  our  society  and  our  Nation. 
Along  with  the  entire  membership  of  this 
distinguished  body,  I  extend  my  sym- 
pathy to  his  relatives  and  loved  ones. 
The  loss  of  Adolph  Sabath  will  be  great, 
but  history  will  always  reveal  what  he 
has  contributed  to  his  country. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
IMr.  Jonas  1. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  passing  on  of  our  colleague,  the  Hon- 
orable Adolph  J.  Sabath,  brings  to  a  close 
a  unique  and  spectacular  career  of  a 
man  who,  had  he  Hved  to  fulfill  his  term 
in  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  would  have 
served  48  years  in  the  House. 

I  knew  and  was  personally  acquainted 
with  Congressman  Sabath  for  many 
years  prior  to  my  election  to  Congress. 
His  political  career  always  Intrigued  me 
because  I  was  aware  of  his  early  struggles 
afte"  he  came  to  Chicago  as  a  poor  and 
unknown  immigrant  boy  from  Bohemia. 
His  ultimate  rise  to  prominence  and 
political  power  in  Chicago  is  an  achieve- 
ment that  llluj;trates  and  emphasizes 
again  that  the  United  States  is  the  land 
of  opportunity.  After  his  arrival  in  the 
United  States,  Congressman  Sabath 
decided  to  make  Chicago  his  home.  It 
was  in  that  city  where  he  made  the  most 
of  his  opportunity,  and  where  he  demon- 
strated that  a  lowly-and  humble  begin- 
ning in  life  was  no  handicap  to  a  boy 
who  possessed  the  courage,  will  power, 
and  vision  to  seize  the  opportunities  that 
his  adopted  country  made  available  to 
him. 

A  summary  of  his  outstanding  political 
and  Congressional  performances  feveal 
that  he  never  lost  sight  of  his  humble 
origin.  Throughout  his  public  career 
he  manifested  a  deep  and  sincere  inter- 
est in  the  welfare  of  those  who  are  fre- 
quently referred  to  as  the  poor  people.  I 
entertained  more  than  a  passive  interest 
in  his  activities  in  Congress  because  of 
my  close  acquaintance  and  friendship 
with  his  brother.  Judge  Joseph  Sabath, 
who  served  with  distinction  as  a  jurist  in 
the  courts  of  Chicago  and  Cook  County 
for  more  than  40  years,  and  who  recently 
retired  as  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
of  Cook  County. 

Congressman  Sabath  had  many  honors 
conferred  upon  him  during  his  lifetime — 
a  number  of  the  specific  honors  have  al- 
ready been  mentioned  by  my  distin- 
guished colleagues  while  paying  tribute 
to  his  memory  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
Congressman  Sabath  is  well  remembered 
by  the  bench  and  bar  of  Chicago  as  the 
senior  member  of  a  prominent  and  active 
law  flrm  with  which  he  was  aflQliated  for 
many  years,  and  from  which  flrm  he 
severed  his  connections  during  the  past 
10  years. 

I  had  occasion  to  frequently  confer 
with  him  because  of  the  position  he 
occupied  as  chairman  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee. In  that  capacity  he  served  for 
many  years.  My  experiences  and  per- 
sonal contacts  with  him  were  of  a  most 
cordial  and  friendly  nature.  He  was  a 
devoted  and  militant  member  of  his 
party,  but  regardless  of  his  extreme  par- 
tisan leanings,  he  proved  himself  on  all 
occasions  to  be  eminently  fair  and  open- 


minded  in  matters  pertaining  to  his  offi- 
cial duties,  and  courteous  and  coopera- 
tive to  anyone  who  sought  his  covmsel  in 
expediting  legislative  meaisures.  regard- 
less of  party  affiliation  or  policy. 

Congressman  Sabath  was  a  man 
possessed  of  strong  convictions,  an  ag- 
gressive, vigorous,  and  militant  Member 
of  the  House,  who  long  will  be  remem- 
bered for  his  strong  determination  and 
demonstrated  leadership,  and  his  dili- 
gent service  to  his  constituency  that  he 
represented  so  faithfully  in  Congress  for 
nearly  50  years. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
IMr.  Dawson], 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  niinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  join  with  you  in  sending  condolences  to 
the  family  of  our  lost  Member.  He  was 
my  friend.  I  remember  him  as  slightly 
different  from  most  people.  A  catastro- 
phe occurred  in  my  district  where  many 
poor  people  were  left  homeless.  I  re- 
ceived a  check  from  Adolph  Sabath  to 
use  in  any  way  I  saw  fit.  to  help  them. 

To  my  mind  he  exemplified  what  the 
poet  meant  when  he  said: 

He  glveth   but  nttle  who  gives  but  tears; 
He  does  his  best  who  aids  and  cheers; 
But  he  does  better  and  merits  more 
Who  drives  the  wolf  from  the  poor  man's 
door, 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
since  1906.  when  Adolph  J.  Sabath  was 
elected  to  this  body  until  his  passing  in 
the  late  days  of  the  year  1952.  many  hun- 
dreds of  eminent  citizens  have  served  as 
his  colleagues.  I  think  I  am  safe  in  say- 
ing that  of  all  of  this  number  there  is  not 
one  still  hving  today  who  does  not  have 
regret  at  his  passing;  but  more  than 
that.  Mr.  Speaker — all  who  have  been 
fortunate  enough  to  have  had  the  privi- 
lege of  being  a  colleague  of  his  have, 
without  doubt,  received  inspiration  from 
him.  because  of  his  outstanding  devo- 
tion to  the  public  interest;  his  indefati- 
gable energy  in  discharging  his  duties  as 
a  Member  of  this  body;  in  his  courage 
and  patience  in  ever  pressing  for  those 
ideas  and  principles  in  which  he  be- 
heved;  and  In  his  unfailing  sympathy 
and  friendship  for.  shall  we  say — those 
people — persons — whether  as  a  group  or 
individuals,  who  yearned  for  under- 
standing and  assistance  in  their  aim  of 
a  better  life;  the  aim  that  is  inherent  in 
every  human  soul.  Upon  Adolph  J. 
Sabath.  these  could  always  rely;  and 
those  who  knew  him  best  were  those  who 
loved  him  most.  I  pride  myself  upon 
being  numbered  as  one  of  his  many 
thousands  of  friends. 

To  his  widow  and  the  loved  ones  he 
leaves  behind.  I  extend  my  heartfelt 
sympathy;  and  pray  the  Almighty  to 
comfort  them  in  the  knowledge  that  he 
has  gone  to  that  reward  prepared  for 
those  who  love  their  neighbor  as  them- 
selves. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  Rayburn]. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
the  life  work  of  Adolph  Sabath  demon- 
strat«(^  as  veil  as  anything.  America  and 
whm  it  (.tsMods  fca-.  vbMV  errrrbo^T  who 
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deserves  an  opportunity  gets  it;  where 
their  reward  is  what  they  deserve. 

Coining  to  this  country  as  a  small  boy, 
an  immigrant.  Adolph  Sabath  went  to 
work  for  himself,  for  his  family,  and  for 
his  country.  The  fact  that  he  served  in 
Congress  longer  than  any  other  man  in 
the  history  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  even  adding  together  the  services 
of  men  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate, 
demonstrates  that  his  people  had  great 
faith  and  confidence  in  him,  and  he  was 
one  in  whom  you  could  ptit  faith  and 
confidence.  I  was  personally  deeply  de- 
voted to  Adolph  Sabath. 

I,  along  with  his  loved  ones  and  dear 
ones,  will  miss  him  always. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  McCORMACKl. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
death  of  Adolph  Sabath  leaves  in  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  all  who  knew  him  a 
void  that  must  be  hard  to  fill.  Adolph 
Sabath  was  a  remarkable  man  of  out- 
standing character,  intense  in  his  love 
of  God  and  of  his  fellow  man.  His  whole 
life  was  ssonbolic  of  progressive,  con- 
structive effort,  and  in  particular  trying 
to  help  those  less  fortunate  than  him- 
self, as  was  so  eloquently  expressed  by 
our  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson]. 

Adolph  and  I  were  very  oiose  to  one 
another  not  only  in  our  official  life  but 
also  in  our  social  life.  I  find  it  difficult 
to  express  my  thoughts  because  of  the 
nobility  of  his  character  and  the  pro- 
found impression  he  made  upon  me 
through  his  simplicity.  Every  time  I  met 
him  he  was  an  inspiration  to  me  and 
an  example  to  follow  in  trying  in  my  own 
way  to  be  a  better  man  and  to  lead  a 
better  Ufe. 

As  our  distlng\ilshed  minority  leader, 
Mr.  Ratbubn,  so  well  said,  all  who  knew 
Adolph  Sabath  and  served  with  him  will 
miss  him  very  much.  I  think  I  can 
truthfully  say  there  was  only  one  Adolph 
Sabath,  that  when  Adolph  was  born  the 
mold,  was  broken.  As  long  as  any  who 
knew  Adolph  lives,  the  light  from  the 
candle  of  his  life  will  always  be  in  exist- 
ence and  shine  on,  for  his  life  was  one 
of  goodness,  of  kindness,  of  charity,  and 
love:  Love  of  God,  in  whom  he  had 
great  faith,  and  love  of  his  neighbor. 
All  of  us  who  knew  Adolph  Sabath  are  a 
little  better  because  of  the  fact  that  we 
knew  him. 

The  whole  Nation  is  the  poorer  by  the 
death  of  my  most  valued  late  friend 
Adolph  J.  Sabath. 

This  venerable  Representative,  whose 
tenure  in  the  House  spanned  nearly  half 
a  century,  devoted  himself  unstintingly 
over  the  years  to  the  betterment  of  the 
lot  of  the  average  man,  and  toward  the 
Integration  of  the  Immigrant  into  the 
fabric  of  American  life. 

His  record-breaking  term  of  consecu- 
tive service  of  more  than  46  years  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  bespoke  the 
esteem  in  which  he  was  held  by  the  peo- 
ple of  his  district  in  Chicago.  But  more 
than  that,  his  career  will  always  stand 
as  an  exemplary  and  shining  symbol  of 
the  opportunities  for  all  under  our  demo- 
cratic system  in  thl^  land  of  free  men. 
Adolph  Sabath,  in  fact,  epitomized  in  the 
political  and  legislative  fields  the  contri- 
bution  which    the   foreign-bom    have 


made,  and  the  descendants  are  making 
today,  in  the  building  of  the  greatness 
of  the  United  States,  and  in  its  achieve- 
ment of  world  leadership. 

He  was  a  fighter  for  the  causes  in 
which  he  deeply  believed  and  vigorously 
espoused.  Yet,  I  venture  to  say.  that 
even  among  those  with  whom  he  differed 
strongly,  there  is  none  who  does  not 
mourn  his  passing.  His  friendships  knew 
no  party  or  factional  limitations. 

Mr.  Sabath"s  wise  counsel  and  stanch 
liberalism  will  be  sadly  missed  in  this 
Congress. 

He  was  a  man.  Take  him  for  all  and 
all,  we  shall  not  look  upon  his  like  again. 

Mrs.  McCormack  and  I  extend  our 
deep  sympathy  to  Mrs.  Sabath. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O  BRIEN  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wi.^h 
to  join  with  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  O'Brien],  Mr.  R.\yburn,  and  Mr. 
McCoRM.ACK.  and  with  the  Illinois  dele- 
gation in  paying  tribute  to  our  departed 
friend  and  colleague  Adglph  Sabath. 

I  was  acquainted  with  Adolph  Sabath 
'before  I  came  to  Congress  10  years  ago. 
When  I  became  a  Member  of  this  House, 
Congressman  Sab.\th  was  one  of  the  first 
to  extend  advice  and  aid.  and  I  will  al- 
ways remember  our  departed  colleague 
for  those  offers  of  assistance  that  he 
extended  to  me.  During  his  public  life 
he  has  always  fought  for  the  rights  of 
the  common  man  and  woman.  He  was 
a  great  liberal  stalesman  and  humani- 
tarian. 

As  our  minority  leader  stated.  Con- 
gressman Sabath  came  to  America  as  a 
poor  Immigrant  boy  back  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  last  century  and  rose  to  the 
heights  of  business  and  political  life  in 
America.  He  has  been  a  living  example 
of  what  a  free  democracy  can  do  for 
any  person  regardless  of  station  in  life, 
who  wants  to  take  advantage  of  the  op- 
portunities this  country  has  to  offer. 

I  shall  never  forget  an  Incident  of  his 
life  that  he  told  me  one  day  when  we 
were  having  lunch.  He  stated  that  the 
first  great  Impression  he  had  of  America 
was  as  a  young  man  in  the  year  1896. 
During  the  Democratic  national  conven- 
tion in  Chicago  that  year  he  boarded  a 
street  car  to  go  down  Wabash  Avenue  to 
the  Coliseum  to  attend  the  last  day  of 
the  convention.  The  man  sitting  across 
from  him  in  the  street  car  was  a  young 
Congressman  from  Nebraska.  He  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  William  Jen- 
nings Bryan  but  had  never  met  him.  So 
he  moved  over  introduced  himself  and 
sat  beside  Mr.  Bryan.  Mr.  Sabath  said 
that  as  a  young  American  he  thought 
one  of  the  greatest  honors  that  could 
come  to  a  young  immigrant  in  America 
was  io  be  able  to  sit  beside  and  talk  to 
a  Member  of  Congress. 

He  asked  the  Congressman  who  he 
thought  would  be  nominated  that  day 
at  the  convention.  Congressman  Wil- 
liam Jennings  Bryan  stated  that  If  he 
was  able  to  get  the  floor  at  the  conven- 
tion on  that  day  he  thought  he  had  an 
excellent  opportunity  of  being  nomi- 
nated. 

Of  course,  the  rest  of  the  story  Is  his- 
tory. That  evening  William  Jennings 
Bryan  got  the  floor  and  through  the 
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power  of  his  oratory  and  his  voice  he 
made  his  famous  Cross  of  Gold  and 
Crown  of  Thorns  Speech.  Bryan  be- 
came the  nominee  in  1896  after  one  of 
the  greatest  demonstrations  following 
his  great  speech  in  convention  history. 

The  young  immigrant.  Adolph  Sabath, 
thought  that  was  one  of  the  greatest 
demonstrations  of  free  democracy  in 
action  that  could  come  to  any  nation  in 
the  world.  At  that  time,  he  said,  he 
decided  to  make  public  life  his  career. 
He  came  to  Congress  in  1907  during 
Theodore  Roosevelt's  administration  and 
has  served  continuously  until  his  death 
a  few  weeks  ago.  No  Member  of  Con- 
gress in  the  history  of  the  Nation  has 
equaled  his  tenure  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

I  extend  my  sympathy  to  the  wife  and 
family  of  our  departed  colleague.  Con- 
gressman Adolph  Sabath. 

Mr.  OliRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr. 

LVLEl. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  take 
this  moment  to  express  my  very  deep 
personal  affection  for  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  Mr.  Adolph  Sabath,  who 
recently  passed  away.  Death  is  a  very 
complicated  matter  to  SF>eak  about. 
During  the  last  2  months  two  chairmen 
of  great  committees  on  which  I  have 
.served  have  passed  away.  Both  were 
big  men  who  contributed  greatly  to  our 
way  of  life. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
RAYBijRN]  stated  a  moment  ago.  when  a 
young  man  who  could  not  speak  English, 
born  in  a  far  away  land,  comes  to  Amer- 
ica and  has  the  opportunity,  the  privi- 
lege, the  courage  and  faith  to  spend  46 
continuous  years  In  public  life,  that 
should  be  an  ln.^lrlng  thought  to  all  of 
the  people  of  the  world,  particularly  to 
those  who  sometimes  feel  that  they  are 
members  of  minority  groups  In  this  great 
country  of  ours. 

I  knew  Judge  Sabath  well  and  had 
the  privilege  of  .serving  In  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  on  committees  with 
him  for  some  time.  I  shall  never  forget 
my  pleasant  experiences  growing  from 
this  long  friendship. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Brown]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
had  the  honor  and  the  privilege  of  serv- 
ing nearly  10  years  as  a  member  of  the 
great  Committee  on  Rules  with  Adolph 
Sabath. 

Last  spring  when  he  left  Washington 
and  the  House  here  for  the  last  time.  I 
traveled  on  the  same  train  with  Adolph 
Sabath  to  Chicago.  He  was  a  very  sick 
man  at  that  time.  He  was  unable  to 
sleep.  We  sat  and  talked  for  a  long  time 
that  night  in  his  bedroom.  I  carried 
with  me  since  that  day  a  different  Im- 
pression of  Adolph  Sabath  than  I  ever 
had  before,  because  I  believed  that  he 
had  a  premonition  of  death.  He  told  me 
things  that  happened  in  his  lifetime,  the 
history  of  his  life,  that  I  had  never  heard 
before.  Certainly  we  can  all  take  en- 
couragement from  the  story  of  Adolph 
Sabath  and  in  the  great  progress  he  made 
in  our  America,  because  Adolph  Sabath 
was  a  success  in  life.  He  proved  again 
that  to  the  boy  who  goes  out  on  his  own 
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and  works  and  strives,  success  will  come. 
I  did  not  always  agree  with  our  great 
chairman,  Adolph  Sabath,  in  all  of  the 
positions  he  took  on  legislative  matters 
or  upon  political  questions.  We  jousted 
with  each  other  often  on  this  floor  of  the 
House,  as  you  all  know,  and  yet  it  was  a 
friendly  jousting,  but  throughout  the 
years  we  did  have  a  very  warm  affection 
for  each  other.  I  had  the  pleasvu-e  of 
spending  many  delightful  hours  with 
our  genial  friend.  As  was  said  a  moment 
ago  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, the  mold  was  broken  when  Adolph 
Sabath  was  given  to  the  world.  There 
will  never  be  another  like  him.  He  will 
live  in  our  memories  for  a  long,  long 
time.  Some  day,  of  course,  we,  all  of 
us,  will  look  forward  to  seeing  Adolph 
Sabath  again  with  that  genial  smile,  that 
willingness  to  forget  and  to  forgive  and 
to  do  the  million  and  one  little  friendly 
things  that  he  did  for  all  of  us.  We  all 
miss  him  now.  and  I  am  sure  that  we  all 
join  in  extending  our  sincerest  sym- 
pathies to  his  family. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  HUnols.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
IMr.  EIllsworth]. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
count  it  a  great  honor  and  a  privilege  to 
have  become,  during  the  last  term  of 
Congress,  rather  closely  acquainted  with 
the  late  Honorable  Adolph  Sabath,  of 
Illinois.  I  went  on  the  committee  of 
which  he  was  chairman  as  a  new  minor- 
ity member,  and  never  at  any  time  was  I 
accorded  anything  but  the  finest  cour- 
tesy and  fairness  which  I  felt  so  keenly, 
even  though  I  had  not  known  him  inti- 
mately before  as  a  Member  of  the  House. 
I  just  want  to  take  this  brief  time  to  say 
I  admired  and  respected  Adolph  Sabath  ; 
that  I  shall  miss  him;  that  I  count  It  as  a 
personal  loss  to  me,  and  I  want  to  extend 
my  very  deep  sympathy  to  the  members 
of  his  family  and  to  his  loved  ones. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Spsaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut [Mr.  SadlaxI. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  not 
as  close  to  Adolph  Sabath  as  were  our 
names  on  the  roll.  However,  during  my 
time  In  Congress  and  prior  to  that  time, 
while  I  served  as  a  secretary.  I  had  the 
opportunity  on  many  occasions  to  talk 
with  Judge  Sabath.  I  found  him  to  be 
a  true  gentleman,  a  real,  genuine  and 
genial  character,  who  will  remain  a 
legend  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  concur  in  the  sentiments  already  ex- 
pressed and  join  In  the  condolences  to 
his  loved  ones. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers desiring  to  do  so  may  extend  their 
remarks  on  the  life  and  character  and 
services  of  our  late  colleague,  Adolph  J. 
Sabath.  at  this  point  In  the  Rscord. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  those  of 
us  who  worked  with  Adolph  J.  Sabath  for 
so  many  years  can  well  understand  why 
his  constituents  returned  him  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  for  23  con- 
secutive terms. 

Knowing  the  niggedness  of  his  char- 
acter we  can  appreciate  his  great  abihty 
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to  weather  the  sometimes  heavy  storms 
and  complex  vicissitudes  of  poUtical  life. 

The  history  of  Adolph  Sabath's  life  is, 
in  Itself,  an  eloquent  testimony  to  the 
great  opportimitles  for  service  which 
America  offers  those  who  accord  this  Na- 
tion their  faith  and  devotion. 

The  people  of  Illinois  who  put  their 
continued  trust  and  confidence  in 
Adolph  Sabath  as  their  elected  Repre- 
sentative in  the  Congress  have  lost  a 
great  public  servant.  My  friends  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  have  lost  a  pillar 
of  strength  in  their  party  councils  and 
we  on  this  side  mourn  the  passing  of  an 
admired  and  highly  respected  colleague. 

But  there  must  be  a  great  measure  of 
consolation  to  all  of  his  friends  in  the 
realization  that  a  divine  providence  gave 
to  our  late  colleague  a  long  and  useful 
life  rich  in  service  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  MACHROWICZ.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  death  of  the  late  Honorable  Adolph 
J.  Sabath  was  a  tragic  loss  to  the  entire 
Nation  and  a  great  shock  to  his  many 
loyal  friends.  Adolph  Sabath  won  great 
honor  and  distinction  for  having  served 
.in  Congress  longer  than  any  other  Amer- 
ican. But  to  me  his  right  to  a  place  in 
the  hall  of  fame  of  America  rests  on  his 
leadership  and  sponsorship  of  liberal 
causes  and  in  his  championing  of  the 
rights  of  the  common  man.  "The  rich 
and  the  strong  can  take  care  of  them- 
selves." he  often  told  me.  "it  is  the  poor 
and  helpless  who  rely  on  us  and  need 
our  help.  It  is  to  them  that  we  owe  our 
loyalty." 

I  am  proud  to  consider  myrelf  as  one 
of  his  close  friends.  Though  I  was  only 
a  new  Member  of  Congress,  he  always 
found  time  for  words  of  fatherly  advice 
and  encouragement  for  me.  I  shall  for- 
ever be  deeply  Indebted  to  him  for  his 
kindness  and  sincere  friendship. 

Perhaps  that  was  because  there  was 
another  bond  which  held  us  together. 
He,  just  as  I,  was  an  immigrant  to  this 
country  In  his  youth.  He  was  not  bom 
in  America,  but  America  was  born  In 
him.  He  was  not  an  American  by  birth, 
but  by  choice,  and  he  was  always  proud 
of  that  fact  and  grateful  to  this  country 
for  the  opportunities  It  gave  him. 

We  shall  miss  him  and  his  leadership 
In  the  Halls  of  Congress,  but  I  am  sure 
his  friends  will  carry  on  the  fight  for  the 
principles  to  which  he  was  so  devoted. 
I  extend  to  his  widow  and  family  my 
deepest  sympathy.  May  he  rest  In  eter- 
nal peace. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  Adolph 
Sabath  was  a  kindly  man  who  showed 
anew  each  day  that  he  lived  his  great 
faith  in  and  his  appreciation  for  his 
country.  America  was  good  to  Adolph 
Sabath  and  he  sought  constantly  to  re- 
pay her  and  to  leave  her  richer  by  his 
service. 

In  his  career  every  lad  in  every  land 
may  find  inspiration.  Pew  things  that 
are  finer  than  that  can  be  said  for  any 
person. 

He  was  able.  He  was  a  worker.  He 
was  a  great  American. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
passing  of  the  old  legislative  warrior  and 
champion  of  democracy,  Adolph  Sabath, 
was  a  sad  day  not  only  for  his  thou- 
sands of  friends  but  for  his  district  and 
country  as  weU.    As  dean  of  the  House 


of  Representatives,  chairman  of  the 
Rules  Committee,  successful  business- 
man, and  one  of  the  great  elder  states- 
men of  our  country,  he  was  a  constant 
exhibit  of  the  opportunities  this  great 
country  has  to  offer  to  even  an  immi- 
grant boy  who  comes  here  without 
money,  position,  or  friends. 

Although  bom  In  a  foreign  country, 
he  fitted  well  in  the  American  scheme 
of  democracy  and.  through  honesty  and 
rugged  individualism,  he  carved  a  niche 
high  on  the  walls  of  the  hall  of  fame 
here.  He  became  one  of  the  most  loyal 
Americans  I  have  ever  known. 

Adolph  Sabath  was  a  loyal  friend,  an 
indefatigable  worker,  sjrmpathetic  and 
understanding  of  the  problems  of  all  who 
sought  his  advice  and  aid. 

May  the  Great  Comforter  sustain  his 
loved  ones  who  are  left  behind.  Peace 
and  glory  be  to  his  ashes. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Ufe 
of  Adolph  J.  Sabath  holds  a  wealth  of 
lessons  for  all  those  who  would  study 
America  to  discover  what  makes  her 
great. 

He  symbolized  the  great  idea  of  this 
Nation:  that  America  is  truly  the  worlds 
land  of  opportunity  for  all  those  of 
courage  and  faith,  whatever  might  be 
their  origins. 

He  was  a  fighter  on  the  side  of  prog- 
ress for  all  of  the  46  years  he  served  so 
ably  as  a  Member  of  this  distinguished 
body.  His  great  contributions  to  the 
well-being  of  the  people  of  this  Nation 
cannot,  by  any  token,  possibly  be  meas- 
ured in  mere  material  terms. 

Never  did  I  or  any  of  my  colleagues 
fail  to  be  dleeply  Impressed  with  his  un- 
failing courtesy  to  those  of  us  who  ap- 
peared with  legislation  before  the  Rules 
Committee. 

I  extend  my  deep  sympathies  to  the 
family  of  our  sadly  missed  Member. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  many  of 
us  In  this  House  who  have  had  the  priv- 
ilege of  knowing  our  late  colleague,  the 
Honorable  Adolph  J.  Sabath,  will  miss 
him  during  this  new  session.  We  shall 
miss  his  familiar  face,  his  kind  words, 
and  most  of  all  his  sound  advice.  We 
shall  miss  his  inspiring  leadership  and 
his  wisdom,  his  experience  and  knowl- 
edge of  men  and  affairs,  his  great  devo- 
tion and  ardent  patriotism  to  the  United 
States,  which  received  him  as  an  immi- 
grant boy  back  in  1881  and  afforded  him 
the  opportunity  to  rise  to  great  heights 
of  national  distinction. 

Few  mortal  men  are  privileged  to 
reach  the  venerable  age  of  four  score  and 
six,  and  fewer  still  attain  such  an  incom- 
parable record  of  achievement  and  serv- 
ice to  our  Nation  as  did  our  late  col- 
league. He  has  given  the  American  peo- 
ple long  and  distinguished  service  which 
is  recorded  in  the  annals  of  Congress. 
He  was  a  man  of  deep  convictions  and  a 
great  believer  in  human  rights  and  hu- 
manitarian principles.  Throughout  his 
long  service  in  this  House  extending  over 
a  period  of  48  years  consecutively — more 
than  any  other  man  in  the  history  of 
the  United  States  Congress — he  has  con- 
stantly championed  and  fought  hard  for 
hberal  and  constructive  legislation. 

Adolph  Sabath  was  almost  an  insti- 
tution in  himself.  Deeply  beloved  by  the 
people  and  revered  by  his  colleagues  in 
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Congress.  Including  those  who  disagreed 
with  him  violently,  he  deserves  to  be  re- 
membered more  than  by  words.  I  should 
like  to  see  this  House  take  steps  to  me- 
morialize his  name  in  suitable  fashion, 
either  through  a  statue  or  monument  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  Capitol,  so  that  fu- 
ture generations  may  know  of  this  out- 
standing American  of  immigrant  stock 
and  his  achievements  as  a  legislator. 

I  wish  to  extend  my  deepest  sympathy 
to  his  bereaved  family.  May  they  be 
consoled  by  the  thought  that  he  leaves 
behind  a  great  and  honorable  name  that 
will  long  be  remembered  by  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  8)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Adolph 
J.  Sabath,  a  Representative  from  the  State 
of  Illinois. 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

'    The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


THE  LATE  EDWARD  EUGENE  COX 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson!. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with 
a  heavy  heart  and  profound  sorrow  that 
I  announce  to  the  House  the  passing  of 
our  distinguished  colleague,  the  Honor- 
able Eugene  Cox,  of  the  Second  District 
of  Georgia.  He  passed  away*  on  Christ- 
mas Eve  at  the  Naval  Medical  Center  in 
Bethesda.  He  succumbed  to  a  heart  at- 
tack, and  has  been  laid  to  rest  among 
his  friends  and  neighbors  in  the  warm 
and  friendly  soil  at  his  old  home, 
Camilla,  in  his  beloved  State,  to  which  he 
gave  his  fullest  devotion. 

For  28  years  he  served  with  distinction 
In  the  House  and  had  been  elected  for 
his  fifteenth  consecutive  term.  During 
the  time  he  had  been  a  Member  of  this 
body,  he  witnessed  a  whole  breath-taking 
chain  of  events  in  the  history  of  our 
country  and  of  the  world. 

For  many,  many  years  he  was  ranking 
Democrat  on  the  Rules  Committee,  and 
no  Member  of  thts  House  for  the  past 
20  years  exerted  more  influence  in  what 
measures  came  to  the  floor  of  the  House 
than  did  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
Mr.  Cox. 

At  the  time  of  his  death  he  was  chair- 
man of  a  special  committee  investigating 
subversive  influence  in  American  foun- 
dations. He  was  among  the  very  first  in 
the  House  to  warn  the  Nation  of  the 
danger  of  the  communistic  infiltration 
in  Government. 

He  was  independent  In  thought  and 
acts,  and  always  had  the  courage  of  his 
convictions.  A  brilliant  debater,  a  gifted 
speaker,  his  sentences  were  always  logi- 
cal and  gems  of  thought,  and  when- 
ever he  addressed  the  House  he  meant 
every  word  he  said.  He  spoke  from  the 
heart,  and  if  perchance  the  words  ut- 
tered in  the  heat  of  debate  offended,  he 
was  most  apologetic,  for  he  was  indeed 
gentle  and  kind. 

He  had  a  heart  of  gold.  He  could  not 
bear  malice  against  anyone.     He  pos- 


sessed a  most  lovable  character  and  a 
charming  personality.  He  was  endowed 
with  a  keen  and  analytical  mind. 

I  know  of  no  greater  compliment  that 
I  can  pay  his  memory  than  to  say  that 
the  respect  and  affection  o!  this  Hou.se 
for  Gene  Cox  grew  greater  and  greater  as 
the  years  rolled  by. 

In  him  was  reflected  the  unusual  at- 
tributes of  selflessness.  His  dominant 
thought  was  always  the  welfare  of  the 
country. 

I  know  that  every  member  of  this  body 
admired  and  respected  him.  All  of  you 
have  lost  a  friend,  an  able  colleague.  But 
I  have  lost  more  than  that — I  have  lost 
a  friend  of  50  years,  and  a  classmate. 
His  passing  saddens  me  more  than  I  can 
say.  I  shall  miss  him  for  his  genuine 
affection,  his  wise  coun.sel,  and  his  sin- 
cerity. But  beyond  that,  the  Nation  will 
miss  him.  for  Gene  Cox  loved  America  as 
few  men  ever  have.  His  whole  life  was 
devoted  to  his  country  and  the  records 
of  this  great  body  will  bear  witness  to 
the  fact  that  he  never  failed  to  whole- 
heartedly support  what  he  thought  best 
for  the  Nation. 

Every  piece  of  legislation  dealing  with 
our  national  security  for  the  past  28 
years  bore  the  stamp  of  his  approval. 

His  opinions  on  domestic  and  foreign 
affairs  were  flrm  and  given  without  reser- 
vation. When  he  espoused  a  cause  he 
did  so  deliberately,  after  long,  careful, 
and  searching  thought. 

He  considered  only  what  was  best  for 
his  country.  He  never  chose  a  course  be- 
cause it  was  easy  or  might  be  popular. 

When  he  had  reached  a  decision  he 
brought  to  his  task  all  of  his  skill  and  all 
of  his  talents,  all  the  energy  and  the  re- 
sources with  which  he  was  so  generously 
endowed.  Whatever  he  did,  he  did  with 
conviction,  with  zest,  with  enthusiasm, 
and  without  wavering. 

He  was  the  sort  of  man  who  became 
more  beloved  as  time  went  on.  He  was 
the  sort  of  man  who  wore  well.  No  one 
will  replace  him,  for  he  was  one  of  those 
rare  men  who  is  made  from  a  secret 
mold. 

Nor  will  he  be  forgotten — because  men 
like  him  are  not  forgotten  in  the  hearts 
of  those  who  loved  and  respected  them. 

Georgia  will  always  count  him  as  one 
of- her  most  illustrious  sons,  and  the  Na- 
tion is  greater  because  Gene  Cox  lived. 

We  in  the  Georgia  delegation  and  the 
Members  who  were  so  intimately  as- 
sociated with  him  in  his  years  in  Con- 
gress will  miss  his  wise  counsel.  We  will 
miss  his  sturdy  and  unwavering  support 
of  the  causes  in  which  he  came  to  be- 
lieve. 

Right  was  his  only  criterion.  Com- 
promise was  not  in  his  nature.  His  was 
the  stout  heart  of  the  worthy  adversary. 

Now  the  stillness  of  the  dark  night  is 
upon  us.  Another  of  our  colleagues  joins 
the  long  line  of  silent  flgures  whose 
voice:?  echoed  through  these  halls.  The 
rugged  warrior  has  laid  down  his  armor 
and  sleeps  in  the  earned  peace  of  a  task 
well  done — of  a  life  well  spent  in  serv- 
ice. 

To  his  widow  and  children,  to  his  con- 
stituents, to  his  State,  and  to  his  Na- 
tion. I  extend  my  heartfelt  sympathy. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  tlie  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
words  are  Inadequate  for  me  to  pay  just 
and  deserving  tribute  to  Gene  Cox.  He 
fearlessly  fought  for  what  he  thought 
was  right.  No  one  had  more  courage  or 
exemplified  a  greater  flghtlng  spirit  than 
he.  His  long  service  in  public  life  ren- 
dered throughout  the  years  was  to  make 
the  Nation,  his  State,  his  community, 
and  the  home  a  better  place  in  which  to 
live. 

He  was  a  champion  of  States  rights, 
and  stood  for  the  .«:ound  constitutional 
principles  that  have  made  thLs  country 
great.  He  believed  in  democratic  proc- 
esses. He  believed  that  the  people  should 
rule  and  that  they  had  the  capacity  to 
rule. 

He  was  known  In  every  State  of  the 
Union  for  his  sound  thinking  on  foreign 
relations  and  policies.  He  respected  the 
views  of  others,  whether  he  agreed  with 
them  or  not. 

His  effective  work  against  communism 
in  this  country  and  abroad  will  be  re- 
membered by  all. 

He  loved  people  and  always  extended 
sympathy  to  the  little  fellow  and  those  in 
trouble.  As  a  lawyer  he  was  true  to  his 
clients,  never  taking  advantage  of  op- 
posing counsel,  and  was  held  in  high 
esteem  by  the  jury.  As  a  judge  he  was 
just  and  fair.  As  a  Member  of  this  House 
he  was  diligent  and  energetic,  loved  and 
respected  by  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle.  He  was  a  kind  and  devoted 
husband  and  father. 

I  extend  to  the  family  my  deepest  per- 
sonal sympathy  in  his  passing. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  the  time  comes  to  speak  of  a  dear 
friend  who  has  gone  from  us  to  the  Great 
Beyond,  so  many  precious  memories  come 
to  recollection  that  it  is  hard  to  talk 
at  all. 

I  think  at  this  moment  of  countless 
times  when  my  life  has  been  richer  and 
fuller  because  I  was  blessed  with  the 
friendship  of  Judge  Cox. 

His  personality  was  an  extraordinary 
personality.  It  was  a  joy  always  to  come 
into  his  presence.  His  cheery  greeting 
never  failed  to  kindle  anew  that  warm, 
respon.sive  feeling  of  friendship  which 
had  lived  in  my  heart  throughout  the 
years  in  which  I  knew  him. 

As  we  think  and  talk  of  Judge  Cox 
today,  it  is  fitting  to  recall  that  he  was  a 
lawyer  of  recognized  ability:  that  as  a 
member  of  the  bar  he  added  distinction 
and  luster  to  our  great  legal  profession 
of  which  lawyers  are  justly  proud. 

As  a  judge  of  the  superior  courts  of 
Georgia,  he  demonstrated  that  he  pos- 
sessed that  quality  so  necessary  and  es- 
sential to  all  judges,  namely.  Judicial 
temperament.  He  enforced  the  laws 
with  firmness  and  a  determination  to 
protect  the  law-abiding  citizens  of  his 
circuit  from  the  lawless  element.  It  was 
not  possible  in  his  court  for  the  strong 
to  oppress  the  weak,  or  for  the  rich  to 
impose  upon  the  poor.  His  presence  upon 
the  bench  was  a  guaranty  that  every 
party  to  a  case  in  his  court  would  re- 
ceive that  to  which  the  law  entitled  him. 

Judge  Cox  first  established  his  repu- 
tation as  a  lawyer,  a  jurist,  and  a  states- 
man in  his  native  State  and  in  his  home 
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surroundings.  When  he  came  upon  the 
national  arena,  those  same  qualities  of 
Intellect,  fearlessness,  and  zeal  in  flght- 
lng for  the  causes  he,  supported  estab- 
lished for  him  on  a  Nation-wide  basis 
the  same  reputation  which  he  enjoyed 
at  home. 

He  loved  America  and  American  in- 
stitutions. He  believed  they  were  worth 
fighting  for,  and  he  devoted  his  finest 
talents  and  his  utmost  energy  to  their 
preservation.  He  did  not  dodge  issues. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  take  an  open, 
frank,  and  unequivocal  p>osition  on  any 
question  where  he  felt  it  was  his  duty 
to  take  a  stand.  He  would  not  stoop  to 
hypocrisy  or  deception.  On  most  ques- 
tions one  who  knew  Judge  Cox  would 
generally  know  without  asking  him 
where  he  stood  on  current  issues,  because 
he  was  forthright  and  consistent  in  his 
philosophy  and  his  personal  code. 

He  was  a  power  to  be  reckoned  with  In 
all  the  great  battles  which  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  House.  He  was  not  always 
victorious,  but  he  was  always  courageous. 
He  possessed  those  qualities  which  made 
him  generous  in  victory  and  magnificent 
In  defeat.  ► 

It  happened  to  be  my  privilege  to  last 
see  Judge  Cox  on  the  afternoon  In  No- 
vember when  he  went  to  the  hospital 
before  his  death.  I  had  come  to  Wash- 
ington for  a  visi  t  of  only  one  day.  When 
my  business  had  been  transacted,  I 
dropped  into  hi.s  oflBce  for  a  visit,  and  we 
discussed  the  coming  session  of  Congress. 
I  was  looking  forward  with  anticipation 
to  serving  again  with  him  as  a  member 
of  the  Georgia  delegation.  The  news 
which  I  receive<l  on  Christmas  Eve  day 
of  hiy  passing  saddened  me  beyond  the 
power  of  words  to  describe.  I  extend 
sincere  sympathy  to  the  members  of  his 
family.  His  pa.'«ing  is  not  only  a  great 
loss  to  them.  It  is  a  great  loss  to  his 
friends  and  coUe  agues  and  to  our  Nation. 
Our  Nation  i:.  richer  because  of  his  life, 
poorer  because  cf  his  death, 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  my  colleague  [Mr.  CampL 

Mr.  CAMP.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  great 
State  of  Georg  a  has  lost  one  of  her 
most  distinguished  sons  in  the  passing 
of  our  beloved  and  lamented  Eugene 
Cox. 

Possessed  of  a  golden  heart,  a  bril- 
liant mind,  and  the  courage  of  his  con- 
victions, he  was  respected  and  loved  by 
all  who  knew  him.  One  never  failed 
to  know  where  Mr.  Cox  stood  on  any 
question  of  the  day.  His  brilliant  mind 
was  quick  to  understand  and  to  see  the 
dangers  to  our  American  way  of  life 
and  to  our  Republic.  One  of  the  flrst 
who  gave  battle  to  communism,  one  of 
the  quickest  to  see  its  danger,  he  made 
a  record  here  which  we  respect  and 
honor  him  for. 

I  will  miss  him,  and  I  know  that  all 
of  our  colleagues  who  served  with  him 
will  miss  the  cheerful  voice,  the  golden 
heart,  and  friendship  of  lovable  Eugenk 
Cox. 

I  extend  to  Mrs.  Cox  and  the  family 
my  deepest  sympathy  in  their  bereave- 
ment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
my  colleague  [Mr  Wheixer]. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
strong  and  silent  hand  of  sadness 
gripped  my  heart  when  flrst  I  heard  that 


my  good  and  great  friend.  Gene  Cox, 
had  succumbed  to  the  Grim  Reaper. 
Finite  mind  cannot  forge  the  words  with 
which  human  tongue  can  tell  of  the 
tremendous  sense  of  personal  loss  that 
has  been  mine  since  news  came  to  me  of 
his  imtimely  death.  Those  of  you  who 
knew  Gene  need  no  reminder  of  the 
tragic  loss  his  passing  brings  to  his  dis- 
trict. State,  and  Nation.  You  know  that 
he  had  few,  if  any,  equals  in  this  legisla- 
tive forum.  As  a  personal  friend  and 
wise  counselor  to  the  young  and  inex- 
perienced such  as  I,  there  was  no  man 
who  was  kinder,  more  understanding  and 
loyal  than  he. 

When  I  flrst  came  to  this  body  I  only 
knew  Gene  Cox  by  reputation  although 
he  represented  a  district  that  adjoins 
mine.  I,  along  with  the  other  people  of 
Georgia  and  the  Nation,  knew  Gene  Cox 
to  be  a  flghter  for  that  which  honest  con- 
viction led  him  to  believe  was  right.  We 
kn?w  him  to  be  the  toughest  of  foes  to 
those  with  whpm  he  disagreed  and  knew 
him  to  be  unrelenting  in  his  flght  against 
those  who  would,  by  subversion  or  other- 
wise, seek  to  do  harm  to  this  country  he 
so  dearly  loved. 

Within  a  very  short  time  after  I  came 
to  this  body,  I  found  Gene  Cox  to  be  as 
kind  and  generous  to  his  friends  as  he 
was  critical  of  his  foes.  In  fact.  I  came 
soon  to  be  persuaded  to  believe  that 
Gene  Cox  had  no  personal  foes.  The 
composition  of  his  fine  spirit  would  not 
tolerate  the  harboring  of  personal  malice 
within  a  heart  that  was  as  big  as  the 
human  body  can  encompass.  It  is  true 
that  in  the  flaming  and  consuming  flre 
of  his  Incomparable  spirit,  there  were 
times  when  his  tongue,  directed  by  one  of 
the  keenest  minds  I  have  known,  would 
become  devastatingly  sharp  and  bitter  as 
only  these  who  have  felt  its  keen  lash 
can  know.  But  those  who  have  felt  its 
keenest  lash  for  a  fleeting  moment  can 
also  best  testify  to  the  speed  with  which 
he  would  always  hasten  to  make  amends 
for  any  jjersonal  harm  that  might  have 
come  to  them. 

There  are  those  here  who  have  known 
my  great  departed  friend  longer  than  I, 
but  there  cannot  be  one  who  feels  more 
deeply  the  sense  of  personal  loss  that  his 
passing  has  brought  to  me.  Time  will 
not  permit  detailed  accounting  of  the 
number  of  times  that  Gene  Cox  has  be- 
friended me  in  ways  that  only  his  kindly 
nature  could  devise.  No  man  can  assume 
the  special  place  he  has  within  my  heart 
and  memory.  Just  as  his  district  cannot 
replace  him  for  his  State  and  Nation. 

No  man  could  know  Gene  Cox  without 
loving  and  respecting  him  as  an  incom- 
parable champion  of  the  America  he 
loved  so  dearly  and  as  a  personal  friend 
who  was  always  willing  to  give  of  himself 
to  others.  There  are  those  of  us  who  feel 
that  his  willingness  to  give  of  himself  to 
his  friends  and  to  the  performance  of 
his  duty  as  he  saw  it  so  unstintingly 
hastened  his  death.  If  he  had  been  a 
little  more  selfish  of  his  time  and  service, 
he  would  probably  be  here  with  lis  today! 

Those  who  knew  Gene  best  loved  him 
most  and  It  Is  to  those  that  I  offer  my 
Inadequate  words  of  consolation  and  re- 
gret in  their  hours  of  deepest  sorrow. 
The  man  called  Gene  Cox  Is  gone,  but 
his  great  spirit  will  haunt  these  halls 
for  countless  years  to  come.    He  was  a 


great  Georgian,  a  great  American  in  the 
very  finest  tradition  of  this  RepubUc.  In 
short,  he  was  a  great  man. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Preston]. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
friend  and  colleague,  and  as  a  member  of 
the  Georgia  delegation  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  I  attended  the  funeral 
of  our  departed  brother  at  his  home  town 
of  Camilla.  It  was  there  that  I  came  to 
fully  appreciate  how  his  people  loved 
him.  We  have,  of  course,  ample  oppor- 
tunity here  in  the  House  to  know  each 
other  and  to  learn  and  evaluate  the  vir- 
tue of  others,  but  really  to  find  out  how 
great  a  person  is.  one  must  go  among  the 
people  with  whom  he  was  raised. 

On  that  Sunday  morning  when  I  ar- 
rived at  Camilla  there  was  every  evidence 
of  the  sorrow  that  those  people  felt. 
There  was  a  hushed  reverence  every- 
where and  people  in  all  walks  of  life  were 
streaming  through  his  magniflcent  home 
out  of  respect  and  love  for  him.  I  was 
impressed  by  the  large  number  of  his 
colored  friends  who  came  to  pay  their 
respect  to  him.  many  of  whom  the 
Judge  had  defended  in  court,  many  of 
whom  he  had  befriended.  On  every 
turn  there  the  people  were  telling  of 
some  of  the  fine  things  that  the  Judge 
had  done  during  his  lifetime. 

The  first  place  I  stopped  down  there 
was  at  a  service  station  operated  by  a 
paralytic.  This  man  was  broken  in 
grief.  He  stated  that  only  a  few  weeks 
ago  the  Judge  had  come  down  from 
Washington  and,  as  he  always  did,  he 
came  by  to  see  this  man  and  to  inquire 
of  his  feehngs.  He  told  me  that  as  he 
shook  hands  and  left  he  placed  a  siz- 
able bill  in  the  palm  of  his  hand. 

That  was  typical  of  his  many  acts  of 
kindness.  Everywhere  he  went  he 
touched  people  with  kindness  and  with 
optimism  and  joy.  I  think  Gene  Cox 
could  properly  be  called  a  great  public 
defender.  Anyone  in  difficulty  found 
him  at  their  side.  I  have  seen  him 
many  times  rise  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
In  defense  of  some  brother  who  might 
have  been  in  momentary  difficulty.  He 
was  of  excellent  counsel  to  all  of  us.  We 
all  respected  his  views  and  judgment. 

Georgia  has  produced  a  great  many 
Individualists,  men  like  Alex  Stephens 
and  Bob  Toombs.  Georgia  will  place 
Gene  Cox  in  memory  and  reverence  be- 
side those  two  great  patriots.  He  was 
one  of  the  few  remaining  of  the  old 
school  of  statesmanship,  men  who  did 
not  rely  upon  things  political  and  diplo- 
macy in  dealing  with  issues  but  who  ap- 
proached issues  with  the  view  of  "what 
Is  best  for  my  land. 

That  was  Gene  Cox's  approach  to 
every  question.  He  was  brilliant  In  de- 
bate and  never  yielded  to  an  adversary 
In  discussion.  For  courtesy's  sake  he 
would  sometimes  compromise  a  convic- 
tion. I  did  not  always  agree  with  him 
in  the  positions  he  took  in  the  Congress, 
but  I  never  questioned  his  motive  or  his 
sincerity.  He  did  not  make  decisions 
for  expediency's  sake  but  out  of  a  heart 
full  of  sincerity  and  great  love  of  his 
country. 

Yes;  during  his  life  he  touched  the 
lives  of  many  people.  He  set  a  pattern 
for  many  to  follow.    He  influenced  the 
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lives  of  a  great  many  Individuals.  He 
had  the  courage  of  personal  convictions 
that  was  an  inspiration  to  nae.  I  stated 
at  one  time  about  him  that  if  someone 
challenged  Gene  Cox  to  a  duel  with  ra- 
piers, although  he  never  had  one  in  his 
hand  before,  he  would  quickly  seize  one 
and  accept  the  challenge.  That  great 
trait,  coupled  with  his  intellectual  cour- 
age, goes  to  make  a  strong,  brave  man. 
That  is  what  he  was.  They  need  only 
put  in  his  epitaph  on  the  headstone  of 
his  grave:  This  ts  Genk  Cox,  a  truly 
great  statesman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  For- 
rester 1 . 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  Sun- 
day afternoon  at  Camilla.  Ga..  I.  with 
thousands  of  other  sorrowing  friends, 
saw  the  mortal  remains  of  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Georgia.  Hon. 
Eugene  Cox.  return  to  the  soil  from 
whence  it  came.  I  wish  every  Member 
of  this  body  could  have  been  there  to 
see  the  genuine  love  and  devotion  the 
people  of  his  district.  State,  and  Nation 
held  for  him  as  a  servant,  neighbor,  and 
friend.  And,  it  was  only  as  it  could  be 
for  no  real  American  had  reason  not  to 
love  him  and  every  loyal  and  informed 
American  did  love  him. 

I  saw  the  American  flag  draped  over 
his  casket-enclosed  body.  It  belonged 
there.  I  saw  gentle  hands  tenderly  re- 
move that  flag;  fold  it,  and  present  it  to 
his  widow  as  a  testimony  of  his  fidelity 
evermore.  Through  my  soul  surged  the 
thought,  if  there  was  ever  a  time  eti- 
quette would  permit  our  flag  to  remain 
with  a  body,  that  was  the  time  for  only 
death  could  separate  the  two.  I  thought 
of  his  friendship  to  me  over  the  years, 
his  outstanding  and  unsurpassed  service 
in  this  great  body  and  that  no  longer 
would  that  outstanding  American  be 
physically  present  in  the  Hall  of  the 
House.  Then.  I  realized  that  his  spirit 
would  always  be  present  and  that  we  all 
would  be  better  Americans  because  of. 
that  spirit. 

I  have  seen  many  lovers  of  this  coun- 
try, and  God  bless  them  all.  but  I  have 
never  seen  one  greater  than  Judge  Cox. 
Never  have  I  seen  such  devotion  and  zeal 
for  the  American  way  of  life  at  all  times 
and  under  all  conditions,  and  sometimes 
under  misunderstanding.  It  pained  that 
gentle  soul  to  be  misunderstood,  but 
never  did  he  swerve  in  his  courageous 
stand  for  his  country  and  his  principles. 
No  man  will  eve^  enter  this  Congress 
with  more  genuine  love  for  his  country 
than  Judge  Cox.  or  who  would  more 
gladly  defend  it. 

Years  ago  Judge  Cox  saw  the  great 
dangers  of  communism  and  he  declared 
war  on  those  dangers.  The  going  was 
rough  and  many  times  he  was  almost 
alone.  Thank  God  this  Christian  soldier 
lived  long  enough  to  see  his  critics  eat 
their  words.  The  people  are  awakening 
to  this  terrible  menace.  I  am  confident, 
supremely  so.  that  as  future  history  un- 
folds every  event  will  be  proof  of  the 
foresight,  courage,  loyalty,  and  love 
unsurpassed  and  that  history's  proudest 
pages  will  do  justice  to  this  great  Ameri- 
can. 

As  certain  as  we  are  to  triumph  over 
godless  communism  is  the  fact  that  his 
name  will  grow  brighter  through  history. 
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The  Second  District  of  Georgia  and  our 
State  of  Georgia  were  imimensely  proud 
of  him.  They  and  we  will  continue  to 
have  hi:5  spirit  as  the  days  go  by  and 
Americans  will  take  his  name  forever 
in  their  hearts.  To  his  widow  and  chil- 
dren we  extend  our  abiding  love  and 
affection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader,  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck). 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
bright  joys  of  the  holiday  season  were 
dimmed  for  me,  as  I  am  certain  they 
were  dimmed  for  so  many  others  in  this 
Chamber,  by  the  shocking  news  that  we 
had  lose  one  of  our  most  beloved  col- 
leagues. Edward  Eugene  Cox,  of  Georgia. 

Gene  Cox  was  one  of  my  great  friends 
in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  shall 
miss  him  more  than  I  can  tell. 

His  was  an  outstanding  career  of  serv- 
ice to  the  people  of  his  district  and  to 
the  people  of  the  Nation. 

Some  men  are  clever ;  others  we  char- 
acterize as  brilliant;  many  are  diligent 
and  resourceful.  Yet  so  often  they  lack 
that  divine  spark  of  warmth  and  sin- 
cerity w  hich  distinguishes  the  truly  noble 
personality. 

Ge.n'e  Cox  was  a  wise  man.  But  be- 
yond tliat  he  was  blessed  with  a  great 
spirit  of  warmth  coupled  with  complete 
sincerity  of  purpose.  He  was  a  man  of 
principle,  a  hard-fi£?hting  and  vigorous 
champion  of  what  he  fervently  believed 
to  be  tiie  ri.u;ht. 

It  is  perhaps  only  human  that  I  shall 
rememoer  Gene  Cox  primarily  as  a  gen- 
erous-hearted friend. 

But  I  will  never  fororet  his  stanch 
Americanism,  his  able  talents  as  a  legis- 
lator, and  his  stalwart  sense  of  obligation 
to  serve  the  Nation  he  loved  with  com- 
plete loyalty  and  devotion. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  Brown  I. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  Gene  Cox  passed  on  on  Christmas 
Eve  he  left  his  heart  in  this  House, 
because  he  loved  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, which  he  had  served  28  years. 

I  went  to  the  hospital  2  days  before 
Gene's  death  to  visit  with  him.  He 
looked  much  better  than  when  I  had 
last  seen  him  before  he  became  ill. 
He  was  cheerful,  but  his  whole  thought 
and  m.nd  was  upon  the  organization  of 
this  new  House  which  took  place  here 
today  and  of  the  2  years  ahead  and  of 
the  work  that  was  to  be  done. 

I  served  with  Gene  Cox  on  the  Rules 
Comm;ttee.  I  never  knew  any  individ- 
ual thj.t  had  a  better  or  a  greater  gra^p 
of  legislation  or  who  had  a  more  sin- 
cere desire  to  do  only  that  which  was 
best  for  his  country.  He  placed  his 
country  and  its  welfare  beyond  all  other 
considerations.  I  have  seen  him  time 
after  time  do  that  which  might  not  be 
popular  for  him  at  the  moment,  but 
which  his  own  conscience  and  his  judg- 
ment told  him  was  in  the  best  interest 
of  the  America  that  he  loved  so  deeply 
and  served  so  well. 

We  shall  all  miss  Gene  Cox  here.  It 
will  not  be  the  same  House  of  Represent- 
atives f.s  we  have  known  tt  for  so  many 
years  with  Gene  away;  yet  I  believe  that 
somehow  or  other  the  very  fact  that 
he  served  here  will  inspire  all  of  us  to 


carry  on  In  the  tradition  that  he  es- 
tablished of  service  to  country,  of  wil- 
lingness and  readiness  to  do  that  which 
he  believed  right  regardless  of  the  cost. 

To  Mrs.  Cox  and  to  his  children  I 
Join  in  extending  sincere  sympathy  and 
the  hope  that  divine  providence  will 
give  them  the  strength  to  bear  up  under 
the  great  bereavement  which  has  been 
theirs. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith). 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  shall  not  consume  much  time  in  a 
euology  of  Gene  Cox  except  to  express 
my  concurrence  in  everything  that  has 
been  said  here  today,  particularly  by  his 
colleagues  from  Georgia,  who  knew  him 
so  well.  Gene  Cox  was  a  man  of  many 
parts.  I  think  probably  the  outstanding 
features  of  his  life  were  his  great  cour- 
age, politically  and  physically,  his  gen- 
erosity to  a  degree  greater  than  most  any 
man  I  ever  knew,  and  above  all  his  un- 
failing loyalty  to  those  who  could  claim 
his  friendship.  I  served  with  him  for 
20  years  on  the  Committee  on  Rules  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  dur- 
ing that  time  I  followed  his  leadership. 
I  would  do  so  again.  I  have  never  re- 
gretted it.  I  think  Gene  Cox  is  one  of 
the  great  men  of  our  generation,  and 
those  many  qualities  which  he  ix>ssessed 
are  going  to  live  long  in  the  hearts  of 
the  Members  who  knew  him.  While  he 
has  gone,  his  influence  in  this  body.  I 
think,  will  live  on  for  years  to  come.  He 
was  a  man  who  was  quick  of  temc>er  at 
times,  and  yet  I  do  not  think  Gene  Cox 
ever  had  enmity  toward  any  man.  I 
have  seen  him  in  the  warmest  of  debates 
when  immediately  afterward  he  was 
ready  to  shake  the  hand  of  his  adversary 
and  seek  his  friendship  and  forgiveness. 
That  is  not  true  of  many  people. 

I  happen  to  know  something  about  his 
home  life.  I  know  of  his  deep  and  most 
f;enerous  and  unselfish  devotion  to  his 
fine  wife,  children,  and  his  grandchil- 
dren. I  know  of  their  very  deep  affec- 
tion for  him.  No  person  who  is  not  a 
fine,  great  man  would  ever  inspire  the 
affection  which  was  felt  for  him  by  his 
family  and  by  those  of  his  friends  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  who  were  the 
closest  to  him  and  knew  him  best. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  genllcmau  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray- 
burnJ. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  think  I  can  do  better  than  to  adopt 
the  wonderful  words  and  marvelous 
tribute  just  paid  to  Gene  Cox  by  our 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
I  Mi-.  Smith),  who  was  so  long  associated 
with  Mr.  Cox  on  the  important  Commit- 
tee on  Rules.  During  all  the  years  that 
Gene  Cox  was  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  he  gave  me  a  confi- 
dence and  he  gave  me  a  love  and  a 
loyalty  unsurpassed  by  any  friendship 
that  anyone  could  know.  My  affection 
for  him  is  deep  and  abiding.  I  never 
associated  death  with  Gene  Cox  some- 
how. I  did  not  know  he  was  ill.  when 
the  word  came  to  me  down  on  the  farm 
that  Gene  Cox  had  passed  away.  I  knew 
of  his  love  and  loyalty  to  friends,  and 
of  his  devotion  to  his  wife  and  his  chil- 
dren. He  gave  friendships  and  love 
without  alloy.    He  was  capable.     He  was 


just  built  that  way.  He  was  a  strong 
man  in  every  sense  of  the  word;  stronfl: 
in  his  convictions  ss  he  was  In  his  love 
and  his  loyalty.  Hot  of  temper,  but 
when  he  lost  his  temper,  he  alwajrs  came 
back  and  made  everything  all  right  with 
the  man  that  he  had  lost  his  temper 
with.  His  was  a  noble  souL  He  had  a 
grand  and  useful  life.  I  do  not  think 
I  will  ever  see  such  a  life  as  his  again 
exactly  for  he  was  built  in  a  mold  which 
was  not  at  all  common.  He  was  a  gen- 
tleman. He  was  an  aristocrat  of  char- 
acter and  devotion.  With  his  darling 
wife,  who  is  my  great  and  good  friend, 
'tind  his  children,  I  shall  miss  him  as 
long  as  I  can  remember  friendship  and 
good  people. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  i;entleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
Eugene  Cox  first  came  to  the  House  he 
picked  out  an  oflBce  right  next  to  mine 
in  the  Old  House  Office  Building.  I  got 
to  know  him  very  well.  That  acquaint- 
anceship has  cont.nued  right  down  to 
the  end.  I  have  always  found  him  true 
and  straight,  having  In  his  heart  and  in 
his  words  the  b<;st  interests  of  the 
United  States. 

At  this  time  we  are  sorry  that  he  has 
gone.  We  are  glad  that  such  a  fine 
character  lived  with  us. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Oregon   [Mr.  EIllsworthI. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  I  first  came  here  £is  a  new  Mem- 
ber 8  years  ago,  I  very  shortly  became 
aware  of  the  presence  and  the  force  in 
this  House  of  Representatives  of  our 
late  colleague,  Eugene  Cox.  I  knew  him 
for  the  first  several  years  only  as  a  force- 
ful, dynamic  speaker.  I  classified  him. 
as  we  all  do,  as  a  great  American.  But 
It  was  not  until  I  had  the  plesisure  and 
the  honor  of  serving  with  him  on  the 
Rules  Committee  that  I  realized  that 
this  legislator,  t^lls  powerful  debater. 
this  man  of  force,  character,  and 
strength  was  also  a  human  being,  a  lik- 
able man.  a  man  who  thoroughly  en- 
joyed doing  things  for  people,  doing  fa- 
vors for  folks.  I.  too,  have  a  great 
friendship  and  liking  for  our  late  col- 
league, Eugene  Cox.  I  shall  miss  him 
greatly,  just  as  we  all  will.  I  feel  that 
In  his  passing  this  country  has  lost  one 
of  its  greatest  Americans. 

I  extend  my  sympathy  to  the  mem- 
bers of  his  family  and  his  loved  ones 
and  the  people  of  his  State  who  have 
lost  a  great  representative. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Iowa 
IMr.  Jensen]. 
/  Ux.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
endorse  everything  that  has  been  stated 
on  this  floor  today  about  our  deceased 
friend  and  colieague,  Eugene  Cox. 
When  I  heard  of  the  passing  of  this 
great  friend  of  mine  I  was  deeply 
grieved.  It  Is  rather  difficult  to  know 
that  Eugene  Cox  will  not  walk  with  us 
again  In  this  Chamber.  I  had  such  a 
high  regard  for  him  that  I  can  hardly 
visualize  that  he  has  gone  to  the  Great 
Beyond. 

Eugene  Cox  and  I  met  when  I  first 
came  to  this  House  14  years  ago,  and 
from  that  very  moment  my  admiration 


and  respect  for  him  has  grown  up  to 
this  time.  I  saw  that  great,  strong,  pa- 
triotic American  stand  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  and  defend  with  every  ounce 
of  strength  he  had  the  things  which  he 
believed  to  be  fine  and  big  and  best  for 
this  great  America  which  he  loved  so 
dearly. 

Qene  Cox  to  me  was  a  symbol  of 
everything  that  Is  fine  In  man.  I  have 
not  the  words  to  express  my  true  feel- 
ing of  this  great  patriot  who  has  gone 
to  his  reward.  I  shall  miss  him  as  will 
every  Member  of  this  House  who  knew 
him,  and  as  will  everyone  In  his  State 
.and  in  this  Nation  who  knew  Gene  Cox 
as  we  did.  But  Gkne  Is  gone,  and  we 
must  carry  on  as  Gene  Cox  would  want 
us  to.  To  fill  his  shoes  and  to  take  his 
place  in  this  House  is  possibly  beyond 
the  ability  of  any  of  us«  but  we  shall 
attempt  to  carry  on  where  Gene  Cox 
left  off. 

My  heart  goes  out  to  his  good  wife  and 
family  whom  he  loved  so  much. 

God  rest  his  soul. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  VoRYsl. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  others  have 
spoken  ably  of  the  fiery  eloquence  of 
Gens  Cox.  of  his  unswerving  courage, 
of  his  great  ability  as  a  fighter  for  the 
causes  In  which  he  beUeved.  In  my 
tribute  I  merely  want  to  give  one  In- 
stance that  will  reveal  a  part  of  Gene 
Cox  that  has  been  referred  to  but  that 
many  perhaps  on  this  fioor  have  not 
witnessed. 

I  looked  today  at  the  picture  of  Gene 
Cox,  our  departed  friend,  and  his  photo- 
graph showed  that  stem,  fiery  courage 
and  proud.  Indomitable  will;  I  feel  It  did 
not  show  the  great  heart  of  the  man, 
his  Infinite  capacity  for  friendship,  and 
his  utterly  winsome  generosity. 

It  was  my  honor  and  privilege  to  serve 
with  Gene  Cox  on  a  subcommittee  that 
traveled  In  Europe  In  the  fall  of  1947. 
Our  train  got  to  Essen.  Germany,  and 
the  sleepers  laid  over  there  for  us  to 
board  again.  After  we  had  been  through 
the  devastated  city,  we  went  back  to  the 
train  to  change  our  clothes  and  rest  our- 
selves, and  we  found  a  lot  of  German 
children  had  assembled  around  the  train. 
We  had  all  supplied  ourselves  with 
chocolate  and  soap  for  an  extended  stay 
In  that  devastated  country,  and  many  of 
us  had  taken  a  supply  of  cigarettes. 
Gene  Cox  went  to  his  suitcase  and  soon 
emptied  It  of  those  things.  He  gave  the 
children  the  chocolate  that  we  had 
brought  along  for  our  own  use,  and  he 
gave  away  all  the  soap  that  we  had 
been  supposed  to  take  with  us.  Then, 
although  It  was  possibly  forbidden,  he 
gave  out  the  cigarettes  to  those  children 
because  he  knew  they  could  trade  them 
for  food  In  that  community.  Finally — 
and  this  was  In  the  fall  and  It  was  be- 
ginning to  get  cool — he  was  outside  the 
train  with  a  sweater  on  and  saw  one 
little  kid  standing  there  who  was  par- 
ticularly threadbare.  Gene  Cox  stripped 
off  his  sweater  and  handed  it  to  that 
child.  We  finally  coaxed  him  to  come 
back  Into  the  car,  to  stop  his  generosity 
before  he  stripped  himself  further.  He 
traveled  contentedly  the  rest  of  the 
month  In  cold  weather  in  Germany  and 
Austria   without   the   sweater   that  he 


really  needed.  That  was  Gkne  Cox 
pouring  out  with  his  great  heart  things 
that  he  could  have  used  himself. 

That  Is  the  spirit  of  the  man  that  does 
not  show  In  his  pictures  but  that  should 
live  In  the  hearts  of  all  of  us.  That  Is 
the  spirit  of  the  man  that  will  be  of  great 
comfort  In  memory  to  his  t>eloved  family 
and  to  his  friends  who  now  mourn  him. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Lyle], 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  fine 
things  that  have  been  said  about  Qemk 
Cox  and  his  friendship  came  to  me 
almost  every  day.  He  did  me  the  very 
high  honor  and  courtesy  of  patting  me 
on  the  back  and  saying :  "God  bless  you, 
young  man." 

Of  course.  Gene  Cox  was  a  great 
American,  a  fine  statesman,  and  I  am 
sure  he  will  be  remembered  for  those 
great  qualities.  But  I  can  remember 
him  because  he  was  a  good,  warm- 
hearted man  who  appreciated  the 
miracle  of  humanity,  a  man  who  loved 
beautiful  things,  a  man  who  enjoyed  the 
things  he  might  do  for  others. 

I  am  very  pleased,  Mr.  Speaker,  very 
pleased,  that  Gene  Cox  did  me  the  honor 
of  giving  me  his  friendship  and  I  shall 
always  cherish  the  memory  of  this  splen- 
did, lovely  American. 

Mr.  "VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Hays]. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  last  few  weeks  of  Mr.  Cox's 
life  we  were  associated  together  In  a 
special  assignment  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  connection  with  a  study 
of  American  foundations.  In  that  in- 
vestigation and  in  my  intimate  associ- 
ation with  him  there  were  accentuated 
many  of  these  virtues  and  fine  qualities 
that  have  been  brought  out  so  eloquently 
by  his  colleagues  from  Georgia  and  by 
others  who  knew  him  longer  than  I. 

I  am  not  surprised  that  two  things 
stand  out  that  were  also  In  my  mind, 
first,  the  warm,  himian  sympathy  that 
was  so  characteristic  of  him,  and,  second, 
his  innate  patriotism,  his  intense  patri- 
otism. Those  are  the  two  things  I  will 
remember  longest  about  him. 

Supplementing  what  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys]  said  about  his 
generosity,  I  think  it  may  have  been  on 
that  same  trip  or  conceivably  another, 
that  one  of  our  colleagues  reported  that 
In  the  presence  of  hunger  and  suffering 
he  saws  tears  of  ssrmpathy  in  the  eyes  of 
Gene  Cox.  It  was  not  a  display,  because 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  not 
capable  of  that.  Compassion  is  a  larger 
word  than  friendship.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  had  an  Incredible  capacity 
for  friendship,  and  those  of  lis  who  were 
privileged  to  be  In  that  circle  appreci- 
ated It  and  shall  always  cherish  It.  But 
his  was  a  wide  circle.  It  took  In  the 
stifferlng  of  the  world.  This  Is  some- 
thing that  I  think  belongs  In  the  record. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Preston  J  made  reference  to  two  other 
Georgians — ^Alexander  Stephens  and 
Robert  Toombs.  I  am  Interested  in 
Georgia's  history,  though  not  a  close 
student  of  It.  But  Ibecause  I  spent  time 
among  Its  people  before  I  was  elected  to 
Congress.  Georgia  has  a  special  place  In 
my  affections.  It  Is  appropriately  re- 
ferred to  as  the  Empire  State  of  the 
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South,  truly  one  of  the  greatest  States  In 
the  Union.  But  there  was  another 
Georgian  who  contributed  to  its  finest 
traditions,  the  unforgettable  Benjamin 
HilL  He  died  just  about  the  time  that 
Gkkk  Cox  was  bom.  He  said  something 
that  exemplifies  the  love  of  our  united 
country  which  flowered  so  beautifully  in 
the  heart  of  Gems  Cox: 

Wbo  lets  hla  country  die  lets  all  things 
die  and  all  things  dying  cnrse  him:  •who  lets 
hla  country  llv«  lets  all  tbinga  live  and  all 
tiling  living  bleaa  him. 

In  the  powerful  tradition  of  Robert 
Toombs  and  Alexander  Stephens  and 
Benjamin  Hill,  and  other  great  Geor- 
gians who  preceded  him  in  these  Halls 
oiir  colleague  did  his  work  worthily.  The 
Nation  win  always  be  in  debt  to  the 
State  of  Georgia  for  that  contribution. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 

EBJERH.'VSTER]. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
the  passing  of  cur  colleague.  E.  Eccens 
Cox,  this  body  loses  one  of  its  its  out- 
standing figures  of  the  past  three  dec- 
ades. Gens,  as  we  who  knew  him  well 
addressed  him,  possessed  all  the  fine  in- 
stincts of  a  true  gentleman.  His  was  one 
of  the  keenest  intellects  I  have  ever  met. 
His  general  all-around  capacity  made 
him  one  of  the  most  powerful  advocates 
In  any  cause  in  which  his  interest  could 
be  aroused.  His  influence  was  a  power- 
ful factor  in  helping  to  shape  the  destiny 
of  this  body  and,  therefore,  the  history 
of  these  United  States. 

I  have  always  been  deeply  thankful 
that  he  was  at  all  times  foursquare  and 
vigorously  a  supporter  of  the  foreign  pol- 
icies of  his  country,  and,  I  believe  this; 
that  this  course  on  his  part  was  the  re- 
sult of  his  fierce  and  intense  pati'iotism. 

I  was  the  la§t  Member  of  this  body  to 
speak  to  him  personally,  when  I  visited 
him  in  the  Naval  Medical  Hospital  at 
Bethesda  on  the  Eve  of  Christmas.  I  re- 
ceived the  same  genial  and  friendly 
greeting  with  which  most  of  us  have 
many  times  been  greeted  by  him.  and 
this  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  just  a  few 
minutes  before  I  arrived  he  began  to  suf- 
fer an  attack,  Genz,  Mrs.  Cox.  and  I 
chatted  just  a  few  minutes,  but  his  at- 
tack became  more  severe  and  he  re- 
quested another  pill  and  the  summoning 
of  his  nurse.  While  the  nurse  was  min- 
istering to  him,  I  slipped  from  the  room 
and  with  Mrs.  Cox  waited  in  the  hall. 

The  last  words  I  heard  from  the  lips 
of  my  friend— spoken  to  his  doctor  and 
hidicative  of  his  genial  and  friendly 
character— were:  "Ask  Mr.  Eberharttr 
to  come  in."  We  decided  it  would  prob- 
ably be  better  for  him  if  he  did  not  at- 
tempt further  conversation.  I  left,  and 
within  the  hour  our  colleague  passed  on 
to  his  reward. 

He  was  a  gentle  soul,  and  I  shall 
always  treasure  the  many  pleasant  hours 
spent  with  him. 

To  his  widow  and  all  the  loved  ones 
he  leaves.  I  extend  my  deep  and  lasting 
sympathy. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  IMr. 
Madden]. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House 
Rules  Committee  has  been  struck  twice 
toy  the  grim  reaper  since  the  election  2 
months  ago.    The  death  of  our  colleague 


Oehx  Oox.  of  Georgia,  who  was  ranking 
Democratic  member  of  our  committee, 
followed  the  death  of  our  chairman. 
Adolf  H  Sabath,  by  only  a  few  weeks. 

I  served  two  terms  as  a  member  of  the 
Rules  Committee  with  Gene  Cox.  I  have 
observed  his  abilities  as  an  outstanding 
statesman  during  my  10  years  service  In 
this  House. 

Though  I  did  not  agree  with  him  on  all 
legisl  ition.  I  found  him  very  human  and 
consilerate  for  those  who  held  opposite 
vie^-s.  He  possessed  a  sympathetic  heart 
and  H"as  always  considerate  of  the  feel- 
ings of  his  fellow  man.  He  will  be  greatly 
missed  by  me  as  well  as  all  the  Members 
of  this  Hou?=e.  His  wife  and  family  have 
my  sincerest  sympathy. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  McCoRM^CK^. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  It 
was  with  a  very  heavy  heart  that  Mrs. 
McCormack  and  I  heard  over  the  radio  of 
the  death  of  our  dear  and  beloved  friend. 
Geni;  Cox.  It  is  with  a  very  heavy  heart 
that  I  today  join  my  colleagues  and  per- 
ticipiite  in  these  tributes  to  his  memory. 

Each  and  every  one  of  us  are  elected 
by  the  people  of  our  districts,  located  In 
different  sections  of  the  country.  We 
com<»  as  new  Members  to  this  body  at 
some  time  or  another.  As  SF>eaker 
Martin  said  today,  81  new  Members  were 
sworn  in  today. 

When  I  came  here  as  a  new  Member, 
one  of  the  first  men  I  met  was  the  man 
to  whose  memory  we  pay  our  tribute  to- 
day. I  came  from  Boston.  He  came 
from  Georgia.  When  we  first  come  here 
we  are  products  of  our  environment,  each 
and  every  one  of  us,  and  we  come  with 
certain  impressions,  those  of  us  of  the 
Wesc  about  the  East  and  tlie  South,  of  the 
Sou'Ji  about  the  West  and  the  East,  and 
of  the  East  about  the  South  and  the 
West.  Then  we  come  here  and  mix  and 
meet  our  colleagues  from  diflferent  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  and  we  revise  our 
views  considerably.  We  find  that  hu- 
man nature  is  pretty  much  the  same 
everywhere.  There  are  men  and  women 
of  fine  character  everywhere,  trying  to 
make  their  contributions  to  those  things 
which  are  nice  and  noble  and  uplifting; 
and  in  the  case  of  those  of  us  who  are 
serving  in  this  body,  we  try  to  make  our 
cont  ributions  to  the  best  interest  of  our 
country. 

When  I  came  here  a  little  over  24  years 
ago,  as  I  have  said,  one  of  the  first  Mem- 
bers I  met  as  a  new  Member  was  my  dear 
and  valued  friend.  Gene  Cox.  From  that 
time  to  the  time  of  his  death  there  de- 
velojjed  between  us  a  friendship  that  to 
me  will  alw  ays  be  a  most  treasured  mem- 
ory of  my  service  in  this  body  and  my 
personal  contact  with  my  colleagues. 

We  differed  considerably,  as  those  who 
served  with  both  of  us  know,  but  there 
was  a  deep  respect  for  the  intellectual 
honesty  of  each  other's  views,  and  there 
was  a  deep  respect  on  the  part  of  Gene 
for  my  views  and  on  my  part  for  the 
sincerity  of  his  views.  There  was  an 
abiding  friendship  between  us. 

I  can  remember  in  1940  when  I  was  a 
candidate  for  majority  leader  in  the 
Democratic  caucus,  the  man  who  led  my 
fight  was  Gene  Cox,  of  Georgia.  I  did 
not  know  at  that  time  what  effort  would 
be  made  by  other  candidates  to  be  elect- 


ed. As  a  matter  of  fact,  an  effort  was 
made  to  postpone  the  election  from  Sep- 
tember 1940  until  January  1941,  unUl 
after  the  general  election.  Without  say- 
ing anything  in  regard  to  the  motives  of 
those  who  wanted  to  postpone  that  elec- 
tion, I  knew  that  was  not  for  my  best 
interests.  I  could  not  plan  my  fight  be- 
cause I  did  not  know  what  was  going  to 
come,  so  to  speak.  I  had  to  wait  until 
we  got  into  the  caucus.  I  oould  not  even 
designate  anyone  to  lead  my  fight.  It  was 
so  uncertain  as  to  what  I  would  en- 
counter In  the  caucus.  When  the  mo- 
tion was  made  to  postpone  the  election. 
I  did  not  have  to  ask  anyone,  for  Gmx 
Cox  jumped  up  to  lead  the  fight  for  me. 
I  shall  never  forset  that.  I  never  forgot 
it  dtiring  his  life,  and  as  long  as  I  live 
I  will  never  forget  it. 

Gene  Cox  was  very  close  to  me.  I 
numbered  him  among  my  most  valued 
friends.  As  he  was  close  to  me  in  life, 
so  will  his  memory  always  remain  close 
to  me  as  long  as  I  live.  And  to  Mrs.  Cox. 
whom  Mrs.  McCormack  and  I  deeply  re- 
spect, and  his  k)ved  ones,  I  extend  the 
profound  sympathy  of  Mrs.  McCormack 
and  myself  in  her  bereavement. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  that  all  Members 
may  have  permission  to  extend  their  re- 
marks at  this  point  on  the  hf  e.  character, 
and  services  of  the  late  Honorable  Exr- 
CENE  Cox,  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Georgia. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  deaUi  of  Eugene  Cox,  of 
Georgia  came  to  all  of  us  as  a  severe 
shock.  That  was  tnie  especially  of  the 
older  Members  of  the  House. 

Eugene  Cox  and  I  came  to  the  House 
together.  We  both  were  Members  of  the 
Sixty-ninth  Congress.  From  that  time 
until  the  hour  of  his  death  he  was  a  true 
and  treasured  friend. 

During  these  years  I  have  come  to  ad> 
mire  his  great  talents  and  his  rugged 
Americanism.  He  was  a  man  of  strong 
convictions,  and  he  was  steadfast  in  sup- 
port of  those  convictions. 

Where  he  gave  his  friendship  he  never 
wavered  in  his  loj-alty  to  that  friend.  He 
was  ever  ready  to  demonstrate  that 
friend.'-hip  even  when  it  was  agahist  his 
own  interests. 

He  loved  the  House.  He  loved  his 
country,  and  with  great  fervor  he  ever 
battled  to  keep  the  country  strong  and 
true  to  personal  freedom. 

He  was  an  orator  of  great  skill  and  a 
frequent  participant  in  the  historic  de- 
bates of  the  last  26  years.  He  made  a 
powerful  impress  upon  Government 
policies. 

We  shall  miss  Eugene  Cox  as  a  great 
friend  and  a  great  American.  To  his  fine 
wife  and  family  I  extend  my  deepest 
sympathy  in  their  hour  of  sorrow. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  MississippL  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  desire  to  join  in  the  many 
tributes  being  paid  to  the  memory  of  our 
late  distinguished  colleague.  Judge  Cox, 
of  Georgia.  I  can  speak  with  special  ref- 
erence to  the  unfailing  kindness  which 
he  exhibited  to  new  Members  of  the 
House,  for  I  was  a  beneficiary. 


Judge  Cox  was  one  of  the  elder  states- 
men of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
one  of  its  most  infiuential  Members,  but 
he  always  had  time  for  a  considerate 
thought  or  word  with  any  Member.  As 
a  Member  who  served  only  briefiy  with 
him.  I  want  to  exprtss  my  deep  apprecia- 
tion for  his  courtesy  and  kindness  to  me. 
We  have  lost  an  able  legislator  and  lead- 
er, but  also  a  kind  jiersonal  friend. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  the 
passing  of  the  Honorable  Eugene  Cox, 
one  of  the  true  pillars  of  this  House  is 
gone. 

He  ably  represented  his  State  and 
fought  for  those  principles  which  have 
made  this  Nation  great.  He  hated  sub- 
terfuge and  hypocrisy.  He  opposed 
them  with  a  fierceness  that  was  awesome 
and  inspiring.  We  will  miss  him  great- 
ly. 

I  visited  Judge  Cox  while  he  was  In 
the  hospital.  As  always  he  was  cheer- 
ful and  courteous.  It  wm  a  pleasure 
just  to  chat  with  him  and  to  wish  him 
a  sjieedy  recovery. 

However,  the  Almighty  had  decreed 
otherwise,  and  Gene  Cox  lives  now  only 
in  the  memories  of  those  who  knew  and 
loved  him  and  to  those  countless  mil- 
lions whom  his  life  has  Ijenefited. 
No  finer  memorial  could  be. 
Mr.  RICHARDS  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  pay  a  tribute  to  our  great,  departed 
friend,  colleague,  and  comrade,  Edwako 
Eugene  Cox. 

When  I  received  the  sad  news  of 
Gene's  death,  it  was  a  great  blow  to  me 
and  very  hard  to  realize  that  he  was 
gone.  It  is  true  I  knew  that  his  health 
was  none  too  good  in  recent  months 
and  that  the  yeais  and  hard  work  had 
exacted  their  toll,  but  it  simply  had  not 
occurred  to  me  that  Gene  Cox  would 
ever  pass  away.  He  was  one  of  those 
strong,  virile  type.',  that  we  only  associate 
with  life  and  living — never  whining, 
never  complaining,  never  seeming  to 
realize  that  there  is  a  limit  to  human 
energies. 

Eugene  Cox  was  a  great  statesman, 
patriot  and  debater,  an  ardent  lover  of 
his  country  and  defender  of  the  faith 
of  his  native  State  and  the  South.  Eager 
for  the  fray  whi^re  issues  of  principle 
in  which  he  t)elieved  were  involved,  some- 
times fierce  and  impulsive  in  battle  when 
it  came,  but  always  willing  to  meet  any 
foe  more  than  halfway  in  effort  to  heal 
the  scars  of  what  he  may  have  said  or 
done. 

It  has  been  sale  of  our  departed  friend 
on  this  floor  than  the  Omnipotent  Pot- 
ter, who  shai>es  molds  of  human  clay, 
broke  the  one  that  encased  the  body  and 
soul  of  Gene  Cox.  That  may  be  a  rash 
statement  to  make  about  things  we  know 
not  of,  but  certainly  few  who  knew, 
admired  and  lov<id  him  will  deny  that 
he  was  a  unique  character  on  and  off 
the^oor  of  Congress,  whose  like  has  not 
been  seen  here  and  probably  never  will. 
Gene  Cox  was  able,  courageous,  loyal, 
and  a  foeman  worthy  of  any  man's 
steel,  but  withal  iis  gentle  and  forgiving 
as  an  Infant  in  his  inner  soul.  His 
friends  and  admirers  are  legion.  I  am 
proud  that  we  were  warm  pyersonal 
friends.  He  has  proved  it  on  more  than 
one  occasion. 

May  the  all-wise  and  omnipotent  Ruler 
of  the  Universe  place  the  hand  of  com- 


fort upon  his  loved  ones  left  behind  and 
dry  away  their  tears. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  great 
Georgian  and  a  great  American  has  left 
us.  In  OxNE  Cox  we  were  privileged  to 
know  a  truly  big  man.  His  long  and 
impressive  record  of  service  was  marked 
alike  with  distinguished  achievements 
and  simple  kindnesses.  Therefore,  as  we 
mourn  his  passing  we  share  a  grief  that 
bears  on  many  shoulders  throughout  the 
Nation. 

I  knew  a  common  bond  with  Gene  Cox 
for  he  represented  the  district  in  which 
I  was  born  and  where  I  grew  to  man- 
hood. His  friends  were  my  friends. 
They  saw  in  Gene  Cox  a  man  of  sturdy 
stock,  a  man  who  placed  Americanism 
first,  a  man  devoted  to  his  ideals,  and  a 
man  unafraid  to  fight  for  the  things  in 
which  he  believed.  Wisely  they  turned 
to  him  for  leadership  and  he  gave  them 
a  leadership  which  never  faltered. 

I  have  lost  a  valued  friend  and  a  wise 
counselor.  Congress  and  the  Nation 
have  lost  a  great  statesman  whose  strong 
voice  still  is  sorely  needed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
join  with  my  colleagues  in  the  well- 
earned  tributes  being  paid  to  the  late 
E.  Eugene  Cox. 

We  remember  Judge  Cox  as  a  man 
possessed  of  the  greatest  kindness  and 
sincerity.  His  profound  ability  in  the 
field  of  government  led  him  to  become 
one  of  the  most  valued  servants  of  this 
Nation  he  loved  so  dearly.  With  wisdom, 
he  foresaw  that  these  United  States  are 
not  able  to  Uve  alone,  but  rather  that 
they  must  assert  their  leadership  among 
the  free  nations  of  the  world  if  we  are  to 
attain  universal  peace. 

He  will  be  greatly  missed  by  all  of  us. 
My  sincerest  and  most  heartfelt  sym- 
pathies are  extended  to  Mrs.  Cox  and  to 
his  children. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, as  we  return  from  our  respective  dis- 
tricts to  take  up  the  duties  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  we  find  that  there  is  a 
vacancy  because  of  the  death  of  E.  Eu- 
gene Cox,  of  Georgia,  who  was  one  of  the 
outstanding  and  capable  leaders  of  the 
Congress. 

I  feel  a  distinct  personal  loss  In  the 
passing  of  Gene.  I  knew  of  him  when 
he  was  judge  of  the  superior  court  in 
Georgia,  prior  to  the  time  he  entered  the 
halls  of  Congress,  and  he  was  known  over 
the  State  of  Georgia  as  a  distinguished 
and  able  jurist.  His  district  joined  the 
county  in  which  I  resided  and  practiced 
law  until  1925,  at  which  time  I  went  to 
Port  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

When  I  came  to  the  Congress  in  1945, 
I  found  Gene  Cox  in  the  Congress  as 
one  of  its  leaders.  Being  native  fellow 
Georgians  we  formed  a  friendship  that 
grew  through  our  association.  His  fam- 
ily and  my  family,  for  the  past  6  years, 
hved  at  the  Wardman  Park  Hotel,  and 
we  spent  many  happy  evenings  together. 
Gene  was  a  man  of  many  virtues;  he 
was  especially  loyal  to  his  friends  and 
devoted  to  his  wife,  Grace;  he  was  a 
beloved  father  and  regarded  his  chil- 
dren as  his  "jewelA";  he  was  a  St.  Peter 
with  his  impulsive  and  Impetuous  nature, 
yet  a  St.  John  with  belovedness,  calm- 
ness, kindness,  and  compassion  toward 
his  fellow  man.    He  possessed  a  noble 


soul  that  was  filled  with  the  milk  of 
human  kindness. 

Gene  Cox  was  a  man  of  courage  and 
conviction  and  stood  by  his  courage  and 
conviction.  He  was  generous,  consid- 
erate, and  tolerant. 

We  will  all  miss  the  excellent  courage 
and  leadership  of  Gene  Cox  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress.  Not  only  the 
State  of  Georgia  but  the  entire  Nation 
can  111  afford  the  loss  of  this  man.  To 
have  known  him  is  enrichment.  To 
have  lost  him  is  desolation.  To  have 
memory  of  him  is  sturdy  equipment. 

To  his  beloved  wife  and  family  our 
expressions  of  sjmipathy  are  the  deeper 
as  we  measure  knowingly  the  incalcula- 
ble  loss  they  endilre. 

May  God  bless  and  sustain  them  in 
this,  their  sad  hour  of  sorrow. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  (H.  Res.  9). 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Ed- 
WABO  ET7GEKE  Cox,  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Oeorgta. 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  famUy  of  the  decea 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE^^WILLIAM 
G.  STIGLER.  A  REPRESENTATIVE 
PROM  THE  STATE  OPXJKLAHOMA 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Albert]. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks,  and  that  I  may 
Insert  with  my  remarks  a  tribute  to  our 
late  colleague,  Hon.  William  G.  Stigler, 
a  eulogy  by  our  former  colleague.  Hon. 
Toby  Morris^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  five  legislative  days  within 
which  to  extend  their  remarks  on  the 
life,  character,  and  services  of  our  late 
colleague,  the  Honorable  William  Q. 
Stigler. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  with 
a  heavy  heart  that  I  advise  the  House 
of  the  death  during  the  recent  congres- 
sional adjournment  of  one  of  the  finest 
friends  I  have  ever  had,  the  late  Hon- 
orable William  G.  Stigler.  of  the  Sec- 
ond Congressional  District  of  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  Stigler  was  elected  to  this  House 
In  a  special  election  held  March  7,  1944. 
He  served  continually  until  his  death. 

Bill  Stigleb  was  born  July  7,  1891, 
at  Stigler,  Okla.,  a  little  city  in  the  east- 
em  part  of  our  State,  named  in  honor 
of  his  father.  He  died  in  the  same  com- 
munity on  August  21,  1952. 

He  was  born,  lived,  and  died  among 
the  hills  of  eastern  Oklahoma,  which 
were  dearer  to  him  than  all  the  places 
of  the  earth.  Mrs.  Stigler  and  their  two 
lovely  daughters  survive  him. 
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William  G.  Stigleu  was  truly  one  of 
Oklahbma's  finest  citlaens  and  public 
geryants.  He  has  left  behind  him  a  long 
and  noble  record  ol  senrice  to  his  State 
and  Nation. 

Of  Choctaw  Indian  descent,  he  was 
once  attorney  for  the  Choctaw  Tribe. 
He  knew  more  about  Indian  problems 
and  accomplished  more  in  this  body  in 
the  field  of  Indian  legislation,  affecting 
the  Five  Civilized  Tribes,  than  any  other 
Member  of  Congress  in  the  history  of 
our  State. 

Bill  Stiglxii  was  a  soldier  and  a  leader 
anK)ng  the  veterans  of  Oklahoma.  He 
was  a  combat  veteran  of  World  War  L 
In  1934  he  was  department  commander 
of  the  American  Legion.  He  was  the 
best  informed  man  on  veterans'  affairs 
that  I  have  ever  known. 

Congressman  Stigler  came  to  this 
House  with  broad  experience  as  a  lawyer 
and  legislator.  He  served  in  our  State 
senate  and  was  president  pro  tempore 
of  that  body. 

Bill  loved  his  friends,  who  indeed  were 
legion.  He  was  loyal.  He  was  gener- 
ous. He  possessed  the  noblest  traits  of 
generosity  so  characteristic  of  his  race. 

Bill  Stigler  was  a  great  patriot.  A 
proud  first  American,  he  always  put 
America  first.  lie  gave  every  ounce  of 
energy  he  had  to  the  service  of  his  coun- 
try and  to  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  the  high  oftlce  to  which  his  people 
entrusted  him.         ^ 

I  have  never  had  a  finer  friend.  As 
long  as  I  live.  Bill  Sxic^LEii  will  live  in 
my  memory.  I  have  lost  a  friend.  Qui- 
country  has  lost  a  statesman.  I  extend 
to  Mrs.  Stigler  and  their  lovely  daughters 
my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave  heretofore 
granted.  I  now  include  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  eulogy  prepared  by  our  friend 
and  former  colleague,  the  Hoi«orable 
Toby  Morris,  of  Law  ten,  Okla. : 

£uLOGY  or  Hon.  William  Q.  Stiolsr  bt  Tobt 
Morris 

It  was  my  honor  and  pleasure  to  serve,  as 
his  colleague,  In  the  United  States  H^use 
of  Representatives,  for  about  5"^  of  ^^e  3 
years  that  the  late  Honorflble  Willi.mw  G. 
Stiglkr  served.  During  that  time  I  came  to 
know  blm  as  a  true  and  valued  friend.  I 
had  known  him  for  many  years  before  my 
aer%-ice  began  in  Congress.  In  January  1947. 
but  only  sl'ghtly.  It  was  by  association  a£ 
Members  of  Congress  that  I  was  honored  by 
his  warm  friendship.  This  I  shall  remember 
as  long  aa  my  life  shall  last. 

I  have  npver  known  a  man  more  devoted 
to  the  hh  hest  ideals  of  public  service  than 
Bill  Sticlkr.  His  constant  thought  was  that 
of  the  welfare  of  the  good  people  whom  he 
had  the  honor  to  represent.  In  the  Second 
District  In  Oklahoma,  and  also  of  his  be- 
loved State  and  Nation. 

And.  not  culy  did  he  sincerely  have  the 
welfare  of  the  people  in  mind,  at  all  times, 
but  he  labored  continuously  to  promote  such 
welfare.  Whether  In  his  office  answering 
mall  of  constituents  and  attending  to  other 
cfflTlal  details,  or  in  committee,  carefully 
examining  wltnesEes  and  documents,  and 
studying  proposed  laglslatlon,  or  engaging 
In  debates  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  he  ex- 
hibited always  a  keen  interest  In  and  a  pro- 
found knowledge  of  what  was  transpiring. 
In  other  words,  he  worked  extremely  hard 
concentrating  on  the  work  at  hand  and  knew 
It  all  as  an  expert.  His  service  was  Invalua- 
ble to  hlB  district.  State,  and  Nation.  We, 
Ilia  Oklahoma  colleagues,  often  affectionately 
referred  to  him  aa  a  good  Indian.  He  waa 
one,  in  fact  and  in  truth.    No  nobler  epitaph 


could.  In  my  judgment,  be  used.  He  was 
one-fourth  Choctaw  Indian  In  blood.  Ho 
was  devoioi  indeed  to  hlfi  Indian  constitu- 
ents and  wu.-.  recognized  as  one  of  the  oiit- 
stJ'.r'llns  au'.hontles  In  the  United  States 
rn  V'.'.cnKr.  legislation  and  problems  generally. 
Si^'t  what  we  meant  by  this  expression  was 
that  he  was  a  good  man,  good  husband  and 
father,  good  legislator  and  citizen.  He  was 
truly  one  of  the  best  in  each  category. 

For  some  time  before  his  death.  Bill  Stig- 
ler was  the  dean  of  the  Oklah'^ma  congrps- 
Blonal  delegation  In  the  House.  We  snujtht 
and  relied  upon  his  advice  concerning  many 
matters.  He  was  always  ready,  willing,  and 
able  to  unselfishly  assist  us  in  any  way  pos- 
sible. 

Bill  Stiglxh.  who  was  a  distinguished 
Oklahoma  lawyer,  served  In  many  promi- 
nent stations  in  life,  among  which  were 
Oklahoma  State  senator:  membf-r  of  the 
State  soldiers'  relief  commission:  depart- 
mental commander  of  the  American  Legion 
for  the  State  of  Oklahoma;  executive  vice 
president  of  tlie  Choctaw  Area  council  of 
the  Bey  Scouti.  of  Okiaho  ua.  and  national 
attorney  for  the  Choctaw  liiduin  Nation  for 
7  years. 

These  acompllshmen^'s  are  proof  enough 
of  his  cvitstanding;  ability  However,  In  con- 
cli;s.oii,  I  Will  to  say  that  he  had  not  only 
a  blf^  mlrd.  but  also  a  b  g  heart.  Hp  loved 
his  friends,  his  State,  his  N.*Uon.  Hj  loved 
Justice  and  right.  He  loved  humanity.  He 
knew  that — 

"The  n'qht  has  a  thousai'id  eyes  and  the  day 

but  one. 
Yet  the  light  of  a  whole  world  dies  with  the 

setting  sun  — 
The  mind  has  a  thousand  eyes  and  the  heart 

but  one. 
Yet  the  light  of  a  whole  life  dies  when  lU 

love,{s  done." 

May  God  hless  his  good  wlf*  nnd  family 
who  mcurn  the  passing  of  this  noble  man. 

The  ?reat  Second  Di.-trict  of  Okla- 
hoMa.  whlcli  Contrres^man  Stigleu  rep- 
resented at  the  time  of  his  denth.  is  now 
represented  by  a  new  Member  who  tooK 
his  cath  of  office  todf^y.  a  disMr.r^uished 
your.-'  Cklahcman.  It  u:  my  plen«rure  at 
this  time  to  recognize  Conprp.<.«man 
Sticler's  successor,  the  centloman  from 
Oklahoma  (Mr.  Edm-^ndson]. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaher,  it 
is  an  honor  to  addre-s  this  Kou<!«  on 
one's  first  da"  as  a  Member,  but  that 
honor  is  multiplied  many  times  by  the 
fact  that  t!iO  occo  ion  i,^  an  opportunity 
to  say  a  ftw  words  in  behalf  of  a  man 
who  wa,s  not  only  a  dear  friend  but  also  a 
great  Oklahoman  and  a  Rreat  American, 
a  man  who  held  the  office  of  Conf-'re-vs- 
man  from  the  Second  District  of  Okla- 
homa for  many  years,  and  a  man  who, 
had  he  chosen  to  rim  aeain  in  the  pri- 
maries last  spring,  would  still  be  holding 
that  office  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  no 
one  in  the  di.sti  ict  would  have  elected  to 
run  against  him. 

Bn-L  SncLKi  was  a  man,  as  Congress- 
man Albert  has  said,  who  was  a  great 
leader,  and  representative  of  the  Choc- 
taw Indian  people.  He  was  a  man  of 
vision,  a  man  of  complete,  absolute,  and 
imquestioned  integrity;  a  man  of  the  very 
highest  principles ;  a  man  whose  watch- 
word and  daily  byword  at  all  times  was 
service — service  and  complete  unselfish- 
ness. He  was  a  man  of  unquestioned 
courage;  a  man  who  had  the  strength 
of  his  convictions,  and  a  man  who  did 
not  hesitate  to  act  in  accordance  with 
those  convictions. 

The  example  which  he  has  set  for  all 
of    us    in    the    Oklahoma    delegation. 


through  his  service  In  Congress,  is  a  fine 
one.  Certainly  the  State  and  the  Na- 
tion as  well  have  lost  a  fine  leader  in 
the  halls  of  Congress. 

Of  all  the  men  that  I  knew  in  my  brief 
period  in  pubUc  life.  Bill  STicLxm  was 
.;ne  about  whom  I  never  heard  the  breath 
of  scandal  or  a  single  suggestion  or  in- 
sinuation regarding  his  complete  integ- 
rity. His  honesty  was  beyond  any  ques- 
tion. Whatever  criticism  may  have  been 
directed  against  him  by  the  very  few 
who  did  question  his  votes  on  occasion, 
his  sincerity  of  purpose  and  his  honesty 
and  his  mtegrity  were  never  questioned 
by  any  man  within  my  hearing. 

Wlien  the  final  summary  is  made  of  a 
man's  achievements  in  life,  if  that  man 
has  set  a  model  for  his  fellow  man  in 
his  personal  conduct  and  by  the  exam- 
{jIc  of  his  integrity,  he  has  left  a  monu- 
ment greater  ttan  anything  carved  in 
granite  or  marble  or  stone  for  his  fellow 
man. 

It  IS  with  humility  and  with  a  sense  of 
my  o'.vn  shortcomiiu's  that  I  undertake 
the  task  of  following  in  W.  G.  Snctir.  s 
f oot' tejas  as  Representative  from  the 
Second  District  of  Oklahoma. 

I  have  had  so  many  people  of  the 
d'-trict  tell  me  in  the  past  few  months 
that  if  I  make  half  the  Congressman 
Bill  W3S  they  would  be  well  satisfied, 
that  I  have  no  question  of  the  fact 
that  he  won  an  untiring  place  in  the 
hearts  of  the  people  of  my  district.  The 
farmer,  the  veteran,  the  school  teacher, 
the  busine.ssman,  the  working  people, 
the  men  and  women  of  the  S.  cond  Dis- 
trict in  Oklahoma  have  all  lost  a  true 
friend.  To  Mrs.  Stigler  and  to  Bill's 
lovtlv  daughters  I  am  proud  on  this  oc- 
cas'on  to  join  in  a  me^^sasc  of  sympathy, 
and  I  now  wish  that  Bill  Sticlkh's 
memory  may  live  on  in  the  hearts  of 
all  his  fellow  citizens,  as  it  will  In  mine. 

Mr  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the    gfMitleman    from    Oklahoma    I  Mr. 

WICKER.=H\M  1. 

Mr.  WI^Kr.RSHAM.  Mr  Speaker.  I 
came  to  Congress  nearly  12  years  ago. 
At  thrit  time,  and  ever  since,  there  has 
been  no  one  in  Oklahoma  who  was 
e-teerned  more  highly  than  our  late 
friend,  the  Honorable  Bn.L  Stigleu.  He 
rou^d  have  b*"en  easily  elected  governor, 
or  to  any  hi^h  position  to  which  he 
m'r.ht  have  aspired  In  our  great  State 
of  Olclahomp  •  hr>  wa?  head  of  our  legis- 
lature for  several  y«*ars.  He  has  piloted 
thr-iir'.h  Coni^rc-s  many  most  worth- 
while measures  pertaining  to  benefits 
to  Indian"!. 

Bill  Sttclet.  was  capable,  honest,  effl- 
cient,  courteous,  and  cooperative;  I 
would  <:ny  he  was  a  "good  Indian."  He 
was  a  "good  soldier"  and  was  a  "good 
scout."  Bill  was  very  active  as  Amer- 
ican Legion  department  commander  of 
our  great  State  for  many  years.  Bill 
woiiced  dlhgently  on  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Bill  Stigliii  died  with 
his  boots  on. 

I  am  sure  he  would  want  us  to  re- 
member Tennyson's  great  words: 

Sunset  and  evening  star. 

And  one  clear  call  for  me! 
And   may  there   be   no   moaning  of  the   bar 

When  I  put  otrt  to  sea. 

Bill  Stiglek  will  be  remembered 
many,  many  years. 


Let  me  say  to  the  Members  here  that 
all  o(  us  are  working  too  hard.  I  think 
Bill  Stigler  worked  too  hard.  He  was 
so  conscientiou;j.  During  the  10  years 
I  have  served  in  Congress  16  members  of 
the  Oklahoma  delegation  or  former 
Members  of  th«;  House  or  Senate  from 
Oklahoma  have  passed  away.  Let  us 
slow  down  a  little  and  be  able  to  render 
a  greater  service  for  a  longer  period. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
I  Mr.  Stkd]. 

Mr.  STEED.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  the  few 
brief  yeau^  I  have  had  the  honor  and 
privilege  of  serving  in  this  House  I  have 
been  impressed  many  times  by  the  fre- 
quency with  which  our  colleagues  are 
stricken  down  by  death  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  daily  duties.  Each  time  as 
we  pause  in  our  labors  to  pay  our  re- 
spects to  these  hard-working  colleagues 
it  has  been  Impressed  even  more  deeply 
on  me  how  heavy  and  arduous  has  been 
the  task  these  men  have  been  called  upon 
to  perform,  and  how  literally  it  can  be 
said  that  they  have  given  their  hves  in 
the  service  of  their  country.  I  know  of 
no  case  in  which  it  could  be  more  truly 
stated  that  overwork  had  hastened  the 
day  of  death  of  any  of  our  colleagues 
than  in  the  case  of  the  late  William 
Stigler,  of  Oklahoma. 

In  the  last  few  years  that  Mr.  Stigler 
served  here  he  was  not  in  good  health 
and  for  many  months  he  had  to  make 
the  decision  whether  or  not  to  shirk  his 
duty  here  or  to  risk  his  life.  For  too 
long  a  time  he  made  the  decision  in  favor 
of  the  job  he  came  here  to  do  although 
he  finally  heeded  the  advice  of  his  doctor 
and  decided  to  retire  from  these  halls. 
Unfortunately  he  waited  too  long,  and 
the  days  of  rest  and  pleasure  he  had 
envisioned  back  at  his  home  in  Stigler, 
Okla.,  were  to  be  denied  him  because  he 
had  stayed  too  long  in  r>erformance  of 
his  work  and  had  drained  his  vitality  to 
the  point  where  he  could  not  survive. 

Whatever  else  may  be  said  of  him.  I 
think  the  most  impressive  thing  in  his 
life  was  that  his  supreme  devotion  to 
duty  and  his  great  love  for  public  serv- 
ice carried  him  to  the  point  where  he 
literally  did  give  his  life  in  the  service 
of  his  country.  He  had  offered  himself 
in  the  service  of  his  country  as  a  soldier, 
then  as  a  public  servant. 

He  occupied  a  unique  position  in  this 
House  during  the  time  he  served  here 
because  he  was  a  member  of  that  great 
race  known  as  the  American  Indians. 
In  our  hfetime  no  man  who  traced  his 
racial  heritage  to  these  great  people  gave 
a  Ijetter  example  of  the  many  contribu- 
tions in  service  and  tradition  that  the 
American  Indians  have  given  to  this 
country  than  did  Mr.  Stigler. 

He  was  of  a  gentle  character.  When 
I  first  came  here,  one  of  the  impressions 
made  upon  me,  and  which  I  shall  always 
remember,  was  that  in  making  the  ac- 
quaintance of  other  Members  of  the 
House  I  found  no  man  who  had  anything 
but  the  finest  and  warmest  feeling  for 
Mr.  Stigler.  If  it  can  honestly  be  said 
that  a  Member  served  over  a  period  of 
years  in  this  House  and  made  no  man 
his  enemy,  that  can  be  said  of  Bill 
Stigler.  It  seemed  that  everyone  who 
knew  him  applauded  his  fine  character 


and   his   generosity   and   fairness   and 
loved  him  for  those  qualities. 

Mr,  Speaker.  I  Join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  extending  my  deep  sympathy 
to  the  family  and  friends  of  this  great 
Oklahoman,  this  great  American,  Bill 
Stigler. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
•Tariiian  1 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  join 
with  my  colleagues  from  Oklahoma  and 
other  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  paying  a  sincere  tribute 
and  eulogy  to  a  great  Oklahoman  and 
a  great  American,  William  G.  Stigler. 
Our  State  and  our  Nation  have  profited 
by  his  life  and  by  his  service  and  will  be 
poorer  because  of  his  loss. 

Mr.  Stigler  was  an  outstanding  law- 
yer in  Oklahoma.  He  served  in  the  State 
senate  before  coming  to  the  House  of 
Representatives.  When  I  served  .in  the 
State  S3nate  I  was  very  cor,5cious  of  the 
record  and  the  work  that  Senator  Stig- 
ler had  left  behind  him  before  he  came 
to  this  Congress. 

When  I  came  here  I  found  a  man  who. 
though  very  busy  on  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  busy  in  representing  his 
own  district  and  State  and  Nation,  still 
had  time  to  help  a  freshman  Congress- 
man get  started  to  begin  service  in  this 
House,  a  man  of  heart,  a  man  of  char- 
acter, a  man  who  believed  sincerely  in 
the  finest  ideals  of  this  Nation.  He 
worked  to  that  end  both  in  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  and  in  his  service  here  in  this 
House  of  Representatives.  I  join  in  the 
fine  tribute  paid  to  him  today  by  the 
members  of  our  delegation,  and  I  join  in 
the  sincere  sympathy  that  we  extend  to 
Mrs.  Stigler  and  to  his  two  daughters. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  Bill 
Stigler,  as  I  knew  him,  was  one  of  the 
finest  men  I  have  ever  known.  He  was 
good  and  great.  He  was  a  good  legisla- 
tor, a  real  statesman. 

His  type  of  man  we  can  ill  afiford  to 
lose.  My  deepest  sjonpathy  goes  out  to 
all  of  his  Ipved  ones. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  came 
as  a  distinct  shock  to  me  when  I  received 
a  telegram  advising  me  of  the  death  of 
my  good  friend  and  colleague  the  late 
Honorable  William  G.  Stigler  of  the 
Second  Congressional  District  of  Okla- 
homa. I  had  known  that  Bill  was  not 
in  good  health,  but  I  had  no  idea  that  he 
was  so  seriously  ill. 

Bill  Stigler  and  I  had  been  personal 
friends  for  many,  many  years.  I  first 
met  him  through  his  activities  in  the 
Oklahoma  Department  of  the  American 
Legion.  I  was  active  in  helping  him  be 
elected  as  department  commander  for 
the  State  of  Oklahoma.  I  had  worked 
with,  and  associated  with,  himdn  Legion 
activities  from  that  time  to  the  time  of 
his  death. 

Bill  was  a  m&n  who  had  many  friends 
because  he  was  a  friendly  man.  He  was 
a  great  humanitarian,  and  spent  many 
years  of  his  life  helping  the  disabled  vet- 
erans, widows,  and  orphans.  Bill  was 
a  hard,  aggressive  worker,  a  man  who 
took  his  duties  seriously.  Perhaps  that 
characteristic  hastened  his  death.  Re- 
gardless of  his  physical  condition.  Bill  so 
loved  his  friends  and  his  buddies  that  he 
was  willing  to  make  any  personal  sacri- 
fice for  them. 


I  have  lost  a  great  friend  and  the  coun- 
try has  lost  a  great  statesman.  I  extend 
to  Mrs.  Stigler  and  his  lovely  daughters 
and  the  rest  of  his  family  my  deepest 
sympathy. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  my 
pleasure  to  know  and  to  love  Bill  Stig- 
ler. For  several  years  we  worked  to- 
gether on  the  Subcommittee  on  Appro- 
priations for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. That  association  was  always  har- 
monious and  constructive. 

Bill  believed  in  himself  because  he 
believed,  with  all  his  heart,  in  what  was 
sound,  fair,  and  which  added  to  the  sum 
total  of  our  progress. 

With  such  faith  is  a  great  Nation 
builded.  Such  faith  is  the  very  raw 
materials  of  a  great  body  such  as  ours. 

Such  men  as  Bill  Stigler  leave  their 
mark  upon  the  hearts  and  memories  of 
other  men.  In  a  way  they  never  leave 
us  for  their  good  works  live  on  and  color 
our  conduct  forever. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  havo 
lost  a  good  friend  and  a  capable  legis- 
lator with  the  departure  of  William 
Stigler.  His  record  of  service  to  the 
Nation  and  to  his  native  State  of  Okla- 
homa was  a  highly  distinguished  one. 

I  wish  to  join  with  my  many  colleagues 
who  extend  their  deep  and  sincere  sjTn- 
pathy  to  Mrs.  Stigler  and  his  two  daugh- 
ters. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  passing  of  V/illiam  G.  Stigler  was  a 
grievous  loss  to  the  pubUc  service.  Like 
Carroll  of  Carrollton,  he  honored  the 
city  and  State  with  which  his  family 
was  historically  identified.  Bill  Stigler 
of  Stigler  was  known  for  his  devotion 
to  the  highest  standards  of  legislative 
service  first  in  the  Oklahoma  General 
Assembly  and  in  later  years  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

It  was  a  privilege  to  work  with  him 
in  these  Halls  and  to  have  the  inspira- 
tion of  his  friendship.  "Being  faithful 
vmto  death  he  has  received  his  crown 
of  life." 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  (H.  Res.  10)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Wil- 
liam G.  Stiglzk,  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Oklahoma. 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


THE  LATE  BRIEN  McMAHON 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut   [Mr. 

DODD], 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  my 
first  day  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  should  be.  of  course, 
as  you  Members  who  have  served  here 
before  will  well  imderstand,  a  completely 
happy  occasion  for  me.  one  that  I  shall 
remember*  all  the  days  of  my  life.  How- 
ever, it  is  not  completely  happy  because 
I  rise  to  pay  tribute  to  a  dear  friend  who 
passed  away  last  July  while  in  the  prime 
of  life,  the  great  senior  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  Bsien  McMahon. 
I  was  privileged  to  know  him  intimatel/ 
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and  well.  I  served  at  his  side  In  the 
Department  of  Justice  when  he  was  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Criminal  Division.  In  earlier  days  I  had 
known  him  in  young  manhood.  He  was 
at  all  times  a  devoted  and  warm  friend 
of  mine.  It  occurred  to  me  today  as  I 
entered  this  chamber  that  on  two  or 
three  occasions  in  my  lifetime  he  had 
suggested  to  me  that  I  seek  public  oflBce. 
I  was  never  able  to  do  so  until  this  past 
year.  But  it  seems  a  strange,  hard  fate 
that  he  could  not  be  living  to  share  with 
me  the  joy  of  having  won  election  to  this 
distinguished  body,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Brien  McMahon  was  a  very 
great  man ;  he  was  a  great  American ;  he 
served  his  State  and  he  served  his  Nation 
well,  and  I  think  it  is  not  an  exaggeration 
to  say  that  he  served  as  well  the  peoples 
of  this  world.  He  was  bom  and  raised 
In  Connecticut.  He  was  a  product  of  our 
public  schools.  He  was  a  graduate  of 
Fordham  University  in  1924  and  of  the 
Yale  Law  School  in  1927.  Prom  his 
earliest  days  he  was  marked  for  great 
things.  He  was  an  industrious  and  a 
brilliant  student.  After  he  left  law 
school  he  entered  the  practice  of  law  and 
he  became  judge  of  the  city  court  of 
Norwalk.  and  then  the  great  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  Homer 
Cummings,  called  him  to  Washington  as 
his  assistant,  and  in  a  little  while  he  was 
raised  to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General 
In  the  Department  of  Justice.  Those  who 
served  with  him  say,  and  the  record  of 
time  will  bear  them  out,  that  he  was  one 
of  the  best  Assistant  Attorneys  General 
that  the  Nation  has  ever  had.  After  he 
had  concluded  a  brilliant  service  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  with  an  inter- 
lude of  only  a  little  while  in  the  general 
practice  of  law,  he  sought  a  Senate  seat 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut  and  won 
it  in  1944.  He  was  reelected  in  1950.  I 
suppose  he  is  best  known  and  will  be  long 
remembered  by  many  people  because  of 
his  great  work  as  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy. 

Those  who  have  served  in  the  Congress 
know  of  his  wonderful  work  with  that 
committee,  and  what  great  leadership 
he  gave  to  it. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  earnestly  be- 
lieve that  one  of  the  real  reasons  we 
have  been  able  to  preserve  some  sem- 
blance of  peace  in  the  world  is  the  fact 
that  we  possess  the  power  of  atomic  en- 
ergy. Brien  McMahon  and  those  who 
served  with  him  preserved  and  developed 
that  power  for  this  Nation.  But  he  was 
more  than  a  great  legislator,  he  was  more 
than  a  great  lawyer,  he  was,  believe  me, 
a  good  man.  He  was  industrious;  I 
never  knew  a  man  who  worked  harder 
at  any  ta-k  he  ever  undertook,  and  he 
had  great  ability.  When  you  put  those 
talents  together  you  get  great  results. 

He  was  stricken  down  in  the  prime  of 
his  life,  only  in  his  forty-ninth  year,  and 
in  the  early  days  of  his  second  term  in 
the  United  States  Senate.  It  is  a  great 
pity  and  a  great  tragedy  that  the  Con- 
gress has  lost  him,  and  it  is  a  greater  pity 
and  a  greater  tragedy  that  his  State  and 
his  Nation  have  lost  him.  because  he 
had  so  much  to  give  in  the  diflQcult  years 
that  lie  ahead. 

Just  a  year  ago,  I  remember  very  well, 
I  visited  with  him  in  his  home.     He  was 


planning  and  looking  ahead  to  his  term 
in  the  Senate,  not  knowing  that  already, 
hidden  away  in  his  body,  was  a  dread 
cancer  which  was  to  take  his  life  in  a 
few  short  months. 

I  sat  in  the  great  Democratic  National 
Convention  in  Chicago  and  heard  his 
name  offered  to  that  great  convention 
as  a  possibility  for  the  highest  office  in 
this  land.  His  name  did  not  go  in  nomi- 
nation because  we  knew  then  that  he 
was  on  his  deathbed.  His  family  tell 
us  that  he  heard  and  saw  the  generous 
tribute  paid  to  him  by  the  men  and 
women  who  attended  that  convention. 
In  a  few  days  he  went  beyond  to  his 
Maker. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  one  who  knew  him 
well  for  many  years,  I  want  the  Record 
to  show  that  I  am  paying  this  tribute  as 
an  old  friend.  I  extend  my  very  deep 
sympathy  to  his  lovely  wife,  his  daugh- 
ter, his  mother,  and  his  brothers  and 
sisters. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Patterson). 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
always  an  occasion  of  sadness  when  a 
great  and  good  man  dies,  and  this  is 
especially  true  when  he  had  reached 
such  a  high  goal  in  life  and  American 
achievements  as  Senator  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon had. 

Brien  will  always  be  remembered  by 
the  people  of  Connecticut  as  a  great 
statesman.  Senator,  and  outstanding 
American. 

To  Mrs.  McMahon  and  their  young 
and  lovely  daughter  Patricia  I  extend  my 
most  sincere  condolences. 

As  time  passes  all  Americans  will 
realize  that  a  great  Senator  has  passed 
on  and  taken  his  rightful  place  in  the 
choir  of  angels. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Sadlak). 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
that  have  been  made  by  our  two  col- 
leagues, Tom  Dodd  and  Jim  Patterson. 
in  regard  to  Brien  McMahon.  I  had 
known  him  for  a  long  time,  and  had 
the  privilege  of  serving  in  the  same  Con- 
gresses with  him  for  three  terms.  We 
had  differed  politically  but  we  had  great 
respect  and  affection  for  each  other. 

As  has  been  mentioned,  he  was  under 
50  years  of  ape  when  he  was  called  to 
his  Maker  in  the  prime  of  life,  when  his 
star  was  in  the  ascendancy,  because  he 
made  his  mark  early  in  the  Senate  soon 
after  he  commenced  his  first  term  in 
1945. 

I  think  and  am  convinced  that  the 
great  love  and  esteem  and  affection  that 
the  people  of  Connecticut  had  for  Brien 
McMahon  was  truly  manifested  in  the 
overwhelming  majority  which  was  ten- 
dered to  him  when  he  was  reelected  to 
his  second  term,  and  It  was  also  indi- 
cated at  the  very  largely  attended  fu- 
neral, which  I  also  had  the  honor  to  at- 
tend and  to  pay  my  respects  to  his  mem- 
ory. 

Brien  McMahon  was  taken  in  early 
manhood.  He  prided  himself,  and 
rightly  so,  on  being  the  father  and  au- 
thor of  the  McMahon  Act  on  Atomic 
Energy.  As  has  been  mentioned,  only 
time  can  record  the  great  contributions 
that  Brien  McMahon  has  made  to  this 


country  and  to  his  State  by  his  Initiative 
in  bringing  forth  that  great  bill.      , 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  Join  my  colleagues  In 
extending  my  condolences  to  his  family. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 

McCORMACKl. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
well  aware  of  the  close  relationship  and 
friendship  that  existed  between  our  late 
friend.  Brien  McMahon,  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dodd].  I 
know  that  Brien  in  the  Great  Beyond  Is 
happy  as  he  looks  down  on  us  today  In 
the  knowledge  that  his  close  and  valued 
friend,  Tom  Dodd,  as  a  Member  of  this 
body  on  th*?  first  day  of  the  session 
when  he  was  sworn  in.  Is  the  one  who  an- 
nounced officially  to  the  membership  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  his 
death. 

I  first  met  Brien  McMahon  some  years 
ago  when  he  was  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, serving  under  another  great  Ameri- 
can, an  outstanding  son  of  Connecticut, 
and  in  my  opinion  a  man  who  is  one  of 
the  greatest  of  our  Attorneys  General  of 
all  times,  the  Honorable  Homer  S.  Cum- 
mings. From  the  time  I  first  met  Brien 
McMahon  a  close  friendship  developed 
between  us  which  continued  throughout 
the  years  until  his.  death.  I  was  proud 
of  him  as  Assistant  Attorney  General  be- 
cause of  the  outstanding  services  he 
rendered  to  our  country  in  that  posi- 
tion. I  was  proud  of  him  as  a  Senator 
of  the  United  States,  and  particularly 
proud  of  the  great  contributions  that  he 
made  toward  peace  and  the  determined 
efforts  that  he  constantly  made  to  bring 
about  and  achieve  that  goal  which  con- 
stitutes the  hopes  and  aspirations  and 
desires  not  only  of  millions  of  Americans 
but  of  countless  of  millions  of  persons  liv- 
ing in  all  lands  throughout  the  world. 

Brien  McMahon  died  at  a  young  age, 
but  he  crowded  Into  his  hfe  many  things 
that  few  persons  have  been  able  to  crowd 
into  a  much  longer  life.  He  was  not  only 
outstanding  in  his  ability  but  he  was  an 
indefatigable  worker,  a  man  of  charming 
personality  and  of  fixed  determination  in 
accomplishing  those  things  which  he 
considered  to  be  for  the  best  interests  of 
our  country.  He  was  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  Two 
of  the  members  of  that  committee  rep- 
resenting the  House  are  on  the  floor  to- 
day. We  all  know  of  his  leadership  on 
that  important  joint  committee,  and  of 
the  contributions  of  that  Joint  commit- 
tee under  his  leadership.  Dying  at  a 
comparatively  young  age,  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon has  left  his  imprint  on  the  pages 
of  our  history. 

To  Mrs.  McMahon.  to  his  daughter, 
and  to  his  loved  ones,  to  the  Connecticut 
delegation  In  both  branches  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  to  the  people  of  Connecticut. 
I  extend  my  profound  sympathy  In  their 
great  loss  and  sorrow.  I  have  lost  a 
personal  friend. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  with 
great  sadness  that  I  take  the  floor  this 
afternoon  to  participate  in  the  eulogies 
in  behalf  of  one  of  the  great  Americans 
of  this  time  and  this  age. 

Just  about  1  year  ago  at  this  time 
Senator  Brien  McMahon.  acting  as 
chairman  of  the  joint  committee,  and  I 
as  vice  chairman,  began  reviewing  the 
budget  and  the  requests  by  the  Commls- 
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sion  for  the  work  for  1953,  I  so  well  re- 
member one  Item  when  we  came  to  It. 
The  request  was  for  $5,000,000  for  re- 
search on  cancer.  He  raised  the  question 
immediately,  being  a  well  man  at  that 
time,  if  that  was  enough.  Was  that 
enough?  There  was  some  question,  and 
we  finally  arrived  at  a  figure  of  around 
$6,000,000,  which  the  Appropriations 
Committee  so  kindly  gave  the  American 
people  to  fight  this  dreadful  disease. 
With  those  funds  there  have  been  estab- 
lished in  this  country  at  the  present 
time  over  100  research  projects  in  medi- 
cal institutions.  That,  in  itself,  is  worth 
a  man's  lifetime  for  humanity.  In  my 
opinion. 

I  could  point  out  many,  many  things 
that  have  not  been  said  about  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon's  work  in  this  particular  project. 
It  has  been  so  broad,  it  has  been  so  big 
that  this  body  has  so  kindly  and  gra- 
ciously permitted  the  Joint  committee  to 
a  large  extent  to  run  what  we  believe  is  a 
sound  program.  There  is  no  man  in 
American  history,  to  my  mind,  who  has 
contributed  as  much  up  to  the  present 
as  Brien  McMahon  on  this  one  proj- 
ect alone.  You  can  go  through  what  was 
said  about  him  In  the  medical  journals 
and  the  scientific  journals.  I  know 
what  we  have  to  handle.  When  we  took 
over  this  project  in  1945  there  was  noth- 
ing that  held  it  together  except  just  loose 
appropriations,  and  it  went  to  pieces. 
There  was  no  man  who  did  more  to  bring 
that  together  than  Brien  McMahon.  It 
was  no  easy  job,  because  the  scientists  at 
that  time  were  not  entirely  satisfied. 
You  can  read  the  scientific  Journals, 
where  they  each  pay  tribute  to  this  great 
American  for  what  he  has  done  for 
science. 

When  he  died  last  summer,  he  was  only 
48.  Great  as  his  contributions  to  his 
State  and  his  country  were,  the  best  was 
yet  to  come.  Distinguished  leaders  of 
both  parties  saw  him  as  a  future  Secre- 
tary of  State.  Countless  wise  Americans 
considered  him  worthy  presidential  tim- 
ber. Indeed.  Brien  McMahon  was  ac- 
tively supported  for  the  presidency  be- 
fore the  Democratic  convention. 

Brien  McMahon  seemed  destined  for 
greatness  from  the  very  outset.  His  rise 
in  public  office  was  meteoric,  and  his  rec- 
ord was  one  of  holding  progressively  more 
important  Jobs  with  progressively  greater 
distinction. 

At  the  age  of  31,  he  was  made  an  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice — the  youngest  person 
ever  to  hold  such  a  high  post.  Under 
his  direction,  the  Criminal  Division  es- 
tablished a  unique  record  of  protecting 
the  innocent  and  punishing  the  guilty. 

In  1944,  when  he  had  scarcely  turned 
40,  Connecticut  sent  him  to  the  Senate, 
and  6  years  later  returned  him  once 
more.  Following  his  death,  the  New 
York  Times  said  that  he  had  helped 
make  the  word  "politician"  a  term  of 
honor.  I  think  that  was  very  well  put 
With  Brien  McMahon  it  was  a  deep  ar- 
ticle of  faith  that  there  is  no  calling 
higher  than  the  vocation  of  politics — and 
he  acted  in  accordance  with  this  belief. 

I  know  that  he  loved  the  lusty  give- 
and-take  of  hard-hitting  and  honorable 
political  debate;  and  he  loved  his  col- 
leagues. While  he  fought  with  all  his 
heart  for  what  he  considered  right,  he 


fought  fairly  and  cleanly.  He  respected 
honestly  held  differences  of  opinion,  and 
his  friendships  were  never  formed  along 
the  lines  of  political  parties. 

America  knew  Brien  McMahon  as 
"Mr.  Atom" — and  for  very  good  reason. 
Immediately  after  Hiroshima,  he 
grasped  the  tremendous  dilemma  of  the 
atomic  age.  He  saw  that  we  had  entered 
into  a  new  era  of  history.  He  antici- 
pated the  enormous  potentialities  of  the 
atom  for  good  and  for  evil — and  he  re- 
solved to  do  his  best  to  help  make  sure 
that  the  atom  would  be  used  for  the  en- 
richment, and  not  the  destruction,  of 
mankind. 

While  still  a  freshman  Senator,  he  as- 
sisted in  writing  the  law  governing  our 
atomic  program.  He  fought  harder  and 
more  effectively  than  any  other  Ameri- 
can to  establish  the  principle  of  civilian 
control.  He  served  with  wisdom  and 
distinction  as  the  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Commii-tee  on  Atomic  Energy.  Ameri- 
ca's atomic  enterprise  stands  as  a  monu- 
ment to  his  work. 

Brien  McMahon  hated  the  atomic 
weapons  which  our  Nation  has  been 
forced  to  build — he  longed  for  the  day 
when  these  dreadful  instruments  of  de- 
struction could  be  abolished  from  the 
earth.  But  so  long  as  self-defense  left 
us  no  alternative,  he  resolved  that  We 
must  maintain  and  increase  our  atomic 
lead. 

Yet  he  never  supposed  that  arma- 
ments, standing  by  themselves,  could 
furnish  us  real  and  lasting  security.  He 
saw  that  peace  was  not  simply  a  matter 
of  building  more  guns  and  bombs — he 
saw  that  real  peace  was  at  bottom  a  mat- 
ter of  the  spirit,  a  matter  of  creating  the 
kind  of  world  in  which  men  would  live  in 
decency  and  brotherhood.  And  so  he 
never  ceased  working  for  such  a  world. 
Three  years  ago.  when  he  took  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  to  argue  on  behalf  of  the 
hydrogen-  bomb  program,  he  proposed 
also  that  this  Nation  dedicate  Itself  to  a 
great  moral  crusade  with  peace  with 
justice.  He  summoned  us  to  wage  peace 
and  launch  a  mighty  effort  to  take  the 
everyday  peoples  of  the  Communist 
world  away  from  their  tyrannical  rulers 
and  win  them  over  to  the  side  of  free- 
dom. 

No  man  In  public  life  had  greater  re- 
spect for  the  realities  of  statecraft  than 
Brien  McMahon — and  no  man  had  a 
deeper,  or  more  unquenchable  sense  of 
idealism. 

This  blend  of  practicality  and  vision 
was  reflected  in  his  work  as  a  high-rank- 
ing member  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee. 

He  was  able  to  look  beyond  this  pres- 
ent grim  era  of  international  strife — be- 
yond to  a  world  in  which  the  wondrous 
power  of  the  atom  would  be  used  to  heal 
the  sick,  and  to  bring  new  dignity  to  the 
wretched  and  hungry  of  the  earth. 

The  hearts  of  Connecticut,  of  this 
Chamber,  and  of  this  Nation  are  filled 
with  sympathy  for  Senator  McMahon's 
beloved  wife  and  daughter. 

He  will  be  remembered. 

EzcEBPT   From   Bboadcast   or  XXmeb   Davis, 
JuLT  28,  1952 

We  have  lost  one  of  the  ablest  of  our 
younger  statesmen — Senator  Brixn  Mc- 
Mahon, of  Connecticut,  who  died  this  morn- 
ing at  the  age  of  48.    He  had  been  an  effec- 


tive and  energetic  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral;_but  his  outstanding  achievements  were 
^aSe&fctor,  and  particularly  in  handling  the 
matter  al  atomic  energy.  Though  be  was  a 
new  Senator  at  the  time  of  the  Hiroshima 
bomb,  he  was  one  of  the  first  who  realized 
the  tremendous  potential  importance  of 
atomic  energy  in  both  war  and  peace.  He 
knew  that  for  the  time  being  Its  military 
application  was  of  great  significance,  but 
he  was  convinced  that  it  should  be  kept  un- 
der civilian  control. 

He  learned  all  he  could  about  atomic 
energy;  he  wrote  a  bill  to  provide  for  Its  con- 
trol, headed  a  committee  that  held  hearings 
on  his  bill  and  others,  and  finally  got  his 
own  measvire  through  the  Senate.  It  was 
chopped  to  pieces  m  the  Hoxise  of  Repre- 
sentatives, where  many  men  used  patriotism 
and  talk  of  the  need  for  military  control  as  a 
cloak  for  what  was  really  an  attempt  to  give 
private  monopoly  a  hold  on  the  atomic  pro- 
gram. But  the  two  versions  of  the  bill  went 
to  conference;  and  there  McMahon's  firmness 
combined  with  political  adroitness  succv^eded 
in  bringing  put  a  bill  which  preserved  the 
essential  principle  of  civilian  government 
control,  with  contractual  relations  with 
private  indxistry  and  a  satisfactory  liaison 
with  the  military  forces. 

He  then  became  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
and  held  that  post  ever  since,  except  for  the 
2  years  of  the  Eightieth  Congress.  But  he 
didn't  confine  himself  to  overseeing  atomic 
development;  he  was  an  active  and  very  use- 
ful member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee; and  while  he  got  considerable  pub- 
licity for  some  fruitless  proposals  for  disarm- 
ament— proposals  springing  from  his  realiza- 
tion of  the  frightful  character  of  atomic  war, 
and  a  conviction  that  he  ought  to  make  every 
effort  to  avert  It — his  real  value  was  in  the 
day-to-day  work  of  the  committee,  as  an  up- 
holder of  the  principle  of  collective  security 
and  the  military  and  economic  measures 
needed  to  fortify  It.  Last  week,  the  Con- 
necticut delegation  to  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Convention  gave  him  a  complimentary 
vote  for  the  Presidency,  though  he  had  sent 
word  that  he  was  not  well  enough  to  be  con- 
sidered. That  was  a  mere  gesture  of  cour- 
tesy and  affection;  but  if  he  had  lived  a 
dozen  years  longer  he  might  weU  have  be- 
come the  first  Catholic  President  of  the 
United  States.  For  his  character  and  his 
record  of  public  service  were  such  as  to  com- 
mend him  to  honest  men,  whatever  their 
religious  views. 

[Prom  Federation  of  American  Sclentlsta 
Newsletter,  Washington,  D.  C.,  of  Septem- 
ber 16,  1952] 

Brien  McMahon 

The  untimely  death  of  Senator  Brien 
McMahon  on  July  28  was  a  grievous  blow 
to  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  and  a  particularly 
tragic  loss  to  American  science.  As  early  as 
the  first  atomic  bomb  explosions  In  1945, 
Senator  McMahon  grasped  with  prescience 
the  political  significance  of  atomic  energy 
both  nationally  and  internationally.  Apply- 
ing his  great  gifts  to  the  study  of  atomic 
science  and  its  social  implications,  he  suc- 
cessfully championed  the  struggle  for  civilian 
control  of  atomic  energy,  a  struggle  which 
ciUminated  in  the  1946  Atomic  Energy  Act 
bearing  his  name.  In  his  capacity  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Congressional  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  he  did  much  to  stimulate 
the  enlightenment  of  the  American  public 
in  atomic  matters,  as  well  as  to  shepherd  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  through  its  Ini- 
tial trying  years. 

He  early  established  a  cordial  relationship 
with  the  Nation's  scientists,  acting  as  friend 
and  adviser,  giving  and  taking  with  earnest- 
ness, simplicity,  and  charm.  His  unique 
genius  lay  in  a  happy  blend  of  an  almost 
romantic  Idealism  with  a  shrewd  sense  of 
practical  realltlea.  He  was  concerned  and 
made  proposals  to  deal  with  XX\9  Interna- 
tional problems  of  human  want  i»ud  misery. 
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At  the  same  time,  he  waa  acutely  aware  of 
the  needs  for  national  defense,  down  to  the 
last  step  of  securing  adequate  congressional 
appropriations  for  his  projects. 

Of  particular  Interest  to  Federation  of 
American  Scientists  Is  a  proposal  made  In 
his  last  address  delivered  by  wire  from  a 
Washington  hospital  on  June  14  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic State  Convention  In  Hartford.  He 
said.  'We  need,  I  think,  a  little  group  of 
dedicated  men  •  •  •  to  take  a  fresh 
look  at  the  control  problem  •  •  •  [of 
atomic  energy  on  an  International  scale]." 
A  similar  proposal,  initiated  by  Federation 
of  Americdn  Scientists  last  fall  was  trans- 
mitted to  the  White  House  on  behalf  of 
Federation  of  American  Scientists  by  Senator 
McMahon.  At  the  end,  as  at  the  beginning, 
he  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  American 
scientists. 

Within  the  short  perspective  of  6  years 
since  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  became  law,  this 
monument  to  Brisk  McMahon's  efforts  has 
gained  general  acceptance  as  part  of  our  way 
of  life.  Brien  McMahon,  it  has  been  said, 
wrote  atomic  history,  the  first  chapter  of 
which  Is  atomic  organization  on  a  national 
scale.  In  that  chapter  and  in  the  traditions 
of  American  citizen-scientists,  his  name  will 
remain  enshrined. 

I  wish  I  had  time  to  tell  this  House 
about  many  more  projects.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  Brien  McMahon  had  no  idea 
a  year  ago  that  he  had  this  disease,  and 
I  had  no  idea  that  I  had  it  in  my  family. 
My  wife  is  just  alive  today. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  DODD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one  could 
be  more  deserving  of  the  fine  tribute  paid 
to  his  memory  than  the  late  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Connecticut,  the 
Honorable  Brien  McMahon. 

I  concur  fully  in  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  by  the  present  chairman 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  Hon.  Carl  Durham,  of  North 
Carolina,  to  the  effect  that  no  one  in  the 
country  has  contributed  more  to  our  Na- 
tion's atomic  energy  program  than  the 
late  Senator  McMahon. 

I  have  been  a  member  of  the  joint ' 
committee  since  its  creation  under  law 
in  1946.  when  the  first  chairmanship 
went  to  the  great  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. I  am  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  work  he  did  in  this  field.  I 
know  how  he  put  the  force  of  his  per- 
sonality behind  the  recent  expansion 
program  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy, 
how  he  put  force  into  the  hydrogen  pro- 
gram; I  know  how  he  carried  on  his 
great  work  to  keep  America  ahead  in  this 
field. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  there  was 
no  one  in  the  United  States,  aside  from 
the  great  scientists  themselves,  who  was 
more  versed  in  this  field  than  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon. He  obtained  his  knowledge  of  it 
in  a  comparatively  short  time  by  his  de- 
votion to  his  work  and  by  the  great  effort 
he  put  into  his  assignment  as  a  member 
of  the  joint  committee. 

I  join  my  colleagues  from  the  State  of 
Connecticut  and  from  all  the  other 
States  of  the  country  in  expressing  pro- 
found sympathy  to  the  family  of  Senator 
Brien  McMahon. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  Members  may  have 
five  legislative  days  in  which  to  extend 
their  remarks  on  the  life  and  character 
of  Senator  McMahon. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  11). 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Brien 
McMahon,  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Resolved,  That  tlie  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  our 
deceased  colleagues  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  accord- 
ingly (at  4  o'clock  and  47  minutes  p.  m.). 
pursuant  to  its  previous  order,  the  House 
adjourned  until  Tuesday,  January  6, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS 

The  following  executive  communica- 
tions were  submitted  subsequent  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, second  session: 

1637.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmittine;  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  12,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  acccmpanylng  papers  and  an  Illustra- 
tion, on  1  review  of  reports  on  Sheboygan 
Harbor,  Wis.,  requested  by  the  Committee 
on  Public  W^orks.  House  of  Representatives, 
adopted  on  October  15,  1919.  (H.  Doc,  No. 
554.)  September  30.  1952,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to 
be  printed,  with  one  Illustration  (pursuant 
to  Public  Law  504.  82d  Cong.). 

1638.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engin.-ers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
May  16.  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  an  illustra- 
tion, on  ;i  review  of  reports  on  Weymouth 
Fore  River,  Mass.,  with  a  view  to  determin- 
ing if  It  Is  advi.sable  to  modify  the  existing 
project  In  any  way  at  this  time,  requested  by 
a  resolut  on  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  Huu.se  of  Representatives,  adopted 
on  April  22,  1947.  (H.  Doc.  No.  555.)  Sep- 
tember 30.  1952,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
with  one  Illustration  (pursuant  to  Public 
Law  504,   i2d  Cong). 

1639.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  trs.nsmlttln-  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  4,  1952.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accrmpanylng  papers  and  illustrations, 
on  a  review  of  reports  on  Portsmouth  Har- 
bor, N.  H  .  and  on  Pl.scataqua  River,  Maine, 
and  New  Hampshire,  with  a  view  to  deter- 
mining t.ie  advisability  of  further  improve- 
ment In  the  Interest  of  navigation  at  this 
time,  requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee oi  Public  Works,  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, adopted  on  February  17,  1949. 
(H.  Doc.  No.  556.)  September  30.  1952.  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  two  illustra- 
tions (pursuant  to  Public  La>w  504,  82d 
Cong.). 

1640.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  trinsmlttlng  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engliieers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  16,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  an  illustra- 
tion, on  a  review  of  reports  on  Apalachlcola 


Bay,  Fla.,  requested  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  House  of 
Representatives,  adopted  on  April  29,  1937. 
(H.  Doc.  No.  557.)  September  30,  1952,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  one  Illustra- 
tion (pursuant  to  Public  Law  504,  82d  Cong). 

1641.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
March  20.  1951,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  illus- 
trations, on  a  review  of  reports  on  Belllng- 
ham  Harbor.  Wash.,  requested  by  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors, House  of  Representatives,  adopted  on 
August  30.  1944.  (H.  Doc.  No.  558.)  Septem- 
ber 30.  1952,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with 
two  Illustrations  (pursuant  to  Public  Law 
504,  82d  Cong). 

1642.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
January  28,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  Illus- 
trations, on  a  cooperative  beach  erosion  con- 
trol study  of  the  Illinois  .shore  of  Lake  Michi- 
gan, prepared  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 2  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved 
o.i  July  3,  1930,  as  amended  and  supple- 
meiued.  ( H.  Doc.  No.  28  )  October  13,  1952. 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  5  exhibits 
and  21  Ulu.stratlons  (pursuant  to  Public  Law 
504.  82d  Cong). 

1643.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army;  dated 
June  6.  1952.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  Illustrations. 
on  a  cooperative  beach  erosion  control  study 
of  the  Pacific  coast  line  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, Santa  Barbara  and  Ventura  Coun- 
ties from  Carplnterla  to  Point  Mugu.  ap- 
pendix I,  prepared  under  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  ap- 
proved on  July  3,  1930,  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented. (H  Doc  No.  29  )  October  24. 
1952,  referred  to  the  Commute*  on  Public 
Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  Illus- 
trations (pursuant  to  Public  Law  504.  82d 
Cong  ) . 

1644.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
September  29,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
geth  r  with  accompanying  papers  and  Illus- 
trations, on  a  cooperative  beach  erosion  con- 
trol study  of  the  shore  line  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  area  6,  Pawcatuck  River  to 
Thames  River,  prepared  under  the  provisions 
of  section  2  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  on  July  3.  1930,  as  amended  and 
supplemented.  (H.  Doc.  No.  31.)  Decem- 
ber 5,  1952.  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with 
11  Illustrations  (pursuant  to  Public  Law  504, 
82d  Cong). 

1645.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
August  29,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  illus- 
trations, on  a  cooperative  lieach  erosion  con- 
trol study  of  Lake  Erie.  Sandusky  to  Ver- 
milion, Ohio,  appendix  VI,  prepared  under 
the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act  approved  on  July  3,  1930,  as 
amended  and  supplemented.  (H.  Doc.  No. 
32.)  December  5,  1952,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  with  seven  illustrations  (pursuant 
to  Public  Law  504.  82d  Cong.). 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
on  public  bills  and  resolutions  were  sub- 
mitted subsequent  to  the  adjournment 


of  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  second 
session : 

Mr.  DELANKY:  Select  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate the  Use  of  Chemicals  in  Foods  and 
Cosmetics.  Report,  pursuant  to  House  Reso- 
lution 74.  Eighty-second  Congrees.  first  see- 
slon;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2500). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union.  July  10, 
1952. 

Mr.  TEAGUE:  Select  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate Educational.  Training,  and  Loan 
Guaranty  Progranu  Under  GI  BUL  Report, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  93,  Eighty- 
second  Congress;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2501).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 
September  11.  1Q5£. 

Mr.  DAWSON:  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  Nineteenth  intermediate  re- 
port, pursuant  tc  House  Resolution  736. 
Eighty-second  Coiigresa;  without  conend- 
ment  (Rept.  No.  2502).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union.     December  11.  1952. 

Mr.  MORRIS:  Ccmmittee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  Report,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  698.  Eighty -second  Congress,  res- 
olution to  authorh'.e  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  to  conduct  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
( Rept.  No.  2503 ) .  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  Bouse  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.     December  15.  1953. 

Mr.  DAWSON;  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  Twentieth  intermediate  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive Departments,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  730.  Eighty-second  Congress 
(Rept.  No.  2504).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  H^use  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.     December  18.  1952. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  Select  Committee  to  Con- 
duct an  Investigation  and  Study  of  the  Facts. 
Evidence,  and  Circumstances  of  the  Katyn 
Forest  Massacre.  Final  repoit  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  S&O  and  House  Resolution 
539,  Eighty-second  Congress  (Rept.  No.  2506) . 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union.  December 
19,  1952. 

M!r.  DAWSON:  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  Twentj-flrst  intermediate  re- 
port of  the  Commi  .tee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  Executive  Departments  entitled  "Military 
Construction  at  15  Continental  Bases."  Re- 
port pursuant  to  House  Resolution  738. 
Eighty-second  Congress  (Rept.  No.  2506). 
Referred  to  the  Ccmmittee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union.  December 
23.  1952. 

Mr.  DAWSON:  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  Twentj  -second  Intermediate  re- 
port of  the  Comml:tee  on  Exp>endltures  In 
the  Executive  Depar.ments  entitled  "Military 
Housing  Construction  In  Alaska."  Report 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  736.  Eighty- 
second  Congress  (R-jpt.  No.  2607).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union.     December  30.  1952. 

Mr.  HELLER;  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  Report  on  study  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  pur- 
suant to  section  136  of  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  Public  Law  601. 
Seventy-ninth  Conjress,  and  House  Resolu- 
tion 61,  House  Resolution  323.  and  House 
Resolution  653.  Eighty-second  Congress 
(Rept.  No.  2508).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  Bouse  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.     December  30.  1982. 

Mr.  HARRIS:  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  Report  on  investigation 
of  radio  and  television  profp'ams,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  278.  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress (Rept.  No.  2509 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union.     December  30.   1953. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Select  Committee  on 
Pornographic  Mat<^rlals.  Report  on  porno- 
graphic materials,  pvirsuant  to  House  Reso- 
lution  596,    Eight; -second   Congresa    (Rept 


No.  3610).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 
December  31.  1962. 

Mr.  MURDOCH:  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  Report  of  Special  Subcom- 
mittee on  Revision  of  the  Public  Land  Laws, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  80,  Eighty- 
second  Congress  (Rept.  No.  2611).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union.     December  31.  1952. 

Mr.  MURDOCK:  Conmiittee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs.  Report  of  a  study  of 
problems  in  connection  with  insular  affairs, 
irrigation  ahd  reclamation.  Territories,  public 
lands,  mines  and  mining,  and  Indian  affairs 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  80.  Eighty- 
second  Congress  (Rept.  No.  2512).  Referred 
to  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  Hoxise  on 
the  State  of  the  Union.     December  31.  1952. 

Mr.  PATMAN:  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business.  Pinal  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Small  Business,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  33,  Eighty-second  Congress  (Rept. 
No.  2513).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union, 
December  31,  1962. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas:  Select  Committee 
Tc  Investigate  Foundations.  Final  report  of 
the  Select  Committee  To  Investigate  Founda- 
tions and  Other  Organizations,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  661,  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress (Rept.  No.  2614).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union.     January  1,  1953. 

Mr.  MURDOCK:  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs.  Report,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  676.  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress. Second  session;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2515) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.    January  2.  1953. 

Mr.  WOOD  of  Georgia:  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities.  Annual  report  for  the 
year  1952,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  7, 
Eighty -second  Congress;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2516) ,  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.    January  3.  1953. 

Mr.  BCXjGS  of  Louisiana:  Special  Commit- 
tee To  Investigate  Campaign  Exp>endltures. 
Report,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  658, 
Eighty-second  Congress;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2517) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.    January  3,  1953. 

Mr.  COOPER:  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  Report,  pursuant  to  House  Resolu- 
tion 78,  Eighty-second  Congress;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2518).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hotise  on  the 
State  of  the  Union.    January  3.  1953. 

Mr.  COOPER:  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  Report,  pursuant  to  House  Resolu- 
tion 414,  Eighty-second  Congress;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2519).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union.    January  3.  1953. 


{Submitted  January  3,  1953] 

EXECXmVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

1.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  additional  letters 
of  comment  on  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture's supplemental  report  to  the  Missouri 
River  Basin  agrictilttiral  program  for  inclu- 
sion in  House  Document  530,  Eighty-second 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

2.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on  co- 
operation of  the  United  States  with  Mexico 
in  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  tcfr  the  month  of  Itlay  1952, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  8,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress; to  the  Conunittee  on  Agriculture. 

3.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on  co- 


operation of  the  United  States  with  Mexico 
in  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot-aml- 
mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  June  1952, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  8,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

4.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on  co- 
operation of  the  United  States  with  Mexico 
in  the  ccMitrol  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  July  1952, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  8.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

5.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on  co- 
operation of  the  United -States  with  Mexico 
in  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  August  !  952. 
ptirsuant  to  Public  Law  8.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

6.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting 
a  report  showing  the  names  of  all  persons 
against  whom  claims  in  excess  of  $1,000  have 
been  compromised  during  the  fiscal  year  1952, 
the  addresses  of  such  persons,  the  nature  of 
the  claims,  the  amounts  of  the  settlementa. 
and  the  reasons  therefor,  prepared  as  of  June 
30,  1952.  pursuant  to  section  41  (g)  4  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  731.  Seventy-ninth  Congress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

7.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  a  report  of  obli- 
gations incurred  in  excess  of  the  quarterly 
limitation  of  an  allotment,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 3679.  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by 
section  1211  of  the  General  Appropriation 
Act  of  1961  and  administrative  regulations 
issued  thereunder  by  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture and  the  Farm  Credit  Administra- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  of  vio- 
lations of  subsection  (h)  (B)  of  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  665),  which  occtirred  In 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  during  the 
period  from  September  1950  through  April 
1952.  pursuant  to  provisions  of  subsection 
(1)  of  this  section;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

9.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  stirvey  and  land  classi- 
fication, Bcut^ley  diversion  dam,  canal,  and 
laterals.  Red  Willow  unit.  Frenchman-Cam- 
bridge division.  Missouri  River  Basin  project, 
Nebraska,  pursuant  to  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1953  (Public  Law  470,  82d 
Cong. ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

10.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  a  certification  as  to  ade- 
quacy of  soil  survey  and  land  classification, 
Madera  Irrigation  district.  Central  Valley 
project.  California,  pursuant  to  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriations  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1953  (PubUc  Law  470, 
82d  Cong.) :  to  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations. 

11.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as  to 
adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion. Columbia  Basin  project.  Washington, 
pursuant  to  the  Interior  Department  Appro- 
priation Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1953  (Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

12.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soU  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, Cachuma  project.  California,  pursu- 
ant to  the  Interior  Department  Appropria- 
tion Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1953  (Public  Law  470,  82d  Cong.);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

13.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, north  side  pumping  division,  Mini- 
doka project.  Idaho,  pursuant  to  the  Inte- 
rior Department  Approprl«tion  Act  for  Um 
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flma  fMT  aodliif  jQiM  SO.  l»W  (PubUe  Law 
410.  tad  Ooeg.):  to  tiM  OoounlttM  on  Ap. 

14.  A  lotUr  from  tbs  Acting  8«et«t«ry  of 
tb«  Intartor,  trwmnlttinc  •  oerttfleatlon  •• 
to  «d«qa«e7  of  soil  turTay  and  Umd  cUmIA- 
eatloo.  Klnrtn  nnlt,  Solomon  dlvldoo.  Uls- 
■oorl  BiTor  Baaln  pro)*ct,  KAnaaa,  pursiuuic 
to  the  Department  of  Interior  ApproprUtlon 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953 
(Public  Law  470.  83d  Cong.) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations. 

15.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as  to 
adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion, Verme]o  project.  New  Mexico,  pursuant 
to  the  Department  of  Interior  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1053 
(Public  Law  470,  83d  Cong.) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee cm  Appropriations. 

16.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, Kennewlck  division,  TaUma  project. 
Washington,  pursuant  to  the  Interior  De- 
partment Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953  (Public  Law  470. 
82d  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

17.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soli  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, Weber  Basin  project,  Utah,  pursiiant 
to  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953 
(Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

18.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, Eden  project,  Wyoming,  pursuant  to 
the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1963  ( Pub- 
lic Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

19.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  of  a  fur- 
ther reapportionment  of  funds  made  avail- 
able to  the  Federal  Security  Agency  under 
the  limitation  entitled  "Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses, Bureau  of  Old -Age  and  Survivors  In- 
sxirance,"  which  Indicates  a  necessity  for  a 
supplemental  or  deficiency  estimate  in  a 
larger  anxount  than  was  contemplated  ear- 
lier; to  the  Conunlttee  on  Appropriations. 

20.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  sou  siu-vey  and  laud  classifi- 
cation. Crow  Creek  Pimip  Unit,  Three  Porks 
Division.  Uissouri  River  Basin  project,  Mon- 
tana, pursuant  to  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act  for  the  fi:::cal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953  (PubUc  Law  470.  82d  Cong.); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

ai.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adetiuacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion, Wellton-Mohawk  Division.  Gila  project. 
Arizona,  pursuant  to  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act  for  the  fl.scal  year 
•ndlTg  Jime  30.  1953  (Public  Law  470.  82d 
Dong.);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

22.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifl- 
catlon.  Lower  Marias  Unit.  Marias  Division. 
Missouri  River  Basin  project.  Montana,  pur- 
suant to  the  Interior  Department  Appropria- 
tion Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1953  (Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Appropriations. 

23.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  stirvey  and  land  cLassifl- 
caUon.  Plain  View  water  district.  Central 
V'alley  project,  California,  pursuant  to  the 
Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1953  (Public 
Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

24.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classlfl- 


ektlon.  Delano  laiUmart  Irritation  tflatrioi, 
C«ntral.  Valley  project.  OaUfomla.  purmant 
to  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  flwal  year  ending  June  SO.  1963 
(PubUc  Law  470.  SSd  Cong.);  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee  on  Appropriatloua. 

26.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adeciuacy  of  aoU  exirvey  and  land  classifi- 
cation, Collbran  project,  Colorado,  pursuant 
to  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiacal  year  ending  June  30,  1953 
(Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong);  to  the  Ck>mmlt- 
tee  on  Appropriations. 

26.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation. Sly  Park  Unit,  Central  Valley  project. 
California,  pursuant  to  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1953  (Public  Law  470.  Bad 
Cong);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriationa. 

27.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation. Grants  Pass  project,  Ore^'on.  pursuant 
to  the  Interior  Depaitment  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiacal  year  ending  June  30.  1963 
(Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

28.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  o'  the  In- 
terior, tra-ismlttlng  a  certification  »!s  to  ade- 
quacy of  soil  survey  snd  land  c'asslflcatlon. 
Rapid  Valley  Unit.  Cheyenne  Division.  Mis- 
souri River  Basin  project.  S^uth  Dakota, 
pursuant  to  the  Interior  Department  Appro- 
pri-ition  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  19?3  (Public  Law  470.  81>d  Gong  );  to  the 
Committee  on  Approprl?tlc;ns. 

29.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, i.ransmitliiig  a  report  with  respect  to 
construction  of  transmL-^4on  lines,  South- 
eastern Power  Administration,  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  the  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  fiscal 
year  lO.'iS  (Public  Law  470.  82d  Cong.);  to  the 
Comml:tee  on  Appropriations. 

30.  A  letier  from  the  Administrative  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmit- 
ting a  report  of  an  overobllgatiou  of  the  ap- 
proved apportioainent  as  a  violation  of  sub- 
section (h)  of  section  3679  of  tlie  Revised 
Statutes  as  amended,  pursuant  to  subsection 
(1)  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  as 
amendtid;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

31.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmuting  a  report  of  a  re- 
vision of  the  ai)portionmeiit  of  the  appropria- 
tion •lieilred  pay,  Department  of  Defense, "■ 
fiscal  year  i9o3,  to  the  Ctjmmlttee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

32.  A  letter  from  the  Ehrector,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmlttlni^  a  report  that  the 
approp.-iation  to  the  Dep.u-traent  of  Justice 
fur  supijort  of  United  States  prisoners  lor  the 
fiscal  year  1953  has  been  apportioned  on  a 
basis  which  Indicates  a  necessity  for  a  sup- 
plemei  tal  estimate  of  appropriation,  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  2  of  subsection  (e>  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

33.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 

the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  "Military  personnel,  Navy."  lor 
the  fiscal  year  1953  has  been  apportioned  on 
a  basis  which  Indicates  a  necessity  for  a  sup- 
plemental estimate  of  appropriation,  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  2  of  subsection  (e)  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended:  to  the  Committee  on  Approprla- 
fons. 

34.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Bvdget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  "Military  personnel.  Army,"  for 
the  fls(;al  year  1953  has  been  apporUoued  on 
a  basis  which  Indicates  a  necessity  for  a  sup- 
plemental estimate  of  appropriation,  piirsu- 
ant  to  paragraph  2  of  subsecUon  (e)  of  sec- 
tion 3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amend- 
ed; to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 


S6.  A  lettar  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 

the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  to  the  Treasury  Department 
for  "Operating  espenaM.  Coast  Ouard."  for 
the  fiscal  year  I96S,  haa  been  apporttonad  on 
a  basts  which  Indlcatea  a  neoaasity  for  a  «up> 
plemental  eetlmate  of  appropriation,  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  3  of  subaectkm  (e)  of 
section  8679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

36.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  "Military  personnel.  Marine 
Corps"  for  the  fiscal  year  1953  has  been  ap- 
portioned on  a  basis  which  Indicates  a  neces- 
sity for  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appro- 
priation, pursuant  to  paragraph  2  of  subsec- 
tion (e)  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  AS  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

37.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  "Retired  pay.  Department  of 
Defense"  for  the  fiscal  year  1953  has  been  ap- 
portioned on  a  basis  which  Indicates  a  neces- 
sity for  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appro- 
priation, pursuant  to  paragraph  2  of  sub- 
section (e)  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised 
Statutes.^  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

3P  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation,  "Military  personnel  require- 
ments. Air  Fjrce,"  for  the  fiscal  year  1953 
has  been  apportioned  on  a  basis  which  Indi- 
cates a  necessity  for  a  supplemental  estimate 
of  appropriation,  pursuant  to  paragraph  2 
of  si;b;,ectlon  (e)  of  section  3679  of  the  Re- 
vised SUtutes,  as  amended;  to  the  (Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations, 

30  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certificatlou  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  claMlfl- 
catlon.  Webster  unit.  Solomon  division,  Mis- 
souri River  Basin  project.  Kansas,  pursuant 
to  the  Interior  Dtpartmeut  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953 
(PubUc  Law  470,  82d  Cung.j,  to  the  Ckim- 
mlttce  on  Appropriations. 

40  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  cerlihcatlon  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classlfl- 
catlon,  Solano  project,  CalUornla.  pursuant 
to  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jui»e  30,  19J3 
(Public  Law  470.  a2d  Coug  ) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

41.  A  letter  from  the  AtUn-?  Secretary  of 
the  Inierlor,  transmltUng  a  certUlcatlou  as 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  ciasslfi- 
catiou,  Missouri  diversion  umt.  Missourl- 
Souris  division,  Missouri  River  Basin  project. 
Montuiia.  pursuant  to  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act  lor  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  CO,  19o3  (Public  Law  470,  8Jd 
Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

42.  A  letter  from  the  AdmmisUator,  Hous- 
hig  and  Home  Finance  Aneacy,  transmitting 
reports  of  ejtpenduures  in  excess  of  allot- 
menu  of  funds  nmde  under  apportionments 
approved  by  the  Bureau  of  tiie  Budget  for 
fiscal  year  1952  for  the  Federal  Housing 
Admlnutratlon.  aud  of  admiuisUatlve  action 
taken  in  conueciion  therewith,  pursuant  to 
section  3079  of  the  Revised  Statutea,  aa 
amended,    to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 

tlulLS. 

43.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certification  aa 
to  adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation. Heart  Butte  imit.  Heart  divUion, 
Missouri  River  Ba^in  project.  North  Dakota, 
pursuant  to  the  Interior  Department  Appro- 
priatMii  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953  (Public  Law  470,  83d  Cong.); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

44  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  that  the 
appropriation  to  the  Department  of  Labor 
for  "Grants  to  States  for  unemployment 
compensation  and  employment  service  ad- 
ministration. Bureau  of  Employment  Secu- 
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rlty,"  for  ttaa  flaeal  f—r  IfSS.  haa  baan  raap- 
portioned  on  a  t>aals  wtileh  Indlcatat  a  naeea 
•Ity  for  a  cupplemantal  eatimata  ol  appro- 
priation, pursuant  to  prorlalona  of  para- 
graph a  of  subaaetlon  (a)  of  taction  8679  of 
the  Bevlsad  Statutea.  aa  amandad;  to  tha 
Commlttae  on  Appropriations. 

46.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  tranantlttlng  a  report  on  appor- 
tionment of  the  appropriation  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  for  support  of  United 
Bute*  prisoners  lor  the  fiscal  year  196S, 
piuwant  to  provisions  of  paragraph  2  of 
subsection  (e)  of  section  867B  of  the  Revised 
statutes,  as  almended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

46.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agrlctiltiu-e.  transmitting  a  report  of  obli- 
gations Incurred  In  excess  of  the  quarterly 
limitation  in  an  allotment,  pursuant  to  re- 
quirements of  section  3679.  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended  by  section  1211  of  the  General 
Appropriation  Act,  1951,  and  administrative 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  procedures  of 
the  Production  and  Marketing  Administra- 
tion; to  the  Comralttee  on  Appropriations. 

47.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  cover- 
ing cases  where  payment  of  claims  has  been 
made  for  the  6-moiith  period  ending  June  30, 
1962.  pursuant  to  section  (e)  of  Public  Law 
220.  Eighty-second  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

48.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  transmitting  a  report  covering  the 
period  July  1,  1951,  through  June  30,  1952. 
of  transportation  famished  for  certain  Gov- 
ernment and  other  personnel,  pursuant  to 
provisions  -of  section  3  of  Public  Law  600, 
Eightieth  dbngresti;  to  the  Cbmmlttee  on 
Armed  Services. 

49.  A  letter  from  the  Commandant.  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting  a  report 
of  contracts  negotiated  for  experimental,  de- 
velopment, or  research  work  executed  dur- 
ing the  period  January  1,  1952,  to  June  30, 
1952,  pursuant  to  section  2  (c)  (1)  of  the 
Armed  Services  Procm-ement  Act  of  1947, 
Public  Law  413,  Eightieth  Congress;  to  the 
Committee    on    Armed    Services. 

50.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor, F'ederal  Civil  Defeiue  Administration, 
transmitting  the  quarterly  report  of  prop- 
erty acquisitions  for  the  quarter  ending 
September  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  subsection 
201  (h)  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

61.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation 
and  Liaison,  Depiartment  of  the  Air  Ftorce, 
transmitting  a  re;x>rt  as  of  the  end  of  the 
fourth  quarter  o^  the  fiscal  year  1952  of 
the  number  of  olDcers  assigned  or  detailed 
to  permanent  dutjr  in  the  executive  element 
of  the  Air  Force  at  the  seat  of  Government, 
pursuant  to  section  201  (c)  of  the  Air  Force 
Organization  Act  of  1961  (Public  Law  150, 
82d  Cong.);  to  t,he  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

62.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  report  of  the  num- 
ber of  professors  and  instructors  and  the 
amount  of  compensation  for  each  employed 
by  the  United  .States  Naval  Postgraduate 
School,  pursuant  to  section  3  of  Public  Law 
303,  Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on   Armed  Services. 

63.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor. Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration, 
transmitting  the  sixth  quarterly  report  of 
property  acquisllions  lor  the  quarter  end- 
ing June  30.  19!>2.  pursuant  to  subsection 
201  (h)  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

64.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator, 
Federal  ClvU  Defense  Administration,  trans- 
mitting the  fifth  quarterly  report  of  finan- 
cial contributions  made  to  the  States  for 
civil-defense  purposes,  p\irsuant  to  subsec- 
tion 201  (i)  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act 
of  1950;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 


55.  A  lattar  ttwm  tba  Acting  Admlnlatra- 
tor,  PMaral  Clrll  Dafansa  Admtnlatratlon. 
transmitting  the  fourth  qtuutarly  report  for 
tba  quarter  ending  June  SO,  1963,  on  con- 
trltmtlona  to  Btataa  made  pursuant  to  tha 
Padaral  Civil  Dafansa  Act  of  1960,  pursuant 
to  subsection  301  (1)  of  ths  act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee oa  Armed  Sarricas. 

66.  A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronau- 
tics, transmitting  a  report  that  during  tha 
fiscal  year  ending  June  SO.  1952,  no  con- 
tracts were  negotiated  by  the  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  for  Aeronautics  pursuant 
to  sections  2  (c)  (11)  and  (16)  of  the  Armed 
Services  Procurement  Act  of  1947,  Public  Law 
413,  Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

67.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation 
and  Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
transmitting  a  report  as  of  the  end  of  the 
first  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1953  of  ofBcers 
assigned  or  detailed  to  permanent  duty  In 
the  executive  element  of  the  Air  Force,  pur- 
suant to  section  201  (c)  of  the  Air  Force  Or- 
ganization Act  of  1951  (Public  Law  150,  B2d 
Cong. ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

68.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
transmitting  a  report  with  respect  to  fur- 
nishing transportation  for  certain  Govern- 
ment and  other  personnel,  pursuant  to  Pub- 
lic Law  500,  Eightieth  Congress,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

69.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation 
and  Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
transmitting  a  report  j>ertalnlng  to  trans- 
portation furnished  by  the  Air  Force  for  the 
period  July  1.  1951,  to  June  30.  1952.  pur- 
suant to  Public  Law  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 
to  the  Ck>mmittee  on  Armed  Services. 

60.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting  the  annual  rep>ort  of  the  United 
States  Soldiers'  Home  for  the  fiscal  year  1951. 
together  with  a  copy  of  the  Report  of  Annual 
Inspection,  1951,  of  the  Home  by  the  Inspec- 
tor General  of  the  Army,  pursuant  to  the  act 
of  Congress,  approved  March  3,  1883;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

61.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  trans- 
mitting the  twelfth  semiannual  report  of  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946; 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

62.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Conunerce,  transmitting  the  twentieth 
quarterly  report  pursuant  to  the  Elzport  Con- 
trol Act  of  1949;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

63.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Bicport- 
Import  Bank  of  Washington,  transmitting 
the  fourteenth  semiaiuiual  report  of  the  Ex- 
port-Import Bank  of  Washington,  covering 
the  period  January-June  1952,  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  9  of  the  Ex- 
port-Import Bank  Act  of  1945,  as  an^nded; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

64.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Small 
Defense  Plants  Corporation,  transmitting  a 
special  report  on  the  fut\ire  activities  of  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  AdminUtration,  and  on 
the  major  problems  which  it  will  continue  to 
face;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

65.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
transmitting  the  thirty-eighth  annual  report, 
prepared  by  direction  of  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  cover- 
ing operations  during  the  calendar  year  1951, 
pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act,  as  amended;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Bcmk- 
Ing  and  Currency. 

66.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  Treasiu^  Department,  trans- 
mitting the  annual  report  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Cturency  for  the  year  1951,  pursuant 
to  section  333  of  the  United  States  Revised 
Statutes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

67.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency,  transmitting 


tba  fifth  annual  report  of  tha  Bousing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency,  pursuant  to  section 
SOI  (b)  or  tha  Houalng  Act  of  1948;  to  tha 
C<»nmlttaa  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

68.  A  lattar  from  tha  Director,  Offlca  of 
Defenaa  ICobllisatlon.  transmitting  tha 
quarterly  report  for  the  quarter  ending  June 
30.  1962,  on  txMTOwing  authority,  pursuant  to 
section  304  (b)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

69.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  the  nineteenth  quarterly 
report  required  under  the  Export  Control  Act 
of  1949;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

70.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  District 
of  Columbia  Redevelopment  Land  Agency, 
transmlttmg  a  report  of  activities  and  ex- 
penditures for  the  fiscal  year  1952,  piirsuant 
to  section  15  of  Public  Law  692,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress,  establishing  the  District  of 
Columbia  Redevelopment  Land  Agency;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  ot  Columbia. 

71.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Ccsnmls- 
slon  on  Licensure,  Healing  Arts  Practice  Act 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  transmitting  the 
annual  report  of  the  Commission  on  Licen- 
sure, Healing  Arts  Practice  Act.  District  of 
Columbia,  1928,  covering  the  fiscal  year  from 
July  1,  1951,  to  June  80.  1952.  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  section  47  of  an  act  to  regulate 
the  practice  of  the  healing  art  to  protect 
the  public  health  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
approved  February  27,  1929;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

72.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Director, 
Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Board, 
transmitting  the  Fourth  Annual  Report  of 
the  Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Serv- 
ice for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1961; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

73.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  the  report  on 
the  Inspection  of  coal  mines  by  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
1952.  pursuant  to  the  provision  in  the  Coal 
Mine  Inspection  Act  of  May  7,  1941  (Publio 
Law  49,  55  Stat.  177,  30  U.  8.  C,  sees.  4-F 
to  4-0) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

74.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Advisory  Commission  on  Educational 
Exchange,  transmitting  the  Eighth  Semi- 
annual Report  of  the  United  States  Advisory 
Commission  on  Educational  Exchange  which 
covers  the  Commission's  activities  from  Jan- 
uary 1  to  June  30,  1952.  pursuant  to  section 
603  of  the  United  States  Information  and 
Educational  Exchange  Act  of  1948  (Publio 
Law  402,  80th  Cong..  H.  Doc.  No.  35);  to  tha 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

75.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary, 
Department  of  State,  transmitting  the  sixth 
report  regarding  the  Yugoslav  emergency  re- 
lief assistance  program,  as  required  by  sec- 
tion 6  of  Public  Law  897  (the  YugoslaT 
Emergency  Relief  Assistance  Act  of  1950) 
covering  the  period  from  March  16,  1952, 
through  June  15,  1952  (H.  Doc.  No.  36);  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

76.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  report  reviewing  the  expendi- 
tures made  and  the  activities  carried  on 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
Information  and  Educational  Exchange  Act 
of  1948,  for  the  period  July  1-December  31, 
1951,  pursuant  to  section  1008  of  that  act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

77.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting  the  financial  report  of  the 
American  National  Red  Cross  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  January  5,  1905  (33 
Stat.  899),  entitled  "An  act  to  Incorporate 
the  American  National  Red  Cross,"  as 
amended  by  the  acts  approved  June  23,  1910 
(36  Stat.  604),  December  10.  1912  (37  Stat. 
647).  February  27,  1917  (39  Stat.  946),  March 
3.  1921  (41  Stat.  1354),  and  May  8,  1947  (61 
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etat.    80);    to   the   Oommlttee   on   Foreign 
Affairs. 

78.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Amry. 
transmitting  the  financial  report  of  the  re- 
tirement system  of  the  American  National 
Red  Cross  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30. 
1953,  pursuant  to  the  act  approved  January 
6,  1906  (33  Stat.  B99),  entitled  "An  act  to 
incorporate  the  American  National  Red 
Croea,"  as  amended  by  the  acts  approved 
June  23,  1910  (36  Stat.  604),  December  10, 
1«12  (37  Stat.  847).  February  27.  1917  (39 
Stat.  948) ,  Uarch  3,  1921  (41  Stat.  1S54) .  and 
May  8.  1947  (61  Stat.  80) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

79.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary,  De- 
partment of  State,  transmitting  the  Fourth 
Semiannual  RepOTt  of  the  International 
Claims  Commission  of  the  United  States, 
from  December  31.  1951.  to  June  30,  1952. 
pursuant  to  section  8  (c)  of  the  Interna- 
tional Claims  SeUlement  Act  of  1949.  Public 
Law  455,  Eighty-first  Congress,  approved 
ICarch  10.  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

80.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  report  showing  the  special  as- 
sistants employed  during  the  period  from 
January  1,  1952.  to  June  30,  1952.  with  com- 
pensation payable  from  the  allotment  con- 
tained in  section  202.  General  Provisions.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  pursuant  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  Appropriation  Act  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952.  approved  October  22.  1961; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. . 

81.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting  a 
report  on  contracts  negotiated  under  sec- 
tion 302  (c)  (10)  during  the  6  montiu  end- 
ing June  30.  1952,  covering  contracts  for 
experimental,  developmental,  or  research 
work,  and  for  the  manufacture  or  furnish- 
ing of  supplies  for  experimentation,  develop- 
ment, research,  or  test,  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  152.  Eighty-first  Congress,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

82.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  tlie  report 

•  on  the  audit  of  Farmers  Home  Administra- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1961. 
pursuant  to  the  Budget  and  Accoiinting  Act. 
1921,  and  the  Accounting  and  Auditing  Act 
of  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
OF>eratlons. 

83.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  the  report 
on  the  audit  of  the  Gorgas  Memorial  Insti- 
tute of  Tropical  and  Preventive  Medicine, 
Inc.,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1932, 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  May  7,  1928,  as  amend- 
ed July  1.  1948  (22  U.  S.  C.  278.  278a,  and 
278b),  and  In  the  manner  contemplated  In 
the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act 
(31  U.  S.  C.  841);  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

84.  A  ietter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  the  report 
on  the  comprehensive  audit  of  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency.  Office  of  the  Admin- 
istrator, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30. 
1951,  pursuant  to  the  Budget  and  AccounU 
ing  Act,  1921,  and  the  Accounting  and  Audit- 
ing Act  of  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

85.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  the  report 
on  the  audit  of  the  accounts  and  financial 
statements  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Revolving  Fund  for  the  4-year  period  ended 
June  30.  1951.  as  authorized  by  section  14  of 
the  Agrlcultiu-al  Marketing  Act.  approved 
June  15,  1929  (12  U.  S.  C.  11411) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

88.  A  letter  from  the  Clerk  of  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  transmit- 
ting the  annual  report  of  the  receipts  and 
expenditures  of  the  Navy  Club  of  the  U.  S.  A., 
together  with  the  proceedings  of  the  various 
meetings  conducted  by  this  organization,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  April  30.  1952.  pursu- 
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ant  to  the  law  governing  these  reports;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

87.  A  letter  from  the  Clerk  of  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  transmit- 
ting the  report  of  proceedings  and  activities, 
including  complete  statement  of  reports  and 
expendltureii  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year,  pursuant  to  section  IV  of  the  act  of 
Congress  which  incorporated  the  Marine 
Corps  League,  Inc.;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  the 
Jxidlclary. 

88.  A  lett.;r  from  the  Clerk  of  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  transmit- 
ting the  repDrt  on  the  financial  operations  of 
the  United  States  Olympic  Asstxrlatlon  and 
the  United  States  Olympic  Commiitee  for 
the  calendar  year  1951.  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  805,  Eij;luy-first  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  tne  Judiciary. 

C9.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the  ca^es  of 
Marangos,  Nicholaos,  or  Nlcholaos  Maragos  or 
Nick  Maranjos  or  Nlcus  Marajos  or  Mlkolao 
Maragus  or  Nlkolawss  Mlragus,  No.  A- 
6321225;  McKcnzie,  Dudley  Sylvester,  No. 
A-9717285;  M?ng-Hs:u.  Chang,  No.  A- 
7683267;  and  Willlanis,  Lauriston  O'Connor, 
or  Laureston  O'Connor  Williams  or  Laurls- 
ton  WUllams  or  L.  O.  Williams,  No.  A- 
7140540;  requesting  that  they  be  withdrawn 
from  those  now  pending  before  the  Con- 
gress and  returned  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on 
ti:e  Judiciary. 

90.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  entered  in  cases 
where  the  nliith  proviso  to  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  February  5,  1917  (8 
U.  S.  C.  136),  was  exercised  In  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the  act 
of  October  16,  1918.  as  amended  by  section  22 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1050  (Public 
Law  831,  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

91.  A  let'ter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
transmitting  a  suppleraeut  to  part  II  of  the 
original  report  of  claims  for  damages  sus- 
tained as  a  result  of  the  explosions  at  Port 
Chicago,  Calif.,  on  July  17,  1944,  pursuant 
to  the  act  approved  June  14,  1948  (Public  Law 
637,  80th  Cong.  (62  Stat.  389).  and  Public 
Law  423.  7Eth  CJiig.  (58  SUt.  731));  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

92.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  transmitting  a  report  uf 
claims  paid  under  the  Federal  Tort  Claims 
Act  for  the  period  January  1,  1951,  to  June  30, 
1952.  pursuant  to' title  28.  section  2673,  of 
the  United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

93.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  the  report  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral on  the  administration  of  the  Foreign 
Agents  Registration  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
for  the  calendar  year  1951,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 11  of  that  act.  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

94.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  entered  In  cases 
where  the  ninth  proviso  to  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  February  5.  1917  (8  U.  S. 
C.  136).  was  exercised  in  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the  act 
of  October  16.  1918.  as  amended  by  section  22 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1U50  (Public 
Law  831,  81st  Cong.;;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

95.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
granting  the  applications  for  permanent  resi- 
dence filed  by  the  subjects  of  such  orders, 
pin-suant  to  section  4  of  the  Dlspl.iced  Per- 
sons Act  of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

96.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  entered  in  cases 
where  the  ninth  proviso  to  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  February  5.  1917  (8  U.  S. 
C.  136),  was  exercised  In  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  aecUon  6  (b)  of  the  act  of 
October  16,  1918,  as  amended  by  secUon  2i 
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of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  831,  8l8t  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

07.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  entered  In  cases 
where  the  ninth  provl.so  to  section  3  of  th« 
Immigration  Act  of  February  6,  1917  (8  U.  8. 
C.  136).  was  exercised  in  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the  act 
of  October  16.  1918,  as  amended  by  section  22 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  S*)!.  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

98.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the  cases  uf 
Humberti)  Jacoho  Hernandez  Mendlcondo, 
A  7736444  CR  39638:  Rtjman  Ramirez,  A- 
6043315  CR  37949;  and  Mohandas  Gunamal 
Vaswanl.  alias  O.  Mohan,  A-7752438  CR  37564; 
and  requesting  that  they  be  withdrawn  from 
those  t)efore  tiie  Congress  and  returned  to 
the  jurlEdlction  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice: to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

99.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the  eases  at 
Manuel  Barrio,  A~79«21C9:  Angela  S.  Barrio. 
A-7962173:  Ellsei)  Zermeno  Garcia.  A-6740766; 
Eleasar  Rottenberg  Perle.  A -7070297;  Ida 
Radl  Perle,  A-6662e95:  and  Clarence  Norman 
WUlery,  A-7903369:  and  requesting  that  they 
be  withdrawn  from  those  before  the  Congress 
and  returned  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  ttie  De- 
partment of  Justice;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

100.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the  cases  at 
Altcheson,  Gabriel  Octavlu  or  Gabriel  Altche- 
son.  CR  86537  A-7982652:  Alblni.  Paequale. 
CR  374-20  V  1451206:  Barrientne.  Clrlio.  CR 
35997  A-6855849T;  and  Porter,  Donald  Wayne. 
CR  38914  A-r396398;  and  requesting  that 
they  be  withdrawn  fr(  m  those  before  tiis 
ConEjess  and  returned  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  De;)attment  of  Justice;  to  the  Gummit- 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

101.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  G«.-- ral. 
transmlttmg  a  letter  relaUve  to  the  cnse^'  of 
Lldorikis,  Alexander  BAiiton  or  Aie/;u>der 
Lldor.  A-6164951:  Cecil  Pack,  Jr..  A-78ai825: 
Santiago  Domingo  Cordova  y  or  &intiaga 
Cordo-.a  or  Julio  Neis,  A-7963339T;  Cordova, 
Carmen  nee  Carmen  Virginia  Linares  Perca 
or  Carmen  Perez,  T-129939fl;  and  Bpadaveo- 
chia,  Antonio,  A~3539108.  and  requesting 
that  they  be  withdrawn  from  those  now 
pending  before  the  Congress  and  returned  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice: to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

102.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  a  report  of  all  claims 
paid  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  during 
the  fiscal  year  1952  under  part  2  of  the  Fed- 
eral Tort  Claims  Act  (title  4  of  Public  Law 
601.  7»tli  Cong.),  pursuant  to  section  404  of 
said  act;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

103.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  report  of  claims 
for  damage  caused  by  naviil  vessels  settled 
under  tlie  act  of  July  3,  1944  (46  U.  8.  C. 
797)  during  the  fiscal  year  of  1951-52,  pur- 
suant to  section  8  of  the  act  of  July  3.  1944 
(58  Stat  726;  46  U.  S.  C.  797);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

104.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitUng  a  report  of  recoveries 
collected  by  the  United  States  for  damage 
caused  to  naval  vessels  settled  by  the  Navy 
Department  pursuant  to  the  act  of  Decem- 
ber 5.  1946  (34  U.  S.  C.  600a),  pursuant  to 
section  2  of  said  act;  to  tiie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

105.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  report  of  claims  paid, 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act.  as 
amended,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952.  pursuant 
to  section  2673  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims 
Act.  as  amended  and  codilied  (28  U.  S.  C.>; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

106.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a 
report  of  claims  paid  under  the  Federal  Tort 
Claims  Act  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 


for  the  period  July  1,  1951,  to  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  June  80,  1963,  pursuant  to  pro- 
visions of  the  Federal  Tbrt  Claims  Act.  as 
reenacted  (28  U.  8.  C.  2871-2680) ;  ^to  the 
Committee  on  tl»e  Judldary. 

107.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor. Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration, 
transmitting  th<;  annual  report  of  claims 
paid  under  the  provisions  of  section  2872  of 
the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  of  1946.  as 
amended,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  1962,  pvir- 
Buant  to  sectlor  2673  of  the  Federal  Tort 
Claims  Act  of  1946,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

108.  A  letter  from  ttie  Administrator,  Vet- 
erans' Adminlstr.^tlon,  transmitting  a  report 
of  the  tort  claims  paid  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration during  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30.  1952.  pursuant  to  section  404  of  the 
Federal  Tort  Claims  Act,  title  TV,  Public  Law 
601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress  (28  U.  8.  C. 
2873) ;  to  the  Oonimlttee  on  the  Jxidlclary. 

109.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Legisla- 
tion and  Ualaoa.  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  transmitting  a  report  of  claims  paid 
under  the  Pedjral  Tort  Claims  Act.  as 
amended,  by  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  for  the  fi-«:al  year  1952.  pursuant  to 
section  3673  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act, 
as  amended  and  codified  (28  U.  8.  C);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

110.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  tsansniit- 
tlng  a  rep>ort  of  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  for  the  calendar  year  ending 
December  31,  1951.  pursiiant  to  title  28, 
United  States  Cc<le,  section  2673,  the  Federal 
Tort  Claims  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judldary. 

ill.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Central 
Intelligence  Agency,  transmitting  a  report 
including  the  name  of  each  claimant,  a  state- 
ment of  the  amount  claimed  and  the  amovint 
awarded,  and  a  lirief  description  of  the  claim 
attalnst  the  0?nUal  Intelligence  Agency 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  T\)rt 
Claims  Act  of  1946  (Public  Law  601,  79th 
Cong  )  for  the  fl.scal  year  1952;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

112.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  on  the 
settlement  of  the  claim  of  the  American 
Dock  Co..  17  State  Street.  New  York  City, 
as  owner  of  pier  No.  1.  Staten  Island.  N.  T., 
pursuant  to  title  14,  United  States  Code 
648  (b) :  to  the  Oommlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

113  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion suspending  deportation,  as  well  as  a  list 
of  the  persons  Involved,  pursuant  to  the  act 
of  ConCTesB  approved  July  1.  1948  (Public 
Law  863).  amending  suttsection  (c)  of  sec- 
tion 19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February 
5.  1917.  as  amended  <8  U.  8.  C.  155  (c)  );  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

114.  A  ietter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  report  of  the  claims  paid  by 
the  Post  Ottioe  Department  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  during 
the  fiscal  year  1952;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

115.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitliug  copies  of  the  ap- 
provals of  individual  claims  which  include 
the  name  of  each  claimant,  a  statement 
of  the  amount  claimed  and  the  ajnount 
awarded,  and  a  brief  description  of  each 
claim  paid  under  section  3672  of  title  28. 
United  States  Code,  pursuant  to  section  2673 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952,  beginning  July  1.  1961.  and  ending 
June  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

116.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  ijt 
Tri-State  TTans/er  Company,  Inc.,  ».  The 
United  Statea  (docket  No.  93),  pursvumt  to 
section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Com- 
mission Act  of  July  a.  1948   (62  SUt.  1222; 
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40  TT.  8.  C.  805  note) .  as  amended;   to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

117.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  cm  the  claim  oi 
John  W.  Healzer,  an  Individual  d/b/a  Healzer 
Cartage  Company,  and  Healzer  Cartage  Com- 
pany, a  Corporation,  v.  The  United  States 
(docket  No.  90),  pursuant  to  section  10  of 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act 
at  July  2,  1048  (62  Stat.  1222;  U.  S.  C.  305 
note) ,  as  amended:  to  the  Oommlttee  oa  the 
Judiciary. 

118.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Toedetnuch  Transfer,  Inc.,  v.  The  United 
States  (docket  No.  100).  pursuant  to  section 
10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 
Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C. 
305  note ) ,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

119.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  on  the  claim  of  Wichita 
Forwarding  Company,  a  Corporation,  v.  The 
United  Statea  (docket  No.  88).  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  C<jm- 
mlsston  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222: 
49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  the  Judtclarv. 

120.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
St.ites  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Sioux 
Trajiaportation  Company,  a  Corporation  v. 
The  United  States  (docket  No.  77).  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222:  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

121.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  rejxjrt  on  the  claim  of  S.  L. 
Goldish,  d  b/o  Lake  Superior  Motor  Freight 
V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  101).  p\ir- 
Buant  to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  3.  1948  (62 
Stat.  1222:  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note) ,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

122.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Ber- 
nard L.  White,  d/b  a  White's  Motor  Trans- 
port V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  87), 
pursuant  to  section  10  of  Uie  Motor  Car- 
rier Claims  Commission  Act  oS  July  2.  1948 
<82  Stat.  1222:  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as 
amended:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

123.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission. 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Wil- 
liam A.  Schien,  d/b/a  Schien  Truck  Lines  v. 
The  United  States  (docket  No.  74).  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

124.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  W.  G. 
Burgess,  d/b/a  Reliable  Motor  Freight  Line 
V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  70),  pur- 
suant to  section  10  erf  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62 
Stat.  1222:  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note) ,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

125.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Matt 
W.  Hanten  arid  Roy  Wheaton,  a  Partnership, 
di  b/a  Western  Transportation  Company  v. 
The  United  States  (docket  No.  86).  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222:  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

128.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commls&lcKi, 
transmitting  tlie  report  on  the  claim  of  Mer- 
cury Motor  Freight  Lines,  Inc.  ▼.  The  United 
Statea  (docl^t  No.  81),  pursuant  to  secUoA 


10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 
Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C. 
805  note) .  as  amended;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

127.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  North 
Shore  Fish  and  Freight  Company,  a  Corpora- 
tion V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  63). 
pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  3,  1948  (62 
Stat.  1222:  49  U.  8.  C.  305  note ) ,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

128.  A  letter  trom  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Fern 

B.  Wilber.  d/b/a  Wilber  Transfer  Company 
V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  80).  pur- 
suant to  section  10  oC  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62 
Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note) ,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

129.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Jack 
Bradley,  d/b/a  Film  Pickup  Service  v.  The 
United  States  (docket  No.  25).  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Com- 
mission Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222: 
49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

130.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Canler  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Peter 

C.  Peterson,  Earl  K.  Peterson,  and  Clarence 

D.  Peterson,  a  Partnership,  d  b  a  Peterson  <fr 
Sons  Transfer  v.  The  United  States  (Docket 
No.  67),  pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Motor 
Carrier  CI:Ums  Commission  Act  of  July  2, 
1948  (62  Stat.  1222:  40  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary 

131.  A  letto'  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Cotnmission, 
transmltthig  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Ralph  D.  Holt,  d/b/a  Smith  Transmit  Co.  v. 
The  United  States  (Docket  No  92 ) .  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (82  Stat. 
1222;  49  U.  8.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

132.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
BAlph  D.  Holt,  d/b/a  Certified  Motor  Trans- 
port V.  The  United  States,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 10  of  the  AA>tor  Carrier  Claims  Commis- 
sion Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49 
U.  S.  C.  3C5  note),  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

133.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Olson  Transfer  Co.  v.  The  United  Statc.'i 
(Docket  No.  65),  pursuant  to  section  10  of 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act 
of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  8.  C.  305 
note),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

134.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  -the  claim  of  ifer- 
rill  M.  Pregler  and  Louise  G.  Fosse,  d  b/a 
Dairy  Dispatch  Co.  v.  The  United  States 
(Docket  No.  20),  pursuant  to  section  10  ot 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act 
of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  8.  C. 
305  note),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

135.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Heuer  Truck  Lines,  Inc.  v.  The  United  States 
(Docket  No.  38),  pursuant  to  section  10  of 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act  of 
July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  8.  C.  305 
note),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

136.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting    the   report   on   the    cl*lm   oi 
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Glenn  Breeding  and  Irene  Breeding,  a  Part- 
nership. Successors  in  Interest  to:  E.  W.  Ly- 
man.  Opal  Bowlin  Lyman.  Lucill  Lyman  Por- 
ter, and  Mrs.  Frances  Ring,  Heirs  at  Law  and 
Ralph  W.  Porter,  Trustee,  d/b/a  Lyman 
Truck  Linear.  The  United  States  (Docket  No, 
49) .  pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Car- 
rier Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2,  1948 
(62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

137.  A  letter  from  t'le  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  Vic- 
tor McKeovm,  d/b/a  McKeown  Trucks  v.  The 
United  States  (Docket  No.  54),  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Com- 
mission Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49 
U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

138.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Adolph  Muehring  and  Herman  H.  Muehring, 
a  Partnership,  d/b/a  Schmidt  Truck  Lines  v. 
The  United  States  (Docket  No.  75),  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222;  49  U.  8.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

139.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Conunlsslon,  transmitting  a  copy  of  Its 
newly  Issued  publication  entitled  "Typical 
Residential  Electric  BUls  for  Cities  ol  2,500 
Population  and  More,  January  1,  1952";  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

140.*  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of 
the  publication  entitled  "Statistics  of  Na- 
tural Oas  Companies  In  the  United  States, 
1951";  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conunerce. 

141.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  transmitting  the  annual  financial 
report  on  the  commissary  activities  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  In  Alaska 
and  other  points  outside  the  continental 
United  States,  pursuant  to  provisions  of  P\ib- 
11c  Law  390,  Eighty-first  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

142.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of 
the  publication  entitled,  "Typical  Electric 
Bills  for  Cities  of  50,000  Population  and 
More,  January  1, 1952";  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and   Foreign   Commerce. 

143.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of 
the  publication  entitled,  "Steam-Electric 
Plant  Construction  Cost  and  Annual  Pro- 
duction Expenses,  1951";  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

144.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman, 
Federal  Power  Commission,  transmitting  a 
copy  of  the  publication  entitled,  "Statistics 
of  Electric  Utilities  In  the  United  States, 
1951";  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

145.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  and  find- 
ings on  the  feasibility  of  the  installation  of 
the  Deer  Creek  power  plant  and  appurtenant 
facilities  as  supplemental  works  to  the  Deer 
Creek  division,  Provo  River  project,  Utah, 
pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  Reclamation 
Project  Act  of  1939  (H.  Doc.  No.  37) ;  ordered 
to  be  printed,  with  Illustrations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

146.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  one 
copy  each  of  certain  legislation  passed  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St. 
John,  V.  I.,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States  approved  June  22.  1936;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

147.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  on  a  pro- 
posed domestic  water  system  for  the  north 
unit  of  the  Deschutes  Federal  reclamation 
project,  Oregon,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  9  (a)  of  the  Reclamation  Project 


Act  of  1939  (53  Stat.  1187) :  to  the  (Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

148.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, traasmlttlng  the  Annual  Report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  Synthetic  Uquld 
Fuels,  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Syn- 
thetic Uquld  Fuels  Act  of  1944  (30  U.  S.  C. 
321-325).  as  amended,  for  the  calendar  year 
1951;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

149.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  legislation 
passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thom- 
as and  St.  John  and  the  Municipal  Council 
of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States  approved  June  22,  1936;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

150.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  laws  enacted 
by  the  First  Guam  Legislature,  pursuant  to 
section  19  of  Public  Law  630,  Elghty-flrst 
Congress,  the  Orgp.nlc  Act  of  Guam;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 

151.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills  and 
resolutions  passed  by  the  Municipal  Coun- 
cil of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John  and  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to 
section  16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States  approved  June 
22,  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   Affairs. 

152.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  supplementary 
report  of  the  survey  to  determine  the  feas- 
ibility of  developing  a  Mississippi  River 
Parkway  entitled  "Parkway  for  the  Missis- 
sippi, Part  II  (Technical  I>ata),"  pursuant 
to  the  act  of  August  24,  1949  (63  Stat.  626); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

153.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  copy  of  bill  No. 
41  enacted  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Croix,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the  Or- 
ganic Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United 
States  approved  June  22.  1936;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

154.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  certified  copy 
of  the  acts  of  the  thirteenth  to  nineteenth 
.special  sessions  of  the  Seventeenth  Legis- 
lature of  Puerto  Rico,  enacted  prior  to  the 
repeal  of  section  23,  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
Puerto  Rico,  on  Julv  25,  1952.  the  date  on 
which  the  constitution  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico  came  into  effect,  pur- 
suant  to  section  23  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
Puerto  Rico;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

155.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  Public 
Laws  47  and  53  enacted  by  the  First  Guam 
Legislature,  pursuant  to  section  19  of  Public 
Law  630,  Eighty-first  CongTes.s,  the  Organic 
Act  of  Gisam;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

156.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  Public 
Laws  51,  52,  and  57  enacted  by  the  First  Guam 
Legislature,  pursuant  to  section  19.  Public 
Law  630,  Eighty-first  Congress,  the  Organic 
Act  of  Guam;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and   Insular   Affairs. 

157.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  laws 
enacted  by  the  First  Guam  Legislature.  Pub- 
lic Laws  54,  60.  63,  64,  and  70,  pursuant  to 
section  19  of  Public  Law  630,  Eighty-first 
Congress,  to  the  Organic  Act  of  Guam;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

158.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills 
passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  the  Municipal  Coun- 
cil of  St.  Croix,  and  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  the  Virgin  Islands,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States  approved  June 
22,  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 


159.  A  letter  from  the  Aaslstant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills 
passed  by  the  Municipal  CouncU  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John  and  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  CroU,  pursuant  to  section  10 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  States  approved  June  22.  1936; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

160.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills 
passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John  and  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  section  16 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of 
the  United  States  approved  June  23,  1936;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

161.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  Public 
Laws  65  and  75  enacted  by  the  First  Guam 
Legislature,  pursuant  to  section  19  of  Public 
Law  630,  Eighty-first  Congress,  the  Organic 
Act  of  Guam;  to  the  Comr  Ittee  on  Interior 
and   Insular  Affairs. 

162.  A  letter  from  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
Indian  Claims  Commission,  transmitting  a 
report  that  proceedings  have  been  finally 
concluded  with  respect  to  the  following 
claim.  Coos  (or  Kowes\  Bay.  Lower  Umpqua 
for  Kalauatset).  and  Siuslaw  Indian  Tribe*. 
Plaxntxfjs.  v.  The  United  States  ol  America. 
Defendant  (Docket  No.  266).  This  report  is 
submitted  pursuant  to  section  21  of  the  In- 
dian Claims  Commission  Act  of  August  13. 
1946  (60  Stat.  959;  25  U.  S.  C.  70);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

163.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chief  Com- 
missioner, Indian  Claims  Commission,  trans- 
mitting a  report  pursuant  to  section  31  of  the 
Indian  Claims  Commission  Act  of  August  13, 
1946  (60  Stat.  959;  25  U.  S.  C.  70).  with  re- 
spect to  the  following  claim:  Seneca  Nation 
of  Indiana,  on  the  relation  of  John  L.  Snyder 
and  Arhne  R.  Friday.  Petitioner,  v.  The 
United  Staten.  Defendant  (Docket  No.  77);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

164.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  Journal 
of  the  Senate,  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  regular  session  of  1951,  pursuant  to 
section  69  of  an  act  of  Congress,  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  Government  for  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii."  approved  April  30,  1900; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

165.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  transmitting  report  No.  23,  pur- 
suant to  provisi(.)ns  of  scr'tion  317  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  as  amended 
(Public  Law  498.  77th  Cong  ) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  M-rlne  and  Fisheries. 

166.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  traixsmltting  a  report  relative  to 
war-risk  insurance  and  certain  marine  and 
liability  insurance  for  the  American  public, 
pursuant  to  section  1211  of  Public  Law  763. 
Eighty-first  Congress,  for  the  quarter  ended 
June  30.  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 

167  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, tnansmltting  the  quarterly  rejwrt  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  on  the  activ- 
ities and  transactions  of  the  Administration 
•under  the  Merchant  Ship  Bales  Act  of  1946, 
from  April  1,  1952,  through  June  90,  1952,  In 
accordance  with  section  13  of  that  act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. 

168  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission,  transmit- 
ting the  annual  report  of  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Comm  ssion  covering  the  num- 
ber and  types  of  additional  step  Increases  as 
rewards  for  sui>erlor  accomplishment  made 
by  the  several  Government  departments  and 
agencies  during  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952,  pursuant  to  section  702  (c)  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

169.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Postmaster 
General,  trauBmittlng  a  statement  of  penalty 
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mall  for  the  flscaJ  year  eiuied  June  30,  1962, 
pursuant  to  eectloa  302.  Utie  111,  Public  Law 
785,  approved  June  25.  1948;  to  the  Coouult- 
tee  on  Post  OfiSce  and  Civil  Service. 

170.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission,  transmit- 
ting the  thirty-first  annual  report  of  the 
board  of  actuaries  of  the  civil-service  re- 
tirement and  disability  fund  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30.  1951.  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

171.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Admin Utra- 
tor.  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency, 
transmitting  the  twelfth  quarterly  report 
on  the  administration  of  the  advance-plan- 
ning program,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  352, 
£ighty-first  Congress  (H.  Doc.  No.  38);  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

172.  A  letter  from  the  Aas&tant  Secretary, 
De]>artment  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a 
Eurvey  reptjrt  dated  March  1951.  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  Illustrations, 
of  the  YougiilO'jheny  River  watershed,  Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland,  and  West  Virginia,  made 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  approved  June  22.  1936,  as  amended  and 
supplemented  (H.  E)oc.  No.  39);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,   with   illustrations. 

173.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
Dopartmrnt  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a 
siirvey  report  diited  March  1961,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  illustrations, 
of  the  Savannah  River  watershed  in  North 
Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia,  made 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  approved  June  23,  19C6.  as  amended  and 
supplemented  (H.  Doc.  No  40);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  with  illustrations. 

174.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman. 
Federal  Power  Commission,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  flotxl  situation  in  the  Osage 
River  Basin,  Mo.,  in  which  Is  located  Union 
Electric  Co.  of  Missouri's  Bagnell  hydroelec- 
tric development,  designated  as  project  No. 
4'>9.  ptirsuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on   Public  Works. 

173.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman. 
Commission  on  Renovation  of  the  Executive 
Mansion,  transmitting  the  final  report  of  the 
Commission  on  Renovation  of  the  Executive 
Mansion,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  40,  section 
a  (h).  Bt^hty-first  Congress,  first  session;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

17C  A  letter  from  the  Administrator. 
Housine  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  trans- 
mitting the  eleventh  quarterly  report  on  the 
administration  of  the  advance-planning 
proLTram  authoriyed  under  Public  Law  352, 
Fiphty-first  Congress,  approved  October  13, 
1949,  pursusnt  to  section  6  of  Public  Law  .'52, 
EtjThtv-first  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

177  A  letter  from  the  Secretiiry  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
nf  ¥v,r;ineer«,  United  States  Army,  dated 
September  17,  1952.  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  re- 
view of  reports  on  Jenkins  Creek,  Md.,  re- 
quested by  a  resolution  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  W(  rks,  House  of  Representatives. 
adopted  on  July  8,  1947;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

178  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
(li  Eni;lneers,  United  States  Army,  dated  Au-i 
gust  19,  1952.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  review  of 
reports  on  the  coasts  of  the  Great  Lakes, 
harbors  of  refuge  for  light-draft  vessels,  with 
a  view  to  determining  whether  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  recommendation  contained  there- 
in Is  advisable  at  the  present  time,  particu- 
larly with  re*rpect  to  a  harbor  of  refuge  for 
ll^ht-draft  vessels  at  the  mouth  of  Big  Iron 
River,  Ontonagon  County,  Mich.,  requested 
by  a  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
sjid     Harbors,     House     of     Representatives, 


adopted  on  March  26.  1946;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

179.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  th«  Chief  o( 
Snglneers.  United  States  Army,  dated  Octo- 
ber 7,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  on  a  review  of 
reports  on  St.  Croix  River,  Minn,  and  Wis., 
with  a  view  to  determining  the  advisability 
of  providing  a  channel  5  feet  deep  at  mean 
low  water  between  Stillwater  and  Taylors 
Falls,  with  suitable  widths,  requested  by  a 
resolution  of  the  Committee  oh  Public 
Works,  House  of  Representatives,  adopled  on 
June  17,  1943;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub'iic 
Works. 

180.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Aimy,  dated 
Au(?ust  4,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  review  of 
reports  on  Buffalo  Harbor,  N.  Y..  with  a  view 
to  determining  if  any  further  improvements 
in  this  project  should  be  made  at  this  time, 
requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works.  House  of  Representatives, 
adopted  on  Jime  2,  1948;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

181.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  tlie  Chief  of 
Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  August 
5,  1952,  submittiiig  a  report,  tcgether  with 
acompanying  papers,  on  a  preliminary  ex- 
amination of  Kaunakaki  (Kaunakakal) 
Gulch.  Island  of  Molokal,  T.  H.,  authorized 
by  Uie  Flood  Control  Act  approved  on  May 

17,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Pubttc  Works. 

182.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmiitlng  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated  May 
19.  1952,  submitung  a  report,  together  with 
accompanying  papers,  on  a  review  of  report 
on  the  AikiiiiSAB  River.  Aik  ,  Okla..  and  Kr^ns., 
with  special  reference  to  the  control  of  cav- 
ing banks  above  Little  Rock  in  tlie  vicinity  of 
Palarm  Creek,  re'juested  by  a  resolution  of 
the  Committee  ou  Flood  Conlxol.  House  of 
Pwepresentailves,  adopted  on  May  25,  1945,  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

183  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmittiiag  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated  June 
19,  1&J2.  submitting  a  report,  tcgether  with 
accompanying  paj^crs.  on  a  preliminary 
examination  of  Buffalo  Creek  and  tributaries. 
West  Viryiuia  and  Pennsylvania,  for  flood- 
control  and  ullicid  purpotes,  authorized  by 
the  Jlood  Control  Act  adopted  on  July  34, 
1916:  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

184.  A  letter  from  tlie  SecretxiJ?y  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  En^iineerfi.  United  States  Army,  dated  June 

18,  19j2.  suLmitang  a  report,  together  with 
accompanying  papers,  on  a  preliminary 
exiuiiiiiatlon  and  survey  of  Bocthbay  Harbor. 
M.ilne.  particuUu-^y  the  Mill  Cove  area,  au- 
thorized by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  Ap- 
proved on  March  2,  1945;  to  the  Committee 
on   Public   Works. 

185.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
trrin.-mlttlng  copies  of  orders  entered  in  cases 
where  the  ninth  pro\iso  to  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  Pebrtiary  5,  1517  (8 
U.  S.  C.  136),  was  exerclned  in  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the  ;u:t 
of  October  16,  1918,  as  amended  by  section 
22  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Pub- 
lic Law  831,  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

186.  A  l3tter  from  the  Chairman,  Mlgra- 
tor>'  Bird  Conservation  Commission,  trans- 
mitting the  report  of  the  Migratory  Bird 
Conservation  Commission  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952.  ptirsuant  to  section  3  of 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  18, 
1929  (45  Stat.  1222,  U.  S.  C,  title  16,  sec. 
715b):  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

187.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the 
report  of  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  In  the  control  and  era<Hcation  of 
foot-and-mouth  dleeaae  under  the  terms  of 
Public  Law   8,  Eightieth  Congress,  for  the 


month  of  September  1062;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

188.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Defense,  relative  to  rnnvirig  certain  adjvist- 
mentfi  between  appropriations  to  improve  the 
administration  of  appropriated  funds  avail- 
able to  the  Department  of  the  Army,  pm-su- 
ant  to  section  403  of  the  National  Security 
Act,  as  Eimended;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

189.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  Executive  Office  of  the  President, 
transmitting  a  statement  regarding  appor- 
tionment of  the  appropriation  for  service- 
men's IndemnlUes,  for  the  fiscal  year  1953, 
pursuant  to  paragraph  2  of  subsection  (e)  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  SUtutes,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

190.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation 
and  Liaison.  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
transmitting  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Annual  Flying  Pay  Report,  pursuant  to  Pub- 
1' :  Law  301,  Seventy-ninth  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

101.  A  letter  from  the  adjutant  general. 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  transmitting  a 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  August  31.  1952,  pursuant 
to  I»ubllc  Law  630,  Seventy-fourth  Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

132.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization,  Executive  OfQce  of  the 
President,  transmitting  the  quarterly  report 
required  by  secUon  304  (b)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act,  as  amended,  for  the  period 
ending  September  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

193.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  transmit- 
ting the  annual  report  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  3),  1932,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  548, 
Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

194.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary. 
Department  of  State,  transmitting  the  sev- 
enth report  conccrTilng  the  Yrgoslav  emer- 
gency relief  assistance  pro-am  for  the  period 
June  16,  1952,  through  September  15.  1952, 
pvirsuant  to  section  6  of  Public  Law  897  (the 
Yugoslav  EmTp^ncy  Relief  As^i'tance  Act  of 
1950)    (H.  Doc.  No.  41) ;  to  the  Committee  on 

foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

195.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  report 
by  the  Division  of  Audits  of  the  General  Ac- 
counting Office  on  the  Bureau  of  Customs 
relating  to  importation  of  wheat  classified  ns 
unfit  for  human  consumption,  for  the  ficcal 
year  ending  June  30,  1P52;  to  the  Commlt'.ee 
on  Govemment  Operations. 

196.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  hH's 
passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  the  Municipal  Counrll 
of  St.  Croix,  and  by  the  Legislative  Assem^taly 
of  the  Virgin  Islands,  pursuant  to  section 
16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of 
the  United  States  approved  June  22,  1936;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

197.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills 
enacted  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  pursuant  to  section  16 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of 
the  United  States  approved  June  22,  1936;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

198.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  an  order  canceling  $1.- 
113,862.66  of  reimbursable  irrigation  charges 
against  Pueblo  Indian  lands  in  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District,  New  Mex- 
ico, ptirsuant  to  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
July  1,  1932  (47  Stat.  864;  25  U.  S  C  3«r-a> ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

199.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  Gener.il. 
transmitting  a  letter  relaUve  to  the  case  cX 
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Omar  Mahammed  Hlndlyeh.  file  No.  A- 
6830459  T.,  CR  37383.  requesting  that  It  b« 
withdrawn  from  those  now  pending  before 
the  Congress  and  returned  to  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

200.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of  H.  M. 
Barnes,  d'b/a  Arrow  Motor  Freight,  Suc- 
cessor in  Interest  to  Fred  A.  Bern  and  How- 
ard M.  Barnes,  d/b/a  Weighley  Transfer 
Company  v.  The  United  States  (docket  No. 
85),  pursuant  to  provisions  of  section  10 
of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 
Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49 
U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

201.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Oscor  R.  Thiel,  d  b  o  Thiel  Truck  SerxHce  v. 
The  United  States  (docket  No.  79).  pur- 
suant to  provisions  of  section  10  of  the  Motor 
Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2, 
1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

202.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Byers  Transportation  Company,  Inc..  a  Cor- 
poration V.  The  United  States  (docket  No. 
96),  pursuant  to  provisions  of  section  10  of 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act  of 
July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305 
note),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

203.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  supplemental  rejport  on  the 
claim  of  Brady  Transfer  «t  Storage  Co.,  Inc. 
V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  8);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

204.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Knaus  Truck  Lines.  Inc..  and  Mary  Jane 
Knaus  and  Ezra  Knaus,  a  Partnership,  d,  b  a 
Knaus  Truck  Lines  v.  The  United  States 
(docket  No.  97),  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

206.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Wheelock  Bros.,  Inc.,  a  Corporation  v.  The 
United  States  (Docket  No.  98),  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  section  10  of  the  Motor  Car- 
rier Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948 
(63  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as 
amended;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

206.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary 
^  of  Commerce,  transmitting  report  of  activi- 
ties authorized  by  Public  Law  763,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  to  provide  war-risk  Insurance 
and  certain  marine  and  liability  insurance 
for  the  American  public,  for  the  quarter  end- 
ed September  30.  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

207.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
'merce.  transmitting  the  quarterly  report  of 

the  Maritime  Administration  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  on  the  activities  and 
transactions  of  the  Administration  under  the 
Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946.  from  July 
1.  1953,  through  September  30,  1952,  pursu- 
ant to  section  13  of  that  act;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

308.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  the  report  cov- 
ering activitiea  under  the  Federal-aid-ln- 
flsh -restoration  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1952.  pursuant  to  section  11 
of  tke  act  approved  August  9,  1950  (64  Stat. 
430,  16  U.  S.  C.  777):  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

209.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  the  Ameri- 
can Legion,  NaUonal  Legislative  Commission, 
transmit Ung  the  financial  statement  of  the 


American  Legion  for  the  period  Including  Oc- 
tober 31.  1952,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  47, 
Sixty-sixth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

210.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  relative 
to  a  budget  allotment  for  personal  services 
Issued  to  Mr.  John  P.  Golden.  Jr.,  manager 
of  the  Corporation's  Boston  loan  agency,  for 
the  period  July  1-September  30,  1952.  was 
exceeded  by  the  amount  of  $304.58,  this  re- 
port filed  in  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

211.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Tariff  Commission,  transmuting  the 
Fourth  Annual  Repwrt  on  the  Operation  of 
the  Trade  Agreements  P/cgram,  pursup.nt 
to  Executive  Order  10082;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

212.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  War 
Claims  Commission,  transmitting  the  Fifth 
Semiannual  Report  of  Activities  of  the  War 
Claims  Commission  as  of  March  13.  1952, 
pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  (Public  Law  896.  80th  Cong.), 
approved  July  3.  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate   and   Foreign   Commerce. 

213.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General 
relative  to  the  cases  of  Domlnlck  Cardo. 
case  No.  A— 408785'. ,  Antonio  Huante-Ceja, 
case  No.  A-73o6675.  Catallna  Franco  Tauler 
Serrano,  case  No.  A-79109r)3.  and  Marfhall 
Joseph  Yacks.  case  No.  A-6268601,  and  re- 
questing that  they  be  withdrawn  from  those 
before  the  Congress  and  returned  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Justice; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

214.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  combined  state- 
ment of  receipts,  expenditures,  and  balances 
of  the  United  States  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952.  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  act  of  July  31.  1894  (5 
U.  S.  C.  264);  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment  Operations. 

215.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Muni- 
tions Board,  transmitting  the  Semiannual 
Stockpile  Report,  pursuant  to  section  4,  Pub- 
lic Law  520.  Seventy-ninth  Congress;  to  the 
Committee   on   Armed  Services. 

216.  A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Munitions  Control  Board,  trans- 
mitting tlie  semiannual  report  prepared  by 
the  National  Munitions  Control  Board,  pur- 
suant to  subsection  (h).  section  12  of  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939  (Public  Res.  No.  54, 
76th  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

217.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Extension  Service  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1952.  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 7  of  the  Agricultural  Extension  Work 
Act  of  May  8,  1914;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

218.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on 
cooperation  of  the  United  States  with  Mex- 
ico In  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  Octo- 
ber 1952,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress;   to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

219.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  separate  reports 
on  contracts  and  cooperative  agreements 
entered  into  during  fiscal  year  1952  pur- 
suant to  authorities  contained  in  title  1, 
sections  9  (b)  3  and  10  (a),  and  title  II 
of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 
approved  August  14,  1946.  Public  Law  733, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  pursuant  to  title  I. 
section  11  and  title  II.  section  205  (b)  of  the 
act;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

220.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  tiansmlttlng  a  certification  as  to 
adequacy  of  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion, Coachella  Division.  All-American  Canal 
project.  California,  pursuant  to  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953  (PubUc  Law  470. 
83d  Cong.;;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 


221.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  Executive  Office  of  the  President. 
transmitting  a  report  regarding  reapportion- 
ment of  the  appropriation  "S&larlee  and 
expenses.  Secret  Service  Division,  1983," 
Treasury  Department,  pursuant  to  provision* 
of  paragraph  2  of  subsection  (e)  of  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ar  /roprlationa. 

222.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmlttinp  the  semiannual  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  together  with  the  re- 
(xirts  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  for  the  period  from 
January  1  to  June  30.  1952,  pursuant  to 
section  202  (d)  of  the  National  8?curlty  Act 
of  1947.  as  amended;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Armed  Services. 

223  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Naval  Pe- 
troleum Reserves.  Department  of  the  Navy. 
transmitting  a  report  for  the  calendar  year 
1952  of  agreements  entered  into  pursuant  to 
the  act  of  June  17.  1944  (58  Stat.  380) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

221  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Adminis- 
trator. General  Services  Administration. 
tranhmltting  a  copy  of  a  notice  to  be  pub- 
lished In  the  Federal  Register  of  a  proposed 
dlsposltlor  of  20.000  pounds  of  contamliiated 
grpund  talc  now  held  In  the  national  stock- 
pile, pursuant  to  section  3  (e)  of  the  Stra- 
tegic i<  d  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act  (€0  Stat.  596,  50  U.  S.  C.  98b  (e) );  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

225.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  the  annual  repeal  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1953.  of  the 
Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  created  by  sec- 
tion 10  (b)  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934, 
approved  January  30.  1934.  as  amended,  pur- 
suant to  section  10  (a)  of  the  act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

226  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Small 
Defen.oe  Plants  Administration,  transmit- 
ting the  fourth  quarterly  report,  October  15. 
1932.  of  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Administra- 
tion, pursuant  to  section  714  (g)  of  the  De- 
fen.se  Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended;  to 
'  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

227.  A  letter  from  the  Clerk.  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  transmit- 
ting a  report  for  the  period  from  July  1.  1951, 
to  June  30,  1952.  giving  names  of  statutory 
and  contingent-fund  employees  of  the 
House  and  their  respective  compensations, 
including  clerks  to  Members,  the  expendi- 
tures from  the  contingent  fund  and  from 
certain  8i>erlflc  appropriations;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 

228  A  letter  from  the  Clerk,  United  States 
House  of  Representatives,  transmitting  a  list 
of  reports  which  It  is  the  duty  of  any  olBcer 
or  Department  to  make  to  Congress,  p\ir- 
Euant  to  rule  III.  clause  2.  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  (H.  Doc.  No. 
25);  to  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

229.  A  letter  from  the  Administrative 
Assistant,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled 
"For  the  relief  of  Floyd  E.  Dotson";  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

230.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmitting  a  statement  of  the  adjudica- 
tions rendered  during  the  year  1952  under 
the  act  of  July  2,  1948  (50  U.  8.  C.  App. 
5§  1981-1987),  amended  by  Public  Law  116, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  pursuant  to  section 
4  I  c )  of  that  act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

231.  A  letter  from  the  clerk.  United  SUtes 
Court  of  Claims,  transmitting  a  statement  of 
all  Judgments  rendered  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  for  the  year  ended  October  3.  1953. 
the  amount  thereof,  the  parties  In  whose 
favor  rendered,  and  a  brief  synopsis  of  the 
nature  of  the  claims,  pursuant  to  section 
791  (c)  of  title  28.  United  States  Code;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

232.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Clalnos  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  on  the  claim  of  Pacific 
Intermountatn  Express  Company,  a  Corpora- 
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fton,  V.  The  United  States  (docket  No.  2) , 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  of 
the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act 
of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  8.  C. 
305  note),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

233.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  on  the  claim  of  Hi-Way 
Freight  Terminal,  Inc.,  v.  The  United  States 
(docket  No.  40).  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
CommLsslon  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62  Stat. 
1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note  I .  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

234.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  on  the  claim  of  Trt- 
arigle  Terminal  Company  v.  The  United 
Stntes  (docket  No.  80),  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2.  1948  (62 
Stat  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note),  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

235.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  on  the  claim  of 
K.  M.  <t  C.  Truck  Lines,  a  Corporation,  v. 
The  United  States  (docket  No.  60).  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  the  Motor 
Carrier  Claims  Commission  Act  of  July  2, 
1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C.  305  note), 
as  amended;  Ui  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

236  A  letter  frcm  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Pourll  Bros.  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  v.  The  United 
States  (docket  No  28).  pursuant  to  section 
10  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 
Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62  Stat.  1222;  49  U.  S.  C. 
305  note  I ,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

237  A  letter  frrm  the  Chairman.  United 
States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  CommLsslon, 
tran.smlttlng  the  report  on  the  claim  of 
Ining  R.  Andcr.son.  d  b  a  Lee  Cartage  Com- 
pany V.  The  United  State.<i  (docket  No.  47), 
pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Claims  Comml.sslo  1  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (62 
Stat  1222;  49  U  S.  C.  305  note) ,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

238.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  bills 
and  resolutions  passed  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John  and 
by  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Virgin 
Islands,  pursuant  t^  section  16  of  the  Organic 
Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States 
Approved  June  22.  1936;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

239  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmltt.ng  copies  of  an  order  of 
May  16,  1952,  carcellng  certain  irrigation 
charges  against  Indian  lands  in  the  Oroville- 
Tonasket  irrigation  district,  Okanogan 
County.  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

240.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  of 
revolving  credit  fund  transactions  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952,  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  the  Indian  Reorganization  Act 
of  June  18,  1934  (48  Stat.  984;  26  U.  S.  C. 
470 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

241.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  report  on 
licensed  hydroelectric  projects  and  on  per- 
sonnel of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952.  pursuant 
to  section  4  (d)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act; 
to  the  Committee  en  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

242.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman, 
Federal  Power  CommLsslon,  transmitting  a 
copy  of  the  publication  entitled  "Electric 
Utility  Depreciation  Practices,  1951";  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

243.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
Chairman,  Board  of  Trustees,  transmitting 
the  report  of  operations  of  the  Postal  Savings 


System  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
1952,  pursuant  to  section  1  of  the  act  ap- 
proved June  25.  1910  (H.  Doc.  No.  11);  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

244.  A  letter  from  the  Chairfnan,  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  transmitting  the  Nine- 
teenth Annual  Report  of  the  Board  of  Direc- 
tors of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1.  1951,  and 
ending  June  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXIt,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York:    ^ 

H.R.I.  A  bill  to  reduce  the  Individual 
income  tax;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  i 

By  Mr.  COUDERT:  ' 

H.  R.  2.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Federal  ex- 
penditures shall  not  exceed  Federal  revenues, 
except  in  time  of  war  or  grave  national  emer- 
gency declared  by  the  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 

H.  R.  3.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  o;  two  addltlona.  district 
Judges  for  the  eastern  district  of  Michigan; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  so  as  to  transfer  certain 
counties  from  the  eastern  district  of  Michi- 
gan to  the  western  district  of  Michigan,  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  additional 
district  Judges  for  the  Judicial  districts  of 
Michigan,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  5.  A  bill  to  reduce  excise  taxes,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  6.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Mfans. 

H  R.  7.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  isystem  of 
cross-country  superhighways;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  8.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  system  to  pro- 
vide Insured  aged  persons  and  their  depend- 
ents, and  survivors  of  deceased  Insured 
persons,  with  insurance  against  the  cost  of 
hospitalization;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  9.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  3  (g)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  Amendments  of  1952, 
thereby  giving  permanent  effect  to  those 
provisions  of  such  amendments  which  relate 
to  the  preservation  of  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  rights  of  Individuals 
while  they  are  permanently  and  totally  dis- 
abled; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  JENKINS  (by  request)  : 

H.  R.  10.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  establish- 
ment of  voluntary  pension  plans  by  Individ- 
uals; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 

H.  R.  11.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  establish- 
ment of  voluntary  pension  plans  by  Individ- 
uals; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SPENCE: 

H.  R.  12.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  regulation  of  bank  holding  companies, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency.  I 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York:! 

H.  R.  13.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  Individ- 
uals entitled  to  old-age  or  survivors  Insur- 
ance benefits  to  earn  $100  per  month  with- 
out deductions  being  made  from  their  bene- 
fits; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  MiV  DEMPSEY: 

H.  R.  14.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  amount 
p.uthorlzed  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Fed- 
eral-Aid Highway  Act  of  1952  for  the  con- 
struction and  Improvement  of  the  national 


system  of  Interstate  highways  designated  in 
accordance  with  section  7  of  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public   Works. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  15.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Incor- 
poration, regulation,  merger,  consolidation, 
and  dissolution  of  certain  business  corpora- 
tions m  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By   Mr.   HESS: 

H.  R.  16.  A  bill  to  provide  military  status 
for  women  who  served  overseas  with  the 
Army  of  the  United  SUtes  during  World 
War  1;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H.  R.  17.  A  bill  to  provide  reduced  postage 
on  air-mail  parcel  post  sent  to  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
certain  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
OCace  and  Civil  Service. 
By    Ml-.    JENKINS: 

H.  R.  18.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  State 
of  Ohio;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  19.  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  act  of  May  29,  1944,  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  recognition  of  the  services  of 
the  civilian  officials  and  employees,  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  engaged  In  and 
about  the  construction  of  the  Panama 
Canal,"  to  certain  additional  civilian  offi- 
cers and  employees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Miu-ine   and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  UACK  of  Washington: 

H.  R.  20.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admission 
of  Alaska  into  the  Union;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  21.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government  and  to  be  admitted  Into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  22.  A  bill  to  create  a  United  States 
Academy  of  Foreign  Service;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  23.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Department 
of  Veterans'  Affairs;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

H.  R.  24.  A  bill  to  amend  the  World  War 
Veterans  Act,  1924,  as  amended,  to  mature 
United  States  Government  life  Insurance 
when  the  Insured  becomes  70  years  of  age; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  25.  A  bill  to  amend  subparagraph 
(c) ,  paragraph  I,  part  I,  of  Veterans  Regula- 
tion No.  1  (a),  as  amended,  to  establish  a 
presumption  of  service  connection  for 
chronic  and  tropical  diseases  becoming  man- 
ifest within  3  years  from  separation  from 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  26.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  membershin 
of  sections  of  the  Board  of  Veterans'  Appeals; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  27.  A  bill  to  extend  to  June  30,  1955, 
the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan  author- 
ity of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
under  title  III  of  the  Servicemen's  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  to  make  addi- 
tional funds  available  therefor,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  28.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion of  certain  Veterans'  Administration  hos- 
pitals, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  29.  A  bill  to  clarify  the  provisions  of 
section  602  (u)  of  the  National  Service  Life 
Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  30.  A  bill  to  amend  subparagraph  (K) 
of  paragraph  11,  part  I,  of  Veterans  Regula- 
tion No.  1  (a),  as  amended,  to  authorize  in- 
creased compensation  for  blindness  of  one 
eye  with  5,/200  visual  acuity  or  less;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  31.  A  bin  to  authorize  restoration  of  a 
remarried  widow  to  the  rolls  upon  termina- 
tion of  her  remarried  status;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
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By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 

'\l.  R.  32.  A  bill  to  revise  requirement  for 
hWixC  of  additional  disability  compensation 
to  veterans  who  have  dependents,  and  fc* 
other  porpoees;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  33.  A  bill  to  liberalize  the  basis  for 
establishing  wartime  service  connection  for 
active  tuberculosis,  the  psychoses,  and  multi- 
ple sclerosis;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  34.  A  bill  to  provide  an  identical  basis 
for  award  of  death  pension  to  widows  and 
children;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  35.  A  bill  to  provide  hospital  care  and 
medical  treatment  for  certain  disabled  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  36.  A  bin  to  amend  section  304  of  the 
World  War  Veterans'  Act,  1924.  relating  to 
reinstatement  of  war  risk  yearly  renewable 
term  insurance  and  United  States  Govern- 
ment life  insurance  by  service-connected  dis- 
abled World  War  I  veterans;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  37.  A  bill  to  revise  the  basis  for  cer- 
tain disability  compensation  awards;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  il.  38.  A  bill  to  provide  pension  for 
widows  and  children  of  deceased  veterans  of 
World  War  II.  or  of  service  on  and  after  June 
27.  1950,  on  the  same  basis  as  pension  as 
provided  for  widows  and  children  of  deceased 
veterans  of  World  War  I;  to  the  Committee 
or.  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  39.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  by 
extending  the  benefits  of  titles  n  and  III  to 
certain  jjersons  who  have  continued  on  active 
service;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

H.  R.  40.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  to 
insure  projjer' review  of  disability  status  of 
persons  discharged  from  the  armed  services; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  41.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  granting 
of   honorable  discharges  to  certain  persons 
who  served  in  the  United  States  Army  dur- 
ing  World    War   I;    to   the    Committee    on 
-Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  42.  A  bill  to  authorize  payments  by 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  on  the 
purchase  of  automobUes  or  other  conveyances 
by  certain  disabled  veterans,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  43.  A  bin  to  make  uniform  the  rates 
of  service-connected  death  compensation 
payable  to  certain  widows;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  44.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Veterans  Reg- 
ulations to  make  uniform  the  rates  of 
service-connected  disability  compensation; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  45.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Veterans  Reg- 
ulations to  provide  that  malignant  tumors 
developing  a  10  percent  or  more  degree  of 
dlsabUlty  within  2  years  after  separation 
from  active  service  shall  be  presumed  to  be 
service-connected;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  46.  A  bin  to  amend  Veterans  Regula- 
tions to  establish  for  persons  who  served  in 
the  Armed  Forces  during  World  War  II  a 
further  presumption  of  service  connection 
for  tuberculosis  other  than  pulmonary;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  47.  A  bUl  to  amend  Veterans  Regula- 
tion No.  9  (a),  as  amended,  so  as  to  Increase 
the  limit  of  amounts  payable  thereunder  in 
connection  with  the  funeral  and  burial  of 
deceased  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  48.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  2, 
1948  (Public  Law  877.  80th  Cong.),  to  Include 
persons  whose  service-connected  dlsabUlty 
is  rated  not  less  than  10  percent;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FARRINGTON: 
H.  R.  49.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii   to   form   a   constitution   and   State 


government  and  to  be  admitted  into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  A^Tairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 
H.  R.  5C.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  to  assure  the  right 
to  Judicial  review;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  51.  A  bill  to  restore  the  right  of  cer- 
tain veterans  tq  apply  for  insurance;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  5'J.  A  bill  to  liberalize  the  require- 
ment for  payment  of  pension  in  certain  cases 
to  veterf.ns.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  53.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  2. 
1948  (Public  Law  877.  80th  Cong),  as 
amendeC.  to  include  p>ersons  whase  eervlce- 
connected  disability  Is  rated  not  less  than 
40  percent;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Aff.ilrs. 

H.  R.  54  A  bin  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  doctors  of  chiropractic  in  the  De- 
partment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  .'■.T.  A  bill  to  extend  pen.^lon  bene- 
fits under  the  laws  reenacted  by  Public  Law 
269.  Seventy-fourth  Congress.  August  13. 
1935,  as  now  or  hereafter  amended,  to  cer- 
tain persons  who  served  with  the  United 
States  military  or  naval  forces  entja^ed  In 
hostilities  in  the  M.:ro  Province.  Including 
Mindanao,  or  in  tlie  islands  of  Samar  and 
Leyte.  after  July  4.  1902.  and  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 1.  li)14.  and  to  their  unremarried  widows, 
child,  or  children;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  56.  A  bill  to  define  service  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps 
as  active  military  service  under  certain  con- 
ditions, to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr   KEOGH: 
H.  R.  57.  A  bill   to   amend  the  fifth  para- 
graph of  section  311  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H  R.  58  A  bill  to  amend  section  3250  of 
the  Internal  Rever.ue  Code,  relating  to  spe- 
cial ta:;t's  on  the  sale  of  liquor;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Way.s  and  Means. 

H.  R  59.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3761  of 
the  In.ernal  Revenue  Code  and  section  34t:9 
of  the  Rcvi.'-ed  Statutes;  to  the  Ccmmittee 
on  Wa,-s  and  Means. 

H.  R  60  A  bill  to  amend  section  25  (b)  (1) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  C^de;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R  61.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22.  subdi- 
vision (b),  paragraph  (2),  of  subparagraph 
(B)  o:;  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H,  R.  C2.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3178  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways   and  Means. 

H.  R.  63.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  so  as  to  allow  containers  for  petroleum 
products  to  be  temporarily  Imported,  under 
certain  circumstances,  without  payment  of 
duty;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H.  R.  64.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provisions 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  authorize 
the  receipt  Ln  bond  and  tax  payment  at  rec- 
tifying plants  of  distilled  spirits,  alcohol,  and 
wines  for  rectification,  bottling,  and  packag- 
ing, or  for  bottling  and  packaging  without 
rectification;  and  the  production  in  bond  and 
tax  payment  of  gin  and  vodka  at  rectifying 
plants  to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and 
Means 

H.  R  65.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R  66.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3469  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  67.  A  bill  to  exempt  graduates  of  the 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy  who 
hold  commissions  in  the  Naval  Reserve  from 


induction  or  service  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R  68.  A  bill  to  exempt  graduates  of  the 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy  who 
hold  commissions  In  the  Naval  Reserve  from 
induction  or  service  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H  R  69.  A  bill  to  exempt  personB  who 
served  as  cadets  In  the  United  States  Mer- 
chant Marine  Academy  In  excess  of  90  days  at 
sea  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  between  September  16,  1940, 
and  September  2,  1945.  from  Induction  or 
service  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  70  A  bill  to  make  the  United  States 
Merchant  Marine  Academy  library  a  public 
depository  for  Government  publications;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

H  R  71  A  hill  to  provide  that  United 
States  commissioners  shall  be  paid  an  an- 
nu.il  salary  to  be  fixed  by  the  Judicial  Con- 
ference of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  72  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  registration 
of  trade-marks  containing  the  words  "White 
House",  to  the  C  immlttec  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  73  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  pro- 
vided b-,  title  III  of  the  Servicemen's  Read- 
justment Act  (jf  1944.  as  amended,  to  cer- 
tain persons  who  served  as  technical  advisers 
to  the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R  74  A  bill  to  amend  the  Clvn  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  authorize 
the  con.strurtlon,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  heliports  on  or  near  Government 
buildings;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H  R  73  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  furnish- 
ing of  the  Con»;re8Sional  Record  to  members 
of  the  Federal  JudicLory;  to  the  Committee 
on  House  AdmlnLstratlon. 

H  R  76  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  and  hi.*  assistants  and  United  States 
attorneys  and  their  assistants  to  act  aa  no- 
taries public;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  77  A  bin  to  amend  section  3466  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  to  subordinate  tax 
claims  of  the  United  States  to  wage  claims 
In  State  In.solvet^cy  proceedings;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  78  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Federal 
W'lrks  Adn.inl^trator  and  the  Postmaster 
General  to  finance  the  construction  or  ac- 
quisition of  post  offices,  In  certain  cases,  by 
btrrowing  from  local  lending  Institutions; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H  R  79  A  bill  to  provide  that  a  general  as- 
signment for  benefit  of  creditors  shall  not 
constitute  an  act  of  bankruptcy  unless  con- 
nected with  Ff.me  other  act  of  bankruptcy; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  80  A  bill  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  resignation  and  re- 
tirement of  Judges;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R  81.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  opportuni- 
ties of  blind  persons  for  employment,  and 
for  other  purjKises;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education   and   Labor. 

H.  R.  82.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  of  the  Postal 
Service;  to  establish  uniform  procedures 
for  computing  compensation;  and  for  other 
purposes.  "  approved  July  6,  1945.  as  amend- 
ed; to  the  Conunittee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil   Service. 

H.  R.  83.  A  bill  granting  leave  of  absence 
to  postal  employees  on  account  of  death  in 
family;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil    Service. 

H.  R.  84.  A  bill  to  provide  study  periods 
for  post-office  clerks  and  terminal  and  trans- 
fer clerks;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office 
and   Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  85.  A  bill  to  amend  the  ClvU  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended; 


to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  86.  A  bill  to  increase  the  salary  of 
Federal  Judges;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  87.  A  bill  to  establish  the  seniority 
status  of  employees  in  the  field  postal  serv- 
ice; to  the  ComnUttee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  88.  A  bni  to  charge  the  designations 
of  certain  position s  In  the  postal  field  serv- 
ice and  Post  Office  Department,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
OfSce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 

H.  R  89.  A  bill  to  provide  for  fiood-con- 
trol  Improvements  on  Redwood  Creek,  Hum- 
boldt County,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public   Works. 

H  R  90.  A  bin  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  State  to  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  wltliln  State  boundaries  and 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  91.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  taxes  on  trans- 
portation of  persons;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  92.  A  bin  to  reduce  the  rate  of  tax 
on  transportation  of  property;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  93.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1970.  so  as  to  impose  certain  duties  upon 
the  Importation  of  tuna  fish;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H  R  94.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  the  federiiUy  owned  lands  which  are 
situated  within  Cump  Blandlng  Military  Res- 
ervation, Fla.,  to  '.he  armory  t)oard.  State  of 
Florida.  In  order  to  consolidate  ownership 
and  perpetuate  the  availability  of  Camp 
Blandlng  f(jr  mlhtary  training  and  use;  to 
the  Committee  or  Armed  Services. 

H  R  95.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  United 
States  shall  reimburse  the  States  for  that 
portion  of  the  construction  cost  of  certain 
schools  which  Is  attributable  to  Negroes  and 
Inalans;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

H  R  96  A  bin  to  encourage  the  States 
to  hold  preferential  primary  elections  for 
the  nomination  o!'  candidates  for  the  office  of 
President,  and  for  other  purjxDses;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration, 
By  Mr.  BURDICK: 

H  R  97.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
to  extend  to  certain  medical  personnel  credit 
for  military  serv.ce  rendered  In  the  armed 
forces  of  cobelUgi'rent  nations  during  World 
War  II.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  98.  A  bill  providing  for  distribution 
of  certain  funds  on  deposit  In  the  Treasury 
to  the  credit  of  the  Indians  of  the  Port 
Berthold  Reservation  in  North  Dakota;  to 
the  Committee  on  liiterlor  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R  99.  A  bni  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  preference  primaries  for 
nomination  of  cendldates  for  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Aciminlstration. 

H.  R.  100.  A  bni  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  former  owners  of  mineral  inter- 
ests in  certain  lands  in  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  end  Montana  acquired  by 
the  United  States  under  title  III  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  101.  A  bll  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  annuities  re- 
ceived under  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
shall  be  exempt  from  income  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  102.  A  bn.  to  prohibit  certain  reser- 
vations of  mlnerel  Interests  by  Federal  land 
banks,  the  Land  Bank  Commissioner,  and  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Association,  and  to 


pwovlde  for  disposition  of  certain  mineral 
Interests  heretofore  reserved  by  tftiem;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  103.  A  bill  making  it  unlawful  for 
any  person  for  himself  or  for  any  corporation, 
firm,  partnership,  or  association,  to  accept 
any  fee,  service  charge,  or  any  other  thing  of 
value  for  the  purpose  of  seciu-lng  a  position 
for  any  person  In  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  Armed  Forces,  or  posi- 
tion in  any  construction  work,  dvU  or  mili- 
tary, which  is  financed  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
a  position  on  any  construction ,  work  upon 
which  the  United  States  Government  has 
extended  any  loan,  -or  who  for  a  fee,  service 
charge,  or  any  other  thing  of  value  under- 
takes to  use  his  Influence  with  Government 
agents  In  securing  a  loan  from  any  agency  of 
the  Government,  providing  a  penalty  for  the 
violation  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  104.  A  bin  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holds  certain  lands  in  trust  for  the 
Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  the  Standing 
Rock  Reservation  In  North  and  South  Da- 
kota; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

H.  R.  105.  A  bill  to  rescind  and  revoke 
membership  of  the  United  States  in  the 
United  Nations  and  the  speclallaed  agencies 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  106.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  permit  individuals  entitled  to 
old-age  or  survivors  Insurance  benefits  to 
earn  $100  a  month  without  deductions  being 
made  from  their  benefits;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  107.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  transfer 
of  the  site  of  the  original  Fort  Buford,  N. 
Dak  ,  to  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agrlcultm-e. 

H.  R.  108.  A  bni  to  regulate  the  registra- 
tion, manufacture,  labeling,  and  inspection 
of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials  shipped 
in  Interstate  commerce,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  109.  A  bill  making  it  i^nlawful  for 
any  Member  01  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  receive  or  accept  any 
part  of  the  salary,  directly  or  indirectly,  of 
any  person  employed  by  him  In  the  dis- 
charge of  his  official  duties  whose  compensa- 
tion Is  paid  by  the  United  States,  providing  a 
permlty  therefor,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H,  R.  110.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  cancella- 
tion, adjustment,  and  collection  of  certain 
obligations  due  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  piu-poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H.  R.  111.  A  bill  to  provide  for  uniforms  for 
employees  of  the  United  States  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  112.  A  bill  to  grant  clvll-servlce  em- 
ployees retirement  after  30  yeanB'  service;  to 
the  Conunittee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.R.I  13.  A  bill  to  provide  marketing 
quotas  for  certain  agricultural  commodities 
measured  In  terms  of  quantity  rather  than 
acreage,  to  establish  a  program  of  price  sup- 
port based  on  such  quotas,  to  provide  that 
such  commodities  may  be  maorketed  in  ex- 
cess of  such  quotas  without  penalty,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  BURLESON: 

H.  R.  114.  A  bin  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  nattiral  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  BYRD: 

H.  R.  115.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Educat*v..j  and 
Labor. 

By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 

H.  R.  116.  A  bni  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  so  as  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion of  fireworks  into  any  State  In  which  the 
sale  of  such  fireworks  is  prohibited;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CLARDY: 

H.R.I  17.  A  bni  to  Increase  the  personal 
income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
«600  to  $1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.R.I  18.  A  bni  to  assist  Individuals  to 
provide  financial  security  upon  retirement 
and  to  make  provisions  for  surviving  mem- 
bers of  their  families  by  allowing  an  Income- 
tax  deduction  for  premiums  paid  on  annuity 
and  life-insurance  contracts;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.I  19.  A  bill  to  provide  that  certain 
amounts  expended  by  individuals  for  the 
purchase  of  non-lnterest-bearlng  United 
States  bonds  may  be  deducted  In  computing 
net  Income,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  120.  A  bin  to  permit  the  postpone- 
ment of  Income  tax  with  respect  to  a  por- 
tion of  earned  net  Income  paid  to  a  re- 
stricted retirement  fund;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  121.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  commission  to  Investigate  and 
make  recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
distribution  of  governmental  functions  and 
sources  of  revenue  within  the  framework  of 
our  Federal,  state,  and  local  systems  of  gov- 
ernment; to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  DORN  of  New  YOTk: 

H.  R.  122.  A  bni  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1937  to  provide  full  annui- 
ties, for  Individuals  who  have  completed  30 
years  of  service;  to  provide  annuities  there- 
under equal  to  one-half  the-average  monthly 
compensation  on  the  basis  of  the  5  years  of 
highest  earnings;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  ENGLE: 

H.  R.  123.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  Trinity  River  development. 
Central  Valley  project,  California,  under  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  124.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  Lakevlew 
Federal  sustained-yield  unit,  Fremont  Na- 
tional Forest,  Greg.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

H.  R.  125.  A  bni  to  permit  the  sale  of  gold 
within  the  United  States,  its  Territories,  and 
possessions.  Including  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

H.  R.  126.  A  bin  to  permit  the  mining,  de- 
velopment, and  utilization  of  the  mineral  re- 
sources of  all  public  lands  withdrawn  or  re- 
served for  p>ower  development,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  127.  A  bill  to  quitclaim  interest  of  the 
United  States  to  certain  land  in  Placer  Coun- 
ty, Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.   FERNANDEZ: 

H.  R.  128.  A  bill  to  provide  a  1-year  ex- 
tension of  the  5-year  limitation  on  the  time 
for  presenting  Indian  claims  to  the  Indian 
Claims  Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

H,  R.  129.  A  bill  to  provide  funds  for  co- 
op>eratlon  with  the  public-school  authori- 
ties of  Valencia  County.  N.  Mex.,  in  the  con- 
struction and  Improvement  of  public-school 
facilities;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 
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H.  R.  130.  A  bin  to  amend  section  1  of  the 
act  approved  June  27.  1947  (61  Stat.  189); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  HESELTON: 

H.  R.  131.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  separa- 
tion of  subsidy  from  alr-mall  pay  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  132.  A  bill  to  declare  and  protect  the 
rights  of  the  public  when  labor  disputes  re- 
sult in,  or  threaten  to  result  In,  danger  to 
public  health  or  safety;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  133.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  with  respect  to  the  duty  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  to  report  to  Congress  re- 
garding the  effect  and  operation  of  State 
compacts  dealing  with  the  conservation, 
production,  transportation,  or  distribution  of 
natural  gas;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  134.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  to  authorize  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion to  prescribe  safety  requirements  for  nat- 
ural-gas companies;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  135.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  preference  primaries  for 
nomination  of  candidates  for  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H.  R.  136.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  Of  1948;  to  the  Conamlttee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  137.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950  with  respect  to  indus- 
trial dispersion;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.  R.  138.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  Green- 
wood Township  School  District,  Crawford 
County.  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  139.  A  bill  to  make  It  an  offense 
against  the  United  States  to  use  the  flag  of 
the  United  States  for  advertising  purposes 
or  to  mutilate,  defile,  or  cast  contempt  upon 
the  flag  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  140.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  coinage 
of  gold  $10  pieces;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  141.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  appropri- 
ation of  funds  for  the  construction  of  emer- 
gency works  for  the  protection  of  Presque 
Isle  Peninsula,  Erie  Harbor,  Pa.,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  KILDAY: 

H.  R.  142.  A  bill  to  establish  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Randolph  Field.  Tex  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  143.  A  bill  providing  for  the  exami- 
nation and  survey  of  the  San  Antonio  River. 
Tex.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  R.  144.  A  bill  to  extend  the  expiration 
date  of  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act  of 
1950  for  2  years;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  MARSHALL: 

H.  R.  M5.  A  bill  for  expenditure  of  funds 
for  cooperating  with  the  public-school  board 
at  Cass  Lake.  Minn.,  for  the  extension  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to  all 
Indian  children  in  the  district,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa: 

H.  R.  146.  A  bill  to  amend  section  24  (c) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
the  disallowance  of  certain  deductions)  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  147.  A  bill  to  provide  aid  In  stabiliz- 
ing agrlcultxire  prices  by  providing  an  equul- 
izlng  fee  on  imported  fats  and  oils,  an  offset 
on  exports  of  fata  and  oils,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Wavs  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  148.  A  bill  to  restore  the  right  of  cer- 
tain veterans  to  apply  for  insurance;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 


H.  R.  149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  so  as  to 
provide  full  annuities,  at  compensation  of 
half  salary  or  wages  based  on  the  five  highest 
years  of  earnings,  for  Individuals  who  have 
completed  35  years  of  service  or  have  at- 
tained tne  age  of  60;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.R.I 50.  A  bill  to  confer  concurrent  Ju- 
risdiction on  the  district  courts  to  determine 
income-i,ax  deficiencies;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  161.  A  bill  to  reduce  from  12  to  8 
months  :he  time  for  whicl  livestock  must  be 
held  in  order  to  qualify  ;or  the  benefits  of 
section  117  (J)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  ar.d  Means. 

H.  R.  152.  A  bill  to  create  th»  Interoceanlc 
Canals  Clommission.  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

H.  R  153  A  bill  relating  to  the  a.^ount  of 
gross  income  which  a  dependent  o\  a  tax- 
payer may  have  without  loss  by  the  tarpayer 
of  an  income-ta.x  exemption  for  such  tie- 
pendent  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  ani 
Means. 

H.  R.  154.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
29.  1944,  so  as  to  provide  annuities  for  cer- 
tain remarried  widows:  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  M.'VSON: 

H.  R.  155.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion from  gross  Income  for  income-tax  pur- 
poses of  expenses  incurred  by  farmers  for  the 
purpose  of  soil  and  water  conservation:  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  156.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of  rhe 
act  of  February  18.  1922,  so  as  to  transfer 
from  the  Secretary  of  Aprlculture  to  the  at- 
torney General  jurisdiction  for  determlra- 
tlon  of  undue  enhancement  of  prices  by  co- 
operative associations  monopohying  or  re- 
straining trade  and  proceedines  in  connec- 
tion therewith;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  157.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  t.-vx 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  158.  A  bill  to  define  partnerships  and 
partners    for    income-tax    purposes;    to    the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    MILLS: 

H.  R.  159.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  sale  of 
certain  submarginal  lands  owned  by  the 
United  States:  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H.  R.  leo  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  national 
defense  through  the  acquisition  of  domesti- 
cally produced  ni.iiisTancse  ores  and  concen- 
trates es.sentlal  t..  the  manufacture  of  sup- 
plies and  material  for  the  Armed  Forces  In 
time  of  emergency,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  161.  A  bill  designating  the  reservoir 
created  by  the  construction  of  the  Norfork 
Dam  in  Baxter  County,  Ark.,  as  Lake  John 
Morrow:  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  162  A  bill  designating  the  reservoir 
created  by  the  construction  of  the  Bull 
Shoals  Dam  in  Baxter  and  Marion  Counties 
Ark.,  as  Lake  Tom  Shiras;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  163.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  In  Monroe  County. 
Ark.,  to  the  State  of  Arkansas;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  104  A  bill  to  permit  any  \oteran  of 
both  Worlci  Wars  to  elect  to  have  his  serv- 
ice in  World  War  I  counted  as  service  In 
World  War  II  for  the  purpose  of  determin- 
ing eligibility  for  certain  benefits;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  165.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  De- 
cember 5,  1945,  entitled  "An  act  granting 
travel  pay  and  other  allowances  to  certain 
soldiers  of  the  war  with  Spain  and  the 
Philippine  Instu-rectlon  who  were  discharged 
In  the  Philippine  Islands";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  168.  A  bin  to  establish  a  Tax  Settle- 
ment Board;  to  tJie  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  167.  A  bill  relating  to  compensation 
for  veterans  of  World  War  II  who  have  a 
service-connected  or  a  service -aggravated 
tuberculous  condition;  to  the  Comjxiittee  on 
Veterans"  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  POWELL: 

H  R.  168.  A  bill  to  amend  tlUe  18  of  the 
United  States  Coc.e  (Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure )  to  make  unlawful  the  transpor- 
tation or  Importation  of  false  and  defama- 
tory statements  designed  to  arouse  inter- 
group  conflict;  to  '.he  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  169.  A  bill  to  assure  to  all  persons 
within  the  Distilct  of  Columbia  full  and 
equal  privilei;es  of  places  of  public  educa- 
tion, accommcxfdtion.  resort,  entertainment, 
and  amusement,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Commute*  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

H  R  170.  A  bill  to  prohibit  discrimination 
in  employment  because  of  race,   color,  reli- 
gion,   natioi'.il    origin,    or    ancestry;    to    the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr    REES  of  Kansas: 

n  R.  \'i\.  A  bill  to  exempt  certain  func- 
tlot  s  of  the  Pt.st  Office  Department  from 
the  .Administrative  Procedure  Act.  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
0.flcc  ar.d  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr   RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R  172.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
act  of  August  24.  1912.  as  amended,  with 
respect  \o  the  recognition  of  organizations 
of  post*,  and  Federal  employees;  to  the 
Commit t?  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
Bv    Ai.   RIVERS; 

H  R  i73.  A  bill  to  provide  hospitalization 
and  medical  care  for  dependents  of  mem- 
bers of  the  uniformed  services,  and  for  other 
purposes,  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H  R  174  A  bill  to  authorize  the  long- 
term  chartering  of  tankers  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H  R  175.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Army  Or- 
ganlzatlon  Act  of  1950  to  provide  more  etl- 
clent  dental  care  for  the  personnel  of  the 
Army,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  176.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  furnish  headstones  to  mark 
the  actual  or  honorary  burial  places  of  de- 
ceased members  or  former  members  of  the 
military  and  naval  forces;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  177.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  expedi- 
tious naturalization  of  former  citizens  of 
the  United  States  who  have  lost  United  States 
citizenship  through  voting  in  a  political  elec- 
tion or  in  a  plebl.<;cite  held  In  Greece;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  178.  A  bill  providing  for  the  rank  of 
certain  officer.'.  In  the  Department  of  Defense; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  179  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  of  the 
Administrative  Expenses  Act  of  1946  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

H  R  180  A  bin  to  prevent  military  per- 
sonnel from  replacing  civilians  In  the  De- 
partment of  Defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  181.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  as  amended, 
to  provide  annuities  for  those  civilian  em- 
ployees engaged  In  hazardous  occupations  In 
any  branch  of  the  Federal  service,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H.  R.  182.  A  bin  to  create  the  office  of 
Senator  at  Large  for  former  Presidents  and 
former  Vice  Presidents;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SADLAK: 

H.  R.  183.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  and 
approval  of  Congress  to  the  Connecticut  River 
flood-control  compact;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 
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H.  R.  184.  A  bill  antbofixlng  the  transfer 
of  oertatn  piT7p<3rty  of  tha  Untiad  SteUa  Oov- 
emment  (In  Windsor  loeka,  Oann.)  to  Ua 
8tat)e  of  OrmBncttcvt;  to  Use  OonunlMe*  vm. 

Pub  He  Works. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wlsoonfltn: 

H  R.  185.  A  bin  to  provMe  osrtaln  addi- 
tional benefits  for  membetv  of  ttae  Natiocal 
Ouard  of  tiie  United  Otates  wlio  soffer  dis- 
ability or  death  -wtille  ensaped  Xn  actlvs- 
tralntn^  dtity,  to  tbe  Oomtnlttee  ob  Araud 
Serrtces. 

By   Mr.   WICKBRSHAM': 

H.  R.  186.  A  1)01  to  Increase  the  equtpment 
maintenance  allowance  payable  to  rural  ear- 
T\m:  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Poat  OSce  and 
Civil  Service.  w 

H  R.  187.  A  bin  to  terminate  tbe  war-tax 
rate  cm  adTnltslons:  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  188.  A  MTl  to  terminate  the  war-tax 
rate  on  admlsfilons  to  theaters-,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  189.  A  bill  to  terminate  all  celtlngs 
and  controls  on  meats  and  Itvestoclr;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H  R.  190.  A  bin  to  establish  rearing  pands 
and  a  fish  hntf  hery  in  western  Oklahoma;  to 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

H.  R  191  A  bm  authorizing  an  appropria- 
tion to  aid  the  Oklahoma  Ajrlcultural  and 
Mechanical  College  In  establishing  an  ex- 
perimental farm;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
cultTire. 

H  R  191.  A  bm  to  provide  for  national 
recognition  of  Adelaide  Johnson,  the  sculp- 
tor of  The  Woman'F  Monument,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H  R.  193.  A  bin  to  provide  for  national 
recognition  of  Adelaide  Johnson,  the  sculp- 
tor of  The  Woman's  Monument,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Hcmae 
Adnolnlstratl  o  n. 

H.  R.  194.  A  bm  to  authorize  reaeardi 
■work  In  weed  control,  grass  culture,  and  soU- 
fcrUllty  maintenance  at  Panhandle  Agricul- 
tural and  Mechanical  Conege.  Ooodwell. 
Okla.:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H  R.  195.  A  bin  to  eatabllBh  a  temporary 
commission  to  Investigate  the  costs  and  ef- 
fects of  watershed  programs  for  flood  control 
In  agricultural  watersheds;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  P^ibllc  Works. 

H.  R.  we.  A  blU  to  extend  tbe  time  -within 
■which  claims  may  be  presented  to  the  Indian 
Claims  Commission;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.R.  m.  A  bin  to  provide  for  a  minimum 
price  support  for  the  1953  crop  of  peanuts 
at  90  percent  of  parity;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

H  R.  198.  A  bm  to  Increase  the  minimum 
level  of  price  support  for  the  1953  cotton 
crop;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  199.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  special  pay 
of  enlisted  persons  of  the  uniformed  serv- 
ices for  sea  and  foreign  duty;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  200.  A  bm  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  Initial  phase  oT  the  Washita 
River  Basin  reclamation  project.  Oklahoma; 
to  the  Oommlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  201.  A  bm  to  amend  section  403  (b) 
of  the  Clvn  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  so  as  to 
permit  the  granting  of  free  or  reduced-rate 
transportation  to  ministers  of  rellgloir;  to 
the  Oommlttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H,J1.102.  A  bm  making  an  appropriation 
toe  the  Washita  Valley  flood -pre  venthin  pro- 
gram In  the  Slate  of  Oklahoma;  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee on  Appropriations. 

H.  R.SOS.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  to  prcnrlde  that  a  ralhoad 
employee  wli«)  baa  oorapletad  80  years  of 
service  may  retire  on  a  frffl  annuity,  and  for 
other  yvii  poses,  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  CommerceL 


By  lir.  WKXILBSWOirni: 

H.  R.  aM.  A.  bm  to  aan«Dd  Ow  Armed 
Oerrloas  Proeoreismt  Act  dC  1M7,  wfth  re- 
^>eet  to  tlie  procnrament  4C  soppUaa  from 
■aall  baslness  oonoema;  to  tbe  Gommittae 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  AlfOXLL: 

H.B.ia5.  A  Mil  to  enable  Che  people  oT 
Hawaii  to  (onn  a  oooetltatkin  azMl  State  gov- 
ernment and  to  be  admitted  Into  tbe  XTnkxi 
on  an  equal  footing  with  t4i«  original  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
AfTaira. 

H.  B.  BM.  A  bfl!  provMlng  for  taxation  by 
ttic  States  and  thefr  polictcal  snbdHrlslonE 
of  certain  real  property  aocnilred  for  mOi- 
tary  fmrpaeea:  to  the  Conuotttee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affatrs. 

H  R.  197.  A  b(U  to  proHde  for  the  admis- 
sion of  Alaska  Into  the  Union;  to  the  Oom- 
siittee  on  Interior  and  InsiBar  AXalrs. 

H.  R.  a08.  A  bin  to  provide  for  eompeasa- 
tton  to  Mind  peraane  for  Vmb  of  earning 
power  diae  to  bUndnaaa;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Wa^e  and  &Se«ns. 

H.  R.  am.  A  bill  to  aathortae  tbe  remodel- 
tng  and  exteoBion  of  the  exlstlAg  main  post- 
offloe  building  and  to  construct  a  new  poet- 
oOce  building  in  Portland.  Oreg^  aad  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
ac  Works. 

H.  R.  210.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entlUed 
"An  act  for  the  protectJiaai  cA  tbe  Bald 
Sagle."  approved  June  a.  1«40;  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Plslieries. 

ILR.31L  A  blU  to  provide  for  Um  acqui- 
sition of  a  site  and  preparation  of  piai» 
and  specifications  for  a  new  postal  buikiing 
in  the  Piedmont  district  in  Portland,  Oreg^ 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
an  mibUc  WorkSw 

H.B.2I8.  A  bill  to  provide  for  tbe  aequl- 
sitlon  of  a  site  and  preparation  at  plans  mlluX 
specifications  for  a  new  postal  building  in 
the  Montavllla  district  in  IVartiand.  Oreg.^ 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Public  Worke. 

H.  a.  2ia.  A  bin  to  provide  for  tbe  acqui- 
sition of  a  site  and  preparation  of  plans  aiid 
specifications  for  a  new  postal  building  in 
the  Rose  City  Park  district.  In  Portland, 
Oreg..  and  for  oth^-  p'urposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  214.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  study  and 
siorvey  as  the  basis  for  the  establisiunent  of 
publicly  owned  natural  grassland  areas,  to 
assure  the  preservation  of  typical  areas  of 
each  of  the  major  gra&slai)ds  types,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Coenmlttee  on  A^- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  AUCHINCLOBS: 

H.  R.  215.  A  bm  to  provide  for  a  Delegate 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

H.  R.216.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  enter 
Into  agreements  with  certain  organizations 
to  carry  out  the  functions  of  the  Poundmas- 
ter  of  the  District  of  Col^uinbla,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Oolumbla. 

H.  R.117.  A  bin  to  provltte  Tree  postage  for 
members  of  ttie  Armed  TuiceB  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
C?lvll  Service. 

H.R.218.  A  bm  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion of  subscription  charges  to  certain  pre- 
payment health -service  plans  fen*  the  pur- 
poses of  tbe  I^ederal  Inoome  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.ai9.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  of  Au- 
gust 18,  »*6,  entitled  "An  act  authorlztng 
federal  paitlrtpatlon  In  l^e  cost  of  protect- 
ing 'the  shores  of  pnbllCly  owned  property*; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Pnbflc  Wotka. 
By  Mr.  BARKETT: 

H.  R.  220.  A  bin  to  repeal  13ie  Immigration 
and  nationality  Act  tPuMle  lisw  414.  82d 
CoBg.)  and  for  other  pui puses,  to  the  Com- 
mlttee  on  tbe  Judletary. 


By  Mr.  BOOGS: 

H.  R  221.A  bUI  to  require  the  Attorney 
General  to  coaiplle  and  maiatjan  a  list  of 
■abvecatve  crgantoatloaa;  to  tte  Committee 
on  tbe  Jodlcfeary. 

H.  R.  232.  A  fain  to  amend  paragraph  207 
and  ecbedule  l«  cf  the  TarW  Act  cT  19M;  to 
the  Oommlttee  oa  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  S23.  A  tain  to  oonArm  and  estaMisii 
tbe  tittes  of  the  States  to  laixls  and  reaoaroes 
In  and  beoeatb  navigable  ■wateca  within 
State  boundaries  and  to  provide  for  tbe  use 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  reeoureec;  to 
tbe  Ooounlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2»4.  A  but  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  establish  a  natlonat  cemetery 
in  tbe  Bcaithem  portion  of  Louisiana;  to  tbe 
Conunlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular  ACaira. 

H.  R.  X2S.  A  bm  to  amend  tlUe  18,  Onlted 
States  03de,  to  tiXTeaae  the  crimiaal  penalty 
provided  for  persons  convicted  <tf  gathering 
or  deltvertng  certain  defense  InSbrmatlon  to 
aid  a  foreign  government  In  ttane  of  peace; 
to  the  Oommlttee  aa.  tbe  Judiciary. 

IL  R.  XX6.  A  btti  to  provide  for  tbe  deten- 
tion aad  proeecutlan  cT  Conunontsts  and 
former  Commoniata,  to  provide  that  peace- 
time espionage  may  be  punished  by  death, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  an 
tbe  Judieisry. 

H.  R.  227.  A  bm  to  provide  for  tfae  tasuanoe 
of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  caeankemora- 
tkn  of  the  one  hundred  and  fIftieUi  annU 
versay  of  the  Louisiana  Pttrcbaae;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offloe  aad  Civfl  Service. 

H.  R  sae.  A  bill  to  aatbortee  the  coinage 
of  special  50-eent  pieces  In  ooaunemozatlon 
of  the  ore  hundred  and  fiftieth  amaiveraary 
of  the  purdiaee  oC  the  liOniElacia  Territory 
from  France  by  President  Jeff««an  In  ISBS; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Banking  and  Ciirrency. 
By  Mr.  BBOWBSQN-. 

H.  R.  2».  A  bin  to  Ineorporate  the  Board 
for  Fundamental  Bdocatian;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  .KidlctBry. 

H.R.S30.  A  bm  to  tacorporate  tbe  Tfnlted 
IfcKican  Border  Veteraiis;  to  tbe  Oommtttae 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  231.  A  bin  to  amend  tbe  Mutual  Se- 
curity Act  of  1861  to  provide  for  the  termi- 
nation cf  SESletanee  to  any  nattan  which 
does  not  nnkie  a  full  oontrfbutlon  to  tbe 
development  and  maintenance  of  the  defen- 
sive strength  of  the  free  worid;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Furelgn  Affairs. 

H.  R.  S82.  A  bin  to  piovVIe  for  the  oon- 
■veyance  to  the  State  of  Indiana  of  certain 
sxuplns  real  ptopeity  sttnated  tn  Marlon 
OcKmty.  Ind.;  to  titee  Committee  on  Oovcrn- 
ment  Oi>eratlmia. 

H.  R.S3S.  A  bin  to  release  all  the  fight, 
■title,  and  Intereet  of  the  United  States  in 
and  to  all  fisalcnaliile  materials  In  certain 
laiKl  tn  Marlon  Connty.  Ind.;  to  the  Oommlt- 
tee on  laterlor  and  Insnlar  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  284.  A  bin  to  encourage  tbe  preven- 
tion of  water  poUutlon  by  allowing  amoonta 
paid  for  taMtastrial  ■waste  treatment  works 
to  be  anxsrtitaed  at  an  ckcoelervted  rate  for 
income-tax  purposes;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CAMP: 

H.  R.  tSS.  A  bai  to  emend  section  n  (d*) 
fl)   of  tbe  Internal  Revenne  Oode;  to  the 
Oommtttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CHBNOWETH: 

H.  R.  236.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  eonstme- 
tlon,  operation,  and  maintenance  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  of  the  Frylagpan- 
Artoinsas  project,  Colorado;  'to  ttie  Commlt- 
■tee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Aflatrs. 
By  Mr.  COOPER: 

H.  R.  237.  A  bin  to  amend  the  TvAt  Labor 
StandardB  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  exempt 
home  wui^era  In  rural  areas  fmm  the  mini- 
mum wage  and  maximum  hmzrs  provisions 
of  that  act  In  certain  cases;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  IducatloH  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  238.  A  bra  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
*An  act  for  the  contrrfl  of  floods  on  the 
Mississippi  River  and  Its  tributaries,  and  for 
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other  piirposes,"  approved  May  15,  1928;  to 
tlie  C!ommlttee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  CUNNINGHAM: 

H.  R.  339.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  so  as 
to  provide  full  annuities,  at  compensation 
of  half  salary  or  wages  based  on  the  five 
highest  years  of  earnings,  for  individuals 
who  have  completed  35  years  of  service  or 
have  attained  the  age  of  60;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  240.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  so  as 
to  provide  full  annuities,  at  compensation 
or  half  salary  or  wages  based  oh  the  five 
highest  years  of  earnings,  for  individuals 
who  have  completed  30  years  of  service  or 
have  attained  the  age  of  60;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  241.  A  bill  to  provide  for  representa- 
tion of  independent  labor  organizations  un 
the  Wage  Stabilization  Board,  Economic  Sta- 
bilization Agency,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  242.  A  bill  providing  a  direct  Federal 
old-age  pension  at  the  rate  of  ftlOO  per 
moith  to  certain  citizens  60  yearn  of  age 
or  over;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  243.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  25-per- 
cent increase  In  the  annuities  and  pensions 
payable  to  railroad  employees  and  to  their 
survivors;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  244.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  standing 
army  of  1,000,000  men  and  for  furnishing 
basic  military  training  to  the  youth  of  Amer- 
ica through  membership  in  the  National 
Guard  and  Organized  Reserve;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  245.  A  bin  providing  for  the  collec- 
tion of  internal-revenue  taxes  and  customs 
duties  and  the  administration  of  the  In- 
ternal-revenue and  customs  laws  by  an  agen- 
cy Independent  of  the  Department  or  the 
Treasury;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By    Mr.    DOLLIVER: 

H.  R.  246.  A  bill  to  confer  concurrent  Juris- 
diction on  the  district  courts  to  determine 
Income-tax  deficiencies;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  ,; 

By   Mr.   EXJJOTT: 

H.  R.247.  A  bill  to  extend  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  system  to 
people  In  agriculture,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  248.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Vocational 
Education  Act  of  1946  to  authorize  the  ap- 
propriation of  additional  funds  to  cover  re- 
ductions, occurring  as  a  result  of  the  1950 
United  States  census.  In  Federal  funds  ap- 
portioned for  expenditure  In  the  States  and 
Territories;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

H.  R.  249.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal 
financial  assistance  to  the  States  and  Terri- 
tories in  the  construction  of  public  elemen- 
tary- and  secondary-school  facilities;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education   and   Labor. 

H.  R.  250.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appro- 
priation of  funds  to  assist  the  States  and 
Territories  In  extending  and  improving  their 
program  of  health  Instruction,  safety  in- 
struction, and  physical  education,  for  chil- 
dren of  school  age;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.251.  A  bill  to  provide  that  perma- 
nently disabled  individuals  (Including  the 
blind)  who  are  under  66  shall  be  entitled 
to  the  same  tax  treatment  of  their  medical 
jxpenses  as  they  would  be  entitled  If  they 
were  65.  to  grant  permanently  disabled  Indi- 
viduals an  additional  tax  e.xeraption.  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  252.  A  bill  to  extend  pension  benefits 
under  the  laws  reenacted  by  Public  Law  269 
Seventy-fourth  Congress.  August  13,  1935,  as 
now  or  hereafter  amended,  to  certain  per- 
sons who  served  with  the  United  States  mili- 
tary or  naval  forces  engaged  in  hostilities 


In  the  Moro  Province,  Including  Mindanao. 
or  In  the  islands  of  Samar  and  Leyte,  after 
July  4.  1902,  and  prior  to  January  1,  1914, 
and  to  their  unremarried  widows,  child,  or 
children;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  253.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940.  as  amended,  to  assure  the  right 
to  Judicial  review;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Veterans"   Affairs. 

H.  R.  254.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  hospital  being  con- 
structed at  Birmingham.  Ala.,  shall  be  named 
In  honor  of  Gen.  William  Crawford  Gorgas; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs, 

H.  R,  255.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further  de- 
velopment of  public  library  service  In  rural 
areas;  to  the  Conimlttee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R,  256.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  extension  uf 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  benefits  un- 
der the  act  to  State  and  local  employees  who 
are  covered  by  State  or  local  reiirement  sys- 
tems; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Mc-ans. 

H.  R.  257  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a 
temporary  Natimal  Advisory  Committee  for 
the  Blind;  to  the  Committee  on  EJucatlon 
and  Labor. 

H  R  259  A  bill  to  provide  for  research  In 
child  life:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Forel.Tn  Commerce. 

H  R.  259.  A  bin  to  amend  sf'rtlon  304  of 
the  World  \V m  Veterans'  Art,  19 "4,  relatlii-- 
to  reinstatement  of  war  risk  ye<\rly  renewable 
term  Insurance  and  United  States  Govern- 
ment life  In.surance  by  servlc«>-conne -ted 
disabled  W -rid  War  I  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  AfTalrs. 

H.  R.  260  A  bi;!  to  authorize  the  payment 
by  the  Veterans'  Aclralnistration  (<f  Increased 
compensation  on  account  of  service- 
connected  total  doifnes?  to  vc>t?rans  in  re- 
ceipt of  comneniation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  A.Talrs. 

H.  R  261  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  certain  Veterans'  Administration 
hospitals;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H  R  262  A  bin  to  provide  fr«p  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States:  to  the  C  rnmittee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R  26S.  A  bill  to  provliie  for  emcrsrency 
furlouj^h  or  leave  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  fervlng  outside  the  United  States  in 
the  event  of  the  death  of  a  membf-r  nf  such 
person's  Immediate  family;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  264  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Regu- 
lation No.  1  (a),  as  amended,  to  establish  for 
persons  who  served  in  the  Armed  Force.-,  a 
statutory  award  for  the  to'al  loss  of  "hearing 
In  one  ear;  to  the  Committee  on  Veteran^' 
Affairs 

H.  R  265.  A  hill  to  provide  an  nHowance  for 
uniforms  f  <r  rertaln  ofTicera  recalled  to  active 
rervlce  with  the  Arnied  Forces  of  the  United 
Statts;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  2G6.  A  bill  to  make  the  educational 
b?neflt.s  of  the  ServK'emen's  Readjustment 
Act  of  1944  available  to  the  children  of  per- 
sons who  died  in  active  service  or  who  died 
as  a  result  of  wounds  received  in  World  War 
II;  to  the  Ctmmittee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  267.  A  bill  to  provide  free  mailing 
privileges  for  patients  In  or  at  veterans'  hot,- 
pitals;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  268.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  prepa- 
ration, printing,  and  distribution  of  a  list 
of  all  persons  who  died  at  any  time  after 
May  26.  1941,  and  before  December  31,  1946 
while  serving  on  active  duty  with  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  269.  A  bill  to  appropriate  funds  tat 
the  construction  of  the  Tennessee-Tomblgbee 
Inland  waterway;  to  the  Committee  on  Ad- 
proprlatlons. 


By  Mr,  PENTON: 

H.  R.  270,  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  extinguishment  of  out-crop  and  under- 
ground fires  in  coal  formations,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GOLDEN: 

H.  R.  271.  A  bill  to  appropriate  funds  for 
flood  protection  of  BarbourvUle,  Ky.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

H  R  272.  A  bill  to  appropriate  funds  for 
flood  protection  of  PlnevlUe.  Ky.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   Appropriations. 

H  R  273  A  bill  to  appropriate  funds  for 
fl(X)d  protection  of  Mlddlesboro  (Yellow 
Creek ) .  Ky  .  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

H.  R  274.  A  bill  to  amend  the  programs  on 
the  watersheds  authorized  by  section  13  of 
the  Flood  C»)ntrol  Act  of  December  23,  1944; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
■  H  R  275  A  bill  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948.  so  as  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
such  act  to  (jersuns  captured  or  Interned  by, 
or  in  hiding  from,  the  Japanese  Government 
in  China  during  World  War  II;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R  276.  A  bill  to  provide  for  local  taxa- 
tion of  real  estate  and  Improvements  thereon 
owned  by  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
puif). >peb:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr    GOODWIN: 

H  R  277  A  bill  to  authorize  promotion* 
from  apprentice  to  J  )Urneyman  In  the  Gov- 
ernment servlte  to  be  made  on  a  permanent 
basis,  to  prt)vlde  credit  for  promotion  and 
retention  purposes  for  graduate  apprentices, 
and  f'T  other  purjxjses,  to  the  Committee  on 
P)-t  Office  and  Civil  Service 

H  R  278  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
27,  1940  (54  Stat  223 1 .  as  amended,  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  n  279.  A  bill  to  grant  pensions  to  cer- 
t.iln  veterans  of  the  war  with  Spain,  the 
Ph;llppme  Insurrection,  or  the  China  Relief 
Expedition  who  served  less  than  70  days;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R  280  A  b'.U  to  reesUbllsh  the  Com- 
nii.'-.sion  on  Oruanlzation  of  the  Executive 
iiranch  of  the  G<nernment;  to  the  Commit- 
tee >.n  Government  Operations. 

H  R  281.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"Aa  .act  to  authorize  leases  of  real  or  per- 
sonal property  by  the  War  and  Navy  Depart- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
Auk,'ust  5,  1947,  to  provide  for  the  making  of 
payments  in  lieu  of  State  and  local  taxation 
or  certain  property  transferred  to  service  de- 
partments, to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H  U  282  A  bill  to  exempt  members  of  the 
Arnied  Forces  fmm  the  Ux  on  admissions 
when  admi.ssion  is  free  of  charge;  to  the 
Cornmlltee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

H  R  283  A  bill  to  extend  coverage  under 
the  Federal  old-aj;e  and  survivors  Insurance 
system  to  c-mployees  of  Federal  home-loan 
hanks;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H  R  28t  A  bill  to  amend  paragraph  1007 
of  the  TarJT  .\ct  of  19i0;  to  the  Committee 
on  W.iys  and  M'^ans. 

H  R.  285  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  that  the  taxes  Imposed  un- 
der the  Federal  oid-at'e  and  survivors  Insur- 
ance system  will  not  be  Imposed  on  account 
of  service  performed  by  individuals  who  have 
attained  the  age  uf  65.  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means 

By  Mr   HARRISON  of  Virginia  (by  re- 
quest) : 
H  R  286.  A    bill    to   authorize    emergency 
appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
post-offlce   building  In   Waynesboro.   Va.;    to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H,  R.  287.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  separa- 
tion of  subsidy  from  alr-mall  pay  in  accord- 
ance with  recommendations  of  the  CommU- 
slon  on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
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H.  R.  288.  A  bill  to  prrrrltJe  for  «ie  creation 
of  a  Board  of  Anatyste  for  Bngtneeilug  and 
Archlieetuj  al  Projecte  and  Dralnttge  Area 
Advisory  OnmmisBlCTm.  In  ttcoortSaiKe  wltte 
recommendations  of  the  OommlsBton  on 
Organizatton  of  the  Executive  Brancti  of  tihe 
Ciufgiument:  to  the  Oommlitee  on  PuWle 
Works, 

H  R.  280.  A  Wn  crealliif;  a  Veterans*  Insur- 
ance  Oorporatton  In  the  Veterans'  Admlnts- 
trstlcm  to  exercise  an  of  the  fnnetlons  wtth 
respect  to  Government  life  IrtBnrance  and 
national  service  tlfe  Inworanoe;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affatrs. 

H  R.  ?90.  A  Wn  to  provkle  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
In  accordance  with  the  reoommendatlons  of 
the  OommlsBion  on  Or^nlsatlon  of  tbe  Kx- 
erutive  Branch  of  the  Gkjvermnent;  to  tb* 
OomtnJttee  on  Veteran*'  Affairs. 

H.  R.SQl.  A  bill  %o  provide  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
In  accordance  with  recommendatlonB  of  the 
OTrnmlsslon  on  Orpanlaj-.tloB  of  the  Execu- 
tive Branch  of  the  Ooverament;  to  the  Oora- 
mtttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  292.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
In  accordance  with  the  reeommeadatious  of 
the  Oommlaston  on  Organisation  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Branch  of  the  Oovcxnnkent;  to  the 
ComnUttee  on  Ay^calture. 

H.  R.  SS3.  A  bill  to  effectuate  reoommenda- 
tluns  relating  to  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior of  the  OommlMtnn  on  Organisation  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to 
the  Oonimlttee  on  Intsrlur  ai>d  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

H  R  294  A  bin  to  expand  the  actlvltleB  of 
the  Department  of  Commeroe  In  aooordance 
with  the  recommendattons  of  the  Commla- 
slon  on  Oppanlv»tlon  of  the  Sxecutlve  Branch 
of  the  Oovernn»ent;  to  the  Ootnmlttee  on 
Interstate   and   Porelf^n   Ootnmeroe. 

H.  R.  MS.  A  bin  to  place  In  the  Administra- 
tor of  General  Services  responsibility  for  co- 
ordination of  certain  miscellaneous  activities 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  In  accordance 
vi-lth  a  Teromroendstlon  of  the  Oommlsslon 
on  Onranlratlon  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government:  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

H  R.29e.  A  bill  to  provide  a  recruitment 
procedure  Tor  the  competitive  dvll  senrvkce  In 
order  to  Insure  selection  of  personnel  on  the 
basis  of  open  oonipeUtlon  and  merit,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post 
OflSce  and  Clvtl  Service. 

H  R.  297.  A  bin  maklT^  various  changes  In 
laws  applicable  to  the  Post  Office  Department 
In  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Oommlssloa  on  OrKnnleatton  of  the  Ex- 
ecutl-?e  Branch  of  the  Government:  to  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Oeivlce. 

H  R.  298  A  bin  to  create  a  commission  to 
make  a  study  of  the  administration  of  over- 
seas activities  of  the  Oovemnaent.  and  to 
make  recommendations  to  Oongrees  viith  re- 
spect thereto:  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Ooverr*- 
ment  OprratlonB. 

H.  R  299.  A  bill  to  establish  principles  and 
pollclee  to  Rovem  general Iv  the  management 
of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Oovemment 
In  accordance  with  i^oommendattona  of  the 
ContmlsBlon  on  Organization  of  the  Execn- 
tlve  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Oovernment  Operations. 

H.  R.  300.  A  bin  to  establfarti  a  Department 
of  Sodal  Becurity  and  Bdueatton  In  accord- 
ance with  reoommenclattona  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Organlratton  of  the  Execntlve  Braitcli 
of  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operatloaa. 

H.  R.  SOI.  A  bin  to  estiUsHah  and  to  consoli- 
date certain  hospital,  medical,  and  publlo- 
bealth  fvncttona  of  the  Government  In  a  De- 
partment of  Health:  to  the  Oommtttee  on 
Govemaient  Operations. 

H.  R.  Kt.  A  b<n  to  eatabltsh  a  temporary 
RatlonaJ  CommlMrton  on  Intergovermnental 
Retatkma;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Oovemment 
Operatlcna. 


By  Ifr.  JCJDD: 

R.  R,  303,  A  bin  to  tnoaftr  the  admtnte- 
tratioB  of  health  aervloei  tor  Indiana  and  the 
operation  of  Indian  hoapttals  to  ttM  Pubbe 
Health  Servtoe;  to  the  Oomoilttee  on  In- 
terior aad  Insidar  Affalia. 

H,  R.  804,  A  bUI  to  provide  for  ttte  admis- 
sion to  St,  Elizabeths  Hospital  tn  the  DIsirlct 
of  Columbia  of  certain  dtlsens  of  the 
Dntted  States  adjudged  Insane  In  foreign 
eountrlea;  to  the  Ocmmlttee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mrs,  KELLY  of  New  York: 

H  R.  305.  A  bin  to  allow  a  -wklow  or  wid- 
ower to  deduct,  for  Inoome-tax  purposes. 
amounts  paid  In  providing  for  the  care  of 
children  while  the  taxpayer  Is  employed; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Meaas. 

H.  R.  306,  A  bill  providing  that  there  shall 
be  equal  pay  for  eqiukl  w(X%  for  wanaen;   to 
the  Oommlttee  on  Bducation  and  lAbor. 
By  Mr.   KILBURK: 

H  R  a07.  A  bUl  to  revive  and  reenact  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  authorixlng  the  Ogcieus- 
burg  Bridge  Authority.  lU  successors  and 
asai^na.  to  oonstruct.  nxaintaln,  and  operate 
a  brid^i;  across  the  St.  Ijawrec^ce  River  at  or 
near  the  dty  of  Ogdensburg.  N.  Y.  ",  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LUCAS: 

H.  R.  308.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  provisions  of 
the  Defense  ProducUon  Act  at  1950  which 
relate  to  price  and  wage  oontrols  and  the 
seulement  of  labor  disputes;  to  the  Com- 
nUttee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By    Mr.    McDONOUGH: 

H.  R.  309.  A  bill  to  amend  the  prograaM 
on  the  watersheds  authorised  in  aectk^n  13 
of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22, 
1944;  to  tike  Oommlttee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  8ia  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  B^:u- 
lation  No.  1  (a),  so  as  to  establish  a  pre- 
sumption of  service  connection  In  all  cares 
of  active  tuberculosis  which  de\'elop  a  10- 
percent  degnee  ol  disability  within  3  years 
alter  separation  from  the  service;  to  the 
Committee  on   Veterans'   Affairs. 

H.R.311,  A  bin  providing  for  an  addi- 
tional military  academy  in  the  (southern 
district  of  the)  State  of  Oailfoniia.  and  for 
oUier  purposes;  to  the  Ooounittee  on  Arnied 
Services, 

H.  a.  312.  A  bill  to  oonflrm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  and  resources 
in  and  beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
oontnoi  of  said  Lands  and  resources;  to  the 
Oommlttee  on   the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH  (by  reqiiest) : 

H.R.iu.  A  bill  to  fadUtate  standardiea- 
tlau  and  uniformity  of  procedure  relating  to 
determination  and  priority  of  combat  con- 
nection of  disabilities.  Injuries,  or  diseases 
alleged  to  have  been  incurred  In.  or  aggra- 
vated by  com.bat  service  in  a  war.  campaign, 
or  expedition;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 

H.  R.  314.  A  bill  to  amend  the  rales  jier- 
talning  to  the  display  of  the  flag  of  the 
"United  States  of  America  from  a  staff  In  a 
church  or  public  audltorltun;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  S15.  A  bin  to  make  Flag  Day  a  legal 
public  holiday;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R,  S16.  A  Wn  to  amend  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Act  of  1983.  title  rv  ol  the  National 
Housing  Act.  and  the  Judicial  code  In  order 
to  define  the  llmltatlona  of  Government  con- 
trol of  savings  and  loan  associations,  to 
provide  Judicial  and  administrative  reme- 
dies, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking   and   Currency. 

H,  R.  S17.  A  torn  directing  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  to  iHT>vide  for  larger  allocations  erf 
sulfur  to  Increase  production  of  newsprint; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Ftarelgn 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  S18.  A  bm  to  amend  the  Ifstional 
liabor  Relations  Act,  as  amended,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  building  and  construction  In- 


tfustrf,  aad  for  other  pTP  puses,  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee on  Educatlau  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  SIS.  A  bin  to  pUoe  on  the  retired  list 
certain  commissioned  oflOoem  of  the  Army 
vho  served  durlne  World  War  t  to  the  Oa«n- 
mlttee  an  Armed  Servloes. 

H.  R.  aao.  A  blii  to  provide  tor  the  tvturn 
to  the  SUte  of  Csilfornia  of  certain  original 
documents  and  maps,  known  as  tlie  Spanish- 
Mexican  land-grant  papeis.  deposited  in  tlw 
fiational  Archives;  to  the  Commitlse  on  Post 
Ofllce  and  Civil  Service. 

H.R.321.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  compensation  for 
employers  required  to  withhold  Income  tax 
at  source  on  the  wages  of  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H,  R.S22.  A  bni  to  amend  paragraph  (A) 
(1)  oT  Public  Law  No.  862,  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  chapter  869,  second  session,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  323.  A  bin  to  guarantee  that  the  clvn 
liberties  of  labor  shall  not  be  abridged;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.R.824.  A  bm  to  provide  an  additional 
InCTime-tax  exemption  to  certain  handi- 
capped Indtvldrmls;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  325.  A  bill  to  promote  the  develop- 
ment of  minerals  In  lands  under  the  Juris- 
dictlon  of  a  departcnoit  or  agency  of  the 
Department  of  Defense;  to  the  Oonunlttae  on 
Interior  aad   Insular  Affairs. 

H.B  sas.  A  biU  to  prohibit  ttie  establish- 
ment of  a  valley  authority  In  any  State  that 
would  be  substantially  aflecfied  thereby  un- 
til the  people  at  the  aflected  areas  ctf  sikcfa 
SUmU  have  voted  alBrntatlv^y  for  such  val- 
ley authority;  to  the  Committee  cm  Puhlk: 
Works. 

H  R.  t37.  A  bill  ctttabUshing  a  general  pol- 
icy with  respect  to  payments  to  State  aiMi 
local  governments  on  account  of  Federal  resl 
property  and  tao^ble  personal  property  by 
providing  for  the  taxation  of  certain  Federal 
property  and  for  paymenu  in  oonnectlon 
with  certain  otli£r  Federal  property,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Comniittee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Aflaira. 

H.  R.  335.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Labor -Man - 
agemenlRelations  Act  of  1947  to  equalise 
legal  responsibilities  of  labor  organizations 
and  employers,  and  for  other  piu-poscs;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor, 

H.  R.  329.  A  bin  to  establish  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R  SSO.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  Issuance 
of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  honor  ol  the 
American  school  teacher;  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr,  MILLER  of  Maryland: 

H.R,  S81,  A  bill  to  Incorporate  National 
Service  Star  Legion;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R  332.  A,  WB  to  provide  for  renewal  of 
and  adjustment  ctf  compensation  under  con- 
tracts for  carrying  mall  on  water  routes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  333.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  In  certain  cases  to  undertake 
sman  river  and  harbor  Improvement  projects 
not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  REGAN: 

H.  R.  S34.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  of  Ju^y 
31,  ISr:  161  Stat.  881) ;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
Interior  and  Instilar  Affairs. 

H.  R.  335.  A    bin    to    amend    the   mineral 
leasing  laws  in  order  to  eliminate  the  waiver 
of  rentals  for  oU  and  gas  leases;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  insular  AJIalrs. 
By  Mr.  EODINO: 

H.  R.  336.  A  bill  declaring  October  12  to  be 
a  legal  holiday:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  337.  A  bin  to  authoriise  the  <ff^fl"i^ 
of  300i>00  special  nonquota  irrtmigira^f^  Fisas 
to  certain  refugees,  persons  of  German  ethnk: 
origin,  and  natives  of  Italy.  Greece,  and  the 
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Netherlands,  and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROQ^tS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 

H.  R.  338.  A  bill  to  provide  out-patient 
treatment  for  non -service-connected  dis- 
abilities for  certain  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  339.  A  bill  to  extend  for  a  period  of 
2  years  the  education  and  training  benefits 
of  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans* Affairs. 

H.  R.  340.  A  bill  to  increase  certain  dis- 
ability pension  awards,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R.  341.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  monthly 
rates  of  pension  payable  to  certain  depend- 
ents of  deceased  veterans  of  World  War  I, 
World  War  II.  and  of  service  on  or  after  June 
27.  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  342.  A  bill  to  extend  pension  benefits 
payable  under  the  veterans  regulations  to 
persons  who  served  with  the  United  States 
military  occupation  forces  in  Germany  dur- 
ing World  War  I;  +o  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  343.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
income  tax  exemption  of  a  taxpayer  and  the 
additional  exemption  for  his  spouse  from 
9600  to  $1,000,  and  to  Increase  the  exemption 
for  a  dependent  from  $600  to  $750;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  344.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  require  that  all  deci- 
sions of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  par- 
ticipated in  by  the  full  Coiirt.  and  that  any 
vacancies  or  absences  in  the  membership  of 
the  Court  shall  be  temporarily  filled  by  cir- 
cuit Judges;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  345.  A  bill  to  amend  part  IT  of 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  l  (a);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  34«.  A  bill  to  provide  benefits  for 
members  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death 
while  performing  travel  to  and  from  speci- 
fied types  of  active  duty,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  347.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  (c) 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  exemption  from 
the  child-labor  provisions  of  such  act  of  cer- 
tain employees  employed  in  agriculture;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  348.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  nav- 
igable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control 
of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  provide 
for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  develop- 
ment, and  conservation  of  certain  resources 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  outside  of 
State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BIKES: 

H.  R.  349.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  for  the  sale  at  cer- 
tain poet  ofiSces  of  tobacco,  cigar,  and  ciga- 
rette tax  stamps;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  350.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  prelim- 
inary examination  and  siu-vey  to  determine 
the  need  for  improvement  of  East  Pass  Chan- 
nel from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  Choctawhat- 
chee  Bay.  Fla.,  via  Destin;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  351.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  dredging 
of  a  boat  basin  at  Apalachlcola,  Fla.;  to  the 
Committee  on   Public  Works. 

H.  R.  352.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  a  channel  at  East  Point  In  Apalachl- 
cola Bay,  Fla.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

H.  R.  358.  A  bin  to  provide  a  channel  across 
St.  George  Island  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 


Into  Apalachlcola  Bay,  Fla.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  364.  A  bill  to  provide  for  preliminary 
examination  and  survey  to  determine  the 
need  for  a  channel  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
into  Choctawhatchee  Bay,  Fla..  In  the  vicinity 
of  Point  Washington,  Fla.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  355.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction and  maintenance  of  a  channel 
from  the  Gulf  cf  Mexico  Into  Choctawhatchee 
Bay  via  East  Pass;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works. 

Bv  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H.  R.  356  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1937,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  WILLIS: 

H.  R.  357.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of 
said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  provide  for 
the  use,  control,  exploration,  development, 
and  conservation  of  certain  resources  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  lying  outside  of  State 
boundaries;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON: 

H.  R.  358.  A  bill  to  provide  that  compen- 
sation of  a  Federal  officer  or  employee  shall 
be  subject  to  State  or  municipal  tax  only  In 
the  State  where  he  is  domiciled,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H  R.  359.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code 
In  respect  to  the  original  Jurisdiction  of  the 
district  courts  of  the  United  States  in  certain 
cases,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  360.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1341  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  In  respect 
to  the  original  Jurisdiction  of  the  district 
courts  of  the  United  States  In  certain  cases, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciarv. 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 

H.  R.  361.  A  bill  to  admit  50,000  Immi- 
grants, natives  and  citizens  of  Italy;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  362.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  363  A  bill  declaring  October  12  to  be 
a  legal  holiday;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  364.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of  the 
Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain  postal 
services:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  365.  A  bill  to  grant  certain  former 
officers  of  the  Army  who  enlisted  for  aviation 
cadet  training  certain  lump-sum  payments 
of  which  they  were  deprived  by  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Flic^ht  Officer  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  366.  A  bill  to  protect  the  right  of  in- 
dividuals to  be  free  from  discrimination  or 
segregation  by  reason  of  race,  color,  religion, 
or  national  origin;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    AUCHINCLOSS: 

H.  R.  367.  A  bill  to  require  a  premarital 
examination  of  all  applicants  for  marriage 
licenses  In  the  District  of  Columbia:  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

H.  R.  368.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  the  States  and  their  political 
subdivisions  for  the  loss  of  tax  revenue  with 
respect  to  certain  real  property,  and  im- 
provements thereon,  acquired  by  the  United 
States  and  used  by  the  Armed  Forces  for 
recreational  and  welfare  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  369.  A  bill  to  declare  and  protect  the 
rights  Of  the  public  when  labor  disputes  re- 
sult in.  or  threaten  to  result  in.  danger  to 
public  health  or  safety;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 


By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H  R.  370.  A  bill  to  amend  section  212  (d) 
(7)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BENTSEN: 

H  R.  371.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries  and 
to  tlie  natural  resources  within  such  lands 
and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BISHOP: 

H  R  372  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  dls- 
plav  of  the  flag  of  the  United  States  outside 
premises  wherein  deceased  members  or 
Jormer  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  are  ly- 
ing in  stjtte.  and  it  funerals  of  such  per- 
sons; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H.  R  373    A    bill    providing    for    construc- 
tion of  a  hlj'hway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to,  traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;   to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr    BOLUNG: 

H  n.  374.  A  bill  to  require  Members  of 
Congress,  certain  other  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  certain  officials  of 
poluical  parties  to  file  statements  disclosing 
the  amount  and  sources  of  their  incomes,  the 
value  of  their  assets,  and  their  dealings  in 
securities  and  commodities;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  375.  A  bill  to  improve  the  efficiency 
of  the  United  States  civil  service;  to  deny 
benefits,  under  the  clvll-servlce  and  other 
retirement  systems,  to  persona  convicted  of 
certain  feKnies;  and  for  other  purpoees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R  376.  A  bill  to  promote  greater  econ- 
omy In  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Govem- 
meut  by  providing  for  a  consolidated  cash 
budget,  a  separation  of  operating  from  capi- 
tal expenditures,  long-range  budget  esti- 
mates, the  scheduling  of  legislative  action  on 
appropriation  measures,  yea-and-nay  votes 
on  amendments  to  appropriation  measures, 
and  a  Presidential  Item  veto;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

H  R  377.  A    bill    to    provide    for    national 
flood  Insurance,  and  for  other  purposes;   to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mrs.   FRANCES  P.   BOLTON: 

H  R  378.  A  bill  to  designate  the  Veterans' 
Administration  hospital  at  Boston.  Mass.,  as 
the  Dr.  Harvey  Cushlng  Veteraiis'  Admin- 
istration Hospital;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H  R  379.  A  bill  granting  a  limited  ex- 
emption from  income  tax  in  the  case  of  pen- 
sions and  annuities  received  by  widows  and 
orphans;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R  380.  A  bill  to  correct  the  naval  rec- 
ord of  former  members  of  the  crews  of  the 
revenue   cutters   Algonquin   and   Onondaga; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  BURLESON: 

H  R.  381.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
In  the  State  of  Texas  the  title  to  certain  sub- 
merged coastal  lands  of  such  SUte  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
the  waters  above  such  lands,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  382.  A  bill  to  permit  certain  students 
to  receive  Reserve  c>fflcerB  Training  Corps 
military  training  at  Itistltutlons  other  than 
the  ones  they  are  attending;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 

H.  R.  383.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  provide  dlsablUty  insurance  bene- 
fits for  totally  disabled  individuals;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr   BYRNES  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  384.  A  bill  to  provide  for  standards 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcul- 
tiu-e  governing  Imported  agricultural  food 
products,  to  the  Committee  on  Apiculture. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


By  Mr.  CAMP: 
H.  R.  386.  A    bill    to    esUbllsh    a    United 
States  Air  Force  Academy;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  386.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3801  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
mitigation  of  statute  of  limitations;   to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CANFIKLD: 

H  R  387.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  388.  A  bill  to  provide  for  expeditious 
naturalization  of  persons  serving  in  the 
present  hostilities,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  389.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Introduc- 
tion or  movement  in  Interstate  commerce  of 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrics  which 
are  so  highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  Individuals,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  390.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  Insurance  system  to  pro- 
vide Insured  aged  persons  and  their  de- 
pendents, and  survivors  of  deceased  Insured 
persons,  with  insurance  against  the  cost  of 
hospitalization;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R.  391.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Clayton  Act 
^o  as  to  provide  that  domestic  corporations 
may  be  required  by  subpena  to  produce  the 
records  of  their  foreign  affiliates  and  sub- 
sidiaries, to  require  that  foreign  corporations 
doing  business  in  the  United  States  register 
with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  392.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  establish- 
ment of  an  Inventions  Awards  Board  within 
the  Department  of  Defense,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.393.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1102  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  394.  A  bill  to  pcovlde  for  the  trans- 
fer of  certain  lands  and  interests  in  lands 
at  Mill  Rock  Island  in  the  East  River,  N.  Y.; 
t<  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

H  R  395.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  with  re- 
3|)ect  to  claims  against  the  United  States  of 
certain  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons, 
Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  396.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payment  of 
an  annuity  to  widows  of  Justices  and  Judges; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  397.  A  bin  to  amend  title  17  of  the 
United  States  Code,  entitled  "Copyrights." 
with  respect  to  the  provisions  relating  to 
manufacture;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  398.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  indigent  defendants  In  criminal 
ca.ses  in  the  district  courts  of  the  United 
States;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  399.  A  bill  to  fix  the  term  of  the 
Judge  of  the  district  court  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  at  8  years;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  400.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  241  and 
242  of  title  18.  United  States  Code;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  '^.  401.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  royalties  and  like  charges  for  the 
use  of  inventions  for  the  benefit  of  or  by 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  402.  A  bill  to  assure  the  provision  of 
all  necessary  services  to  prepare  disabled  per- 
sons for  and  establish  them  in  remunerative 
employment,  to  make  special  provision  for 
the  blind  and  other  severely  disabled  per- 
sons, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R  403.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  tempo- 
rary free  Importation  of  aluminum;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


H.  R.  404.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  (b) 
of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  405.  A  bill  to  provide  means  of  fur- 
ther securing  and  protecting  the  civil  rights 
of  persons  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  406.  A  bill  to  provide  protection  of 
persons  from  lynching,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  407.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  1581, 
1583.  and  1584  of  title  18,  United  States  Code, 
so  as  to  prohibit  attempts  to  commit  the 
offenses  therein  proscribed;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  408.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  intercep- 
tion Of  communications  in  the  Interest  of 
national  security  and  the  safety  of  human 
life;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  409.  A  bill  to  increase  the  sala:-les  of 
Judges  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  410.  A  bill  making  unlawful  the  re- 
quirement for  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as 
a  prerequisite  to  voting  in  a  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   House  Administration. 

H.  R.  411.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2800  (d) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  412.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  relating 
to  the  small  claims  and  conciliation  branch 
of  the  Municipal  Court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

H.  R.  413.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934  so  as  to  permit  the  render- 
ing of  free  telephone  service  to  certain  hos- 
pitalized members,  and  former  members,  of 
the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  CORBETT: 

H  R.  414.  A  bill  to  establish  a  basic  ad- 
ministrative workweek  and  pay  periods  of 
two  administrative  workweeks  for  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  in  the  postal 
field  service,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.R.  415.  A  bin  to  amend  section  4  of 
the  act  of  July  6,  1945.  as  amended,  so  as  to 
provide  for  payment  of  overtime  compensa- 
tion to  substitute  employees  in  the  postal 
field  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and   Civil  Service. 

By    Mr.    CUNNINGHAM: 

H.  R.  416.  A  bill  to  increase  the  amount  of 
wages  that  may  be  earned  by  individuals  en- 
titled to  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
benefit  payments  under  the  Social  Security 
Act:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.417.  A  bUl  to  extend  pension  bene- 
fits under  the  laws  reenacted  by  Public  Law 
269.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  August  13, 
1935,  as  now  or  hereafter  amended  to  cer- 
tain persons  who  served  with  the  United 
States  military  or  naval  forces  in  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  during  hostilities  in  the  Moro 
Province,  including  Mindanao,  or  in  the  Is- 
lands of  Samar  and  Leyte,  after  July  4,  1902. 
and  prior  to  January  1.  1914.  and  to  their 
unremarried  widows.  chHd.  or  children;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  418.  A  bill  making  the  first  Tuesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  November,  in  every 
even-numbered  year,  a  legal  holiday;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Jddlclary. 

H  R.  419.  A  bill  to  relieve  persons  In  the 
military  service  from  refunding  to  the  United 
States  the  amount  of  life-insurance  premi- 
ums, and  interest  thereon,  guaranteed  un- 
der the  Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief 
Act  of  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  420.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  more 
effective  prevention,  detection,  and  punish- 
ment of  crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 
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By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H.  R.  421.  A  bill  to  amend  section  124  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  422.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  manufac- 
turers' excise  tax  on  trailers  used  in  con- 
nection with  passenger  automobiles;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  423.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  fee  for  ex- 
ecuting an  application  for  a  passport  or  a 
visa  from  $1  to  $3;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

H.  R.  424.  A  bill  to  provide  that  students 
away  from  home  whUe  attending  college 
shall  be  enumerated  for  census  purposes  as 
residents  of  the  enumeration  district  in 
which  their  home  is  located;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  425.  A  bin  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  with  respect  to  candidacy  for  Federal 
or  State  elective  offices;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

H.  R.  426.  A  bill  to  amend  section  124  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  relating  to  the 
amortization  deduction  for  emergency  fa- 
cilities; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  427.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Census  Act 
of  June  18.  1929.  so  as  to  prohibit  inquiries 
as  to  income  of  individuals;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  428.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  amount  of  active  service  which 
certain  former  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  and  its  allies  may  be 
required  to  serve;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  429.  A  bin  to  terminate  the  retailers' 
excise  tax  on  luggage  and  handbags,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 

H.  R.  430.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Insurance 
of  shareholdings  in  Federal  credit  unions; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.R.  431.  A  bin  to  enact  the  provisions 
preserving  the  social-security  Insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals  which  were 
contained  in  H.  R.  7800  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  as  passed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  PEIGHAN: 

H.  R.  432.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  one  additional  district  Judge  for  the 
northern  district  of  Ohio;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 

H.  R.  433.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction 
ufKjn  the  Coiirt  of  Claims  of  the  United 
States  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and 
render  Judgment  on  certain  claims  of  indi- 
vidual Navajo  Indians  against  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FINE: 

H.  R.  434.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  salaries  of 
Judges  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  435.  A  bin  to  repeal  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  of  June  27,  1952,  and  to 
reenact  all  acts  repealed  or  amended  by  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  June  27, 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FISHER: 

H.  R.  436.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  437.  A  bill  to  prevent  the  application 
or  exercise  of  monopoly  power  by  employers 
and  labor  organizations  in  their  dealings  with 
employees,  to  amend  the  antitrust  laws,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  438.  A  bill  to  exempt  certain  whole- 
sale marketers  of  petroletma  from  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 
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H.  R.  439.  A  bin  to  amend  section  IS  (c)  of 
PuMic  Law  393  of  the  Elghty-flrst  Congress, 
first  session;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

H.  R.  440.  A  bUl  to  conflnn  and  esUbllsh 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 
H.  R.  441.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  preference  primaries  for 
nomination  of  candidates  for  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H.  R.  442.  A  bill  to  establish  and  maintain 
a  domestic  gold  coin  stand£u-d;  to  restore  the 
right  of  American  citizens  to  own  gold  and 
gold  coins;  to  return  control  over  the  public 
purse  to  the  people;  to  restrain  further  de- 
terioration of  our  currency;  to  enable  hold- 
ers of  paper  money  to  redqem  It  In  gold  coin 
on  demand;  to  open  up  foreign  trade  through 
the  channels  of  private  enterprise:  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming: 
H.  R.  443.  A  bill  to  grant  certain  Interests 
in  mineral  rights,  including  oil  and  gas 
rights,  to  persons  who  have  acquired  or  here- 
after acquire  land  pursuant  to  homestead 
entry;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  444.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
19,  1947,  so  as  to  Increase  the  percentage  of 
certain  trust  funds  held  by  the  Shoshone 
and  Arapaho  Tribes  of  the  Wind  River  Res- 
ervation which  is  to  be  distributed  per  capita 
to  Individual  members  of  such  tribes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 
H.  R.  445.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  two  additional  circuit  Judges  for  the 
ninth  circuit;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R,  446.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  1505  and 
3488  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
relating  to  congressional  investigations;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  447.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of 
bankruptcy  throughout  the  United  States." 
approved  July  1,  1898.  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  448.  A  bill  to  authorize  in  certain 
cases  the  appointment  of  special  counsel  and 
Investigators  to  assist  grand  Juries  in  the 
exercise  of  their  powers;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  449.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  (a)  of 
the  Foreign  Agents  Registration  Act  of  1938. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  450.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  trans- 
fer of  the  Displaced  Persons  Commission  and 
the  War  Claims  Commission  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  in  accordance  with  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission  on  Organiza- 
tion of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
H.  R.  451.  A  bill  making  certain  changes 
In  laws  applicable  to  regulatory  agencies  of 
the  Government  so  as  to  effectuate  the  rec- 
ommendations regarding  regulatory  agencies 
made  by  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tiona. 


By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H.  R.  452.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  War  Memorial  Arts 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  JAVITS: 
H.  R.  453.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Internal 
Revenue  Code,  act  of  February   10,  1939;   to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  454.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  admis- 
sion Into  the  United  States  of  selective  immi- 
grants possessing  skills  beneficial  to  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr,  JENSEN: 
H.  H.  455.  A  bill  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing in  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  a  post-office  and 
courthouse   building;    to   the   Committee   on 
Public  Works. 

By  Ml-.  KEARNEY: 
H.  R.  456.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  to  provide  full  an- 
nuity for  individuals  who  have  completed  30 
years  of  service;  to  provide  annuities  there- 
under equal  to  50  percent  of  the  average 
monthlj  Salaries  or  wages  b;ised  on  the  5 
years  of  highest  earnings;  to  the  Cjmmittee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  457.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  burial 
In  the  Memorial  Amphitheater  of  the  Na- 
tional Cemetery  at  ArlinE;ton,  Va..  of  the  re- 
mains of  an  unknown  American  service  man 
or  woman  who  lost  his  or  her  life  while  serv- 
ing lo  one  of  the  various  theaters  of  w.ir 
diu-lng  World  War  II;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  458.  A  bii:  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  to  increase  the  criminal  pen- 
alty provided  for  persons  convicted  of  gather- 
erlng  or  dellverina;  certain  defen.se  informa- 
tion to  aid  a  foreii^n  government  in  time  of 
peace;  to  the  Co-nmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  459.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  prohibit  the  unauthorized  wear- 
ing, manufacture,  or  sale  of  medals  and 
badges  awarded  by  the  War  Department,"  aa 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  460,  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  erection 
of  a  memorial  to  the  four  heroic  chaplains 
who  sacrified  their  lives  m  the  sinking  of  the 
steamship  Dorchester;  to  the  Committee  on 
House   Administration. 

H.  R.  461.  A  bill  to  provide  Increases  In  the 
rates  of  death  compensation  payable  to  cer- 
tain widows  and  children  of  vrterans  of 
World  War  I,  World  War  II.  or  of  .service  on 
and  after  June  27,  -1950;  to  the  Committee 
on  Vet'^rans'  Affairs. 

H.  R  462,  A  bill  to  provide  vocational  re- 
habilitation for  certain  service-connected 
disabled  veterans:  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  463,  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  severance 
of  a  service-connected   disability  which   has 
been  In  effect  for  10  or  more  years,   to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans"  Affairs. 
By  Mr,  KE.^sJlNS: 
H.  R.  464,  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  War  Memorial  Theater 
and   Opera   House,   and   for   other   purposes- 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor'. 
H.  R.  465.  A   bill    to   establish   a   Board    of 
Education   in  the   Federal   Government   and 
to  define  its  organization,  powers,  and  duties- 
and  for  other   purposes;    to   the   Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  KEATING: 
H.  R.  466,  A  bill  providing  for  taxation  by 
the  States  and  thfir  political  subdivisions  of 
certain  real  properties  owned  by  the  United 
States   of   America   or    its   agencies:    to    the 
Committee  on  Interior  and   Insular  Affairs 
H,  R,  467.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Clayton  Act 
by  granting  a  rlgl  t  of  action  to  the  United 
States  to  recover  damages  under  the   anti- 
trust laws,  establishing   a  uniform  statute 


of  limitations,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  468.  A  bin  to  punish  the  mallcloue 
destruction  of  aircraft  and  attempts  to  de- 
stroy aircraft;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  469,  A  bill  to  reestablish  the  Commis- 
sion on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government:  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

H  R  470  A  bill  to  provide  books  and 
sound-reproduction  records  for  certain  phys- 
ically Incapacitated  persons,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
nTiiiistratlon. 

H  R  471.  A  bin  to  pay  certain  substitute 
postal  employees  time  and  one-half  over- 
time, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post    jfDce  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  472  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  that  the  ta.xes  imposed 
under  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance .systom  will  not  be  Imposed  on  ac- 
count ijf  service  performed  by  indivlduale 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  66;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  473.  A  bill  to  amend  part  VIII  of 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (ai  so  as  to  pro- 
vide entitlement  to  educational  benefits  for 
those  Individuals  who  enlisted  or  reenllsted 
prior  to  October  6.  1945,  on  a  same  basis  as 
for  those  individuals  who  enlisted  or  re- 
enlisted  within  1  year  after  October  6,  1945; 
to  the  Comiiiittee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R  474.  A  bill  to  provide  tor  additional 
tax  deductions  from  the  gross  Income,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways    and    Means. 

H  R  475  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
ag^mcnt  Relations  Act  of  1947  to  equalize 
legal  responsibilities  of  labor  organizations 
and  employers,  and  for  other  purposes:  to 
the   Cumnuttee  on   Education   and   Labor. 

H  R  476  A  bill  to  permit  Civil  War  vet- 
erans to  receive  hospital  treatment  In  hos- 
pitals of  their  choice  If  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration facUtles  are  not  available  in  their 
locality;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Veterans* 
AlTiUrs. 

H  R  477.  A  bill  to  authorize  acquisition 
and  interception  of  communications  in  In- 
terest of  national  security  and  defense,  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  478  A  bill  to  authorize  In  certain 
cases  the  appointment  of  special  counsel  and 
investigators  to  assist  grand  Juries  In  the 
exercise  c  f  their  powers;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  479.  A  bin  to  preserve  seniority 
rights  of  10-point  preference  ellglbles  in 
the  postal  service  transferring  from  the  po- 
sition Of  letter  carrier  to  clerk  or  from  the 
position  Of  clerk  to  letter  carrier,  and  for 
Other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offl-e  and   Civil   Ser\ice. 

H  R  480  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  extension 
of  cld-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits 
under  the  act  to  Pta^e  and  local  employees 
who  are  covered  by  State  or  local  retirement 
system-s;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H  R  481  A  bill  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code  (Crimes  and  Criminal  Pro- 
cedure), so  as  to  prohibit  the  payment  of 
awards  of  annuity  In  the  case  of  Govern- 
ment officers  and  employees  convicted  of  a 
felony,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  482.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  credit 
of  subscription  charges  or  Insurance  premi- 
ums with  respect  to  health  or  medical  serv- 
ce  plans  or  programs,  or  health  or  medical 
nsurance  for  the  purposes  of  the  Federal 
Income  tax.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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H  R.  483.  A  bill  to  require  persons  who 
obtain  commissions  for  rendering  Eissistance 
in  the  obtaining  of  Government  contracts 
to  register  with  the  Congress,  and  to  estab- 
lish in  the  General  Services  Administration 
an  Office  of  Contract  Information;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  484.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  approved 
August  26,  1842  (U.  S.  C.  title  1,  ch.  2.  sec. 
25).  relating  to  appropriation  acts;  to  the 
Committee  on   Government  Operations. 

H  R  485.  A  bill  to  provide  that  each  mem- 
ber of  the  bar  of  the  highest  court  of  a  State 
or  of  a  Federal  court  shall  be  eligible  to  prac- 
tice before  all  administrative  agencies;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  486.  A  bill  to  expedite  admission  of 
certain  adopted  children  of  American  citi- 
zens: to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  487.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  erection 
of  headstones  for  certain  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  burled  outside  the  United 
States,  lost  at  sea,  or  reported  missing  in 
the  performance  of  cuty;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H  R.  488  A  bill  to  provide  a  correctional 
system  for  Juvenile  delinquents  proceeded 
against  In  the  cotirtf;  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.489.  A  bUl  to  prohibit  Justices  and 
Judges  of  the  United  States  from  testifying 
as  to  the  character  or  reputation  of  any  per- 
son, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   KILBL'BN: 
H  R.  490.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of  the 
Sackets    Harbor    Military    Cemetery    for    the 
burial  of  war  and  peacetime  veterans  of  the 
Armed   Forces  of  the  United  States;    to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    LANE: 
H  R  491.  A     bill     to    provide    permanent 
clvU-servlce  status  for  certain  partially  dis- 
abled Federal  employees;   to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Cl-,11  Service. 

H  R  492.  A  bill  to  recognize  the  Italian- 
American  World  War  Veterans  of  the  United 
States,  Inc.,  a  national  nonprofit  nonpolltl- 
cal  war  veterans'  organization,  for  purposes 
of  be.^towlng  upon  It  certain  benefits,  rights, 
privileges,  and  prerogatives;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affa.rs. 

H.  R.  493.  A  bill  to  Incorporate  the  Jewish 
War  Veterans  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica: to  the  Committer  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  494.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938,  so  as  to  require  the 
preparation  of  passenger  lists  for  all  flights 
of  commercial  lines:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  495.  A  bin  to  establish  a  Merrimack 
Valley  Authority  to  provide  for  unified  water 
control  and  resource  development  on  the 
Merrimack  River  and  surrounding  region  in 
the  Interest  of  the  control  and  prevention  of 
flofxls,  the  promotion  of  navigation  and 
reclamation  of  the  public  lands,  the  promo- 
tion of  family-type  farming,  the  development 
of  the  recreational  possibilities  and  the  pro- 
motion of  the  general  welfare  of  the  area,  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

H.  R.  496.  A  bill  to  amend  section  200,  title 
II.  Public  Law  844,  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
approved  June  29,  1936,  as  amended  by  Pub- 
lic Law  316,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved 
August  1.  1947;  to  i.he  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H  R.  497.  A  bill  to  Include  certain  addi- 
tional veterans'  organizations  whose  ac- 
credited representatives  and  claim  agents 
may  assist  veterans  and  their  dependents 
under  section  616,  National  Service  Life  In- 
surance Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  section 
500,    World   War    Veterans'    Act  of    1924,    as 


amended;    to   the   Committee   on   Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H,  R.  498.  A  bill  to  amend  section  200, 
chapter  II,  Public  Law  346,  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  as  added  by  section  3,  Public  Law 
268,  Seventy-ninth  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  Veterans'   Affairs. 

H.  R.  499.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  severance  pay  to  certain  officers  and 
employees  separated  from  the  service  of  the 
Federal  Government  or  of  the  municipal 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  600.  A  bill  to  abolish  and  correct  un- 
fair practices  and  substandard  working  con- 
ditions and  to  raise  living  standards  among 
the  employees  of  Federal  agencies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  501.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  storage 
In  New  England  of  at  least  150,000  bales  of 
cotton  owned  or  controlled  by  the  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation:  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  502.  A  bill  to  name  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration facility  at  Boston,  Ma.s6.,  the 
William  P.  Connery,  Junior,  Memorial  Vet- 
erans' Hospital;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
eran's Affairs. 

H.  R.503.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  United  States  Foreign  Service 
Academy;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  504.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  505.  A  bni  to  provide  appropriate 
lapel  buttons  for  widows,  parents,  and  next 
of  kin  of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who 
lost  their  lives  in  the  armed  services  of  the 
United  States  during  the  present  hostUities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  506.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Civil 
Defense  Act  of  1950  to  authorize  the  disposal 
of  certain  Federal  surplus  property  to  State 
and  local  units  of  the  United  States  Civil 
Defense  Corps;  to  the  Comnuttee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  507.  A  bill  to  authorize,  for  a  tempo- 
rary period,  the  purchase  by  the  Government 
of  worsted  fabric  In  amounts  sufficient  to 
maintain  normal  production  and  employ- 
ment In  the  worsted-fabric  Industry,  to  pro- 
mote the  general  national  welfare,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Conunerce. 

H.  R.  508.  A  bill  creating  a  Commission  on 
Federal  Reimbursement  to  States  and  local 
governments  by  reason  of  Federal  ownership 
of  Improved  and  unimproved  real  property; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  509.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
llahment  of  a  Veterans'  Administration  dom- 
iciliary facility  In  the  vicinity  of  Boston, 
Mass.:  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  510.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  award 
of  certain  public  contracts  to  bidders  from 
areas  of  very  substantial  labor  siu-plus 
where  their  bids  do  not  exceed  by  more  than 
5  percent  the  most  advantageous  bids  sub- 
ntltted  frona  other  areas;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  5ll.  A  bill  to  provlhe  supplementary 
unemployment  compensation  benefits  in  cer- 
tain cases  to  workers  unemployed  during  the 
national  emergency,  and  for  other  pvu-poses; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  512.  A  bill  providing  for  the  exami- 
nation and  survey  of  Lynn  and  Nahant 
Beaches,  Mass.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

H.  R.  513.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  certain  priorities  In  the  award- 
ing of  military  procurement  contracts  within 
regions  suffering  economic  distress  through 
unemployment,  and  for  other  ptu-poses;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


H.  R.  514.  A-teill  to  amend  the  act  of  Au- 
gust 1.  1941,  to  Include  PubUc  Health  Service 
officers;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  515.  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and 
procedure  in  connection  with  construction 
contracts  made  by  executive  agencies,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  516.  A  mil  to  repeal  section  618  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  (relating  to  a  pro- 
hibition upon  the  denial  of  Social  Security 
Act  funds);  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  517.  A  bni  to  Incorporate  the  National 
Conference  on  Citizenship,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  IjeCOMPTE: 

H.  R.  518.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
1,  1918,  to  authorize  the  erection  of  appro- 
priate Government  headstones  or  markers  in 
cemetery  plots  in  memory  of  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  who  died  while 
serving  in  the  overseas  theaters  of  operations 
and  whose  bodies  have  hot  been  recovered 
or  identified  or  have  been  buried  at  sea;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  McCONNELL: 

H.  R.  619.  A  bin  to  amend  section  403  (b) 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  so  as 
to  permit  the  granting  of  free  or  reduced- 
rate  transportation  to  ministers  of  religion; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MARSHALL: 
,  H.  R.  520.  A  bill  to  restrict  the  application 
of  section  1154  of  title  18  of  the'Unlted  States 
Code  relating  to  the  dispensing  of  intoxi- 
cants to  Indians;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  521.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
to  provide  for  the  Inclusion  In  the  computa- 
tion of  accredited  service  of  certain  periods  of 
service  rendered  States  or  Instrumentalities 
of  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  522.  A  bill  to  amend  section  25  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that, 
under  certain  circumstances,  the  taxpayer 
shall  be  allowed  a  credit  for  a  child  whom  he 
is  In  the  course  of  adopting;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  MERROW: 

H.  R.  523.  A  bill  to  Improve  and  extend  the 
duration  of  Public  Law  874  of  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  to  extend  the  period  during 
which  appropriations  nay  be  made  to  pay 
entitlements  under  title  II  of  Public  Law  815 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  to  provide  tem- 
porary supplementary  aid  for  schools  in  criti- 
cal defense  housing  areas,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  524.  A  bilL  to  authorize  promotions 
from  apprentice  to  Journeyman  In  the  Gov- 
ernment service  to  be  made  on  a  permanent 
basis,  to  provide  credit  for  promotion  and 
retention  piu'poses  for  graduate  apprentices, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  525.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  201  (c) 
of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946 
to  authorize  the  employment  of  administra- 
tive assistants  by  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H.  R.  526.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  compensa- 
tion of  Members  of  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  527.  A  bill  to  increase  the  salaries  of 
Federal    Judges    and    the    compensation    of 
Members  of  Congress,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  628.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1937  to  provide  full  annuity 
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tot  individuals  who  have  completed  30  years 
of  service;  to  ]n-ovlde  annuities  therexuider 
equal  to  50  percent  of  the  average  monthly 
salaries  or  wages  based  on  the  5  years  of 
highest  earnings;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Porelgn  Commerce. 

H.  R.  529.  A  bill  to  extend  the  statute  of 
limitations  with  respect  to  certain  suits;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  OIIARA  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  530.  A  bill  relating  to  the  perform- 
ance by  Federal  Judges  of  services  for  the 
United  States  not  related  to  their  judicial 
duties;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  531.  A  bin  to  amend  the  IDeclaratory 
Judgments  Act  of  June  14.  1934,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  532.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Federal  Traf- 
fic Bureau,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

H.  R  533.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  5a  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  relat- 
ing to  exemption  from  the  antitrust  laws  In 
the  case  of  certain  agreements  between  car- 
riers; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  534.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  March 
19,  1918,  so  as  to  provide  that  standard  time 
shall  be  the  measure  of  time  for  aU  purposes, 
and  for  other  pvirptoses;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Porelgn  Commerce. 

H.  R.  535.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  ESiemy  Act  to  provide  for 
Judicial  review;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  536.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  9-foot  channel  In  the  Minnesota 
River,  Minn.,  from  mile  14.2  to  Its  mouth; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  537.  A  bill  relating  to  the  approval, 
as  treaties,  of  certain  agreements  negotiated 
by  and  under  authority  of  the  United  States 
with  foreign  states;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  538.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  to  alleviate  shortages  In  rail- 
road freight  cars  and  other  vehicles  during 
periods  of  emergency,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  539.  A  bill  to  amend  section  315  of 
the  Conununlcations  Act  of  1934;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Porelgn  Com- 
merce. 

H.  R.  540.  A  bill  to  amend  part  I  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  provide  for  flUng 
of  equipment  trust  agreements  and  other 
documents  evidencing  or  relating  to  the 
lease,  mortgage,  conditional  sale,  or  bailment 
of  railroad  equipment;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerci^. 

H.  R.  541.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Judicial 
Code  In  respect  to  the  original  Jurisdiction 
of  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  in 
certain  cases,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PERKINS: 

H.  R.  542.  A  bin  to  repeal  the  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947  (Taft-Hartley 
Act);  to  the  Conunittee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  543.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  certain  public  works  for  navigation 
and  flood  control  on  the  Big  Sandy  River  and 
the  Tug  and  Levlsa  Forks,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;   to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  544.  A  bin  to  provide  Federal  funds 
to  assist  the  States  In  the  acquisition  and 
construction  of  plant  facilities  urgently  and 
tnunedlately  needed  for  public  schools;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By   Mr.   PHTI.RIN: 

H.  R.  545.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  recog- 
nition of  the  Veterinary  School  of  Middlesex 
University,  Waltham,  Mass.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture. 


H.  R.  648.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  relief  of 
certain  Reserve  officers,  formerly  In  the  Reg- 
ular Army  and  Navy  and  who  were  appointed 
prtor  to  August  34,  1912.  and  March  4.  1913. 
respectively;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  547.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  National 
Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940  to  provide 
for  a  refund  of  premiums  In  certain  cases 
where  the  insured  failed  to  apply  for  a  waiver 
of  such  premiums;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R.  548.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Veterans"  Administration  dom- 
iciliary center  at  Gushing  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration Hoepltal  at  F*ramlngham,  Mass.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'   Affairs. 

H.  R.  549.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  furnish- 
ing of  especliiJly  equipped  automobiles  to 
amputees  whcse  Injury  was  incurred  while 
on  active  service  before  World  War  11  aiui 
who  were  not  discharged  until  after  Decem- 
ber 7,  1941;  to  the  Committee  ou  Veterans' 
A.Tairs. 

H.  R.  550.  A  bin  to  provide  for  certain  tax- 
exempt  purchiises  for  hospitalized  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  551.  A  bill  to  permit  the  nuturaliza- 
tion  of  certain  persons  whose  sons  and 
daughters  have  served  with  the  land  or  naval 
forces  or  the  maritime  service  of  the  United 
States;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  552.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  the  town  of  Lancaster,  Mass., 
for  the  loss  oi  taxes  on  certain  property  In 
such  town  acquired  hy  the  Unite  I  States  f.ir 
use  for  military  purposes:  t*^)  the  Committee 
on  Interior  ard  Insular  AITalrs. 

H.  R.  553.  A  bin  to  recjulre  that  one  mem- 
ber of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commi.sslon 
be  from  the  New  England  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
Ey  Mr.  PHILLIPS: 

H.  R.  554.  A  bill  to  amend  section  21  of  the 
Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  555.  A  bill  authorising  construction 
of  works  to  restore  to  Palo  Verde  IrriEatlon 
district,  California,  a  means  of  gravity  di- 
version of  its  irrigation  water  supply  from 
the  Colorado  River  and  providing  certain 
benefits  to  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reser- 
vation. Ariz.,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affau-s. 
By   Mr    POAGE: 

H.  R.  556.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
to  accept  enlistments  of  nationals  of  other 
countries  intij  the  armed  services  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  or    Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  557.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  lands  administered  under  title  III 
of  the  Bankhend-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  558.  A  bin  to  establish  the  require- 
ment that  political  statements  concerning 
certain  candidates  for  public  office  shall  con- 
tain informat  (m  relatine;  to  sponsorship  and 
cost  of  publication  or  triinsmission;  to  the 
Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  559.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  cooperate  with  States  and 
local  agencies  tn  the  pl;innlng  and  car.-ying 
out  of  works  of  improvement  for  soil  conser- 
vation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 
By  DAT.  POWELL: 

H  R  560.  A  bin  making  unlawful  the  re- 
quirement for  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as 
a  prerequisite  to  voting  in  a  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 

H.R.  561.  A  bill  for  the  better  assurance 
of  the  protection  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  other  persons  within  the  several 
States  from  mob  violence  and  lynching,  and 
for  other  purjioses;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


H.  R.  562.  A  bill  to  prohibit  race  segrega- 
tion In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  563.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  (U.  S.  C.  tlUe  49.  sec.  3  (1)  ), 
so  as  to  prohibit  the  segregation  of  passen- 
gers on  account  of  race  or  color;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Porelgn  Conamerce. 

H  R.  564.  A  bill  relating  to  the  sUtus  of 
certain  natives  and  inhabitants  of  the  Vir- 
gin Islands;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  565.  A  bill  to  provide  an  increased 
penalty  for  the  sale  of  narcotic  drugs  to  jier- 
sons  under  17  years  of  age.  and  for  other 
purixjses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H  R  5b6.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Federal 
WorSis  Administration,  as  an  adjunct  to  the 
Federal  public-works  program,  to  make  loans 
and  grants  for  the  construction,  remodeling, 
improvement,  and  extension  of  school  fa- 
cilities;  to  tho  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H  R  507  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors ln.surance  system  may  be  extended  to 
Slate  and  local  employee.'?  who  are  covered 
by  retirement  sy.stems;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr    REED  of  New  York: 

H  R  568  A  bill  to  continue  until  the  close 
of  June  30,  1954,  the  suspension  of  certain 
Imp.  rt  ta.Kes  on  copper,  tu  the  Committee  ou 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr    REES  of  Kansas: 

H  R  563  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Post- 
miister  General  to  impound  mall  In  certain 
cases;  to  the  Conimlllee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  .Service. 

H  R  570  A  bill  to  modify  and  extend  the 
authority  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  lease 
quarters  for  jx)si-ffnce  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Poet  oaicc  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  571.  A  bill  t<j  prohibit  the  sending  of 
blasphemous  matter  thrcjugh  the  malls;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Ofllce  and  Civil 
Service. 

H  R  572  A  bill  to  reduce  certain  rates  of 
postage  on  parcels  .sent  to  or  by  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  sta- 
tioned ntitflde  the  United 'States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  573.  A  bill  prohibltlnj?  lithographing 
or  engraving  on  envelop>es  s<5ld  by  the  Post 
Office  Department,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service 

By  Mr   RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H  R  574  A  bin  to  rehabilitate  and  sta- 
bilize labor  conditions  in  the  textile  indus- 
try of  'he  United  States;  to  prevent  unem- 
ployment: to  remove  obstructions  to  Inter- 
state commerce:  to  regulate  wages  and  hours 
In  said  industry:  to  {)rotect  and  foster  the 
defense  effort:  to  safeguard  and  promote  the 
general  welfare;  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H  R  575  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits, 
retirement  ape  shall  be  60  years;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  576  A  bill  to  rejjeal  section  618  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1951;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  577.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  normal  tax 
and  surtax  exemption,  and  the  exemption  for 
dependents,  from  $600  to  $800;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  578.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of  the 
Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain  postal 
services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H.  R.  579.  A  bin  to  protect  the  right  of 
individuals  to  be  free  from  discrimination 
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or  segregation  by  reason  of  race,  color,  reli- 
gion, or  nationtj  origin;  to  the  Coininitte« 
oi^|ie  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROONEY: 

H.  R.  580.  A  bUl  to  enable  the  mothers  and 
widows  of  deceased  ir.ember8  of  the  Armed 
Forces  now  Interred  in  cemeteries  outside  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States  or  in 
Alaska  to  make  a  pUgrlmage  to  such  ceme- 
teries; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H  R.  581.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  Maj  29,  1930.  as  amended, 
so  as  to  exempt  payments  under  such  act 
from  taxation;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R  582.  A,bni  to  provide  for  the  acquisi- 
tion, restoration,  and  maintenance  of  the 
burial  ground  of  256  Maryland  heroes  of  the 
American  Revolution  and  erection  of  a  suit- 
able memorial;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  583.  A  bni  to  f.uthorlze  and  request 
the  President  to  undertake  to  mobilize  at 
some  convenient  place  in  the  United  States 
an  adequate  number  of  the  world's  out- 
standing experts,  and  coordinate  and  utilize 
their  services  In  a  supreme  endeavor  to  dis- 
cover means  of  curing  and  preventing  can- 
cer; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H  R.  584.  A  bill  to  create  the  Board  of 
Postal  Rates  and  Fees  In  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office 
and   Civil    Service. 

H  R.  585.  A  bill  to  provide  a  cost-of-liv- 
ing pay  Increase  for  officers  and  employees  of 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  586  A  bill  to  amend  section  12  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  687.  A  bill  to  n-peal  the  retailers'  ex- 
cise tax  on  handbags;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  588.  A  bni  providing  an  allowance  for 
the  purchase  of  uniforms  for  city  and  village 
delivery  letter  carriers;  to  the  Committee  on 
past  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  589.  A  bill  to  i)rovlde  for  a  prelimi- 
nary survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Sparklll 
Creek  and  the  Immediate  area  of  the  Hud- 
son River  thereto;  to  tae  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works. 

H  R.  590.  A  bill  to  provide  compensatory 
time  for  services  per:ormed  on  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  and  holidays  by  clerks  in  third- 
class  post  offices:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  591.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
27,  1940  (54  Stat.  223),  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  592.  A  bill  to  restore  directory  serv- 
ice for  letters  and  parcels  sent  through  the 
mall;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  593.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  renewal 
at  increased  rates  of  existing  contracts  for 
mall-messenger  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  594.  A  bill  to  provide  that  railroad 
employees  may  retire  on  a  full  annuity  at 
age  60  or  after  serving  30  years,  to  provide 
that  such  annuity  for  any  month  shall  be 
not  less  than  one-half  of  the  individual's 
average  monthly  compensation  for  the  5 
years  of  highest  earnings  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H  R.  595.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Fort  Mont- 
gomery. N.  T.,  may  tap  the  West  Point  water- 
supply  line,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  SAYLOR: 

H.  R.  596.  A  blU  to  provide  that  the  com- 
pensation the  United  States  shall  pay  the 
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Borough  of  BlalrsviUe,  Pa.,  tat  certain  land 
and  improvements  thereon,  shall  include  the 
replacement  costs  of  such  Improvements;  to 
thie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCRTVNER: 

H.  R.  597,  A  bin  to  conform  provisions  re- 
lating to  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  In  Lanbam 
Act  (act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended) 
to  provisions  In  Defense  Housing  and  Com- 
munity Facilities  and  Services  Act  of  1951; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 

H.  R.  598.  A  bill  granting  an  exemption 
from  Income  tax  In  the  case  of  certain  pen- 
sions and  annuities  of  policemen  and  fire- 
men; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  599.  A  bill  relating  to  the  Income- 
tax  liability  of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
dying  in  the  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  600.  A  bill  to  authorize  additional 
funds  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Defense  High- 
way Act  of  1941,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  601.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Hotising  Act 
of  1948,  so  as  to  provide  that  disability  and 
death  benefits  based  on  military  service  may 
be  excluded  from  net  Income  In  establish- 
ing rents  for  certain  low-rent  housing  proj- 
ects; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

H.  R.  602.  A  bin  to  provide  double  pay  for 
certain  Infantrymen  in  combat,  and  to  credit 
such  Infantrymen  with  double  time  for  days 
8!>ent  In  combat;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  603.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (In- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
»600  to  $700;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.R.  604.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  117  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
iron-ore  royalties;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  605.  A  bin  allowing  a  credit  against 
the  additional  estate  tax  for  Inheritance,  es- 
tate, legacy,  or  succession  taxes  paid  to  any 
State;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  606.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  preven- 
tion of  water  pollution  by  allowing  amounts 
paid  for  Industrial  waste  treatment  works  to 
be  amortized  at  an  accelerated  rate  for  in- 
come-tax purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  607.  A  bill  to  amend  section  8  of  the 
act  to  amend  certain  provisions  of  the  In- 
teral  Revenue  Code  (Pubhc  Law  378,  81st 
Cong.)  to  permit  persons  under  a  disability 
to  take  advantage  of  same;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  608.  A  bill  to  amend  section  811  (d) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  limit 
its  application  in  certain  disability  cases;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  609.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  time  for 
filing  individual  income-tax  returns,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  610.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  correc- 
tion of  inequities  under  the  Excess  Profits 
Tax  Act  of  1950,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  611.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  re8p>ect  to  the  tax  treat- 
ment of  Income  derived  by  domestic  corpora- 
tions from  sovirces  within  foreign  countries; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

R.  R.  613.  A  bin  to  allow  taxpayers,  in 
computing  adjtisted  gross  income,  to  deduct 
expenses  paid  or  incurred  by  them  in  con- 
nection with  their  employment  on  a  com- 


mission basis;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  613.  A  bUl  to  repeal  the  Buy  Ameri- 
can Act,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  614.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  615.  A  bin  to  amend  title  I  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  to  provide  additional  re- 
quirements for  State  plans  for  old-age  as- 
sistance; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  616.  A  bill  to  extend  the  rights,  bene- 
fits, and  privileges  granted  to  World  War  n 
veterans  to  certain  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  entered  the  armed  forces  of  gov- 
ernments allied  with  the  United  States  dur- 
ing World  War  II,  and  to  their  dependents; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  617.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pajrment 
of  Increased  special  pensions  to  persons 
holding  the  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  618.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  create  the  Inland  Waterways  Cor- 
poration for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
mandate  and  purpKjse  of  Congress  as  ex- 
pressed in  sections  201  and  500  of  the  Trans- 
portation Act,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved June  3,  1924s  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
H.  R.  619.  A  bni  to  authorize  certain  addi- 
tional appointments  to  the  United  States 
Military  Academy  and  the  United  States  Na- 
val Academy;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  620.  A   bin   to   require   that   a  more 
adequate    statement    of    the    Ingredients    In 
certain     Insecticides     and     other     economic 
poisons  be  contained  on  the  labels  thereof; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 
H.R.  621.  A   bni   to   amend   the   Selective 
Service  Act   of   1948  with  reference   to  the 
deferment    of   registrants    engaged    In    agri- 
cultural   occupations    or    endeavors;    to   the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.  TALLE: 
H.  R.  622.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  opera- 
tion   of    a    convalescent    and    rehabilitation 
hospital    at    the    Veterans'    Administration 
domiciliary  facility,   Clinton,  Iowa,  and  for 
other  purposes;    to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  623.  A  bin  making  the  17th  day  of 
September  in  each  year  a  legal  holiday  to 
be  known  as  Constitution  Day;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  624.  A  bill  to  exempt  certain  non- 
profit religious  and  charitable  organizations 
from-  the  tax  Imposed  on  billiard  and  pool 
tables;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  625.  A  bill  to  extend  rural  mall  de- 
livery service;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 
H.  R.  626.  A  bin  granting  exemption  from 
income  tax  in  the  case  of  retirement  annui- 
ties and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  627.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  issuance 
of  a  postage  stamp  In  commemoration  of  the 
seventy-fifth  anniversary  of  the  Trudeau 
Sanatorium,  Saranac  Lake,  N.  Y.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  "TKAGUK: 
H.  R.  628.  A  bUl  to  prohibit  the  severance 
of  a  service-connected  disability  which  has 
been  in  effect  for  10  or  more  years;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  629.  A  bin  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable   waters   within   State    boimdaries 
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and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  830.  A  bUl  to  provide  vocational  re- 
nabilltatlon  for  certain  service-connected 
disabled  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.R.  631.  A  bill  to  provide  that  compen- 
patton  of  veterans  for  service-connected  dis- 
ability rated  20  percent  or  less  disabling  shall 
be  paid  quarterly  rather  than  monthly;  to 
the   Committee  on   Veterans'   Affairs. 

H.  R.  632.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  regulate  the  practice  of  optometry 
in  the  District  of  Columbia";  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   the   District   of   Columbia. 

H.  R.  6£3.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Federal 
Board  of  Hospitalization,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R.  634.  A  bill  to  extend  to  June  30.  1955. 
the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan  author- 
ity of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
under  title  III  of  the  Servicemen's  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  to  make  addi- 
tional funds  available  therefor,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans- 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WALTER:  * 

H.  R.  635.  A  bni  to  clarify  the  right  of  sell- 
ers to  engage  in  competition  by  in  good  faith 
meeting  the  equally  low  prlc^  of  a  competi- 
tor; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  636.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  nav- 
igable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of 
said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  provide  for 
the  use.  control,  exploration,  development, 
and  conservation  of  certain  resources  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  lying  outside  of  State 
boundaries;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 
H.  R.  637.  A  bill   to  extend  the  watershed 
programs    authorized    in    section    13   of    the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944;   to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  638.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  restric- 
tions on^cotton  acreage  reports;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  639.  A  bill  to  repeal  provisions  of  law 
exempting  labor  organizations  from  the  anti- 
trust laws,  and   for  other  purposes;    to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  640.  A  bill  to  make  It  unlawful  for 
any  officer  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  to  take  or  maintain  possession 
and  control  of  any  private  property  except 
pursuant  to  statutory  authority  for  such  ac- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.R.  641.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  nav- 
igable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of 
said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  provide  for 
the  use,  control,  exploration,  development, 
and  conservation  of  certain  resources  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  lying  outside  of  State 
boundaries;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  642.  A  bill  to  require  that  cases  in 
which  the  Supreme  Court  has  original  Juris- 
diction be  decided  by  the  affirmative  vote  of 
at  least  five  members  of  the  Court;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WTTHROW: 
H.  R.  643.  A  bill  to  provide  for  promotion 
by  merit  of  employees  in  the  postal  service 
«nd    to   establish    uniform    procedures    for 


examination  and  appointment  of  candidates 
tor  promotion  to  supervisory  pKJsitlons;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
H.  R.  644.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
act  of  August  24.  1912.  as  amended,  with  re- 
spect to  th(!  recognition  of  organizations  of 
postal  and  Federal  employees;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  M.'.  YATES: 
H.R.  645.  A   bill  to  amend   title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to   repeal   the  $75 
work  clause,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  646.  A  bill  to  prescribe  the  minimum 
numt)er  of  personnel  of  the  Army  to  be  as- 
signed as  instructors  of  Junior  Reserve  Offi- 
cers' Training  Corj^s  units,  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  YORTY: 
H.  R.  647.  A  bill  to  prohibit  discrimination 
In    employment    because   of   race,    color,    re- 
ligion,   national   origin,   or   ancestry;    to    the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  COLDEHT: 
H.  J.Res.  1.  Joint  resolution   proposlne  an 
amendment     to    the     ConstitutUm     of     the 
United  States  with  respect  to  the  election  of 
President  and  Vice  President;    to  the  C>im- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KILBURN: 
H  J.  Res.  2.  Joint  resolution  approving  the 
agreement   between   the   United    States   and 
Canada     relating     to     the     Great     Lakes-St. 
Lawrence  Basin  with  the  exception  of  certain 
provisions   thereof:    expressine   the  sense   of 
the  Congress  with  respect  to  the  ncRotiation 
of  certain  treaties;  providing  for  making  the 
St.  Lawrence  seaway  self-liquidating:  and  for 
other  purposes,  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr  DINGELLr 
H.  J.  Res.  3  Joint  resolution  approving  the 
agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  relating  to  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence 
Basin  for  national  security  and  continental 
defense  of  the  United  States  and  Canada: 
providing  for  making  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way self-liquidating:  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  J  Res.  4.  Joint  Resolution  authorizlncj 
a  compact  or  agreement  between  the  States 
of  Miine.  New  Hampshire.  Vermont,  New 
York.  Pennsylvania.  Ohio.  Indiana.  Michigan. 
Illinois.  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  certain 
other  States,  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
with  respect  to  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  COUDERT: 
H  J.  Res.  5.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  that  the  term  of  office  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
shall  be  4  years;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ANGELL: 
H.  J.  Res.  6.  Joint   resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  the  terms  of  office  of  the 
President   and    the    Vice    President;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   AUCHINCLOSS: 
H.  J.  Res.  7.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  making  of  treaties  and 
executive  agreements;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H.  J.  Res.  8.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  redefine 
treason;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  BENTSEN: 
H.  J.  Res.  9.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  election  of  President 
and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


By  Mr  BOGGS: 
H  J.  Res.  10.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
the  appropriate  commemoration  of  the  one 
hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  Lou- 
isiana Purchase  from  France  by  President 
Thomas  Jefferson  in  1803  and  for  public  cele- 
brations, historical  exhibits,  and  pageants  In 
the  17  Louisiana  Purchase  States  in  1953  and 
1954;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J.  Res.  11.  Joint  re.sfilution  providing 
the  power  of  sub{)ena  and  to  grant  immunity 
in  certain  investigations  relating  to  improper 
and  lllet'al  conduct  in  the  transaction  of  the 
business  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee nil  the  Judi'^iary. 

By  Mr    BURDICK-  • 

H  J  Res  12.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Unltetl 
States  relative  to  the  makln"?  of  treaties;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res  13  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  service  In  the  Armed  F,)rces 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciarv. 

H  J  Res   14    Joint  resolution  declarlns;  the 
14th  day  of  June  in  each  year  to  be  a  legal 
holiday,  and  requesting  the  President  to  is- 
sue a  special   proclamation   commemorating 
the  one  hundred  and  seventy-fifth  anniver- 
sary of  the  flag  of  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr    CEILER- 
H  J  Res  15    Joint      resolution      provldlncr 
for  the  continuation  of  oj>erations  under  cer- 
tain mineral  leases  issued  by  tb  •  respective 
.■States  covering  submerged  lands  of  the  Con- 
tlnental   Shelf,   to  encourage   the   continued 
development   of   such    leases,   to   provide    tor 
the  protectU  n  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States    in    the   oil    and   gas   deposits   of   said 
lands,  and  for  other  purposes,    to  the  Com. 
mittee  on  the  Judiciarv. 
By  Mr    COUDER-T: 
H  J  Res   16.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment    to     the     Constitution     of    the 
United  States  relative  to  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  impose  Income  taxes,   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res  17.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  author- 
ize Congress,  in  admitting  anv  new  State, 
to  limit  its  representation  in' the  Senate; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res.  18.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  provide  for  filling  the  office 
of  President  after  a  vote  of  no  confidence 
by  the  Congress,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res.  19  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  abolish  the  electoral  col- 
lege system  and  to  provide  for  the  election 
of  the  President  and  Vice  Preeldent;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J -Res  20  Joint  resolution  requiring 
congressional  authorization  for  sending  mil- 
itary forces  abroad;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.J.  Res  21.  Joint  resolution  prohibiting 
the  use  of  Federal  funds  to  pay  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  Federal  officers  and  employ- 
ees performing  functions  In  connection  with 
the  unauthorized  seizure  of  steel  mJIls  or 
other  private  property,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  22.  Joint  resolution  safeguarding 
the  economic  stability  of  the  United  States 
by  Imposing  linaltations  on  expenditures 
during  the  fiscal  year  1954;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 

H  J  Res  23.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  provide  that  Federal  ex- 
penditures shall  not  exceed  Federal  reve- 
nues, except  in  time  of  war  or  grave  national 
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emergency  declared  by  the  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIfJ  of  Nebraska: 

H  J.  Res.  24.  Joint  resolution  limiting  the 
spending  powers  of  the  Congress  and  to  pro- 
vide for  reduction  ol  the  national  debt;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DOLLI\'ER: 

H.  J.  Res.  25.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties  and  executive  agreements;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H  J.  Res.  26.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  first  Tuesday  of  March  of  each  year  as 
National  Teachers  Day;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res.  27.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  fix  ".he  number  of  Justices 
of  the  Supreme  Court;  to  the  Committee  on 
th»  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res  28.  Joint  resolution  projjoslng 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties  and  executive  agreements;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DOYLE: 

H  J.  Res.  29.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  ap- 
point a  committee  to  designate  the  most 
appropriate  day  for  National  Children's  Day; 
to  the  Committee  or.  the  Judiciary. 

H  J  Res.  30.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  have  attained  the  age  of  1-8  the 
rlcht  to  vote;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H  J.  Res.  31.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Issuance  of  a  stump  commemorative  of 
Dr.  William  Crawford  Oorgas.  of  Alabama, 
who  achieved  national  distinction  In  the  field 
of  preventive  medicine  by  conquering  yellow 
fever,  thus  making  possible  the  building  of 
the  Panama  Canal;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  FISHER: 

H  J.  Res.  32.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  that  a  provision  of  a  treaty 
which  conflicts  with  any  provision  of  this 
Constitution  shall  not  be  of  any  force  or  ef- 
fect; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  J.  Res  33.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  election  of  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FULTON: 

H  J.  Res.  34.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  disapproval  and  reduction 
of  items  In  general  appropriation  bills;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HALE  (by  request) : 

H.  J.  Res.  35.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  fourth  Saturday  of  August  of  each  year 
as  Children's  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 

H.  J.  Res.  36.  Joint  resolution  declaring 
that  the  Yalta  agreement  is  no  longer  bind- 
ing on  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HEBERT: 

H.  J.  Res.  37.  Joint  resolution  acknowledg- 
ing, confirming,  and  establishing  the  title  of 
the  States  to  the  navigable  waters  and  lands 
beneath  such  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands 
and  resources:  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 


By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 

H.  J.  Res.  38.  Joint  resolution  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  Joinder  of  the  United 
States  in  suits  in  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  for  adjudication  of  claims  to  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  system  available  for  use 
in  the  lower  Colorado  River  Basin;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  39.  Joint  resolution  confirming 
and  establishing  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands  and 
resources;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HOSMER: 

H.  J.  Res.  40.  Joint  resolution  confirming 
and  establishing  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands  and 
resources;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  KEATING: 

H.  J.  Res.  41.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  42.  Joint  resolution  designat- 
ing the  fourth  Sunday  In  September  of  each 
year  as  "Interfalth  Day  ";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  43.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  disapproval  of 
items  in  general  ap^H'opriatlon  bills;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  the  JwcUciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  44.  Joint  resotatlon  designating 
November  19  the  anniversary  of  Lincoln's 
Gettytburg  Address,  as  Dedication  Day;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  45.  Joint  re.solutlon  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  redefine 
treason;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  46.  Joint  resolution  requesting 
the  President  to  issue  a  proclamation  desig- 
nating Memorial  Day.  1953, ,  as  a  day  for 
Nation-wide  prayer  for  peace;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 

H.  J.  Res.  47.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  creation  of  a  Federal  Memorial  Commis- 
sion to  consider  and  formulate  plans  for  the 
construction  In  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C. 
of  a  permanent  memorial  to  the  memory  of 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

H.  J.  Res.  48.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  relating  to  removal  of  Judges; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  49.  Joint  resolution  amending 
the  Joint  resolution  entitled,  "Joint  resolu- 
tion to  provide  for  the  adjudication  by  a 
commissioner  of  claims  of  American  na- 
tionals against  the  Government  of  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,"  approved  Au- 
gust 4,  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  60.  Joint     resolution     amending 
■ections  1606  and  1607  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poees;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  J.  Res.  51.  Joint  resolution  granting 
free  postage  to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
while  confined  for  treatment  in  a  military 
or  naval  hospital,  and  to  veterans  while  be- 
ing furnished  hospital  treatment  or  institu- 
tional care  in  Institutions  operated  by  or 
tinder  contract  with  the  Veterans  Admin- 


istration;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H.  J.  Res.  52.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
the  American  Joint  Commission  To  Assist  In 
the  Unification  of  Ireland;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 

H.  J.  Res.  53.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  proclaim  October  11.  1953.  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 

H.  J.  Res.  54.  Joint  resolution  granting  t^e 
consent  of  Congress  to  joinder  of  the  United 
States  In  suit  in  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  for  adjudication  of  claims  to  waters 
of  the  Colorado  River  system;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  55.  Joint  resolution  appointing  a 
board  of  engineers  to  examine  and  report 
upon  the  proposed  central  Arizona  project; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  56.  Joint  resolution  amending 
the  Joint  resolution  of  June  22,  1942,  relating 
to  the  display  and  use  of  the  fiag,  so  as  to 
establish  a  rule  that  no  foreign  national  or 
supranational  flag  shall  be  publicly  displayed 
unless  It  is  accompanied  by  the  flag  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  57.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  effect  of  treaties 
and  International  agreements  upon  the  civil 
and  property  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  58.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  first  Sunday  of  June  of  each  year  as 
National  Teachers  Day;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  59.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
a  study  and  Investigation  of  the  grade  clas- 
sification and  salary  scale  of  certain  em- 
ployees In  the  postal  field  service;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MACK  of  Washington: 

H.  J.  Res.  60.  Joint  resolution  confirming 
and  establishing  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide 
for  the  tise  and  control  of  said  lands  and 
resources;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MASON: 

H.  J.  Res.  61.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  taxes  on  incomes, 
inheritances,  and  gifts;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  62.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  limiting  the  taxing  and  spend- 
ing powers  of  the  Congress;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  63.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  providing  for  the  election  of 
President  and  Vice  President;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MILLS: 

H.  J.  Res.  64.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  65.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiclarr. 

H.  J.  Bes.  66.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
the  appropriate  conunemorstlon  of  the  one 
hundred    and    fiftieth    anniversary    at    the 
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Louisiana  Purchase  from  France  by  Presi- 
dent Thomas  Jefferson  in  1803  and  for  pub- 
lic celebrations,  historical  exhibits,  and  p>ag- 
eants  in  the  17  Louisiana  Purchase  States 
in  1953  and  1954;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
n.  J.  Res.  67.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  election  of  President 
and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.  J.  Res.  68.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  the  term  of  office  and 
qualifications  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota: 
H.J.  Res.  69.  Joint  resolutlan   authorizing 
a  sum.  not  to  exceed  $80,000,000,  to  provide 
adequate    protection    from    flooding    of    the 
Minnesota  Rlvor  In  the  Minnesota  River  Val- 
ley; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  PHILBIN: 
H.  J.  Res.  70.  Joint   resolution   designating 
payments  to  disabled  veterans  as  partial  re- 
payment of  debt  owed,  and  not  as  gratuities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  J.  Res.  71.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  empowering  Congress  to  grant  repre- 
sentation  In   the   Congress   and   among  the 
electors  of  President  and  Vice  President  to 
the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RAY: 
H.  J.  Res.  72.  Joint     resolution      providing 
for  intensified  research  Into  the  causes,  haz- 
ards,    and    effects    of     air     pollution.     Into 
methods  for  Its  prevention  and  control  and 
for  recovery  of  critical  materials  from  atmos- 
pheric   contaminants,    and    for    other    pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conunerce. 

By  Mr.  RIVERS: 
H.  J.  Res.  73.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  United  States  shall  withhold  from 
representatives  of  foreign  nations  privileges 
which  such  nations  withhold  from  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H.  J.  Res.  74.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for  men 
and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  SADLAK: 
H.  J.  Res.  75.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
claim October  11.  1953.  General  Pulaskls 
Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  of  the 
death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  76.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  oii 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H.  J.  Res.  77.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
the  conveyance  of  the  Mulr  Wood  Toll  Road 
by  Marin  County.  State  of  California,  to  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois: 
H.  J.  Res.  78.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  nominations  of 
candidates  for  President  and  Vice  President; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  J.  Res.  79.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  making  of  treaties  and 
executive  agreements;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TEAGUE: 
H.  J.  Res.  80.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  election  of  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 
H.J.  Res.  81.  Joint  resolution  authorlzlni^ 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  proclaim  January  30  of  each  year  Franklin 
Delano  Roosevelt  Memorial  Day  for  the  ob- 
servance and  commemoration  of  the  birth  of 
Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt,  the  thlrly-flrst 
President  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  82.  Joint  resolution  estabUshlntf 
a  National  Children's  Day;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  83.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  require  the  apportionment  of  Rep- 
resentatives among  the  several  States  on  the 
basis  of  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  several 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas: 
H.  J.  Res.  84.  Joint  resolution  proposing;  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FISHER: 
H  J.  Res.  85.  Joint  resolution  providing  for 
the  conveyance   to   the   Texas  Hill   Country 
Development  Foundation  of  certain  surplus 
land  situated  in  Kerr  County,  Tex.;    to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Ojjerations. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H.  Con.  Res.  "2.  Concurrent  resolution   pro- 
viding a  code  of  ethics  for  Government  serv- 
ice;   to   the   Committee   on  Post   Office   and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  BURDICK: 
H.  Con.  Res  3.  Concurrent  resolution  set- 
ting aside  the  Charter  of  the  United  Na- 
tions as  approved  by  the  Senate  under  al- 
leged treaty  powers,  which  approval  was  un- 
'onstitutional  and  void;  to  the  Committee 
tn  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.   CELLER: 
H.   Con.   Res.     4.  Concurrent       resolution 
amending  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives: to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Con.  Res.  5.  Concurrent  resolution  es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  the  Organ- 
ization of  the  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  Con.  Res.  6.  Concurrent  resolution   pro- 
viding chapel  facilities  for  Members  of  Con- 
gress  and   their   immediate   families:    to   the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H.  Con.  Res.  7.  Concurrent    resolution    re- 
questing the   Secretary   of  State   to  submit 
a    plan    for   amalgamation    of    personnel    of 
the     State     Department     establishment     of 
Washington    and   personnel    of   the    Foreign 
Service  Into  a  single  Foreign  Affairs  Career 
Service;    to   the  Committee  on   Foreign   Af- 
fairs. 

By    Mr.   JUDD: 
H.  Con.  Res.  8.  Concurrent  resolution  con- 
gratulating Minneapolis  Symphony  Orches- 
tra on  occasion  of  Golden  Jubilee  season;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  Con.  Res.  9.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  the  printing  of  a  Manual  of  Vet- 
erans' Rights:    to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H.    Con.    Res.    10.  Concurrent    resolution 
providing  a  Code  of  Ethics  for  Govermnent 


Service:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

H  Con.  Res.  11.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the 
meetings  of  the  United  Nations  Assembly, 
and  similar  world  organizations  of  which 
the  United  States  Is  a  member,  should  be 
opened  with  prayer;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign    Affairs. 

By  Mr  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 

H  Con  Res  12  Concurrent  resolution  re- 
questing the  President  to  refer  to  the  Inter- 
national Joint  Commi.ssion  a  study  and  in- 
vesiigailon  of  the  fluctuating  water  levels  of 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  nn  Foreign  Affairs. 

H  Con  Res  13  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the 
private  agreements  concluded  in  1945  at  Yal- 
ta and  P<'tsdam  .<;hould  be  forthwith  repudi- 
ated by  the  United  States,  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr    COUDERT: 

H  Res  12  Resolution  authorizing  and  di- 
recting an  inquiry  by  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, into  the  commercial  and  proprietary 
activities  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

By  Mr    BOLLINO: 

H  Res   13.  Resolution   provldini»  for  a   Se- 
lect Committee  on  Problems  of  the  Aging;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H  Res  14.  Resolution  to  amend  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

By  Mr    COUDE31T: 

H  Res.  15.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committer  -.„  inquire  into  the  commercial 
and  propr'ctary  activities  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Rules. 

H  Res  16.  Resolution  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  so  as  to 
make  in  order,  provision  in  and  amendment* 
to  general  appropriation  bills  which  reduce, 
or  impose  limitations  upon  the  expenditure 
of.  appropriatioris  previously  made;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr    ELLIOTT: 

H  Res   17.  Resolution   providing  for  a  Se- 
lect Committee   on  Problems  of   the  Aging; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    EVINS: 

H  Res  18.  Resolution  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  to  allow  Members  serving  on 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and 
members  of  the  majority  party  serving  on 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  to  serve  on  two 
standing  committees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr    FOG ARTY: 

H.  Res.  19.  Resolution  providing  for  the 
unity  of  Ireland;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign  Affairs. 

By  Mr    HE.SELTON: 
H  Res.  20.  Resolution  providing  for  a  Se- 
lect  Committee   on  Problems   of   the  Aging; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By   Mr    HILLINGS: 
H  Res  21.  Resolution  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  relative  to 
broadcasts  of   committee   hearings,   and   for 
other  purpo-ses;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr   HILL: 
H.  Res  22.  Resolution     creating     a     select 
committee  to  conduct  a  study  and  Investiga- 
tion of  the  problems  of  small  business;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H  Res  23.  Resolution   establishing   a   new 
dining  room  or  cafeteria  in  the  House  wing 
of  the  Capitol;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration, 
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H.  Res.  24.  Resolution  providing  for  the  ez- 
pensea  of  conducting  the  studies  and  Investi- 
gations authorized  by  rule  XI  (1)  (h)  in- 
curred by  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 

By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H.  Res.  25.  Resolution  expressing  the  sense 
of  th^  Hbuse  of  Representatives  favoring  the 
revision  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.  Res.  26.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  the  distribution  of  pornographic 
materials;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  27.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  Inspect  the  gold  reserve  at  Fort 
Knox  and  other  places;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  KEATING: 

H.  Res.  28.  Resolution  authorizing  Inquiry 
Into  manner  of  selecting  candidates  for  the 
United  States  MlUtary  and  Naval  Academies; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  29.  Resolution    amending    rule    XI 
(21  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  investi- 
gations;  to  the  Committee  on   Rules. 
By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 

H  Res  30.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  study  the  Government's  farm 
price-support  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr    McDONOUGH: 

H.  Res.  31.  Resolution  expressing  the  sense 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect 
to  the  more  frequent  display  of  the  flag  of 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H.  Res.  32.  Resolution  authorizing  and  di- 
recting the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service  to  conduct  thorough  studies 
and  Investigations  relating  to  matters  com- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  com- 
mittee under  rule  XI  (1)  (e)  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

H  Res.  33.  Resolution  providing  for  the 
printing  of  a  compilation  of  veterans'  laws; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration! 

H  Res.  34.  Resolution  conducting  an  in- 
spection of  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H.  Res.  35.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  investigate 
and  study  security  conditions  in  and  around 
the  port  of  New  York,  In  order  to  determine 
the  effect  of  Inadequate  port  security  upon 
shipments  to  Europe  under  the  mutual  secu- 
rity programs  of  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  36.  Resolution  providing  funds  and 
expenses  to  investigate  and  study  security 
conditions  around  the  port  of  New  York  as 
authorized  by  House  Resolution  35;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H.  Res.  37.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service  to 
conduct  studies  and  investigations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  38.  Resolution  providing  funds  and 
expenses  to  conduct  studies  and  investiga- 
tions as  authorized  by  House  Resolution  37; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  SCUDDKR: 

H.  Res.  39.  Resolution  amending  the  rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  so  as  to  im- 
pose certain  limitations  with  respect  to 
action  on  Appropriation  bills  other  than 
those  whl„n  provide  appropriatlc»ia  for  sup- 
port of  the  Government  pursuant  to  the 
budget;  to  the  Committee  on  Rulea. 


By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wlaconsln: 
H.  R«s.  40.  Resolution  authorizing  the  C(Mn- 
mlttee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  investigate  and 
study  the  i>artlclpatlon  of  the  United  States 
in  the  International  Materials  Conference;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  41.  Resolution  opposing  all  plans, 
programs,  and  proposals  tending  toward  the 
development  of  any  form  of  world  govern- 
ment which  would  limit  the  rights,  privileges, 
or  immunities  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


lidEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  me- 
morials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  vote  against 
the  passage  of  the  so-called  Thomas  leave 
rider  attached  to  the  independent  offices  ap- 
propriation bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
with  reference  to  S.  2863.  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, relative  to  construction  of  the  Solano 
County  project,  and  with  reference  to  H.  R. 
4574,  Eighty-second  Congress,  relative  to  the 
selection  of  Beale  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site 
for  the  Air  Force  Academy;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  transmitting  an  au- 
thenticated copy  of  an  Interstate  civil  de- 
fense compact  as  entered  into  and  ratified 
by  this  State,  pursuant  to  subsection  201  (g) 
of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  920,  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  transmitting  a  copy  of 
the  ratification  on  the  part  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  of  an  interstate  civil  defense  and 
disaster  compact  with  the  State  of  New  York, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  6  (b)  of 
chapter  189  of  the  Laws  of  New  Mexico,  1951; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  York  transmitting  a  letter  con- 
cerning the  existence  and  ratification  of  an 
interstate  civil  defense  compact  between  the 
State  of  New  York  and  the  States  of  Arizona, 
Florida,  Maine,  and  Oregon,  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950,  Public  Law 
920,  Eighty-first  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  York  transmitting  a  photostatic 
copy  of  the  interstate  civil  defense  and  dis- 
aster compact  as  ratified  by  the  State  of 
New  York  and  transmitted  to  the  Governor 
of  the  State  of  Colorado  and  approved  by 
him  on  July  14.  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Oklahoma  transmitting  a  certified 
copy  of  the  Oklahoma  Interstate  civil  de- 
fense and  disaster  compact,  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950.  section 
201  (g)  and  section  203;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  Of  West  Virginia  transmitting  an  au- 
thenticated copy  of  an  interstate  civil  de- 
fense compact  as  entered  Into  and  ratified 
by  this  State,  pursuant  to  subsection  201  (g) 
of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950  (Pub- 
lic Law  920,  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
fitate  ol  Wyoming  transmitting  an  authenti- 


cated copy  of  an  interstate  civil  defense  com- 
pact as  entered  into  and  ratified  by  this 
State,  pursuant  to  subsection  201  (g)  of  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  920.  8l8t  Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  call  a  convention  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  relative  to  taxes  on  in- 
comes, inheritances,  and  gifts;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 

H.  R.  648.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Israel 
Kampel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  649.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Margarete 
Vavrovec  and  her  minor  child;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  650.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
Brenneis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  651.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gaetano 
Gallazo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  652.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelina 
Lanza  Buldo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  653.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F. 
Knasln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  654.  A  bill  to  recognize  the  public 
service  of,  and  extend  certain  beo/efits  to, 
Oscar  Bltchman;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  665.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sylvia 
Schwarz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  656.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mario 
Farabullini  and  Alia  Farabulllnl,  his  wife; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  657.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  J. 
Popaca;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  658.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ben- 
jamin Blumenfeld  Fielding;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  659.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pasquale 
Lucente;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  660.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frank  b! 
Pindle;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ANGELL: 

H.  R.  661.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yip  Soy 
Naum  and  Yip  Kug  Yow;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  AUCHINCXOSS: 

H.  R.  662.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Joseph  W.  Furstenberg;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  663.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alex- 
ander Flala;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BARDEN: 

H.  R.  664.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jan  de 
Bakker;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H.  R.  665.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  N.  A.  G.  L. 
Moerings,  Mrs.  Bertha  Johanna  KaryenbrinX 
Moerings,  and  Lambertus  Karel  Aloyslus 
Josef  Moerings;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, 

H.  R.  666.  A  bin  for  the  rehef  of  Mlchele 
Paccione;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   BISHOP: 

H.  R.  667.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Maria 
Albano  Batoon;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  668.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bmma 
White  Hibbe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 
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By  Itr.  BOGOS: 

H.  R.  009.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  George  D. 
Kfmlnas;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BOLLING: 

H.  R.  670.  A  bin  for  tbe  relief  of  DsTld 
Wong:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  671.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Dr.  Danuta 
Oktawlec;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  672.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Albert 
Bemha;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  673.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alex- 
ander D.  MoruKi;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 

H.  R.  674.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Irene  F.  M. 
Boyle;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  B.  675.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rom- 
ola  Nijlnsky;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  676.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Bohus-Vilagosi;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  677.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Eugenlo 
Maida;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BOW: 

H.  R.  678.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pfc  Nich- 
olas Francis  Srjavec;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mir.  BROWNSON: 

H.  R.  679.  A  bUl  to  provide  additional  time 
for  presenting  certain  tort  claims  against  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BROWNSON   (by  request) : 

H.  R.  680.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  exten- 
sion of  design  patent  No.  133,870  Issued  Sep- 
tember 22,  1942.  to  Mrs.  Beulah  Hill,  relating 
to  a  bootlette;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BURDICK: 

H.  R.  681.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
O.  Rohrlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BUSH: 

H.  R,  682.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Klnu 
(Kenuko)  Shiina;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  683.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  George  P. 
Symrnlotis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin : 
H.  R.  684.  A  bin  to  effect  entry  of  Kim 
Jung  Soo  to  be  adopted  by  United  States 
citizens;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  685.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
Carl  Sander;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H.R.  686.  A   bill  for   the  relief   of   Emma 
Gronowskl;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 

H.  R.  687.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  two  mis- 
sionary sisters  Servants  of  the  Holy  Ghost; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  688.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Aklko 
Nllna;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.R.  689.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Kelko  Inouye;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  600.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev. 
Thomas  F.  Morrissey;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  691.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev 
Francis  T.  Dwyer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  692.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
Makeef,  also  known  as  Nina  Berberma;  to 
the  ComnUttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  693.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lydla 
Barrka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  694.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Uttal  Bros  ; 
to   the    Committee    on    the    Judiciary, 


H.  R.  696.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
O.  Nledermiller,  Peter  A.  Beklemlshev.  and 
Nicholas  M.  TlkmeneT;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CUNNINGHAM: 

H.  R.  696.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alma 
Wharff-  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  697.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Demetrioe 
Christos  Mataragglotls.  and  Zol  Demetre 
Mataragglotis,  his  wife,  and  Christos  Mata- 
ragglotls and  Constantlnos  Mataragglotls. 
their  minor  sons;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  698.  A  bin  for  the  reHef  of  Janls  Lam- 
berts and  Pauline  Leontlne  Lamberts,  his 
wife,  and  Harold  Lamberts  and  Arnls  Lam- 
berts, their  minor  children;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  699.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  H. 
Shohet:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  700.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Peter  G. 
Coutavas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

ILR.701.  A  bni  foi  the  relief  of  Peter  M. 
Shlkany:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  702.  A  bUl  for  the  r.'Uef  of  Hans  R. 
Zlmmer:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  703.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  K. 
Stanton;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    DOLLINGER: 

H.  R.  704.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Corp.  Sll- 
vano  Glurlctn;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  705.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  George  R. 
Badiey;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  706.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Shizuko 
Haraaoka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  707.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ignacy 
Adam.  Mrs.  Amalya  Alexander  Adam,  and 
George  Adam;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  708.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Darwin 
Deen;    to  the   Committee   on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  709.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Freda 
Seltz?r  Slegel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H.R.  710.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Louis 
J.  SebiUe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.,711.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ruth 
R.  Ekholm;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  712.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Milton  C. 
Towner:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By   Mr.   DONOVAN: 

H.  R.  713.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Marzlano 
Rita;   to  the  Comjnittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  714.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  and 
Mrs.  A.  Isaac  Burnstein;  to  the  ComnUttee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  715.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelo 
Staffani;  to  i.he  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  716.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Engelbert;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  717.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Henrlette 
Matter;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    DOYLE: 

H.  R.  718.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Lourdine  Llvermore  and  the  estate  of 
Dorothy  E  DDuglas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  719.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Soyrldon 
ConstanUne  Stameson  (formerly  Spyrldon 
Constantine  Stamatopoulos) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  720.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mr^  Muriel 
J.  Shingler.  doing  business  as  Shlngler's 
Hatchery;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  721.    A    bUl    for   the    relief    of    Rosa 
Huch;    to  the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary 
By  Mr    EBERHARTER: 

H.  R.  722.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Luise 
Pempfer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H  R  723.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Pumlko  Sawal  Skovran;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  EVINS: 

H  R  734.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chester  H. 
Tuck.  Mary  Elizabeth  Fisher,  James  Thomas 
Harper,  and  Mrs.  T.  W   Bennett;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr   FENTON : 

H.  R.  725.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Deelo 
Blascovlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  726.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr,  and 
Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Campion;  to  the  Committee 
on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  727.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  LllM 
Delnlngcr  Stelnbrunn;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  728.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Helga  G. 
Jordan  and  her  son;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  f29    A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Marta  Bat- 
ttsta;    to  the   Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 

H  R  730  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Poster  Denney,  administrator  of  the  estate 
of  William  Myre  Denney,  deceased;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  731.  A  bin  for  the  renef  of  Jamee 
R-nnlck  Moffett;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FINO; 

H.  R.  732.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Chalm 
and  Inna  Grade;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FORD: 

H.  R  733.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hlldef ard 
H  Nelson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr    FULTON: 

H  R  734  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlhal 
Handrabura;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    GOLDEN: 

H.  R.  735.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Crias  Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  738.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Paul  MV- 
tin?  Ha  Chung,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN: 

H.R.  737.  A  bill  for  the  rrllef  of  Harold 
Djnaghy  Bishop;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  738.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  widow 
and  children  of  the  late  John  L.  LeCours; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  739  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
A.  Senibaldl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr   GORDON: 
H.  R  7-io.  A   bill  for  the  relief  of  Gregory 
Leon  Baranowski;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  741  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanlslaw 
fatein.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  742.  A  bill   to  grant  permanent  resi- 
dence  in  the  United  States   to  Spyrldon 
KaravltU;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H  R  743  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chen 
Chih-Keui;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    HAI.E: 

H  R  7-14  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Chin 
Kuan  Tseng;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  745  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Chi  Ye 
Chou:    to  the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

H  R  74G  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tlbor 
KalmAn  JalsovlcKky;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    HARRISON    of    Virginia    (by 
request)  : 
H  R.  747.  A   bin    for  the   relief  of  Nannie 
Autnista  Layne;    to   the   Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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H.  R.  748.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Axmellese 
Else  Hermlnc  Ware  (nee  Neumann);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  749.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Sbul-Fook 
Fung;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio: 

H  R.  750.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Nick 
Giannloudls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HESELTON: 

H.R.  751.  A  bUl  for  the  rehef  of  John  E. 
Franklin  and  Martha  Franklin;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  752.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francoise 
Bresnahan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  753.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Andrea  Chitato;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  754.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mamertaa 
Cvlrka  and  Mrs.  Petronele  Cvlrka;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  755  A  bin  for  tbe  relief  of  Jerome  M. 
Dunn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  756  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  John  Yan- 
sak;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  757.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  It.a  Bifol- 
chinl;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr    HESS: 

H  R.  768.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  C. 
Barney;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  759.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Uisaml 
Yoshlda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  760.  A  bill   for   the   relief   of  Wllbert 
F  Kerns;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    HILLINGS: 

H  R.761.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Porflrlo 
Punclano  Vila,  Tatlana  Abatooroft  Vila,  Por- 
flrlo P.  Vila.  Jr.,  Anne  Marie  Vila,  and  Jo- 
sephine Anne  Vna;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  762.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Ann 
Wilkinson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  763.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Chleko 
Sakal;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  764.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gerzon 
GruBZka.  Stella  GrusrJca.  and  Tamara  Grusz- 
ka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  765.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tien  Koo 
Chen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  766.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Woon  Sam,  Neal  Woon  Sam.  and  Jackquellne 
Woon  Sam;  to  the  Cammlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  767.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Wellington  McCllntock;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H  R  768  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Bozlca  Be- 
gonja;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  769.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Winkler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  770  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
(Giuseppe)  Gasparlnl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr    KEARNEY: 

H  R  771.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ayako  Kl- 
mura;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H  R.  772.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Wleslaw 
Klnlczak;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  773.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Adaman- 
tloe  Nlamonltakis;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  774.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leo  A. 
Rlbltskl.  Mrs.  Charlotte  Rlbltzki,  and  Ma- 
rlon A.  Ribltzki;  to  i.he  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  775.  A  bill  for  rjie  reUef  of  Mrs.  Helen 
B.  Lambropoulou;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEATING  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  776.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  George 
Henry  Mahoney;  to  the  Committee  oa  the 
Judiciary. 


H.  R.  777.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Richard  H. 
Backvu:  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Jndiciary. 

H.  R.  778.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Jen- 
nie Maurello;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  779.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Bagh- 
dassarian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  780.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Berjouhie 
Andreasslan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  781.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Johanna 
C.  Willemsen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  782.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Kurt  J. 
Haln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  783.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
J.  Hartung  and  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Hartung;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  784.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  John 
H.  Wagenblass;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  786.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Apostolos 
Vaslll  Percas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  786.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Yusuf 
(Uash)  Lazar;  \o  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  B^s.  KELLY  of  New  York : 

H.  R.  787.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Israel 
Ratsprecher  and  Maryse  Rataprecher;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judicitu-y. 

H.  R.  788.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Beryl 
Williams;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By    Mr.    KEOGH: 

H.  R.  789.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salvatore 
Catapano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  790.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Henry  Lyster;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  791.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn 
Tupol;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  792.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Faiga 
Kunda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  793.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  ManolU 
N.  TriantaflUou;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  794.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Domenico 
Landolf  a;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  795.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Hollis 
Vock;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  796.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Wladyslaw 
Glowackl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  797.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Constandoloulos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  798.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michel- 
angelo catapano;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  799.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
D'Alterio;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  800.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Anna 

Mucha;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  801.  A    bni    for    the    relief    of    Sarah 

Young  and  Melvin  Young;  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KILBURN: 

H.R.  802.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Wesley 
Amell;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  803.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chrlstakia 
Modinos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  804.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Enrlchetta 
P.  C.  Meda-Novara;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  805.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Oustaf 
HenrU  Walfrld  Walden  and  his  wife,  Anja 
LeUa  Seijes  Walden;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  806.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  SuUfcean 
ConstrucUon  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  KILDAY: 

H.R.  807.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  SUter 
Isabel  (Purlflcaclon  Montemayor  Maceo);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  808.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Vyskocil;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  809.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
H.  Denny  and  Dorothy  Mae  Denny,  his  wile; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  810.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Connie 
Marie  Smith;  to  the  ConmUttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  811.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Alonzo 
Carrejo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  812.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  estete 
of  Mrs.  India  Taylor  Palmi  Stevenson;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  813.  A  bni  for  the  reUef  of  Jane  Lo- 
ralne  Hindman;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  814.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Thomas 
C.  Rooney  and  Mrs.  Thomas  C.  Rooney,  bis 
wife;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  816.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lydla 
Fahlbusch  Wilson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  816.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Alamo 
Motor  Lines.  Inc.,  and  others;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  817.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Karl  Beker; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   KING  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  818.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs.  Emma 
Martha  Staack;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  819.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Monlka 
Klein;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  820.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Pla 
Bondl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  R.  821.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  the  Amer- 
ican Barrel  Co.,  Inc.;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  822.  A  bin  for  the  rehef  of  Sister 
Glusepplna  Giaccone;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  823.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Abraham 
G.  Sakin;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  824.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Demetrioua 
Konstantno  Papanicolaou;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  825.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Antranik 
Hovsepian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  826.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zblgniew 
Wolynskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  827.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Mortatos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. . 

H.  R.  828.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Vln- 
cenzo  Guzzo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  829.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Yi  Fu 
Chen  and  his  wife,  Betty  Yi  Pu  Chen;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  830.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Gerald 
Augustine  Grant;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  831.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Poulikla 
S.  Loukakos;  to  the  Committee  on  the* Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  832.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Katharine 
Balsamo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  833.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  L.  Goulet;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  834.  A  bill  for  tbe  reHef  of  Arthur  J. 
Boucher;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  835.  A  bni  granting  the  Distinguished 
Service  Cross  to  WUllam  A.  Sullivan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.R.  836.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  award 
of  a  suitable  medal  to  Gecn^e  E.  Clark;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
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By  Ur.  LDCAS: 
H.  R.  BS7.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Ool. 
James  D.  Wllmeth;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  888.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  CTharles 
Edmund  Dumaresq  Clavell;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Ut.  McOC»UifACK: 
H.  R.  839.  A  bfll  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Mary 
Gertrude    (Mary   Gertrude    Kelly);    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Jxidlctary. 

::.  R.  840.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomaa  C. 
Stretch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McDONODGH: 
R.  R.  841.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  retire- 
ment with  pay  of  Commander  Nicholas  T. 
Gansa;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
H.  R.  842.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Atsuko 
Kiyota  Sxekeres;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  843.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alko 
Klnjo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  844.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roman 
Bo^uslaw  Mass&lskl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  845.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kang  Duk 
Tee  or  Mrs.  John  J.  Hassett  (married  name) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  846.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Primlttvo 
A.  Cuenca;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  847.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Robert  J. 
Rlckards,  Conception  Sotelo  Rickards  and 
Walter  John  Rlckards;  to  the  Committee  oa 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  848.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Katem.  Theodosia  Katem,  Basil  Katem,  and 
Josephine  Katem;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  849.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Stella 
Rebner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  850.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Frank  A. 
Wefel;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  861.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  J. 
Stahl:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  852.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugh  L. 
Mann;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  853.  A    bill    conferring    Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United   States  District  Court   for 
the  Southern  District  of  California,  Central 
Division,  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judg- 
ment upon  certain  claims  of  Edward  F.  Zap; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  864.  A  bill  to  restore  United  States 
citizenship  to  Saburo  Akune,  a  former  citi- 
ren  who  has  expatriated  himself;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa: 
H.  R.  855.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Albert 
Weeks    Nevers;    to    the    Conmiittee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  85«,  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   James 

Carroll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MASON: 

H.  R.  857.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  First. 

Second,  and  Third  National  Steamship  Cos.; 

to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  858.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Ml 
Hae;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  859.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Gertrude 

Koch;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MERROW: 

H.R.860.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomfts 

Sommer  Jacobsen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 
H.  R.  861.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Edith 
Marie  Paulsen;    to   the   Committee   on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.R.  862.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  advance 
on  the  retired  list  of  First  Lt.  Nicholas 
Malnlexo.  United  States  Marine  Corps  Re- 
serve (retired),  to  the  grade  of  captain;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  863.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Relgl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.fle4.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Sisters 
Elvtra  StomeUl  and  Augusta  Bale;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  865.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  KmlUo 
Federico  Aikler;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  866.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
AllLler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  867.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Joseph  Alkler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  868.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clriaco 
Catino;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MOULDER: 

H.  R.  869.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ma.<mko 
OEhima;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JjTULTER; 

H.  R.  870.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Block;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi'^lary. 

H.R.  871.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Or»oIa 
Jacopelli  Leggio;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr   O'BRIEN  of  New  Yiirk: 

H.R.  872.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P. 
Hayes:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  873.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Agnes 
Turkett;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  874.   A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  John  Vas- 
silatos;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O  H.'\R.\  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  875.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Nablha 
Elias  Audi,  alsc  known  as  N.  E.  Audi;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  876.   A   bin    for   the   relief   nf   Nabiha 
Elias  Audi,  alsc   kntjwn  as  N.  E.  Audi,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PATM.^N: 

H.  R.  877.  A  olll  for  the  relief  of  Na??er 
Esphahanian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    PHILBIN: 

H.  R.  878.  A  bUl  Icr  the  relief  of  Mikhail 
N.  S.  Skarlalot;  to'  the  Committee  on  tiie 
Judiciary. 

H  R.879.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Perttl  A. 
Muttilalnen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  880.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr  Suz- 
anne Van  Amerongen;  to  tile  CcmmlUee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  881.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aaron, 
Shifra,  and  Ahud  Sternburg;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  tlie  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  882.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Tokle 
Hashiguchi  and  her  son,  Koichi  Hashtguchi; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiclriry. 
By  Mr.  F'OAGE: 

H.  R.  883.  A  till  for  the  relief  of  Leila  Park; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  884.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Stephanie 
Marie  Dorcey;  ',o  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  885.  A  Dill  for  the  relief  of  Geort^e 
Shukri  Koudsi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  886.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aspasia 
Vezertzi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  887.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Edward  Levandoski;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REGAN: 

H.  R.  888.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Franceses 
Servello;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  iUVERS: 

H.R.  889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Scarlett 
Scroggin;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  8©0.  A  bill  for  thj  relief  of  William  H. 
Lubkln.  Jr.;  tc  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H.  R.  891.  A  till  for  the  relief  of  the  estote 
of  George  Jacobus,  deceased;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


n.  R.  802.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Betty  and 
Irene  Robertaon;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H.R.  893.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panalotis 
Nlcurezos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  894  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Nairn 
Solomon  Bahary;  to  the  Couunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  895.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  G. 
Friedman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  896.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pajwel 
G  ildblat  (also  kniwn  a^  Felix  Blblch)  and 
Judiih  CroidLUat  (also  known  as  Judith  Berg 
Flbich) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H   R   897    A  bill  fur  the  relief  of  Abdul  K," 
Bank;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SADLAK: 

H  R  8^8  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rom 
Kflczmarczyk;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  899  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
Trela;    to   the   Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R  900.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
John  Rybcryk,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  ?>01  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Henry  Erbes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  902  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Cor- 
rela  Do.s  S.intos;  to  the  Committee  on  tha 
Jiidirlary 

H  R.  S03  A  b:!l  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Li";  Mlchoufikl,  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
du  iajy. 

H  R  904.  A  bill  fjr  the  relief  of  BronUlaw 
(J'hni  Waz,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
d;cinry. 

H  R.  gCi.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pranclszek 
Wolczek:  to  the  Coinmittee  oa  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  906  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  TadeuFi 
Majewski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
cl.iry. 

H  R  907.  A  bill  fi>r  the  relief  of  Wolodymyr 
Hirnlak;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs    ST    GEORGE: 

H  R  908.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chester  J. 
Babcock    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  909  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Danuta 
Resmke  'Birke;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  910  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ann* 
Le'-:r;nrc!.  an  American  cUlzen,  covering  dam- 
ages by  American  troops  to  her  property  lo- 
cated In  Salzburg.  Austria;  to  the  Committe« 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  911.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marianne 
Meru  Sumogyl.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R  812.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Adelchl 
Culecchia,  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  913.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Epanl- 
nondos  ZhousUs;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

H.R.  914  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jerry 
Pagoulatos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R.  915.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Luigl 
Di  Masia:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  916.  A  bill  !..r  the  relief  of  Dr.  Mary 
Youn  (Byung  Soo  Youn);  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  917.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lulgl  Lo- 
tito;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  918.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Alfred 
Herbert  Vondmn,  midshipman,  United  States 
Navy:  to  the  Cunmiittee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  919.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eva  Kne- 
Toldsen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  920.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
and  Alma  Hofer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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n  R  921.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Inger  Wer- 
ner Paltersen;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  SCOTT 

H  R.  922.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Magdalena 
R^se  Denes;  to  the  (Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  923  A  bill  fo-  the  renef  of  Hiroko 
D.ikl  and  Takako  Dok  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Bv   Mr.  SCUDD5R: 

H  R  9J4.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Marlon 
Urbanck;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  925.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Sono- 
ma County  Farmers'  Mutual  Fire  Insurance 
Co  :  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  926.  A  bin  foi  the  relief  of  Wing 
Chong  Chan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    SHEPPARD: 

H  R  927.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  Capt.  All)ert  Sidney  Freedman, 
Supply  Corps,  United  States  Navy,  to  the 
grade  of  rear  admiral  on  the  retired  list,  and 
for  other  purposes; -tJ  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.   8IEMIN5;KI: 

H  R  928.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kunlbert 
Pranclszek  Grabe;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  929.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eugene 
Albert  Bailly;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  930.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stefan 
Janklelewlcz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  931.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
Danicowski;  to  the  Ccmmittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  932.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Cleplinski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  933.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  William 
and  Helen  Koblelskl;  ',0  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  934.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanislaw 
Kuty:  to  the  Commltt»re  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  935.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
Brodzinski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  936.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cecelia 
Melnlk;  to  the  Corrunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  937.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Prank  DeNuzzi;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  938.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Henry  P.  Aniszewf.ki.  deceased;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  939.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maurice 
Ghnassia:  to  the  Comn  Ittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  940.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Stamatis 
Karastamatls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  941.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Polish  sailors;  to  the  Ojmmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  942  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
HUdergarde  Wycisk  McKaig;  to  the  Commit- 
tee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  943.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mllthadia 
Skordos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  944.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Lygulm  Sowinskl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  945.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Claude 
Buonaluto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

H  R.  946.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Louise 
Blackstone;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, 

H  R.  947.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  Issue  to  Tom  Gwln  a  patent 
in  lee  to  certain  lands  in  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  948.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  WUllam  P, 
Thomas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 

H.R.  949.  A  bin  for  the  rehef  of  Nourlta 
Terzian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  950.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Panoula 
Panagopoulos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  951.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  the  Trust 
Association  of  H.  Kempner;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    WALTER: 

H.  R.  952.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Gertrud 
Sander  and  her  minor  daughter,  Irene 
Sander:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  953.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jekabs 
Lenbergs;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  954.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Smith;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  955.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paula 
Aklyama;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  956.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Budovlc;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  957.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alex 
Harfenist;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  958.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Viktor 
Palango.  Agnes  Palango,  and  Toivo  Palango; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  959.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  James 
Moustakas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  960.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H. 
Lin  (also  known  as  Lin  Chao  Hsi);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  JUdrrtftry. 

H.R.  961.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Murgia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  962.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gabrlelle 
Staub;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  963.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Aurora 
Theresa  Blasich  and  her  daugher.  Marlsa 
Anna  Ghersinich;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 

H.  R  964.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Joyce 
Aitcheson  Lock;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  965.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Demcheshen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  966.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nettie  E. 
Whitfield;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  967.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
George  Bulldeath  and  Lenora  Patricia  Bull- 
death;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  968.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Rosa  Egner 
and  her  son  Gerald  Egner;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  969.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
J.  Morris;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WI GGLES WORTH : 

H.  R.  970.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Economos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  971.  A  biU  for  the  renef  of  Nicholas 
G.  Brahos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  972.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  John  C. 
K.  Yu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  973.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Celikcan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas : 

H.  R.  974.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Morad 
Malek-Aslanl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  975.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Dud- 
ley A.  Reekie;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  976.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Max  Franz; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  977.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Almee 
Dutour  Rovzar;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  YATES: 

H.R.  978.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Harue 
Fukushl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

1.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Board  of 
Supervisors.  Honolulu,  T.  H..  relative  to 
transmitting  a  copy  of  Resolution  No.  751^ 
requesting  the  Congress  to  enact  legislation 
to  authorize  the  board  of  supervisors  to  issue 
bonds  fc«-  the  purpose  of  acquisition  of  real 
property  for  public-school  purposes  and  for 
construction  and  replacement  of  buildings 
for  public-school  purposes  in  the  city  and 
county  of  Honolulu;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

2.  Also,  petition  of  Dr.  Henry  L.  Peckham, 
Jr.,  Washington,  D.  C,  relative  to  impeach- 
ment of  Judge  Alexander  Holtzoff.  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Colimibia;  to  the  Committee  on  tne  Judi- 
ciary. 

3.  Also,  petition  of  William  Henry  Roberts, 
Represa.  Calif.,  relative  to  a  review  of  a  cer- 
tain decision  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  Northern  Division;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

4.  Also,  petition  of  WllUam  H.  Roberts, 
Represa.  Calif.,  relative  to  a  letter  sent  to  the 
Attorney  General,  dated  September  5.  1952, 
relating  to  certain  portions  of  the  petition 
regarding  certain  violations  of  Federal  crim- 
inal laws;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

5.  Also,  petition  of  Mario  L.  Bove.  Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.,  relative  to  his  case  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  relating 
to  an  open  answer  to  the  denial  of  petition 
tor  writ  of  certiorari  to  the  Cotirt  of  Appeals 
for  the  Third  Circuit;  to  the  Committee  on. 
the  Judiciary. 

6.  Also,  petition  of  Datu  Domato  D.  Panon- 
dlongan.  care  of  Attorney  C.  C.  Dimayuga, 
Sampaloc,  Manila,  PhUipplnes,  relative  to  re- 
questing settlement  of  claim  No.  H-10-03029 
CC  no,  in  the  amount  of  $133,961.10;  to  the 
Committet  on  the  Judiciary. 

7.  Also,  petition  of  MaJ.  V.  R.  Barros.  Com- 
mander, Regular  Veterans'  Association.  Inc., 
Manila.  Philippines,  relative  to  an  Increase 
of  pension  of  former  retired  Philippine  Scout 
soldiers.  United  States  Army;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

8.  Also,  petition  of  Jose  A.  Buenaflor,  sec- 
retary. Provincial  Board,  Province  of  Negros 
Occidental,  Philippines,  relative  to  its  Reso- 
lution No.  44,  dated  June  30,  1952,  supporting 
the  Havenner  bUl  prc^osing  the  abolition  of 
the  3 -cent  processing  tax  imposed  on  coco- 
nut oU;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 
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REGULATION  OF  LOBBYING  ACT 

In  compliance  with  Public  Law  601, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  title  in,  Regu- 
lation of  Lobbsang  Act,  section  308  (b), 
which  provides  as  follows: 

(b)  AU  information  required  to  be  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
tho  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  be  compiled 
by  said  Clerk  and  Secretary,  acting  Jointly, 
as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  close  of  the 
calendar  quarter  with  respect  to  which  such 
Information  Is  filed  and  shaU  be  printed  In 
the  Congressional  Record. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
jointly  submit  their  report  of  the  com- 
pilation required  by  said  law  and  have 
included  all  registrations  and  quarterly 
reports  received  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter  of  1952. 
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QUAF'.TERLY  REPORTS 

The  following  quarterly  reports  were  submitted  for  the  third  calendar  quarter  1952: 

The  form  used  for  reports  is  reproduced  below.    In  the  interest  of  economy  questions  are  not  repeated,  only  the 

Also  for  economy  in  the  Record,  lengthy  answers 


(Note 
answers  are  printed  and  are  indicated  by  their  respective  letter  and  number 
are  abridged.) 


File  two  copies  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  file  three  copies  with  the  CTerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
This  page  (page  1)  is  designed  to  supply  identifying  data;  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page)  dPiils  with  hnaucial  dat*. 
Place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate  letter  or  figure  in  the  box  at  the  right  of  the  "Report"  heading  below 

"Preliminary"  Report  ("Registration")  :   To  "register,"  place  an  "'^X"  below  the  letter  "P "  and  nil  cur  page  1  only 

'•QxjARTtBi-T"  Report:  To  Indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  is  covered  by  this  Rejxjrt.  place  an  "X  '  below  the  appropriate 
figure.  PUl  out  both  page  1  and  page  2  and  as  many  additional  pages  as  may  be  required  The  first  additional  page  should  b« 
riumbered  as  page  "3."  and  the  rest  of  such  pages  should  be  "4,"  "5."  "6."  etc.  Preparation  and  hling  in  accordance  with  Instruc- 
tions will  accomplish  compliance  with  all  quarterly  reporting  requirements  of  the  Act. 


RETORT 

PtJRSUANT  TO  FedER.VL  REGULATION   OF  LOBBTTNG   ACT 


OLMRTTR 


1st        2d         3d        4th 
(Miu-k  one  square  only) 


Note  on  Item  "A".— (a)    In  General:  This  "Report"  form  may  be  u-.ed  bv  either  an  nrEranlz.-itl.m  nr  an  Individual  as  follows- 
(1)    "Employee".— To  file  as  an  "employee."  state  in  Iten-.  "B"  the  name,  addres.s.  and  nature  ..f  bu.smoss  of  the    ■emulover-      (It  tb* 
employee"  Is  a  firm  [such  as  a  law  firm  or  public  relations  fljml,  partners  and  salaried  siafl  members  ol  such  lirm  mav  loin  In  filing  T 
Report  as  an     employee")  ^  J         '"  mwig  a 

(11)    "Employer". — To  file  as  an  "employer,"  write  "None"  :n  answer  to  Item  "B  " 

(b)    Separate  Reports.— An  agent  or  employee  should  not  attempt  to  combine  his  Report  with  the  employer's  Retxirt 
by  X.^eiT^^nTorl^S^lV''^  """'  '"''''  ^''  ^^^""'"'^  ''"^'"''  ^"'^  "'"  "^'  '"'""^'*  ""'  '''''  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are  filed 
by  tiei  Soyer?.  '"''^^*  '°  '^^  ^'*  '"'''*  ^^^  "^^^'^^  ^'^°'"'  ^""^  ^'^  "°^  '"""'"^  ""^  ^^''  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are  filed 

A.  Organization  or  Individual  Piling.— (n    State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  busmebs    (2j  If  this  Reoort  i^  r  ,r  in  irr>,,,ir,.-,    i.  » 

of  agents  or  employees  who  win  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter.  '  Report  i^  for  an  Emplojer.  mt  names 


Note  on  Item  "B".— Beporfs  by  Agents  or  Employees.    An  employee  is  to  file,  each  quarter   as  many  Renorts  rs.  hp  h«<  •rr,,,!^, 

L^^iKll^V.t?r-l'::i?L^^H'?l^^l^^i".S.'lPJ'll^y  financed  by  a  group  of  employers,  theVoup'is  to  T  cnn^.'e'^ed  Tj  Jn"  ImSo^er    bu'^a^^H 


members  of  the  group  are  to  be  named,  and  the  contribution  of  each  member  is  to  be  specified     (b)    if  the  work-  u  H„no  .„  ,V   \" '.  """.  ""; 
one  person  but  payment  therefor  Is  made  by  another,  a  single  Report-naming  both  pirsonras  ■  empliyer^  Interest  of 

B.  Emploteb. — State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business. 


11  there  is  no  employer,  write  "None. 


-is  lo  be  filed  each  quarter. 


Note  ON  Item  "C".— (a)    The  expression  "in  connection  with  legislative  Interests."  as  used  in  this  Renrirt    »>,».,,,.  "i      ^ 
nttemptlng.  directly  or  Indirectly,  to  infiuence  the  passage  or  defeat  of  legislation  "    "The  term  "  eglslati^n'^r^ean^  hni,   r.c  'f  "f*^"""  "^^^^ 
ments.  nominations,  and  other  matters  pending  or  proposed  in  either  House  of  Con<rrps^   am    i.  cinHl  a',     "^f^^^  ^"'^'  resolutions,  amend- 
Bubject  of  action  by  either  House"— Section  302  (e)  ^ongres^.  and  includes  any  other  matter  which  may  be  the 

(b)  Before  undertaking  any  activities  in  connection  with  legislative  Interests    oreanlzitlonB  «nrt  inHi,.(^,,„i         v..     . 

Act  are  required  to  file  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration) .  leresis.  organizations  and  Individuals  subject  to  the  Lobbying 

(c)  After  beginning  such  activities,  they  must  file  a  "Quarterly"  Renort  at  the  enH  nr  f^r-h  o-.i»r,rf  =  .  „ 

received  or  expended  anything  of  value  In  connection  with  legislative  liuerestl  calendar  quiirter  in  which  they  hav«  either 

Legislative  Interests,  and  Publications  in  connection  therewith: 


1.  State  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive Interests  are  to  continue.  If  receipts 
and  expenditures  In  connection  with  leg- 
islative Interests  have  terminated,  place 
an  "X"  In  the  box  at  the  left,  so  that 
this  Office  will  no  longer  expect  to  receive 
Reports. 


2.  State  the  general  legislative  interests  of 
the  person  filing  and  set  forth  the  specific 
legislative  interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
title»-of  statutes  and  bills;  (b|  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known; 
(c)  citations  of  statutes,  where  known;  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  such  statutes'  and 
bills. 


r  In  the  ca.se  of  those  publications  which 
the  pjerson  filing  has  caused  to  be  Issued 
or  dl.strlbuted,  in  connection  with  legislative 
Interests,  set  forth:  (a)  description  (b) 
quantity  dl.strlbuted.  (c)  date  of  distribution, 
(dl  name  of  printer  or  publisher  (if  publica- 
tions were  paid  for  by  person  filing)  or  name 
of  donor  (II  publications  were  received  as  a 

^11  t)  m 


(Answer  Items  1,  2,  and  3  In  the  space  below.    Attach  additional  pages  If  more  space  Is  needed  ) 

'J-'^'^'^^nsVs^'^T^-l^^V''^^^^^^^^^^^  «tate  below  what  the  nature  and  amount  of  antic.- 

//  this  is  a  ■'Quarterly  Report,  disregard  thu>  item^l'aLifiUolt  Tems^^Z^^  monthly,  or  annual  rate  of  compensation  LS^''^: 
combine  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration).  With  a  "Qu^terly-Reporr  on  the  back  o/  this  page.    Do  not  attempt  to 


Ai=nDAVIT 

(Omitted  in  printingi 
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Note  on  Item  "D  *.- (a)  In  General.  The  term  "contribution"  Includes  anything  of  value.  When  an  oreanlzatlon  or  indlvidnni  7iba« 
printed  or  duplicated  matter  In  a  campaign  attempting  to  Influence  legislation,  money  received  by  such  organization  or  Individiia  fnr 
such  printed  or  dupll.^ted  matter-Is  a  "contribution."  "The  term  'contribution'  Includes  a  gift,  subscription  loan  advance  or  de^.^t 
of  money,  or  anything  of  value  and  Includes  a  contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enfc»ceable.'to  miike  a  conti-lbutlon^'-- 
ocCLion  (jUa  ( & f  ox  XfXic  uOuoj^ihk  ^vcli 

( b)  IE  This  Repoit  Is  roB  an  Employer— «)  In  General.  Item  "D"  is  designed  for  the  reporting  of  all  receipts  from  which  exoenditures 
are  made,  or  will  be  m:»de.  In  accordance  with  legislative  Interests.  "«=«:ii'u»  irvm  wnicn  expenaitures 

(11)    iZccetpfs  of  Husiness  Firms  and  Individuals.— A  business  firm  (or  Individual)  which  Is  subject  to  the  Lobbylne  Act  bv  reason  of 
expenditures  which  It  makes  In  attempting  to  Influence  legislation— but  which  has  no  funds  to  expend  except  those  which  are  available 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  operating  a  business  not  connected  In  any  way  with  the  Influencing  of  legislation— will  have  no  receinti  tn  rervTrt 
even  though  It  does  have  expenditures  to  report.  receipts  lo  report. 

(Hi)    Receipts  of  Multipurpose  Organizations.— Some  organizations  do  not  receive  any  funds  which  are  to  be  expended  solelv  for  the 
purpose  of  attempting  to  Influence  legislation.     Such  organizations  make  such  expenditures  out  of  a  general  fund  raised  bv  dues    asse^ 
ments  or  other  contributions.     The  percentage  of  the  general  fund  which  Is  used  for  such  expenditures  Indicates  the  nercentaee  of  duTs' 


.    „        „  ,  .  solely  for  legislative  purposes. 

(c)  It  This  Report  Is  rot  an  Agent  oh  Employee.— (t)  In  General.  In  the  case  of  many  employees,  all  receipts  will  come  under  Items 
•D  5"  (received  for  services)  and  "D  12"  (expjense  money  and  reimbursements).  In  the  fcbsence  of  a  clear  statement  to  the  contrarv  It 
will  be  presumed  that   your  employer  U  to  reimburse  you  for  all  expenditures  which  you  make  In  connection  with  legislative  Interests 

(11)  Employer  as  Contributor  of  $500  or  More— When  your  contribution  from  your  employer  (In  the  form  of  salary  fee  etc  )  amounts 
to  $.500  or  more,  it  Is  not  necessary  to  report  such  contribution,  under  "D  13"  and  "D  14,"  since  the  amount  h&-i  already  been  reoorted. 
under  "D  5,"  and  the  name  of  the  "employer"  has  been  given  under  Item  "B"  on  page  1  of  this  report. 

D    Receipts  (Including  Contributions  and  Loans)  : 

Fill  In  every  blank.     If  the  answer  to  any  numbered  item  Is  "None,"  write  "None"  In  the  space  following  the  number. 

Receipts  (other  than  loans)  Contributors  of  tSOO  or  more 

1  8 Dues  and  assessments  (from  Jan.  1  through  this  Quarter) 

2  t Gifts  of  rioney  or  anything  of  value  13.  Have  there  been  such  contributors? 

3  $ Printed  or  duplicated  matter  received  as  a  gift  Please  answer  "yes"  or  "no": 

4.  » Receipts  from  sale  of  printed  or  duplicated  matter  14.  in  the  case  of  each  contributor  wh^'contrlbutions  (Including 

,.                 „       ,     J  ,             ,        ,              ,,*v  loans)   during  the  "period"  from  January  1  through  the  last 

5    $ Received  for  services  (e  g..  salary,  fee,  etc.)  days  of  this  Quarter,  total  $500  or  more-                    »«:«*.(, 

6.  $ Total  fo,   this  Quarter   ^Add  items  "1"  through  "5")  attach  hereto  plain  sheets  of  paper,  approximately  the  size  of  this 

7  $ Received  during  previous  Quarters  of  calendar  vear  5H^t;«^n'?^^ontV>f,,w""o^^^^H^'^^?^^  '^^°'''lV'  ^^"^  "^^""^  ^"^ 

8  $ Total   fr  )m   Jan.*^  1    through    this   Quarter    (Add    "6"  JJ-I^L  Marcel      T^ne '-.rctitfi^^^  *^« 

and  "7"i  perioa  is  March  31.  June  30,  September  30,  or  December  31.     Prepare 

'  Buch  tabulation  In  accordance  with  the  following  examnle  • 

Loans  Received  ......  ^      ^^  o  i'     • 

"The  term  •contribution'  Includes  a      .  .  loan  .  .  ."-Sec.  302  (a).  ^^ount         Name  and  Address  of  Contributor 

9  $ Total  now  owed  to  others  on  a'count  of  loans  .  *   Period  '  from  Jan.  1  through _ ,  19 ) 

10    $ Borrowed  from  others  during  this  Quaiter  *  $1,500.00     John  Doe,  1621  Blank  Bldg.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

H.  $ Repaid  to  others  during  this  Quarter  $1,785.00     The  Roe  Corporation,  2511  Doe  Bldg.,  Chicago,  m. 

12.  $ "Expense  money"  and  Reimbursements  received  this 

Quarter  $3,285.00     Total 


Note  on  Item  "E"  — (a)    In  General.     "The  term  'expenditure'  Includes  a  payment,  distribution,  loan,  advance,  deposit,  or  gift  of  money 

or  anything  ,cf  value  i.nd  Includes  a  contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable,  to  make  an  expenditure" Section 

302  (b)  of  the  Lobbying  Act. 

(b)  Ir  This  Report  Is  for  an  Agent  ob  Employee.  In  the  case  of  many  employees,  all  expenditures  will  come  under  telephone  and 
telegraph   (item  "E  6")    and  travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment  (item  "E  7"). 

E    Expenditures  (Including  Loans)  in  connection  with  legislative  Interests: 

Fill  in  every  blank.     If  the  answer  to  any  numbered  Items  is  "None,"  write  "None"  In  the  spaces  following  the  number. 
Expenditures  (other  than  loans)  Loans  Made  to  Others 

1    $ Public  relations  and  advertising  services  "The  term  'expenditure'  includes  a  .  .  .  loan  .  .  ." — Sec.  302   (b). 

2.  $.. Wages,  f.alarles,   fees,  commissions    (other   than   Item  ^^^  •- -Total  now  owed  to  person  filing 

..j..>  13.  $ Lent  to  others  during  this  Quarter 

14.  $ Repayment  received  during  this  Quarter 

3  9 Gifts  or  contributions  made  during  Quarter  . .  

4  $ Printed  or  duplicated  matter,  including  distribution  15.  Recipients  of  Expenditures  of  $10  or  More 

cost  In  the  case  of  expenditures  macie  during  this  Quarter  by,  or 

K    •                 r^ffi^-  ^„...K»„^  ,  -«♦     ,       II          *.,i*i         4.    V  on  behalf  of,  the  person  filing:   Attach   plain  sheets  of   paper 

5  $ Office  overhead  (rent,  supplies,  utilities,  etc.)  approximately  the  size  of  thll  page  and   tabulate  data  as  to 

6  $ Telephone  and  telegraph  expenditures  under  the,  following  headings:   "Amount,"  "Date 

7  $ Travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment  or  Dates,"  "Name  and  Address  of  Recipient,"  "Purpose."     Pre- 

8  I All  other  expenditvu-es  P^*  ^"^^  tabulation  In  accordance  with  the  following  example: 

Amount     Date  or  Dates — Name  and  Address  of  Recipient — Purpose 
$1,750.00     7-11:         Roe  Printing  Co..  3214  Blank  Ave.,   St.  Louis. 

9  $ Total  fcr  this  Quarter  (add  "1"  through  "8")  Mo. — Printing  and  mailing  circulars  on  the 

10.  $ Expended  during  previous  Quarters  of  calendar  vear  "Marshblanks  BUI." 

^  •'  *^  wujuucfb  ui  caieuuar  year  |2,400.00     7-15,8-15,9-16:     Britten  &  Blatten.  8127  Gremlin  Bldg.. 

Washington.  D.  C. — Public  relations 

11.  $ Total  from  January  1  through  this  Quarter  (add  "9"         service  at  $800.00  per  month. 

and  "10")  $4,150.00     Total 

PAGE  2 
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A.  J.  Carson  Adkerson,  976  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Strategic  minerals,  Including  man- 
ganese. 

E.  (4)  $1;  (5)  11;  (6)  $0.70;  (7)  $1;  (9) 
$3.70;   (10)  $387.48;    (11)  $391.18. 

A.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Ameri- 
ca. Inc.,  610  Shoreham  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Generally  any  legislation  which  will 
affect  the  aircraft  Industry.  (3)  The  aircraft 
year  book  of  1951. 

D.  (6)    $6,416.33. 

E.  (1)  $4,999.98;  (2)  $1,250;  (4)  $79.75;  (7) 
$86.60;  (9)  $6,416.33;  (10)  $11,672.45;  (11) 
$18,288.78;  (15)  $4,999.98;  Hill  it  Knowlton. 
Inc..  350  Fifth  Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y..  pub- 
lic relations;  $79.75.  The  Judges,  Inc.,  Shore- 
ham  Building,  Washington,  D.  C,  letters; 
$1,336.60,  Harold  G.  Mosler,  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C,  services. 

A.  W.  L.  Allen,  5913  Georgia  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Commercial  Telegraphers'  Union, 
International  (APL),  5913  Georgia  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  will  or  may  affect 
members  of  employing  labor  organization. 

A.  W  R.  Allstetter,  615  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Association,  Inc., 
616  Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer 
or  the  general  agricultural  economy. 

D.  (6)   $50. 

A.  American       Association      of      University 
Women,  1634  I  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
C.   (2)    Federal  aid  to  education,  ECA  and 
point    4    program,    qualified    equal    rights 
amendment,  strengthening   the  United   Na- 
tions, school  construction  and  teachers"  pay, 
Independent  status  to  the  United  States  Of- 
fice of  Education,  reciprocal  trade  agreements 
without  peril  points. 

E.  (4)  $5.  -._  -..-. 

A.  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver  Street, 
New  York  City.  N.  Y. 

C.   (2)  Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $4,374.99;  (7)  $1,461.84;  (9) 
$5,836.83;    (10)    $10,295.89;    (11)    $16,132.72. 

A.  American  Citizens  Committee  for  Eco- 
nomic Aid  Abroad,  124  East  Seventeenth 
Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  in  Congress  or  which 
may  hereafter  be  Introduced  appropriating 
funds  for  economic  assistance  and  technical 
aid  to  foreign  countries;  for  such  statutes 
and  bills. 

D.  (6)  $65. 

E.  (4)  $7.13;  (6>  $41.79;  (9)  $48.92;  (10) 
$3,160.78;    (11)   $3,209.70. 

A.  American  Coalition,  Southern  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $802. 

E.  (2)  $750;  (5)  $397.92;  (6)  $119.60;  (9) 
$1,267.52;  (10)  $3,778.43;  (11)  $5,045.95; 
(15).' 

A.  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Institute. 
Inc..  203-A  Liberty  Ufe  Building.  Char- 
lotte. N.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  cotton 
textile  industry.  Including  tariffs,  corporate 
taxes,  price  and  production  controls. 

D.  (6)    $1,589.57. 


tary. 


'  t.ot  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


B.  (2)  $1,47245:  (5)  $68  45;  (6)  $8  54;  (7> 
$40.13;  (9)  $1,589.57;  (10)  $8,038  84;  (11) 
$9,628.41;  $365.13.  Ilobert  C.  Jackson,  9  Hunt- 
ing Cove  Place,  Alexandria.  Va..  salary  and 
expenses;  $760  20.  C.  O.  Caffrey.  215  South 
Royal  Street,  Alexandria.  Va  ,  salary;  $250. 
C.  T.  Murchlson,  1625  I  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  salary;  etc.' 


A.  American    Co\inctl   of   Style    and   Design. 

Inc..   60   Ea.st   Forty-second   Street,   New 

York.  N.  Y. 
C.    (2)  Legislitlon  to  protect  original  com- 
mercial styles  and  designs  on  textile  fabrics 
and  other  commodities. 

A.  American  Dental  Association.  222  East 
Superior  S'reet,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  To  disseminate  information  which 
will  assist  the  constituent  and  component 
societies  in  their  p^rcjblems  involving  the 
enactment  and  enforcement  of  legislation 
involving  the  dental  health  of  tlie  public  or 
the  practice  of  dentistry. 

D.  (6)    $6,609. 

E.  (2)  $6,609;  (9)  $6,609:  (10)  $15,498  25; 
(11)  $22,107.25;  (15)  $3  000.  Francis  J  Ci:ir- 
vey.  222  East  Superior  Street.  Chicago,  111  . 
salary;  $1,588,  B.  J  Conway,  222  East  Superior 
Street,  Chicago,  111  .  salary;  $1,138,  O  O  Nor- 
berg,  222  East  Superior  Street.  Chicago,  111  . 
salary;  $808,  H.  Hofener.  222  East  Superior 
Stree  ,  Chicago,  111.,  salary;  $7.t,  E.  Harold 
Gale.  142  Washington  Avenue,  Albany,  N  Y  , 
reimbursement  fur  expenditures  fur  secre- 
tarial services. 

A.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  gen- 
eral office,  221  North  LaSalle  Street.  Chi- 
cago, 111.;  Washington  office,  261  Consti- 
tution Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affectln?  ni^rlculture. 
(3)    Nation's  Agriculture  and  News  Letter. 

D.  (6)    $9,936. 

E.  (2)  $13,766;  (4)  13,390:  (5)  $1,747;  (6) 
$1,748:  (7|  $165.  ^9)  $20,816;  (10)  $4J,i72, 
(11)   $63,988. 

A.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Massa- 
chusetts Avenue  NW  ,  VVashinB;ton.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  interests 
of  working  people.  (3)  American  P'edera- 
tionlst. 

E.  (1)  $7,081.92;  (2)  $14.769  28;  (4) 
$3,910.58:  (5l  $964  50;  (9)  $26.726  28;  (10) 
$51,845  35:  (11)  $78,57163:  (15i  $7.08192, 
Furman  Felner  &  Co.  117  West  Forty-sixth 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  radio;  $3'910  .j8, 
Ransdell,  Inc.,  805  Rhode  Island  Avenue  NE., 
Washington,  D.  C,  printuib';  etc.' 

A.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped.  1370  National  Press  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  1202,  S.  1318,  H.  R.  3599,  H.  R. 
4748.  S.  2652,  H   R.  4051,  and  S.  1874. 

D.  (6)    $4.080  81. 

E.  (10)    $3,435.  y.^ 

A.  American  Hotel  Association.  221  West 
Fifty-seventh  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2 1  All  bills  and  statutes  of  interest  to 
the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $122.75656. 

A.  American  Legion,  National  Headquarter."?. 
700  North  Pennsylvania  Street,  Indian- 
apoli.s,  Ind. 

C.  (2)  The  American  Legion  and  all  vet- 
erans and  their  dependents,  general  welfare 
of  the  country,  child  welfare,  etc.  (3)  Amer- 
ican Legion  magazine  and  Merchant  Marine 
Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $2,036.21. 


•  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


E.  (2)  $11.59686;  (4)  $3,033.48;  (5)  $2,- 
249  42;  |6)  $720  52:  (7)  $4,505.21;  (9)  $22,- 
105  49;    (10)    $67,063.88;    (11)    $89,169.37. 


A.  American     Life    Convention.    230    North 
Michiean    Avenue,    Chicago.    111. 

C.  |2)  All  prospective  and  existing  legisla- 
tion which  may  affect  the  life-insurance 
buslnes.s. 

D.  (6)    $=1.280  73, 

E.  (2  1  $:!778n5:  i5i  $512.72:  (6)  $199  62; 
(7)  $790  34:  (9)  $5,280  73;  (10)  $7,740,15; 
(11)    $13,02U88. 


A.  American  Medical  As.«;oclatlon.  535  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interest  is  to 
advance  the  .science  and  art  of  medicine.' 

E.  I  1  )  $50()00:  (2)  $32,845  95;  (5)  $3,- 
749  34:  (6i  $2.150  67:  (7)  $529  22;  (8)  $5.- 
57089.  (9)  $i*4, 8461)7,  (10)  $1:<4, 56092;  (11) 
$229,406  99.  (15)  $.=)0.0(X),  Whitaker  &  Baxter, 
1  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago.  111.,  public 
relations,  etc' 

A.  American  Nurses  As.soclatlon,  Inc..  2  Park 
Avenue.  New  York.   N.   Y. 

C  (2)  Any  leelslatlon  affecting  nurses, 
nursing,   and   health. 

D     (6)     $43,877  54, 

E  (2i  $1.163  80:  (5^  $178  77:  ffl)  $68  .S!; 
(7)  $316  11.  (9)  $1.717  19,  (10)  $3,599.62, 
(11)    $5,31681. 

A.  American  Osteopathic  Association,  212 
East  Ohio   Street,   Chicago,    111. 

C.  (2)   Dills  affecting  the  public  health. 

D.  (6)    $551.10. 

E.  (2)  $375:  (5)  $69:  (6)  $7  10;  (9)  $551.10; 
(10)    $1.58787,    (11)    $2,13897. 


A.  American  Paper  and  Pulp  A.ssoclatlon.  122 
Eiust    Forty-second    Street,    New     York, 
N    Y. 
C    (2)    Legislative   Interests  are   those   af- 
fecting the  pulp  and  pa{)er  industry.  Its  op- 
erations, practices,  and  properties. 

D.  (6)    $295. 

E.  (2)  $250:  (R)  $25;  (7)  $20;  (9)  $295; 
(10)   $590;    (11)   $885. 

A.  American  Parents'  Committee,  132  Third 
Street  SE ,  Wi\shlngton,  D,  C.  and  52 
Vanderbilt   Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction,  support  of  legislation  provid- 
ing natujnal  scho(ji  health  services,  appro- 
priations to  establish  program  of  education 
for  children  of  moratory  workers,  bills  t<3 
safeguard  health  and  welfare  of  children  of 
mUratcjry  workers,  appropriations  for  the 
Children  s  Bureau,  appropriations  for  the 
national  school  lunch  program,  emergency 
maternal  and  Infant  care. 

D.  (6)    $295  98. 

E.  (2)  $1.004  36;  (4)  $123.10;  (5)  $167  65; 
(6)  $50  50;  (8)  $466  47;  (9)  $1,812.08;  (10) 
$4,517.84;    (11)    $6,329.92. 


A.  American    Petroleum    Institute.    50   West 
Fiftieth  Street,  New  York.  N,  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  petroleum 
Industry. 

D.  (61    $13,003. 

E.  (2)  $5,625:  (5)  $3,400;  (6)  $265;  (8) 
$1,071:  (9)  $10,361;  (10)  $21,117;  (11)  $32,- 
478;    (15).' 

A.  American  Pulpwood  As.soclatlon.  220  East 
Forty-second  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C,    (2)    Legislative   interests   are   those   af- 
fecting the  pulpwood  Industry,  lis  practices 
and  properties. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  American  Retail  Fe<leratlon.  1«26  I  Street 
NW..  Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  ( 2 )  Registrant  la  generally  Interested  In 
all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals  affect- 
ing the  retail  Industry.  Including  the  Indus- 
try's relations  with  th«  Federal  Government, 
with  \Xm  suppliers,  with  its  employees,  and 
with  its  customers. 

D     (6)    $24,167.59. 

E  (2)  $8,750;  (5)  $785.83:  (6)  $729.30: 
(7)  $390  65;  (9)  $10,655.78;  (10)  $20,993.74; 
(11)    $31,649.52. 

A.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Association, 
2000  Massac huset --a  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $976.74. 

E  (2)  $250;  (4)  $230.11;  (5)  $312.16;  (6) 
$3220:  (7)  $152.27,  (9)  $976.74  (10) 
$3,535.08;    (11)    $4,512.72;    (15).' 

A  American  Tariff  league,  Inc  .  19  West 
Forty-fourth  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

D.    (6)    $7,275. 

E  (2)  $8,842  18;  (4i  $2.019  16;  (5)  $1,125.- 
26.  (6)  $18404;  (7)  $:>99.47;  (8)  $243  24;  (9) 
$12.713  35:  (10)  $26,(119,36;  (11)  $39,332.71; 
(15)  $1,500,  John  L*e  Coulter.  Investment 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C.  retainer; 
$1,983  13.  Sande  Rock';  &  Co..  44  West  Fourth 
Btreet,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  prUitlng,  etc.' 

A  America's  Wage  Earners'  Protective  Con- 
ference, 424  Bowen  Building.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  promote  legislation  that  will  en- 
hance and  protect  employment  In  domestic 
Industry  by  preventing  unfair  wage  com- 
petition from  abroad. 

D.  (6)    $4,080, 

E.  (2)  $4.05055;  (6)  $39.29;  (7)  $1;  (8) 
$34  53;  (9)  $4,125.37;  (10)  $8,429.11;  (11) 
$12,554  48. 

A.  Angelina  and  Neches  River  Railroad  Co., 
Keltys,  Tex  ,  et  al.' 
C    (2)    General  legislation  affecting  Texas 

railroads. 

E  (2)  $4  374  93:  8)  $1.258  74:  (9)  $5,- 
633.73;    (10)    $12,403  56;    (11)    $18,037.29. 


A    Richard  H.  Anthony.  19  West  Forty-fourth 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
B    The    American    Tariff    League,    Inc.    19 
West  Forty-fourth  Street,  New   York.  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $3,125. 

E.  (7)    $29.35;  (8)  $163.70;  (9)  $193.05. 


A,  Hector  M.  Aring.  826  Woodward  Building, 
WashinKton,    D.   C. 

B  Johns-Manvllle  Corp..  22  East  Fortieth 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D     (6)    $1,250. 

E.    (10)    $1,782.77. 

A  Arnold.  Fortas  ti  Porter.  1229  Nineteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B    ARO.  Inc..  TuUahoma.  Tenn. 

C  (2)  The  following  rider  to  the  Air 
Forces  appropriation  for  research  and  de- 
velopment, defense  appropriations  bill,  H.  R. 
7391:  "Provided  that  no  part  of  such  appro- 
priation shall  be  used  to  make  any  payment 
to  ARO.  Inc.,  for  the  operation  of  the 
Arnold  Engineering  Development  Center." 

D     (6)    $5O00. 

E.  (6)  $50.69;  (9)  $50.69;  (10)  $389,12; 
(11)    $439.81. 

A.  W,     C.     Arnold,    200    Colman    Building. 
Seattle.  Wash. 
B.  Alaska  Salmon  Industry,  Inc.,  200  Col- 
man Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 


'  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Arthritis    and    RheiunatlBxn   Foundation, 
23    West   F^orty-fifth   Street.   New   York 
City.  N.  T. 
C.   (2)  Appropriations  for  public  health. 
E.   (1)  $900;  (7)  $263.13:  (B)  $1,163.13;  (10) 
$1,994.04;    (11)    $3,157.17. 

A.  Associated  General  Contractors  of  Amer- 
ica, Inc.,  Munsey  Building,  Washington. 
D.  C. 
C.   (2)      Taxation,     appropriations,     labor 

legislation,  etc. 

A.  Association  of  American  Physicians  and 
Surgeons.  Inc.,  380  North  Michigan  Ave- 
nue, Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  The  association  concerns  Itself  with 
only  proposed  legislation  affecting  physicians 
and  surgeons  In  the  practice  of  their  profes- 
sion. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (4)    $1,500;    (9)   $1,500;    (11)   $1,500. 

A.  Association    of    American    Railroads.    929' 
Transportation     Building.     Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  legislation  which  members 
believe  to  be  in  the  interest  of  sound  national 
transi/Ortation  policy  and  oppose  legislation 
contrary  to  such  Interijst. 

D.  (6)    $53,067,02. 

E.  (2)    $23,124.80:    (3)    $20,000;    (4)    $1,460; 

(5)  Cl.910.90;  (6)  $216  05;  (7)  $2,544.78;  (8) 
$3,810.49;  (9)  $53,067.02;  (10)  $129.84?,76; 
(11)  $182,910.78;  (15)  $20,000,  National  St. 
Lawrence  Project  Conference,  816  Seven- 
teenth Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C..  con- 
tribution; $1,460,  Eastern  Printing  Corp., 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  printing. 

A.  Association  of  American  Ship  Owners,  00 
Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety  Com- 
panies, 60  John  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies.  (3)  Casualty  and  Surety 
Journal. 

D.  (6)   $1,661.78. 

E.  (2)     $1,302.26;     (4)    $39.87;     (5)    $94  53; 

(6)  $30,69;  (7)  $72.99;  (8)  $120.85;  (9) 
$1,661.78;   (10)  $3,497.20;   (ll)  $5,158.98. 

A.  Association     of     Western     Railways,     474 
Union  Station  Building.  Chicago,  111. 
C.   (2)  Any  and  all  Federal  legislative  pro- 
por-als  which  do  or  may  affect  the  western 
railroads. 

A.  Edward  Atkins.  51  East  Forty-second 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Association  of  Shoe  Chain 
Stores,  Inc..  51  East  Forty-second  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  regarding  labor  laws 
and  revenue  acts. 

E.   (2)  $125;   (11)   $125. 

A.  Await,  Clark  &  Sparks,  822  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  v^ 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  member 
electric-utility  companies,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $6240.99. 

E.  (6)  $3;  (7)  $31.82;  (0)  $34.82;  (10) 
$141.84;    (11)   $176.66. 

A.  Charles  E.  Babcock,  Route  4,  Box  73, 
Vienna,  Va. 
B.  National  Council,  Junior  Order  United 
American  Mechanics  of  the  United  States  of 
North  America,  3025-3029  North  Broad  Street, 
Philadelphia  Pa. 


C.  (3)  Restriction  of  Immigration;  im- 
provement of  free  putrilc  schools;  suppres- 
sion of  communism;  any  other  legislation  we 
consider  of  benefit  to  Americans. 

D.  (0)   $249.09. 

E.  (5)  $69;  (6)  $3.20;  (7)  $16.50;  (8)  $1.25; 
(9)  $83.70;   (10)  $238.98;   (11)  $322.68. 

A  John  A.  Baker,  700  Bond  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Farmers  Union), 
1565  Sherman  Street,  Denver  3.  Colo,  (home 
office);  1404  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  (legislative  office). 

A.  H.  M.  Baldrldge,  408  American  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  Asso- 
ciation, 408  American  Building.  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  refers  to  sugar 
generally  and  the  refining  of  raw  cane 
bugar  speclllcally. 

A.  George  W,  Ball,  224  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Chamt>ers  of  Commerce  of  Veneruela, 
care  of  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Sur  2,  No.  30 
Altos,  Caracas,  Venezuela. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  In  obtaining  Infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  In- 
crease tariffs  or  Import  quotas  on  imports  of 
petroleum  products, 

A.  George  W.  Ball,  224  Southern   Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Comlte  Franc-Dollar,  31.  Avenue  Pierre 
1"  de  Serble,  Paris  8e.  France. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  obtaining  in- 
formation on  all  legislation  affecting  importa 
into  the  United  States,  tariffs,  quotas,  etc. 

A.  Joseph  H.  Ball,  1713  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  Ship  Ownert, 
90  Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  6007. 

D.  (6)  $1,250. 

E.  (9)  $24.67. 

A.  J.  H.  Ballew,  Stahlman  Building,  Nash- 
ville, Tenn. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council, 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free  enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  systeui, 

D.  (6)    $2,166.30.  .       . 


A.  Hartman  Barber,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.   C, 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railway  ai^d  Steamship 
Clerks.  Freight  Handlers,  Express  and  Sta- 
tion Employees.  106  Vine  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  affect- 
ing labor,  especially  rallroac    labor. 

D.  (6)  $1,860.45. 

E.  (6)  $172.13;  (7)  $123.96;  (8)  $107.75; 
(9)  $403.84;   (10)  $1,706.94;   (11)  $2,110.78. 

A.  Arthur  R.  Barnett,  1200  Eighteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  mem- 
ber electric  utility  companies.* 

D.  (6)  $4,500. 

E.  (6)  $1830;  (7)  $389.09;  (8)  $47.86;  (9) 
$455.25;   (10)  $66230;   (11)  $1,118.14. 


>  Not  printed.    Piled  wltb  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  Irvln  Ii.  Barney.  Jr.,  10  Independenee  Ave- 
nue 6W.,  Washingtac,  D.  C. 

B.  BroilMrbood  Railway  Carmen  of  Amer- 
ica. 

C.  (2)    All    legislation    affecting   railroad 
employees  In  particular  and  labor  in  general. 

D.  (6)  fi.aoo. 

A.  A.  K.  Barta,  810  SgHteentb  Street  MW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Tlie  Proprietary  Association.  810  Bgtat- 
•cntb  Street  NW..  WasMngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Bills  affecting  proprietary  medlrinea 
industry. 

E.  (7)  $100;  (0)  $100;  (10)  $200;  (11)  $300. 


rl  C.  BaiMtt.  304  North  Lafayette  Street, 
Mobile.  Ala. 

B.  National  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Project 
Conference,  Room  843.  Transpcrtatlcxi  Build- 
ing,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Opposition  to  all  proposals  to  con- 
struct St.  liawrence  seaway. 

A.  Roy  Battles.  744  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Wash- 
ington D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Grange.  Patrons  of  Hus- 
bandry, 744  Jackson  Place  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  will  be  those 
required  by  this  organization  in  its  broed 
national  agricultural  policy  as  defined  each 
year  in  its  annual  convention.  (3)  National 
Grange   Monthly. 

D.  (6)    $2,083'33. 

A.  J.  A.  Belrne.  1808  Adams  Mill  Road  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Communications  Workers  of  America, 
CIO.  1808  Adams  MiU  Hoad  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the 
Interests  of  the  membership  of  the  union. 


A.  Julia    D.    Bennett,    Hotel    Congressional, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Library  Association,  50  East 
Huron  Street.  Chicago,  ni. 

C.  (2)  Continuing  Interest  In  library  serv- 
ices bills  and  legislation,  affecting  libraries 
and  librarians. 

E.  (2)  $1,451.25:  (4)  $51.38;  (5)  $5;  (9; 
$1,507.83;    (10)    $3.204  47;    (11)    $4,712.10. 

A.  Ernest  H.  Benson,  10  Independence  Ave- 
nue SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of  Way 
Employees,  12050  Woodward  Avenue,  CeUOit, 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  railroad  em- 
ployees In  particular  and  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

A     Preston    B.    Borgln,    1625    I    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  1625  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,   D.  C. 

C.  (a>  Registrant  Is  generally  interested 
In  all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals 
affecting  the  retail  industry,  including  the 
Industry*  relations  with  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, with  its  suppliers,  with  its  en>- 
ployees  and  with  its  customers. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (10)    $9.50. 

A.  Joe  Betts,  261  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  In  accordance  with  resolutions 
adopted  by  tiie  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed- 
eration, proposed  legislation  affecting  agri- 
culture was  opposed  or  favored.' 


D.  («)    $303  75. 

K.  (7>  $10.OT;  (9)  $10.92;  (10)  $135  85; 
(11)    $146.77, 

A.  Blgham,  Englar,  Jones  and  Hotiston.  99 
John  Street.  New  York,  N.  T. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Marine  Under- 
writers; the  Association  of  Marine  Under- 
writers of  the  United  States;  American  Cargo 
War  Risk  Reinsurance  Exchange;  American 
Marine  Hull  Insurance  Syndicate. 

C.  (2)  General  questions  affecting  the  in- 
surance of  ships  and  their  cargoes  against 
marina  risks;    reparations;   subrogation. 

E.  (5)  $75.60.  19)  $75.60.  [,10)  $243  69; 
(11)    $31929. 

A.  Norman  E  Blom,  520  Endicott  Building. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

B.  Minnesota  Associated  Bvisincssmen, 
Inc..  520  Endicott  Building.  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Federal  and  State  taxation  and  gov- 
ernmental   expenditures. 

D.  (6)    $169.79. 

E.  (2)  $1.50;  (4)  $20.33,  (9;  $170.33;  (10) 
$318.46;    (11)    $480.79. 

A.  John  H.  Blvlns.  50  West  Fiftieth  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Petrolmm  Institute,  50  West 
Fiftieth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affectlug  the  petroleum 
Industry. 

A.  James  C.  Black.  1623  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
Ington.  D.  C. 

B.  Rspublic  Steel  Corp..  Republic  Building, 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  employer. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E.  (7)  $500,  (9)  $500,  (10)  $1,000,  (11) 
$1,500. 


»Not     printed.     Filed     with     Clerk     and 
Secretary. 


A  William  Rhe.i  Blake.  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tern. 

B.  National  CotUm  Council  of  America, 
P.  O.   Box   13,  Memphis.  Tonn. 

C.  (2)  The  N.itiMtial  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  ai-tion  on  any  leg^sl;i- 
tion  affecting  raw  cotton  iJidustry  as  will  pwo- 
mote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council  is 
organized. 

E.    (10)   $283  63. 

A.  Charles  B.  Blankenship.  1808  Adams  MiU 
Ro.id  NW.,   W,isliin:uun.  D.  C. 

B.  Communications  Workc^rs  of  America, 
CIO.  1803  Adams  Mill  Road  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legl.'^lr'tlve  matter.<;  afTectlng  the  in- 
terests of  the  member jliip  ui  this  union. 

D.  (6)    $2,740.7(3. 

E.  l2i  $1666f;5;  i '1 1  $2  45:  (7)  $468.56: 
(8)  ■:612  10;  (9)  $2,749  76,  (10)  $o,646.G5,  (11) 
$a,G06  41. 

A.  Blue  Cross  Commlr-sion,  425  North  Michi- 
gan Avenue.  Ciucago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Iii.=  urance  and  reinsurance  of  war 
risks;  War  DamaEre  C^.rporatlon  Act  of  1951 
and  W.ir  Dl-astor  Act  of  1951;  S.  114.  S  4;j9, 
S.  1309.  S.  1848.  ard  similar  bills  in  Hnnse 
of  Rrpresentatives.  .11.  R.  7844  and  other 
lef'l.^latlon  re'.atin;^  to  pa:.Toll  deductions  f.-r 
F<  der.il  civilian  employees  and  allotments 
from  pay  of  milita.'-y   personnel. 

B.  (2)  $200;  (8)  $3J95:  fl5i  $:?n2  95.  Ben- 
jamin H.  Lonj?.  2746  Penobboot  Building, 
Detroit.  Mich.,  legal  fee, 

A.  D     A.    Bodary.    10    Independence   Avenue 
SW  ,  Washington.  D    C. 
B.  Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen  of  Amer- 
ica, 4929  Main  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

D.  (6)   $2,275. 


A  Morton  BodAsh.  221  North  La  Balle  Street. 

Chicago,  111. 

B.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  La  Salle  Street.  Chlcaifo.  111. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
thrift  and  home  ownership  and  particularly 
helpful  to  savings  and  loan  associations  and 
conporatlve  banks  in  carrying  out  their  thrift 
and  home  financing  objectives  and  ojDpose 
legislation  detrimental  to  home  ownership 
and  these  institutions. 

D.  (6)    $62.5 

E.  (10)    $133  14. 


A  Maywood     Boggs,     825     Bowen     Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Internatinnal    Brotherhood    of    Bcller- 
miikers,    Iron    filiipbullderg    and    Helpers    of 
America,  A.  F.  of  L.,  Kaiisas  City.  Kans. 

A.  Jnhn    N     Bohannon.    75    Macon    Avenue. 
AshevlUe.   N.   C.   and    lOiifl   ConuecUcut 
Avenue  NW..  Wi\shlngton.  D.  C. 
B    C  >nsi>lidatcd  Natural  Gas  Co.,  30  Rocke- 
feller Plaza.  New  York.  N.  Y. 
D     (G)    $3,500. 

E    (5)    $450;    (6)    $181.05;    (7)    $528  50;    (9) 
$1,160.45,    (10)   $3, 994  11;    (11)   $5,154  56. 


A.  Snnfnrd    H     Bolz.    927    Fifteenth    Street 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 
n    AinerL^an     Jewish     Congress.     15     East 
Eighty-fourth  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  To  oppose  i.iUi-Somlti.sni  and  rac- 
l.«in  in  all  Us  f^  rms  and  to  defend  cl\il  rights 
incident  thereto. 

D.  (6)    $125. 

E.  (10)    $21.86.  I 

A    Jo<:f>ph    L     B  irda.    918    Sixteenth    Street 
NW  .  Washlnplon,  D    C. 

B.  Nuiional  Asstjcl.illon  of  Manufacturers, 
918  Sixteentii  Street  NW  .  Wa.shmgton.  D.  C 

C  (2)  Legi.sUition  affectins;  Industry.  In- 
cluding pro^jKibals  involving  appropnatioos 
and  tax  policies,  exjiendltures  and  subsidies. 
Government  cx'Utrols  over  industry,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (9)    $424.07. 

ARE    Bowdcn.  608  Hibbs  Bulldln-.  Wa:  h- 
mt;t^n.    D.    C  .    and    100    M..-rcl.aut6    Ex- 
ch:ini;c.  St.  Louis.  M''. 
B    Grain    and    Feed    Dealers   National   As- 
sociation, 100  Merchants  Exchange.  St.  Louis. 
M^ 

C  (2i  General  legislation  affecting  the 
t'ram  and  feed  trade. 

A.  Charles  M    Biyer.  2517  Connecticut    At- 

cnue  NW  .  Wiu'^hington.  D    C. 
B    Reserve     Offlcrrs     A.<vsoclatlon     of     the 
United     States,     2517     Connecticut     Avenue 
NW  .  Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  f,ir  development  of  a 
military  policy  for  the  Uniti-d  Sti.tes  which 
will  guarantee  adequate  national  security. 
(3  I  The  Re.serve  Officer  and  ROA  Washing- 
ton Newsletter. 

A.  D  H  Brackett.  Post  Office  Box  622.  Atlanta, 
Ga. 
C  (2)  Legislation  to  require  responsibility 
of  city  policemen  and  other  [)ctty  arresting 
rfflcers  by  bonding  them  or  prohibiting  them 
from  carrying  lethal  weapons. 

A.  Joseph   E    Brady,   2347   Vine  Street.   Cla- 

cmnati,  Oliio 

B.  International  Union  of  United  Brewery, 
Flour.  Cereal,  St.ft  Drink,  and  Distillery 
Workers  of  America.  2347  Vine  Street,  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  InvnMng  or  In  the 
direction  of  national  prohibition,  taxation  Of 
alcoholic  beverages,  etc. 

E.    (10)    $167.50. 


A.  Harry  R.  Brasbear,  610  Shorebam  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of 
America,  Inc..  610  Shorebam  Building,  Wasb- 
Ipgton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  transpor- 
tation matters  in  which  members  of  the  as- 
sociation are  interested. 

A.  James  M.  Brewbaker,  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
918  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  industry,  in- 
cluding proposals  involving  national  labor 
and  tax  policies,  expenditures  and  subsidies. 
Industrial  mobilization.  Government  con- 
trols over  industry.  Government  competi- 
tion with  private  enterprise,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (9)    $970.90. 

A.  O   O   Bright,  1302  Eighteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  Pine  Industry  Committee, 
New  Orleans,  La. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  lumber- 
manufacturing  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,320. 

E.  (7)  $19.25;  (9)  $19.25;  (10)  $102.93; 
(11)    $122  18. 


A  Ehiwes  E  Brlsbine.  952  National  Press 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Highway  Users  Conference. 
Inc..  952  National  Press  Building.  Washing- 
ton, D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  pending  before  the 
Congress  dealing  with  Federal  grants-in-aid 
to  States  for  highways,  or  repeal,  modlflca- 
tlon,  or  extension  of  Federal  excise  taxes  on 
motor  velilcles.  gasoline,  oil,  tires,  or  auto 
parts. 

A.  W.  S  Bromley,  220  East  Forty-second 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Pulpwood  Association.  220 
East  Forty-second  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  are  those  of 
employer. 

A.  Milton  E.  Brooding,  215  Fremont  Street. 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 
B    California  Packing  Corp.,  215  Fremont 
Street.  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  related  specifically  to 
fcKxl  processing  and  farming. 

D.  (6)  $300. 

E.  (10)    $1,588.03. 

A.  William  F.  Brooks,  604  Hibbs  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C  . 

B  National  Grain  Trade  Council,  604  Hibbs 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  agriculture  In 
general  and  the  grain  trade  In  particular. 

A.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers, 
1118  B.  of  L.  E.  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  We  support  or  oppose  legislation 
directly  and  indirectly  affecting  the  Interest 
of  labor.     (3)  Locomotive  Engineers' Journal. 

D' 

E.  (2)  $5,931.55;  (5)  $351.27;  (8)  $750.98; 
(9)  $7,033.80. 

A.  Brown,    Lund    &   Fitzgerald.    Washington 
Loan   and  Trust   Building.   Washington, 
D  C. 
B    National  Association   of  Electric  Com- 
panies,    Ring     Building,     1200     Eighteenth 
8  reet  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  N.  A.  K.  C. 

D.  (6)  $7,500. 


E.  (2)  $6,835;  (5)  $375;  (6)  $19.74;  (7) 
$325;  (8)  $32;  (9)  $7,576.74;  (10)  $14,662.81; 
(11)  $22,239.55;  (15).' 

A.  Paul  W.  Brown,  925  South  Hconan  Avenue, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  Sears,  Roebuck  &  Co..  925  South  Roman 
Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Postal  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $267.35. 

E.  (6)  $2.35;  (7)  $211.82;  (9)  $214.17;  (10) 
$1,008.20;    (11)    $1,222.37, 

A.  Thad  H.  Brown.  Jr.,  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation,  local.  State  or  Fed- 
eral, which  relates  to  the  television  broad- 
casting industry. 

A.  Jack  Bryson,  1600  I  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

B.  Motion  Picture  Association  of  America, 
Inc.,  1600  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  motion 
picture  industry  when  introduced  in  Con- 
gress. 

D.  (6)    $6,280.79. 

E.  (7)  $497.49;  (8)  $250;  (9)  $747.49;  (10) 
$3,598.41;    (11)    $4,345.90. 


A.  Budd  Co..  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Corporate  Income  and  excess  profits 
taxes. 

E  (2)  $65,000;  (6)  $107.65;  (7)  $199.27; 
(9)   $65,306.92;    (11)    $65,306.92. 


A.  Harold  J.  Buoy,  825  Bowen  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.    International    Brotherhood    of    Boiler- 
makers,  Iron   Shipbuilders,   and   Helpers   of 
America,  A.  F.  of  L.,  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

A.  George  J.  Burger,  250  West  Fifty-seventh 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y..  and  352  Wash- 
ington Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Burger  Tire  Consultant  Service,  250 
West  Fifty-seventh  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y., 
and  National  Federation  of  Independent 
Business.  352  Washington  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  rubber-tires  bill,  bas- 
ing-polnt  legislation,  antitrust-law  legisla- 
tion, all  legislation  affecting  Independent 
small  business;  opposing  spare-tire  monop- 
oly; supporting  FTC  maximum-quantity  dis- 
count rule. 

A.  Donald  T.  Burke,  1200  Eighteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Compa- 
nies. 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  mem- 
ber electric  utility  companies.' 

D.  (6)    $1,833.34. 

E.  (7)  $371.85;  (3)  $33.30;  (9)  $405.15; 
(10)    $760.53;    (11)    $1,165.69. 

A.  Harold  Burke,  115  Pearl  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 
B.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  Asso- 
ciation, 408  American  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

A.  Burley  and  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export  As- 
sociation, Post  Office  Box  860,  Lexington, 
Ky. 

D.  (6)    $703.50. 

E.  (2)  $2,891.32;  (5)  $255;  (6)  $74.69;  (7) 
$390.87;  (3)  $337.63;  (9)  $3,949.51;  (10)  $7,- 
190.03;    (11)   $11,139.54. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


'  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Robert  M.   Burr,    155   East   Forty-fourth 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Electrical  Manufacturers  As- 
sociation, 155  Blast  Forty-fourth  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  regarding  excise  taxes 
on  electric  refrigerators,  electric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters,  domestic  electric  appli- 
ances, commercial  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment, electric  fans,  and  legislation  affecting 
Imports  of  products  Into  the  United  States. 

A.  Orrln  A.  Burrows,  1200  Fifteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers.  1200  Fifteenth  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  AU  legislation  dealing  with  the 
electrical  workers  in  particular  and  labor  la 
general,  such  as  attempts  by  Congress  to  re- 
duf>e  annual  and  sick  leave  for  Federal  em- 
ployees, and  in  support  of  unemployment 
insurance  and  severance  pay  and  other  lib- 
eral benefits  for  the  workers. 

D.  (6)   $2,067. 

A.  Eugene  J.  Butler.  1312  Massachtisetts  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Catholic  Welfare  Conference, 
1312  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  religious, 
charitable,  and  educational  Institutions  and 
organizations. 

D.  (6)   $2,475. 

E.  (9)  $11;  (10)  $113.05;  (11)  $124.05. 

A.  C.  G.  Caffrey,  1625  I  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
B.  American  Cotton  Manufacturers'  Insti- 
tute. Inc..  203-A  Liberty  Ufe  Building.  Char- 
lotte, N.  C. 

D.  (6)    $760.20. 

E.  (11)    $88.47. 

A.  John  L.  Carey,  270  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Accountants,  270 
Madison  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  certified  publlo 
accountants. 

D.  (6)  $75. 

E.  (10)    $75. 

A.  T.  C.  Carroll,  12050  Woodward  Avenue,  De- 
troit, Mich. 
C.  (2)   Work  on  legislation  of  Interest  to 
railroad  employees. 

A.  Henderson  H.  Carson,  George  Washington 
Inn,  Washington.  D.  C,  and  600  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Canton,  Ohio. 

B.  East  Ohio  Gas  Co.,  1405  East  Sixtli 
Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  Interest  to  the 
natural  gas  industry. 

D.  (6)   $3,286.05. 

E.  (1)  $10;  (2)  $20;  (3)  $2.50;  (4)  $149  43; 
(5)  $4.62;  (6)  $10.70;  (7)  $77.20;  (8)  $11.60; 
(9)  $286.05;  (10)  $623.96;  (11)  $910.01. 

A.  Albert  E.  Carter,  1026  Sixteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  245  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Retained  to  represent  the  company 
before  administrative  agencies  and  commis- 
sions and  on  legislative  matters  affecting 
company's  interest. 

D.  (6)  $3,000. 

E.  (5)  $634.86;  (6)  $32.50;  (7)  $331.50;  (8) 
$15.90;  (9)  $1,014.76;  (10)  $2,215.28;  (11) 
$3,230.04. 

A.  Clarence  B.  Carter,  Post  Office  Box  793. 
New  Haven,  Conn. 
B.  Railroad  Pension  Conference,  Post  Office 
Box  798,  New  Hsren.  Conn. 
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C.  (2)    For  enactment  at  SO-year  retire- 
ment regardless  of  age  at  half-pay  based  on 
the  5  years  of  highest  earnings. 
.     E.  («)   •13.97;    (7)    $79.37;    (8)   f98.34;    (9) 
f  127.09;   (10)  9220.42. 

A.  D.  E.  Casey,  419  Miuisey  Building,  Wasb- 
^        Ington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Taxpayers  Association,  Ino,. 
419  Munsey  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Lawrence  J.  Casey,  Jr^  1737  K  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Bo£irds,  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real 
estate  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $1,064.75. 

E.  (9)   $2.25;   (10)   $49.05;    (11)   $51.30. 

A.  Benjamin  P.  Castle,  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Milk  Industry  Foundation,  1625  I  Street 

NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  which  affect  the  Interests  of 
milJc  dealers. 

A.  Larry  Cates,  1185  National  Press  BullcLlng. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Clarence  N.  Sayon,  president.  Air  Line 
Pilots  Association,  3145  West  Sixty-third 
Street,  Chicago.  III. 

C.  (2)  Aviation  legislation  and  Railway 
Labor  Act. 

D.  (6)    $1,903.52. 

A.  Central  Arizona  Project  Association,  510 
Goodrich  Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

C.  (2)  S.  75,  H.  R.  1500,  and  H.  R.  1501. 
Bridge  Canyon  Act,  known  more  frequently 
as  Central  Arizona  Project  Bill. 

D.  (6)    $1,941.84. 

E.  (1)  $96.40;  (2)  $6,135.41;  (3)  $7:  (4) 
$447.86;  (5)  $911.92:  (6)  188.61;  (7)  673  85; 
(8)  $82.90;  (0)  $8,544.04;  (10)  $21,458.56; 
(11)    $30,002.60;    (15). > 

A.  William  E.  Chace,  6T6  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Association, 
Inc.,  616  Investment  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  th.it  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer 
or  the  general  agricultural  economy. 

D.  (6)    $20. 

A.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  1615  H  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  pertaining  to  business. 

D.  (6)    $694,538.06. 

E.  (9)  $15,763.10;  (10)  $69,018.73;  (11) 
$84,781.95;   (15).^ 

A.  Walter  Chamblin.  Jr.,  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
S18  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  programs  affecting  in- 
dustry, which  Includes  proposals  involving 
labor  and  tax  policies,  expenditures  and  sub- 
sidies, remobilization  of  Industry,  Govern- 
ment controls  over  Industry,  Government 
competition  with  private  enterprise,  etc. 

D.  (6)   $8,000. 
£.   (9)    $1,153.04. 

A.  Chase  National  Bank  of  the  City  of  New 
York,  18  Pine  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    Proposed    Federal    tax    legislation 
affecting  the  Interests  of  the  Chase  National 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York. 


A.  Christian     Amendment    Movement,    804 
Penn  Avenue,  Pttteburgh,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Promoting  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
29  and  House  Joint  Resolution  156,  a  pro- 
pG«ed  Christian  amendment  to  tbe  Ooostltu- 
tlon  of  the  United  States,  (3)  The  Chris- 
tian Patriot. 

D.  (6)    $2,753.77. 

E.  (1)  $150;  (2)  $1,650.85;  (4)  $74«.73:  (5) 
$231.65;  (6)  $28.63;  (7)  $196.69;  (8)  $500.23; 
(9)  $3,504.98;  (10)  $7,023.56;  (11)  $10,628.54; 
(15).' 

A.  Ablah    A.    Church,    1771    N    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision BroadCiisters,  1771  N  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  Is  Interested  in  any  let^- 
Islation — local,  State,  Federal,  or  interna- 
tional— which  affects  the  broadcasting  in- 
dustry. 


'  Not  printed. 
retary. 


nied  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  Robert  M.  Clark.  525  Shorehara  Building, 
Wa^hinston,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Atchison,  Tupeka  &  Santa  Fe  Rail- 
way Co.,  80  East  Jackison  Boulevard,  Chicago, 
Hi. 

D.    (6)    $4.4C0. 


A.  David  R  Clarke.  120  South  LaSalie  Street, 

Chicane  111. 

B.  National  Metal  Trades  Association.  122 
South  Michl;;an   Avenue,  Chlc.TCjo,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affectlr.g  Industry 
In  general. 

A.  Clcnr  Channel  Broadcasting  Service 
(CC3S).  532  Shorehara  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D    C. 

C.  (2)  CCBS  Is  opp'->p<»<1  to  any  propo.'-,<»d 
le-i^islatlon  isur;-!  as  S.  431  and  H.  R  4uo4. 
81st  Cong),  callln?  for  the  duplication  of 
class  I- A  clear  channel  frequencies  or  the 
limitation  of  tlie  power  of  class  I  A  stand- 
ard broadca.stiiig  FtaUoii;  ;  cpijo.ses  r.-.tifica- 
tlon  of  the  so-called  NAUB.\  agreement 
signed  November  15,  1350. 

E.  (7)  $12.33;  lOi  $-12.83,  (lOj  $1,202  C3, 
(11)    $1,244.30;    (lo;.' 


A.  Cleary.  Gottlieb.  Friendly  <fc  Hamilton. 
224  Soutiiern  Building,  W,tshinKlcn, 
D.  C. 

B.  Chambers  of  Commerce?  of  Venezuela, 
""c  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Sur  2.  No.  30, 
Altos,  Caracas.  Veneziicla. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  In  obtaining  in- 
formation on  any  leKislatirn  deiiencd  t.)  in- 
crease tariffs  or  impose  quotas  uu  imports  of 
petroleum  products, 

A.  Cleary.  Got'lleh.  Friendly  k  Ball.  224 
Southern  Buildln?,  Wa-'^hington.  D.  C. 

B.  Comite  Pianc-Dollar.  31,  Avenue  Pierre 

l''  de  Sorble,  Parl.s  8p,  FYance. 

C.  (2)  General  Interef^t  in  obtalnlnp  In- 
formation on  all  lesrisifl^ion  atTectlng  im- 
ports into  the  United  States,  tariffs,  quotas, 
etc 

A.  Clarence  f  Cockrell.  24  Mallow  Hill  Ave- 
nue. Baltimore,  Md. 

B.  Active-Retired  Lighthouse  Service 
(Keepers^  Association,  Post  Office  Box  2163, 
South  Portland.  Maine. 

C.  (2)  Aiding  in  .securing  legislation  for 
members  of  the  association. 

K    (10)    $38.55;    (11)    $«2.24. 

A.  C.  Fred  Coleman,  LewisvUle,  Ark. 

B.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co., 
Lewlsvllle,  Ark. 

E.    (10)   $1,372.85. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Rmsell  Coleman,  616  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D    C. 

B.  The  National  Fertiliser  Association, 
Inc.,  616  Investment  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect  the 
manufncture  or  distribution  of  fertllteer  or 
the  general   agricultural  economy. 

D.  (6)  $100. 

A.  Marvin  J.  Coles,  813  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  CSommittee  for  the  Promotion  of  Tramp 
Shipping  under  the  American  Flag  in  For- 
eign Commerce,  80  Broad  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  con^mittee  Is  Interested  In 
amending  existing  shipping  lefiiislatlon  In 
order  to  extend  operating  and  constmctlon 
differential  subsidies  to  American  flag  ves- 
sels enlaced  in  .so-called  tramp  trade*. 

E  (6)  $25  87;  (8i  $1.022  62;  (9)  $1,048.49; 
(10)   $70.77;    (U)   $1,119-26. 


A.  Hnward  O  Colean,  Jr  ,  15  Broad  Street, 
New  York.  N    Y. 

B  New  York  Stork  Exchange.  11  Wall 
Street.  New  York,  N    Y 

C.  (2  I  Proposed  Federal  tnx  legislation  af- 
fecting the  Interest.*?  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exrhanee  and  its  members. 

D    (Ci  $ir)(). 

E.   (7)  $5iJ4;   (9)  $J.84;   (11)   $5  84. 


A.  Cf'lorado  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc., 
335  ;"ynies  Buildii.c  Denver.  Colo. 
C  (2»  General  le>:l^Uitive  interests  of  the 
group  Is  the  taxing  of  coni{)etitlve  bu.slneas 
on  tjie  .larne  baai.s  without  regard  to  exemp- 
tions under  section  101  of  the  present  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

D.  ifii    11,110. 

E  i2i  $2,S();  (41  $-i0  4n,  ( .■; )  $30  50;  (7) 
$43.86.  |8)  $244  18:  {'J)  1010  94;  (10)  $580  62; 
(in  $1.10150;  (15)  $244  18.  Niitiunal  Asso- 
ciated Eu^.ncs-smen,  Inc.  927  Fifteenth 
Street  NW  ,  W:'£hlngton.  D.  C.  subscriptioi;*; 
(30.50,  Edna  H.  Peet.  Symes  Building.  Den- 
ver. Colo  .  fteno-raphlc  servicer,  $40  40.  La- 
man  for  Letters.  Denver,  C(  lo  ,  mailing  notice 
of  annual  meeting;  $45  86,  Brown  Pal-^ce 
H^tel,  Denver,  Colo  ,  luncheon;  $250,  Bart  W. 
OHira.  335  Symes  BullUing,  Denver,  Colo., 
services. 

A.  C'l^rar'n     River     Association,     306     West 
Third  Street,  L  .s  Angeles,  Calif. 
C     (Ji    Opix)olng    S     75    and    H.    R     1500; 
f.ivonng  p;L.snge  of  Senate  Joint  Reoulutlon 
20  and  House  Joint  Resolution  21. 

E.  (1)  »10,18O75;  (2)  $10.196  28;  (4)  $5.- 
C40  82;  (,S)  $2.006  77;  (6)  $890  41;  (7)  $6,- 
2T539;  (9)  $3168942;  (10)  $50,470  52;  (11) 
$■32.15'.)  C4;  (l.Si  $1,176  76,  Wilma  H.  Flynn. 
7311  MatlUja  .'\venne  Van  Nuys.  Calif  ,  salary 
and  expen«<(>B;  $7,4(X)  13,  Al  Greene  and  A.sso- 
clate.':,  346  Clay  Street,  Los  Angeles,  display 
materiaJ  and  service;  $1,7:J3.45.  Robert  B. 
Gnffln.  1061  Rivull  Drive.  L<«  Angeles,  salary 
and  expense  accounts,  etc.' 


A.  Committee  on   National  Affstrs,   100  East 
Fiftieth  Struct,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $312. 

E.  (5|  $02  83,  (9)  $62  03:  (10)  $529  34;  (11) 
$5'.)2  17.  (15)  $(:2  83  Abio  Pre.'s,  Inc.  121 
East  Twenty-fourth  SUect,  New  York,  N.  Y., 
printing. 


A.  Committee  for  the  Nation's  Health.  1416 

P  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.    (2)    To  promote  through  education  and 

legislative     activities     pass.ige     of     national 

health  insurance — basic  features  of  the  Pres- 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


tdent's  national  health  plan.  The  committee 
opposes  aoclallaed  madlclns,  rastrlctlve  tows 
preventing  consumers,  farmers,  workers,  and 
others     from    organ  Iglng     bealth-lnsurano* 

plans. 

D    (6)    $1,000.25. 

E.  (2)  $5,900.53;  (4)  $864.65;  (5)  $1,441.86; 
(6)  $204.55;  (7)  $179.67;  (8)  $1*7.60;  (9)  $8,- 
788  78;  (10)  $25,592.06;  (11)  $34,380.86;  (15) 
$791.66,  John  M.  Brunun,  4532  Ma(x>mb  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C,  salary;  $600,  John  W. 
Edelman,  2200  Columbia  Pike.  Arlington,  Va., 
salary:  $975,  Richard  H.  Lohman.  122S  Thir- 
teenth Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  salary; 
$975.  Prances  C.  Pasmanlck,  3500  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  salary;  etc.* 

A.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies,  Bok 

1107.  Shreveport,  La. 

C.  (2)    8.  1889  and  H.  R.  5632. 

D.  (6)    $100. 

E  (2)  $0,285.98;  (4)  $482.73;  (5)  $437.52; 
(6)  $158  11;  (7)  $1.13691;  (8)  $2,060.82;  (9) 
$13.562  07;  ( 10) '  $26,436.67;  (11)  $39,998.74; 
(15)  (3,309  48.  Gordon  C.  Locke,  Munsey 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C,  salary;  $157.08. 
Plavla  Ann  Lee.  Munsey  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  salary;  $819.42,  Mllllcent  Williams, 
Munsey  Building,  Washington.  D.  C,  salary; 
$5  0)0,  Fayette  B.  I>ow,  Munsey  BuUding. 
Washington,  D.  C,  legal  services;  etc.' 


A    C  immlttee   on    the    Present   Danger,    711 
Fourteenth     Street     NW.,     Washington, 
D    C 
C    (2)  Mutual  security  and  military  man- 
power. 

D.  (6)    $5,121  29. 

E.  (2)  $1,712  52;  (4)  $64  22:  (5)  $957.53, 
(6)  $2<'4  51:  (8)  $366  86;  ^9)  $3,395.04;  (10) 
$3,380.97;    (11)    $12.77661. 

A.  Committee  for  Promotion  of  Tramp  Ship- 
ping   under    American    Flag    in    Fore'.pn 
Commerce,  80  Bread   Street,   New  York, 
N.  Y. 
C.    (2)    The    committee    Is     Interested     In 
amending    existln;-    shipping    legislation    in 
crricr  to  extend  operating  and  cunstru?tinn 
dUIortntial   subsidies   to  American-flag   ves- 
sels engaged  In  so-called  tramp  trades. 
D     (0)    $3,800. 

F  (1)  $1,250;  (51  $10  72;  (9)  $1,260.72, 
(10)    $12,S00;    (11)    $13,760.72, 

A.  Communications  Workers  of  America. 
CIO,  18v-8  Adams  Mill  Road  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the  in- 
terests of  Uie  membership  of  the  uuion. 
(3)   CWA  News  and  CWA  Newsletter. 

D.  (G)    $1,010,148  65. 

E  (1)  $16;  (2)  $3,125;  (4)  $330.92;  (5) 
$47  43;  (6)  $4  37;  (7)  $634  25:  (8)  $749  C3: 
(9)  $4,00690,   (10)  $10,161.78;   (11)  $15,063  68. 

A  Arthur  D  Condon,  1000  Vermont  Avenue 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Truckin:;  Industry  National  Defense 
Coirimlttee.  Inc. 

E.  (9)   $474.70. 

A.  Conference  of  American  Small  Business 
Organizations,  Inc.,  407  South  Dearborn 

Street.  Chicago,  111. 

D     (G)   $6,770. 

Ed)  $2.647  40:  (2)  $5„S60.02:  (4)  $240.50; 
(5)  $1410  90:  (6)  $148.21;  (7)  $150;  (9) 
$9,86503;     (10)     $35,373.40;     (11)     $45,238.52. 

A.  Congress  of  Industrial  OrganlTStlons,  718 
Jackson   Place   NW.,   Washington,   D.   C. 

C.  (2)    Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 

the     national     peace,     security,    democracy. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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property,  and  general  wdfare;  oppose  legl»> 
lation  detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.   (6)    $7,710.51. 

K.  (2)  •1376;  (S)  $3,500:  (4)  •SSS;  (6) 
•685:  (6)  •650;  (8)  •384.51;  (9)  •7.719.51; 
(10)    $20,680.01;    (11)    $28,399.52;    (15).^ 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper.  505  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Coal  Association,  Southern 
Building.  Fifteenth  and  H  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  general  In 
character  and  those  affecting  the  coal  In- 
dustry. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper,  505  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Lime  Association,  927  Fifteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  general  In 
character  and  particularly  those  affecting 
the  lime  industry. 

D.  (6)   $6,000. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper,  505  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  William  A.  Sutherland,  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Atlanta.  Ga. 

C.  (2)    H.  R    3168. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 


A.  John  T  Corbett,  10  Independence  Avenue 

SW.,  Washington,  D,  C. 
B    Brotherhood   of  Locomotive   Engineers, 

B.  of  L    E.  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  labor  and 
transportation. 

D.  (6)    $4,469. 

E.  (5)  $351  27;  (6)  $29.27;  (7)  $50  14;  f8) 
$4.60:  (9)  $435.28;  (10)  $831.64;  (11) 
$1,263.92. 

A.  Cordage  Legislative  Committee,  350  Madi- 
son Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $210. 

E.  (10)    $1,260. 

A.  J  G.  Corona,  suite  101,  1405  G  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.,  60  Hud- 
son Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  cover 
any  legislative  proposals  affecting  the  in- 
terests of  the  telegraph  company  in  addition 
to  my  administrative  duties  at  the  company's 
Capitol  oflSces. 

E  (7)  $18;  (9)  $18;  (10)  $146.50;  (11) 
$164  50. 

A.  W.  W.   Coxe.    108  North   Jefferson  Street. 
Roanoke,  Va. 
B.  Norfolk    &    Western    Railway    Co.,    108 
North  Jefferson  Street,  Boanoke,  Va. 

A.  M  F.  Crass,  Jr.,  246  Woodward  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Manufacturing  Chemists'  Association, 
Inc..  246  Woodward  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  chemical 
Industry. 

A.  Credit  Union  National  Association,  Inc., 
1617  Sherman  Avenue,  Madison,  Wis. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  credit  unions. 

D.  (6)    »45,852.67. 

E.  (2)  $425;  (9)  $425;  (10)  $854.88;  (11) 
•  1.279.88. 

A.  Leo     J.     Crowley,     Equitable     Building, 
Denver,  Colo. 
B.  Colorado  Legistotlve  Committee. 


'  Not     printed. 
Secretary. 


Filed     with     Clerk     and 


A.  Cammbigs,  Stanley,  Tmltt  &  Cross,  1025 
K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  estate  of  Amoid  Adler,  1011  Commerce 
BuUdlns.  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  of  Technical  Changes 
Act  at  1040,  as  amended,  with  respect  to 
grantors  dying  after  January  1,  1051. 

A.  Cunmalngs,  Stanley,  Trultt  &  Cross.  1625 
K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Margery  Durant  Green,  1  At- 
lantic Street,  Stamford,  Conn. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  7755,  a  bill  to  amend  section 
8  of  the  act  to  amend  certain  provisions  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Cod=  (PuWlc  Law  378, 
81st  Cong),  to  permit  persons  under  a  dis- 
ability to  take  advantage  of  same. 

E.   (10)   $17.58. 

A.  Cummlngs,  Stanley,  Trultt  &  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  W.  D.  Johnson,  deceased,  900 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  7754,  a  blU  to  amend  section 
811  (d)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as 
to  limit  Its  application  In  certain  disability 
cases. 

E.    (10)   $70.82. 

A.  Cummlngs.  Stanley,  Truitt  &  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  New  Process  Co.,  Warren,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  and  proceedings  relat- 
ing to  postal  rates. 

E.    (7)  $2;   (9)  $2;   (10)  $5.9S;   (11)  $7.95. 

A.  Cummlngs,  Stanley,  Truitt  &  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  P.  Diacon  Zadeh,  50  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8159.  for  the  relief  of  P.  Diacon 
Zadeh. 

E.   (10)    $31.78. 

A.  John  C.  Cuneo,  Post  Office  Box  1054, 
Modesto,  Calif. 

B.  The  Townsend  Plan.  Inc.,  6875  Broad- 
wav  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  2678  and  H.  R.  2679.  Town- 
send  plan  bills  in  Congress. 

D.  (6)    •3,6961^. 

E.  (4)  $1,141.15;  (5)  $600.15;  (6)  $116.65; 
(7)  $29.31;  (8)  $114.30;  (9)  $2,001.56;  (10) 
$2,730.21;    (11)    $4,731.77;    (15).' 

A.  Ralph  E.  Curtis,  944  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Licensed  Beverage  Association, 
420  Seventh  Street.  Racine,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  tavern  and 
restaurant  Industry.  , 

D.  (6)    $2,250.  « 

E.  (6)  $4.38:  (7)  $152;  (8)  $1.98;  (9) 
$158.36;   (10)  $103.62;   (11)  $261.98. 

A.  John  A.  Danaher,  50  State  Street,  Hart- 
ford, Conn.,  and  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Firestone  Tire  &  Rubber  Co.,  Akron, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  277,  a  bill  dealing  with  distri- 
bution of  motor  vehicle  tires  and  prevention 
of  manufacturers  from  selling  goods  at  re- 
tall;  study  of  Federal  legislation  re  same; 
examination  of  reported  cases  concerning 
constitutionality  of  proposed  bills;  prepara- 
tion of  legal  memoranda  and  briefs  re  same; 
study  of  economic  data  and  preparation  of 
hearings. 

D.  (6)  $1,875. 

A.  John  A.  Danaher,  50  State  Street,  Hart- 
ford,   Conn.,    and    1625    K    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  The  B.  P.  Goodrich  Co.,  Akron,  Ohio. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Seo- 
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C.  (2)  H.  R.  277.  a  biU  dealing  with  distri- 
bution of  motor  vehicle  tires  and  prevention 
of  manufacturers  from  selling  goods  at  re- 
tall.  Study  of  Federal  legislation  re  same; 
examination  of  reported  cases  concerning 
constitutionality  of  proposed  bills;  prepara- 
tion of  legal  memoranda  and  briefs  re  san^; 
study  of  economic  data  and  preparation  of 
hearings. 

D.  (6)   11,875. 

A.  Paul  J.  Daugherty.  820  Huntington  Bank 
Building,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

B.  Ohio  Chamber  of  Commerce,  820  Hunt- 
ington Bank  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Proposals  in  the  fields  of  taxation, 
general  appropriations,  old  age  and  survivors 
insurance,  unemployment  compensation,  in- 
dustrial development  and  other  management 
problems. 

E.  (10)  $222.36. 

A.  Sherlock  Davis,  1117  Barr  Building,  910 
Seventeenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Cuban  Sugar  Council,  910 
Seventeenth  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Anything  which  pertains  to  sugar  or 
trade  With  Cuba. 

A.  Robert  N.  Denham,  1025  Connecticut  Av- 
enue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Continental  Baking  Co..  630  Fifth  Ave- 
nue, New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Labor  relations  and  general  indus- 
trial regulatory  legislation. 

D.  (6)    »2.509.22. 

E.  (6)  »9.22;  (9)  $9.22;  (10)  1160.84;  (11) 
$470.06. 

A.  William  I.  Denning,  1518  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Magazine  Publishers  Association,  232 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Activities  limited  to  advising  asso- 
ciation in  connection  with  postal-rate 
matters. 

D.  (6)    $1,075. 

E.  (10)    $62.12. 

A.  R.  T.  DeVany,  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
918  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,200. 

E.  (9)    $374.95. 

A.  C.  B.  Dickson,  1600  I  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  Motion  Picture  Association  of  America. 
Inc.,  1600  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    H.  R.  3408. 

D.  (6)    $3,900. 

E.  (7)  $1,300;  (9)  $1,300;  (10)  $2,600;  (11) 
$3,900. 

A.  Disabled     American     Veterans,    National 
Headquarters,  1423  East  McMillan  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
C.   (2)   Legislation   affecting  war   veterans 
and  their  dependents,  and  survivors  of  de- 
ceased veterans.     (3)    DAV  Semimonthly. 
E.   (2)    $5,066.60:  (7)  $168.25;  (9)  $5,234.85; 

(10)  $10,599.43;    (11)   $15,834.28. 

A.  Disabled  Emergency  Officers  of  the  World 

Wars.   1604  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 

D.  C. 

C.   (2)   All    legislation    affecting    disabled 

veterans  and  their  dependents,  and  survivors 

of  deceased  veterans. 

E.   (2)    $2,500;    (9)    $3,500;    (10)    $5,152.46; 

(11)  $7,652.46. 


A.  Walter  L.  Disbrow,  900  P  Street  NW.,  Room 
314,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  •Retirement.  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Government, 
900  F  Street  NW.,  room  314,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Retention  and  Improvement  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  and  United  States 
Employees  Compensation  Acts. 

D.  (6)    $1,143.42. 

E.  (7)  $200.75;  (9)  $200.75;  (10)  $167.25; 
(11)   $368. 

A.  Wesley  E.  Disney,  World  Center  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association 
of  America.  World  Center  Building,  Wiish- 
Ington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  Include 
any  matters  affecting  the  natural-gaa 
Industry. 

D.  (6)  $1,250. 

E.  (10)   $77,28. 


A.  Wesley  E.  Disney,  World  Center  Building. 
Washington,  D   C. 

B.  W.  H.  LoomU  Talc  Co.,  Gouvernor.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Specific  leylslation  was  for  percent- 
age depletion. 

D     (6)  $500. 

A.  Wesley  E.  Dlsripy,  World  Center  Building. 
Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  Ozark-MahonlnE;  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

C.  (2)  Specific  legislation  employed  for  was 
percentage   depleiion. 

D.  (6)  $333.36. 

A.  District  Lodge  No.  44,  International  Asso- 
ciation of  Machinists,  room  303,  Ma- 
chinists Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  con- 
ditions of  Government  employees  and  inci- 
dentally organized  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)$8.845.32. 

E.  (2)  $1.733  62;  (41  $175  90;  (5)  $744  03; 
(6)  $486.42;  (7)  $1,661.83:  (8)  $4,314.71;  (9) 
$12,120,41;  (10)  $16,351.94;  (11)  $28,472,35: 
(15)  $21,16,  M  IZ.  Criffln,  14  Radgers  Phice. 
Portsmouth.  Va  ,  board  meeting;  $193  66, 
L.  L.  Hatter,  417-18  Alexander  Building,  care 
of  United  States  Department  of  Labor,  Abi- 
lene, Tex,,  board  meeting;  $52  10,  Frank  G. 
Quinn.  925  Nineteenth  Street,  Watervlict. 
N.  Y..  board  meeting;  $30,19.  Ransdell.  Inc.. 
810  Rhode  Island  Avenue  NE.,  Washington, 
D.  C,  office  supplies;  $57.71.  Che.«;apeake  & 
Potomac  Telephone  Co..  725  Thirteenth 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C;  etc' 

A.  Doctors  for  I^eedom,  511  Medical  Arts 
Building.  Houston,  Tex. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  in  the 
medical  fi2ld. 

D.  (6)    $73594. 

E.  (4)  $23673;  (5)  $13,90:  (6)  $59  33;  (8) 
$688;  (9)  $997,93;  (10)  $798.52;  (11)  $1,- 
796.48;    (15). » 

A.  Homer  Dodge,  1244  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  lor  Constitutional  Govern- 
ment. Inc..  205  East  Forty-second  Street. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  proposed  legislation  or  policies 
Involving  a  constitutional  question. 

D.  (6)    $870. 

A.  W.  J.  Donald,  155  East  Forty-fourth  Street, 
New  York.  N    Y. 

B.  National  Electrical  Manufacturers  As- 
sociation, 155  East  Forty-fourth  Street  New 
York.  N.  Y. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


C.  (2)  Legislation  regarding  excise  taxes 
on  electric  refrigerators,  electric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters,  domestic  electric  appli- 
ances, commercial  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment, electric  fans,  and  legislation  with  re- 
spect to  amendment  of  the  Labor-Manage- 
ment Relations  Act. 

D.  (6)    $125. 

A.  James  L.  Donnelly,  120  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago,  111. 

B  Illinois  Manufacturers'  Association,  120 
South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  III. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  general  interest  to 
manufacturers,     (3)    Industrial  Re  vied. 

E.  (10)    $697.51. 

A.  Robert  F.  Dono^hue,  657  Warner  Building, 

Wa.--hlngton,  D    C. 
B    Pacl.lc  American  Tankship  Association, 
25  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  aflecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tanker  division 
thereof.  Including,  without  limitation, 
amendments  relating  to  titles  14,  33.  and  46 
of  the  United  States  Cf)de  Annotated,  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1938,  Transportation 
Act  of  1940.  approprlatlo-iB  relating  to  agen- 
cies charged  with  the  duty  of  administering 
laws  affecting  transportation,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $900. 


A.  J    Dewey    Dorsett.    60   John    Street,    New 
York,  N    Y. 
B    Assoclritlon     of     Casualty     and     Surety 
Companies.  60  John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C,  (2)  Legii-.latlon  allectlng  casualty  and 
surety   companies. 

D,  (6)    $99. 

A  C  L.  Dorson.  900  F  Street  NW.,  Room  314. 
VVa.shlngton.  D.  C. 
B  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  Uiiited  GUites  Government, 
t>00  P  Street  NW,.  Room  314.  Washington. 
D,  C. 

C.  (2)  Retention  and  Improvement  of  the 
Civil  Service  Rptirenier.t  and  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Acts. 

D.  |6)    $1,04323, 

E.  (7)  $79,30.  (9)  $79.30;  (10)  $76.50;  (11) 
$155  80. 

A.  John  E    Dougherty,  211   Southern  Build- 
ing, Fifteenth  and  U  Streets  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B    The    Pennsylvania    Railroad    Co..    1740 

Broad  Street  Station  Building.  Philadelphia. 

Pa. 

A,  Robert    E,    Dougherty.     1319    Eighteenth 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    National   Lumber   Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, 1319  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C,  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  Interest 
of  the  lumber  manufacturing  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,750. 

E  (7)  «147  55;  (9)  $147.55;  (10)  $331.74; 
(11)  $479.29. 

A.  Mrs.    F     P.    Douglas.    1026    Seventeenth 
ytrcet  NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Lea;j;ue  of  Women  Voters  of  the  United 
States.  1028  Seventeenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D    C. 

D.  (6)    $458.35. 

E.  (7)   $7;    (9j   $7;   (10)   $15;    (11)   $22. 


A.  James  W.  Douthat.  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
918  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $4,000. 

E.  (9)   $482.78. 


A.  Fayette  B.  Dow.  Munaey  BuikUng,  Wasb- 

ington.  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Oompanles, 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  If  enacted 
would  divorce  pipelines  that  are  subject  to 
the  Interstate  Coounerce  Act  from  tbielr 
exi^Ur^   owning  oompanles. 

A    M.   J    Dowd,   n   Centro,   Calif. 

B.  Imperial  Irrigation  District,  El  Centro, 
Calif. 

E.    (10)    $1,311.17. 

A.  Adln  M.  Downer.  Wire  Building.  1000  Ver- 
mont Aveiiue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  afff-ctlng  all  veterans 
and  their  dependents  in  relation  to  employ- 
ment, hospitalization,  n-habllltatlon.  pen- 
sions, disability  compensation,  and  housing; 
welfare  of  servicemen  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  tl^lr  dependents;  matters  relating  to 
Uie  national  security.  Immigration  and  nat- 
urall/iition,  the  combating  of  subversive  ac- 
ti'  itles.  and  the  furthera  ice  of  a  sound  for- 
elen  policy;  etc.  (Si  VFW  magazine  and 
VFW  Legislative   Newsletier. 

n     (G)    $1,625. 

E.    (7)   $4.   (9)  $4;   (10)  $05,90;   (11)   $69.90. 

A  Rlrhard  S,  Doyle,  404  Transportation 
Building,    Washington.    D.    C. 

B    Tlie   Budd   Co  ,   Philadelphia.  Pa. 

C  (2)  Corporate  Income  and  excess-profits 
taxes. 

D    (61   $?2.^00. 

E.  (6)  $83.03;  (7)  $83.71;  (9)  $166.77;  (11) 
$163,77. 

A  W  A  DoTler,  Jr.,  17  Mslton  Street.  Mont- 
gomery, Ala. 

B  Medical  Association  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama, 519  Dexter  Avcnuf  .  Montgomery,  Ala. 

C  (2  I  All  health  mattirs  covered  by  legis- 
laMve  action,      (3)    PR  Njtes. 

D.  (6 1    $1,650, 

E.  (9)    $225;    (10)    $4S0:    (11)    $675. 

A  Robert  M.  Drysdale.  Jr..  Railway  Progress 
Building.  WashUigtu  i.  D.  C. 

B.  Petleration  for  Railway  Progress.  Rail- 
way Progress  Building,  Vashlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Trai.."=purtation  legislation. 
D    (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (2)  $175:  (6)  $385.')9;  (6)  $127,13;  (7) 
$150  16;  (9)  $U382a;  (10)  $1,772.89;  (11) 
$2,610,67. 

A    Stephen  M,  DuBrul.  5   141  General  Motors 
BuilUiug.  Detroit.  Mich. 
B    General  Motors  Corp.,  3044  West  Grand 
Boulevard,  Detroit,  Mich. 


A.  Bfatthew  Dualiane,   1434  K   Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Seafarers  International  TTnlon  of  North 
America,  A.  7.  of  L.,  450  Harriaon  Street,  San 
Franctsoo,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Bills  of  tntereet  to  unions  afBliated 
with  the  international  union. 

D    (6)    $568.75. 

E.  (5)  $41.25;  («)  t9;  (7)  $150;  (8)  $25; 
(9)  $225.25;  (xO)  $1,093.05;  (11)  $1,318.30. 

A.  Joseph    L.    Dwyer.    1625    K    Street    NW, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Petroleum  Inctltute,  50  West 
Fiftieth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)    Petroleum  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (7)    $366.42. 

A.  George  S.  Eaton.  907  Public  Square  Build- 
ing. Cleveland,  Ohio. 

B.  National  Tool  and  Die  Manufactiu-ers 
Association,  907  Public  Square  Building. 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Bills  eBpecially  affecting  the  in- 
terests of  contract  tool  and  die  shops,  which 
are  small  bttslneBS. 

D.  (6)    $100. 

A.  John    W.    Edelman,    1416    F   Street    NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
E:.  Committee    for    the    Nation's    Heal';h, 
1416  F  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  President  Truman's  national  health 
plan  as  embodied  in  H.  R.  27  and  H.  R.  54; 
also  interested  in  the  following  meafiures: 
S.  445,  S.  337.  H.  R.  1781,  H.  R.  2152,  H.  R. 
516,  H.  R.  910,  H.  R.  274,  H.  R.  14,  H.  R.  342, 
H.  R.  146. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

A.  Herman    Edelsberg.    1003    K    Street    NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Antldefamatlon  League  of  B'nal  B'rlth, 
212  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2(  Support  legislation  which  pro- 
motes the  civil  rights  of  all  Americans,  and 
opposes  undemocratic  discrimination  against 
any  American. 

D.  (6)    $140. 

E.  (7)    $15;    (9)   $15;    (10)   $30;    (11)   $45. 

A.  Joseph  H.  Khlers.  1026  Seventeenth  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers,  33 
Weat  Tliiny-nlnth  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  relate  to  mat- 
ters affecting  the  e:iglncerlng  profession. 
(3)  Civil  Engineering. 

E.    (5)    $2;   (9)  $2;   (10)  $32.75;  (11)  $34.75. 


A.  Re.ad  ETunn.  Jr..  1832  M  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
liigUjii,  D,  C. 

B,  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Ornce  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
atlectlng  raw-cotton  industry  as  will  promote 
the  purposes  for  which  the  council  Is  or- 
ganized. 

E.    (10)    $63,52. 

A,  William  M,  Dunn,  18(«  Adams  MIU  Road 
NW,,  Washington,  D    C. 

B,  Communications  '^'orkers  of  America, 
CIO,  1808  Adams  Mill  Roi.d  NW.,  Washington, 
D   C. 

C.  (21  Legislative  matters  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  memberi  hip  of  the  union. 


A.  Bernard  H.  Ehrllch,  1367  Connecticut  Av- 
enue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  and  Council  of 
Business  Schools,  418  Homer  Building,  Thir- 
teenth and  F  Streets  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Public  Law  550. 

D.  (6)   $900. 

E.  (6)  $38.15;  (7)  $250.88;  (8)  $116.25;  (9) 
$405.38;   (10)  $416.02;   (11)  $821.40. 

A.  Clyde  T.  Ellis,   1303  New  Hampshire  Av- 
enue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Riu-al  Electric  Cooperative  As- 
sociation. 1303  New  Hampshire  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  will  fiu-ther  the 
country's  rural  electrification  program.  (3) 
Rural  Electrification  Magazine. 

D.  (6)    $5,107.93. 

A.  Otis  H.  Ellis,  402  Commonwealth  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Oil  Jobbers  Council,  430  Syn- 
dicate Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


C.  (2)  LegMation  which  might  affect  ttoe 
business  Interests  of  independent  oil  Jobbers. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

A.  John  H.  Klse,  903  Ring  Building,  Eight- 
eenth and  M  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Ltimber  Dealers  Associ- 
ation, 302  Ring  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2>  LeglElatlon  affecting  the  retail  lum- 
ber dealer. 

D.  (6)    $2,750. 

E.  (7)  $213.50;  (9)  $213.50;  (10)  $695.45; 
(11)   $908.95. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  American  Public  Power  Association, 
1757  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  public  power 
projects  generally. 

E.    (10)   $313.60. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles,  207  South  Broadway, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clientii 
on  legislation  affecting  the  city's  rights  In 
the  Colotado  River  and  related  matters,  and 
legiel.ition    iffectiug  public  power  projects. 

D.  (6)   $1,300. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District,  512 
Sixteenth  Street,  Oakland,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Public  Law  470,  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, Interior  Department  Appropriations 
Act,  1953,  and  legislation  affecting  social- 
security  coverage  for  municipal  employees. 

D.  (6)    $2,277.81. 

E.  (4)  $119.68;  (6)  $18.72;  (7)  $6  30;  (8) 
$33  11;  (9)  $177.81;  (10)  $232.64;  (11) 
$410.45. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Imperial  irrigation  district,  EU  Centro, 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clients 
on  legislation  affecting  the  district's  rights 
in  the  Colorado  River  and  related  matters. 

D.  (6)    $2,154.82. 

E.  (4)  $43.04;  (8)  $11,78;  (9)  $54.82;  (10) 
$103.63;    (11)   $158.35. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Six  Agency  Committee  and  Colorado 
River  Board  of  California,  315  South  Broad- 
way, Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  California's 
rights  in  the  Colorado  River,  including  S.  75, 
to  authorize  the  central  Arizona  project  and 
House  Joint  Resolution  21  and  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  26,  Colorado  River  Utigation  reso- 
lutions; legislation  relating  to  reclamatlou 
and  water  resources  ;>olicie6. 

D.  (6)    $4,740.40. 

E.  (6)  $42.47;  (7)  $90.65;  (8)  $29.56;  (9) 
$162.70;   (10)   $695.38;   (11)   $858.08. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Sun-Pacific.  Inc.,  520  Ash  Street,  Bar 
Diego,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clienl 
on  legislation  affecting  Sun-Pacific's  inter- 
ests; tuna  tariff  legislation  (H.  R.  5693),  anc 
related  Federal  Tariff  Commission  hearings 

D.  (6)    $3,378.42. 

E.  (6)  $108.02;  (8>  $20.40;  (9)  $128  42 
(10)    $101.44;    (11)   $228.86. 
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A.  Nortbcutt     Ely,     1200     Tower     Building. 
Waahliigt<Hi.  D.  C. 

B.  University  of  Southern  CsUfomla.  Loa 
Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  amendments  to  H.  R. 
7666,  veterans'  educational  assistance  legis- 
lation, whlcb  would  grant  to  Korean  veterans 
the  same  rights  In  attending  universities 
which  are  not  tax  supported  as  was  granted 
to  veterans  of  World  War  II  by  Public  Law 
348,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  the  Service- 
men's Readjustment  Act  of  1944. 

B.  (4)  (80.21:  (6)  $801.44;  (8)  $78.20;  (9) 
$939.83;   (11)  $959.85. 

A.  NMthcutt  Ey,  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Water  Project  Authority  of  the  State 
of  California,  Sacramento,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clients 
on  legislation  affecting  the  Central  Valley 
project  and  legislaticn  affecting  Federal  rec- 
lamation and  public  power  policies  and 
piojects  generally. 

D.  (6)   $2,268.80. 

E.  (7)   $16.80;   (9)  $16.80. 


A.  Northcutt  Ely.  1200  Tower  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Water  Resources  Board  of  the  State  of 
California,  Sacramento.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Public  Law  No.  504,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  Army  civil  functions  appropria- 
tions, 1953,  and  legislation  affecting  flood- 
control  projects  generally. 


A.  Emergency  Committee  of  Small  and  Me- 
dium-Size Msigazine  Publishers,  400 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)    Postal-rate  legislation. 

D.  (6)   $1,427.40. 

E.  (2)  $750:  (4)  $91.04;  (6)  $28.19;  (9) 
$8£9.23;  (10)  $2,617.88;  (11)  $3,487.11;  (15) 
$778.19,  Robert  A.  Saltzsteln,  511  Wyatt 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C,  legal  fees  and 
expenses;  $79.53.  Fred  Keck  Co..  305  East 
Forty-sUth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y..  printing. 

A.  K.  Blyth  Emmons.  925  Fifteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Small  Business  Men's  Associa- 
tion, Inc.,  2834  Central  Street.  Evanston,  III. 

C.  (2)  All  Icclslation  pertaining  to  small 
business,  either  directly  or  Indirectly. 

D.  (6)  $2,325. 

E.  (7)  $352.51;  (9)  $352.51;  (10)  $819.61; 
(11)   $1,172.12. 

A.  Leon  J.  Engel,  chairman,  Jewelry  Indus- 
try  Tax   Committee.   20   Hopkias   Place, 
Baltimore,  Md. 
C.   (2)   Excise  taxes. 

A.  Walter  M.  Evans.  512  Travelers  Building, 
Richmond,  Va. 

B.  Virginia  Associated  Businessmen.  512 
Travelers  Building,  Richmond,  Va. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  taxa- 
tion of  organizations  under  section  101  (12) 
and  (13)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
the  United  States. 

D.  (6)    $900. 

E.  (5)  $450;  (6)  $23.86;  (7)  $125.08;  (8) 
$73:  (9)  $671.94;  (10)  $1,669.94;  (llj 
$2,541.E8. 

A.  Herman  Pakler,  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Millers'  National  Federation,  309  West 
Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago,  111. 

E.   (10)   $92.87. 

A.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Farmers 
Union),  1555  Sherman  Street,  Denver, 
Colo,  (home  office);  1404  New  York  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C.  (legislative 
office) . 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interests  of 
this   organization   are   all  matters  affecting 


the  interests  of  farmers  on  matters  which 
from  time  to  time  may  be  regarded  by  the 
Board  of  Directors  as  affecting  the  program 
of  the  National  Farmers  Union  as  set  forth 
In  the  program  adopted  by  the  Convention 
of  the  National  Farmers  Union. 

D.  (6)   $116,742.82. 

E.  (15)  $24,  National  Citizens  Committee 
for  UN  Day,  Washington.  D.  C.  literature; 
$40,  Electric  Consumers  Information  Com- 
mittee. Washington,  D.  C,  contribution; 
$487.50,  John  A.  Baker,  Washington,  D.  C, 
salary;  etc' 

A.  Charles   J.   Farrlngton.   10^6  Seventeenth 

Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Automobile  Dealers  Associa- 
tion. 

C.  (2)  All  bl'ls  affertln'^  retail  aiitnm'^blle 
dealers;    Pederal   aid   to  highways;    tax   bills. 

D.  (61    «5.777  63. 

E.  (7)  $2.3,)0  GO:  (9)  $2,359.80;  (10) 
$2,593.56;    (11)   $4,953  36. 


A.  Harold    E.    Fellows,    1771    N    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  .V3.soclatlnn  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broacin  isters,  1771  N  Street  NVV., 
Wa.=;hln<5ton,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Re;;l^trant  is  lnt<?re.sted  In  any  leg- 
islation— local,  Sta*e,  Federal,  or  lntern,\- 
tlonal — which  affects  the  broadcasting  In- 
dustry. 

A.  Abner  H.  Ferguson.  mO  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, War-hlngtrn,  D.  C. 
B    United  States  r,avipp;s  and  Loan  League. 
221  North  La  Sr.lle  Street.  Chicago.  HI. 

C.  (2)  AH  let^lslatir.n  affcctlrg  cavlnp;?!  and 
loan  associations  and  general  mortgase  lend- 
ing. 

D.  (6)    $1.PC0. 

E.  |6i  $4  95  (7)  $4  75;  (9)  $9.70;  (10) 
$18;    (11)   $27. -(0. 


A.  John  A.  F>'r'^U3on,  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW..  Wa:ihiiigton,  D.  C, 

B  Independent  Naturr.l  Gas  Association  of 
America.  918  ei.xi^enth  Sircct  NW..  suite  501, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

D.    (6)    $3,7j0. 

A.  Jnslah  Ferris.  FIO  Union  Ti-ust  Bulldlnr:, 
Washingt  )n,  D.  C. 
B.  United  States  Eu-^ar  Corp..  Clewlston, 
Fla  ;  Fellsn'.erc.'  Supar  Producers  .\r.soclatlon, 
Fcllcmere,  Fla  ;  American  Sugar  Cane  League, 
New  Orleans,  La. 

A.  John  E.  Fields.  Los  Ansreles.  Calif. 

B.  University  of  Southern  California,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  amendments  to  H.  R. 
7656,  veterans'  educational  assistance  legis- 
lation, which  would  grant  to  Korean  veterans 
the  r.ame  rigrits  in  attending  universities 
which  are  not  t.ix  supported  as  was  granted 
to  veterans  ol  World  War  II  by  Public  Law 
346,  Seventy- ?ighth  Congress,  the  Service- 
men's Readjustment  Act  of  1944. 

D.  (6)    $136  80. 

E.  (6)  $2120;  (7)  $425.42;  (9)  $446.62; 
(10)    $2.054.7a. 

A.  James  Flnmane,  1013  Eighteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  Eighteenth  Street,  NW.,  Washincton' 
DC. 

C.  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace  such  as 
foreign  economic  assistance  programs,  mili- 
tary appropriations,  universal  training  and 
other    manpower    programs,    peace    treaties, 

'Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and 
Secretary, 


disarmament,  immigration,  and  educational 
exchange. 

E.   (7)   $113.61;    (9)    $113.61. 

A.  Bernard  M  Fitzgerald,  Washington  Loan 
and  Trust  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B  Brown,  Lund  ft  Fitzgerald,  Washing- 
ton Loan  and  Trust  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C,  for  National  Association  of  Electric 
Companies,  Ring  Building.  1200  Eighteenth 
Street  NW  .  Wa.«hington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  lepir,Iatlon  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  NAEC. 

D.  (6)    $675. 

A.  Stephen   E    Pltzperald.  dolne  business  as 
the    Stephen    Fit7i;ernld    Co..    602    Park 
Av,?nue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
B    N'atiotial    A.«^r.ocl.\tlun    of   EHectrlc   Com- 
panies.  I'JOO  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
int^ton.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Our  function  Is  a  general  one;  the 
asslgnmpnt  is  to  asFlst  the  NAEC  in  articulat- 
ing and  expres.'-lnt^  its  fXJlnt  of  view  with  re- 
spect to  general  legislative  questioru  which 
affect  the  Interests  of  the  public  and  of  elec- 
tric lieht  and  power  companies. 

D.  {6)    $18,000 

E.  (4i  $8'.'3  29;  (6i  $43135;  (7)  $2,841.43; 
(Ct  srorm,  (9)  $1,365  43;  (10)  $8,023.03; 
(111    |11,2'J1  45. 

,  A.  P.  Stuart   Fitzpatrlck,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States.  1G15  H  Street  NW  ,  Wa.'^hington.  D.  C. 

C  1 2)  l/Oi^islatiun  in  the  general  field  of 
public  work.s,  city  planning,  urban  redevel- 
C'pmcnt,  and  housing. 


A.  Roeer  Fleming.  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW  ,   Washl:5t^ton.   D.   C. 

B  Ameriun  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
Nurth  LaSaile  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Let;lslatl.-n  of  interest  to  American 
Farm  Bureau   Federation,    agricultural,  etc.' 

D     i6)    »l.lf^P6J 

E.  (7)  $1190,  (9)  $1190;  (10)  $108.02; 
(11)    $12052. 

A  Donald  G.  Fletcher,  745  McKnight  Build- 
in?.  M  nneapijlls,  Minn 

B  Rust  Prevention  A».S(  iclntlnn,  745  Mc- 
Knicht  Duildtng,  M'.nneapolLi,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Le>'l.':!at'.(in  sffectlng  funds  for  re- 
search on  piant  disease  control  and  crop  im- 
provement. 

D     (6)    |l.n75. 

y.  rZ)  8.8.  (4)  in.Sy.  (5)  $0806;  (6) 
$^^030;  (7i  $i:i3>:  (9)  $391.21;  (10) 
$3.58y.l2,    (il)    83.930  o3. 

A     E     F     Forbes,    6r4    Ml-sslon    Street.    Suite 
1002  3,  San  Francisco.  Calif 
B    V'estern   Ktat?s   Meat   Packers   Assocla- 
tljn,  Inc  .  C04  Mi.s.sion  Street,  Suite   1002-3. 
San  Franc^co,  Callf. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  legislation  affecting 
livesto,-k  and  m-at  packing  industry. 

D.  (6)  $5,0OJ.C4. 

A.  Forest    Farmers    Association    Cooperative, 
Box  692,  Valdosta,  Ga. 
C.    (2)    H.   R.   3994,    0.    1767,  H.   R.   2752.   S. 
1149,   H    R.  5474,  H.  R.  565,  H.  R.  3627.      (3) 
The  Forest  Farmer. 

E.  (10)    $366  42. 

A.  J.  Carter  Fort.  929  Transportation  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
Transportation  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Generally  to  keep  informed  with 
respect  to  legislation  affecting  transporU- 
tlon;  to  support  such  legislation  as  members 

'  Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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of  the  Association  of  Ameilcan  Railroads  be- 
lieve to  be  in  their  interest  and  in  the  Inter- 
est of  a  sound  national  transportation  policy; 
and  to  opixise  legislation  which  they  believe 
to  be  contrary  to  such  Interest. 

D.    (6)   $5,119.58. 

E  (7)  $384.44;  (9)  $384.44;  (10)  $257.37; 
(11)    $641.81. 

A.  Charles  E.  Foster,  1701  Eighteenth  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Disabled    American    Veterans,    National 
Headquarters,     1423    East    McMillan    Street, 
Cincinnati.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  DAV  is  lnt« rested  in  all  legis- 
lation affecting  war  veteians,  their  depend- 
ents, and  survivors  of  dect  ased  veterans.  (3) 
DAV   Seml-Monthly. 

D.  (6)    $2,160. 

A.  George  H.  Frntes,  1163  National  Press 
Building,   Wiishlngton    D.    C. 

B    National  Association  of  Retail  Druggists. 

C  (2)  To  oppose  legislation  detrimental  to 
lr.de|>endent  retail  drugg  .sts  and  to  further 
legislation  favorable  to  tae  profession.  (3) 
NAKD   Journal. 

D     (6)    $2,800 

E.  (2)  $675;  (5)  $399:  (6)  $105;  (0)  $1,179; 
(10)    $2,396;    (11)    $3,575. 

A.  Dr    John   H.  Frederick,  842  Wyatt  Build- 
ln^;,    Washington,    D.    C. 
B    Tran.«portution  Assc  elation  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago,  HI. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  anything  to  do 
With  transportation. 

D.  (6)    $3,490. 

E.  (7)    $1,540.98;    (11)    $1,717.23. 


A  Fred  J  Fredrickson,  217  Third  Street  SW., 
Valley  City,  N.  Dak. 

B  N(jrth  Dakota  Re.'ources  Board.  311 
Broadway,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

C  (2)  Legislation  aff.'Cting  the  develop- 
ment and  utilization  of  tlie  land,  water,  min- 
eral, and  other  natural  resources  of  North 
Dakota,  including  authorizations  and  ap- 
propriations, 

A.  Friends    Committee    on    National    Legis- 
lation,   104    C    Slre€t    NE  ,    Washington, 
D    C 
C    (2)    The   general   li>gislative   Interest   Is 
to  work  wliere  legislation  is  involved  for  the 
development   of    the   United    Nations   Into   a 
world   federation;    the   International   control 
and  reduction  of  armaments;  recognition  of 
its  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  Government  for  t.ssumlng  Its  share  in 
tiie  Ijurden  lor  world-wide  economic  rehabil- 
itation and  development;   protection  of  rec- 
{>^,Mutlon  of  civil  liberties;  and  adequate  rec- 
ognition of  rights  of  ciinsclence. 

D.  (6)   $9,676.43. 

E.  (2)  $5,346.03;  (4)  1621.50;  (5)  $1,299.72; 
(6)  $254.16;  (7)  $294  17;  (8)  $1,851.91;  (9) 
C9.661  49;  (10)  $35.738  75;  (11)  $45,406.24; 
(15)  $71.66,  Addressogrsph  Multlgraph  Corp., 
Washington.  D.  C,  printing  supplies;  $92.82, 
Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  Wash- 
ington, D  C  .  telephone  service;  $16.32.  Con- 
gressional Quarterly  News,  Washington,  D.  C, 
subscription;  $113.63,  Drake  Press,  916  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Wasiington,  D.  C,  print- 
ing; $26  02,  E.  Morrison  Paper  Co.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  office  supplies;  etc' 

A.  George  M.  Fuller.  KilQ  Eighteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National   Lumt)er   Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation.  1319  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington,  D.   C. 


C.  (2)  Legislation  Inimical  to  the  Interests 
of  the  lumber  Industry,  American  Industry, 
and  free  enterprise. 

D.  (6)    $4,174.98. 

E.  (7)  $669.89;  (9)  $669.89;  (10)  $2,649.92; 
(11)   $3,319.81. 

A.  Wallace    H.    Fulton,    1625   K   Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Securities  Deal- 
ers. Inc.,  1625  K  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D   C. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  to  title  V  of  Independ- 
ent Oiflces  Appropriation  Act,  1952. 

D.  (6)    $625. 

A.  Fyffe  &  Clarke,  120  South  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  Illinois  Manufacturers'  Association,  120 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  manu- 
facturing industry. 

E.  (10)   $50.  ^'^  , 

A.  M.  J.  Galvln,  207  Union  Depot  "Suildln ;, 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

B.  Minnesota  railroads  ' 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  matters  affecting 
railroads,  and  particularly  any  matters  re- 
lating to  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and  pro- 
posed amendments;  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  proposed  amendments;  and  Federal 
Employers  Liability  Act  and  proposed 
amendments. 

D.  (6)   $500. 

E.  (10)   $523.94. 

A.  Earl   H.  Gammons,  801  Warner  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  Inc., 
485  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  applicable  to  or  affect- 
ing the  radio  and  or  televl,';lon  Industry, 
Including  House  Resolution  520. 

E.  (7)  $90;  (9)  $90;  (10)  $259.50;  (11) 
$349.50. 

A.  Gardner,  Morrison  &  Rogers,  1126  Wood- 
ward Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Co., 
143  Liberty  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  agency 
of  Canadian  Car  &  Foundry  Co.,  Ltd.,  30 
Broad  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y..  and  other 
holders  of  awards  of  Mixed  Claims  Commis- 
sion, United  States  and  Germany,  World 
War  I. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  World  War  I 
awards  of  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission, 
United  States  and  Germany,  such  as  H.  R. 
6074,  Eighty-first  Congress,  H.  R.  4702,  and 
H.  R.  5802,  Eighty-second  Congress. 

E.  (6)  $43.55;  (7)  $35;  (8)  $10.20;  (9) 
$88.75;    (10)   $101.60;    (11)   $190.35. 

A.  Gwynn  Garnett.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Immigration  legislation,  mutual  se- 
curity program,  Customs  Simplification  Act, 
establishment  of  revolving  fund  for  financing 
exports  of  farm  commodities,  United  States 
relationships  to  North  Atlantic  Treaty  na- 
tions, farm  credit  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $1,062.50. 

E.  (7)  $15.85;  (9)  $15.85;  (10)  $96.43;  (11) 
$112.33. 

A.  Marlon  R.  Garstang,    1731   I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  ( 2 )  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 


they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk.     (3)    News  for  Dairy  Co-ops. 

D.  (6)    $2,362.50. 

E.  (10)    $181.96. 

A.  Francis    J.    Garvey,    222    East    Superior 
Street,  Chicago.  111. 

B.  American  Dental  Association,  222  East 
Superior  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Examination  and  analysis  of  bills, 
rendering  of  advice  concerning  their  rela- 
tionship to  ADA  policy,  etc.  (3)  Journal  of 
the  American  Dental  Association. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (10)    $533.03. 

A.  Gis  Apnllance  Manufacturers  Association, 
Inc.,   60  East  Forty-second  Street,   New 
York,  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    In  general,  legislation  which  con- 
cerns or  affects  members  of  the  Gas  Appli- 
ance Manufacturers  Association,  Inc. 
E.   (10)    $252.59. 

A.  Mrs.  Paul  Gebhard.  1751  N  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  The  Board  of  Christian  Education  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  830  Wltherspoon  Building.  Phil- 
adelphia, Pa, 

A.  General  Electric  Co.,  570  Lexington  Ave- 
nue, New  York,  N.  Y. 
E.    (1)    $4,775.72;    (4)    $43,449.75;    (8)    $103; 
(9)  $48,323.47;  (10)  $3,315.90;  (11)  $51,644.37. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


'  Not     printed. 
Secretary. 


Filed     with     Clerk     and 


A.  J.  M.  George,  1G5  Center  Street,  Winona, 
Minn. 

B.  The  Inter-State  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, 163-165  Center  Street,  Winona,  Minn. 

D.   (C)    $1,500. 

A.  J.  M.  George,  1G5  Center  Street,  Winona, 
Minn. 

B.  National  Association  of  Direct  Selling 
Companies,  163-165  Center  Street,  Winona, 
Minn. 

D.    (6)    $3,000. 

A.  Leo  E.  George,  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Post  OfBce 
Clerks,  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  the 
postal  service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and 
Federal  employees.     (3)   Union  Postal  Clerk. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  John  S.  Gibson,  Slbbett  Building,  Doug- 
las. Ga. 

B.  St.  Marys  Kraft  Corp..  St.  Marys,  Ga. 

C.  (2)  An  appropriation  for  dredging  at 
St.  Marys  Harbor  and  up  St.  Marys  River. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (10)    $401.15. 

A.  Ernest  Glddlngs,  1201  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washinfjton.  D.  C. 

B.  Legislation-Federal  relations  division  of 
the  National  Education  Association  of  the 
United  States,  1201  Sixteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  Congress 
relating  to  public  education. 

D.  (6)  $175. 

E.  (10)    $179.70. 

A.  William  Glazier,  930  P  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  International  Longshoremen's  and 
Warehousemen's  Union,  150  Golden  Gate 
Avenue,  and  National  Union  of  Marine  Cooks 
and  Stewards,  86  Commercial  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 
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C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  legislation  af- 
fecting trade  unions  and  their  members  and 
the  maritime  Industry  as  well. 

E.   (10)    $1,168.08. 

A.  Lawrence  L.  Oourley,  1757  K  Street  NW., 
Suite  603,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Osteopathic  Association,  212 
East  Ohio  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    Bills  affecting  the  public  health. 
d:   (6)    $375. 

A.  Government  Employees'  Council,  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor,  9C0  P  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  that  affects  Govern- 
ment employees  is  of  interest  to  this  council. 

D.  (6)    $5,535.74. 

E  (2)  $3,103.22:  (41  $169.83;  (5)  $400.83; 
(6)  $125.17;  (8)  $497.47:  (9)  $4,301.52;  (10) 
$8,880.23;    (11)    $13,181.75. 


A.  Grain  and  Feed  Dealers  National  Associa- 
tion,  100  Merchants  Exchange  Building. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
C.   (2)    Legislation  relative  to  interests  of 
grain  and  feed  trade. 
E.   (11)  $80. 


A.  Grand  Loda;e  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Lo- 
comotive Firemen  and  Englncmen,  318- 
418  Keith  Building,  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  To  promote  general  interests  of 
locomotive  firemen  and  enginemen. 

D.  (6)  $5.50. 

E.  (2)  $3,816.55:  (5)  $484.26;  (6)  $129  60; 
(7)  $1,286.54:  (8)  $36.60;  (9)  $5.753  55:  (.10) 
$10,830.71;  (11)  $16,584.26;  (15)  $2,493  99. 
Jonas  A.  McBrlde,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  salary:  $1.186  56. 
Glenn  C.  Russell.  310  Labor  Building,  10  In- 
dependence Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C,  sal- 
ary: etc 

A.  Casslus  B.  Gravltt,  Jr..  1110  F  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  League  of  District  Postmasters, 
1110  P  Street  NW.,  Wa-chlnston.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  the 
Interests  of  postmasters.  (3)  The  Postmas- 
ters' Advocate. 

D.  (6)   $1.,500. 

A.  David  G.  Gray,  Houston,  Tex. 

B.  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  2100,  Houston,  Tex. 

D.    (6)  $1,500. 

B.  (6)  $35;  (7)  $1,835;  (9)  $1,870;  (10) 
$6,156.45;    (11)   $8,026.45. 

A.  Ernest  W   Greene,  723  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Hawaiian   Sugar   Planters'   Association. 
Post  Office  Box  2450,  Honolulu.  T.  H. 


A.  Jerry  N.  Grlffln,  544  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.  d. 
B    National    Coal    Association,    Fifteenth 
and  H  Streets  NW.,  Southern  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  are  general  In 
character  and  we  are  Interested  in  any  legis- 
lation which  affects  the  coal  Industry 

D.  (7)  $1,200. 

E.  (10)    $74.81. 

A.  Weston  B.   ^3rimes,  436  Bowen  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Cargill.  Inc.,  200  Grain  Exchange,  Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 

C.  (2)  Agricultvire  and  the  processing  and 
transportation  of  the  products  thereof;  tax 
legislation;  etc. 


D.  (6)    $6,874.98. 

E.  (10)    $4. 

A.  Mrs.  Enid  H.  Grlswold,  7501  Empire  State 
Building.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Economic  Council,  Inc.,  Em- 
pire Stata  Building,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  My  legislative  interests  are  in  favor- 
ing any  legislation  that  tends  to  support  pri- 
vate enterprise  and  maintain  American  in- 
dependence, and  to  oppose  any  measures  that 
work  contrariwise. 

E.    (10)    $85. 

A.  Frank  E.  Haa.s,  200  Union  Station  Building, 
Chicago,    111. 

B.  The  A.ssociation  of  Western  Railways, 
474  Union  t^tation  BuiUhnt,'.  Chici;:<n,  lU. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  and  all  Federal 
legislation  proposals  whicti  may  or  do  allect 
western    railroads. 


A,   Hu.^h    F     Hall,    261    Con.stltutlon    Avniuje 
NW.,  W:L,-hi:.gton,  D.  C 

B.  An:?ric:in  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  |2)  Supported  or  o;  posed  legiclatlon  In 
accordance  v.ith  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
American   F.rni   Bureau   r.deration. 

D     (G)    5050  03. 

E.  (7l  $13  70,  rJ)  $13  70,  (10)  t\Q-' Z'o, 
(11)    8123  25. 


A.  Radford  Hill.  515  C-  oper  Building.  Den- 
ver,  Colo. 

B  American  Niti'^^nl  Cittl.Mnen's  Asso- 
CKiLion,   515   Cooper   Baiiding,   Denver,   Colo. 

D.   (6  I    $1  f.eo. 

E     (ID)    $770  98. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  F   C   Hnllbeck,  7!1  Fiurteenth  Street  NW., 
\Va."'hlnc;t")n.   D    C 
B    >;..:.    'vU      Fcdcretl'H      nf      p.ipt      Cffl 'p 
Cie.-I:3,    711    Fourteenth    Slrcet    .NW  .    W.ish- 
Ingtcn.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  .\\\  lc::irl -.tlon  pertainmcj  tn  ti^e 
postal  eervire  and  the  welfare  .  i  i  .f,tal  ;ind 
Fed?r,',l  employees,  (3)  Federation  .News 
Sir',  ico  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $2.87196. 

E.  (7]  $220  90:  (9)  5220  90;  (10)  $703  00- 
(11)   $1,014. r8. 

A.  Lloyd    C     Halverson.    744    Jackson    Place 
NW-,  Wailungton.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Grange,  744  Jackion  Place 
NW.,  Wa£hln„'ton,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  My  legiilaiue  Wf.rk.  If  any.  will  be 
In  farm  pit.grams.  health,  social  security, 
and  possibly  housint^,  taxation,  farm  credit 
and  inflation  control,  aniimonopoly.  trans- 
portation, and  alcoholic  beverage  advertising 

D.  (6)    $1,0.;6. 

E.  (7)  $1490,  (9)  J1490;  (10)  $27  25-  (H) 
$42.15.  ' 

A.  Harry  G.  Hamlet.  1616  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D    C. 

B.  Retired  Ofncers  As.soclatlon,  1616  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  pertinent  to 
the  rights,  benefit.-?,  privileges,  and  obliga- 
tions of  retired  officers,  male  and  female 
Regular  and  Reserve,  and  their  dependents 
and  survivor.s,  of  whatever  nature,  etc  (3) 
The  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)    $750. 

A.  Joseph    J.    Hammer,    26    Broadway     New 

York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  26  Broad- 
way, New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $1,320.69. 

E.  (6)  $5.95;  (7)  $189  74;  (9)  $195  69-  (10) 
$1,723.29;    (H)    $1,918.98.  ' 


A.  Murray    Hanson,     1625    K     Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Investment  Bankers  Association  of 
America,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D   C  ,  also  33  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago,  111! 

C.  (2)  Tax  and  other  legislation  affecting 
the  securities  business. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E  (2(  $97  50;  (4)  $384  57,  (5)  $108  74;  (6) 
$34  01;  (7)  $102  30;  (9)  $847.12;  "(10) 
$1,785  90,    (11)    $2,633.02. 


A  EuETone  J  Hardy,  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW  .  Washington,  D    C. 

B  National  A.ssoclatlon  of  Manufacturers, 
918  .Six:eenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C     ri)    Leirl.slat Ion  atre<-tlng  industry. 

D     ifii    $,H7,T 

E     (9)    $17690. 


A    Ralph    W     Hardy,     1771     N    Street    NW., 

W.iohingl.ai.  D    C. 

B  National  Ascociatlon  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
visl'Ti  Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Registrant  Is  Interested  In  any  ler;- 
Islatlon — local.  State,  Federal,  or  interna- 
tional—which affects  the  brottdcastlng  in- 
dustry 

D    (6  IS-!, 375.02. 
E.    (9)    $660  59. 


A    L     J.imes    Harni'\n.'-on.    Jr  ,    744    Jackson 
Place  .NW.,  Washlngt.-n,  D   C, 

B.  National  Ccunrll  of  Farmer  Coopera- 
tives, 744  J.ickron  Place  .\'W.,  Washington 
D   C. 

C.  (2i    Logl,,latiMn  pcrt.ilnlng  to  transpor- 
taMon, 

D     i6i    r2  ".Gl  ,50 

E     (7)    $6190.   (9)  $6190.   (10)  $02  85;   (11) 
$144  75. 


A  Mis.s  Elile  D  Harncr,  600  Lexington  Ave- 
nue. New  York.  N    Y 

B  N.it:  .nal  B  lard  YWCA,  600  Lexington 
Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

E.    (10)    $370, 


A  Winder  R  Harris.  441  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Shlpbulklors  C  juncil  of  America,  21 
Wf.si  Street.  New  York,  N    Y. 

C.    (J)    M.iriMme  legislation. 

E.    (9)    $169.69. 


A.  Merwin  K  H;ij-t,  7501  Empire  State  Build- 
ing, New  York.   N.   Y. 

B  N.iiional  Economic  Council,  Inc.,  7601 
Empire  State  liuilUing,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  My  legislative  interests  are  In  fa- 
voring any  legislation  that  tends  to  support 
private  enterpri.se,  and  maintain  American 
independence,  and  to  oppose  any  measures 
that   work  contrariwise. 

D     (6)    $500. 

E.    (10)    $300  43. 


A.  Stephen  H.  Hart.  350  Equitable  Building. 
Denver,  Colo. 
B    National  Live  Stock  Tax  Committee.  515 
Cooper  Building.  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  general  livestock  tax 
matters.  Including  specifically  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
concerning  capital  gains  on  sale  of  breeding 
livestock,  and  deduction  of  soil  conservation. 
brush  control,  and  other  ranching  expendi- 
tures; and  livestock  accounting  methods. 

D.  (6)    $2,664  49. 

E.  (9)    $798.48. 


A.  Dow  W.  Harter,  412-414  Washington 
Building,  Washlngtjn,  D.  C. 

B    The  B    P.  Goodrich  Co.,  Akron,  Ohio. 

C  (2 1  Legislation  authorizing  the  sale  to 
private  Industry  of  facl  itles  for  the  produc- 
tion of  man-made  ruober  in  the  United 
States,  also  repeal  or  leductlon  of  present 
excise  taxes  on  tires  and  tubes,  and  in  cer- 
tain other  changes  in  our  tax  structure, 
wiilch  would  relieve  burdens  upon  business 
and  industry,  and  generally  in  all  legislative 
proposals  In  Conjjress  relating  to  tires  and 
other  manufactured  rubber  products. 

D     (6)    $2,125. 

A    Paul    M     Hawkins,     1825    I    Street     NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    American     Retail     Federation,     1625     I 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  is  generally  Interested  in 
all  legislation  and  legi.slatlve  proposals  af- 
fecting: the  retail  Industry.  Including  the  In- 
dustry s  relations  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, with  Its  suppliers,  with  its  employees 
and  with  Its  customers. 

D.  (6)    $3,375 

E  (7)  $3,  (9)  $3;  (10)  $15040;  (11) 
$153  40. 


A  Joseph  H  Hays,  280  Union  Station  Build- 
ing    Chicago,    III 

B  The  A-sscx: latum  of  Western  Railways. 
474  Union  Station  Building,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  This  registrant  is  Interested  in  any 
and  all  Federal  legislative  proposals  which 
may  or  do  affect  western  railroads. 


A  John  C  Hazen,  Suite  808.  Sheraton  Build- 
ing, 711  Fourteenth  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association. 
loo  West  Thirty-first  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  H.  R  5505.  S.  2164,  S.  1267,  S.  2918. 
H  R  7256.  H  R  7257.  H  R  7258,  Senate  Res- 
olution 169,  H  R  5189.  H.  R.  7852,  H.  R  8124, 
H  R  7447,  H.  R.  7554,  and  appropriations 
legislation       (3)    Stores. 

E  (6)  $12  79;  (7)  $44  52;  (8)  $1.25;  (9) 
$58.56;    (10)    $459.56;    (11)    $518.12. 

A  Thomas  P  Healy,  1808  Adams  Mill  Road 
NW.,   Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Con\munlcatlons  Workers  of  America, 
CIO,  1808  Adams  Mill  Road  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the  In- 
terests of  the  membership  of  this  union. 

D     (6)    $1.634  91. 

E  (1)  $15;  (2)  $1.45835;  (6)  $1.92;  (7) 
$145  69;  (8(  $13  95;  (9)  $1,634  91;  (10)  $3,- 
779  91,    (11)    $5,414.82. 

A.  Felix  Hebert,  602  Turks  Head  Building, 
Providence,  R.  I. 

B.  Associated  Factory  Mutual  Fire  Insur- 
ance Companies,  1500  Turks  Head  Building, 
Providence,   R.   I. 

C  (2)  Amendment  to  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  section  207. 

E     (10)    $851.49. 

A  K  W  Heberton,  Room  101,  1405  G  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.,  60  Hud- 
son Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  cover 
any  legislative  proposals  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  the  telegraph  company. 

E  (7)  $7;  (9)  $7;  (10)  $241.10;  (11) 
$248.10. 

A    George  J    Hecht,  13''  Third  Street,  Wash- 
ington D.  C.  and  52  Vanderbllt  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
B    American      Parents'      Committee,      133 
Third  Street  SE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  Bchool 
construction,  support  of  legislation  providing 


national  school  health  services,  appropria- 
tions to  establish  program  of  education  for 
children  of  migratory  workers,  bills  to  safe- 
guard health  and  welfare  of  children  of 
migratory  workers,  appropriations  for  the 
Children's  Bureau,  appropriations  for  the 
national  school-lunch  program,  emergency 
maternal  and  Infant  care. 


A.  Leo  J.  Heer,  1028  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Furniture  Association, 
666  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trade. 

D.  (6)    $500. 

E.  (10)   $200. 

A.  Robert  B  Helney,  1133  TN^entieth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Canners  Association.  1133 
Twentieth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Defense  controls  and  all  measures 
directly  affecting  the  food-canning  industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,312.49. 

E.  (7)  $488.66;  (9)  $483.66;  (10)  $101.77; 
(11)    $590.43. 

A.  Joseph  D  Henderson,  431  Baiter  Building, 
New  Orleans,  La. 

B  American  Association  of  Small  Business, 
431   Baiter  Building,  New  Orleans,  La. 

D.    (6)   $1,500. 

A  Maurice  G.  Herndon,  1002  Washington 
Loan  and  Trust  Building,  Washington, 
D   C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Insurance 
Agents,  1002  Washington  Loan  and  Trust 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  di- 
rectly or  indlrectlv  the  Interests  of  local 
property  agents,  etc.  (3)  The  American 
AgOJicy  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)   $88  90. 

E.  (7)  $88.90;  (9)  $88.90,  (10)  $342.98;  (11) 
$431.88. 

A.  Ewart  A.  Hester,  432  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Office  of  Clinton  M.  Hester,  432  Shore- 
ham  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  proposed  legislation  affecting 
the  brewing  Industry  and  the  wool  indus- 
try, etc.' 

b.    (6)  $2,500. 


A.  Robert    C.    Hibben,    1105    Barr    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Ice  Cream 
Manufacturers,  1105  Barr  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  may  affect  the 
ice-cream  industry. 

A.  M.  F.  Hicklin,  507  Bankers  Trust  Building, 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 
B.  Iowa  Railway  Committee.  507  Bankers 
Trust  Building.  Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

A.  Ray  C.  Hlnman.  26  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 
B.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  26  Broad- 
way, New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)  $1,250. 

E.  (10)  $364.60. 

A.  L.    S.   Hitchner,    528   Barr   Building,    910 
Seventeenth    Street    NW.,    Washington, 
D.  C. 
B.  National  Agrlculttiral  Chemicals  Associ- 
ation,   628   Barr   Building,   910   Seventeenth 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 


A.  Prank   N.   HofTmann,   718   Jackson   Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  Steelworkers  of  America,  CIO. 
1500  Commonwealth  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare;  oppoce  all 
legislation  detriiB.ental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)    $1,666.6.3. 

E.  (7)  $3,200;  (9)  $3,200;  (10)  $7,900;  (11) 
$11,100. 

A.  Robert  L.  Hogg,  230  North  Michigan  Ave- 
nue, Chicago,  111. 

B.  American  Life  Convention,  230  North 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Hi. 

C.  (2)  All  prospective  and  existing  legisla- 
tion which  may  affect  the  life-insurance 
business. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (7)  $790.34;  (9)  $790.34;  (10)  $987.98; 
(11)   $1,778.32. 

A.   Charles   W.    Holman,    1731    I   Street   NW., 
Wa.shington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Mliik  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cooperatives  through 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and 
market  their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy 
Co-ops. 

D.  (6)    $4,125. 

E.  (10)    $26. 


•Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  J.  M.  Hood,  2000  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Short  Line  Rai'' ,..'\d  Associa- 
tion. 2000  Massachusetts  Avenu  XW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

D.    (6)    $250. 

A.  Victor  Hood,  4209  Queensbury  Road, 
Hyattsville,  Md. 

B.  The  Journeymen  Barbers,  Hairdressers. 
Cosmetologists,  and  Proprietors'  Interna- 
tional Union  of  America,  Twelfth  and  Dela- 
ware, Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C.  (2)  IntereJit  in  general  legislation  af- 
fecting labor,  the  National  Defense  Act.  vet- 
erans educational  legislation,  the  District 
Barber  Act  and  any  amendments  thereto; 
against  H.  R.  5234. 

D.  (6)    $648.49. 

E.  (7)  $183  49;  (9)  $183.49;  (10)  $1,087.40; 
(11)   $1,270.89. 

A.  Jesse  V.  Horton.  Post  Office  Box  2013, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Postal  Super- 
visors, 100  Continental  Hotel,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  postal  em- 
ployees, including  supervisors,  and  the  postal 
service.     (3)   The  Postal  Supervisor. 

D.  (6)    $2,400. 

E.  (7)  $112.37;  (9)  $112.37;  (10)  $230.32; 
(11)  $342.69. 

A.  Housewives  United,  2915  Poxhall  Road 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Economic  legislation  affecting  fam- 
ily life. 

D.  (6)   $14. 

E.  (4)  $9.09;  (9)  $9.09  (10)  $112.04;  (11) 
$121.23. 

A.  S.  H.  Howard,  1414  Evergreen  Avenue 
Mlllvale,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Signalmen  of 
America.  503  Wellington  Avenue,  Chicago 
111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  Interest  to  rail- 
way employees  and  labor  In  general. 


•■ 
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A.  Harold   K.    Howe,   2480   Sixteenth   Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Laundering.  Box 
1187,  JoUet,  111. 

C.  (2)    Legislation    affecting    the    laundry 
industry  and  the  members  thereof. 

D.  (6)    $2,649.99. 

E.  (2)    $1,087;    (7)    $140.40;    (9)    $1,227.40; 
(10)   $2,953.20;    (11)   $4,180.Q0. 


A.  Hudson,  Creyke  &  Lipscomb.  400  Wash- 
ington Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  relief  for  applicants  for 
leases  on  submerged  lands  and  for  those  per- 
sons whose  activities  led  the  Government  to 
assert  title  to  submerged  lands. 

E.  (6)  $4.38;  (8)  $0.50;  (9)  $4.88;  (10) 
$124.48;    (11)    $129.36. 

A.  Carroll  B.  Huntress,  17  Battery  Place,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Confer- 
ence, 843  Transportation  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  and  power  proj- 
ect. 

E.  (6)  $7.31;  (7)  Jl.392.47;  (9)  $1,399.78; 
(10)   $2,589.12;    (11)   $3,983.90. 

A.  William  C.  Hushing,  901  Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Mas- 
sachusetts  Avenue   NW..   Washington,   D.   C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of 
the  country  generally,  and  specifically  bills 
affecting  workers. 

D.  (6)   $2,834. 

E.  (6)  $23.30;  (8)  $204.70;  (9)  $228;  (10) 
$524;    (11)   $752. 

A.  Illinois  Railroad  Association,  room  1526, 
33  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago  111. 

C.   (2)   Legislation  affecting  railroads. 

E.  (2)  $750;  (7)  $400;  (9)  $1,150;  (10) 
$1,500;  (11)  $2,650;  (15)  $1,150,  J.  D.  Snyder, 
La  Salle,  Chicago,  111.,  salary  and  expenses. 

A.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America,  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Suite 
601,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  affects  any  or  all 
phases  of  the  natural  gas  industry. 

D.  (6)    $21,401.34. 

E.  (2)  $5,750:  (6)  $300;  (9)  $6,050;  (10) 
$12,100;  (11)  $18,150:  (15)  $3,750.  John  A. 
Ferguson,  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C,  salary;  81.250,  W.  E.  Disney, 
918  Sixteenth  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.  C, 
salary:  $750,  Louis  E.  Whyte,  918  Sixteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  salary:  C300. 
Herbert  Harvey  Real  Estate.  Inc.,  912  Seven- 
teenth Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  rent. 

A.  Indiana   State   Medical   Association,   1021 
Hume    Mansur    Building,    Indianapolis, 
Ind. 
C.    (2)    All   bills   pending   before   Congress 
which  would  create   national  health  Insur- 
ance. 

E.  (2)  $630:  (4)  $33.75;  (7)  $880.06;  (8) 
$75;  (9)  $1,618.81;  (10)  $3,811.48;  (11) 
$5,430.29. 

A.  Indiana  Tax  Equality  Committee,  Inc„ 
Board  of  Trade  Building,  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

C.  (2)   Bills  affecting  equality  of  taxation. 

D.  (6)    $25. 

E.  (2)  $300;  (3)  $1,031.75;  (5)  $53.24;  (9) 
$1,384.99;    (10)   $343.15;    (11)    $1,728.14. 


A.  William  Ingles,  1624  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  Industry, 

D.  (6)    $3,025. 


E.  (2)  460;  (4)  $44.20;  (5)  $569  67;  (6) 
$123.10;  (8)  $360;  (9)  $1,567.17;  (10)  $4,- 
417.99;    (11)    $5,975.16. 

A.  Kenneth  W.  Ingwalson,  261   Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D    C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chlcapo,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  concerning  agri- 
culture. 

A.  International    Association    of   Machinists, 
Machinists  Building.  Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  socio- 
economic and  political  interests  of  the  Amer- 
ican workingman  including  all  pending  leg- 
islation dealing  with  social  security,  national 
health,  aid  to  physically  handicapped,  labor 
relations,  displaced   persons,   etc. 

D.  (6)    $2,150. 

E.  (1)  $1,250;  (4)  $250;  (5)  $150;  (6)  $200; 
(7)  $300;   (9)  $2,150;   (10)  $3,300.   lU)  $5,450. 

A^  International  Brotherhocd  of  Follermak- 
ers.    Iron    Ship   Builders    and    Helpers   of 
America,  AFL.  Kansas  City,  Kans. 
E.    ^10)     $>j,e28.24. 


A.  International  Brotherhood  of  Team.-^ters, 
Chauffeurs.  W^rehotLsemen,  and  Helpers, 
room  311,  222  E  ist  Michigan  Street,  In- 
dianapolis. Inci. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  Interest 
and  welfare  of  the  International  Brotherhood 
of  Teamsters  of  Amcrit-a,  Including  its  aClli- 
ate  local  unions  and  members. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (2)  $3,750;  (9)  $3,750;  (10)  $7,500; 
(11)    311,250. 


A.  Interstate       M.iniifacturerg       Association, 
163-1C5  Center  bueet,  Winona,  Minn. 

D.  (6)    $3  000. 

E.  (10)    07 'J2. 


A.  Robert  L.  Irvln.  502  Jergms  Trust  Build- 
ing. Long  Boach,  Calif. 

B.  Long   Eeach   Harbor    CommUslon,    1333 
El  Embarcadero,  Loi.^^  Beach,  Calif. 

C.  (2)    Tidelands  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $2,400, 

E     (2)    $705;    (51    $53550;    (6)    $8971;    (9) 
$1,430.21;    (10)    $2,913  79;    (11)    $4,314. 


A.  Robert    C.    Jackson.    1625    I    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  American  Cotton   Manufacturers  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  203-A  Liberty  Life  Building,  Char- 
lotte, N   C. 

D.  (6)    $325. 

E.  (7)  $40.13;  (9)  $40  13;  (10)  $472  70; 
(11)   $512.83. 

A.  C.     Clinton    James,    900    F    Street     NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  District  of  Columbia  Building  and  Loan 
League,  1  Thomas  Circle.  Washington.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  A  nominal  interest  in  Federal  legis- 
lation affecting  savings  and  loan  business. 

D.  (6)    $300. 

E.  (5)  $125,  (9)  $125;  (10)  $375;  (11) 
$375. 

A.  Robert  G.  Jeter,  Dresden,  Tenn. 

B.  H.  C.  Spinks  Clay  Co.,  Paris,  Tenn.;  Bell 
Clay  Co.,  Gleason,  Tenn;  United  Clay  Mines 
Corp.,  Trenton,  N.  J.;  Kentucky-Tennessee 
Clay  Co.,  Cooley  Clay  Co.,  and  Kentucky  Clay 
Mining  Co.,  of  Mayfield,  Ky.,  and  Old  Hickory 
Clay  Co.,  Paducah,  Ky. 

C.  (2)  We  are  Interested  In  retaining  our 
present  percentage-depletion  allowance  for 
ball  and  sagger  clays  as  shown  In  title  26, 
section  114,  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

D.  f6)    $2,64581. 

E.  (10)    $649,77. 


A.  William  T  Jobe,  1706  L  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  National  Association  of  Ice  Indiistrlea, 
17u6  L  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  {2)  General  Interest  In  matters  affect- 
ing Ice  industry. 

A  Peter  Dlerks  Joers.  Dlerks  Lumber  h  Coal 
Co  .  Mountain   Pine,   Ark. 

B  Dlerks  Lumber  &  Coal  Co.,  1006  Grand 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Flo.<l  Control  Act  of  1945.  Millwood 
Dam;    legislation   affecting   lumber  industry. 


A.  Johns-Manvllle    Corp.,    22    East    Fortieth 
Street,   New  York,   N.   Y. 
E.    (21    $1,250,    (9)    $1,250;    (10)    $4,282.77; 
(11)    $5,532.77. 


A.  Gilbert  R.  Johnson,  1208  Terminal  Tower. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
B    Lake   Carriers'   Association.  305   Rocke- 
feller   Building.   Cleveland.    Chlo, 

C.  (2  I    Leyishitioii  relating  to  Great  Lake« 
shipping 

D.  (6)    $2,916 

E     (10)     $122  B2. 


A.  Vernon  A.  Johnson,  1000  Vermont  Avenue 
NW  .  WashiiiKtiin.  D.  C. 

B  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp.,  Burbank, 
Calif. 

C.    (2)   All  legislation  affecting  aviation. 

D     (6)    $3,510. 

E  (71  $1,080,  (9)  $1,080:  (10);  $1,731.31: 
(11)    $2,811  31. 

A.  W  D  Johnson.  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW  .  Wiushln^ton.  D    C. 

B  Order  of  Railway  Conductors,  ORG 
Building,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

C.  (2 1  St.  Lawrence  seaway  project  and 
all  legislation  directly  and  Indirectly  affect- 
ing the  Interests  uf  labor  generally  and  em- 
ployees uf  carriers  under  the  Railway  Labor 
Act,  in  particular. 


A  Walter  R  Johnson,  917  District  National 
nulldliic,  M06  G  Street  NW„  Washing- 
tun,  D.  C. 

B  National  A.'isorlatlon  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral, 917  District  National  Building,  1406  G 
Street.  Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  To  confirm  and  establish  title  In 
the  .States  to  lanrls  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries. 

D     (6)    $4,500. 

E  (7)  $949  86;  (8)  $64;  (9)  $1,013.86;  (10) 
$1,408  80:    (U)    $2,42266. 

A    Lillian   Cohen   for  Willard   Johnson,  gen- 
eral secretary,  United  Slates  Corajnlttee 
for  a  United  Nations  Genocide  Conven- 
tion. 5G  BriKJk  Manor.  Pleasantvllle,  N.  Y. 
C    (2)  Senate  ratification  of  genocide  con- 
vention. 

E     (10)   $438  13. 

A.  Bascnm  F.  Jones,  930  Broadway.  Nashville, 
Tenn. 
B    Class  I  railroads  operating  In  Tennessee. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  indiistry. 

A.  J     M     Jones.    414    Pacific    National    Life 
Building.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 
B.  National  Wool  Growers  Association,  414 
Pacific  National  Life  BuUding,  Salt  Lake  City, 

Utah. 

D.  (6)    $2,499  99. 

E.  (lO)    $2,609.21. 

A.  Lyle   W.   Jones,    1112   Barr   Building,    910 
Seventeenth    Street    NW.,    Washington. 
D.  C. 
B.  The  United  States  Potters  Association, 

East  Liverpool,  Ohio. 


C  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  affecting 
the  pottery  industry. 

A    Rowland    Jones.   Jr.,    1625    I    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    American     Retail     Federation,     1825     I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  is  generally  interested  in 
all  legislation  and  legislative  prop>osals  affect- 
ing the  retail  Industry,  including  the  indus- 
irv  s  relations  with  the  Federal  Government, 
«iih  Its  suppliers,  with  its  employees,  and 
RiLh  its  cusiomers. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (7)  $387.65.  (9)  $387  65,  (10)  $507.43; 
(11)    $835.14. 

A   JcurneTmen  Barbers,  Halrdreaeers.  Cosme- 
t<)K>gist8    and    Pioprletors    International 
Union  of  America,  Twelfth  and  Delaware, 
Indianapolis,  Ii.d, 
C.    (2 1    Interest   In   general   legislation   af- 
fect mg  labor,  the  National  Defense  Act,  vet- 
erans   educational    legislation,    the    District 
B.iroer    Act,    and    any    amendments   thereto, 
a^jaliut  U.  B.  5234. 

A    Kansas  Indpj>endent   Business  Men's  As- 
6.>clatlon,  205  Orpheum  Building,  Wich- 
ita. Kans. 
r     (2)    Tax  equality  and  other  legislation 
afffctwig  li'.dependeiit  business. 
D     (6)    $697. 

E  (.■>)  $478  94;  (71  $150;  (9)  $628.94;  (10) 
$432  17,    (11)    $1,0G1  11. 


A  Francis  V.  Ke«s6llng,  Jr.,  315  Montgomery 
Street,  6an  Francisco,  Calif. 

B  City  and  County  of  Sun  Friuiclsco,  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C  (2)  Lfglflatlon  of  Interest  to  the  city 
and  couiity  of  ban  l''Yai^cli>co,  including  clvil- 
f unctions  approj^rlations.  civil  defense,  ship 
c<  n;  trui  tion,  jiayintnt  in  lieu  of  taxes,  air- 
ports and  aviation,  merchant  marine  devel- 
opment, national  defense  appropriations, 
housing  and  urban  development,  taxation 
and  Go\ eminent  controls,  and  veterans'  edu- 
cational bencflto. 

D     (6 1    $3  1)00. 

E  (6)  $'JS5;  (6\  $439  02;  (7)  $3125;  (fi) 
$38;  (9)  $1.4J327;  (10)  $3,705.12;  (11) 
$5,lLi8  39. 

A  Earle  R  Kennedy,  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis.  Tenn. 

B  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Office  Box   18,  Memphis.  Tenn, 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotttin  industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
Is  oi^-anized. 

D     |6)    $1,125, 

E  (7)  $973  22,  (9)  $973.22;  (10)  $912.03; 
(11)   $1,885.25. 


A    Harold    L.    Kennedy.    203    Commonwealth 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Ohio  Oil  Co.,  Fiudlay,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Generally  Interested  In  all  legisla- 
tive matters  Uial  would  affect  the  oil  and 
gas  industry. 

D     (6)    $500. 

E  (2)  $125;  (5)  $75,  (8)  $25;  (9)  $100; 
(10)    $650;    (11)    $750. 


A    Miles    D     Kennedy,    1608    K    Street    NW.. 
WashlngUju,  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Legion,  700  North  Penn- 
sylvania Street.  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

C.  (2)  The  American  Legion  and  all  vet- 
erans of  World  War  I  and  World  War  11  and 
their  dependents  on  all  matters  affecting 
their  care,  rehabilitation,  hospitalization,  re- 
education and  housing;  all  matters  affecting 
the  general  welfare  of  oxir  country  with  re- 


gard to  national  defenae;  ete.  (8)  Ameri- 
can Legion  magazine. 

D.    (6)    $3,100. 

E  17)  $232.99;  («)  $232.99:  (10)  $181.89: 
(11)  $414.88. 

A.  Omar  B    Ketchtun.   Wire   Building.    1000 

Vermont  Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  all  veterans 
and  their  dependents  in  relation  to  emplcy- 
nxent,  hospitalization,  rehabilitation,  pen- 
sions, disability  compensation,  and  housing; 
welfare  of  servicemen  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  their  dependents;  nmtters  relating  to  the 
national  security,  immigration,  and  natural- 
ization, the  combatting  of  subversive  activi- 
ties; and  the  furtherance  of  a  sound  foreign 
policy.     (3»   VFW  magazine. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (7)  $127;  (9)  $127;  (10)  $244;  (11) 
$371. 


A.  Ronald  M  Ketcham,  1757  K  Street  NW., 
W'ashini;U)n.  D.  C. 

B  Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
IIM  South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

D.    (6(   $27?0. 

E  (2(  $2,730;  (9)  $2,730;  (10)  $5,280;  (11) 
$8,010. 


A.  H  Cecil  Kllpatrlck,  American  Security 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B    The  Budd  Co  .  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Corporate  income-  and  excess-prof- 
its taxes. 

D    (Gi   $32,500. 

E  (C)  $24.62;  (7)  $11553;  (9)  $140.15;  (11) 
$140.15, 

A.  H.  Cecil  Kllpatrlck,  912  American  Security 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B    Snngtiino  Electric  Co..  Springfield,  111. 

C.  ( 1 )  Seeking  amendments  to  Excess 
Profits  Act  of  1950,  which  appear  In  section 
4  of  Public  Law  594,  Eighty-second  Congress, 
second  session,   approved  July  21,   1952. 

A    Willford  I  King,  room  300,  205  East  Forty- 
necond  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 
B    Committee  for  Constitutional   Govern- 
ment,   Inc  ,    205    East    Forty-second    Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y, 

C,  (2)  Favor  all  constitutional  legislation 
according  with  sound  economic  principles. 

D.  (6)  $3,075. 


A,  Clifton  Klrkpatrlck,  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cott<m  Council  of  Anaerlca, 
post-office  box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

D.  (6i  $165. 

E  (7)  $13.26;  (9)  $13.26;  (10)  $24734:  (11) 
$2C0.60. 


A.  C  W  Kitchen,  777  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  Fresh  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Asso- 
ciation, 777  Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  any  legislation  affect- 
ing the  marketing  and  distribution  of  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables,  directly  or  Indirectly. 

E.    (10)    $50. 


A.  Allan  B.  Kline,  221  North  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  HL 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)   The  legislative  Interests  cover  only 
such  legislative  matters  La  whlcli  the  Ameri- 


can Farm  Bureau  Federation  la  interested, 
primarily  those  matter*  affecting  direcUy 
American  agriculture. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

A.  Robert  E.  Kline,  Jr.,  322  Munsey  BuUdlng. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Palmer-Bee  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

C.  (2)  Appearing  before  congressional 
committees  relative  to  private  bills  for  relief 
of  Palmer-Bee  Co.,  to  reimburse  company  for 
loss  of  $725,285.60  in  manufacture  of  radar 
equipment  for  Navy. 

E.  (10)    $63. 

A.  Burt  L.  Knowles,  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  The  Associated  General  Contractors  of 
America,  Inc.,  Munsey  Building,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C  (2)  Legislative  developmenu  of  Interest 
to  association  members. 

A.  Robert   A.   Koch,  224  Southern  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Chan.bers  of   Commerce   of   Venezuela, 
care  of  Caracas  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Sur  2, 
Nj   30  Altos.  Caracas,  Venezuela. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  In  obtaining  Infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  In- 
crease tariffs  or  Impoee  quotas  on  Imports  oX 
petroleum  products. 

A  Robert  A.  Koch,  224  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Comite  Franc-Dollar,  31  Avenue  Pierre 
1  '  de  Serble.  Paris.  France. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  obtaining  Infor- 
mation on  legislation  affecting  Imports  Into 
the  United  States;   tariff,  quotas,  etc. 

A.  Robert  M  Koch,  619  F  Street  NW.,  Wosh- 
Ington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Agricultural  Limestone  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  619  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  directly  or  In- 
directly affects  the  Interests  of  agricultural 
limestone  producers, 

E.    (10)    $63.50. 

A.  John  Kolanda,  room  413,  Railway  Labor 
Building,  10  Independence  Avenue  SW, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Railway  Employees'  Department,  220 
South  State  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  interest  to  rail- 
road employees  and  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)    $2,600. 

A.  John  A.  KratE,  1001  Fifteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Peoples  Gas  Light  &  Coke  Co.,  122 
South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  For  the  enactment  of  S,  1000  and 
H.  R.  3703,  identical  bills,  to  amend  section 
7  (h)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

A.  Alfred  U.  Krebs,  1809  O  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping, Inc.,  1809  G  Street  NW,,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  6796.  6.  091,  8.  241,  H.  J.  Res. 
480,  S.  J.  Res.  166,  H.  B.  6245,  and  H.  R.  8271. 

D.  (6)  $600. 

A.  Oscar  R.  Kreute,  907  Ring  Building 
Eighteenth  and  M  StreeU  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

B.  National  Savings  azid  Loan  League,  901 
Ring  Building.  Eighteenth  and  M  Street* 
NW.,  Washington.  D,  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  bills  to  improve  faciii- 
tlee  of  savings  and  loan  associations  for  en- 
couragemejit  of  t^inft  and  heme  f^nanring; 
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oppose  legislation  Inlmlcable  Interesia  of  saT- 
Ings  and  loan  Industry. 
D.   (6)   $2,000. 

A.  Alfons  Landa,  1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Director  of  Trucking  Industry  National 
Delense  Committee,  Inc. 

A.  Fritz  O.  Lanham,  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Fair  Trade  CkJuncU,  Inc.,  11 
East  Forty-fourth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)  ei.ooo. 

A.  Fritz  O.  Lanham,  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Patent  Council,  Inc.,  1434  West 
Eleventh  Avenue,  Gary,  Ind. 

D.   (6)    $1,500. 

A.  Fritz  G.  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  State  Tax  Association,  Post  Of^ce  Box 
2559,   Houston,   Tex. 

C.  (2)  Income,  estate,  and  gift  tax  legls- 
lation.i 

A.  Fritz  O.  Lanham,  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Trinity  Improvement  Association.  Inc., 
loOe  Commercial  Standard  Building,  Fort 
Worth.  Tex. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  proposals  and  govern- 
mental programs  pertinent  to  objectives  of 
Trinity  Improvement  Association. 

D.  (6)    $900. 

A.  La  Roe,  Brown  &  Winn.  743  Investment 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Eastern  Meat  Packers  Association,  Inc., 
Statler  Hotel,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A.  La  Roe.  Brown  &  Winn.  743  Investment 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  The  National  Independent  Meat  Packers 
Association,  740  Eleventh  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  William    V.    Lavelle,    718    Jackson    Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
718  Jacks«n  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C, 
and  United  Steelworkers  of  America,  1500 
Commonwealth  Building.  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare;  oppose  legis- 
lation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D    (6)    $1,750. 

E.  (7)  $1,616;  (9)  $1,616;  (10)  $3,256;  (11) 
$4,872. 

A.  John  V.  Lawrence,  1424  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  American   Trucking   Associations,   Inc., 
1424  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $6,499.98. 

E.  (7)  $9.70;  (9)  $9.70;  (10)  $19.15;  (11) 
$28.85. 

A.  John  G.  Laylln.  701  Union  Trust  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Kennecott  Copper  Corp.,  120  Broadway, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interests  are 
resolutions,  bills,  and  statutes  relating  to 
mining,  smelting,  and  refining  and  to  for- 
eign or  International  Investment,  trade,  or 
commerce. 

D.  (6)   $6,250. 


A.  Clarence    P.    Lea.    842    Wyatt    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  I  am  Interested  In  all  legislation 
having  anything  to  do  with  transportation 
Including  pendmg  bills  before  the  House 
and  Senate. 

D.  (6)    $1,65465. 

E.  (7)    $154.65,    (10)    $244  90:    (11)    $399  55. 


A.  League  of  Women  Voters  of  the  United 
States.  1026  Seventeenth  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.   C. 

D.  (6)   $926  68. 

E.  (2)   $458.35:   f4>  $R''3  27:   f6)  $13  57:   (9) 
$1,295.19;    (10)    $4.204  08:    (11)    $5,499  27. 


A.  Ivy    Lee    and    T.    J.    Rops.    405    Lexington 
Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  United  States  Cubnn  Sugar  Council,  910 
Seventeenth   Street  NW..   Washington.  D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Logi.slatlf'n  afTtctin?  the  Importa- 
tion by  the  United  btates  of  sugar  produced 
in  Cuba. 

D.  (6)    $3,405  10. 

E.  (4)  $1,381:  (6)  $46  87:  (8)  *177  2T;  (9) 
$1,605,10;    (10)    $2,012  97;    (11)    $3,618.07. 


A.  James  R.  Lee,  604  Alb?e  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D    C. 

B.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  A.=<=nrta- 
tlon,  60  East  Forty-second  Street,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (5)  In  general,  legislation  which  con- 
cerns or  affects  members  of  the  dis  Appli- 
ance Manufacturers  Association. 


A.  Legislative  Committee  of  Cffl'e  Equip- 
ment M:\nut'acturers  Instrut"  lOEMI). 
777  Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Wai;hlngton, 
D.  C. 


•  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Legislation-Federal  Relations   Division   of 
the    National    Education    Association    of 
the  United  States,  1201  Sixteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
C,    (2)    Bills    pending   before    Congress   re- 
lating to  public  education. 

E.  (2)  $400  03:  (4l  $1,001.51:  (5)  $76  .^il; 
(6)  $27.01:  (9)  $1,50560;  (10)  $7,839.12.  (llj 
$9,344.78. 

A.  G.    E,    Lelghty.    10    Independence    Avenue 
SW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.    (2)    Legislation    of    interest    to    railway 
employees. 

A,  Wilbur  R.  Lester,  701  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D   C. 

B.  Kennecott  Copper  Corp  ,  120  Broadway. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  eeneral  legislative  Interests  are 
resolutions,  bills  and  statutes  relating  to 
mining,  smelting  and  refining  and  to  forelr;n 
or  Internationil  Investment,  trade  or  com- 
merce. 

D.  (6)    $6,250. 

A.  Arnold    Lew,    82J    Wiishlngton    Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Anthraclti'  Op>erators   Wage   Agreement 
Committee,  237  Old  River  Road.  Wllkes-Barre 
Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  leg;islatlon  affecting  the  anthra- 
cite Industry 

D.  (6)    $3'050. 

E.  (6)   $5:    (7j    $45:    (9)    $50;    (11)   $50. 

A.  Liaison     Committee    of    the    Mechanical 
Specialty     Contracting     Industries.     610 
Ring  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.   (2)   Advocate  the  passage  of  beneficial 
legislation    concerning    fair    bidders    proce- 
dures, Federal  contracting  policies,  controls 
and  subcontracting  policies  and  procedures. 


D     f6)   $3.95509, 

E  (2)  $:i,668  48:  (41  $314.57;  (7)  $72.04; 
(9j  $3,955.09,   (10)   $7,871.73;    (11)   $11,826.£2. 

A  Frederick  J  Llbby.  1013  Eighteenth  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C. 

C  (21  Bills  affecting  world  peace,  such  as 
mutual-aFslstance  program;  appropriations 
and  supplementary  appropriations,  partlcu- 
lirly  where  they  bear  on  military  matters  or 
on  the  government  of  occupied  areas;  man- 
jiowor  U-i^islation,  Including  universal  mili- 
tary traininkj  and  service:  proposed  peace 
trr.itlos  with  Jupan  and  Germany;  economic 
assistance:  di.-'armament;  expellees  and  dis- 
placed persons;  educational  exchange;  and 
inimltrration   legislation. 

D     i6i    $l,:i.=i"38. 

F  (7)  $125  39;  (9)  $125.39;  (10)  $222.22; 
(11)   $347.61. 


A    Life    Insurance    A-worlatlon    of    America, 
488   Madiron   Avenue,    New   York,   N.   Y.. 
and   lOOu  Vermont  Avenue.  Washington, 
D    C. 
C    (2)    Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 
D     1 6)    $3,284  06. 

E  (2  1.  $2,:^64  21;  (5)  $79140;  (6)  $90  64; 
(7i  $37  81:  (9)  $3,2iJ4  U6,  (10)  $12,043.42; 
(11)   $15,327  48. 


A  L  Blaine  I.lljenqulst.  917  Fifteenth  Street 
NW  .   Washington,  D    C. 

B  E  F  Forbes,  president  and  general 
manager.  Western  States  Meat  Packers  Asso- 
ciation. In?.,  604  Mission  Street,  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  livestock 
arid  meat  Industry. 

D     I6t    $2  5(X)02. 

E  (4)  $18:  (7)  $1482;  (9)  $32  83;  (10) 
$235  59,    (11)    $268  41. 


A    J  .hn    W     Lindsey.    1625    K    Stre«t    NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    National       Association       of       55ecurltles 
Dealers,   Inc..    1625   K  Street   NW..   Washing- 
ton, D    C 

C.  (2)  Amendment  to  title  V  of  Independ- 
ent Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1952,  H.  R. 
C846. 

D.  (7)    $375. 

A.  Leon  S  Llpson.  224  Southern  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Chambers  df  Commerce  of  Venezuela, 
care  of  Caracas  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Sur 
2,  Nil    30,  Altos,  Caracas.  Venezuela. 

C  (2)  General  Interest  In  obtaining  Infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  In- 
crease tariffs  or  Impose  quotas  on  lmix>rtB  of 
petroleum  products. 

A  Leon  S.  Llpson.  224  Southern  Building, 
Wafhin^ton.  D.  C. 

B.  Comite  FYanc-Dollar.  31.  Avenue  Pierre 
1-'  de  Serblp,  Paris  Be,  France. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  obtaining  Infor- 
mation on  legislation  affecting  Imports  Into 
the  United  States;  tariffs,  quotas,  etc. 

A.  Robert     G.     Lltschert.     1200     Eighteenth 
Street,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    National   Association   of   Electric   Com- 
panies.  1200  Eighteenth  Street,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  member  elec- 
tric utility  companies.' 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 


■  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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E    (6)    $4  55;    (7)    $196.25;    (8)    $56.50;    (S) 
$257  30;    (10)   $1,375.10;    (11)    $1,632.40. 


A    '.Valter  J    Uttle.   610   West  Sixth  Street, 

Lms  Angeles,  Calif. 
B    Major  Steam  Railroads  of  California.* 
C.    (2 1    St    Lawrence  seaway  project. 
£.    (6)    $17.60;     (7)     $122.69;     (9)     $140.29; 
(10)   $1,019.03,   (11)  $1,159.32. 


A.  John  M  Llttlepage.  840  Investment  Build- 
ing. Fifteenth  and  K  Streete  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B    The    American    Tobacco    Co..    Inc.    Ill 

Fi:th  Avenue.  New  York.  N    Y. 

C.  (2i  Any  legislation  affecting  a  company 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  to- 
bacco products. 

A  Gordon  C  Locke.  643  Munsey  Building, 
Washln^'ton,   D.   C. 

B.  Committee  for  Pipeline  Companies,  Box 
1107,  .Shrevejiort,  La. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
t^le  p.pellne  Industry. 

D.  (8)    $4,500. 

A  Benjamin  H  I  one.  2746  Penobscot  Bulld- 
Inc.   Detnit.   Mich. 

B  Blue  Cross  Ciymmlsslon,  425  North 
Mifliifan  A\enue.  Chlcag'),  111. 

C.  (2)  Insurance  and  relnsursnce  of  war 
rl  ks:  War  Damage  Corporation  Act  of  1951 
and  War  Disaster  Act  of  1951:  S.  114,  S.  439, 
S  1309.  S.  1848,  and  similar  bills  In  House  of 
Rejiresentatives;  H  R.  7844  and  other  legis- 
lation relating  to  pa.\TOll  deductions  for  Fed- 
eral civilian  enipli  yees  and  allotments  from 
pay  of  military  personnel. 

b     (6)    $200." 

E  i6i  J65  43,  (9)  $65  43;  (10)  $268.57; 
(111   $334. 

A    Lord   D:iy  A:  I  ord.  25  Broadway.  New  Ynrk, 
N.  Y..  and  500  Wy.tt  B.iildlng,  Washii-^- 
ton.  D.  C. 
B    Agency  of  Canadian  Car  &  Foundry  Co  , 
Ltd  ,  30  Br.adwav,  Ne*-  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2 1  Leplslation  having  relation  to 
World  War  1  claims. 

A  Ott.  Lowe,  Unlver  Ity  Club,  Washington. 
D    C. 

B  National  Cannfrs  A«sr,clntion,  1133 
Twentieth  Street    Washington    D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legiflation  affecting  canning  of 
food  prriciuct.s 

n     (G)    $1.5U0. 

V.  iT)  $500,  (9)  $.i00;  (10>  $1,000;  (11) 
$1.^00. 

A  ?.T's  France.s  B  Lnas,  1776  D  Street  NW.. 
Wn-htngton    D.  C. 

B  NaMnral  Defen>'''  Committee.  National 
S  rietv  DiDu'.itcrs  of  the  Aniericnn  Revolu- 
tion.  1776  D  Street  NW  ,  Washington,   D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  general,  iJl  legislation  concern- 
ing defense  and  freecom,  all  bills  concern- 
ing world  covernmen  „  such  as  S.  56,  S.  67, 
and  S,  66;  and  all  bills  relating  to  socialized 
medicine.  (3)  Press  Digest  and  DAR  Maga- 
zine 

D     (6)    JlfO. 

E  (6)  $6?n:  f8)  J7  50;  (9)  $13  80;  (10) 
$2G  aO;    (11 J    $40.60. 

A  James  C  Lucas,  16.15  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  American  Retal  Federation,  1625  I 
Slrect   NW.,   Washington,   D.   C. 

C  (2)  Recistrant  Is  generally  Interested 
In  all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals 
affecting  the  retail  industry,  Including  the 
Inrlu'-trv's  relations  with   the   Federal   Gov- 


ernment,  with   Its   suppliers,   with   its  em- 
ployees, and  with  Its  customers. 
D.  (6)   $750. 

A.  Lucas  and  Thotnas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Acacia  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Interested  In  aiding  company  as 
consultant  counsel  In  connection  with  Fed- 
eral tax  matters  affecting  life  Insurance 
companies. 

D.  (6)  $1,250. 

A.  Lucas  and  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Finance  Conference,  176 
West  Adams  Street,  Chicago,  Hi. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  may  deal  with 
credit  controls. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

A.  Lucas  and  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    National    Association    of    Retail    Drug- 
gists.   205   West    Wacker   Drive.    Chicago,    HI. 

C.  (2)  Passage  of  fair  trade  leglSiatlon; 
specifically  H    R.  5767. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

A.  Lucas  and  Thomas,  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Trailer  Cfjach  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. 20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interest  in  tax 
bills  and  other  measures  intended  to  clas- 
sify trailer  coaches  fts  mobile  homes. 

b.  (6)   $1,250. 


A   Dr   Carl  E.  Lunn,  2315  East  Yale,  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

B.  Townsend    Plan,   Inc.,   6875   Broadway, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  i2i    H.  R.  1679,  the  Townsend  Plan. 

D.  (C)    $11772. 

£.    <6>    $110.    (8)    $110;    (10)    $110. 


A    Gerald  J.  Lynch.  Wyatt  BuDdlng,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B    Ford  Motor  Co.,  Dearborn,  Mich. 
E.    (lOi   $J59S4. 


A    A.  L    Lynn,  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

B  Inland  Creek  Cna!  Co  .  and  Pond  Creek 
Pocahr.nir.s  Co.,  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  coal  indus- 
try, such  as  tp.x-'s,  transportation.  Govern- 
ment controls.  Government  expenditures, 
etc 

D.  (6)  $5,500. 


A    John   C.   Lynn.   261   Constitution  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  lU. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  In  accordance  with  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  American  Farm  Bu- 
reau Federation.' 

D.  (6)    $2.15624. 

E  (7)  $38.52;  (9)  $38.52;  (10)  $204.89; 
(11)  $243.41. 

A.  A    E.  Lyon.  10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Railway  Labor  Executives  Association, 
10  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.    C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  labor,  espe- 
cially railroad  labor. 

D.  (6)   $600. 

A.  Kenneth  J.  McAuliffe,  233  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  Institute  of  Makers  of  Exploelves,  348 
Lexington  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


'  Nut  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


>  Not  prlxited.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


C.  (2)  To  support  enactment  of  H.  R.  6521. 
a  bill  to  amend  section  4472  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  to  further  provide  for 
the  safe  loading  and  discharging  of  explo- 
sives in  connection  with  transportation  by 
vessel;  and  the  Identical  bill,  S.  2702. 

D.  (6)  $1,625. 

E.  (6)  $69.20;  (7)  $245.63;  (9)  $314.83; 
(11)    $314.83. 

A    Jonas  A.  McBride.  10  Independence  Ave- 
nue SW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Firemen  and 
Englnemen,  318  Keith  Building,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  Brother- 
hood of  Locomotive  Firemen  and  Engine- 
men  in  particular,  and  railroad  employees 
in  general. 

D.  (6)   $2,499.99. 

A.  Robert  J.  McBrlde,  1424  Sixteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference  of 
American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc.,  1424 
Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interest  Is 
the  protection  and  fostering  of  the  Interc-^ts 
of  federally  regulated  motor  common  car- 
riers of  general  commodities. 

D.  (6)   $825. 

A.  Edward  A.  McCabe,  777  Fourteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D,  C. 

B.  American  Hotel  Association,  221  West 
PlftyHseventh  Sfc-eet,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  and  statutes  of 
Interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $2,250. 

E.  (7)  $175.02;  (9)  $175.02;  (10)  $534  59; 
(11)    $709.61. 

A.  John  A.  McCart,  900  P  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Government 
Einuloyees,  900  F  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.    C. 

C.  (21  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  of  Colum- 
bia government  employees. 

D.  I6)   $1,615.39. 

E.  (7)  $7.80;  (9)  $7.80;  (10)  $23.40;  (11) 
$34.20. 

A.  Frank  J.  McCarthy.  211  Southern  Bul'd- 
ing.  Fifteenth  and  H  Streets  NW..  Wash- 
lijgton,  D.  C. 
B.    The    Pennsylvania    Railroad    Co..    17'0 

Broad  Street  Station  Building.  Philadelphia, 

Pa. 

A.  J.  L  McCaPklll.  1201  Sixteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Division  of  Legislation  and  Federal  Re- 
lations of  the  National  Education  Assocln- 
tlon  of  the  United  States,  1201  Sixteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  Congress 
relating  to  public  education. 

D.  (6)    $225.63. 

A.  Avery    McBee.    610    Shoreham    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hill  &  Knowlton.  Inc..  public-relations 
counsel  to  the  Aircraft  Industries  Associa- 
tion. 

C.  (2)  Am  generally  Interested  In  legisla- 
tion affecting  aviation,  the  steel  Industry, 
etc. 

A.  Warren  C.  McCltnr.  box  207,  Camden.  Ark. 

B.  Mississippi  Valley  Association,  511 
Locust  Street,  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  relating  to  soil 
conservation  and  flood  control. 

D.  (6)    $900. 
£.   (10)    $100. 
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A.  Glen    McDanlel.    7T7    Fourteenth    Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Badlo-Televlsion  Manufacturers  Associ- 
ation, 777  Fourteenth  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  directly  or  In- 
directly to  the  radio  and  television  manu- 
facturing industry. 

A.  Angus    McDonald,     700    Bond    Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  ol  America  ( National  Farmers  Union ) . 
1555  Sherman  Street.  Denver.  Colo,  (home 
office),  and  1404  New  York  Avenue  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  of  Interest  to  the  Na- 
tional Farmers  Union. 

A.  A.  J.  McParland,  126  North  Eighth.  Ster- 
ling, Kans. 

B.  The  Christian  Amendment  Movement. 
804  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Christian  Amendment  bills.  House 
Joint  Resolution  156  and  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 29.      (3)    The  Christian  Patriot. 

D.  (6)    $810. 

E.  (7)    ei90;  (9)  1190;  (10)  $550;  (11)  $740. 

A.  Thomas    Edward    McGrath.    4012    Four- 
teenth Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  touching  on  taxpayers' 
welfare,  national  welfare,  world  peace,  etc. 

D.  (5)    118.04. 

E.  (2)  918.04;  (9)  $18.04;^10)  $36.04;  (11) 
$54.04. 

A.  William    F.    McKenna.    315    West    Ninth 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

B.  California  Conference  of  Savings  and 
Loan  Associations,  Box  850,  San  Jose,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  promotes  thrift  and 
home  ownership  partictUarly  legislation  re- 
lating to  community  thrift  and  home-fl- 
nancing   Institutions. 

E.  (6)  $2.20;  (7)  $95.20;  (9)  $97.40;  (10) 
$309.88:    (11)    $407.28. 

A.  M.  C.  McKercher.  3860  Llndell  Boulevard, 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 

B.  The  Order  of  Railroad  Telegraphers. 
ORT  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  welfare  of 
railroad  employees. 

A.  Joseph     V.     McLaughlin,     923     Chestnut 
Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

B.  Railway  Express  Agency,  Inc.,  230  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)   Parcel-post  legislation. 
E.   (10)    $1,439.10. 

A.  W.  H.  McMains,  1135  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Distilled  Spirits  Institute.  1135  National 
Press  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  domestic 
distilling  industry. 

A.  Ralph  J.  McNair,   1000  Vermont  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants.' 

D.  (6)    $94.88. 

E.  (7)  $2.36;  (9)  $2.36;  (10)  $20.83;  (11) 
$23.19. 

A.  William  P.  MacCracken,  Jr.,  1152  National 
Press  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.   and  C.   (2)   S.  106.  H.  R.  4528.  S.  2738. 
H.  R.  7320,  H.  R.  6319.  H.  R.  6921,  H.  R.  6720. 


S.  2714.  on  behtilf  of  the  American  Optomet- 
rlc  Association,  Inc..  care  of  Dr.  Leo  G.  Miller, 
420  Sharp  Building,  Lincoln  8,  Nebr.;  on  be- 
half of  Vera  Sarah  Keenan,  Franton  Court. 
Greens  Farms,  Conn.,  bill  to  permit  residence 
in  the  United  States.  S.  1126;  on  behalf  of 
John  J.  Braund.  900  Alabama  Avenue  SE.. 
Washir^on,  D  C.  bill  to  compensate  John 
J.  Braund  for  use  of  patents  by  United  States 
Government.  H.  R.  4507. 

D.  (6)  $3,375 

E    (4)    $146.3');    (6)    $48.67:    (7)    $13.75;    (8) 
$1.25;    (9)    $21C;    (10)    $222.51;    (11)    $432.61. 

A.  Mackoff,  Ke'locg,  Muggli  &  Klrby,  Dick- 
inson, N.  Dak. 

B.  Brooks  Keogh,  Roy  Lllllbrld^e,  and  John 
Hanson,  trustees  operating  under  the  name 
of  Mineral  Recovery  Trustees,  Dickinson, 
N.  Dak. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  giving  former  owners  of 
land  sold  to  tl  e  United  States  the  right  lo 
repurchase  or  reacquire  minerals  in  lands 
sold  to  the  Government. 

E.  (6)  $49  f2;  (9)  849.52;  (10)  $4,707.01; 
(11)    $4,756.53. 


mltted  to  headquarters  for  the  preparation 
of  educational  and  other  material. 

D.  (6)   $1,545. 

E.  (8)  $7.25;   (»)  $7.25;   (11)  $131.90. 


A.   Lachlan  Maclcay,   511   Locust  Street,   St. 
Louis.  Mo. 

B.  Misslsslp;  1  Vallev  Association.  511  Lo- 
cust Street.  St    Loula.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  LegisUtive  matters  relating  to  river 
and  harbor  maintenance  and  Improvement; 
the  American  merchant  marine;  soil  con- 
servation; flood  control;  regulation  of  do- 
mestic  transportation. 

D.  (6)   $4  500. 

E.  i7)  $139  13;  (9)  $139  13;  (10)  $1,558.82; 
(11)    $1,097.95. 

A.  W.  Bruce  Macnamee,  1809  G  Street  NW., 
WashlngtCin.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping. Inc.,  1BC9  G  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.    C. 

C.  (2)  H.  R  5796,  S  901.  S.  241.  S.  J.  Res. 
150.  H.  R.  8370,  H.  R.  7072,  H.  R.  6245,  S. 
2364. 

D    (6)    $1,053. 

E.  (7)  $38.C«;  (9)  $38.68;  (10)  $62.86;  (11) 
$101.54. 

A.  Carter  Marasco,  4201  Chesterbrook  Road, 
Falls   Chtrch,   Va. 

B.  Natlona;  Business  Publications,  Inc., 
1001  Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Washlngt.m,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  le?l.slation  affecting  the  members 
of  the  above-  lamed  trade  assuclatlon. 

D.  (6)  $600. 

E.  (6)  $12  5(1;  (7)  $109.35;  (9)  $121.85,  (10) 
$304.17;    (11)    $426.02. 

A.  Carter  Manasco,  4201  Chesterbrook  Road, 

Falls  Church,  Va. 

B.  National  Coal  A.ssoclatlon,  Southern 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (21  All  lPt,'lslation  affecting  the  bitu- 
minous coal    Industry. 

D.  (6)   $2,600. 

E.  (6)  $12.50;  (4)  $10935;  (9)  $121.85; 
(10)    $304.17;    (11)    $426.02. 


»  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


A.  Manufact\;rlng      Chemists'      Association. 
Inc..  246  Woodward  Building.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C 
C.   (2)  The  association  has  a  general  inter- 
est on  behalf   of   Its  members  in  any  legis- 
lation  affectir.g   the   chemical    industry. 

E.    (1)    $15,000;    (9)    $15,000;    (10)    $32,750; 
(11)   $47,750. 

A.  Mrs.   Olya   Margolin,    1637   Massachusetts 
Avenue   NW.,   Washington,   D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  of  Jewish  Women.  1 
West  Forty-seventh  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Not  employed  speclflcally  to  support 
or  oppose  any  legislation,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  lnf(xmatlon  to  be  trans- 


A.  Winston  W.  Marsh.  777  Fourteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  The  National  Association  of  Independ- 
ent Tire  Dealers,  Inc  ,  777  Fourteenth  Street 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  affects  the  Inter- 
ests of  independent  tire  dealers.  (3)  Dealer 
News. 

D    (6)   $21. 

E.    (10)    $1. 

A    Robert    F    Martin,    617    Wyatt    Building, 

V/'ashingt'in.  D    C. 
B    Vitrified    China    Association,    Inc.,    617 
Wyatt  Building,  Washington.   D.   C. 

A.  Will  M><<low,  15  Enst  Eighty-fourth  Street. 
New  York  City,  N    Y. 

B  American  Jewish  Congress,  Inc..  15  East 
El   htv-fourth   Street,  New   York  City.  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  To  oppose  nntl-Semltlsm  and  racism 
In  all  Us  forms  and  to  defend  civil  rights 
incident  thereto. 

D     (6)    $112  50. 

E.    (10)    $30. 

A.  Walter  J  Mn.son,  901  Massachusetts  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,   D    C. 

B  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Mas- 
sachu.setts   Avenue    NW  ,   WashlnKton.   D.   C. 

C  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  generally,  and  specifically  bllla  af- 
fecting workers. 

D     i6»    $3, 068. 

E  (61  $21  4S;  (8)  $11455;  (9)  $138;  (10) 
$429;    (11)    $565. 

A.  P  H  Mathews.  929  Transportation  Build- 
ing. Wa.shlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
Transpnrtatlnn  Building,   Wa.-^hlngton.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Generally  to  support  legislation 
■which  the  railroads  believe  to  be  in  the 
interest  of  a  sound  national  tran.sportatlon 
pfilicy  and  to  onpoae  legislation  which  they 
believe  to  be  ontrary  to  such  interest. 

D.    (Gl    $4?99  98. 

E  (7i  $1.814  18;  (9)  $1,814.18;  (10) 
$1,205.40;    (11)   $3,019.58. 

A    Cyrus   H    Maxwell,   M    D  ,    1523   L  Street 

NW  ,  Washinet.in,  D.  C. 

B  American  Medical  Association,  635 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  111, 

C  (2)  All  blll.s  (Senate  and  House)  re- 
lating to  health  and  welfare. 

D     (6)    $2,766  08 

E  (7)  $16  10;  (9)  $16.10;  (10)  $208.08; 
(11)    $304.16. 

A.  Medical  A.ssoclatlon  of  State  of  Alabama, 
519  Dexter  Avenue,  Montgomery.  Ala. 

C.  (2)  All  health  matters  covered  by  leg- 
islative action.      (3)    PR  Notes. 

E  (2)  $1,650;  (4)  $225;  (9)  $1,875;  (10) 
$3,750;    (11)    $5,625. 

A.  E   A.  Meeks,  1110  F  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
B    National  League  of  District  Postmasters, 
1110  F  Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  the 
interests  of  postmasters.  (3)  The  Post- 
masters' Advocate. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

A.  Roes  A.  Messer,  Room  512,  Victor  Build- 
ing, 724  Ninth  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D   C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Post  OfBce  and 
General     Services     Maintenance     Employees, 
Room  512,  Victor  Building,  724  Ninth  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D,  C. 
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C  (2)  All  benefliclBl  legislation  affecting 
custodial  employees  of  the  Post  OfHce  and 
General  Services  Administration.  (3)  The 
Post  Office  and  General  Services  Maintenance 
News. 

D.    (6)    $500. 

E  (71  $1765;  (8)  $18.30;  (9)  $35.95;  (10) 
$241.14;    (11)   $277.09. 

A    Michigan    A8soclat>?d    Businessmen,    Inc., 
1516  Olds  Tower.  Lansing.  Mich. 
C.    (2)    In  favor  of  legislation  designed  to 
have  all  business  cor  joratlons  taxed  in  the 
same  manner  and  on  the  same  basis. 

A    Clarence    R.    Miles     1615    H    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Chamber    of    Commerce   of   the   United 
States,  1615  H  Street  irW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    For  long-rar  ge  shipping  bill,  with 
revisions. 

D.  (6)    $100.92. 

E.  (10)    $161.48. 

A.  Harold   M.    Miles,    (!5   Market   Street,   San 
Francisco,   Calif. 
B    Southern  Pacific  Co.,  65  Market  Street, 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

A    Milk  Industry  Foundation,  1625  I   Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  affects  the  Inter- 
ests of  milk  dealers. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (3)  $1,500;  (9)  $1,500;  (10)  $8,846.78; 
(11)    $10,346.78. 

A.  Dale  Miller,  Mayflcwer  Hotel,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
B    Dallas  (Tex  )  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  Dallas 
and  Texas,  such  as  tpproprlations  and  rev- 
enue bills. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (2)  f380;  (5)  fi27  35:  (6)  $56  18;  (7) 
$628.54;  (8)  $39  80;  (9)  $1,131.87;  (10)  $1,- 
800;    (11)    $2,931.67. 

A.  Dale  Miller,  Mayflower  Hotel,  Washington, 
DC. 

B  Intracoastal  Canal  Association  of  Loui- 
siana and  Texas,  Second  National  Bank 
Building,  Houston,  Tex. 

C  (2i  For  adequate  river  and  harbor  au- 
thorizations and  appropriations. 

D    $3,000. 

E.  (5)  $19.82:  (6)  $14.07;  (7)  $348  97;  (8) 
$4  50;  (9)  $387.36;  (10)  $859.85;  (11) 
$1,247.21. 

A.  Dale  Miller,  Mayflower  Hotel.  Washington, 
DC. 
B    Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co.,  Newgulf,  Tex., 
and  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  For  retent  on  of  existing  depletion 
allowances  In  tax  Iews. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E  (5)  $945  50;  <6)  $59  06;  (7)  $219.57;  (8) 
$18  70;  (9)  $1,242.(.3;  (10)  $2,645.75;  (11) 
$3,888.58. 

A.  Justin  Miller.  l';71  N  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  tTW..  Wash- 
incton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Those  relating  directly  or  indirectly 
to  the  radio  and  television  broadcasting  In- 
du.strv. 

D.  (6)    $9,01795. 

E.  (9)    $1,517.95. 


A    Millers'    Natlonfil    Federation,    309    West 
Jackson  Boule\ard,  Chicago,  111. 

E.   (10)    $717.87. 


A.  Minnesota  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc., 
620  Endlcott  Building,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Federal  and  State  income  taxation 
and   governmental    expenditures. 

D.  (6)    $2,861. 

E.  (3)  $282.50;  (4)  $154.49;  (5)  $174.69;  (7) 
$1915:  (9)  $630.83;  (10)  $2,016.58;  (11) 
$2,647.41. 

A.  Mississippi  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc., 
605-607  Plaza  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
1329.  Jackson.  Miss. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  Government 
economy.  Government  regulations  of  busi- 
ness and  taxation. 

D.  (6)    $245. 

E.  (2)  $332.46;  (4)  $17.90;  (5)  $80;  (6) 
$69.33:  (7)  $50;  (8)  $14.63:  (9)  $564.32;  (10) 
$3,017.49;    (11)    $3,581.81;    (15)  .> 

A.  Missouri-Kansas  Businessmen's  Associa- 
tion. Inc.,  1210  Waltower  Building.  Kan- 
sas City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Association  is  Interested  in  legisla- 
tion relating  to  taxation  of  Independent 
business,  labor  legislation,  and  encroach- 
ment of  Government  into  private  industry. 

D.  (7)    $660. 

E.  (4)  $384  94;  (5)  $2.31;  (61  $2:  (7) 
$255.19;  (8)  $45;  (9)  $689.44;  (10)  $965.56; 
(11)   $1,655. 


A.  F.  E.  Mollin,  515  Cooper  Building.  Denver, 
Colo. 
B.  American    National    Cattlemen's    Asso- 
ciation,  515  Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

D.  (6)    $3  300. 

E.  (10)   $1,924.08. 

A.  William  W.  Mooney.  406  Bernice  Building, 
Tacoma,  Wash. 

B.  The  Townsend  Plan,  Inc.,  6875  Broad- 
way, Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  Townsend  Plan  bills  in  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  H.  R.  2678  and  H.  R. 
2679.     (3)    Townsend  National  Weekly. 

D.  (6)  $994. 

E.  (3)  $10;  (7)  $385.74;  (9)  $395.74;  (10) 
$481.73;   (11)  $877.47. 


A.  George  W.  Morgan.  90  Broad  Street.  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  Association  of   American   Ship  Owners, 
90  Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A.  Morris  Plan   Corp.  of  America,   103  Park 
Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    Bank    holding   company   bills   and 
similar  legislation. 

A.  Giles  Morrow,  1220  Dupont  Circle  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Freight  Forwarders  Institute,  1220  Du- 
pont Circle  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)     Any    legislation    affecting    freight 
forwarders. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (5)    $26.13;     (6)    $5.25:    (7)    $29.87;    (9) 
$61.25;    (10)   $122.75:    (11)   $184. 


A.  Harold  G.  Mosler,  610  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, Inc.,  610  Shoreham  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  of  Interest  to  the 
aircraft  manufacturing  Indtistry. 

D.  (6)  $1,250. 

E.  (9)   $86.60. 

A.  Harold  G.  Mosler,  Shoreham  Hotel,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  The   Glenn   L.   Martin  Co.,   Baltimore, 
Md. 


C.  (2)   All  legislation  in  the  aircraft  field. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (6)    $59.05;    (7)    $218.35;     (8)    $15;    (9) 
$292.40;    (10)   $420.58;    (11)   $712.98. 

A.  Moss   and   Wels,   551   Fifth   Avenue,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  Bowling     Proprietors     Association     of 
America,  Inc.,  221  North  LaSaile  Street,  Chi- 
cago, 111. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (6)    $139.60:     (7)    $506.01;     (9)    $645.81; 
(10)    $356.03;    (11)   $1,001.84. 

A.  William  J.  Mougey,  802  Cafrltz  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  General  Motors  Corp.,  3044  West  Grand 
.Boulevard,  Detroit,  Mich. 

A.  Walter     J.     Munro,     Hotel     Washington, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  legislation  favorable  to 
labor  and  opposing  unlavorable  labor  legis- 
lation. 

A.  Dr.  Emmett  J.   Murphy,  5737  Thirteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Chiropractic  Insurance  Co., 
Webster  City,  Iowa. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interest  of  employer  is 
to  promote  the  welfare  of  its  policyholders 
and  prevent  discrimination  against  the  chi- 
ropractic profession. 

D.  (6)    $300. 

E.  (8)    $300;  (9)  $300;  (10)  $600;  (11)  $900, 

A.  Ray  Murphy,  60  John  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety 
Companies,  60  John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies. 

D.  (6)    $99. 

A.  Francis  J.  Myers.  2026  Land  Title  Build- 
ing. Philadelphia.  Pa. 

B.  National  Foundation  for  Consumer 
Credit.  Inc. 

C.  (2)  Regulation  W.  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

D.  (6)    $937.50. 

E.  (7)  $60.56;  (9)  $60.56;  (10)  $442.34; 
(11)   $502.90. 

A.  J.  Walter  Myers,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box  692, 
Valdosta,  Ga. 

B.  Forest  Farmers  Association  Cooperative, 
Post  Office  Box  692,  Valdosta,  Ga. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3994,  S.  1767,  H.  R.  2572,  S. 
1149,  H.  R.  5474,  H.  R.  565,  H.  R.  3527. 

E.    (10)    $246.42. 

A.  National    Agricultural    Limestone    Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  619  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
C.   (2)    All    legislation    which    directly    or 
Indirectly    affects    the    interests    of    agrlctil- 
tural  limestone  producers. 
E.   (10)    $1,534.77. 

A.  National  Associated  Businessmen.  Inc., 
927  Fifteenth  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Laws  affecting  businessmen,  partic- 
ularly with  relation  to  taxation,  labor.  Gov- 
ernment regulation  of  business,  social  se- 
curity and  tax-privileged  corporations  In 
business. 

E.  (2)  $2,602.12:  (4)  $5;  (5)  $572.73;  (6) 
$78.19;  (8)  $159.66:  (9)  $3,417.70;  (10) 
$11,618.65;    (11)    $15,036.35;    (16).' 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


>  Not     printed. 
Secretary. 


Piled     with     Clerk     and 
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A  NaUonal  Association  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral. 917  DUtrlct  National  Building,  1406 
G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  confirm  and  establish  title  in 
the  States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries. 

D.  (6)   $7,000. 

E  (2)  »4.64688:  (5)  $407  64;  (6)  $149.49; 
(7)  $1,013.86;  (8)  $948.11;  (9)  $7,165.98;  (10) 
$13,920.05;    (11)    $21,086.03;    (15).» 

A.  National  Association  of  Direct  Selling 
Companies,  163-165  Center  Street.  Wi- 
nona, Minn. 

D.  (6)  $14,112.50. 

E.  (6)  $10.38;  (9)  $10.38;  (10)  $15141; 
(11)   $161.79. 

A.  National  Association  of  Electric  Compa- 
nies. 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  mem- 
ber electric  utility  companies.' 

D.  (6)    $19,166.33. 

E.  (1)    $14,943.93;    (2)    $71,488.22;    (3)    $3 
(4)    $12,944.05;    (5)    $4.543  36;    (6)    $1,976,95 
(7)    $7,263  09:    (8)    $3,327.45;    (9)    $116,490.05 
(10)      $232,877.04:       (11)      $349,367.09:       (15) 
$14,943.93,     The      Stephen      Fitzgerald      Co., 
602   Park   Avenue,   New   York,   N.   Y.,   public 
relations  services;  $6,281.81.  Await.  Clark,  and 
Sparks,  822  Connecticut  Avenue  NW..  Wash- 
ington!   D.    C.    fees    and    expenses;     $6,250, 
Brenner.  Butler,  and  McVeigh,  60  Wall  Tower, 
New    York,    N.    Y.,    legal    services:    $4,615.50, 
Herman  and  Conway  Associates,  400  Madison 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y..  fee  and  expenses; 
etc' 


PBS  employees.  In  particular.  (3)  The  Post 
Office  and  General  Services  Maintenance 
News. 

D.   (6)   $10,032.76. 

E  (2)  $63764;  (4)  $192.57;  (5)  $110:  (6) 
$38.57;  (7)  $17.65;  (9)  $996.43;  (10)  $2,674.79; 
(11)    $3,671.22. 

A.  National  Association  of  Postal  Supervisors, 
Post  Office  Box  2013,  Washingion.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  AH  legislation  affecting  p<istal  em- 
ployees, Including  supervisors,  and  the  postal 
service.     (3)    The  Postal  Supervisor. 

D.  (6)    $7,521.29. 

E  (2)  $2,400:  (4)  $2.349  43:  (5»  >30C;  (6) 
$10;  (7)  $112  37;  (9)  $5,172.80;  ^10)  $^,604.40. 
(11)    $14,777.20. 

A.  Natlona".  Association  of  Retired  Civil  Em- 
ployeef.     1246     Twentieth     Street     NW., 
wfehlngtcn.  D.  C. 
C.   (2)    Legislation    afTectinc    retired    civil 

e-nployees.     (3)   Tiie  Annuitant. 

E.  (10)   «i600. 

A.  National  As.-^oclatlon  of  Storekeeper- 
Gaugers,  4,>13  North  Hicfcs  Street.  Phila- 
delphia. Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  Federal 
classified  employees,  and  that  in  particular 
which  wculd  affect  our  position— United 
States  Storekeepers-Gaugers. 

D.  (61   f 649  20. 

E.  (2)  8500:  (9)  $500;  (10>  $1  f^OO;  (11) 
$1,500;  $500.  Robert  E  McUiUk'hlm  care  of 
Roberta  &:  Mclnnis.  400  DeSales  Buidine. 
Connecticut  Avenue  and  Dei-'.iles  Street, 
Washington,  D.  C  ,  legal  services. 


A. 


A.  National  Association  of  Independent  Tire 
Dealers,  Inc.,  777  Fourteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
C.   (2)  Legislation  that  affects  the  Interests 

of    Independent    tire    dealers.     (3)     Dealer 

News. 

E.'   (2)    $21:    (4)    $19252;    (9)    $213.52;    (10) 
173.49;    (11)    $287.01;    (15).' 


National    Committee    for    Strengthening 
Congress,  1135  Tower  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
C    (2)    Legislative    Interests    Include    any 
and  all  legislation  dealing  with  the  organiza- 
tion of  Congress. 
E.    (10)    $557.07. 

A.  National    Cotton    Compress    and    Cotton 
Wareht)use       Assoi^'latlon,      586      Shrine 
Building.  Memphis.  Tenn..  and  1008  Six- 
teenth Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
C     (2)    Any  matters  substantially  affecting 
the   cotton-compress   and   cotton-warehouse 
indu.'itrv 

E     (10)    $56176. 

A  National  Cotton  Council  of  America,  post- 
office  box  18.  Memphis.  Tenn. 

C  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
affectinfi;  r.iw  cotton  Industry  as  will  promote 
the  purposes  tor  which  the  council  Is  or- 
ganized. 

D     (6)    *0  7r,9  33. 

E  (2 1  $5  8)0  45;  (4)  $126  80;  (5)  $199.80; 
(Ci  *-.9  9H.  i7i  $M92?0:  (9i  $9,769.33,  (10) 
$1J,JU7  15.    (11)    $2J.670  48.    (15).' 


A.  National  Association  of  Insurance  Agents, 
96  Fulton  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  local  property  Insurance 
agents.      (3)    American  Agency  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $2,688.80. 

B.  (2)  $3,756.88;  (5)  $456.83;  (6)  $235.48; 
(7)  $88.90;  (9)  $4,530.09;  (10)  $8,631.83;  (11) 
$13,169.92;    (15).* 

A.  National  Association  of  Margarine  Manu- 
facturers. 1038  Munsey  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3307.  H.  R.  5012.  and  S.  2083. 
all  designed  to  amend  the  Navy  Ration 
Statute;  Interested  In  any  other  legislation 
that  may  relate  to  margarine. 

K.  (10)  $187.80:  (15)  $175.  Slert  P.  Rlepma. 
1028  Munsey  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
salary. 

A.  National   Association  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  60  East  Forty-second  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    Legislation  which  the  mutual  sav- 
ings ban^  have  a  legitimate  interest  in  sup- 
porting or  opposing. 

E.  (10)   $164.50. 

A.  National   Association   of   Post   Office   and 
General  Services  Maintenance  Employ- 
ees. Room  513.  Victor  BuUding.  734  Ninth 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.  (3)   Beneficial       legislation       affecting 
Postal  and  General  Services  employees,  and 
E>ost  Office  cuBtodial  employees  and  GSA  In 


/.  National    Board.    YWCA.    600    Lexington 
Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 
E.    (10)   $370. 

A.  National  Canners  A.ssoclatlnn.  \\^3  Twen- 
tieth Street  NW  ,  Washington.  D    C 
C    (2)    Defense  controls  and   all  me.\bure8 
directly  affectin:;  the  food-canning  industry. 

D.  (61   $375,951  23. 

E.  (2)  8:3  812  49;  (4)  $232  30;  (6)  $4134: 
(7)  $1.243  2;^;  i8i  $148;  (9i  $5:13084;  tlOi 
$10,963  3«;  (11)  $16.294  22:  (15|  $2.312  49. 
Robert  B  Helney.  McLean,  Va..  salary;  $1,500. 
Otto  Lowe.  W.ishlugton,  D.  C  ,  legal  services; 
$600,  J.  M  Steele,  Springdale.  Ark  ,  travel 
expenses  $13  12.  Columbia  Reprrting  Co . 
Washing-.on.  D  C.  transcript,  $488  66.  Rob- 
ert B.  Helney.  McLean,  Va.,  travel  expense. 
etc' 


A    N  itional   C  'UncU   on  Ru.siness   Mall,  Inc  , 
106  West  MLitiroe  Street,  Chicago.  111. 
C     (2  I    All  legislation  relating  to  the  postal 

service 

D     I  6  I    »992  22 

E  111  I91.X),  (3)  $26;  (5)  $2  93;  (6)  $3  90; 
(8,  $00.39;  i9l  $U'J2  22.  ilO)  $3.889  31;  (11) 
$4,88153:  (151  $:'r;7  22.  S;im  O'Neal.  211  Na- 
tional Fres.s  Bullciir.>».  Washington,  D  C. 
publir  rela'i.ins.  S2,S  Natlmial  C<immlttee  on 
Pai-cel  P  >st  Size  and  Welcht  Limitations.  1625 
I  Street  NW  ,  Wiu'^lnnt^t m.  D  C  ,  contribution. 


A.  National  Co'\\  A.ssociation.  802  Southern 
Building.   W.ishington.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  All  measures  affecting  bltumlnous- 
coal  Industry 

D.  (6)  $352  0.50  85. 

E.  (9)   $18,444.60. 

A.  Natlcnal  Committee  To  Limit  Federal 
Taxing  Powers.  17:7  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  taxes  and  the  na- 
tional debt. 

D.  (6i    $183. 

E.  (4)  $260  43:  (9)  $405  43;  (10)  $947  36; 
(11)  $1.35279;  (15)  $18249.  the  National 
Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards.  22  West 
Monroe  Street.  Chicago.  111.,  postage,  mall- 
room  service;  $145.  Geraldlne  Hawkins  Can- 
dldo.  Tc  wer  Building.  Washington.  D  C.  pro- 
fessional services;  $62.13,  Columbia  Business 
Service,  1028  Twentieth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  auto-typed  letters;  $1581,  the 
Amerlcftn  Publishing  Co.,  1825  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C,  reprint  of  Congbessional 
Record. 


A    National  Council  of  Farmer  Cooperatives. 
744     Jackson     Place     NW..    Washington, 
D  C 
C    (2i  Legislation  perUlnlng  to  transporta- 
tion. 

D.    (6)    $2,925. 

K  i2i  $l.fOo,  (4t  $50;  (5)  $185;  (6)  $88: 
(7i  $172;  (81  $143  50;  (9)  $2,238.50,  (10) 
$4,850,    (11)   $7  088.50;    (15).' 


A    National    Council.    Junior    Order    United 
American    Mechanics.   3027   North   Broad 
Street,    Philadelphia,    Pa. 
C     (2i    H    R   7376  and  Houfe  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 411.     (3)    Junior  American. 
E.    (2)    $249  99;    (6)    $5831. 


A  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War. 
1013  Eighteenth  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D  C. 

C  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace,  such  as 
muiual-assiitance  program;  appropriations 
and  supplementary  appropriations,  particu- 
larly where  they  bear  on  military  matters  or 
on  the  government  of  occupied  areas;  man- 
power legislation,  Including  universal  mili- 
tary training  and  service;  proposed  peace 
treaties  with  Japan  and  Germany;  economic 
assistance  (point  4);  disarmament;  expellees 
and  displaced  persons;  educational  ex- 
change: and  Immigration  legislation.  (3) 
Peace  Action. 

D     (6)    $6.970  25. 

E  (2)  $4  424  41;  (4)  $600  60;  (5)  $l,441i(9: 
(6)  $150  74;  (7)  $258  30;  (8)  $1.113  10;  (9) 
$7,989.04;    (10)   $20.539  66;    (11)   $28,528.70. 


A.  National    Economic    Council.    Inc.,    7501 
Empire  State  Building.  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C    (2)    Our  legislative  interest*  are  In  fa- 
vor of  any  legislation  that  tends  to  support 
private  enterprise,  maintain  American  inde- 


*  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  SM^re- 
tary. 


'Not  printed, 
retary.     • 


Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
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pendence,  and  in  opposition  to  any  measures 
that  work  contrarlw.se. 

D.  (6)    $23  360.56. 

E.  (2)    $12,005.84;     (4)    $4,13141;    (5)    $4.- 
9G9  30:  (6)  $562.83;   (7)  $1,291.17;  (8)  $616.40; 

(9)  $23,576  95;  (10)  $64,072.88.  (11)  $87.- 
649  83;  (15)  $433.85  Brooklyn  Eagle  Press, 
Inc.  24  Johnson  Street,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
printing. 

A    National   Education  Campaign.  American 
Medical     Assocli.tlon,     1     North    LaSalle 
Street,   Chicago,  111. 
B    American      Me  Ileal      Association,      535 
North  Dearborn.  Chicago.  III. 

C    (2)    Any     legislation     for     compulsory 
health   Insurance. 
D     (6l    $4.574  30. 
Ed)    $5.204  79;   (41  $630  49:   (91  $4,574.30; 

(10)  $34,766.37;    (lit    $39,340.67.    (15).' 


$4,019.28:     (9)     $13,364.41;     (10)     $34,833.13; 
(11)    $48,197.54;    (15).' 

A.  National  Labor-Management  Council  on 
Foreign  Trade  Policy,  424  Bowen  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D,  C. 

D.  (6)    $3,250. 

E.  (1)  $1,049.70;  (2)  $1,630.28;  (4)  $172.85: 
(5)  $586.70;  (6)  $109.71;  (7)  $461.95;  (8) 
$113.30;  (9)  $4,124.49;  (10)  $6,979.12;  (11) 
$11,103.61;   (16).' 

A.  National  Livestock  Tax  Committee,  515 
Cooper  Building.  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)    Livestock  taxation. 

D.  (6)    $1,192. 

E.  (9)  $2,604.49;  (10)  $5,626.68;  (11) 
$8,291,17. 


A    National    Electrl'-al    Contractors    Assocla- 
tinn,   Inc,    1200   Eighteenth   Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
C    (2)    All     legislation     that     affects     the 
building  construction   and   electrical   Indus- 
tries.    (3)  Qualified  Contractor. 
E.    (9;    $2,854.40. 

A  National  Federa' ion  of  Business  and  Pro- 
fessional Women's  Clubs,  Inc..  1819 
Broadway.  New   York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  National  Feden.tlon  of  Business  and  Pro- 
te.ssional  Women's  Clubs.  Inc.,  are  those 
which  affect  favoraoly  or  adversely  the  Inter- 
ests of  women  In  business  and  the  profes- 
sions.     (3)    The  Independent  Woman, 

D.  (6)   $274,145. 

E.  (2)    $900;    (5)    $409,16;    (6)    $51;    (8)   $4; 

(9)  $1,364.16,    (10)    $2,615.79;    (11)    $3,979.95. 

A.  National  Federt.tlon  of  Post  Office  Clerks. 
Suite  502.  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  V.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  postal 
service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and  Fed- 
eral employees.  (3)  The  Union  Postal 
Clerk. 

D.  (6)  $132.56305. 

E.  (2)  $6.908  64.  (4)  $4,299  58;  (5)  $380; 
(6)    $7.084  74:     (8 1    $5,757.16;    (9)    $24,430.12; 

(10)  $53,239.57;    (11)    $77,669.69.      (15).' 

A.  National    Federation    of    Private    School 
Associations.     33^8     Fourteenth     Street 
NW  ,  Washing  *on,  D.  C. 
C.   (2)   All  leglp  atlve  proposals  that  affect 
private   (non-ta;«-5upported )    schools. 
E.    (6)   $686.09;    (7)   $19.50;    (9)   $705.59. 


A    National    Food    Brokers    Association.    527 
Munsey  Bullcing.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Roblnson-Patman  Act; 
opixjsed  to  S   719. 

D.  (6)   $1,326.76. 

E  (2)  $500;  (4)  $784.02;  (5)  $30;  (6) 
$1274;  (9)  $1,326.76;  (10)  $766.55;  (11) 
$2.093  31;  (15).' 

A    National  Grain  Trade  Council,  604  Hlbbs 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 


A    National  Grar^ge,  744  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $7,660.22. 

E.  (7)    $44.48;      (9)    $44.48;      (10)     $189.80; 
(11)    $234.28. 

A    National   Housing   Conference.   Inc.,   1129 
Vermont  Av«nue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $3.245.K4. 

E.  (2)    $5.846.f.2;    (3)    $20;    (4)    $57.24;    (5) 
$1.45964;      (6)     $568.34;     (7)     $1,393.10;     (8) 


A.  National  Lumber  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. 1319  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D    C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  lumber  manufacturing  Industry. 
(3)    National   Lumber  News. 

D.  (6)    $10.653  20. 

E.  (1)  $3,360.99:  (2)  $3,640.77;  (4)  $2,- 
608  55;  (5)  $200.01;  (6)  $9.38;  (7)  $817.44; 
(8)  $1,043.20:  (9)  $11,680.34;  (10)  $25,861.12; 
(11)    $37,541.46. 


A.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation,  1731 
I  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cooperatives  through 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and 
market  their  milk.  (3)  Dairy  Director  and 
News  for  Dairy  Co-ops. 

D.  (6)    $48,414.84. 

E  (2)  $25.13505;  (3)  $7,000;  (4)  $3.- 
699  86;  (6)  $905  83;  (7)  $2,813,49;  (8)  $1.- 
66196;  (9)  $41,215.78;  (10)  $86,018.96;  (11) 
$127,234.74;    (15).' 

A.  National    Multiple   Sclerosis   Society.    270 

Park  Avenue,  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

C.    (2)    Appropriations   for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $600;  (7)  $177.43;  (9)  $777.43;  (10) 
$1,329.35;    (11)    $2,106.78. 


A.  National  Reclamation  A.ssoclatlon.  1119 
National  Press  Building,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  Reclamation  Act,  1902  (53  Stat. 
1187,  43  U.  S.  C.  485 1  and  all  amendatory 
and  supplementary  acts  thereto;  all  other 
statutes  relating  to  water  and  land  con- 
servation measures. 

D.  (6)    $8,040  65. 

E.  (2)  $4,536.11;  (4)  $2,480.86;  (5)  $1,- 
138.78;  (6)  $172.96;  (7)  $1,210.60;  (8) 
$100.34:  (9)  $9,639.65;  (10)  $21,813.24;  (11) 
$31,452.89. 

A.  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association. 
100  West  Thirty-first  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Defense  Production  Act  as  amended. 
-Customs  Simplification  Act.  cotton  labeling, 
fiber  labeling,  flammable  fabrics,  consumer 
Interest  proposals.  Internal  Revenue  Code 
(LIPO).  excise  taxes,  proposals  relating  to 
parcel  post  size  and  weight  limitations.  Fed- 
eral Old  Age  and  Survivors  Insiirance  Act, 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (wagering  tax),  all 
appropriations  legislation. 

E  (2)  $3,375;  (4)  $2,307.09;  (5)  $517.60; 
(6)  $12.79;  (7)  $44.52;  (8)  $2.60;  (9)  $6,- 
259.50;  (10)  $13,336.04;  (11)  $19,595.54;  (15) 
$358.56,  John  C.  Hasen,  Sheraton  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C.  fees  and  expenses;  $376.25, 
Ersklne  Stewart,  Sheraton  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  fees  and  expenses. 

A.  National  Retail  Furniture  Association.  66$ 
Lake  Shore  Drive.  Chicago.  111. 
C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trades. 


E.  (2)  $500:  (5)  $400;  (6)  $50;  (9)  $950; 
(10)  $3,700;  (11)  $4,650;  (16)  $500,  Leo  H. 
Heer,  1028  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  salary. 

A.  National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress, 
1720  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  pertaining  to  river  and 
harbor  Improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion, irrigation-reclamation,  soil  and  water 
conservation,  and  related  subjects.  (3)  No 
publications  In  this  quarter. 

D.  (6)    $2,034.99. 

E.  (2)  $2,218.42;  (4)  $68.34;  (5)  $72  77; 
(6)  $49.49;  (7)  $676.18;  (8)  $1,055.99;  (9) 
$4,141.19;  (10)  $9,145.87;  (11)  $13,287.06; 
(15).' 

A.  National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Asso- 
ciation. 1303  New  Hampshire  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  will  further  the 
country's,  rtu-al-electriflcatlon  program,  re- 
sulting from  the  REA  Act,  as  amended.  In- 
cluding REA  administrative  and  loan  funds 
for  rural  electrification  and  for  jural  tele- 
phone;  funds  for  the  construction  of  multi- 
purpose dams,  funds  for  the  transmission 
and  related  facilities  to  deliver  Federal  hydro 
power  to  rural  electric  load  centers;  proposed 
legislation  providing  for  surveys  and  devel- 
opment of  water  resoiuces.  (3)  Rural  Elec- 
trification Magazine. 

D.  (6)    $6,790.62. 

E.  (1)   $1,575.95;    (2)   $2,553.97,-'  (3)   $1,500; 
(4)     $216.10;     (5)     $425;      (6)     $290.72;     (7) 
$1,889.73;     (8)     $329.48;     (9)     $8,780.95;     (10) 
$14,866.91;    (11)    $23,647.86;    (15)    $61.34,  Co- 
lumbia Processing  and  Distributing  Co.,  Inc., 
1814  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  public 
relations;     $26.52.     Congressional    Quarterly 
News  Features.  1156  Nineteenth  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.   C,  office  overhead;    $471.94, 
T.  E.  Craddock,  Seymour,  Tex.,  travel,  food 
and  lodging;  $69.88,  the  W.  D.  Campbell  Co., 
1014     Fifteenth     Street     NW..     Washington, 
D.    C.    office    overhead;     $500,    Cooperative 
League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  343  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  111.,  contribution;  etc' 

A.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Conference. 
843  Transportation  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to  the 
St.   Lawrence   waterway  and   power  project. 

D.  (6)    $20,000. 

E.  (2)  $12,701.29;  (4)  $1,196.01;  (6) 
$786.65;  (6)  $1,014;  (7)  $3,089.95;  (8)  $272.22; 

(9)  $19,060.12;  (10)  $34,615.98;  (11)  $53.- 
676.10;    (15).' 

A.  National  Savings  and  Loan  League.  907 
Ring  Building.  Eighteenth  and  M  Streets 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  bills  to  improve  facil- 
ities of  savings  and  loan  associations  for 
encouragement  of  thrift  and  home  financ- 
ing; oppose  legislation  inlmlcable  to  inter- 
est of  savings  and  loan  industry. 

D.  (6)    $-».171.03. 

E.  (2)    $2,000;    (4)    $319.10;    (9)    $2,319.10; 

(10)  $5,627.10;  (11)  $7,946.20;  (16)  $2,000. 
Oscar  R.  Kreutz.  907  Ring  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D. -C.,  salary;  $319.10;  Batt,  Bates  and 
Co.,  Washington,  D.  C,  printing  and  mailing. 

A.  National  Small  Business  Men's  Associa- 
tion, 2834  Central  Street,  Evanston.  111. 

D.  (6)  $5,000. 

E.  (3)  $4,372.92:  (6)  $1,124.41;  (6)  $99  72; 
(8)    $31.94;     (9)    $5,610.99;     (10)    $12,278.64; 

(11)  $17,889.53. 

A.  National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers. 
1121  Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
C.  (3)   All  leglsUtian  affecting  Um  Inter- 
ests  of  profeaslonal  engineers. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


■  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Bec- 


'  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
Ury. 
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D.  («)   $34,216.76.  

E.  (2)   »1.183:   (4)   $1,274.30;   (»)   »a.457.30; 
(10)   $2,337.90;    (11)    $4.7»5^. 

A    National   Tax   Equality   Association.   231 
South  LaSalle  Street,  CWcago.  ni. 

C.  (2)   General  legislative  interests  relate 
to  corporate  Income-tax  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $10,566.72. 
B     (1)    $2,327.29;     (2)    $3,149.52;     (4)    $2.- 

385  41;  (5)  $432.37;  (6)  $1,281.28;  (7)  $1.- 
33446:  (9)  $10,910.33;  (10)  $27,839.98;  (11) 
$38,750.31;    (15).' 

A.  National  Tax  Relief   Coalition.   Box   401. 
Greensboro.  N.  C 

C.  (2)  Favors  tax  limitation. 

D.  (6)   $480. 
B.   (2)    $375:     (7)     $110;     (9)    $485;     (10) 

$2,425;   (11)  $2,910. 

A.  National  Woman's  Cliristian  Temperance 
Union,  1730  cmcago  Avenue."  Evanston. 
HI. 
D.   (6)  $1,210.01. 

E  (2)  $1,250:  (4)  $33.60;  (5)  $266  46;  (6) 
$192.32;  (7)  $75;  (8)  $11.29;  (9)  $1.828.P7; 
(10)   $3,580.44;    (11)   $5,409.11. 

A.  National  Wool  Growers  Association.  414 
Pacific  National  Life  BuUding.  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah. 

D.    (6)   $13,709.50. 

B.  (2)  $2,499.99;  (8)  $825:  (9)  $3,324.99; 
(10)  $11,607.37;  (11)  $14,932.36;  (15)  $2,- 
499.99.  J.  M.  Jones.  414  Pacific  National  Life 
Building.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  salary:  $825. 
Wyoming  Growers  AssoclaUon,  McKlnley, 
Wyo.,  services. 

A.  William  S.  Neal,  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 
918  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Reduction  of  Federal  expenditures, 
revision  of  tax  laws,  limitation  of  economic 
controls,  maintenance  of  patent  system  and 
maintenance  of  labor  regulatory  laws. 

D.  (6)    $4,367.30. 

E.  (9)  $367.30. 

A.  Nebraska  Tax  Equality  Committee.  Inc.. 
714  Stuart  Building,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  designed  to  bring 
about  equality  of  taxation  between  private 
business  and  cooperatives. 

D.  (6)   $2,154.50. 

E.  (5)  $15.03:  (8)  $127.60;  (9)  $142.63 
(10)  $254.35;   (11)  $396.98. 


A.  Samuel    E.    Neel.    1001    Fifteenth    Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Mortgage  Bankers  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, 111  West  Washlngfton  Street,  Chicago, 
111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  mort- 
gage banking  industry. 

D.  (6)    $5,770.20. 

E.  (2)  $278.41;  (5)  $1,206.93;  (6)  $546.18; 
(7)  $113.72:  (9)  $2,145J24;  (10)  $4,316.72; 
(11)  $6,461.96. 

A.  C.  Roger  Nelson.  910  Seventeenth  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Dr.  Walter  Duschlnsky,  93  Perry  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  to  grant  permanent  resi- 
dence to  client  (S.  523). 

K  (8)  $4.88;  (9)  $4.88:  (10)  $10.80;  (11) 
$15.68. 

A.  G.  W.  Nelson.   10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 


C  (2)  Soliciting  support  for  legislation 
favorable  to  the  Interests  of  labor  and  op- 
posing unfavorable  legislation. 

A.  George   R.   Nelson.    Machinists   Building. 
Washington,  D.  C.  v..    .  » 

B  International  Association  of  Machinists. 
Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  substantially  all  leg- 
islation affecting  the  socio-economic  and  po- 
litical interests  of  the  American  working- 
man  including  all  pending  legislation  dealing 
with  social  security,  national  health,  aid  t« 
physically  handicapped,  labor  relations,  dis- 
placed persons,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $900. 

A  Herbert  U  Nelson.  22  West  Monroe  Street. 
Chicago.  111.,  and  1737  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards.  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  111., 
and  1737  K  Street  NW..  Washin<^ton.  D   C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  industry. 

D.  (6)    $3.5.=i3  39. 

E.  (6)  $4  18;  (7)  $849  29;  (9)  $853.47;  (10) 
$i  .438.53,    (11)    $4,292. 


A.  Donald  F.  Nemitz.  211  Columbia  Building, 
Louis',  ille,  Ky. 

B.  Tax  Equality  Committee  of  Kentucky. 
211   Columbia  Building.  Louisville,  Ky. 

C.  (2)  Removal  of  exemptions  granted  by 
section   101   of  Internal  Revenue   Code. 

D.  (6)   $516  28. 

E.  (7)    $121.28;    (9)    $14128;    (11)    $14128. 

A.  Herschel  D.   Newsom,   744   Jackson   Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Grange.  744  Jackson  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  or  oppose  legislation  In 
conformity  with  the  policies  of  the  National 
Grange.     (3)    National  Grange  Monthly. 

D.  (6)    $2,138.89. 

A.  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  11  Wall  Street. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
C.    (2)  Proposed  Federal  tax  legislation  af- 
fecting the  Interests  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  and  its  members 

E.  (2)  $375;  (7)  $82.12;  (9)  $457.12;  (11) 
$457.12. 


C  (2)  All  legislation  that  might  affect 
member  electrlc-utUlty  companies.' 

D     (6)    $4.37502. 

E  (7)  $330.26;  (8)  $71.10;  (9)  $401.36; 
(10)    $463.25;    (11;    $864.61. 

A.  North  Dakota  Reaources  Board,  311  Broad- 
way. Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  develop- 
ment and  utilization  of  the  land,  water,  mln- 
erals  and  other  natural  resources  of  North 
Dakota,  including  authorizations  and  appro- 
priations, 

A.  Harry  E.  Northam.  360  North  Michigan 
Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

B  Association  of  American  Physicians  and 
Surgeons,  Inc..  360  North  Michigan  Avenue. 
Chicago.  Ill 

C  (2)  All  matters  concerning  the  practice 
of  medicine  and  surgery  for  the  self-im- 
provement and  protection  of  dues-paying 
members. 

A.  A  E  Ni  tarlannl.  employed  by  Cummlngs, 
Stanley.  Trultt  and  Cross.  1625  K  Street 
NW  .  Washington,  D.  C,  acting  In  the 
Interest  of  T  P  Dlacon  Zadeh.  50  Broad 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C    12)  H.  R.  8159.  for  the  relief  of  P.  Dlacon 

Zadeh. 

A.  Charles  E  Noyes,  270  Madison  Avenue, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B  American  In.stltute  of  Accountants,  270 
Madison  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  certified  pub- 
lic accountants. 

D     (6)    $912  50. 

E  (6)  $40;  (7)  $57  62;  (9)  $97.82;  (10) 
$829  91.    (11/    $927.56. 

A    Peter  Q   Nyce,  1206  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Wa-'hlngton.  D.  C 
C    (2)    Leijlslfttlon    pertaining   to   land   of 

the  United  States. 

A  Eiward  H  O'Connor,  176  West  Adams 
Street.   Chicago,  111. 

B  Insurance  Economics  Society  of  Amer- 
ica. 176  West  Adams  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C    (2)  Public  Law  590  (H.  R.  7800). 

D.    (6)    $6,727. 


>  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  W.  R.  Noble.  Suite  509.  1028  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Fiu-m  Equipment  Asso- 
ciation, 207  Hotel  De  Sota  Building,  St.  Louis. 
Mo.,  and  National  Retail  Hardware  Associa- 
tion, 964  North  Pennsylvania  Street.  Indi- 
anapolis, Ind. 

C.  (2)  Keeping  associations  Informed  as  to 
pending  legislation  and  Interpretations  of 
legislation;  special  attention  given  to  all 
labor  legislation,  tax  bills,  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act,  and  all  legislation  affecting  the 
retail  farm  equipment  and  hardware  trade, 
(3)  Farm  Equipment  Retailing  and  Hard- 
ware Retailer. 

D.  (6)   $3,375. 

E.  (6)  $159.77:  (7)  $822.18;  (8)  $236.33: 
(9)    $1,218.28;    (10)    $1,446.04;    (11)    $2,664.32. 

A.  J.  S.  Hoffslnger.  3308  Fourteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Private  School 
Associations.  3308  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislative  proposals  that  affect 
private  (non-tax-supported)  schools. 

A.  O.  L.  Norman.  1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National   Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies. 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  O. 


A.  Eugene  ODunne,  Jr.,  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Wool  Manu- 
facturers. 386  Fourth  Avenue,  New  York,  N  Y, 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  proposed  legis- 
lation having  direct  or  specific  impact  on 
the  wool  textile  Industry. 

D     (6)    $2,500. 
E.    (10)    $381.48. 

A.  E\igene  ODunne.  Jr.,  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Wilbur-Ellis  Company.  Inc..  320  Califor- 
nia Street.  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C  (2)  General  Interest  in  any  propoaed 
legislation  having  direct  or  specific  Impact 
on  any  food  products  produced  or  handled  by 
this  company. 

D.  (6)    $7,500. 

E.  (10)   $755.75. 


A.  Ohio  Coal  Association,  1615  NBC  Building, 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 
C  (2)  Legislative  Interest  pertained  to 
Federal  coal-mine  safety  legislation  in  82d 
Congress;  this  Interest  terminated  with  the 
passage  and  the  signing  by  the  President  of 
Public  Law  552. 

D.  (6)  $15,000. 

E.  (9)    $15,000;  (15)  $15,000.  Bd.  D.  Schorr, 
Coltunbus,  Ohio,  fee. 


A.  Ohio  Railroad  Aaaoclatlon,  16  East  Broad 
Street,  Colurabus,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroad  Inter- 
ests. 

E.   (10)  $600^7. 

A    Fred    N.    Oliver.    110    Kast    Forty -second 

Street,  New  York,  N.  Y..  and  Investmsnt 

Building,  Wiishlngton.  D.  C. 

B    National  Association  of  Mutual  Savings 

Banks     60    East    Forty-aecond    Street.    New 

York    N.  Y.,  ami  Railroad  Security  Owners 

Association,    110    East    Forty-second    Street, 

New  York,  N.  Y.  ...        * 

C  (2)  The  general  legislative  interests 
consist  of  any  legislation  which  the  mutual 
savings  banks  cr  railroad  security  owners 
have  a  legitimate  Interest  In  supporting  or 
opposing. 

A.  CTarence    H.    Olson,    1608   K   Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Legion,  700  North  Penn- 
sylvania Street.   Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C  (2)  The  Arierlcan  Legion  and  all  vet- 
erans of  World  War  I  and  World  War  n 
and  their  dependents  on  all  matters  affect- 
ing their  care,  reiabllltatlon,  hospitalization, 
reeducation  and  housing;  all  matters  a^ect- 
Ing  the  general  welfare  of  our  country  with 
regard  to  national  defense;  Americanism. 
Included  In  whl'h  is  opposition  to  all  sub- 
versive activities,  with  particular  attention 
to  our  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws; 
child  welfare:  foreign  relations;  civil  avia- 
tion, etc.     (3)    American  Legion  Magazine. 

D.    (6)    $1.929  24. 

E  (7)  $381.76;  (9)  $381.76;  (10)  $34;  (11) 
$415.76. 

A.  Sam  O'Neal,  211  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B  Power  Distributors  Information  Com- 
mittee of  Tennessee  Valley  Public  Power  As- 
ecKlatlon,  Sixth  and  Cherry  Street,  Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  public 
power. 

D.  (6)   $1,875. 
E    (7)   $100;   (8)   $60;    (9)  $160;   (10)  $320; 

(11)   $480. 

A.  Order  of  Railway  Conductors  of  America, 
O    R    C    Building.  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 
E    (2)   $2,125;    (5)    $856.58:    (6)   $5391;    (9) 
$3,035.49:    (10)    $6,481.85;    (11)    $9,517.34. 

A.  Organization    of    Professional    Employees 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture.  Post  Office  Box  381.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
C.   (2)    Legislation  affecting  the  classified 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government. 
E.    (10)    $140.32. 


A.  Gsorge  F.  Parrlsh,  Charleston.  W.  Va. 

B.  West  Virginia  Railroad  Association,  post- 
office  box  7.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

D.    (6)    $3,249.99. 

A.  James  G.  Patton,  700  Bond  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (Natlonsd  Farmers  Union) , 
1655  Sherman  Street,  Denver,  Colo,  (home 
office) :  1404  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

A.  Albert  A.  Payne.  1737  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National  Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards, 
1737  K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  industry.  «. 

D.  (6)   $2,500. 

E.  (7)  $115.56:  (8)  $0.80;  (9)  $116.36:  (10) 
$671.09;    (11)    $787.45. 

A.   Hugh  Peterson,   408  American  Building. 
Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  United  States  Cane  Suj^ar  Refiners  As- 
sociation. 408  American  Building.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  referring  to  the  cane 
sugar   refining    Industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,000. 

A.  J.  Hardin  Peterson.  P.  O.  Box  2097.  Dixie- 
land Station,  Lakeland,  Fla. 

B.  Alaska  Statehood  Commission,  Juneau. 
Alaska. 

C.  (2)   Statehood  for  Alaska. 

D.  (6)    $356.12. 

E.  (9)  $0.18;  (10)  $357.29;  (11)  (357.47. 

A.  J   Hardin  Peterson,  P.  O.  Box  2C97,  Dixie- 
land Station,  Lakeland.  Fla. 
B    Government  of  Guam,   an  unincorpo- 
rated Territory  of  the  United  States.  Agana. 

Guam,  M.  I. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  the  welfare  of 

Guam. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 
E    (6)    $1940:    (7)    $171.10:    (8)    $120;    (9) 

$191.70:     (101      $398.71;    (11)      $890.41;     (12) 

$3,125;    (14)    $625. 

A.  Phllco  Corp.,  Tioga  and  C  Streets.  Phil- 
adelphia. Pa, 

A.  Albert  Pike,  Jr.,  488  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,   N.   Y. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)   $52.50. 


C.    (2)    Tariff    and    customs    legislation; 
Tariff  Commission  and  Department  of  Agri- 
culture appropriations. 

A.  Pope.    Ballard,    and    Loos,    707    Munsey 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Parker  Pen  Co.,  Janesvllle.  Wis.; 
W.  A.  Sheaffer  Pen  Co.,  Fort  Madison,  lowa. 
and  Fountain  Pen  and  Mechanical  Pencil 
Manufacturers  Association,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Tariff  Commission  appropriation; 
tariff  EUid  tax  legislation. 

A.  Pope,    Ballard,    and    Looe,    707    Munsey 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Pin  Clip  .and  Fastener  Association,  74 
Trinity  Place,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Tariff,  customs,  foreign  trade,  and 
defense  production  legislation;  Tariff  Com- 
mission appropriations. 

D.  (6)   $2,082. 

E.  (4)  $83.18;  (9)  $33.18:  (10)  $96.27;  (11) 
$179.45:  (15)  $83.18,  Batt  Bates,  1407  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C,  mimeo- 
graphing. 

A.  Pope,    Ballard,    and    Loos,    707    Munsey 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Sunklst  Growers,  Inc.,  and  California 
Walnut  Growers  Association,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.:  Northwest  Nut  Growers,  Portland, 
Oreg..  and  California  Almond  Growers  Ex- 
change, Sacramento,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Agricultural  and  farmer  coopera- 
tive matters. 

D.  (61    $3,265.42. 

E.  (4)  $48.33:  (6)  $2.44;  (7)  $10.15;  (9) 
$60.92:  (10)  $358.30:  (11)  $419.22;  (15) 
$48.S3,  Baf:  Bates.  1407  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  mimeographing. 

A.  Frank  M.  Porter.  50  West  Fiftieth  Street. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
B.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
Fiftieth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A.  Mrs.  Theodor  Oxholm,  654  Madison  Ave- 
nue, New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Volunteer  worker  for  Spokesmen  for 
Children.  Inc.,  654  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,   N.   Y. 

D.   (6)   $30. 

B.    (7)    $30:    (9)    $30:    (10)    $40;    (11)    $70. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Pacific    American    Tankshlp    Association, 
25  California  Street.  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tanker  division 
thereof,  including  without  limitation, 
amendments  relating  to  Titles  14.  33,  and 
46  of  the  United  States  Code  Annotated, 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  Trans- 
portation Act  of  1940,  appropriations  relat- 
ing to  agencies  charged  with  the  duty  of 
administering  laws  affecting  transportation, 
etc. 

D.  (6)   $200. 

E.  (2)  $900;  (9)  $900;  (10)  $1,800;  (11) 
$2,700. 
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A.  Pope,    Ballard,    and    Loos,    707    Munsey 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Basic  Vegetable  Products.  Inc.,  Vaca- 
vllle,  Calif.:  Gentry.  Inc..  Los  Angeles.  Calif.; 
Pucclnelll  Packing  Co..  Turlock.  Calif.:  and 
J.    R.    Slmplot    Dehydrating    Co.,    Caldwell, 

Idaho. 

C.  (2)  Tariff  and  customs  legislation;  ap- 
propriations for  Tariff  Commlsslon. 

E.  (10)  $1.80. 


A.  Pope,  Ballard,  and  Looa,  707  Munsey 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C, 

B.  California  Fig  Institute.  Fresno,  Calif. 

C  (2)  Tariff,  customs,  foreign  trade,  and 
appropriations  for  Agriculture  Department 
and  Tariff  Commission. 

D.  (6)  $500. 

A.  Pope.    Ballard,    and    Looa,    707    Munsey 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Mushroom  Growers   Cooperative   Asso- 
ciation and  Cultivated  Mushroom  Institute 
of  America,  both  of  Kenuett  Square,  Pa. 


A.  Kenneth    L.    Pray.    1632    K    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Schenley  Distillers.  Inc.,  and  affiliated 
companies. 

C.  (2)  Proposals  affecting  Schenley  Dis- 
tillers, Inc.,  and  affiliated  companies. 

A.  William  H.  Press,  204  Evening  Star  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Washington  Board  of  Trade,  204  Eve- 
ning Star  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  Interest  to  the  Washington 
Board  of  Trade. 

D.  (6)  $3,924.99. 

A.  Allen   Pretzman,   50   West   Broad   Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio. 
B.  Scioto-Sandusky   Conservancy   District, 
50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus.  Ohio. 

A.  Harry  E.  Proctor,  1110  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Oliver  &  Donnally.  1110  Investment 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C,  for  the  National 
Association  of  Mutual  Savings  Banks,  60 
East  Forty-second  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

E.   (10)  $10.25. 

A.  Proprietary  Association,  810  Eighteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  f>roprletary  med- 
icines industry. 

E.  (4)  $136.80:  (7)  $100;  (9)  $236.80:  (10) 
$473.60;  (11)  $710.40. 

A.  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of  America,  Post 
Office  Drawer  594,  Newark,  N.  J. 

C  (2)  General  Interest  In  all  legislation 
affecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

E  (2)  $3,750;  (7)  $424.32;  (9)  $4,174.32; 
(10)  $7,011.03:  (11)  $11,185.35:  (15)  $4,174.32. 
MUo  J.  Warner.  Nicholas  BuUdlng,  Toledo, 
Ohio,  profesfiional^rvlces. 
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A.  Qanson  Purcell.  910  Seventeenth  Street 
NW..  WaKhlnsrton.  D.  C. 

B.  Dr.  Walter  buschlnsky.  93  Perry  Street. 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  <2)  Legislation  to  grant  permanent  resi- 
dence to  client  (S.  523). 

E.   (9)    M.Sa;    (10)    $10.80;    (11)    $15.68. 

A.  Ganson  Purcell.  910  Seventeenth  Street 
NW     Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Insular  Lumber  Co..  1406  Locust  Street. 
Philadelphia.  Pa.  .    .        ^       „» 

C  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  or 
client  are  those  affecting  foreign  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  including  tax  and 
tariff  legislation. 

D.  (6)  $750.  „„     ,,„^ 

E,  (6)  $2.69;  (8)  $1.09;  (9)  $3.78;  (10) 
$38.73;    (11)    $42.51. 

A.  Edmund  R.  Purves.  1735  New  York  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Architects.  1735 
New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  in  relation  to  the  ar- 
chitectural profession. 

D.  (6)  $200. 

A.  C    J.   Putt.   920  Jackson   Street.   Topeka, 

Kans.  „    T,   ii 

B  The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Rail- 
way Co.,  920  Jackson  Street,  Topeka.  Kans. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  in  mat- 
ters affecting  railroads. 

E.  (10)   $267.40. 

A.  Ward  L.  Quaal,  532  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Clear     Channel     Broadcasting     Service 
(CCBS),     Suite     532,     Shoreham     Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  CCBS  is  opposed  to  any  proposed 
legislation  calling  for  the  duplication  of 
class  I-A  clear  channel  frequencies  or  the 
limitation  of  the  power  of  class  I-A  stand- 
ard broadcast  stations. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (7)  $42.33;  (9)  $42.33;  (10)  $1,06163; 
(11)   $1,103.96. 

.  A.  Luke  C.  Quinn,  Jr.,  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver 
Street;  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Associations, 
50  West  Fifty-seventh  Street;  Arthritis  and 
Rheumatism  Foundation,  537  Fifth  Avenue; 
National  Multiple  Sclerosis,  270  Park  Avenue, 
New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  To  present  the  need  for  adequate 
appropriations  by  the  Federal  Legislature  for 
research  In  the  fields  of  diseases  which  kill 
and  disable  people. 

D.  (6)   $7,274.98. 

E  (2)  $940.39;  (5)  $273.03;  (6)  $216  88; 
i,7)  $1,763;  (9)  $3,193.30;  (10)  $8,566.52;  (11) 
$11,779.82. 


A.  F.  Miles  Radigan.  1200  Nineteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  mem- 
,       ber  electric  utility  companies.' 

D.  (6)  $1,650. 

E.  (10)    $87.60. 

A.  Alex   Radin,    1757   K  Street   NW..  Wash- 
tnfton,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Public  Power  Association. 
1757  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  gener- 
ation, transmission,  and  distribution  of 
electrical  energy  by  local  publicly  owned  elec- 
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trie  systems,  and  the  management  and  op- 
eration of  such  systems. 
D.   (6)  $2,250. 


A    Radio-Television  Manufacturers   Associa- 
tion. 777  Fourteenth  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
C    (2)   Those  relating  directly  or  indirectly 

to   the   radio   and   television   manufacturing 

^"^£"^(^21"  $2,867.50:  (8*  $169  45;  (9)  $3,036  95; 
(10)  $5,754  69,  111)  $8.79164;  (15|  $3,036  9o, 
Pierson  and  Ball.  Ring  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  services  and  expenses. 


A.  Leon  Raesly.  suite  624,  1625  I  Street  NW  , 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    S.   1671  and  S    1672. 

A.  Railroad   Pension    Conference,    p..  si -office 
box  798,  New  Haven.  Conn. 
C    (2)    For    enactment    of    30-year    retire- 
ment regardless  of  age  at  half  pay  based  on 
the  5  years  of  highest  eurnings. 

D.  (6)   $201. 

E  (4)  861  U:  (5\  $63  12;  (6^  $13  97;  (7t 
$7937;  (8)  $9.21,  (9)  $226,78,  O^)  $47j.4o; 
(11  )  $702  23. 

A.  Railroad  Security  Owners  A.ssrciatlon, 
Inc  .  110  East  Forty-second  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

A,  Railway  Labor  Executives"  Association,  10 
Independence  Avenue  SW  ,  Washington, 

D    C. 

C.    (21    Any     les^lslation      affecting     labor, 
especially  railroad   labor. 


A.  Alan    T.    Rains.    777    Fourteenth    Street 
NW  .  Washington,  D.  C, 

B.  United  Fresh  Fruit  and  Vegetable  As- 
sociation. 777  Fourteenth  Street  NW  ,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  any  legislation  af- 
fecting the  marketing  and  distribution  of 
fresh  fruits  and  vegetables,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly. 

E.    (10)    $50. 

A.  DeWltt  C,  Ramsey,  610  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D    C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of 
America.  Inc.,  619  Shoreham  Building.  Wash- 
mgton.  D   C. 

C,  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  avia- 
tion Industry. 


'  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A,  Donald  J.  Ram.sey,  1612  I  Street  NW , 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Silver  Users  Association,  1612  I  Street 
NW,,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  involving  silver. 

D.  (6)    $4,24998. 

E  (7)  $969  23:  (9)  $969  23;  (10)  $1,- 
920.53;    (11)    $2,889,76. 

A,  Record  Industry  Association  of  America. 
Inc.,  270  Park  Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  record 
Industrv. 

K   (6j    $328.45;    (10)    $7  50;    (11)    $335.95. 

A.  Otle  M.  Reed.  Wyatt  Building.  777  Four- 
teenth Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Creameries  Association,  817 
New  York  Building,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  and  dairy  product  manufacturing 
concerns. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (2)  $1,500:  (5)  $150;  (9)  $1,650;  (10) 
$3,476.76;    (11)   $5,126.76. 


A  Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference  of 
the  American  Trucking  Associations. 
Inc.  1424  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Wash- 
Incton,  D.  C. 

C,  l2)  The  general  leglslatlv.'  ''iterest  Is 
the  protection  and  fostering  o:  ihe  Inereats 
of  federally  regulated  mo' «  ■  common  car- 
riers of  general  commodities 

D.  (6)    $1,64281. 

E  (2)  $1,050;  (4)  $263  fl9:  (5)  $25;  (8) 
$304  12:  (9»  $1,64281;  (10)  $^0,706.37;  (11) 
$12,349  IB;  (15)  $263  69.  American  Trucking 
Associations,  Inc..  1424  Sixte.-n-.h  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D  C  .  biweekly  news  letter; 
$295  47.  Miu-lon  F.  Jones.  Denver,  Colo.,  legal 
fee,  $825;  R  J  McBrlde,  salary;  $225,  A.  B. 
Rosenbaum,  salary. 

A  Oerard  D  Rielly,  1120  Tower  Building. 
Washington,   D    C. 

B  Foremanshlp  Foundation,  513-20  Har- 
ries Building.  Dayton,  Ohio. 

D     (6)    $1,249  98. 

A    Reserve  Officers  Association  of  the  United 

States,    2517    Connecticut    Avenue    NW., 

W.islungton,  D.   C. 

C    (2)    LfkTlslalion    for    development    of    a 

military   poUCj    lor  the  United  Stales  which 

will    guarantee    adequate    national    •ecurlty. 

(3)  The  Reserve  Officer. 

A  Retired  Officers  Association,  Inc.,  1616  I 
Street  NW  ,  Washington.  D,  C. 

C,  (2)  Any  and  all  le^:L<!latlon  pertinent  to 
the  rights,  benefits,  privileges,  and  obliga- 
tions of  retired  officers,  male  and  female. 
Regular  and  Reserve,  and  their  dependents 
and  survivors,  of  whatever  nature,  dealing 
with  i>ersonnel  matters,  pay  and  retirement 
benefits,  and  pensions,  studying  and  analyz- 
ing' bills,  etc      (3)  The  RellreU  Officer. 

D     (6j    $20,417.25. 

A    Retirement    Federation    of    Civil    Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment,   yoo    F    Street    NW..    Washington, 
D    C. 
C    (2  I    Retention  and  improvement  of  the 
Civil   Service   Retirement   and   United   SUleb 
Employees  Compensation  Acts. 
D     (6)    $12,735,57. 

E  |2i  $2,7,!7  90;  (4)  $433  50:  (5)  $568,01; 
(6i  $9453,  (7)  $28005;  (8)  $3,021.22;  (9) 
$7,135.21.  OO)  $9,961,72.  ^1)  $17,096.93. 
(15).' 

A  Hubert  M  Rhodes.  740  Eleventh  Street 
NW  .   Washington,    D.    C. 

B  Credit  Union  National  Association.  Inc.. 
1617   Sherman    Avenue.   Madison,  Wis. 

C    (2i    legislation  affecting  credit  unions. 

n     i6i    $425 

E    (10)    $21.55. 


A  Charles  R  Richey,  777  Fourteenth  Street 
NW  .  WashingU)!!,  D.   C. 

B  American  Hotel  Association,  221  West 
Fifty-seventh  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  and  statutes  of 
Interests  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D     (6)    $1,875. 

E  (7i  $11501,  (9)  $115.01,  (10)  $327;  (11) 
$442  01. 

A.  Slert  F  Riepma,  1028  Munacy  Building, 
Washm^^ton,  D    C. 

B  Nationiil  Association  of  Margarine  Man- 
ufacturers, 1028  Munsey  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2 1  Interested  In  the  passage  of  H.  R. 
3207,  H.  R.  5012,  and  S.  2083,  all  designed  to 
amend  the  Navy  Ration  Statute;    interested 


In  any  other  legislation  that  may  relate  to 
margarine. 

E.   (10)    $12.80. 

A.  George  D.  Riley.  901  Massachusetts  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901 
Massachusetta     Avenue     NW.,     Washington. 

D    C. 

C  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  generally,  and  specifically  bills  af- 
fecting workers. 

D.  (6)    $2,444. 

E.  (6)  $18.35;  (8)  $145.65;  (9)  $164;  (10) 
$496;    (11)    $630. 

A.   Paul   H.   Robblns,   1121    Fifteenth  Street 
NW.,   Washington,  D.   C. 
B    National  Society  of  Professional  Ehigl- 
neers.   1121  Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  Interests 
of  professional  engineers.  (3)  Legislative 
Bulletin. 

D    (6)    $250. 

A.  Edward  O.  Rodgers.  1107  Sixteenth  Street 
NW  .   Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  Air  Transport  Association  of  America. 
1107  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  for  the 
proper  advancement  of  the  airline  Industry. 

D,  (0)    $1,250, 

E,  (7)  $8.50;  (9)  $8.50;  (10)  $22.95;  (11) 
131  45. 

A    Frank    W.    Rogers.    911     Commonwealth 
3uildlng,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Western    Oil   and   Gas   Association,    510 
West  Sixth  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Federal  legislation  affecting  the 
petroleum  Industry  In  Washington.  Oregon. 
California.  Arizona,  and  Nevada. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  Watson  Rogers.  527  Munsey  Building, 
Washington.  D,  C. 

B  National  Food  Brokers  Association,  527 
Munsey  Building.  Washington.  D,  C. 

C  (2)  Support  of  Roblnson-Patman  Act 
and  reappointment  of  John  Carson  as  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commissioner. 

D,  (6)    $500. 

A.  RolanJ  Rice.  537  Washington  Building, 
Washington.  D,  C. 

B.  Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference 
of  the  American  Trucking  Association,  Inc.. 
1424  Sixteenth  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interest  of 
registrant  is  the  protection  and  fostering  of 
the  Interests  of  Federally  regulated  motor 
common  carriers  of  general  commodities. 

E.  (10)    $9. 

A.  Roland  H.  Rowe,  400  Investment  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Wholesale  Grocers'  Lbbo- 
clatlon,  400  Investment  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D   C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  aflectlng  Interests  of 
wholesale  grocers. 

D.  (6)    $5445. 


A.  John  Pomey  Rudy.   1809  O  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping. Inc..  1809  a  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  are  con- 
cerned with  the  declaration  of  policy  as  ex- 
pressed by  Congress  In  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act  of  1936. 

D.  (6)   $450. 

E.  (7)  $15.15;  (9)  $15.15;  (10)  $617.55; 
(11)   $632.70. 

A.  Edward  A.  Rumely.  205  East  Porty.-second 
Street,  New  York^U.  Y. 

B.  CommlttM  lot  Constitutional  Govern- 
ment. Inc.,  205  East  Forty-second  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Upholding  the  principles  of  private 
enterprise  and  constitutional  government. 

D.  (6)    $3,800. 

A.  Charles  J.  Rush,  312  Wire  Building.  1000 
Vermont  Avenue  NW,.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Washington  Real  Estate  Board,  Inc.,  312 
Wire  Building,  1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  local  measures  affecting  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  of  Interest. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A,  George    B.    Roscoe,    610    Ring    Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Electrical  Contractors  Associa- 
tion. Inc.,  610  Ring  Building,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C,  (2)  S,  2907,  a  bill  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  In  connection  with  construc- 
tion contracts  made  by  executive  agencies 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  a  continuing 
Interest  In  all  legislation  that  affects  the 
building  construction  and  electrical  indus- 
tries. 

E.   (2)  11.000;   (8)  $287.20;   (9)  $1,287.20. 


A.  Albert  R.   Russell,    162   Madison   Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Office  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  Council 
Is  organized. 

D.  (6)    $1,650. 

E.  (7)  $845  34;  (9)  $845.34;  (10)  $1,361.65; 
(11)   $2,206.99. 

A.  Francis  M.  Russell,  724  Fotirteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  724 
Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  National 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  and/or  affiliated 
companies. 

E.  (7)  $160;  (9)  $160;  (10)  $461.55;  (11) 
$021.55. 

A.  Horace  Russell,  T^uth  Dearborn  Street. 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  directly  or  Indirectly 
affecting  the  savings  and  loan  business. 

D.  (6)    $2,750. 

E.  (10)   $104.29. 

A.  M,  O.  Ryan.  777  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Hotel  Association,  221  West 
Fifty-seventh  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  and  statutes  of 
Interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (8)   $3,750. 

E.  (7)  $238.50;  (9)  $238.50;  (10)  $667.75; 
(11)    $906.25. 

A.  William    Henry    Ryan,    Room    303,    Ma- 
chinists Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  District  No.  44,  I.  A.  of  M.,  Room  303. 
Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  con- 
ditions of  Government  employees  and  inci- 
dentally organized  labor  in  general. 

D.  (6)   $1,499.94. 

E.  (7)  $15;   (9)  $15;   (10)   $30;   (11)   $45. 

A.  Robert  A.  Saltzsteln,  511  Wyatt  BuUdlng, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.    Emergency    Committee    of   Small    and 
Medium  Size  Magazine  Publishers,  400  Madi- 
son Avenue.   New  York  City.  N.   Y. 


C.  (2)  Interested  in  matters  affecting  sec- 
ond-class postal  rates;  particularly  PubUc 
Law  No.  233. 

D.  (6)   $750. 

E.  (6)  $25.94;  (9)  $25.94;  (10)  $211.12;  (11) 
$237.06. 

A.    J.   T.    Sanders,    744    Jackson   Place   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Grange.  744  Jackson  Place 
NW..  Washington.  D.   C.  » 

C.  (2)  I  am  employed  to  support  any  legis- 
lation on  which  the  National  Grange  has  ex- 
pressed policy  statement. 

D.  (6)    $1,752. 

E.  (7)  $29.58;  (9)  $29.58;  (10)  $162.55;  (11) 
$192.13. 

A.  Charles  E.  Sands.  4211  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employees  and 
Bartenders  International  Union,  525  Walnut 
Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)   Labor  and  social  legislation. 

D.  (6)   $1,800. 

E.  (5)  $102:  (6)  $36;  (7)  $48;  (9)  $186; 
(10)   $252;    (11)    $438. 

A.  L.  R.  Sanford,  21  West  Street,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

B.  Shipbuilders  Council  of  America.  21 
West  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A.  Sangamo  Electric  Co.,  Springfield,  111. 

C.  (2)  Seeking  amendments  to  Excess 
Profits  Tax  Act  of  1950.  which  appear  in  sec- 
tion 4  of  Public  Law  594,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  second  session,  approved  July  21. 
1952. 

E.    (10)   $9,000. 


A.  Satterlee.  Warfleld   &   Stephens,  49   Wall 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Nurses'  Association.  2  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  are  tv* 
legislation  relating  to  nurses,  nursing,  or 
health.  (3)  The  American  Journal  of 
Nursing. 

D.  (6)  $3,000. 

A.  Stuart  T.   Saunders,   108  North  Jefferson 
Street,  Roanoke,  Va. 
B.  Norfolk    &    Western    Railway    Co..    103 
North  Jefferson  Street.  Roanoke.  Va. 

E.  (10)   $30.75. 

A.  Schoene  &  Kramer,    1625  K  Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Railway  Labor  Executives'  Association. 
10  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Studies  of  Joint  Committee  on  Rail- 
road Retirement. 

E.  (6)  $25.12;  (7)  $1.77;  (9)  $26.89;  (10) 
$11.54;  (11)  $38.43. 

A.  Ed  D.  Schorr.  33  North  High  Street,  Co- 
lumbus, Ohio. 

B.  Ohio  Coal  Association,  1615  NBC  Build- 
ing, Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  pertaining  to  mine  safe- 
ty; interest  terminated  with  passage  of  Pub- 
lic Law  552. 

E.  (2)  $424.39;  (4)  $566.88;  (5)  $519.47; 
(6)  $189.56;  (7)  $210.81;  (8)  $9.61;  (9)  $1.- 
920.72;    (10)   $21,587.53;    (11)   $23,508.25. 

A.  Mildred  Scott,  1370  National  Press  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped,  1370  National  Press  Biillding. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Against  S.  1202.  for  S,  1318.  H.  R. 
8599.  H.  R.  4748.  S.  2652,  H.  R.  4051.  S.  1874. 

A  Vernon  Scott  and  Lorlng  A.  Schuler.  231 
South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  lU. 
B.  National  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc 
827  Fifteenth  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
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C  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  relate 
to  taxation,  government  regulation  of  busi- 
ness, and  other  legislation  directly  affecting 
business. 

D.  (6)   W.OOO. 

E.  (7)  $14.50;  (9)  114.50;  (10)  $108.85; 
(11)  $123.35. 

A.  Harry  See.  10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B    Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Soliciting  support  for  legislation 
favorable  to  the  Interests  of  labor  and  op- 
posing unfavorable  legislation. 

E.  (7)  $2.25;  (9)  $2.25;  (10)  $34.85:  (11) 
$37.10. 

A.  A.  Manning  Shaw.  Washington  Loan  and 
Trust  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B  Brov?n,  Lund,  and  Fitzgerald.  Wash- 
ington Loan  and  Trust  Building.  Washing- 
ton D  C.  for  National  Association  of 
Electric  Companies.  Ring  Building.  1200 
Eighteenth  Street.  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect  the 
members  of  the  N.  A.  E.  C. 

D.  (6)   $4,449.D9. 

A.  Mark  R-  Shaw.  114  Trenton  Street,  Mel- 
rose. Mass. 
B    National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War. 
1013    Eighteenth    Street    NW..    Washington. 

D    C. 

C.  (2)  Favor  economic  aid  to  Europe  and 
Asia,  universal  disarmament,  full  coopera- 
tion'with  UN  in  economic  and  social  welfare; 
oppose  UMT,  UMS.  military  aid  program,  re- 
arming Germany  and  Japan,  and  other  meas- 
ures related  to  peace  and  war.  (3)  Peace 
Action. 

E.  (7)  $19.30;  (9)  $19.30;  (10)  $114;  (11) 
$133.30. 

A.  Leander  I.  Shelley,  30  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  The  Port  of  New  York  Authority,  111 
Eighth  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  For  S.  2722,  S.  2815,  H.  R.  4484; 
against  Senate  Joint  Resolution  20. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (7)  $52.67;  (9)  $52.67;  (10)  $327  85; 
(11)  $380.52. 

A.  Bruce  E.  Shepherd,  488  Madison  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)    $110. 

A.  Earl  C.  Shively.  16  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus.  Ohio. 

B.  The  Ohio  Railroad  Association,  16  East 
Broad  Street.  Columbus.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroad  in- 
terests. 

E.  (10)   $600.37. 

A.  Sliver  Users  Association,  1612  I  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.   (2)    Legislation  involving  silver. 

E.  (2)  $6,867.98;  (5)  $945  61:  |6|  $547  42; 
(7t  $969.23;  (8)  $366.20:  (9)  $9,696.44;  (10) 
$19,190.66.    (11)    $28,887.10. 

A.  Six  Agency  Committee,  315  South  Broad- 
way. Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  California's 
rights  in  the  Colorado  River,  including  S. 
75,  to  authorize  the  Central  Arizona  project 
and  House  Joint  Resolution  21  and  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  26,  Colorado  River  litigation 
resolutions,  and  legislation  relating  to  recla- 
mation and  water  resources  policies. 

D.  (6)    $10,000. 

E.  (2)  $3,715;  (8)  $162.70;  (3)  $3  877  70; 
(10)  $10,402.13.  (11)  $14,279.83;  (15l  $3.- 
877.70.  Northcutt  Ely.  1209  Tower  Building. 
Wasbington,  D.  C.  fee  and  expenses. 


A.  Stephen  G.  Sllpher.  Room  512,  711  Four- 
teenth Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League. 
221  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C  (2)  Interested  in  legislation  affecting 
savings  and  loan  associations,  housing,  home 
financing,  thrift  and  financial  Institutions. 

D.  (6)    $1,150. 

E.  (7)    $460;    (9)    $4  60;    (10)    $42.15;    (11) 

$46.75. 


D.    (6)    $3,750. 

E     (6)   $125  9o:    (7)   $1S48  30;   (9)   $1,474.25; 
(lU)    $l,2a4.82,    111)    $2,769  07. 


A.  J.    D.    Snyder,    1040    LaSalle    Hotel.    Chi- 
cago. 111. 
B    Illinois  Railroad  Association,  room  1526. 
33   South   Clark   Street.  Chicago  3,  111. 

C    (2)    Lemsliiiiun  iiilcctuig  ruiiruads. 
D.    (6)    $750, 


A.  Miss  Elizabeth  A.  Smart.  13fi  Constitution 
Avenue  NE  .  Washington.  D    C. 
B     Natunal    Woman's    Christian   Temper- 
ance Union,  1730  Chicago  Avenue,  Ev:uv,ton. 

Ill-  ._,,., 

C.  (2)    Legislation    deallnc;    with    alcohol. 

narcotics,    liuernutional    relations,    women, 
and  children. 

D.  (6)    8612. 

E.  (5)   $151,29:   ifii   ir?9  65,   i9i  $190  94;   (10) 
$1,068.66;    (U)    $1.259  60. 


A.  Anthony  W   Smith,  718  Jackson  Place  NW  . 
Washinut'in,   D    C. 

B.  Congress    of    Industrial    OrKanl/.itlons. 
718  Jackson  Pl.'ice  NW  ,  W;u^hln^;ton,  D    C. 

C.  (2 1   Forestry,  regional  devrl.ipnient,  re- 
source conservation,  labor  relations. 

D.  (6      $42. 


A.  George  C.  Smith,  Jr..   1615  II  Street  NW  , 
Waslnngtun.  D,  C. 

B.  Chamber  of  Commfrre  of  the  United 
States.  1615  H  Street  NW  .  Wa.shinmon.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Specific  Interests  Include  arpr^  pri.i- 
tions  bin.=;,  bills  to  enact  recommendations  of 
the  Hoover  Commission,  other  re()rcanizat."u 
proposals,  and  substantive  leuMslatlun  involv- 
ing  Government   expenditures. 

D.  (6)    S2.500. 

E.  (6)     $12  12:     (1)     $762  87;     (9)     $774  39; 
(10)    $881  24;    (11)    $1,656  23. 


A.  Siuthern  States  Industrial  Council, 
Siahlman  Bulklm'j.  Nashville,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free-enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
l.slatiun  unfavorable  to  that  system.  (3) 
Southern  States  Indostrial  Council  Bulletm. 

D     U">i    *1,T  44,!   '8. 

E  (2:  $i:U<01  97;  (4)  $4.342  83;  (5^  $1  - 
519  76  (6i  $:174:J8;  (7)  $113  34;  (8)  $317  59, 
ii»i  $2u5o9b7,  (10)  $41,008  28;  (U)  »61.- 
578  15. 

A  Sponce  H^trhklss,  Parker  nod  Duryee,  40 
Wall  Street,  New  Ywrlc,  N    Y. 

B  Aircraft  Iiulu'itrles  Association  of 
America,  Inc  .  610  Shoreham  Building,  Wash- 
ington.  D    C 

C  i2»  Le^jiblation  to  establish  a  national 
air  i)olicy. 

A.  Spokesmen   fT  Children,  Inr  .  654  Madi- 
son  Avenue.   New  York,   N.   Y. 
C    (2)    Better  laws  for  maternal  care,  child 
health,  and  welfare. 

n    f6i  *.'"i. 

K     (.Si    $!5  4.T    (6>   $20:   (7)  $30;   (9)  $05  45; 

(lU)    $416  O'J,    I  11  I    $481  54. 


A.  Harold    O.    Smith,    Jr  ,    400    Investnruent 
Building,   1500  K  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
B.  United  States  WTioIesale  Grocers'  A.s.so- 

ctation.  Inc  ,  400  Iiuestmeiit  Building,  Wa.sh- 

Ington,  D    C. 

A.Lloyd  W    Smith.  423  Shoreham  Building, 
Washincton,  D.  C. 

B.  Chlcatjo,  Burlington  &  Qulnry  Railroad 
Co..  547  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago, 
111. 

C.  (2)  Any  leel.slation  affectlnc  dlrecMy  or 
indirectly  the  Chicago,  Burlington  A:  Qiunry 
Railroad  Co. 

D.  (6)    $2,085. 

A.  Puree!!  L.  Smith,   1200  Eighteenth  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  AssociatUjn  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D,  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  that  mhrht  affect 
member  electric  utility  companies.' 

n,    (6l    816.250.01. 

E.  (6)  $1875;  (7)  $2,15140;  (8)  $35;  (9) 
$2,205.15,    UO)    $948  9:i;    ^U)   $3,154.08. 


A.  Sylvester  C    Smith.  Jr.,  763  Broad  Street, 
Newark,  N.  J 

B.  Pri  dential  Insurance  Co.  of  America, 
763  Broad  Street,  Newark.  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  all  legislation 
affecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

A.  Calvin    K.    Snyder,    1737    K    Street    NW.. 
Wa.shlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National  Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards, 
1737  K  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  Industry. 


A    Th'imas  G   Stack,  1104  West  One  Hundred 
and  Fourth  Place.  Chicago.  111. 
n    National  Railr'iad  Pension  Forum.  Inc., 
1104  West   One   Hundred   and   Fourth   Place. 

Chic.igo.   VI 

c    (2i  H  R   \r-,r-,  n  n   2129  s  309,  h   r 

242:V  H.  R  6228.  H  R  2422.  S  510.  H  R 
2t;H8  H  R  23i:l.  H  R  2:543.  H.  R  1313.  S. 
1125.  Public  I^w  2:14,  Senate  Concurrent  Res- 
olutions 51  and  56.  and  all  legislation  per- 
taining to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and 
to  secure  for  railroad  employees  covered  by 
this  act  addiuuiial  benelit.s.  (3)  Rail  Pen- 
sion News 

D    (61    $1  T2n 

E  (1)  $214  50  f2>  $1,320;  (A)  $1,400;  (61 
84*;  (9|  $2'J8U50,  (10)  $5,257.05;  (11)  IS,- 
237  55. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A  H  .- ard  M  Starling.  837  Washington 
Buiklir,..'.   Washm :;ton.  D.  C. 

13  Assocl.ition  of  Ca.'-ualty  &  Surety  Com- 
panies, 60  John  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surfty    comp.'inles. 

D     (61    $150 

E     I lOi    $15  25. 

A.  Charles  I  Stencle,  tOO  F  Street  N'W,  Wash- 
intjton.   D    C. 

B  American  Federation  of  Government 
Enn>ioyees,  900  P  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D     C 

C  (2)  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  of  Columbia 
Government   employees. 

D.  (61    $1  615  32 

E.  (7)  $6  40;  (9)  $6.40;  (10)  $93.50;  (11) 
$99  90. 

A.  Mrs     Alexander    Stewart,     1734    F    Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Women's  International  League  for  Peace 
and  tTeedom,  1734  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $7,553  T6. 

E.  (2)  $5.772  30;  (4)  $504  24;  (5)  $2.05925; 
(6)  $306  17;  (7)  $233  96:  (9)  $8,875.92.  (10) 
$21,200  81,     (11)    $30,136.73. 


A.  Charles  T.  Stewart,  1737  K  Street  NW., 
WaEhlngton.  D.  C. 
B    National    Association     of    Real    Estate 
Boards,  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  leglalation  affecting  the  real 
estate  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,431.21. 
E    (7)    $114.96;  (8)  $16.26;  19)  $131.21;  (10) 

$555.90;    (U)    $687.11. 

A  Ersklne  Stewart.  Suite  808.  Sheraton 
Building,  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  iwetall  Dry  OocxIb  Aasoclatlon. 
100  West  Thirty-first  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  H.  R.  5605.  S.  2164.  cotton  labeling; 
"  1267.  fiber  labcllag;  S.  2918,  H.  R.  7256, 
H  R  7257.  H  R.  7258,  Senate  Resolution  169, 
H  R  6189.  all  appropriation  legislation; 
H    R    7852.  H.  R.  8124,  H.  R.  7447.  H.  B.  7564. 

D.  (6)    $375. 

E.  (9)    $1.25;    (10)    $38 JO;    (11)    $39.55. 

A  Wilson  E.  Still.  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
P   O.  Box  18.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C  (2)  The  National  Cotton  CouncU  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
affecting  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will  pro- 
mote the  purposes  for  which  the  council  is 
organized. 

D.  (6)    $1,350. 

E.  (7)    $711.27;    (9)   $711.27. 

A.  Edwin  L  Stoll.  1737  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards,  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $2.460  40. 

E.  (7)  $2  60;  («)  $32.80;  (9)  $35.40;  (10) 
$97.56;     (11)    $132.96. 

A  Sterling  F.  Stoudenmlre,  Jr.,  1729  H  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Waterman  Steamship  Corp.,  61  St.  Jo- 
seph Street,  Mobile,  Ala. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  Amer- 
ican merchant  marine  and  transportation 
generally. 

D.  (6)    $1,000, 
E    (7)  $12.51;   (9)  $12.51;   (10)  $4206;   (11) 

$54  57. 

A.  Mrs.  Ada  Barrett  Stough,  132  Third 
Street  SE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  American  Parents'  Committee.  132 
Third  Street  SE.,  Washington.  D.  C, 

C  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction  and  legislation  providing  na- 
tional school -heal  :h  services.  Appropria- 
tions to  establish  program  of  education  for 
children  of  mlgrat-jry  workers,  bills  to  safe- 
guard health  and  welfare  of  children  of  mi- 
gratory workers,  appropriations  for  the  Chil- 
dren's Bureau,  ard  national  echool-lunch 
programs,  emergency  maternal  and  Infant 
care. 

D.   (6)    $1,149.85. 


A    Paul    A.    Strachan.    1370    National    Press 
Building.  Waslilngton,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Feceratlon  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped,  1370  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Oppose  S.  1202;  for  S.  1318,  H.  R. 
3599.  H.  R.  4748.  S    2652,  H.  R.  4051,  S.   1874. 

E.   (11)    $2,560. 

A.  O.    R.    8trackb«ln,    424    Bowen    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  America's     Wage     Earners'     Protective 

Conference. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 


A.  O.  R.  Strackbein.  424  Bowen  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  International  Allied  Printing  Trades 
Association,  Box  728,  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

D.   (6)    $625. 

A.  O.    R    Strackbein,    424   Bowen   Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Labor-Management  Council. 
D.   (6)    $1,625. 

A.  Arthur  Sturgls,  Jr.,  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation.  1625  I 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  propoeals  affecting  the 
retail  Industry,  Including  the  Industry's  rela- 
tions with  the  Federal  Government,  with  Its 
suppliers,  employees,  and  customers.* 

D.  (6)    $625. 

E.  (10)    $18.50. 

A.  J.  E.  Sturrock,  Post  OfHce  Box  2084.  Capi- 
tol Station,  Austin.  Tex. 

B.  Texas  Water  Conservation  Association, 
Poet  Office  Box  2084,  Capitol  Station,  Austin, 
Tex. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  con- 
cerning the  development,  conservation,  pro- 
tection, and  utilization  of  Texas'  land  and 
water  resources  through  existing  State  and 
Federal  agencies;  opposed  to  all  legislation 
creating  Federal  valley  authorities  and  all 
legislation  seeking  to  superimpose  Federal 
control  over  State  control  In  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  State's  water  resources.  (3) 
Texas  Water. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (2)  $43;  (5)  $26.06;  (6)  $5.40;  (7) 
$667.92;  (8)  $8656;  (9)  $828.94;  (10)  $2,- 
141.86;    (11)    $2,970.80. 

A.  Francis     M.     Sullivan.     1701     Eighteenth 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Disabled  American  Veterans,  National 
Headquarters,  1423  East  McMillan  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  war  veterans, 
their  dependents  and  survivors  of  deceased 
veterans.     (3)    DAV  Semi-Monthly. 

D.  (6)   $2,906.60. 

A.  A.  D.  Sutherland,  104  South  Main  Street, 
Fond  du  Lac.  Wis. 

B.  Louis  Cary,  successor  trustee  of  Bank- 
ers Farm  Mortgage  Co.,  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis..  In 
behalf  of  former  bondholders  of  Bankers 
Joint  Stock  Land  Bank  of  Milwaukee.  Wis., 
and  F.  A.  Carlton,  135  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  For  H.  R.  6813. 

E.  (6)  $1.55;  (9)  $1.55;  (10)  $57.45;  (11) 
$59. 


A.  Edward  D.  Taylor,  777  Fourteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Office  Equipment  Manufacturers  Insti- 
tute,  777  Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

A.  Hugh    W.    Taylor.    1507    M    SUeet    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Burley  and  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export 
Association.  Inc.,  620  South  Broadway,  Lex- 
ington, Ky. 

C.  (2)  Mutual  Secvirlty  Agency  and  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  appropriations. 

D.  (6)   $2,500. 

E.  (7)  $215.17;  (8)  $13.05;  (9)  $228.22; 
(10)    $433.33;    (11)    $561.55. 

A.    Margaret  K.   Taylor,   1731   I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C- 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and  Legis- 
lative Letter, 

D.  (6)    $2,369.65. 

E.  (9)  $7.15;  (10)  $9.50;   (11)  $16.45. 

A.  Tyre  Taylor,  1112  Dupont  Circle  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council, 
Stahlman  Building.  Nashville.  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  program  of 
the  council  with  particular  emphasis  on  leg- 
islation favorable  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
free  enterprise  system. 

D.  (8)   $2,156.28. 

E.  (5)   $503  82;    (6)    $121.77;    (9)    $625.59. 

A.  Donald  Teel,   1516   Olds  Tower,  Lansing, 
Mich. 

B.  Michigan  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc., 
1516  Olds  Tower,  Lansing,  Mich. 

C.  (2)  In  favor  of  legislation  designed  to 
have  all  business  corporations  taxed  In  the 
same  manner  and  on  the  same  basis. 

A.   Marjorle   L.  Temple,    1917  I   Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Business  and 
Professional  Women's  Clubs.  Inc.,  1819  Broad- 
way. New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interests  are 
those  which  affect  favorably  or  adversely  the 
Interests  of  women  In  business  and  the  pro- 
fessions.    (3)  The  Independent  Woman. 

D.  (6)   $274,145. 
E    (2)   $900;    (5)   $409.16:    (6)    $51;    (B)   $4; 

(9)    $1,364.16;    (10)    $2,615.79;    (11)    $3,979.95. 


A.  Tax    Equality    Association    of    Montana, 
McKay    Building,    107    East    Main,    Mis- 
soula, Mont. 
C.  (2)  Repeal  of  the  exemption  contained 
in  sections  101  (12)  and  (13)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  and  all  bUls  so  to  do  which 
apply  to  the  conduct  of  business  competition 
with  goods  and  services  produced  for  a  live- 
lihood by  the  citizenry. 

E.   (7)    $125;    (9)    $125:    (10)    $3.61;    (11) 
$128.61. 

A.  Tax  Equality  Committee  of  Kentucky,  211 
Columbia  Building,  LouUvllle.  Ky. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  revision  of  section  101, 
Internal  Revenue  Code. 

D.  (6)  $1,587.50. 

E.  (2)  $621.25;  (4)  $89.07;  (5)  $210;  (6) 
$7.66;  (7)  $141.28;  (8)  $7.84;  (9)  $977.10; 
(10)  $1,617.29;  (11)  $2,594.39;  (15)  $375. 
Donald  F.  Nemlte.  211  Columbia  Building. 
Louisville,  Ky..  salary,  etc.» 


» Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  John  U.  Terrell,  424  Wyatt  BuUding, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Colorado   River    Association,   306    West 
Third  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)   S.  75  and  H.  R.  1500. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

A.  Texas  Water  Conservation  Association, 
207  West  Fifteenth  Street,  (P.  O.  Box 
2084.  Capitol  Station) ,  Austin,  Tex. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  con- 
cerning the  development,  conservation,  pro- 
tection and  utUizatlon  of  Texas'  land  and 
water  resources  through  existing  State  and 
Federal  agencies;  opposed  to  all  legislation 
creating  Federal  valley  authorities  and  all 
legislation  seeking  to  superimpose  Federal 
control  over  State  control  in  the  distribution 
of  the  State's  water  resources.  (3)  Texas 
Water. 

D.  (6)   $11,405. 

E  (2)  $1,781.46:  (3)  $25;  (4)  $1,508.97; 
(5)  $351.24;  (6)  $152.04;  (7)  $485.07;  (8)  $1.- 
133.83;  (9)  $5,437.61;  (10)  $10,226J»8;  (11) 
$12  663.89:  (15)  $1,218.60,  J.  E.  Sturrock,  Aus- 
tin,' Tex.,  salary;  $562.86.  Mildred  B.  Vaught, 
Auatin.    Tex.,   salary;    $25.   NaUonal    Biveri 
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UKl  HartKn  ODagren.  WadUngtcn.  D.  C, 
contribution;  $185J&.  Ttoe  Bteek  Oo^  Austin, 
Tex,  pitaUng  axta  sUtteBcsr:  etc.' 

A.  Oliver  A.  Thomas,  43  Sierra  Street,  Reno, 
Nev. 
B  Nerada  Rallroftd  Awoclatlon.  43  Sierra 
Street,  Reno.  Nev.,  The  Union  Pacific  Rail- 
road Co..  The  Western  Paelfle  Railroad  Co.. 
and  So»rthem  Paclfle  Co. 

C.  (2)  All  Senate  and  House  Wlla  and 
resolutions  affecting  the  Intereats  of  Nevada 
rallrtMuls. 

D.  (6)    $675. 

B.  (10)   M23.64. 

A.  Chester  C.  Thompson.  1319  F  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B   The    American    Waterways    O^Tatars, 
Inc..  1319  P  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  affecting  barge  and 
towlng-vessel  industry  and  water  transpor- 
tation. 

D.  (8)   $8,168.88. 

B.  (7)  $69;  (9)  $89;  (10)  $370.75;  (11) 
$439.75. 

A.  Julia  C.  Thompson.  711  Fourteenth  Street 
NW..  Suite  805.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Nurses'  Association,  2  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  nurses 
nursing,  and  health. 

D.  (6)    $1,153.80. 

A.  G  D.  Tllghman,  1604  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Disabled  Emergency  Officers  of  the 
World  Wars,  1604  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (3)  General  legislation  pertaining  to 
the  pay  of  military  personnel. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (10)    $33.75. 

A.  E.  W.  Tinker.  122  East  Forty-second  Stxeet, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Paper  and  Pulp  Association. 
122  East  Forty-second  Street,  New  York, 
K.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interesta  are  those  of 
employer. 

A.  William  H.  Tlnney,  211  Southern  Build- 
ing, Fifteenth  and  H  Streets  NW..  Wash- 
higton.  D.  C. 
B.  The    Pennsylvania    Railroad    Co..    1740 

Broad  Street  Station  Building,  Philadelphia, 

Pa. 
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C.  (2)    Any  mat 

compress  and  cotton  warehouaa  indnatry. 
E.  (10)   $15.56. 

A    The  Townsend  Plan,  Inc..  and  TownsCT^d 
National    Weekly.    Tnc,    6875    Broadway, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
C.   (2)    To  enact  the  TOwiwend  Plan  Into 
law.     (3)  Ttrwnsend  National  Weekly. 
E.    (2)    $1,950. 

A.  Matt  Trlggs,  261  Con»tltutlon  Avenue  NW  , 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  221 
North  UiSalle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Inflation  control;  Government 
credit  policies;  Federal  Reserve  policy;  repeal 
of  resale  price  maintenance;  immigration 
leglslatiun;  Mexican  farm  labor  importation: 
farm  machinery  and  supplies;  fertilizer; 
agricultural  labor;  transportation  leplslatlon; 
Federal  ixmtrlbutlan  to  State  unemployment 
Insurance  payments;  ICC  decision  ou  pro- 
hibition of  trip  leasing;  control  and  eradica- 
tion of  brucellosis;  selective  service;  aocd 
control. 

D.  (6)    $1,687.50. 

E.  (7)     $38.20;     (9)     $38.20;     (10)     $106  18. 
(11)    $144.36. 

A.  Paul  T.  Trultt.  817  Barr  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Anierican  Plant  Pood  Council.  Inc..  817 
Barr  Building.   Washingtom,   D.    C- 

C.  (2 1    Generally  interested  In  legislation 
affectlnj;  the  fertilizer  Industry. 


(15).'  

A.  Wert«m  Vernon.  Jr,  partner  of  Milbank, 
Tw«ed.  Hope  *  HacUe^.  14  Broad  Btrwt, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B    New    York    Stock    Excbange.    11    Wall 
Street.  Neir  York,  N    T. 

C  (2)  Proposed  Federal  tax  legUVation  af- 
fecting the  Interests  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  and  Its  members. 

D    f6)    $225 

E    (7)   $1220:    (9)    $1220;    (11)    $13.*). 


A.  S    G.  Tipton.  1107  Sixteenth  Street  NW  . 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Air  Transport  Association  of  America, 
1107  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  for  the 
proper  advancement  of  the  airline  Industry 
in  the  public  interest.* 

E.    (10)    $98.75. 

A.  H.  Willis  Tbbler.  1731  1  Street  NW  .  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market 
their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and 
LeglslatlTB  Letter. 

D.  (8)    $2,193.12. 

E.  (9)   $14.40;    (10)   $109.28;    (11)   $123.63. 


A.  John  H.  Todd.  1008  Sixteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Cotton  Compress  and  Cotton 
Warehouse  Ajuociatlon.  586  Shiine  Building, 
Memphis.  Teun. 


A.  Harold  J.  Turner,  Henry  Building,  Port- 
land. Oret;. 

B  Sn  ikane,  Portland  and  Seattle  Railway 
Co..  Southern  Pacific  Co..  Union  Paciiic  Bail- 
road  Cr  .  Henry  Building,  Purtlaiid.  Ores 

C.  {2\  All  bills  which  duectly  atlect  rail- 
roads o:"  Oregon. 


A.  United   Cerebral   Pal.sy  Associations,  Inc  , 
60  West  Fifty-seventh  Street.  New  York. 
N    Y. 
C.    (2i   Appropriations  for  public  healt-h. 
E.    (li    $99^9J;    (7(    »;i.5871;    ^yi    $1.35870; 
(10)   $2,215.58:    (11)    $3,574.28. 


A    A     L     Vlleti,    444    Madtson    Artnue.    New 
York,   N    Y 
B    The  Rubber  Manufactorers  Aaaoclatlon, 
Inc  ,  444  Madison  Avenue,  Mew  York,  N.  T. 


A.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  Asso- 
ciation, 115  Pearl  SUeet.  New  York,  N.  Y., 
ai^d    408   American    Building,    Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
C.    (2  I   Any  legl.<;lat!on  that  refers  to  sugar 

generally  and  the  refining  of  raw  cane  sugar 

specifically. 


A    Vlr^nla     Aaaorlated     Bvw1ne«!smCTi,     513 
TruveJers  Bukldlnf .  Richmond,  Va 

C  (2)  All  le-'lslatlon  affecting  the  tax  ex- 
emptions allowed  under  section  101  (13)  and 
(13 1  c.f  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  the 
United  States. 

D     1 6)    1645 

E  (21  •1.00150;  (41  $477.71;  (5)  $450;  ($> 
$23  80  i7p  $125  08.  (8)  $240.02;  (0>  $2,210.17; 
U0>  $5,646.61;   (11)   $7,864.78;    ^16).' 


'  Mot  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sco- 
re tary. 


A.  Unl:ed  States  Cuban  Surar  Council.  910 
Se-.-enteenth  Street  NW..  Washtogtun, 
D.  C. 

C.  (ID  General  legislative  Interests  are  all 
statutes  aiKl  bills  affecting  the  tmixjrtatlon 
by  the  United  States  of  sugar  from  Cut>a, 
and  the  tariff  rates  on  such  sugar,  and  those 
statutes  and  bills  aflectinfi:  trade  between 
the  Uiited  States  and  Cuba,  particularly 
trade  In  sugar, 

D.  (3)    $31.96244. 

E.  (It  $3.378  42;  (4)  $50161;  (9)  $3,880.03; 
(10)  fll,336.05;  (11>  $15.21608;  (15l  $3,- 
378  42,  Ivy  Lee  aiui  T.  J.  Rosa  405  Lexm^on 
Avenue,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.,  pubUc  relations. 

A.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
thrift  and  home  ownership  and  particularly 
helpful  to  savings  and  loan  associations  and 
cooperative  banks  In  carrying  out  their  thrift 
and  home  financine:  objectives  and  oppose 
legislation  detrimental  to  home  ownership 
and  these  institutions. 

E.  (12)  $4,546  17;  $3,127.27;  (5)  $774  32; 
(6)     $114.07.     ^7)     $11.60;     (8)     $278.64;     (9) 


Vltrtfled  China  Asaoclation.  Inc.,  617  Wy- 
att  BuUding.  Washington.  D.  C. 


A  Tracy  S  Vonrhles,  711  Fourteenth  Street 
NW     Washington.  D    C 

B    CMmmlttee  on  the  Present  Danger. 

C  (2)  Mutual  security  and  military  man- 
power. 

A.  James  A.   Wapnteiwr.   1031   Hume   Manrar 
Building.  Indianapolis.  led. 
B    Indiana  State  Medical  AABOdatlan.  1021 

Hume    Mansur    Bullcllng,    Indianapolis.    Ind. 

C.  (2)  AM  bills  pending  before  Congrcsa 
which  would  create  national  health  Inaur- 
ance. 

A.  Stephen  M  Walter,  1200  Eighteenth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  National  As,sociatlon  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  El^teeuth  SUeet  NW.,  Waah- 
iiigion.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Lrgi.slatlnn  that  might  affect  mem- 
ber  ele-tric   utility   conipaniea.' 

D.  (6 1    $7.000  02. 

E  (7i  $461  15;  (8i  $114.85;  (9)  $576;  (10) 
$1.06o62.     (11)     $1,642  62. 


A  TTnma.'^  G  Walters.  900  P  Street  NW.. 
Wiiililngton.  D    C. 

B  Government  EUnpioyees'  Council,  A.  F. 
of  L..  900  F  Street  NW..  Waahington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Duties  are  to  represent  the  member 
unions  and  the  Government  Employee* 
Council  on  matter.",  affecting  them  before  tha 
Congress. 

D.  (6)    $2,277. 

A.  Waahington  Board  of  Trade.  304  Evening 
StiU'  Building.  Waahington,  D.  C. 
C.    (2)   Let;i.slatlon  affecting  the  District  of 
Clumbia.    of    interest    to    the    Washington 
Board  of  Trade. 

A.  Washington  Real  Estate  Board,  Inf  ,  313 
Wire    Building,     lOOO    Vernaont    Avenue 
NW  ,   Washington,  D.  C. 
C    12)  All  loeal  measures  affecting  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  of  interest. 

E.  (10)    $500. 

A.  Vincent  T,  Wasilewskl,  177!  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Natir>nal  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision    Bnmdcasters,     1771     N    Btreet    NW, 
Wasliington,  D.  C. 


C.  (3)  Any  legislation — ^local.  State,  Fed- 
eral, or  Internatloral — which  affects  the 
broadcasting  Industry. 

A    Mllo   J.   Warner.   904   Nlcholaa   Building. 
Toledo,  Ohio. 

B.  The  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of  Amer- 
ica, Newark,  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  Attention  tD  legislation  which  may 
affect  the  InteresU  of  the  mutual  policy- 
holders of  the  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of 
America. 

P     (6)    $3,750. 

E  (7)  $424  32:  (9)  $434.32:  (10)  $761.03; 
(11  )   $1,185.35. 

A    J     R.    Watson,    Room    1.    Illinois   Central 

Railroad     Passenger     Station,     Jackaon, 

Miss. 

B    Mississippi  Railroad  Association.  Room 

1,  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Passenger  Station. 

Jackson.  Miss. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroads  In 
Mi'^slsslppi. 

E.    (10)    $146.71. 

A.  Newton  Patrick  Weathersby,  Room  303, 
Machinists  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  District  Lodge  No.  44.  International 
Asfiociation  of  Machinists.  Room  303,  Ma- 
chinists Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  con- 
ditions of  Government  employees  and.  inci- 
dentally, organized  labor  in  general. 

n    (6)    $1.999  98. 

E.  (7)  $25;  (9)  $25:  (IC)  $60;   (11)  $75. 

A.  Henry  B.   Weaver,  Jr.,  Eenry  H.   Glassle, 
and  Thomas  M.  Cooley   2d.  doing  busi- 
ness as  Weaver  &  Glassle,  Tower  Build- 
ing, Washingto.i,  D.  C. 
B    Phllco  Corp.,  Tioga  and  C  Streets,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

A.  William    H.    Wel)b,    1720    M    Street    NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Rlve;-s  and  Harbors  Congress. 
1720  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  mattei-8  pertaining  to  river  and 
harbor  improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion. Irrigation-reclamation,  soil  and  water 
conservation,  and  related  subjects. 

D.  (6)    $2,265.27. 

E  (5)  $190  05;  (7)  $225.09;  (8)  $''99  81; 
(9)   $814.95;    (10)   11.285.44;    (11)    $2,100.33. 


aa  expressed  in  the  preamble  to  its  consti- 
tution and  to  oppose  legislation  which  would 
tend  to  frustrate  the  purpose  therein  ex- 
pressed.     (3)    The    Jewish    Veteran. 

D     (7)    $2,499.06. 

E.  (5)  $21.39;  (6)  $11.95;  (7)  $418.96;  (8) 
$21.33:  (9)  $473.63;  (10)  $818.08;  (11) 
$1,291.71. 

A     William    E.    Welsh.    1118    National    Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Reclamation  Association,  1119 
National  Press  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Reclamation  Act,  1902  (53  Stat.  1187. 
43  U.  S.  C.  485) .  and  all  amendatory  and  sup- 
plementary acts  thereto;  all  other  statutes 
relating  to  water  and  land  conservation 
measures. 

D.  (6)   $3.249  99. 

E.  (7)  $843.16;  (9)  $843.16;  (10)  $1,149.98; 
(11)    $1,986.14. 

A.  Charles  F.  West,  Jr.,  Machinists  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Machinists, 
Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  substantially  all  legis- 
lation aJectlng  the  socio-economic  and  polit- 
ical Interests  of  the  American  workingman. 
Including  all  pending  legislation  dealing  with 
social  security,  national  health,  aid  to  physi- 
cally handicapped,  labor  relations,  displaced 
persons,  etc. 

D.  (6)  $500. 

A.  Western  States  Meat  Packers  Association, 
Inc.,  604  Madison  Street.  Suite  1002-3, 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  legislation  affecting 
livestock  and  meat  packing  industry,  sup- 
porting or  opposing  such  legislation  as  it  ai- 
fects   the   interests   of   the   Industry. 

D.  (6)    $11,224.47. 

E.  (4)  $18.00;  (7)  $14.82;  (9)  $32.82;  (10) 
$235.59;    (11)    $268.41. 


A.  Wayne  M.  Welshaar,  1026  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  V/ashlngton,  D.  C. 

B  Aeronautical  Training  Society,  1025 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Bills  desling  with  ROTC  as  they 
apply  to  colleges  Ir  la&t  session;  also  airmen's 
training  leglslatioa;  supported  Korean  vet- 
eran-training bills  in  general  except  on  mat- 
ters related  to  qualifications  of  schools  for 
participation   in  training  programs. 

D.  (6)  $3,300. 

E  (2)  $0  50;  (7)  $1;  (9)  $1.50;  (10)  $117.46; 
(11)  $118.96. 

A.  W  S.  Welsmann,  Jr.,  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,   Suite  4('0.  Washington.  D.   C. 

B  American  Airlines.  Inc.,  918  Sixteenth 
Street  NW.,  Suite  400,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Leglslat  ou  affecting  air  transpxir- 
tatlon. 

n.    (6)    $2,750. 

E.  (7)   $70;    (9)   $70;    (10)   $325;    (11)   $395. 


A.  Edward  K.  Wheeler.  704  Southern  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Shore  Line  Oil  Co.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and 
Craw  Co.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

C,  (2)  Measures  pertaining  to  the  so-called 
tldelands  oil   question. 

E.  (9)  $12.38;   (10)  $7.50;   (11)   $19.88. 

A.  George    Y.    Wheeler    2d,    724    Fourteenth 
Street  NW.,   Washington,   D.   C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  724 
Fovu-teenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  National 
Broadca;»ting  Co.,  Inc.,  and/or  its  affiliated 
companies. 

E.    (9)    $40;    (10)   $43.50;    (11)   $83.50. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A     Bernard   Weltzer,    3147    Sixteenth    Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Jewish  Wa  Veterans  of  the  United 
States  of  Americii,  50  West  Seventy-seventh 
Street,  New  York   N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Suppoit  such  legislation  as  will 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  the  Jewish  War 
Veterans   of    the   United   States   of   America 


A.  Wheeler  and  Wheeler,  704  Southern  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Contract  Carrier  Conference,  1424  Six- 
teenth Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  legislation  pertaining  to 
the  Investigation  of  donaestlc  land  and  water 
transportation  under  Senate  Resolution  50  or 
to  the  Motor  Carrier  Act. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (9)  $1.25;   (10)  $24.45;   (11)   $25.70. 

A.  Clem  Whltaker,   1  North  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  National  Education  Campaign,  Amer- 
ican Medical  Association,  1  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Cnlcago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  for  compulsory 
health  Insurance. 

D.  (6)    $5,250. 

E.  (7)  $190.58;  (9)  $190.58;  (10)  $392.74; 
(11)    $583.32. 

A.  Leone  Baxter  Whltaker.  1  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  111. 
B.   National   Education   Campaign,   Amer- 
ican   Medical   Association,    1    North   LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  UL 


C.  (3)  Any  legislation  for  compulsory 
health  Insurance. 

D.  (6)    $6,250. 

E.  (7)  $190.58;  (9)  $190.58;  (10)  $392.74; 
(11)   $583.32. 

A.  Richard  P.  White,  635  Southern  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Association  of  Nurserymen, 
Inc.,  635  Southern  Building,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  nur- 
sery Industry  directly. 

D.  (6)    $3,124.98. 

E.  (2)  $31.25;  (4>  $7.98;  (5)  $14.99;  (6) 
$2.17;  (7)  $11.04;  (9)  $67.42;  (10)  $130.11; 
(11)  $197.53. 

A.  H.  Leigh  Whltelaw,  60  East  Forty-second 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, Inc.,  60  East  Forty-second  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  particularly 
affecting  the  Interests  of  manufacturers  of 
gas  appliances  and  eqviipment. 

A.  Louis  E.  Whyte,  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW., 
Suite  501,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America.  918  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Suite  501, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

D    $750. 

A.  John  J.  Wicker,  Jr..  501  Mutual  Building, 
Richmond,   Va. 

B.  Mutual  Insurance  Committee  on  Fed- 
eral Taxation,  20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chi- 
cago, m. 

C.  (2)  All  measures  affecting  taxation  of 
mutual  fire  and  csisualty  insurance. 

D.  (6)    $827.76. 

E.  (2)  $400;  (5)  $203.55;  (6)  $11.46;  (7) 
$112.75;  (8)  $100;  (9)  $827.76;  (10)  $1,372.07; 
(11)    $2,199.83. 

A.  Franz  O.  Willenbucher,  1616  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Retired  Officers  Association,  1616  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  pertinent  to 
the  rights,  benefits,  privileges  and  obligations 
of  retired  officers,  male  and  female.  Regular 
and  Reserve,  and  their  dependents  and  sur- 
vivors, of  whatever  nature.  (3)  The  Retired 
Officer. 

D.  (6)    $1,800. 

A.  James  L.  Wllmeth,  3027  North  Broad 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

B.  The  National  Council,  Junior  Order 
Unite  .1  American  Mechanics.  3027  North 
Broad   Street,   Philadelphia,   Pa. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  7376  and  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 411.      (3)   Junior  American. 

D.  (6)    $58.31. 

E.  (6)  $58.31;  (9)  $58.31;  (10)  $521.90; 
(11)   $580.21. 

A.  E.  Raymond  Wilson,  104  C  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legis- 
lation, 104  C  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interest  is 
to  work  where  legislation  is  Involved  for  the 
development  of  the  United  Nations  Into  a 
world  federation;  the  International  control 
of  and  reduction  of  armaments;  recognition 
of  its  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  Government  for  assuming  its  share  in 
the  ourden  for  world  wide  economic  rehabili- 
tation and  development;  protection  of  recog- 
nized civil  liberties;  and  adequate  recognition 
of  rights  of  conscience. 

D.  (6)    $1,812.50. 

E.  (6)  $0.10;  (7)  $48.18;  (9)  $48.28;  (10) 
$299.58;    (11)    $347.86. 
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A.  Prmnk  B.  Wllaon,  M.  D,  1S23  L  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Medical  Assoclatton,  635  Sortn 
T-atbam  Street.  cailc«go.  IlL 

C.  (2)  All  bills  relating  to  heaXtn  and  wel- 
fare. (3)  Informatioaal  bulletins  and  legis- 
lative notes  puWislaed  in  Jouin«l  of  ABaerican 
Medical  Afsociation. 

D.  (6)    #3.750. 

E.  (7)  $336.38;  (9)  $296.38;  (10)  $899.13; 
(11)    $1,195.51. 

A.  Prank   J.   Wilson.    1246  TweuUeth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  :«ational  Association  of  Retired  CWll 
Eniployecs,  1'246  Twentieth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. DC.  ^       .   ., 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  retired  civil 
employees.     (3)  The  Annuitant. 

E.   (10)   $100. 


C.  (2)   Generally  legtalaticai  affecting  Texas 

rallroafii.' 

D.  («)    $5,6S373. 

E    (6)     $9153;     m    $363  96;     (9)     $454.49; 
(10)    $4,483.29;    til)    $4,937.78. 


A.  Prank  K.  WooIIey,  261  Constitution  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C  (.2)  Legislative  propoeals  in  accordance 
with  resolullODS  adopted  by  Vhe  American 
Farm  Bureau  FederaUon.^ 

D.  (6)    $2,109.38. 

E.  (7)    $28.95;   (9)   $28.95;   (10)  $69  14;   (11) 

$d8.oe. 


A    Everett   T.   Winter.  719   Omaha   National 
^Benk  Bunding,  Omaha.  Nebr. 

B.  Mississippi  Valley  Association,  511  Lo- 
cust Street,  St.  Lotiis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  relating  to  rtver 
and  harbor  maintenance  and  Improvement. 
the  American  Merchant  Marine,  soil  conser- 
vation, flood  coauoi,  regulation  of  domestic 
transportation. 

D.  ♦6)    $2,500. 

E.  (7)    $171.48;  (9)  $171.48;  (10)  $1327.35; 
(11)    $1,449.43. 

A.  Welter    F.    Woodul.    Chronicle    Building, 
Houston,  Tex. 
B.  Angelina  St.  Neches  River  Railroad  Co.. 
Kaltys.  Tex.,  et   al. 


A.  Edward   W.   Wootton,   900   National   Press 
Building,  W:ishtn::ton,  D   C. 

B.  Wine  Institute,   717  Market  Street.  S.m 
Pranciiico,  Caiif. 

C.  (2i    Legi.^lr'ticjn       aflecUng       Calilornla 
wine  and  brandy  indu&irj.^ 


crease  tariffs  or  impoee  quota*  on  importa  of 
petroLeum  product*. 

A.  Adam  Yarmolinslcy.  associate  In  Cleary. 
GotUieb,  Friendly  &  Ball.  224  South- 
ern Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Cvimite  FVan^-Dollar,  31,  Avenue  Pierre 
1'^  de  Sorble.  Paris.  France. 

C.  ^2)  General  Interest  In  obtaining  In- 
furmaU()*\  on  legULaQon  afTecUng  Import* 
tiito  the  United  States;  tariffs,  quotas,  etc.. 
and  communicating  such  inform.itlon  Indl- 
viduiMy  to  other  interested  persons  In  the 
United  Suat;e6. 

A  rvinald  A.  Youuk.  1615  H  Street  NW., 
Wa.slungton.  D    C. 

B  Chi'iiibor  of  C^ioimerce  of  the  United 
Si. lies.  1615  H  ytret-t  NW  ,  Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  a.  >41.  Vjiig-range  shipping  bill,  lor. 
wuh  revisions. 

D     (6i    $l.i4  62, 

E  (7)  $10  13.  ^9)  $10.13;  (10)  $306.65; 
(  11  )    *406  73. 


A.  Adam    Yarmolln.'iKy,    a.=;sortpte    rt    ("".p-ury. 
Gottlieb,    Friend'. y    k    Ba!l,    224    South- 
ern Kuirding.  Wn.shin^t  -n.  D.  C. 
B.   Chambers    of    Ccmnierce    cf    Vcnczuel.x. 
care  of  Caracas  Chamber  ut  Commer.:e,  Sur  2. 
Nj    30.  Alros,  Carara.'.,  \'Ci\tz:rv'.A. 

C     (2)    General    iiilere--t    in    obt.kininf;    kn- 
formaiun  un  any  letji.-,lati    n  ue.si^'ned  t  >  i:i- 


I  Not  printed.     FAed  with  Ckrlt  ai.d  Sere 


tary. 


A  J  Banks  Young.  1832  M  Street  NW  ,  Wa.sh- 
ington,  D.  C. 

B  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Pest  Office  Bex   18.  Memi>hU.  Tenn. 

C  (2)  The  N.tUonal  Cotton  Council  at 
.Xn.rruv  faiors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion ■  flectiric  raw-cott^jn  Industry  as  will 
promote  t!»e  purpoaet,  for  which  t:i€  oouncU 
1.-^  Mfgankred. 

E.    (7,    $17855;     (9)    $178  55;     (10)    •04.34; 

(11)    $2.2  C'J. 
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The  foUov/lng  registrations  were  submitted  for  the  third  calendar  quarter  1952: 


rKToTT  —The  form  used  for  registration  is  reproduced  below.  In  the  interest  of  economy,  questions  are  not  repeated,  only 
the  answers  are  printed,  and  are  Indicated  by  their  respective  letter  and  number.  Also  for  economy  in  the  Record,  lengthy 
answers  are  abridged. 

FILE  TWO  Copiis  WrrH  the  Sercctaht  or  rm  Senati  and  Pile  Thrke  Copies  Wrrn  the  Cleek  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 
This  naee  (pag-  1)  is  designed  to  supply  identifying  data;  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page)  deals  with  financial  data. 
Place  AN  "X"  Uelow  THE  Appeopriate  Letter  or  Figure  in  the  Box  at  the  Right  of  the  "Report"  Heading  Below: 
"PRELIMINARY"  REPORT  ("Registration");  To  "register."  place  an  "X"  below  the  letter  "P"  and  flU  out  page  1  only. 

..  d™^-^-   -Tn  Indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  is  covered  by  this  Report,  place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate 
"QUARTERLY"  REPORT _  To  l/^^'^Y^S^DSteTan^^^  additional  pages  as  may  be  required.    The  first  additional  page  should  be  num- 

be'red'as  p  ge -^^aVth^  rest^ofS  pages^  ■■4,"  "5,"   ^e!^'  et^.    Preparation  and  filing  In  accordance  with  Instructions  will 

accomplish  compliance  with  aU  quarterly  reporting  requirement*  of  the  Act. 


Year:    19. 


REPORT 

Pursuant  to  Federal  Regulation  of  Lobbying  Act 


QUARTER 


1st       2d       3d       4th 


(Mark  one  squai-e  only) 


...»      /    X    T^  nw^n^j      This  "Renort"  form  may  be  used  by  either  an  organization  or  an  Individual,  as  follows: 
NOTE  ON  ^-"^    '^    -^''\,^^^,^^^^^r^oye^''^lte  (InTtem  "B")  the  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business  of  the  "employer"      (If  the 
"emiloyee'^-iy'a'^mTsuch'ls"  la^w  fi^'orpubhc  relations  firm  ].' partners  and  salaried  staff  members  of  such  firm  may  Join  in  filing  a 

Report  as  an  "employee'-.)  -emnlover"   write  "None"  In  answer  to  Item  "B." 

(ii)    "Employer  .-To  file  as  ^^^^"^iPj^y^'j^o;^^'^^^  attempt  to  combine  his  Report  with  the  employer's  Report: 
'""^   flTETp"lo''y^^bJe^c^^thl  Act  mC'fl^lsepS  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are 

^'^"ax)  'Siployee^subf^f  t7the  Act  must  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Report*  are 
filed  by  thi-lr  employers. 


A.  Organization  or  Individual  Filing: 

1.  State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business. 


2.  If  this  Report  is  for  an  Employer,  list  names  of  agents  or  employees 
who  win  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter. 


..■Q"      B,.r^,*,  h«  Aat^ti  or  Emvlovees     An  employee  is  to  file,  each  quarter,  as  many  Reports  as  he  has  employers;  except 
that'^  <I^   K   ™ti?ula7^u!mng^r^^^^  %r»  ^hTwS  ifd^onl  L-tCln^^r^s\ ^cS} 

Crp^onVilf  p^ym^enTth\°r?f^or^rmtdrbV'^^^^^^^^^  -oth  perLns  as  "emUers"-is  to  be  filed  each  quarter. 


EMPLOYER.  -State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.    If  there  Is  no  employer,  write  "None. 


No^  ON  ITEM  -C-'.-io,   Tr;f,^P--rcelL%Tsfgrord?i?at^o!lS 
^r:.TJ'^LT.ZlVSV^erni:C^^^^  Of  congress,  and  Includes  any  other  matter  which  may  be  the 

'''''^rb)"L7o;runder'Sinra''ny'artWufes 'in  connection  with  legislative  interests,  organizations  and  individuals  subject  to  the  Lobbying 
A^^  rcVTdr^Xl'inlZl'^Tc^^^^^^^^^  Heport  at  the  end  of  each  calendar  quarter  in  which  they  have  either 

received  or  expended  anything  of  value  In  connection  with  legislative  Interests. 


C.  Lbclslative  INTERESTS,  AND  PUBLICATIONS  In  conncctlou  therewith! 


1.  State  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive Interests  are  to  continue.  If  re- 
ceipts and  expenditures  in  connection 
v^-lth  legislative  Interests  have  terminated, 
place  an  "X"  In  the  box  at  the 
left,  so  that  this  Office  will  no 
longer  expect  to  receive  Reports. 


2.  State  the  general  legislative  interests  of 
the  person  filing  and  set  forth  the  specific 
legislative  Interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
titles  of  statutes  and  bills;  (b)  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known;  (c) 
citations  of  statutes,  where  known;  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  such  statutes  and 
bills. 


3.  In  the  case  of  those  publications  which  the 
person  filing  has  caused  to  be  Issued  or  dis- 
tributed, in  connection  with  legislative  In- 
terests, set  forth:  (a)  Description,  (b)  quan- 
tity distributed,  (c)  date  of  distribution,  (d) 
name  of  printer  or  publisher  ( if  publications 
were  paid  for  by  person  filing)  or  name  of 
donor  (If  publications  were  received  as  a 
gift). 


(Anawer  items  1,  2,  and  3  in  the  space  below.     Attach  additional  pages  if  more  space  is  needed) 

4.  If  this  is  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration)   rather  than  ^^ "<^St"li;  dX' m^ntU'' oT  Sn'L\na"tf  of"compeTsatron°L'S>''be". 
pated^expenses^..ll^be.  .and^f^for^a^^^  what^he  d^ally^monthly^  ^^a^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^    P^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^ 

combine  a  "Preliminary"  Report  ( ReglsUatlon )  with  a  "Quarterly"  Riport.  ^m 

AFFIDAVIT  , 

[Omitted  in  printing] 
PAGE  1  i- 
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A.  J.  H.  Ballew.  Stahlman  Building.  Nash- 
ville. Tenn. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council, 
Nashville.  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free-enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  system. 

A.  Robert  C.  Barnard,  partner  of  Cleary. 
Gottlieb,  Friendly  &  Ball.  224  Southern 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  Venezuela, 
care  of  Caracas  Chamber  of  Commerce  Sur 
2.  No.  30.  Altos,  Caracas,  Venezuela. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  obtaining  infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  in- 
crease tariffs  or  impose  quotas  on  imports  of 
petroleum  products. 

A.  Robert  C.  Barnard,  partner  of  Cleary, 
Gottlieb,  Friendly  &  Ball,  224  Southern 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B,  Comite  Franc-Dollar.  31.  Avenue  Pierre 
1-'  de  Serbie,  Paris,  France. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  obtaining  in- 
formation on  legislation  affecting  imports 
into  the  United  States,  tariffs,  quotas,  etc., 
and  communicating  such  information,  indi- 
vidually, to  other  Interested  persons  in  the 
United  States. 

A.  John  M.  Brumm,  1416  F  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  the  Nation's  Health,  Inc  . 
1416  F  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  regard- 
ing national  health  Insurance. 

A.  Wilmer  Cooper,  104  C  Street  NE..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legis- 
lation. 104  C  Street  NE..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  interest  is  with  legis- 
lation pertaining  to  world  peace,  civil  lib- 
erties, and  any  other  legislative  concerns  of 
Friends  prescribed  by  the  FCNL  Executive 
Committee.  (3)  Will  contribute  to  the 
Washington  Newsletter  from  time  to  time. 

(4)  Salary  will  be  $5,000  annually;  ex- 
penses will  probably  be  about  $2,000  annually. 

A.  Miss  Elizabeth  A.  Kendall.  5415  Connecti- 
cut Avenue,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  Any  legislation  related  directly  or 
Indirectly  to  the  development  of  the  Ant- 
arctic Continent,  such  as  that  regarding  geo- 
political decisions,  inventions,  transporta- 
tion, communications,  equipment,  long- 
range  planning,  exploitation  of  natural  re- 
sources, etc.,  in  the  interests  of  all  United 
States  taxpayers  and  world  peace  and  pros- 
perity; for  House  Joint  Resolution  291.  de- 
claring right  of  sovereignty  of  United  States 
over  certain  areas  of  the  Antarctic  Continent. 
(4)  Between  $100  and  $1,000  for  postage,  tel- 
ephone, reprints,  etc. 

A.  Robert  A.  Koch,  associate  of  Cleary.  Gott- 
lieb, Friendly  &  Ball.  224  Southern 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  \ienezuela, 
care  of  Caracas  Chamber  of  Commerce  Sur 
2.  No.  30.  Altos,  Caracas.  Venezuela. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  in  obtaining  infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  in- 
crease tariffs  or  impose  quotas  on  imports  of 
petroleum  products. 

A.  Robert  A.  Koch,  associate  In  Cleary  Gott- 
lieb. Friendly  &  Ball.  224  Southern 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Comite  Franc-Dollar,  31.  Avenue  Pierre 
1  '  de  Serbie,  Paris,  France. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  in  obtaining  In- 
formation on  legislation  affecting  imports 
Into  the  United  States;  tariffs,  quotas,  etc., 
and  communicating  such  information,  indi- 
vidually, to  other  Interested  persons  la  the 
United  States. 


A.  Arnold   Levy,    829   Washington   Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Anthracite  Operators'  Wae;e  Agreement 
Committee,  237  Old  River  Road,  Wllltes- 
Barre,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  an- 
thiacite  industry.  (4)  There  is  a  general  re- 
tainer coverinv;  legal  services  at  the  rate  of 
$1,500  per  month,  plus  reimbursement 
monthly  for  transp.irtation.  long  di.stance 
telephony  calls  and  other  out  of  pocket 
expenses. 

A.  Harold  G.  Mosler.  610  Shoreham  Building. 
Washington,  D    C. 

B.  Aircraft  Indu.strles  Association,  610 
Shoreham  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legiblation  affecting  the  avia- 
tion industry  in  general.  (4)  $15,000  per 
annum,  plus  expenses  not  to  exceed  $300  per 
month. 


blessinp  on  these  servants  of  the  people'.s 
will,  whose  judRments  must  weigh  vast 
issues  and  whose  minds  must  face  tan- 
gled problems.  In  Thy  liRht  may  they 
see  light  and  in  Thy  straight  path  may 
they  not  stumble.  In  all  the  delibera- 
tions begun  this  day,  we  pray  that  their 
motives  may  be  kept  clean,  their  vision 
clear,  their  patriotism  undeflled,  their 
speech  guarded,  their  appraisals  fair,  and 
their  integrity  unbotrayed.  We  ask  It 
in  the  dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 


A.  T.  H.  Mullen,  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Paper  and  Pulp  A.'ssoclatlon, 
122  East  Forty-second  Street.  New  Yorlc,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  those  of 
employer.  (4i  Anticipated  expenses  should 
ordinarily  be  not  in  excess  of  $10(i  per 
quarter:  compensation  will  represent  pro- 
rating of  salary  in  accordance  wltli  time 
spent. 

A.  Philco  Corporation,  Tioga  and  C  Street.s, 
Philadelphia.  Pa. 
C.   (2)   Legislation  affecting  the  manufac- 
ture   of    company    products    and    television 
broadcasting. 

A.  William  H.   Rodd.    132   Third   Street   SE , 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  World  Federalists,  Inc..  125 
Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  House  Concurrent  Re.«olution  64 
and  other  measures  to  strengthen  the  U.  N  : 
aid  and  technical  a.«slstance  to  utiderde- 
veloped  areas  by  the  United  States  and  the 
United  Nations. 


A.  Henry  B.  Weaver,  Jr  .  H^nry  H  Glaf.sle, 
and  Thomas  M.  Cooley  II.  doint^  business 
as  Weaver  and  Ghissie,  Tower  Building, 
Washington,  D    C. 

B.  Philco  Corporation,  Tioga  and  C  Streets. 
Philadelphia.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  manufac- 
ture of  company  products,  televtsmn  broad- 
casting, and  taxation. 


A.  Adam  Yarmollnsky.  associate  of  Cleary. 
Gottlieb.  Friendly  &  Ball,  224  Southern 
Building.  W.ishington.  D.  C. 

B.  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  Venezuela, 
care  of  Caraca.s  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Sur 
2.  No.  30.  Altmi.  Caraciis.  Venezuela. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  obtaining  infor- 
mation on  any  legislation  designed  to  in- 
crease tariffs  or  Impose  quotas  on  imports  of 
p>etroieum  products. 


i«*»> 


SENATE 

Ti  i:.si)AV,  Jam  AHV  0,  V.)7u\ 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God.  here  at  this  noon- 
tide altar  of  devotion  which  our  fathers 
builded  and  on  which,  with  their  found- 
ing faith,  they  cut  deep  the  devout  con- 
fession, "In  God  we  trust,"  we  humbly 
bow  with  the  deathless  assurance  that 
turns  tragedy  to  triumph:  "The  eternal 
God  is  our  refuge,  and  underneath  are 
the  everlasting  arms."     We  pray  Thy 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  requ.\st  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  readini;  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedin^.s  of  Saturday,  January 
3,  1953,  was  disperused  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  informed  the  Senate  that 
a  quorum  of  the  Hou.se  was  present; 
that  Joseph  W.  Martin.  Jn..  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, had  been  elected  Speaker;  and 
Lyle  O.  Snader,  a  citizen  of  the  State  of 
lUinous,  had  been  elected  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  of  the  Eighty- 
tliird  Congress. 

The  message  also  Informed  the  Senate 
that  a  committee  of  three  Members  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  on  the 
part  of  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives,  to 
join  with  the  committee  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  to  notify  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  a  quorum  of  each 
House  had  a.ssembled  and  that  Congress 
was  ready  to  receive  any  communication 
that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make. 

The  me.ssage  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution (S.  Con.  Res.  D  providing  for  a 
joint  session  of  the  two  Houses  on  Janu- 
ary 6.  1953.  to  count  the  electoral  votes 
for  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

The  message  informed  the  Senate  that, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Senate  Con- 
current Rp.solution  1.  Mr.  LeCompte,  of 
Iowa,  and  Mr.  Rains,  of  Alabama,  were 
appointed  as  tellers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  ascertain  and  count  the  elec- 
toral votes  for  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

The  me.ssage  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  a^^reed  to  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution <H.  Con.  Res.  1)  making  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  the  inauguration 
of  the  President-elect  of  the  United 
States,  in  which  it  requested  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  me.ssage  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  resolutions  of  the  Hou.^e 
adopted  as  a  tribute  to  the  memory  of 
Hon.  Brien  McMahon.  late  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

The  me.ssage  also  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  intelligence  of  the  death  of 
Hon.  Adolph  J.  Sabath.  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Illinois,  and 
transmitted  the  resolutions  of  the  Hou.se 
thereon. 

The  me.ssage  further  communicated  to 
the  Senate  the  intelligence  of  the  death 
of  Hon.  Edward  Eugene  Cox.  kite  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  Georgia, 
and  transmitted  the  resolutions  of  the 
House  thereon. 
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The  message  also  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  intelligence  of  the  death  of 
Hon.  William  G.  Stigler,  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Oklahoma, 
and  transmitted  the  resolutions  of  the 
House  thereon. 


NOTIFICATION  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
Mr.  TAFT  and  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas 
advanced  in  the  center  aisle,  and  Mr. 
Taft  said: 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  appoint- 
ed by  the  President  of  the  Senate  to  act 
in  conjunction  with  a  similar  committee 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  wait  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  inform  him  that  the 
Congress  had  assembled  and  was  ready 
to  receive  any  communication  he  might 
be  pleased  to  make  to  it.  report  that  they 
have  performed  that  duty ;  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  has  requested 
the  committee  to  state  that  he  wiU  com- 
municate to  the  Congress  a  message  in 
v.riting  on  Wednesday  next,  tomorrow. 
I  may  say  that  I  am  also  informed  that 
two  other  mes.sages.  one  on  the  budget 
and  one  on  the  Economic  Report,  will  be 
submitted  by  the  President  on  Friday, 
January  9,  and  Wednesday,  January  14, 
respectively. 


ranking  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections.  That  commit- 
tee has  now  been  merged  with  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 
The  Chair  understands  that  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner]  will  be  chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  and  therefore,  in 
the  role  of  prophet,  and  in  anticipation 
of  that  fact,  the  Chair  appoints  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  and  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  (Mr.  HaydenI  as  tellers  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  to  count  the  electoral 
vote  in  the  joint  session. 


RECESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  20  minutes  to  1  this 
afternoon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12 
o'clock  and  7  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  12:40  o'clock  p.  m. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Vice  President. 


ASCERTAINMENT  OF  ELECTORS  FOR 
STATE  OP  MONTANA 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  Administration, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  copy 
of  the  certificate  of  a-^certa'nment  of 
electors  for  President  and  Vice  President 
for  the  State  of  Montana;  which,  with 
the  accompanying  paper,  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 
Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  suggest  the  ab- 
scence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRECIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tai-y  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  (Emerj^  L.  Frazier) 
called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


there  will  be  no  introduction  of  bills  to- 
day, or  general  business,  but  I  hope  that 
Senators  will  return  to  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber immediately  following  the  conclusion 
of  the  joint  session  in  the  House,  so  that 
we  may  begin  debate  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  An- 
derson]. Bills  may  be  introduced  and 
other  morning  business  transacted  to- 
morrow, as  soon  as  we  shall  have  finished 
with  the  rules  questions. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Thereupon  (at  12  o'clock  and  49  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate,  preceded  by  its 
Secretary  (J.  Mark  Trice),  its  Sergeant 
at  Arms  (Forest  A.  Harness),  and  the 
Vice  President,  proceeded  to  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  pur- 
pose of  counting  the  electoral  votes  for 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

The  joint  session  of  the  two  Houses 
having  been  concluded,  the  Senate  (at 
1  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m.) ,  returned 
to  its  Chamber  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Vice  President. 


PROGRAM  FOR  THE  SENATE 
Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  it  is  the 
Intention  to  have  the  Sanate  meet  to- 
day and  tomorrow  in  order  to  dispose 
of  the  motion  relating  to  the  rules,  then 
to  meet  on  Friday,  and  from  Friday 
go  over  until  next  week  and  meet  on 
Tuesday  and  Friday.  It  is  further  the 
intention  to  have  the  Senate  recess  on 
Friday  of  next  week  until  Inauguration 
Day,  Tuesday,  January  20.  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  sufficient  business 
of  the  Senate  to  justify  any  further 
meetings  than  those  I  have  suggested. 

In  view  of  the  question  arising  as  to 
possible  prejudice  in  connection  with 
the  motion  affecting  the  rules,  I  shall 
Fuggest  that  the  Senate  recess  until  20 
minutes  to  1,  and  when  it  reassembles 
proceed  to  the  House  to  participate  in 
the  joint  session  at  1  o'clock. 

It  is  hoped  that  when  Senators  return 
from  the  joint  session,  debate  may  be 
begun  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson  1. 


Aiken 

Ander  on 

Earreit 

Bcali 

Benrett 

Brick  er 

Erli'  OS 

Bu.'-h 

Butler.  Mi. 

Butler.  NeUr. 

Fyrd 

Capehart 

Cnrssn 

Case 

Cements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

D.rlt;cn 

Doi'S  as 

Duff 

Dwor::halt 

Eastland 

E'lender 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

FulbriPht 

George 

Gillette 

Goidwater 

Gore 


Green 

Grl  -v.o'd 

Haytlen 

HendrickEon 

Kennings 

Kckeniooper 

Hill 

Hocy 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ives 

Jack"on 

Jenner 

John-^on, 

Johnson. 

Johnston 

Kefauver 

Kenneay 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knotvland 

Kuchcl 

Langer 

Lehman 

Long 

Magr.uson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

May  bank 

McCarran 


Colo. 
Tex. 
.S.  C 


McCarthy 

McC:eran 

Millikin 

Morse 

Mui.dt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robert-on 

Russell 

Pltonstaii 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Sparkman 

S  tennis 

Symington 

Tift 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watkins 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
MoNRONEY  1  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 


COUNT  OF  ELECTORAL  VOTES 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
concurrent  resolution  providing  for  the 
joint  session  of  the  two  Houses  to  count 
the  electoral  vote,  the  Chair  is  required 
to  appoint  two  tellers  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate,  Heretofore  it  has  been  cus- 
tomary to  appoint  the  chairman  and  the 


JOINT  SESSION  OP  THE  TWO 
HOUSES— COUNT  OF  ELECTORAL 
VOTE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  1)  pre- 
viously agreed  to,  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  in  a  body  to  the  HaU  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.    I  may  say 


COUNT  OF  ELECTORAL  VOTES 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
joint  session  of  the  two  Houses  in  the 
Hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
electoral  votes  for  President  of  the 
United  States  and  for  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States  were  counted.  I  send 
to  the  desk  the  official  result  as  shown  by 
the  count  of  the  electoral  votes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  report 
of  the  state  of  the  votes  will  be  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
The  state  of  the  vote  for  President  of  the 
United  States,  as  delivered  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate,  is  as  follows: 

The  whole  number  of  electors  appointed 
to  vote  for  President  of  the  United  States  is 
531.  of  which  a  majority  is  266. 

I>wight  D.  Eisenhower,  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  has  received  for  President  of  the  United 
States  442  votes. 

Adlai  E.  Stevenson,  of  the  State  of  nilnols, 
has  received  89  votes. 

The  state  of  the  vote  for  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  as  delivered  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  Is  as  follows: 

The  whole  number  of  the  electors  an- 
pointed  to  vote  for  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  Is  531,  of  which  a  majority  la 
266. 

Richard  M.  Nixon,  of  the  State  of  Califor- 
nia, has  received  for  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  442  votes. 

John  J.  Sparkman,  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama, has  received  89  votes. 

This  announcement  of  the  state  of  the  vote 
by  the  President  of  the  Senate  shall  be 
deemed  a  sufHcient  declaration  of  the  psr- 
fions  elected  President  and  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States,  each  for  the  term  be- 
ginning on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1953,  and 
shaU  be  entered,  together  with  a  list  of  the 
votes,  on  the  Journals  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  spread  upon  the  Journal  of  the 
Senate. 

(For  tabulation  of  electoral  votes  for 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  see  House  proceedings  of 
this  day.  p.  130.) 
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Gre^n 

McCarthy 

Grlswold 

McC'.er.au 

Hayden 

MilUkin 

Hendrlckson 

Moree 

Hennings 

Mundt 

Hickenlooper 

Murray 

Hill 

Neely 

Ho*v 

Pastore 

Holland 

Payne 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Hunt 

Purtell 

Ives 

Robertson 

JacksoQ 

Russell 

Jenner 

Saltonstall 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Johnson.  Tex 

Smathers 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Smith,  Maine 

Kefauver 

Smith.  N  J. 

Kennedy 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

KllKore 

Stennls 

Know  land 

Symington 

Kuchel 

Taft 

linger 

Thye 

Lehman 

Tobey 

Long 

Watkins 

Magnuson 

Weiker 

Malone 

Wiley 

Mansfield 

Williams 

Martin 

Young 

Maybank 

McCarrau 

S  PRKRIDENT 

.    A  quorum  is 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 
Mr.  TAPT.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.      The  clerk 

will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk   called  the  roll, 

?nd  the  following  Senators  answered  to 

their  names: 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Earrett 

B-a:i 

Bricker 

Bri!l«!es 

Bv.:h 

But'.er.  m 

But  er.  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Car' son 

Case 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

Fulbrlght 

George 

Gillette 

Goidwater 

Gore 

The  VIC 
present. 

RULES  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Anderson  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators*  that  the 
Senate  immediately  consider  the  adop- 
tion of  rules  for  the  Senate  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  stated 
on  Saturday,  my  intention  is,  after  ade- 
quate time  for  debate  shall  have  been 
had,  to  move  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico (Mr.  Anderson  1.  It  is  extremely  im- 
portant that  the  Senate  shall  get  started. 
It  is  necessary  that  the  Senate  be 
promptly  organized.  We  have  to  go 
ahead  with  the  organization  of  commit- 
tees, including  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Committees,  and  consider 
some  questions  which  can  be  considered 
only  when  this  question  is  disposed  of. 
Therefore,  there  is  every  reason  for  ex- 
pedition. I  hope,  therefore,  that  I  may 
be  able  to  make  my  motion  tomorrow 
at  some  time  during  the  latter  part  of 
the  afternoon.  Until  that  time  we  shall 
not  take  up  the  regular  order,  the  morn- 
ing business.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
to  transact  such  business.  Including  the 
introduction  of  bills,  tomorrow  after- 
noon. 

On  the  question  which  has  been  raised 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New- 
Mexico 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  permit  the  Chair  to  state  the 
question? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  iMr.  Ander- 
son). 

The  clerk  will  state  the  motion. 


The  Legislative  Clerk.  Mr.  Ander- 
son, for  himself  and  other  Senators, 
moves  that  the  Senate  take  up  for  im- 
mediate consideration  the  adoption  of 
rule.s  for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Piesident,  I  was  in- 
structed by  the  Republican  caucu.s. 
which  took  place  on  last  Friday,  to  pre- 
sent the  viewpoint  that  the  Senate  is  a 
conlinuinK  body,  with  continuing  rules. 
I  was  so  instructed  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority. 

The  motion  which  ha.s  been  made  im- 
plies that  there  are  no  rule.s  of  the  Sen- 
ate: that  today  we  are  operatin'.^  without 
rules  until  we  choose  to  adopt  a  body  of 
rules. 

Mr.  IVES  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield:* 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  should  prefer  to  make 
my  statement. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  a.sk  the  distin- 
guished Senator  if  he  is  not  aware  thiii 
there  was  a  minority  of  the  members  on 
the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle  who 
•were  present  at  the  caucus  and  who 
were  oppo.'^ed  to  the  view  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  has  just  expressed' 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  did  not  a.ssert  that  it 
was  a  unanimous  vote.  I  heard  a  nega- 
tive vote.  I  heard  only  one  negative 
vote  and  only  one  argument  against  the 
proposition,  which  was  the  vote  and 
argument  of  the  distintruished  Senator 
from  New  York.  There  may  have  been 
other  negative  votes,  but  I  did  not  hear 
them. 

Mr.  Pi-esident.  it  seems  to  me  that 
every  precedent  of  the  Senate  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body.  I  have  failed  to  find  a  single 
precedent  holdin.g  the  other  way.  Fiom 
the  very  first  the  practice  has  been  not 
to  adopt  rules  at  the  be'.;inninn  of  a  new 
Congress.  No  Senate  has  undertaken  at 
the  beginning  of  a  Congre-ss  to  adopt  its 
rules.  It  has  been  a.ssumed  that  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body  and  that  it 
has  continuing:  rules.  The  propasition 
has  been  questioned  only  on  one  or  two 
occasions. 

I  do  not  intend  to  speak  at  great 
length.  I  merely  wish  to  stale  the 
proposition  and  the  reasons  why  we  have 
come  to  the  conclusions  which  we  have 
reached.  This  is  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion: it  is  not  a  question  of  civil  rights: 
it  is  a  question  of  whether  the  Senate  is 
a  continuing  body.  There  is  absolutely 
nothing  in  the  Constitution  which  indi- 
cates in  any  way  that  there  are  separate 
Congresses,  The  seventeenth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  simply  provides  that — 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
composed  uf  two  Senators  from  each  State, 
elected  by  the  people  thereof,  for  6  years; 
and  each  Senator  shall  have  one  %'ote. 

Wherever  Congress  is  referred  to  It  is 
always  as  "the  Congress." 

Section  2  of  the  twentieth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  reads  as  follows; 

The  Congress  shall  assemble  at  least  once 
In  every  year,  and  such  meeting  shall  begin 
at  noon  on  the  3d  day  of  January,  unless 
they  shall  by  law  appoint  a  different  day. 


There  certainly  is  nothing  In  the  Con- 
stitution which  can  in  any  way  justify 
the  theory  that  the  Senate  is  not  a  con- 
tinuing body.  I  think  the  decision  of 
precedent  arose  out  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  always  ha.s  at  least  64  Members, 
or  sub.stantially  that  number.  They  can 
meet  and  can  act.  We  could  have  acted 
before  the  new  Senators  were  sworn  in 
last  Saturday.  Thoj^e  Senators  who  had 
already  become  Members  of  this  body 
could  have  voted,  and  it  would  have  been 
a  continuous  Senate  without  96  Sena- 
tors bcinu  qualified. 

'I  shall  not  read  to  any  great  extenf, 
but  I  may  .^ay  that  the  question  was 
stated  in  1841 — and  it  has  been  discussed 
often — by  one  of  my  predecessors  from 
Ohio,  Senator  Allen; 

And  to  the  a-ssertlmi  that  this  was  a  new 
Senate,  he  denied  the  fact.  •  •  •  There 
was  nu  such  thlnii;  as  a  new  Senate  knuwn  lo 

the  Coiiititutlon  uf  this  Republic.  They 
might  tjs  well  speak  of  a  new  Supreme  Court 
as  tit  a  new  Senate. 

The  Supreme  Court,  when  filled  by 
new  appointments,  is  still  the  same  Su- 
preme Court,  and  it  is  just  as  perpetual 
as  the  Senate,  and  its  rules  are  just  as 
perpetual  as  are  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  until  changed  by  a 
majority  of  the  Senate. 

The  rules  are  not  sacrosanct.  Of 
course,  they  have  been  changed  steadily 
for  165  years,  but  they  have  never  been 
changed  by  an  effort  to  adopt  new  rules 
at  the  bemnnin^;  of  a  session.  They  have 
been  rewritten  several  times.  Substan- 
tially new  rules  were  adopted  in  1884. 
not  at  the  beginning,  but  in  the  middle 
of  the  particular  Congress  In  session 
then. 

Mr  KNOWLAND  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr  KNOWLAND.  I  wonder  if  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Ohio,  the  ma- 
jority leader,  would  have  irrludo''  "^  *he 
Record  as  a  part  of  his  i,.u^^^^,.  tne 
photostatic  document  which  he  holds  in 
his  hand.  The  reason  for  my  request 
is  that  there  is  available  only  a  limited 
number  of  copies  of  the  document.  I  do 
not  think  it  will  occupy  too  much  space 
in  the  Record,  and  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  about  the  matter  throuiih- 
out  the  country.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  a  very  well-documented  paper  which 
might  well  be  included  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous coiLsent  that  there  be  prmted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  a  Senate  print  of  the  Sixty-fifth 
Congress,  entitled  "The  Senate  as  a  Con- 
tinuing Body." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  -Mr, 
Bricker  in  the  chair  >.  Is  there  objec- 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Thi  Senate  as  a  Continxjing  Boot 

1.    CONTROVERST   0\Tni    THE   SENATE  FRINTERS    l^ 
184  1 

A  Joint  resolution  of  March  3,  1819.  had 
provided  that  "as  soon  as  this  resolution 
shall  have  be«n  approved  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  each  House  shall  pro- 
ceed to  ballot  fur  a  printer,  to  execute  lis 
work  during  the  next  Congress.'     (The  reso- 
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lutlon  Is  reprinted  In  Ck>NcxxssioNAL  Olobk, 
26th  Cong.,  2d  seas.,  vol.  9,  p.  238.) 

An  amendatory  Joint  resolution  adopted  in 
1829  provided  that  "within  30  days  before  the 
adjournment  of  every  Congreas.  each  House 
shall  proceed  to  vote  for  a  printer  to  execute 
Its  work  for  and  during  the  succeeding  Con- 
gress." (Reprinted,  Ibid.,  p.  189.)  Accord- 
ingly, on  February  20.  1841,  during  the  second 
session  of  the  Twenty-sixth  Congress,  the 
Senate  elected  Blair  and  Rives  as  Its  printers 
for  the  Twenty-seventh  Congress.  (Ibid., 
p.  197.) 

On  March  4,  1841,  the  political  complexion 
of  the  Senate  changed.  (Ibid.,  p.  186.)  The 
Senate  organized  by  reelecting  its  President 
pro  tempore  (Ibid.,  p.  231),  and  sat  In  spe- 
cial session  until  March  14.  The  House  of 
Representatives  duly  adjourned  sine  die,  and 
was  not  in  session  after  March  4. 

On  March  4,  1841.  a  resolution  was  intro- 
duced "That  Blair  and  Rives  be  dismissed  as 
printers  of  the  Senate  for  the  twenty-seventh 
Congress."  (Ibid.,  p.  238).  On  March  5  a 
motion  to  take  up  this  resolution  for  con- 
sideration was  debated  at  length.  In  Feb- 
ruary at  the  time  of  the  election  of  the 
printers  it  had  been  urged  that  the  "next 
Senate"  should  be  allowed  to  elect  Its  own 
printers.  (Ibid.,  p.  188.) 
Mr.  Allen,  of  Ohio: 

"And  as  to  the  assertion  that  this  was  a 
new  Senate,  he  denied  the  fact.  The  argu- 
ment so  much  relied  on  In  this  discussion 
and  on  which  so  much  logic  and  reasoning 
had  been  wasted  in  opposition  to  the  election 
of  these  printers  was  untrue.  There  was  no 
such  thing  as  a  new  Senate  known  to  the 
Constitution  of  this  Republic.  They  might 
as  well  speak  of  a  new  Supreme  Court  as  of  a 
new  Senate.  There  was  a  new  Hotise  of 
Representatives  because  the  entire  House 
expired  at  the  expiration  of  the  second  year 
and  because  the  4th  of  March  terminated  the 
life  of  that  body.  But  not  so  the  Senate. 
The  Constitution  replenishes  that  body  every 
2  years  by  the  election  of  a  class  of  Senators, 
and  thereby  gives  eternity  to  the  duration 
of  the  body.  There  was  no  new,  nor  was 
there  any  old  Senate.  The  same  Senate, 
therefore,  which  elected  Blalr  and  Rives  now 
without  charge  or  allegation  proposes  to  re- 
scind the  act.  but  he  would  not  go  Into  that." 
(Iiid..  p.  236.) 

Mr.  Wright,  of  New  York  (as  the  Senate 
w;<s  In  special  session  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives was  not  sitting,  the  Senate  could 
pruf^erly  consider  no  other  business  than 
nominations  and  treaties)  : 

"He  had  never  heard  it  pretended  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  are  not  perpetual  from 
Congress  to  Congress,  unless  they  were 
changed  by  the  body.  The  rules  were  not 
now  changed:  and  what,  then,  were  they  do- 
ing? Why,  they  were  debating  this  matter 
In  violation  of  their  rules,  and  by  their  ac- 
tion were  assuming  to  exercise  legislative 
powers.  ■     (Ibid.,  p.  236.) 

Mr.  Henry  Clay,  of  Kentucky: 
"It  was  contended  on  one  side  that  the 
Eenate  was  a  continuous,  never-dying  body, 
and  on  the  other  side  it  was  said  there 
was  no  House  of  Representatives.  But  In  the 
true  contemplation  of  the  Constitution,  the 
Senate  and  the  House,  too,  were  supposed  to 
be  In  existence;  for  If  the  States  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  by  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers, they  were  ready  to  form  a  House.  The 
Senate  and  the  House  were  In  the  contem- 
plation of  the  Constitution,  continuotis 
bodies;  they  were  not  Identical  In  the  Mem- 
bers that  composed  them,  but  he  hoped  that, 
though  theor«?tically  always  In  existence,  the 
acts  and  measures  of  the  Senate  would  de- 
pend on  the  component  Members  that  con- 
stitute the  body.  By  the  Constitution  the 
Senate  had  power,  exclvisively  of  the  House, 
of  the  President,  or  any  other  authority,  to 
elect  its  own  officers.  They  said  that  their 
Printer  was  an  officer;  but  be  should  not  go 
over  the  arguments  which  bad  been  tirged 
with  so  much  abUlty  by  his  friend  from  Del- 


aware [Mr.  Bayard]  and  which  stood  un- 
answered to  that  day.  that  these  Prlnten 
were  officers."     (Ibid.,  p.  237.) 

"Mr.  WaiGHT.  He  had  before  referred  to  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  and  he  had  stated  what 
he  supposed  would  not  be  controverted,  that 
those  rules  were  as  perfectly  binding  on  that 
body  as  they  were  on  the  body  which  occu- 
pied those  seats  a  week  ago.  Now.  one  of 
those  rules  was,  that  'when  acting  on  confi- 
dential or  Executive  business  the  Senate 
shall  be  cleared  of  all  persons,  except  the 
Secretary,  the  principal  or  executive  Clerk, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  and 
the  Assistant  Doorkeeper.'  Well,  then,  under 
their  rules  they  must  assume  to  be  acting 
legislatively,  a  position  which  he  undertook 
to  show  they  did  not  occupy  after  their  or- 
ganization for  executive  purposes."  (Ibid., 
p.  237.) 

The  Senate  voted  to  take  up  for  considera- 
tion the  resolution  to  dismiss  the  printers 
(Ibid.,  p.  238).  On  March  8,  the  debate  pro- 
ceeded. James  Buchanan,  of  Pennsylvania, 
contended  that  the  printers  were  not  officers 
of  the  Senate,  but  were  entitled  under  a 
binding  contract  to  do  the  Senate  printing. 
But  what  if  they  were  officers?  . 

"Senators  had  contended  that  one  Senate 
or  one  Congress  had  no  right  to  elect  officers 
for  their  successors;  and  that,  therefore,  the 
Joint  resolution  violated  the  Constitution, 
because  it  gave  the  election  of  a  Printer  for 
the  next  Senate  to  that  which  had  expired 
on  the  3d  of  March.  This  was  as  strange  a 
position  as  any  which  had  been  assumed 
throughout  the  argument.  An  old  Senate 
and  a  new  Senate. 

"There  could  be  no  new  Senate.  This  was 
the  very  same  body,  constitutionally  and  in 
point  of  law,  which  had  assembled  on  the 
first  day  of  Its  meeting  in  1789.  It  has  ex- 
isted without  any  intermission  from  that  day 
until  the  present  moment,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  exist  as  long  as  the  Government 
should  endure.  It  was  emphatically  a  per- 
manent body.  Its  rules  were  permanent  and 
were  not  adopted  from  Congress  to  Congress 
like  those  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
For  many  years  after  the  commencement  of 
the  Government  its  Secretary  was  a  perma- 
nent officer,  though  our  rules  now  require 
that  he  should  be  elected  at  stated  Intervals. 
The  Senate  always  had  a  President,  and  there 
were  always  two- thirds  of  its  actual  members 
in  existence,  and  generally  a  much  greater 
number.  It  would  be  useless  to  labor  this 
question.  Every  writer,  without  exception, 
who  had  treated  on  the  subject  had  declared 
the  Senate  to  be  a  permanent  body.  It  never 
dies;  and  It  was  the  sheet  anchor  of  the  Con- 
stitution on  account  of  Ita  permanency. 
Senators  were  thus  deprived  of  the  poor  apol- 
ogy that  one  Senate  had  no  right  to  bind  its 
successors."     (Ibid.,  p.  240.) 

On  March  9  the  discussion  was  continued. 
A  resolution  that  it  was  not  competent  for 
the  Senate  to  annul  the  election  and  divest 
the  printers  of  their  rights  wfts  voted  down. 
(Ibid.,  p.  246.)  On  March  10  the  resolution 
to  dismiss  was  again  taken  up.  Mr.  Sevier, 
of  Arkansas: 

"It  had  been  very  properly  said  that  this 
was  a  permanent  body,  and  that  the  election. 
whether  before  the  4th  of  March  or  after,  was 
good  and  vaUd.  It  bad  been  acquiesced  In 
before,  as  he  found  on  looking  at  the  ayes 
and  noes. '     (Ibid,  p.  260.) 

Mr.  Woodbury,  of  New  Hampshire: 
"He  was  summoned  here  to  a  session  of  the 
Senate  without  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives; and,  of  cotirae,  a  session  for  the  trans- 
action of  executive  business  merely.  This 
body  was  a  permanent  one;  and  hence  It  was 
supposed  that  no  new  officers  were  to  be 
elected  If  no  vacancies  already  existed." 
(Ibid.,  p.  251.) 

The  resolution  to  dismiss  Blair  and  Rives 
as  printers  of  the  Senate  to  the  Twenty- 
seventh  Congress  was  adopted  by  a  vote  erf 
36  to  18.  on  Marcb  11,  1841.     (Ibid.,  p.  256.) 


This  action  tended  to  Bupp>ort  the  view  that 
the  Senate  was  a  discontinuous  body. 

But  a  vote  to  dismiss  Its  printers  was  not 
necessarily  a  vote  that  the  Senate  was  dis- 
continuous. One  of  the  Senators  who  ad- 
vocated and  voted  for  the  dismissal,  Heiu^ 
Clay,  of  Kentucky,  agreed  with  the  opposi- 
tion that  the  Senate  was  everlasting.  (See 
above.)  And  If  the  prop>onents  of  the  dis- 
continuity view  were.  In  fact,  more  numer- 
ous than  its  opponents,  the  reports  in  the 
CoNGREssioNAi,  Olobb  (of  whlch  Blslr  and 
Rives  were  editors  and  publishers)  wholly 
fall  to  Indicate  It. 

a.  orricc  or  pazsioxNT   pxo  tkmporx 

Senator  Collamer  Introduced  In  the  Sen- 
ate, August  5.  1861  (Congressional  Globe, 
37th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  p.  436),  the  following 
resolution : 

"Resolved,  That  the  President  pro  tempore 
of  the  Senate,  elected  in  the  absence  of  the 
Vice  President,  holds  his  office,  while  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  until  another  is  elected, 
and  executes  the  duties  thereof  whenever  the 
Vice  President  Is  absent." 
He  declared: 

"The  object  of  this  resolution  Is  to  de- 
clare what  I  have  understood  to  be  really 
the  law.  •  •  •  It  seems  to  me  that,  If 
an  election  be  made  to  last  only  whUe  the 
Vice  President  is  at  that  time  absent,  the 
election  to  the  office  must  cease  with  the 
session.  It  is  an  absiirdlty  to  talk  about  the 
absence  of  the  Vice  President  when  the  Sen- 
ate is  not  sitting.     •     •     • 

"The  law  which  provides.  In  accordance 
with  the  Constitution,  who  shall  perform 
the  duties  of  President  of  the  United  States. 
In  case  of  the  death  or  resignation  of  both 
the  President  and  Vice  President,  declares 
that  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Sen- 
ate shall  officiate,  or.  if  there  be  no  President 
pro  tempore,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  Is  very  observable  that 
that  law  necessarily  implies  that  the  Con- 
gress which  passed  it  understood  the  place 
of  President  pro  tempore  to  be  a  continuing 
office;  that  when  elected,  he  remained  in 
until  another  was  elected.  True,  It  might 
fall  out  that  he  might  die;  and  so  provision 
was  made  for  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  but  the  necessary  implica- 
tion from  the  law  is  that  the  office  of  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuing office." 

Senator  Bayard  opposed  the  resolution, 
saying  (ibid.,  p.  437) : 

"If  the  Vice  President  does  not  return,  the 
occupant  of  the  chair  remains  President  pro 
tempore  of  the  Senate,  session  or  no  session; 
because  that  Is  the  natural  inference  from 
the  duration  of  the  office.  He  is  not  elected 
President  pro  tempore  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate;  he  is  elected  President  pro  tem- 
pore during  the  absence  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, and  you  cannot  assume  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent will  return  until  he  again  appears  In 
the  chair  as  President  of  the  Senate." 

No  vote  was  taken  on  Senator  Collamer's 
resolution,  and  there  was  no  discussion  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  office  of  President  pro 
tempore  could  continue  over  into  a  new 
Congress. 

On  December  17,  1875,  after  the  death  of 
the  Vice  President,  Senator  Edmunds  Intro- 
duced a  resolution  to  proceed  to  the  election 
of  a  President  pro  tempore  on  the  7th  of 
January  (Misc.  Doc.  No.  21,  44th  Cong.,  Ist 
sess.). 

January  10,  1876,  Senator  Morton,  from  the 
Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  in- 
troduced four  resolutions  relating  to  the 
office  of  President  pro  tempore  (Conobes- 
BioMAi.  Rbcoro  vol.  4.  p.  311).  In  the  report 
of  the  committee  (S.  Rept.  3.  44th  Cong..  Ut 
sess.)  It  Is  stated  (p.  2) : 

"The  custom  of  the  Vice  President  to  va- 
cate the  chair  before  the  close  of  a  sessUm 
to  enatde  the  Senate  to  choose  a  President 
ptx>  tempocw.  did  not  begin  until  after  the 
of  tbe  act  of  Uaztb.  1.  ITSO.  and  waa 
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otovtously  Instituted  to  meet  the  ctmtln^ency 
contemplated  in  the  act,  by  providing  a 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  dxirlng 
the  vacations  of  that  hody.  The  Senate  in 
contemplaUon  of  law.  Is  a  perpetual  body, 
and  the  officers  of  the  Senate  are  as  much  its 
officers  during  its  vacations  as  during  its 
sessions." 

The  report  also  cites  4  cases  where  the 
office  of  President  pro  tempore  ceased  "at 
the  meeting  of  the  Senate  after  the  first 
recess."  and  49  where  it  did  not. 

The  first  resolution  proposed  was  (Con- 
CBissioNAL  RECoaD,  vol.  4,  p.  311)  : 

"Regolved,  That  the  tenure  of  office  of 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  elected 
at  one  session  does  not  expire  at  the  meet- 
ing of  Congress  after  the  first  recess,  the 
Vice  President  not  having  appeared  to  take 
the  chair." 

Senator  Merrimon,  discussing  this  resolu- 
tion, said: 

"I  entertain  the  opinion  that  when  the 
Senate  elects  a  President  pro  tempore  the 
the  Senator  so  elected  may  rightfully  con- 
tinue to  hold  his  office,  unless  his  term  as 
Senator  shall  sooner  terminate  or  he  shall 
be  removed  for  cause,  until  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent shall  return  to  preside  over  the  Senate, 
and  in  case  he  shall  fail  to  so  return  because 
of  death  or  other  cause,  then  until  a  new 
Vice  President  shall  be  elected  and  quali- 
fied. •  •  •  The  Senate  is  a  perpetual 
body:  it  is  created,  its  powers  are  conferred, 
defined,  and  limited,  by  the  Constitution." 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted 
(Ibid.,  p.  316).  Senator  Sherman  then  re- 
mar\ed: 

"I  want  to  emphasize  the  matter.  This 
resolution  is  adopted  unanimously.  It  is  a 
resolution  that  affects  the  organization  of 
the  body  for  all  time  to  come  and  establishes 
a  precedent." 

January  12.  1876  (Ibid.,  pp.  360-373^.  the 
Senate  adopted  this  resolution: 

"That  the  office  of  President  pro  tempore 
is  held  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate." 

October  10,  1881.  Senator  Garland,  object- 
ing to  the  admission  of  new  Senators  until  a 
President  pro  tempore  should  be  selected 
(the  Vice  President  having  become  President 
of  the  United  States  during  the  recess  of 
the  Senate),  said  (Congressional  Record,  v. 
12,  p.  507)  : 

"The  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body.  It  has 
Members  enough  whenever  It  may  meet.  In 
legal  contemplation,  to  transact  Its  business." 

June  33.  1882.  while  Senator  Morgan  was 
addressing  the  Senate  on  the  powers  of  the 
presiding  officer.  Senator  Maxey  Interjected 
the  remark  (  Congressionax,  Record,  v.  13,  p. 
8263)  :  "The  Senate  la  a  perpetual  body." 
Thereupon  Senator  Morgan  continued; 

"The  Senate  being  a  perpetual  body,  if  the 
Joxirnals  show  that  we  have  a  presiding  of- 
ficer selected  under  the  Constitution,  the 
Journals  cannot  show  that  any  other  person 
can  convene  the  Senate  and  call  It  to  order 
and  organize  it  as  a  legislative  body  except 
that  person,  until  we  suppij  another  man 
under  the  Constitution  and  furnish  him  with 
the  constitutional  and  record  authority  also 
to  preside  in  this  body  •  •  •.  Whenever 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  not  to- 
gether in  pursuance,  if  you  please,  of  an 
adjournment  from  yesterday  or  an  adjourn- 
ment from  the  last  term  and  we  do  not  find 
the  gentleman  present  who  fills  the  oCQce 
which  the  Journals  of  this  body  show  that 
he  la  entitled  to  fill,  our  duty  then,  and  It  Is 
our  first  constitutional  and  unavoidable 
duty,  is  to  supply  that  record  and  supply  the 
man  to  fill  the  place." 

March  20,  1889,  Senator  Butler  Introduced 
the  following  resolution  (Congbkssional 
RixroRD,  vol.  21.  p.  37) : 

"Resolved,  That  the  tenure  of  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  does  not  expire  at  the 
meeting  of  Congress  after  a  recess,  the  Vice 
President  having  appeared  to  take  the  chair." 

In  discussing  this  resolution.  Senator 
Reagan  said  (Ibid.,  p.  46) : 


"A  gfreat  many  of  the  precedents  show  that 
the  President  pro  tempore  at  the  expiration 
of  a  Congress  takes  his  seat  at  the  commence- 
ment of  a  new  Congress.  It  is  convenient 
for  the  Senate  to  allow  him  to  do  so  for  the 
purpose  of  organization;  but  It  seems  to  me 
as  a  rule  to  be  unjust  and  Improper  for  the 
reason  I  shall  state.  I  know  it  is  done  upon 
the  supposition  that  the  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body.  So  It  Is  a  continuing  body 
with  installments  added  every  2  years.  If  I 
may  use  such  an  expression.  At  the  end  of 
each  Congress  it  Is  presumed  that  one-third 
of  the  Senate  are  new  to  their  position.  It 
ought  not  to  be  that  that  one-third  of  the 
Senate  shall  have  no  choice  In  the  selection 
of  a  President  pro  tempore." 

The  resolution  was  not  acted  upon. 

February  10.  1890.  Senator  Evarts.  from 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 
reported  the  following  resolution  (Congres- 
sional RecC'RD.  vol.  21.  p.  1154)  : 

"Resolved,  That  It  Is  competent  for  the 
Senate  to  elect  a  President  pro  tempore,  who 
shall  hold  the  office  during  the  pleasure  of 
the  Senate  and  until  another  is  elected,  and 
shall  execute  the  duties  thereof  when  the 
Vice  President  Is  absent." 

In  discussing  this  resorutlon  Senator 
Evarts  (Ibid.  p.  1717)  referred  to  Senator 
CoUamer's  .-esolutlon  of  1861.  and  also  to  the 
Morton  report  of  1876.  which  he  said  raised 
the  question  "whether  a  President  pro  tem- 
pore chosen  at  one  session  of  the  Senate 
should  vacate  that  place,  that  post,  that 
office,  at  the  opening  of  the  next  session  or 
after  the  ilrst  recess  of  the  Senate.  This 
committee  were  entirely  of  opinion,  and 
there  Is  now.  I  suppose,  no  difference  In  the 
Senate  on  i,hat  point,  that  that  did  not  ter- 
minate the  office  of  President  pro  tempore. 
•  •  •  It  appears  now  that  there  ts  left  for 
conslderatliin  only  this:  Whether  as  a  mat- 
ter of  constitutional  obligation  It  Is  essen- 
tial that  the  Senate  should  confine  the  ex- 
istence and  authority  of  a  President  pro 
tempc^-e  to  the  Immediate  occasion  of  the 
particular  absence  of  the  Vice  President  on 
which  he  Is  elected.  •  •  •  No  Senator  can 
see  more  clearly  than  I  do  the  very  great 
inconvenience  of  being  dependent,  entirely 
without  a  Presiding  Officer,  when  a  merely 
casual,  unexpected,  and  unannounced,  and 
yet  necessary  absence  of  the  Vice  President 
may  require  that  there  should  be  someone 
to  take  the  chair." 

Senator  Hoar  supported  the  resolution 
but  Senat:)r  George  maintained  that  it  was 
contrary  ic  "the  uniform,  unbroken  practice 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for  a  hun- 
dred years,  and  the  uniform  and  unbroken 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  England 
for  500  years." 

March  12,  1890.  Senator  George  (ibid.,  p. 
2144)  stated: 

"At  all  times,  and  In  every  conceivable  way 
in  which  the  question  could  be  raised,  It  was 
uniformly  decided  until  1861.  without  dis- 
sent on  the  part  of  anyone,  that  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  held  his 
office.^  the  words  themselves  mean,  during 
that  particular  absence  of  the  Vice  President 
for  which  he  was  elected.  •  •  •  Down 
to  the  presi;nt  time  the  practice  of  the  Senate 
has  confor:3[ied  to  the  original  interpretation 
placed  upon  the  Constitution,  as  I  have 
stated  It  to  be." 

Senator  Georee  then  reviewed  the  various 
elections  cf  a  President  pro  tempore  from 
1789  to  18(i9.  and  concluded  (p.  2148): 

"At  the  expense  of  frequent  elections,  at 
the  expense  of  changing  the  occupant  of  the 
chair  as  frequently  as  10  or  12  days  apart, 
with  one  uniform  consensus  of  opinion,  with 
a  uniformity  of  practice  wblch  U  without  a 
single  break  for  a  hundred  years,  the  Judge- 
ment of  the  Senate  has  been  that  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  elected  In  the  absence  of 
the  Vice  Piesldent  vacates  his  office  upon  the 
return  of  that  officer." 

Senator  Turpie  (Ibid.,  p.  2150)  introduced 
an  amendment  to  change  the  resolution  to 
the  follow mg  form: 


-Resolved,  That  !t  Is  competent  for  the 
Senate  to  elect  a  President  pro  tempore  who 
shall  hold  the  office  during  the  pleasure  of 
the  Senate  and  until  another  Is  elected,  and 
shall  execute  the  duties  thereof  during  all 
future  absences  of  the  Vice  President  tmtll 
the  Senate  shall  otherwise  order." 

In  reply  to  Senator  George  he  said: 

"I  think  the  unbroken  practice  or  custom 
which  he  speaks  of  is  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  question  has  not  been  discussed,  and 
there  has  been  no  determinative  or  affirma- 
tive decision  on  the  construction  of  the  Na- 
tional  Constitution  herein." 

The  resolution  was  adopted  as  amended  by 
Senator  Turpie  without  division  March  12. 
1870  (Ibid.,  p.  2153).  Nothing  was  said  In 
the  discussion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  office 
of  Pre.sldent  pro  tempore  under  the  resolu- 
tion would  expire  with  the  Congress  during 
which  he  was  elected. 

March  2.  1891,  Senator  Charles  P  Mander- 
son  was  elected  President  pro  tempore  to  hold 
office  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate.  In 
accordance  with  the  resolution  of  March  12, 
1890  (Congressional  Record,  vol.  22,  p.  3637) , 
with  the  Intention,  apparently,  that  his  office 
would  continue  over  into  the  following  Con- 
gress. Subsequent  Presidents  pro  tempore 
have  regularly  been  elected  with  reference 
to  this  same  resolution. 

In  GUfry's  compilation.  "President  of  the 
Senate  Pro  Temixjre."  numerous  Instances 
are  cited  of  Presidents  pro  tempore  holding 
over  from  one  Congress  to  the  next: 

John  Gaillard,  Thirteenth  to  Fourteenth 
Congress  (p.  14). 

William  P.  Mangum,  Twenty-seventh  to 
Twenty-eighth  Congress   (p.  22). 

WUUam  R.  King,  Thuty-first  to  Thirty- 
second  Congress  <p.  36). 

Jesse  D.  Bright,  Thirty-third  to  Thirty- 
fourth  Congress  (p.  39). 

Benjamin  F.  Wade,  Thirty-ninth  to  For- 
tieth Congress  (p.  49). 

John  J.  lugails.  Forty -ninth  to  Fiftieth 
Congress  (p.  175) . 

Charles  F.  Manderson.  Fifty- first  to  Fifty- 
third  Congress  (p.  2iai. 

William  P.  Frye,  Fifty-fourth  to  FUty- 
slxty  Congress  (pp.  215  217). 

William  P  Frye.  Fifty-seventh  to  Fifty- 
ninth  Concrrrss  (pp    218-220). 

William  P.  Frye.  Sixtieth  to  Sixty-second 
Congress   tpp.  221-223i. 

On  the  other  ha.ia.  the  same  compilation 
cites  cases  of  reelection  of  Presidents  pro 
tempore  at  a  special  March  4  session  of  the 
Senate,  as  follows: 

William  R.  King,  March  4,  1841  (p.  21). 

David  R   Atchison.  March  4,  1853  (p.  37). 

James  M.  Mason.  March  4.  1857  (p    42). 

Solomon  Fort.  March  4.  1863  (p.  47). 

William  P   Frye,  March  7.  1901  (p.  217). 

William  P  Frye.  December  5.  1907  (p.  220). 

3     Di3ATE    CONCFRNlNG    JOIhTT    RULES    OF 
SfNATE   AND  HOUSE 

January  10,  1876.  Senator  Hamlin,  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules.  rep<jrted  the  following 
resolution  (CoNtiRESsioNAL  Record,  vol.  4, 
p.  309) : 

'■Ri\^olrcd  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring) .  That  the  Joint 
rules  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  force  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session  of  Congress  be.  and  the  same  are 
hereby,  adopted  as  the  Joint  rules  of  the  two 
Houses  for  the  present  session." 

Senator  Hamlin,  in  supporting  the  resolu- 
tion, said: 

"The  Senate  has  lU  rules.  The  Senate  Is  an 
existing  body,  and  Its  rules  exist  with  the 
body.  The  House  of  Representatives  Is  • 
body  which  expires  once  in  2  years,  and  Its 
rules  expire,  of  course,  with  each  expiring 
Congress." 

Senator  Bayard,  speaking  on  the  same  reso- 
lution January  17.  1876.  said  (ibid.,  p.  431): 

"The  question  comes  at  once  whether  a 
Joint  nile  adopted  by  the  two  Houses  falU 
and  becomes  void  by  the  expiration  of  the 
Congress  in  which  that  rule  was  adopted,    bo 
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far  as  the  Senate  Is  concerned,  tt  will  not,  Z 
think,  be  cuggested,  because  this  is  a  contin- 
uing body;  there  is  always  and  at  all  times 
a  quorum  continuing  from  one  Congress  to 
another.  It  la  not  sd  with  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives the  termination  of  whose 
legal    existence    is    at   the   end   of   every   3 


years. 


•     •     *     So  far  as  the  Senate  Is  con- 


cerned, we  all  kno«'  that  the  Senate's  rules 
continue,  but  the  question  is  what  effect  the 
different  constitution  of  the  other  House  of 
Congress  has  upon  a  Joint  rule." 
Senator  Merrimon  stated: 
"The  long  experience  of  our  Chief  Cleric, 
embracing  about  38  years,  knows  of  no  excep- 
tion; and,  as  far  as  he  has  been  able  to  learn 
on  examination,  there  has  been  no  exception 
to  the  practice  that  the  Joint  rules  continue 
from  Congress  to  Congress  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate.  But  when  the  matter  was  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Conmilttee  on  Rules. 
we  could  not  see  he  w  any  rule,  whether  Joint 
or  otherwise,  of  ont;  Congress  could  be  bind- 
ing upon  a  subsequent  Congress,  for  the 
Congress  as  a  Congress  lasts  but  2  years.  As 
a  legal  proposition,  if  a  Joint  rule  is  not 
binding  upon  the  House,  how  could  it  be 
binding  upon  the  Senate?" 

Senator  Thurman  said  (Ibid.,  p.  432) : 
"The    resolution    now   before   the    Senate 
rests  upon   the   af sumption  that   the  Joint 
rules  of  the  two  Houses  fall  at  the  end  of 
what  is  called  every  Congress,  and  that  they 
must  necessarily  do  so  upon  the  theory  that 
the  House  of  Repi  esentatlves  expires  at  the 
end  of  every  Congress,  while  it  is  said  that 
the  Senate  U  a  perpetual  body.     Why  is  It 
said  that  the  Seni.te  Is  a  perpetual  body?     I 
know  of  no  reasoi  except  one.  and  that  is 
that  only  one-third  of  Its  Members  go  out 
every  2  years,  so  t  lat  there  is  always  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Senators  In  office  to  con- 
stitute  a   quorum    of    the   Senate.     •     •     • 
The  Senate  U  sail  to  be  a  perpetual  body, 
because  It  can  be  convened  at  any  instant. 
"I  say.  In  reply  io  the  Senator  from  Maine, 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  can 
be  convened  at  any  moment.     In  the  con- 
templation of  our  Constitution  there  is  never 
one   moment  of   lime  when   there  is   not  a 
Congress  of  the  United  States  which  can  be 
convened  upon  th>  call  of  the  President,  and 
in  point  of  fact  It  ts  so.     •     •     •    The  theory 
of  our  Oovernme  It   U  that  all  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Government — executive.  Judi- 
cial,   legislative — :ire    in    existence    et    every 
moment  of  time.     •     •     •    The  Senate  is  said 
to  be  a  contlnulni;  body.    Cannot  we  change 
cur  rules  whenever  we  please?     The  House 
^n  change  Its  rules,  no  matter  whether  the 
rules   of   the    last   House   continue   In   force 
until  altered  or  rot.     •     •     •     I  think  this 
ld..'a  that  there  is  a  dead  House  of  Represent- 
aM  es  every  2  yea:'s  Is  all  a  mistake.    I  think 
the  House  of  Representatives  Is  as  permanent 
a  Cody  as  the  Senate.    The  fact  that  we  hold 
our  office   for  6   years  and   they   for  only   2 
makes  no  manne-  of  difference  between  the 
two  Houses  as  tc  the  permanent  nattire  of 
the  body."' 
Senator  Shermun  said  (ibid.,  p.  433) : 
"The  rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  believe  it  Is  conceded  on  all  hands,  expire 
with  the  Congrets.     There  can  be  no  doubt 
about  that,  becaise  that  has  been  the  uni- 
versal practice  of  the  Government,  I  believe, 
from  the  beginning.    While  I  was  a  Member 
of  the  House  there  were  two  or  three  im- 
portant occasions   when,   before  the   House 
was  organized,  H.  was  held  that  there  were 
no  rules.    By  th(  established  practice  of  the 
Government  from  the  beginning  to  this  hour 
It  has  been  held  that  the  rules  of  the  House 
of  RepresentatlvijB  expire  with  the  Congress, 
and  that  no  law  can  operate  to  extend  the 
rules  from  one  C'ongress  to  another,  liecause 
that   would   be    -o  violate   the   Constitution 
Itself.  In  this  respect  the  rules  of  each  House 
are  precisely  alike. 

"The  rules  of  the  Senate  are  no  more  op- 
erative than  the  rules  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives.    We  have  the  power  to  change 


them  at  any  moment.  It  la  said  that  this 
body  is  a  continuous  body;  but  these  rules 
need  not  be  written  out  in  the  form  of  rules 
prescribed  in  set  phrases.  I  have  come, 
therefore,  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  not 
necessary,  so  far  as  the  Joint  rules  or  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  are  concerned,  to  take 
any  action  at  the  beginning  of  each  Con- 
gress, simply  bebause  the  Joint  rules  expire 
by  the  expiration  of  Congress.  It  is  not 
necessary  for  us,  to  continue  any  of  our 
rules,  to  adopt  the  usual  resolution  of  the 
House  at  the  beginning  of  every  Congress. 
I  believe  the  Joint  rules  will  be  continued 
without  any  such  action.  The  Eienate  itself 
is  a  permanent  body,  and  all  the  rules  which 
affect  the  Senate  continue  until  changed  by 
the  action  of  the  Senate." 

Senator  Kelly  said  (Ibid.,  p.  434) : 
"The  Senate  has  never  considered  It  neces- 
sary to  adopt  the  rules  of  a  previous  Con- 
gress, probably  for  the  reason  which  has  been 
stated,  that  It  is  always  an  organized  body; 
that  is,  It  always  has  a  quorum  to  do  busi- 
ness. Being  an  organized  body  it  has  never 
since  1789  adopted  the  rules  of  a  previous 
Congress." 

Senator  Morton  said  (ibid.,  p.  435) : 
"I  have  always  understood  the  theory  of 
the  two  Houses  to  be  this:  First,  that  the 
Senate  Is  a  continuing  body.  That  results 
from  the  nature  of  Its  organization  and  also 
because  It  Is  a  i>art  of  the  executive  depsui;- 
ment  of  the  Government.  •  •  •  When  the 
Senate  adjourns  from  one  session  to  another 
It  Is  nothing  more  than  a  recess  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  believe  I  have  never  before  heard  it 
said  that  the  House  of  Representatives  was 
a  continuing  body.  •  •  •  We  have  a 
President  pro  tempore,  a  Sergeant  at  Arms, 
and  a  Secretary,  and  they  continue  until  the 
Senate  Itself  makes  a  change.  Therefore,  the 
organization  of  the  body  is  not  lost,  and 
every  adjournment  of  the  Senate  is  simply 
in  the  nature  of  a  recess." 

Senator  Maxey  said  (Ibid.,  p.  438) : 
"It  is  said  that  the  Hoiise  of  Representa- 
tives is  a  continuous  body;  and  that  reason 
is  assigned  by  a  Senator  for  whose  legal 
Judgment  I  have  great  respect;  but  I  do  not 
concur  in  It;  I  do  not  think  It  is  true.  I  be- 
lieve that  there  Is  a  cessation  of  the  organi- 
zation of  the  House  of  Representatives  every 
2  years.  The  very  fact  that  this  body  re- 
quires the  President  of  the  Senate  (whoever 
that  may  be)  to  call  the  Senate  together, 
that  It  is  a  perpetual  body,  that  it  never 
ceases  to  exist,  that  while  one-third  goes  out 
every  second  year  one-third  comes  in  at  the 
same  time,  makes  it  a  perpetual  body.  •  •  • 
"There  never  has  been  a  time  since  the 
organization  of  this  Giovernment  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senate  were  not  in  existence. 
It  Is,  therefore,  a  perpetual  body,  so  laid  down 
in  all  the  works  on  the  subject.  The  House 
is  not  so.  It  is  true  of  the  House  of  Lords; 
It  is  not  true  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Precisely  what  Is  true  of  the  House  of  Lords 
is  true  of  the  Senate;  precisely  what  is  true 
of  the  House  of  Commons  Is  true  of  the  House 
of  Representatives."  (Edgerton,  April  30, 
1915;   McClenon,  November  22,  1915.) 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  continue  to  read  from 
Senator  Allen's  remarks: 

They  might  as  well  speak  of  a  new  Supreme 
Court  as  of  a  new  Senate.  There  was  a  new 
House  of  Representatives  because  the  entire 
House  expired  at  the  expiration  of  the  sec- 
ond year  and  because  the  4th  of  March  ter- 
minated the  life  of  that  body.  But  not  so 
the  Senate.  The  Constitution  replenishes 
that  body  every  2  years  by  the  election  of  a 
class  of  Senators,  and  thereby  gives  eternity 
to  the  dtiration  of  the  body.  There  was  no 
new,  nor  was  there  any  old,  Senate. 

Senator  Wright,  of  New  York: 

He  had  never  heard  It  pretended  that  the 

rules  of  the  Senate  are  not  perpetual,  from 

Congress    to    Congress,    unless    they    were 

changed  by  the  body.    The  rules  were  not 


now  changed,   and  what,  then,  were  they 
doing? 

Senator  James  Buchanan,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, who  became  President  of  the 
United  States,  said: 

There  cotild  be  no  new  Senate.  This  waa 
the  very  same  body,  constitutionally  and  in 
point  of  law,  which  had  assembled  on  the 
first  day  of  its  meeting  In  1789.  It  has 
existed  without  any  intermission  from  that 
day  until  the  present  moment  and  wotild 
continue  to  exist  as  long  as  the  Government 
should  endure.  It  was  emphatically  a  per- 
manent body.  Its  rules  were  permanent 
and  were  not  adopted  from  Congress  to 
Congress  like  those  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

These  are  only  quotations;  their  exact 
relevancy  may  be  questioned.  I  merely 
wish  to  show  the  idea  that  has  been 
accepted  universally  since  the  beginning 
of  Congress. 

Senator  Merrimon  said: 

I  entertain  the  opinion  that  when  the 
Senate  elects  a  President  pro  tempore  the 
Senator  so  elected  may  rightfully  continue 
to  hold  his  office,  unless  his  term  as  Senator 
shall  sooner  terminate  or  he  shall  be  removed 
for  cause,  until  the  Vice  President  shall  re- 
tvirn  to  preside  over  the  Senate.  •  •  • 
The  Senate  Is  a  perpetual  body:  It  Is  created. 
Its  powers  are  conferred,  defined,  and  limited, 
by  the  Constitution. 

Senator  Sherman,  of  Ohio,  said : 
I  want  to  emphasize  the  matter.  This 
resolution  is  adopted  unanimously.  It  is  a 
resolution  that  affects  the  organization  of 
the  body  for  all  time  to  come,  and  establishes 
a  precedent. 

The  resolution  unanimously  adopted 
was  that  the  tenure  of  oflBce  of  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
elected  at  one  session,  does  not  expire 
at  a  meeting  of  Congress  after  a  recess, 
the  Vice  President  not  having  appeared 
to  take  the  chair. 

Mr.  President,  parliamentary  authori- 
ties are  very  much  the  same.  I  wish  to 
quote  from  the  book,  The  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  by  Haynes,  one  of  the 
leading  authorities  on  parliamentary 
law.    He  says: 

since  in  each  Congress  the  Hotise  Is  newly 
elected,  It  has  been  held  that  the  rules  of 
the  House  In  the  preceding  Congress  cannot 
without  specific  adoption  be  held  binding  on 
the  new  House. 

The  Senate,  on  the  other  hand.  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body.  It  first  effected  its  organiza- 
tion April  6,  1789,  and  there  never  since  has 
been  a  time  when  the  Senate  as  an  organized 
body  has  not  been  available,  at  the  Presi- 
dent's summons  or  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  Its  own  adjournment,  for  the 
transaction  of  public  business.  The  first 
rules,  adopted  only  10  days  after  the  Senate 
came  into  being,  have  continued  in  force 
without  reaffirmation  untU  amended  or 
abolished  by  the  Senate. 

I  believe  every  parliamentary  authority 
follows  the  same  principle.  In  the  intro- 
duction to  his  manual.  President  Jeffer- 
son discusses  the  proceedings  of  the 
Senate,  and  refers  to  the  questipn  of  the 
rules  under  which  the  Senate  would  be 
acting  if  it  did  not  have  any  rules  of  its 
own  to  cover  a  case.  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Senate  could  be  a  continuing  body 
unless  it  had  continuing  rules.  I  do  not 
quite  see  how  the  Senate  could  operate 
If  it  were  a  body  without  rules. 

It  Is  said  that  the  Senate  must  now 
operate  under  Robert's  Rules  of  Order, 
or  some  other  rules  of  parliamentary  law. 
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But  surely  there  must  be  rules  of  some 
kind.  It  seems  obvious  to  me  that  those 
rules  should  be  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 
Why  should  we  go  to  the  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain,  why  should  we  go  to 
Robert's  Rules  of  Order,  why  should  we 
go  to  anybody  else's  rules,  when  we  have 
rules  of  our  own  that  have  been  in  force 
for  165  years?  The  practices  of  the 
Senate  are  good  evidence  of  what  the 
rules  of  parliamentary  law  ought  to  be. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  had  no  rules. 
we  still  would  be  operating  under  Senate 
rules  while  we  determined  whether  we 
had  any  rules.  I  cannot  see  any  basis 
for  saying  there  are  some  other  rules 
which  should  govern. 
Jefferson  says: 

The  Senate  have  accordingly  formed  some 
rules  for  their  own  government;  but  those  go- 
ing only  to  few  ciises,  they  have  referred  to 
the  decision  of  their  President,  without  de- 
bate, and  without  appeal,  all  questions  of 
order  artalng  either  under  their  own  rules,  or. 
where  they  have  provided  none.  This  places 
under  the  dlficretlon  of  the  President  a  very 
extensive  field  of  decision,  and  one  which. 
Irregularly  exercised,  would  have  a  powerful 
effect  on  the  proceedings  and  determinations 
of  the  House.  The  President  must  feel, 
weightily  and  seriously ,  this  confidence  in 
his  discretion:  and  the  necessity  of  recurring, 
for  their  government,  to  some  known  system 
of  rules,  that  he  may  neither  leave  himself 
free  to  Indulge  caprice  or  passion,  nor  open 
to  the  imputation  of  them.  But  to  what 
system  of  rules  is  he  to  recur,  as  supple- 
mentary to  those  of  the  Senate?  To  thia 
there  can  be  but  one  answer:  to  the  system 
of  regulations  adopted  for  the  government  of 
some  one  of  the  parliamentary  bodies  with- 
in these  States,  or  of  that  which  has  served 
as  a  prototype  to  most  of  them.  This  last 
la  the  model  which  we  have  all  studied;  while 
we  are  little  acquainted  with  the  modifica- 
tions of  It  in  our  several  States. 

Jefferson  there  is  referring  to  the  rules 
of  Parliament. 

It  Is  deposited,  too.  In  publications  pos- 
sessed by  many,  and  open  to  all.  Its  rules 
are  probably  as  widely  constructed  for  gov- 
erning the  debates  of  a  considerative  body, 
and  obtaining  its  true  sense,  as  any  which 
can  become  known  to  us;  and  the  acqui- 
escence of  the  Senate,  hitherto,  under  the 
references  to  them,  has  given  them  the  sanc- 
tion of  their  approbation. 

Considering,  therefore,  the  law  of  pro- 
ceedings In  the  Senate  as  composed  of  the 
precepts  of  the  Constitution,  the  regulations 
of  the  Senate,  and  where  these  are  silent,  of 
the  rules  of  Parliament,  I  have  here  en- 
deavored to  collect  and  digest  so  much  of 
these  as  Is  called  for  In  ordinary  practice, 
collating  the  parliamentary  with  the  sena- 
torial rules,  both  where  they  agree  and  where 
they  vary. 

The. entire  book,  however.  Is  set  up 
on  the  theory  that  at  the  time  Jefferson 
wrote  the  manual  the  Senate  rules  ap- 
parently had  governed  a  good  many  dif- 
ferent Congresses.  There  is  no  sugges- 
tion in  his  preface  that  the  rules  must 
be  adopted  by  every  Senate.  He  con- 
cedes that  the  Senate  is  governed  by  a 
set  of  rules,  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  the  rules  that  the  Senate 
has  been  formerly  operating  under,  and 
other  precedents  that  may  develop. 

As  far  as  the  question  of  the  unlimited 
debate  is  concerned,  the  British  Parlia- 
ment had  unlimited  debate,  as  I  under- 
stand, until  1882.  So  If  we  have  in- 
herited anything  from  the  British  Par- 
liament in  the  way  of  imlimited  debate. 


we  inherited  It  at  the  time  when  they 
had  no  such  limitation. 

An  article  in  the  Congressional  Digest 
of  November,  1926.  states  that  the  prac- 
tice of  the  "previous  question "  was 
adopted  in  1604  in  Parliament,  but  it  was 
used  to  avoid  a  vote,  not  to  Umit  debate. 
It  was  in  effect  a  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table.    Ihe  article  says: 

At  the  establishment  of  our  Government 
debate  wf  s  practically  unlimited  in  the  Sen- 
ate. •  •  •  The  "previous  question"  wns 
provided  for  in  the  first  Senate  Rules  found 
in  the  Annals  of  the  First  Congress  from 
1789  to  1791.  Rules  VIII.  IX.  and  XI.  related 
to  the  "previous  question  '  but  were  rarely 
used.  Like  the  precedents  for  the  rule  In 
the  British  Parliament  and  the  Continental 
Congress  when  It  was  used  In  the  early  days 
of  the  Senate  It  did  not  limit  deb;ite  but 
avoided  a  vote  on  a  given  subject.  The 
"previous  question"  was  debatable  •  •  • 
but  not  en  amendments. 

The  limitation  of  debate  In  the  House  of 
Commons  was  not  Introduced  umll  1882.  ac- 
cording to  Sir  Er5klne  May  ^T^eatl.';e  on  the 
Lav.-.  Privileges.  Proceedings,  and  Usaj;e  of 
Parliament.  12th  Ed.  London.  1917.  p.  313). 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  rea-on  was  apparently  a  great  Increase 
In  the  number  of  members. 

So.  if  we  are  lookine:  for  a  historical 
precedent  so  far  as  the  practice  of  un- 
limited debate  is  concerned,  it  has  been 
the  approved  legislative  practice  in  the 
bodies  from  which  we  derive  our  cus- 
toms. I;  was  nothing  stranpe  in  the 
Senate  that  no  limitation  was  made,  and 
that  the  rule  of  unlimited  debate  was 
generally  adopted. 

In  1917.  Senator  Walsh  raised  this 
que.<;tion.  He  made  a  motion  substan- 
tially like  that  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico.  The  motion 
never  came  to  a  vote.  There  was  an 
agreement  on  a  change  in  the  rule — this 
same  rule  XXII — imposing  some  limita- 
tion on  debate.  But  when  the  Senate 
came  to  act  upon  the  question,  it  did 
not  go  back  and  adopt  new  rules.  It  did 
not  adopt  Senator  Wal.sh's  motion.  It 
amended  rule  XXII,  thereby  affirming 
the  fact  that  rule  XXII  had  been  in 
effect  since  the  first  day  of  that  particu- 
lar session. 

So  far  as  concerns  the  method  which 
was  adopted,  and  so  far  as  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  question  was  concerned,  the 
Walsh  incident  is  authority  for  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  then  insisted  that  it  had 
rules,  and  proposed  to  make  a  change 
in  the  rules  according  to  the  terms  of 
the  rules,  and  not  by  throwing  the  rules 
out  and  adopting  new  rules  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  session. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  present  rule  XXII  had  been  adopted 
only  in  1949? 

Mr.  TAPT.     Yes. 

With  respect  to  rule  XXII.  to  clear  up 
the  general  situation,  let  me  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  that  there  are  many  re- 
spects in  which  there  is  a  tremendous 
advantage  arising  from  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  I  think  It 
gives  us  an  advantage  in  permanence 
which  we  ought  to  seek.  I  do  not  believe 
that  Senators  ought  to  be  sworn  in  every 
2  years.  I  think  we  ought  to  insist  on 
the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  a  perpetual 


status.  I  believe  that  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body  adds  to  its 
prestige  and  power.  I  believe  that  It 
adds  to  the  influence  we  have  with  the 
people  In  performing  the  duties  which 
we  have  to  perform.  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  should  depart  from  the  estab- 
lished practice,  which  has  been  sup- 
ported by  all  the  precedents  and  by  the 
statements  of  practically  everyone  who 
has  ever  dealt  with  the  subject  since  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  first 
went  into  effect. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  lAFT.  Coming  back  to  rule 
XXTI.  as  I  understand  it.  the  contention 
is  that  we  must  now  abandon  the  prac- 
tice which  we  have  followed  because  we 
have  a  rule  which  certain  Senators  do 
not  like.  I  refer  to  rule  XXn  in  its 
present  form. 

In  the  first  place.  I  do  not  believe  that 
rule  XXII  is  a  rule  authorizing  unlimited 
debate.  Unlimited  debate  has  exi.sted 
from  the  beginning.  It  was  the  practice 
long  before  the  present  rule  XXTI  was 
adopted  at  all.  It  has  always  been  the 
practice  of  the  Senate.  Rule  XXII  Is  a 
limitation  on  the  power  of  unlimited 
debate.  There  was  no  limitation  until 
1917,  when  a  limitation  was  adopted. 

Certain  Senators  say  that  this  rule  Is 
outrapeous,  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough,  that  it  does  not  sufficiently 
modify  the  old  rule  with  respect  to  the 
practice  of  unlimited  debate.  There- 
fore, we  must  take  the  radical  step  of 
declaring  that  the  Senate  is  not  a  oon- 
tinuinR  body,  that  we  have  no  rules,  and 
that  at  the  first  of  every  session  we  are 
to  debate  all  the  practices  and  rules  of 
the  Senate.  I  do  not  believe  that  that 
contention  would  be  justified  even  by  a 
very  great  abuse,  and  I  do  not  admit  that 
rule  XXU  IS  a  great  abuse.  I  should 
like  to  see  it  chaiiged  and  hberalized 
somewhat. 

What  happened  In  1917  was  that  the 
cloture  rule  with  which  we  are  familiar 
was  adopted.  It  provided  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senators  voting  could  en- 
force cloture  with  respect  to  any  measure. 
When  that  rule  was  adopted,  I  believe 
it  was  thoufjht  that  it  provided  for 
cloture  in  every  case.  The  word  used, 
however,  was  unfortunate.  The  rule 
provided  for  cloture  on  every  "measure." 
Then  a  question  arose.  Someone  in- 
vented tlie  idea  that  a  motion  to  take 
up  a  measure  could  be  debated  in  an 
unlimited  way.  That  question  was  be- 
fore us  for  a  long  time.  The  question 
was  whether  a  motion  to  take  up  a 
"mea.sure"  was  "a  mea.sure,"  or  whether 
it  would  be  subject  to  the  cloture  rule. 

The  distinguished  late  Senator  Van- 
denberg,  of  Michigan,  ruled  that  a  mo- 
tion was  not  a  measure.  The  ruling  waa 
supported  by  a  number  of  precedents 
which  had  ari.sen  in  the  meantime.  As 
a  matter  of  fact.  I  voted  against  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan. 
I  voted  to  overrule  his  ruling,  because 
I  thought  the  intent  was  to  cover  all 
motions  as  well  as  measures.  Never- 
theless, the  Senate  voted  against  me.  and 
the  precedent  was  set.  and  was  definitely 
determined.  Later  the  present  Vice 
President  ruled  contrary  to  the  ruling 
of  Senator  Vandenberg,  and  he  was  over- 


ruled by  a  ms  jority  vote  of  the  Senate. 
although  I  supported  him.  So  it  was 
found  that  there  was  no  rule  XXTI  effec- 
tive against  a  motion  to  take  up  a  meas- 
ure. So  in  1!>49  we  did  our  best  to  try 
to  modify  tha:  rule.  Having  foimd  that 
it  prercnted  us  from  taking  up  a  bill 
in  the  Eightieth  Congress,  we  aniK>unced 
that  the  first  thing  we  would  do  in  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  would  be  to  change 
the  rule  in  order  to  provide  cloture  with 
respect  to  motions  as  well  as  measures. 
Unfortunately  the  Republicans  were  no 
longer  in  charge  when  the  Eighty-first 
Congress  asseinbled.  The  question  came 
up  a  little  late,  when  we  were  under 
heavy  pressure,  and  the  motion  to 
change  the  rule  was  debated  for  a  long 
time,  under  the  leadership  of  the  dis- 
tinguished S?nator  Lucas  of  Illinois. 
The  fight  wUch  ensued  In  connection 
with  that  rul-?  resulted  In  his  being  in- 
capacitated f(tr  several  months. 

The  result  was  finally  that  a  com- 
promise was  reached,  which  applies  clo- 
ture to  every  motion  to  take  up  a  meas- 
ure as  well  as  to  every  measure,  with 
the  exception  of  the  motion  to  take  up 
changes  in  t^e  rules.  So  we  now  have 
a  cloture  rule  which  applies  to  motions. 
For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Senate  we  ht.vc  such  a  rule.  On  one 
occasion  in  1J50  an  attempt  was  made 
to  get  64  voti'-s,  but  it  failed  to  secure 
even  two- thirls  of  those  present. 

Mr.  LEHM/.N.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield* 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMiiN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
under  the  terras  of  the  so-called  Wherry 
rule,  rule  XXII  as  it  now  stands,  there 
is  a  complete  prohibition  against  lim- 
iting debate  oa  any  change  in  the  rule? 
Is  not  that  a  backward  step? 

Mr.  TAPT.  No :  there  Is  no  such  pro- 
hibitkkn.  There  is  a  provision  that  there 
shall  be  no  cloture  on  a  motion  to  take 
up  a  change  in  the  rules.  In  other 
words,  the  sitjation  with  regard  to  the 
rules  was  left  exactly  as  it  was  under 
the  amendment  of  1917.  There  can  be 
cloture  on  a  motion  to  change  the  rules, 
but  the  motion  to  take  up  the  question 
for  coivsideration  is  not  subject  to  ck^ 
ture  under  this  rule.  Consequently,  the 
Wherry  amen<lment  was  not  a  backward 
step  in  that  rt  gard. 

However,  it  was  a  comiH-omlse.  Clo- 
ture was  obtained  with  respect  to  every 
motion  to  take  up  any  measure,  but  there 
was  one  reservation,  reserving  the  right 
of  unlimited  debate  on  a  motion  to  take 
up  the  rules,  w  hlch  situation  had  existed 
before  the  Wherry  amendment  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  RUSSIIX.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  had  existed  since 
♦he  Congress  was  organized. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  had  existed  since  the 
Congress  was  organized.  There  has  al- 
ways been  unlimited  debate  on  motions 
to  take  up  the  rules.  Of  course,  the 
rules  could  be  changed  by  majority  vote, 
if  the  question  could  be  brought  to  a 
vote.  The  rules  have  been  changed 
many  Umes.  At  nearly  every  session 
there  are  rule  changes, 
xcix 8 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
debate  on  a  change  In  the  rule  cannot  be 
limited?  If  one  or  two  or  three  Senators 
wish  to  carry  on  a  filibuster,  there  is  no 
human  way,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  to  bring 
about  a  limitation  on  debate.  The  ques- 
tion may  involve  the  taking  up  of  a  mo- 
tion, or  It  may  involve  the  rule  itself. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  is  no  prohibition 
of  cloture  with  regard  to  the  rule  itself. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  cannot  be  any 
change  if  there  Is  substantial  opposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  matter  of  unlimited 
debate  refers  to  a  motion  to  take  up  the 
rules. 

The  question  whether  or  not  a  fili- 
buster can  be  broken  is  certainly  a  ques- 
tion which  remains  to  be  determined.  I 
have  always  felt  that  if  a  majority  were 
sufficiently  determined  and  the  minority 
were  not  too  large,  a  filibuster  could  be 
broken.  However.  I  do  not  n^aintain 
that  there  is  any  great  ease  in  changing 
the  rules. 

The  Martin  resolution  of  1917  was  the 
first  effective  limitaticm  on  debate.  I 
may  say  that  that  was  the  first  time  we 
adopted  cloture  as  a  practical  matter.  I 
felt  at  the  time,  and  I  feel  now,  that  if 
a  measure  is  of  siifBcient  importance  and 
its  proponents  are  sufiBciently  in  earnest, 
particularly  if  it  is  an  administration 
measure,  it  is  possible  to  get  64  votes  in 
favor  of  breaking  a  filibuster.  I  suggest 
that  96  Senators  were  in  their  seats  on 
Saturday.  In  the  Eightieth  Congress 
when  the  Senate  had  before  It  the  ques- 
tion of  overriding  the  President's  veto 
on  the  tax  bill,  and  when  the  Senate 
overrode  the  Presidential  veto  of  the 
Taft-Hartley  law.  I  beheve  only  one  Sen- 
ator was  absent.  It  is  my  honest  opin- 
ion that  action  can  be  taken  on  any  bill 
if  an  organized  effort  is  made  to  insist 
upon  a  vote  on  it. 

So  far  as  dvil- rights  legislation  is  con- 
cerned, or  so  far  as  other  legislati(»i  Is 
concerned,  such  legislation  can  be  passed 
under  the  present  rules.  The  question 
has  never  been  tested. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
has  referred  to  a  number  of  parliamen- 
tary authorities  supporting  his  position. 
May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ohio  whether 
In  the  history  of  Congress  since  1789  the 
Senate  has  ever  by  Its  vote  supported 
the  contention  which  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  has  made?  Has  a  vote  ever  been 
talcen  in  the  Senate  tm  that  point?  In 
other  words,  has  a  vote  ever  been  taken 
In  the  Senate  on  the  question  of  whether 
the  Senate  has  the  right  to  adopt  its  own 
rules?  I  know  that  there  was  acquies- 
cence In  1789,  but  It  was  merely  acquies- 
cence. There  was  no  forf eltxire  so  far  as 
I  can  fhid. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  believe  the  ques- 
tion was  ever  raised  until  former  Senator 
Walsh  raised  It.  Then  ttie  Senate  by- 
passed the  question.  The  Senate's  action 
at  that  time  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
a  reaffirmation  of  the  fact  that  there 


were  such  rules  In  existence;  that  they 
were  continuing  rulea 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  prece- 
dents are  clear,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
mider  the  present  circumstances  we 
would  be  justified  in  setting  aside  all  the 
rules  and  precedents  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President. 
with  respect  to  the  array  of  evidence 
which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  has 
brought  forth  this  afternoon  in  cormec- 
tion  with  his  contention  that  the  Senate 
is  a  continiiing  body,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  rule  XXII.  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  a  question.  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  whether  or  not  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  under  ar- 
ticle I,  section  5  of  tlie  Constitution, 
shall  exercise  the  right  therein  pre- 
scribed to  adopt  rules  for  the  governing 
of  its  proceedings?  Is  that  not  the  issue 
before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No;  I  do  not  believe  that 
is  the  issue.  The  issue  is  whether  the 
Senate's  rules  should  continue  in  effect, 
and  whether  the  way  to  amend  them  is 
not  in  accordance  with  the  rules  already 
prescribed.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  today 
we  are  to  debate  the  qpiestion  under  any 
rules,  a  decision  must  be  made  as  to 
what  rules  we  op>erate  under;  and  those 
temporary  rules,  I  believe,  would  still  be 
the  rules  and  precedents  of  the  Senate. 
As  Emerson  has  said,  "When  me  they 
fly,  I  am  the  wings." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
be  permitted  to  finish  the  quotation? 
"I  am  the  doubter  and  the  doubt" 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  has  always  been  as- 
sumed that  the  Senate's  rules  carry  over. 
The  question  is.  Shall  the  Senate  change 
its  rules?  It  takes  a  majority  vote  to 
do  it,  and  the  Senate  certainly  has  the 
right  to  change  its  rules.  If  the  Senate 
wishes  to  do  so,  it  could  protect  itself 
against  a  filibuster.  The  Senate  has 
other  rules  beside  the  cloture  rule.  If 
the  votes  are  availaUe,  and  if  the  Pre- 
siding Officer  is  favorable  it  is  always 
possible  for  the  Senate  to  protect  itself 
against  a  fihbuster. 

Some  Senators  say  it  is  difficult  to  do 
so.  and  therefore  we  must  change  the 
rule.  I  submit  that  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  permit  a  change  by  a  majority 
vote  at  any  time  the  Senate  wishes  to 
make  a  change.  I  notice  in  the  lengthy 
brief  which  has  been  submitted  on  the 
question — and  I  did  not  intend  to  em- 
bark on  a  full  discussion  of  the  question, 
but  wished  merely  to  bring  on  the  subject 
for  debate — it  is  stated  that  the  rule 
provides  against  continuity  because  it 
ends  the  consideration  of  bills  and 
treaties  at  the  end  of  a  Congress. 

If  the  Senate  expired  at  the  end  of  a 
Congress,  there  would  be  no  need  for 
such  a  rule.  The  fact  that  there  is  such 
a  rule  is  evidence  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body.  I  maintain  that  every- 
thing goes  back  to  the  general  proposi- 
tion that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
with  continuing  rules.  It  would  be  un- 
fortunate to  hold  otherwise,  because  in 
that  event  it  would  be  possible  to  tie  up 
the  operation  of  the  Senate  and  the  Sen- 
ate could  not  get  started.    At  one  time 
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the  House  got  Into  dispute  with  respect 
to  its  rules,  which  blocked  the  progress 
of  legislation  for  a  period  of  a  month  or 
more. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  vitally  important 
to  the  Nation  that  the  Senate  be  a  con- 
tinuing body.  Let  us  consider  the  situa- 
tion which  will  arise  on  the  20th  of  Janu- 
ary, when  new  Cabinet  ofBcers  are  to  take 
office.  We  must  have  Cabinet  officers 
appointed  as  quickly  as  possible.  We 
must  have  officials  to  operate  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

If  we  should  become  involved  in  a  rules 
fight,  the  discussion  could  go  on  forever. 
In  fact.  I  would  venture  to  say  that  if 
there  were  a  majority  in  the  Senate  who 
wished  to  adopt  the  procedure  suggested 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson],  the  discussion  would  proceed 
almost  indefinitely;  we  would  continue 
the  debate  for  a  month  in  order  to  break 
the  filibuster  that  might  develop  under 
such  circumstances.  Therefore,  I  be- 
lieve it  is  exceedingly  unfortunate  to 
raise  a  controversy  regarding  the  rules 
at  this  time  and  contend  that  the  Sen- 
ate must  begin  all  over  again  at  the 
beginning  of  the  session  and  confront 
all  the  uncertain  and  difficult  questions 
that  couJd  arise  under  such  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon, 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  believe 
I  know  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  with  respect  to  civil-rights  legisla- 
tion, and  I  believe  that  basically  it  is 
about  the  same  as  mine.  I  should  like 
respectfully  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  the  language  he  used  about  5  min- 
utes ago  may  leave  an  impression  in  the 
Record  which  I  am  sure  he  does  not 
really  intend;  namely,  that  he  is  of  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  proper  to  re- 
quire a  two^thirds  vote  to  pass  civil- 
rights  legislation  in  contrast  to  the  ma- 
jority-vote requirement  witli  respect  to 
other  legislation. 

The  only  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that 
I  assim:ie  that  his  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  a  two-thirds  vote  goes  only  to 
the  procedure  which  brings  up  a  bill  for 
consideration,  and  not  to  the  vote  which 
is  required  to  pass  legislation. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  agree  entirely.  Not 
only  that,  but  I  think  it  should  be  two- 
thirds  of  those  present,  not  two-thirds 
of  the  constitutional  number  of  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  although  it  is  claimed 
that  rule  XXII  is  an  abuse  in  regard  to 
civil-rights  legislation,  I  say  it  is  not  an 
abuse.  I  say  it  is  a  reasonable  rule,  that 
it  can  be  changed  if  necessary,  but  that 
in  any  event  so  far  as  civil-rights  leg- 
islation Is  concerned,  if  two-thirds  of  the 
Senate  wish  to  bring  up  such  a  measure 
for  consideration  F^nA  \  uli  to  force  a 
vote  on  it.  they  ha.'e  thr  txjwer  to  do  so 
under  the  present  rule^.  and  I  think  it 
can  be  done. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  and  Mr.  RUSSELL 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield;  and,  If  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  was  first  on  his  feet,  so  I  yield 
now  to  him. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  Just  one 
more  question.  In  his  remarks  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  has  made  it  quite  clear 
that  the  issue  before  us  is  not  that  of 
civil-rights  legislation,  but  is  that  of  the 
Constitution  itself. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  only  point  I  wish  to 
make  is  that,  as  I  understand  the  matter, 
we  must  disregard  the  question  of  civil- 
rights  issues  as  affected  by  the  rules, 
predicated  on  the  ground  that  here  is  an 
abuse  which  justifies  the  setting  aside 
of  the  precedents  of  the  Senate.  I  say 
there  is  no  abuse.  I  say  we  have  rules 
and  we  can  operate  under  them. 

Even  then  it  seems  to  me  that  unlim- 
ited debate  is  no  abuse,  because  it  has 
been  the  practice  of  Parliament  and  it 
has  been  the  practice  of  the  Senate  for 
165  years,  and  I  do  not  think  such  debate 
could  be  considered  an  abu.se  sufficient 
to  justify  setting  aside  the  precedents  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  his  argument  is 
convincing  to  me.  and  he  makes  the 
argument  very  well. 

The  only  point  I  should  like  to  bring 
to  his  attention  is  that  regardless  of 
whether  rule  XXII  is  sound  or  is  un- 
sound, regardless  of  whether  we  like  the 
precedent  or  dislike  it;  I  think  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Senate  is  simply  whether 
we  have  the  right  and  the  privilege  of 
exercising  the  right  to  adopt  rules,  be 
they  good.  bad.  or  indifferent.  Do  we, 
as  Members  of  this  body,  lose  our  right 
to  have  anything  to  say  about  its  rules. 
by  rea.son  of  the  fact  that  we  are  elected 
to  a  Senate  which  adopted  rules  years 
and  years  a'zo? 

I  am  not  going  to  argue  the  merits  of 
rule  XXII;  we  shall  do  that  later. 

Mr.  TAFT.  We  have  the  power  to 
change  the  rules.  I  tried  to  explain  why 
I  think  we  have  that  power,  if  we  wish 
to  change  the  rules.  They  provide  very 
definitely  that  by  majority  vote  we  can 
change  them  at  any  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  assumes  that  we  have  the  power 
to  change  the  rules,  on  the  one  hand, 
by  saying  that  we  could  break  a  fili- 
buster, which  I  believe  we  could.  Let 
me  suggest  to  my  colleagues  that  some 
day  we  should. 

Secondly,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  de- 
feats his  own  argument  by  saying  that 
at  the  openin;;  of  a  session.  .':uch  as  this, 
debate  about  the  rules  is  likely  to  go  oii 
for  a  month  or  2  months,  thereby  delay- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Senate.  On  the 
one  hand,  that  impasse  can  be  broken; 
on  the  other  hand,  if  it  were  not  broken, 
the  Senate  itself  could  be  broken. 

Would  not  it  be  desirable  simply  to 
bring  up  the  rules  and  lay  them  before 
the  good  Members  of  this  body,  and  let 
them  decide?  V/hat  is  so  different  about 
the  rules,  as  compared  to  other  matters 
about  which  the  Senate  decides'  We 
handle  legislation  by  means  of  majority 
vote,  and  cloture  can  be  applied  by  a 
two-thirds  vote. 

Mr.  TAFT  The  rules  can  be  amended 
by  majority  vote. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  why  Is  it  that 
in  a  particular  situation  in  this  body  the 
rules,  which  are  so  precious— not  to  the 
public,  but  to  an  inside  group  of  the 
Senate— are  not  subject  to  having  clo- 
ture applied  to  them,  but  are  left  in  the 


lap  of  the  gods  or  in  the  lap  of  the 

filibuster? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
made  the  argument  that  I  think  it  is 
clear  that  the  precedents  support  the 
position  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body  and  has  rules  which  continue. 
There  is  absolutely  no  reason  why  we 
should  have  to  adopt  the  rules  over  again 
at  the  beginning  of  every  session,  and 
thereby  tie  up  the  business  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  country.  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant that  we  proceed  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate.  I  think  those  rules  are 
in  effect  at  this  moment,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  determine 
this  question  in  a  reasonably  quick 
period. 

I  cannot  conceive  that  the  Senate 
would  surrender  the  position  it  is  given 
under  the  Constitution  and  the  position 
it  has  always  a.ssumed,  namely,  that  it 
has  the  power  to  determine  its  own 
affairs  and  to  limit  itself  by  means  of  its 
own  rules  in  any  way  that  it  becomes  ap- 
parent to  a  majority  of  the  Senate  that 
the  Senate  ought  to  be  limited.  We 
have  that  power,  and  that  power  extends 
throughout  the  entire  proceedings  of  the 
Senate,  from  one  Congress  to  another 
Congress.    There  is  no  new  Senate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  and  Mr.  DIRKSEN  ad- 
drc  sed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  TAFT.  T  yield  first  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia,  who  was  first  on  his 
feet. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Pre.-ldent,  I  dis- 
like to  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 
I  intend  to  speak  briefly  on  the  subject 
in  my  own  time. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Let  me  say  that  I  did  not 
intend  to  give  any  comprehensive  view 
of  the  precedents;  I  merely  cited  ex- 
amples to  show  what  men  who  have  con- 
sidered the  subject  have  thought  about 
it.  I  think  we  shall  submit  later  a  much 
more  complete  presentation,  at  least  for 
the  purpo.se  of  the  record,  regarding  the 
precedents  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  not  like  to 
have  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
take  his  .--eat  without  having  included  in 
thp  record  what  to  me  is  the  most  sig- 
nificant constitutional  basis  for  the  con- 
tinuing body  argument.  I  refer  to  the 
original  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  as  found  in  part  on  page  455  of 
our  Manual.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
read  the  amendment  to  that  portion  of 
the  Constitution,  but  he  did  not  read 
the  si^inificant  language  which  clearly 
writes  into  the  Constitution  the  principle 
that  the  Senate  i.s  a  continuing  body,  for 
after  the  provi.^ion: 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  shaU  b« 
compf)sed  of  two  Senators  from  each  State, 
chosen  by  the  legislature  thereof,  for  8 
years;  and  each  Senator  shall  have  one  vote. 

At  that  point  the  Pounding  Fathers 
wrote  this  provision  into  the  Constitu- 
tion: 

Immediately  after  they  shall  be  assembled 

In  consequence  of  the  first  election^ 

The  first  election — 

they  shall  be  divided  aa  equally  &b  may  b« 
Into  three  classes.  The  scats  of  the  Sena- 
tors of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the 
expiration  oX  the  second  year,  of  the  second 
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class  at  tbe  czplrmtton  of  the  foorth  year, 
taid  oX  the  tlilrd  claas  at  the  ezptratlon  ct 
the  Bixtii  year,  m>  that  oiM-thUd  ma;  be 
choaea  every  aecucui  year- 
Mr.  President.  I  am  unable  to  see  how 
the  Constitutton  could  more  specifically 
.spell  out  the  fact  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body,  when  the  Constitution 
provides  for  three  classes  of  Senators, 
with  the  body  to  be  a  continuing  body, 
replenished  by  the  election  of  one-third 
of  the  total  number  of  Senators  every 
2  years,  and  when,  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, the  Presiding  OflBcer  of  the  Senate 
is  not  one  chosen  by  the  Senate  Itself, 
but  Is  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  elected  for  a  period  of  4  years. 
Those  two  facts  are  to  my  mind  a  con- 
clusive argument  that  the  Founding 
Fathers  intended  that  the  Senate  be  a 
continuing  body,  just  as  has  been  ac- 
cepted by  every  Senate  that  has  con- 
vened since  1789. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Georgia.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  read 
the  original  constitutional  provision,  as 
well  as  the  amendment.  However,  I 
agree  particularly  that  the  words  "so 
that  one-third  may  be  chosen  every  sec- 
ond year"  are  most  significant  One- 
third  of  what,  Mr.  President?  One- 
third  of  the  Senate,  a  continuing  body. 
So  I  ai?ree  entirely  with  the  Senator 
from  Georgia:  I  think  the  words  there 
are  very  significant. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senate  is  not 
a  continuing  body,  where  is  the  inter- 
regnum in  tlie  service  of  the  64  Senators 
who  are  carried  over  every  second  year? 
When  do  they  cease  to  serve  as  Sen- 
ators? They  are  sp>ecifically  carried 
over,  under  the  Constitution.  They  con- 
stitute a  quorum  of  this  body  carried 
over  every  election  year,  as  members  of 
a  continuing  body.  The  Pounding  Fath- 
ers could  have  had  no  other  purpose  in 
mind  In  phrasing  the  provision  in  that 
fashion. 

If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will  indulge 
me  for  another  question,  I  shall  subside 
I  am  Interested  in  the  argument  that 
the  Senate  is  not  a  continuing  body  and 
should  adopt  new  rules  at  the  beginning 
of  each  Congress.  Of  course,  that  is  in- 
teresting. It  is  true  that  no  man  can 
bind  his  successor,  but  that  is  not  an 
argument  to  the  effect  that  at  each  ses- 
sion we  can  say.  "We  are  new  here,  and 
we  refuse  to  be  bourKi  by  the  acts  of  our 
predeces.sors,  and  therefore  we  Intend  to 
change  the  former  rules,  and  now  offer 
amendments  to  them." 

It  still  has  to  be  done  by  the  method 
prescribed  by  law.  and  it  in  nowtse  affects 
the  fact  that  the  issue  before  this  Senate 
is  a  simple  one.  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  I  shall 
await  with  interest  any  precedent  that 
can  be  cited,  other  than  mere  words  and 
oratory,  to  demonstrate  that  that  prin- 
ciple has  ever  been  challenged  seriously 
in  the  Senate.  The  Idea  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  not  a  continuing  body  has  only 
found  Its  birth  during  the  past  year,  in 
an  effort  to  find  a  shortcut  to  amend  the 
rules.  If  the  theory  can  apply  to  the 
rules.  It  can  apply  to  any  law.  It  can 
apply  to  amendments  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  our  entire  Government,  with- 
out any  orderly  processes,  can  be  driven 
into  chaos. 


llT.  TAFT.  The  fact  that  previofus 
Congresses  have  sought  to  bind  future 
Congresases  in  some  way  seems  to  me  to 
be  no  particular  argument.  The  Con- 
stitution itself  says  it  cannot  be  amended 
at  all  with  respect  to  the  representation 
of  any  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  That  is  a  perpetual  pirovision 
which,  under  no  circumstances,  can  be 
changed.  And  in  other  respects  it  can- 
not be  amended  without  a  two-thirds 
rote  of  both  Houses. 

The  process  by  which  we  have  adopted 
rules  and  enacted  laws  somewhat  bind- 
ing those  who  may  succeed  us  is  not  an 
untried  or  original  idea.  It  seems  per- 
fectly clear  to  me  that  the  Senate  rules 
simply  continue  In  effect,  although  they 
are  subject  to  change  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DIRKSKN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEIN.  If  the  proposal  for  a 
change  in  the  rules  is  motivated  by  civil - 
rights  legislation,  I  think  the  Senate 
ought  to  be  refreshed  on  the  fact  that  in 
March  of  last  year  the  Rules  Committee 
met,  and  reported  a  liberalization  of  sec- 
tion 2  of  rule  XXII,  so  that  instead  of 
requiring  a  single  intervening  day,  5  days 
would  be  allowed  so  as  to  make  it  possible 
for  every  Senator  who  might  be  abroad 
in  the  land  to  get  back  in  case  a  cloture 
petition  were  t)efore  the  Senate. 

Secondly,  it  reconunended  a  change  in 
the  provision  advanced  by  the  late  Sen- 
ator Wherry,  so  that  instead  of  requir- 
ing the  votes  of  two-thirds  of  the  Sen- 
ators sworn  to  bring  about  cloture,  the 
votes  of  only  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  would  be  required.  Under  a 
hberalization  of  that  kind  every  Senator 
would  be  on  notice,  and  the  number  of 
votes  Senators  req^iired  niight  be  some- 
what diminished. 

I  might  amphfy  by  saying  that,  inso- 
far as  I  can  tell  from  the  report  which 
came  from  the  Rules  Committee  at  that 
time,  in  the  32  years  from  1917  to  1949 
on  the  occasions  when  cloture  petitions 
came  up,  there  were  in  attendance  an 
average  of  84  Senators.  Two-thirds  of 
84  is  56.  If  there  is  any  quarrel  about  a 
constitutional  two-thirds  majority  be- 
ing required,  this  provision,  which  was 
reported  by  the  Rules  Committee  in 
March  1952,  would  be  a  forward  step. 
If  I  recall  correctly  from  conversatior^s 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
IndiaJia  LMr.  Jennsr],  if  be  assumes  the 
chairmanship  of  the  Rules  Committee, 
I  am  confident  one  of  his  first  acts  will 
be  to  try  to  bring  such  modification  to 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  may  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Illinois  and  to 
other  Members  of  this  body  that  I  have 
already  prepared  a  resolution  to  amend 
the  cloture  rule  with  respect  to  the  num- 
ber of  votes  required  for  the  adoption  ^1^ 
a  cloture  motion.  When  the  order  of 
business  calling  for  the  Introduction  of 
bills  and  rescrfutlons  is  reached,  I  shall 
offer  the  resoluticwi,  which  is  based  upon 
a  report — Report  No.  1256 — ^which  came 
from  the  Rules  Committee  at  the  last 


session.  I  think  its  adoption  will  take 
care  of  a  great  deal  of  the  controversy 
which  has  arisen  over  the  cloture  rule. 

The  resolution  embodies  two  new  fea- 
tures which  I  think  will  make  it  accept- 
able to  the  Members  of  this  body.  One 
of  the  features  is  that  under  the  pro- 
posed resolution  the  votes  of  only  two- 
thirds  of  the  Members  present  and  vot- 
ing would  be  required  to  adopt  a  cloture 
motion.  The  other  feature  is  that  after 
a  cloture  petition  is  filed  a  5-day  period 
would  have  to  elapse  before  it  could  be 
voted  upton;  which  means  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  who  might  be  at  the 
far  ends  of  the  earth,  would  still  have 
ample  time  to  return  to  the  Senate  to 
vote.  If  he  were  interested  enough  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  President,  xmder  my  resolution,  if 
90  Senators  were  present  at  the  end  of 
the  5-day  period  after  a  cloture  petition 
had  been  filed.  60  Members  could  force 
cloture.  If  84  Members  were  present 
when  the  5-day  period  expired,  then  56 
Members  could  bring  about  cloture, 
whereas  the  present  rule  requires  a  mini- 
mum of  64,  or  two-thirds  of  all  the 
Members  elected  to  this  body.  In  other 
words,  the  resolution  proposes  to  modify 
the  present  rule.  It  is  reasonable.  It 
is  practical. 

We  had  long  discussion  and  hearings 
before  our  committee  at  the  last  session 
of  Congress.  I  think  that  if  each  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  were  sufficiently  inter- 
ested to  read  the  report  which  I  sub- 
mitted at  the  last  session,  and  which 
was  on  the  calendar  at  that  time,  Cal- 
endar No.  1187,  he  would  find  the  pro- 
posal agreeable  and  that  it  would  obviate 
much  of  the  discussion  on  this  question. 
It  proposes  a  rule  that  is  practical,  and 
one  which  can  be  adopted,  whereas  I 
am  positive  that  some  of  the  proposals 
now  being  discussed  will  never  be  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  I  propose  to  offer  the 
resolution  to  which  I  have  referred  at 
the  first  opportunity  during  the  present 
session  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  should  like  to  yield  the 
floor.  In  order  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  may  proceed  with  the  presenta- 
tion of  his  motion.  I  desire  only  to  add 
that  I  oppose  the  pending  motion  for 
the  reason  that,  since  we  have  continu- 
ing rules,  its  adoption  would  lead  only 
to  confusion.  I  feel  that  the  rules  are 
adequate  to  deal  with  the  present  situa- 
tion. I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  vote  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico,  when  debate  hajs 
been  had  on  this  question. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  once  more? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  I  was  greatly  impressed 
by  his  argimient  and  by  the  colloquy 
between  him  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  with  reference  to  the  fact  that 
the  Constitution  Itself  shows  so  clearly 
the  intent  that  the  Senate  be  a  continu- 
ing body  without  interruption  of  its  ex- 
istence. Particularly  was  I  impressed 
with  the  reading  of  that  part  of  the  text 
of  original  section  3  of  article  I  of  the 
Constitution,  which  was  read  into  the 
Record. 

It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  that 
small  portion  of  that  original  section 
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which  was  not  read  into  the  Rxcoro  like- 
wise tends  to  show  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Founding  Fathers  that  the 
Senate  should  be  a  continuing  body,  and 
that  under  no  circumstances  would  a 
condition  have  been  allowed  under  which 
the  Senate  would  fail  to  have  a  guonun 
to  transact  business  before  the  swearing 
in  of  new  Senators  who  had  been  elected. 

I  call  attention,  therefore,  to  the  last 
portion  of  that  section — which  is  the 
original  section  of  the  Constitution  des- 
ignated as  section  3.  article  I — now 
omitted,  of  course,  through  the  adoption 
of  the  seventeenth  amendment.  The 
omitted  portion  reads  as  follows:  '"and 
if  vacancies  hapijen  by  resignation,  or 
otherwise,  during  the  recess  of  the  leg- 
islature of  any  State,  the  executive 
thereof  may  make  temporary  appoint- 
ments until  the  next  meeting  of  the  leg- 
islature, which  shall  then  fill  such  va- 
cancies." 

Etoes  not  the  distinguished  Senator 
feel  that  that  is  but  an  additional  and 
supplemental  showing  of  the  fact  that 
the  Founding  Fathers  wanted  it  to  be 
quite  clear  not  only  that  the  Senate 
would  be  a  continuing  body  but  that  the 
Senate  would  never  be  left  in  such  a 
position  that  the  two-thirds  who  were 
not  subject  to  election  at  any  general 
election  would  not  supply  a  quorum  to 
transact  business? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  think  that  certainly  is 
a  clear  implication  of  what  the  framers 
of  the  Constitution  intended  to  establish. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  As  a  second  question. 
I  may  ask  the  Senator  whether  it  is  not 
true  that  that  same  provision  does  not 
apply  with  reference  to  the  Members  of 
the  House,  which,  to  the  contrary,  were 
required  to  be  elected  after  the  issuance 
of  special  writs  of  election  in  the  event 
there  were  vacancies? 

Mr.  TAFT.    That  is  true  also. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  And  is  it  not  also  true 
that  in  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
to  this  particular  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  has  already  been  referred 
to,  the  same  idea  was  carried  forward  in 
permitting  the  naming  of  persons  to  fill 
vacancies  in  the  Senate  by  the  governors 
until  a  special  election  could  be  called  or 
a  general  election  held? 

Mr.  TAPT.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  So  that  in  each  case 
It  was  shown  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  original  framing  fathers  and  of  the 
Congress  at  the  time  of  the  submission 
of  amendments,  and  of  the  people  and 
the  States  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of 
the  amendments,  that  the  Senate  could 
never  fail  in  its  ability  to  function  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  it  might  not  have 
a  quorum,  but  would  always  have  such 
machinery;  that  the  States  which  were 
most  concerned  could  be  sure  that  va- 
cancies were  promptly  filled,  and  that 
there  could  not  be  a  failure  to  function 
resulting  from  the  failure  of  a  quorum' 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  Senator  has  added  a 
very  powerful  argument  to  the  one  which 
I  presented. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bricker  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I  was 
particularly  interested  in  the  statement 
made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  JENNKR],  who  is  to  be  chairman  of 


the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. He  has  stated  that  the  proposal 
which  he  advances  would  do  a  great  deal 
to  cvu-e  the  difQculties  which  exist  in  this 
situation.  I  not  only  agree  with  him, 
but  I  say  that  there  are  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  recognize  that  his  proposal 
would  do  a  great  deal  to  accomplish  the 
desired  result.  But  if  the  resolution 
should  come  out  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  there  is  no  possibility  what- 
ever that  it  can  be  adopted,  because, 
under  subsection  3  of  rule  XXII.  any 
Senator  can  filibuster  it  to  death.  If 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  wants  to  make 
his  proposal  effective  and  filibuster- 
proof,  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  vote  for  the 
motion  tomorrow  allowing  the  Senate  to 
adopt  its  own  rules.  We  can  then  act  on 
all  the  rules,  including  his  slight  modi- 
fication of  rule  XXII.  following  exactly 
the  pattern  of  1917.  In  that  way  his  pur- 
pose can  be  accomplished,  and  the  coun- 
try will  be  eternally  grateful  to  him.  He 
has  laid  the  basis  upon  which  action  can 
be  taken;  and  I  hope  that  the  Republican 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  stay  with 
him. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  always  been  con- 
scious that  light  is  good  in  whatever 
lamp  it  is  burning.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  pamphlet  entitled  "Senate  Rules  and 
the  Senate  as  a  Continuing  Body,"  pre- 
pared by  David  Kammerman.  profes- 
sional staff  member  of  the  Senate  Re- 
publican policy  committee,  published  in 
January  1953.  I  do  not  know  how  widely 
it  has  been  circulated,  but  it  should  have 
had  a  wide  circulation. 

When  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  be?an  reading  from  this  pam- 
phlet, he  began  reading  halfway  down 
on  page  18.  I  wish  he  had  started  at 
the  top  of  that  page,  because  that  is  the 
part  which  would  give  aid  and  comfort 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  who  is  to 
be  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration. 

The  brief  prepared  by  the  Republican 
policy  committee  states: 

Article  I.  section  5,  of  the  Constitution 
provides:  'Each  House  may  determine  the 
rules  of  Its  proceedings.     •     •     •" 

Thus,  the  Senate  U  the  sole  Judge  of  its 
own  rules,  and  a  majority  at  any  time  can 
change  its  rules  or  adopt  new  one.s.  whether 
at  the  beginning  of  a  session  of  Congress  or 
at  any  other  time  when  it  is  sitting. 

Then  it  goes  on  to  say: 

But  what  about  the  minority's  power  to 
block  a  vote  on  this  Issue? 

This  is  the  part  which  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  read.  But  I  am 
not  interested  in  trying  to  block  a  vote; 
I  want  to  know  how  we  can  make  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  workable  and  how 
we  can  adopt  the  very  wise  proposal 
which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
made.  The  Senate,  at  the  very  begin- 
ning of  the  new  Congress,  can  adopt 
rules,  and  those  rules  can  include  the 
modification  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  without  the  possibility  of 
filibuster,  it  will  be  realized  how  impor- 
tant it  is  that  we  act  now  and  not  try 
to  act  a  month  from  now. 

What  happened  in  1917?  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  it.  I  defy  any 
Senator  to  read  the  Record  and  reach 
an  understanding  about  that  situation 


different  from  that  which  is  actually  dis- 
closed. Senator  Walsh,  ably  supported 
by  many  other  Senators,  stood  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  said  that  the 
filibuster  against  the  ship  bill  was  un- 
conscionable. I  am  not  using  his  exact 
words.  He  got  pretty  rough  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks.  He  made  a  very 
powerful  argument,  a  great  deal  of 
which  might  well  be  put  into  the  Record 
today.  When  he  finished,  someone  sur- 
rendered. Senator  Walsh  won  without 
firing  another  shot.  A  cloture  rule  was 
brought  forth,  but  not  by  Senators  who 
had  been  talking  against  the  bill.  and. 
with  the  exception  of  three,  every  one  of 
them,  including  a  Senator  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  Harding,  who  .^subsequently  became 
President  of  the  United  States,  fell  Into 
line. 

Mr.  President,  all  we  have  to  do  to- 
morrow is  to  agree  to  the  simple  motion 
which  is  before  the  Senate,  and  then 
adopt  a  modification  of  rule  XXII.  and 
we  .shall  have  accomplished  our  purpose. 
Anything  else  will  smack  of  hypocrisy, 
because  it  will  be  known  that  there  was 
not  a  genuine  effort  to  bring  about  the 
desired  result. 

I  appreciate  very  much  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  took  the  floor 
and  stated  clearly  that  he  intends  to 
push  the  matter,  because  it  means  that 
a  sincere  effort  will  be  made  to  modify 
tlie  rule. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
tried  to  permit  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to 
proceed  without  interruption.  However, 
I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CASE.  Has  the  Senator,  in  his 
study  of  the  question,  found  any  instance 
of  the  Senate  at  the  opening  of  a  session 
of  the  Congress  reaffirming  the  whole 
body  of  its  rules  or  adopting  an  entire 
set  of  rules,  other  than  at  the  very  first 
se.ssion? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  language  at  the 
first  session  was,  "The  following  rules 
shall  be  observed."  There  was  no  adop- 
tion of  rules  as  such. 

Mr.  CASE.     That  was  In  1789? 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  Yes.  I  have  the 
Journal  here. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  any  time  since  then. 
at  the  opening  of  a  new  Congress,  has 
the  precedent  been  established  for  adop> 
tlon  of  a  total  body  of  rviles? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.     When? 

Mr    ANDERSON.     In  1917. 

Senator  Walsh  presented  his  motion 
and  it  was  followed  by  a  motion  by  Sen- 
ator Warren  for  a  modificaUon  of  rule 
XXII  to  provide  cloture.  I  say  that  to- 
day we  could  adopt  all  the  old  rules,  plus 
a  modification  of  rule  XXII,  and  get 
along  very  well. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  assuming  that  It 
would  be  within  the  power  of  the 
Senate,  if  the  Senate  adopted  a  total 
set  of  rules  at  the  beginning  of  a  session. 
On  the  Senator's  own  statement,  that 
has  happened  only  once  in  the  entire  life 
of  the  Repubhc.  It  seems  to  me  that 
clearly  the  practice  is  that  it  is  not  nec- 
essary to  adopt  rules  at  the  beginning  of 
a  Congress,  and  it  has  been  the  estab- 
lished precedent  of  the  Senate  that  the 
rules  continue  in  force  from  one  Con- 
gress to  another. 
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Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  shall  eventually 
deal  with  the  subject  of  how  many  times 
there  has  been  a  complete  revision  of  the 
rules.  There  have  been  complete  revi- 
sions though  not  on  the  first  day  of  a  new 
Congress.  The  question  has  been  re- 
ferred to  a  committee  which  would  re- 
port new  rules.  We  have  a  peculiar  situ- 
ation here.  If  we  adopt  no  rules,  we 
could  be  confronted  with  a  filibuster 
which  could  last  until  Washington's 
tirthday  anniversary. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  not  confronted 
with  theories,  but  with  facts.  There  is 
not  a  Senator  who  docs  not  know  that 
if  we  let  the  pending  motion  go  by  the 
board  there  will  perhaps  never  be  an- 
other opportunity  to  amend  the  rules  of 
tlu^  Senate.  They  will  be  here  for  an- 
other 50  years  before  there  is  any  effort 
to  modify  them. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr,  FERGUSON.  In  1917  was  the  ac- 
tion taken  by  unanimous  con.sent? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  was  taken  by  a 
yoa-and-nay  vote.  Senators  Gronna, 
La  Follette.  and  Sherman  voted  "nay." 
Warren  Harding  voted  "yea."  as  did 
other  Senators. 

This  was  not  done  by  Senators  who 
felt  that  the  Senate  was  a  continuing 
body 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  am  wondering  if  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Mexico 
would  be  willing  to  argue  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No,  I  would  not  care 
to  admit  it  is  a  continuing  body,  because 
having  read  what  Senator  Walsh  and 
many  others  said  about  it  not  being  a 
continuing  body.  I  think  we  should  con- 
sider both  sides  of  the  question.  I  am 
willing  to  be  exposed  to  the  light  on  that 
point.  But  the  question  whether  it  is  or 
is  not  a  continuing  body  does  not  in  the 
slightest  change  the  possibility  that  the 
Senate  in  the  first  few  days  of  a  new 
Congress  can  adopt  rules  for  its  guid- 
ance. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  has  really  answered  my 
question. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  what  I  was 
trying  to  get  at,  that  we  can  adopt  rules 
now  without  getting  into  the  question  of 
the  Senate's  being  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  understood  the  Senator 
to  say  that  a  total  body  of  rules  was 
adopted  in  1917  on  the  motion  of  Sen- 
ator Walsh,  but  in  looking  into  the  mat- 
ter a  bit  I  understand  that  what  actually 
happened  was  that  Senator  Walsh  of- 
fered a  resolution  deaUng  with  the  total 
body  of  rules,  but  that  it  was  referred  to 
a  committee,  and  that  all  that  was 
adopted  at  that  time  was  a  rule  then 
under  discussion.  There  was  no  reaf- 
firmation of  the  total  body  of  rules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  If  the  Senator  will 
read  all  the  debate  carefully,  he  will 
find  that  Senator  Walsh  said  he  was  not 
striking  at  any  portion  of  the  rules  ex- 


cept rule  XXII.  'Why  should  he  come 
before  the  Senate  and  fight  when  victory 
was  handed  him  on  a  silver  platter? 

Consider  what  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives does,  as  it  did  the  other  day. 
It  met  in  a  few  minutes  and  adopted 
new  rules  for  the  Eighty-third  Congress, 
which  appear  from  pages  15  to  24,  inclu- 
sive, of  the  Record  of  January  3.  After 
perhaps  a  minute  and  a  half  of  colloquy 
the  rules  were  adopted. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Surely  the  Senator  must 
admit  he  is  wrong  in  saying  that  a  whole 
set  of  rules  was  adopted  in  1917.  What 
happened  is  perfectly  clear.  Senator 
Walsh  presented  a  resolution,  somewhat 
like  that  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  It  was  referred  to  a  committee, 
and  never  reported.  On  March  8,  1917, 
Senator  Martin,  of  Virginia,  submitted 
a  resolution  and  a.sked  for  its  immediate 
consideration.  It  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  by  a  vote  of  76  to  3,  and  became 
rule  XXII.  In  other  words,  what  Sena- 
tor Martin  did  was  to  submit  a  resolu- 
tion amending  the  rules  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  and  by 
adopting  that  method  of  amendment, 
the  Senate  reaffirmed  its  belief  that  those 
rules  existed.  How  could  the  Senate 
amend  rule  XXII  if  rule  XXII  was  not  in 
existence? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Senator  Walsh  in- 
sisted that  there  must  be  a  cloture  rule, 
and  he  intended  to  submit  new  rules  em- 
bracing a  cloture  rule,  but  a  cloture  rule 
was  brought  forward  voluntarily,  and  he 
naturally  did  net  present  what  he  had  in 
mind. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Naturally.  He  persuaded 
the  Senate  to  act  under  the  rules.  That 
is  no  precedent  for  saying  there  were  no 
rules.  He  abandoned  his  claim  that  the 
Senate  did  not  have  any  rules. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  House  of  Representatives, 
both  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and 
myself  had  the  privilege  of  serving  in  the 
House  a  number  of  terms,  and  what  he 
says  is  true,  that  the  House  does  adopt 
a  new  set  of  rules  at  the  opening  of  each 
Congress.  But  there  is  this  distinction, 
and  he  will  find  it  in  the  very  Record  be- 
fore him,  that  when  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives meets  at  the  beginning  of  a 
new  Congress,  it  is  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  House,  who  calls  the  roll 
of  the  States.  There  is  no  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  being  until  after  the 
Clerk  has  called  the  names,  and  the  cer- 
tificates of  election  have  been  presented. 
Then  the  House  proceeds  to  organize  by 
the  election  of  a  Speaker.  But  when  the 
Senate  met  on  Saturday  for  the  first  ses- 
sion of  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  the 
Senate  was  called  to  order  by  the  Vice 
President  as  the  continuing  oCacer  of  a 
continuing  body.  The  rules  of  the  House 
provide  for  quite  different  action.  The 
House  does  adopt  a  new  set  of  rules. 
They  do  start  from  scratch,  and  elect 
a  Speaker. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  My  point  is  that 
_  ..opting  rules  at  the  beginning  of  a  ses- 
sion is  no  great  task.  The  House  does 
it  each  time  it  meets  at  the  beginning  of 
a  new  Congress. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
what  the  Senate  did  on  the  7th  and  8th 
of  March  1917.  was  to  make  the  change 
in  rule  XXII  which  Senator  Walsh 
urged?  Is  it  not  also  true  that  this 
change  would  not  have  been  made  had 
not  Senator  Walsh  presented  his  original 
resolution  for  the  adoption  of  Senate 
rules  as  a  whole,  except  rule  XXII,  and 
for  a  committee  to  draft  a  substitute  for 
that  rule,  and  that  this  resolution  was 
based  upon  the  theory  clearly  set  forth 
by  Senator  Walsh  that  the  Senate  had 
the  power  to  adopt  new  rules  under  gen- 
eral parliamentary  law  at  the  very  be- 
ginning of  the  new  Congress? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  question  in  the  world  about 
that. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  further  true 
that  the  provision  of  general  parliamen- 
tary law  was  that  the  previous  question 
could  be  moved,  and  that  debate  could 
thereby  be  cut  off? 

Mr.  AI^DERSON.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  thLt 
after  Senator  Walsh  spoke  on  the  7th  of 
March  the  opposition  collapsed,  and  then 
a  substitute  was  presented  providing 
what  Senator  Walsh  was  trying  to  ac- 
comphsh.  namely,  that  there  should  be 
a  rule  for  cloture? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  So  that  while  there 
was  no  formal  rule  or  decision  dealing 
with  the  Walsh  motion,  it  was  not  over- 
ruled, and  the  result  he  was  seeking  to 
accomplish  was  attained,  because  the  ob- 
jectors had  hanging  over  their  heads 
general  parliamentary  law.  under  which 
the  previous  question  could  be  moved  to 
shut  off  debate.  Was  not  that  the  sit- 
uation? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  it. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York. 

Mr.  IVES.  To  carry  that  point  one 
step  further,  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
action  taken  at  that  time  was  in  effect 
the  adoption  and  approval  of  rules  for 
the  Senate?  • 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.'  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan, 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  question  with 
me  is  whether  or  not  the  rule  book  itself 
does  not  indicate  that  the  rules  were  not 
readopted  in  1917.  If  the  Senator  will 
look  on  page  11.  and  almost  all  the  other 
pages,  in  the  footnotes  he  will  find  dates 
much  earlier,  respecting  rules  and 
amendments  to  rules,  indicating  that 
they  were  not  adopted  in  1917. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  think  that  is  cor- 
rect. I  have  said  they  would  have  been 
adopted  if  the  objectors  had  not  sur- 
rendered on  the  question  of  cloture. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  further  question? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  what 
was  adopted  on  March  8.  1917.  was  an 
amendment  to  an  existing  nile? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  the  Senate  did  have 
rules  when  it  adopted  the  amendment, 
did  it  not? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes.  Some  have 
regarded  the  effort  now  being  made  as 
on.e  solely  dealing  with  the  question 
of  civil  rights,  while  there  are  many  Sen- 
ators who  have  questions  to  present  dif- 
ferent from  those  affecting  civil  rights. 

I  recall  distinctly  the  effort  we  made 
to  have  hearings  and  discussions  regard- 
ing Alaskan  and  Hawaiian  statehood.  I 
could  not  help  noticing  in  the  press  the 
statement  that  yesterday  four  Senators. 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr. 
EtjtlerI,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Cordon],  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins],  went  to  New  York  to 
meet  with  the  President-elect  and  to 
discuss  with  him  the  possibility  of  state- 
hood for  Hawaii.  They  conferred  with 
General  Eisenhower,  I  presume  in  the 
hope  that  they  could  work  out  a  pro- 
gram to  bring  about  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  The  best  way  to  bring  about 
statehood  for  Hawaii  is  to  make  possible 
a  rule  which  will  make  possible  a  vote 
on  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  to  say  that  we  did  not  debate  state- 
hood for  Alaska  on  the  Senate  floor  last 
year? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No;  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  And  is  it  not  true 
that  it  was  finally  decided,  by  a  majority 
of  one.  to  recommit  the  bill? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  true.  V/e 
considered  the  cases  of  both  Alaska  and 
Hawaii.  We  debated  the  questions  in- 
side the  committee  at  great  length  in 
the  Eighty-first  Congress,  and  we  tried 
very  hard  to  bring  the  Alaskan  and  the 
Hawaiian  statehood  bills  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  at  the  end  of  the  session  in 
1950.  Everybody  was  assured  that  those 
bills  would  have  a  chance  to  get  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  They  were  brought 
to, the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  November 
27,  but  they  had  to  be  laid  aside  when  a 
filibuster  was  undertaken  against  them. 

On  November  28,  1950,  Senator 
O'Mahoney  said: 

What  I  am  emphasizing  now,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Is  one  simple  statement,  namely,  that 
the  Senate  will  presently  have  to  decide, 
either  openly  or  Indirectly,  whether  It  is  go- 
ing to  meet  the  question  of  statehood  by  a 
direct  vote  or  whether  Members  of  the  Senate 
desire  to  exercise  their  right — which  is  their 
right  under  the  rule — to  defeat  statehood  by 
irrelevant  talk  about  other  measures. 

After  the  filibuster  was  over  we  laid 
aside  the  question  of  statehood  for 
Alaska  and  Hawaii.  We  tried  to  bring 
It  up  in  the  next  Congress. 

I  have  heard  a  great  deal  to  the  effect 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body. 
On  February  27.  1952,  we  brought  up  the 
Alaska  statehood  bill,  which  we  hoped 
would  be  followed  by  the  Hawaii  state- 
hood bill.    At  that  time  the  distinguished 


Senator  from  Florida    [Mr.   Smathers] 
rose  and  said: 

Would  not  the  Senator  from  New  York 
agree  that  new  members  of  a  committee  who 
have  been  appwinted  to  the  committee  for 
the  first  time  and  know  nothing  about  the 
bill  should  have  the  privilege  of  attending 
public  hearings  If  they  ask  that  public  heiu-- 
Ings  be  held  on  the  subject?  Should  not 
they  be  recognized  as  Senators  and  entitled 
to  a  hearing  on  these  questions? 

What  about  the  new  Members  who 
have  so  recently  come  into  the  Congress? 
We  are  trying  to  present  rules  to  them. 
Should  not  they  be  con.sidered  as  Sena- 
tors and  should  not  they  have  the  right 
to  a  voice  in  determining  what  those 
rules  should  be?  Should  there  not  be  a 
hearing  on  all  a.spects  of  the  rules,  and 
should  not  the  Stnate  decide,  by  major- 
ity vote,  what  its  rules  for  this  Congress 
shall  be? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  am  trying  to  pet 
clear  in  my  mind  what  the  Senator  and 
his  associates  are  tryinL;  to  do.  I  read 
from  paue  11  of  the  Congressional  Rfc- 
ORD  of  Saturday  la.st.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  said: 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  take  up  for 
Immediate  considerauon  the  adoptum  of 
rules  for  the  Senate  of  the  Elgh'.y-thlrd 
Congress. 

Is  it  the  contention  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  we  arc  taking  up 
the  question  of  amending  existing  rules; 
or  is  he  contending  that  wo  are  operat- 
ing without  rules  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  contending 
that  we  are  operating  without  rules  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Then  I  .should  like  to 
ask  one  additional  question  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator.  I  read  from  the 
CONGREssioN.^L  RECORD  of  la.'i^t  Saturday: 

The  Senate  assembled  in  Its  Chamber  at 
the  Capitol. 

Alben'  Barkley,  of  Kentucky,  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  btaies.  c.iUed  the  Senate 
to  order  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 

Is  it  the  contention  of  the  Senator  and 
his  associates  that  on  Saturday  the  Sen- 
ate proceeded  without  rules  and  that  up 
to  the  present  time  it  has  been  proceed- 
ing without  rules? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  has  been  pro- 
ceeding under  general  parliamentary 
rules.  The  things  which  happened  on 
Saturday  happened  under  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Under  what  rule  did 
the  Senator  obtain  recognition  from  the 
present  occupant  of  the  chair? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Under  general  par- 
liamentary procedure. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  When  did  this  un- 
organized group,  whether  it  has  been 
operating  under  Robert's  Rules  of  Order 
or  any  other  rules  of  order,  proceed, 
under  such  rules  of  order  to  the  .selection 
of  a  temporary  chairman  and  temporary 
ofBcers,  and  then  the  .selection  of  perma- 
nent officers?  If  it  is  the  contention  of 
the  Senator  and  his  group  that  we  are 
operating  without  rules  at  the  present 
time,  the  Senator  occupying  the  Chair  in 
such  a  distinguished  manner  has  no 
right  there.  The  Senator  who  is  now 
speaking  has  no  right  to  recognition  until 


there  has  been  effected  an  organization 

of  an  unorganized  group. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  should 
realize  that  there  are  certain  obligations 
placed  on  this  a.ssemblage  by  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  It  shall 
meet.  It  shall  elect  a  presiding  oflBcer. 
It  shall  elect  a  clerk.  It  shall  do  various 
other  things.  Then  the  Constitution 
says  that  it  may  adopt  rules.  Under  the 
provi.<ion  that  it  may  adopt  rules,  we 
have  been  trying  to  get  the  Senate  to 
adopt  rules.  E^'ery  parliamentary  au- 
thority I  have  consulted  agrees  that  that 
is  the  proper  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY,  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Iji  order  that  we 
may  be  of  .some  help  in  clarifying  the 
point,  the  Vice  President  ruled  on  the 
very  i.ssue  which  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
is  now  bringing  to  our  attention.  On 
pa'^e  10  of  tlic  CoNorFssioNAL  Record  for 
Saturday  ".a.st.  the  Vice  President,  in 
re.sponse  to  a  question  by  the  distin- 
gui.^hed  junior  S^'nator  from  Georgia 
I  Mr.  Ru.ssELLl,  had  this  to  say: 

The  organ i/ation  of  the  Senate  1«  an  Inher- 
ent ripht  of  the  Senate,  hs  it  la  of  any 
.sovereign  hudv.  and  all  that  has  taken  place 
i:p  to  date   has   been   under    that   Inheretit 

riyht. 

In  other  words,  the  Vice  President  was 
pointing  out  that  under  the  provisioris  of 
the  Constitution,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  S.ates  is  entitled  to  organize  it- 
self, and  entitled  to  proceed  with  those 
responsibilities  which  are  outlined  in  the 
Constitution,  until  it  reaches  the  point 
of  tran.saction  of  business  under  rules. 

Mr  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yit  Id';' 

Mr.  i^NDERSON.  Yes;  but  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  I 
am  not  going  to  try  to  refine  or  improve 
upon  the  rulings  of  the  Vice  President. 

Mr.  RUHSELL.  I  did  not  ask  the  Sen- 
ator to  retine  or  improve  upon  them.  I 
merely  wi.  h  to  make  an  observation  with 
re.'^pect  to  Diem.  I  did  not  do  so  yester- 
day, although  I  once  thought  I  would. 
However,  the  ruling  of  the  Vice  Pre.si- 
dent  has  been  pointed  out  to  the  Senate 
as  a  precedent.  Therefore  I  feel  that  I 
am  bound  by  my  duty  to  mention  it. 

There  are  two  schools  of  thought  in 
this  country.  There  are  those  who  be- 
heve  in  inherent  rights  and  inherent 
powers,  and  there  are  those  who  beheve 
in  the  writt'-n  law.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  believe  in  the  written  law.  I  do  not 
challenge  the  right  of  the  distinguished 
Vice  President  to  believe  in  inherent 
powers.  I  remember  that  he  pubhcly 
stated  that  he  believed  in  the  inherent 
power  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  .seize  property  without  due 
process  of  law.  I  did  not  agree  with  that 
view. 

I  believe  In  the  Constitution.  The 
Constitution  provides  that  proF>erty  shall 
not  be  seized  without  due  process.  When 
anyone  talks  to  me  about  inherent  rights 
and  inherent  powers.  I  am  frighened  for 
the  future  of  this  Republic.  If  the  Re- 
public ever  falls,  it  will  be  because  we 
are  seduced  and  enticed  by  the  argument 
of  inherent  rights  and  inherent  powers. 
This  is  a  government  of  law,  and  not  a 
government  of  men. 
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Much  as  I  respect  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States.  I  am  not  willing  to 
.  submit  to  him  the  question  of  the  inher- 
ent rights  of  the  Senate  when  we  have 
written  rules  of  the  Senate  which  have 
be  n  adopted  by  this  body  over  a  long 
period  of  time. 

I  make  this  observation  merely  be- 
rau.se  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  who 
is  an  ardent  champion  of  inherent  pow- 
ers in  the  Senate,  is  relying  on  the  in- 
herent rights  of  the  Senate,  when  we 
have  rules  for  our  guidance  which  have 
enabled  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  .serve  well  the  people  of  the  Republic 
over  a  period  of  163  years. 

I  could  not  sit  quietly  here  and  have 
it  stated  that  we  were  relying  on  inher- 
ent rights  or  inherent  powers,  because 
I  am  one  of  those  who  subscribe  to  the 
doctrine  that  in  this  Republic  we  have  a 
government  of  law,  a  government  of 
rules,  not  a  government  of  inherent 
powers  or  inherent  rights. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  and  Mr.  HUMPHREY 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield;  and  if 
.so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  reply  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  first  to  the 
.Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  talking  about 
the  written  law.  and  his  opposition  to  the 
doctrine  of  inherent  rights.  It  seems  to 
me,  as  I  have  listened  to  this  debate  this 
afternoon  up  to  this  point,  that  the 
whole  thesis  of  those  who  are  opposing 
our  motion  is  that  for  168  years  we  have 
acquiesced — supinely,  if  you  will — in  the 
continuation  of  rules  adopted  back  in 
1789. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Constitution  is  2 
years  older  than  that;  and  I  still  be- 
lieve in  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  So  do  I,  just  as  does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia.  The  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  distinctly 
states  that  each  House  shall  have  au- 
thority to  adopt  its  own  rules. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
FMr.  TaftI  and  others  that  merely  be- 
cause the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  acquiesced  in  the  acceptance,  year 
after  year,  term  after  term,  session  after 
session,  and  Congress  after  Congress,  in 
rules  adopted  in  1789.  we  are  bound  to- 
day by  such  acquiescence.  If  that  is  not 
the  operation  of  inherent  authority.  I 
do  not  know  what  it  is.  That  is  not  the 
written  law.  The  written  law  definitely 
states  that  each  House  is  the  judge  of 
the  qualifications  of  its  own  Members, 
and  shall  adopt  its  own  rules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     Of  course. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  But  each  House 
adopts  its  rules  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  law,  not  under  any  inherent  rights. 
I  shall  continue  to  maintain  that  our 
Government  is  a  government  of  rules,  of 
law.  and  of  order,  and  not  a  govern- 
ment of  men. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  On  the  question  of 
changing  a  rule  of  the  Senate  by  law. 
I  should  like  to  ask  Senators  to  point  to 
the  section  in  the  rules  which  permits 


the  Senate  to  suspend  a  rule  by  a  two- 
thirds  vote.  There  is  nothing  In  the 
rules  to  the  effect  that  it  shall  be  done 
in  that  way.  However,  we  do  it  all  the 
time.  We  do  it  not  by  any  written  law. 
but  by  certain  traditions  which  have 
been  established  in  the  Senate.  We  have 
not  always  based  our  proceedings  on 
written  law.  and  no  one  knows  that  fact 
better  than  Senators  who  have  served 
only  a  short  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  not  inter- 
rupt the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  again. 
However,  in  view  of  the  remarks  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [  Mr.  Russell  1, 
I  believe  some  reply  should  be  made  to 
what  he  has  said.  He  stated  that  I  be- 
lieve in  the  doctrine  of  inherent  powers 
and  inherent  rights.  That  is  not  a  cor- 
rect statement.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota is  a  believer  in  the  doctrine  of 
powers  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  Although  I  recognize  the 
knowledge  and  wisdom  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  I  venture  to  say  that  he, 
too,  is  a  believer  in  the  r>owers  that  are 
derived  from  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  he  would  be  the 
last  man  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  who 
would  for  a  moment  state  that  every 
detail  of  legislative  authority  and  execu- 
tive authority  is  to  be  found  in  the  Con- 
stitution. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  served  as 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  and  as  such  he  sup- 
ported the  hand  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  sending  troops  overseas 
without  a  declaration  of  war.  I.  too, 
voted  in  favor  of  such  action.  I  did  so 
because  the  action  flowed  from  executive 
power,  without  regard  to  precise  lan- 
guage in  the  Constitution, 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  there  is 
not  one  article  in  the  Constitution  which 
is  any  more  specific  than  article  I.  sec- 
tion 5.  which  pertains  to  the  rules  of  the 
two  Houses.  There  is  no  double  talk 
contained  in  It.  The  article  says  that 
"each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of 
its  proceedings." 

That  is  exactly  what  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Anderson]  contends, 
namely,  that  the  Senate  may  adopt  rules 
to  govern  its  proceedings.  Whether  the 
Senate  will  do  so  is  now  tKe  question 
before  us.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  moves  that  we  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  adoption  of  Senate  rules.  What 
the  Vice  President  may  say  about  in- 
herent powers  is  his  responsibiUty. 

I  may  say  that  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota did  not  talk  about  inherent  pow- 
ers. He  said  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
and  said  on  this  floor  that  the  powers 
which  we  exercised  as  of  Saturday  last 
were  powers  which  are  prescribed  by  the 
Constitution.  They  are  all  contained  in 
the  Constitution.  As  of  this  hour  we 
have  adopted  no  rules.  We  ar&  proceed- 
ing in  the  same  manner  in  which  the 
First  Congress  of  the  United  States  pro- 
ceeded, namely,  under  the  Constitution, 
which  prescribes  that  the  Senate  shall 
engage  in  transacting  legislative  busi- 
ness. That  is  where  Congress  started 
in  1789.  We  are  proceeding  in  the  same 
tradition,  within  the  same  framework, 


and  under  the  same  article  and  section 
of  the  Constitution.  I  suggest  that  no 
Senator  in  this  body  knows  that  better 
than  does  my  good  friend,  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Georgia,  who 
knows  the  Constitution,  and  knows  par- 
ticularly the  procedural  rules  which  have 
been  adopted  under  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  know  the  Constitu- 
tion, but  I  do  not  know  of  any  consti- 
tution which  authorizes  the  taking  of 
any  such  action  as  is  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  did  not 
bring  up  the  question  of  inherent  powers. 
It  did  not  originate  with  me. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  must  recognize  the  fact  that 
when  the  Constitution  states  that  each 
House  shall  determine  the  rules  of  its 
procedure,  it  is  not  unconstitutional  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  not  if  we  do  it 
under  proper  rules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  accordance  with 
law,  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  What  is  the  law?  It 
is  the  Constitution.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  takes  the  pKJsition  that  the 
Senate  has  no  rule  or  law,  and  should 
proceed  according  to  his  own  view. 

The  question  was  presented  once  be- 
fore to  the  Senate.  Former  Senator 
Walsh  made  a  speech  on  it  in  1917.  I 
have  read  his  speech.  It  is  a  great 
speech.  Former  Senator  Thomas  of 
Colorado  supported  the  stand  taken  by 
former  Senator  Walsh.  However,  if  the 
Senator  will  read  the  Record,  he  will 
note  that  former  Senator  Thomas  re- 
canted his  previous  position  and  stated 
that  the  precedents  showed  the  Senate 
to  be  a  continuing  body.  If  it  is  a  con- 
tinuing body,  we  do  not  need  to  proceed 
to  adopt  rules,  because  we  already  have 
rules. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  should  ilike  to  address 
my  question  to  the  SenatQ4;from  Georgia. 
He  asked,  "What  is  the  law  of  the 
Senate?" 

I  suggest  that  the  law  of  the  Senate 
Is  the  same  as  the  law  of  the  Medes  and 
Persians.    We  cannot  change  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  rules  have  been 
changed  hundreds  of  times.  If  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampjshire  will  read 
the  Record  he  will  note  that  the  rules 
have  been  changed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Of  course  the 
situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves  is 
that  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey].  The  rules  are 
established;  they  have  been  laid  down, 
and  they  cannot  be  changed  except  by 
unanimous  consent.  If  there  were-  a 
method  of  getting  the  question  before  a 
court  of  the  land,  it  could  be  determined. 
The  question  to  be  determined  by  the 
court  would  then  be  whether  each  Con- 
gress has  the  right  to  establish  its  own 
rules,  unfettered  by  previous  Congresses. 

I  suggest  that  the  situation  confront- 
ing us  should  receive  the  sympathetic 
consideration  of  Senators  on  the  Re- 
publican side  of  the  aisle. 

In  an  article  appearing  in  the  New 
York  Times  of  August  13,  1952,  there  ap- 
peared su\  interview  with  Gen.  Duight  D. 
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Eisenhower,  then  the  Republican  candi- 
date for  President.    It  reads : 

Oen.  Dwlght  D.  EUenhower,  Republican 
candidate  for  President,  was  quoted  yester- 
day by  Senator  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.. 
chairman  of  his  campaign  advisory  commit- 
tee, as  favoring  a  curb  on  Senate  flUbiisters, 
which  have  been  used  In  the  past  to  block 
congressional  action  on  clvll-rlghts  legisla- 
tion. 

Senator  Lodge  said  the  General  had  told 
him  at  their  conference  that  he  felt  "very 
strongly  In  favor  of  curbing  the  filibuster  and 
of  taking  every  measure  practicable  to  sup- 
port a  program  for  civil  rights — one  that  will 
not  defeat  Itself." 

That  article,  Mr.  President,  indicates 
to  the  Republicans  what  they  can  do 
now.  If  they  are  serious  they  had  bet- 
ter do  it  now.  Once  the  rules  have  been 
laid  down  the  Senate  will  go  ahead  under 
the  rules  and  we  will  be  told  that  we 
cannot  change  them  except  by  unani- 
mous consent,  because  they  are  the  law. 
Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  It  seems  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  that  if  at  any 
time  the  Vice  President  should  hold  that 
the  rules  mean  something  different  than 
what  some  of  us  think  they  mean,  and  a 
majority  of  the  Senators  should  uphold 
the  view  of  the  Vice  President,  we  would 
in  that  way  effect  a  change  in  the  rules. 
Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
are  many  ways  in  which  it  could  be 
accomplished.  For  example,  it  could  be 
done  by  means  of  a  ruling  by  the  Chair. 
Any  time  a  majority  wants  to  under- 
take to  change  the  rules  other  than  by 
the  normal  process  or  by  the  recognized 
process,  they  can  accomplish  their  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Except  that  no 
Senator  would  be  able  to  get  a  ruling 
from  the  Chair  during  the  course  of 
the  debate.  While  debate  is  in  progress 
It  is  impossible  to  appeal  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  Chair.  The  debate  could 
go  on  forever  and  run  into  an  endless 
fihbuster.  There  would  be  no  possibility 
of  getting  a  ruling  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  Does  not  the  Senator 
know  that  any  appeal  from  a  ruling  of 
the  Chair  is  subject  to  a  motion  to  table, 
and  that  any  Senator  may  obtain  rec- 
ognition to  make  such  a  motion,  which 
motion  is  not  debatable? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  get  a  ruling  from  the  Chair  during 
the  course  of  a  flhbuster, 

I  refer  now  to  the  Republican  brief, 
which  states  that  there  is  no  judicial 
precedent  invaUdating  a  rule  of  either 
the  Senate  or  of  the  House.    The  Su- 
preme Court  has  pointed  out  that  fact. 
I  beheve  that  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  is  significant,  for  in  it  we 
are  told  that  neither  House  may  "by  its 
rules  ignore  constitutional  restraints  or 
violate  fundamental  rights,  and   there 
must  be  a  reasonable  relation  between 
the  mode  or  method  of  the  proceeding 
estabhshed  by  the  rule  and  the  result 
which  is  sought  to  be  attained." 

The  result  which  is  sought  to  be  at- 
tained is  the  making  of  an  amendment 
to   the  rule.     Under   the  present  rule 


that  cannot  possibly  be  done.  That  is 
why  I  say  that  if  rule  XXn  ever  got 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  view  of  the  position  on  which 
it  is  predicated  the  Court  would  throw 
it  out  very  quickly. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield?  I  did 
not  quite  understand  him. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  say  that  if  rule 
XXn  ever  got  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  it  would  throw  out 
the  rule,  under  the  Republican  brief. 

Mr.  TAFT.  First,  let  me  say  that  the 
brief  is  not  a  Republican  brief;  it  is  a 
brief  which  was  prepared  for  the  use  of 
both  sides,  and  it  was  prepared  before 
Congress  returned  to  Washington. 

However,  do  I  correctly  understand  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  to  say  that 
rule  XXII  contains  something  which  the 
Supreme  Court  would  say  is  not  possible? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  realize  that  a  per- 
son who  is  not  a  lawyer  should  not  dis- 
cuss the  law.  but  it  seems  to  me  that  a 
rule  which  seeks  to  provide  for  amend- 
ment of  the  rules  and  then  provides  a 
formula  to  the  effect  that  no  one  can 
amend  them  defeats  its  own  purpose. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Let  me  suggest  that  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  does 
exactly  the  same  thing;  it  says  that  it 
cannot  be  amended  in  certain  respects. 
So  the  precedent  is  there,  and  thus  it  is 
not  unconstitutional  to  do  that. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Constitution 
provides  a  method  for  its  own  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  not  in  all  respects, 
for  in  the  Constitution  it  is  provided  that 
no  amendment  can  be  made  with  respect 
to  the  number  of  Senators  to  serve  from 
each  State.  In  other  words,  there  must 
be  two  Senators  from  each  State,  under 
the  Constitution. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Oh,  yes;  that  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Constitution  provides 
that  never,  under  any  circumstances,  can 
that  provision  be  changed.  So  does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  think  that  is 
an  unconstitutional  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Did  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  read,  in  the  cited  Supreme  Court 
decision,  the  reference  to  the  Senate,  as 
it  appeared  in  the  opinion  in  the  case  of 
McGrain  against  Daueherty? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    No:  I  did  not. 

Mr.  TAFT.     It  read  as  follows: 

The  rule  may  be  the  same  with  the  House 
of  Representatives  whose  Members  are  aU 
elected  for  the  period  of  a  single  Congress; 
but  it  cannot  well  be  the  same  with  the 
Senate,  which  is  a  continuing  body  whose 
Members  are  elected  for  a  term  of  6  years 
and  so  divided  into  classes  that  the  seats 
of  one-third  only  become  vacant  at  the  end 
of  each  Congress,  two-thirds  always  con- 
tinuing into  the  next  Congress,  save  as  va- 
cancies may  occur  through  death  or  resig- 
nation. " 

In  other  words,  the  Supreme  Court 
accepts  the  general  theory  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  Is  the  very 
point  I  was  trying  to  make  earlier  I 
was  afraid  that  this  debate  would  be  con- 
fined to  the  question  of  whether  the 
Senate  is  or  is  not  a  continuing  body  I 
should  like  to  have  the  debate  confined 
to  the  question  of  whether  the  Senate 


can  or  cannot  make  Its  own  rules  and 
whether  new  Senators  entering  this  body 
have  a  right  to  participate  in  the  making 
of  those  rules,  or  whether  they  must  have 
shoved  down  their  throats  everything 
that  has  been  decided  before  their  service 
here. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  14  new 
Members  of  this  body.  I  should  like  it 
to  be  possible  for  them  to  have  a  voice 
in  deciding  this  question. 

Mr.  LONG,  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  know  of  anything  whatso- 
ever in  the  rules  that  would  prevent  any 
of  the  new  Senators  who  have  just  been 
sworn  in  from  offering  an  amendment  to 
any  of  the  rules? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Oh,  no;  they  can 
offer  amendments  until  they  are  blue  In 
the  face,  but  they  will  never  succeed  in 
having  the  Senate  adopt  an  amendment 
which  touches  the  question  of  cloture. 
An  amendment  to  any  other  rule  will  be 
all  right,  no  doubt;  but  if  any  one  of  the 
new  Members  should  offer  an  amend- 
ment touching  the  question  of  cloture, 
he  would  be  in  a  hopeless  position. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  last  time  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  attempted  to  have  the  Senate 
amend  rule  XXII,  the  proposed  amend- 
ment did  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
and  it  was  debated  at  some  length,  and 
a  new  rule  was  adopted.  So  when  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  throws  up  his 
hands  and  say.s,  "This  is  the  only  way  to 
do  it."  he  is  not  supported  by  the  facts. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  the  new  rule 
was  stronger  than  the  one  which  pre- 
ceded it.  and  the  new  rule  tied  the  Sen- 
ates  hands  tighter  than  they  had  been 
tied  before. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  But  is  not  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  claiming  that  the  Sen- 
ate did  not  have  a  chance  to  adopt  a 
change  in  the  rule  at  that  time?  Never- 
theless, the  Senate  did  adopt  a  change. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  the  point  Is 
that  the  new  rule  included  paragraph  3 
which  really  requires  unanimous  con- 
sent to  chancre  the  rules. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  Is  nothing  In 
paragraph  3  that  has  not  obtained  in 
the  Senate  since  the  first  day  the  Sen- 
ate assembled. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Paragraph  3  says, 
in  effect,  that  there  may  be  unlimited 
debate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  in  1917  many 
Senators  thought  they  had  plugged  that 
loophole  by  the  adoption  of  a  cloture 
rule. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  challenge  that  state- 
ment, for  the  original  rule  referred  to 
"any  issue."  but  when  the  new  rule 
finally  came  to  the  floor  It  referred  to 
"any  measure,"  thereby  limiting  the  ap- 
plication of  the  rule  to  measures. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Senator  Walsh  had 
gotten  out  of  town, 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  he  had 
left  here. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  He  was  not  In  the 
Senate  Chamber. 
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Mf.  RT7SSELL.  I  wtniM  not  charge 
him  with  any  dereliction  of  duty  If  he 
had  left  town,  for  he  was  a  great  Ameri- 
can. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  And  he  brought  the 
flrsit  cloture  rule  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Blr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield- 

ifr.  HUNT.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  was  a  Member  of  thi£  body  when 
the  present  cloture  rule  wa£  adopted. 
One  night  about  II  o'clock,  after  4  or 
6  weekjs  of  filibuster,  the  present  cloture 
rule  was  adopted  simply  in  order  to 
proceed  wiUi  the  business  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 8enjLtor&  who  did  not  favor  the 
new  cloture  rule  were  simply  beaten  by 
a  filibuster,  which  is  what  the  present 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  i«  aitempting 
to  prevent  in  the  future. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  correct; 
and  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming, 
who  was  loyally  trying  to  help  out,  that 
be  voted  one  way  and  I  voted  the  other 
way  on  the  question  of  the  adoption  of 
that  new  rule,  but  I  still  rejoice  that  I 
voted  agaim.t  the  adoption  of  that  rule. 

Ui.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  from  New  Uexico  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  ylekt 

Mr.  HUMl^HREY.  I  shoukl  like  to 
refer  to  the  propoEal  of  the  Benator  from 
Indiana  [  Mr.  Jenbix)  .  who  very  happily, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  said  that  he 
will  sabmit  a  resoiution  with  reference 
to  the  doture  rule. 

Without  atkempttng  to  pas  was  judg- 
ment on  tbe  merttc  at  that  resolutkn, 
let  me  say  that  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana has  sw;gcstcd  that  such  a  resola- 
UoD  will  be  forthcoming. 

H  the  Senite  is  In  aU  drcnmstancet 
the  continoing  body  which  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  argued  It  is,  I  am  In- 
terested In  finding  oat  why  we  have  t« 
hai^  a  new  resolntioti  on  these  matters. 
Purthermcne,  why  is  it  necessary  to  have 
new  bUls  with  each  new  session?  Many 
of  the  tails  at  a  new  aeasioii  were  on  the 
calendar  at  the  preceding  session.  Of 
course.  I  know  that  the  answer  Is  that 
at  the  conclnxkm  of  a  Congress  the  cal- 
endar Is  extinguished. 

iir.  RUSSKUj.  That  Is  not  my  an- 
swer. Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota can  give  his. 

Mr.  HUlfPHRIY.  The  answer  is  that 
the  Cot^ress  of  the  United  States  coxi- 
pletes  Its  bustnesB  when  it  adjoams  sine 
die.  However,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Constitution  that  so  provides.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  In  the  early  days  of  this 
Republic  there  was  continuing  legisla- 
tion; but  by  rule  of  the  Senate  and  by 
rule  ot  the  House  of  Representattres  con- 
tinuing Icglslatioo  was  stopped. 

What  I  am  driving  at  is  that  the  "coiv 
tinmng  bod^"  issue  is  trnt  one  of  the 
many  facets  of  this  argument  The  Sen- 
ate BMy  be  a  continuing  body,  in  terms  of 
an  institution,  in  terms  of  its  member- 
ship; but  the  Question  is,  what  docs  ft 
continoe.  when  Is  it  oontiDataig,  in  terms 
of  its  actions;  when  is  tt  txmtinuing.  tn 
terms  of  its  leglsiative  prti«Tam;  when 
is  It  oonthmlng.  in  terms  of  its  pro- 
cedures? In  some  aspects  It  may  con- 
tinue; tn  other  aspceU  It  Is  zwC  con- 
tlming. 


T  say  to  the  Senator  fyom  New  Mexico 
that  he  has  clearly  defined  the  issue  be- 
fore this  body,  rattier  than  to  be  drawn 
into  debate  in  the  unknown  field  of  the 

theory  of  a  "continuing  body,"  on  which 
there  Is  no  rule,  on  which  there  is  no 
Supreme  Court  decision,  notwithstand- 
ing the  dectBloQ  In  the  case  of  McOraln 
against  Daugherty  as  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  has  saM  most  pertinently, 
within  the  framework  of  the  Constitu- 
tion and  the  leglshitlon  of  every  legiahi- 
tive  body  in  the  history  of  this  BepuMic 
In  short,  the  Senator  from  Mew  Mexico 
has  ciearly  stated  the  issue  before  us 
when  he  has  saki  that  it  is  whether  the 
Senate  shall  adopt  its  rules  before  it 
proceeds  with  its  business^ 

I  submit  that  Is  the  only  issue.  To 
those  who  take  issue  with  me  I  submit 
that  there  are  doisens  of  Supreme  Court 
decisions  and  a  mtiltitude  of  State  court 
dedskms  wlilch  hold  that  a  legislative 
body  is  an  entity  unto  itself  at  each  leg- 
islative session.  I  submit  with  equal 
candor  and  vigor  that  there  is  not.  and 
never  has  been,  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
who  can  produce  evidence  to  the  effect 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body  in 
terms  of  the  actions  of  the  body  on  the 
rules  which  govern  its  proceedii«s. 

Obiter  dicta  in  court  decisions  are  not 
sufficient  to  prove  the  point,  which  is  ex- 
actly what  were  presented  in  the  Repub- 
lican brief,  namely,  dicta  in  a  court 
opinion,  where  the  court  posed  a  ques- 
tion for  its  own  edification,  although  the 
question  was  not  relevant  to  the  case  be- 
fore tt.  Such  obiter  dicta  are  not  pro- 
bative or  binding;  they  are  simply  so 
much  verbiage.  They  take  on  sidastance 
only  wiien  later  they  become  parts  of  a 
court  case. 

Mr.  RUSSEU^  Mr.  Preskkent,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shaU  not  take  issue 
with  many  ot  the  points  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  except  in  the 
case  o<  the  challenge  he  issued  to  any 
Senator  to  point  out  one  instance  under 
the  rules  where  tbe  Senate  is  a  continu- 
ing body.  I  wish  to  meet  that  daallengc 
by  readLiig  paragraph  (2)  ai  rule  XXV, 
on  page  40  of  the  Senate  Manual: 

(2)  Each  standtng  committee  Bball  eon- 
tlniie  and  bave  tike  povacr  to  act  untU  tbeir 
successors  are  appointed. 

We  are  now  In  a  new  Congress,  bat 
uivder  that  Senate  rule  we  have  the  same 
committee  set-up  that  we  had  before 
unta  the  Senate,  hy  afftrmativc  action. 
changes  that  arrangement  Section  n 
of  rule  XXV  continues  It  That  is  cer- 
tainly one  instance  the  Senator  has  chal- 
lenged anyone  to  produce. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  my 
distinguidied  friend  from  Georgia  that 
I  hope  I  did  not  state  wtiat  he  said  I 
stated,  and  if  I  did,  I  shall  correct  ttie 
Record.  What  I  was  saying  was  that 
without  express  del^oeration  and  deci- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  Congress  the 
Senator  can  produce  not  one  .y.int-iTift  of 
court  decision  or  evidence  to  prove  that 
the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body.  He  has 
relied  upon  the  doctrine  of  inherent 
right.  He  has  rehed  uixm  the  doctrine 
of  a  pohtieal  Alice  in  Wonderland. 

Mr.  RD83B1X.    Who  has? 

Mr.  HDMFHRKT.  The  Senator  firom 
Gcwgia. 


Mr.  KUSKELI*  The  Senator  calls  the 
rules  of  ttie  Senate  an  Alice  tn  Wonder- 
land,  That  Is  what  tbe  Senator  has  said. 

Mr.  HUMPHRFy.  That  te  what  it 
amounts  to. 

Mr.  RUSSKLL.  They  are  available. 
In  bound  volumes  for  our  guidance. 
There  is  no  Alice  in  Wonderland  about 
them. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  Pre^dent.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator frmn  New  York. 

Mr.  LSiMAN.  I  am  amaaed  at  the 
argument  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia.  At  ttie  end  of  the  session,  of 
course,  all  bills  become  dead. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  treaties, 
and  even  as  to  treaties,  while  they  are 
placed  in  the  custody  of  the  clerk  of  the 
Senate,  all  work  on  them,  their  consider- 
ation must  start  de  novo. 

Mr.  RDS8BLL.  I  may  Interrupt  the 
Senator  to  say  that  appointments  also 
come  in  that  category. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much.  I  appreciate  the  corrertitMi. 
R  is  very  helpful,  because  thore  are  very 
important  things.  So  far  as  I  can  see, 
there  ^  nothing  which  connects  one 
Congress,  so  far  as  the  Senate  is  con- 
cerned, with  another  Coi^ress,  except 
that  the  Presiding  C^Bc^  continues  the 
same,  if  he  happens  to  be  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RUSSBIii.  The  Oonstitutton 
says  that  the  Senators  are  elected  by 
classes,  one-third  of  the  membership 
constituting  a  new  class  at  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  Congress.  Every  Senator 
isaraemberof  one  (^thooe  classes.  Ilils 
is  clearly  designed  to  carry  over  at  aD 
times  64  Senators,  so  as  to  pro^ride  a 
quorum  for  the  purpose  of  transacting 
business,  and  that  is  the  provision  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  The 
expiration  of  treaties  and  the  lapse  ot  ex. 
ecuttve  appointments  and  cA  aU  meas- 
ures on  the  calendar,  result  from  afBrm- 
ative  action  of  the  Senate.  Why  was  that 
action  taken?  It  was  taken  tn  order 
that  ttv>8e  wiM)  come  into  the  Senate, 
representing  an  infusion  of  new  blood 
every  2  years,  when  one-third  of  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  are  elected,  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  attend  the  com- 
mittee hearings,  to  familiarize  them- 
selves with  measures  proposed,  and  to 
enable  the  Senate,  In  its  consideration 
de  novo  of  those  measures,  to  hold  new 
hearings,  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of 
changes  which  may  have  occurred  in  the 
lapse  oi  time.  It  is  done  to  protect  the 
Senate.  It  Is  done  under  the  power  at 
the  Senate  as  a  continuing  body  under 
its  rules,  and  it  is  done  in  the  same  maz>- 
ner  in  which  we  require  rules  of  ttie 
Senate  to  be  changed  by  resohition  duly 
referred  to  a  committee,  to  protect  tbe 
integrity  of  the  committee  system,  on 
which  aU  our  legislation  is  bnttt  It 
comes  as  a  result  of  the  Senate's  action, 
not  In  tbe  way  of  lebottaZ  to  any  idea 
of  the  Senate^  being  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  Presidcst,  win  tlw 
Sena  for  from  New  Mexico  yteid? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
dMdl  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  but  I  was  about  to  say  that,  for 
personal  reasons,  I  am  going  to  have  to 
proceed,  then  ft>r  a  while,  without  yield- 
inc 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  does  not  leave  me  at 
a  disadvantage  in  this  controversy.  He 
cut  me  off  a  few  minutes  ago.  when  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  had  been 
speaking.  He  said  he  was  going  to  yield 
no  further,  and  I  took  my  seat.  If  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  intends  to 
yield  to  one  Senator,  it  seems  to  me 
that,  even  xinder  Robert's  Rules  of  Or- 
der, he  should,  in  justice,  yield  to  all 
Senators. 

Mr.  AJIDERSON.  I  am  sorry  the 
S3nator  puts  this  debate  on  the  basis  of 
Robert's  Rules  of  Order.  I  think  the 
Senator  might  rely  upon  my  conscience 
to  prompt  me  to  be  fair  to  all. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sure  that  is  30, 
and  I  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Wew 
Mexico  on  that  ground. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
the  reason  the  Senate  has  provided  in 
its  rules  for  a  discontinuance  of  the 
work  of  committees,  the  lapse  of  ap- 
pointments, and  the  lapse  of  bills  on  the 
calendar  is  so  that  new  facts  may  be 
brought  forth,  and  the  new  Senators 
may  be  brought  up  to  date.  I  agree 
with  that.  I  believe  it  is  sound.  But 
why  should  he  refuse  to  recognize  the 
same  principal  in  considering  the  rules? 
Sixteen  new  Senators  have  been  sworn 
in  this  year,  none  of  whom  had  any 
voice  in  the  writing  of  the  rules.  Why 
should  I,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  who  have 
been  in  the  Senate  since  1949.  and  who 
am  now  in  my  fourth  year,  not  have  a 
voice  in  the  drafting  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  merely  because  those  great  men, 
the  founding  fathers,  in  1789  adopted 
certain  rules,  according  to  their  wisdom? 
They  were  very  wise.  They  did  it  as  a 
matter  of  patriotism.  But  certainly  I 
do  not  think  we  are  going  to  be  willing 
to  acknowledge — I  do  not  think  any  man 
should  be  willing  to  acknowledge — that 
rules  adopted  in  1789  should  be  binding 
on  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  in 
1953,  163  years  later. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
permit  me  to  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair).  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  point  made  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  indicates 
where  he  and  I  disagree.  I  submit  the 
rules  are  binding  until  they  are  changed 
in  the  manner  provided  therein  for 
their  change,  just  as  any  law  is  binding 
until  it  is  changed  by  a  succeeding  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  President,  no  new  Member  of  the 
Senate  is  put  at  a  disadvantage  in  this 
matter.  Every  new  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate has  exactly  the  same  right  possessed 
by  our  distinguished  colleague,  who  is  a 
senior  member  of  this  body,  in  dealing 
with  changes  In  the  rules.  He  cannot 
change  the  rules,  he  would  not  undertake 
to  do  so,  in  this  bizarre  and  fantastic 
fashion ;  but  he  has  a  right  as  a  Senator 
of  the  United  States,  as  does  every  other 
one  of  the  95  Members  of  this  body,  to 
offer  a  resolution  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  the  rules  for  their  change; 
and  the    rules    have    been    frequently 


changed.  This  is  merely  an  attempt  to 
short  cut  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  and  I 
submit  that  It  falls  in  the  face  of  the 
argument  that  the  Senate  is  a  continu- 
ing body. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.   Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  occvu-s  to  me  that 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  while  highly  interesting  and  di- 
verting, would  be  rather  academic  unless 
it  were  tied  to  some  specific  thing:  and, 
judging  from  what  the  Senator  has  said, 
I  suppose  the  burden  of  the  argument 
will  be  that  there  ought  to  be  an  oppor- 
tunity to  amend  the  rules — and  we  are 
thinking  only  of  rule  XXII— because  of 
some  inaction  of  the  Senate  in  other 
days.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
mentioned  Alaska  and  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  I  make  the  suggestion  that  this 
is  the  first  time  in  20  years  that  the  Re- 
publican Party  has  been  in  charge  of  both 
the  executive  branch  and  both  Houses  of 
the  legislative  branch.  I  am  sure  that  I, 
for  one.  appreciate  the  solicitude  of  the 
minority,  because  I  was  a  minority  Mem- 
ber for  nearly  20  years  on  Capitol  Hill, 
and  I  exerci?ed  a  most  encompassing 
solicitude  for  the  majority,  by  reason  of 
their  mistakes  and  their  exces.ses.  Now. 
why  not  let  us  make  a  few  mistakes  for  a 
little  while,  to  see  what  we  can  do  to  ex- 
press and  articulate  the  pledges  we  have 
made  in  the  Republican  platform?  If 
we  fail  on  statehood  for  Hawaii,  if  we 
fail  on  statehood  for  Ala.«ka,  if  we  fail  to 
do  something  in  the  field  of  civil  rights, 
then  we  can  readily  understand  why  the 
Senator  would  want  a  change  in  rules. 
But  let  us  make  the  first  failure.  This  is 
our  first  chance  in  20  years. 

There  is  no  great,  overwhelming  senti- 
ment on  this  side  of  the  aisle  for  a  change 
in  the  rules.  In  our  Republican  confer- 
ence recently  there  were  very  few  dis- 
.senting  votes  that  I  could  hear  to  the 
course  there  proposed.  We  are  quite 
content  to  operate  under  the  existing 
rules  of  the  Senate.  We  appreciate  the 
Senator's  almost  boundless  solicitude  for 
our  political  welfare  in  the  days  ahead, 
but  we  much  prefer  to  have  a  chance 
under  the  existing  rules  of  the  Senate. 
and  if  we  fail  we  shall  be  the  first  to 
confess  our  sins  of  omission  and  commis- 
sion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  hke  to  remind  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  he  can  yield  only 
for  questions. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  Republican 
slogan  was  not  "We  want  a  chance,"  but 
"We  want  a  change." 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Democrats  had 
20  years,  and  they  failed.  Give  us  a 
chance  now.  That  is  only  a  sporting 
proposition. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  we 
were  told  a  moment  ago  that  the  effort 
to  change  the  rule  was  bizarre  and  fan- 
tastic. I  picked  up  a  newspaper  a  few 
days  ago  and  found  in  it  an  item  which 
stated  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  had  denounced  the  pro- 
posed rule  change  as  "goon  squad"  tac- 
tics. It  is  very  diflBcult  to  come  up  with 
a  proposition  of  this  nature  in  good  faith 


and  then  be  accused  of  "goon  squad" 

tactics. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  refer  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico as  practicing  any  "goon  squad"  tac- 
tics. I  was  interviewed  in  Atlanta  on 
this  question,  and  I  stated  that  I  had 
read  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Walter  Reu- 
ther  in  which  he  suggested  his  method 
of  changing  the  rules,  and  I  said  that 
merely  walking  in  and  demanding  that 
the  rules  be  changed  to  suit  his  fancy 
partook  of  "goon  squad"  tactics.  That 
is  what  I  said.  Mr.  Reuther  said  that  he 
would  just  put  the  rule  through.  That 
would  suggest  "goon  squad"  tactics. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  explanation. 

Why  are  we  concerned  when  some 
persons  say  to  us  that  we  cannot  suc- 
ceed in  this  effort?  I  have  read  three  or 
four  newspaper  stories  as  to  what  the 
possibility  of  the  adoption  of  this  mo- 
tion may  be,  and  it  is  said  that  it  will  be 
defeated  3  to  1  or  4  to  1  or  whatever 
figures  happen  to  come  to  mind.  I  have 
no  way  of  knowing.  I  do  not  intend  to 
poll  the  Senate  to  find  out  how  any  Sen- 
ator will  vote.  We  cannot  always  tell 
the  ultimate  fate  of  issues  by  the  number 
of  votes  they  receive  or  whether  there 
will  even  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  as  school  children  and 
as  young  people  we  have  all  read.  I  think. 
the  Webster-Hayne  debate  which  began 
over  a  simple  resolution  regarding  the 
sale  of  public  lands.  Hayne  and  Webster 
got  into  a  great  discussion  that  involved 
State  versus  Federal  rights,  and  when 
it  was  all  over  the  original  resolution  was 
entirely  forgotten.  This  original  motion 
may  be  entirely  forgotten;  I  am  not  sure 
about  that.  But  if  new  Members  of  the 
Senate  do  not  have  the  right  to  partici- 
pate in  the  formulation  of  Senate  rules 
or  are  not  able  to  bring  about  changes 
in  them  by  action  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  the  effort  to  change  the  Senate 
rules  will  go  on  expanding  and  become 
more  intensified  as  the  years  go  by. 

A  freat  many  changes  have  taken 
place  in  the  past  163  years.  Let  us  con- 
sider some  of  the  traditions  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  have  been  reading  the  first  Jour- 
nal of  the  Senate,  and  I  found  that  back 
in  the  period  when  the  rules  which  we 
now  have  were  adopted,  there  was  a  dis- 
cussion about  Indian  treaties,  and  Gen- 
eral Washington  himself  came  to  the 
Senat?  and  took  his  seat  beside  the  Vice 
President.  He  brought  with  him  Gen- 
eral Knox,  his  Secretary  of  State,  and 
presented  the  treaties  to  the  Senate. 
The  Senate  wanted  to  refer  them  to  a 
committee,  but  General  Washington  ob- 
jected and  said  he  came  there  to  get 
advice  and  consent  and  insisted  that  he 
have  it  at  once.  It  happened  that  those 
Indian  treaties  dealt  with  situations 
which  concerned  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Can  anyone  imagine  what  would  hap- 
pen if  the  President  of  the  United  States 
should  come  today  to  the  Senate,  ac- 
companied by  his  Secretary  of  State, 
and  submit  treaties  relating  to  the  State 
of  Georgia  and  tell  the  Senate  that  he 
wanted  immediate  action?     I  know  of 


CONGRESSICWAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


12a 


two  Senators  who  wcmM  be  on  their  feet 
very  promptly  and  rery  yroperly. 

We  hAve  changed  our  conception  of 
things  as  we  have  sane  along.  A  great 
deal  of  time  wa&  speaat  in  decidtn? 
whether  the  Presldentj  ol  the  Untted 
States  had  a  right  to  "see  anyone  1^10 
came  to  see  him.  The  Senate  decided 
how  many  parties  the  President  could 
attend,  and  whether  he  shonM  be  seen  in 
public,  or  be  like  a  Lama  and  appear 
once  a  year,  because  Senators  were  his 
counselors  and  advisers.  We  have 
changed  and  altered  things  as  we  have 
gone  along. 

I  do  not  think  the  Idea  of  adopting 
rtiles  at  the  beginning  of  a  new  Con- 
gress, Mr.  President,  originated  with 
Mr.  Walter  Reuther,  because  Senator 
Thomas,  of  Colorado,  on  March  (J.  l»n, 
expressed  ft  as  hia  opkniou  that  the  Sen- 
ate did  not  have  rules.  I  do  not  thh^ 
he  knew  Walter  Heather  at  that  time. 
Walter  Reuther  was  a  boy  9  years  of  age, 
and  I  doubt  thst  he  ccnununic&tcd  with 
Senator  Thomas. 

Mr.  Vardaman.  of  Mississippi,  got  into 
the  discussion  in  1917.  as  did  John  Sharp 
WiDiams.  of  Missteippl.  Senatoor  Wii- 
hams  said: 

rr  the  President  Is  dtasatisfted  wtth  Ooo- 
gresB,  the  PresWent  taM  oevtr  mid  sa  Tbe 
PresWent,  on  the  contrary,  said  he  waa  very 
highly  aatlaflcd  with  tha  action  of  the  Houw 
of  Representatives,  which  la  one  brancii  ol 
Congreaa,  an<i  that  he  vvas  very  biglily  %aUs- 
fied  with  the  demouatratlon  of  the  purpose 
of  s«v<enty-ockl  Senatora,  CQCtatltuting  seven- 
elghtha  of  the  other  branch  of  Congroas. 
He  merely  expressed  dlsBatferfactkm  with  the 
conchict  of  11  or  1  a  tnen  who  refuacd  to  per- 
mit the  6«iete  of  the  DnUed  States  to  vote. 

Eleven  or  twelve  men?  One  or  two 
men  can  prevent  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  from  voting  on  a  change 
In  its  rules. 

I  shall  not  go  on  with  endless  QIus- 
trations  of  how  Senators  in  those  days 
felt. 

Senator  Kenyon  said: 

I  am  not  dksagreelng  with  the  Senator  hm 
to  the  desirability  of  a  el^nge  in  the  rulea. 
I  have  been  In  lavor  ol  that  ever  since  I 
haye  been  in  tlie  Senate.  It  is  a  question 
of  leaving  reasonable  debate  for  the  Senate, 
and  not  going  too  far  In  restrtctlng  the 
same. 

Senator  Walsh  finally  stated: 

I  aascrt.  l£r.  Prctldcnt.  that  tbe  questkm 
as  to  whether  the  roles  Uvc  from  one  Con- 
grcaa  to  SAOther,  haa  nerei  been  directly 
consvdcred  by  tlxls  body,  althougli  many 
Untes  incidentally  it  has  been  asserted  that 
the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body. 

I  &ivd  nothing  to  Indicate  that  there 
has  ever  been  a  decision  to  that  effect. 

When  he  opened  that  great  discus- 
sion on  March  7,  I9I7,  Senator  Walsh 
had  done  a  great  Job  of  research  and 
study.    He  raised  this  question: 

Are  the  mles  under  which  tbe  Senate  oper- 
ated during  the  Ust  sesaloc  of  Congreas  now 
effective,  or  is  th>  Senate  governed  by  f^* 
general  parliamentary  law  luitll  rules  are 
adopted,  and  ts  It  In  order  to  more  to  fix 
a  time  when  the  Senate  shall  take  a  Tote 
on  a  pending  qocstloo  or  to  laove  tbe  pre- 
vious qnertlon  wtth  a  view  to  ck>8tiig  Chetaate 
even  on  a  motion  to  ameml  tbe  mhs? 

Senator  Wabh  proceeded  wtth  a  dis- 
cussion which  might  profitably  be  read 
by  Members  of  the  Senate.    He  pointed 


ont  that  a  nde  of  Ute  House  had  eome 
in,  reading: 

ntese  rules  sfasn  be  the  miee  of  the  Benate 
and  mfeeeedlner  Opngressea  untO  otterwlae 

ordered. 

That  could  not  last,  because  it  was  a 
continuing  declaration.  Some  p^rsn"'? 
may  recall  that  there  were  ioint  rules 
of  the  SenaLe  and  the  House.  They 
stood  for  80  years  and  no  one  questioned 
that  they  were  continuing.  Then  some- 
one raised  the  question  one  day  as  to 
whether  the  joint  rules  were  continuing, 
and  they  fell  Uke  a  house  of  paper  be- 
cause they  were  not  continuing  at  aH. 

I  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  the  whole 
matter  of  the  consideration  of  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  deserves  to  be  brought  to 
tbe  attention  of  the  Senate  on  the  first 
few  days  of  every  Congress.  I  believe 
that  only  in  that  way  is  there  a  possi- 
bility that  new  Members  shall  have  a 
right  to  participate  in  the  formulation 
of  the  rules. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  In  the  Record  at  this  point 
some  comments  which  Charles  Dawes 
made  with  reference  to  the  principal  ob- 
jections to  the  Senate  rules  as  they  stood. 
He  could  not  accomplish  his  purpose,  but 
he  tried  very  hard  to  do  so. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rxcord.  as  follows: 

Cbarlea  Q.  Dawes,  In  an  article  in  tbe 
Saturday  Evening  Post  of  November  28,  1925. 
said: 

"I  will  state  the  principal  objections  to  the 
Senate  rules  as  they  stand: 

"1.  Under  these  rules  Individuals  or  inl- 
BoriUes  can  at  times  block  the  majority  in 
tts  constltutlonaJ  duty  and  right  at.  kegia- 
iation.  They  are  therefore  enabled  to  de- 
mand from  the  majority  modifk:ations  in 
legislation  as  the  price  whicb  tbe  majority 
must  pay  In  order  to  proceed  to  the  fulfill- 
ment of  Its  constitutional  ttuty.  The  rigbt 
of  flUfeuster  does  not  affect  stmpty  legisla- 
tion defeated  but.  In  much  greater  degree, 
legialf.tkkn  passed,  continually  weaving  into 
our  laws,  which,  should  be  framed  in  the 
pubMc  Interest  alone,  modifications  dictated 
by  personal  mnd  sectional  interest  as  dls- 
tingrrtshed  from  the  public  interest. 

"2.  The  Senate  Is  not  and  cannot  be  a 
properly  deliberative  body,  giving  due  con- 
sideration to  the  passage  of  all  laws,  unless 
tt  allots  tts  time  for  work  according  to  the 
relative  Importance  of  its  duUcs,  as  do  all 
other  great  parltamentary  bodies.  It  has, 
bow^rer.  tbrongb  the  right  ol  unlimited  de- 
pF.te,  surrendered  to  the  whim  and  personal 
purposes  of  Individuals  and  minorities  Its 
right  to  allot  Ita  own  tinse.  Only  tbe  estab- 
Itehment  of  majority  ckKure  wfU  enable  tbe 
Senate  to  make  ttself  a  properly  delfberattrs 
body.  Tbis  is  Impossible  when  U  must  sit 
Idly  by  and  see  time  needed  for  deliberation 
frittered  away  In  frtvolous  and  hrelevant 
talk,  indulged  In  by  Individuals  and  ml- 
Borttles  for  ulterior  porpoaes. 

"a.  The  rxiles  subject  tbe  peopte  of  tbe 
United  States  to  a  governmental  power  in  the 
hands  of  Individuals  and  minorities  never 
Intended  by  the  Constitution  and  subverstve 
of  majority  rule  under  constttutlonal  Umlta- 
tloo.  In  the  words  of  Beimtor  Pepper,  of 
Pcti  nsyTrsn  hi  r 

"'The  %nste,  by  ganctfonfng  tmltmfted 
debate  and  by  req:tilrlng  a  two-thirds  rote 
to  limit  It,  has  tn  effect  so  amended  tbe 
Constttutton  as  to  make  It  possfble  for  a  33- 
pereent  ratoortty  to  block  legislation.* 

"4.  The  present  rules  put  Into  the  bands 
of  Indtvlduala  and  mtnorttles  at  ttmea  a 
power  greater  than  the  veto  poww  given 
by  tbe  Constitution  to  tbe  President  of  tbe 


Tftittetf  8i»t*g.  Mid  enabled  them  to  compel 
tlie  PresMeul  to  eaD  an  extra  session  of  Con- 
trtm  ta  evifti  to  keep  the  saaeblnery  oC  Oov- 
uiiMtent  Itself  In  fimcik«ing  actlvny.    The 

reserved  powci  of  tlw  States  tn  the  Constitu- 
tion does  not  tndode  tbe  powef  of  one  of  tbe 
States  to  elect  a  8en*tor  wbo  sbaD  at  times 
oontrol  8  majority  or  even  an  tbe  other 
States. 

"5.  MonipHeity  of  laws  is  one  of  the  ad- 
mitted enis  from  wbieh  this  country  is  suf- 
fering today.  Tbe  present  rales  create  multl- 
pllctty  of  laws. 

"•.  The  present  rules  are  not  only  a  depar- 
ture from  the  principles  of  our  constttvttonal 
Government  but  from  the  rules  of  eondoet 
oonstatent  tbefevirtth  wblcb  gotiiicd  the 
United  States  Senate  for  the  first  17  years 
of  ita  existence  and  wblch.  provided  for  ma- 
jority cloture." 

Mr.ANDEHacm.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanixoous  consent  to  tnsert  in  the  Rsc- 
ocB   at   this   point   the   statement   br 

Charles  S.  Thomas,  a  former  Senator 
from  Colorado,  concemisig  the  funda- 
m«ital  Tice  of  the  right  of  unlimited 
debate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  PoT- 
Tu  in  the  chair).  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
REcoao.  as  follows: 

The  fuDdamental  vice  of  the  zigbt  of  on- 
limited  debate  is  the  power  with,  wbicb  it 
clothes  every  Member  of  tbe  Senate,  a  power 
that  win  Inevitably  be  exercised  and  gcn- 
erafly  on  critical  occasions.  The  Member 
who  can  prevent  ultimate  action  in  niatters 
of  legislation  may  dictate  the  terms  if  he 
pleases  whereby  he  wfn  abstain  from  doing 
so.  And  if  that  Member*  constttuency  is 
aware — as  all  of  them  are — that  he  has  sncb 
power,  he  win  be  required  to  assert  it  for 
local  benefits  and  private  legislation  which 
never  could  conunand  favorable  action  on 
their  merits.  TTie  practice  necessarily  grows 
by  what  It  feeds  on.  Hence  the  countless 
amendments  providing  for  special  appropria- 
tions for  persons  and  communities  which 
disfigure  practiraUy  all  the  general  aj^ro- 
prlatlon  bins  and  which  swell  into  the  mil- 
lions at  every  session.  Hence  the  subordi- 
nation of  matters  of  national  and  even  ol 
tntematlonal  Importance  to  those  of  domes- 
tic and  sometimes  of  local  or  regional  con- 
cern. It  is  by  no  means  intended  to  convey 
the  inference  tbat  all  Senators  do  tbia.  but 
a  considerable  number  of  them  do  so  largely 
because  they  do  not  care  to  offend  powerful 
inffuences  by  refusing  to  enrpbaslse  the  out- 
standing fact.  Tbis  evil  more  than  counter- 
balances an  tbe  vtrtnes  tbat  can  be  *m*giwi<»<f 
of  sucb  a  code,  and  fully  explains  why  it  la 
retained  with  such  tei^acity  and  delende<i 
with  sucb  vigor. 

Mr.  ASDKRSON.  Prank  W.  Monden. 
of  Wyoming,  a  former  Republican 
leader  of  the  House,  writing  in  July, 
1923,  gave  some  instances  in  which  he 
thought  the  Senate  had  acted  improp- 
erly because  of  its  rules,  I  should  like 
to  have  his  statement  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  entire  appropriation  and  legislative 
program  of  the  recent  session  of  Congress 
was  considered  tn  the  Senate  under  a  flag 
of  truce  in  the  Intervals  in  which  the  man- 
agers of  tbe  Senate  flbbuster  were  pleased  to 
make  way  for  measures  otker  than  tba 
shipping  UU. 

During  tbis  period  tbe  Senate  passed  on 
one  occasion  m.ors  than  100  bills  in  about  tbe 
same  number  of  minutes.  There  was  not 
time  to  read  even  the  titles  tn  fun.    Quite  • 
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niunber  of  these  measiires  treated  of  matters 
of  moment  and  Involved  heavy  ezpendltiires. 
Appropriation  bUla  containing  thousands  of 
Items  were  passed  with  the  reading  of  only  a 
few  Senate  amendments.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, this  procedure  could  not  be 
avoided:  otherwise  appropriation  bills  would 
have  failed,  and  an  extra  session  would  have 
been  inevitable.  But  the  flag  of  truce  was 
never  utilized  fen-  the  consideration  of  any 
measure  to  which  there  was  serious  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  minority:  and  thiis  the 
filibuster  directed  against  one  measure 
operated  to  render  impossible  the  proper 
consideration  of  all;  and  eventually  pre- 
vented any  action  on  a  nvunber  of  measures 
of  Importance  in  addition  to  the  shipping 
.  blU. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Finally,  because 
this  struggle  Is  nonpartisan,  I  should  like 
to  refer  to  a  statement  made  by  the  late 
Senator  Oscar  W.  Underwood,  of  Ala- 
bama, of  whom  a  Massachusetts  gov- 
ernor once  said: 

In  l»eadth  and  clearness  of  mind,  and  In 
the  statesmanlike  quality,  Senator  Under- 
wood would  have  been  conspicuous  in  any 
Senate  m  our  history. 

I  think  the  Senate  might  well  have 
printed  in  the  Record  what  the  late 
Senator  Underwood  said  about  the 
Senate  rules. 

There  beirig  fio  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

I  had  served  idth  your  permission  for  20 
years  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  had 
been  the  leader  of  that  body:  I  was  respon- 
sible for  the  legislative  conduct  of  a  great 
party;  and  I  have  gone  to  the  conference 
table  with  Senate  amendments  on  my  bill, 
and  convinced  a  conference — the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Senate  in  conference — that 
their  amendments  were  wrong,  and  then 
they  WOUJ4'  calmly  tell  me  they  would  not 
yield  beAuse  a  Senator  So-and-So  would 
talk  the  bill  to  death  If  I  did  not  accept  his 
amendment;  and  with  great  governmental 
Issues  at  stake,  I  have  been  compelled  to 
accept  minor  amendments  to  great  bills  that 
I  will  not  say  were  graft,  but  they  were  put 
there  for  the  piirpose  of  magnifying  the  im- 
portance of  one  man  with  his  own  con- 
stituency, at  the  point  of  jeopardizing  good 
legislation  in  America. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
recognize  the  fact  that  many  Senators 
desire  to  speak  on  the  subject  I  have  been 
discussing,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  take 
their  time  longer,  except  to  point  out 
that  Speaker  Reed,  in  his  manual,  speak- 
ing of  amendments  to  the  rules  of  parlia- 
mentary bodies,  said: 

Such  modifications  the  assembly  Is  always 
competent  to  make.  Such  changes  can  be 
made  by  a  majority.  This  is  true  even  U  the 
rules  already  adopted  provide  that  two- 
thirds  or  any  larger  number  alone  shall  make 
changes.  The  assembly  cannot  deprive 
Itself  of  power  to  direct  its  method  of  doing 
business.  It  is  like  a  man  promising  himself 
that  he  will  not  change  his  own  mind. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
not  deprive  itself  of  the  right  to  deter- 
mine how  it  shall  conduct  its  own  busi- 
ness. The  adoption  of  a  motion  such  as 
the  one  now  pending,  followed  by  sub- 
mission of  rules,  would  achieve  that 
result. 

I  express  the  hope  at  this  time  that  the 
Senate  may  adopt  its  rules  for  this  Con- 
gress. It  will  aid  its  legislative  program 
throughout  the  whole  Congress. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  support  the  proposition  that  the  ma- 


jority of  the  Senate — of  this  Senate — 
and  the  Senate  of  each  new  Congress 
has  the  right  to  adopt  its  own  rules,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session.  I  hold  this 
to  be  a  constitutional  right,  clearly  ex- 
pressed In  our  basic  law.  Moreover,  it 
is  the  inherent  right  of  any  democratic 
representative  body. 

The  issue  at  this  moment  Is  not  what 
type  of  cloture  rule  should  govern  the 
proceedings  of  the  new  Senate.  I  have 
supported  a  particular  type  of  majority 
cloture  rule  with  reasonable  safeguards 
for  debate;  many  of  my  colleagues  have 
supported  other  modifications  of  rule  22. 
I  will  certainly  accept  any  formula 
worked  out  by  majority  vote  on  this 
question,  as  long  as  the  formula  does 
not,  by  its  own  terms,  seek  to  fix  those 
terms  on  the  United  States  Senate  in 
perpetuity. 

If  it  were  not  for  the  right  of  the 
Senate  to  adopt  new  rules  at  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  Senate,  rule  22.  adopted 
in  the  Eighty-flrst  Congress,  would 
paralyze  the  right  of  the  majority  to 
modify  the  rules  of  the  Senate  to  meet 
the  needs  of  changing  time.s  and  con- 
ditions. But  this  phase  of  the  issue  is 
not  before  us  yet. 

The  i.=sue  at  this  moment — and  it  Is 
a  fundamental  and  profound  one — is 
whether  the  Senate,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  new  Congress,  has  the  right  to  adopt 
its  own  rules  of  proceedings,  reflecting 
the  will  and  wish  of  the  clear  majority 
of  the  Members  of  that  body,  as  newly 
constituted. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  essence  of 
the  present  question  is  very  simple. 
There  is  no  doubt,  that  up  to  now,  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  have  continued  from 
one  Coniiress  to  another  without  readop- 
tion.  But  who  can  deny  the  clear  con- 
stitutional right  to  adopt  new  rules  if 
a  majority  so  desires?  Perhaps  that 
right  was  not  exercised  in  the  past;  but 
that  right  was  never  surrendered.  It 
could  not  be  surrendered.  That  right 
is  inalienable.  The  previous  rules  were 
agreed  to  by  acquiescence;  bwi  this  can- 
not constitute  an  obstacle  to  our  as.ser- 
tion  today  of  our  right  to  adopt  new 
rules,  by  majority  vote. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  made  itself  very  clear  on  the 
right  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate  to 
adopt  rules.  In  the  case  of  U.  S.  v.  Ballin 
(144  U.  S.  1.  5)  the  Court  said: 

The  Constitution  empowers  each  House 
to  determine  Its  rules  of  proceedings.  It 
may  not  by  its  rules  Ignore  constitutional 
restraints  or  violate  fundamental  rights. 

Again,  the  Court  made  itself  perfectly 
clear  on  this  point  when  it  said  in  the 
case  of  Newton  v.  Board  of  County  Com- 
missioners of  Mahoning   (11  U.  S.  548 
535): 

Every  succeeding  Legislature  possesses  the 
same  Jurisdiction  and  power  •  •  •  as 
its  predecessors.  The  latter  have  the  same 
power  of  repeal  and  modiflcatlon  which  the 
former  had  of  enactment,  neither  more  nor 
less.  All  occupy,  in  this  respect,  a  footing 
of  perfect  equality.  This  n»ust  necessarily 
be  so  In  the  nature  of  things.  It  is  vital 
to  the  public  welfare  that  each  one  should 
be  able  at  all  times  to  do  whatever  the  vary- 
ing circumstances  and  present  exigencies 
touching  the  subject  involved  may  require. 
A  different  result  would  be  fraught  with  evil! 


Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  assume 
the  Senator  undoubtedly  has  most  pro- 
found respect  for  the  late  President 
Woodrow  Wilson. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  very  great  re- 
spect for  him. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  On  page 
121  Qf  his  book.  Constitutional  Govern- 
ment in  the  United  States,  he  says: 

The  fact  that  the  Senate  has  kept  its  orig- 
inal rules  of  debate  and  procedure  substan- 
tially unchanged,  is  very  significant. 

I  a.sk  the  Senator  from  New  York  to 
note  the  statement,  'has  kept  Its  original 
rules  of  debate." 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  have  the  vol- 
ume, and  I  do  not  recall  the  entire  book, 
although  in  all  probability  I  have  read  it, 
because  I  have  read  most  of  the  writings 
of  Woodrow  Wilson. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  The  state- 
ment seems  to  me  to  be  very  significant 
of  the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  a  body 
of  rules. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  My  recollection  Is  that 
the  statement  just  read  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  one  sentence  taken 
from  a  long  chapter  with  regard  to  pro- 
cedure in  the  Senate.  I  am  not  able  to 
discuss  that,  because  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  details  of  the  book  or  the 
chapter. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives has  kept  its  rules  almost  the 
same  thro||ghout  the  years.  It  readopts 
them  at  each  new  session,  but  they  are 
pretty  largely  the  same  rules. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  further? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  The  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  Is  pitching  his 
ar^ument  on  what  the  House  has  done 
and  is  in  effect  saying  that  the  Senate. 
in  turn,  should  do  what  the  House  has 
done.  But  the  Senate  is  a  body  entirely 
different  from  the  House.  Its  function 
is  entirely  different.  The  Senate  acts 
more  as  courvselors  to  the  Government. 
The  Hou.se  is  an  efficient  workshop.  In 
the  House  legislation  is  enacted  rapidly. 
Why?  Because  there  is  stern  organiza- 
tion. I  thinl:  the  Senator  will  find  that 
the  House  is  so  constituted  that  at  times 
its  Members  are  swallowed  up  in  the 
organization  and  do  not  have  freedom 
of  speech.  They  do  not  have  the  right 
to  bring  before  the  people  of  the  country 
the  views  of  their  great  States  they 
represent  in  the  House. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  take  up  that 
question  a  little  later  in  my  discussion, 
but  I  wish  to  make  It  very  clear  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  that  we  are  not 
advocating  any  particular  formula  under 
which  cloture  could  be  invoked.  As  I  said 
a  few  moments  ago.  I  have  my  own  Ideas; 
but  others  have  different  ideas. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Not  at  the  moment; 
later  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  position  of  the  proponents  of  the 
motion  is  that  the  Senate  has  the  right 
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to  adopt  its  own  rules,  which  would  make 
it  possible  to  bring  before  the  Senate  as 
a  whole.  Including  the  newly  electfed  Sen- 
ators, new  proposals  for  rules  which 
should  be  con.sidered. 

If  a  proposal  made  by  me  or  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  York,  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  or 
the  Senator  from  Illinois,  were  not  agree- 
able to  the  Senate  when  it  was  submitted 
to  them,  the  Senate  could  reject  it  by  ma- 
jority vote,  and  we  would  have  no  com- 
plaint, of  course.  That  could  be  done 
after  a  propo.sal  had  been  made  de  novo 
to  the  Senate  in  connection  with  the 
adoption  of  rules,  which  the  Senate  as  it 
exists  today,  not  as  it  existed  in  1789. 
could  consider,  and  on  which  it  could  act. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  have 
been  carefully  following  the  argument  of 
the  Senator.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
that  I  have  not  by  any  means  made  up 
my  mind.  I  think  I  would  probably  vote 
for  a  liberalization  of  this  rule.  How- 
ever, as  I  see  the  problem,  we  would  not 
be  a  body  today  if  we  had  not  had  rules 
under  which  new  Senators  could  have 
been  sworn  in  and  the  Senate  could  have 
been  organized.  We  would  have  been  a 
body  of  Senators  less  32. 

The  membership  of  Members  in  this 
body  is  continuous.  They  remain  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  from  one  Congress 
to  the  next,  with  the  exception  of  the 
new  Senators  who  are  elected  every  sec- 
ond year. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  realize  very  well  that 
64  Member.s  continue  in  office  by  virtue 
of  their  election;  but  the  32  who  must 
stand  for  election  do  not. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Those  64 
Members  can  conduct  the  business  of  the 
Senate.  If  the  Senate  had  no  rule  pro- 
viding who  should  be  sworn  in  and  who 
should  not  be  sworn  in,  we  would  not  be 
able  to  act. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  that  there  is,  of 
course,  no  question  that  the  Senate  could 
function  with  only  64  Members  if  it  had 
to.  I  agree  that  the  Senate  has  the  right 
to  judge  the  qualifications  of  its  Mem- 
bers. That  right  is  provided  for  in  the 
,  Constitution  along  with  the  right  to 
adopt  rules.  But  the  swearing  in  of  new 
Members  is  a  procedure  called  for  by  the 
Constitution.  We  could  not  disregard 
that  requirement.  No  rule  is  required  to 
authorize  it.  The  Constitution  directs 
it.  But  when  it  comes  to  binding,  under 
preexisting  rules,  not  only  those  32  Mem- 
bers who  have  just  been  elected,  but  also 
a  very  much  larger  number  of  Members 
who  already  occupy  seats  in  this  body 
who  have  never  had  a  chance  to  vote  on 
those  rules,  we  come  to  a  different  ques- 
tion. 

No  present  Member  of  the  Senate  had 
the  opportunity  to  vote  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  all  our  present  rules  which  were 
ba.sically  adopted  in  1789.  While  I  am 
not  a  young  man,  I  do  not  go  back  to 
1789. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.      I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  As  was 
pointed  out  earlier  in  the  debate,  there 


are  many  things  In  connection  with  our 
Government  upon  which  none  of  us  had 
the  opportunity  to  pass.  They  are  set 
by  the  Constitution,  and  certain  of  those 
things  cannot  be  changed.  I  think  it 
was  pointed  out  that  the  composition  of 
this  very  body  is  governed  by  the  Consti- 
tution. We  cannot  change  the  compo- 
sition of  this  body. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  encouraged  to 
discuss  this  question  at  some  length 
with  the  Senator  from  Maryland  because 
he  says  that  he  has  an  open  mind.  I  am 
still  hopeful  of  convincing  him. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  am  ask- 
ing these  questions  in  order  to  develop 
the  debate. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  question  of 
amendments  to  the  Constitution  is  cov- 
ered by  the  Constitution  itself.  The 
United  States  Senate  cannot  change  that 
provision. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  conclude  my 
observation. 

The  Constitution  further  provides 
that  each  House  shall  have  the  right  to 
adopt  its  own  rules.  In  advancing  the 
present  proposal  we  are  acting  definitely 
and  distinctly  under  the  authority  given 
to  us  by  the  Constitution,  and  under  the 
terms  of  the  Constitution. 

I  am  glad  to  yield  now  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  will 
withhold  further  questions  until  later. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  To  say  that  each  new 
Senate  does  not  have  the  right  to  adopt 
its  own  rules,  de  novo,  is  not  only  to  fly 
in  the  face  of  the  dictum  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  but  it  is  also  to  violate  basic  prin- 
ciples of  representative  government.  It 
is  to  give  the  past  an  unearned  veto 
power  over  the  actions  of  the  present. 

Perhaps  the  argument  most  frequently 
used  to  prove  that  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuing body  with  continuing  rules  is 
that  two-thirds  of  its  membership  re- 
mains unchanged  from  one  Congress  to 
the  next.  Obviously,  the  continuance  in 
office  of  64  Senators  does  not  mean  that 
the  Senate,  as  an  organized  body,  con- 
tinues beyond  the  expiration  of  the  Con- 
gress of  which  the  Senate  is  an  integral 
part.  That  would  be  an  impossible  con- 
tradiction. When  the  Congress  dies,  the 
Senate,  as  an  organized  body,  dies,  too. 
It  is  revived,  as  the  House  is,  on  the 
3d  day  of  January,  when  the  new  Con- 
gress begins  its  term.  The  fact  that  64 
Senators  remain  in  office  provides  a 
bridge  of  personal  continuity.  But  that 
continuity  has  no  relationship  to  the  fact 
that  at  the  end  of  the  term  of  the  whole 
Congress  the  whole  Congress  is  finished, 
and  that  includes  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate. In  the  Interim  the  j)eople  have 
stKjken  at  the  congressional  elections; 
and  the  popular  decisions  would  be  frus- 
trated if  both  Houses  of  Congress  did 
not  have  the  right  to  carry  out  the  peo- 
ple's will  unfettered  by  rules  from  a  pre- 
vious Senate.  The  only  restraint  on  the 
Houses  of  Congress  in  this  regard  is  the 
Constitution. 

A  popular  election  may  completely 
change  the  political  complexion  of  the 
Senate,  although  only  one-third  of  the 
seats  are  at  stake.  I  need  not  remind 
my  friend  from  Maryland  that  such  a 
thing    hap];)ened    only    last    November. 


Now  everything  has  changed  in  this  body, 
or  is  about  to  change.  Is  this  the  same 
Senate  which  adjourned  here  last  July? 

We  have  a  new  majority  leader,  a  new 
minority  leader,  and  new  officers.  We 
shall  have  new  committee  chairmen.  All 
these  will  have  been  elected  by  majority 
vote,  in  the  process  of  organizing  this 
body.  All  the  bills  considered  in  the  last 
session  are  dead.  All  committee  work 
must  begin  over  again  from  the  start, 
regardless  of  what  progress  was  made 
in  the  previous  Congress.  Then  why 
should  the  rules  be  exempt  from  this 
otherwise  complete  new  beginning  of  a 
legislative  life?  To  say  that  a  popular 
mandate  at  election  time  is  to  be  made 
ineffectual  under  the  theory  that  the  new 
Senate  does  not  have  the  right  to  deter- 
mine its  own  rules  of  procedure  is  to 
deny  democracy  and  defy  the  will  of  the 
people.  It  is  to  threaten  our  national 
safety  in  a  world  which  demands  flexible 
and  responsible  government,  ever  sensi- 
tive to  changing  times  and  conditions. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  T  do  not 
think  the  quotation  which  I  shall  read 
is  out  of  context.  President  Woodrow 
Wilson  wTote  the  following,  on  page  113 
of  his  Treatise  on  Constitutional  Gov- 
ernment : 

For  the  Senate  1b  as  various  as  the  coun- 
try it  represents.  It  represents  the  country, 
not  the  people;  the  country  in  its  many 
diverse  sections,  not  the  population  of  the 
country,  which  tends  to  become  vmlform 
where  it  is  concentrated. 

The  thought  behind  that  statement  Is 
that  the  Senate  is  not  to  be  swayed  by 
elections,  as  masses  of  people  would  be 
swayed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  hesi- 
tate to  debate  what  Woodrow  Wilson  has 
written.  I  do  not  know  what  else  is  in 
his  book. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  finish  my 
thought,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

I  cannot  distinguish  between  the  coun- 
try and  its  people.  I  look  upon  a  country 
as  the  people  of  the  country.  I  cannot 
conceive  that  any  country  can  be  any- 
thing but  the  composite  will,  the  com- 
posite thinking,  and  the  composite  phi- 
losophy of  its  people.  I  do  not  wish  to 
undertake  to  analyze  the  quotation 
which  the  Senator  has  read,  because  I 
am  sure  there  must  be  something  else, 
which  the  Senator  has  not  read. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  There  is 
something  else.  I  think  President  Wil- 
son was  talking  about  the  composition 
of  the  Senate  under  the  Constitution. 
The  Senate  represents  the  country.  We 
do  not  represent  or  express  in  this  body 
the  views  of  the  masses  of  population. 
We  represent,  rather,  the  idea  of  the  in- 
dividual State  and  the  various  sectional 
and  diversified  interests  of  the  country. 
I  believe  that  if  the  Senator  will  refer  to 
this  treatise,  he  will  find  that  that  is 
what  President  Wilson  said.  He  stated 
that  the  principle  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred is  basic  in  the  make-up  of  the 
country,  and  that  It  must  be  jealously 
preserved  If  the  bfisic  idea  underlying  the 
composition  of  the  Senate  is  to  remain. 
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Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  the  highest  re- 
spect, of  course,  for  what  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  suggests.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned — and  I  speak  only  for  my- 
self— I  cannot  distinguish  between  a 
country  and  its  people.  I  cannot  dis- 
tinguish between  the  duty  which  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  owes  to  the 
country  and  the  duty  which  it  owes  to 
the  people  of  the  country.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  only  reason  for  any  legisla- 
tive body,  and  the  only  reason  for  gov- 
ernment is  to  represent  the  people  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  thought 
I  made  that  clear.  I  tried  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  Senate  represents  the  sec- 
tional interests  and  the  many  diversified 
interests  of  the  various  States  in  this 
great  Nation.  They  do  not  represent  a 
district  or  a  mass  of  population.  That  is 
the  distinction  which  I  should  like  to 
make. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  at  all  willing  to  agree  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  or 
that  it  represents  the  thinking  of  Wood- 
row  Wilson.  I  should  like  to  make  one 
further  point,  and  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  it  in  mind. 
When  Woodrow  Wilson  wrote  his  book 
Sanators  represented  the  legislatures  of 
their  States.  They  were  elected  by  the 
legislature.  They  were  really  political 
appointees. 

For  example,  if  the  Legislature  of  New 
York  State,  or  the  Legislature  of  Mary- 
land, were  a  Republican  legislature,  they, 
a  handful  of  people,  would  elect  the  Sen- 
ator. On  the  other  hand,  if  the  legis- 
lature were  predominantly  Democratic, 
a  similar  handful  of  men  would  elect  a 
Democratic  Senator.  Today,  of  course. 
Senators  are  elected  by  the  people.  They 
represent  the  people.  They  are  chosen 
by  popular  vote.  I  would  be  rejecting 
and  repudiating  everything  that  has  been 
in  my  political  and  social  philosophy  if 
I  did  not  affirm  that  Senators  of  the 
United  States  represent  the  people. 
They  do  not  represent  groups;  they  do 
not  represent  legislatures. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  thought  I  had  made  myself  clear. 
Of  course,  I  am  cognizant  of  the  fact 
that  in  1916  Senators  were  elected  by 
the  direct  vote  of  the  people.  However, 
I  still  say  that  a  United  States  Senator 
represents  his  State.  He  represents  a 
sectional  part  of  the  country.  He  repre- 
sents the  part  of  the  country  from  which 
he  is  elected. 

A  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives is  more  directly  the  spokesman  of 
the  people  whom  he  represents  in  his 
district.  He  has  at  heart  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  his  district.  On  the 
other  hand  a  Senator  has  at  heart  the 
over-all  interest  of  the  people  of  his 
State.  Certainly  he  has  at  heart  also 
the  over-all  interest  of  his  country.  His 
chief  duty  in  the  Senate  is  to  represent 
that  over-all  interest. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
Interesting  to  recall  that  the  present  rule 
XXII  was  amended  in  1949  during  the 
L.ghty-first  Congress  by  the  affirmative 
vote  of  63  Senators.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  realizes  that 
today  in  the  Eighty-third  Congress  there 
are  only  46  Members  who  supported  the 
Wherry  proposal. 


That  Is  less  than  a  majority  of  the 
present  Senate.  I  am  referring  to  a  rule 
which  was  amended  fairly  recently,  in 
1949.  Some  sections  of  rule  XXII  were 
enacted  in  1917.  There  is  not  a  Member 
in  the  Senate  today  who  voted  for  the 
other  parts  of  rule  XXII.  Some  por- 
tions of  rule  XXII.  as  well  as  of  other 
rules,  go  back  to  Civil  War  days,  and 
earlier.  No  present  Member  has  had  an 
opportunity  to  vote  on  them,  to  either 
approve  or  disapprove  them.  But  we 
have  the  right.  We  who  are  supporting 
the  Anderson  motion  wish  to  exercise 
that  right  here  and  now,  and  I  hope  and 
believe  that  we  will  have  strong  support 
in  our  efforts. 

I  submit  to  my  collea!:;ues.  both  tho.<^e 
who  prefer  rule  XXII  as  it  was  amended 
in  the  Eighly-second  Congress  of  the 
Senate  and  those  who  would  prcft-r  that 
it  be  further  modincd.  that  before  we 
proceed  with  legislative  but^iness  in  this 
session,  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  this  and  other  rules. 

I  have  determined  that  they  come  from 
States  representing  53.000.000  people,  40 
percent  of  the  population  of  our  country. 
Are  we  going  to  deny  them  the  opportu- 
nity to  vote  up>on  the  rules  of  the  body 
to  which  they  have  been  elected,  and  in 
which  they  are  expected  to  legislate  in 
accordance  with  the  mandates  they  re- 
ceived from  the  voters  of  their  States  in 
the  la.'-t  election?  Are  we  going  to  say 
to  them.  'We  are  sorry,  but  you  have  no 
right  to  vote  upon  the  rules  under  which 
the  Senate  operates"?  Can  they  hontst- 
ly  be  expected  to  take  responsibility  for 
legislation  adopted  under  ru'es  over 
which  they  have  no  control?  I  say  this 
is  an  intolerable  imposition  upon  any 
new  Member  elected  to  this  body. 

Sixteen  new  Senators  have  joined  our 
ranks  since  tlie  Senate  was  hi' t  in  se.s- 
sion.  Although  thoy  have  just  been 
swcrn  in.  I  would  like  to  refresh  your 
memory  by  calling  their  names  and  their 
States:  Senator  Goldwater,  Arizona: 
Senator  Purtell,  Connecticut;  S-nator 
Bush,  Connecfcut;  Senator  Cgoper, 
Kentucky;  Senator  Payne,  Maine;  Sena- 
tor Griswold.  Nebraska;  Senator  Daniel, 
Texas;  Senator  B\rrett.  Wyominc;:  Sen- 
ator Beall,  Maryland;  Senator  PoxrEa. 
Michigan:  Senator  Kennedy,  Massachu- 
setts: Senator  Symington,  Mis.souri; 
Senator  Man.sfield,  Montana;  Senator 
Gore,  Tcnne,ssee;  Senator  Jackson, 
Washington;  and  Senator  Kuchel! 
California. 

In  order  to  cast  this  issue  in  some  his- 
torical perspective.  I  would  like  to  quoie 
from  an  article  that  appeared  in  the 
Washington  Post  56  years  ago.  written 
by  that  eminent  Senator  from  Texas 
Roger  Q.  Mills. 

Senator  Mills  was  born  in  Kentucky 
in  1832,  was  admitted  to  the  bar  in 
Texas  in  1852,  served  as  an  enlisted  man 
in  the  Confederate  Army  and  attained 
the  rank  of  colonel  by  the  end  of  the 
war.  and  served  nine  terms  in  the  House 
and  for  7  years  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Mills  of  Texas  wrote  on  April 
11,  1897.  in  a  signed  article  appearing 
in  the  Washington  Post: 

It  Is  a  fact  not  to  be  dLsgulsed  that  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  has  been  for 
some  years  losing  its  hold  on  the  confidence 
and  support  of  the  American  people.  There 
are  xnauy  reasons  that  might  be  given  for 


this  unhappy  condition,  but  It  la  only  neces- 
sary now  to  speak  of  that  upon  which  the 
attention  of  the  country  Is  so  earnestly  fixed. 
The  complaint  Is  universal  that  public  busi- 
ness la  not  dispatched  as  it  should  be.  The 
difficulty  arises  from  the  fact  that  the  Sen- 
ate has  no  rule  by  which  a  majority  of  Its 
Members  can  bring  the  body  to  a  vote  on  a 
pending  proposition.  Every  Member  can 
s{^ak  when  he  pleases  and  as  long  as  he 
pleai^es  when  any  measure  la  before  It  for 
consideration  except  unobjected  bUla.  Un- 
der the  existing  c<xle  one  Senator,  If  so  dis- 
pensed, cnn  prevent  the  passage  of  any  meas- 
ure as  long  as  he  can  talk. 

Mr  President,  that  is  an  excerpt  from 
Senator  Mills'  article.  I  ask  unanimous 
con.^ent  to  have  the  article  printed  in  full 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  beini,  :io  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  oe  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows: 

Se.natk  i.s  PRr.s.«iNG  NrED  or  Reform — Should 
L4j.se  No  Time  in  Pitting  Itseif  i.n  H\r- 
MONY     With     the     Sentiment     of     the 

COJNTRT 

(By  Rogor  Q  Mills) 

It  Is  a  fact  not  to  be  disguised  that  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  has  been  for 
.•^nme  \eHrs  lorinir  its  hold  on  the  confidence 
and  support  of  the  Am«  rican  people.  There 
are  many  reasnns  that  might  be  given  for 
this  unhappy  condition,  but  it  is  only  neces- 
sary now  to  fpeak  of  that  upon  which  the 
att.nitmn  of  the  country  i.s  so  earnestly  fixed. 
The  complaint  Is  universal  that  public  busl- 
ne.v>  :s  tn.it  dUspatched  as  It  should  be.  The 
d  fflculty  nrl.-es  from  the  fact  that  the  Sen- 
ate has  no  rule  by  which  a  majority  of  Its 
Members  can  brine  the  bxly  to  a  vote  on  a 
jjeiulinsr  propositi  n.  Every  Memt>er  can 
ipeak  when  he  plea.ses  and  as  l<mg  as  he 
p;e:  .^es  when  any  nua.sure  Is  l)efore  It  for 
consideration  excetjt  unobjected  bills.  Un- 
der the  exl-stln^  c  Ue  one  Senator.  If  so  dls- 
jd.sed.  can  prevent  the  passage  of  any  meas- 
ure as  long  as  he  can  t  ilk. 

I'iiC  Senate  meets  at  12  o'clock.  From  that 
hour  tin  2  o'clock  p.  m  the  time  Is  given 
to  reading  the  Journal,  Introducing  and  re- 
ferring P' titinns.  bills,  and  rerolutlons,  and 
making  re:>  rts  of  committees.  After  this 
routine  is  ^jdiie  tl.rou^.'h  a  bill  may  be  called 
u;i,  which,  if  it  cuuld  be  put  to  vote,  would 
c  .mmand  the  support  of  nine-tenths  of  the 
body.  But  If  one  Senator  Is  opposed  to  lu 
pa-yasre  and  Is  willing  to  talk  It  to  death  he 
may  ipke  the  fl')or  i.nd  speak  till  2  o'clock, 
when,  under  t'le  rue,  the  bill  kocb  over  and 
the  unfliii.shed  business  of  the  former  day 
Is  taken  uj>  When  the  bill  comes  up  again 
tlie  .same  tactics  may  be  repeated  from  day 
to  day  and  the  b'.U  may  never  be  permitted 
to  come  to  a  vole.  • 

During  the  recent  session  the  S:nate  was 
ni.icio  to  witness  its  inability  to  pass  meas-  ' 
v-es  that  w<  ii'.d  have  commanded  majority 
V(-tes  Thl.s  practice  of  talkln"  bills  to  death 
may  be  intlul'^ed  In  on  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness after,  as  well  a.<=  belore.  2  o'clock.  It  has 
been  employed  often,  in  all  stages  of  parlia- 
mentary progress.  This  humiliating  spec- 
tacle has  an;u3ed  the  Indignation  of  the 
cuuntry.  The  press  and  people  have  ar- 
raigned the  Senate  Ijefore  the  bar  of  public 
opinion  and  called  upon  It  to  change  Its  rules 
so  that  it  may  transact  the  business  Imposed 
upon  it  by  the  Constitution.  So  far  that 
demand  has  not  been  heeded,  but  there  Is  a 
growing  spirit  of  discontent  among  its  Mem- 
bers, and  it  Is  hoped  that  the  necessary  re- 
forms will  be  adopted  and  the  vividness  of 
verbal  exercise  may  give  place  to  legitimate 
methods  of  legislation. 

The  great  statesman  who  gave  the  Senate 
Its  first  code  of  rules  says  "every  man,  and 
every  body  ( f  men  on  earth  possess  the  right 
of  self-government.  They  receive  It  with 
their  being  from  the  hand  of  nature.  Indi- 
viduals exercise  It  by  their  single  will;  col- 
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lections  of  men  by  that  of  their  majority,  for 
the  law  of  the  majority  Is  the  natural  law  of 
every  society  of  men.  •  •  •  The  first 
principle  of  republicanism  Is  that  the  lex  ma- 
Jorls  partis  Is  the  fundamental  law  of  every 
society  of  Individuals  of  equal  rights.  To 
consider  the  will  of  the  society  enounced  by 
the  majority  of  a  single  vote  as  sacred  as  If 
unanimous  Is  the  first  of  all  lessons  of  Im- 
portance, yet  the  last  which  Is  thoroughly 
learned." 

The  Senate  Is  over  100  years  old,  but  that 
first  of  all  lessons  of  Importance  has  not  yet 
been  thoroughly  learned.  It  reaches  Its  vote 
on  all  questions  like  the  historic  Diet  of 
Poland,  by  the  unanimous  agreement  of  the 
whole,  and  not  by  the  act  of  the  majority. 
The  refusal  to  exercise  this  natural  right  of 
the  majority  Is  the  principal  cause  of  the 
troubles  which  have  aroused  the  displeasure 
of  the  country.  If  a  small  minority  deter- 
mine that  a  bill  shall  not  be  passed  there  Is 
no  rule  by  which  It  can  be  put  to  vote.  The 
only  course  left  to  the  majority  Is  one  outside 
the  rules,  and  In  most  cases  where  It  has 
been  tried  It  has  been  found  utterly  futile. 
If  a  majority,  however  large,  determine  that 
a  vote  shall  be  had,  and  the  minority  deter- 
mine that  It  shall  not,  In  Senatorial  parlance 
they  proceed  to  "sit  It  out."  The  Senate  re- 
fuses to  adjourn.  The  sessions  continue  day 
and  night.  The  minority  talks.  The  ma- 
jority may  try  to  sleep,  because  If  the  ma- 
jority can  sleep  and  eat  while  the  minority 
talks  and  watches,  the  minority  must  soon 
subside. 

To  prevent  this  advantage  one  of  the 
minority  suggests  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  roll  Is  then  called  and  both  sides  must 
appear  In  the  chamber.  The  slttlng-out 
business  soon  wears  out  both  sides.  The 
majcrlty  will  find  that  It  cannot  keep  a 
quorum,  and  therefore  cannot  have  a  vote, 
and  abandons  Its  measure  to  Its  fate,  or  the 
minority  will  find  that  It  cannot  continue 
the  "vividness  of  the  verbal  exercise."  and 
some  settlement  of  the  controversy  will  be 
reached  by  unanimous  consent.  But  this  Is 
not  the  proper  way  to  do  the  business  con- 
fided to  the  Senate.  The  majority  should 
take  upon  themselves  the  obligations  Im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  Constitution  and 
make  the  necessary  rules  to  carry  their  will 
Into  execution.  By  refusing  to  make  a  rule 
to  close  debate  and  force  a  vote,  the  major- 
ity abdicates  Its  rightful  power  and  shirks  Its 
constitutional  duty.  It  makes  It  dlfflcult 
and  often  Impossible  for  the  will  of  the  peo- 
ple to  become  the  law  of  the  land.  It  pro- 
longs the  sessions  of  Congress.  Increases  the 
expenses  of  the  Government,  and  makes  the 
law  sometimes  the  result  of  diplomacy  and 
not   legislation. 

It  Is  contended  by  those  who  are  opposed 
to  clotu're  that  It  cuts  off  amendments  and 
stifles  debate.  That  does  not  necessarily  fol- 
low. The  power  to  close  debate  and  stop 
amendments  does  not  Imply  that  It  will  be 
so  employed.  It  means  that  all  legitimate 
debate  shall  be  had  and  proper  consideration 
of  all  amendments  that  may  be  appropriately 
offered,  and  when  that  Is  done  that  abuse  of 
the  right  shall  be  shut  off  and  the  legislative 
body  be  permitted  to  exercise  Its  constitu- 
tional functions.  Every  legislative  body  has 
the  Inherent  right  of  self-government,  but 
not  one  would  be  capable  of  self-government 
which  would  refuse  to  any  of  Its  members 
the  right  to  offer  amendments  and  discuss 
the  effects  of  measures  pending  before  It. 
There  may  be.  and  doubtless  are.  Instances 
where  majorities  have  been  wanton  and 
wicked  In  their  conduct,  but  that  Is  not  the 
rule,  certainly  not  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

The  argument  based  upon  such  an  as- 
sumption Is  absurd.  Majorities  In  times  of 
great  excitement  may  become  lawless  and 
trample  under  foot  all  rights,  and  It  Is  to 
prevent  this,  as  well  as  to  facilitate  the  dis- 
patch of  business,  that  parliamentary  rules 
are  made.  But  when  the  minority  attempts 
to  usurp  the  power  that  belongs  of  natural 


right  to  the  majority  It  becomes  equally  cul- 
pable. Buch  extremes  are  rare  In  our  legis- 
lative history.  They  have  only  occurred  In 
periods  of  great  political  disturbance. 
Scenes  like  this  occurred  Just  preceding  our 
Civil  War  and  Just  after  Its  close,  and  In  both 
cases  they  were  the  product  of  the  revolu- 
tionary spirit  which  preceded  and  followed 
the  war.  But  there  Is  nothing  In  our  present 
situation  to  call  Into  existence  such  methods 
of  parliamentary  warfare. 

The  Senate  should  begin  at  once  to  reform 
existing  conditions.  It  should  lose  no  time 
In  putting  Itself  in  harmony  with  the  senti- 
ment of  the  country.  Speaking  against  time 
is  not  debate.  Neither  is  speaking  to  empty 
benches.  One  Is  time  Improperly  consumed, 
the  other  Is  time  thrown  away.  Holding  the 
floor  and  speaking  to  the  Congressional 
Record  Is  not  always  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
ventlrxg  a  vote.  That  is  exceptional.  It  is 
habitually  done  In  sincere  advocacy  of  or  op- 
position to  the  pending  measure.  When  one 
becomes  Interested  In  a  subject  and  knows 
there  Is  no  limit  to  debate  he  glides  easily 
along  without  measuring  the  moments  as 
they  fly.  One  abuse  begets  another.  When 
long  speeches  are  being  delivered  the  Cham- 
ber is  almost  emptied.  Senators  go  to  the 
deptu-tmenU  to  attend  to  the  business  of 
their  constituents  or  to  their  rooms  to  keep 
up  their  correspondence.  They  will  not  re- 
main to  hear,  nor  will  they  read  the  speech 
In  the  RtcoED,  and,  however  strong  and  lu- 
minous. It  Is  lost. 

All  this  can  be  remedied  by  the  adoption 
of  the  previous  question  In  the  Senate  rules. 
If  the  Senate  would  amend  the  twenty- 
second  rule  and  provide  for  the  previous 
question,  which  cuts  off  debate  and  amend- 
ments, and  provides  that  when  It  Is  moved 
there  shall  be  entertained  by  the  chair  but 
two  motions — one  to  fix  the  day  to  which  the 
Senate  shall  adjourn  and  one  to  adjourn  be- 
fore the  previous  question  shall  be  put — It 
Will  solve  the  problem  that  has  long  been 
vexing  It,  and  which  has  brought  upon  It  so 
much  criticism.  The  conservatism  of  the 
Senate  may  always  be  safely  relied  upon  to 
prevent  the  arbitrary  use  of  the  rule.  The 
main  question  would  never  be  moved  until 
reasonable  debate  were  had.  The  courtesy  of 
Its  Members  and  the  dignity  of  the  body 
make  that  impossible. 

Relieved  of  the  abuse  of  too  much  speaking, 
the  demand  upon  its  time  could  never  be  so 
exacting  as  to  require  the  improper  enforce- 
ment of  the  rule.  If  anyone  should  rhove  It 
merely  to  gag  the  minority,  a  majority  would 
always  be  found  to  vote  it  down,  and  if  the 
majority  should  sanction  Its  improper  use, 
ninety-nine  times  In  a  hundred  the  minority 
could  protect  themselves  by  breaking  the 
quorum.  In  a  Senate  of  90  Members  the 
business  is  ordinarily  done  by  less  than  60. 
It  requires  46  Members  to  make  a  quorum. 
Twenty  Members  could  easily  compel  an  ar- 
bitrary majority  to  permit  reasonable  debate 
and  amendments. 

The  power  to  refuse  to  vote  should  never 
be  taken  from  the  minority.  They  are  repre- 
sentatives, and  as  such  they  must  account 
to  their  constituents  for  casting  or  withhold- 
ing their  votes.  No  presiding  officer  should 
ever  be  permitted  by  any  rule  to  count  any 
Senator  or  Representative  except  by  his  own 
consent.  He  may  determine  that  he  can  best 
protect  the  interests  committed  to  him  by 
refusing  to  vote.  If  he  does,  and  the  Chair 
counts  him  against  his  will,  his  representa- 
tive character  is  suppressed,  and  the  au- 
thority committed  to  him  is  usurped  by  an- 
other. 

It  is  often  asked  In  reply  to  this,  "What  is 
the  use  of  compelling  the  attendance  of  Mem- 
Iwrs?"  It  Is  to  bring  the  majority  to  the 
Senate  that  they  may  discharge  the  duties 
Incumbent  on  them.  It  is  not  for  the  mi- 
nority to  change  sides  and  for  the  time  Join 
the  ranks  of  the  majority  and  help  them  do 
the  work  committed  to  them  and  to  oppose 
which  the  minority  were  sent  to  the  Senate. 


In  a  great  clvU -rights  contest,  when  Mr. 
Blaine  was  Speaker  of  the  House,  his  party 
demanded  of  him  to  count  as  present  to 
make  a  quorum  those  who  were  present  and 
refused  to  answer  to  their  names.  His  reply 
was:  "A  majority  can  do  business.:"  There 
was  a  very  large  Republican  majority.  That 
majority  earnestly  favored  the  clvU-rights 
bUl.  There  was  a  minority  of  Democrats  who 
as  earnestly  opposed  it.  The  RepubUcans 
left  their  seats,  remained  at  home  or  else- 
where, and  the  majority  side  of  the  question 
had  no  majority  present.  So.  by  an  arbitrary 
method,  they  sought  to  make  the  minority 
help  them  to  a  quorum  and  thus  pass  the 
bill  to  which  that  minority  were  opposed. 

Such  power  ought  never  to  be  conferred 
on  a  presiding  officer.  It  has  been  conferred 
by  the  House  on  iU  Speaker,  and  It  has  been 
charged  that  under  that  rule  Members  have 
been  counted  present  who  were  not  even  in 
the  Capitol.  Be  that  as  It  may.  It  is  a  long 
step  toward  giving  the  Chair  control  over 
the  legislation  of  the  body.  To  hold  supreme 
control  over  legislation  is  a  duty  which  the 
Constitution  has  devolved  upon  the  Mem- 
bers, and  It  is  one  which  they  cannot  right- 
fully abdicate  or  transfer.  This  proposition 
to  authorize  the  Chair  to  count  as  present 
those  who  do  not  answer  to  their  names  when 
the  roll  Is  called  is  intended  to  prevent  a 
Senator  from  suggesting  the  absence  of  a 
quorum  and  compelling  the  roll  to  be  called. 
This  feature  of  obstructive  tactics  is  only 
employed  when  the  minority  are  trying  to 
prevent  a  vote  and  the  majority  are  trying 
to  enforce  It  by  the  sitting-out  process. 

This,  as  I  have  shown,  will  be  cured  by  the 
adoption  of  the  previous  question,  which 
sweeps  away  all  obstructions  and  brings  the 
Senate  to  a  direct  vote. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
advocacy  of  the  majority's  right  to  vote 
with  reasonable  provisions  for  debate,  is 
as  applicable  to  the  situation  today  as  it 
was  56  years  ago. 

The  call  for  action  to  end  the  filibuster 
has  come  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
for  many  years.  "We  must  not  ignore 
this  call,  and  we  must  not  ignore  the 
necessity  of  permitting  the  majority  to 
legislate  in  the  name  of  the  people.  It 
is  intolerable  to  have  legislation  killed 
by  the  mere  threat  of  a  filibuster.  We 
must  release  the  legislative  arm  of  our 
Government  from  this  paralyzing  threat 
which  is  the  very  negation  of  Democracy. 

It  is  said  that  the  right  of  so-called 
unlimited  debate  is  necessary  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  minority  in  the  Senate. 
I  say  that  in.practice,  the  fihbuster  has 
been  used  by  the  minority  to  oppress  the 
majority,  to  frustrate  it  and  to  deny  it 
the  right  to  act. 

The  time  has  come  to  protect  the  ma- 
jority in  its  right  to  act,  and  thus  to 
protect  the  country. 

To  do  this,  the  majority  must  exercise 
its  right  to  adopt  rules  to  safeguard 
majority  rule  in  the  Senate  and  in  the 
Nation. 

I  should  like  to  turn  for  a  moment  to 
a  discussion  of  the  history  of  the  Senate 
rules  as  it  applies  to  this  question.  The 
Senate  of  the  First  Congress,  pursuant 
to  the  Constitution,  adopted  rules  of  pro- 
cedure when  it  met  in  1789. 

The  Senate  of  the  Second  Congrers 
organized  itself  without  formally  adopt- 
ing another  set  of  rules;  the  oath  of  of- 
fice was  administered  to  the  new  Sen- 
ators and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider its  regular  business.  A  similar 
practice  has  been  followed  at  the  com- 
mencement of  each  new  Congress. 
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The  Senate  has  never  decided  by  speci- 
fic vote  that  the  standing  rules  carry 
over  from  one  Congress  to  the  succeeding 
Congress. 

On  several  occasions  in  the  past  the 
Senate,  after  acquiescing  for  many  years 
in  certain  practices  has  suddenly  as- 
serted its  right  to  act  and  has  submitted 
the  practice  acquiesced  in  to  the  will  of 
the  majority. 

One  of  the  outstanding  examples  of 
this  is  found  in  the  history  of  the  joint 
rules  of  the  House  and  the  Senate.  In 
the  First  Congress,  the  Senate  and  the 
House  adopted  joint  rules  to  govern  the 
relationship  and  any  necessary  business 
between  them.  Until  1869  these  joint 
rules  were  treated  as  being  in  force, 
without  the  formal  necessity  of  readop- 
tion  at  the  beginning  of  a  new  Congress. 
In  1869  a  violent  dispute  broke  out  over 
the  effect  of  rule  XXII  of  the  joint  rules, 
a  rule  governing  the  counting  of  elec- 
toral votes.  The  Senate  desired  to  elim- 
inate joint  rule  XXn,  and,  in  a  dispute 
with  fhe  House  on  this  point,  readopted 
anew  the  joint  rules,  with  a  modified 
version  of  joint  rule  XXII.  The  Senate 
claimed  that  the  old  joint  rules  had  been 
In  force  only  because  of  acquiescence. 
After  87  years  of  acquiescing  in  the  joint 
rules  the  Senate  decided  it  wished  to 
exercise  its  right  to  readopt  them,  and 
that  is  precisely  what  the  Senate  did. 

On  that  occasion,  the  Senate  voted  to 
accept  a  revised  set  of  rules,  on  the 
theory  that  no  joint  rules  existed  at  the 
opening  of  that  new  Congress.  Thus, 
the  Senate  adopted  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion adopting  joint  rules  anew  for  the 
Forty-fourth  Congress. 

The  decision,  by  vote  of  the  Senate, 
that  the  joint  rules  were  not  in  effect 
demonstrated  that  the  joint  rules  had 
existed  only  by  acquiescence,  and  that 
the  acquiescence  of  even  87  years  was 
in  no  way  binding  when  a  majority 
wished  to  manifest  its  will  to  the  con- 
trary. It  also  showed  conclusively  that 
the  method  by  which  the  majority  in 
such  a  situation  manifests  its  will  is  by 
the  adoption  of  new  rules,  not  by  amend- 
ment of  the  old  ones. 

Mr.  President,  I  emphasize  that  point 
because,  as  I  have  already  stated,  as  I 
listened  to  the  debate  earlier  this  after- 
noon I  could  not  help  but  be  impressed 
by  the  fact  that  the  only  argument  of 
the  opponents  of  the  so-called  Anderson 
motion,  which  has  19  cosponsors.  is  that 
for  187  years  the  Senate  operated  under 
old  rules.  No  claim  which  would  stand 
up  was  made  to  the  effect  that  under 
article  I,  section  5  of  the  Constitution, 
the  Senate  does  not  have  a  right  to  adopt 
its  own  rules  of  procedure.  That  point 
was  not  brought  up.  The  old  story  was 
repeated  time  and  time  again,  namely, 
"What  was  good  enough  for  the  Senate 
in  1789  should  be  good  enough  for  tlae 
Senate  in  1953." 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  for  a  mo- 
ment to  attempt  to  take  from  the  great 
men  who  constituted  the  Senate  in  1789 
a  full  measure  of  honor  and  respect  for 
their  wisdom  and  their  patriotism;  but 
■I  am  not  willing  to  agree  that  any  body 
of  men,  no  matter  who  they  may  be,  no 


matter  how  wise  they  may  be,  no  mat- 
ter how  patriotic  they  may  be,  should 
have  the  power  to  proceed  by  means  of 
tradition — and  it  is  only  tradition — to 
bind  those  of  us  who  serve  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  in  the  Eighty-third 
Congress,  and  to  require  us  to  accept 
their  views.  I  do  not  believe  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  would  agree  to 
such  a  point  of  view.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ate should  repudiate  such  a  point  of  view. 
The  Senate  should  take  steps  at  least  to 
consider  new  rules,  or  a  new  rule  in  place 
of  rule  XXII,  which  would  meet  the 
wishes  and  views  and  philosophy  of  the 
Members  of  the  present  Senate  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress. 

To  some  persons  who  are  following  this 
debate  it  may  not  be  clear  why  the  pro- 
cedural question  of  what  rules  are  in 
force  in  the  Senate  is  so  important.  I 
only  wish  to  remind  my  colleagues  of 
the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Security  Council  of 
the  United  Nations  in  regard  to  which 
questions  are  ones  of  procedure  and 
which  are  ones  of  substance. 

In  many  cases,  matters  of  procedure 
are  far  more  important  than  matters  of 
substance  in  determining  the  effective- 
ness of  a  legislative  body.  This  is  true 
in  the  United  States  Senate  today.  I,  for 
one.  do  not  wish  to  see  the  Senate  frus- 
trated, as  the  Security  Council  has  so 
often  been,  because  rules  of  procedure 
permit  the  will  of  the  majority  to  be 
blocked. 

A  small  minority  of  the  Senate  should 
not  be  able  to  set  up  procedural  road- 
blocks, as  the  Soviet  Union  has  so  suc- 
cessfully done  in  the  Security  Council 
of  the  United  Nations. 

There  is  much  more  to  be  said  on  this 
fundamental  question;  I  hope  other  Sen- 
ators will  cover  these  points.  For  the 
moment  I  should  like  to  put  a.side  all 
the  technical  issues  and  all  the  theories 
regarding  whether  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuous or  a  noncontinuous  body. 

The  first  characteristic  of  the  Senate 
is  its  identity  as  a  representative,  demo- 
cratic House  of  Congre.ss.  operating  in 
accordance  only  with  the  basic  law  of 
the  land,  which  is  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States. 

•  I  should  like  to  direct  the  attention 
of  my  distingui.shed  colleague,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia,  to  my  remarks,  and 
I  should  like  to  repeat  the  last  sentence, 
for  I  know  that  there  is  no  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  is  more  concerned  with 
adherence  to  the  Constitution  or  who  is 
more  patriotic  than  is  my  colleague,  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  RussellI.  Like  him,  Mr. 
President.  I  wish  to  see  the  provisions 
of  the  Constitution  carried  out  care- 
fully, strictly,  vigorously;  but  I  also  wish 
to  see  them  carried  out  in  such  a  way 
that  they  will  help  make  possible  an 
expression  of  the  will  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States. 

Of  course.  I  must  apologize  for  having 
Interrupted  the  private  conversation  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  inas- 
much as  the  Senator  from  New  York  is 
so   laudatory,   he   need   not   apologize. 


[Laughter.]     I  thank  him  for  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  may  always  be  assured  that  al- 
though he  and  I  may  differ  In  regard  to 
many  problems.  I  always  respect  his 
complete  integrity,  his  complete  patri- 
otism, and,  not  the  least,  his  great 
wisdom. 

Mr  RUSSELL.  I  can  fully  recipro- 
cate the  compliment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  very  glad  to  say 
this  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  appreciate  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  As  I  said  a  moment 
ago.  Mr.  President,  the  first  character- 
istic of  the  Senate  is  its  identity  as  a 
representative,  democratic  House  of  Con- 
gress, operating  in  accordance  only  with 
the  basic  law  of  the  land,  which  Is  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
Rules  of  the  Senate  have  neither  the 
sanction  nor  the  force  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. Under  the  basic  precepts  of 
democracy  set  forth  in  the  Constitution, 
each  House  has  the  right  to  determine 
its  rules  of  procedure  and  to  adopt  them 
by  majority  vote. 

I  am  willing  to  submit  this  simple  case 
to  the  Senate  and  to  the  American 
people :  Are  we  a  democratic  body  or  are 
we  a  self-perpetuating  body?  E>o  the 
people  of  New  York  State,  whom  I  have 
the  honor  to  represent,  have  an  equal 
voice  in  this  body,  or  are  they  to  be 
bound  by  some  vague  tradition  unsanc- 
tioned by  law  or  the  Constitution?  On 
that  i.-^sue  I  am  confident  of  a  satisfac- 
tory decision,  now  or  at  a  later  time. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  other  Senator  Is 
ready  to  speak  at  this  time.  I  am  very 
anxious  to  have  this  debate  finished  to- 
morrow afternoon  if  possible.  If  any 
other  Senator  is  ready  to  speak  at  this 
time.  I  hope  he  will  do  so. 

We  are  faced  with  the  necessity  of  get- 
ting the  committees  organized.  We  are 
very  anxious  to  submit  to  the  Senate  a 
change  in  the  number  of  members  on 
some  committees  in  order  to  meet  the 
peculiar  situation  we  have  this  year. 
That  would  require  an  amendment  of  a 
rule,  and,  of  course,  it  is  a  little  hard  to 
know  how  we  can  amend  a  rule  until  we 
have  decided  that  we  have  the  rule. 

So  it  is  extremely  important  to  finish 
this  matter.  I  have  a  list  of  five  or  six 
Senators  who  would  like  to  speak.  If 
any  of  them  is  ready  to  speak  today,  I 
should  hke  to  have  him  proceed  at  this 
time. 

If  no  other  Senator  is  ready  to  speak, 
Mr.  President.  I  shall  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  withhold  the  motion? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  the  motion? 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  withhold  It. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  In  the  Rkord  a 
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brief  prepared  under  the  auspices  of  the 
1952  Leadership  Conference  on  Civil 
Rights,  in  support  of  the  proposition 
that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  of  each 
new  Congress  has  the  constitutional 
right  to  make  rules  of  the  proceedings 
of  that  Congress  unfettered  by  the  ac- 
tions or  rules  of  the  Senate  of  any  pre- 
ceding Congress,  and  I  also  wish  to  have 
a  list  of  the  organizations  supp>ortlng 
the  leadership  conference  printed  with 
this  brief. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?     The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  memorandum  prepared  In 
answer  to  a  brief  Issued  by  the  Senate 
Republican  Policy  Committee,  entitled 
"Rules  of  the  Senate,  as  a  Continuing 
Body."  This  memorandum  was  pre- 
pared by  the  Leadership  Conference  on 
Civil  Rights. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  before  giv- 
ing unanimous  consent  to  the  request, 
I  suggest  that  there  be  Incorpwrated  In 
the  Record  the  document  to  which  it 
referred,  to  which  this  purports  to  be 
an  answer.  It  seems  to  me  that  should 
the  answer  go  into  the  Record,  the  docu- 
ment Itself  should  Ukewlse  be  printed. 
I  have  a  little  hesitation  as  to  whether 
all  these  long  briefs  should  be  printed 
In  the  Record.  The  first  brief  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York  Is  very 
long.  Does  the  Senator  think  It  neces- 
sary to  print  these  briefs  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  It  would  be 
useful  in  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  willing,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  confusion  in  the  debate, 
to  have  them  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
but  I  am  only  suggesting  this  In  the  in- 
terest of  a  thorough  and  careful  con- 
sideration'  of  this  very  impoilant  ques- 
tion. I  shall  not  Insist,  if  the  Senator 
feels  It  is  unwise. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
think  I  shall  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr,  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  now  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record  material 
entitled  "Senate  Rules  and  the  Senate 
as  a  Continuing  Body,"  prepared  by  the 
Senate  Republican  Policy  Committee. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
suggest  to  the  Senator  that  material  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Appendix  must  be 
limited  in  length,  and  the  documents  in 
question  exceed  that  length. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  it  be  incorpo- 
rated in  the  Record. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Incorporated  in  the 
Record? 

Mr.  TAPT.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
not  object  In  this  instance,  but  I  abhor 
the  custom  of  printing  In  the  body  of  the 
Record  great  lengthy  statements,  and  I 
care  not  whence  they  come.  The  Rec- 
ord should  be  confined  more  to  debate  of 
Senators.  While  I  shall  not  object  in 
this  Instance,  I  serve  notice  now  that  in 
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the  future  I  resenre  the  right  to  object 
to  encumbering  the  Recoed  with  great, 
lengthy  briefs. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thoroughly  agree  with 
the  Senator  as  to  the  practice.  I  think 
it  Is  a  very  expensive  proposition.  It  Is 
one  that  is  very  difficult  for  the  printer 
to  handle.  I  wonder  whether  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  would  withdraw  his 
request,  and  let  us  discuss  this  matter 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
do  that. 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  applies  not  only  to 
the  answer,  but  also  to  the  withdrawal 
of  the  requests  sis  to  the  two  briefs — the 
long  brief  and  the  answer;  and  I  will 
withdraw  my  request  as  to  the  one  of- 
fered by  me,  and  let  us  see  whether  we 
cannot  decide  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
put  all  this  material  in  the  Record,  or 
whether  we  could  not  have  a  part  of  it 
put  in. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  follow  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator, 
though  I  think  it  would  be  useful  to  have 
the  documents  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  requests  for  printing  in  the 
Record  be  withdrawn  for  the  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  .Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


DEATH   OP  REPRESENTATIVE  COX, 
OP  GEORGIA 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  following  resolutions 
coming  over  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives: 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Ed- 
WAKD  Eugene  Cox,  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Georgia. 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  trans- 
mit a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
submit  and  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution 
for  which  I  request  present  considera- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(S.  Res.  11).  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Edward  Eugene  Cox.  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  unanimously 
agreed  to. 


DEATH     OF     REPRESENTATIVE 
SABATH,  OF  ILLINOIS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  resolution  coming  over  from 
tiie  Rouse  of  Representatives,  which  was 
read  by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Hoxua  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Adolph 
J.  Sabath,  a  Bepresentatlv*  from  the  State 
of  Illinois. 


Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  commvmlcate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  understanding  that  we  are  not  pro- 
ceeding under  the  old  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate but  rather  under  the  general  rules 
of  partiamentary  procedure,  I  should  Uke 
to  offer  a  resolution.  The  resolution  con- 
tains a  clause  which  I  think  will  be  cov- 
ered by  the  motion  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  indicates  he  will  make,  and  there- 
fore the  clause  can  be  eliminated,  if  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  wishes  to  make  the 
motion.    The  clause  reads: 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Repre- 
sentative, the  Senate  now  take  a  recess  un- 
til 12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(S.  Res.  12),  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Adolph  J.  Sabath.  late  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  SUte  of  IlllnoU. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communi- 
cate these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to 
the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  unanimously 
agreed  to. 


DEATH     OF     REPRESENTATIVE 
STIGLER,  OP  OKLAHOMA 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  resolution 
coming  over  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives : 

Resolved,  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Wil- 
liam G.  Stigler.  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  Oklahoma. 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  trans- 
mit a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  resolution,  and  ask  that  it 
be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
<S.  Res.  13).  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  hearb  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  William  O.  Stigler,  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Oklahoma. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to 
the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  unanimously 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  as  a  fur- 
ther mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of 
the  deceased  Representatives,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  do  now  take  a  recess 
until  tomorrow  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed 
to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  49  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until 
tomorrow,  Wednesday,  January  7,  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  January  6,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  in  whose  divine  keeping 
and  control  are  the  coming  in  and  the 
going  out  of  all  our  days,  by  Thy  grace 
we  have  entered  upon  a  new  year. 

May  we  accept  each  day  as  a  priceless 
gift  and  a  glorious  opportunity  for  heroic 
endeavor  to  do  all  the  good  we  can,  in  all 
the  ways  we  can,  ancj  to  all  the  people  we 
can. 

Grant  that  we  may  not  walk  in  the 
new  year  with  face  turned  backward  or 
with  fear  and  foreboding,  but  with  a 
resolute  and  daring  faith,  assured  that 
the  future  will  be  as  bright  as  the 
promises  of  God. 

We  pray  that  Thou  wilt  be  present  and 
favorable  unto  our  beloved  Speaker  and 
all  the  Members  of  Congress  as  they  seek 
the  right  solution  to  the  many  difficult 
problems  which  challenge  the  consecra- 
tion of  their  noblest  manhood  and 
womanhood. 

Hear  us  in  Christ's  name.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Saturday,  January  3,  1953,  was  read  and 
approved. 


AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired  at  12  o'clock 
and  52  minutes  p.  m..  the  House  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Speaker. 


the  electoral  vote  for  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States  for  the  t?rm 
beginning  on  the  20th  day  of  January  1853; 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sen- 
ate Concurrent  Resolution  1.  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States  has  ap- 
pointed the  Senator  from  Indiana,  Mr. 
JENNER,  and  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
Mr.  Hayden.  as  members  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  to  count  the  electoral  votes 
for  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  today. 


SWEARING  IN  OP  MEMBERS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  under- 
stands that  there  are  several  Members 
who  have  not  yet  taken  the  oath  of  office 
and  that  they  are  present.  If  they  will 
present  themselves  in  the  well  of  the 
House,  the  Chair  will  be  glad  to  admin- 
ister the  oath. 

Messrs.  BENTSEN.  LANHAM.  ROG- 
ERS of  Florida,  and  ZABLOCKI  ap- 
peared at  the  bar  of  the  House  and  took 
the  oath  of  office. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
make  a  statement.  The  Chair  desires 
deferment  of  unanimous-consent  re- 
quests and  also  1-minute  speeches  until 
after  the  formal  ceremony  of  the  day. 
which  is  the  counting  of  the  electoral 
votes  for  President  and  Vice  President. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  order  adopted 
on  Saturday,  the  Chair  declares  the 
House  in  recess  until  12:50  o'clock  p.  m. 

Accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  6  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess  until 
12:50  o'clock  p.  m. 


COUNTING  THE  ELECTORAL  VOTES 

At  12  o'clock  and  54  minutes  p.  m., 
the  Doorkeeper.  Mr.  T.  J.  Kennamer. 
announced  the  Vice  President  and  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  entered  the  Hall,  headed 
by  the  Vice  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate,  the  Members  and  officers 
of  the  Hou.se  rising  to  receive  them. 

The  Vice  President  took  his  seat  as 
the  presiding  officer  of  the  joint  conven- 
tion of  the  two  Houses,  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  occupying  the  chair  on  his 
left. 

The  joint  .session  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Vic?  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  Mr.  Speaker 
and  pentlemen  of  the  Concres.'^.  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  of  Representative.*;, 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  laws  of  the  United  States, 
have  met  in  joint  session  for  the  pur- 
pose of  openinsi  the  certificates  and  as- 
certaining and  countin^x  the  votes  of  the 
electors  of  the  several  States  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President.  Under  well- 
established  precedent,  unless  a  motion 
shall  be  made  in  any  case,  the  reading' 
of  the  formal  p>ortior>s  of  the  certificates 
will  be  di.^pensed  with.  After  a.scertain- 
ment  has  been  made  that  the  certllicales 
are  authentic  and  correct  in  form,  the 
tellers  will  count  and  make  a  list  of  the 
votes  cast  by  the  electors  of  the  several 
States. 

The  tellers.  Mr.  Jenner  and  Mr.  Hay- 
den on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  and  Mr. 
LeCompte  and  Mr.  R.mns  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  took  their  places  at  the  de-k. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
hands  to  the  tellers  the  certificates  of 
the  electors  for  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  State  of  Alabama,  and  they 
will  coun'  and  make  a  list  of  the  votes 
cast  by  that  State. 

Mr.  RAINS  lone  of  the  tellers*.  Mr. 
President,  the  certificate  of  the  electoral 
vote  of  the  State  of  Alabama  seems  to 
be  regular  in  form  and  authentic,  and  it 
appears  therefrom  that  Adlai  E.  Steven- 
son, of  the  State  of  Illinois,  received  11 
votes  for  President,  and  John  J.  Sp.ark- 
M.-\N.  of  the  State  of  Alabama,  received 
11  votes  for  Vice  President. 

The  tellers  then  proceeded  to  read, 
count,  and  announce,  as  was  done  in  the 
case  of  Alabama,  the  electoral  votes  of 
the  jeveral  Spates  in  alphabetical  order 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen 
of  the  Congress,  the  certificates  of  all  of 
the  States  have  now  been  opened  and 
read,  and  the  tellers  will  make  final  as- 
certainment of  the  result  and  deliver 
the  same  to  the  Vice  President. 

The  tellers  delivered  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent the  following  statement  of  the  re- 
sults : 

The  undersigned,  'Wnj.iAM  E.  Jenner  and 
Carl  Hayden,  tellers  on  the  part  of  the  Sen- 
ate, Karl  M.  LeCompte  and  Albert  Rains, 
tellers  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, report  the  following  as  the  re- 
sult of  the   ascertainment  and  counting  of 
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William  E  jENNim, 
Carl  Hayden, 

Trllrrs  on  the  Fart  of  the  Senate. 
Karl  M.  LkComptx, 
Albert  Rains. 

Tellers  on  the  Part  of  the  House  of 
Rcprefrntatne^. 

The  state  of  the  vote  for  President  of  the 
United  States,  as  delivered  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate.  Is  as  follows: 

The  whole  number  of  electors  appointed 
to  vote  for  President  of  the  United  States  Is 
531.  of  which  a  majority  Is  266. 

DwlKht  D  Elsenhower,  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  has  received  for  President  of  the  United 
States  442  votes: 

Adlal  E  Stevenson,  of  the  Stat*  of  Illinois, 
has   received  89   votes. 

The  state  of  the  vote  for  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  as  delivered  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  Is  as  follows: 

The  whole  number  of  the  electors  ap- 
pointed to  vote  for  Vice  President  of  the 
United  Stales  is  531,  of  which  a  majority  Is 
266. 

RICHARD  M  NrxoN.  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, has  received  for  Vice  President  of  the 
United   States   442   votes; 

John  J.  Sparkman.  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama, has  received  89  votes. 
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This  announoement  of  the  state  of  the 
vote  by  the  President  of  the  Senate  shall  be 
deemed  a  sufflclent  declaration  of  the  per- 
sons elected  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  each  for  the  term  begin- 
ning on  the  20th  day  of  January  1953,  and 
shall  be  entered,  together  with  a  list  of  the 
votes,  on  the  Journals  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  Gentlemen, 
the  purpose  for  which  the  joint  session 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  has  been 
called  pursuant  to  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  1,  having  been  accomplished, 
the  Chair  declares  the  joint  session  dis- 
solved. 

Thereupon  fat  1  o'clock  and  38  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  joint  session  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  was  dissolved. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House  will  stand 
In  recess  for  15  minutes. 

Accordingly  fat  1  o'clock  and  41  min- 
.utes  p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess. 


AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  at  1  o'clock 
and  56  minutes  p.  m.,  the  House  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  1,  the  Chair 
directs  that  the  electoral  vote  be  spread 
at  large  upon  the  Journal. 


HON.  SAM  RAYBURN 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
I  Mr.  McCoRM.ivcKl. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
friendships  we  make  here  are  not  deter- 
mined by  the  middle  aisle  which  sep- 
arates the  two  political  parties.  "We 
come  here  elected  as  members  of  the 
Democratic  Party  or  the  Republican 
Party,  and  we  serve  our  country  as  our 
judgment  and  our  conscience  dictate. 
But  separate  and  apart  from  that  there 
Is  another  important  aspect  of  our  life 
and  associations  together  as  members  of 
this  body,  and  that  Is  on  what  might  be 
termed  the  personal  level,  our  personal 
contacts  with  i,'ach  other,  our  little  chats, 
our  exchange  of  views  which  develops 
the  spirit  of  each  one  of  us,  the  type  of 
person  we  are;  and  out  of  it  develops 
respect  and  friendship.  That  respect 
and  friendship  is  not.  as  I  said,  deter- 
mined by  the  middle  aisle  which  sep- 
arates this  Chamber  as  far  as  the  seating 
of  the  great  majority  parties  is  con- 
cerned. 

Today  is  the  birthday  anniversary  of 
one  of  our  most  distinguished  Members, 
a  man  whom  I  have  termed,  when  I  had 
occasion  to  refer  to  him  or  make  re- 
marks about  him  personally,  as  "the  man 
with  the  heart  of  gold."  Underneath 
his  exterior  is  a  heart  of  gold.  His 
friendships  are  based  upon  loyalty.  He 
Is  a  man  who  fights  for  his  friends  no 
matter  who  they  are.  no  matter  from 
what  section  of  the  country  they  come, 
or  what  their  i>olitical  afflhation  may  be; 
a  man  whose  nobility  of  character  has 
impressed  itself  upon  everyone  who  ever 
served  with  him  during  his  long,  honor- 


able, and  trustworthy  service  In  this 
body;  a  man  who  loves  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  who  loves  in  par- 
ticular the  National  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  which  he  has  been  a  Mem- 
ber for  so  many  years  and  of  which  we 
are  Members  today. 

On  occasions  of  this  kind  It  is  nice  for 
us  to  show  our  respect  and  friendship 
for  our  colleagues  on  their  birthday  an- 
niversary, particularly  such  an  outstand- 
ing one  as  he  whose  anniversary  takes 
place  today.  I  have  served  with  him  for 
24  years,  the  last  12  under  the  most 
intimate  relationship  of  the  leadership 
of  my  party.  Our  friendship  is  just  as 
deep  underneath  the  surface  as  it  ap- 
pears to  be  upon  the  surface.  My 
friendships  are  not  superficial;  his 
friendships  are  not  superficial.  Super- 
ficial friendship  to  me  carries  with  it  a 
mark  of  hypocrisy. 

My  association  with  him,  no  matter 
how  Ion?  I  live,  will  be  always  one  of 
my  treasured  memories,  as  I  know  it  will 
be  the  treasured  memory  of  all  who 
served  with  him,  particularly  those  who 
have  had  the  opportunity  during  their 
service  to  meet  him  under  those  condi- 
tions where  they  could  see  the  real  in- 
ner mind  of  the  man. 

To  summarize,  today  Is  the  birthday 
of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Texas,  our  former  Speaker,  who  has 
served  longer  than  anyone  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  country  in  the  position  of 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
one  of  the  greatest  Americans  of  this 
time  and  era.  I  know  I  express  the  sen- 
timents of  all  of  my  colleagues  in  con- 
gratulating Sam  Rayburn,  of  Texas,  on 
his  birthday  anniversary  and  I  hope 
that  God  will  bless  him  for  many,  many 
years  to  come. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr,  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCCRMACK.  I  yield  with  pleas- 
ure to  my  distinguished  friend,  and  I 
say  that  in  all  sincerity,  the  majority 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  LMr. 
HallbckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
really  is  quite  a  day,  Sam  Rayburn's 
birthday,  and  we  Republicans  just  hav- 
ing elected  a  President  and  a  "Vice  Presi- 
dent. I  am  sure  all  of  us  can  rejoice 
about  both  of  those  great  occasions  in 
some  measure  at  least. 

You  know,  it  has  been  well  said  that  a 
man  is  as  young  as  he  feels.  I  am  sure 
happy  to  observe  that  my  very  esteemed 
friend,  Mr.  Rayburn,  is  carrying  his  years 
as  lightly  today  as  always.  For  some  of 
us,  of  course,  birthdays  become  mile- 
stones, but  for  our  wise  and  vigorous  col- 
league they  are  but  honored  milestones 
in  a  distinguished  career. 

I  am  happy  to  add  my  congratula- 
tions and  felicitations  to  the  minority 
leader.  I  have  worked  with  him  when 
he  was  in  the  minority  before  and  I 
have  worked  with  him  when  he  was  in 
the  majority.  May  I  say  I  want  to  see 
him  continue  to  be  minority  leader  for 
a  long,  long  time.  But  certainly  no  man 
in  this  Chamber  more  richly  deserves 
the  veneration  of  this  body  than  does 
the  gentleman  from  Texas,  who  has 
served  the  House  so  capably,  so  faith- 
fully, and  so  long  £is  our  former  Speaker. 


The  manner  in  which  he  has  acquitted 
himself  with  the  responsibilities  of  that 
high  office  through  these  many  years  as 
striking  testimony  not  only  to  the  es- 
teem in  which  he  is  held  but  to  the 
strength  of  his  character  and,  may  I  add 
also,  of  his  constitution. 

Not  the  least  of  the  lessons  he  has 
taught  us  is  that  we  can  meet  the  trials 
and  tribulations  of  our  work  here  head- 
on  and  yet  remain  young  in  heart  and 
in  spirit.  So  I  wish  for  him  the  hap- 
piest returns  of  the  day  and  express  the 
hope  that  we  shall  be  privileged  to  enjoy 
for  a  long  time  to  come  his  wit,  his  wis- 
dom, his  great  companionship,  and  his 
valued  counsel. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  my 
equally  and  valued  good  friend  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberJ. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been 
30  years  since  I  cam?  here.  At  that  time 
Sam  Rayburn  was  a  veteran  Member  of 
the  House.  During  that  time  I  have 
learned  to  love  and  to  respect  him  as  one 
of  the  finest  Americans  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

During  the  time  he  was  majority  leader 
and  when  he  was  Speaker,  it  was  always 
possible  for  an  ordinary  minority  Mem- 
ber like  myself  to  have  an  audience  with 
him  and  be  treated  courteously  in  his 
office  and  on  the  floor.  It  is  that  sort 
of  thing  which  to  my  mind  builds  up 
strength  among  the  membership  here  in 
the  House  and  it  means  for  the  man,  who 
has  the  capacity  to  approach  his  prob- 
lems that  way,  the  love  and  respect  and 
esteem  of  his  colleagues.  I  wish  to  add 
at  this  time  my  congratulations  to  Sam 
upon  his  anniversary  and  to  wish  him 
many  more  fine  birthdays  in  the  fine 
fettle  he  is  in  today. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
IMr.  Reed]. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish  to  join  in  the  felicitations  for  our 
beloved  former  Speaker  under  whom  we 
served  for  so  long.  When  I  came  here 
some  34  years  ago,  as  was  said  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber], 
Hon.  Sam  Rayburn  was  a  senior,  and  I 
know  how  I  admired  his  long  black  hair 
in  these  days.  He  had  flowing  locks 
then.  I  got  to  know  him  intimately. 
"We  lived  in  a  hotel  known  as  Congress 
Hall  Hotel.  It  stood  where  the  New 
House  Office  Building  now  stands,  and 
there  were  90  Members  of  Congress, 
Republicans  and  Democrats,  who  Lived 
in  that  hotel.  In  those  early  days  the 
Members  all  dressed  for  dinner,  black 
tie,  went  down  to  the  dining  room  under 
the  American  plan,  and  may  I  say  that 
if  we  could  have  the  rates  that  we  had 
on  the  menus  in  those  days  we  would  be 
living  handsomely  on  our  present 
salaries. 

I  am  very  proud  to  have  known  for  so 
long  our  fine  ex -Speaker,  and  I  want  to 
say  that  he  has  been  i>erf ectly  wonderful 
to  me.  I  have  gone  to  him  when  I 
wanted  recognition  on  the  floor  and  he 
has  always  been  most  charitable  to  me 
as  a  Republican.  He  has  always  been 
very  cooperative  in  every  way.  I  can- 
not think  of  a  thing  that  he  has  done  of 
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which  I  could  complain.  I  congratulate 
him  upon  his  seventy-first  birthday,  and 
I  can  say,  measuring  his  span  of  life  by 
mine,  that  he  is  just  a  youngster. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Before  yielding 
to  my  friend  from  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers may  have  permission  to  extend  their 
remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectiorkt^^ 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
members  of  both  parties  have  saluted 
Speaker  RAYBtrRN  on  this  anniversary 
occasion,  as  a  native  Tennessean,  a  vet- 
eran Texan,  and  a  great  American. 

I  hope  it  is  not  presumptuous  for  a 
freshman  Congressman  to  speak  for  the 
State  of  Oklahoma,  in  likewise  saluting 
Mr.  Rayburn  on  this  date,  since  we  of 
Oklahoma  have  long  regarded  him  as  a 
cjose  neighbor,  a  close  friend,  and  an 
adopted  son  of  the  Sooner  State.  His 
strong  and  helping  hand  has  always  been 
ready  to  help  a  neighboring  Oklahoman 
or  a  cause  close  to  Oklahoma's  heart  and 
interest,  and  the  Oklahoma  delegation  is 
deeply  grateful  for  this  neighborly  spirit 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Raybxtrn. 

All  of  us  join,  with  enthusiasm  and 
best  wishes  for  the  future,  in  wishing 
Sam  Raybxtrn  a  happy  birthday,  and 
many  more  in  years  to  come. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
like  to  add  my  felicitations  to  those  of 
my  colleagues  who  have  already  con- 
gratulated our  beloved  Sam  Rayburn 
upon  his  seventy-first  birthday. 

Prom  the  time  that  I  first  became  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  down  through  the  years  since.  I 
have  found  no  greater  friend  and  no 
truer  American  than  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  who  has  just  vacated  the 
Speaker's  chair  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. His  many  courtesies  to  me 
and  his  friendship.  I  prize  greatly.  He 
has  served  longer  as  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  than  any  indi- 
vidual occupying  that  high  office. 

For  him,  I  can  only  wish  many,  many 

years  of  health  and  happiness,  and  the 

•continuance  of  rendering  in  the  future 

the  great  service  he  has  rendered  our 

country  in  the  past. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  distin- 
guished American  whom  we  are  honor- 
ing first  saw  the  light  of  day  in  Roane 
County.  Tenn.,  in  the  great  congres- 
sional district  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent.  East  Tennessee  is  proud 
of  Sam  Rayburn.  I  join  my  colleagues 
in  wishing  him  many  more  years  of  serv- 
ice to  our  country  and  of  good  health 
and  happiness. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
just  heard  uttered  such  tributes  to  the 
character  and  service  of  that  great 
American,  Hon.  Sam  Rayburn.  by  such 
long-time  distinguished  colleagues  of  his 
as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
TaberI,  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts (Mr.  McCoRMACK].  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed  I.  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI.  and 
others,  that  my  limited  vocabulary  makes 
it  difficult  for  me  to  add  in  deservedly 
glowing  terms  any  appropriate  words. 
However,  as  there  is  no  teacher  like  ex- 
perience itself,  and  as  there  is  no  Ufe 


which  lives  higher  than  its  actual  daily 
experience.  I  pay  tribute  to  my  friend 
and  leader,  Sam  Rayburn,  by  saying  that 
all  these  6  years  I  have  now  served  in 
this  House  of  Representatives,  he  has 
been  a  great  inspiration  personally  to  me. 
His  fairness  of  consideration,  his  fineness 
of  understanding,  and  his  righteous 
thinking  of  all  matters  with  which  I 
had  to  deal  with  him.  have  been  of  last- 
ing strength  to  me.  He  has  made  me  a 
better  Representative.  I  am  sure. 

Surely  no  Member  of  this  House,  on 
either  side  of  the  political  aisle,  can  help 
but  have  specifically  noticed,  beginning 
this  January  3.  how  graciously  and  how 
sweetly  and  decently  Sam  Rayburn  has 
made  the  transition  from  Speaker  of  this 
great  House  down  the  ladder  one  peg  to 
become  the  able,  dignified,  vigorous  mi- 
nority leader  in  this  great  legislative 
Jaody.  The  way  he  has  done  it;  the  spirit 
in  which  he  has  done  it;  the  high  level 
of  political  attitude  which  he  has  ex- 
pressed toward  both  the  majority  and 
minority  parties'  re.sponsibilities  as 
Speaker  Joe  Martin  took  his  chair,  can- 
not help  but  have  made  an  indelible  im- 
print upon  the  minds  and  decisions  of  all 
of  us.  It  is  truly  said  that  the  fortunes 
of  politics  makes  strange  bedfellows.  It 
can,  likewise,  be  said  that  the  fortunes  of 
politics  make  or  break  the  spirit,  the 
character,  and  fortunes  of  men.  There- 
fore, we  who  have  the  honor  and  privilege 
of  serving  in  this  House  of  Representa- 
tives these  next  2  years  have  seen  the 
fortune  of  politics  defeat  our  great  Amer- 
ican for  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  favor  of  another.  But. 
my  colleagues,  the  fortunes  of  politics 
have  again  contributed  to  the  greatness 
of  character  and  patriotic  attitude  of 
Sam  Rayburn  in  the  minds  and  hearts  of 
all  Americans.  I  felicitate  him  upon  this, 
his  birthday,  and  wish  him  many  such 
birthdays  of  good  health  and  also  of  sat- 
isfaction in  personal  awareness  for  long- 
lived  opportunity  to  serve  our  great  Na- 
tion as  one  of  the  really  great  American 
legislators  in  the  history  of  our  United 
States. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  am  happy  to  be  privileged  to  join  with 
my  colleagues  in  paying  tribute  to  Sam 
Rayburn,  who  has  served  as  our  Speaker 
longer  than  any  other  person  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  country.  He  has  served  in 
some  of  the  most  difficult  and  trying 
times  in  our  history  and  has  proved  him- 
self to  be  one  of  the  most  outstanding 
men  in  our  time.  Sam  Rayburn  has  made 
a  courageous  record  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  carrying  out  the  des- 
tinies of  this  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment. He  has  been  fair  to  all,  and  today 
maintains  the  respect  and  admiration  of 
every  Member  of  the  House.  Certainly, 
the  citizens  of  Texas  have  a  feeling  of 
satisfaction  to  know  that  they  have  given 
us  this  great  leader  and  outstanding 
American. 

Today,  on  his  birthday  anniversary,  I 
con},'ratulate  Sam  Rayburn  and  pray  that 
God  will  grant  him  continued  good 
health  that  he  may  carry  on  his  cou- 
rageous work  for  many  more  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker 
my  excu.se  for  joining  in  this  tribute  to 
Sam  Rayburn  with  my  colleagues  of  so 
much   longer  and   vastly   more   distin- 


guished service  in  this  Chamber  lies  in 
the  circumstance  that  the  man  who  was 
destined  to  wield  the  gavel  in  the  great- 
est deliberative  body  in  the  world  longer 
than  any  other  man  in  our  history  was 
born  in  the  year  1882.  As  far  as  I  know, 
John  Rankin  having  retired,  I  am  the 
sole  Member  left  of  the  natal  class  of 
1882  to  salute  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
on  this  occasion  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Texas  whose  outstand- 
ing and  unprecedented  achievements 
have  made  all  the  rest  of  us  feel,  by  a 
sort  of  reflective  glory,  that  being  born 
in  1882  was  really  big  stuff.  And  may  I 
add,  in  all  seriousness,  that  the  index  of 
Sam  Rayburn's  character,  which  has 
stamped  itself  indelibly  and  imperishably 
upon  the  world,  is  in  the  fact  that  as 
the  years  advanced  he  never  ran  away 
from,  nor  sought  to  hide,  the  year  of  his 
birth.  In  1953  on  this  happy  anniver- 
sary occasion  he  is  as  proud  of  1882  as 
he  was  in  1911  when  it  marked  him.  then 
at  28,  as  the  youngest  speaker  of  the 
Texas  Hou.-^e  of  Representatives.  And 
the  natiil  class  of  1882  is  proud  beyond 
expre.ssion  of  its  greatest  living  member. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  today  we  are  celebrating  the 
birthday  of  a  delightful  man.  of  a  great 
statesman,  and  of  a  great  American,  the 
former  Speaker  of  this  House,  Mr.  Sam 
Rayburn. 

I  remember  his  courteous  helpfulness 
to  me.  At  times  I  felt  he  dropped  the 
gavel  rather  quickly,  but  I  remember 
many  times  when  he  was  most  helpful. 
I  remember  an  occasion  when  I  asked 
unanimous  con.sent  to  speak  for  so  long 
a  time  as  I  desired.  The  Speaker  in  his 
generosity  granted  me  3  hours. 

Happy  birthday  to  you,  Mr.  Rayburh, 
and  many  of  them.  And  many  thanks 
for  your  helpfulness  and  your  coopera- 
tion with  the  Republicans.  I  never  felt 
there  was  a  party  line  with  you.  when 
you  could  be  helpful  or  when  you  thought 
a  measure  was  right. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
yield  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  Mason). 

Mr  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  many 
public  occasions  and  on  many  platforms 
during  the  last  16  years  in  a  Republican 
district,  my  own,  I  have  stated  that,  in 
my  opinion,  Sam  Rayburn  was  one  of  the 
greatest  men  in  the  country;  one  of  the 
most  able  men  in  the  country.  I  formed 
that  opinion  from  16  years  experience  in 
the  Hou.se,  and  because  of  that  I  want 
to  say  that  I  wish  Sam  Rayburn  many, 
many  happy  returns  of  the  day.  and 
many  more  years  of  active  service. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr  Speaker.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
IMr.  EviNsl. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to 
join  with  my  colleagues  in  extending 
congratulations  to  Hon.  Sam  Rayburn  of 
Texas  on  this  his  birthday.  As  we  all 
know  Mr.  Rayburn  is  not  only  a  great 
Texan  and  great  American,  but  he  is  also 
a  great  Tennes.'^ean.  We  of  Tennessee 
share  a  large  claim  on  Sam  Rayburn. 
He  was  born  in  Roane  County,  in  east 
Tenne.ssee.  which  county  adjoins  the  dis- 
trict which  I  am  honored  to  represent  in 
the  Congress.  And  I  wanted  to  say  these 
words  in  behalf  of  the  people  of  Tennes- 
see. 
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Mr.  Ratburn  has  not  only  served  as 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
longer  than  any  other  man  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  Nation  but  he  has  achieved 
for  himself  many  other  honors.  He,  by 
length  of  his  f«rvice,  has  recently  be- 
come the  dean  of  this  House  and  dean 
of  the  Congress  I  congratulate  him  and 
wish  for  him  many  more  years  of  health 
and  happiness. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  say  that 
the  StatJ  of  Texas  is,  of  course,  a  great 
State.  There  is  tremendous  wealth  there 
of  a  material  nature.  But  the  State  of 
Texas  possesses  unlimited  wealth  of  a 
moral  nature  in  having  as  one  of  its  dis- 
tinguished son;;,  and  in  my  opinion  its 
most  distinguished  son  of  today,  our 
friend,  Sam  Ravburn. 


RESOLUTION  FOR  INVESTIGATION 
OF  INTERSTATE  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
ACCIDENT  AND  INSURANCE  RATES. 
SAFETY,  AI^D  BARRIERS  TO  IN- 
TERSTATE MOTOR  VEHICLE  OP- 
ERATION 

Mr.  JAVITH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  ard  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKI:r.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVrrs  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  to- 
day introducing  a  revised  resolution 
calling  upon  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  to  investi- 
gate the  whoe  question  of  safety  in 
motor  vehicle  Dperatlon,  barriers  to  in- 
terstate motor  vehicle  operation,  auto- 
mobile accident  rates  and  fatalities,  ma- 
terially increa.;ed  automobile  insurance 
rates,  and  the  measures  which  the  Fed- 
eral Government  can  take  in  this  situa- 
tion. Almost  unwittingly  the  American 
automobile  hes  become  the  principal 
means  of  inter;tate  transportation  and  a 
major  problem,  in  Interstate  commerce, 
the  regulation  of  which  Is  exclusively  the 
Federal  Government's  province  under 
the  Constitution.  Yet  except  for  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  regulation 
of  heavy  trucking,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment Is  takin?  practically  no  part  in 
dealing  with  thie  new  situation  presented 
by  interstate  automobile  traffic.  The 
public   is  feeling   the   impact  severely. 

Thirty -eight  thousand  deaths  from 
motor  vehicle  f.ccldents  and  1,330,000  in- 
juries estimated  for  1952  are  a  new 
high— a  far  greater  casualty  rate  than 
is  facing  us  ir  the  actual  Korean  war. 
Automobile  liability  and  property  dam- 
age insurance  rates  Increased  20  percent 
in  1952.  an  added  Insurance  bill  of  $300,- 
OOO.COO  for  the  42,500,000  passenger  car 
owners,  nearly  two-thirds  of  all  house- 
holdc  in  the  United  States. 

The  Federal  Government  already  has 
a  large  interest  in  the  situation  through 
the  annual  appropriation  of  $500,000,000 
for  Federal  a-d  to  road  construction. 
Such  aid  can  certainly  and  fairly  be  cou- 
pled with  Federal  interest  in  the  safety 
of  operation  over  such  roads,  including 
maximum  safety  factors  in  their  design 
and  construction.  Motor  vehicle  laws 
and  regulation}  are  properly  a  matter  of 
State  law,  but  where  automobile  traffic 


from  one  State  Injures  the  citizens  of  an- 
other State  because  of  mechanical  de- 
fects in  motor  vehicles  which  could  be 
correct  :!d  by  Stat«  inspection  laws  or  be- 
cause the  operator  of  the  out-of-State 
motor  vehicle  is  not  covered  by  liability 
insurance  and  is  not  responsible  finan- 
cially, the  Federal  Government  should 
certainly  look  into  the  situation.  I  am 
not  advocating  compulsory  automobile 
insurance  or  any  other  specific  law,  but 
I  am  advocating  an  investigation  which 
will  disclose  the  action  which  the  Fed- 
eral Government  may  take  to  stand- 
ardize and  make  more  unified  the  efforts 
of  the  individual  States  for  safety  in  con- 
nection with  motor  vehicle  traffic. 

Nearly  one-third  of  the  States  now 
demand  regular  Inspection  of  motor 
vehicles  as  a  highway  safety  measure  and 
one  State — Massachusetts — ^has  a  com- 
pulsory automobile  insurance  law.  Gov- 
ernor Dewey  is  recommending  both  laws 
to  the  New  York  State  Lt'gislature  this 
year.  Forty-five  States  have  safety  re- 
sponsibility laws.  These  call  for  com- 
pulsory liability  Insurance  to  be  carried 
by  any  owner  after  an  accident  involving 
personal  injuries.  Thirty-five  of  the  45 
States  include  the  security  provision — 
requiring  participants  in  accidents  to  de- 
posit security  or  otherwise  indicate  their 
ability  to  pay  judgments  arizing  out  of 
such  accidents  which  might  be  later  en- 
tered against  them — in  their  statutes. 
Three  States  require  only  future  proof  of 
financial  responsibility  following  acci- 
dents. The  uniform  laws  generally  in 
force  were  developed  by  the  American 
Automobile  Association  and  the  National 
Committee  on  Uniform  Traffic  Laws  and 
Ordinances. 

A  previous  bill  Introduced  last  year 
had  an  encouraging  response  from  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  and  the  public 
generally.  The  Hearst  newspaper. 
Parade  magazine,  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune,  the  New  York  Times,  and  many 
others  have  featured  campaigns,  serials, 
editorials,  and  articles  on  the  subject. 
This  is  a  field  in  which  theJPederal  Gov- 
ernment can  render  a  real  service  to  the 
people  and  keep  pace  with  modem  de- 
velopments in  transportation. 

My  bill  provides  that  the  House  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
make  a  study  and  investigation  of : 

First.  State  and  local  laws  and  regula- 
^  tions  respecting  motor  vehicle  inspection, 
vsafety    responsibility,    and    compulsory 
liability  Insurance; 

Second.  Effect  of  such  laws  on  auto- 
mobile accident  rates  and  liability  insur- 
ance rates; 

Third.  Measures  which  may  be  prac- 
ticably undertaken  in  cooperation  with 
the  States  to  reduce  such  accident  rates; 

Fourth.  Existing  and  any  desirable 
regulation  of  the  operation  of  motor  ve- 
hicles in  or  affecting  interstate  and  for- 
eign commerce  and  any  barriers  to  such 
operation;  and 

FVth.  The  effect  of  highway  Improve- 
ments on  safety  in  the  operation  of 
motor  vehicles. 

A  report  is  to  be  made  not  later  than 
January  1,  1954,  and  I  am  introducing  a 
separate  bill  to  provide  an  appropriation 
of  $50,000  for  the  purposes  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 
Mr.  MASON  asked  and  wsis  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  on  Monday 
next,  following  the  legislative  program 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered, for  20  minutes,  on  the  subject  of 
our  outmoded  ox-cart  system  of  elect- 
ing Presidents. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  granted. 


OVERSTAFFING  OF  CIVILIAN  EM- 
PLOYEES AND  WASTE  OF  GOV- 
ERNMENT MANPOWER  AND  EX- 
PENDITURES 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  al- 
lotted time,  it  is  my  purpose  to  direct 
the  attention  of  this  House  to  the  exces- 
sive waste  of  Government  manpower  and 
expenditures — resulting  from  overstaf- 
fing  of  civilian  employees  and  useless  ex- 
penditures in  Government  departments 
and  agencies — in  the  past  two  decades. 

I  urge  the  Members  to  study  the  re- 
port and  recommendations  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessen- 
tial Federal  Exjienditures,  the  Hoover 
Commission  report,  the  report  of  the 
Conmaittee  headed  by  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce Sawyer  in  his  recent  tour  of  West- 
em  Europe,  and  the  recent  press  state- 
ment by  Senator  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Civil 
Service  Committee,  regarding  the  luxu- 
rioxis  living  and  high  salaries  paid  a 
quarter  million  Federal  employees  over- 
seas. These  reports  substantiate  the 
facts  I  have  presented  to  this  House  at 
various  times  during  the  past  several 
Congresses  when  the  Jensen  amendment 
was  attached  to  the  sundry  appropria- 
tions bills. 

It  is  my  intention  to  offer  my  amend- 
ment to  the  various  appropriations  bills 
in  this  Congress,  as  that  is  the  only 
means  I  know  of  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Federal  civilian  employees  in  an  or- 
derly manner  by  attrition — retirement, 
resignation,  transfer,  death,  and  so  forth, 
and  not  discharge  or  lay-off  of  capable 
and  experienced  employees. 


INTERNATION/X  INFORMATION 

SERVICES    AND    PSYCHOLOGICAL 
WARFARE  OPERATIONS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
a  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  January  3, 1951, 1  introduced 
House  Resolution  36,  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  a  select  committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  study 
our  international  information  services 
in  time  of  peace  and  our  psychological 
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warfare  operations  in  time  of  war.  This 
bill  did  not  pckss. 

House  Resolution  36  would,  if  it  had 
been  approved,  have  given  our  country 
a  well  of  vital  information  on  which  to 
'draw  to  bolster  a  powerful  parapet  of 
our  national  defense.  Its  findings  would 
have  materially  assisted  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  and  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Its  findings  would  have 
bulwarked  the  operations  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  the  Department  ^f  De- 
fense, the  Psychological  Strategy  Board, 
and  other  interested  agencies  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

This  bill  would  have  accomplished  its 
purpose  by  recording  the  testimony  of 
individuals,  groups,  and  committees,  offi- 
cial and  unofficial,  who  have  been  inti- 
mately connected  with  all  significant 
phases  of  international  information  and 
psychological  warfare.  Its  studies  and 
reports  would  have  been  made  available 
to  the  executive  branch  for  the  forma- 
tion of  consisteift  and  effective  policies 
In  this  highly  specialized  field. 

Scarcely  a  week  has  gone  by  In  1952 
without  some  public  statement  or  speech 
by  President -elect  Eisenhower  "pinpoint- 
ing the  pressing  need  for  concentrated 
psychological  warfare  effort. 

This  day  I  am  reintroducing  the  same 
bill  in  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 

In  the  name  of  national  necessity,  I 
urge  every  Member  of  the  House  to  care- 
fully consider  this  urgent  legislation,  to 
study  it.  to  support  it,  and  to  vote  for  it 
when  given  the  opportunity  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  resolution  which  I 
Introduced  in  1951  is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  there  Is  hereby  created  a 
select  committee  to  be  composed  of  seven 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  one  of 
whom  he  shall  designate  as  chairman.  Any 
vacancy  occurring  in  the  membership  of  the 
committee  shall  be  filled  In  the  same  man- 
ner In  which  the  original  appointment  was 
made. 

The  committee  is  authorized  and  dlracted 
to  condact  a  full  and  complete  Investiga- 
tion and  study  .or  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining the  means  by  which  the  national 
Interest  may  best  be  protected  &nd  served 
In  time  of  peace  by  the  conduct  of  Inter- 
national information  services  and  in  time 
of  war  or  threat  of  war  by  a  civilian  psy- 
chological warfare  agency. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  House 
Is  not  in  session)  as  soon  as  practicable  dur- 
ing the  present  Congress  the  results  of  its 
investigation  and  study,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  It  deems  advisable. 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  reso- 
lution the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authorized  by  the  committee  to 
hold  hearings,  is  authorized  to  sit  and  act 
during  the  present  Congress  at  such  times 
and  places  within  the  United  States,  whether 
the  House  Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has 
adjourned,  to  hold  stich  hearings,  and  to 
require,  by  subp.ma  or  otherwise,  the  at- 
tendance and  testimony  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  records, 
correspondence,  memoranda,  papers,  and 
documents,  as  it  deems  necesary,  Subpenas 
may  be  Issued  under  the  signature  of  the 
chairman  of  the  coEamlttee  or  any  member 
of  the  committee  designated  by  him.  and 
may  be  served  by  any  person  designated  by 
such  chairman  or  member. 

In  the  last  session  of  Congress.  In  fact 
throughout  the  last  4  years,  committes 
after  committee  has  protested  the  in- 


adciquacy  of  the  present  Voice  of  America 
in  sending  information  abroad  regarding 
this  country.  Criticism  has  been  made 
by  the  Appropriations  Committee,  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  and  other 
committees.  Yet  nothing  was  actually 
done  that  would  remove  the  evil  of  hav- 
ing improper  propaganda  sent  abroad, 
and  the  proper  method  giving  out  of 
information  which  is  coming  back  to  this 
country. 

A  watchdog  committee  of  this  sort 
would  be  invaluable  to  call  before  it  and 
seek  the  advice  of  the  National  Defense 
Committee,  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, the  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee, 
or  any  other  committee  of  the  HotLse 
that  had  anything  to  do  with  our  na- 
tional welfare.  It  would  be  a  watchdog 
committee  to  advise  and  recommend  leg- 
islation to  the  House,  advise  and  recom- 
mend to  the  different  departments.  The 
Department  of  Justice  should  be  called 
before  it.  It  could  call  before  it  the  head 
of  Central  Intclligience,  the  able  Gen. 
Walter  Bedell  Smith. 

The  cost  would  be  very  small.  I  am 
sure  if  we  had  such  a  committee,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  these  Members  to 
conduct  the  meetings,  assemble  all  the 
material,  and  it  would  be  a  day-by-day 
watchdog  on  what  is  going  on. 

They  are  spending  billions  of  dollars 
upon  arms  and  munitions;  we  are  wast- 
ing— I  do  not  Lke  to  use  the  word  "wast- 
ing," but  it  seems  'Jiat  we  are  wasting 
very  precious  live.',,  and  a  lot  could  be 
done  instead  of  sending  our  boys  to 
fight.  If  the  propaganda  development 
material,  voic?,  or  whatever  you  may 
call  it,  could  be  sent  out  all  over  the 
world  I  believe  wars  could  be  prevented; 
other  countries  could  know,  and  know 
accurately,  how  fine  this  country  is  and 
tliey  could  know  what  it  moans  in  a 
really  free  world,  to  live  in  a  world  where 
the  people  r  re  not  afraid  to  spoak  their 
minds.  Those  living  behind  the  iron 
curtain  would  try  to  have  their  countries 
made  free.  It  is  terribly  important,  it 
seems,  Mr  Speaker;  and  I  believe  in 
time  it  will  bring  about  peace  in  the 
whole  world. 


SPZCIAL  ORDER  GR.A.NTED 
Mr.  EBERHARTER  asked  and  was 
criven  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  10  minutes  tomorrow,  following  the 
legislative  tii.siness  of  t!:e  day  and  any 
special  ordors  heretofore  entered. 


REGULATIOxV  OF  BANK  HOLDING 
COMPANIES 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a^k 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Hoube 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  ? 

There  wns  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Janu- 
ary 3  I  introduced  H.  R.  12.  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  control  and  regulation  of 
bank  holding  companies,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  bank  holding  company  has  been 
u.sed  as  a  device  to  place  in  the  same 
hand  the  control  of  money  and  credit 
and  of  industries.  This  constitutes  a 
bai,ic   and   impregnable   monopoly    de- 


structive of  competitive  enterprise  and 
of  sound  economy. 

The  bill  has  for  its  objective  to  pre- 
vent conditions  that  have  freqiienUy 
existed  in  the  past  by  reason  of  the  power 
exercised  by  bank  holding  companies. 
The  bill  in  no  way  lessens  the  influence 
or  circumscribes  the  powers  of  legitimate 
banking.  It  does  not  penalize  in  any 
way  the  large  banks  which  are  necessary 
to  mee'i-  the  business  needs  of  our  indus- 
tries if  they  confine  their  activities  to 
banking.  It  will  encourage  competitive 
banking  everywhere.  Its  passage  will 
result  in  putting  banking  on  a  higher 
plane  and  give  to  it  an  added  confidence 
and  respect  by  the  people. 

I  hope  and  trust  that  the  banking  in- 
tere.sts  generally  will  urge  the  passage 
of  the  bill. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30  min- 
utes today,  following  the  conclusion  of 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


MINORITY  wrap 
Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  announce  to  the  House  that  I  have 
appointed  as  minority  whip  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  the  Honorable  John 
W.  McCorM\rK.  I  feel  sure  that  will  be 
rleasiiiti  to  both  the  minority  and  ma- 
jority. 

TIDELANDS  LEGISLATION 

Mr.  PATM.\N.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  requecit  of  the  gentleman  from 
Te.xas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
express  the  hope  that  when  the  com- 
mittees are  organized,  early  considera- 
tion will  be  given  to  what  is  known  as 
the  tidelands  bill. 

We  have  had  extensive  hearings  at 
different  times  in  different  Congresses. 
The  record  is  complete.  The  facts  are 
well  known.  Hearings  are  unnecessary. 
I  believe  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that 
this  question  be  gotten  out  of  the  way 
as  early  as  po.s.sibIe,  and  I  wish  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  early  con.slderation 
be  f;iven  to  thLs  subject  when  the  com- 
mittees are  properly  organized. 


MAJORITY  WHIP 

Mr.  HALLLXJK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  Committees, 
I  hereby  wish  to  announce  the  selection 
of  Hon.  Le.slie  C.  Arends,  of  Illinois,  as 
majority  whip. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Ma.s.sachu.setts  (Mrs.  Rogers  1  is 
recotjnized  for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  would  it  be  possible  for  my  re- 
marks to  be  inserted  following  my  for- 
mer remark.s? 

The  SPEAKER,  It  would  be  by  unani- 
mous consent. 
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Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
that  be  done. 

The  SPEAKliK.  Without  obJecUon.  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


FRANK  PACE,  JR. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  Hdusc.  the  gentleman  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SikesI  is  recognized  for  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  re- 
quested this  time  in  order  that  I  might 
refresh  in  the  minds  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  the  magnificent  work  which 
has  been  done  oy  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  in  Korea  and  elsewhere  in  the 
world.  Its  members  do  the  dirty,  hard, 
and  often  thankless  tasks  of  war.  Theirs 
is  a  24-hour- 1-day,  7  day-a-week  job 
from  which  df  nger  is  seldom  absent.  I 
also  want  to  recall  to  your  minds  the 
long,  difficult,  and  very  Important  work 
that  was  required  to  rebuild  the  Army 
to  its  present  strength  from  the  post- 
war low  which  followed  demobilization. 

When  I  speak  of  these  it  is  natural 
that  I  include  the  magnificent  contribu- 
tions rendered  toward  making  the  pres- 
ent-day Army  possible  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  Prank  Pace.  I  trust  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  will  think 
carefully  on  the  things  I  say  today  in 
connection  with  that  wonderful  story. 

For  nearly  3  years,  Frank  Pace,  Jr.,  has 
given  the  Nation  distinguished  service  as 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  He  has  been  the 
civilian  leader  of  the  Army  during  an 
unprecedented  time  in  America's  mili- 
tary history — a  period  in  which  the 
Army,  virtually  overnight,  moved  from 
the  comparative  ease  of  occupation  and 
peacetime  duties  to  the  brutal  battle  of 
Korea.  Not  only  has  the  Army  borne 
the  chief  burden  of  the  fighting  in  Ko- 
rea, but  it  also  is  manning  the  ramparts 
of  freedom  in  many  other  parts  of  the 
globe  and  is  building  a  realistic  security 
for  the  United  States  and  the  rest  of  the 
free  world,  in  America's  partial  mobili- 
zation. 

I  would  like  to  sketch  for  you  some  of 
the  major  re-^ent  developments  of  the 
Army,  particularly  since  Secretary  Pace 
took  office  Apiil  12,  1950.  A  most  knowl- 
edgeable Secietary,  he  personally  has 
been  responsible  for  the  initiation  of  a 
number  of  these  developments;  in  others 
he  has  .seen  that  they  received  top  direc- 
tion. In  my  judgment,  this  compara- 
tively young  man  will  leave  a  definite 
mark  on  todaj's  Army,  and  his  ideas  will 
be  a  part  of  tlie  Army  of  the  future. 

The  mobiliaitlon  which  Secretary  Pace 
has  directed  has  increased  the  Army  by 
a  million  men  and  has  added  even  more 
proportionately  to  Its  combat  efficiency. 

When  the  decision  was  made  to  send 
Army  units  to  Korea,  we  had  an  army  of 
about  590,000  men  in  10  divisions,  12 
regimental  combat  teams,  and  48  anti- 
aircraft battalions,  plus  suppwrting  over- 
head and  men  and  women  in  other  jobs 
connected  with  the  Army  ancillary  op- 
erations. Even  these  remnants  of  the 
mightiest  army  of  all  times  were  at 
preatly  reduced  strength,  lacked  Integral 
fighting  and  supporting  components  and 
were  equipped  with  World  War  H  weap- 


ons.  Today  the  picture  Is  different.  The 
Army  now  has  about  1.600,000  men  with 
a  hard  core  of  20  full-strength  divisions. 
18  combat  teams,  and  110  antiaircraft 
battalions.  This  force  is  organized  to 
meet  a  new  and  grave  situation. 

The  combat  effectiveness  of  the  Army 
has  increased  in  even  greater  proportion 
than  numbers  indicate  because  of  more 
rigorous  and  realistic  training,  the  de- 
velopment of  new  and  better  weapons 
and  equipment,  improvement  of  older 
models,  and  an  increased  mobility, 
chiefiy  through  greater  use  of  the  air- 
plane and  helicopter.  For  example,  our 
present  infantry  division,  with  30  per- 
cent more  men  than  a  World  War  II 
division,  has  increased  its  firepower  by 
75  percent.  In  other  words  our  present 
16  infantry  divisions  would  equal,  in  fire- 
power alone,  28  of  the  divisions  we  com- 
mitted to  action  late  in  World  War  II. 
Because  of  recent  experiences  in  Korea, 
the  Army  has  reduced  its  Infantjy  divi- 
sions by  some  700  men  but  at  the  same 
time  increased  division  firepower  by  6 
percent.  Today  one  of  these  divisions 
can  plaster  the  enemy  with  over  11,000 
pounds  of  steel  a  minute — more  than  a 
similar  unit  of  any  other  army  in  the 
world. 

I  wonder  if  people  generally  realize  just 
how  big  our  Army  is?  Here  we  have  a 
million  and  a  half  men  and  women  in 
uniform  plus  some  half  million  civiUans 
working  for  the  Army.  Besides  the  peo- 
ple involved,  the  Army  together  with  its 
sister  services  constitute  the  biggest 
business  in  America,  with  fiscal  require- 
ments this  year  for  about  60  percent  of 
the  Federal  budget.  The  impUcations  of 
the  mihtary  on  the  Nation's  over-all 
economy  outstrip  four  or  five  of  our 
largest  corporations.  The  Army  Is  a 
huge  operation.  And  one.  in  my  judg- 
ment, which  the  Secretary  has  directed 
in  a  most  admirable  manner. 

The  magnitude  and  the  diversity  of 
Its  operations  result  in  personnel  prob- 
lems for  the  Army  unmatched  by  any 
civilian  organization  in  the  world.  In 
the  first  place  only  about  600,000  soldiers 
are  Regulars ;  most  men  are  in  the  Army 
involuntarily  and  although  the  great  ma- 
jority of  them  take  their  military  obUga- 
tions  and  duties  seriously,  they  just 
don't  want  to  be  in  service.  Under  the 
circimistances,  it  is  surprising  that  the 
Army  has  been  able  to  maintain  a  gen- 
erally high  morale. 

Two  over-all  factors,  I  believe,  are  re- 
sponsible. One  is  that,  perhaps  uncon- 
sciously, soldiers  become  imbued  with 
the  sense  of  belonging  to  an  organization 
that  is  doing  a  job  important  to  national 
security.  Americans  want  to  do  things 
right. 

The  other  over-all  factor  leading  to 
high  morale  is  that  the  Army  reaUzes  the 
importance  of  the  individual  and  looks 
after  its  people.  Secretary  Pace  has 
said  time  and  again  that  the  Army  has 
a  responsibility  to  see  that  whether  a 
man  or  woman  remains  in  the  Army  or 
returns  to  civilian  life  he  should,  because 
of  his  military  experience,  be  better  able 
mentally,  morally,  physically,  and  spirit- 
ually to  take  a  place  in  our  society. 

The  Army  takes  definite  steps  to  pro- 
mote the  intangibles  leading  to  better 
citizenship.  Examples  are  found  in  the 
work  of  the  cliaplalns,  character-guid- 


ance program,  troop  Information  and  ed- 
ucation, and  morale  and  welfare  activi- 
ties. Tliese  measures,  coupled  with 
superior  medical  treatment  and  better 
administrative  and  supply  operations, 
make  the  United  States  soldier  today  the 
best  cared  for  fighting  man  in  the  world. 
Secretary-  Pace  has  said  that  as  much 
as  he  would  like  to  see  these  personnel 
welfare  functions  maintained  if  only  to 
make  the  soldiers'  lot  more  pleasant,  he 
realizes  that  these  activities  and  many 
others  must  pay  off  in  a  more  efficient 
Army;  otherwise  they  would  be  luxuries 
too  expensive  for  an  economy -minded 
Army  to  tolerate. 

One  of  the  Army's  biggest  manpower 
problems  is  imposed  on  it  by  the  Umited 
length  of  service  for  selectees.  Not  only 
would  the  Army  be  able  to  operate  more 
efficiently  if  it  had  the  bulk  of  its  people 
for  longer  than  2  years,  but  it  could 
save  billions  of  dollars  simply  by  a  sub- 
stantial increase  in  the  length  of  time 
that  a  man  serves.  To  do  the  best  it  can 
under  these  conditions,  the  Army  has 
improved  its  classification,  assignment, 
and  training  procedures  and  has  assigned 
good  men  to  these  activities. 

Perhaps  the  most  important  element 
In  maintaining  soldiers'  morale  in  Korea 
is  the  Army's  rotation  program.  This 
spreading  of  the  combat  burden  in  the 
largest  systematic  rotation  program  in 
history  has  involved  returning  some  400,- 
000  soldiers  from  the  Far  East  command 
since  the  first  shipload  of  returnees 
docked  at  Seattle  on  May  5.  1951.  Un- 
der this  great,  humanitarian  program, 
instituted  by  Secretary  Pace,  the  com- 
bat soldier  does  not  serve  more  than  9 
or  10  months  in  the  actual  front  lines. 

The  Army  has  moved  forward  in  the 
treatment  of  battlefield  casualties — an- 
other important  morale  boost  to  the 
fighting  man.  In  World  War  n.  955  out 
of  every  1,000  soldiers  who  reached  bat- 
talion aid  stations  hved — 34  more  than 
in  World  War  I.  In  Korea,  in  spite  of 
the  terrible  conditions  of  climate  and 
terrain  there,  this  survival  rate  has 
been  increased  to  a  remarkable  978. 
Furthermore  85  percent  of  those  wound- 
ed have  been  returned  to  duty.  And 
nothing  is  spared  to  bring  about  the  final 
recovery  and  complete  rehabilitation  of 
those  more  seriously  stricken. 

Morale  was  also  strengthened  by  two 
items  of  legislation  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress in  1952.  These  were  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  Amendments  of  1952, 
which  gave  higher  pay  and  allowances  to 
service  men  and  women  and  the  Combat 
Pay  Act,  which  primarily  benefited  sol- 
diers in  Korea  who,  more  than  any  other 
servicemen,  are  carrying  the  greatest 
share  of  the  fighting  there.  Secretary 
Pace  has  been  a  strong  advocate  of  both 
measures. 

Any  organization  must  keep  looking 
for  new  and  better  methods.  The  Army 
particularly  cannot  rest  on  past  achieve- 
ments. 

Secretary  Pace  has  been  greatly  con- 
cerned that  the  Army  hold  its  own  in 
the  battle  of  ideas.  Repeatedly  he  has 
stated  that  the  ultimate  strength  of 
America's  defenses  Ues  in  the  fields  of 
ideas — ingenious  approaches  to  the  prob- 
lem of  defending  ourselves  and  the  free 
world.  When  he  became  Secretary,  the 
Army  was  receiving  only  about  30  cents 
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of  the  service  research  and  deyelopment  when  some  two  minion  soldiers  and  civil-  portancc  of  salvaging  even  jmik  fcr  this 

dfrilar.    Feeling  that  In  time  this  would  ians  who  carry  out  Army  business  realize  vital  process. 

mean  an  Army  which  would  take  a  deft-  that  the  Grovemmenfs  dollars  are  their        FYom  these  shops  have  come  a  great 

nlte  backseat  to  Its  sister  services — with  dollars,  and  it  is  to  their  personal  ad-  deal  of  the  equipment  U.  N.  forces  have 

a  resultant  weakening  of  America's  de-  vantage  as  well  as  the  national  interest  used  in  Korea;  for  example.  85  percent 

fensive  strength — Secretary  Pace  battled  to  economize.  of  the  general -purpose  vehicles,  38  per- 

for  an  even  share  of  research  and  de-  Commenting  on  this  program,  the  Pre-  cent  of  the  tanks.  68  percent  of  the  artil- 

velopment  money  for  the  Army.    And  paredness  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate  lery.   and   70  percent  of   the   infantry 

the  Army  now  receives  approximately  committee  on  Armed  Services,  headed  weapons. 

one-third  of  the  Armed  Forces  appro-  by  Senator  Lyndon  B.  Johnson,  said  this        These  savinps  have  been  translated  In- 

pidations  for  this  vital  activity.  in  December  1951 :  to  a  reduction  of  the  cost  of  the  Korean 

Recognizing  the  need  for  givhig  top-  ^..^5  Army,  we  are  pleased  to  note,  has  conflict  and  a  consequent  reduction  in 

level  Impetus  to  Army  research  and  de-  taken  under  Secretary  Pace's  dtrectioB  some  the  price  the  taxpayer  has  had  to  pay. 

velopment.  Secretary  Pace  took  the  di-  potentially  valuable  steps  to  instiii  cost  con-  la  fact,  me  have  been  able  to  fight  in 

rection  of  this  function  out  of  logistics  sciousness  into  the  atutudes  of  Its  person-  Korea  becau'^e  of  the  large  reserve  of 

and  assigned  it  to  a  Deputy  Chief  of  nei.    officers,  for  example,  are  being  graded  World  War  II  weapons  and  ammunition 

Stair.     Serving  on  his  immediate  staff  upon  their  ability  and  interest  in  econom's-  ^^.g  jjj^jj  Qn  hand.     Had  we  not  possessed 

are  a  general  ofBcer  and  a  civihan  scien-  '"^^  J^^/' /'  t!m:rmv'*  **  ^°'^""^'^*i  ^^«  these  reserves  and  depended  solely  upon 

tlst  who  are  experts  in  this  field.  ^          y  an                 y.  ^^^  nonexistent  production  lines  of  1950, 

At  the  Secretary's  request.   12   out-  Another    program    which    Secretary  it  is  doubtful  if  Korea  could  have  been 

standing    scientists    and    industrialists  Pace  started  early  in  1951  is  "operation  held. 

agreed  to  serve  on  an  Army  scientific  red  tape."  designed  to  cut  down  on  the        Conservation    of    equipment    Is    only 

advisory  panel  to  help  give  to  this  coun-  paper  work  that  plagues  Army  adminis-  part  of  the  ."^tory.     In  September  of  1950. 

try  a  fighting  force  as  effective,  economi-  tration.    As  with  the  cost -consciousness  the  Army  initiated  a  program  to  save 

cal,   and   progressive  as  our  scientific,  indoctrination    program,    this    war    on  scarce  raw  materials  through  substitu- 

technological.  and  industrial  resources  Army  paper  work  is  continuous.    Results  tion  and  simphflcation  of  design.     An 

will  permit.    Members  of  this  panel  have  to  date  range  from  simplification  of  re-  important    part    of     this    substitution 

been  working  on  projects  since  January  enlistments  procedures,  with  a  savings  process  includes  replacing  some  41,400 

1952  and  have  already  made  significant  of  680,000  man-hours  and  $780,000  dol-  tactical  vehicles  in  the  Army  with  com- 

contributions  to  the  Army's  research  and  lars  since  adoption,  to  streamlined  ad-  niercial  ones     Generally   the  plan  is  to 

development  program.  ministration  at  Army  installations.    For  substitute  commercial  vehicles  for  tac- 

The  contmumg  goal  of  Army  research  instance,  operations  at  the  Armys  Utah  tical  vehicles  in  all  units  not  subject  to 

and  development  is  an  army  with  added  General  Depot  in  Ogden  are  under  a  combat  conditions 

firepower,  increased  mobiUty.  and  lower  new  system  of  simplified  lequi.sition  and         The  A-mv  is  trvinff  ti^  r^stHrt  tht>  nM> 

sJfnSL?'-      ^'"^''^    "^    "^'^    '"'''-  frr'rr.    P'--^^^:-,    ^""   ^^^^^-'-^  ofThe  jt^JoUctical  p^rposes^^^ 

stantial.  this  installation,  in  September  1952.  the  ta*  trainint:— the  reason  the  Armv  ent 

Advances  in  firepower  include  guided  Honorable  Herbert  C.  BoNNrR.  chairman  it  ,n  tS. Tst  place     Many  DeoDlTthfiSJ 

missiles,  artillery  capable  of  firing  atomic  of  the  House  watchdog  committee,  made      U  j.  ^  is  inexSfnsive  cheaS^  than  the 

projectiles,  new  and  improved  rockets  these  comments:  ord,  ^\  v  rnmmprri  .i  p;^    SofJ^il^^^^ 

r>n^  Ko-^wvb-^.  „  .^^ *  1      *  i.     1      x,_  01  ainaiy  commercial  car.    Nothing  could 

and  bazookas,  a  new  famUy  of  tanks,  the  This  looics  like  the  real  thing,  and  it  looks  be   further  from   the   facts      A   ieeo   is 

Skysweeper  antiaircraft  gun.  new  and  as  if  it  win  go  a  long  ^.ay  to  eliminate  waste  built    o  combat  siciflcatmns     It  muS 

batter  mines,  and  continuing  improve-  and  cut  d-.wn  coat  or  act.vities     ir  it  w.,rks  f^^^'^  cvernort  of  st^Ifa^TshJ^k   re- 

ments  in  small  arms  and  ammunition.  out  as  it  seems  to  be  doing  here,  it  win  no  'v,^^^     V  ^°^^  ^^  f"*^^^  ana  snocK.  re- 

The  Army  has  increased  its  mobility  ^oubt  become  the  pr.jcedure  of  an  miniary  ^"''^^s  a  four-wheel  drive,  and  must  not 
by  broadening  its  air-transport  capa-  ^"''^^^  '"  requisition  and  supply  of  ma-  cau.se  radio  interference.  It  costs  $2,147 
bilities  and  by  the  ever-gro^Jhig  use  of  '"""'•  as  compared  with  $1,256  for  a  simple 
heUcopters.  In  Korea,  the  helicopter  A  major  postwar  economy  move  is  the  ^'^'^t  commercial-type  vehicle, 
has  been  as  commonplace  as  the  jeep  and  world-wide  Armv  rebuild  program  In-  u'  ^  .^  substitution  pro- 
has  greaUy  increased  the  effectiveness  augurated  to  rehabilitate  the  countless  ^^"^  ^^'  ^^""^  '^^  t'"^^  $230,000,000 
of  our  forces  there.  In  future  operations,  tons  of  equipment  and  supplies  left  ^cat-  %'T"  .°"^  compares  the  purchase  price 
the  Army  plans  to  employ  organic  heli-  tered  about  the  earth  after  World  War  ^'^clical  vehicles  with  the  cost  of  the 
copters  on  an  even  larger  scale.  II.    this  program   has   borne  full   fruit  ^«[""^^'"'^'f  ^     substitutes.       Commercial 

In   the   reduction  of   casualties,    the  with   the  requirements  cf   the   Kore'^n  ^^^^'^^^^  ^^^°  ^""'".^  considerable  savings 

Army  has  done  a  truly  superb  job.    In  conflict  and  the  return  of  United  States  '"/'^^  consumption   and   maintenance 

addition  to  the  fine  record  in  saving  the  troops  to  Europe.     Since  fi£;h»in"  started             supply  ol  spare  parts, 

lives  of   wounded,  which   already   has  in   Korea    to   October   sT   1952    about         ^^  ^  result  of  Army  poUcy  throughout 

been  mentioned,  the  Army  is  trying  to  $8,800,000,000  of  equipment  has  ijeen  re-  ^^^  ^""^^  °-   '"'^^<^'"ch  and  development 

devise   methods   of   protecting   soldiers  turned  to  the  supply  line  at  a  cost  of  ''^"^  Procurement,  critical  materials  have 

from  becoming  casualties  and  still  help  $1,200  000  000                                      '  ^^^  replaced  by  less  critical  materials 

them  to  carry  out  their  aggressive  mis-  The  vaiietv  of  equipment  reoaired  and  L"    ^""^f^^    of    it^nns    of    equipment, 

sions  on  the  battlefleld.    Body  armor  is  re.stored  is  ere-it    ndeed    ran-m-  frorn  ^'^^^^^cations  and  bills  of  materials  have 

a  dramatic  illustration  of  what  is  beinq  clothing  ard  tcnta-e    to  t-inks    tnVruV  ^^"   revised   and  extensive   testing    of 

done   in   this   regard.     Another   is   the  and  artillery,  to  radar   radio    and  tele  ^^^^^^'-^i^  ^^^s  been  carried  out. 

method  of  Army  fighting— making  maxi-  phone,  to  dental  and  X-riv  eauinment          '^^  ^^  estimated  that  during  calendar 

mum  use  of  terrain,  firepower,  and  ma-  to  boats  and  brid-in-     It  docs  n-.t  in  ^'*^^^     ^^^"     ^^^     following     significant 

neuver.  which  helps  to  reduce  casualties,  elude  ammunition"  renovation   however"  "^^""^^  of  seme  of  the  critical  materials 

Secretary  Pace  has  stressed  that  the  At  the  va^t  Ordnance  automotive  re-"  ''^'^  '^''^• 

battle  of  Ideas  must  be  directed  al.o  at  build  shops  in  Japan   somet^Ses  caUed  .                                                       ''°""'*' 

the  less  spectacular  field  of  Army  admin-  the  Bi^-  Five   rrionnto  nV^^f  r^nf  ,-    1  ^"^P*"" »•  "^e^-  891 

istratlon  and  other  routine  business  so  claimed  tnm  S3<f  f  .f  o      «"''  '^J  "t"'^'' 3.516.O8I 

that  the  Army  can  produce  more  defence  f^'"^^^  fiom  islands  of  the  Pacifiic  and  Zmc 5.  4G3.  i34 

at  lower  cost                    ui,c  muie  ueien.e  transported  by  LST's  have  been  ham-  Molybdenum 61.677 

The  best  known  Army  supply-economy  ^""''"^  ^""'^  into  shape  at  minimum  cost,  ^ij^"'"""^" *■  ^J'-  ^l 

effort  is  the  cost- consciousness  indoc-  ^^"^   example.    24-ton    trucks,    costing  Manganese'                                       1609  279 

trination  program  which  Secretary  Pace  ^"°^^  $7,000  new,  have  been  taken  from  beamiess  steel  tubing  .                     '342  733 

started  in  August  1951  when  he  called  on  ^^'^  J""^   ^^ap   and   rebuilt   from    the         -tk              *       , 

everyone  in  the  Army  to  conduct  a  one-  Pfound  up  for  as  little  as  $1  000.    These  ,♦       ^^^  materials  were  saved  in  such 

man  campaign  against  waste.    Although  shops  now  form  a  huge  reclamation  cen-       /f/°^  ,fv   ^f"  ^^^^^^^'-   mounts  for  the 

results  cannot  be  measured  in  dollars  ter   for   Korean    equipment   casualties  ifnVi.Ti    "^^i*^""  ^^'  ""^"^'^y  ^^^^  ^^^^'' 

and  -ents.  the  importance  of  the  cost-  Soldiers  pa.ssing  through  Japan  on  their  cLf  «nrf  Th  T'^.r^'  hardware;  medi- 

consciousness  program  lies  in  the  cumu-  way  to  the  front  are  -iven  a  tour  thrmmh  m,L  h     ^oo^-^-^ndhng  equipment;  am- 

lative  effect  against  waste  that  arises  the^enter  toTmp\"s;7S:^  ^^  th\he°S  SS  cTmUne'ntl^"^'  ^^""'^   ^"' 
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The  Army  Is  also  conducting  a  huge 
scrap  hunt  which  has  paid  off  in  the  past 
year  and  a  half  to  the  tune  of  $37,000,000. 
More  important,  the  Army  has  been  able 
to  supply  more  than  three-quarters  of 
its  needs  for  brass  and  other  nonferrous 
metals  needed  to  make  ammunition. 
Much  of  this  scrap  has  been  recovered 
from  the  breakdown  of  obsolete  and  de- 
teriorated ammunition,  fired  cartridge 
cases,  and  other  metal  recovered  from 
the  Korean  battlefield,  and  from  the 
firing  ranges  and  training  camps  in  this 
country. 

Secretary  Pace  has  brought  a  greater 
degree  of  orderliness  to  an  operation  as 
large  and  varied  as  the  Army  by  stream- 
lining Army  activities  under  14  primary 
programs.  Additionally  he  has  devel- 
oped a  performance- type  budget  for  the 
Army  to  facihtate  cross-analysis  with 
the  Army's  14  primary  programs.  In 
this  new  budget  structure  the  Army  has 
emtxxlied  some  of  the  features  recom- 
mended by  the  Hoover  Commission  and 
retained  some  of  its  old  system.  The 
new  structure  is  made  possible  by  re- 
grouping the  various  similar  projects 
relating  to  the  same  operating  functions. 
The  real  criterion  of  an  army  is  its 
performance  in  battle.  The  splendid 
record  of  our  troops  in  Korea  speaks  for 
itself.  Veteran  observers  have  termed 
the  Eighth  Army  there  one  of  the  great- 
est fighting  units  of  all  times.  Behind 
an  army's  proficiency,  however,  is  rigor- 
ous, realistic  training. 

In  addition  to  insisting  that  the  Amer- 
ican Army  maintain  its  supremacy  In 
training  its  own  troops,  Secretary  Pace 
has  vigoroasly  pushed  the  great  effort 
the  Army  is  making  today  in  training 
the  armies  of  other  nations.  At  the 
present  time  the  instruction  which  the 
Army  has  provided,  or  to  which  it  con- 
tributed, is  highly  varied  in  character, 
ranging  in  level  from  that  of  the  NATO 
Defense  College — headed  by  a  United 
States  Army  general — to  the  teaching 
of  simple  maintenance  for  the  thousands 
of  items  of  United  States  military  equip- 
ment in  the  hands  of  foreign  armies. 

A  miracle  of  training  has  been  accom- 
plished with  the  Republic  of  Korea  Army. 
In  the  darkest  dajrs  of  the  battle  there, 
the  ROK  Army  had  been  reduced  to 
some  25.000  to  30,000  men.  It  has  now 
developed  into  a  well-trained,  well- 
equipped,  and  well-led  force  of  about 
400.000.  This  army  of  major  proportions 
has  been  created  literally  on  the  field 
of  battle  and  is  proving  itself  more  than 
the  equal  man  for  man  of  the  Communist 
enemy.  The  Army's  training  accom- 
plishments with  the  Turkish  and  Greek 
Armies  also  indicate  what  a  reasonable 
expenditure  in  material  and  training 
manpower  can  do  to  help  America's 
friends  develop  first-class  fighting  forces. 
It  is  easier  and  cheaper  to  stop  a  war 
while  it  Is  small  and  can  be  contained 
than  after  it  has  grown  into  widespread 
conflict.  It  Is  easier  yet  to  stop  a  war 
before  It  Is  started.  The  presence  of 
strong  and  properly  disposed  ground 
forces  which  could  be  employed  prompt- 
ly to  counter  the  early  moves  of  an 
aggressor  constitutes  the  best  Insurance 
against  the  small  aggression  that  might 
lead  to  a  big  war.  By  helping  to  build 
the  defensive  strength  of  the  free  world. 


the  Army  Is  returning  an  extra  dividend 
and  is  thus  most  capable  of  all  our 
fighting  forces  to  work  within  the  na- 
tional potential  As  we  help  our  alUes 
to  rebuild  their  armies,  and  as  we  are 
participating  actively  in  Joint  defense 
arrangements,  we  are  strengthening  the 
free  world  and  in  effect  providing  the 
means  to  reduce  our  own  Army. 

Although  I  believe  the  Army  under 
Secretary  Pace  has  moved  ahead  vigor- 
ously in  carrying  out  its  vital  and  varied 
missions.  I  know  the  Secretary  would 
be  the  last  to  say  that  in  all  cases  the 
Army  has  arrived  at  perfect  or  even  the 
best  solutions  to  its  problems.  I  know 
however,  that  the  Army  is  attempting 
to  do  the  best  possible  job.  It  is  not 
afraid  to  try  something  new.  Today  our 
Army  Is  an  army  on  the  move. 

I  have  indicated  to  you  some  of  the 
reasons  which,  in  my  judgment,  earn 
the  departing  Secretary  of  the  Army  a 
resounding  "well  done"  for  the  contribu- 
tion he  h£S  made  in  this  post  since  April 
1950.  I  for  one  shall  be  sorry  to  see 
him  retire  from  the  duties  of  this  most 
impwrtant  oflBce. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SIKES.  I  yield. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
am  extremely  glad  the  gentleman  has 
brought  the  thanks,  his  own.  and  I  be- 
lieve the  thanks  of  the  entire  House,  to 
the  men  who  are  fighting  and  dsdng  for 
us  in  Korea.  I  had  a  message  in  reply 
to  a  cable  of  Christmas  greetings  I  sent 
to  Gen.  Mark  Clark.  In  that  he  thanked 
me  for  my  support  in  behalf  of  him- 
self and  his  men.  I  thought  it  was 
very  tragic  that  he  could  pKJSsibly  feel 
that  there  might  be  anyone  in  the  entire 
country  who  would  not  support  him  and 
support  his  men  and  give  them  undying 
affection,  undying  gratitude. 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  believe  the  gentle- 
woman's remarks  are  most  appropriate. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  there 
are  those  in  civilian  life  who  sometimes 
forget  because  their  lives  are  not  touched 
by  the  war? 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  am  afraid  that  Is  true, 
and  that,  of  course.  In  part  is  the  reason 
for  my  statement  today.  We  all  should 
be  fully  aware  of  the  job  that  is  being 
done  and  the  sacrifices  that  are  being 
made. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
am  deeply  grateful  to  the  gentleman  for 
the  remarks  he  has  made. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts.  • 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  notice  also 
when  we  pick  up  the  paper  this  morning, 
for  example,  and  read  of  the  build-up  In 
the  South  Korean  forces.  That  has  been 
going  on  all  the  time,  yet  in  the  national 
Interest  of  our  country  it  could  not  be 
made  public  until  it  actually  took  place. 
Mr.  SIKES.  It  has  been  going  on  for 
a  long  time  and  it  has  now  reached  a 
stage  of  great  Importance  to  our  Nation 
and  the  rest  of  the  world.  The  South 
Koreans  are  making  a  splendid  contri- 
bution to  the  war  effort  and  accepting 
greater  responsibilities  in  the  common 
effort  every  day. 


THE  McCARRAN  ACT 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fine] 
may  extend  his  remarks  in  the  body  of 
the  Rkcosd  not  violative  of  the  1 -minute 
rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  PINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  en  the  open- 
ing of  the  Congress  I  introduced  a  bill 
to  repeal  the  Immigration  and  Natlon- 
aUty  Act — ^PubUc  Law  414,  Eighty-second 
Congress — and  to  reenact  all  laws  or 
parts  of  laws  amended  or  repealed  by 
said  act. 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  Public  Law 
414,  commonly  known  as  the  McCarran 
Act,  the  immigration  law  was  based  on 
statutes  originally  enacted  In  1920  and 
1924.  The  organic  law  has,  of  course, 
been  amended  many  times,  but  the  law 
itself  has  never  been  entirely  overhauled. 
American  immigratjipn  policy  is  an  im- 
portant issue,  and  there  is  a  vital  need  to 
review  and  revise  oiu"  immigration  laws. 
During  the  recent  election  campaign 
both  parties  and  their  leaders  came  out 
against  the  McCarran  Act.  This  is  good, 
since  American  immigration  policy  is 
not,  and  should  not  be,  a  partisan  politi- 
cal issue.  President  Truman  originally 
vetoed  this  bill  and  then  joined  Gov.  Ad- 
lai  Stevenson  in  condemning  it.  Presi- 
dent-elect Eisenhower  stated  during  the 
campaign  "that  the  McCarran  immi- 
gration law  must  be  rewritten.  A  better 
law  must  be  written  that  will  strike  an 
intelligent  balance  between  the  immigra- 
tion welfare  of  America  and  the  prayer- 
ful hopes  of  the  unhappy  and  the  op- 
pressed." 

The  President's  special  commission, 
appointed  last  June  to  study  tne  McCar- 
ran bill,  has  just  reported,  and  it,  too, 
denounces  its  inequities  and  recommends 
that  the  law  must  be  completely  rewrit- 
ten from  beginning  to  end. 

I  myself  voted  against  the  McCarran 
bill,  and  I  voted  to  sustain  President 
Truman's  veto  of  that  bill.  During  my 
campaign  for  reelection  I  stated  that  I 
favored  its  repeal  and  that  I  would  intro- 
duce a  bill  for  that  purpose  when  the 
Congress  meets  again  in  January  of 
1953.  I  have  fulfilled  that  pledge  today 
on  the  occasion  of  the  opening  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress. 

Prior  to  December  24,  1952.  the  law 
barred  members  of  all  totalitarian  or- 
ganizations from  entering  the  United 
States.  The  new  McCarran  Act  bars 
Communists  and  former  Communists 
from  entering  this  country.  It  appar- 
ently does  not  expressly  bar  Nazis  and 
Fascists  or  former  members  of  Nazi  or 
Fascist  organizations.  I  am  sure  that 
the  American  people  are  overwhelmingly 
opposed  to  nazism  and  fascism  as  well  as 
communism.  For  a  generation  now  our 
country  has  happily  been  free  of  the 
Nazi  virus.  We  should  not  Import  the 
seed  of  future  dissension  by  permitting 
indiscriminate  emigration  of  former 
Nazis  to  this  country.  Since  the  McCar- 
rsm  law  permits  them  to  come  In  It 
should  be  repealed  for  that  reason,  as 
well  as  lor  its  discriminatory  provisions 
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against  other  peoples  who  do  believe  in 
our  ideals  and  traditions  of  freedom. 

A  new  bill  should  be  written  with  a 
central  theme  of  welcoming  those  people 
who  have  in  the  past  aided  in  the  build- 
ing of  a  greater  and  better  America  and 
at  the  same  time  excluding  Communists. 
Nazis,  and  all  those  who,  by  their  acts  or 
convictions,  seek  to  destroy  our  great 
democracy. 

My  bill  Is  designed  to  restore  our  im- 
migration legislation  to  its  status  before 
December  24, 1952,  until  such  time  as  our 
Judiciary  Committees  report,  and  the 
Congress  enacts,  a  new  and  equitable  im- 
migration bill. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE 
HOUSE 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Mr.  speaker,  I 
ask  imanlmous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks,  and  that  they  may  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  McDoNOUGH  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.  ] 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  F>ermission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to : 

Mr.  DoLLivER  and  to  include  a  speech 
entitled  "The  Duties  of  a  Congressman." 

Mr.  CouDERT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
DoLuvER)  and  to  include  an  article  by 
Arthur  Krock  appearing  in  the  New 
York  Times. 

Mr.  KiLBURN  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Javits  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Sheehan  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Patterson. 

Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
editorial. 

Mr.  Bender  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  WoLVERTON  and  to  include  quota- 
tions. 

Mr.  Heselton  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  McDoNoucH  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Judd  in  two  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  in  three  In- 
-stances  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Lane  in  four  instances,  in  some  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Yorty  in  seven  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MULTER  in  five  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Machrowicz  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Celler  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Klein  in  four  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  thj  request  of  Mr. 
Priest  i  in  two  instances. 


Mr.  Rivers  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
clipping. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Fine]  may  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Record,  and  also,  Mr. 
Speaker,  tnat  I  may  insert  on  my  own 
behalf  a  sptcch  of  the  corporation  coun- 
sel of  the  city  ui  New  York. 

The  SPEAKErl.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Lucas  and  to  include  an  addres.s 
by  the  Honorable  R.  B.  Anderson,  of 
Vernon,  Tex. 

Mr.  PouLsoN  in  5even  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimou.s  con-sent  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Rabaut,  of 
Michigan,  indefiniLely.  on  account  of  ill- 
ness. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  aurreed  to:  accord- 
ingly (at  2  o'clock  and  31  minutes  p.  m  > 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Wednesday,  January  7,  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

245.  A  letter  from  the  Adjutant  General. 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans.  tran.smlttinK 
the  proceedings  of  the  Fifty-fourth  National 
Encampment  of  the  United  Spanish  W.ir 
Veterans,  held  In  Louisville,  Ky  ,  August  24. 
to  28.  1952.  pursuant  to  Public  Law  249, 
Seventy-seventh  Congress  (H  EKjc  No.  51): 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  with  illustrations 

246.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a  report  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952.  covering  the 
receipts,  expenditures,  and  work  of  the  agri- 
cultural experiment  stations  in  the  States. 
Alaska.  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico  under  the 
Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  and  supplementary 
acts,  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act.  1G52. 
approved  August  31.  1951.  the  Purnell  Act, 
approved  February  24,  1925  (43  Stat.  972 » . 
and  the  Adams  Act,  approved  March  16.  1906 
(34  Stat.  64i;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

247.  A  letter  from  the  president.  Gorgas 
Memorial  Institute  of  Tropical  and  Preven- 
tive Medlcuie.  Inc  ,  Gorgas  Memorial  Labora- 
tory, transmitting  the  twenty-fifth  annual 
report  of  the  work  and  operation  of  the  Gor- 
gas Memorial  Laboratory  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30.  1952,  pursuant  to  section  3  of 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  May  7,  1928 
(Public  Law  350.  70th  Cong.)  (H.  Doc  No. 
10 1 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

248.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  covering 
transactions  during  the  fiscal  year  1952.  for 
account  of  the  Pershing  Hall  Memorial 
Fund,  pursuant  to  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  28,  1935  (49  Stat.  426   sec   3)  " 


to   the   Committee   on   Oovernment   Opera- 
tions. 

249.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting 
copies  of  certificates  of  ascertainment  of  the 
electors  of  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  Statets  chosen  In  each  of  the 
States  on  November  4.  1952,  pursuant  to  the 
final  clause  of  section  6  of  title  3  of  the 
United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

250  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting 
f.ddltlonal  copies  of  certificates  of  ascertain- 
ment of  the  electors  of  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States  chosen  In 
each  of  the  Stales  on  November  4.  1952,  pur- 
suant to  the  final  clause  of  section  6.  title  3 
of  the  United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration. 

251  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting 
fidditional  certificates  of  ascertainment  ol 
the  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States  chosen  In  each  of  the 
States  on  November  4.  1952.  pursuant  to 
the  final  clause  of  section  6  of  title  3  of  the 
United  States  Code:  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

2£2  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
Slates  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission, 
transmitting  the  final  report  of  the  Motor 
Carrier  Clainvs  Commission,  pursuant  to  Pub- 
lic Law  880.  Eightieth  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

253  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  of  all  tort 
claims  paid  by  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior. I  u-suant  to  the  Federal  Tort  Claims 
Act  (  28  U  S  C  .  sec  2673  ) ;  to  the  (Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

2i34  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Gen- 
eral Services  Administrt^tion.  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proiK).sed  bill  entitled  a  bill  "To 
amend  further  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as 
amended",  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

255  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United 
St.-.tes  Tariff  Commission,  tiansmlltlng  the 
Thirty-sixth  Annual  Report  of  the  United 
States  Tariff  ComrnKsion.  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 3;J2  of  the  TarifT  Act  of  19„0;  to  the 
Cummitlee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


REPORTS      OF      COMMITTEES       ON 
PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.<;e  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printiriK  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  a.s  follows: 

Mr  BROWN  of  Georgia:  Joint  Committee 
on  Defense  Production  P^eport  pursuant  to 
section  712  ib)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950.  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept  No  1)  Relerred  U)  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  Stale  of  the  Union. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
i)ills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
.severally  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr  ANDREWS: 
H  R.  979  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  posi-cfflce  buildings  in  local 
communities  where  the  residents  purchase 
bonds  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  finance  the 
construction  cost,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr  ASPINALL: 
H  R.  980  A  bill  to  authorize  the  pur- 
chase of  land  and  Improvements  In  Gunnison 
County,  Colo,  to  facilitate  research  Into 
range  Improvement  and  range-land  man- 
agement In  the  Rocky  Mountain  area,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 
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By  Mr.  BAILEY: 

H.  R  981.  A  bill  to  continue  the  Improve- 
ment and  protection  of  the  natural  resources 
of  the  United  States  by  providing  for  the 
transfer  to  the  States  of  certain  lands  ac- 
quired under  the  Bankhead -Jones  Farm  Ten- 
ant Act  and  held  by  such  States  under  lease; 
to   the   Committee   on   Agriculture. 

H.  R.  982.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  with  reference  to  claims  arising 
out  of  the  death  of  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  as  the  result  of 
enemy  action  after  cessation  of  hostilities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 

Commerce.  

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 
H.  R.  983.  A  blU  to  provide  transportation 
on  Canadian  vessels  between  Skagway.  Alas- 
ka, and  other  points  In  Alaska,  between 
Haines,  Alaska,  and  other  points  In  Alaska, 
and  between  Hyder,  Alaska,  and  other  points 
In  Alaska,  or  the  continental  United  States, 
either  directly  or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for 
any  part  of  the  transportation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

H.  R.  984.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  gradual 
elimination  of  salmon  trajps  In  the  waters  of 
Alaska;  to  the  ConuiUttee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries.  

By  Mr.  BKNNBTT  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  985.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  time  of 
filing  Income-tax  returns,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H.  R.  986  A  bin  to  provide  that  presi- 
dential electors  shall  meet  on  the  third  Tues- 
day after  the  first  Monday  In  November;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

H  R.  987.  A  bill  to  permit  members  of  the 
Army,  Navy.  Air  Force.  Marine  Corps,  Coast 
Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Pub- 
lic Health  Service,  and  their  dependents,  to 
occupy  substandard  quarters  on  a  rental 
basis  without  loss  of  basic  allowance  for 
quarters;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  988.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  procure- 
ment and  installation  of  mechanism  for 
recording;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H  R.  989.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deten- 
tion and  prosecution  of  Communists  and 
former  Communists,  to  provide  that  peace- 
time espionage  may  be  punished  by  death, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  990.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Administra- 
tive Procedure  Act  so  as  to  prohibit,  under 
certain  conditions,  the  employment  of  a  for- 
mer employee  of  the  Federal  Government  by 
any  person,  concern,  or  government  other 
than  the  Federal  Oovernment;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BOGGS: 
H  R.  991.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  movlng-plcture  theater;  to  the  Committee 
on  Wavs  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio: 
H  R.  992.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Branch  of  the  Government;   to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  BUDGE: 
H.  R  993.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  to  Include  In  the  defi- 
nition of  "Agriculture"  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  ditches,  canals,  reservoirs,  and 
waterways  when  maintained  and  operated  for 
farming  purposes,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  094.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  Increase  from  $75  to  $100  per 
month  the  amount  which  may  be  earned 
without  loss  of  old-age  or  survivors  Insur- 
ance benefits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  995.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950  so  as  to  suspend  price 
and  wage  controls  until  the  President  or  the 
Congress  flnps  that  such  controls  are  needed; 
to  the  Committee  on  paniring  and  Currency. 


H.  R.  996.  A  bin  to  abolish  free  transmis- 
sion of  official  Government  mall  matter  and 
certain  other  mail  matter;  to  the  Committee 
on  Poet  Offlce  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  997.  A  bin  to  require  Federal  officers, 
agencies,  and  employees  to  act  In  accordance 
with  and  submit  to  the  laws  of  the  several 
States  relative  to  the  control,  appropriation, 
use,  and  distribution  of  water  and  providing 
that  the  United  States  shall  sue  and  be  sued 
In  the  courts  of  such  States  In  litigation 
arising  therefrom;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  998.  A  blU  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  to  the  Svate 
of  Idaho  for  certain  land;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H.  R.  899.  A  bin  to  extend  and  improve  the 
unemployment-compensation  program,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CHATHAM: 
H.  R.  1000.  A  bill  to  provide  funds  for 
cooperation  with  the  public-school  authori- 
ties of  PerEon  County.  N.  C,  in  the  construc- 
tion, extension,  and  improvement  of  pubUc- 
Bchool  facilities;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  ICOl.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  allow,  as  a  deduction 
from  gross  Income  under  section  23  ( p ) ,  any 
contribution  made  by  an  employer  to  a  profit, 
sharing  employees'  trust  within  90  days  after 
the  close  of  the  taxable  year  with  respect 
to  which  such  contribution  is  made;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 
H.  R.  1C02.  A  bill  to  provide  for  State  and 
local  taxation  of  real  property  which  is  owned 
by  the  United  States  and  leased  to  private 
persons,  and  to  prevent  the  leasing  of  real 
property  owned  by  the  United  States  for 
uses  which  violate  State  and/or  local  law, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1003.  A  bill  to  create  a  commission 
to  make  a  study  of  the  administration  of 
overseas  activities  of  the  Government,  and 
to  make  recommendations  to  Congress  with 
respect  thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

By  Mr.  CRUMP  ACKER: 
H.  R.  10C4.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  district  Judges  for  the  northern  and 
southern  districts  of  Indiana;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DEMPSEY: 
H.  R.  1005.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Fort  Union  National  Monu- 
ment In  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
H.  R.  1006.  A  bin  to  prohibit  discrimination 
In    emplo3maent    because    of    race,    religion, 
color,    national   origin,   or   ancestry;    to   the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  1007.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  honor- 
ary designation  of  St.  Ann's  Churchyard  in 
the  city  of  New  York  as  a  national  shrine;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1008.  A  bill  to  withhold  Federal  aid 
from  schools  which  discriminate  between 
students  by  reason  of  their  race,  color,  reli- 
gion, ancestry,  or  national  origin;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  1009.  A  bin  making  unlawful  the  re- 
quirement for  the  pa3rment  of  a  poll  tax  as 
a  prerequisite  to  voting  in  a  primary  or 
other  election  for  national  officers;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  1010.  A  bni  for  the  better  assurance 
of  the  protection  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  other  persons  within  the  several 
States  from  mob  violence  and  l3rnching,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
.Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1011.  A  blU  to  prohibit  race  segrega- 
tion in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serrloes. 


H.  R.  1012.  A  bin  to  provide  that  Federal 
funds  shall  not  be  used  for  loans,  grants,  or 
other  flnanclai  assistance  to  provide  housing 
with  respect  to  which  there  is  any  discrimi- 
nation against  occupancy  on  account  of  race, 
reUgion,  color,  ancestry,  or  national  origin; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  1013.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  (U.  S.  C,  title  49,  sec.  3  (1) ), 
so  as  to  prohibit  the  segregation  of  passen- 
gers on  account  of  race  or  color;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 
H.  R.  1014.  A  bin  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  1015.  A  bin  to  amend  title  18,  Crimi- 
nal Code,  to  declare  certain  papers,  pam- 
phlets, books,  pictures,  and  writings  non- 
maUable,  to  provide  a  penalty  for  mailing 
same,  and  for  other  pvuposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1016.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  hon- 
orary designation  of  St.  Ann's  Churchyard  in 
the  city  of  New  York  as  a  national  shrine; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1017.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  FORD: 
H.  R.  1018.  A  bin  to  provide  a  deduction, 
for  income-tax  purposes,  of  losses  and  certain 
other  expenses  caused   by  abnormally   high 
water  levels  in  the  Great  Lakes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PRAZIER: 
H.  R.  1019.  A  bin  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1020.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  joint  reso- 
lution of  Jime  22,  1942,  so  as  to  emphasize 
that  pictures  and  representations  of  the  fiag. 
as  well  as  the  fiag  Itself,  should  never  be  used 
for  advertising  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 
H.  R.  1021.  A  bill  to  amend  section  127  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  and  other 
statutes  relating  to  the  deduction  of  war 
losses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1022.  A  bin  authorizing  appoint- 
ments to  the  United  States  MUitary  Acad- 
emy and  the  United  States  Naval  Academy 
of  sons  of  certain  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  who  died  as  a  direct  result  of  active 
service  on  or  after  June  27,  1950;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  1023.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shaU  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving- picture  theater;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1024.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  to  moving-picture  theaters 
shall  be  cut  in  half  on  July  1,  1953.  and 
shall  be  eliminated  on  July  1,  1954;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1025.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  uniforms 
for  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  OCace  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 
H.  R.  1026.  A   bill   to    amend   the   Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  provide  medical,  sur- 
gical, and  dental  treatment  and  hospitaliza- 
tion for  certain  officers  and  employees  of  the 
former  Lighthouse  Service;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By   Mr.   HAND: 
H.  R.  1027.  A  bin   to  require  approval  by 
Congress  of  executive   agreements   with  re- 
spect to  the  reduction  of  tariff  rates  l>efore 
the  same  become  effective;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1028.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  provide  that  espio- 
nage and  advodhUng  the  overthrow  of  the 
Oovernment  by  force  or  violence  than  be 
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capUAl  offenses  at  all  times;   to  the  Oom« 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1029.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion and  credit  of  contributions  or  sub- 
scription charges  to  certain  prepayment 
health  service  plans  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Federal  income  tax,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1030.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  to  make  loans 
to  States,  municipalities,  and  otlier  polit- 
ical subdivisions  of  States  for  the  copstruc- 
tion  of  devices  for  protection  of  property 
from  storms,  floods,  or  erosion;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  1031.  A  bill  authorizing  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  work  of  improvement  for  pur- 
poses of  beach  erosion  control  at  Atlantic 
City,  N.  J.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

H.  R.  1032.  A  bUl  to  establish  a  National 
Superhighway  Commission  to  provide  for 
plans  and  siirveys  for  the  construction  of  a 
national  superhighway  system;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  1033.  A  bill  to  amend  the  rules  per- 
taining to  the  display  and  use  of  the  flag 
of  the  United  States  of  America  by  requiring 
the  display  of  the  flag  of  the  United  States 
of  America  whenever  any  other  flag  or  f>en- 
nant  Is  displayed;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1034.  A  bill  to  terminate  the  war-tax 
rates  on  certain  miscellaneous  excise  taxes, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1035.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  act  of  February  10,  1939;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  1036.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  local 
boards  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall 
make  available  for  publication  certain  In- 
formation about  persons  Inducted,  deferred, 
or  exempted;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

H.  R.  1037.  A  bUl  to  establish  the  Green 
River  Canyons  National  Park,  In  the  States 
of  Colorado  and  Utah,  from  a  portion  of  the 
Dinosaur  National  Monument,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   Affairs. 

H.  R.  1038.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  or  maintenance  of  any  proj- 
ect for  the  storage  or  delivery  of  water 
^  within  or  affecting  any  national  park  or 
monument;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1039.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Instal- 
lation and  utilization  of  electrical  equipment 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  for  record- 
ing and  counting  votes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  1040.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925,  so  as  to  re- 
quire that  motor  vehicles  operated  for  pleas- 
ure purposes  In  the  District  of  Columbia  by 
minors,  licensed  to  drive  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  carry  emblems  or  devices 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  motor 
vehicles  are  being  operated  by  minors;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  R.  1041.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
c\irity  Act  to  provide  a  direct  Federal  pen- 
sion of  at  least  $100  per  month  to  all  Ameri- 
can citizens  who  have  been  citizens  10  years 
or  over,  to  be  prorated  according  to  the  cost 
of  living  as  on  January  3,  1953;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 

H.  R.  1042.  A  bill  to  provide  biweekly  pay 
periods    for    postmasters,    officers,    and    em- 
ployees  in   the   postal    field   service;    to   the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.   LESINSKI: 

H.  R.  1043.  A  bill  to  restore  to  civilian  of- 
ficers and  employees  of  the  United  Stales 
and   of   the   government   of   the   District   of 
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leave;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1044.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  provide  annuities  for  widows 
of  certain  former  Federal  employees  who 
had  rendered  25  years  of  service;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1045.  A  bin  to  protect  the  civU- 
servlce  retirement  rights  of  hospitalized  vet- 
erans In  service-connected  cases;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1046.  A  bill  relating  to  the  rate  of 
postage  on  certain  publications  entered  as 
second-class  matter  prior  to  June  28,  1932; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  1047.  A    bill    to   provide   pension    for 
certain  widows  of  recipients  of  the  Medal  of 
Honor;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By   Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa: 

H.  R.  1048.  A  bill  to  create  the  Interoceanic 
Canals  Commission,  and  fur  other  purjxjses; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

H.  R.  1049.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  na- 
tional defense  through  the  acquisition  of 
domestically  produced  manganese  ores  and 
concentrates  essential  to  the  manufacture 
of  supplies  and  material  for  the  Armed  Forces 
In  time  of  emergency,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr    MILLER  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  1050  A  bill  to  amend  section  459  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1051.  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and 
procedure  In  connection  with  construction 
contracts  made  by  executive  agencies,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    MORANO: 

H.  R.  1052.  A  bill  to  amend  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937  so  as  to  permit 
persons  engaged  in  national  defense  activi- 
ties to  occupy  dwellings  in  housing  projects 
developed  under  that  act  In  critical  defense 
housing  areas  without  regard  to  the  Income 
limitations  contained  In  that  act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  PATTEN: 

H.  R.  1053.  A  bill  to  erect  a  suitable  shrine 
on  the  U  S.  S.  Arizona  at  Pearl  Harbor  In 
memory  of  the  crew  killed  in  the  Japanese 
attack  on  December  7,  1941;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  1054.  A  bill  to  promote  the  rehabilita- 
tion of  the  Papago  Tribe  of  Indians  and  a 
better  utilization  of  the  resources  of  the 
Papago  Tribe,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Conunlttee   on   Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1055.  A  bill  to  terminate  Federal  dis- 
criminations against  the  Indians  of  Arizona; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1056.  A  bill  to  establish  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Davis-Monthan  Field, 
Tucson,  Ariz.;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R  1057.  A  bill  to  transfer  the  adminis- 
tration of  health  services  for  Indians  and  the 
operation  of  Indian  hospitals  to  the  Public 
Health  Service:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 

H.  R.  1058.  A  bill  to  suspend  certain  Imoort 
taxes  on  copper;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  PERKINS: 

H.  R.  1059.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal- 
income-ta.x  exemption  of  a  taxpayer  from 
$600  to  $800;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1060.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appro- 
priation of  funds  to  assist  the  States  and 
Territories  In  financing  a  minimum  founda- 
tion education  program  of  public  elementary 
and  secondary  schools,  and  In  reducing  the 
Inequalities  of  educational  opportunities 
through    public    elementary    and    secondarv 


purposes;    to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 

H  R  1061.  A  bill  to  establish  the  name  of 
Klser  Glacier  on  Mount  Baker.  Wash  ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R  1062.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries  and 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control 
of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1063.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on 
the  State  of  California  with  respect  to  of- 
fenses committed  on  Indian  reservations 
within  such  State;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1064  A  bill  to  create  a  committee  to 
study  and  evaluate  public  and  private  ex- 
periments In  weather  modification;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce 

H  R  1065    A  bill  to  recognize  naval  service 
pertormed    in    sweeping    the    North    Sea    of 
mines   in    1919    as   service    in   World    War   I; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr    PRIEoT: 

H  R  1066  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and 
procedure  In  connection  with  construction 
contracts  made  by  executive  agencies,  and  for 
other  purposes,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H  R  1067,  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  make  and  pub- 
lish rules  for  procedure  on  review  of  deci- 
sions of  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1068.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankruptcy 
Act.  approved  July  1.  1898,  and  acts  amenda- 
tory thereof  and  supplementary  thereto;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1069.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  regarding  published  articles 
and  broadcasts  by  foreign  agents;  to  the 
Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1070.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  to  the  Commlllee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  RICHARDS: 

H  R.  1071.  A  bill  to  consolidate  and  revise 
the  laws  governing  mutual  defense  assistance 
and  related  foreign -aid  programs,  and  to  au- 
thorize appropriations  for  such  programs  for 
the  fiscal  year  1954,  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign   Aff;ilrs. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 

H  R  1072.  A"  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  athletic  and  certain  other  events,  where 
the  proceeds  inure  exclusively  to  the  benefit 
of  a  community  chest;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and   Means. 

H  R.  1073.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  acts  of  September  23,  1950,  and 
September  30.  1950,  providing  financial  as- 
sistance to  local  educational  agencies,  so  as 
to  remove  discrimination  against  larger 
school  districts;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

H.  R.  1074.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Veterans'  Administration  dom- 
iciliary facility  at  Fort  Logan.  Colo.;   to  the 
Committee  on   Veterans"   Affairs. 
By    Mrs.   ST.    GEORGE: 

H.  R.  1075.  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits 
of  the  Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Act 
to  certain  volunteer  firemen  Injured  while 
performing  duty  as  firemen  on  property  un- 
der the  exclusive  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Latior. 

H  R  1076.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  Federal  Government  by  providing  for 
the  Improvement  of  the  training  of  Federal 
civilian  officers  and  employees;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  1077.  A  bill  to  provide  a  recruitment 
procedure  for  the  competitive  civil  service  in 
ordf 
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other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1078.  A  bill  to  provide  that  persons 
who  served  In  the  W(»nen's  Army  Auxiliary 
Corps,  under  certain  conditions,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  in  the  active  military 
service  for  the  purposes  of  laws  administered 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SHAFER: 
H  R.  1079.  A  bill  to  estebllsh  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Kellogg  Airport  and 
Fort  Custer,  Mich.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1080.  A  bill  granting  cost-of-living 
Increases  to  certain  members  and  former 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  are  now 
or  hereafter  receiving  or  entitled  to  receive 
retired,  retirement,  or  equivalent  pay  by  rea- 
son of  physical  disability;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  STEED: 
H.  R.  1081.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 15,  1923,  to  release  certain  rights  and 
Interests  of  the  United  States  in  and  to  cer- 
tain lands  conveyed  to  the  city  of  Chandler, 
Okla.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
nxlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1082.  A  bill  to  establish  a  temporary 
commission  to  investigate  the  costs  and  ef- 
fects of  watershed  programs  for  flood  control 
in  agricultural  watersheds;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  1083.  A  bin  to  prohibit  an  Individual 
from  traveling  in  Interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce In  connection  with  the  abandonment 
of  his  dependent  child;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1084.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  require  State  agencies  in  de- 
termining need  to  disregard  the  value  of  land 
held  in  trust  for  Indians;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1085.  A  bill  to  amend  section  23  of 
the  act  of  April  26,  1906,  In  order  to  remove 
permanently  the  limitation  in  such  section 
permitting  full-blooded  Indians  to  devise 
real  property  without  regard  to  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Oklahoma  with  respect  to  wills; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1088.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Markham  Perry  project  on 
the  Grand  River  In  Oklahoma  by  the  Grand 
River  Dam  Authority,  an  instrumentality  of 
the  State  of  Oklahoma;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 
H.  R.  1087.  A  bill  to  permit  the  enlistment 
of  persons  convicted  under  the  Youthful  Of- 
fender Act  of  the  State  of  New  York;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1088.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition and  preservation,  as  a  part  of  the 
National  Park  Service,  of  the  building  for- 
merly owned  by  "Uncle  Sam"  Wilson,  which 
is  located  at  144  Ferry  Street,  Troy,  N.  Y.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr,  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  1089.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Hartwr  Workers'  Compensation 
Act  to  increase  the  maximum  benefits  pro- 
vided by  such  act  and  to  extend  Its  provi- 
sions to  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Conunlttee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  TRIMBLE: 
H.  R.  1090.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Federal 
Pro{>erty  and  Adndnistrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Adminis- 
trator of  General  Services  to  enter  into  lease- 
pvu-chase  agreements  to  provide  for  the  lease 
to  the  United  States  of  real  property  and 
structures  for  terms  of  more  than  6  years  but 
not  in  excess  of  25  years  and  for  acquisition 
of  title  to  such  properties  and  structures  by 
the  United  States  at  or  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease  terms,  and  for  other  pur- 


By  Mr.  VAN  PELT: 
R.  R.  1091.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  to  provide 
a  per  diem  allowance  for  uncompensated 
persotmel  of  the  Selective  Service  System  in 
certain  cases;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 

Services.  

By  Mr.  WATTS : 
H.  R.  1082.  A  bUl  to  increase  the  personal- 
income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  tor  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
$600  to  $1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 
H.  R.  1093.  A  bin  to  terminate  the  tax  on 
admissions  to  theaters;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1094.  A  bill  to  terminate  the  tax  on 
admissions:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1095.  A  bill  to  appropriate  $2,400,000 
for  the  study  of  the  causes  of  the  vesicular 
exanthema  and  assistance  in  its  eradication; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

H.  R.  1098.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction, operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
Canton  reclamation  project,  Oklahoma,  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1097.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  initial  phase  of  the  Washita 
River  Basin  reclamation  project,  Oklahoma; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CRUMP  ACKER: 
H.  J.  Res.  86.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  erf  the  United  States  to  pro- 
claim October  11.  1953,  General  Pulaski's 
Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and  com- 
memoration of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen. 
Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlclarv. 

By  Mr.  GORDON: 
H.  J.  Res.  87.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  proclaim  October  11.  1953,  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAG  EN  of  Minne:;otat 
H.  J.  Res.  88.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment    to    the    Constitution    of    the 
United  States  relating  to  the  term  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    PERKINS: 
H.  J.  Res.  89.  Joint     resolution     providing 
that   certain    mineral   leases   issued    by    the 
States  covering  the  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  shall  remain  In  force  and 
effect,  and  that  others  shall  be  Issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  that  the  royal- 
ties from  all  such  leases  shall  be  used  for 
grants-fn-ald    of    primary,    secondary,    and 
higher   education,   and   for  other   purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H.  J.  Res.  90.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment    to    the    Constitution    of    the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for  men 
and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  J.  Res.  91.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  relating  to 
the  terms  of  office  of  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court    of    the    United    States    and    inferior 
courts;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  lUinols: 
H.  J.  Res.  92.  Joint  resolution  propoeing  an 
amendment    to    the    Constitution    of    the 
United  States  providing  for  the  election  of 
President  and  Vice  President;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SHAFER: 
H.  J.  Res.  93.  Joint   resolution   authorizing 
the  American  Battle  Monuments  Gommis 
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the  battle  between  the  Bon  Homme  RicKarA 
and  the  ScTapis;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  94.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Amferican  Battle  lafonuments  Commission 
to  prepare  plans  for,  erect,  and  maintain  a 
suitable  memorial  to  Conunodore  Stephen 
Decatur;  to  the  Comimlttee  on  Foreign  Af« 
fairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  96,  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  American  Battle  Monuments  Commis- 
slon  to  prepare  plans  for,  erect,  and  main- 
tain a  suitable  monument  commemorating 
the  great  sea  battle  between  the  Aldbam.a 
and  the  Kearaage;  to  the  Committee  on  For* 
eign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 
H.  J.  Res.  98.  Joint  resolution   establishing 
a  Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Conunlsslon  for  the 
purpoee  of  making  uniform  laws  pertaining 
to  operation,  ownership,  and  control  of  motor 
vehicles;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HAND: 
H.  Con.  Res.  14.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  celebration  of  holidays  on  Mon- 
days; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  Con.  Res.  15.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  holding  of  a  plebiscite  in  the 
Free  Territory  of  Trieste;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr,  UTT: 
H.  Con.  Res.  16.  Concurrent  resolution  re- 
questing the  Attorney  General  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  to  observe  the  provisions 
and  intent  of  the  act  of  Congress,  section 
208   (d),  Department  of  Justice  Appropria- 
tion Act  1953,  and  susi>end  the  further  prose- 
cuting of  the  action  pending  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  lor  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of   California,  Southern  Division,  en- 
titled "United  States  of  America  v.  FalJbroote 
Public  Utility  District  and  others";   to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAND: 
H.  Res.  42.  Resolution  authorizing  and  di- 
recting the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
to  make  a  study  of  the  relationship  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  States  In 
all  fields,  with  special  reference  to  the  field 
of  taxation:  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  43,  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  Investigate 
and  study  the  desirability  and  feasibility  of 
a  national  retirement  system;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  44.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  expenses  of  the  Investigation  and  study 
authorized  by  House  Resolution  43;  to  th« 
Committee  on  House  Admlnistratloiu 
By  Mr.  JAVrrS: 
H.  Res.  45.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
nrerce  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
study  and  investigate  interstate  motor-vehi- 
cle accident  and  Insurance  rates,  safety,  and 
barriers  to  Interstate  motor-vehicle  opera- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  46.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  expenses  of  the  investigation  and  study 
authorized  by  House  Resolution  45;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  Res.  47.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  to  in- 
vestigate and  study  the  administration  of 
the  Buy  American  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H.  Res.  48.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  investi- 
gate and  report  upon  the  policies  and  prac- 
tices of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in 
the  leasing  or  other  disposition  of  Alaskan 
coal  lands:   to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  49.  Resolution  authorizing  a  bl- 
eimial  audit  by  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller 
General,  of  the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Clerk,  tha 
rw-u->T-VA«rM>r    t.h*  Ri>nr«&nt  at  Arms,  and  the 
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and  far  othar  purpoMa;  to  th«  ConvmlUee  on 
TTfinrft   AdmtnlntraiUon. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  Bw.  50.  RmoIuUoq  autlioiiBlsg  the 
CommHt«e  on  tbe  Judiciary  to  conduct 
■tudlas  and  Inveatlgatlona  relating  to  mat- 
teis  within  It*  jurladlctUm;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Bulea. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida: 

B.  Bea.  61.  Reac^utlon  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Bepreeentatlvee,  *o  ae  to  per- 
mit two  or  more  Members  to  Introduce  joint- 
ly any  public  bill,  menun'lal.  or  resolution; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Bea.  62.  Resolution  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  to  require  the  yeas  and  nays  in 
the   case   of   final   action   on   appropriation 
bUls;   to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H.  Bes.  63.  Resolution  providing  for  a  resi- 
dence for  pages:  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legts- 
latore  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  me- 
morlaHzing  the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  relative  to  mutual-aid 
and  defense  compacts  made  and  entered  Into 
by  the  State  of  South  Dakota  and  the  States 
of  Oklahoma.  Oregon.  New  Jersey,  Califor- 
nia, Delaware,  Montana,  Pennsylvania.  Ari- 
zona, Massachusetts.  Florida,  Texas,  Nevada, 
and  W3romlng;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr.    ALBERT: 
H.  R,  1098.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Glovan- 
nlna  Echelie;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr.   ANDREWS: 
H.  R.  1089.  A  bUl  to  include  as  Spanish- 
American  War  service  under  laws  adminis- 
tered by  the  Veterans'  Administration  cer- 
tain service  rendered  by  Stephen  Swan  Ogle- 
tree  during   the  Spanish- American   War;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   A8PINALL: 
H.  R.  11  CO.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  A. 
Pfarogov;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    AUCHINCLOSS: 
H.  R.  1101.  A   bin   for  the   relief  of  Daniel 
Robert  Leary;  to  the  Committee  en  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
H.  R.  1102.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Leon 
Lawrence   Hamb;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOYKIN: 
H.  R.1103.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of   Maria 
Buffonl  and  Emma  Botta;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   BRYSON: 
H.  R.  1104.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evoggelos 
Mpompotsis;  to  the  Committee  on  tlie  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  1105.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vacelllos 
Eonidltsiotis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
Ci£iry. 

Mr.   CANNON: 

H.R.  1106.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hanne- 
lore  Mayerl  Pulbright;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHATHAM: 

H.R.  1107.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  1108.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yoshl 
Tamaguchl  and  her  minor  child;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.   CLARDT: 

B.B.  11<«.  A  bill  fc»  the  relief  of  Pu  Lun 
Chlen  and  Helen  S.  Chlen;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.R.  1110.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Matllde 
Monoz  Tf.mayo;    to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  CHJJri'KlXA: 

H.R.  1111.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Augiuta  Sala;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  1112.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Elvira  Stornelli;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

By  Mr.  TEANE: 

H.  R.  1113.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  N. 
Olannacopoulos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

By  Mr.  ENOLE: 

H.R.  1114.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wright 
H.  Huntley;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  FINE: 

H.R.  1115.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Suhula  Adata;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

H.R.  1116.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Artur 
Swlslocki  or  Arthur  Svlslotzkl;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1117.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  lefral 
guardian  of  Beatrice  Merser,  a  minor;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FTNE   (by  request)  : 

H.R,  1118.  A   bin   for   the   relief   of   Bugen 
Berde,  Rosalia  Berde.  and  Olga  Berde;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 

H.  R.  1 1 19.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arousslan 
Agoplan  and  Tacor  Agopian;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FIND: 

H.R.  1120.  A  bill  for   the   relief  of   Lester 
Ellott;    to  the   Committee  on  the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FRAZIER: 

H.  R.  1121.  A  bill  to  give  proper  recognition 
to  the  distinguished  service  of  Col.  James  C. 
Kimbrough,  to  the  CommlUee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  GAnM.\TZ: 

H.R.  1122.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  P.-iul 
Dimitrlu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Juaic;;kry. 

H.R.  1123.   A  bill  for  the  lawful  aUmisciun 
of  Augu.=it  Soo  and  Hilda  Vaikjaiv  Sco,  to  tlie 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GATHING3: 

H.R.  1124.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  G-^rda 
Goerauch;  to  the  Committee  ou  Uie  JuUi- 
ciary. 

Bv   Mr.   HAND: 

H.R.  1125  A  mil  for  the  re'.lef  of  Mitpu 
Nakamur.i;  to  tiie  CommuLee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

H.R.  1128.  A  bill  tu  authorize  the  trans- 
fer to  the  regents  of  the  Uai^ersiiy  of  Call- 
furnla.  f..r  a^r.cultural  purposes,  of  certain 
real  pro^v^rty  in  Napa  County.  CalU.;  to  tUe 
Comniitt  'e   un   Agriculture. 

H.  R.  1!27.  A  bill  t  i  validate  a  conveyance 
of  certali.  latids  by  the  Central  Paciflc  Rail- 
way Co.,  md  its  le.^.^'ee.  Southern  Pacific  Co., 
to  the  Union  Ice  Co.  and  Edward  B  irbera; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr   JONES  of  Alabama: 

H  R.  1128.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Serre- 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  l.ssue  to  Jake  Alexander 
a  patent  in  fee  to  certain  lands  in  the  State 
of  Alabai-na:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  JUDD: 

H  R.  1  !■_>:).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kntlna 
Panat^iot:  Piillis  and  Theodore  Panaeiotou 
J-lfJlts:    to    the  Committee   on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R   n:)0.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  G-'lda  I. 
Stegner;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 

H.  R,  i:  31.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Varcaro:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H  R.  1132  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alessan- 
dro  DeSanto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 


By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H  R  1133    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Dason 
Equipment  Corp.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1134.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Equitable 
Infants  Wear.  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R  1135.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Fritz 
Schncewelss;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  1136.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Katar- 
zyna  Pienkos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  11S7.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Melllch 
and  Eta  Goldstein  and  daughter,  Yochewed 
Goldstein;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  1138  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Samu 
Metsels:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H  R  1139  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  lochok 
Fajncajg  and  Chaja  Fajncajg;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1140.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  leak  and 
Oelas  Outweln;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  1141.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  OronUlav 
Vydaevtch    and    Leonid    Zankowsky;    to   th« 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KLUCZYNSKl: 

H  R  1142  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Antonio 
Fszio,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtidlclary. 

H  R   1143    A    bin    for   the    relief   of    Mary 
F.anclna    Marconi,    Fernanda    Guzzl.    Anna 
Ferraro,  Mary  Laudano,  and  Julia  PUano;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 

H  R  1144.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Martha 
Farab;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    LESINSKI: 

H  R.  1145  A  bill  fur  the  relief  of  Moham- 
mad Wall  Khan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  l'l46.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  NawazUh 
All  Khan:  to  the  Committee  on  tiie  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McDCNQTJGH: 

H  R.  1147  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ahmad 
rarwL-h  AbdalUh.  tu  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Ey  Mr    MILLER  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  lua.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonlno 
Cangii  !osl    (or    Antliuny    Con*ola).    to    the 
C'  mmittoe  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    NORBL.'iD: 

H  R  lUD.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Urho 
Paavo  Pat</koskl.   his   wife,    and    their   three 
chilcLrcn,  to  the  Committee  nn  the  Judiciary. 
Dy  Mr    O'lIARA  of  Illinois; 

n.  R  1150  A  bill  for  the  rcll'?f  of  Albert 
Pa:  5hl  Kot.ayashl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Jaairiary. 

H  R   1151     A  bin  frr  the  relief  of  Eugene 
li  >:Tnian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary-. 
Bv  Mr    POT'LSON: 

IT  R  1152  A  bin  fnr  the  relief  of  wmip.m 
F  Fr;edm:'n:  to  the  Committee  en  the  Judl- 
clnry 

H  R  n.Sl  A  bin  for  the  renef  of  Luis 
Fd'iardo  Equl/nb.i!.  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Jr;flir!ary 

H  n  1154  A  MU  for  the  r^^llef  of  Robert 
B  C  (per.  to  tl.e  t'l  inmiitee  on  the  Judl- 
ci.'iry 

H  R  US';  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Phul-fon^  Lee  Kwonp,  Knl-pond  Kwone.  and 
Kai-Lal  Kwonj^;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

H  R  n.-ie  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
H  Biirney;  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary 

H  R  li:,7  A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Herbert 
R  )8Coe  M.Lrtm,  to  the  Cotiimlltee  on  the  Ju- 
dlcKixy. 

H  R.  1158  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gulseppe 
Pi8.sore;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlclarv. 

H  R  1169  A  bill  fi>r  the  relief  of  Mlhal 
Patrlrhl  and  Victoria  Vlorlca  Patrlchl;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  116U,  A  bill  lor  Uie  relief  of  Cornelio 
and  Lucia  TequlUu;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  1161.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Wong 
Gcok  Yintj;  to  the  Committee  un  the  Judi- 
ciary. 


H.R.  1163.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Irving 
PolonofT;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.R.  1183.  A   bill    for  the   relief  of   Betty 
Jean  York;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  1164.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Leopold 

Danlhel:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1166.  A  bill  iot  the  relief  of  Beatrice 

De  Pra  lannantouono;  to  the  Committee  ou 

the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1166.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Magda- 
len a  P.  Bristol;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  1167.  A  bl  1  for  the  relief  of  W.   A. 

Sampeel:  to  the  Oimmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1168.  A  bll  for  the  relief  of  Abdel- 

Jawad  Mohamad  £>alameh;  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1160.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Edwin 
M.  Lamb:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexan- 
der Chebotnlagin;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  1171.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr«. 
Wal-Jan  Low  Foag:  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1172.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Basil 
Jamil  Harb;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  1173.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helena 

Lubke;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1174.  A    b.ll    for    the    relief   of    Yoko 

Todorokl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1175.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mllorad 

Otasevlc:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1176.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Kayed 

Muea  Salem  Parliat;   to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  1177.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Oregorlo 
Mario  Bernardlnl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1178.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aurtna 
Oarcla  Balle;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  1179.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Victor 
Michael  Ivanov  and  htn.  Zlnalda  Alezsan- 
drovna  Ivanov;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1180.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Virgn  N. 
Wing:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H    R.   1181.  A  tin  for  the  relief  of  Agnes 
Alberta  R.  Nixon  FYancis;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RE3D  of  lUinois: 
H.  R.  1182.  A  bll  for  the  relief  of  Henry  J. 
Krueger;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.   1183.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karol 
Herse  and  his  wife,  Maria;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RC><3ERS  of  Colorado: 
H  R.  1184.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Den- 
ver Live  Stock  B::change:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1186.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Valerie  M.  Schmlodeke;  to  the  Copamittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1186.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Astrld 
Ingeborg  Marque;!;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H  R.  1187    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mother 
Anna   DlOlorgl;    to   the   Committee  on   the 
Judiciary 

By  Mrs    ST.  GEORGE: 
H.R.  1188.  A   MU   for   the   relief   of   Anita 
Bloom:   to  the  Conmilttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCOTT: 
H.R.  1189.  A   bin   for  the  relief   of   NJdeh 
Hovhanlsslan  Aslanlan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1190.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Rene 
Rachell  Luyse  Kiiblcek;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

II.  R  1191,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pran- 
clska  Gruber;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SHAKER: 
H  R.  1192.  A   uni    for  the   relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanaki,    to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


H.R.  1193.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helga  Joeefa  Wiley;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  1194.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  A.  C. 
Israel  Commodity  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1195.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gunther 
Johannes  (John)  Rathnow;  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1196.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hans  V. 

Dlemlsse;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1197.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Michel  J. 

Constantlndls;    to   the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1 198.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Patrlc 
Dorian  Patterson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  8HEPPARD: 
H.R.  1199.  A    bni    for    the    relief    of    Mte 
Kunlyoshl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1200.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Ronald  J. 
Palmer  and  Ronda  Kay  Palmer;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  8TAUFFEB: 
R.  R.  1201.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Victoria 
CUta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  STEED: 
H.  R.  1202.  A   bin   for   the  relief    of   Alan 
Keith  Stanfleld;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H,  R.  1203.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  conveyance 
of  certain  property  in  Shawnee,  Okla..  by 
quitclaim  deed,  to  Alfred  P.  Hunter;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
H.  R.  1204.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Con- 
stantinoB  PapavasUiou;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  1205.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Tuklo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1206.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Yoshlko 

Kaneko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1207.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Margarete 

Bauer  and  her  Infant  son;  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1208.  A  bin  for   the  relief  of  Paolo 
Danesl;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 
H.  R.  1209.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Styllanos 
Harlambidis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  VORYS: 
H.  R.  1210.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Mollicone;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.R.  1211,  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Isak 
Benmuvhar;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1212.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Emanuel 
Frangescos;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.R  1213.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
DeWltt    Janes;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1214.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Schaltel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  January  7, 1953 

(.Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  January  6, 
1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Eternal  Ood,  whose  years  have  no  be- 
ginning or  ending,  replenish  us,  we  be- 
seech Thee,  with  Thy  sustaining  and  re- 
straining grace,  as  our  feet  tread  the 
uncertain  ways  of  the  new  year.    As  we 


go  foi-ward  into  the  unknown  future, 
the  past  inspires  us.  We  are  grateful 
for  the  great  traditions  of  which  we  are 
heirs.  We  are  conscious  of  the  cloud  of 
witnesses  out  of  heroic  yesterdays,  who 
look  down  upon  us  from  the  sacred  spaces 
of  this  white  dome  of  each  patriot's  de- 
votion. We  are  conscious,  too,  of  a 
listening  world,  hoping  In  its  agony  as 
in  these  halls  of  state  Is  being  designed 
the  global  shape  of  things  to  come.  We 
would  be  the  true  servants  of  Thy  will 
in  this  troubled  time,  and  in  Thy  will 
alone  can  we  find  our  own  peace  and 
peace  for  the  world;  for  Thine  is  the 
kingdom,  and  the  power,  and  the  glory. 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tapt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday,  Jan- 
uary 6,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


ANNUAL  MESSAGE  OP  THE  PRESI- 
DENT OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
(H.  DOC.  NO.  1) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  read  by  the 
legislative  clerk. 

(Por  President's  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  today.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  mes- 
sage of  the  President  will  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
conferred  with  the  majority  leader,  and 
it  meets  with  his  approval  for  me  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  at  this  time  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not  object, 
I  understand  that  that  was  the  agree- 
ment which  the  majority  leader  had 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  It  was 
then  the  purpose  of  the  majority  leswler 
to  ask  for  a  quorum  call  and  request 
unanimous  consent  for  the  transaction 
of  certain  routine  business  such  as  the 
introduction  of  bills,  resolutions,  and  so 
forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  will 
come  later.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  if  he 
will  yield  in  order  that  I  may  introduce 
a  resolution.  It  will  take  only  a  few 
moments. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object.  I  would  say  that  imme- 
diately after  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
completes  his  speech,  there  will  be  a 
unanimous-consent  request  made  to  per- 
mit the  introduction  of  bills,  resolutions, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Will  that  be  before 
the  quorum  call? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  will  be  im- 
mediately after  the  quorum  call. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Senator 
fran  Oregon  1b  reoogniaed  for  10  min- 
utes. 

CX>MMENTS  ON  THE  PRESIDENT'S 
MESSAGE 

Mr.  MORSZ.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
rise  to  comment  on  the  President's  mes- 
sage to  the  Congress;  I  merely  rose  to 
a  question  of  personal  privilege.  How- 
ever, I  am  so  deeply  moved  by  the  mes- 
sage of  the  President  that  I  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words  about  it.  I  think 
we  have  listened  to  a  great  historic 
statement,  which  is,  in  my  opinion,  the 
greatest  message  President  Truman  has 
sent  to  the  Congress;  indeed,  I  regard 
it  as  one  of  the  greatest  messages  ever 
sent  to  the  Congress  by  any  President 
in  our  history.  It  is  dramatic  in  its 
ideals,  reassuring  in  its  goals,  inspiring 
in  its  appeals  to  patriotic  duty,  and  con- 
vincing in  its  citizenship  challenge. 

In  my  judgment,  it  is  a  fitting  vale- 
dictory of  a  President  who  I  am  con- 
vinced, in  the  judgment  of  history,  will 
be  a  much  greater  President  than  his 
critics  now  reaUze  or  appreciate. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  desire  to  refer 
to  another  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


ASSIGNMENTS  TO  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  turning 
to  the  subject  to  which  I  wish  to  address 
myself  for  the  remainder  of  the  10  min- 
utes, I  think  it  is  only  fair  and  courteous 
for  me  to  announce  to  my  colleagues  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  today, 
before  plans  for  reorganization  of  the 
Senate  have  been  completed,  that  I  ask 
for  my  assignments  to  committees  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  as  a  Member  of  a 
minority  party.  I  ask  for  my  assign- 
ments to  committees  in  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  in  keeping  with  what  I  think 
my  rights  as  a  member  of  a  minority 
party  are.  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1947.  I  am  neither  a  Republican  nor 
a  Democrat.  I  stand  in  American  poli- 
tics today  as  an  Independent. 

I  have  a  great  many  warm  personal 
friends  among  Senators  on  this  side  of 
the  aisle.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  also 
on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle,  and 
I  have  no  wish  or  desire  because  of  my 
position  in  American  politics  today  to 
embarrass    any    of    my    friends.     Some 
Members  on  the  Republican  side  of  the 
aisle  have  talked  to  me  in  confidence  and 
intimacy  in  regard   to  the  position  in 
^hich  they  find  themselves  as  members 
of  the  Republican  Party  concerning  my 
committee  assignments.     In  fairness  to 
them,  as  to  every  other  Member  of  the 
Senate,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not  want 
to  be  assigned  to  committees  by  the  Re- 
publican caucus.    I  have  great  respect 
for  Republicans  in  the  Senate,  as  well  as 
for  Democrats,  but  I  think  I  have  the 
right,  Mr.  President,  to  be  assigned  to 
committees  in  keeping  with  the  Reorg- 
anization Act  as  a  member  of  a  minority 
party.    I  happen  to  stand  alone  in  the 
Senate   today  as  an  Independent,   but 
there  are  thousands  like  me  across  the 
Nfation.    In  my  judgment,  in  the  vears 
immediately  ahead,  their  number  is  go- 


ing to  Increase.  I  also  venture  the  pre- 
diction that  their  number  will  Increase 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

So,  most  respectfully,  I  call  to  the  at- 
tention of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate, 
Mr.  President,  rule  XXIV,  which  is 
found  (jn  page  28  of  the  Senate  Manual 
and  which  reads  as  follows: 

1.  In  the  appointment  of  the  standing 
committees,  the  Senate,  unless  otherwise  or- 
dered, Bhall  proceed  by  ballot  to  appoint 
severally  the  chairman  of  each  committee, 
and  then,  by  one  ballot,  the  other  members 
necessajy  to  complete  the  same.  A  ma- 
jority of  the  whole  number  of  votes  given 
shall  be  necessary  to  the  choice  of  a  chair- 
man of  a  standing  committee,  but  a  plurality 
of  votes  shall  elect  the  other  members  there- 
of. All  other  committees  shall  be  a'jpointed 
by  ballot,  unless  otherwise  ordered,  and  a 
plurality  of  votes  shall  appomt. 

2.  When  a  chairman  of  a  committee  shall 
resign  cr  cease  to  serve  on  a  committee,  and 
the  Presiding  OiEcer  be  authorized  by  the 
Senate  to  fill  the  vacancy  in  such  committee, 
unless  S!)eciai;y  otherwise  ordered.  It  shall 
be  only  to  fill  up  tiie  number  on  the  com- 
mittee. 

Then  I  call  the  attention  of  my  col- 
leagues to  the  la<t  para'^TPph  en  p.vAc 
40  of  the  Manual,  which  reads  as  follows: 

4,  Earh  Senator  shall  serve  on  two  staml- 
Ing  cotnnuttees  and  no  more,  excpt  that 
Senators  rf  the  majority  party  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  of  the  Committee  on  E<pend!- 
tures  In  the  E.<ecmive  Departments  may 
serve  on  three  stand. ng  committees  and  no 
more. 

Mr.  Pre.t^ident,  I  wi^h  a'^o  to  spy  that, 
in  checking  the  preceden  ;•.  of  the  Senate, 
I  find  no  precedent  for  the  request  that 
I  now  make,  and  I  think  the  reason  is 
that  no  such  request  has  heretofore  been 
made.  Most  of  the  so-called  in^unient 
or  independent  Senators  in  the  hi.story 
of  the  Senate  served  in  the  Senate  prior 
to  the  pa^.'-age  of  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946. 

The  last  third-partv  Member  of  the 
Senate  was  the  di'^Ur.uu.shrd  Senator 
Robert  M  La  Follette,  Jr,.  of  the  State  of 
Wisconsin,  who  served  as  a  Progressive 
Republican  and  who.  I  was  reliably  ad- 
vised this  morning  by  purliamrntary 
authority,  accepted,  a.'^  a  matter  cf  cour- 
tesy, appointments  to  committee^,  when 
he  was  last  elected  to  the  Senate,  from 
the  Repubhcan  side  cf  the  aisle.  By 
indication  and  impacaiion  in  the  early 
part  of  my  remarks,  I  have  mitde  clear 
that  I  do  not  wish  to  place  that  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Republican  side  of  the 
aisle.  Most  rc.-^pectlully.  let  me  say  that 
I  have  no  desire  or  wi.^h  at  all  to  be  under 
the  least  obligation  to  the  Republican 
side  of  the  ai.slo.  Durint;  the  n.'xt  4 
years,  as  I  have  done  for  tiie  past  8  yea  is 
I  intend  to  exercise  an  honest  independ- 
ence of  judgment  on  the  merits  of  issues 
in  accordance  with  the  facts  as  I  find 
them,  irrespective  of  party  affiliation  or 
partisan  considerations. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  respect- 
fully request  all  of  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  today  to 
grant  to  me.  under  the  Reorganization 
Act.  in  accordance  with  the  sections  of 
the  rules  I  have  read,  what  I  consider  lo 
be  my  right  to  as.signmenL  to  committees 
That  of  course,  opens  up  the  question: 
Assignment  to  which  two  committees? 


I  am  not  at  all  interested  In  or  con- 
cerned with  any  question  of  discipline, 
which  has  been  discussed  with  me  pri- 
vately. I  shall  continue  to  assume,  Mr, 
President,  that  each  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate will  recognize  that  we  stand  on  a 
common  level,  so  far  as  our  rights  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  are  concerned.  I 
have  8  years  of  seniority  in  the  Senate,  so 
when  the  question  arises  as  to  which  two 
committees  I  shall  be  assigned  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  minority  party.  I  only  respect- 
fully suggest  to  my  colleagues  that  the 
privileges  of  seniority  are  as  precious  to 
them  as  they  are  to  me.  The  question  of 
seniority  is  as  precious  to  Senators  now. 
in  this  .ses.sion  of  Congress,  as  It  has 
been  to  Senators  in  past  sessions  of  Con- 
gress, and  as  It  will  be  to  Senators  in 
future  Ccngre.-^scs. 

Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  I  have 
the  ri?ht  to  expre.ss  my  preference,  at 
least,  as  to  whicii  committees,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  an  independent  minority  party, 
I  piif':'r  and  wish  to  be  a.ssiened.  Thus, 
in  kteping  with  what  I  think  are  my 
seniority  rights  and  privileges,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  think  It  is  fair  and  equitable  on 
my  part  to  say  that  I  request  to  retain 
my  present  committee  a.ssignments. 

I  now  serve  on  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  and  the  Committee 
on  .Arm-^d  Services.  I  respectfully  serve 
notice  now  that  when  the  vote  is  taken 
on  the  organization  of  the  S?nate  in  re- 
spect to  the  a^siguineiU  of  Senators  to 
committees.  I  shall  make  a  motion,  if  it 
becomes  mcessary  for  me  to  do  so,  asking 
to  be  allowed,  as  an  Independent,  to 
keep  my  pre.sent  a.ssignments  on  the 
Committee  rn  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare and  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. I  tliink  that  is  a  fair  request,  be- 
c  luse  I  have  had  8  years  of  service  in 
the  Senate,  most  of  that  period  on  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
and  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

I  was  fir^t  on  the  Commitec  on  Post 
OTice  and  Civil  Service,  and  shortly 
thereafter  was  transferred  to  the  old 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  Later  I  was 
transferred  to  the  new  Committee  on 
/rm'd  Services.  Since  coming  to  the 
Senate  I  have  .'^erved  on  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  made  this  an- 
nouncement today  becau.se  I  believe  Re- 
publicans in  the  Senate  are  entitled  to 
know  omei:iIly  what  my  attitude  or  posi- 
tion is  with  respect  to  committee  as- 
signments. With  this  notice  of  intention 
and  dislre  on  my  part  I  am  perfectly 
v.illin:,  on  the  ba'-rs  of  the  language  of 
the  Reorganization  Act  itself,  to  abide 
by  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  entire 
Senate.  As  a  member  of  a  minority 
party.  I  respectfully  submit  that,  under 
the  Heortjanizatiun  Act.  I  am  entitled  to 
action  by  the  entire  Senate  on  the  ques- 
tion of  my  committee  assignments 
rather  than  by  members  of  a  caucus  of 
the  majority  party  alone. 


The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  foHowing  Beoatora  answered 
to  their  names: 


CAIX  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Burett 

Be*U 

Bennett 

Brlckrr 

Bridge* 

Bueh 

Butler.  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Car'son 

Case 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Doug.*s 

DufT 

DwoT^halt 

Bafitla^id 

El  lender 

Fergu.'^on 

Flanders 

Frear 

Ful  bright 

Oeortfe 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 


Oore 

Green 

Hayden 

HcndrtciEson 

HcnnlQgs 

Htckenloeper 

HIU 

Hocy 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex.. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefsuver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kucbel 

Uinger 

Lehman 

Long 

Ma^^nuBon 

Malone 

Man.sfi<:ld 

Man  In 

May bank 


KcCarnm 
McCarthy 
McClellan 

umikln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastor* 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robert.'ron 

BuaseU 

SaltoniitaU 

Smathers 

Smith.  Ma1n« 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Smith,  N   C. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Taft 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Yovmg 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Gris- 
woLD  1  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
ScHOEPPELl  l5  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez  I  is  al)sent  because  of  Illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 


TRANSACTION  OF  CERTAIN 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAFr.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Senators  be 
permitted  to  present  petitions  and  me- 
morials and  Introduce  bills,  joint  resolu- 
tions, concurrent  and  other  resolutions 
and  make  insertions  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record,  without  changing  in  any  way 
the  parliamentary  situation  relating  to 
the  Anderson  motion  or  prejudicing  the 
rights  of  the  proponents  of  that  motion. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that,  strict- 
ly speakini?.  this  is  not  a  morning  hour. 
I  do  not  refer  to  It  as  such.  In  order  not 
to  prejudice  the  rules  question.  How- 
ever, the  unanimous-consent  request  Is 
confined  to  certain  specific  things. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  >IVES.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  tD  object,  I  ask  the  dlstin- 
gu'shed  Senator  from  Ohio  if  his  unani- 
mous-consent request  calls  for  any  par- 
ticular orde.'-  in  which  these  matters  are 
to  be  submitted. 

Mr.  TAF1\  The  Chair  can  determine 
thit  question. 

The  VICIi:  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
V.  ill  say  thai-  if  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  is  entered  Into,  the 
u^ual  and  regular  order  will  be  followed. 
Otherwise,  bills,  resolutions,  and  peti- 
tions would  be  submitted  indiscriminate- 
ly.   The  usual  routine  will  be  followed. 

Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

If  there  Is  no  objection,  the  Chair  will 
first  take  the  liberty  of  laiying  before  the 
XCIX 10 


Senate  several  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent received  by  the  Secretary  durlnir 
the  adjournment  ol  Congreas  and  certain 
other  routine  matters.  The  Chair  hears 
Qo  objection. 


MIDYEAR      ECONOMIC      REPORT- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  received 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  during 
adjournment,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  was  referred  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report: 

The  Whtie  House, 
Washington,  D.  C.  July  19. 1952. 
The  honorable  the  President  or  the 

Senate, 
The   honorable   the   Spe.^ker   of   the 
House  op  Representatives. 
Sirs  :  I  am  presenting  herewith  a  Mid- 
year Economic  Report  to  the  Congress. 
This  is  supplementary  -to  the  Economic 
Report  of  the  President  of  January  16, 
1952,  and  Is  transmitted  in  accordance 
with  section  3   (b)   of  the  Emplojonent 
Act  of  1946. 

In  preparing  this  '•eport,  I  have  had 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Council 
of  Ek;onomic  Advisers,  members  of  the 
CabLiet,  and  heads  of  Independent  agen- 
cies. 

Together  with  this  report,  I  am  trans- 
mitting a  report,  the  Midyear  1952  Ek;o- 
nomic  Review,  prepared  for  me  by  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers  in  accord- 
ance with  section  4  (c)  (2)  of  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  1946. 
Respectfully, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 


toe   nsterdepartaaental    Committee    on 
Trade  Agreements. 

Harit  S.  Trumam. 
Tte  WHm  HovsB.  Jvly  10.  1952. 

(Enclosure:  Report  on  trade  agree- 
ment escape  clauses.) 


RETORT  ON  INCLUSION  OP  ESCAPE 
CLAUSES  IN  EXISTING  TRADE 
AGREEMENTS  —  MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT   (H.  DOC.  NO.  42) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  received 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  during 
the  adjournment,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Piwsuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  section  6  of  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Extension  Act  of  1951  (PubUc  Law 
50,  82d  Cong.),  I  hereby  submit  to  the 
Congress  a  report  on  the  inclusion  of 
escape  clauses  in  existing  trade  agree- 
ments. 

Since  my  last  report  on  this  matter, 
dated  January  10,  1952  (H.  Doc.  328,  82d 
Cong.,  2d  sess.) ,  progress  has  been  made 
with  respect  to  the  Inclusion  of  escape 
clauses  in  trade  agreements  which  do 
not  include  such  clauses.  In  the  case  of 
a  few  trade  agreements  it  has  been  deter- 
mined that  it  would  not  be  practicable  to 
attempt  to  include  escape  clauses  in  the 
agreements  at  this  time.  Steps  have 
been  taken  toward  termination  of  an- 
other trade  agreement. 

There  is  attached  a  more  detailed  re- 
port on  this  subject  prepared  for  me  by 


TRADE  AGREEMENT  WITH  VENE- 
ZUELA —  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  43) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  received 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  during 
the  adjournment,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying paper,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

On  August  28.  1952,  the  United  States 
signed  an  agreement  with  Venezuela 
which  amends  and  supplements  the 
lYade  Agreement  of  1939  between  the 
two  countries.  In  view  of  a  special  situ- 
ation which  arose  in  connection  with 
this  agreement,  I  am  submitting  the  fol- 
lowing statement  to  the  Congress: 

Subsection  (a)  of  section  3  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951 
provides  that  before  entering  into  ne- 
gotiations for  a  trade  agreement  the 
President  shall  submit  to  the  Tariff 
Commission  a  list  of  the  articles  to  be 
considered  for  specific  concessions  and 
that  upon  receipt  of  such  lists  "the  Com- 
mission shall  make  an  investigation  and 
report  to  the  President  the  findings  of 
the  Commission  with  respect  to  each 
such  article  as  to  (1)  the  limit  to  which 
such  modification,  imposition,  or  con- 
tinuance may  be  extended  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  such  section  350 
without  causing  or  threatening  serious 
injury  to  the  domestic  industry  pro- 
ducing like  or  directly  competitive  ar- 
ticles; and  (2)  if  increases  in  duties  or 
additional  Import  restrictions  are  re- 
quired to  avoid  serious  injury  to  the  do- 
mestic industry  producing  like  or  direct- 
ly competitive  articles  the  minimum  in- 
crease.s  in  duties  or  additional  Import 
restrictions  required.  Such  report  shall 
be  made  by  the  Commission  to  the  Presi- 
dent not  later  than  120  days  after  the 
receipt  of  such  list  by  the  Commission. 
No  such  foreign  trade  agreement  shall 
be  entered  into  until  the  Commission  has 
made  its  report  to  the  President  or  until 
the  expiration  of  the  120-day  period." 
The  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
under  this  subsection  are  popularly 
known  as  the  peril  point  findings. 

Under  subsection  (a)  of  section  4,  in 
case  the  President  enters  into  a  trade 
agreement  which  exceeds  the  so-called 
peril  point  findings  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission he  shall  within  the  30  days 
"transmit  to  Congress  a  copy  of  such 
agreement  together  with  a  message  ac- 
curately identifying  the  article  with  re- 
spect to  which  such  limits  or  minimum 
requirements  are  not  complied  with,  and 
stating  his  reason  for  the  action  taken 
with  respect  to  such  article.  If  either 
the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, or  both,  are  not  in  session  at  the 
time  of  such  transmission,  such  agree- 
ment and  message  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  iLe  Senate  or  the  Clerk  of 
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the  House  of  Representatives,  or  both,  as 
the  case  may  be." 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  requires 
the  Tariff  Commission  promptly  after 
the  President  has  transmitted  such  for- 
eign trade  agreement  to  Congress  to  "de- 
posit with  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the 
Senate,  a  copy  of  the  portions  of  its  re- 
port to  the  President  dealing  with  the 
articles  with  respect  to  which  such  limits 
or  minimum  requirements  are  not  com- 
pUed  with." 

In  preparation  for  the  negotiations 
with  the  Government  of  Venezuela  look- 
ing toward  an  agreement  supplementary 
to  the  existing  reciprocal  trade  agree- 
ment with  that  country  of  November  6, 
1939.  I  submitted  to  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion a  list  of  articles  to  be  considered  for 
specific  concessions  by  the  United  States 
In  accordance  with  section  3  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951.  here- 
inabove set  forth,  the  Tariff  Commission 
reported  to  me  on  December  27.  1951.  its 
findings  with  respect  to  each  such  article 
as  to  the  limit  below  which  concessions 
could  not  be  granted  without  causing  or 
threatening  serious  injury  to  the  domes- 
tic industry  producing  like  or  directly 
competitive  products.  For  a  certain 
group  of  petroleum  products — crude  pe- 
troleum, topped  crude  petroleum,  and 
fuel  oil  derived  from  petroleum,  includ- 
ing fuel  oil  known  as  gas  oil ;  paragraph 
1733  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and  section  3422. 
Internal  Revenue  Code — three  of  the 
Commissioners  found  that  the  peril 
point  was  the  existing  tariff  quota  ar- 
rangement— 101/2  cents  per  barrel  or  one. 
fourth  cent  per  gallon  on  a  quantity 
equal  to  5  percent  of  the  total  quantity 
of  crude  petroleum  processed  in  refiner- 
ies in  continental  United  States  during 
the  preceding  calendar  year  and  21  cents 
per  barrel,  or  one-half  cent  per  gallon, 
in  excess  of  this  quantity.  The  other 
three  Commissioners  found  that  a  rate 
of  10 1/2  cents  per  barrel  on  all  imports 
would  constitute  the  peril  point. 

Although  there  are  a  number  of  legal 
Issues  involved  on  the  question  of 
whether  there  is  or  is  not  any  peril  point 
found  within  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  the  statute  by  reason  of  the  evenly 
divided  Commission,  I  nevertheless  desire 
to  Inform  the  Congress  of  the  action  I 
have  taken  with  respect  to  these  petro- 
leum products  in  the  agreement. 

The  text  of  the  supplementary  trade 
agreement  which  I  have  concluded  with 
-he  Government  of  Venezuela  is  attached. 
This  agreement  contains  the  following 
concession  on  paragraph  1733  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  and  section  3422  of  the 
[ntemal  Revenue  Code: 


Tariff 
Act  of 

pnra- 


Description  of  article 


Ratp  of 
duty 


733.... 


Pptmlonm,  midr,  fupl,  or  n>f5nrd 
and  all  disilllatos  rbtairw-d 
from  pflroli'uin.  inchidtng 
korosmc,  U-inine,  naphtha, 
pasoline.  parailin,  and  paraffln 
oil,  not  su'ciiilly  provided  (or 
(puvpt  [Htroicutn  jelly  or  pet- 
n)Iiitiim.  andexeept  mineral  oil 
of  meUiciual  grade). 


Free. 


Internal 

Reve- 

Rate of 

nue 

Description  of  article 

Import 

Code, 

tax 

section 

3422 

Crude  petroleum,  topped  mide 
iietioleum,  and  fuel  <iil  dermd 
from  iietroleum  (inrluding  fuel 

oil  known  as  ^as  nil) 

Testmg  under  25"  .M'l 

H  pent  per 
gallon. 

Testing  25  "  API  or  mere 

i»  cent  per 
galluu. 

Thus,  when  the  agreement  enters  into 
force,  a  rate  of  5^4  cents  per  barrel  will 
apply  to  imports  into  the  United  States 
of  crude  petroleum,  topped  crude  petro- 
leum, and  fuel  oil  derived  from  petro- 
leum— including  fuel  oil  known  as  gas 
oil — which  is  testing  under  25°  API — 
American  Petroleum  Institute  rating — 
the  rate  on  these  same  products  testing 
25°  API  or  more  will  be  10 '2  cents  per 
barrel. 

The  supplementary  agreement  with 
Venezuela  will  provide  for  increased 
trade  between  the  two  countries.  It  will 
contribute  to  the  security  of  both  coun- 
tries and  will  stimulate  the  development 
of  proven  oil  reserves  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

As  compared  to  the  1939  agreement, 
Venezuela  grants  new  or  improved  con- 
cessions on  $154,000,000  of  imports  from 
the  United  States  in  1950;  on  $12,000,000 
of  imports  they  are  withdrawing  the  1939 
concessions;  and  on  $6,000,000  of  imports 
the  new  agreement  provides  for  higher 
Venezuelan  rates  than  in  the  1939  agree- 
ment.    The  trade  coverage  of  the  1939 
agreement  as  supplemented  by  the  new 
agreement  is   $240,000,000  or  about  60 
percent  of  total  United  States  exports  to 
Venezuela.     Under  the  1939  agreement, 
only  35  percent  of  our  exports  were  cov- 
ered.   Among  the  important  items  re- 
ceiving new  or  improved  duty  conces- 
sions  are   apples,    pears,   certain   dried 
vegetable.-:,  rolled  oats,  wheat  flour,  bar- 
ley malt,  baby  and  dietetic  foods,  wrap- 
ping  paper,   laboratory   and   refractory 
glass  products,  galvanized  iron  sheets, 
enameled  iron  and  steel  manufactures 
builders'  hardware,  table  flatware,  unas- 
sembled   trucks    and    passenger    cars, 
motorcycles,  aircraft  and  parts,  trailers', 
radio  and  television  receivers  inciuding 
parts,    phonographs    including    combi- 
nations and  parts,  phonograph  records 
automatic  refrigerators,  scientific  appa- 
ratus,  hand   tools,   photographic   prod- 
ucts, office  machinery,  electric  motors 
pumps,  numerous  types  of  industrial  ma- 
chinery and  apparatus  and  parts,  gen- 
erators and  transformers.     Among  the 
products  on  which  new  bindings  of  duty- 
free treatment  were  granted  by  Vene- 
zuela   ar«    road    building,    textile    and 
printing  machinery;  stoves,  heaters  and 
ovens,  and  parts  for  agricultural  ma- 
chinery.    The    agreement,    as    revised 
covers   179  Venezuelan  tariff  items  as 
compared  with  88  in  the  1939  agreement 
It  includes  products  of  interest  to  prac- 
tically every  important  group  of  United 
States  exporters.     Concessions  by  Vene- 
zuela have  particular  significance  since 
that  country  has  no  balance  of  payment 
difficulties  in  purchasing  from  the  dollar 
area. 


In  1950  United  States  Imports  from 
Venezuela  of  crude  pertoleum  and  resid- 
ual fuel  oil  amounted  to  $288,000,000  or 
about  90  percent  of  our  total  imports 
from  Venezuela.  It  is  estimated  that 
the  1950  value  of  trade  on  which  the 
United  States  granted  improved  customs 
treatment  is  about  $175,000,000.  of  which 
practically  all  was  crude  petroleum  and 
residual  fuel  oil.  New  concessions  of  po- 
tential value  to  Venezuela  consisted  of 
t?  e  binding  of  existing  duty-free  entry 
for  iron  ore.  deposits  of  which  are  now 
being  developed. 

The  new  agreement  also  amends  and 
.supplements  some  of  the  general  provi- 
sions of  the  1939  agreement.  The  prin- 
cipal chanties  are  a  substantial  strength- 
ening of  the  quota  provision  so  as  to 
.•safeguard  more  adequately  the  value  of 
the  reciprocal  tariff  concessions,  an  ad- 
ditional reciprocal  undertaking  with  re- 
gard to  customs  formalities,  and  the  in- 
clusion of  the  .standard  escape  clause  in 
event  serious  in. -try  should  l>e  caused  or 
threatened  to  domestic  industry  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  agreement. 

Willi  regard  to  the  concession  on 
crude  petroleum,  topped  crude  and  fuel 
oil  derived  from  petroleum,  it  would  have 
been  possible  under  the  authority  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  to  reduce  the  ex- 
cise tax  provided  for  in  section  3422  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  5V4  cents 
p?r  barrel.  1  he  majority  of  the  repre- 
.sentatives  of  private  business  urged  dur- 
ing the  hearings  held  both  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  by  the  Committee  for 
Reciprocity  Information  that  such  a 
concession  be  made  to  Venezuela.  I  have 
ai:reed  to  a  concession  of  bV^  cents  per 
barrel  on  imports  of  some  of  these  kinds 
of  petroleum  products,  namely,  those 
which  test  under  25°  API.  A  rate  of 
104  cenUs  per  barrel,  a  treatment  which 
was  in  effect  from  1943  through  1950 
under  the  Mexican  Trade  Agreement,  is 
provided  for  under  the  new  agreement 
for  petroleum  products  tested  25°  or 
more  API,  which  constitute  the  greater 
part  of  United  States  imports  of  crude 
oil.  Experience  during  1943-50  indi- 
cates that  imports  at  10 >i  cents  will  un- 
doubtedly prove  no  deterrent  to  drilling 
and  development  programs  now  under 
way  in  the  United  States. 
^  Most  of  the  crude  oil  produced  in  the 
United  stales  has  a  specific  gravity  of 
25  API  or  higher.  The  national  aver- 
age is  about  35^  API.  For  example,  less 
than  1  percent  of  the  crude  oil  pro- 
duced in  west  Texas  is  below  25°  API. 
Most  of  the  heavier  crude  oils  in  the 
United  States  are  produced  In  the  Rocky 
Mountain  area,  in  Cahfomia.  and  in 
some  of  the  Gulf  coast  area. 

About  one-third  of  the  Venezuelan 
crude  oil  production  has  a  gravity  of  less 
than  25^  API.  Neariy  all  of  the  low- 
gravity  oil  is  shipped  to  the  refineries 
on  the  islands  of  Aruba  and  Curacao. 

Only  the  asphalt  crudes,  some  of  the 
topped  crude,  and  the  residual  fuel  oil 
will  pay  the  lower  excise  tax.  Generally 
imports  of  these  heavier  crude  oils  seli 
in  markets  different  from  those  in  which 
domestic  low-gravity  oils  seU.  Further- 
more, the  lower  gravity  oils  have  a  lower 
value  in  the  market  than  the  higher 
gravity  petroleum  products.     It  is  be- 
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lieved  appropriate,  therefore,  that  these 
commodities  of  less  worth  should  be 
dutiable  at  a  lower  specific  rate  and  that 
the  more  valuable  oils  should  pay  a 
higher  rate. 

The  Imported  oils  which  would  pay 
the  lower  tax  are  among  those  which  are 
in  relatively  short  suiH^y  in  the  United 
States  and  generally  throughout  the 
world.  It  is  not  expected  that  the  lower 
tax  applicable  to  such  oils  will  cause  an 
undue  increase  in  Imports  above  the 
quantity  which  otherwise  might  be  im- 
ported. It  would  appear,  accordingly, 
that  the  lower  tax  on  residual  fuel  oil 
would  not  serve  to  disturb  the  relation- 
ship which  now  exists  in  the  United 
States  between  this  fuel  and  other 
sources  of  heat  and  energy. 

One  major  use  of  residual  fuel  oil  is 
for  ship  bunkering;  oil  for  this  purpose 
traditionally  has  been  imported  free  into 
the  United  States.  The  residual  fuel  oil 
subject  to  imp>ort  tax  is  utilized  mainly 
in  gas  and  electric  power  plants,  in 
smelters,  mines,  and  manufacturing  in- 
dustries, and,  to  a  lesser  degree,  as  heat- 
ing oil  in  industrial  plants.  Most  of 
these  users  Art  located  along  the  east 
coast. 

For  the  most  part,  these  fuel-burning 
Installations,  particularly  the  power 
plants,  are  convertible,  using  either  coal 
or  residual  fuel  oil  depending  upon  which 
is  cheaper  at  a  given  time.  In  recent 
years  coal  has  been  cheaper.  Coal  is 
also  more  available,  because  residual  fuel 
oil  is  in  tight  world  supply,  and  because 
the  percentage  of  residual  fuel  oil  to 
total  output  of  United  States  refineries 
is  constantly  decreasing  as  emphasis 
shifts  to  distilling  larger  amounts  of  the 
higher  and  more  valuable  fractions,  such 
as  gasoline.  Therefore,  the  percentage 
of  convertible  plants  using  coal  has  in- 
creased steadily  since  1949.  until  now 
most  of  the  east  coast  power  plants  are 
using  coal  rather  than  residual  fuel  oil. 
The  reduction  in  excise  tax  on  residual 
fuel  oil  In  the  present  agreement  is  not 
expected  to  be  sufficient  to  change  this 
long-term  trend.  In  reviewing  this  sit- 
uation in  its  peril  point  findings,  the 
various  Tariff  Commission  members,  too. 
concluded  that  it  offered  no  valid  deter- 
rent to  a  reduction  in  the  import  tax  on 
petroleum. 

The  conclusion  of  the  supplementary 
trade  agreement  is  recognition  by  both 
the  United  States  and  Venezuela  of  a 
common  interest  in  the  expansion  of 
trade.  Venezuela  is  one  of  the  largest 
markets  for  a  wide  range  of  United  States 
export  products.  The  United  States 
provides  an  important  and  estabUshed 
market  for  Venezuelan  oil,  this  repre- 
senting, in  turn,  an  essential  supple- 
ment to  domestic  United  States  produc- 
tion. The  United  States  will  also  pro- 
v'de  a  market  for  other  Venezuelan  nat- 
ural resources,  such  &s  iron  ore.  which 
rre  needed  in  this  country.  The  agree- 
ment, therefore,  will  be  of  economic 
benefit  to  both  countries.  It  is.  more- 
cvor,  of  vital  security  importance  in  view 
of  the  strategic  nature  of  some  of  the 
pioducts  included  within  its  terms. 
Habst  S.  Trumam. 

Tux  White  Hottsz,  August  29,  1S52, 


SENATOR  PROM  NEW  MEXICO 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  petition  of  Patrick  J.  Hurley, 
of  Sante  Fe.  N.  Mex.,  contesting  the 
right  of  Deshis  Chavez,  of  New  Mexico, 
to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  term  beginning  January 
3.  1953.  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  or  Bbcrxtaxt  or  the  Sew  ate 
(S.  Doc.  No.  2) 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  at  the  Senate. 
transmitting,  purEiiant  to  law,  his  report 
of  receipts  and  ezpendltvtres  for  the  psrkxl 
July  1.  1951.  to  June  30,  1952  (with  an  ac- 
companying report):  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

Repost  ok  International  Intormation  and 
Educational  Kxchange  Program 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  the 
international  Information  and  educational 
exchange  program,  for  the  period  July  1  to 
December  31.  1951  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tiona. 

Report  on  Yitgoslav  Emercxncy  Relixp 
Assistance  Procxam 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  State. 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
the  Yugoslav  etnergencr  relief  assistance 
program,  for  the  period  June  16.  1952, 
through  September  15,  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

Report  on  Yuooslav  Bmergenct  Relief 
Assistance  Program 

a  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State, 
tranrmltting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
the  Yugoslav  emergency  relief  assistance 
program,  for  the  period  March  16  through 
June  15.  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

Report  or  International  Claucs 
Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  International  Claims  Commission,  for 
the  period  December  31.  1951.  to  June  3U, 
IQaS  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on   Foreign  Relations. 

Pan-American  Dat 

Two  letters  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  transmitting  two  letters  relating 
to  Pan-American  Day — one  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Brazilian  Senate,  addressed  to 
the  United  States  Minister  Counselor  of  the 
Embassy  of  the  United  States  of  North 
America,  and  the  other  from  the  President 
of  the  Senate  of  Colombia  (with  accompany- 
ing papers) ;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Report  on  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report 
on  the  EEChange  Stabilization  Fund,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report ) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  on  Claim  Settled  by  Treasxtrt 
Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  the 
settlement  of  the  American  Dock  Co.  claim 
In  the  sum  of  f4.I85;  to  tlie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


Bxpobt  on  Claiks  SBm.B>  »T  Tbsaburt 
Depaxtkknt 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  tbe 
Treasury,  transmitting,  purstsmt  to  law.  a 
Import  on  all  claims  paid  under  section  (e) 
of  Public  Law  230.  nghty-eeoond  Congress, 
first  session,  by  the  Treasury  Department, 
for  the  6  months  ended  June  SO,  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

Ro>aKT  on  Violatiokb  or  the  Code  Relating 
TO  Appropsxatxonb  for  the  Coast  Ouabo 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
report  on  violations  of  the  Code  relating  to 
excessive  allotments  of  p.pproprlatlons  for 
the  Coast  Guard  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port ) ;   to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Reports  of  Secretaries  or  Defense,  Armt, 
Navt,  and  Air  Force 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  his  report,  to- 
gether with  the  reports  of  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  for  the  perlcd 
Jcnuary  1  to  June  SO,  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying document);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

RETOirr  ON  Title  Changes  and  Fund  Adjust- 
ments, Department  of  the  Armt 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Defense,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
report  on  title  changes  and  fund  adjust- 
ments In  the  Department  of  Defense,  for 
the  fiscal  year  1051-62  (with  an  accompany. 
Ing  report);  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Report  on   Tost   Claims   Paid    bt   Depart- 
ment or  THE  Armt 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
tort  claims  paid  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  ac- 
companying report);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Report   or   United    States   Soldiers'   Home 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting,  pvu^uant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  United  States  Soldiers'  Home,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951,  together  with  a  photostatic 
copy  of  the  Report  of  Annual  Inspection, 
1951,  of  the  Home  by  the  Inspector  General 
of  the  Army  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  of  National  Forest  Resssvation 
Commission  (S.  Doc.  No.  5) 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
President  of  the  National  Forest  Reservatloa 

Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
the  report  of  the  Commission  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  with  Illustrations. 

Report  on  Transportation  Pxtrnisheo  fob 
Certain  Government  and  Other  Person- 
nel, Department  of  the  Armt 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  re- 
port   on    transportation    furnished    certain 
Government   and   other   personnel,   for   the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Transportattow  Fithnisheo  to 
Government  and  Other  Personnel  bt 
Navt  Department 

A  letter  from  the  Secretry  of  the  Navy, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on 
transportation  facilities  provided  Govern- 
ment and  other  personnel  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  '^e  Navy,  for  the  fiscal  year  1852 
<wltli  an  accaEapanylng  report);  to  the  Cooa- 
mlttee  00  Armed  Servtcea. 
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SurrLMMmnu.  Rzpomr  on  Claims  AmisiNQ 
PioM  Explosion  at  Port  Chicago,  Calit. 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  ot  the  Navy, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  supplemen- 
tal report  (pt.  II)  on  the  settlement  of 
claims  arising  from  the  explosion  at  Port 
Chicago,  Calif,  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Repost  on  Srtlxmknt  or  Claims  rem.  Dam- 
ages Occasioned  bt  Naval  Vessels 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damages 
occasioned  by  naval  vessels,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Repost  oh   Settlement  op  Claims  po« 
Damages  to  Naval  Vessels 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  settlement  of  claims  for  damages  to 
naval  vessels,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

RzpoKT  ON  Peksonnkl  OP  United  States  Naval 

POSTGKAOUATE    SCHOOLS 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on  the 
number  of  professors  and  instructors  and  the 
compensation  for  each  at  the  United  States 
naval  postgraduate  schools;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

Repost  on  Naval  Petboleum  Resebve   Con- 

TBACTS     ENTXBXD     INTO     BT     NAVT     DEPART- 
MENT 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Naval  Petro- 
leum Reserves,  Department  of  the  Navy,  re- 
porting, pursuant  to  law,  on  contracts  en- 
tered Into  by  the  Navy  Department  relating 
to  naval  petroleum  reserves;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

Repoht  on  Plting  Pat  to  Certain  Oppicebs 
OP  THE  Aa  FoacE 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation  and 
Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  flying 
pay  paid  to  officers  above  the  grade  of  major 
In  the  Air  Force,  for  the  period  March  1  to 
August  31.  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Bepobt  on  Tbanspobtation  Pcrnished  bt  Aib 
Force 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation  and 
Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  trans- 
portation furnished  by  the  Air  Force,  for  the 
period  July  1,  1951,  to  June  30,  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Number  op  Oppicebs  op  Air  Force 
Assigned  to  Seat  op  Government 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation  and 
Liaison.  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  report- 
ing, pursuant  to  law,  the  number  of  officers 
assigned  or  detailed  to  permanent  duty  in 
the  executive  element  of  the  Air  Force  at  the 
seat  of  Government,  for  the  quarter  ended 
September  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Oppicers  op  Air  Force  Assigned  To 
Seat  op  Government 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Director,  Legisla- 
tion and  Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on  the 
number  of  officers  of  the  Air  Force  assigned 
or  detailed  to  permanent  duty  in  the  execu- 
tive element  at  the  seat  of  Government;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  PAm  bt  Department 
OP  THE  Air  Force 
A  letter  from  the  Director.  Legislation  and 
Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  Vrans- 
mllting.  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  oii  tort 
claims  paid  by  the  Department  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


Report  on  Administration  op  Forkigm 
Agents  Registration  Act 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  his  report  on  the 
administration  of  the  Foreign  Agents  Regis- 
tration Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  for  the  cal- 
endar year  1951  (with  an  accompanying 
rejx)rt);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Granting  op  Applications  por  Permanent 
Residence  to  Certain  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  copies  of  the  orders 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  granting  the  applications  for 
permanent  residence  filed  by  certain  aliens, 
together  with  a  statement  of  the  facts  and 
pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to  each  alien 
and  the  reasons  for  granting  such  applica- 
tions (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Reports  on  Granting  op  Temporary  Admis- 
sion Into  the  United  States  of  CEaiAiN 
Aliens 

Five  letters  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  reports  on  the 
granting  of  temporary  admission  Into  the 
United  States  of  certain  aliens  (with  accom- 
panying papers ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Suspension    of    Deportation    op    Aliens — 
Withdrawal  of  Names 

Seven  letters  from  the  Attorney  General, 
withdrawing  the  names  of  certain  aliens 
from  reports  relating  to  aliens  whose  de- 
portation had  been  suspended,  heretofore 
transmitted  to  the  Senate  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Suspension  op  Deportation  op  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  report  reciting 
the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  In 
the  cases  of  certain  aliens  whose  deportation 
has  been  susf)ended  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  un- 
der authority  vested  In  the  Attorney  General, 
together  with  a  statement  of  the  reason  for 
such  suspension  (with  accompanying  pa- 
pers):   to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

Statement  op  Adjudications  Rendered  bt 
Department  op  Justicb 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  statement  of  the 
adjudications  rendered  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  during  the  year  1952,  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  compromise  settlements  ef- 
fected during  that  year  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  of  Tort  Ci-\im3  Paid  bt  Post  Ofpice 
Department 
A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
tr&nsmltting.  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on 
tort  claims  paid  by  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment during  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Penalty  Mail  Matter 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, transmuiinc.  pursuant  to  law.  a  report 
showing  the  number  of  envelopes,  lai;els. 
wrappers,  cards,  and  other  articles  t)earlng 
penalty  indicia  procured  or  accounted  for 
through  the  Post  Office  Department,  during 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952,  by  the 
executive  departments,  independent  estab- 
lishments, organizations,  and  persons  au- 
thorized by  law  to  use  the  penalty  privilege 
(With  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Cancet-lation  op  Reimbursable  Irrigation 
Charges  Against  Certain  Indian  Lands, 
New  Mexico 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  his 
order  canceling  reimbursable  irrigation 
charges  against  Pueblo  Indian  lands  in  the 
Middle    Rio    Grande    Conservancy    District. 


New  Mexico  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Cancellation  op  Certain  Irrigation  Charges 

against  Indian  Lands,  Oroville-Tonaskxt 

Irrigation  District,  Washington 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  his 

order    canceling    certain    Irrigation    charges 

against  Indian  lands  in  the  Orovllle-Tonas- 

ket    Irrigation    District.    Okanogan    County. 

Wash.  (With  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Reports  on  Synthetic  Liquid  Fuela 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law  reports  on 
synthetic  liquid  fuels,  part  I  being  a  report. 
on  oil  from  coal,  and  part  II  being  a  report 
on  oil  from  oil  shale,  for  the  calendar  year 
1951  (With  accompanying  reports);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

REPoar  ON  TKiNrrY  Ri\-er  Division  op  Cen- 
tral Valley  Project.  Calipornia 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  purstiant  to  law.  his  report  and 
findings  on  the  Trinity  River  Division  of  the 
Central  Valley  project.  California  (with  ac- 
companying papers):  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Reports  on  Soil  Surveys  and  Lahd  Clabsi- 
PICATION3  OF  Certain  Lands  por  Iruoatiom 

Purposes 

Two  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. re{X)rtlng.  pursuant  to  law.  on  soil 
surveys  and  land  classifications  of  the  lands 
to  be  benefited  by  the  Rapid  Valley  Unit, 
Cheyenne  Division.  Missouri  Rivet  Basin 
project.  Sotith  Dakota,  and  the  Madera  Irri- 
gation district.  Central  Valley  project.  Cali- 
fornia (With  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Twenty  letters  from  the  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law. 
on  soil  surveys  and  land  classifications  of  the 
lands  to  be  benefited  by  the  Missouri  diver- 
sion unit.  Missourl-Sourls  division.  Missouri 
River  Basin  project.  Montana;  the  Lower 
Marias  unit.  Marias  division.  Missouri  River 
Basin  project,  Montana;  the  Webster  unit, 
Solomon  division.  Missouri  River  Basin  proj- 
ect. Kansas;  the  Solano  project,  California; 
the  Sly  Park  unit.  Central  Valley  project, 
California;  the  Collbran  project.  Colorado; 
the  Plain  View  water  district.  Central  Valley 
project;  California:  the  Delano-Earllmart 
IrrhTtUion  district.  Central  Valley  project. 
California;  the  Grants  Pass  project,  Oregon; 
the  Kennewick  division.  Yakima  project. 
Washington:  the  North  Side  pumping  divi- 
sion, Minidoka  project,  Idaho;  the  Kirwin 
vinit.  Solomon  division.  Missouri  River  Basin 
project.  Kansas;  the  Vermejo  project.  New 
Mexico:  the  Wellton-Mohawk  division.  Gila 
project.  Arizona;  the  Crow  Creek  pump  unit, 
Three  Forks  division.  Missouri  River  Basin 
project.  Montana;  the  Weber  Basin  project. 
Utah:  the  Eden  project,  Wyoming;  the  Ca- 
chuma  project.  California;  the  Columbia 
Basin  project,  Washington;  and  the  Heart 
Butte  Unit,  Heart  dlvi.slon,  Missouri  River 
Basin  project.  North  Dakota  (with  accom- 
panying paper?);  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and   Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Construction  op  Transmission 
Lines.  SotrrHEAsxKHN  Power  Administra- 
tion 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  that  the  restric- 
tions on  the  availability  of  appropriations  for 
the  construction  of  transmission  lines  in  the 
Southeastern  Power  Administration  are  no 
longer  applicable  (with  accompanying  pa- 
pers); to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Laws  Enacted  bt  Legislaturx  op  Guam 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  copies  of  laws 
enacted  by  the  LegUlature  of  Guam  (with 
accompanying  papers) :  to  the  committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
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Two  letters  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Legislature  of 
Guam  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Two  letters  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Legislature 
of  Guam  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the 
Committee  on   Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Laws  Enacted  bt  Legislative  Assemblt  and 
Municipal  Councils  op  the  Virgin  Islands 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  copies  of  laws 
enacted  by  the  Legislative  Assembly  and  the 
Municipal  Councils  of  St.  Thomas  and  St. 
John,  and  St.  Croix,  V.  I.  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Five  letters  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Munici- 
pal Councils  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John, 
and  St.  Croix.  V.  I.  (with  accompanying 
papers ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

A  lotter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
copy  of  bill  No.  41.  ordinance  to  amend  sec- 
tion 7.  chapter  4.  title  III.  of  the  Code  of 
Laws  of  the  Municipality  of  St.  Croix,  en- 
acted by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St.  Croix 
(With  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee   on    Interior    and    Insular    Affairs. 

Report  on  Deer  Creek  Power  Plant,  Phovo 
River  Project,  Utah 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
report  and  findings  on  the  feasibility  of  the 
installation  of  the  E>eer  Creek  power  plant 
and  appurtenant  facilities  as  supplemental 
works  to  the  Deer  Creek  Division,  Provo  River 
project,  Utah  (with  accompanying  paf>ers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

Report  on  Development  op  Mississippi 
River  Parkway 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a 
report  of  the  survey  to -determine  the  feasi- 
bility of  developing  a  Mississippi  River  Park- 
way ( with  an  accompanying  report ) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Proposed  Domestic  Water  Ststem, 
North   Unit   op   Deschutes   Federal  Rec- 
lamation Project,  Utah 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  the  proposed  Domestic  Water  System 
for  the  North  Unit  of  the  Deschutes  Federal 
reclamation    project,   Oregon    (with    accom- 
panying papers);   to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Soil  Survet  and  Land  CTlassipi- 
cation  of  Certain  Lands  for  Irrigation 
Purposes 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a 
report  on  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion of  the  lands  to  be  benefited  by  the 
Bartley  diversion  dam,  canal,  and  laterals. 
Red  Willow  unit.  French  man -Cambridge  divi- 
sion. Missouri  River  Basin  project,  Nebraska 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  C!om- 
mlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Laws  Enacted  bt  Municipal  Council  op  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
copies  of  laws  enacted  and  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John.  V.  I.  (with  accompany- 
ing papers ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Laws  Enacted  by  the  Legislature  of  Puerto 
Rico 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,     transmitting,     pursuant     to     law. 


copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Thirteenth  to 
the  Nineteenth  Special  Sessions  of  the 
Seventeenth  Legislature  of  Puerto  Rico  (with 
an  accompanying  document) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Laws  Enacted  bt  Municipal  Council  op  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I. 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law.  copies  of  laws  enacted  and  resolu- 
tions adopted  by  the  Municipal  Council  of 
St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  Virgin  Islands  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report   on  Indian  Revolving  Credit  Fund 
Transactions 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  Indian  revolving  credit  fund 
transactions,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

Laws  Enacted  by  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John.  Virgin 
Islands  (with  accompanying  papers):  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Inspection  op  Coal  Mines 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmltltng.  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  on  Inspec- 
tion of  coal  mines,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

Report  on   Over-Obligation   op  Funds, 
Bureau  op  Reclamation 

A  letter  from  the  Administrative  Assist- 
ant Secretary,  Department  of  the  Interior,  re- 
porting, pursuant  to  law,  on  the  over-obliga- 
tion of  funds  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
for  the  period  ended  December  31.  1951  (with 
accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

Missouri  River  Basin  Agricultural  Program 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting,  at  the  request  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  copies  of  additional 
letters  of  comment  on  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture's supplemental  report  on  the  Mis- 
souri River  Basin  agricultural  program  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Reports  on  Cooperation  With  Mexico  in 
Control  and  Eradication  op  Poot-and- 
Mouth  Disease 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  in  the  control  and  eradication 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  for  the  month  of 
July  1962  (with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Five  letters  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  reports  on  cooperation  of  the  United 
States  with  Mexico  in  the  control  and  eradi- 
cation of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  for  the 
months  of  May.  June.  August,  September, 
and  October  1952  (with  accompanying  re- 
ports ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Report  on  Obligations  Incurred  in  Excess 
OP  Quarterly  Limitation  op  Allotment 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  on  obli- 
gations Incurred  In  excess  of  quarterly  limi- 
tation of  allotment  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis- 
tration; to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Report  on  Agricultural  Extension  Service 

A   letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 

Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 


a  report  on  the  Agricultural  Extension  Serv- 
ice, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  rep>ort) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Report  on  Settlement  op  Claims  in  Excess 
OP  $1,000 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  the  settlement  of  claims  In  excess 
of  tl.OOO.  together  with  a  statement  showing 
the  addresses  of  such  persons,  the  nature 
of  the  claims,  the  amounts  of  the  settle- 
ments, and  the  reasons  therefor,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Report  on  Cooperative  Research,  Service, 
and  Educational  Work 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary,  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  report  on  cooperative  research, 
service,  and  educational  work  (with  an  ac- 
companying report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Report  on  Excess  Obligations  of  Production 
AND  Marketing  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on 
the  obligations  Incurred  in  excess  of  the 
quarterly  limitation  In  an  allotment,  by  the 
Production  and  Marketing  Administration, 
Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations. 

Report  on  Survey  of  Youghioghent  River 
Watershed,  Pennstlvania,  Martlano,  and 
West  Virginia 

*  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  survey  report  of  the  Youghlogheny  River 
watershed.  Pennsylvania.  Maryland,  and  West 
Virginia  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Report  on  Survet  op  Savannah  Rives  Water- 
shed, North  Carolina 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  survey  report  of  the  Savannah  River  water- 
shed. North  Carolina  (with  accompanying 
papers) ;  to^he  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  bt  Department 
of  Agriculture 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  tort  claims  paid  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  for  the  period  July  1, 
1951,  to  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Report  on  Export  Control 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  the  nine- 
teenth quarterly  report  on  export  control 
( with  an  accompanying  report ) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  op  Tort  Claims  Pato  bt  Department 
OP  Commerce 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
tort  claims  paid  by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce during  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Report  op  Maritime  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  on  its  activities 
under  the  Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act,  for  the 
period  April  1.  1952,  through  June  30.  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  op  Maritims  Administration,  Depart- 
ment op  Com] 
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A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 
tr*ivM«\nilny.  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  Miurmnv*  Avtntiut»tntion.  Department  of 
Cv.\uxm«\Vv  tvr    t.b«   (>rrK<«l  Julj   i   through 
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September  30,  1052  (with  an  accompanying 
report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

RZPOKT  ON  PBOVISIOM  OF  WAS  RISK  AND  CEB- 
TAIN  MaUNK  AMD  T.tartt  ttt  INSURANCE  FOB 
THZ    AMEKICAN    PT7BUC 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  the  provision  of  war  risk  and  certain 
marine  and  liability  insurance  for  the  Amer- 
ican public,  for  the  quarter  ended  June  30, 
1952.  with  an  accompanying  report):  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

Report  on  Provision  or  War  Risk  and  Cer- 
tain Other  Insurance  for  the  American 
Public 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  the  provision  of  war-risk  insurance 
and  certain  marine  and  liability  Insurance 
for  the  American  public,  for  the  quarter 
ended  September  30,  1952  (with  an  accora- 
pan3rlng  report);  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate  and   Foreign   Commerce. 

Report  on  Export  Control 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the 
twentieth  quarterly  report  on  export  control 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  on  Commissary  AcrrvrriEs  Outside 
Continental  United  States  by  Civil  Aeeo- 
NAuncs  Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  re- 
port on  commissary  activities  outside  the 
continental  United  States  by  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Administration,  for  the  fiscal  year 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, 

Report  on  Operations  op  United  States 
Maritime  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  re- 
port of  operations  by  the  United  States  Mari- 
time Administration  for  the  period  January 
1  through  August  31.  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  on  Borrowing  Authoritt 
A  letter  from  the  Director,  Exscutlve  Offlre 
of  the  President,  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion. Washington,  D.  C,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  a  report  on  borrowing  author- 
ity (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  on  Borrowing  Authoritt 
A  letter  from  the  Director.  Executive  Office 
of  the  President,  OfBce  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report 
on  borrowing  authority  under  the  Defense 
Production  Act.  as  amended,  for  the  period 
ended  September  30.  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

Reports  on  Reapportionment  of 
Appropriations 

Twenty  letters  from  the  Director,  Execu- 
tive Office  of  the  President,  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  re- 
ports on  jjeapportlonment  of  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1953  (with  accompanying 
papjers):  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, as  follows: 

Treasury  Department  for  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses, Secret  Service  Division; 

Treasury  Department  for  Operating  Ex- 
penses, Coast  Guard; 

Veterans'  Administration  for  Readjustment 
Benefits; 

Veterans'  Administration  for  Compensa- 
tion and  Pensions; 

Veterans'  Administration  for  Veterans' 
Miscellaneous  Benefits; 


Veterans'  Administration  for  Administra- 
tion, Medical.  Hospital,  and  Domiciliary 
Services; 

Veterans'  Administration  for  Servicemen's 
Indemnities: 

Veterans'  Administration  for  Grants  to  the 
Republic  of  the  Philippines; 

Department  of  Justice  for  Support  of 
United  States  Prisoners: 

Department  of  Justice  for  Support  ef 
United  States  Prisoners; 

Department  of  Labor  for  Grants  to  States 
for  unemployment  compensation  and  em- 
ployment service  administration.  Bureau  of 
Employment  Security: 

Military  Personnel,  Marine  Corps; 

Military  Personnel  Requirements.  Air 
Force: 

Military  Personnel.  Army; 

Military  Personnel,  Navy; 

Retired   Pay.    Department   of   Defense; 

Federal  Security  Agency  for  Grants  to 
States  for  Public  Assistance: 

Federal  Srrurity  Agency  for  Salaries  and 
Expenses.  Office  of  Education; 

Federal  Security  Agency  for  Salaries  and 
Expenses.  Bureau  of  0:d-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance:  and 

Federal  Security  Aecency.  under  the  limi- 
tation Salaries  and  Expen.'^es,  Bureau  of  Old- 
A::e  and  Survivors  Insurance. 

Repcrt  on  Operation  op  Trade  Agreements 
Program 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  U.  S.  Tariff 
Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  on  the  operatirn  of  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Prog.am.  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 
(with  an  ace  mnanying  report):  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Report  on  Rewards  for  Scpeuior  Accom- 
plishment 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission,  tran.smlt- 
tlng,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on  additional 
step  increases  as  rewards  fur  superior  accom- 
plishment, fur  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Omce  and  Civil  Service. 

Report  of  Boapd  of  Actuaries  of  Civil 
Service  Retirement  and  Disability  Kund 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  United 
States  Clvi:  Service  Commission,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  the  annual  report  of 
that  Commission  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1951  (With  an  accompanvlng  re- 
port);  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 


Civil  Service. 

Report  on  Flood  SrrcATioN  in  Osage  River 
Basin,  Mo. 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
T-o^ier  Coniinls.'-ion.  reporting,  pursuant  to 
law,  on  the  flood  situation  in  the  Osage  River 
Basin.  Mo.  i  project  No.  459)  (with  ac- 
companyini;  papers):  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  WorRs. 

Publication  Entitled  "Steam-Electric  Plant 
Construction  Co.st  and  Annual  Produc- 
tion Expi:n.ses.   195 1" 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  its  publication 
entitled  "Steam-Electric  Plant  Construction 
Cost  and  Annual  Production  Expenses.  1951" 
(with  an  accompanying  document);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

Publication  Entttled  "Statistics  of  Natural 
Gas  Comp.\nies  in  the  Untied  States.  1951" 
A  letter  fr  m  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  Its  newly- 
issued  publication  entitled  "Statistics  of 
Natural  Gas  Companies  in  the  United  States. 
195r'  (with  an  accompanying  document)- 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


XUforts  on  Licensed  Htdrozuectric  Projects 
AND  Personnel  of  Federal  Powxa  Com- 
mission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Paderal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
reports  on  licensed  hydroelectric  projects 
and  on  personnel  of  that  Commission,  for  tb« 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  accom- 
panying reports);  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce. 

PXJBLICATION  Entitlzd  "Ttpical  BLBCtmiC 
Bills  for  Cities  of  60,000  Population  and 

More,  January  1.  19L2  " 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  In- 
formation of  the  Senate  a  copy  (rf  that  Com- 
mlsslons  publication  entitled  "Typical  Elec- 
tric BilU  for  Cities  of  60,000  Population  and 
More,  January  1,  1952"  (with  an  accompany- 
ing document);  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Publication  ENTrn.ED  "Ttpicai.  Rxsiskntial 
Electric  Bills  for  Crrixs  of  Z500  Popu- 
l.\t:on  and  More.  January  1,  1963" 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 

Power  Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  in- 
formiition  of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  its  newly. 
Issued  publication  entitled  "Typical  Resi- 
dential Electric  Bills  for  Cities  of  2.600  Popu- 
lation and  More,  January  1.  1952"  (with  an 
ace  mpanylng  document ) :  to  the  Committee 
on   Interstate   and   Foreign  Commerce. 

PnLicATioN  Entitied  "Statistics  of  Electric 

LriLITTES     IN     THE     UNPTED     STATES,     1051" 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman.  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission,  transmitting,  for 
the  Informntlon  of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  Its 
publication  entitled  "StatUtlcs  of  Electric 
Utilities  in  the  Unitfd  States,  1961"  (with  an 
accompanying  document) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

PuBHTATioN  Entitled  'Electric  Uthjtt 
Depueclation  Practices,  1951" 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman.  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  In- 
f'lrm.ntlon  of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  lU  publl. 
cation  entitled  "Electric  Utility  Deprecia- 
tion Prartlces,  1951"  (with  an  accompanying 
document):  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Coos  (OR  KowES)  Bay,  Lower  Umpqua  (or 
Kalawatset),  and  Siuslaw  Indian  Tribes 
Versus  United  States 

A  letter  from  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
Indian  Claims  Commission,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  the  order  sustain- 
ing motion  for  summary  Judgment  in  ths 
ca^e  of  Coos  (or  Kowes)  Bay,  Lower  UmfKiua 
(or  Kalawatset).  and  Siuslaw  Indian  Trlbei 
versus  the  United  States  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper):  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

6.  neca  Nation  of  Indians,  on  the  Relation 
OF  John  L.  Snyder  and  Arline  R.  FRmAT, 
Pt-iiTioNER  Versus  the  United  States 
A  letter  from  the   Acting  Chief  Commis- 
sioner,   Indian    Claims    Coimnlsslon,    trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  copies  of  the  order 
sustaining   the   motion   to   dismiss   and   the 
opinion  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims 
affirming  the  order  to  dismiss  in  the  case  or 
Seneca  Nation  of  Indians,  on  the  relation  of 
John  L.  Snyder  and  Arline  R.  Friday,  peti- 
tioner versus  the  United  States  (with  accom- 
panying    papers):     to     the    Committee    on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Reports  on  Claims  of  Victor  McKeown  and 
Byers    Transportation    Co.,    Inc.,    Versus 

THE    UNrTED    STATES 

Two  letters  from  the  chairman  of  the 
United  States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commis- 
sion, Kansas  City,  Mo.,  transmitting,  pur- 
su.int  to  law,  reports  on  the  claims  of  Victor 
McKeown.  doing  business  as  McKeown 
Trucks  versus  the  United  States,  and  the 
Byers     Transportation     Co.,     Inc.,     versus 
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the  United  States    (with  accompanying  re- 
ports): to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Reports     on     Certain     Claims     bt     Motob 
Carrier   Claims   Commission 

Thirty-five  letters  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  United  States  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Com- 
mission, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  re- 
ports on  claims  against  the  United  States 
(With  accompanying  reports);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  as  follows: 

Olson  Transfer  Co.;  Lyman  Truck  Lines; 
Dairy  Dispatch  Co.;  Heuer  Truck  Lines,  Inc.; 
Certified  Motor  Transpwrt;  Peterson  &  Sons 
Transfer:  Film  Pickup  Service;  North  Shore 
Fish  &  Freight  Co..  a  corporation:  WUber 
Transfer  Co.;  Smith  Transit  Co.;  McKeown 
Trucks,  Schmidt  Truck  Lines;  Sioux  Trans- 
portation Co..  a  corporation;  Schlen  Truck 
Lines;  Reliable  Motor  Freight  Line;  Lake  Su- 
perior Motor  Freight;  White's  Motor  Trans- 
port: Mercury  Motor  Ftelght  Lines,  Inc.; 
Western  Transportation  Co.;  Byers  Transpor- 
tation Co.,  Inc.:  Brady  Transfer  &  Storage 
Co  ,  Inc.:  Wheelocl;  Bros.,  Inc.;  Knaus  Truck 
Lines;  Trl-State  Transfer  Co..  Inc.;  Wichita 
Forwarding  Co..  a  corporation;  Toedebusch 
Transfer,  Inc.;  Htalzer  Cartage  Co.,  a  cor- 
pcratlon;  Arrow  Motor  Freight,  successor  to 
Welghley  Transfer  Co.;  Thiel  Truck  Service; 
M  K.  &  C.  Truck  Lines,  a  corporation;  Hi- 
Way  Freight  Term.nal.  Inc.;  Triangle  Termi- 
nal Co.:  Lee  Cartage  Co.;  Powell  Bros.  Truck 
Lines.  Inc.:  and  I'aclflc  Intermountaln  Ex- 
press, a  corporation. 

Final  Report  of  Commission  on  Renovation 
OF  THE  ExEcrmvE  Mansion 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman.  Com- 
mission on  Renovation  of  the  Executive 
Mansion,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the 
final  report  of  tha'.  Commission  (with  an  ac- 
companying report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

Report  of  Unhtd  States  Advisory  Commis- 
sion on  Educational  Exchange 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United  States 
Advisory  Commisiilon  on  Educational  Ex- 
change, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port of  that  Commission's  activities  from 
January  1  to  June  30.  1952  (with  an  ac- 
companying report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign   Relations 

Report  of  A'roiiic  Energy  Commission 
A  letter  signed  by  the  Chairman  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C..  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  the  twelfth  semiannual  report  of  that 
Commission,  dated  July  1952  (with  an  ac- 
coirrpanying  rep)ort);  to  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Energy. 

Report  on  GASEoas  Diffusion  Plant,  Pike 
County,  Ohio 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United  States 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  transmitting  a 
report  relating  to  the  selection  of  a  site  for 
the  new  gaseous  diffusion  plant  to  be  con- 
structed by  that  Commission  (with  accom- 
panying papers);  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy. 

Report  on  Ton'  Claims  PAro  by  A'tomic 
ENERtiY  Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on  tort  claims 
paid  by  that  Commission,  for  the  calendar 
year  1951  and  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Er  ergy. 

Report  of  Comp:-roller  of  the  Currency 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency, transmitting,  pursuantto  law,  his  re- 
port for  the  year  1951  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and    Currency. 

Report  c»-  Boari  of  Govermors  of  the 

Federal  Reserve  System 
A    letter    from    the    Chairman,    Board    of 
Governors   of   the   Federal   Reserve  System, 


transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
that  Board  for  the  year  1951  (with  an  ac- 
companying report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking   and  Currency. 

Audit  Report  on  Bureau  or  Customs  Re- 
lating to  Importation  of  Certain  Wheat 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port of  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  relating  to 
Importation  of  wheat  classified  as  unfit  for 
human  consumption,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Op>eratlons. 

Audit  Report  on  Goxgas  Memorial  Institute 
OF  Tropical  and  Preventive  Medicine, 
Inc. 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Gorgajj  Memorial  Institute  of 
Tropical  and  Preventive  Medicine,  Inc.,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Audit  Report  on  Farmers  Home 
Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1951  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

Audit  Report  of  Joint  Senate  and  House 
Recording  FAciLrrY 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  at  the  request  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  an  audit  re- 
port of  the  Joint  S3nate  and  House  Record- 
ing Facility,  for  the  period  January  5,  1951, 
to  June  4,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration. 

Audit  Report  on  Agricultural  Marketing 
Revolving  Fund  (Farm  Credit  Adminis- 
tration ) 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Revolv- 
ing Fund  ( Farm  Credit  Administration ) ,  for 
the  4-year  period  ended  June  30,  1951  (with 
an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Op>eratlons. 

Aunrr  Report  on  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency,    Office   of   the   Administrator 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General. 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency,  Office  of  the  Administrator,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1951  (with  an  ac- 
companying report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Report  of  Export-Import  Bank  or 
Washington 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Export - 
Import  Bank  of  Washington,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  that  Bank  for 
the  period  January-June  1952  (with  an  ac- 
companying report ) ;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  of  Tennessee  Vallet  Authcmutt 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  and  members 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  a  report  of  that  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  accompany- 
ing papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

Report  on  Project  East  Rtver 

A  letter  signed  by  the  Chairman,  National 
Security  Resources  Board,  and  the  Admin- 
istrator, Federal  Civil  Defense  Administra- 
tion, transmitting,  for  the  Information  of 
the  Senate,  a  report  on  Project  East  Blver, 
relating  to  the  clvli  defense  problem  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 


Report  of  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  Washington, 
D.  C,  transmitting,  piu:suant  to  law,  a  report 
of  that  agency,  for  the  calendar  year  1961 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Report  on  Excess  Obligations  of  Housing 
AND  Home  Finance  Agency 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  reporting,  ptir- 
Buant  to  law,  on  the  excess  allotments  of 
funds  for  the  Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Report  on  Advance  Planning  Program 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  Washington, 
D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  the 
eleventh  quarterly  report  on  the  advance 
planning  program,  dated  June  30.  1952  ( with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

Report  on  Administration  of  Advance 
Planning  Program 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator, 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  the  administration  of  the  ad- 
vance planning  program,  dated  September 
30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  by  Veterans' 
Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  a  report  on  tort  claims  paid 
by  that  Administration  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  of  the  Military  Chaplains 
Association 

A  letter  from  the  executive  secretary  of 
the  Military  Chaplains  Association  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  Inc.,  Washington. 
D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port of  that  association  for  the  year  1951 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Report   of   Tort   Claims   Paid  by    Central 
Intelligence  Agency 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency,  Washington,  D.  C,  reporting, 
pursuant  to  law,  on  the  tort  claims  paid  by 
that  agencjk  during  the  fiscal  year  1962;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Judgments  Renderis  bt  Court  or 
Claims 

A  letter  from  the  clerk.  United  States 
Court  of  Claims,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  on  all  Judgments  rendered  by 
that  court  for  the  year  ended  October  S, 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

J.  D.  MoTLOw  and  Thomas  Motlow,  Admin- 
istrators OF  Estate  of  Lem  Motlow,  De- 
ceased, and  Ophelia  Motlow  Versus  the 
United  States 

A  letter  from  the  clerk.  United  States 
Court  of  Claims,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
Senate  Resolution  252,  Eightieth  Congress,  a 
copy  of  the  Judgment  In  the  case  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Lem  Motlow  versus  the  United  States 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

V.  A.  Veshei  Versus  the  United  States 
A  letter  from  the  clerk,  Unlted^  States 
Court  of  Claims,  reporting,  pursuant  to 
Senate  Resolution  344,  that  the  case  of  V.  A. 
Verhel  Tersus  the  United  States,  bad  been 
dismissed  for  lack  of  prosecution;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


i 


152 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  7 


a 


Rkpost  or  Fkdzkal  Mediation  ano 

COHCnjATIOM    SXKTICK 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Director,  Fed- 
eral Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service. 
Washington.  D.  C,  transmitting,  pxirsuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  that  Service  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1951  (with  an  accom- 
panjrlng  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 


PBzsKNTicKirr  or  Himsoif  Co 

OaANS    JUXT 


(N.J.) 


A  letter  from  the  Clerk  to  Grand  Jvuies. 
Hudson  County,  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  transmit- 
ting, for  the  Information  of  the  Senate,  the 
presentment  of  the  Hudson  County  (N.  J.) 
grand  Jury,  1950  term,  relating  to  criminal 
conditions  existing  on  the  waterfront 
throughout  that  county  (with  an  accom- 
panying document);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

RxPOKT  ON  Stockpile 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Muni- 
tions Board,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  confidential  statistical  report  on  the  stock- 
pile for  the  6  months  ended  June  30,  1952 
(With  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

RZPOBT    OF  RECONSTKtJCnON    FlNANOB 

Corporation 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  the  annual  report  of 
the  Corporation  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952  (with  an  acompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Ccmmittee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Report  on  Over-Expended  Allotment  of 
Appropriation 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  report- 
ing, pursuant  to  law,  the  over-expended 
allotment  for  personal  services  to  the  Cor- 
poration's Boston  Loan  Agency,  in  the 
amount  of  $304.58  (with  accompanying  pa- 
pers); to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  bt  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Cc«iporation 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  Washington, 
D.  C,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  on  tort 
claims  paid  by  that  Corporation  for  the 
calendar  year  ended  December  31,  1951;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Contracts  Negotiated  by  National 

ASVISORT    COMMrrTKE   FOR    AKRONAXniCS 

A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary,  Na- 
tional Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics, 
Washington,  D.  C,  reporting,  pursuant  to 
law,  that  no  contracts  were  negotiated  by 
that  committee  during  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Report  on  Negotiation  of  Certain  Contracts 
BT  Coast  Guard 
A  letter  from  the  commandant.  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  a  report  on  contracts  executed,  by 
negotiation,  for  experimental,  developmental 
or  research  work  by  the  Coast  Guard,  for  the 
period  January  1,  through  June  30,  1952 
<wlth  an  accompanying  report)  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Report  of  Small  Defense  Plants 
Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Small  De- 
fense Plants  Administration,  transmitting 
pursuant  to  law,  the  fourth  quarterly  report 
of  that  Administration  (with  accompanying 
papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Report  on  Future  Acnvrms  of  Small 
Defense  Plants  Corporation 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Small  De- 
fense PlanU  Administration,  transmitting 
pursuant  to  the  request  of  the  President  a 
special  report  on  the  future  acUviUes  of  that 


Administration  (with  accompanying  papers) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

SuBSTmrrx  Sheets  for  Report  of  Small 
Defi'Inse  Plants  Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Small 
Defense  P.ants  Administration,  transmitting 
errata  sheets  to  be  substituted  for  pages  2 
and  11  ol  the  Fourth  Quarterly  Repxsrt  of 
that  Administration,  transmitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  Oc-.ober  15.  1952  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Amendment    of    Federal    Register    Act.    as 
Amended 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  General 
Services  Administration,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  pro|3os<d  legislation  to  amend  further  the 
Federal  Register  Act.  as  anrcnded  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judic.ary. 

Report  cn  Contracts  Negotiated  for  Re- 
search AND  Development  Purposes 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  General 
S2r\  c?s  Admlnlstratior  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 
transmitting,  pur.uint  to  law,  a  report  on 
contracts  negotiated  lor  research  and  de- 
velopmen-.  purposes,  for  the  period  ended 
June  30.  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

Publication  of  Notice  Relating  to  Disposi- 
tion OF  CONT.\MtNATED  GROUND  TaLC 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator. 
General  J>ervlces  Administration,  tran.-^mit- 
tlng.  pursuant  to  law.  a  copy  of  a  notice  to 
be  published  In  the  Federal  Rrgister  of  a 
proposed  disposition  of  20.000  pounds  of  con- 
taminated ground  talc  now  held  in  the  Na- 
tional stockpile  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Financial  Statement  of  the  American 
Legion 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  the  American 
Legion.  Washington.  D.  C,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  financial  statement  of  the 
American  Legion,  dated  October  31.  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  statement);  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Report  of  Migratory  Bird  Conservation 
Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Migratory  Bird 
Conservation  Commission,  Washington.D.  C 
transmitt.ng.  pursua.nt  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  Commission  fcr  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanving  re- 
port): to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  of  National  MuNmoNs  Control 
Board 

A  letter  from  the  e.xecutlve  secretary  of 
the  National  Munitions  Control  Board  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  confidential  re- 
port of  the  Boards  activities  in  the  control 
of  the  trafa-  in  arms  and  Implements  of  war 
for  the  6-month  period  ended  December  31 
1951  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Report  of  National  Academy  of  Sciences 
A  letter  from  the  President  of  the  National 
Academy    ,,f    Sciences.    Washington     D     C 
transmitting,   pursuant   to   law.   a  report  of 

^nM^^'^"''^  ^°''  ^^^  ^^^^^  y^^  e»ded  June 
30.  1951   (Pith  an  accompanying  report)-   to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
Report  of  District  of  Columbia  Redevelop- 
ment Land  Agency 
A  letter  from   the   Chairman   of   the  Dis- 
trict    of     Columbia     Redevelopment     Land 
Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law   a  re- 
port of  the  Agency  for  the  fiscal  yeai-  1962 
twlth  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Report  of  Federal  Civil  Defense  Adminis- 
tratiol-   on   Property   AcQmsiriONs 

P.H    ^^*  of   \'°'^   ^^^   ^'^^^K  Administrator. 
Federal  Clv;l  Defense  Administration.  WaX 


ington.  D.  C.  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on 
property  acquisitions  by  that  Administra- 
tion, for  the  quarter  ended  June  30,  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Property  Acquisitions  by  Fedisal 
Civil  Defense  Administratiom 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator, 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration.  Wash- 
ington. D  C.  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on 
property  acquired  by  that  administration. 
for  the  quarter  ended  September  30,  1962; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  by  Pxdkial  Civil 
DcniNSE  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator. 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on 
tort  claims  paid  by  that  Administration. 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1963;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Contributions  by  Pedebal.  Civn. 
Defense  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator, 
Federal  Civil  DefeoEe  Administration,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  reporting,  pursuant  to  law. 
contributions  to  the  States,  the  District  of 
C  iluinbla.  and  five  Territories  and  Posses- 
sions, for  civil  defense  purposes,  for  the 
quarter  ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Ri;poRT  ON  Financial  CoNTRiBUTioits  to 
States   for   Civil   Defense 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Admlnlstator. 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration.  Wash- 
Ington.  D.  C.  reporting,  pursuant  to  law, 
that  no  financial  contributions  were  made 
to  the  Sutes  for  civil  defense  purposes  dur- 
ing the  quarter  ended  September  30,  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Se.nate  Journal  of  Hawaiian  Leoislaturb 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Hawaii, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  the 
Senate  Journal  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  H.^wall,  regular  session  of  1951 
(with  an  accompanying  document):  to  the 
Committee   on   Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 

Information   Concerning  Proposals  of 
Candidates  for  Nobel  Peace  Pri2z 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Nobel 
Peace  Prize  Committee  of  the  Norwegian 
Parliament,  transmitting  information  con- 
cerning proposals  of  candidates  for  the  Nobel 
peace  prize,  to  be  distributed  December  10. 
1953  (With  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee   on    Foreign   Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unonimous-con.sent  order,  entered  on 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
TaftI,  the  first  order  of  business  Is  the 
submission  of  petitions  and  memorials. 

If  tiiere  be  no  petitions  or  memorials. 
the  next  order  of  business  is  reports  of 
committees.  It  is  assumed  that  there 
are  no  reports  of  committees. 

The  next  order  of  business  is  the  in- 
troduction of  bills  and  joint  resolutions. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
at  this  time  a  concurrent  resolution  re- 
lating to  the  presidential  succession,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  concur- 
rent resolution  is  not  in  order  at  this 
time.  It  will  be  in  order  at  a  later  time. 
Concurrent  resolutions  are  not  now  in 
order. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a 
report  of  a  committee. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
like  to  object,  but  reports  of  committees 
are  not  in  order  under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  entered  into 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  correct. 
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BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODXX7ED 

BillB  and  joint  resolutions  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follov/s: 

By  Mr.  I»RK8EN: 

S.  1.  A  bUl  to  establish  a  Federal  Com- 
mission on  ClTi:  Rights  and  PrlvUegee;  to 
promote  obervsrce  of  the  civil  rights  of  all 
individuals;  and  to  aid  In  eliminating  dis- 
crimination In  employment  because  of  race, 
creed,  or  color;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

8.  2.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for  certain 
lands  to  certali  settlers  in  the  Pyramid 
Lake  Indian  Reeervation,  Nev.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  3.  A  bill  t3  prevent  citizens  of  the 
United  States  ol  questionable  loyalty  to  the 
United  States  Oovernment  from  accepting 
any  office  or  employment  In  or  under  the 
United  Nations,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  im  the  Judiciary. 

S.  4.  A  bill  to  deny  Income-tax  exemption 
to  certain  orgaiiizations  which  make  dona- 
t.ons  to  BubverBlve  organizations  or  Indl- 
vKluals;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S.  5.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  salaries  of 
Judges  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  6.  A  bill  to  aid  In  preventing  shortages 
of  petroleum  and  petroleum  products  In  the 
United  States  by  promoting  the  production 
of  synthetic  liquid  fuels;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  AfTalrs. 

S  7.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the 
merger  and  the  consolidation  of  Interna- 
tional air  carriers  for  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  8.  A  bill  tc>  create  an  Independent  Air 
Safety  Board;  and 

S.  9.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the 
regulation  of  noncertlficated  air  carriers  and 
contract  air  carriers,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

8.  10.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  transportation 
of  obscene  matters  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce;  and 

8.  11.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  the  mailing  of  ob- 
scene matter:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  12.  A  bill  1o  amend  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Act  of  1933.  as  amended:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  13  A  bill  to  permit  the  sale  of  gold 
within  the  Unl'  ed  States,  its  Territories  and 
possessions.  Including  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposep;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

S  14  A  bill  to  Improve  the  administration 
of  Justice  by  tl  e  creation  of  an  Administra- 
tive Court  of  tt  e  United  States; 

S.  15.  A  bill  to  provide  lor  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  circuit  and  district  judges, 
and  for  other  p  irposes; 

S.  16.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immunity  pro- 
vision relating  to  testimony  given  by  wit- 
nesses before  f  ither  House  of  Congress  or 
their  committets; 

S.  17.  A  bill  to  provide  general  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  Ijefore  Federal 
agencies; 

S.  13.  A  bill  to  ^mend  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act.  and  eliminate  certain  exemp- 
tions therefrom;  and 

8.  19.  A  bill  to  suspend  the  running  of  the 
statutes  of  limitations  applicable  to  offenses 
involving  performance  of  offlcial  duties  by 
Government  oflcers  and  employees  during 
periods  of  Government  service  of  the  officer 
or  employee  corcerned;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8.  20.  A  bill  io  provide  for  the  use  of  25 
percent    of    grasing    receipts    from    national 


forests  for  the  making  of  range  Improre- 
DRents  within  such  forests;  to  the  Gomxnlttea 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

S.  21.  A  bill  to  prevent  unautbortBed  ac- 
ceptance or  wearing  of  foreign  decorstlons  by 
aOcers  of  the  United  States;  to  tlie  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8,;S.  A  bUl  to  validate  certain  payments 
for  fccrued  leave  made  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  accepted  discharges  for  the 
l.urpose  of  Immediate  reenllstment  for  an  In- 
definite period;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

8.  23.  A  bill  to  make  It  unlawful  for  a  mem- 
ber of  a  Commtmlst  organization  to  bold  an 
office  or  employment  with  any  labor  organ- 
isation, and  to  permit  the  discharge  by  em- 
ployers ol  persons  who  are  members  of  organ- 
izations designated  as  subversive  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States; 

8.24.  A  blU  to  permit  Judicial  review  of 
decisions  of  Government  contracting  officers 
Involving  questions  of  fact  arising  under 
Government  contracts  In  cases  other  than 
those  in  which  fraud  is  aUeged; 

S.  25.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy throughout  the  United  States,"  ap- 
proved July  1,  1598,  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto; 

S.  26.  A  bill  to  amend  chapter  19,  title  5. 
of  the  United  States  Code,  entitled  "Ad- 
ministrative Procedure,"  so  as  to  prohibit  the 
employment  by  any  person  of  any  member, 
offlcial,  attorney,  or  employee  of  a  Govern- 
ment agency  except  under  certain  condi- 
tions; 

S.  27.  A  bill  to  authorize  tlie  establish- 
ment of  an  Inventions  Award  Board  within 
the  Department  of  Defense,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  28.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act; 

8.  29.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
lump-sum  death  benefits  to  the  survivors  of 
certain  employees  of  contractors  with  the 
United  States  during  World  War  11;  and 

S.  30.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Jury  trials  in 
condemnation  proceedings  In  United  States 
district  courts;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  31.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Taylor  Grazing 
Act  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  greater 
participation  by  district  advisory  boards  in 
administration  of  the  act;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  AfTalrs. 

S.  32.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  section  458.  so  as  to  Increase  to 
$15  per  day  the  limit  on  subsistence  expenses 
allowed  to  Justices  and  Judges  traveling  while 
attending  court  or  transacting  official  busi- 
ness at  places  other  than  their  official  sta- 
tions, and  to  authorize  reimbursement  for 
such  travel  by  privately  owned  automobiles 
at  the  rate  of  7  cents  per  mile;  to  the  Com- 
mittee cm  the  Judiciary. 

S.  33.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  care  of 
members  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  their  de- 
pendents in  naval  hospitals  in  certain  cases; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S.  34.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  to  provide  for 
Judicial  relief;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  35.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Airport 
Act  in  order  to  extend  the  time  during  which 
requests  may  be  made  for  reimbursement  for 
damages  to  public  airports  resulting  from 
military  operations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  36.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  incorpora- 
tion, regulation,  merger,  consolidation,  and 
dissolution  of  certain  business  corporations 
In  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  37.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  (a)  of  the 
Foreign  Agents  Registration  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  38.  A  bill  to  assist  In  the  provision  of  fa- 
cilities for  free  public  education  required  in 
connection  with  the  national  defense;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 


8.  M.  A  bUl  to  furtber  Implement  the  full 
faltta  and  osedlt  clause  at  the  ConstituUcm; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.40.  A  bin  to  atrttaorlze  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  establish  recreational  facill- 
ttes  in  reaervotr  areas  of  reclamation  proj- 
ects; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

8.41.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
June  15.  1917,  as  amended; 

S.  42.  A  bill  to  provide  for  attorneys'  Hens 
in  proceedings  before  the  courts  or  other  de- 
partments and  agencies  of  the  United  States; 

8.43.  A  bill  to  amend  section  315  of  title 
18.  United  States  Code,  to  prohibit  officers  or 
employees  of  the  United  States  from  accept- 
ing payments  for  appointment  or  retention 
of  a  person  In  office  or  employment  under 
the  United  States; 

S.  44.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  deputy  United  States  marshals  without  re- 
gard to  the  provisions  of  the  clvll-servlce  laws 
and  regulations; 

8.45.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel; 

S.  48.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  E.  8.  Berney; 

S.  47.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  An- 
drew Wright;   and 

S.  48.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kosta  Mlllsav 
Bulatovlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  CORDON  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Knowland,  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  An- 
derson, Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Htjmphret,  Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Morse. 
Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr.  Leh- 
man, Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Duft,  and 
Mr.  Williams)  : 

S.  49.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii 
to  form  a  constitution  and  State  government 
and  to  be  admitted  Into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Cordon  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  MURRAY  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Chavez,  Mr.  Magnuson.  Mr.  Morse, 
Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Akdebsov.  Mr. 
Douglas,  Mr.  Gillette,  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey, Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Neelt,  Mr. 
Lehman,  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Maks- 
FiELD,  and  Mr.  Jackson)  : 

S.  50.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admission 
of  Alaska  Into  the  Union;  and 

S.  51.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  Ha- 
waii to  form  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original  States: 
to  the  Com'..iittee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Murray  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  52.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Anny  Del 
Curto; 

S.  53.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lewis  Roland 
Edwards; 

S.  54.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Juan  Ezcurra 
and  Francisco  Ezcurra; 

8.  55.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carol  Lynn 
Barbara  Hecht; 

S.  56.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Anton 
Heifert; 

8.  57.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Blanca  Ibarra 
and  Dolores  Ibarra; 

S.  58.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Suzanne 
Jacquet; 

8.  59.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Kort- 
schak; 

8.  60.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Fawn  S.  Louie; 

S.  61.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hedwlg  Marek 
and  Emma  Elizabeth  Marek; 

S.  62.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Maria 
Martinez  y  Garcia; 

8.  83.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Vaclav  Mos- 
tecky; 

S.  64.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Teodoro  Eguea 
Munagorrl; 

8.  65.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Fiury 
Paluy;  and 
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8.06.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  OuUlermo 
Pedraza;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  IVXS: 
8.87.  A   bill   for  the  relief   of   Anmtaula 
John  Tiamlel*: 

8.  68.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs.  Rebecca 
Oodscbalk;  and 

8.69.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Peter 
C.  T.  Kao;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
8.  70.  A  bill  to  amend  cectlon  4  of  the  Uni- 
versal Military  Training  and  Service  Act  to 
extend  to  certain  medical  personnel  credit 
for  military  service  rendered  In  the  armed 
forces  of  cobelligerent  nations  diirlng  World 
War  II.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

S.  71.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Bernard  W. 
Olson;  and 

8.  72.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vaslllkl  Angelo- 
pulou;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  73.  A  bill  providing  for  the  payment  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  of  med- 
ical and  hospital  expenses  incurred  by  Daniel 
B.  Robertson;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.  74.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  return  to 
the  former  owners  of  certain  lands  acquired 
in  connection  with  the  Garrison  Dam  proj- 
ect of  mineral  Interest  in  such  lands;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

8.  75.  A  bill  to  prohibit  certain  reservations 
of  mineral  Interests  by  Federal  land  banks, 
the  Land  Bank  Commissioner,  and  the  Fed- 
eral Farm  Mortgage  Association,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  disposition  of  certain  mineral  inter- 
ests heretofore  reserved  by  them;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  U^.  Young  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 
8.76.  A  bill  to  define  bank  holding  com- 
panies, control  their  future  expansion,  and 
to  require  the  divestment  of  nonbanking 
assets;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

S.  77.  A  bill  to  prohibit  hunting,  trapping, 
and  fishing  on  public  lands  in  violation  of 
State  or  Territorial  laws;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MALONE: 
8.  78.  A  bill  to  provide  for  removal  from, 
and  the  prevention  of  appointment  to,  ofBces 
or  positions  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  of  persons  who  are  found  to  be 
security  risks  or  disloyal  to  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
8.  79.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  cooperate  with  the  State  of 
Kentucky  to  acquire  non-Federal  cave  prop- 
erties within  the  authorized  boundaries  of 
Mammoth  Cave  National  Park  in  the  State  of 
Kentucky,   and   for   other   purposes:    to    the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  80.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roy  Walker; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAYBANK: 
8.  81.  A  bUl  to  require  certain  members  of 
the  legislative  and  executive  branches  of  tho 
Government  to  file  additional  copies  of  their 
annual    Federal    income-tax   return;    to   the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
By  Mr.  CORDON: 
S.  82.  A  bill   to  permit  exploration,   loca- 
tion, entry,  and  disposition  under  the  min- 
eral-land laws  of  the  United  States  oi  cer- 
tain lands  acquired  by  the  United  States; 
r.nd 

S.  83.  A  bill  relating  to  the  admlnUtrative 
Jurisdiction  of  certain  public  lands  In  the 
State  of  Oregon;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  84.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Am  In 
Kehdi;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  86.  A  bill  to  prevent  Federal  dam  and 
reservoir  projects  from  interfering  with  sus- 
tained-yield timber   operations; 

8.  86.  A  bill  to  authcvlze  payment,  on  a 
fair  and  equitable  basis,  to  the  States  and 
their  political  subdivisions  for  the  replace- 


ment. reI<x:ation,  rebuilding,  or  improvement 
of  public  highway  facilities  Inundated,  aban- 
doned, damaged,  or  destroyed  by  the  con- 
struction or  operation  of  certain  public  works 
of  the  Uxiited  States;  and 

S.  87.  A  bill  authorizing  the  modification 
of  th?  gf^neral  plan  for  the  comprehensive 
development  of  the  Columbia  River  Basin 
to  provide  for  additional  hydroelectric  power 
development;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  CORDON  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Morse)  : 

S.  88.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  addition  to 
the  Willamette  National  Cemetery  of  the 
Veterans  Burial  Plot  of  Lincoln  Memorial 
Park,  Portland.  Oreg.,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

S.  89.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  presentation 
of  claims  of  the  Coos  (or  Kowes)  Bay.  Lower 
Umpqua  (or  Kalawatset),  and  Sluslaw  Tribes 
of  Indians  to  the  Indian  Claims  Commission; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 

S.  90.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  payment  by 
the  Veterans'  Administration  of  increased 
compensation  on  account  of  service-con- 
nected total  deafness  to  veterans  in  receipt 
of  compensation;  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance. 

S.  91.  A  bill  to  require  the  identification 
of  cotton  products  for  the  protection  and 
benefit  of  the  producers  and  consumers 
thereof;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  92.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Post; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    HILL    (for    himself    and    Mr. 
Aiken ) : 

S.  93.  A  bill  to  authorize  grants  to  enable 
the  States  to  survey,  coordinate,  supplement, 
and  strengthen  their  existing  health  re- 
sources so  that  hospital  and  medical  care  may 
be  obtained  by  all  persons;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  HILL  (for  himself.  Mr.  Douglas. 
and  Mr.  Aike.n  i  : 

S.  94.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further  devel- 
opment of  public  library  service  in  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub'jc 
Welfare. 

By  Mr    FERGUSON: 

S.  95.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  D-rka 
Kourteva  Dlkova  iDikofl)  and  her  son  Nicola 
Marin  Dlkoff; 

S.  96.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kunlko  Vic»nt: 

S.  97.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gunhard 
Oravas  and  Vlrve  Oravas; 

S.  98.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  (Mrs)  Betty 
Thornton   or  Jozsefne  Toth: 

8.99.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  better  as- 
surance of  the  protection  of  persons  within 
the  several  States  from  lynching,  and  lor 
other  purposes; 

S.  100.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Detroit 
Automotive   Products   Co.; 

S.  101.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Phed  Vos- 
nlacos; 

S.  102.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Cracchlolo;   and 

S.  103.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  SUverlo  Sal- 
vatore  Conte;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  104.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Food  and  Drug  district  office  at 
Detroit,  Mich.;  to  the  Committee  on  Lauor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

S.  105.  A  bill  making  unlawful  the  require- 
ment for  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as  a  pre- 
requisite to  voting  in  a  primary  or  other  elec- 
tion for  national  officers;  ro  the  Commi^ee 
on  Rules  and  Administration. 

S.  106.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Execu- 
tive Branch  of  the  Government:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Fxrguson  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bUl.  whlcn 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 
S.  107.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  oil  and  gas  reserves  of  the  Conti- 


nental Shelf  adjacent  to  the  •bores  of  the 
United  States,  to  protect  certain  equities 
therein,  to  confirm  the  titles  of  the  several 
States  to  lands  underlying  inland  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

S.  108.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render  Judg- 
ment on  certain  claims  of  Individual  Navajo 
Indians  against  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

8  109.  A  bill  for  the  relief  oX  Crlsanto 
Castillo  Underwood; 

S.  110  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Christopher 
F    J.iko; 

S  ill  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ida 
McCabe:  and 

S.  112  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  tb« 
War  Claims  Act  of  1048  so  as  to  establish  a 
minimum  pavment  of  compensation  for  the 
survivors  of  prisoners  of  war  who  died  during 
Imprisonment;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON  (for  himself  and 
Mr    CiiAVEZ)  : 

S.  113.  A  bill  to  provide  funds  for  cooper- 
ation with  the  public-school  authorities  of 
Valencia  County.  N.  Mex..  In  the  construc- 
tion and  Improvement  of  public-school  fa- 
cilities: to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
insul.ir  Aflalrs 

By  Mr  ANDERSON  (for  himself.  Mr. 
Haydkn,  Mr.  Chavez,  and  Mr. 
Knowij^nd)  : 

S  114.  A  bill  authorizing  appropriations 
for  the  construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  western  land  boundary  fence 
project,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KERR: 

S  113  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Art  of  1949.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
I  ore.stry. 

S  116  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction. 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Canton 
reclamation  project,  Oklahoma,  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S  117  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1941  relating  to  the 
apportionment  of  moneys  received  on 
account  of  the  leasing  of  lands  acquired  by 
the  United  States  for  fiood-control  purposes; 
tu  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By    Mr.    KERR    (for    himself   and   Mr. 

MoNRONET)  ; 

S  118.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  Initial  phase  of  the  Washita 
River  Basin  reclamation  project.  Oklahoma; 

and 

S  1!9  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Markham  Ferry  project  on  the 
Grand  River  in  Oklahoma  by  the  Grand 
River  Dam  Authority,  an  instrumentality  of 
the  State  of  Oklahoma;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public   Works. 

By   Mr.    FREAR- 

S  120  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Geraslmos 
Glannatos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FREAR   (for  himself  and  Mr. 

WILLIAMS)  : 

8.  121.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construction 
of  a  highway  bridge  across  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal  at  Summit,  Del.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(See   the  remarks  of  Mr.  F^zak  when  he 
introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 

S.  122.  A  bill  directing  the  conveyance  of 
certain  property  to  the  city  of  Rupert, 
Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   Affairs. 

S.  12.3.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Annl  Wll- 
helmine  Skoda; 

S.  124.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wolf-Rud- 
Iger  Johannes  Urban; 

S.  125.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  Op- 
penhelmer,  Jr..  and  Mrs.  Jane  Oppenhelmer; 
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8. 126.  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  Nikolas  Wal- 
lerl; 

S  127.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Euaeblo  Asia; 
and 

S.  128.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
80,   1950.  relating  to  the   extension  of  the 
terms  of  patents  of  World  War  II  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

S.  129.  A  bia  to  amend  the  act  of  Angnst 
SO.  1935  (49  8taL  1048),  authorlzdng  the 
Chippewa  Indians  of  Wisconsin  to  submit 
claims  to  the  Cotirt  of  Claims;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  130.  A  b:U  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure,  with  respect  to  State  jurisdiction 
over  offenses  committed  by  or  against  In- 
dians in  the  Indian  country,  and  to  confer 
on  the  State  of  Minnesota  civil  jiirlsdlction 
over  Indians  :n  the  State;  and 

S.  131.  A  b:Il  for  the  relief  of  Henry  M. 
Schafhausen  and  Gertrude  Julie  Schafhau- 
sen;  to  the  Cammlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr    THYE    (for   himself    and   Mr. 
Bltles  of  Nebraska)  : 

8.  1^32.  A  bJl  to  transfer  the  administra- 
tion of  hesdth  services  for  Indians  and  the 
operation  of  Indian  hospitals  to  the  United 
States  Publlt-  Health  Service;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  In°.erlor  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    LANGER: 

8.  133.  A  bill  to  provide  for  cancellation  of 
certain  feed  and  seed  loans; 

S.  1S4.  A  b  11  to  authorize  the  conveyance 
to  the  former  owners  of  mineral  Interests 
in  certain  suhmarginal  lands  acquired  by 
the  United  States  In  the  States  of  North 
IDakota.  South  Dakota.  Colorado,  and  Mon- 
tana;  and 

S.  135.  A  bin  to  amend  section  21  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  as 
amended,  so  as  to  increase  the  maximum 
amounts  ami  terms  for  which  loans  may 
be  made  under  such  section;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

8.  136.  A  1)111  to  Increase  the  Insurance 
protection  ol  depositors  in  federally  Insured 
banks  from  410.000  to  915.000;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  B inking  and  Currency. 

S.  137.  A  b.ll  to  amend  the  Social  Security 
Act  so  that  persons  receiving  Insurance  ben- 
efits under  the  Federal  Old -Age  and  Survi- 
vors Insurance  System  can  earn  as  much  as 
•100  a  month.  In  lieu  of  950  a  month,  with- 
out forfelthig  Insurance  benefits;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

8.  138.  A  till  to  provide  aid  to  persons  in 
the  United  States  desirous  of  migrating  to 
the  Republi<:  of  Liberia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Conunlttee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

S.  139.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  conveyanci 
to  the  former  owners  of  mineral  Interests  in 
certain  lands  in  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 
and  Montana  acquired  by  the  United  States 
under  title  III  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

S  140.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
McBrlde; 

S.  141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Ray 
Smith; 

5.  142.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Norman  8. 
MacPhee; 

6.  148.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hanni  Marie 
Matuschke; 

8  144.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Cavalier 
County  Pair  Association; 

8.  145.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended; 

S.  146.  A  bill  to  amend  section  82  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  1917,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  permit  the  return  under 
such  section  of  property  which  an  alien  ac- 
quired while  a  bona  fide  resident  oX  the 
United  States; 

8.  147.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Slzuko  Kato; 

8.  148.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  protect  trade  and  commerce 
against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies." 
approved  July  2,  1890; 


8. 149.  A  bin  confeninf  authority  on  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appteals  for  tbe  Dis- 
trict oi  Otrfumbta  to  ivgulatc  adnvtsslon  to 

the  bar  oi  the  District  of  Columbia; 

8. 150.  A  bra  for  the  relief  of  Vladimir  and 
Jaroelava  Wolf; 

8. 151.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of  tbe 
Ttading  With  the  Knemy  Act  of  1917.  as 
amended,  so  as  to  permit  tbs  retwn  under 
such  section  of  property  which  an  alien  ac- 
quh-ed  by  gift,  trust,  aimuity,  devise,  be- 
quest, inheritance,  or  as  beneficiary  of  any  in- 
surance policy  from  an  American  citizen  or 
national  and  to  provide  that  in  any  present 
or  future  conflict  similar  {property  be  held 
in  trust  tor  such  enemy  alien  by  courts  of 
competent  Jurisdiction  or  by  an  agency  of  the 
Government  appointed  by  the  President,  sub- 
ject to  the  use  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  the  successful  conclusion  of  hos- 
tilities, to  l>e  returned  to  such  alien  after 
the  end  of  hostilities  under  certain  condi- 
tions as  set  out  herein; 

S.  152.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  P.  Hlnes; 

S.  153.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wilhelm 
Engelbert; 

S.  154.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Pantelas;  and 

S.  155.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  1917,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  p>ermit  the  return  under 
such  section  of  property  which  an  alien  ac- 
quired, by  gift,  devise,  bequest,  or  Inherit- 
ance, from  an  American  citizen;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  156.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  provide  for  research  and  in- 
vestigation as  to  the  cause,  prevention,  treat- 
ment, and  possible  cure  of  epilepsy;  and 

S.  157.  A  bin  to  provide  for  loans  to  indi- 
viduals for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to 
obtain  a  college  or  university  education;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  aud  Public  Wel- 
fare. 

By  Mr.  MURRAY  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Mansfield)  : 

8.  158.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  installa- 
tion of  Improvements  and  facilities  needed 
for  the  protection,  development,  and  utili- 
zation of  Federal  resources  affected  by  dam 
and  water  reservoir  projects  constructed  by 
the  Federal  Government,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MURRAY: 

S.  159.  A  bill  to  transfer  to  the  Indian 
tribes  of  Montana  control  over  their  tribal 
funds; 

8.  160.  A  bii:  authorizing  Investigation,  re- 
search, and  development  work  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  the  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities,  including  not 
more  than  one  demonstration  plant,  to  de- 
termine and  demonstrate  the  economic  feasi- 
bility of  producing  electric  power  and  energy 
by  means  of  a  wind-driven  generator  operated 
In  conjunction  with  an  electric-power  sys- 
tem, and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  161.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issuance  of 
a  patent  In  fee  to  certain  lands  on  the  Crow 
Indian  Reservation; 

8. 162.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  leasing  of 
restricted  Indian  lands  In  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana for  public,  religious,  educational,  recrea- 
tional, residential,  business,  and  other  pur- 
poses requiring  the  grant  of  long-term  leases; 

8.  163.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issuance  of 
a  patent  In  fee  to  Olive  Old  Bull  Comes  In  a 
Day; 

S.  164.  A  bill  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holds  certain  lands  In  trust  for  the 
Blackfeet  Indian  Tribe  of  Montana;  and 

S.  165.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issuance 
of  a  patent  In  fee  to  Amy  Old  Bull;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

8. 166.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Louise 
Marie  Josephine  Belloir; 

8.  167.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Jeanne 
Maria  Henneth  Langlo; 

8.  168.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  the  Sacred 
Heart  Hospital; 

S.  169.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Lauren  F. 
Tewtsch; 


S.  170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jessie  Con- 
neny; 

S.  171.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs.  Irma 
Benjamin; 

5.  172.  A  bin  for  the  relief  oi  Kobuko 
Sengoku; 

6.  173.  A  Mil  f<w  the  rrtlef  of  Socorro  Ge- 
rona  de  Castro; 

8. 174.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  MUsa  Eid  M. 
Abdes  Salam;  and 

8.  175.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  distribution 
of  motor-vehicle  tires,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MURRAY  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
MoRsi) : 

8.  176.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for  equal 
work  for  women,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  NEBLY: 

8.  177.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  donation  to 
or  acceptance  by  Members  of  Congress  of 
contributions  for  services  rendered  or  to  be 
rendered  as  such  Members  or  for  reimburse- 
ment of  expenses  incurred  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  as  such  Members  and  for 
other  purposes: 

S.  178.  A  bill  to  amend  section  8731  of  title 
18  of  the  United  Stat-s  Code  relating  to  ap- 
peals by  the  United  States;  and 

S.  179.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Insun  Lee; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  180.  A  bill  to  limit  the  cases  in  which 
persons  charged  with  offenses  cognizable  by 
the  criminal  branch  of  the  municipal  court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  may  forfeit  col- 
lateral in  lieu  of  api)earing  for  trial; 

S.  181.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Narcotic  Drug 
Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

8. 182.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  more  effec- 
tive prevention  and  punishment  of  all  gam- 
bling, except  casual  social  gambling,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia; 

S.  183.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  better  con- 
trol of  dangerous  weapons  In  the  District  of 
Columbia; 

S.  184.  A  bni  to  make  uniform  the  pro- 
cedure on  interstate  extradition  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia; 

S.  185.  A  bill  to  make  certain  transactions 
Involving  the  making  of  gifts  to,  or  the  re- 
ceiving of  gifts  by.  officials  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  prima  facie  evidence  of  a  violation 
of  certain  statutes  relating  to  bribery; 

S.  186.  A  bill  to  prescrit>e  certain  penalties 
applicable  to  present  and  former  officers  and 
employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia  who 
refuse  to  testify  concernli^  matters  relating 
to  their  public  office;  and 

S.  187.  A  bill  to  provide  criminal  penalties 
for  unlawful  possession  of  narcotic  drugs 
with  Intent  to  barter,  exchange,  sell,  or  give 
the  same  to  another;  to  the  Cominittee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  188.  A  bin  to  authorize  and  request  the 
President  to  tindertake  to  mobilize  at  some 
convenient  place  In  the  United  States  an 
adequate  number  of  the  world's  outstanding 
experts,  and  coordinate  and  utilize  their 
services  In  a  supreme  endeavor  to  discover 
means  of  curing  and  preventing  cancer;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna: 

8.  189.  A  bin  to  provide  severance  pay  to 
certain  officers  and  enxployees  of  the  Federal 
Oovemment; 

B.  190.  A  bin  to  establlEh  a  basic  adminis- 
trative workweek  and  pay  periods  of  two  ad- 
ministrative workweeks  for  postmasters, 
officers,  and  employees  in  the  postal  field 
service,  and  for  other  pvirposes; 

S.  191.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (d)  of  the 
ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930. 
as  amended;  and 

S.  192.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Classlflcatlcm 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  WATKINS: 

S.  193.  A  bm  for  the  relief  of  TDnl  Anne 
Simmons  (Httoml  Urasakl);  and 

8. 194.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  TbeOdore  a. 
Passalls;  to  tbe  Commltte*  on  th*  Ju«Uetary. 
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By  Ifr.  BRIDGES: 
8.  195.  A  blU  relating  to  the  fixing  of  wage 
rates  for  employees  In  naval  shipyards,  and 
for   other   purposes;    to    the   Committee   on 
Armed  Services. 

8. 196.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alejandro  de 
la  Ctmz  Hernandez:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8. 197.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  and  ap- 
proval of  Congress  to  an  Interstate  compact 
relating  to  the  joint  construction  and  oper- 
ation of  public  welfare  institutions;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

8.  198.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  improvement 
of  Portsmouth  Harbor  and  the  Plscataqua 
F.iver,  N.  H..  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  HUNT: 

S.  199.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  exchange 
of  farm  units  on  Federal  Irrigation  projects, 
and  for  other*  purposes;    to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 

8. 300.  A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  and  similar  organizations; 

S.  201 .  A  bill  making  the  day  designated 
for  appointment  of  electors  of  President  and 
Vice  President  a  legal  holiday; 

S.  202  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  legal  guardian  of  Gail  Mackleman,  a 
minor; 

8.  203  (by  request).  A  blU  for  the  relief  of 
Yvonne  Llnnea  Colcord; 

8.204  (by  request).  A  blU  for  the  relief  of 
Toko  Okuno;  and 

S.  205  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Evdoxla  J.  Kitsos;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

S.  206.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ursula  Klrk- 
pa  trick; 

8.  207.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jimy  Okuda; 

8.  208.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Con- 
stantlna   (Teresia  Kakonyi); 

8. 209.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Irene  C. 
Karl; 

8.  210.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eliza- 
beth DeCourcy; 

8.211.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Schwartz: 

8.  212.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Georgia 
Papantonlou  (formerly  Georgia  Zazas); 

8.  213.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Katlna  and 
Theodoros  Flfflis;   and 

S.  214.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Geraldlne  B. 
Mathews;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  215.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  compen- 
sation of  certain  persons  whose  lands  have 
been  flooded  and  damaged  by  reason  of  fluc- 
tuations in  the  water  level  of  the  Uike  of  the 
Woods;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  KiLGORz) : 

8.  216.  A  bill  to  set  aside  the  proceeds  of 
the  manufacturers'  excise  taxes  on  auto- 
mobiles, tires  and  tubes,  gasoline,  and  lubri- 
cating oil  for  the  purposes  of  the  Federal-Aid 
Road  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Magnttson  when 
he  mtroduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

8.  217.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  granting 
of  honorable  discharges  to  certain  persons 
who  served  in  the  Armed  Forces  during  World 
War  I;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S.  218.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3412  (c)  (2) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended 
(relating  to  tax  on  gasoline); 

S.  219.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduction 
from  gross  income  for  income-tax  purposes 
of  expenses  incurred  by  farmers  in  building 
roads;  and 

8.  220.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduction 
from  gross  Income  for  income-tax  purposes 
of  expenses  incurred  by  farmers  for  the  pur- 
poee  of  soil  and  water  conservation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

S.  221.  A  bill  to  amend  subsection  fa)  of 
section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended,  to  include  claims  of  certain  Amer- 
ican citizens  who  served  in  the  armed  forces 
of  any  government   allied  with  the   United 


States  during  World  War  II  and  who  were 
taken  prisoners  of  war; 

8.222.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Martha  H. 
Braun;  and 

8.  223.  A  bill  to  amend  section  284  of  the 
United  States  Code  relating  to  disqualifica- 
tions of  former  officers  and  employees  In  mat- 
ters connected  with  their  former  duties; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  224.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Gover- 
nor and  Secretary  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  shall  be  elected  by  the  people  of 
that  Territory;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  225.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor  Manage- 
ment Relations  Act,  1947,  so  as  to  prevent 
Interruptions  to  ocean  transportation  serv- 
ice between  the  United  States  and  its  Ter- 
ritories and  fXMisesslons  as  a  result  of  labor 
disputes;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
PubUc   Welfare. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

S.  226.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Keiko 
Tashlro; 

S.  227.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erkki  Mainlo 
Sakari  Salo; 

S.  228.  A  till  for  the  relief  of  Irene  Ezltls; 

S.  229.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Michael  David 
Montgomery; 

S.  230.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jenny  Evely 
Elsie  Duncan; 

S.  231.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Otmar 
Sprah;   and 

S.  232.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  S.VJTH  of  N?w  Jersey: 

S.  233.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jeno  Cseplo; 

S.  234.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Szabo; 

S.  235.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Armando 
Fuoco; 

S.  236.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amir  Has- 
san Sepah'ian; 

S.  237.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Augusta 
Barrois; 

S.  238.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn: 

S.  233.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Frank  Goto;  and 

S.  240.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Isabel  Eileen 
Burn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HUNT: 

S.  241.  A  bill  to  authorize  enrolled  mem- 
bers of  the  Shoshone  and  Arapaho  Tribes 
of  the  Wind  River  Reservation,  Wyo.,  to 
acquire  trust  Interests  in  tribal  lands  of  the 
reservation,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MILLlKIN  (fur  himself  and 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado)  : 

S.  242.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment  of   a   Veterans'   Administration   domi- 
ciliary facility  at  Fort  ^fcogan.  Colo.;   to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 

S.  ?43.  A  bill  to  amend  Public  Law  73, 
Elghty-nrst  Congress,  fir.st  ses.slon  (63  Stat! 
Ill)  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (for  Administration);  the  to  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 
By  Mr    BRIDGES: 

S.  244.  A  bill  to  provide  for  recognition  of 
the  Cathedral-of-the-Pines,  Rlnd^e.  N.  H., 
as  a  national  shrine;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  In.sular  Affairs. 

S.  245.  A  bill  to  authorize  promotions  from 
apprentice  to  Journeymen  in  the  Govern- 
ment cervice  to  be  made  on  a  permanent 
ba.<=ls,  to  provide  credit  for  promotion  and 
retention  purposes  for  graduate  apprentices, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT: 

S  246.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gerrlt  Been- 
and 

S.  247.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frans  Gtm- 
nlck;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  ( for  himself  and  Mr. 
Watkins)  : 
S.  248.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bouessa 
Deeb;  and 

S.  249.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading    With    the   Enemy   Act    of    1917.   as 


amended,  so  as  to  permit  the  return  under 
such  section  of  amounts  payable  to  allena 
under  trxist  funds  created  by  American  citi- 
zens; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
8.  250.  A  bni  to  amend  the  Social  Security 
Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances  under 
which  the  Federal  old-age  and  aurvivon  in- 
surance system  may  be  extended  to  State  and 
local  employees  who  are  covered  by  retire- 
ment systems;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By    Mr.    BRICKER    (for    himself,    Mr. 
McCarran,  Mr.  Aikxn,  Mr.  Baurt, 
Mr.  BxALL,  Mr.  BKNNrrr,  Mr.  Bsnxna, 
Mr.  Bush.  Mr.  Bxttlzr  of  Nebraska, 
Mr.  BuTucR  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Btrd, 
Mr.    Capkhart,    Mr.    Carlson,    Mr. 
Case,  Mr.   Chavez,  Mr.  Cordon.  Mr. 
Daniel.  Mr.  Dixksen.  Mr.  Dmr,  Mr. 
Dworshak.    Mr.    Eastland,    Mr.    El- 
lender.  Mr.  Ferguson.  Mr.  Flandzra, 
Mr.  F^EAR.  Mr.  GiLLXTrz,  Mr.  Golo- 
water.  Mr.  HzNDRicxsoN,  Mr.  Hick- 
en  looper.  Mr.  HoET,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Jenner.  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado, 
Mr.    Johnston    of    South    Carolina. 
Mr.     Kerr,     Mr.     Knowland,      Mr. 
KucHEL,  Mr.   Lancer.   Mr.   McClxl- 
LAN.  Mr.  Malonr,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr. 
Matbank,    Mr.    Mundt.    Mr.    Patnx, 
Mr.      Potter.      Mr.      Pttrtzll,      Mr. 
RoDERTSoN.     Mr.     Saltonstall.    Mr. 
ScHoEPPEL.  Mr.  SMrrn  of  New  Jersey, 
Mrs.  SMrru  of  Maine,  Mr.  SiirrH  of 
North    Carolina.    Mr.    Stxnnis,    Mr, 
Taft,    Mr.    Thte.    Mr.    Tobrt,    Mr. 
Watklns,    Mr.    Welkkx     Mr.    Wil- 
liams.   Mr.    Young,    Mr.    Griswolo, 
and  Mr.  Macnuson)  : 
S  J  Res  1.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment     to     the     Constitution     of     the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of  trea- 
ties and  executive  agreements;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Brickex  when  he 
introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  BnicKiR  i  : 
S  J  Res  2.  Joint     resolution     to     Impose 
limitations  with  regard   to  executive  agree- 
ments;   to   the   Committee   on  Foreign   Re- 
lations. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
S.  J  Res  3.     Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amen'iment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  taking  of  private  prop- 
erty; and 

S  J  Res  4.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
nmendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  restore  the  same  rights  to 
the  Indian  trlljes  which  are  enjoyed  by  all 
citizens  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  M.\YBANK: 
S.  J  Res  5.  Joint  resolution  to  authorlzs 
the  American  Battle  Monuments  Commis- 
sion to  prepare  plans  and  estimates  for  the 
erection  of  a  suitable  memorial  to  Gen. 
John  J.  Pershing;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration. 

By  Mr   COREXJN: 
8  J  Res.  8.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for 
a  continuance  of  civil  government  for  the 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Ferguson)  : 
S  J.  Res.  7.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica Ui  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year  Gen- 
eral Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observ- 
ance and  commemoration  of  the  death  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 
8.  J.  Res.  8.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  relating  to 
the  nomination  and  election  of  candidates 
for  President  and  Vice  President,  and  to  suc- 
cession to  the  ofllce  of  President  in  the  event 
of  the  death  or  inability  of  the  President;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Smathirs  when 
he    introduced    the    above    Joint   resolution, 
which  appear  under  a  sfparate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  FREAR: 

S.  J.  Res.  9.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  Issuance  of  a  stamp  in  commemoration 
of  the  life  of  Emily  P.  Bissell;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Frear  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  FREAR   (for  himself  and  Mr. 

WiLLtAMS)  : 

S.  J.  Res.  10.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  beginning  on  the  Sunday  before 
Thanksgiving  Day  and  ending  on  the  Sunday 
after  Thanksgiving  Day  of  each  year  as 
Homemakers  Week;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Frear  when  he 
Introdvced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
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STATEHOOD  FOR  HAW  AH 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Knowland].  the  Senator 
from  Utah  (Mr.  Watkins  1,  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson],  the 
Senator  from  Maine  (Mrs.  Smith  J,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  (Mr.  Thye],  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  ,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr, 
HtJNT],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
I  Mr.  Macnuson  ] ,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  (Mr.  Lehman],  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Smith],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Duff],  and 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Wil-- 
LiAMsl.  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  a 
State  goverrmient  and  be  admitted  into 
the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
original  States. 

The  bill  (S.  49)  to  enable  the  people 
of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Cordon  (for  himself  and  other  Senators) . 
was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


STATEHOOD  FOR  ALASKA  AND 
HAWAH 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Macnu- 
son). the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Holland],  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson],  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douclas],  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Humphrey],  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  , 
the  Senator  f/om  New  York  [Mr.  Leh- 
man!, the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennincs],  my  colleague,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Mansfield], 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
(Mr.  Jackson],  I  Introduce  for  appro- 
priate reference  bills  providing  for  the 
admission  of  Alaska  into  the  Union  and 


to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form 
a  constitution  and  State  government  and 
be  admitted  Into  the  Union  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  original  States. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  ex- 
planatory statement  prepared  by  me  of 
the  bills  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bills  wlU 
be  appropriately  referred,  and,  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Murray 
(for  himself  and  other  Senators)  were 
read  twice  by  their  titles  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  as  follows: 

S.  60.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admission 
of  Alaska  into  the  Union:  and 

S.  51.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii 
to  form  a  constitution  and  State  government 
and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Mur- 
ray is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Murrat 

The  bills  are  Identical  with  those  which 
were  reported  favorably  by  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  dur- 
ing the  Eighty-second  Congress.  The  pur- 
pose of  the  Alaska  bill  is  to  enable  the  strate- 
gically situated  and  richly  endowed  Territory 
of  Alaska  to  enter  the  Union  as  a  State  on  a 
free  and  equal  basis  with  the  present  48 
States.  The  Alaska  bUl  provides  the 
legal  and  political  means  of  achieving  this 
pvirpose  by  authorizing  the  people  of  the 
Territory  to  elect  delegates  on  the  basis  of 
the  1950  census  to  a  nonpartisan  constitu- 
tional convention  which  would  draft  a  pro- 
posed constitution  and  submit  it  to  the 
people  of  the  Territory  for  ratification.  It 
sets  forth  specific  provisions  which  must  be 
part  of  the  State  constitution.  The  new  State 
and  its  people  must  provide  in  the  State 
constitution  for  a  republican  form  of  gov- 
ernment with  no  distinction  in  civil  or 
political  rights  on  account  of  race  or  color 
and  that  no  subversive  persons  shall  be  qual- 
ified to  hold  any  public  office  of  trust  or 
profit  under  the  proposed  constitution.  Con- 
gress must  approve  the  proposed  constitu- 
tion. 

Under  the  bill,  Alaska  can  select  some 
23,000,000  acres  of  public  land  there  best 
fitted  for  the  community  and  other  require- 
ments of  Alaska. 

There  is  a  disclaimer  provision  in  the  pro- 
posed Alaska  legislation  similar  to  those  in 
the  enabling  acts  of  the  public  land  States 
and  found  in  the  Federal  statutes  of  admit- 
tance to  the  Union  for  the  last  13  States 
admitted.  Thus,  the  new  8tete  of  Alaska 
in  its  constitution  must  disclaim  all  right 
and  title  not  only  to  any  lands  or  other 
property  of  the  United  States  not  conveyed 
or  conferred  to  it  or  its  political  subdivisions, 
but  also  to  any  lands  or  property  of  natives 
of  Alaska  or  held  by  the  United  States  in 
trust  for  these  natives. 

Alaska  would  have  control  over  the  high- 
ly Important  Alaskan  fisheries  and  wUdllfe 
except  certain  activities  subject  to  interna- 
tional agreement  or  Included  within  the  re- 
served native  rights.  There  is  another  pro- 
vision which  requires  a  specific  clatise  in 
the  constitution  to  protect  native  rights, 
thus  extending  the  chance  to  the  people  of 
Alaska  to  make  clear  that  the  natives  are 
and  shall  continue  to  be  full  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  The  new  constitution  to  be 
drafted  by  delegates  elected  publicly  to  the 
constitutional  convention  must  be  approved 
by  the  people  of  the  Alaska  Territory  and 
they  can  disapprove  Alaska  statehood  by 
disapproving  this  constitution.  Thus,  the 
bill  I  am  introducing  provides  for  its  own 
referendum  on  the  central  issue. 

The  purpose  of  the  Hawaii  bill  is  to  en- 
able   this    fortress   of   Americanism    in    the 


greater  Pacific  area  to  become  a  State  of 
the  United  States.  The  passage  of  this  bill 
wUl  be  evidence  to  the  world  that  America 
practices  what  It  preaches,  that  it  enforces 
the  principles  of  democracy  and  equality  and 
opportimity  which  is  the  foundation  of  our 
Nation. 

The  Hawaii  bill  provides  for  the  recogni- 
tion of  the  constitutional  convention  held 
under  territorial  law  from  AprU  4  to  July 
22.  1950.  as  the  body  which  would  be  au- 
thorized to  draw  up  the  proposed  SUte  con- 
stitution. This  would  simply  msKe  it  un- 
necessary to  elect,  for  a  second  time,  dele- 
gates to  a  constitutional  convention  and 
the  holding  of  a  convention  at  a  second 
plebiscite  on  the  proposed  constitution — 
thus  saving  a  substantial  outlay  of  public 
funds  as  well  as  the  time  of  men  in  public 
life.  The  Hawaii  constitution  must  contain 
specific  requirements  such  as  a  guaranty  of 
freedom  of  speech  and  of  religious  worship 
and  a  provision  that  no  subversive  person 
shall  be  qualified  to  hold  any  office  of  trust 
or  profit  under  the  State  constitution.  Like 
the  Alaska  proposal,  the  bill  would  require  a 
disclaimer  of  title  to  the  people  of  Hawaii 
as  to  lands  in  that  Territory  set  aside  for 
the  use  of  the  Federal  Government  and  make 
provision  for  the  disposal  of  the  remaining 
public  land.  Lastly,  it  would  require  ap- 
proval of  the  State  constitution  by  the 
Congress. 

The  strategic  importance  of  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  to  our  system  of  national  defense 
is  undisputable.  Pearl  Harbor  made  us 
aware  that  its  western  frontier  was  that 
group  of  islands  called  Hawaii,  some  2,000 
miles  southward  in  the  Pacific.  By  grant- 
ing statehood  to  Hawaii  America  would  bind 
itself  for  evermore  to  an  Impregnable  wall  of 
defense  which  is  so  vital  to  its  own  security. 

A  mere  54  miles  of  the  Bering  Straits  sep- 
arate Alaska  from  Soviet  territory.  The 
shortest  and  most  direct  air  route  between 
Soviet  centers  and  inland  centers  of  the 
United  States  is  across  the  narrow  Arctic 
waters  of  Alaska's  northern  shores. 

Statehood  for  Alaska  would  be  an  act  in 
further  fulfillment  of  obligations  assumed 
by  the  United  States  under  Chapter  XI  of 
the  United  Nations  Charter  which  is  a  dec- 
laration regarding  non-self-governing  ter- 
ritories. Alaskan  statehood  would  strengthen 
American  foreign  policy  and  the  position  of 
the  United  States  in  international  affairs. 
It  would  be  a  clear  indication  of  American 
declarations  against  colonization. 

With  respect  to  Hawaii,  the  moral  and 
psychological  position  of  the  United  States 
with  the  people  of  Asia  on  this  Pacific  front 
should  not  be  weakened  by  the  paradoxical 
status  of  Hawaii.  The  American  sector  of 
the  Pacific  arena  should  be  an  unbroken  line 
of  equal  States.  The  racial  background  of 
Hawaiian  people  gives  the  Nation  a  unique 
medium  of  communication  and  understand- 
ing with  Asiatic  people — thus  Hawaii, 
through  statehood,  could  send  represent- 
atives to  Congress  who  have  intimate 
knowledge  of  trans-Pacific  affairs  and  could 
well  become  the  center  of  administration  of 
our    Interests    in    the    Pacific    and    in    Asia. 

The  industrial  and  economic  potentiali- 
ties of  Alaska  and  Hawaii  would  con- 
tribute greatly  to  promote  our  national  pros- 
perity. Alaska  has  tremendous  resources  of 
untapped  raw  materials  Including  iron  ore. 
coal,  copper,  lead,  zinc,  tin,  antimony,  mer- 
cury, and  chromite.  Its  forest  products  make 
it  possible  for  the  lumber  industry  to  compete 
successfully  with  other  areas  despite  higher 
transportation  costs  to  markets.  Alaska  has 
splendid  sites  and  facilities  for  the  devel- 
opment of  hydroelectric  power  as  well  as 
coal  reserves.  Its  fishing  industry  which 
produces  almost  tlOO.OOO.OOO  a  year  is  sus- 
ceptible of  further  expansion. 

Agriculture  and  recreational  facilities  are 
Hawaii's  major  assets.  In  1953  internal- 
revenue  collections  from  Hawaii  totaled  over 
$81,000,000.  exceeding  that  for  10  SMtes. 
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Alaska  and  Hawaii  are  the  two  remaining 
Incorporated  Territories  under  the  American 
flag  which  have  not  yet  achieved  statehood. 
Approval  by  Congress  of  these  two  bills  would 
complete  the  historical  pattern  for  our  Na- 
tion. Both  at  these  Territories  are  ready  for 
statehood.  The  Inhabitants  of  the  proposed 
States  are  imbued  with  the  fundamental 
principles  of  democracy  as  we  know  It  In  the 
United  States.  They  have  proved  that  they 
have  reached  democratic  political  maturity, 
having  undergone  a  period  of  tutorage  as  In- 
corporated Territorial  governments. 

The  vast  majority  of  the  citlaens  of  these 
two  Territories  want  statehood.  Each  of 
them  has  sufficient  population  and  resources 
to  provide  revenues  in  support  of  their  own 
State  governments  and  at  the  same  time  con- 
tribute toward  their  fair  share  of  the  cost  of 
operating  our  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  President,  the  history  of  the  political 
platforms  of  the  Democratic  Party  on  these 
bills  is  very  clear.  The  E)emocratlc  Party  in 
Its  platforms  of  190O-20,  1940,  and  1948 
strongly  supported  eventual  statehood  for 
the  Territories.  In  1952  we  urged  immediate 
statehood  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 

We  have  promised  the  people  of  Alaska  and 
BawaU  eventual  statehood  by  the  original  act 
of  annexation  In  the  case  of  Hawaii;  by  the 
original  treaty  of  purchase  In  the  case  of 
Alaska  and  by  the  events  showing  the  couise 
of  American  history. 

The  United  States  saw  fit  to  make  Alaska 
and  Hawaii  Incorporated  Territories.  Our 
past  history  shows  that  the  granting  of  Ter- 
ritorial status  has  meant  only  one  further 
step — ultimate  statehood.  The  Democratic 
Party  has  been  endeavoring  for  many  years 
to  give  to  the  people  of  Hawaii  and  Alaska 
the  same  right  and  recognition  we  have  given 
to  other  Territories  in  our  past  history.  The 
Democratic  Party  has  always  envisioned  an 
America  which  would  grow  both  spiritually 
and  economically,  which  would  foster  the 
ideals  of  self-government  and  freedom.  We 
have  always  tenaciously  supported  the  con- 
cept that  the  frontiers  of  democracy  are  un- 
limited, that  its  growth  goes  far  beyond  oxir 
own  natural  geographical  boundaries. 

We  are  no  longer  a  Nation  of  Thirteen  Col- 
onies. We  are  no  longer  a  country  which  has 
limitless,  untapped,  and  unexplored  areas 
which  we  had  in  the  West  during  the  nine- 
teenth century.  Times  have  changed;  condi- 
tions are  different;  the  world  we  live  In  is 
more  closely  knit. 

Today  the  United  Nations  organization  Is 
the  foundation  and  symbol  for  world  peace 
and  brotherhood.  A  strong  United  Nations, 
operating  in  a  democratic  tradition  which 
we  know  so  well  and  revere,  would  mean  the 
end  of  war  and  strife  for  many  generations 
to  come. 

A  strong  imifled  American  Government 
composed  of  our  individual  States  is  the  bas- 
tion of  the  U.  N.,  the  stronghold  of  world  de- 
mocracy. The  granting  of  statehood  to 
Alaska  and  Hawaii  would  be  a  symbol  and  a 
signal  to  the  rest  of  the  world  that  we  are  try- 
ing with  all  our  might  to  promote  and  propa- 
gate the  principles  of  self-determination  and 
self-government  among  the  people  of  the 
earth.  The  inclusion  of  these  two  Territories 
as  States  within  our  own  Union  would  be  a 
spark  to  the  United  Nations  to  eliminate  the 
degradations  of  colonialism  and  economical 
and  political  Imperialism  which  dominates 
many  parts  of  the  world.  It  would  show  to 
the  people  of  other  nations  that  we  mean  to 
maintain  our  position  as  moral,  spiritual 
and  material  leaders  of  the  world  for  the 
benefit  of  mankind  today  and  in  the  future. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  subsequently  said- 
Mr.  President.  earUer  today  the  senior 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray) 
introduced  bills  to  enable  the  Territories 
of  Alaska  and  Hawaii  to  enter  the  Union 
I  have  prepared  a  statement  on  the 
subject  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rfcord 


following  the  statement  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Montana. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatok  MAGNtrsoN 

I  am  Joining  with  Senator  James  E.  Mue- 
RAT,  Democrat.  Montana,  in  introducing  bills 
to  enable  the  Territories  of  Alaska  and  Ha- 
waii to  enter  the  Union  as  States. 

At  the  same  time  I  have  gladly  consented 
to  cosponsor,  with  Senator  Gut  Cokdon.  Re- 
publican. Oregon,  and  others,  legislation  to 
enable  the^  admission  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  as  a  State. 

For  many  years  I  have  supported  state- 
hood for  both  of  these  great  Territories.  As 
a  member  of  the  platform  committee  at  the 
^  last  Democratic  National  Convention  I  as- 
sisted in  drafting,  and  presented,  the  fol- 
lowing plank,  which  was  adopted: 

"AlaslLa  and  Hawaii:  By  virtue  of  their 
strategic  geographical  locations.  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  are  vital  bastions  in  the  Pacific. 

"These  two  Territories  have  contributed 
greatly  to  the  welfare  and  economic  develop- 
ment of  our  country  and  have  become  In- 
tegrated Into  our  economic  and  social  life. 
We  therefore  urge  Immediate  statehood  for 
these   two   Territories." 

I  think  it  has  been  a  grave  Injustice  to 
deny  the  loyal,  progressive  citizens  of  Alaska. 
and  the  loyal,  progressive  citizens  of  H.i- 
wali.  the  rights  and  privileges  of  statehood. 

Alaska  has  been  an  organized  Territory  of 
the  United  States  for  the  past  40  years.  It 
was  a  civil  and  judicial  district  for  many 
years  before  that,  and  Its  first  Governor,  the 
Honorable  John  H.  Klnkead.  of  Nevada  took 
ofBce  July  4.  1884. 

Alaska  is  the  only  area  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere  formerly  under  Russian  sov- 
ereignty, and  was  acquired  by  purchase  from 
Russia  85  years  ago. 

Under  ail  the  principles  of  self-govern- 
ment asserted  throughout  our  national  his- 
tory, and  which  we  reaffirmed  In  the  Charter 
of  the  United  Nations,  the  peoples  of  Alaska 
^e  equally  deserving  with  the  peoples  of 
Hawaii  the  glorious  opportunity  of  full  sov- 
ereignty under  statehood. 

News  dispatches  report  a  conference  held 
Monday  In  New  York  City  between  four  of 
my  distinguished  colleagues  in  the  Senate 
all  Republicans,  and  President-elect  Eisen- 
hower. 

The  accounts  indicated  they  had  discussed 
stateliood  for  Hawaii,  but  added:  "Statehood 
for  Alaska  was  not  discussed." 

I  am  happy  that  Hawaiian  statehood  wns 
discussed  and  pleased  that  the  eminent 
senior  Senator  from  California.  Mr  Know- 
land  forecast  following  the  conference  that 
an  Hawa.ian  statehood  bUl  would  be  ap- 
pro ved.  ^ 

.„?k"*  ^  ""^  grieved  and  disappointed  that  no 
such  assurances  were  forthcoming  with  re- 
spect to  the  Territory  of  Ala5ka.   and   that 
from  all  news  accounts,  the  matter  of  state- 
hood for  Alaska  was  not  considered  at  all 

In  previous  Congresses  when  Alaska  state- 
hood bills  were  brought  up.  a  possible  reason 
.y^J  J',  opposition  of  some  Republicans  was 
that  Alaj^ka,  then  at  least,  was  predominantly 
Democratic.  A  majority  of  the  Territorial 
legislators  were  Demo-rats,  and  there  was  an 
assumpt:on.  at  least  in  some  circles,  that  ad- 
mission of  Alaska  as  a  State  would  mean  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  Democratic  Sen- 
ators. 

The  new  legislature  of  Alaska,  however 
nas  Republican  majorities  in  both  the  House 
and  Senate,  and  it  may  astonish  some  of 
these  Members,  as  it  has  me,  that  Alaska 
statehood  was  ignored  in  yesterday's  confer- 
ence between  four  Republican  Senators  and 
the  President-elect. 

I  hope  that  this  omission  was  not  deliber- 
ate but  merely  an  oversight.  Statehood  for 
Alaska  and  Hawaii  is  not  a  partisan  issue 
Several  of  the  Members  at   Mondays  con^ 
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ference  have  supported  Alaska  statehood  in 
the  past  as  they  have  statehood  for  Hawaii. 
I  trust  they  will  continue  to  do  so. 

I  Join  them  in  urging  Hawaiian  statehood. 
Statehood  for  Alaska  must  go  hand  in  hand. 
It  would  be  shocking.  I  feel,  to  the  entire 
free  world,  if  the  only  former  Russian  terri- 
tory under  the  American  flag — and  under  our 
flag  for  more  than  85  years — would  remain 
the  last  organized  Territory  denied  statehood. 

May  the  Eighty-third  Congress  add  two 
stars  to  the  flag,  completing  the  field  of  blue. 
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FROHIBrnON  OP  CERTAIN  RESER- 
VATIONS OF  MINERAL  INTERESTS 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  prohibit  certain  reservations  of  min- 
eral interests  by  Federal  land  banks,  the 
Land  Bank  Commissioner,  and  the  Fed- 
eral Farm  Mortgage  Association,  and  to 
provide  for  disposition  of  certain  min- 
eral interests  heretofore  reserved  by 
them.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  relating  to  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  appropriately  referred,  and,  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (8.  75)  to  prohibit  certain 
reservations  of  mineral  interests  by  Fed- 
eral land  banks,  the  Land  Bank  Com- 
missioner, and  the  Federal  Farm  Mort- 
paee  Association,  and  to  provide  for  dis- 
position of  certain  mineral  Interests 
heretofore  reserved  by  them.  Introduced 
by  Mr.  Yottnc.  was  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  statement  presented  by  *  Mr. 
•Young  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatoe   Youno 
The  bill  which  I  have  today  Introduced, 
in  my  opinion,  makes  the  early  passage  of 
this  measure  imperative. 

The   Federal    land    banks,   of   which   there 
are  12  in  number  in  the  United  States,  are 
chartered  under  the  Federal  law.     They  are 
under    the    broad    Jurisdiction    of   the    Cand 
Bank    Comml.ssicner,    although    the    banks 
themselves  are  owned  entirely  by  their  users. 
The   members  of   the   system,   for   the  moat 
part,  are  the  membership  of  the  farm  loan 
associations.     The    farm    loan    associations, 
in  turn,  own  stock  of  the  Federal  land  banlts. 
During    the     course    of     their    operations 
these    varl.  us   Federal   land   banks   have  ac- 
quired thousands  and  thousands  of  acres  of 
land   because  of  forfeiture,  foreclosure,  and 
other  proceedings  in  lieu  of  foreclosure.     It 
Is  their  pulley  to  resell  such  properties,  re- 
turning    them    to    private    ownership,    thus 
releasing    their    capital    for    other    lending. 
In  conveying  Interests  in  land  to  the  pur- 
chaser,   the    Federal     land    banks    may    or 
may  not  reserve  all  or  a  portion  of  the  min- 
eral  interests   at   the   time  of   the   salt.     It 
Is   quite   a  common   practice   for   any   given 
Federal  land  bank  to  retain  at  least  a  por- 
tion  of   the   minerals,   for   future   sale    per- 
haps   to    another     purchaser    thousands    of 
miles  away  from  the  new  surface  owner.     Ob- 
viously, this  leads  to  a  nuwt  confusing  sit- 
uation and  perpetuates  the  continual  divi- 
sion of  the  mineral  interests  from  the  tur- 
face  Itself. 

During  the  drought  and  depression  days 
of  the  thirties,  when  wheat  was  selling  for 
less  than  30  cents  a  bushel,  and  other  farm 
commcdltles  were  a  drug  on  the  market 
even  at  give-away  prices,  many  ambitious 
and  capable  farmers  were  Just  unable  to 
continue  in  agriculture.  Those  with  heavy 
encumbrances  on  thehr  property  were  under 
an  especially  severe   handicap   since   many 


couldn't  even  realize  enough  annual  income 
to  make  the  Interest  payments  on  their  loan. 
Consequently,  any  number  of  good  farmers 
lost  their  lands  through  no  fault  of  their 
own,  and  the  title  became  vested  in  the 
Federal  land  banks.  In  subsequent  years 
of  better  crops  and  prices,  many  of  these 
same  farmers  had  recovered  sufficiently  so 
as  to  be  in  a  position  to  repurchase  their 
land  from  the  land  banks  for  cash  considera- 
tion. Thousands  of  them  did  Just  that. 
When  they  received  the  deed,  after  paying  all 
of  the  principal  amount  of  the  loan.  Interest, 
and  countless  other  charges,  they  found, 
much  to  their  disappointment,  that  the  Fed- 
eral land  bank  had  reserved  all  or  a  portion 
of  the  minerals.  In  some  Instances  on  the 
very  land  they  once  had  owned  free  and  clear. 

Here  Is  a  case  which  comes  as  close  to 
a  violation  of  the  doctrine  of  unjust  enrich- 
ment as  any  I  know.  There  is  no  earthly 
reason  why  any  bank  or  institution  whose 
operations  are  sanctioned,  and  in  effect  regu- 
lated, by  the  Federal  Government  should  be 
permitted  to  engage  In  such  a  nefarious  and 
Inequitable  practice.  The  bill  which  I  have 
introduced  today  will  take  care  of  the  situa- 
tion and  require  that  Federal  land  banks 
dispose  of  their  mineral  holdings  as  soon  as 
possible  and  also  prevent  their  reservation 
in  years  to  come.  The  Federal  land  banks 
are  not  constituted  to  be  In  the  mineral 
business,  and  never  should  be. 

Let  me  hasten  to  add  that  Congress  has 
recognized  the  principle  of  this  measure 
upon  several  occasions  In  the  past.  Public 
Law  760  Of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  author- 
ized the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation 
to  dispose  of  mineral  Interests  which  they 
acquired  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the 
Federal  land  banks.  The  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation,  a  wholly  owned  Gov- 
ernment corporation,  which  likewise  loaned 
money  to  farmers  on  their  land,  is  no  longer 
engaged  in  thU  activity,  however.  I  hope 
that  by  the  passage  of  the  legislation  to 
which  I  have  referred  we  can  extend  this 
same  principle  to  the  activities  of  the  Fed- 
eral land  banks  themselves.  There  is  no 
reason  at  all  for  a  differentiation  as  between 
the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  and 
the  Federal  land  banks.  This  bill  has  obvious 
merit  when  viewed  In  the  light  of  Justice 
and  fair  play. 


COMMISSION  ON  ORGANIZATION 
OF  EXECUTIVE  BRANCH  OF  GOV- 
ERNMENT 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  Government. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment relating  to  the  bill  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  appropriat<:ly  referred,  and.  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record, 

The  bill  (S.  106)  for  the  establishment 
of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment, introduced  by  Mr.  Ferguson,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

The  statem^mt  presented  by  Mr.  Fer- 
guson is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatoe  FERcnsoN 
The  legislation  which  was  introduced  in 
the  House  and  Benate  today  will  add  another 
important  weapon  to  the  battle  for  preserva- 
tion of  our  Aiaerican  way  of  life.  It  will 
provide  for  a  new  and  wider  study  of  the 
n^thods  for  btinging  greater  economy  and 
efficiency  In  th<s  conduct  of  public  business. 


In  brief,  the  bill  provides  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  new  conunlsslon  to  survey  the 
Federal  Government,  but  with  Important 
and  major  differences  from  the  original  1947 
Hoover  Commission.  The  Commission, 
composed  of  12  members,  4  each  appointed 
by  the  President,  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  will  conduct  a  thorough  and  inten- 
sive study  of  the  Federal  Gtovernment  and 
report  its  findings  to  the  Congress  next  year. 
The  most  important  aspect  of  this  Commis- 
sion lies  in  the  purposes  of  its  investigations, 
which  differ  considerably  from  the  alms 
which  guided  the  original  Commission  on 
Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the 
Government. 

This  Commission  will  explore  and  Investi- 
gate the  services,  activities,  and  functions  of 
the  Federal  Government  with  a  view  to  "abol- 
ishing services,  activities,  and  functions  not 
necessary  to  the  efficient  conduct  of  Govern- 
ment; eliminating  services,  functions,  and 
activities  more  properly  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  State  and  local  government,  and 
eliminating  nonessential  services,  functions, 
and  activities  which  are  competitive  with 
private  enterprise." 

The  Commission  will  conduct  a  long-range 
study  of  the  fundamental  activities  of  our 
Federal  Government  and  its  relationships 
with  State  and  local  governments.  It  will 
open  new  ground  in  surveying  the  relation- 
ships between  the  levels  of  American  gov- 
ernment— a  field  not  covered  by  the  Hoover 
Commission  or  any  other  government  reor- 
ganization effort. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  Commis- 
sion will  make  recommendations,  based  on 
the  resulU  of  its  investigations,  to  the  Con- 
gress and  the  Congress  has  complete  author- 
ity to  accept  or  reject  those  reconunenda- 
tlons.  The  Commission  will  be  widely  repre- 
sentative and  the  sponsors  contemplate  that 
its  members  shall  be  men  (or  women)  of  out- 
standing ability  and  wide  experience  who 
would  be  chosen  solely  for  their  ability  and 
qualifications  for  the  job. 

Ours  Is  a  government  of  limited  powers 
and  the  Pounding  Fathers  were  definite  and 
explicit  in  separating  our  total  government 
Into  prop>er  spheres  of  action  based  on  mat- 
ters of  Federal,  State,  or  local  concern.  The 
Potindlng  Fathers  were  also  concerned  lest 
the  Government  enter  fields  reserved  to  the 
individual.  Recent  years  have  seen  the  de- 
velopment of  a  widespread  shift  away  from 
this  division  of  p>owers.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  poached  on  the  activities  of  the 
States,  the  local  governments,  and  the  pri- 
vate citl2en  to  an  ever-increasing  extent. 
This  Commission  would  study  that  field  of 
relationship  and  the  sponsors  feel  that  such 
a  study  would  be  of  tremendous  value  in 
straightening  out  the  tangles  of  Intergov- 
ernmental relations,  and  that  the  work  of 
this  Commission  can  produce  results  which 
will  strengthen  and  fortify  our  free  heritage. 
The  Commission  we  propose  will  in  no  way 
conflict  with  the  Inunedlate,  short-range 
study  of  Government  reorganization  which 
President-elect  Elsenhower  has  set  In  mo- 
tion. The  Conunlsslon  would  observe  the 
activities  of  the  President's  committee,  aid 
and  strengthen  their  recommendations,  and 
carry  on  beyond  the  scope  of  that  group. 
This  Commission  would  use  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Hoover  Commission  as  a  start- 
ing point,  but  would  enlarge  on  them  and 
go  t>eyond  them,  since  that  group  limited  Its 
studies  to  the  efficient  operation  of  the  Gov- 
ernment without  considering  the  nature  and 
purposes  of  the  activities  of  the  Government. 
The  need  for  an  over-all  evaluation  of 
Federal  activities  is  compelling,  and  we  be- 
lieve the  Conmiisslon  provided  In  this  legis- 
lation to  be  a  loud  and  clear  answer  to  the 
growing  riddle  of  how  to  maintain  Individual 
liberty  and  at  the  same  time  maintain  a 
strong  nation. 

We  feel  certain  that  the  members  of  the 
Commission  will  be  men  of  the  same  high 
caliber  as  tboae  who  served  on  the  Hoover 


Commission  and  under  their  leadership  great 
benefits  can  arise  from  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission. The  Nation  wlU  derive  much 
greater  economy  and  efficiency  In  its  Gov- 
ernment. 


BRIDGE  ACROSS  CHESAPEAKE  AND 
DELAWARE  CANAL  AT  SUMMIT. 
DEL.   • 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Williams  1, 
I  introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
biU  authorizing  the  construction  of  a 
highway  bridge  across  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal  at  Summit.  Del. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  appropriately  referred,  and.  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  121)  authorizing  the  con- 
struction of  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal  at  Sum- 
mit, Del.,  introduced  by  Mr.  Prear  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Williams),  was  read 
twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Prear 
Is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Fkeax 

On  behalf  of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Wil- 
liams], I  have  Introduced  a  hill  which  was 
Introduced  in  both  the  Eighty-first  and 
E^ighty-second  Congresses,  and  which  is  of 
the  utmost  Importance  not  only  to  the  State 
of  Delaware,  but  to  the  whole  system  of  auto- 
motive transportation  along  the  eastern  sea- 
board. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  authorize 
the  construction,  at  Government  expense,  of 
a  new  high-level,  fixed  bridge  of  four  lanes 
across  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  now  to  cite  the 
many,  many  reasons  for  the  necessity  of  this 
new  crossing.  But.  I  am  sure  that  many 
Senators  will  realize  the  importance  of  this 
project  when  I  tell  them  that  the  new 
bridge,  proposed  In  this  legislation,  will 
serve  as  a  major  link  between  the  newly 
completed  Chesapeake  Bay  Bridge  between 
the  eastern  and  western  shores  of  Mary- 
land, and  the  Delaware  River  Memorial  Bridge 
which  connects  the  great  States  of  Dela- 
ware and  New  Jersey.  This  new  bridge,  which 
would  be  constructed  at  Summit,  Delaware, 
is  Intended  to  help  speed  the  flow  of  traffic 
between  such  points  as  New  York  and  Wash- 
ington, and  the  south  as  well. 

Anticipated  traffic  loads  over  existing 
bridges  and  highways  already  exceeds  all 
previous  estlnuites. 

I  might  add  that  the  Board  of  Rivers  and 
Harbors  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  has  ap- 
proved this  project,  and  the  reason  why 
Senator  Williabcs  and  I  are  offering  the  bUl 
at  this  time  is  to  endeavor  to  obtain  special 
consideration  of  the  project  by  Congress. 

It  Is  my  hope  that  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  will  be  able  to  give  early  and  favor- 
able consideration  to  this  legislation. 


RESERVATION  OP  CERTAIN  EXCISE 
TAXES  TO  AID  FEDERAL-AID 
ROAD  PROGRAM 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  (Mr.  KilgouJ.  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  set 
aside  the  iMticeeds  of  the  manufacturers' 
excise  taxes  on  ftutomobUes.  tires  and 
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tubes,  gasoline,  and  lubricating  oil  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Federal-Aid  Road 
Act.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  and  a  statement  prepared  by  me  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  appropriately  referred,  and.  without 
objection,  the  bill  and  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcord.  • 

The  bill  (S.  216)  to  set  aside  the 
proceeds  of  the  manufacturers'  excise 
taxes  on  automobiles,  tires  and  tubes, 
gasoline,  and  lubricating  oil  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Federal-Aid  Road  Act,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Magnttson  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Kn.GORC) ,  was  read  twice  by 
Its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  for  the  pur- 
pose of  canylng  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal-Aid  Road  Act,  approved  July  11.  1916 
(39  Stat.  355),  and  all  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto,  there  Is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  out  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Trust  Fund  created 
by  section  2  for  each  fiscal  year,  beglnnlig 
with  the  fiscal  year  commencing  July  1,  1954. 
a  Bum  equal  to  the  amount  collected  during 
the  preceding  calendar  year  as  receipts  from 
taxes  Imposed  by  sections  3400.  3403,  3412. 
and  3413  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as 
amended. 

(b)  Of  the  Btiin  appropriated  pursuant  to 
the  authorization  contained  In  subsection 
(a)   for  any  fiscal  year — 

(1)  Forty-five  percent  shall  be  available 
for  expenditure  for  projects  on  the  Federal- 
aid  primary  highway  system. 

(2)  Thirty  percent  shall  be  available  for 
expenditure  for  projects  on  the  Federal -aid 
secondary  highway  system. 

(3)  Twenty-five  percent  shall  be  available 
for  expenditure  for  projects  on  the  Federal- 
aid  primary  highway  system  In  urban  areas. 

(c)  The  sum  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in 
subsection  (a)  for  any  fiscal  year  shall  be 
apportioned  among  the  several  States  In  the 
manner  now  provided  by  law  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  formulas  set  forth  in  section  4 
of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1944.  Any 
sum  apportioned  to  a  State  under  this  sub- 
section shall  be  available  for  expenditure  in 
that  State  for  2  years  after  the  close  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  such  siun  was  appropri- 
ated, and  any  amount  so  apportioned  re- 
maining unexpended  at  the  end  of  such  peri- 
od shall  lapse:  Provided,  That  such  funds  for 
any  fiscal  year  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
expended  if  a  sum  equal  to  the  total  of  the 
sums  apportioned  to  the  State  for  such  fiscal 
year  is  covered  by  formal  agreements  with 
the  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  for  the 
inrprovement  of  specific  projects  as  provided 
by  this  act. 

(d)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provi- 
sions of  this  section.  $20,000,000  of  the 
amount  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1955,  shall  be  apportioned 
among  the  several  States  In  the  same  manner 
as  funds  apportioned  under  subsection  (c). 
The  amount  apportioned  to  any  State  under 
this  subsection  shall  be  available  for  ex- 
penditure by  such  State  for  study  and  re- 
search for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  meth- 
ods of  increasing  the  safety  of  users  of  the 
highways. 

Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  established  on  the 
books  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
a  trust  fund  to  be  known  as  the  Federal - 
Aid  Highway  Trust  Fund.  There  is  hereby 
appropriated  to  the  trust  fund  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1955.  and  for  each  fiscal 
year  thereafter,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated 
amounts  equivalent  to  100  percent  of  the 
taxes  (including  interest,  penalties,  and  addi- 
tions to  taxes)  collected  under  sections  3400 
3403.  3412.  and  3413  oX  the  Internal  Revenue 


Code,  as  amended.  No  amounts  shall  be  paid 
out  of  the  trust  fund  except  In  pursuance  of 
appropriations  authorized  by  the  first  section 
of  this  act. 

Sic.  3.  The  first  section  of  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  413,  82d 
Cong.)   is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal-Aid  Road  Act,  ap- 
prove July  11,  1916  (39  Stat.  355).  and  all 
acts  amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary 
then;to,  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
apprDprlated  the  sum  of  $550,000,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1954. 

"The  sum  herein  authorized  shall  be  avail- 
able for  expenditure  as  follows: 

"(a)  $247,500,000  for  projects  on  the  Fed- 
eral-aid primary  highway  system. 

"(b)  $165,000,000  for  projects  on  the  F-ed- 
eral-ald  secondary  highway  system. 

"(c)  $137,500,000  for  projects  on  the  Fed- 
eral-aid primary  highway  system  in  urban 
areaii. 

"The  sums  authorized  by  this  section  shall 
be  apportioned  among  the  several  States  in 
the  manner  now  provided  by  law  and  in  ac- 
cord mce  with  the  formulas  set  forth  in  fcec- 
tlon  4  of  the  Federal-Aid  Hl'^hway  Act  of 
1944  approved  December  20,  1944  (58  Stat. 
838). 

"Any  sums  apportioned  to  any  State  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  avail- 
able for  expenditure  in  that  State  until  June 
30.  1956,  and  any  amount  remaining  unex- 
pended on  the  close  of  business  on  such  date 
shall  lapjse:  Provided.  That  such  funds  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  been  expended  If  a  sum 
equal  to  the  total  of  the  sums  apportl-jned 
to  the  State  is  covered  by  formal  agreements 
with  the  Conunissloner  of  Public  Roads  for 
the  Improvement  of  specific  projects  as  pro- 
vided by  this  act." 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Magnuson  is  as 
follows ; 

Statement  bt  Senator  Magnuson 
The  American  Association  of  State  High- 
way OfBcials  at  its  thirty-eighth  annual 
meeting  In  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  December  12, 
adopted  a  resolution  urging  that  Federal- 
aid  lor  highway  authorizations  be  increased 
to  the  full  amount  of  the  Federal  revenues 
from  gasoline  taxes.  I  am  today  Introducing 
a  bill  embodying  this  plan  and  designed  to 
carry  out  that  objective.  Senator  Jackson 
and  Senator  Kilcore  have  Joined  me  in  spon- 
soring this  proposal. 

The  association  is  made  up  of  the  48  State 
highway  departments,  the  Territorial  de- 
partments of  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  the 
District  of  Columbia  Highway  D2p:irtment 
and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Pubhc  Roads. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATING TO  TREATIES  AND  EXECU- 
TIVE AGREEMENTS 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President  on  be- 
half of  myself,  and  Senators  McCarran, 
Aiken,  Barrett.  Beall,  Bennett  Bridges 
Bush,  Butler  of  Nebraslca.  Bvtler  of 
Maryland,  Byrd,  Capehart,  Carlson, 
Case.  Chavez.  Cordon,  Daniel,  Dirksen 
DuFK,  Dworshak.  Eastland.  Ellender' 
Perglson.    Flanders.    Prear.    Gillette' 

GOLDWATER,  HENDRICKSON,  HICKENLOOPEr', 

Hori-,  Ives,  Jenner,  Johnson  of  Colorado 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  Kerr' 
Knowland,  Kuchel,  Langer,  McClellan' 
Malgne,  Martin,  Maybank,  Mundt' 
Payne,  Potter,  Purtell,  Robertson,  Sal- 
tonstall,  Schoeppel.  Smith  of  New  Jer- 
sey, Smith  of  Maine,  Smith  of  North 
Carolina,  Stinnis,  Taft,  Thye  Tobey 
Watkins,  Welkbr.  Williams,'  Yotog' 
Griswold,  and  Magnuson,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  joint  resolu- 
tion proposing  an  amendment  of   the 


Constitution  of  the  United  States  rela- 
tive to  the  making  of  treaties  and  execu- 
tive agreements.  It  is  the  same  Joint 
resolution  I  introduced  last  year  when  I 
was  joined  by  58  other  Senators.  I  am 
anxious  to  introduce  It  now.  In  order  that 
we  may  obtain  early  hearings.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
which  I  have  prepared,  together  with  the 
joint  resolution,  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Joint 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred,  and,  without  objection, 
the  statement  and  joint  resolution  wili 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  1)  pro- 
posing an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  relative  to  the 
making  of  treaties  and  executive  agree- 
ments, introduced  by  Mr.  Brickei  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators),  was  read 
twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  rela- 
tive to  the  making  of  treatioa  and  execu- 
tive agreements 

Rexolvrd  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled  {two-thirds  of  each 
House  concurring  therein).  That  the  follow- 
ing article  is  proposed  as  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which 
shall  be  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as 
part  of  the  Constitution  when  ratified  by 
the  l^tMslatures  of  three-fourths  of  tb*  sev- 
eral States: 

"ArncL*  —  . 

"SrcTTON  1.  A  provision  of  a  treaty  which 
denies  or  abridges  any  right  enumerated  in 
this  Constitution  shall  not  be  of  any  force 
or  effect. 

"Sec.  2.  No  treaty  shall  authorize  or  per- 
mit any  foreign  power  or  any  international 
organlzaLlon  to  supervise.  controL  or  adjudi- 
cate rlghU  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
within  the  United  States  enumerated  in  this 
Constltutltjn  or  any  other  matter  essentially 
within  the  domestic  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States. 

"Sec.  3.  A  treaty  shall  become  effective  as 
internal  law  in  the  United  States  only 
through  the  enactment  of  appropriate  leg- 
l6lRtif>n  by  the  Congress. 

"Sec.  4.  All  executive  or  other  agreements 
between  the  President  and  any  international 
or).:ruilzatlon.  foreign  power,  or  official 
thereof,  shall  be  made  only  in  the  manner 
and  to  the  extent  to  be  prescribed  by  law. 
Sut  h  agreements  shall  be  subject  to  the  Un»- 
Itatlons  Imposed  on  treaties,  or  the  making 
of  treaties,  by  this  article. 

"Sec.  5.  Vl\e  Congress  shall  have  power  to 
enforce  this  article  by  appropriation  legis- 
lation. 

"Sec  6  This  article  shall  be  inoperative 
unless  it  shall  have  been  raUfled  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  leg- 
islatures of  three-fourths  of  the  several 
States  withm  7  years  from  the  date  of  Its 
submission." 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Bricker  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatoc  Bsickcr 
The  Joint  resolution  expresses  the  basic 
objectives  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  ISO, 
which  I  Introduced  in  the  last  Congrsos  for 
myself  and  58  other  Senators.  At  this  time, 
I  should  like  to  express  my  deep  appreciation 
to  the  Senators  who  joined  with  me  in  that 
proposal  to  amend  the  Constitution.  The 
bipartisan  sponsorship  of  Senate  Joint  Beso- 
lutlon  130  stimulated  discussion  of  the 
treaty-making  power  and  helped  in  creating 
widespread  support  for  placing  appropriate 
llmiutions  on  that  power.    Z  regret  that  Z 
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have  not  had  time  to  consult  with  the  tpcn- 

sors  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  130  con- 
cerning the  revised  resolution  Just  intro- 
duced. Although  overwhelming  public  sup- 
port for  amending  the  treaty  power  makes 
multiple  sponscrship  no  longer  necessary.  I 
hope  that  the  revised  Joint  resolution  will 
be  endorsed  bj'  the  cosponsors  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  130  and  by  other  Senators. 

In  particular.  I  should  like  to  thank  the 
distinguished  si^nlor  Senator  from  Nevada, 
Mr.  IdcCAsaAN,  who,  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Judiclar;  Committee  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congresc.  appointed  a  subcommittee 
to  hold  hearing:  on  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
130.  The  resolution  just  Introduced  is  in- 
tended to  meet  all  the  legitimate  criticisms 
advanced  at  these  hearings  to  the  language 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  130.  I  urge  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  to  continue  its 
work  on  this  subject  so  that  the  Bigbty-thlrd 
Congress  may  si.bmlt  to  the  States  a  consti- 
tutional amend:nent  to  prevent  any  treaty 
or  executive  agreement  from  undermining 
the  rights  and  freedoms  of  the  American 
people. 

I  shall  discuss  at  a  later  date  the  necessity 
for  amending  the  Constitution  as  proposed 
in  the  resclutloii.  At  this  time,  I  shall  dis- 
cuss very  briefly  three  arguments  used  to 
discredit  any  rei  trlctlon  on  the  treaty-mak- 
ing power. 

First,  the  arg-iment  has  been  made  that 
this  Is  an  anti-United  Nations  measure. 
That  is  not  tr  je.  Nothing  threatens  the 
existence  of  the  United  Nations  more  than 
lU  desire  to  intiirfere  in  matters  essentially 
within  the  domestic  jurisdiction  of  its  mem- 
bers. The  American  people  are  not  alone  in 
their  determination  to  prevent  the  U.  N. 
from  acting  as  the  supreme  arbiter  of  aU 
economic  and  political  activity.  My  amend- 
ment would  mcke  effective,  Insofar  as  the 
United  States  if  concerned,  the  prohibition 
of  article  3,  parjigraph  7,  of  the  U.  N.  Char- 
ter forbidding  U.  N.  intervention  in  purely 
domestic  matte -s.  By  making  such  inter- 
vention impossible,  we  will  encourage  the 
United  Nations  'o  concentrate  its  energies  in 
the  malntenanc'!  of  international  peace  and 
security. 

The  second  argument  advanced  against 
any  treaty  claise  amendment  is  that  the 
President  and  t&e  Senate  should  be  trusted 
not  to  make  any  treaty  which  weakens  con- 
stitutional freeloms.  A  similar  argument 
was  made  and  rejected  at  the  time  the  Con- 
stitution Itself  was  submitted  for  ratifica- 
tion. The  people  decided  not  to  trust  the 
President  and  ihe  Congress  with  power  to 
abridge  their  unalienable  rights.  The  Bill 
of  Rights  was  then  added  as  the  first  10 
amendmenu  to  the  Constitution.  Failure  to 
place  comparable  limitations  on  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Senate  In  the  exercise  of  the 
treaty-making  x)wer  was  due  to  the  fact 
no  one  anUclpated  that  treaties  would  ever 
be  xised  to  regulate  matters  of  purely  do- 
mestic concern. 

The  third  argument  advanced  against  pro- 
posals to  rcstrici  the  treaty  power  is  that  the 
alleged  dangers  are  remote.  This  is  some- 
what like  saying  that  the  bam  should  not  be 
locked  untU  aftf-r  the  horse  has  been  stolen. 
The  State  Depirtment,  for  example,  has 
maintained  that  the  U.  N.  draft  Covenants  on 
Human  Rights  u-e  entirely  consistent  with 
American  law  and  tradition.  That  argument 
has  been  exploded  by  none  other  than  the 
present  chalrmaa  of  the  U.  N.  Human  Rights 
Commission,  Dr.  Charles  Malik,  of  Lebanon. 
Dr.  Malik,  writing  In  the  September  1.  1963. 
issue  of  the  Un.ted  NaUons  Bulletin  about 
the  Human  Rights  Covenants,  said: 

"I  think  a  study  of  our  proceedings  will 
reveal  that  the  amendments  we  adopted  to 
the  old  texts  ui>der  examination  responded 
for  the  most  part  more  to  Soviet  than  to 
Western  promptings." 

Dr.  liCallk  attr.buted  this  shocking  fact  to 
a     "materialistic     revolution"     within     the 


Buman  Blghta  Commlaslon  brought  abont. 
be  said,  by  "the  increasing  impact  of  Marx" 
and  "the  apparent  unimaginative  helpless- 
ness of  the  Western  World."  Referring  to  the 
refusal  of  the  U.  N.  Humim  Rights  Commis- 
sion to  recognize  the  right  to  own  property 
as  a  basic  htiman  right.  Dr.  Malik  said: 

"A  study  of  this  particular  debate  wiU  re- 
veal the  extent  to  which  the  non-Communist 
world  has  been  communistically  softened  or 
frightened.  It  seems  incredible  that  in  these 
economic  matters  •  •  •  the  Western 
World  Is  so  divided  in  itself  as  to  be  Incapable 
of  presenting  a  conunon  front  against  com- 
munism." 

Since  Dr.  Malik  wrote  bis  article,  we  have 
learned,  thanks  to  the  work  of  the  Senate 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee,  that  Amer- 
ican Communists  employed  by  the  U.  N.  have 
had  a  hand  in  advancing  Communist  doc- 
trines. My  proposed  amendment  and  the  in- 
vestigation of  subversives  in  the  U.  N.  are 
related  parts  of  a  larger  problem.  That  prob- 
lem concerns  the  relationship  which  should 
exist  between  the  United  States  and  the 
United  Nations  and  the  quality  of  American 
representation  at  the  U.  N.  The  incoming 
administration  and  Eighty-third  Congress 
must  work  together  to  insure  that  participa- 
tion In  the  U.  N.  does  not  threaten  the  sov- 
ereignty and  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  They  must  make  certain  that  Amer- 
ican representatives  to  the  U.  N.  are  dedi- 
cated to  preserving  the  immutable  principles 
of  freedom  embodied  in  the  American  Con- 
stitution. If  the  incoming  administration 
and  the  Eighty-third  Congress  fail  in  this 
task,  public  opinion  will  compel  some  future 
Congress  to  sever  our  relationship  with  the 
U.  N. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION 
RELATING  TO  NOMINATION  AND 
ELECTION  OP  CANDIDATES  FOR 
PRESIDENT  AND  VICE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  joint 
resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  relating  to  the  nomina- 
tion and  election  of  candidates  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President  and  to  succes- 
sion to  the  office  of  President  in  the 
event  of  the  death  or  inability  of  the 
President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  statement  prepared  by  me  relat- 
ing to  the  joint  resolution  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  8)  pro- 
posing an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion relating  to  the  nomination  and  elec- 
tion of  candidates  for  President  and 
Vice  President,  and  to  succession  to  the 
office  of  President  in  the  event  of  the 
death  or  inability  of  the  President,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Smathxrs,  was  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Smathers  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Sbcathers 

Today  I  am  once  again  introducing  a  series 
of  proposals  aimed  at  modernizing  the  na- 
tional election  procedures  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  Congress  is  espe- 
cially charged  with  the  responsibility  for 
giving  most  earnest  consideration  to  this 
subject. 

The  fact  that  we  have  a  newly  elected 
leadership  In  the  Congress  and  a  new  Na- 
tional Oovernment  bespeaks.  I  believe,  a  de- 
sire of  the  people  for  a  "different  deaL"    In- 


deed, we  can  assume  that  the  results  of  the 
national  election  last  November  reflect  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  for  a  change 
Xrom  things  as  they  have  been. 

Efforts  to  revise  and  refoml  the  election 
machinery  of  this  Nation  should  be  non- 
partisan, or  bipartisan.  Both  our  major  po- 
litical parties  should  be  interested  in  achiev- 
ing changes  in  the  direction  to  which  my 
proixisals  point,  and  no  partictilar  signifi- 
cance-should be  attached  to  the  failure  of 
both  conventions  last  summer  to  endorse  the 
national  primary  plan  because  much  of  the 
dissatisfaction  with  the  present  method  of 
selecting  nominees  for  President  and  Vice 
President  is  based  upon  the  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  operations  of  conven- 
tions— a  knowledge  general  throughout  the 
country  for  which  television  is  to  be  thanked. 

This  is  the  fifth  year  in  which  I  have  urged 
the  Congress  to  move  toward  election  re- 
forms. Those  of  us — and  there  are  many  in 
this  body — who  fervently  believe  in  such 
reforms  feel  no  discouragement  over  previoiu 
failures.  Heretofore  we  did  not  have  tele- 
vision on  oxir  side  to  show  the  American 
people  the  complete  Inadequacy  and  down- 
right evil  of  the  present  convention  system  of 
nominating  Presidents.  We  have  not  here- 
tofore had  such  widespread  interest  in  the 
changing  of  many  of  our  election  procediu-es. 
But  the  American  people  by  the  aid  of  tele- 
vision and  spurred  on  by  recent  elections 
have  awakened,  and  are  now  urgently  re- 
questing that  we,  the  Congress — the  only 
ones  who  can  do  anything  about  this  situa- 
tion— get  huay  and  act.  If  there  is  any 
doubt  on  the  part  of  Senators  of  the  attitude 
of  the  American  people  toward  these  pro- 
posals, I  direct  Senators'  attention  to  the 
most  recent  Gallup  poll  which  appeared  in 
various  papers  on  Simday,  January  4.  The 
poll  shows  that  over  73  percent  of  the  people 
are  anxious  to  have  the  archaic  practice  of 
selecting  a  Presidential  candidate  at  a  smoke- 
shrouded,  politically  controlled  national 
convention  put  In  the  coffin  and  under  the 
ground  forever.  The  poll  shows  that  the 
public  favors  a  Nation-wide  nominating 
primary  by  overwhelming  majority  and  by  an 
ever-increasing  percentage. 

The  American  public  is  also  anxious  to 
change  the  present  electoral  college  pro- 
cedure, recognizing  it  as  ancient,  undemo- 
cratic, and  dangerous.  According  to  Mr.  Gal- 
lup's  flgiires,  every  two  out  of  three  people  in 
the  United  States  would  like  to  see  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  get  busy  and 
change  the  electoral  college  system. 

On  November  22,  1952,  the  able  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  Senator  Puukight,  and  njy- 
self.  without  previous  consultation  and 
without  knowledge  of  the  other's  thinking, 
issued  statements  on  that  day  expressing  our 
belief  that  the  present  law  is  unsatisfactory 
which  permits  a  Vice  President  to  succeed 
to  the  Presidency  upon  the  death  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to  hold 
that  Presidency  for  the  balance  of  the  4-year 
term.  This  tenure  of  the  Vice  President  has, 
on  more  than  one  occasion,  been  almost  the 
full  4-year  term.  These  statements  were 
made  by  Senator  FtrLBRicHT  and  myself,  with- 
out thought  of  any  personality  or  individual 
in  mind.  However,  it  Is  clear  that  the  Found- 
ing Fathers  of  our  governmental  system  in- 
tended that  the  Vice  President  should  he  only 
the  caretaker  of  the  office  of  the  President 
until  such  time  as  the  people  could  expedi- 
tiously go  about  the  business  of  electing  a 
new  President.  The  average  citizen  approves 
of  that  conclusion  if  this  most  recent  Gallup 
poll  is  anywhere  near  correct,  for  it  reflects 
that  61percent  of  the  citizens  erf  the  United 
States  favor  a  change  in  the  (n-esent  system. 
Therefore,  today,  I  am  again  Introducing  a 
resolution  calling  fcH'  constitutional  amend- 
ments to  effect  changes  in  our  election  pro- 
cedures. 

Hm  first  constitutional  change  would 
•stabUah   a   Nation-wide   primary    for    the 
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nominating  of  party  candidates  for  Presi- 
dent. This  is  not  a  new  propoeal.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact.  Woodrow  Wilson  recommended 
Nation-wide  primaries  in  his  message  to  the 
Congress  In  1913.  Senator  George  Norrls.  of 
Nebraska,  one  of  this  body's  all-time,  all- 
American  great  Senators  advocated  a  some- 
what similar  proposal  when  he  honored  the 
United  States  Senate  by  his  presence.  More 
recently  the  able  and  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois,  Senator  Douglas,  subscribed  to 
the  general  idea.  Last  year  he  Introduced  a 
proposal  which  recognized  the  need  for 
nominating  primaries,  although  his  resolu- 
tion urged  nominating  primaries  by  the 
States  on  a  permissive  basis,  rather  thaa 
effecting  a  constitutional  amendment  malt- 
ing Nation-wide  primaries  mandatory. 

The  second  part  of  this  resolution  would 
abolish  the  electoral-college  sysetem  of  elect- 
ing the  President  and  Vice  President.  It 
would  establish  a  system  under  which  the 
electoral  votes  of  each  of  the  States  would 
be  divided  among  candidates  on  the  basis 
of  the  percentage  of  popular  votes  received 
by  each  candidate  In  the  States.  This  pro- 
posal was  most  recently  Identified  with  the 
former  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  Mr. 
Lodge,  and  the  former  distinguished  Con- 
gressman from  Texas,  Mr.  Ed  Gossett.  This 
proposed  change  In  the  electoral-college  pro- 
cedure passed  the  Senate  in  1950  but  failed 
to  pass  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  third  proposal  in  this  resolution  which 
I  am  today  introducing  provides  that  whab 
a  President  dies,  or  otherwise  becomes  in- 
capacitated to  serve  as  President,  that  the 
Vice  President  succeed  to  the  Presidency  but 
hold  that  ofBce  only  until  the  next  general 
election,  providing  the  next  general  election 
Is  more  than  90  days  away. 

I    have    not    gone    Into    detail    on    these 
proposals.     Obviously  there  are  many  tech- 
nical  aspects  regarding   each   one   of   them 
but  I  do  not  feel  that  this  is  the  time  nor 
the    place    to    go    into    a    long    discussion 
of   the  ramifications  of  each  of  these  pro- 
posals.    I  am  offering  this  resolution  today 
however,  to  get  it  into  the  machinery  of  the 
Congress  with   the  hope  that  we   can  have 
action  on  this  legislation  soon  and  with  the 
hope  that  we  will  somehow  be  able  to  mod- 
ernize and  strengthen  our  system  of  democ- 
racy.    We  cannot  continue  to  limp  along  in 
this   year    of    1953— with    aU    its   marvelous 
.  means  of  communication  and  education  and 
/  with  an  alert  and  an  aroused  citizenry— on 
the  same  old  election  procedures  which  have 
on  several  occasions  in  the  past  permitted  a 
man  to  become  President  even  though  he  did 
not  receive  the  largest  popular  vote,  and  has 
permitted    political   leaders    and    back-room 
.    barons  to  nominate  and  select  Presidential 
candidates. 

I  do  not  claim  authorship  or  proprietor- 
ship of  any  of  these  proposals.  Most  of  them 
have  been  discussed  on  forums,  in  debate 
classes,  and  even  in  the  Congress  in  the  past 
years.  They  belong  to  all  of  us.  The  recent 
Gallup  poll  proves  that  the  citizens  of  your 
State  and  mine  know  of  these  Ideas  and  are 
anxious  that  we  cease  debating  them  aca- 
demically and  make  of  them  a  reality  These 
proposals  should  be  treated  in  bipartisan 
manner  for  they  do  not  concern  Just  Repub- 
licans  or  Just  Democrats.  They  are  a  matter 
of  vital  concern  to  the  strength  and  well- 
being  of  our  entire  democracy,  and  we  In  the 
Congress,  as  the  only  ones  who  can  do  anv- 
thlng  about  effecting  these  changes,  must 
busy  ourselves  now  toward  serving  and 
strengthening  our  democracy. 


January 


of  Emily  P.  Bissell.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  prepared  by 
me  relating  to  the  joint  resolution  be 
lirinted  in  the  Record 

The  VICE  PRESIDiJn'.  The  joint 
i-esolution  will  be  appropriately  referred ; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  9>  to 
authorize  the  issuance  of  a  stamp  in 
(commemoration  of  the  life  of  Emily  P. 
Bissell.  introduced  by  Mr.  Frear.  was 
read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Prear 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Frear 
I  submit  for  the  consideration  of  Congress 
a  resolution  authorizing  the  issuance  of  a 
commemorative  stamp  to  honor  the  noble 
woman  from  the  State  of  Delaware  who 
lounded  and  promoted  the  sale  of  the  famed 
antituberculosis  Christmas  seal  In  the  United 
States. 

The  name  of  this  great  Indy  is  perhaps 
not  so  well  known  as  her  Christmas  seals. 
She  was  Miss  Emily  P.  Bissell.  of  Wllmlng- 
lon.  and  her  whole  life  was  devoted  to  the 
welfare  of  others. 

It  was  through  her  untiring  efforts  that 
the  sale  of  Christmas  seals,  which  she  initi- 
ated, has  continued  to  grow  through  the 
jears.  with  the  result  that  millions  of  suf- 
ferers of  the  dread  malady  of  tuberculosis 
have  been  cured  or  materially  helped  through 
the  money  obtained  from  their  purchase. 

I  know  of  no  contemporary  American  more 
worthy  of  recognition  than  Emily  Bissell  and 
her  Christmas  seals. 


ISSUANCE      OP      COMMEMORATIVE 
STAMP    IN    HONOR   OP   EMILY   P 
BISSELL 

Mr.  PREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  joint 
resolution  to  authorize  the  issuance  of 
a  stamp  in  commemoration  of  the  life 


NATIONAL  HOMEMAKERS  WEEK 
Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  and  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Williams! 
1  introduce  for  appropriate  reference 
a  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  estab- 
lishment by  Congress  of  National  Home- 
makers  Week,  which  would  honor  the 
women  who  are  the  homemakers  of  the 
Nation. 

Under  this  joint  re.solution.  the  Presi- 
dent IS  authorized  and  requested  to  issue 
annually  a  proclamation  calling  upon 
the  people  of  the  United  States  to  ob- 
serve the  week  beginning  on  the  Sunday 
before  Thanksgiving  Day  and  ending 
on  the  Sunday  after  Thanksgiving  Day 
of  each  year  as  Homemakers  Week 

The  occasion  would  pay  tribute  to  the 
homemakers  of  the  Nation,  who  have 
contributed  so  much  to  the  happiness 
and  stabihty  of  their  homes  and  to  the 
improvement  of  their  communities 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The' joint 
resolution  will  be  appropriately  referred 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  j.  Res  in/ 
designating  the  period  beginning  on  Sun. 
day  before  Thanksgiving  Day  and  end- 
ing on  the  Sunday  after  Thanksgiving 
Day  of  each  year  as  Homemakers  Week 
introduced  by  Mr.  Prear  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Williams),  was   read  twice  by  its 
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JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE  QUESTION  OP  PRESIDEN- 
TIAL ELECTION  AND  SUCCESSION 
Mr.  GREEN  submitted  the  following 

concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res   2"  , 


which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring).  That  there  Is 
hereby  created  a  Joint  congressional  com- 
mittee to  be  composed  of  five  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate  and  five  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  BepresenUtlves 
The  joint  committee  shall  select  a  chairman 
from  among  Its  members.  A  vacancy  in  the 
membership  of  the  Joint  committee  shall 
not  affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  mem- 
bers to  execute  the  functions  of  the  Joint 
committee,  and  shall  be  filled  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  case  of  the  original  appoint- 
ment. 

Sbt.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Joint 
committee  to  make  a  full  and  complete  study 
and  Investigation  of  all  matters  connected 
with  the  election  of  the  President  and  Vice 
President  from  the  time  of  the  nomination 
of  the  President  and  Vice  President,  through 
the  time  of  their  election  and  time  of  their 
Inauguration  until  the  termination  of  their 
respective  terms  of  office,  with  the  purpose 
of  making  the  law  certain  as  to  the  presi- 
dential election  and  succession.  These  mat- 
ters shall  Include,  but  shall  not  be  confined 
to,  the  following: 

( 1 )  Whether  or  not  the  President  and  Vice 
President  should  be  elected  by  the  electoral 
college,  as  at  present,  and  If  so  whether  or 
nut  the  members  should  be  legally  bound  to 
vote  In  accordance  with  their  instructions. 

(2)  Whether  or  not  candidates  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President  should  be  nominated 
by  national  political  conventions,  aa  at  pres- 
ent, and,  if  80,  recommendations  which 
should  be  made  to  the  parties  for  Improving 
the  convention  process,  and.  If  not.  a  method 
which  would  be  preferable. 

(3)  Whether  or  not  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  case  where  before  the  election 
of  presidential  electors,  or  after  such  time 
but  before  the  election  of  President  and  Vice 
President,  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency  or 
for  the  Vice  Presidency  dies,  declines  to  run, 
or  Is  found  Ineligible  to  take  office  if  elected. 

(4)  Whether  or  not  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  case  of  the  death  of  any  of 
the  Individuals  from  whom  the  House  of 
Representatives  may  choose  a  President 
whenever  the  right  of  choice  shall  have  de- 
volved upon  it.  and  for  the  case  of  the  death 
of  any  of  the  persons  from  whom  the  Senate 
may  choose  a  Vice  President  whenever  the 
right  of  choice  shall  have  devolved  upon  It. 

(5 1  Whether  or  not  a  constitutional 
amendment  should  be  proposed  under  which 
fiiUure  of  candidates  for  President  and  Vice 
President  to  receive  a  majority  of  the  elec- 
toral votes  shall  be  resolved  by  popular  vote 
rather  than  by  the  House  of  RepresenUtlvea. 

(61  How  it  shall  be  determined  whether 
the  President,  or  individual  acting  as  Presi- 
dent, is  unable  to  execute  the  powers  and 
duties  of  the  office,  and  how  the  duration  of 
such  Inability  shall  be  determined. 

(7)  Whether  or  not  provision  should  be 
made  for  an  individual  to  execute  the  office 
of  President  In  case  of  removal,  death,  resig- 
nation, or  inability,  both  of  the  President 
and  Vice  President,  where  by  reason  of  re- 
moval, death,  resignation,  or  inability  there 
is  no  individual  upon  whom  the  powers  and 
duties  of  such  office  would  otherwise  auto- 
matically devolve. 

(8)  Whether  there  are,  or  should  be,  any 
differences  between  the  status,  powers. 
duties,  and  privileges  of  an  elected  President 
and  of  any  other  individual  executing  the 
offlce  of  President. 

(9)  Whether  or  not  the  term  of  the  Vice 
President  or  other  individual  succeeding  to 
the  Presidency  should  be  limited  to  a  dura- 
tion of  approximately  2  years,  a  new  presi- 
dential election  to  coincide  with  election  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
where  such  Individual  succeeds  to  the  Presl- 
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dency  during  the  first  or  aeoond  y—r  of  the 
term  for  which  the  President  waa  elected. 

Sec.  3.  The  joint  committee  shall  report 
to  the  Senate  iind  House  of  Repreeentatlves 
the  results  of  1  u  study  and  Investigation  to- 
gether with  Its  recommendatlona.  Including 
drafts  of  any  legislation  recommended  and 
of  any  propose<l  constitutional  amendments 
considered  necissary  or  desirable.  The  Joint 
committee  shaU  submit  its  final  report  to 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  not 
later  than  Junn  30.  1958,  and  thereupon  the 
existence  of  the  Joint  conunlttee  shall  termi- 
nate. 

Sec.  4.  For  tlie  purposes  of  tlUs  concurrent 
resolution,  the  Joint  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subconunlttee  thereof.  Is  author- 
ized to  hold  each  hearings,  to  sit  and  act 
at  such  tunes  and  places  during  the  sessions, 
recesses,  and  a:lJourned  periods  of  the  Con- 
gress, to  emplcy  counsel,  clerical  and  other 
assistants,  to  re  quire  by  Bubp>ena  or  otherwise 
the  attendanci!  of  such  witnesses  and  the 
production  of  such  correspondence,  books, 
papers,  and  documents,  to  administer  such 
oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and  to  make 
such  expenditures,  as  it  deems  advisable. 
The  cost  of  stenographic  services  to  report 
Euch  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excesss  of  25 
cents  per  hundred  words.  The  expenses  of 
tae  Joint  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•  10.000,  shall  be  paid  one-half  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  and  one-half 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of 
Representative  J,  upon  vouchers  approved  by 
the  chairman  uf  the  Joint  committee.  Dis- 
bursements to  pay  such  expenses  shall  be 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  such  con- 
tingent fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  o '  the  House  of  Representatives 
In  the  amount  of  one-half  of  the  disburse- 
ments so  made. 


PROCEDURES     BY     SERGEANT     AT 
ARMS   IN   TAKING    CUSTODY   OF 


STUDY  OP  ANTITRUST  LAWS 

Mr.  McCARRAN  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (8.  Res.  14).  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  a  comprehensive  study  of  the  antitrust 
laws  of  the  Urlted  States  and  their  admin- 
istration. Interpretation  and  effect,  to  deter- 
mine the  nature  and  extent  of  any  legislation 
which  may  be  necessary  or  desirable  to — 

(a)  clarify  existing  statutory  enactments, 
and  eliminate  any  conflicts  which  may  exist 
among  the  several  statutes  comprising  such 
laws; 

(b)  rectify  imy  misapplications  and  mis- 
Interpretatloiu  of  such  laws  which  may  have 
developed  In  the  administration  thereof; 

(c)  supplement  such  statutes  to  provide 
any  additional  substantive,  procedural,  or 
organizational  leglsUtlon  which  may  be 
needed  for  the  attainment  of  the  funda- 
mental objects  of  such  statutes;  and 

(d)  improve  the  administration  and  en- 
forcement of   juch  statutes. 

Sbc.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  during  the 
sessions,  recesties,  and  adjourned  periods  of 
the  Elghty-th:rd  Congress  to  employ  upon 
a  temporary  ImuIs  such  technical,  clerical, 
and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  advisable 
and,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the 
department  01  agency  concerned,  to  utilize 
the  services,  information,  facilities,  and  per- 
sonnel of  all  a(:encles  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government.  The  expenses  of  the 
conundttee  un<ler  this  resolution,  which  shall 
not  exceed  $ ,  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fimd  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  tlie  chairman  oX  the  committee. 


Rules  and  Administration,  and  the  remaln- 
^^8  300  copies  shall  be  boirnd  in  full  morocco 
BOOKS,     PAPERS.     OR    RECORDS     ^^  ^gged  as  to  contents  and  delivered  as 
AND  PERSONS  'vii^v-'xvi-io     ^^^^  ^  direcUd  by  the  committee. 


Mr.  McCARRAN  sutaiitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  15) .  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  upon  certification  by  the 
chairman  or  the  acting  chairman  of  a  stand- 
ing committee  of  the  Senate  that  two-thirds 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  have  voted 
to  require  the  production  of  specified  or 
identified  books,  papers,  or  records  in  the 
custody  of  an  oflk^r  of  the  Gtovernment  of 
the  United  States,  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate shall  Issue  his  warrant,  returnable  at  a 
time  when  the  Senate  is  meeting,  command- 
ing the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  obtain  the 
books,  papers,  or  records  specified  by  the 
chairman  or  the  acting  chairman,  and  in 
the  event  of  the  refusal  of  the  officer  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  having 
custody  thereof,  to  deliver  the  required 
books,  papers,  or  records,  to  take  the  said 
officer  into  bodily  custody  forthwith,  and 
bring  him  before  the  bar  of  the  Senate,  then 
and  there  to  answer  questions  as  to  his 
refusal. 


LOYALTY  CHECKS  ON  SENATE 
EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  McCARRAN  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  16),  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration: 

Resolved,  That  hereafter  when  any  person 
is  appointed  as  an  employee  of  any  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  or  any  Senator,  or  of 
any  offlce  of  the  Senate  the  committee.  Sen- 
ator, or  officer  having  authority  to  make 
such  appointment  shall  transmit  the  name 
of  such  person  to  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  of  the  Hoiose  of  Repre- 
senutlves.  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation, and  to  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency,  together  with  a  request  that  such 
committee.  Senator,  or  officer  be  Informed  as 
to  any  derogatory  information  in  the  pos- 
session of  such  agency  concerning  the  loy- 
alty of  such  person,  and  In  any  case  in  which 
such  derogatory  information  is  revealed  such 
committee.  Senator,  or  officer  shall  make  or 
cause  to  be  made  such  further  investigation 
as  shall  have  been  considered  necessary  to 
determine  the  loyalty  of  such  person. 

Every  such  committee.  Senator,  and  officer 
shall  promptly  transmit  to  the  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  and  to  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency  a  list  of  the  names  of  the 
incumbent  employees  of  such  committee, 
Senator,  or  officer  together  with  a  request 
that  such  committee.  Senator,  or  officer  be 
Informed  of  any  derogatory  information  con- 
tained in  the  files  of  such  agency  concern- 
ing the  loyalty  of  such  employee. 


PREPARATION  AND  PRINTING  CP 
REVISED  EDITION  OP  SENATE 
RULES  AND  MANUAL 

Mr.  JENNER  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  17).  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  It  is  hereby, 
directed  to  prepare  a  revised  edition  of  the 
Senate  Rules  and  Manual  for  the  use  of  the 
Hghty-thlrd  Congress,  and  that  1,500  addi- 
tional copies  shall  be  printed  and  bound, 
of  which  1,000  copies  shall  be  for  the  Senate, 
200  copies  for  tlie  iise  of  the  Committee  on 


AMENDMENT    OP   RULE    RELATING 
TO    NUMBER    OP    MEMBERS    ON 
CERTAIN  COMMITTEES 
Mr.  CASE  submitted  the  following  res- 
DluUon  (S.  Res.  18),  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration : 

Resolved.  Tliat  section   (1)    of  rule  XXV      ' 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating 
to  standing  committees)   is  amended 

(1)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion [&)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry)  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "fifteen"; 

(2)  by  striking  out  "twenty-one"  In  sub- 
section (b)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations)  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"twenty- three"; 

(3)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (c)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services)  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen"; 

(4)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (d)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency)  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "fifteen"; 

(5)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (e)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offlce  and  CivU  Service)  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  "eleven"; 

(6)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (f)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia)  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "eleven"; 

(7)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (g)  (1)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations)  and  Inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  "eleven"; 

(8)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (h)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance)  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen": 

(9)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  sub- 
section (1)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations)  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "fifteen"; 

(10)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  sub- 
section (J)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce)  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  "fifteen"; 

(11)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (k)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary)  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen"; 

(12)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (1)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare)  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "fifteen"; 

(13)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  sut>8ec- 
tlon  (m)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs)  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "eleven"; 

(14)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (n)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works)  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"eleven";  and 

(15)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (o)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration)  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "eleven." 

Sec.  2.  Section  (4)  of  rule  XXV  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(4)  Each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two 
standing  comznlttees  and  no  more;  except 
that  not  to  exceed  eighteen  Senators  of  the 
majority  party,  and  not  to  exceed  three  Sen- 
ators of  the  minority  party,  who  are  members 
of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, or  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and 
ClvU  Service  may  serve  on  three  standing 
conuultteas  and  no  more." 
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FURNISraNG  BY  CIVIL  SERVICE 
COMMISSION  OP  A  UST  OP  POSI- 
TIONS NOT  UNDER  CIVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  CARLSON  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  19),  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBce 
and  Civil  Service : 

Resolved.  That  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion be.  and  it  la  hereby,  directed  to  furnish 
the  Senate  with  a  full  and  complete  list  of 
all  offices,  positions,  places,  and  employments, 
listing  the  same  by  departments,  bureaus, 
boards,  commissions,  and  Independent  estab- 
lishments. Including  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  unofficial  observers, 
special  attorneys  or  special  agents,  and  Fed- 
eral employments  of  all  kinds,  with  the 
amount  of  salaries  of  each  attached,  under 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
not  under  civil-service  rules  and  regulations. 


AMENDMENT    OP    RULE    RELATING 
TO  CLOTURE 

Mr.  JENNER  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  20),  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

Resolved,  That  subsection  2  of  rule  XXII 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  (relat- 
ing to  cloture)  is  amended  by  inserting  be- 
fore the  word  "following"  the  word  "fifth", 
and  by  striking  out  "by  two-thirds  of  the 
Senators  duly  chosen  and  sworn"  and  insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "by  two-thirds  of  the 
Senators  present  and  voting." 


SPECIAL  ASSISTANT  TO  MINORITY 
MElk^ERS 

Mr.  BRIDGES  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  21),  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

Resolved,  That  the  minority  Members  of 
the  Senate  are  authorized  to  appoint  a  spe- 
cial assistant  to  the  minority  who  shall  per- 
form such  duties  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
such  minority  Members  and  who  shall  re- 
ceive compensation  to  be  fixed  by  them  at  a 
basic  rate  of  not  less  than  $7,320  or  more 
than  $8,000  per  annum  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 


EXTENSION  OP  TIME  FOR  STUDY 
OP  ORGANIZATION  AND  OPERA- 
TION OP  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Mr.  TOBEY  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  22),  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Poreign  Commerce : 

Resolved.  That  the  time  within  which  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce may  complete  the  investigation  au- 
thorized by  Senate  Resolution  332.  agreed  to 
June  26,  1952,  nereby  is  extended  to  June  30, 
1953. 


EXTENSION  OP  TIME  POR  INVESTI- 
GATION OP  CERTAIN  TRANSPOR- 
TATION AND  COMMUNICATION 
PROBLEMS 

Mr.  TOBEY  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  23).  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Poreign  Commerce: 

Resolved.  That  the  time  within  which  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Fore^^n  Com- 
merce may  complete  the  investigation  au- 
thorized   by   Senate   Resolution   50    Eighty- 


first  Congress,  agreed  to  April  It,  1949.  aa 
continued  by  Senate  Resolution  308,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  agreed  to  July  27.  1950.  Senate 
Resolution  55,  Eighty-second  Congress, 
agreed  to  February  19.  1951,  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 154,  Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to 
June  29,  1951.  and  Senate  Resolution  258, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to  January 
24,  1952,  hereby  is  extended  to  June  30.  1953. 


STANDING   COMMITTEE    ON 
VETERANS'  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  FERGUSON  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  24),  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

Resolved.  That  commencing  with  the 
Eighty-fourth  Congress,  rule  XXV  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating  to 
standing  committees)    is  amended  by — 

( 1 )  striking  out  subparagraphs  10  through 
13  In  paragraph  (h)   of  section  1; 

(2)  striking  out  subparagraph  16  through 
19  in  paragraph  (1 )   oi  section  1; 

(3)  inserting  in  section  1  after  paragraph 
(o)  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"(p)  Committee  on  Veterans"  Affairs,  to 
consist  cf  13  Senators,  to  which  committee 
shall  be  referred  all  proposed  legislation, 
messages,  petitions,  memorials,  and  other 
matters  relating  to  the  followin?  subjects: 

■'1.  Veterans"  measures,  generally. 

"2.  Pensions  of  all  wars  of  the  United 
States,  general  and  special. 

"3.  Life  insurance  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

■"4.  Compensation  of  veterans. 

"5.  Vocational  rehabilitation  and  educa- 
tion of  veterans. 

""6.  Veterans"  hospitals,  medical  care,  and 
treatment  of  veterans. 

"7.  Soldiers  and  sailors'  civil  relief. 

"8.  Readjustment  of  servicemen  to  civil 
life."; 

(4)  striking  out  section  4  and  inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

'•(4»  Each  Senator  shall  serve  on  2  stand- 
ing committees  and  no  more;  except  that  18 
Senators  of  the  majority  party,  and  6  Sena- 
tors of  the  minority  party,  who  are  members 
of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, the  Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the 
Executive  Departments,  or  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  shall  serve  on 
3  standing  committees  and  no  more  Dur- 
ing any  period  in  which  the  minority  party 
has  a  total  membership  of  15  Senators  or 
less,  such  6  Senators  of  such  party  who  shall 
be  members  of  3  committees  may  be  mem- 
bers of  any  3  standing  committees  " 


im^TIGATTON  OP  MEANS  OP 
EXPANDING  FOREIGN  INVEST- 
MENTS 

y..V'u  ^,AP™ART.    Mr.  President,  on 

Snn'^H  ^^  ""P^^^-  ^"^  '^^  Senator  from 
South  Carohna  [Mr.  Mayb.^nkI  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a'  resolu- 
tion authorizing  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  to  make  a  thorough 
study  of  means  and  methods  for  increas- 
JrL/'!?  expanding  our  international 
trade,  through  the  operation  of  the  Ex- 

R°.n;  ^^^"'^  ^^"''-  ^^^  International 
Bank,  and  such  other  agencies  and  de- 
vices as  will  promote  and  facilitate  in- 
crea.sed  investments  abroad  and  expand 
our  international  trade. 

iJ^l^^^^''^''  ^""^"^  South  Carolina 
[Mr_  Maybank),  the  very  able  chairman 
of  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
during  the  Eighty-first  and  Eighty, 
second  Congresses  is  joining  me  in  sub- 
mitting the  resolution. 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  in  connection  with  the  reso- 
lution be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  appropriately  referred,  and, 
without  objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  25).  submit- 
ted by  Mr.  Capehart  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Maybank)  .  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency,  as 
follows : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing  and  Currency,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  a  thorough  study  of  means 
and  methods  for  increasing  and  expanding 
our  International  trade,  through  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Export-Import  Bank,  the  In- 
ternational Bank  for  Reconstruction  and 
Development,  and  such  other  agencies  and 
devices  as  would  facilitate  increasing  Amer- 
ican Investment  abroad  and  expanding  in- 
ternational trade.  The  committee  shall  re- 
port to  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  practi- 
cable date  the  results  of  its  study,  together 
with  such  recommendation*  aa  It  may  deem 
advisable. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Cape- 
hart  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senatok  Capkhait 
P^)r  a  long  time  It  has  been  my  view  that 
the  mo6t  efficient,  least  expensive,  soundest, 
and  most  durable  method  by  which  we  can 
help  our  friends  and  our  allies  around  th« 
world  to  improve  their  own  economic  condi- 
tions and  get  them  back  to  a  more  normal 
state  of  affairs  is  to  do  it  by  making  the 
maximum  u.se  of  the  capitalistic  tools  that 
have  worked  so  well  In  the  past.  Of  recent 
date.  I  am  happy  to  observe  that  an  Increas- 
Ini?  number  of  people  are  reaching  the  same 
conclusion— ••"Trade,  not  aid"'  is  the  way  they 
refer  to  It. 

I  am  very  anxious,  as  are  Members  of  the 
Senate,  to  do  everything  I  can  to  encourage 
better  world  economic  conditions  and  inter- 
national economic  stability  by  whatever 
sound  means  I  can.  I  also  am  anxious  to 
provide  the  opportunity  for  American  capital 
and  American  capitalistic  know-how  to  con- 
tribute in  a  more  direct  way  in  carrying  out 
the  Job. 

It  is  only  logical  that  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  should  take  an  active  Inter- 
est and  part  in  facilitating  through  the  credit 
machinery  and  Institutions  which  It  helped 
to  formulate  and  develop,  and  over  which  It 
hcus  had  JurlsdicTlon  the  program  of  In- 
creasing our  foreign  Investments  and  ex- 
panding our  international  trade.  Only  last 
C  )ni;re.ss  we  Increased  the  authorization  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  by  $1.000.000.0"0, 
and  at  that  time  I  and  several  other  members 
of  the  committee  stated  that  we  thought  the 
solution  to  our  international  assistance  pro- 
gram lay  In  the  capitalistic  method  of  mak- 
ing sound  loans  rather  than  in  loose  give- 
away programs. 

It  is  also  my  view  that  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  because  of  its  Intimate 
knowledge  and  work  in  connection  with  our 
own  economic  machinery  is  particularly  well 
equipped  to  make  sound  decisions  on  the 
most  efficient  and  businesslike  methods  by 
which  such  a  program  of  foreign  Investment 
and  International  trade  can  be  facilitated 
and  promoted. 

As  chairman  of  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  during  this  Congress  I  first  pro- 
pose to  hold  hearings  on  the  broad  subject  of 
how  we  can  best  get  such  a  program  of  trade 
and  foreign  Investment  under  way.  Depend- 
ing on  what  we  learn  at  the  Initial  hearings 
we  shall  proceed  with  all  the  expedltlousness 
possible  on  recommending  to  the  Senate  and 
such  other  committees  that  may  have  Juris- 
dicllon,  a  program  of  actioa. 


PRINTINO  OP  MEMORANDUM  RE- 
LATING TO  SENATE  RULES  AND 
THE  SENATE  AS  A  CONTINUINa 
BODY  (S.  DOC.  NO.  4) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  and  as  a  Sen- 
ate document  the  memorandum  pre- 
pared by  tl^ie  Republican  Policy  Com- 
mittee relative  to  Senate  rules  and  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  together 
with  three  appendixes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  as  a 
Senate  document,  and  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senatk  Rules  and  thx  Senate  as  a  Contik- 
viMo  Boot 
I 

The  right  or  privilege  of  extended  debate 
In  the  United  States  has  been  a  subject  of 
recurring  controversy.  Almost  from  the 
S?nate'8  beginnings  the  numerous  efforts  to 
Impose  limitations  have  not  been  too  effec- 
tive.* The  most  recent  positive  action  to 
curb  debate,  which  was  taken  In  1049,  per- 
mitted, for  the  first  tlme,i>  the  invocation  of 
cloture  in  all  cases  except  that  of  a  motion  to 
take  up  a  change  in  the  Senate  rules.' 

Critics  of  this  1949  amendment  attack  it  on 
the  grounds  that ;  ( 1 )  it  may  be  Invoked  only 
by  affirmative  vote  of  not  less  than  04  Sen- 
ators; and  (2)  that  the  rules  themselves 
remain  subject  to  amendment  by  simple  ma- 
jority vote  of  those  present  and  voting,  while 
a  motion  to  take  up  an  amendment  to  the 
rules  can  be  filibustered  Indefinitely.'* 

Many  supporters  of  clvll-rlghts  measures, 
such  as  FKPC,  antllynch  bills,  anti-poll-tax 
bills,  claim  that  such  measures  never  can  be 
passed  in  the  Senate  so  long  as  rule  XXII 
remains  In  Its  present  form,  because  of  the 
opportunities  the  rule  stlU  affords  for  fili- 
buster by  a  minority.'  There  have  also  been 
many  other  measures  which  have  been  suc- 
cessfully blocked  by  extended  debate  of  a 
minority,  during  the  course  of  the  Senate's 
history.' 

During  the  hearings  In  October  1951  be- 
fore a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Conunlt- 
tee  on  Rules  and  Administration.   Tarioua 
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•For  a  detailed  study  of  the  subject,  see 
•Xlmitatlon  of  Debate  in  the  United  States 
Senate,"  by  Dr.  Oeorge  B.  Galloway.  Public 
Affairs  Bulletin  No.  64,  Ubrary  of  Congress. 
This  was  Incorporated  In  the  Hearings  on 
Limitation  of  Debate  In  the  Senate,  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  AdmlnUtratlon,  October 
1951.  pp.  4*-64;  see  also,  Haynes,  The  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  pp.  394  et  seq. 

*The  1917  amendment  to  rule  XXH  pro- 
vided for  cloture  In  the  case  of  "any  pend- 
ing measure."  There  has  been  much  sup- 
port for  the  claim  that  this  was  Intended  to 
be  unlimited  In  scope  and  to  Include,  for  ex- 
ample, a  motion  to  take  up  a  matter.  But 
this  contention  has  not  had  majority  sup- 
port In  the  Senate  since  It  first  was  chal- 
lenged in  the  Senate  In  1919.  See  debates  In 
the  Senate.  March  1949,  preceding  the  over- 
ruling by  the  Senate  of  Vice  President  Bark- 
ley  on  this  issue;  also  Haynes,  The  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  pp.  409-15. 

•  This  amendment  has  been  referred  to  as 
the  Wherry-Hayden  amendment.  For  the 
complete  text  of  rule  XXH  in  its  present 
form  see  appendix  I,  annexed  hereto. 

•  See  section  3,  rule  "xim 

'  Webster  defines  one  who  filibusters  as 
follows:  "A  memt>er  of  a  legislative  or  de- 
liberative body  who,  in  opposition  to  the 
proposed  action  of  the  majority,  obstructs 
or  prevents  action  by  the  extreme  use  of 
dilatory  tactics,  such  as  speaking  merely  to 
consume  time." 

•  For  an  Incomplete  list  of  these  measures, 
•ee  hearings,  op.  clt.  supra,  note  1,  p.  60. 


proposals  were  considered  relative  to  limita- 
tion of  debate  In  the  Senate  beyond  that  now 
provided  In  Scmate  rule  XXn.  These  in- 
cluded proposals  to  achieve  cloture  by  vote 
of  a  constitutional  majOTlty  of  the  Senate 
(S.  Res.  62,  by  Ivia  and  Lodge);  by  vote  of 
two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  and  vot- 
ing (S.  Res.  203.  by  Wherry);  by  majority 
vote  of  those  present  and  voting  (8.  Res.  41, 
by  M0B8X  and  Humphrxt);  by  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senators  present  and  voting  to 
limit  debate  to  48  hours  In  case  of  "grave 
national  emergency,"  and  in  16  days  "on  any 
question  whatsoever,"  by  vote  of  a  majority 
of  the  Senators  present  and  voting  (S.  Res. 
105.  by  Lehman,  Murray,  Mignuson,  Neely 
Douglas,  Humphrey,  Green,  Benton,  Pastore,' 
McMahon,  and  BUlgore).* 

A  novel  angle  on  changing  Senate  rule* 

At  these  hearings  where  many  witnesses. 
Including  a  number  of  Senators,  testified, 
an  Interesting  and  somewhat  different  ap- 
proach was  suggested  by  Walter  Reuther. 

"It  Is  our  contention,"  he  told  the  com- 
mittee, "that  the  Senate  Is  not  a  continuing 
body  and  therefore  the  Eighty-second,  the 
Senate  that  sits  as  part  of  the  Klghty-second 
Congress  cannot  adopt  a  set  of  rules  which 
binds  future  Senate  bodies,  because  if  the 
Eighty-second  session  of  the  Senate  can 
adopt  a  set  of  rules  that  go  on  In  perpetuity. 
It  means  that  they  are  exercising  an  author- 
ity which  they  deny  to  a  future  Senate,  and 
they  can't  do  that."*  He  further  stated: 
"Now.  when  the  Senate  meets  in  January, 
1953,  a  Senator  can  stand  up  and  say,  'Mr! 
Chairman,  I  would  like  to  submit  the  fol- 
lowing set  of  rules  for  adoption  to  govern  the 
work  and  the  proceedings  of  this  body'." » 

In  a  supplemental  written  statement  •  Mr. 
Reuther  epeUed  out  his  suggestion  in  detail, 
as  follows: 

"Proposal  No.  1:  When  the  new  Senate  of 
the  Eighty-third  Congress  convenes  January 
3,  1953,  the  following  procedure  can  be 
adopted : 

"1.  After  the  credentials  have  been  sub- 
mitted and  accepted,  a  Senator  can  rise  and 
move  the  adoption  of  the  Rules  of  the  Senate 
of  the  Klghty-thlrd  Congress  which  he  will 
then  submit  to  the  body.  These  rules  may 
Include  a  new  rule  XXn  providing  for  limi- 
tation of  debate  by  majority  vote.  He  may 
state,  in  making  his  eubmlsslon,  that  there 
are  no  existing  rules  of  the  Senate  because 
the  rules  of  one  Senate  cannot  bind  a  suc- 
ceeding Senate.  Also,  he  may  point  out  that, 
until  adoption  of  rules,  there  Is  no  commit- 
tee to  which  his  motion  can  be  referred. 

"2.  It  can  be  expected  that  a  point  of  order 
will  be  made  that  the  motion  is  out  of  order 
since,  it  wUl  be  contended,  there  are  existing 
rules  which  can  only  be  amended  as  provided 
through  the  present  rules. 

"3.  The  President  of  the  Senate  must  rule 
on  this  point  of  order. 

"4.  His  ruling,  if  he  rejects  the  point  of 
order.*  is  subject  to  an  appeal.    Under  gen- 

•  Both  the  Morse  and  the  Lehman  proposals 
provided  also  for  repeal  of  the  present  sec.  3, 
rule  XXn,  which  would  thereby  make  the 
rule  Itself  subject  to  cloture. 

♦Hearings,  p.  130. 
•Hearings,  p.  138. 

•  Hearings,  pp.  282-285.  This  was  entitled, 
"Supplemental  Written  Statement  Setting 
Forth  Two  Proposals  for  Breaking  Filibusters 
by  a  Simple  Majority  Vote." 

'  If  the  Vice  President  should  support  the 
point  of  order,  thereby  declaring  rule  XXII 
adopted  by  the  81st  Senate  binding  upon  the 
83d  Senate,  there  would  be  the  possibility  of 
unlimited  debate  on  the  appeal,  as  Senator 
MoNaoNET  pointed  out  in  the  hearings  Octo- 
ber 3.  Such  a  ruling,  together  with  a  fili- 
buster, could  prevent  the  majority  from  ex- 
pressing its  will.  Fpr  practical  purposes,  the 
83d  Senate  would  be  deprived  of  the  rule- 
making power  assigned  to  it  by  art.  I,  sec.  6 
of  the  Constitution.  (See  pp.  19-20  of  our 
brief.) 


eral  parliamentary  rules,  which  would  be  in 
effect  during  the  period  prior  to  the  adoption 
of  specific  rules,  the  appeal  can  be  debated, 
although  most  parliamentary  authorities 
limit  the  debate  to  one  speech  by  each  per- 
son. 

"Should  the  mlnortty  group  attempt  to 
turn  the  debate  on  the  appeal  from  the 
ruling  Of  ttie  Chair  into  a  filibuster,  the  de- 
bate can  be  cut  off  either  by  a  motion  to  lay 
on  the  table  or  by  moving  the  previous  ques- 
tion. A  majority  vote  in  favor  of  the  motion 
to  table  would  operate  to  affirm  the  Chair's 
ruling.  A  majority  vote  in  favor  of  the  call 
for  the  previous  question  would  permit  an 
inmiedlate  vote  on  the  appeal. 

"5.  If  the  ruling  of  the  Chahr  is  sustained 
by  a  majority  vote,  the  Senate  will  be  able 
to  adopt  rules  for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  by  regular  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure of  majority  vote.  If  a  filibuster 
should  be  attempted  at  this  point.  It  can 
again  t)e  dealt  with  by  the  parliamentary  de- 
vice of  moving  the  previous  question  out- 
lined In  step  4,  above.  It  Is  significant  that 
the  Speaker  of  the  House,  at  the  time  of  an 
attempt  to  prevent  the  adoption  of  rules  by 
repeated  dilatory  motions,  ruled  that  he 
would  refuse  to  recognize  Members  attempt- 
ing these  delaying  tactics  as  they  were  Inter- 
fering with  the  constitutional  right  of  the 
House  to  determine  its  rules  ( Cannon,  Prece- 
dents, vol.  5,  sees.  6708,  5707) ." 

Mr.  Reuther  also  submitted  a  brief  in  sup- 
port of  his  claims  that  the  Senate  Is  not  a 
continuing  body,  that  Its  rules  are  not  con- 
tinuing and,  therefore,  new  rules  may  be 
adopted  (or  old  rules  amended,  rule  XXII  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding)  by  a  simple 
majority  vote  of  the  Senate.* 

Statements  made  by  Senators  Benton, 
Lehman,  and  Humphrey  during  the  coiirse 
of  the  hearings  appear  to  be  In'  agreement 
with  these  claims.*  In  the  Senate  report  to 
Senate  Resolution  203  »  are  found  the  views 
of  Senator  Benton  and  Senator  Green,  as 
follows : 

"Subsection  3  of  rule  XXII  should  not  be 
allowed  to  bind  this  Senate  and  all  future 
Senates  by  perpetuating  the  right  to  fill- 
buster  against  any  motion  to  change  any 
rule  of  the  Senate.  Such  a  right,  written 
Into  the  rules  only  In  1949  and  In  spite  of 
the  warning  and  protest  of  Vice  President 
Baxklxt,  violates  the  great  tradition  which 
the  Senate  has  always  followed.  We  deny 
the  right  of  any  past  Senate  so  to  tie  the 
hands  of  this  or  any  future  Senate.  The 
Senate  by  acquiescence  accepts  the  rules  of 
each  prevlo\is  Senate  as  the  rules  of  the  cur- 
rent Senate,  but  nowhere  in  such  a  pro- 
cedure can  there  be  found  any  excuse  for  the 
gag  rule  which  subsection  3  imposes. 

"Many  compelling  arguments  were  pre- 
sented to  the  committee  In  support  of  ma- 
jority cloture  at  any  and  all  times.  The 
hearings  have  been  printed  and  we  recom- 
mend their  study  to  our  colleagues  in  the 
Senate." 

Various  newspaper  stories  and  articles  have 
appeared  In  recent  weeks  stating  the  possi- 
bility that  when  the  Eighty-third  Congress 
assembles  In  January  1953,  some  Senator  will " 
rise  on  the  Senate  floor  "almost  as  soon  as 
the  Chamber  Is  convened  and  move  adoption 
of  aU  the  rules  that  governed  the  Senate  of 
the  preceding  Congress  except  rule  XXn."  " 

•  Hearings,  pp.  147-160. 

•Hearings,  pp.  16,  19,  29.  264,  269. 

«>  S.  Rept.  No.  1256,  Eighty-second  Congress, 
p.  13.  The  Wherry  resolution,  S.  Res.  203, 
providing  for  clottire  by  vote  of  two-thirds  of 
the  Senate  Members  present  and  voting,  was 
reported  from  committee  on  March  6,  1952, 
but  died  on  the  Senate  Calendar. 

"Quoted  from  an  article  entitled  "Battle 
of  FUlbuster:  New  Round  Opens."  New  York 
Times  magazine,  September  14,  1962;  see  also 
New  York  Times  news  stories  and  articles, 
dated  July  16,  Augiist  12,  14,  Septembw  8, 
1952,  on  the  same  subject  matter. 
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Ttia  dlflcuoton  deals  with  a  eoiMlderatlon 
•f  the  poMtbiUtlaa  suggaated  from  ttae  Xore- 
grlng  that  may  th.\u  ba  preaenied  ahortly 
aXtar  tke  Senate  ooavenea  In  January.  Oould 
It  mean,  far  example,  an  end  to  fkllbuaterlng 
In  the  Senate  by  a  simple  majority  vote,  by 
vote  at  86  Senaton  preaent  and  ToClngf  " 

The  iMue  of  whether  the  Senate  la  a  con- 
tinuing body,  or  whether  tta  rules  are  contin- 
uing, obvioualy  la  subject  to  being  strongly 
colored  by  the  Issues  involved  in  any  con- 
sideration of  tlie  pros  and  cons  of  extended 
debat#and  efforts  to  curb  it;  the  dvil-rlghts 
Issue:  the  Individual  prerogative  of  Sena- 
tors, and  the  like.  So  far  as  practicable,  how- 
ever, this  discussion  will  be  limited  to  the 
constitutional  and  policy  questions  directed 
to  the  continuity  of  the  Senate  and  of  its 
rules,  from  Congress  to  Congress.  These 
questions  will  be  considered  within  the 
framework  of  the  following  Issues: 

L  Was  the  Senate  establisiiad  as  or  in- 
tended to  be  a  continuing  body?  What  does 
the  Constitution  provide?  What  did  the 
Founding  Patters  say? 

n.  Even  if  issue  I  is  answered  in  tlie  af- 
firmative can  the  Senate,  notwltlistandlng. 
determine  it  Is  not  to  have  continuing  rules? 

Ul.  Should  the  Senate  so  determine? 

Preliminarily,  this  much  can  be  stated: 
That  precedent  overwhelmingly  Is  against 
the  propositions  (a)  that  the  Senate  is  not 
a  continuing  body,  and  <b)  that  Its  rules  are 
not  continuing.'*         „ 

Was  the  Senate  established  as  or  intended 
to  be  a  continuing  body? 

(a)  Constitutional  Provisions 
Article  I.  section  S.  provides  for  rotation 
of  one-third  of  the  Senate  every  i  years.'' 
Tills  provision  has  been  compared  with  the 
requirement  in  the  Constitution  for  biennial 
election  of  all  House  Members.  Dnlilu  the 
case  of  the  Hovise  of  Representatives,  the 
plan  of  rotation  every  2  years  has  resulted, 
ever  since  the  Senate  organized  for  the  first 
time  in  1789,  in  there  always  being  more  than 
a  majority  of  sitting  Senators.  The  Senate 
has  thus  always  been  able  to  do  bu&iness. 


"Under  article  I,  section  5  of  the  Consti- 
tution, a  majority  of  the  Senate  constitutes 
a  quorum  to  do  business. 

"Idr.  Reuther  expressly  conceded  the 
precedent,  which  is  more  fully  discussed 
lierelnafter,  when  he  stated  in  the  hearings. 
op.  cit.  supra,  p.  1.  note  1,  at  p.  131:  "Now 
you  may  choose  to  follow  precedent,  but 
there  Is  a  fundamental  difference  between 
your  willingness  to  follow  precedent  and  the 
constitutional  compui&ioa.  We  are  not 
raising  your  right  to  choose  to  follow  prece- 
dent. We  are  raising  the  question  of  con- 
stitutionality. Are  you  compelled?  Accord- 
ing to  our  research,  you  are  not." 

"  The  pertinent  language  is  as  follows: 

"The  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  shall  be 
composed  of  two  Senators  from  each  State 
Ichosen  by  the  legislature)  thereof,  for  6 
years;  and  each  Senator  shall  have  one  vote." 

(The  part  Included  In  brackets  was 
changed  by  clause  1  of  the  seventeenth 
amendment  to  the  Constitution,  providing 
for  popular  election  of  Senators.) 

"Immediately  after  they  shall  be  as- 
sembled in  consequence  of  the  first  election, 
they  shall  be  divided  as  equally  as  may  be 
Into  three  classes.  The  seats  of  the  Sena- 
tors of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the 
expiration  of  the  second  year,  of  the  second 
class  at  the  expiration  of  the  fourth  year, 
and  of  the  third  class  at  the  expiration  of 
the  sixth  year,  so  that  one-third  may  be 
rhoeen  every  second  year  [and  tf  vacancies 
happen  by  resignation,  or  otherwise,  during 
the  recess  of  the  legislature  of  any  State, 
the  executive  thereof  may  make  temporary 
appointments  until  the  next  meeting  of  the 
legislature,  which  shall  then  fill  such  vacan- 
cies I." 

(The  jmrt  Included  In  brackets  was 
changed  ^  by  clause  t  of  the  seventeenth 
amendment  to  the  Constitution.} 


sinee  it  always  has  had  a  quorum  as  required 
by  the  ConsUtution.'* 

Other  provisions  of  the  Constitution  cited 
to  establish  that  the  Senate  is  an  always 
organieed  body  include  (a)  those  dealing 
with  the  office  of  the  Vice  President  and  the 
President  pro  tempore;  ^  (b)  those  establish- 
ing the  Senate's  executive  functions,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  its  legislative  functions:  *■ 
(c)  the  power  of  the  President  "on  extraor- 
dinary occasions  (to)  convene  both  Houses, 
or  either  of  them";  »»  (d)  the  limiting  proviso 
in  article  V  (which  deals  with  amending  the 
Constitution) .  as  follows:  "No  State,  without 
its  consent,  shsll  be  deprived  of  its  equal  suf- 
frage in  the  Senate."  " 

(b)   The  Intent  of  the  Pounding  Fathers 

The  Constitutional  Convention  of  1787 
had  before  It  various  alternatives  with  re- 
spect to  the  powers,  duties  and  composition 
of  tlie  Senate,  as  well  as  the  manner  of  se- 
lection and  tenure  of  oCOice  of  Its  Members. 
The  agreements  which  were  finally  reached 
on  these  alternatives  appear  in  varying  de- 
grees to  have  a  general  bearing  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  dtscusfion.  These  details  were 
expanded  upon  at  length  by  the  authors  of 
The  Federalist.  Messrs.  Hamilton,  Madison, 
and  Jay.  Typical  of  their  ccmunents  are 
tlie  following: 

In  The  Federalist.  No.  62.  James  Madison 
or  Alexander  Hamilton  wrote: 

"The  necessity  of  a  Senate  is  not  less  indi- 
cated  by    the   propensity   of    all   single    and 


"  Art.  I,  sec.  5.  provides  "a  majority  of 
each  [House]  shall  constitute  a  quorum  to 
do  business."  See  Gushing.  Law  and  Prac- 
tice of  Legislative  Assemblies,  p.  272. 

••  The  fourth  and  fifth  clauses  of  art.  I, 
sec.  3,  are  as  fellows: 

"The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  President  of  the  Senate     •     •     •. 

"The  Senate  shall  choose  their  other  offi- 
cers, and  also  a  President  pro  tempore.  In  the 
absence  of  the  Vice  President,  or  when  he 
shall  exercise  the  office  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States."  (See  appendix  ni,  at- 
tached hereto,  pp.  S-10) ,  « 

"  These  provisions  are  to  be  found  In 
art.  II,  sec.  2,  clause  2,  which  reads  as 
follows:  "He  shall  have  power,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  to  make 
treaties,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  concur;  and  he  shall  nominate,  and 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  shall  appoint  Ambassadors,  other 
public  ministers  and  consuls.  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  all  other  officers  of  the 
United  States,  whose  appointments  are  not 
herein  otherwise  provided  for,  and  which 
shall  be  established  by  law;  but  the  Congress 
may  by  law  vest  the  appointment  of  such 
inferior  officers,  as  they  think  proper,  in  the 
President  alone,  in  the  courts  of  law,  or  in 
the    heads   of   departments." 

'*  Art.  II,  sec.  3,  the  Congressional  Directory 
for  January  1952.  p.  270,  lists  48  special  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate,  between  1791  and  1933. 
See  Haynes,  II,  1021-1022.  op.  ctt.  supra,  note 
1,  for  his  conunents,  "What  the  Senate  Can 
Do  Alone." 

'» "The  most  conspicuous,  and  what  was 
at  one  time  deemed  the  most  Important  fea- 
ture of  the  Senate,  is  that  It  represents  the 
several  States  of  the  Union  as  separate  com- 
monwealths, and  is  thus  an  essential  part  of 
the  Federal  scheme.  Every  State,  be  It  as 
great  as  New  York  or  as  snudl  as  Delaware, 
sends  two  Senators,  no  more  and  no  less. 
This  arrangement  was  long  resisted  by  the 
delegates  of  the  larger  States  in  the  Con- 
vention of  1787,  and  ultimately  adopted  be- 
cause nothing  less  would  reassure  the 
smaller  States,  who  feared  to  be  overborne 
by  the  larger.  It  is  now  the  provision  of  the 
Constitution  most  difficult  to  change,  for  no 
State  'can  be  deprived  of  Its  equal  suffrage  in 
the  Senate  without  Its  consent.'  a  consent 
most  unlikely  to  be  given."  Bryce,  the  Amer- 
ican Commonwealth,  2d  ed.  (1891)  po 
63-94. 


numerous  assemblies,  to  yield  to  the  im- 
pulse of  sudden  and  violent  passions,  and 
to  be  seduced  by  factious  leaders  Into  In- 
temperate and  pernicious  resolutions.  Ex- 
amples on  this  subject  might  be  cited  with- 
out number;  and  from  proceedings  within 
the  United  States,  as  well  as  from  the  his- 
tory of  other  nations.  But  a  position  that 
will  not  be  contradicted,  need  not  be  proved. 
All  that  need  be  remarked,  is,  that  a  body 
which  is  to  correct  this  infirmity,  ou^ht 
itself  to  be  free  from  it,  and  consequently 
ought  to  be  less  numerous.  It  ought,  more- 
over, to  possess  great  firmness,  and  conse- 
quently ought  to  hold  its  authority  by  a  ten- 
ure  of   considerable   duration.     •     •     • 

"The  mutability  in  the  public  councils, 
arising  from  a  rapid  sucoesslon  of  new  mem- 
bers, however  qualified  they  may  be.  points 
out.  in  the  strongest  manner,  the  necessity 
of  some  stable  institution  in  the  Govern- 
ment. Every  new  election  in  the  States  is 
found  to  chaiiRe  one-half  of  the  Representa- 
tives. Prom  this  change  of  men  must  pro- 
ceed a  change  of  opinions;  and  from  a  change 
of  rpinions,  a  change  of  measures.  But  a 
continual  change  even  of  good  measures  Is 
inconsistent  with  every  rule  of  prudence, 
and  every  prospect  of  success.  The  remark 
Is  verified  In  private  life,  and  becomes  more 
Just,  as  well  as  more  Important  In  national 
transactions.     •      •      • 

"To  trace  the  mischievous  effects  of  a 
mutable  government  would  fill  a  volume. 
I  will  hint  a  few  only,  each  of  which  will  be 
perceived  to  be  a  source  of  innumerable 
others. 

"In  the  first  place,  K  forfeits  the  respect 
and  confidence  of  other  nations,  and  all  the 
(Ulvantages  connected  with  national  char- 
acter. •  •  •  The  Internal  effects  of  a 
mutable  policy  are  still  more  calamitous. 
It  poisons  the  blessing  of  liberty  Itself." 

Also.  In  Th«  Federalist,  No.  68,  Madison 
or  Hamilton  wrote  as  follows: 

"Yet  however  requisite  a  sense  of  national 
character  may  be,  it  Is  evident  that  It  can 
never  be  sufficiently  possessed  by  a  numerous 
and  changeable  body.  It  can  only  be  found 
In  a  number  so  small  that  a  sensible  degree 
of  the  praise  and  blame  of  public  measures 
may  be  the  portion  of  each  individual;  or 
in  an  assembly  so  durably  Invested  with 
public  trust,  that  the  pride  and  consequence 
of  Its  Members  may  be  sensibly  incorporated 
with  the  reputation  and  prosperity  of  the 
community.  The  half-yearly  representatives 
of  Rhode  Island  would  probably  have  been 
little  affected  in  their  deliberations  on  the 
iniquitous  measures  of  that  State  by  argu- 
ments drawn  from  the  light  in  which  such 
measures  would  be  viewed  by  foreign  na- 
tions, or  even  by  the  sister  States;  whilst  it 
can  scarcely  be  doubted  that  if  the  con- 
currence of  a  select  and  stable  body  had 
been  necessary,  a  regard  to  national  char- 
acter alone  would  have  prevented  the  calam- 
ities under  which  that  misguided  people  is 
now  laboring. 

"I  add,  as  a  sixth  defect,  the  want  in  some 
imporumt  cases  of  a  due  respoiMlbility  in 
the  government  to  the  people,  arising  from 
tiiat  frequency  of  elections,  which  in  other 
cases  produces  this  responsibility.  The  re- 
mark will,  perhaps,  appear  not  only  new, 
but  paradoxical.  It  must  nevertheless  be 
acknowledged,  when  explained,  to  be  as  un- 
deniable as  It  Is  imporlant. 

'Responsibility.  In  order  to  be  reasonable, 
must  be  limited  to  objects  within  tiie  power 
of  the  responsible  party;  and  in  order  to 
be  effectual,  must  relate  to  operations  of 
that  power,  of  which  a  ready  and  proper 
judgment  can  be  formed  by  the  constituents. 
The  objects  of  government  may  be  divided 
Into  two  general  classes:  the  one  depending 
on  measures  which  have  singly  an  imme- 
diate and  sensible  op>eration;  the  other  de- 
pending on  a  succession  of  well-choeen  ar»4 
well-connected  measures,  which  have  a  grad- 
ual and  perhaps  unobserved  operation.  The 
Importance  of  the  latter  description  to  the 
collective  and  permanent  welfare  of  every 
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country,  needs  no  explanation.  And  yet  It 
is  evident,  that  an  assembly  elected  for  so 
short  a  term  as  to  be  unable  to  provide  more 
than  one  or  two  links  In  a  chain  of  measures, 
on  which  the  general  welfare  may  essentially 
de(>end.  ought  not  to  be  answerable  for  the 
final  result  any  more  than  a  steward  or 
tenant,  engaged  for  1  year,  could  be  jusUy 
made  to  answer  for  plans  or  Improvements 
which  could  not  be  accomplished  in  less 
than  half  a  doaen  years.  Nor  is  It  possible 
fur  the  people  to  estimate  the  share  of  infiu- 
ence  which  their  annual  assemblies  may 
respectively  have  on  evente  resulting  from 
the  mixed  transactions  of  several  years.  It 
Is  Bufflclently  difficult,  to  preeerve  a  per- 
sonal responsibility  in  the  members  of  a 
numerous  body,  for  such  acU  of  the  body  as 
have  an  immediate,  detached,  and  palpable 
operation  on  iU  constituente. 

"The  proper  remedy  for  this  defect  must 
be  an  additional  body  in  the  legislative  de- 
ptu-tment,  which  having  sufficient  perma- 
nency to  provide  for  such  objecte  as  require 
a  continued  attention,  and  a  train  of  meas- 
ures, may  be  Justly  and  effectually  answer- 
able for  the  attainment  of  those  objecte." 

The  Federalist  No.  84,  by  John  Jay,  con- 
cerns Itself  with  the  Senate  and  treaty 
making.  The  following,  on  the  permanency 
of  the  Senate,  Is  quoted  from  that  paper: 

"Although  the  absolute  necessity  of  sys- 
tem, in  the  conduct  of  any  business.  Is  uni- 
versally known  and  acknowledged,  yet  the 
hl^h  Importence  of  it  In  national  affairs,  has 
not  yet  become  sufficiently  Impressed  on  the 
public  mind.  They  who  wish  to  commit  the 
power  under  consideration  to  a  popular  as- 
sembly, composed  of  members  constently 
coming  and  going  in  quick  succession,  seem 
not  to  recollect,  that  such  a  body  must  nec- 
essarily be  Inadequate  to  the  attainment  of 
those  great  objecte,  which  require  to  be 
steadily  contemplated  In  all  their  relations 
and  circumstances  and  which  can  only  be 
approached  and  achieved  by  measures,  which 
not  only  talents,  but  also  exact  information, 
and  often  much  time,  are  necessary  to  con- 
cert and  to  execute.  It  was  wise  therefore, 
In  convention  to  provide,  not  only  that  the 
power  of  making  treaties  should  be  com- 
mitted to  able  and  honest  men,  but  also 
that  they  should  continue  In  place  a  suf- 
ficient time  to  become  perfectly  acquainted 
with  our  national  concerns,  and  to  form  and 
introduce  a  system  for  the  management  of 
them.  The  duration  prescribed  is  such  as 
will  give  them  an  opportunity  of  greatly  ex- 
tending their  political  information,  and  of 
rendering  their  accumulating  experience 
more  and  more  beneficial  to  their  country. 
Nor  has  the  convention  discovered  less  pru- 
dence, in  providing  for  the  frequent  elections 
of  Senators  In  such  a  way,  as  to  obviate  the 
Inconvenience  of  periodically  transferring 
those  great  affairs  entirely  to  new  men:  for 
by  leaving  a  considerable  residue  of  the  old 
ones  in  place,  uniformity  and  order,  as  well 
as  a  constant  succession  of  official  Informa- 
tion, will  be  preserved." 

In  The  Federalist,  No.  69,  Alexander 
Hamilton  commented  on  the  regulation  of 
elections  of  both  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives.    He  stated: 

"It  may  be  easily  discerned  also,  that  the 
National  Government  would  run  a  much 
greater  risk,  from  a  power  in  the  State  legis- 
latures over  the  elections  of  Its  Hotise  of 
Representatives,  than  from  their  power  of 
appointing  the  Members  of  Ite  Senate.  The 
Senators  are  to  be  chosen  for  the  period  of 
6  years;  there  is  to  be  a  rotetlon,  by  which 
the  seate  of  a  third  part  of  them  are  to  be 
vacated,  and  replenished  every  2  years;  and 
no  Stete  is  to  be  entitled  to  more  than  two 
Senators;  a  quorum  of  the  body.  Is  to  consist 
of  16  Members.  The  joint  result  of  these 
circumstances  would  be,  that  a  temporary 
combination  of  a  few  States,  to  intermit  the 
appointment  of  Senators,  could  neither  annul 


the  existence,  nor  impair  the  activity  of  the 
body;  and  it  is  not  from  a  general  and  per- 
manent combination  of  the  States,  that  we 
can  have  anything  to  fear.  Tlie  first  might 
proceed  from  sinister  designs  in  the  leading 
members  of  a  few  of  the  State  legislatures; 
the  last  would  suppose  a  fixed  and  rooted  dis- 
affection In  the  great  body  of  the  people; 
which  will  either  never  exist  at  all  or  will.  In 
all  probability,  proceed  from  an  experience 
of  the  Inaptitude  of  the  General  Government 
to  the  advancement  of  their  happiness,  in 
which  event  no  good  citizen  could  desire  Its 
continuance. 

"But  with  regard  to  the  Federal  House  of 
Representetlves,  there  is  intended  to  be  a 
general  election  of  Members  once  in  2  years. 
If  the  Stete  legislatures  were  to  be  Invested 
with  an  exclusive  pmwer  of  regulating  these 
elections,  every  period  of  making  them  would 
be  a  delicate  crisis  In  the  national  situation, 
which  might  issue  In  a  dissolution  of  the 
Union,  if  the  leaders  of  a  few  of  the  most 
Importent  States  should  have  entered  Into 
a  previous  conspiracy  to  prevent  an  election." 

Attention  Is  also  directed  to  a  compilation 
of  early  source  material  related  to  the  divi- 
sion of  Senators  into  classes.  This  com- 
pilation, which  is  annexed  hereto  as  appendix 
II,  was  prepared  by  the  Library  of  Congress 
and  contains  extracte  from  Elliott's  Debates 
and  other  contemporaneous  sources. 

m 

Can  the  Senate  determine  tt  is  not  to  have 
continuing  rules? 

(a)  The  Rules  of  the  Senate 
Article  I, section  5.  of  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides: "Each  House  may  determine  the  rules 
of  ite  proceedings  •  •  •"  Thus,  the 
Senate  Is  the  sole  Judge  of  Ita  own  rules,**  and 
a  majority  at  any  time  can  change  Ite  rules  or 
adopt  new  ones,  whether  at  the  beginning 
of  a  session  of  Congress  or  at  any  other  time 
when  it  Is  sitting.  But  what  about  the 
minority's  power  to  block  a  vote  on  this 
Issue? 

In  his  book.  The  Senate  of  the  United 
Stetes,  Haynes  commented  on  the  rules  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate,  as  follows: 

"Since  in  each  Congress  the  House  Is  newly 
elected,  it  has  been  held  that  the  rules  of 
the  House  in  the  preceding  Congress  cannot 
without  specific  adoption  be  held  binding  on 
the  new  House,  Inasmuch  as  such  restraint 
would  Impair  the  constitutional  right  of  this 
House  to  'determine  the  rules  of  Ite  proceed- 
ings.' Hence  at  the  opening  of  each  Congress 
the  House  faces  the  task  of  adopting  the 
rules  by  which  It  is  to  be  governed.  This 
may  be  disposed  of — as  It  usually  Is — by  the 
perfunctory  adoption  of  the  rules  effective 
during  the  preceding  Congress.  On  the  other 
hand,  this  biennially  recurring  task  may  start 
a  long  and  bitter  struggle.  Thu^,  at  the 
opening  of  the  Sixty -eighth  Congress  (De- 
cember 1923) ,  a  group  of  'Insurgents'  blocked 
the  organization  of  the  House  until  they  had 
extorted  a  pledge  that  the  question  of  radical 
change  of  certain  rules  should  promptly  be 
brought  to  open  debate  and  decisive  vote; 
and  several  changes  of  moment  were  their 
temporary  gain  from  this  contest. 


*•  There  is  no  known  Judicial  precedent  in- 
validating a  rule  of  either  Senate  or  House. 
In  at  least  one  case  which  reached  the 
Supreme  Court  the  validity  of  a  House  rule 
(concerning  quorums)  was  challenged,  but 
the  rule  was  upheld.  United  States  v.  Ballin 
(144  U.  S.  1  (1892)).  The  foUowlng  dictum 
In  that  case,  by  Mr.  Justice  Brewer  may  be  of 
some  Interest,  however:  "[Neither  House 
may]  by  ite  rules  Ignore  constitutional  re- 
straints or  violate  fundamental  rlghte  and 
there  must  be  a  reasonable  relation  between 
the  mode  or  method  of  ix-oceedlng  esteb- 
llshed  by  the  rule  and  the  result  which  is 
sought  to  be  attelned." 


•The  Senate,  on  the  other  hand.  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body.»»  It  first  effected  Ite  organi- 
zation April  6.  1789,  and  there  never  since 
has  been  a  time  when  the  Senate  as  an  organ- 
ized body  has  not  been  available,  at  the 
President's  stimmons  c»'  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  ite  own  adjotirnment,  for  the 
transaction  of  public  business.  The  first 
rules,  adopted  only  10  da3rs  after  the  Senate 
came  Into  being,  have  continued  in  force 
without  reaffirmation  until  amended  or 
abolished  by  the  Senate.  In  contrast  with 
notable  revisions  of  the  House  rules,"  the 
few  Senate  revisions  have  been  significant 
of  no  urgent  spirit  of  revolt  or  reform;  they 
have  been  authorized  when  the  accumula- 
tion of  changes  through  a  long  series  of  years 
made  a  new  codification  desirable.** 

Thtis.  by  the  revision  of  March  26,  1806, 
the  list  grew  from  the  20  of  1789  to  40. 
the  more  important  additions  dealing  with 
the  regulation  of  Senate  action  upon  nomi- 
nations and  treaties.  The  1820  revision 
brought  the  number  up  to  45,  but  most  of 
the  new  rules  were  of  trifling  Importence, 
the  changes  being  mostly  for  the  purpose  of 
more  systematic  arrangement  and  combina- 
tion of  the  substance  of  the  old  rules.  The 
most  significant  addition  was  rule  XXX, 
formally  bringing  Into  the  code  of  rules  the 
provisions  as  to  the  choice  of  stendlng  com- 
mittees which  had  been  adopted  4  years 
earlier.  In  1868,  the  revision  not  only  gath- 
ered up  the  modifications  in  the  rules  that 
had  been  accumulating  for  nearly  half  a  cen- 
tury, but  it  embodied  some  provisions  that 
evidenced  the  strain  of  the  war  and  of  the 
reconstruction  problems.  The  number  of 
rules  Increased  to  53,  the  maximum  reached 
in  any  general  revision.  Among  the  more 
Important  changes  were  those  Intended  to 
prevent  general  legislation  under  the  guise 
of  amendmente  to  general  appropriation 
bills  ( XXX ) ;  to  regulate  special  orders 
(XXXI);  and  to  provide  for  more  careful 
handling  of  nominations  (XLm).  There  Is 
an  echo  of  the  passions  of  the  day  in  the 
elaborate  provisions  for  calling  to  order  any 
Senator  who  In  speaking  or  otherwise  should 
transgress  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  The  last 
of  the  rules  set  forth  the  formalities  attend- 
ing the  suspension,  modification,  or  amend- 
ment of  the  rules.  The  revision  of  1884  has 
met  the  Senate's  wishes  so  well  that  In  more 
than  two  score  years  no  general  revision  of 
the  rules  has  been  found  necessary  (pp. 
340-342).** 


"Walsh  (Montana)  has  argued  that  the 
Senate  rules  are  equally  evanescent  with 
those  of  the  House.  See  resolution  and 
speech  of  March  7,  1917.  Root  strongly  set 
forth  the  Senate  "as  a  continuing  body." 
February  15,  1915,  Congressionai,  Record, 
p.  3793. 

**  De  Alva  S.  Alexander,  History  and  Pro- 
cedure of  the  House  of  Representatives,  chs. 
EX,  X.  and  XI. 

"See  the  following: 


Codification  or  Senati  Rt 

•LES 

Date 

Reference 

Vnm- 
brr  of 
rules 

Senate 

mem- 

hor- 

ship 

Apr.  16-18, 1789.. 
Mar.  36,  1806.... 

Jan.  3,  1830 

Mar.  25,  1868.... 
Jan.  11,  1884 

Prnate  Journal 

Ibl(1.,i)ii.fi.V-e«  ... 
Ibid.,  r>p.  fil-69  ... 
IMd.,  pp.  340-347.. 
Ibid.,  pp.  145-160.. 

20 
40 
4.S 
63 
40 

20 
34 
4« 
68 
76 

To  the  original  list  of  April  18,  1789,  2  days 
later  by  vote  there  was  "subjoined  to  the 
stendlng  orders  of  the  Senate"  a  twentieth 
rule.     Senate  Journal,  16. 

**The  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946 
made  no  change  in  parliamentary,  as  distin- 
guished from  organizaticmal,  rules  of  either 
the  House  or  the  Senate,  due  to  lack  of  au- 
thority of  the  joint  committee  which  ccmsid- 
ered  the  general  subject  to  make  recommen- 
daticms   for   such   rule    changea.     AlUKKigb 
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(b)  The  Propoaal  To  "Adopt**  Senate  Roles 
lot  the  £lglity-Uklrd  Cocgrese 

nie  Beuther  propoaal  eontesnplates  that 
attsr  w^acepbkxuat  at  credentials  aC  new  Sen- 
ators on  January  3.  1053,  a  mottoa  will  be 
matte  to  adopt  Senate  rules  for  tbe  Blgbty- 
ttalrd  OoQgTCSB.  such  rules  to  "Include  a  new 
rule  YYTT  providing  for  limitation  of  debate 
by  Biajorlty  vote. " 

A  point  of  order  could  be  anticipated,  on 
tbe  ground  that  tbe  motion  Is  out  of  order, 
since  tbere  are  existing  rules  governing  pro- 
cedure In  tbe  Senate.  Ttit  Vice  President 
must  tben  role  on  tbe  point  ol  order. 

If  he  overrules  tbe  point  of  order,  an  sppeal 
from  that  ruling.  It  is  contended,  would  be 
«nder  general  parliamentary  rules.  These 
would  be  In  effect  during  tbe  period  prl<»' 
to  the  adoption  of  specific  rules.  More- 
over, while  the  appeal  can  be  debated  •  •  • 
most  parliamentary  aiitborttles  limit  tbe 
debate  to  one  speech  by  each  person.  Tbe 
parliamentary  authorities  are  not  cited, 
bowever." 

If  the  Vice  President  sustains  the  point 
of  order,  an  sppeal  could  be  taken  by  pro- 
ponents of  the  Reuther  proposal.  Whether 
under  present  Senate  rules  or  under  general 
parliamentary  rules,  such  an  appeal  would 
be  debatable. 

It  is  possible  that  a  secondary  issue  might 
be  raised  at  this  point,  viz.  the  issue  over 
whether  the  appeal  Itself  is  debatable  under 
general  parliamentary  ru'.es  or  under  the 
Senate  rules.  If  the  Vice  President  sustains 
the  point  of  order  on  the  main  question,  he 
can  be  expected  to  rule  on  the  secondary 
Issue  that  the  Senate  rules  apply  while 
the  main  question  is  being  debated.  Under 
both  Senate  rule  XX  "  and  general  parlia- 
mentary rules."  his  ruling  on  the  secondary 
issue  would  not  be  debatable  and  an  appeal 
therefrom  could  t>e  voted  upon  and  decided 
Inunediately  by  majority  vote. 

If  tbe  Vice  President  Is  sustained  by  the 
Senate  as  to  the  secondary  Issue,  the  main 
question  would  be  subject  to  limitation  of 
debate  under  Senate  rule  XXII  only.  If 
the  Senate  does  not  sustain  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent's ruling  on  the  secondary  Issue,  debate 
on  the  main  question  would  proceed  under 
general  parliamentary  rules. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  same 
secondary  issue  could  be  raised,  if  the  Vice 
President  overrules  a  point  of  order  dli'ected 
to  the  main  question.  This  Is  true,  notwith- 
standing the  claim  that  parliamentary  rules 
would  automatically  govern  In  such  an  event. 
It  is  doubtful  that  the  secondary  Issue  would 
be  raised  by  opponents  of  the  Reuther  pro- 


there  have  been  she  Impeachment  trials  (for 
a  complete  list  see  Congrasslonal  Directory) 
since  that  of  President  Andrew  Johnson  in 
1868,  the  Senate  rules  on  Impeaclunent  have 
undergone  no  change  since  that  trial.  See 
Haynes  II  847,  op.  clt.  supra,  note  1.  With 
respect  to  Joint  Senate-House  rules,  see  Ap- 
pendix III.  document  entitled.  "The  Senate 
as  a  Continuing  Body"  (pp.  10-12). 

"  See  hearings,  op.  clt.  supra,  note  1,  p.  233. 

"Senate  rule  XX  reads  as  follows:  "1.  A 
question  of  order  nuiy  be  raised  at  any 
stage  0*  the  procedlngs.  except  when  the 
Senate  Is  dividing,  and.  unless  submitted  to 
the  Senate,  shall  be  decided  by  the  Presid- 
ing Officer  without  debate,  subject  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Senate.  When  an  appeal  is 
taken,  any  snbsequent  qtiestion  of  order 
which  may  arise  before  the  decision  of  such 
appeal  shall  be  decided  by  the  Presiding 
OOeer  vttbout  debate;  and  every  appeal 
therefrom  aball  be  decided  at  once,  and  with- 
out debate:  and  any  appeal  may  be  laid 
on  the  table  without  prejudice  to  the  pend- 
ing propoeltten,  and  thereupon  shall  be  held 
as  rJtarmlnff  tbe  decision  of  tbe  PrcBiding 
OOkier.  2.  Tbe  PresifUng  Officer  may  submit 
any  questton  of  order  for  the  decision  of  the 
Sen.-  te." 

"Bobarfs  Rules  of  Order.  Revised  (1951), 
•ec  21,  p.  78. 


poaal  for  they  may  be  expected  to  avic^  such 
a  abowdown  vote.  e^ieciaUy  since  that  vote 
would  be  reached  without  debate. 

With  respect  to  tbe  main  question.  It  is 
..itt^twr^wri  that  if  debate  thereon  is  under  gen- 
eral parliamentary  rules  a  filibuster  can  be 
cut  off  either  by  a  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  or  by  moving  the  previous  question.  A 
majority  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  table 
would  operate  to  affirm  the  Chair's  luling.  A 
maji^ity  in  favor  of  the  call  for  the  previous 
question  would  permit  an  inunedlate  vote  on 
the  appeal.  "  '^  The  conclusion  is  tben 
reached  that  the  adoption  of  rules  "for 
the  Senate  of  the  Eiglity-third  Coiigreas " 
would  then  be  in  order,  under  "regular  par- 
liamentary procedure  by  majority  vote." 

Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  a  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table  has  the  eilect  of  shutting 
off  debate  and  reaciiing  a  vote  by  a  simple 
majority.^^  but  under  general  parliamentary 
rules  this  motion  docs  not  have  the  same 
effect.  On  the  contrary,  such  a  motion  will. 
If  adopted,  result  only  In  postponing  a  mat- 
ter temporarily.'^'  Obviously,  an  appeal  from 
a  ruling  of  the  Chair  that  is  adverse  to  the 
Reuther  proposal  would  not  be  made  the 
subject  of  a  motion  to  lay  ou  the  table,  since 
the  effect  of  tliat  ruling  would  be  to  make 
the  Senate  rules  (iucludiug  rule  XXII;  con- 
tinuing rules. 

If,  as  a  re,iult  of  the  ruling  of  the  Clmlr 
that  Is  fnvoruble  to  the  Reuther  proposal, 
the  Senate  rules  are  held  not  to  apply,  a 
motion  to  ley  on  the  table  an  appeal  from 
that  rulli.g  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
killing  det'ate.  since  It  would  l)e  made  under 
general  parliamentary  rtiles.  It  would  re- 
sult not  only  in  postponing  the  appeal,  but 
the  main  question  as  well."  It  is  not  likely, 
therefore,  that  such  a  motion  would  be  re- 
sorted to.  despite  the  suggestion  in  the  sup- 
plemental written  statement  of  Mr.  Reuther, 
above  referred  to,  of  lt,s  pos&lble  use. 

On  the  question  of  limitation  of  debate 
under  general  parliamentary  rules,  authori- 
ties seem  to  agree  that  a  two-thirds,  rather 
than  a  majority,  vote  Is  required.  Thus, 
Sturgls.  in  Standard  Code  of  Parliamentary 
Procedure  (1950K  pages  47-48,  says:  "It  is 
unwise  to  make  a  practice  of  cutting  off  or 
preventing  debate  and  deliberation  on  de- 
batable questions.  This  is  true  whether  de- 
bate is  cut  off  by  recognised  motions  or  by 
arbitrarily  iMtngiag  questions  to  vote  with- 
out adequate- opp<jrtunity  for  discussion. 
*  *  *  Since  full  discussion  of  ail  pro- 
posals is  a  fundamental  right  of  members, 
a  motion  wlvlch  restricts  or  sets  a.slde  this 
right  by  closing  or  limiting  debate  requires 
a  two-thlids  vote." 

Additional  parliamentary  authorities  stat- 
ing that  a  two-thirds  vote  Is  needed  in  order 
to  limit  debate  are  the  following: 


"  Atteni  Ion  Is  directed  to  the  Manual  of 
Rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
which  is  found  the  following  statement; 
"The  powia-  of  each  House  of  Representatives 
to  make  its  own  rules  may  not  be  Impaired 
or  controlled  by  the  rules  of  a  preceding 
House  •  •  •.  Before  the  adoption  of 
rules  the  House  is  governed  by  general  par- 
liamentary law,  but  the  Speakers  have  been 
inclined  to  give  weight  to  the  precedents  of 
the  Hou&e  in  modifying  the  usual  con- 
structions of  that  law."  (H.  Doc.  739.  81st 
Cong.,  pp.  22-23.)  If  similar  weight  were  to 
be  given  to  precedents  of  tbe  Senate,  it  would 
by  no  mpans  be  certain,  therefore,  even  if 
general  parliamentary  riiiea  were  held  con- 
trolling, that  the  Senate  rules,  especially 
Senate  rule  XXII,  would  be  disregarded  in 
the  ctrcuinstances  under  discussion. 

'■See  Senate  rule  XXII,  sec.  1  (appendix  I, 
attached  hereto) . 

"See  Sturgls.  Standard  Code  of  Parlla- 
mentary  Procedure  (1030) .  pp.  203  204;  Rob- 
ert's Rules  of  Order.  Revised  (1061),  sec.  28. 
pp.  104-111. 

"See  Scurgls.  Standard  Code  of  Parlia- 
mentary f>rooedure  (1060).  p.  204;  Robert's 
Rules  of  Order,  p.  110, 


1.  Palmer,  A  New  Parliamentary  ^""'ini 
(1001),  section  241: 

"The  gener<U  principles  of  parliamentary 
law  require  that  the  as.sembly  should  reach 
Its  decisions  on  matters  that  come  l>efore 
it  ( 1 )  \i\  tbe  order  proscribed  for  their  in- 
troduction, 1 2)  after  full  debate,  (3)  In  ac- 
oordanoe  with  its  established  rules.  And 
these  requirements  are  of  such  importance 
that  a  b;u-e  majority  should  not  be  permitted 
to  disregard  or  alter  them.  They  should  be 
observed  unless  the  reasons  for  proceeding 
contrary  to  them  are  so  obvious  that  a  two- 
thirds  majority  desire  to  so  proceed." 

The  author  then  cites  six  Instancen.  in- 
cluding limitation  or  closing  debate,  as 
requiring  "a  two-thirds  vote  because  they 
are  in  ojjposltinn  to  one  or  another  of  these 
three  requirements." 

2  Rice's  Rules  of  Order  (1G21),  section 
41,  footnote  17.  page  140. 

"The  two-thirds  vote  •  •  •  U  tbe  rvjle 
for  ordinary  socieiies.  while  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives  H  requires 
only  a  miijurlty  vote,  and  In  the  Senate  the 
motion  ia  not  allowed  at  all.  But  there  is  a 
growing  sentiment  throughout  the  country 
Uiat  the  Senate  should  adopt  a  dotxire  rule." 

S.  Plummer,  Practical  Lessons  in  Parlla* 
mentsry  Procedure   (1021),  page  50. 

4  Robert's  Rules  of  Order.  Revised  (1951). 
section  20.  page  112. 

With  respect  to  the  previous-question 
rule,  there  are  some  who  refer  to  rule  Vin 
of  Uie  original  Senate  rules,  adopted  in  17C9. 
That  riiie  was  invoked  some  four  tin^s  be- 
tween 1760  and  180C,  when  the  Senate  rules 
were  revised  and  mention  of  "the  previous 
question"  was  dropped  from  rule  VUI.  It 
has  never  since  t>een  in  the  Senate  rules. 
Tbere  is  some  question  whether  this  rule 
provided  for  cloture,  however,  in  the  way 
the  previous-question  rule  now  operates  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  ■■  Indeed,  tbe 
House  rule  "was  not  turned  into  an  instru- 
ment for  clostng  debate  until  1811.  although 
It.  also,  adopted  a  rule  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion m  1780."  ■ 

Senator  Henry  Calx>t  Lodtre,  In  an  article 
appearing  in  the  North  American  Review  of 
November  1893.  entitled  "Obstruction  In  the 
Senate,"  wrote:  "The  rules  of  the  Senate  are 
practically  unchanged  from  what  they  were 
at  the  be?rinnlng.  They  are  the  same  now  to 
all  Intents  and  purposes  ss  when  they  were 
first  adopted  more  than  100  years  ar^o.  There 
never  has  been  in  the  Senate  any  rule  which 
enabled  the  majority  to  close  debate  or  com- 
pel a  vote.  The  previous  question,  which 
existed  in  the  eRrll«*9t  years,  and  was  aban- 
doned In  1806.  was  the  previotis  question  of 
England  and  not  that  with  which  everyone 
is  famlliiu-  today  in  our  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. It  was  not  in  practice  a  form  of 
cloture  and  It  is  therefore  correct  to  say 
that  the  power  of  closing  debate  in  the  mod- 
ern sense  has  never  existed  in  the  Senate."  " 


*^Rule  XVn  of  the  House  provides: 
"Tliere  shall  be  a  motion  for  the  previous 
question,  which.  I>elng  ordered  by  a  majority 
or  the  Meml>erB  voting,  if  a  quorum  be  pres- 
ent, shall  have  the  effect  to  cut  off  aU  debate 
and  bring  the  Hou.se  to  a  direct  vote  upon 
the  immediate  question  or  questions  on 
Which  it  has  been  a»kad  and  ordered.  " 

-^See  Manual  of  Rules  of  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, footnote  concerning  House  rule 
XVU. 

*<  Quotation  as  cited  in  S2  CoNoaxsaioNAi. 
Record,  pt.  IV,  p.  3736  (Feb.  13.  1015). 
The  conclusion  that  the  early  Senate  rule 
concerning  the  "previous  question"  did  not 
provide  cloture  was  repeatedly  asserted  with- 
out challenge  on  the  Senate  floor  during  the 
1949  debates  which  preceded  adoption  of  the 
Wherry-Hayden  amendment  to  Senate  rule 
XXII.  See,  e.  g.,  statement  of  Senator  Hol- 
LAHD.  06  CoNCRXssioNAL  RixxiRD,  part  n.  pages 
1784-6;  also,  colloquy  between  Senator 
Gzoacx  and  Senator  Mossx.  p.  2144. 
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Should  the  Senate  determine  its  rules  are  not 

continuing  from  one  Congress  to  another? 
(a)  Arguments  Pro 

Any  decision  the  Senate  might  make  on 
this  question  will  also  contemplate  Its  effect 
on  rule  XXII  and  a  possible  end  to  unlimited 
debate  In  the  Senate  by  a  majority  cloture 
rule.  This  would  follow  from  the  fact  that 
If  the  Senate  :n  each  new  Congress  could 
determine  lU  own  rules  by  majority  vote, 
rule  XXII  would  no  longer  be  a  bar,  either 
In  its  requirement  of  a  minimum  of  64  af- 
firmative votes  to  end  debate  on  all  matters 
save  a  change  In  the  r\iles  themselves,  or  in 
its  application  lo  prevent  clottire  of  any  kind 
on  an  attempted  rule  change. 

Another  collateral  but  equally  Important 
consideration  la  the  thinking  of  many  will 
be  the  effect  o!  the  Senate's  decision  upon 
the  clvil-rlghta  Issue. 

The  pros  and  cons  of  these  two  issues  will 
not  be  detailed  here,  except  as  they  are  re- 
lated directly  to  the  main  question." 

Whether  or  not  the  Senate  rejects  all  prece- 
dent In  this  Instance,  an  examination  of  that 
precedent  Is  Indicated. 

Of  equal  or  even  greater  significance  are 
the  remoter  consequences,  either  assured  or 
conjectural,  of  ii  determination  that  its  rules 
are  not  continuing. 

The  brief  In  suppcM-t  of  Walter  Reutber's 
claim  asserts  that  majority  rule  Is  the  basic 
principle  of  oir  Constitution;  and  that 
rule  XXII  Is  violative  of  that  principle  not 
only  In  that  It  fastens  a  requirement  of  a 
constitutional  two-thirds  vote  to  Invoke  clo- 
ture but  also  in  that  "in  its  efforU  to  bind 
future  Congrestes  to  Its  own  standards  of 
Inaction,  the  Seaate  of  the  Eighty-first  Con- 
gress compound<^d  the  unconstitutionality  of 
the  rule  It  was  adopting."  " 

The  result  hac  been  "a  constitutional  crisis 
of  senatorial  traction  in  time  of  national 
emergency.  •  •  •  Talk  has  been  substi- 
tuted for  action;  the  duty  to  legislate  has 
been  frustrated.  •  •  •  It  was  Just  such  a 
crisis  of  luactloa  that  the  founding  fathers 
had  seen  In  the  Articles  of  Confederation 
and  had  sought  to  prevent  In  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States." 

"But  rule  X_>:il  has  a  second  fatal  flaw 
which  would  demonstrate  Its  unconstitu- 
tionality even  If  one  were  to  close  his  eyes  to 
the  clearly  expiessed  Intent  of  the  Consti- 
tutional Convention  In  favor  of  majority 
rule  and  the  other  constitutional  history  set 
forth  In  this  href. 

"Clause  3  ol  rule  XXII  provides  that 
cloture  cannot  ipply  to  any  motion  to  con- 
sider a  change  in  any  of  the  Standing  Rules 
of  the  Senate.  The  Senate  of  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress  has  attempted  to  fasten  Its 
will  on  all  futuru  Senates;  It  has  attempted  to 
perpetuate  the  present  rule  XXII  for  all  time. 
"By  clause  3,  i  future  Senate  no  longer  can 
'determine  the  lules  of  Its  proceedings."  The 
rule  adopted  by  the  1949  Senate  sought  to 
determine  them  once  and  for  all.  A  virtually 
unanimous  vot(  Is  now  required  for  any  suc- 


"  Many  of  thj-se  pros  and  cons  are  compre- 
hensively set  forth,  generally,  in  the  Hear- 
ings, op.  clt.  supra,  note  1.  Some  of  the  argu- 
ments favoring  such  a  determination  have 
already  been  stated  In  part  I,  supra. 

"  Hearings,  op.  clt.  supra,  pp.  147-157. 
Note  that  Mr.  Reuther  testified:  "Unfortu- 
nately you  can  t  get  this  kind  of  thing  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  Otherwise,  there  would 
have  been  a  tesit"  (p.  146). 

"  While  the  quoted  language  refers  both 
to  the  Constitution  and  to  the  founding 
fathers,  it  is  believed  that  the  arguments 
here  used  have  a  more  direct  bearing  on  the 
Issue  whether  the  Senate  should  alter  the 
precedent  of  the  continuity  of  Its  rules  than 
on  whether  th«'  Constitution  and  the  found- 
ing fathers  lnt<!nded  to  provide  for  such  con- 
tinuity. Hence  the  Inclusion  of  the  material 
at  this  point  rather  than  in  an  earlier  part 
of  this  discussion. 


ceedlng  Senate  to  adopt  its  own  rules,  for 
clause  3  makes  it  possible  for  any  one  or  two 
stubborn  Senators  to  prevent  a  change  in  the 
rules.  Rule  XXII  thus  clearly  deprives  each 
succeeding  Senate  of  the  constitutional  right 
to  make  its  own  procedural  rules. 

"The  principle  Is  well  established  that  one 
Congress  cannot  bind  future  Congresses. 
This  principle  finds  expression,  for  example, 
In  Cooley's  Constitutional  Limitations,  sixth 
edition,  1890,  pages  146-147: 

"  'To  say  that  the  Legislature  may  pass 
irrepealable  laws  Is  to  say  that  It  may  alter 
the  very  Constitution  from  which  It  derives 
Its  authority;  since,  insofar  as  one  Legisla- 
ture could  bind  a  subsequent  one  by  Its  enact- 
ments. It  could  in  the  same  degree  reduce 
the  legislative  power  of  Its  successors:  and 
the  process  might  be  repeated  until,  one  by 
one.  the  subjects  of  legislation  would  be  ex- 
cluded altogether  from  their  control,  and 
the  constitutional  provision  that  t|ie  legis- 
lative power  shall  be  vested  In  two  Houses 
would  be  to  a  greater  or  less  degree  rendered 
Ineffectual.' 

"This  quotation  almost  seems  to  have  been 
addressed  to  rule  XXII.  That  rule,  by  allow- 
ing a  small  minority  to  prevent  changes  In 
the  rule  and  to  prevent  action  by  the  Sen- 
ate under  the  rule,  actually  operates  to 
exclude  subjects  of  legislation  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  Senate.  Clvll-rlghts  legislation, 
desired  by  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
Senate,  cannot  be  acted  upon  by  the  present 
Senate,  not  because  of  anything  the  present 
Senate  did  or  can  do.  but  because  of  rule 
XXII  passed  by  the  Senate  of  an  earlier 
Congress.  The  dead  hand  of  the  Senate  of 
the  EUgbty-first  Congress  excludes  vital  sub- 
jects of  legislation  from  tbe  control  of  all 
future  Senates. 

"Strangely  enough,  although  the  principle 
that  one  Congress  cannot  bind  a  subsequent 
Congress  is  generally  accepted,  the  statement 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body  Is  used 
to  defend  tbe  perpetuation  of  Its  rules. 
This  contlnulng-body  theory  seems  to  be 
predicated  upon  the  fact  that  two-thirds  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  continue  their 
terms  at  the  expiration  of  each  Congress;  It 
certainly  has  no  other  or  constitutional  basis. 
"Yet  the  Senate  Itself  recognizes  that  It 
is  not  truly  continuing.  Bills  must  be  rein- 
troduced and  repassed  In  the  Senate  of  each 
new  Congress.  The  Senate,  even  when  act- 
ing in  executive  capacity,  does  not  treat  Itself 
as  continuing;  consideration  of  the  ratifica- 
tion of  treaties  begins  de  novo  In  each  new 
Congress  (rule  XXXVII,  clause  3).  The  Sen- 
ate adjourns  sine  die  at  the  end  of  each 
Congress. 

"The  relntroductlon  of  bills  Into  the  Sen- 
ate of  each  new  Congress  Is  made  necessary, 
of  course,  because  a  majority  in  favor  or 
against  a  given  bill  may  be  changed  by  the 
election  of  new  Senators  to  some  or  all  of 
the  one- third  of  the  seats  whose  terms  ex- 
pire. A  bin  passed  by  an  earlier  Senate 
could  not,  therefore,  be  considered  the  will 
of  the  later  Senate  unless  a  new  vote  were 
taken.  But  certainly  the  new  Senate  must 
be  able  to  express  its  will  on  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  as  well  as  concerning  legislation 
proposed  for  adoption.  And  this  is  particu- 
larly true  of  rule  XXII,  which,  because  It 
determines  the  course  of  all  legislation  In 
the  Senate,  Is  far  more  Important  than  any 
single  piece  of  substantive  legislation  that 
the  Senate  might  consider. 

"It  will  be  urged  that  the  uniform  practice 
from  the  time  of  the  organization  of  the 
second  Senate  until  the  present  time  has 
been  to  treat  the  rules  of  the  Senate  as  con- 
tinuing in  force  from  Congress  to  Congress. 
But  this  practice  would  be  more  persuasive 
If  it  had  been  challenged  and  voted  upon. 
Until  Senator  Walsh,  of  Montana,  on  March 
7,  1917,  argued  that  the  rules  were  not  In 
force  as  the  Senate  was  not  and  could  not 
legally  be  a  continuing  body,  the  question 
does  not  seem  ever  to  have  beep  directly 
raised  (55  Congrkssional  Rkcoso  0).  Sena- 
tor Walab  tu^ed  that,  since  tbere  were  no 


Senate  rules  In  effect  at  the  beginning  of  the 
session  of  Congress  which  was  then  starting. 
It  should  be  possible  to  adopt  a  cloture  rule 
directly  rather  than  by  the  process  of  amend- 
ing the  rules.  The  Senate  did  not  vote  on 
Senator  Walsh's  proposal."  Certainly,  gen- 
eral acquiescence  In  the  practice  of  continu- 
ing r\iles  from  Congress  to  Congress  Is  no 
binding  precedent  upon  a  Senate  no  longer 
prepared  to  acquiesce  In  that  practice. 

"The  generally  admitted  principle  that  one 
Congress  cannot  bind  Its  successors  is  espe- 
cially applicable  to  rule  XXn.  The  sug- 
gestion that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
has  neither  the  logical  nor  historical  force 
to  prevent  a  new  Senate  from  exercising  Its 
constitutional  right  to  determine  the  rules 
of  Its  proceedings."  " 

(b)   Precedents  on  the  Continuity  Question 

1.  Senate  precedents 

No  direct  precedent  has  been  found  In 
the  form  of  a  Senate  ruling  either  on  the 
question  (1)  whether  the  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body,  or  (2)  whether  Its  rules  are 
continuing.  It  Is  evident,  however,  that  the 
overwhelming  body  of  opinion  and  comment, 
both  In  the  Senate  and  elsewhere,  negatives 
the  Reuther  thesis.  In  the  portion  of  the 
brief  which  he  submitted  and  which  Is  quot- 
ed above,  the  challenge  to  Senate  continuity 
Is  shown  not  to  be  a  new  one. 

The  continuity  of  the  Senate  as  a  body 
was  questioned  on  the  Senate  fioor  by  Sena- 
tor James  of  Kentucky  on  February  15.  1915, 
during  a  filibuster  on  a  shipping  bill.  He 
stated:  "These  rules  have  not  been  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  These  (sic)  are  merely  the 
inheritance  of  100  years  behind  us.  with  the 
gathered  cobwebs  and  dust  that  have  come 
down  through  the  centuries.  It  Is  to  say 
that  It  must  be  done  by  some  new  change 
and  that  we  cannot  by  ourselves  submit  to 
tbe  majority  the  right  to  transact  business." 

This  was  challenged  by  Senator  Root  of 
New  York,  who  asked:  "Does  anybody  dis- 
pute that  the  Senate  is  a  continuous  body?" 
To  which  the  following  reply  was  made  by 
Senator  Thomas,  of  Colorado: 

"I  dispute  It.  and  [that  it  will  be  tested  out 
at  the  beginning  of  the  next  Congress].** 
The  Senate  is  a  continuous  body  In  the 
sense  that  two-thirds  of  It  hold  over  with 
every  Congress.  We  appoint  new  commit- 
tees and  assign  the  new  Members;  but  there 
is  no  more  reason  why  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate should  continue  from  Congress  to  Con- 
gress than  that  our  committees  should  con- 
tinue from  Congress.  I  do  not  know  what 
others  may  think,  but  one  of  the  efforts  I 
shall  make  will  be  to  secure  a  change  of  the 
rules  when  the  new  Senate  shall  organize."  " 

On  Tuesday,  March  6,  1917 — the  day  after 
the  convening  of  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress 
in  special  session — Senator  Owen  obtained 
recognition  on  the  Senate  floor  and  the  fol- 
lowing colloquy  ensued: 

"Mr.  OvraN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish,  before 
any  action  Is  taken  that  will  recognize  the 
Senate  as  being  bound  by  the  rules  of  the 
preceding  Congress,  to  make  the  observation 
that  while  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
as  an  executive  body  it  is  not  a  continuing 
body  as  a  legislative  body.  All  the  bills  on 
the  calendar  died  with  the  Sixty-fourth 
Congress.     We  have  no  calendar.     We  have 


"However,  the  cloture  resolution  which 
was  adopted  was  phrased  in  terms  of  an 
amendment  of  rule  XXn.  Recently  the 
Senate  has  recognized  that  it  could  not  bind 
future  Congresses.  In  sec.  101  (b)  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  (Public  Law 
601.  79th  Cong.,  2d  sess.)  It  was  provided  that 
certain  rules  set  out  were  to  be  the  Stand- 
ing Rules  of  the  Senate  and  House,  respec- 
tively, with  fuU  recognition  of  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  either  House  to  change  such 
rules. 

■Hearings,  pp.  156-157. 

"Bracketed  matter  added. 

*>  &2  CoNcacwxoMAi.  Rsooas.  pt.  4,  p.  3^2. 
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no  legislative  committees.  I  wish  to  make 
the  point  that  those  rules  are  not  binding  on 
the  new  Members  who  come  Into  this  body, 
who  have  had  no  opportunity  to  participate 
In  the  making  of  the  rules  by  which  they  are 
to  be  bound,  and  that  they  are  not  bound 
In  the  legislative  functions  of  the  Senate  by 
the  rules  of  any  preceding  Congress. 

"The  Vic«  President.  Is  that  a  point  of 
order? 

"Mr.  Owen.  I  make  that  observation  for 
the  RrcoRD  so  that  any  proceedings  we  take 
here  shall  be  by  unanimous  consent. 

"Mr.  Lodge.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  committees  of  the  Senate  were 
continued  by  resolution,  as  usual,  and  those 
committees  can  only  exist  under  the  rules. 
The  question  whether  the  rules  continue  or 
not  Is  a  rather  large  one,  which  I  have  no 
desire  to  dlscxiss  at  this  time.  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  action  of  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress." ♦' 

On  Wednesday,  March  7,  1917.  Senator 
Walsh,  Montana,  submitted  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 5,  as  follows: 

••Resolved.  That  until  further  ordered  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  In  force  at  the  close  of 
the  Slrty-fovirth  Congress  be  adopted  as  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  with  the  exception  of 
rule  XXII  thereof. 

"Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  seven 
Members  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the 
majority  and  three  members  of  the  minor- 
ity, to  draft  a  substitute  for  rule  XXII."  *» 

On  Thursday,  March  8,  1917,  Senator  Mar- 
tin, Virginia,  submitted  a  resolution  (there- 
after Identified  as  S.  Res.  5)  and  asked  for 
Us  Immediate  consideration.  It  passed  the 
Senate,  76-3,  and  became  rule  XXII  in  the 
form  in  which  It  remained  until  the  Wherry- 
Hayden  amendment  thereto  was  adopted.** 

During  the  following  year  Senator  Thomas 
stated  to  the  Senate:  "I  recall  that  In  one 
Instance  I  was  referred  •  •  •  for  Infor- 
mation regarding  the  continuous  character 
of  the  Senate.  I  availed  myself  of  that  sug- 
gestion to  Investigate  the  subject,  and  found 
the  references  were  correct."  ♦* 

It  Is  altogether  probable  that  the  source 
material  to  which  Senator  Thomas  thus 
referred  was  contained  In  a  1917  document 
"printed  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate,"  which  was  entitled,  "The  Senate  as 
a  Continuing  Body,"  containing  extracts 
from  the  Congressional  Globe  and  other  In- 
formation.** A  copy  Is  annexed  hereto  as 
appendix  III. 

2.  Judicial  precedents 

The  question  whether  the  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body  and,  in  that  respect,  is  unlike 
the  House  of  Representatives,  which  cannot 
continue  beyond  the  period  of  a  single  Con- 
gress, was  considered  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  In  the  case  of  McGrain  v. 
Dougherty  (273  U.  S.  135  (1926)). 

The  question  before  the  Court  in  that  case 
was  whether  the  Attorney  General  was  with- 
in his  legal  rights  when  he  refused  to  appear, 
although  subpenaed  as  a  witness  before  a 
Senate  investigating  conunlttee. 

The  following  Is  quoted  from  the  unanl- 
mouse  decision  of  the  Court  In  that  case 
(pp.  180-182) : 

"We  conclude  that  the  Investigation  was 
ordered  for  a  legitimate  object;  that  the  \^lt- 


*-  55  Congressional  Record,  pt.  1,  p.  3. 

♦'  55  Congressional  Record,  pt.  1,  p.  9. 

**  Senator  Walsh  did  not  vote,  being  "nec- 
essarily absent  from  the  city,"  when  the 
Martin  resolution  was  passed  on  the  same 
day  that  It  was  submitted.  Moreover,  there 
Is  no  record  of  any  subsequent  action  on 
Senate  Resolution  5  by  Senator  Walsh. 

*^  57  Congressional  Record,  pt.  1,  p.  437, 
December  14,  1918. 

**  This  document  was  prepared  by  the 
Legislative  Reference  Division,  Library  of 
Congress,  and  printed  as  a  Senate  print, 
66th  Cong.,  special  session. 


ness  wrongfully  refused  to  appear  and  tes- 
tify before  the  committee  and  was  lawfully 
attached;  that  the  Senate  is  entitled  to  have 
him  give  testimony  pertinent  to  the  inquiry, 
either  at  Its  bar  or  before  the  committee;  and 
that  the  district  court  erred  in  discharging 
him  from  custody  under  the  attachment. 

"Another  question  has  arisen  which  should 
be  noticed.  It  is  whether  the  case  has  be- 
come moot.  The  investigation  was  ordered 
and  the  qommittee  appointed  during  the 
Sixty-eighth  Congress.  That  Congress  ex- 
pired March  4,  1925.  The  resolution  order- 
ing the  investigation  in  terms  limited  the 
committee's  authority  to  the  period  of  the 
Sixty-eighth  Congress;  but  this  apparently 
changed  by  a  later  and  amendatory  resolu- 
tion authorizing  the  committee  to  sit  at 
such  times  and  places  as  it  might  deem 
advisable  or  necessary."  It  is  said  in  Jef- 
ferson's Manual:  *"  'Neither  House  can  con- 
tinue any  piirtlon  of  itself  in  any  parliamen- 
tary functicn  beyond  the  end  of  the  session 
without  the  consent  of  the  other  two 
branches.  When  done,  it  Is  by  a  bill  con- 
stituting them  commissioners  for  the  par- 
ticular purpose.'  But  the  context  shows  that 
the  reference  is  to  the  two  houses  of  Parlia- 
ment when  adjoined  by  prorogation  or  dis- 
solution by  the  King.  The  rule  may  be  the 
same  with  the  House  of  Representatives 
whose  Members  are  all  elected  for  the  period 
of  a  single  Congress;  but  it  cannot  well  be 
the  same  with  the  Senate,  which  is  a  con- 
tinuing bocy  whose  Members  are  elected  for 
a  term  of  6  years  and  so  divided  into  classes 
that  the  seats  of  one-third  only  become 
vacant  at  the  end  of  each  Congress,  two- 
thirds  always  continuing  into  the  next  Con- 
gress, save  as  vacancies  may  occur  through 
death  or  resignation. 

"Mr.  Hinds  in  his  collection  of  precedents 
says:  'The  Senate,  as  a  continuing  body, 
may  continue  its  committees  through  the 
recess  following  the  expiration  of  a  Con- 
gress';'" and,  after  quoting  the  above  state- 
ment from  Jefferson's  Manual,  he  says:  'The 
Senate,  however,  being  a  continuing  body, 
gives  authority  to  its  committees  during  the 
recess  after  the  expiration  of  a  Congress." " 
So  far  as  we  are  advised  the  select  commit- 
tee having  this  investigation  In  charge  has 
neither  made  a  final  report  nor  been  dis- 
charged: nor  has  it  been  continued  by  an 
affirmative  order.  Apparently  its  activities 
have  been  .'?uspended  pending  the  decision  nf 
this  case.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  it  is  cer- 
tain that  the  committee  maji  be  continued 
or  revived  now  by  motion  to  that  effect,  and, 
if  continued  or  revived,  will  have  all  its  orig- 
inal powers.-'  This  being  so,  and  the  Sen- 
ate being  ii  continuing  body,  the  case  can- 
not be  said  to  have  become  moot  In  the  ordi- 
nary sense  "  " 

The  following  Is  quoted  from  Robertson 
V.  State  ( 109  Indiana  79.  10  N.  E.  582  ( 1887 )  )  : 

"In  response  to  much  that  has  been  said 
upon  the  subject  in  argument,  I  feel  quite 
assured  that  the  senate  of  this  State  is  not. 
like  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  a  con- 
tinuous body.  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  a  miijority  constitutes  a  quorum  and 
as  there  is  always  more  than  a  quorum  of 
qualified  Senators  holding  seats  in  that  body, 
its  organized  existence  is  necessarily  con- 
tinuous. But  in  the  senate  of  this  State, 
two-thirds  of  Its  members  are  necessary  to 
make  a  quorum.  As  one-half  of  Its  members 
go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  each  legislative 


*'  Congressional  Record,  68th  Cong.,  1st 
sess..  p.  412(3. 

*"  Senate  Rules  and  Manual,   1925,  p.  303. 

"Vol.  4,  sec.  4544. 

"Vol.  4.  aec.  4545. 

»•  Hinds'  I»recedents,  vol.  4.  sees.  4396,  4400, 
4404.  4405. 

"See  also,  discussion  of  the  Senate  as  a 
permaneht  oody,  in  a  leading  article  entitled, 
The  Smith-Vare  Case  and  Its  Relation  to 
Senate  Procedure,  by  Charles  C  Tanslll,  Natl. 
Unlv,  L.  Rev.,  May  1928,  pp.  29-38. 


term  of  2  years — that  Is  to  say.  on  the  day 
after  each  general  and  biennial  election — 
It  becomes,  at  the  end  of  each  such  legis- 
lative term  a  disorganized  body;  and,  as  the 
officers  of  the  Senate  comprise  an  essential 
part  of  Its  organization,  it  necessarily  re- 
sults that  the  terms  of  such  officers  expire 
when  the  body  becomes  disorganized  for 
want  of  a  quorum."  ** 

(c)  Senate  Officers  and  Continuity" 
Because  the  Senate  has  been  held  to  be  a 
continuing  body,  its  officers  have  no  stated 
term  of  office,  but  serve  until  their  succes- 
sors are  selected.  On  March  24.  1879.  while 
the  Senate  was  in  process  of  replacing  some 
of  its  officers  with  others,  along  purely  politi- 
cal lines.  Senator  Anthony  observed:  "Un- 
like the  House  of  Representatives,  which  ex- 
pires every  2  years  and  is  renewable  fresh 
from  the  people,  the  Senate  never  dies. 
The  same  which  iv  was  when  It  met.  In  1789, 
It  Is  now.  and  has  held  continuous  and  un- 
broken existence  ever  since.  Its  officers  have 
naturally  partaken  of  Its  permanent  charac- 
ter. Its  elective  officers  are  chosen,  not  for 
a  definite  period,  but  during  the  pleasure  of 
the  Senate."  ^ 

(d)  Senate  Committees  and  Continuity 

Hitherto  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
been  at  a  distinct  disadvantage  over  the 
Senate  because  its  committees  end  with  each 
Congress.  The  Senate  can  and  does  order 
investigations,  interim  reports,  final  report 
and  recommendations  by  its  committees, 
without  reference  to  the  ending  of  one  Con- 
gress or  the  lieginning  of  another.  This 
procedure  Is  not  affected  even  where  there 
is  some  change  in  the  composition  of  the 
committee  membership. 

Under  Senate  rule  XXV.  all  standing  com- 
mittees continue  until  their  successors  are 
appointed."  The  duration  of  select  com- 
mittees in  the  Senate  depends  on  the  terms 
of  the  resolutions  under  which  their  power 
is  derived. 

"In  the  first  40  years  after  the  adoption 
of  the  Constitution,  the  House  conducted 
seven  or  eight  times  as  many  Investigations 
as  did  the  Senate.  In  fact,  down  to  the 
last  quarter  of  the  nineteenth  century  ipost 
of  the  investigations  of  large  consequence 
were  instituted  by  the  House.  But  increas- 
ingly, beginning  with  the  last  quarter  of 
the  nineteenth  century,  the  House  has 
seemed  to  be  relinquishing  such  activities, 
while  the  Senate  has  t>een  greatly  expanding 
its  exercise  of  the  Investigative  function,  in 
the  number,  variety,  and  Importance  of  Its 
inquiries.  The  explanation  of  this  remarka- 
ble shift  is  to  he  found  in  the  contrast 
between  the  rules  and  procedure  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Senate  •  •  •  For  the  fu- 
ture, the  decision  in  McGrain  v.  Dougherty 
has  materially  broadened  the  scope  of  con- 
gressional inquiries  and  the  grand  Jury  in- 
\*estlgatlve  function  is  likely  to  be  Increas- 
ingly used  by  the  Senate,  particularly  as  to 
the  Executive  and  the  'Independent  agen- 
cies." "  " 

Obviously,  what  Haynes  wrote  in  1938  is 
equally  applicable  today.  To  destroy  Senate 
continuity  would,  in  efifect,  reverse  the  pre- 
cedent in  McGrain  v.  Dougherty,  of  con- 
tinuity as  it  applies  to  Senate  committees. 


'See  also  State  t.  Rogers  (56  N.  J.  Law 
480,  622    (1894)  ). 

"  For  discussion  of  applicable  Constitu- 
tional provisions,  see  supra,  pt.  II  (a). 

"9  Congressional  Record,  pt.  1,  p.  147. 
See.  to  the  same  effect.  This  Country  of  Ours, 
p.  51.  by  Benjamin  Harrison,  former  U.  S. 
President  and  U.  S.  Senator;  Haynes,  op.  cit. 
supra,  note  1,  p.  261;  appendix  III,  attached 
hereto. 

'•  Compare  House  rule  X  on  standing  com- 
mittees. It  has  no  comparable  provision, 
and  all  committees  expire  with  each  Con- 
gress. 

*■  Haynes,  op.  cit.  supra,  note  1.  pp.  551-3. 
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(e)   The  Senat<!  as  an  Executive  Body 

The  constltutloaal  prerogatives  of  the  Sen- 
ate In  treaty-ma>  tng  and  in  giving  or  with- 
holding "advice  and  consent"  to  certain  pres- 
idential appolntKjents  have  already  been  re- 
ferred to.  Indeed,  the  many  special  sessioiis 
of  the  Senate,  as  distinguished  from  special 
sessions  of  the  Coagress  heretofore  convened, 
were  for  executive,  rather  than  legislative 
purpxjses." 

The  Senate  "does  not  change  aU  at  once, 
as  do  bodies  created  by  a  single  popular 
election,  but  undergoes  an  Increasing  process 
of  gradual  change  and  renewal,  like  a  lake 
Into  which  streams  bring  fresh  water  to  re- 
place that  which  the  Issuing  river  carries  out. 
This  provision  was  designed  to  give  the  Sen- 
ate that  permanency  of  composition  which 
might  qualify  It  to  conduct  or  control  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Nation."" 

Woodrow  Wilson  wrote:  "The  continuity  of 
the  Government  lies  In  the  keeping  of  the 
Senate  more  than  in  the  keeping  of  the 
Executive  even  In  respect  of  matters  which 
are  the  especial  prerogative  of  the  Presiden- 
tial office."  *• 

Attention  Is  directed  to  Senate  rtile 
XXXVII.  section  2.  as  follows: 

"Treaties  trans  ultted  by  the  President  to 
the  Senate  for  ratification  shall  be  resumed 
at  the  second  or  subsequent  session  of  the 
same  Congress  a:  the  stage  in  which  they 
were  left  at  the  fi  lal  adjournment  of  the  ses- 
sion at  which  they  were  transmitted;  but  all 
proceedings  on  treaties  shall  terminate  with 
the  Congress,  and  they  shall  be  resumed  at 
the  commencement  of  the  next  Congress  as 
if  no  proceeding!!  had  previously  been  had 
thereon." 

Note  that  even  under  this  rule,  unless  it  Is 
withdrawn  by  the  President  or  falls  from 
lap.se  of  time,  a  treaty  continues  to  be  live 
matter  and,  as  such,  pending  In  the  Senate. 
It  need  not  be  resubmitted  with  commence- 
ment of  a  new  Congress."  On  the  other 
hand,  nominations  not  disposed  of  In  the 
Senate  die  with  Jie  Congress  in  which  they 
are  submitted." 

Appendix  I 
Standing  Rules  or  the  Senate 

RLT-E    XXII.    rsiECETENCE    OF    MOTIONS 

1.  When  a  question  is  pending,  no  motion 
shall  be  received  but — 

To  adjourn. 

To  adjourn  to  a  day  certain,  or  that  when 
the  Senate  adjcurn  it  shall  be  to  a  day 
certain. 

To  take  a  rece;s. 

To  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business. 

To  lay  on  the  Ijible. 

To  postpone  indefinitely. 

To  postpone  to  a  day  certain. 

To  commit. 

To  amend. 


"See  footnote  1,  p.  11  of  this  discussion. 
These  special  Senate  sessions  were  all  held 
prior  to  enactment  In  1933  of  the  twentieth 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  which, 
among  other  things,  abolished  the  so-called 
"lame-duck"  sessions  of  the  Congress  and 
which  advanced  the  commencement  of  the 
Presidential  term  of  office  from  March  4  to 
January  20. 

••  The  American  Commonwealth,  by  James 
Bryce  (1891  ed.,  j).  101).  At  this  point  Bryce 
cited  the  Federalist,  No.  fll,  and  Alexander 
Hamilton's  argument  in  the  New  York  State 
Convention  (Elliott's  Debates,  vol.  II,  p.  307). 

">  Constltutiont.l  Government  in  the  United 
States,  p.  127. 

•'  For  an  extrerie  illustration,  consider  the 
Isle  of  Pines  Treaty.  It  was  continuously  be- 
fore the  Senate  from  March  3,  1904,  until  its 
ratification  on  March  13,  1925.  See  Haynes, 
op.  cit.  supra,  no'e  1,  p.  628. 

"  Senate  rule  JlXXVin,  sec.  8. 


Which  several  motions  shall  have  preced- 
ence as  they  stand  arranged;  and  the  motions 
relating  to  adjournment,  to  take  a  recess,  to 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business,  to  lay  on  the  table,  shall  be  decided 
without   debate.      (Jefferson's    Manual,   sec. 

xxzn.) 

a.o  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
rule  III  or  rule  VI  or  any  other  rule  of  the 
Senate,  except  subsection  3  of  rule  XXII,  at 
any  time  a  motion  signed  by  16  Senators,  to 
bring  to  a  close  the  debate  upon  any  meas- 
ure, motion,  or  other  matter  pending  before 
the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  business,  is 
presented  to  the  Senate,  the  Presiding  Officer 
shall  at  once  state  the  motion  to  the  Senate, 
and  one  hour  after  the  Senate  meets  on  the 
following  calendar  day  but  one,  he  shall  lay 
the  motion  before  the  Senate  and  direct  that 
the  Sscretary  call  the  roll,  and,  upon  the 
ascertainment  that  a  quorum  Is  present,  the 
presiding  officer  shall,  without  debate,  sub- 
mit to  the  Senate  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote  the 
question : 

"I^  it  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  de- 
bate shall  be  brought  to  a  close?" 

And  if  that  question  shall  be  decided  In 
the  affirmative  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
duly  chosen  and  sworn,  then  said  meature, 
motion,  or  other  matter  pending  before  the 
Senate,  or  the  unfinished  business,  shall  be 
the  unfinished  business  to  the  exclxislon  of 
all  other  business  until  disposed  of. 

Thereafter  no  Senator  shall  be  entitled  to 
speak  in  all  more  than  1  hour  on  the 
measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  pending 
before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness, the  amendments  thereto,  and  motions 
affecting  the  same,  and  It  shall  be  the  duty 
of  the  Presiding  Officer  to  keep  the  time  of 
each  Senator  who  speaks.  Except  by  unani- 
mous consent,  no  amendment  shall  be  In 
order  after  the  vote  to  bring  the  debate  to 
a  close,  uhless  the  same  has  been  presented 
and  read  prior  to  that  time.  No  dilatory 
motion,  or  dilatory  amendment,  or  amend- 
ment not  germane  shall  be  In  order.  Points 
of  order,  including  questions  of  relevancy, 
and  appeals  from  the  decision  of  the  Pre- 
siding Officer,  shall  be  decided  without  de- 
bate. 

3.  The  provisions  of  the  last  paragraph  of 
rule  VTII  (prohibiting  debate  on  motions 
made  before  2  o'clock)  and  of  subsection  2 
of  this  rule  shall  not  apply  to  any  motion 
to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  any  mo- 
tion, resolution,  or  proposal  to  change  any 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate. 


Appendix  II 

Source  Material  Related  to  the  Division  or 
Senators  Into  Classes  •* 

articles  or  confederation   (1777) 

Art.  5.  For  the  more  convenient  man- 
agement of  the  general  interest  of  the 
United  States,  delegates  shall  be  annually 
appointed  In  such  manner  as  the  legislature 
of  each  State  shall  direct,  to  meet  in  Con- 
gress on  the  first  Monday  in  November,  in 
every  year,  with  a  power  reserved  to  each 
State,  to  recall  Its  delegates,  or  any  of  them, 
at  any  time  within  the  year,  and  to  send 
others  in  their  stead  for  the  remainder  of 
the  year. 

No  State  shall  be  represented  in  Congress 
by  less  than  two,  nor  more  than  seven  mem- 
bers; and  no  person  shtdl  be  capable  of 
being  a  delegate  for  more  than  3  years  in 
any  term  of  6  years;  nor  shall  any  per- 
son, being  a  delegate,  be  capable  of  holding 
any  office  under  the  United  States,  for  which 
he,  or  another  for  his  benefit,  receives  any 
salary,  fees,  or  emolument  of  any  kind.  (El- 
liot, Debates  on  the  Federal  Constitution, 
2d  ed.,  Philadelphia  1907.  Vol.  1.  p.  80. 
Hereafter  cited  as  Elliot.) 


•*As  amended.  Senate  Jotimal  173,  81-1, 
March  17,  1949. 

••  Legislative  Reference  Service,  Library  of 
Congress,  November  17,  1S52. 


Mr.  Charles  Pinckney's  Draft  of  a  Federal 
Government. 

"Art.  rv.  The  Senate  shall  be  elected  and 
chosen  by  the  House  of  Delegates,"  which 
house,  immediately  after  their  meeting,  shall 
choose  by  ballot  —  senators  from  among  the 
citizens   and  residents   of   New   Hampshire; 

—  from  among  those  of  Massachusetts;  — 
from  among  those  of  Rhode  Island;  —  from 
among  those  of  Connecticut;  —  from  among 
those  of  New  York;  —  from  among  those  of 
New  Jersey;  —  from  among  those  of  Penn- 
sylvania; —  from  among  those  of  Delaware; 

—  from  among  those  of  Maryland;  —  from 
among  those  of  Virginia;  —  from  among 
those  of  North  Carolina;  —  from  among 
those  of  South  Carolina;  and  —  from 
among  those  of  Georgia.  The  senators 
chosen  from  New  Hami>shlre,  Massachu- 
setts, Rhode  Island,  and  Connecticut,  shall 
form  one  class,  those  from  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and  Delaware, 
one  class;  and  those  from  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and 
Georgia,  one  class.  The  House  of  Delegates 
shall  number  these  classes  one,  two.  and 
three,  and  fix  the  times  of  their  service  by 
lot.  The  first  class  shall  serve  for  —  years, 
the  second  for  —  years,  and  the  third  for  — 
years.  As  their  times  of  service  expire,  the 
House  of  Delegates  shall  fill  them  up  by 
elections  for  —  years,  and  they  shall  fill  all 
vacancies  that  arise  from  death,  or  resig- 
nation, for  the  time  of  service  remaining  of 
the  members  so  dying  or  resigning.  Each 
senator  shall  be  —  years  of  age,  at  least; 
shall  have  been  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  four  years  before  his  election;  and 
shall  be  a  resident  of  the  State  he  Is  chosen 
from.  The  Senate  shall  choose  its  own 
officers."     (1  Elliot  145-6.) 

Monday,  June  25,  1787:  It  was  moved  and 
seconded  to  add,  after  the  words  "seven 
years,"  in  the  4th  resolution,  the  words  "to 
go  out  in  fixed  proportions." 

It  was  moved  and  seconded  to  insert  the 
word  "six,"  instead  of  "seven." 

It  was  moved  and  seconded  to  amend  the 
clause  so  as  to  read,  "for  four  years,  one 
fourth  to  go  out  annually." 

No  determination  being  taken  on  the  three 
last  motions.  It  was  moved  and  seconded  to 
erafe  the  word  "seven"  from  the  third  clause 
of  the  fourth  resolution;  which  passed  in  the 
affirmative  (1  Elliot  188). 

Tuesday,  June  26,  1787:  It  was  moved  and 
seconded  to  amend  the  third  clause  of  the 
fourth  resolution,  reported  from  the  com- 
mittee, so  as  to  read  as  follows,  namely,  "for 
nine  years,  one  third  to  go  out  trlennially;" 
which  passed  In  the  negative.  Yeas:  Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware,  Virginia,  3.  Nays:  Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut,  New  York.  New  Jer- 
sey, Maryland.  North  Carolina,  South  Caro- 
lina, Georgia,  8. 

It  was  then  moved  and  seconded  to  amend 
the  third  clause  of  the  fourth  resolution  so 
as  to  read,  "for  six  years,  one  third  to  go 
out  biennially." 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amend- 
ment. It  passed  in  the  affirmative.  Yeas: 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  North  Caro- 
lina, 7.  Nays:  New  York,  New  Jersey,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  4  (1  Elliot  189). 

resolutions  of  the  convention 

Referred,  on  the  twenty-third  and  twenty- 
sixth  of  July  1787,  to  a  committee  of  detail, 
(Messrs.  Rutlege,  Randolph,  Gorham,  Ells- 
worth, and  Wilson,)  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
porting a  constitution. 

Journals,  June  25: 

"rv.  Resolved,  ThAt  the  members  of  the 
second  branch  of  the  legislature  of  the 
United  States  ought  to  be  chosen  by  the 
individual  legislators;  to  be  of  the  age  of 
thirty  years  at  least;  to  hold  their  offices  for 
six  years,  one  third  to  go  out  biennially;  to 
receive  a  compensation  for  the  devotion  of 
their  time  to  the  public  service:  to  be  in- 
eligible to,  and  Incapable  of  holding,  any 
office  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  (except  those  peculiarly  beloccwc  » 
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the  functions  of  the  second  branch) ,  during 
the  term  for  which  they  are  elected,  and  for 
one  year  thereafter"  (1  Elliot  221). 

DRATT  or  A  CONSTITUTIOW 

Reported  by  the  committee  of  five,  Au- 
gxut  6,  1787. 

(One  copy  of  this  printed  draft  is  among 
the  papers  deposited  by  President  Washing- 
ton In  the  Department  of  State;  another 
copy  is  among  the  papers  of  Mr.  Brearly,  fur- 
nished by  General  Bloomfield.) 

"Art.  V.  Sec.  2.  The  Senators  shall  be 
chosen  for  6  years;  but  immediately  after 
the  first  election,  they  shall  be  divided,  by 
lot.  Into  three  classes,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 
numbered  one,  two,  and  three.  The  seats 
of  the  Members  of  the  first  class  shall  be 
vacated  at  the  expiration  of  the  second  year; 
of  the  second  class  at  the  expiration  of  the 
fourth  year;  of  the  third  class  at  the  expira- 
tion cf  the  sixth  year;  so  that  a  third  part 
of  the  Members  may  be  chosen  every  second 
year"  (1  Elliot  225). 

RZVISEO  DBATT  OF  THE  CONSTITUTION 

Reported  September  12,  1787,  by  the  Com- 
mittee  of  Revision. 

"Art.  I.  Sec.  3.  The  Senate  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  composed  of  two  Senators 
from  each  State,  chosen  by  the  legislature 
thereof,  for  6  years  and  each  Senator  shall 
have  one  vote. 

"Immediately  after  they  shall  be  assem- 
bled in  consequence  of  the  first  election, 
they  shall  be  divided,  as  equally  as  may  be, 
into  three  classes.  The  seats  of  the  Senators 
of  the  first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the 
expiration  of  the  second  year;  of  the  second 
class  at  the  expiration  of  the  fourth  year; 
and  of  the  third  class  at  the  expiration  of 
the  sixth  year;  so  that  one-third  may  be 
chosen  every  second  year.  And  if  vacancies 
happen  by  resignation,  or  otherwise,  during 
the  recess  of  the  legislature  of  any  State, 
the  executive  thereof  may  make  temporary 
appointments  until  the  next  meeting  of  the 
legislature"  (1  Elliot  298). 

THE  NOTES  OF  THE  SECRET  DEBATES  OF  THE 
FEDERAL  CONVENTION  OF  17  87  TAKEN  BY  THE 
LATE  HONORABLE  ROBERT  YATES,  CHIEF  JUS- 
TICE OF  THE  STATE  OF  NEW  YORK,  AND  ONE 
OF  THE  DELEGATES  FROM  THAT  STATE  TO  THE 
SAID    CONVENTION 

(Copied  from  the  original  manuscript  of 
Chief  Justice  Yates,  by  John  Lansing,  Jr., 
and  certified  to  be  a  true  copy.) 

Saturday,  June  2,  1787.  The  Convention 
went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  Wilson  moved  that  the  States  should 
be  divided  Into  districts,  consisting  of  one 
or  more  States,  and  each  district  to  elect  a 
number  of  Senators  to  form  the  second 
branch  of  the  National  Leglslatui'e — the  Sen- 
ators be  elected,  and  a  certain  proportion  to 
be  annually  dismissed — avowedly  on  the 
plan  of  the  New  York  Senate.  Question 
put — rejected  (1  Elliot  393). 

Monday,  June  25,  1787:  Mr.  Gorham  pro- 
posed that  the  Senators  be  classed,  and  to 
remain  4  years  in  office;  otherwise  great  In- 
conveniences may  arise  if  a  dissolution 
should  take  place  at  once. 

"Governor  Randolph.  This  body  must  act 
with  firmness.  They  may  possibly  always 
sit — perhaps  to  aid  the  executive.  The  State 
governments  will  always  attempt  to  counter- 
act the  general  government.  They  ought  to 
go  out  In  classes.  Therefore  I  move  that 
they  go  out  of  office  In  fixed  proportions  of 
time,  Instead  of  the  words  '7  years. '  " 

Question  on  Governor  Randolphs  mo- 
tion— 7  ayes,  3  noes,  1  divided. 

Ditto  for  5  years — 5  ayes,  5  noes.  1  divided. 

The  question  for  4  years  was  not  put;  and 
the  Convention  adjourned  till  tomorrow 
morning. 

Tuesday,  June  26.  1787:  Met  pursuant  to 
adjournment.     Present,  11  States. 

"Mr.  GoRHAM.  My  motion  for  4  years'  con- 
tinuance was  not  put  yesterday.  I  am  still 
of  opinion  that  classes  will  be  necessary,  but 


I  would  alter  the  time.  I  therefore  move 
that  the  senators  be  elected  for  8  years,  and 
that  the  rotation  be  triennial." 

•  •  •  •  • 

Mr.  Read  moved  that  the  term  of  "nine 
years"  be  Inserted,  in  triennial  rotation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  SHraMAN.  The  ^two  objects  of  this 
body  are  p«;rmanency,  and  safety  to  those 
who  are  to  be  governed.  A  bad  government 
is  the  worse  for  being  long.  Frequent  elec- 
tions give  .security,  and  even  permanency. 
In  Connecticut  we  have  existed  132  years 
under  an  annual  government;  and  as  long 
as  a  man  behaves  himself  well,  he  Is  never 
turned  out  of  office.  Four  years  to  the  Sen- 
ate Is  quite  sufficient,  when  you  add  to  it  the 
rotation  proposed." 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  Wilson.  The  motion  Is  now  for  9 
years,  and  a  triennial  rotation.  Every  na- 
tion attends  to  its  foreign  Intercourse;  to 
support  Its  commerce;  to  prevent  foreign 
contempt;  and  to  make  war  and  peace.*  Our 
Senate  will  be  possessed  of  these  powers, 
and  therefore  ought  to  be  dignified  and  per- 
manent. What  Is  the  reason  that  Great 
Britain  does  not  enter  Into  a  commercial 
treaty  with  us?  Because  Congress  has  not 
the  power  to  enforce  Its  observance.  But 
give  them  those  powers,  and  give  them  the 
stability  proposed  by  the  motion,  and  they 
will  have  more  permanency  than  a  mon- 
archlal  government.  The  great  objection  of 
many  is  thit  this  duration  would  give  birth 
to  views  Inconsistent  with  the  interests  of 
the  Union.  This  can  have  no  weight.  If 
the  triennial  rotation  Is  adopted:  and  this 
plan  may  possibly  tend  to  conciliate  the 
minds  of  the  members  of  the  Convention 
on  this  subject,  which  have  varied  more 
than  on  any  other  question." 

The  question  was  then  put  on  Mr.  Read's 
motion,  and  lost — 8  noes.  3  ayes. 

The  question  on  5  years  and  a  biennial 
rotation  was  carried — 7  ayes,  4  noes.  New 
York  In  the  minority  (1  Elliot  447-451). 

DEBATES  IN  THE  FEDERAL  CONVENTION 

Tuesday,  May  29.  1787'  Mr.  Charles  Plnck- 
ney  laid  before  the  House  the  draft  of  a 
federal  government  which  he  had  prepared, 
to  be  agreed  upon  between  the  free  and 
independent  States  of  America: 

"plan   of   a   FEDERAL   CONSTITUTION 

"Art.  IV  The  Senate  shall  be  elected  and 
chosen  by  the  House  of  Delegates:  which 
House,  Inimediately  after  their  meeting, 
shall  choci.se  by  ballot  —  Senators  from 
among  the  citizens  and  residents  of  New 
Hampshire,  —  from  among  those  of  Massa- 
chusetts, —  from  among  those  of  Rhode 
Island.  —  from  among  those  of  Connecticut, 

—  from  among  those  of  New  York.  —  from 
among  those  of  New  Jersey,  —  from  among 
those  of  Pennsylvania,  —  from  among  those 
of  Delaware,  —  from  among  those  of  Mary- 
land, —  from  among  these  of  Virginia,  — 
from  among  those  of  North  Carolina,  — 
from  among  those   of   South   Carolina,   and 

—  from  among  those  of  Georgia.  The  Sena- 
tors chosen  from  New  Hampshire.  Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode  Island,  and  Connecticut, 
shall  form  one  class:  those  from  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and  Delaware  one 
class;  and  those  from  Maryland,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and  Geor- 
gia one  class.  The  House  of  Delegates  shall 
number  these  classes,  one,  two,  and  three, 
and  fix  the  times  of  their  service  by  lot! 
The  first  class  shall  serve  for  —  years,  the 
second  for  —  years,  and  the  third  for  — 
years.  As  their  times  of  service  expire,  the 
House  of  Delegates  shall  fill  them  up  by 
elections  for  —  years;  and  they  shall  fill  all 
vacancies  that  arise  from  death  or  resigna- 
tion, for  the  time  of  service  remaining  of 
the  Members  so  dying  or  resigning.  Each 
Senator  shall  be  —  years  of  age  at  least; 
and  shall  have  been  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  for  4  years  before  his  election,  and 
shall  be  a  resident  of  the  State  he  is  chosen 


from.  The  Senate  shall  choose  Us  own 
officers."    (5  Elliot  129.) 

Monday.  June  25.  1787:  The  clause,  that 
the  second  branch  hold  their  offices  for  a 
term  of  "7  years,"  being  considered, 

Mr.  Gorham  suggests  a  term  of  "4  years," 
one-fourth   to  be  elected  every  year. 

Mr.  Randolph  supporr^sj  the  idea  of  rota- 
tion, as  favorable  to  the  wisdom  and  sta- 
bility of  the  corps:  which  might  possibly  b« 
always  sitting,  and  aiding  the  executive,  and 
moves,  after  "7  years."  to  add.  "to  go  out  In 
fixed  proportion":  whlth  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Williamson  suggests  "six  years."  as 
more  convenient  for  rotation  than  seven 
years. 

Mr.  Sherman  seconds  him. 

Mr.  Read  proposed  that  they  should  hold 
their  offices  "during  good  behavior."  Mr.  R. 
Morris  seconds  him. 

General  Plnckney  proposed  "four  years." 
A  longer  term  wuuld  fix  them  at  the  seat  of 
government.  "J^iey  would  acquire  an  inter- 
est there,  perhaps  transfer  their  property, 
and  lose  sight  of  the  States  they  represent. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  distant 
States  would  labor  under  great  disad- 
vantages. 

Mr.  Sherman  moved  to  strike  out  "seven 
years. "  in  order  to  take  questions  on  the 
several  propositions. 

On  the  question  to  strike  out  "seven," 
M.issachusetts,  Connecticut,  New  York.  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  ay,  7;  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Vir- 
ginia, no,  3;  Maryland,  divided. 

On  the  question  to  Insert  "six  years,"  which 
failed,  five  States  being,  ay;  five,  no;  and  one, 
divided.  Connecticut,  Pennsylvania,  Dela- 
ware, Virginia.  North  Carolina,  ay,  5:  Massa- 
chusetts. New  York,  New  Jersey,  South  Caro- 
lina. Georgia,  no,  5;  Maryland,  divided. 

On  a  motion  to  adjourn,  the  votes  were, 
five  for.  five  against  It:  and  one  divided. 
Connecticut.  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  Dela- 
ware, Virginia,  ay,  5;  M:issachu.setts,  New 
York.  North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  Geor- 
gia, no,  5;  Maryland,  divided. 

On  the  question  for  "five  years."  It  was 
lost.  Connecticut,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  ay.  5;  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  South  Carolina.  Geor- 
gia, no,  5:  Maryland,  divided. 

Adjourned   (5  Elliot  241). 

Tuesday.  June  26.  1787:  In  convention. 
The  duration  of  the  second  branch  being 
under  consideration. 

Mr  Gorham  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
"6  years."  one-third  of  the  Members  to  go 
out  every  second  year. 

Mr.   Wilson   seconded   the   motion. 

General  Plnckney  opposed  6  years.  In  favor 
of  4  years.  The  States,  he  said,  had  different 
Interests.  Those  of  the  southern,  and  of 
South  Carolina  in  particular,  were  dllTerent 
from  the  northern.  If  the  Senators  should 
be  appointed  for  a  long  term,  they  would 
settle  In  the  State  where  they  exercised  their 
functions,  and  would  In  a  little  time  be 
rather  the  representatives  of  that,  than  ol 
the  State  appointing  them. 

Mr.  Read  moved  that  the  term  be  9  years. 
This  would  admit  of  a  very  convenient 
rotation,  one-third  going  out  trlennlally. 
He  would  still  prefer  "during  good  behavior"; 
but  being  little  supported  In  that  Idea,  he 
was  willing  to  take  the  longest  term  that 
could  be  obtained. 

Mr.   Broom   seconded   the   motion. 

"Mr.  Madison.  In  order  to  Judge  of  the 
form  to  be  given  to  this  institution,  it  will 
be  proper  to  take  a  view  of  the  ends  to  be 
served  by  It.  These  were,  first,  to  protect 
the  people  against  their  rulers;  secondly,  to 
protect  the  people  against  the  transient  Im- 
pressions Into  which  they  themselves  might 
be  led.  A  people  deliberating  in  a  temperate 
moment,  and  with  the  experience  of  other 
nations  before  them,  on  the  plan  of  govern- 
ment most  likely  to  secure  their  happiness, 
would  first  be  aware,  that  those  charged 
with  the  public  happiness  might  betray  their 
trust.    An  obvious  precaution  against   this 
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danger  would  be,  to  divide  the  trust  between 
different  bodies  o'  men.  who  might  watch 
and  check  each  o'.her.  In  this  they  would 
be  governed  by  the  same  prudence  which  has 
prevailed  in  organizing  the  subordinate  de- 
partments of  government,  where  all  business 
liable  to  abuses  is  made  to  pass  through  sep- 
arate hands,  the  one  being  a  check  on  the 
other.  It  would  next  occur  to  such  a  people, 
that  they  themselves  were  liable  to  tempo- 
rary errors,  through  want  of  information  as 
to  their  true  interest;  and  that  men  chosen 
for  a  short  term,  and  employed  but  a  small 
portion  of  that  in  public  affairs,  might  err 
from  the  same  cav.se.  This  reflection  would 
naturally  suggest,  that  the  government  be 
BO  constituted  as  that  one  of  Its  branches 
might  have  an  opj>ortunity  of  acquiring  a 
competent  knowledge  of  the  public  Interest*" 
(5  Elliot  242). 

"Mr.  WxLSON.  Tlie  true  reason  why  Great 
Britain  has  not  yet  listened  to  a  commercial 
treaty  with  us  has  been,  because  she  bad  no 
confidence  In  the  stability  or  efficacy  of  our 
Government.  Nire  years,  with  a  rotation, 
will  provide  thesis  desirable  qualities;  and 
give  our  Government  an  advantage  in  this 
respect  over  monarchy  Itself.  In  a  mon- 
archy, much  muit  always  depend  on  the 
temper  of  the  mar .  In  such  a  body,  the  per- 
sonal character  w:ll  be  lost  In  the  political. 
He  would  add  another  observation.  The  pop- 
ular objection  agi.lnst  appointing  any  pub- 
lic body  for  a  Ion);  term,  was,  that  It  might, 
by  gradual  encrcachment*.  prolong  Itself, 
first  into  a  body  lor  life,  and  finally  become 
a  hereditary  one.  It  would  be  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  this  objection,  that,  as  one  third 
would  go  out  trlennlally.  there  would  be  al- 
ways three  divls  ons  holding  their  places 
from  unequal  times,  and  consequently  act- 
ing under  the  irfluence  of  different  views 
and  different  lm])ulses." 

On  the  question  for  9  years,  one  third  to 
go  out  trlennlally,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Virglna.  ay,  3;  Massachiuetts.  Connecticut, 
New  York,  New  Jersey.  Maryland.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina.  Georgia,  no,  8. 

On  the  question  for  6  years,  one  third  to 
go  out  biennially,  Massachusetts,  Connecti- 
cut, Pennsylvanls,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, North  Carolina,  aye.  7;  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  South  Ciirolina,  Georgia,  no,  4  (6 
Elliot  345). 

Monday,  July  2,  1787:  Mr.  Plnckney 
thought  an  equality  of  votes  in  the  second 
branch  inadmitsible  •  •  •  Congress 
have  failed  in  idmost  every  effort  for  an 
amendment  of  tl.e  Federal  system.  Nothing 
has  prevented  a  dissolution  of  it  but  the  ap- 
pointment of  thl)  Convention;  and  he  could 
not  express  his  alarms  for  the  consequence 
of  such  an  event.  He  read  his  motion  to 
form  the  States  into  classes,  with  an  ap- 
portionment of  (Senator  among  them.  (See 
article  4  of  his  plan — ante.  p.  129.) 

Mr.  Oouverneur  Morris  thought  a  com- 
mittee advisable,  as  the  convention  had  been 
equally  divided.  He  had  a  stronger  reason 
also.  The  mode  of  appointing  the  second 
branch  tended,  he  was  sure,  to  defeat  the 
object  of  it.  What  is  this  object?  To  check 
the  precipitation,  changeableness,  and  ex- 
cesses, of  the  first  branch.  Every  man  of  ob- 
servation had  seen  in  the  democratic 
branches  of  the  State  legislatures,  precipi- 
tation— in  Congress,  changeableness — In 
every  departmer.t,  excesses  against  personal 
liberty,  private  property,  and  personal  safety. 
What  qualities  E.re  necessary  to  constitute  a 
check  in  this  caie?  Abilities  and  virtue  are 
equally  necessary  in  both  branches.  Some- 
thing more,  thtn,  is  now  wanted.  In  the 
first  place  the  checking  branch  must  have  a 
personcQ  interest  in  checking  the  other 
branch.  One  interest  must  be  opposed  to 
another  interest.  Vices,  as  they  exist,  must 
I-e  turned  against  each  other.  •  •  •  In 
the  fourth  place,  an  Independence  for  life 
involves  the  necessary  permanency.  If  we 
change  our  measures,  nobody  will  trust  us; 
and  how  avoid  8.  change  oX  measures,  but  by 


avoiding  A  change  of  men?    (5  Elliot  270- 
271). 

Thursday,  July  2(J.  1787:  The  proceedings 
since  Monday  last  were  unanimously  referred 
to  the  committee  of  detail;  and  the  Conven- 
tion then  unanimously  adjourned  till  Mon- 
day. August  8th.  that  the  committee  of  detail 
might  have  time  to  prepare  and  report  the 
Constitution.  The  whole  resolutions,  as  re- 
ferred, are  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

"4.  Resolved.  That  the  members  of  the 
second  branch  of  the  legislature  of  the 
United  States  ought  to  be  chosen  by  the 
individual  legislatures;  to  be  of  the  age  of 
30  years  at  least;  to  hold  their  offices  for  6 
years,  one  third  to  go  out  biennially;  to 
receive  a  compensation  for  the  devotion  of 
their  time  to  the  public  service;  to  be  Inelig- 
ible to.  and  Incapable  of  holding,  any  office 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
(except  those  pecullarlly  belonging  to  the 
functions  of  the  second  branch)  during  the 
term  for  which  they  are  elected,  and  for  1 
year  thereafter"  (5  Elliot  374-375). 

Monday,  August  6,  1787:  Mr.  Rutledge  de- 
livered in  the  report  of  the  committee  of 
detail  as  follows — a  printed  copy  being  at  the 
same  time  furnished  to  each  member: 

Article  V,  section  1: 

"The  Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
chosen  by  legislatures  of  the  several  States. 
Each  legislature  shall  choose  two  members. 
Vacancies  may  be  supplied  by  the  executive 
until  the  next  meeting  of  the  legislature. 
Each  member  shall  have  one  vote." 

Article  V,  section  2: 

"The  senators  shall  be  chosen  for  six  years; 
but  Immediately  after  the  first  election,  they 
shall  be  divided,  by  lot.  Into  three  classes,  as 
nearly  as  may  be  numbered  one.  two.  and 
three.  The  seats  of  the  members  of  the 
first  class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expiration 
of  the  second  year;  of  the  second  class  at 
the  expiration  of  the  fourth  year;  of  the 
third  class  at  the  expiration  of  the  sixth 
year;  so  that  a  third  part  of  the  members 
may  be  chosen  every  second  year"  (5  Elliot 
376-377). 

debates  or  THE  CX3NVENTION   OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Tuesday.  Jtine  24.  1788:  Convention  as- 
sembled; and  being  resolved  Into  a  com- 
mittee, the  first  paragraph  of  the  third 
section  of  the  first  article  was  read;  when 
Mr.  O.  Livingston  rose,  and  addressed  the 
chair. 

"I  therefore  move  that  the  committee 
adopt  the  following  resolution,  as  an  amend- 
ment to  this  clause: 

"  'Reaolved,  That  no  person  shall  be  elig- 
ible as  a  senator  for  more  than  six  years  in 
any  term  of  twelve  years,  and  that  It  shall 
be  in  the  prawer  of  the  legislatures  of  the 
several  states  to  recsill  their  senators,  or 
either  of  them,  and  to  elect  others  in  their 
stead,  to  serve  for  the  remainder  of  the  time 
for  which  such  senator  or  senators,  so  re- 
called, were  appointed." 

"Hon.  Mr.  Lansing.  Now,  if  it  was  the  de- 
sign of  the  plan  to  make  the  Senate  a  kind 
of  bulwark  to  the  Independence  of  the  States, 
and  a  check  to  the  encroachment  of  the 
general  government,  certainly  the  members 
of  this  body  ought  to  be  peculiarly  tinder  the 
control,  and  in  strict  subordination  to  the 
state  who  delegated  them.  In  proportion 
to  their  want  of  dependence,  they  will  lose 
their  respect  for  the  power  from  whom  they 
receive  their  existence,  and,  consequently, 
will  disregard  the  great  object  for  which  they 
are  Instituted.  The  idea  of  rotation  has  been 
taken  from  the  articles  of  the  old  Confedera- 
tion. It  has  thus  far.  In  my  opinion,  oper- 
ated with  great  advantage.  The  power  of 
recall,  too,  has  been  an  excellent  check, 
though  It  has.  In  fact,  never  been  exercised. 
The  thing  Is  of  so  delicate  a  nature,  that 
few  men  will  step  forward  to  move  a  recall, 
unless  there  Is  soma  strong  ground  for  It" 
<2KlUota8e.  288). 


"Mr.  R.  R.  LrviNcsTON.  The  amendment  ap- 
pears to  have  In  view  two  objects — ^that  a 
rotation  shall  be  established  In  the  Senate, 
and  that  its  members  shall  be  subject  to  re- 
call by  the  State  legislatures.  It  Is  not  con- 
tended that  6  years  are  too  long  a  time  for 
the  Senators  to  remain  In  office.  Indeed,  this 
cannot  be  objected  to,  when  the  purposes  for 
which  this  ^ody  is  instituted  are  considered. 
They  are  to  form  treaties  with  foreign  na- 
tions. This  requires  a  comprehensive  knowU 
edge  of  foreign  politics,  and  an  extensive 
acquaintance  with  characters,  whom.  In  thl* 
capacity,  they  have  to  negotiate  with,  to- 
gether with  such  an  intimate  conception  of 
our  best  interests,  relative  to  foreign  powers, 
as  can  only  be  derived  from  much  experU 
ence  in  this  business.  What  singular  policy, 
to  cut  off  the  hand  which  has  Just  qualified 
itself  for  action.  But,  says  the  gentleman, 
as  they  are  the  representatives  of  the  States, 
those  States  have  a  control.  Will  this  prin- 
ciple hold  good?  The  Members  of  the  lower 
House  are  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
Have  the  people  any  power  to  recall  them? 
What  would  be  the  tendency  of  the  power 
contended  for?  Clearly  this:  The  State 
legislatures,  being  frequently  subject  to  fac- 
tious and  Irregular  passions,  may  be  un- 
justly disaffected  and  discontented  with  their 
del^ates;  and  a  Senator  may  be  appointed 
on  3  day  and  recalled  the  next.  This  would 
be  a  source  of  endless  confusion.  The  Sen- 
ate are  Indeed  designed  to  represent  the  State 
governments;  but  they  are  also  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States,  and  are  not 
to  consult  the  Interest  of  any  one  State  alone, 
but  that  of  the  Union. 

a  •  •  •  • 

"But  to  return:  The  people  are  the  best 
judges  who  ought  to  represent  them.  To 
dictate  and  control  them,  to  tell  them  whom 
they  shall  not  elect,  is  to  abridge  their 
natural  rights.  This  rotation  Is  an  absurd 
species  of  ostracism — a  mode  of  proscribing 
eminent  merit,  and  banishing  from  stations 
of  trust  those  who  have  filled  them  with  the 
greatest  faithfulness.  Besides,  it  takes  awa^^ 
the  strongest  stimulus  to  public  virtue — the 
hope  of  honors  and  rewards.  The  acquisition 
of  abilities  is  hardly  worth  the  trouble,  un- 
less one  Is  to  enjoy  the  satisfaction  of  em- 
ploying them  for  the  good  of  one's  country. 
We  all  know  that  experience  is  Indiiepensably 
necessary  to  good  government.  Shall  we, 
then,  drive  experience  into  obscurity?  I  re- 
peat that  this  is  an  absolute  abridgment  of 
the  people's  rights. 

"As  to  the  Senate's  rendering  themselves 
perpetual,  or  establishing  such  a  power  as  to 
prevent  their  being  removed.  It  appears  to 
me  chimerical.  Can  they  make  Interest 
with  their  legislatures,  who  are  themselves 
varying  every  year,  sufficient  for  such  a  pur- 
pose? Can  we  suppose  two  Senators  will  be 
able  to  corrupt  the  whole  legislature  of  this 
State?  The  idea,  I  say.  Is  chimerical.  The 
thing  Is  Impossible. 

"Hon.  Mr.  Lansino.  The  objects  of  this 
amendment  are,  first,  to  place  the  Senators 
in  such  a  situation  of  dependence  on  their 
several  State  legislatures,  as  will  Induce 
them  to  pay  a  constant  regard  to  the  good  of 
their  constituents;  secondly,  to  oblige  them 
to  return,  at  certain  periods,  to  their  fellow 
citizens,  that,  by  mingling  with  the  people, 
they  may  recover  that  knowledge  of  their  in- 
terests, and  revive  that  sympathy  with  their 
feelings,  which  power  and  an  exalted  station 
are  too  apt  to  efface  from  the  minds  of  rulers. 

"It  has  been  urged  that  the  Senators  should 
be  acquainted  with  the  Interests  of  the 
States  In  relation  to  each  other,  and  to  for- 
eign powers,  and  that  they  should  remain  In 
office  In  order  to  acquire  extensive  political 
information.  If  these  were  the  only  objects, 
the  argument  would  extend  to  rendering 
their  dignity  perpetual — an  Idea  which  prob- 
ably none  of  the  gentlemen  will  consent  to; 
but.  U  one-third  of  the  Senators  go  out  every 
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2  j*a2S>  ftn"^'^  thoM  wbo  succeMi  tfcsni  ac- 
quli*  «"frtrm%^i/iii  irom  Uie  remaining  Mem- 
ban  with  respect  to  tiw  lelatlve  Intareato  of 
the  Statf  ?  It  ia  to  be  preaumad  tbat  tbe 
Senate  will  be  compoaad  of  tbe  bast-lnXonned 
men.  and  that  no  »uch  men  will  be  Incapable 
of  comprehending  the  Interesta  of  the  Statea, 
either  singly  or  collectively.  If  It  be  the 
design  of  representation  that  the  sense  and 
spirit  of  the  people's  interesU  and  feelings 
should  be  carried  into  the  Government,  it  is 
obvious  that  this  design  can^  accomplished 
In  no  way  so  perfectly  as  by  obliging  our 
rulers,  at  certain  periods,  to  relinquish  their 
offices  onrf  rani.  The  people  cannot  be  rep- 
resented by  men  who  are  perpetually  sepa- 
rated from  them"  (2  Billot  291-294) . 

"Hon.  Mr.  Hamtlton.  The  zeal  for  Mberty 
became     predominant     and     excessive.     In 
forming  our  confederation,  this  passion  alone 
seemed  to  swjttiate  us,  and  we  appear  to  have 
had  no  other  view  than  to  secure  ourselves 
from  despotism.    The  object  certainly  was  a 
valuable  one.  and  deserved  our  utmost  atten- 
tion, but.  sir,  there  is  another  object,  equally 
important,  and  which  our  enthusiasm  ren- 
dered us  ilttle  capable  of  regarding;  I  mean 
a  principle  of  strength  and  Btabfilty  tn  the 
organization  of  our  Government,  and  vigor 
in  its  operations.    This  purpose  could  never 
be  accomplished  but  by  the  establlshraent  of 
some  select  body,  farmed  particularly  upon 
this  principle.    There  are  few  positions  more 
demonstrable  than  that  there  should  be,  in 
every  republic,  some  permanent  body  to  cor- 
rect the  prejudices,  check  the  intemperate 
passions,  aiid  regulate  the  ftuctuattons.  of  a 
popular  assembly.    It  Is  evident  that  a  body 
instituted    for    these    purpoees    must    be    so 
formed  as  to  exclude,  as  much  as  poeslble. 
from  its  own  character,  thnae  InfirmltJes.  and 
that  mutabUlty.  which  it  «■  desipaed  to  rem- 
edy.   It  U,  therefore,  necessary  that  it  shoiild 
be  small,  that  it  should  hold  its  authority 
during   a  consldrarable   period,    and  that   It 
should  have  such  an  Independence  in  the 
exercise  of  its  powers,  as  will  divest  It.  as 
much   as   possible,   of   local    prejudice*.     It 
should  be  so  formed  as  to  be  the  center  of 
political    knowledge,    to    pursue    always    a 
steady  Une  of  conduct,  and  to  reduce  every 
Irregular  propensity  to  system.    Withoiit  this 
•stabllafanvent.    we    may    make    experiments 
without  end,  but  shall  never  have  an  efficient 
Oovemment. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Sir,  the  main  design  of  the  Convention,  in 
forsaiiig  the  Senate,  was  to  prevent  fluctua- 
tions and  cabals.  With  tWa  vtew,  they  made 
that  body  small,  and  to  exist  for  a  oonslder- 
ablfl  period.  Have  they  executed  this  de- 
sign too  far?  The  senaton  are  to  serve  six 
yean.  Xlito  is  only  two  years  laager  than 
the  aenatoia  of  this  state  hold  their  places. 
One  tiUivl  of  the  members  are  to  go  out 
•very  two  yeara;  and  in  six.  the  whole  body 
will  be  changed.  Prior  to  the  revolution, 
the  representatives  In  the  several  oolonies 
were  elected  for  dlflferent  periods — for  three 
yeara.  for  seven  years,  eto.  Were  those  bodies 
ever  oonaUiered  as  Incapable  of  representing 
the  people,  or  as  too  Independent  of  them? 
There  Is  one  circumstance  which  will  have 
a  tendency  to  iucrease  the  dependence  of 
the  senators  on  the  states,  in  proportion  to 
the  duration  of  their  appointments.  As  the 
state  legislatures  are  in  continual  fluctuation, 
the  senator  wHl  have  more  attachments  to 
torm,  and  oonsequently  a  greater  difficulty 
of  maintaining  brls  place,  than  one  of  short- 
er dunrtikm.  lie  will,  therefore,  be  naore 
eautlocB  and  tortostrtous  to  suit  his  conduct 
to  ttM  wiabaa  aC  his  coDstltuentB"  <s  KSiot 

"T^e  BotkOKkble  Mr.  Hakiltoh.  If  the 
inaifciws  <Jt  Congrw—  are  too  dependent  on 
th*  state  taslalaturea.  they  will  be  eternally 
Xormlng  secret  onmhInationH  from  local  views. 
ThlM  Is  reasoning  from  the  plainest  prin- 
ciples. Their  Interest  Is  interwoven  with 
their  dependence,  and  they  wlU  necessarily 
yield  to  the  Impression  of  their  situation. 
Those  who  hKve  been  in  Congress  have  seen 


these    operations.     The   first   question   has 

been.  How   will    such   a   measure   affect  my 
oonatltuents,    and    consequently,    bow    will 
the  part  I  take  sffect  my  reelection?     This 
consideration  nuty  be  In  some  degree  prop- 
er;  but  to  be  dependent  from  day  to  day. 
^n/t    to  have   the  Idea  perpetually   present, 
would  be  the  source  of  numerous  evils.     Six 
years,  air.   Is  a  period  short  enough  for  a 
proper  degree  of  dependence.     Let  us  con-  • 
Elder   the   peculiar   state   of   this   body,   and 
see   under   what   impressions   they   will   act. 
One  third  of  them  are  to  go  out  at  the  end 
of  two  years,  two  thirds  at  four  years,  and 
the  whole  at  six  years.     When  one  year  is 
elapsed,  there  is  a  number  who  are  to  hold 
their  places  for  one  year,  others  for  three, 
and  others  for  five  years.     Thus  there  will 
not  only  be  a  constant  and  frequent  change 
of  members,  but  there  will  be  some  whose 
office   Is   near   the   point   of   expiration,   and 
who,   from    this    circumstance,    will    have    a 
lively  sense  of  their  dependence.     The  bien- 
nial change  of  members  is  an  excellent  In- 
dention for  Increasing  the  difficulty  of  com- 
bination.     Any   scheme    of    usurpation    will 
lose,  every  two  years  a  number  of  its  oldest 
advocates,  and  their  places  will  be  supplied 
by  an  equal  number  of  new.  unaccommodat- 
ing, and  virtuous  men.     When  two  princi- 
ples   are    equally    important,    we    ought,    if 
possible,    to    reconcile    them,    and    sacrifice 
neither.     We    think    that    safety    and    per- 
nianency  in  this  government  are  completely 
reconcilable.     The    state    governments    will 
have,  from  the   causes  I   have  described,  a 
sufficient  influence  over  the  Senate,  wlthmit 
the  check  for  which  the  gentlemen  contend  " 
(2  Elltot  SIB  319). 

LUTHEB    MARTINS    LrTTER    ON    THX    FXDCRAX. 

CONVENTION  OF  1787 

"The  Senate,  sir.  is  so  constituted  that  they 
are  not  only  to  compose  one  branch  of  the 
legislature,  but.  by  the  second  section  of  the 
second  article,  they  are  to  compose  a  privy 
council  for  the  President.  Hence  it  will  be 
necessary  that  they  should  be.  In  a  great 
measure,  a  permanent  body,  constantly  re- 
siding at  the  seat  of  government.  Seventy 
years  are  esteemed  for  the  life  of  a  man;  It 
can  hardly  be  supposed  that  a  Senator,  es- 
pecially from  the  States  remote  from  the 
seat  of  empire,  will  accept  of  an  appointment 
which  must  estrange  him  for  0  years  from, 
his  State,  without  giving  up,  to  a  great  de- 
gree, ills  prospects  in  his  own  State.  If  be 
has  a  family,  he  will  take  his  fanUly  with  him 
to  the  place  where  the  government  shall  be 
fixed;  that  will  become  hla  home;  and  there 
Is  every  rea.san  to  expect  that  his  future 
views  and  prospects  will  center  in  the  favors 
and  emolUH»ents  of  the  General  Government, 
or  of  the  government  of  that  State  where 
the  seat  of  empire  la  established.  In  either 
ca.~e.  he  is  lost  to  his  o»n  State"  (2  £Iliot 
a61>. 

THX    FEDERAUST.    KO.    LXII 

•Thirdly.  Another  defect  to  be  supplied  by 
a  Senate  lies  In  a  want  of  due  acquaintance 
with  the  objects  and  principles  of  legisla- 
tion. It  is  not  possible  that  an  assembly  of 
men  called  for  the  most  part  from  pursuits 
of  a  private  nature,  continued  in  appoint- 
ment for  a  short  time,  and  led  by  no  perma- 
nent motlre  to  devote  the  intervals  of  pub- 
lic occupation  to  a  study  of  the  laws,  the 
affairs,  and  the  comprehensive  Interests  of 
their  country,  should.  If  left  wholly  to  them- 
selves, escape  a  variety  of  Important  errors 
in  the  exercise  of  their  legislative  trust.  It 
may  be  affirmed,  on  the  best  grounds,  that  no 
small  share  of  the  present  embarrassments 
of  America  Is  to  be  charged  on  the  blunders 
of  our  goremments;  and  that  these  have  pro- 
ceeded from  the  heads  rather  than  the  hearts 
of  most  of  the  authors  of  them.  What  in- 
deed are  all  the  repealing,  explaining,  and 
amending  laws,  which  fill  and  disgrace  our 
voluminous  codes,  btrt  so  many  morraments 
of  deficient  wisdom;  so  many  Impeachments 
exhibited  by  each  succeeding  against  each 
preceding  session;  bo  many  admonitions  to 


the  people,  ot  the  value  of  those  aids  which 
may  be  expected  from  a  well-ooustltuted 
Senate? 

"A  good  government  Implies  two  thing»; 
first,  fldallty  to  the  object  of  government, 
which  Is  the  happiness  of  the  people;  sec- 
ondly, a  knowledge  of  the  means  by  which 
that  object  can  be  best  attained.  Some  gov- 
ernments are  deficient  In  both  these  quali- 
ties; most  governments  are  deficient  In  ths 
first.  I  scruple  not  to  assert,  that  in  AmerU 
can  governments  too  little  attention  has  been 
paid  to  the  last.  The  Federal  Constitution 
avoids  this  error;  and  what  merits  particu- 
lar notice.  It  provides  for  the  last  in  a  mode 
which  increases  the  security  for  the  first. 

"Fourthly.  The  mutahllity  in  the  public 
councils  arising  from  a  rapid  succession  of 
new  Members,  however  qualified  they  may 
be,  points  out.  In  the  strongest  manner,  the 
necessity  of  some  stable  Institution  in  the 
Government.  Every  new  election  In  the 
States  is  found  to  change  one-half  of  the 
Representatives.  From  this  change  of  men 
must  proceed  a  change  of  opinion;  and  from 
a  change  of  opinions,  a  change  of  meas- 
ures. But  a  continual  change  even  of  good 
measures  Is  inconsistent  with  every  rule  of 
prudence  and  every  prospect  of  success.  The 
remark  is  verUled  in  private  life,  and  be- 
comes more  just,  as  well  as  more  important. 
In  national  transactions. 

"To  trace  the  mischievous  effects  of  a  ntu- 
table  government  would  fill  a  volun^.  I 
will  hint  a  few  only,  each  of  which  will  be 
perceived  to  be  a  source  of  lunumerabie 
^Uiers. 

"In  the  first  place.  It  forfeits  the  respect 
and  confidence  of  other  nations,  and  all  the 
advantages  connected  with  national  char- 
acter. An  indlviduai  who  Is  observed  to 
be  inconstant  to  his  plans,  or  perhaps  to 
carry  on  his  affairs  without  any  plan  at 
all.  is  marked  at  onoe,  by  all  prudent  peo- 
pie,  as  a  speedy  victim  to  his  own  unstead- 
iness and  fully.  His  more  friendly  neigh- 
bors may  pity  him,  but  all  will  decline  to 
connect  their  fortunes  with  bis;  and  not  a 
few  will  seize  the  opportunity  of  making 
their  fortunes  out  of  his.  One  nation  Is 
to  aitolher  whxit  one  individual  Is  to  another; 
with  this  melancholy  dlsunction  perhaps, 
that  the  former,  with  fewer  of  the  l>enevo- 
lent  emotions  than  the  latter,  are  under 
fewer  restraints  also  from  taking  undue 
advantage  from  the  indiscretiuns  of  each 
other.  Every  nation,  consequently,  whose 
affairs  betray  a  want  of  wisdom  and  stabil- 
ity, may  calculate  on  every  loss  which  can 
be  sustained  from  the  more  systenaatlc  pol- 
icy of  their  wiser  neighbors.  But  the  best 
instruction  on  this  subject  is  unhappily  con- 
veyed to  America  by  the  example  of  her  own 
situation.  She  finds  that  she  is  held  in 
no  respect  by  her  friends;  that  she  Is  the 
derLslou  of  her  enemies;  and  that  she  Is  a 
prey  to  every  nation  which  has  an  Interest 
In  speculating  on  her  fiuctuatlng  councils 
and  embarrassed  affairs. 

"The  Internal  effects  of  a  mutable  policy 
are  still  more  calamitous.  It  poisons  the 
blessing  of  liberty  itself.  It  will  be  of  little 
avuU  to  the  people,  that  the  laws  are  made 
by  men  of  their  own  choice,  if  the  laws  be 
so  voluminous  that  they  cannot  be  read, 
or  so  incoherent  that  they  cannot  he  under- 
stood; If  they  be  repealed  or  revised  before 
they  are  promulgated,  or  undergo  such  in- 
cessant changes  that  no  man.  who  knows 
what  the  law  is  today,  can  guess  what  it  will 
be  tomorrow.  Iaw  Is  defined  to  be  a  rule 
of  action;  but  how  can  that  be  a  rule,  which 
Is  little  known,  and  less  fixed?"  (The  Fed- 
eralist, Lodge  edition.  Hew  York.  I&OB.  pp. 
388^-391. > 

!'■■  f  II iiiS * ugT,  HO.  um 

•^  add.  as  a  sixth  defect,  the  want.  In  some 
Impcrtant  cases,  of  a  due  responsibility  in 
the  Oovemment  to  the  people,  arising  from 
that  frequency  of  elections  which  In  other 
cases  produces  this  responsibility.  This  re- 
mark will,  perhaps,  appear   not   only   new. 
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but  paradoxlcsl.  It  must,  nevertheless,  be 
acknowledged,  when  explained,  to  be  as  un- 
deniable as  It  1)  Important. 

"Responsibility,  in  order  to  be  reasonable, 
must  be  limited  to  objects  within  the  power 
of  the  responsible  party,  and  in  order  to  be 
effectual,  must  relate  to  operations  of  that 
power,  of  which  a  ready  and  proper  Judg- 
ment can  be  formed  by  the  constituents. 
The  objects  of  government  may  be  divided 
into  two  generil  classes:  The  one  depending 
on  measures  which  have  singly  an  immediate 
and  sensible  oi>eratlon;  the  other  depending 
on  a  succession  of  well-chosen  and  well- 
connected  measures,  which  have  a  gradual 
and  perhaps  unobserved  operation.  The  Im- 
portance of  tlie  latter  description  to  the 
collective  and  permanent  welfare  of  every 
country,  needs  no  explanation.  And  yet  it 
la  evident  that  an  assembly  elected  for  so 
short  a  term  at.  to  be  unable  to  provide  more 
than  one  or  two  links  in  a  chain  of  meas- 
ures, on  which  the  general  welfare  may  es- 
sentially depend,  ought  not  to  be  answer- 
able for  the  fnal  result,  any  more  than  a 
steward  or  tenant,  engaged  for  I  year,  could 
be  justly  mad?  to  answer  for  places  or  ln>- 
provements  which  could  not  be  accomplished 
In  less  than  half  a  doeen  years.  Nor  U  it 
possible  for  the  people  to  estimate  the  share 
of  Influence  vjhlch  their  annual  assemblies 
may  respectively  have  on  event  resulting 
from  the  mixed  transactions  of  several  years. 
It  Is  sufficiently  difficult  to  preserve  a  per- 
sonal responsibility  in  the  members  of  a 
numerous  body,  for  such  acts  of  the  body  as 
have  an  Immediate,  detached,  and  palpable 
operation  on  Its  constituents. 

"The  proper  remedy  for  this  defect  must 
be  an  additional  body  In  the  legislative  de- 
partment, which,  having  sufficient  perma- 
nency to  provide  for  such  objecu  as  require 
a  continued  attention,  and  a  train  of  meas- 
ures, may  be  justly  and  effectually  answer- 
able for  the  attainment  of  those  objects." 
(The  FederalUt,  pp.  392-393.) 

THX  IXDKXALIST,  NO.  LXIT 

"They  who  wish  to  commit  the  power  under 
consideration  to  a  popular  assembly,  com- 
posed of  members  constantly  coming  and 
going  in  quick  succession,  seem  not  to  recol- 
lect that  such  a  body  must  necessarily  be 
inadequate  to  the  attainment  of  those  great 
objects,  which  require  to  be  steadily  con- 
templated in  all  their  relations  and  circum- 
stances, and  which  can  only  be  approached 
and  achieved  by  measures  which  not  only 
talents,  but  also  exact  information,  and  often 
much  time,  are  necessary  to  concert  and  to 
execute.  It  was  wise,  therefore,  in  the  con- 
vention to  provide,  not  only  that  the  power 
of  making  treaties  should  be  committed  to 
able  and  honest  men,  but  also  that  they 
should  continue  in  place  a  sufficient  time  to 
become  perfectly  acquainted  with  our  na- 
tional concerns,  and  to  form  and  Introduce  a 
system  for  the  management  of  them.  The 
duration  prescribed  Is  such  as  will  give  them 
an  opportunity  of  greatly  extending  their 
political  Information,  and  of  rendering  their 
accumulating  experience  more  and  more 
beneficial  to  their  country.  Nor  lias  the 
convention  discovered  less  prudence  in  pro- 
viding for  the  frequent  elections  of  senators 
In  such  a  way  as  to  obviate  the  inconvenience 
of  periodically  transferring  those  great  af- 
fairs entirely  to  new  men;  for  by  leaving  a 
conslderble  residue  of  the  old  ones  In  place, 
uniformity  and  order,  as  well  as  a  constant 
succession  of  official  Information,  will  be  pre- 
served."    (The  Federalist,  p.  402.) 

THE   FEDERALIST,   HO.   LXXVH 

"It  has  been  mentioned  as  one  of  the  ad- 
vantages to  be  expected  from  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  Senate.  In  the  business  of  ap- 
pointments, that  It  would  contribute  to  the 
sUblllty  of  the  administration.  The  con- 
sent of  that  body  would  be  necessary  to  dis- 
place as  well  as  to  appoint.  A  change  of  the 
Chief  Magistrate,  therefore,  would  not  occa- 
sion so  violent  or  so  general  a  revolution  in 
the  officers  of  the  government  as  niiight  be 


expected.  If  he  were  the  sole  disposer  of 
offices.  Where  a  man  in  any  station  has 
given  satisfactory  evidence  of  his  fitness  for 
It,  a  new  President  would  be  restrained  from 
attempting  a  change  in  favor  of  a  person 
more  agreeable  to  him,  by  the  apprehension 
that  a  discountenance  of  the  Senate  might 
frustrate  the  attempt,  and  bring  some  de- 
gree of  discredit  up>on  himself.  Those  who 
can  best  estimate  the  value  of  a  steady  ad- 
ministration, will  be  most  disposed  to  prlxe 
a  provision  which  connects  the  official  exist- 
ence of  public  men  with  the  approbation 
or  disapprobation  of  that  body  which,  from 
the  greater  permanency  of  its  own  compo- 
sition, will  in  all  probability  be  less  subject 
to  Inconstancy  than  any  other  member  of  the 
government."    (The  Federalist,  pp.  476-477.) 

Appendix  in 
The  Senate  as  a  CoNTiNinNG  Boot 
(Extracts    from    the    Congressional    Globe 
relating  to  debates  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  on  the  question  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  a  continuing  body) 

1.    coN-raovEXST   over   the   senate    primtebs 

IN    1841 

A  Joint  resolution  of  March  3,  1819,  had 
provided  that  "as  soon  as  this  resolution 
shall  have  been  approved  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  each  House  shall  pro- 
ceed to  ballot  for  a  printer,  to  execute  Its 
work  during  the  next  Congress."  (The  res- 
olution is  reprinted  in  Congressional  Globe, 
aeth  Cong.,  2d  sees.,  v.  9,  p.  238.) 

An  amendatory  Joint  resolution  adopted 
in  1829  provided  that  "within  thirty  dajrs 
before  the  adjournment  of  every  Congress, 
each  House  shall  proceed  to  vote  for  a 
printer  to  execute  its  work  for  and  during 
the  succeeding  Congress."  (Reprinted  ibid, 
p.  189.)  Accordingly,  on  February  20,  1841, 
during  the  second  session  of  the  Twenty- 
sixth  Congress,  the  Senate  elected  Blair  ft 
Rives  as  Its  printers  for  the  Twenty-seventh 
Congress  (ibid.,  p.  197). 

On  March  4,  1841,  the  political  complexion 
of  the  Senate  changed  (Ibid.,  p.  186).  The 
Senate  organized  by  reelecting  Its  President 
pro  tempore  (Ibid.,  p.  231) ,  and  sat  In  special 
session  until  March  14.  The  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives duly  adjourned  sine  die,  and  was 
not  In  session  after  March  4. 

On  March  4,  1841,  a  resolution  was  intro- 
duced "That  Blair  &  Rives  be  dismissed  as 
printers  for  the  Senate  for  the  Twenty- 
seventh  Congress"  (Ibid.,  p.  236) .  On  March 
5  a  motion  to  take  up  this  resolution  for 
consideration  was  debated  at  length.  In 
February  at  the  time  of  the  election  of  the 
printers  It  had  been  urged  that  the  "next 
Senate"  should  be  allowed  to  elect  Its  own 
printers  (Ibid.,  p.  186). 

Mr.  AUen,  of  Ohio: 

"And  as  to  the  assertion  that  this  was  a 
new  Senate,  he  denied  the  fact.  The  argu- 
ment so  much  relied  on  in  this  discussion 
and  on  which  so  much  logic  and  reasoning 
had  been  wasted  In  opposition  to  the  election 
of  these  printers  was  untrue.  There  was  no 
such  thing  as  a  new  Senate  known  to  the 
Constitution  of  this  Republic.  They  might 
as  well  speak  of  a  new  Supreme  Court  as  of  a 
new  Senate.  There  was  a  new  House  of 
Representatives  because  the  entire  House 
expired  at  the  expiration  of  the  second  year 
and  because  the  4th  of  March  terminated 
the  life  of  that  body.  But  not  so  the  Senate. 
The  Constitution  replenishes  that  body 
every  2  years  by  the  election  of  a  class 
of  Senators,  and  thereby  gives  etornlty  to  the 
duration  of  the  body.  There  was  no  new, 
nor  was  there  any  old,  Senate.  The  same 
Senate,  therefore,  which  elected  Blair  and 
Rives  now  without  charge  ot  allegation  pro- 
poses to  rescind  the  act,  but  he  would  not  go 
Into  that"  (Ibid.,  p.  236). 

Mr.  Wright,  of  New  York  (as  the  Senate  was 
In  special  session  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives was  not  sitting,  the  Senate  could 
properly  consider  no  other  business  than 
nominations  and  treaties)  : 


*Ve  had  never  heard  it  pretended  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  are  not  perpetual  from 
Congress  to  Congress,  unless  they  were 
changed  by  the  body.  The  rules  were  not 
now  changed;  and  what,  then,  were  they  do- 
ing? Why,  they  were  debating  this  matter 
in  violation  of  their  rules,  and  by  their  ac- 
tion were  assuming  to  exercise  legislative 
powers"  (ibid.,  p.  236). 

Mr.  Henry  Clay,  of  Kentucky: 

"It  was  contended  on  one  side  that  the 
Senate  was  a  continuous,  never-dying  body, 
and  on  the  other  side  It  was  said  there  was 
no  House  of  Representatives.  But  in  the  true 
contemplation  of  the  Constitution,  the  Sen- 
ate, and  the  House,  too,  were  supposed  to  be 
in  existence;  for  if  the  States  had  discharged 
their  duties  by  the  election  of  Members,  they 
were  resdy  to  form  a  House.  The  Senate 
and  the  House  were.  In  the  contemplation 
of  the  Constitution,  continuous  bodies;  they 
were  not  identical  In  the  Members  that  com- 
posed them,  but  he  hoped  that,  though  theo- 
retically always  in  existence,  the  acts  and 
measures  of  the  Senate  would  depend  on  the 
component  Members  that  constitute  the 
body.  By  the  Constitution  the  Senate  had 
power,  exclusively  of  the  House,  of  the  Presi- 
dent, or  any  other  authority,  to  elect  its  own 
officers.  They  said  that  their  printer  was  an 
officer;  but  he  should  not  go  over  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  urged  with  so  much 
ability  by  his  friend  from  Delaware  (Mr. 
Bayard  ]  and  which  stood  unanswered  to  that 
day,  that  these  printers  were  officers"  (ibid., 
p.  237). 

Mr.  Wright: 

"He  had  before  referred  to  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  and  he  had  stated  what  he 
supposed  would  not  be  controverted,  that 
those  rules  were  as  perfectly  binding  on  that 
body  as  they  were  on  the  body  which  occupied 
those  seats  a  week  ago.  Now,  one  of  those 
rtiles  was,  that  "When  acting  on  confidential 
or  executive  business  the  Senate  shall  be 
cleared  of  all  persons,  except  the  Secretary, 
the  Principal  or  the  Executive  Clerk,  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  and  the 
Assistant  Doorkeeper.'  Well,  then,  under 
their  rules  they  must  assume  to  be  acting 
legislatively,  a  position  which  he  undertook 
to  show  they  did  not  occupy  after  their  or- 
ganization for  executive  purposes"  (ibid.,  p. 
237). 

The  Senate  voted  to  take  up  for  consider- 
ation the  resolution  to  dismiss  the'  printers 
(ibid.,  p.  238).  On  March  8,  the  debate  pro- 
ceeded. James  Buchanan,  of  Pennsylvania, 
contended  that  the  printers  were  not  officers 
of  the  Senate,  but  were  entitled  under  a 
binding  contract  to  do  the  Senate  printing. 
But  what  if  they  were  cheers? 

Senators  had  contended  that  one  Senate 
or  one  Congress  had  no  right  to  elect  officers 
for  their  successors;  and  that,  therefore,  the 
Joint  resolution  violated  the  Constitution, 
because  it  gave  the  election  of  a  printer  for 
the  next  Senate  to  that  which  had  expired 
on  the  3d  of  March.  This  was  as  strange  a 
position  as  any  which  had  been  assumed 
throughout  the  argtiment.  An  old  Senate 
and  a  new  Senate. 

There  could  be  no  new  Senate.  This  was 
the  very  same  body,  constitutionally  and  in 
point  of  law,  which  had  assembled  on  the 
first  day  of  Its  meeting  in  1789.  It  has  ex- 
isted without  any  intermission  from  that  day 
until  the  present  moment,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  exUt  as  long  as  the  Government 
should  endure.  It  was  emphatically  a  per- 
manent body.  Its  rules  were  permanent  and 
were  not  adopted  from  Congress  to  Congress 
like  those  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
For  many  years  after  the  commencement  of 
the  Government  its  Secretary  was  a  perma- 
nent officer,  though  our  rules  now  require 
that  he  should  be  elected  at  stated  Inter- 
vals. The  Senate  always  had  a  President, 
and  there  were  always  two-thirds  of  its  ac- 
tual Members  in  existence,  and  generally  • 
much  greater  number.  It  would  be  useless 
to  labor  this  question.  Bvery  writer,  without 
exception,  who  had  treated  on  the  subject 
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tuMi  decjarad  the  Senate  to  be  a  permaaoDt 
bodf.  It  sever  dies;  and  U  waa  tbe  abaet 
anchor  of  the  ConatitiUloa  oai  aoooiuxt  of  Ita 
permaxtaacf.  Senators  were  thus  defulved 
of  ttoe  poor  apoiagy  tliat  one  flwnate  had  no 
right  to  taidd  tta  aucoeaaors  (ibid,  p.  340). 

qq  March  9  the  fi*»^"°gi/->»»  ^aa  oonttxuied. 
A  imanliittnn  that  it  was  sot  competent  ior 
the  Senate  to  annul  the  election  and  dlveat 
tbe  printers  of  their  lights  vaa  voted  down 
(ibid.,  p.  346).  On  March  10  the  reaolution 
to  'itgnrti—  vaa  again  tat'fn   up. 

Mr.  Sevier,  of  Ariransaa: 

"It  had  been  very  pro^ierlj  said  that  ihla 
was  a  permanent  body,  and  that  the  elec- 
tion, whether  before  the  4th  of  March  or 
after,  waa  good  and  valid.  It  had  been  ac- 
quieaced  in  before,  as  he  found  on  looiltlne 
at  the  ayes  and  noes"  (Ibid^  p.  250). 

Mr.  Woodbiiry.  of  Vew  Hamjiahtre; 

"He  was  summoned  here  to  a  session  of  the 
Senate  without  the  House  of  Beipresenta- 
Uves;  and.  of  course,  a  session  for  the  trans- 
action of  executive  business  merely.  This 
body  was  a  permanent  one;  and  hence  it  was 
auppcMSd  that  no  new  nfllr.ftrs  were  to  be 
elected  if  no  vacancies  already  existed" 
(ibid.,  p.  851). 

The  resolution  to  rtlBmlss  Blair  It  Rives 
as  printacB  of  the  Senate  to  the  Twenty- 
seventh  Congress  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  36 
to  18,  on  March  11.  1841  (ibid.,  p.  256). 
This  action  tended  to  si^iport  the  view  that 
the  Senate  was  a  discontlrmoos  body. 

But  a  vote  to  dismlis  its  printers  was  not 
necessarily  a  vote  that  the  Senate  waa  dis- 
continuous. One  of  the  Senators  wJbo  advo- 
cated and  voted  for  the  dJainlssal.  Heary 
Clay,  at  Keutuclcy,  agreed  with  the  opposi- 
tion that  the  Senate  was  everlasting.  (Sea 
above.)  And  if  the  proponents  of  the  dla- 
contlnjiity  view  i»ere.  in  fact,  mcae  numerous 
than  Its  opponents,  the  reports  In  the  Coh- 
csaaaiOHAi,  Gixjax  (of  which  Blair  &  Rives 
were  editors  and  publishers)  wholly  fail  to 
indicate  it. 

a.  omca  or  PBBKniKirT  pbo  tempokx 

Senator  Collamer  Introduced  In  the  Sen- 
ate, August  5,  1861  (CONGEESSIONAL  Globi. 
87th  Cong.,  1st  aess.,  p.  436),  the  following 
resolution : 

"itesolved.  That  the  President  pro  tempore 
of  the  Senate,  elected  In  the  absence  of  the 
Vice  President,  holds  his  office,  wtille  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  until  another  Is  elected, 
and  executes  the  duties  thereof  whenever 
the  Vice  President  Is  absent." 

He  declared: 

"The  object  of  this  resolution  Is  to  de<dare 
what  I  have  understood  to  be  really  tha 
law.  *  *  *  It  aieenis  to  me  that,  if  an 
election  be  made  to  last  only  while  the  Vice 
President  Is  at  tliat  time  absent,  the  election 
to  the  office  must  cease  with  the  session.  It 
Is  an  absurdity  to  talk  about  the  absence  of 
the  Vice  President  when  the  Senate  is  not 
sitting.     •     •     • 

"The  law  which  provides,  in  acoordarxce 
with  the  Constitution,  who  shall  perform 
the  duties  of  President  of  the  United  States, 
in  case  of  the  death  or  resignation  of  both 
the  Praaident  and  Vice  President,  declares 
that  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate 
shall  officiate,  or.  If  there  be  no  President 
pro  tempore,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentativea.  It  is  very  observable  thiit 
that  law  neoessarily  Implies  that  the  Con- 
gress which  paased  it  understood  the  place 
of  President  pro  tempore  to  be  a  continulog 
office;  that  when  elected,  he  remained  in  un- 
til another  waa  elected  True,  it  might  fall 
out  that  he  might  die;  and  so  provision  was 
made  for  the  Sfteaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; but  tha  necessary  implication 
Xrom  tha  law  is  that  tha  offloe  of  President 
pro  tempoEe  of  tbe  Senate  is  a  continuing 
office." 

Bunatnr  Bafsard  oppnaad  Um  resolution. 
saying  <iMd,  p.  487) : 

"Jt  tha  Tk)e  President  does  noc  return, 
the  oooopaat  of  the  chair  vemains  Pre^dent 
pro  tempore  of   the  Se»ate.  Msaion  or  no 


gnsnlnn:  because  that  Is  the  natural  Inference 
from  the  duration  of  the  office.  He  Is  not 
elected  President  pro  tempore  during  the 
session  of  ttte  Senate;  he  is  elected  Praaident 
pro  tempore  during  tlie  absence  of  tbe  Vice 
President,  and  you  cannot  assume  the  Vice 
Preaident  will  return  until  he  i^ain  appears 
In  the  chair  as  Preaident  of  the  Senate." 

Mo  vote  was  taken  on  Senator  ODllamer's 
resolution,  and  tliere  was  no  dtarusptnn  as  to 
whetlier  or  not  the  office  of  President  pro 
tempore  oould  continue  over  into  a  new 
Congreaa. 

On  December  17.  1875.  after  tbe  death  ot 
the  Vioe  President.  Senator  Bdmunds  intro- 
duced a  resolution  to  proceed  to  tbe  election 
of  a  President  pro  tempore  on  the  7th 
of  January.  (Misc.  Due.  No.  21.  44th  Cong., 
1st  sess.) 

January  10.  1876.  Senator  Morton,  from 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
introduced  four  resoluUuus  relating  to  the 
office  of  President  pro  tempore  (CoKaoES- 
siojiAL  Record,  v.  4.  p.  311) .  In  the  report  of 
the  committee  (8.  Kept.  3,  44th  Coug^  Ist 
sess.)   It  Is  stated  (p.  2)  : 

"The  custom  of  the  Vice  President  to  va- 
cate the  chair  before  the  close  of  a  session 
to  enable  the  Senate  to  choose  a  President 
pro  tempore,  did  not  begin  until  after  the 
passage  of  the  act  of  March  1.  1702.  and  waa 
obviously  Instituted  to  nteet  the  contdniiiency 
eontempiated  in  the  act,  by  providing  a 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Smate  durini; 
tbe  vacations  of  tlxat  body.  The  Senate  in 
contemplation  of  law.  Is  a  perpetual  body, 
and  the  officers  of  the  Senate  are  as  much 
tts  officers  during  its  vacatioiks  as  dviring  Its 
sesslans.** 

The  report  also  cHes  4  coses  where  the 
office  of  President  pro  tempore  ceased  **at  tbe 
meeting  of  the  Senate  after  the  first  recess." 
and  49  where  it  did  not. 

The  first  resolution  proposed  was  (Coif- 
ORissioNAL  Rbcord.   vol.  4.  p.  811): 

"Jl«soZi>cd.  That  the  tenure  of  office  of 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  elected 
at  one  session  does  not  expire  at  the  meet- 
ing of  Congress  after  the  first  recess,  the 
Vice  President  not  having  appeared  to  take 
the  chair." 

Senator  Merrlmon,  dlscu."!8lng  this  resolu- 
tion, said: 

"I  entertain  the  opinion  that  when  the 
Senate  elects  a  President  pro  tempore  the 
Senator  so  elected  may  rightfully  continue 
to  hold  his  office,  unless  his  term  as  Senator 
shall  sooner  terminate  or  he  shall  be  re- 
moved for  cause,  until  the  Vice  President 
shall  return  to  preside  over  the  Senate,  and 
In  case  he  shall  fail  to  so  return  because  of 
death  or  other  cause,  then  until  a  new  Vice 
President  shall  be  elected  and  qualiaed. 
•  •  •  The  Senate  Is  a  perpetual  body;  It 
Is  created,  its  powers  are  conferred,  defined, 
and  limited,  by  the  Constitution." 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted 
(ibid.,  p.  316).  Senator  Sherman  then  re- 
marked: 

"I  want  to  emphasize  the  nuitter.  This 
resolution  Is  adopted  unanimously.  It  is  a 
resolution  that  affects  the  organization  of 
the  body  for  all  time  to  come  and  establishes 
a  precede:it." 

January  12,  1876  (ibid.,  pp.  360-373).  the 
Senate  adopted  this  resolution: 

"That  tlie  oOoe  of  Preaident  pro  tem- 
pore is  held  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate." 

October  10.  1881,  Senator  Garland,  object- 
ing to  the  admission  of  new  Senators  until 
a  President  pro  tempore  should  be  elected 
<the  Vice  President  having  become  President 
of  the  United  States  dijrlng  the  recess  of 
the  Senate),  said  (CoKcaxsazoHAi.  Rxcobd. 
vol.  13,  p.  607) : 

•"The  Senate  te  a  continuing  body.  It 
has  members  enough  whenever  It  may  meet. 
In  legal  contemplation,  to  transact  Its  busi- 
ness.** 

June  23,  1882.  while  Senator  Morgan  was 
addressing  the  Senate  on  the  powers  of  the 


Presiding  Officer.  Senator  Maxey  interjected 
the  remark  (Comulsssionai.  Recoso.  vol.  13,  p. 
5263 )  :  "The  Senate  is  a  perpetual  body." 
Thereupon  Senator  Morgan  continued: 

"The  Senate  being  a  perpetual  body,  if  the 
Journals  show  that  we  have  a  Presiding  Of- 
ficer selected  under  the  Constitution,  the 
Journals  cannot  show  that  any  other  person 
can  convene  the  Senate  and  call  it  to  order 
and  organize  it  as  a  legislative  body  except 
that  peraon.  until  we  supply  another  man 
under  the  Constitution  and  furnish  him 
with  tlie  constitutional  and  record  authority 
also  to  preside  in  this  body  *  *  *. 
Whenever  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
is  not  together  in  pursuance,  if  you  please, 
of  an  adjournment  Irom  yesterday  or  an  ad- 
journmeiit  from  the  last  term  and  we  do  not 
nnd  the  geuUeman  present  who  fills  the 
offloe  which  the  Journals  of  this  body  show 
that  he  Is  entitled  to  fill,  our  duty  then,  azul 
it  Is  our  first  constittitional  and  unavoldabl* 
duty,  is  to  supply  that  record  and  supply 
the  men  to  tiil  the  place." 

March  28.  1388.  Senator  Butler  introduced 
the  fallowing  resolution  (CoMcaEBSioaiaL 
Rbcokb   vol.  21.  p.  87 1  : 

"MegolvecL,  That  the  tenure  of  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  does  not  expire  at  the 
meeting  of  Congress  after  a  recess,  the  Vice 
President  having  appeared  to  take  the  chair." 

In  diacuBsing  this  resolution.  Senator  Rea- 
gan said  (ibid.,  p.  46): 

"A  great  many  of  the  precedents  sbow  thsit 
the  President  pro  tempore  at  the  expiration 
of  a  Congress  takes  his  seut  at  U>e  com- 
mencement of  a  new  Congress.  It  is  oou- 
veiiieru  fur  the  Seriate  to  allow  him  to  do  ao 
for  the  purpose  of  organization;  bi^  It  seems 
to  mc  as  a  rule  to  be  unjust  and  impropar 
for  tbe  reason  I  shall  state,  i  know  it  is 
done  upon  the  supposition  that  the  Senate  Is 
a  continuing  bodv.  So  it  is  a  oontlnuiiig 
body  with  installments  added  every  two 
years.  If  I  may  xise  such  an  expression.  At 
the  end  of  each  Conccress  it  is  presumed  that 
one-third  of  the  Seriate  are  new  to  their  posi- 
tion. It  ou^ht  not  to  be  that  that  one-third 
of  the  Senate  shall  have  no  choice  in  the 
selection  of  a  President  pro  tempore." 

The  resolution  was  not  acted  upon. 

Felaruary  10.  1890,  Senator  Evarts.  from  the 
Conunittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  re- 
ported the  following  resolution  (Concrzs- 
siOMAL  Record,  vol.  21,  p.  1154)  : 

" Resolved .  That  it  is  competent  for  the 
Senate  to  elect  a  President  pro  tempore,  who 
shall  hold  the  office  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Senate  and  until  another  is  elected,  and  shall 
execute  the  duties  tliereof  when  the  Vice 
Preaident  is  absent." 

In  discussing  this  resolution  Senator  Evarts 
(ibid  .  p.  1717)  referred  to  Senator  Oollamer's 
resolutitm  of  1861,  and  also  to  the  Morton 
report  of  1876.  which  he  said  raised  the  ques- 
tion 'Whether  a  President  pro  tempore  chosen 
at  one  session  of  the  Senate  should  vacate 
that  place,  that  post,  that  offloe,  at  the  open- 
ing of  tlie  next  session  or  after  the  first  re- 
cess of  the  Scnste.  This  committee  vera 
entirely  ot  opinion,  and  there  is  now,  I  sup- 
pose, no  difference  in  the  Senate  on  that 
point,  that  that  did  not  terminate  the  offloe 
of  President  pro  tempore.  *  *  *  It  ap- 
pears now  ttiat  there  is  left  for  consideration 
only  this:  Whether  as  a  mattter  of  conatttu- 
tlonal  obligation  It  is  essential  that  the  Sen- 
ate should  oonAne  the  existence  and  author- 
ity of  a  President  pro  tempore  to  the  in>- 
mediate  occasion  at  the  par^cular  absence 
of  the  Vice  President  on  which  he  Is  elected. 
*  *  *  Ko  Senator  can  see  more  clearly 
than  I  do  the  very  great  inconvenience  of 
being  dependent,  entirely  without  a  presiding 
officer,  when  a  merely  casual,  unexpected,  and 
unannounced,  and  yet  necessary  absence  of 
the  Vice  President  may  require  that  there 
ahoxild  be  some  one  to  take  the  chair." 

Senator  Hoar  supported  the  resolution,  but 
Senator  George  maintained  tl:iat  it  was  con- 
trary to  "the  uniform,  unbroken  practice  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for  a  hundred 
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iBfiqgiandter 
Oacsve  <lMd.,  ». 


jwars.  nnd  tbe  iinifc 
ikx  at  Ukt  Homt  at. 
hM  fwia  " 

Mafck  12,   IgM 
21444  staSBd: 

"At  aU  tiasea.  aaid  !■  eipary  oonoaivable  war 
in  wUch  tke  qnasCian  oovld  be  mined.  U  was 
uniformly  decided  until  liBiL  isittaout  dissent 
on  tiM  part  oL  safona.  tisat  the  Pse^dent 
pro  iiriipnim  of  tiie  Qmste  iMld  his  oAoe.  as 
tt»e  words  Ihniafiiwen  arxian.  during  that  par- 
ticuJnr  ateeaoe  of  tbrs  Viae  President  tfor 
wiiAchhe  wMeiectML  •  «  •  Xtowjatot^M 
present  tiase  bbe  pcactlne  at  the  Seaate  has 
cxmfarmed  to  the  original  lutecpeatation 
plnoad  upon  the  Constitution,  as  I  ha«e 
stated  It  to  be." 

Sena  try  Oearge  thca  iiivhjwiad  ttee  various 
eVeetlons  of  a  ftnealdnnt  pro  tempore  flpona 
1788  to  li869.  and  oosuskidad  <p.  3i4«) : 

"At  tttf  expeaee  ot  <reqi»mt  aiecUasM.  n4 
Uke  nrpfnar  of  tlisiiging  ttK  orrayant  at 
the  ciwtr  aa  frequently  aa  16  or  IS  dafs 
apart.  witA  one  isnlfotxn  oaneeasMs  oT  optei- 
loa.  sdt^  a  mUarmit)'  of  pmottoe  ■dilcM  la 
without  a  stao^e  beeak  ter  a  kansb-ad 
ttoe  Jud^BoeaC  of  the  Sesiate  Itas  been 
the  Presicient  pro  teaapore  eteoted  to  tiw 
sence  of  the  Vice  President  V8 
upon  ttee  reto-n  of  thart  oBoer." 
Senator  Tnrpte  («Md..  p.  8180) 
an  asnendment  to  cteange  ttoe  reaOMitiaB  to 
the  following  form: 

"RctotveA,  Tlsat  It  ta  ooaapetenC  tor 
Senate  to  elect  a  Prestdeot  pro  teaspore 
shall  boM  the  sdtoe  daring  the  pkeasure  of 
ttie  Senate  and  unttt  aoother  Is  rWtrtod.  and 
Bhall  executive  tte  duttea  ttiareaC  daring 
all  future  absenoes  oC  tbe  Vice  Pivaideat  on- 
ttt  tlse  Seimte  atuOl  otlaerwlae  OKler." 
In  reply  to  Senator  Oeor^  he  aaM: 
"I  thti*  the  unbrc*en  practtos  or  ^aataai 
which  he  spesrics  o<  is  owing  to  the  (act  tKat 
the  question  has  not  been  dtaouased.  and 
there  has  been  no  determinative  or  affirma- 
tive decision  on  the  construction  of  the  Na- 
tional CoAistituttan  herein." 

llie  resoUstlon  was  adopted  aa  amended 
by  Senator  Turpie  without  division  March  12, 
1870  (Ibid.,  p.  2153) .  Nothing  was  said  In  the 
discussion  ns  to  ^rtietiieT  or  not  tlie  office  cC 
President  pro  tempore  under  the  resolwtion 
wo«ild  «ptre  w*th  the  Ooogreas  dudng  wOiioh 
he  was  elected. 

March  2.  1881.  Beaakv  Charles  F.  Mnndw- 
aon  was  elected  Piwaident  pro  teB^poK  to  hold 
office  daring  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate,  in 
accordance  with  the  resolution  of  March  12, 
1890  (Congressional  Record,  vol. '22,  p.  3C3T), 
wRh  «ke  Intention,  apparesatly,  that  his  of- 
fice would  oontiniie  owar  inOo  Mae  following 
Congress.  Subsequent  Presidents  pro  tem- 
pore have  regularly  been  elected  with  refer- 
ence to  this  same  racrtutian. 

In  COfry's  compilation.  President  of  the 
Senate  Pro  Tempore,  numerous  instances  are 
cited  of  Presidents  pro  tempore  hcAding  over 
from  one  Congress  to  the  next: 

John  Oaillard,  Thirteenth  to  Fourteenth 
Congress  (p.  14) . 

William  P.  yni^gii'".  Twenty-aeventb  to 
Twenty-eighth  Congress  (p.  32). 

William  R.  Kii^  Thirty-.acst  to  xatlrty> 
second  Congress  (p.  88). 

Jesse   D.   Bright.   Ttaii^-tklrd   to 
fourth  CoDgsess  (p.  36). 

BeojMnin  F.  Wade.  Tbdr^-nlnth  to 
tieth  CoQgmss  <p.  48) . 

John  J.  IngaUs.  «artir-<iiniih  to  FIMetfe 
Congseas  (p.  17&>. 

Charles  F.  Mandiwnss.  FM«y-«Bat  to  MMr- 
tMad  Ofldffws  <p.  8iSt . 

WUlteaa  P.  Arye.  i>tt«y-tov«k  to  nttr-fltoMft 
Ooagraas  (pp.  IVb-SXl^. 

Wiataas  F.  WKja,  nf«f-«ev«nth  to  nfty- 
ntnto  Orw^rnss  (pp.  ng-SSO) . 

1  F.  nrye,  ateOeOi  to  «n»y-seunid 

<pp.  «l-t28).  

On  tbe  either  hsnd,  %he  same  eompfl alilo a 
cites  cases  cf  leelecUen  cC   Presidents  pre 
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at  a  apeelal  Mncch  4  SBaaioa  of  tfaa 
Senate,  as  follows: 

WlTllam  R.  "King.  Mamh  4,  1841  tP-  «1>  • 
Davto  K.  Atchtom.  Marcti  4.  18SB  (p.  87) . 
ilnrans  M.  Aiaaan.  Maich  4.  18i87  <p.  42^.. 
Salomon  Fort.  Marcii  4.  1863  ^p.  47) . 
William  P.  Frye.  March  T.  1901  (p,  217) . 
William  P.  Frye,  December  5, 1W7  (p.  VX) . 

a.  BEBATE  OOKCXBMXNC  JOIVT  Sni.SS   OT  SXNAIZ 
aWD     BOUBK 

January  10,  1876,  Seiutor  Hamlin,  Irom 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  fol- 
lowing lesolulluu  (CJoNtntssBiowM,  Record, 
▼ol.  4,  p.  808^  : 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  Homte  <of 
Representatives  Mxucurriag),  That  the  ^nt 
rules  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 
ttves  In  force  at  the  close  OT  the  last  session 
of  Congress  be,  aTid  the  same  are  hereby, 
adopted  as  tbe  fobut  roles  xH  tlw  two  Honses 
(or  the  present  session." 

Senator  Hamlto,  In  supporting  the  reso^a- 
tton.  said: 

"The  Senate  has  Its  rules.  X^e  Benaite  Is 
an  existing  body,  ai»d  t%B  rtrtes  exist  with  the 
body.  Tbe  House  of  Representattves  Is  a 
body  wfalrck  expires  once  In  8  yeacs,  and 
Its  rules  exaire,  of  coarse,  with  each  expir- 
ing Oon^ress." 

Senator  Bayard,  sneaking  on  the  same 
resolution  January  17,  I87S,  said  <lWd.,  p, 
481): 

"The  question  comes   at  once   whether  a 
Joint  rale  adopted  toy  the  two  Houses  falls 
and  baoomes  void  by  the  expiration  of  the 
Congress   In   which  that  r«)e   wu   adopted. 
So  far  as  the  Senate  Is  coooerned,  tt  will  not. 
1  think,  be  suggested,  because  this  Is  a  con- 
tinuing   body;    there    is    alweys    and    at  fill 
times  a  quorum  continuing  from  one  Con- 
gress to  another.     It  Is  not  so  with  1*ie  House 
<rf  Representatives,  the  termination  of  whose 
legal    existence    Is    at   tbe    end    cf    every    2 
years.     •     •     •     So  Tar  as  t*ie  Senate  Is  con- 
cerned, we  an  know  that  <*ie  Senate's  rales 
continue,   tout  t*»e   question   Is  wliat    effect 
the  -dWerent  constitution  cf  the  other  House 
of  Oonpress  has  npon  a  Joint  rule." 
Senator  Mei liiiion  stated: 
"The  long  experience  of  o\n-  Chief  Cleric, 
embracing  about  88  years,  knows  of  no  ex- 
ception; and,  as  far  as  he  has  been  able  to 
learn  on  examination,  there  has  been  no  ex- 
ception to  the  practice  that  the  Joint  ruler 
oontinne  from  Congress  to  Congress  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate.     But  when  the  matter 
vras  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  we  could  not  see  how  any 
rule,  whether  Joint  or  otherwise,  of  one  Con- 
gress could  toe  binding  i^pon  a  siihsequent 
Congress,  Tor  the  Congress  as  a  Congress  lasts 
hut  two  years.     As  a  legal  proposition,  if  a 
Joint  nale  Is  not  binding  npoa  the  House, 
how  could  it  be  binding  upon  the  Senate?" 
Senator  Thurman  said  {Ibid.,  p.  432)  : 
"The   resolution    now  hefore    the   Senate 
rests  upon  the   assumption   that  the  Joint 
rules  of  the  two  Houses  fall  at  the  end  of 
what  is  called  every  Congreea.  and  that  thej 
must  necessarily  do  ao  upon  the  theory  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  expires  at  the 
end  of  every  Congress,  while  it  Is  said  that 
the  Senate  is  a  perpetual  body.    Why  Is  It 
said  that  the  Senate  is  a  perpetual  body?    I 
know   of   no  reason   except  one.   and   that 
Is  that  onljr  one-third  of  its  Members  go  out 
every   3   years,   so   that   there  Is  always  * 
sufficient   number  of  Senators  In   office   to 
constitute  a  guortun  of  the  Senate.     •     •     • 
The  Senate  is  said  to  he  a  perpetual  body. 
Isecause  It  can  he  convened  at  any  Instant 
"I  say.  In  r^ply  to  the  Senator  from  Maine, 
that  the  o^'iiT'**'  ol  the  United  States  can 
be  convened  at  anjr  moment.    In  the  con- 
templation of  our  Constltntlon  there  is  never 
one  moment  oI  time  when  12iere  Is  not  a, 
Congress  of  the  TTnltea  States  Wlil(9i  can  lie 
convened  xipoa  the  can  ot  the  President,  and 
In  point  of  tact  it  Is  ao.    •     •     •     The  theory 
of  our  Government  Is  Chat  aS  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Oovcrnment — executive,  Judi- 


cial, Aeglalative— «i«  in  exlBt.enoe  aX  aawy 
jnoaaesit  of  time.  •  •  •  xhc  Senate  ta 
aaid  to  he  a  ~'*^^""'"e  body.  Cannot  we 
change  our  rules  whrnrvftr  we  plaasej  The 
tirat^m  4j^a  rlidT>gf  Ito  rules,  »^^  tw^t^mf 
whether  the  mle^tof  the  last  House  oontinuc 
In  force  until  altered  or  not.  •  •  •  i 
Ihtok  this  idea  that  there  is  a  dead  House 
of  AeprasejLtatises  eaery  two  yeara  is  all  a 
"''f^fiVf  I  think  the  ^J^^gn  of  Bepresenta- 
tivas  is  as  perntanesot  a  body  as  t^^  Senate. 
The  fact  that  we  hold  our  aOoe  for  §  fe»xm 
and  they  for  only  2  makes  no  mannor  of 
dlffasence  between  the  two  Hous«a  as  to  the 
perntanent  nature  of  the  ba4y." 

Sfrnator  *"^'-"-in  said  (ibid.,  p.  488)  : 
"Z3ae  lules  of  the  "—Mtr  of  BepraaeBita- 
tine«.  I  heUeve  it  is  -~^^>^'M~i  tm  all  ImiKks, 
expire  with  the  Oongresa.  Zbece  can  be  i» 
doubt  about  that,  because  that  has  been  the 
universal  practice  oT  the  Government,  I  be- 
lieve, from  the  bagtsstng.  While  Z  wsm  a 
Mfimtier  oi  the  Houec  there  were  two  or  three 
Important  occasions  when,  before  the  House 
was  organized,  it  was  held  that  there  were 
no  miaK.  Bf  the  estafcllshad  ftrti^ttiw  of  the 
Governnkeitf  Irom  Uae  beginning  to  fci^'g  hour 
It  has  been  held  that  the  rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  expire  with  the  Congress, 
and  that  no  law  can  operate  to  extend  the 
rules  from  one  Congress  to  aaotber,  because 
that  woOld  be  to  violate  the  Oonatttatton 
Itself.  In  this  sespect  the  rules  of  eacti  Heosa 
are  precisely  alike. 

"The  rules  of  tbe  Senate  are  no  more  oper- 
ative than  the  rules  of  tlM  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. We  have  the  power  to  changa 
them  St  any  moment.  It  is  saM  that  this 
body  4s  a  cocttnuous  body;  but  these  rales 
need  net  be  written  eut  In  tbe  form  cf  mles 
prescribed  in  set  phrases.  I  have  come,  there- 
fore, to  the  conclusion  that  tt  is  not  neces- 
sary, ao  tar  aa  ttee  Joint  rulex  or  the  ndes 
of  the  Benate  ace  ooaaeraed,  to  tstee  any 
aotton  at  the  beginning  of  ea 
simply  because  the  joint  riiles  eapire  l>y 
expiration  of  Congress.  It  is  not  necessary 
far  us.  to  oonttoue  any  of  our  mlea,  to  adopt 
tlw  iwwal  raaolatton  of  the  House  at  tha 
III  fciisiiilin;  of  every  Oongresa.  I  tedtom  tha 
joiat  nilBB  -wiU  Im  conOnaad 
auehacUna.  Tbe  Senate  itself  is-.;. ; 
body,  and  all  the  rules  which  aCact  the 
Senate  continue  until  changed  by  the  action 
«f  the  Sena^  " 

Senator  Kel^  ssM  (a^isL,  p.  434^ : 
'Tbe  acBsde  lias  never  coaiAdared  tt  neeea- 
aary  to  ikdi^  the  rules  ef  a  previoas  Cangreaa, 
probably  for  tiie  reaaoii  wtdoh  has  been 
stated,  that  It  Is  always  an  orgaalaed  body; 
thaCte,  It  atasaps  ims  a  quonun  to  do  4 
Betog  an  organ  load  body  It  ha» 
1789  adopted  tise  rales  of  a  pcevtaua  Con- 


rtac  said  <ftMU  p.  das)r 
"I  have  alwaps  undaEstood  the  tkaary  sT 
the  two  Honsea  to  %e  t^ls:  Fitat,  tbat  the 
Beaate  Is  a  cositini^ng  body.  Xhat  .nsalts 
tcom.  tbe  natuve  «f  Its  ocgan^Eatton  and 
hecaiMe  Jt  Is  a  part  of  «fce  exacuttae 
ment  of  the  Government.  •  •  •  Hbea 
the  Senate  adJoniBS  from  one  seasion  to 
another  tt  is  notJ^Ing  mene  tbac  a  seoeBS  of 
the  Senate.  Z  bsUese  I  liave  never  beJom 
heard  U  aartd  that  tbe  House  of  Bf^s'eBaata- 
tlves  was  a  continuing  body,  •  •  »  We 
have  a  President  pea  tenqpoBe.  a  Sec^geant  at 
Amsa.andaBeoretary.And  they  oontinua  un- 
til the  Sr""*"  itself  18^"^  a  f^^^^g*  Zliera- 
f ore  ttM  oiyaniaation  of  the  body  is  aat  tost, 
and  every  adjouounesit  of  the  Basiate  is 
almply  in  the  xiatuie  of  a  eeoesa." 
Beuator  Maaey  aaid  (ibid.,  p.  438)  : 
"It  is  .told  that  the  House  of  Bepmiaata- 
Uves  is  a  continuous  body;  and  that  ceasosi 
Is  assigned  by  a  Senator  lor  whose  lagal  Judg- 
ment I  have  great  reapeot;  but  I  do  not 
concur  in  It;  I  do  not  tialnk  It  la  true,  l 
helleve  that  there  Is  a  neasatinn  of  tha  or- 
ganization tJf  the  House  of  Representatives 
every   two   years.     The   very   fact   that   this 
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body  requires  the  President  of  the  Senate 
(whoever  that  may  be)  to  call  the  Senate 
together,  that  It  is  a  perpetual  body,  that 
it  never  ceases  to  exist,  that  while  one-third 
goes  out  every  second  year  one- third  comes 
In  at  the  same  time,  makes  it  a  perpetual 
body.     •     •     • 

"There  never  has  been  a  time  since  the 
organization  of  this  Oovemment  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senate  were  not  in  existence. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  perpetual  body,  so  laid 
down  in  all  the  works  on  the  subject.  The 
House  Is  not  so.  It  is  true  of  the  House 
of  Lords;  it  is  not  true  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Precisely  what  is  true  of  the  House 
of  Lords  is  true  of  the  Senate;  precisely  what 
is  true  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  true  of 
the  House  of  Representatives."  (Edgerton, 
Apr.  30,  1B15;  McClenon,  Nov.  22,  igi5.) 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Amer- 
ican   Petroleum    Institute    in    Chicago    on 
November  15,  1952. 

By  Idx.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
Address  entitled  "Freedom  and  Its  Pur- 
pose," delivered  by  John  Poster  Dulles  at 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  National  Coun- 
cil of  Churches  of  Christ  In  the  United  States 
of  America,  at  Denver,  Colo.,  on  December  11, 
1952. 

By  Mr.  WILET: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  and  material 
relating  to  the  crimes  of  International  com- 
munism, and  the  necessity  for  stricter  antl- 
esplonage  laws. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
Address  delivered  by  the  Honorable  Peter 
Campbell  Brown.  Chairman.  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Board,  before  the  sixty-fourth 
annual  dinner  of  the  Brooklyn  Bar  Associa- 
tion, at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  on  Thursday,  Decem- 
ber 4.  1952. 

By  Mr.  CASE : 
Address  delivered  by  the  Honorable  Walter 
M.  Bastlan,  United  States  District  Court,  at 
the    welcome    to    Washington    dinner    given 
by  the  Washington  Board  of  Trade  in  honor 
of  the  new  Members  of  Congress. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
Address  delivered  by  Mr.  George  E.  String- 
fellow,  president  of  the  New  Jersey  Taxpay- 
ers' Association,  on  November  14,  1952. 

A  poem  entitled  "A  Nation  Prayed,"  writ- 
ten by  Vincent  Godfrey  Burns,  and  published 
in  Redwood  and  Other  Poems. 
By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 
Letter  addressed  to  her  by  Miss  Hilda  E. 
Sawtelle,  Maine  State  secretary.  National 
League  of  District  Postmasters,  under  date 
of  November  7.  1952. 

By  Mr.  ROEERTSON: 
Editorial  entitled   "Unlimited  Senate  De- 
bate Vital  to  United  States  Minorities."  pub- 
lished in  the  Richmond  Times-Dispatch   of 
January  4,  1953. 

By  Mr.   KILOORE: 
Article  entitled  "West  Virginia  Brings  Use- 
ful Books  to  the  People,"  pub'ished  in  the 
Pathfinder  magazine  of  August  20,  1932. 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
Statement  entitled  "Why  I  Would  Be  In 
Favor  of  the  High   Dam   at  Hells  Canyon." 
prepared  by  Harold  Dawson,  a  sophomore  in 
the  Marslng   (Idaho)    High  School. 
By  Mr.  THTJi:: 
Article  entitled  "Flaw  in  a  Boom,"  written 
by  Alfred  D.  Stedman,  and  published  in  the 
St.  Paul  Sunday  Pioneer  Press  of  Januarv  4 
1953.  '     ' 


STATEMENT       ON       GOVERNMENT 
BUDGET  BY  JOSEPH  M.  DODGE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record,  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks,  a  statement  on  the  Govern- 
ment budget  by  Joseph  M.  Dodge,  Direc- 
tor-designate of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget.  I  think  it  should  be  available  to 
Uie  Members  of  the  Senate. 
^There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statembnt  on  the  Government  Budget 

(By  Joseph  M.  Dodge,  Director-designate  of 

the  Bureau  of  the  Budget) 

1.  It  should  be  emphasized  again  that  the 
Government  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1954 
(July  1,  1953-June  30.  1954),  about  to  be 
presented  to  the  Congress,  will  be  a  Budget 
completely  developed  and  prepared  by  the 
outgoing  administration. 

Designees  for  official  positions  In  the  In- 
coming administration  have  not  participated 
in  the  determination  of  the  programs  or 
policies  on  which  the  Budget  U  ba.sed  and 
have  not  attempted  to  influence  the  dollar 
figures  appearing  in  It. 

2.  The  incoming  administration  will  in- 
herit the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1954 
and  will  In.nerlt  the  supplemental  budgets 
which  are  ac'dltlons  to  the  regular  fiscal  year 
1953  budget  (July  1.  1952-June  30,  1953), 
and  also  will  be  submitted  to  the  new  Con- 
gress. 

It  will  inherit  the  accumulated  and  un- 
fulfilled fiscal  obligations  arising  from  ap- 
propriation legislation  enacted  for  the  new 
budgets  and  for  the  budgets  of  prior  years. 

3.  The  first  budget  completely  prepared 
by  the  incoming  administration  will  be  for 
the  fiscal  year  1955,  taking  effect  July  1, 
1954,  and  submitted  to  the  Congress  in  Janu- 
ary 1954.  The  preparation  of  that  Budget, 
In  many  areas,  will  have  to  begin  before 
the  fiscal  year  1954  budget  goes  into  effect 
July  1.  1953. 

4.  It  is  significant  that  for  the  first  time 
in  20  years  th'.re  will  be  a  change  of  ad- 
ministration which  will  involve  a  reconsid- 
eration of  the  prevailing  policies  and  pro- 
grams that  are  implemented  through  bud;;- 
etary  action. 

Also,  for  the  first  tlnne  In  20  years,  a  com- 
plete change  of  administration  takes  place 
early  in  the  year.  Prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  twentieth  amendment,  congressional  re- 
view of  the  bud  :et  usually  was  well  under 
way  before  Inaumiratlon  and  organization 
of  the  new  Government. 

5.  Every  Government  budget  Is  the  result 
of  6  or  more  months  of  work  In  the  mul- 
tiple and  diverse  departments  and  agencies 
by  many  persons  at  all  levels  of  rcspun- 
BiblUty. 

It  contains  large  dollar  amounts  that  are 
relatively  inflexible  and  ur.cuntrollable  and 
the  automatically  expandin-^  costs  which  re- 
sult from  the  nature  of  the  workload  re- 
quired by  statutory  enactments  and  from 
econ<-mlc  changes  producing  hipiher  costs. 

6.  It  should  be  remembered  that  Govern- 
ment cash  e:<penditures  In  any  one  year  may 
differ  from  tlie  appropriated  amounts  in  the 
budget  Itself  as  it  is  finally  approved  and 
win  vary  according  to  the  rate  of  cash  ex- 
penditure on  programs  authorized  under 
present  or  prior  year  appropriations.  This 
Is  principally  because  appropriations  for  de- 
fense, foreign  aid.  construction,  and  other 
activities  are  authorized  some  time  before 
the  actual  ca^h  is  paid  out  to  complete  them. 

Therefore,  all  adjustments  in  fiscal  year 
1954  appropriations  automatically  will  not 
have  an  equal  effect  on  Government  cash  ex- 
penditures in  the  fi.=cal  year  1954. 

7.  Any  profKssed  revisions  recommended  by 
the  new  administration  In  the  budgeu  that 


the  present  administration  shortly  wiU  pre- 
sent to  the  Congress  will  require  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  policies,  programs,  and  operations 
on  which  they  have  been  based:  the  details 
of  their  present  and  probable  futxire  coets; 
the  effect  of  any  proposed  changes;  and  any 
changes  In  the  budget  will  need  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Congress. 

In  making  recommendations  for  budgetary 
revisions  It  Is  Imperative  that  the  President- 
elect have  the  advice  of  his  newly  appointed 
department  and  agency  heads  and  of  his 
own  and  their  staffs  before  stating  his  views 
to  the  Congress  about  expenditures  and  taxes 
with  respect  to  the  fiscal  year  1954  budget 
and  the  fiscal  year  1953  supplemental 
budgets. 

8.  The  heads  of  departments  and  agencies 
appointed  by  the  new  administration  will 
have  only  a  limited  opportunity  to  make  a 
thorough  examination  and  review  of  all  the 
details  of  the  budgets  which  were  prepared 
and  stibmltted  before  they  took  office.  The 
committees  of  the  Congress  necessarily  will 
begin  to  review  and  act  on  appropriations 
which  should  be  available  at  the  start  of  the 
new  fiscal  year,  July  1.  1963.  before  the  new 
appointees  can  have  final  views  on  all  budg- 
etary matters. 

9  To  meet  this  problem  It  la  Intended 
to  establish  a  budgetary  review  procedure 
Immediately  after  January  30,  1953,  which 
win  concentrate  on  selected  Items  In  each 
department.  Detailed  arrangements  and 
methods  for  these  reviews  will  be  announced 
to  the  department  and  agency  heads.  The 
recommendations  resulting  from  these  re- 
views will  be  presented  to  the  President  and 
then  to  the  Congress  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

10.  There  Is  no  qualification  by  the  Elsen- 
hower Administration  In  Its  objective  or  Its 
determination  to  proceed,  with  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  Congress,  to  the  achievement  of 
a  balanced  budget. 


THE  McCARRAN-WALTER  ACT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
an  article  entitled  "Plot  Against  the  Mc- 
Carran-Walter  Act"  written  by  Herbert 
G.  Moore  and  published  In  the  National 
Republic  of  December  1952. 

There  beine;  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Plot  Agmnst  the  McCarhan-Walteb  Act 
(By  Herbert  G    Moore) 

"A  peoples  coalition  can  rout  racist  Mc- 
Carranlsm  ••  So  reads  a  headline  In  a  recent 
Issue  of  the  Dally  Worker  (Communist  or- 
gan). The  article  under  this  heading  is 
wTlilcn  by  PeUl.s  Perry.  JJegro  member  of  the 
national  committee  of  the  American  Com- 
munist Party,  who  is  now  under  Indictment. 
It  estimates  that  "more  than  40O00.0C0 
Americans  are  dhectly  affected  by  the  bru- 
tally undemocratic  pn-vlslons  of  the  McCar- 
ran  Immi^ratkn'  law,"  and  It  calls  upon  all 
progressive  forces  to  meet  this  ominous  po- 
litical threat  to  their  liberties  by  uniting  to 
defeat  the.se  new  alien  and  sedition  laws. 

Thl.s  Dally  Worker  tirade  Is  typical  of  the 
concerted  attack  being  waged  by  Commu- 
nl.sts  and  left-wingers  against  this  new  act 
which  becomes  effective  on  December  24. 
1952.  In  the  leftist  press  and  from  the 
speakers  rostrum,  the  McCarran -Walter  Im- 
migration and  naturalization  bill  has  been 
termed  a  pernicious  piece  of  legislation  which 
run.s  counter  to  American  principles  and 
traditions.  It  was  a  major  target  for  attack 
by  demagogic  orators  during  the  recent  polit- 
ical campaign,  and  It  continues  to  be  blasted 
In  certain  quarters  as  a  wicked  and  discrim- 
inatory measure.  As  a  result,  many  loyal 
Americans  are  understandably  confused.     Is 


this  really  gocd  or  bad  legislation?  Is  it  a 
pro-Amerlcaa  or  an  anti-American  bill? 
What  U  the  truth? 

There  Is  one  very  quick  waj  to  answer 
questions  such  as  these.  By  analyrJng  the 
opponents  and  proponents  of  this  Issue,  we 
can  arrive  at  a  fairly  accurate  conclusion. 
The  nature  of  the  oppoaltion  In  particular 
•liould  immediately  determine  our  position. 
If  we  find  that  CooamunUts  and  leXt-winxers 
are  against  such  a  bill,  then  U  \a  sale  to  say 
that  loyal  Americans  should  be  for  It.  Let's 
first  take  a  lock  at  the  characters  who  are 
now  attacking  It  with  all  their  energy. 

The  most  vicious  attacks  in  the  press 
w«re — and  are — to  be  found  in  the  pa^es  of 
the  DaUy  Woiker  and  the  People's  Dally 
World,  the  two  leading  new^apers  of  the 
CoBununists  wJilch  alwa>'s  take  their  orders 
direct  from  Moscow.  Outside  the  press  the 
main  opposition  has  been  ^earheaded  by 
Uke  American  Committee  for  the  Protection 
of  Foreign  Born,  which  was  described  by  a 
Special  OommtMae  on  Un-itanerican  Acttv- 
ttkes  as  'Vjoe  of  tka  oldwf  auxillaciaB  of  tbe 
Oommuntot  Paity  In  tbe  Onitad  atatrn." 

Another  croup — and  a  moat  artioulato 
one— opportn«  gIm  Mil  to  «tM  HBikmai  La»- 
yers  Guild,  aiao  oltad  by  botk  ttt*  Attomeir 
General  and  tfaa  Houae  Onnsmittae  on  Un- 
Amarican  AcUvtOes  m  a  Conuaunlat  front. 
In  fact,  the  L«wyem  Oaikl  baa  twen  nacaed 
as  tbe  foranaoaC  legal  btihwark  of  ttae  Com- 
munist Party,  «>Mch  ainoe  Its  inoeption  has 
never  failed  «o  raUf  to  the  legal  detenae  oi 
the  Commanist  I^arty  and  indtvidual  mem- 
bers thereof,  inctaidtng  known  aapioaas* 
agents. 

In  Oonereea.  when  tbe  MeCatran-Walter 
Act  was  up  for  consideration,  the  oppoaUion 
was  led  by  the  left-wii^  ooterie.  moat  promi- 
nent of  vlkom  were  fiaoator  Hoarar  U. 
HuMPHaKT.  of  Minnesota  and  Senator  Heh- 
aorr  H.  Lxhman,  of  New  York.  Indeed,  these 
two  Fair  Deal  Sanators  offered  a  substitute 
bill  which  would  have  opened  the  gates  to  a 
virtually  unrastrictad  flood  of  allana,  includ- 
ing, of  oourae,  m^uiy  subversives  from  Europe 
and  Asia.  Fortunately  this  n^asvire  was 
voted  down  by  a  large  margin.  But  the  im- 
portant thing  tc  keep  in  mind  is  that  this 
substitute  bill  was  written,  not  by  the  two 
SeuaLcirs  who  espoused  it.  but  by  one  Felix 
Cohen,  who  has  Identified  himself  as  a  coUec- 
tivl&t  dedicated  to  the  elimination  of  our 
capitaliat  system.  Cohen  also  happens  to 
be  a  brother-in-law  of  Harry  N.  Bosenfield. 
aho  in  turn  liapjiens  to  have  been  a  director 
In  the  Washington  chapter  of  the  aforemen- 
tioned Lawyers  Guild. 

From  tile  abov'3  it  is  not  dlfllcult  to  discern 
the  color  of  the  opposition,  joined  by  Presi- 
dent IVumau  and  the  whole  New  Deal-Fair 
DaaJ  crowd.  In  other  words,  the  plot  un- 
f  ulds.  The  Conuounlsts  and  those  who  travel 
With  Communists  did  not  want  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Act  on  the  books  because  it  would 
bar  their  overaeas  comrades  from  entering 
our  country — and  it  would  deport  those  who 
Lad  already  suet  ecded  in  entering  by  fraud. 
So  they  got  one  of  their  friends  to  write  a 
substitute  bill,  persuaded  two  Senators  to 
sponsor  it.  and  tlien  Induced  President  Tru- 
man to  support  them.  It  Is  inconceivable 
that  the  Pre&icient  of  the  United  States 
would  lend  his  i^me  and  office  to  a  program 
designed  to  deJFtroy  the  America  we  love. 
We  prefer  to  believe  that  once  again  the 
man  in  the  White  House  has  been  duped  into 
siding  with  our  pro-Soviet  enemies.  Just  as 
two  gentlemen  in  the  United  States  Senate 
wr^re  likewise  jpillfble  enough  to  become 
ai  cessorles  In  the  plot. 

So  much  lor  taie  opposition.  What  about 
those  who  favtn  the  btn?  What  manner  ol 
men  are  they?  Tlie  McCarran -Walter  Act 
wTis  endorsed  by  the  Central  IntelMgence 
A'jency.  the  Depiirttnent  of  Justice,  the  Imml- 
P'ation  and  Naturalisation  Ot,i  tloe,  end  the 
Visa  and  Passport  DtTtaions  Of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State.  In  other  words,  tt  wae  un- 
quaUftedly  approved  by  men  who  through 


experience  know  tha  pveblexna  and  th« 
daofars  of  unrestricted  Immigration  and 
natural  1  aat  1  fa» .  The  bill  was  also  actively 
and  vlforouslj  supportad  by  the  Daughteis 
of  the  JUnerlcan  Bevolutlon.  the  American 
IiBgtnn.  and  more  than  100  other  patriotic, 
civic,  and  religious  Qrgnniyotir.nn  vhich  an- 
thiulasticallj  termed  It  sound  and  urgent^ 
Pft4Hl4H'l  legislation.  Doas  tj^af  help  to  dissi- 
pate tbe  amoke-screen?  Can  thew  be  anjr 
raasonahle  doubt  as  to  whers  Iqyal  Ameri- 
cans should  take  their  stand? 

Bmt  this  is  by  no  means  the  and  of  the 
story.  Tbeie  is  nuioh  moee  to  this  plot  to 
repeal  the  MoCarran-Walter  Act  and  to  open 
tbe  ^ates  to  a  flood  of  undaairahle  "tJia^g  fmr>n« 
aU  over  the  world.  Let  us  first  taJce  a  hrief 
glanoe  at  the  taiatory  of  this  legislation. 

Iba  McCa rran-Wnlter  Aot  x^iresente  a 
ooBBpi*>te  fTTMltliimt^n  of  the  inunigraUon. 
paa^Kirt,  and  natucaiioatlaa  laws,  the  first 
oonmilete  aeviston  In  mace  than  a  oeaturj. 
JMetgned  to  lemove  tbe  inequttias  and  plug 
the  loepholes  In  our  outnaodad  regulation^ 
thts  statute  was  not  isaatUy  Ire  mart,  lutt  was 
the  product  at  4  pease  of  xaeearoh  and  mauf 
months  of  puMIe  headngs.  Opponents,  to 
IM  auie,  oall  tt  dteorteainatorf  legislation, 
and  admittedly  It  does  discriminate  against 
undealrabla  and  aubaecaive  aiieuc  who  da 
not.  and  cannot,  fit  into  our  Ainertcari  Ufa. 
But  is  it  wrong  for  Amerioans  to  set  high 
arandanris  for  ottwienalitp  and  to  protect  their 
national  Interests?  Is  it  wrong  to  bar  the 
doors  against  persons  Who  do  not  under- 
stand and  cannot  ^predate  our  free  way 
of  life?  Is  it  wrong  to  blacklist  those  who 
cannot  measure  up  to  our  moral  oodef  Men 
like  Pi«sident  Truman  and  Senator  LEHMsa 
pose  aa  great  friencte  of  labor.  But  Is  it  m 
the  IrOereats  of  labor  to  opten  the  floodgates 
to  cheap  workers  from  all  over  the  world,  who 
would  most  certainly  break  down  our  stand- 
ards of  living? 

We  do  not  have  to  answer  those  questions 
because  the  loyal  Members  of  Congress  an- 
swered them  for  ue.  This  onuiibus  Inraigra- 
tion  and  naturalization  bill,  the  finest  instru- 
nxent  ever  devised  to  tighten  the  provisions 
for  dealing  with  aliens  and  naturalized  citi- 
zens auspacted  of  subwerslve  activities,  was 
passed  hy  the  House  on  ApirU  2&,  1B52.  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  206  to  68.  It  was 
then  that  President  Truman,  egged  on  by  the 
CommunlBts  and  left-wingers,  vetoed  the  bill. 
On  June  27.  1963,  K  waa  passod  over  the  veto 
by  another  large  majottty.  Since  the  Bep\U}- 
licans  were  In  the  mtnoiitr,  it  goes  without 
aayiiv  that  the  victory  was  due  in  large 
measure  to  Democrats  who  k>yally  plaoad 
their  country  ahead  of  the  party  In  repudi- 
ating the  President.  Only  tlie  left-wingers, 
spearheaded  by  Senators  Xehman  and 
HtTMPRRrr,  voted  to  sustain  the  iU-adYised 
veto. 

But  Mr.  Tniman,  blgfc- pressured  by  the 
pro-Red  clique,  was  no*  *o  abide  by  ttee  w4H 
of  tbe  people  as  made  manifest  thrwogh  tteelr 
representatives.  The  Preeldent  has  miased 
no  opportunity  to  sound  off  against  this  aot. 
And  on  last  September  4,  jast  %  months  be- 
fore the  election,  he  went  so  far  as  to  appolnft 
a  special  commission  to  hold  hearings  and 
to  etudy  the  whole  matter  oC  tonmigratton 
and  naturallEatioo,  wit*!  tt»e  view  M  repeal- 
ing tlw  McCarran -WaMer  Act  and  to  replaee 
n  wttli  another  bill  -wtolcli  would  destroy 
our  protective  Immigration  a^wtetn,  weaken 
the  procedures  desilgned  to  exclude  and  de- 
port OommunlBta  and  other  subverslveB,  and 
overrun  the  United  States  with  a  flood  oC 
undesirable  aUens.  Mr.  Tniman  Is  appar- 
ently determined  to  do  what  he  can  to  "1B>- 
erallze"  our  tmrnlgmtlon  policies,  whether 
or  not  he  is  aware  that  in  so  doing  he  la 
aiding  and  abetting  the  Conununist  plot  to 
let  the  enemy  within  our  gates. 

Fur ttwr more,  please  note  tMs  very  algnlfl- 
cant  lact.  The  McCarrem -Walter  Act  does 
not  go  into  effect  until  December  94.  And 
the   special  comxniselon,  appointed  by   the 


Praalrtnnt  to  study  the  act.  goes  out  of  aa- 
iataaoe  on  January  i.    In  other  words,  the 
nommlsslnn  will  have  on^  five  working  days 
In  which  to  mcasaine  this  new  law  In  fmora 
tion. 

U  yva  atlU  think  that  ttels  ''~-'— «— «"" 
aai^  te  aWe  to  mate  a  oompletc  and  in»- 
partlai  nepart  on  our  tanmigratian  poiicias 
aCtor  oo^  fi  daya  of  tiia  now  law's  ofiaratlon. 
It  ayght  be  enlightening  to  glanoe  at  soma 
of  the  men  appotntad  by  the  Pisealdant  for 
Um  Job.  aaoy  IL  Raeanfield.  mentioned 
aariier,  is  the  executive  dlrectar  ot  the  oom- 
mlasinn.  fn  IMS,  wban  he  was  a  tneimhar 
of  tbe  Oiaptaoed  Feraone  Onninrtaaion,  a  Sen- 
aae  noMnittBe  investigated  bis  adminlstca- 
tixxi.  to  tbe  ooutas  of  the  probe  it  was  dis- 
closed tb^  Mr.  Boaenfleld  bad  Hevised  a 
calealated  risk  plan  wberaby  dia^'afied  par- 
sons were  allowed  to  enter  our  oavuUry  la 
violation  of  the  law  and  without  reoelviog 
aecutitf  ekeacaacea  Cram  inteUigenae  J^en- 
dea.  The  report  thnwnd  tbat  tbe  whole  pi»- 
graa  was  raei-iwic  wttb  fraud  and  false  prao- 
tloe  and  ezfraassd  "deep  ooaoern  avar  the 
evidoaces  «f  kultr  ba  Uie  adminletratlon  of 
tbs  law."  On  tbe  basis  of  tastbnanjr.  ap- 
pwMlHMlely  oae-ttalTid  of  tbe  dlapiaoed  per- 
sons, who  were  tbea  oomlBg  into  the  United 
States  ^  tbe  tens  of  fhaiiiiands,  were  in 
fact  InsUglMe.  As  a  sequel  to  Mr.  Bosen- 
AetaTs  oaleulatad  risk  (dan,  immigration 
autfaocMles  announoed  a  year  ago  that  ap- 
prnTimstrty  1,1100  dlaplaeed  peraons  admitted 
to  the  country  had  warrants  of  arveat  for 
deportation  outstanding  against  them — for 
fraud  or  eriaainal  or  subveraive  aeUritiee. 
And  yet  this  Is  tbe  man  whom  Mr.  Truman 
now  tbbiks  Is  ^pialtfad  to  haid  the  poat  of 
executive  director  al  a  oonunisslon  to  study 
iMMii4g^f(^4^>n  sxkd  Tiaturtrfi'^tiffn  polioiae. 

Bait  G.  Harrison  Is  anwt.har  appointee  to 
the  commission.  He  served  as  Commlsstoner 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nattu^lieation  Serv- 
ice during  a  period  when  there  was  Tirtually 
no  enforcement  of  the  immlgratioa  laws. 
On  April  17.  IMS,  he  received  the  annual 
award  from  the  American  Committee  for  the 
Protection  of  Foreign  Bom,  cited  aa  sub- 
versive. The  preaentatton  was  actualiy 
n\ade  by  Vito  Marcantonlo,  former  left-wing 
Coograssinan  with  a  notorloua  affinity  for 
Communist  causes.  Mr.  Harrison  may  be 
acceptable  to  ODmnrie-ooddling  leftists,  he 
may  be  flattered  to  he  honored  by  Coaa- 
monlst-fraait  arganiaattons.  but  by  what 
passible  yardstick  can  he  be  conaldeted  <inal- 
ifiad  to  ftaaae  Immigration  poticles  to  pretaot 
tbe  American  wayf 

Clanenoe  Pic*ett  is  tiest  known  ac  executive 
aecretary  of  the  American  Friends  Conunlt- 
tee  and  as  a  fanatical  pacWst.  But  be  has 
been  flstrd  aa  a  <ttEector  of  the  American 
Oommittoe  for  tfce  Pratteotian  of  ftareign 
Bom,  and  on  June  «,  1)648.  aacardlag  to  the 
Daily  Worker  <Oammuntet),  he  addsesEod  a 
meeting  of  tbe  Amerlcan-ItoaElan  Institute, 
cited  as  Oonmumist  by  tbe  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, ifr.  Plobett  also  protested  tbe  Supreme 
Court  decision  upholding  the  conviction  of 
Uie  11  top  OosnmunlEt  Party  leaders  in 
America.  Is  tbls  man,  who  apparently 
thinlBB  wc  abould  stand  idly  by  while  Com- 
■auHlsts  advocate  tbe  violent  oaartbraw  of 
our  Government,  fitted  to  decide  adio  shmtki 
oB^K  to  ttie  Onltod  StsdesP  Mr.  Xk-uman 
tbteks  sa 

And  yet  tbls  loaded  oowunlaston.  an»atet6d 
toy  Mr.  Truman,  haa  been  boMtof  baartngs 
trom  one  end  of  the  oountry  to  tbe  other, 
and  may  soon  be  expected  to  haikl  down  its 
optalon.  Tliope  can  hardly  be  any  doubt  as 
to  wiutt  that  opinion  w«l  be,  as  tbe  wbole 
Issue  is  cut  and  dried.  Senator  Imnaaw 
lias  already  testified  to  the  effect  that  we 
should  take  In  350^)00  aliens  a  year,  instead 
of  the  1544J57  allowed  under  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act,  with  the  elimination  of  country- 
of -origin  quotas.  Senator  Lehman  has  also 
called  intolerable  the  penalty  of  loss  of 
citizenship  imposed  on  naturaltaed  persons 
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who  refuse  to  testify  before  a  con^reewlonal 
committee  concerning  their  membership  In 
subversive  organizations.  In  other  words, 
according  to  the  plot,  we  would  open  wide 
the  doors  to  races  that  cannot  be  readily 
assimilated,  and  we  would  encourage  such 
Inomlgrants  to  defy  our  duly  oonstltuted  au- 
thorities and  to  join  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy without  penalty.  If  the  plot  suc- 
ceeds, we  will  simply  be  inviting  the  Kremlin 
to  march  in  and  take  over. 

In  the  main,  the  attack  has  been  concen- 
trated agalnjBt  Just  two  of  the  law's  provi- 
sions. The  first  is  against  the  antisubverslve 
clauses  which  have  been  called  too  strict — 
as  if  it  is  possible  to  make  such  regulations 
too  strict  in  these  critical  times.  And  the 
second  is  against  the  preservation  of  the 
national  origins  formula,  the  very  meat  of 
the  act  if  we  would  maintain  the  America 
we  love. 

There  have  been  some  strange  develop- 
ments among  the  opposition,  too.  Despite 
the  fact  that,  prior  to  its  passage,  the  bill 
was  endorsed  by  the  National  Catholic  Wel- 
fare Conference,  some  Catholics  are  attacking 
the  bill.  The  truth  Is  that  Senator  McCar- 
KAN  himself  is  a  Catholic,  has  a  daughter 
who  is  a  nun,  and  It  Is  hardly  likely  that  he 
would  sponsor  antl-Cathollc  legislation.  And 
many  Protestant  churches  have  Joined  the 
opposition  chorus.  When  will  church  lead- 
ers learn  to  keep  out  of  politics  and  espe- 
cially learn  to  avoid  supporting  Communist 
caxises? 

Actually  the  McCarr  an -Walter  Act  removes 
the  ban  on  orientals,  which  was  a  big  fac- 
tor in  building  up  hate  against  America  in 
prewar  Asia;  it  liberalizes  the  bringing  in  of 
families  of  American  citizens;  it  Includes 
the  provisions  of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950  to  make  it  more  difficult  for  known 
subversives  to  enter  the  United  States  and 
to  simplify  deportation  of  those  already 
here;  it  preserves  the  "national  origins" 
quotas  which  would  maintain  the  racial 
percentages  as  they  existed  in  1920;  and  It 
oCTers  special  Inducements  to  teachers,  ar- 
tists, scientists,  professional  men  and  other 
specialists  who  would  tend  to  raise,  rather 
than  lower,  our  standard  of  living.  Can 
any  loyal  American  possibly  object  to  such 
provisions? 

There  is  one  other  point  that  should  be 
called  to  our  attention.  The  expenses  of 
this  study  by  the  commission  are  being  met 
out  of  President  Truman's  $1,000,000  emer- 
gency fund,  provided  by  Congress  to  be  used 
by  the  President  "In  his  discretion  for  emer- 
gencies alTecting  the  national  Interest,  se- 
curity, or  defense  which  may  arise  at  home 
and  abroad  during  the  current  fiscal  year." 

Is  it  not  obvious  that  the  President  is 
•pending  this  money  In  direct  violation  of 
the  law?  Is  It  not  clear  that  the  President 
has  been  goaded  by  left-wing  organizations 
to  let  down  the  bars?  Is  there  any  doubt 
that  all  this  is  part  of  an  evil  plot  to  destroy 
the  best  Immigration  act  which  we  have  ever 
possessed,  and  to  replace  It  with  legislation 
that  will  play  into  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mies? These  are  serious  charges.  But  this 
Is  a  serious  issue,  and  there  is  not  much  time 
if  we  would  nip  the  plot  in  the  bud.  What 
can  you  do  about  it? 

Perhaps  the  question  can  best  be  answered 
by  referring  again  to  the  Dally  Worker. 
Quoting  from  Pettis  Perry's  article: 

"The  progreosive  movement  should  organ- 
ize broad  conferences  of  all  sections  of  labor 
and  people's  organizations  in  every  commu- 
nity to  put  heat  on  their  congressional  dele- 
gation in  Congress.  All  possible  pressure 
should  be  brought  on  city,  county,  and  State 
governments  demanding  that  Congress  and 
the  administration  be  memorialized  against 
these  Fascist  bills."  (The  McCarran-Wood 
Act,  the  Smith  Act,  and  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act  are  grouped  with  the  McCarr  an -Walter 
Act  as  Communist  targets.) 

The  Daily  Worker  article  continues: 

"Nor  should  the  progressive  forces  take  the 
pocltlon  that  they  refuse  to  work  with  or 


approach  thJa  or  that  grouping,  because  they 
red-bait,  or  because  they  have  red -baited  In 
the  past,  or  are  Social-Democrats,  etc.  While 
ways  and  means  should  be  found  to  fight 
these  ideologies,  one  of  the  best  ways  to  op- 
j)ose  them  Is  to  find  a  bridge  to  the  millions 
who  are  following  Social-Democratic  leaders, 
and  to  find  that  which  Is  common  between 
us  and  the  Social-Democratic  leaders  them- 
selves. In  other  words,  the  most  flexible 
united  front  tactic  Is  required  to  begin  an 
all-out  people's  struggle  on  this  front." 

To  counter  this  strategy  on  the  part  of  the 
Communists  and  to  keep  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  Intact,  all  patriotic  Americans — 
individuals  and  groups — must  unite.  Don't 
write  Senator  McCarran  or  Congressman 
Walter.  hB  cosponsors  of  this  legislation 
they  are  already  on  our  side.  But  write  your 
own  Senators  and  Congressmen,  and  per- 
suade your  friends  to  do  likewise.  It  might 
also  be  pointed  out  that  It  Is  an  old  Com- 
munist practice  to  send  delegations  to  Wash- 
ington to  discuss  such  matters  with  their 
congressional  representatives  In  person.  Pa- 
triotic organizations  might  adopt  this  plan 
and  present  their  pleas  In  person. 

Tliere  Is  plenty  which  you  can  do — and 
must  do — if  this  act  Is  to  be  saved.  But 
there  Isn't  much  time.  For  once  let's  hope 
that  loyal  Americans  will  wage  as  active  a 
campaign  iis  our  Communist  opposition. 
Today  is  the  day;  tomorrow  may  be  too  late. 


RULES  OP  THE  SENATE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Anderson  (for  him- 
self and  other  Senators)  that  the  Sen- 
ate immediately  consider  the  adoption  of 
rules  for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  memorandum  prepared  in 
answer  to  the  brief  issued  by  the  Senate 
Republican  Policy  Committee  entitled 
"Senate  Rules  and  the  Senate  as  a  Con- 
tinuing Body."  This  memorandum  was 
prepared  by  the  Leadership  Conference 
on  Civil  Rights,  and  I  believe  it  asks 
some  very  searching  questions  concern- 
ing the  conclusions  reached  in  the  Re- 
publican Policy  Committ:^e  document. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  a.s  follows: 

Memorandum  re  Senattc  Repubucan  Policy 
CoMMrrTEE  Brief 

The  brief  of  the  Senate  Republican  Pol- 
icy Commiitee,  dated  January  1953.  meets 
only  the  first  of  the  two  basic  contentions 
documented  In  the  brief  of  the  Leadership 
Conference  on  Civil  Rights  and  meeu  this 
contention  only  half-heartedly.  The  brief 
of  the  leadership  conference  demonstrates, 
first,  that  the  Senate  is  not  a  continuing 
body  and,  secondly,  that,  even  if  it  Is  a 
continuing  body  in  certain  respects,  the  Sen- 
ate of  each  new  Congress  has  the  right  to 
adopt  Its  own  rules  of  proceedings  under 
article  I,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution  and 
the  basic  principles  of  legislative  organiza- 
tion in  a  democracy.  The  Republican  brief 
only  weakly  meets  the  first  contention  and 
falls  to  meet  the  second  one  at  all.  Indeed, 
as  we  shall  show,  the  Republican  brief  (p! 
18)  seems  to  concede  the  second  of  these 
contentions. 

A  quick  run-down  of  the  contents  of  the 
Republican  brief  might  be  useful  at  this 
point : 

Subject:  Page 

Existing    rules    and    proposals    for 

amendment i_2 

Quotations    from    "Reuther"     pro- 
posal  3_6 

The  questions   to  be  considered   in 
Republican   brief 7_8 


Subject :  Page 

Constitutional     provisions      (2-year 

rotation,    etc.) ft-10 

Quotations   from   Federalist   re  size 

and  tenure  of  Senate 11-17 

Quotation  from  Haynes  giving  his- 
tory  of  rules 18-20 

Parliamentary    questions    raised    by 

Reuther  proposal 21-27 

Quotations  from  Reuther's  argu- 
ments against  continuity  of  Sen- 
ate    28-32 

Senate  precedents — quotations  from 

Walsh  eplBode 33-3(5 

Judicial         precedents  —  quotations 

from  MrGrain  v.  Dauqherty 37-39 

Senate  officers  and  continuity .         40 

Senate  committees  and  continuity 41 

Tlie  Senate  as  an  executive  body 42-44 

Quotation  from  Senate  Rules 45-46 

References  to  unattached  appen- 
dices   .         47 

Even  this  cursory  run-down  demonstrates 
that  the  Senate  Republican  brief  Is  more  a 
compilation  of  statements  by  Waiter  Reuther 
and  of  quotations  from  sources  fully  ana- 
lyzed in  the  leadership  conference  brief  than 
it  Is  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  proposition 
that  the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body  or  the 
proposition  that  the  Senate  does  not  have 
the  rlelu  to  adopt  Its  own  rules  at  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  Con^^ress.  Indeed,  any  sugges- 
tion that  may  have  been  made  that  the  Re- 
publican brief  answers  the  arguments  in  the 
leadership  conference  brief  could  only  have 
been  made  by  one  who  had  neglected  to  read 
either  or  both  of  the  briefs. 

We  list  below,  In  the  order  of  their  presen- 
tation In  the  Republican  brief,  a  number  of 
the  errors,  concessions,  and  rebuttable  argu- 
ments contained  in  the  Republican  brief; 

(1)  The  brief  admits  that  not  only  civil 
rights  legislation,  but  other  legislation  has 
been  defeated  by  the  failure  to  enact  a  work- 
able cloture  rule.  Thus,  on  page  2.  the  brief 
states:  "There  have  also  been  many  other 
(than  civil  rights)  measures  which  have  been 
successfully  blocked  by  extended  debate  of 
a  minority,  during  the  course  of  the  Sen- 
ate's  history" 

(2)  The  Republican  brief  (pp.  11-17) 
quotes  at  length  from  the  Federalist,  but  no- 
where explains  the  relevance  of  the  quoted 
passages  to  the  issue  at  hand.  Certainly 
there  Ls  no  reference  in  these  quotations  to 
continuity.  The  quoted  statements  from 
the  Federalist  relate  solely  to  the  well-known 
fact  that  the  Semite  was  made  a  smaller 
body  with  longer  terms  than  the  House  In 
the  Interests  of  governmental  stability,  a  far 
cry  from  saying  that  the  founding  fathers 
Intended  the  Senate  which  met  on  January 
3,  1953.  to  be  bound  by  actions  of  the  Senate 
of  17U9  and  the  Senate  of  1884  (the  last  gen- 
eral revision  of  the  rule^).  Indeed.  Federal- 
ist author  Hamilton's  proposal  for  tenure  of 
Senators  during  life  or  good  behavior  was 
dropped  by  the  Constitutional  Convention 
without  even  the  necessity  of  a  formal  vote, 
and  a  9-year  term  was  voted  down  on  the 
ground  it  was  too  lonp;.  The  Convention 
adopted  a  6-year  term  with  rotation  in  office 
so  that  the  will  of  the  people  would  at  all 
times  be  reflected  In  the  Senate.  It  is  ironic 
that  this  very  rotation  provision  should  now 
be  asserted  as  the  basis  for  the  theory  that 
Senators  long  since  dead  can  bind  their  suc- 
cessors (see  pp.  4-6,  leadership  conference 
brief) . 

(3)  The  Republican  brief  seems  to  con- 
cede that  the  Senate  can  determine  that  It 
Is  not  to  have  continuing  rules  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  It  la  a  continuing  body.  The 
brief  states   (p.   18)  : 

"Article  I,  section  6  of  the  Constitution 
provides:  'Each  House  may  determine  the 
rules  of  its  proceedings  •  •  •.'  Thus,  the 
Senate  is  the  sole  Judge  of  iU  own  rules, 
and  a  majority  at  any  time  can  change  its 
rules  or  adopt  new  ones,  whether  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  session  of  Congress  or  at  any 
other  time  when  it  is  sitting." 
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Following  thld  unequivocal  statement  ap- 
pears the  question:  "But  what  about  the 
minority's  powtr  to  block  a  vote  on  this 
issue?"  The  brief  then  quotes  extensively 
from  Haynes  who  falls  to  answer  this  ques- 
tion, but  simply  relates  the  well-known  his- 
tory of  the  Senate  Rules.  We  are  prepared, 
liowever.  to  ans-ver  the  question  thus  pKJsed 
m  the  Republlcf.n  brief.  If,  as  Is  apparently 
conceded  in  th.it  brief,  a  majority  of  the 
Senate  of  a  new  Congress  can  proceed  to  the 
adoption  of  new  rules  for  the  Senate  of  that 
('ingress.  It  would  quite  clearly  do  so  under 
general  parliamentary  procedure.  This  ad- 
mitted right  of  ihe  majority  to  adopt  Its  own 
rules  cannot  bo  nullified  by  applying  the 
Did  Senate  Rules  which  contain  a  provision 
expressly  designed  to  prevent  any  change. 
Once  under  general  parliamentary  rules,  a 
minority  could  not  long  block  the  adoption 
of  new  rules  because  dilatory  tactics  are  not 
permitted  undei  general  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure '  and,  If  necessary,  the  previous  ques- 
tion could  always  be  called.  Although  the 
Vice  President  might  rule  that  such  a  mo- 
tion requires  a  iwo-thirds  vote,  this  number 
would  soon  be  obtainable,  since  the  filibuster 
blfx:  would  have  few  allies  In  their  efforts 
to  prevent  the  adoption  of  rules,  efforts 
which  would,  in  turn,  be  blocking  all  Senate 
action. 

(4)  The  Republican  brief  admits  the  ex- 
istence of  a  body  of  general  parliamentary 
rules  (see  pp.  22.  24,  25)  which  can  readily 
be  followed  by  the  Senate  while  adopting  Its 
new  rules.  General  parliamentary  rules  or 
procedure  quite  clearly  means  that  body  of 
parliamentary  :aw  which  governs  the  pro- 
cedures of  deliterative  bodies  In  the  United 
States  prior  to  the  adoption  of  particular 
rules  for  the  paitlcular  body.  The  Vice  Pres- 
ident would  determine  any  particular  parlia- 
mentary question  that  might  be  raised  by 
reference  to  such  authorities  as  Jefferson's 
Manual,  Robert's  Rules  of  Order,  and  other 
recognized  refeience  works.  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent would  use  these  precedents  In  the  same 
way  that  a  Judge  uses  precedents  In  the  fields 
of  civil  or  criminal  law.  The  significant 
thing  about  the  Republican  brief  is  that  it 
admits  the  exiftence  of  a  readily  ascertain- 
able body  of  general  parliamentary  rules 
which  could  b<!  followed  during  debate  on 
new  rules. 

(5)  The  Republican  brief  makes  two 
points  about  piirllamentary  procedure  which 
ml^ht  be  noted: 

(a)  The  brief  (p.  24)  points  out  that,  un- 
der general  parallamentary  procedure.  If  the 
Vice  President  on  a  point  of  order  ruled  in 
order  the  motion  to  consider  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  and  if 
an  appeal  were  taken  from  that  ruling,  a 
successful  motion  to  table  the  appeal  would 
only  postpone  -he  appeal  temporarily.  This 
seems  of  little  ilgnlflcance.  however,  since  as 
long  as  there  ;s  a  majority  in  favor  of  the 
motion  to  table  the  appeal,  the  body  could 
proceed  to  adept  new  rules  under  the  Vice 
President's  ruling  that  the  motion  to  con- 
sider the  rules  was  In  order.  The  theoreti- 
cal possibility  that  the  tabled  appeal  might 
at  some  later  date  be  taken  from  the  table 
would  be  foreclosed  by  a  majority  action  in 
adopting  new  rules. 

(b)  The  Republican  brief  (pp.  25-27)  con- 
tends that  limitation  of  debate  by  calling  the 
previous  question  under  general  parliamen- 
tary rules  requires  a  two-thirds  vote  of  those 
present  and  voting,  although  the  brief  con- 
cedes that  the  Senate  Itself  originally  adopt- 
ed a  majority  "previous  question"  rule  and 


'  The  Speaker  of  the  House,  at  the  time  of 
an  attempt  to  prevent  the  adoption  of  rules 
by  repeated  dilatory  motions,  ruled  that  he 
would  refuse  to  recognize  Members  attempt- 
ing delaying  tictlcs  as  they  were  Interfering 
with  the  constitutional  right  of  the  House  to 
determine  Its  rules  (Cannon,  Precedents,  vol. 
5.  sees.  5706.  6707  .  See  also  Robert's  Rules 
of  Order  Revised,  sec.  40. 


Jefferson's  Manual   (sec.  XXXIV)    take  the 
same  position. 

(6)  The  Republican  brief  (p.  33)  states 
categorically  that.  "No  direct  precedent  has 
been  found  in  the  form  of  a  Senate  ruling 
on  the  question  ( 1 )  whether  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body,  or  (2)  whether  its  rules  are 
continuing."  This  is  quite  an  admission  by 
those  who  are  suggesting  that  this  is  an 
open  and  shut  question  and,  indeed,  there 
is  considerable  doubt  whether  even  this  ad- 
mission goes  far  enough.  In  two  instances 
where  the  contlnulng-body  theory  was  raised 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  those  who  raised 
this  argument  against  the  pending  action 
were  defeated.  See  leadership  brief  on  Ab- 
rogation of-  Joint  Rules  in  1876  (pp.  28-31) 
and  Dismissal  of  the  Senate  Printer  in  1841 
(pp.  31-34), 

(7)  After  conceding  the  absence  of  any 
direct  precedents,  the  brief  continues  (p. 
33 )  with  the  statement  that  the  overwhelm- 
ing body  of  opinion  and  comment  In  the 
Senate  favors  continuity.  But  all  that  is  re- 
ferred to  In  this  connection  is  the  Walsh 
episode.  (See  Leadership  Brief,  pp.  22-26 
and  appendix  A.)  What  the  Republican 
brief  falls  to  recognize  Is  the  fact  that  Sen- 
ator Walsh's  argument  against  continuity 
had  such  force  that  the  Senate  gave  him  ex- 
actly what  he  wanted  In  the  way  of  a  cloture 
rule  and  he  then  ceased  to  press  his  point  on 
the  adoption  of  new  rules. 

(8)  For  Judicial  precedents  on  continuity, 
the  Republican  brief  (pp.  37-39),  of  course, 
relies  upon  McGraxn  v.  Dougherty.  The  brief 
misstates  the  facts  and  the  quotation,  which 
is  fully  explained  In  the  Leadership  Con- 
ference brief  (pp.  13-14),  was  the  rankest 
kind  of  Irrelevant  dictum.  It  Is  worth  not- 
ing here,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out, 
that  It  would  hardly  seem  appropriate  for 
those  who  are  contemplating  legislation  in 
opposition  to  a  number  of  recent  Supreme 
Court  decisions  on  the  offshore  oil  lands  to 
place  great  weight  on  the  Irrelevant  dictum 
of  an  earlier  generation  of  Judges. 

(9)  The  Republican  brief  continues  (p. 
40)  :  "Because  the  Senate  has  been  held  to 
be  a  continuing  body.  Its  officers  have  no 
stated  term  of  office,  but  serve  until  their 
successors  are  selected."  The  reasoning  is 
obviously  circular  and  the  point  unpersua- 
slve.  The  Clerk  of  the  House  also  carries 
over  to  the  next  Congress — which  would  seem 
to  end  this  point,  as  far  as  It  being  any 
precedent  on  the  issue  before  the  Senate. 
One  might  wonder,  too,  how  long  a  rule 
would  have  lasted  on  January  3,  1953.  which 
said  that  officers  of  the  Senate  should  con- 
tinue until  their  successors  were  elected  by 
a  two-thirds  vote.  The  new  majority  which 
acted  Saturday  would  not  have  allowed  such 
a  rule  to  continue  a  single  day. 

(10)  The  Republican  brief  (pp.  41-42)  re- 
lies up)on  the  fact  that  Senate  investiga- 
tions can  go  beyond  the  period  of  a  par- 
ticular Congress.  But,  what  is  really  sig- 
nificant, the  committees  are  all  appointed 
anew  at  the  beginning  of  each  Congress. 
See  rule  XXV.  There  seems  to  be  no  reason 
why  the  House  of  Representatives  could  not 
also  order  investigations  to  be  carried  over  to 
the  next  Congress  (subject  to  reclsslon  by  the 
will  of  the  majority  of  the  next  Hotise)  and 
there  is  no  legal  precedent  to  the  contrary. 

(11)  The  Republican  brief  (pp.  42-44)  re- 
fers to  the  executive  functions  as  continu- 
ing, but  the  only  example  cited  is  its  treaty 
function,  which,  in  fact,  is  a  precedent 
against  the  position  taken  in  the  Republican 
brief.  As  Senate  rule  XXXVII,  section  2. 
specifically  states,  "all  proceedings  on  treaties 
shall  terminate  with  the  Congress."  Of 
what  significance  is  the  fact  that  the  treaty 
formally  lays  in  the  flies  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Seriate,  when  substantively  all  action  starts 
anew  at  the  beginning  of  each  new  Congress? 

CONCLUSION 

Possibly  the  most  significant  thing  about 
the  entire  Republican  brief  is  the  omission  of 
A  single  reference  to  the  legislative  func- 


tions of  the  Senate.  Row  can  this  be  ex- 
plained since  the  Senate  is  a  part  of  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government  and 
created  for  the  prime  purpose  of  legislating? 
Why  no  mention  of  this  prime  function  of 
the  Senate?  The  answer  is  simple:  the  draft- 
ers of  the  Republican  brief  recognize  that 
everything  in  the  legislative  process  begins 
anew  at  the  opening  of  each  Senate  and  that 
this  is  an  unanswerable  precedent  against  the 
contlnulng-body  theory. 

As  stated  at  the  outset  of  this  memoran- 
dum, there  is  no  demonstration  whatever 
In  the  Republican  brief  that  the  Senate  Is 
a  continuing  body.  The  precedents  cited 
in  the  leadership  conference  brief  are  left 
wholly  unanswered.  But  possibly  even  more 
significant  is  the  failure  of  the  Republican 
brief  to  answer  the  proposition,  and  its 
apparent  readiness  to  concede,  that,  even 
if  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  Enghty-thlrd  Congress  has  the 
right  to  adopt  its  own  rules  of  proceedings 
under  article  I,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution 
and  the  basic  principles  of  legislative  organi- 
zation in  a  democracy. 

Jamuart  5,  1953. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  a  brief  prepared  under  the 
auspices  of  the  1952  Leadership  Confer- 
ence on  Civil  Rights  in  support  of  the 
proposition  that  the  majority  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  each  new  Congress  has  the  consti- 
tutional right  to  adopt  rules  of  proceed- 
ings for  the  Senate  of  that  Congress 
unfettered  by  the  actions  or  rules  of  the 
Senate  of  any  preceding  Congress.  I 
also  wish  to  have  the  list  of  the  organi- 
zations supporting  the  leadership  con- 
ference printed  with  this  brief.  While 
I  do  not  necessarily  agree  with  every 
I>oint  presented  in  this  brief,  or  have 
personal  knowledge  of  all  the  facts  set 
forth,  I  believe  this  is  an  outstandingly 
convincing  document  and  should  be 
available  to  the  country  at  large  as  well 
as  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  from  New  York  offer  the  long 
brief  to  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  or  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  body  of  the 
Record  itself,  because  it  is  too  long  to 
be  printed  in  the  App>endix  of  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  brief  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 
Brief  in  Support  or  thd  Proposition  That 

THE  MaJORITT  of  THE  SENATE  OF  EaCH  NEW 

Congress  Has  the  Constitutional  Right 

To  Adopt  Rules  of  Proceedings  for  the 

Senate  of  That  Congress  Unfettered  bt 

THE  Actions  or  Rules  of  the  Senate  of 

Ant  Preceding  Congress 

The  following  are  the  supporting  organiza- 
tions of  the  Leadership  Conference  on  Civil 
Rights:  A.  M.  E.  Zion  Church;  Alpha  Phi 
Alpha  Fraternity;  American  Civil  Liberties 
Union;  American  Council  on  Human  Rights; 
American  Federation  of  Labor;  American 
Jewish  Committee;  American  Jewish  Con- 
gress; American  Veterans'  Committee;  Amer- 
icans for  Democratic  Action;  Anti-Defama- 
tion League  of  B'nai  B'rith. 

Brotherhood  of  Sleeping  Car  Porters,  A.  P. 
of  L. 

Catholic  Interracial  Council;  Colored 
Methodist  Episcopal  Church;  Congress  of  In- 
dustrial Organizations;  Congress  of  Racial 
Equality. 

Delta  Sigma  Ttaeta  Sorority. 

Hotel,  Restaurant,  and  Bartenders  Inter- 
national Union  oif  America.  A.  P.  of  L. 
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Improved  Benevolent  and  Protective  Or- 
der of  Elks  of  the  World;  International 
Union  of  Electrical.  Radio  and  Machine 
Workers,  CIO. 

Japanese-American  Citizens  League,  Jew- 
ish Labor  Committee,  Jewish  War  Veterans. 

National  Alliance  of  Postal  Bmplo3rees:  Na- 
tional Association  for  the  Advancement  of 
Colored  People;  National  Association  of  Col- 
ored Women.  Inc.;  National  Baptist  Conven- 
tion, U.  S.  A.;  National  Bar  Association; 
National  Catholic  Committee  on  Race  Rela- 
tions; National  Community  Relations  Ad- 
visory Council;  National  Council  of  Jewish 
Women;  Natlontil  Council  of  Negro  Wome)^; 
National  Frontiers  Club;  National  Negro 
Business  League:  National  Newspaper  Pub- 
lishers Association;  National  Religion  and 
Labor  Foundation;  National  Supreme  Coun- 
cil Scottish  Rite  Masons. 

Phi  Beta  Sigma  Fraternity,  Phi  Delta 
Kappa  Sorority. 

Textile  Workers  Union,  CIO;  the  American 
Ethical  Union;  the  Workmen's  Circle;  Trans- 
port Workers  Union  of  America,  CIO. 

Unitarian  Fellowship  for  Social  Justice; 
United  Automobile  Workers  of  America, 
CIO;  United  Hebrew  Trades;  United  Rubber 
Workers.  CIO;  United  Steelworkers  of  Amer- 
ica. CIO;  United  Transport  Service  ETmploy- 
ees  of  America,  CIO. 

Workers  Defense  League. 

Young  Women's  Christian  Association. 

roazwoRO 

The  establishment  of  majority  rule  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  is  one  of  the 
most  Important  Issues  facing  the  country 
today.  The  significance  of  this  issue  and 
the  need  for  action  in  the  Senate  are  well 
understood  by  the  American  people. 

Unfortunately,  some  staunch  adherents  of 
majority  rule,  saddened  by  the  defeats  of 
recent  years,  have  concluded  that  there  Is  no 
way  of  accomplishing  the  desired  result. 
This  brief  Is  Intended  to  point  the  way  for 
action.  It  is  directed  to  one  single  proposi- 
tion: That  the  majority  of  the  Senate  of  each 
new  Congress  has  the  constitutional  right  to 
adopt  rules  of  proceedings  for  the  Senate  of 
that  Congress  unfettered  by  the  actions  or 
rules  of  the  Senate  of  any  preceding  Con- 
gress. In  other  words,  applying  this  prin- 
ciple to  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress which  meets  on  January  3,  1953,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  of  this 
new  Congress  may  express  their  own  will 
by  the  adoption  of  new  rules  for  this  Senate. 

Until  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress adopts  new  rules,  it  will,  of  course,  be 
guided  by  general  rules  of  parliamentary 
procedure  Just  as  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives until  it  adopts  new  rules  in  each 
Congress.  This  brief  does  not  cover  the  gen- 
eral parliamentary  problems  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  rules  by  the  new  Senate,  al- 
though it  does  contain  historical  examples 
where  such  questions  have  arisen  and  been 
resolved  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Suffice  it  to  say  on  this  point  that  countless 
new  bodies  of  legislatures  and  of  other  or- 
ganizations meet  day  after  day  and  adopt 
their  rules  under  general  parliamentary  prac- 
tices without  experiencing  undue  delays  in 
so  doing. 

Neither  does  this  brief  deal  with  the  need 
for  majority  cloture  in  the  public  interest 
nor  with  the  proposition  that  the  present 
Senate  rules,  including  rule  XXII,  violate  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  that 
they  fall  to  provide  for  the  expression  of  the 
will  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate.  As  al- 
ready indicated,  this  brief  seeks  to  demon- 
strate only  one  principle:  That  the  Senate  of 
the  Eighty-third  Congress  is  a  new  body  and 
can  act  as  such  in  the  adoption  of  its  own 
rules  by  majority  vote.  Once  that  principle 
is  established,  the  rood  to  majority  riile  la 
open. 


I.  THK  itAJOnrrr  of  thi  scnatx  m  each  cow- 

CRSSS  HAS  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  RIGHT  TO 
ADOPT  RULES  OT  PROCKXDING8  FOR  THE  SENATE 
or  THAT  CONGRESS.  THI  SENATE  OF  ONE 
COMGUESS  CANNOT  BIND  THE  SENATE  OF  SUC- 
CEEDING   CONGRESSES 

The  Constitution  empowers  each  house 
to  "determine  the  Rules  of  Its  Proceedings" 
(art.  I,  sec.  5) .  Each  House  means  not  only 
the  separate  branches  of  the  Congress  but 
each  branch  of  each  succeeding  Congress. 
This  result  Is  fundamental  to  and  Inherent 
in  the  nature  of  representative  government 
through  legislative  assemblies. 

Legislative  assemblies  are  periodically  re- 
newed for  the  primary  purpose  of  permitting 
the  people  to  express  their  will  with  respect 
to  governmental  policies  (WlUoughby.  Prin- 
ciples of  Legislative  Organization  and  Ad- 
ministration, p.  239).  In  line  with  this  pur- 
pose each  legislative  assembly  Is  a  separate 
entity  and  has  the  constitutional  right  to 
make  its  own  decisions  in  pursuance  of  Its 
mandate  from  the  electorate.  It  Is  and  must 
be  independent  of  any  action  by  any  preced- 
ing legislature  which  purports  to  restrain  it 
(Willoughby.  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  309;  Chamber- 
lain, Legislative  Processes,  National  and 
State,  p.  62).  Indeed,  if  a  legislature  could 
In  any  degree  bind  its  successors,  the  result 
would  be  an  erosion  of  power  which  over 
the  years  would  render  later  legislatures 
helpless  in  the  face  of  the  past. 

This  fundamental  principle  of  the  Inde- 
pendence and  full  authority  of  each  new 
legislature,  recognized  by  all  authorities,  has 
been  well  stated  by  Judge  Cooley  (Constitu- 
tional Limitations,  6th  ed.,  1890,  pp. 
146-147) : 

"To  say  that  the  legislature  may  pass  Ir- 
repealable  laws.  Is  to  say  that  It  may  alter 
the  very  constitution  from  which  It  derives 
its  authority:  since,  insofar  as  one  legisla- 
ture could  bind  a  subsequent  one  by  Its  en- 
actments, it  could  In  the  same  desrree  reduce 
the  legislative  power  of  Its  successors:  and 
the  process  might  be  repeated  until,  one  by 
one.  the  subjects  of  legislation  would  be  ex- 
cluded altogether  from  their  control,  and  the 
constitutional  provision  that  the  legislative 
power  shall  be  vested  In  two  houses  would 
be  to  a  greater  or  less  degree  rendered  in- 
eflfectual." 

Senator  Walsh,  of  Montana,  In  dlscu-sslng 
this  very  Issue  In  1917,  emphaislzed  the  plain 
fact  which  cannot  be  gainsaid,  that  Con- 
gress dies  and  Congress  is  born,  that  each 
Congress  la  an  entity: 

"Tills  practice,  persisted  In  since  the  Con- 
stitution went  Into  effect,  under  which  each 
new  Congress  In  both  branches  proceeds  un- 
trammeled  by  any  action  which  may  have 
been  taken  by  Its  predecessor  on  any  meas- 
ures that  may  have  come  before  It,  plainly 
speaks  of  a  prevalent  and  accepted  theory 
that  each  Congress  Is  an  entity,  possessing 
the  same  degree  of  Independence  as  was  en- 
Joyed  by  the  first  when  it  assembled  in 
1789." ». 

•  •  •  •  • 

"The  Idea  of  a  'continuing*  Senate  is  at 
war  with  the  theory  of  parliamentary  gov- 
ernment the  world  over,  it  Is  an  essential 
conception  in  f»\ich  a  system  that  at  in- 
tervals representatives  assemble  in  one  or 
more  houses,  transact  such  business  as  de- 
mands their  attention,  and  then  as  a  legis- 
lative body  pass  out  of  existence,  a  new 
assembly  coming  Into  being  In  conformity 
with  organic  law,  or  at  the  call  of  the  sov- 
ereign authority.  The  British  Parliament 
is  dissolved  at  the  end  of  7  years  by  opera- 
tion of  law,  unless  by  the  royal  flat  Its  dis- 
solution Is  accomplished  earlier."  • 

The  Inherent  right  cf  legislative  bodies 
to  be  unfettered  by  previous  assemblies  has 


'  55  Congressional  Record  10. 
■56  congeessional  record  11. 


been  forcefully  recognized  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  cases  dating 
back  over  a  long  period.  This  right,  as 
analyzed  by  the  Supreme  Court,  does  not 
arise  from  any  particular  phraseology  in  Fed- 
eral and  SUte  constitutions;  it  arises  from 
the  very  nature  of  successive  legislatures  in  a 
democratic  society. 

In  one  of  the  leading  cases  dealing  with 
this  problem,  the  Court  said: 

"Every  succeeding  legislature  possesses  the 
same  Jurisdiction  and  power  with  respect 
to  them  as  Its  predecessors.  The  latter  have 
the  same  power  of  repeal  and  modification 
which  the  former  had  of  enactment,  neither 
more  nor  less.  All  occupy.  In  this  respect, 
a  footing  of  perfect  equality.  This  must 
necessarily  be  so  in  the  nature  of  things.  It 
is  vital  to  the  public  welfare  that  each  one 
should  be  able  at  all  times  to  do  whatever 
the  varying  circumstances  and  present 
exigencies  touching  the  subject  Involved  may 
require.  A  ditfcrent  result  would  be  fraught 
with  evil."  ■• 

A^ain.  In  response  to  the  argument  that 
Congress  could  not  change  the  use  of  cer- 
tain public  lands,  Justice  (later  Chief  Jus- 
tice i   stone  said: 

"By  dedicating  the  lands  thus  acquired  to 
a  particular  public  use.  Congress  declared 
a  public  pt)licy,  but  did  not  purport  to  de- 
prive itself  of  the  power  to  change  that 
policy  by  devoting  the  lands  to  other  uses. 
The  dedication  expressed  no  more  than  the 
will  of  a  particular  Congress  which  does 
not  impose  itself  upon  those  to  follow  in  suc- 
ceeding years.  See  Neicton  v.  Mahoning 
County  Commissioners  <  100  U.  S.  548,  559,  25 
L.  Ec;.  710);  Connrctxcut  Mutual  Life  Insur- 
ance Co.  V.  Spratley  (172  U.  S.  602,  621,  19 
S.  CI.  308,  43  L.  Ed.  569.)"* 

This  principle,  that  no  legislature  can  act 
so  as  to  fetter  Its  successors  In  expressing 
public  policy  and  public  will,  has  been  re- 
peatedly expressed.  See  Town  of  East  Hart- 
ford V.  Hartford  Bridge  Co.  (10  How.  611, 
633):  Ohio  Life  Insurance  and  Trust  Co.  v. 
Debolt  (16  How,  416.  431):  Connecticut  Mu- 
tual Life  Ins  Co.  v.  Spratley  (172  U.  S.  602. 
621):  Toomer  v.  Witsell  (334  U.  8.  385,  393 
(n.  19) ). 

The  members  of  the  Con.-^tltutlonal  Con- 
vention, in  creating  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  were  highly  aware  of  the  principles 
later  stated  by  the  authorities  and  the  Su- 
preme Court  and  of  the  necessity  for  any 
legislative  body  to  respond  to  the  "impulses" 
and  "views"  of  a  changing  popular  will. 
They  voted  against  a  9-year  term  for  Sena- 
tors on  the  ground  that  it  was  too  long,  and 
dropped  Hamilton's  proposal  for  tenure  dur- 
ing life  or  good  behavior  without  even  the 
necessity  of  a  formal  vote.  Six  years  was 
chosen  as  a  fair  compromise  between  the 
competing  principles  of  stability  in  office  and 
of  reaction  to  the  will  of  the  people.  Then, 
to  further  weight  the  scales  on  the  side  of 
the  latter  principle  and  to  Insure  that  the 
Senate  would  not  become  a  body  unrespon- 
sive to  the  electorate,  the  system  of  biennial 
expiration  of  the  terms  of  one-third  of  the 
Senators  was  established.* 

Mr.  Wilson.  In  the  debates  at  the  Consti- 
tutional Convention  relating  to  the  creation 
of  the  Senate,  stated  the  caution  against  a 
prolonged  body  as  follows:  • 


•  Newton  v.  Board  of  County  Commission- 
ers of  Mahoning  County,  Ohio  (100  U.  S.  548, 
525,  L.  Ed.'710,  at  711). 

•  Reichclderfcr  v.  Quinn  (287  U.  S.  315,  at 
318). 

'See  Schulz.  Creation  of  the  Senate,  pp. 
4-18. 

•  Prescott.  Drafting  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion, p.  264.  Mr.  WlLson  was  8p>eaklng  in  sup- 
port of  his  proposal  for  a  9-year  term,  which 
he  considered  would  allow  sufficiently  for  the 
new  Impulses  which  were  required. 
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"The  popular  objection  against  appointing 
any  public  bcxly  for  a  long  term  was  that  it 
might,  by  grtidual  encroachments,  prolong 
Itself,  first  inio  a  body  for  life,  and  finally 
become  a  hereditary  one.  It  would  be  a  sat- 
isfactory answer  to  this  objection  that  as 
one-third  would  go  out  trlennlally  [there 
would  be  always  three  divisions  holding  their 
places  for  unequal  times,  and  consequently 
acting  under  the  Influence  of  different  views, 
and  different  Impulses]."  (Matter  in 
brackets  supplied.) 

Throughout  the  debates  at  the  Constitu- 
tional Convention,  the  fear  was  expressed 
that  the  Senate  would  become  a  body  akin 
to  the  upper  house  in  England.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  6-year  term,  biennially  expiring 
for  one-third  of  the  Senators,  was  intended 
as  the  answer  to  those  fears  and  as  the 
means  of  keeping  the  Senate  continually 
responsive  to  the  will  of  the  people.  It  Is 
ironic  that  this  very  provision  should  now 
be  asserted  as  the  basis  for  the  theory  that 
Senators  long  since  dead  can  bind  their  suc- 
cessors.' There  Is  not  one  word  in  the  de- 
bates by  those  whose  proposals  succeeded 
at  the  Convention  which  expresses  any  in- 
tention of  permanency  or  continuity  for  the 
Senate. 

A  famous  exponent  of  parliamentary  law, 
when  faced  with  the  problem  of  rules  created 
by  past  bodies  stultifying  the  will  of  the 
majority,  expressed  the  principle  of  legisla- 
tive responsiveness  to  popular  will  in  the 
historic  debate  on  the  adoption  of  the  1890 
rules  by  the  House  of  Representatives: 

"The  consequence  was  that  there  came  to 
us.  from  right-thinking  Members  of  the  last 
Congress  and  of  this,  in  their  cooler  mo- 
ments, and  from  conservative  public  senti- 
ment throughout  the  country,  a  demand 
that  we  should  reverse  the  engine  and  should 
so  construct  a  code  of  rules  as  to  enable  a 
majority  of  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
in  the  shortest  possible  time  consistent  with 
fair  debate  and  consideration,  to  register  the 
w.ll  of  the  people  In  the  shape  of  law. 

"The  Committee  on  Rules  have  attempted 
to  do  this  in  the  code  which  they  have  re- 
ported here."  * 

Thus,  It  seems  abundantly  clear  that  the 
Senate    In    each   Congress   was    intended   by 
the  drafters  of  the  Constitution,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  basic  principles  of  legislative 
organization  in  a  democracy,  to  have  power 
to  determine   Its   rules  of   proceedings.     Its 
win   cannot   be   fettered   or   limited   by   the 
action  of  the  Senate  in  preceding  Congresses. 
Its  will  need  not  necessarily  be  manifested 
by   affirmative   action.     Unless   and   until   it 
manifests  a  contrary  will,  it  may,  in  appro- 
priate  cases   without    violence    to   constitu- 
tional   and    democratic    principles,    be    pre- 
sumed  to   acquiesce   in   the   continuance  of 
procedures    authorized    by    Its    predecessors. 
Examples    of    Senate    practices    illustrating 
both  such  acquiescence  and  the  manifesta- 
tion of  a  later  contrary  will  are  discussed  in 
later  portions  of  this  brief.     But  the  right 
of  the  Senate  In  each  Congress  to  determine 
Its    rules    of    proceedings    derives    from    the 
Constitution   and   the   nature   of   legislative 
power  In  a  democracy.     And  the  exercise  of 
that  power  by  the  Senate  In  one   Congress 
cannot   restrict   the   exercise   of   that   power 
by  the  Senate  in  a  succeeding  Congress. 

II.  THE  SENATE  ACTS  AS  A  NEW  BODT  IN  EACH 
CONGRESS  FOR  ESSENTIAL  CONSTITUTIONAL 
PtJRPOSES 

The  Senate  of  each  Congress  acts  as  a  new 
legislative  body  in  nearly  all  respects.     De- 


spite the  fact  that  only  one-third  of  its  mem- 
bership (barring  elections  to  fill  vacancies) 
is  elected,  the  composition  of  the  Senate  is 
considered  so  changed  that  in  both  its  legis- 
lative and  executive  functions,  it  begins  Its 
business  anew. 
A.  The  present  Senate  rules  provide  for  the 

treating  of  all  legislative  matters  anew  in 

each  Congress 

All  bills,  no  matter  what  the  state  of  their 
consideration,  die  at  the  end  of  each  Con- 
gress. Business  may,  however,  be  carried 
over  to  the  next  session  of  the  same  Con- 
gress, under  the  authority  of  Rule  XXXII 
which  provides  that  legislative  business  shall 
be  continued  from  session  to  session.  It  is 
clear  from  the  rule  •  that  legislative  business 
lapses  at  the  end  of  each  Congress  so  that 
committee  hearings,  committee  reports,  Sen- 
ate debate  and  even  progress  through  the 
Senate  calendar  are  all  for  naught  if  the 
legislative  business  has  not  been  completed 
by  that  time. 

Is  this  rule  the  procedure  of  a  continuing 
body?  Obviously  not.  If  the  Senate  truly 
considered  itself  a  continuing  body  and  dared 
to  behave  as  such  in  legislative  matters,  it 
could  save  thousands  of  man-hours  of  time 
and  probably  millions  of  dollars  of  taxpayers' 
funds  by  taking  up  legislation  in  each  new 
Congress  at  the  point  at  which  It  was  left 
in  the  preceding  Congress.  This  action 
would  be  consistent  with  the  generally  ex- 
pressed theory  of  the  Senate's  continuity. 
Nevertheless,  this  practice  has  never,  to  our 
knowledge,  even  been  proposed  and  it  cer- 
tainly has  never  been  acted  upon.'" 

We  submit  that  the  Senate  procedure  with 
respect  to  legislation  is  an  open  admission 


'In  State  v.  Rogers  (50  N.  J.  L.  480)  the 
Supreme  Court  of  New  Jersey  rejected  the 
argument  that  the  irregular  expiration  of 
senatorial  terms  was  intended  to  create  a 
continuous  Senate  ( p.  622 ) .    See  appendix  B. 

•  Mr.  Cannon.  21  Congressional  Record 
1172.  5l8t  Cong.,  1st  sess.  For  detailed  dls- 
cu.sslon  of  these  debates,  see  part  IV,  B. 
Infra. 


•Rule  XXXn  reads  as  follows: 
"At  the  second  or  any  subsequent  session 
of  a  Congress,  the  legislative  business  of  the 
Senate  which  remained  undetermined  at  the 
close  of  the  next  preceding  session  of  that 
Congress  shall  be  resumed  and  proceeded 
with  In  the  same  manner  as  if  no  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Senate  had  taken  place;  and  all 
papers  referred  to  committees  and  not  re- 
ported upon  at  the  close  of  a  session  of  Con- 
gress shall  be  returned  to  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  be  retained  by 
him  until  the  next  succeeding  session  of  the 
Congress,  when  they  shall  be  returned  to 
the  several  committees  to  which  they  had 
previously   been   referred." 

»  The  present  rule  XXXII  first  became  part 
of  the  Standing  Rules  in  the  revision  of 
March  25,  1868.  Until  that  time  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Senate  with  respect  to  the  carry- 
over of  legislative  business  had  been  varied. 
In  early  years,  all  legislative  business  had 
died  at  the  end  of  the  session.  A  number 
of  times  the  Senate  provided  by  special  reso- 
lution that  the  legislative  business  should 
carry  over  to  the  next  session  of  the  same 
Congress,  as  Is  done  under  the  present  rule 
(see,  e.  g..  resolutions  of  August  2,  1854,  and 
August  14.  1856). 

The  House  has  had  a  similar  Interesting 
historical  development  with  respect  to  the 
carry-over  of  business.  In  the  second  ses- 
sion of  the  First  Congress,  it  was  decided  that 
unfinished  business,  whether  before  com- 
mittees or  between  the  two  Houses,  must 
be  taken  up  as  new  business  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  next  session,  even  of  the  same 
Congress.  In  March  of  1818  the  House 
adopted  a  rule  permitting  business  which 
had  originated  in  the  House  In  the  preceding 
session  of  the  same  Congress  to  be  acted  on 
as  if  adjournment  had  not  taken  place.  It 
was  another  30  years  before  this  practice 
was  applied  to  bills  which  had  been  sent 
to  the  Senate  but  not  acted  upon  there. 
Prior  to  1848  the  procedure  was  for  the 
House  to  act  on  these  bills  again  at  the  next 
session  and  again  send  them  to  the  Senate. 
The  current  practice  In  both  Houses  is  in 
accord  with  the  1848  rule  (Hinds,  Precedents 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  sec.  6727). 


on  the  part  of  each  Senate  that,  when  the 
Senate  of  a  new  Congress  convenes  with  one- 
third  of  its  membership  newly  elected.  It  Is 
a  new  body  and  that  it  is  the  constitutional 
right  of  the  new  body  to  consider  any  pro- 
posed legislation  from  the  beginning.  The 
Senate  has  never  carried  over  legislative  busi- 
ness beyond  the  life  of  a  Congress. 

B.  Treaties 
It  has  been  suggested  that  the  explanation 
for  the  Senate's  unbroken  practice  of  legis- 
lating anew  in  each  Congress  Is  the  fact  that 
both  Houses  are  required  to  pass  a  bill  before 
It  can  be  presented  to  the  President  for  sig- 
nature, and  that  some  constitutional  doubt 
might  arise  If  the  bill  pasted  one  House  in 
one  Congress  and  the  other  in  a  subsequent 
Congress.  Whatever  the  merits  of  that  ex- 
planation, it  does  not  take  into  account  the 
full  facts,  because  the  Senate  has  equally 
consistently  regarded  itself  as  a  new  body 
with  resjsect  to  those  functions  which  are 
called  its  executive  functions.  The  appli- 
cable Senate  rule  "  provides,  Uke  the  rule  on 
legislative  business,  that  treaties  must  be 
considered  at  the  beginning  of  each  Congress 
as  if  they  had  never  been  presented  to  the 
Senate  before.  While  there  might  be  some 
basis  for  the  Senate  distinguishing  between 
Its  legislative  and  executive  functions,  it  has 
never  done  so.  We  submit  that  the  only 
possible  explanation  for  this  Is  that  the  Sen- 
ate has  in  practice  acknowledged  that,  in  its 
function  of  ratification  of  treaties,  it  would 
be  constitutionally  and  legally  improper  to 
fall  to  recognize  that  the  Infiux  of  new  Mem- 
bers at  the  beginning  of  each  Congress  cre- 
ates a  new  entity  which  has  its  own  right 
to  consider  a  treaty  In  all  its  aspects. 

C.  Nominations 
With  respect  to  its  second  executive  func- 
tion, that  of  advising  on  and  consenting  to 
nominations  by  the  President,  the  Senate 
again  acts  as  a  new  body.  Rule  XXXVIII, 
like  the  Senate  practice  preceding  it."  pro- 
vides that  all  nominations  shall  die  at  the 
end  of  each  session  of  each  Congress.  This 
arises,  apparently,  from  the  constitutional 
provision  lor  recess  appointments  (art.  II. 
sec.  2.  clause  3 ) .  The  historical  basis  for  this 
practice  is  unclear,  though  it  may  be  that  if 


>'  Rule  XXXVII.2.  "Treaties  transmitted 
by  the  President  to  the  Senate  for  ratification 
shall  be  resumed  at  the  second  or  any  sub- 
sequent session  of  the  same  Congress  at  the 
stage  in  which  they  were  left  at  the  final 
adjournment  of  the  session  at  which  they 
were  transmitted;  but  all  proceedings  on 
treaties  shall  terminate  with  the  Congress, 
and  they  shall  be  restimed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  next  Congress  as  If  no  proceed- 
ings had  previously  been  had  thereon."  This 
paragraph  became  part  of  the  rules  on  Janu- 
ary 6,  1877;  the  earlier  rules  dealing  with 
the  ratification  of  treaties  did  not  specif- 
ically cover  this  point.  It  is  understood 
that  prior  to  the  written  rule,  treaties  were 
handled  like  other  legislative  business;  the 
consideration  of  their  ratification  began  anew 
In  each  Congress. 

"Rule  XXXVm.e.  "Nominations  neither 
confirmed  nor  rejected  during  the  session  at 
which  they  are  made  shall  not  \»e  acted  upon 
at  any  succeeding  session  without  being 
again  made  to  the  Senate  by  the  President; 
and  if  the  Senate  shall  adjourn  or  take  a 
recess  for  more  than  30  days,  all  nominations 
pending  and  not  finally  acted  upon  at  the 
time  of  taking  such  adjournment  oi  recess 
shall  be  returned  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
President,  and  shall  not  again  be  considered 
unless  they  shall  again  be  made  to  the  Sen- 
ate by  the  President."  This  provision  was 
first  adopted,  in  substance,  on  February  18, 
1843,  and  became  rule  XXXVII  In  the  Revi- 
sion of  1868.  Prior  to  that  time,  the  Senate 
had  infrequently  passed  resolutions  keeping 
the  nominations  alive  until  the  next  session 
of  the  same  Congress,  when  there  was  only 
a  short  Interval  between  the  two. 
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nominations  were  reported  pending  during 
recesses  there  would  be  doubt  as  to  the  power 
of  the  President  to  make  recess  appoint- 
ments. This  much  Is  evident,  however.  In  its 
function  which  comes  closest  to  being  purely 
executive  and  on  which  It  might  well  have 
treated  ItseU  as  a  different  kind  of  body,  the 
Senate  has  never  acted  as  a  continuing  body. 

D.  Impeachvients 

The  Constitution  established  the  Senate  as 
the  co\irt  to  try  Impeachments  after  vote  of 
the  House  (art.  I,  sec.  3.  clause  6) .  The  proce- 
dure of  the  Senate,  acting  In  its  Judicial  ca- 
pacity in  the  trial  of  Impeachments,  Is  gov- 
erned by  a  separate  group  of  rules  distinct 
from  the  Standing  R\iles  of  the  Senate.  They 
are  known  as  the  Rules  for  Impeachment 
Trials. 

They  do  not  cover  the  situation  which 
would  arise  if  an  Impeachment  trial  should 
last  beyond  the  expiration  of  a  Congress 
and  no  impeachment  trial  has  so  lasted." 
Undoubtedly,  Impeachment  trials  have  been 
confined  to  the  period  of  no  more  than  one 
Congress  for  sound  reasons,  the  same  fun- 
damental reasons  which  underlie  the  doc- 
trine that  each  legislature  is  a  new  entity. 
If  one-third  of  the  Senate  entered  upon 
duty  during  the  course  of  an  Impeachment 
trial,  they  would  not  know  the  evidence, 
they  would  not  have  heard  the  witnesses, 
yet  they  would  be  able  to  participate  in 
the  verdict.  A  result  so  lacking  in  the 
elements  of  due  process  had  to  be  avoided, 
and  has  been  avoided,  in  Senate  practice. 
a  practice  which  supports  the  view  that  each 
Senate  is  a  new  body. 

E.  Committees 

In  Its  treatment  of  the  appointment  of 
committees,  the  Senate  acts  In  accordance 
with  the  view  that  the  Senate  of  each  Con- 
gress Is  a  new  entity.  The  present  rules 
and  practice  (rule  XXV)  '*  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  committees  at  the  com- 
mencement of  each  Congress.  This  has  been 
the  regular  historical  practice. 

Newspaper  reports  and  discussions  in  the 
press  Illustrate  that  the  reconstltutlon  of 
committees,  and  of  committee  chairman- 
Bhlps,  Is  of  the  utmost  practical  Importance. 
The  change  in  the  political  make-up  of  the 
Senate  brought  about  by  the  biennial  elec- 
tion Is  Immediately  reflected  in  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Senate  by  new  committees  and 
new  chairmanships.  A  minority  party, 
which  became  the  majority  party,  as  In  the 
recent  elections,  through  changes  In  the 
occupancy  of  Senate  seats,  would  be  aghast 
at  the  suggestion  that,  when  the  Senate  of 
the  next  Congress  met.  the  committee  chair- 
manships should  remain  unchanged  because 
the  Senate  was  a  continuing  body  to  which 
some  new  Members  had  merely  been  added. 


"  See  list  of  occasions  on  which  the  Sen- 
ate has  sat  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  Con- 
gressional Directory.  82d  Cong.,  2d  Se.-s.;  p. 
271.  The  period  noted  there  for  the  trial  of 
Judge  Pickering  Is  Incorrect.  On  March 
3.  1803,  the  last  day  of  the  Seventh  Congress, 
two  Members  of  the  House  appeared  in 
the  Senate  to  make  verbal  impeachment 
charges  against  Judge  Pickering.  In  the 
first  session  of  the  Eighth  Congress,  the 
Senate  sat  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment 
beginning  January  4,  1804,  and  on  January 
12,  1604  Issued  a  writ  summoning  Jud^^e 
Pickering  on  the  basis  of  the  written  im- 
peachment charges  presented  by  the  House 
on  January  4,  1804.  The  trial  ended  March 
12,  1804.  Thirteen  Annals  of  Congress,  p. 
315.  et  seq. 

"  Rule  XXV,  in  pertinent  part,  reads  as 
follows: 

"(1)  The  following  standing  committees 
shall  be  appointed  at  the  comnxcncement 
of  each  Congress,  with  leave  to  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise: 

"(2)  Each  standing  committee  shall  con- 
tlnue  and  have  the  power  to  act  until  their 
successors  are  appointed." 


The  reaction  to  this  proposal,  which  is  the 
only  view  really  consistent  with  the  idea  of 
continuity  to  which  so  much  lip  service  is 
paid,"  is  the  acid  test  for  that  theory. 

It  is  hard  to  conceive  that  any  person  con- 
versant with  our  Federal  two-party  system 
would  not  see  the  necessity  for  a  change  in 
committee  chairmanships  and  committee 
members  in  line  with  the  popular  will  dem- 
onstrated In  the  election.  Yet.  If  the  Senate 
is  a  continuing  body  that  result  is  not 
reached.  Where  lies  the  difference  between 
committee  organization  and  other  organiza- 
tion, such  as  procedural  rules  of  the  Senate? 
If  one  must  refiect  the  electoral  mandate,  so 
should  the  other. 

This  argument  Is  not  affected  by  the  pro- 
vision In  clause  2  of  rule  XXV  by  which  com- 
mittee members  may  continue  to  act  until 
their  successors  are  appointed.  This  carry- 
over of  personnel  Is  often  adverted  to  as  the 
real  proof  of  the  continuity  of  the  Senate. 
But  it  Is  only  another  example  of  a  minor 
and  little-noticed  procedure  which  has  con- 
tinued by  acquiescence  of  the  majority  of 
the  Senate.  It  does  not  indicate  continuity, 
for  the  House  of  Representatives  which  is. 
without  question,  regarded  as  discontinuous, 
carries  over  its  clerk  and  certain  other  func- 
tions where  the  realities  of  the  situation 
enforce  acquiescence  in  this  procedure  on 
the  part  of  the  new  House." 

The  Supreme  Court  case  of  McGrain  v. 
DaughcTty  (273  U.  S.  135)  Is  In  accord  with 
the  current  practice  of  the  Senate.  That 
case  Involved  the  Senate  Investigation  by  a 
select  committee  into  the  malfeasance  of 
Attorney  General  Daugherty.  The  authrrlz- 
ing  resolution  was  passed  during  the  first 
session  of  the  Sixty-eighth  Congress.  The 
select  committee  subpenaed  a  brother  of  the 
Attorney  General  who  failed  to  obey  the 
EUbpena.  The  Senate  then  authorized  the 
Issuance  of  a  warrant  and  arrested  the  wit- 
ness. The  Federal  District  Court  granted  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  and  a  direct  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court  was  permitted. 

All  these  events  occurred  during  the  first 
session  of  tlie  Sixty-eighth  Congress.  The 
caie  was  argued  on  December  5.  1924.  soon 
after  the  beginning  of  the  second  session  of 
that  Congress.  The  Solicitor  General  prayed 
the  Court  for  a  swift  determination  of  the 
issues,  but  the  decision  was  not  handed  down 
until  January  17.  1927.  In  the  intervening 
time,  the  life  of  the  Sixty-eighth  Congress 
had  expired.  After  considering  at  length 
the  numerous  questions  presented  as  to  the 
extent  of  tlie  investigatory  power  of  Con- 
gress, the  Court  itself  raised  the  question  as 


"Appendix  C  contains  a  list  of  statements 
referring  to  the  Senate  as  a  continuing  body. 
While  the  origin  of  this  theory  is  not  clear, 
most  of  the  statements  result  either  from  the 
blind  acceptance  of  earlier  statements  to 
this  effect  or  from  the  circular  reasoning 
that  the  rules  continue  and,  therefore,  the 
Senate  Is  a  continuing  body  which  may 
continue  its  rules. 

'"  See  discussion  of  Clerk  carryovor.  part 
IV,  A.  Infra. 

The  present  Senate  rule  for  carrying  over 
of  standing  committees  is  a  fairly  recent 
innovation.  For  nearly  a  hundred  years 
after  its  organization,  the  Senate  practice  in 
this  regard  was  Inconsistent.  Beginning 
with  the  expiration  of  the  51st  Congress, 
each  Senate,  for  more  than  20  years,  passed 
a  resolution  at  the  end  of  each  Congress 
continuing  Its  standing  and  select  commit- 
tees. In  March  of  1915.  the  resolution  re- 
ferred only  to  standing  committees.  The 
latter  practice  is  now  embodied  In  clause  2 
of  rule  XXV. 

This  history  discussed  In  Haynes,  The  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  vol.  I,  p.  309.  See 
also  sec.  134  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1946.  which  provides  that  stand- 
ing committees  of  the  Senate  may  sit  and 
act  in  such  times  and  places  during  sessions, 
recesses,  and  adjourned  periods  of  the  Senate 
as  may  be  necessary. 


to  whether  the  case  had  become  moot,  since 
the  Congress  during  which  the  Investigation 
was  ordered  had  expired.  While  discussing 
this  issue,  the  Court  referred  to  the  Senate 
as  a  continuing  body.  The  Court  then  stated 
(pp.   181-182) : 

•'So  far  as  we  are  advised  the  select  com- 
mittee having  this  Investigation  in  charge 
has  neither  made  a  final  report  nor  been  dis- 
charged; nor  has  It  been  continued  by  an 
affirmative  order.  Apparently  Its  activities 
have  been  suspended  pending  the  decision 
of  this  case.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  it  is 
certain  that  the  committee  may  be  continued 
or  revived  now  by  motion  to  that  effect,  and, 
if  continued  or  revived,  will  have  all  Its  orig- 
inal powers.  This  being  so,  and  the  Senate 
being  a  continuing  body,  the  case  cannot  be 
said  to  have  become  moot  In  the  ordinary 
sense.  The  situation  is  measurably  like  that 
In  Southern  Pacific  Terminal  Co.  v.  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  (219  U.  S.  498. 
514-516.  31  S.  Ct.  279.  55  L.  Ed.  310).  where 
It  was  held  that  a  suit  to  enjoin  the  enforce- 
ment of  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
nxerce  Commission  did  not  become  moot 
tlirough  the  expiration  of  the  order,  where 
it  was  capable  of  repetition  by  the  Commis- 
sion and  W.1S  a  matter  of  public  Interest. 
Our  Judgment  may  yet  be  carried  Into  effect. 
and  the  investigation  proceeded  with  from 
the  point  at  which  it  apparently  was  inter- 
rupted by  reason  of  the  habeas  corpus  pro- 
ceedings. In  these  circumstances  we  think 
a  Judgment  should  be  rendered  as  was  done 
in  the  case  cited." 

This  language  makes  It  evident  that  the 
Court  did  not  decide  (although  It  admittedly 
stated)  that  the  Senate  was  a  continuing 
body.  It  based  Its  conclusion  on  the  fact 
that  the  committee  may  be  continued  or 
revived  by  the  new  Senate  and  likened  the 
case  to  one  involving  an  expired  administra- 
tive order  which  was  capable  of  repetition. 
It  was  not  because  of  any  theoretical  deci- 
sion as  to  the  nature  of  the  Senate  but  be- 
cause, as  a  practical  matter,  the  Issue  In  the 
case  was  one  which  could  t>ecome  alive  by  a 
motion  of  the  new  Senate,  that  the  Court 
held  that  the  ca.se  was  not  moot 

The  Supreme  Court  adverted,  in  its  dis- 
cussion of  the  Senate  to  two  statements  by 
Mr  Hmds  in  his  famous  collection  of  prece- 
dents. These  statements  are  a  vivid  example 
of  the  kind  of  circular  reasoning  In  which 
the  adherents  of  the  idea  that  the  Senate 
Is  a  continuing  body  for  all  purposes  neces- 
sarily find  themselves.  The  Court  noted  that 
Mr    Hinds  said; 

"The   Senate,  as  a  continuing  body,  may 
continue  Its  committees  through  the  recess 
following  the  expiration  of  a  Congress. 
•  •  •  •  • 

"The  Senate,  however,  being  a  continuing 
bndy,  gives  authority  to  Its  committees  dur- 
ing the  recess  after  the  expiration  of  a  Con- 
gress." 

The  statements  by  Mr.  Hinds  start  with 
the  idea  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body,  though  he  does  not  there,  or  elsewhere 
in  his  manual,  explain  the  basis  for  that 
theory  other  than  the  fact  that  all  the  terms 
do  not  expire  at  once.  Then,  proceeding 
from  his  assumption,  he  decides  that,  be- 
cause the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  it 
may  continue  its  committees  through  a  re- 
cess. He  then  turns  around  and  illustrates 
the  fact  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
by  the  fact  that  It  gives  authority  to  its  com- 
mittees during  the  recess.  Obviously,  the 
mere  giving  of  authority  to  committees  dur- 
ing recess  is  no  evidence  of  continuity.  The 
newspapers  give  dally  accounts  of  House 
committees  acting  after  the  expiration  of  the 
last  session  of   the   Eighty-second   Congress. 

But  when  we  are  faced,  as  we  are  faced 
here,  with  the  Initial  question  of  whether 
the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body,  there  Is  no 
legal  or  constitutional  basis  for  an  affirma- 
tive answer.  The  Daugherty  case,  which  is 
often  offered  as  that  basis,  does  not  decide 
that  a  committee  may  continue  beyond  the 
life  of  the  expired  Senate.     It  decides  only 
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that,  whether  or  not  the  crunmlttee  cam  so 
cintlnuo,  the  case  warn  iwt  moot,  becAUse  th« 
committee  could  be  revived. 

F.  Adfovminent 
Tlie  Seiuite  has  one  additional  practice 
vihich  illustrates  that  It  does  not  treat  it- 
self as  a  body  which  has  existed  since  it  was 
fir.a  organized  In  1789.  When  the  Senate  had 
been  lu  session  on  the  last  day  of  an  explr- 
in;^  Congress  and  it  had  been  called  into 
special  session  to  begin  at  the  moment  of  the 
lAjmmeucement  of  a  new  Congress,  it  went 
tlu-ough  Uie  ritual,  at  the  last  moment  as  the 
clock  approached  12  noon  of  the  last  day  of 
the  Bxpulng  Congress,  of  declaring  Itself  ad- 
J  jurned  sine  die.  At  the  strolce  of  12  noon, 
the  presiding  officer  then  called  the  Senate 
to  order  for  the  business  of  the  special  ses- 
sion. Seruitor  Walsh  referred  to  this  prac- 
tice in  his  speech  on  the  nature  of  the  Sen- 
ate." He  argued  there,  as  the  facts  arg\ie  for 
themselves,  that  no  body  which  seriously  con- 
sidered itself  continuous  need  carry  out  that 
procedure.  It  is  Inconsistent  with  any  idea 
txcopt  the  idea  that  the  Senate  expires,  as 
does  the  House,  at  the  end  of  a  Congr2«s.  and 
that  it  Is  a  new  body  whicli  meets  a  momeut 
later  at  the  commencement  of  a  new  Con- 
gress. 

G  TIte  Senate  practice  on  rules  can  and  mu^t 
be  reconcilcH  utth  its  actions  as  a  new 
entity  in  each  Congress 
At  the  moment  that  the  Senate  adjourns 
Blue  die,  its  kegl«lati\'e  acUvities  oease.  its 
pending  nominations  expire,  its  considera- 
tion prior  to  ratification  of  a  treaty  diea. 
and  1  moment  later  Uie  bills  must  be  rein- 
troduced, the  treaty  must  again  be  referred 
to  committee,  and  the  President  muit  once 
again  present  the  nominations.  To  state 
those  facU  and  then  to  urge  tl^t.  as  ha*  been 
■aid.  the  Senate  is  the  same  body  which  met 
for  the  first  time  on  April  «.  1789,  is  to  state 
an  obvloTis   non  aequltar. 

Those  who  ur?e.  in  the  faee  at  those  facts, 
that  the  Senate  is  a  cunttuuing  body  for 
the  purpose  of  continuing  its  rules,  are  say- 
ing in  effect  that  the  rules  are  scmehow 
different  In  nature  from  nearly  everything 
else  the  Senate  does,  from  Its  oonslderation 
of  bills,  of  treaties,  at  naokinntknnt,  from  its 
handlmg  at  coounltteea.  This  dlSerence.  tf 
it  Is  to  be  sustained,  nsust  lie  In  some  dif- 
ference between  things  substantial  and  pro- 
cedural. That  difference  does  not.  and  can- 
not exist.  Procedure  and  substazkce  in  a 
legislative  body  cannot  be  divorced. 

The  history  of  recent  years  is  vivid  evi- 
dence of  this  intermixture.  One  aspect  of 
legislative  action,  the  obstruction  of  many 
Important  pieces  of  legislation  which  had 
majority  support."  has  been  the  result 
solely  of  procedural  obstacles,  particularly 
the  lack  of  effective  n»eans  of  brtnfring  debate 
to  a  close  and  the  Impossibility  of  changing 
tlUs  procedural  roadljlock.  It  Is  procedure 
which  has  determined  leglsiatiTe  action  and 
nonaction  and  not  the  wiU  at  the  Members 
of  the  Senate. 

Indeed,  the  transcending  importance  of 
procedure  in  dealing  with  substanoe  was 
reoognieed  in  the  passage  of  clause  8  of  the 
present  nile  XXn,  as  the  prtoe  of  ending  the 
famous  1(H9  cloture  ftKbuster.  Rule  XXII 
now  allows  64  Senators  to  permit  the  major- 
ity to  express  its  wUl  on  anything  other  than 
a  change  in  the  procedure  of  the  Senate. 
I*or  that,  in  view  of  the  possibility  at  AU- 
buster,    unanimous  consent   Is  necessary. 

Let  us  test  onee  s^aln  the  theory  that  the 
Senate  Is  the  same  body  which  met  In  ITW, 
that  the  rules  continue  and  that  these  rules 
can  be  changed  only  by  amendnMnt  accord- 
ing to  their  terma  If  the  Senate  of  the 
First  Congress,  feeling  themselves,  perhaps, 
men  closer  to  the  drafters  of  the  Oonetltu- 


"  55    CONGHESSIOWAI.    RlCORD    10. 

"  See,  e.  g..  LlmltaUon  of  Debate  In  the 
U  S.  Senate,  by  George  B.  Oalloway,  Library 
of  Congress  Legislative  Reference  Service. 


tlon  and  the  people  who  ratified  it  than  any- 
one who  would  come  after  them,  had  In- 
cluded within  their  rules  one  which  said, 
"Uiese  rulfis  umy  be  amended  hereafter  only 
by  unanlnuius  consent."  would  such  a  rule 
have  continued  to  the  present  day  through 
our  allegedly  coutinuous  Senate?  Obviously 
not. 

"The  Constitution  empowers  each  House 
to  determine  Its  rules  of  proceedings.  It 
may  not  by  Its  rules  ignore  constitutional 
restraints  or  violate  fundamental  rights. 
and  there  should  be  a  reasonable  relation 
between  the  vaode  or  meUuxi  of  proceeding 
e&tahliahed  by  the  rule  and  the  result  which 
is  sought  to  be  attained."  V.  S.  v.  Ballin  (144 
U.  S.  1.6). 

Such  a  rule  would  both  violate  the  consti- 
tutional Lajunctlon  that  each  House  should 
determine  its  rules  of  proceedings  and  the 
fundamental  right  at  each  legislative  as- 
sembly to  express  the  will  of  the  electorate. 
The  example  we  have  proposed  is  shock- 
ing. It  is  no  more  shacking.  lK>wever.  than 
the  result  to  which  the  continuity  idea  takes 
us.  thit  whatever  the  oomplexion  of  the 
Senate,  whatever  the  changes  brought  about 
by  popular  election,  it  cannot  cliange  the 
rules  if  the  rules  do  not  themselves  permit 
the  change  to  be  accomplished.  Tlie  remark 
of  Senator  Thomas,  in  February  of  1815,  dur- 
ing the  debates  on  the  ship  pnrchsse  bill,  te 
equally  pertinent  here.  He  said,  in  53  Con- 
caxssiuNaL  Rbcokd  S788; 

"Mr.  President,  I  might  digress  to  EPy  that 
for  more  than  a  huikdicd  years  Members  cf 
the  Senate  were  chosen  by  legislatures  and 
not  by  the  people.  This  was  a  constitutional 
requirement.  Nevertheless,  an  important  re- 
form has  been  n^ade,  and  nmde  successfully, 
in  that  direction.  The  argument  of  an- 
tiquity was  for  years  a  potent  weapon  of 
defense  against  that  great  reform,  but  the 
system  went  down,  as  it  should  have  done, 
before  the  stern  logic  of  the  prc&ent  demand, 
tlie  necessities  of  nu>dern  conditions,  and 
the  supreme  importance  of  restoring  tliis 
body  to  its  constitutional  fU!M:tione,  and 
keeping  it  In  touch  with  and  responsible 
to  its  coniuituency." 

The  Senate  acts  as  a  new  body  in  each 
Conrress  for  essential  constitutional  piur- 
pofecs.  It  starts  its  legislaUve  activities  anew; 
it  begins  o*.  ar  on  its  executive  functions 
of  considering  nominations  and  ratifying 
treaties;  its  conumttecs  are  chosen  again; 
and  when  it  completes  its  woik  It  adjourns 
sine  die.  It  acts  as  a  new  hody  in  every 
important  way  except  for  the  readcption  cff 
rules.  This  brings  the  proponents  of  the 
continuing  body  theory  to  the  circular  rea- 
soning that  the  Senate  is  continuous  because 
the  rules  continue  and  that  the  rules  con- 
tinue b3cau£e  the  Senate  is  continuous.  As 
we  shall  show  in  the  next  section,  there  is  a 
simple  way  out  of  this  dilenuna  of  circular 
reasoning — by  recognizing  that  the  rules 
have  oontlnuecf  through  the  acquiescence  of 
a  majority  of  each  new  Senate,  acquiescence 
tantamoiuit  to  readoptlon  of  the  rules. 
Whenever  a  majority  of  a  nev  Senate  refuses 
further  acquiescence  and  desires  to  act  for 
Itself,  It  has  the  constitutional  power  to  do 
so  free  of  any  erosion  of  power  by  the  action 
of  its  predecessors. 

CL  aCQCIESCKMCB  KAS  BISV  A  METaOD  OT 
ABOPTIN6  Rin.lS  POB  TBE  BENATX;  WHEM  A 
ICaJOBITT  OF  TBK  SKMaTS  OT  A  HXW  COMGBK8S 
BOa  1K>T  SCqOUSCK  XH  TBI  MXJSTOSG  BULXB, 

BULss  icuar  ik  sooraB  bt  MajoBxnr  vocx  st 

TKX  BBCIKNZN6  €W  THB  MKW  UUMOKISS 

A.  The  iUstorf  of  the  Senate  rates 

The  Senate  of  the  First  Congress,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  constitutional  provision, 
adopted  rules  of  procedure  for  its  own 
governance  (AprU  18-18,  1789,  Senate 
Jotn-nal).  The  Senate  of  the  Second  Con- 
gress organized  itself  without  formally 
adopting  another  set  ot  rtiles;  the  oath  of 
office  was  administered  to  the  new  Senators 
and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  its 
regular  business   (2  Annals  of  Congress,  p. 


1782).  A  similar  practice  has  be»n  followed 
at  the  conunencement  of  each  new  Congress. 
Charges  In  the  rules  have  occurred  either 
through  periodic  major  revision  or  throush 
motions  to  add  or  change  a  particular  rule. 
The  revisions,  listed  belbw,"  have  been  In- 
frequent and  the  last  general  revision  was  in 
1884,  68  years  ago. 

The  present  Rule  XL  Is  the  only  standing 
rule  which  governs  changes  In  the  rules  (with 
the  exception  of  the  third  clause  in  Rule 
XXII).  It  provides  In  substance  that  mo- 
tions to  suspend,  modify,  or  amend  any  rule 
must  be  preceded  by  1  day's  written  notice, 
specifying  the  rule  and  purpose  of  the 
change,  except  that  suspension  of  any  rule 
other  than  that  which  governs  voting  on  a 
roll  call  (Cl.  1.  rule  XIT)  can  he  had  by 
unanimous  consent.  This  last  provision  has 
led  to  the  observation  that  action  is  had  in 
the  Senate  only  by  unanimous  consent." 
Rule  XL,  and  its  predecessors,  did  not  ap- 
pear in  the  Senate  rules  until  1868;  "  prior 
to  that  time  there  was  no  ^^Tltten  provlElon 
lor  changing  the  rules. 

Amerulment  of  the  rules  can  be  had  by  a 
vote  of  a  majority  of  those  present  and  vot- 
ing.^ Tl^B  has  been  eftabllshed  by  usage 
and  precedent.  This  theoretical  majority 
power,  however.  Is  modified  by  clause  3  of 
the  present  rule  XXII,  which  prohibits  tl-.e 
use  of  cloture  on  a  motion  to  proceed  to 
consider  a  proposal  to  change  the  standing 
rules.  This  provision  permits  one  Member 
of  the  Senate  to  filibuster  any  proposed 
change  in  the  rules,  so  that  essentially  the 
requirement  for  change  is  one  of  unanimity. 

B.  The  Senate  has  never  decided  by  vote  that 
f?L£  standing  rules  carry  over  from,  one 
Congress  to  the  axwcecdiiig  Congress 
The  Senate  hw  met,  since  its  first  organir- 
zation  as  a  Senate  of  a  new  Congresa.  81 
times.  In  that  period  of  nvore  than  IW) 
years,  the  Senate  has  ne\er  had  occaskwi  to 
determine  directly  by  vote  wi^ther  its  rules 
carry  over  by  their  own  c^jeration  to  the  Sen- 
ate of  a  new  Oongresa.  From  this  circum- 
stance has  arisen  Um  theory  that  the  Senate 
neoeasarily  retains  iU  rules  and  that  they 
can  be  changed  only  by  an  amendment  un- 
der the  terms  of  the  eXiSting  rules  at  the 
Senate. 

We  submit  that  this  theory  Is  incorrect; 
that  the   hlstorlctJ   facU    are   equally   con- 
sistent with  the  theory  that  the  Senate  of 
each  Congress,  for  the  purpose  of  caercLsing 
its   oonatiUitional   power    to   make   its  own 
rules,  is  a  new  body  and  that  the  majorl^ 
of  It  may  either  acquiesce  by  silenoe.  tanta- 
mount  to   readoptlon,   in   the   rules  of   the 
preceding  Senate  or   may  adopt  new   cmes. 
This  explanation  accords  just  as  much  with 
the  facts  of  Senate  usage  and  practice,  and 
has  the  additional  advantage  that  It  recog- 
nizes the  constitutional  and  inherent  right 
of   each  new  legislatiure   to  respond  to  tho 
will  of  the  people  as  expressed  through  their 
elected  representatives.     When  In  doubt,  an 
Interpretation  which  avoids  grave  constitu- 
tional questions  should  be  adopted."    More- 
over,  the    theory   that   the   Senate   has   ac- 
quiesced as  a  new  Senate  In  the  rules  of  the 
preceding  Senate  is  the  only  one  consistent 
with  the  other  usages  of  the  Senate  with  re- 
spect to  bills,  committees,  treaties,  nomina- 
tions, etc.,  which  are  all  based  on  the  Senate 
of  each  Congress  acting  as  a  separate  entity. 
(See  point  II,  supra.) 

"March  26.  1806,  Senate  Journal  65-66; 
January  8,  1880,  Senate  Journal  61-09;  March 
28,  ims.  Senate  Journal  340-347;  January  11, 
1884.  Senate  Journal  145-160. 

"  WHlougbby,  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  487. 

■  March  85,  1868.  At  that  time  It  appeared 
as  rule  LIU. 

*>It  Is  otherwise  with  Buspenslon  of  the 
rules,  which  requires  a  two-thirds  vote.  See 
Haynes,  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  378. 

» Sweatt  y.  Painter  (S39  TJ.  8.  629).  See 
also  the  additional  authorities  collected  tn 
the  concurring  opinion  of  Brandels.  J.  tn 
Ashtcander  v.  fVA  (297  U,  S.  388;  348-348). 
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Afl  Btated  above,  the  necessity  for  readop- 
tlon  of  the  Senate  rules  has  never  before  been 
tested.  Examination  of  congressional  de- 
bates and  of  authorities  on  the  history  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  will 
reveal  many  statements  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuous  body.  It  will  also  reveal  that 
never  has  the  Senate  voted  that  it  was  a  con- 
tinuous body  with  respect  to  the  acceptance 
of  the  rules  from  the  Senate  of  the  preceding 
Congress. 

The  question  has  been  raised,  although 
without  resolution,  in  fairly  recent  history. 
At  the  opening  of  the  special  session  of  the 
SlJtty-flfth  Congress  on  Tuesday,  March  6, 
1917,**  Senators  Owen  of  Oklahoma  and 
Walsh  of  Montana  raised  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  rules  of  the  preceding  Senate 
were  binding  (65  Cong.  Rec.  3,  et  seq.) .  Sen- 
ator Owen  refaased  to  permit  a  bill  to  be  re- 
ferred to  committee  on  the  ground  that  the 
committees  were  not  in  existence  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  new  Congress.  The  Senator 
also  pointed  out  that,  in  the  absence  of  rules, 
general  parliamentary  law  governed  and 
that,  under  such  law,  proceedings  could  be 
had  by  unanimous  consent.  But  he  cau- 
tioned that  any  such  proceedings  must  not 
be  considered  as  being  under  the  rules  of  any 
preceding   Congress." 

Senator  Walsh  said :  " 

"So  likewise,  Mr.  President,  you  are  pro- 
ceeding upon  the  assumption  that  the  rules 
should  have  been  continued  in  force.  That 
question  has  never  been  debated  in  this  body. 
It  has  never  been  determined  in  this  body. 
I  make  that  statement,  likewise,  advisedly." 
•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  President,  let  me  add.  because  a  cer- 
tain practice  has  been  followed  for  many 
years  is  no  reason  at  all,  although  Its  per- 
suasive force  may  be  open  to  question,  why 
It  is  the  right  procedure.  For  Instance,  for 
76  years — yea,  for  87  years — It  was  regarded 
that  the  Joint  rules  of  the  two  Houses  lived 
from  one  Congress  to  another,  and  yet  when 
that  question  was  directly  presented  to  the 
Senate  in  1876  and  debated  in  this  body  the 
conclusion  ^  \a  arrived  at  that  they  did  not." 

The  Vice  President  remarked  that  the 
question  whether  there  were  or  were  not 
rules  was  for  the  Senate.  The  Senate  there- 
upon adjourned  that  day. 

It  reconvened  on  March  7.  and  Senator 
Walsh  presented  the  following  resolution : 

"Resolved,  That  until  further  ordered  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  in  force  at  the  close  of 
the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  be  adopted  as 
the  rules  of  th*  Senate,  with  the  exception 
of  rule  XXII  thereof. 

"Revolved,  That  a  committee  of  seven 
Members  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  President, 
four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the  ma- 
jority and  three  members  of  the  minority, 
to  draft  a  substitute  for  rule  XXII." 

The  Senator  spoke  at  length  in  support  of 
his  resolution,  pointing  out  that  there  was 
no  basis  for  the  acceptance  of  the  idea  that 
the  Senate  was  a  continuous  body;  that  ref- 
erences to  the  Senate  as  such  a  body  had 
been  made  in  passing  debate  and  not  In  con- 
nection with  adoption  of  the  rules,  and  that 
every  consideration  of  constitutional  intent, 
of  the  principle  of  majority  rule,  and  of 
moral  right  supported  the  view  that  the  Sen- 
ate should  not  be  bound  by  the  dead  hand  of 
the  past.  He  emphasized  that  the  theory 
of   the  rules  as  having  continuing  validity 


n 


**  The  Senate  had  met  on  Monday.  March 
5.  1917.  but  the  sole  business  had  been  the 
administration  of  the  oath  and  the  address 
of  Vice  President  Marshall.  This  had  been 
followed  by  the  second  inaugiiratlon  of 
President  Wilson  on  the  inauguration  plat- 
form at  the  East  Front  of  the  Capitol   (55 

CONCRXSSIONAL    RTCOXO,    1-3). 

**  55  CONGKK88IONAL  Recoeo.  4-S. 

*•  55  CONOBK8SIONAL  RzcoRD.  8-9.  The  full 
statement  of  Senator  Walsh  Is  attached 
hereto  as  appendix  A. 


denied   to   future   majorities   ths   right   to 
change   them. 

"Why  should  such  members  b«  bound  by 
the  so-called  rule  of  "unlimited  debate'  which 
the  Senate  that  assembled  in  the  year  1808 
deemed  wise  to  adopt  to  regulate  its  de- 
liberations? Is  It  consistent  with  the  idea  of 
representative  government  that  they  should 
be  restrained  by  such  a  rule  or  by  any  rule 
to  which  their  assent  was  never  given  and 
never  asked?  What  is  the  theory  upon 
which  you  decline  to  hold  them  bound 
by  any  action  which  the  Senate,  as  consti- 
tuted before  they  entered  It.  may  have  taken 
with  reference  to  any  bill?  Why  Is  It  Insisted 
that  everything  proceed  de  novo?  What  Is 
the  basis  of  reason  underlying  the  want  of 
power  to  proceed  with  all  bills  at  the  stage 
at  which  they  had  arrived  at  the  death  of 
one  Congress  upon  the  assembling  of  an- 
other? Clearly,  because  the  people,  whose 
representatives  we  are.  have  a  right  to  have 
all  measures  that  engage  the  attention  of 
this  body  considered  without  prejudice  on 
account  of  any  action  that  may  have  been 
taken  by  a  Senate  whose  course  and  record 
had  made  it  odious,  or  which,  for  some  other 
reason,  had  been  regenerated  so  far  as  It 
was  possible  to  make  a  change.  It  Is  because 
the  new  Members,  coming  fresh  from  the 
people,  ought  to  have  the  right  to  be  heard 
and  be  accorded  the  opportunity  to  vote  In 
the  light  of  Information  gleaned  at  every 
stage  of  the  pasiage  of  a  bill  or  resoluUon. 

•  •  •  •  a 

"A  majority  may  adopt  the  rules,  in  the 
first  place.  It  Is  preposterous  to  assert  that 
they  may  deny  to  future  majorities  the  right 
to  change   them."  -' 

Senator  Walsh  concluded  his  remarks  and 
the  Senate  adjourned. 

Meanwhile,  after  Senators  Owen  and  Walsh 
had  announced  their  position,  the  parties  In 
the  Senate  had  each  assembled  In  caucus  on 
the  evening  of  March  6  prior  to  Senator 
Walsh's  speech  and  had  each  appointed  a 
committee  to  formulate  a  cloture  rule.  Sen- 
ators Walsh  and  Owen  were  members  of  the 
Democratic  committee.  On  the  evening  of 
March  7  after  Senator  Walsh's  speech,  both 
party  caucuses  voted  to  approve  a  rule  pro- 
viding for  cloture  by  two-thirds  vote."  It 
cannot  be  doubted  that  the  full  approval  of 
both  political  parties  for  the  proposed  In- 
novation was  In  recognition  of  and  response 
to  the  force  of  the  arguments  made  by  Sen- 
ator Walsh. 

When  the  Senate  convened  on  the  day  after 
Walsh's  speech.  Senator  Martin,  of  Virginia. 
Democratic  floor  leader,  ofTered  the  formal 
resolution  to  amend  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
so  as  to  permit  cloture  up>on  a  vote  of  two- 
thirds.  This  resolution  was  debated  at  once 
by  unanimous  consent  without  ever  beln-^ 
referred  to  committee  and  was  adopted  that 
same  day.  March  8,  1917  (76  yeas.  3  nays). 
as  an  amendment  to  rule  XXH.  Senator 
Walsh's  resolution  was  not  discussed  further, 
nor  was  It  acted  upon.  Since  Senator  Walsh 
was  one  of  the  most  active  proponents  of 
cloture  and  a  member  of  the  committee 
formulating  the  rule,  he  acquiesced  In  the 
alternative  method  of  procuring  cloture, 
which  achieved  the  end  he  then  sought. 

The  proposal  by  Senators  Owen  and  Walsh 
did  not  come  without  warning.  In  1915,  at 
the  time  of  the  consideration  of  the  ship- 
purchase  bill,  an  amendment  to  rule  XXII. 
providing  that  the  Senate  should  proceed  to 
vote  upon  the  bill  on  a  particular  date,  was 
Introduced  by  Senator  Reed,  of  Missouri.  In 
the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  resolution, 
its  proponents  adverted  to  the  fact  that  the 
rules  under  which  they  were  operating  were 
merely  the  result  of  long-time  acquiescence, 
had  never  been  adopted  by  the  Senate,  did 
not  represent  the  view  of  the  majority  and 
could  not.  because  of  the  inability  to  con- 


trol filibustering,  represent  the  will  of  the 
majority.     Senator   James   said: 

"These  rules  have  not  been  adopted  by  the 
Senate.  They  are  merely  the  inheritance  of 
a  hundred  years  behind  us.  with  the  gath- 
ered cobwebs  and  dust  which  have  come 
down  through  the  century.  It  la  to  say  (the 
theory  that  the  Senate  rules  continue]  that 
it  must  be  done  by  some  change  and  that 
we  cannot  ourselves  submit  to  the  majority 
the  right  to  transact  buslneas."  " 

Senator  Root  asked  whether  anyone  dis- 
puted that  the  rules  of  the  Senate  "once 
adopted  continue  until  they  are  changed." 
Senator   Thomas   said: 

"I  dispute  It;  and  that  will  be  tested  out 
at  the  beginning  of  the  next  Congress.  The 
Senate  Is  a  continuous  body,  in  the  sense 
that  two-thirds  of  It  hold  over  with  every 
Congress.  We  appoint  our  new  committees 
and  assign  the  new  Members;  but  there  Is 
no  more  rea.«cn  why  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate should  continue  from  Congress  to  Con-  < 
gress  than  that  our  committees  should  con- 
tinue from  Congress  to  Congress.  I  do  not 
know  what  others  may  think  about  It.  but 
one  of  the  effurts  I  shall  make  will  be  to 
secure  a  change  of  the  rules  and  test  that 
question  when  the  new  Senate  shall  organ- 
ize. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"I  do  not  pretend  to  be  able  to  make  any 
Herculean  efforts  or  to  exercise  the  same 
power  and  ability  as  the  Senator  from  New 
York.  I  am  merely  stating  an  opinion 
which  is  drawn  from  the  Senator's  inquiry 
and  which  I  thought  should  be  answered. 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  shall  succeed  or 
not.  but  the  fact  that  the  Senate  is  under 
rules  of  construction  which  have  tied  lt« 
hands  and  feet  for  a  hundred  years  has  no 
terror  for  me.  I  believe  the  rules  are  made 
for  the  Senate.  I  do  not  think  the  Senate 
wfts  made  for  the  rules"" 

To  summarize,  the  history  of  Senate  rules 
Is  one  of  readoption  by  the  acquiescence  of 
the  majority  of  the  Senate  of  each  new  Con- 
gress In  the  rules  of  the  preceding  Senate. 
Some  Members  of  the  Senate  have  recog- 
nized that  such  acquiescence  must  be  sub- 
ject to  the  will  of  the  majority,  but  the  ques- 
tion has  never  been  voted  upon.  The  Senate 
Itself  has  no  afBrmatlve  precedent  to  lend 
support  to  the  theory  of  the  continuing 
vitality  of  the  rules;  It  has  only  silence 
which.  If  taken  as  acquiescence.  Is  more  con- 
sistent with  constitutional  requirement*  and 
other  Senate  procedures. 

C  The  Senate,  tchen  brought  to  the  quea- 
txon.  ha  always  drmonstratcd  that  even 
a  long -standing  practice  of  acquiescence 
jnu-t  re'ip<nid  to  the  uill  of  the  majority 
of  a  new  Srnate 

It  will  no  doubt  be  argued  that  this  long- 
standing usage  of  the  Senate  to  omit  the 
formal  adopt  l<3n  of  new  rules  at  the  opening 
of  a  new  Congress,  of  which  there  Is  no 
doubt,  constitutes  an  Implicit  decision  on 
the  questUni  in  Issue  here  and  that  the 
Senate  rules  therefore  necessarily  continue. 
While  we  do  not  dispute  that  lisage  and 
precedent  may  be  of  value  In  deciding  an 
issue  ruch  as  that  here  considered,  it  is  sig- 
nificant that,  as  will  be  shown  In  detail, 
the  Senate  has  twice  overruled  long-standing 
practice  which  was  assumed  to  be  continu- 
ous, when  't  was  necessary  to  do  so  to  effec- 
tuate the  will  of  the  majority.  The  past 
usage  in  these  two  cases  was  held  to  represent 
a  silent  acquiescence  by  the  majority  In  the 
decision  of  the  preceding  Senates.  When 
those  decisions  of  the  earlier  Senates  no 
longer  represented  majority  will,  the  Senate 
did  not  hesitate  to  display  Its  nonacqules- 
cence  by  vote  and  abrogated  the  historical 
practice. 
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( 1 )  Abrogatton  ol  the  Joint  Rules 
In  the  Arst  Congress  the  Senate  anil  House 
adopted  Joint  rules  to  govern  the  retetlon- 
ehlp  and  necessary  tausineas  between  tbem.* 
Thereafter,  these  Joint  rules  at  the  two 
Houses  were  treated  as  la  force  and  re\'lsed 
and  amended,  although  the  Senate  and  House 
did  not  adopt  them  at  the  beginning  of  each 
Congress. 

In  1865,  rule  XXn  of  the  Joint  rules  was 
adopted  in  an  attempt  to  settle  the  long- 
standing controversy  o!i  the  method  of  count- 
ing electoral  votes.  In  1869,  there  was  a 
violent  quarrel  between  the  two  Houses  o* 
Congress  over  the  effect  of  this  particular 
Joint  rule.  This  led  to  a  determination  by 
a  portion  of  the  Senate  to  rescind  that  rule, 
in  anticipation  of  any  problems  over  the 
counting  of  electoral  votes  which  m'ght  arise 
from  the  1878  presidential  election."  The 
desire  of  the  Senate  to  eliminate  joint  rule 
XXII  led  to  the  end  of  acqu.e!!cence  of  each 
new  Senate  in  the  comtlnuation  of  the  Joint 
rules  and  the  Senate  in  tlie  first  eesslon 
of  the  Forty-first  Congress,  after  87  yesrs 
of  unbroken  historical  usage,  demonstrated 
its  rlijht  to  adopt  new  Joint  rules  at  the 
beginning  cf  each  new  Congress. 

On  December  15.  Senator  Edmunds,  of 
Vermont.  Introduced  a  resolution  to  adt-pt 
the  joint  rules  In  force  at  the  c'o-e  of  the 
last  session  of  Congress.  Senator  Bayard. 
of  Delaware,  asked  whether  this  was  ntces- 
eary.  and  Senator  Edmunds  answered: 

"That,  as  a  celebrated  Englishman  said.  Is 
past  finding  out.  The  object  of  this  reso- 
lution ik  to  ascertain  from  the  proper  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  (Which  had  jurisdiction  over 
the  joint  rules  as  well  as  the  Standing  Rules 
of  the  Senate)  whether  the  joint  ru'.es  that 
were  in  force  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress are  in  force  now  without  any  vote; 
and.  If  BO,  upon  what  principle  of  law  or 
Joint  proceeding;  and,  if  not.  of  course  to 
take  some  steps  to  have  some  joint  rules 
between  the   two  Houses."  " 

The  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  which  reported  U  back  fa- 
vorably with  a  technical  amendment  making 
It  a  concurrent  resoluUon.  Senator  Hamlin 
argued  that  the  Joint  rtUes  operated  only  by 
acquiescence  (4  CoMcaxafeiowAi.  Recorb,  p. 
309 1.  Considerable  heated  discussion  en- 
sued, in  which  widely  different  thecrles  as  to 
the  effect  and  validity  of  the  joint  rules  were 
stated.  The  one  point  receiving  constant 
reiteration  was  that  the  joint  rules  had  op- 
erated by  acquiescence,  and  must  be  subject 
to  change.  Senator  Hamlin,  as  he  gave  the 
committee  report,  stated  U  as  fUlows: 

"It  te  osily  txf  aoquleeoence  In  long  years 
that  tl>ey  have  been  treated  and  regar<led  as 
rules,  and  not  by  an  afBrmaUvc  vote  either 
of  the  House  or  of  the  Senate."  " 

Recognition  that  common  consent  cm-  ac- 
quiescence could  give  validity  to  that  which 
was  otherwise  doubtful  only  so  long  as  the 
acquiescence  continued  was  voiced  by  Senator 
Merrlmon.  who  said  In  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate:" 

"It  seems,  as  the  venerable  Senator  from 
Maine  (Mr.  Hamlin)  stated  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, that  this  matter  has  passed  uniform- 
ly from  the  beginnixig  of  the  Ck>vernment 
down  to  this  time  without  question  The 
questlofi  Is  now  raised,  and  if  today  some  ac- 
tion o<  Congress  diould  be  required  under 
the  Joint  rules,  and  a  Senator  staouM  itee  and 
say  'I  object.'  there  would  be  the  end  of  li. 


"  55  Congressional  Recohd,  14,  18. 
"  New  York  limes.  March  7,  8.  1917. 


"  52  Congressional  Record  3793.  63d  Cong., 
3d  sess. 

"  52    CONQKESSIONAL    RECORD    379X 


"  Annals  of  Confess,  57-68,  B87. 

■  Haynes,  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  »*5  et  seq. 
"  4  Congressional  Record  220. 

**  4    CONGHESJilONAL    RECORD    309. 

■  4  Congressional  Rxcord  431-432.  See 
also  the  rema:-ks  of  Senator  Conklin  at  p. 
437  of  the  debites. 


It  Is  only  by  eommon  emsent  that  the  prac- 
tice to  whloh  I  have  r^erred  has  prevailed."  " 
Desf^te  the  appeals  to  history,  long-stand- 
ing practice,  and  the  venerablllty  of  the  Joint 

rules,  the  Senate  voted  to  reject  a  subetttute 
resolution  which  would  have  treated  the 
rules  as  In  lorce  and  provided  for  an  amend- 
ment of  those  rules,  and  accepted  the  Initial 
resolution  which  was  framed  on  the  theory 
that  no  joint  rules  existed  at  the  opening 
of  the  new  Congress." 

Thus,  the  Senate  passed  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution adopting  the  Joint  rules  anew  for  the 
Forty-fourth  Congress.  The  House  never 
passed  this  resolution.  The  Senate,  at  vari- 
ous times  since  then  has  made  an  effort  to 
have  Joint  rules  passed  but  they  never  have 
succeeded.  (Gilfrey.  Precedents.  1814.  p.  F- 
441;  Hinds,  sections  6702-6787.)  In  mcftt  re- 
spects the  House  and  Senate  now  operate  In 
the  same  manner  as  they  did  under  the  Joint 
rules  on  seme  theory  of  urage. 

The  decision,  by  vote  of  the  Senate,  that 
the  Joint  rules  were  not  In  effect  demon- 
strated that  the  Joint  rules  had  existed  only 
by  acquieeoence  and  that  the  acquiescence 
of  even  87  years  was  In  no  way  Mndlng  when 
a  majority  manifested  Its  will  to  the  con- 
trary. It  also  showed  conclusively  that  the 
method  by  which  the  majority  in  such  a 
situation  manifests  Its  will  Is  by  the  adoption 
of  new  rules  and  not  by  amendment  of  tlie 
old  ones. 

(2)  Dl5mlssal  of  the  Senate  Printer 

The  abrogation  of  the  JoAnt  rules  is  clear 
evidence  that  the  Senate  has  not  heeitated 
to  abrogate  a  long-standing  hlstorlcsl  usage 
when  put  to  the  test.  In  another  famous 
Inckleut,  the  Senate  of  the  Forty-seventh 
Congress  diunlssed  Blair  it  Rives  as  printers 
for  the  Senate,  de&plte  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  elected  pursuant  to  an  established 
practice  under  a  Joint  resolution  of  1610. 
which  authorized  each  House  of  Congress  to 
choose  the  printer  for  the  next  succeeding 
House  and  provided  the  method,  rates  of  pay, 
and  other  matters  of  detalL 

The  cause  for  the  dismissal  of  Blair  ft 
Rives  was  a  political  one.  The  Twenty-sev- 
enth Congress  was  a  Whig  Congress — the 
first  In  power  after  many  years  of  rule  by 
the  JacJuonlan  Democrats.  Mr.  Blair,  ons 
ot  the  parti^rs  «'ho  had  been  chosen  by  the 
djrlng  Denaocratlc  Senate  as  printer  for  the 
next  SenatCL.  was  editor  of  the  Washington 
Globe,  an  Intensely  partisan  new^japer  which 
supported  the  Democratic  administration. 
Hie  Whi^u  had  given  notice  during  the  last 
days  of  the  second  session  of  the  Twenty- 
sixth  Congress  that  they  did  not  consider 
that  the  Democrats  had  any  right,  constitu- 
tional or  Baoral,  to  choose  a  printer  for  the 
next  Congress,  and  that  they  would  not  be 
bound  by  such  a  choice  but  woUld  oonsid'v 
It  a  nullity  despite  the  apparent  authority 
cf  the  Joint  resolution  of  1819  <9  Comsazs- 
sional  Globe,  ISO.  188-195).  The  Whigs 
warned  that  the  electton  of  a  prtnter  by  the 
expiring  Senate  would  not  and  oould  not 
prevent  the  next  Senate  from  executing  its 
"constitutional  right '  ■■  which  was  "Inheient 


In  both  bodies."  **  No  laws  of  Congress  oonid 
change  the  character  of  the  Constitution,  nor 
could  Congress  qualify  its  constltutkmal 
power  1^  law.  Despite  these  warnings,  tha 
Democratic  Senate  awarded  a  lurlntlng  con- 
tract for  the  printing  for  the  next  Senate  to 
Blair  *  Blvcs. 

Immediately  upon  the  opening  of  the  spe- 
cial sessicm  at  the  Senate  td  the  Twenty- 
aeveath  Congress.  Senator  liangvm,  ot 
North  Carolina.  Introduced  a  resolution  that 
Blair  &  Rives  be  dismissed  as  printers  to  ths 
Senate  (9  Congressional  Globe,  p.  236) . 

The  resolution  was  heatedly  opposed, 
largely  on  the  authority  of  the  established 
usage  under  the  Joint  resolution  of  1819.*" 
The  opponents  argued  that  a  printer  had 
been  elected  ten  times  under  the  authority 
of  the  resolution  and  that  now,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  eleventh  election,  the  rmoonstl- 
tutlonaMty  ot  the  atithorizlng  resolution  was 
claimed.  Those  in  favor  of  the  dlsmtasal 
designated  the  resolution  of  1818  as  a  ininity 
because  It  attempted  to  bind  the  actions  of 
future  Houses  of  Congress.  They  pointed 
out  that  the  House  had  dlarepirded  the  reso- 
lution a  number  of  times.  Senator  daytoa 
stated  the  theory  of  the  Whigs  as  fchows : 

"Now  they  found  It  necessto-y  to  go  into  the 
election  of  a  printer,  but  they  were  told  the 
office  was  filled.  With  that  he  did  not  agree. 
He  believed  the  act  performed  was  a  nuUi^, 
and  not  consistent  with  the  powers  given 
them  by  the  Constitution  to  appoint  their 
own  officers;  and  therefore  they  could  re- 
move these  printers,  and  go  into  the  elecliaa 
of  other  printers."  " 

Senator  Clay's  views  were  soo^ewhat  dif- 
ferent. He  argued  that  both  the  Senate  and 
the  House  were  continucus  bodies,  b\U  that 
succeeding  Houses,  of  couree.  were  not  Iden- 
tical in  the  Members  that  composed  theoL. 
He  hoped  that  the  acts  and  measures  of  the 
Senate  "while  theoretically  always  in  exist- 
ence, would  depend  on  the  component  Mem- 
bers tliat  constitute  the  body." "  Senator 
Clay  thus  emphasized  the  view  taken  here 
that,  whatever  the  theoretical  nature  of  the 
Senate.  It  must  be  able  to  act  on  the  bask 
of  the  views  of  its  present  members  and  not 
on  the  basis  of  a  majority  long  since  out  of 
office  or  dead. 

Senator  Buchanan,  among  the  leaders  of 
the  opposition  to  the  resolution  of  dismisssi, 
defined  the  Senate  as  a  continuous  body  in 
remarks  which  have  often  been  quoted.** 

The  appeals  to  usage,  the  deflnll.lons  of 
the  Senate  as  a  continuing  body,  the  cries 
of  chaos  which  were  voiced  by  the  Democra.* 
were  in  vain.  The  resolution  was  adopted 
26  to  la" 


"  Senator  niurman  advanced  the  unnsual 
theory  that  both  the  House  and  the  Senate 
were  oonthsuous  bodies,  since  a  quorum  of 
the  House  of  Beprosenta  tires  Is  always  elect- 
ed <4  CoNGRxaaoNAL  Raoran  432^.  A  num- 
ber of  the  Senators  opposing  the  change  re- 
lied on  the  continuity  of  the  Senate  (Sen- 
ator  Bayard,  4  Congressional  Rbcobb  iSl) 
and  stated  in  passing  that  the  Senate's  rules 
roritini|fe.  Xven  some  of  the  Senators  who 
supported  the  theory  that  the  Joint  ruisB 
were  not  in  force  referred  to  the  Senate  as 
"existing"  (HanUln,  4  CoNCTsmnai.  Rboord 
aO0)  although,  of  course,  these  refecences 
were  Irrelevant  to  the  point  at  issue. 

"  4  CoMOKssaioHAL  Rxcokd  Bia. 

"  Senator  Mangtim.  9  CoNSBSsaiONai.  GuisB 
191. 


"Senator  Henderson,  9  Cokcbessionai. 
Globe  190. 

"  The  history  of  the  Joint  resolution  of 
181S  Is  set  forth  In  Senator  Hubbard's  speech 
at  9  Congressional  Globe,  p.  189.  It  can 
be  summarized  as  follows:  In  1819,  a  Joint 
resolution  was  passed  which  set  the  rates  of 
pay  and  method  for  contracting  for  a  printer 
for  each  House  of  Congress  by  that  Houte 
of  the  preceding  Congress.  This  was  amend- 
ed by  a  joint  resolution  of  1829.  which  was 
also  signed  by  the  President,  which  set  the 
time  for  the  election  of  the  printer  as  within 
80  days  before  the  expiration  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  jjTovlded  that  a  majority  of  votes 
was  necessary  for  election. 

"  9  Congressional  Globe.  236. 

*>  9  Congressxonai.  Gu^bx,  237. 

**9  roMttsris'^^ir   Guomt.  MOl 

**For  dlBoiwslon  of  this  episode,  aee  Bur- 
dett.  FUibusftering  in  the  Senate,  p.  81.  The 
Senate  rwt  only  declined  to  follow  an  estab- 
UAed  ti— <r  in  this  instance,  it  had  taciay, 
both  In  1883  and  188S.  ^iproved  the  usage 
and  carried  out  the  Joint  resoiutica  paiwetn- 
Ing  the  choice  of  a  printer  desftMe  proiestB 
Blmtlar  to  those  made  In  this  suocesKul 
JT'-t^'M^  (See  Senator  Benton's  re 
8  CoNGXXSSiONAi.  Globs,  256-2&e.) 
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Thus,  the  Senate's  vote  In  favor  of  the 
necessity  of  adopting  the  Joint  rules  anew 
at  the  opening  of  each  Congress  and  Its  vote 
to  rt<«m>«—  the  printer  chosen  by  the  previous 
Senate,  despite  the  apparently  binding  au- 
thority of  a  Joint  resolution,  confirm  the 
view  that  the  Senate  Is  a  body  In  which  the 
majority  can  consent  by  silent  acquiescence 
to  an  action  of  a  preceding  Senate  or  can 
and  will,  when  necessary,  make  Its  own  views 
known  through  affirmative  action  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  new  Congress. 

IV.  TH«  HOtrSI  OF  BEFRESTOTATIVTS  HAS,  BY 
ACQUnSCENCE,  ACTED  CONTTiraOUSLT  IN  SOME 
RESPBCTS;  BT7CH  ACQX7IESCENCX  DOES  NOT 
CSXATS  A  CONTINTJOUS  BOOT 

Even  the  House  of  Representatives,  ad- 
mittedly a  new  body  In  each  Congress,  has 
by  acquiescence,  acted  on  a  continuous  basis 
In  some  respects.  These  examples  of  House 
action  are  further  demonstration  that  con- 
tinuity by  acquiescence  does  not  operate  to 
change  the  essential  nature  of  a  legislative 
body  and  that  the  acquiescence  can  be  termi- 
nated by  ihajorlty  actions.** 

A.  The  carry-over  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
from  one  Congress  to  another 

One  of  the  most  Interesting  anomalies  of 
the  American  leglelatlve  system  is  the  duty 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  preceding  Congress  to  organize  the 
Houtie  In  a  new  Coi.greas.  The  Clerk  of  the 
preceding  House  has  the  all-important  re- 
sponsibility and  power  of  preparing  a  roll  of 
Members  of  the  new  House.  He  has  used  any 
source  he  wishes  for  this  pxirpose — news- 
paper reports,  formal  election  returns,  etc. 
Upon  the  meeting  of  the  House  he  calls  the 
Hoxise  to  order,  calls  the  roll  prepared  by 
himself,  and  the  effect  of  that  roll  call  is  to 
determine  whether  there  is  a  quorum.  The 
composition  of  this  roll  of  Members,  espe- 
cially at  a  doubtful  time,  could  determine 
the  election  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as 
It  has  In  contests  in  the  past.  The  Cleric  can 
completely  dominate  the  organization  of  the 
House,  and  he  holds  his  office  untfl  his  suc- 
cessor qualifies. 

For  many  years  this  procedure  continued 
only  by  custom  and  House  rule,  and  in  1863 
the  custom  was  formulated  Into  a  statute 
(14  Stat.  L.  397).  This  practice,  in  one  fa- 
mous Instance,  permitted  the  Clerk  to  insure 
the  election  of  the  Speaker  from  the  party  of 
his  choice,**  and  in  another  equally  famous 
Instance  the  Clerk  of  the  preceding  House. 
chosen  by  an  expired  body,  guided  the  House 
of  Representatives  from  its  meeting  in  De- 
cember 1855  until  February  3,  1856,  when  the 
House  was  finally  able  to  agree  on  the  elec- 
tion of  the  Speaker." 

Authorities  who  have  commented  on  both 
the  statute  and  the  usage  which  preceded  it 
have  remarked  that,  of  course,  neither  the 
usage    nor    the    statute   is   blading   since    It 


II 


«» There  are  respects  in  which  the  Senate 
has  treated  itself  as  an  organized  body  from 
Congress  to  Congress,  notably,  the  election 
since  1890  of  the  President  pro  tempore  to 
hold  office  indefinitely  at  the  will  and  pleas- 
ure of  the  Senate.  See  Senate  Manual,  foot- 
note at  p.  575.  Moreover,  by  unwritten 
usage,  other  officers  are  elected  only  when 
the  majority  composition  of  the  Senate  Is 
changed.  These  Instances  are  not  persuasive 
for  a  number  of  reasons:  (a)  They  can  be 
explained  by  acquiescence,  (b)  because  they 
refer  to  minor  organizational  matters  rather 
than  to  the  substance  of  the  Senate  func- 
tions; (c)  because  they  are  not  historically 
unbroken  precedents  but  on  the  contrary 
have  been  settled  only  within  about  the  past 
65  years;  and  (d)  lastly,  because  we  find 
that  In  even  more  Important  respects  the 
House  also  carries  forward  from  one  Congress 
to  another. 

^Rlddlck.  Congreaslonal  Procedure,  1941, 
p.  100;  Alexander,  History  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  p.  13,  et  seq. 

"  Hinds,  op.  clt.  supra,  sec.  222. 


obviously  conflicts  with  the  constitutional 
power  of  eacti  House  to  choose  its  own  offi- 
cers and  make  Its  own  rules."  Speaker  Reed 
gave  the  complete  explanation  of  the  prac- 
tice when  he  said : 

"It  is  clear  that  the  Inherent  right  of  the 
House  under  the  Constitution  to  make  its 
rules  and  elect  its  officers  cannot  be  limited 
by  the  act  of  1863,  "but  'he  law  has  thus  far 
been  acquiesced  in  because  of  the  fear  that 
any  other  course  might  lead  to  chaos."  "  " 

Acquiescence  by  the  majority  of  the  new 
body  in  the  jirocedure  by  which  the  Clerk  of 
one  House  performs  very  important  duties 
with  respect  to  the  new  House,  has  been  the 
equivalent  o:  a  biannual  readoptlon  of  that 
system,  but  Ir,  has  not  and  could  not  thereby 
transform  the  House  Into  a  continuous  body 
for  other  purposes. 

B.  House  ruli's  consiidered  as  continuing  for 
30-year  period 

The  history  of  congressional  procedure  af- 
fords another  example  of  the  powerful  effect 
of  acquiescence  ujxjn  an  otherwise  doubtful 
procedure.  On  March  19,  1860,  the  H-use 
adopted  a  rule  provldliiR  that  the  then  Hiiles 
of  the  Huuso  should  be  the  Rules  of  the 
House  "of  the  present  and  subsequent  Con- 
gresses unles.;  otherwise  ordered, "  which  rule 
was  continued  until  1890. 

This  provision,  although  it  continued  for 
30  years,  had  a  s-.iinewhat  checUei'd  history. 
On  December  7,  1375,  a  resolution  providing 
for  adoption  of  the  rules  of  the  preceding 
House  with  certain  changes  was  oiTered.  A 
point  of  order  was  raised  against  this  reso- 
lution based  on  the  provision  of  the  genernl 
nile  quoted  ;ibove,  pro'.  Iding  that  the  rules 
should  apply  to  the  House  of  subsec|uent 
Congresses.^  The  Speaker  overruled  this 
point  of  order  and  no  appeal  was  taken  fiom 
his  decision,  but  the  resolution  was  adopted. 
Despite  this  iipparenl  rejection  of  the  carry- 
over provision  of  the  House  rules,  the  House 
refused,  at  a  subsequent  time  when  It  was 
considering  a  major  revision  of  the  rules,  to 
vote  for  a  motion  changing  that  provision  of 
the  rules." 

This  apparently  Inconsistent  series  of 
events,  is  fuliy  understandable  If  one  accepts 
the  explanation  proposed  here  that  ac(iuies- 
cence  of  a  mejorlty  Is  an  action  equivalent  to 
readoptlon.  In  1875,  when  an  attempt  to 
obstruct  prooosed  chans;es  In  the  rules,  the 
majority,  by  Its  acceptance  of  the  Speaker's 
decision  and  its  adoption  of  the  changes, 
demonstrated  its  lack  of  acquiescence  In  tht 
old  rules  and  its  affirmative  Intent  that  the 
rules  be  changed.  The  majority  of  the 
House  In  18t.O.  when  It  voted  to  retain  the 
"carry-over"  rule  In  question,  demonstrated 
Its  conviction  that  the  rules  could,  unless 
the  majority  expressed  a  contrary  intention. 
carry  over  hy  acquiescence.  Indeed  they 
did  so  carry  over  at  least  three  times  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Congress — In  1869.  In  1871, 
and  In  1873. ' 

Thereafter.  In  1890,  there  occurred  Speaker 
Reed's  revolution,  another  and  perhaps  the 
most  famous  example  of  the  majority  chang- 
ing basic  procedures  when  necessary  for 
manifestation  of  the  right  of  each  House  to 
make  Its  own  rules  and  to  legislate.  At  the 
opening  of  the  Fifty-first  Congress,  despite 
the  provision  discussed  above  which  would 
have  automatically  carried  over  the  rules  of 
the  preceding  Congress,  the  rules  were 
treated  as  n<Jt  being  in  force  and  were  re- 
ferred to  a  committee  for  consideration  and 
revision." 


"Cushlng,  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  106;  Hinds,  op. 
cit.  supra,  seo.  67. 

"Alexander,  op.  clt.  supra,  p.  24. 

••Hinds,  op.  cit.  supra,  s.  6744. 

•>  Feb.  27.  1380.  Hinds,  op  clt.  supra,  s.  6746. 

"See  remarks  of  Senator  Kelly  during  the 
discussion  on  the  necessity  for  adoption  of 
the  Joint  Rules  in  1876.  4  Congressional 
Recoko  434,  44th  Cong..  Ist  sess. 

**21  Congressional  Record,  84. 


The  committee  did  not  report  out  any  new 
rules  for  a  long  period.  During  the  Interim. 
Speaker  Reed  had  ruled  that  the  House  was 
acting  under  general  parliamentary  law  be- 
cause there  were  no  rules  In  existence  until 
the  House  adopted  them.  Then,  using  the 
principles  of  general  parliamentary  law, 
Speaker  Reed  made  a  startling  change  in  the 
historical  method  of  determining  a  quorum 
in  the  House.  One  of  the  favorite  methods 
ol  minority  obstruction  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives had  been  for  Members  to  refuse 
to  answer  a  quorum  call,  although  the  Con- 
gressman might  have  been  actually  present 
within  the  view  of  the  Speaker  and  the  Clerk 
in  the  Chamber."  This  ruling  of  Speaker 
R:ed'8  was  crnirary  to  the  more  than  100- 
year-old  precedent  on  counting  a  quorum  In 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  the  debate  subsequent  to  this  revolu- 
tionary drclsUjn  and  in  the  long  debates  on 
the  adoption  of  the  new  rules."  the  Members 
of  the  House  expressed  forcefully  the  basic 
reasons  why  it  was  necessary  and  proper  for 
the  Ilou.re  to  reject  the  binding  effect  of  the 
preceding  rules  and  the  long-standing  prece- 
dent on  counting  a  quorum. 

"Mr.  CuTCiiEON.  Secondly.  It  Is  said,  and 
ve  have  heard  it  iterated  and  reiterated  un- 
til It  has  become  stale  In  our  ears,  that  the 
proposed  rules  are  revolutionary.  Well.  If  it 
is  nicaiit  by  tha'  simply  that  we  are  about 
to  make  a  radical  change,  let  us  admit  that 
In  that  sense  the  proposed  change  is  revolu- 
tionary, because  it  proposes  to  substitute  the 
rule  of  the  majority  for  the  rule  of  the  mi- 
nority. It  proposes  to  substitute  action 
for  Inaction.  It  proposes  to  substitute  leg- 
islation for  obstruction,  and  in  that  sense 
and  to  that  extent,  and  that  extent  only,  they 
are  revoUitl  inary. 

"Mr.  Speaker,  we  may  say  further.  In  reply 
to  the  chnrge  that  these  rules  are  revolu- 
tionary, that  no  long-continued  and  deep- 
rooted  evil  can  be  removed  except  by  radical 
measures,  and  we  have  realized,  and  the  re- 
alization has  been  growing  on  us  for  years. 
that  there  Is  In  the  system  of  procedure  of 
this  House  a  deep  wrong  perpetrated  whereby 
It  Is  possible  for  one  Member  to  t.tke  this 
House  hy  the  throat  and  throttle  it  in  its 
entirety  and  to  prevent  Its  proceeding  with 
Its  legitimate  and  constitutional  functions. 
That  is  the  evil,  that  is  the  wrong  we  pro- 
posed to  uproot  by  radical  changes  in  our 
code  of  rules."  " 

The  condition.^  which  necessitated  these 
radical   chaises   were   vividly  described. 

"I  am  dealing  with  conditions  In  the  last 
Congress  rnder  the  rules  and  with  conditions 
now.  What  was  the  result  of  that  exercise 
of  the  Sr>eakers  power?  The  result  was  that 
the  business  of  60.000.000  people  piled  up 
on  the  calendars  and  not  more  than  5  per- 
cent of  it  could  receive  consideration,  and. 
In  fact,  under  former  codes  of  rules,  almost 
as  much  time  was  given  to  obstruction  by  the 
minority  as  was  given  to  the  consideration  of 
the  business  of  60.030.0C0  jpeople." 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Notwithstanding  that  the  majority  of  the 
House  was  nearly  two-thirds  in  favor  of  that 
proposition,  this  filibustering  was  kept  up 
successfully,  and  all  of  that  majority  be- 
lieved that  the  appropriation  from  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  should  be  made, 
believed  it  to  l)e  a  Just  and  constitution?.! 
appropriation,  and  showed  by  their  votes  and 
action  that  they  were  following  the  de- 
mands of  the  people  of  the  loyal  States;  but 
they  were  met  by  the  opposition  of  some 
30  men,  so  that,  day  and  night,  continuously, 
we  were  compelled  to  sit  here  doing  nothing 
but  answer  roll  calls  until  the  minority 
forced   the  postponement  of  the  consldera- 
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"21  Congressional  Record,  740-749. 

"  Reported  by  the  committee.  21  Congres- 
sional Record   10'J5. 

*  21   C0NCRE.SS10NAL  Record  1236. 

"  Mr.  Cannon,  21  Congressional  Record 
1172. 


tlon  of  that  meisure  until  the  next  session  of 
Congress.  Can  gentlemen  tell  me  that  the 
minority  has  ;.  right  by  mere  obstructive 
dilatory  fillbus:erlng,  which  is  but  another 
name  for  a  pliatical  system  of  obstruction, 
to  prevent  the  will  of  a  majority  of  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  American  people  from 
being  enacted  Into  law?     I  deny  It. 

"I  have  llst«ned  with  some  curiosity  to 
observa  ions  mnde  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  but  I  failed  to  hear  from  one  yet  wherein 
the  rights  of  the  minority,  for  which  they 
are  clamoring,  :ire  taken  away  by  this  meas- 
ure. What  rights  do  the  minority  claim, 
collectively,  as  a  factor  of  this  parliamentary 
body,  which  tl.ey  fear  are  going  to  be  in- 
fringed upon?  Will  any  gentleman  dispute 
this  proposition:  That  the  only  rights  a 
minority  in  this  or  any  other  legislative  as- 
sembly have  Is,  first,  the  right  to  a  fair.  full, 
and  free  discusiilon  of  the  measure  and.  sec- 
ond, the  right  .0  offer  such  amendments  as 
may  be  germane,  under  either  the  rules  of 
the  body  or  the  general  parliamentary  law, 
to  the  proposit  on  being  consif^ered?  When 
the  minority  have  accorded  to  them  the.<^e 
two  rights  they  are  at  the  end  of  their 
tether,  and  If  I  am  wrong  in  this  I  shall  be 
glad  to  be  corre:ted,  but  I  assert  it  believing 
in   Its  truth."'  =* 

The  rules  which  ]>ermltted  the  majority 
of  the  House  to  perform  its  legislative  func- 
tions were  final  y  adopted  by  a  vote  of  161  to 
144  on  February  14,  1890  (21  Congressional 
Record  1347). 

Speaker  Reec's  declaration  that  general 
parliamentary  *  aw  governed  the  House  In 
the  absence  of  adopted  rules  and  the  con- 
firmation of  this  declaration  by  a  majority 
of  the  House  through  their  adopting  the 
new  rules  demonstrated  the  power  of  the 
majority.  Inherent  In  the  legislature  of  a 
constitutional  democracy,  to  determine  Its 
own  procedureii  even  at  the  rejection  of 
long-standing  [jrecedents  and  purportedly 
binding  rules.  Moreover,  the  decision  by  a 
majority  of  the  House  that  the  old  rules  did 
not  carry  over,  and  that,  in  their  absence, 
the  rules  of  general  parliamentary  law  pre- 
vailed, did  not  lead  to  chaos,  as  the  oppon- 
ents of  change  then  and  now  argue.  The 
House  expedite!  Its  business,  expressed  the 
majority  will,  nnd  generally  readopted  the 
rules  of  the  preceding  Congress,  with  minor 
changes,  except  when  a  major  revision  (as 
in  1911)  was  necessary.  It  is  significant  for 
the  question  cDUsidered  here  that  Speaker 
Reed's  "revolution""  was  not  followed  by  bi- 
annual contro\ersles  over  the  Rules  of  the 
Hou.";e,  nor  Is  It  to  be  expected  that  the 
necessity  for  ailoptlng  rules  at  the  opening 
of  each  Congress  would  have  any  different 
result  In  the  Sinate. 

C.  Other  incidtnts  of  Horise  action  continu- 
ing beyond  tie  expiration  of  a  Congress 
Many  preced?nt8  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives In  addition  to  the  episodes  already 
described  confirm  the  proposition  that  ac- 
quiescence will  permit  the  carry-over  of 
certain  functions  of  the  House  from  one 
Congress  to  the  succeeding  Congress. 

1.  The  first  House  on  December  30,  1791, 
voted  to  requl"e  a  report  to  the  House  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  state 
of  the  public  moneys.  It  was  agreed  to  as 
a  rule  of  the  House.  In  the  debates  on  this 
resolution  the  objection  was  made  that  this 
House  could  not  bind  future  Congresses. 
"Mr,  Wilson  supported  the  resolution.  He 
said  the  present  Congress  had  a  right  to 
make  such  ruljs  and  regulations  respecting 
the  Treasury  as  they  thouglit  proper;  and  to 
say  that  those  rules  shall  be  perpetual;  still 
a  future  Conjress  may  repeal  them  and 
establish  otheis  which  they  may  say  shall 
be  standing  ru  es."  In  the  same  debate  one 
Member  referred  to  another  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  "Treasury  on  manufactures 


which    had    been    ordered   by   the   previous 
House  and  made  to  this  one." 

2.  On  February  1,  1830,  the  House  ordered 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  send  printed  copies 
of  the  Army  list  annually.  Subsequent  legis- 
lative records  show  that  this  was  at  least 
intermittently  complied  with." 

3.  The  House  has  passed  a  rule  prohibiting 
the  use  of  its  Hall  during  its  recess.  It  Is 
clear  from  the  date  of  this  resolution  that 
it  was  referring  to  the  recess  after  the 
expiration  of  a  Congress." 

4.  By  specific  authorization,  a  select  com- 
mittee of  the  House  filed  its  report  after  the 
expiration  of  a  session."' 

5.  A  statute  provided  for  an  appointment 
of  a  committee  on  accounts  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  expiring  House  from  Representatives- 
elect,  to  act  as  a  committee  from  the  time 
the  old  Congress  expires  until  the  new  Con- 
gress meets  and  appoints  a  regular  committee 
on  accounts.*^ 

6.  (a)  Joint  committees  have  been  ap- 
pointed, by  Joint  resolutions,  which  have  reo- 
resented  Congress  after  the  expiration  of  the 
authorizing  Congress.'* 

(b)  Likewise,  a  resolution  authorizing  the 
creation  of  a  joint  committee  on  civil  service 
In  the  next  Congress  was  passed  on  March 
2,  1869.  This  was  treated  as  effective,  al- 
though as  a  matter  of  fact  the  committee 
was  not  appointed,  since  both  Houses  In  effect 
rescinded  the  action."  , 

v.    SUMMARY 

At  the  moment  when  a  new  Congress  opens, 
the  fact  that  a  new  body  is  in  existence  is 
indicated  by  a  new  number  for  that  Congress. 
The  whole  body  then — the  Congress — treats 
Itself  as  a  separate  assembly  from  that  which 
preceded  it.  The  House,  too,  despite  the 
minor  procedural  Instances  outlined  in  poir.t 
4  of  this  brief,  treats  Itself  as  a  new  oody 
and  adopts  new  rules.  In  what  respect  Is 
the  Senate  of  this  new  Congress  so  dlilerent 
from  the  House  as  to  make  It  continuous? 
Although  a  proportion  of  its  Members  are 
the  same  as  those  who  were  Members  in  the 
previous  Congress,  the  Senate,  as  a  Senate 
and  as  a  part  of  the  Congress  established  by 
the  Constitution,  is  a  new  entity. 

Since  1789  the  Senate  of  each  Congress  has 
had  the  right,  both  under  the  Constitution 
and  by  the  necessary  effect  of  the  establish- 
ment of  a  democratic  representative  assem- 
bly, to  legislate  without  being  bound  by  the 
action  of  preceding  Senates,  and  to  adopt 
rules  of  procedure  for  such  legislation  with- 
out being  bound  by  the  rules  of  procedure  of 
preceding  Senates. 

The  Senate  has  demonstrated  by  its  treat- 
ment of  its  leglsiative  business,  its  executive 
business,  and  Its  committees,  as  new  in  each 
Congress,  that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  in 
such  a  new  Congress  has  a  right  to  declare 
Its  own  will. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  has.  over 
a  long  period,  acquiesced  In  the  rules  of  pre- 
ceding Senates.  It  has  never  by  vote  deter- 
mined that  such  rules  were  in  effect  at  the 
beginning  of  a  succeeding  Congress;  the 
question  of  whether  the  rules  need  to  be  re- 
adopted  when  a  majority  wishes  them 
changed  has  never  been  tested.  Since  the 
assertion  that  the  rules  of  a  preceding  Sen- 
ate are  binding  upon  a  later  Senate  raises 
grave  constitutional  questions,  the  action  of 
the  Senate  must  be  construed  as  acquiescence 
In  the  rules  rather  than  as  proving  a  con- 
tinuity of  the  Senate  for  this  purpose. 


"  Mr.    Payso  1,    21    Congressional    Record 
1217. 


»•  3  Annals  of  Congress  300-302;  Hinds,  op. 
clt.  supra,  sec.  6752. 

*■  Hinds,  op.  cit.  supra,  sec.  6754. 

•'  Hinds,  op.  cit.  supra,  sec.  6751. 

«=  Cannon,  Precedents  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, s.  381. 

•"  Hinds,  op.  cit.  supra,  sec.  4335. 

**  Hinds,  op.  clt.  supra,  sec.  7053,  James- 
town Exposition;  Hinds,  op.  clt.  supra,  sec. 
7054.  Louisiana  Purchase  Exposition. 

«  Hinds,  op.  clt.  supra,  sec.  4445. 


Whenever  a  majority  of  the  Senate  has 
found  it  necessary  to  reject  the  purportedly 
binding  effect  of  the  action  of  previous  Sen- 
ates, as  In  the  case  of  the  Joint  rules  and 
the  election  of  the  Senate  printer,  it  has 
done  so  at  the  beginning  of  the  opening 
session  of  a  new  Senate  by  majority  vote. 

The  lengthy  period  of  acquiescence  does 
not  by  itself  establish  the  continuity  of  the 
Senate.  Even  the  House  In  a  number  of 
Instances,  notably  in  the  carryover  of  Its 
Clerk  to  a  new  Congress  and  In  the  1860  to 
1890  period,  when  the  rules  were  carried  over 
to  the  succeeding  House,  has  acquiesced  In 
the  action  of  prior  Houses  without  establish- 
ing itself  as  a  continuing  body. 

Every  constitutional  and  legislative  prin- 
ciple, and  every  action  of  the  Senate  In 
other  matters,  leads  inescapably  to  the  con- 
clusion that  new  Senate  rules  can  be  adopted 
at  the  beginning  of  a  new  Congress  by  a 
majority  vote  unfettered  by  the  actions  or 
rules  of  the  Senate  of  any  preceding  Con- 
gresses. 
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Appendix  A 
Mr  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry.  Do  the  officers  of  the  Senate,  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  and  the  officers,  hold  now 
by  virtue  of  their  election  during  a  preceding 
session  of  the  Senate? 

The  Vice  President.  The  Chair  was  trying 
to  ascertain  whether  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa wanted  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  upon 
the  quesTfon  as  to  whether  the  Senate  as  a 
continuing  body  has  rules  and  whetjier  It 
has  officers.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
simply  desired  to  place  on  the  record  a 
protest. 

Mr.  Owen.  A  caveat. 

The  Vice  President.  Yes;  he  served  notice 
that  there  Is  a  patent  applied  for.  The  Chair 
is  not  inclined  to  answer  parliamentary  In- 
quires for  the  reason  that  everyone  knows  or 
should  know  what  is  coming  up.  If  it  is 
taken  up  now  the  Chair  will  formally  rule 
on  the  question  and  an  appeal  can  be  taken. 
There  is  no  way  the  Chair  could  rule  on  a 
parliamentary  Inquiry  without  immediately 
precipitating  a  debate  on  this  question. 

Mr.  Reed.  Will  the  Senator  from  Montana 
pardon  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  really  would  like  to  present 
to  the  Presiding  Officer  that  question  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  not  Involving  the 
question  of  the  continuity  of  the  rules  at  all. 

"The  Vice  President.  The  Chair  believes 
that  the  various  officials  of  the  Senate  hold 
until  their  successors  have  been  by  the 
Senate  appointed. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  was  of  the  impression  that 
it  had  been  definitely  determined  by  the 
Senate.  That  Is  the  rule  in  respect  to  the 
President  pro  tempore,  who  holds  his  office 
by  virtue  of  the  Constitution.  I  am  not  so 
certain  that  there  Is  a  statute  to  the  effect 
that  when  once  elected  he  holds  until  his 
successor  is  elected  and  qualified.  I  am  not 
certain  whether  that  question  has  been  de- 
termined so  far  as  the  other  officers  of  the 
Senate  are 'concerned. 

I  merely  desire  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
If  the  terms  of  those  officers  expired  with  the 
last  Congress  and  they  do  not  continue  be- 
yond the  life  of  the  last  Congress,  then  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia would  scarcely  be  In  order  until  the 
organization  of  the  Senate  Is  completed  by 
the  election  of  a  Secretary  and  a  Sergeant 
at  Arms.  Accordingly,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  the  resolution  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  Is  In  order  at 
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this  time,  It  occurs  to  me  that  we  must  first 
determine  whether  we  have  a  Secretary. 

ICr.  Jamxs.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  asked  unanimous  consent  for 
the  consideration  of  the  resolution  and  that 
wovdd  make  It  in  order,  even  though  the 
point  of  order  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  should  be  well  taken  upon  a  full 
consideration  of  the  question. 

Ifr.  Walsh.  I  was  not  unmindful  of  the 
suggestion  now  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  but  the  resolution  recites  that 
there  is  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  present  and 
ready  to  receive  any  communication  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  may  care  to 
make.  Of  course,  if  he  makes  any  communi- 
cation to  the  Senate  we  ought  to  have  a 
Secretary  to  report  the  communication  that 
he  makes.  We  ought  to  have  a  Sergeant  at 
Arms  to  preserve  order  before 

Mr.  Bkandecex.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  Ijodgx.  It  has  not  yet  been  determined 
that  there  is  a  quorum  present. 

The  Vici  Prssioent.  The  Secretary  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Secretary  proceeded  to  call  the  roll 
and  Mr.  Ashhiirst  answered  "present." 

Bdr.  Harding.  May  I  make  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry  at  this  stage? 

Mr.  James.  The  regular  order. 

The  Vice  President.  Nothing  can  be  done 
In  the  way  of  a  parliamentary  inquiry  until 
we  determine  whether  a  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  Harding.  I  want  to  raise  this  point, 
Mr.  President. 

The  Vice  PaEsroEKr.  The  Chair  has  ruled. 
The  Secretary  will  proceed  with  the  roll  call. 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  Vice  President.  Eighty-seven  Senators 
have  answered  to  the  roll  call.  There  Is  a 
quorum  present. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  de- 
sire to  annoy  the  Presiding  Offlcer.  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  how  we  estamish  the  valid- 
ity of  the  roll  call  until  the  Chair  has  ruled 
concerning  the  continuing  services  of  the 
ofBcers  of  the  Senate? 

The  Vice  Pre.sident.  They  are  at  least  de 
facto  officers  of  the  Senate,  whether  they  be 
de  Jure  or  not. 

Mr.    Harding.  That   Is   very   manifest. 

The  Vice  President.  And  the  action  of 
de  facto  officers  is  always  valid  anywhere  at 
any  time. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President,  the  Chair  re- 
marked a  few  moments  ago  that  the  purpose 
of  these  queries  and  of  the  protest  or  notice 
by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  Is  very  ob- 
vious, and  that  is  true.  The  purpose  on  the 
part  of  some  of  us — not  from  a  partisan 
standpoint  at  all,  but  in  the  interest  of 
transacting  the  public  business — is  to  amend 
the  rules  of  the  Senate,  if  we  can.  It  has 
been  demonstrated  many  times  that,  what- 
ever else  we  may  be  able  to  do,  we  cannot 
vote  upon  a  pending  measure  in  the  absence 
of  unanimous  consent.  Some  of  us  think 
that  now  we  should  stay  here  until  Decem- 
ber, If  necessary.  In  order  that  the  country 
may  learn  whether,  in  addition  to  that  in- 
ability, we  are  too  Imbecile  to  amend  our 
own  rules. 

Mr.  Bhandecee.  I  ask  for  the  regiilar  order. 

Mr.  Owen.  There  is  no  regular  order. 

Mr.  Brandegee.  The  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Martin]  has  asked  unanimous  consent 
for  the  passage  of  a  resolution. 

Mr.  Owen.  The  regular  order  is  under  gen- 
eral parliamentary  law,  and  in  that  sense 
only  could  there  be  unanimous  consent  to 
there  being  any  regular  order. 

Mr.  Brandegee.  What  is  the  business  be- 
fore the  Senate,  Mr.  President? 

The  Vice  PaEsmENT.  The  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  resolution  which  has 
been  read.  Nobody  seems  to  have  objected 
to  it. 

Mr.  Brandecxz.  Is  there  objection? 

The  V^CE  Pbxsident.  There  is  no  objection 
of  which  the  Chair  has  heard. 


Mr.  Walsh.  I  do  not  desire  to  embarrass 
the  proceedings  at  all,  but  I  suggest  that 
probably  we  can  go  on  and  allow  a  record  of 
the  proceedings  to  be  made  by  some  de  facto 
offlcer  or  by  anybody  whom  the  Chair  should 
designate  to  take  down  what  transpires.  I 
see  no  reason  why  this  course  should  not  be 
taken,  even  though  we  have  not  officers;  but 
it  is  quite  obvious  that  we  must  soon  deter- 
mine that  question. 

Mr.  Rked.  Do  I  understand  that  the  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Martin]  has  been  adopted  by  unani- 
mous consent? 

The  Vice  President.  N»t  yet. 

Mr.  Rued.  I  hope  that  no  one  In  the  Senate 
will  object  to  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  wait 
on  the  President.  Whatever  else  we  ought  to 
do  hereafter,  we  certainly  ought  not  to  neg- 
lect to  do  tills  necessary  thing.  No  right  will 
be  lost  by  .t.  We  are  not  In  a  court  where 
we  shall  waive  our  right  by  laches. 

Mr.  Brandegee.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order. 

The  Vic!i  Fresid'-nt.  The  Senator  from 
Cjnnecticut  will  state  It. 

Mr.  Brandegee.  Debate  Is  not  in  order  on 
a  request  for  unanimous  consent.  I  ask  for 
the  regular  order. 

Mr.  Owen.  Mr.  Piesident,  there  Is  no  regu- 
lar order  in  the  Senate,  because  the  Senate 
has  not  ad^ted  any  rules  for  its  procedure. 

Mr.  Er.\ndecee.  I  should  like  a  rulin;;  of 
the  Chair.  I  take  the  statement  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  at  its  face  value,  but  I 
prefer  a  ruling  rf  the  Chair. 

Mr.  OwiN,  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
will  in  this  parliamentary  body  express  hi.s 
opinion  without  re.^ard  to  the  permission  of 
the  Senat'  r  frr.m  Connecticut. 

M--  Bra>  DEGEE.  I  demand  the  regular  order, 
Mr.  Presid<?nt. 

Mr.  Ov^^N.  There  Is  no  regular  order,  Mr. 
President. 

The  ViQE  Pbe^id'-nt  Ju.st  a  m'^ment.  We 
are  getting:  nowhere,  and  we  are  doing  abso- 
lutely no  cocKl.  The  Senator  from  Ckiahoma 
refu  ;es  to  make  a  point  of  order,  and  nobody 
else  make?  one. 

Mr.  BR.A>irE.;E!r  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  debate  is  n';t  In  order  on  this  request 
for  unanimous  cf  nsent,  and  I  will  ask  for  a 
ruling  of  the  Ch:iir. 

The  Vies  Pre  idknt.  Unanimous  CDn.-sent 
has  been  granted  for  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  but  whether  the  resolution  shall 
be  passed  Is  debp.tnblc,  the  Chair  tliinl-.s. 

Mr.  Br.vwdegee  Is  the  resolution  tefcre  the 
Senate? 

The  Vice  Presipent.  The  resolution  Is  be- 
fore the  Senate  and  har,  been  read. 

Mr.  Br.^xdegee.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Cwi:n.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it 
is  perfectly  obvious  that  the  continuation  of 
the  servlcts  of  the  stenographers  and  all  the 
officers  of  the  Senate  Is  granted  by  unani- 
mous con5ent,  because  there  is  no  single 
Senator  who  desires  to  make  any  objection 
to  that,  a.od  that  certainly  may  be  consid- 
ered as  of  unanimous  consent,  whether  we 
are  under  the  general  parliamentary  law  or 
whether  we  are  under  the  law  of  a  continu- 
ing body.  Therefore  that  much  is  e'lmi- 
nated.  and  the  only  thing  that  I  wish  to  pre- 
serve Is  th.it  we  shall  not  be  put  in  the  atti- 
tude of  proceeding  under  the  rules  of  any 
preceding  Congress.  To  that  I  will  not  con- 
sent. 

The  Vice  President.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Reed  and  Mr.  Vardaman  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  Vice  President.  The  Senator  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  Reed.  Mr.  President.  I  presume  It  will 
take  something  like  an  hour  for  the  commit- 
tee appoin-ed  to  wait  on  the  President  to  re- 
port, and  I  move,  therefore,  that  Immediately 
upon  the  appwlntment  of  the  committee  the 
Senate  shall  stand  In  recess  until  the  hour  of 
half  past  1  o'clock  p.  m. 


Mr.  Vardaman.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  rise 
to  a  question  of  personal  privilege,  if  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  will  be  kind  enough 
to  withhold  his  motion. 

Mr.  Reed.  Certainly;  but  my  motion  would 
not  Interfere  with  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, because  my  motion  was  that  the  Sen- 
ate take  a  recess  after  the  committee  has 
been  appointed.  However,  I  will  withhold 
the  motion. 

Mr.  Vardaman.  Mr.  President ■ 

The  Vicx  President.  If  the  Senator  will 
pause  a  moment,  the  Chair  appoints  as  the 
committee  to  wait  on  the  President  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  jMr.  Martin),  the 
Senator  from  Montana  |Mr.  Walsh],  and 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Warren ]. 
•  •  •  •  • 

Mr.  WAI.SH.  Before  making  that  motion 
win  the  Senator  indulge  me  for  a  mo- 
ment? 

Mr.  Reed.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Wal.'-h.  I  feel  that  the  question  pre- 
sented to  the  Semite  by  the  bill  tendered  by 
the  Senatiir  from  Massachusetts  ought  not 
to  be  considered  as  disposed  of  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  Slates  that  the  Senate 
convened  in  extraordinary  session,  without  ^ 
the  H  >use  acting  In  cinjunction  with  It, 
can  transact  only  executive  business,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  Chair. 

I  have  very  carefully  considered  all  the 
debates  en  th.it  subject.  In  none  of  them, 
marvelous  a.s  it  may  seem.  Is  any  reference 
whatever  made  to  that  provision  of  the  Con- 
Etitution  to  which  the  Serfator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts has  Jtist  called  the  attention  of 
the  ^^enate.  I  find  it  difficult  to  believe 
that  that  subject  could  have  been  canvassed 
by  the  able  men  who  discussed  It  before 
this  b  'dy  without  reference  to  It.  But  after 
an  exhaustive  examination  of  the  question 
I  am  ob'igcd  to  say  that  that  Is  the  situa- 
tion, 'iet.  fcr  myself,  I  can  see  no  pos- 
sible escape  from  the  concluri  n  which  is 
announced  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr  Reed.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  S»nator 
from  Iloutar.a  that  I  had  Intended  to  make 
a  mciion  to  adjourn  for  the  very  purp<j£e 
of  leaving  this  question  open,  not  for  the 
piuprse  of  f(  recloslne;  It. 

Mr  Wal.'^h  That  Is  what  I  wanted  to  sug- 
ge  t  to  the  Senat  ir. 

Mr  Reed.  Of  c our.oe,  if  we  are  going  to 
discuss  It.  we  might  be  here  all  day.  It 
is  an  lmn«jrlant  question  and  It  ought  to 
be    fully   dl.cusscd. 

Mr  V.Aiji.'i  I  trust  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit me  to  ma're  a  statement  of  my  attitude 
with  re.-^j.ect  to  the  matter.  I  will  dUcuss 
It  liter  (II. 

The  Constitution  gives  to  the  President  cf 
the  United  Suites  e;.acliy  the  same  power  to 
coiivene  the  House  in  extraordinary  session 
that  It  gives  him  to  ci  nvene  the  Senate  In 
extraordinary  ses.slon.  The  language  Is  tliat 
"he  may,  on  extraordinary  occasions,  con- 
vene b>.lh  Houses,  cr  either  of  them." 

So,  Mr  President,  he  may  convene  the 
House  in  extra  session  without  the  Senate. 
If  he  can.  of  cour.-e,  the  House  can  only 
transact  le'^lslative  business,  because  It  has 
no  power  but  legislative  power.  So  if  the 
House  may  be  convened  in  extra  session  for 
the  purpose  of  transacting  legislative  busi- 
ness, it  strikes  me  as  indisputable  that  the 
Senate  can  transact  legislative  business  when 
so  convened. 

Yet.  Mr.  President,  you  are  quite  right 
in  the  view  that  the  other  has  been  ac- 
cepted for  many  years  and  even  has  been 
determined  oy  this  body.  But  we  shall  have 
to  reexamine  that  question,  and  we  shall 
have  to  reexamine  it  at  this  session. 

So  likewise,  Mr.  President,  you  are  pro- 
ceeding upon  the  assumption  that  the  rules 
should  have  been  continued  In  force.  That 
question  has  never  been  debated  In  this 
body.  It  has  never  been  determined  in  this 
body  I  make  that  statement,  likewise.  Mr. 
President,  advisedly. 


I  trust  that  we  shall  not  consider  that 
question  elthei  as  determined  until  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  advance  eome  con- 
sideration which  forces  me  strongly  to  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived  in  that 
regard  as  I  am  convinced  on  the  other  ques- 
tion to  which  reference  has  been  made. 

Mr.  Lodge.  Ii  the  Senator  will  allow  me, 
the  question  o'  the  continuing  existence  of 
the  Senate  has  been  discussed.  I  have  the 
references  here  I  have  not  had  time  to  get 
them  together  In  a  form  to  present. 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts misunderstood  me.  Repeatedly  you 
will  find  the  declaration  made  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  a  continuing  body.  The  question  is 
then  presented  as  to  what  is  meant  by  a 
continuing  boc  y;  whether  that  means  that 
the  rules  continue  from  one  Congress  to  an- 
other Congress  or  not. 

1  assert.  Mr.  President,  that  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  rules  live  from  one  Con- 
gress to  another  Congress  has  never  been 
directly  con.slcered  by  this  body,  although 
many  times  Incidentally  it  has  been  asserted 
that  the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  add,  because  a  cer- 
tain practice  has  been  followed  for  many 
years  Is  no  reiuson  at  all.  although  Its  per- 
suPRlve  force  rnay  be  open  to  question,  why 
It  .s  the  right  procedure.  For  Instance,  for 
76  years — yea,  for  87  years — it  was  regarded 
that  the  Joint  rules  of  the  two  Houses  lived 
from  one  Cong  ress  to  another,  and  yet  when 
that  question  was  directly  presented  to  the 
Senate  In  1876  and  debated  In  this  body  the 
conclusion  wai  arrived  at  that  they  did  not. 

So,  Mr  President,  I  trust  Senators  will  hold 
their  minds  :n  suspension  on  both  these 
questions,  because  the  question  now  pre- 
sented by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is 
one  of  very  grave  moment,  and,  as  I  have 
Indicated,  i  have  been  unable  to  escape  the 
conclusion  wlilch  I  have  arrived  at  that  we 
can  transact  legislative  business. 

•  •  •  •  • 

THE  RULES  OF  THE  SENATV 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
present  the  fallowing  resolution,  upon  which 
I  shall  not  ask  Immediate  action. 

The  Vice  Piesident.  Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  Smoot.  Did  the  Senator  ask  lor  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  shall  not  ask  for  immediate 
consideration. 

Mr.  Smoot  I  could  not  hear  what  the 
Senator  said. 

The  Vice  Piiesident.  The  resolution  will  be 
read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res. 
5) .  as  follows  : 

"Resolved,  That  until  further  ordered  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  In  force  at  the  close  cf 
the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  be  adopted  as  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  with  the  exception  of 
rule  XXIl  thereof. 

"Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  seven 
Members  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the 
majority  and  three  members  of  the  minority, 
to  draft  a  substitute  for  rule  XXII." 

Mr.  Walsh  Mr.  President,  as  I  am  obliged 
to  leave  the  city  tonight  I  am  going  to  ask 
the  indulgen  :e  of  the  Senate  while  I  express 
briefly  my  vU  ws  concerning  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  retolutlon.  It  presents  this  ques- 
tion : 

Are  the  ru  es  imder  which  the  Senate  op- 
erated during  the  last  session  of  Congress 
now  effective,  or  Is  the  Senate  governed  by 
the  general  parliamentary  law  until  rules 
are  adopted,  and  is  It  In  order  to  move  to 
fix  a  time  when  the  Senate  shall  take  a  vote 
on  a  jjendlni;  question  or  to  move  the  pre- 
vious questlc  n  with  a  view  to  closing  debate 
even  on  a  motion  to  amend  the  rules? 

Before  res])onse  is  made  to  this  inquiry  I 
desire,  with  the  Indulgence  of  the  Senate, 
to  submit  some  observations. 

Mr.  Hughes.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  order. 

The  Vice  President  rapped  with  his  gavel. 


Mi-.  Hardwtck.  a  parliamentary  Inquiry,  If 
the  Senator  will  pardon  me  Just  a  moment. 
I  take  it  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  ad- 
dressing the  Senate  by  unanlmotos  consent? 

The  Vice  PREsmENT.  The  Chair  so  under- 
stood it. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  have  no  objection.  I 
merely  wanted  to  understand  the  situation. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  it  is  undeniable 
that  since  the  present  Government  of  the 
United  States  assumed  the  direction  of  their 
destiny  the  rules  In  force  at  the  close  of 
any  session  of  the  Senate  have  governed  Its 
deliberations  upon  reassembling  without  any 
formal  action  readopting  them,  even  though 
the  last  adjournment  marked  the  demise  of 
a  Congress.  Were  the  rules  theretofore  In 
force  adopted  by  the  acquiescence  of  the 
Senate  on  reassembling,  or  was  their  vigor 
perpetual  from  Congress  to  Congress  by  vir- 
tue of  the  peculiar  constitution  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  power  vested  In  It  by  the  Con- 
stitution? That  the  view  has  generally 
prevailed,  so  far  as  any  thought  has  been 
given  to  the  subject  at  all,  that  the  rules 
have  the  quality  of  perpetuity,  except  as 
they  may  be  altered  or  abrogated  by  affirm- 
ative action  of  the  Senate,  is  altogether  prob- 
able. It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge 
that  the  rules  of  the  House  do  not  survive 
the  Congress  during  which  they  were 
adopted.  At  the  first  session  of  each  new 
Congress  that  body  entertains  a  motion  that 
the  rules  of  the  last  preceding  Congress, 
with  or  without  changes  or  exceptions,  shall 
govern  Its  deliberations  until  further  or- 
dered. Until  such  a  resolution  or  some  other 
of  like  Import  Is  passed  the  House  operates 
under  general  parliamentary  law,  unless,  as 
has  occurred.  It  is  assumed  that  the  rules 
of  the  last  House  are  in  force  until  by  ac- 
quiescence they  are  deemed  to  have  been 
relnvlgorated  and  in  effect  reenacted.  The 
House  of  Representatives  holds  that  by  vir- 
tue of  the  provision  of  the  Constitution  that 
"each  House  may  determine  Its  rules  of 
proceedings  "  the  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple assemble,  after  a  general  election,  un- 
trammeled  by  any  rules  any  of  their  prede- 
cessors may  have  adopted;  that  no  House 
can  take  any  proceedings  In  derogation  of 
the  powers  of  its  successor;  that  it  is  power- 
less to  bind  Its  successor  in  any  way  touch- 
ing the  constitutional  privilege  of  that  body, 
and  that  the  language  of  the  Constitution — 
"each  House" — differentiates  one  House  from 
the  House  of  a  succeeding  Congress,  as  well 
as  from  the  coordinate  branch  of  the  Con- 
gress. This  view  of  the  powers  of  the  House 
and  the  limitation  of  its  powers,  now  uni- 
versally acceded  to,  was  not  always  domi- 
nant. Though  It  had  been  Its  practice  since 
its  history  began  formally  to  reenact  In  whole 
or  in  part  the  rules  of  the  House  In  force 
at  the  expiration  of  the  preceding  Congress 
at  the  first  session  of  a  new  Congress,  the 
code  of  rules  adopted  in  1860  embraced  the 
following: 

"These  rules  shall  be  the  rules  of  the 
present  and  succeeding  Congresses  unless 
otherwise  ordered." 

Notwithstanding  it  was  continued  nomi- 
nally in  force  until  1890.  it  was  repeatedly 
held  during  the  intervening  period  to  be 
nugatory  though  from  time  to  time  some 
feeble  effort  was  made  to  Justify  it.  On  De- 
cember 7,  1875,  Samuel  J.  Randall  offered  a 
resolution  providing  that  the  rules  of  the 
Forty-third  Congress,  which  had  expired  on 
the  4th  day  of  March  preceding,  be  the  rules 
of  the  House  then  organizing.  James  A.  Gar- 
field raised  the  point  of  order  that  the  rules 
of  the  last  House  were  by  their  terms  In 
force  without  such  a  resolution — to  which 
the  Speaker,  Mr.  Kerr,  replied: 

"The  Chair  overrules  it  on  the  ground  that 
the  Constitution  clearly  gives  to  each  House 
the  right  to  adopt  its  own  rules.  Whatever 
may  have  been  the  rules  or  orders  of  a  pre- 
ceding House  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
they  cannot  supersede  the  constitutional 
right  of  this  House  to  adopt  its  own  rules." 


Any  doubt  that  may  have  arisen  from  time 
to  time  was  set  at  rest  In  the  memorable 
controversy  that  attended  the  elevation  of 
Thomas  B.  Reed  to  the  Speakership  In  1889. 
He  held  that  the  rules  did  not  continue  In 
force  beyond  the  life  of  the  Congress  which 
recognized  their  authority,  and  It  was  while 
the  House  was  operating  under  general  par- 
liamentary law  that  he  counted  a  quorum. 
Ill  his  vigorous  style  he  declared: 

"The  Chair  has  always  been  unable  to  see 
how  it  was  possible  for  a  House  which  had 
passed  out  of  existence  to  bind  by  rules  and 
regulatlorfis  a  House  which  was  to  come  Into 
existence  In  the  future." 

Mr.  Carlisle,  the  leader  of  the  militant  op- 
position, in  the   course  of  debate,  said: 

"I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Cannon]  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  In  the  statement  that  It  has 
been  almost  universally,  perhaps  universally, 
held  in  this  House  that  it  was  not  within  the 
power  of  the  House  to  bind  its  successors  by 
any  rules  It  might  adopt,  and  that  therefore 
each  House,  when  It  assembled,  had  in  It  the 
Inherent  right  as  a  legislative  body  to  pre- 
scribe for  Itself  its  own  rules;  that  until  it 
did  so  prescribe  rules  for  the  government  of 
its  own  proceedings  It  was  governed  simply 
by  what  may  be  called  the  general  parlia- 
mentary law." 

He  had  himself  ruled  in  accordance  with 
these  views  when  Speaker. 

With  much  diffidence  I  submit  that  the 
Senate  rules  are  equally  evanescent  In  char- 
acter. I  do  so  In  recognition  of  the  weight 
that  attaches  to  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
Senate  down  to  this  time  and  to  the  opin- 
ions of  many  eminent  Members  of  this  and 
the  other  Hotise,  expressed  in  a  casual  way 
in  the  course  of  debate  on  other  more  or 
less  remotely  related  queetloiu.  I  am  reas- 
sured, however,  so  far  as  the  usage  of  the 
Senate  Is  concerned,  by  the  fact — and  to 
that,  Mr.  President,  I  direct  your  thoughtful 
consideration — by  the  fact  that  for  87  years, 
until  1876,  the  )olnt  rules  were  treated  as 
continuing  In  character  Just  as  the  Senate 
rules  have  been  to  this  day,  and  yet  when 
that  view  was  challenged,  the  Senate,  with 
some  dissent,  It  is  true,  in  response  to  the 
sentiments  of  an  overwhelming  number  of 
Its  Members,  reached  the  conclusion  that 
they  were  not.  Statutes  have  been  enacted 
by  Congress  and  enforced  for  years  without  a 
suggestion  having  been  made  during  the 
course  of  their  passage  or  a  suspicion  having 
been  aroused  in  the  minds  of  those  charged 
with  the  execution  of  them  touching  their 
constitutionality,  only  to  be  held  void  when 
eventually  attacked  before  the  Judicial 
branch  of  the  Government.  The  Missouri 
Compromise  will  readily  occur  to  all  as  an 
instance  of  how  the  minds  even  of  the  most 
acute  lawyers  and  students  of  the  Constitu- 
tion may  fail  to  appreciate  what  in  time 
is  revealed  as  a  fatal  weakness  In  a  statute. 

Touching  the  other  consideration  adverted 
to,  namely,  the  views  advanced  from  time  to 
time  by  Senators  whose  memories  are  re- 
vered and  whose  opinions  upon  the  powers 
of  this  body  under  the  Constitution  are  Just- 
ly held  in  the  highest  respect,  it  is  to  be 
borne  in  mind  in  connection  therewith  that 
the  question  now  before  us,  the  continuing 
charact*  of  the  Senate  rules,  has  never  been 
debated  in  or  presented  for  determination 
by  the  Senate.  It  is  absolutely  new  res  nova, 
to  use  the  language  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  President > 

The  Vice  PREsmENT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Will  it  bother  the  Senator 
if  I  ask  him  a  question  or  two? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  By  what  authority,  then, 
did  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  Mr.  Sauls- 
bury,  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Sen- 
ate, call  the  Senate  to  order  on  the  5th  day 
of  March,  if  there  is  no  usage  that  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Senate  hold  over? 
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Mr.  Waub.  Well,  &Cr.  President,  I  shall 
canvass  that  a  little  later,  and  I  am  going  to 
show  to  the  Senate  In  the  course  ot  my  re- 
marks that  any  Senator  could  have  per- 
formed that  function. 

Mr.  feUKDWicK.  The  Senator,  then,  con- 
tends that  it  Is  practically  by  unanimous 
consent,  in  the  absence  of  objection? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Pretty  much  so.  The  Senate 
was  confronted  with  that  situation  exactly 
upon  its  first  convening.  The  oldest  Senator 
went  to  the  desk  and  called  the  meeting  to 
order.  Just  the  same  as  is  done  In  a  political 
convention. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  think  I  can  tmderstand 
the  Senator's  view  on  that  point.  Just  one 
more  question,  then.  I  am  sorry  to  bother 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
Interrupt. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  Senator  contends — I 
have  heard  his  contention  before,  as  he  has 
made  it  repeatedly  In  this  body  and  with 
force,  too — that  the  Senate  is  not  a  continu- 
ing body  as  a  part  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States;  but  I  have  not  yet  heard  the 
Senator  contend  that  the  Senate,  as  the 
executive  council  of  the  Nation,  is  not  a 
continuing  and  unending  body.  If  that  is 
true,  all  of  the  Senator's  argument  has  no 
application  to  the  present  situation,  because 
this  session  is  limited  by  the  proclamation  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  I  do  not  canvass  those  con- 
siderations in  the  course  of  my  remarks  I 
will  be  very  glad  if  the  Senator  from  Georpia 
will  challenge  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
particularly  to  them  by  appropriate  ques- 
tions when  I  get  through. 

Mr.  Habdwicic.  The  Senator  from  Montana, 
then.  Intends  to  cover  these  questions? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do;  but  if  I  do  not  deal  with 
them  so  explicitly  as  to  elucidate  my  views, 
I  shall  be  very  thankful  to  the  Senator  if  he 
will  address  another  question  to  me. 

The  debates  in  which  the  idea  was  ex- 
pressed by  Senators  of  great  learning  that 
the  Senate  is  a  "continuous  body,"  or  that 
Its  rules  once  adopted  remain  in  force  until 
amended  or  abrogated  by  aflirmative  action, 
afford  intrinsic  evidence  that  none  of  them 
gave  the  subject  serious  reflection  or  can- 
vassed the  consideration  which  impel  the 
mind  to  a  contrary  conclusion.  The  must 
profound  lawyers  warn  their  clients  against 
the  acceptance  of  any  vlevra  they  may  ex- 
press without  investigation,  touching  any 
debatable  question  of  law,  usually  charac- 
terizing such  contemptuously  as  a  "curbstone 
opinion."  May  I  ask  you  to  disabuse  your 
minds  of  any  preconceived  notion,  to  escape 
from  the  thraldom,  which  deference  to  usage 
long  continued  naturally  imposes,  to  consider 
with  me  how  far  and  in  what  sense  the  Sen- 
ate is  a  continuing  body? 

As  used  in  this  connection  the  expression 
Is  intended  to  signify  that  the  Senate  as  a 
constituent  part  of  the  Congress  did  not 
cease  to  exist  as  such  when  the  Sixty-fourth 
Congress  expired,  to  reassemble  as  an  in- 
tegral part  of  a  quite  distinct  entity,  the 
Sixty-flf  th  Congress.  It  embodies  the  Idea  of 
perpetual  and  continued  existence  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  in  character  essentially 
different  from  the  ephemeral  life  of  the 
House.  • 

But  has  not  the  entire  history  of  this  body, 
save  In  respect  to  the  rules  by  which  its 
proceedings  have  been  guided,  if  any  excep- 
tion at  all  Is  to  be  made,  been  at  war  with 
any  such  theory?  On  the  4th  day  of  March 
last,  but  2  dajrs  ago,  when  the  hands  of  the 
clock  signified  that  the  hour  of  12  meridian 
had  arrived,  the  Senator  occupying  the  chair 
at  the  request  of  the  Vice  President,  and  in 
accordance,  without  doubt,  with  an  under- 
standing with  that  officer,  without  any  direc- 
tion from  It,  announced  that  the  Senate 
Btood  adjomrned  sine  die.  By  the  mere  lapse 
of  time  the  body,  as  an  organized  assembly, 
had  become  functus  officio.    II  it  Is,  Indeed, 


a  "continuing  body,"  why  should  the  arrival 
of  any  particular  time  terminate  Its  power 
to  act?  A  majority  of  its  Members  were,  on 
the  occasion  referred  to,  present  on  the  floor. 
The  successors  of  not  a  few  of  those  whose 
terms  were  expiring,  moved  by  curiosity  or  a 
desire  to  Inform  themselves  concerning  the 
procedure  of  the  body  of  which  they  were 
about  to  become  Members,  were  in  the 
Chamber  ready  to  take  the  oath. 

The  procedure  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
was  in  conformity  with  that  observed  on  the 
3d  day  of  March  1791,  when  the  First  Con- 
gress civme  to  Its  end.  The  Constitution  pro- 
vides that — 

"Nei'her  House  during  the  session  of  Con- 
gress shall,  without  the  cor\sent  of  the  other, 
adjourn  for  more  than  3  days." 

Congress    having    once   convened,    neither 
House  can,  except  in  defiance  of  the  Consti- 
tution  quit,  so  long  as  the  other  insists  upon 
contlnuiniT  In  session,  until  the  4th  of  March, 
in    the    odd-numbered    year,    arrives.      Nont- 
inally  a  break  will  occur  on  the  first  Monday 
in  December  when,  by  another  prGvlslon  of 
the  or'»anic  law,  Congress  is  required  to  "as- 
semble"; but.  in  fact,  no  intorruptlon  In  the 
work  of   either  Senate   or   House   ensues   in 
such  a  case.    At  the  hour  of  12  o'clock  merid- 
ian  on  the  first  Monday  in  December  1913. 
the  V:ce  President  announced  the  termina- 
tion of  the   first  session   of  the  Sixty-third 
Congress,  and  forthwith  declared  the  second 
session  convened.     The  work  of  the  Senate 
proceeded  as  It  had  on  the  day  prevlcus.    The 
first  session  of  the  First  Conpress  came  to  a 
close   on    the   29th    day   of  S:'ptember    1789, 
agreeably  to  a  joint  resolution  passed  3  days 
earlier.     (1  Annals  of  Congress,  96.)     But  tn 
the  approach  of  the  4th  day  of  March  1791, 
the  ConrrcFs   being   in   session,   each   House 
notified  the  other  that  It  was  about  to  ad- 
journ sine  die,  and  did  so  adjotirn  Without 
either  asking  or  receiving  any  consent  from 
the    other,    each    recognizing    Its    inability 
longer   to   preserve   its   existence   as   a   body 
veste<l   with   any  authority  under   the  Con- 
stitution.    (2  Annals  of  Congress,  826  ) 

So  complete  is  the  revolution  on  the  arrival 
of  the  4th  day  of  March,  in  the  odd  year, 
that  under  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Sen- 
ate, since  its  career  began,  all  bills  die. 
Though  a  measure  had  proceeded  until  It 
had  reached  the  final  stage  of  its  considera- 
tion by  this  body,  even  though  a  vote  had 
been  ordered  when  the  fateful  hour  of  12 
of  the  4th  day  of  March  of  the  odd-numbered 
year  arrives,  it  falls,  and  the  tedious  course 
through  which  it  has  passed  must  be  trav- 
ersed again  when  Congress  reconvenes.  It 
Is  of  no  consequence  when  that  time  arrives 
what  views  may  have  been  voiced  in  the 
Senate  as  it  was  constituted  at  the  pre- 
ceding sesslon^how  protracted  or  how  ex- 
haustive may  have  been  the  debate,  what 
statesmanship  may  have  characterized  It. 
The  Senate  as  a  constituent  part  of  the  new 
Congress  utterly  Ignores  the  action  taken  by 
its  predecessor  and  proceeds  as  it  did  upon 
the  assembling  of  the  First  Congress.  N^t 
so  in  the  case  of  an  adjournment  and  a  re- 
assembling of  Congress  within  the  2-yenr 
period  between  the  4th  day  of  March  of  any 
odd-numbered  year  and  the  same  day  2  years 
later.  In  such  a  case  every  bill  retains  Its 
status  over  the  fidjoumment.  The  work  of 
the  session  proceeds  as  if  no  Interruption 
whatever  had  ensued.  This  practice,  per- 
sisted in  since  the  Constitution  went  into  ef- 
fect, under  which  each  new  Congress  In  both 
branches  proceeds  untrammeled  by  any  ac- 
tion which  may  have  been  taken  by  Its 
predecessor  on  any  measures  that  nray  have 
come  before  it.  plainly  speaks  of  a  prevalent 
and  accepted  theory  that  each  Congress  is  an 
entity,  possessing  the  same  degree  of  inde- 
pendence as  was  enjoyed  by  the  First  when 
it  assembled  in  1789. 

I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the 
procedure  to  which  reference  has  been  made 
Is  sanctioned  by  rtUe  XXXII  of  the  Standing 


Rules  of  the  Senate  as  they  have  been  ob- 
served in  past  Congresses.  But  that  rule  Is 
but  an  expression  of  the  practice  which  had 
been  observed  long  before  It  flrst  came  Into 
existence  In  1868.  It  U  merely  declaratory  in 
character,  like  the  flrst  clause  of  rule  1, 
which  directs  that  "In  the  absence  of  the  Vice 
President  the  Senate  shall  choose  a  President 
pro  tempore."  a  duty  enjoined  by  the  Con- 
stitution. 

The  Idea  of  a  "continuing"  Senate  Is  at 
war  with  the  theory  of  parliamentary  govern- 
ment the  world  over.  It  is  an  essential  con- 
ception in*  such  a  system  that  at  Intervals 
representatives  assemble  In  one  or  more 
houses,  transact  such  business  as  demands 
their  attention,  and  then  as  a  legislfitlve  body 
pass  out  of  exuitence,  a  new  assembly  coming 
into  being  In  conformity  with  organic  Uw, 
or  at  the  cull  of  the  sovereign  authority.  The 
BriLi&h  Parliament  is  "dissolved"  at  the  end 
of  7  years  by  operation  of  law.  unless  by  the 
royal  flat  its  "dissolution"  U  accomplished 
earlier. 

The  Century  Dictionary  defines  "dissolved" 
as  "to  disunite,  break  up;  destroy,  as  any 
connected  system  or  body;  put  an  end  to; 
a.s  to  dl-ssolve  a  government;  to  dissolve 
Parliament." 

On  rea.s8embllng  after  a  dissolution  the 
Hov.se  of  Lords  goes  through  all  the  formali- 
ties attendant  upon  reorganization.  Every 
memLer  takes  the  oath.  The  representative 
peers  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  are  ad- 
mitted. The  members  are,  for  the  greater 
part,  the  same.  The  Lord  Chancellor  Is 
ready  to  exercise  the  duties  of  presiding  of- 
ficer reposed  In  him  by  the  constitution,  the 
su)x)rdinate  oClcers.  even,  are  all  at  hand, 
for  even  In  the  House  of  Commons  these 
functionaries  hold  practically  for  life,  their 
tenure  being  indeterminate,  but  there  Is  a 
new  Parliament.  The  House  of  Lords  can- 
not be  said  to  be  a  "continuing  body. "  No 
one  ever  atienipted  to  charactcriise  it  as  such. 
It  comes  icgether  at  the  call  of  the  Crown. 
Writs  are  l.=sued  to  every  hereditary  jjeer 
comma  ndlng  his  presence.  At  its  pleasure 
the  Crown  dissolves  the  Parliament  and  dis- 
misses the  members  of  both  houses.  As  a 
judicial  body  the  House  of  Lords  has  perma- 
nency. As  a  part  of  the  machinery  of  legis- 
lation It  undergoes  exactly  the  same  dissolv- 
ing process  from  time  to  time  as  does  the 
House  of  Commons, 

When  the  Senate  Is  spoken  of  as  a  "con- 
tlnuinR  body"  nothing  more  is  meant  or  can 
be  meant  than  that  twn-thlrds  of  its  Mem- 
bers remain  in  office  at  the  expiration  of  each 
2-year  period;  that  is,  that  thers  is  not  a 
complete  change  In  membership  as  Is  the 
case  In  the  House  every  second  4th  of  March, 
treating  Members  reelected  as  new  Members. 
Reference  ha.s  been  made  to  the  fact  that 
the  session  of  the  Senate  comes  to  an  end 
on  the  arrival  of  the  4th  day  of  March  of 
each  alternate  year  just  as  does  the  session 
of  the  House.  The  Senate  cannot  continue 
its  existence,  try  as  it  may.  It  cannot  re- 
assemble except  at  the  call  of  the  President 
or  upon  the  arrival  of  the  succeeding  flrst 
Monday  in  December.  It  can  neither  con- 
vene nor  can  it  adjourn  beyond  3  days  of  its 
own  volition. 

Mr.  Hardwkk.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Sena- 
tor will  pardon  me.  the  Fortieth  Congress 
assembled  under  a  resolution. 

Mr.  WAt.sH.  I  did  not  understand  the  Sena- 
tor. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  Fortieth  Congress  was 
assembled  in  exactly  the  way  the  Senat<^)r 
says  cannot  be  done;  that  is,  by  resolution 
of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Thirty-ninth  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  by  a  resolution  of  the  pre- 
cedlnK  Congress  they  assembled  at  a  certain 
time  it  would  be  simply  tantamount  to 
adjournment  ever  to  that  day. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Walsh.  And  if   they  did   adjourn   for 

more  than  3  days  they  did  it  In  defiance  of 
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the  Constitution  and  not  In  Aecordanc«  with 
It. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  was  after  March  4. 
Mr.  Wal£h.  I  cannot  help  that. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  But  It  makes  a  very  vital 
difference. 

Mr.  PoiNDDCTKi.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  Prxsidknt.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  *wO  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  PoiNDKXTiR.  The  Senator  will  admit,  I 
presume,  that  every  Senator  has  the  same 
capacity  as  a  Member  of  this  body  and  the 
same  powers  during  his  entire  term.  The 
status  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate  does  not 
change  at  any  time  during  his  term  of  6 
years. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all. 
Mr.  PoiNDEXTiTR.  Whatever  may  be  said  In 
regard  to  the  S«  nate,  a  Senator  in  an  official 
capacity  Is  a  continuing  official:  the  office 
of  Senator  is  a  continuous  office.  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  Senator  discuss  the  prop)oel- 
tion :  If  the  office  of  Senator  Is  a  continuing 
office  and  does  not  change  In  any  respect 
during  the  6  yeiirs  of  his  term,  how  the  body 
of  which  he  Is  a  Member  can  be  said  to  be 
changed  In  that  period  of  time.  The  two 
things.  It  seems  to  me,  are  Indissoluble — 
membership  In  the  body  and  the  body  Itself. 
If  the  Members  of  the  body  have  exactly  the 
same  non varying  capacity  and  functions  dur- 
ing the  entire  period  of  their  term,  which 
covers  several  Congresses,  the  body  which 
gives  them  that  capacity  and  authority  must 
also  continue. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Wal-=h  Mr.  President,  let  me  answer 
the  Senator  briefly.  I  think  that  Is  next  the 
correct  view  at  all.  There  Is  a  vast  differ- 
ence between  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Senate.  Al  :hough  a  bill  should  be  signed 
Bt  the  home  ol  each  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  by  eve-y  Member  of  the  Senate  It 
would  not  be  a  law.  It  must  be  enacted 
while  the  Senate  Is  actually  assembled  In 
Its  customary  place  for  the  transaction  of 
business.  I  an.  talking  about  the  continuity 
of  the  Senate  as  an  organized  legislative 
body. 

Mr.  PoiNDEX-ni.  May  I  ask  one  other  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator?  How  can  there  be  a 
member  of  a  l>ody  unless  there  is  that  body 
In  existence?  How  can  there  be  membership 
In  the  Senate  unless  there  is  a  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  answer  to  that  Is  that  the 
same  question  may  with  equal  propriety  be 
directed  to  th;  House.  How  can  there  be  a 
Member  of  trie  House  of  Representatives 
without  a  Hot.se  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  PoiNDEKTni.  There  cannot  be.  Mr. 
President.  The  House  of  Representatives  is 
a  continuing  body  during  the  term  of  office 
of  Its  Member!!,  and  Is  not  a  continuing  body 
when  their  term  of  office  expires,  but  the 
difference  between  the  House  and  the  Senate 
is  that  there  are  always  Members  of  the 
Senate  covering  the  entire  period  ol  time, 
without  endlr.g  or  beginning. 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  plain  answer  to  that  is 
that  the  very  moment  the  term  of  office  of 
the  sitting  M-mbers  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives expires,  that  moment  the  term  of 
office  of  theii-  successors  begins,  and  there 
never  is  any  interval. 

Mr.  Thomaj  .  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me, 
If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  make  a 
suggestion  at  this  time,  that  the  Instance 
which  was  cited  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
I  Mr.  Hardwick]  is  one  which  proves  too 
much.  If  it  be  true  that  the  Congress  has 
the  power,  by  resolution,  to  assemble  Itself 
without  a  ca.l  from  the  President,  and  that 
fact  is  of  lmi)ortance  here,  would  It  not  also 
establish  a  continuing  element  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  as  well  as  In  the  Senate? 
Mr.  Walsh  Unquestionably. 
Mr.  Thomas.  It  seems  to  me  that  It  proves 
too  rjuch  If  It  is  at  all  applicable  to  the 
discussion. 


Mr.  Habbwick.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  I  was  not  suggesting  my  entire  approval 
of  that  proceeding,  but  the  fact  is  that  It 
has  been  done  In  the  history  of  this  Govern- 
ment Just  In  that  way. 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  am  not  questioning  the 
accuracy  of  the  Senator's  statement.  I  am 
merely  saying  that  It  proves  too  much  If  It  Is 
applicable,  because  It  would  convert  the 
House  as  well  as  the  Senate  Into  a  continu- 
ing body. 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  may  occur  to  some  that  this 
paralysis  which  biennially  overcomes  the 
Senate  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  It  cannot  func- 
tion In  the  absence  of  an  organized  House  of 
Representatives.  The  Senate  has  on  various 
occasions  adjoiu-ned  from  day  to  day  until 
the  House  solved  some  troubles  attendant  on 
the  selection  of  a  Speaker,  the  notion  pre- 
vailing to  some  extent,  that  It  could  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  work  of  legislation  until  the 
other  branch  of  Congress  was  dtoJy  organ- 
ized, though  courtesy  alone  might  have 
prompted  that  course. 

In  the  debate  on  the  choice  of  a  Public 
Printer  at  the  flrst  session  of  the  Twenty- 
sixth  Congress,  In  the  year  1641,  to  which 
reference  will  be  made  more  fully  hereafter, 
and  In  the  course  of  which  the  remark  was 
frequently  made  that  the  Senate  Is  a  "con- 
tinuing body,"  while  the  House  is  not.  It  was 
advanced,  and  with  what  appears  to  have 
been  general  acquiescence,  that  when  the 
Senate  alone  is  called  In  extra  session  It  can 
exercise  no  legislative  powers.  The  question 
has  been  discussed  here  on  more  than  one 
occasion  since.  But  the  Constitution  Itself 
settles  the  question,  for  it  provides,  as  was 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
yesterday,  that  the  President  "may,  on  ex- 
traordinary occasions,  convene  both  Houses, 
or  either  of  them."  He  may.  accordingly, 
convene  the  House  of  Representatives,  which 
has  no  powers  except  those  which  are  legis- 
lative In  character.  It  certainly  may  act  in 
a  legislative  capacity  should  It  alone  be 
called  in  extra  session,  and  if  it  may,  how 
can  it  be  maintained  that  the  Senate 
cannot? 

Mr.  Lewis.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  Lrwis.  I  beg  to  address  myself  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana  |Mr.  Walsh]  and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  JMr.  Thomas],  and 
ask  them  this  question:  In  their  Judgment, 
even  though  the  President  did  not  summon 
the  Senate  or  the  House,  and  even  though 
there  were  not  a  constitutional  provision 
providing  a  date  for  assembly,  is  It  not  the 
opinion  of  both  the  learned  Senators  that 
the  representatives  of  the  people  could  come 
In,  take  possession  of  their  Chamber,  organ- 
ize, and  proceed  with  the  business  of  legis- 
lation in  response  to  the  commission  of  the 
people  without  regard  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  not  called? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  if  they  all  assembled  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  enactment  of  legislation  which 
received  the  approval  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
they  could  not.  Indeed,  I  apprehend  that 
the  action  of  the  President  would  be  regarded 
as  tantamount  to  a  proclamation  assembling 
them.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  doubt 
at  all  that  If  they  did  assemble  under  those 
circumstances,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  would  be  entirely  Justified  In  refusing 
to  recognize  them  as  authorized  to  transact 
any  business. 

Mr.  Lewis.  Then  may  I  ask  my  able  friend 
to  give  me  his  view  upon  this  question: 
Upon  that  theory,  wovild  we  not  be  forced  to 
the  conclusion  that  untU  the  President 
called  them  together  they  would  have  no 
right  to  come,  and  If  we  had  a  President  who 
had  purposes  of  his  own  In  not  calling  the 
Congress,  the  people  then  would  never  have 
a  Congress  assemble  to  express  their  will? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all,  Mr.  President.  The 
wise  framers  of  the  Constitution  carefully 


guarded  against  that,  because  they  provided 
that  they  should  assemble  at  least  once  a 
year,  on  the  fljrst  Monday  in  the  month  of 
December,  unless  the  date  of  assembling 
should  otherwise  be  fixed  by  law. 

Mr.  Lewis.  I  thought  I  understood  the 
able  Senator  from  Montana  to  contend — and 
for  that  reason  I  rose — I  must  have  misun- 
derstood him — that  this  body  ended  unless 
called  together  by  the  President. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Except  on  the  first  Monday  In 
December.    I  so  stated. 

Mr.  Thomas,  Mr.  Hardwick,  and  Mr. 
NoRRis  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  Thomas.  May  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator, 
for  whose  opinion  I  have  the  very  highest 
esteem,  whether  he  is  strictly  correct  In  his 
conclusion  that  If  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives should  be  assembled  In  special  session 
It  could  legislate.  In  view  of  the  constitu- 
tional provision  which  came  upon  Con- 
gress— not  upon  .the  House,  not  upon  the 
Senate,  but  upon  Congress — the  power  of 
legislating?  How  is  It  conceivable  that  one- 
half  of  Congress,  however  assembled,  can 
legislate?  It  would  certainly  seem  to  me  to 
be  exceeding  Its  constitutional  authority. 
For  that  reason,  I  made  the  point  of  order 
yesterday  against  the  bill  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Lodge. 

Mr.  Walsh.  And  quite  properly  so,  Mr. 
President. 

Mr.  Thomas.  If  the  House  Is  In  session, 
one-half  of  Congress  is  in  session;  and  the 
same  is  true  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  Is  the  argument  that  al- 
ways has  been  advanced  In  favor  of  the  con- 
tention that  the  Senate,  convened  In  extra 
session,  can  exercise  no  legislative  functions 
at  all,  because  the  legislative  power  is  vested 
In  Congress;  but  that  provision  must  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  other,  au- 
thorizing the  President  to  convene  the  House 
of  Representatives  alone.  Now,  of  course, 
the  other  House — the  Senate — must  give  its 
conciurence  either  before  or  after  the  House 
of  Representatives  is  assembled  in  extra  ses- 
sion. There  is  not  any  question  about  that. 
Mr.  Thomas.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  logical; 
but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  exact  and 
literal  conferring  of  power  by  the  Constitu- 
tion upon  the  Congress  Is  not  of  a  character 
that  would  Justify  the  attempt  to  legislate 
by  one  half  of  that  body  when  the  other  half 
Is  not  in  session. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
that  Is  a  difficulty  at  all,  because  it  is  the 
Congress.  When  a  bill  receives  the  assent  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  receives  the 
assent  of  the  Senate,  It  has  the  assent  of  the 
Congress:  and  it  does  not  by  any  means  fol- 
low— at  least,  that  is  my  view — that  they 
must  be  actually  in  session  concurrently. 

Mr.  NoRRis.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  NoRRis.  In  connection  with  the  Sena- 
tor's statement  that  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides that  the  President  can  call  either  House 
in  extra  session,  and  that  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives has  no  function  except  a  legis- 
lative one,  and  therefore  that  the  Ssnate  can 
legislate,  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  to  the  constitutional  provision 
and  ask  his  opinion  as  to  whether  that  might 
haye  an  Important  be«u-ing  on  this  particular 
question,  which  provides  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  have  the  sole  right  to 
originate  legislation  providing  for  the  raising 
of  revenue.  Now,  it  occurred  to  me  that  pos- 
sibly our  forefathers  had  that  in  mind  when 
they  put  in  the  provision  that  the  President 
could  call  the  House  In  special  session  as 
well  as  the  Senate — that  the  House  might  be 
called  for  the  purpose  of  originating  and 
passing,  or  at  least  getting  ready  for  passage, 
laws  relating  to  the  raising  of  revenue;  but 
if  that  was  the  only  thing  that  was  going  to 
be  done  In  the  special  session.  If  the  Senate 
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were  called  at  the  same  time,  they  could  do 
nothing  but  wait  until  the  House  finished. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  It  Ijad  occurred  to  me  that  It 
la  not  at  all  Improbable  that  they  thought  It 
would  be  In  the  Interest  of  dispatch  of  the 
public  business  to  assemble  the  House,  when 
revenue  legislation  was  necessary,  a  month 
or  2  months  or  3  months  before  the  general 
assembling  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  wanted  to  suggest  to  the 
Senator  a  rather  more  Important  considera- 
tion than  that,  I  think.  The  power  to  orig- 
inate Impeachment — a  matter  totally  discon- 
nected with  legislation — resides  In  the  House 
of  Representatives.  That  Is  one  character  of 
business  that  the  House  may  transact,  with 
which  the  Senate,  in  the  beginning  at  least, 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  consideration  had  also 
addressed  Itself  to  me;  but  I  reached  the 
conclusion  that  Impeachment,  like  the  pas- 
sage of  a  bill.  Is  absolutely  a  futile  thing 
unless  there  is  concurrent  action  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Oh.  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  will  pardon  me,  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Senator  could  arrive  at  that  conclusion, 
because  the  right  to  try  out  the  question 
whether  or  not  articles  of  impeachment  shall 
be  preferred  must  exist;  and  if  the  House 
decides  negatively,  tne  Senate  has  nothmg 
whatever  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Why,  oertalnly.  I  assume  that 
they  are  going  to  find  the  articles,  however. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  But  very  often  they  do  not. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Very  often  they  reject  a  bill, 
too. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  understand:  but  the 
power  to  consider  the  question  is  absolutely 
disconnected  with  any  function  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do  not  quite  agree  with 
that;  but  even  if  that  were  true  I  could 
scarcely  believe  that  one  could  construe  the 
provision  granting  power  to  the  President  to 
convene  the  House  in  extra  session  as  being 
limited  in  Its  scope  to  the  preferment  of  im- 
peachment charges  against  an  officer.  I 
scarcely  believe  that  that  could  have  been 
in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  might  be,  if  the  Sena- 
tor will  pardon  me.  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant things  that  could  ever  be  brought  to  the 
attention   of   the   House. 

Mr.  PoiNDRxTEH.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  that  you  might  Just  as  well  claim  that  a 
grand  Jury  could  not  find  an  indictment  un- 
less there  was  at  the  same  time  a  petit  Jury 
Impaneled  to  try  the  case,  to  try  the  case,  to 
try  the  Indictment. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not 
think  the  analogy  is  perfect  at  all. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTER.  I  think  It  may  not  be 
perfect,  but  still  there  Is  an  analogy.  The 
function  of  the  House  In  finding  an  Impeach- 
ment and  the  function  of  the  Senate  In  try- 
ing It  arc  analogous  in  some  respects  to  the 
indictment  by  a  grand  Jury  and  the  trial  of 
the  indictment  by  a  petit  Jury;  and  It  seems 
to  me  that  one  can  sit  separate  from  the 
other  in  each  case. 

Mr.  WALSH.  This  discussion  has  been  In  the 
nature  of  a  diversion,  Mr.  President.  I 
proceed. 

The  Senate  vas  accordingly  shorn  of  none 
of  its  legislative  powers  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  House  organization  fell  with  the  ar- 
rival of  March  4  If  the  Senate  Is  and  re- 
mained a  continuing  body.  But  even  If  It 
were  thus  limited  in  Its  powers,  why  should 
it  not  remain  in  session  and  proceed  with 
the  executive  business  before  It?  Two  trea- 
ties were  pending  at  the  time  the  Sixty- 
fourth  Congress  came  to  an  end,  one  at  least 
Imperatively  demanding  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  So  imperative  were  Its  claims  that 
In  the  estimation  of  many,  the  good  faith  of 


our  Government  toward  a  sister  nation  was 
compromised  by  further  delay.  Senators  may 
differ  as  to  the  action  that  should  be  taken 
upon  It;  none  can  question  the  propriety 
of  a  speedy  reply  as  to  whether  It  Is  ap- 
proved or  not. 

Owing  to  conditions  on  which  It  Is  not 
necessary  to  dwell.  1.134  nominations  there- 
tofore sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President, 
many  of  them  for  offices  of  the  highest  im- 
portance. In  view  of  the  grave  crisis  con- 
fronting the  country,  were  before  It  for  con- 
sideration. Of  these  more  than  1.100  had 
been  reported  upon  by  the  committees  to 
which  thev  were  referred  and  were  on  the 
calendar  of  the  Senate  awaiting  its  final 
action. 

The  President  obviously  did  not  think  the 
Senate  a  "continuous"  or  "continuing"  body, 
in  any  sense  in  which  the  House  is  not  like- 
wise conthiuing  or  continuous  in  char- 
acter. It  Is  quite  apparent  that  he  did  net 
believe  that  the  Senate  might  quite  properly 
at  noon  on  March  4  admit  the  new  Members 
who  should  present  themselves  with  no  more 
interruption  of  the  business  of  the  Senate 
than  attends  the  admission  of  a  new  Member 
elected  or  appointed  in  the  mid.st  of  a  session 
to  fill  a  vacancy  occasioned  by  death  or  resig- 
nation, and  thereupon  proceed  with  the  ex- 
ecutive business  before  it  or  with  such  as  he 
might  transmit.  Anticipating  that  the  ses- 
sion would  terminate  and  that  the  Senate 
would  b  'Come  pi^werless  to  act  at  noon  on 
March  4.  he  Issued  his  proclamation  on  the 
23d  day  of  February  last,  requiring  this  body 
to  reconvene  in  extra  session  on  March  5. 
This  he  did  In  accordance  with  the  under- 
standing and  the  practice  that  has  prevailed 
even  from  the  days  of  the  fathers.  The  S:"n- 
ate  realized  its  imjxjtency  when  the  fateful 
hour  arrived  and  dissolved  without  a  protest, 
upon  the  affirmation  by  the  occupant  of  the 
Chair,  a  profound  lawyer,  that  under  the 
Constitution  the  body  stood  adjourned  sine 
die. 

When  It  rea.ssembled  next  dav  the  acting 
President  pro  tempore,  who  called  the  as- 
sembly to  order,  caused  the  proclamation  of 
the  President  to  be  read  in  evidence  of  Its 
authority  to  be  and  to  act.  No  Senator,  how- 
ever, emphatically  he  may  today  assert  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  had  suffi- 
cient confidence  In  the  opinion  he  now  ex- 
presses to  suggest,  on  Sunday  last,  that  the 
Senate  remain  in  session  after  noon  of  that 
day  to  dispatch  any  business  that  might  be 
before  It.  either  executive  or  legislativ*-. 

Though  the  Vice  President  yesterday  ex- 
pressed somewhat  hurriedly,  though  prob- 
ably not  without  reflection,  not  only  that  the 
Senate  is  a  continuous  body  but  that  the 
rules  perpetuate  themselves  becau.se  it  Is 
such,  he  did  not  have  the  temerity  to  arrest 
the  automatic  dissolution  of  the  session  on 
Sunday.  Some  practical  difficulties  arising 
from  the  acceptance  of  the  theory  that  the 
Senate  Is  now  without  rules  were  suggested  in 
the  course  of  the  comments  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, alluded  to.  among  others,  that  he  Is, 
If  that  theory  Is  sound,  not  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, apparently  his  view  being  that  it  would 
follow  that  his  Induction  into  office  had  not 
been  legally  accomplished.  His  right  to  pre- 
side def)ends  to  no  extent  on  what  transpired 
here  on  Monday.  He  was  legally  elected  Vice 
President.  He  might  qualify  by  taking  the 
oath  anywhere.  The  Senate  has  no  power 
either  to  admit  or  to  reject  him  as  It.s  Pre- 
siding Officer.  The  Senator  who  during  the 
last  session  was  elected  President  pro  tempore 
called  the  Senate  to  order  and  administered 
the  oath.  Any  Senator  might  have  done 
either  act  without  imperiling  the  validity  of 
the  proceedings.  It  has  happened  that  there 
was  neither  Vice  President  nor  President  pro 
tempore,  but  that  difficulty  was  easily  solved. 
The  majority  Senator  longest  in  service 
usually  calls  the  Senate  to  order  when  it  pro- 
ceeds to  organize.  At  the  first  session  there 
could  have  been  no  President  pro  tempore  to 
administer  the  oath,  and  even  on  assembling 


no  Secretary  to  record  the  proceedings,  no 
Sergeant  at  Arms  to  preserve  order. 

Here  I  might  state  a  rather  Interesting  his- 
torical fact,  that  the  Senate  on  assembling 
for  the  first  time  was  In  session  at  least  3  or 
4  days  before  it  elected  a  Secretary. 

Ihe  House  of  Representatives  finds  Itself 
In  that  predicament  as  to  the  minor  officers 
every  2  years.  The  embarrassments  Im- 
agined by  the  Vice  President  are  never  ap- 
predated  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  such  as  they  are  they  are  met  by  every 
State  legislative  assembly — indeed,  by  both 
branches  of  every  legislative  assembly,  on 
every  occasion  of  their  aseerabllng  except 
when  they  are  convened  in  extra  session. 

Henry  Clay  Insisted  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  Is  as  much  a  continuous 
body  a.s  is  the  Senate.  He  maintained  that 
the  .same  House  that  first  convened  in  1789 
sal  in  1841  —  its  membership  changed,  chang- 
ing, possibly,  every  2  years,  but  remaining 
the  same  governmental  agency.  He  likened 
the  case  to  a  court  whose  existence  continues 
indefinitely,  though  the  Judges  change  from 
lime  to  time.  A  court  comprised  of  three 
Judges  would  not  cease  to  exist  though  the 
terms  of  all  three  expired  at  the  same  time 
u  stead  of  at  intervals  so  that  but  one  re- 
turned at  a  time  Their  successors,  should 
others  be  elected  or  appointed,  would  take 
the  bench  and  the  business  of  the  court  pro- 
ceed without  interruption.  Senator  Thur- 
man  tmik  the  same  view.  In  the  debate  on 
the  Joint  rules  In  1876  he  said: 

"Why  is  it  said  that  the  Senate  Is  a  per- 
petual body?  I  know  of  no  reason  except 
one.  and  that  Is  that  only  one-third  of  Its 
Members  go  out  every  2  years,  so  that  there 
is  always  a  sufficient  nvanber  of  Senators  In 
office  to  constitute  a  quorum  of  the  Senate. 
If  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  were 
all  to  die  today,  and  their  successors  should 
be  appointed  tomorrow,  it  would  still  be  the 
same  Si'preme  Court,  although  the  individ- 
uals would  be  changed.  The  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  are  in  a  great 
measure  different  from  those  of  the  last 
House  of  Representative.'-,  but  still  It  is  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Its  character  does  not 
dcper.d  on  its  personnel:  Its  character  does 
not  depend  on  the  individuality  of  Its  Mem- 
bers: it  is  the  House,  which,  according  to 
the  true  Idea  of  the  Constitution.  Is  a  per- 
petual House,  whoever  may  constitute  the 
individual  Members  of  that  House." 

It  hiis  been  seen  that  the  idea  of  perpetuity 
as  an  inherent  quality  in  the  House,  thus 
advanced  by  one  of  the  most  brilliant  and 
by  one  of  the  most  profound  statesmen  that 
has  ever  held  membership  In  Jhe  Senate,  has 
been  definitely  repudiated  by  the  other 
branch  of  Congress.  But  the  contention 
which  they  both  put  forth  that,  with  respect 
to  perpetuity  or  continuity,  no  distinction 
can  properly  be  raised  between  the  Senate 
and  the  House  has  never  been  answered. 

The  logical  result  of  acceptance  of  that 
doctrine  was  pointed  out  by  Senator  Morton 
in  the  debate  on  the  Joint  rules.  Referring 
to  the  views  expressed  by  Senator  Thurman, 
he  remarked: 

"The  argument  of  my  friend  from  Ohio, 
I  submit  to  him.  defeats  Itself.  He  says  the 
House  uf  Representatives  Is  a  perpetual  body 
Just  like  the  Senate.  Well,  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  always  assumed  that  It 
made  Its  own  rules.  It  has  adopted  rules 
at  the  beginning  of  each  Congress,  showing 
that  in  its  Judgment  the  rules  of  the  former 
House  are  not  binding  upon  It.  The  two 
Houses  stand  upxin  the  same  footing,  and 
that  would  be  the  law  also  In  the  Senate;  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  at  a  former  session  are 
not  binding  at  the  next  session,  and  the 
Senate  consequently  must  adopt  Its  rules  at 
the  beginning  of  every  session." 

The  Senator  must  have  meant  to  convey 
the  Idea  that,  conceding  the  soundness  of 
Thurman's  position,  at  the  first  session  of 
each  new  Congress  the  Senate  would  be 
required    to    adopt    rules.     The    analoKv    to 


which  Thurman  had  recourse  Is  not  perfect. 
as  the  House  ultimately  decided,  because 
under  the  system  In  vogue  at  stated  Intervals 
corresponding  with  the  times  when  the  terms 
of  all  the  Members  of  the  House  and  one- 
third  of  those  of  the  Senate  expire,  the  au- 
thority of  Congress  automatlcaUy  ceases,  and 
Its  action  must  be  Invoked  on  reconvening 
by  proceedings  entirely  new.  It  Is  not  neces- 
sary to  start  anew  all  lawsuits  that  were 
pending  at  the  time  the  Judge's  term  ex- 
pired. The  work  of  the  court  Ls  continuous, 
however  the  i>ersonnel  of  the  bench  may 
change.  A  court  never  undergoes  any  fatal- 
ity either  equivalent  or  analogous  to  a  dis- 
solution. In  legislation  It  has  been  deemed 
wise  to  fix  periods,  corresponding  usually 
with  the  terms  of  the  members  of  the  most 
numerous  branch  of  the  legislature,  after  the 
lapse  of  which  Its  authority  ceases,  the  as- 
sembly when  it  reconvenes  being  bound  In 
no  way  In  respect  to  its  proceedings  by  any 
action  taken  theretofore,  and  specifically  by 
no  rules  deriving  their  force  from  such  ac- 
tion, even  though  some  of  the  members  may 
be  hold-overs.  A  "legislative  period"  as  dis- 
tinguished from  a  "session*'  Is  a  common 
conception  in  parliamentary  government. 

In  a  late  report  of  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  Inquire  into  procedure 
with  a  view  to  reforming  the  system  In  vogue 
in' that  body  occurs  the  following: 

"In  continental  parliament  It  Is  the  com- 
mon rule  that  at  the  beginning  of  a  legisla- 
tive period  the  chair  should  be  occupied  by 
the  oldest  member." 

A  table  is  given  of  the  duration  of  stand- 
ing committees  in  the  legislatures  of  the 
leading  countries  In  which  parliamentary 
government  prevails,  in  which  the  "legisla- 
tive period"  is  contrasted  with  the  "session." 

The  idea  of  a  complete  break  in  the  life 
of  legislative  assemblies  at  stated  Intervals 
Is  Implied  In  the  very  terminology  applicable 
to  their  sittings. 

This  will  be  known  as  the  Slxty-flfth  Con- 
gress, and  so  designated  In  all  the  official 
records.  I  am  sending  to  the  desk  a  list, 
to  which  reference  will  be  made  hereafter, 
of  official  publications  from  which  It  will 
appear  that  In  Iowa  they  refer  to  the  "thirty- 
fifth  general  assembly,"  In  Missouri  to  the 
"forty-seventh  general  assembly,"  in  Utah  to 
the  "seventeenth  legislature,"  and  In  Texas 
to  the  "thirty-third  legislature."  I  hold  In 
my  hand  an  official  publication  of  what  pur- 
ports to  be  the  laws  of  the  "Thirteenth  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  Montana." 

In  harmony  with  the  Idea  embodied  in 
this  form  of  expression,  the  custom  of  for- 
mally adopting  rules  on  reassembling  after  a 
general  election  seems  to  be  universal  among 
the  constituent  bodies  of  American  legisla- 
tures and  Is  observed  even  by  those,  one-half 
of  whose  members  or  even  two-thirds  are 
hold-overs. 

In  New  Jersey  the  members  of  the  lower 
house  are  elected  annually.  As  to  the  senate, 
the  constitution  provides  that: 

"The  senate  shall  be  composed  of  one  sen- 
ator from  each  county  In  the  State,  elected 
by  the  legal  voters  of  the  counties,  respec- 
tively, for  three  years.  As  soon  as  the  senate 
shall  meet  after  the  first  election  to  be  held 
In  pursuance  of  this  constitution,  they  shall 
be  divided  as  equally  as  may  be  Into  three 
classes.  The  seats  of  the  senators  of  the  first 
class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expiration  of 
tl.e  first  year;  of  the  second  class  at  the 
expiration  of  the  second  year;  and  of  the 
third  class  at  the  expiration  of  the  third  year, 
BO  that  one  class  may  be  elected  every  year, 
and  If  vacancies  happen,  by  resignation  or 
otherwise,  the  persons  elected  to  supply  such 
vacancies  shall  be  elected  for  the  unexpired 
terms  only." 

Obviously  the  New  Jersey  Senate  is  con- 
stituted on  Identically  the  same  principle 
that  Is  said  to  give  continuity  to  the  United 
States  Senate.  Yet  the  former  regularly  ob- 
serves the  custom  referred  to,  adopting  rules 
at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session.  It 
was    followed    In    the    sixty-eighth    senate. 


1913  (Journal,  pp.  18,  19),  In  the  slzty-nlnth 
senate,  1913  (Journal,  pp.  19,  20,  21),  and 
In  the  seventieth  senate,  1914  (Journal,  pp. 
10  to  13).  The  supreme  court  of  that  State 
has  held,  after  the  most  elaborate  argument 
and  upon  the  fullest  consideration,  that 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  two-thirds  of 
the  members  of  the  Senate  of  New  Jersey 
are  hold  overs,  it  la  not  a  continuous  body, 
but  assembles  annually,  as  does  the  lower 
house,  as  a  body  quite  distinct  from  the 
senate  of  the  preceding  year.  More  wUl  be 
said  of  this  case  hereafter. 

Mr.  OvERi<AN.  Does  not  that  authority 
draw  a  distinction  between  that  case  and 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Tea;  I  am  going  to  refer  to 
that.  I  am  going  to  show  Just  what  the 
distinction  Is  that  the  Judges  seek  to  draw. 

The  resolution  customarily,  as  in  the  Na- 
tional House  of  Representatives,  proposes 
that  the  rules  In  force  at  the  last  preceding 
session  be  adopted  until  otherwise  ordered, 
evidencing  the  view  that  such  rules  would 
not  be  operative  without  affirmative  action 
on  the  part  of  the  body  thus  adopting  them. 
In  nearly  Half  the  States  of  the  Union  mem- 
bers of  the  upper  branch  of  the  legislature 
are  elected  for  terms  double  the  length  of 
those  of  the  lower  house,  and  are  so  classi- 
fied as  that  one-half  of  them  go  out  of  office 
with  each  general  change  in  the  more  nu- 
merous branch.  Usually  the  lieutenant  gov- 
ernor Is  made  ex  officio  presiding  officer  of 
the  upper  house.  Yet  they  all,  apparently, 
adopt  rules  on  assembling  after  a  general 
election;  in  none  Is  any  countenance  given 
to  the  idea  that  the  rules  adopted  at  some 
remote  time,  under  conditions  that  might 
be  characterized  as  primitive,  are  efflcacioxis 
to  prevent  the  representatives,  coming  fresh 
from  the  people,  from  carrying  out  their 
win  with  all  due  speed. 

The  memorandum  sent  to  the  desk  a  few 
moments  ago  contains  a  list  of  21  States — 
half  of  the  members  of  whose  senates,  re- 
spectively, are  hold  overs — ii^  all  of  which 
the  custom  prevails,  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  For  convenience  of  verification, 
the  page  of  the  Senate  Journal  is  given  in 
each  Instance.  I  ask  that  the  memorandum 
be  printed  as  an  appendix  to  my  remarks. 

The  Vice  PmsmENT.  Without  objection.  It 
Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  what  has  been 
thus  far  offered  may  be  said  to  be  more  or 
less  technical  in  character.  I  should  despair 
of  securing  acceptance  of  the  views  which 
have  been  advanced,  however  sound  they 
might  appear  to  those  who  have  followed 
the  discussion,  as  a  matter  of  strict  legal 
right,  unless  the  conviction  Is  aroused  that 
elemental  Justice  and  sound  policy  demand 
their  adoption. 

Wliy  should  the  Senate,  as  It  Is  consti- 
tuted during  any  particular  Congress,  have 
power  to  Impose  its  views  concerning  the 
procedure  in  this  body  upon  the  Senate  of 
some  succeeding  Congress,  one-third  of  the 
Members  of  which,  possibly,  never  heard  of 
the  rules  to  which  they  become  subject?  I 
appeal  particularly  to  the  new  Members 
appearing  upon  this  floor  for  the  first  time 
2  days  ago,  and  to  you.  Mr.  President,  and 
to  my  fellow  Members  In  their  behalf. 

Why  should  such  Members  be  bound  by 
the  so-called  rule  of  unlimited  debate  which 
the  Senate  that  assembled  in  the  year  1808 
deemed  wise  to  adopt  to  regulate  its  delib- 
erations? Is  it  consistent  with  the  Idea  of 
representative  government  that  they  should 
be  restrained  by  such  a  rule  or  by  any  rule 
to  which  their  assent  was  never  given  and 
never  asked?  What  is  the  theory  upon  which 
you  decline  to  hold  them  bound  by  any 
action  which  the  Senate,  as  constituted  be- 
fore they  entered  it,  may  have  taken  with 
reference  to  any  bill?  Why  Is  it  insisted  that 
everything  proceed  de  novo?  What  is  the 
basis  of  reason  underljrlng  the  want  of  power 
to  proceed  with  all  bills  at  the  stage  at  which 
they  bad  arrived  at  the  death  of  one  Con- 


gress upon  the  assembling  of  another? 
Clearly,  because  the  people,  whose  repre- 
sentatives we  are,  have  a  right  to  have  all 
measures  that  engage  the  attention  of  this 
body  considered  without  prejudice  on  ac- 
count of  any  action  that  may  have  been 
taken  by  a  Senate  whose  course  and  record 
had  made  It  odious,  or  which,  for  some  other 
reason,  had  been  ''regenerated  so  far  as  It 
was  possible  to  make  a  change.  It  Is  be- 
cause the  new  Members,  coming  fresh  from 
the  people,  ought  to  have  the  right  to  be 
heard  and  be  accorded  the  opportunity  to 
vote  in  the  light  of  Information  gleaned  at 
every  stage  of  the  passage  of  a  bill  or  reso- 
lution. 

The  formalities  observed  are  enjoined  by 
the  rules  and  by  general  parliamentary  law, 
so  that  through  deliberation  a  wiser  con- 
clusion may  more  certainly  be  assured. 
Moreover  the  elections  which  bring  an  en- 
tirely new  membership  to  the  House  and 
new  Members  to  the  number  of  one-third 
to  the  Senate  are  quite  the  equivalent  of 
those  which  ensue  in  most  countries  upon  a 
dissolution  of  the  parliament.  The  sense  of 
the  peopte  is  taken  concerning  measures 
passed  as  well  as  those  proposed.  The  result 
should  not  be  without  Its  lessons  to  those 
Senators  who  are  to  continue  their  service. 
All  ought  to  act  and  be  required  to  act  in 
the  light  of  the  latest  expression  of  the 
people.  It  is  quite  generally  understood  that 
the  mere  matter  of  the  reference  of  a  bill 
to  one  committee  rather  than  to  another 
occasionally  signifies  whether  It  is  again  to 
see  the  light  of  day  or  not.  Neither  the  new 
Member  nor  the  old  Member  whose  views 
have  changed  to  conform  to  the  p>opular  will 
ought  to  be  required  to  acquiesce  in  the  ref- 
erence of  a  bill  to  an  adverse  committee. 
For  like  reasons  the  action  of  the  Senate  in 
the  appointment  of  its  committees  goes  for 
naught  when  it  gets  the  regular  infusion  of 
new  blood. 

"Vacancies  In  the  committees  occasioned 
by  the  regular  retirement  of  one-third  of  the 
Members  are  not  filled  up  as  they  are  in  the 
event  of  the  occurrence  of  such  during  the 
life  of  the  Congress.  They  are  constituted 
anew  at  the  commencement  of  each  Con- 
gress," to  use  the  language  of  rule  XXXIII. 
Treaties  fall  that  are  not  acted  upon  at  the 
adjournment  of  any  final  session  of  a  Con- 
gress, though  they  preserve  their  status  from 
one  interim  session  to  another  (rule 
XXXVII ) .  Can  anyone  assign  any  good  rea- 
son why  the  Senate,  as  It  begins  the  work 
of  a  new  Congress,  should  be  unrestrained 
by  any  action  theretofore  taken  upon  any 
bill  or  resolution  or  treaty  or  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  committees  and  yet  be  subject  to 
the  fiat  of  this  assembly  at  some  earlier  day 
as  to  the  method  It  is  to  pursue  in  dealing 
with  bills  or  resolutions  or  treaties  identical 
in  every  respect  with  those  theretofore  con- 
sidered? The  theory  of  the  perpetuity  of 
the  rules  subserves  no  good  purpose  and  is  a 
convenient  one  for  the  promotion  of  the 
ends  of  factional  reactionaries. 

It  is  well  known  that  adroit  parUamen- 
tarians  In  the  service  of  corrupt  masters  of 
some  of  our  legislative  assemblies  contrive 
speciously  to  have  the  rules  so  framed  as  to 
be  useful  In  obstructing  the  enactment  of 
remedial  legislation  and  then  tie  the  hands 
of  later  legislatures  by  procuring  the  hurried 
adoption,  on  organization,  of  the  rules  of  the 
last  assembly. 

The  idea  I  am  combating  is  a  refinement  on 
this  hoary  but  unhonored  practice.  It  is 
fraught  with  a  danger  even  more  grave,  illus- 
trated by  an  incident  In  the  history  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  whose 
senate  Is  constituted,  as  will  be  remembered, 
upon  the  model  of  the  National  Senate.  As 
a  result  of  the  elections  held  In  the  fall  of 
1893  the  political  complexion  of  the  Senate 
of  that  State  changed,  though  contests  were 
Instituted  which.  If  successful,  would  pre- 
serve the  status  of  the  preceding  year.  A 
majority  of  the  hold  overt  were  Democrats. 
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These  assembled  In  the  cuatomary  meeting 
place  and  proclaimed  themselves  the  duly  or- 
ganized senate.  They  set  up  the  claim  that 
the  senate  Is  a  continuous  body;  that  on  as- 
sembling after  the  election  the  old  members 
alone  constituted  the  senate;  that  they  alone 
could  admit  new  members;  that  they  alone 
were  invested  with  the  right  to  pass  upon  the 
credentials  of  the  new  members  and  to  say 
which,  if  any,  of  two  contesting  for  the  same 
seat  should  be  recognized  pending  the  con- 
test. 

The  conditions  excited  what  appeared  to  be 
a  well-grounded  suspicion  on  the  part  of  the 
Republican  members  of  a  plot  to  seat  enough 
Democratic  claimants  to  rndlntain  the  su- 
premacy in  the  ch£imber  of  the  party  to  which 
they  adhered.  The  Republican  hold  overs  or- 
ganized, with  their  brethern  newly  elected,  a 
separate  assemblage  which  sat  in  the  ante- 
chamber and  claimed  to  be  the  only  true 
senate.  The  rivalries  of  the  two  bodies  be- 
came the  subject  of  Inquiry  by  the  supreme 
court  of  that  State  which  utterly  exploded  the 
claim  of  continuity,  and  with  it  the  preten- 
sion of  the  majority  hold  overs  that  none 
might  participate  in  the  deliberations  of  the 
new  senate,  if  so  It  may  be  called  until  ad- 
mitted in  due  course  by  an  assemblage  of 
those  whose  terms  had  not  expired  and  at 
such  time  as  suited  their  convenience  or  their 
whim.  The  details  will  be  learned  from  the 
report  of  the  case  State  v.  Rogers,  56  N.  J.  L., 
480. 

Will  It  be  contended  that  on  assembling 
after  the  4th  day  of  March  in  the  odd-num- 
bered years,  two-thirds  of  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  of  the  preceding  Congress  may 
proclaim  themselves  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, appoint  from  among  their  number  a 
committee  on  credentials,  charge  it  with 
the  duty  of  examining  into  the  credentials 
of  all  new  claimants  to  seats  in  this  body, 
and  that  meanwhile  and  pending  a  report 
from  that  committee  It  may  proceed  with 
the  transaction  of  business?  Such  a  pro- 
cedure would  not  be  an  abuse  of  power  but 
a  usurpation. 

Members  presenting  themselves  Monday 
morning  were  sworn  upon  exhibiting  their 
credentials,  and  Immediately  acquired  the 
right  to  participate  in  all  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  HrrcHCOCK.  Is  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana referring  to  the  present  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Montana  himself  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate  of  the  last  Congress 
rose  in  his  seat  and  presented  the  credentials 
of  his  colleague  [Mr.  Myers],  who  had  been 
elected  last  November,  and  asked  that  they 
be  received  and  entered  upon  the  records  of 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  did. 

Mr.  HrrcHCocK.  And  was  that  not  done. 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  was. 

Mr.  HrrcHCocK.  Did  not  receiving  the  cre- 
dentials of  a  Senator  newly  elected  consti- 
tute an  act  of  the  old  Senate  and  constitute 
a  continuing  membership? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all.  The  credentials 
were  turned  over  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  here  In  open  Senate. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me.  why  did  he  not  wait  until  the  convening 
and  oganlzatlon  of  the  Senate  to  which  his 
colleague  had  been  elected,  and  present  the 
credentials  to  the  Secretary  of  that  body? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  simply  proceeded  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usage. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Exactly. 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  does  not  signify  anything 
one  way  or  the  other,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

Mr.  Stirling.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana  if  he  sees 
iio  advantage  or  convenience  in  the  perma- 


nency and  continuity  of  a  set  of  rules  for 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  have  never  dis- 
covered that  any  disaster  has  come  to  the 
Republic  by  reason  of  the  adoption  of  that 
idea  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  As 
I  have  tried  to  Indicate  to  the  Senate,  the 
matter  has  been  debated  and  debated,  and 
the  practice  in  the  House  has  been  both  way."!. 
Finally  the  House  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  procedure  now  followed  Is  the  course 
that  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Are  not  the  rules  apt  to  be 
better  known  and  better  understood  If  we 
have  continuous  rules? 

Mr  Walsh.  Oh,  yes.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  however,  need  have  no  ap- 
prehension about  that,  because,  of  course, 
the  rules  as  a  complete  body  would  remain 
practically  unchanged.  It  is  exactly  the 
same  with  the  rules  of  a  court. 

Mr.  Thomas.   And  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  rules  of  a  court  change 
from  time  to  time,  but  the  bar  generally 
understands  that  in  any  revision,  as  a  whole, 
they  would  be  continued  in  fore?,  and  that 
changes  would  be  made  only  In  .';peciflc  cases 
in  which  a  necessity  for  the  change  had  been 
demonstrated  by  experience. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Take  It  in  general  parlia- 
mentary practice  or  general  parliamentary 
laws.  Is  it  not  a  great  advantage  and  ccn- 
venience  that  we  recognize  certain  fixed  rules 
as  governing  deliberative  bodies? 

Mr  Walsh.  Undoubtedly.  It  Is  not  to  be 
assumed  that  the  Senate,  in  modifyine  its 
rules,  would  disregard  those  fairly  well-fixed 
principles. 

Mr  Sterl'Ng.  Mr,  President,  I  imderstand 
the  Senator  to  say  that  no  new  Member  of 
this  body  ought  to  be  bound  by  the  rules 
which  had  been  enacted  by  a  previous  Senate. 
Then,  a  new  Member  may  move  to  change 
the  rules,  may  he  not? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Certainly. 

Mr  Sterling.  And  If.  in  the  judgment  of 
a  majority  of  this  body,  the  rules  should  be 
changed,  they  may  be  changed  at  any  time? 

Mr.  Walsh.  A  new  Member  may  move  to 
change  the  rules;  but  Just  so  long  as  the 
S?nator  from  South  Dakota  has  physical  en- 
durance to  stand  on  the  floor  the  change 
could  not  be  made. 

Mr  Sterling.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  It 
may  appeal  to  the  wisdom  and  the  good  Judg- 
ment of  the  Senate  that  the  one  particular 
rule  to  which  the  Senator  from  Montana 
refers  should  be  changed.  It  is  a  matter 
that  may  be  brought  before  the  Senate  at 
any  time.  It.  after  all,  rests  in  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Senate,  to  be  determined  by  a 
majority  vote,  whether  that  rule  should  be 
changed,  whether  or  not  It  is  a  hindrance 
to  legislation,  or  whether  it  is  In  the  interest 
or  not  in  the  Interest  of  the  public  welfare. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr  Hitchcock.  B?fore  the  Senator  re- 
sumes I  should  like  to  ask.  if  it  would  be 
agreeable  to  him.  to  have  put  into  the 
Record  the  Joint  resolution  adopted  by  Con- 
gress on  January  22,  1867,  which  called  a 
session  of  the  new  Congress  to  follow  it  on 
March  4,  1867. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  would  be  agreeable  to  me. 
Mr.  President,  but  I  trust  It  will  be  put  in 
at  the  conclusion  rather  than  in  the  body  of 
my  address. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Then.  I  now  a.«k  consent 
that  the  Joint  resolution  to  which  I  have 
refered  be  inserted  in  the  Record  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  be- 
cause it  shows  that  heretofore  Congress  has 
used  Its  power  to  call  a  session  of  Congress, 
and  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  the  President 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr  President,  It  Is  true  that  in 
the  New  Jersey  case  the  court  accepted  with- 
f>ut  Inquiry  the  oft-repeated  assertion  that 
the  United  States  Senate  is  a  continuous 
body,  but  pointed  to  some  provisions  of  the 


local  constitution  which  It  said  served  to 
differentiate  It  from  the  senate  of  that  State. 
But  the  whole  argument  of  the  court  against 
the  pretensions  of  continuity  in  the  life  of 
the  New  Jersey  Senate  is  equally  applicable 
to  its  counterpart  in  the  Federal  Congress. 

The  claim  rests.  In  the  case  of  both  bodies, 
upon  the  fact  that  two-thirds  of  the  Mem- 
bers, more  than  a  quorum,  are  always  In 
office,  and  that  a  presiding  officer  is  desig- 
nated by  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  am  obliged  to 
leave,  I  want  to  submit  a  few  observations 
now  upon  matters  that  will  be  under  con- 
sideration, assuming  that  the  view  for  which 
I  am  contending  Is  rejected. 

The  Vice  President.  May  the  Chair  Inter- 
rupt the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr    Walsh    Certainly. 

The  Vice  Presidfnt.  The  Chair  desires  to 
remain  in  the  position  he  has  taken — that  it 
is  not  any  of  his  business  what  rules  the 
Senate  adopts  and  that  he  has  no  function 
except  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  Senate — 
but  take  the  old  rules.  The  rule  provides 
that  no  motion  to  suspend,  modify,  or  amend 
the  rules  "shall  be  In  order  except  on  one 
day's  notice,"  and  so  forth.  The  Senator  is 
conversant  with  It,  Ls  there  any  inconsist- 
ency in  the  fact  that  there  are  now  rules  of 
the  Senate  which,  if  they  are  to  be  amendf^d 
in  any  particular,  must  be  amended  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  rules,  and  the  broad  propo- 
sition that  a  set  of  new  rules  may  be  pre- 
sented as  an  entirety  to  take  the  place  of  the 
existing  rules? 

Mr  Wai,.sh  I  should  say,  quite  so;  the  two 
are  utterly  inconsistent.  If  the  old  rules  are 
In  force 

The  Vice  President  The  Senator  does  not 
pet  the  point  the  Chair  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  enlighten  the  Senate  upon. 

Mr   Walsh    l  shall  attend  very  carefully. 

The  Vice  President,  What  have  the  old 
rules  of  the  Senate  to  do  with  the  desire  of 
the  Senate  to  adopt  new  rules  at  once,  if 
they  want  to.  if  they  are  presented  as  a  whole, 
instead  of  as  amendments? 

Mr.  Walsh  If  new  rules,  as  a  whole,  an 
entire  body  of  new  rules  are  presented — and 
that  is  what  I  have  done;  I  have  presented 
an  entire  bt-dy  of  new  rules,  which  are  Identi- 
cal with  the  old  rules,  with  the  exception  of 
rule  XXII  -  I  have  no  doubt  that  some  S;n- 
ator  will  make  a  point  of  order  that  the 
motion  Is  out  of  order,  that  my  resolution 
contemplates  an  amendment  of  the  rules; 
and  that  the  rules  can  be  amended  only  in 
accordance  with  their  provisions.    They  must 

go 

The  Vice  PFEsirtNT  Has  any  Presiding 
Officer  ever  ruled  in  that  way? 

Mr  Walsh  I  understood  the  Chair  to  say 
yesterday  that  in  his  view 

The  V  i(  E  PRE.siDfNT    There  are  rules  here' 

Mr.  Walsh,  That  the  old  rules  were  in 
force. 

The  Vice  President    Yes. 

Mr  Walsh,  My  contention  is  that  the  body 
Is  now  governed  by  general  parliamentary 
law  and  nut  by  the  old  rules. 

Mr.  Willia.ms    There  are  no  old  rules. 

Mr  WAI.SH  That  is  to  say,  there  are  no 
old  rules  of  the  Senate  at  the  present  time. 

The  Vice  Presidfnt.  The  Chair  does  not 
desire  to  break  off  the  continuity  of  thought 
of  the  Senator  from  Montana  or  to  Interfere 
In  this  matter,  but  the  Chair  perceives  a 
very  great  distinction  between  attempting 
to  amend  the  rules  or  a  part  of  the  rules, 
and  the  presentation  of  a  new  set  of  rules 
to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr  Sterling  Mr  President.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  parliamentary  Bltuatlon  of  a  cer- 
tain resolution  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from 
Mjntana  if  he  requested  the  reference  of  the 
resolution  to  a  committee? 

Mr.  Walsh  If  my  view  Is  correct,  there  Is 
no  committee  to  which  It  can  be  referred; 
Indeed,  I   think  thai  Is  the  state  of  affairs 


anyway — that,  under  the  rules,  there  la  no 
committee  to  which  it  can  be  referred. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Would  the  Senator  from 
Montana  say  that  It  should  He  over  until 
another  day? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Why,  no.  According  to  my 
view,  I  say  it  can  be  disposed  of  Just  as 
resolutions  In  a  political  convention  are 
disposed  of,  governed  by  general  parliamen- 
tary law.  There  is  no  rule  that  requires  it  to 
lie  over  anytime.  That  Is  the  argument  I 
have  been  making,  that  there  Is  no  rule,  and 
the  Senate  now  can  proceed  Just  as  It  directs 
with  respect  to  the  matter;  and  there  is  no 
rule  except  general  parliamentary  law  gov- 
erning Its  action. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh  If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will 
pardon  me,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Sjulh  Dakota  that  that  Is  exactly  the  situa- 
tion that  would  obtain  in  the  House  of 
nepresentatlves,  if,  upon  the  assembling  of 
that  body,  some  Member  Introduced  a  res- 
olution. 

Mr.  Sterling.  I  understand  the  Senator's 
posilion. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Montana  must  admit  that  political 
conventions,  to  which  he  makes  allusion. 
first  adopt  the  rules  governlm?  the  House  of 
Ilcpresentatives  until  they  adopt  their  own 
rules  of  procedure:  but  in  this  case  the 
Senator  from  Montana  is  assuming  a  status 
of  legislative  chaos.  We  have  nothing  prac- 
tically  

Mr.  WAL.eH.  Not  at  all.  I  recognize  that 
sometimes  political  conventions  do  adopt  a 
resolution  of  that  kind;  but  more  often  they 
do  not.  They  simply  proceed,  and  Roberts' 
Rules  of  Order  or  Reed's  Rules  of  Order  are 
rt-ferred  to. 

Mr.  Williams.  And  Jefferson's  Manual. 

Mr.  Walsh.  And  Jefferson's  Manual  Ls  re- 
ferred to:  so  that  no  resolution  on  the  sub- 
ject of  rules  is  adopted  at  all. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on 
my  feet,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Montana  another  question. 

Mr.  WAI5H,  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me. 
of  course  assemblages  of  all  kinds  gather  In 
this  country,  farmers'  meetings,  teachers' 
Institutes,  and  all  that  kind  of  thing,  and 
they  proceed  quite  successfully  without  the 
adoption  of  any  rules. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  all  bodies 
stnrt  out  with  a  temporary  organization,  and 
adopt  some  recognized  rules  of  procedure. 
I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Mont.nna 
if  he  holds  that  there  is  anything  to  Impede 
a  change  of  the  rule  which  he  has  In  mind 
if  the  Senate  accepts  its  recognized  rules  and 
proceeds  In  regular  order  to  make  the 
change? 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  I  am  sound  In  my  opinion, 
It  is  simply  impossible  to  change  the  rules 
so  long  as  one  man  has  the  physical  endur- 
ance requisite  to  prevent  the  change.  I  of- 
fered a  resolution  this  morning  which  con- 
templates a  change  of  the  rules.  Under  the 
rules,  if  they  do  exist,  any  Senator  may 
debate  that  motion  without  end  and  without 
limit;  one  may  raise  a  point  of  order  that 
debate  xrpon  the  matter  Is  out  of  order,  and 
If  the  Chair  should  sustain  that  point,  and 
assuming  that  the  old  rules  are  In  force  and 
that  we  are  proceeding  In  accordance  with 
them  to  secure  an  amendment,  an  appeal  is 
taken,  the  appeal  may  be  debated  without 
end.  and  thus  the  amendment  of  the  rules  Is 
frustrated. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Montana  and  I  are  agreed  as 
to  the  object  aimed  at.  I  am  quite  content 
to  say  that  I  favor  some  modified  form  of 
cloture  rule;  but  the  point  I  want  to  make 
is,  that  where  the  sentiment  of  this  body 
Is  favorable  to  a  change  of  the  rules  no 
dilatory  tactics  can  long  obtain  in  opposing 
that  change  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  has  not  been  here 
as  long  as  some  of  us. 


Mr.  Hakoino.  That  Is  quite  true;  I  admit 
that;  but  I  am  not  ready  to  accept  the  sound- 
ness of  the  Senator's  argument,  that  this  is 
not  a  continuing  body;  and  I  cannot  accept 
the  contention  that  we  must  first  enter  into 
a  state  of  chaos  In  order  to  bring  about  the 
reform  which  the  Senator  seeks. 

Mr.  Overman.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Overman.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
stated,  in  answer  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  IMr.  Sterling  1, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  there  were  no  commit- 
tees now.  I  will  remind  the  Senator  that 
Senator  Kern  introduced  a  resolution,  which 
passed  this  body,  continuing  In  force  the 
committees  of  the  Senate  as  they  then  ex- 
isted. So  that  there  are  committees  now  in 
existence. 

Mr.  Harding.  If  the  Senator  from  Montana 
will  net  be  annoyed  at  another  interrup- 
tion  

Mr.  Wal^h.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  H\rdino.  If  there  are  no  committees 
continued,  I  should  like  to  know  by  what 
process  the  Committee  on  Rules  authorita- 
tively designates  what  apartments  the  several 
Senators  shall  occupy? 

Mr.  Overman.  I  say  that  the  committees 
have  been  continued  In  force  by  the  action 
of  this  body. 

Mr.  Harding.  I  think  that  very  wise 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  did  not  understand  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  as  to 
the  activities  of  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  Harding.  I  asked  if  there  were  no  com- 
mittees now,  by  what  authority  could  the 
Committee  on  Rules  designate  to  the  new 
Senators  their  apartments  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Overman.  If  the  Senator  will  excuse 
me  Just  a  moment,  I  will  read  the  resolution 
which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  motion 
of  Senator  Kern,  of  Indiana.    It  Is  as  follows: 

"Resolved.  That  the  standing  committees 
of  the  Senate  as  constituted  at  the  end  of 
this  session  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  con- 
tinued until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  or 
until  their  successors  are  duly  elected." 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
from  Montana  will  p>ermit  me,  that  resolu- 
tion indicates  that  the  committees  are  in 
existence  by  virtue  of  a  special  act  of  the 
last  Senate,  and  not  because  they  continued 
under  the  rules,  the  existence  of  which  is 
now  being  challenged  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  Overman.  Mr.  President,  I  thought 
some  Senator  might  rise  and  say  that  I  was 
exceeding  my  authority  In  assigning  rooms 
to  the  new  Senators,  and,  inasmuch  as  the 
Senator  from  Montana  said  there  were  no 
committees,  I  desired  to  direct  his  attention 
to  the  resolution  which  has  been  adopted. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  think  every 
one  will  acquiesce  In  the  course  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  in  the  matter  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  Likewise, 
Mr.  President,  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
Immediately  suggests  that  it  was  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Senate  that  the  committees  would 
die  unless  some  action  were  taken  continu- 
ing them. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Thompson.  There  Is  another  obstruc- 
tion to  a  change  in  the  rules.  Under  the  old 
rules,  as  they  have  been  Interpreted  by  this 
body  several  times  within  the  last  few  years, 
the  Senate  has  decided  under  rule  XL  that 
It  requires  a  two-thirds  vote,  even  when  we 
get  the  question  up  to  a  vote,  to  suspend 
or  to  modify  any  rule  of  the  Senate.  The 
Senate,  by  its  interpretation,  has  written 
that  into  the  rules,  although  from  the  lan- 
guage of  the  rule  itself  it  would  seem  that 


a  majority  should  control.     The  rule  is  as 
follows : 

"amjt  XL.  suspension  and  amendment  of  thx 

SULEa 

"No  moticm  to  siispend,  modify,  or  amend 
any  rule,  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  be  in  or- 
der, except  on  1  day's  notice  in  writing, 
specifying  precisely  the  rule  or  part  proposed 
to  be  suspended,  modified,  or  amended,  and 
the  purpose  thereof.  Any  rule  may  be  sus- 
pended without  notice  by  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  Senate,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  clause  1,  rule  XII." 

As  will  be  observed,  there  Is  absolutely 
nothing  In  the  rule  that  can  possibly  be 
construed  as  fairly  Implying  the  require- 
ment of  a  two-thirds  vote,  but  the  Senate  has 
unfortunately  decreed  otherwise. 

The  Vice  President.  The  Senate  has 
not  so  decided.  The  requirement  as  to  a 
two-thirds  vote  relates  to  a  suspension  of 
the  rules,  and  not  to  a  modification  of  the 
rules. 

Mr.  Mters.  Mr.  President,  If  my  colleague 
will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment,  as  I  am 
obliged  to  leave  the  Chamber  shortly,  I 
desire  to  say  that  earlier  in  the  day  I  pre- 
sented a  number  of  memorials  from  the 
Montana  Legislature.  I  overlooked  the  fact 
that  by  resolution  of  the  preceding  Con- 
gress, the  committees  of  this  body  had  been 
continued.  I  asked  that  the  memorials  lie 
en  the  table.  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  they  be  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committees  to  which  they  pertain. 
Mr.  Walsh.  I  shall  oblect  to  that. 
The  Vice  President.  There  seems  to  be 
objection. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  think  they  can  very  well 
remain  where  they  are  until  we  actually  get 
to  work. 

But  let  It  be  assumed  that  the  argument 
thus  far  made  cannot  be  accepted,  that  th« 
Senate  is  Indeed  a  continuous  body  in  the 
widest  sense;  that  the  rules  are  endowed 
with  a  vitality,  upon  which  age  makes  no 
Inroads.  I  trust  I  am  not  wanting  In  rever- 
ence for  the  political  sages  of  a  century  ago 
whose  wisdom  in  all  things  that  appertain 
to  government  has  commanded  the  admira- 
tion of  a  grateful  posterity. 

It  may  be  that  we  are  obliged  generally  to 
accept  for  our  guidance  the  rules  they  pre- 
scribed in  1806  to  govern  the  deliberations 
of  the  Senate;  that  we  are  required,  In  a 
double  sense,  to  salute  them  as — 
"The  dead  but  sceptered  sovereigns,  who  still 

rule 
Our  spirits  from  their  urns." 

I  venture  to  assert,  notwithstanding,  that 
their  power  to  make  rules  wtis  not  without 
limitation.  The  Supreme  Court  defined  the 
limitation  In  United  States  v.  Ballin  (144 
U.  S.  5,  6),  saying  in  the  opinion  in  that 
case: 

"The  Constitution  empowers  each  House  to 
determine  its  rules  of  proceedings.  It  may 
not  by  Its  rules  ignore  constitutional  re- 
straints or  violate  fundamental  rights,  and 
there  should  be  a  reasonable  relation  be- 
tween the  mode  or  method  of  proceeding  es- 
tablished by  the  rule  and  the  result  sought 
to  be  attained." 

The  Senate,  on  the  13th  day  of  January 
1915.  recorded  Its  judgment  that  under  the 
rules  then  recognized,  a  two-thirds  vote  was 
necessary  to  the  suspension  of  the  rule.  A 
majority  determined  that  two-thirds  must 
assent  to  accomplish  a  suspension.  It  la 
not  so  expressed  in  the  rule — ^rule  XL.  But 
it  was  believed  to  be  implied  therein.  If  so. 
It  is  difficult  to  escape  the  conclusion  that 
it  is  equally  implied  that  a  two-thirds  vote 
Is  necessary  to  amend  the  rules.  Let  It  be 
assumed  that  the  wise  men,  whose  work  these 
rules  are  expressly  so  declared  in  what  Is  now 
rule  XL.  Had  they  the  right  to  make  such 
a  rule?  Would  It  have  any  efficacy?  Would 
it  be  entitled  to  any  respect  at  any  time  or 
place?  If  the  J  had  such  right,  they  might. 
with  equal  power,  whatever  mlgbt  Im  said 
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aa  to  the  justice  or  propriety  at  tb^r  artioa. 
have  prescribed  that  the  rules  should  no*  be 
amended  except  with  the  concurrence  of 
three -fbiirths  of  the  Members  or  nine-tenths 
or  99  percent,  or  that  IlSe  the  laws  of  the 
Medee  and  Persians  they  rtKml<i  remain  Im- 
mutEiMe  forever.  Any  mirh  segnMtk»  would 
be  votd  because  It  woaW  transgress  the  vital 
principle  of  majority  rule.  When  the  Con- 
stitution says  that  "Bach  House  may  deter- 
mine its  rules  of  proceeding,"  It  means  that 
each  House  may,  by  a  majority  vote,  a  quo- 
rum being  present,  determine  Its  rales. 

It  is  elementary  that  unless  otherwise  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution  the  Senate  can, 
by  a  majority  vote,  do  anything  it  can  do  at 
all.  Speaker  Reed  says  in  his  manual,  speak- 
ing of  amendment  to  the  rules  of  parlia- 
mentary bodies: 

"Such  modifications  the  assembly  Is  al- 
ways competent  to  make.  Such  changes  can 
be  made  by  a  majority.  This  is  true  even  if 
the  rules  already  adopted  provide  that  two- 
thirds  or  any  larger  number  akuie  shall  make 
changes.  The  assembly  cannot  deprive  it- 
self of  power  to  direct  its  method,  of  doing 
business.  It  Is  like  a  man  promising  himself 
that  he  will  not  change  his  own  mind." 

Mr.  WxaaEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator permit  me  to  aak  him  a  question? 

The  Vice  Presidcnt.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  ta  the  Senator  from.  Wyo- 
ming? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Yes,,  sir. 

Mr.  Warrkn.  Aa  1  understand,  the  grava- 
men ol  the  Senator's  contention  Is  that  he 
wishes  aome  cloture  for  the  ending  of  de- 
bate; and  I  Judge  from  what  he  has  said  that 
he  preBTimes  thtit  the  pzopoaal  to  amend  a 
rule  would  causa  contention  which  woulct 
finally  result  in  a  test  of  physical  endarance. 
Ifow,  tf  the  Senator  proposes  new  rules,  does 
he  propose  to  muzzle  the  Senate  so  that  they 
shall  not  debate  them?  And  if  they  are  new 
rules,  la  there  anything  to  preirent  debate 
on  every  one  of  those  rules  by  the  Senate  and 
1^  every  Member  of  tt?  Does  he  think  he 
would  gain  any  time  in  the  long  run  by  de- 
claring that  ve  are  ki  chaos  and  without 
rules,  and  undertaking  to  build  up  an  en- 
tirely new  set  of  rules  rather  than  by  taking 
up  the  offensive  rule  and  amending  it? 

That  1«  the  practical  questlao..  I  am.  not 
entering  Into  the  dementariea  of  the  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Walsk.  I  want  to  answei  the  question. 
in  a  perfectly  practical  way.  I  shall  assunae, 
as  I  said  a  while  ago,  that  the  rules  will  be 
in  substance  the  same;  that  there  will  be 
no  great  change  in  the  general  body  of  the 
rules. 

Mr.  WABBEI7.  I  am  putting  It  right  down 
upon  the  basis  of  the  Senator's  argument 
that  we  are  totally  and  wholly  without  rules; 
that  we  will  start  in  to  adopt  new  rules.  If 
that  Is  true,  no  matter  if  every  rule  but  one 
Is  the  same  aa  the  Senator  presents  it,  yet 
■very  one  of  them  is  open  to  debate,  if  It  is 
offered  aa  a  new  matter. 

Mr.  WAiisii.  Why,  undoubtedly — undoubt- 
edly. 

Mr.  WABazK.  Then  does  the  Senator  think, 
priictically,  that  he  would  gain  any  time  m. 
that  way  rather  than  simply  to  recogniae  the 
old  rules  and  seek  to  amend  the  particular 
one  in  question? 

Mr.  Walsh.  But  the  Seraitor  from  Wy- 
oming win  recogniae  that  if  a  resolution 
were  presented  here  to  amend  only  one  ru'.e» 
under  the  existing  system  every  man  who 
cares  to  do  so  may  get  up  and  talk  about  each 
rule  from  beginning  to  end;  so  they  all  are 
before  us  anyway. 

Mr.  Wakrem.  I  will  admit  that  under  the 
rules  there  Is  pmetieally  unlimited  debate, 
but  what  I  anx  getting  at  is  this:  Tiie  Sena- 
tor hae  evtdcntty  given  this  matter  great  at- 
tention, antt  has  proceeded  with  great  abil- 
ity. SA  he  akways  (ktes  with  all  mattavs  that 
challenaa  his  attention;  but  I  cannot  prac- 
tically see  whara  we  are  going  to  eiimlnata 
ourselves  any  sooner  from  the  condition  in 


^«Uch  tba  Benatom  and  tbe  Senate  find 
themselves  if  we  adopt  hla  theory  that  we  are 
naeeting  here  each  time,  every  2.  years,  with- 
out rules;  because  aa  the  Senator  fsom  Ohio 
has  said,  every  body,  when  it  soeets.  as- 
sumes the  rules  o<  suma  other  body  until  it 
makes  its  own;  and  with  two-thlxda  oI  the 
older  body  sitting  as  present  Memheis,  is  It 
U}t  better  to  assume  the  rules  of  the  body 
wherein  the  two-thirda  have  helped  to  make 
tliose  rules  than  to  undertake  to  say  we  have 
none,  or  to  assume  the  rulas  of  some  ether 
body? 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming 
will  note  that  the  resolutkm  to  which  I  .im 
addressing  myself  provides  that  all  nf  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  diu-lng  the  last  Cvngrebs 
be  adopted  as  the  rules  of  the  present  one, 
save  and  except  rule  XXII. 

Mr.  Warren.  Then  to  what  effect  is  the 
Senator's  argument  lendiner.  that  we  have 
no  rules,  and  that  we  are  building  up  new 
one.«^^? 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  Is  to  the  effect  that  as  we 
have  no  rules  we  pfoceed  under  general  par- 
liamentary law  which  permits  to  put  aa 
end  to  debate  at  some  time. 

Mr.  WAREh.N.  Well,  we  wUl  do  that,  any- 
way 

Mr.  Hughes.  Mr.  President.  I  think  I  see 
what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  Is  driving 
at.  It  is  within  the  power  of  this  or  aiiy 
other  body,  unless  the  rules  forbid,  to  fix  a 
time  when  a  vote  can  be  had  upon  any  ques- 
tion. It  is  within  the  power  of  this  body 
now  to  vote  to  fix  a  time  for  voting  upon 
this  very  proposition  at  2  o'clock,  so  there 
is  no  practical  difUculty  in  the  way. 

Mr.  WAtsH.  That  Is  the  line  of  argument 
which  I  am  now  going  to  make — that  a  leg- 
islative body  cannot  deprive  itself  of  the 
power  to  fix  a  time  when  a  vote  shall  be 
taken. 

idr.  Warhew.  I  understand  from  the  Sena- 
tor, then,  that  he  prop»o«es  to  accept  entire 
and  en  bloc  the  Senate  rules,  with  one  ex- 
ception? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Exactly;  and  that  in  the  expec- 
tation that  when  that  exception  Is  reserved, 
and  an  appropriate  ml*  Is  made,  we  can  then 
proceed  with  reaaonable  dispatch  to  correct 
any  defect  that  there  may  be  m  other  fea- 
tures of  the  rules. 

Mr.  Warren.  I  wish  the  Senator  to  under- 
stand that  I  do  not  ohjoct  tao  some  manner 
of  procedure  that  may  terminate  what  some- 
times becomes  intolerable;  but  I  am  not 
willing  yet  to  take  the  ground  tl.at  every  3 
years  we  are  at  sea  without  rudder  or  com- 
pass regarding  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Well,  I  am  thnnkful  to  the 
Senator  for  the  attention  he  has  kiiven  to  my 
presentation  of  the  other  view  of  the  matter. 

Ml.  Kahdins  and  Mr.  Fletchib  addreseed 
the  Chair. 

Mi.  Walsh.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  w^o  first  rose. 

Mj.  Harcins.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Montana  a  q'.iestion.  I  do  not  want 
him  to  mtsconstrue  my  motive,  or  to  think 
that  the  proposition  Is  founded  on  Uie  for- 
tunes of  political  majorities  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  need  have  no  tear 
on  t]iat  score. 

Mi.  Hardikg.  The  Senator  spoke  a  moment 
ago  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  having 
the  purfiose  that  the  Senate  should  be  di- 
rect«d  by  the  will  of  the  maiority.  I  assunie 
tliat  the  Senator  will  agree  that  it  was  also 
desif  ued  that  the  Sen.'"ite  should  be  a  deliber- 
ative body.  I  want  to  ask  hira,  hi  perfect 
good  faith,  if  lie  hedieves  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  had  in  mind  at  any  thne  the 
dom;  nation  of  the  majority  through  a  major- 
ity in.  political  conference  or  caucus,  whereby 
a  minority  of  this  body  could  determine  the 
proceedings  of  the  Senate? 

Ml.  Wal&h.  Mr.  Preaideiit,  I  cannot  doubt 
that  tlu:  framers  of  the  CousUtuUoa  had  in 
mind  the  faft  that  they  ware  framing  a  sys- 
tem under  which  party  government  would 
be  otieratlve,  and  in  tliat  view  they  must 
have  recognized  that  party  members  would 


confer  and  endeavoc  to  agree  upon  a  con- 
certed Una  of  actifiu.  I  cannot  doubt  that. 
Their  model  was  the  Engiieh  Constitution; 
experience  had.  taught  them  that  there  wers 
two  parties  In  the  Parliament  and  that  the 
two-  parties  were  composed  of  memtMxs  who 
cuufarred  together  and  usually  agreed,  upon 
a  cartaia  line  uX  acUon  which  they  de&ired 
to  pursue. 

Mr.  HAsniNC.  Mr.  Piesldent.  I  am  In  per- 
fect accord  with  the  Seiiator  from  Montana 
la  his  sUitement  that  we  are  a  Government 
through  political  parties.  I  think  that  T 
ever  must  be  su.  and  I  hope  it  will  be  so.  1 
want  to  a.'ik  the  Senator,  however,  if  he  is 
contending  for  a  rule  of  the  majority  which 
will  allow  a  majority  in  caucus  to  direct  the 
majority  Ui  the  Senate  to  come  in  here  with 
a  previous-question  proposition  which  will 
deny  the  minority  of  the  Senate  the  right  of 
tif)xUe? 

Mr  Walsh  Tlie  Senator  from  Montana 
Would  not  tlilnk  fur  a  moment  of  advocating 
any  course  the  tendency  of  which  would  be 
to  shut  off  legitimate  debate,  but  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  fri-m  Ohio  will  have  recognleed 
In  very  recent  events  and  In  the  proceedings 
of  recent  Con'?ref«re^  the  necesetty  for  shut- 
t  ng  off  »<imething  that  is  a  mere  pretense  of 
deliate. 

Mr.  Harpiwg  Mr  President,  ff  I  may  reply 
to  that.  I  sm  again  In  accord  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana;  aixl  I  have  the  abiding 
faith  that  a  conservative  cloture  rule  can 
be  made  a  rule  of  thi.<»  body  along  the  lines  of 
regular  proceduie  for  the  amendment  of  the 
rules,  without  adopting  a  chaotic  condition 
here  wherein  a  majority  of  the  Senate  can 
fix  the  rules. 

Mr  Walsh.  MT  President,  I  do  not  a«rc» 
with  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  any  chaotio 
condition  w(ju!d  ensue,  but  I  Join  with  him 
In  the  hope  that  a  rei\sonaljt«  dotuse  rule 
may  he  adopted:  and  it  is  in  view  of  the  llkie- 
lihood  of  the  sttbnsMBion  of  suck  that  I  ana 
now  addresf  ins;  the  Senate  upon  the  quesUoa 
aa  to  wiiether,  when  it  Is  before  us.  It  wiU  be 
possible  under  the  rulea  aa  they  exist — a»- 
.sumliii;  that  they  continue — for  a  Senator  to 
stand  here  aod  •inply  pretend  ta  debate,  auad 
hold  up  Uie  proceedings  of  the  Senate  until 
he  drops  in  his  tracks  from  physical  exhaus- 
tion. I  want  to  addrsbs  aiyself  ta  that  que&> 
Uon  for  a  few  minutes. 

A  majority  may  iidupt  the  rules,  la  Um 
Oxst  place.  IL  is  prepoeteroud  to  assert  that 
they  may  deny  to  future  majorities  the  right 
to  change  them.  A  court  would  make  Itself 
tiie  subject  uf  ridU:ul£  tluit  should  attempt 
to  adopt  rules  uiie  of  which  should  provide 
that  tliey  cuuUl  be  changed  r>uly  by  a  vote  of 
twu-Uurds  uf  tiie  Judge^i.  It  would  not  ba 
tyranuicul  to  make  such  a  rule;  it  would  ba 
futile.  The  court,  when  wiser  men  gricci 
the  bench,  would  contemptuously,  by  a  ma- 
J.jriiy,  set  it  aside.  It  is  scarcely  less  pre- 
poat^roufi  'vhiit  a  legislative  body  should  by 
rule  deny  itself  tiie  right  to  bring  debate  to 
an  end  and  to  proceed  to  a  vot£;  nay.  that  It 
should  by  rule  provide  that  so  long  as  any 
Member  should  hold  the  floor  and  pretend  to 
debate  there  aliould  be  no  vote;  that  though 
such  pretense  should  be  persisted  In  until  it 
became  a  hoUow  mockery,  a  transparent 
sham,  a  subject  of  open  raillery  and  Jocu- 
larity, there  should  be  no  vote;  that  so  long 
as  there  remains  one  Member  with  physical 
strength  Ui  keep  the  Ouoe  tlu:rc  should  be 
BO  vote. 

In  tiie  course  of  debates  In  this  body  In 
whi<'h  the  remark  has  been  unroflfictingly 
made,  frsqueiiUy.  that  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuous bi'dy  and  that  the  rules  continue  In 
force  frrm  Congress  to  Congress,  they  have 
been  likened  to  the  rules  of  a  court  that 
remain,  in.  force  whatever  changes  ensue  in 
tlie  person iiel  of  the  Jtidpes. 

The  inaptne.4  of  tiie  lUustratlon  has  been 
adverted  to.  But  continue  the  comparison. 
Suppose  a  rule  of  court  expressly  authorized 
couusei  to  be  heard  ad  libitum,  what  rever- 
ence would  be  paid  to  it  in  the  face  of  an 
abuse  of  the  right  by  council  who  undertook 


to  talk  against  time?  Would  not  any  court 
make  Itself  contemptible  by  recognizing  any 
fv)rce  in  such  a  rule?  To  make  the  ptarallel 
more  perfect,  let  It  be  assumed  that  the  rule 
forbade  any  decision  so  long  as  any  member 
of  the  bench  desired  to  talk.  Would  not  the 
court  be  declining  to-<llscharge  the  functions 
reposed  In  It  by  the  Constitution  by  refusing 
to  decide,  after  a  reasonable  time  for  investi- 
gation had  elapsed  and  a  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity had  been  given  to  every  Justice  to 
make  known  his  views  and  to  convert  his 
brethren  to  his  way  of  thinking?  To  delay 
Justice  is  to  deny  Justice.  The  Judge  who 
1  eeded  such  a  rule,  after  becoming  satisfied 
that  the  due  proceeding  of  the  court  was 
being  arrested  to  await  adjournment  or  a 
change  in  its  composition,  or  some  other 
fortuitous  circumstance  that  might  avert  the 
impending  Judgment,  would  be  guilty  of  a 
\iolatlon  of  his  oath  to  administer  Justice 
without  delay. 

I  assert  unhesitatingly  that  the  Senate 
J  ns  n<i  power  to  make  a  rule  which  will  pre- 
vent It  from  bringing  debate  to  a  close  or 
setting  a  time  for  a  vote.  Tliat  there  are 
limitations  upon  the  exercise  of  the  right  to 
bring  on  a  vote  may  be  conceded,  but  to 
maintain  that  a  rule  has  any  virtue  under 
which  one  man  may,  by  his  physical  prowess 
alone,  defeat  a  vote  is  to  invite  calamity  un- 
fi<:eakable  and  expose  the  Senate  to  the  well- 
deserved  contempt  of  mankind. 

Reflecting  upon  this  queston  being  dis- 
cussed, I  wrote  2  years  ago  as  follows: 

•Much  has  been  said  recently  of  prepared- 
ness and  the  subject  promises  to  engage  the 
earnest  thought  of  Congress. 

"The  people  whom.  In  our  feeble  way,  we 
are  trying  here  to  represent  are  evidently 
resolved  to  take  upon  themselves  burdens 
for  providing  and  maintaining  a  Naval  and 
Military  Establishment  greater  than  ever 
heretofore  borne  in  time  of  peace,  and  rival- 
ing those  rendered  necessary  by  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  Ci\il  War.  A  genuine  alarm 
pervades  the  coi:ntry  lest  some  enemy  may. 
in  the  very  near  future,  attack  us.  Imagine 
the  time  at  hand  and  the  foe  bearing  down 
upon  us.  The  crisis  Involves  the  very  life 
of  the  Nation.  The  occasion  brooks  no  de- 
lay. Action — im:nedlate  action — by  Congress 
Is  Imperative.  Congress  Is  empowered  by  the 
Constitution  to  declare  war.  Congress  it  Is, 
that  is  to  raise  and  support  armies.  Con- 
gress is  to  pro\'lde  and  maintain  a  Navy. 
Congress  is  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the 
mllltla  to  repel  invasions  and  to  organize 
armies  and  discipline  them  to  that  end. 
Congress  it  is  that  must  lay  and  collect  taxes 
to  meet  the  ex  ^enditures  of  war  and  that 
must  borrow  nr.oney  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States  for  the  vigorous  prosecution 
of  war.  It  is  8(  arcely  conceivable  that  war 
should  be  precipitated  or  be  impending  with- 
out an  appeal  i  rom  the  President,  both  In 
his  civil  capacity  and  as  Commander  In 
Chief  of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the 
Nation,  for  somt;  hurried  action  by  Congress. 
Such  an  appeal  comes  to  this  body.  It  finds 
a  ready  response!  except  from  a  small  coterie 
of  Senators,  who  spell  each  other  on  the 
floor  until  the  enemy  thunders  at  the  gates 
of  our  cities,  and  the  Republic  has  had  Its 
death  blow.  They  may  be  honest  but  mis- 
guided peace-ai  -any-prlce  men,  who  refuse 
t«  believe  that  war  Is  Inevitable,  and  con- 
tinue to  hope  that  the  awful  horror  of  armed 
cinflict  may  be  averted  by  further  peaceful 
overtures. 

"Multitudes  of  sagacious  men  believed  In 
leei  that  the  South  would  not  fight  and 
others  that  the  North  would  never  resort  to 
arms  to  preserve  the  Union.  It  is  not  In- 
conceivable that  the  obstructionists — flll- 
busterers — may  be  actuated  by  traitorous 
sentiments.  The  Revolution  had  Its  Arnold. 
1  trust  I  offenc  no  sensibilities  In  referring 
to  the  fact  that  In  1861  10  or  more  Members 
of  this  body  were  expelled  for  treason.  A 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  who,  for 
4  years  presided  over  the  Senate,  was  indicted 


and  tried  for  treason,  and  a  Senator,  charged 
with  him  for  this  capital  offense,  escaped 
expulsion  by  but  one  vote.  The  Senate  had 
already  at  that  early  day  expelled  one  of  its 
Members  for  perfidious  negotiations  with  the 
enemlee  of  his  country.  We  are  all  sworn  to 
bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 
States — a  needless  oath  unless  It  be  that  some 
of  us  may,  conceivably,  require  the  aid  of 
Heaven  to  keep  us  true. 

"What  say  you?  Can  the  Senate  make  a 
rule  under  which  It  may  be  held  at  bay  by 
treachery  until  a  foreign  foe  shall  have  pre- 
vailed over  a  supine  nation?" 

I  repeat,  a  rule  of  the  Senate,  the  effect 
of  which  Is  or  may  be  to  deprive  It  of  the 
power,  under  any  circumstances,  of  bringing 
debate  to  a  close.  Is  void.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who,  being  balked  by 
some  law,  organic  or  otherwise,  would  ruth- 
lessly, having  the  power,  sweep  It  aside  to 
attain  his  end.  Reverence  for  law  Is  the  sure 
foundation  upon  which  government  and  so- 
ciety alike  rest.  If  In  our  conduct  it  Is  not 
Inculcated,  where  shall  we  look  to  find  It 
exhibited?  I  shall  vote  with  a  clear  con- 
science that  we  violate  no  law,  even  assum- 
ing the  old  rules  remain  In  force,  so  far  as 
they  are  valid,  In  fixing  a  time  at  which  de- 
bate on  any  subject  before  this  body  shall 
close. 

"apitendix  a 

"DISCONTTNUOtrSNESS  Or  ETATE  SENATES  IN  THE 
LIGHT   OF  THEIR   ACTION   ON   EtJLES 

"Rules  of  the  previous  senate  were  adopted 
temporarily,  with  or  without  amendment,  by 
27  State  senates,  namely: 

"Arkansas,  thirty-eighth  session,  1911. 
Journal,  p.  6.  (In  the  thirty-ninth  session, 
1913,  'suspension  of  the  rules'  took  place 
shortly  before  the  adoption  of  the  rules. 
Journal,  pp.  7,  8.) 

"California,  fortieth  session,  1913.  Jour- 
nal, p.  5. 

"Colorado,  eighteenth  session,  1911.  Jour- 
nal, p.  19. 

"Delaware,  regular  session,  1911.  Journal, 
p.  46. 

"Florida,  regular  session,  1913.  Journal, 
p.  3. 

"Georgia,  regular  session,  1913.  Journal, 
p.  10. 

"Iowa,  thirty-fifth  general  assembly,  1913. 
Jotirnal,  p.  8. 

"Louisiana,  third  general  assembly  under 
constitution  of  1598,  1908.     Journal,  p.  6. 

"Maine,  seventy-sixth  legislature,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  13. 

"Massachusetts,  regular  session,  1915. 
Journal,  p.  5. 

"Minnesota,  thirty-eighth  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  8. 

"Missouri,  forty-seventh  general  assembly, 
1913.     Journal,  p.  4. 

"Montana,  thirteenth  general  assembly. 
1913.     Journal,  p.  5. 

"New  Hampshire,  regular  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  12.  (A  particular  Inquiry  respect- 
ing New  Hampshire  warrants  the  additional 
statement  that  the  practice  was  the  same  in 
1911  and  1909.     Journals,  pp.  6,  6.) 

"North  Carolina,  regular  session,  1911. 
Journal,  p.  8. 

"North  Dakota,  thirteenth  general  assem- 
bly, 1913.     Journal,  p.  31. 

"Ohio,  eightieth  general  assembly,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  9. 

"Oregon,  twenty-seventh  legislature,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  13.  (These  rules  had  been 
'recommended'  to  the  prevlotis  senate.) 

"Pennsylvania,  regular  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  11. 

"South  Dakota,  fourteentb  session,  1915. 
Journal,  p.  6. 

"Tennessee,  fifty-eighth  general  assembly, 
1913.     Journal,  p.  9. 

"Texas,  thirty-third  legislature.  1913. 
Journal,  p.  9. 

"Utah,  tenth  legislature,  1913.    Journal,  p. 


"Vermont,  regular  session,  1912.  Journal, 
p.  6. 

"Washington,  thirteenth  legislature,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  6. 

"West  Virginia^  regular  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  160.  (There  had  been  a  deadlock 
over  the  presidency  of  the  senate.) 

"Wyoming,  thirteenth  legislature,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  7. 

"In  17  senates  the  rules  of  the  previous 
senate  were  adopted  at  or  near  the  time  of 
organization  without  being  characterized  as 
temporary : 

"Arizona,  first  special  session,  1012.  Jour- 
nal, p.  32. 

"Connecticut,  regular  session,  1911.  Jour- 
nal, p.  9. 

"Indiana.  sixty-eighth  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  6.  (However,  no  action  upon  the 
resolution  concerned  is  shown.  The  same  Is 
true  of  a  similar  resolution  at  the  sixty- 
seventh  session,  except  that  Its  passage  re- 
ceives mention  in  the  index.  Journal,  p.  7.) 
"Kansas,  eighteenth  session,  1913.  Jour- 
nal, p. '26. 

"Maryland,  January  session,  1914.  Jour> 
nal,  p.  15. 

"Michigan,  regular  session,  1913.  Journal, 
p.  11. 

"Mississippi,  extra  session,  1914.  Journal, 
p.  5. 

"Nebraska,  thirty-third  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  57. 

"Nevada,  special  session,  1912.  Journal, 
p.  3. 

"New  Jersey,  seventy-first  senate  and  one 
hundred  and  thirty-ninth  session  of  the  leg- 
islature, 1915.     Journal,  pp.  17-20. 

"New  Mexico  first  State  legislature,  second 
session,  1913.     Journal,  p.  9. 

"New  York,  regular  session,  1913.  Journal, 
p.  15.  (The  regular  session  of  1911  provided 
that  pending  adoption  of  rules  the  order  of 
business  prescribed  In  rule  1  of  the  1910  rules 
be  adopted.     Journal,  p.  9.) 

"Oklahoma,  extra  session,  fourth  legisla- 
ture,  1912-1913.     Journal,  p.  5. 

"Rhode  Island,  regular  session,  1914. 
Journal,  v.  8,  No.  1,  p.  2.  (Proposed  amend- 
ments to  'the  rules  of  the  senate'  had  been 
defeated  Just  before.) 

"South  CaroUna,  regular  session,  1913. 
Journal,  p.  18. 

"Virginia,  extra  session,  1915.  Journal, 
p.  11. 

"Wisconsin,  fiftieth  session,  1911.  Jour- 
nal, pp.  62-63.  (Some  minor  business  not 
related  to  organization  had  been  transacted 
before.  At  the  fifty-first  session,  1913,  the 
resolution  was  Introduced,  but  Its  passage 
appears  only  by  Implication.) 

"In  three  senates  rules  were  duly  adopted, 
but  without  being  characterized  (at  any 
stage) ,  either  as  temporary  or  as  taken  from 
a  previous  senate: 

"Alabama,  regular  session,  1911.  Journal, 
p.  97.  (Rules  were  adopted  on  the  fourth 
day  as  then  reported  from  a  standing  com- 
mittee appointed  on  the  first.  The  resolu- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  this  committee 
was  passed  under  'suspension  of  the  rules.* 
Journal,  pp.  7,  13.) 

"Idaho,  twelfth  session,  1913.  Journal, 
p.  4. 

"Illinois,  forty-seventh  general  assembly, 
1911.     Journal,  p.  7. 

"One  senate  adopted  rules  which  It  charac- 
terized as  temporary  but  not  as  taken  from 
a  previous  senate: 

"Kentucky,  regular  session,  1912.  Journal, 
p.  13.  (These  were  Roberts'  Rules  of  Order. 
At  the  session  of  1914  the  same  resolution 
was  Introduced,  and  a  week  later  a  set  of  rules 
was  adopted.     Journal,  pp.  17,  141.) 

"While  the  adoption  of  rules  stands  re- 
corded in  the  Journals  of  certain  sessions 
only  by  Implication,  if  at  all,  there  Is  no  State 
senate  whose  Journals  do  not  furnish  valid 
evidence  that  such  action  forms  part  of  the 
recognised  program .  In  the  case  of  every 
State  Semite,  definitely  recorded  adoption  of 
rules  can  b«  Xound  without  looking  far. 
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'Ch.  Z.  An  act  to  fix  the  times  for  tft* 

"Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  mdcBtlon  to- 
tbe  tm-MUt  regular  tbaes  of  meeting  of  Con. 
gTBBv  Starp  sftaS  bv  »  meeMug  of  tft^  Furl Je Hi 
ConKreas  of  tfte  VnMecf  Stete».  and  of  each 
-'^'^■■'««*»fr  OBuycBS  tkCTcmftcr,  at  13  o'chKk 
merfctlan  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  the  day 
on  wbltfc  tfte  term  begins  for  whiclt  the  Con- 
gress to  elected,  e«cept  that  when  the  4th  of 
Marelk  occhtb  or  Sunday,  then  the  meeting 
shall  take  place  at  the  same  hour  on  the  next 
sneeeediB^  day. 

"Sec.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  no 
pet  sou  who  was  a  Member  of  the  prevlmis 
Congress  shall  receive  any  compensation  as 
mileage  for  going  to  or  rettimlng'  from  the 
additional  session  prorlded  for  by  the  fore- 
going section. 

"ApproTed  Jawaary  22,  IM?.** 

Mr.  Maicttk.  BJr.  President,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn. 

Mr.  OrntnAir.  Will  the  Senator  froip  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  me  for  a  few  moments? 

Mr.  Mahtiw.  I  withdraw  Che  motion  foi  the 
present. 

Mr.  Ovmi»Aw.  T  ask  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana whether  he  put  in  the  Record  the  New 
Jersey  case? 

Mr.  Walsh.  No:  I  did  no*.. 

Mr.  Overman-.  Would  the  Senator  object  to 
putting  it  in.  and  al-'o  the  dissenting 
opinion? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  will  be  very  glad  if  thiit  order 
will  be  made. 

Appsndix  B 

1.    STATE  V.  ROCEBS    fS8  N.  J.  L.  4B0    (I8»t>> 

Th's  case  Is  discussed  in  Senator  Walsh's 
speech.  He  was  apparently  concerned  that 
the  case  wonld  be  cited  as  authority  for  the> 
pjroposnion  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  a  continuing  body,  an*  he  attempt- 
ed to  dispose  of  it  by  pointing  out  that  all 
the  arguments  against  continuity  made  by 
the  court  were  eqnaHy  appUeabls  to  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States. 

The  case  arose  because,  after  an  election 
In  which  many  Republicans  were  elected,  th« 
Dem«>cratlc  hold-over  Ssnators  aione  at- 
tempted to  pass  on  the  credentials  of  the 
new  Senators,  on  the  ground  that  the  hold- 
overs were  a  body  in  existence.  The  Repub- 
licans organized  a  rival  Senate,  and  the  case 
was  brought  to  determine  tJae  validity  of 
the  proceedings. 

Senator  Walsh  was  under  the  Impression 
that  the  New  Jersey  court  had  said  flatly 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  was 
a  conttauoua  body.  We  do  not  so  read  the 
case.  The  court  said  that  even  If  the  United 
States  Senate  were  a  conttaulag  body,  the 
New  Jersey  Constitution  did  not  have  tlis 
same  meaning:  The  latter  provided  that 
each  county  was  entitled  to  one  senator, 
and  the  court  axgued  that  unless  each  sen- 
ate could  organise  anew,  the  coiinties  would 
not  be  equally  represented. 

The  relevant  portion  of  the  court's  opin- 
ion is  quoted  below: 

"The  first  and  most  elaborate  argimient 
pressed  with  such  force  and  earnestne.'-s  upon 
the  attention  of  the  court  by  the  learned 
At'worney  General  and  his  able  associate.  Mi". 
McDermott,  was  grounded  almost  entirely 
upon  the  fact  that  the  clause  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  State,  that  gives  to  the  mem- 
bership of  ths  Senate  a  continuity  of  life 
bry  a  cuccsssion  of  members  in  such  a  way 
that  provides  for  the  continued  presence  of 
a  quorum  of  the  body,  was  a  transcript  of 
a  similar  provisfOB  In  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion, and  it  was  tlaereupon  further  insisted 
that  the  lang:uage  of  the  regulation  so 
adopted  had.  befbze  its  adoption,  a  settled 
meaning,  dsmating  ths  permanent  exlstencs 
of  the  body  regrxiated  by  it. 

"If  w«  were  to  assume  the  truth  of  ths 
torsgofng  statement  in  all  its  parts,  no  one 
could  d0Ut>*  that  the  reasoning  foimded 
upon  It  would  be  entitled  to  grtat  weight. 


It  cannot  be  denied  that  tbe  aectlo*  la;  la 
snbstajsce.  a  eo|»y  «f  a  clause  of  tte  same 
imyori  in  the  CoostiteiUon  of  the  UaHed 
States,  and  If  ths  daiMe  sr>  laaported  hed 
amtecedenkly  received  an  authoritetive  In- 
terpretation, kfe  would  be  toufe  reasonable  to 
infer  that  the  franaera  af  our  orgamie  law, 
many  of  whom  were  Jurlsta  of  great  Isam- 
Ing  and  sxperlcnce.  uaderatzxxi  the  provlslcn 
in  the  sense  thus  impressed  upon  it.  Under 
siKh  etrcumstances,  no  other  conclusion 
would  be  at  all  rational.  The  "rule  it  well 
settled."  says  this  eowrt  in  the  case  of  Pritti 
V.  Kihl  (22  Vroom  191),  "that  where  a  rtat- 
ute  or  a  constitutional  provision  of  a  doubt- 
fal  imfKvt  has  been  adopted  In  one  State 
from  the  statutes  or  constitution  of  -Another 
StatEr,  after  a  practical  coostruction  lias  been 
gtven  to  the  language  by  Judicial  decision, 
it  will  be  presumed  that  the  in*-^rpretatlon 
adopt^ed  in  the  State  from  wb.ich  it  is  tal^en 
has  been  adopted  as  well  as.  its  words." 

"If,  tlicrefore,  counsel  on  this  occasion  are 
justl:led  in  predlcatini;  that  the  clause  un- 
der criticism  had  acquired,  in  the  manner 
indicated,  a  settled  sl!<nificatton  at  the  time 
in  question,  It  must  be  admitted  that  this 
would  be  the  sense  in  which  it  should  be 
now  read  and  understood. 

"Ent  upcn  careful  examination  of  the 
EUbjfct.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  assumption 
in  ciuestlon  is  wholly  wlthoru  ba.^is.  So  far 
as  i  have  a»certalj>ed.  no  person,  whether 
text  writer.  Jurist,  or  statesman,  has  ever 
as:;eited  tl.ut  the  clause  under  di£cussloii 
bear;>  the  furce  and  meaning  new  ior  tlie 
first  time  Imputed  to  it.  And  it  would  have 
been  singular  indeed  if  any  critic  had  ven- 
tured to  expjess  such  an  opinion,  for  the 
consLitulIoLiil  pruvLsiun  obviously  would  re- 
fuse to  bear  such  treatment.  'Tlie  expres- 
sion;; emplcyed  do  not  in  any  degree  Import 
the  continuance  of  the  Senate  itself,  tut 
simply  provide  for  the  succession  and  lengih 
of  Lhe  terms  of  the  Members  of  tliat  body. 
It  is  true  that,  by  providing  an  always- 
existent  memberEhip,  the  clause  imparts  to 
the  body  t'^e  potentiality  of  a  permanent 
existence,  hut  it  does  rot  ImpiU-t  to  tlie  body 
such  contiruous  vitality.  I  think  It  Ls  safe 
to  Sly  tiiat  never,  on  any  occasion,  has  It 
beer,  suggested  that  the  clause  has  any 
fur  tier  reach  than  this.  The  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  been  deo'.nred  to  be  a 
perrini>cat  b.  dy,  and  when  the  subject  wns 
und?r  discussion  It  was  on  all  sides  n.-«umed 
that  the  section  in  a  Federal  Constitution 
from  which,  as  has  fcccn  stated,  cur  own  has 
been  copied,  gave  to  the  Senate  an  aptitude 
for  a  continuous  existence,  but  it  was  never 
al!ef;ed  tliat  it  was  possessed  of  any  further 
effect.  The  vhlfring  force  that  was  lnfu.«cd 
Into  the  body  thus  ni.ide  cap.ible  of  receiv- 
ing :t  was  looked  for  and  discovered  in  other 
constitutional  adjustments,  and  especially 
in  the  provision  that  gave  to  the  Senate  an 
always-existing  presiding  officer.  This  Is  a 
factor  mentioned  and  relied  on  by  everyone 
who  has  written  upon  the  subjert,  and. 
similarly.  It  has  been  the  principal  argument 
in  all  de-bates  relating  to  the  longevliy  of 
the  .Senate.  It  was  deemed  that  permanency 
of  the  Presiding  Officer  can.stiLuted  the  per- 
maneiicy  of  the  body  Itself,  as,  by  such  a 
constitution,  there  was  no  necessity  for  peil- 
odlcil  reorganizations. 

"It  Is  obvious,  therefore,  that  the  con- 
struction put  upon  the  National  Cnn.'ititu- 
tion  can  have  but  little  effect  in  an  effort 
to  construe  our  own.  The  problems  are  dif- 
fere:>tly  conriitioned.  so  that  the  solution  of 
one  of  them  will  afford  but  slender  assl^tir.ce 
In  the  solution  of  the  other.  We  must  con- 
strue our  own  constitution  exclusively  by  Its 
own  lights."* 


Appendix  C 
asr^iiE.vcss  to  skhatk  as  a  cowtinulnc  boot 
There  are  numerous  references  to  the  Sen- 
ate u  a  cunttnuing  body.  Uruelly.  these  ref- 
erences have  been  made  In  passing  in  cou- 
neciion  with  a  brief  description  of  the  typical 


ors«nlcaUan*l  ta«etine  e<  the  Seixale  in  a 
new  CoBgreaa- 

Tbe  foUowlJtc  la  *  '^^^  °i  soum  of  the 
vmmX  Icnpoctant  of  such  references: 

Brycs.  Asserlcatt  Government  aiid  FoUtics: 
"The  Senate     *     *     *     a  permauejiiu  body" 

(9-  i«ai- 

Beardk  Araerlcaik  Government  and  Politics: 
"The  Senate  *  *  *  in  beii^  a  cantlnuuua 
body"  (p.  l(»>. 

H  C.  Lodge.  Senate  of  tJae  United  BUtes: 
"The  Senate  has  uever  required  reorganiaa- 
tlon  since  the  beginning  o(  the  Government " 
(p.  lU. 

Willouchby.  Principles  of  Legislative  Or- 
gauieatlon  and  .^dminletration:  "It  (the  up- 
per House)  meets  fully  organised  and  pro- 
vided with  rules  deternuniug  Its  meUiadJa  of 
procedure"  (p.  343). 

Cushlng.  Legisiative  Aaeembllfls:  "Senate 
la  a  conuuuous  aAd  permaneut  body"  (p. 
104). 

Wilson.  Confresslonal  Qovernsnent:  "In 
Older  that  iti  Hie  may  be  perpetual,  one- 
third  of  its  rxicmbei.^bip  is  renewed  or 
changed  e%ory  »  years,  each  third  tailing  Its 
turn  at  change  or  renewal  In  regular  succes- 
Eiutu  and  this  device  has,  of  course,  an  ap- 
])rectably  weakening  effect  on  tJoe  legislative 
sinews  of  the  S^nats"   «p-  2:i). 

Senator  Bucuanaiv  in  .  9  CAMeKxasioMAZ, 
Globs  340.  during  debute  on  diacalsBal  of 
printers: 

"An  old  Senate  and  a  new  Senate.  There 
could  be  no  new  Senate.  This  was  the  very 
same  body.  Cf^astitutlinally.  and  hi  point  of 
law,  which  had  assembled  on  the  first  day 
of  Its  meotizig.  in  1789.  It  had  existed  with- 
out auy  interm>esK.a.  from  tlmt  day  until 
the  present,  nvsient.  and  would  continue  to 
exist  so  loiig  as  the  Government  shomld  en- 
dure. It  woi*  emphatically  a  permanent  body, 
its  rules  were  permanent,  and  were  not 
adopted  from  Congress  to  Conitreaa,  like  those 
uf  the  House  of  Representatives.  For  many 
years  after  the  commencement  at  the  Gov- 
ernntent.  its  Secretary  was  a  permanent  of- 
ficer, though  our  ruies  now  require  that  he 
should  be  elected  at  stated  intervals.  The 
Seruite  al-«ays  had  a  President,  and  there 
were  always  two- thirds  of  its  actual  Members 
In  existence  and  generally  a  much  greater 
number.  It  would  be  useless  to  labor  this 
question.  Every  writer,  witliout  exception, 
who  had  treated  on  the  subject,  had  declared 
the  Senate  to  be  a  permanent  body.  It  never 
dies:  and  it  was  the  sheet-anrtior  of  the  Con- 
stitution on  account  of  its  permanency." 

Hayes,  Senate  of  tl.e  United  Statea:  -•  •  • 
is  a  cununuliig  body"  (p.  341 ;  . 

APPE.\-DtX   D 

Subjvct:  Slate  senates  as  canllnuing 
bodies. 

1.  Wliich  State  aeni.tes  are  continuing 
bodies?     None. 

In  IU.,\teTtsan  v.  Smith  {  1886)  (1C9  Ind.  79. 
123:  10  N.  E.  582,  6C3i,  one  Judge.  In  a  con- 
curring opinion,  asserted  that:  "The  Indiana 
Senate  is  not.  like  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  a  continuing  body  •  •  •  In  the 
senate  of  Una  State,  two-thirds  of  Its  mem- 
bers go  out  of  oifice  at  the  end  of  each 
legislative  term  ol  2  years  •  •  •,  It  be- 
conrea  at  tlie  end  of  each  legislative  term 
a  dlsorganiaed  body.     •     •      •" 

ITie  Supreme  Court  of  California  has  as- 
serted tJiat  McGram  v.  Duvg/ierty,  op.  cit.. 
Is  the  only  case  upholding  the  principle  that 
the  upper  house  of  a  bicameral  leglslatirre, 
the  members  of  which  are  elected  on  a 
staggered  basts.  Is  a  continuing  body.  The 
California  Senate,  It  nraintains,  cannot  be 
iield  to  be  a  continuing  body  "under  the 
theory  of  MeGrain  v.  Dauc^erty.  An  Interim 
committee  created  by  the  California  Senate, 
if  Instrorted  to  function  after  adjoarnmenC 
of  the  CaUforaia  Legislature.  "wouW  not  b« 
leportlniff  back  to  a  senate  which  la  a  con- 
tinuous body,"  hiasmnch  as  "50  percent  of 
the  senators  are  elected  anew  each  2  years" 
and  there  would  not  be  "present  a  'majority' 
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of  the  membership  of  the  body  appointing 
that  commit  tee."-^Pef  if  ion  of  Special  As- 
sembly Interim  Committee,  etc.  (1938)  (18 
Cal.  (2d)  932.  935;  90  P.  (2d)  304.  308): 
Suring  v.  Riley  (1939)  (13  Cal.  (ad)  613;  83 
P.    (2d)    938.  940-941;   90  P.    (2d)    313.  315). 

In  State  ex  rel.  Werts  v.  Rogers  (1894)  (68 
N.  J.  L.  480;  118  A.  72«;  29  A.  173;  23  L.  R.  A. 
354).  a  majority  of  the  New  Jersey  Appellate 
Court  ruled  that  the  Senate  of  New  Jersey, 
as  then  orgtmlzed,  was  not  a  permanent, 
continuous  body,  such  that  the  old  or  hold- 
over naemberu  are  entitled  to  pass  upon  the 
title  of  the  newly  elected  members;  but  the 
'latter  are  entitled  to  enter  the  body,  since 
the  Constitution  appoints  a  day  on  which 
the  two  houses  shall  meet  separately.  Im- 
posing the  duty  of  yearly  organization  and 
also  provides  that  the  senate  shall  be  com- 
posed of  one  senator  from  each  county,  thus 
entitling  each  senator  to  a  voice  In  all  pro- 
ceedings (49  Am.  Jur.  248).  In  accord  {Ex 
parte  Hague  (1929).  105  N.  J.  E.  134;  147  A. 
220:  aff.,  9  N.  J.  Misc.  89;  150  A.  322.) 

Except  for  these  oises,  no  other  Judicial 
decisions  embodying  a  similar  line  of  rea- 
soning and  referring  directly  to  this  issue  of 
the  continuing  character  of  State  senates 
have  been  found  (Century  Digest,  SUtes, 
key  Nos.  38.  42;  Decennial  Digest,  States, 
key  Nob.  29,  34;  1658  to  August  1952). 

Additional  evidence  supporting  these  Judi- 
cial pronouncements  that  a  State  senate,  the 
membership  of  which  Is  elected  on  a  stag- 
gered basis,  is  not  a  continuing  body  is 
obtainable  from  the  following  sources: 

(a)  The  constitutions  of  the  following 
States,  which  grant  4-year  terms  to  their 
senators  EUid  elect  half  of  them  biennially, 
expressly  pro'.'lde  that  the  senate  shall  elect 
officers,  inclullng  Its  president  pro  tempore, 
at  each  reguUr  biennial  session: 

Colorado,  liTtlcle  5,  section  10,  Amended 
Laws  1951.  chapter  223;  Delaware,  article  2, 
section  7;  IlLnols,  article  4,  section  9;  Ken- 
tucky, sectlor.  34;  Montana,  article  V,  section 
10;  North  Dakota,  article  II,  section  31;  Okla- 
homa, artlch!  V,  section  28;  Pennsylvania, 
article  II.  section  9;  Texas,  article  III,  sec- 
tion 9;  Wyoming,  article  II,  section  13;  New 
Jersey,  article  IV,  section  3,  shall  organize 
annually. 

The  Journals  of  the  senate  In  the  follow- 
ing States  contain  ample  evidence  of  an 
established  practice  of  choosing  a  president 
pro  tempore  it  the  beginning  of  each  regultir 
session:  California,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  South  Carolina  (meets  annually; 
selection  at  beginning  of  session  In  odd- 
numbered  year),  Utah,  Washington.  West 
Virginia,  WU  consln. 

2.  Which  States  adopt  their  rules  each 
session? 

In  the  following  States  the  senate  adopts 
Its  rules  of  procedure  at  the  beginning  of 
each  regular  session:  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kentu:ky,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Jersey,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma.  Penn- 
sylvania. South  Carolina  (meets  annually; 
rules  adoptetl  In  odd-numbered  years) ,  Texas. 
Utah,  Washlagton,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
ascertained  the  number  of  Senators  who 
wish  to  speiik  on  the  pending  motion  and 
the  length  of  time  they  desire  to  occupy. 
Even  allowing  for  the  possibility  that 
some  of  the  Senators  may  have  under- 
estimated their  time,  I  expect  that  the 
debate  will  be  concluded  in  approxi- 
mately 3  hours.  Therefore  at  half  past 
4  I  expect  to  move  to  lay  the  motion  on 
the  table.  I  hope  Senators  will  confine 
their  remarks  to  reasonable  limits  in 
order  that  the  motion  may  be  disposed 
of  and  we  may  proceed  with  the  orgasd- 
zation  of  tlie  Senate,  provide  for  a  Com- 
mittee on  Committees,  and  determine 


the  size  of  certain  committees.  There- 
fore I  hope  Senators  will  make  their  re- 
marks as  brief  as  p>ossible. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  which  we  have  been  discussing 
Is  ons  of  the  most  vital  questions  we 
shall  consider  at  this  session,  but  it  is 
essentially  a  simple  one.  Stated  briefly, 
the  question  is  whether  we  in  this  body 
shall  have  the  right,  in  accordance  with 
the  Constitution,  to  determine  our  own 
rules  of  proceedings  or  whether  we  shall 
be  bound  by  the  rules  first  adopted  in 
1789  and  revised  for  the  last  time  in  1884. 
Its  outcome  will  determine  whether  the 
rule  of  the  majority  shall  prevail  or 
whether  a  minority  shall  continue  to 
have  the  power  to  keep  a  majority  from 
voting  after  full  and  free  debate. 

The  Constitution,  article  I,  section  5, 
provides  that  "each  House  may  deter- 
mine the  rules  of  its  proceedings."  Un- 
der this  provision,  each  House  of  each 
Congress  is  empowered  to  adopt  its  own 
rules  of  proceedings,  unrestricted  by  the 
actions  of  preceding  Congresses.  That 
is  what  the  Senate  did  in  the  First  Con- 
gress in  1789.  That  is  what  we  can  do 
now  by  virtue  of  the  very  same  clause  of 
the  Constitution  under  which  the  First 
Congress  acted. 

The  opponents  of  the  pending  motion, 
however,  argue  that  the  rules  adopted 
by  the  first  Senate  in  April  1789,  con- 
tinue in  force  until  amended.  What  they 
are  really  contending  is  that  article  I, 
section  5.  should  read  "the  Senate  of  the 
First  Congress  may  determine  the  rules 
of  its  own  proceedings  and  of  all  subse- 
quent Senates."  They  would  deny  to 
subsequent  Senates  the  authority  en- 
joyed by  the  Senate  which  first  met  in 
1789.  They  would  give  to  the  Senate 
rules  a  permanent  status  not  enjoyed  by 
bills,  treaties,  and  nominations  which 
die  with  thg  end  of  each  Congress. 
There  is  no  justification  for  any  such 
differential  treatment  to  be  accorded  to 
the  rules. 

It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the  existing 
rules  of  the  Senate  provide  for  their 
amendment  and  that  the  procedure  for 
amending  those  rules  should  be  followed. 
This  power  to  change  the  existing  rules 
is  largely  theoretical,  because  section  3 
of  rule  XXII,  by  allowing  filibusters  on. 
motions  to  change  the  rules,  r^akes  any 
rules  change  subject  to  the  arbitrary 
whims  and  caprices  of  a  small  minority. 
The  pending  motion  would  give  to  this 
body  the  same  fundamental  right  which 
our  sister  House,  ironically  described  as 
the  lower  House,  has  always  enjoyed,  but 
which  has  been  denied  to  the  Senate, 
namely,  the  right  at  the  beginning  of 
each  Congress  to  adopt  rules  for  its  own 
proceedings  in  accordance  with  the  will 
of  a  majority  of  the  Members. 

Enough  has  already  been  said  about 
how  the  filibuster  negates  the  very  proc- 
ess of  democracy.  It  makes  a  majority 
subservient  to  the  will  of  a  minority. 
Parliamentary  rules  which  allow  a  mi- 
nority to  dictate  to  the  majority  enable 
the  minority  to  defeat  the  will  of  the 
people  and  their  representatives.  To  in- 
voke the  Senate  rules  to  deny  to  the 
majority  of  the  Senate  the  power  which 
the  Constitution  has  granted  to  it  to 
change  its  rules  is  to  make  the  rules  the 


master  of  the  Senate,  Instead  of  the 
Senate  the  master  of  its  rules. 

The  late  Senator  Thomas  said  in  the 
Sixty-third  Congress: 

I  believe  the  rules  are  made  for  the  Senate. 
I  do  not  think  the  Senate  'was  made  for  the 
rules. 

The  issue  at  stake  here  is  more  than  a 
mere  change  in  the  rules.  It  goes  to  the 
very  heart  of  the  mechanics  of  our  Gov- 
ernment. The  filibuster,  which  gives  a 
handful  of  men  a  veto  power  over  legis- 
lation, frustrates  the  will  of  the  people 
and  their  elected  representatives.  Con- 
gressional practices  like  the  filibuster, 
which  prevent  the  expression  of  the  ma- 
jority, will  threaten  the  basic  integrity 
of  our  democracy. 

It  is  time  that  we  in  this  body  under- 
took to  modernize  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate. If  we  are  to  change  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  wt  must  do  it  now.  We  are 
merely  fooling  ourselves  if  we  talk  about 
a  change  later  in  the  session,  because 
section  3  of  the  existing  cloture  rule 
makes  impossible  any  change  in  the  rules 
once  the  Senate  begins  to  operate. 

In  the  face  of  the  world-wide  Com- 
munist aggression,  we  must  take  steps 
to  prevent  a  minority  of  the  Senate  from 
talking  us  to  death  at  a  time  when  swift 
action  is  required.  We  must  also  show 
the  world  that  there  is  no  gulf  between 
our  democratic  principles  and  practices. 
We  know  only  too  well  how  our  enemies 
exploit  our  shortcomings.  It  is  time, 
therefore,  that  we  in  this  Senate  pro- 
claim to  the  world  that  this  is  not  only 
the  greatest  deliberative  body  but  also 
the  most  democratic  body — that  there 
Is  not  only  the  right  of  full  and  free 
debate,  but  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  tMr.  Anderson]  that 
this  body  take  up  for  immediate  consid- 
eration the  adoption  of  rules  for  the 
Eighty-third  Congress. 

We  r,'ho  are  supporting  the  motion 
take  our  ground  upon  the  Constitution, 
article  I,  section  5,  which  states: 

Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of  Its 
proceedings. 

We  hold  that  this  right  was  intended 
to  be  real  and  effective,  and  not  m?rely 
nominal,  and  that  it  applies  to  the  Sen- 
ate as  well  as  to -the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

SENATE  MAY  ADOPT  RtTI-ES  AT  OUTSET  OF  NEW 
CONGKESS,  UNDEB  GENEXAL  PAKLIAMENTAST 
LAW 

We  of  the  Senate  are  now  meeting  as 
one  branch  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress 
as  it  meets  and  organizes  for  the  busi- 
ness of  legislating.  In  our  body  all  bills 
introduced  in  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress but  not  passed  have  died,  and  if 
they  are  to  be  considered  by  us  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  they  will  have  to 
be  reintroduced.  All  appointments  made 
by  the  President  during  the  Eighty-sec- 
ond Congress  which  were  not  then  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate  have  lapsed,  and 
either  the  same  names  will  have  to  be 
resubmitted  or  new  names  substituted. 
All  treaties  submitted  to  the  Senate  dur- 
ing the  Eighty-second  Congress  which 
M-ere  not  ratified  will  now  have  to  be  re- 
submitted to  committees  and  dealt  with 
anew.    The  new  Senate  has  had  to  elect 
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new  oflacers  for  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress. It  will  have  to  re-form  its  com- 
mittees; and.  with  the  shift  of  power, 
many  committee  changes  will  be  made. 

The  old  Senate  therefore  has  died  with 
the  Eighty-second  Congress.  It  is  a 
new  Senate  which  now  convenes  as  one 
branch  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress.  I 
believe  this  is  as  true  in  the  matter  of 
rules  and  procedure  as  it  is  in  the  case 
of  legislation,  appointments,  treaties,  of- 
ficers, and  committees. 

There  are  those,  however,  who  contend 
that  this  is  not  so — as  we  saw  from  the 
debate  yesterday — and  that  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  are  in  effect  immortal  and 
exist  at  the  very  start  of  proceedings. 
They  further  contend  that  the  Senate 
does  not  have  the  right  to  adopt  new 
rules  at  the  inception  of  a  new  Congress 
under  general  parliamentary  procedure. 

MAJOSrrT    RULZ    IS    THE    REAL    ISSUE 

The  issue  thus  stated  may  seem  at 
first  thought  to  be  a  barren  and  arid 
matter  of  parliamentary  procedure,  but 
it  involves,  in  the  first  place,  the  whole 
question  as  to  whether  Congress  will 
ever  be  able  to  pass  civil-rights  legisla- 
tion. The  issue  is,  in  fact,  far  broader 
even  than  that.  It  is  basically  wl^ether 
the  Senate  can  ever  free  itself  for  deci- 
sion by  breaking  filibusters  conducted  by 
a  small  minority.  The  principle  of  ma- 
jority rule  is  the  real  issue. 

DEVELOPMENT  OF  SENATE  CLOTtJRE  RULES  TO 
STOP     ITLIBUSIERS 

In  order  to  understand  just  what  is  at 
stake,  a  brief  discussion  of  the  history  of 
this  subject  may  be  desirable.  A  fili- 
buster, it  should  be  needless  to  say,  is 
prolonged  discussion  of  a  measure  which 
is  designed  to  prevent  it  from  ever  com- 
ing to  a  vote.  It  is  not  discussion  for  the 
purpose  of  making  voting  more  intelli- 
gent. Its  purpose  is  to  tie  up  business  so 
completely  that  a  vote  will  never  occur. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  method  of  preventing 
the  majority  from  making  its  decisions 
effective.  Hence  it  is  a  form  of  minority 
rule. 

We  all  know  how.  in  recent  years,  fili- 
busters have  been  used  to  prevent  civil- 
rights  legislation  from  being  passed. 
Historically,  they  have  also  been  used 
against  many  other  proposed  measures, 
as  well.  This  is  well  shown  by  Dr.  Frank- 
lin L.  Burdette  in  his  classic  book  on  the 
subject.  I  think  I  should  admit,  in  the 
interest  of  fairness,  that  prior  to  1940 
the  filibuster  was  frequently  used  by  so- 
called  liberal  Sanators,  as  well  as  by 
so-called  conservatives. 

There  was  absolutely  no  check  upon 
filibustering  in  the  Senate  until  after  the 
"willful  eleven"  in  March  1917  and  in  the 
closing  days  of  the  Sixty-fourth  Con- 
gress had  talked  to  death  President  Wil- 
sons  proposal  to  arm  merchantmen  to 
resist  German  submarine  attack.  Then, 
in  order  to  get  ready  for  German  aggres- 
sion and  to  prevent  the  Senate  in  so  do- 
ing from  being  hamstrung  by  later  fili- 
busters. President  Wilson  immediately 
called  the  Senate  of  the  new  Sixty-fifth 
Congress  into  special  session.  At  that 
time,  after  Senators  Walsh  and  Owen 
had  asserted  the  right  of  the  new  Senate 
of  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress  to  adopt  new 
rules  and  to  curb  filibusters,  a  partial 
beginning  was  made.  Rule  XXII  was 
altered  by  the  addition  of  a  second  para- 


graph, so  that  a  vote  to  limit  debate, 
or  what  we  call  a  vote  for  cloture,  could 
be  passed  by  two-thirds  of  those  present 
and  voting  and  after  such  a  cloture  mo- 
tion was  passed  each  Senator  could  speak 
for  an  hour.  After  this  later  right  had 
been  exercised  the  substantive  measure 
under  consideration  would  then  be  voted 
upon. 

CLOTURE   RULE    OF    1917    INEFFBCTIVE 

In  practice  this  provision  proved  in- 
effective. This  was  shown  on  numerous 
bills,  particularly  the  antilynching  bills 
of  the  1920's  and  1930s,  but  most  notably 
in  the  filibuster  against  the  Federal  fair 
employment  practices  bill  of  1946.  The 
opponents  of  that  measure  were  in  the 
minority;  but  with  covert  allies,  or  cryto- 
opponents  of  civil  rights,  they  did  num- 
ber more  than  a  third,  and  hence  were 
able  to  talk  the  measure  to  death.  Once 
again  the.'e  groups  were  able  to  prevent 
it  from  even  coming  to  a  vote.  This  led 
in  1949  to  the  attempt  of  the  .so-called 
liberal  bloc  to  make  it  easier  to  terminate 
or  limit  debate. 

WHEERY   RULES  OF    194  9   CAVE   ADDED   PROTECTION 
TO   riLIEUSTER.S 

The   dramatic   adoption   of    the   civil 
rights  plank  of  the  Democratic  Conven- 
tion in  July  of  1948.  followed  by  the  strik- 
ing Democratic  victory  in  November  of 
that   year,   filled   us  all   with   the  hope 
that  something  could  be  done  to  remove 
the    road    block   of    the   filibuster.     We 
therefore  introduced  an  amendment  to 
rule  XXII  providing  that,  after  a  decent 
initial  interval  for  debate,  further  de- 
bate could  be  limited  by  vote  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate.     But  our  friends 
from  south  of  the  Ma.son  and  Dixons 
line,     plus    most    of     the    Republicans 
brought  their  coalition  out  into  the  open 
and  then  passed  an  amendment  to  rule 
XXII  which  gave  far  greater  protection 
to  filibusters  than  did  the  1917  rule.    We 
wound  up  therefore  in  a  worse  position 
than  when  we  started.     In  trying  to  take 
one  step  forward,   we  had   really  been 
forced  to  take  two  steps  backward. 
This  was  done  in  two  ways: 
First.  The  new  rule  provided  that  de- 
bate could  only  be  limited  upon  vote  of 
two-thirds  of  the  Senators  "duly  chosen 
and  sworn."  or  by  a  so-called  constitu- 
tional two-thirds,  or  64  affirmative  votes. 
Thirty-three    Senator^    voting    in    the 
negative  or  absenting  themselves  from 
the  vote  could  therefore  prevent  debate 
from  being   limited   and   permit  a   fili- 
buster to  go  on.     We  all  know  how  easy 
it  is  to  believe  that  one  is  ill  and  needs 
medical  and  hospital  attention  when  a 
particularly  difficult  vote  is  coming  up, 
and  it  should  be  remembered  that  a  fail- 
ure to  vote  counts  as  a  vote  against  limit- 
ing debate. 

I  prophesied  at  the  time  that  if  this 
provision  were  put  in  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  during  \pies  on  future  civil 
rights  measures  a  number  of  Senators 
would  stay  away,  finding  that  they  were 
ill,  and,  because  they  were  ill,  they  would 
not  vote,  and  would  in  effect  therefore 
vote  to  continue  the  filibuster. 

Since  the  average  vote  on  cloture  pro- 
posals had  been  approximately  84  during 
the  years  from  1917  to  1949.  this  in  itself 
greatly  raised  the  barrier  by  requiring 
64  affirmative  votes  as  against  a  probable 
average  under  the  old  rule  of  around  56. 
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In  practical  effect,  this  raised  the  re- 
quirement for  cloture  by  8  votes. 

Second.  Erven  more  important,  al- 
though at  the  time  relative  little  noticed 
except  by  close  students,  weis  the  addi- 
tion of  a  third  paragraph  to  rule  XXII. 
namely,  that  there  could  be  absolutely  no 
limitation  of  debate  upon  any  motion  to 
bring  up  a  change  in  the  rules.  This 
meant  that  debate  could  never  be  legally 
ended  or  limited  on  any  prop>osal  to 
liberalize  the  cloture  provisions,  except 
by  unanimous  consent.  For,  if  any  pro- 
posal to  limit  debate  by  majority  vote  or 
by  some  .such  ratio  were  introduced  and 
if  a  motion  were  made  to  bring  It  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  then  a  small  group 
could  talk  it  to  death  and  not  even  the 
requirement  of  a  constitutional  two- 
thirds  could  stop  them.  The  debate 
could  be  terminated  only  by  unanimous 
consent  which  in  vital  matters  would  be 
impossible  to  obtain. 

Mr  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
HicKE.NLOopER  in  the  chair  < .  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennes.see? 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  my  good  friend  from  Tennessee  that 
I  am  trying  to  develop  a  compact  argu- 
ment, and  that  if  I  yield  to  him.  in  all 
decency  I  shall  have  to  yield  to  other 
Senators.  I  should  like  to  finish  the 
argument,  after  which  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  declines  to  yield. 

WHERRY     RLT-E     BLOCKS    ALL    CLOTURE    RULE 
CHANCES 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  rule  to  which  I 
have  just  referred  was  the  celebrated  so- 
called  Wherry  i  ule,  which  ties  our  hands 
once  the  Senate  is  fully  organized  and  is 
considered  to  have  adopted  or  carried 
over  its  previous  rules  of  procedure.  For 
under  it  any  later  proposal  to  alter  the 
rules  can  be  filibustered  and  never  be 
permitted  to  come  to  a  vote. 

I  listened  yesterday  to  the  contention 
of  the  able  and  very  eminent  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  !Mr.  T.^FT].  the  majority 
leader,  and  our  learned  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Rus- 
sell 1.  that  this  paragraph  did  not 
change  the  former  Senate  procedure, 
since  they  hold  that  the  Vandenberg  rul- 
ing that  debate  could  not  be  limited  or 
terminated  under  rule  XXII  on  motions 
to  take  up  a  measure  had  been  upheld 
by  the  Senate  of  the  Eightieth  Congress; 
and  they  further  contend  that  a  contrary 
ruling  by  Vice  President  Barkley  had 
been  overruled,  by  a  1-vote  majority,  in 
1949. 

This  contention,  however,  completely 
misses  the  point  The  framers  of  para- 
graph 3  realized  that,  with  the  margin 
so  close  in  the  Senate,  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible that  a  future  Senate  would  reverse 
itself,  and  a  future  Senate  could  vote 
that  debate  on  a  motion  to  take  up  an 
amendment  to  the  rules  could  be  stopped. 
They  therefore  sought  to  fasten  the  Van- 
denberg ruling  into  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate for  eternity  by  specifically  providing 
that  cloture  could  never  be  proposed  to 
a  motion  to  take  up  a  change  in  the 
rules,  thus  making  cloture  impossible  on 
any  change  in  the  second  paragraph  of 
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rule  XXII.  There  was  now  virtually  no 
chance  to  change  rule  XXII,  once  the 
Senate  had  organized.  The  filibuster 
seemed  safe,  civil  rights  had  been  cast 
into  the  deepest  dungeon,  put  into  an 
iron  vest  or  a  strait- jacket,  loaded  down 
with  the  hi;avlest  chains,  and  the  door 
locked;  and  now,  by  the  third  paragraph, 
the  key  had  been  thrown  away  in  an 
ocean  of  wcrds. 

The  framers  of  the  new  rule  thought 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  friends  of 
civil  rights  ever  again  to  find  the  keys 
to  the  dunseon. 

Therefore,  if  it  be  permanently  de- 
cided that  the  rules  of  the  preceding 
Senate  apply  automatically  as  the  new 
Senate  organizes,  we  may  as  well  say 
farewell  to  any  chance  either  for  civil 
rights  legislation  or  needed  changes  in 
Senate  procedure.  In  slang  parlance,  we 
may  kiss  such  a  possibility  good  bye. 

ADOPTIOM  or  NEW  RULES  AT  START  OF  KEW 
CONGRESS  IS  SENATE'S  ONLT  CHANCE  TO 
CHANCE   CLOTURE    RULR 

If.  on  the  other  hand,  the  Senate  of 
a  given  Congress  such  as  we  of  the 
Eighty-third  first  proclaims  its  exist- 
ing right  to  adopt  rules  of  procedure  as  it 
organizes,  if  this  motion  is  upheld,  the 
way  is  then  opened  before  organization 
is  completed  for  the  immediate  revision 
of  rule  XXII.  which  would  permit  de- 
bate to  be  limited  after  a  decent  and 
full  interval  by  some  variant  of  a  ma- 
jority vote  and  which  would  also  allow 
us  to  strike  from  the  books  the  final  and 
third  paragraph  of  rule  XXII. 

As  I  shall  later  develop,  this  is  the 
only  way  by  which  we  can  recover  the 
key  which  my  comment  on  the  Wherry 
resolution  indicated  was  irretrievably 
lost,  for  if  we  proceed  under  general  par- 
liamentary rules  instead  of  under  the 
old  Senate  procedure,  we  can  terminate 
debate  as  debate  is  terminated  In  every 
legislative  body  of  the  world.  We  can 
terminate  debate  either  by  a  motion,  by 
moving  the  previous  question,  or  by  a 
motion  under  certain  circumstances  to 
lay  on  the  table,  and  we  can  proceed  at 
once  to  the  vote.  This  is  the  only  chance 
we  have.  In  so  doing  we  would  free  our- 
selves from  the  strait-jacket  which  the 
rules  have  now  imposed  upon  us  and. 
like  Houdini.  the  Senate  would  break  its 
bonds  and  would  at  last  be  free. 

FATE  OF  OTHER   LEGISLATION  THAN  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
IS   ALSO  INVOLVED 

I  should  like  to  emphasize  the  fact 
which  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson]  stressed  in  his  opening 
remarks  yesterday,  that  while  civil  rights 
is  probably  the  most  notable  field  which 
would  thus  be  opened  up  for  legislation, 
it  is  by  no  means  the  only  one.  For  ex- 
ample, the  procedure  of  the  Senate 
seems  to  cry  aloud  for  the  adoption  of 
the  rule  of  relevance  in  debate,  so  that 
di.scu.ssion  on  a  bill  may  not  be  totally 
disassociated  from  the  measure  under 
consideration.  This  has  been  advocated 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
and  by  others.  But  such  a  reform  can 
probably  never  be  put  Into  effect  as  long 
as  paragraph  3  of  the  rule  XXII  re- 
mains. The  St.  Lawrence  seaway,  as  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  pointed  out 
yesterday,  and  statehood  for  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  are  also  examples  of  measures 
which  may  be  stopped  by  filibusters. 


AMALTSI8    or    OBJECTIONS   TO    BEKATOB 
AJNDEBSON'S    MOTION 

What,  then,  are  the  objections  which 
are  advanced  against  our  proposal  that 
the  Senate  should,  as  a  matter  of  explicit 
right,  under  the  Constitution,  adopt  the 
proposed  motion? 

One  which  was  made  by  our  able  col- 
league from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell  1  at 
one  point  in  his  opening  remarks  last 
Saturday,  intimated  that  the  real  origin 
of  the  motion  came  from  Mr.  Walter 
Reuther,  president  of  the  Congress  of 
Industrial  Organizations.  Yesterday,  in 
a  glancing  fashion,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  returned  to  that  charge. 

May  I  say  that  even  if  this  were  true. 
I  would  not  regard  it  as  essential  to  the 
issue.  I  had  always  thought  we  should 
debate  issues  on  their  merits,  and  not 
according  to  the  virtues  or  lack  of  virtues 
of  their  sp>om:ors. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  I 
would  say  that  while  I  have  sometimes 
disagreed  with  Mr.  Reuther,  I  regard 
him  as  a  man  of  honor  and  ability  who, 
amongst  his  many  other  achievements, 
has  probably  done  more  effectively  to 
fight  communism  in  this  country  than 
has  anyone  else,  and  he  can  go  into  any 
assemblage  in  this  land  and  hold  his 
head  up  with  pride. 

Secondly,  Mr.  President,  the  issue  is 
not  who  proposes  the  measure,  but 
whether  the  measure  has  merit  in  itself. 

I  must  admit  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  somewhat  troubled  me  on  one 
point.  He  is  an  expert  on  the  procedures 
and  rules  of  the  Senate.  I  must  admit 
that  when  he  said  the  proposal  was  first 
advanced  by  Mr.  Walter  Reuther,  my 
own  memory  was  shaken  very  badly. 
I  thought  I  remembered  that  this  pro- 
I)osal  had  been  made  by  no  less  eminent 
a  Senator  of  the  United  States  than 
Thomas  J.  Walsh,  of  Montana;  and 
when  our  good  friend  from  Georgia  said 
Mr.  Reuther  was  the  author,  since  I 
knew  that  his  knowledge  in  this  respect 
was  much  greater  than  mine.  I  must 
admit  that  my  own  confidence  in  my 
historical  knowledge  was  badly  shaken. 
So  I  went  back  to  the  Congressional 
Record  for  March  1917,  to  see  whether 
I  was  mistaken. 

I  found  in  the  Congressional  Record 
for  that  date,  on  page  9  or  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  first  session  of  the  Sixty-fifth 
Congress,  that  Senator  Walsh  of  Mon- 
tana sent  a  resolution  to  the  desk  which 
read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  TTiat  until  further  ordered  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  In  force  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  be  adopted  as 
the  rules  of  the  Senate,  with  the  exception 
of  rule  XXII  thereof. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  seven  Mem- 
bers be  appointed  by  the  Vice  President, 
four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the  ma- 
jority and  three  members  of  the  minority, 
to  draft  a  substitute  for  rule  XXII. 

On  first  thought  It  occurred  to  me 
that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  had  been 
mistaken  In  his  historical  reference. 
Then  I  felt  that  possibly  he  might  have 
thought  that  Mr.  Reuther  had  in  some 
strange  way  Influenced  Senator  Walsh 
in  1917.  So  I  turned  to  Who's  Who  to 
find  out  when  Mr.  Reuther  was  bom 
and  how  old  he  was  at  that  time.  I  found 
that  he  was  bom  on  September  1,  1907 


and  hence  would  have  been  9 '/a  years 
old  when  Senator  Walsh  submitted  his 
resolution.  Therefore,  even  if  he  had 
had  all  the  merits  and  virtues  which 
the  sculptors  and  painters  of  the  Ren- 
aissance period  applied  to  the  infant 
St.  John  the  Baptist,  it  would  have  been 
very  difficult  to  think  he  had  any  defini- 
tive effect  upon  Senator  Walsh. 

But  I  checked  up  further  to  ascertain 
If  Mr.  Reuther  had  made  any  journey 
from  Wheeling.  W.  Va..  to  Washington. 
D.  C.  to  influence  Senator  Walsh,  and  I 
found  that  no  such  trip  had  been  made. 

My  conclusion,  therefore,  is  that  the 
very  able  Senator  from  Georgia  for  once 
in  his  life — and  this  does  not  occur  very 
often — was  wrong  in  his  historical  prec- 
edents and  that  the  flrst  proposal  did 
not  come  ^om  Mr.  Reuther,  but  from 
Thomas  J.  Walsh  in  1917. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  been  asked  to 
yield  to  my  good  friend  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefa^ver],  and  I  did  not  yield. 
But  if  the  Senator  feels  I  have  attacked 
him  improperly  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
yield  with  the  understanding  that  it 
shall  not  constitute  a  precedent. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  feel  that  the 
Senator  has  attacked  me.  I  i..an  always 
enjoy  the  wit  and  sparkling  humor  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois,  even  though 
it  is  applied  to  me.  I  stated  that  Mr. 
Reuther  brought  the  plan  here  in  1951. 
That  is  the  first  time  I  had  heard  it  se- 
riously urged  on  the  Senate  or  on  the 
committee. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  now  say  that  the  Walsh 
proposal  antedates  Mr.  Reuther 's  pro- 
posal? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course.  But  it  is 
an  entirely  different  proposal.  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  read 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Walter  Reuther  ap- 
pearing on  pages  125  to  165  of  the  Senato 
hearings  of  1951  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, in  which  Mr.  Reuther  laid  down  in 
great  detail  his  plan  to  short-circuit  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  holding  that  the 
Senate  was  not  a  continuing  body  and 
saying  that  precedents  should  not  ob- 
tain; that  they  did  not  obtain  even  in 
the  Supreme  Court;  that  we  should  use 
Robert's  Rules  of  Order  until  the  Senate 
had  organized,  and  that  he  hoped  some- 
one would  raise  the  issue  of  that  the 
Senate  was  not  a  continuing  body. 

If  I  have  attacked  Mr.  Reuther  I  am 
wholly  unaware  of  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  did  not  say  the  Sen- 
ator attacked  him,  but  that  he  ascribed 
the  parentage  of  this  motion  to  him. 
The  Senator  said  that  the  idea  was  flrst 
suggested  by  him. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  This  identical  motion. 
I  did  not  know  Senator  Walsh  had  of- 
fered such  a  resolution  when  I  made  my 
statement.  There  is  nothing  unusual  in 
ascribing  plans  to  individuals.  The  Sen- 
ate debated  the  Ruml  plan  on  the  floor. 
Personally.  I  though  we  made  a  mistake 
In  adopting  the  proposal,  but  we  did 
adopt  it.  Time  and  again  bills  have  been 
introduced,  designated  by  the  name  of 
the  author.  If  the  Senator  is  disturbed 
about  my  attributing  the  procedure  to 
Mr.  Reuther.  ^hlch  I  did  in  the  very  best 
of  faith,  it  would  probably  be  because 
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Mr.  Reuther  has  now  become  ashamed 
of  his  suggestion 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  was  merely  trying 
to  get  the  historic  precedents  stated  cor- 
rectly, and  I  was  startled  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  that  the  idea  origi- 
nated with  Mr.  Reuther. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  submit  it  to  any  fair 
man  that  reads  Mr.  Reuther 's  proposal 
that  someone  should  walk  in  on  the 
opening  day  and  challenge  the  rules  and 
then  override  the  Chair,  stating  that 
when  he  was  chairman  of  conventions  of 
his  organization  no  debate  was  per- 
mitted on  appeals  from  decisions  of  the 
Chair,  a  proceeding  which  is  slightly 
contrary  to  that  which  has  heretofore 
obtained  in  the  Senate.  I  think  he  over- 
looked the  fact  that  Roberts  Rules  of 
Order  require  a  two-thirds  vote  on  the 
previous  question 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  take  that 
point  up  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  salient  passages  from  the 
speech  of  Senator  Walsh  be  ^eluded  in 
the  Record  at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  after 
noting  that  many  others  are  also  urging 
approval  of  Senator  Anderson's  motion, 
let  me  proceed  to  some  of  the  points 
which  were  so  ably  argued  yesterday. 
Let  us  turn  to  the  substantive  objections 
to  the  motion  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

MrrHOD  OF  ELECTION  DOES  NOT  REQUIRE  RTTLING 
THAT  SENATE  CANNOT  ADOPT  NEW  RULES  AT 
START    OF   EICHTT-THIRD    CONGRESS 

It  is  contended  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body  because  only  one-third 
of  its  Members  are  elected  every  2  years, 
and  two-thirds  of  the  Members  carry 
over  from  one  Congress  to  another.  It 
is  argued,  and  was  argued  by  the  Sena- 
tors from  Ohio  and  Georgia,  that  this  is 
what  differentiates  the  Senate  from  the 
House. 

But  thiS  argument,  as  Senator  Thomas 
J.  Walsh  pointed  out  in  1917,  confuses 
the  Senate  as  a  body  with  its  Members 
as  individuals.  Individual  Senators 
serve  for  three  successive  Congresses  in 
the  senatorial  branch  of  Congress.  But 
even  though  a  bill  may  be  signed  in 
their  offices  cr  homes  by  each  and  every 
one  of  the  96  Senators,  it  does  not  thereby 
become  a  law.  For  this  to  be  done,  a 
measure  must  be  passed  by  the  Senate 
meeting  as  a  body  and  operating  under 
agreed  rules  and  procedures.  This  is 
almost  in  the  language  used  by  Senator 
Walsh  himself  in  1917. 

The  contention  that  the  Senate  as  a 
body  is  continuous  and  immortal  and 
cannot  in  effect  change  its  rules  is  in- 
deed, upon  close  examination,  seen  to 
be  ridiculous.  It  seeks  to  confer  upon 
a  secular  body  that  which  is  indeed  only 
an  attribute  of  the  divine.  It  can  be 
justified  only  if  we  regard  ourselves  as 
God,  which  we  are  sometimes  accused 
of  doing;  but  I  am  afraid  that  our  cre- 
dentials In  this  respect  could  not  pass 
proper  scrutiny.  If  one  holds  to  the  ob- 
iection  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuous 
body,  he  must  be  forced  to  argue  that 
the  Senate  which  convenes  today  is  the 
very  same  body  that  first  met  in  1789.  or 
164  years  ago,  and  that  we  must  be  bound 


by  their  rules;  or  that  the  so-called 
Wherry  provisions,  which  were  riveted 
into  the  rules  in  1949,  must,  as  a  prac- 
tical matter,  be  continued  to  the  end  of 
time,  and  that  even  a  Senate  meeting  for 
organization  in  the  year  2100  would  be 
the  same  body  as  the  Senate  of  today, 
and  hence  would  be  bound  by  the  work 
of  the  Senate  of  1949. 

Surely  ihe  only  sensible  conclusion  is 
that  each  Congress  is  .separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  its  predecessors;  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  only  one  branch  of  Congress — a 
fact  that  its  Members  sometimes  forget — 
and  that,  hence,  this  separate  character 
is  true  of  each  Senate  as  it  is  of  the 
Houje  of  Representatives.  Despite  the 
hold-over  of  two-thirds  of  its  Members 
in  each  new  Congress,  it  is  conceded  by 
everyone  that  the  Senate  is  not  a  con- 
tinuinc  body  for  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islation, executive  appointments,  treaties, 
officers,  or  committees.  There  is  no  basis 
for  a  different  conclusion  on  the  matter 
of  rules.  Just  as  the  Hou.se  can,  in  each 
Congress,  adopt  its  rules  prior  to  the 
completion  of  organization,  as  it  adopted 
them  last  Saturday,  or  modify  them,  as 
Representative  John  E.  Rankin  abun- 
dantly demonstrated  in  1945,  so  can  the 
Senate. 

NONAPPLXCATION    OF    OLD   RLT-ES    WILL    NOT    PRO- 
DUCE  PARLIAMENTARY   CHAOS 

The  second  contention  is  that  if  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  do  not  apply  prior  to 
its  organization,  there  will  be  no  rules  to 
govern  our  procedures  during  this  tran- 
sitional period,  and  hence  there  will  be 
parliamentary  chaos. 

With  all  due  respect  to  the  eminent 
and  able  Senators  who  have  advanced 
this  argument,  this  is  sheer  non.sen.se. 
In  the  absence  of  rules  to  govern  the 
Senate,  the  generally  established  rules 
of  parliamentary  procedure  will  govern. 
These  are  well  stated  in  the  classic  Amer- 
ican handbook,  Roberts  Rules  of  Order, 
with  Jefferson's  Manual  serving  as  a 
supplement.  Under  these  rules,  the 
Chair  can  rule  initially — and  I  hope  the 
Chair  in  this  instance  will  be  permitted 
to  rule — that  a  motion  proclaiming  the 
right  of  each  Senate  to  adopt  its  own 
rules  can  be  made  and.  if  upheld  by  the 
Senate,  will  prevail.  Then,  before  or- 
ganization is  finally  completed,  another 
motion  will  follow  that  will  call  for  the 
adoption  of  all  present  rules  except  rule 
XXII.  for  which  an  adequate  substitute 
can  be  submitted  as  a  part  of  the  same 
motion.  After  the  Chair  has  made  its 
rulings,  appeals  can  be,  and  doubtless 
will  be.  taken  to  the  body  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
to  refuse  to  yield  to  other  Senators,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  Russell  1,  and  I  would  prefer 
to  have  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  al- 
low me  to  continue  to  the  end  of  my  re- 
marks. Then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
for  any  question  he  may  wish  to  ask. 

DEBATE  ON  SENATOR  ANDERSONS  MOTION  TO 
PROCEED  TO  RULE  CHANGES  CAN  BE  TERMI- 
NATED UNDER  GENERAL  PARLIAMENTARY  PRO- 
CEDURE 

This  is  the  point:  After  a  decent  inter- 
val of  debate,  and  for  the  very  purpose 


of  preventing  filibustering,  a  Member 
under  approved  parliamentary  proce- 
dure may  move  the  previous  question,  or 
move  to  table  an  appeal.  Neither  of 
these  motions  is  debatable,  and  a  vote 
upon  them  must  be  taken  immediately. 
Upon  request  of  one-flfth  of  those  pres- 
ent, under  the  Constitution,  article  I, 
section  5  t3»,  the  vote  must  be  by  yeas 
and  nays.  A  motion  to  table  requires 
only  a  majority;  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion to  be  put,  a  two-thirds  vote  is  re- 
quired under  Robert's  Rules  of  Order,  al- 
though Jefferson's  Manual  is  silent  upon 
thi.s  point,  and  does  not  specifically  pre- 
scribe the  precise  ratio  of  the  vote  neces- 
sary to  approve  the  motion. 

So,  far  from  creating  chaos,  the  sub- 
stitution of  general  parliamentary  law 
for  the  specific  rules  of  the  Senate  ac- 
tually frees  the  Senate  to  act  in  good 
order  and  without  any  risk  of  causing 
chaos  or  of  thwarting  the  Nation's  will, 
a  condition  which  the  filibuster,  as  pro- 
tected by  rule  XXII.  creates.  It  enables 
the  Senate  to  do  what  the  House  can  do, 
and  what  every  other  parliamentary  or 
any  private  body  in  the  world  can  do. 

Is  the  Senate  more  chaotic  than  the 
House,  which  has  almost  five  times  the 
number  of  Members''  Is  the  Senate 
more  unruly  than  the  House?  Is  the 
House  plunged  into  chaos  because  it  has 
to  adopt  new  rules  at  the  beginning  of 
each  Congress?  The  answer  is  "No." 
Why  should  the  Senate  then  be  plunged 
into  chaos?  What  the  adoption  of  the 
motion  would  do  would  be  to  permit  the 
Senate  to  change  rule  XXII,  and 
eliminate  the  third  paragraph  of  rule 
XXII,  which  now  permits  unlimited  fili- 
bustering on  any  motion  to  take  up  a 
modification  of  the  second  paragraph  of 
rule  XXII. 

,  The  application  of  general  parliamen- 
tary procedure  would  permit  the  Senate 
to  recover  the  key  which  the  framers  of 
the  Wherry  resolution  threw  away,  and 
which  they  thought  had  been  lost  for  all 
time.  It  is  the  one  Achilles'  heel  in  the 
strong  armor  of  the  defenders  of  the  fili- 
buster. Now  is  the  time  when  we  can 
get  at  rule  XXII. 

FAILL-HE  TO  ACT  NOW  WILL  MAKE  IT  IMPOSSIBI  ■ 
TO  STOP  FILIBUSTER  ON  MOTION  TO  TAKK  UP 
CLOTLUE    RUIJC    CHANGE    LATER 

Once  we  act  under  the  general  rules  of 
the  Senate,  as  laid  down  in  the  printed 
document,  we  are  in  the  strait- jacket  of 
the  third  paragraph  of  rule  XXII.  Now 
we  are,  for  the  moment,  free.  When  a 
ruling  is  made,  one  side  or  the  other  can 
appeal  to  the  membership  of  the  Senate, 
and  debate  can  be  closed  either  by  mov- 
ing the  previous  question  or  by  a  motion 
to  lay  on  the  table,  neither  of  which  is 
debatable.  We  will  not  be  excessively 
severe  in  these  motions.  We  will  permit 
adequate  debate.  But  at  some  time  or 
other  the  Senate  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  vote,  and  now.  as  the  Senate 
organizes,  is  the  only  time  it  will  have 
the  right  to  vote  on  rule  XXII.  This, 
general  parliamentary  procedure  per- 
mits, but  the  rules  of  the  Senate  forbid. 

SENATOR  WALSH'S  1917  PROPOSAL  WAS  THE  SAME 
AS  THIS    1953   MOTION 

I  have  studied  rather  carefully  the  de- 
bates in  1917.  This  action  Is  precisely 
what  Senator  Walsh  was  trying  to  ac- 
complish.    The   willful   11   had  filibus- 


tered to  death  the  armed  merchantman 
bill.  Germany  was  launching  upon  a 
program  of  unrestricted  submarine  war- 
fare. President  Wilson  wanted  to  arm 
merchantmen  in  order  to  resist  sub- 
marine attack,  but  he  thought  his  powers 
were  limited  under  the  act  of  1819.  He 
therefore  wanted  specific  legislation 
from  the  Congress  which  would  permit 
him  to  arm  merchantmen  and  to  flre  at 
sight  upon  submarines;  but  so  long  as 
the  previous  rules  of  the  Senate  applied, 
the  opponents  could  filibuster  this  pro- 
posal to  death. 

What  did  Senator  Walsh  do  then? 
Senator  Walsh,  at  the  outset  of  the  new 
Congress,  made  a  very  able  argument 
that  the  Senate  was  not  a  continuing 
body,  that  it  was  not  then  operating  un- 
der its  previous  rules,  but  that  it  was 
operating  under  general  parliamentary 
procedure,  and  should,  therefore,  pro- 
ceed to  adopt  new  rules,  with  a  change  in 
rule  XXn. 

What  he  was  telling  the  Willful  Eleven 
was  simply  this:  "If  you  filibuster 
against  the  change  in  rule  XXII,  we  will 
make  the  change  under  general  parlia- 
mentary procedure,  and  we  will  move 
the  previous  question."  So  far  from  its 
being  a  different  situation,  as  the  able 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  has 
said,  it  was  an  identical  situation. 

In  1917  Senator  Walsh  was  doing  pre- 
cisely what  we  are  doing  in  1953,  namely, 
laying  down  the  thesis  that  the  Senate  is 
not  a  continuing  body,  that  we  have  the 
right  to  adopt  our  own  rules  at  the  incep- 
tion of  the  Congress,  and  that  the  con- 
sideration of  such  measures  should  pro- 
ceed not  under  the  previous  rules,  which 
are  void,  but  under  general  parliamen- 
tary law,  which  permits  the  previous 
question  to  be  put  without  further 
debate. 

Again  I  wish  to  emphasize  that  general 
parliamentary  law,  since  It  is  framed  to 
reach  decisions  and  not  to  prevent  the 
will  of  the  people  from  being  heard,  per- 
mits a  deliberative  body  to  vote  at  one 
time  or  another,  and  does  not  forever  en- 
case it  in  an  iron  vest. 

rRE:~EDENT     OF     1982     REPUBLICAN     CONVENTION 
SUPPORTS    SENATOR    ANOEXSON'S    MOTION 

Incidentally,  the  course  of  action 
which  we  propose  would  enable  the  Sen- 
ate to  do  what  our  Republican  friends 
did  at  their  national  convention  last 
July.  Without  wishing  to  stress  the  con- 
fiict  of  wills  which  there  occurred  and 
without  wishing  to  fan  the  fiame  of  party 
bitterness  across  the  aisle,  but  with  pure 
friendship  In  my  heart,  nevertheless,  I 
wish  to  point  out  what  happened  there. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  one  faction 
of  the  Republican  Party,  I  will  not  say 
which  one,  contended  that  the  1952 
convention  as  it  opened  was  bound  by 
the  rules  established  in  1912,  to  the  effect 
that  in  the  vote  on  the  seating  of  dele- 
gates approved  by  the  credentials  com- 
mittee, those  whose  votes  were  chal- 
lenged were  privileged  to  vote  on  the 
seating  of  at  least  others  who  were  chal- 
lenged. The  contention  was  that  they 
should  be  seated  as  delegates  de  facto 
and  allowed  to  pass  either  upon  their 
own  cases  or  at  least  on  the  case  of 
their  political  allies  whose  votes  were 
also  being  challenged.    This  was  on  the 


mutual  basis  of  "You  scratch  my  back, 
and  I  will  scratch  yours." 

This  view  was  successfully  opposed  by 
the  other  faction  of  the  Republican 
Party,  which  believed  that  the  1952  con- 
vention could  Initially  frame  its  own 
niles.  It  was  the  second  faction  which 
won.  This  decision  largely  determined 
the  final  choice  of  their  presidential 
candidate. 

Without  going  Into  the  substantive 
merits  of  the  two  candidates,  because  we 
all  admire  both  of  them,  nevertheless  I 
wish  to  congratulate  our  Republican 
brethren  on  their  good  sense  in  enabling 
their  own  convention  to  act  and  to  frame 
its  own  rules.  I  look  forward  across  the 
aisle  with  the  hope  that  they  will  be 
equally  farsighted  and  consistent  in  en- 
abling this  body  to  do  what  they  did,  and 
will  allow  the  Senate  to  be  free  to  act,  as 
the  Republican  Convention  was  free  to 
act.  If  such  doctrine  is  good  for  the 
august  Republican  Convention,  why 
should  it  not  also  be  good  for  the  United 
States  Senate? 

SUPREME    COURT    HAS    NOT    RULED,    AS    CLAIMED, 
ON    QUESTION    BEFORE    SENATE 

Let  US  see  what  the  third  argument  is. 
It  is  contended  that  the  Supreme  Court 
has  ruled,  in  the  case  of  McGrain  v. 
Daugherty  (273  U.  S.  135),  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  a  continuing  body  and  that  we 
should  therefore  abide  by  the  rulings  of 
the  Court. 

I  have  studied  this  case  with  great  in- 
terest. I  hold  it  in  my  hand.  It  is  quite 
a  commentary  on  American  political 
history  in  the  1920's.  A  committee  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  of  which  I  believe 
both  Messrs.  Walsh  and  Wheeler  were 
Members,  tried  to  subpena  the  bank  ac- 
counts of  Harry  S.  Daugherty,  who  had 
formerly  been  Attorney  General,  in  the 
bank  at  Washington  Courthouse,  Ohio, 
the  head  of  which  was  his  brother,  Mai 
Daugherty. 

Mr.  Mai  Daugherty  did  not  want  to  give 
up  the  documents,  and  resisted  to  the 
end.  Subject  to  later  correction,  it  is 
my  recollection  that  while  this  subject 
was  in  litigation  the  bank  burned  down 
and  the  records  were  destroyed.  I  make 
no  comment  upon  that  circumstance. 
The  issue  arose,  however,  as  to  whether 
a  later  Congress  could  order  those  rec- 
ords produced  and  whether  the  case  had 
become  moot  because  the  Congress  dur- 
ing which  the  investigation  was  ordered 
had  expired. 

It  is  true  that  In  rendering  Its  opinion 
the  Court  stated  that  the  United  States 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  I  wish  to 
make  two  comments  in  that  cormection. 

First,  I  comment  that  it  is  truly  ex- 
traordinary how  the  very  men  who  ob- 
ject so  violently  to  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  when  they  go  against  their 
beliefs  and  interests,  and  who  then  de- 
mand that  Congress  pass  acts  to  reverse 
the  Court's  decisions,  will  predominantly 
insist  that  those  decisions  of  which  they 
approve  shall  be  accepted  by  Congress  as 
final  and  shall  not  even  be  questioned. 
Thus,  the  vast  majority  of  those  who 
want  the  Congress  to  reverse  three  suc- 
cessive opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
which  gave  "paramount  rights"  in  off- 
shore oil  to  the  Federal  Government,  and 
who  want  us  to  give  this  rich  treasure  to 


the  States,  form  the  hard  core  of  the 
group  which  is  now  insisting  that  the 
Daugherty  case  shall  be  accepted  as  final. 
Upon  analysis,  however,  in  the  second 
place  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Daugherty 
case  did  not  really  involve  the  question 
of  whether  the  Senate  is  in  fact  a  con- 
tinuing body.  It  did  not  decide  that  a 
committee  may  continue  beyond  the  life 
of  an  expired  Senate.  It  merely  ruled 
that  such  a  committee  could  be  revived 
by  a  succeeding  Congress;  but  if  so  re- 
vived it  would  be  by  action  of  a  different 
body,  and  hence  the  issue  in  the 
Daugherty  case  was  very  different  from 
the  issue  which  is  here  raised.  Any 
statements  by  the  court  in  that  case  to 
the  effect  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body  were  therefore  obiter  dicta  and  in 
no  sense  legally  binding. 

CONSTITUTTON  EXPLICITLY  AUTHORCZES  KENATOB 
ANDERSON'S    MOTION 

■V^-^e  need  go  back  to  the  Constitution 
itself  to  get  a  clearer  idea  of  the  powers 
of  the  Senate  to  form  its  rules.  Article 
I,  section  5  (2)  states  that  "each  House 
may  determine  the  rules  of  its  proceed- 
ings." The  House  can  do  so  with  each 
new  Congress.  There  is  no  reason  for 
differentiation  in  the  case  of  the  Senate. 

FAILtTKE  TO  ACT  IN  PREVIOUS  CONGRESSES  IS  NO 
BAR  TO  PROPOSED  ACTION 

In  the  fourth  objection,  it  is  argued 
that  even  if  the  Senate  once  had  the 
right  to  adopt  new  rules  at  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Congress,  it  has  lost  that  right 
by  failing  to  exercise  it  over  its  historical 
past.  This,  I  believe  is  what  the  lawyers, 
with  their  penchant  for  putting  thoughts 
in  obscure  language  which  no  one  can 
understand,  call  the  doctrine  of  laches. 

As  I  have  previously  pointed  out,  how- 
ever. Senators  Walsh  and  Owen  both 
asserted  at  the  opening  of  the  Sixty- 
fifth  Congress  in  March  1917  that  the 
Senate  had  the  right  to  adopt  rules  for 
its  procedure  prior  to  organization. 

This  issue  was  not  finally  pushed  to  a 
test  because,  as  I  have  stated,  those  Sen- 
ators were  later  able  to  change  rule  XXII 
to  permit  a  limited  power  of  cloture.  In 
effect,  what  they  did  was  to  hold  the 
club — to  move  the  "previous  question" — 
over  the  heads  of  the  potential  filibus- 
terers  and  the  defenders  of  the  filibus- 
ter, and  to  force  a  cloture  rule  thereby 
into  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  Later  that 
cloture  rule  was  eaten  away,  both  by  the 
Vandenberg  interpretation  and  by  the 
very  unwise  Wherry  amendment  of  1949. 
But  no  ruling  was  made  against  the 
contention  of  Senators  Walsh  and  Owen, 
and  a  preliminary  ruling  by  the  Vice 
President  refusing  to  allow  bills  to  be 
submitted  to  committees  until  the  Senate 
was  organized  slanted  in  their  direction. 

In  the  Republican  brief  it  is  stated 
that  Senator  Thomas  later  recanted.  I 
have  read  the  debate,  and  I  find  that 
while  the  Republican  brief  has  quoted 
from  one  page  of  the  Congressional 
Record,  namely,  page  437,  from  the  re- 
marks of  Senator  Thomas,  apparently 
the  authors  of  the  brief  did  not  take  the 
trouble — and  I  am  sure  It  was  inadver- 
tent— to  quote  the  statement  of  Senator 
Thomas  on  page  438,  where  he  said: 

My  own  opinion  la  that  the  Senate  is  not 
a  continuing  body,  except  In  a  very  peculiar 
sense. 
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As  a  maUer  of  fact,  while  the  present 
Vice  President  has  not  ruled  on  the  siib- 
Ject.  certain  statements  which  he  made 
last  Saturday  caused  hope  to  rise  in  our 
Ikearts.  when  he  said  that  the  Senate  had 
the  inherent  right  to  on^anize  itself. 
Last  night  I  began  to  wonder  whether 
possibly  the  statement  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent might  not  iMve  stimulated  my  good 
friend  from  Ohio  to  say  that  he  would 
move  to  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  If  his  intention 
should  be  carried  through,  the  Vice  Pres- 
ident would  not  have  an  opportunity  to 
rule  on  the  question. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  a  siispicious 
man.  and  certainly  I  do  not  suspect  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  but  the  thought  has 
occurred  to  me  that  possibly  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  had  noticed  that  phrase 
of  the  Vice  President  and  that  it  had 
occurred  to  him  that  if  he  could  table 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  the  Vice  President  could  be 
estopped  and  prevented  from  ever  ruling 
on  the  question. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  same  argu- 
ment, namely,  that  the  failure  of  a 
branch  of  Congress  to  adopt  rules  con- 
stitutes an  abandonment  of  that  right. 
was  made  in  the  House  of  Rsprescnta- 
tlves  in  1890,  when  the  Republican  ma- 
jority sought  to  change  the  iniles  of  that 
body. 

Mr.  President,  there  had  been  fili- 
busters in  the  House  before  that  time, 
but  such  filibusters  proceeded  on  quo- 
nmi  calls.  The  minority  would  inces- 
santly call  quorums,  and  when  their 
names  were  called  they  would  refuse  to 
answer  and  would  rush  out  of  the  room, 
so  that  they  would  not  be  present ;  there- 
fore, no  quorum  could  be  obtained.  On 
many  occasions  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives was  thus  prevented  from  acting 
merely  because  it  was  impossible  to  ob- 
tain a  legal  quorum. 

Then  in  1890  two  men  set  themselves 
to  break  flhbusters  in  the  House.  One 
was  Thomas  B.  Reed,  of  Maine,  the  State 
In  which  I  grew  up,  and  the  other  Joseph 
O.  Cannon,  from  my  home  State  of  Illi- 
nois. Spealcer  Reed  ruled  that  if  a  Mem- 
ber was  physically  present  he,  the 
Speaker,  would  count  him  as  present  and 
direct  tlrnt  his  name  be  entered  as  being 
present. 

One  Democratic  Member  in  the  Hou^e 
objected  to  this  procedure  and  inquired: 

How  can  you  count  me  as  present?  I  did 
not  answer  my  name. 

Speaker  Reed  replied  in  substance: 
Does  the  gentleman  deny  that  he  la  pres- 
ent?     From   whence    did    I   hear    his    voice 
proceed? 

So  the  Reed  rule  was  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  the  prece- 
dent established  for  over  30  years  was 
broken. 

We  also  contend  that  the  acquiescence 
by  the  Senate  In  the  past  in  carrjdng 
over  its  old  rules  constituted  in  effect  a 
tacit  act  of  passing  upon  them  and  was 
in  no  sense  an  abandonment  of  the 
right  to  do  so. 

In  any  case,  under  the  Constitution 
we  can  always  point  to  the  existence  of 
the  right.  On  the  desert  island  we  see 
the  footprints  of  Senator  Thomas  J 
Walsh,  Robert  L.  Owen,  Charles  S. 
Thomas,  and  many  others.    They  served 


to  save  us  from  any  doctrine  to  the 
effect  that  we  have  abandoned  our  right. 

OmC  SXMATS  SHOTTLO  NOT  BZ  PBUIITTZO  TO  ETND 
THK  UAlffDS  or  AU.  rVTUKB  SSNATXS  IN 
FEBPETUTIT 

It  is,  moreover,  a  bad  principle  to  hold 
that  one  generation  or  one  Congress  can 
by  a  failure  to  act  or  by  any  other  means 
abandon  the  rights  of  future  genera- 
tions or  future  Congresses.  The  fact 
was  very  well  stated  by  a  man  who  is 
now  regarded  by  all  sections  of  our 
country  as  a  great  sage,  one  who  is  ap- 
pealed to  by  the  most  diverse  groups, 
namely,  Thomas  Jefferson.  Men  from 
the  North.  South.  East,  and  West  all 
join  in  paying  homage  to  the  patriotism 
and  foresight  of  Thomas  Jefferson. 

Over  the  weekend  I  consulted  the 
writings  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  and  I 
found  some  very  interesting  quotations 
on  the  question  which  now  engages  our 
attention. 

I  found  the  argument  well  stated  by 
Thomas  Jefferson  in  a  letter  he  wrote 
to  John  Cartwright  in  1824.  I  believe 
he  also  stated  it  in  a  letter  which  he 
wrote  to  James  Madison  on  about  Scp- 
temt(?r  1729.  as  Jefferson  was  leaving 
the  Embassy  in  Prance  to  return  home 
to  become  the  first  Secretary  of  State, 
but  I  quote  the  statement  from  the  let- 
ter which  Thomas  Jefferson  wrote  to 
John  Cartwright  in  1824.  This  was  in 
the  year  before  Jefferson  died: 

Can  one  generation  bind  another,  and  all 
others.  In  succession  forever?  I  thlnlt  not. 
The  Creator  has  made  the  earth  for  the  liv- 
ing, not  the  dead.  •  •  •  A  generation 
may  bind  itself  as  lon^  as  its  majority 
continues  in  life;  when  that  has  disappeared, 
another  majority  is  in  place,  holds  all  the 
righta  and  powers  their  predecessors  once 
held,  and  may  change  theu-  laws  and  in&ti- 
tution.s  to  suit  themselves.  Nothing,  then. 
Is  uncnansTTOble  but  the  inhei'-^nt  and  un- 
«!lena;)le  rights  of  man  <The  JeHersonian 
Cyclopedia,  vil,  pp.  377,  378). 

In  conclusion.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
repeat,  the  issue  at  stake  is  not  merely 
procedural.  The  decision  upon  it  is  hkely 
to  determine  much  of  the  political  course 
of  the  next  few  years.  The  fate  of  many 
important  measures  is  bound  up  in  what 
we  do.  The  freedom  of  the  Senate  to 
act,  afner  reasonable  debate,  on  legisla- 
tion ard  on  its  own  rules  is  in  the  bal- 
ance h?re.  And  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  the  ability  of  their  Govern- 
ment to  move  ahead  free  from  the  ob- 
struction of  filibusters  can  be  strength- 
ened  by  our  action  on  this  motion. 

I  shiill  therefore  support  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
and  a  succeeding  motion  to  adopt  new- 
rules  with  a  fair  and  workable  clotui-e 
rule,  and  I  hope  it  will  have  the  approval 
of  the  Senate. 

I  hope  the  Chair  will  be  permitted  to 
rule  on  the  question.  If  there  are  any 
questions,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  for 
questions. 

E-'CHrBrr  1 

[Senate   proceedings   of   Wednesday,  March 

7,   1917] 

•  •  •  •  • 

THE     RULES     OF     THE     SENATE 

Mr.  Wu.sH.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
present  the  following  resolution,  upon 
which  I  shall  not  ask  immediate  action. 

The  ViTE  President.  Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  Smoot  Did  the  Senator  ask  for  the 
Immediaie  consideration  of  the  resolution? 


Mr.  Wai^h.  I  shall  not  ask  for  lixune<Uat« 

conslderaUun. 

Mr.  Smoot.  I  could  not  hear  what  the  Sen- 
ator said. 

The  Vice  Presideht.  The  resolution  wtn  be 
read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolution  (8.  Bea. 
5).  as  follows: 

"Resolvtd.  That  until  further  ordered  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  in  force  at  the  close  of 
the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  be  adopted  as  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  with  the  exception  of 
rule  XXII  thereof. 

"R''solved.  That  a  committee  of  aevm 
Members  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  President, 
four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the  ma- 
jority and  three  members  of  the  miuorlty,  to 
draft  a  substitute  for  rule  XXII." 

Mr.  Wai>>u.  Mr.  President,  as  I  am  obliged 
to  leave  the  city  tonight  I  am  going  to  a&k 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  while  I  express 
briefly  my  views  concerning  the  subject 
matter  of  the  resolution.  It  presents  this 
question: 

Are  the  rules  under  which  the  Senate 
operated  during  the  last  session  of  Congreea 
nuw  effective,  or  is  the  Senate  gorenied  by 
the  general  parliamentary  law  until  rules 
are  adopted,  and  Is  It  in  order  to  move  to  fU 
a  time  when  the  Senate  shall  take  a  vote  on 
a  pending  question  or  to  move  the  previous 
qtiestlon  with  a  view  to  cloeinff  debate  even 
on  a  motion  to  amend  the  rules? 

Before  response  Is  made  to  this  fa>qulry  I 
desire,  with  the  hidulgence  of  the  Senate, 
to  submit  some  obncrvatlcus. 

Mr   Hughes.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  order. 

The  Vies  President  rapped  with  his  gavel. 

Mr  Hardwick.  A  parliamentary  Inquiry,  If 
the  Senator  will  pardon  me  )u8t  a  moment. 
I  take  it  the  Senator  from  Montana  Is  ad- 
dressing the  Senate  by  unanimous  consent? 

The  Vice  Prksidknt.  The  Chair  so  under- 
stood it. 

Mr.  Rasdwick.  I  have  no  objection.  I 
merely  wanted  to  uiidcrstar.d  the  sltu.atlon. 

Mr.  Walsh    Mr.  President,  It  Is  undeniable 
that  since   the   present   Government   of   the 
United  States  assumed  the  direction  of  their 
destiny   the  rules   in   force   at   the   clotie   c»l 
any  sesslun  of  the  Senate  have  governed  Its 
deliberations  upon  reassembling  without  sny 
formal  acti':wi  readoptliig  them,  even  though 
the    last    adjouxnmei.t    marked    the    demise 
of  a  CoHBre.'^s.     Were   the   rules   theretofore 
In  force  adopted  by  the  acquiescence  of  the 
Senate  on  rea.««!cmbiing.  or  was  their  vigor 
perpetual    from    Congress    to    Congress    by 
virtue    of    the    peculiar   constitution    of    the 
Senate   and   the   power   vesUd    In    It  by   the 
ConstituUou?     Ttx^x.  the  view  has  generally 
prevailed.   Br>  far   as   any   thought   has  been 
given   to  the   stibject   at  all.   that   the  rules 
have    the    quality    of   pei-petulty,    except   as 
they  may  be  altered  or  abrogated  by  affirma- 
tive action  of  U»e  Senate,  Is  altogether  prob- 
able.    It  Is  a  m.itier  of  common  knowledge 
thnt  the  rules  of  the  House  do  not  survive 
thp  Congrc5s  during  which  they  were  adopted. 
At  the  first  session  of  each  new  Congress  that 
b'xly  entertains  a  motion  that  the  rules  at 
the  last  preceding  Congress,  vrtth  or  without 
changes  or  execptions,   shBdl  govern  Its  de- 
liberations until  further  ordered.     Until  such 
a  resolution   or   some   other   of   like   Import 
Is  paf.-ed  the  House  operates  under  general 
parliamentary  law,  unless,  as  has  occurred, 
it    is    assumed    that    the    rules    of    the    last 
House    are    In    force    until    by    acquiescence 
they   are  deemed   to  have   been   Invigorated 
and  in  effect  reenacted.     The  House  of  Bep- 
resentaUves  holds  that  by  virtue  of  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Constitution  that  "each  House 
may  determine  its  rules  of  proceedings"  the 
representatives  of  the  people  assemble,  after 
a  general  election,  untrammeled  by  any  rules 
any  of  their  predecessors  may  have  adopted; 
that  no  House  can  take  any  proceedings  In 
derogation   of   the    powers   of   Its    successor; 
that  it  is  powerless  to  bind  Its  successor  in 
any  way  touching  the  constituUonal  privi- 
lege of  that  body,  and  that  the  language  of 
the    Coubtitutlou— "each    House" — differen- 


tiates one  House  from  the  House  of  a  suc- 
ceeding Congress,  as  well  as  from  the  coor- 
dinate branch  of  the  Congress.  This  view 
of  the  powers  of  the  House  and  the  limitation 
of  Its  power,  now  universally  acceded  to,  was 
not  always  dominant.  Though  It  had  been 
Its  practice  since  its  history  began  formally 
to  reenact  In  whole  or  In  part  the  rules  of 
the  House  In  torce  at  the  expiration  of  the 
preceding  Confess  at  the  first  session  of  a 
new  Congress,  the  code  of  nUes  adopted  in 
1860  embraced  the  following: 

"These  rule;i  shall  be  the  rules  of  the 
present  and  iiucceeding  Congresses  unless 
otherwise  ordered." 

Notwlthstanllng  It  was  continued  nomi- 
nally In  force  until  1890,  It  was  repeatedly 
held  during  the  Intervening  period  to  be 
nugatory  though  from  time  to  time  some 
feeble  effort  was  made  to  Justify  It.  On 
December  7,  1875,  Samuel  J.  Randall  offered 
a  resolution  providing  that  the  rules  of  the 
Porty-thlrd  Congress,  which  had  expired  on 
the  4th  day  of  March  preceding,  be  the  rtiles 
of  the  House  then  organizing.  James  A. 
Garfield  raised  the  point  of  order  that  the 
rules  of  the  l&it  House  were  by  their  terms 
in  force  without  such  a  resolution — to  which 
the  Speaker,  Mr.  Kerr,  replied : 

"The  Chair  overrules  it  on  the  ground  that 
the  Constltutlc  n  clearly  gives  to  each  House 
the  right  to  adopt  Its  own  rules.  Whatever 
may  have  been  the  rules  or  orders  of  a  pre- 
ceding House  Ir  reference  to  this  matter,  they 
cannot  supersede  the  constitutional  right  of 
this  House  to  adopt  Its  own  rules." 

Any  doubt  X.t  at  may  have  arisen  from  time 
to  time  was  set  at  rest  In  the  memorable  con- 
troversy that  attended  the  elevation  of 
Thomas  B.  Reed  to  the  Speakership  in  1889. 
He  held  that  the  rules  did  not  continue  In 
force  beyond  t!ie  life  of  the  Congress  which 
recognized  their  authority,  and  It  was  while 
the  House  was  operating  under  general  par- 
liamentary law  that  he  counted  a  quorum. 
In  his  vigorous  style  he  declared: 

"The  Chair  l^as  always  been  unable  to  see 
how  it  was  poisible  for  a  House  which  bad 
passed  out  of  existence  to  bind  by  rules  and 
regulations  a  Bouse  which  was  to  come  into 
existence  In  th;  future." 

Mr.  Carlisle,  the  leader  of  the  militant  op- 
position. In  the  course  of  debate,  said: 

"I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  nUnols 
[Mr.  Cannon],  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules,  In  the  statement  that  It  has  been 
almost  universally,  perhaps  universally,  held 
in  this  House  that  it  was  not  within  the 
power  of  the  He  use  to  bind  Its  successors  by 
any  rules  It  might  adopt,  and  that  therefore 
each  House,  whe  n  It  assembled,  had  In  It  the 
inherent  right  sis  a  legislative  body  to  pre- 
scribe for  Kself  Its  own  rules;  that  until  It 
did  so  prescribe  rules  for  the  government  of 
Its  own  proceedings  It  was  governed  simply 
by  what  may  be  called  the  general  parlia- 
mentary law." 

He  had  himself  ruled  in  accordance  with 
these  views  when  Speaker. 

With  much  difBdence  I  submit  that  the 
Senate  rules  are  equally  evanescent  In  char- 
acter. I  do  so  It  recognition  of  the  weight 
that  attaches  to  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
Senate  down  to  this  time  and  to  the  opinions 
of  many  eminent  Members  of  this  and  the 
other  House.  ex])ressed  In  a  casual  way  in 
the  course  of  debate  on  other  more  or  less 
remotely  related  questions.  I  am  reassured, 
however,  so  far  as  the  usage  of  the  Senate  Is 
concerned,  by  tne  fact — and  to  that,  B4r. 
iTesident,  I  direct  your  thoughtful  consid- 
eration— by  the  :'act  that  for  87  years,  untU 
1876.  the  Joint  rules  were  treated  as  continu- 
ing in  character  Just  as  the  Senate  rules  have 
been  to  this  day,  and  yet  when  that  view  was 
challenged,  the  Senate,  with  some  dissent, 
it  Is  true.  In  response  to  the  sentiments  of  an 
overwhelming  r.umber  of  its  Members, 
reached  the  conclusion  that  they  were  not. 
Statutes  have  beim  enacted  by  Congress  and 
enforced  for  s'ears  without  a  suggestion  hav- 
ing been  made  during  the  course  of  their 
passage  or  a  suspicion  having  been  aroused 


In  the  minds  of  those  charged  with  the 
execution  of  them  touching  their  constitu- 
tionality, only  to  be  held  void  when  even- 
tually attacked  before  the  Judicial  branch  of 
the  Government.  The  Missouri  Compromise 
will  readily  occur  to  all  as  an  Instance  of 
how  the  minds  even  of  the  most  acute  law- 
yers and  students  of  the  Constitution  may 
fail  to  appreciate  what  in  time  is  revealed  as 
a  fatal  weakness  in  a  statute. 

Touching  the  other  consideration  adverted 
to,  namely,  the  views  advanced  from  time  to 
time  by  Senators  whose  memories  are  revered 
and  whose  opinions  upon  the  powers  of  this 
body  under  the  Constitution  are  Jtistly  held 
in  the  highest  respect,  It  is  to  be  borne  In 
mind  in  connection  therewith  that  the  ques- 
tion now  before  us,  the  continuing  character 
of  the  Senate  rules,  has  never  been  debated 
in  or  presented  for  determination  by  the 
Senate.  It  Is  absolutely  new — ^res  nova,  to 
use  the  language  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Will  It  bother  the  Senator 
if  I  ask  him  a  question  or  two? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  By  what  authority,  then, 
did  the  Senator  from  Delaware  |Mr.  Sauls- 
burt),  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Sen- 
ate, call  the  Senate  to  order  on  the  5th  day 
of  March.  If  there  Is  no  usage  that  the  officers 
of  the  Senate  hold  over? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Well.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
canvass  that  a  little  later,  and  I  am  going 
to  show  to  the  Senate  in  the  course  of  my 
remarks  that  any  Senator  could  have  per- 
formed that  function. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  Senator,  then,  contends 
that  It  Is  practically  by  unanimous  consent. 
In  the  absence  of  objection? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Pretty  much  so.  The  Senate 
was  confronted  with  that  situation  exactly 
up>on  Its  first  convening.  The  oldest  Senator 
went  to  the  desk  and  called  the  meeting  to 
order,  Just  the  same  as  Is  done  In  a  political 
convention. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  think  I  can  understand 
the  Senator's  view  on  that  point.  Just  one 
more  question,  then.  I  am  sorry  to  bother 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
interrupt. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  Senator  contends — I 
have  heard  his  contention  before,  as  he  h£is 
made  It  repeatedly  in  this  body  and  with 
force,  too — that  the  Senate  Is  not  a  continu- 
ing body  as  a  part  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States;  but  I  have  not  yet  heard  the 
Senator  contend  that  the  Senate,  as  the 
executive  council  of  the  Nation,  Is  not  a 
continuing  and  unending  body.  If  that  Is 
true,  all  of  the  Senator's  argument  has  no 
application  to  the  present  situation,  because 
this  session  is  limited  by  the  proclamation 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  I  do  not  canvass  those  con- 
siderations In  the  course  of  my  remarks  I 
will  be  very  glad  if  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
win  challenge  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
particularly  to  them  by  appropriate  ques- 
tions when  I  get  through. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  Senator  from  Montana, 
then.  Intends  to  cover  these  questions? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do;  but  If  I  do  not  deal  with 
them  BO  explicitly  as  to  elucidate  my  views,  I 
shall  be  very  thankful  to  the  Senator  if 
he  will  address  another  question  to  me. 

The  debates  In  which  the  Idea  was  ex- 
pressed by  Senators  of  great  learning  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuous  body,  or  that 
Its  rules  once  adopted  remain  In  force  untU 
amended  or  abrogated  by  affirmative  action, 
afford  Intrinsic  evidence  that  none  of  them 
gave  the  subject  serious  reflection  or  can- 
vassed the  considerations  which  impel  the 
mind  to  a  contrary  concltision.  The  most 
profound  lawyers  warn  their  clients  against 
the  acceptance  of  any  views  they  may  express 
without  Investigation,  touching  any  debata- 
ble question  of  law,  usually  characterizing 


such  contemptuously  as  a  curbstone  opin- 
ion. May  I  ask  you  to  disabuse  your  minds 
of  any  preconceived  notion,  to  escape  from 
the  thraldom,  which  deference  to  visage  long 
continued  nattirally  imposes,  to  consider 
with  me  how  far  and  in  what  sense  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body? 

As  used  in  this  connection  the  expression 
Is  intended  to  signify  that  the  Senate  as  a 
constituent  part  of  the  Congress  did  not 
cease  to  exist  as  such  when  the  Sixty-fourth 
Congress  expired,  to  reassemble  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  a  quite  distinct  entity,  the  Sixty- 
fifth  Congress.  It  embodies  the  idea  of  per- 
petual and  continued  existence  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  in  character  essentially  dif- 
ferent from  the  ephemeral  life  of  the  House. 

But  has  not  the  entire  history  of  this  body, 
save  In  resp>ect  to  the  rules  by  which  Its  pro- 
ceedings have  been  guided,  If  any  exception 
at  all  Is  to  be  made,  been  at  war  with  any 
such  theory?  On  the  4th  day  of  March  last, 
but  2  dajrs  ago,  when  the  hands  of  the  clock 
signified  that  the  hour  of  12  m.  had  arrived, 
the  Senator  occupying  the  chair  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Vice  President,  and  in  accord- 
ance, without  doubt,  vsrlth  an  understanding 
yrlth  that  officer,  without  any  direction  from 
It,  announced  that  the  Senate  stood  ad- 
journed sine  die.  By  the  mere  lapse  of  time 
the  body,  as  an  organized  assembly,  had  be- 
come functus  officio.  If  It  Is,  indeed,  a  con- 
tinuing body,  why  should  the  arrival  of  any 
particular  time  terminate  Its  power  to  act? 
A  maJcH'lty  of  Its  Members  were,  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to,  present  on  the  floor.  The 
successors  of  not  a  few  of  those  whose  terms 
were  expiring,  moved  by  ctiriosity  or  a  desire 
to  Inform  themselves  concerning  the  proce- 
dure of  the  body  of  which  they  were  about 
to  become  Members,  were  in  the  Chamber 
ready  to  take  the  oath. 

The  procedure  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
was  In  conformity  with  that  observed  on 
the  3d  day  of  March  1791,  when  the  First 
Congress  came  to  Its  end.  The  Constitution 
provides  that — 

"Neither  House  during  the  session  of  Con- 
gress shall,  without  the  consent  of  the  other, 
adjourn  for  more  than  3  days." 

Congress  having  once  convened,  neither 
House  can,  except  In  defiance  of  the  Consti- 
tution, quit,  so  long  as  the  other  Insists  upon 
continuing  In  session,  untU  the  4th  of  March, 
in  the  odd-numbered  year,  arrives.  Nomi- 
nally a  break  will  occur  on  the  first  Monday 
In  December  when,  by  another  provision  of 
the  organic  law,  Congress  Is  required  to  as- 
semble, but.  In  fact,  no  Interruption  In  the 
work  of  either  Senate  or  House  ensues  in 
such  a  case.  At  the  hour  of  12  o'clock  m.  on 
the  first  Monday  in  December  1913,  the  Vice 
President  announced  the  termination  of  the 
first  session  of  the  Sixty-third  Congress,  and 
forthwith  declared  the  second  session  con- 
vened. The  work  of  the  Senate  proceeded  as 
it  had  on  the  day  previous.  The  first  session 
of  the  First  Congress  came  to  a  close  on  the 
29th  day  of  September  1789,  agreeably  to  a 
Joint  resolution  passed  3  days  earlier.  ( 1  An- 
nals of  Congress,  96.)  But  on  the  approach 
of  the  4th  day  of  March  1791,  the  Congress 
being  In  session,  each  House  notified  the 
other  that  It  was  about  to  adjourn  sine  die, 
and  did  so  adjoiun  without  either  asking  or 
receiving  any  consent  from  the  other,  each 
recognizing  its  inability  longer  to  preserve 
Its  existence  as  a  body  vested  with  any  au- 
thority under  the  Constitution  (2  Annals  of 
Congress,  826). 

So  complete  is  the  revolution  on  the  ar- 
rival of  the  4th  day  of  March,  In  the  odd 
year,  that  under  the  uniform  practice  of 
the  Senate,  since  its  career  began,  all  bills 
die.  Though  a  measure  had  proceeded  untU 
it  had  reached  the  final  stage  of  its  consid- 
eration by  this  body,  even  though  a  vote 
had  been  ordered  when  the  fateful  hour  of 
12  of  the  4th  day  of  March  of  the  odd-num- 
bered year  arrives,  it  falls,  and  the  tedious 
course  through  which  it  has  passed  must 
be  traversed  again  when  Congress  reconvenes. 
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It  la  of  no  oonaeqTiaica  vben  that  time  ar- 
rlTca  what  Tlewa  may  have  been  voiced  In 
the  Senate  as  tt  wac  conatituted  at  the  pre- 
ceding aw**w< — how  protracted  or  how  ex- 
hauatlve  may  have  been  the  debate,  what 
atatesmanahlp  may  have  characterised  it. 
The  Senate  as  a  oonatituent  part  of  the  new 
Congreaa  utterly  igncrca  the  action  taken  by 
Its  prcdeecflBor  and  proceeds  as  It  did  upon 
the  aaaembUng  ol  the  First  Congress.  Not 
■o  In  the  caae  of  an  adjournment  and  a  reas- 
sembling of  Congress  within  the  2-year  pe- 
riod between  the  4th  day  of  March  of  any 
odd- numbered  year  and  the  same  day  a  years 
later.  In  such  a  case  every  bill  retains  its 
status  over  the  adjouriunent.  The  work  of 
the  session  proceeds  as  if  ik>  interruption 
whatever  had  ensued.  This  practice,  per- 
sisted In  since  the  Constitution  went  into 
effect,  under  which  each  new  Congress  In 
both  branches  proceeds  iintranuneled  by  any 
action  which  may  have  been  taken  by  Its 
predecessor  on  any  measures  that  may  bave 
come  before  It.  plainly  speaks  of  a  prevalent 
and  accepted  theory  that  each  Congress  is 
an  entity,  possessing  the  same  degree  of  In- 
dependence as  was  enjoyed  by  the  First  when 
It  assembled  in  1789. 

I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the 
procedure  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  Is  sanctioned  by  rxile  XXXII  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  as  they  have 
been  observed  In  past  Congresses.  But  that 
rule  Is  but  an  expression  of  the  practice 
which  had  been  observed  long  before  It  first 
came  Into  existence  in  1868.  It  Is  merely 
declaratory  In  character,  like  the  first  clause 
of  Rule  I.  which  dlrecU  that  "In  the  absence 
of  the  Vice  President  the  Senate  shall  choose 
a  President  pro  tempore,"  a  duty  enjoined  by 
the  Constitution. 

The  Idea  of  a  "continuing"  Senate  is  at 
war  with  the  theory  of  parliamentary  gov- 
ernment the  world  over.  It  Is  an  essential 
conception  in  such  a  system  that  at  Inter- 
vals representatives  assemble  In  one  or  more 
houses,  transact  such  business  as  demands 
their  attention,  and  then  as  a  legislative 
body  pass  out  of  existence,  a  new  assembly 
coming  into  being  In  conformity  with  or- 
ganic law,  or  at  the  call  of  the  sovereign  au- 
thority. The  British  Parliament  la  "dis- 
solved" at  the  end  of  7  years  by  operation  of 
law,  unless  by  the  royal  fiat  Its  "dissolution" 
to  accomplibhed  earlier. 

The  Century  Dictionary  defines  "dissolve" 
as  "to  disunite,  break  up;  destroy,  as  any 
connected  system  or  body:  put  an  end  to:  as 
to  dissolve  a  government;  to  dissolve  Par- 
liament." 

On  reassembling  after  a  dissolution  the 
House  of  Lords  goes  through  all  the  formali- 
ties attendant  upon  reoTRanlzatlon.  Every 
member  takes  the  oath.  The  representative 
peers  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  are  ad- 
mitted. The  members  are,  for  the  greater 
part,  the  same.  The  Lord  Chancellor  is  ready 
to  exercise  the  duties  of  presiding  officer  re- 
poeed  In  him  by  the  constitution,  the  sub- 
ordinate officers,  even,  are  all  at  hand,  for 
even  In  the  House  of  Commons  these  func- 
tionaries hold  practically  for  life,  their  tenure 
being  indeterminate,  but  there  is  a  new 
Parliament.  The  House  of  Lords  cannot  be 
said  to  be  a  "continuing  bodv."  No  one 
ever  attempted  to  characterize  it  as  such  It 
comes  together  at  the  call  of  the  Crown 
Writs  are  Issued  to  every  hereditary  peer 
commanding  his  presence.  At  Its  pleasure 
the  Crown  dissolves  the  Parliament  and  dis- 
misses the  members  of  both  houses.  As  a 
Judicial  body  the  House  of  Lords  has  per- 
manency. As  a  part  of  the  machinery  of  leg- 
islation It  undergoes  exactly  the  same  dis- 
solving process  from  time  to  time  as  does 
the  House  of  Commons. 

When  the  Senate  is  spoken  of  as  a  "con- 
tinuing body"  nothing  more  Is  meant  or 
can  be  meant  than  that  two-tlilrds  of  Its 
Members  remain  in  office  at  the  expiration 
of  each  2-year  period;  that  is,  that  there  is 
not  a  complete  change  in  membership  as  is 


the  case  in  the  House  every  aecond  4Ui  ot 
March,  treating  Members  reelected  aa  new 
Members. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  (act  that 
the  aeaaicm  of  the  Senate  comes  to  an  end  on 
the  arrival  of  the  4th  day  of  March  of  each 
alternate  year  Just  as  does  the  session  of  the 
HoAise.  The  Senate  cannot  continue  its 
existence,  try  as  it  may.  It  cannot  reassem- 
ble except  at  the  call  of  the  President  or  upon 
the  arrival  of  the  succeeding  first  Monday 
in  December.  It  can  neither  convene  noi 
can  it  adjourn  beyond  3  days  oX  its  own 
volition. 

Mr.  HiJwwicK.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  pardon  me,  the  Fortieth  Coi^re^is 
assembled  under  a  resolution. 

Mr.  V/alsu.  I  did  not  understand  the 
Senator. 

iAi.  Hasdwick.  The  Fortieth  Congress  was 
assembled  in  exactly  the  way  the  Senator 
says  cannot  be  done;  that  is,  by  resolution  of 
the  two  Houses  ol  the  Thirty-ninth  Con- 
gress. 

B4r.  Wm-sh.  If  by  a  resolution  of  the  pre- 
ceding Cijnirrcss  they  as.sembled  at  a  certain 
time  it  would  be  simply  tantamount  to  ad- 
Journme:.t  over  to  that  day. 

Mr.  n.».:iDwicK.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.   W^LSH.  And   if   they   did   adjourn   for 

more  than  three  days  they  did  It  m  defiance 

of   the  Constitution  and  not  in  accordance 

with  It. 

Mr.  Hakowick.  That  was  after  March  4. 
Mr.  Wa:.sh.  I  cannot  help  that. 
Mr.  H\ju)wicK.  But  it  makes  a  very  vital 
difference. 

Mr.  PoiNDcxTEH.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
Ington? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  PoiNDLXTER.  The  Senator  will  admit,  I 
presume,  that  every  Senu'  .r  ha.s  the  same 
capacity  is  a  Member  of  this  btxiy  and  the 
same  [X)V^en'  during  hl<i  entire  term.  The 
status  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate  does  not 
change  at  any  time  during  his  term  of  6 
years. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all. 
Mr.  PoiNDEXTER.  Whatever  may  be  said  in 
regard  to  the  Senate,  a  Senator  in  an  official 
capacity  s  a  continuing  cfflclal;  the  offi.e  of 
Senator  1;  a  continuous  office.  I  should  like 
to  hear  tae  Sonatur  di-scoss  the  proposition: 
If  the  office  of  Senator  Is  a  continuing  office 
and  does  not  change  in  any  respect  during 
the  6  years  of  his  term,  how  the  body  of 
which  he  Is  a  Member  c:).n  be  said  to  be 
changed  In  that  period  of  time.  The  two 
things.  1«^  seems  to  me.  are  Incllssnhi':!?  — 
memborslilp  In  the  body  a:-.d  the  bt  dy  It-^elf. 
If  the  Members  cf  the  body  have  exactly 
the  same  nonvar^-ing  capacity  and  functions 
during  the  entire  period  of  their  term,  which 
covers  several  Congresses,  the  body  which 
gives  them  that  capacity  and  authority  must 
also  cont.nue. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  W.'LSH.  Mr.  President,  let  me  answer 
the  Sona-.or  briefly.  I  think  that  Is  not  the 
correct  v  ew  at  all.  There  Is  a  vast  differ- 
ence botv.  ecn  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Senate.  Although  a  bill  should  be  si^jned 
at  the  heme  of  each  of  the  Members  cf  the 
Senate  bv  every  Mi'mber  of  the  Seinte  it 
would  not  be  a  law.  It  mu.st  be  enacted 
while  the  Senate  Is  actually  assembled  In  Its 
customary  place  for  the  transaction  of  bi:.<!|- 
v.er,s.  I  fm  talklna:  about  the  continuity  of 
the  Sena-e  as  an  organized  legislative  body. 
Mr.  Pois-DEXTER.  Mr.y  I  a.'^fe  one  other  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator?  How  can  there  be  a 
member  of  a  body  unless  there  Is  that  b-idy 
In  exlstor.ce?  How  can  there  be  membership 
in  the  Senate  unless  there  Is  a  Senate? 

Mr.  Wa„sh.  The  answer  to  that  Is  that  the 
same  question  may  with  equal  propriety  be 
directed  i.o  the  House.  How  can  there  be  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
wlth..ut  £.  House  of  Representatives? 


Mr.  PonfDzriEa.  There  cannot  be.  Mr. 
President.  The  House  of  Representatives  la 
a  continuing  body  during  the  term  of  office 
of  its  Members,  and  is  not  a  continuing  body 
when  their  term  of  omce  expires,  but  the 
difference  between  the  House  and  the  Senate 
is  that  there  are  always  Members  of  the  Sen. 
ate  covering  the  entire  period  of  tlnae.  with- 
out ending  or  beginning. 

Mr.  Wal&h.  The  plain  answer  to  that  Is 
that  the  very  moment  the  term  of  office  of 
the  sitting  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives expires,  that  moment  the  term  of 
office  of  their  successors  begins,  and  there 
never  Is  any  Interval. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me, 
if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  make  a 
sug'^estion  at  this  time,  that  the  instance 
which  was  cited  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
Mr.  Hardwick.  Is  one  which  proves  too 
much.  If  it  be  true  that  the  Congress  has 
the  power,  by  resolution,  to  assemble  Itself 
without  a  call  from  the  President,  and  that 
fact  is  of  Importance  here,  would  It  not  also 
establish  a  continuing  element  In  the  House 
oI  Repreisentatives  as  well  as  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh    Unquestionably. 

Mr.  iH'MAS.  It  seems  to  me  that  It  proves 
too  much  If  It  Is  at  all  applicable  to  the 
dUc'Js.sion. 

Mr.  Hardwick  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  I  was  not  supgestlng  my  entire  approval 
of  that  pr','cecc11ng,  hut  the  fact  Is  that  It  has 
been  done  In  the  history  of  this  Oovemment 
Ju.^t  In  that  way. 

Mr  Thomas  I  am  not  questioning  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  Senator's  statement  I  am 
merely  saying  that  It  proves  too  much  If  It  Is 
applicable,  becaure  It  would  convert  the 
Iluuse.  as  well  .as  the  Senate,  Into  a  contlnu- 
iiiE  body. 

Mr.  WAL.SH  It  may  occur  to  some  that  this 
paralysis  whl^h  biennially  overcomes  the 
Senate  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  it  cannot  func- 
tion In  the  af>sence  of  an  organized  House  of 
Reprc-entailvcs.  The  Senate  has  on  various 
occasions  adjwurned  from  day  to  day  until 
the  House  solved  some  troubles  attendant  on 
tlic  selection  of  a  Speaker,  the  notion  pre- 
vailing, to  some  e.\tent.  that  It  could  not 
proceed  with  the  work  of  legislation  until 
the  other  briinch  of  CTiigress  was  duly  or- 
ganized. th.Tut;h  courtesy  alone  might  have 
prompted  that  course. 

In  the  debate  on  the  choice  of  a  Public 
Printer  at  the  first  session  of  the  Twenty- 
sixth  Contre.s.s,  In  the  year  1841.  to  which 
reference  w;L!  be  made  more  fully  hereafter, 
and  In  tlic  course  of  which  the  remark  was 
frcqueatly  made  that  the  Senate  Is  a  "con- 
tinuing b«.>dy  '■  while  the  House  Is  not.  It  was 
advanced,  and  with  what  appears  to  have 
been  generiU  acquiescence,  that  when  the 
Senate  alone  l.s  called  in  extra  session  It  can 
exercise  no  legislative  powers.  The  question 
h.as  been  discussed  here  on  more  than  one 
ocrafion  since.  But  the  Constitution  Itself 
settles  the  question,  fur  it  provides,  as  was 
s'iitecl  by  the  .Senator  from  Massachusetts 
yeitcrrtay,  that  the  President  "may.  on  ex- 
traordinary occasio'is.  convene  both  Houses, 
or  either  of  them."  He  nay,  accordingly. 
Convene  the  Houfc  of  Representatives,  which 
has  no  powers  except  those  which  are  legis- 
lative In  character,  it  certainly  may  act  In 
a  legLslaUve  capacity  should  it  alone  be  called 
In  extra  sos.«lon,  and  If  it  may.  how  can  it  be 
maintained  that  the  Senate  cannot? 

Mr.  Lewis.     Mr   President 

Mr.  WALi;H  I  yield  to  Uie  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  LrwLs.  I  beg  to  address  myself  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Walsh]  and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  |Mr.  Thomas],  and 
ask  them  this  question:  In  their  Judgment, 
even  though  the  President  did  not  summon 
the  Senate  or  the  House,  and  even  though 
there  were  not  a  constitutional  provision 
providing  a  date  for  a&Bcmbly,  Is  It  not  the 
opinion  of  both  the  learned  Senators  that 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  could  come 
in,  take  possession  of  tlieix  Chamber,  organ- 
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lae,  and  proceed  vrlth  the  bmatnesa  of  legisla- 
tion in  response  to  the  comznisalosi  of  the 
people,  without  regard  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  not  called? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  « ill  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  if  tliey  all  assembled  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  enactment  ol  legialatkia  which 
received  the  approval  of  the  Prcsideiit  of  the 
United  States.  I  wn  not  prepared  to  say  that 
they  could  not.  Indeed,  I  apprehend  that 
the  actk)n  of  the  E>resident  would  be  regarded 
as  tantamount  to  a  proclamation  at  assem- 
bling tbem.  Bu'^i.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no 
ck3ubt  at  all  that  if  they  did  assemble  under 
those  circumstances  the  President  of  the 
United  States  wcuM  be  entirely  JuatiOed  in 
refusing  to  recognize  them  as  authorized  to 
transact  any  business. 

Mr.  Lrwis.  Then  may  I  ask  my  ahle  friend 
to  give  me  his  view  upon  this  question:  Upon 
that  theory,  would  we  not  be  forced  to  the 
conclusion  that  nntil  the  Prestalent  caUed 
them  together  tliey  would  have  rio  right  to 
come,  and  If  we  had  a  President  who  had. 
purposes  of  his  own  in  not  caUlng  the  Con- 
gress, the  people  then  would  never  have  a 
Congress  assemble  to  express  their  will? 

Mr  Walsh.  Rot  at  all,  Mr.  President  The 
wise  framers  of  the  ConsUtutlcm  carefully 
guarded  against  ihat,  because  they  provided 
that  they  should  assemble  at  leaat  once  a 
year,  on  the  first  Monday  In  the  month  of 
Dec«iT»ber.  nnlesf  the  date  of  aaaembhng 
should  otherwise  oe  fixed  by  law. 

Mr.  Lewis.  I  thought  I  understood  the  able 
Senator  from  Montana  to  contend — and  for 
that  reason  I  rosi? — I  must  bave  ralsuiuler- 
stood  him— that  this  body  ended  unleaa 
called  together  by  the  President. 

Mr.  Walsh  Excrpt  on  the  first  Monday  In 
December.     I  so  stated. 

Mr.  Thomas,  Mr  Hardwick,  and  Mr.  Nosais 
addressed  the  Chf  h-. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  jleld  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  Thomas.  M;iy  I  Inorilre  of  the  Senator, 
for  whose  oplnlo:i  I  have  the  very  highest 
esteem,  whether  he  Is  strictly  correct  In  his 
conclusion  that  ft  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives should  be  a:;sembled  In  special  session 
It  could  legislate  In  view  of  the  constitu- 
tional provision  which  confers  upon  Con- 
gress— not  upon  the  House,  not  upon  the 
Senate,  but  upon  Congress — the  power  of 
legislating?  How  is  It  conceivable  that  one- 
half  of  Congress,  however  assembled,  can 
legislate?  It  wov.ld  certainly  seem  to  me  to 
be  exceeding  Its  constitutional  atrthorlty. 
For  that  reason  t  made  the  point  of  order 
yesterday  against  the  bill  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts   [Mr.  Locige). 

Mr.  Walsh.  And  qixlte  properly  so,  Mr. 
President. 

Mr.  Thomas.  If  the  House  Is  !n  session, 
one-half  cf  Congress  is  In  session;  and  the 
same  Is  true  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  Is  the  argument  that  al- 
ways has  been  advanced  In  favor  of  the  con- 
tention that  the  Senate,  convened  in  extra 
session,  can  exer.;lse  no  legislative  functions 
at  all,  because  the  legislative  power  Is  vested 
In  Congress;  but  that  provision  must  be 
considered  in  coi.nection  with  the  other,  au- 
thorizing the  President  to  convene  the  House 
of  Representatives  alone.  Now.  of  course, 
the  other  House-— the  Senate — must  give  its 
concurrence  elth:;r  l>efore  or  after  the  House 
of  RepresentatlV'is  Is  assembled  In  extra  ses- 
sion.    There  Is  not  any  question  about  that. 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  think  the  Senator  is  logical; 
but  It  does  seeni  to  me  that  the  exact  and 
literal  conferring;  of  power  by  the  Coi^tltu- 
tion  upon  the  O ingress  is  not  of  a  character 
that  would  justly  the  attempt  to  legislate 
by  one  half  of  that  body  when  the  other  halX 
Is  not  in  session. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  difficulty  at  all,  because  it  is  the 
Congress.  When  a  bill  receives  the  assent 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  receive* 
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the  aaaent  of  the  Senate,  It  haa  the  MBcnt 
of  the  CoBfreas;  and  tt  does  noi  by  any 
means  fellow — art:  leaat,  that  la  vctf  view — 
that  they  mnst  be  actually  In  arnrtna  ooat- 
currently. 

Mr.  Noaais.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  X  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  Ncaauk.  In  connection  with  the  8ei>- 
8tor*K  statement  that  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides that  the  President  can  call  either  Hovsa 
In  extra  seaalon,  and  that  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives has  no  function  except  a  legis- 
lative one,  and  therefore  that  the  Senate 
can  legislate.  I  should  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  to  the  constitutional 
provision  and  aak  his  ophiion  as  to  whether 
that  might  have  an  important  bearing  on, 
this  particvtlar  question,  which  provides  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  shall  have  the 
sole  right  to  originate  legislattion  providing 
for  the  raising  of  revenue.  Now,  it  occurred 
to  me  that  possibly  our  forefathers  had  that 
in  mtnd  when  they  put  In  the  provision  that 
the  President  could  can  the  House  In  special 
session  aa  well  as  the  Senate — that  the  House 
might  be  called  for  the  purpose  of  originating' 
and  passing,  or  at  least  getting  reedy  for 
passage,  laws  relating  to  the  raising  of  reve- 
nue; but  If  that  viras  the  only  thing  that  was 
going  to  be  done  in  the  special  session.  If  the 
Senate  were  called  at  the  same  time,  they 
couM  do  nothing  but  wait  untfl  the  House 
finished. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  win  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  it  had  ocenrred  to  me  that 
n  Is  not  at  all  Improbable  that  they  thought 
It  would  be  In  the  Interest  of  dispatch  of 
the  public  business  to  assemble  the  House, 
when  revenue  legislation  was  necessary,  a 
month  or  3  months  or  9  months  before  the 
general  assembling  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Hardwtck.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  ylrtd  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  Haruwrr.  I  wanted  to  suggest  to  the 
Senator  a  rather  more  important  considera- 
tion than  that,  I  think.  The  power  to  origi- 
nate Impeachment — a  matter  totally  discon- 
nected with  legislation — resides  In  the  House 
of  Representatives.  That  Is  one  character 
of  bustness  that  the  House  m.ay  transact, 
with  which  the  Senate,  In  the  beginning  at 
least,  has  nothing  whatever  to  do. 

Mr.  WAL.SH.  That  consideration  had  also 
addressed  Itself  to  me;  but  I  reached  the 
conclusion  that  Impeachment,  like  the  pas- 
sage of  a  bill,  la  absolutely  a  futile  thing 
unless  there  is  concurrent  action  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Hajidwick.  Oh,  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  will  pardon  nxe,  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Senator  could  arrive  at  that  conclusion, 
because  the  right  to  try  out  the  question 
whether  or  not  articles  of  impeachment  shall 
be  preferred  must  exist;  and  If  the  House 
decides  negatively,  the  Senate  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Why,  certainly.  I  assume  that 
thy  are  going  to  find  the  articles,  however. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  But  very  often  they  do  not. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Very  often,  they  reject  a  bill, 
too. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  I  understand;  but  the 
power  to  consider  the  question  is  absolutely 
disconnected  with  any  function  of  tha 
Senate. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do  not  quite  agree  with  that; 
but  even  if  that  were  true,  I  could  scarcely 
believe  that  one  could  construe  the  provision 
granting  power  to  the  President  to  convene 
th2  House  in  extra  session  as  being  limited 
In  Its  scope  to  the  preferment  of  Impeach- 
ment charges  against  an  officer.  I  scarcely 
believe  that  that  conld  have  been  in  the 
minds  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Rakdwkk.  That  might  be.  If  the  Sen- 
ator will  pardon  me.  one  at  the  moat  Im- 
portant things  that  could  ever  ta  toronght 
to  the  attention  of  the  House. 


lir.  PotMSBrm.  Mr.  Preaidcnt.  It  aecms  to 
me  that  you  might  Juat  aa  well  claim  that  a 
grand  ji»y  conkl  ikot  ftnd  an  iiuiictment  un- 
ices thare  was  at  the  sama  Ubm  a  petit  >ury 
Impaneteci  to  try  the  case,  to  try  the  in- 
dictment. 

Mr.  Walul  I  do  not  think  aow  I  do  not 
think  the  analogy  is  perfect  at  all. 

Mr.  PonuwxTXB.  I  think  it  may  not  be 
perfect,  tout  still  there  is  an  analogy.  Tha 
function  of  the  House  in  fl ruling  ^q  impeach- 
ment and  the  function  of  the  Senate  in  try- 
ing it  axe  analogous  In  some  respects  to  the 
indictment  toy  a  grand  Jury  and  the  trial  of 
the  indictment  by  a  petit  Jury;  and  it  seema 
to  ma  that  one  can  alt  sepaxate  from  tha 
other  in  each  case. 

Mr.  Walsh.  ThU  discussion  has  been  In 
the  nature  of  a  diversion,  Mr.  Preaiduit.  I 
proceed. 

The  Senate  was  •ccordtagly  shorn  of  none 
of  its  legislative  powers  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  the  House  organization  feil  with 
the  arrival  of  March  4  if  the  Senate  te  and 
remained  a  continuing  body.  But  even  if 
it  were  thua  limited  in  Its  powers,  why 
should  it  not  remain  in  session  and  proceed 
with  the  ezeentlve  bUBtneas  before  it?  Two 
treaties  were  pending  at  the  time  the  Sixty- 
fourth  Congress  came  to  an  end.  one  at  least 
imperatively  demanding  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  So  imperative  were  Its  claims  that 
in  the  estimation  of  many  the  good  faith 
oC  our  Oovernjnent  toward  a  sister  nation 
was  compromised  by  further  delay.  Senator* 
may  diCer  as  to  the  action  that  should  be 
taken  upon  It;  none  can  question  the  pro- 
priety of  a  speedy  reply  as  to  whether  it  is 
approved  or  not. 

Owing  to  eonditicns  on  which  It  Is  not 
necessary  to  dwell.  1.134  nominations  there- 
tofore sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President, 
many  of  them  iot  oiBces  of  the  highest  in>- 
portance.  in  view  of  the  grave  crisis  con- 
fronting the  country,  were  before  It  lor  con- 
sideration. Of  these  more  than  1,100  had 
been  reported  upon  by  the  committees  to 
which  they  were  referred  and  were  on  the 
calendar  of  the  Senate  awaiting  Its  final 
action. 

The  Presidsnt  obvictisly  did  not  think  the 
Senate  a  continuous  or  continuing  body. 
In  any  sense  In  which  the  House  Is  not  like- 
wise continuing  or  continuous  In  char- 
acter. It  is  quite  apparent  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  Senate  might  quite  prop- 
erly at  noon  on  March  4  admit  the  new  Mem- 
bers who  should  present  themselves  with  no 
more  interruption  of  the  business  of  the 
Senate  than  attends  the  admission  of  a  new 
Member  elected  or  appointed  in  the  midst 
of  a  session  to  fill  a  vacancy  occasioned  by 
death  or  resignation,  and  thereupon  proceed 
with  the  executive  business  before  It  or  with 
such  as  he  might  transmit.  Anticipating 
that  the  session  would  terminate  and  that 
the  Senate  would  become  powerless  to  act 
at  noon  on  March  4.  he  Issued  his  proclama- 
tion on  the  23d  day  of  February  last,  re- 
quiring this  body  to  reconvene  In  extra 
session  on  March  5.  This  he  did  In  accord- 
ance with  the  understanding  and  the  prac- 
tice that  has  prevailed  even  from  the  days 
of  the  fathers.  The  Senate  realized  its  im- 
potency  when  the  fateful  hour  arrived  and 
dissolved  without  a  protest,  upon  the  affirma- 
tion by  the  occupant  of  the  chair,  a  pro- 
found lawyer,  that  "under  the  Constitution** 
the  body  stood  adjourned  sine  die. 

When  it  reassembled  next  day  the  Acting 
President  pro  tempore,  who  called  the  as- 
sembly to  order,  caused  the  proclamation 
of  the  President  to  be  read  in  evidence  of 
tts  authority  to  be  and  to  act.  No  Senator, 
however  emphatically  he  may  today  assert 
that  the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  boily,  had 
sufficient  confidence  In  the  opinion  he  now 
expresses,  to  suggest  on  Sunday  last,  that  the 
Senate  remain  In  aesslon  after  noon  of  that 
day  to  dUpatch  any  business  that  might  be 
Itcfore  it.  cither  execuUve  or  legislnUveb 
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Though  the  Vice  President  yesterday  ez- 
preeaed  somewhat  hiirrledly,  though  probably 
not  without  reflection,  not  only  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  a  continuous  body  but  that  the  rules 
perpetuate  themselves  because  it  is  such,  he 
did  not  have  the  temerity  to  arrest  the  au- 
tomatic dissolution  of  the  session  on  Sunday. 
Some  practical  difficulties  arising  from  the 
acceptance  of  the  theory  that  the  Senate  is 
now  without  rules  were  suggested  in  the 
course  of  the  comments  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, alluded  to,  among  others,  that  he  is. 
If  that  theory  is  sound,  not  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, apparently  his  view  being  that  it  would 
follow  that  his  induction  Into  office  had  not 
been  legally  accomplished.  His  right  to  pre- 
side depends  to  no  extent  on  what  trans- 
pired here  on  Monday.  He  was  legally  elect- 
ed Vice  President.  He  might  qualify  by  tak- 
ing the  oath  anywhere.  The  Senate  has  no 
power  either  to  admit  or  to  reject  him  as  its 
Presiding  Officer.  The  Senator  who  during 
the  last  session  was  elected  President  pro 
tempore  called  the  Senate  to  order  and  ad- 
ministered the  oath.  Any  Senator  might 
have  done  either  act  without  Imperiling  the 
validity  of  the  proceedings.  It  has  hap- 
pened that  there  was  neither  Vice  President 
nor  President  pro  tempore,  but  that  difficulty 
was  easily  solved.  The  majority  Senator 
longest  in  service  usually  calls  the  Senate 
to  order,  when  It  proceeds  to  organize.  At 
the  first  session  there  could  have  been  no 
President  pro  tempore  to  administer  the 
oath,  and  even  on  assembling  no  Secretary 
to  record  the  proceedings,  no  Sergeant  at 
Arms  to  preserve  order. 

Here  I  might  state  a  rather  Interesting  his- 
torical fact,  that  the  Senate  on  assembling 
for  the  first  time  was  in  session  at  least  3 
or  4  days  before  it  elected  a  Secretary. 

The  House  of  Representatives  finds  Itself 
In  that  predicament  as  to  the  minor  officers 
every  2  years.  The  embarrassments  Im- 
agined by  the  Vice  President  are  never  ap- 
prehended by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  such  as  they  are  they  are  met  by  every 
State  legislative  assembly— Indeed,  by  both 
branches  of  every  legislative  assembly,  on 
•very  occasion  of  their  assembling  except 
when  they  are  convened  In  extra  session. 

Henry  Clay  insisted  that  the  House  of  Rep- 
TMcntatlves  is  as  much  a  continuous  body  as 
1«  th«  8cnat«.  H«  maintained  that  the  same 
HouM  that  flrtt  convened  tn  1789  Mt  In 
1S41— lt«  membership  changed,  changing 
poeelbly  every  3  yeare,  but  remaining  the 
■ame  govemmenUl  egeney.  He  likened  the 
eaee  to  a  court  whose  exletence  continues 
Indefinitely,  though  the  Judgea  change  frum 
time  to  time,  A  court  comprised  of  three 
judges  would  not  cease  to  exist  though  the 
terms  of  all  three  expired  et  the  same  time 
Instead  of  at  Intervals  so  that  but  one  re- 
turned at  a  time.  Their  successors,  should 
others  be  elected  or  appointed,  would  take 
the  bench  and  the  business  of  the  court  pro- 
ceed without  interruption.  Senator  Thur- 
man  took  the  same  view.  In  the  debate  on 
the  Joint  rules  In  1876  he  said: 

"Why  is  it  said  that  the  Senate  is  a  per- 
petual body?  I  know  of  no  reason  except 
one,  and  that  is  that  only  one-third  of  the 
Members  go  out  every  2  years,  so  that  there 
la  always  a  sufficient  number  of  Senators  In 
office  to  constitute  a  quorum  of  the  Senate. 
If  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  were  all 
to  die  today,  and  their  successors  should  be 
appointed  tomorrow,  it  would  still  be  the 
same  Supreme  Court,  although  the  Individ- 
uals would  be  changed.  The  Members  of 
the  House  of  Repu-esentatlves  are  in  a  great 
measure  different  from  those  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  but  still  it  is  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Its  character  does  not 
depend  on  Its  personnel:  its  character  does 
not  depend  on  the  individuality  of  Its  Mem- 
bers; It  la  the  House,  which,  according  to  the 
true  Idea  of  the  Constitution,  is  a  perpetual 
House,  whoever  may  constitute  the  Individ- 
ual Membera  oX  that  House." 


It  has  been  seen  that  the  idea  of  perpetuity 
as  an  Inherent  quality  in  the  House,  thus  ad- 
vanced by  one  of  the  most  brilliant  and  by 
one  of  tlie  most  profound  statesmen  that  has 
ever  he.d  membership  In  the  Senate,  has 
been  definitely  repudiated  by  the  other 
branch  of  Congress.  But  the  contention 
which  they  both  put  forth  that,  with  respect 
to  perpetuity  or  continuity,  no  distinction 
can  properly  be  raised  between  the  Senate 
tind  the  House  has  never  been  answered. 

The  Ic  glcal  result  of  the  acceptance  of  that 
doctrine  was  pointed  out  by  Senator  Morton 
In  the  flebate  on  the  Joint  rules.  Relerring 
to  the  V  lews  expressed  by  Senator  Thurman, 
he  remarked: 

"The  argument  of  my  friend  from  Ohio.  I 
submit  to  him.  defeats  Itself.  He  says  the 
House  o'  Representatives  Is  a  perpetual  body 
Just  Ilk;  the  Senate.  Well,  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  always  assumed  that  It 
made  Iti;  own  rules.  It  has  adopted  rules  at 
the  beginning  of  each  Congress,  showing  that 
In  Its  JU'lgment  the  rules  of  the  former  House 
are  not  binding  upon  It.  The  two  Houses 
stand  ui)on  the  same  footing,  and  that  would 
be  the  law  also  In  the  Senate;  the  rules  of 
the  Sen.ite  at  a  former  session  are  not  bind- 
ing at  tlie  next  session,  and  the  Senate  con- 
sequent.y  must  adopt  Its  rules  at  the  begin- 
ning of  every  session." 

The  Senator  must  have  meant  to  convey 
the  Ideu  tliat.  conceding  the  soundness  of 
Thurman"8  position,  at  the  first  session  of 
each  new  Congress  the  Senate  would  be  re- 
quired to  adopt  rules.  The  analogy  to  which 
Thurman  had  recourse  Is  not  periect.  as  the 
House  ultimately  decided,  because  under  the 
system  In  vogue  at  stated  intervals  corre- 
sponding with  the  times  when  the  terms  of 
all  the  Members  of  the  House  and  one-third 
of  those  of  the  Senate  expire,  the  authority 
of  Congress  automatically  ceases,  and  Its  ac- 
tion must  be  Invuked  on  reconvening  by 
proceedings  entirely  new.  It  Is  not  necessary 
to  start  anew  all  lawsuits  that  were  pending 
at  the  time  the  Judge's  term  expired.  The 
work  of  the  court  is  continuous,  however  the 
personnel  of  the  bench  may  change.  A  court 
never  undergoes  any  fatality  either  equiva- 
lent or  analogous  to  a  dissolution.  In  legisla- 
tion It  has  been  deemed  wise  to  fix  periods, 
corresponding  usually  with  the  terms  of  the 
members  of  the  moet  numerous  branch  of 
the  legislature,  after  the  lapse  of  which  Us 
authority  censes,  the  aseembly  when  It  re- 
convenfs  being  bound  in  no  wsjr  In  respect 
to  lu  pioceedlnfrs  by  any  action  uken  there- 
tofore, itnd  specifically  by  no  rules  deriving 
their  force  from  such  action,  even  though 
•ome  of  the  Members  may  be  hold-overs,  A 
legislative  period  as  dlstlnguUhed  from  a 
session  Is  a  common  conception  in  parlla- 
-  mentary  government. 

In  a  late  report  of  a  committee  of  the 
Hoiue  of  Commons  to  inquire  Into  procedure 
with  a  view  to  reforming  the  system  lu 
vogue  m  that  body  occurs  the  following: 

•'In  continental  parliament  it  Is  the  com- 
mon rule  that  at  the  beginning  of  a  legisla- 
tive period  the  chair  should  be  occupied  by 
the  oldest  member." 

A  table  Is  given  of  the  duration  of  standing 
committees  in  the  legislatures  of  the  leading 
countries  in  which  parliamentary  govern- 
ment prevails.  In  which  the  legislative  period 
Is  contrasted  with  the  session. 

The  Idea  of  a  complete  break  In  the  life 
of  legl.slatlve  assemblies  at  stated  intervals 
is  Implied  In  the  very  terminology  applicable 
to  their  sittings. 

This  win  be  known  as  the  Sixty-fifth  Con- 
gress, and  so  designated  In  all  the  official  rec- 
ords. I  am  sending  to  the  desk  a  list,  to 
which  reference  will  be  made  hereafter,  of 
official  publications  from  which  it  will  ap- 
pear that  In  Iowa  they  refer  to  the  "thirty- 
fifth  general  assembly."  in  Missouri  to  the 
"forty-seventh  general  assembly."  in  Utah  to 
the  "seventeenth  legislature,"  and  in  Texas 
to  the  "thirty-third  legislature."  I  hold  In 
xny  hand  an  official  publication  of  what  ptir- 


ports  to  be  the  laws  of  the  "Thirteenth  Gen- 
eral  Assembly  of  Montana." 

In  harmony  with  the  idea  embodied  In  thla 
form  of  expression,  the  custom  of  formally 
adopting  rules  on  reassembling  after  a  gen- 
eral election  seems  to  be  universal  among  the 
constituent  bodies  of  American  legislatures 
and  is  observed  even  by  those,  one-half  of 
whose  members  or  even  two-thirds  are  hold- 
overs. 

In  New  Jersey  the  members  of  the  lower 
house  are  elected  annually.  As  to  the  sen- 
ate,   the   constitution    provides   that: 

"The  senate  shall  be  composed  of  one  sen- 
ator from  each  county  In  the  State,  elected 
by  the  legal  voters  of  the  counties,  respec- 
tively, for  3  years.  As  soon  as  the  senate 
shall  meet  after  the  first  election  to  be  held 
In  pursuance  of  this  constitution,  they  shall 
be  divided  as  equally  as  may  be  into  three 
clas.ses.  The  seats  of  the  senators  of  the  first 
class  shall  be  vacated  at  the  expiration  of  the 
first  year;  of  the  second  class  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  second  year;  and  of  the  third 
class  at  the  expiration  of  the  third  year,  so 
th:it  one  class  may  be  elected  every  year,  and 
U  vacancies  happen,  by  resignation  or  other- 
wise, the  persons  elected  to  supply  such 
vacancies  shall  be  elected  for  the  unexpired 
terms  only  " 

Obviously  the  New  Jersey  Senate  Is  con- 
stituted on  Identically  the  same  principle 
that  Is  said  to  give  continuity  to  the  United 
States  Senate.  Yet  the  former  regularly  ob- 
serves the  custom  referred  to,  adopting  rules 
at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session.  It 
was  followed  In  the  sixty-eighth  senate,  1913 
(Journal,  pp.  18.  li>).  In  the  sixty-ninth  sen- 
ate. If)l3  ( Journal,  jw  19.  20,  21 ) .  and  in  the 
seventieth  senate.  11)14  (Journal,  pp.  10  to 
13).  The  supreme  ourt  of  that  State  has 
held,  after  the  most  elaborate  argument  and 
u[xin  the  fullest  consideration,  that  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  two-thirds  of  the 
members  of  the  StMiate  of  New  Jersey 
are  hold-overs.  It  Is  not  a  continuous  body. 
Out  assembles  annually,  as  does  the  lower 
houue,  as  a  body  quite  distinct  from  the  sen- 
ate of  the  preceding  year.  More  will  be  said 
of  this  rose  hereafter. 

Mr.  OvcKMAN  U^yet  not  that  authority 
draw  a  distinction  between  that  case  and 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Walsh  Yes;  X  am  going  to  refer  to 
that.  I  am  going  to  show  Jiut  what  the  die- 
tlnctlon  is  that  the  judges  seek  to  drew. 

Ihc  resolution  customarily,  ae  In  the  Ka« 
tl(;nal  House  of  Repreeentatlvee,  propoee* 
that  the  rules  in  force  at  the  last  preceding 
session  be  adopted  until  otherwise  ordered, 
evidencing  the  view  that  such  rulee  would 
not  be  operative  without  afllrmatlve  action 
of  the  part  of  the  body  thus  adopting  them. 
In  nearly  half  the  States  of  the  Union  mem- 
bers of  the  upper  branch  of  the  legislature 
are  elected  for  terms  double  the  length  of 
those  of  the  lower  house,  and  are  eo  classi- 
fied as  that  one-half  of  them  go  out  of  office 
with  each  general  change  in  the  more  nu- 
merous branch.  Usually  the  lieutenant  gov- 
ernor Is  made  ex  officio  presiding  officer  of 
tlie  upper  house.  Yet  they  all,  apparently, 
adopt  rules  on  assembling  after  a  general 
election;  In  none  Is  any  countenance  given 
to  the  Idea  that  the  rules  adopted  at  some 
remote  time,  under  conditions  that  might  t)e 
characterized  as  primitive,  are  efficacious  to 
prevent  the  representatives,  coming  fresh 
from  the  people,  from  carrying  out  their  will 
with  all  due  speed. 

TTie  memorandum  sent  to  the  desk  a  few 
moments  ago  contains  a  list  of  21  SUtes — 
half  of  the  members  of  whose  senates,  respec- 
tively, are  hold-overs — In  all  of  which  the 
custom  prevails,  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  For  convenience  of  verification  the 
page  of  the  Senate  Journal  Is  given  in  each 
instance.  I  ask  that  the  memorandum  be 
printed  as  an  appendix  to  my  remarks. 

The  Vice  Psxsident.  Without  objection,  It 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr  Walsh  Mr.  President,  what  has  been 
thus  far  ofiered  may  be  said  to  be  more  or  lese 
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technk:^  In  CJiaractcr.  I  should  despair  of 
securing  acceptance  of  the  views  which  have 
been  advanced,  however  sound  they  ml^t 
appear  to  thot>e  who  have  followed  the  dis- 
cussion, as  a  D^ttcr  of  strict  legal  right,  un- 
less the  conviction  is  aroused  that  elemental 
justice  and  sound  policy  demand  their  adop- 
tion. 

Why  should  the  Senate,  as  It  Is  constituted 
during  any  particular  Congresa.  have  power 
to  impose  Its  v  lews  concerning  the  procedure 
in  this  body  upon  the  Senate  of  sonae  suc- 
ceeding Congress,  oim- third  ol  the  Members 
of  which  posbialy.  never  heard  of  the  rules  to 
which  they  become  subject?  I  appeal  partic- 
ularly to  the  aew  Members  appearing  upon 
this  floor  for  ;.he  first  time  2  days  ago,  and 
to  you.  Mr.  President,  and  to  my  fellow  Mem- 
bers In   their    behalf. 

Why  should  such  Members  be  bound  by 
the  so-called  rule  of  "unlimited  debate" 
which  the  Senite  tiiat  assembled  in  the  year 
1808  deemed  ^vlse  to  adopt  to  regulate  Its 
deliberations?  Is  it  consistent  with  the  idea 
of  representa.lve  government  that  they 
should  be  restrained  by  such  a  rule  or  by 
any  rule  to  «hich  their  assent  was  never 
given  and  nevfr  asked?  What  is  the  theory 
upon  which  you  decline  to  hold  them  bound 
by  any  action  which  the  Senate,  aa  consti- 
tuted before  tiey  entered  it.  may  have  taken 
with  reference  to  any  blD?  Why  Is  It  in- 
sisted that  ei'erything  proceed  de  novo? 
What  Is  the  basis  of  reason  underlying  the 
want  of  powei  to  proceed  with  all  bills  at 
the  stage  at  which  they  had  arrived  at  the 
death  of  one  Congress  upon  the  assembling 
of  another?  Clearly,  because  the  people, 
whose  representatives  we  are.  have  a  right  to 
have  all  measvres  that  engage  the  attention 
of  this  body  considered  without  prejudice  on 
account  of  an/  action  that  may  have  been 
taken  by  a  Se  late  Whose  course  and  record 
had  made  It  oc.Kstis,  or  which,  for  some  other 
reason,  had  been  regenerated  so  far  as  it 
was  possible  tc  make  a  change.  It  Is  because 
the  new  Members.  comli:g  fresh  from  tha 
people,  ought  to  have  the  right  to  be  heard 
and  be  accord.«d  the  opportunity  to  vote  in 
the  light  of  Information  gleaned  at  every 
•tnge  of  the  passage  of  a  bill  or  resolution. 

The  formalities  observed  are  enjoined  by 
the  rules  and  by  general  parliamentary  law, 
BO  that  through  deliberation  a  wiser  conclu- 
sion may  mori-  certainly  be  aeeured.  More- 
over the  elections  which  bring  an  entirely 
new  membership  to  the  House  and  new 
Members  to  tfe  number  of  one-third  to  the 
Senate  are  quite  the  equtvslent  of  those 
which  enstie  in  most  countries  upon  a  dis- 
solution of  the  parliament.  The  sense  of  the 
people  Is  taken  concerning  measures  passed 
as  well  as  thme  proposed.  The  result  should 
not  be  without  its  lewons  to  those  Beaa- 
tors  who  are  :o  continue  their  service.  All 
ought  to  act  :ind  be  required  to  act  In  the 
light  Of  the  lntest  expression  of  the  people. 
It  Is  quite  g.?nerally  understood  that  the 
mere  matter  of  the  reference  of  a  bin  to  one 
committee  rather  than  to  another  occasion- 
ally signifies  "vhether  It  Is  again  to  see  the 
llKht  of  day  or  not.  Neither  the  new  Mem- 
ber nor  the  eld  Member  whose  views  have 
changed  to  conform  to  the  popular  win  ought 
to  be  required  to  acquiesce  in  the  reference 
of  a  bill  to  an  adverse  committee.  For  nic^* 
reasons  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  Its  committee  goes  for  naught 
when  It  gets  the  regular  infusion  of  new 
blood. 

"Vacancies  In  the  committees  occasioned 
by  the  regular  retirement  of  one-third  of  the 
Members  are  not  Qlled  up  as  they  are  In  the 
event  of  the  ixrcurrerwe  of  such  during  the 
life  of  the  Congress.  They  are  constituted 
anew  at  the  commencement  of  each  Con- 
press,-  to  use  the  language  of  role  XXXIfl. 
Treaties  fall  that  are  not  acted  upon  at  the 
adjournment  of  any  final  session  of  a  Con- 
gress, thotjgh  they  preserve  their  status  from 
one  Interim  session  to  another  (rule 
XXX^m  •  Oin  anyone  assign  any  good 
reason  why  the  Senate,  as  it  begins  the  work 


oX  a  new  Congress,  should  be  uns^stralned  by 
any  action  theretofore  taken  upon  any  bill 
or  rescklutioa  or  treaty  or  in  the  a{>poinUaent 
of  committees  and  yet  he  subject  to  the  fiai 
of  this  aasenibly  at  some  earlier  day  as  to  the 
method  it  is  to  pursue  in  dealing  with  bilia 
or  reeoluUcQs  or  treaties  identical  in  every 
respect  with  those  theretofore  considered? 
The  theory  of  the  perpetuity  of  the  rules  sub- 
serves no  good  purpose  and  la  a  convenient 
one  for  the  promotion  of  the  ends  of  fac- 
tional reactionaries. 

It  is  well  known  that  adroit  parliamentar- 
ians in  the  service  of  corrtipt  masters  of 
some  of  our  legislative  assemblies  contrive 
speciously  to  have  the  rules  so  framed  as  to 
be  useful  in  obstructing  the  enactment  of 
remedial  legislation  and  then  tie  the  handa 
of  later  legislatures  by  procuring  the  hur- 
ried adoption,  on  organization,  of  the  rulea 
of  the  last  assembly. 

The  idea  I  am  combating  is  a  refinement 
on  this  hoary  but  unhonored  practice.  It  ia 
fraught  with  a  danger  even  more  grave,  illus- 
trated by  an  incident  in  the  history  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  whose 
senate  is  constituted,  as  will  be  remembered, 
upon  the  model  of  the  National  Senate.  As 
a  result  of  the  elections  held  in  the  fall  of 
1893  the  political  complexion  of  the  Senate  of 
that  State  changed,  though  contests  were 
Instituted  which,  if  successful,  would  pre- 
serve the  status  of  the  preceding  year.  A 
majority  of  the  hold-overs  were  Democrats. 
These  assembled  in  the  customary  meeting 
place  and  piroclaimed  themselves  the  duly 
organized  senate.  They  set  up  the  cladm  that 
the  senate  Is  a  continuous  body;  that  on  as- 
sembling alter  the  election  the  old  members 
alone  constituted  the  senate;  that  they  alone 
could  admit  new  members;  that  they  alone 
were  invested  with  the  right  to  pass  upon  the 
credentials  of  the  new  members  and  to  say 
which.  If  any,  of  two  contesting  for  the  same 
seat  should  be  recognized  pending  the 
contest. 

The  conditions  excited  what  appeared  to  be 
a  well-grounded  surplclon  on  the  part  of  the 
Republican  members  of  a  plot  to  seat  enough 
Democratic  claimants  to  maintain  the  su- 
premacy In  the  chamber  of  the  party  to  which 
they  adhered.  The  Republican  hold-overs 
organlwd,  with  their  brethren  newly  elected, 
a  separate  aeeemblage  which  sat  In  the  ante- 
chamber and  claimed  to  be  the  only  true 
•enate,  The  rlvalrlee  of  the  two  bodies  be- 
came the  subject  of  inquiry  by  the  supreme 
e<rtirt  of  that  State  which  utterly  exploded 
the  claim  of  continuity,  and  with  It  the  pre- 
tension of  the  majority  hold-overs  that  none 
might  participate  In  the  deliberations  of  the 
new  senate,  if  so  It  may  be  called  until  ad- 
mitted In  due  course  by  an  assemblage  of 
thoee  whose  terms  had  not  expired  and  at 
such  time  as  suited  their  convenience  or 
their  whim.  The  details  will  be  learned  from 
the  report  of  the  case  State  v.  RoQera  (55 
N.  J.  L..  40O). 

Win  It  be  contended  that  on  assembling 
after  the  4th  day  of  XIarch  in  the  odd- 
numbered  years,  two-thirds  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  of  the  preceding  Congress  may 
proclaim  then:is(:lve6  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, appoint  from  among  their  number  a 
comnuttee  on  credentials,  charge  it  with 
the  duty  of  examining  into  the  credentials 
of  all  new  claimants  to  seats  in  this  body, 
and  that  meanwhile  and  pending  a  report 
from  that  committee  it  may  proceed  with 
the  transaction  of  business?  Such  a  pro- 
cedure would  not  be  an  abuse  of  power  but 
a  usurpation. 

Iklembers  presenting  themselves  Monday 
morning  were  sworn  upon  exhibiting  their 
credentials,  and  immediately  acquired  the 
right  to  participate  in  all  the  proceedinga 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Is  the  Senator  from  Mob- 
tanii  referring  to  the  present  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Montana  himself  during  the 
session  of  the  Sei^te  of  the  last  Cougreaa 


rose  In  his  seat  and  presented  the  credentials 
of  his  colleague  [Mr.  Myers  J,  who  had  been 
elected  last  November,  and  asked  that  they 
be  received  anrd  entered  upon  the  records  oi 
the  Senate) 

Mr.  Wauh.  I  dkL 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  And  was  that  not  done? 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  was. 

Mr.  Hitchcock.  Did  not  receiving  the  cre- 
dentials of  a  Senator  newly  elected  consti- 
tute an  act  of  the  old  Senate  and  constitute 
a  continuing  membersiiip? 

Mr.  Wa^sh.  Not  at  all.  The  credentials 
were  turned  over  to  the  Secretary  oX  tha 
Senate  here  in  open  Senate. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  why  did  he  not  wait  until  the  convening 
and  organization  of  the  Senate  to  which  his 
colleague  had  been  elected,  and  present  the 
credentials  to  the   Secretary   of   that  body? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  simply  proceeded  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usage. 

Mr.HAaowicK.  Exactly. 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  does  not  signify  anything 
one  way  or  the  other,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

Mr.  STEaLiMG.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  Peesident.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  a£k  tlie  Senator  from  Montana  if  he  seea 
no  advantage  or  convenience  in  the  perma- 
nency and  continuity  of  a  set  of  rules  for  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  have  never  dis- 
covered that  any  disaster  has  come  to  the 
Republic  by  reason  of  the  adoption  of  that 
Idea  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  As 
I  have  tried  to  indicate  to  the  Senate,  the 
matter  has  been  debated  and  debated,  and 
the  practice  in  the  House  has  been  both  ways. 
Finally  tlie  House  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  procedure  now  followed  is  the  course 
that  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SisaLiNG.  Are  not  the  rules  apt  to  be 
better  known  and  better  understood  if  we 
have   continuous  rules? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Oh.  yes.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  however,  need  have  no  appre- 
hension about  that,  because,  of  course,  the 
rules  as  a  complete  body  would  remain  prac- 
tically unchanged.  It  U  exactly  the  «am« 
with  the  rules  of  a  court. 

Mr.  TiiOMA*.  And  of  the  Rouse, 

Mr,  WAX4IH,  The  rules  of  a  court  change 
from  time  to  time,  but  the  bar  generally  un- 
derstand* that  In  any  revUton,  m  a  whole, 
they  would  be  continued  In  force,  and  that 
changes  would  be  made  only  la  specific  ceeee 
In  which  a  necessity  for  the  change  bad  been 
demonstrated  by  experience, 

Mr.  Stkelum.  Take  it  In  general  parlia- 
mentary practice  or  general  parliamentary 
law,  Is  It  not  a  great  advantage  and  con- 
veniex^e  that  we  recognize  certain  fixed  rules 
as  governing  deliberative  bodies? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Undoubtedly.  It  Is  not  to  be 
assumed  that  the  Senate,  in  modifying  its 
rules,  would  disregard  those  fairly  well-fixed 
Iirinclplcs. 

Mr.  STXRLnrc.  Mr.  President.  I  imderstand 
the  Senator  to  say  that  no  new  Member  of 
this  body  ought  to  be  bound  by  the  rules 
which  had  been  enacted  by  a  previous  Sen- 
ate. Then,  a  new  Member  may  move  to 
change  the  rules,  may  he  not? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Stxrlihg.  And  if.  In  the  judgment  of 
a  majority  of  this  body,  the  rules  should  be 
changed,  they  may  be  changed  at  any  time? 

Mr.  Walsh.  A  new  Member  may  move  to 
change  the  rules;  but  just  so  long  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  has  physical  endur- 
ance to  stand  on  the  floor  the  change  could 
not  be  made. 

Mr.  STKauno.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  It 
may  appe^  to  the  wisdom  and  the  good 
judgment  of  the  Senate  that  the  one  par- 
ticuiar  rule  to  which  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana r«f«^r«  should  be  citauged.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter Uiat  majr  be  broucbt  before  tbe  Senate 
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at  any  time.  It.  after  all.  rests  In  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Senate,  to  be  determined  by  a 
majority  vote,  whether  that  rule  should  bo 
changed,  vhether  or  not  It  Is  a  hindrance  to 
legislation,  or  whether  It  Is  In  the  Interest  or 
not  In  the  Interest  of  the  public  welfare. 

Mr.  HrrcHCOCK.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  Passronrr.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  do. 

Mr.  HrrcHCocK.  Before  the  Senator  re- 
siimes  I  should  like  to  ask.  If  It  would  be 
a^eeable  to  him,  to  have  put  Into  the  Record 
the  Joint  resolution  adopted  by  Congress  on 
January  22,  1867,  which  called  a  session  of 
the  new  Congress  to  follow  It  on  March  4, 
1867. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  would  be  agreeable  to  me, 
Mr.  President,  but  I  trust  It  will  be  put  in  at 
the  conclusion  rather  than  in  the  body  of  my 
uddress. 

Mr.  HrrcHcocK.  Then,  I  now  ask  consent 
that  the  Joint  resolution  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred be  inserti^d  in  the  RicoaD  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  be- 
cause It  shows  that  heretofore  Congress  has 
used  its  power  to  call  a  session  of  Congress, 
and  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  the  President 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  true  that  in 
the  New  Jersey  case  the  coiu"t  accepted  with- 
out inquiry  the  oft-repeated  assertion  that 
the  United  States  Senate  is  a  continuous 
body,  but  pointed  to  some  provisions  of  the 
local  constitution  which  It  said  served  to 
differentiate  it  from  the  senate  of  that  State. 
But  the  whole  argument  of  the  court  against 
the  pretensions  of  continuity  In  the  life  of 
the  New  Jersey  Senate  is  equally  applicable 
to  its  counterpart  in  the  Federal  Congress. 

The  claim  rests,  in  the  case  of  both  bodies, 
upon  the  fact  that  two-thirds  of  th3  Mem- 
bers, more  than  a  quorum,  are  always  in 
office,  and  that  a  presiding  officer  Is  desig- 
nated by  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  am  obliged  to 
leave,  I  want  to  submit  a  few  observations 
now  upon  matters  that  will  be  under  con- 
sideration, assuming  that  the  view  for  which 
I  am  contending  is  rejected. 

The  Vies  President.  May  the  Chair  Inter- 
rupt the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Certainly. 

The  ViCK  President.  The  Chair  desires  to 
remain  in  the  position  he  has  taken — that  it 
is  not  any  of  his  business  what  rules  the 
Senate  adopts,  and  that  he  has  no  function 
except  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  Senate — 
but  take  the  old  rules.  The  rule  provides 
that  no  motion  to  suspend,  modify,  or  amend 
the  rules  "shall  be  In  order,  except  on  one 
day's  notice."  and  so  forth.  The  Senator  is 
conversant  with  it.  Is  there  any  inconsist- 
ency in  the  fact  that  there  are  now  rules  of 
the  Senate  which,  if  they  are  to  be  amended 
in  any  particular,  must  be  amended  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  rules,  and  the  bror.d 
proposition  that  a  set  of  new  rules  may  be 
presented  as  an  entirety  to  take  the  place 
of  the  existing  rules? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  should  say,  quite  so;  the  two 
are  utterly  inconsistent.  If  the  old  rules 
are  in  force 

The  Vice  President.  The  S-^nator  does  not 
get  the  point  the  Chair  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  enlighten  the  Senate  upon. 

Mr.  Walsh,  i  shall  attend  very  carefully. 

The  Vice  President.  What  have  the  old 
rules  of  the  Senate  to  do  with  the  desire  of 
the  Senate  to  adopt  new  rules  at  once.  If 
they  want  to,  if  they  are  presented  aa  a  whole, 
Instead  of  as  amendments? 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  new  rules,  as  a  whole,  an 
entire  body  of  new  rules  are  presented — and 
that  is  what  I  have  done;  I  have  presented  an 
entire  body  of  new  rules,  which  are  identical 
with  the  old  rules,  with  the  exception  of 
rule  XXII — I  have  no  doubt  that  some  Sen- 
ator will  make  a  point  of  order  that  the  mo- 
tion is  out  of  order;  that  my  resolution  con- 
templates an  amendment  of  the  rules;  and 
that  the  rules  can  be  amended  only  In  ac- 


cordance with  their  provlslona.  They  mtist 
go 

The  Vic«  Prxsident.  Has  any  Presiding 
Officer  ever  ruled  In  that  way? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  understood  the  Chair  to  say 
yesterday  that  in  his  view 

The  Vice  President.  There  are  rules  here? 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  the  old  rules  were  In 
force. 

The  Vice  President.  Yes. 

Mr.  Walsh.  My  contention  Is  that  the  body 
is  now  governed  by  general  parliamentary 
law  and  not  by  the  old  rules. 

Mr.  Williams.  There  are  no  old  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  there  are  no  Old 
rules  cif  the  Senate  at  the  present  time. 

The  Vice  President.  The  Chair  does  not 
desire  to  break  off  the  continuity  of  thought 
of  the  Senator  from  Montana  or  to  Interfere 
in  this  matter,  but  the  Chair  perceives  a  very 
great  distinction  between  attempting  to 
amend  the  rules  or  a  part  of  the  rules,  and 
Che  presentation  of  a  new  'et  of  niles  to  be 
adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  parliamentary  situation  of  a  cer- 
tain resolution  Introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from 
Montana  if  he  requested  the  reference  of  the 
resolution  to  a  committee? 

Mr.  W.^lsh.  If  my  view  Is  correct,  there  is 
no  committee  to  which  it  can  be  referred;  in- 
deed I  think  that  is  the  state  of  affairs  any- 
way— that,  under  the  rules,  there  Is  no  com- 
mittee to  which  it  can  be  referred. 

Mr.  Sterling.  Would  the  Senator  from 
Montana  say  that  it  should  He  over  until 
another  day? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Why,  no.  According  to  my 
view,  I  say  it  can  be  disposed  of  Just  as  reso- 
lutions in  a  political  convention  are  disposed 
of,  governed  by  general  parliamentary  law. 
There  Is  no  rule  that  requires  it  to  He  over 
any  time.  That  Is  the  argument  I  have  been 
making,  that  there  is  no  rule,  and  the  Sen- 
ate now  can  proceed  Just  as  it  directs  with  re- 
spect to  the  matter;  and  there  is  no  rule 
except  general  parliamentary  law  goveruiug 
its  action. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will 
pardon  me,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  that  Is  exactly  the  situa- 
tion that  would  obtain  In  the  H^^use  of  Rep- 
resentatives, if,  upon  the  assembling  of  that 
body,  some  Member  introduced  a  resolution. 

Mr.  Sterling.  I  understand  the  Senator's 
position. 

Mr  Harding.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Montana  must  admit  that  political  con- 
ventions, to  which  he  makes  allusion,  first 
adopt  the  rules  governing  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives until  they  adopt  their  own  rules 
of  procedure;  but  in  this  case  the  Senator 
from  Montana  Is  assuming  a  status  of  legis- 
lative chaos.  We  have  nothing  practi- 
cally—— • 

Mr.  Walsh.  Not  at  all.  I  recognize  that 
sometimes  political  conventions  do  adopt  a 
resolution  of  that  kind;  but  more  often  they 
do  not.  They  slmoly  proceed,  and  Robert's 
Rules  of  Order  or  Reed's  Rules  of  Order  are 
referred  to. 

Mr.  Williams.  And  Jefferson's  Manual. 

Mr.  Walsh.  And  Jefferson's  Manual  is  re- 
ferred to;  so  that  no  resolution  on  the  sub- 
ject of  rules  Is  adopted  at  all. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on 
my  feet,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Montana  another  question. 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me. 
of  course  assemblages  of  all  kinds  gather  lii 
this  country,  farmers'  meetings,  teachers' 
institutes,  and  all  that  kind  of  thing,  and 
they  proceed  quite  successfully  without  the 
adoption  of  any  rules. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  all  bodies  start 
out  with  a  temporary  organization,  and  adopt 
some  recognized  rules  of  procedure.  I  want 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana  if  he  holds 
that  there  is  anything  to  Impede  a  change 
of  the  rule  which  he  has  in  mind  If  the  Sen- 


ate accepts  Its  recognized  rules  and  pro- 
ceeds In  regular  order  to  make  the  change? 

Mr.  Walsh.  If  I  am  sound  In  my  opinion, 
It  Is  simply  impossible  to  change  the  rules 
so  long  as  one  man  has  the  physical  endur- 
ance requisite  to  prevent  the  change.  I  of- 
fered a  resolution  this  morning  which 
contemplates  a  change  of  the  rules.  Under 
the  rules,  if  they  do  exist,  any  Senator  nmy 
debate  that  motion  without  end  and  without 
limit;  one  may  raise  a  point  of  order  that 
debate  upon  the  matter  Is  out  of  order,  and 
If  the  Chair  should  sustain  that  point,  and 
assunrlng  that  the  old  rules  are  In  force  and 
that  we  are  proceeding  In  accordance  with 
them  to  secure  an  amendment,  an  appeal  Is 
taken,  the  appeal  may  be  debated  without 
end,  and  thus  the  amendment  of  the  ndea 
is  frustrated. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Montana  and  I  are  agreed  as 
to  the  object  aimed  at.  I  am  quite  content 
to  say  that  I  favir  some  modified  form  of 
cloture  rule;  but  the  point  I  want  to  make 
is.  that  where  the  sentiment  of  this  body  Is 
favorable  to  a  change  of  the  rules  no  dilatory 
tactics  can  long  obtain  In  opposing  that 
change  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh  The  Senator  has  not  been  her* 
as  long  as  some  of  us. 

Mr.  Harding.  That  Is  quite  true;  I  admit 
that;  but  I  am  not  ready  to  accept  the 
soundness  of  the  Senator's  argument,  that 
this  Is  not  a  continuing  body;  and  I  cannot 
accept  the  contention  that  we  must  first 
entor  into  a  state  of  chaos  in  order  to  bring 
about  the  reform  which  the  Senator  seeks. 

Mr.  Overman.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  yield  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  Wal.«!H.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Overman.  Tlie  Senator  from  Montana 
stated,  in  answer  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Sterling  1, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  there  were  no  commit- 
tees now.  1  will  remind  the  Senator  that 
Senator  Kern  intro<luced  a  resolution,  which 
pas-sed  this  body,  continuing  in  force  the 
committees  of  the  Senate  as  they  then 
existed.  So  that  there  are  committees  now 
in  existence. 

Mr  Hakd:ng.  If  the  Senator  from  Montana 
will  not  be  annoyed  at  auowher  interrup- 
tion  

Mr.  Walsh    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  HARDtNG.  If  there  are  no  committees 
continued.  I  should  like  to  know  by  what 
process  the  Committee  on  Rules  authorita- 
tively designates  what  apartments  the  sev- 
eral   Senators   sliall    occupy? 

Mr.  Overman.  I  say  that  the  committees 
have  been  continued  in  force  by  the  action 
of  this  body. 

Mr   Hardino.  I  think  that  very  wise 

Mr  Waljh  I  did  not  understand  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  as  to  the 
activities  of  the  Ccmmlttee  on  Rules. 

Mr  Harding.  I  asked  If  there  were  no  ctm- 
mlttees  now.  by  what  authority  could  the 
Committee  on  Rules  designate  to  the  new 
Senators  their  apartments  in  the  Senate  Of- 
fice Building? 

Mr.  Thomas    Mr.  President 

^tr.  Overman.  If  the  Senator  will  excuse 
me  Just  a  moment,  I  will  read  the  resolution 
which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  motion 
of  Senator  Kern,  of  Indiana.    It  is  as  follows: 

"Raolved,  That  the  standing  committees 
of  the  Senate  as  constituted  at  the  end  of 
this  session  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  con- 
tinued until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  or 
until  their  successors  are  duly  elected." 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
from  Montana  will  permit  me,  that  resolution 
Indicates  that  the  committees  are  In  exist- 
ence by  virtue  of  a  special  act  of  the  last 
Senate,  and  not  because  they  continued  un- 
der the  rules,  the  existence  of  which  Is  now 
being  challenged  by  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana. 

Mr.  Overman.  Mr.  President,  I  thought 
some  Senator  mieht  rise  and  say  that  I  was 
exceeding  my  authority  In  assigning  rooms 
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to  the  new  Senators,  and  inasmuch  as  the 
Senator  from  Montana  said  there  were  no 
committees,  I  desired  to  direct  his  attention 
to  the  resolution  which  has  been  adopted. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  think  every 
one  will  acquiesce  In  the  course  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  In  the  matter  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  Likewise, 
Mr.  President,  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
immediately  suggests  that  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Senate  that  the  committees  would 
die  unless  some  action  were  taken  continu- 
ing them. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Thompson.  There  Is  another  obstruc- 
tion to  a  change  in  the  rules.  Under  the  old 
rules,  as  they  have  been  Interpreted  by  this 
body  several  times  within  the  last  few  years, 
the  Senate  has  decided  under  rule  XI  that 
it  requires  a  two-thirds  vote,  even  when  we 
get  the  question  up  to  a  vote,  to  suspend 
or  to  modify  any  rule  of  the  Senate.  The 
Senate,  by  its  interpretation,  has  written  that 
Into  the  rules,  although  from  the  language 
of  the  rule  Itself  It  would  seem  that  a  ma- 
jority should  control.    The  rule  is  as  follows: 

RULE  XL.   SUSPENSION   AND   AMENDMENT  OF  THE 

RULES 

No  motion  to  suspend,  modify,  or  amend 
any  rule,  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  be  In 
order,  except  on  one  day's  notice  In  writing, 
specifying  precisely  the  rule  or  i>art  proposed 
to  be  suspended,  modified,  or  amended,  and 
the  purpose  thereof.  Any  rule  may  be  sus- 
pended without  notice  by  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  Senate,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  In  clause  1.  rule  XII. 

As  will  be  observed,  there  Is  absolutely 
nothing  In  the  rule  that  can  possibly  be  c©n- 
sirued  as  fairly  Implying  the  requirement 
of  a  two-thirds  vote,  but  the  Senate  has  un- 
fortunately decreed  otherwise. 

The  Vice  President.  The  Senate  has  not  so 
decided.  Tlie  requirement  as  to  a  two-thirds 
vote  relates  to  a  suspension  of  the  rules,  and 
not  to  a  mot^ficatlon  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  Myers  Mr.  President,  If  my  colleague 
will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment,  as  I  am 
obliged  to  leave  the  Chamber  shortly,  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  earlier  In  the  day  I  presented 
a  number  of  memorials  from  the  Montana 
Legislature.  I  overlooked  the  fact  that  by 
resolution  of  the  preceding  Congress,  the 
committees  of  this  body  had  been  continued. 
I  asked  that  the  memorials  lie  on  the  table. 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees  to 
which  they  pertain. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  shall  object  to  that. 

The  Vice  President.  There  seems  to  be 
objection. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  think  they  can  very  well 
remain  where  they  are  until  we  actually  get 
to  work. 

But  let  It  be  assumed  that  the  argument 
thus  far  made  cannot  be  accepted,  that  the 
Senate  Is  Indeed  a  continuous  body  In  the 
widest  sense:  that  the  rules  are  endowed 
with  a  vitality,  upon  which  age  makes  no 
Inroads.  I  trust  I  am  not  wanting  In  rever- 
ence for  the  political  sages  of  a  century  ago 
whose  wisdom  In  all  things  that  appertain 
to  government  has  commanded  the  admira- 
tion of  a  grateful  posterity. 

It  may  be  that  we  are  obliged  generally  to 
accept  for  our  guidance  the  rules  they  pre- 
scribed in  1806  to  govern  the  deliberations 
of  the  Senate;  that  we  are  required,  in  a 
double  sense,  to  salute  them  as — 

"The  dead  but  sceptered  sovereigns,  who  still 
rule 
Our  spirits  from  their  urns."* 

I  venture  to  assert,  notwithstanding,  that 
their  power  to  make  rules  was  not  without 
limitation.  The  Supreme  Court  defined  that 
UmlUtlon   In    United   States  v.   Ballin    (144 


U.  S.  8,  6),  saying  In  the  opinion  In  that 
case: 

"The  Constitution  empowers  each  House 
to  determine  its  rules  of  proceedings.  It 
may  not  by  Its  rules  ignore  constitutional 
restraints  or  violate  fundamental  rights,  and 
there  should  be  a  reasonable  relation  be- 
tween the  mode  or  method  of  proceeding 
established  by  the  rule  and  the  result  sought 
to  be  attained." 

The  Senate,  on  the  13th  day  of  January, 
1915,  recorded  Its  Judgment  that,  under  the 
rules  then  recognized,  a  two-thirds  vote  was 
necessary  to  the  suspension  of  the  rule.  A 
majority  determined  that  two-thirds  must 
assent  to  accomplish  a  suspension.  It  is  not 
so  expressed  In  the  rule — rule  XL.  But  It 
was  believed  to  be  implied  therein.  If  so, 
It  is  difficult  to  escape  the  conclusion  that  it 
is  equally  implied  that  a  two-thirds  vote  is 
necessary  to  amend  the,  rules.  Let  it  be 
assumed  that  the  wise  men,  whose  work  these 
rules  are,  expressly  so  declared  In  what  Is 
now  rule  XL.  Had  they  the  right  to  make 
such  a  rule?  Would  It  have  any  efficacy? 
Would  It  be  entitled  to  any  respect  at  any 
time  or  place?  If  they  had  such  right,  they 
might,  with  equal  power,  whatever  might  be 
said  as  to  the  Justice  or  propriety  of  their 
action,  have  prescribed  that  the  rules  should 
not  be  amended  except  with  the  concurrence 
of  three-fourths  of  the  Members  or  nine- 
tenths,  or  99  percent,  or  that  like  the  laws 
of  the  Medes  and  Persians  they  should  re- 
main immutable  forever.  Any  such  regula- 
tion would  be  void  because  It  would  trans- 
gress the  vital  principle  of  majority  rule. 
When  the  Constitution  says  that  each  House 
may  determine  Its  rules  of  proceeding,  it 
means  that  each  House  may,  by  a  majority 
vote,  a  quorum  being  present,  determine  its 
rules. 

It  is  elementary  that  unless  otherwise  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution  the  Senate  can, 
by  a  majority  vote,  do  anything  it  can  do  at 
all.  Speaker  Reed  says  In  his  manual,  speak- 
ing of  amendment  to  the  rules  of  parlia- 
mentary bodies: 

"Such  modifications  the  assembly  Is  always 
competent  to  make.  Such  changes  can  be 
made  by  a  majority.  This  Is  true  even  If  the 
rules  already  adopted  provide  that  two-thirds 
or  any  larger  number  alone  shall  make 
changes.  The  assembly  cannot  deprive  Itself 
of  power  to  direct  Its  method  of  doing  busi- 
ness. It  Is  like  a  man  promising  himself  that 
he  win  not  change  his  own  mind. 

Mr.  Warren.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor permit  me  to  ask  him  a  question? 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 
Mr.  Walsh.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr:  Warren.  As  I  understand,  the  grava- 
men of  the  Senator's  contention  Is  that  he 
wishes  some  cloture  for  the  ending  of  the 
debate;  and  I  Judge  from  what  he  has  said 
that  he  presumes  that  the  proposal  to  amend 
a  rule  would  cause  contention  which  would 
finally  result  In  a  test  of  physical  endur- 
ance. Now,  If  the  Senator  proposes  new 
rules,  does  he  propose  to  muzzle  the  Senate 
BO  that  they  shall  not  debate  them?  And 
if  they  are  new  rules.  Is  there  anything  to 
prevent  debate  on  every  one  of  those  rules 
by  the  Senate  and  by  every  Member  of  It? 
Etoes  he  think  he  would  gain  any  time  in 
the  long  run  by  declaring  that  we  are  In 
chaos  and  without  rules,  and  undertaking  to 
build  up  an  entirely  new  set  of  rules  rather 
than  by  taking  up  the  offensive  rule  and 
amending  It? 

That  is  the  practical  question.  I  am  not 
entering  Into  the  elementarles  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  Walsh.  I  want  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion In  a  perfectly  practical  way.  I  shall 
assume,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  that  the  rules 
will  be  In  substance  the  same;  that  there 
will  be  no  great  change  In  the  general  body 
of  the  rules, 

Mr.  Warren.  I  am  putting  it  right  down 
upon  the  basis  of  the  Senator's  argument 
that  we  are  totally  and  wholly  without  rules; 


that  we  will  start  in  to  adopt  new  rules.  If 
that  Is  true,  no  matter  If  every  rule  but  one 
is  the  same  as  the  Senator  presents  it,  yet 
every  one  of  them  is  open  to  debate,  if  it 
is  offered  as  a  new  matter. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Why,  undoubtedly — undoubt- 
edly. 

Mr.  Warren.  Then  does  the  Senator  think, 
practically,  that  he  would  gain  any  time  in 
that  way  rather  than  simply  to  recognize 
the  old  rules  and  seek  to  amend  the  particu- 
lar one  In  question? 

Mr.  Walsh.  But  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming will  recognize  that  If  a  resolution  were 
presented  here  to  amend  only  one  rule,  un- 
der the  existing  system  every  man  who  cares 
to  do  so  may  get  up  and  talk  about  each 
rule  from  beginning  to  end;  so  they  are  all 
before  us  anyway. 

Mr.  Warren.  I  will  admit  that  under  the 
rules  there  is  practically  unlimited  debate, 
but  what  I  am  getting  at  is  this:  The  Sen- 
ator has  evidently  given  this  matter  great 
attention,  and  has  proceeded  with  great 
ability,  as  he  always  does  with  all  matters 
that  challenge  his  attention;  but  I  cannot 
practically  see  where  we  are  going  to  elimi- 
nate ourselves  any  sooner  from  the  condi- 
tion In  which  the  Senators  and  the  Senate 
find  themselves  If  we  adopt  his  theory  that 
we  are  meeting  here  each  time,  every  2 
years,  without  rules;  because,  as  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  said,  every  body,  when  It 
meets,  assumes  the  rules  of  some  other  body 
until  It  makes  its  own;  and  with  two-thirds 
of  the  older  body  sitting  as  present  Members, 
Is  It  not  better  to  assume  the  rules  of  the 
body  wherein  the  two-thirds  have  helped  to 
make  those  rules  than  to  undertake  to  say 
we  have  none,  or  to  assume  the  rules  of 
some  other  body? 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming 
will  note  that  the  resolution  to  which  I  am 
addressing  myself  provides  that  all  of  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  during  the  last  Con- 
gress be  adopted  as  the  rules  of  the  present 
one,  save  and  except  rule  XXII. 

Mr.  Warren.  Then  to  what  effect  Is  the 
Senator's  argument  leading,  that  we  have 
no  rules,  and  that  we  are  building  up  new 
ones? 

Mr.  Walsh.  It  Is  to  the  effect  that  as  we 
have  no  rules  we  proceed  under  general  par- 
liamentary law  which  permits  us  to  put  an 
end  to  debate  at  some  time. 

Mr.  Warren.  Well,  we  will  do  that,  any- 
'way. 

Mr.  Hughes.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  see 
what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  is  driving 
at.  It  is  within  the  power  of  this  or  any 
other  body,  unless  the  rules  forbid,  to  fix  a 
time  when  a  vote  can  be  had  upon  any 
question.  It  is  within  the  power  of  this 
body  now  to  vote  to  fix  a  time  for  voting 
upon  this  very  proposition  at  2  o'clock,  so 
there  Is  no  practical  difficulty  in  the  way. 

Mr.  Walsh.  That  is  the  line  of  argument 
which  I  am  now  going  to  make — that  a  legis- 
lative body  cannot  deprive  Itself  of  the  power 
to  fix  a  tlmett^hen  a  vote  shall  be  taken. 

Mr.  Warren.  I  understand  from  the  Sena- 
tor, then,  that  he  proposes  to  accept  entire 
and  en  bloc  the  Senate  rules,  with  one  ex- 
ception? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Exactly;  and  that  in  the  ex- 
pectation that  when  that  exception  is  re- 
served, and  an  appropriate  rule  is  made,  we 
can  then  proceed  with  reasonable  dispatch 
to  correct  any  defect  that  there  may  be  la 
other  features  of  the  rules.^ 

Mr.  Warren.  I  wish  the  Senator  to  under- 
stand that  I  do  not  object  to  some  manner 
of  procedure  that  may  terminate  what  some- 
times becomes  intolerable:  but  I  am  not  will- 
ing yet  to  take  the  ground  that  every  2  years 
we  are  at  sea  without  rudder  or  compass 
regarding  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Well,  I  am  thankful  to  the 
Senator  for  the  attention  he  has  given  to 
my  presentation  of  the  other  view  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  Harding  and  Mr.  Fixtchzb  addressed 
the  Chair. 
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Mr.  Walsh.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  who  first  rose. 

Mr.  Haboimg.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Montana  a  question.  I  do  not  want 
him  to  misconstrue  my  motive,  or  to  think 
that  the  proposition  Is  founded  on  the  for- 
tunes of  political  majorities  In  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WAI.SH.  The  Senator  need  have  no  fear 
on  that  score. 

Mr.  Hakding.  The  Senator  spoke  a  moment 
ago  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  having 
the  purpose  that  the  Senate  should  be  di- 
rected by  the  will  of  the  majority.  I  assume 
that  the  Senator  will  agree  that  It  was  also 
designed  that  the  Senate  should  be  a  deliber- 
ative body.  I  want  to  ask  him,  in  perfect 
good  faith,  if  he  believes  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  had  in  mind  at  any  time  the 
domination  of  the  majority  through  a  ma- 
jority in  political  conference  or  caucus, 
whereby  a  minority  of  this  body  could  deter- 
mine the  proceedings  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  doubt 
that  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  had  In 
mind  the  fact  that  they  were  framing  a  sys- 
tem under  which  party  government  would  be 
operative,  and  in  that  view  they  must  have 
recognized  that  party  members  would  confer 
and  endeavor  to  agree  upon  a  concerted  line 
of  action.  I  cannot  doubt  that.  Their 
model  was  the  English  constitution;  experi- 
ence had  taught  them  that  there  were  two 
parties  in  the  Parliament,  and  that  the  two 
parties  were  composed  of  members  who  con- 
ferred together  and  usually  agreed  upon  a 
certain  line  of  action  which  they  desired  to 
pursue. 

Mr.  Hakding.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  perfect 
accord  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  In 
his  statement  that  we  are  a  Government 
through  political  parties.  I  think  that  it 
ever  must  be  so,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  so.  I 
want  to  ask  the  Senator,  however,  if  he  is 
contending  for  a  rule  of  the  majority  which 
will  allow  a  majority  In  caucus  to  direct  the 
majority  in  the  Senate  to  come  In  here  with 
a  previous-question  proposition  which  will 
deny  the  minority  of  the  Senate  the  right  of 
debate? 

Mr.  Walsh.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
would  not  think  for  a  moment  of  advocating 
any  course  the  tendency  of  which  would  be 
to  shut  off  legitimate  debate:  but  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  will  have  recognized 
in  very  recent  events  and  in  the  proceedings 
of  recent  Congresses  the  necessity  for  shut- 
ting off  something  that  is  a  mere  pretense  of 
debate. 

Mr.  Harding.  Mr.  President,  If  I  may  reply 
to  that,  I  am  again  in  accord  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana;  and  I  have  the  abiding 
faith  that  a  conservative  cloture  rule  can  be 
made  a  rule  of  this  body  along  the  lines  of 
regular  procedure  for  the  amendment  of  the 
rules,  without  adopting  a  chaotic  condition 
here  wherein  a  majority  of  the  Senate  can 
fix  the  rules. 

Mr.  Walsh.  Mr,  President,  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  any  chaotic 
condition  would  ensue,  but  I  join  with  him 
in  the  hope  that  a  reasonable  cloture  rule 
may  be  adopted;  and  it  is  in  view  of  the  like- 
lihood of  the  submission  of  such  that  I  am 
now  addressing  the  Senate  upon  the  question 
as  to  whether,  when  it  Is  before  us.  It  will  be 
po&slble  under  the  rules  as  they  exist — as- 
suming that  they  continue — for  a  Senator  to 
stand  here  and  simply  pretend  to  debate,  and 
hold  up  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  until 
he  drops  in  his  tracks  from  physical  exhaus- 
tion. I  want  to  address  myself  to  that  ques- 
tion for  a  few  minutes. 

A  majority  may  adopt  the  rules.  In  the  first 
place.  It  is  preposterous  to  assert  that  they 
may  deny  to  future  majorities  the  right  to 
change  them.  A  court  would  make  Itself  the 
subject  of  ridicule  that  should  attempt  to 
adopt  rules  one  of  which  should  provide  that 
they  could  be  changed  only  by  a  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  Judges.  It  would  not  be  tyran- 
nical to  RUike  such  a  rule;  it  would  be  futile. 
The  court,  when  wiser  men  graced  tha  bench, 
would  contemptuously,  by  a  majority,  set  it 


aside.  It  is  scarcely  less  preposterous  that  a 
legislative  body  should  by  rule  deny  Itself  the 
right  to  bring  debate  to  an  end  and  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  vote;  nay,  that  it  should  by  rule 
provide  that  so  long  as  any  Member  should 
hold  the  floor  and  pretend  to  debate,  there 
should  be  no  vote;  that  though  such  pretense 
should  be  persisted  in  until  it  became  a  hol- 
low mockery,  a  transparent  sham,  a  subject 
of  open  raillery  and  Jocularity,  there  should 
be  no  vote;  that  so  long  as  there  remains  one 
Member  with  physical  strength  to  kee^  the 
floor  there  should  be  no  vote. 

In  the  course  of  debates  in  this  body  in 
which  the  remark  has  been  unreflectingly 
made,  frequently,  that  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuous body  and  that  the  rules  continue  In 
force  from  Congress  to  Congress,  they  have 
been  likened  to  the  rules  of  a  court  that  re- 
main in  force  whatever  changes  ensue  in  the 
personnel  of  the  judges. 

The  Inaptness  of  the  illustration  has  been 
adverted  to.  But  continue  the  comparison. 
Suppose  a  rule  of  court  expressly  authorized 
counsel  to  be  heard  ad  libitum,  what  rever- 
ence would  be  paid  to  it  in  the  face  of  an 
abuse  of  the  right  by  coun.sel  who  undertook 
to  talk  against  time?  Would  not  any  court 
make  Itsel '  contemptible  by  recognizing  any 
force  In  such  a  rule?  To  make  the  parallel 
more  perfect,  let  It  be  assumed  that  the  rule 
forbade  any  decision  so  long  as  any  member 
of  the  bench  desired  to  talk.  Would  not  the 
court  be  declining  to  discharge  the  functions 
reposed  In  It  by  the  Constitution  by  refu.sing 
to  decide,  after  a  reasonable  time  for  investi- 
gation had  elapsed  and  a  re:isonable  oppor- 
tunity had  been  given  to  every  Justice  to 
make  known  his  views  and  to  convert  his 
brethren  to  his  way  of  thlnkint^?  To  delay 
Justice  Is  to  deny  Justice.  The  Judt;e  who 
heeded  .such  a  rule,  after  becoming  satisfied 
that  the  due  proceeding  of  the  court  was  be- 
ing arrested  to  await  adjournment  or  a 
change  in  its  comp<J6itlon.  or  some  other  for- 
tuitous circum.=:tance  that  might  avert  the 
Impending  Judi^ment.  would  be  guilty  of  a 
violation  of  his  oath  to  administer  Justice 
without  delay. 

1  assert  unhesitatingly  that  the  Senate  hi.i 
no  power  to  make  a  rule  which  will  prevent 
It  from  brlneint^  debate  to  a  close  or  setting 
a  time  for  a  vote.  Tha'  there  are  limitations 
upon  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  bring  on  a 
vote  may  be  conceded,  but  U>  maintain  that  a 
rule  has  any  virtue  under  whii-h  one  man 
may,  by  his  physical  prowe.ss  alone,  defeat 
a  vote  is  to  invite  calamity  unspejikable  and 
expose  the  Senate  to  the  well-deserved  con- 
tempt of  mankind. 

Reflecting  upon  this  question  being  dis- 
cussed. I  wrote  2  years  ago  as  follows: 

"Much  has  been  said  recently  of  prepared- 
ness and  the  subject  promises  to  engage  the 
earnest  thought  of  Congress, 

"The  people  whom,  in  our  feeble  way.  we 
are  trying  here  to  represent  are  evidently 
resolved  to  take  upon  them.selves  burdens 
for  providing  and  maintaining  a  Naval  and 
Military  E^stabll.shment  greaU-r  than  ever 
heretofore  borne  in  time  of  peace,  and  rival- 
ing those  rendered  necessary  by  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  Civil  War.  A  genuine  alarm  per- 
vades the  country  lest  some  enemy  may.  in 
the  very  near  future,  attack  us.  Imagine  the 
time  at  hand  and  the  foe  bearing  down  upon 
us.  The  crisis  involves  the  very  life  of  the 
Nation.  The  occasion  brooks  no  delay.  Ac- 
tion -  Immediate  action — by  Congress  is  im- 
perative. Congress  is  empowered  by  the 
Constitution  to  declare  war.  Constress  It  Is 
that  Is  to  raise  and  support  armies.  Con- 
gress Is  to  provide  and  maintain  a  Navy. 
Con^'ress  Is  to  provide  for  callim?  forth  the 
militia  to  repel  Invasions  and  to  ori^anlze 
armies  and  discipline  them  to  that  end. 
Congress  It  Is  that  must  lay  and  collect  taxes 
to  meet  the  expenditures  of  war  and  that 
must  borrtiw  money  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States  for  the  vigorous  prosecution 
of  war.  It  is  scarcely  conceivable  that  war 
should  be  precipitated  or  be  Impending  with- 
out an  appeal  from  the  President,  both  In 


his  civil  capacity  and  as  Commander  In  Chief 
of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  Nation, 
for  some  hurried  action  by  Congress.  Such 
an  appeal  comes  to  this  body.  It  flnds  a 
ready  response  except  from  a  small  coterie  of 
Senators,  who  spell  each  other  on  the  floor 
until  the  enemy  thunders  at  the  gates  of  our 
cities,  and  the  Republic  has  had  its  death 
blow.  They  may  be  honest  but  misguided 
peace-at-any-prlce  men,  who  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  war  Is  Inevitable,  and  continue  to 
hope  that  the  awful  horror  of  armed  con- 
flict may  be  averted  by  further  peaceful 
overtures. 

"Multitudes  of  sagacious  men  believed  in 
1861  that  the  South  would  not  flght  and 
others  that  the  North  would  never  resort  to 
arms  to  preserve  the  Union.  It  Is  not  In- 
conceivable that  the  obstructionists — flll- 
busterers — may  be  actuated  by  traitorous 
sentiments.  The  Revolution  had  Its  Arnold. 
I  trust  I  offend  no  sensibilities  in  referring 
to  the  fact  that  In  1861  10  or  more  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  were  expelled  for  treason. 
A  Vice  President  of  the  United  States  who 
for  4  years  presided  over  the  Senate,  was 
Indicted  and  tried  for  treason,  and  a  Senator, 
charged  with  him  for  this  capital  offense, 
e.'cai>ed  expulsion  by  but  one  vote.  The 
Senate  had  already  at  that  early  day  ex- 
pelled one  of  Its  Members  for  perfidious 
net^otiations  with  the  enemies  of  his  country. 
We  are  all  sworn  to  bear  true  faith  and 
allej;lance  to  the  United  States — a  needles* 
oath  unless  it  be  that  some  of  us  may,  con- 
ceivably, require  the  aid  of  Heaven  to  keep 
us  true. 

"What  say  you?  Can  the  Senate  make  a 
rule  under  which  it  may  be  held  at  bay  by 
treachery  until  a  foreign  fcje  shall  have  pre- 
vailed over  a  supine  nation?" 

I  repeat,  a  rule  of  the  Senate,  the  effect 
of  which  Is  or  may  be  to  deprive  It  of  the 
power,  under  any  circumstances,  of  bringing 
debate  to  a  close.  Is  void,  Mr,  President,  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who,  being  balked  by 
some  law,  organic  or  otherwise,  would  ruth- 
lessly, having  the  power,  sweep  It  aside  to 
attain  his  end.  Reverence  for  law  is  the 
sure  foundation  upon  which  government  and 
society  alike  rest.  If  in  our  conduct  It  Is 
not  inculcated,  where  shall  we  look  to  find  it 
exhibited?  I  shall  vote  with  a  clear  con- 
science that  we  violate  no  law,  even  assuming 
the  old  rules  remain  in  forcf.  so  far  as  they 
are  valid,  in  fixiinj  a  time  at  which  debate  on 
any  subject  before  this  body  shall  close. 

Mr,  HUMPHREY,  Mr.  President,  It 
had  been  my  hope  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  1  Mr,  Hendrickson  1  would  be 
present  to  continue  the  arpument  in  be- 
half of  the  AndtMson  motion. 

Mr.  TAFT,  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRP:SIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair'  Doe.s  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio? 

Mr,  HUMPHREY,     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  had  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the 
New  Jcr.soy  delegation.  He  will  return 
to  the  Chamber  in  approximately  an 
hour. 

Mr,  HUMPHREY,  Mr,  President,  I 
.shall  proceed  with  the  argument  In  be- 
half of  the  proponents  of  the  motion 
and  shall  look  forward  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  argument  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr,  HENDnicKSON  1  and 
other  Senators,  and  then  to  the  arcu- 
ments  in  opposition  to  the  motion. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  !Mr.  Doug- 
las)' has  made  a  very  exhaustive  and 
comprehensive  analysis  of  the  points 
which  have  been  expressed  thus  far  in 
the  debate  by  those  who  are  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Anderson  motion.     He  has 


also  expressed,  with  considerable  vigor 
and  with  great  insight  into  the  constitu- 
tional and  congressional  history  of  Sen- 
ate rules,  the  position  which  has  been 
advanced  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico I  Mr.  Anderson  1  and  Senators  who 
are  associated  with  him. 

I  should  like,  in  the  time  that  I  shall 
take,  to  consider  again  some  of  the 
points  which  have  been  raised,  particu- 
larly by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft  I  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Russell),  who  are  indeed  worthy  oppo- 
nents in  this  debate.  I  do  not  claim  that 
there  is  a  closed  door  or  a  yes-or-no  an- 
swer to  some  of  the  problems  confronting 
us.  Frankly.  Mr.  President,  we  are 
.searching  for  the  truth.  We  are  search- 
ing for  the  logic  of  argument  that  will 
substantiate  the  point  of  view  we  have 
taken  or  the  proposition  we  have  made. 
I  say  with  equal  candor  that  those  who 
argue  against  us  are  similarly  engaged 
in  that  pursuit. 

So  let  me  make  a  brief  statement  of 
our  ca.se,  so  that  we  may  separate  what 
is  extraneous  and  what  may  be  consid- 
ered on  the  fringe  of  the  issue  from  what 
is  the  heart  of  the  issue.  The  issue  is 
.simply  that  those  of  us  who  are  support- 
ing the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  I  Mr.  Anderson)  believe  that  the 
Senate  has  a  right,  under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  to  adopt  its 
own  rules  for  every  Congress. 

We  recognize  that  it  is  true  that  the 
Senate  ha-s  not  exercised  that  right  since 
1789.  when  the  first  Senate  of  the  United 
States  met.  But  the  fact  that  we  have 
not  exercised  that  right  does  not  in  any 
way  deny  its  validity  or  its  strength. 
Frequently,  after  a  President  of  the 
United  States  has  taken  action  under 
the  terms  of  the  Constitution  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  the  Supreme  Court  has 
ruled  that  the  President  of  the  United 
State.s  does  not  have  any  new  rights  in  an 
emergency,  even  an  emergency  such  as  a 
war,  but  that  the  President  can  exercise 
every  right  which  the  Constitution  places 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment, even  if  they  were  not  previously 
exercised. 

A  similar  situation  exists  in  the  case 
of  the  legislative  branch.  I  say  this,  Mr. 
President,  loecause  one  of  the  compelling 
arguments  made  by  those  who  are  in 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  is  that  since  1789  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  have  continued,  and 
that  the  Senates  of  the  past  have  never 
taken  action  to  adopt  new  rules.  There- 
fore, the  total  of  the  argument  or  the 
deduction  from  it  is  that  because  the 
Senate  has  not  done  so,  it  cannot  adopt 
its  own  rules  anew. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  not  true.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  until  the  time  of  Andrew 
Jackson's  administration,  no  President  of 
the  United  States  had  dismissed  a  Cab- 
inet officer  who  had  been  confirmed  by 
the  Senate.  However,  when  Andrew 
Jackson  got  ready  to  dismiss  Cabinet 
officers,  he  did  so.  His  power  was  tested 
in  the  courts.  The  courts  said  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Chief 
Executive,  possesses  certain  rights;  and 
even  though  he  has  not  exercised  those 
rights,  they  remain. 

So  I  am  saying.  In  terms  of  constitu- 
tional history  and  constitutional  theory, 
that  once  a  right  is  prescribed  in  the 


Constitution,  the  fact  that  It  may  not 
have  been  exercised  does  not  in  any  way 
remove  it  from  the  constitutional  powers 
therein  provided. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  what  we  are 
doing  is  simply  returning  to  article  I, 
section  5,  of  the  Constitution,  with  which 
all  Members  of  this  body  are  fully  fa- 
miliar, which  outlines  the  right — and  I 
emphasize  the  word  "right" — of  both 
Houses  of  Congress  to  adopt  or  deter- 
mine their  rules  of  procedure. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
from  1789  to  approximately  1869  there 
were  joint  rules  for  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  the  Senate,  and  those 
rules  remained  in  force  Congress  after 
Congress  because  of  the  acquiescence  of 
the  two  Houses?  However,  after  those 
joint  rules  had  been  in  force  for  80  years, 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  decided 
to  adopt,  for  its  part,  new  joint  rules, 
with  certain  changes  included  in  them. 
The  Senate  did  precisely  that.  This  is 
virtually  an  analogous  case.  Those  joint 
rules  existed  for  80  years,  but  that  cir- 
cumstance did  not  prevent  the  Senate 
from  acting  to  adopt  new  rules  where 
the  Senate  decided  it  was  the  necessary 
thing  to  do.  At  that  time  it  was  clearly 
demonstrated  that  the  Senate  had  not 
surrendered  any  of  its  constitutional 
rights  by  80  years  of  acquiescence,  but 
still  had  the  power  and  authority  and 
right  to  adopt  new  rules  when  it  saw  fit 
to  do  so.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  HUMPHREYi  The  Senator  from 
New  York  is  absolutely  correct.  The  his- 
tory he  cites  to  us  is  a  part  of  the  public 
record.  I  believe  it  was  a  part  of  the 
famous  debate  between  Senator  Walsh 
and  his  colleagues  in  1917. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  this  ques- 
tion: Why  are  the  Senate  rules  impor- 
tant? I  want  the  opposition  in  this 
argument  to  know  that  we  who  are  the 
proponents  and  the  supporters  of  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
know  and  believe  that  the  Senate  rules 
are  important.  In  fact.  Mr.  President, 
the  rules  of  any  public  body  or  any  pub- 
lic institution  are  of  vital  importance. 
The  fourteenth  amendment  was  origi- 
nally proposed  as  a  guarantee  of  due 
process  of  law.  due  procedure  of  law — 
in  other  words,  a^  a  provision  that  proper 
rules  of  evidence  and  fair  trial  and  im- 
partial proceedings,  as  rules  of  procedure 
in  court,  must  be  fulfilled. 

It  has  been  some  time  since  I  studied 
in  detail  the  constitutional  history  In  re- 
gard to  the  fourteenth  amendment,  but 
I  recall  full  well  that  the  doctrine  of  due 
process  of  law  was  essentially  a  matter 
of  guaranteeing  due  procedure.  The 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon I  Mr.  Morse)  has  on  many  occa- 
sions reminded  this  body  of  the  impor- 
tance of  procedure  as  it  relates  to  ad- 
ministration and  to  legislation.  The 
more  I  have  listened  to  his  splendid  ad- 
dresses and  remarks  on  the  subject  of 
procedure  and  Its  Importance,  the  more 
I  have  realized  how  very  Important  pro- 
cedure is  to  any  public  bo^  or  public 
institution. 

Mr.  President,  20  Senators,  including 
Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  are 
taking  the  time  of  the  Senate  this  early 


In  the  new  Congress  to  debate  this  tech- 
nical question.  We  do  so  because  we 
believe  procedure  is  important.  In  fact, 
the  procedure  of  the  Senate  is  so  im- 
portant that  it  may  very  well  determine 
the  life  of  the  Nation.  Had  Senator 
Walsh  not  contested  the  procedure  of 
the  Senate  In  1917,  our  country  would 
have  been  left  defenseless.  Let  me  say 
now,  although  later  I  shall  review  the 
record  of  filibusters,  that  the  clvll-rlghts 
Issue  is  not  the  only  issue;  but  the  civil 
right  with  which  I  am  concerned  this 
afternoon  Is  the  right  of  the  duly  elected 
Senators  of  the  United  States  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  to  vote. 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  kind  of  sena- 
torial rules  poll  tax  here  that  I  do  not 
like.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  an  obligation  to  vote.  A  legislative 
body  has  a  duty  to  make  decisions,  not 
simply  to  deliberate  or  to  take  exercises 
In  dilatoi-y  tactics. 

Mr.  President.  In  the  months  or  years 
ahead  there  may  come  days  when  there 
win  even  be  Members  of  the  Senate — If 
not  at  this  session  of  Congress,  possibly 
at  other  sessions  of  Congress — who  will 
be  determined  to  oppose  or  put  to  an 
end  a  policy  which  may  be  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  very  life  of  our  Nation. 
That  could  be.  I  say  to  you.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  It  Is  the  responsibility  of  a 
legislative  body  such  as  this  to  protect 
Itself  from  the  kind  of  gag  rule  or  minor- 
ity rule  to  which  a  filibuster,  engaged  In 
for  purp)oses  other  than  those  we  have 
known  up  to  now.  could  be  directed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  I  may  continue 
a  moment,  I  shall  then  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor. Rules  of  procedure  are  basic  to  the 
legislative  process.  Jefferson  knew  that. 
That  Is  why  we  have  Jefiferson's  Manual. 
Every  parliamentary  body  In  the  world 
knows  that,  and  we  know  that  in  the 
United  States  Senate.  That  is  exactly 
what  we  are  debating  about  here  today. 
It  is  not  merely  rule  XXII.  Mr.  President. 
There  may  be  other  rules  that  need  to 
be  changed,  as  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  pointed  out.  We  cannot  afford  to 
have  our  sights  set  upon  a  particular 
rule.  What  we  are  talking  about  Is  a 
principle.  We  are  talking  about  whether 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  Is 
to  be  permitted  to  be  Immobilized  be- 
cause of  rules,  or  whether  it  is  to  be 
permitted  to  be  energized  because  of 
rules.  Rules  of  procedure  should  not  be 
designed  to  Inhibit  but  to  facilitate ;  they 
should  not  be  made  to  Impair  but  to 
expedite.  The  purpose  of  rules  of  pro- 
cedure Is  for  the  purpose  of  processing 
legislation,  and  expediting  the  activities 
of  a  legislative  branch;  and,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  more  numerous  the  Issues  that 
come  to  this  body,  and  the  more  complex 
those  Issues  are,  the  greater  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  United  States  Senate,  the 
greater  the  importance  of  the  rules  of 
procedure. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  will  first  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  then  surely 
I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  know  of  a  simile  great  legis- 
lative body  anywhere  in  Uie  mx>rld  in 


V 


t] 


l*i 


1: 


216 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  7 


m 


which  the  majority  is  blocked  from  tak- 
ing action  by  minorities? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  I  wrote  to  the 
Library  of  Congress,  asking  that  the 
Legislative  Reference  Service  make  a 
study  for  me  of  rules  of  procedure  of 
legislative  bodies,  such  as  the  State  leg- 
islatures, and  the  parliamentary  bodies 
of  the  governments  of  the  free  world.  I 
believe  I  am  correct  in  sajang  that  there 
is  no  parliamentary  or  legislative  body 
in  the  free  world — and  certainly  I  do  not 
want  to  go  any  further  than  the  free 
world — in  the  democratic  world,  that 
does  not  adopt  rules  of  procedure  at  the 
beginning  of  its  legislative  sessions.  Mr. 
President,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  Great 
Britain,  I  believe  after  7  years,  the  Par- 
liament is  automatically  dissolved  and  it 
must  start  all  over.  Even  the  House  of 
Lords,  where  they  hold  their  titles  for 
life,  adopts  rules  of  procedure  each  time 
there  is  a  new  Parliament. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  I  may  add  one  word, 
I  want  to  point  out  that  the  Senator's 
point  of  view  and  mine  has  had  the  con- 
currence of  a  very  great  man,  a  very 
great  President  of  this  country.  I  want 
to  quote  from  a  statement  made  by  Pres- 
ident Woodrow  Wilson,  issued  at  the 
time  of  the  famous  fight  over  the  arming 
of  merchant  vessels,  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  has  already  referred. 
This  is  taken  from  the  New  York  Times 
of  March  5,  1917.    I  read: 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  Is  the 
only  legislative  body  In  the  world  which  can- 
not act  when  Its  majority  Is  ready  for  action. 
A  little  group  of  willful  men,  representing 
no  opinion  but  their  own,  have  rendered  the 
great  Government  of  the  United  States  help- 
less and  contemptible. 

That  Is  pretty  strong  language,  but 
I  think  was  justified  at  that  time,  and 
I  think  the  machinery  against  which  we 
are  now  struggling,  which  ties  the  hands 
of  the  majority  beyond  any  question,  on 
many  issues,  under  many  contingencies, 
problems,  and  dangers,  is  equally  seri- 
ous to  the  life  and  welfare  of  our  coun- 
try, with  the  subject  discussed  by  Presi- 
dent Wilson  in  1917. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  want  to  thank 
the  Senator.  I  shall  yield  in  just  a  mo- 
ment to  my  friend  from  Louisiana. 

For  the  purpose  of  a  more  complete 
record,  Mr.  President.  I  should  merely 
like  to  cite  the  outstanding  Senate  fili- 
busters from  1841  to  1951.  I  should  like 
to  ask,  that  at  this  point  in  my  remarks, 
listing  of  the  outstanding  filibusters  from 
1841  to  1951,  as  prepared  by  Dr.  George 
B.  Galloway,  of  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Legislative  Reference  Service,  be  in- 
cluded. I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Outstanding  Senate  Filibxtstehs  Prom  1841 
TO  1951 

1841 

A  bill  to  renrove  the  Senate  printers  was 
filibustered  against  for  10  days. 

A  bill  relating  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  filibustered  for  several  weeks  and 
caused  Clay  to  Introduce  hla  cloture  resolu- 
tion. 


1846 

The  Oregon  bill  was  filibustered  for  2 
months. 

1863 

A  bill  to  suspend- the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
was  filibustered. 

1876 

An  Army  appropriation  bill  was  filibus- 
tered against  for  12  days,  forcing  the  aban- 
donment of  a  rider  which  would  have  sus- 
pended existing  election  laws. 

1880 

A  measure  to  reorganize  the  Senate  was 
filibustered  from  March  24  to  May  16  by 
an  evenly  divided  Senate,  until  two  Senators 
resigned,  giving   the  Democrats   a  majority. 

1890 

The  Blair  education  bill  was  filibustered. 

The  Force  bill,  providing  for  Federal  su- 
pervision of  elections,  was  successfully  fili- 
bustered for  29  days.  This  resulted  in  the 
cloture  resolution  introduced  by  Senator 
Aldrich  which  was  also  filibustered  and  the 
resolution  failed. 

1893 

An  unsuccessful  filibuster  lastinR  42  days 
was  organized  aRainst  a  bill  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Silver  Purchase  Act. 

1901 

Senator  Carter  successfully  filibustered  a 
river  and  harbor  bill  because  It  failed  to 
Include  certain  additional  appropriations. 

1902 

There  was  a  successful  filibuster  against 
the  tri-State  bill  proposing  to  admit  Okla- 
home,  Arizona,  and  New  Mi-xlco  to  state- 
hood, because  the  measure  did  not  include 
all  of  Indian  territory  according  to  the  ong- 
iiiiil  boui.darles. 

1903 

"Senator  Tillman  (South  Carolina)  filibus- 
tered aijain.'it  a  deficiency  apprdpriatlon  bill 
because  i:  failed  to  Include  a:i  item  pmying 
his  State  a  war  claim.  The  Item  was  finally 
replaced  :n  the  bill. 

1907 

Senator  Stone  filibustered  against  a  ship- 
subsidy  till. 

1908 

Senator  LaFollette  led  a  filibuster  lasting 
28  days  against  the  Vrccland-Aldrich  emer- 
gency currency  law.  The  filibuster  finally 
failed. 

1911 

Senator  Owen  filibustered  a  bill  proposing 
to  admit  New  Mexico  and  Arizona  to  state- 
hood. The  House  had  accepted  New  Mexico, 
but  refused  Arizona  because  of  her  pr'>pcsed 
constitution.  Senator  Owen  filibustered 
against  the  admission  of  New  Mexico  until 
Arizona  was  replaced  In  the  measure. 

The  Cf.nadlan  reciprocity  bill  passed  the 
House  and  failed  through  a  filibuster  In  the 
Senate.  It  passed  Congress  In  an  extraor- 
dinary session  but  Canada  refused  to  accept 
the, proposition. 

1913 

A  filibuster  was  made  af^alnst  the  omni- 
bus public  building  bill  by  Senator  Stone 
of  Missouri  until  certain  appropriations  for 
his  State  were  included. 

1914 

Senator  Burton  (Ohio)  filibustered  against 
a  river  and  harbor  bill  for  12  hours. 

Senator  Gronna  filibustered  against  ac- 
ceptance of  a  conference  report  on  an  Indian 
appropriation  bill. 

In  this  year  also  the  following  bills  were 
debated  at  great  length,  but  finally  passed: 
Panama  Canal  tolls  bill,  30  days;  Federal 
Trade  Commission  bill.  30  days;  Clayton 
amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act.  21  days; 
conference  report  on  the  Clayton  bill,  9  days. 


1918 

A  filibuster  was  organized  against  Presi- 
dent Wilson's  ship-purchase  bill  by  which 
German  ships  In  American  port*  would  have 
been  purchased.  The  filibuster  was  success- 
ful and  as  a  result  three  Important  appro- 
priation bills  failed. 

1917 

The  armed  ship  bill  of  President  Wilson 
was  succes.sfully  filibustered,  and  caused  the 
defeat  of  many  administration  measures. 
This  caused  the  adoption  of  the  Martin  reso- 
lution embodying  the  President's  recommen- 
dation for  a  change  In  the  Senate  rules,  on 
limitation  of  debate. 

1919 

A  filibuster  was  successful  against  an  oll- 
and  mineral-leasing  bill,  causing  the  failure 
of  several  Important  appropriation  bills  and 
nece.ssitatlng  an  extraordinary  session  of 
Congress. 

1921 

The  emergency  tarlflf  bill  was  filibustered 
against  in  January  1921,  which  led  Senator 
Penrose  to  pre.sent  a  rloture  petition.  The 
cl>iture  jieiltlon  failed,  but  the  tariff  bill 
finally  passed. 

1923 

The  Dyer  antllynchlng  bill  was  successfully 
filibustered  against  by  a  group  of  southern 
Senators. 

1923 

President  Harding's  ship  subsidy  bill  waa 
defeated  by  a  filibuster. 

192S 

Senator  Copeland,  of  New  York,  talked  at 
Icntjth  against  ratification  of  the  Isle  of 
Pines  treaty  with  Cuba,  but  the  treaty  was 
finally  ratified. 

1926 

A  10-day  filibuster  against  the  World 
Court  Protocol  wsis  ended  by  a  cloture  vote 
of  68  to  26.  the  second  time  cloture  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate. 

A  bill  f(ir  mli,'r:it()ry  bird  refuges  was  talked 
to  death  by  Slates'  rights  advocates  In  the 
spring  of  1926,  a  motion  for  cloture  failing  by 
a  vote  of  46  to  33. 

1927 

Cloture  apaln  failed  of  adoption  In  1927 
When  It  was  rejected  by  32  yeas  against  59 
nays  as  a  device  to  end  obstruction  against 
the  Swlng-John.son  bill  for  development  of 
the    lower   Colorado   River    Basin. 

One  of  the  fiercest  filibusters  In  recent 
decades  succeeded  In  March  1927  in  prevent- 
int?  an  exten.slon  of  the  life  of  a  special  cam- 
paign lnvestis;ating  committee  headed  by 
James  A  Reed,  of  Ml.ssourl.  "fhe  committee's 
expose  of  ciirniptlon  In  the  1926  senatorial 
election  victories  of  Frank  L.  Smith.  In  Illi- 
nois, and  of  William  S.  Vare.  In  Pennsyl- 
vania, had  aroused  the  ire  of  a  few  Senators 
who  refused  to  permit  the  continuance  of 
the  liivestlttatlon  despite  the  wishes  of  a 
cieiir  majority  of  the  Senate. 

1933 

Early  In  1933  a  2-week  filibuster  was  staged 
against  the  Gliiss  branch  banking  bill  in 
which  Huey  Long  first  participated  as  a  lead- 
ing fi.'ure.  Senators  found  him  Impervious 
to  sarcasm  and  no  man  could  silence  him. 
Cloture  was  defeated  by  the  margin  of  a 
single  vote.  Finally,  the  filibuster  was  aban- 
doned, and  the  bill  passed. 

1935 

The  most  celebrated  of  the  Long  filibusters 
was  stau'Pd  on  June  12-13.  1935.  Senator 
Long  spoke  for  fifteen  and  one-half  hours,  a 
feat  of  physical  endurance  never  excelled  in 
the  Senate,  in  favor  of  th  -  Gore  amendment 
to  the  proposed  extension  of  the  National 
Industrial  Recovery  Act.  But  the  amend- 
ment was  finally  tabled. 

1938 

A  29-day  "feather  duster"  filibuster  in 
January-February.  1938,  defeated  passage  of 
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a  Federal  antllynching  blU.  although  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Senate  clearly 
favored  the  bill. 

1*39 

An  extended  filibuster  against  adoption 
oX  a  monetary  bill,  extending  presidential 
authority  to  alter  the  value  of  the  dollar, 
continued  from  June  30  to  July  5,  19Q9,  but 
finally  failed  by  a  narrow  margin. 

1942,  1944.  1946,  1948 

Four  organized  filibusters  upon  the  peren- 
nial question  of  I'ederal  anti-poll-tax  legis- 
lation were  sricceesfnl  in  these  years.  An 
attempt  to  pass  fair  enip>toyincnt  practice 
legislation  In  1944  was  alao  killed  by  a  flli- 
buater.  The  Senate  cloture  rule  proved  in- 
effective in  Uiese  cases  as  a  device  iot  break- 
ing filibustcra. 

1949 

A  motion  to  take  up  a  resolution  (S.  Res. 
15)  to  amend  the  cloture  :ule  was  debated 
at  Intervals  hi  the  Senate  from  February  28 
to  March  17  when  It  was  amended  and  agreed 
to. 

1»5« 

A  motion  to  take  up  the  FEPC  bill  (S. 
17'i8i  was  debate<t  in  the  Senate,  May  8-19. 
1950,  a  total  of  9  days.  Ten  Senators  spoke 
in  favor  of  il\e  n.otion  to  take  up  (really  In 
support  of  the  liill)  and  8  Senators  spoke 
a^'alnst  the  motion.  According  to  a  rough 
calctilatlon,  the  proponents  of  the  motion 
and  bill  used  Z5  percent,  and  the  opponents 
u.sed  S5  percent,  of  the  space  In  the  Com- 
CRESsioNAL  RxcoKD  demoted  to  the  tubject. 
During  the  d-da)  period  3.414  inches  of  the 
Ukcoho  were  consumed  wiUi  discussion  oX 
lEPC  and  2.835  inches  with  other  matters. 

Mr.  Malone  filibustered  for  11  hours 
at'aliifit  the  conlerence  report  on  the  slot 
machine  bUI  (S.  ;i367)  in  December  1950. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  I  read  from  Public 
Affairs  BulIeUu  64.  of  Llie  Library  of 
Congress ; 

A  filibuster  was  organized  against  Presi- 
dent Wilson's  ship  purchase  bill  by  which 
German  ships  In  iVmerican  ports  would  have 
hern  purchased.  The  filibuster  w.is  suc- 
cessful, and  as  a  result  three  important  ap- 
propriation  bills   tailed. 

That  is  the  price  of  a  filibasiter,  Mr. 
PrcsideiiL,  merel.y  one  price  that  we  paid. 
Reading  furtiier  from  Public  Affairs 
Bulletin  64; 

The  armed  ship  bill  of  President  Wilson 
was  successfully  fllltaustered,  and  caused  the 
defeat  of  many  aUinlnUtratlve  measures. 
This  caused  the  aioption  of  the  Marun  res- 
olutlnn  emta<^..dylng  the  President's  recom- 
mendation for  B  chanfre  In  the  Senate  rules, 
on  limitation  of  debate. 

That  has  been  capably,  ably,  and  fully 
described  by  thi;  Senator  from  Illinois. 
I  shall  not  go  into  that  in  any  more 
dotail.  but  I  want  to  remind  the  Senate 
that  before  Sen.itor  Walsh  was  able  to 
uei  his  change  in  tlie  rules.  President 
Wilsons  program  to  defend  America  had 
been  slopped  dead  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  the  security  of  this  country  was 
jeopardized.  It  wa.s  jeopardized  by  the 
rules  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator,  after  quot- 
ing the  rules,  spoke  of  the  rules  being 
u.<^ed  to  expedite  and  facilitate  and  has- 
ten action,  rather  than  to  delay  action. 
Does  the  Senator  mean  that  Thomas 
Jefferson  entertained  that  idea  in  writ- 
ing Jefferson's  Manual,  or  his  other 
writings? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  recall  my 
direct  reference  to  Thomas  Jefferson,  ex- 


cept to  say  that  Thomas  Jefferson's  Man- 
ual was  a  set  of  procedures  made  to 
facilitate  "the  work  of  the  Congress  and 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  believe,  if  the  Senator 
would  kindly  refer  to  Jefferson's  Manual, 
at  the  very  opening  page,  it  sets  out  that 
the  purpose  of  the  rules  is  for  the  pro- 
tection of  a  minority. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Correct. 

Mr.  LONG.     Quoting  from  him: 

So  far  the  maxim  Is  certainly  true,  and 
la  founded  In  good  sense;  that  as  It  la 
always  In  the  power  of  the  majority,  bf 
their  numbers,  to  stop  any  Improper  meas- 
ures proposed  on  the  part  of  their  opponents, 
the  only  weapons  by  which  a  minority  can 
defend  themselves  against  similar  attempts 
from  those  in  power  are  the  forms  and  rules 
of  proceeding  which  have  been  adopted  as 
they  were  found  necessary. 

That  is  the  first  page  of  Jefferson's 
Manual,  from  which  I  was  reading. 
Thomas  Jefferson  seemed  always  to  feel 
that  the  rules  were  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  a  minority  when  they  were 
defending  what  they  believed  to  be  the 
riyht  of  the  people. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  We  are  deeply  indebted  to 
Thomas  Jefferson,  who  recognized  that 
the  re.'ponsibility  of  government  is  not 
only  to  fulfill  the  will  of  the  majority, 
but  also  to  respect  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  What  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana fails  to  interpret  from  that  which 
he  has  read  is  that  at  the  time  of  Jeffer- 
son's Manual  the  previous  question  could 
be  moved.  It  always  stood  as  a  means  of 
cutting  off  debate  in  order  to  secure  ac- 
tion on  the  particular  proposition  before 
the  legislative  body.  It  prevented  the 
majority  from  riding  rough-shod  over 
any  minority  group  in  the  Congress.  I 
want  to  say  that  that  is  one  thing  that 
is  held  sacred  by  all  of  us.  None  of  us 
wants  to  ride  roughshod  over  anyone, 
either  by  actions  of  commission  or  omis- 
sion. The  sins  of  legislative  commi!i?sion 
are  no  worse  than  the  sins  of  legislative 
omis.sion.  What  Thomas  Jefferson 
sought  to  do  was  to  draw  up  a  manual 
from  experience  as  the  Presiding  OfiScer 
of  the  Senate  which  would  give  guidance 
to  the  membership  of  that  body  so  that 
the  majority  might  legislate  without 
ruthlessly  or  in  any  other  way  violating 
the  rights  of  the  minority. 

I  would  further  note  to  my  friend 
from  Louisiana 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  sees,  how- 
ever, that  the  very  theory  set  forth  in 
the  purpose  of  the  rule  is  to  impede  the 
majority  and  protect  the  minority. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  would  put  it  in 
a  different  way. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  am  simply  quoting 
Thomas  Jefferson's  language,  not  the 
Language  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota. The  Senator  said  it  was  to  expe- 
dite or  hasten 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  did  not  say 
"hasten";  I  said  'expedite."  That  proc- 
ess does  not  necessarily  mean  to  hasten. 
It  means  that  we  shall  not  be  having 
unnecessary  roadblocks  in  the  way  of 
legislative  progress.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  Manual  that  says  we  should  stop 
dead.  Jefferson  was  the  creator  of  the 
philoscH^hy  of  the  living  Constitution  of 
a  forward-moving  Government. 


Aa  the  Senator  from  Illinois  pointed 
cut  so  well  a  little  while  ago.  Jefferson 
believed  that  no  generation  should  be 
governed  by  the  action  of  a  previous  gen- 
eration.   He  thought  that  every  20  years 

Mr.  LONG.    Not  every  20  years. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  very  much  inter- 
ested in  the  ranarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Lomg.]  Does  the  Senator 
gather  from  anything  Jefferson  said  that 
he  wanted  to  give  the  minority  the  right 
to  oppress  the  majority?  ITiat  is  ex- 
actly what  is  happening  today  when  a 
small  minority  can  completely  block  ac- 
tion by  the  majority.  It  can  be  done  by 
a  minority  as  small  as  one  person.  I  do 
not  believe  Jefferson  ever  wanted  to  do 
that,  although  he  was  sincere  in  his 
desire  to  protect  the  minority,  as  every 
other  decent  man  was  and  is  today. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  believe  that  to 
stay  here  today  and  try  to  interpret  tiie 
will  of  Jefferson  and  his  purposes  as  dis- 
closed in  his  many  writings  would  be  a 
task  to  which  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota is  not  capable  of  addressing  him- 
self. Jefferson  was  known  as  one  of  the 
greatest  exponents  of  democratic  repre- 
sentative government,  and  we  are  in- 
debted to  him  for  his  philosophy  and  his 
faith;  but  I  think  he  would  suggest  that 
we  take  care  of  our  own  work  and  not 
leave  it  on  his  shoulders.  Even  Jefferson 
did  not  foresee  what  we  are  faced  wiUi 
in  1953. 

Therefore,  I  think  we  should  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  Senate,  not  resting 
upon  traditions  alone,  because  some  of 
them  did  not  serve  us  well. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  my  own  case  I 
feel,  as  the  Senator  does,  that  while  in 
the  Senate  there  should  be  full  and 
ample  debate,  there  should  be  some  more 
adequate  means  to  bring  debate  to  an 
end  and  to  decide  subjects  on  their 
merits.  I  should  be  willing  to  have  a 
two-thirds  majority  of  the  Senators 
present  or  a  simple  majority  to  determine 
the  length  of  the  debate  on  measures. 
On  the  otlier  hand,  I  have  alwtiys  had  the 
conviction,  and  I  think  the  weight  of  the 
argument  is  to  that  effect,  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  a  continuing  body,  and  it  at  least 
places  one  in  a  difficult  F>osition  to  vote 
for  an  idea  that  negatives  the  proposi- 
tion of  a  continuing  body. 

I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota if  he  feels  that  there  is  some  other 
way  in  the  regular  procedure  whereby 
debate  can  be  limited. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  I  have  been 
perplexed  by  the  same  problem  as  to 
whether  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
or  is  not  a  continuing  body.  The  mo- 
tion made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  I  Mr.  AiroERSONl  is  not  predicated 
upon  the  assumption  that  the  Senate  is 
a  continuing  body.  It  is  predicated  upon 
the  constitutional  right  to  be  exercised 
by  the  Senate  to  adopt  its  own  rules. 

There  are  honest  differences  of  opinion 
amongst  Members  of  this  body  as  to 
whether  we  should  be  able  to  stop  debate 
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by  a  constitutional  two-thirds  vote,  that 
Is.  64  of  the  96  Senators,  or  49  of  the  96 
Senators,  or  a  simple  majority. 

Resolutions  have  been  offered  on  all 
sides  of  the  proposition.  None  of  us 
wants  to  end  debate  until  there  has  been 
a  full  and  complete  discussion.  I  would 
go  so  far  to  say  that  if  14  days  is  not 
sufiScient,  we  can  add  to  the  number  of 
days.  I  think  there  should  be  some  time 
at  which  the  issue  can  be  joined.  The 
problem  Is  not  how  to  get  more  talk,  but 
to  get  a  Uttle  bit  less  talk. 

As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  says,  we  can  change  the  rules 
by  a  majority  vote.  What  beautiful 
words  those  are.  At  times  they  even  mis- 
lead some  of  our  splendid  constituents, 
because  frequently  the  people  do  not 
understand  that  before  we  can  get  an 
opportunity  to  vote  there  must  be  a  mo- 
tion to  bring  up  the  question. 

As  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  has  so  well  stated,  the  prob- 
lem arises  because  the  key  to  the  ques- 
tion of  niles  has  loeen  dropped  into  a 
deep  well.  It  has  been  lost — at  least, 
temporarily.  Why?  Because  section  3 
of  rule  XXII  makes  ii  literally  impossible 
to  stop  debate  upon  a  motion  to  bring 
about  a  change  in  the  rules. 

I  was  very  much  interested  in  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
JENNER].  I  commended  him  yesterday, 
and  I  wish  to  do  so  again  today.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  told  the  Senate 
yesterday  how  he  felt  as  a  result  of  the 
hearings  in  last  year's  Congress.  Of 
course,  hearings  will  be  held  all  over 
again,  except  that  nobody  will  say  any- 
thing new.  Hearings  will  be  held  all 
over  again,  and  a  new  resolution  will  be 
introduced.  This,  incidentally,  is  an- 
other indication  of  a  way  in  which  the 
Senate  is  not  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KEPAUVER.  At  the  last  session 
of  Congress  careful  consideration  was 
given  to  this  matter,  and  I  thought  a 
resolution  was  submitted  to  provide  clo- 
ture by  two-thirds  up  to  a  certain  num- 
ber of  days,  and  then,  after  that  time,  by 
a  majority  vote. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  I  believe  that 
is  correct. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  After  14  or  21  days. 
That  was  a  proposal  which  I  felt  inclined 
to  support  at  that  time.  That  resolu- 
tion was  not  voted  upon  by  the  Senate. 
I  do  not  believe  it  was  brought  to  the 
floor.  Was  that  because  the  Senate  was 
preparing  to  adjourn,  and  committee  ac- 
tion had  not  laeen  taken,  or  was  it  be- 
cause of  something  that  happened  on 
the  floor? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  believe  a  fair 
statement  is  that  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  reported  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 
Mr.  TAFT.    The  full  committee  made 
a  report,  and  I  know  the  resolution  was 
on  the  calendar  about  a  week  before  ad- 
journment, but  it  was  not  taken  up. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  has  given  us  information  that  the 
full  committee  did  report  the  resolution 
and  that  it  was  placed  on  the  calendar 


before  the  Senate  adjourned.  Again,  we 
might  just  as  well  be  frank  in  saying  that 
everybody  wanted  Congress  to  adjourn. 
Two  rather  spectacular  conventions  were 
about  to  be  held. 

Strange  to  say,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  Sl-ates  can  declare  war.  can  vote 
billions  of  dollars  in  budgets,  can  draft 
millions  of  men  for  the  armed  services, 
can  take  over  a  banking  structure  in 
terms  of  regulation,  can  do  anything 
with  the  American  economy,  in  less  tlaan 
the  time  it  will  take  to  amend  a  rule  of 
the  Senate.  One  hundred  and  fifty-eight 
million  Americans  can  be  handled  in  the 
Senate  with  almost  a  flick  of  the  eyelash 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  We  have  ap- 
propriated billions  of  dollars  with  little 
or  no  debate.  I  remember  in  the  last 
session  that  the  Senate  authorized  more 
than  $2,000,000,000  for  military  installa- 
tions aft(  r  less  than  a  half-hour  of  de- 
bate. We  have  literally  upturned  the 
homes  and  lives  of  millioas  of  people 
with  only  a  few  days  of  debate. 

But  if  an  attempt  is  made  to  touch 
that  sacred  cow.  the  debate  rules  of  the 
Senate,  v  e  will  be  here  from  now  until 
eternity. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  whether 
one  believes  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body  or  a  noncontinuinc  body,  if  one 
desires  to  have  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
changed,  he  had  better  act  now.  because 
the  roll  w;ll  be  called;  and  when  the  roll 
is  called,  it  may  be  the  last  time  Sen- 
ators will  have  a  chance  to  speak  up  for 
a  change  in  the  rules.  From  this  time 
forward,  the  talking  will  be  done  to  see 
that  the  rules  are  not  chan".ed. 

This  is  despite  the  good  wishes  of  our 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  who 
have  momentarily  said  they  are  going  to 
propose  changes  in  the  rules.  Chan^.es 
in  the  rules  have  been  proposed  ever 
since  I  became  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
There  have  been  only  two  times  that  the 
debate  rules  of  the  Senate  have  been 
changed,  once  when  the  very  safety  of 
the  country  was  at  stake. 

When  was  the  second  time?  In  1949. 
when  the  Senate  had  .«;een  fit  to  turri 
down  a  ruling  of  the  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  a  decision  which  we 
will  live  to  regret.  Senators,  more  than 
we  have  regretted  up  until  now.  Then 
we  got  what  is  known  as  the  Wherry 
compromi.se.  What  a  compromise.  We 
gave  up  all  of  our  horses  and  got  one 
rabbit.  The  Wherry  compromise  merely 
provided  that  if  the  proponents  of  a 
measure  were  able  to  muster  two- thirds 
of  the  total  membership,  debate  could  be 
closed  upon  any  motion,  measure,  or 
legislative  proposal  before  the  Senate. 
But  the  rule  included  section,  or  para- 
graph. 3,  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DcuGL.Asl  has  characterized  ?o  well 
a.s  the  key  that  was  thrown  down  a  deep 
well. 

The  Founding  Fathers  were  great  con- 
stitutional experts  and  practical  men. 
They  provided  in  the  Constitution  for 
two-thirds  votes.  For  example,  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  they 
provided  that  everything  should  be  done 
by  majority  vote  except  with  respect  to 
certain  items.  There  were  specific  ex- 
ceptions. What  were  some  of  them?  It 
took  two-thirds  of  the  membership  pres- 
ent—not two-thirds  of  the  Senate,  but 


two- thirds  of  those  present — to  impeach 
a  President  of  the  United  States. 

But  when  we  come  to  the  Senate  rules, 
it  takes  64  of  the  96  to  bring  an  end  to 
debate. 

I  remember  that  In  1949.  when  this 
issue  was  debated,  I  placed  in  the  Rec- 
ord a  list  of  some  of  the  great  decisions 
the  Senate  had  made  affecting  the  mcst 
crucial  items  in  the  legislative  history 
of  the  United  States,  and  in  very  many 
of  them — in  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  them — there  were  never  64  votes. 

The  leaders  of  the  two  political  par- 
ties, both  the  President-elect  and  the 
man  who  was  defeated,  have  made  state- 
ments to  the  American  people  express- 
ing a  desire  to  see  the  Senate  revise  its 
rules.  It  is  one  thing  to  be  against  sin. 
It  is  another  thing  really  to  do  some- 
thing about  it.  It  is  one  thing  for  the 
Senate  to  .say.  'We  ought  to  change  the 
rules."  but  it  is  another  thing  to  meet 
the  real  issue  of  how  the  rules  are  to  be 
changed.  The  Senate  is  like  many  a  tax- 
payers' as.sociation.  The  taxpayers'  as- 
-sociation  is  always  for  law  enforcement, 
but  it  never  wants  to  hire  a  police  force. 
It  likes  to  .see  good  streets,  but  it  does 
not  want  to  pay  taxes  for  them.  The 
Senate  wants  to  chan,fTe  the  rules,  but  in 
order  to  change  the  rules,  the  majority 
leader  must  first  move  that  the  next  item 
of  business  shall  be  a  Senate  resolution 
to  change  rule  XXII.  When  that  day 
comes.  I  suggest  that  I  shall  pass  out 
literature  as  to  the  wonders  of  northern 
Minnesota,  .so  that  Senators  who  do  not 
wont  to  remain  here  and  listen  may  go 
fi-^hing.  The  weather  will  be  quite  warm 
when  that  day  arrives,  even  though  it 
is  now  10  dpqrees  below  zero  back  home. 

Yesterday  the  distingui'=hpd  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
TaftI.  stated  that  the  provision  of  rule 
XXII  requiring  64  votes  to  end  a  fili- 
buster ha.s  not  really  been  tested.  I  hesi- 
tate to  make  thi.s  .statement,  because  of 
my  great  respect  for  the  majority  leader 
and  his  accuracy  in  such  matters,  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  is  quite  the  fact.  In 
the  short  period  of  its  operation  since 
1949  we  have  already  had  two  tests  of  its 
effectiveness.  On  May  19.  1950.  as  ap- 
pears from  volume  96.  part  6.  page  7300  of 
the  Cong:?es5:ional  Record,  a  motion  was 
made  by  the  then  majority  leader,  former 
Senator  Lucas,  to  bring  up  fair-employ- 
ment-practices legislation.  The  vote  in 
favor  of  the  motion  to  end  the  filibuster 
was  52  to  32.  or  12  ,^hort  of  the  64  votes 
required  to  end  the  filibuster,  and  the 
motion  failed. 

I  .should  not  like  to  .see  a  provision  In 
the  Constitution  or  in  the  laws  of  any  of 
the  States  requiring  that  tho.se  of  us  who 
are  elected  to  the  Senate  shall  receive 
a  2  to  1  majority  before  we  can  come  to 
the  Senate.  That  would  be  rough. 
However,  we  have  a  rule  in  this  body  re- 
quiring 64  votes  to  end  debate. 

The  .-second  time  this  provision  was 
te.sted  was  on  July  12.  1950.  I  refer  to 
volume  96.  part  8.  page  9982  of  the  Con- 
CRE.SSIONAL  RECORD.  The  then  majority 
leader.  Senator  Lucas,  made  an  effort  to 
bring  up  civil-rights  legislation.  The 
motion  to  end  debate  received  an  over- 
whelming majority.  55  to  33.  or  9  votes 
short  of  the  required  64.  The  Wherry 
amendment  to  rule  XXII  has  indeed  been 
tried,  and  it  has  been  found  wanting. 
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The  other  pr(»vifiion  of  rule  XXII  which 
violates  every  democratic  procedure  and 
interferes  with  the  leglslfttive  process  is 
paragraph  3  of  the  rule,  which  makes  It 
impossible,  without  unanimous  consent, 
to  end  a  filibuster  against  a  motion  to 
bring  up  a  change  in  the  rules.  In  my 
judgment  this  provision  cannot  be  prop- 
erly defended.  It  would  make  of  ti>e 
rules  of  the  Senate  a  dead  weight,  an  iron 
hand  on  democratic  procedure  in  the 
Senate.  It  means  that  a  minority  of 
3  or  4  can  stand  in  the  way  of  91,  92,  or 
93  Senators  who  desire  to  change  the 
rules. 

For  these  reasons  our  effort  to  change 
the  rules  in  the  first  days  of  the  session 
is  crucial  to  tlie  future  of  denvocratic 
procedure  in  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  ^las  met  81  times  since  It 
was  first  organized,  more  than  160  years 
ago.  Never  during  that  period  has  the 
Senate  determined  by  vote  whether  its 
rules  carry  over  from  one  Congress  to 
the  next  without  its  acquiescence.  That 
question  has  m  ver  been  [Missed  upon  by 
an  actual  vote  We  submit  that  each 
Senate  in  each  Congress  has  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  make  its  own  rules.  It 
may  or  may  not  exercise  that  right. 
But  when  it  chcoses  not  to  exercise  that 
right,  and  to  acquiesce  by  silence,  it 
thereby  readopts  the  rules  of  its  pre- 
ceding body.  The  Senate  has  in  the  past 
acquiesced,  and  thereby  automatically 
readopted  the  rules  of  the  preceding  Sen- 
ate. By  doing  so.  however,  the  Senate 
has  not  renounced  its  constitutional 
right  to  make  its  own  rules.  It  cannot. 
in  fact,  renou:3ce  this  constitutional 
power.  I  am  prepared  to  defend  that 
proposition  for  i  long  time.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  defend  the  principle  that 
whether  a  magistrate,  an  executive,  or 
a  legislature  ever  does  use  the  rights 
which  belong  to  that  agency,  the  fact 
that  the  rights  are  not  exercised  in  no 
way  constitutes  a  denial  of  such  rights. 
The  fact  that  a  legislature  may  not  have 
exercised  its  riiihts  in  no  way  invali- 
dates such  rights.  The  fact  that  an 
executive  may  not  have  exercised  his 
right  to  execut4'  a  policy  or  to  take  a 
particular  action  In  no  way  denies  the 
fact  that  the  right  still  exists  as  a  reser- 
voir of  power  for  him  to  use. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPI.REY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  If  the  Senate  had  not 
actually  exerci-scd  its  right  to  make  rules, 
the  Senator  would  not  be  arguing  this 
question  today.  The  Senate  has  in  the 
past  exercised,  end  continues  to  exercise, 
its  right  to  make  rules.  The  Senator  is 
arguing  tJiat  if  the  Senate  should  not  act 
under  the  rules  it  has  made  for  itself,  it 
may  still  attempt  to  act  for  itself  in 
makine  additional  rules. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  appreciate  the 
efforts  of  the  Senator  to  clarify  the  point. 
However,  I  must  say  that  he  has  not 
helped  me  very  much.  What  I  am  say- 
ing is  that  each  new  Congress  is  an  entity 
unto  itself.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
knows  that  there  is  decision  after  deci- 
sion, which  I  could  quote  to  him  from 
the  brief  which  we  have  prepmrcd,  to  the 
effect  that  a  legislative  body  is  an  entity 
unto  itself,  and  therefore  has  the  right 
to  adopt  its  own  rules. 


Mr.  LONG.  Has  the  Senator  taken 
the  oath  prescribed  by  the  Constitution 
in  this  new  Congress? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  did  so  with  great 
pride  and  honor. 

Mr.  LONG.  Is  the  Senator  one  of 
those  who  was  reelected? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  No.  I  took  the 
oath  for  my  term  of  office.  Under  the 
Constitution  I  am  elected  for  a  6-year 
term. 

Mr.  LONG.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  taken  the  oath  of  oflBce  in  the 
Eighty-third  Congress? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  not. 

Mr.  LONG.  Neither  has  the  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana.  If  this  were  a 
completely  new  body  and  not  a  continu- 
ing lt)ody,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  would 
have  no  right  to  speak  until  we  had 
taken  the  oath. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
LouisiaJia  is  too  wise  a  man  to  maintain 
such  a  contention.  On  the  one  hand, 
there  is  an  organic  body,  the  legal  entity 
of  the  Senate.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
is  its  membership.  I  point  out  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  that  the  Consti- 
tution speaks  about  the  Congress.  The 
Congress  is  an  entity  imto  itself.  The 
Constitution  provides  that  the  Congress 
shall  consist  of  two  branches. 

Mr.  President,  Congress  coiisists  of 
two  branches:  one  is  the  Senate  and  the 
other  is  the  House.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  can  argue  with  me  about  the 
question  until  doomsday.  He  can 
argue  until  doomsday  the  question  of 
whether  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body 
or  not  a  continuing  body,  and  he  can 
have  either  side  of  the  argument.  The 
fact  is  that  the  Senate  is  not  always  a 
continuing  body.  The  fact  is  that  we 
have  the  right,  and  we  ought  to  exercise 
the  right,  of  adopting  our  own  rules.  If 
we  do  nothing  more  than  readopt  the 
old  rules,  we  ought  to  do  at  least  that 
much,  just  to  flex  our  legislative  muscles 
and  prove  that  the  body  still  has  in  it  a 
spark  of  life. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  further? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield  further. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota has  been  making  the  argument  tlaat 
when  the  present  session  of  the  Senate 
began  it  met  de  novo,  without  any  rules 
made  for  it  by  a  previous  Senate. 

Mr.    HUMPHREY.     That    is   correct. 

Mr.  LONG.  And  that  the  Senate  must 
organize  completely  from  the  beginning. 

Mr.    HUMPHREY.     That    is    correct. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota has  compared  the  Senate  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  he 
argues  that  the  Senate  should  organize 
in  the  same  fashion.  In  the  House  of 
Representatives  the  other  day  the  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  was  privileged, 
because  a  relative  of  his  was  fortmiate 
enough  to  be  sworn  in  as  a  Meml^er  of 
the  House,  to  take  note  of  the  way  in 
which  the  Members  take  the  oath  of 
office. 

All  of  the  Members  of  the  House  are 
sworn  in.  First  the  House  elects  a 
Speaker.  The  Speaker  takes  the  oath. 
After  the  Speaker  has  taken  the  oath  he 
swears  in  all  Members  of  the  House.  In 
the  Senate  only  the  new  Members  are 


sworn  in;  whereas  over  in  the  House  all 
Members  are  sworn  in.  In  the  Senate 
the  old  Members  remain  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
only  my  love  for  my  good  friend  frcm 
Louisiana  that  leads  me  to  say  that  he 
should  not  say  anything  like  that.  In 
the  House  all  Members  are  elected  at  the 
same  time.  Of  course,  every  Member  of 
the  House  must  take  an  oath  of  office, 
because  he  has  been  elected.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
whether  he  noticed  that  the  House  had  a 
Clerk.  The  Clerk  carried  over  from  the 
previous  session  of  Congress,  although 
the  House  is  not  a  continuing  body. 

Let  me  refresh  the  memory  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  by  reading  from 
the  Congressional  Record  of  Jr.nuary  3, 
1953.  It  will  show  that  when  the  House 
of  Representatives  met,  the  man  who  was 
in  the  chair  was  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 
The  man  who  was  in  charge  of  calling 
the  roll — and  I  may  say  that  the  calling 
of  the  roll  is  very  significant  and  impor- 
tant, because  if  the  roll  were  not  called 
the  House  could  not  assemble — the  man 
who  called  the  roll  was  the  Clerk  of  the 
House. 

When  was  the  Clerk  appointed  or 
given  the  position?  He  was  given  the 
position  in  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 
The  House  is  not  a  continuing  tjody,  yet 
the  Clerk  continues  in  office. 

I  shall  read  from  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  January 
3,  1953: 

This  being  the  day  fixed  toy  the  twentteth 
amendment  of  the  Constitution  for  the  an- 
nual meeting  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  met 
In  their  Hall,  and  at  12  o'clock  noon  were 
called  to  order  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Hoiise  of 
Representatives,  Hon.  Ralph  R.  Roberts. 

Mr.  President,  the  jimior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  one  of  the  finest  Members 
of  this  body,  and  possesses  a  keen  legal 
mind.  I  do  not  care  to  engage  further 
in  legal  zirgument  with  him.  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  he  should  not  argue  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  What 
he  ought  to  do,  as  one  of  the  vigorous 
and  brilliant  young  men  of  present-day 
American  history,  is  to  insist  that  this 
generation  has  the  right  to  be  heard  and 
the  right  to  have  something  to  say  about 
the  rules  of  this  body,  so  that  we  may  be 
able  to  do  our  part  in  protecting  this  bul- 
wark of  our  Republic. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  that  pre- 
cisely the  same  point  which  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  has  raised  was  raised  by 
Senator  Poindexter  during  the  debate  in 
1917.  Senator  Walsh,  of  Montana,  an- 
swered as  follows: 

I  think  that  Is  not  a  correct  statement  at 
all.  There  Is  a  vast  difference  between  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  the  S3nate.  Although 
a  bill  should  be  signed  at  the  home  of  each  of 
ttae  Members  of  the  Senate,  by  every  Member 
of  the  Senate,  It  would  not  be  a  law.  It  must 
be  enacted  while  the  Senate  is  actually  as- 
sembled in  its  customary  place  for  the  trans- 
action of  business. 

In  other  words,  a  Senator  is  elected  few: 
three  successive  terms  of  Congress,  but 
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each  Senate,  as  It  assembles.  Is  a  differ- 
ent body  from  the  Senate  of  the  preced- 
ing Congress. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  TAI^.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Is  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota in  a  position  to  tell  me  how  much 
longer  he  intends  to  speak?  He  had 
told  me  that  he  would  take  approxi- 
mately 40  minutes,  and  he  has  spoken  for 
nearly  an  hour.  There  are  a  number  of 
other  Senators  who  would  like  to  be 
heard  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  sorry.  I 
started  to  yield  to  my  colleagues;  and 
that  is  always  a  bad  thing  to  do.  because 
it  tempts  one  to  yield  to  his  natural  de- 
sires to  speak  on  and  on. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
Fent  that  the  text  of  remarks  prepared 
by  me  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RzcoRD,  as  follows: 

SXATXMENT  BT  SeKATOB  HtJMPHHET 
THE    SYSfKTC    RULES 

/.  A  statement  of  our  case 

This  Is  a  historic  debate.  I  am  honored  to 
Join  with  19  of  my  colleagues  In  the  Senate, 
both  Democrats  and  Republicans,  In  urging 
that  the  Senate  Immediately  proceed  to  the 
adoption  of  rules  for  Its  operation  during 
the  Eighty-third  Congress.  We  believe  that 
the  Senate  has  a  right  under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  to  adopt  Its  own 
rules  for  every  Congress.  It  Is  true  that  the 
Senate  has  not  exercised  that  ri^ht  since 
1789.  when  the  first  Senate  of  the  United 
States  met. 

Article  I,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution 
provides  "Each  House  may  determine  the 
rules  of  its  proceedings."  There  is  no  re- 
quirement that  the  Senate  exercise  Its  right 
each  Congress  to  adopt  Its  rules  anew,  but 
that  right  is  clearly  established  In  the  Con- 
stitution. We  Join  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Andekson)  in  his  motion,  be- 
cause we  believe  that  the  Senate  during 
these  opening  days  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress should  act  this  year  to  carry  out  Its 
constitutional  prerogatives. 

2.  Why  are  the  Senate  rules  important* 

Why  Is  It,  Mr.  President,  that  more  than 
20  United  States  Senators  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  this 
early  In  the  session  to  debate  a  question  so 
technical  as  the  question  of  rulas?  Why  is 
It  that  the  newspapers  in  this  Nation  are 
paying  so  much  attention  to  this  debate? 
Why  is  it  that  millions  of  Americans  follow 
our  proceedings  today  and  urge  us  to  adopt 
the  Anderson  motion?  It  Is  because  there 
Is  a  growing  understanding  that  rules  of 
procedure  are  basic  to  the  legislative  process. 

The  poet  has  said.  "I  care  not  who  makes 
the  laws  of  this  nation,  as  long  as  I  can  write 
Its  songs."  The  poet's  words  may  well  be 
paraphrased  today,  "I  care  not  who  makes 
the  laws  of  this  nation,  as  long  as  I  can 
write  its  rules." 

The  rules  of  the  Senate  determine  the 
extent  to  which  the  Senate  may  legislate. 
The  present  rules  of  the  Senate  Include  a  pro- 
vision, rule  22.  which  makes  it  virtually 
impossible  for  us  to  legislate  in  the  face 
of  a  determined,  though  small  minority,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority may  want  to  enact  a  bill  and  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  bill  may  reveal  the  over- 
whelming  wishes  of  the  American  people. 

There  are  two  ways  in  which  rule  22  of 
the  Senate  obstructs  the  legislative  process 


and  interferences  with  the  democratic  op- 
eration of  the  Congress.  First  Is  the  require- 
ment that  64  votes  are  necessary  to  end  a  fili- 
buster or  bring  debate  to  an  end.  For  no 
other  business  of  the  Senate  Is  there  such 
a  rigid  requirement.  We  can  adopt  treaties. 
Impeach  a  President,  expel  a  member  and 
declare  war  easier  than  we  can  end  a  fili- 
buster under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  because 
for  none  of  these  crucial  exercises  of  power 
by  the  Senate  is  as  many  as  64  votes  required. 
The  distinguished  majority  leader,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  (Mr.  TaitI,  stated  yesterday 
that  this  provision  of  rule  22,  the  so-called 
Wherry  resolution,  has  not  really  been  test- 
ed. That  is  not  so,  Mr.  President.  In  this 
short  period  of  its  operation  since  1949.  we 
have  already  had  two  tests  of  its  eflective- 
ness. 

On  May  19.  1950  (vol.  96,  pt.  6.  p.  7300  of 
the  CoNGRE;iSioNAL  Record)  ,  a  motion  by  Mr. 
Lucas  to  bi-ins;  up  fair  employment  legisla- 
tion received  the  vote  of  52  to  32  in  favor  of 
the  motion,  but  It  was  12  short  of  the  64 
votes  to  end  a  filibuster  and  the  motion 
failed.  On  July  12,  1950  (vol.  96,  pt.  8,  p. 
E9B2  of  the  Congressional  Record),  Senator 
Lucas  again  made  an  eriort  to  bring  up  civil 
rights  legislation.  He  received  an  over- 
whelming majority  vote  of  55  to  33.  but 
again  we  were  8  vot«s  short  of  the  required 
64  votes.  The  Wherry  resolution,  rule  22, 
has  indeed  been  tried,  Mr.  President.  It  has 
been  tried  and  found  wanting. 

The  other  provision  of  rule  22  which  vio- 
lates every  democratic  procedure  and  Inter- 
feres with  the  legislative  process  is  section  3 
of  the  rule,  which  makes  it  impossible,  with- 
out a  unanimous  vote,  to  end  a  filibuster 
against  a  motion  to  bring  up  a  change  in  the 
rules.  This  section.  Mr.  President,  is  un- 
conscionable. It  would  establish  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  as  a  deadweight,  an  iron  hand  of 
democratic  procedure  in  the  Senate.  It 
means  that  a  minority  of  one  or  two  can 
stand  in  the  way  of  9i  or  95  Senators  who 
desire  to  change  the  rules. 

For  these  reasons.  Mr.  President,  our  effort 
to  change  the  rules  during  these  first  days 
of  the  session  is  crucial  to  the  future  demo- 
cratic operation  of  the  Congress. 

3.   Precedent   is   consistent    without    motion 

(a)  The  Senate  has  met  81  times  since  It 
was  first  ort^nnlzed  more  than  160  years  ago. 
Never  during;  that  period  has  the  Senate 
determined  by  vote  whether  Its  rules  carry 
over  from  one  session  of  the  Congr'^ss  to  the 
next  without  its  acquiescence.  We  submit 
that  each  Senate  in  each  Contcress  has  the 
constitutional  power  to  make  Its  own  rules; 
that  It  may  or  may  not  exerci.se  that  right; 
that  when  It  chooses  not  to  exercise  that  right 
it  acquiesces  by  silence  and  thereby  readopts 
the  rules  of  Its  preceding  body.  The  Senate 
has  In  the  past  acquiesced  and  thereby  auto- 
matically readopted  the  rules  of  Its  preceding 
Senate.  By  doing  so,  however,  the  Senate 
has  not  renounced  its  constitutional  right  to 
make  Us  own  rules.  It  cannot,  in  fact,  re- 
nounce this  constitutional  power. 

(b)  This  argument  which  we  present  today 
has  been  presented  to  the  Senate  before  and 
has  never  been  repudiated  by  the  Senate.  In 
the  opening  of  the  special  session  of  the 
Sixty-fifth  Congress  on  March  6.  1917,  Sen- 
ators Owen,  of  Oklahoma,  and  Walsh,  of 
Montana,  ar^jued  that  in  the  absence  of  the 
Senate  adopting  its  rules  and  in  the  ab- 
sence  of  acquiescence  In  adopting  its  old 
rules,  general  parliamentary  law  governed  in 
the  Senate.  Senator  Walsh  said  (55  Congres- 
sional  Record    18) : 

"A  majority  may  adopt  the  rules  in  the 
first  place.  It  is  preposterous  to  a:  ^rt  that 
they  may  deny  to  future  majorities  the  right 
to  change  them." 

Senator  Thomas  said  (52  Congressional 
Record  3792 )  : 

'•There  is  no  reason  why  the  rules  of  the 
Senate   should   continue   from  Congress    to 


Congress  than  that  our  committees  should 
continue  from  Congress  to  Congress." 

The  Senate  did  not  vote  on  the  Issue 
raised  by  Senator  Walsh  and  his  colleagues  la 
1917.  The  Senate  rather  submitted  to  Sen- 
ator Walsh  and  agreed  to  adopt  a  new  rule 
designed  to  tighten  Senate  procedure 
against  filibuster.  With  their  mission  ac- 
complished. Senator  Walsh  and  bis  colleagues 
did  not  press  for  a  vote  on  their  resolution. 

(c)  Our  motion  would  not  be  the  first 
time  that  the  Senate  has  demonstrated  that 
it  may  upset  a  long-standing  practice  of 
acquiescence. 

(1)  One  session  of  the  Senate  can  never 
give  up  a  ccinstltutional  power  and  prevent 
future  Senates  from  exercising  that  power. 

(2)  Once  befrre,  the  Senate,  by  majority 
vote,  overruled  a  long-standing  practice  with 
regard  to  its  rules.  In  the  First  Congress. 
the  Senate  and  House  adopted  Joint  rules,  to 
govern  the  relationship  of  any  necessary 
business  between  them.  (Annals  of  Con- 
gress, pp.  57  58,  987.)  These  rules  were  In 
operation  until  1869  and  were  not  questioned, 
even  though  they  were  revised  and  amended. 
Neither  the  Senate  nor  the  House  readopted 
them  formally  at  the  beginning  of  each  Con- 
gress. Nevertheless,  Jn  1869,  the  Senate  de- 
cided it  wnnted  to  rescind  those  rules.  It, 
therefore,  refused  again  to  acquiesce  in  their 
adoption.  In  the  first  session  of  the  Forty- 
first  Congress,  after  87  years  of  acquiescence, 
it  did  so  by  adopting  new  Joint  rules.  The 
Senate  thus  demonstrated  that  It  could,  by 
majority  will,  decide  not  to  acquiesce  In  any 
previous  precedent  with  regard  to  its  rules. 

Senator  Hamlin  (4  Congressional  Record 
r  309),  reporting  for  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Rules,  said: 

"It  is  only  by  acquiescence  In  long  years 
that  they  have  been  treated  and  regarded  as 
rules,  and  not  by  an  nfflrmative  vote  either 
of  the  House  or  of  the  Senate." 

This  decision  of  the  Senate  that  the  Joint 
rules  were  not  in  effect  demonstrated  that 
those  rules  existed  only  by  acquiescence. 
The  fact  that  this  acquiescence  ifisted  for  87 
years  was  not  binding  upon  future  Senates 
to  change  those  rules  when  it  met,  I  am  sure. 

4.  The  Senate  has  a  right  to  adopt  its  own 
rules 

(a)  I  have  already  referred  to  article  I,  sec- 
tion 5  of  the  Constitution,  which  empowers 
each  House  to  "determine  the  rules  of  Its 
proceedings." 

(b)  It  Is  a  well-established  constitutional 
principle  that  each  new  lepUla'ure  Is  Inde- 
pendent with  full  authority  and  equal  power 
with  that  of  any  previous  session  of  the  leg- 
i.slature.  No  one  Congress  may  bind  a  sub- 
sequent Congress.  No  law  that  Is  passed 
cannot  b»  repealed  by  a  future  Congress. 
Senator  Walsh,  of  Montana,  In  discussing  this 
issue  in  1917  (55  Congrl.ssional  Record  10) 
stated  the  issue  clearly  as  follows: 

"This  practice,  persisted  in  since  the  Con- 
stitution went  into  effect,  under  which  each 
new  Cungrebs  in  both  branches  proceeds  un- 
trammeled  by  any  action  which  may  have 
been  taken  by  Its  predecessor  on  any  measure 
that  may  have  come  before  It,  plainly  speaks 
of  a  prevalent  and  accepted  theory  that  each 
Congress  Is  an  entity,  possessing  the  same 
decree  of  independence  as  was  enjoyed  by  the 
First  when  it  lissembled  In  1789." 

This  fundamental  constitutional  under- 
standing was.  hkewlse,  stated  clearly  by  the 
outstanding  constitutional  Jurist.  Judge 
Cooley.  ( Constitutional  Limitations,  6th  ed.. 
1890,  pp.  146-147.) 

"To  say  that  the  legislature  may  pass  Ir- 
repealable  laws  is  to  say  that  it  may  alter 
the  very  constitution  from  which  It  derives 
its  authority;  since,  in  so  far  as  one  legUla- 
ture  could  bind  a  subsequent  one  by  its  en- 
actments, it  could  in  the  same  degree  reduce 
the  legislative  power  of  Its  successors;  and 
the  process  might  be  repeated  until,  one  by 
one,  the  subjects  of  legislation  would  be  ex- 
cluded altogether  from  their  control,  and  the 
constitutional  provisions  that  the  legislative 
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power  shall  be  vested  In  two  houses  would 
be  to  a  greater  or  less  degree  rendered  Inef- 
fectual." 

The  Supreme  Court  (Newton  v.  Board  of 
County  Commissioners  (100  U.  S.  648))  In 
one  ot  the  leading  cases  dealing  with  this  Is- 
sue had  the  follcwing  to  say  In  support  of  the 
proposition  which  I  have  Just  stated: 

"Every  succe<;dlng  legislature  possesses 
the  same  Jurisdiction  and  power  with  respect 
to  them  as  Its  piedecessors.  The  latter  have 
the  same  power  of  repeal  and  modification 
which  the  former  had  of  enactment,  neither 
more  nor  less.  ..Ml  occupy.  In  this  respect,  a 
footing  of  perfect  equality.  This  must  neces- 
sarily be  so  in  the  nature  of  things." 

(c)  It  Is  clear^ — by  virtue  of  the  Consti- 
tution In  accordance  with  democratic  pro- 
cedure and  coi  slstent  with  constitutional 
principles — that  the  Senate  in  each  Congress 
has  the  power  to  determine  Its  rules  of  pro- 
ceedings and  th  it  this  power  cannot  be  lim- 
ited by  the  actl<m  of  the  Senate  In  any  pre- 
ceding Congress 

5.  Is  the  Senate  a  continuing  body? 

(a)  Opponents  of  our  motion  argue  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body  and  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  therefore,  automatically 
continue  from  c  ne  Congress  to  the  next.  I 
have  already  demonstrated  how  such  an  ap- 
plication of  this  principle  to  the  Senate  rules 
violates  the  Constitution,  and  hlstirical 
precedent  as  to  jxjwers  of  the  Senate.  I  now 
wish  to  demonstrate  that   this  principle  of 

.our  opponents  Is  not  consistent  with  other 

■  procedures  in  the  Senate. 

Argument  as  to  whether  the  Senate  is  or 

jls  not  a  continuing  body  Is  an  Interesting 
academic  question.  It  Is  not  vital  to  the 
decision  we  are  about  to  make.  Senator 
Walsh  and  his  colleagues  argued  that  the 
Senate  is  not  f.  continuing  body.  Senator 
Tait  and  Senator  Russell  yesterday  and  to- 
day insist  that  th©  Senate  Is  a  continuing 
body.  The  fact  of  the  matter,  Mr.  President, 
as  I  see  it,  is  that  In  some  respects  the  Senate 
is  In  fact  a  continuing  body  and  in  other 
respects  is  not  a  continuing  body.  Whether 
it  Is  a  continuing  body  or  not  does  not  affect 
constitutional  power  of  the  Senate  "to  deter- 
mine Its  own  rules  of  proceedings." 

(b)  The  Senate  of  each  Congress  acts  sls  a 
new  legislative  body  with  regard  to  its  legis- 
lative and  execitlve  functions,  despite  the 
fact  that  two-thirds  of  the  membership  of 
the  Senate  continue  in  office  every  2  years. 
If  the  Senate  were  to  consider  Itself  a  con- 
tinuing body  in  all  respects — and  particu- 
larly were  this  concept  of  a  continuing  body 
established  by  the  Constitution— the  Senate 
would  not  and  could  not  provide  that  old 
bills  In  the  Senate  die  with  the  end  of  each 
Congress. 

In  fact,  therefore,  we  must  all  be  agreed 
that  the  Senate  Is  not  a  continuing  body 
Insofar  as  legislation  is  concerned,  since  It 
is  necessary  for  bills  to  be  reintroduced  with 
each  new  Congress.  The  Senate  has  never 
carried  over  legislative  business  beyond  the 
life  of  a  Congress. 

(c)  Furthermore.  It  is  clear  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  not  a  continuing  body  Insofar  as  Its 
treaty  functions  are  concerned,  for  treaties 
must  be  considered  at  the  beginning  of  each 
new  Congress  as  If  they  had  never  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  during  an  earlier 
Congress. 

(d)  The  same  Is  true  with  regard  to  nom- 
inations. The  Senate  Is  not  a  continuing 
body  insofar  as  nominations  are  concerned. 
In  that  we  provide  that  ail  nominations  die 
at  the  end  of  each  session  of  each  Congress. 

(e)  The  same  Is  true  with  regard  to  the 
committees  in  the  Congress.  We  act  In  the 
Senate  on  the  assumption  that  each  new 
Senate  of  each  new  Congress  is  a  new  entity. 
We  appoint  new  committees  at  the  begin- 
ning of  each  Congress.  We  change  commit- 
tee chairmen  when  the  majorities  change 
in  the  Senate.  We  do  not  argue  that  com- 
mittees   should    remain    the   same   or    that 


committee  chairmanships  should  remain 
unchanged,  because  the  Senate  Is  a  continu- 
ing body. 

It  Is  true  that  under  practices  In  the  Sen- 
ate and  under  the  Rules  Committee.  Mem- 
bers may  continue  to  act  until  their  succes- 
sors are  appointed,  but  this  does  not  prove 
that  the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body  Insofar 
as  either  legislations  or  rules  are  concerned, 
since  we  know  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, which  Is  without  question  re- 
garded as  "a  discontinuous  body,  carries  over 
Its  Clerk  from  one  Congress  to  the  next. 

(f)  When  a  Senate  adjourns  sine  die.  Its 
legislative  activities  cease.  Its  nominations 
expire,  its  consideration  of  treaty  ratification 
dies.  With  each  new  Congress  bills  must  be 
reintroduced,  treaties  must  be  again  referred 
to  committee,  and  the  President  must  again 
present  nominations  to  the  Senate.  It  Is 
thus  clear  that.  Insofar  as  these  functions 
are  concerned,  the  Senate  of  each  new  Con- 
gress Is  Indeed  a  new  Senate.  There  Is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  any  other  principle  or 
procedure  exists  Insofar  as  the  rulee  of  the 
Senate  are  concerned. 

The  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body  Insofar  as 
two-thirds  of  its  membership  Is  concerned, 
but  It  Is  not  a  continuing  body  for  its  legis- 
lative activities,  its  nominations.  Its  treaty 
functions,  and  It  Is  not  a  continuing  body 
Insofar  as  Its  rules  are  concerned.  It  is  this 
understanding  which  gives  meaning  to  arti- 
cle I,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution,  which 
states  that  the  Senate  "may  determine  the 
rules  of  Its  proceedings." 

(g)  The  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Taft]  and 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  |Mr.  Russell]  ar- 
gue that  the  rQles  of  the  Senate  continue 
because  two-thirds  of  the  membership  of  the 
Senate  continues.  There  are  no  Supreme 
Court  decisions  supj>ortlng  this  position.  No 
other  legislative  body  in  the  United  States 
acts  in  this  manner.  Every  State  legislature, 
even  where  the  senate  of  the  State  legislates, 
has  different  classes  of  membership  and  ro- 
tating terms  of  office,  acts  on  the  basis  that 
each  new  term  Is  indeed  a  new  senate. 

The  only  appointed  Judiciary  decision  on 
this  subject  which  has  come  to  my  attention 
is  State  V.  Rogers  (56  N.  J.  L.  480)  In  1894. 
The  case  related  to  the  statutes  of  the  New 
Jersey  Senate.  The  constitution  of  New 
Jersey  followed  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  very  closely  insofar  as  the  for- 
mulation of  the  senate  was  concerned,  with 
staggering  terms  of  office  and  rotating  mem- 
bership. The  Sujjreme  Court  of  New  Jersey 
In  discussing  this  question  said : 

"The  expressions  employed  do  not  In  any 
degree  Import  the  continuance  of  the  Sen- 
ate itself,  but  simply  provide  for  the  suc- 
cession and  length  of  the  terriK  of  the 
Members  of  that  body.  It  Is  true  that,  by 
providing  an  always  existent  membership, 
the  clause  Imparts  to  the  body  the  poten- 
tiality of  a  permanent  existence,  but  it  does 
not  Impart  to  the  body  such  continuous 
vitality.  I  think  it  Is  safe  to  say  that  never, 
on  any  occasion,  has  it  been  suggested  that 
the  clause  has  any  further  reach  than  this. 
The  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  been 
declared  to  be  a  permanent  body,  and  when 
the  subject  was  under  discussion  it  was  on 
all  sides  assumed  that  the  section  In  a  Fed- 
eral Constitution  from  which,  as  has  been 
stated,  our  own  has  been  copied  gave  to  the 
Senate  an  aptitude  for  a  continuous  exist- 
ence, but  It  was  never  alleged  that  It  was 
possessed  of  any  further  effect." 

(h)  The  logic  of  those  who  differ  with  us 
appears  to  be  quite  strange.  They  argue 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body  be- 
cause the  rules  continue  and  that  the  rules 
continue  because  the  Senate  Is  continuing. 
This  is  Indeed  circular  reasoning.  Our  po- 
sition that  the  rules  have  continued  from 
1789  until  the  present  by  virtue  of  majority 
acquiescence  under  each  new  Senate, 
amounting  to  the  readoptlng  of  those  rules, 
Is  much  more  consistent  with  the  Consti- 
tution and  Senate  precedent. 


6.  How  does  the  Senate  differ  from  the 
House? 

Further  evidence  that  It  Is  a  gross  over- 
simplification to  say  that  the  Senate  Is  a 
continuing  body  and  the  House  Is  not  Is  a 
fact  that  even  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, admittedly  a  new  body  In  each  Con- 
gress, has  In  some  respects  acted  as  a  con- 
tinuing body. 

(a)  The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatlves  of  a  preceding  Congress  has  the 
duty  to  organize  the  House  In  a  new  Con- 
gress. He  has  the  responsibility  and  power 
of  preparing  a  roll  of  Members  of  the  new 
House.  This  has  been  Interpreted  as  a  pro- 
cedure based  on  custom  and  later  provided 
with  a  statutory  base.  It  is  another  Indi- 
cation of  a  new  body  acquiescing  in  a  prac- 
tice. Yet  this  practice  does  not  thereby 
transform  the  House  Into  a  continuing  body 
for  other  purposes. 

(b)  Our  history  demonstrates  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  May  19,  1860, 
adopted  a  rule  providing  that  the  rules  of 
the  House  "of  the  present  and  subsequent 
Congresses  unless  otherwise  ordered"  would 
be  continued.  This  established  continuing 
rules  for  the  House  for  more  than  30  years 
until  1890  Attempts  were  made  to  change 
this  rule,  but  it  Is  clear,  from  a  reading  of 
the  record,  that  again  the  House  acquiesced. 
In  fact,  readopted  its  rules  every  new  Con- 
gress for  30  years.  When  the  House  decided 
not  to  acquiesce  on  the  old  rules,  new  rules 
were  adopted  every  new  Congress.  The  fact 
that  the  House  for  about  30  years  provided 
for  continuing  rules  did  not  In  any  way 
transform  the  House  into  a  continuing  body. 

The  so-called  Speaker  Reed's  resolution 
In  1890  ended  the  practice  whereby  the  House 
automatically  acquiesced  In  its  old  rules 
with  the  beginning  of  each  new  Congress. 
The  old  rules  were  treated  as  not  being  In 
force  (21  Congressional  Record  84)  during 
the  period  between  the  decision  that  the 
House  would  not  acquiesce  In  Its  old  rules 
and  the  adoption  of  new  rules.  Speaker 
Reed  held  that  the  House  was  acting  under 
general  parliamentary  law.  The  House  was, 
therefore,  in  1890  exercising  Its  constitutional 
right  of  article  I,  section  5,  to  "determine  its 
own  rules  of  proceedings." 

7.  Conclusion 

Mr.  President,  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  not  voted  on  the  adoption  of  their 
rules  since  1789.  Fourteen  Members  of  the 
new  Senate  are  beginning  their  terra  of  office 
as  elected  representatives  of  their  people. 
Unless  our  motion  Is  adopted  they  will  op- 
erate under  rules  of  procedure  which  will 
affect  their  legislative  activities  and  their 
ability  to  represent  their  people  without  hav- 
ing voted  upon  those  rules.  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  this  body  for  more  than  4  years. 
My  legislative  activities  and  those  of  my 
colleague  from  Minnesota  have  been  Impeded 
by  rules  under  which  I  have  had  no  voice 
and  no  control.  This,  therefore,  gives  me, 
as  a  United  States  Senator,  less  power  and 
Infiuence,  and  gives  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  less  power  and  Influence  than 
our  predecessors  had  in  1789.  Such  a  con- 
dition violates  the  basic  premise  of  our 
Constitution   and   Is   not   democratic. 

The  Senate  may.  In  its  Judgment,  when  It 
votes  today,  decide  not  to  adopt  the  resolu- 
tion introduced  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  and  cosponsored  by  myself  and  19 
other  Senators.  It  may  decide  rather  to  ac- 
quiesce in  the  old  rules.  If  It  does  so.  It 
will  be  restricting  its  legislative  activities  In 
the  2  years  to  come. 

I  am  convinced  that  whether  the  Senate 
acts  today  in  support  of  our  motion  or  not, 
that  the  time  will  soon  come  when  a  future 
Senate  will  exercise  Its  right  under  article  I, 
section  6,  and  establish  Its  own  rules  of  piro- 
cedure  at  the  beginning  of  Its  operation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  in 
concluding  my  argument  today.  I  should 
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like  to  point  up  the  issue  once  more  so 
that  every  Senator  may  understand  the 
point  of  view  of  those  of  us  who  are 
sponsors  of  the  motion  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander- 
son). 

Mr.  President,  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  would  like  to  see 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  amended.  I  am 
convinced  of  it.  I  have  heard  from  sev- 
eral Members  of  this  body.  I  have  had 
letters  and  I  have  had  conversations  with 
them.  They  have  stated  to  me  in  all 
sincerity:  "Senator  HtrMPHREY.  we  want 
to  change  the  rules,  and  we  think  the 
rules  ought  to  be  changed;  but  we  cannot 
go  along  with  you  on  the  idea  that  the 
Senate  is  not  a  continuing  body." 
_  I  respect  their  judgment.    I  have  al- 

)  f  ready  stated  that  it  is  not  an  open  and 

shut  case  with  me.  I  have  stated  my 
case  as  vigorously  as  I  possibly  could. 
However.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to 
be  too  dogmatic  about  it.  After  all,  Mr. 
President,  we  are  in  the  competitive  at- 
mosphere of  a  market  place  of  ideas. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  spend 
any  more  time  by  merely  arguing  the 
question  of  the  continuity  of  the  Senate. 
I  do  not  believe  anyone  can  improve  on 
the  argument  presented  by  the  late  Sen- 
ator Walsh.  I  believe  he  covered  the 
field  in  its  totality.  The  issue  is:  Shall 
we  follow  article  I.  section  5  of  the  Con- 
stitution? That  is  the  issue.  Is  a  new 
Senator  willing  to  say  that  from  now  on 
he  shall  not  have  anything  to  say  about 
the  rules  of  the  Senate?  Is  a  new  Sen- 
ator willing  to  say  that  he  shall  have  no 
rights?  That  is  exactly  what  the  Sen- 
ate would  be  saying  if  it  rejected  the  An- 
derson motion. 

I  wish  my  words  to  be  carefully  meas- 
ured and  considered  when  I  say  that 
the  only  opportunity  that  any  Senator 
may  ever  have  to  vote  on  a  change  of 
debate  rules  is  now.  We  who  sponsor 
the  motion  are  not  asking  Senators  to 
vote  in  favor  of  a  two-thirds  vote  or  a 
vote  by  a  constitutional  majority  on 
cloture.  That  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed on  its  own  merits.  We  are  merely 
trying  to  establish  the  principle  that  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  shall 
adopt  its  own  rules  of  procedure  for  this 
Congress. 

It  may  be  that  if  we  are  successful 
we  will  merely  readopt  the  old  rules  of 
the  last  Congress.  I  would  not  like  it, 
and  I  would  protest  such  action  to  the 
best  of  my  ability,  but  at  least  we  would 
have  taken  some  action.  But  if  we 
wish  to  change  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  if 
we  would  like  to  adopt  the  proposal  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
IMr.  Jenner],  for  example,  if  we  would 
like  to  have  a  chance  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  to  the  cloture  rule  submit- 
ted last  year  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  if  we  would  like  to  have  a  rule 
under  which  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  would  be  able  to  bring  an  end 
to  debate,  whatever  may  be  our  per- 
sonal desires  in  terms  of  limiting  de- 
bate, with  due  opportunity  for  full  de- 
bate, if  we  ever  want  to  prove  that 
chance,  the  only  way  we  shall  ever  get 
It — and  let  no  one  attempt  to  arsue  to 
the  contrary — is  to  support  the  motion 
submitted  by   the   Senator   from   New 


Mexico,  on  which  a  vote  will  soon  be 
taken  on  the  floor  of  this  body. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  yield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield,  to 
permit  me  to  make  a  brief  observation? 

Mr.   HUMPHREY.     Very  well. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  congratu- 
late the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  asked  me  to 
yield  for  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Did  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes,  or  I  am  will- 
ing to  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
very  glad  to  po.stpone-my  question,  so 
as  to  permit  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
.sey  to  proceed  at  this  time.  That  will 
be  entirely  .'satisfactory. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  President,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
motion  madc^  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  IMr.  Af.T)ERsoNl  and  other  Sena- 
tors, namely,  that  the  Senate  take  up 
for  immediate  consideration  the  adop- 
tion of  rules  for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress. 

I  believe  that  th  majority  of  the 
Senate  of  each  new  Concres-s  has  the 
constitutional  right  to  adopt  rules  of 
procedure  for  the  transaction  of  its  busi- 
ness, unfettered  by  the  actions  or  rules 
of  the  Senate  of  any  preceding  Congress. 
After  a  careful  study  of  the  history  of 
the  Senate,  I  am  convinced  that  when 
the  Con,«titution  says  that  "each  Hou.se 
may  determine  the  rules  of  its  proceed- 
ings." it  means  that  each  Hou.«p  may,  by 
a  majority  vote,  a  quorum  being  pres- 
ent, determine  its  rules. 

II  our  rules  were  adopted  by  a  ma- 
jority in  the  first  place,  it  is  absurd  to 
say  that  future  majorities  may  not 
change  ihem. 

In  each  new  Congress  one-third  of 
the  Senate  come  to  this  body  with  a 
fresh  mandate  from  the  people. 

Unless  these  newly  elected  Senators 
have  a  voice  in  determining  the  rules 
of  our  proceedings,  which  go  far  to  con- 
trol legi.«lative  action  in  this  body,  then 
the  past  is  fastened  upon  the  new  mem- 
bership of  the  future,  and  the  new  Mem- 
bers begin  their  service  in  this  body 
under  a  competitive  disadvantage. 

The  United  States  Senate.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, has  long  been  regarded  as  a  con- 
tinuing body  because  two-thirds  of  its 
members  continue  in  ofiflce  from  one 
Congress  to  another.  It  is  argued,  there- 
fore, that  the  first  rules,  adopted  by  this 
body,  in  1789,  have  continued  in  force 
without  reaffirmation  down  to  the  pres- 
ent time. 

I  construe  the  past  practice  of  the 
Senate  as  acquiescence  in  its  former 
rules,  rather  than  as  proof  of  its  own 
continuity. 

The  fact  is  that  on  four  occasions  in 
the  history  of  the  Senate  it  "adopted"  a 
new  or  revised  code  of  rules  for  the  trans- 
action of  its  business. 

This  happened  in  connection  with  the 
general  revision  of  our  rules  which  took 


place  In  1806.  In  1820.  In  1868.  and  in 
1884. 

The  official  records  of  the  Senate  show 
that,  on  the.se  occa.sions.  the  new  codi- 
fications of  the  Senate  rules  were 
"adopted." 

In  other  words,  the  historic  fact  Is  that 
four  times  in  the  history  of  this  body  a 
majority  of  the  Senate  has  approved 
of  a  revision  of  our  code  of  rules  and  has 
adopted  a  revised  code. 

This  might  well  happen  again. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  look  objectively  at 
the  past  practice  of  the  Senate,  we  see 
that  there  is  more  evidence  of  discon- 
tinuity than  there  is  of  continuity.  The 
Senate  of  earh  Congress  acts  as  a  new 
legislative  body  in  nearly  all  respects. 

As  has  already  been  said  many  times 
in  this  debate,  all  bills  die  at  the  end 
of  each  Congress.  All  legislative  business 
lap.ses  when  the  Senate  adjourns  sine  die. 

Likewise,  under  rule  XXXVII.  all  pro- 
ceedings on  treaties  terminate  with  the 
Congress,  and  are  resumed  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Congress  as  if 
no  proceedings  had  previously  been  had 
thereon. 

Likcwi.-e.  under  rule  XXXVIII.  all 
nomination.s  die  at  tJie  end  of  each  ses- 
sion of  each  Congre.-s. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  standing  committees,  the 
Senate  of  each  new  Congress  acts  as  if 
it  were  a  new  body.  Rule  XXV  provides 
for  the  appointment  of  standing  com- 
mittees at  the  commencement  of  each 
Conyre.ss.  Tliis  has  been  the  regular  his- 
torical practice. 

It  has  Ion':  been  the  custom  of  the 
Senate  to  elect  its  officers  at  the  begin- 
ning of  each  new  Congress,  as  we  did 
last  Saturday. 

In  short,  the  past  practice  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  handling  its  legislative  and  execu- 
tive business  and  in  its  internal  organ- 
ization has  been  predominantly  that  of 
a  discontinuous  body. 

The  practice  of  many  of  our  State  leg- 
islatures which  stagger  the  election  of 
their  State  senators,  much  as  Is  done  In 
the  case  of  United  States  Senators,  sup- 
ports the  concept  of  discontinuity. 

There  are  22  States  in  the  Union 
who.'^e  senates  adopt  their  rules  of  pro- 
cedure at  the  bemnning  of  each  regu- 
lar se.s.^ion  There  are  24  States  which 
stagger  the  election  of  their  State  sen- 
ators. The  constitutions  of  11  States 
expre'=sly  provide  that  their  State  sen- 
ates, which  are  elected  on  a  staggered 
ba.'sis.  shall  elect  their  officers  at  each 
regular  biennial  session. 

State  supreme  court  decisions  In  New 
Jersey,  my  own  State.  Indiana,  and  Cali- 
fornia have  held  that  their  State  sen- 
ates, whose  members  are  chosen  for 
overlapping  term.s — or  in  classes,  if  you 
plea.se — are  not  continuing  bodies. 

The  senate  of  New  Jersey  is  consti- 
tuted on  the  .same  principle  that  Is  said 
to  give  continuity  to  the  United  States 
Senate.  Yet  the  senate  of  my  State 
regularly  observes  the  custom  of  adopt- 
ing rules  at  the  beginning  of  each  regu- 
lar session. 

In  the  case  of  State  v.  Rogers  (56 
N.  J.  L.  480.  28  Atl.  726;  Sup.  Ct.  1894), 
the  Supreme  Court  of  New  Jersey  held, 
after  the  most  elaborate  argument  and 
upon  the  fullest  consideration,  that  not- 
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withstanding  the  fact  that  two-thirds  of 
the  members  of  the  Senate  of  New  Jersey 
were  hold-overs.  It  was  not  a  continuous 
body,  but  assembles  annually,  as  does  the 
lower  house,  as  a  body  quite  distinct  from 
the  senate  of  the  preceding  year. 

The  New  Jersey  State  Constitution  of 
1947.  Mr.  President,  still  provides  that  the 
New  Jersey  Senate  shall  be  divided  into 
classes  with  overlapping  terms.  The 
term  of  office  for  a  senator,  however, 
has  been  Increased  from  3  to  4  years  and 
accordingly,  the  number  of  classes  has 
been  reduced  from  three  to  two. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  one  of  the  sponsors 
of  the  p>ending  motion.  I  submit  that 
history  and  logic  are  preponderantly  on 
the  side  of  the  sponsors. 

But  it  is  said  that  the  outcome  of  this 
debate  is  a  foregone  conclusion,  that  our 
motion  is  doomed  to  defeat. 

Observers  are  saying  that  debate  In 
the  Senate  is  "after  the  fact."  so  to 
speak,  designed  more  to  air  opinions 
than  to  decide  a  course  of  action;  that 
no  conversions  are  made  here  after  the 
first  15  minutes;  that  this  question  will 
not  be  decided  on  its  intrinsic  merits 
or  by  the  weight  of  logic  or  by  the  lessons 
of  history. 

Critics  of  the  Senate  say  that  such 
con.siderations  have  little  weight  with  us; 
that  in  this  body  we  reach  decisions  on 
the  basis  of  logrolling,  of  group  alliances, 
of  bipartisan  deals,  and  on  the  basis  of 
.shrewd  calculations  of  party  and  sec- 
tional advantage.  I  am  only  repeat- 
ing, Mr.  President,  what  our  fellow  citi- 
zens say  of  us  frequently. 

We  have  little  hope,  they  say.  of  con- 
verting our  colleagues  whose  minds  p>er- 
haps  are  already  made  up  on  this  matter. 

There  are  16  new  Members  of  this  body 
whose  minds  are  not  yet  indoctrinated 
In  some  of  our  ancient  and  archaic  ways. 

Six  of  our  new  colleagues  are  Demo- 
crats whose  1952  national  platform 
pledges  them  to  take  action  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  "to 
Improve  congressional  procedures  so  that 
majority  rule  prevails  and  decisions  can 
be  made  after  reasonable  debate  without 
being  blocked  by  a  minority  in  either 
House." 

Mr.  President,  I  appeal  to  my  new  col- 
leagues, all  of  them,  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle,  to  consider  carefully  the  arguments 
I  have  made,  to  repudiate  the  allegations 
that  the  Senate  Is  Impervious  to  logic 
and  reason,  to  consider  the  long-run 
implications  of  Senate  action  In  this 
matter  for  majority  rule  and  the  right 
of  the  Senate  to  exercise  its  legislative 
power  under  the  Constitution,  and  to  as- 
sert their  right  to  participate  In  the  mak- 
ing and  revision  of  the  Senate  rules. 

Nineteen  hundred  and  fifty-two  was  a 
year  that  witnessed  widespread  popular 
jevulsion  against  the  activities  of  some 
professional  politicians  in  our  public  life. 

General  Elsenhower's  great  victory 
was  widely  interpreted  as  a  personal 
triumph  and  as  a  popular  reaction 
against  politicians  as  a  class. 

In  his  campaign  the  General  gave  re- 
peated assurances  that  he  would.  If 
elected,  use  his  high  office  to  extend  the 
frontiers  of  democracy  at  home  and 
abroad. 

If.  in  the  event  these  assurances  are 
nuUified  by  means  of  manipulation  and 
maneuver  in  Congress,  by  processes  of 


filibuster  and  pigeonhole,  then  I  predict 
that  the  Eighty-third  Congress  will  go 
down  In  history  as  a  Congress  of  double 
talk.  I  shudder  to  think  of  such  an  even- 
tuality, because  I  have  the  highest  hope 
for  the  Eighty-third  Congress.  Mr. 
President,  If  what  I  have  Intimated 
should  happen,  the  patience  of  the  peo- 
ple with  the  devious  ways  of  politicians 
will  be  exhausted. 

Today.  Mr.  President,  all  eyes  are  upon 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  stands  at  the  bar  of  public 
opinion.  For  the  quality  of  our  mem- 
bership the  voters  in  the  several  States 
are  responsible. 

But  we  alone  are  responsible  for  our 
Internal  methods  and  procedures. 

If  It  was  time  for  a  change  in  the 
political  control  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. I  suggest  that  it  is  also  time  for  a 
change  in  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  which 
have  not  been  revised  since  1884. 

The  American  people  are  looking  to 
the  Senate  to  improve  its  efficiency  and 
to  modernize  Its  ways. 

Only  by  amending  our  rules  can  we 
effectively  limit  debate  in  this  body  and 
make  it  relevant  to  the  pending  business. 

In  this  way  we  can  go  far  to  restore 
the  Senate  in  public  esteem. 

The  future  of  the  Senate  itself  may 
well  depend  upon  our  action  here. 

I  appeal.  Mr.  President,  for  a  favor- 
able vote  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  at  the  out- 
set I  want  to  commend  my  colleague  from 
New  Jersey  for  the  excellent  presenta- 
tion he  has  just  made. 

I  have  no  intention  of  consimilng  the 
time  of  the  Senate  in  repetitious  argu- 
ment or  presentation.  In  the  debate  of 
yesterday  and  today  almost  every  aspect 
of  the  question  before  us  has  been  cov- 
ered in  one  way  or  another. 

I  rise,  however,  to  express  my  personal 
feeling  concerning  this  vital  matter. 

I  favor  the  pending  motion  as  Indicat- 
ed by  the  fact  that  I  am  one  of  Its  co- 
sponsors. 

I  favor  the  pending  motion  because  I 
believe  deeply  that  every  public  legisla- 
tive body  periodically  should  adopt  rules 
of  procedure. 

In  this  discussion  much  has  been  said 
for  and  against  the  Idea  that  the  Senate 
Is  a  continuing  body  with  continuing 
rules.  I  shall  not  enter  Into  this  con- 
troversy where  It  concerns  the  nature  of 
the  Senate  Itself.  To  me  It  seems  Inmaa- 
terlal  whether  or  not  the  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body.  For  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment I  am  wilhng  to  agree  that  It  Is  a 
continuing  body. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  assumption 
that  because  the  Senate  Is  a  continuing 
body  its  rules  also  must  be  continuing, 
seems  to  me  to  be  without  foundation. 
Such  an  assumption  Is  part  and  parcel  of 
the  fallacious  theory  that  any  course  of 
hiunan  conduct  having  been,  It  must  al- 
ways continue  to  be.  Just  as  no  Con- 
gress can  commit  a  future  Congress,  so 
no  Senate  can  commit  a  future  Senate. 

Nothing  In  the  Constitution  requires 
that  the  rules  of  the  first  or  any  subse- 
quent Senate  must  remain  unchanged  in 
perpetuity.  The  record  of  the  Senate 
since  1789  furnishes  resounding  denial 
to  such  a  ridiculous  notion.  Neither  does 
the  Constitution  deny  to  the  Senate  the 


authority  to  adopt  former  or  new  rules 
on  the  first,  the  last,  or  any  other  day  of 
any  Congress. 

Whether  or  not  one  accepts  It.  the  fact 
remains  that  by  acquiescence  or  default, 
or  however  one  wants  to  term  It,  the  Sen- 
ate In  the  first  Instance  In  each  new  Con- 
gress has  approved  the  rules  by  which  It 
operates.  In  the  few  cases  where  this 
course  of  action  has  been  challenged  di- 
rectly, subsequent  Senate  action  In  ef- 
fect has  approved  the  Senate  rules.  This 
approval  has  taken  the  form  of  their  ac- 
ceptance for  want  of  something  else  and 
for  want  of  sufficient  opposition  to  them. 

It  Is  perhaps  unfortunate  that  the 
question  of  civil  rights  has  become  en- 
tangled In  the  Immediate  debate.  Civil 
rights  Is  a  vitally  important  question  In 
this  country.  But  there  are  also  other 
vitally  important  questions.  To  pick  out 
any  one  particular  subject  and  to  as- 
sume by  emphasis  that  the  importance  of 
that  subject  Is  transcendent  where  the 
question  of  Senate  rules  Is  concerned, 
must  detract  Inevitably  from  the  basic 
and  overshadowing  question  here  at 
issue. 

This  question  is  a  simple  one:  Shall 
Senators  exercise  the  right  which  nearly 
every  Senator  seems  to  think  he  pos- 
sesses as  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  the 
right  to  vote  In  fact  and  not  In  theory 
on  Its  rules? 

It  Is  claimed  by  those  opposed  to  the 
pending  motion  that  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  In  the  Eighty-second  Congress 
provided  a  guaranty  of  the  exercise  of 
this  right.  But  all  of  us  know  that  such 
guaranty  was  no  more  than  an  empty 
gesture. 

All  of  us  know — none  of  us  is  de- 
ceived—that the  rules  of  the  Senate  In 
the  last  Congress,  while  theoretically 
pei-mlttlng  their  own  amendment  by  a 
majority  vote  of  the  Senate.  In  reality 
denied  the  use  of  that  vote  by  allowing 
unlimited  and  unrestricted  debate  on 
any  motion  "to  take  up"  a  proposed 
amendment  to  the  rules.  In  other  words, 
all  of  us  know  that  there  Is  at  least  one 
type  of  amendment  to  the  Senate  rules 
of  the  Eighty-second  Congress  which, 
under  those  rules,  can  never  be  brought 
to  a  final  vote.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  far 
fewer  than  20  opposing  Senators  would 
be  able  to  prevent  a  final  vote  on  any 
amendment  to  the  rules. 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  establish- 
ment of  a  precedent,  as  would  be  done 
by  the  adoption  of  the  pending  motion, 
would  constitute  dangerous  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate.  The  theory  seems 
to  be  that  the  sense  and  wisdom  of  a 
majority  must  be  continually  Inferior  to 
the  sense  and  wisdom  of  a  minority  and 
that  the  will  of  a  majority  should  be 
subordinated  constantly  to  the  will  of 
a  minority.  This  Is  to  say  that  the  pre- 
ponderance of  error  lies  consistently 
with  commission  and  never  with  omis- 
sion. It  Is  to  say  that,  by  the  law  of 
averages,  more  is  always  to  be  lost  by 
affirmative  action  than  by  negative  ac- 
tion. It  Is  to  feign  advance  by  backing 
forward.  I  do  not  subscribe  to  this  kind 
of  doctrine. 

I  do  not  believe  that  rules  adopted  by 
the  Senate  at  the. outset  of  a  new  Con- 
gress must  be  worse  than  are  former 
rules  accepted  by  default.  I  do  not  t>e- 
Ueve  that  former  Senate  rules,  revised 
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and  adopted  at  the  beginning  of  a  new 
Congress,  must  be  less  desirable  than 
would  be  such  rules  where  revised  and 
adopted  later  in  the  life  of  that  Congress. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  pending  mo- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson]  which  I  am  very  glad 
to  cosponsor.  ofifers  a  practical,  forth- 
right means  by  which  to  obtain  an  ex- 
pression of  majority  sentiment  in  the 
Senate. 

Wjith  all  due  respect  to  the  obviously 
sincere  intentions  of  those  who  propose 
to  amend  rule  aaii  by  means  of  later 
Senate  action.  I  must  point  out  that  the 
chance  of  success  of  such  an  effort  is 
most  remote. 

I  well  remember  the  debate  on  the  so- 
called  Hayden-Wherry  resolution  in 
1949.  which,  to  prevent  a  filibuster  at 
the  time,  was  finally  resolved  by  the 
adoption — over  the  vigorous  opp>osition 
of  some  of  us — of  the  cloture  provisions 
contained  in  Senate  rule  XXII  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress.  The  surest 
way  to  bring  about  the  change  in  rule 
XXn.  which  has  been  proposed  and 
which  many  Senators  support,  is 
through  the  adoption  of  the  pending 
motion. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
let  me  make  it  clear  at  the  outset  that 
I  believe  my  record  of  many  years  stand- 
ing on  the  subject  of  civil  rights — as  an 
elected  State  official  and  as  a  United 
States  Senator — speaks  clearly  for  itself. 
But  I  have  never  been  in  favor  nor  am 
I  now  of  any  move  in  behalf  of  this  or 
any  other  cause  which  I  believe  might 
weaken  or  undermine  our  legislative 
system  and  institutions  under  the  Con- 
stitution. 

The  purpose  of  this  motion  is  to  have 
the  Senate  adopt  rules  at  the  opening 
of  the  first  session  of  this  new  Congress. 
This,  if  carried  out,  will  establish  a  new 
precedent.  The  Senate  for  164  years  has 
always  continued  its  rules  from  session 
to  session  because,  while  a  session  may 
adjourn  sine  die,  the  Senate  continues. 
It  does  not  die.  There  never  is  a  new 
Senate — there  is  just  a  change  in  one- 
third  of  its  membership. 

If  this  is  not  so  and  there  is  a  new  Sen- 
ate, like  the  new  House  of  Representa- 
tives, then  every  Member  should  take  a 
new  oath — but  only  the  new  Members 
comprising  the  new  one-third  now  take 
the  oath  of  office. 

But  the  proponents  of  this  motion  ar- 
gue that  while  the  Senate  continues,  its 
rules  do  not.  Why.  they  argue,  does  the 
Senate  elect  new  officers,  require  bills  to 
be  filed,  and  yet  continue  its  rules.  The 
answer  to  that  argument  is  clear  and 
simple.  A  continuing  legislative  body 
cannot  exist  without  rules  under  which 
to  proceed.  If  it  has  no  rules  under 
which  to  function,  it  cannot  legislate 
and  will  cease  to  exist.  So  the  rules  con- 
tinue as  the  Senate  itself  continues. 

The  purpose  of  the  continuing  Sen- 
ate under  the  Constitution  is  to  make 
sure  that  our  system  of  government 
does  not  stop  when  a  session  of  Congress 
closes.  In  the  days  before  the  twentieth 
amendment  to  the  Constitution,  the  Sen- 
ate sat  after  the  House  recessed  to  ful- 
fill its  duties  of  confirming  executive 
appointments.  There  Is  always  a  Sen- 
ate just  as  there  is  always  a  Supreme 
Court. 


I  have  In  three  Congresses  offered 
amendments  to  rule  XXII.  which  is  the 
rule  by  which  debate  can  be  closed. 
The  present  language  to  make  cloture 
possible  on  a  motion  to  take  up  a  bill  is 
language  worked  out  by  the  Parliamen- 
tarian and  myself.  It  was  filed  first  by 
me  in  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress.  It 
was  adopted  in  a  compromise  form  in 
the  Eightieth  Congress.  There  have 
been  several  amendments  to  the  rules 
adopted  during  my  membership  in  this 
body.     There  can  be  more. 

I  personally  want  to  see  rule  XXII  fur- 
ther amended  to  make  it  more  simple  to 
foreclose  debate  and  yet  not  deprive  the 
minority  of  all  safeguards  and  rights. 
There  can  well  be  amendments  to  other 
sections  of  the  rules  that  will  be  help- 
ful. 

But,  in  our  eagerness  to  get  those 
changes,  we  must  not  destroy  one  of  the 
fundamental  strengths  of  our  system  of 
government — a  continuing  Senate.  This 
body  repelled  an  attack  on  the  packing 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  an  effort  to  get 
the  Court  to  change  its  views.  It  re- 
pelled that  attack  because  it  went  to  the 
heart — the  core — of  our  system  of  gov- 
errmient  under  the  Constitution. 

Here  today  we  have  a  question  that 
goes  to  the  root  of  our  system.  Mem- 
bers are  elected  to  this  body  for  6  years 
instead  of  2  years  as  in  the  House  in 
order  that  there  may  always  be  a  group 
of  legislators  with  experience  and  back- 
ground to  carry  on  the  functions  dele- 
gated to  the  Senate  by  the  Constitution. 
To  carry  on  those  functions  the  Senate 
established  its  rules.  It  amended  them  to 
meet  new  situations,  but  it  never,  never 
terminated  those  rules.  If  it  should  do 
so.  then  it  could  not  function:  it  would 
end  itself;  it  would  cease  to  be  a  con- 
tinuing body. 

If  the  precedent  is  established  which 
the  proponents  of  the  pending  motion 
wish  to  establish  today  of  adopting  a 
complete  set  of  new  rules  at  the  start 
of  each  new  session,  then  the  Senate 
may  not  be  able  to  function  for  some 
days  or  weeks.  Its  niles  too  might 
well  be  constantly  changing.  A  majority 
at  the  start  of  each  session  could  estab- 
lish its  own  set  of  rules.  This  certainly 
would  end  the  continuity  of  the  Senate 
and  its  operating  effectiveness. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  has  said 
he  favored  a  change  in  the  rules,  and  I 
wonder  whether  he  will  advise  me  in  re- 
gard to  this  question:  If  we  should  decide 
to  function  under  the  old  rules  and 
should  fail  to  adopt  new  rules,  how  could 
the  Senator  possibly  explain  to  his  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  the  manner  in 
which  a  new  rule  XXII  could  be  proposed 
and  adopted  requiring  a  two-thirds  vote 
of  the  Senators  present  or  a  simple  ma- 
jority vote?  How  could  he  possibly  break 
the  filibuster  that  would  inevitably  en- 
sue as  a  result  of  such  a  motion?  We 
know  that  under  paragraph  3  of  the  ex- 
isting rule  XXII  it  would  require  sub- 
stantially a  unanimous  vote  even  to 
bring  before  the  Senate  such  a  proposed 
change  in  the  rule. 
Mr.  TAPT.    May  I  answer  that? 
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Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  like  an 
answer  from  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  beUeve  that 
when  a  sufficient  number  of  Senators  in 
this  body,  as  I  believe  there  are,  are  will- 
ing to  try  to  work  out  a  change  in  the 
rule,  a  change  will  be  brought  about.  It 
may  not  be  worked  out  in  a  day  or  a 
night.  I  was  one  of  those  who  tried  to 
work  out  a  compromise  in  the  case  of 
the  existing  rule.  The  present  language 
in  rule  XXII  which  includes  a  motion  to 
take  up  was  the  language  the  present 
majority  leader  and  I  worked  out  with 
the  Parliamentarian.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  more  fair  to  say  the  Parliamentarian 
and  I  worked  it  out  and  submitted  it  to 
the  majority  leader,  and  it  became  the 
language  of  the  rule. 

I  agree  that  when  a  proposal  to  amend 
rule  XXII  or  when  any  proposed 
amendment  of  the  niles  is  taken  up, 
there  is  no  limitation  of  debate.  Iit  my 
opinion,  that  is  not  an  overwhelming 
difficulty.  But  I  would  rather  try  to 
accomplish  what  is  desired  in  the  hard 
way  than  to  take  action  which  might 
come  back  to  plague  us  in  the  days  to 
come,  in  a  way  the  Senator  and  I  cannot 
foresee  today.  If  the  Senate  is  going  to 
debate  new  rules  at  each  session,  and  if 
only  a  majority  is  to  be  necessary  to 
amend  the  rules,  we  cannot  tell  how 
much  continuity  of  the  rules  there  will 
be. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  further  brief  ob- 
servation? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield, 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  After  all,  new  rules 
are  adopted  the  world  over  by  legislative 
bodies.  They  are  adopted  by  our  House 
of  Repre.'^entatives,  which  has  a  right  to 
adopt  them. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yet  I  do  not  recall  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  organization 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  has  been 
held  up  for  any  substantial  time  because 
of  the  adoption  of  new  rules.  I  see  no 
more  reason  to  suppose  that  such  delay 
would  happen  in  the  Senate  than  occurs 
in  the  House  of  RcpresentaUves. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  go  a 
nt.le  further  than  the  disUngulshed 
Senator  from  New  York  has  gone.  As 
I  see  it.  a  continuing  Senate  is  one  of 
the  basic  necessities  if  we  are  to  be  able 
to  safeguard  the  Constitution  in  these 
difficult  times. 

I  believe  a  fundamental  point  for  Sen- 
ators to  remember,  no  matter  how  much 
they  may  wish  to  change  the  rules,  is  that 
we  must  preser\e  the  foundauons.  cus- 
toms, and  precedents  that  have  made 
this  country  great,  as  we  want  it  to  con- 
tinue. That  is  the  basis  of  my  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
the  Senator  make  that  statement,  be- 
cause now  the  situation  is  a  little  clearer 
to  me.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  taking  the  same  posi- 
tion that  a  number  of  other  Senators 
have  taken,  nr.mely.  that  the  only  reason 
for  declaring  chat  the  opposition  to  the 
Anderson  resolution  is  sound  is  that 
since  1789  the  Senate,  through  Inertia, 
lethargy,  or  indifference,  has  acquiesced 
in.  or  has  been  willing  to  go  along  with, 
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the  niles  that  were  drafted  by  the  very 
wise,  patriotic,  and  great  men  who 
founded  this  country  in  1789.  But  I 
doubt  whether  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  claim  that  conditions  al- 
ways remain  static;  that  conditions  to- 
day are  basically  as  they  were  163  years 
ago.  With  all  the  great  regard  I  have 
for  tradition,  with  the  regard  I  have  for 
the  great  men  of  those  days,  I  do  not 
think  any  of  us  would  claim  that  condi- 
tions should  remain  static.  I  thank  the 
Senator  very  much  for  yielding. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  most  respectfully  disagree  with  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  the  rules  have  not  been  amended  or 
have  not  been  kept  up  to  date.  Of  course, 
they  are  not  up  to  date  In  every  respect, 
in  my  mind,  in  the  Senator's  mind,  or  in 
the  mind  of  anyone  else.  But  the  rules 
are  up  to  date  in  the  sense  that  they 
enable  the  Senate  to  function,  and  have 
enabled  it  to  function  for  a  great  many 
years.  Perhaps  under  the  present  rules 
the  Senate  cannot  function  in  some  re- 
spects as  quickly  as  some  of  us  would 
wish.  In  such  cases  it  is  up  to  the 
Senate  to  try  to  improve  Its  ways.  But. 
as  I  see  it  it  is  not  up  to  the  Senate,  in 
order  to  make  one  change  which  some  of 
us  may  desire,  to  change  the  whole  basic 
principle  upon  which  the  Senate  was 
founded.  On  that  point  I  disagree 
fundamentally  with  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  observa- 
tion? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  has  not 
yet  told  me  or  other  Members  of  the 
Senate  how  under  the  sun  we  can  break  a 
filibuster  against  a  proposed  change  in 
the  rules. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  say  to.  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  the  Senate 
can  amend  its  rules  in  a  logical,  sensible 
way.  a  way  that  will  safeguard  the  rights 
of  the  aiinority,  but  yet  give  the  ma- 
jority or  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  a 
greater  flexibility  to  act,  if  we  grit  our 
teeth  and  really  work  toward  that  end, 
as  I  am  willing  to  do. 

In  these  days  of  stress  and  insecurity 
r.nd  uncertainty  in  the  world,  it  becomes 
mighty  important  to  hang  on  to  the 
precedents,  the  customs,  and  the  foun- 
dations of  government  upon  which  our 
Nation  has  been  built.  Not  only  all  of 
our  150  million  people,  but  also  many 
more  millions  of  people  throughout  the 
world,  look  to  the  government  here  in 
Washington  for  strength  and  confidence 
and  hope  for  the  future.  Let  us,  there- 
fore, build  thoughtfully  and  progre-ssively 
upon  our  customs  and  precedents  in  the 
orderly  way  provided.  We  want  ever  to 
go  forward,  but  as  I  have  said,  we  do 
not.  to  achieve  an  end  which  many,  in- 
cluding myself,  desire,  want  to  break 
down,  or  even  take  the  chance  of  break- 
ing down,  the  foundations  upon  which 
our  Nation  has  been  built.  The  conti- 
nuity of  the  Senate  as  a  functioning 
legislative  body  with  its  continuity  of 
rules  to  enable  it  to  function,  is  one  of 
those  foundations. 

I  have  always  tried  to  do  my  part  to 
advance  civil  rights  in  my  State  and 
in  our  country.    I  shall  continue  to  do 
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so,  but  I  cannot  vote,  In  order  possibly 
to  advance  civil  rights,  to  break  down 
any  portion  of  the  continuity  of  our 
Government  which  may  make  it  difficult, 
in  some  way  tinforeseen  by  us  today,  to 
advance  those  rights  in  the  future.  The 
customs  and  precedents  upon  which  our 
civil  rights  have  advanced  to  the  point 
they  have  now  reached  have  been  es- 
tablished because  of  the  rock-ribbed 
strength,  the  firm  foundations  of  our 
system  of  government,  founded  by  our 
fathers  in  1789.  They  set  forth  that  all 
men  are  created  equal.  Let  us  strive  to 
make  these  words  a  living  reality.  But 
let  us  strive  within  the  framework  of 
the  Constitution  as  they  gave  it  to  us. 

A  part  of  the  rock-ribbed  strength  of 
our  Nation,  a  part  of  its  firm  foundation, 
was  the  continuity  of  our  Senate  as  a 
functioning  legislative  body.  Let  us 
never  destroy  that.  Let  us  advance  our 
civil  rights  on  the  foundation  of  a  con- 
tinuing government  in  accordance  with 
the  orderly  methods  provided,  even 
though  at  the  moment  those  methods 
seem  tough  and  hard. 

Mr.  AIsDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  was  very  much 
impressed  by  what  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  said  about 
not  destroying  the  continuity  of  the 
Senate.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether 
the  amendment  of  the  cloture  rule  in 
1917  in  any  way  destroyed  the  conti- 
nuity of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  state  to 
the  Senator,  who  has  studied  this  ques- 
tion very  carefully,  that,  as  I  under- 
stand, in  1917  the  present  cloture  rule 
was  established.  Before  that  time 
tiiere  was  no  restriction  on  debate. 

Mr.  AND.;RC0N.  Did  that  change 
In  the  rules  destroy  the  character  of  the 
Senate  as  a  continuing  body? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  was  done 
by  amendment  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  did  it  destroy 
the  continuity  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  No;  but  the 
change  was  made  in  an  orderly  way,  by 
amendment  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  have  been 
four  complete  general  revisions  of  the 
rules.  Did  they  destroy  the  continuity 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  No;  I  may  say 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Why  would  a 
change  in  the  cloture  rule  destroy  the 
continuity  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  for  whom 
I  have  a  great  deal  of  respect,  that  we 
should  always  remember  that  the  rules 
must  continue  if  the  Senate  is  to  be  a 
continuing  legislative  body.  That  is  the 
basis  of  my  argument. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  following  these  remarks,  an  edi- 
torial entitled  "Price  of  Limited  De- 
bate," published  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  January  7,  1953,  with  which  I  agree 
almost  entirely,  and  which  very  suc- 
cinctly presents  the  argument  I  have 
tried  to  present.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows: 

Price  or  Limited  Debate 

If  the  question  before  the  Senate  were 
simply  one  of  limiting  debate,  the  Anderson 
resolution  would  have  powerful  support  from 
public  opinion.  By  and  large,  the  people 
have  no  patience  with  talkathons  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  frustrating  legislative  action 
by  majority  vote.  For  many  years  this  news- 
paper has  been  especially  active  in  the  flght 
against  filibusters,  and  we  continue  to  be- 
lieve that  a  simple  majority  In  the  Senate 
should  b*  sufficient  to  cut  off  debate  on  any 
Issue  after  a  reasonable  time  for  discussion 
has  elapsed.  But  Senator  Anderson  and  hla 
supporters  are  offering  too  high  a  price  for 
this  reform,  and  the  Senate  ought  to  turn 
them  down. 

In  the  first  place,  a  filibuster  dragging 
out  through  the  period  of  the  Inauguration 
and  perhaps  for  weeks  longer  would  have  dis- 
astrous psychological  repercussions.  The 
Elsenhower  administration  is  coming  to  office 
with  a  new  program  and  a  heavy  schedule 
of  legislation,  some  of  which  needs  prompt 
attention,  for  it  Is  in  the  nature  of  renewal 
of  existing  law.  It  would  be  inexcusably 
shortsighted  for  the  Senate  to  work  Itself 
Into  a  frenzy  of  futile  debate  before  the  vital 
business  of  the  new  session  can  get  under 
way.  Yet  that  will  be  the  unavoidable  re- 
sult unless  the  Senate  votes  to  table  the 
Anderson  motion. 

In  the  second  place,  It  seems  to  us  that 
the  Anderson  proposal  rests  on  fiction.  By 
asking  the  Senate  to  give  Immediate  con- 
Eideratlon  to  the  adoption  of  "rules  for  the 
Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress."  It  pre- 
supposes that  the  Senate's  163-year-old  rules 
are  no  longer  In  effect.  One  practical  advan- 
tage of  thus  starting  afresh  is  obvious.  By 
this  means  the  Senate  could  adopt  an  antl- 
fillbuster  rule  by  a  simple  majority  vote  In- 
stead of  waiting  for  a  two-thirds  majority  of 
the  Senate  membership,  as  is  required  by 
the  present  rules.  The  only  difficulty  Is  that 
the  Senate  has  always  regarded  Itself  and 
Is  regarded  as  a  continuing  body,  auto- 
matically carrying  over  its  rules  from  one 
Congress  to  another. 

The  fact  that  only  one-third  of  the  Senate 
Is  elected  at  any  one  time  seems  to  us  to 
clinch  the  argument  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body,  properly  governable,  that  la 
to  say.  by  continuing  rules.  This  arrange- 
ment gives  the  Senate  a  stability  that  it 
could  not  otherwise  attain,  and  we  cannot 
help  thinking  that  It  would  be  foolish  to  give 
up  this  asset  In  pursuit  of  a  temporary  rule 
for  limitation  of  debate.  If  the  Anderson 
thesis  should  prevail,  the  Senate  would  have 
to  adopt  a  new  set  of  rules  every  2  years. 
What  would  then  prevent  the  foes  of  clvU 
rights,  or  of  any  other  potential  legislation, 
from  filibustering  indefinitely  against  the 
adoption  of  proposed  new  rules  at  the  open- 
ing of  every  Congress?  Such  a  "cure"  might 
prove  far  worse  than  the  filibuster  evil  it- 
self. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
interest  of  obtaining  a  quick  vote  on  the 
pending  motion,  I  shall  not  take  as  much 
time  as  I  had  planned  to  take.  How- 
ever, I  believe  the  debate  should  not 
close  without  including  in  the  Record 
a  statement  made  by  the  late  Senator 
James  A.  Reed,  who  represented  the 
State  of  Missouri  in  the  Senate.  I  shall 
offer  that  statement  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  remarks. 

I  know  it  is  popular  in  certain  circles 
throughout  the  country  to  hold  the  San- 
ate  up  to  ridicule  because  of  its  rules. 
I  know  that  is  popular  within  a  small 
group  in  the  Senate,  and  in  some  small 
segments  of  our  iMpulation.    I  believe 
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this  debate  Is  a  matter  of  vital  concern 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States  who 
do  not  wish  to  see  the  rules  hastily  swept 
aside. 

One  of  the  major  political  parties  In 
Its  platform  adopted  last  summer  advo- 
cates material  changes  in  the  Senate 
rules.  I  am  a  member  of  that  party, 
and  the  action  was  taken  over  my  ob- 
jection, of  course.  That  party  went 
down  to  one  of  its  most  ignoble  defeats. 
In  fact,  the  only  States  it  carried  were 
a  few  States  which  some  of  the  group 
who  are  trying  to  abolish  the  Senate 
rules  tried  to  kick  out  of  that  political 
convention. 

I  think  this  is  one  of  the  most  serious 
matters  we  shall  have  before  us  at  any 
time  during  this  session  or  at  any  session 
soon  to  come.  I  trust  that  by  an  over- 
whelming vote  the  Senate  will  send  forth 
word  to  the  people  of  the  Nation  who 
are  concerned  that  this  is  a  serious  mat- 
ter, and  will  be  considered  only  in  such 
a  light  and,  furthermore,  that  whatever 
changes  are  desirable  will  be  made  only 
after  the  normal  processes  of  consider- 
ation, reconsideration,  and  the  most 
grave  and  serious  thought. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  late  Senator  James  A. 
Reed,  of  Missouri.  He  was  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  from  1911  to  1929.  This 
statement  is  taken  from  the  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Rules  Committee  on 
October  2,  3,  9.  and  23,  1951.  with  a  few 
paragraphs  deleted  which  pertain  to 
matters  which  were  purely  current  as  of 
that  time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Cloture  means  the  granting  of  a  power. 
Whenever  you  grant  a  power  you  must  as- 
-sume  that  the  power  will  be  exercised.  So, 
when  we  discuss  this  proposed  rule,  we  nmst 
do  so  in  the  light,  not  of  how  it  i  \&y  be  exer- 
cised so  as  to  do  no  harm,  but  we  must  con- 
sider how  it  may  be  exercised  to  do  harm. 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  truth  Is  that  this  measure,  tf  adopted, 
will  empower  a  majority  to  throttle  freedom 
of  speech  upon  this  floor  and  enable  sinister 
and  wicked  measures  to  be  carried  to  con- 
summation without  the  country  being  ad- 
vised of  the  iniquities  they  bear. 

Gag  rule  is  the  last  resort  of  the  legislative 
scoundrel.  Gag  rule  is  the  surest  device  of 
the  rascal  who  presides  over  a  political  con- 
vention and  proposes  to  accomplish  some- 
thing which  will  not  bear  discussion.  Gag 
rule  is  the  thing  that  men  Inexperienced  In 
legislative  proceedings  always  advocate  at 
first,  and  If  they  have  any  sense,  nearly  al- 
ways retire  from  as  gracefully  as  possible 
after  they  have  seen  it  in  operation. 

There  is  Justlflcation  for  unlimited  de- 
bate in  this  body.  I  am  getting  a  little  tired 
of  hearing  about  the  sacred  rights  of  the 
majority;  that  this  Is  a  country  ruled  by  the 
majority;  and  that  the  majority  has  the 
right  to  have  Its  way.  This  is  not  a  country 
ruled  by  the  majority.  This  is  not  a  country 
of  majority  rule.  The  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  was  written,  in  large  part,  to 
prevent  majority  rule.  The  Declaration  of 
Independence  was  an  announcement  that 
there  are  limitations  upon  majority  rule. 

The  rights  to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit 
of  happiness  were  declared  in  the  Declara- 
tion to  be  Inalienable  rights.  They  could  not 
be  given  away  by  the  citizen  himself.  Much 
less  could  they  be  taken  away  by  temporary 
agents,  sitting  In  legislative  bodies,  hold- 
ing a  limited  authority  of  brief  duration. 
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The  Constitution  Itself  is  a  direct  limita- 
tion upon  the  majority  rule.  "You  shall  not 
take  property  without  due  process  of  law." 
says  the  Constitution,  and  before  we  can  take 
that  safeguard  away  what  must  we  do?  We 
must  obtain  not  a  majority  by  this  body, 
not  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, but  a  two-thirds  majority  in  each 
Hou.se  concurring  in  a  resolution,  and  that 
resolution  must  be  approved  by  three-fourths 
of  the  States.  What  about  majority  rule  in 
connection  with  that  proposition? 

•  •  •  •  • 

Majority  rule.  Where  is  the  logic  or  the 
reason  to  be  found  back  of  majority  rule 
except  in  the  mere  necessity  to  dispatch  busi- 
ness? The  fact  that  a  majority  of  I  or  10 
vote  for  a  bill  in  the  Senate  is  not  a  certlrtca- 
tion  that  the  action  is  right.  The  majority 
has  been  wrong  oftener  than  It  has  been 
right  in  all  the  cour.se  of  time.  The  majority 
crucified  Jesus  Christ.  The  majority  burned 
the  Christians  at  the  stake.  The  majority 
drove  the  Jews  iwUi  exile  and  the  ghetto. 
Tlae  majority  established  slavery.  The  ma- 
jority set  up  innumerable  gibbets.  Tlie  ma- 
jority chained  to  stakes  and  surrounded  with 
circles  of  flame  martyrs  through  all  the  ages 
of  the  world  s  history. 

Majority  rule  without  any  limitation  or 
curb  upon  the  particular  set  of  fools  who 
happen  to  be  placed  for  the  moment  in 
charge  of  the  machinery  of  a  government. 
The  majority  grinned  and  Jeered  when  Co- 
lumbus said  the  world  was  round.  The  ma- 
jority threw  him  Into  a  dungeon  for  having 
discovered  a  new  world.  The  majority  s:aid 
that  Galileo  must  recant  or  that  Galileo  must 
go  to  prison.  The  majority  cut  off  the  ears  of 
John  Pym  becau.se  he  dared  advocate  the 
liberty  of  the  press.  The  majority  to  the 
south  of  the  Mason  and  Dixons  line  estab- 
lished the  horrible  thing  called  slavery,  and 
the  majority  north  of  it  did  likewise  and  only 
turned  reformer  when  slavery  ceased  to  be 
profitable  to  them. 

THE  Pt'BLIC  BUSINESS 

Oh.  but  son>ebody  says— and  we  have  heard 
it  ad  nauseam,  indeed,  until  the  gorge  wiu'.d 
rise  in  the  gizzard  of  an  ostrich  at  the  sheer 
idiocy  of  the  statement— "we  must  speed  up 
the  public  business.  We  must  enact  more 
laws."  We  must  not  consider  them.  We 
must  not  analyze  them.  We  must  not  talk 
about  them.  Of  course,  if  we  cannot  talk 
about  them  we  oupcht  not  to  think  about 
them.  There  are  a  good  many  men  who  do 
a  good  deal  of  talking  In  favor  of  slopping 
talking  who  never  stop  long  enough  talking 
themselves  to  do  any  thinking  themselves. 

What  we  need  to  do  is  to  stop  passing  laws. 
We  have  enough  laws  now  to  govern  the  world 
for  the  next  10,000  years.  Every  crank  who 
has  a  foolish  notion  that  he  would  like  to 
impose  upon  everybody  else  hastens  to  some 
legislative  body  and  demands  that  it  be 
graven  upon  the  statutes.  Every  fanatic  who 
wants  to  control  his  neighbors  conduct  is 
here  or  at  some  other  legislative  body  de- 
manding that  a  law  be  passed  to  regulate  that 
neighbor's  conduct. 

FREEDOM 

What  Is  It  that  has  made  this  race  great?  It 
has  not  been  the  proud  blood  of  any  illus- 
trious ancestry;  It  has  not  been  becau.se  we 
could  trace  our  lineage  back  to  kings  and  a 
royal  hou.sehold;  it  has  not  been  because  of 
the  peculiar  graces  or  abilities  of  those  Im- 
migrants who  came  to  our  shores  and  from 
whose  loins  we  are  sprung.  It  is  simply  be- 
cause for  once  In  the  history  of  the  world 
the  chains  were  taken  from  the  arms,  the 
shackles  from  the  brain,  the  shadows  of  fear 
were  dissipated  by  the  sunlight  of  liberty 
and  freedom,  and  every  brain  of  every  human 
being,  great  or  small,  was  at  liberty 'to  func- 
tion, every  arm  and  every  limb  was  at  liberty 
to  move.  So  we  unleashed  the  latent  powers 
of  a  race  of  people;  and  from  the  cottage  of 
poverty   there   came   forth   the   genius    and 


from  the  house  of  the  man  of  humble  estate 
there  emerged  the  child  who  could  turn  the 
dull  and  inexpressive  canvas  Into  pictured 
harmony  of  color,  light,  and  shade,  and  paint 
the  rainbows  mingling  hues  and  marvelous 
tints. 

From  the  cottages  of  the  Impoverished, 
from  the  homes  of  ancestors  who  had  been 
enslaved  and  enthralled,  there  came  forth 
children  who  In  the  full  liberty  of  our  civi- 
lization were  able  to  attack  every  problem  and 
to  undertake  every  great  vocation  of  life;  so 
that  within  one  generation  of  time  we  pro- 
duced here  orators  whose  words  of  flame 
could  fire  the  hearts  of  all  the  people  of  this 
land:  poets  whose  words  will  be  read  so  long 
a.s  men  shall  love  the  music  of  our  tongue, 
and  a  citizenry  who  have  defended  our  soil 
and  our  flag  with  unexampled  valor  In  every 
contest  of  this  Republic  All  these  tri- 
umphs of  intellect,  all, these  great  advances 
In  the  arts  and  In  the  sciences,  all  our  won- 
dmus  advance  in  wealth  are  due  to  one  great 
fart  That  we  have  allowed  the  individual  In 
this  land  the  opportunity  to  develop,  the 
'ipporlunity  to  express  himself, 

FREE   DEBATE 

Mr  President,  what  has  this  to  do  with 
the  question  I  am  discussing?  Everything, 
sir  Before  any  law  to-  bind  110.000.000 
people  could  be  pa.s.sed  it  should  somewhere 
be  subjected  to  free  debate;  somewhere  It 
should  encounter  opposition;  somewhere  the 
fires  of  keen  intellects  should  burn  their  heat 
aijout  it  and  test  it  for  its  metal;  somewhere 
and  somehow  it  should  be  determined  by  all 
that  the  Intellect  can  do  end  all  that  the 
tongue  can  express  whether  the  particular 
law  which  Is  projxtsed  is  fit  to  be  fastened 
upon  110  000,000  pe.)ple  who  think  they  are 
free  and  who  once  were  free.  That  one 
forum  reserved  of  all  the  places  In  the  world 
is  the  Sonnte  of  the  United  States.  Here  a 
man  can  stand  and  express  his  views  until 
exhaustion  comes.  And  what  of  it?  Some 
rules  of  common  sense  and  decency  and 
gentlemanly  conduct  have  their  effect.  Not 
In  all  the  nearly  16  years  I  have  sat  in  this 
body  have  I  ever  seen  but  two  or  three  in- 
stances of  what  might  be  really  called  a 
flilhuster. 

Time  and  time  again  I  have  seen  the 
opportunity  under  the  rules  for  the  minority 
tr>  have  SU.XK1  and  obstructed  legislation,  but 
(13  s(K)n  as  debate  was  fairly  over  they  have 
invariably  given  way  and  the  vote  has  come. 
In  the  two  or  three  instances  which  I  remem- 
ber a  very  simple  expedient  was  adopted. 
Freedom  of  speech  was  not  denied,  but  con- 
tinuance of  speech  was  demanded.  It  was 
insisted  that  the  bill  was  before  the  Senate 
and  that  the  opponents  or  advocates  of  the 
bill  should  speak  for  or  ligainst  it  and  that  no 
other  bu.slness  should  Intervene. 

We  have  been  told  here  of  two  or  three 
bllLs— one  of  them  the  force  bill.  The  force 
bill.  If  it  h;id  been  enacted,  would  have  kept 
alive  the  fires  of  hatred  between  the  North 
and  the  South  almost  as  bright  and  as  keen 
and  as  h(Jt  as  they  were  at  the  close  of  the 
great  civil  strife. 

NEW   MEXICO  AND  ARIZONA 

Another  example  It  was  sought  here  to 
admit  New  Mexico  to  statehood  as  a  partisan 
measure  and  under  a  constitution  that  had 
been  written  by  the  corporations  of  New 
Mexico.  It  was  insisted  upjon  the  other  hand 
thai  New  Mexico  should  not  come  Into  the 
Union  e.xcept  under  a  fairly  adopted  consti- 
tution, and  that  at  the  same  time  Arizona 
f;hould  be  received.  What  happened?  One 
or  two  men  stixKl  here  and  held  their  ground, 
and  a  short  space  of  time,  a  few  months, 
rolling  by,  both  States  were  received  Into 
the   Union   with    proper   constitutions. 

Sir,  I  know  it  is  popular  to  attack  the  Sen- 
ate S«)  many  an  a.ss  has  stood  and  brayed 
at  the  lions.  He  who  would  claim  for  this 
body  {perfection  would  prove  himself  a  fool. 
But  the  more  imperfect  we  are.  the  more  we 
need    to   counsel   and    to    take   advice.     The 
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less  we  knew,  the  more  we  ought  to  strive  to 
know.  There  may  be  Bome  men  of  such 
supernatural  power  of  Intellect  that  they 
can  gain  nothing  by  the  discusslona  their 
fellows  may  produce;  but  I  have  never  seen 
an  Important  bill  upon  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, unless  there  was  some  political  organiza- 
tion in  control  determined  to  pass  It  without 
the  dotting  of  an  "1"  or  the  crossing  of  a 
"t."  that  has  not  been  amended  and 
amended  to  Its  b<jneflt. 

A    raZE    FOHUM 

As  long  as  we  can  keep  this  forum  free, 
as  long  as  a  vigorous  and  determined  minor- 
ity can  prevent  the  passage  of  a  statute,  so 
long  tills  country  will  be  safe,  reasonably 
safe,  at  least,  for  no  great  act  of  treachery 
can  ever  be  coniiummated  where  there  are 
not  .some  brave  souls  to  stand  in  Its  resistance 
and  to  stand  to  the  end. 

But  strike  down  this  safeguard  of  public 
dl&cusslon,  apply  the  gag.  and  Imagine.  If  you 
please,  that  It  Is  to  be  applied  only  to  pass 
good  measures,  only  to  accomplish  the  vir- 
tuous and  the  wise  and  the  holy,  only  to 
bring  the  thing  of  rectitude;  Imagine  that,  If 
y  ju  please.  He  It.  a  fool,  he  Is  every  kind  of  a 
fool,  that  has  ever  cursed  this  earth  or  cursed 
himself,  who  thinks  that  any  power  will  al- 
w.iys  be  used  wisely  and  justly.  Power  Is  al- 
most invariably  abused. 

Has  there  ever  been  one  of  those  Important 
measures  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
when  it  was  not  found  that  many  changes 
were  necessary,  when  the  proponents  of  the 
measure  have  not  been  willing  to  accept 
amendment  after  amendment?  Why  should 
there  not  be  some  place  In  this  country  where 
the  virtues  or  the  Iniquities  of  proposed  leg- 
islation could  be  exposed  without  gag.  with- 
out rule,  without  limit;  some  place  where 
every  public  act  must  come  under  the  sur- 
veillance of  men  who  have  complete  freedom 
of  speech,  so  that  the  good  that  Is  in  it  may 
be  properly  exemplified  and  the  evil  that 
exists  may  be  pre  perly  exposed? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
conircnt  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  sec- 
tion I  from  JeiTerson's  Manual,  which 
is  found  on  pagt?s  305  and  part  of  306  of 
the  current  Senate  Manual. 

I  here  being  ro  objection,  the  excerpt 
*  a.s  ordered  to  t*  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

JriTER.soN's   Ma-tcal   or   Parliamentart 
Practice 

importance  of  rules 
Srction  1.  Importance  of  adhering  to  rules 
Mr  Onslow,  the  ablest  among  the  Speak- 
ers of  the  House  cf  Commons,  used  to  say  It 
was  a  maxim  he  had  often  heard  when  he 
was  a  young  man  from  old  and  experienced 
members,  that  nothing  tended  more  to  throw 
power  Into  the  hands  of  administration,  and 
those  who  acted  with  the  majority  of  the 
H  'Use  rjf  Commons,  than  a  neglect  of,  or  de- 
l;ariure  from,  the  rules  of  proceeding;  that 
these  forms,  as  Ir.stituted  by  our  ancestors, 
operated  as  a  check  and  control  on  the  actions 
of  the  majority,  and  that  they  were.  In  many 
instances,  a  sheli^r  and  protection  to  the 
nunority  against  '.he  attempts  of  power.  So 
far  the  maxim  is  certainly  true,  and  is  found- 
ed in  good  sense;  that  as  It  Is  always  in  the 
power  of  the  majority,  by  their  numbers,  to 
stop  any  Improper  measures  proposed  on  the 
part  of  their  opponents,  the  only  weapons 
by  which  the  minority  can  defend  themselves 
against  similar  attempts  from  those  In  power 
are  the  forms  and  rules  of  proceeding  which 
have  been  adopted  as  they  were  found  neces- 
sary, from  time  to  time,  and  are  become  the 
law  of  the  House,  by  a  strict  adherence  to 
which  the  weaker  party  can  only  be  protected 
from  those  Irregularities  and  abuses  which 
these  forms  were  intended  to  check  and  which 
the  wantonness  of  power  is  but  too  often  apt 
to  suggest  to  largo  and  successful  majorities. 


And  whether  these  forms  be  In  all  cases  the 
most  rational  or  not.  Is  really  not  of  so  great 
importance.  It  is  much  more  material  that 
there  should  be  a  rule  to  go  by,  than  what 
that  rule  la;  that  there  may  be  a  uniformity 
of  proceeding  In  business  not  subject  to  the 
caprice  of  the  Speaker  or  captlousness  of  the 
members.  It  is  very  material  that  order,  de- 
cency, and  regularity  be  preserved  in  a  dig- 
nified public  body. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  like 
Senators  who  have  preceded  me,  I  shall 
make  my  remarks  quite  brief. 

First,  there  are  two  corrections  which 
I  wish  to  offer  to  the  statements  which 
were  made — I  am  sure  mistakenly — by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota (Mr.  HuMPHREYl  in  the  course  of 
his  argument. 

The  first  such  statement  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  "previous  question"  had 
been  a  part  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
in  the  early  days,  and  that  under  the 
"previous  question"  rule  the  Senate  had 
the  right  to  bring  the  debate  to  a  close 
and  come  to  a  vote  on  the  question  which 
was  pending.  My  distinguished  friend 
was  trying  to  state  correctly  the  situa- 
tion as  of  those  remote  days,  but  he  in- 
advertently failed  to  do  so.  The  reason 
for  his  failure  is  quite  easy  to  understand. 

There  have  been  two  meanings  at- 
tached to  the  expression  "the  previous 
question"  in  the  course  of  our  parlia- 
mentary history.  If  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  will  take  the-  trouble  to  read 
the  texts  on  the  subject,  he  will  find  that 
they  show  quite  clearly  and  conclusively 
that  at  the  time  the  "previous  question" 
V.  as  a  part  of  the  rules  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  in  the  first  few  years  of 
Its  existence,  the  meaning  of  that  rule 
was  not  at  all  what  we  ascribe  to  it  now. 
It  would  not  permit  cloture  or  bringing 
the  debate  to  a  close  so  that  the  main 
question  could  be  voted  upon. 

On  the  contrary,  the  meaning  of  the 
"previous  question"  at  that  time  was 
completely  different — and  I  refer  Sen- 
ators to  page  356  of  the  Senate  Manual, 
in  which,  as  a  part  of  JcfTerson's  Man- 
ual, they  will  fond  a  paragraph  which 
gives  the  meaning  of  the  "previous  ques- 
tion" rule  as  it  existed  at  that  time.  I 
quote : 

The  proper  occasion  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion Is  when  a  subject  Is  brought  forward 
of  a  delicate  nature  as  to  high  personages, 
etc.,  or  the  discussion  of  which  may  call 
forth  observations  which  might  be  of  in- 
jurious consequences. 

Then  the  previous  question  Is  proposed; 
and  In  the  modern  usage — 

That  is,  the  usage  prevailing  at  that 
time — 

the  discussion  of  the  main  question  Is  sus- 
pended, and  the  debate  confined  to  the  pre- 
vious question.  The  use  of  It  has  been  ex- 
tended abusively  to  other  cases;  but  In  these 
It  has  been  an  embarrassing  procedure;  Its 
uses  would  be  as  well  answered  by  other 
more  simple  parliamentary  forms,  and  there- 
fore It  should  not  be  favored,  but  restricted 
within  as  narrow  limits  as  possible. 

That  language,  as  quoted  from  Jeffer- 
son's Manual,  will,  if  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  will  address  his 
inquiry  to  the  texts  which  prevailed  at 
that  time  and  which  still  state  the  rule 
accurately,  be  found  by  him  and  other 
Senators  to  be  the  precise  meaning  of 


the  previous  question  rule  as  contained 
in  the  rules  of  the  Senate  in  the  early 
days.  There  has  never  been  a  time  in 
wliich  the  previous  question  was  a  part 
of  the  rules  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
if  the  familiar  present  meaning  of  the 
previous  question  rule  as  it  is  generally 
understood  now  and  as  it  is  now  applied 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  is  given 
to  that  rule. 

The  second  point  I  wish  to  make  re- 
lates to  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  there  had  been  no 
departure  from  the  principle  of  unlim- 
ited debate  in  the  history  of  the  Senate 
since  those  early  days.  I  am  sure  my 
distinguished  friend  wants  his  remarks 
to  be  strictly  in  accord  with  the  facts, 
and  the  eventi  of  history.  I  do  not  ques- 
tion his  motives,  which  I  am  sure  are  the 
highest.  As  I  understood  his  remarks, 
he  thought  that  in  those  early  days 
there  was  a  limitation  under  the  pre- 
vious question  rule,  which  I  have  already 
discussed. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  almost 
correct,  but  not  entirely  so  in  his  state- 
ment just  quoted,  because  the  Senate, 
during  the  course  of  the  War  Between 
the  States,  when  it  was  highly  necessary, 
with  a  divided  Senate,  that  it  be  made 
possible  to  take  quick  action  upon  mili- 
tary matters  affecting  the  defense  of  the 
Union,  adopted  a  special  rule  then  appli- 
cable only  during  those  war  years,  under 
which  there  were  very  close  limitations 
upon  debate.  Debate  upon  that  type  of 
measure  could  proceed  for  only  a  very 
short  time  before  a  final  vote  was  taken. 

With  those  two  suggestions,  which  I 
believe  to  be  correct  and  in  accordance 
with  the  facts  and  with  the  situation 
confronting  the  Senate,  let ,  me  very 
briefly  discuss  the  question  of  stability  in 
the  Senate.  I  believe  all  Senators  know 
that  the  Senate  was  created  as  the  body 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Founding 
Fathers,  would  give  the  essential  quality 
of  stability  to  our  legislative  structure, 
and,  indeed,  in  a  larger  sense,  to  our  Gov- 
ernment as  a  whole. 

I  took  occasion  within  the  past  few 
days  to  review  the  discussions  in  the 
Federalist  by  the  three  men  best  in  a  po- 
sition to  discuss  just  what  was  intended 
by  the  Founding  Fathers  in  setting  up  the 
Senate.  Senators  will  find  those  discus- 
sions embraced  in  five  papers  in  the  Fed- 
eralist, two  by  Mr.  James  Madison,  one 
by  Mr.  John  Jay,  and  two  by  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Hamilton,  with  which  I  am  sure 
most  Senators  are  already  familiar. 

The  thing  which  stands  out  upon  a 
reading  of  those  papers  is  that  those 
founders  of  the  faith,  those  who  partici- 
pated in  the  building  of  the  Constitution 
and  in  its  adoption  by  our  people  in  those 
early  days,  set  forth  their  views  as  to 
what  was  fundamental  in  concept  in  the 
creation  of  the  Senate.  Senators  will  be 
impressed  with  the  fact  that  stability  or 
relative  permanence  is  set  forth  as  the 
outstanding  contribution  to  be  made  by 
the  Senate,  which  was  established  under 
the  Constitution.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  was  impressed  by  the  fact  that 
the  word  "stability,"  "stable."  or  "in- 
stability." depending  upon  the  exact 
wording  used,  appears  nine  times  in  the 
two  very  brief  articles  by  Mr.  Madison,  in 
which  he  made  it  completely  apparent 
that  stability  was  what  the  Founding 


'^ 


M 


ift 


228 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  7 


Fathers  were  seeking  to  accomplish  in 
setting  up  the  Senate. 

On  one  occasion  they  speak  of  the 
fact  that  it  was  necessary  to  set  up  some- 
thing which  could  give  "continuing"  at- 
tention to  important  problems  which 
could  not  be  readily  solved.  In  two 
other  places  they  made  the  statement 
that  it  was  necessary  to  set  up  a  body 
which  could  establish  a  "system"  which 
would  have  permanence.  In  particular 
they  discussed  the  problems  of  dealing 
with  international  affairs.  They  spoke 
of  the  treaty-approving  power  of  the 
Senate. 

It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  wording 
of  the  Constitution  in  many  places  that 
in  many  of  its  references  to  the  Senate  it 
was  built  around  the  idea  of  stability, 
around  the  idea  of  relative  permanence. 
Some  of  the  matters  have  already  been 
mentioned.  I  will  simply  mention  them 
for  the  Record,  without  elaborating  upon 
them. 

First  was  the  proposal  that  there 
should  be  two  Senators  from  each  State, 
large  or  small.  That  provision  is  found 
in  section  3  of  article  I. 

Next  is  the  limitation  in  the  Constitu- 
tion itself,  in  article  V,  that  no  State 
shall  be  deprived  of  its  equal  representa- 
tion in  the  Senate  against  its  own 
consent. 

The  third  provision  is  that  the  Vice 
President,  after  his  election,  which  was 
very  carefully  provided  for,  should  be  the 
presiding  officer  of  the  Senate,  as  its 
continuing  presiding  officer.  Assuming 
the  existence  of  a  Vice  President  there 
would  be  no  time  when  the  Senate  would 
be  without  a  presiding  officer.  This  is 
to  be  found  in  section  3,  article  I,  of  the 
Constitution. 

Fourth,  there  is  the  division  into  three 
classes  of  the  Senators,  which  was  di- 
rected to  be  accomplished  at  the  first 
opportunity,  so  that  the  terms  of  Sen- 
ators elected  for  6  years  would  overlap 
each  other,  only  a  third  of  them  being 
elected  each  2  years.  That  provision 
assured  the  existence  of  a  quorum  at  all 
times  for  the  transaction  of  business. 

The  next  point  was  that,  realizing  that 
there  may  be  vacancies,  through  death, 
resignation,  or  other  reasons,  a  provision 
was  inserted  in  the  original  Constitution 
in  the  form  of  section  3,  article  I,  for  the 
appointment  of  individuals  to  fill  vacan- 
cies if  such  vacancies  were  created,  in 
order  that  the  States,  which  were  pri- 
marily concerned  with  the  Senate  and 
its  functioning,  would  be  very  certain 
to  have  representation  at  all  times.  It 
was  provided  that  if  the  legislatures  were 
not  in  session,  they  being  the  body  by 
which  the  election  of  Senators  took 
place,  the  governors  could  appoint  a 
Senator  until  the  next  session  of  the 
legislature. 

The  sixth  point  is  that  the  provision 
was  continued  in  the  seventeonth  amend- 
ment, by  which  governors  are  em- 
powered to  appoint  Senators  to  fill  va- 
cancies. That  is  a  similar  provision  to 
the  one  previously  in  efTect.  In  that 
way  there  can  never  be  a  failure  of  a 
quorumjn  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  these  provisions  appear 
In    the    Constitution    itself.      However 
there  are  ample  evidences  of  action  by 
the  Senate  itself  of  its  appreciation  of 
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the  fact  of  stability  and  of  permanence 
and  continuity. 

We  need  not  look  to  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  which  has  already 
been  referred  to  by  my  very  learned 
friend  from  Minnesota  and  other  Sen- 
ators, which  refers,  as  a  matter  of  obiter 
dictum,  it  is  true,  nevertheless  refers 
very  strongly  to  the  existence  of  the 
Senate  as  a  continuing  body. 

Action  by  the  Senate  itself,  in  the 
early  days,  in  later  days,  and  in  recent 
days,  all  show  that  it  knew  that  it  was 
a  continuing  body. 

First,  there  are  the  163  years  cf  Sen- 
ate history  and  tradition  under  which 
the  rules  have  been  continued,  most 
often  without  positive  readoption  of 
rules,  and  most  often  by  continuing  to 
function  under  rules  adopted  by  earlier 
Senates. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  hold  that  such  a  fact  cuts  the  Sen- 
ate off  from  any  right  to  do  anything 
it  has  a  right  to  do.  It  can  certainly 
amend  its  rules.  I  merely  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that 
certainly  the  Senate's  repeated  action 
in  that  regard  shows  that  it  has  regarded 
itself  as  a  continuing  body  and  has  so 
acted  in  its  traditional  handling  of  itself 
on  the  question  of  rules. 

Then  I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  it 
is  al.so  shown  by  the  various  rules  itself 
which  the  Senate  has  adopted  that  it 
knew  itself  to  be  a  continuing  body  and 
has  .set  up  provisions  in  its  rules  so  as  to 
limit  itself  from  being  a  too-long  con- 
tinuing body  in  certain  fields. 

The  first  is  as  to  the  provision  with 
reference  to  treaties.  It  knew  that  with- 
out such  provision,  by  which  succeeding 
Senates  and  succeeding  Senators  would 
have  the  right  to  hear  evidence  with 
reference  to  treaties  only  until  the  end 
of  the  pending  Congre.ss.  there  would  be 
question  as^  to  whether  treaties  would 
continue  as  pending  from  one  Congre.ss 
to  another  Congre.ss  until  thev  were 
acted  on.  Therefore  rule  XXXVII  was 
adopted.  Under  rule  XXXVII  a  Senate 
retains  jurisdiction  of  a  treaty  only  up 
to  the  time  of  adjournment  sine  die  of 
the  last  session  of  the  pending  Congress 
during  which  the  treaty  is  submitted. 

On  the  question  of  nominations,  since 
that  was  not  such  a  formal  matter  the 
rule  is  more  limited  in  time  in  its  appli- 
cation. It  provides  that  the  nominations 
last  only  up  to  the  end  of  the  pending 
session,  provided  30  days  elapse  between 
the  pre.sent  session  and  the  next  one, 
and  that  if  the  names  are  not  resub- 
mitted the  Senate  ceases  to  have  juris- 
diction and  authority  to  again  consider 
the  nominations. 

There  is  likewise  the  matter  of  the 
appointment  of  standing  committees 
imder  rule  XXV. 

I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  not 
only  the  Senate  but  the  House  concurred 
in  this  action,  because  it  was  adopted 
by  the  pa.ssage  of  a  law,  namely  in  the 
passage  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946. 

Then  provision  was  made  that  com- 
mittees would  continue  to  function  right 
on  into  the  next  Senate  until  other  mem- 
bers had  qualified  and  been  sworn  in 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  distin- 
guished Senators  present  to  the  fact  that 
no  such  provision  appears  with  refer- 


ence to  the  committees  of  the  House, 
because  not  only  this  lx)dy  but  the  House! 
and  Congress  as  a  whole,  knew  full  well 
that  the  committees  of  the  House  could 
have  no  such  continuing  jurisdiction, 
whereas  the  continuing  nature  and  the 
continuing  personnel  of  the  Senate  was 
recognized  in  the  way  that  I  have  In- 
dicated in  the  passage  of  the  law  known 
as  the  Reorganization  Act. 

Likewi.'^e  there  are  provisions  in  that 
act  requiring  the  appointment  of  stand- 
ing committees  over  again  with  each 
Congress,  so  as  to  clarify  the  question 
as  to  whether  they  should  remain  in 
existence  after  the  earlier  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  other 
evidences  of  the  same  kind.  On  page 
388  of  Jefferson's  Manual  we  find  that 
impeachments  which  are  pending  will 
remain  in  the  Senate  into  the  succeed- 
ing .'e.s.'^ion  until  they  are  acted  upon. 
There  are  repeated  evidences,  therefore, 
of  the  fact  that  the  Senate  itself — and 
sometimes  the  Senate  and  the  House  act- 
ing in  conjunction  in  the  passage  of 
legislation— recognized  the  Senate  as  a 
continuing  body. 

Mr.  Pre-sident,  in  concluding  my  re- 
marks I  wish  to  quote  very  briefly  from 
an  insertion  which  was  previously  made 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts I  Mr.  S.^LTONsTALLl.  It  is  from 
an  editorial  entitled  "Price  of  Limited 
Debate,"  which  was  published  in  the 
Wa.shington  Post  of  this  morning.  I 
should  like  to  quote  a  portion  of  the  edi- 
torial which  refers  to  the  stability  of 
the  Senate,  which  would  be  undermined 
by  the  adoption  of  the  motion  sponsored 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  and  his  distinguished  associates. 

I  may  .say  that  the  writer  of  the  edito- 
rial had  already  indicated  that  he  favors 
the  enactment  of  civil-rights  legislation. 
The  portion  of  the  editorial  which  I 
should  like  to  read  is  as  follows: 

Thp  fart  that  only  one-third  of  the  Senate 
l.s  elected  at  any  one  time  seems  to  us  to 
clinch  the  argument  that  the  Senate  Is  a 
continuing  body,  properly  governable,  that  is 
to  say  by  contlnulns;  rules.  This  arrange- 
ment gives  the  Senate  a  stability  that  It 
could  not  otherwise  attain,  and  we  cannot 
help  thinking  that  It  would  be  foolish  to 
give  up  thl.s  as.set  In  pursuit  of  a  temporary 
rule  Ui7  linntaiion  of  debate. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Ma.s.sachusetts  has  made  this 
point  .so  crystal  clear  that  it  is  unneces- 
sary  for  me  to  pursue  the  argument  fur- 
ther. It  is  obvious  that  very  much  more 
is  at  stake  than  any  temporary  value 
that  might  be  gained  by  the  adoption  of 
the  motion  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  and  his  associates. 

Mr.  President.  I  continue  to  quote  from 
the  editorial: 

If  the  Anderson  thesis  should  prevail,  the 
Senate  would  have  to  adopt  a  new  set  of 
rules  every  2  years.  What  would  then  pre- 
vent the  foes  (jf  civil  rights,  or  of  any  other 
potential  legislation,  from  filibustering  In- 
definitely against  the  adoption  of  proposed 
new  rules  at  the  opening  of  every  Congress' 
Such  a  -cure"  might  prove  far  worse  than  the 
filibuster  evil  lUelf. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  and  I  believe 
that  the  Senate,  realizing  the  stabiUty 
that  was  written  into  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment through  the  creation  of  the 
Senate  as  a  continuing  body,  whose  light 
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never  goes  out  but  continues  to  bum 
through  all  time — through  the  time  dur- 
ing which  the  Senate  is  in  recess  and 
during  election  time  and,  in  fact,  al- 
ways— will  conclude  that  that  permanent 
value  must  not  be  destroyed  by  action, 
although  no  doubt  well  motivated,  which 
seeks  to  cure  an  ill  which  the  authors 
of  the  motion  believe  should  be  corrected. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and  his 
associates  will  be  very  strongly  defeated 
by  the  Senate.  I  would  regret  to  see 
any  sizable  number  of  Senators  put 
themselves  on  record  as  not  beheving  in 
the  preiervation  of  the  stability  of  the 
Senate.  It  is  the  stability  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  means  most  to  our  country  and 
it  is  such  StabiUty  which  has  given  to 
the  Senate  the  greatest  meaning  in  our 
Nation  throughout  the  163  years  of  its 
existence. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  rise  to  speak  briefly  on  this  sub- 
ject. In  a  way  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  do 
.<^o.  because  I  find  myself  in  disagreement 
v.ith  my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
HendricksonI,  >\hom  I  wish  to  compli- 
ment for  having  made  a  very  able  speech 
on  the  other  side  of  the  present  contro- 
versy. He  spoke  in  support  of  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
(Mr.  Anderson],  At  this  time  I  wish  to 
state  briefly  why  I  cannot  support  that 
position  and  my  rea.sons  for  opposing 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  which,  as  I  see  it.  is  based  upon 
a  single  question,  namely,  whether  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body. 

I  consider  it  unfortunate  that  the 
Issue  at  hand,  namely,  that  of  whether 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  is  be- 
ing confused  with  issues  which  are  of  an 
entirely  different  character.  The  issue 
now  before  the  Senate  is  not  one  of  civil 
rights;  neither  is  it  a  question  of  what  is 
the  best  cloture  rule  for  the  Senate  to 
adopt.  The  issue  l)efore  us  is  whether 
the  Senate  Is  a  continuing  body,  and 
that  question  is  a  constitutional  one. 
As  I  view  the  question,  under  the  Con- 
stitution the  Senate  either  is  or  is  not 
a  continuing  body.  If  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body  under  the  Constitution, 
then  no  vote  taken  either  at  this  time 
or  at  any  other  time  can  change  the 
status  of  the  Senate  under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  I  shall  not 
Ro  further  into  that  question,  but  I  shall 
simply  confine  myself  to  stating  that  I 
find  myself  in  disagreement  with  Sena- 
tors who  hold  that  the  Senate  is  not  a 
continuing  body  and  that  it  therefore 
has  a  different  relationship  to  its  rules 
than  would  otherwise  be  the  case. 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
has  a  right  to  change  its  rules.  The 
question  is  whether  the  rules  we  have 
today  continue  until  we  change  them. 

Reasonable  men  may  disagree  as  to 
what  the  Constitution  means  in  any  par- 
ticular case.  I  am  one  of  those  who  be- 
lieve that  the  staggered  arrangement  for 
the  service  of  Senators,  under  the  Consti- 
tution, was  intended  to  show  and  is  evi- 
dence that  the  Senate  Is,  and  was  in- 
tended to  be,  a  continuing  body.  There 
is  much  other  evidence  to  support  that 
position. 

However,  the  important  point  to  be 
emphasized  here  is  that  the  issue  is  one 


regarding  the  nature  and  character  of 
the  Senate  as  a  legislative  body.  My 
views  on  this  issue,  which  support  the 
concept  that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing 
body,  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
my  views  on  civil-rights  legislation  or  on 
the  question  of  instituting  a  stronger 
cloture  rule.  I  think  those  issues  have 
become  confused  with  the  present  issue. 
I  have  frequently  registered  my  views  on 
these  other  issues.  I  favor  a  stronger 
cloture  rule  than  the  one  we  have  today, 
and  I  shall  support  action  for  that  pur- 
pose at  this  session.  I  favor  civil-rights 
legislation.  As  the  new  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
at  this  new  session.  I  propose  to  move 
right  ahead  with  my  colleague  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives],  and 
other  Senators,  in  endeavoring  to  bring 
about  a  fuller  civil -rights  program  which 
I  believe  we  can  get  our  colleagues  to 
support.  However,  I  shall  not  now  go 
into  that  situation. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  not  accept  a 
philosophy  tha.  the  end  justifies  the 
means,  simply  because  we  are  trying  to 
achieve  a  valuable  goal. 

As  has  been  urged  here  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  S.-vltonstall] 
and  other  Senators,  including  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Holland],  who  spoke 
only  a  moment  ago,  let  us  maintain  a 
sense  of  stability  of  our  Constitution,  and 
let  us  not  try  to  proceed  by  a  method  dif- 
ferent from  that  under  which  the  Senate 
has  proceeded  from  the  very  inception 
of  its  life. 

As  I  have  said.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
In  and  favor  civil-rights  legislation,  and  I 
beli3ve  in  and  favor  a  change  in  the 
cloture  rule.  However,  let  us  work  along 
proper  lines  toward  those  goals.  Let 
us  not  simply  throw  up  our  hands,  as 
the  Senator  from  Mirmesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey]  did  recently  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  say  that  we  shall  never 
get  another  chance  at  this  session  or  in 
this  Congress.  With  all  due  respect  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  I  take  issue 
with  that  view. 

I  simply  wish  to  make  this  brief  state- 
ment of  my  position  in  setting  forth  the 
reasons  why  I  shall  vote  against  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  gave 
notice  to  the  Senate  at  the  opening  of  to- 
day's session,  I  am  about  to  move  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  motion  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  on  be- 
half of  himself  and  other  Senators.  I 
do  not  wish  to  shut  off  any  statements 
for  the  Record  or  any  insertions  which 
Senators  may  wish  to  make;  but  in  that 
case,  I  shall  request  unanimous  consent 
that  such  Senators  be  permitted  to  SF>eak 
for  not  more  than  a  definite  length  of 
time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  that  understand- 
ing, will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  2 
minutes  to  me? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  be  permitted  to  speak  for  not 
more  than  2  minutes  on  the  pending 
motion. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  2 
minutes  I  have  I  can  make  clear  my  posi- 
tion on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico. 

Of  course  I  respectfully  disagree  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  when  he  argues,  as  he  has  just 
done,  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  is  based  on  the  theory 
that  the  Senate  is  not  a  continuing  body. 

In  my  judgment  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  has  tried  time  and  time 
again  to  make  clear  that  his  motion  has 
no  relationship  whatsoever  to  the  theory 
and  argimient,  advanced  by  some  Sena- 
tors, to  the  effect  that  the  Senate  is  not 
a  continuing  body.  Many  of  us  can  sup- 
port the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico — and  I  do  support  it — on  an 
entirely  different  theory,  namely,  that  in 
my  judgment,  as  a  matter  of  sound  pub- 
lic policy,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  at  the  beginning  of  this  Congress 
should  proceed  as  a  committee  of  the 
whole  to  amend  rule  XXII.  I  take  that 
position,  Mr.  President,  because  I  believe 
this  is  the  best  time  during  the  entire 
course  of  the  Congress  which  has  just 
begun  to  amend  rule  XXn.  We  do  not 
have  pending  before  us  at  the  present 
time  any  committee  action  on  proposed 
l3gislation  that  requires  consideration  by 
the  Senate.  We  have  the  time  to  con- 
sider this  matter  now.  I  dare  say  that, 
by  and  large,  all  Senators  know  how  they 
stand,  as  individual  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, regarding  the  merits  of  the  question 
of  whether  the  cloture  rule  of  the  Senate 
should  be  changed. 

Mr.  President,  I  close  by  saying  that  we 
need  to  remember  again  that  the  sub- 
stantive legislative  rights  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  insofar  as  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  is  concerned, 
can  be  no  better  than  their  procedural 
rights  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
In  my  opinion — and  I  stress  this  as  my 
personal  judgment — the  substantive  leg- 
islative rights  of  the  American  people 
will  never  be  given  the  careful,  adequate 
attention  they  deserve  as  long  as  the  Sen- 
ate has  a  rule  which  denies  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  what  I  believe  is  one  of  the 
basic  premises  of  a  democratic  repre- 
sentative government,  namely,  the  pass- 
ing of  proposed  legislation  by  majority 
vote.  So  long  as  rule  XXII  remains  one 
of  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  as  that  rule 
now  stands,  I  submit  that  majority  rule 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is 
denied  to  the  voters  of  America. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr  Ferguson]  be  allowed  to  speak  for 
not  more  than  5  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  sp>eak  on  the  pending  question 
because  I  realize  its  importance.  I  be- 
lieve I  have  signed  every  cloture  petition 
which  has  been  presented  since  I  came  to 
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the  Senate.  And  on  every  occasion 
when  I  believed  that  the  purpose  of  de- 
bate was  only  delay,  I  voted  to  close 
debate. 

However.  Mr.  President,  some  very 
fundamental  principles  are  involved  at 
this  time,  and  the  vote  each  of  us  casts 
must  take  those  principles  into  consid- 
eration. If  I  were  to  vote  for  the  pend- 
ing motion,  I  would  be  compelled  to  say 
in  my  own  conscience  and  to  the  public 
that  I  believe  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  not  been  and  is  not  a 
continuing  body  or  a  continuing  institu- 
tion in  somewhat  the  same  way  that  our 
courts  are  continuing  bodies.  In  that 
connection,  let  me  say  that  I  have  not 
heard  anyone  contend  that  when  a  judge 
dies  or  when  any  number  of  judges  are 
reelected  to  serve  in  a  court  all  the  rules 
of  that  court  are  nullified  and  an  entirely 
new  set  of  riiles  must  be  drawn  up. 

I  believe  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  a  continuing  body. 

There  are  those  who  contend,  as  has 
Just  been  contended  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  that  there  cannot 
be  democracy  unless  there  is  control  by 
a  majority.  I  wish  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  one  of  the  things  that  saves  our 
country  and  cements  it  together  as  the 
United  States  of  America  is  the  fact  that 
minorities  are  protected  under  our 
system. 

At  this  time  I  should  like  to  read  a 
portion  of  a  recent  article  by  Walter 
Lippmann,  as  follows: 

As  I  see  it.  the  filibuster  is  a  great  and  ir- 
replaceable protection  of  the  civil  rights  of 
the  American  people,  and  it  would  be  a  par- 
adox with  tragic  consequences  if  it  were 
swept  away  in  the  name  of  civil  rights. 
What  is  the  filibuster?  It  is  a  device,  de- 
Teloped  by  long  usa^e,  which  enables  a  mi- 
nority, when  it  feels  that  its  interests  are 
threatened,  to  compel  the  majority  to  be  at 
least  a  two-thirds  majority. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
rent  that  the  entire  article  be  printed  at 
this  F>olnt  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Civn.  Rights  and  the  Ftlibuster 
(By  Walter  Lippmann) 

The  Senate  Is  about  to  deal  with  a  motion 
designed  to  lead  to  the  amendment  of  the 
rules  in  order  that  It  may  be  easier  to  cut 
off  a  filibuster.  The  motton  is  by  Senator 
Andebson.  of  New  Mexico,  and  it  has  the 
support  of  4  northern  Republican  Sena- 
tors, 13  nortliern  Democrats,  and  Senator 
Morse,  an  inde{>endent.  The  purpose  of 
these  Senators  is  to  clear  the  way  for  civil 
rights  laws,  f>artlcularly  for  a  compulsory 
Federal  fair  employment  law.  They  wish  to 
enact  this  law  by  a  majority  vote  in  the  Sen- 
ate over  the  objection  ol  the  minority  of 
southern   Senators. 

It  is  all  but  certain  that  they  will  fall  to 
amend  the  rules,  and  that  the  right  of  fili- 
buster will  be  preserved.  Yet  it  would  be, 
I  believe,  an  error  to  Interpret  the  defeat  of 
their  effort  to  amend  the  rules  as  a  defeat 
for  the  cause  of  civil  rights.  The  funda- 
mental fact  in  tb«  situation  today  is  that  an 
agreed  settlement  of  the  deepest  issue  is  now 
clearly  In  sight.  If  this  settlement  is  ne- 
gotiated with  perseverance  and  good  faith. 
It  should  refullly  command  the  necessary  6-1 
votes,  the  so-called  constitutional  two- 
thirds.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  an  agreed  settle- 
ment Is  more  likely  to  be  reached  if  the  rules 
are  not  amended  than  it  they  are. 


The  basis  of  an  agreed  settlement  exists  In 
a  bill  (S.  3368  >  sponsored  by  two  of  the  Sena- 
tors now  engaged  in  trying  to  amend  the 
rules.  It  la  the  Humphrey-Ivcs  bill.  It  was 
reported  favorably  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  about  the  first 
of  July  last  year — Ju&t  as  the  Republican 
Convention  was  assembling.  At  the  time 
nobody  paid  much  attention  to  it.  It  was 
swamped  by  the  other  news.  Yet  it  contains 
a  new  principle,  which  is  acceptable  to  the 
northern  sponsors  of  this  whole  body  of  leg- 
islation, a  principle  which,  however,  removes 
virtually  all  the  practical  objections  of  the 
modern  South  to  Federal  compulsion  In  the 
field  of  employment.  The  essential  principle 
of  the  Humphrey-Ives  bill  is.  as  I  read  it, 
that  it  places  the  administration  and  en- 
forcement of  the  Federal  law  in  the  hands 
of  local.  State,  and  regional  officials. 

Thus  the  bill  acknowledges  the  principle 
that  fair  employment  is  a  national  interest. 
But  it  recognizes  also  that  the  application  of 
the  principles  can  best  be  done  with  locdl 
consent.  This  means  that  actual  progress 
In  the  practice  of  fair  emplojrment  will  come 
not  by  compulsion  from  ofOclals  in  Washing- 
ton but  by  conciliation  and  education  in 
each  community. 

With  this  bill  available  for  negotiation  and 
discussion,  there  is  no  need,  then,  to  amend 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  in  order  to  coerce 
the  South.  It  would  be  a  strange  thing  to 
coerce  the  South  for  the  sake  of  a  law  of 
which  the  fundamentnl  principle  is  that  it  is 
not  coeicive.  If  a  bill,  like  the  Humphrey- 
Ives.  can  operate  by  consent  In  the  inodern 
South,  as  surely  It  can  if  it  Is  well  handled, 
then  such  a  bill  ca!i  be  enacted  with  the 
consent  of  the  modern  southerners  in  the 
Senate. 

As  I  see  It.  the  filibuster  Is  a  great  and  Ir- 
replaceable protection  of  the  civil  rights  of 
the  American  people,  and  it  would  be  a  para- 
dox with  tragic  consequences  If  it  were  swept 
away  in  the  name  of  civil  rights.  What  l.s 
the  filibuster?  It  is  a  device,  developed  by 
long  usa^^e.  which  enables  a  minority,  when 
it  feels  that  its  Interests  are  threatened,  to 
compel  the  majority  to  be  at  least  two-thirds 
majririty. 

It  is  often  said  that  the  filibuster  is  a  de- 
nial of  the  American  principle  of  majority 
rule.  This  is  an  Inaccurate  generalization. 
What  Is  an  American  majority.'  Is  It  51  jier- 
cer.t  of  inose  voting?  Is  it  51  percent  of 
those  entitled  to  vote?  Is  the  two-thirds 
vote  required  to  ratify  a  treaty  a  denial  of 
the  A.mertcan  principle  of  m.ijf'rity  rule'' 
Why  IS  it  a  denial  ol  .\merican  prmciples  to 
permit  the  mmorlty  to  insist  where  it  feels 
vitally  affected  that  the  majority  must  b« 
aa  big  as  for  a  treaty? 

The  answer,  of  cotirse.  is  that  the  Ameri- 
can principle  of  the  right  of  the  m.ijorlty  to 
rule  takes  m.any  different  forms  under  our 
constitutional  system.  It  is  of  the  very  es- 
sence of  the  system  that  there  should  be 
easier  and  harder  majorities  to  organize,  de- 
pending on  the  gravity  and  the  impact  of 
the  decision  that  the  majority  is  being  called 
upon  to  make.  Nothing,  therefore,  is  less 
American  than  the  idea  that  a  51-percent 
majority  should  alwnys  prevail. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
Robert's  Rules  of  Order  it  is  provided 
ttiat  if  an  assembly  wishes  to  close  de- 
bate without  allowing  all  the  time  de- 
sired by  speakers,  it  may  do  so  by  order- 
ing cither  the  previous  question  or  the 
closing  of  the  debate  at  a  certain  time, 
or  the  body  may  limit  the  length  of 
speeches  and  allow  each  member  to 
speak  only  once  on  a  question,  as  fully 
explained  in  rules  XXrx  and  XXX. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois? 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  Just  1  minute.  I 
have  but  5  minutes,  after  which  I  shall 
yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain  today  is  supreme,  and  It 
was  said  of  Great  Britain  In  1948  by 
the  Attorney  General  that  If  the  Parlia- 
ment Itself  should  declare  that  all  blue- 
eyed  babies  must  be  destroyed  at  a 
breath,  that  would  be  the  law  of  the  land. 
But  that  could  not  happen  In  this  coun- 
try. The  inalienable  rights  granted  by 
the  Constitution  are  based  upon  protec- 
tion of  minorities,  and  I  can  foresee 
many  possible  occasions  when  those  who 
today  are  propo.sing  a  change  in  the 
Senate  rules  and  are  contending  that 
this  is  not  a  continuing  body  may  u-ant 
to  rise  upon  this  floor  to  protect  mlnori- 
tip.s  In  their  respective  States,  and  then. 
certainly,  they  v.ould  want  the  Senate 
to  follow  the  rule  laid  down  requiring  a 
two-thirds  vote  to  end  debate.  For  ex- 
ample, that  would  certainly  be  the  ca-se 
if  legislation  aboh.'^hing  or  prohibiting 
labor  unions  ever  reached  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr  President.  I  have  always  voted  for 
civil  riL'hts  logislation.  aifd  shall  con- 
tinue to  do  sr.  and  I  voted  against  the 
present  cloture  rule,  becau.se  I  believed 
that  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  those  present 
-should  bo  suflBcient  to  end  debate.  Instead 
of  requirini?  a  constitutional  two-thirds, 
as  the  present  nile  provides.  I  hope  the 
time  will  come  when  I  shall  be  able  to 
join  in  an  effort  to  vote  to  modify  and 
strengthen  the  cloture  rule.  But  we  are 
now  coiLsidering  something  much 
broader  than  cloture  or  civil  rights,  and 
in  conscience  I  cannot  today  vote  to  say 
that  the  United  States  Senate  is  not  a 
continuing  body,  with  all  the  tremendous 
and  wide.'-pread  implications  of  such  a 
concept. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  expired. 
Mr.  MAYB.ANK.  Mr.  Prr sldent.  I  had 
mentioned  to  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  that  I  desired  to  speak  on  the 
subject  now  before  the  Senate.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tc  file  a  brief  state- 
m?nt  regarding  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  there  are  obviou.'sly  sufficient 
votes  to  defeat  the  motion,  I  do  not  wish 
to  delay  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate 
any  longer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatob  Matbank 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  trespass 
upon  the  time  of  the  Senate  during  this 
particular  debate  by  making  any  lengthy 
statement.  I  was  on  the  floor  during  th« 
dlsruscion  yeste^rday  afternoon,  and  I  have 
been  here  listening  with  Interest  to  today's 
remarks. 

It  seems  absurd  that  the  first  order  of 
business  in  the  First  Session  of  the  Elghty- 
tlilrd  Congress  should  be  a  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  Congress  has  operated 
legally  during  its  previous  164  sessions.  Let 
me  make  it  plain  that  I  do  not  pose  now, 
or  have  not  at  any  other  time,  as  a  con- 
stitutional authority,  i  am,  however,  some- 
what familiar  with  certain  passages  In  the 
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Constitution,  as  well  as  the  precedents  which 
have  been  established  and  referred  to 
through  the  years.  I  also  claim  substantial 
knowledge  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  which 
are  being  questioned. 

If  the  principal  purpose  of  this  confusion 
Is  to  secure  consideration  of  a  civil  rights 
bill,  then  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  "Bring 
a  civil  rights  bill  to  the  floor." 

If  the  primary  desire  Is  to  strike  rule  XXII 
from  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  then  I  say  to 
them,  "Bring  In  an  amendment  to  accom- 
plish  that   purpose." 

Rule  XXII,  as  all  well  know,  does  not  pro- 
hibit unlimited  debate.  It  simply  offers  a 
device  by  which,  after  a  period  of  time,  pro- 
viding 64  Members  of  the  Senate  agree,  fur- 
ther debate  may  be  finally  terminated  fol- 
lowing still  another  lapse  of  time  and  dis- 
cussion. 

It  was  not  until  1917,  after  a  good 
many  years  of  unlimited  debate,  that  any 
restrictions  were  accepted  in  the  Senate. 

In  an  effort  to  stymie  the  operations  of 
this  body,  we  are  told  now  by  the  proponents 
and  supporters  of  the  Anderson  motion  that 
the  Senate,  after  all  these  many  years.  Is  no 
longer  a  continuing  body.  They  say  that, 
under  a  misapprehension,  we  are  still  using 
the  Senate  rules  adopted  by  the  first  session 
of  the  Senate.  They  do  not  even  acknowl- 
edge the  many  amendments  which  have  been 
agreed  to  in  the  passing  years.  Even  as  the 
rules  have  been  changed,  the  basic  set  has 
been  retained. 

The  rules  of  the  Senate,  Just  as  the  laws 
of  the  land,  have  been  changed  from  time  to 
time  as  necessity  has  dictated. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  and  the 
.eenlor  Senator  from  Ohio  performed  an  ad- 
mirable service  yesterday  In  pointing  out  the 
fallacies  of  the  arguments  presented  by  the 
proponents  of  this  motion.  The  absurdities 
of  the  argument  against  the  continuing  au- 
thority of  the  Senate  are  obvious. 

I  think  It  Is  well  to  repeat  the  sense  of  the 
constitutional  provision  that  the  Senate  re- 
plenish one-third  of  its  membership  every  3 
years.  I  know  of  no  terminating  date  for 
the  services  of  the  other  64  Memt>ers  of  this 
bcxly.  There  is  no  directive  that  they  shall 
cease  to  serve  at  any  given  time. 

I  am  In  wholehearted  agreement  with  the 
very  substantial  arguments  that  have  been 
made  against  the  Anderson  motion. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  NeelyI  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  An- 
derson] are  the  only  Senators  who,  dur- 
ing the  afternoon,  have  requested  an  op- 
portunity to  speak.  We  had  hoped  they 
would  be  able  to  speak  before  4 :  30  p.  m. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  be  allowed  to 
speak  for  not  more  than  5  minutes. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  gener- 
ously increase  my  allotted  time  to  10 
minutes? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  be 
permitted  to  speak  not  more  than  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  at  first  re- 
Quesled  7  minutes.  Would  the  Senator 
compromise  on  7  minutes? 

Mr.  NEELY.  Not  if  he  thought  he 
could  get  more. 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  modifies  his  request. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  West 
Virginia,  earlier  in  the  afternoon,  agreed 
to  7  minutes.    I  yield  to  him  7  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection?   The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 


Senator  from  West  Virginia  is  recog- 
nized for  7  minutes. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  the  vital 
matter  before  us  as  a  result  of  the 
motion  of  the  able  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]  has,  during  the 
past  2  days,  been  relentlessly  bemud- 
dled  with  parliamentary  technicalities 
and  ruthlessly  bedeviled  with  constitu- 
tional confusion.  Simply  stated,  this  Is 
the  pending  questions  Shall  the  Senate 
prudently  amend  its  senseless  Rule  XXII 
so  that  Important  business  can  be  trans- 
acted and  the  general  welfare  promoted 
by  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  Its  members, 
or  shall  it  imprudently  perpetuate  Its 
present  outrageous  restrictions,  by  means 
of  which  £is  few  as  four  or  five  willful 
Senators  can,  at  their  pleasure,  filibuster 
to  death  the  most  meritorious  measure 
that  man's  mind  can  conceive  and  his 
statesmanship  propose  for  senatorial 
approval? 

Judging  from  recent,  relevant  news- 
paper comments.  80  percent  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  favor  the 
substance  of  the  Anderson  motion. 

As  long  as  a  majority  of  one  electoral 
vote  can  determine  who  will  be  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States;  as  long  as  a 
majority  of  one  vote  can  determine  who 
will  be  the  governor  of  any  State  In 
the  Union;  as  long  as  the  Congress  can, 
by  a  majority  of  one  vote  In  the  Hotise 
and  one  vote  in  the  Senate,  declare  a  war 
that  might  cost  the  lives  of  millions  of 
American  boys,  the  despotic  demand  for 
a  two-thirds  majority  vote  in  order  to 
amend  the  Senate's  rules  of  procedure, 
or  transact  any  other  legitimate  sena- 
torial business  should  be  unhesitatingly 
and  decisively  defeated  now  and  forever. 

Bleak  House,  one  of  Charles  Dickens' 
most  engaging  novels,  contains  a  descrip- 
tion of  a  character  known  as  little  Miss 
FUte,  who  was  a  litigant  in  an  inter- 
minable suit  in  chancery.  For  many 
weary  years  fhe  faithfully  attended  all 
the  sittings  of  the  court.  She  finally 
went  crazy  waiting  for  justice  which  she 
never  received.  To  inquiries  concerning 
her  persistent  attendance,  she  habitually 
replied,  "I  expect  to  get  judgment  on 
Judgment  Day."  If  we  fail  to  improve 
the  present  opportunity  to  amend  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  we,  like  poor  Miss 
Flite,  should  resign  ourselves  to  the  dubi- 
ous expectation  of  achieving  the  desired 
result  on  Judgment  Day,  and  not  a 
moment  before  that  fateful  time  of  weep- 
ing, wailing  and  gnashing  of  teeth. 

If  the  pending  motion  Is  laid  on  the 
table  or  otherwise  defeated,  it  will  be 
useless  to  hope  for  any  adequate  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate's  rules  during  any 
session  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 
Without  such  amendment  the  promises 
of  legislative  benefits  for  the  people  made 
by  both  great  political  parties  during  the 
recent  campaign  will  perish  from  ir- 
reparable repudiation. 

According  to  ancient  legend,  Gordlus. 
a  Phrygian  king,  dedicated  his  wagon  to 
Jupiter  and  with  a  rope  of  bark  so  in- 
geniously fastened  it  to  a  beam  that  no 
one  could  untie  It.  General  Alexander 
the  Great  was  informed  that  anyone  who 
would  undo  the  knot  would  reign  over 
the  entire  eastern  world.  Thereupon 
the  conqueror  cut  the  knot  In  twain  with 
his  sword. 


A  knot  Infinitely  more  Important  than 
the  one  that  Gordlus  tied  and  Alexander 
severed  has,  for  many  decades,  afflicted 
the  Senate  as  the  plagues  afflicted  the 
ancient  Egyptians.  Ours  Is  the  parlia- 
mentary knot  tied  by  the  most  accom- 
plished artificers  of  reaction  and  the  most 
efflcient  obstructors  of  progress  that  ever 
lived  in  the  tide  of  times.  There  was 
only  one  general  on  earth  who  could 
loose  the  celebrated  Gordian  knot  of 
long  ago.  Coincidentally  there  is  but 
one  general  on  earth  today  who  can  untie 
or  sever  the  knot  that  scourges  the  Senate 
and  distresses  the  Nation— that  general 
is  the  Honorable  Dwlght  D.  Eisen- 
hower, the  President-elect  of  the  United 
States. 

According  to  a  quotation  from  the 
New  York  Times  of  the  thirteenth  day 
of  last  August,  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Miimesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] inserted  In  the  Record  yesterday. 
General  Eisenhower  "was  quoted  as 
favoring  a  curb  on  Senate  filibusters, 
which  have  been  used  in  the  past  to  block 
congressional  action  on  civil-rights 
legislation." 

"Senator  Lodge  said  that  the  General 
had  told  him  that  he  felt  'very  strongly 
in  favor  of  curbing  the  filibuster  and  of 
taking  every  measure  practicable  to  sup- 
port a  program  for  civil  rights.'  " 

Mr.  President,  General  Eisenhower  can 
In  the  twinkling  of  an  eye  translate  this 
encouraging  statement  into  reality,  by 
simply  telephoning  to  "Mr.  Republican," 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  TaftI,  a  sincere  request  that 
he  and  the  other  Republican  Members  of 
the  Senate  vote  for  the  Anderson  motion. 
There  is  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  that 
practically  every  Republican  Senator 
would  promptly  and  favorably  respond 
to  such  a  request  from  the  great  general 
who  has  provided  the  Republican  Party 
its  first  presidential  election  in  20  years. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr.  NEELY.  My  very  dear  Republican 
friends  in  the  Senate,  you  have  a  wonder- 
ful opportunity  today  to  make  names  for 
yourselves  that  will  forever  shine  like  the 
bright  and  morning  star.  But,  to  my 
unspeakable  regret,  you  are  apparently 
determined  to  throw  that  opportunity 
away.  And  if  you  do,  in  your  campaign 
for  reelection,  you  will,  with  Maud 
Muller,  sorrowfully  say: 
Of  all  sad  words  of  tongue  or  pen. 
The  saddest  are  these;  "It  might  have  been!" 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NEELY.  Yes,  if  the  Senator  will 
obtain  the  necessary  time  for  his  inter- 
ruption without  subtracting  it  from 
mine. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  If  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  will  grant  me  additional  time.  I 
will  gladly  yield,  otherwise  I  will  not. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  declines  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senator  may  yield  to 
me  for  1  minute. 
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The  Vies  PRESn^NT.  Uhk|B  the 
Senator  yields,  the  Sfenator  Irom  Cali- 
fornia cannot  make  that  request. 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  lir.  Preskient.  win 
the  Senator  from  West  VirginJa  yield  to 
me  for  that  purpose? 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  may  yitid  to 
me  for  1  minute. 

The  VKX  PBESIDEIIT.  The  time  of 
the  SenaUMT  from  West  Virginia  will  ex- 
pire in  a  minute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  asked  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  NKRT.Y.  I  do  not  yiekL  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

General  Eisenhower,  the  Senate  lib- 
erals implore  you  to  rise  to  unsurpassed 
heights  of  statesmanship,  smd  inscribe 
your  name  in  the  golden  book  of  im- 
mortality by  immediately  and  earnestly 
urging  the  Republican  membership  of 
the  Senate  to  support  the  Anderson  mo- 
tion, to  the  end  that  the  American  people 
may.  without  further  delay,  receive  the 
abundant  benefits  which  Senate  rule 
XXn  has  long  rendered  it  impossible  for 
them  to  enjoy. 

Oeneral.  your  failure  to  act  in  this 
matter  will  be  the  first  significant 
demonstration  that  Republican  control 
of  the  Congress  will  be  for  the  brief 
period  of  only  2  years.  Por  this  fail- 
ure, you  and  your  party  will  deserve  and 
receive  all  the  blame.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  you  perform  the  suggested, 
priceless  service,  the  people  everywhere 
will  enthusiastically  applaud  you  and 
tove  you.  and  as  the  angels  of  the  Apoc- 
alypse sang  the  s<mg  of  Moses  upon  the 
sea  of  glass  so  will  the  people  sing  your 
praise  around  the  world. 

The  VICE  MIESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has 
ezi^red. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Aitder- 
soKl  made  on.  behalf  of  himself  and 
other  Senators,  that  the  Senate  take  up 
for  immediate  consideration  the  adop- 
tion of  rules  for  the  Saiate  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  AndirsowJ  be  laid  on  the 
table.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDKNT.  The  question 
Is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  suggested  the 
absence  of  a  quorum;  so  the  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  t<A\,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

H»yden 

H«idrle!tsc7n 

Hennlngs 

Htckenlooper 

HlU 

Hoey 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ires 

JackaoQ 

Jeniier 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

John»um.  8.  C. 


Alkcn 

Corckm 

Anderson 

Daniel 

Barrett 

Dif  ksvu 

Beall 

Dougiaa 

BenncU 

Dnff 

Brlcker 

Dworshak 

Bridges 

Eastland 

Bueb 

BUendcr 

BuUer,  Md. 

Ferguson 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Flanders 

Byrd 

Prear 

Capaawt 

Pulbrigbt 

Carlson 

George 

Case 

ametta 

Clements 

OtrttfwateF 

Coopar 

Oor* 

Kennedy 
Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuehel 

Langer 

Lehman 

liOns 

MagniMon 

Mai  one 

ManyfleJd 

Msrttn 

liaybank 

McCarran 

McCarthy 


licClellan 

Mlllllcin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

NeeJy 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Botert.«ni 

RuaseU 

SaltonstaJU 

SmatlWTs 


Bmlth.  Main* 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Tart 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

Win  lams 

Tuuug 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  IVES.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  what 
purpose  does  the  Senator  rise? 

Mr.  rVES.  To  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  Tatt)  to  lay  on 
the  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from. 
New  Mexico  IMr.  AimtasoNl,  for  himself 
and  other  Senators,  that  the  Senate  im- 
mediately consider  the  adoption  of  rules 
for  the  Senate  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress. On  this  question  the  yeas  and 
nays  are  demanded. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  (when  his  name  was 
called).  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Kansas  LMr.  Schoeppel]. 
If  he  were  present  and  voting,  he  would 
vote  "yea."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote, 
I  would  vote  "nay."  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Gris- 
woLD]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel  1  is  necessarily  absent,  and 
his  pair  has  been  previously  announced 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magi^usonI. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  CuAVsaJ 
is  aljsent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
KjsfauvbrJ  is  absent  on  official  biKiness, 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  70, 
nays  21.  as  follows: 

YEAS — 70 


Aiken 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Brtcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler,  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capchart 

Carlson 

Ca.i-e 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirltaen 

Dwor^hiik 

Kaatlaad 

ETlender 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 


Andersoo 
Dousias 
Duff 
Green 


FMlbright 
Georne 
Gillette 
Goldwaier 
Gore 
Hay den 
H:ckenJooper 
HlU 
Hoey 
Holland 
Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 
Johnson.  T^x. 
Johnston,  S.  C. 
Ken- 
Know  land 
Langer 
Long 
Maluns 
Martin 
Maybank 
McCarran 
McCarthy 
McCIellan 

NAYS— 31 

Hendrlcksoa  Ives 

Hennlngs  Jackson 

Humphrey  Kennedy 

Htmt  Kllgora 


MUlikln 

Monroney 

Mundt 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Rufasell 

SBlton.<jtaIl 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Smith.  N  C. 

Sparkman 

Etennls 

TaXt 

Thye 

Watktns 

Welker 

WUey 

Williams 

Young 


Kucbd 
liehman 


Chavea 
Grlswold 


Morse 

Murray 
Neely 


Pastore 

Symington 

Tobey 
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NOT   VOTIMG— 5 

Kefauvor  Schoeppel 

Magnuson 


So  Mr.  Taft's  motion  to  lay  Mr. 
AiiDBRscHt's  motion  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  believe  with  all  my  heart  in 
majority  rule.  It  is  therefore  that  I. 
accept  the  decision  of  the  Senate  in 
tabhng  Uie  Anderson  motion.  I  wish  it 
to  be  '•learly  underetood  that  the  ques- 
tion of  majority  rule  and  lessening  the 
po^trr  of  the  filibuster  is  so  dear  to  my 
heart  that  I  .shall  continue  the  flg^t. 

The  adoption  oi  the  motion  to  table 
the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  is  impliclt>recogniLion  of  the  fact 
that  our  main  contention  that  each  Sen- 
ate has  the  constitutional  right  to  adopt 
its  o^m  rules  is  sound.  No  point  of  order 
w^s  raised  against  the  Anderson  motion. 
A  .naajority  of  the  Senate  has  laid  that 
motion  on  the  table.  I  believe  the  oppo- 
sition did  not  dare  to  rai.'e  a  point  of 
order  because  of  the  fear  that  such  a 
point  against  the  Anderson  motion 
wrmld  have  been  overruled. 

I  am  sure  that  the  will  of  the  Amer- 
ican people  win  some  day  be  asserted  in 
the  United  States  Senate.  The  voice  of 
tne  peopie  will  bring  a  majority  vote  on 
this  issue  at  some  future  time.  We  have 
lo>=!t  the  first  round,  but  this  Is  only  the 
beginning  of  a  long  and  histmic  fight  to 
establish  majority  rule  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  I  believe  It  to  be  an  in- 
cc«u-overLible  fact  that  the  Senate  has 
the  constitutional  right — even  the  obli- 
gation— tc  adopt  its  own  rules  at  the 
beginning  of  a  new  Cor^ress.  It  is  In- 
controvertib.e  because  the  right  to  do  so 
is  expres?:ly  ret  forth  h\  the  Constitu- 
tion. It  is,  moreover,  basically  Inherent 
In  Lhe  ruiture  of  a  democratic  parlia- 
mentary body.  Tliat  right  can  never  be 
set  aside,  whatever  the  technical 
grounds.  No  prece-'.ent  can  be  permitted 
to  lie  asraimt  this  U.-ric  right,  this  funda- 
ment/il  characteristic  of  r.  denio<:ratic 
noay  The  dead  hand  of  tnc  past  cannot 
be  permitted  IrxJefinitely  tj  choke  the 
Kfe  out  of  democracy  and  to  thwart  not 
onJy  the  will  of  the  m^ixrily  but  what 
^s  fundamentally  right  and  nev^.«'ul.  The 
filibuster  mast  go.  The  mau  n  v  »iust 
rea.'^sert  its  right  to  act.  In  .?.<>  trd,  *» 
will  win.     I  am  conf.dent  of  that. 


AMENDMENT    OF    RULE    RELATiNQ 

TO     NUMBER    OP    MEMBERS    ON 

CERTAIN  COMMITTEES 

Mr    JENNER      Mr.    President.   I   ark 

unanimous  cement  that  I  may  report  a 

re.sohition  from  the  Committee  on  Rules 

and  Administration,  and  that  the  re.-^olu- 

tjon  as  proposed  to  be  amended  be  taken 

up  for  consideration  immediately. 

The  VTCE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  did  not  clearly  hear  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  India r>a. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  asked  unanimous 
consent  that  I  might  make  a  report  from 


the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, and  that  the  resolution  as  re- 
ported be  taken  up  immediately. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  report  being  submitted. 

Mr.  JENNER.  PYom  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  I  report 
favorably,  with  an  amendment,  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  18)  prop>osing  changes  in 
the  number  of  members  of  certain  com- 
mittees, and  I  submit  a  report  (No.  1) 
thereon.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  that  the  report  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  re- 
port be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate: 

The  report  (No.  1)  was  read  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, to  whom  was  referred  the  resclutlon 
(S.  Res.  18)  proposing  changes  In  the  num- 
ber of  certain  standing  committees,  having 
considered  same,  report  thereon  favorably 
with  an  amendment,  and  recommend  that 
the  resolution,  es  amended,  be  agreed  to  by 
the  Senate. 

This  resolution  would  accomplish  the  fol- 
lowing changes  in  the  Senate  rules  affecting 
certain  standing  committees  as  follows: 

1.  To  Increase  10  standing  committees  by 
2  members  each  (1  majority,  1  minority), 
end  to  reduce  5  similarly. 

2.  To  permit  18  Senators  of  the  majority 
and  3  of  the  minority  to  serve  on  4  stand- 
ing committees — Civil  Service,  District  of 
Columbia,  Public  Works,  or  Government 
Operations.  (Present  rules  do  not  Include 
Civil  Service  or  Public  Works  and  do  not  rec- 
ognize the  minority.) 

This  wUl  present  the  following  committee 
picture: 

15     MEMBESS     INSTEAD    OF     13      (9) 

Agriculture. 

Armed   Services. 

Banking   and   Currency. 

Finance. 

Foreign   Relations. 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Jufjlclary. 

Labnr  and  Public  Welfare. 

Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

1  1    MEMBEKS  INSTEAD  Or  1  3    ( 5 ) 

CI'  11    Service. 

DlsLilct   of   Columbia. 

Government  Operations. 

Public   Works. 

Rules  and  Administration. 

23  MEMBERfi  INSTEAD  OF  3 1    (1) 

Approprlnttnns. 

The    proposal — 

1.  Creates  20  new  positions  in  the  more 
desired  committees  ( 10  each  for  majority 
and  minority)  without  increasing  total  num- 
ber of  committees. 

2  Makes  committee  size  more  nearly  re- 
flpct  committee  workload  and  thereby  ad- 
Justs  burdens  and  responsibilities  more 
equally  to  all  Senators  and  all  committees. 

3.  Establishes  a  minimum  margin  of  1  for 
the  majority  party  in  each  of  the  Senate's 
15  committees,  which  present  rules  do  not. 
in  an  evenly  divided  Senate.  This  can  be 
seen    from   the   following: 

PRESENT    COMMirTEE    STRUCTiniE 

1  committee  of  21 21 

14  committees  of  13. 182 

Total  committee  positions 203 

Two   assignments   for   each   of   96   Sen- 
ators requires 193 

Leaving  for  members  serving  on  4  com- 
mittees      11 

which  does  not  provide  the  necessary  mini- 
mum of  15  for  control  of  15  committees  in  an 
evenly  divided  Senate. 


paoposxD  coMMTrT^  sTancTtmx 

1  committee  of  23 23 

9  committees  of  15 135 

5  committees  of  11 55 

Total  committee  positions 213 

Two  assignments  for  each  of  96  Senators 
requires 192 

Leaving  for  members  serving  on  3  com- 
mittees      21 

which  divided  18  to  the  majority  and  3  to 
the  minority  gives  the  margin  of  15  for  the 
majority  to  have  the  minimum  one  on  each 
of  15  committees. 

4.  Permits  continuity  and  experience  for 
both  parties  on  the  committees  which,  in  the 
past,  have  tended  to  be  loaded  with  new 
Senators. 

5.  Insures  better  use  of  senatorial  talent. 
Industry  and  ability,  for  both  majority  and 
minority. 

nv    StTMMABT 

1.  The  plan  meets  the  necessary  mechan- 
ics of  an  evenly  divided  Senate. 

2.  It  opens  the  door  for  new  Senators  on 
major  committees. 

3.  It  retains  the  values  of  long  Senate 
service. 

4.  It  dispossesses  no  one,  has  distinct  ad- 
vantages for  majority  and  minority. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  am 
hopeful  that  we  shall  be  able  to  study 
this  report  and  proposal,  perhaps  agree 
upon  some  amendments,  and  obtain  a 
unanimous  vote  on  the  proposal  to 
amend  the  rules. 

The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration met  very  briefly  this  afternoon. 
The  minority  has  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  the  amendments 
reported,  and  I  shall  have  to  object  to 
consideration  of  the  resolution  .  this 
afternoon.  I  am  hopeful  that  after  con- 
ferences with  the  majority  leader,  in 
which  we  propose  to  point  out  certain 
things  which  the  report  does  not  point 
out.  some  agreement  can  be  reached  with 
respect  to  the  proposal.  If  that  is  done, 
we  can  all  get  together  and  agree  on  the 
amendments.  I  hope  It  will  not  be  in- 
sisted that  the  resolution,  which  was 
reported  only  at  4  o'clock  this  afternoon, 
be  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  quite 
willing  to  have  the  matter  go  over  until 
Friday.  Let  me  say  that  I  had  under- 
stood that  the  minority  leader  had  ac- 
cepted the  principle.  We  have  been  dis- 
cus.sing  it  for  2  or  3  days.  I  would  not 
have  suggested  that  the  resolution  be 
brought  up  at  once  if  I  had  understood 
that  there  was  still  some  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  the  minority  leader.  So  I  am 
quite  willing  to  have  the  resolution  go 
over  until  Friday.  However,  the  pro- 
posed amendments  must  be  acted  upon 
quickly  if  they  are  to  be  effective.  Other- 
wise we  had  better  throw  them  away, 
because  we  must  organize  the  commit- 
tees, and  we  cannot  organize  the  com- 
mittees until  the  numbers  are  agreed 
upon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  have  had  several  conversations 
with  the  majority  leader  on  this  subject. 
I  agreed  with  him  that  it  was  necessary 
that  the  membership  of  certain  commit- 


tees be  increased  so  that  the  majority 
might  have  control  of  such  committees, 
I  agreed  to  the  principle;  but  before 
the  resolution  was  reported,  and  before 
a  request  was  made  for  immediate  con- 
sideration of  it,  I  notified  the  majority 
leader  that  there  were  certain  features 
of  the  proposed  amendments  which  were 
entirely  unsatisfactory  to  the  minority. 
I  asked  him  if  we  could  have  a  meeting 
immediately  after  the  recess,  and  he 
agreed  to  it.  So  he  was  on  notice  before 
the  request  was  made  for  consideration 
of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
understand  the  minority  leader  to  make 
such  a  request.  I  understood  that  his 
request  was  to  confer  with  me  as  to  how 
the  proposed  plan  would  work  with  re- 
spect to  the  assignment  of  certain  Sen- 
ators, but  I  had  understood,  up  until  just 
a  moment  ago,  when  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  reported  the  resolution,  that  the 
resolution  itself  was  agreeable  to  him. 
Certainly  I  am  not  insisting  upon  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution. 
I  would  have  no  right  to  do  so  in  any 
event.  I  intend  to  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate take  a  recess  until  Friday,  unless 
there  is  some  further  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
Inquires  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
whether  he  desires  that  the  resolution  lie 
on  the  table  or  go  to  the  calendar. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  report  He 
on  the  table.  Does  that  require  unani- 
mous consent? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  report  will  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TOBEY  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  The  report  on  the  reso- 
lution which  has  been  under  discussion 
contains  certain  words  which  constitute 
a  reflection  on  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  Those  words  are  to  the  effect 
that  Senators  are  "loaded."  I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  such  an  animal  in  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  like  the  expression 
"loaded  Senators."  I  object  to  the  lan- 
guage and  to  its  implication.  No  Sen- 
ator is  "loaded." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  reso- 
lution is  not  now  before  the  Senate.  The 
Senator  may  move  to  strike  out  that  lan- 
guage when  it  is  taken  up. 


GENERAL  EISENHOWER'S  POSITION 
WITH  REGARD  TO  AMENDMENT 
OF   SENATE   RULES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  take  a  moment  or  two  of 
the  time  of  the  Senate  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  who  raised  a  question  as  to  why 
General  Eisenhower  would  not  telephone 
to  the  majority  leader  to  Instruct  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  aisle  how  to  vote 
on  a  change  in  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

I  think  the  answer  is  very  apparent. 
President-elect  Eisenhower  clearly  un- 
derstands the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  He  clearly  understands  the  di- 
visions between  the  executive,  legislative, 
and  Judicial  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  Nation.  He  clearly  under- 
stands that  the  subject  of  the  rules  of 
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the  Senate  Is  for  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  alone.  Although  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  and  some  of  his  col- 
leagues may  have  become  accustomed 
to  being  rubber  stamps  for  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  President-elect  Eisenhower  does 
not  expect  either  the  Republicans  or  the 
Democrats  of  the  Senate  or  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  be  rubber  stamps 
for  the  new  administration. 


THE  COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  see  present  in  the  Chamber  at  this 
time  the  Senator  who  will  succeed  me 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations.  However,  having 
served  on  that  committee  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  this  body,  and  par- 
ticularly having  served  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  during  the  past  4  years 
and  subsequent  to  its  creation  by  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  I  wish  to 
Fay  to  the  majority  leader  and  to  the 
Senators  who  are  sponsoring  the  resolu- 
tion that  in  my  humble  judgment  they 
are  making  a  very  serious  mistake  in 
reducing  the  niunber  of  members  of  that 
committee. 

With  its  new  powers  and  responsibili- 
ties luider  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946  the  workload  of  the  committee  has 
become  tremendous.  Not  only  does  it 
have  jurisdiction  over  all  reorganization 
plans  which  the  President  may  send  t« 
the  Congress,  but  it  also  has  jurisdiction 
over  much  technical  and  important  leg- 
islation. It  also  has  the  duty  to  study 
Government  operations  at  all  levels  with 
reference  to  efficiency  and  economy.  I 
may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  sub- 
committee of  the  committee  known  as 
the  investigating  subcommittee  also 
serves  to  make  the  committee  one  of 
the  major  committees  of  the  Senate. 

I  believe  that,  instead  of  reducing  the 
number  of  members  of  the  committee, 
the  membership  should  be  increased.  I 
can  well  anticipate  that  in  this  new  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  under  a  new  adminis- 
tration, the  workload  will  not  diminish 
but  will  continue  to  increase. 

I  make  this  statement  not  for  any  per- 
sonal reason,  but  because  I  believe  the 
majority  will  find,  as  will  other  Mem- 
bers of  this  body,  that  to  reduce  the 
membership  of  the  committee  will  place 
a  hardship  on  the  11  Members  of  this 
body  who  will  serve  on  it.  and  cause  the 
important  work  of  the  committee  in 
many  instances  to  be  retarded  and  de- 
layed. 

I  hope  some  consideration  will  be  given 
to  the  subject  before  the  resolution  is 
finally  acted  upon. 


RECESS  TO  FRIDAY 
Mr.    TAPT.     Mr.    President,    I    move 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12 
o'clock  noon  on  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
5  o'clock  and  26  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess  until  Friday,  January 
9,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  Jan  far  y  7,  19r)3 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  God  of  greatness  and  good- 
ness, in  this  moment  of  prayer  wilt  Thou 
give  us  a  clearer  vision  of  those  nobler 
heights  of  joy  and  splendor  to  which 
our  lives  may  ascend. 

Help  us  to  hasten  dawning  of  a  new 
day  when  the  spirit  of  our  ble.ssed  Lord 
shall  prevail  everywhere,  and  grant  that 
we  may  always  have  an  eye  single  to  Thy 
glory. 

May  it  be  the  supreme  ambition  of 
our  lives  to  do  those  things  that  are  well 
pleasine  unto  Thee,  and  may  the  time 
come  when  the  spirit  of  brotherhood  and 
good  will  shall  be  regnant  in  the  lives 
of  men  and  of  nations. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedintrs  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  adopted  the  following 
resolutions : 

Senate  Resolution  11 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  annt  uncement  of  the 
death  of  Hon,  EX'gene  E.  Cox,  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

R^nolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Repre- 
sentative, the  Senate  do  now  take  a  recess 
until  12  o'clock  noon   tomorrow. 

Senate  Resolution   12 

Resolv,-d.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon  Adolph  J  Sabath.  late  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Repre- 
sentative, the  Senate  do  now  take  a  recess 
until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

Senate  Resolution  13 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  William  G.  Sticler.  late  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Oklahoma 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tlves  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
lamlly  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Repre- 

un"tn 'Jo^.'f '  .^*""'*  ^°  "°^  ^e  »  recess 
until  12  o  clock  noon  tomorrow. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Friday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  STATE  OF  THE  UNION— MES- 
SAGE FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  1) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  fcllowing  me.ssage  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  have  the  honor  to  report  to  the  Con- 
gress on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

This  is  the  eighth  such  report  that,  as 
President.  I  have  been  privileged  to  pre- 
sent to  you  and  to  the  country.  On  pre- 
vious occasions,  it  has  been  my  custom  to 
.set  forth  proposals  for  legislative  action 
in  the  coming  year.  But  that  is  not  my 
purpose  today.  The  presentation  of  a 
legislative  program  falls  properly  to  my 
succe.ssor.  not  to  me.  and  I  would  not 
infringe  upon  his  responsibility  to  chart 
the  forward  course.  Instead.  I  wish  to 
speak  of  the  course  we  have  been  follow- 
ing the  past  8  years  and  the  position  at 
which  we  have  arrived. 

In  just  2  weeks.  General  Eisenhower 
will  be  inaugurated  as  President  of  the 
United  States  and  I  will  resume — most 
gladly— my  place  as  a  private  citizen" of 
this  Republic.  The  Presidency  last 
changed  hands  8  years  ago  this  coming 
April.  That  was  a  tragic  time :  a  time  of 
grieving  for  President  Rocsevelt^the 
great  and  gallant"  human  being  who  had 
been  taken  from  us;  a  time  of  unrelieved 
anxiety  to  his  successor,  thrust  so  sud- 
denly into  the  complexities  and  burdens 
of  the  Presidential  office. 

Not  so  this  time.  This  time  we  see  the 
normal  transition  under  our  democratic 
system.  One  President,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  his  term,  steps  back  to  private 
life;  his  succes.sor.  chosen  by  the  people, 
begins  his  tenure  of  the  office.  And  the 
Presidency  of  the  United  States  con- 
tinues to  function  without  a  moment's 
break. 

Since  the  election.  I  have  done  my  best 
to  assure  that  the  transfer  from  one 
administration  to  another  shall  be 
smooth  and  orderly.  From  General 
Eisenhower  and  his  associates.  I  have  had 
friendly  and  understanding  collabora- 
tion in  this  endeavor.  I  have  not  sought 
to  thrust  upon  him— nor  has  he  sought 
to  take— the  responsibility  which  must 
be  mine  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Janu- 
ary twentieth.  But  together,  I  hope 
and  believe  we  have  found  means  where- 
by the  incoming  President  can  obtain 
the  full  and  detailed  information  he  will 
need  to  assume  the  responsibility  the 
moment  he  takes  the  oath  of  office 

The  President-elect  is  about  to  take 
up  the  greatest  burdens,  the  most  com- 
pelling responsibihties.  given  to  any  man. 
And  I.  with  you  and  all  Americans,  wish 
for  him  all  possible  success  in  under- 
taking the  taski  that  will  so  soon  be  his. 


What  are  these  tasks?  The  President 
is  Chief  of  State,  elected  representative 
of  all  the  people,  national  spokesman  for 
them  and  to  them.  He  is  Commander 
in  Chief  of  our  Armed  Forces.  He  is 
charged  with  the  conduct  of  our  foreign 
relations.  He  is  Chief  Executive  of  the 
Nation's  largest  civilian  organization. 
He  must  select  and  nominate  all  top 
officials  of  the  executive  branch  and  all 
Federal  judges.  And  on  the  legislative 
side,  he  has  the  obligation  and  the  oppor- 
tunity to  recommend,  and  to  approve  or 
veto  legislation.  Besides  all  this,  it  is  to 
him  that  a  great  political  party  turns 
naturally  for  leadership,  and  that,  too,  he 
must  provide  as  President. 

This  bundle  of  burdens  is  unique;  there 
is  nothing  else  like  it  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.  Each  task  could  be  a  full-time 
job.  Together,  they  would  be  a  tremen- 
dous undertaking  in  the  easiest  of  times. 

But  our  times  are  not  easy;  they  are 
hard — as  hard  and  complex,  perhaps,  as 
any  in  our  history.  Now,  the  President 
not  only  has  to  carry  on  these  tasks  in 
such  a  way  that  our  democracy  may  grow 
and  flourish  and  our  people  prosper,  but 
he  also  has  to  lead  the  whole  free  world 
in  overcoming  the  Communist  menace — 
and  all  this  under  the  shadow  of  the 
atomic  bomb. 

This  is  a  huge  challenge  to  the  human 
being  who  occupies  the  Presidential  of- 
fice. But  it  is  not  a  challenge  to  him 
alone,  for  in  reality  he  cannot  meet  it 
alone.  The  challenge  runs  not  just  to 
him  but  to  his  whole  administration,  to 
the  Congress,  to  the  country. 

Ultimately,  no  President  can  master 
his  responsibilities,  save  as  his  fellow 
citizens — indeed,  the  whole  people — com- 
prehend the  challenge  of  our  times  and 
move,  with  him.  to  meet  it. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  hold  the 
Presidential  office  for  nearly  8  years  now, 
and  much  has  been  done  in  which  I  take 
great  pride.  But  this  is  not  personal 
pride.  It  is  pride  in  the  people,  in  the 
Nation.  It  is  pride  in  our  political  sys- 
tem and  our  form  Qfl  government — balky 
sometimes,  mechanically  deficient  per- 
haps, in  many  ways — but  enormously 
alive  and  vigorous;  able  through  these 
years  to  keep  the  Republic  on  the  right 
course,  rising  to  the  great  occasions,  ac- 
complishing the  essentials,  meeting  the 
basic  challenge  of  our  times. 

There  have  been  misunderstandings 
and  controversies  these  past  8  years,  but 
through  it  all  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  had  that  measure  of 
support  and  understanding  without 
which  no  man  could  sustain  the  bur- 
dens of  the  Presidential  office,  or  hope 
to  discharge  its  responsibilities. 

For  this  I  am  profoundly  grateful — 
grateful  to  my  associates  in  the  execu- 
tive branch — most  of  them  nonpartisan 
civil  servants;  grateful — despite  our  dis- 
agreements—to the  Members  of  the 
Congress  on  both  sides  oi  the  aisle; 
grateful  especially  to  the  American  peo- 
ple, the  citizens  of  this  Republic,  gov- 
ernors of  us  all. 

We  are  still  so  close  to  recent  con- 
troversies that  some  of  us  may  find  it 
hard  to  understand  the  accomplish- 
ments of  these  past  8  years.  But  the 
accomplishments  are  real  and  very  great, 
not  as  the  President's,  not  as  the  Con- 


gress', but  as  the  achievements  of  our 
country  and  all  the  people  in  it. 

Let  me  remind  you  of  some  of  the 
things  we  have  done  since  I  first  as- 
sOmed  my  duties  as  President  of  the 
United  States. 

I  took  the  oath  of  office  on  April  12, 
1945.  In  May  of  that  same  year,  the 
Nazis  surrendered.  Then,  in  July,  that 
great  white  flash  of  light,  man-made  at 
Alamogordo,  heralded  swift  and  final 
victory  in  World  War  II— and  opened 
the  doorway  to  the  atomic  age. 

Consider  some  of  the  great  questions 
that  were  posed  for  us  by  sudden,  total 
victory  in  World  War  II.  Consider  also, 
how  well  we  as  a  Nation  have  responded. 
Would  the  American  economy  col- 
lapse after  the  war?  That  was  one 
question.  Would  there  be  another  de- 
pression here — a  repetition  of  1921  or 
1929?  The  free  world  feared  and  dread- 
ed it.  The  Communists  hoped  for  it  and 
built  their  pohcies  upon  that  hope. 

We  answered  that  question — answered 
it  with  a  resounding  "No." 

Our  economy  Las  grown  tremendous- 
ly. Free  enterprise  has  flourished  as 
never  before.  Sixty-two  million  people 
are  now  gainfully  employed,  compared 
with  fifty-one  million  seven  years  ago. 
Private  businessmen  and  farmers  have 
invested  more  than  200  billion  dollars  in 
new  plant  and  equipment  since  the  end 
of  World  War  II.  Prices  have  risen  fur- 
ther than  they  should  have  done — but 
incomes,  by  and  large,  have  risen  even 
more,  so  that  real  hving  standards  are 
now  considerably  higher  than  seven 
years  ago.  Aided  by  sound  government 
policies,  our  expanding  economy  has 
shown  the  strength  and  flexibility  for 
swift  and  almost  painless  reconversion 
from  war  to  peace,  in  1945  and  1946;  for 
quick  reaction  and  recovery — well  before 
Korea — from  the  beginnings  of  reces- 
sion in  1949.  Above  all,  this  live  and 
vital  economy  of  ours  has  now  shown  the 
remarkable  capacity  to  svstain  a  great 
mobilization  program  for  defense,  a  vast 
outpouring  of  aid  to  friends  and  aUies 
all  around  the  world — and  still  to  pro- 
duce more  goods  and  services  for  peace- 
ful use  at  home  than  we  have  ever  known 
before. 

This  has  been  our  answer,  up  to  now, 
to  those  who  feared  or  hoped  for  a  de- 
pression in  this  country. 

How  have  we  handled  our  national  fi- 
nances? That  was  another  question 
arising  at  wars  end.  In  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Government,  no  problem 
takes  more  of  the  President's  time,  year 
in  and  year  out,  than  fashioning  the 
budget,  and  the  related  problem  of  man- 
aging the  public  debt. 

Financing  World  War  n  left  us  with 
a  tremendous  public  debt,  which  reached 
279  billion  dollars  at  its  peak  in  Febru- 
ary 1946. 

Beginning  in  July  1946,  when  war  and 
reconversion  financing  had  ended,  we 
have  held  quite  closely  to  the  soimd 
standard  that  in  time  of  high  employ- 
ment and  high  national  income,  the  Fed- 
eral budget  should  be  balanced  and  the 
debt  reduced. 

For  the  foiir  fiscal  years  from  July  1, 
1946,  to  June  30,  1950,  we  had  a  net 
surplus  of  4.3  billion  dollars.  Using  this 
surplus,  and  the  Treasury's  excess  cash 


reserves,  the  debt  was  reduced  substan- 
tially, reaching  a  low  point  of  251  billion 
dollars  in  June  1949,  and  ending  up  at 
257  billion  dollars  on  June  30,  1950. 

In  July  of  1950.  we  began  our  rapid 
rearmament,  and  for  two  years  held  very 
close  to  a  pay-as-we-go  policy.  But  in 
the  current  fiscal  year  and  the  next,  ris- 
ing expenditures  for  defense  will  sub- 
stantially outrun  receipts.  This  will 
pose  an  immediate  and  serious  problem 
for  the  new  Congress. 

Now  let  me  turn  to  another  question 
we  faced  at  the  war's  end.  Would  we 
take  up  again,  and  carry  forward,  the 
great  projects  of  social  welfare — so 
badly  needed,  so  long  overdue — that  the 
New  Deal  had  introduced  into  our  na- 
tional life?  Would  our  Government 
continue  to  have  a  heart  for  the  people, 
or  was  the  progress  of  the  New  Deal  to 
be  halted  in  the  aftermath  of  war  as 
decisively  as  the  progress  of  Woodrow 
Wilson's  New  Freedom  had  been  halted 
after  the  First  World  War? 

This  question,  too,  we  have  answered. 
We  have  answered  it  by  doubling  old- 
age  insurance  benefits  and  extending 
coverage  to  ten  million  more  people. 
We  have  answered  it  by  increasing  our 
minimum  wage.  We  have  answered  by 
the  three  million  privately  constructed 
homes  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
helped  finance  since  the  war,  and  the 
155  thousand  units  of  low-rent  public 
housing  placed  under  construction  since 
1949. 

We  have  answered  with  the  42  thou- 
sand new  hospital  beds  provided  since 
1946  through  the  joint  efforts  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  local  communities. 

We  have  answered  by  helping  eight 
million  veterans  of  World  War  n  to  ob- 
tain advanced  education,  196  thousand 
to  start  in  business,  and  64  thousand  to 
buy  farms. 

We  have  answered  by  continuing  to 
help  farmers  obtain  electric  power,  imtil 
today  nearly  90  percent  of  our  farms 
have  power  line  electric  service. 

In  these  and  other  ways,  we  have 
demonstrated,  up  to  now,  that  our  de^ 
mocracy  has  not  forgotten  how  to  use 
the  powers  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
mote the  people's  welfare  and  security. 

Another  of  the  big  postwar  questions 
was  this :  What  we  would  do  with  the  Na- 
tion's natural  resources,  its  soils  and 
water,  forests  and  grasslands.  Would 
W5  continue  the  strong  conservation 
movement  of  the  1930's,  or  would  we,  as 
we  did  after  the  First  World  War,  slip 
back  into  the  practices  of  monopwly,  ex- 
ploitation, and  waste? 

The  answer  is  plain.  All  across  our 
country,  the  soil  conservation  movement 
has  spread,  aided  by  Government  pro- 
grams, enriching  private  and  public 
lands,  preserving  them  from  destruction, 
improving  them  for  future  use.  In  our 
river  basins,  we  have  invested  nearly 
$5,000,000,000  of  public  funds  in  the  last 
8  years,  invested  them  in  projects  to 
control  floods,  irrigate  farm  lands,  pro- 
duce low-cost  power,  and  get  it  to  the 
housewives  and  farmers  and  business- 
men who  need  it.  We  have  been  vigilant 
in  protecting  the  people's  property, 
lands  and  forests  and  oil  and  minerals. 

We  have  had  to  fight  hard  against 
those  who  would  use  our  resources  for 


1 


236 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  7 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


I 


private  greed;  we  have  met  setbacks;  we 
have  had  to  delay  work  because  of  de- 
fense priorities,  but  on  the  whole  we  can 
be  proud  of  our  record  in  protecting  our 
natural  heritage,  and  in  using  our  re- 
sources for  the  public  good. 

Here  is  another  question  we  had  to 
face  at  the  war's  close:  Would  we  con- 
tinue, in  peace  as  well  as  war,  to  promote 
equality  of  opportunity  for  all  our  citi- 
zens, seeking  ways  and  means  to  guar- 
antee for  all  of  them  the  full  enjoy- 
ment of  their  civil  rights? 

During  the  war  we  achieved  great  eco- 
nomic and  social  gains  for  millions  of 
our  fellow  citizens  who  had  been  held 
back  by  prejudice.  Were  we  prepared, 
in  peacetime,  to  keep  on  moving  toward 
full  realization  of  the  democratic  prom- 
ise? Or  would  we  let  it  be  submerged, 
wiped  out.  in  postwar  riots  and  reaction, 
as  after  World  War  I? 

We  answered  these  questions  in  a 
series  of  forward  steps  at  every  level  of 
government  and  in  many  spheres  of  pri- 
vate life.  In  our  Armed  Forces,  our  civil 
service,  our  universities,  our  railway 
trains,  the  residential  districts  of  our 
cities — in  stores  and  factories  all  across 
the  Nation — in  the  polling  booths  as 
well — the  barriers  are  coming  down. 
This  Is  happening,  in  part,  at  the  man- 
date of  the  courts;  in  part,  at  the  in- 
sistence of  Federal,  State,  and  local  gov- 
ernments; in  part,  through  the  enlight- 
ened action  of  private  groups  and  per- 
sons in  every  region  and  every  walk  of 
life. 

There  has  been  a  great  awakening  of 
the  American  conscience  on  the  issues  of 
civil  rights.  And  all  this  progress— still 
far  from  complete  but  still  continuing— 
has  been  our  answer,  up  to  now.  to  those 
who  questioned  our  intention  to  live  up 
to  the  promises  of  equal  freedom  for  us 
all. 

There  was  another  question  posed  for 
us  at  the  war's  end,  which  equally  con- 
cerned the  future  course  of  our  democ- 
racy: Could  the  machinery  of  govern- 
ment and  politics  in  the  Republic  be 
changed,  improved,  adapted  rapidly 
enough  to  carry  through,  responsibly 
and  well,  the  vast,  new  complicated  un- 
dertakings called  for  in  our  time? 

We  have  answered  this  question  too 
answered  it  by  tackling  the  most  urgent' 
most  specific  problems  which  the  war 
experience  itself  had  brought  into  sharp 
focus.  The  reorganization  of  the  Con- 
gress in  1946;  the  unification  of  our 
armed  services,  beginning  in  1947;  the 
closer  integration  of  foreign  and  mili- 
tary policy  through  the  National  Security 
Council  created  that  same  year;  and  the 
Executive  reorganizations,  before  and 
after  the  Hoover-Acheson  Commission 
Report  in  1949— these  are  landmarks  in 
our  continuing  endeavor  to  make  govern- 
ment an  effective  instrvunent  of  service 
to  the  people. 

I  come  now  to  the  most  vital  question 
of  all,  the  greatest  of  our  concerns :  Could 
there  be  built  in  the  world  a  durable 
structure  of  security,  a  lasting  peace  for 
all  the  nations,  or  would  we  drift,  as  after 
World  War  I.  toward  another  terrible 
disaster— a  disaster  which  this  time 
might  be  the  holocaust  of  atomic  war? 
That  is  still  the  overriding  question  of 
our  time.  We  cannot  know  the  answer 
yet;  perhaps  we  will  not  know  it  finally 
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for  a  long  time  to  come.  But  day  and 
night,  these  past  8  years,  we  have 
been  building  for  peace,  searching  out  the 
way  that  leads  most  surely  to  security 
and  freedom  and  justice  in  the  world  for 
us  and  all  mankind. 

This,  above  all  else,  has  been  the  task 
of  our  Republic  since  the  end  of  World 
War  II,  and  our  accomplishment  so  far 
should  give  real  pride  to  all  Americans. 
At  the  very  least,  a  total  war  has  been 
averted  each  day  up  to  this  hour.  And 
at  the  most,  we  may  already  have  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing  conditions  which 
can  keep  that  kind  of  war  from  hap- 
pening for  as  far  ahead  as  man  can  sec. 

The  Second  World  War  radically 
changed  ^he  power  relationships  of  the 
world.  Nations  once  great  were  left 
shattered  and  weak,  channels  of  com- 
munication, routes  of  trade,  political  and 
economic  ties  of  many  kinds  were  ripped 
apart. 

And  -n  this  changed.  di<:iuptcd.  chaotic 
situation,  the  United  States  and  the 
Soviet  Union  emerged  as  the  two  .strong- 
est powers  of  the  world.  Each  had  tre- 
mendous human  and  natural  resources, 
actual  or  potential,  on  a  scale  unmatched 
by  any  other  nation. 

Nothing  could  make  plainer  why  the 
world  Is  in  its  present  state— and  how 
that  came  to  pass — than  an  understand- 
ing of  the  diametrically  opposite  prin- 
ciples and  policies  of  the.'^e  two  great 
powers  in  a  war-ruined  world. 

For  our  part,  we  in  this  Republic 
were— and  are— free  men,  heirs  of  the 
American  Revolution,  dedicated  to  the 
truths  of  our  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence: 

That  all  men  are  created  equal,  that  they 
are  endDwed  by  their  Creator  with  certaiti 
unalienable  rights  •  •  •  That  to  secure 
these  rlght.s,  governments  are  Instituted 
amons;  men.  deriving  their  Just  powers  from 
the  consent  of  the  governed. 

Our  postwar  objective  has  been  in 
keeping  with  this  great  idea.  The  United 
States  has  sought  to  use  it.s  preeminent 
position  of  power  to  help  other  nations 
recover  from  the  damage  and  dislocation 
of  the  war.  We  held  out  a  helping  hand 
to  enable  them  to  restore  their  national 
lives  and  to  regain  their  positions  as  in- 
dependent, self-supporting  members  of 
the  great  family  of  nations.  This  help 
was  Riven  without  any  attempt  on  our 
part  to  dominate  or  control  any  nation. 
We  did  not  want  satellites  but  partners. 
The  Soviet  Union,  however,  took  ex- 
actly the  opposite  course. 

Its  rulers  saw  in  the  weakened  condi- 
tion of  the  world  not  an  obligation  to 
assist  in  the  great  work  of  reconstruc- 
tion, but  an  opportunity  to  exploit  misery 
and  .suffering  for  the  extension  of  their 
power.     Instead  of  help,   they  brought 
subjugation.    They  extinguished,  blotted 
out.   the  national  independence  of  the 
countries  that  the  military  operations  of 
World  War  II  had  left  within  their  grasp 
The  difference  stares  at  us  from  the 
map  of  Europe  today.    To  the  west  of 
the  line  that  tragically  divides  Europe  we 
see  nations  continuing  to  act  and  live  in 
the  light  of  their  own   traditions  and 
principles.     On  the  other  side,   we  see 
the  dead  uniformity  of  a  tyrannical  sys- 
tem impo.sed  by  the  rulers  of  the  Soviet 
Union.    Nothing   could   point  up  more 


clearly  what  the  global  struggle  between 
the  free  world  and  the  Communists  is 
all  about. 

It  is  a  struggle  as  old  as  recorded 
history;  it  is  freedom  versus  tyranny. 

For  the  dominant  idea  of  the  Soviet 
regime  is  the  terrible  conception  that 
men  do  not  have  rights  but  live  at  the 
mercy  of  the  state. 

Inevitably  this  idea  of  theirs — and  all 
the  con-sequences  flowing  from  it — col- 
lided with  the  efforts  of  free  nations  to 
build  a  just  and  peaceful  world.  The 
cold  war  between  the  Communists  and 
the  free  world  is  nothing  more  or  less 
than  the  Soviet  attempt  to  checkmate 
and  defeat  our  peaceful  purp>oses.  in  fur- 
therance of  their  own  dread  objective. 

We  did  not  .seek  this  struggle — God 
forb.d.  We  did  our  utmost  to  avoid  it. 
In  World  War  II.  we  and  the  Russians 
had  fought  side  by  side,  each  in  our  turn 
attacked  and  forced  to  combat  by  the 
a-gre.s.sors.  After  the  war.  we  hoped 
that  our  wartime  collaboration  could  be 
maintained,  that  the  frightful  experi- 
ence of  Nazi  invasion,  of  devastation  in 
the  heart  of  Russia,  had  turned  the 
Soviet  rulers  away  from  their  old  pro- 
claimed allegiance  to  world  revolution 
and  Communist  dominion.  But  instead, 
they  violated,  one  by  one,  the  solemn 
agreements  they  had  made  with  us  in 
wartime.  They  .sought  to  use  the  r.ghts 
and  privileges  they  had  obtained  in  the 
United  Nations  to  frustrate  its  purposes 
and  cut  down  its  powers  as  an  effective 
aL-ent  of  world  progress  and  the  keeper 
of  the  world's  peace. 

Despite  this  outcome,  the  efforts  we 
made  toward  peaceful  collaboration  are 
a  .source  of  our  present  strength.  They 
demonstrated  that  we  believed  what  we 
proclaimed,  that  we  actually  .sought  hon- 
est agreements  as  the  way  to  peace.  Our 
whole  moral  position,  our  leadership  in 
the  free  world  today,  is  fortified  by  that 
fact 

The  world  is  divided,  not  through  our 
fault  or  failure,  but  by  Soviet  design. 
They,  not  we.  began  the  cold  war.  And 
becauH'  the  free  world  saw  this  hap- 
pen—because men  know  we  made  the  ef- 
fort and  the  Soviet  rulers  spurned  it — 
the  free  nations  have  accepted  leader- 
ship from  our  Republic,  in  meeting  and 
mastering  the  Soviet  offensive. 

It  .seems  to  me  e.'ipecially  important 
that  all  of  us  be  clear,  in  our  own  think- 
ing, about  the  nature  of  the  threat  we 
have  faced— and  will  face  for  a  long  time 
to  come.  The  measures  we  have  devised 
to  meet  it  take  .shape  and  pattern  only 
as  we  understand  what  we  were— and 
are — up  against. 

The  Soviet  Union  occupies  a  territory 
of  8  million  square  miles.  Beyond  its 
borders,  east  and  west,  are  the  nearly  5 
million  square  miles  of  the  satellite 
states— virtually  incorporated  into  the 
Soviet  Union— and  of  China,  now  its 
close  partner.  This  vast  land  ma.ss  con- 
tains an  enormous  store  of  natural  re- 
sources sufHcient  to  support  an  economic 
development  comparable  to  our  own. 

That  is  the  Stalinist  world.  It  is  a 
world  of  great  natural  diversity  in  ge- 
ography and  climate,  in  distribution  of 
resources,  in  population,  language,  and 
living  standards,  in  economic  and  cul- 
tural development.  It  is  a  world  whose 
people  are  not  all  convinced  Commu- 
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nists  by  any  means.  It  is  a  world  where 
history  and  national  traditions,  particu- 
larly in  Its  borderlands,  tend  more  to- 
ward separation  than  unification,  and 
run  counter  to  the  enforced  combination 
that  has  been  made  of  these  areas  today. 

But  it  is  also  a  world  of  great  man- 
made  uniformities,  a  world  that  bleeds  Its 
population  white  to  build  huge  military 
forces;  a  world  m  which  the  police  are 
everywhere  and  their  authority  unlimit- 
ed ;  a  world  where  terror  and  slavery  are 
deliberately  administered  both  as  instru- 
ments of  government  and  as  means  of 
production;  a  world  where  all  effective 
social  pwwer  Is  the  state's  monopoly — 
yet  the  state  Itself  Is  the  creature  of  the 
Communist  tyrants. 

The  Soviet  Union,  with  Its  satellites, 
and  China  are  held  in  the  tight  grip  of 
Communist  Party  chieftains.  The  party 
dominates  all  social  and  political  insti- 
tutions. The  party  regulates  and  cen- 
trally directs  the  whole  economy.  In 
Moscow's  sphere,  and  In  Peiping's,  all 
history,  philosophy,  morality,  and  law 
are  centrally  established  by  rigid  dog- 
mas. Incessantly  drummed  Into  the  whole 
population  and  subject  to  interpreta- 
tion— or  to  change — by  none  except  the 
party's  own  inner  circle. 

And  lest  their  people  learn  too  much 
of  other  ways  of  life,  the  Communists 
have  walled  off  their  world,  deliberately 
and  uniformly,  from  the  rest  of  human 
society. 

That  Is  the  Communist  ba^e  of  opera- 
tion in  their  cold  war.  In  addition,  they 
have  at  their  command  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  dedicated  foreign  Commu- 
nists, p>eople  in  nearly  every  free  coun- 
try who  will  serve  Moscow's  ends.  Thus 
the  masters  of  the  Kremlin  are  provided 
with  deluded  followers  all  through  the 
free  world  whom  they  can  manipulate, 
cynically  and  quite  ruthlessly,  to  serve 
the  purposes  of  the  Soviet  State. 

Given  their  vast  internal  base  of  op- 
erations, and  their  agents  In  foreign 
lands,  what  are  the  Communist  rulers 
trying  to  do? 

Inside  their  homeland,  the  Commu- 
nists are  trying  to  maintain  and  mod- 
ernize huge  military  forces.  And  simul- 
taneously, they  are  endeavoring  to  weld 
their  whole  vast  area  and  p>opulation 
into  a  completely  self-contained,  ad- 
vanced industrial  society.  They  aim, 
some  day,  to  equal  or  better  the  produc- 
tion levels  of  Western  Europe  and  North 
America  combined,  thus  shifting  the  bal- 
ance of  world  economic  power,  and  war 
potential,  to  their  side. 

They  have  a  long  way  to  go,  and  they 
know  it.  But  they  are  prepared  to  levy 
upon  living  generations  any  sacrifice 
that  helps  strengthen  their  armed 
power,  or  speed  industrial  develpoment. 

Externally,  the  Communist  rulers  are 
trying  to  expand  the  boundaries  of  their 
world,  whenever  and  wherever  they  can. 
This  expansion  they  have  pursued  stead- 
fastly since  the  close  of  World  War  11, 
using  any  means  available  to  them. 

Where  the  Soviet  Army  was  present, 
as  in  the  countries  of  Eastern  Europe. 
they  have  gradually  squeezed  free  insti- 
tutions to  death. 

Where  postwar  chaos  existed  in  indus- 
trialized nations,  as  In  Western  Europe, 
the  local  Stalinists  tried  to  gain  power 
through  political  processes,  politically  in- 


spired strikes,  and  every  available  means 
for  subverting  free  institutions  to  their 
evil  ends. 

Where  conditions  permitted,  the  Soviet 
rulers  have  stimulated  and  aided  armed 
insurrection  by  Communist-led  revolu- 
tionary forces,  as  in  Greece.  Indochina, 
the  Philippines,  and  China,  or  outright 
aggression  by  one  of  their  satellites,  as 
in  Korea. 

Where  the  forces  of  nationalism,  inde- 
IJendence,  and  economic  change  were  at 
work  throughout  the  great  sweep  of  Asia 
and  Africa,  the  Communists  tried  to 
identify  themselves  with  the  cause  of 
progress,  tried  to  picture  themselves  as 
the  friends  of  freedom  and  advance- 
ment— surely  one  of  the  most  cynical 
efforts  of  which  history  offers  record. 
►  Thus,  everywhere  in  the  free  world, 
the  Communists  seek  to  fish  in  troubled 
waters,  to  seize  more  countries,  to  en- 
slave more  miUions  of  human  souls. 
They  were,  and  are,  ready  to  ally  them- 
selves with  any  group,  from  the  extreme 
left  to  the  extreme  right,  that  offers 
them  an  opportunity  to  advance  their 
ends. 

Geography  gives  them  a  central  posi- 
tion. They  are  both  a  European  and  an 
A.sian  power,  with  borders  touching  many 
of  the  most  serisitive  and  vital  areas  in 
the  free  world  around  them.  So  situ- 
ated, they  can  use  their  armies  and  their 
economic  power  to  set  up  simultaneously 
a  whole  series  of  threats— or  induce- 
ments— to  such  widely  dispersed  places 
as  Western  Germany,  Iran,  and  Japan. 
These  pressures  and  attractions  can  be 
sustained  at  will,  or  quickly  shifted  from 
place  to  place. 

Thus  the  Commimist  rulers  are  mov- 
ing, with  implacable  will,  to  create 
greater  strength  in  their  vast  empire, 
and  to  create  weakness  and  division  in 
the  free  world,  preparing  for  the  time 
their  false  creed  teaches  them  must 
come:  The  time  when  the  whole  world 
outside  their  sway  will  be  so  torn  by 
strife  and  contradictions  that  it  will  be 
ripe  for  the  Communist  plucking. 

This  is  the  heart  of  the  distorted 
Marxist  interpretation  of  history.  This 
is  the  glass  through  which  Moscow  and 
Peiping  look  out  upon  the  world,  the 
glass  through  which  they  see  the  rest  of 
us.  They  seem  really  to  believe  that 
history  is  on  their  side.  And  they  are 
trying  to  boost  "history"  along,  at  every 
opportunity,  in  every  way  they  can. 

I  have  set  forth  here  the  nature  of 
the  Communist  menace  confronting  our 
Repubhc  and  the  whole  free  world.  This 
is  the  measure  of  the  challenge  we  have 
faced  since  World  War  II — a  challenge 
partly  military  and  partly  economic, 
partly  moral  and  partly  intellectual, 
confronting  us  at  every  level  of  human 
endeavor  and  all  around  the  world. 

It  has  been  and  must  be  the  free 
worlds  purpose  not  only  to  organize  de- 
fenses against  aggression  and  subver- 
sion, not  only  to  build  a  structure  of 
resistance  and  salvation  for  the  com- 
munity of  nations  outside  the  iron  cur- 
tain, but  in  addition  to  give  expression 
and  opportunity  to  the  forces  of  growth 
and  progress  in  the  free  world,  to  so 
organize  and  unify  the  coo[>erative  com- 
munity of  free  men  that  we  will  not 
crumble  but  grow  stronger  over  the 
years,  and  the  Soviet  empire,  not  the 


free  world,  will  eventually  have  to  change 
its  ways  or  fall. 

Our  whole  program  of  action  to  carry 
out  this  purpose  has  been  directed  to 
meet  two  requirements. 

The  first  of  these  had  to  do  with  se- 
curity. Like  the  pioneers  who  settled 
this  great  continent  of  ours,  we  have 
had  to  carry  a  musket  while  we  went 
about  our  peaceful  business.  We  real- 
ized that  if  we  and  our  allies  did  not 
have  military  strength  to  meet  the 
growing  Soviet  military  threat,  we  would 
never  have  the  opportunity  to  carry  for- 
ward our  efforts  to  build  a  peaceful  world 
of  law  and  order — the  only  environment 
in  which  our  free  institutions  could  sur- 
vive and  flourish. 

Did  this  mean  we  had  to  drop  every- 
thing else  and  concentrate  on  armies 
and  weapons?  Of  course  it  did  not; 
side  by  side  with  this  urgent  military 
requirement,  we  had  to  continue  to  help 
create  conditions  of  economic  and  social 
progress  in  the  world.  This  work  had 
to  be  carried  forward  alongside  the  first, 
not  only  in  order  to  meet  the  nonmiU- 
tary  aspects  of  the  Communist  drive  for 
power,  but  also  because  this  creative  ef- 
fort toward  human  progress  is  essential 
to  bring  about  the  kind  of  world  we 
as  free  men  want  to  live  in. 

These  two  requirements — military  se- 
curity and  human  progress — are  more 
closely  related  in  action  than  we  some- 
times recognize.  MiUtary  security  de- 
pends upon  a  strong  economic  under- 
pinning and  a  stable  and  hopeful  poUt- 
ical  order;  conversely,  the  confidence 
that  makes  for  economic  and  political 
progress  does  not  thrive  in  areas  that  are 
vulnerable  to  military  conquest. 

These  requirements  are  related  in  an- 
other way.  Both  of  them  depend  upon 
unity  of  action  among  the  free  nations 
of  the  world.  This,  indeed,  has  been 
the  foundation  of  our  whole  effort,  for 
the  drawing  together  of  the  free  people 
of  the  world  has  become  a  condition 
essential  not  only  to  their  progress,  but 
to  their  survival  as  free  people. 

This  is  the  conviction  that  underlies 
all  the  steps  we  have  been  taking  to 
strengthen  and  unify  the  free  nations 
during  the  past  7  years. 

What  have  these  steps  been?  First 
of  all,  how  have  we  gone  about  meeting 
the  requirement  of  providing  for  our 
security  against  this  world-wide  chal- 
lenge? 

Our  starting  point,  as  I  have  said  on 
many  occasions,  has  been  and  remains 
the  United  Nations. 

We  were  prepared,  and  so  were  the 
other  nations  of  the  free  world,  to  place 
our  reliance  on  the  machinery  of  the 
United  Nations  to  safeguard  peace.  But 
before  the  United  Nations  could  give  full 
expression  to  the  concept  of  internation- 
al security  embodied  in  the  Charter,  it 
was  essential  that  the  five  permanent 
members  of  the  Security  Council  honor 
their  solemn  pledge  to  cooperate  to  that 
end.   This  the  Soviet  Union  has  not  done. 

I  do  not  need  to  outline  here  the 
dreary  record  of  Soviet  obstruction  and 
veto  and  the  unceasing  efforts  of  the  So- 
viet representatives  to  sabotage  the 
United  Nations.  It  is  important,  how- 
ever, to  distinguish  clearly  between  the 
principle  of  collective  security  embodied 
in  the  Charter  and  the  mechanisms  of 
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the  XTtalted  Nations  to  give  that  principle 
effect.  We  must  frankly  recogiiize  that 
the  Soviet  Union  has  been  able,  in  certain 
instances,  to  stall  the  machinery  of  col- 
lective security.  Yet  it  has  not  been  able 
to  impair  the  principle  of  collective  se- 
curity. The  free  nations  of  the  world 
have  retained  their  allegiance  to  that 
idea.  They  have  found  the  means  to 
act  despite  the  Soviet  veto,  both  through 
the  United  Nations  itself  and  through 
the  application  of  this  principle  in  re- 
gional and  other  security  arrangements 
that  are  fully  in  harmony  with  the 
Charter  and  give  expression  to  its  pur- 
poses. 

The  free  world  refused  to  resign  itself 
to  collective  suicide  merely  because  of  the 
technicality  of  a  Soviet  veto. 

The  principle  of  collective  measures  to 
forestall  aggression  has  found  expression 
in  the  Treaty  of  Rio  de  Janeiro,  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty,  now  extended  to 
include  Greece  and  Turkey,  and  the  sev- 
eral treaties  we  have  concluded  to  rein- 
force security  in  the  Pacific  area. 

But  the  free  nations  have  not  this  time 
fallen  prey  to  the  dangerous  illusion  that 
treaties  alone  will  stop  an  aggressor.  By 
a  series  of  vigorous  actions,  as  varied  as 
the  nature  of  the  threat,  the  free  nations 
have  successfully  thwarted  aggression  or 
the  threat  of  aggression  in  many  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  world. 

Our  country  has  led  or  supported  these 
collective  measures.  The  aid  we  have 
given  to  people  determined  to  act  in  de- 
fense of  their  freedom  has  often  spelled 
the  difference  between  success  and 
failure. 

We  all  know  what  we  have  done,  and 
I  shall  not  review  in  detail  the  steps  we 
have  taken.  Each  major  step  was  a  mile- 
post  in  the  developing  unity,  strength. 
and  resolute  will  of  the  free  nations. 

The  first  was  the  determined  and  suc- 
cessful effort  made  through  the  United 
Nations  to  safeguard  the  integrity  and 
Independence  of  Iran  in  1945  and  1946. 
Next  was  our  aid  and  support  to  em- 
battled Greece,  which  enabled  her  to  de- 
feat the  forces  threatening  her  national 
Independence. 

In  Turkey,  cooperative  action  resulted 
In  building  up  a  bulwark  of  military 
strength  for  an  area  vital  to  the  defenses 
of  the  entire  free  world. 

In  1949  we  began  furnishing  military 
aid  to  our  partners  in  the  North  Atlan- 
tic Community  and  to  a  number  of  other 
fre^  countries. 

Tjhe  Soviet  Union's  threats  against 
Germany  and  Japan,  its  neighbors  to  the 
west  and  to  the  east,  have  been  success- 
fully withstood.  Free  Germany  is  on  its 
way  to  becoming  a  member  of  the  peace- 
ful community  of  nations,  and  a  partner 
In  the  common  defense.  The  Soviet  ef- 
fort to  capture  Berlin  by  blockade  was 
thwarted  by  the  courageous  Allied  air- 
lift. An  independent  and  democratic 
Japan  has  been  brought  back  into  the 
community  of  free  nations. 

In  the  Par  East,  the  tactics  of  Com- 
munist imperialism  have  reached  heights 
of  violence  unmatched  elsewhere — and 
the  problem  of  concerted  action  by  the 
free  nations  has  been  at  once  more  acute 
and  more  difficult. 

Here.  In  spite  of  outside  aid  and  sup- 
port, the  free  government  of  China  suc- 
cumbed to  the  Communist  assault.    Our 


aid  has  enabled  the  free  Chinese  to  re- 
build and  strengthen  their  forces  on  the 
island  of  Formosa.  In  other  areas  of 
the  Par  East — in  Indochina,  Malaya,  and 
the  Philippines — our  assistance  has 
helped  sustain  a  stanch  resistance 
against  Communist  insurrectionary  at- 
tacks. 

The  supreme  test,  up  to  this  point,  of 
the  will  and  determination  of  the  free 
nations  came  in  Korea,  when  Communist 
forces  invaded  the  Republic  of  Korea,  a 
state  that  was  in  a  special  sense  under 
the  protection  of  the  United  Nations. 
The  response  was  immediate  and  reso- 
lute. Under  our  military  leadership,  the 
free  nations  for  the  first  time  took  up 
arms,  collectively,  to  repel  aggression. 
Aggression  w;vs  repelled,  driven  back, 
punished.  Since  that  time.  Communist 
strategy  has  seen  fit  to  prolong  the  con- 
flict, in  spite  of  honest  efforts  by  the 
United  Nations  to  reach  an  honorable 
truce.  The  months  of  deadlock  have 
demonstrated  that  the  Communists  can- 
not achieve  by  persistence,  or  by  diplo- 
matic trickery,  what  they  failed  to 
achieve  by  sneak  attack.  Korea  has 
demonstrated  that  the  free  world  has  the 
will  and  the  endurance  to  match  the 
Communist  effort  to  overthrow  inter- 
national order  through  local  aggression. 
It  has  been  a  bitter  struggle  and  it  has 
cost  us  much  in  brave  lives  and  human 
suffering,  but  it  has  made  it  plain  that 
the  free  nations  will  fight  side  by  side, 
that  they  will  not  succumb  to  aggres- 
sion or  intimidation,  one  by  one.  This, 
in  the  final  analysis,  is  the  only  way  to 
halt  the  Communist  drive  to  world 
power. 

At  the  heart  of  the  free  world's  de- 
fense is  the  military  strength  of  the 
United  States. 

Prom  1945  to  1949,  the  United  States 
was  sole  possessor  of  the  atomic  bomb. 
That  was  a  great  deterrent  and  protec- 
tion in  itself. 

But  when  the  Soviets  produced  an 
atomic  explosion— as  they  were  bound 
to  do  in  time— we  had  to  broaden  the 
whole  basis  of  our  strength.  We  had  to 
endeavor  to  keep  our  lead  in  atomic 
weapons.  We  had  to  strengthen  our 
Armed  Forces  generally  and  to  enlarge 
our  productive  capacity — our  mobiliza- 
tion ba.se.  Historically,  it  was  the  Soviet 
atomic  explosion  in  the  fall  of  1949,  9 
months  before  the  aggression  in  Korea 
which  stimulated  the  planning  for  our 
program  of  defense  mobilization. 

What  we  needed  was  not  just  a  central 
force  that  could  strike  back  against  a«'- 
gression.  We  also  needed  strength  along 
the  outer  edges  of  the  free  world  de- 
fenses for  our  allies  as  well  as  for  our- 
selves, strength  to  hold  the  line  against 
attack  as  well  as  to  retaliate. 

We  have  made  great  progress  on  this 
task  of  building  strong  defenses.  In  the 
last  2  ^  years,  we  have  more  than 
doubled  our  own  defenses,  and  we  have 
helped  to  increase  the  protection  of 
nearly  all  the  other  free  nations. 

All  the  measures  of  collective  security 
resistance  to  aggression,  and  the  build- 
ing of  defenses,  constitute  the  first  re- 
quirement for  the  survival  and  progress 
of  the  free  world.  But,  as  I  have  pointed 
out.  they  are  interwoven  with  the  neces- 
sity of  taking  steps  to  create  and  main- 
tain economic  and  social  progress  in  the 


free  nations.  There  can  be  no  military 
strength  except  where  there  Is  economic 
capacity  to  back  it.  There  can  be  no 
freedom  where  there  is  economic  chaos 
or  social  collapse.  Por  these  reasons, 
our  national  policy  has  included  a  wide 
range  of  economic  measures. 

In  Europe,  the  grand  design  of  the 
Marshall  plan  permitted  the  people  of 
Britain  and  Prance  and  Italy  and  a  half 
dozen  other  countries,  with  help  from  the 
United  States,  to  lift  themselves  from 
stagnation  and  find  again  the  path  of 
rising  production,  rising  incomes,  rising 
standards  of  living.  The  situation  was 
changed  almost  overnight  by  the  Mar- 
shall plan;  the  people  of  E^irope  have  a 
renewed  hope  and  vitality,  and  they  are 
able  to  carry  a  share  of  the  military  de- 
fense of  the  free  world  that  would  have 
been  impossible  a  few  years  ago. 

Now  the  countries  of  Europe  are  mov- 
ing rapidly  toward  political  and  eco- 
nomic unity,  changing  the  map  of 
Europe  in  more  hopeful  ways  than  it  has 
been  changed  for  500  years.  Customs 
unions.  European  economic  institutions 
like  the  Schuman  plan,  the  movement 
toward  European  political  integration, 
the  European  Defense  Community — all 
are  signs  of  practical  and  effective 
growth  toward  greater  common  strength 
and  unity.  The  countries  of  Western 
Europe,  including  the  free  Republic  of 
Germany  are  working  together,  and  the 
whole  free  world  is  the  gainer. 

It  sometimes  happens,  in  the  course 
of  history,  that  steps  taken  to  meet  an 
immediate  necessity  serve  an  ultimate 
purpose  greater  than  may  be  apparent  at 
the  Ume.  This,  I  believe,  is  the  meaning 
of  what  has  been  going  on  in  Europe 
under  the  threat  of  aggression.  The 
free  nations  there,  with  our  help,  have 
been  drawing  together  in  defense  of  their 
free  institutions.  In  so  doing,  they  have 
laid  the  foundations  of  a  unity  that  will 
endure  as  a  major  creative  force  beyond 
the  exigencies  of  this  period  of  history. 
We  may,  at  this  close  range,  be  but  dimly 
aware  of  the  creative  surge  this  move- 
ment represents,  but  I  believe  it  to  be  of 
historic  importance.  I  believe  its  bene- 
fits will  survive  long  after  Communist 
tyranny  is  nothing  but  an  unhappy 
memory. 

In  Asia  and  Africa,  the  economic  and 
social  problems  are  different  but  no  less 
urgent.  There  hundreds  of  millions  of 
people  are  in  ferment,  exploding  into  the 
twentieth  century,  thrusting  toward 
equality  and  independence  and  improve- 
ment in  the  hard  conditions  of  their 
lives. 

Politically.  economically.  socially, 
things  cannot  and  will  not  stay  in  their 
prewar  mold  in  Africa  and  Asia. 
Change  must  come — is  coming— fast 
Just  in  the  years  I  have  been  President, 
12  free  natioiLs,  with  more  than  600,- 
000,000  people,  have  become  independ- 
ent; Burma.  Indonesia,  the  Philippines. 
Korea.  Israel.  Libya.  India.  Pakistan  and 
Ceylon,  and  the  three  Associated  States 
of  Indochina,  now  members  of  the 
Prench  Union.  These  names  alone  are 
testimony  to  the  sweep  of  the  great  force 
which  is  changing  the  face  of  half  th< 
world. 

^o'"'^i"?r  out  new  relationships  among 
^e  peoples  of  the  free  world  would  not 
be  easy  in  the  best  of  times.    Even  if 
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there  were  no  Communist  drive  for  ex- 
pansion, there  would  be  hard  and  com- 
plex problems  of  transition  from  old  so- 
cial forms,  old  political  arrangements, 
old  economic  institutions  to  the  new 
ones  our  century  demands — problems  of 
guiding  change  into  constructive  chan- 
nels, of  helping  new  nations  grow  strong 
and  stable.  But  now,  with  the  Soviet 
rulers  striving  to  exploit  this  ferment 
for  their  own  purposes,  the  task  has 
become  harder  and  more  urgent — ter- 
ribly urgent. 

In  this  situation,  we  see  the  meaning 
and  the  importance  of  the  point  4  pro- 
gram, through  which  we  can  share  our 
store  of  know-how  and  of  capital  to  help 
those  people  develop  their  economies 
and  reshape  their  societies.  As  we  help 
Iranians  to  raise  more  grain.  Indians  to 
reduce  the  incidence  of  malaria.  Liljeri- 
ans  to  educate  their  children  better,  we 
are  at  once  helping  to  answer  the  desires 
of  the  people  for  advancement,  and  dem- 
onstrating the  superiority  of  freedom 
over  communism.  There  will  be  no 
quick  solution  for  any  of  the  difflculties 
of  the  new  nations  of  Asia  and  Africa — 
but  there  may  be  no  solution  at  all  if 
we  do  not  press  fon^'ard  with  full  energy 
to  help  these  countries  grow  and  flourish 
in  freedom  and  in  cooperation  with  the 
rest  of  the  free  world. 

Our  measures  of  economic  policy  have 
already  had  a  tremendous  effect  on  the 
course  of  events.  Eight  years  ago,  the 
Kremlin  thought  postwar  collapse  in 
Western  Europe  and  Japan — with  eco- 
nomic dislocation  in  America — might 
give  them  the  signal  to  advance.  We 
demonstrated  they  were  wrong.  Now 
they  wait  with  hope  that  the  economic 
recovery  of  the  free  world  has  set  the 
stage  for  violent  and  disastrous  rivalry 
among  the  economically  developed  na- 
tions, struggling  for  each  others  markets 
and  a  greater  share  of  trade.  Here  is 
another  test  that  we  shall  have  to  meet 
and  master  in  the  years  immediately 
ahead.  And  it  will  take  great  ingenuity 
and  effort — and  much  time — before  we 
prove  the  Kremlin  wrong  again.  But  we 
can  do  it.  It  is  true  that  economic  re- 
covery presents  its  problems,  as  does  eco- 
nomic decline,  but  they  are  problems  of 
another  order.  They  are  the  problems  of 
distributing  abundance  fairly,  and  they 
can  be  solved  by  the  process  of  interna- 
tional cooperation  that  has  already 
brought  us  so  far. 

These  are  the  measures  we  must  con- 
tinue. This  is  the  path  we  must  follow. 
We  must  go  on.  working  with  our  free 
as>5ociates.  building  an  international 
structure  for  military  defense,  and  for 
economic,  social,  and  political  progress. 
We  must  be  prepared  for  war,  because 
war  may  be  thrust  upon  us.  But  the 
stakes  in  our  search  for  peace  are  Im- 
mensely higher  than  they  have  ever  been 
before. 

Por  now  we  have  entered  the  atomic 
age.  and  war  has  undergone  a  tech- 
nological change  which  makes  it  a  very 
different  thing  from  what  it  used  to  be. 
War  today  between  the  Soviet  empire 
and  the  free  nations  might  dig  the  grave 
not  only  of  our  Stalinist  opponents,  but 
of  our  own  society,  our  world  s^  well  as 
theirs. 

This  transformation  has  been  brought 
to  pass  in  the  7  years  from  Alamogordo 


to  Enlwetok.  It  is  only  7  years,  but  the 
new  force  of  atomic  energy  has  turned 
the  world  into  a  very  different  kind  of 
place. 

Science  and  technology  have  worked 
so  fast  that  war's  new  meaning  may  not 
yet  be  grasped  by  all  the  peoples  who 
would  be  its  victims;  nor,  perhaps,  by  the 
rulers  in  the  Kremlin.  But  I  have  been 
President  of  the  United  States,  these  7 
years,  responsible  for  the  decisions  which 
have  brought  our  science  and  our  engi- 
neering to  their  present  place.  I  know 
what  this  development  means  now.  I 
know  something  of  what  it  will  come  to 
mean  in  the  future. 

We  in  this  Government  realized,  even 
before  the  first  successful  atomic  explo- 
sion, that  this  new  force  spelled  terrible 
danger  for  all  mankind  unless  it  were 
brought  under  international  control. 
We  promptly  advanced  proposals  in  the 
United  Nations  to  take  this  new  source 
of  energy  out  of  the  arena  of  national 
rivalries,  to  make  it  impossible  to  use  as 
a  weapon  of  war.  These  proposals,  so 
pregnant  with  benefit  for  all  humanity, 
were  rebuffed  by  the  rulers  of  the  Soviet 
Union. 

The  language  of  science  is  universal; 
the  movement  of  science  is  always  for- 
ward into  the  unknown.  We  could  not 
assume  that  the  Soviet  Union  would  not 
develop  the  same  weapwn,  ragardless  of 
all  our  precautions,  nor  that  there  were 
not  other  and  even  more  terrible  means 
of  destruction  lying  in  the  unexplored 
field  of  atomic  energy. 

We  had  no  alternative,  then,  but  to 
press  on,  to  probe  the  secrets  of  atomic 
power  to  the  uttermost  of  our  capacity, 
to  maintain,  if  we  could,  our  initial  su- 
periority in  the  atomic  field.  At  the 
same  time,  we  sought  persistently  for 
some  avenue,  some  formula,  for  reach- 
ing an  agreement  with  the  Soviet  rulers 
that  would  place  this  new  form  of  power 
under  effective  restraints — that  would 
guarantee  no  nation  would  use  it  in  war. 
I  do  not  have  to  recount  here  the  pro- 
posals we  made,  the  step>s  taken  in  the 
United  Nations,  striving  at  least  to  open 
a  way  to  ultimate  agreement.  I  hope 
and  believe  that  we  will  continue  to  make 
these  efforts  so  long  as  there  is  the  slight- 
est possibility  of  progress.  All  civilized 
nations  are  agreed  on  the  urgency  of 
the  problem,  and  have  shown  their  will- 
ingness to  agree  on  effective  measures 
of  control — all  save  the  Soviet  Union  and 
its  satellites.  But  they  have  rejected 
every  reasonable  profKJsal. 

Meanwhile,  the  progress  of  scientific 
experiment  has  outrun  our  expectations. 
Atomic  science  is  in  the  full  tide  of  de- 
velopment; the  unfolding  of  the  inner- 
most secrets  of  matter  is  uninterrupted 
and  irresistible.  Since  Alamogordo  we 
have  developed  atomic  weapons  with 
many  times  the  explosive  force  of  the 
early  models,  and  we  have  produced  them 
in  substantial  quantities.  And  recently. 
In  the  thermonuclear  tests  at  Enlwetok, 
we  have  entered  another  stage  In  the 
world -shaking  development  of  atomic 
energy.  From  now  on.  man  moves  into 
a  new  era  of  destructive  power,  capable 
of  creating  explosions  of  a  new  order  of 
magnitude,  dwarfing  the  mushroom 
clouds  of  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki. 

We  have  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
stage  we  have  now  reached  in  the  re- 


lease of  atomic  energy  will  be  the  last. 
Indeed,  the  speed  of  our  scientific  and 
technical  progress  over  the  last  7  years 
shows  no  signs  of  abating.  We  are  be- 
ing hurried  forward.  In  our  mastery  of 
the  atom,  from  one  discovery  to  another, 
toward  yet  unforeseeable  peaks  of  de- 
structive p>ower. 

Inevitably,  until  we  can  reach  interna- 
tional agreement,  this  is  the  path  we 
must  follow.  And  we  must  realize  that 
no  advance  we  make  is  unattainable  by 
others,  that  no  advantage  in  this  race 
can  be  more  than  temporary. 

The  war  of  the  future  would  be  one  in 
which  man  could  extinguish  millions  of 
lives  at  one  blow,  demolish  the  great 
cities  of  the  world,  wipe  out  the  cultural 
achievements  of  the  past,  and  destroy 
the  very  structure  of  a  civilization  that 
has  been  slowly  and  painfully  built  up 
through  hjundreds  of  generations. 

Such  a  war  is  not  a  possible  policy  for 
rational  men.  We  know  this,  but  we 
dare  not  assvune  that  others  would  not 
yield  to  the  temptation  science  is  now 
placing  in  their  hands. 

With  that  in  mind,  there  is  somethingr 
I  would  say  to  Stalin:  You  claim  belief 
in  Lenin's  prophecy  that  one  stage  in  tlie 
development  of  Communist  society  would 
be  war  between  your  world  and  ours. 
But  Lenin  was  a  preatomic  man.  who 
viewed  society  and  history  with  pre- 
atomic eyes.  Something  profound  has 
happened  since  he  wrote.  War  has 
changed  its  shape  and  its  dimension.  It 
cannot  now  be  a  "stage"  in  the  develop- 
ment of  anything  save  ruin  for  your  re- 
gime and  your  homeland. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  time  may 
elapse  before  the  Communist  rulers  bring 
themselves  to  recognize  this  truth.  But 
when  they  do,  they  will  find  us  eager  to 
reach  understandings  that  will  protect 
the  world  frwn  the  danger  it  faces  today. 

It  is  no  wonder  that  some  people  wish 
that  we  had  never  succeeded  in  splitting 
the  atom.  But  atomic  power,  like  any 
other  force  of  nature,  is  not  evil  in  Itself. 
Properly  used,  it  is  an  instrumentality 
for  human  betterment.  As  a  source  of 
power,  as  a  tool  of  scientific  inquiry,  it 
has  untold  possibilities.  We  are  already 
making  good  progress  in  the  constructive 
use  of  atomic  power.  We  could  do  much 
more  if  we  were  free  to  concentrate  on  its 
peaceful  uses  exclusively. 

Atomic  power  will  be  with  us  all  the 
days  of  our  lives.  We  carmot  legislate 
it  out  of  existence.  We  cannot  ignore  the 
dangers  or  the  benefits  it  offers.     T 

I  believe  that  man  can  harness  the 
forces  of  the  atom  to  work  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  lot  of  human  beings 
everywhere.  That  Is  our  goal.  As  a 
nation,  as  a  people,  we  must  understand 
this  problem,  we  must  handle  this  new 
force  wisely  through  our  democratic 
processes.  Above  all,  we  must  strive,  in 
all  earnestness  and  good  faith,  to  bring 
It  under  effective  international  control. 
To  do  this  will  require  much  wisdom  and 
patience  and  firmness.  The  awe-Insptr- 
Ing  responsibility  in  this  field  now  falls 
on  a  new  administration  and  a  new  Con- 
gress. I  will  give  them  my  support,  as 
I  am  sure  all  our  citizens  will,  in  what- 
ever constructive  steps  they  may  take 
to  make  this  newest  of  man's  discoveries 
a  source  of  good  and  not  cl  ultimate 
destruction. 
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We  cannot  tell  when  or  whether  the 
attitude  of  the  Soviet  nilers  may  change. 
We  do  not  know  how  long  it  may  be 
I  before  they  show  a  willingness  to  nego- 

"  tiate  effective  control  of  atomic  energy 

and  honorable  settlements  of  other  world 
problems.  We  cannot  measure  how 
deep-rooted  are  the  Kremlin's  illusions 
about  US.  We  can  be  sure,  however,  that 
the  rulers  of  the  Communist  world  will 
not  change  their  basic  objectives  Ughtly 
or  soon. 

The  Communist  rulers  have  a  sense  of 
time  about  these  things  wholly  unlike 
our  own.  We  tend  to  divide  our  future 
into  short  spans,  like  the  2-year  life  of 
this  Congress,  or  the  4  years  of  the  next 
Presidential  term.  They  seem  to  think 
and  plan  in  terms  of  generations.  J^kI 
I  there  is,  therefore,  no  easy,  short-run 

■  way  to  make  them  see  that  their  plans 

cannot  prevaiL 

This  means  there  is  ahead  of  us  a 
long,  hard  test  of  strength  and  stamina, 
between  the  free  world  and  the  Commu- 
nist domain;  our  pohtlcs  and  our  econ- 
omy, our  science  and  technology  against 
the  best  they  can  do :  our  Uberty  against 
their  slavery;  our  voluntary  concert  of 
free  nations  against  their  forced  amal- 
gam of  "people's  republics";  our  strat- 
egy against  their  strategy;  our  nerve 
against  their  nerve. 

Above  all.  this  is  a  test  of  the  will 
and  the  steadiness  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

There  has  been  no  challenge  like  this 
In  the  history  of  our  Republic.  We  are 
called  upon  to  rise  to  the  occasion,  as 
no  people  before  us. 

What  is  required  of  us  is  not  easy. 
The  way  we  must  learn  to  live,  the  world 
we  have  to  Uve  in.  cannot  be  so  pleas- 
ant, safe,  or  simple  as  most  of  us  have 
known  before,  or  confidently  hoped  to 
know. 

Already  we  have  had  to  sacrifice  a 
nimiber  of  acciistomed  ways  of  working 
and  of  living,  much  nervous  energy,  ma- 
terial resources,  even  human  life.     Yet 
if  one  thing  is  certain  in  our  future,  it 
Is  that  more  sacrifice  still  hes  ahead. 
Were  we  to   grow   discouraged   now. 
were  we  to  weaken  and  slack  off,  the 
whole  structure  we  have  built,  these  past 
8  years,  would  come  apart  and  fall  away. 
Never  then,  no  matter  by  what  stringent 
means,  could  our  free  world  regain  the 
ground,  the  time,  the  sheer  momentimi, 
lost  by  such  a  move.     There  can  and 
should  be  changes  and  improvements  in 
our  programs,  to  meet  new  situations, 
serve  new  needs.    But  to  desert  the  spirit 
of  our  basic  policies,  to  step  back  from 
them  now,  would  surely  start  the  free 
world's  shde  toward  the  darkness  that 
the  Communists  have   prophesied,   to- 
ward the  moment  for  which  they  watch 
and  wait. 

If  we  value  our  freedom  and  our  way 
of  life  and  want  to  see  them  safe,  we 
must  meet  the  challenge  and  accept  its 
Implications,  stick  to  our  guns  and  carry 
out  our  policies. 

I  have  set  out  the  basic  conditions,  as 
I  see  them,  imder  which  we  have  been 
working  in  the  world,  and  the  nature  of 
our  bcuic  pohcies.  What,  then,  of  the 
future?  The  answer,  I  believe,  is  this: 
As  we  continue  to  confound  Soviet  ex- 


pectations, as  our  world  grows  stronger, 
more  united,  more  attractive  to  men  on 
both  sides  of  the  iron  curtain,  then  in- 
evitably there  will  come  a  time  of  change 
within  the  Communist  world.  We  do  not 
know  how  that  change  will  come  about, 
whether  by  deliberate  decision  in  the 
Kremlin,  by  coup  detat,  by  revolution, 
by  defection  of  satellites,  or  perhaps  by 
some  unforeseen  combiuaUon  of  factors 
such  as  these. 

But  if  the  Communist  rulers  under- 
stand they  cannot  win  by  war,  and  if  we 
frustrate  their  attempts  to  win  by  sub- 
version, it  is  not  too  much  to  expect  their 
world  to  change  its  character,  moderate 
is  aims,  become  more  realistic  and  le.  s 
implacable,  and  recede  from  the  coid  wax 
they  bepan. 

Do  not  be  deceived  by  the  strong  face. 
the  look  of  monolithic  power  that  the 
Communist  dictators  wear  before  the 
outside  world.  Remember  their  pwwcr 
has  no  basis  in  con  ent.  Remember  tliey 
are  so  afraid  of  the  free  world's  ideas 
and  ways  of  life,  they  do  not  dare  to  let 
their  people  know  about  them.  Think 
of  the  massive  effort  they  put  forth  to 
try  to  stop  our  campaisn  of  truth  from 
reaching  their  people  with  its  messaye 
of  freedom. 

The  masters  of  the  Kremlin  live  In  fear 
their  power  and  position  would  collapse 
were  their  own  people  to  acquire  knowl- 
edge, information,  comprehension  about 
our  free  society.  Their  world  has  many 
elements  of  strength,  but  this  one  fatal 
flaw:  the  weakness  represented  by  their 
iron  curtain  and  their  police  state. 
Surely,  a  social  order  at  once  so  insecure 
and  so  fearful,  must  ultimately  lose  its 
competition  with  our  free  society. 

Provided  just  one  thing— and  this  I 
urge  you  to  consider  carefully — provided 
that  the  free  world  retains  the  confi- 
dence and  the  determination  to  out- 
match the  best  our  adversary  can  accom- 
plish and  to  demonstrate  for  uncertain 
millions  on  both  sides  of  the  iron  curtain 
the  superiority  of  the  free  way  of  life. 

That  is  the  test  upon  all  the  free  na- 
tions: upon  none  more  than  our  own 
Republic. 

Our  resources  are  equal  to  the  task. 
We  have  the  industry,  the  skills,  the 
basic  economic  strength.  Above  all.  we 
have  the  vigor  of  free  men  in  a  free 
society.  We  have  our  liberties.  And 
while  we  keep  them,  while  we  retain  our 
democratic  faith,  the  ultimate  advantage 
In  this  hard  competition  lies  with  us,  not 
with  the  Communists. 

But  there  are  some  things  that  could 
shift  the  advantage  to  their  side.  One 
of  the  things  that  could  defeat  us  Is 
fear— fear  of  the  task  we  face,  fear  of  ad- 
justing to  it,  fear  that  breeds  more  fear, 
sapping  our  faith,  corroding  our  Uberties, 
turning  citizen  against  citizen,  ally 
against  ally.  Pear  could  snatch  away 
the  very  values  we  are  striving  to  defend. 
Already  the  danger  signals  have  gone 
up.  Already  the  corrosive  process  has 
begtm.  And  every  diminution  of  our 
tolerance,  each  new  act  of  enforced  con- 
formity, each  Idle  accusation,  each 
demonstration  of  hysteria — each  new  re- 
strictive law— is  one  more  sign  that  we 
can  lose  the  battle  against  fear. 


The  Communists  canivot  deprive  tis  of 
our  liberties — fear  can.  The  Commu- 
nists cannot  stamp  out  our  faith  in  hu- 
man dignity — fear  can.  Fear  is  an 
enemy  within  ourselves,  and  if  we  do  not 
root  it  out,  it  may  destroy  the  very  way 
of  life  we  are  so  anxious  to  protect. 

To  beat  back  fear,  we  must  hold  fast  to 
oui-  heritage  as  free  men.  We  must  re- 
new our  confidence  in  one  another,  our 
tolerance,  our  sense  of  being  neighbors, 
fellow  citizen.s.  We  must  take  our  stand 
en  the  Bill  of  Rij^hUs.  The  inquisition, 
Uie  star  chamber,  have  no  place  in  a 
free  society. 

Our  ultimate  strength  Ues,  not  alone 
in  arms,  but  in  the  sense  of  moral  values 
and  moral  truths  that  give  meaning  and 
vitality  to  the  purpa'^es  of  free  people. 
These  values  are  our  faith,  our  inspira- 
tion, the  source  of  our  strength,  and  our 
UKlamitable  determination. 

We  face  hard  ta.sks,  great  dangers. 
But  we  are  Americans  and  we  have  faced 
hai-dships  and  uncertainty  before,  we 
have  aaju.ited  before  to  changing  cir- 
cumiUincts.  Our  whole  history  has  been 
a  steady  trauung  for  the  woik  it  is  now 
ours  to  do. 

No  one  can  lose  heart  for  the  task, 
none  can  lot;e  faith  in  our  free  ways,  who 
stops  to  remember  where  we  began,  what 
we  have  .souiiht  and  what  accomplished, 
ail  totiether  as  Americans. 

I  have  lived  a  lonn  time  and  seen  much 
happen  in  our  country.  And  I  know  out 
of  my  own  experience,  tliat  we  can  do 
what  must  be  done. 

When  I  think  back  to  the  country  I 
grew  up  ii>— and  then  look  at  what  our 
country  has  become — I  am  quite  certain 
that  having  done  so  much,  we  can  do 
more. 

After  all.  it  has  been  scarcely  15  years 
since  most  Americans  rejected  out  of 
hand  the  wise  counsel  that  aggressors 
must  be  quarantined."  The  very  con- 
cept of  collective  security,  the  founda- 
tion stone  of  ail  our  actions  now,  was 
then  strange  doctrine,  shunned  and  set 
aside.  Talk  about  adapting;  talk  about 
adjusting;  talk  about  responding  as  a 
people  to  the  challenge  of  changed  times 
and  cu-cumstances— there  has  never 
be?n  a  more  spectacular  example  than 
this  great  change  in  America  s  outlook 
on  tlie  world. 

Let  all  of  us  pause  now.  think  back. 
consider  carefully  the  meaning  of  our 
national  experience.  Let  us  draw  com- 
fort from  it  and  faith  and  confidence  in 
our  future  as  Americans. 

The  Nation  s  business  is  never  finished 
The  basic  questions  we  have  been  deal- 
ing with,  these  8  years  past,  present 
themselves  anew.  That  is  the  way  of 
our  society.  Circumstances  change  and 
current  questions  take  on  different 
forms,  new  complications,  year  by  year. 
But  underneath,  the  great  issues  remain 
the  same — prosperity,  welfare,  human 
rights,  effective  democracy,  and  above 
all.  peace. 

Now  we  turn  to  the  inaug\u-al  of  our 
new  President  And  in  the  great  work 
he  is  called  upon  to  do  he  will  have  need  . 
for  the  support  of  a  imited  people,  a  con- 
fident people,  with  firm  faith  in  one 
another  and  hi  our  common  cause.  I 
pledge  him  my  support  as  a  citiaen  of 
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our  Republic,  and  I  ask  you  to  give  him 
yours. 

To  him.  to  you,  to  all  my  fellow  citi- 
zens. I  say.  Godspeed. 

May  God  bless  our  country  and  our 
cause. 

Hakby  S.  Truhan, 

Thk  WHrrs  Housk,  January  7.  IS53. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  message  of  the  President  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  and 
ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


IT   COULD   ONLY   HAPPEN   IN 
AMERICA 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  Hou.«w  for  1  minute,  to  include 
a  letter  and  an  address,  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

rhe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Mius.sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  asked  permission  to 
place  this  letter  from  Mr.  Joseph  H. 
Cohen,  of  Woburn,  Ma.ss.,  and  an  address 
he  delivered  at  Family  Day  celebration, 
October  25,  1952.  into  the  Record.  Mr. 
Cohen  is  the  general  manager  of  Atlantic 
Crelatin.  division  of  General  Foods  Corp., 
the  largest  In  the  United  States.  I  ask 
to  have  It  inserted  in  the  Record  because 
it  is  an  American  story;  It  is  a  story  of 
a  poor  boy,  an  immigrant  coming  to  this 
country,  and  what  he  has  accomplished. 
I  ask  to  have  it  put  in  because  this  life 
could  only  happen  in  America.  He  was 
a  Russian  boy. 

Atlaxtic  Gelatin. 
Division  Generai.  Poods  Corp.. 
Woburn,  Mass.,  January  5,  1953. 
Hon   Edith  Nourse  Rogers, 
House  Office  Bnildinff, 

Wa!'hinffton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mrs.  Rogkks;  When  fou  visited  us  on 
Octolser  25  to  participate  In  our  Family  Day 
program  you  very  graciously  aslced  me  to 
send  you  a  copy  of  my  remarks  for  puMlea- 
llun  In  the  Conorkssiomal  Rccoao.  Enclosed 
Is  B  copy  of  my  talk. 

I   appreciated  very  much  the  prlvUege  of 

entertaining  you  and  the  Interest  which  you 

displayed    In   our   oiiganlcatlon.     I   sincerely 

hope  that  you  will  find  time  to  visit  us  a^ain. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Joseph  H.  Cohen. 

Address  bt  Josxpu  H.  Cohen,  Genekal  Man- 
ager   or    Atlantic    Qelattm,    Division    or 
Generai.  Foods   Corp..   Woburn,  Mass.,   at 
Familt  Day  Celebration,  Octobeb  25,  1052 
I  am  happy  to  have  this  opportunity  to 
welcome  ycni  today.     As  founder  of  Atlantic 
Gflntln,  the  history  of  this  company  repre- 
sents to  a  great  extent  my  own  personal  hU- 
ttiry    and    experience.      Accordingly   my   re- 
marks today  wUl  of  neceslty  be  of  a  per- 
soual  nature. 

Many  of  us  don't  appreciate  bow  fortunate 
we  are  to  be  living  In  America.  I  was  born 
In  Russia — It  was  Lithuania  at  that  time 
but  has  since  been  abBorbed  by  the  Bovitt 
Union.  I  came  to  thte  country  with  my  par- 
ents at  the  age  of  4.  Our  boat  docked  m* 
Boston,  so  quite  naturally  we  M»ttled  In  Um 
city  In  what  Is  known  m  the  Wast  End.  I 
went  to  grade  school  there  ajid  took  my 
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sscoQdary   education   at    the   English    High 
School  In  Boston. 

As  m&ny  of  you  know,  I  came  of  very 
humble  surroundings  and  the  early  years  of 
my  life  were  filled  with  the  stniggle  of  wrest- 
ing a  living  for  myself  and  those  dear  ones 
who  were,  in  part,  dependent  upon  me.  It 
was  also  filled  with  the  struggle  of  obtaining 
an  education  which  would  serve  as  a  satis- 
factory preparation  for  the  later  years  of  life. 
My  story  has  been  repeated  millions  of  times 
In  thte  beloved  land  of  ours,  where  poor  boys 
who  had  the  grit  and  the  determination 
could  also  find  the  opportunity  to  rise  from 
poverty  to  positions  of  responsibility  and 
resf>ect. 

Like  so  many  youag  American  boys,  I  sold 
newspapers  In  my  spare  time  after  school 
In  the  area  of  North  Station  In  Boston.  After 
completing  high  school  I  was  fortunate 
enough  to  receive  a  scholarship  to  the  Mossa- 
chujetts  Institute  of  Technology  and  each 
year  thereafter  until  frraduatlon.  During 
summer  vacations  I  worked  to  help  pay  ad- 
ditional exj>enses  at  college  and  to  help  sup- 
port members  of  my  family.  One  summer  I 
worked  In  a  tannery,  and  another  summer 
as  a  streetcar  conductor  for  tlie  Boston  Ele- 
vated. I  also  worked  at  the  Revere  Beach 
Bath  House  for  the  metropolitan  district 
commission. 

One  year  during  the  course  of  my  college 
career.  It  was  necessary  for  me  to  take  a 
leave  of  absence  from  school  In  order  to  earn 
enough  money  to  continue  my  education. 
During  Uiis  year  from  November  7,  1910.  to 
October  1911,  I  worked  for  the  Mosser  Tan- 
ning Co.  In  Peabody.  I  worked  hard,  learned 
quite  a  bit  about  the  business  and  met  a 
number  of  prominent  businessmen  In  the 
industry.  Also  during  this  period  I  taught 
English  to  newly  arrived  Immigrants  at 
night  school  In  Boston,  and  when  I  returned 
to  M.  I.  T.  in  October  1911,  I  continued  In- 
structing in  the  evenings.  It  was  there  that 
I  met  the  girl  I  was  to  marry,  who  was  also 
an  Instructor  at  the  school. 

In  the  spring  of  19 IS,  I  was  graduated  from 
M.  I.  T.  with  a  degree  In  chemical  engineering. 
As  I  had  had  some  experience  In  the  leather 
Industry,  It  was  quite  natural  that  I  should 
seek  employment  at  one  of  the  tanneriee.  I 
obtained  a  Job  with  Albert  Bernard  Sc  Sons 
In  Whltefield.  N.  H.,  at  a  salary  of  913  a  week. 
WhUe  there  I  established  a  laboratory  for 
the  company,  but  the  work  was  not  chal- 
lenging errough.  I  resigned  and  returned  to 
Boston  where  I  obtained  a  }ob  with  the 
American  Glue  Co.  at  the  salary  of  $17  a 
week.  This  company  was  then  one  of  the 
largest  manufacturers  ol  gelatin  and  glue  In 
the  United  States  and  operated  about  20 
plants,  which  were  located  all  over  the  coun- 
try. The  First  World  War  broke  out  at  this 
time  and  the  supply  of  ossein,  derived  from 
Europe,  on  which  thU  company  was  de- 
pendent In  part  for  the  manufacture  of  gela- 
tin, was  suddenly  cut  off.  Accordingly,  I 
was  requested  to  design  and  construct  a 
plant  to  manufacture  ossein.  This  plant 
was  constriicted  In  Everett,  Itlass.,  and  up 
until  a  few  years  ago  was  In  operation. 
Later,  the  American  Glue  Co.  asked  me  to 
design  and  construct  a  fJsh-ghie  plant  for 
them  on  Spectacle  Island  In  Boston  Harbor. 
This  plant  was  completed  In  1917. 

I  worked  for  American  Glue  for  6  years  at 
the  conclusion  of  which  I  was  earning  $5,200 
a  year.  Thin  was  a  haixtoame  salary  In  1919. 
but  I  was  anxious  to  strike  out  for  myself. 
I  had  heard  that  the  tanners  in  this  area 
were  dissatisfied  with  the  price  they  were 
getting  for  their  byproducts  and  the  idea  of 
building  a  gelatin  plant  which  would  use 
these  byproducts  for  processing  into  gelatin 
seemed  to  me  to  be  a  good  one.  Accordingly. 
I  approached  several  trtends  In  tbe  tahnlng 
buslncn.  princtpaUy  Mr.  Bkiltoa.  whom  I 
bad  met  while  working  for  the  Maseer  Tan- 
nine Oo.  in  Peabody.  and  had  oome  to  know 
juoet  oordiaUy  in  the  intervening  years.    At 


this  Ume  Mr.  Skllton  operated  one  of  the 
large  tanneries  in  this  secUon  and  thought 
my  plan  was  a  good  one.  but  lacked  adequate 
funds  to  back  such  a  project.  However,  ha 
suggested  that  I  see  his  financial  backer,  Mr. 
BulUvant.  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Bullivant  and 
outlined  at  length  my  plan  for  the  new 
enterprise.  He  was  impre&sed  and  not  only 
was  willing  to  help  support  the  project  finan- 
cially, but  also  recommended  me  to  other 
prominent  tanners.  On  August  11,  1919,  I 
re&igned  my  Job  with  the  American  Glue  Co. 
and  between  that  date  and  September  21,  I 
was  able  to  enlist  the  support  of  a  limited 
number  of  important  tanners  and  we  re- 
ceived our  charter.  Naturally.  I  wanted  to 
have  a  controlling  Interest  in  the  new  com- 
pany,  but  did  not  have  sufficient  personal 
funds  to  buy  51  percent  of  the  stock. 

As  the  seat  of  the  leather  Industry  was 
In  Peabody  and  Woburn,  I  wanted  to  locate 
the  plant  as  close  as  possible  to  the  source 
of  raw  material.  Mr.  Thayer,  one  of  the 
backers,  and  I  drove  over  many  roads  in  this 
area  but  could  not  find  a  suitable  site  for 
the  plant.  Then  my  good  friend,  Mr.  Daniel 
OTSrien,  of  Woburn,  located  the  site  where 
we  are  now  gathered  which  had  the  advan- 
tage of  adequate  water  and  acreage.  At  a 
board  meeting,  Mr.  Mosher,  of  the  North- 
western Leather  Co.,  stated  that  the  prop- 
erty was  owned  by  the  Baeder-Adamson  Co, 
In  Philadelphia.  We  went  to  see  Mr.  Adam- 
son  and  within  a  few  hours  we  had  nego- 
tiated a  deal  for  the  property.  On  October 
14,  1919.  ground  was  broken  for  the  present 
factory  and  the  first  gelatin  was  produced 
In  1920. 

During  the  first  year  of  operation  we  man- 
aged to  break  even,  but,  unfortunately,  we 
had  a  serious  depression  in  1921  and  the 
price  of  gelatin  dropped  sharply.  However, 
by  dint  of  hard  work,  we  were  able  to 
weather  the  storm  and  during  the  ensuing 
years  business  Improved.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  leather  industry  began  to  decline 
with  the  result  that  the  backers  of  Atlantic 
Gelatin  were  constantly  after  me  for  the 
money  they  had  Invested  in  order  to  main- 
tain their  leather  Interests. 

One  of  the  important  reasons  for  the  rapid 
growth  of  the  Atlantic  Gelatin  Co.  was  the 
happy  business  and  friendly  relations  that 
developed  between  It  and  the  Genessee  Pure 
Pood  Co.,  of  LeRoy,  N.  Y.,  which  later  be- 
came the  Jell-O  division  of  General  Foods 
Corp.  In  1922  the  Genessee  Pure  Pood  Co. 
was  pursuing  a  policy  which  necessitated 
having  on  hand  constantly  a  large  Inven- 
tory of  gelatin.  In  order  to  m«et  the  ex- 
panding needs  of  Jell-O  at  that  time,  the 
company  loaned  Atlantic  Gelatin  $100,000  to 
expand  Its  plant  and  to  enlarge  its  produc- 
tive capacity.  At  the  same  time,  the  Genes- 
see Pure  Pood  Oo.  agreed  to  purchase  from 
Atlantic  Gelatin  1,000,000  pounds  of  gelatin 
a  year  for  5  years  at  the  prevailing  market 
price.  The  agreement  proved  to  be  mutually 
advantageous,  and  wtthln  8  years  the  Atlan- 
tic CJelatln  Oo.  had  liquidated  Its  Indetjted- 
ness.  At  the  tline  of  the  loan  In  1922  our 
production  was  1,000.000  pounds  a  y«ir. 
which  Increased  In  1924  to  2,000,000  pounds. 
After  the  Genesee  Pure  FVsod  Oo.  became 
a  sobstdiary  of  General  Poods  Corp.,  it  was 
natural  that  an  effort  should  have  been  made 
to  absorb  the  Atlantic  Gelatin  Co.  as  welL 
This  was  essential  In  order  to  ellmtnate  the 
neoeastty  oT  maintaining  an  Inventory  of 
gelatin  In  exoeas  of  1  year's  supply  and  to 
have  a  producing  unit  of  adequate  capacity 
to  serve  as  a  substitute.  I  was  also  enoour- 
aged  to  aell  the  company  to  General  Poods 
by  the  original  Investors.  Finally,  in  De- 
cember 1090,  the  Atlantic  Gelatin  Oo.  was 
absorbed  by  Oeneral  Poods  Corp.  and  sines 
then  we  have  been  a  proAtable  and  (irogres- 
stv«  member  at  the  General  Poods  family. 
It  Is  Important  to  mentkm  that  no  indi- 
vidual lost  mooey  by  Investing  in  Atlantla 
Oelatla. 
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Atlantic  Oclatln  today  Is  the  largest  geU- 
tln  maimfactTiiing  company  In  tlie  world. 
We  like  to  think  It  Is  also  tbe  beat  geUtln 
eompany  In  the  world.  Thne  has  brought 
a  tremendous  Increase  In  the  demand  for 
gelatin  Just  ss  we  had  visualized,  and  we 
have  been  able  to  keep  abreast  with  the  In- 
creased needs  for  our  product.  In  1913,  there 
were  10.000,000  poiinds  of  gelatin  produced  In 
the  United  States.  In  1931.  Atlantic  OeU- 
tin  produced  1.000.000  pounds.  Today,  ap- 
proximately 55,000.000  pounds  of  gelatin  are 
produced  In  this  country  of  which  Atlantic 
Gelatin  produces  20,000.000  pounds.  Tou  can 
see.  therefore,  that  our  growth  has  been 
twentyf  old  In  an  Industry  that  has  Increased 
fiTefoId. 

Gelatin  Is  produced  from  three  principal 
raw  materials — porkskins.  calfskins  and 
splits,  and  ossein.  You  will  see  bow  gelatin 
Is  extracted  from  these  raw  materials  as  you 
go  throiigh  the  plant  on  your  tour  and  the 
process  will  be  explained  to  you. 

Gelatin  is  used  In  many  different  ways  and 
In  many  products.  Of  course,  the  largest  use 
of  gelatin  U  In  the  food  Industry  for  gelatin 
desserts  and  the  largest  part  of  our  produc- 
tion Is  sold  to  the  Jell-O  division  of  General 
Foods  Corp.  Gelatin  Is  also  used  by  the  food 
Industry  In  the  production  of  Jellied  meats 
and  soups.  It  Is  used  In  the  production  of 
Ice  cream,  candy,  marsbmallow,  and  a  variety 
of  other  confectionery  products.  It  is  tised 
In  the  preparation  of  salads  and  in  the  feed- 
ing of  the  tiA  and  convalescents.  It  has 
even  been  used  as  a  substitute  for  blood 
plasma  In  the  treatment  of  patients  suffering 
from  loss  of  blood  and  shock. 

As  you  doubtless  know,  gelatin  is  used  ex- 
tensively In  photography  for  it  la  a  basic 
element  In  the  preparation  of  photographic 
film.  Amatetir  and  professional  photography 
and  the  vast  motion-picture  industry  could 
not  have  been  developed  were  It  not  for 
gelatin,  since  It  plays  a  critical  part  In  the 
production  of  photographic  films.  During 
the  last  war  when  aerial  photography  became 
so  highly  developed  and  more  recently  in  the 
Korean  conflict,  gelatin  through  its  applica- 
tion to  the  photographic  Industry  and 
X-ray  film  has  been  tremendously  impor- 
tant. No  doubt  It  was  an  essential  element 
to  Allied  victory  and  continues  to  play  a  vital 
role  In  saving  American  lives  in  modern 
warfare. 

Gelatin  Is  also  used  extensively  in  many 
other  ways.  It  is  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  vitamin  pills,  of  capsules,  and  of  numer- 
ous other  pharmaceutical  compounds.  It  Is 
used  in  the  chemical  and  plastic  Industry  in 
making  printed  strings,  straw  hats,  and  siz- 
ing for  textiles.  We  can  say  In  all  sincerity 
with  those  who  have  said  it  many  times 
before.  "What  a  world  this  would  be  without 
gelatin."  Certainly  it  would  not  be  as  inter- 
esting or  as  healthy  or  as  happy  a  world 
without  gelatin. 

The  gelatin  Industry  has  succeeded  because 
it  has  met  numerous  human  needs.  These 
needs  have  expanded  with  the  passage  of 
time,  so  that  we  have  had  to  employ  more 
men  and  more  women  to  keep  abreast  of  the 
demands  Ijelng  made  upon  us  for  our  prod- 
uct. This  has  been  a  source  of  great  personal 
Joy  to  me,  lor  it  has  given  work  to  many 
people;  it  has  supported  homes  and  families; 
It  has  paid  taxes  to  the  city,  the  State,  and 
the  Nation;  and  it  has  helped  other  indus- 
tries to  flourish  In  order  to  supply  our  needs. 
That  Is  a  worthy  monument  to  anybody,  one 
of  which  we  are  very  proud  and  happy. 

Our  product  is  sold  throughout  the  United 
States  and  in  many  foreign  countries,  in- 
cluding Canada,  Mexico.  Germany.  Japan. 
Italy.  Israel,  Spain,  Belgium.  Prance,  Switzer- 
land, tlie  Philippine  Islands,  and  Puerto 
Rico.  In  turn  we  draw  on  the  raw  materials 
not  only  of  the  United  States  of  America  but 
likewise  of  Europe^  Asia,  and  South  America. 
Prom  small  beginnings  we  have  actileved 
international  signlflcance.  We  are  a  part  uf 
the  greatest  food  organization  la  the  wurld 


the  General  Poods  Corp. — and  the  future 
looks  bright  and  assured.  Our  objective  here 
at  Atlantic  Gelatin  is  to  make  this  company 
a  good  place  to  work,  a  safe  place  to  work. 
and  a  secure  place  to  work. 
Thank  you. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
Hotise  today  for  10  minutes,  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


STRUGGLE  OVER  THE  21-DAY  RULE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Ebekh.uitir]  is  recognized 
fcr  10  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTEE..  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
Saturday,  January  3,  1953,  at  the  open- 
ing session  of  this  Eighty-third  Connrress 
at  which  the  organization  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  was  consummated,  I 
attempted  to  present  an  amendment  to 
the  resolution  proposing  the  rules  which 
would  govern  the  conduct  of  the  busine.ss 
of  the  Eighty-third  Congress.  This  at- 
tempt on  my  part  stems  from  an  honest 
and  sincere  conviction  that  the  will  of  a 
majority  of  the  membership  could  be  ob- 
structed and  denied  by  the  desires  and 
actions  of  a  small  group  of  only  seven 
colleagues.  The  attempt  to  present  an 
amendment  to  the  proposed  rules  even 
before  any  rules  whatsoever  were  adopt- 
ed by  the  new  House  membership  was 
completely  frustrated  when  a  motion 
offered  by  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Re- 
publican majority  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion was  ruled  by  the  newly  elected 
Speaker  of  the  House  to  effectively  pre- 
clude the  offering  of  my  amendment,  or 
even  the  slightest  discussion  or  debate 
on  the  entire  subject  of  rules  to  govern 
the  newly  elected  and  incoming  House  of 
Representatives. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  1937  the  New  Deal 
lost  control  of  the  House  Rules  Comm.t- 
tee  when  three  of  its  D.^mocratic  mem- 
bers joined  wiih  the  four  Republican 
members  to  block  floor  consideration  of 
controversial  administration  bills.  The 
coalition  succeeded  in  preventing  a  score 
or  more  of  New  Deal- Fair  Deal  measures 
from  reaching  the  House  floor,  except  by 
the  laborious  discharge  route.  After  the 
Second  World  War  a  ri.sing  demand  de- 
veloped for  reform  of  the  powers  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules.  Rebellion  against 
the  "undemocratic  and  abitrary  dic- 
tatorship" of  the  committee  found  ex- 
pression in  a  letter  which  I  wrote  to  my 
House  colleagues  in  December  1948: 
In  thecry — 

I  said — 

the  Rules  Committee  Is  a  traffic  director  on 
the  legislative  highway,  determinint,'  the 
order  of  business  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
In  practice  this  committee  has  become  an 
obstruction  to  orderly  trafHc.  The  commit- 
tee often  allows  bills  to  come  before  th«> 
House  only  on  its  own  terms.  It  frequently 
usurps  the  functions  of  the  regular  legisla- 
tive committee  of  the  Hotise  by  holdincj  hear- 
ings and  reviewing  the  merits  of  bills  that 
have  already  been  carefully  studied  by  the 
proper  legislative  committees.  A  reform  of 
this  undemocratic  system  Is  long  overdue 
Conf^ress  is  constantly  engaged  in  a  struggle 
lor  the  respect  of  the  people.     The  people 


never  have  and  never  win  be  able  to  under- 
stand how  the  wUl  of  a  majority  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  can  be  set  aside  by  the 
Judgment  of  a  few  men  on  a  powerful  com- 

mlttee. 

The  fight  against  the  obstructive  tac- 
tics of  the  Rules  Committee  finally  came 
to  a  head  on  January  3,  1949.  when  the 
House  adopted  the  so-called  21 -day  rule 
by  a  vote  of  275  to  142.  Under  thla  rule, 
the  chairman  of  a  legislative  committee 
which  had  favorably  reported  a  bill  could 
call  it  up  for  House  consideration  If  the 
Rules  Committee  reported  adversely  on 
it  or  failed  to  give  it  a  green  light  to 
the  House  floor  within  21  days.  The  21- 
day  rule  remained  In  effect  throughout 
the  Eighty-first  Congress — 1949-50 — de- 
spite a  determined  effort  to  repeal  It 
early  in  the  second  session.  A  coalition 
led  by  Congressman  Cox.  of  Georgia,  was 
defeated  on  January  20.  1950,  by  a  vote 
of  236  to  183.  Eighty-five  southern 
Democrats  voted  for  the  Cox  repeal  reso- 
lution, while  64  Republicans  sided  with 
the  administration  against  their  own 
leadership.  The  21-day  rule  proved 
effective  in  preventing  a  permanent 
blockade  of  vital  legislation  by  the  Rules 
Committee.  During  the  first  session  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress,  it  brought  the 
anti-poll-tax  bill  to  the  House  floor  for 
a  successful  vote,  and  forced  action  on 
the  housing  and  minimum-wage  bills. 
During  the  second  session  it  enabled  the 
House  to  vote  for  the  National  Science 
Foundation.  Alaska  and  Hawaii  state- 
hood legislation,  and  other  Important 
measures.  Altogether  during  the  Eighty- 
first  Cjngre.<-s.  eight  measures  were 
brought  to  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
passed  by  recort  to  the  21 -day  rule,  and 
its  existence  caused  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee to  act  in  other  cases. 

On  January-  3.  1951.  a  hostile  coalition 
regained  control  of  the  situation  and 
obtained  repeal  of  the  21-day  rule  by 
a  vote  of  247  to  179  after  a  bitter  flght. 
As  a  result,  the  power  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee to  block  bills  was  restored  and 
exercised  during  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gre.'^s.  For  example,  a  bill  authorizing 
the  shipment  of  wheat  to  India  was  held 
up  by  the  committee  for  many  weeks 
until  it  had  been  amended  to  conform 
to  its  views. 

Until  the  21 -day  rule  is  restored — 

Said  Representative  Holifiild,  of  Cal- 
ifornia— 

we  can  expect  further  situations  in  which 
a  few  men.  strategically  situated  In  the 
Rules  Comn>lttee.  can  impose  their  will  on 
the  Congress  and  prevent  the  enactment  of 
legislation  deemed  by  the  House  majority  to 
be  e.<5.«ont:al  to  the  security  and  welfare  of 
this  Nation.' 

Two  opposing  principles  are  Involved 
In  the  struggle  over  the  powers  of  the 
Hou.se  Committee  on  Rules:  whether  leg- 
islative  action  should  be  controlled  by  a 
majority  of  the  entire  House,  or  whether 
the  majority  party  should  control 
through  its  nominal  agent.  Those  who 
believe  in  the  principle  of  majority  rule 
by  the  whole  House  favor  reducing  the 
Rules  Committer  to  a  traffic  director  on 
the  legislative  highway  and  a  more  lib- 

•  Hearings  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments 
on  the  ori;anizatlon  and  operation  Of  Con- 
gress, June  1951,  p.  52. 
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eral  discharge  rule.  Their  fundamental 
objection  to  the  existing  set-up  is  that 
It  vests  power  hi  a  small  group  of  Rules 
Committee  men  to  prevent  the  House 
from  considering  and  taking  action  upon 
measures  not  favored  by  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee or  the  House  leaders.  Under  the 
present  system  many  cases  arise  where  a 
bill  or  resolution  that  would  receive  fa- 
vorable action  by  the  House,  If  It  had  a 
chance  to  consider  It.  Is  killed  In  the 
Rules  Committee.  Such  a  system  denies 
the  House  Its  constitutional  right  to  leg- 
islate and  violates  the  principle  of  repre- 
.sentatlve  government. 

Only  a  reform  of  the  powers  of  the 
Rules  Committee  will.  In  crucial  cases, 
enable  the  true  desires  of  the  majority  to 
prevail. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  will  be  de- 
lighted to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that, 
under  the  rules  of  the  House,  at  any 
time  a  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  can  sign  a  petition  on  the  Speak- 
er's desk  and  bring  out  any  legislation? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  That  is  true.  It 
Is  a  fact  that  a  bill  can  be  brought  to 
the  floor  of  the  House  by  the  method  of 
the  discharge  petition,  which  requires 
the  signatures  of  218  Members,  but  we 
have  had  that  in  effect  for  many  years 
and  it  has  been  absolutely  proven  to  be 
Impracticable  and  never  has  worked  ex- 
cept In  one  or  two  Instances  within  the 
last  15  years.  It  has  been  proven  Im- 
practicable and  I  think  any  Member, 
such  as  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  him- 
self, who  has  had  a  great  deal  of  expe- 
rience, knows  there  are  many  reasons 
why  Members  will  not  sign  that  petition, 
even  though  they  may  think  favorably  of 
a  measure. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  the  gentleman 
awai-e  of  the  fact  that  both  he  and  I  on 
a  number  of  occasions  have  signed  peti- 
tions to  relieve  committees  of  considera- 
tion of  antipoll-tax  bills,  and  so  on? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  That  is  correct. 
The  gentleman  knows  that  if  we  had 
had  the  21 -day  rule  in  effect  we  could 
have  considered  bills  that  by  no  stretch 
of  the  imagination  could  be  considered 
under  the  present  rules  of  the  House, 
I  am  sure  the  gentleman  voted  for  the 
change  In  the  rules  4  years  ago.  The 
gentleman  voted  for  the  21 -day  rule. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Ttie  gentleman  on 
occasion  changes  his  mind. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Penn-sylvania  has  expired. 

By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  McCoRM.^cK)  the  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  was  ex- 
tended 2  minutes. 

Mr.  McCORMACBL  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  With  respect  to 
the  observation  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Bendek],  of  course  what 
the  gentleman  saj-s  Is  absolutely  correct. 
Under  the  rules,  a  discharge  petition 
signed  by  218  Members  would  discharge 
the  Rules  Committee.  But  on  the  other 
hand,  what  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 


sylvania [Mr.  EBERHARTER]  Said  Is  abso- 
lutely correct,  that  from  a  practical 
angle  the  chances  of  getting  218  signa- 
tures is  very,  very  difficult  and  rery 
remote. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  for  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  will  permit. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words, 
the  gentleman  Is  right  In  theory  but 
wrong  In  practice. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman 
Is  absolutely  proven  to  be  wrong,  because 
many  Members  who  favor  a  bill  hesitate 
to  discharge  a  committee  because  there 
Is  an  Implied  reflection  upon  the 
^  committee  membership. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  To  obtain  218 
signatures  Is  a  very  difficult  job. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  yielding  so  that  I  may  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
McCOBMACKl  a  question. 

The  gentleman  served  on  our  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  served  on 
the  gentleman's  committee. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  would  love  for  you 
to  serve  on  the  committee  again,  and  I 
trust  the  gentleman  will  ask  to  be  placed 
on  that  committee. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  you  will  take 
my  advice,  you  will  not  have  too  many 
investigating  committees. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  appreciate  the  ad- 
vice, but  while  the  gentleman  was  ma- 
jority leader,  he  was  aware  of  the  fact 
that  we  had  Calendar  Wednesday,  as 
well  as  this  other  device,  this  petition 
device,  that  was  used  on  numerous  oc- 
casions. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes;  but  again 
the  gentleman  is  well  aware  of  the  many 
diflaculties  in  connection  with  Calendar 
Wednesday.  The  gentleman  is  theo- 
retically correct,  but  again,  without  in 
any  way  attacking,  the  gentleman  is  ab- 
solutely correct  in  his  statement  from  a 
theoretical  angle,  but  from  a  practical 
angle  there  is  a  departure  between  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Bender]  and 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

The  SPEi»KER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ebeb- 
HAKTEai  has  again  expired. 


THE  OLYMPIC  NATIONAL  PARK 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  TMr.  Mack]   Is  recognized. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  President,  yesterday,  with 
only  14  days  of  his  term  remaining.  Issued 
a  last-minute  Executive  order  that  adds 
47,916  acres  to  the  already  overly  large 
Olympic  National  Park  in  Washington 
State.  This  brings  the  size  of  this  park 
to  approximately  897,000  acres,  which  is 
an  area  substantially  larger  than  that 
of  the  entire  State  of  Rhode  Island. 

We  want  a  large  Olympic  Park  in  the 
State  of  Washington,  but  one  of  897,000 
acres  is  too  large,  much  too  large.  Fur- 
thermore, In  this  o(riossal  park  is  being 


locked  MP  large  areas  of  agricultural 
land,  that  almost  everyone  Is  agreed 
should  not  be  within  the  park,  and  also 
locked  up  against  use  are  sizable  stands 
of  timber  and  sizable  quantities  of  dis- 
eased and  overripe  timber  which  will  go 
to  waste  unless  harvested.  If  these  dis- 
eased stands  of  timber  die  and  rot  they 
will  add  greatly  to  the  forest-fire  menace 
of  adjacent  green  timber,  most  of  which 
belongs  to  the  Federal  Government. 

Obviously,  the  question  of  the  size  of 
the  Olympic  National  Park  is  one  of  great 
Importance  not  only  to  the  State  of 
Washington  but  also  to  the  Nation.  Cer- 
tainly no  enlargement  of  the  present  area 
of  the  park,  about  841,000  acres,  should 
have  been  made  without  the  more  care- 
ful study  and  the  weighing  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  all  facts  Involved.  Before  any 
enlargement  was  made  hearings  cer- 
tainly should  have  been  held  In  the  area 
to  provide  an  opportunity  to  State  offi- 
cials and  private  citizens  to  be  heard. 

The  President,  obviously,  used  snap 
Judgment,  without  weighing  the  facts, 
when  he  hastily  signed  an  Executive 
order  yesterday  enlarging  the  park. 

Proof  that  his  decision  was  made  with 
snap  judgment  Is  Indicated  by  these 
facts.  On  November  5,  the  day  after 
Eisenhower's  election,  the  President 
signed  a  letter  on  White  House  station- 
ery, addressed  to  Gov.  Arthur  B.  Lang- 
lie,  of  the  State  of  Washington,  asking 
the  Governor's  opinion  on  his,  the  Presi- 
dent's, proposal  to  enlarge  the  Olympic 
Park  by  47.916  acres.  Governor  Langlie 
replied  he  was  opposed  to  such  an  en- 
largement. 

Several  da3^  later,  at  a  White  Hou-e 
press  conference,  a  reporter  asked  tl:e 
President  about  the  proposed  Olympic 
Park  enlargement.  T^e  President  re- 
plied he  knew  nothing  about  any  such 
proposal  or  a  letter  to  Governor  Langlie 
on  the  subject.  Had  he  given  any 
weighty  or  deep  consideration  to  the 
proposal  for  enlarging  the  Olympic  Na- 
tional Park,  the  President  certainly 
should  have  remembered  it — but  the 
park  enlargement  matter,  apparently, 
made  such  a  small  Impression  on  him 
that  a  few  days  after  his  letter  to  Gov- 
ernor Langlie  he  had  completely  forgot- 
ten all  about  it. 

The  President  had  almost  8  years 
during  his  term  of  office  to  issue  an  Ex- 
ecutive order  enlarging  the  park  if  he 
wished  to  do  so.  He  never  did  issue  such 
an  order,  however,  until  within  just  a 
few  dajrs  of  his  impending  retirement 
from  office. 

Apparently,  there  is  nothing  that  can 
be  done,  immediately,  about  this  uni;Hse 
and  unjust  hasty  decision.  President 
Truman  had  the  authority,  in  law,  to 
make  it  if  he  elected  to  do  so.  Now  that 
he  has  issued  his  Executive  order  in- 
creasing the  size  of  the  park.  President- 
elect Eisenhower,  when  he  takes  office, 
cannot  undo  that  Truman  order  by  is- 
suing an  order  rescinding  the  Truman 
action.  It  will  require  an  Act  of  Con- 
gress to  do  that  and  obtaining  passage 
of  such  an  act  by  Congress  is  a  long, 
laborious,  and  expensive  procedure. 

With  President  Truman  just  about  to 
retire,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  the 
proper  course  would  have  been  for  him 
to  have  left  this  park  matter  for  tlie  new 
administration  to  decide. 
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The  Truman  administration  bad  been 
repudiated  by  the  people  at  the  polls. 
The  voters  of  Washington  State  had 
given  their  approval  and  electoral  votes 
to  General  Eisenhower.  It.  therefore, 
would  seem  to  me  to  have  been  best  that 
President  Eisenhower,  the  people's 
choice,  decide  an  issue  as  to  the  size  of 
the  park.  This  is  particularly  true  since 
Governor  Langlie,  who  had  just  been  re- 
elected by  the  people  of  Washington 
State,  had  recommended  against  the 
proposed  enlargement,  and,  having  been 
Governor  of  the  State  for  8  years,  was 
much  better  qualified  than  the  Presi- 
dent to  pass  judgment  on  the  issue  of 
whether  or  not  the  park  should  be  en- 
larged. 

The  main  purpose  behind  the  Presi- 
dent's decision  to  enlarge  the  Olympic 
National  Park,  apparently,  is  that  of 
launching  a  grandiose  experiment  in  so- 
cializing the  tourist  resort  industry  of 
the  coastal  region  of  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, at  the  taxpayers'  exp>ense. 

Some  years  ago,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, for  park  purposes,  acquired  large 
areas  of  land  along  the  coastal  areas  of 
Washington  State  and  along  the  shores 
of  Lake  Crescent.  The  New  Deal  spent 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  prob- 
ably millions,  in  acquiring  land  and  in 
purchasing  tourist  resorts  there.  The 
tourist  resorts  were  condemned  and 
taken  away  from  their  private  owners. 
Then,  these  resorts  were  leased,  on  1 
year  leases,  to  operators  favored  by  the 
park  service. 

These  operators,  having  only  short 
leases,  have  not  maintained  these  prop- 
erties. In  10  years  most  of  these  prop- 
erties have  deteriorated  almost  to  the 
point  of  ruin.  Some  of  them  are  un- 
sanitary and  in  such  a  bad  state  of  repair 
that  they  are  not  habitable  or  usable. 

Despite  the  apparent  utter  failure  of 
the  costly  previous  efforts  to  socialize 
these  tourist  resorts,  the  President  now, 
apparently  without  much  investigation, 
blithely  signs  an  order  adding  additional 
tourist  lands  to  the  park.  The  taxpay- 
ers will  have  to  foot  the  bill. 

Not  many  years  ago,  the  Park  Service, 
Itself,  took  the  position  that  the  Olympic 
Park  was  too  large  and  recommended 
the  deletion  of  56.000  acres  from  it.  The 
Park  Service,  itself,  admitted  the  dele- 
tion of  this  56,000  acres  would  make  the 
administration  of  this  park  more  efBcient 
and  feasible  without  any  damage  to  park 
and  recreational  values.  Yet.  now  in  a 
snap  judgement,  President  Truman  en- 
larges the  park. 

Vicluded  in  this  colossal  Olympic  Na- 
tional Park  are  large  areas  of  agricul- 
tural lands,  which  most  persons  fa- 
miliar with  the  area  say  and  which  the 
Park  Service  agrees,  never  should  have 
been  included  within  the  park.  Now, 
under  the  President's  order,  more  agri- 
cultural lands  will  be  locked  up  in  the 
park  and  farmers  prohibited  from  cul- 
tivating this  land,  for,  under  park  rules, 
there  must  be  no  commercial  activities 
of  any  kind  within  a  national  park, 
other  than  tourist  resorts  operated  by 
the  Park  Service  or  on  unprofitable 
leaseholds  administered  by  Federal 
officials. 

At  the  very  time  the  President  is  with- 
drawing   this    agricultural    land    from 


use  by  locking  it  up  In  a  park,  he  is 
recommending  that  hundreds  of  millions 
of  taxpayers'  money  be  expended  else- 
where, for  bringing  barren  lands  under 
irrigation  at  a  cost  of  more  than  $400 
an  acre,  in  order  to  maintain  the  Na- 
tion's food  supply.  Most  inconsistent, 
is  it  not? 

The  Olympic  National  Park,  as  now 
constituted,  contains  approximately  17.- 
500,000.000  feet  of  merchantable  timber. 
This  timber,  according  to  estimates  of 
the  United  States  Forest  Service,  has 
a  value,  on  the  stump,  of  $423,000,000. 

The  47.916-acre  addition  to  the  Olym- 
pic Park,  which  President  Truman  or- 
dered yesterday  will  add  another  880,- 
000.000  feet  of  timber. 

The  park,  as  enlarged  by  the  Presi- 
dent's order,  will  contain  almost  18.- 
500,000.000  feet  of  timber  valued  at  about 
half  a  billion  dollars. 

Everyone  is  agreed  that  there  should 
be  a  large  Olympic  National  Park  and 
that  sub.stantial  quantities  of  virgin  tim- 
ber should  be  preserved  within  its  bor- 
ders as  museum  specimens  for  future 
generations  to  behold.  But  half  a  bil- 
lion dollars  of  timber  is  entirely  too 
much  to  lock  up  against  use  in  a  park. 

Certain  areas  within  the  park  should 
be  turned  back  to  the  United  States  For- 
est Service,  particularly  those  areas 
where  the  timber  is  overripe  or  diseased. 
The  Forest  Service,  then,  can  arrange 
to  have  it  lodged  on  the  sustained-yield 
principle,  now  universally  practiced  by 
the  Forest  Service. 

Under  sustained  yield  only  one-eight- 
ieth or  one  one-hundredth  of  the  trees 
in  a  given  area  are  logged  in  any  one 
year.  Now  trees,  immediately,  are 
planted  to  take  the  place  of  those  which 
are  cut.  In  80  to  100  years  these  new 
trees  are  old  enough  to  log.  Under  this 
practice  the  Nation  is  assured  a  perma- 
nent, perpetual  growing  forest. 

Wise  forestry  and  wise  conservation 
can  provide  the  Nation  with  timber  for 
her  industries  and  at  the  same  time  pre- 
serve vast  areas  in  parks  for  recreation 
purposes. 

A  park  of  the  colossal  size  created  by 
President  Truman's  executive  order  of 
yesterday  is  not  conservation.  It  is  waste 
because  areas  not  of  park  caliber  are 
being  locked  up  against  use  and  the  way 
to  get  the  most  out  of  a  forest  is  to 
harvest  areas  of  overripe,  diseased  tim- 
ber and  not  to  let  it  rot  and  decay, 
thereby  causing  economic  waste  and  in- 
creasing the  forest-fire  hazard. 

Certainly.  I  do  hope  that  the  present 
Congress  will  act  during  the  present  ses- 
sion to  rectify  the  mistake  which  Presi- 
dent Truman,  on  snap  judirment  and 
without  sufficient  study,  made  yester- 
day when,  by  Executive  order,  he  en- 
larged the  Olympic  National  Park 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  What  effect  will  it 
have  on  the  local  government  for  the 
Federal  Central  Goverrunent  to  take  that 
much  land  off  the  tax  base? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  The  land 
is  primarily  in  Federal  ownership  now. 
Part  of  it  is  in  the  Forest  Service  and  we 
would  like  to  have  it  remain  in  the  Forest 
Service  of  the  United  States.    Part  of  it 


was  purchased  by  a  nise  employed  by 
the  now  defunct  Public  Works  Adminis- 
tration. The  PWA  was  going  to  use 
these  lands  as  a  wood  lot.  yet  the  land 
was  50  to  60  miles  from  the  nearest 
community. 

We  think  that  especially  the  diseased 
and  overripe  timber  should  be  logged  to 
provide  jobs  in  industry.  Putting  this 
additional  land  in  the  park  will  adverse- 
ly affect  industrial  payrolls. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  For  many  years  there 
has  been  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  reach  out  and 
take  in  vast  amounts  of  land.  Now  I 
think  in  my  State  they  have  taken  over 
a  million  acres  away  from  the  tax  base. 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington; I  think  it  is  time  we  should  stop 
this  process  and  rather  than  increasing 
the  great  holdings  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment we  should  begin  to  reduce  them, 
and  I  think  the  gentleman  has  cited  one 
instance  where  it  should  apply. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  The  gen- 
tleman is  correct.  Of  all  the  landed  area 
of  the  United  States,  about  27  percent  is 
now  in  Federal  ownership.  States  and 
local  communities  suffer  a  loss  in  tax 
income. 

Mr.  HORAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 

gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  happen  to  know  that 
our  great  legislative  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture is  interested  in  this  matter.  I 
do  trust  that  after  we  move  into  the  legis- 
lative work  after  the  Inaugural  that 
items  of  this  nature  will  be  taken  care 
of  becau.se  there  is  a  principle  Involved. 
The  management  of  our  national  forests 
Is  one  of  our  most  troublesome  national 
resources. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  This 
whole  question  of  whether  land  holdings 
of  the  Federal  Government  should  be 
larger  or  smaller  is  something  which 
should  be  studied  carefully  and  not  de- 
termined by  snap  judgment  such  as  the 
President  used  in  this  Instance.  The 
President  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Governor 
of  the  State  of  Washington  on  November 
5  asking  the  Governors  opinion  about 
this  proposed  park  enlargement.  Several 
days  later  at  his  press  conference  he  was 
asked  if  he  proposed  to  enlarge  the 
Olympic  National  Park.  He  said  he  had 
no  recollection  of  ever  having  written 
or  sent  any  such  letter  to  the  Governor 
of  the  State  of  Wa.shington.  Apparently, 
he  made  snap  judgment  In  deciding  to 
enlarge  thi.s  part,  for  he  did  not  recall 
having  .sent  this  letter  to  the  Governor. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    I  yield 

gladly. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
the  West  the  Government  ownership  of 
lands  is  too  great  already? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Yes,  47 
percent  of  the  land  of  the  11  Western 
States  Is  In  Federal  ownership. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  know  in  my  own 
State  of  Oregon  it  is  over  50  percent. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  That  la 
correct,  in  the  State  of  Washington  it  is 
46  percent  and  in  the  State  of  Nevada, 
87  percent. 
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LEA"VE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
.sence  was  granted  to  Mr.  'Pott,  for  an 
indefinite  period,  on  account  of  official 
business. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
V. as  granted  to: 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  and  to  include 
a  resolution. 

Mr.  DoLLivER  and  to  include  an  address 
he  delivered  at  the  dedication  of  the 
Fort  Dodge  Municipal  Airport. 

Mr.  CouDERT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arends)   and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Beamer  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  SCDDDER  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Lane  in  four  in.stances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter,  including  in 
one  an  article  by  Leonard  Carmichael, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  exceeds 
the  limit  and  is  estimated  by  the  Public 
Printer  to  cost  $210 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  BoGGs  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Berry  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Lane  and  to  include  an  address  de- 
livered by  Hon.  John  W.  McCormack  at 
Milwaukee.  Wis.,  at  the  time  he  was 
awarded  the  medal  of  the  Third  Order 
of  St.  Francis. 

Mr.  Celler  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Eberharter ) . 

Mr.  Eberharter  and  to  include  a  let- 
ter he  received  from  the  director  of  the 
CIO  legislative  department. 

Mr.  Doyle  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McCormack  and  to  include  an  ad- 
dress delivered  by  Attorney  General  Mc- 
Granery. 

Mr.  DiNGELL  and  to  include  a  tribute  to 
the  late  Benjamin  C.  Marsh  and  a  press 
dispatch. 

Mr.  BuRDicK. 

Mr.  Hope  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  according- 
ly (at  1  o'clock  and  24  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  pursuant  to  its  previous  order, 
adjourned  until  Friday.  January  9,  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

256.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Small 
Defense  Plants  Administration,  transmitting 
the  Third  Quarterly  Report  of  the  Small  De- 
fense Plants  Administration,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 714  (g)  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

257.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 


a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
authorize  payment  for  the  transportation  of 
household  effects  of  certain  naval  personnel"; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

258.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bUl  to  amend 
the  act  of  August  3,  1950,  as  amended,  to 
continue  In  effect  the  provisions  thereof  re- 
lating to  the  authorized  personnel  strengths 
of  the  Armed  Forces";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

259.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
authorize  the  Post  OfHce  Department  to 
designate  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Army, 
Navy.  Air  Force.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  as  postal  clerks  and  assistant  postal 
clerks,  and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

260.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  Army-Navy  Medical  Services  Corps 
Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  734).  as  amended,  so  as 
to  authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  of 
the  Medical  Service  Corps  of  the  Navy,  and 
for  other  purposes";  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Armed  Services. 

261.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
provide  for  the  interservice  transfer  of  com- 
missioned personnel  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Air 
Force,  and  Marine  Corps";  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

262.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  May  27.  1940  (54  Stat.  223), 
as  amended,  to  remove  the  limitation  upon 
the  rank  of  the  director  of  music,  the  leader 
of  the  Military  Academy  Band,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

263.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  section  301.  Servicemen's  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1944,  to  further  limit  the  Juris- 
diction of  boards  of  review  established  under 
that  section";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

264.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to 
proceed  with  construction  at  stations  of  the 
Alaska  Communication  System";  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

265.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
provide  for  sundry  administrative  matters 
affecting  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

266.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
repieal  the  authority  to  purchase  discharge 
from  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
the  Marine  Corps";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

267.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A 
bill  to  repeal  section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,"  and  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  resolution  entitled  "Resolution 
to  postpone  the  effective  date  of  section 
205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952  relating  to  the  maximum  strength 
of  the  Ready  Reserve";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

268.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  of  May  26,  1948,  entitled 
'An  act  to  establish  Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a 
civilian  auxUlary  of  the  United  States  Air 


Force  and  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  to  extend  aid  to  Civil  Air  Patrol 
In  the  fulfillment  of  Its  objectives,  and  for 
other  purposes' ";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

269:  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  section  302  of  the  Servicemen's  Re- 
adjustment Act  of  1944,  as  amended";  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

270.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  E>efense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

271.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  propKised  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Army  Medical  Service  Grad- 
uate School  to  award  master  of  science  and 
doctor  of  science  degrees  In  medicine,  den- 
tistry, veterinary  medicine,  and  In  the  bio- 
logical sciences  Involved  In  health  services, 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

272.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A 
bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
appoint  Rear  Adm.  Morton  Loomls  Ring, 
United  States  Navy,  retired,  to  a  civilian 
position  with  the  Munitions  Board  without 
affecting  his  military  status  and  perqui- 
sites"; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

273.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  estab- 
lish Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a  civilian  auxiliary 
of  the  United  States  Air  Force  and  to  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to  extend 
aid  to  Civil  Air  Patrol  In  the  fulfillment  of 
Its  objectives,  and  for  other  purposes'  ";  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

274.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  retrocede  to  the  State  of  Virginia  concur- 
rent Jurisdiction  over  certain  highways  with- 
in Fort  Belvolr,  Va.";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

275.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
convey  to  the  Tarrant  County  Water  Control 
and  Improvement  District  No.  1  certain  par- 
cels of  land  In  exchange  for  other  lands  and 
Interests  therein  at  the  former  United  States 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station.  Eagle  Mountain 
Lake.  Tex.";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

276.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled,  "A  bill 
to  clarify  the  status  of  citizens  or  nationals 
of  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  who  are 
retired  members  of  the  uniformed  services 
and  who  hold  offices  of  profit  or  trust  under 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

277.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled,  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  cause  to  be 
published  official  registers  for  their  respective 
services";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

278.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Secretaries  of  the  mUltary 
departments  to  provide  for  the  promotion 
and  maintenance  of  civilian  recreation  pro- 
grams"; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
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279.  A  letter  from   tbe  GmcrmI   Cocmael. 

AsBlsuct  Secretary  cf  Delenae.  trmnsnitting 
a  draft  of  m  proposed  bill  entlUed.  "A  bill 
to  &utbarize  tbe  BecmMsj  at  Defense   and 

the  Secretaries  of  tiie  Army,  tbe  Hary.  and 
tbe  Air  Force  to  reproduce  and  to  sell  copies 
at  ofliciAi  records  of  tbeir  respective  depmrt- 
in*nts,  and  for  other  piirpoces";  to  tbe  Com- 
mlttee  on  Anned  Serrices. 

L83  A  letter  from  tbe  General  Counsel, 
Aciistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
repeal  Public  Law  820.  Eightieth  Congress 
(S2  Stat  1C'98| .  an  act  to  jjroTlde  a  revolving 
fund  for  tbe  purchase  of  azricultural  cr^^m- 
modities  and  raw  niaterials  to  be  processed 
in  occupied  areas  and  sold";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Serv.ces. 

281  A  letter  frcm  tae  General  Counsel, 
Aaeistant  Secretary  of  Defence,  transmlttini? 
a  draft  of  legiBiation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  authorising  the  Secretary  cf 
War  to  approve  a  standard  desien  for  a  serv- 
ice flag  and  service  lapel  button";  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

282,  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Aaeistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  entitled  "A 
bill  to  repeal  the  provision  of  the  act  of  July 
1.  1902  (32  Stat.  662 1,  ^  amended,  relating 
to  pay  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Navy 
Department  appointed  for  duty  beyond  the 
continental  limite  of  the  United  States  and 
In  Alaska";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

283.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  Si  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  exchange  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  of  certain  lands  and  interests  in  lands 
In  Puerto  Rico";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

284  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  E>efense.  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
furnish  certain  supplies  and  services  to  for- 
eign naval  vessels  on  a  reimbursable  basis. 
and  for  other  purposes ';  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

285  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill  to 
remove  certain  Inequities  by  fixing  the  hours 
of  work  and  overtime-compensation  practices 
In  the  case  of  certain  employees  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes ';  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

286.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  re- 
port on  the  audit  of  the  financial  statements 
and  accounts  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
and  the  organizations  under  Its  supervision, 
con.slstlng  of  the  11  Federal  home  loan 
banks.  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation,  and  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Corporation,  for  the  year  ended  June  30, 
1952,  pursuant  to  the  Government  Corpo- 
ration Control  Act  (31  U.  8.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc. 
No.  52);  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

287.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled,  "A  bill  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
transfer  certain  property  In  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  to  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and 
for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

288.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill  to 
direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  reestab- 
lish and  correct  the  boundaries  of  the  Quincy 
National  Cemetery  by  the  exchange  or  Gov- 
ernment-owned lands  for  other  land.s  in  the 
Qulncy-Oraceland  Cemetery,  Quincy.  111.";  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

239.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  transmitting  the  seventh  annual 


report  describing  tbe  operations  of  the  De- 
partment of  Conunerce  under  the  Federal 
Airport  Act.  as  amended,  for  the  fiscal  ye£ir 
ended  June  30.  1952:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

290.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
tt?  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro- 
poeed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  f  jr  the  relief  of 
certain  employees  of  the  Dejjartmeni  cf  the 
Treasury  who.  while  In  the  course  of  their 
ofScial  duties.  suSTered  losses  for  personal 
property  by  reason  of  war  conditions  and 
whose  claims  for  such  losses  have  been  con- 
sidered and  approved  by  the  Secretary  cf  the 
Treas\iry  upon  the  recomniendiitiun  of  a 
Treasury  C.aim  Board  ";  to  the  Ccmmittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

2^1  A  lef.er  from  the  General  Counsel. 
A£si=tar.t  Secretary  of  Defease,  tra.'ismiiting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  a.T.er.d  the  C  ntract  Settlemer.t  Act  cf 
1344  jc  as  to  establi.^h  a  time  limitation  upon 
the  fiJinz  of  certain  claims  thereunder";  to 
the  Committee  en  the  Judiciary. 

292.  A  letter  frcm  the  General  Counsel, 
AsEifctant  Secretary  f.f  Defense.  trar.?rr.;tt;n^ 
a  draft  c-f  pr'^posed  leirisla'.ion  entitled  "A 
bill  to  further  amend  the  act  cf  January  2, 
1S42.  an  a:t  to  provide  for  the  prompt  settle- 
ment of  claims  for  damaires  occasioned  by 
Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  forces  in  for- 
eign countries";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

203.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Assistant  -Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  of  July  2C.  1&47  (61  Stat. 
493  t.  relr.tirg  to  the  relief  of  certain  disburs- 
ing cacers",  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

204  A  letter  from  the  General  Coursf-l. 
Asslsta.'-:t  -Secretary  of  Defence.  transmutl;i£; 
a  draft  of  a  prf  p  (^ed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  further  amend  the  act  of  M:iy  29.  1945.  en- 
titled. ■.\n  act  to  pr  jvide  for  the  settlement 
of  claims  of  military  personnel  and  civilian 
employees  of  the  War  Department  or  of  tlie 
Army  frr  damage  to  or  loss,  destruction,  cap- 
ture, f-r  abandonment  of  personal  proper'.y 
occurrln-'  incident  to  their  service'  by  extend- 
ing the  time  for  filing  certain  clairns  there- 
under":  to  the  Commmec  <<n  the  Judiciary. 

295  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Assista.'it  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  let;i&l.itl'  n  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  July  12.  1950  ich.  460. 
64  Stat  336  1.  as  amended,  which  aiiMnrizes 
free  pf>st:iee  for  members  of  the  .Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  In  specified  areas";  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

296.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  cf  a  propo.-od  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  of  April  23.  1930.  relating 
to  a  unifcrm  retirement  date  for  authorized 
retirements  of  Federal  personnel,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

207.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting^ 
a  draft  of  a  prrposcd  bill  entitled  "A  blU 
to  authorize  the  transfer  cf  hospitals  and 
rela*.°d  facilities  between  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration and  the  Department  of  Defens" 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  \  eterans"  ArTa»rs. 

298.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defen.se.  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  27,  1942  (ch.  453.  56 
fatat.  461).  as  amended,  to  make  permanent 
the  e.'cempticns  from  duty  of  personal  and 
h-^usehold  elTects",  to  the  Committee  on 
Vrays  and  Means. 


300  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to  prorlde  for 
continuation  cf  the  suspension  of  certain 
Import  taxes  on  copper";  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 


299.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legi.'^latlon  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  December  5.  1952  (56  Stat 
1041 ).  as  amended,  so  as  to  make  permanent 
certain  temporary  provisions  thereof"  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr    SAYLOR: 
H  R   1215    A  bill  to  amend  section  2879  (b) 
vDf  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;   to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
Bv   Mr    AYRES: 
H  R   1216    A  bill  to  authorize  payment  of 
the  servicemen's  Indemnity   to  survivors  of 
members   of    the    National    Guard    who    die 
while   en.;a^ed   In   any   training   duty  under 
com.petent  orders;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' AfTairs- 

Bv   Mr    BARTLETT: 
H  R   1217    A  bill  to  povern  the  hoepltallza- 
lion  of   the   m.entally  ill  of  Alaska,  and  for 
other  pur;>i:ses:  to  the  Committee  on  interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1218    A    bill    to    confer    Jurisdiction 
up  'n  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine. 
and  render  judgment  upon  certain  claims  for 
basic    and    overtime    compensation;    to   the 
Commi'iee  r n  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr     BENTSEN: 
H  R   1219    A  bill  authorizing  the  Hidalgo 
E.'idJe    Co,    Its    heirs,    legal    representatives, 
and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  op- 
erate  a   railroad    t.  11   bridge   across   the   Rio 
Grande,  at  or  near  Hidalgo,  Tex.;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee r,n  Foreit-n  AfTalrs. 
By  Mr    BERRY; 
H  R   1220    A  bill  relating  to  the  fulfilment 
by  the  United  States  of  its  obligations  with 
respect   to  certain  Indians  under  an  agree- 
ment rat  ficA  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
February  28.  1877,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Me-m-s. 

By  Mr    BOGGS: 
n  R   1221    A    bill    to    amend    section   2000 
(ci    I  2)   of  the  Inter. lal  Revenue  Code  with 
respect  to  the  tax  on  cl.;arettes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

Py  Mr  BROCKS  of  Louisiana: 
H  R  1222  A  bill  to  provide  for  tbe  promo- 
tion, preced  nee.  constructive  credit,  distrl- 
buti  .n.  retention,  and  elimination  of  ofBcers 
of  the  reserve  Cdmp-nents  of  the  Armed 
FcTCes  of  the  United  States,  and  for  ether 
purpc-ses;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H  R  122-1  A  bill  to  equalize  certain  bene- 
fits befveen  and  amoni?  members  of  the 
Armed  Force.-;  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes,  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services 

H  R  1224  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  and  for  other  pur- 
J>  se.';;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
H  R  1225  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
26.  1948.  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  Civil 
Air  Patrol  as  a  civilian  auxiliary  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  and  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to  extend  aid 
to  Civil  A;r  Patrol  In  the  fulfillment  of  its 
objectives,  and  for  other  purposes";  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R  1226.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  normal 
t.-'x  and  surtax  exemption,  and  the  exemption 
for  dependents,  from  $600  to  tl.OOO;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr  BRYSON: 
H  R  1227  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  transpor- 
tation in  Interstate  commerce  of  advertise- 
ments of  alcoholic  beverages,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  IntersUte  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  BUDGE: 
H  R   1228    A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
30.    1950.   relating    to    the   extension    of    the 
terms  of  patents  of  World  War  II  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  CHELP: 

H.  R.  1229.  A   bin    to  amend   section    1073, 

title  18.  United  States  Code,  with  respect  to 

indecent   molestation   or   sexual   abuse   of   a 

minor;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H  R.  1230.  A  bin  to  Increase  the  personal 
incvjme  tax  exemption  of  a  taxpayer  and  the 
additional  exemption  for  his  spouse  from 
$600  to  *  1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R.  1231.  A  bill  to  prevent  the  taking  of 
bail  which  originates  with  subversive  Indi- 
viduals or  organizations  in  criminal  cases, 
and  to  prohibit  bail,  pending  appeal  or  cer- 
tiorari, after  conviction  of  certain  offenses 
aj^ainst  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1232.  A  bin  to  amend  title  IT  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  indi- 
viduals may  elect  not  to  receive  old-age  and 
-•■urvivors'  Insurance  coverage  with  respect 
to  self-employment,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  1233  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  appro- 
priate medal  to  be  awarded  to  Individuals  for 
the  performance  of  certain  acts  In  behalf  of 
the  United  States  requiring  valor  and  great 
personal  sacrifice;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  1234.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  that  taxes  imposed  under 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance 
system  will  not  be  Imposed  on  account  of 
service  performed  by  Individuals  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  66;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  1235.  A  bill  to  provide  for  increased 
penalties  for  the  sale  or  distribution  of 
narcotics  to  persons  under  21  years  of  age; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  1236.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  ministers 
may  elect  to  receive  old-age  and  survivors' 
insurance  coverage  by  treating  service  per- 
formed In  the  exercise  of  their  ministry  as 
self-employment,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  1237.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  annuities  of  former 
Members  of  Congress:  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R  1238.  A  bill  to  abolish  free  trans- 
mission of  official  Government  mall  matter 
and  certain  other  mall  matter;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1239.  A  bill  to  deny  benefits,  under 
the  civil  service  and  other  Federal  retire- 
ment systems,  to  persons  convicted  of  fel- 
onies involving  Improper  use  of  their  author- 
ity, power,  Infiuence,  or  privileges  as  officers 
or  employees  of  the  United  States  or  the 
District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1240.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  train- 
ing of  candidates  for  appointment  as  nurses 
in  the  military  services;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Servlces- 

H  R.  1241,  A  bill  relating  to  the  detail  of 
certain   officers  of  the  Armed  Forces  retired 
with    full    pay,    and    for   other    purposes;    to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr    DEW  ART: 

H  R  1242,  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  or  his  authorized  rep- 
re.sentatlve,  to  convey  certain  school  prop- 
erties to  local  school  districts  or  public 
agencies:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1243,  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
30,  1919  (41  Stat.  16);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H,  R  1244,  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
allotment  of  lands  of  the  Crow  Tribe,  for 
the  distribution  of  tribal  funds  and  other 
purposes."  approved  June  4.  1920  (41  Stat. 
751 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs, 

By  Mr,  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin: 

H  R  1245,  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  a  tract  of  land  In  Dane  Cotinty, 


Wis,,  to  the  Wisconsin  State  Armory  Board; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Servlces, 

H-  R.  1246.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
curement and  Installation  of  mechanism  for 
recording  and  counting  votes  In  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  tbe  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H,  R.  1247.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  ab- 
sence of  any  Individual  for  20  years  shall 
be  deemed  sufficient  evidence  of  death  for 
the  purpose  of  laws  administered  by  the 
■Veterans'  Administration;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1248.  A  bill  to  reestablish  tbe  Com- 
mission on  Organization  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government:  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

By  Mr-  DAWSON  of  nilnols: 

H.  R.  1249.  A  bin  making  unlawful  the  re- 
quirement for  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax.  as  a 
prerequisite  to  voting  In  a  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration, 

H,  R,  1250,  A  bill  providing  reUef  against 
certain  forms  of  discrimination  in  interstate 
transportation:  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign   Commerce, 

H.  R.  1251.  A  bill  to  declare  the  public 
policy  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  be 
opposed  to  the  segregation  of  persons  of 
different  race,  color,  creed,  national  origin, 
or  ancestry;  to  provide  for  the  operation  of 
the  public  schools  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia on  a  nonsegregated  basis;  and  to  provide 
for  the  denial  of  business  licenses  to  persons 
who  fall  to  conform  to  the  aforesaid  policy; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbla- 

H,  R,  1252.  A  bill  to  declare  certain  rights 
of  all  persons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  tbe  protection  of 
such  persons  from  lynching,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H.  n.  1253.  A   bin   to  prohibit  discrimina- 
tion In  employment  because  of  race,  color, 
religion,  national  origin,  or  ancestry;  to  the 
Committee  on   Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr-  ENGLE: 

H.  R.  1254-  A  bni  to  provide  authorization 
for  certain  uses  of  public  lands;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr-  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H,  R.  1255.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  maximum 
travel  allowance  for  postal  transportation 
clerks,  acting  postal  transportation  clerks, 
and  substitute  postal  transportation  clerks: 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  1256.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  service;  to  establish  uniform  proce- 
dures for  computing  comp>ensatlon;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  July  6,  1945,  with 
resf>ect  to  certain  employees  in  the  postal 
transportation  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  C:ivil  Service. 

H.  R.  1257.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  service:  to  establish  uniform  proce- 
dures for  computing  compensation;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  July  6.  1945,  with 
respect  to  certain  employees  In  the  postal 
transportation  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HAND: 

H-  R-  1258-  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  permit  the  earning 
of  $900  in  wages  In  a  year  without  loss  of 
Insurance  benefits,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 

H.  R-  1259.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940  and  the 
Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  of  1951  to  pro- 
vide for  lump-sum  payments  to  certain  bene- 
ficiaries under  those  acts;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H-  R.  1260.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur- 


poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  KEARNEY: 

H.  R.  1261-  A  bin  to  provide  that  policies 
of  United  States  Government  life  insurance 
and  national  service  life  insurance  shall  be 
Incontestable  for  fraud  after  2  years;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr-  LANTAFF: 

H.  R.1262-  A  bill  to  amend  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1951  to  provide  for  the 
termination  of  assistance  to  any  nation 
which  does  not  make  a  full  contribution  to 
the  development  and  maintenance  of  the 
defensive  strength  of  the  free  world;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr-  MACHROWICZ: 

H-  R.  1263.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  preference  primaries  for 
nomination  of  candidates  for  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H.  R.  1264.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  individuals 
entitled  to  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
benefits  to  earn  $100  per  month  without  de- 
ductions being  made  from  their  benefits;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R-  1265-  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  with  respect  to  the  eligi- 
bility of  members  of  the  bar  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  lo  practice  before  all 
courts  of  appeals  and  district  courts  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R- 1266.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R-  1267-  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  premiums  on  savings  bonds  and  sav- 
ings certificates,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H-  R-  1268-  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tion at  the  Memorial  Avenue  entrance  to  the 
Arlington  National  Cemetery  of  the  sculp- 
tural piece  known  as  the  Last  Farewell,  and 
for  the  establishment  of  the  Christopher  Co- 
lumbus Memorial  Grove;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H-  R-  1269-  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Christo- 
pher Columbus  Memorial  Arbor  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H-  R.  1270-  A  bill  to  amend  title  H  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  increase  the  amount  of 
earnings  permitted  without  loss  of  benefits; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1271-  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  miscel- 
laneous excise  taxes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means- 

H-  R-  1272-  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  waiver 
of  Income  taxes  on  series  E  United  States 
savings  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R- 1273.  A  bill  to  provide  Income-tax 
exemptions  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
serving  outside  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1274-  A  biU  to  allow  a  deduction  for 
income-tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  in- 
curred by  the  taxpayer  for  the  education  of  a 
dependent;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H-  R-  1275.  A  bill  to  equalize  income-tax 
revenues,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R-  1276.  A  bill  to  exempt  from  income- 
tax  compensation  and  pensions  paid  by  the 
United  States  to  its  employees;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1277.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
income  tax  in  the  case  of  retirement  annui- 
ties and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and   Means. 

H.  R- 1278-  A  bUl  to  withhold  Federal  aid 
from  National  Guard  organizations  which 
practice  discrimination  or  segregation  on  ac- 
count of  race,  color,  or  creed;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
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H.  R.  1370.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  extend  cov- 
erage to  certain  persona  engaged  in  civil 
defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  cmd 
Labor. 

H.  R.  1280.  A  bill  to  amend  section  402  (a) 
of  the  National  Housing  Act  to  change  the 
name  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In- 
Bvirance  Corporation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ranging  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  1281.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payment 
of  an  annuity  to  widows  of  lustices  and 
Judges;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1282.  A  bill  to  provide  for  fuel  alio. 
cations  and  priorities  during  emergencies; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  1283.  A  bill  to  grant  succession  to 
the  War  Damage  Corporation,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

H.  R.  1284.  A  bill  to  eliminate  any  liabil- 
ity of  a  collector  of  Internal  revenue  for 
uncollected  taxes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  1285.  A  bill  to  amend  section  10  (d) 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  so  as  to 
broaden  Judicial  relief  under  that  section 
pending  review  of  administrative  action;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  .Fudiclary. 

H.  R.  1286.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  a  nationally 
uniform  system  of  automobile  registration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  1287.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  to  require  United  States  obliga- 
tions to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  value, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  1288.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  in  honor  of 
Col.  David  (Mickey)  Marcus;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1289.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
**An  act  to  promote  export  trade,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  April  10,  1918,  to 
provide  that  no  export- trade  association  shall 
restrict  any  foreign  buyer  from  dealing, 
directly  or  through  an  agent  of  his  own  selec- 
tion, with  any  producer,  manufacturer,  or 
seller;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1290.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  with  respect  to  the  finality  of  deter- 
minations relating  to  the  assessment  of 
duties  or  charges  on  certain  Imported  mer- 
chandise; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1291.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans"  Affairs  from  consolidat- 
ing any  offices  under  his  jurisdiction,  or  di- 
recting reductions  in  force  of  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration personnel,  without  notifying  the 
Congress,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1292.  A  bill  to  confer  jurisdiction  up- 
on the  Court  of  Claims  to  review  de  novo 
claims  for  benefits  and  payments  under  laws 
administered  by  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1293.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18,  Crim- 
inal Code,  to  declare  certain  papers,  pam- 
phlets, books,  pictures,  and  writings  non- 
nuiilable,  to  provide  a  penalty  for  mailing 
same,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1294.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of 
the  Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain 
postal  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offices  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1295.  A  bill  to  proTlde  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  139«.  A  bill  to  extend  the  time  for 
initiating  recommendations  for  certain  mili- 
tary and  naval  decorations  for  acts  per- 
formed during  World  War  II;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1297.  A  Mil  to  provide  that  pension, 
compensation,  and  retirement  pay  shall  be 
paid  during  periods  of  active  service  and  the 
amount  thereof  deducted  from  the  amount 
payaMe  for  such  active  service;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 


H.  R.  1298.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  expense 
allowance  of  Members  of  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  1299.  A  bill  to  remove  certain  restric- 
tions with  respect  to  clerk  hire  for  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  OSTERTAG: 

H.  R.  1300.  A  bill  to  establish  a  National 
Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Rela- 
tions; to  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  1301.  A  bill  to  provide  for  extension 
of  terms  of  patents  where  the  use,  exploita- 
tion, or  promotion  thereof  was  prevented, 
Impaired,  or  delayed  by  causes  due  to  war, 
national  emergency,  or  other  causes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REAMS: 

H.  R.  1302.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  to  make  a  monetary  allow- 
ance In  lieu  of  headstones  or  markers  for 
certain  graves;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mrs,  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request  I  : 

H.  R.  1303.  A  bill  to  afford  education  and 
training  under  title  II  ol  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944  In  the  cases  of 
certain  seriously  disabled  veterans,  notwith- 
standing the  time  limitations  of  such  act; 
to   the   Committee   on   Veterans"    Affairs. 

H.  R.  1304.  A  bill  to  remove  the  time  limi- 
tations on  a  period  during  which  vocational 
rehabilitation  training  may  be  afforded  to 
certain  seriously  disabled  veterans  of  World 
War  II  and  of  service  on  and  after  June  27, 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1305.  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Reg- 
ulation No.  9  (a),  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  payment  of  an  additional  amount 
to  cover  the  cost  of  a  burial  lot  In  connection 
with  the  funeral  and  burial  of  deceased 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    SADLAK: 

H.  R.  1306.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  Indi- 
viduals entitled  to  old-age  and  survivors  In- 
surance benefits  to  earn  $100  per  month 
without  deductions  being  made  from  their 
benefits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  1307.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion of  flood-control  Inmprovcments  on  the 
Mississippi  River  In  the  Sny  Island  levee  and 
drainage  district;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

H.  R.  1308.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Color  of 
Title  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WTER: 

H.  R.  1309  A  bill  to  establish  a  Missouri 
Valley  Authority  to  provide  for  unified  water 
control  and  resource  development  on  the 
Missouri  River,  Its  tributaries  and  watershed, 
to  prevent  floods,  reclaim  and  Irrigate  lands, 
encourage  agriculture,  stimulate  Industrial 
expansion,  develop  low-cost  hydroelectric 
power,  promote  navigation,  increase  recrea- 
tional possibilities,  protect  wildlife,  strength- 
en the  national  defense,  and  for  other 
pxirposes;  tc  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

11.  R.  1310  A  bill  to  extend  pension  bene- 
fits to  certam  persons  who  served  90  days  or 
more  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  during  hostilities  In  the  Moro  Prov- 
ince, including  Mindanao,  or  in  the  islands 
of  Samar  and  Leyte,  Philippine  Islands,  after 
July  4,  1002,  and  prior  to  January  1,  1914, 
and  to  their  unremarried  widows  and  de- 
pendent children;  to  the  Commlteee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  1311.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  to  reenact 
tne  National  Labor  Relations  Act  of  1936, 
and  for  othcT  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 


By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  1312.  A  bill  to  amend  section  203  of 
the  Social  Security  Act,  so  as  to  repeal  the 
$75  limitation  upon  the  amount  of  outside 
Income  which  may  be  received  in  any  month 
by  a  person  receiving  benefits  under  title  11 
of  such  act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1313.  A  bill  to  prohibit  Federal  land 
banks  from  reserving  mineral  or  timber 
rights  when  they  dispose  of  certain  real 
property,  and  for  other  purjxjses;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  1314.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
6,  1915.  relating  to  the  classification  and 
compensation  of  postmasters,  and  for  other 
purjxjses;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  1315.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Hazelhurst,  Miss.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1316.  A  bill  to  provide  for  competi- 
tive bidding  on  oil  and  gas  leases  issued  on 
acquired  lands  where  a  competitive  interest 
In  leasing  Is  evident;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.R.  1317.  A  bill  to  provide  for  uniforms 
for  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment required  by  law  or  regulation  to  wear 
them;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H  R   1318.  A  blU   to  include    the   fees   for 
issuing  money  orders  as  a  part  of  the  gross 
postal  receipts  ol  post  offices;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 

H  R  1319  A  bill  to  establish  a  basic  ad- 
ministrative workweek  and  pay  periods  of 
two  administrative  workweeks  for  postmas- 
ters, officers,  and  employees  In  the  postal  field 
service,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1320.  A  bill  to  increase  the  maximum 
travel  allowance  for  postal  transportation 
clerks,  acting  postal  transportation  clerks, 
and  substitute  postal  transportation  clerks; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  ClvU 
Service. 

H.R.  1321.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  service;  to  e:  tabllsh  uniform  proce- 
dure for  computing  compensation;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  July  6,  1945,  with 
respect  to  certain  employees  In  the  postal 
transportation  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  1322.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  certain  benefits  for 
the  widows  of  employees  who  died  prior  to 
February  28,  1948.  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H  R,  1323.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  service;  to  establish  uniform  proce- 
dures for  computing  compensation;  and  for 
other  purpoees,"'  approved  July  6,  1946,  with 
respect  to  certain  employees  in  the  postal 
transportation  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Sarvlce. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  J.  Res.  97.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  providing  for  the  election  of 
President  and  Vice  President;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    MACHROWICZ: 

H.  J.  Res.  98.  Joint  resolution  approving 
the  agreement  between  the  United  SUtes 
and  Canada  relating  to  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  Great  Lakes-8t.  Law- 
rence Basin  for  national  security  and  con- 
tinental defense  of  the  United  States  and 
Canada:  providing  for  making  the  St.  Law- 
rence seaway  self-liquidating;  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  J.  Res.  99.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  abolish  the  electoral  college 
system  and  to  provide  for  the  election  of  the 
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President  and  Vice  President;  to  Matt  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  J.  Res.  100.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  eth  day  of  January  of  each  year  as  Haym 
Salomon  Day;  tc  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.J.  Res.  101.  Joint  resolution  to  aid  in 
protecting  the  Nation's  economy  against  In- 
flationary pressures,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

H.  J.  Res.  102.  Joint    resolution    establish- 
ing a  Joint  Com.aaittee  on  Housing,  and  for 
other  purposes;  io  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H.  Con,  Res.  17.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  a  Joint  congressional  committee  to 
study  the  nomination,  election  and  succes- 
sion to  the  offices  of  President  and  Vice  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules, 

By  Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  Con.  Res.  18.  Concurrent  resolution  rec- 
ommending use  of  atomic  weapons;   to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BURDICK: 

H.  Res.  54.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  to  investigate  and 
study  the  continued  high  p>rices  of  beef  prod- 
ucts to  the  consumer  in  view  of  the  current 
tremendous  decrsase  in  the  prices  of  live- 
beef  cattle;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H.  Res,  66.  Resolution     creating     a     select 
committee    to    Inspect    the    gold    reserve    at 
Port  Knox;  to  th«  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    POWELL: 

H  Res  56  Refclution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  to  con- 
duct an  investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Agricultiu-e  activities  relating  to  sugar;  to 
the  Committee  o:i  Rules. 
By  Mr    MULTER; 

H.  Res.  57.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  a  study  and  investiga- 
tion of  the  opera t  on  of  accident,  health,  and 
hospitallEatlon  iiisiirance  companies,  asso- 
ciations, societies,  and  funds;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  58.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  expenses  of  i.he  studies  and  Investiga- 
tions authorized  by  House  Resolution  67;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

H  Res.  59.  Resolution  creaUng  a  Select 
Committee  on  Oinsunver  Interests;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  60.  Resolution  to  increase  personal 
income-tax  exemp  tlons;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 


PRIVATE  BILIB  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  axid 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  ANGELL: 
H.  R.  1324.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Georglna 
Chlnn;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    BEirrSEN: 
H  R.  132S    A  b.Il  for  the  relief  of  George 
L.  F.  Allen;  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1326.  A  bill  for  the  rcUef  of  BculAb  I. 
Reich;  to  the  Cimmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BRVSON: 

H.  R.  1327.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Wtjrmon 
H.  Maasey;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H,  R,  1328.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  E. 
Taylor;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judleiarj. 
By  Mr.  BUDOF: 

H,  R.  132©.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Oppenhelmer,  Jr.,  and  BCrs.  Jane  Oppen- 
helmer;  to  the  Onnmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  COUDERTr 

H.  B.  1830.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Ilk*. 
Llane  Lieu  and  her  son,  Peter  Lieu;  to  the 
Committee  on  tite  Judiciarj. 


By  Mr.  DAVIS  ol  Georgia: 
H.R.  1331.  A    bill    for   the    relief   of   Mrs. 
Katherine  L.  Sewell;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1332.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Dustean 
Alexander  Youngs;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  R.  1333.  A  bill  conferring  Jiirisdlctlon 
■upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Western  District  of  Wisconsin  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Stanley  J.  Nletupski  and  Sarah  Jane 
Nletupskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1334.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Helmuth 
Wolf  Qrtihl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R,  1S35.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  SUter 
Odilia,  also  known  as  Maria  Hutter;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1336,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ludovica 

Nagel;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr,    D'EWART: 

H.  R.  1337,  A    blU    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 

Franca  Gattl  Ohta;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1338.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Araxl 
Nazarlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr,   GARY: 
H.  R.  1339.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Soon 
Tal  Ryang;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, 

By  Mr.  GWINN: 

H.  R.  1340,  A    blU    for    the   reUef   of    Peter 

Lukac;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1341.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vytairtas 

Stanlslau  Bacevlclus;   to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1342.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sanders 
Knanlshu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HIESTAND: 
H.  R.  1343.  A  bin   for   the  relief  of  Ikuro 
Yajlma:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEOQH: 
H.  R.  1344.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Stanlslao 
Marazzo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  KLUCZYNSKI: 
H.  R.  1345.  A    bin    for   the   relief   of    John 
Lampropoulos;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 
H.  R.  1316.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Zla  Edin 
Taheri  and  Prances  Hakimsadeh  Taheri;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1347.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zoheir 
Daud  Abu  Rsheld;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LUCAS: 
H.  R.  1348.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aiwlne 
Relchenbauch;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr,  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  1349.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pranclpco 
da  Luz  Concelcao;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 
H.  R.  1350.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Con- 
stantln    David,    Paule   David,    Claire    David, 
and  Arlane  David;  to  the  Conmnlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 
R.  B.  1861.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rachel 
Stein;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H.  R.  18S2.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Nisslm 
8altm  Tawil;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  13S3.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ann 
Tellin;  to  Ui«  Oommittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  13M.  A  biU  f  or  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lillian  Trencher;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  ISfiS.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Caroline 
IC.  Newmark  and  Melville  Moritz;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Jtidiclary. 

H.  R.  I860.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pedro 
R.  Jalandonl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  B.  1867.  A  bill  to  eacUx  jurtodietlon 
upon  Uit  DiBtrlet  Cbart  for  the  Hortbem 
IMatrlet  of  UUnola  to  Iiear  and  determine 


the  claims  of  the  Aetna  Insurance  Co.  and 
others;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  1358.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Mar- 
cellno  J.  AveclUa  and  Dr.  Teodora  A,  Fide- 
lino-AvecUla;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  ininols: 
H.  R.  1359.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Ronald 
I^e  Oennlng;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin : 
H.  R.  1360.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Hennlng 
Von   Royk-Lewlnskl;    to   the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TALLE: 
H.R.  1361.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Klyoshl 
Nabeshlma;    to   the   Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1362,  A    biU    for   the   relief    of    Rose 

Martin;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

By  Mr.  WIER: 

H.  R.  1363.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Peter 

James   O'Brien;    to   the   Committee   on   the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH : 
H.  R.  1364.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
A.  Kurth;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlcl- 
aiy. 

By.  Mr,  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi : 

H.  R.  1365,  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
Fletcher  Cain;  to  the  Commiitee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1386.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Frank  Rea  D.  Taylor;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1367.  A  bin  for  the  renef  ol  Nadeem 
Tannous  and  Mrs.  Jamlle  Tannous;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1368,  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  WUllam 
McGraw;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1369,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eu- 
nice Weaver  Bula;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1370.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Guy  H. 
Davant;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT; 

H.  R.  1371.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Klaus 
Dieter  Ploetzer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

PETmONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

8.  By  Mr.  CKDERBERG:  Petition  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  Arenac  County,  Mich., 
requesting  legislation  for  the  return  of  no 
less  than  50  percent  of  the  Federal  gasoline 
tax  to  the  respective  States  wherein  it  is  col- 
lected; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

10,  Also,  petition  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors of  Midland  Coiuity,  Mich.,  requesting 
legislation  for  the  return  of  no  leas  than  60 
percent  of  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  to  the 
respective  States  wherein  it  Is  coUected;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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SENATE 

Friday,  Janlahy  9, 1953 

iLegUlative  day  of  Tuesday,  Janttary  6, 
1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  merldla^. 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  Qod,  in  whose  keeping  are 
the  destinies  of  men  and  nations,  endue 
with  Thy  wisdom  our  fallible  minds  in 
the  midst  of  decision  with  the  back- 
ground of  fearful  forces  of  nature  which, 
if  not  harnessed  by  mutual  good  will. 
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may  destroy  us  utterly.  Give  us  great* 
ness  of  soul  that  the  keys  of  new  power 
may  be  used  .to  open  doors,  not  of  peril 
but  of  plenty  for  the  whole  earth.  In 
disturbing  days  strengthen  us  with  the 
assurance  that  In  the  supreme  tests  only 
the  aoul  Is  decisive  and  that  only  the 
spirit  can  save  the  flesh. 

So.  distill  upon  us  the  dews  of  qiiiet> 
ness  and  confidence  that  in  simple  trust 
and  deeper  reverence  we  may  be  found 
steadfast  and  abounding  in  th«  work  of 
the  Lord,  knowing  that  in  Him  and  for 
Him  and  with  Him  our  labor  is  not  in 
vain.  We  ask  it  in  the  Name  that  is 
above  every  name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday, 
January  7.  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
message  of  the  President  Is  read,  there  is 
some  routine  business  which  Senators 
would  like  to  transact. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Sena- 
tors be  permitted  to  introduce  bills,  joint 
resolutions,  and  transact  other  routine 
business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  (Styles 
Bridcis.  of  New  Hampshire).  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


REPORT  OP  PRESIDENT'S  COMMIS- 
SION ON  HEALTH  NEEDS  OF  THE 
NATION— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  55) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  report, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

(For  President's  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  today.) 


REPORT  OP  OFFICE  OF  ALIEN  PROP- 
ERTY, DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE — 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom- 
panjring  report,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  the  annual  report 
t>f  the  OfiSce  of  Alien  Property,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30.  1951. 

Harry  S.  Trumw. 
Th«  Whot  House,  January  9. 1953. 


REPORT  ON  FOREIGN  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  AND  DISABrLTTY 
FUND— MESSAGE  PROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  56) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  a  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  showing  the  condition 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Retirement  and 
Disability  Fund  for  the  fiscal  years  ended 
June  30,  1951  and  1952,  in  accordance 
with  section  862,  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946  (Public  Law  724).  Seventy-ninth 
Congress. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  9, 1953. 
(Enclosure:    Report   Concerning   Re- 
tirement and  Disability  Fund.  Foreign 
Service.) 


REPORT  ON  INCLUSION  OF  ESCAPE 
CLAUSES  IN  EXISTING  TRADE 
AGREEMENTS— MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  54) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  section  6  of  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Extension  Act  of  1951  (Public  Law 
50,  82d  Cong.),  I  hereby  submit  to  the 
Congress  a  report  on  the  inclusion  of 
escape  clauses  in  existing  trade  agree- 
ments. 

This  detailed  report  was  prepared  for 
me  by  the  Interdepartmental  Committee 
on  Trade  Agreements. 

Harry  S.  Trum.an. 
The  White  House.  January  9, 1953. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the   Senate   the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
Pan-American  Day— Letter  From  President 
OF  Senate  or  Dominican  Republic 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  president  of  the  Senate  of  the 
Dominican  Republic,  relating  to  Senate  Res- 
olution 303  Of  the  United  States  Senate.  In 
connection  with  Pan-American  Day  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Report  on  Pershing  Hall  Memorial  Pond 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report 
covering  transactions  for  the  account  of  the 
Pershing  Hall  Memorial  Fund,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  or  Agricultural  Experiment 

Stations 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 

Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 

a  report  on  agricultural  experiment  sUtlonR 

In  the  States,  Alaska.  HawaU.  and  Puerto 


Rico,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

RZFOIT  ON  Son.  SURTXT  AND  LaND  CLASSZMCA- 

TiON  or  Land  BENxrmD  bt  Coachzlla  Di- 
vision, All-Amkrican  Canal  Project, 
Calitornia 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
soil  survey  and  land  classificatlonB  of  the 
lands  to  be  benefited  by  the  Coachella  Di- 
vision, All-Amerlcan  Canal  project,  Califor- 
nia (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Inetilar  Affairs. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  bt  Dvartmknt 
or  THE  Interior 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port of  tort  claims  paid  by  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  for  the  fiscal  year  1052  (with 
an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

Flotd  K.  Dotson 

A  letter  from  the  Administrative  AMtstant, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
E.  Dotson  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  or  Operations  Under  Federal  Airport 
Act 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port of  the  Department  of  Conunerce  on  the 
operations  under  the  Federal  Airport  Act,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1B62  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Re.'mdrt  or  Unitid  States  TARirr  Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  United  States 
Tariff  Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law.  a  report  of  that  CommlsBlon  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Report  or  Administrator  or  Vktbrans' 
Affairs 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of  Veter- 
ans' Affairs,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
his  report  for  the  fiscal  year  1962  (with  aii 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Amendment    or    Veterans    Recxtlation    No. 
2    (A).  Relating  to  Payment  or  Certain 

Un  negotiated  Checks 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Veterans' 
Administration,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
ixjsed  legislation  to  amend  Veterans  Regu- 
lation No.  2  (a) ,  as  amended,  to  provide  that 
the  amount  of  certain  unnegotiated  checks 
shall  be  paid  as  accrued  benefits  upon  the 
death  of  the  beneflclary-payee.  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Transportation  in  Oovernment-Owned  Au- 
tomotive Vehicles  or  Certain  Emplotees 
or  Veterans'  Administration 
A   letter   from   the  Administrator   of   the 
Veterans'    AdmlnUtratlon,     transmitting    a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  provide  for 
furnishing    transportation    in    Government- 
owned  automotive  vehicles  for  employees  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration  at  field  stations 
in  the  absence  of  adequate  public  or  private 
transportation      (with      an      accompanying 
paper);    to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
Report  or  the  Navt   Club   or  the  United 
States  or  America 
A    letter    from   the    national   shipswrlter. 
Navy  Club  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Rockford.  111.,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  refrart  of  that  club  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing April  30,  1952    (with  accompanying  pa- 
lmers); to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Report  or  Small  Defense  Plants  Adminis- 
tration  • 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Small  De- 
fense  Plants   AdnUnistratlon,    transmitting. 


pursuant  to  law,  the  third  quarterly  report 
of  that  Administration,  dated  July  IS,  lOfil 
(with  an  aecompAnylng  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  anil  Currency. 

Report  or  Reserve  Omaaa  Association  or 
THE  United  States 

A  letter  froca  the  executive.  Reserve  Offl- 
cers  As80ciatio:i  of  the  United  States,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  of  that  association  for  the  period 
ended  May  81,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

AuDrr  Report  on  Federal  Hoke  Loan  Bank 
Board,  Homii  Loan  Banks.  Federal  Sav- 
ings  AND   L3AN    Insurance   Corporation, 
and  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral. transmittLng.  pursuant  to  law.  an  audit 
report  on  the  Federal  home  loan  bank.  Fed- 
eral home-loan  banks.  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation,  and  the  Home 
Owners'  Loan  (^rporation,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30   1962  (with  an  accompanying 
report) ;   to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

Report  or  Ui'Htsd  States  Motor  Carrxer 
CI.AIMS  Commission 
A  letter  from  the  chairman.  United  States 
Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission.  Knnna^ 
City,  Mo.,  transmitting,  prursuant  to  law. 
the  final  report  of  that  Oommission  for  the 
period  ended  £>ecember  31,  1052  (with  an  ac- 
companying n.port);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Status  or  Certain  Citizcns  or  trb 
Pholifpimes 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  OfRce 
of  Assistant  Siicretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  fx-opoeed  leglslatl(Mi  to  clarify 
the  status  of  clttsens  or  nationals  of  the  Re- 
public of  the  Philippines  who  are  retired 
members  of  tbe  uniformed  services  and  who 
bold  ofBces  of  profit  or  trust  under  the  Re- 
public of  th<  Philippines,  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committer:  on  Armed  Services. 

Exemptions  From  Dutt  or  Personal  and 
Household  Effects 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  of  June  27.  1942  (ch.  453.  5«  Stat. 
461).  as  amended,  to  make  permanent  the 
exemptions  from  duty  of  personal  and  house- 
hold effects  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Extension  or  Time  for  Filing  Claims  bt 
Military  Personnel  and  Civil  Employees 
OF  Department  of  the  Armt  for  Loss  of 
Personal  Piuspertt 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  OOce 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  to 
further  amend  the  act  of  May  29,  1945.  en- 
titled "An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement 
of  claims  of  military  personnel  and  civilian 
employees  of  vXm  War  Department  or  of  the 
Army  for  damage  to  or  loss,  destruction, 
capture,  or  abandonment  of  po-sooal  prop- 
erty occxirrlng  incident  to  their  service"  by 
extending  the  time  for  filing  certain  claims 
thereunder  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Administrative  Matters  Affcctino  Drfabt- 
MSNT  or  Dbfensx 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Offloe 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting ■  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  pro- 
vide for  sundry  administrative  matters  af- 
fecting the  Department  erf  Defense,  and  for 
other  purposes  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Exchange  of  Certain  Lands  With  Puerto 
Rico 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  pro- 
vide for  the  exchange  between  the  United 


States  and  tha  Commonwealth  at  Poerto  Bloo 
trf  certain  lands  and  Interests  In  tends  In 

Puerto  Rico  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Armed  Services. 

Hours  of  Work  an»  Ovbbtime  Compensation 
FOR  COtTAIM  OovaaNMSNT  Xmfu>trxs 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  OBce 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  at  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
remove  certain  Inequities  by  fixing  the  hours 
of  work  and  overtime  compensation  prac- 
tices in  the  case  of  certain  employees  oC  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

FuRNisRiMa  or  CTBrr ain  Sofpues  and  Bbsvkes 
TO  FoKEicN  Naval  Vessels 

A  lett«-  from  the  general  counsel,  Ofllce 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
authorise  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  fur- 
nish certain  supplies  and  services  to  foreign 
naval  vessels  on  a  reimbursable  basis,  and 
for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Transfer  of  Certain  Property  in  New  Mex- 
ico From  Dxpartment  or  the  Interior  to 
Department  of  the  Armt 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
authorire  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
transfer  certain  property  in  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  to  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and 
for  other  purpKMes  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

United  States  Air  Force  Academy 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy,  and  for  other  ptir- 
poses  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Interservice  Transfer  of  Commissioned 
Personnel  of  the  Army.  Navy,  Air  Force. 
AND  Marine  Corps 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Oflk;e 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  interservice  transfer  of  com- 
missioned personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Force,  and  Marine  Corps  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper) ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Designation  of  Enlisted  Personnel  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  Air  Ftmcm,  Marine  Corps,  and 
Coast  Guard  as  Postal  Clerks 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of   proposed  legislaticm  to 
authorize  the  Post  Offloe  Department  to  des- 
ignate enlisted  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy. 
Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Ouard  as 
postal  clerks  and  assistant  postal  clerks,  and 
for  other  purjxiees  (with  accompanying  pa- 
pers ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

PXTRCBASE     OF     CERTAIN     AflgUCTILTDRAI.     COM- 
MODITIES   AND    Raw    MATXRIALa 

A  letter  from  the  general  covmsel,  Ofllce 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  at  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
repeal  Public  Law  820.  Eightieth  Congress 
(62  Stat.  1008) ,  an  act  to  provide  a  revolving 
fund  for  the  purpose  of  agricultural  com- 
modities and  raw  materials  to  be  processed 
In  occupied  areas  and  sold  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry. 

Reproduction  and  Sale  of  Certain  Ofticial 
Bboorob 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  au- 
thorise the  Secretai7  of  Defense  and  tha 
Secretaries  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the 


Air  Itaree  to  reproduce  and  to  aeU  eopiw  of 
aOelal  reoords  ct  their  respective  depart- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Refkal  of  Autboritt  To  Purchase  Dis- 

CIHARfiE   FBOM    MIUTARY   SERVICES 

A  letter  tram  the  general  ootmsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  leglslatlan  to  repeal 
the  authority  to  purchase  discharge  from 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the 
Marine  Corps  (with  an  accompanying  paper) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Free  PosTAex  worn  Certain  m»m— ti^  or  a»m»^ 
Forces 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Offloe 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  of  July  12,  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat.  338). 
as  amended,  which  authorizes  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  in  specific  areas  (with  ac- 
companying papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Reuzf  or  Certain  Disbursdig  Otficrss 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  of  July  26,  1947  (61  Stat.  483),  re- 
lating to  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT     OF    COIfTRACT     SETTIXMKirT     ACT 
RELATINa    TO    TIME    LIMITATION    FOB    FILING 

Certain  Claims 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Ofllce 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  Contract  Settlement  Act  at  1944  so  as 
to  establish  a  time  limitation  upon  the  flUng 
of  certain  claims  thereunder  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


Pat  of  Certain  Ovilian  Employees  of  Navt 
Department 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Ofllce 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  prcqx>sed  legislation  to  re-- 
peal  the  provision  of  the  act  of  July  1.  1902 
(32  Stat.  662),  as  amended,  relating  to  pay 
of  civilian  employees  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment appointed  for  duty  beyond  the  conti- 
nental limits  of  the  United  States  and  in 
Alaska  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

SXTTLXMZMT  OF   CLAIMS   FOR   DaMAOES 

0ccjkB30HB>  BT  Armed  Forces 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
erf  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  fm-ther 
amend  the  act  of  January  2,  1942,  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement 
of  claims  for  damages  occasioned  by  Army, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  forces  in  foreign 
countries"  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
CoRREcnoN  or   Boundaries  of  Quinct  Na- 

TEOMAL  CEMKTXRT  AND  EXCHANGB  OF  CERTAIN 

Lands 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Ofllce 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  reestablish  and 
correct  the  boundaries  of  the  Quincy  Na- 
tional Cemetery  by  the  exchange  erf  Govern- 
ment-owned lands  for  other  lands  In  the 
Quincy-Oraoeland  Cemetery,  Quincy.  m. 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Retrocession  to  State  or  Virginia  Jurisdic- 
tion Over  Certain  Hicrwats  Withiw  Fort 
Belvoir,  Va. 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
retrooede  to  the  State  of  Virginia  concurrent 
Jurisdiction   over    certain   highways    within 
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rort  BalTOir.  V».    (with   an   »ccompan7lng 

paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Semoee. 

Pathxht  fob  Tkambfostation  or  Houskbold 

BrrtTB  or  Ckktaim  Navai.  PataoifirKL 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  OfSce  of 
Aasistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize 
payment  for  tbe  transportation  at  household 
effects  at  certain  naval  personnel  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Serrlces. 
liAznfxm  Stsznoth  or  thx  Rsast  Bxbkkvx 

A  letter  from  the  general  coimsel,  OtHce 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  re- 
peal section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Re- 
serve Act  of  1962.  and  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1962,  relating  to  the  maximum 
strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  (with  accom- 
f>anylng  papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

AXTTHOSIZS)    PZRSONKXL    STEZWGTBS    Or   THX 
AXMEB   FORCXS 

A  letter  from  the  geneifal  counsel.  Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the 
Act  of  August  3,  1950,  as  amended,  to  con- 
tinue In  effect  the  provisions  thereof  relating 
to  the  authorized  personnel  strengths  of  the 
Armed  Forces  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

ExcHAKGK  or  HosprrALs  and  Related  Facilttixs 

BaTwixiT    Vktkbans'    Administration    and 

Department  or  Defense 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office  of 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 

a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize 

the  transfer  of  hospitals  and  related  facilities 

between   the   Vetel'ans'   Administration  and 

the  Department   of  Defense,  and  for  other 

purposes  (with  an  accomptanylng  paper);  to 

the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

iMPoaTATioM  or  Certain  Dutt-Fres  Articles 
BT  Members  or  Armed  Forces 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the 
act  of  December  5,  1942  (56  Stat.  1041),  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  846.  847),  so  as  to 
nuike  permanent  certain  temporary  provi- 
sions thereof  (with  an  accomi>anylng  paper) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Civil   Ant  Patrol 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish 
Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a  civilian  auxiliary  of 
the  United  States  Air  Force  and  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to  extend  aid 
to  Civil  Air  Patrol  in  the  fulfillment  of  Its 
objectives,  and  for  other  purposes"  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Convetance  or  Certain  Land  to  Tarrant 
CouNTT  Water  Control  and  Improvement 
District  No.  1  in  Exchange  roR  Other 
Lands  at  Eagle  Mountain  Lake,  Tex. 

A  letter  tnxa  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to^ 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  con-' 
vey  to  the  Tarrant  County  Water  Control 
and  Improvement  District  No.  1  certain 
parcels  of  land  in  exchange  for  other  lands 
and  Interests  therein  at  the  former  United 
States  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Eagle  Moun- 
tain Lake,  Tex.  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Amendment   or   Section    302,    Servicemen's 
Rbadjitstmznt  Act  or  1944 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
amend  section  302  of  the  Servicemen's  Re- 


adjustment Act  of  1944,  as  amended  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Standard  Design  for  Service  Flag  and  Lapel 
Button 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
ca  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  approve  a  standard  design  for  a  service 
flag  and  service  lapel  button  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Construction  at  Stations  or  Alaska 
Communication  System 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  pro- 
ceed with  construction  at  stations  of  the 
Alaska  Communication  System  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Amendment  or  Servicemen's  Re\djustment 
Act  Relating  to  Jurisdiction  or  Boards 
or  Review 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
section  301.  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act 
of  1944  to  further  limit  the  Jurisdiction  of 
boards  of  review  established  under  that  sec- 
tion (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed   Services. 

Amendment  of  Akmt-Navt  Medical  Services 
Corps  Act.  Relating  to  Appointment  or  a 
CHiEr  or  Medical  Service  Corps  or  the 
Navt 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  Army-Navy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act 
of  1947  (61  Stat.  734),  as  amended,  so  as  to 
authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the 
Medical  Service  Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  for 
other  purposes  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Removal  or  LiMriATiON  Upon  Rank  or 
Director  of  Music,  Leader  of  Militart 
Academy  Band 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  of  May  27.  1940  (54  Stat.  223).  as 
amended,  to  remove  the  limitation  upon 
the  rank  of  the  director  of  music,  the  leader 
of  the  Military  Academy  Band,  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Promotion  and  Maintenance  or  Civiuan 
Recreation  Programs 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  propxjsed  legislation  to  author- 
ize the  Secretaries  of  the  military  depart- 
ments to  provide  for  the  promotion  and 
maintenance  of  civilian  recreation  programs 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Awarding  or  Certain  Degrees  by  Army  Medi- 
cal   Service    Graduate    School 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  author- 
ize the  Army  Medical  Service  Graduate 
School  to  award  Master  of  Science  and 
Doctor  of  Science  degrees  In  medicine,  den- 
tistry, veterinary  medicine,  and  in  the  bio- 
logical sciences  Involved  in  health  services, 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompany- 
ing paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Amendment  or  Act  or  Mat  26.  1948,  Relating 
TO  Crvn,  Air  Patrol 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
Of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 


the  act  Of  May  28,  1948,  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a  civilian  auxil- 
iary of  the  United  States  Air  ^rce  and  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to 
extend  aid  to  Civil  Air  Patrol  in  the  ful- 
fillment of  its  objectives,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses" (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Appointment  or  Rear  Admiral  Morton 
LooMis  Ring.  United  States  Navy,  Re- 
tired, TO  A  Civilian  Position  With  Muni- 
tions Board 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  appoint  Rear 
Adm.  Morton  Loomls  Ring.  United  States 
Navy,  retired,  to  a  civilian  position  with  the 
Munitions  Board  without  affecting  his  mili- 
tary status  and  perquisites  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Publication  of  Otficial  Registers  by  SecrX'- 
taries  of  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  cause  to  be 
published  official  registers  for  their  respective 
services  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Transfer  of  Certain  Property  in  New 
Mexico  by  Secretary  or  Interior  to  De- 
partment or  Army 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  trans- 
fer certain  property  in  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  to  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and 
for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompanying 
paper):  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Amendment  of  Act  of  April  23.  1930,  Rr- 
latinc  to  Uniform  Hetirememt  Date  roa 
Certain    Retirements    or    Pedrral    Peb- 

80.NNEL 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend 
the  act  of  April  23.  1930,  relating  to  a  uni- 
form retirement  date  for  authorized  retire- 
ments of  Federal  personnel,  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  PRESIDFJn"  pro  tempore: 
A  res^tion  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry: 

"Senate  resolution  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of   New  Jersey,   of   protest   to   the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  object- 
ing to   the  proposed   enlargement  of   the 
milk  marketing  area  so  as  to  include  there- 
in an  area  of  northern  New  Jersey 
"Whereas,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  SUtes  is  proposing  to  enlarge 
the  milk  marketing  area,  as  set  forth  in  the 
petition  of  the  Metropolitan  Cooperative  Milk 
Producers  Bargaining  Agency,  inc.,  so  as  to 
Include   therein   an   area  of   northern   New 
Jersey;  and 

"Whereas  hearings  have  been  held  and  are 
being  conducted  in  such  manner  as  to  ex- 
clude certain  proper  and  relevant  statements 
by  citizens  of  this  State  who  have  valid  rea- 
sons for  objecting  to  the  said  proposed  en- 
largement of  the  milk  marketing  area  in 
question;  and 
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"Whereas  the  subject  of  milk  control  has 
received  careful  attention  by  the  legislature 
of  this  State  and  the  office  of  milk  industry 
in  the  State  department  of  agriculture  Is 
effectively  functioning  in  promoting  the  gen- 
eral welfare  of  the  citizens  of  this  State  in 
this  Important  field  of  government;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  proposed  enlargement 
of  a  milk  marketing  area  so  as  to  Include 
therein  an  area  in  northern  New  Jersey 
conflicts  with  the  public  policy  of  this  State 
as  evidenced  by  the  legislation  heretofore 
enacted  in  respect  to  milk  control:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey — 

"1.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  does  hereby  protest  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States  against 
any  enlargement  of  the  milk  marketing  area 
referred  to  in  the  petition  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Cooperative  Milk  Producers  Bargaining 
Agency.  Inc.,  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States  to  amend  a  certain  order 
heretofore  promulgated  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  relating  to  milk 
marketing,  to  enlarge  the  marketing  area 
therein  set  forth  so  as  to  include  therein 
the  metropolitan  area  of  northern  New  Jer- 
sey and  against  any  such  enlargement  of  the 
area  unless  specifically  consented  to  by  the 
New  Jersey  State  Department  of  Agriculture. 

"2.  That  certified  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, the  Speaker  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives,  and  the  Senators  and 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
from  this  State  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

"3.  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  Im- 
mediately." 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations: 

"Resolutions  memoralizing  Congress  to  vote 
against     the     passage     of     the     so-called 
Thomas  leave  rider  attached  to  the  inde- 
pendent offices  appropriation  bill 
"Whereas  the  so-called  Thomas  leave  rider 
attached   to  the   independent  offices   appro- 
priation bill  is  now  being  considered  by  the 
Congress  of   the  United  States;   and 

"Whereas  Federal  employees  are  at  pres- 
ent allowed  to  carry  over  their  accumulated 
annual  leave:  and 

"Whereas  this  bill  provides  that  employ- 
ees' annual  leave  must  be  taken  and  used 
before  the  thirtieth  day  of  June  in  the  year 
following  the  accumulation  of  said  annual 
leave;  and 

"Whereas  the  passage  of  this  bill  would 
seriously  imperil  the  defense  effort  and  would 
necessitate  payment  of  large  sums  of  money 
for  overtime  wages;   and 

"Whereas  the  adoption  of  this  rider  would 
affect  the  efficient  functioning  of  govern- 
mental agencies  In  that  employees  would  be 
required  to  take  their  annual  leaves  at  a 
time  when  they  might  be  urgently  needed: 
Therefore  be  it 

"Resolt>ed,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts hereby  petitions  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  vote  against  the  passage  of 
the  so-called  Thomas  leave  rider;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  the 
commonwealth  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  presiding  officer  of 
each  branch  of  Congress  and  to  the  Mem- 
bers thereof  from  this  commonwealth." 


A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  5 
"Joint  resolution  relating  to  memorializing 
Congress  to  enact  H.  R.  4574  and  to  select 
Beale  Air  Force   as  the  site  for  the   Air 
Force  Academy 

"Whereas  there  has  been  pending  before 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  H.  R.  4574, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices; and 

"Whereas  it  is  possible  that  a  special  ses- 
sion of  Congress  may  be  called  at  which  this 
measure  could  be  considered;  and 

"Whereas  H.  R.  4574  is  entitled,  "A  bill  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses";  and 

"Whereas  it  Is  of  vital  Importance  to  the 
security  of  the  United  States  to  establish  an 
Air  Force  Academy;  and 

"Whereas  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
has  promulgated  a  list  of  requirements  be- 
fitting a  suitable  site  for  an  Air  Force  Acad- 
emy, and  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.,  emi- 
nently fulfills  all  of  these  requirements;  and 

"Whereas  the  Academy  Site  Selection  Com- 
mittee of  that  Department,  after  intensive 
study,  has  recommended  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  a  number  of  sites,  of 
which  Beale  Air  Force  Base  is  the  only  one 
located  in  California;  and 

"Whereas  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  containing 
86,000  acres  of  land,  is  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  and  contains  millions  of 
dollars  invested  by  the  Nation  In  installa- 
tions at  this  Ideal  location,  facilities  includ- 
ing an  inexhaustible  water  and  fire-fighting 
system,  sewerage  and  drainage  systems,  pow- 
er installations,  streets,  access  highways, 
railroad  extensions,  and  numerous  other  Im- 
provements; and 

"Whereas  Beale  Air  Force  Base  Is  visited 
with  a  climate  most  desirable  for  an  Air  Force 
Academy,  situated  near  an  abundant  supply 
of  water  power,  adjacent  to  widespread  agri- 
cultural and  industrial  centers,  supplied  by 
all  various  forms  of  modern  transportation, 
near  multiple  metropolitan  areas,  and  pos- 
sessing unlimited  recreational  facilities;  and 

"Whereas  communities  surrounding  Beale 
Air  Force  Base  have  warmly  received  and 
generously  aided  in  the  past  many  large  mili- 
tary Installations,  contributing  greatly  to  the 
success  of  military  operations  In  this  area; 
and 

"Whereas  in  the  interest  of  the  most  ad- 
vantageous location  to  the  Air  Force  and  to 
the  economy  of  the  Nation,  this  vast  and 
desirable  aviation  installation  should  be  se- 
lected as  the  location  for  the  Air  Force 
Academy:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  respect- 
fully memorializes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  H.  R.  4574,  and  to 
select  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.,  as  the 
site  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  Academy; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  as- 
sembly be  hereby  directed  to  transmit  copies 
of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force,  to  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  to  the  Academy  Site  Selection  Board, 
and  to  each  Senator  and  Representative  from 
California  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  6 

"Joint  resolution  relative  to  construction  of 
the  Solano  County  project 

"Whereas  Senate  bill  2863,  introduced  in 
tbe  Eighty -second  Congress,  second  session. 


If  enacted,  would  integrate  the  Solano  Coun- 
ty project  into  the  Central  Valley  project; 
and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  thereafter  appro- 
priated $3,000,000  for  the  Solano  County 
project  (the  Monticello  Dam)  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  money  shall  not  be 
used  to  initiate  construction  of  the  project 
until  the  local  interests  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  by  appropriate  congressional 
committees  and  to  make  known  their  views  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  project  should  be  Inte- 
grated into  the  Central  Valley  project,  and 
until  a  determination  has  been  made  there- 
on; and 

"Whereas  It  has  been  reported  that  pre- 
liminary investigations  and  studies  indicate 
that  approximately  80,000  acre-feet  of  water 
annually  is  now  being  pumped  from  the 
Putah  Creek  Cone,  which  is  recharged  almost 
entirely  by  Putah  Creek  water,  to  fulfill  the 
existing  water  requirements  therefrom;  and 

"Whereas  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation 
has  stated  in  House  Document  65,  Eighty-first 
Congress,  first  session,  that  contemplated 
operation  of  the  Solano  County  project  calls 
for  the  allocation  of  15,000  acre-feet  of  water 
annually  to  downstream  use  along  Putah 
Creek,  which  is  far  less  than  the  estimated 
water  requirements  for  such  purposes;  and 

"Whereas  the  College  of  Agriculture  of  the 
University  of  California  at  Davis,  one  of  the 
leading  agricultural  colleges  in  the  world, 
representing  a  capital  Investment  of  over 
$25,OO0,O(X),  is  dependent  upon  an  adequate 
water  supply  from  the  Putah  Creek  Cone; 
and  It  appears  that  the  releases  of  water  pro- 
posed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  are  In- 
adequate to  meet  the  water  requirements  of 
the  college  of  agriculture  and  other  water 
requirements  on  the  Putah  Creek  Cone;  and 

"Whereas  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
California  In  the  1951  regular  session  enacted 
chapter  1478  authorizing  and  directing  the 
State  engineer  to  make  an  investigation  of 
and  report  on  the  water  supplies  of  an  area 
which  includes  the  Putah  Creek  Cone,  and 
appropriated  $50,000  for  that  purpose:  and 

"Whereas  said  investigation  by  the  de- 
partment of  public  works,  acting  through 
the  State  engineer,  is  In  progress  but  will 
not  be  completed  until  early  in  1953;  and 

"Whereas  the  public  Interest  requires  the 
utilization  of  California's  water  resources  to 
the  fullest  extent  of  which  they  are  capable, 
and  that  existing  water  rights  must  be  pro- 
tected In  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  California,  jointly.  That  the 
Congress  is  respectfully  memorialized  not 
to  appropriate  or  permit  the  use  of  funds 
for  the  construction  of  the  Solano  County 
project  nor  to  take  any  further  action  re- 
garding the  reauthorization  of  that  project 
until  the  investigation  of  the  water  supplies 
of  the  Putah  Creek  Cone  has  been  com- 
pleted by  the  State  engineer,  and  a  report 
thereon  is  made  available  to  the  public;  and 
be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  legislature  respect- 
fully urges  that  every  congressional  commit- 
tee conducting  a  public  hearing  in  connec- 
tion with  the  reauthorization  of  the  Solano 
County  project  consider,  as  one  of  the  pri- 
mary questions,  the  availability  of  water  to 
meet  the  existing  requirements  of  persons 
within  Putah  Creek  Cone  area,  including  the 
University  of  California  at  Davis;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  is  respect- 
fully memorialized  to  include  in  any  legisla- 
tion authorlzmg  the  construction  of  the 
Solano  County  project,  provisions  which  will 
protect  the  existing  requirements  of  persons 
within  the  Putah  Creek  Cone  area,  includ- 
ing the  University  of  California  at  Davis; 
and  be  it  f tirther 

"Resolved,  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  as- 
eembly  be  hereby  directed  to  transmit  copies 
of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  V.ce 
President  of  the  United  Sutes,  to  tbe  Speaker 
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of  the  Houae  of  ReprcMntatlves.  and  to  each. 
Senator  and  Representative  from  California 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior." 

A  statement  from  the  Director  of  CItU 
Defense,  State  of  Colorado,  certifying  that 
that  State  had  entered  Into  a  civil  defense 
and  disaster  compact  with  the  State  of  Wyo- 
ming; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  lett«r  from  the  State  director  of  civil 
defense.  State  of  New  Jersey,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  notification  of  that  State's 
ratification  of  civil -defense  compacts  with  all 
States  which  have  ratified  similar  compacts 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Servicea. 

A  letter  from  the  State  director  of  civilian 
defense.  State  of  New  Mexico,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  communication  from  the 
Governor  of  New  Mexico,  notifying  the  Sen- 
ate that  that  State  bad  ratified  an  interstate 
civil  defense  and  disaster  compact  with  the 
State  tit  New  York  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Sijrvlces. 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  New 
York  State  Civil  Defense  CommlaBlon,  trans- 
mitting, for  the  Information  of  the  Senate, 
a  copy  of  a  civil  defense  and  disaster  com- 
pact entered  into  by  the  States  of  New  York 
and  Colorado  (with  an  accompanying  paper) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  New 
York  State  Civil  Defense  Commission.  New 
York.  N.  Y..  relating  to  correspondence  be- 
tween that  State  and  the  States  of  Ari- 
zona, Florida,  Maine,  and  Oregon,  relating  to 
the  ratification  of  civil-defense  compacts;  to 
the  Committee  on  Anned  Servicea. 

A  letter  from  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma,  transmitting,  pvirsuant  to  law,  a 
copy  of  the  Oklahoma  Interstate  Civil  De- 
fense and  Disaster  Company  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

A  letter  from  the  State  director.  Office  of 
Civil  Defense,  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  a  civil-defense 
compact  entered  Into  between  that  State  and 
the  States  of  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  New  Jersey, 
California,  Delaware,  Montana,  Pennsylvania, 
Arizona,  Massachusetts,  Florida,  Texas,  Ne- 
vada, and  Wyoming  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  letter  from  the  Governor  of  the  State 
of  West  Virginia,  notifying  the  Senate,  pur- 
suant to  law,  of  the  ratification  by  that 
State  of  an  Interstate  civil-defense  compact 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

A  letter  from  the  Governor  of  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  notifying  the  Senate  that  that 
State  had  ratified  an  interstate  clvlI-defense 
compact  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  California 
State  Convention  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
favoring  Federal  financial  assistance  for  dam- 
ages caused  by  earthquakes  In  California; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  American  Na- 
tional Retail  Jewelers  Association,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  favoring  a  reduction  of  nonessential 
Federal  expenditures;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Western  New 
England  Region  of  Hadassah,  at  Blantyre, 
Mass.,  favoring  the  appropriation  of  the  en- 
tire sum  allocated  for  the  Middle  East  as 
recommended  by  the  President;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

The  petition  of  Eulalla  O.  Vda.  De  Jurel- 
dlnl,  of  Cebu  City,  the  Philippines,  relating 
to  her  claim  for  damages;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

A  resolution  adopted  ty  the  Civil  Defense 
Police  Servicea  of  the  States  of  Idaho,  Mon- 
tana, Oregon,  and  Washington,  at  Portland, 
Greg.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation 
proTtdlng  ooaapensaeion  for  injury  and  death 


to  civil  defense  workers  In  the  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  peUtlon  from 
the  Regular  Veterans'  Association.  Inc.,  Ma- 
nila, Philippine  Islands,  signed  by  MaJ.  V.  R. 
Barroa,  United  States  Army,  retired,  relating 
to  Increased  pay  for  retired  soldiers  of  the 
Philippine  Scouts,  United  States  Army  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Congress  of 
Industrial  Organizations,  Washington.  D.  C. 
protesting  against  the  latest  price  increase 
for  newsprint;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Iowa  Town- 
send  Council,  protesting  against  the  con- 
tinued payment  of  old-age  and  survivors  In- 
surance funds  to  persona  behind  the  iron 
curtain;   to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  letter  In  the  nature  of  a  memorial  from 
the  Holy  Name  Society,  St.  Patrick  Church. 
Maysvllle.  Ky..  signed  by  Richard  T.  Snopp. 
president,  rjmonstrutlng  against  the  death 
sentence  Imposed  upon  certain  church  dig- 
nitaries in  Bulgaria;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Queens  County 
Committee,  Inc.,  the  American  Legion,  De- 
partment of  New  York.  Little  Neck.  Long  Is- 
land, favoring  repudiation  of  Georgl  Zaru- 
bin.  Ambassador  from  Russia  to  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

A  letter  In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  Grand  Lodge  of  the  States  of  Washing- 
ton, Oregon,  and  Idaho,  signed  by  Nicholas 
Sarro,  M.  D.,  grand  recording  secretary,  re- 
affirming their  faith  In  the  principles  and 
ideals  of  democracy  and  their  determina- 
tion to  stand  behind  the  leadership  of  our 
Government;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  General  So- 
ciety, Sons  of  the  Revolution.  New  York.  N.  Y., 
favoring  the  ratification  of  treaties  by  a 
two-thirds  vote  of  the  entire  membership 
of  the  S3nate;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Military  Order 
of  the  World  Wars,  at  New  Orleans.  La  ,  fa- 
voring the  withdrawal  of  our  Ambassador  to 
Russia  and  of  the  Russian  Ambassador  to  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  National  Jew- 
ish Youth  Conference,  Narrowsburg.  N.  Y , 
favoring  the  prompt  ratification  ^  by  the 
Senate  of  the  genexride  treaty  (with  accnm- 
panylng  papers);  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  American 
Unitarian  Association,  of  Boston.  Mass..  fa- 
voring the  prompt  ratification  of  the  geno- 
cide treaty;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors of  the  County  of  Maul,  Walluku, 
Maul,  T.  H.,  favoring  the  appointment  of 
Samuel  W.  King  as  Governor  of  Hawaii:  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Beard  of  Su- 
pervisors of  the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu, 
T.  H.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to 
authorize  that  Board  to  Issue  bonds  for  pub- 
lic school  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Koolaupoko 
Hawaiian  Civic  Club,  favoring  the  appoint- 
ment of  Samuel  Wilder  King  as  Governor  of 
Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   Affairs. 

The  petition  of  the  Federated  Indians  of 
California.  Sacramento,  CalLf..  praying  for  a 
redress  of  grievances;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

The  petitions  of  the  Active  Club,  Lions 
Club,  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Junior  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  the  Klwanls  Club  and  the 


Rotary  Club,  all  of  the  city  of  Aberdeen, 
Wash.,  praying  for  the  appointment  of 
Frank  E.  Landsburg  as  a  member  of  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Marina  Busi- 
ness and  Professional  Women's  Club  of  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  relating  to  the  radio  and 
television  Industry  In  their  portrayal  of  the 
national  conventions  of  the  two  major  po- 
litical parties,  and  so  forth;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Al- 
dermen of  the  City  of  Chelsea,  Mass.,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  of  the  so- 
called  McCarran  Immigration  bills;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Society  of  the 
War  of  1812.  at  New  York.  N.  Y..  relaUng  to 
communism,  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  American 
Unitarian  Association.  Boston,  Mass.,  favor- 
ing the  repeal  of  the  so-called  McCarran  Im- 
migratlun  law;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

The  petition  of  Raymond  S.  Wood,  of  East- 
port,  Md.,  priiying  lor  a  redress  of  grlcv> 
ances;  to  the  Committee  on  tlie  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  New  York 
Women's  Bar  Association,  New  Ycwrk,  N.  Y.. 
protesting  against  the  enactment  of  Public 
Law  414,  the  so-called  McCarran  Immigration 
law;   to  the  ComraiLtee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  General  Sch 
clety  of  the  Sons  of  the  Revolution,  New 
York.  N.  Y  .  protesting  against  the  propxjsal 
that  the  United  Nations  flag  be  displayed 
over  American  school  buildings;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Western  New 
England    Region   of   Hadassah.   at   Blantyre,    ' 
Mass.,   favoring  the   repeal   of   the  so-called 
McCrran  immigration  law;  to  the  Conunlt* 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  Utter  In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  gnind  K&^e  of  the  States  of  Washing- 
ton, Oregon,  and  Idaho,  Sons  of  Italy  In 
America,  praying  for  the  enactment  of  House 
bill  7376,  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  to 
authorize  the  issuance  of  300,000  special  non- 
qufita-lmmiijrjxtion  visas  to  certain  refugees, 
persons  of  German  ethnic  origin  and  natives 
of  Ita!y,  Greece,  nnd  the  Netherlands,  and 
establishing  a  Special  Migration  Commis- 
sion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  Local  Union  366. 
Internaiioual  Union  of  Mine,  Mill  and 
Smelter  Workers,  at  RussellvlUe.  Ala.,  relat- 
ing to  the  McCarran  committee  investigating 
subversive  activities,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

A  rcsoluthn  adopted  by  Carson  Bounds 
Post  4396.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the 
United  States,  at  Philadelphia.  Miss.,  relat- 
ing to  methods  employed  by  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission  in  estab- 
lishing rosters  of  ellglbles  for  postmaster  ap- 
pointments, to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

Resolutions  adopted  by  the  Western  Asso« 
elation  of  State  Highway  Officials,  in  Seattle, 
Wash.,  relating  to  the  protection  of  water- 
sheds from  fire,  overcuttlng,  overgrazing,  and 
other  forms  of  abuse  and  to  work  toward 
restoring  damaged  areas,  etc.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

Resolutions  adopted  by  the  American 
Jewish  Congress.  South  Shore  Women's  Divi- 
sion, Arverne.  Long  Island,  and  the  South 
Shore  Women's  Division,  Far  Rockaway,  both 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  favoring  a  revision 
of  the  Senate  rules  to  limit  debate;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  memorial  of  J.  B.  Brldston,  and  sundry 
other  citizens  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota, 
remonstrating  against  the  seating  of  Senator 
Langer  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  the 
term  begmnlng  January  3.  1953;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 


RESOLUTION  OP  WISCONSIN  BUILD- 
ERS ASSOCIATION  ON  FHA,  TITLE 
I,  FUNDS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
building  trades  constitute  a  cornerstone 
of  American  prosperity. 

The  private  builders  of  this  Nation 
have  written  some  of  the  finest  chapters 
in  the  story  of  the  American  free-enter- 
prise system.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  reso- 
lution which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
home-finance  committee  of  the  Milwau- 
kee Builders  Association  and  which  has 
been  forwarded  to  me  here  in  Washing- 
ton and  to  the  National  Association  of 
Home  Builders. 

In  a  message  to  me  accompanying  the 
resolution.  Mr.  Roy  P.  Healy.  executive 
vice  president,  supplemented  the  appeal 
of  his  associates  for  extension  of  appro- 
priations under  FHA,  title  I.  I  fe^  sure 
that  my  colleagues  in  the  Congress  will 
Rive  their  early  and  sympathetic  atten- 
tion to  this  and  similar  messages. 

I  present  the  resolution  for  appropri- 
ate reference,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion w£is  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

DXCKMBEK  23,  1952. 
Re  FHA,  title  I. 
Mortgage  Finance  CoMMrrTEi, 

National  Association  of  Home  Builders, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Gentlemen:  The  following  resolution  was 
presented  by  the  home  finance  committee  of 
the    Milwaukee    Builders'    Association    and 
approved  by  the  board  of  directors  for  for- 
warding to  your  committee,  with  the  request 
that  you  give  it  yotir  serious  consideration: 
"Resolution 

"Whereas  FHA.  title  I.  section  2A.  of 
the  National  Housing  Act.  stipulates  in  part 
that  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  principal 
obligations  of  all  loans  under  this  section 
and  outstanding  at  any  one  time  shall  not 
exceed  $1,250,(X)0,000:   and 

"Whereas,  about  September  1952,  the 
amouii'  of  outstanding  loans  reached  the 
max  ■  -u  •       "'r^able  under  the  act;  and 

"^\  xh  .oans  reported  in  for  insur- 

ance s  •  a"  maximum  was  reached  had 
to  wale  i-'u  I  am  as  the  payoffs  of  loans 
reduced  vhc  "'.axlmum  total;   and 

"Whereas  the  liquidation  of  outstai^dlng 
loans  Is  approximately  |75.000.0(X)  per 
month:  and 

"Whereas  any  loan  reported  in  excess  of 
this  amount  monthly  would  have  to  wait 
their  turn  and  be  insured  under  future 
months'  payoffs,  thus  building  up  large 
volume  of  uninsured  loans;  and 

"Whereas  because  of  the  war  years,  short- 
ages of  materials  ana  labor,  much  work 
scheduled  for  improvement  of  American 
homes  has  been  needlessly  delayed;  and 

"Whereas  within  the  last  year  there  has 
been  a  tremendous  Increase  in  the  use  of 
FHA,  title  I.  loans :  Therefore  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Immediate  extension 
of  additional  funds  would  provide  for  the 
continued  employment  of  American  build- 
ing trades  workers;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  movement  under  way 
to  Improve  the  American  home  can  continue 
without  further  undue  Interruption;  and  be 
It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  home  finance  com- 
mittee of  the  Milwaukee  Builders'  Associa- 
tion respectfully  requests  the  board  of 
directors  of  said  association  to  petition  our 
national  association,  through  its  officers,  to 
appeal    to    Congress    that    additional   FHA, 


title  I  funds  be  BpiHx>priated  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  in  the  next  session;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  the  above  reso- 
lution be  forwarded  to  the  Honorable  Alex- 
ANDXB  WiLXT,  the  Honorablc  Joseph  McCas- 
THT,  the  Honorable  Charles  Kerstxm,  and 
the  Honorable  Andrew  Zablocki." 

Adopted  and  approved  by  the  Milwaukee 
Builders'  Association  board  of  directors  on 
October  30,  1052. 

Rot  P.  Healt, 
Executive  Vice  President. 


REPORT  ON  ALUMINUM  EXPANSION 
PROGRAM  AND  COMPETITION 
(H.  REPT.  NO.  1) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Chair- 
man and  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Defend  Production,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  section  712  (b)  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  a  report  on  the  aluminum  ex- 
pansion program  and  competition. 


REPORT  OP  JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON 
RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  LEGIS- 
LATION (S.  REPT.  NO.  6) 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Legislation,  I  submit,  pursuant  to 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  51  and 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  56,  a  re- 
port of  that  joint  committee  relating  to 
social  insurance  policies  and  the  rail- 
road retirement  system,  and  I  request 
that  it  be  printed,  with  Illustrations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received  and,  without  ob- 
jection, will  be  printed  as  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 


REPORT  OF  STUDY  OF  CONSUMER 
COMMODITY  PRICES  AND  MARGIN 
SPREADS  (S.  REPT.  NO.  2) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Chair- 
man and  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Defense  Production,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  section  712  (b)  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  a  report  of  a  study  of  con- 
sumer commodity  prices  and  margin 
spreads. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  tbe  report  just 
laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  President 
pro  tempore  be  printed  with  illustrations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 


REPORT  OF  JOINT  COMMTITEE  ON 
DEFENSE  PRODUCTION  (S.  REPT. 
NO.  3) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Chair- 
man and  Vice  Chairmtui  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Defense  Production,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  section  712  (b)  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  a  report  of  that  committee, 
together  with  a  report  from  each  agency 
performing  functions  under  authority  of 
that  act. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
tmanimous  consent  that  the  report  Just 
laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  President 
pro  tempore  be  printed  with  illustrations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


REPORT  OP  COMMITTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT OPERATIONS  RELATING 
TO  SEJ^ATE  ACTION  ON  HOOVER 
COMMISSION  REPORTS  (S.  REPT. 
NO.  4) 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, I  submit  a  report  relating  to  the 
Senate  action  on  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion reports,  and  request  that  it  be 
printed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received  and  printed,  as 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 


REPORT  OP  COMMITTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT OPERATIONS  RELATING 
TO  ACTIVITIES  OF  THE  SENATE 
COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS    (S.  REPT.  NO.  5) 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
from  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  I  submit  a  report  relating; 
to  the  activities  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations,  and  re- 
quest that  it  be  printed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received  and  printed,  as 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 


REPORT  OF  DELEGATION  ATTEND- 
ING COMMONWEALTH  PARLIA- 
MENTARY ASSOCIATION  MEET- 
ING IN  OTTAWA.  CANADA  (S.  DOC. 
NO.  7) 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  last  sum- 
mer, pursuant  to  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  86,  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed a  delegation  of  four  Senators 
to  attend  the  meeting  of  the  Common- 
wealth Parliamentary  Association  in 
Ottawa.  Canada,  on  September  12  and 
13.  I  was  appointed  as  chairman  of  the 
delegation.  I  now  submit  our  report  to 
the  Senate,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  the  report  printed  as  a  Senate 
document. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received,  and,  without  ob- 
jection, printed,  as  requested  by  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  dele- 
gation to  the  Ottawa  meeting  of  the 
Commonwealth  Parliamentary  Associ- 
ation, on  which  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green], 
who  was  chairman  of  our  group,  has  just 
submitted  a  report  to  the  Senate. 

I  should  like  to  take  just  a  moment 
at  this  time  to  add  a  word  expressing 
my  personal  appreciation  of  the  oppor- 
tunity which  was  given  me  to  serve  on 
our  delegation  and  to  commend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  for  the  splendid 
way  in  which  he  discharged  his  duties 
as  our  chairman. 
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We  did  not  go  to  Ottawa,  by  right,  as 
members  of  the  Commcmwealth  Parlia- 
mmtary  Association.  We  went  by  in- 
Titatlon.  as  guests,  and  we  were  present 
for  only  2  days  of  discussions  which 
lasted  a  full  week.  Cta  those  2  days,  the 
subject  was  Intemati(Hud  Affairs  and 
Defense. 

The  delegates  who  were  assembled 
there  from  all  over  the  world — repre- 
senting 48  parliaiBents  of  th«  British 
Commcmwealth — were  an  exceptionally 
able  group  of  men  and  women.  They 
Included  members  not  only  from  the 
United  Kingdom,  Canada,  and  Aus- 
tralia, but  also  from  India  and  Pakis- 
tan, and  from  Malaya,  the  Gold  Coast. 
Jamaica,  and  others,  as  weU. 

It  was  as  diverse  a  group  as  one  could 
Imagine.  Mr.  President,  with  different 
backgrounds  and  different  problems, 
but  held  together  by  a  common  interest 
in  the  success  of  representative  govern- 
ment. The  discussions  were  frank  and 
vigorous ;  and  there  were,  of  course,  dif- 
fering viewpoints  which  were  presented 
forcefully  and  honestly. 

The  whole  experience  was  Intensely 
interesting  and  stimulating,  and  I  think 
I  gained  an  Insight  into  some  of  the 
problems  of  the  world  which  I  did  not 
have  previously,  and  which  will  be  ex- 
tremely helpful  to  me  in  discharging 
my  duties  as  a  Senator. 

I  c(»iunend  the  meetings  of  this  and 
like  associations  to  all  other  Members  of 
the  Senate. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  351.  A  bill  to  amend  aectlon  1923  (a)  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
docket  teta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  McCasran  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  GECmGE: 

S.  252.  A  bill  to  permit  all  dvll  actions 
against  the  United  States  for  recovery  of 
taxes  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  col- 
lected to  be  brought  in  the  district  courts 
with  right  of  trial  by  Jury;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILKY: 

S.  253.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  O/Y  Con- 
crete A/B; 

S.  254.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kristlne  Lea 
Kimball; 

8.  255.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Odllla, 
also  known  as  Maria  Hutter; 

S.  256.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Klaus  C. 
Karde  and  Ingeborg  Karde; 

S.  257.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rosette  Sorge 
Savorgnan; 

8.258.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bogdan 
Wasiel; 

S.  259.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marina  Ber- 
nardls  Zlvollch  and  Mlrko  ZivoUch;  and 

8.  260.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ahmet  Hal- 
dun  Koca  Taskln;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  AIRES  (for  himself,  Mr.  Plan- 
dibs,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Tobxt, 
Mr.  JUDGES,  Mr.  BtrsH,  Mr.  Pustsll. 
and  Mr.  Kknnzdt)  : 

8.261.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  and 
approval    of    Congress    to    the    Connecticut 


River  flood -control  compact;   to  the   Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
8.262.  A  bUl  to  authorise  a  propam  for 
runoff  and  water  flow  retardation  and  soil- 
eroBlon    prevention    for    the    Green    River 
watershed  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee:    to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  THYB: 
S.  263.  A   bill   to   amend   title  m  of   the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  so  as 
to  provide  price  support  for  1953  and  1954 
crops  of  oats,  rye,  and  barley  at  90  percent 
of  parity;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Thtx  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
'S.  264.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  conveyance 
of  certain  land  in  the  State  of  Maryland  to 
the  Disney -Bell  Post,  No.  66.. of  the  American 
Legion,  Bowie,  Md.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insu)ar  Affairs. 

S.  265.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  an 
alien  who  Is  in  the  United  States  and  who 
is  a  quota  immigrant; 

S  266.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  an 
alien  who  is  in  the  United  States  and  who 
is  a  quota  Immigrant; 

8  267.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Pantclls  Mor- 
fessis; 

S.  268.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold  Trevor 
Colbourn; 

S.  269.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Richard 
Raoul  Rigler;  and 

S.  270.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of 
Baltimore,  Md.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  271.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of 
a  special  postage  stamp  in  honor  of  the  late 
George  Herman   (Babe)   Ruth;  and 

S.  272.  A  bill  to  pay  an  annuity  to  Richard 
W.  Goodhart;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HUNT: 
S.  273.  A  bill  to  provide  compensation  to 
the  Shoshone  and  Arapahoe  Tribes  of  In- 
dians for  certain  lands  on  the  Rlverton  recla- 
mation project  within  the  ceded  portion  of 
the  Wind  River  or  Shoshone  Indian  Reserva- 
tions, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

8. 274.  A  bill  to  require  the  keeping  of 
more  detailed  records  and  the  furnishing  of 
additional  information  by  certain  persons 
for  income-tax  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hunt  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

S.  275.  A  bill  to  further  define  the  national 
transportation  policy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarlcs  of  Mr.  Hunt  when  he  In- 
troduced the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

8.  276.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  so  as  to  prohibit  the  deduction  of 
expenses  or  losses  lnc\irred  in  Illegal  wager- 
ing; to  the  Conunittee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hunt  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 
S.  277.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appropria- 
tion of  funds  to  assist  the  States  and  Ter- 
ritories in  financing  more  equitable  schedules 
of  salaries  for  teachers  in  the  public  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  schools,  and  to  pro- 
mote the  general  welfare,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Mttuat  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S.  278.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Szyga  (Saul) 
Morgenstern;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 


By  Mr.  COOPER  (for  hlmaeU  and  Mr. 

Clemints)  : 
B.  379.  A  bill  to  authorlz*  the  oonatructlon 
of  certain  public  works  for  navigation  and 
flood  control  on  the  Big  Sandy  River  and  the 
Tug  and  Levisa  Porks,  and  for  other  purpoaes; 
to  the  Committee  on  PubUc  Works. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 
8.  280.  A  bill  to  provide  price  support  for 
the   1952  crop  of  Maryland  tobacco;   to  th« 
Committee  on  Agrlcultvu-e  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr.  TOBEY  (by  request) : 
S  281.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (17)    (a"), 
section  13  (3),  and  section  13  (4)  of  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Act  In  order  to  extend  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commlnlon  power 
to   prescribe   the   discontinuance  of   certain 
railroad    services    in    intrastate    commarce 
when  found  to  be  unreasonably  discrimina- 
tory against  or  to  constitute  an  undue  burden 
on  Interstate  commerce;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tobxt  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a,  separate  beading.) 
By  Mr    KILGORE: 
S  282.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hlldegarde 
HlUer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  283.  A  bill  to  provide  a  transcontinental 
superhighway  with  alternate  sections;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S  284.  A   bill   for   the   relief  of   Dfuio  Del 
Basso;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE  (for  himself,  Mr.  Ander- 
son, Mr.  Smath^rs,  Mr.  MAOirtrsoif, 
and  Mr.  Lehman)  ; 
8  285.  A  bill  to  create  a  committee  to  study 
and  evaluate  public  and  private  experiments 
In  weather  raodlflcatlon;   to  the  Conunittee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Conunerce. 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
S.  286.  A  bill  to  amend  section  402   (a)   of 
the  National  Housing  Act  to  change  the  name 
of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Inatirance 
Corporation:   to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

S.  287.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  issue  to  Jake  Alexander  a 
patent  in  fee  to  certain  lands  in  the  State 
of  Alabama;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

S  288  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlho  Koshiro; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  289.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Soldiers'  and 
Sailors'  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended. 
to  provide  further  relief  for  persons  in  mili- 
tary service,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr  SPARKMAN  (for  himself  and 
Mr  Hill)  : 
S  290  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  so  as  to  Improve 
credit  services  available  to  farmers  seeking 
to  change  or  diversify  their  farming  opera- 
tions or  adjust  and  improve  their  farming 
practices;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

S  291.  A  bill  to  amend  the  rules  for  the 
prevention  of  collisions  on  certain  Inland 
waters  of  the  United  States  and  on  the  west- 
ern rivers;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S  292.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  Green- 
wood; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  293.  A  bill  to  extend  the  period  witliin 
which  courses  of  instruction  may  be  ini- 
tiated pursuant  to  the  Servicemen's  Read- 
Jxistment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  by  certain 
veterans  unable  to  avail  themselves  of  such 
educational  benefits  because  of  illness  or 
physical  disability;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  DANIEL: 
8.  294.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  esUbllsh  the 
titles  of  the  States  to  lands  t>eneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  original  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  neural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  jurisdiction,  use,  and  control  of 
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the  subsoil  and  sea  bed  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  lying  outside  of  the  original  State 
boundaries;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Dahixl  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  DIRK8EN: 

8.  205.  A  bin  for  the  creation  of  a  Com- 
mission  on  CongraMlonal  Salaries,  and  for 
other  purpoaes;  to  the  Committee  on  Poat 
Office  and  CItU  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  DnocsKic  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  tin- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  BRICKER: 

8.  290.  A  biU  conferring  United  SUtes  citi- 
zenship posthumously  upon  Henry  Litmano- 
wltz  (Litman);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  297.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Arthur 
Tye;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PRBAR: 

8  298.  A  bUl  to  afford  the  taxpayer  the 
right  to  determine  the  period  of  useful  life 
of  property  in  computing  deductions  for  de- 
preciation under  the  inoome-tax  laws;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Pkzas  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina : 

8. 299.  A  bill  to  reduce  certain  rates  of 
postage  on  parcels  sent  to  or  by  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
stationed  outside  the  United  States; 

S.  300.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States,  serving  outside  continental  United 
States  or  in  Alaska;  and 

S.  301.  A  bill   to   modify   and  extend  the 
authority  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  lease 
quarters  for  pKJSt-offlce  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

S  302.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emery  and 
E  eanor  Nussbaum; 

S.  303.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Felix  8. 
Schorr  and  his  wife,  Lilly  Elizabeth  Schorr: 

S.  304.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  H. 
Winternltz  and  Jenta  Winternitz; 

S.  305.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
locale; 

S.  306.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Waltraut 
Mies  van  der  Rohe; 

S.  307.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amy  Bev- 
erley Wong; 

S  308  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pilolaos 
Pjolakls  and  his  wife,  Vassillki  Tsolakis; 

S.  309.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Betty  Klyoko 
Salto; 

S.  310.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leonardo 
R')mano; 

S.  311.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Palumbo; 

S.  312.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Drsl: 

8. 313.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  D. 
Nehama; 

S  314.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cornelius  A. 
Navori; 

8.  315.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Owen  Lowery; 

S.  316.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vera  Lazaros 
ind  Crlsto  Lazaros; 

S  317.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hans  Horn; 

S.318.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Guenter 
Hoffman; 

S  319.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carlo  di 
LuiRi  e  di  Beltrami  Adaigtsa  Gola; 

S  320.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  David 
Pranklln  (Shunichi  Tanimura); 

S  321.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Art- 
itldls  Dragazls; 

S.  322.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Aiello; 

8.  323.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Cohen; 
ind 

S.  324.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gregory  Leon 
Baranowski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl- 
;lary. 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  (by  request)  : 

8  325  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patricia  Ann 
Cary;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
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By  Mr.  8CHOBPPEL: 

8.  326.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Danuta 
Oktawlec; 

8. 327.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Tarik  8. 
Kajmor;  and 

S.  328.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Caslmero 
Rivera  Outlerres,  Teresa  Gutierrez,  Susana 
Rivera  Gutierrez,  Martha  AguUera  Gutierrez, 
and  Armando  Caslmero  Gutierrez;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

8.329.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  2  of  the 
act  of  May  1,  1936  (40  Stat.  1260),  and  to 
rescind  certain  orders  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  establishing  Indian  reservations 
in  the  Territory  of  Alaska; 

8.  330.  A  bill  to  {M-ovide  for  segregation  of 
the  interests  of  individual  members  of  the 
various  Indian  tribes  in  funds  deposited  in 
the  Treastu-y  to  the  credit  of  such  tribes; 

8.331.  A  bill  to  provide  for  disposition  of 
Inherited  interests  in  the  estates  of  deceased 
Indian  allottees; 

8.  332.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
several  States  over  offenses  committed  by 
or  against  Indians  on  Ixuliau  reservations; 
and 

8.  333.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  August  9, 
1946,  providing  for  the  preparation  of  a 
membership  roll  of  the  Indians  of  the  Yakima 
Reservation;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By    Ut.    morse     (for     himself,    Mr. 
Douglas  and  Mr.  Humphket  )  : 

8.  334.  A  bUl  to  require  Members  of  Con- 
gress, certain  other  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States  and  certain  officials  of 
political  parties  to  file  statements  disclosing 
the  amount  and  sources  of  their  incomes,  the 
value  of  their  assets,  and  their  dealings  in 
securities  and  commodities;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Morse  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

S.  335.  A  bill  to  provide  a  decree  of  com- 
petency for  United  States  Indians  In  cer- 
tain cases;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.  336.  A  bill  to  grant  civil-service  em- 
ployees   retirement    after   30    years"   service; 

S.  337.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amend- 
ed, so  as  to  permit  the  retirement  of  postal 
employees  who  have  rendered  at  least  30 
years  of  service; 

S.  338.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
so  as  to  permit  redepoelt  by  reemployed  an- 
nuitants of  refunds  of  contributions  and  to 
allow  credit  for  service  covered  by  such  re- 
deposlts; 

8.339.  A  bin  to  amend  the  CivU  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
so  as  to  exempt  from  taxation  annuities  of 
retired  employees; 

S.  340.  A  bill  to  provide  maternity  leave 
for  Government  employees; 

8.341.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  ClvU  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
so  as  to  provide  certain  benefits  for  annui- 
tants who  retired  prior  to  April  1,  1948; 

S.  342.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  rates  of  annui- 
ties for  certain  employees  retired  under  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930, 
as  amended,  prior  to  April  1,  1948;   and 

8.343.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
so  as  to  provide  certain  benefits  for  the  wid- 
ows of  employees  who  died  prior  to  Feb- 
ruary 28,  1948.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 

S.  344.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Jo- 
sephine Vigo; 

8.345.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 
Chalut; 

8.  346.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alick  Bhark- 

8.  347.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  George  Tai- 
pale; 


S.348.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  AntonkM 
Lyglzos; 

8.  349.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  May  Ung  Ng: 

8. 350.  A  bm  for  the  relief  of  John  Mroc- 
zek;  and 

8.351.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Catherine 
Nina  Cole;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
8.  J.  Res.  11.  Joint   resolution    authorizing 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  to  Dr.  J.  Flnley 
Wilson,  in  Washington.  D.  C;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  (for  herself 
and  Mr.  Patnx)  : 
8.  J.  Res.  12.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
and  direct  the  International  Joint  Commis- 
sion on  United  States-Canadian  boundary 
waters  to  make  a  survey  of  the  proposed 
Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  project,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

By   Mr.   HOLLAND    (for  himself.   Mr. 
Butler  of  Nebraska,  Mr.  Smatrexs. 
Mr.  Btss,  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Ben- 
nett, Mr.  Watkiks,  Mr.  Brickzr,  Mr. 
Taft,  Mr.  BtrrucK  of  MaryUnd,  Mr. 
Beaix,  Mr.  OosooN,  Mr.  Carlson,  Mr. 
Schoeffel.  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr.  John- 
son  of  Texas,  Mr.   Durr,  Mr.   Max- 
tin,    Mr.    Ellendes,    Mr.    Long,    Mr. 
KASTI.AND,   Mr.    Stennib,   Mr.    Frear, 
Mr.   Flanders,   Mr.   Golswater,   Mr. 
HxNNUcKsoN,    Mr.    Smtth    of    New 
Jersey,  Mr.  Hicksnloopek,  Mr.  Jbv- 
NER,    Mr.    Knowland.    Mr.    Kuckkl, 
Mr.   McClellan,  Mr.  Matbank,  Mr. 
MuNDT,    Mr.    Potter,    Mr.    Salton- 
stall, Mr.  Sicn-H  of  North  Carolina, 
Mr.    Thte,    Mr.    Welkzr,    and    Mr. 
McCarran)  : 
8  J.  Res.  13.  Joint    resolution    to    confirm 
and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath     navigable     waters     within     State 
boundaries    and    to    the    natural    resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands 
and  resources:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Holland  when  he 
Introduced  the  alx>ve  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
8.  J.  Res.  14.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for 
the  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
of  functions  relating  to  irrigation  projects 
on  Indian  reservations;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  15.  Joint  resolution  to  reopen 
certain  lands  in  the  State  of  Washington  to 
entry  under  the  mining  laws;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


AMENDMENT  OP  AGRICULTURAL 
ACT  OP  1949.  RELATING  TO  PRICE 
SUPPORT  FOR  OATS,  RYE,  AND 
BARLEY  AT  90  PERCENT  OP  PAR- 
ITY DURING  1953  AND  1954 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend 
title  in  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended.  The  bill  proposes  to  place 
oats,  barley,  and  rye  crops  in  the  same 
category  as  the  six  basic  crops,  namely, 
under  the  90  percent  of  parity  price 
support  for  1953  and  1954. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  263)  to  amend  title  HI  of 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  sunended, 
so  as  to  provide  price  support  for  1953 
and  1954  crops  of  oats,  rye,  and  barley 
at  90  percent  of  parity,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Thyb.  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
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KKEPIMG  OF  DETAILED  RECORDS 
AND  FURNISmNO  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION  BY  CERTAIN  PER- 
SONS FOR  INCOME-TAX  PUR- 
POSES 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  »i»proprlate  reference  a  bill  to 
require  the  keeping  of  more  detailed  rec- 
ords and  the  furnishing  of  additional  in- 
formation bjr  certain  persons  for  in- 
come-tax purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  by  me  relating 
to  the  bill  be  printed  In  the  Rscoro. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  274)  to  require  the  keeping 
of  more  detailed  records  and  the  fur- 
nishing of  additional  information  by 
certain  persons  for  income-tax  purposes, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Hunt,  was  received. 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hunt 
is  as  follows: 

STA-miKNT    BT    SZNATCHl   HUNT 

Thla  bill  requires  that  every  person  liable 
to  a  tax  Imposed  by  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  on  operators  of  wagering  houses  file  an 
annual  return  listing  dally  records  of  gains 
and  losses  from  wagering  transactions,  and 
keep  records  and  make  other  returns  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  from  time  tn 
time  prescribe.  These  records  and  returns 
win  be  subject  to  the  penalties  of  perjury 
for  any  falsehoods  contained  therein. 

The  bin  also  contains  a  requirement  that 
every  person  operating  a  wagering  house  il- 
legaUy  shaU  maintain  records  prescribed  ni 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 
In  addition,  it  is  provided  that  all  books  and 
records  of  wagering  houses  shall  be  open  to 
inspection  by  the  Bureau  of  Interm.I 
Revenue. 

This  bill  would  have  the  effect  of  Imposing 
a  greater  duty  upon  keepers  of  wagering  es- 
tablishments in  the  maintenance  of  records 
than  on  persons  in  other  forma  of  business. 
An  even  greater  duty  is  imposed  upon  per- 
sons engaged  in  illegal  wagering  transactions. 

The  basic  problem  raised  by  the  bill  is  one 
of  enforcement.  But  in  any  event,  if  the 
records  required  by  the  bill  were  kept,  the 
BIR  would  have  a  convenient  method  of  de- 
termining tax  liability.  If  the  records  are 
not  kept,  a  basis  for  prosecution  would  exist. 

The  Department  of  Justice  was  generally 
in  accord  with  the  bill,  suggesting  only  minor 
and  technical  changes.  There  is  no  record 
(if  the  Treasury  Department's  position  on 
this  bill.  It  would  be  charged  with  the 
enforcement. 


FURTHER  DEFINING  THE  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION  POLICY 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
further  define  the  national  tran.sporta- 
tion  policy.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent 
that  a  statement  by  me  relating  to  the 
bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tlie 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record 

The  bill  tS.  275)  to  further  define  the 
national  transportation  policy,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Hunt.  wa.s  received  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce, 


The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hunt 
is  as  follows: 

STATKMurr  IT  Senato*  Hrirr 

This  bill  amends  the  Transportation  Act  of 
1940.  It  is  known  a«  the  antlracketecrlng 
amendment.  Its  purpoM  U  to  etubllsh  as  a 
matter  of  policy  the  intention  of  Congress 
that  the  transportation  Indiutry  shall  b« 
kept  free  of  terrorism,  extortion,  racketeer- 
ing, or  similar  unlawful  or  unethical  busi- 
ness tactics. 

This  bill  adds  a  statement  to  the  national 
transportation  policy  but  conuins  no  spe- 
clflc  implementing  authority.  Since  the 
declaration  of  policy  sets  the  scope  and  pur- 
pose of  the  entire  act.  within  which  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  Is  required 
to  administer  and  enforce  lu  provisions,  the 
bill  should  have  the  effect  of  strengthening 
the  position  of  the  ICC  in  dealing  with  the 
above-mentioned  practices.  The  bill  would 
have  little  practical  application  to  the  rail- 
roads but  would  broaden  the  ICC's  author- 
ity with  respect  to  motor  carriers,  water  car- 
riers, and  freight  forwarders. 

The  Department  of  Justice,  with  limited 
suggestions,  favored  the  enactment  of  this 
legislation. 

The  committee's  comments  are  contained 
In  Report  No.  721  ( 82d  Cong.,  1st  sess.  i ;  the 
comments  of  the  Justice  Department  In  :i 
letter  dated  March  13,  1952  (not  reprinted  in 
the  report) . 


AMENDMENT  OP  CODE  RELATING 
TO  DEDUCTION  OF  EXPENSES  OR 
LOSSES  INCURRED  IN  ILLEGAL 
WAGERING 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as 
to  prohibit  the  deduction  of  expenses  or 
losses  incurred  in  illegal  wagerintr.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred:  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Recokd. 

The  bill  i  S.  276 1  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  prohibit  the  de- 
duction of  expenses  or  losses  incurred 
in  illegal  waKerintr,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Hunt,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hi'xt 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  bv  Senator  Hunt 
This  bill  would  amend  section  2:1  (ai  ;iv.fl 
23  (h)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Cotie.  it 
would  provide  for  the  disallowance  of  ex- 
penses or  disbursements  incurred  by  a  tax- 
payer as  11  result  of  illegal  wagerlnK.  hikI  also 
require  ta.xation  on  gtins  from  illegal  water- 
ing tran.'actions  without  regard  to  los.se.s 
similarly  incurred.  It  would  apply  to  ama- 
teurs as  well  as  profe8.slnnaIs.  but  its  priin.iry 
impact  would  be  on  professionals. 

It  would  have  the  elTeci  of  taxing  ivrsons 
engaged  in  the  business  of  illegal  gambling 
upon  their  gross  recelpt-s.  Salaries.  rent«! 
and  other  expenses  Incident  to  the  operation 
of  the  illegal  gambling  business  couUl  not 
be  dediict.-d  in  arriving  at  the  amount  on 
which  the  ta.x  Is  to  be  computed.  The  net 
result,  in  treneral.  would  be  that  the  tax  due 
would  exceed  the  amount  of  net  income 
earned.  Professional  gamblers  oiieratni" 
illegally  wr  uld  be  forced  to  discontinue  oi)ei- 
ations  i>r  to  violate  the  law. 
,  Denying  a  deduction  for  losses  or— In  the 
terminoloc"  of  the  profe.^sional  gambler— 
•i',,iu-out?.  ■  i;-.e  effect  would  be  a  l.ix  on  all 


money  received  whether  or  not  It  is  retaine<l. 
Some  question  may  be  raised  as  to  whether 
such  money  so  received  la  Income  within  the 
meaning  of  the  sixteenth  amendment.  Pur- 
thermore.  It  Is  unlikely  that  persons  having 
gambling  leases  In  excess  of  gambling  gains 
would  pay  a  Ux  on  the  gains  when  they  are 
forbidden  to  take  their  1om«s  into  account. 


FEDERAL  AID  FOR  PUBLIC  SCHOOL 
TEACHERS'  SALARIES 

Mr,  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  authorize  the  appropriation  of  funds 
to  assist  the  States  and  Territories  in 
financing  more  equitable  schedules  of 
.salaries  for  teachers  in  the  public  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  schools,  to  pro- 
mote the  general  welfare,  and  for  other 
punx)ses.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  by  me  explaining  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  i-eceived  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  277)  to  authorize  the  ap- 
propriation of  funds  to  assist  the  States 
and  Territories  in  financing  more  equi- 
table schedules  of  salaries  for  teachers  in 
the  public  elementary  and  secondary 
.-^chools.  and  to  promote  the  general  wel- 
fare, and  for  other  purposes,  inti-oduced 
by  Mr.  Murray,  was  read  twice  by  it.5 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  ou 
1  abor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Ilie  statement  presented  by  Mr.  MuR- 
i;.AY  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Murkat 

I  have  t(Xlay  intnxluced  a  bill  which  would 
give  Federal  aid  lor  a  specific  purpose — to 
help    raise    publlc-8chot)l    teachers"    salaries. 

Tor  over  .'^0  years  Congress  has  been  con- 
Mderini,'  general  Federal-ald-to-educatlon 
bill.s.  I.  myself,  have  sponsored  several  com- 
prehen.sive  Federal-aid  bills,  but  no  compre- 
hensive Federal-aid-to-education  legislation 
has  pas.sed  Con«rew!.  Yet.  the  need  for  Fed- 
eral aid  to  education  continues  to  demand 
the  Nation's  attention. 

There  are  many  fields  In  which  FederMl 
aid  i>i  needed,  but  I  am  convinced  that  there 
are  five  fields  in  which  the  need  is  musi 
pressing.      'Ilie.se  fleULs  are: 

1.  Aid  for  publk -school  teachers'  salaries 

-'    Aid  lor  public-school  construction. 

;<  Aid  to  provide  funds  for  scholarships 
■  Old  loans  for  worthy,  needy  students. 

4  Aid  to  help  eradicate  adult  Illiteracy  in 
United  Slates. 

•°)  Aid  to  provide  essentia!  service  for  all 
children  In  America  to  protect  and  promote 
their  health  and  welfare. 

it  Is  essential  that  each  need  to  be  met  b" 
expressly  i>rovided  in  a  Federal-aid  bill,  lest 
iinv  .'^tiite  decide  to  u.se  all  of  the  fund»^ 
gr.mted  l>>r  one  of  these  purposes,  or  for 
general  nialnienance.  Actuallv.  the  Federnl- 
akl  bill  which  the  Senate  pa.ssed  In  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  does  not  assure  a  single 
tearher  one  cent  from  the  total  fund  as  an 
intrea.se  m  his  or  her  pay.  it  dties  no- 
a.ssuie  11  sint'ie  i^ervice  to  any  child  in  the 
United  States. 

Now  I  Voted  f(,r  the  bill  because  It  was 
the  only  Federal -aid  bill  which  I  had  a  chance 
to  vote  on,  and  I  hoped  the  Hou.se  wouW 
write  more  specific  provisions  into  It.  Let 
me  emphaM/e  that  unless  the  law  expresslv 
provides  fur  the  use  of  the  money  appro- 
priate<l  for  teachers'  salaries,  we  cannot  be 
sure  that  one  cent  will  be  ui^ed  for  that  p\ir- 
pose.  I  base  this  stalenieni  on  the  decision  oi 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  a  ca.-c 
'"•i   111-  lu  \\;;s!::n-ton  S'mic. 


Tht  Ca$e  of  Kings  County,  WoMhington  ▼. 
Seattle  School  dUtriet  (303  U.  8.  861)  Mtab- 
Ilshes  the  need  for  stating  speclflcalljr  what 
the  Pederal  money  U  to  tM  tu«d  for.  This 
case  grew  from  a  spacUl  Fwleral  appropria- 
tion to  the  8Ut«  of  WMhlngton,  "for  aduca- 
tlon,  roa<U,  and  brldgM."  All  thrM  purposM 
were  naoMd  in  the  bill,  and.  at  ttrst,  all  thrM 
purpose*  were  eqiuUjr  serrad  from  tba  Fad- 
eral  funds.  However,  toon  thareaftar.  tba 
practice  was  started  of  cutting  down  on  tb« 
sum  allowed  for  education,  and  latar  for 
bridges.  Finally,  not  one  cent  of  the  money 
allocated  In  the  total  fund  was  glTsn  for 
education.  The  board  of  education  decided 
to  take  the  case  to  court,  and  carried  the 
cose  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 
The  Supreme  Court  ruled  that  if  the  State 
uses  all  of  the  fimds  for  any  one  autborlxed 
Item  it  does  not  have  to  use  any  of  the  sum 
for  the  other  two  authorized  purposes.  By 
similar  reasoning.  It  follows  that  If  the  bill 
authorizes  funds  for  school  maintenance  and 
teachers'  salaries,  that  the  State  may  uae  all 
of  the  sum  for  school  maintenance  so  as  not 
to  increase  the  State's  appropriation  for 
maintenance  and  deny  the  teachers  one  cent 
of  increase. 

It  Ls  not  the  Intent,  I  believe,  of  the 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate,  to 
support  Federal  aid  for  education  to  make 
It  possible  for  any  State  to  deny  to  the 
public-school  teachers  of  any  State  any  in- 
crease In  their  salaries  through  a  Pederal 
aid  bill.  Tet.  the  only  way  to  asaure  to  the 
teachers  that  they  wUl  receive  an  increase 
in  pay  through  a  Federal  aid  appropriation 
Is  to  have  the  law  expressly  require  such 
payments.  This  requirement  is  the  basis  at 
my  bill. 

Yet,  Judging  from  the  action  of  our  Con- 
gress, I  now  realize  that  whUe  some  Members 
may  accept  a  general  bill  with  specific  pur- 
poses for  the  use  of  authorized  funds  pre- 
cisely set  forth,  and  many  others  would  take 
a  chance  on  letting  the  several  States  each 
a! locate  the  funds  as  may  be  desired,  that 
more  and  more  Members  are  eager  to  have 
a  chance  to  vote  en  each  provision  for  which 
Federal  aid  is  needed  In  a  separate  bill. 

There  is  a  growing  feeling  that  each  pro- 
vision should  be  voted  up  or  down  on  Its 
own  merits.  I  hav«',  therefore,  introduced 
the  bill  which  appears  to  me  to  provide  aid 
where  It  is  sorely  needed,  to  raise  the  salaries 
of  public-school  teachers.  I  cannot  see  how 
the  principle  in  suc'a  a  bill  can  be  contro- 
versial. 

I  had.  in  this  bill.  Introduced  another  basic 
principle  in  relation  to  the  distribution  of 
funds. 

I  believe  the  funds  given  to  each  State 
should  not  only  recognize  the  relative  need 
of  the  State  among  the  several  States,  but 
we  should  alco  serve  as  a  means  of  help  and 
rcjulrlng  a  State  tD  more  nearly  equalize 
ralarles  within  the  State. 

In  pome  of  our  richest  States  today, 
teachers  are  paid  lef»  than  $150,  some  even 
less  than  flOO.  a  month.  I  am  most  con- 
c?rned  with  helpln,j  raise  the  salaries  of 
the  lowest  paid  clJissroom  teacher.  This, 
tiie  bill  I  am  now  Introducing,  will  provide 
aid  for  Just  this  group.  As  for  the  other 
four  needs  which  I  have  mentioned,  and  I 
feel  must  be  met.  I  believe  they  wlU  be 
taken  care  of  in  ot.:ier  leglalation.  Today, 
however,  I  plead  for  American  public-school 
teachers  and  the  children  they  teach.  The 
teachers  in  the  elementary  and  secondary 
schools  of  our  country  must  be  paid  a  more 
nearly  adequate  salary  if  we  are  to  retain 
thousands  of  qualified  teachers  now  serving 
our  people  and  if  we  are  to  attract  capable 
men  and  women  to  the  teaching  profession. 
I  believe  that  aid  for  public  elementary  and 
high-school  teachers'  salaries  is  moet  essen- 
tial today  and  I  shall  press  for  early  con- 
sideration of  my  bUL 


COMli&ISSION    ON    CONORBSSIONAL 
SALARDBS 

Mr.  DIRK8EN.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  tb«  creation  of  a  Commiaakm  on 
Congreulonal  Salarlea,  and  for  other 
purpoaes.  I  aak  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  proceed  tor  1  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and,  without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  may  proceed,  as 
requested. 

The  bUl  (S.  295)  for  the  creation  of  a 
ConunlBsion  on  Congressional  Salaries, 
and  for  other  purposes.  Introduced  by 
Mr.  DiaKsm,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Ccnninittee 
on  Post  OfDoe  and  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  last 
year  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  considered  a  bill  which  I  in- 
troduced providing  for  the  creation  of  a 
Commission  on  Congressional  Salaries, 
and  for  other  purposes.  In  brief,  it  pro- 
posed to  set  up  a  Commission  well  dif- 
fused geographically,  and  also  as  to  oc- 
cupation and  profession,  to  consider  the 
matter  in  all  its  aspects  and  then  to 
malce  a  report  and  a  finding.  That  bill 
was  favorably  reported,  and  it  was  on 
the  calendar  throughout  the  second  ses- 
sion of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 
Quite  a  number  of  Senators  made  an 
endeavor,  of  courre.  to  obtain  favorable 
action,  but  for  reasons  that  do  not  have 
to  be  enumerated  now,  no  action  was 
had.  So  I  have  now  introduced  that 
same  bill,  as  amended  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Sen? tor  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  state  that  if  I  become  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Servica  I  can  assure  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  the  commit- 
tee will  give  early  consideration  to  the 
matter,  and  hold  hearings,  if  necessary. 
The  subject  will  be  given  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Kansas. 


EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  POWERS 
TO  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  by  re- 
quest, I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  in  order  to  extend  to  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  the 
power  to  prescribe  the  discontinuance  of 
certain  railroad  services  in  intrastate 
commerce  when  found  to  be  unreason- 
ably discriminatory  against  or  to  con- 
stitute an  undue  burden  on  interstate 
commerce. 

This  proposal  is  a  major  item  in  the 
legislative  program  of  the  railroads.  It 
is  controversial  legislation.  I  introduce 
it  by  request  so  that  it  may  receive  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  281)  to  amend  section  1 
(17)  (a),  section  13  (3),  and  secUon  13 


(4)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in 
order  to  extend  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  power  to  prescribe 
the  discontinuance  of  certain  railroad 
services  In  intrastate  commerce  when 
found  to  be  imreasonably  discriminatory 
against  or  to  constitute  an  undtie  burden 
on  interstate  commerce;  introduced  by 
Mr.  Toarr  (by  request),  was  recelv«d. 
read  twice  by  ito  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Poreigii 
Commerce. 


USEFUL  LIFE  OF  PROPERTY  IN  COM- 
PUTINa  DEDUCTIONS  FOR  DEPRE- 
CIATION UNDER  INCOME-TAX 
LAWS 

Mr.  PREAR.  Mr.  President.  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  afford  the  taxpayer  the  right  to  deter- 
mine the  period  of  useful  life  of  prop- 
erty in  computing  deductions  for  depre- 
ciation under  the  income-tax  laws.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
relating  to  the  bill  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  298)  to  afford  the  tax- 
payer the  right  to  determine  the  period 
of  useful  life  of  property  in  computing 
deductions  for  depreciation  under  the 
income-tax  laws,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Freak,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Frkas 
is  as  foUows: 
Statimint  BT  Senatok  Fskak  on  Bill  To 

Amend  Section  23  (1).  Intekmal  Rxvenitb 

Code 

The  effect  of  the  bill,  if  enacted  into  law, 
would  be  to  give  to  the  taxpayer  the  right 
to  deterfnine  the  period  of  useful  life  of  his 
property  for  which  he  is  allowed  to  take  a 
deduction  for  depreciation  under  section 
23  (I)  of  the  code.  However,  the  bill  im- 
poses certain  limitations.  In  the  case  of 
real  property,  the  taxpayer  would  have  to 
select  a  period  of  useful  life  of  not  less  than 
5  years  nor  more  than  50  years.  In  the  case 
of  personal  property,  the  taxpayer  wouUl 
have  to  select  a  period  of  useful  life  of  not 
less  than  1  year  nor  more  than  5  years.  The 
taxpayer's  determination  of  the  useful  life  of 
any  particular  piece  of  property,  if  within 
the  permissible  periods  described  above, 
would  be  binding  upon  all  tax-collection  offi- 
cers. It  would  also  be  binding  upon  the 
taxpayer,  in  that  once  having  selected  the 
period  of  useful  life  of  a  particular  piece  of 
property  he  could  not  later  select  a  different 
period  of  useful  life  for  that  piece  of  prop- 
erty, unless  he  secured  the  consent  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do  so. 

This  change  in  the  present  law  would,  un- 
der the  bill,  be  effective  for  all  taxable  years 
which  begin  after  E>ecember  31.  1852.  How- 
ever, the  change  would  apply  only  to  prop- 
erty which.  In  the  hands  of  the  taxpayer, 
first  becomes  the  subject  of  the  depreciation 
deduction  in  a  taxable  year  beginning  after 
December  31,  1052.  That  Is,  the  change 
would  not  apply  to  property  of  the  tax- 
payer with  respect  to  which  he  took  a  de- 
duction for  depreciation  in  a  taxable  year 
which  began  before  January  1.  1953.  The 
change  in  law  would  apply  to  property  which 
the  taxpayer  acquires  In  a  taxable  year  be- 
ginning after  December  31,  1052,  and  to  prop- 
erty which  he  acquired  In  a  taxable  year 
beginning  before  January  l«  I9SS.  but  wbicb 
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lint  becomes  the  subject  of  a  depreciation 
deduction  In  a  taxable  year  beginning  after 
December  31,  1962. 


DISCLOSURE  OF  SOURCES  OP  IN- 
COME BY  MEMBERS  OP  CONGRESS 
AND  CERTAIN  GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Douglas],  and  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  HukphreyI,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  would  require  Members  of  Con- 
gress and  other  top  Government  oCBcials 
to  file  reports  disclosing  their  sources  of 
income,  receipt  of  gifts,  assets  held  in- 
dividually or  with  another  person,  trans- 
actions In  isecurities  and  commodities, 
and  all  fimds,  in  whatever  form,  sub- 
ject to  their  use. 

I  believe  that  the  American  people 
would  feel  very  much  more  assured  that 
there  was  not  corruption  in  Government 
if  high  Government  officials,  including 
Members  of  Congress,  were  required  to 
make  public  the  sources  and  amounts  of 
their  incomes.  I  believe  further  that  no 
man  should  run  for  public  office  unless 
he  is  willing  to  disclose  to  the  American 
people  the  source  of  his  income. 

Since  1947  I  have  introduced  measures 
to  accomplish  this  purpose.  Congress 
has  taken  no  action  on  any  of  them. 
But  the  time  has  come  for  decisive  ac- 
tion to  be  taken.  The  American  people 
demand  and  deserve  it. 

This  bill  is  an  amplification  of  S.  2284 
which  I  introduced  for  myself,  and  Sen- 
ators Douglas  and  Hxjmphrey  in  Octo- 
ber 1951.  This  new  bill  extends  the  pro- 
posed reporting  requirements  to  gifts,  all 
jointly  held  property,  and  funds  avail- 
able for  the  use  of  officials  whether  or 
not  such  funds  constitute  income  for 
tax  purposes.  In  addition,  it  is  provided 
that  the  Comptroller  General,  who 
would  be  the  custodian  of  such  reports, 
issue  regulations  to  insure  that  the  re- 
ports would  be  available  for  public  con- 
sumption, but  not  for  private  use. 

The  bill  (S.  334)  to  require  Members 
of  Congress,  certain  other  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  and  cer- 
tain officials  of  political  parties  to  file 
statements  disclosing  the  amount  and 
sources  of  their  incomes*  the  value  of 
their  assets,  and  their  dealings  in  secu- 
rities and  commodities,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Morse  <for  himself,  Mr.  Douglas. 
and  Mr.  Humphrey) ,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CANCELLATION 
OP  CERTAIN  CAPFTAL  TRANSIT  CO 
LINES 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland  siibmUted 
the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  26 ». 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  ori 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

Resolved.  That  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  is  requested  to  1 1 1  deterniine 
the  extent  of  its  power  tc  make  an  invefitl- 
gatlon  and  .study  of,  and  Its  power  to  Issue 
orders  or  take  other  a'.tlon  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  canct.  Mons  of  service  by  the 
Capital  Transit  Co.  on  lines  N-8  0-2  Y-3 
T-4.  F-«.  H-3.  G-8.  and  X-8  In  Prince  Georges 
and  Montgomery  Counties,  Md,,  uiiU  the  Dis- 


trict of  Columbia;  (2)  make  such  Investiga- 
tion and  study  with  respect  to  such  proposed 
cancellations,  and  Issue  such  orders  or  take 
such  action  pending  the  making  of  .such  In- 
vestigation and  study  and  upon  the  com- 
pletion thereof,  as  It  may  determine  to  be 
within  IM  powers  and  In  the  public  Interest; 
and  (3)  report  to  the  Congress  as  soon  as 
practicable  the  results  of  such  Investigation 
and  study  (including  an  account  of  any 
orders  issued  or  action  taken  pending  or  upon 
completion  thereof),  together  with  its  rec- 
ommenCatlons,  If  any,  for  necessary  legis- 
lation. 


PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  OP  SENATE 
RUU:  IN  REGARD  TO  REPORTS  OP 
CONFERENCE  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  FERGUSON  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  <S.  Res.  27) ,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

Resohed.  That  paragraph  3  of  rule  XXVII 
of  the  S.anding  Rules  of  the  Senate  as  siviwn 
on  page  42  of  the  1951  edition  of  the  Senate 
Manual  be  and  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  f ollov/s : 

"3.  lai  In  any  case  in  which  a  di-^agree- 
ment  to  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  has  been  referred  to  conferees,  It 
shall  be  in  order  for  the  conferees  to  report 
a  su'jstitute  on  the  bame  subject  matter; 
but  the>  may  not  include  In  the  report  mat- 
ter not  rommitted  to  them  by  either  House; 
nor  may  they  strike  out  matter  pa.sbed  In 
Identical  form  by  t>olh  Houses,  nor  modliy 
any  such  matter.  They  may,  however,  in- 
clude In  their  report  in  any  such  ca.se  matter 
which  is  a  germane  modlticatlon  of  subjects 
In  disagreement. 

"(b)  In  any  case  in  which  the  conferees 
violate  subparagraph  (a),  the  conference  re- 
IK>rt  shall  be  subject  to  a  point  of  order," 


APPOINTMENT  OP  RECEIVERS  AND 
TRUSTEES  IN  BANKRUPTCY  PRO- 
CEEDINGS 

Mr.  IJ\NGER  submitted  the  followinK 
resolution  iS.  Res.  28 » .  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authcjrlzed  and  directed  to  con- 
duct a  Itill  and  complete  study  and  investi- 
gation lor  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
feasiblll:y  of  (1)  appointing  on  a  permanent 
basis.  In  each  Judicial  district,  one  or  more 
receivers  who  would  serve  In  equity  receivrr- 
shlp  ca.ies,  or  as  trustees  In  proceofi- 
Ings  under  chapter  X  of  the  Banknijmy 
Act.  in  the  United  States  district  court  lor 
such  district,  and  who  would  be  paid  a  sal- 
ary by  the  United  States  for  such  services, 
and  (2)  of  utilizing  the  services  of  the  United 
States  attorneys  to  represent  and  protect  the 
interests  of  Investors  In  enterprises  Invohed 
In  such  cases. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resoluMnn, 
the  Committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  trj  employ 
upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical,  cler- 
ical, and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  advis- 
able.    Tlie  expenses  of  the  Committee  under 

this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed  $ • 

.^hall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Seiip,te  upon  vouchers  approved  b\  tho 
chairman  of  the  Committee. 


current  Resolution   1,  which  the  clerk 
will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  concurrent 
re.solution  t  H.  Con.  Res.  1 ) .  as  follows : 

Resolved  by  the  Wous*  of  Representativei 
{the  Senate  concurring) .  That  efTecllve  from 
Januar  3,  1953.  the  Joint  committee  created 
by  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  69,  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  to  make  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  the  inauguration  of 
the  President-elect  of  the  United  States  on 
the  twentieth  day  of  January  1953,  is  hereby 
continued  and  for  such  purjpose  shall  have 
the  same  power  and  authority  as  that  con- 
ferred by  such  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
69,  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  I.s 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent re.solution  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 


ARRANGEMENTS  FOR  INAUGURA- 
TION OP  PRESIDENT-ELECT  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Thp 
Chair  lay.s  before  ihe  Senate  House  Con- 


INVFSTIGATION  OP  MEANS  Of   EX- 
PANDING FOREIGN  INVESTMENTS 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  last 
Wedne.sday  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Indiana  I  Mi".  Capehart  I  and  I  sub- 
mitted a  resolution  (S.  Res.  25*.  I  shall 
not  take  the  time  to  read  the  statement 
which  I  have  prepared  relative  thereto. 
I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  the  state- 
ment be  piinted  in  the  Record. 

There  bcintj  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

f^TATEMENT    BY    SFNATOB    MaTBANK 

On  last  Wednesday  the  able  Senator  from 
ludliina  I  Mr  Cai-lkartj  introduced  for  hlm- 
sflt  and  me  a  rfsolullon  authorizing  the 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  to  make  ii 
thorough  study  of  means  and  methods  for 
increasing  and  expanding  our  International 
trade,  through  the  operations  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank,  the  international  Bank  for  Re- 
construction and  Development,  and  such 
other  agencies  and  devices  as  will  promote 
and  facUttaie  Increased  investments  abroad 
and  ex|)and  our  International   trade. 

For  a  long  time  I  have  been  convinced  that 
the  only  way  to  establish  a  sound  and  en- 
during ectJiiomlc  ba.se  for  International  peace, 
lb  to  make  possible  in  the  economies  of  our 
allies  what  we  have  demonstrated  works  8<j 
well  in  our  own  economy — free  and  sufflcient 
cajiltal  to  utilize  more  fully  the  most  efflclent 
and  modern  Industrial  techniques.  And  by 
free  capital  I  mean  capital  that  is  free  to 
move  to  those  iirea.s  and  those  industries 
where  the  chances  appear  best  for  an  ade- 
quate   return   on    the   money   Invested. 

I  agree,  and  I  have  so  \otcd  on  the  forelpn 
aid  tills  before  this  body,  that  our  Nation,  in 
the  name  of  Chribtlanlty  and  simply  in  terms 
ot  being  good  neighbors  and  allies,  had  to 
provide  a  reasonable  amount  of  charitable  as- 
sl.stance  to  our  friend,-*  across  the  sea.  But, 
It  seems  to  me.  that  the  time  Is  already 
overdue  when.  If  we  are  to  save  our  civiliza- 
tion, the  countries  of  the  world  ought  to  get 
back  to  more  normal  trade  conditions.  It  is 
incredible  U)  expect  self-respecting  and 
sovereign  nations  to  become  stronger  and 
.soundly  prosperous  on  programs  of  charity. 
There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  if  we 
want  to  lick  the  world's  economic  problems 
we  must  use  the  tested  economic  U)ol8  that 
this  Nation's  economy  has  demonstrated  and 
I)roven. 

In  1951  when  I  reported  my  bill  to  in- 
crease the  authorization  of  the  Export-Im- 
))ort  B  ink  and  again  m  a  discu.ssion  on  the 
conference  report  on  the  mutual  security  bill. 
I  emphasized  the  importance  of  proraotlnu 
better  economic  conditions  among  our  allies 
hy  encouraglnt  the  flow  o.  j  rtvaie  capital  and 
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facUltatlng  sound  loans  to  Industries.  I  am 
happy  to  see  that  others  have  come  around 
to  this  same  view  and  "trade  not  aid"  Is  the 
accepted  slogan  of  a  progressive  approach  to 
our  International  economic  problem. 

The  Export-Import  Bank,  can  In  my  opin- 
ion, facilitate  greatly  the  Job  of  Increasing 
our  foreign-capital  investment.  Let  me  re- 
peat and  reiterate  what  I  said  on  October 
2.  1951.  in  my  discussion  on  the  mutual- 
security  bill.  I  quote,  "In  the  long  years 
ahead  I  envision  ttie  Export-Import  Bank 
as  the  most  Important  single  Instrument 
for  constructive  inUrnatlonal  economic  pol- 
icy, if  we  help  dev<ilop  It  to  do  its  proper 
Job.  Good  and  sound  International  loans 
will  develop  good  and  sound  businesses  in 
every  country  throughout  the  world,  and 
It  can  lead  to  most  stable  and  sound  Inter- 
national trade  and  International  prosperity. 
We  have  to  develof'  a  sound-loan  program 
as  an  alternative  to  a  program  of  grants 
and  a  relatively  unsound  International-loan 
program,  and  I  think  the  Export-Import 
Bank  is  the  medium  through  which  It  can 
be  developed." 

Through  our  hea'lngs  and  our  study  of 
the  whole  problem  of  foreign  Investment 
opportunities  and  ways  of  Increasing  inter- 
national trade  I  am  confident  that  we  shall 
du'n.over  and  develop  ways  of  improving  the 
climate  for  increased  foreign  investment, 
ways  and  mean.s  by  which  the  Export-Im- 
port Bank  and  the  International  Bank  can 
Increase  Its  activltij-s  and  possibly  develop 
and  recommend  to  the  Senate  and  to  those 
committees  Involved  some  form  of  Invest- 
ment guaranty  8y8t4'm  or  tax  measures  for 
the  stimulation  of  private  Investment  abroad. 

There  is  much  tilk  about  doing  some- 
thing along  these  lines.  I  have  recom- 
mended and  supported  programs  to  imple- 
ment these  alms  in  the  past.  It  Is  my  hope 
now.  with  the  end  jf  charitable  devices  In 
sight,  that  these  goals  may  be  achieved. 
The  resolution  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
and  I  introduced  mtans  the  time  for  action 
is  at  hand. 


BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS  INTRO- 
DUCED BY  SENATOR  McCARRAN 
AND  EXPLANATIONS  THEREOF 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
Wednesday.  January  7. 1  introduced  cer- 
tain bills  and  resolutions,  and  I  have 
introduced  another  bill  today.  I  have 
prepared  brief  stf.tements  explanatory 
thereof,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  in  each  case  the  full  text  of  the 
measures  together  with  the  explanations 
may  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bills, 
resolutions,  and  statements  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

s.  3 
A    bill    to    prevent    citizens    of    the    United 
States     of     questionable     loyalty     to     the 
United   States    Go\ernment    from    accept- 
ing any  office  or  employment  In  or  under 
the  United  Nations  and  for  other  purposes 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  no  citizen  of 
the  United  States  hereafter  shall  accept  any 
office  or  employment  in  or  under  the  United 
Nations  or  any  organ  or  agency  thereof  unless 
he   has   applied   in   writing  to   the  Attorney 
General  of   the  Unlt?d  States   for.   and   has 
received  from  such  ofHcer,  the  security  clear- 
ance required  by  thU  section. 

( b)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Attorney 
General  shall  prescri  De,  each  application  for 
security  clearance  filed  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (a)  shall  bear  the  fingerprints  of  the 
applicant,  and  shall  contain  a  true  and  com- 
plete  statement,  exe<;uted  by  the  applicant 
under  oath,  of  the  following  Information 
concerning  such  applicant: 


(1)  Each  arrest.  Indictment,  or  conviction 
of  the  applicant  for  the  violation  or  alleged 
violation  of  any  law  of  the  Udlted  States  or 
of  any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States 
other  than  a  violation  or  alleged  violation  of 
any  law  or  ordinance  for  the  regulation  of 
motor  vehicle  traffic  punishable  as  a  misde- 
meanor. 

(2)  Each  membership  held  by  the  appli- 
cant at  any  time  In  any  organization  (A) 
teaching  or  advocating  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force 
and  violence,  (B)  registered  as  a  Communist- 
action  or  Communist-front  organization  pur- 
suant to  section  7  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act  of  1950,  or  (C)  required  by 
final  order  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board  to  register  pursuant  to  such 
section. 

(3)  Each  name,  other  than  the  name  sub- 
scrilKd  upon  such  application,  by  which 
such  applicant  has  been  known. 

(4)  E.^ch  occasion  on  which  the  applicant 
has  applied  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  a  passport  and  has  been  denied 
such  passport. 

(5)  The  circumstances  under  which  the 
applicant  has  been  discharged  or  has  re- 
signed from  any  office  or  employment  in  or 
under  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
or  any  agency  or  instrumentality  thereof. 

(6)  Such  other  Information  as  the  Attor- 
new  General  shall  determine  to  be  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
occupancy  by  the  applicant  of  any  office  or 
employment  in  or  under  the  United  Nations 
or  any  organ  or  agency  thereof  would  involve 
reasonable  probability  of  danger  to  the  se- 
curity of  the  United  States. 

(CI  Upon  the  filing  of  any  application  pur- 
suant to  this  section,  the  Attorney  General 
shall  conduct  as  expeditiously  as  may  be 
practicable  such  Investigation  as  he  shall 
deem  necessary  to  ascertain  whether  In  his 
opinion  the  occupancy  by  the  applicant  of 
any  office  cr  employment  In  or  under  the 
United  Nations  or  any  organ  or  agency  there- 
of would  Involve  reasonable  probability  of 
danger  to  the  security  of  the  United  States. 
If  no  such  probability  is  determined  to  exist, 
the  Attorney  General  shall  furnish  to  the 
applicant  a  written  statement  of  security 
clearance.  If  such  probability  Is  determined 
to  exist,  the  Attorney  General  shall  furnish 
to  the  applicant  a  written  denial  of  his  appli- 
cation together  with  a  statement  of  his  rea- 
son for  such  denial. 

Sec.  2.  Each  citizen  of  the  United  States 
who.  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act, 
occupies  any  office  or  Is  engaged  in  any  em- 
ployment in  or  under  the  United  Nations 
or  any  organ  or  agency  thereof  shall,  within 
60  days  after  such  date,  file  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  of  the  United  States  a  registra- 
tion statement  In  such  form  as  the  Attorney 
General  shall  prescribe.  Each  registration 
statement  shall  bear  the  fingerprints  of  the 
person  filing  such  statement,  and  shall 
contain  a  true  and  complete  statement,  exe- 
cuted by  such  person  under  oath,  of  the 
following  Information  concerning  such 
person : 

(a)  The  nature  of  the  office  or  employment 
held  by  such  person  In  or  under  the  United 
Nations  or  any  organ  or  agency  thereof. 

(b)  The  period  during  which  such  office 
or  employment  has  been  held  by  such  per- 
son. 

(c)  Each  element  of  Information  specified 
In  paragraphs  (1)  to  C6).  inclusive,  of  sub- 
section 1  (b)  with  respect  to  applicants  for 
security  clearance  under  section  1  of  this 
act. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Whoever,  being  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  shall  accept  any  office  or  em- 
ployment in  or  under  the  United  Nations 
or  any  organ  or  agency  thereof  In  violation 
of  subsection  1  (a)  of  this  act  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $10,000  or  Imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(b)  Whoever,  being  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United    Nations    or    any    organ    or    agency 


thereof,  shall  willfully  fall  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  section  2  of  this  act. 
or  who  shall  aid.  abet,  or  counsel  any  other 
such  person  to  refrain  from  compliance  with 
such  requirements,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $10,000,  or  imprisoned  for  not  mora 
than  5  years,  or  both. 

(c)  Whoever  shall  willfully  make  any  talam 
statement  in  any  application  or  registratloD 
statement  filed  under  this  act,  or  willfully 
omit  to  state  In  any  such  application  or 
registration  statement  any  fact  required  by 
law  or  regulation  to  be  stated  therein  or 
necessary  to  make  the  statements  made  or 
information  given  therein  not  misleading, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000.  or  Im- 
priioned  lor  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

Statement  by  Senator  McCarran 

1  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  3)  to  prevent 
citizens  of  the  United  Slates  of  questionable 
loyalty  to  the  United  States  Government 
from  accepting  any  office  or  employment  iu 
or  under  the  United  Nations,  and  lor  other 
purposes. 

This    bill    Is    designed    to   Implement    the 
recommendations    of    the    Senate    Internal  • 
Security  Subcommittee  with  respect  to  this 
matter. 

The  terms  of  the  bill  are,  I  think,  so  clear 
as  to  be  fully  self-explanatory.  It  could  do 
no  harm,  however,  to  point  out  that  the  bill 
proposes  somewhat  different  treatment  for 
two  groups  of  persons,  namely,  those  already 
employed  by  the  United  Nations,  and  those 
who  may  be  or  become  applicants  for  em- 
ployment with  the  United  Nations.  With 
respect  to  both  groups,  of  course,  the  bUl 
concerns  itself  only  with  United  States  em- 
ployees. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  after  careful  re- 
search of  the  question.  I  am  satisfied  this  bill 
as  Introduced  is  entirely  constitutional  and 
does  not  exceed  the  bounds  of  proper  legisla- 
tion in  the  national  Interest. 

In  connection  with  this  bill,  reference  Is 
made  to  the  text  of  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittees  recommendations,  which 
were  as  follows: 

KECOMMENDATIONS 

The  subcommittee,  considering  It  neces- 
sary to  emphasize  what  It  believes  to  have 
been  a  lack  of  alertness  and  a  proper  sense 
of  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  recommends — 

( ! )  That  procedures  be  devised  for  giving 
the  greatest  possible  degree  of  assurance  that 
any  and  all  Information  respecting  the 
loyalty  of  any  American  citizen  employee  of 
an  international  organization  be  communi- 
cated to  the  proper  authorities  of  the  organ- 
ization. 

(2)  That  legislative  safeguards  be  estab- 
lished to  prevent  future  employment  by  in- 
ternational organizations,  located  In  thla 
country,  of  American  nationals  of  question- 
able loyalty  to  the  United  States;  and  that  a 
definite  arrangement  be  entered  Into  be- 
tween the  United  States  Government  and  In- 
ternational organizations,  under  which  In- 
formation concerning  the  records  of  all 
American  applicants  for  employment  should 
be  submitted  to  responsible  officials  of  the 
International  organizations  so  that  the 
security  of  the  United  SUtes  may  be  pro- 
tected. 

(3)  That  the  Inqtilry  and  Investigation 
thus  far  conducted  by  this  subcommittee  be 
continued  In  order  to  fix  responsibility  for 
any  failure  on  the  part  of  United  States 
officials  to  prevent  employment  or  continued 
service  of  American  nationals  of  questionable 
loyalty  with  any  international  organization. 
Further,  the  continuing  Inquiry  and  in- 
vestigation should  relate  to  past  poUcles  and 
practices  of  departments  and  officials  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  determine 
whether  they  have  been  lacking  In  effective- 
ness Insofar  as  American  Interests  are  con- 
cerned, and  to  ascertain  In  what  respects 
such  policies  and  practices  should  be 
changed. 
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(4>  That  the  Senate  reassert  and  take 
effective  steps  to  implement  Its  inherent 
power  to  compel  the  production  of  docu- 
ments and  information  which  it  needs  in 
the  proper  performance  of  its  functions,  and 
to  punish  for  contempt. 

It  may  also  be  desirable  to  Include  in  this 
statement  the  sp>eciflc  recommendations  on 
this  subject  made  by  a  Federal  grand  Jury 
of  the  southern  district  of  New  York  In  a 
presentment  handed  up  Decenjber  2,  1952. 
These   recommendations  were: 

(a)  No  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
hereafter  be  permitted  to  accept  employment 
with  the  United  Nations  or  any  of  its  various 
divisions  and  departments  or  specialized 
agencies  without  prior  clearance  by  a  desig- 
nated body  of  our  own  United  States  Gov- 
ernment. 

(b)  That  before  a  United  States  citizen 
may  accept  employment  with  the  United  Na- 
tions, he  should  be  required  to  flll  out  an 
applicaiton  form  containing  the  questions 
designated  to  elicit  the  following  informa- 
tion: 

(1)  Does  the  applicant  have  a  criminal 
record?  (And  there  should  be  the  customary 
fingerprinting  test  as  a  supplement  to  this 
question.) 

(2)  Is  or  was  the  applicant  a  member  of  any 
organization  teaching  and  advocating  the 
overthrow  of  the  United  States  by  force  and 
violence? 

(3)  Was  applicant  ever  known  by  any 
other  name? 

(4)  Was  applicant  ever  denied  a  passport 
by  the  United  States  Government? 

(5)  Has  applicant  ever  been  discharged  or 
resigned  from  any  United  States  Govern- 
ment employment,  and  if  so,  under  what 
circumstances? 

(c)  The  recommendations  made  In  (b)  as 
to  future  applicants  shall  be  applied  at 
earliest  opportunity  to  all  present  United 
States  citizens  employed  in  the  United  Na- 
tions and  its  specialized  agencies. 

8.4 
A  bill  to  deny  income-tax  exemption  to  cer- 
tain organizations  which  make  donations 
to  subversive  organizations  or  individuals 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  38  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  add- 
ing  at   the    end    thereof    a    new    section    as 
follows : 

**Sic.  3815.  Denial  of  exemption  under  sec- 
tion 101  (6)  in  the  case  of 
organizations  making  dona- 
tions to  subversive  organiza- 
tions or   Individuals. 

"(k)  Definitions:  For  the  purposes  of  this 
section. — 

"(1)  Subversive  organization:  The  terra 
'subversive  organization'  means  any  organ- 
ization which  (A)  advocates,  abets,  advises, 
or  teaches  the  duty,  necessity,  desirability, 
or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroying 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence,  or  (B)  Is  on  the  list  of 
organizations  furnished  by  the  Attorney 
General  pursuant  to  part  III,  section  3  of 
Executive  Order  No.  9835  of  March  21,  1947. 
or  (C)  is  registered  (or  required  by  a  final 
order  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  to  register)  with  the  Attorney  General 
under  section  7  of  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950. 

"(2)  Subversive  individual:  The  term 
'subversive  individual"  means  any  individual 
who  (A)  advocates,  abets,  advises,  or  teaches 
the  duty,  necessity,  desirability,  or  propriety 
of  overthrowing  or  destroying  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  by  force  or  vio- 
lence, or  (B)  is  a  member  of  any  subversive 
organization  as  defined  in  paragraph  ( 1 »  of 
this  subeection,  or  (C)  is  registered  or  re- 
quired to  be  registered  with  the  Attorney 
General  under  section  8  of  the  Subversive 
Actlvtles  Control  Act  of  1950. 

"(3)  Donation:  The  term  'donation'  in- 
cludes  (A)    any  gift,  contribution,  or  grant 


of  money,  property,  services,  or  any  other 
thing  of  value,  and  (B)  any  loan  of  money, 
property,  services,  or  any  other  thing  of 
value,  other  than  a  loan  in  the  course  of  a 
bona  fide  business  transaction. 

"(b)    Denial  of  exemption: 

"(1)  General  rule:  No  organization  which 
makes  a  donation  to  any  subversive  organi- 
zation or  to  any  subversive  individual  shall 
be  exempt  from  taxation  under  section 
101   (6). 

"(2(  Exceptions:  The  provisions  of  para- 
graph ( 1 )  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply 
In  the  case  of  any  donation  made  by  an 
organization  to — 

"(A)  an  individual  solely  for  charitable 
purposes  to  supply  food,  clothing,  shelter  or 
other  necessities  for  such  Individual  or  for 
members  of  his  family  or  household;  or 

"iB)  an  individual  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  medical  or  hospital  services  for 
such  individual  n  for  members  of  his  family 
or  household;  or 

"(C)  an  organization  which  furnishes  to 
the  donor  organization  in  advance  of  such 
donation  a  sworn  statement  that  it  is  not 
a  subversive  organization  as  deHned  in  sub- 
section (ai  (1)  of  this  section,  unless  the 
donor  organization  knows  or  has  rca.Manable 
opportunity  to  know  that  such  organization 
Is  a  subversive  organization;   or 

"(D)  an  individual  who  furnishes  to  the 
donor  organization  in  advance  of  such  dona- 
tion a  sworn  statement  that  he  is  not  a  sub- 
versive individual  as  defined  In  subsection 
(a)  (2)  of  this  section,  unless  the  donor 
organization  knows  or  has  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity to  know  that  such  individual  is  a 
subversive  individual. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  an  or- 
ganization shall,  with  respect  to  the  making 
of  any  donation,  be  charged  with  the  knowl- 
edge or  opportunity  to  know  of  any  officer, 
agent,  or  employee  of  such  organization  who 
actively  participates  in  the  making  of  such 
donation. 

"(3)  Taxable  years  affected:  A  denial  of 
exemption  under  section  101  (6)  by  reason 
of  this  section  shall  be  effective  for  taxable 
years  commencing  with  the  taxable  year  dur- 
ing which  the  Secretary,  after  notice  and 
opportunity  for  a  hearing,  determines  that 
an  organization  has  made  a  donation  to 
which  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  are 
applicable. 

"(c)  Future  status  of  organization  denied 
exemption:  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary,  any  organization  denied 
exemption  under  section  101  (6)  by  reason 
of  this  section  may.  during  any  taxable  yeiU" 
following  the  taxable  year  in  which  exemp- 
tion is  denied,  file  claim  for  exemption,  and 
if  the  Secretary,  pursuant  to  such  regula- 
tions, is  satisfied  that  there  Is  no  reason  f<jr 
believing  that  such  organization  will  again 
make  a  donation  which  would  be  grounds 
for  denial  of  ex?mption  by  reason  of  this 
section,  such  organization  shall  be  exempt 
under  section  101  (6)  With  respect  tu  tax- 
able years  subsequent  to  the  taxable  year 
in  which  such  claim  is  filed. 

"(d)  Disallowance  of  certain  charitable, 
etc  .  deduc.ions;  No  gift  or  bequest  for  reli- 
gious, charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  edu- 
cational purposes  (Including  the  encourage- 
ment of  art  and  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children  or  animals),  otherwise  allowable  as 
a  deduction  under  section  23  ( o )  ( 2  ) .  23  ( q ) 
(2),  162  (a),  505  (a)  (2).  812  (d).  8Q1  la) 
(  3  ) .  1004  (  a  )  (  2  )  (  B  ) ,  or  1004  (  b  )  (  2  I  or  ( 3  i . 
shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  If  made  to 
an  organization  during  a  taxable  yesu-  of 
such  organization  in  which  it  is  not  exempt 
under  section  101  (6)  by  rea.son  of  this  sec- 
tion, unless  such  gift  or  bequest  Is  made 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  Secretary's  deter- 
mination under  subsection  (b)  (3)  that  such 
organization  ha.s  made  a  donation  to  which 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (b)  are  appli- 
cable." 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  23  (o)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  Insert- 


ing after  "sections  3813"  the  following: 
".  3815.  '. 

(b)  Section  23  (q)  (2)  cf  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  is  amendetl  by  inserting  after 
•section  3813  "  the  following:    ",  3315.". 

(C)  Section  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  R.*ve- 
nue  Code  is  amended  by  striking  out  "sec- 
tions 3813  and  3814'  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof    "sections  3813.  3814.  and  3815". 

(d)  Section  162  (a)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  is  amended  by  striking  out  "sec- 
tion 23  (ee);"'  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "section  23  (ee».  For  disallow- 
ance of  certain  charitable,  etc..  deductions 
otherwise  allowable  under  this  subsection, 
see  section  3815;". 

(ei  Section  505  (a)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
"sections  3813'   the   following:    ",  3815.". 

(f)  Ssction  812  (d)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue C<xle  is  amended  by  Inserting  after  "sec- 
tions 3813"  the  following:   ",  3815,". 

(gi  Section  861  (ft)  (3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
"sections  3813  "  the  following    ".  3815,  ". 

(h)  Section  1004  (a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  inserting 
after    "sections  3813'  the  following:  ",  3815,". 

(1)  Section  1004  (b)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  IS  amended  by  Inserting  after  "sec- 
tions 3813  "  the  following:   ",  3815.". 

Sec.  3.  TTie  amendments  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  made  by  this  act  shall  ^te 
applicable  only  with  respect  to  taxable  years 
ending  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  The  provisions  of  section  3815  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  added  by  this 
act.  shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to 
donations  (as  defined  in  section  3815  (a) 
(3i  )  made  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act. 


STATEMEhrr  BY  Sen.ator  McCakkan 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  4)  to  deny  in- 
come-tax exemption  to  certain  organizations 
for  making  donations  to  subversive  organl- 
zjitions  or  individuals. 

Let  me  say  at  the  outset  that  I  am  fully 
cognizant  ot  the  fact  that  since  this  legis- 
lation is.  in  terms,  an  amendment  to  the 
Internal  Revenue  Ccxle.  though  it  has  a  pur- 
pose ba.-sically  concerned  with  Internal  secu- 
rity, it  must  originate  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. That  docs  not  mean  there  is 
anything  Improper  in  the  Introduction  of  the 
bill  in  the  Senate,  but  only  that  I  recog- 
nize that  the  bill  as  such  cannot  be  reported 
out  ot  the  Senate  committee  under  its  Sen- 
ate number  It  could  be  reported  by  the 
Senate  ommittee  as  an  amendment  to  any 
revenue  bill  which  had  passed  the  other 
body  and  come  here  for  consideration.  I  do 
not  anticipate  that  any  such  txpedlent  will 
become  neces.sary.  I  am  hop?ful  that  the 
bill  may  be  introduced  In  the  other  body  un- 
der the  sponsorship  of  a  Member  or  Members 
of  that  body  and  that  it  may  have  early  and 
(adorable  consideration  by  the  proper  com- 
mittee of  the  other  body. 

This  bill  deals  with  a  subject  which  was 
o:i'.;inally  opened  up  by  hearings  of  the  Sen- 
ate Cimmittee  on  Internal  Security  of  which 
I  have  had  the  honor  to  be  chairman.  This 
.'=anie  question  has  been  the  subject  of  fur- 
ther inquiry  by  a  committee  of  the  other 
body  In  my  opinion,  the  record  as  it  stands 
amply  Justifies  the'  enactment  of  the  pro- 
posed   legislation. 

With  regard  to  certain  questions  which 
m.ny  be  raised  In  connection  with  this  pro- 
posed legislation.  I  want  to  quote  from  a 
memorandunr  prepared  for  me  by  Mr  Harry 
B  Littell.  a.ssistant  legislation  counsel  of  the 
Senate.     Mr    Littells  memorandum  states: 

"It  has  long  been  established  that  the 
Congress  can  validly  grant  exemptions  to  the 
Income  taxes  and  excise  taxes  which  are  oth- 
erwise generally  imposed.  Flint  v.  Stone 
Tracy  Co.  ((1911)  220  U.  S.  107,  173): 
BrushabcT  v.  Union  Pacific  R  R  ((1916)  240 
U  S  1.  21  ).  The  granting  of  tax  exemptions 
is    a    matter    of    legislative    grace,    and    the 


burden  Is  upon  the  taxpayer  to  show  that  he 
qualifies  under  the  law  for  an  exemption. 
United  States  v.  Community  Services  Inc. 
((1951)   189  F.  2d  421,  425). 

While  we  have  been  unable  to  find  any 
cases  specifically  on  the  question  of  the 
power  of  the  Congross  to  remove  an  exemp- 
tion already  grant<Kl,  there  are  numerous 
recent  instances  of  t  he  exercise  of  this  power 
by  the  Congress.  Thus,  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1951  removed,  or  limited,  the  tax  exemption 
of  certain  ccK>peratives.  mutual  savings 
banks,  building  and  loan  associations,  and 
ccxjperative  banks.  The  Revenue  Act  of  1950 
provided  for  loss  of  exemption  by  certain 
organizations  If  they  engaged  In  specified 
prohibited  transactions,  such  as  lending  any 
part  of  their  Income  or  corpus  to  the  creators 
of  the  organizations  without  exacting  ade- 
quate security.  The  same  act  subjected  to 
tax  that  portion  of  the  Income  of  certain 
exempt  organizations  derived  from  specified 
classes  of  business  transactions  unrelated  to 
the  functions  forming  the  basis  of  exemp- 
tion of  such  organizations. 

The  granting  of  tax  exemptions  being  a 
matter  of  legislative  discretion,  it  follows 
that  the  Congress  can  validly  Impose  condi- 
tions which  must  be  met  by  an  organization 
,seeklng  to  establish  Its  qualification  for  an 
exempt  status  or  which  must  be  met  by  a 
tax-exempt  organization  in  order  to  main- 
tain its  exempt  status.  It  may  be  argued 
that  it  is  not  within  the  scope  of  the  proper 
exercise  of  the  taxing  power  for  the  Congress 
to  enact  legislation  which  bases  the  denial 
or  withdrawal  of  a  tax-exempt  status  upon 
the  making  of  donations  to  a  subversive  or- 
ganization or  individual.  However,  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  granting  of  tax 
exemptions  as  a  corollary  of  the  exercise  of 
the  taxing  power  has  been  based  largely  upon 
the  premise  of  giving  support  to  persons  and 
organizations  performing  functions  con- 
sidered to  be  In  the  general  public  good. 
When  the  Congress  concludes  that  an  organ- 
ization enjoying  a  tax-exempt  status  is  en- 
gaged In  activities  which  do  not  benefit  the 
K^neral  public  good,  it  is  our  opinion  that 
the  Congress  can.  by  general  legislation,  ter- 
minate the  organizations"  tBX-exempt  status. 

The  due  process  clause  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment of  the  Constitution  Is  not  a  limitation 
ui)on  the  taxing  power,  also  granted  by  the 
Constitution,  except  where  the  exercise  of 
the  taxing  power  is  so  arbitrary  as  to  amount 
to  a  confiscation  of  property  or  where  there 
is  such  a  lack  In  basis  of  classification  as  to 
produce  a  gross  and  patent  Inequality  having 
the  same  result.  Brushaber  v.  Union  Pacific 
R  R  (1916)  240  U.  S.  1,  24.  We  think  that 
an  act  which  denies  or  removes  tax  exemp- 
tion In  the  case  of  certain  organizations 
otherwise  entitled  to  exemption  because  of 
donations  made  by  such  organization  to  sub- 
versive organizations  or  Individuals  consti- 
tutes a  permissible  classification  for  tax  pur- 
poses and  is  not  a  denial  of  due  process. 

8.5 

A  bill   to  Increase  the  salaries  of  Judges  of 

the  United  States 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5  of  title 
28.  United  Statt's  Code,  relating  to  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  As- 
sociate Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  therefrom  the  figures  "$25,500"  and  sub- 
stituting therefor  the  figures  "»35.000",  and 
by  striking  out  therefrom  the  figures  "$25,- 
COJ"  and  substituting  therefor  the  figure 
•$30,000". 

Sec  2.  Section  44  (d)  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  circuit  Judges.  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  therefrom  the  fig- 
ures •"$17,500"  and  substituting  therefor  the 
figures   "$22,500"'. 

Sec  3.  Section  135  of  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  district  Judges,  U 
amended  by  striking  out  therefrom  the  fig- 
ures "$15,000"  and  substituting  therefor  the 
figures    "$20,000 ",  and  by  striking  out  there- 


from the  figures  "$15,500"  and  substituting 
therefor  the  figures  ":»20,500". 

Sac.  4,  Section  173  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Claims,  Is  amended  by  striking  out  there- 
from the  figures  "$17,500"  and  substituting 
therefor  the  figures  "$22,500". 

Sec.  5.  Section  213  of  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  therefrom  the  figures  "$17,- 
500"  and  substituting  therefor  the  figures 
"$22,500"'. 

Sec.  6.  Section  252  of  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  relating  to  Judges  of  the  Customs 
Court,  is  amended  by  striking  out  therefrom 
the  figures  "$15,000"  and  substituting 
therefor  the  figures  "$20,000  ". 

Sec.  7.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  4  of 
the  act  approved  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.  322; 
48  U.  S.  C.  sec.  101),  as  amended,  relating 
to  the  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Alas- 
ka, Is  amended  by  striking  out  therefrom  the 
figures  "$15,030"  and  substituting  therefor 
the  figures  "$20,000". 

Sec  8.  Section  3  of  the  act  approved  May 
24.  1940  (54  Stat.  220),  as  amended,  relating 
to  the  Judge  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
Virgin  Islands,  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
therefrom  the  figures  "$15,000  "  and  substi- 
tuting therefor  the  figures  ""$20,000". 

Sec  9.  (a)  Section  1102  (c)  of  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code,  relating  to  Judges  of  the 
Tax  Court  of  the  United  States,  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

•"(c)  Salary:  Each  Judge  shall  receive  sal- 
ary at  the  rate  of  $20,000  per  annum"'. 

(b)  The  act  entitled  ""An  act  to  fix  the  sal- 
aries of  certain  Judges  of  the  United  States". 
approved  July  31.  1946  (60  Stat.  716).  Is 
hereby  repealed. 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 

I  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  5)  to  provide 
for  an  Increase  In  the  salaries  of  Judges  of 
the  United  States. 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  Is  to  pro- 
vide for  a  $5,000  Increase  in  the  annual  salary 
of  each  member  of  the  Federal  Judiciary  and 
for  an  increase  of  $9,500  in  the  salary  of  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States.  The  in- 
crease for  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States  is  because  of  the  additional  burdens 
attendant  to  that  office.  For  example,  the 
Chief  Justice  Is  Chairman  of  the  Judicial 
Conference  of  the  United  States. 

The  Important  factor  in  favor  of  Increase 
In  Judicial  salaries  Is  that  fixed  salaries  for 
a  long  period  of  years  have  been  diminished 
salaries  so  far  as  purchasing  power  Is  con- 
cerned. Figures  made  available  by  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
show  that  the  Consumers'  Price  Index  for 
moderate-Income  families  In  large  cities  as 
of  December  15.  1937,  stood  at  103,  and  as 
of  November  15,  1948,  the  Index  stood  at 
172.2. 

The  last  raise  granted  to  the  Judiciary  was 
by  the  act^of  July  3.  1946,  and  since  that  time 
the  cost  of  living  has  increased. 

Although  a  number  of  comparisons  could 
be  made,  the  following  indicates  that  the 
Increase  In  salary  provided  for  by  this  legis- 
lation Is  a  proper  Increase. 

The  presiding  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  New  York,  appellate  division,  first  and 
second  departments,  receives  an  annual  sal- 
ary of  $31,500;  the  associate  Judges  receive 
salaries  of  $30,000.  The  chief  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Appeals  of  New  York  receives  $25,000 
plus  $3,000  expenses,  and  the  associate  Judges 
receive  $26,000  plus  $3,000  expenses.  The 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York, 
the  trial  court  of  general  civil  Jurisdiction, 
in  the  large  metropolitan  areas.  Including 
New  York  County,  receive  salaries  of  $28,000 
a  year  in  the  large  metropolitan  areas.  In- 
cluding New  York  County.  The  chief  Jus- 
tice of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  Jersey  re- 
ceives $25,000  a  year  and  the  asscKiate  Jus- 
tices of  that  court  receive  $24,000  a  year. 
The  Judges  of  the  superior  court,  the  trial 


court  of  general  Jurisdiction,  receive  $20,000 
a  year.  The  chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Pennsylvania  receives  $23,500  a 
year,  while  the  associate  Justices  receive 
$23,000.  The  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Phil- 
adelphia and  Allegheny  Counties,  a  trial 
court  of  general  civil  Jurisdiction,  receive 
salaries  of  $16,500  a  year. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  there  Is  rec- 
ommended and  provided  for  In  this  legisla- 
tion, an  increase  of  $5,000  in  the  salaries  of 
the  following  Judicial  positions:  The  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Claims.  Court  of  Ciistoms  and 
Patent  Appeals,  Customs  Court,  the  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Alaska,  the  District 
Court  for  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  The  Tax 
Court  of  the  United  States. 

S.  15 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  ad- 
ditional circuit  and  district  Judges,  and  for 
other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  shall 
appoint,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  one  additional  circuit  Judge 
for  the  fifth  circuit  and  two  additional  cir- 
cuit Judges  for  the  ninth  circuit.  In  order 
that  the  table  contained  in  section  44  (a)  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  will  reflect 
the  changes  made  by  this  section  in  the  num- 
ber of  circuit  Judges  for  said  circuits,  such 
table  is  amended  to  read  as  follows  with 
respect  to  said  circuits: 

Number  of  Judges 
•               •                •  • 
Seven 


"ClrculU 
Fifth   ._ 


Ninth __    Nine 

••••»■. 
Sec  2.  (a)  (1)  The  President  shall  ap- 
point, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  one  additional  district  Judge 
for  the  southern  district  of  California,  one 
additional  district  Judge  for  the  district  of 
Colorado,  one  additional  district  Judge  for 
the  district  of  Delaware,  one  additional  dis- 
trict Judge  for  the  southern  district  of  Flor- 
ida, one  additional  district  Judge  for  the 
northern  district  of  Indiana,  one  additional 
district  judge  for  the  southern  district  of 
Indiana,  one  additional  district  Judge  for 
the  district  of  Nevada,  one  additional  district 
Judge  for  the  district  of  New  Jersey,  one  ad- 
ditional district  Judge  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  two  additional  district  judges 
for  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsylvania,  one 
additional  district  Judge  for  the  western  dis- 
trict of  Pennsylvania,  one  additional  district 
Judge  for  the  eastern  district  of  Texas,  one 
district  Judge  (who  shall  reside  at  Norfolk) 
for  the  eastern  and  western  districts  of  Vir- 
ginia, one  additional  district  Judge  for  the 
western  district  of  Washington,  and  one  ad- 
ditional district  Judge  for  the  eastern  dis- 
trict of  Wisconsin. 

(2)  The  first  vacancy  occurring  In  the 
office  of  district  judge  for  the  western  district 
of  Virginia  shall  not  be  filled. 

(3)  The  existing  judgeship  for  the  eastern 
and  western  districts  of  Missouri,  created  by 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro-.-lde  for  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  district  Judge 
for  the  eastern  and  western  districts  of  Mis- 
souri," approved  December  24,  1942  (56  Stat. 
1083).  the  existing  Judgeship  for  the  south- 
ern district  of  Texas  created  by  section  2  (d) 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  additional  circuit  and  dis- 
trict Judges  and  for  other  purposes."  ap- 
proved August  3.  1949  (63  Stat.  405).  and 
the  existing  Judgeship  for  the  northern  and 
southern  districts  of  West  Virginia,  created 
by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  appointment  of  an  additional  district 
Judge  for  the  northern  and  southern  dis- 
tricts of  West  Virginia."  approved  June  22. 
1936  (49  SUt.  1605),  Shall  be  permanent 
Judgeehipc. 

(4)  In  order  that  the  table  contained  In 
section  133  of  title  26  of  the  United  8Ut«s 
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Code  will  reflect  the  changes  made  by  this 
subsection  in  the  number  of  permanent 
Judgeships  for  certain  districts,  such  table 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows  with  respect 
to  said  districts: 


"Districts 


•  •                   •                   • 

California: 

•  •              •              • 
Southern. 

•               •               •               • 
Colorado.. 

•                •               •               • 
Delaware 

•                •               •               • 
Florida: 

•                               •                              •                              • 

Southern                          _     __ 

•        •        •        • 

Indiana : 

Northern       _  

Southern.       . .   

•  •                •                • 
Missouri : 

•  •               •               • 

Eastern  and  Western 

•  •               •               • 
Nevada 

•                •               •               • 
New    Jersey. .. 

•                •               •               • 

Ohio: 

Northern     _ . 

•                •               •               • 
Pennsylvania: 

Ea^t'»rn ......                            .          ... 

•                •               •               • 
Western.. 

•  •               •               • 

Texas: 

•  •               •               • 
Eastern ..     _-       

Southern ._     .  

•  •               •               • 
Virginia: 

•  •               •               • 
Western..  

Eastern  and  Western 

Washington : 

•                •                •                • 
Western ... 

•  •               •               • 
West  Virginia: 

•  •               •               • 

Judges 


11 
2 
3 


2 

2 


2 

4 


Northern  and  Southern. 
Wisconsin : 

Eastern 


(b)  (1)  The  President  shall  appoint,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate, one  additional  district  Judge  for  the 
district  of  New  Mexico.  The  first  vacancy 
occurring  in  the  office  of  district  Judge  in  said 
district  shall  not  be  filled. 

(2)  The  President  shall  appoint,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
two  additlooAl  district  Judges  for  the  south- 
ern district  of  New  York.  The  first  two  va- 
cancies occurring  In  the  office  of  district 
Judge  In  said  district  shall  not  be  filled. 

(3)  The  President  shall  appoint,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
one  additional  district  Judge  for  the  middle 
district  of  Tennessee.  The  first  vacancy 
occurring  In  the  office  of  district  judge  In  said 
district  shall  not  be  filled. 

(4)  The  second  sentence  of  section  102  (a) 
(2)  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  Is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "Court 
for  the  Northern  Division  shall  be  held  at 
Bay  City,  Port  Huron,  and  Flint." 

(5)  The  last  sentence  of  section  128  (b) 
(2)  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "Court  for 
the  Southern  Division  shall  be  held  at  Ta- 
coma  and  at  one  other  place  in  such  division 


to  be  designated  by  the  district  Judges  for 
the  western  district  of  Washington." 

(61  The  present  incumbent  of  the  Judge- 
ship created  by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
district  Judge  for  the  eastern  and  western 
districts  of  Missouri."  approved  December  24, 
1942  (56  Stat.  1083).  shall  henceforth  hold 
such  office  under  section  133  of  title  28  of 
the  United  States  Code,  as  amended  by  this 
act. 

(7)  The  present  Incumbent  of  the  Judge- 
ship for  the  southern  district  of  Texas  cre- 
ated by  section  2  (d)  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tional circuit  and  district  Judges,  and  for 
other  purposes."  approved  August  3,  1949  (63 
Stat.  495 1,  shall  henceforth  hold  such  offlce 
under  section  133  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code,  as  amended  by  this  act. 

(8)  The  present  incumbent  of  the  Juds^e- 
ship  created  by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
district  Judge  for  the  northern  and  southern 
districts  of  West  Vir^;inia.''  approved  June  22. 
1936  (49  Stat.  1805).  shall  henceforth  hold 
such  office  under  section  133  of  title  28  of 
the  United  States  Code,  as  amended  by  this 
act. 

Sec  3  The  first  paragraph  of  section  4  of 
the  act  anprnved  June  6.  1900  (31  Ptat  322; 
title  48.  U  S  C.  sec  101)!  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"There  is  established  a  district  court  for 
the  Di.«-trict  of  Alaska  with  the  Jurisdiction 
of  district  ctnirts  of  the  United  Stales  and 
with  general  Jurisdiction  in  civil,  criminal, 
equity,  and  admiralty  causes;  and  five  dis- 
trict judE;es  shall  be  appointed  for  the  dis- 
trict, each  at  an  annual  salary  of  $15,000. 
The  court  .shall  consist  of  four  divisions, 
which  shall  also  be  recordint;  divisions.  Two 
of  the  judges  of  the  court  shall  be  assigned 
by  the  Pre.sident  to  the  third  division  and 
one  each  shall  be  assigned  by  the  President 
to  the  first,  second,  and  fourth  divisions. 
Turing  the  terms  of  office  these  Judges  shall 
reside  in  the  divisions  of  their  district  to 
which  they  may  be  respectively  assigned." 

Sec  4.  The  act  entitled  "An  act  to  clarify 
the  law  relating  to  the  filling  of  the  first  va- 
cancy occurring  In  the  office  of  district  Judge 
for  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
to  pro\  ide  for  the  appfuntment  of  an  addi- 
tional United  States  district  judge  for  the 
eastern,  middle,  and  western  district  of  Penn- 
sylvania," approved  July  24.  1946  (60  Stat. 
654),  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
section  2  a  new  sentence  to  read  as  follows: 
"If  a  vacancy  arises  in  the  office  of  district 
Judge  for  the  middle  district  of  Pennsylvania 
while  the  judge  appointed  pursuant  to  this 
section  is  holdint^  the  office  created  by  this 
section,  such  Judge  shall  thereafter  be  a 
district  Judge  for  the  middle  district  of 
Pennsylvania." 

Sec  5  (ai  The  first  sentence  of  section  26 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of 
the  United  States,  as  amended  (48  U.  S.  C. 
1405y).  is  amended  to  read  as  follyws: 

"The  President  shall,  by  and  with  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Senate,  appoint  a 
Judge  for  the  District  Court  of  the  Virgin 
Islando  who  shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of 
8  years  and  until  his  successor  Is  chosen  and 
qualified  unless  sooner  removed  by  the  Presi- 
dent for  cause,  and  a  district  attorney  who 
shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of  4  years  and 
until  his  successor  is  chosen  and  qualified 
unless  sooner  removed  by  the  President  for 
cause." 

(b)  This  section  shall  take  effect  upon  Its 
approval  but  shall  not  affect  the  term  of  any 
incumbent  whose  term  has  not  yet  expired. 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Sections  371  and  372  of  title  28. 
United  States  Code,  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"§  371.    Resignation  or  retirement  for  age 

"(a)  Any  justice  or  Judge  of  the  United 
States  appointed  to  hold  office  during  good 
behavior  who  resigns  after  attaining  the  age 
of  70  years  .and  after  serving  at  least  10  years 


continuously  or  otherwise  shall,  during  the 
remainder  of  his  lifetime,  continue  to  receive 
the  salary  which  he  was  receiving  when  he 
resigned. 

"(b)  Any  Justice  or  Jtidge  of  the  United 
States  apfKjlnted  to  hold  office  during  good 
behavior  may  retain  his  office  but  retire  from 
regular  active  service  after  attaining  the  age 
of  70  years  and  after  yerving  at  least  10  years 
continuously  or  otherwise,  or  after  attaining 
the  ape  of  65  years  and  after  serving  at  least 
15  years  continuously  or  otherwise.  He  shall, 
during  the  remainder  of  his  lifetime,  con- 
tinue to  receive  the  salary  of  the  office.  The 
President  shall  appoint,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  a  successor 
to  a  Justice  or  Judge  who  retires. 

"5  372.    Retirement  fur  disability:  substitute 
Jud^e  on  failure  to  retire 

"(a)  Any  Justice  or  judge  of  the  United 
States  appointed  to  hold  office  during  good 
behavior  who  becomes  v>ermanently  disabled 
from  performing  his  duties  may  retire  from 
regular  active  service,  and  the  President 
shall,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate,  appoint  a  successor. 

"Any  Justice  or  Judt;e  of  the  United  States 
desiring  to  retire  under  this  section  shall 
certify  to  the  President  bis  disability  in 
writing. 

"Whenever  an  associate  Justice  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  a  chief  judge  cf  a  circuit  or  the 
chief  Judfcje  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  Court  of 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  or  Customs 
Court,  desires  to  retire  under  this  section, 
he  shall  furnish  to  the  President  a  certificate 
of  disability  signed  by  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  United  States. 

"A  circuit  or  district  judge,  desiring  to 
retire  under  this  section,  shall  furnish  to  the 
President  a  certificate  of  disability  signed 
by  the  chief  Judge  of  his  circuit. 

■  A  Judge  of  the  Court"  of  Claims.  Court  of 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  or  Customs 
Court  desiring  to  retire  under  this  section. 
shall  furnish  to  the  President  a  certificate  of 
dl.«abllliy  signed  by  the  chief  Judge  of  his 
court. 

•  Each  Justice  or  judge  retiring  under  this 
section  after  serving  10  years  continuously 
or  otherwise  shall,  during  the  remainder  of 
hl.s  lifetime,  receive  the  salary  of  the  office. 
A  Justice  or  Judge  retiring  under  this  section 
who  has  served  less  than  10  years  in  all  shall, 
during  the  remainder  of  his  lifetime,  receive 
one-half  the  salary  of  the  office. 

"(bi  Whenever  any  judge  of  the  United 
States  appointed  to  hold  office  during  good 
behavior  who  is  ellRible  to  retire  under  this 
section  does  not  do  so  and  a  certificate  of 
his  disability  signed  by  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Judicial  Council  of  his 
circuit  In  the  case  of  a  circuit  or  district 
Judge,  or  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States  in  the  case  of  the  chief  Judge  of  the 
Coiu-t  of  Claims,  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals  or  Customs  Court,  or  by  the 
chief  jud^e  of  his  court  In  the  case  of  a  judge 
of  the  Court  of  Claims.  Court  of  Customs 
and  Patent  Appeals  or  Customs  Court.  Is 
presented  to  the  President  and  the  President 
finds  that  such  judge  is  unable  to  discharge 
efficiently  all  the  duties  of  his  office  by  rea- 
son of  permanent  mental  or  physical  dis- 
ability and  that  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional judge  Is  necessary  for  the  efficient 
dispatch  of  business,  the  President  may 
make  such  appointment  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  When- 
ever any  such  additional  Judge  Is  appointed, 
the  vacancy  suljsequently  caiised  by  the 
death,  resignation  or  retirement  of  the  dis- 
abled judge  shall  not  be  filled.  Any  Judge 
whoee  disability  causes  the  appointment  of 
an  additional  Judge  shall,  for  purposes  of 
precedence,  service  as  chief  Judge,  or  tem- 
fxirary  performance  of  the  duties  of  that 
office,  be  treated  as  Junior  In  commission  to 
the  other  Judges  of  the  circuit,  dlsUlct.  or 
court." 

(b)  The  analysis  of  Chapter  17  of  title  28, 
United  Stales  Code,  immediately  preceding 


I  371  of  such  title.  Is  ameiulad  bjr  atriUng 
out  the  items  "371.  Resignation  or  retire- 
ment for  age;  substitute  Judge  on  failure  to 
retire."  and  "372.  Retirement  for  disability.", 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"371.  Resignation  or  retirement  for  age. 

••372.  Retirement   for   disability;    substitute 
Judge  on  failiure  to  retire." 

Sec.    7.    Section    373    of   title   28.   United 
States  Code,  is  amended  to  read  aa  follows: 


"f  373.  Judges  in  Territories  and  posseaslons. 

"Any  judge  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  the  United 
States  District  Covirt  for  the  District  of  the 
Canal  Zone,  the  District  Court  of  Guam  or 
the  District  Court  of  the  Virgin  Islands  and 
any  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii  who  resigns  after  attaining 
the  age  of  70  years  and  after  serving  at  least 
10  years,  continuously  or  otherwise,  or  after 
attaining  the  age  of  65  years  and  after  serv- 
ing at  least  16  years,  continuously  or  other- 
wise, shall  continue  during  the  remainder  of 
his  life  to  receive  the  salary  he  received  when 
he   relinquished  office. 

"Any  Judge  of  any  of  such  courts  who  is 
removed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
upon  the  sole  ground  of  mental  or  physical 
dtsabllity,  or  who  fails  of  reappointment, 
shall  be  entitled,  upon  attainment  of  age  65 
or  upon  relinquishing  office  If  beyond  age 
65.  (a)  if  his  Judicial  service  aggregated  16 
years  or  more,  to  receive  dtiring  the  remain- 
der of  his  life  the  salary  he  received  when 
he  relinquished  office,  or  (b)  if  his  Judicial 
service  aggregated  less  than  16  years  but  hot 
less  than  10  years,  to  receive  during  the  re- 
mainder of  his  life  that  proportion  of  such 
salary  which  the  aggregate  number  of  years 
of  his  judicial  service  bears  to  16. 

"Service  at  any  time  In  any  of  the  courts 
referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph,  or  in  any 
other  court  under  appointment  by  the  Presi- 
dent, shall  be  included  in  the  computation 
of  aggregate  years  of  judicial  service  for  the 
purposes  of  this  eectlon. 

"Sec  2.  (a)  The  United  States  District 
CourU  for  the  Districts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico  established  by  and  existing  under  title 
28  of  the  United  States  Code  shall  hence- 
forth be  courts  of  the  United  States  with 
Judicial  power  derived  from  article  III,  sec- 
tion 1,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States:  Prortded.  hoirevcT,  That  the  terms 
of  offl'^  of  the  district  judges  for  the  Dis- 
t.lcts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  in  office  at 
the  time  of  approval  of  this  act  shall  then 
terminate  nnd  the  President,  pursuant  to 
sections  133  and  134  of  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  as  amended  by  this  act,  shall  appoint, 
hy  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  tvo  district  Judges  for  the  District 
of  Hawa!"  and  one  district  Judge  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Puerto  Rico,  all  of  whom  shall  hold 
cfflce  during  good  behavior. 

"(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shsli  not  affect  the  right  of  any  Judge 
who  resigned,  retired,  or  failed  of  reappoint- 
ment prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act  or 
who  falls  of  reappointment  under  this  sec- 
tion to  continue  to  receive  salary  under  the 
provisions  of  section  373  as  originally  en- 
acted. Service  as  a  Judge  of  the  EMstrlct 
Court  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Hawaii  or  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  circuit  courts 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  Stetes  for  Puerto  Rico 
or  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Puerto  Rico  shall  be  included 
in  computing  under  sections  371,  372,  or  373 
of  title  28.  United  States  Code,  the  aggre- 
gate years  of  judicial  service  of  any  person 
who  is  in  commisrion  as  a  Judge  of  one  of 
said  courts  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
thU  act  or  who  may  thereafter  be  appointed 
as  a  circuit  Judge  under  section  44  or  a 
district  Judge  under  section  133  of  title  28, 
United  SUtes  Code. 


"(c)  The  second  paragraph  of  section  iSl 
of  tlUe  28,  United  States  Code,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  wcn^  'the  district  courts 
of  the  United  States  for  the  districts  of 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico'." 

Statbicxnt  bt  Skmatob  McCaxean 

I  have  sent  to  the  desk  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  (S.  15)  which  provides  for 
the  appointment  of  additional  circuit  and 
district  Judges. 

A  simUar  bill,  S.  1203,  was  Introduced  by 
me,  and  passed  the  Senate,  in  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress;  but  it  did  not  pass  the 
House.  That  legislation  passed  the  Senate 
on  October  9,  1951. 

Practically  all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
legislation  are  in  accord  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Judicial  Conference  of 
the  United  States.  The  legislation  I  am 
now  Introducing  is  the  same  as  the  Ifgls- 
lation  which  was  h«Tetofore  approved  and 
passed  by  the  Senate  in  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  with  the  exception  that  there  has 
been  added  to  it  the  additional  recommen- 
dations of  the  Judicial  Conference,  which 
were  approved  by  that  body  in  September 
1952. 

It  would  appear  that  the  need  for  the 
circuit  and  district  Judges  proposed  in  this 
bill  is  clear.  It  will  be  recalled  that  In 
Public  Law  205  of  the  Elghty-flrst  Con- 
gress certain  additional  circuit  and  district 
Judges  were  provided,  but  as  stated  in  the 
report  on  that  legislation,  it  was  intended 
only  to  take  care  of  the  very  minimum 
needs  for  an  efficient  Federal  Judiciary.  At 
that  time  Public  Law  205  accomplished  its 
purpose,  and  now  a  further  survey  of  the 
situation,  as  time  has  progressed,  calls  for 
the  additional  legislation  herein  proposed  in 
order  to  take  care  of  numerous  situations 
which  are  becoming  acute  and  which  were 
not  spsclflcally  or  adequately  dealt  with  in 
the  previous  legislation. 

E/en  with  the  relief  given  in  past  legis- 
lation, it  is  evident  from  the  facts  assem- 
bled that  in  a  number  of  districts  there  are 
more  cases  than  the  judges  can  possibly 
handle  and  dispose  of  with  the  efficiency 
and  dispatch  desired.  There  Is  every  evi- 
dence, both  from  the  statistical  standpoint 
and  from  the  standpoint  of  human  expe- 
rience, that  the  past  tendency  toward  a 
steady  increase  in  the  case  load  of  our  Fed- 
eral courts  win  continue  and  grow  more 
burdensome  in  the  future.  Failure  to  recog- 
nize the  trend  and  provide  for  It  might 
mean  that  In  many  cases  Justice  might  be 
so  long  delayed  that  the  ends  of  Justice 
might  be  largely  defeated. 

The  Judicial  Conference  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Office  of  the  Director  of  the 
Administrative  Office  of  United  States  Courts 
have  each  made  a  very  careful  study  of  the 
condition  of  the  dockets  of  all  the  Federal 
coiuts  going  back  over  a  period  of  the  past 
several  years.  This  study  has  been  most 
comprehensive  and  has  related  to  each  and 
every  district  and  each  and  every  circuit. 
Of  necessity,  the  most  that  this  study  can 
reveal  is  the  cold  data  as  to  the  number 
of  cases  filed,  the  niunber  of  cases  disposed 
of,  the  number  of  cases  pending,  and  related 
factual  data.  These  studies  cannot  possibly 
take  into  account  the  various  intangible 
factors  which  enter  into  any  complete  un- 
derstanding of  the  over-all  problem  of  the 
load  being  carried  by  each  Federal  Judge. 
It  Is  a  known  fact  that  in  certain  of  the 
districts  wherein  wealth  is  concentrated  or 
large  corporations  are  located  a  great  many 
tremendously  large,  important,  and  involved 
suits  are  filed  primarily  because  of  the  loca- 
tion in  the  district  of  either  the  plaintiff 
or  the  defendant.  In  certain  other  districts 
there  is  an  extremely  heavy  case  load  of 
criminal  cases  by  reason  of  immigration-law 
violations.  Other  intangible  factors,  such 
as  illness  of  Judges,  judges  being  assigned 
to  other  Judicial  duties,  age,  physical  inca- 
pacity,  and  numerous  other  factors   enter 


Into  (he  forming  of  the  ftill  and  complete 
pictxire  and  a  full  and  complete  under- 
standing of  the  problem. 

This  legislation  also  provides  for  changes 
in  some  of  the  provisions  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  which  have  been  recommended 
by  the  Judicial  Conference  of  the  United 
States,  and  which  should  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary in  considering  the  problem  as  a  whole. 

The  need  for  this  legislation  has  not  de- 
preciated since  the  Senate  approved  a  bill 
in  the  last  Congress,  and  in  fact  it  is  my 
opinion  that  the  sUtlstics  will  show  that  the 
condition  has  worsened.  I  am  convinced 
that  the  need  for  additional  Judges  is  of 
paramount  Importance  at  this  time  and 
should  be  given  early  consideration. 

S.  10 
A  bill  to  amend  the  immunity  provision  re- 
lating to  testimony  given  by  witnesses  be- 
fore   either    House    of    Congress   or    their 
committees 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  section  3186,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"i  3486.  Testimony     before     Congress;     im- 
munity. 

"No  witness  shall  be  excused  from  testify- 
ing or  from  producing  books,  papers  and 
other  records  and  documents  before  either 
House,  or  before  any  conunittee  of  either 
House,  or  before  any  Joint  committee  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress  on  the  ground,  or 
for  the  reason,  that  the  testimony  or  evi- 
dence, documentary  or  otherwise,  required  of 
him  may  tend  to  incriminate  him  or  subject 
him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture,  when  the  rec- 
ord shows — 

"  ( 1 )  in  the  case  of  proceedings  before  one 
of  the  Hcures  of  Congress,  that  a  majority 
of  the  Members  present  of  that  House,  or 

"(2)  in  the  case  of  proceedings  before  a 
committee,  that  two-thirds  of  the  members 
of  the  full  committee.  Including  at  least  one 
member  of  each  of  the  two  political  parties 
having  the  largest  representation  on  such 
committee. 

shall  by  affirmative  vote  have  authorized 
that  such  person  be  granted  Immunity  un- 
der this  section  with  respect  to  the  transac- 
tions, matters,  or  things  concerning  which, 
after  he  has  claimed  his  privilege  against 
self-incrimination,  he  is  nevertheless  com- 
pelled by  direction  of  the  presiding  officer  or 
the  chair  to  testify.  But  no  such  witness 
shall  be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to  any  pen- 
alty or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any 
transaction,  matter,  or  thing  concerning 
which  after  he  has  claimed  his  privilege 
against  self-incrimination  he  Is  nevertheless 
so  compelled  to  testify,  or  produce  evidence, 
documentary  or  otherwise. 

"No  official  paper  or  record  required  to  be 
produced  hereunder  is  within  the  said  privi- 
lege. 

"No  person  shall  be  exempt  from  prosecu- 
tion or  punishment  for  perjury  or  contempt 
committed  in  so  testifying." 

Statzment  by  Senatob  McCAiKAir 
I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  16)  to  amend 
the    Inununity    provision    relating    to    testi- 
mony given  by  witnesses  before  congressional 
committees. 

I  am  hopeful  the  Judiciary  Committee  may 
see  fit  to  report  this  proposed  new  statute 
to  the  Senate  in  the  near  future.  It  Is  need- 
ed to  correct  a  deficiency  in  existing  law. 

Without  citing  cases,  and  stating  the  mat- 
ter simply,  there  Is  no  question  about  the 
fact  that  the  present  immunity  statute  does 
not  give  a  witness  before  a  congressional 
committee  a  degree  of  protection  which  is  as 
broad  as  his  constitutional  privilege;  and 
therefore,  the  present  statute  does  not  accom- 
plish iu  purpose  of  putUng  a  congressional 
committee  in  a  position  to  require  a  witness 
to  testify,  even  with  respect  to  matters  which 
might  Incriminate  him. 
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This  proposed  legislation  would  cvuse  that 
situation  by  giving  such  a  witness  Immunity 
as  broad  as  his  constitutional  privilege. 

Hie  Important  difference  between  this  pro- 
posal and  the  existing  congressional  Immu- 
nity statute  Is  that  the  existing  law  provides. 
In  effect,  only  that  no  testimony  which  the 
witness  gives  may  be  \ised  against  him  In 
any  subsequent  criminal  prosecution;  where- 
as the  proposed  new  law  adopts  the  language 
which  has  been  approved  by  the  Supreme 
Court  i''  several  Instances  and  provides  that 
the  witness  shall  not  be  prosecuted  on  ac- 
count of  any  transaction,  matter,  or  thing 
concerning  which  he  Is  compelled  to  testify 
under  the  circumstances  set  forth  In  the  bill. 

The  proposed  new  law  Is  carefully  worded 
so  that  the  witness  would  not  get  an  immu- 
nity bath  by  the  mere  fact  of  testifying.  He 
would  have  to  raise  specially  his  claim  to 
privilege.  That  would  put  the  committee  on 
notice  that  It  was  faced  with  a  decision  as  to 
whether,  for  the  greater  good,  the  witness 
should  be  required  to  testify,  and  thereby  be 
given  an  immunity  bath  with  respect  to  the 
matters  con  'ernlng  which  he  testified;  or 
whether  It  was  better  to  excuse  the  witness 
fron\  testifying,  and  seek  the  Information 
elsewhere.  In  order  to  preserve  possible  rights 
of  criminal  action  against  the  witness. 

This  will  be,  of  course,  a  serious  decision 
In  any  case;  but  at  the  present  time,  under 
the  existing  congressional  immunity  statute, 
a  committee  has  no  choice  at  all.  Even 
though  a  committee  should  decide  that  it  Is 
necessary  to  let  a  particular  witness  get  im- 
munity from  possible  wrongdoing,  in  order 
to  elicit  testimony  of  importance  to  the  com- 
mittee, there  is  actually  no  way  in  which  the 
committee  can  compel  such  testimony  if. 
in  fact,  it  touches  upon  some  previous  wrong- 
doing of  the  witness  In  such  a  way  as  to  in- 
criminate him  within  the  meaning  of  the 
constitutional  provision. 

Congress  must  have  a  way  to  meet  this 
situation.     My  bill  will  provide  it. 

S.  17 

A   bill   to   provide    general   rules   'if   practice 

and  procedure  before  Federal  agencies 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  definitions  in 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  shall  be 
applicable  to  the  same  terms  used  in  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  Rules  of  practice  and  procedure  for 
agencies:  The  Commission  established  by 
section  3  of  this  act  shall  formulate,  and 
transmit  to  the  Attorney  General  for  report 
to  Congress,  general  rules  of  practice  and 
procediu-e  for  agencies.  Including  forms  and 
such  rules  as  It  may  deem  appropriate  in 
agencies  respecting  Judicial  proceedings  for 
the  enforcement  or  review  of  agency  action. 
Such  rules  shall  neither  abridge,  enlarge, 
nor  modify  substantive  powers  or  limitations 
respecting  any  agency  nor  may  they  provide 
or  withdraw  authority  to  hold  hearings  or  to 
issue  compulsory  process.  Unless  previously 
disapproved  by  concurrent  resolution  of  Con- 
gress, the  rules  so  formulated  shall  take  etfect 
10  days  after  the  adjournment  sine  die  of 
iiny  regular  session  of  Congress  at  which, 
within  30  days  of  the  beginning  of  such  ses- 
sion, they  shall  have  been  reported  to  Con- 
gress by  the  Attorney  General.  After  rules 
so  become  effective  all  laws  and  agency  rules 
or  practices  In  conflict  therewith  shall,  to 
the  extent  of  such  conflict,  be  of  no  further 
force  or  effect  except  in  the  case  of  an  agency 
proceeding  initiated  prior  to  such  effective 
date.  Additions,  repeals,  or  amendments 
shall  be  formulated  and  shall  become  effec- 
tive In  the  same  manner.  So  far  as  any  ad- 
mlnlstrative  function  is  exempt  from  such 
general  rules  by  statutory  definition  or  by  a 
provision  of  the  rules,  they  shall  nevertheless 
be  treated  as  models  for  adoption  to  the 
extent  that  the  policy  of  thl.s  act  and  the 
ends  of  Justice  would  be  served. 

Sec.  3.  Administrative  Rules  Commission: 
For  the  purposes  of  section  2  of  this  act  there 
Js  hereby  established  a  commission  composed 
t>t    (1)    the  chairmen   and  ranking  nuimntv 


members  of  the  Committees  on  the  Judiciary 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives or.  in  case  one  or  more  of  them  de- 
clines to  serve,  the  next  ranking  member  of 
the  committee  on  the  majority  or  minority 
side,  as  the  case  may  be.  until  four  shall 
accept;  (2)  one  of  the  Assistant  Attorneys 
General  who  has  served  as  such  not  less  than 
2  years,  designated  by  the  Attorney  General; 
(3)  the  head  of  an  independent  agency  who 
has  served  more  than  one  term  of  office  as 
such,  designated  by  the  President;  (4)  the 
senior  chief  Judge  of  the  Judicial  circuits  or. 
In  case  he  declines  to  serve,  the  next  in  sen- 
iority until  one  agrees  to  serve;  (5)  a  dean 
of  a  law  school,  designated  by  the  President; 
and  (6»  a  practicing  lawyer  versed  in  Federal 
administrative  law  and  representative  of  the 
legal  profession,  designated  by  the  President, 
who  shall  not  be  subject  to  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  section  283.  or  any  similar  pro- 
hibition. Members  of  the  Commission  shall 
receive  no  compiensation  other  than  reim- 
bursement for  truvel,  subsistence,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  Incurred  by  them  In  the 
performance  of  their  duties  as  members  of 
the  Commission  except  that  members  not 
drawing  compensation  from  the  United 
States  lor  personal  services  shall  t>e  paid  $.'>0 
per  diem  In  lieu  of  subsistence.  The  Com- 
mission shall  elect  a  chairman  and  secretary 
from  among  their  number  and.  without  re- 
gard to  the  clvil-servlce  laws  or  the  Classifi- 
cation Act.  shall  appoint,  and  fix  the  com- 
pensation of,  such  professional  and  clerical 
assistants  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties.  The  Commission 
shall  also  provide  for.  and  collaborate  with, 
voluntary  and  uncompensated  advisory  com- 
mittees representative  of  Government  agen- 
cies and  private  or  profesaional  Interests. 
The  Attorney  General  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  Commissions  quarters,  facilities,  and 
budget.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  funds  in  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums, 
not  to  exceed  in  the  aggregate  $25,000,  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Stattment  by  Senator  McCarran 
I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  17)  which 
would  provide  for  general  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  before  Federal  agencies.  An 
Identical  bill  was  Introduced  I'l  the  Elghty- 
.second  Congress  and  was  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate on  June  21,  1951,  but  no  action  was  taken 
thereon  In  the  House. 

Over  the  years  In  the  field  of  law  there 
has  been  f;nd  there  is  continulnR  a  de.'-lre  on 
the  part  of  the  bar  for  uniformity  and  sim- 
plicity in  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
in  our  courts.  So  that  practice  and  procedure 
could  be  readily  under.stood  and  readily  fol- 
lowed. Congress,  by  the  Rules  Act  of  1934, 
provided  for  the  formulation  and  operation 
of  one  set  of  uniform  and  simplified  rules  of 
civil  procedure  for  nil  of  the  Federal  trial 
courts.  Not  only  was  that  act  succe.s.'jful  in 
its  purpo.se:  It  also  succeeded  in  finally  clos- 
ing the  breach  between  law  and  equity  which 
had  prevailed  for  .'^ome  200  years.  Because  of 
the  success  of  that  1934  Rules  Act.  in  1938  a 
similar  project  wu';  proposed  for  tht;  field  of 
Federal  criminal  law.  We  have  now  a  uni- 
formity of  practice  and  procedure  in  such 
widely  different  fields  of  law  as  equity,  ad- 
miralty and  criminal  law.  and  variations  and 
complexities  have  been  reduced  to  an  under- 
ftandnblc  system.  Also  during  the  year.s 
there  has  been  a  growth  In  the  law  dealing 
with  administrative  agencies.  But  our  proc- 
es?8  Of  simplifying  and  unifying  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  has  stopped  short 
of  administrative  agencies.  With  essential 
differentiation  this  bill  la  modeled  after  the 
I'tatutes  ol  1934  and  1938,  which  Implemented 
the  .similar  purpose  in  the  fields  of  criminal 
and  civil  procedure  in  Federal  courts. 

As  Indicated  above,  we  have  now  in  this 
country  a  new  segment  of  the  law.  known 
.-.s  admlni;;tratlve  law:  and  In  this  rapidly 
iTowiii-^'   .1..U1  these  okl  questions  and  con- 


flicts In  the  development  of  the  legal  system 
are  being  reenacted.  In  the  field  of  adminis- 
trative law  we  are  Just  reaching  the  question 
as  to  how  far  the  legislature  should  go  in 
prescribing  the  rules  to  be  followed.  This, 
of  course.  Is  not  because  the  legislatures 
have  been  hesitant  but  because  administra- 
tive law  U  relatively  new  In  Its  significance, 
scope  and  Impact. 

This  readjustment  which  I  propose  will 
not  smother  the  growing  field  of  administra- 
tive law:  It  win.  rather,  strengthen  It  by  giv- 
ing It  better  recognition  In  our  legal  system, 
and  the  tools  to  perform  Its  task.  In  some 
corners  there  has  been  apprehension  that 
such  a  commission  as  here  proposed  should 
not  be  set  tip  lor  the  reason  that  no  study 
has  yet  been  made  demonstrating  the  ad- 
visability and  the  practicability  of  adopting 
uniform  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  for 
Federal  administrative  agencies.  Even  these 
sources  are  In  favor  of  procedural  reform 
which  will  substitute  ortler  and  certainty  for 
needless  differences  ajRl  confusion.  As  an 
example,  where  the  method  of  proceeding  be- 
fore administrative  agencies  is  made  uniform, 
It  will  save  untold  work  and  research  on 
the  part  of  the  people  who  In  their  every- 
day business  mu«t  appear  before  various  dif- 
ferent agencies  which  in  themselves  have 
adopted  their  own  special  rules. 

Since  the  field  of  administrative  law  Is  the 
only  remaining  field  that  does  not  have  uni- 
form rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  It  Is  my 
opinion  that  a  bill  of  this  nature  is  extremely 
meritorious  and  should  receive  the  full  and 
ia\orable  cuiibideratlon  ol  the  Senate. 

S.  25 
A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy 
throughout    the  United  States,"  approved 
July  1.  1898.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
and  supplementary  thereto 
Be  it  enartrd.  etc..  That  section  75  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  of  bankruptcy  throuijihout  the  United 
-States,"  approved  July  1.  1898.  as  amended.  Is 
hereby  amended  and  Incorporated  as  chapter 
XVI  of  such  act.  to  read  as  follows: 

"Chapter    XVI — FARMrR-DnrroR    Rixixf 

"ARTICLE    I— <X)NSTEUCT10I« 

"Sec.  901,  The  provisions  of  this  chapter 
shall  apply  exclusively  to  proceedings  under 
tills  cliapter. 

■  Skc.  902.  Tlie  provisions  of  chapters  I  to 
VTI,  inclusive,  of  this  act  shall,  insofar  as 
they  are  not  Inconsistent  or  in  conflict  with 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter,  apply  In  pro- 
ceedings under  thl.s  chapter.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  such  ap!)licatJon,  provisions  relating 
to  bankrupts'  shall  be  deemed  to  relate  also 
to  'debtors,'  and  'bankruptcy  proceedings'  or 
proceedings  In  bankruptcy'  shall  be  deemed 
to  Include  proceedings  under  this  chapter 
For  the  purposes  of  such  application,  the 
Gate  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bank- 
ruptcy shall  be  taken  to  be  the  date  of  the 
filing  of  an  orlKlnal  petition  under  section 
922  of  this  act.  and  the  date  of  adjudication 
shall  be  taken  to  be  the  date  of  approval  of  a 
petition  filed  under  section  921  or  932  of  this 
act.  except  where  an  adjudication  had  previ- 
ously been  entered. 

"article   n — DEFINITIONS 

"Sec.  906.  For  the  purposes  of  this  chapter, 
unless  inconsistent  with   the  context — 

"(1|  "claims'  shall  Include  all  claims  of 
whatever  ch.-iracter  against  the  debtor  or  his 
property,  whether  or  not  such  claims  are 
l)rovable  as  debt.s  under  section  63  of  this 
act.  and  whether  .secured  or  unsecvired.  liq- 
uidated or  unliquidated,  fixed,  or  con- 
tingent; 

"(2)  'unsecured  creditor"  shall  mean  the 
holder  of  any  unsecured  claim; 

"(3)  'secured  creditor'  shall  include  the 
holder  of  any  secured  claim,  and  any  pur- 
rhaser  at  a  Judicial  or  official  sale  to  whom 
the  deed  was  not  delivered  at   the  time  the 


petition  was  filed  to  the  extent  of  the  money 
paid  or  credit  received  bjr  such  purchaaer; 
"(4)  'debtor'   shJiU   mean  •   farmer   who 
flies  a  petition  under  this  chJtpter; 

"(6)   'debU'  BbaU  Incitide  aU  claims; 
"(6)   'executory    contracts'   shall   include 
unexpired  leases  of  real  property: 

"(7)  'farmer'  shall  mean  an  indlTidual,  or 
a  partnership,  or  a  corporation  where  actual 
farmers  own  at  least  75  percent  of  its  capital 
stock,  and  which  farmer  Is  primarily  bona 
flde  engaged  In  producing  products  of  the 
soil,  or  In  dairy  fanning,  or  in  the  produc- 
tion of  poultry  or  livestock,  or  in  the  pro- 
duction of  poultry  or  livestock  products  in 
their  tinmanufactured  state,  and  the  prin- 
cipal part  of  whose  gross  income  is  derived 
from  any  one  or  more  of  such  operations, 
whether  so  engaged  personally  or  as  a  tenant 
or  by  tenants,  and  shall  include  the  executor, 
administrator,  or  personal  representative  of 
the  estate  of  any  such  deceased  person  so 
engaged  at  the  time  of  his  death  in  one  or 
more  of  the  foregoing  operations:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  provisions  of  this  chapter 
shall  not  be  available  to  a  fanner  whose  sole 
Interest  In  property,  as  hereinaftsr  defined. 
Is  that  of  tenant; 

"(8)  'Individual'  shall  include  common. 
Joint,  community,  and  entirety  owners,  pro- 
vided that  as  to  encumbered  property  all  of 
such  owners  Join  in  the  petition  so  that  the 
court  will  acquire  Jxu-lsdlctlon  over  all  in- 
terests In  any  affected  encumbered  property; 

"(9)  'petition'  shall  mean  a  petition  flled 
In  a  court  of  bankruptcy  or  with  Its  clerk, 
by  a  debtor  praying  for  the  benefits  of  this 
chapter; 

•*(10)  'period  of  redemption'  shall  Include 
any  State  moratorium,  whether  established 
by  legislative  enactment  or  executive  procla- 
mation, or  where  the  period  of  redemption 
has  been  extended  by  judicial  decree  or  as 
provided  elsewhere  In  this  chapter; 

"(11)  'property'  of  a  debtor  shall  include 
nil  hli  property,  real  or  personal,  wherever 
located,  of  every  kind  and  nature,  including 
but  not  limited  to  his  Interests  in  contracts 
for  piu-chase.  contracts  for  deed,  conditional 
sales  contracts,  rtc  ts  or  equities  of  redemp- 
tion, rights  under  oust  deeds  given  as  secu- 
rity, rights  within  a  period  of  redemption 
which  has  not  expired,  rights  under  trust 
deeds  which  have  not  become  absolute,  rights 
existing  In  case  of  sale  which  has  not  been 
confirmed  or  wher-i  a  deed  pursuant  to  sale 
has  not  been  dellvsred:  and 

"(12)  'integral  put  or  parcel'  of  a  debtor's 
property  shall  not  Include  only  a  portion  ot 
any   contract   llenJiolder'a  security. 
"article      in — JTTRisincTiON,     powEss.      sno 

DtrriES    OF    THE    COURT 

••.'?EC.  ©11.  Where  not  IneonsUtent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter,  the  court  in 
which  the  petltlcn  is  flled  shall,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  chapter,  have  exclusive  Ju- 
risdiction of  the  debtor  and  his  property, 
wherever  located. 

"Sec.  912.  Prior  to  the  approTal  of  a  peti- 
tion, the  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of 
the  court  and  of  Its  officers,  where  not  in- 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  chap- 
ter, shall  be  the  same  as  In  a  bankruptcy 
proceeding  before  adjudication. 

"Sec.  913.  Upon  the  apjjroval  of  a  petition, 
the  Jurlcdiction.  iKJwers,  and  duties  of  the 
court  and  of  Its  officers  where  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter 
shall  be  the  same  as  In  a  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceeding upon  adjudication. 

"Sac.  914.  Upon  the  approval  of  a  petition 
under  this  chapter,  the  coiu-t  may.  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties 
hereinabove  and  elsewhere  in  this  chapter 
conferred  and  im;x)eed  upon  it,  permit  the 
rejection  of  executory  contracts  of  the  debtor, 
upon  notice  to  the  parties  to  such  contracts 
and  to  such  other  parties  in  'nterest  as  the 
court  may  designate. 

"Sec,  916.  Whenever  notice  is  to  be  given 
under  this  chapter,  if  not  otherwise  specified 
hereunder,   the   court   shall    designate   the 


time  within  which,  the  persons  to  whom, 
the  form  and  manner  in  which  tbe  notice 
shall  be  given,  and  the  contents  of  the 
notice.  Any  notice  to  be  given  tinder  this 
chapter  may  be  combined,  whenever  feasible, 
with  any  other  notice  or  notices  to  be  given 
under  this  chapter. 

"Sec.  918.  The  judge  may  transfer  a  pro- 
ceeding under  this  chapter  to  a  court  of 
bankruptcy  in  any  other  district,  regardless 
of  the  residence  of  the  debtor,  if  the  inter- 
ests of  the  parties  will  be  best  served  by 
such  transfer. 

"Sec.  917.  Where  a  petition  U  flled  by  the 
executor,  administrator,  or  personal  repre- 
senUtive  of  the  estate  of  a  deceased  debtor, 
the  consent  of  the  court  in  which  such 
estate  Is  pending  shall  not  be  required. 

"Sec.  918.  Where  not  IneonsUtent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter,  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  appellate  cotirts  shall  be  the  same 
as  in  a  bankruptcy  proceeding. 

"ASnCLE     IV — ^PETTnoW,     AP7EOVAI.,     AND     STAT 

"EEC.  921.  A  debtor  may  file  a  petition 
under  this  chapter  In  a  pending  bankruptcy 
proceeding  either  before  or  after  his  adjudi- 
cation. 

"Sec.  922.  If  no  bankruptcy  proceeding  Is 
pending,  a  debtor  may  file  an  original  peti- 
tion under  this  chapter  with  the  court  in 
whose  territorial  jurisdiction  he  has  resided 
or  the  principal  part  of  his  farming  opera- 
tions have  occurred  for  the  preceding  6 
months  or  for  a  longer  portion  of  the  preced- 
ing 6  months  than  In  any  other  Jurisdiction. 
The  filing  of  such  petition  shall  be  accompa- 
nied by  payment  to  the  clerk  of  a  filing  fee  of 
$43,  to  be  distributed  by  him  as  in  the  caee 
of  a  bankruptcy  proceeding. 

"Sc.  923.  A  petition  flled  under  this  chap- 
ter shall  state — 

"(1)  that  the  debtor  is  Insolvent  or  un- 
able to  pay  his  debts  as  they  mature  and 
th;>t  he  desires  to  avail  himself  of  the  beneflts 
of  this  chapter;  and 

"(2)  the  nature  and  status  of  all  pending 
proceedings  affecting  the  property  of  the 
debtor  known  to  him  and  the  coxuts  In  which 
they  are  pending. 

"Sec.  924.  The  petition  shall  be  flled  in 
triplicate  and  at  the  time  It  Is  flled,  or  within 
10  days  thereafter,  the  debtor  shall  file  in 
triplicate — 

"  ( 1 )  a  statement  of  the  executory  contracts 
of  the  debtor; 

"(2)  the  schedules  and  statement  of  affairs. 
If  not  previously  flled,  including  a  statement 
of  rights  of  redemption  which  have  not  ex- 
pired and  rights  under  trust  deeds  which 
have  not  become  absolute,  and  of  deeds 
which  have  not  been  confirmed  or  delivered, 
and  the  property  affected  thereby; 

"(3)  where  a  petition  is  flled  by  the  legal 
representative  of  the  estate  of  a  deceased 
debtor,  copies  of  his  appointment  by  the 
probate  court,  of  which  the  original  shall  be 
ccrtifled; 

"(4)  his  claim  of  exemption; 

"(5)  if  he  does  not  desire  to  retain  posses- 
sion of  all  of  his  property,  a  statement  of 
the  unexempt  property,  or  such  Integral  part 
or  parcel  thereof,  and  of  the  encumbered  ex- 
empt property,  possession  of  which  he  desires 
to  retain  for  the  purposes  of  the  proceeding 
under  this  chapter:  and 

"(8)  the  offer,  including  the  terms  of  pay- 
ment, of  a  fair  and  reasonable  rental  to  be 
made  by  him  for  each  separately  enciunbered 
portion  of  his  property,  and  for  his  unen- 
cumbered unexempt  property,  of  which  he 
desires  to  retain  possession.  All  rental  shall 
be  payable  from  the  date  of  the  filing  ol  the 
debtor's  petition. 

"Sec,  925.  In  determining  the  rental  to  be 
offered,  the  debtor  shall  give  due  considera- 
tion to  the  market  value  of  the  debtor's 
property,  the  customary  rental  value  of  prop- 
erty of  the  same  general  character  located 
in  the  community  in  which  the  debtor's 
property  Is  located,  the  actvial  net  income 
and  earning  capacity  of  the  debtor's  prop- 
erty, its  depreciation  or  deterioration  by  rea- 


son of  use  or  age,  and  such  other  factors 
which  may  be  essential  in  arriving  at  a  fair 
and  reasonable  rental  value,  and  shall  give 
due  consideration,  in  fixing  the  periodic  pay- 
ments quarterly,  semiannually,  or  annually, 
in  advance  or  at  the  end  of  such  period,  to 
the  availability  of  farm  income. 

"Sec.  996.  Upon  the  filing  of  the  petition 
by  a  debtor  and  upon  compliance  by  the 
debtor  with  section  924  of  this  act  the  judge 
shall  enter  an  order  approving  the  petition 
if  satisfisd  that  the  requirements  of  this 
chapter  have  been  compUed  with  or,  if  not 
so  satisfied,  diamissing  it  for  want  of  Juris- 
diction. 

"Sec.  927.  A  petition  shall  not  be  dismissed 
imder  section  928  of  this  act  because  of  the 
distressed  financial  condition  of  the  debtor, 
or  because  there  Is  no  reasonable  expectation 
of  his  financial  lehabllltation.  or  because 
he  may  have  no  equity  In  his  property  above 
the  encumbrances  and  other  liens  against 
it.  or  because  of  any  other  ground  of  like 
nature. 

"Sec.  928.  In  addition  to  the  applicable 
relief  of  section  11  of  this  act  and  the  relief 
elsewhere  provided  under  this  chapter,  the 
filing  of  a  petition  by  a  debtor  shall,  for 
the  purposes  of  a  proccEdlng  under  this 
chapter,  opemte  as  a  stay  of  a  prior  pending 
bankruptcy,  mortgage  forecloeure,  or  equity 
receivership  proceeding  and  of  any  act  or 
other  proceeding  to  enforce  a  lien  against 
any  of  the  debtor's  property.  Including  the 
sale  of  any  of  the  debtor's  property  under 
the  terms  of  any  mortgage,  pledge,  or  deed 
of  trust,  and  of  the  commencement  or  con- 
tinuation of  any  act.  suit,  or  proceeding 
against  the  debtor  or  his  property  imtll  dis- 
missal of  the  petition  under  section  928 
of  this  act,  or.  if  not  so  dismissed,  then 
until  further  order  of  the  court  or  until 
final  decree  dismissing  or  closing  the  pro- 
ceeding under  this  chapter:  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  any  exempt  property  of  a  debtor, 
whether  or  not  encumbered,  which  he  does' 
not  desire  to  retain  in  his  possession,  shall 
be  wholly  excluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  bankruptcy  court  without  any  order  of 
the  court  other  than  the  order  setting  aside 
the  exemptions. 

"Sec.  929.  As  to  any  property  of  the  debtor, 
where,  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the 
debtor's  petition,  any  legal  or  equitable  ac- 
tion Is  pending,  or  steps  toward  selling  tmder 
a  power  of  sale  In  a  mortgage  or  deed  of 
trust  have  been  taken  but  the  sale  has  not 
become  absolute,  or  a  sale  had  not  been 
confirmed,  or  a  sale  has  been  confirmed  as 
provided  in  section  930  of  this  act,  or  the 
deed  has  not  been  delivered,  or  an  executory 
contract  has  not  been  terminated,  or  the 
period  of  redemption  has  not  expired,  the 
plaintiff  may  dismiss  such  pending  action 
without  prejudice,  or  such  pending  action, 
such  right  to  exercise  the  power  of  sale, 
such  confirmation  of  sale,  all  proceedings 
and  acts  following  confirmation  of  such  sale 
as  provided  In  section  930  of  this  act,  the 
delivery  of  such  deed,  or  the  termination 
of  such  contract,  shall  be  stayed  or  the 
period  of  redemption  shall  be  extended  for 
the  period  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  chapter, 
and  until  the  termination  of  such  stay  the 
rights  of  any  ailected  creditors  and  pur- 
chasers shall  remain  in  the  status  which 
existed  immediately  prior  to  the  filing  of 
the  petition,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  this  chapter.  Any  action  taken  in  any  of 
the  matters  mentioned  in  section  938  or  in 
this  section  of  this  act  after  the  filing  of 
the  petition  and  without  prior  approval  of 
the  court  shall  be  of  no  legal  force  or  effect. 
and  the  affected  parties  shall  be  restored  to 
the  status  and  to  all  legal  and  equitable 
rights  they  had  immediately  before  the  peti- 
tion was  filed. 

"Ssc.  930.  Where  any  of  his  property,  pes* 
session  of  which  the  debtor  deslrss  to  retain, 
has  been  sold  under  a  sale  that  reqtiires 
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conflrmation,  but  which  has  not  be«n  con- 
flrtned,  the  cotirt  shall  make  an  order  au- 
thorising the  Interested  parties  to  proceed 
with  the  conflrmation  of  the  sale  by  the 
proper  court  for  the  sole  purpose  of  deter- 
mining whether  such  sale  should  be  con- 
firmed and  thereby  fixing  the  rights  of  the 
purchaser  and  secvired  creditor  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section.  If  the  proper  court 
refuses  to  confirm  the  sale,  all  further  pro- 
ceedings pertaining  to  said  sale  shall  be 
stayed  as  iH-orlded  In  sections  828  and  939 
of  this  act.  Where  any  sale  has  been  made 
prior  to  the  time  of  filing  the  petition,  but 
such  sale  had  not  been  confirmed  until  after 
the  filing  of  the  petition  or  the  deed  had 
not  been  delivered,  the  purchaser  at  such 
sale,  to  the  extent  of  the  amount  paid  on 
the  pwchase  price,  shall  be  considered  a 
secured  creditor,  and  payments  to  be  made 
by  the  debtor  under  an  extension  proposal 
in  payment  of  claims  against  the  property 
so  sold  shall  be  paid  In  redemption  from 
such  sale.  Any  redemption  under  this  chap- 
ter shall  be  subject  to  any  prior  liens.  The 
amount  necessary  to  redeem  shall  be  the 
amount  bid  at  such  sale,  whether  or  not  the 
purchaser  has  paid  the  full  amount  of  his 
bid.  If  the  purchaser  has  not  paid  the  full 
amount  of  his  bid,  such  purchaser  shall  be 
the  claimant  as  to  the  amount  paid  by  him. 
and  the  affected  secured  creditor  shall  be 
the  claimant  as  to  the  difference  between 
the  amount  so  paid  and  the  amount  bid. 
The  secured  creditor  who  has  caused  such 
sale  to  be  made  shall  be  deenwd  an  unse- 
cxired  creditor  as  to  any  excess  of  the  debt 
over  the  amount  of  the  bid  and  such  excess 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  allowed  as  an  unse- 
cured claim. 

'■Sxc.931.  Any  sale  that  would  have  fore- 
closed Junior  lienholders  had  the  debtor's 
petition  not  been  filed  shall  nevertheless 
foreclose  such  Junior  lienholders.  and  no 
such  Junior  liens  shall  reattach  after  the 
debtor  reacquires  title. 

"ABTICLX    V PROCXKDINGS    SUBSEQUENT    TO 

APPROVAL    or    FETmON 

"Skc.  932.  Upon  approval  of  a  petition. 
the  Judge  may  refer  tha  proceeding  to  a  ref- 
eree appointed,  qualified,  and  acting  under 
chapter  V  of  this  act. 

'•Sic.  933.  Upon  the  approval  of  the  peti- 
tion, the  court  shall  promptly  call  a  meetlns; 
of  creditors  upon  at  least  10  days'  notice  by 
mall  to  the  debtor  and  all  creditors. 

"Sxc.  934.  The  notice  of  such  meeting  shall 
specify  the  purposes  of  the  meeting,  which 
shall  include  a  determination  of  the  cause 
of  the  debtor's  distress,  the  setting  apart  of 
the  debtor's  exemptions,  and  the  approval  or 
fixing  of  the  rental  to  be  paid  by  the  debtor 
upon  the  property  to  be  retained  by  him. 

"Sxc.  935.  The  notice  of  such  meeting  shall 
alro  be  accompanied  by — 

"(1>  a  summary  of  the  scheduled  liabili- 
ties: 

"(2)  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  10  largest 
general  unsecured  creditors  and  the  10  larg- 
est secured  creditors,  their  addresses,  and 
the  scheduled  amount  owing  to  each  of 
them,  and,  in  the  case  of  the  secured 
creditors,  the  nature  of  the  security  held 
by  each  of  ihem: 

"(3)  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  unsecured 
creditors,  entitled  to  priority,  their  addresses 
and  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  priority 
owing  to  each  of  them,  as  scheduled: 

"(4)  a  brief  summary  of  the  debtor's  claim 
of  exemptions;  and 

"(5)  a  brief  summary  of  the  property,  pos- 
session of  which  is  requested  to  be  retained 
by  the  debtor,  and  the  rental  and  terms  of 
payment  thereof  offered  by  the  debtor  for 
each  separately  encumbered  parcel  of  his 
property,  and  his  unencumbered,  unexempt 
property. 

"Bk.  936.  At  such  meeting  of  creditors 
and  at  all  adjournments  thereof,  unci  at  all 
hsarings  under  this  chapter,  the  jnd-e  or 
referee  shall  preside. 


"Sxc.  937.  At  such  meeting  of  creditor?!,  or 
at  any  adjournment  thereof,  the  court  shall 
examine  the  debtor  or  cause  him  to  be  ex- 
amined, iind  hear  witnesses  on  any  matters 
relevant  to  the  proceedings. 

"Sec.  998.  At  such  meeting  of  creditors,  or 
at  any  adjournment  thereof,  the  court  shall 
determine  whether  the  debtor's  distress  Is 
due  to  causes  beyond  his  control,  such  as  a 
national  (smergency,  as  the  result  of  which 
farmers  In  general  cannot  operate  with  nor- 
mal profits,  or  local  emergencies,  such  as 
drought,  ireeze,  flood,  and  hall,  or  is  due  to 
causes  within  his  control,  such  as  bad  per- 
sonal nablts.  failure  to  attend  to  business, 
diverting  farm  Income  to  nonagrlcultural 
expenditures,  extravagant  operations,  and 
lack  of  farming  ability.  If  the  cause  Is  de- 
termined by  the  court  to  be  beyond  the 
debtors  control,  the  court  shall  enter  an 
order  gn»i  ting  the  debtor  n  moratorium  for 
the  dumtion  of  the  emergency,  without  ex- 
pressly limiting  the  moratorium  to  a  term 
of  years.  If  the  cause  is  determined  by  the 
court  to  I  e  within  the  debtor's  control,  the 
court  shall  proceed  aa  provided  in  section 
1016  of  tMs  act. 

"Sec.  939.  At  such  meeting  of  creditors,  or 
at  any  adjournment  thereof.  If  a  moratorium 
is  ordered   the  court  shall  enter  an  order  ap- 
proving the  rental  offered  by  the  debtor  for 
each  separately  encumbered  portion  of   his 
property    and    for    the    unencumbered,    un- 
exempt portion,  if  any,  unless  a  written  ob- 
jection to  any  portion  of  the  rental  offered 
for  encun-  bered  property  has  been  filed  by  u 
secured    creditor    as    to    any    separately    en- 
cumbered portion,  or  unless  a  written  objec- 
tloi  to  the  rental  offered  for  unencumbered 
property    has    been    filed    by    an    unsecured 
crediti^r.  1  i  which  event  the  court  shall  hear 
and    d»»te!mlne    such    objections    and    shall 
enter    an    order    approving   or    dlsapprovlnn 
the  portion  of  the  offered  rental  as  to  which 
objections   have  been  filed.     In  case  of  dis- 
approval,  the  court  shall  determine  the  fair 
and  reasonable  rental  value  of  the  speclrlc 
portion    of    the    debtor's    property    and    the 
terms   of    payment    based    upon    the   factors 
provided    In   section   92.'j   of   this   act.     Such 
rental  shf  11  be  paid  into  court  and  shall  b.» 
u.«;€d  as  fellows:  The  first  10  percent  therecjf 
shall    be    deposited    by    the    court   with    the 
cleric   jind    transmitted   by   him   as   provided 
by   section    72   of   this    act    to   be   deposited 
equally    in    the    referee's    salary    fund    and 
refeiees  expense  fund.    The  remainder  shall 
be  used,  first,  for  the  payment  of  any  com- 
pensation or  relmburfccment  for  such  cosin 
and  expeiLses,  If  any.  as  may  be  allowed   by 
the   court    under   the    provisions   of   sectiou 
1C23   and    1038  of  this   act:    second,   for  the 
payment  of  taxes,  insiu-ance.  r.nd  repairs  on 
the  property  for  which  the  rental  Has  paid; 
thliJ.  sh£.ll  be  paid  to  and  applied  on  the 
claims   of    the    secured   creditors    who    h.-.ve 
claims   against   the  property   for   whloh   the 
rental  was  paid,  as  their  Interests  may  ap- 
pear;   anc',    fourth,    aiiy   exre-ss   rental   from 
encumbered  property  and  all  rental  from  un- 
encumbered  property  shall   be   paid   to   the 
unsecured   creditors   as  their   Interesti   may 
appear.     A   person   aggrieved   by   the   rental 
order  may,  within  10  days  after  the  entry  of 
the  ordfjr.  flie  a  petition  to  review  the  sam« 
in  the  menner  provided  in  this  act. 

"Sec.  940.  At  such  meeting  of  creditors,  or 
at  any  adjournment  thereof,  if  Jurisdiction 
Is  retained  under  this  chapter,  the  court 
shall  set  ppart  the  exemptions  of  the  debtor- 
Providfd.  however.  That  the  court  shall  .vu- 
pervise  ard  control  the  encumbered  exempt 
property  to  be  retained  by  the  debtor  for  the 
purposes  of  the  proceedings  under  thi.s 
chapter. 

"Sec  941.  At  such  meeting  of  creditors, 
or  at  any  adjournment  thereof.  In  the  event 
the  debtor  nas  not  elected  to  retain  pos- 
session of  all  of  his  unexempt  properly,  the 
court  may  appoint  a  trustee  to  administer 
such  property  not  retained  by  the  debtor 
No  individual  shall  be  eligible   to  appoint-' 


ment  as  a  trv.stee  unless  he  Is  (a)  a  resident 
of  the  county  where  the  principal  part  of 
the  debtor's  property  is  located;  (b)  familiar 
with  agricultural  conditions  therein;  (c) 
not  engaged  in  the  farm-mortgage  business, 
the  business  of  flnancing  farmers  or  trans- 
actions In  agricultural  commodities,  or  of 
furnishing  agricultural  supplies;  and  (d)  not 
a  relative  of,  or  asscxriated  In  business  with, 
any  creditor. 

"Sec.  942.  When  a  moratorium  has  been 
ordered,  the  creditors  shall  have  the  right 
not  more  often  than  at  2-year  Intervals  from 
the  date  of  the  order  granting  the  mora- 
torium to  a  hearing  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  emergency  has  ceased.  Such 
hearing  shall  be  had  upon  petition  of  any 
creditor  after  10  days'  notice  by  mail  to  the 
debtor  and  all  creditors.  The  order  grant- 
ing the  morat'orium  shall  remain  In  full 
force  and  effect  if  the  court  makes  an  order 
determining  that  the  emergency  still  exists. 
It  a  determination  13  made  by  the  court  that 
would  result  in  a  moratorium  of  more  than 
4  years  from  the  date  of  the  order  granting 
the  moratorium,  any  creditor  may  appeal 
from  such  order  if  made  by  a  Judge,  or,  if 
made  by  a  referee,  may  within  10  days  after 
the  entry  of  such  order,  flle  a  petition  for 
review  as  to  the  existence  of  the  emergency. 
The  determination  by  a  Judge  on  review 
shall  be  subject  to  appeal.  If  a  Judge,  after 
a  review,  or  an  appellate  court,  on  appeal, 
determines  that  the  emergency  still  exists! 
such  determination  shall  continue  the  mor- 
atorium in  full  force  and  effect;  Provided, 
however.  That  thereafter  at  1-year  intervals' 
from  the  date  of  any  determination  by  a 
Judge  after  a  review  or  by  an  appellate  court 
on  appeal,  until  It  is  finally  determined  that 
the  emer;<ency  has  ceased,  any  creditor  may 
pr'-sent  the  same  question  to  the  court  ou 
petition  and  notice  as  In  this  section  pro- 
Mded.  and  shall  have  tlie  right  to  a  review 
or  an  appeal  from  any  order  thereafter 
made  by  a  referee  or  Judge  determining  that 
the  emergency  still  exlsu.  Upon  a  final  de- 
termination that  the  emergency  has  ceased, 
the  moratorium  shall  terminate. 

'Skc  943.  After  the  entry  of  any  order  by 
a  referee,  any  person  aggrieved  may  file  a 
petition  to  review  the  same  In  the  manner 
provided  In  section  39c  of  this  act. 

"Sec  944.  During  the  moratorium  the 
debtor  shall  have  authority  to  manage  and 
operate  the  property  of  which  he  has  elected 
to  retain  posses.ilon.  subject,  however,  at  all 
times  to  the  supervision  and  control  of  the 
court  and  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
the  court  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 
The  court  m;'y  require  the  debtor  to  flle 
reports  of  the  farming  op>eratlon8  at  fuch 
Intervals  us  it  may  designate  and  In  such 
form  and  containing  such  information  as  it 
may  prc;icrlbr. 

■■Sec  94,5.  Upon  Its  own  motion  or  upon 
application  of  any  creditor,  the  court  may. 
after  hearing  upon  at  least  10  days'  notice 
by  mall  to  the  debtor  and  all  creditors,  re- 
quire the  debtor  to  make  payments  Into 
court  In  addition  to  the  fixed  rental  as  pro- 
vided In  s-ctlon  939  of  this  act  and.  In  fixing 
the  amount  and  periods  of  such  payments. 
the  court  shall  give  due  consideration  to 
the  Interests  of  creditors  and  to  the  debtor's 
ability  to  pay.  with  u  view  to  his  financial 
rthabillratlon. 

"Sec  946  The  court  may  at  any  time  dur- 
ing the  proceedings,  either  upon  its  own 
motion  or  upon  application  of  the  debtor  or 
any  creditor,  at  a  hearing  upon  at  least  10 
days'  notice  by  mail  to  the  debtor  and  all 
creditors,  order  the  debtor  to  sell  any  un- 
exempt perishable  products  of  the  farm  if 
it  appears  necessary  to  protect  the  estate 
from  k^ss.  and  any  unexempt  personal  or 
real  property  not  reasonably  necessary  to 
the  farming  operations  of  the  debtor,  except 
heirlooms  and  personal  gifts  In  the  dHcre- 
tion  of  the  court,  despite  any  order  a;    t»e 
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court  retaining  the  debtor  In  possession 
thereof:  Provided  V'iioever,  That  In  the 
case  of  perishable  property,  the  court  may, 
upon  cause  shown,  shorten  the  period  of 
notice  or  order  the  sale  without  notice. 
Any  such  sale  shall  be  for  cash  and  the 
debtor  shall  Immediately  turn  such  cash 
over  to  the  court  to  be  held  as  an  asset  of 
the  estate,  subject,  however,  to  such  Hens 
as  may  have  existed  against  the  property 
BO  sold. 

"AXTICLK     VI TfrLE,     RIGHTS,     DTTTtCS.     AND 

POWERS   or   DEBTOR 

"Sec  956.  Except  as  provided  in  this  chap- 
ter, and  for  the  purposes  of  this  chapter,  a 
debtor  shall,  with  respect  to  the  property 
retained  by  him  under  section  924  of  this 
pct.  and  during  th<;  period  of  its  retention 
by  him.  have  all  ttie  title  and  exercise  all 
the  powers  of  a  trustee  appointed  under 
section  44  of  this  act,  subject,  however,  at 
all  times,  to  the  supervision  and  control  of 
the  court  and  to  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  court  may  frc  m  time  to  time  prescribe 
for  the  protection  of  the  property  or  the 
conservation  of  the  security.  A  debtor  may 
manage  and  operate  such  property  in  the 
manner  and  subject  to  the  conditions  as 
provided  in  this  chapter. 

"Sec  957.  Where  not  Inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  the  rights,  priv- 
ileges, and  duties  of  he  debtor  shall  be  the 
same,  before  the  approval  of  the  petition, 
as  In  a  bankruptcy  proceeding  before  adju- 
dication and.  upon  the  approval  of  the  peti- 
tion, as  In  a  bankruptcy  prcx:eedlng  upon 
adjudication. 

"Sec  958.  Except  is  provided  In  this  chap- 
ter, a  debtor  shall  not  be  adjudged  a  bank- 
rupt under  this  chapter  without  his  consent 
in  writing  filed  with  the  court. 

"article     VII — TITLE.     POWERS,     AND     DVTSMa    OF 

t:iustkx 

"Sec.  966.  A  trustt^e,  u{>on  his  appointment 
and  qualification,  shall  administer  all  of  the 
unexempt  pro(>erty  of  the  debtor,  or  un- 
exempt property  belonging  to  his  estate, 
other  than  the  property  possession  of  which 
the  debtor  elects  x)  retain  under,  sectiou 
924  of  this  act. 

"Sec  967.  A  trustee,  upon  his  appointment 
and  qualification,  i.hall,  as  to  all  property 
administered  by  him  as  provided  In  section 
966  of  this  act.  t>e  nested  with  the  title  of  a 
trustee  appointed  under  section  44  of  this 
act. 

"Sec  968.  Where  not  inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  a  trustee,  upon  his 
appointment  and  qualification,  with  respect 
to  the  property  administered  under  section 
966  of  this  act,  shall  be  vested  with  the  rights, 
be  subject  to  the  duties,  and  exercise  the 
powers  of  a  trtistee  appointed  under  section 
44  of  this  act. 


•articlr  vin- 


:RKDrroRs  and  claims 


"Sec.  978.  Proofs  of  claim  of  secured  and 
unsecured  creditors  may  be  filed  In  the  court 
of  bankruptcy  whsre  the  proceedings  are 
pending,  or  with  the  referee  If  the  case  has 
been  referred,  at  any  time  within  6  months 
after  the  date  of  tae  first  meeting  of  cred- 
itors. The  proof  sliall  be  sufficient  in  form 
If  made  under  oath,  setting  forth  the  nature 
and  amount  of  the  indebtedness,  and,  when 
based  upon  a  writtsn  instrument,  if  the  In- 
strument or  a  cert.fied  or  photostat  copy  is 
included  or  attache  :1  showing  what  securities 
are  held,  if  secured.  Section  57d  of  this  act 
shall  apply  to  claims  so  proved. 

"Sec.  979.  Where  not  inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  the  rights,  duties, 
and  liabilities  of  creditors  and  of  all  other 
persons  with  respeot  to  the  property  of  the 
debtor  shall  be  the  same,  before  the  approval 
of  the  petition,  as  in  a  bankruptcy  proceed- 
ing before  adjudicition  and,  upon  the  ap- 
proval of  the  petlLlon,  as  in  a  bankruptcy 
prcxieedlng   upon   adjudication. 

"Sec.  980.  In  caiie  an  executory  contract 
shall  be  rejected  pursuant  to  the  permission 


of  the  cotirt  given  in  a  proceeding  under  this 
chapter,  or  shall  have  l>een  rejected  in  a  prior 
pending  proceeding,  any  person  injured  by 
such  rejection  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
chapter,  be  deemed  a  creditor.  The  claim  of 
a  landlord  for  damages  for  Injury  resulting 
from  the  rejection  of  an  unexpired  lease  of 
real  estate  or  for  damages  or  Indemnity 
under  a  covenant  contained  In  such  lease 
shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  clause 
(9)  of  subdivision  a  of  section  63  of  this  act. 

"Sec  981.  If  the  time  for  filing  claims  in 
a  pending  bankruptcy  proceeding  has  ex- 
pired prior  to  the  filing  of  a  petition  under 
this  chapter,  unsecured  claims  provable  un- 
der section  63  of  this  act,  and  not  filed  with- 
in the  time  prescribed  by  subdivision  n  of 
section  57  of  this  act,  shall  not  be  allowed 
In  the  bankruptcy  proceeding  when  rein- 
stated as  provided  in  this  chapter. 

"Sec.  982.  Upon  the  entry  of  an  order 
under  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  direct- 
ing that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with,  only 
such  claims  as  are  provable  under  section 
63  of  this  act  shall  be  sllowed  and  claims 
not  already  filed,  including  claims  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  State  or  subdivision 
thereof,  may  be  filed  within  6  months  after 
the  first  date  set  for  the  first  meeting  of 
creditors,  held  pursuant  to  section  55  of  this 
act,  or,  if  such  date  has  previously  been  set, 
then  within  6  months  after  the  mailing  of 
notice  to  creditors  of  the  entry  of  the  order 
directing  that  bankruptcy  be  prcx;eeded  with. 

"article  IX — extension 
"Sec.  986.  Within  60  days  after  a  final  de- 
termination under  section  942  of  this  act 
that  the  emergency  has  ceased,  the  debtor 
may  file  with  the  court  a  notice  of  election 
wherein  he  may  elect  an  extension. 

"Sec  987.  If  the  debtor  elects  an  exten- 
sion, he  shall  file  with  his  notice  of  election 
an  extension  proposal,  together  with  a  copy 
thereof  for  each  affected  creditor,  which  pro- 
posal shall  provide  for  full  payment  of  his 
secured  claims  amortized  over  a  term  of 
years,  which  term  of  years  shall  be  based 
upon  the  earning  power  of  the  property  that 
is  security  for  the  debt  as  determined  by 
the  court,  but  not  exceeding  the  greater  of 
10  years  or  the  original  term  of  years,  pay- 
able in  equal  quarterly,  semiannual,  or  an- 
nual Installments,  plus  interest  at  the  con- 
tract rate,  or  5  percent  per  annum,  which- 
ever is  the  lesser,  and  such  extension  pro- 
posal shall  provide  for  payment  of  unse- 
cured debts,  for  which  claims  have  been 
filed  and  allowed  or  are  allowed  under  sec- 
tion 930  of  this  act,  to  the  extent  and  on 
the  terms  which  the  debtor  believes  he  will 
have  the  ability  to  pay  from  his  future  in- 
come. The  extension  proposal  shall  Identify 
the  related  lien  or  liens,  shall  describe  the 
property  which  the  debtor  wishes  to  redeem, 
which  description  may  be  incorporated  by 
reference  to  the  recording  data  of  the  related 
Hen  instrument,  and  shall  set  forth  the 
amount  to  l>e  paid  in  redemption  of  the 
property,  the  Interest  rate  and  terms  of  pay- 
ment, as  well  as  the  persons  to  whom  pay- 
ment is  to  be  made. 

"Sxc.  988.  Upon  the  filing  of  such  exten- 
sion proposal,  the  court  shall  give  a  10-day 
notice  by  mail  to  the  debtor  and  all  affected 
creditors  of  a  hearing  on  such  extension 
proposal  and  shall  Include  a  copy  thereof 
with  each  notice.  If  no  written  objections 
to  such  extension  proposal  are  filed  at  or 
before  the  hearing,  the  court  shall  confirm 
the  proposal.  If  written  objections  are  filed, 
the  court  shall  consider  the  written  objec- 
tions or  hear  the  objecting  party  and  shall 
enter  an  order  in  accordance  with  the  proof, 
approving  the  proposal  as  submitted,  or 
modifying  it  as  to  the  objecting  party  and 
approving  It  as  modified.  The  extension 
proposal,  when  approved  by  the  court,  shall 
have  the  full  force  and  effect  of  a  binding 
contract  for  redemption  between  the  affected 
parties.  After  the  approval  of  an  extension 
proposal,  the  debtor  shall  make  aU  required 


payments  directly  to  the  persons  entitled 
thereto.  The  debtor  shall  be  discharged  as 
to  aU  unsecured  debts  or  parts  of  debts  not 
provided  for  in  the  approved  extension  pro- 
posal. Upon  the  recordation  of  a  certified 
copy  of  such  order  In  the  proper  office  In  the 
county  or  parish  In  which  the  land  is  located, 
it  shall  constitute  constructive  notice  of 
the  debtor's  right  to  redeem  the  affected 
prop)erty,  and  any  unconfirmed  sale  may  be 
confirmed  and  any  deed  to  which  a  pur- 
chaser is  entitled  may  t>e  deUvered  and  re- 
corded. Any  such  deeds  executed  after  the 
approval  of  the  extension  proposal  shall  ex- 
pressly state  that  the  conveyance  is  subject 
to  the  right  of  the  debtor,  naming  him.  to 
redeem  the  property.  Any  deed  executed  but 
not  delivered  before  the  time  the  petition 
was  filed  shall  vest  title  in  the  grantee  sub- 
ject to  the  debtor's  right  of  redemption  re- 
gardless of  the  failure  of  the  deed  to  so  pro- 
vide. 

"article    X dismissal,    TRANSrXR,    AND 

ADJUDICATION 

"Sec.  1015.  The  court  shall,  during  the 
moratorium,  upon  the  written  application 
of  a  debtor,  without  a  hearing  and  based 
solely  upon  such  application,  transfer  the 
pr(x;eeding  to  a  prcx;eeding  under  chapters 
I  to  VII,  inclusive,  in  this  act. 

"Sec  1016.  If  (a)  under  the  provisions 
section  938  of  this  act,  the  court  finds  that 
the  debtor's  distress  is  due  to  causes  within 
his  control,  or  if  (b)  the  debtor  defaults  In 
the  payment  of  rental  or  defaults  under  any 
other  order  made  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  the  court  shall 
promptly  give  him  written  notice  to  cure 
the  default  within  60  days  after  the  date 
of  such  notice,  and  if  such  default  is  not 
cured  within  said  60  days,  or  If  (c)  within 
60  days  after  a  final  determination  under 
section  942  of  this  act  that  the  emergency 
has  ceased  the  debtor  had  not  filed  an  ex- 
tension proposal,  the  court  shall — 

"(1)  where  the  peUtlon  was  filed  under 
section  921  of  this  act,  enter  an  order  dis- 
missing the  proceeding  under  this  chapter 
and  directing  that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded 
with  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  act; 
or 

"(2)  where  the  petition  was  filed  under 
section  922  of  this  act,  enter  an  order,  upon 
hearing  after  notice  to  the  debtor,  the  credi- 
tors, and  such  other  persons  In  Interest  aa 
the  court  may  direct,  either  adjudging  the 
debtor  a  bankrupt  and  directing  that  bank- 
ruptcy be  prcKeeded  with  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  which  adjudicatioa 
shall  be  mandatory  if  a  trustee  has  been  ap- 
pointed and  has  not  completed  the  admin- 
istration of  the  property,  title  to  which  had 
vested  in  him,  or,  if  adjudication  Is  not  man- 
datory, dismissing  the  pr(x;eedlng  under  this 
chapter,  whichever  in  the  opinion  of  the 
court  may  be  in  the  interest  of  creditors: 
Provided,  hovoever,  That  where  a  petition 
was  filed  under  this  chapter  during  a  re- 
demption perlcxl,  or  prior  to  confirmation  of 
a  sale,  or  prior  to  delivery  of  a  deed,  the 
affected  property  shall  be  dismissed  from 
the  proceedings  although  Jurisdiction  Is 
otherwise  retained,  and  the  purchasers  of 
such  property  shall  be  reinstated  to  the 
rights  they  had  when  the  petition  was  filed, 
and  the  debtor  shall  have  the  right  to  re- 
deem during  the  time  thereafter  that  had 
not  expired  under  any  redemption  right 
when  the  petition  was  filed. 

"Sec.  1017.  Upon  the  entry  of  an  order  di- 
recting that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with — 

*'  ( 1 )  in  the  case  of  a  petition  filed  under 
section  921  of  this  act,  the  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceeding shall  be  deemed  reinstated  and 
thereafter  shall  be  conducted,  so  far  as  pos- 
sible, as  if  such  petition  under  this  chapter 
had  not  been  filed; 

"(2)  in  the  case  of  a  petition  filed  under 
section  922  of  this  act,  the  proceeding  shall 
be  conducted,  so  far  as  possible,  In  the  same 
manner  and  with  like  effect  as  If  «  voluntarj 
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petition  In  bankruptcy  had  been  filed  and  a 
decree  of  adjudication  had  been  entered  on 
the  day  when  the  petition  under  this  chapter 
Iiad  been  filed;  and 

"(S)  (a)  the  trustee  theretofore  appointed 
and  qualified.  If  any,  shall  be  vested  with  the 
title  to  all  the  property  of  the  debtor  re- 
maining under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  court, 
title  to  which  had  not  previously  been  vested 
In  him,  as  of  the  date  of  the  entry  of  the 
order  directing  that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded 
with:  and 

"(b)  the  trustee.  If  not  theretofore  ap- 
pointed and  qualified,  shall,  upon  his  ap- 
pointment and  qualification,  be  vested  with 
the  title  to  all  the  property  of  the  debtor 
remaining  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court 
as  of  the  date  of  the  entry  of  the  order  di- 
recting that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with; 
and 

"(c)  the  unsecured  debts  Incurred  by  the 
debtor  after  filing  under  this  chapter  and  be- 
fore the  date  of  the  entry  of  the  final  order 
directing  that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with 
ahall.  unless  and  except  as  otherwise  provid- 
ed by  the  court,  share  on  a  parity  with  the 
prior  unsecured  debts  of  the  same  classes, 
provable  in  the  ensuing  bankruptcy  proceed- 
ing, and  for  such  purpose  the  prior  unse- 
cured debts  shall  t}e  deemed  to  be  reduced  by 
any  payment  made  thereon:  and 

"(d)  the  provisions  of  chapters  I  to  VU. 
Inclusive,  of  this  act  shall,  insofar  as  they 
are  not  inconsistent  or  in  conflict  with  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  apply  to  the  rights, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  the  creditors  hold- 
ing debts  Incurred  by  the  debtor  after  the 
filing  of  the  ];>etitlon  and  before  the  date 
of  the  final  <ntler  directing  that  bankruptcy 
be  proceeded  with,  and  of  all  persons  with 
respect  to  the  property  of  the  debtor,  and, 
for  the  purposes  of  such  application,  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  order  directing  that 
bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with  shall  control. 

"Sec.  1018.  Concxirrently  with  the  approval 
of  an  extension  proposal  the  court  shall 
enter  a  final  decree  discharging  the  debtor 
as  to  all  debts  dischargeable  under  this 
chapter,  discharging  the  trustee,  if  one  has 
been  appointed  and  qualified,  and  closing 
the  estate:  Provided,  however.  That  if  a 
trustee  has  been  appointed  and  qualified  as 
provided  in  this  chapter,  and  his  adminis- 
tration of  the*  property,  title  to  which  had 
Tested  in  him,  has  not  been  completed,  in- 
eltiding  payment  of  his  fees  and  expenses, 
the  final  decree  herein  required  shall  be 
entered  after  such  property  has  l>een  fully 
administered  by  the  trustee  and  his  fees 
and  expenses  have  been  paid. 

"ARnCLK   XI COMPENSATION   AND   ALLOWANCKs; 

PBIOaiTTES    AND    DISTSIBUTION    AMONG    CRED- 

rroBS 

"Ssc.  1022.  A  trustee  appointed  under  this 
chapter  shall  receive  out  of  that  portion  of 
the  estate  administered  by  him — 

"(1)  as  full  compensation  for  his  serv- 
ices after  they  are  rendered,  such  reason- 
able sum  as  the  court  may  allow,  not  to  ex- 
ceed 2  percent  upon  the  moneys  disbursed 
or  turned  over  by  him  to  any  persons,  in- 
cluding the  llenholders; 

"(2)  such  reimbursement  for  the  actual 
and  necessary  costs  and  expenses  Incurred 
by  h«m  in  a  proceeding  under  this  chapter, 
as  the  court  may  allow. 

"Sxc.  1023.  Where  a  petition  is  filed  under 
section  921  of  this  act,  the  court  may  allow, 
if  not  already  allowed,  reasonable  compensa- 
tion tat  services  rendered  and  reimburse- 
ment for  proper  costs  and  expenses  Incurred 
In  such  superseded  bankruptcy  proceeding, 
as    authorized    and    prescribed    in    this    act. 

"Sac.  1024.  Upon  the  dismissal  of  a  pro- 
ceeding under  this  chapter  after  a  morato- 
riiun  has  been  ordered  and  prior  to  the  pay- 
ment of  any  rental  or  by  reason  of  the  failure 
to  pay  a  rental  installment,  the  court  may, 
as  a  condition  to  such  dismissal,  require 
payment'  by  the  secured  creditor  or  secured 
creditors,  as  their  Interests  may  appear,  of 
an  amotmt  equal  to  10  percent  of  the  In- 


stallment of  rental  then  in  default,  which 
payment  shall  be  deposited  with  the  clerk 
and  transmitted  by  him  as  provided  In  sec- 
tion 72  of  this  act  to  be  deposited  equally 
in  the  referee's  salary  fund  and  referee's 
expense  fund. 

"Sec.  1025.  The  filing  fee  of  |45.  the  fee 
to  be  paid  out  of  rental,  and  such  fees  as 
may  be  pfiid  under  section  1024  of  this  act, 
shall  be  the  only  payments  required  of  the 
debtor  or  the  creditors  toward  the  referee's 
fees,  costs  and  expenses  under  this  chapter, 
except  thj.t  the  court  may  require  as  a  con- 
dition precedent  that  the  debtor  or  any 
creditor  who  may  petition  for  any  hearing 
other  than  the  hearings  expressly  provided 
for  in  this  chapter  shall  pay  into  court  the 
sum  of  $10,  plus  20  cents  for  each  copy  of 
the  notice  of  hearing  mailed  to  the  debtor 
and  the  creditors  if  the  court  prepares  such 
copy,  or  10  cents  for  each  copy  If  prepared 
by  the  petitioner,  the  petitioner  to  have  the 
option  as  to  preparation  of  the  notices,  and 
such  payments  shall  be  deposited  with  the 
clerk  and  transmitted  by  him  as  provided 
In  section  72  of  this  act  to  be  deposited  In 
the  referee's  expense  fund. 

"Sec.  1026.  The  debtor  a;id  each  creditor 
shall  pay  all  of  his  own  costs  and  expenses, 
including  attorney  fees,  none  of  which  shall 
be  allowed  or  paid  out  of  rental  money  or 
the  estate. 

"Sec  1027.  The  net  funds  of  the  estate 
administered  by  a  trustee  after  payment  of 
the  trustee's  fees  and  expenses,  if  any.  as 
provided  In  section  1022  of  this  act,  and 
any  funds  paid  into  court  under  the  pro- 
visions oi  sections  945  and  946  of  this  act 
shall  be  distributed,  from  time  to  time,  as 
may  be  ordered  by  the  court,  among  the  se- 
cured and  unseciu-ed  creditors,  as  their  In- 
terests may  appear.  Where  partial  distribu- 
tions occur,  proper  adjustment  shall  be  made 
in  the  final  distribution,  or  sooner  when 
practicable. 

"Sec.  10C8.  Upon  the  entry  of  an  order  In 
a  proceeding  under  this  chapter  directing 
that  bankruptcy  be  proceeded  with,  the 
actual  and  necessary  fees,  costs,  and  ex- 
penses t Hereafter  incurred  and  allowed  in 
the  ensuing  bankruptcy  proceeding  shall  be 
determined  in  the  manner  provided  in  chap- 
ters I  to  VII.  inclusive,  of  this  act  and  shall 
be  given  priority  over  any  unpaid  fees,  costs, 
and  expenses  incurred  prior  to  the  entry  of 
such  order. 

"article    XII — PRIOR    PROCEEDINGS 

"Sec.  1036.  A  petition  may  be  filed  under 
this  chapter  notwithstanding  the  pendency 
of  a  prior  mortgage  foreclosure,  equity,  or 
other  proceeding  in  a  court  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State  In  which  a  receiver 
or  trustee  of  all  or  any  part  of  the  property 
of  a  debtor  has  been  appointed  or  for  whose 
appointment  an  application  theretofore  has 
beeh  made. 

"Ssc.  1037.  As  to  any  such  property,  pos- 
session of  which  the  debtor  elects  to  retain, 
the  debtor,  upon  approval  of  his  petition, 
shall  become  vested  with  the  rights,  if  any, 
of  such  prior  receiver  or  trustee  in  such  prop- 
erty retained  by  the  debtor,  and  with  the 
right  to  immediate  possession  thereof,  and 
shall  also  have  the  right  to  immediate  pos- 
session of  such  property  in  the  possession  of 
a  trustee  under  a  deed  of  trust,  a  mortgagee 
under  a  mortgage,  or  a  pledgee  under  a  pledge 
of  personal  prop>erty.  the  possession  of  which 
is  essential  to  the  debtor's  operations,  pos- 
session of  which  he  elects  to  retain,  subject, 
however,  at  all  times  to  the  supervision  and 
control  of  the  court  and  to  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  court  may  from  time  to 
time  prescribe,  and  subject  to  existing  liens 
regardless  of  the  lienholder's  surrender  of 
possession:  Prortdcd,  That  the  trustee,  ap- 
pointed and  qualified  under  this  chapter, 
■hall  become  vested  with  all  such  rights  as 
to  any  such  property  which  is  unexempt  and 
of  which  the  debtor  has  not  elected  to  retain 
possession  as  provided  In  section  924  of  this 
act. 


"Srr.  1038.  The  court  shall  make  such  pro- 
vision as  may  be  equitable  for  the  protection 
of  the  obligations  theretofore  Incurred  by  a 
receiver  or  trustee  in  such  prior  proceeding 
and  for  the  payment  of  the  reasonable  costs 
and  expenses  incurred  therein  as  may  be 
allowed  by  the  court. 

"article   xiii     general   provisions 

"Sec.  1041.  All  statutes  of  limitations  af- 
fecting claim.s  provable  under  this  chapter 
and  the  running  of  all  periods  of  time  pre- 
scribed by  this  act  in  respect  to  the  commis- 
sion of  acts  of  bankruptcy,  the  recovery  of 
preferences  and  the  avoidance  of  Hens  and 
transfers  shall  be  suspended  while  a  pro- 
ceeding under  this  chapter  is  pending  and 
until  It  is  nnally  dismissed. 

"Sec.  1042.  Unless  otherwise  directed  by 
the  court,  all  notices  required  by  this  chap- 
ter may  be  given  by  mall  to  the  parties  en- 
titled thereto  to  their  addresses  ascertained 
In  the  manner  prescribed  for  other  notices  in 
section  58  of  this  act. 

"Sec  1043.  A  previous  discharge  of  a  debtor 
or  confirmation  of  an  arrangement  under 
other  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  be 
ground  for  denying  him  the  benefits  of  this 
chapter. 

"Sec  1044.  No  income  or  profit,  taxable 
undfr  any  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
State  now  In  force  or  which  may  hereafter 
be  enacted,  shall,  In  respect  to  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  Indebtedness  of  a  debtor  in  a 
proceeding  under  this  chapter,  be  deemed  to 
have  accrued  to  or  to  have  been  realized 
by  a  debtor  by  reason  of  a  modification  In 
or  cancellation  In  whole  or  in  part  of  any 
such  Indebtedness  In  a  proceeding  under  this 
chapter:  Provided,  however,  That  if  it  shall 
be  made  to  appear  that  the  proceeding  had 
for  one  of  its  principal  purposes  the  evasion 
of  any  Income  tax.  the  exemption  provided 
by  this  section  shall  be  disallowed. 

"Sec.  1045.  Until  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  promulgated  general  or- 
ders and  oOlclal  forms  governing  this  chap* 
ter.  General  Order  50,  and  the  ofliclal  forms 
heretofore  made  shall.  Insofar  as  not  Incon- 
sistent or  in  confilct  with  the  provisions  o* 
this  chapter,  be  applicable  to  procedure  un- 
der  this   chapter. 

"article  xrv— eftect  or  CHAPrm 
"Set  1051.  A  petition  may  be  filed  under 
this  chapte.  In  a  proceeding  In  bankruptcy 
which  l.s  pending  on  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendatory  act,  and  a  peiiuon  may  be  filed 
under  this  chapter  notwithstanding  the 
pendency  on  such  date  of  a  proceeding  in 
which  a  receiver  or  triostee  of  all  or  any  part 
of  the  property  of  a  debtor  has  been  ap- 
pointed or  for  whose  appointment  applica- 
tion has  been  made  in  a  court  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State. 

"Sec  1052.  As  of  the  day  preceding  the 
date  on  which  the  provisions  of  this  amenda- 
tory act  become  effective,  an  allocation  shall 
be  made  by  the  Judge  or  Judges  of  the  sev- 
eral courts  of  bankruptcy  of  all  filing  and 
other  fees,  commissions,  and  allowances,  and 
of  all  expense  funds,  due  the  then  existing 
conciliation  commissioners  for  services  ren- 
dered and  expenses  incurred  in  the  cases 
pending  before  them,  whether  as  referee  or 
conciliation  commissioner  under  this  act. 
The  balances  of  such  filing  and  other  fees, 
commissions,  and  allowances,  and  the  ex- 
pense surpluses  shall  be  covered  Into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  by  the  con- 
ciliation comml!5sloners  and  the  clerks,  to  be 
deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  respective 
salary  and  expense  funds  as  provided  In  para- 
graph (4)  of  subdivision  c  of  section  40  of 
this  act.  All  cases  then  pending  before  con- 
ciliation commissioners  shall  be  referred,  and 
no  additional  filing  fees  shall  be  required, 
but  additional  salary  and  expense  charges 
may  be  assessed  in  such  cases  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Judge  or  Judges  of  the  sev- 
eral courts  of  bankruptcy  may  deem  equit- 
able, taking  into  consideration  the  provi- 
sions of  this  chapter. 


"Sec.  1053.  The  provisions  of  section  75, 
as  amended,  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy 
throughout  the  Ui.lted  States,'  approved  July 
1.  1898,  shall  contiaue  in  full  force  and  effect 
with  respect  to  proceedings  pending  under 
that  section  upon  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendatory  act:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
provisions  of  this  amendatory  act  shall  gov- 
ern In  such  proci-edings  so  far  as  practic- 
able." 

Sec  2.  Clause  (3)  of  section  35  of  such 
act.  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows' 

"(2)  not  holdirig  any  office  of  profit  or 
emolument  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  Siate  or  subdivision  thereof 
other  than  special  master  under  this  act: 
Provided,  however.  That  part-time  referees 
may  be  commissioners  of  deeds.  United 
States  commissioners,  justices  of  the  peace, 
masters  In  chancery,  notaries  public,  or  re- 
tired officers  and  retired  enlisted  personnel 
of  the  Regular  and  Reserve  components  of 
the  Army.  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard,  members  of  the  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  ind  of  the  National  Guard 
of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, except  th<!  National  Guarc*  disburs- 
ing officers  who  are  on  a  full-time  salary 
basis;  ". 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision 
c  of  section  40  of  such  act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  ss  follows: 

"(4)  A  referees'  salary  fund  and  a  referees' 
expense  fund  shall  be  established  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
amounts  of  the  viirlous  fees  and  allowances 
collected  bjr  the  clerks  for  the  services  of 
referees  and  for  their  expenses,  including 
the  fees,  allowances,  and  charges  for  their 
services  and  expenses  as  special  masters 
under  this  act,  (hall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  for  the  ac- 
count of  such  salary  fund  and  expense  fund. 
The  salaries  of  the  referees  In  active  service 
shall  be  paid  out  of  annual  appropriations 
from  such  salary  fund,  and  the  expenses  of 
referees,  Including  the  salaries  of  their  cler- 
ical assistants,  shall  be  paid  out  of  annual 
appropriations  from  such  expense  fund,  by 
the  United  States  Any  deficiencies  of  such 
salary  fund  or  expense  fund  shall  be  paid 
out  of  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
and  appropriations  to  pay  such  deficiencies 
are  hereby  authorized:  Provided,  however. 
That  there  shall  be  covered  into  miscel- 
laneous receipts  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  In  any  subsequent  year  so 
much  of  the  sur]ilus,  if  any,  arising  in  the 
salary  fund  or  ex;3ense  fund,  respectively,  as 
may  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  St*.te8  for  payments  made  on 
account  of  such  respective  funds  in  any 
prior  year." 

(b)  Paragraph  f2)  of  subdivision  d  of  sec- 
tion 40  as  amenaed,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(2(  Any  refense  who  has  retired  or  been 
retired  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
( 1 )  of  this  subdi^  lalon  d  may.  if  called  upon 
by  a  Judge  of  a  court  of  bankruptcy,  per- 
form, without  compensation,  such  duties  of 
a  referee  or  special  master  under  this  act, 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  court,  as  such 
referee  may  be  able  and  willing  to  under- 
take: Provided,  however.  That  when  so  act- 
ing, compensation  for  his  services  shall  be 
allowed  and  paltl  or  deposited  and  his  ex- 
penses shall  be  allowed  and  paid,  as  in  the 
case  of  an  active  referee." 

Sec  4.  Clause  (2)  of  section  51  of  such 
act.  as  amended,  is  amended  to  r«ad  as 
follows: 

"(2)  collect  thn.fees  of  the  clerk  and  trus- 
tee and  the  fees  tor  the  referees'  salary  fund 
and  referees'  exp>ense  fund  provided  in  para- 
graph (1)  of  subdivision  c  of  section  40  of 
this  act  in  each  case  instituted  before  filing 
the  petition,  except  where  installment  pay- 
ments may  be  authorized  pursuant  to  sec- 
tloa  M  of  this  act,  and  collect  the  various 


other  fees,  allowances,  and  charges  for  the 
services  of  referees  and  for  their  exptenses, 
including  their  services  and  expenses  as  spe- 
cial masters  under  this  act;". 

Sec.  5.  Section  72  of  such  act,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  72.  Limitation  of  compensation  of 
officers  of  court:  No  receiver,  marshal,  or 
trustee  shall  in  any  form  or  guise  receive, 
nor  shall  the  court  allow  him,  any  other 
or  further  compensation  for  his  services  as 
required  by  this  act.  than  that  expressly 
authorized  and  prescribed  in  this  act. 

"No  referee  shall  receive  any  compensa- 
tion for  his  services  under  this  act  other 
than  his  salary;  and  allowances  made  to  a 
referee  for  compensation  or  expense  while 
acting  as  a  referee  or  special  master  under 
any  chapter  or  section  of  this  act,  shall 
be  paid  to  the  clerk,  and  by  him  trans- 
mitted to  the  Treasiu-y  of  the  United  States 
for  deposit  in  the  referees'  salary  fund  and 
referees'  expense  fund,  respectively." 

Sec.  6.  (a)  If  any  provision  of  this  amend- 
atory act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any 
person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  such 
individuality  shall  not  affect  other  provi- 
sions or  applications  of  this  amendatory  act 
which  can  be  given  effect  without  the  invalid 
provision  or  application,  and  to  this  end  the 
provisions  of  this  amendatory  act  are  de- 
clared to  be  severable. 

(b)  Article  and  section  headings  shall 
not  be  taken  to  govern  or  limit  the  scope 
of  the  articles  or  sections  to  which  they 
relate. 

(c)  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  have 
the  effect  to  release  or  extinguish  any  pen- 
alty, forfeiture,  or  liability  incurred  under 
any  act  or  acts  of  which  this  act  is  amend- 
atory. 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (8.  26)  having  the 
purpose  to  provide  relief  for  farmer  debtors, 
as  is  provided  for  many  other  categories  of 
Industry  under  our  bankruptcy  statutes.  A 
similar  bill,  having  the  same  number,  was 
Introduced  by  me  in  the  Senate  in  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  on  January  8,  1951. 
It  passed  the  Senate  on  April  4,  1952,  but 
no  action  was  taken  in  the  House  on  this 
proposed  legislation. 

Legislation  dealing  with  farmer-debtor  re- 
lief was  originally  enacted  in  the  year  1933, 
as  section  75,  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  It 
carried  a  limitation  as  to  the  time  within 
which  petitions  could  be  filed  to  obtain  the 
benefits  of  its  provisions.  The  time  within 
which  such  petitions  could  be  filed  has  been 
extended  from  time  to  time,  the  last  exten- 
sion being  to  March  1,  1949,  as  provided  in 
Public  Law  495,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved 
April  21,  1948.  Presently  existing  section  75 
has  always  been  considered  as  emergency 
legislation,  and  the  various  extensions  of 
time  within  which  petitions  might  be  filed 
have  always  been  on  a  temporary  and  emer- 
gency basis.  Something  like  the  farmer- 
debtor  relief  provisions  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  should  be  made  permanent,  and  the  sub- 
ject no  longer  dealt  with  on  such  temporary 
or  emergency  bases. 

A  full,  factual  justification  for  this  posi- 
tion would  require  a  detailed  recital  of  the 
financial  plight  in  which  farmers  found 
themselves,  beginning  in  the  early  1930'b  and 
continuing  to  date.  Suffice  it  to  say  that 
about  the  year  1930,  and  following,  the 
farming  Industry  found  itself  practically 
bankrupt.  Farmers  were  losing  their  farms 
and  being  forced  to  move.  They  had  no 
place  to  go,  because  there  was  no  employ- 
ment except  such  as  was  furnished  by  the 
Government  under  made-work  projects  such 
as  WPA  and  PWA.  The  general  condition 
of  the  farming  industry  was  not  such  as 
might  have  been  explained  merely  on  the 
theory  that  fpxm  of  the  less-efficient  farmers 
were  being  normally  ptished  out  of  an  in- 
dustry in  which  they  were  not  suited.  Re- 
gardless of  the  ability  and  efficiency  of  the 


farmer,  he  could  not,  with  the  then  current 
prices  of  his  products,  make  a  living  farming. 
He  was  being  forced  to  operate  hU  farm  at 
a  loss,  and  the  more  farm  products  he  pro- 
duced the  more  he  lost.  True,  many  farmers 
did  not  owe  on  their  farms  but,  in  fact,  bad 
reserves  of  savings  on  which  they  could  draw 
to  tide  themselves  over.  But  the  farmer  who 
had  no  such  reserve  of  savings  was  forced 
to  borrow  money  on  his  farm,  and  the  farmer 
who  owed  on  his  farm  was  forced  to  increase 
his  borrowings. 

In  both  instances,  after  a  lien  was  placed 
on  the  farm,  there  was  no  possible  way  (ex- 
cept from  sources  outside  the  farming  opera- 
tion) that  a  farmer  could  hope  or  expect  to 
pay  off  the  loan,  or,  in  fact,  even  meet  the 
Interest  payinents  on  It.  The  net  result  was 
that  had  the  farming  industry,  as  a  wkole. 
been  pushed  for  repajrment  of  the  debts  of 
the  Industry,  it  would  have  been  wiped  out. 
The  problem  was  not  local  in  scope.  Since 
farming  is  probably  the  basic  industry  of  the 
Nation,  it  assumed  proportions  of  a  national 
calamity.  Farm  lands  worth  as  much  as  %bO 
per  acre  were  selling  for  fantastically  low 
prices,  as  low  as  $2.50  to  $5  per  acre,  and 
this  was  not  Just  in  one  locality,  but  was 
county-wide  and  State-wide. 

The  banks,  Insurance  companies,  and  other 
financial  Interests  that  owned  the  loans  on 
the  farms  did  not  wish  to  push  the  debtors; 
but  when  the  Interest  payments  and  prin- 
cipal payments  were  not  met,  they  had  no 
alternative.  If  they  failed  to  collect,  they 
could  not  themselves  remain  solvent. 

The  situation  of  farmers  today  is  entirely 
different.  They  are  generally  In  a  prosperous 
condition,  have  built  up  substantial  reserves 
in  the  form  of  savings,  and  are,  to  a  great 
extent,  protected  in  the  foreseeable  future 
against  any  large  Impairment  of  income  by 
the  price-support  programs  of  Government. 

However,  even  during  the  times  when 
farmers  are  generally  prosperous  in  this 
country,  there  are  some  who  are  faced  with 
so-called  local  emergencies  and  subjected  to 
ruin  through  no  fault  of  their  own.  It  can 
be  said  that  this  bill  is  designed  so  as  to 
provide  relief  as  needed  and  deserved  by  such 
individual  farmers.  The  bill  recognizes  that 
there  may  be  emergencies  wherein  a  farmer 
finds  himself  in  dire  circumstances  due  to 
catises  beyond  his  control.  In  such  a  case 
a  farmer  who  would  be  entitled  to  the  bene- 
fits of  this  bill  would  be  granted  a  mora- 
torium. The  American  farmer  is  the  back- 
l>one  of  this  Nation.  It  Is  for  the  good  of 
the  whole  country  to  give  the  farmer  a  rea- 
sonable measure  of  financial  protection. 

The  legal  and  economic  principles  em- 
bodied in  foreclosure  moratorla  have  been 
tested  in  mass  emergencies;  this  bill  would 
apply  these  tested  principles  in  individual 
or  localized  emergencies  of  the  same  nature. 

S.  27 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  establishment  of  an 
Inventions  Awards  Board  within  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  and  for  other  piu:- 
poses 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 

cited    as    the    "Inventions    Awards    Act    of 

1952." 

declaration  or  pouct 

Sec.  2.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  act  to 
foster  invention  for  national  defense  through 
the  establishment  within  the  Department 
of  Defense  of  an  Inventions  Awards  Board 
which  shall  be  authorized  to  recommend  to 
the  Secretary  the  making  of  such  awards, 
to  be  known  as  National  Defense  Awards,  as 
it  shall  cdhsider  Just  for  meritorious  inven- 
tions contributing  to  the  national  defense. 

DCrXNITIONB 

Sec.  3.  As  used  in  this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "Invention"  means  any  art, 
machine,  manufacture,  composition  of  mat- 
ter, or  any  new  and  useful  improvement 
thereof  which  is  useful,  or  susceptible  of 
use.  for  application  in  the  national  defense 
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Of  tbe  United  States,  and  which  Is  not  subject 
to  the  proTlBlons  of  tbe  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1946,  whether  or  not  siich  Invention  la 
patented,  unpatented,  or  patentable. 

(b)  The  term  "Inventor"  means  any  per- 
son who  has  made  an  invention. 

(c)  The  term  "person"  shall  Include  any 
natural  person,  and  his  heirs. 

(d)  Tbe  term  "the  Departmenf  shall 
mean  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the 
term  "Secretary"  shall  mean  the  Secretary 
of  Defense. 

(e)  The  term  "defense  agency"  means  the 
Department,  or  any  other  department, 
agency,  or  independent  establishment  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (except 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission),  and  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation,  des- 
ignated by  the  P»re8ldent  as  a  defense  agency 
for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

(f)  The  term  "Board"  means  the  Inven- 
^        tions  Awards  Board  established  pursuant  to 

/         aection  5  of  this  act. 

(g)  The  term  "award"  means  a  national 
defense  award  authorized  by  section  4  of 
this  act. 

MATIOIfAL   DSTEIfSZ   AWARDS 

tec.  4.  Whenever  any  inventor  has  dls- 
cloaed  to  any  defense  agency  any  invention 
which  contributes  or  has  contributed  sut- 
Btantlally  to  the  national  defense,  and  any 
such  agency  in  conseqr.ence  of  such  disclo- 
sure has  used  such  in-  entlon,  the  Secretary, 
upon  the  reconunendr.tion  of  the  Board,  may 
make  a  national  defense  award  to  such  in- 
ventor in  such  amount,  and  subject  to  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Board  shall  de- 
termine in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act  to  be  Just  compensation  for  such 
invention  or  the  use  thereof. 

XNVKNTIONS    AWAXDS    BOAIO 

B-EC.  5.  (a)  The  Secretary  is  authorleed  to 
establish  within  the  department  an  Inven- 
tions Awards  Board  which  shall  be  composed 
of  not  more  than  15  members  appointed  by 
the  Secretary,  for  such  term  or  terms  as  he 
may  specify,  from  persons  in  civil  life  who 
are  eminent  in  one  or  more  of  the  following 
fields  of  activity:  invention,  science,  research, 
development,  and  patent  law.  The  Board 
■ball  meet  at  such  times  as  the  Secretary 
may  specify  to  consider  applications  made 
piu-suant  to  section  6  of  this  act  for  awards. 
Five  members  shall  constitute  a  quorum  of 
tbe  Board. 

(b)  Each  member  shall  receive  compensa- 
tion at  the  rate  of  $75  for  each  day  of  his 
attendance  at  meetings  of  the  Board,  and 
Bhall  be  reimbursed  for  all  travel  expenses 
actually  Incurred  by  him  in  the  performance 
Of  bis  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Board. 

(c)  The  Board  shall  perform  the  duties 
required  of  it  by  section  8  of  this  act.  The 
Secretary  shall  provide  the  Board  with  such 
personnel  and  facilities  as  he  may  determine 
to  be  required  by  the  Board  for  the  perform- 
ance of  Its  functions. 

(d)  The  Board  may  promulgate  such  rules 
and  regulations,  not  inconsistent  with  this 
act.  as  may  be  required  for  the  performance 
of  Ite  duties  hereunder. 

APPLICATIONS  rOR  AWARDS  AND  PROCEEDINGS 
THEREON 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Any  Inventor  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  an  application  for  an  award  under 
section  4  of  this  act.  Such  application  may 
be  filed  upon  information  and  belief,  and 
shall  contain  a  statement  concerning 

(1)  the  nature  of  such  invention; 

(2)  the  ownership   thereof; 

(3)  the  time  and  manner  of  its  disclosure 
to  any  defense  agency; 

(4)  the  natiu-e  and  extent  of  its  use  by  any 
defense  agency; 

(8)  tbe  utility  of  such  Invention  to  the 
TTnlted  States  In  tbe  Interest  of  national  de- 
fense; 

(6)  tbe  nature  and  extent  of  the  compen- 
sation received  by  such  Inventor  from  the 
United  States  under  any  other  provision  of 


law  for  or  on  account  of  the  development  or 
use  of  such  invention; 

(7)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  compen- 
sation for  which  application  is  made  pursu- 
ant to  this  act:  and 

(8)  such  other  facts  as  the  Board  shall 
deem  pertinent. 

(b)  Each  application  so  filed  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  Board  which,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act  and  of  the  Admin- 
istrative Procedure  Act.  shall  hear  and  de- 
termine the  questions  presented  by  such 
application,  and  shall  make  and  transmit 
to  the  Secretary  a  report  thereon  in  which 
the  Board  shall  set  forth — 

(1;  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of 
law: 

(2)  Its  recommendation  on  the  question 
whether  the  applicant  is  entitled  to  an  award 
under  this  act;  and 

(3)  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which 
any  such  award  should*  be  made. 

DETERMINATION   OF  ELIGIBILITY  FOR  AWARDS 
AND  QUANTUM   THEREOF 

Sec.  7.  (a)  In  any  proceeding  under  this 
act,  the  applicant  shall  bear  the  burden  of 
establishing  by  probative  proof  the  disclo- 
sure of  the  Invention  In  question  by  the  In- 
ventor directly  or  indirectly  to  a  defense 
agency  and  the  use  of  such  invention  by  a 
defense  agency  In  consequence  of  such  dis- 
closure, except  that — ■ 

(1)  in  the  case  of  a  patented  Invention, 
proof  of  the  issuance  of  a  patent  thereon 
shall  constitute  proof  of  disclosure  of  such 
invention  to  a  defense  agency;   and 

(2)  In  the  case  of  an  invention  described 
In  a  patent  application  which  has  been  duly 
filed  and  has  been  placed  under  secrecy  pur- 
suant to  any  provision  of  law,  proof  of  access 
to  such  application  by  any  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  any  defense  agency  shall  consti- 
tute proof  of  disclosure  of  such  Invention  to 
such  agency. 

(b)  In  any  proceeding  under  this  act,  the 
respondent  defense  agency  or  agencies  shall 
be  entitled  to  assert  any  legal  or  equitable 
defense  which  could  be  asserted  by  the 
United  States  in  any  suit  brought  by  the  ap- 
plicant against  the  United  States  for  Judicial 
relief  on  account  of  the  use  of  the  invention 
in  question  by  the  United  States,  except 
that— 

( 1 )  the  worth  of  such  Invention  shall  be 
measured  by  Its  contribution  to  the  needs 
of  the  national  defense,  and  not  by  the  ad- 
vance it  makes  in  the  field  to  which  it 
pertains: 

(2)  the  validity  of  any  patent  Issued  to 
the  inventor  for  such  invention  shall  be 
presumed  in  the  absence  of  competent  proof 
of  the  invalidity  of  such  patent:   and 

(3)  proof  that  the  disclosure  made  by  the 
Inventor  to  any  defense  agency  was  suffi- 
ciently specific  to  permit  the  making  or  prac- 
ticing of  such  Invention  shall  constitute 
proof  of  the  actual  reduction  of  such  inven- 
tion to  practice. 

(c)  Payment  by  the  United  States  of  the 
cost,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  developing  an 
invention  shall  not  bar  the  making  of  an 
award  under  this  act  to  the  Inventor  thereof, 
but  in  determining  the  amount  of  any  such 
award  consideration  shall  be  given  to 

( 1 )  the  extent  to  which  such  development 
was  made  at  the  expense  of  the  inventor,  and 
the  extent  to  which  such  development  was 
made  at  the  expense  of  the  United  States; 

(2)  the  extent  to  which  the  inventor  lias 
benefited  and  will  benefit  through  the  com- 
mercial exploitation  of  such  invention  in 
consequence  of  development  made  at  the 
expense  of  the  United"  States;  and 

(3)  the  extent  to  which  the  Inventor  has 
been  denied  the  benefite  of  commercial  ex- 
ploitation of  such  Invention  in  consequence 
of  any  secrecy  restrictions  Imposed  by  the 
United  States. 

(d)  If.  in  any  proceeding  under  this  act. 
It  shall  appear  to  the  Board  that  more  than 
one   inventor   la    entitled   to   compensation 


with  respect  to  the  same  Invention,  the 
Board  shall  ascerteln  and  determine  the  in- 
terests of  each  such  Inventor,  and  shall  rec- 
ommend the  division  of  the  award,  in  such 
proportions  as  it  shall  deem  equitable,  among 
all  persons  whom  it  shall  find  to  be  entitled 
to  share  therein. 

PAYMENT   OF   AWARDS 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Any  award  made  pursuant  to 
this  act  may  be  paid  In  a  single  payment  or 
by  such  periodic  payments  as  the  Board  may 
recommend. 

( b )  Awards  so  made  shall  be  paid  from 
funds  appropriated  to  the  defense  agency 
principally  Interested  in  the  invention  for 
which  such  award  is  made,  as  determined  by 
the  Board,  and  may  be  paid  from  any  funds 
appropriated  to  such  agency  which  are  avail- 
able for  the  procurement  of  equipment  or 
supplies  Incorporating  such  invention  or  re- 
sulting from  the  practice  of  such  invention. 
If  tlie  head  of  the  defense  agency  concerned 
certifies  that  funds  are  not  available  to  such 
agency  for  the  payment  of  any  such  award. 
the  Secretary  shall  include  in  his  budget 
estimate  for  the  Department  for  the  next 
fiscal  year  an  appropriate  item  for  the  pay- 
ment of  such  award. 

(c)  No  award  made  under  this  act  shall  b« 
paid  until  each  person  entitled  to  ahars 
therein  has  executed  a  release,  in  such  form 
as  the  Secretary  shall  approve,  by  which  such 
person  surrenders,  for  himself  and  all  others 
holding  rights  from  him,  all  further  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  compensation 
with  respect  to  the  invention  for  which  such 
award  Is  made. 

(d)  No  award  shall  be  paid  untfer  this  act 
to  any  Inventor  or  with  respect  to  any  In- 
vention In  any  amount  exceeding  975,000 
until  such  award  has  been  transmitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Congress.  The  ap- 
proval of  the  Congress  to  any  such  award 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  granted  upon 
the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  120  cal- 
endar days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Con- 
gress following  the  date  on  which  such  award 
Is  transmitted  to  It  for  approval,  but  only 
If  prior  to  the  expiration  of  such  period  there 
has  not  been  passed  a  concurrent  resolution 
disapproving  such  award  or  approving  such 
award  In  a  reduced  amount  or  subject  to 
different  conditions.  If  within  such  period 
any  such  resolution  is  passed  authorizing 
payment  of  such  award  in  a  reduced  amount 
or  subject  to  different  conditions,  payment 
of  such  award  may  be  made  In  conformity 
with  the  terms  of  such  resolution. 

PROCEEDINGS  UNDER   OTHER  STATTrTES 

Sec  9.   (a)    Nothing  contained  in  this  act 

shall— 

( 1 )  prevent  any  department  or  agency  of 
the  United  States  from  making  any  payment 
to  any  inventor  pursuant  to  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law;   or 

( 2 1  bar  any  inventor  from  prosecuting  any 
suit  In  the  Court  of  Claims  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 1498  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code 
with  respect  to  any  invention,  or  from  re- 
covering Judgment  In  any  such  suit. 

(b)  No  Inventor  shall  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive any  award  pursuant  to  this  act  with 
respect  to  any  Invention — 

(1)  for  which  he  has  received  any  compen- 
sation (other  than  salary  received  for  services 
rendered  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Government)  under  any  other  provision  of 
law;  or 

(2)  with  respect  to  which  he  has  Insti- 
tuted any  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for 
compensation  pursuant  to  section  1498  of 
title  2a  of  the  United  States  Code. 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 
1  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  27)   to  provide 
for     the     establishment    of     an     Inventions 
Awards  Board  within  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, and  for  other  purposes. 

This  legislation  would  establish  an  Inven- 
tions Awards  Board  of  qualified  civilians  un- 
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der  the  Department  of  Defense.  Tbe  Board 
would  make  recommendations  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  for  the  payment  of  money  to 
any  person  whose  invention  has  contributed 
substantially  to  the  national  defense.  The 
limit  as  to  the  amount  to  be  awarded  is 
•75.000.  If  tbe  award  should  be  determined 
to  t>e  higher  than  that,  such  award  would 
have  to  be  submitted  to  Congress,  and  if  no 
adverse  action  is  taken  thereon  in  120  days 
of  continuous  meetings  of  the  Congress,  the 
award  would  be  considered  approved. 

This  legislation  has  undergone  much  study 
and  revision  and  has  the  unanimous  approval 
of  the  National  Inventors  Council. 

In  the  case  of  Government  employees  whose 
duties  require  them  to  develop  new  inven- 
tions and  processes,  title  to  their  products 
would  remain  in  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. For  others,  the  only  requirement  is 
that  the  Government  shall  be  entitled  to  an 
irrevocable,  nonexclusive,  world-wide  and 
royalty-free  license  for  the  use  of  the  in- 
ventor's product. 

The  Nation  owes  much  more  than  a  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  many  able  persons  who 
have  strengthened  our  defense  and  aided  our 
economic  development  by  the  product  of 
their  specialized  knowledge  and  skill. 

My  Information  is  that  a  ;reat  many  of  the 
Important  Inventions  and  developments  of 
various  kinds  that  have  been  found  invalu- 
able to  the  defence  activities  of  our  Nation 
have  originated  with  minor  clvll-servlce  em- 
ployees and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  armed 
services  who  were  not  engaged  In  that  type 
of  activity.  It  Is  my  belief  that  this  legis- 
lation win  serve  to  properly  compensate  these 
people  for  their  services  In  our  behalf  and 
their  patriotic  assignment  of  their  accom- 
plishments to  the  United  States  Government. 
In  addition,  this  legislation  will  serve  to  spur 
the  Initiative  of  qualified  people  to  give  to 
the  Government  the  benefit  of  their  knowl- 
edge In  these  matters. 

S  29 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  lump- 
sum   death    benefits    to    the    survivors    of 
certain  employees  of  contractors  with  the 
United  States  during  World  War  II 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  102  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  t>ene&ts  for 
the  Injury,  disability,  death,  or  enemy  deten- 
tion  of   employees   of   contractors   with   the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purptoses,"  ap- 
proved December  2.  1942,  is  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as 
follows: 

■■(C)  (1)  In  the  case  of  the  death  on  or 
after  December  7,  1941,  of  any  person  de- 
scribed in  section  101  (a),  if  (A)  there  is  no 
beneficiary  entitled  to  receive  monthly  death 
bcneflu  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  on 
account  of  the  death  of  such  person,  or  if 
( B I  the  amount  of  benefits  paid  to  the  bene- 
ficiary or  beneficiaries  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title  on  account  of  the  death  of  such 
person  Is  less  than  »7,500  and  there  U  no 
beneficiary  entitled  to  receive  any  further 
benefits,  then  there  shall  be  paid,  in  the 
manner  provided  In  paragraph  (2)  of  this 
subsection,  to  the  following  persons,  in  the 
order  named,  (1)  the  sum  of  $7,500,  or  (11) 
the  difference  between  $7,500  and  the  amount 
of  death  benefits  previously  paid,  whichever 
is  the  smaller — 

'■first,  to  the  parent  of  such  person,  or,  if 
there  are  two  surviving  parents,  to  both  par- 
ents, m  equal  shares;  or  if  there  be  none 

"then  to  the  child  of  such  person,  or.  If 
there  is  more  than  one  svirvlvlng  child,  to  all 
such  children,  in  equal  shares;  or  if  there  be 
none 

"then  to  the  brother  or  tbe  sister  of  such 
person,  or,  if  there  is  more  than  one  surviv- 
ing brother  or  sister,  to  all  such  brothers  and 
Bisters,  in  equal  shares. 

"(2)  The  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  certify 
to  thr  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amounU 
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payable  under  this  section  and  the  persons  to 
whom  such  amounts  are  payable.  Tbe  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  shall  pay  all  such 
amounts  out  of  the  War  Claims  Fund  estab- 
lished by  section  13  of  tbe  War  Claims  Act 
of  1948." 

Statement  bt  Senator  ICcCauun 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  29)  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  lump-sum  death  bene- 
fits to  the  survivors  of  certain  employees  of 
contractors  with  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II. 

This  legislation  will  provide  that  In  the 
case  of  death,  on  or  after  December  7,  1941, 
of  employees  of  contractors,  due  to  enemy 
action,  there  will  be  paid  to  the  beneficiary 
or  beneficiaries  of  such  employee  the  ma.xl- 
mum  sum  of  »7,5C0.  The  award  will  be 
predicated  on  the  fact  of  whether  or  not 
there  has  been  any  other  Insurance  paid  on 
such  persons.  If  there  has  been,  the  amount 
paid  will  be  the  sum  by  which  $7,500  exceeds 
the  amount  already  paid. 

As  you  know,  certain  civilian  employees 
of  Government  contractors  went  through  all 
of  the  hardships  that  confronted  the  men 
in  uniform,  and  at  that  time  their  depend- 
ents were  not  as  adequately  taken  care  of  as 
those  of  men  in  uniform,  due  to  the  fact 
that  legislation  had  not  been  passed  antici- 
pating the  situation  in  which  we  found  our- 
selves immediately  after  December  7.  1941. 

The  war  claims  act  of  1948  aided  the  em- 
ployees of  contractors  to  the  extent  of  the 
money  that  they  would  have  earned  under 
their  contract  but  the  introduction  of  this 
bill  gives  thought  and  consideration  to  the 
beneficiaries  of  these  people  as  it  would  re- 
late to  loss  of  life  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
the  enemy. 

It  is  my  studied  opinion  that  the  Congress 
should  provide  for  this  feature  of  hardship 
to  the  beneficiaries  of  the  employees  of  con- 
tractors who  died  during  World  War  II  as  the 
result  of  enemy  detention. 

S.  30 
A  bill  to  provide  for  Jury  trials  In  condem- 
nation    proceedings     In     United     States 
district  courts      ^ 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  chapter  121 
of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  Is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a 
new  section  as  follows: 

"{  1875.  Condemnation  proceedings. 

"Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sub- 
division (h)  of  rule  71A  of  the  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure,  any  party  to  an  action  in  a  dis- 
trict court  Involving  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  eminent  domain  under  the  law  of 
the  United  States  may  have  a  trial  by  Jury 
of  the  issue  of  Just  compensation,  except 
where  a  tribunal  has  been  specially  consti- 
tuted by  an  act  of  Congress  governing  the 
case  for  the  determination  of  that  issue,  by 
filing  a  demand  therefor  within  the  time 
allowed  by  such  rule  for  answer  or  within 
such  further  time  as  the  court  may  fix." 

(b)  The  analysis  at  the  beginning  of  such 
chapter  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following: 

"1875.  Condemnation  proceedings." 

Sec.  2.  Section  1875  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code  shall  apply  to  (a)  actions  com- 
menced after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act,  (b)  actions  pending  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act  In  which  the  time  for 
requesting  a  Jury  trial  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  law  in  effect  immediately  prior 
to  August  1,  1951,  had  not  expired  prior  to 
August  1,  1951,  and  (c)  actions  pending  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  which 
were  commenced  subsequent  to  July  31, 
1951;  but  the  time  within  which  a  Jury  trial 
may  be  demanded  under  such  section  In  any 
case  referred  to  in  clause  <b)  or  clause  (c) 
above  shall   be   30   days   after  the  date  of 


enactment  of  this  act  In  lieu  of  the  time 
ivescrlbed  in  sucb  section. 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 
1  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  30)  to  restore 
to  lltigante  In  condemnation  proceedings  by 
the  United  States  Government  the  right  to 
a  trial  by  Jury  If  either  of  the  parties  there- 
to desire  a  Jury  to  pass  on  the  question  of 
adequate  compensation.  This  legislation 
rises  out  of  rule  71  (A)  promulgated  by  tbe 
Supreme  Court. 

On  July  9,  1951,  the  Committee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary in  the  Senate  unanimously  rejected 
rule  71  (A)  and  unanimously  reported  a 
Senate  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  82).  which 
in  effect  gave  the  right  of  a  trial  by  Jury 
on  the  demand  therefor  of  any  interested 
party.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  82  unani- 
mously passed  the  Senate  on  July  11,  1951, 
and  was  thereafter  amended  in  the  House. 
Due  to  the  fact  that  agreement  could  not  be 
reached  by  the  Senate  and  House  and  the 
resolution  acted  on  by  the  President  prior *to 
August  1,  1951,  rule  71  (A)  by  operaUon  of 
law  became  effective  on  that  date. 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  that,  ex- 
cept where  a  tribunal  has  been  specially  con- 
stituted by  an  act  of  Congress  governing  the 
case  for  a  determination  of  the  issue  of  Just 
compensation,  that  notwithstanding  provi- 
sions of  subdivision  (h)  of  rule  71  (A)  any 
party  may  by  filing  a  demand  therefor  within 
the  time  allowed  by  the  rule  have  a  trial  by 
Jury.  The  bill  further  provides  that,  as  to 
actions  pending  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act  and  which  were  conunenced  prior 
to  July  31,  1951,  if  a  Jury  trial  has  been  re- 
quested or  the  time  within  which  a  Jury 
trial  may  have  been  requested  under  the 
law  applicable  had  not  expired,  such  Jury 
trial  may  be  had.  A  Jury  trial  is  also  au- 
thorized for  actions  commenced  subsequent 
to  August  1,  1951,  and  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act. 

The  right  of  trial  by  Jury,  particularly 
where  the  property  of  an  individual  is  being 
taken  from  him,  is  one  of  paramount  impor- 
tance, and  if  an  individual  desires  he  should 
be  entitled  to  have  a  Jury  decide  as  to  what 
is  Just  compensation  for  his  loss.  It  would 
seem  that  to  deny  Jury  trial  when  requested 
in  this  type  of  case  is  not  in  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  public.  This  is  particularly 
true  vhen  it  is  noted  that  some  41  States 
provide  for  jury  trial.  I  see  no  reason  why 
these  provisions  should  be  abrogated. 

S.  39 
A  bill  to  further  implement  the  full  faith 
and  credit  clause  of  the  Constitution 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  where  a  State  has 
exercised  through  its  courts  Jurisdiction  to 
dissolve  the  marriage  of  spouses,  the  decree 
of  divorce  thus  rendered  must  be  given  full 
faith  and  credit  in  every  other  State  as  a 
dissolution  of  such  marriage,  provided  ( 1 ) 
the  decree  is  final  as  to  the  issue  of  divorce; 
(2)  the  decree  is  valid  in  the  State  where 
rendered;  (3)  the  decree  contains  recitals 
setting  forth  that  the  Jurisdictional  pre- 
requisites of  such  State  to  the  granting  of 
the  divorce  have  t>een  met;  and  (4)  the  State 
wherein  the  decree  was  rendered  was  the  last 
State  wherein  the  spouses  were  domiciled 
together  as  husband  and  wife,  or  the  de- 
fendant in  the  proceeding  for  divorce  was 
personally  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
State  wherein  the  decree  was  rendered  or 
appeared  generally  in  the  proceedings  there- 
for. In  all  such  cases  except  cases  involv- 
ing fraudulent  conduct  of  the  successful  par- 
ty which  was  practiced  during  the  course 
of  an  actual  adversary  trial  of  tbe  issues 
joined  and  tbe  effect  of  which  was  directly 
and  affirmatively  to  mislead  tbe  defeated 
party  to  hte  Injury  after  he  announced  that 
be  was  nrad^r  to  proceed  with  the  trial,  the 
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ot  the  United  States,  and  which  Is  not  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1946,  whether  or  not  such  Ini'entlon  la 
patented,  unpatented,  or  patentable. 

(b)  The  term  "inventor"  means  any  per- 
son who  has  made  an  invention. 

(c)  The  term  "person"  shall  include  any 
natiiral  person,  and  bis  heirs. 

(d)  The  term  "the  Department"  shall 
mean  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the 
term  "Secretary"  shall  mean  the  Secretary 
of  Defense. 

(e)  The  term  "defense  agency"  means  the 
Department,  or  any  other  department, 
agency,  or  independent  establishnaent  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (except 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission),  and  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation,  des- 
ignated by  the  President  as  a  defense  agency 
for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

(f)  The  term  "Board"  means  the  Inven- 
tions Awards  Board  established  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  this  act. 

(g)  The  term  "award"  means  a  national 
defense  award  authorized  by  section  4  of 
this  act. 

NATIONAL   DKTENHK   AWARDS 

Sec.  4.  Whenever  any  inventor  has  dis- 
closed to  any  defense  agency  any  Invention 
which  contributes  or  has  contributed  sub- 
stantially to  the  national  defense,  and  any 
such  agency  in  consequence  of  such  disclo- 
siire  has  used  such  invention,  the  Secretary, 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Board,  may 
make  a  national  defense  award  to  such  in- 
ventor in  such  amount,  and  subject  to  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Board  shall  de- 
termine in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act  to  be  Just  compensation  for  such 
invention  or  the  use  thereof. 

ZNVZNTIONS    AWAXDS    BOAKD 

Stc.  5.  (a)  The  Secretary  Is  authorized  to 
establish  within  the  department  an  Inven- 
tions Awards  Board  which  shall  be  composed 
of  not  more  than  15  members  appointed  by 
the  Secretary,  for  such  term  or  terms  as  he 
may  specify,  from  persons  in  civil  life  who 
are  eminent  in  one  or  more  of  the  following 
ttelds  of  activity:  invention,  science,  research, 
development,  and  patent  law.  The  Board 
shall  meet  at  such  times  as  the  Secretary 
may  specify  to  consider  applications  made 
piirsuant  to  section  6  of  this  act  for  awards. 
Five  niembers  shall  constitute  a  quorum  of 
the  Board. 

(b)  Each  member  shall  receive  compensa- 
tion at  the  rate  of  975  for  each  day  of  his 
attendance  at  meetings  of  the  Board,  and 
■hall  be  reimbursed  for  all  travel  expenses 
actually  incurred  by  him  in  the  performance 
Of  his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Board. 

(c)  The  Board  shall  perform  the  duties 
required  of  it  by  section  6  of  this  act.  The 
Secretary  shall  provide  the  Board  with  such 
personnel  and  facilities  as  he  may  determine 
to  be  required  by  the  Board  for  the  perform- 
ance of  its  functions. 

(d)  The  Board  may  promulgate  such  rules 
and  regulations,  not  inconsistent  with  thla 
act,  as  may  be  required  for  the  performance 
Of  its  duties  hereunder. 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  AWARDS  AND  PROCEEDINGS 
THIREON 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Any  Inventor  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  an  application  for  an  award  under 
section  4  of  this  act.  Such  application  may 
he  filed  upon  information  and  belief,  and 
•hall  contain  a  statement  concerning — 

(1)  the  nature  of  such  Invention; 

(2)  the  ownership   thereof; 

(3)  the  time  and  manner  of  its  disclosure 
to  any  defense  agency; 

(4)  the  nature  and  extent  of  its  use  by  any 
defense  agency; 

(5)  the  utility  of  such  invention  to  the 
United  States  in  the  interest  of  national  de- 
lense; 

<6)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  compen- 
sation received  by  such  Inventor  from  the 
United  States  under  any  other  provision  of 


law  for  or  on  account  of  the  develojnnent  or 
use  of  such  invention: 

(7)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  compen- 
sation for  which  application  Is  made  pursu- 
ant to  this  act;  and 

(8)  such  other  facts  as  the  Board  shall 
deem  pertinent. 

(b)  Each  application  so  filed  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  Board  which,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act  and  of  the  Admin- 
istrative Procedure  Act,  shall  hear  and  de- 
termine the  questions  presented  by  such 
application,  and  shall  make  and  transmit 
to  the  Secretary  a  report  thereon  in  which 
the  Board  shall  set  forth — 

( 1 )  Its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of 
law; 

(2)  its  recommendation  on  the  question 
whether  the  applicant  Is  entitled  to  an  award 
under  this  act;  and 

(3)  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which 
any  such  award  should  be  made. 

DETERMINATION   OF  ELIGIBILITY  FOR  AWARDS 
AND  QUANTUM   THEREOF 

Sec.  7.  (a)  In  any  proceeding  under  this 
act,  the  applicant  shall  bear  the  burden  of 
establishing  by  probative  proof  the  disclo- 
sure of  the  invention  in  question  by  the  In- 
ventor directly  or  indirectly  to  a  defense 
agency  and  the  use  of  such  invention  by  a 
defense  agency  in  consequence  of  such  dis- 
closure, except  that — 

(1)  in  the  case  of  a  patented  Invention, 
proof  of  the  Issuance  of  a  patent  thereon 
shall  constitute  proof  of  disclosure  of  such 
invention  to  a  defense  agency;  and 

(2)  In  the  case  of  an  Invention  described 
In  a  patent  application  which  has  been  duly 
filed  and  has  been  placed  under  secrecy  pur- 
suant to  any  provision  of  law.  proof  of  access 
to  such  application  by  any  oflBcer  or  em- 
ployee of  any  defense  agency  shall  consti- 
tute proof  of  disclosure  of  such  Invention  to 
such  agency. 

(b)  In  any  proceeding  under  this  act,  the 
respondent  defense  agency  or  agencies  shall 
be  entitled  to  assert  any  legal  or  equitable 
defense  which  could  be  asserted  by  the 
United  States  in  any  suit  brought  by  the  ap- 
plicant against  the  United  States  for  Judicial 
relief  on  account  of  the  use  of  the  Invention 
in  question  by  the  United  States,  except 
that — 

(1)  the  worth  of  such  Invention  shall  be 
measured  by  its  contribution  to  the  needs 
of  the  national  defense,  and  not  by  the  ad- 
vance it  makes  In  the  field  to  which  it 
pertains; 

(2)  the  validity  of  any  patent  Issued  to 
the  Inventor  for  such  Invention  shall  be 
presumed  in  the  absence  of  competent  proof 
of  the  invalidity  of  such  patent;   and 

(3)  proof  that  the  disclosure  made  by  the 
Inventor  to  any  defense  agency  was  suffi- 
ciently specific  to  permit  the  making  or  prac- 
ticing of  such  Invention  shall  constitute 
proof  of  the  actual  reduction  of  such  inven- 
tion to  practice. 

(c)  Payment  by  the  United  States  of  the 
cost,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  developing  an 
invention  shall  not  bar  the  making  of  an 
award  under  this  act  to  the  inventor  thereof, 
but  in  determining  the  amount  of  any  such 
award  consideration  shall  be  given  to — 

( 1 )  the  extent  to  which  such  development 
was  made  at  the  expense  of  the  Inventor,  and 
the  extent  to  which  such  development  was 
made  at  the  expense  of  the  United  States; 

(2)  the  extent  to  which  the  Inventor  has 
benefited  and  will  benefit  through  the  com- 
mercial exploitation  of  such  Invention  In 
consequence  of  development  made  at  the 
expense  of  the  United  States;  and 

(3)  the  extent  to  which  the  Inventor  has 
been  denied  the  benefits  of  commercial  ex- 
ploitation of  such  invention  In  consequence 
of  any  secrecy  restrictions  Imposed  by  the 
United  States. 

(d)  If.  in  any  proceeding  under  this  act. 
It  shall  appear  to  the  Board  that  more  than 
one   inventor   is    entitled   to   compensation 


with  respect  to  the  same  Invention,  the 
Board  shall  ascertain  and  determine  the  in- 
terests of  each  such  inventor,  and  shall  rec- 
ommend the  division  of  the  award,  in  such 
proportions  as  It  shall  deem  equitable,  among 
all  persons  whom  It  shall  find  to  be  entitled 
to  share  therein. 

PAYMENT   OF   AWARDS 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Any  award  made  pursuant  to 
this  act  may  be  paid  in  a  single  payment  or 
by  such  periodic  payments  as  the  Board  may 
recommend. 

(bi  Awards  so  made  shall  be  paid  from 
funds  appropriated  to  the  defense  agency 
principally  interested  in  the  invention  for 
which  such  award  Is  made,  as  determined  hy 
the  Board,  and  may  be  paid  from  any  funds 
appropriated  to  such  agency  which  are  avail- 
able for  the  procurement  of  equipment  or 
supplies  incorporating  such  Invention  or  re- 
sulting from  the  practice  of  such  invention. 
If  the  head  of  the  defense  agency  concerned 
certifies  that  funds  are  not  available  to  such 
agency  for  the  payment  of  any  such  award. 
the  Secretary  shall  include  in  his  budget 
estimate  for  the  Department  for  the  next 
fiscal  year  an  appropriate  Item  for  the  pay- 
ment of  such  award. 

(c)  NO  award  made  under  this  act  shall  b« 
paid  until  each  person  entitled  to  share 
therein  has  executed  a  release.  In  such  form 
as  the  Secretary  shall  approve,  by  which  such 
person  surrenders,  for  himself  and  all  othera 
holding  rights  from  him,  all  further  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  compensation 
with  resp)ect  to  the  invention  for  which  such 
award  is  made. 

( d )  No  award  shall  be  paid  untJer  this  act 
to  any  Inventor  or  with  respect  to  any  in- 
vention In  any  amount  exceeding  975.000 
until  such  award  has  been  transmitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Congress.  The  ap- 
proval of  the  Congress  to  any  such  award 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  granted  upon 
the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  120  cal- 
endar days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Con- 
gress following  the  date  on  which  such  award 
Is  transmitted  to  it  for  approval,  but  only 
If  prior  to  the  expiration  of  such  period  there 
has  not  been  passed  a  concurrent  resolution 
disapproving  such  award  or  approving  such 
award  In  a  reduced  amount  or  subject  to 
different  conditions.  If  within  such  period 
any  such  resolution  is  passed  authorizing 
payment  of  such  award  in  a  reduced  amount 
or  subject  to  different  conditions,  payment 
of  such  award  may  be  made  in  conformity 
with  the  terms  of  such  resolution. 

PROCEEDINGS  UNDER  OTHER  STATX7TES 

Sec  9.  (a)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act 
shall— 

( 1 )  prevent  any  department  or  agency  of 
the  United  States  from  making  any  payment 
to  any  inventor  pursuant  to  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law;   or 

(2)  bar  any  Inventor  from  prosecuting  any 
suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 1468  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code 
with  respect  to  any  Invention,  or  from  re- 
covering Judgment  In  any  such  suit. 

(b)  No  Inventor  shall  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive any  award  pursuant  to  this  act  with 
respect  to  any  Invention — 

( 1 )  for  which  he  has  received  any  compen- 
sation (other  than  salary  received  for  services 
rendered  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Government)  under  any  other  provision  of 
law:  or 

(2)  with  respect  to  which  he  has  insti- 
tuted any  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for 
compensation  pursuant  to  section  1498  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  Code. 


Statement  by  Senator  McCarran 
I  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  27)   to  provide 
for     the     establishment    of     an     Inventions 
Awards  Board  within  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, and  for  other  purposes. 

This  legislation  would  establish  an  Inven- 
tions Awards  Board  of  qualified  civilians  un- 


der the  Department  of  Defense.  The  Board 
would  make  recommendations  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  for  the  payment  of  money  to 
any  person  whose  invention  has  contributed 
substantially  to  the  national  defense.  The 
limit  as  to  the  amount  to  be  awarded  is 
$75,000.  If  the  jiward  should  be  determined 
to  be  higher  than  that,  such  award  would 
have  to  be  submitted  to  Congress,  and  if  no 
adverse  action  Is  taken  thereon  in  120  days 
of  continuous  meetings  of  the  Congress,  the 
award  would  be  considered  approved. 

This  legislation  has  undergone  much  study 
and  revision  and  has  the  unanimous  approval 
of  the  National  Inventors  Council. 

In  the  case  of  Government  employees  whose 
duties  require  them  to  develop  new  inven- 
tions and  processes,  title  to  their  products 
would  remain  in  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. For  others,  the  only  requirement  Is 
that  the  Government  shall  be  entitled  to  an 
irrevocable,  nonexclusive,  world-wide  and 
royalty-free  license  for  the  use  of  the  In- 
ventors  product. 

The  Nation  owes  much  more  than  a  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  many  able  persons  who 
have  strengthened  our  defense  and  aided  our 
economic  development  by  the  product  of 
their  specialized  knowledge  and  skill. 

My  information  Is  that  a  great  many  of  the 
Important  Inventions  and  developments  of 
various  kinds  that  have  been  found  invalu- 
able to  the  defence  activities  of  our  Nation 
have  originated  with  minor  clvll-servlce  em- 
ployees and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  armed 
services  who  were  not  engaged  In  that  type 
of  activity.  It  is  my  belief  that  this  legis- 
lation will  serve  to  properly  compensate  these 
people  for  their  services  in  our  behalf  and 
their  patriotic  assignment  of  their  accom- 
plishments to  the  United  States  Government. 
In  addition,  this  legislation  will  serve  to  spur 
the  initiative  of  qualified  people  to  give  to 
the  Government  the  benefit  of  their  knowl- 
edge In  these  matters. 

S.2fl 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  lump- 
sum   death    benefits    to    the    survivors    of 
certain  employees  of  contractors  with  the 
United  States  during  World  War  n 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  102  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  benefits  for 
the  injury,  disability,  death,  or  enemy  deten- 
tion  of   employees   of   contractors   with   the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved December  2,  1942.  Is  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as 
follows: 

"(c)  (1)  In  the  case  of  the  death  on  or 
after  December  7.  1941,  of  any  person  de- 
scribed In  section  101  (a),  If  (A)  there  is  no 
l>eneficiary  entitled  to  receive  monthly  death 
benefits  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  on 
account  of  the  death  of  such  person,  or  If 
(B)  the  amount  of  benefits  paid  to  the  bene- 
ficiary or  beneficiaries  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title  on  account  of  the  death  of  such 
person  is  less  than  §7,500  and  there  Is  no 
beneficiary  entitled  to  receive  any  further 
benefits,  th^n  there  shall  be  paid.  In  the 
manner  provided  In  paragraph  (2)  of  this 
subsection,  to  the  following  persons,  in  the 
order  named,  (1)  the  sum  of  »7.500,  or  (II) 
the  difference  between  $7,500  and  the  amount 
of  death  benefits  previously  paid,  whichever 
Is  the  smaller — 

"first,  to  the  parent  of  such  person,  or,  if 
there  are  two  surviving  parents,  to  both  par- 
ents, in  equal  shares;  or  if  there  be  none 

then  to  the  child  of  such  person,  or,  if 
there  is  more  than  one  surviving  child,  to  all 
such  children,  in  equal  shares;  or  If  there  be 
none 

"then  to  the  brother  or  the  sister  of  such 
person,  or.  If  there  Is  more  than  one  surviv- 
ing brother  or  sister,  to  all  such  brothers  and 
sisters,  in  equal  shares. 

"(2)  The  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  certify 
to  thr  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amounts 
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payable  under  this  section  and  the  persons  to 
whom  such  amounts  are  payable.  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  shall  pay  all  such 
amounts  out  of  the  War  Claims  Fund  estab- 
lished by  section  13  of  the  War  Claims  Act 
of  1948." 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCasran 

I  have  InUoduced  a  bill  (S.  29)  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  lump-sum  death  bene- 
fits to  the  survivors  of  certain  employees  of 
contractors  with  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II. 

This  legislation  will  provide  that  in  the 
case  of  death,  on  or  after  December  7,  19il, 
of  employees  of  contractors,  due  to  enemy 
action,  there  will  be  paid  to  the  beneficiary 
or  beneficiaries  of  such  employee  the  ma.\i- 
mum  sum  of  $7, SCO.  The  award  will  be 
predicated  on  the  fact  of  whether  or  not 
there  has  been  any  other  insurance  paid  on 
such  persons.  If  there  has  been,  the  amount 
paid  will  be  the  sum  by  which  $7,500  exceeds 
the  amount  already  paid. 

As  you  know,  certain  civilian  employees 
of  Government  contractors  went  through  all 
of  the  hardships  that  confronted  the  men 
In  uniform,  and  at  that  time  their  depend- 
ents were  not  as  adequately  taken  care  of  as 
those  of  men  In  uniform,  due  to  the  fact 
that  legislation  had  not  been  passed  antici- 
pating the  situation  in  which  we  found  our- 
selves Immediately  after  December  7,  1941. 

The  war  claims  act  of  1948  aided  the  em- 
ployees of  contractors  to  the  extent  of  the 
money  that  they  wcu!d  have  earned  under 
their  contract  but  the  Introduction  of  this 
bin  gives  thought  and  consideration  to  the 
beneficiaries  of  these  people  as  it  would  re- 
late to  loss  of  life  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
the  enemy. 

It  is  my  studied  opinion  that  the  Congress 
should  pwovide  for  this  feature  of  hardship 
to  the  beneficiaries  of  the  employees  of  con- 
tractors who  died  during  World  War  II  as  the 
result  of  enemy  detention. 

S.  30 

A  bill  to  provide  for  Jury  trials  in  condem- 
nation    proceedings     In     United     States 
district  courts 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That   (a)    chapter  121 

of    title   28   of    the    United    States    Code    U 

amended   by    adding   at    the   end   thereof    a 

new  section  as  follows: 

"i  1875.  Condemnation  proceedings. 

"Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sub- 
dlvlslon  (h)  of  rule  71 A  of  the  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure,  any  party  to  an  action  In  a  dis- 
trict court  Involving  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  eminent  domain  under  the  law  of 
the  United  States  may  have  a  trial  by  Jury 
of  the  Issue  of  Just  comj>ensatlon,  except 
where  a  tribunal  has  been  specially  consti- 
tuted by  an  act  of  Congress  governing  the 
case  for  the  determination  of  that  Issue,  by 
filing  a  demand  therefor  within  the  time 
allowed  by  such  rule  for  answer  or  within 
such  further  time  as  the  court  may  fix." 

(b)  The  analysis  at  the  beginning  of  such 
chapter  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following: 

"1875.  Condemnation  proceedings." 

Sec.  2.  Section  1875  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code  shall  apply  to  (a)  actions  com- 
menced after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act,  (b)  actions  pending  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act  in  which  the  time  for 
requesting  a  Jury  trial  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  law  in  effect  Immediately  prior 
to  August  1,  1951,  had  not  expired  prior  to 
August  1,  1951.  and  (c)  actions  pending  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  which 
were  commenced  subsequent  to  July  31, 
1951:  but  the  time  within  which  a  Jury  trial 
may  be  demanded  under  such  section  in  any 
case  referred  to  in  clause  (b)  or  clause  (c) 
above  shall  be   30  days   after  the  date  of 


enactment  of  this  act  in  Ueu  of  the  time 
prescribed  In  such  section. 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  SO)  to  restore 
to  litigants  In  condemnation  proceedings  by 
the  United  States  Government  the  right  to 
a  trial  by  Jury  if  either  of  the  parties  there- 
to desire  a  Jury  to  pass  on  the  question  of 
adequate  compensation.  This  legislation 
rises  out  of  rule  71  (A)  promulgated  by  the 
Supreme  Court. 

On  July  9.  1951,  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary in  the  Senate  unanimously  rejected 
rule  71  (A)  and  unanimously  reported  a 
Senate  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  82),  which 
In  effect  gave  the  right  of  a  trial  by  Jury 
on  the  demand  therefor  of  any  interested 
party.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  82  unani- 
mously passed  the  Senate  on  July  11,  1951, 
and  was  thereafter  amended  in  the  House. 
Due  to  the  fact  that  agreement  could  not  be 
reached  by  the  Senate  and  House  and  the 
resolution  acted  on  by  the  President  prior *to 
August  1,  1051,  rule  71  (A)  by  operaUon  of 
law  became  effective  on  that  date. 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  that,  ex- 
cept where  a  tribunal  has  been  specially  con- 
stituted by  an  act  of  Congress  governing  the 
case  for  a  determination  of  the  Issue  of  Just 
compensation,  that  notwithstanding  provi- 
sions of  subdivision  (h)  of  rule  71  (A)  any 
party  may  by  filing  a  demand  therefor  within 
the  time  allowed  by  the  rule  have  a  trial  by 
Jury.  The  bill  further  provides  that,  as  to 
actions  pending  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act  and  which  were  commenced  prior 
to  July  31.  1951,  if  a  Jury  trial  has  been  re- 
quested or  the  time  within  which  a  Jury 
trial  may  have  been  requested  under  the 
law  applicable  had  not  expired,  such  Jury 
trial  may  be  had.  A  Jury  trial  is  also  au- 
thorized for  actions  commenced  subsequent 
to  August  1,  1951,  and  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act. 

The  right  of  trial  by  Jury,  particularly 
where  the  property  of  an  Individual  Is  being 
taken  from  him.  is  one  of  paramount  impior- 
tance,  and  If  an  individual  desires  he  should 
be  entitled  to  have  a  Jury  decide  as  to  what 
Is  Just  compensation  for  his  loss.  It  would 
seem  that  to  deny  Jury  trial  when  requested 
in  this  type  of  case  Is  not  in  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  public.  This  Is  particularly 
true  vhen  It  is  noted  that  some  41  States 
provide  for  Jury  trial.  I  see  no  rea.sou  why 
these  provisions  should  be  abrogated. 

S.  39 

A  bill  to  further  Implement  the  full  faith 
and  credit  clause  of  the  Constitution 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  where  a  State  has 
exercised  through  Its  courts  Jurisdiction  to 
dissolve  the  marriage  of  spouses,  the  decree 
of  divorce  thus  rendered  must  be  given  full 
faith  and  credit  in  every  other  State  as  a 
dissolution  of  such  marriage,  provided  ( 1 ) 
the  decree  is  final  as  to  the  issue  of  divorce; 
(2)  the  decree  is  valid  In  the  State  where 
rendered;  (3)  the  decree  contains  recitals 
setting  forth  that  the  Jurisdictional  pre- 
requisites of  such  State  to  the  granting  of 
the  divorce  have  been  met;  and  (4)  the  State 
wherein  the  decree  was  rendered  was  the  last 
State  wherein  the  spouses  were  domiciled 
together  as  husband  and  wife,  or  the  de- 
fendant in  the  proceeding  for  divorce  was 
personally  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
State  wherein  the  decree  was  rendered  or 
appeared  generally  in  the  proceedings  there- 
for. In  all  such  cases  except  cases  Involv- 
ing fraudulent  conduct  of  the  successful  par- 
ty which  was  practiced  during  the  course 
of  an  actual  adversary  trial  of  the  issues 
joined  and  the  effect  of  which  was  directly 
and  afllnnatively  to  mislead  the  defeated 
party  to  his  tajury  after  he  announced  tbat 
he  was  ready  to  proceed  with  the  trial,  the 
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recitals  of  the  decree  of  divorce  Bhall  con- 
stitute m  conclusive  determination  of  the 
Jurisdictional  facts  necessary  to  the  decree. 

STATKMUrr   BT   SSMATOm   McCAsaAif 

I  have  Introduced  a  bUI  (S.  39)  to  Imple- 
ment the  full  faith  and  credit  clause  of  the 
Constitution,  with  respect  to  divorce.  An 
Identical  bill  passed  the  Senate  In  the  Eigh- 
ty-second Congress,  on  June  21,  1952,  but  no 
action  was  taken  thereon  In  the  House. 

It  Is  neither  good  morals  nor  good  law  to 
have  a  divorce  legal  In  one  State  and  Illegal 
In  another,  so  that  a  married  man  or  woman 
may  become  a  criminal  by  stepping  over  an 
Imaginary  line.  Such  a  situation  demands 
congressional  action  to  the  extent  that  such 
action  may  provide  a  remedy.  But  all  pro- 
posals for  a  uniform  Federal  divorce  law  con- 
template an  invasion  of  State  sovereignty 
inimical  to  the  basic  principles  of  our  Fed- 
eral Union.  What  we  need  Is  not  a  uniform 
Federal  divorce  law.  but  a  uniform  and  rea- 
sonable interpretation  and  application  of 
the  full  faith  and  credit  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution. 

One  approach  to  the  problem  of  Interstate 
recognition  of  divorces  has  been  through  the 
so-called  Uniform  Divorce  Recognition  Act. 
As  of  November  1.  1950.  this  act  had  been 
adopted  by  seven  States.  Without  attempt- 
ing a  discussion  of  the  merits  and  short- 
comings of  this  act.  it  may  be  pointed  out 
that  It  does  not  meet  the  Important  re- 
quirement of  certainty,  which  Is  an  essen- 
tial characteristic  for  a  divorce  law  which 
is  to  be  satisfactory  from  a  national  view- 
point. The  Uniform  Divorce  Recognition  Act 
falls  In  this  regard  because  It  Is  necessarily 
subject  to  the  constitutional  requirement 
with  respect  to  full  faith  and  credit.  Thus, 
without  thorough  litigation  in  the  Federal 
courts.  It  cannot  be  said  precisely  how  the 
Uniform  Divorce  Recognition  Act  may  be 
construed:  and  it  appears  that  the  act  may 
be  unconstitutional  under  some  existing  de- 
cisions of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 
It  seems  clear  that  In  the  light  of  the  con- 
stitutional provision  with  respect  to  full 
faith  and  credit,  the  only  satisfactory 
method  of  giving  uniformity  of  recognition 
to  divorces  granted  in  the  different  States 
is  through  a  Federal  law,  rather  than  by 
means  of  the  separate  adoption  by  the  States 
of  the  Uniform  Divorce  Recognition  Act.  even 
assuming  that  all  48  of  the  States,  Instead 
of  only  7,  could  be  persuaded  to  enact  the 
uniform  statute. 

Briefly  stated,  the  purpose  of  this  bill  is 
to  guarantee  the  divorce  decree  of  any  State 
full  faith  and  credit  in  every  other  State, 
providing  that  ( 1 )  the  decree  is  final  as  to 
divorce  in  the  State  where  rendered;  (2)  the 
decree  is  valid  in  the  State  where  rendered; 
(3)  the  decree  contains  recitals  setting  forth 
that  the  Jurisdictional  prerequisites  have 
been  met;  and  (4>  the  State  In  which  the 
decree  was  granted  was  the  la.st  State  In 
which  the  couple  lived  together  as  man  and 
wife,  or  the  defendant  was  personally  sub- 
ject to  the  State's  Jurisdiction  or  appeared 
generally  in  the  proceedings. 

This  proposed  statute,  if  enacted,  would 
not  derogate  from  the  right  of  any  State  to 
question  a  decree  based  on  fraud,  where 
such  a  decree  would  not  be  valid  in  the 
rendering  State.  It  would,  however.  In  the 
absence  of  fraud,  give  full  recognition  to 
decrees  based  on  constructive  service  where 
the  rendering  State  was  the  last  place  of 
domicile  with  respect  to  the  marriage  rela- 
tionship; and  would  also  permit  a  State 
wherein  only  one  spouse  is  domiciled  to  de- 
termine its  Jurisdiction  to  grant  the  divorce. 
and  to  render  a  decree  conclusive  against 
everyone,  where  the  defendant  appears  or 
is  validly  personally  served  with  process.  A 
default  Judgment,  entered  without  such  ap- 
pearance or  service,  against  a  spouse  not 
domiciled  In  the  State,  and  where  the  State 
was  the  last  State  of  marital  domicile,  would 
be  open  to  attack  and  refusal  of  recognition 


to  the  same  degree  as  under  the  present 
State  of  the  law. 

This  legislation  had  the  very  full  consid- 
eration of*he  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
Senate  during  the  Eighty-second  Congress 
and  was  carefully  considered  from  all  angles. 
The  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina  |Mr. 
SMrrHl  wrote  an  exceptionally  fine  report. 
As  I  have  stated  before,  the  legislation  has 
already  been  approved  by  the  Senate;  and 
It  Is  my  firm  belief  that  this  legislation  Is 
needed  and  should  receive  the  approval  of 
the  Congress  in  this  present  session. 

For  the  sake  of  the  legislative  history  of 
this  measure.  I  call  attention  to  the  questions 
submitted  by  the  then  minority  calendar 
committee,  and  answered  by  me,  at  the  time 
this  legislation,  then  embodied  In  the  bill 
S.  1331.  passed  the  Senate  during  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

8.41 

A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of  June  15. 
1917,  as  amended 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  title 
VI  of  the  act  of  June  15.  1917  (40  Stat  233  t . 
as  amended  (U.  S  C  .  1946  edition,  title  22, 
sec.  401 ) ,  Is  further  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(a)  Whenever  an  attempt  Is  made  to  ex- 
port or  ship  from  or  take  out  of  the  United 
States  any  arms  or  munitions  of  war  or  other 
articles  In  violation  of  law,  or  whenever  It 
is  known  or  there  shall  be  probable  cause  to 
believe  that  any  arms  or  munitions  of  war  or 
other  articles  are  intended  to  be  or  are  being 
or  have  been  exported  or  removed  from  the 
United  States  In  violation  of  law,  the  Secre- 
t>iry  of  the  Treasury,  or  any  person  duly  au- 
thorized for  the  purpose  by  the  President, 
may  seize  and  detain  such  arms  or  muni- 
tions of  war  or  other  articles  and  may  seize 
and  detain  any  vessel,  vehicle,  or  aircraft 
contalnlnf^  the  same  or  which  has  been  or  is 
being  u=ed  In  exporting  or  attempting  to  ex- 
port such  firms  or  munitions  of  war  or  other 
articles.  All  arms  or  munitions  of  war  and 
other  articles,  ve.ssels.  vehicles,  and  aircraft 
seized  pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall  be 
forfeited. 

"(b)  All  provisions  of  law  relating  to  seiz- 
ure, svimniary  and  Judicial  forfeiture  and 
condemnation  for  violation  of  the  customs 
laws;  the  dlspoaltlon  of  the  property  for- 
feited or  tondemned  or  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  thereof:  the  remission  or  mitigation 
of  such  forfeitures;  and  the  compromise  of 
claims  and  the  award  of  compen5atlon  to  in- 
formers In  respect  of  such  forfeitures  shall 
apply  to  seizures  and  forfeitures  Incurred,  or 
alleged  to  have  been  Incurred,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section.  Insofar  as  appli- 
cable and  not  Inconsistent  with  the  provi- 
sions hereof.  Awards  of  compensation  to  In- 
formers under  this  section  may  be  paid  only 
out  of  funds  specifically  appropriated  there- 
for. 

"(c)  Arms  and  munitions  of  war  forfeited 
under  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall 
be  delivered  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
such  use  or  disposition  as  he  may  deem  In 
the  public  Interest,  or.  In  the  event  that 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  refuses  to  accept 
such  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  they  shall 
be  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  as  prescribed 
under  existing  law  in  the  case  of  forfeitures 
for  violation  of  the  customs  laws." 

Sec.  2.  Sections  2,  3.  5.  and  7  of  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917  (ch.  30.  title  VI.  40  Stat  224- 
225;  U  S  C  ,  1946  edition,  title  22,  sees.  402, 
403.  405,  407),  and  section  4  of  such  act,  as 
amended  oy  the  act  of  March  1,  1929  (Ch. 
420.  45  Stat.  1423;  U.  S.  C  .  1946  edition,  title 
22,  sec.  404),  are  repealed. 

SXATrMENT    BT    SeNATOE    McCaREAN 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (S.  41)  to  amend 
title  VI  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  1917,  as 
amended.  The  bill  originally  was  Introduced 
at  the  request  of  the  Treasury,  In  the  form 
proposed  ty  said  Department.    Subsequently 


the  Department  of  Justice.  In  collaboration 
with  the  Treasury  Department,  submitted  a 
recommendation  for  revision  of  the  form  of 
the  bill.  This  was  adopted  in  its  entirety, 
and  a  confidential  print  of  the  bill  In  revised 
form  was  prepared.  Lack  of  time  precluded 
action  up>on  the  bill  prior  to  the  adjournment 
of  Congress. 

In  preparing  the  revised  form  of  this  bill 
In  the  Treasury  Department,  section  3  of  the 
bill  as  originally  prepared  was  Inadvertently 
deleted  Section  2  was  a  provision  providing 
for  repeal  of  those  sections  of  the  existing 
law  which  would  be  suspended  by  section  I 
of  this  bill.  For  that  reason  section  2  Is  ob- 
viously desirable,  and  this  section  has  been 
added  to  the  form  of  the  bill  as  now  intro- 
duced. 


S  42 

A  bill  to  provide  for  attorneys'  Hens  In  pro- 
ceedings before  the  courts  or  other  depart- 
ments and  agencies  of  the  United  States 

Be  If  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  125,  title 
28,  United  States  Code  Is  hereby  amended 
by  adding  immediately  after  section  19S3  of 
such  title  a  new  section  as  follows: 

"i  1964    Attorney's  charging  lien  In  an  action 
or  other  proceeding. 

"That  from  the  commencement  of  an 
action,  or  other  prcceedtng.  In  any  court  of 
the  United  States  or  before  any  department 
or  agency  of  the  United  States,  or  the  service 
of  an  answer  containing  counterclaim,  an 
attorney-at-law  whose  appearance  has  been 
entered  for  a  party  shall  have  a  Hen  upon 
his  client's  cause  of  action,  claim,  or  counter- 
claim, which  shall  attach  to  any  verdict,  re- 
port, determination,  decision.  Judgment,  or 
final  order  In  his  client's  favor,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof  In  whatever  hands  they  may 
come.  Such  Hen  sha  1  not  be  affected  by  any 
settlement  between  the  parties  before  or 
after  Judgment,  final  order,  or  determina- 
tion. The  court  in  which  the  action  or  pro- 
ceeding is  brought,  or  the  court  In  which  a 
proceeding  for  judicial  review  may  be  brought 
if  the  proceeding  be  brought  before  any  de- 
pa.-tment  or  agency  of  the  United  States,  or 
If  no  Judicial  review  of  such  department  or 
agency  action  Is  provided  by  law,  any  district 
court  of  the  United  States,  shall,  upon  peti- 
tion of  the  client  or  attorney,  determine  and 
enforce  such  Hen. 

"Sec  2  No  statute  forbidding  or  limiting 
the  assignment  of  a  claim  against  the  United 
States  or  the  creating  or  enforcement  of  a 
Wen  against  property  seized  or  vested  by  the 
United  States  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  the 
Hen  established  as  aforesaid. 

"Sec  3  The  Hen  created  under  this  section 
shall  attach  to  any  verdict,  report,  deter- 
mination, decision.  Judgment,  or  final  order 
wlilch  arises  as  a  result  of  any  action  or  other 
proceeding  presently  pending  or  hereafter 
commenced  In  any  court  of  the  United  States 
or  before  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
United  States. 

"Sec  4  The  analysis  of  chapter  125  of  title 
28,  United  States  Code,  Immediately  follow- 
ing section  1963  of  such  title.  Is  amended  so 
as  to  read : 

"  '.Sec  1964  Attorney's  charging  lien  In  an 
action  or  other  proceeding." 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 
I  have  Introduced  a  bill  (S.  42)  to  provide 
for  an  attorney's  charging  Hen  in  any  court 
of   the  United  States  or  before  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  of  the  United  States. 

An  Identical  bill  passed  the  Senate  on 
May  1.  1952.  and  was  favorably  reported  by 
the  House  Judiciary  Committee  on  July  2. 
1952  Due  to  the  closing  rush  of  business. 
this  bill  was  not  considered  by  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

In  my  opinion,  such  a  statute  Is  greatly 
needed  to  protect  attorneys  at  law  In  the 
Federal  courts.  Of  course,  an  attorney  at  law 
has  the  benefit  of  a  charging  Hen  In  the  vast 
majority  of  the  State  courts,  but  it  Is  highly 
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desirable  to  have  a  uniform  statute  appll- 
cRble  In  the  FedenJ  courts.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  text  of  this  bill  may  be 
printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks. 

8.43 
A  bUl  to  amend  section  215  of  title  18,  United 
States   Code,    to    prohibit    officers   or    em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  from  accept- 
ing payments  for   appointment  or   reten- 
tion of  a  persor,    in  office  or  employment 
under  the  United  State* 
Be   it   enacted,   etc..  That   section    215   of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  215.  Who<?ver  solicits  or  receives, 
either  as  a  political  contribution,  or  lor  per- 
sonal emolument,  any  money  or  thing  of 
value.  In  consideration  of  the  promise  of 
support  or  use  of  Influence  in  obtaining  for 
any  person  any  appointive  office  or  place 
under  the  United  States,  or 

••Whoever,  being  a  Member  of  or  a  Delegate 
to  Congress,  or  a  Resident  Commissioner, 
either  before  or  after  he  Is  qualified,  or  the 
head  of  a  department,  or  other  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States  or  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof.  soliciU.  receives,  or 
accepts,  or  exacts,  or  attempts  to  exact, 
either  directly  or  indirectly  on  behalf  of  him- 
self or  another,  any  money  or  thing  of  value 
from  any  person  for  the  appointment,  reten- 
tion, or  promotion  of  such  person  In  any 
employment,  office  or  place  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  States. 

"Shall   be   fined   not   more   than   $1,000  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or  both." 
Sec.  2.  The  anal\-Bls  of  chapter  11  of  title 
18,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  by  mak- 
ing the  caption  of  section  215  read  as  foUows: 

•"acceptance,  SOLKTTATION  OR  EXACTION  OF 
PAYMENT  FOR  APPOINTMENT.  PROMOTION,  OR 
RTTENTION    IN   PUIILlC  OFrlCE" 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 
I  have  introduced  a  bill.  S.  43,  to  amend 
•ection  215  of  title  18.  United  States  Code, 
so  as  to  prohibit  not  only  the  soHcltlng  or 
receiving  of  a  consideration  but  also  the  ex- 
acting or  accepting  of  a  consideration  from 
a  Federal  employee  to  obtain  or  retain  his 
position  or  to  obtain  a  promotion  therein. 
A  similar  bill.  S.  459,  the  wording  of  which 
was  originally  thfit  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  was  introduced  by  me  in  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  first  session,  but  no  action 
was  taken  by  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee. The  present  wording  of  the  bill  Is  the 
result  of  the  study  made  during  the  preced- 
ing Congress.  It  Is  my  intention  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  to  ap- 
point a  subcommittee  to  consider  this  bill 
further,  as  the  original  study  begun  In  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  was  not  completed. 

An  amendment  In  the  nature  of  the  one 
herein  proposed  would  seem  to  be  highly 
desirable. 

Senate  Resolution  15 
Resolved.  That  upon  certification  by  the 
chairman  or  the  acting  chairman  of  a  stand- 
ing committee  of  ihe  Senate  that  two-thirds 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  have  voted 
to  require  the  production  of  specified  or 
Identified  books,  papers,  or  records  In  the 
custody  of  an  officer  of  the  Government,  of 
the  United  States  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate shall  Issue  his  warrant,  returnable  at  a 
time  when  the  Senate  is  meeting,  command- 
ing the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  obtain  the  books, 
papers,  or  records  specified  by  the  chairman 
or  the  acting  chairman,  and  In  the  event  of 
the  refusal  of  the  officer  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  having  custody  thereof 
to  deliver  the  r'?quired  books,  papers,  or 
records,  to  take  the  said  officer  Into  bodily 
custody  I'jrthwlth  and  bring  him  before  the 
bar  of  the  Senate,  then  and  there  to  answer 
questions  as  to  his  refusaL 


Btatement  bt  Sewatoh  McCauait 
I  have  Introduced  Senate  Resolution  15, 
with  resp>ect  to  procedures  whereby  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  shall  take  specified  books, 
papers,  or  records  and  persons,  into  custody. 
This  resolution  reflects  my  feeling,  which 
I  have  stated  before,  that  the  Senate  should 
reassert  and  Implement  Its  traditional  power 
to  compel  the  production  of  books,  papers, 
and  documents  and  the  testimony  of  wit- 
nesses, and  to  punish  contempt. 

This  resolution  Is  based  on  the  proposition 
that  the  Senate  should  be  willing  to  Invoke 
its  constitutional  powers,  insist  on  its  con- 
stitutional prerogatives,  and  enforce  its  own 
process.     A  whole  series  of  landmark  cases, 
culminating  In  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  McGrain  v.  Dougherty   ((1927)    273 
U.  S.  135)  have  sustained  the  power  of  either 
House  of  Congress  to  obtain  information  for 
a  legislative  purpose.    Further,  the  Supreme 
Court  on  at  least  one  occasion  has  pointedly 
suggested  that  the  Senate,  In  the  exercise  of 
Its  constitutional  powers,  should  enforce  its 
own  process.    That  decision  Is  Reed  v.  Coun- 
ty   Commi.ssioners    ((1928)     277    U.    S.    376). 
Further.   In   enforcing   Its  own   process,   the 
Senate  Is  not  bound  by  what  may  be  con- 
sidered   to    be    desirable    Judicial    practice. 
This  principle  is  brought  out  in  Barry  v.  U.  S. 
ex  rel.  Cunningham  (<1929)    279  U.  S.  597). 
In  that  case  Mr.  George  W.  Wickersham,  with 
whom  Attorney  General  Mitchell  was  on  the 
brief,  argued,  in   behalf  of  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  Barry,  that  the  court  of  appeals  had 
"erred  In  holding  that  a  subpena  served  on 
a  witness  followed  by  his  neglect  to  appear 
constituted    necessary    preliminaries    to    the 
issue    of    the    attachment"    (p.    601);    that 
since  the  Senate  had  Jurisdiction  to   bring 
Cunningham  before  It  by  process  of  attach- 
ment,   no   inquiry   should   be   made   by   the 
Court    on    habeas    corpus    Into    the    reasons 
which   induced  It  to  do  so,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  be  remanded  to  custody  (p.  602). 
The  Court  sustained  this  argument,  stating: 
"It  is  not  necessary  to  determine  whether 
the  Information  sought  was  pertinent  to  the 
Inquiry  before  the  conunlttee,  the  scope  of 
which    was   fixed    by   the    provisions   of   the 
Senate  resolution.     But  It  might  well  have 
been  pertinent  In  an  Inquiry  conducted  by 
the  Senate  itself,  exercising  the  full,  original, 
and  unqualified  power  conferred  by  the  Con- 
stitution.    If    the   Senate    thought   so,    and, 
from  the  facts  before  It  reasonably  believing 
that  this  or  other  Important  evidence  other- 
wise   might   be    lost.    Issued    Its   warrant    of 
arrest.  It  Is  not  for  the  court  to  say  that  In 
doing   so   the   Senate   abused   its  discretion. 
The    presumption    In    favor    of    regularity, 
which  applies  to  the  proceedings  of  courts, 
cannot  be  denied  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Houses  of  Congress,  when  acting  upon  mat- 
ters  within    their    constitutional    authority. 
It  fairly  may  be  assumed  that  the  Senate  will 
deal   with   the   witness   In    accordance   with 
well-settled   rules   and   discharge   him   from 
custody    upon    proper    assurance,    by   recog- 
nizance  or   otherwise,    that   he    will    appear 
for  Interrogation  when  required.     This  Is  all 
he  could  properly  demand  of  a  court  under 
similar  circumstances." 

Now,  the  Reed  decision  and  the  Barry 
decision  Involved  election  cases  arising  under 
article  I,  section  5.  clause  1  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  which  makes 
each  House  the  Judge  of  the  elections,  re- 
turns, and  quaH^catlons  of  its  own  Members. 
The  fact  that  they  are  election  cases  does  not 
detract  from  the  principles  heretofore  stated 
for.  as  Mr.  Justice  Sutherland  said  In  the 
Barry  opinion : 

"In  exCTcislng  the  power  to  Judge  of  the 
elections,  returns,  and  qualifications  of  its 
Members,  the  Senate  acts  as  a  Judicial  tri- 
bunal, and  the  authority  to  require  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses  Is  a  necessary  Incident 
of  the  power  to  adjudge.  In  no  wise  inferior 
under  like  circumstances  to  that  exercised  by 
a  court  of  Justice.  That  this  includes  the 
power  in  some  cases  to  issue  a  warrant  of 


arrest  to  compel  such  attendance,  as  was 
done  here,  does  not  admit  of  doubt.  Mc- 
Grain V.  Dougherty  (273  U.  8.  135.  160,  180). 
That  case  dealt  with  the  power  of  the  Senate 
thus  to  compel  a  witness  to  appear,  to  give 
testimony  necessary  to  enable  that  body  effi- 
ciently to  exercise  a  legislative  function;  but 
the  principle  is  equally.  If  not  a  fortiori, 
applicable  where  the  Senate  is  exercising  a 
Judicial  function." 

Note  carefully  the  reliance  on  McGrain  v. 
Dougherty,  supra.  The  power  invoked  in 
that  decision  and  principle  found  by  Mr. 
Justice  Sutherland  to  be  equally  applicable, 
stems  from  the  exercise  of  another  grant 
to  the  Congress,  and  that  is  the  grant  of  "all 
legislative  powers"  by  article  I,  section  1, 
clause  1  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  The  Senate  exercising  its  constitu- 
tional rule  making  power  (art.  I.  sec.  5,  cl.  2) 
in  the  implementation  of  this  grant,  has  con- 
ferred upon  its  standing  committees,  and 
thereby  Its  subcommittees,  a  general  Investi- 
gatory power  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  assigned.  This  was  done  by  section 
134  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946  (60  Stat.  831)  as  an  exercise  by  the 
Senate  of  its  rule  making  p>ower  and  is  found 
on  page  57  of  the  latest  edition  of  the  Senate 
Manual.  See  Senate  Document  No.  5,  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

Difficulties  have  multiplied  in  recent  years 
In  attempting  to  Invoke  this  power  to  obtain 
from  executive  officers  of  the  Govwnment 
of  the  United  States  Information  essential 
to  the  legislative  work  of  the  Congress.  In 
numerous  embarrassing  Instances  the  Senate 
has  been  thwarted  by  these  executive  officers 
when  It  has  relied  on  usual  or  standard  pro- 
cedures to  obtain  the  necessary  Information. 
Most  of  the  resulting  contests  between  Con- 
gress and  the  executive  branch  have  been 
fought  In  arenas  other  than  the  courts.  It  la 
the  purpose  of  this  resolution  to  afford  a  basis 
for  forcing  the  issue  and  obtaining  an  adjudi- 
cation by  the  courts. 

In  AfcGrain  v.  Dougherty,  supra,  involving 
the  Teapot  Dome  scandal  and  the  Investi- 
gation by  the  Senate  of  Attorney  General 
Daugherty  and  his  office,  the  Supreme  Court 
made  the  nearest  approach  to  a  flat  recogni- 
tion of  the  fitness  and  propriety  of  the 
investigative  process  In  relation  to  the  super- 
visory power  of  Congress  over  executive  ad- 
ministration. The  Court,  however,  went 
only  so  far  as  to  declare  the  Investigation  of 
the  Attorney  General  necessarf  and  proper 
on  the  ground  that  the  information  re- 
quested was  needed  for  the  efficient  exercise 
of  the  legislative  functions.  Said  the  Court: 
"We  are  of  opinion  that  the  power  of  in- 
quiry— with  process  to  enforce  It — is  an  es- 
sential and  appropriate  auxiliary  to  the  legis- 
lative function.  It  was  so  regarded  and  em- 
ployed in  American  legislatures  before  the 
Constitution  was  framed  and  ratified.  Both 
Houses  of  Congress  took  this  view  of  it  early 
in  their  history — the  House  of  Representa- 
tives with  the  approving  votes  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son and  other  Members  whose  service  In  the 
convention  which  framed  the  Constitution 
gives  special  significance  to  their  action — 
and  both  Houses  have  employed  the  power 
accordingly  up  to  the  present  time.  The 
acts  of  1798  and  1857,  Judged  by  their  com- 
prehensive terms,  were  Intended  to  recog- 
nize the  existence  of  this  power  In  both 
Houses  and  to  enable  them  to  employ  It 
more  effectually  than  before.  So,  when  their 
practice  in  the  matter  Is  appraised  accord- 
ing to  the  circumstances  In  which  it  wa« 
begun  and  to  those  In  which  It  has  been  con- 
tinued, it  falls  nothing  short  of  a  practical 
construction,  long  continued,  of  the  consti- 
tutional provisions  respecting  their  powers, 
and  therefore  should  be  taken  as  fixing  the 
meaning  of  those  provisions,  if  otherwise 
doubtful. 

"We  are  further  of  opinion  that  the  pro- 
visions are  not  of  doubtful  meaning,  but, 
as  was  held  by  this  Court  in  the  cases  we 
have  reviewed,  are  intended  to  be  effectively 
exercised,  and  therefore  to  carry  with  them 
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■uch  muxiliary  imwers  as  are  necessary  and 
approprUtc  to  that  end.  While  the  power 
to  exact  Information  In  aid  of  the  legisla- 
tive function  was  not  Involved  in  those  cases, 
the  nile  of  interpretation  applied  there  is 
applicable  here.  A  legislative  body  cannot 
legislate  wisely  or  effectively  in  the  absence 
of  Information  respecting  the  conditions 
which  the  legislation  Is  Intended  to  affect 
or  change:  and  where  the  legislative  body 
does  not  Itself  possess  the  requisite  infor- 
mation— which  not  Infrequently  is  true — 
recourse  must  be  had  to  others  who  do  pos- 
sess it.  Experience  has  taught  that  mere  re- 
quests for  such  Information  often  are  un- 
availing, and  also  that  information  which 
Is  volunteered  is  not  always  accurate  or  com- 
plete; so  some  means  of  compulsion  are  es- 
sential to  obtain  what  is  needed.  All  this 
was  true  before  and  when  the  Constitution 
was  framed  and  adopted.  In  that  period  the 
power  of  inquiry — with  enforcing  process — 
was  regarded  and  employed  as  a  necessary 
and  appropriate  attribute  of  the  power  to 
legislate — indeed,  was  treated  as  inhering  In 
it.  Thus  there  Is  ample  warrant  for  thinlc- 
Ing.  as  we  do.  that  the  constitutional  provi- 
sions which  commit  the  legislative  function 
to  the  two  Houses  are  intended  to  include 
this  attribute  to  the  end  that  the  function 
may  be  effectively  exercised." 

With  respect  to  the  Senate  resolution,  the 
Court  said  further : 

"It  is<[ulte  true  that  the  resolution  direct- 
ing the  investigation  does  not  in  terms 
avow  that  it  is  intended  to  bs  In  aid  of 
legislation;  but  It  d(9e6  show  that  the  sub- 
ject to  be  investigated  was  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Justice,  whether 
Its  functions  were  being  properly  discharged 
or  were  l>elng  neglected  or  misdirected,  and 
particularly  whether  the  Attorney  General 
and  his  assistants  were  performing  or  neg- 
lecting their  duties  In  respect  of  the  insti- 
tution and  prosecution  of  proceedings  to 
punish  crimes  and  enforce  appropriate  reme- 
dies against  the  wrongdoers,  specific  In- 
stances of  alleged  neglect  being  recited. 
Plainly,  the  subject  was  one  on  which  legis- 
lation could  be  bad  and  would  be  materially 
aided  by  the  information  which  the  investi- 
gation was  calculated  to  elicit.  This  be- 
comes manifest  when  it  is  reflected  that  the 
functions  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  duties  of  his  assistants,  are  all  sub- 
ject to  regufation  by  congressional  legisla- 
tion, and  that  the  Department  is  maintained 
and  its  activities  are  carried  on  under  such 
appropriations  as  in  the  Judgment  of  Con- 
gress are  needed  from  year  to  year. 

"The  only  legitimate  object  the  Senate 
could  have  in  ordering  the  Investigation  was 
to  aid  it  in  legislating:  and  we  thinlc  the 
subject  matter  was  such  (hat  the  presump- 
tion should  be  indulged  that  this  was  the 
real  object.  An  express  avowal  of  the  object 
would  have  been  better:  but  in  view  of  the 
particular  subject  matter  was  not  indis- 
pensable." 

This  precedent  obviously  does  not  go  far 
enough.  Therefore.  In  view  of  past  experi- 
ence, it  is  time  that  the  Congress  either 
force  the  Issue  or  quit  trying  to  compel 
executive  officers  to  produce  information 
essential  to  the  enactment  of  legislation  on 
an  informed  basis. 

This  resolution  cannot  be  said  to  be  a 
reflection  on.  or  a  threat  to.  the  new  execu- 
tive administration.  But  it  should  be  con- 
sidered as  notice,  long  overdue,  to  executive 
officers  generally  that  Congress  intends  to 
have  that  information  which  it  deems  essen- 
tial to  the  exercise  of  its  legislative  powers, 
and  that  If  this  fails,  other  constitutional 
powers  and  prerogatives  will  be  brought  to 
bear  on  that  matter. 

Senate  Resolution  16 

Resolved,  That  hereafter  when  any  person 
Is  appointed  as  an  employee  of  any  commit- 
tee of  the  Senate,  of  any  Senator,  or  of  any 


office  of  the  Senate  the  committee.  Senator, 
or  officer  having  authority  to  make  such  ap- 
pointment shall  transmit  the  name  of  such 
person  to  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  and 
to  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  together 
with  a  request  that  such  committee.  Senator, 
or  ofBcer  be  informed  as  to  any  derogatory 
Information  In  the  possession  of  such  agency 
concerning  the  loyalty  of  such  person,  and  In 
any  case  li.  which  such  derogatory  Informa- 
tion is  revealed  such  committee.  Senator,  or 
officer  shall  make  or  cause  to  be  made  such 
further  investigation  as  shall  have  been  con- 
sidered necessary  to  determine  the  loyalty  of 
such  person. 

Every  such  committee.  Senator,  and  ofllcer 
shall  promptly  transmit  to  the  Committee 
on  Un-Amnrlcan  Activities  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  and  to  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  Incumbent 
employees  of  such  committee.  Senator,  or 
OfBcer  together  with  a  request  that  such 
committee,  Senator,  or  officer  be  Informed  of 
any  derogatory  Information  contained  In  the 
files  of  such  ai^ency  concerning  the  loyally 
of  such  emplo>ee. 

Statement  bt   Senator    McCarran 
I  have  submitted  a  resolution  (S    Res    16) 
relating    to    loyalty    checks    on    Senate    em- 
ployees. 

The  sugEtestlon  has  come  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  on 
several  occasions  that  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  and  certainly  proper  for  the  legis- 
lative department  of  government  to  have  the 
same  standards  regarding  loyalty  as  are  sup- 
posed to  exist  in  the  Judicial  and  executive 
departments.  It  is  incontrovertible  that 
certain  Individuals  who  have  been  unable 
to  qualify  under  the  loyalty  tests  for  an 
e>:ecutlve  department,  have  been  and  may 
now  be  employed  'on  the  Hill."  where  no 
loyalty  re<iulrements  are  established  under 
the  reorganization  bill  or  otherwise. 
Several  i actors  must  be  recognized: 

1.  Any  Member  of  Congress  probably  has 
the  right  to  employ  assistants  In  his  own 
office  at  his  own  discretion.  It  must  be  rec- 
ognized that  a  prohibition  against  the  em- 
ployment (jf  any  person  who  was  a  member 
of  a  Communist  organization  would  operate 
to  deny  to  a  Communist  Member  of  Con- 
gress, if  such  should  be  elected,  the  right  to 
employ  assistants  of  his  own  party. 

The  Reorganization  Act  made  no  attempt 
to  legislate  as  to  the  office  staff  of  Members 
of  Congress,  but  did  set  up  certain  standards 
for  employees  of  committees.  Hence,  it  Is 
logical  to  follow  this  same  pattern  In  con- 
nection with   the  present   proposal. 

2.  The  mechanical  difficulties  of  providing 
for  the  loyalty  check  are  recognized.  Never- 
theless, it  is  equally  apparent  that  both 
Houses  have  the  office  of  the  Secretary  or  the 
Clerk,  with  staffs  to  handle  various  and 
sundry  matters:  also  existent  are  the  offices 
of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  respective 
Houses  and  the  disbursing  officers.  It  would 
not  be  an  Insurmountable  task  for  a  pros- 
pective employee  to  be  checked  against  the 
files  of  the  FBI.  the  CIA.  and  the  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities  Committee.  In  the  event  no 
derogatory  Information  is  uncovered.  It  could 
well  then  be  left  within  the  discretion  of  the 
committee  itself  as  to  whether  a  further 
report  should  be  requested  through  the  usual 
facilities  of  the  Government. 

It  must  be  recognized  that  assuming  re- 
sponsibility In  an  executive  or  Judicial  de- 
partment of  this  Government  is  restricted, 
or  supposedly  so,  to  those  who  can  pass 
the  loyalty  test.  This  is  not  true  of  the  leg- 
islative branch. 

It  Is  further  recognized  that  there  are 
various  degrees  of  loyalty  tests  required, 
varying  with  the  nature  of  the  work  of  the 
Government  employee:  and,  in  some  in- 
stances,  the   requirement  is   waived,   either 


temporarily,  to  expedite  the  work  of  the  de- 
partment, or  in  some  instances  permanently. 
It  is  further  recognized  that  any  employee 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  sut>8crlbes  to  a 
general  loyalty  oath,  as  is  true  throughout 
the  Government. 

Against  possible  objections  to  this  pro- 
posal is  the  Indisputable  fact  that  employees 
of  committees  drafting  legislation,  super- 
vising hearings,  writing  reports,  and  other- 
wise participating  in  the  law-making  func- 
tion of  the  legislative  body,  are  In  a  most 
strategic  position  for  the  consistent  and 
suhtle  and  extremely  effective  accomplish- 
ment of  objectives,  g<x)d  or  bad,  but  never- 
theless influential  beyond  measure  on  the 
lives  of  every  person  in  this  country. 

S  251 

A  bill  to  amend  section  1923  (a)   of  title  28, 

United    States    Code,    relating    to    docket 

fees 

Be  U  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  first  item  listed 
In  section  19'23  tai  of  title  28.  United  SUtes 
Cixie.  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

'$20  on  trial  or  final  hearing  (including 
a  default  Judgment  whether  entered  by  the 
c<jurt  or  by  the  clerk  i  in  civil,  criminal,  or 
admiralty  cases,  except  that  in  cases  of  ad- 
miralty and  maritime  Jurisdiction  where  the 
Ubellant  recovers  less  than  150  the  proctor's 
docket  fee  shall  be  $10." 


The 


Statement   bt    S  :nator   McCakram 

I  send  to  the  desk  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  (S  251  I  to  amend  section  1923  (a) 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
doclcet  fees.  This  bill  originally  was  proposed 
for  introduction  by  the  Attorney  General 
(then  Mr  McGrathi.  A  memorandum  re- 
specting this  bill  was  placed  in  the  Recocd 
at  the  time  it  was  introduced  by  me  on  Jan- 
uary 29.  1952.  as  G  2547  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress.  This  memorandum  can  be  found 
in  the  CiNgressional  Record,  volume  98. 
part  1,  page  567. 

That  memorandum.  I  believe,  together 
with  the  report  from  the  Attorney  General 
on  the  bill  provides  almost  all  that  would 
be  necessary  for  a  committee  report  on  the 
measure.  The  bill  has  obvious  merit  and 
should  be  enacted  Into  law. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  S?nate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

I  For  nominations  thisxlay  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


CONVENTION  WITH  BELGIUM  RE- 
LATING TO  DOUBLE  TAXATION- 
REMOVAL  OP  INJUNCTION  OP 
SECRECY 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  Executive  A. 
Eighty-third  Congress,  first  session,  a 
convention  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Belgium,  signed  at  Wash- 
ington on  September  9.  1952.  modifying 
and  supplementing  the  convention  of 
October  28.  1948,  for  the  avoidance  of 
double  taxation  and  the  prevention  of 
fiscal  evasion  with  respect  to  taxes  on 
income.  Without  objection,  the  injunc- 
tion of  secrecy  will  be  removed  from  the 
convention,  and  the  convention,  together 
with  the  Presidents  message,  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, and  the  message  from  the  Presi- 
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dent  will  be  printed  in  the  Recokd. 
Chair  hears  no  cbjectlon. 

The  message  from  the  President  is  as 
follows: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

With  a  view  to  receiving  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate  to  ratification,  I 
transmit  herewith  the  convention  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and 
Belgium,  signed  at  Washington  on  Sep- 
tember 9,  1952,  modifying  and  supple- 
menting the  convention  of  October  28. 
1948.  for  the  avoidance  of  double  taxa- 
tion and  the  prevention  of  fiscal  evasion 
with  respect  to  taxes  on  income. 

The  convention  of  1948  was  trans- 
mitted to  the  Seriate  with  my  message  of 
March  12.  1949.  It  is  presently  under 
consideration  in  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  iH.  Ex.  I.  81st  Cong.,  1st 
sess. ).  It  is  requested  that  the  supple- 
mentary convention  be  considered  to- 
gether with  the  convention  of  1948. 

I  rIso  transmit  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate  the  report  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  with  respect  to  the  supplemen- 
tary con\entlon. 

The  suppJcmer  tary  convention  has  the 
approval  of  the  Department  of  State  and 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

Harry  S.  Thtjm\k. 

Thi  White  He  use,  January  9.  1953. 

<  ESiclcsures :  ( 1)  Report  of  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State;  <2)  supplementary  con- 
vention between  the  United  States  and 
Belgium  relatinif  to  taxes  on  income. 
s'Si'.eci  September  9,  1952.) 


HEARINGS  ON  CERTAIN  NOMINA- 
TIONS BY  COMMITTEE  ON  FOR- 
EIGN  RELATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ea^k  to 
have  piinted  in  the  Record  a  statement 
I  have  relea.'jed  to  the  press  today,  an- 
nouncing that  fiext  week  hearings  will 
be  held  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  relative  to  the  proposed  nomi- 
nations of  Secretary  of  State-designate 
John  Poster  Dulles,  Under  Secretary  of 
State-designate  Walter  Bedell  Smith, 
and  Mutual  Security  Administrator- 
designate  Harold  Stassen.  pursuant  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  President-elect 
that  the  Cabine":  appointments  be  con- 
firmed on  Inauguration  Day. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordertjd  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatok  Wilet 

I  believe  that  every  reasonable  effort 
Fhould  be  made  U>  consider  the  nominations 
of  President-elect  Eisenhower's  ofScial  Cabi- 
net and  other  high  appointees  with  dispatch, 
consistent  with  the  Senate's  right  to  deter- 
mine the  views  and  backgrounds  of  the  nom- 
inees. 

I  believe  in  particular  that  the  present 
rrltlcal  world  situation  requires  that  there 
i>e  no  gap  In  continuity  of  American  leader- 
ship In  foreign  affairs  after  noontime  of  Jan- 
uary 20. 

Accordingly,  I  am  happy  to  agree  with  sev- 
eral of  my  distinguished  colleagues  who  have 
iilready  spoken  or  this  subject.  I  shall  sub- 
mit to  my  associates  on  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  at  our  first  meeting, 
which  may  be  neit  Wednesday,  the  day  fol- 
lowing the  Senate's  approval  of  committee 
uBslgnments,  that  executive  sessions  be  held 
»nd  that  we  hear  from  Secretary  of  State- 
designate  John  foster  Dulles,  Under  Secre- 


tary of  St&tc-deslgnate  Walter  Bedell  Smith, 
Mutual  Security  Administrator-designate 
Harold  Stassen. 

Thus,  If  the  Senate  has  organized  its  com- 
mittees by  next  midweek,  I  hope  these  hear- 
ings can  be  held  on  Thursday  and  Friday  so 
that  by  the  following  Tuesday.  January  20, 
we  win  definitely  be  ready  to  report  the  nom- 
inations to  the  Senate. 

I  believe  that  my  Democratic  and  Repub- 
lican colleagues  on  the  committee  are  most 
anxious  to  cooperate  to  the  fullest  possible 
extent  with  General  Elsenhower,  especially 
In  promptly  reviewing  these  key  foreign  pol- 
icy appointments. 

I  very  definitely  believe,  however,  that  no 
executive  nominee  for  diplomatic  or  other 
post  should  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate  un- 
til after  hearings  have  been  held.  Hearings 
are  in  the  best  Interest  of  the  record  of  the 
nominees  themselves.  They  are  in  the  best 
Interest  of  the  incoming  administration, 
and  In  the  best  Interest  of  the  Congress  and 
Its  constitutional  prerogatives. 

I  conferred  with  Mr.  Dulles  on  Thursday 
afternoon  in  my  office,  and  he  indicated  that 
he  and  General  Smith  would  look  forward 
to  coming  together  with  the  committee  the 
latter  part  of  next  week. 

General  Elsenhower  has  moved  during  the 
2  months  since  November  4  with  admirable 
dispatch  and  decision,  and  I  believe  that  we 
in  the  Senate  should  do  likewise  without, 
however,  in  any  way  sacrificing  our  tradi- 
tional right  of  advice  and  consent. 


ALLEGED  VIOLATION  OP  SHERMAN 
ANTITRUST  ACT  BY  KANSAS  CITY 
STAR 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Piesident.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak  for 
not  to  exceed  3  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  to  speak  for  not  to 
exceed  3  minutes?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Senator  from  Kansas  is 
recognized  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  this 
week  the  Government  filed  charges 
against  the  Kansas  City  Star  for  an 
alleged  violation  of  the  Sherman  Anti- 
trust Act. 

For  several  months  there  has  been  evi- 
dence that  the  President  was  going  to  in- 
sist on  such  action  through  his  own  Jus- 
tice Department  before  he  left  the  ofQce 
of  the  Presidencr- 

On  September  29  I  released  a  state- 
ment in  which  I  said : 

Reports  come  to  me  from  reliable  sources 
that  President  Truman,  angered  at  the 
stream  of  revelations  by  the  press  of  the 
scandals  In  his  administration.  Is  going  to 
strike  back  at  a  number  of  newspapers. 

The  plan,  according  to  my  Information,  Is 
for  Mr.  Truman's  Department  of  Justice  to 
subpena  files,  letters,  memoranda  and  rec- 
ords of  newspapers  and  subject  them  to  thor- 
ough examination  by  Truman  appointees 
during  the  closing  weeks  of  this  political 
campaign.  Something  like  this  attempt  at 
political  intimidation  could  have  been  pre- 
dicted September  1 1  when  President  Truman 
blasted  the  newspapers  of  the  country  at  a 
press  conference.  Later  that  day  the  White 
House  released  an  official  statement  empha- 
sizing his  remarks. 

Mr.  President,  the  suit  that  has  been 
filed  by  the  Justice  Department  is  proof 
that  my  statement  and  predictions  were 
correct. 

Those  of  us  who  are  somewhat  familiar 
with  the  campaign  of  the  Kansas  City 
Star  against  the  Pendergast  machine — 


one  of  the  most  corrupt  machines  in  the 
United  States — and  the  exposing  of  elw- 
tion  frauds  and  distruction  of  ballots, 
could  well  anticipate  this  vindictive  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  President. 

It  is  a  dangerous  situation  when  a 
newspaper  of  the  standing  of  the  Kan- 
sas City  Star,  interested  in  sound,  clean 
goverrmient,  can  be  harassed  by  the 
agents  and  representatives  of  any  ad- 
ministration in  power  for  taking  steps  to 
keep  our  Government  free  from  graft, 
corruption,  and  crooked  politics. 

This  is  a  punitive  action  on  the  part  of 
the  President  and  one  that  I  assure  you, 
Mr.  President,  must  not  go  unchallenged 
by  the  press  and  our  citizens  generally. 

It  Is  my  sincere  hope  that  the  new 
administration  will  further  check  on  the 
fact  that  the  FBI,  which  was  sent  into 
Kansas  City  to  make  investigations,  was 
by  direct  order  from  the  top,  restricted 
to  a  strictly  limited  investigation. 

There  can  be  no  question  as  to  the 
fraud  and  corruption  that  was  covered 
uplby  the  administration  in  power. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  new  admin- 
istration will  act  courageously  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
the  statement  I  made  on  September  29, 
1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Skkator  Carlson 

Reports  come  to  me  from  reliable  sources 
that  President  Truman,  angered  at  the 
stream  of  revelations  by  the  press  of  the 
scandals  In  his  administration.  Is  going  to 
strike  back  at  a  number  of  newspapers.  It 
smacks  of  strongarm  attempts  to  browbeat. 

The  plan,  according  to  my  Information,  Is 
for  Mr.  Truman's  Department  of  Justice  to 
subpena  files,  letters,  memoranda,  and  rec- 
ords of  newspapers  and  subject  them  to 
thorough  examination  by  Truman  appointees 
during  the  clofilng  weeks  of  this  political 
campaign.  Something  like  this  attempt  at 
political  intimidation  could  have  been  pre- 
dicted September  11  when  President  Truman 
blasted  the  newspapers  of  the  country  at  a 
press  conference.  Later  that  day  the  White 
House  released  an  ofBclal  statement  empha- 
sizing his  remarks.  ^ 

The  Truman  administration  is  hostile  to 
the  press.  The  press  has  had  a  major  hand, 
despite  all  the  official  efforts  to  cover  things 
up,  in  telling  the  American  people  all  about 
the  mess  In  Washington.  The  nasty  politi- 
cal flavor  of  these  election-year  attacks  on 
newspap>er8  was  emphasized  when  the  first 
newspaper  to  be  involved  In  this  election 
year  was  the  Kansas  City  Star,  all  of  whose 
records  and  files  have  been  subpenaed.  It 
is  significant  that  in  his  September  11  state- 
ment, Mr.  Truman  said:  "So  far  as  I  can 
remember,  I  never  had  the  support  of  the 
metropolitan  press  in  Missouri  when  I  was 
running  for  the  Senate." 

The  sending  of  a  horde  of  Government 
agents  into  the  newspaper  offices  during  an 
election  cam.palgn  may  be  Truman's  idea  of 
silencing  opposition.  It  will  not  work.  He 
will  learn  on  November  4  that  the  revela- 
tions by  the  free  press  of  the  United  States 
have  compelled  our  people  to  demand  a 
change.  The  newspapers  merely  told  the 
truth  about  the  scandalous  years  in  Wash- 
ington during  the  Truman  administration. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Recobd  the  reply 
of  the  Kansas  City  Star  to  the  United 


278 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  9 


195. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


279 


Vi 


r  I 


V 


Bteta  Qoremment's  antitrust  charges 
filed  against  It. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
then  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

[The  reply  referred  to  i4>pears  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Rsooas.] 


XJNEXPENDED    BALANCES     IN 
FEDERAL  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Rkcobd  a  statement  I 
have  prepared  relative  to  imexpended 
balances  tn  Federal  appropriations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Bbcxms,  as  follows: 

8r*«KMBIfT    BT    SKMATOS    BtKO 

As  dialmum  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Xteductlon  of  Honeesentlal  Federal  Bxpendl- 
turas.  I  make  this  statement  relative  to  estl- 
mat«d  unexpended  balances  In  appropria- 
tions, and  other  authorisations  for  Federal 
expenditures,  ss  of  Jiily  1.  1053. 

It  appears  that  In  addition  to  appropria- 
tions yet  to  be  made  by  Congress  in  the 
current  session,  unexpended  balances  re- 
maining as  of  July  1,  1063,  In  old  appropria- 
tions wUl  approAch  S  100,000.000,000.  with 
more  than  •7S,000,000,000  In  general  and 
special  fund  accounts,  and  the  remaining 
•20.000,000,000  In  business  enterprise  and 
revolYlng  fund  accounts. 

Among  the  civllian  agencies  this  Includes 
•8.800.000,000  In  general  and  special  fund  ac- 
counts and  $18,100,000,000  in  business  enter- 
prise and  rsTolving  fund  accounts. 

Unexpended  balances  in  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment are  estimated  St  •83,000.000.000. 
Unexpended  balances  in  foreign  aid  accounts 
•re  estlnaated  at  approximately  110,500,000.- 
000. 


As  a  result  of  this  procedure.  Congress  has 
Tirtoally  lost  control  over  anntial  expendl- 
turea. 

MSW    ODMGBXSS   OBUOATIOK 

At  a  time  when  one  of  the  most  dUBcult 
problems  confronting  Congress  Is  to  balance 
the  budget  and  reduce  taxes,  it  is  most  un- 
fortunate that  the  fiscal  situation  te  so  con- 
fused by  these  huge  unexpended  balances. 

In  my  Judgment,  one  of  the  most  Impor- 
tant obligations  of  the  new  Congress  la  to 
review  the  unexpended  balances  in  previous 
appropriations  to  each  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  new  appropriations  are 
made.  It  should  be  made  Incumbent  upon 
each  agency  fully  to  Justify  any  additional 
appropriations  when  hTige  balances  are  al- 
ready available.  Then  a  study  should  be  be- 
gun promptly  so  that  In  the  future  appro- 
priations can  be  enacted  on  a  current  basis. 

It  is  true,  of  course,  especially  In  the  mili- 
tary, that  Government  agencies  should  have 
the  power  to  contract  beyond  a  1-year  pe- 
riod, but  Congress  should  so  reform  its  fiscal 
procedure  to  regain  expenditure  control  on 
a  current  year  basis.  This  could  be  accom- 
plished without  interference  with  national 
defense  requirements. 

Xstlmated  unexpended  balances  reported 
by  clvUlan  agencies  and  summarized  esti- 
mates for  military  and  foreign  aid  accounts 
follow: 

Summary  of  unexpended  halancea  in  appro- 
priations and  authorizations  to  agencies 
of  the  executive  branch  as  of  July  1.  1953, 
shovying  general  and  special  fund  accounts 
and  business  enterprise  and  revolving  fund 
accounts  (estimated) 


SKTHtnory  of  unexpended  bstanees  in  mpprom 
priations  and  muthoriMationa  to  mgendet 
of  the  executive  branch  aa  of  July  1,  19S3. 
ahovjing  general  and  apecial  fund  aocounta 
and  business  enterprise  and  revolving  fund 
accounts  {estimated) — Continued 
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It  has  been  reported  that  the  President  In 
his  budget  message  on  Friday  will  estimate 
expenditures  In  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
July  1  at  r^S.OOO.OOO.OOO  to  •80,000,000,000, 
and  that  he  will  request  new  approprlRtlons. 
effective  as  of  that  date,  totaling  870.000.000,- 
000  to  •75.000,000.000. 

If  such  new  appropriations  should  be  au- 
thorized by  this  Congress,  total  funds  avail- 
able for  expenditure  as  of  July  1  would  ap- 
proach •175.000,000.000.  It  la  true  that  a 
substantial  part  of  these  balances  have  been 
obligated  by  contractual  agreements  but  the 
term  "obligated"  has  no  uniform  meaning 
and  many  agencies  of  Oovemnaent  report  the 
funds  to  be  obligated  even  though  no  con- 
tract has  been  entered  Into.  In  any  event, 
unexpended  balances  In  old  appropriations, 
as  of  the  beginning  of  the  new  fiscal  year, 
will  be  greater  than  the  new  appropriations 
expected  to  be  requested  by  the  President. 

KXPENDrrnxx  comtxol  u>st 
The  fact  remains  that  this  availability  of 
funds  In  vmexpended  balances  Is  not  general- 
ly reviewed  by  Congress,  under  ordinary  pro- 
cedures, during  consideration  of  regular  ap- 
propriation bills. 

It  Is  obvious  that  this  procedure  of  piling 
up  iinprecedented  unspent  balances  is  not 
a  healthy  fiscal  policy.  It  mnkes  much  more 
dilBcult  the  congressional  task  of  effecting 
econcHnies  and  controlling  expenditures. 

Under  the  Truman  policy  of  the  past  sev- 
eral years,  about  half  of  the  Federal  expendi- 
tures have  been  from  previous  appropria- 
tions. And  about  half  from  current  appro- 
priations: unspent  balances  In  appropria- 
tions have  been  carried  over  in  amounts 
equal  to  a  fun  year's  expendltur*  or  more. 
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REPORT    OP    ACllVrriES    OF    GEN- 
ERAL ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  received  from  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  tlie  United  States,  the  Honorable 
Lindsay  Warren,  a  letter  dated  January 
8.  1953.  regarding  the  progress  and  work 
of  his  agency.  I  am  sure  that  all  other 
Members  of  the  Senate,  and  probably  all 
Members  of  Congress,  have  received  a 
similar  letter.  It  is  of  such  significance 
in  calling  attention  to  the  work  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  which  is  an 
agency  of  Congress,  and  the  results 
which  that  agency  has  accomplished, 
particularly  in  matters  of  economy  and 
in  reducing  personnel  and  in  recovering 
for  the  Government  sums  which  have 
been  more  than  sufUcient  to  pay  the  op- 
erating cost  of  the  agency  for  the  past 
10  years,  that  I  believe  it  merits  being 
placed  in  the  Record  for  the  informa- 
tion of  all  who  are  interested  in  affairs 
of  the  Federal  Qovemment.  In  my 
Judgment,    Mr.    Warren    deserves    the 


warm  praise  ami  commendation  of  the 
Congress  for  tht;  record  he  has  made, 
one  that  other  agency  and  department 
heads  might  well  emulate. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  imani- 
mous  consent  that  the  letter  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
a.s  follows: 

CoMPTXOLLXx  Oeneral  or  the 

UwrriD  States. 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  8,  1953. 

Mt  DBAS  ScNAToa:  A  few  years  ago,  diirlag 
H  converaation  with  several  Members  ol  Con- 
ijress.  I  was  amazed  to  learn  how  little  Infor- 
mation Congress  as  a  whole  had  about  the 
Cleiieral  Accounting  Office  and  Its  place  In 
our  Oovernment.  At  the  sviggestlou  of  those 
Members,  I  sent  a  short  letter  to  the  Con- 
i^rean  pointing  up  certain  facts  about  the 
Office  which  I  thought  every  Member  would 
want  to  know.  Since  that  time.  I  have  sent 
:i  etmilar  letter  at  the  beginning  of  each  new 
Congress.  That  is  the  reason  for  this  letter, 
which  requires  no  reply. 

The  Oeneral  Accounting  Office  Is  In  the 
legislative  branch.  It  is  the  agency  of  the 
Congress  to  audit  and  settle  accounts  and 
rlalms  of  the  Oovernment  and  to  advise  and 
Hstiist  the  Congress  and  the  departments  and 
agencies  on  matters  relating  to  public  ex- 
|)eiidltures.  The  Comptroller  Oeneral  is  ap- 
jwlnied  for  a  term  of  15  years  and  cannot  be 
reappointed.  He  can  be  removed  from  office 
only  by  the  Congress. 

I  have  said  on  a  number  of  occasions,  and 
T  have  no  hesitancy  in  repeating  it  at  this 
time  of  intense  discussion  of  budgets  and  ex- 
]>endtture8.  there  is  not  a  department  or 
agency  In  the  Guvernment  that  cannot  re- 
duce the  number  of  its  employees,  provid- 
ing there  is  a  will  to  do  so.  It  Is  not  an  easy 
job,  even  If  you  have  the  will,  but  I  think 
the  results  we  have  achieved  in  the  GAO 
without  any  mandate  from  the  Congress  fur- 
nish ample  proof  that  it  can  be  done.  In 
April  1946  the  number  of  our  employees 
reached  a  peak  of  14.904.  There  were  6.204 
employees  on  January  1,  1953.  This  is  a 
reduction  of  8,700,  or  nearly  60  percent.  In 
the  last  7  years.  Of  this  number.  779  were 
transferred  to  the  Post  Office  Departn>ent. 

Our  accomplishments  In  reducing  person- 
nel have  been  brought  about  by  constant 
Kiirveys  of  our  work  and  the  elimination  of 
procedures  which  serve  no  useful  purpose 
under  present -day  conditions.  In  cases 
where  changes  were  needed,  but  legal  obsta- 
i  les  precluded  them,  we  asked  and  received 
irom  the  Congress  revisions  in  the  law.  In 
tjrlnglng  about  changes  we  have  always  tried 
to  make  sure  there  would  be  no  loss  of  con- 
trol of  public  funds.  There  has  not  been. 
In  fact,  the  revised  procedures  are  enabling 
the  GAO  and  the  Government  generally  to 
ck)  a  lar  more  comp»etent  Job. 

I  know  statistics  are  dull,  btit  these  will 
five  8(.ine  Idea  of  the  volume  of  our  work 
last  year:  2.000.000  vouchers  audited.  508.000 
tiiilms  settled;  264.0ti0.000  checks  reconciled; 
12.000  decisions  rendered  to  departments, 
jiaencles.  claimants,  and  others;  inspections 
niiide  by  investigators  of  G91  different  Gov- 
ernment offices;  28  audit  reports  submitted 
'()  the  Cojigresfi.  including  reports  of  1951 
audits  of  all  Government  corporations;  work 
on  .'iccounting  systems  dune  in  nearly  every 
department  and  agency  of  the  Government; 
H2U  reports  made  to  the  Congress  and  its 
(  ommlttees:  and  3.500  replies  made  to  Indl- 
vlciuHl  members  of  Congress. 

The  GAO  has  continued  to  make  collec- 
nons  of  amounts  Illegally  or  otherwise  im- 
liroperly  paid  out  far  in  excess  of  the  cost  of 
operating  the  office.  The  GAO  Is  one  of  the 
lew  agencies  In  the  Government  that  more 
tium    p«\s    its    way.      Collections   from    1941 


through  December  31.  1952,  total  over 
Sai6,000.000.  It  Is  a  fair  statenient  to  say 
that  little  of  this  amount  would  have  ever 
been  recovered  except  for  the  work  of  the 
GAO.  Natiu-ally  I  am  proud  of  this  record. 
But  I  feel  of  greater  Importance  Is  the  work 
the  office  Is  doing  to  prevent  Illegal  or  im- 
provident use  of  funds  by  the  improvement 
of  accounting  and  auditing  throughout  the 
Government. 

In  the  past  few  years  the  GAO  has  placed 
a  great  deal  of  emphasis  on  the  joint  pro- 
gram of  the  Secretary  of  the  TreasTory,  the 
Director.  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  the 
Comptroller  General  for  the  Improvement  of 
accounting,  budgeting,  financial  reporting, 
and  auditing  in  the  Government.  Ec|ual 
emphasis  has  been  placed  on  the  adoption 
by  the  GAO  of  comprehensive  and  other  on- 
site  audits  of  the  departments  and  agencies. 
The  concepts  of  these  two  programs  were 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Congress  In 
the  Budget  and  Accounting  Procedures  Act 
of  1950.  Remarkable  results  are  being 
achieved.  Although  we  who  are  working 
with  the  programs  every  day  know  we  are 
just  commencing  to  get  beneath  the  surface 
ot  many  of  the  problems  involved,  actual 
savings  already  accomplished  run  Into 
millions  of  dollars  each  year.  In  addition. 
Improved  efficiency  of  operations  In  the 
accounting  and  auditing  fields,  which  can- 
not always  be  estimated  dollar-wise,  has 
been  of  great  significance. 

With  the  tremendous  growth  of  Govern- 
ment activities  and  their  supporting  appro- 
priations, we  in  the  GAO  are  keenly  aware  of 
the  financial  problems  facing  the  Congress. 
The  magnitude  of  expenditures  makes  it  of 
utmost  importance  that  the  Government 
seek  every  possible  means  of  obtaining  full 
value  for  each  taxpayer's  dollar  spent.  In 
our  work,  we  are  making  an  all-out  effort 
to  create  a  greater  cost  consciousness  on 
the  part  of  every  department,  agency,  and 
bureau.  This  goes  not  only  to  keeping  the 
public  spending  within  the  laws  enacted  by 
the  Congress,  but  to  exposing  or  better  yet 
preventing  extravagances  which,  although 
legal,  cannot  be  tolerated  under  present-day 
conditions.  Yet  you  and  I  both  know  that 
economy  In  government  cannot  be  accom- 
plished by  any  one  agency  or  Individual. 
Each  and  every  officer  and  employee  of  the 
Government  and  each  and  every  citizen 
must  make  his  contribution,  for  real  results 
can  only  be  achieved  through  a  day-by-day, 
continuing  attack  by  all  of  us. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  Warren. 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
mates. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES, STC,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimoas  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  ApF>en- 
dix,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Address  entitled   "Role  of   the  Minority." 
delivered    by   Senator    Kefaun'er    before    the 
New    York    County    Lawyers    Association    at 
New  York  City,  on  December  11,  1952. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Address  delivered  by  him  at  the  annual 
convention  of  the  Pennsylvania  Council  of 
Republican  Women,  at  Harrlsburg,  Pa.,  No- 
vember 17,  19f2. 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 
Text  of  a  radio  broadcast  by  Tris  Coffin  on 
January    7,    1953,   on   the   program   entitled 
•The  Chesapeake  &  (Milo  News  Summary," 
In  which  reference  Is  made  to  Senator  Taet. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 
Letter  from  Secretary  of  Commerce  Saw- 
yer  to   the   President  of   the  United   States 


submitting  a  review  of  European  business 
and  economic  problems  and  progress. 
By   Mr.   MANSFIELD: 
Address  by  His  Excellency  Jacques  Leger, 
of  Haiti,  at  ceremonies  In  the  Haitian  Em- 
bassy,   Washington.    D.    C.    honoring     Rev. 
Father  Joseph  F.  Thorning. 
By  Mr.  IVSS: 
Address    entitled    "The    Election    Results 
and  the  Bvulness  Outlook,"  delivered  by  Eliot 
V.    Bell,    editor   and    publisher    of    Business 
Week,   at  dinner  meeting  of  the  Economic 
Club  of  New  York,  In  the  Hotel  Astor,  New 
York  City,  November  18,  1962. 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 
Address  delivered  by  Clarence  Manlon.  for- 
mer dean  of  the  University  of  Notre  Dame 
Law  School. 

By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 
A  statement  by  Joseph  H.  Freehlll.  newly 
appointed  Director  of  Price  Stabilization. 
By  Mr.  MAYBANK: 
Editorial   entitled   "The   Senate's  Rules." 
published  In  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  of 
January  5.  1963. 

By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
Editorial   entitled   "A  Man   of  Learning," 
wTltten   by   Hon.   Tom   R.   Underwood,    and 
publlshel  In  the  Lexington,  (Ky.)  Hefald  of 
recent  date. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
Article  entitled  'The  Propaganda  Program 
of  Our  Academic  Hucksters,"  written  by  E. 
Merrill  Root  and  published  In  the  American 
Legion  Magazine  for  December  1952. 
By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
Editorial  entitled    "Our  Liberty  Must  Be 
Guarded."  published  In  the  Ohio  State  Jour- 
nal of  December  19,  1952. 


AMENDMENT  OF  RULE  RELATING  TO 
NUMBER  OP  MEMBERS  ON  CER- 
TAIN  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  Senate  Resolution 
18,  dealing  with  the  number  of  Members 
on  certain  committees. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  resolution  ( S.  Re.s. 
18)  proF>osing  changes  in  the  number  of 
Members  on  certain  standing  commit- 
tees. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  since  the 
meeting  of  the  Senate  on  Wednesday 
last,  I  have  been  working  steadily  on  the 
question  of  the  number  of  Members  on 
certain  standing  committees,  with  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  I  Mr.  John- 
son of  Texas  J ,  the  distinguished  minority 
whip  IMi-.  Clements]  ;  also  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  ,  and  other 
Republican  Senators.  We  have  con- 
ferred with  various  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  we 
have  reached  an  agreement  which  re- 
quires a  modification  of  the  resolution. 
I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
Senate  Resolution  18  be  modified  in  the 
following  respects 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Has  the  modified 
form  been  printed,  or  is  it  in  such  form 
that  we  can  see  it?  I  do  not  wish  to 
delay  consideration  of  the  resolution. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  A  memorandum  has 
been  prepared.  I  shall  explain  it  as  I 
go  along. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senate 
Resolution  18  be  modified  in  the  follow- 
ing respects: 

On  page  2.  line  9,  strike  out  "eleven," 
and  insert  "nine."  That  would  reduce 
the  membership  of  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  nine. 

Strike  out  lines  10.  11.  and  12,  dealing 
with  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations. That  would  leave  the  Commi  t  - 
tee  on  Oovemment  Operations  with  13 
members,  as  now.  instead  of  11. 

On  page  2.  after  line  24,  strike  out  line 
25,  and  also  lines  1  and  2  on  page  3, 
dealing  with  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare.  That  would  leave  that 
committee  with  a  membership  of  13,  as 
at  present,  instead  of  changing  it  to  15. 

On  page  3.  line  11,  strike  out  "eleven," 
and  insert  "nine."  That  would  reduce 
the  membership  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  to  nine. 

On  page  3,  line  15,  strike  out  "18"  and 
Insert  "14,"  which  would  permit  14  Sena- 
tors of  the  majority  party  to  hold  mem- 
bership on  three  committees. 

Page  3,  lines  18  and  19,  strike  out  the 
language  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the 
committee  amendment,  namely,  "the 
Committee  on  Public  Works." 

Under  the  modification  the  member- 
ship of  nine  committees  will  be  increased 
by  two.  Those  committers  are  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  eight  other 
committees. 

The  membership  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  which  was  in- 
creased during  the  previous  Congress, 
will  remain  at  13. 

The  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations, instead  of  being  reduced  to  11 
members,  will  remain  at  13,  as  requested 
by  the  Senator  from  Arlcansas  [Mr. 
McClellanI.  ^ 

The  Committee  on  Post  OfBce  and 
Civil  Service  will  be  reduced  to  11  mem- 
bers. The  Committee  on  Public  Works 
will  be  reduced  to  11  members.  The 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration will  be  reduced  to  nine. 

The  net  result  is  that  there  will  be  18 
additional  places  on  the  9  committees 
on  which  membership  is  most  desired 
and  which  have  the  heaviest  load  of 
work  to  be  done.  There  will  be  two  com- 
mittees of  13,  two  committees  of  11,  and 
two  committees  of  9,  also  very  much  in 
proportion  to  work  which  is  to  be  done. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  Senators, 
there  will  be  18  more  places  on  desirable 
committees,  and  there  will  be  12  fewer 
places  on  committees  for  meml)ership 
on  which  there  has  been  very  little  ap- 
plication. Eighteen  additional  places 
will  be  available  on  the  9  committees  on 
which  membership  is  most  desired  and 
which  handle  the  heaviest  work.  Two 
committees  will  consist  of  13  memt)ers. 
2  committees  of  11  members,  and  2  com- 
mittees of  9  members. 

The  net  increase  in  total  committee 
membership  is  6.  which  makes  it  neces- 
sary to  provide  that  3  members  of  the 
majority  and  3  members  of  the  minority 
may  serve  on  3  committees,  in  addition 
to  the  11  members  of  the  majority  who 
already  may  serve  on  3  committees. 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  at  this  time 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  showing  the  result  of  the  pro- 
posed plan. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  understand  that  it  is  a 
mimeographed  statement  which  is  avail- 
able for  distribution. 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recokd,  as  follows: 

STATEMEirr  Bt  Senator  Case 

THE  COMMITTXZ  PLAN    AS  AGKEEO  TO  BE 
AMENDED 

1.  To  increase  nine  standing  committees 
by  2  members  each  (I  majority.  1  minority) , 
and  to  reduce  two  by  2  and  two  by  4  and  to 
leave  two  as  they  are. 

2.  To  permit  14  Senators  of  the  majority 
and  3  of  the  minority  to  serve  on  a  third 
standing  committee — Civil  Service.  District 
of  Columbia,  or  Government  0;)eratlons. 
(Present  rules  do  not  Include  Civil  Sirvlce 
and  do  not  recognize  the  minority.) 

This  will  present  the  following  committee 
picture : 

Twenty-three  members  Instead  of  21: 
( 1 )  — Appropriations. 

Fifteen  members  Instead  of  13:  (8) — Agri- 
culture. Armed  S3rvlcea.  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. Finance.  Foreign  Relations.  Interstaie 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  Judiciary.  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

To  stay  at  13  members:  (2) — Government 
Operations.   Labor    and    Public   Welfare. 

Eleven  members  instead  of  13:  (2) — Civil 
Service.  Public  Works. 

Nine  members  Instead  of  13:  (2) — District 
of  Columbia.  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  resolution  as  thus  amended  should — 

1.  More  evenly  distribute  the  workload  of 
all  committees  and  of  all  Senators. 

a.  Preserve  the  values  of  experience  and 
long  service  In  the  Senate  end  extend  It  for 
the  minority  on  Civil  Service.  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  Government  Operations. 

3.  Maice  better  use  of  talent  and  experience 
found  in  new  Senators. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  personally  to  thank  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  and  the  minor- 
ity leader  for  their  action  with  regard 
to  the  subject  to  which  I  invited  atten- 
tion last  Wednesday,  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  reduction  of  membership  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. I  may  say  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  I  made  my  state- 
ment on  Wednesday  in  the  interest  of 
what  I  thought  would  be  sound  organi- 
zation of  this  body.  I  had  no  personal 
interest  in  the  ma  iter.  Having  served 
on  the  committee  both  as  a  member  and 
as  chairman,  I  am  familiar  with  the 
volume  of  work  and  the  importance  of 
the  work  over  which  the  committee  has 
jurisdiction,  and  which  it  will  be  re- 
quired to  handle  in  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. I  believe  that  the  majority  leader 
and  other  Senators  were  very  wise  in 
modifying  the  pending  resolution  so  as 
to  permit  membership  of  13  Senators  on 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

I  thank  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  TAPT.  After  examining  the  con- 
ditions, we  found  that  probably  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  would 
be  confronted  with  a  good  deal  of  reor- 
ganization legislation,  and  that  it  would 
conduct  also  quite  a  bit  of  investigatory 
work,  rhich  is  also  within  the  scope  of 
the  committee,  and  therefore  the  com- 


mittee would  require  the  additional 
membera 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, before  action  is  taken  on  the  reso- 
lution I  wish  to  reiterate  the  points 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Tait],  the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er. In  my  opinion  the  proposal  as  now 
submitted  is  in  much  better  form  than 
the  one  submitted  at  the  session  of  the 
Senate  on  Wednesday  last.  The  resolu- 
tion, with  the  proposed  amendments, 
gives  to  the  minority  the  exact  number 
of  additional  asslgimients  which  the 
previous  Congress  gave  to  the  minority. 
If  the  resolution  is  agreed  to,  it  will 
serve  to  lessen  the  stress  on  the  steering 
committees  of  the  Senate. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  majority  lead- 
er for  his  evident  fairness.  I  desire  also 
to  express  my  appreciation  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case],  who  has  worked  long  and 
late  in  an  effort  to  provide  a  fair  and 
equitable  arrangement.  I  express  the 
hope  that  on  procedural  matters  in  the 
future  we  can  be  as  successful  and  har- 
monious as  we  have  been  in  this  in- 
stance. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  resolution  be  modified  as  I  have 
indicated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  resolution  is  modified 
in  line  with  the  suggestions  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution.  a.s  modified. 

The  resolution,  as  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  18),  as  agreed 
to.  is  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  section  (1)  of  rule  XXV  of 
the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating 
to  standing  committees)   Is  amended — 

(I)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (a)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry)  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "Qfteen"; 

(2|  by  striking  out  "twenty-one"  In  sub- 
section (b)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations)  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"twenty-three": 

(3)  by  .^uiking  out  "thirteen"  In  aubsec- 
tlon  (c)  (relatmg  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  SerMces)  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen"; 

(4)  by  6trlkln(j  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (d)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency)  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "fifteen"; 

(5)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  aubsee- 
tlon  (e)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Poat 
0;tice  and  Civil  Service)  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "eleven"; 

(G)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (f)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia)  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "nlnf  ; 

(7)  by  F.trlkln<»  out  "thirteen"  in  subsec- 
tion (h)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance) and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "fif- 
teen"; 

(8)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subMC- 
tion  (1)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations)  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen"; 

(9)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subeec- 
tlon  (J)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce)  and  insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "flfteen"; 

(10)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  sufaMC- 
tlon  (k)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary)  and  Inaertlng  in  lieu  thereof 
"fifteen"; 

(II)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion   (HI)     (relating    to    the   Committee   on 


Interior  and  Insular  Affairs)    and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "flfteen"; 

(12)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  in  subeec- 
tlon  (n)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works)  and  iuBertlng  In  lieu  thereof 
"eleven";  and 

(13)  by  striking  out  "thirteen"  In  subsec- 
tion (o)  (1)  (relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration)  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "nine." 

Sec.  2.  Section  (4)  of  rule  XXV  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(4)  Each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two 
standing  committees  and  no  more;  except 
that  not  to  exceed  fourteen  Senators  of  the 
majority  party,  and  not  to  exceed  three  Sen- 
ators of  the  minority  party,  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations, or  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  may  serve  on  three  standing 
committees  and  no  more." 


FURNISHING  BY  CIVIL  SERVICE 
COMMISSION  OP  A  LIST  OP  POSI- 
TIONS NOT  UNDER  CIVIL.  SERVICE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  be  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  19,  and  that  the 
resolution  be  immediately  considered  by 
the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(S.  Res.  19> ,  as  follows: 

Rexolved.  That  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion be,  and  It  Is  hereby,  directed  to  furnish 
the  Senate  with  a  full  and  complete  list  of  all 
ofBces.  positions,  places,  and  employmente. 
listing  the  same  by  departments,  bxireaus, 
boards,  commissions,  and  Independent  estab- 
lishments. Including  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  unofficial  observers, 
special  attorneys  or  special  agents,  and  Fed- 
eral employments  of  all  kinds,  with  the 
amount  of  salaries  of  each  attached,  under 
the  Government  ol  the  United  States  and 
not  under  civil  service  rules  and  regulations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  resolution  is  before  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mitted the  resolution  because  I  believe 
certain  information  should  be  made 
available  to  the  Senate.  It  is  a  typical 
resolution.  It  is  an  exact  duplicate  of 
a  resolution  which  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion was  submitted  by  the  former  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee.  Mr.  McKellar. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  referring  to  the  resolu- 
tion concerning  which  he  spoke  to  me? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  may  say 
that  I  have  examined  the  precedents  and 
I  have  conferred  with  the  ranking  minor- 
ity memt)er  of  the  committee.  So  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  no  objection  to  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


THE    WORK    AND    WORKLOAD    OP 

THE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  from 
time  to  time  it  has  been  my  custom  to 
report  to  the  Senate  upon  the  work  and 
workload  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  the  United  States  Senate. 

A  final  report  on  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee's work  and  workload  during  the 
two  sessions  of  the  Eighty -second  Con- 
gress has  been  completed. 

Mr.  President,  the  workload  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  duting  the 
two  sessions  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, as  of  July  7,  1952,  comprised  47.1 
percent  of  all  Senate  bills  and  resolutions 
introduced;  59.3  percent  of  all  House  bills 
and  resolutions  presented  in  the  Senate ; 
and  50.2  percent  of  all  bills  and  resolu- 
tions, irrespective  of  origin. 

Not  only  has  the  Judiciary  Committee 
received  a  far  larger  share  of  the  Sen- 
ate's total  workload  than  has  any  other 
standing  committee  of  the  Senate ;  it  has 
also  performed  a  larger  share  of  all  com- 
mittee work  than  has  any  other  com- 
mittee. Of  2,121  written  reports  filed  in 
the  Senate  by  all  committees,  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  has  filed  1,226,  which 
represents  57.8  percent 

The  total  of  reports  filed  to  the  Senate 
does  not  give  the  whole  picture  of  com- 
mittee activity,  because  committee  con- 
sideration of  many  bills  resulted  in  ad- 
verse action  and  indefinite  postpone- 
ment. Furthermore,  the  committee  has 
handled  and  disposed  of  more  than  7,145 
individual  immigration  cases,  involving 
suspension  of  deportation,  and  2,216  cases 
involving  adjustment  of  status  under 
section  4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act, 
as  amended.  Each  case  is  equivalent  to 
a  bill. 

At  the  close  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, the  Judiciary  Committee  had  re- 
ceived 1,936  Senate  bills  and  resolutions 
and  854  House  bills  and  resolutions,  mak- 
ing a  total  of  2,790  bills  and  resolutions. 
As  of  the  close  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  the  committee  had  disposed  of 
1.185  Senate  bills  and  resolutions  and  722 
House  bills  and  resolutions,  or  a  total  of 
1,907  bills  and  resolutions. 

Of  the  bills  thus  disposed  of,  173  were 
general  bills,  other  than  claims  or  im- 
migration; 453  were  private  relief  bills; 
1,230  were  private  immigration  bills;  18 
were  general  claims  bills;  and  33  were 
general  immigration  bills. 

Committee  approval  was  granted  to 
598  Senate  bills  and  resolutions  and  632 
House  bills  and  resolutions,  or  a  total  of 
1,230  bills  and  resolutions  of  both  Houses. 
It  will  be  noted,  Mr.  President,  that 
written  reports  were  filed  by' the  com- 
mittee with  respect  to  all  but  4  of  the 
1,230  bills  and  resolutions  approved. 

Of  the  bills  and  resolutions  acted  upon 
favorably,  107  were  general  bills,  other 
than  claims  or  immigration;  280  were 
private  relief  bills;  821  were  private  im- 
migration bills;  11  were  general  claims 
bills;  and  11  were  general  immigration 
bills. 

Bills  postponed  indefinitely  by  the 
committee  included  587  Senate  bills  and 
resolutions,  90  House  bills  and  resolu- 
tions, or  a  total  of  677  bills  and  resolu- 
tions of  both  Houses. 

Of  the  bills  thus  acted  upon  unfavor- 
ably 66  were  general  bills,  other  than 


clfdms  or  immigration  bills;  173  were 
private  relief  bills;  409  were  private  im- 
migration bills;  7  were  general  claims 
bills;  and  22  were  general  immigration 
bills. 

Measures  pending  before  the  commit- 
tee as  of  the  close  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  included  751  Senate  bills  and 
resolutions  and  132  House  bills  and  reso- 
lutions, or  a  total  of  883  bills  and  resolu- 
tions of  both  Houses. 

Of  these  bills  148  are  general  bills, 
other  than  immigration  and  claims  bills; 
134  are  private  relief  bills;  581  are  pri- 
vate immigration  bills;  15  are  general 
claims  bills;  and  5  are  general  immi- 
gration bills. 

Committee  action,  Mr.  President,  In 
most  cases  must  await  reports  from  in- 
terested departments  and  agencies  in 
the  executive  branch.  As  of  July  7,  1952, 
the  number  of  bills  and  resolutions  pend- 
ing before  the  committee,  with  respect 
to  which  reports  have  teen  requested, 
but  not  received,  was  609,  of  which  60 
were  general  bills,  other  than  claims  or 
immigration  measures;  49  were  private 
relief  bills;  491  were  private  immigra- 
tion bills;  8  were  general  claims  bills; 
and  1  was  a  general  immigration  bill. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  it  will  be  seen 
that  of  the  2,790  bills  and  resolutions  re- 
ferred to  the  Senate  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  in  the  Eighty-second  Congress, 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  the  com- 
mittee has  not  acted,  but  in  which  the 
committee  either  had  received  the  re- 
ports or  deemed  reports  unnecessary, 
totaled  274,  of  which  88  were  general 
bills,  other  than  claims  or  immigration 
measures;  85  were  private  relief  bills; 
90  were  private  immigration  bills ;  7  were 
general  claims  bills ;  and  4  were  general 
immigration  bills. 

It  will  be  noted,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  committee  has  disposed  of  722  House 
bills  and  resolutiotis,  of  854  such  meas- 
ures referred  to  It,  leaving  only  132  House 
bills  and  resolutions  pending  at  the  close 
of  the  second  session  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

This  means  the  committee  took  action 
on  84.5  percent  of  all  House  measures 
received. 

In  comparison,  of  1.936  Senate  bills 
and  resolutions  referred  to  it,  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  acted  upon  1,185, 
leaving  751  Senate  bills  and  resolutions 
pending.  This  means  that  although 
the  committee  had  to  start  from  scratch 
in  all  such  cases,  action  was  taken  on 
63.3  percent  of  all  Senate  measures 
received. 

Suspensions  of  deportation  by  the  At- 
torney General  and  adjustments  of 
status  under  section  4  of  the  Displaced 
Persons  Act,  as  amended,  are,  under 
authority  delegated  by  the  Congress,  re- 
ported to  the  Congress  in  groups;  but 
in  the  committee,  each  such  individual 
case  requires  separate  investigation,  ap- 
praisal, and  action.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  Eighty-second  Congress,  there  were 
pending  in  the  committee  2,761  cases  of 
suspension  of  deportation,  to  which  wrere 
added  10,529  additional  cases  submitted 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Congress, 
making  a  total  of  13,290  cases,  of  which 
7,145  were  approved,  2,568  were  held  for 
further  consideration,  and  81  were  with- 
drawn by  the  Attorney  General,  leaving 
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3.496  cases  in  process  as  of  the  close  of 
the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  there  were  pending  845  cases 
of  adjustment  of  status  under  section  4 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act.  as 
amended,  to  which  were  added  2.448  ad- 
ditional cases  submitted  dvuring  that 
Congress,  making  a  total  of  3.293  cases, 
of  which  2.216  were  approved,  28  were 
withdrawn  by  the  Attorney  CSeneral,  and 
514  were  held  for  further  consideration, 
leaving  535  cases  in  process,  as  of  July  7, 

1952. 

Through  July  7.  1952.  at  the  close  of 
the  Eighty-second  Congress,  the  com- 
mittee received  151  executive  nomina- 
tions, of  which  41  were  Federal  judges. 
52  were  United  States  district  attorneys. 
40  were  United  States  marshals.  1  was 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization, 1  was  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner of  Patents.  1  was  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  Ststes.  1  v:as  Deputy 
Attorney  General.  2  were  Assistant  At- 
torneys General,  2  were  Examiners  in 
Chief,  Board  of  Appeals,  United  States 
Patent  GfBce.  and  10  were  members  of 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board. 

As  of  the  close  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  nominations  pending  totaled 
eight,  two  of  which  were  received  in 
committee  after  July  3,  1952. 

Mr.  President.  I  make  that  report  to 
the  Senate  at  this  time  because,  by  dint 
of  circumstances,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  not  be  chairman  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  during  this 
session  of  Congress.  I  pledge  to  whom- 
soever may  be  chairman  my  best  efforts 
In  assisting  him  in  the  arduous  and  trying 
work  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
I  make  this  report,  not  merely  on  my 
own  behalf  but  on  behalf  of  the  13  mem- 
bers of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
Senate  who  handled  this  voluminous 
mass  of  business.  No  Member  of  the 
Senate,  outside  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee, can  fully  appreciate  the  load  of 
work  that  is  done  by  that  committee. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  number  of 
Senators  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  has 
been  increased.  This  has  been  needed 
for  a  long  time.  It  will  relieve  to  some 
extent  the  burden  upon  each  individual 
member. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  this  moment  to  express  my 
heartfelt  gratitude  to  the  fine  members 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  who  have 
worked  with  me  during  the  time  I  have 
been  its  chairman.  They  have  given 
their  best  efforts;  they  have  labored 
arduously  and  have  worked  long  hours. 
I  desire  also  to  extend  my  gratitude  to 
the  fine  staff  that  has  served  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  during  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks, a  memorandum  showing  that  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  re- 
ported a  larger  number  of  bills  which 
became  public  laws  during  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  than  did  any  other  Sen- 
ate committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

As  of  the  close  of  the  second  session, 
Elghty-aecond  Congress,   the  Committee  oa 


the  Judiciary  had  reported  70  of  the  594 
bills  and  resolutions  which  were  enacted  Into 
public  laws.  The  70  measures  reported  by 
the  committee  are  as  follows; 
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Twenty-one  bills  and  resolutions  bypassed 
Senate  committees,  among  which  were  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  40.  amending  War 
Claims  Act.  House  Joint  Resolution  284.  one 
hundredth  anniversary  of  John  Howard 
Payne.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  147,  Bataan 
Day,  House  Joint  Resolution  481  and  House 
Joint  Resolution  490,  temporary  extension 
of  emergency  powers,  which  normally  would 
have  come  to  this  committee. 

Public  laws  resulting  from  bills  reported 
by  other  Senate  committees,  are: 

Agriculture    30 

Appropriations 38 

Armed  Services 62 

Atomic  Energy 1 

Banking  and   Currency 23 

District  of  Columbia. 58 

Finance 65 

Foreign    Relations 12 

Government    Operations 19 

Interior  and  Insular  ASalrs 68 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 38 

Labor  and  Public  Welfare 11 

Post  OfBce  and  Civil  Service 34 

Public   Work* 38 

Rules  and  Administration 6 

Total 803 

Mr.  FERGUSON  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  comment  on  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarranI  as  chair- 
man of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

It  may  be  that  in  this  particular  ses- 
sion I  may  not  be  a  member  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  but  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senate  that  during  the  10  years 
I  have  .served  on  that  committee,  par- 
ticularly in  the  years  I  have  served  under 
the  leadership  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada,  he  has  done  an  out- 
standing .job.  not  only  for  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  but  also  for  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  During  those 
years  the  committee  with  the  help  of  its 
Staff  has  been  able  to  take  care  of  the 
enormous  load  which  was  placed  upon  it. 
The  distinguished  chairman  has  always 
seen  to  it  that  the  work  was  done,  and 
done  well.  I  think  the  Senate  and  the 
people  owe  a  great  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada 
for  his  splendid  leadership  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee.  He  is  a  former  judge, 
he  understands  the  judiciary,  he  under- 
stands the  problems  which  confront  the 
Justice  Department  and  the  judiciary, 
and  in  my  opinion,  he  has  always  labored 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.    TAPT    subsequently    said:    Mr. 
President,  I  desire  to  say  just  a  word  in 


II 


commendation  of  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  presented  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran  1 .  I  have  not  been  a  member 
of  that  committee,  but  I  have  followed 
the  work  of  its  Subcommittee  on  Inter- 
nal Security,  and  I  think  that  we  cer- 
tainly owe  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
committee  for  the  work  which  it  has 
done.  

BUDGET— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT   (H.  DOC.  NO.    16) 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  President  pro  tempore  lay  before 
the  Senate  the  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  transmitting 
the  budget  so  that  it  may  be  read  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  budget 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  the  clerk  will  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  message. 

(For  full  text  of  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting the  budget,  see  House  proceedings 
today,  pp.  295-310.) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
message  and  budget  will  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and 
will  be  printed. 


MEETING  OF  DEMOCRATIC 
STEERING  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  an- 
nouncement. The  Minority  Steering 
Committee  will  meet  on  Monday,  Jan- 
uary 12  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  the  Demo- 
cratic Policy  Committee  room  on  the 
third  floor  of  the  Capitol  Building.  I 
hope  that  all  members  of  the  committee 
will  take  notice  of  this  announcement 
and  arrange  to  be  present. 

I  also  give  notice  to  all  members  of 
the  minority  who  have  not  notified  the 
.•secretary  to  the  minority.  Mr.  Felton 
Johnston,  of  the  committee  assignments 
they  desire,  to  send  to  Mr.  Johnston  be- 
fore tomorrow  noon  letters  stating  their 
desires. 


TITLE   TO    CERTAIN    COASTAL   AND 
OTHER  SUBMERGED  LANDS 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  39  other  Senators,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  introduce  at 
this  time  in  this  Senate  the  precise 
measure  which  passed  both  Houses  in 
the  last  Congress,  but  was  later  subjected 
to  the  veto  of  the  President,  known  as 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  20,  or  perhaps 
better  known  as  the  quitclaim  tidelands 
measure.  I  have  prepared  a  wTitten 
statement  for  myself  and  the  other  San- 
ators  who  join  me  in  submitting  the 
joint  resolution,  and  I  now  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  measure  itself  be 
printed  in  full  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and  that  the 
prepared  statement  likewise  be  included 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 


provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Holland  (for  himself,  Mr.  Butler  of 
Nebraska,  Mr.  Smathers.  Mr.  Byro,  Mr. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Bennett,  Mr.  Watkins, 
Mr.  Bricker,  Mr.  Taft,  Mr.  Bxttler  of 
Maryland.  Mr.  Beall,  Mr.  Cordon,  Mr. 
Carlson,  Mr.  Schoeppel,  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Mr.  Durr,  Mr.  Martin, 
Mr.  Ellender,  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Eastland, 
Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Frear,  Mr.  Flanders, 
Mr.  Goldwater,  Mr.  Hendsickson,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Hickenlooper, 
Mr.  JENNER,  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr.  Kuchel, 
Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Maybank.  Mr. 
Mundt,  Mr.  Potter.  Mr.  Saltonstall, 
Mr.  Smith  of  North  Carolina,  Mr.  Thye, 
Mr.  Welker,  and  Mr.  McCarran),  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  this  joint  resolution 
may  be  cited  as  the  "Submerged  Lands  Act." 

Title  I 

DEFINITJON 

Sec.  2.  When  used   In   this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  Includes  ( 1 1  all  lands  within  the 
boundaries  of  each  of  the  respective  Slates 
which  were  covered  by  waters  navigable  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  United  States  at  the 
time  such  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union,  and  all  lands  permanently  or  peri- 
odically covered  by  tidal  waters  up  to  but 
not  above  the  line  of  mean  high  tide  and 
seaward  to  a  line  three  geographical  miles 
distant  from  the  coast  line  of  each  such 
State  and  to  the  boundary  line  of  each 
such  State  where  In  any  case  such  boundary 
as  It  existed  at  the  time  such  State  became 
a  member  of  the  Union,  or  as  heretofore  or 
hereafter  approved  by  Congress,  extends  sea- 
ward (or  Into  the  Great  Lakes  or  Gulf  of 
Mexico)  beyond  three  geographical  miles, 
and  (2)  all  filled  In.  made,  or  reclaimed  lands 
which  formerly  were  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters,  as  herein  defined;  the  terna  "bound- 
aries" Includes  the  seaward  boundaries  of 
a  State  or  its  boundaries  In  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  or  any  of  the  Great  Lakes  as  they 
existed  at  the  time  such  State  became  a 
member  of  the  Union,  or  as  heretofore  or 
hereafter  approved  by  the  Congress,  or  as 
extended  or  confirmed  pursuant  to  section  4 
hereof; 

(b)  The  term  "coast  line"  means  the  line 
of  ordinary  low  water  along  that  portion 
of  the  coast  which  Is  In  direct  contact  with 
the  open  sea  and  the  line  marking  the  sea- 
ward limit  of  Inland  waters,  which  include 
all  estuaries,  ports,  harbors,  bays,  channels, 
straits,  historic  bays,  and  sounds,  and  all 
other  bodies  of  water  which  Join  the  open 
sea; 

(c)  The  terms  "grantees"  and  "lessees" 
Include  (without  limiting  the  generality 
thereof)  all  political  subdivisions,  munici- 
palities, public  and  private  corporations,  and 
other  persons  holding  grants  or  leases  from 
a  State,  or  Its  predecessor  sovereign,  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  If  such  grants  or 
leases  were  Issued  In  accordance  with  the 
constitution,  statutes,  and  decisions  of  the 
courts  of  the  State  In  which  such  lands  are 
situated,  or  of  Its  predecessor  sovereign: 
Prorided,  however.  That  nothing  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  conferring  upon  said  grantees 
or  lessees  any  greater  rights  or  interests 
other  than  are  described  herein  and  in  their 
respective  grants  from  the  State,  or  its  prede- 
cessor sovereign; 

(d)  The  term  "nattiral  resources"  shall 
Include,  without  limiting  the  generality 
thereof,  flsh.  shrimp,  oysters,  clams,  crabs, 
lobsters,  sponges,  kelp,  and  other  marine 
animal  and  plant  life  but.  shall  not  Include 
water  power,  or  the  use  of  water   for  the 


production  of  power,  at  any  site  where  the 
United  States  now  owns  the  water  power; 

(e)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  shall  not  Include  the  beds  of  streams 
In  lands  now  or  heretofore  constituting  a 
part  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
if  such  streams  were  not  meandered  in  con- 
nection with  the  public  survey  of  such  lands 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States; 

(f)  The  term  "State"  means  any  State  of 
the  Union; 

(g)  The  term  "person"  includes  any  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States,  an  association  of 
such  citizens,  a  State,  a  political  subdivision 
of  a  State,  or  a  private,  public,  or  municipal 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  State. 

Title  II 

LANDS     BENEATH      NAVIGABLE     WATEES     WITHIN 

STATE    BOtJNDARIES 

Sec.  3.  Rights  of  the  States:  It  is  hereby 
determined  and  declared  to  be  in  the  public 
interest  that  title  to  and  ownership  of  the 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  respective  States,  and  the 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and  wa- 
ters, and  the  right  and  power  to  control,  de- 
velop, and  use  the  said  natural  resources  all 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  law  be. 
and  they  are  hereby,  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions hereof,  recognized,  confirmed,  estab- 
lished, and  vested  in  the  respective  States 
or  the  persons  who  were  on  June  5,  1950,  en- 
titled thereto  under  the  property  law  of  the 
respective  States  in  which  the  land  Is  lo- 
cated, and  the  respective  gtantees,  lessees, 
or  succesEors  in  interest  thereof;  and  the 
United  States  hereby  releases  and  relin- 
quishes unto  said  States  and  persons  afore- 
said all  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United 
States,  if  any  it  has.  In  and  to  all  said  lands, 
moneys,  improvements,  and  natural  re- 
sources, and  releases  and  relinquishes  all 
claims  of  the  United  States,  If  any  it  has, 
arising  out  of  any  operations  of  said  States 
or.  persons  piu-suant  to  State  authority  u[>on 
or  within  said  lands  and  navigable  waters. 
The  rights,  powers,  and  titles  hereby  recog- 
nized, confirmed,  established,  and  vested  in 
the  respective  States  and  their  grantees  are 
subject  to  each  lease  executed  by  a  State,  or 
Its  grantee,  which  was  In  force  and  effect  on 
Ju  iC  5,  1950.  In  accordance  with  Its  terms 
and  provisions  and  the  laws  of  the  State  is- 
suing, or  whose  grantee  issued,  such  leare, 
and  such  rights,  powers,  and  titles  are  fur- 
ther subject  to  the  rights  herein  now  granted 
to  any  person  holding  any  such  lease  to  con- 
tinue to  maintain  tlie  lease,  and  to  conduct 
operations  thereunder.  In  accordance  with 
Its  provisions,  for  the  full  term  thereof,  and 
any  extensions,  renewals,  or  replacements 
authorized  therein,  or  heretofore  authorized 
by  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing,  or  whose 
grantee  issued  such  lease:  Provided,  hoioever. 
That,  if  oil  or  gas  was  not  being  produced 
from  such  lease  on  and  before  December  11, 
19o0,  then  for  a  term  from  the  effective  date 
hereof  equal  to  the  term  remaining  unex- 
pired on  December  11,  1950,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  such  lease  or  any  extensions,  re- 
newals, or  replacements  authorized  therein, 
or  heretofore  authorized  by  the  laws  of  the 
State  issuing,  or  whose  grantee  Issued,  such 
lease:  Provided,  however.  That  all  rents, 
royalties,  and  other  sums  payable  under  such 
lease  and  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing  or 
whose  grantee  Issued  such  lease  between 
June  5.  1950,  and  the  effective  date  hereof, 
which  have  not  been  paid  to  the  State  or  Its 
grantee  issuing  it  or  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  paid 
to  the  State  or  Its  grantee  issuing  such  lease 
within  90  days  from  the  effective  date  here- 
of: Provided,  however.  That  nothing  in  this 
act  shall  affect  the  use,  development.  Im- 
provement, or  control  by  or  under  the  con- 
stitutional authority  of  the  United  States  of 
said  lands  and  waters  for  the  ptirposes  of 
navigation  or  flood  control  or  the  production 
of  power  at  any  site  where  the  United  States 
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now  awa*  or  may  hereafter  acquire  the  wa- 
ter power  or  be  construed  as  the  release  or 
relinquishment  of  any  rights  of  the  United 
States  arising  under  the  constitutional  au- 
thority of  Congress  to  regulate  or  Improve 
navigation  or  to  provide  for  flood  control  or 
the  production  of  power  at  any  site  where 
the  United  States  now  owns  the  water  power : 
Provided  further.  That  nothing  In  this  act 
shall  be  construed  as  affecting  or  intending 
to  affect  or  in  any  way  Interfere  with  or 
modify  the  laws  of  the  States  which  lie  whol- 
ly or  In  part  westward  of  the  ninety-eighth 
meridian,  relating  to  the  ownership  and  cor.- 
trol  of  ground  and  surface  waters;  and  the 
control,  appropriation,  use.  and  distribution 
of  such  waters  shall  continue  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  laws  of  such  States. 

Sec.  4.  Seaward  boundaries:  Any  State 
which  has  not  already  done  so  may  extend 
Its  seaward  boundaries  to  a  line  three  geo- 
graphical miles  distant  from  its  coast  line. 
or  In  the  case  of  the  Great  Lalces.  to  the 
International  boundary  of  the  United  States. 
Any  claim  heretofore  or  hereafter  assertea 
either  by  constitutional  provision,  statute, 
or  otherwise.  Indicating  the  intent  of  a  State 
so  to  extend  its  boundaries  is  hereby  ap- 
proved and  confirmed,  without  prejudice  t^ 
its  claim,  if  any  it  has.  that  its  boundaries 
extend  beyond  that  line.  Nothing  in  this 
section  is  to  t>e  construed  as  questioning 
or  in  any  manner  prejudicing  the  existence 
of  any  State's  seaward  boundary  beyond 
three  geographical  miles  if  it  was  so  pro- 
vided by  its  constitution  or  laws  prior  to 
or  at  the  time  guch  State  l)ecame  a  member 
of  the  Union,  or  if  it  has  been  heretofore 
or  is  hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

Sec.  5.  Exceptions  from  operation  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  this  act:  There  is  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  section  3  of  this  act — 

(a)  all  specifically  described  tracts  or  par- 
cels of  land  and  resources  therein  or  im- 
provements thereon  title  to  which  has  been 
lawfully  and  expressly  acquired  by  the 
United  States  from  any  State  or  from  any 
person  In  whom  title  had  vested  under  the 
decisions  of  the  courts  of  such  State,  or  their 
respective  grantees,  or  successors  in  inter- 
est, by  cession,  grant,  quitclaim,  or  condem- 
nation, or  from  any  other  owner  or  owners 
thereof  by  conveyance  or  by  condemnation, 
provided  such  owner  or  owners  had  law- 
fully acquired  the  title  to  svich  lands  and 
resources  in  accordance  with  the  statutes  or 
decisions  of  the  courts  of  the  State  in  which 
the  lands  are  located;  and 

(b)  such  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  the  Ijoundaries  of  the  respective 
States  and  such  Interests  therein  as  are 
held  by  the  United  States  In  trust  for  the 
benefit  of  any  tribe,  band,  cr  group  of  In- 
dians or  for  individual  Indians. 

Sec.  6.  Powers  retained  by  the  United 
States:  (a)  The  United  States  retains  all 
Its  powers  of  regulation  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the  purposes 
of  commerce,  navigation,  national  defense, 
and  International  affairs,  none  of  which  in- 
cludes any  of  the  proprietary  rights  of  own- 
ership, or  of  use.  development,  and  control 
of  the  lands  and  natural  resources  which 
are  specifically  recognized,  confirmed,  estab- 
lished, and  vested  in  the  respective  States 
and  others  by  section  3  of  this  act. 

(b)  In  time  of  war  when  necessary  for 
national  defense,  and  the  Congress  or  the 
President  shall  so  prescribe,  the  United 
States  shall  have  the  right  of  first  refusal  to 
purchase  at  the  prevailing  market  price,  all 
or  any  portion  of  the  said  natural  resources, 
or  to  acquire  and  use  any  portion  of  said 
lands  by  proceeding  in  accordance  with  due 
process  of  law  and  paying  Just  compensation 
therefor. 

Sec.  7.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
to  amend,  modify,  or  repeal  the  acta  of 
July  26.  1866  (14  Stat.  251),  July  9.  1870  (16 
Stat.  217>.  March  3,  1877  (19  Stat.  377), 
June  17.  1902  (32  Stat.  388),  and  December 
22,  1944  (58  Stat.  887),  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  or  suppleuientary  thereto. 


Sec.  8.  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
to  affect  In  any  wise  any  Issues  t)etween  the 
United  States  and  the  respective  States  re- 
lating to  the  ownership  or  control  of  that 
portion  of  the  subsoil  and  sea  bed  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  lying  seaward  and  outside 
of  the  area  of  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters,  described  in  section  2  hereof. 

Sec.  9.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum- 
stance U  held  Invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir- 
cumstances shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr  Hol- 
land was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Holland  in  Explana- 
tion  OF   1  ID  LANDS  Joint   Resolution    1n- 

TKODUCED   BY    KXM    TODAY 

For   myeelf   and  39  other  Senators  I   have 
introduced  :oday.  for  approona'e  reference, 
a   Joint   resolution   relating   to   the   so-called 
tidelands  fiuestioii.    Ths  primary  objective  of 
this  measure  is  to  pre.-erve  and  restore  un- 
impai.ed  to  the  several  State.?  their  funda- 
mental  property   r.^hts  ard  to  prevent   fur- 
ther encroachment   by   tlie   Federal   Govern- 
ment upon   the  rights  of  the  Slates  In   this 
respect.     This  jolr.t   resolution   will  confirm 
to  the  maritime  States  the  rights  which  they 
had   respectively    enj::ycd.   since    the    found- 
ing of  our  Nation  and  up  to  the  date  of  the 
decision  In  the  so-called  California  case,   in 
their  coa.'tal  lands  and  waters  lying  within 
the-.r  constitutional  boundaries.     It  will   re- 
store to  all  of  the  States   their   full   control 
and  property  rights  in  the  lands  and  waters 
defined  as  Inland  waters,  ai  d  will  also  con- 
firm   to    the    Great    Lalces    States    title    and 
control  of  their  lands  and  waters  lying  with- 
in their  State  boundaries  in  the  Great  Lakes. 
The  Members  of  the  Senate  who  were  here 
during    the    second    session    of    the    Eighty- 
second  Congress  will  recall  the  extended  de- 
bate of  the  then  pending  tidelands  measure 
The   Senate    Joint    resolution    which    I   have 
Just  offered  is  identical  to  the  measure  which 
passed  the  Senate  during  the  last  session  as 
Senate  Joint  ResoUition  20.  as  amended,  by 
a  vote  of  50  to  35.     Including  those  Senators 
who   declared    their    position   on    the   record 
but  did  not  actually  vote,  the  division  of  the 
Senate  In  passing  this  measure  was  57  to  36. 
This    measure    was    later    agreed    to    by    the 
Senate-H'use    conferees    and    the    report    of 
the  conferees  was  adopted  by   both   Houses. 
The  Senate  Joint  resolution  a.s  passed  by  the 
Congress   was    vetoed    by    the   President.      No 
effort    was   made  during   the   last   session    to 
bring  up  the  veto  message  for  consideration. 
The   House   of   Representatives   adopted    the 
conference  report  which   was   Identical   with 
the  bill  we  have  introduced  by  a  vote  of  247 
to  89  or  nearly  3  to  1. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  and  the  other 
Senators  associated  with  him.  as  we  did  last 
year,  have  confined  ourselves  In  this  reso- 
lution to  the  presentation  of  the  problem 
whether  the  States  should  receive  back  from 
the  Federal  Government  by  grant  of  Con- 
gress, their  rights  In  the  submerged  lands 
within  the  constitutional  boundaries  of  the 
respective  States  which  they  were  fully  en- 
Joying  prior  to  the  action  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  cases.  Insofar  as 
coastal  lands  are  concerned,  this  resolution 
covers  only  those  lands  extending  out  to  the 
3-mlle  limit  in  most  cases  and  in  two  cases 
to  a  greater  distance  because  of  the  fact  that 
the  constitutional  boundary  of  the  west 
coast  of  Florida  and  the  constitutional 
coastal  boundary  of  Texas  go  out  3  leagues 
in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  or  about  10 'j  miles. 
Also,  the  Senate  Joint  resolution  which  we 
have  Introduced  permits  any  State  which 
has  not  yet  done  so  to  extend  Its  boundary 
3  miles  seaward  from  Its  coast  line  or  to  the 
international  boundary  of  the  United  States 
In  the  Great  Lakes. 


We  can  111  afford  to  set  up  a  federalized 
bureau  here  In  Washington  which  shall  di- 
rect what  shall  be  done  and  what  shall  not 
be  done  over  the  thousands  of  miles  ot  coast 
line  of  all  the  maritime  States,  and  probafclj 
later  to  have  Jurisdiction  over  the  land£  and 
waters  defined  as  Inland  waters,  and  over  the 
lands  and  waters  of  the  Great  Lakes  out  to 
the  State  boundaries.  If  we  do,  we  will  have 
gone  further  astray  In  the  field  of  federaliza- 
tion than  In  any  other  field  where  we  have 
proceeded  heretofore  The  great  majority  of 
the  problems  of  the  use  of  these  submerged 
lands  are  local  and  State  problems. 

I  should  like  to  emphasize  at  this  point 
that  the  question  of  oil  and  gas  Is  tempo- 
rary and  is  but  a  small  part  of  this  problem. 
In  my  own  State  of  Florida  oil  has  not  been 
discovered  in  the  offshore  lands,  but  we  are 
vllallv  interested  in  what  happens  to  our 
piers,  built-up  lands,  bulkheads,  groins. 
facilities  for  the  disposal  of  sewage  and  In- 
dustrial waste,  the  control  of  our  fisheries 
and  our  sponge,  thrimp,  and  oyster  indus- 
tries, the  use  of  sand,  gravel,  and  shell,  and 
oth?r  matters  which  cur  people  have  been 
accustomed  to  controlling  on  a  State  and 
local  basis  ever  since  we  were  purchaped 
from  Spain,  and  l)efore  that  time.  The 
States  and  their  Itx-al  communltle.s  have  al- 
wavs  had  the  handling  of  these  problems. 
Ihey  thought  they  had  the  right  to  handle 
them  and  under  sound  democratic  govern- 
ment they  should  have  this  right.  The 
sponsors  of  the  Joint  resolution  Just  intro- 
duced are  unwilling  to  permit  the  continued 
o\erex(5ansicn  of  Federal  Government,  which 
I  believe  the  majority  of  our  people  new 
recognize  is  a  real  hazard  to  our  continued 
existence 

For  the  sake  of  clarity,  and  so  that  there 
will  be  no  misunderstanding  whatever,  the 
Joint  resolution  specifically  provides  In  sec- 
tion 6  that  the  United  States  retains  all  of 
Its  powers  of  regulation  and  control  of  the 
offshore  lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the 
purpose  of  commerce,  navigation,  national 
defense,  and  International  affairs.  It  is  of 
course  obvious  to  all  that  these  powers  are 
clearly  granted  to  the  United  States  by  the 
Constitution,  and  neither  this  bill  nor  any 
other  bill  could  take  them  away. 

The  effect  of  section  7  is  to  preserve  the 
status  quo  in  respect  to  the  Federal  and  State 
powers  and  functions  referred  to  In  the  body 
of  Federal  law  dealing  with  water  resources, 
particularly  reclamation  and  flood  control, 
as  well  as  the  structures  built  under  those 
statutes  heretofore  or  hereafter.  In  other 
words,  the  language  of  section  7  Is  to  pre- 
serve inta-t  the  body  of  laws  known  as  the 
reclamation  law  and  the  Important  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944  and  other  similar  laws. 
This  Joint  resolution  In  no  way  affects  any 
Issues  between  the  United  States  and  the 
respective  States  in  regard  to  the  ownership 
or  control  of  that  portion  of  the  subsoil  and 
s?a  bed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  sea- 
ward and  outside  the  3-mlle  limit  or  the 
constitutional  boundary  limit  of  the  respec- 
tive States,  whichever  Is  greater. 

Other  Important  features  of  the  Joint  reso- 
lution are  those  which  quitclaim  to  the 
States  all  rights  to  submerged  lands  under 
inland  waters  and  under  the  Great  Lakes. 
The  wording;  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  In  the  California  case  and  the  clearly 
expressed  position  of  the  Federal  attorneys 
In  that  case  questioning  the  soundness  of 
the  rule  which  gives  the  States  control  of 
their  inland  waters  has  given  Just  caxise  for 
apprehension  to  all  States  of  the  Nation. 

We  are  all  distinctly  of  the  feeling  that  It 
is  in  the  interest  of  good  government  and 
sound  public  p>oIlcy  to  again  confirm  to  the 
States  complete  Jurisdiction  and  control  of 
their  own  waters  and  the  lands  lying  under 
those  waters  out  to  the  constitutional  bound- 
aries of  the  States  because  the  States  are 
confronted  with  the  doing  of  so  many  things 
and  the  performance  of  so  many  duties  which 
relate  to  that  little  shoestring  of  land  and 


water  and  because  likewise  the  question  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  use  of  that  strip  of 
land  and  water  relates  largely  to  the  develop- 
ment and  serving  of  the  coastal  communltlea 
and  States  which  are  affected. 

I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  that 
the  Congress  has  passed  on  two  occasions, 
first  In  1946  and  later  in  1962,  bills  safeguard- 
ing to  the  States  their  traditional  control  In 
their  coastal  belts  and  both  bills  have  been 
vetoed.  Prom  his  public  announcements, 
there  Is  every  reason  to  hope  that  the  new 
President  who  will  be  Inaugurated  within  a 
few  days,  will  approve  this  bill  and  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  great  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress  are  exceedingly  anxiovis 
as  a  matter  of  sound  public  policy  to  enact 
legislation  on  this  subject  during  this  ses- 
sion. I  strongly  urge  that  the  Senate  com- 
mittee to  which  this  resolution  is  referred 
take  prompt  action  to  hold  early  hearings 
and  report  the  resolution  to  the  Senate  so 
that  it  may  be  scheduled  for  early  action 
on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  make  a  brief  statement,  rather  than 
read  the  prepared  statement,  the  joint 
resolution  just  introduced  on  behalf  of 
40  Senators  is  a  measure  which  would 
confirm  and  establish  to  the  maritime 
States  the  title  which  they  enjoyed  so 
long  and  so  fully  during  all  the  history 
of  this  Nation  from  its  beginning  until 
the  time  of  the  decision  in  the  California 
case,  and  extending  over  that  area  of 
land  and  water  from  the  low-water  mark 
seaward  to  the  constitutional  boundaries 
or  original  boundaries  of  the  several 
maritime  States.  The  measure  covers 
also  the  so-called  inland  waters  areas  of 
all  the  States,  both  the  maritime  States 
and  the  inland  States;  and  also  covers 
the  lands  and  waters  sometimes  referred 
to  as  inland  waters,  but  generally  re- 
ferred to  as  4n  a  different  classification, 
in  the  case  of  the  Great  Lakes  States, 
extending  from  their  shore  line  out  to 
their  State  boundaries  in  the  Great 
Lakes,  which  in  most  instances  are  inter- 
national boundaries  with  the  Dominion 
of  Canada. 

Let  me  say  quite  briefly  that  the  Sena- 
tors who  sjKsnsor  this  measure  are  not 
only  strongly  convinced  that  it  is  in  line 
\«ith  equity,  decency,  and  sound  public 
policy  to  return  and  confirm  to  the 
States,  both  the  maritime  States  and  all 
other  States,  the  areas  in  their  resp>ective 
boundaries  which  have  been  placed  .in 
question  by  the  opinions  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  in  the  California, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas  cases,  but  also  it 
is  our  very  strong  feeling  that  it  would 
be  unsound  and  most  unfortunate  to 
permit  the  trend  to  continue  which  has 
been  manifested  in  those  decisions,  and 
which  has  been  .sought  to  be  followed  up 
heretofore  by  legislation  which  would 
give  to  the  Federal  Government  plenary 
authority  over  the  areas  seaward  from 
the  low  water  mark  in  the  maritime 
States,  and  which  might  just  as  fully, 
so  far  as  the  principle  is  concerned,  be 
established  in  the  case  of  the  inland 
waters  and  the  Great  Lakes  waters.  It 
is  our  very  deep  conviction  that  it  would 
be  unsound  from  the  standpoint  of  good 
democracy,  unsound  from  the  standpoint 
of  good  government,  to  permit  the  trend 
toward  federalization  of  those  great 
areas  to  continue  to  completion.  It  is 
our  belief  that  one  of  the  gravest  weak- 
nesses in  the  Federal  Government  at  this 
time  is  that  it  has  grown  too  great,  that 


it  flUs  too  many  fields,  with  the  result 
that  it  cannot  be  comprehended  by  the 
minds  of  those  who  are  giving  all  the 
time  they  have  to  the  effort  to  under- 
stand and  well  serve  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

We  think,  too.  that  the  problems  aris- 
ing from  this  question  pertain  so  directly 
to  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  States, 
and  more  particularly  to  the  rights  and 
interests  of  the  individual  local  com- 
munities which  are  coastal  communities 
or  which  lie  along  the  great  water 
courses  of  our  Nation,  or  which  are 
found  upon  the  shores  of  the  Great 
Lakes,  that  we  cannot  longer  delay  tak- 
ing this  action  which,  once  and  for  all. 
would  clearly  exclude  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment from  the  jurisdiction  and  han- 
dling of  all  those  problems  in  this  great 
field,  which  are  clearly  local. 

In  closing  these  brief  remarks.  I 
strongly  request  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Senate  committee  which 
will  handle  this  measure,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska,  that  it  be  made  the 
subject  of  early  public  hearings  in  order 
that  the  measure  may  come  back  at  as 
early  a  date  as  possible,  consonant  with 
proper  public  hearings,  for  disposition 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 


SUBMERGED  LANDS 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  in  de- 
fense of  my  State  of  Texas,  as  its  attor- 
ney general,  I  suffered  through  one  of 
the  so-called  tidelands  decisions  to 
which  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  HollandJ  has  re- 
ferred. I  have  joined  as  one  of  the  co- 
sponsors  of  the  measure  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida.  I  now  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  related 
bill,  which,  in  addition  to  the  matters 
included  in  the  Holland  joint  resolution, 
would  also  take  care  of  the  problem  of 
the  Continental  Shelf  and  extend  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  adjacent  States  to  that  portion  of 
the  Continental  Shelf  which  lies  seaward 
of  the  original  boundaries  of  the  States. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred:  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  294)  to  conflrm  and  estab- 
lish the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters  within  original 
State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  lands  and  waters,  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resouices.  and  to  provide  for 
jurisdiction,  use,  and  control  of  the  sub- 
soil and  sea  bed  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
lying  outside  of  the  original  State  bound- 
aries, introduced  by  Mr.  Daniel,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Daniel  is  as  follows: 

Statement   bt   Senator  Daniel 

The  bill  which  I  have  Introduced  would 
resolve  the  controversy  between  Federal  of- 
ficials and  the  States  over  the  ownership 
and  development  of  submerged  lands. 

This  Is  a  bill  for  all  48  States.  Its  pur- 
pose Is  to  provide  a  clear,  precise,  and  un- 


mistakable declaration  of  congressional  In- 
tent concerning  the  Federal  Oovernment's 
policies  and  practices  regarding  ownership 
of  all  submerged  lands,  both  inland  and 
coastal,  which  were  affected  by  the  Supreme 
Court's  decisions  relating  to  the  so-called 
tidelands. 

Historically,  it  has  been  the  policy  of  our 
Federal  Government  to  gradually  divest  it- 
self of  title  to  public  lands,  granting  those 
lands  to  the  States  for  educational  purposes, 
to  land-grant  colleges,  and  to  homesteaders. 
Over  98,000.000  acres  of  Federal  lands  have 
been  granted  to  the  States  to  asaist  them  In 
financing  their  own  systems  of  public  edu- 
cation. Texas  is  the  only  State  which  has 
received  no  lands  for  this  purpose,  it  having 
been  thought  for  over  100  years  that  the 
Federal  Government  owned  no  public  lands 
in  our  State,  all  of  such  lands  having  been 
retained  by  Texas  upon  annexation  and  ded- 
icated by  the  State  to  our  public-school  fund. 

Only  In  recent  years  has  there  been  an 
attempt  to  change  this  historic  policy.  The 
attempt  has  succeeded  to  the  extent  that  the 
Federal  Government  now  owns  24  percent  of 
all  the  land  within  the  continental  limits  of 
the  United  States,  not  including  the  recently 
claimed  submerged  lands.  This  covetous 
land  quest  by  the  Central  Government  is  not 
conslstt  nt  with  the  concept  of  deoentralLaed 
government  under  which  our  Nation  was 
formed  as  a  Union  of  sovereign  States. 

Historically,  the  Federal  Government 
recognized  State  ownership  of  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  bovindaries  un- 
der the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  for  more  than  100  years.  These 
lands  have  been  possessed  and  controlled 
exclusively  by  the  States. 

The  bill  I  have  Introduced  takes  from  the 
Federal  Government  no  land  holdings  over 
which  It  has  ever  actually  exercised  control. 
On  the  contrary,  while  confirming  the  title  to 
lands  now  controlled  by  the  States,  this  bill 
adds  to  the  public  domain  much  new  wealth 
to  benefit  the  entire  Nation. 

Applied  equitably  to  ail  States,  it  must  be 
acknowledged  that  this  bill  wUl  benefit  many 
Northern  and  Eastern  States — such  as  Mew 
York,  Illinois.  Minnesota,  etc. — substantially 
more  than  it  l}enefits  the  tidelands  case 
States  of  Texas.  California,  and  I.<ouislana. 
The  doctrine  of  law  applied  to  the  three 
States  Involved  in  the  three  tidelands  suita 
would  cause  a  far  greater  loss  to  States  such 
as  New  York  when,  as  It  would  eventually  be, 
applied  universally  to  all  48  States  giving  the 
Federal  Government  paramount  rights  over 
the  port  installations,  harbors,  river  beds, 
and  nonmineral  resources. 

Actually,  the  States  will  not  realize  any 
profit  or  extra  benefit  by  legislation  entitling 
them  to  keep  what  they  have  always  had. 
Under  this  bill,  however,  the  entire  Nation 
will  benefit  by  sharing  in  the  resotirces  of 
the  Continental  Shelf  lying  beyond  the  his- 
toric boundaries  of  coastal  States  through 
application  ot  the  Federal  share  of  such  pro- 
ceeds toward  payment  of  the  national  debt. 

Title  I  of  this  proposed  act  contains  ap- 
propriate definitions. 

TITLE  n 

Title  n  would  recognize,  conflrm  and 
establish  In  each  of  the  48  States  the  title  to 
aU  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
their  respective  boundaries  as  they  existed 
when  each  State  entered  the  Union.  This 
portion  of  the  act  would  simply  write  the 
law  for  the  future  exactly  as  It  was  under- 
stood to  be  for  the  first  148  years  of  the  his- 
tory of  this  Nation.  It  would  apply  to  all  the 
States,  whether  Inland  or  coastal,  and  to  all 
their  navigable  waters,  whether  rivers,  bays, 
lakes,  or  marginal  seas,  and  to  all  the  re- 
sources of  their  lands  and  watev.  whether 
fish,  shrimp,  kelp,  iron,  coal,  oil,  or  structural 
improvements  such  as  ports,  harbors,  and 
piers. 

Kvery  State  has  submerged  lands  and 
valuable  resources  and  Improvements  In  or 
upon  this  type  of  property.  Title  11  of  this 
proposed  act  recognises  that  the  States  have 
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[  and  d«««Ioped  these  laiuto  In  titmoct 
Bood  taXKh  WMl  fectoree  to  aU  tbe  State*  alike 
full  ttti*  to  and  control  erf  tbeae  land*,  re- 
•oorcea.  and  Impttyrementa.  Xvery  State 
aaaili  t****  Irgielatlrm  In  order  to  tM  aecur* 
tn  tta  ownerBhlp  and  development  of  aub- 
moged  lands.  This  has  led  the  CouncU  of 
State  aovcmmenta  and  the  goremore  and 
attoniejpa  general  of  the  BUtes  to  aek  f  or  its 
enactment. 

This  legislation  Is  necessary  also  in  order 
that  the  Oongrees  may  once  and  for  all 
tiprwss  Its  disapproval  of  the  Federal  seizure 
of  State  or  private  property  under  the  new- 
found thedfHe  of  "paramount  righto"  and 
"Inherent  powers." 

Title  n  at  this  proposed  act  is  substan- 
tially the  same  as  the  submerged  lands  bill 
which  was  passed  by  the  Congress  and  vetoed 
by  President  Truman  in  1946  and  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  Holland  bill  which 
was  passed  hj  the  Congress  and  again  vetoed 
by  the  President  \n  1963. 

TITLK  in 

Title  in  ot  this  bill  deals  with  that  portion 
of  the  subsoil  and  sea  bed  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  lying  outoide  of  the  original  seaward 
boundaries  ot  the  SUtes.  Ito  purpose  is  to 
ottclally  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  over  this  area,  to  add  it  to  the 
pohlle  dcunain,  and  to  maice  It  subject  to 
the  police,  conservation,  and  taxing  powers 
of  the  ai  adjacent  coastal  SUtes. 

International  law  on  this  subject  has  de- 
veloped to  the  point  that  this  action  is  proper 
If  o\ir  own  Nation  is  to  develop  and  obtain 
the  resources  of  this  land  rather  than  have 
them  fall  into  the  hands  of  other  nations. 
Title  lU  proposes  a  plan  for  immediate  leas- 
ing and  development  of  this  property  under 
fixed  terms,  with  published  notices,  and  sales 
to  highest  bidders.  I  have  proposed  that 
the  management  and  details  of  leasing  be 
handled  by  the  established  State  leasing 
agencies  of  the  adjacent  States,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
and  the  other  terms  of  this  act,  because: 

1.  The  States  already  have  leasing  agen- 
das which  are  established  going  concerns 
with  experienced  personnel  who  can  handle 
management  details  without  the  expense  of 
creating  a  new  and  costly  Federal  agency  for 
this  purpose.  All  leases  by  State  agencies 
would  be  strictly  controlled  by  the  terms  of 
this  act  and  subject  to  approval  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 

2.  If  left  to  State  management  under  the 
terms  at  this  bill  the  revenues  received 
from  leases  will  be  far  greater  than  those 
received  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
for  similar  leases  under  the  Federal  Mineral 
Ijeasing  Act.  For  Instance,  the  State  of 
Texas,  under  the  system  of  management  and 
lease  terms  from  which  this  bill  wm  pat- 
terned, has  averaged  $20  per  acre  for  its 
leases  on  submerged  lands  of  the  marginal 
belt  while  the  Federal  Government  received 
only  60  cents  per  acre  for  similar  leases. 
Texas  has  received  approximately  18,000,000 
from  lessees  who  would  have  paid  only 
$200,000  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
for  the  same  leases  if  they  had  been  sold 
by  the  De(>artment  under  the  present  system 
of  leasing  Federal  lands. 

Title  III  provides  that  all  moneys  paid  on 
leases  of  the  Continental  Shelf  shall  be  de- 
posited in  the  United  States  Treasury  and 
that  37.5  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  each 
year  to  the  States  within  whose  extended 
boundaries  the  leased  land  may  be  located. 
This  Is  exactly  the  same  percentage  which 
Is  now  paid  to  the  States  from  leases  on 
federally  owned  lands  located  within  their 
botindariea.  It  is  provided  that  the  remain- 
ing 62.5  jaercent  of  the  revenues  shall  be 
applied  bytha  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
the  payment  of  the  principal  of  the  national 
debt. 

In  introducing  this  bill  I  should  like  to 
have  it  understood  that  there  is  no  conflict 
between  this  proposal  and  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion Introduced  by  the  distinguished  senior 


Senator  from  Florida  on  behalf  of  himself 
and  other  Senatcvs.  As  heretofore  sUted.  I 
have  Joined  the  Senator  from  Florida  as  one 
of  the  cosponsors  of  his  resolution,  and  title 
n  of  this  bill  is  the  same  as  the  Holland 
measure.  The  only  diilerence  in  ray  pro- 
posal iB  the  additional  title  m  which  would 
also  dispose  of  the  problem  as  it  relates  to 
that  portion  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying 
outside  of  original  State  boundaries  and  thus 
hasten  development  of  this  additional  im- 
portant area  of  submerged  lands.  I  have 
introduced  the  basic  legislation  with  this 
addition  in  order  that  the  entire  subject 
matter  may  be  considered  and  solved  by  the 
Congress  at  the  same  time. 


INDEPENDENT  LOYALTY  REVIEW 
BOARD 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  on 
Wednesday,  January  7,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  introduced  a  measure 
which  would  create  an  effective  inde- 
pendent loyalty  review  board. 

The  occasion  for  the  introduction  of 
such  a  measure  arose  from  the  ineffec- 
tiveness of  the  presently  constituted  de- 
partment loyalty  boards  and  the  func- 
tioning of  the  President's  General  Loy- 
alty Board  in  the  current  case  of  John 
Carter  Vincent,  a  ca?e  in  point,  in  which 
the  President  intervened  and  nullified  the 
work  of  the  Board. 

The  Chairman  of  the  present  Loyalty 
Review  Board  has  demonstrated  his  fit- 
ness and  ability  to  handle  the  job  if  the 
Board  can  be  made  independent  of  inter- 
ference. 

aiMINGTON MICHAKL   J.   LKX     (KPHKAIM   LINOVI 

LIZBXXMAIf) 

As  a  further  illustration  of  the  need 
for  such  an  independent  loyalty  board, 
in  March  of  1G50.  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  submitted  in  the  Senate, 
and  the  Senate  adopted,  a  resolution  pro- 
viding for  an  investigation  by  the  Senate 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com- 
mittee of  the  integrity  and  loyalty  of 
Michael  J.  Lee,  formerly  known  as 
Ephraim  Linovi  Lieberman,  a  Russian 
bom  in  China,  then  Chief  of  the  Far 
Eastern  Division  of  the  Office  of  Inter- 
national Trade,  Department  of  Com- 
merce. 

This  investigation  resulted  in  the  dis- 
charge of  Mr.  Lee  and  Mr.  William  Rem- 
ington. Mr.  Remington  found  himself 
indicted  in  New  York  within  a  few  days 
following  his  discharge.  Mr,  Lee  was 
cleared  of  all  charges  of  disloyalty  prior 
to  his  discharge  by  Mr.  Sawyer,  then,  as 
now.  Secretary  of  Commerce.  This  fur- 
ther illustrates  the  abuse  of  the  present 
system — an  agreement  between  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  Mr.  Saw- 
yer to  stop  the  hearing  if  these  two  men 
were  discharged — since  I  was  never  able 
to  get  the  committee  to  continue  the 
hearings. 

BLAISDEIX CLAOinjX 

Mr.  Thomas  Blaisdell,  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce  at  that  time,  and 
Mr.  Gladieux,  assistant  to  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  resigned  almost  imme- 
diately after  their  actions  in  the  support 
of  Lee  became  known  to  the  committee, 
for  reasons  best  known  to  themselves. 

At  this  time  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rkcord  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  certain 
excerpts  from  the  Congressional  Record 
of  February  8,  1931, 


There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rbcom, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Malonx.  Mr.  President,  will  the  6«n*> 
tor  yield  further? 

Mr.  PxacDsoN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  Malonk.  Mr.  Oladieuz  resigned  be- 
cause there  was  a  direct  connection  with 
Communists,  apparently:  at  least  we  thought 
there  was,  and  we  are  still  working  on  it — 
and  he  is  now  with  the  Ford  Foundation. 
I  am  informed.  So  that  these  men  continue 
their  work,  even  alter  they  become  discon- 
nected with  the  Oovernment. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator,  again. 
whether  he  is  familiar  with  tha  bill  intro- 
duced by  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada. 
following  disclosures  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Michigan,  and  with  the  dis- 
charge of  Mr.  Remington  and  Mr.  Michael 
Lee.  following  an  Investigation  conducted  by 
the  Commerce  Committee,  after  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  had  offered  a  resolu- 
tion on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  asked 
that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  loyalty  and  general  work  of  am- 
ployees  of  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Following  all  those  disclosures,  and  the 
firing  of  Uiese  two  characters,  one — ^Reming- 
ton— quit  Immediately,  but  Mr.  Lee  bung  on. 
He.  at  first,  had  be«n  held  to  be  not  actually 
disloyal.  This  was  prior  to  the  time  of  the 
hearing  conducted  by  the  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. But  he  was  held  to  be  a  dangerous 
secxirlty  risk.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada was  aware  of  that,  when  he  was  qtiaa- 
tlonlng  him.  But  Lee  refused  to  resign. 
Remington  resigned,  after  Mr.  Sawyer  fired 
him.  He  was  almost  immediately  Indicted, 
and  now.  as  the  distinguished  Senator  has 
outlined  so  ably,  he  has  been  convicted. 

Is  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan aware  that  before  Secretary  Sawyer 
finally  fired  Mr.  Lee  he  cleared  him  of  any 
charges  of  disloyalty,  despite  the  fact  that 
he  had  been  found  actually  disloyal  by  the 
Loyalty  Board  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, and  therefore,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  has  explained.  Mr.  Lee  could  go  back 
to  work  at  his  old  Job,  If  any  Department 
of  Commerce  head  saw  fit  to  hire  hlmT 
There  Is  nothing  on  bis  record:  he  has  been 
cleared  of  all  such  charges.  Is  the  Senator 
aware  of  that? 

Mr.  FxBGusoM.  I  am  only  familiar  with 
It  from  reading  the  press.  Naturally,  I  did 
not  follow  It  as  closely  as  did  the  slenator 
from  Nevada,  because  he  was  greatly  inter- 
ested In  the  Lee  case  and  has  followed  it. 

Mr.  Brkwstxx.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FxacDsoN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Maine. 

•Mr.  Bkzwstxh.  I  think  it  may  be  well  to 
complete  the  record  regarding  Remington. 
I  hold  In  my  hand  the  latest  dispatches 
which  show  that  Judge  Oregory  F.  Noonan. 
before  whom  the  case  was  tried,  this  after- 
noon sentenced  Mr.  William  W.  Remington 
to  the  maximum  sentence  possible  for  his 
crime,  namely,  5  years'  imprisonment  and  a 
$2,000  fine.  I  think  It  U  gratifying  that 
the  judge  at  least  has  recognized  the  enor- 
mity of  this  situation. 

What  interested  me  was  the  point  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  as  to  the 
position  Remington  had  occupied  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Export  Control  Board.  I  ahould 
like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention,  in  that 
connection,  to  the  testimony  of  General 
Marshall  before  our  committee,  that  there 
was  an  embargo  for  10  months  on  the  ship- 
ment of  the  materiel  to  the  Chinese  Na- 
tionalists; that  thereafter  the  embargo  was 
lifted:  but  General  Marshall  said  that  for 
10  months  thereafter  it  proved  impractical 
to  resume  shipments.  Apparently  Mr.  Rem- 
ington was  a  key  to  the  situation.  In  other 
words,  the  downfall  of  the  Nationalists  ap- 
parently was  contributed  to  in  lio  smaU 
measure  by  the  manipulations  of  this  man. 
and  our  boys  are  paying  the  price  and  the 


penalty  for  it  today.  That  is  the  long  reach 
of  the  activities  of  s  man  who  finally,  after 
this  long  time,  stands  convicted. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  the  record  of  hearings 
on  the  nomination  of  Thomas  C.  Blaisdell, 
Jr.,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
when  some  of  us,  or.  February  23  and  March 
22,  1040.  seriously  ({uestioned  Mr.  Blaisdell 
about  Mr.  Remington,  and  when  Mr.  Blais- 
dell defended  Mr.  Remington.  I  have  here 
the  statement  by  Mi-.  Blaisdell  when  he  was 
defending  Mr.  Remington.  He  said  he  was 
a  nice  fellow,  he  h-id  known  him,  and  he 
was  all  right.  I  asked  Blaisdell  whether 
Remington  had  not  misled  him  In  getting 
a  job.  He  said  he  did  not  think  he  had: 
he  thought  he  wan  all  right.  So  I  read 
now  the  very  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  |  Mr.  FxaGt:BOM  |  quizzing  Mr.  Rem- 
ington In  this  other  hearing,  which  Is  found 
on  page  22  of  the  h«arlng: 

"Mr.  FiBGUsoN.  Now  do  I  understand  today 
that  you  want  to  Uave  this  with  the  com- 
mittee, that  you  in  effect  misled  Blaisdell 
on  not  having  knowledge  of  certain  facts, 
that  you  stated  It  In  such  a  way  as  to  con- 
ceal certain  facU?" 

Mr.  Remington — and  I  think  this  does 
him  some  credit — {admitted  to  me  as  fol- 
lows: 

"I  now  believe  thiit  I  misled  him." 

The  thing  that  latrlgues  me  Is  that,  al- 
though Remington  admitted  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  that  he  had  testified  that 
his  superior,  Mr.  Blf  Isdell,  when  he  was  get- 
ting his  job,  was  defending  him  saying  he 
was  Just  an  In'lioce  it  young  boy,  yet  Rem- 
ington was  consldtred  a  suitable  man  to 
carry  out  a  tremencous  responsibility. 

I  notice  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  In 
his  statement  of  Miirch  1960,  when  we  were 
still  trying  to  get  consideration  in  the  mat- 
ter, stated  that  It  was  not  a  "red  herring." 
The  Senator  from  Nevada  pointed  out  that 
when  an  Investigation  Is  made,  the  Inves- 
tigators win  run  Into  some  curious  phe- 
nomena. Pur  Instance.  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Commerce  Thom  is  Blaisdell,  a  prot^g*  of 
Henry  Wallace,  has  been  defending  Michael 
Lee:  he  also  defended  William  Remington. 
Remington.  It  will  »«  recalled,  admitted  co- 
operating with  Elizabeth  T.  Bentley,  a  con- 
fes.sed  Soviet  spy. 

Blaisdell  seems  to  have  had  Remington 
vlth  him  In  the  National  Resources  Plan- 
ning Bo.'ird,  the  War  Production  Board,  the 
Naval  Intelligence  In  London,  and  the  De- 
partment of  Commiirce.  I  now  understand 
that  Remington  is  back  in  the  Commerce 
Department,  but  supposedly  carefully  kept 
away  from  the  "sensitive"  jobs. 

I  admit,  as  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
has  pointed  out,  thf  t  we  receive  a  little  more 
reoperation  from  the  executive  departments 
than  we  get  from  tlie  top.  The  Secretary  of 
Commerce  was  before  us,  and  he  testified 
that  he  had  not  been  Informed  about  It.  He 
hnid.  "I  did  not  kno^v  of  this."  He  was  asked, 
"Who  Is  responslbh  for  not  knowing  about 
It?  Norn-  that  you  Know  about  it,  what  are 
jovi  going  to  do?  ' 

Mr.  FERcrsoN.  Mr.  President,  I  pointed  out 
that  it  Is  absolutely  true  that  after  Con- 
Kress  gets  the  grand  Jury  to  recognize  the 
I  acts  and  to  indlc:  a  man  for  perjury  In 
connection  with  hli.  relation  and  his  activi- 
ties In  the  Oovernment,  the  Department  of 
JuBilce  is  able  to  obtain  evidence  and  get  b 
rinvlctlon  beyond  ii  reasonable  doubt.  But 
think  of  It:  it  was  possible  to  convict  this 
man  Remington  In  a  court  of  justice  beyond 
K  reasonable  doubt — not  an  imaginary  doubt, 
tnit  n  reasonable  doubt.  Yet  he  was  cleared 
of  disloyalty  charge}  before  a  mere  executive 
board. 

•  M--.  BsrwsTXK.  And  the  department  for 
w  hich  he  worked  could  find  no  reason  to 
(li'-mlss  hlni. 

Mr.  Ferguson.  T1  at  Is  rorrect. 

Mr.  Brewsteh.  Mi.  Blaisdell  resigned  from 
Mie  Department  of  C^ommerce  a  few  days  be- 
!oie  Remington  Wfiit  on  trial,  knowing,  I 
hssume.  that  he  was  going  to  defend   him 


He  probably  decided  that  It  was  time  to  get 
out.  We  know  Lee's  record:  we  know  Rem- 
ington's record.  He  is  a  convicted  felon.  We 
know  the  record  of  Gladieux,  who  was  con- 
nected with  the  Ford  Foundation.  How 
much  more  there  Is  In  that  case  Senators 
can  check 

Mr.  Malone.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  BaxwsTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Maix>ne.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada pointed  out  that  Mr.  Gladieux  was 
Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, and  presumably,  though  there  is  no 
valid  proof,  because  the  evidence  had  not 
reached  the  Secretary,  according  to  his  state- 
ment. It  was  assumed  by  everyone  that  Mr. 
Gladieux  was  lnvolve<l.  He  claimed  to  be 
Innocent  of  the  whole  thing.  Mr.  Whitney, 
If  he  were  so  Inclined,  could  blow  the  lid 
off  a  great  many  of  these  things. 

Mr.  Brewster.  In  h!is  resignation  I  think 
he  made  It  quite  clear  that  the  reasons  for 
quitting  were  good  and  sufficient.  I  refer  to 
Mr.  Whitney. 

Mr.  Malonx.  At  the  time  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  miide  his  statement  on 
the  floor  and  asked  for  a  committee  to  In- 
vestigate the  subject,  there  mvist  have  been 
someone  In  the  gallery  who  attended  to  it — 
It  could  not  have  been  done  In  any  other 
way — for  an  evening  newspaper  carried  the 
usual  denial  and  stated  that  he  had  been 
cleared  of  the  charges. 

Mr.  Macy's  testimony  in  the  hearings  on 
Senate  Resolution  230  on  March  28  to  April 
4,  1950,  admitted  that  he  was  in  error  in 
saying  that,  notwithstanding  the  jimlor  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada,  although  he  did  not  dis- 
close It  at  that  moment,  had  definite  Infor- 
mation that  while  Mr.  Lee  had  not  been  con- 
victed of  absolute  disloyalty,  the  recom- 
mendation was  made  that  he  was  a  pKX)r 
security  risk.  So  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  asked  that  he  be  sworn  as  all  other 
witnesses  were  sworn.  If  he  had  stated 
under  oath  that  he  was  cleared,  we  would 
have  had  Mr.  Macy:  and  if  he  had  admitted 
It.  we  would  have  had  Mr.  Lee.  It  was  one 
or  the  other. 

Mr.  PsRctrsoN.  I  think  the  whole  question 
Is  one  of  security. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  jaart  of  my  remarks 
the  column  of  David  lAwrence  in  the 
Washington  Evening  Star  of  January  5 
relative  to  the  strange  technique  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Vincent. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 
Strange   Techniqtte    on   Vincent — Acheson 

Board   Cleared   Dhtlomat.   Truman    Board 

Ordered    Him    Fired:    Now    New    Acheson 

Group  Takes  Over 

(By  David  Lawrence) 

President  Truman  has  suddenly  kicked 
overboard  the  usual  procedure  for  detect- 
ing and  punishing  persons  in  the  Govern- 
ment employ  concerning  whona  there  Is  rea- 
sonable doubt  as  to  loyalty. 

In  deference  to  the  views  of  Secretary  of 
State  Acheson,  who  refuses  to  believe  that 
anybody  in  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  State 
Department  could  possibly  be  influenced  by 
Communist  Intrigue,  Mr.  Truman  has  pub- 
licly repudiated  what  Is  known  as  the  Presi- 
dent's Loyalty  Review  Board.  This  Is  his 
own  tribunal,  set  up  to  weigh  the  evidence 
collected  from  the  FBI  and  otlier  sources. 

But  just  as  the  late  President  Roosevelt 
publicly  repudiated  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  because  of  its  5-to-4  deci- 
sions and  announced  himself  In  favor  of  ap- 
pointing more  judges  to  overcome  that  ma- 
jority, so  Mr.  Ti%iman  now  scraps  the  Loyalty 
Review  Board's  3-to-2  decision  In  the  case 
of  John  Carter  Vincent  and  yields  to  a  rec- 
omineiidation  from  Mr.  Acheson  that  another 


loyalty  board  of  Ave  be  appointed  to  see  If 
they  cant  come  up  with  some  other  decision. 

This  is  a  strange  technique  with  which  to 
confront  the  people  of  the  United  States  in 
the  face  of  the  crusade  against  Communists 
and  Communist  influence  In  the  Department 
of  State.  But  what  Is  worse — by  the  device 
of  suppression  on  orders  from  the  President — 
the  American  people  now  have  no  way  of 
knowing  even  the  names  of  the  members  of 
the  panel  of  the  President's  Loyalty  Review 
Board  who  ruled  on  the  Vincent  case  or  to 
learn  tl\e  facts  given  In  testimony  before  this 
Board  or  to  read  the  analysis  made  by  the 
Board's  own  examiner  who  studied  all  the 
evidence  and  made  a  90-page  report. 

These  are  ordered  to  be  kept  secret  by  Mr. 
Truman's  edict,  but  Secretary  Acheson,  on 
the  other  hand,  is  privileged  to  give  his  one- 
sided analysis  of  the  testimony  and  to  dis- 
cuss it  In  public  with  the  excuse  that  he  Is 
merely  replying  to  the  brief  summary  sup- 
plied In  the  formal  letter  of  transmittal  from 
Hiram  Bingham,  Chairman  of  the  President's 
Loyalty  Review  Board. 

Actually,  as  Mr.  Acheson  in  his  public 
statement  concedes,  he  has  had  access  to  all 
the  documents  and  hence  his  comments  deal 
with  matters  not  revealed  in  Mr.  Bingham's 
letter,  which  thus  far  Is  the  only  document  In 
the  case  the  public  has  been  authorized  to 
see. 

In  order  to  understand  the  peculiar  se- 
quence of  events  In  the  Vincent  case.  It  Is 
necessary  to  know  that  the  Department  of 
State  has  Its  own  loyalty  and  security  board, 
which  cleared  Mr.  Vincent.  Then  the  case 
came  before  the  President's  Board  In  what  is 
known  as  a  "postaudlt."  This  system  was 
established  In  order  that  a  department  would 
not  be  the  final  judge  of  the  loyalty  of  its 
own  personnel,  since  most  of  the  depart- 
mental boards  are  made  up  of  officials  who 
have  known  the  accused  or  have  a  special  in- 
terest in  upholding  the  good  name  of  their 
department. 

But  now,  after  the  President's  Board  has 
rendered  Its  verdict,  the  head  of  the  State 
Department  goes  to  the  President  and  per- 
suades him  to  allow  another  State  Depart- 
ment appointed  board  to  advise  him  whether 
CM-  not  to  accede  to  the  verdict  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Board  which  recommended  that  Mr. 
Vincent  be  fired.  There  will,  therefore,  be 
no  further  opportunity  for  the  President's 
own  Loyalty  Review  Board  to  review  the  new 
proceeding. 

Mr.  Truman  owes  it  to  all  employees  of 
the  Government  who  have  been  declared 
Ineligible  heretofore  to  give  them  a  similar 
chance  to  have  their  case  tried  by  new  tri- 
bunals set  up  by  the  department  from  which 
they  have  been  removed  as  a  consequence  of 
a  recommendation  by  the  President's  Loyalty 
Review  Board. 

The  new  board  or  panel  to  consider  the 
Vincent  case  consists  of  eminent  men,  but 
they  are  requested  to  give  their  advice  to 
Mr.  Acheson,  whose  term  as  Secretary  of  State 
expires  In  about  2  weeks.  Can  any  panel 
give  thorough  examination  to  this  case  in 
that  brief  time?  The  documents  are  esti- 
mated to  be  so  voluminous  that  they  weigh 
about  80  pounds.  There  are  15  volumes  com- 
prising 5,000  pages  of  sworn  testimony  before 
the  Senate  Internal  Security  Committee 
where  Mr.  Vincent  was  Interrogated  by  Sen- 
ators McCaxxan  and  Ferguson.  Will  Mr. 
Acheson  tell  the  public  whether  he  himself 
read  that  record? 

The  examiner  who  sifted  the  evidence  and 
analyzed  It  spent  2  months  on  that  task, 
and  his  own  report  Is  a  lengthy  one.  It  took 
the  panel  of  five  of  the  President's  Loyalty 
Review  Board  a  month  to  decide  the  case. 
In  the  face  of  this  time  element,  does  It 
mean  that  the  new  board  will  give  cursory 
treatment  to  sU  the  evidence  and  report  in 
a  few  days?  Will  it  sit  day  and  night  for  2 
weeks  to  reach  a  conclusion?  Will  it  have 
time  to  reexamine  any  of  the  witnesses' 
Will  it  continue  to  function  past  January  2J 
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•nd  dOM  this  mean  Mr.  Aebeaon  win  h«v« 
psMMl  tha  btick  to  the  new  xlmlntrtrmtton? 

The  Inference  Is  Inescapable  that  neither 
President  Truman  nor  Secretary  Aebeaon 
dared  to  aflirm  a  decision  which  meant  that 
a  ^^f^  Foreign  Serrlce  oOcer  was  Influential 
in  steering  American  policy  In  China  the 
wrong  way — a  policy  which  helped  to  bring 
about  Communist  domination  of  China  and 
a  Korean  war  In  which  the  American  cas- 
ualties alone  now  have  reached  about  130.000. 

When  the  new  President  and  Secretary  of 
State  ecHue  Into  office.  It  will  be  Incumbent 
upon  them  to  make  puUlc  the  examiner's 
report.  If  nothing  else.  Mr.  Acheson  has 
chosen  on  his  own  Initiative  to  analyze  the 
testUnony  and  to  give  a  one-sided  impres- 
sion. The  American  people  are  entitled  to 
know  both  sides.  It  Is  as  Important  to  Mr. 
Vincent  as  it  Is  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment and  to  future  procedures  In  all  cases 
oC  alleged  disloyalty. 

Mr.  MALONK  I  also  ask  unanimous 
ctmaent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
an  editorial  entitled  "Mr.  Vincent's 
Case."  published  in  the  Wasiiington 
Dally  News  of  January  5.  1953. 

Tho'e  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  order^  to  be  printed  in  the  Rzcoao, 
as  follows: 

Mk.  VOfCXMT'S  Casm 

It  should  surprise  no  one  that  President 
Ttuman  and  Secretary  of  State  Acheson 
refuse  to  accept  the  concl\islons  of  the  Presi- 
dent's I/jyalty  Review  Board  In  the  case  of 
^hn  Carter  Vincent,  the  State  Department 
oOclal  whom  the  Board  suspended  on  the 
grounds  of  questionable  loyalty. 

Bfr.  Vincent  was  one  of  the  principal  archi- 
tects of  the  disastrous  China  policy  which 
the  President  and  his  Secretary  of  State 
accepted  and  carried  out  as  their  own.  Mr. 
Truman  was  in  the  embarrassing  position 
of  having  to  repudiate  hia  own  Board  or  of 
confessing  be  had  been  a  dupe. 

Bather  than  make  the  latter  admission. 
the  President  refused  to  accept  the  Board's 
findings.  But  Instead  of  pronouncing  final 
Judgment  In  the  case — the  logical  and  cour- 
ageous thing  to  do  iinder  the  clrcum- 
•tancee — Mr.  Truman  has  accepted  an  out 
•uggflsted  by  BCr.  Acheson.  So  a  new  Board 
•elected  by  Mr.  Acheson  Is  to  be  asked  to 
review  the  conclusions  of  what  until  now  has 
been  the  board  of  final  review. 

Since  Mr.  Acheson  himself  has  overruled 
the  review  board  point  by  point  in  a  care- 
fxilly  prepared  brief,  which  the  President 
seems  to  have  approved,  any  further  proceed- 
ings seem  an  absurdity.  If  it  is  the  plan  to 
restore  Mr.  Vincent  to  good  standing  so  that 
he  can  resign  with  f\ill  pension  rights,  there 
is  no  way  to  prevent  that.  But  whether 
through  discharge  or  resignation,  this  news- 
paper believes  that  Mr.  Vincent  should  be 
separated  from  the  Qovemment. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcord  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an 
article  from  the  New  York  World - 
Telegram  and  Sun  of  December  4,  1952, 
written  by  Roger  Stuart.  This  article 
covers  the  case  of  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Gladieux.  After  all  this  Informa- 
tion had  been  made  available,  Mr.  Glad- 
ieux was  appointed  to  a  board,  to  advise 
on  the  organization  of  administrative 
government  in  Washington. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
Wallacx  Paonos  To  Hklp  Striamlini  Ex- 

KCOnVK    BSANCH AOVISER    LINKED    TO    LEK, 

EcoNOMiar  FntXB  as  SEcrmrrr  Risk 

(By  Roger  Stuart) 
WASHnniiow,     December     4. — Bernard     L. 
Glsftlmu.  who  has  made  a  career  out  of  being 


"the  tw^n  behind  the  men  in  charge."  has  a 
new  Job  right  down  his  alley. 

Mr.  Gladieux  has  been  appointed  adviser 
to  the  special  committee  which  wUl  look  into 
poasibilitles  of  streamlining  the  Govern- 
ment's executive  branch.  Nelson  A.  Rocke- 
feller heads  the  committee. 

CALLXO  WAIXACX   PBOTSOK 

Although  the  nature  of  his  work  keeps  Mr. 
Gladieux  behind  scenes  much  of  the  time, 
he  made  news  3  years  ago  when  he  was  de- 
scribed at  a  SenaU  hearing  as  a  protege  of 
Henry  Wallace. 

It  was  Senator  Gkobcc  W.  B4alonx  (Repub- 
Ucan,  Nevada)  who  said  that  of  Mr.  Gladieux. 

At  the  time  the  Senate  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  Subcommittee  was  Investi- 
gating the  qualifications  and  efficiency  of 
Commerce  Department  employees.  The  em- 
phasis was  on  the  case  of  Michael  J.  Lee. 
Mr.  Lee  had  been  investigated  by  a  Commerce 
Department  loyalty  board  and  cleared.  Com- 
merce Secretary  Charles  Sawyer  accepted  the 
board's  decision,  but.  nevertheless,  later  fired 
Mr.  Lee  from  his  economist  Job  on  secvulty 
grounds. 

LOTALTT    PBOCaAM    CrrXD 

Besides  calling  Mr.  Gladieux  a  Wallace 
protege.  Senator  Malone  pointed  out  that 
Mr.  Gladieux,  as  executive  asslatant  to  the 
Conunerce  Secretary,  had  much  to  do  with 
the  Department's  loyalty  program. 

The  Senator  said  there  waa  some  informa- 
tion to  the  effect  that  BAr.  Gladieux  probably 
had  influence  on  the  original  board  decision 
to  clear  Mr.  Lee  of  disloyalty  charges,  but 
Senator  Malone  did  not  elaborate  on  that. 

Mr.  Gladieux,  45.  is  known  as  an  expert  on 
public  administration. 

LONG  an  advises 

He  was  bcrn  in  Toledo  and  educated  at 
Oberlin  College,  at  the  Zlmmern  School  of 
International  Summer  Studies  in  Geneva. 
Switzerland,  and  at  Syracuse  University, 
from  which  he  received  his  master's  degree 
in  1943. 

He  was  a  teacher  and  principal  of  the 
American  School  in  Tokyo  from  1S30  to  1934. 
Then  he  returned  to  Toledo  as  executive  sec- 
retary of  the  City  Manager  League.  From 
1936  to  1939  he  was  administrative  consult- 
ant of  the  public  administrative  service  in 
Chicago. 

Mr.  Gladieux's  Government  service  began 
In  1940,  when  he  became  a  Budget  Bureau 
management  consultant  and  Chief  of  the 
Bureau's  War  Organization  Section.  Two 
years  later  he  was  named  ».dminl.stratlve  as- 
sistant to  Donald  Nelson,  head  of  the  War 
Production  Board.  He  left  in  1944  to  become 
a  deputy  chief  of  the  United  Nations  Relief 
and  Rehabilitation  Admin Istritlon. 

The  following  year  he  became  executive 
assistant  to  the  then  Commeioe  Secretary 
Henry  Wallace.  He  sUyed  with  the  Depart- 
ment until  1950. 

AUTHOB    OK    PLANNING 

For  the  last  2  years  Mr.  Glac'aeux  has  been 
assistant  to  the  president  of  the  Ford  Foun- 
dation and  a  resident  of  S^-arsdale,  N.  Y. 

He's  the  author  of  several  books  on  Gov- 
ernment planning  and  management. 

Mrs.  Gladieux  is  the  former  Persis  Skilter. 
They  have  four  children. 

Mr.  MALONE.  All  this  information 
and  investigations  prove  beyond  a  doubt 
that  we  need  an  independent  loyalty 
review  board  which  cannot  be  Interfered 
with  by  the  President  or  anyone  else. 

I  intend  to  discuss  this  subject  at 
greater  length  at  a  future  date. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  21  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  untU  Tuesday.  January  13. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  TUESDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Tues- 
day next. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  9  (legislative  day  of 
January  6),  1953: 

DXPAITMXKT     or     THS     ABMT 

Earl  Dallam  Johnson,  of  Connecticut,  to 
be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army,  a  position 
to  which  he  was  appointed  during  the  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 

Francis  Shackelford,  of  Georgia,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Army,  a  position  to 
which  he  was  appointed  during  til*  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 

DzrAsncxitT  or  Jmncs 

Walter  J.  Cummlngs,  Jr.,  of  lUtnols,  to  be 
Solicitor  General  of  the  United  States.  He 
Is  now  serving  under  a  recess  appointment. 

Ross  L.  Malone.  Jr..  of  New  Mexico,  to  be 
Deputy  Attorney  General.  He  Is  now  serving 
under  a  recess  appointment. 

Rowland  F.  Kirks,  of  the  Distrtet  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  an  Assistant  Attorney  General. 
He  is  now  serving  under  a  recess  appoint- 
ment. 

Charles  S.  Lyon,  of  New  Tork,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Attorney  General.  He  is  now  aerv- 
iLg  under  a  recess  appointment. 

Charles  B.  Murray,  of  the  District  of  C(V 
lumbla.  to  be  an  Assistant  Attorney  GeneraL 
He  is  now  serving  under  a  recess  appoint- 
ment. 

Post  OmcE  DzrAirMKHT 

William  J.  Bray,  of  Connecticut,  to  be 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,  to  wtilch  office 
he  was  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

Department  or  the  Intkbiob 

Vernon  D  Northrop,  of  Pennsylvania,  to 
be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  terminat- 
ing recess  appointment.  Vice  Richard  D. 
S3arles.  resigned. 

Joel  D.  Wolfsohn.  of  Illinois,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Interior,  terminating 
recess  appointment.  Vice  Dale  X.  Doty, 
resigned. 

McTtJAL  Sxcuani 

Seymour  J.  Rubin,  of  UUnols.  to  be 
Assistant  Director  for  Mutual  Security  and 
Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Mutual  Defense 
Assistance  Control  Act  of  1951,  pursuant  to 
section  406  (•)  of  Public  Law  320.  Slghty- 
first  Congress,  and  as  authorized  by  section 
501  (d)  of  Public  Law  165,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  to  which  offices  he  was  appointed 
during  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Civn.  AEKONATrncs  Boabo 

Chan  Gurney.  of  South  Dakota,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  for 
the  term  of  6  years  expiring  December  31, 
1958.  to  which  office  he  was  appointed  during 
the  last  recess  of  the  Senate.  (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

PO>ERAL  POWXX  COMMISfllON 

Thomas  Chalmers  Buchanan,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, to  be  a  member  of  the  federal  Power 
Commission  for  the  term  expiring  June  33, 
1957.  to  which  office  he  was  appointed  dwlng 
the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Fedexal  CoMMumcATioNs  Commission 
Eugene  H.  Merrill,  of  Utah,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission for  the  unexpired  term  of  7  years 
from  July  1,  1947,  to  which  office  he  was 
appointed  diulng  the  last  reoeas  of  tiie 
Senate. 

Export -Impobt  Bank  or  WabhinOTOW 

Wilson  L.  Townsend.  of  Maryland,  to  be 

a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Wasliington  for  the 

remainder  of  the  term  of  5  years  expiring 


June  30,   1955.  to  which  oflbM  he  was  ftp- 
pointed  during  the  last  recMs  of  the  Senate. 

RXCOMSTSUCTlOir  I*XMAMCB  COBrOBSTIOM 

Clarence  Arthur  Beutel,  8r.,  of  IlUnols. 
to  be  Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  to  which 
office  he  was  appolntod  during  the  last  recess 
of  the  Senate. 

Secxtritixs  and  Ex:chanox  Commusion 
J.  Howard  Rossbach.  of  New  Tork,  to  be  a 
member    of    the    8e<:urltie8    and    Exchange 
Commission   for  the  term  expiring  June  5, 
1957.  to  which  office  he  was  apjjolnted  diirlng 
the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 
Small  Detense  Puvnts  Administration 
John  E.  Home,  of  yUabama,  to  be  Admin- 
istrator,  SmaU   Defense  Plants  Administra- 
tion, to  which  office  he  was  appointed  during 
the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Economic  Stabilization  ASMunsTSATiON 
Michael  V.  DlSalle,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Economic 
Stabilization  Administrator,  to  which  office 
he  was  appointed  dui'lng  the  last  recess  of 
the  Senate. 

OmcE  or  Price  Stabilization 

Joseph  H  Freehlll.  Df  New  York,  to  be  Di- 
rector of  Price  Stabilization,  to  which  office 
he  was  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of 

the  Senate. 

RXNEGOTIAnON    BOAXD 

Paul  J.  Wedel.  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  member 
Of  the  Renegotiation  Board,  to  which  office 
he  was  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

Federal  Coal  Mine  Satett  BOabd  or  Review 

The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  during  the  last  reoeas  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  the  offices  indicated: 

Joseph  G.  Solarl,  of  Illinois,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Federal  Coiil  Mine  Safety  Board  of 
Review  for  the  term  expiring  July  15,  1963. 

Charles  R.  Ferguscn.  of  Pennsylvania,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Safety 
Board  of  Review  for  the  term  expiring  July 
15.  1954. 

Alex  U.  Miller,  of  Indiana,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Safety  Board  of 
Review  for  the  term  fxpirlng  July  16,  1955. 

Mississippi  Rivzb  Commission 

Col.  Herbert  D.  Vo,;el,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
to  be  a  member  of  tho  Mississippi  River  Com- 
mission, under  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
an  act  of  Congress  :ipproved  June  28,  1879 
(21  Stat.  27.  33  U.  S.  C.  642),  a  position  to 
which  he  was  appointed  during  the  last  re- 
cess of  the  Senate,  vice  Brig.  Gen.  Don  G. 
Shlngler,  relieved. 

Comptroller  or  Customs 
Margaret  Daly  Canipbell,  of  Highland  Park, 
N.  J.,  to  be  compti-oller  of  customs  with 
headquarters  at  Ne«'  Tork,  N.  T.,  to  fill  an 
existing  vacancy.  (Mrs.  Campbell  is  now 
serving  under  temporary  commission  Issued 
during  the  recess  of  the  Senate.) 

EHmer  F.  Kelm,  of  CJtianhaasen,  Minn.,  to  be 
collector  of  customs  for  customs  collection 
dUtrict  No.  36,  with  headquarters  at  Minne- 
apolis, Minn.,  In  place  of  Albert  H.  Kleffman, 
deceased.  (Mr.  Kelm  is  now  serving  under 
temporary  commission  Issued  during  the  re- 
cess of  the  Senate.) 

Uniteo  Statds  Dotbict  Judges 
Monroe  Mark  Friedman,  of  California,  to 
be  United  States  district  Judge  for  the  north- 
ern district  of  California.  He  is  now  serving 
under  a  recess  appointment. 

Joaeph  Earl  Cooper,  of  Alaska,  to  be  United 
States  district  Judge  for  division  No.  2,  Dis- 
trict of  Alaska.  He  is  now  serving  under  a 
recess  appointment. 

Associate  Judge  op  the  Municipsi,  Coubt  vob 

THE  DISTUCT   or  COLUBOIA 

Grace  M.  Stewart,  of  the  DUtrict  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  an  associate  Judge  of  the  Mu- 
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nlclpal  Court  for  the  Dtatrlct  of  Columbia. 
She  is  now  serving  under  a  recess  appoint- 
ment. 

CiBcmT  Courts,  Tkrbitort  or  Hawah 

Allen  Reginald  Hawkins,  of  Hawaii,  to  be 
second  Judge  of  the  first  circuit,  adreuit 
courts.  Territory  of  HawaU.  He  is  now  serv- 
ing under  a  recess  appointment. 

Robert  Kiyolchl  Murakami,  of  Hawaii,  to 
be  third  Judge  of  the  first  circuit,  circuit 
courts.  Territory  of  Hawaii.  He  is  now  serv- 
ing under  a  recess  appointment. 

Ronald  Barrle  Jamieson,  of  Hawaii,  to  be 
fourth  judge  of  the  first  circuit,  circuit 
courts,  Territory  of  Hawaii.  He  is  now  serv- 
ing under  a  recess  appolntntent. 

Wilford  D.  Godbold,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  sev- 
enth Judge  of  the  first  circuit,  circuit  courts. 
Territory  of  Hawaii.  He  is  now  serving  un- 
der a  recess  appointment. 

United  States  Public  Health  Service 

The  foUowlng-named  candidates  for  ap- 
pointment in  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  Pub- 
lic Health  Service: 

To  be  senior  surgeons,  effective  dates 
indicated 
Max  M.  Van  Sandt,  September  1,  1952. 
John  J.  Hanlon,  October  1,  1962. 

To  be  surgeoTis.  effective  dates  indicated 
Bryan  A.  Dawber,  September  1,  1952. 
Gerald  M.  Barboiir,  September  1.  1952. 
James  H.  Baxter,  September  1,  1952. 

To    be    senior   eusistant    surgeons,    effective 
dates  indicated 
Warren  A.  Rasmussen,  August  19,  1952. 
Prank  London,  September  1,  1952. 
Richard  A.  Prindle.  September  1,  1952. 
Daniel  Steinberg,  September  1,  1952. 
G.  Gilbert  Ashwell,  September  1,  1952. 
Tamarath  K.  Tolles,  September  1,  1952. 
Edmund  J.  Talbott,  September  1,  1952. 
Roger  L.  Black,  September  1.  1952. 
Glenn  G.  GoUoway,  September  1,  1952. 
Clifford  B.  Nelson.  September  1.  1952. 
Raymon  E.  Lawton,  September  1.  1952. 
Norman  F.  Boas,  September  1,  1952. 
Joseph  E.  Jack,  September  1.  1952. 
Benjamin  F.  Bradford.  September  1,  1952. 
Harold  J.  Crecraft,  September  1.  1952. 
John  M.  Buchness,  October  10,  1952. 
Bertha  L.  Moore,  October  20,  1952. 
Harold  R.  Wood,  October  21, 1952. 
Craig  S.  Lichtenwalner,  November  1.  1952. 
E.  Du  Booe  Dent.  Jr.,  November  1,  1952. 
Philip  M.  Fox,  December  8,  1952. 
John  H.  Edgcomb,  January  1,  1963. 
John  L.  Meyer  n,  January  1,  1958. 
Joseph  A.  Falzone,  Jr.,  January  1,  1953. 
Thomas  N.  P.  Johns,  January  1,  1953. 
John  H.  Ackerman,  January  1, 1953. 
Robert  F.  Clark,  January  1,  1953. 
William  L.  Ross,  Jr.,  January  1,  1963. 

To  be  assistant  surgeons,  effective  dates 
indicated 

Herbert  M.  Seybold,  September  1,  1052. 
WUliam  M.  Smith.  September  1,  1953. 
Warren  J.  Boyer,  Jr.,  September  1,  1952. 
CrawfcMtl  J.  Daniel.  November  1,  1952. 
Arden  A.  Flint,  Jr.,  January  1.  1963. 
Calvin  L.  Young,  January  1.  1953. 

.  To    be   senior   assistant    sanit4sry   engineer, 
effective  date  indicated 
Lester  M.  Klasbman,  July  25,  1062. 

To  be  senior  assistant  scientist,  effective  date 
indicated 

BXartha  K.  Ward.  October  8,  1052. 

To  be  senior  assistant  veterinarians,  effective 
dates  indicated 

Karl  R.  Reinhard,  September  1,  1052. 
WUliam  Kaplan,  October  1,  1062. 
Donald  D.  Stamm.  December  18,  1063. 
Robert  W.  Menges,  January  1,  1058. 

To  be  assistant  sanitarian,  effective  date 
indiouted 

Harold  V.  Jordan.  Jr„  October  ao,  1952. 


To  be  nurse  officers,  effective  dates  indieuted 
Helen  M.  Danley,  September  1,  1982. 
Jane  WUeox,  September  1,  1053. 
To  be  dietitian,  effective  date  indicated 
Edith  A.  Jones.  September  1.  1052. 
To  be  therapists,  effective  dates  indicated 
EUzabeth  M.  Flnke,  September  1.  1053. 
Esther  Anderson,  September  1,  1952. 

(Note. — The  above-named  officers  were  ap- 
pointed dtiring  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate.) 
To  be  senior  assistant  surgeon,  effective  date 
of  acceptance 

Fred  L.  Strieker 

To  be  assistant  surgeons,  effective  date  of 

acceptance 
James  T.  Foster  George  Boush,  Jr. 

John  W.  McFadden      Allen  T.  Jones 

To  be  assistant  veterirutnan,  effective  date 
of  acceptance 

John  G.  Wads  worth 

To   be   senior   assistant  scientists,  effective 

date  of  acceptance 
John  A.  Alford  Frank  Eisenberg.  jr. 

Robert  R.  Omata         Charlotte  M.  Damron 

To  be  assistant  scientist,  effective  date  of 
acceptan^ 

Tod  E.  Mlttwer 

The  following-named  candidates  for  pro- 
motion in  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  Public 
Health  Service: 

Senior  surgeons  to  be  medical  directors, 
effective  dates  indicated 

George  G.  Holdt,  July  31.  1952. 
Roy  E.  Butler,  July  31,  1952. 
George  G.  Van  Dyke,  July  31,  1952. 
Arthur  W.  Newltt.  July  31.  1952. 
Anthony  Donovan,  July  31,  1952. 
Havelock  F.  Fraser.  July  31,  1952. 
Jonathan  B.  Peebles.  Jr.,  July  31,  1062. 
Alexander  A.  Doer ner^  July  31,  1952. 
Russell  E.  Teague,  July  31.  1952. 
Mabel  Ross,  July  31,  1952. 
Ira  LewU,  July  31.  1952. 
Erwin  C.  Drescher,  July  31,  1052. 
VirgU  J.  Dorset,  July  31,  1952. 
Eugene  W.  Green,  July  31,  1962. 
Charles  F.  Blankenshlp,  July  31,  1952. 
Frank  S.  French,  July  31.  1962. 
Harold  M.  Janney,  July  31,  1052. 
Herman  E.  Hllleboe,  July  31,  1062. 
John  R.  McGlbony,  July  91,  1062. 
Theodore  L.  Perrln.  July  31,  1962. 
Harris  Isbell.  July  31.  1952. 
David  J.  Zaugg,  July  31,  1952. 
Howard  D.  Fiahbum,  July  31,  1052. 
James  F.  Lane,  July  31,  1952. 
John  N.  Bowden,  July  31,  1962. 
Vernon  B.  Link,  July  31,  1953. 
Norman  H.  Topping,  July  81,  1052. 
James  A.  Orider,  Jr..  August  1,  1952. 
Byron  J.  Olson.  August  1,  1062. 
Harold  B.  Sandstead,  October  1,  1053. 

SurgeoTU    to    be    senior   surgeons,    effective 
dates  indicated 
Carl  J.  Manklnen.  July  31.  1062. 
Ray  H.  Vanderhook.  JiUy  31,  1952. 
David  K.  Price,  July  31,  1052. 
Charles  L.  Williams.  Jr.,  July  31.  1062. 
Charles  C.  Shepard,  July  31.  1052. 
James  L.  Baker,  July  31,  1962. 
Wayne  W.  Carpenter,  July  31,  1052. 
Selwyn  H.  Drummond,  July  31,  1062. 
Timothy  J.  Haley,  July  31,  1052. 
Linden  E.  Johnson,  July  31,  1052. 
James  M.  Htmdley,  July  31.  1962. 
Russell  I.  Pierce,  July  81.  1052. 
Luther  L.  Terry,  July  81,  1062. 
Jos^h  H.  Bragdon,  July  31,  1052. 
Samuel  C.  Ingrabam  II,  July  81,  1053. 
Robert  B.  BfUlcr.  Jidy  81.  1053. 
Donald  J.  Birmingham.  July  31.  1068. 
Michael  J.  Clarke.  August  37.  1052. 
Leonard  8.  Bosenfeld.  September  IS.  105X 
Leslie  H.  Tbomaason,  November  15.  1052. 
Boland  K.  Xtofboo.  December  18,  1053. 
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Bernard  D.  Davis.  December  29.  1052. 
Raymond  Hofstra.  December  29.  1952. 
Will  H.  Aufranc.  December  29,  1952. 
James  A.  Hunter.  Jr.,  December  29.  1952. 
Burnet  M.  Davis,  December  29.  1952. 
Paul  V.  Joliet.  December  29.  1952. 
George  A.  Shlpman.  December  29.  1952. 
John  C.  Cutler.  December  29,  1952. 
David  8.  Rube.  December  29.  1952. 
Carruth  J.  Wagner,  December  29.  1952. 
Ocorge  W.  Comstock.  December  29.  1952. 
William  C.  Jetikina,  Jr..  December  29.  19£2. 
Randolph  P.  Orinun.  December  29,  1952. 
Blmer  L.  Hill.  December  29.  1952. 
James  F.  Maddux.  December  29.  1952. 
Eugene  J.  Gillespie,  December  29.  19a2. 
Bertrand  E.  Benniaon,  December  29.  1952. 
Edward  T.  BlomquUt.  December  29,   19di. 
John  B.  Spriggs.  December  29,  1952. 
William  H.  Brrgong.  December  29,  1952. 
James  L.  Elliott.  December  29.  1952. 
Willys  M.  Monroe,  December  29.  1952. 
Leon  A.  Heppel.  December  29.  1952. 
Arthur  Komberg.  December  29.  1952. 
Andrew  P.  Sackett.  December  29.  1952. 
Kred  W.  Thyng.  December  29.  1952. 
LeRoy  R.  Allen.  I>cember  29.  1952. 
Tbeodore  S.  Hynson,  December  29.  1952. 
Glenn  H.  Algire.  December  29.  1952. 
Mary  Walton.  December  29.  1952. 
Elton  S.  Osborne,  Jr..  December  29.  1952. 
Rot}ert  W.  Rasor,  Decemt>er  29.  1952. 
William  W.  Richards.  December  29.  1952. 
Lewis  C.  Robbins.  Decemlier  29.  1952. 
Willoughby  J.  Rothrock.  Jr..  December  29. 
1952. 

James  A.  Salmons.  December  29.  1952. 
Frederic  C.  Bartter,  December  29,  1952. 
Herl>ert  Tatx}r.  Deceml>er  29,  1952. 
Carl  R.  Kunstllng.  December  29.  1952. 
Griffith  B.  Quinby,  Decemt)er  29.  1952. 
Robert  J.  Huebner,  December  29,  1952. 
Fred  W.  Harb.  December  29.  1952. 
WUliam  G.  Hollister.  December  29.  1952. 
J.  Frederick  Bell.  December  29,  1952. 
William  Roemmich.  Decemt>er  29.   1952. 
Paulo  do  A.  Pamplona.  December  29.  1952. 
James  O.  Dnvis.  December  29.  1952. 
Richard  B.  Stephenson.  December  29,  1952. 
George  Adams,  December  29.  1952. 
James  T.  Hearin.  December  29.  1952. 
Robert  L.  Faucett.  December  29.  1952. 
Isaac  M.  Zlgler.  January  1.  1953. 

Sentoi    asfsistant    xurgeona    to    be    surgeons, 
effective  dates  indicated 

Klrkland  C.  Brace.  July  31.  1952. 
Charles  S.  McCammon,  July  31,  1952. 
John  D.  Talbert.  July  31.  1952. 
John  H.  Tuohy.  July  31.  1952. 
Edgar  A.  Swartz.  July  31,  1952. 
R.  Raymond  Green,  July  31,  19=)*?. 
Richard  A.  Malmgren,  July  31,  1952. 
Roger  K.  McDonald.  July  31.   1952. 
Luther  M.  Mace.  July  31.  1952. 
Reed  M.  Brnadbent.  July  31.  1952. 
Andrew  O.  Morrow.  July  31.  i962. 
Clarence  A.  Imboden.  Jr.,  July  31,  1l»5l'. 
Robert  O.  Scow.  July  31.  1952. 
John  P.  Montroy,  July  31.  1952. 
Walter  M.  White.  Jr..  October  20,  1952. 
Ralph  F.  Patten,  December  2,  1952. 
Raymond  W.  Herrmann,  Decemt>er  29.  1952 
Charles  M.  Oilllkin.  January  1.  1953. 
Robert  P.  Wettlngfeld,  January  1.  1953. 
Edward  B.  Lehmann,  January  1.  1953. 

Asaistant  surgeons  to  he  senior  assi.ttatit 

surgeons,  effective  dates  indicated 
Melvin  R.  Davis.  August  13.  1962. 
Henrv  M.  GeUand,  August  13,  1952. 
Rudolph  J.  Muelling,  Jr.,  August  13,  1952. 
Robert  J.  Trautman,  August  13.  1952. 
David  C.  Miller,  August  13.  195:^. 
Paul  M.  Kegan.  August  13.  1952. 
Frank  L.  Weaver,  Jr.,  Augtist  13.  1952. 
Warren  H.  Proudfoot,  August  13.  1952. 
Margaret  S.  Spies.  August  13.  1952. 
Cameron  L.  Self,  August  13.  1952. 
Sidney  S.  Lee,  August  13,  1952. 
Bernard  G.  Keizer,  August  13,  1952. 
Gordon  F.  Wise.  August  13.  1962. 
James  L.  Goddtird,  Augxi>-t  13.  19r.2. 


Clayton  R.  Haberman.  Augvist  13.  1952. 
Donald  W.  Tharp.  August  13.  1952. 
John  A.  Googins.  August  14,  1952. 

Senior  dental  surgeons  to  be  dental  directors, 
effective  dates  indicated 
Robert  A.  Scroggle.  July  31.  1952. 
Leonard  R.  Etzenhouser.  July  31.  1952. 
Walter  J.  Pelton.  July  31.   1952. 
Frank  E.  Law.  July  31.  1962. 

Dental  surgeons  to  be  senior  dental  nurgrun.'. 
effective  dates  indicated 
Edward  J.  DrlscoU.  December  29.  I9.i2. 
George  A.  Nevltt.  December  29.   195^;. 
Eugene  H.  Hess.  December  29.  1952. 
Howard  K.  Wyatt,  December  29.  1952. 
Dennis  E.  Singleton,  Jr..  December  29.  1952 
John  C.  HecKel.  December  29.  1952. 
Earl  C.  Hewitt,  December  29,  1952. 
Maurice  S.  Rodmers,  December  29.  1952. 
Carl  E.  Johnson.  Deceml)€r  29,  1952. 
John  W.  Holt,  December  29.  1952 
David  B.  Scott,  December  i9.  19J:2. 

Senior  as.'iistant  dental  siirgeons  tn  be  dentnl 
xurgeons.    e/fectivc    dates    indicated 

Charles  J   Gillotjly,  July  .31.  1952. 
T>1<T  C.  Folsom.  Jr..  January  1.  19.'3 

Assistant  dental  xurgctms  to  be  senior  «.s.M.if- 
ant  dental  .•■Krpfoii.v,  effectvc  dates 
indicated 

Judson  C.  Hlckey.  AiiKtist  13,  1952. 
James  L.  Field,  .August  13,  1952. 

Senini-    ryonitary    eitgineeri     to     be    Sflnitary 
engineer  directut s.  effecine  dates  indicated 

Frank  E.  DeMartlni.  July  31.  1952. 
Vernon  G.  MacKenzie,  July  31.  1952. 
Gordon  E.  McCallum,  July  31.  1952. 

Siinitary    enpineers     to    be    senior    sanitw'./ 
ingineci-i.   effective   datct    indicated 

Halph  J.  Van  Derwerker.  July  31.  1952. 
Paul  D.  Haney.  July  31,  1952. 
Russell  W.  Hart.  August  1,  1S52. 
Charles  D.  YalTe.  August  25,  19.=i2. 
Robert  R   Harris,  Au>;u8t  31,  1952. 
Malcolm  C.  Hope,  September  19,  1952. 
Frederick  C.  Roberts.  Jr.,  December  29.  19oJ 
Ilrtiry  G.  Hanson.  December  29,  15*52 
Wesley  E.  Gilbertson,  December  29,  1952. 
CalUs  H.  Atkins,  December  29.  19S2. 
Ednuuid  C.  Garthe.  December  29,  1952. 
Chris  A.  Hansen.  Decemtjer  29,   1952. 
Frank  Tetzlaff,  December  29.  1952. 
Albert  H.  Stevenson.  December  29.  1952 
Ralph  C.  PalanKe,  Deceml>er  29,  19IS2. 
Richard  S.  Green.  December  19,  1952. 
Richard  S.  Murk.  December  29,   1952. 
.^^lhur  H.  Neill.  Decemt>er  29,  1952. 
OeorKe  D.  Clapton,  December  29.  196^. 
Richard  F.  Poston.  December  29.  1952. 
Charles  D.  Spungler,  December  29,  1952. 
Hershel  Engler,  December  29,  1952. 
Leonard  M.  Board,  December  29.   1952. 
Kaurlo  W.  Nasi,  December  29.  1952 
Rlchaid  L.  Woodward.  December  2a,  1952 
Elroy  K    Day,  December  29,  19.')2 
Gerald  W.  Ferguson.  December  29.  1952. 
Cfinrad  P.  Straub,  December  29.   1952. 
Ernest  C.  Anderson.  December  29.  1952. 
Donald  L.  Snow,  December  29,  1952. 
George  L.  Carley.  Jr..  December  29,  1952. 
RoKcoe  H.  Goeke.  December  29,  1952. 
Graham  Walton.  December  29,  1932. 
Ralph  C.  Graber.  December  29.  19'j2. 
Herbert  W.  Haas.  December  29,  1952. 
William  W.  Payne.  December  29,  1952. 
Howard  W.  Chapman,  December  29,  1952. 
William  E.  Holy,  December  29.  1952. 
Richard    J.    Hammersirom.    December    2'' 
1952. 

Henry  N  Doyle,  December  29.  1952 
Leonard  B.  Dworsky.  December  29,  1952. 

Aisistant  sanitary  engineers  to  he  senior  as- 
sistant sanxtary  engineers,  effective  dates 
indicated 

Albert  L.  Platz,  September  18.  1952. 
Frederick  Nevins,  September  18,  1952. 
Leo  Weaver.  September  18.  1952. 
Leland  J.  McCabe,  Jr.,  September  18,  1952. 
Ge(;ri;e  R.  SchuIlz.  September  18,  1952. 


Paul  W.  Eastman.  Jr  .  September  18.  1952. 
Morton  I    Goldman,  September  18,  1952. 
Donald  M.  Keagy,  September  18,  1962. 
Howard  E.  Ayer.  September  18,  1952. 
James  P.  Sheehv.  Octol)er  1,  1952. 
Robert  A  Gerber.  Decemtwr  1.  1952, 

Junior  as%t<<tant  sanitary  engineers  to  he  as. 
sistant  sanitary  engineers,  effective  dates 
indicated. 

Ralph  K.  Longaker.  August  13.  1962. 
David  H   Howells,  August  13.  1952. 
Robert  L.  Harris.  Jr..  August  13.  1962. 
jHmes  D.  Mlckle.  August  13.  1962. 
EuKene  T.  Jensen   August  13.  1962. 
Waller  L   Dunn,  August  13,  1952. 
Frederick   A.   FlohrFchutz.  Jr.,   August    13. 
1952. 

Harold  W  Wolf.  August  13.  1952. 
Edward  R  Williams.  August  13.  1952. 

Srn-.or  pharmacist  to  he  pharmacist  director^ 
effective  date  indicated 

George  F.  Archambault.  July  31.  1952. 

Pharmacist  to  be  setiior  pharmacist,  effective 
date  indicated 
Francis  R    Ellis,  July  31.  1952. 

Semor  assistant  pliarmacLsts  to  he  pharma- 
cists, effective  dates  indicated 

Heiu-y  L.  Verhulst.  July  31.  1952. 
William  E  Dudley.  July  31.  1952. 
WUllam  M   Huuna.  July  31.  1952. 
Abraham  Wolfthal.  September  30.  19.')2. 
A   siytaiit  pharmai-ist'<  tn  be  senior  assistant 
pharmafists.  effective  dates  indicated 

Paul  H   Honda.  August  13.  1952. 
BiirlH  J  Osheroff.  August  13.  1952. 
I^iwell  R.  Pfau.  .September  18.  1952. 
Acletbert  E  Br Iggs.  September  18.  1952. 
Mward  J.  Vesey.  Sepieml>er  18,  1952. 

Junior  assittaut  pharmacists  to  be  assistant 
pharniacists,  effective  dates  indicated 

Carl  H   Brown.  AugUKt  13.  1952. 
Getirge  J   Gruber.  .\U!;usl  13,  l»52. 
F^lward  J  Martin,  August  13.  1952. 

Senior    scientists    to    be    scientLst    dirt\  'xr*. 
effective  dates  indicated 

Sidney  H  Newman.  July  31    1952. 

John  C.  Kerehztesy.  September  1.  1952. 

.Si^it-nn.vf  1    to    he    senior    scientists,    effectite 
dater   indif  ated 

T/fwl»  J.  Crall'y,  December  6.  1952. 

Pope  \.  l.awrence.  December  29.   1D52 

H;«rry  D   Pratt.  December  29,  1982. 

Hoy  F   Fritz.  December  29,  1952. 

Ralph  C   Barnes,  December  29.  1952. 

H    Pate  Nicholson.  December  29.  1952 

John  A    Rowe.  December  29.  1952. 

Dun  E   Eyles.  December  29.  1952. 

Raymund  Fngan.  December  29,  1952. 

George  A.  Hottle,  December  29,  1952. 

WUlmm  J.  Bowen,  December  29,  1952. 

Kakoiier  Smith.  December  29,   1952. 

aaniu.'l  B    Stilvlu.  December  29,    1952. 

William  C.  Frohr.e.  December  29,  1952. 

Harold  B.  Robinson,  December  29.  1952. 

Dohrman  H.  Byers.  December  29.  1952. 

Dale  R    Lindsay.  December  29.  1982. 

Oliver  P    Placak.  December  29,  1952. 

Marlon   M    Brooke.  December  29.   1952. 

David  B    Larkmaii.  Decemt>er  29,   1962. 

HowaJd  W.  Bond.  December  29,  1962. 

Elmer  G.  Berry.  December  29.   1952. 

John  H.  Hughes,  December  29,  1952. 

Leon  Jiic<)b8,  December  30.  1952. 
Senior   a>sistant    scientists   to   be   scientists, 
effective  dates  induated 

Frederick  L    Stone.  Augtist  1.  1962 

Robert  J.  Fitzgerald.  August   12.  1952. 

Paul  P.  Welnsteln.  August  12,  1962. 

Senior  a'<sistant  sanitarians  to  be  sanitanans, 
effective  dates  indicated 
IouIr  J   Ogden.  Julv  31,  1962 
Joseph  L.  Mliikln.  August  26.  1952. 

Assistant  sanitarian    to   be   senior  assistant 
sanitarian .  effective  date  indicated 

HI   ir-'  Ml    .S     .=;..i.I      K'll.  oii^H^r     17      IQ'-.O 


Veterinarians  to  he  senior  9et«r1narian», 
effective  dates  indicated 

William  T.  8.  Thorp.  July  31,  10SS. 
Robert  T.  Habermann.  S*pt«aib«r  1.  19S3. 
James  H.  8t«ele,  December  30,  1952. 

Senior   assistant   veterinarians   to  he  veter- 
inarians, effective  dates  indicated 
John  F.  Winn.  August  23.  1062. 
Arthur  H.  Wolff.  September  17,  10S2. 
John  H.  Scruggs.  December  IS.  1962. 
Herbert  G.  Stoenner.  December  29,  1962. 

Senior   nurse   officer   to   he  nurse   director, 
effective  date  indicated 

Margaret  G.  Arnstein,  July  31,  1952. 

Hurse   officers   to   he   senior   nurse   officers, 
effective  dates  indicated 
Virginia  Arnold,  July  31.  1982. 
Martha  B.  Naylor,  July  31,  1952. 
Prances  E.  Taylor.  July  31.  1952. 
Mabelle  J.  Markee.  July  51,  1952. 
Genevieve  R.  Sailer,  July  31.  1952. 
Alice  E.  Herzlg.  July  31.  1852. 
Rosalie  C.  Giacomo,  July  31.  1952. 
Madeline  Pershing,  July  31.  1962. 
Louise  O.  Waagen.  July  31,  1962. 
Daphine  D.  Doster,  July  31.  1962. 
Edna  A.  Clark.  July  31.  1962. 

Senior  assistant  nurse  officers   to  he  nurse 
officers,  effective  dates  indicated 

Jeannette  E.  Weatlake.  July  31,  1952. 
Henrietta  Smellow.  July  31.  1952. 
Winifred  M.  Mendez.  July  31.  1952. 
Apollonla  F.  Olson.  JXily  31.  1952. 
G.  Alice  Boore.  July  31.  1952. 
Mary  E.  O'Connor.  July  31.  1952. 
F.  Jean  Williams.  July  31.  1952. 
Ann  F.  Matthews.  July  31,  1952. 
Jeannette  E.  Potter.  July  31.  1952. 
Genevieve  E.  Garrett,  July  31.  1952. 

Assistant  nurse  officers  to  he  senior  assistant 
nurse  officers,  effective  dates  indicated 
Marlon  E.  O'Neil.  November  8.  1052. 
Nina  A.  Ramacclottl.  November  II.  1952. 
Doris  I.  Dodds.  November  15.  1952. 

Junior  assistant  nurse  officer  to  he  assistant 
nurse  officer,  effective  daie  indicated 
Florence  A.  Canada.  Aiigtist  13,  1952. 

Dietitian  to  he  senior  dietitian,  effective  date 
indicated 

Myrtle  M.  Morris.  July  31,  1952. 

(Note  — The  above-named  officers  were  pro- 
moted during  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate.) 

The  following-named  candidates  for  pro- 
motion In  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  Public 
Il.-alth  Ssrvice: 


Surgeons  to  he 
Benjamin  J.  Chester 
Nurman      B.      McCul- 

lough 
James  A.  Finger 
Wade  H.  Etherldge 
Marvin  O.  Lewis 
EUah  M.  Nadel 


senior  surgeons 

Birdsall  N.  Carle 
Clinton  C.  Powell 
J.  Russell  Mitchell 
George  A.  Spendlcve 
R.  Carl  MUllcan 
Lawrence  L.  Swan 
Lawrence  Kilham 


Senior  assistant  surgeons  to  he  surgeons 
WUllam  A.  Walter.  Jr.    Carl  G.  Baker 
Charles  O.  Metzmaker  Gerald  D.  Barton 
John  F.  Lowney  Elmore    P.    Kalbaugh, 

Ralph  S.  PafTenbarger,      Jr. 


Jr. 
Carlyle  F.  Stout 
Richard  A.  Saavedra 
Stewart  M.  Williams 
Glenn  M.  Gordon 
John  P.  Utz 
R   Guy  Lewis 
John  W.  Cashman 
Noah  L.  Krall 
Delmo  A.  Paris 
John  S.  Benson 
Andrew  Ranier 
Robert  L.  Price 

Dental  surgeons  to  7>e  senior  dental  surgeons 
Thomas  J.  Riley.  Jr. 
Maurice  Coetello 


Clifford  H.  Jope 
Henry  H.  D.  Sterrett. 

Jr. 
Arnold  W.  Pratt 
John  M.  Vcgel 
Chester  8.  Murata 
Robert  W.  Hartley 
WillUm    W.    Qulsen- 

berry 
Roger  M.  Cole 
Blatberlne  M.  Herrold 
Leroy  X.  Duncan,  Jr. 


Senior  assistmnt  dental  surgeons  to  he  dental 
surgeons 

William  J.  Braye  Robert  W.  Bonds 

Robert  W.  Anderson     Samuel  8.  Herman 

Sanitary  engineers  to  he  senior  sanitary 
engineers 
Sylvan  C.  Martin         Floyd  B.  TaylcM- 
Howard  W.  Spence        John  D.  Faulkner 

Senior    assistant    sanitary    engineers    to    be 
sanitary  engineers 
Charles  R.  Bowman 
Earl  H.  Arnold 
Keith  S.  Krause 

Assistant    sanitary   engineers    to    he    senior 
assistant  sanitary  engineers 
Mary  R.  Fulmer 
Frank  A.  BeU.  Jr. 

Senior  assistant  pharmacist  to  he  pharmacist 
Reede  M.  Ames 

Scientists  to  he  senior  scientists 
Robert  E.  Serfling         Isadore  Zipkln 


Milton  Silverman 
Louis  J.  Olivier 
Alan  W.  Donaldson 
Joseph  Greenl>erg 
Llbero  Ajello 


James  E.  Birren 
Morris  B.  Ettinger 
Herbert  A.  Sober 
Ruth  Sumner 
William  M.  Upholt 


Senior   assistant   veterinarian   to   he   veteri- 
narian 

Monroe  A.  Holmes 
Senior  assistant  sanitarian  to  he  sanitarian 

Kent  S.  Littlg 

In  the  Coast  Guars 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  cap- 
tains in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard: 
George   W.   Nelson        Garrett  Van  A.  Graves 
WUliam  P.  Hawley         William  B.  Scheibel 
Hans  F.  Slade  Alfred  W.  Kabernagel 

Romeo  J  Borromey  Bret  H.  Brallier 
Frederick  A.  MacG urn  George  H.  Miller 
Donald  B.  MacDiarmid  John  W.  Malen 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  com- 
manders in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard; 
Theodore  A.  Dahlburg 
Ferdinand  Lederle 
Fred  F.  Nichols 
Theodore  F.  Knoll 
Frank  H.  Nelson 
Alf  S.  Ue 
Frank  M.  McCabe 
Harold  L.  Durgin 
Thomas  B.  McXinstry 
Ellis  S.  Gordon 
Myron  W.  Caskey 
Forrest  A.  Tinsler 
Wayne  L.  Goff 
Ronald  M.  Freeman 
Joseph  A.  Ciccolella 
Ralph  S.  Feola 
Howard  W.  Schleiter 
Richard  H.  Fairman 
Clarence  N.  Daniel 
Harold  D.  Seielstad 
Lloyd  B.  Kennedy 
Joseph  W.  Naab.  Jr. 
Merton  Hatfield 
Corliss  B.  Lambert 
James  W.  Leek 
Victor  E.  Bakanas 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  lieu- 
tenant commanders  in  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard: 


Jr. 


James    Mcintosh 
Maynard  F.  Young 
Harold  Land 
Mark  A.  Whalen 
William  F.  Cass 
Frank  J.  Hicken 
Roger  M.  Dudley 
Albert  F.  Wayne, 
Robert  J.  Brown 
Clement  Vaughn,  Jr. 
Chester  I.  Steele 
George  E.  Dobbins 
Clarence    H.     Waring, 

Jr. 
Edward  O.  Clark 
Paul  E.  G.  Prins 
Lester  E.  Carlson 
Edward  P.  Chester.  Jr. 
Charles  F.  Fomason 
Larry  L.  Davis 
Alan  Mason 
Stanley  J.  Bovinsky 
Roderick  Y.  Edwards 
Alexander  W.  Wuerker 
Kolbjom  Hansen 


Gregory  E.  Smith 
Willem  deJong 
Arthur  P.  Minor 
James  C.  Waters 
Enunett  P.  O'Hara 
Roderick  C.  Davis 


William  H.  Fuller 
Bernard  T.  Clark 
WiUiam  B.  Daughtry 
Ralph  J.  Davidson 
Roland  H.  Estey 
Hans  A.  Jensen 
Arthur  I.  Roberts 
Leonard  T.  Toner 
John  T.  Cherry 
John  B.  Klapperich 
Arthur  E.  Muffler 
Oswald  R.  Olsen 
Hubert  F.  Wren 
William  S.  Cochrane 
Clifton  X.  Moaher 


Aubrey  L.  Diggs 
Louis  L.  Lague 
Percival  A.  Williamson 
Oskar  F.  Aune 
Freeman  H.  Harmon 
Sidney  W.  Douglas 
Henry  J.  Cookson 
Antonle  Simon 
Wesley  J.  Cuml^erland 
James  K.  Hannewyk 
Joseph  Onas 
Carl  A.  HeintB 
Harold  A.  Hutcheson 
Charles  H.  Langlois 
William  Lleberson 


Theodore  IfcWllllams 
Gerald  K.  MoOovem 
Charles  C.  Beimett 
David  OUver 
Ben  B.  Dameron 
WiUred  C.  Gray 


Albert  J.  Sununer  field  Arnold  E.  Carlson 
Walter  Curwen.  Jr.  Gene  R.  Gislason 
David  M.  Alger  William  D.  Hemeon 

August  Kleisch  Allen  H.  Graham 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard: 
John  D.  McCann  Robert  R.  Pope 

Sumner  R.  Dolber         Albert  E.  Flanagan 
Garth  D.  Cllzbe  Earl  8.  Chllders 

Julian  E.  Johansen  Thomas  J.  Hynes 
LU bourn     A.     Pharris,  William  G.  Fenlon 


Jr. 
Harold  L.  Davison 
John  M.  Austin 
Theodore  C.  Rapalus    Wilmer  Clark 


Louis  Hopper.  Jr. 
John  W.  Day 
John  H.  Tooley 


Thomas  G.  Condon 
Albert  J.  Guillemette 
James  W.  Swanson 


Clarence  R.  Easter 

Harley  E.  Dllcher 

Frank  Earnett 

Marion  G.  Shrode,  Jr.  Paul  McGiU.  Jr. 

George  F.  Thometz,  Jr.  Harry  U.  Potter 

Arthur  A.  Fontaine      Maurice  W.  Tiehen 

Frederick  W.  Hermes.  George   L.   Oakley 


Jr. 

James  T.  Maher 
Gordon  F.  Hempton 
George  A.  Warren 
WlUiam  H.  Boswell 
Vance  K.  Handle.  Jr. 
Ricardo  A.  Ratti 
George  W.  Wagner 


Elvin  F.  Yates 
Charles  R.  Leisy 
MUton  B.  Williams,  Jr. 
James  E.  Edwards 
Stanley  G.  Putzke 
James  S.  Cooper 
William  H.  Schmidt 
Leo  M.  Bracken 


John  J.  Fehrenbacher  William  J.  Don  nay 
Raymond  G.  Parks,  Jr. Thomas  J.  Fallon 
James  H.  Dtirfee  Paul  8.  Hofmeister 

Richard  P.  Arlander  Albert  P.  Hartt.  Jr. 
Clarence  S.  Hall.  Jr.  Robert  A.  Lemmon 
Leonard  J.  Knight.  Jr  Gwyn  A.  E.  Williams 


Enoch  A.  Poulter 
Jack  S.  Thuma 
Joseph   M.   Weber 
Fred  T.  Merritt 
James  E.  Nesmith 


Louis  N.  Donohoe 
Richard  C.  Ragan 
Herman  S.  McNatt 
George  E.  Tooloose 
WlUiam  E.  Sale 


The  following-named  persons  to  be  lieu- 
tenants (Junior  grade)  in  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard: 

Thomas  W.  Wolfe  William  S.  Sshwob.  Jr. 

Edwin  L.  Knowles        William  E.  Clark 
Frank  E.  McLean  George  M.  Rynick  III 

Rotjert  H.  Sabin  Anthony  F.  Fugaro 

Willard      L.      Hlggin-  Gordon  K.  Loftin 


botham 
Joseph  C.  Fox 
Karl  F.  Peterson 
John  E.  Wesler 
William  R.  Fearn 
Lawrence  J.   Hoch 
James  S.  .^Gracey 
Richard  T.  Penn,  Jr. 
Charles  L.  Blaha 
Thomas  E.  Hawkins 
Ernest  R.  Tindle 
John  A.  Flynn 
Neal  E.  Williams,  Jr. 
Prank  L.  Stielley 
William  T.  Adams  n 
Lee  C.  Nehrt 
Arne  J.  Soreng 
David  P.  Lauth 


Reginald    W.    Raynor, 

Jr. 
NcM-man  B.  Binns 
Clarence  H.  Tannel 
Robert  C.  Sedwick 
Harold  A.  Paulsen 
Herbert  A.  Johnson 
Richard  8.  DoUiver 
Sidney  A.  WaUace 
Jules  B.  DuPeza 
George  K.  Burkman 
Kenneth  R.  Spreen 
Joseph  W.  B.  Ward 
Albert  D.   Young.  Jr. 
Robert  Schuerch,  Jr. 
Herbert  M.  Hartlove 
Nicholas  Ivanovsky 
WiUiam  H.  Shaw,  Jr. 


Gordon   W.   Brockway  Jc^n  M.  Clark 
William  H.  Stewart        Herbert  H.  Mulvany 


Charles  B.  Larkin.  Jr. 
Richard  J.  Mayer 
Henry  A.  CreteUa 
Norman  M.  Sawyer 
Irwin   R.   Pahl 
Dsnald  B.  Russell 


Royce  A.  Lewis 
Harry  H.  KeUer.  Jr. 
Wilfred  H.  Shaw 
Paul  W.  Meyer 
Andrew  F.  Nixon 
Forrest  B.  Stewart 


The  following-named  persons  to  be  ensigns 
In  the  United  States  Coast  Guard: 
Richard  G.  Dcmaldson  Bdward  8.  Castle 


David  E.  Mets 
Robert  J.  Ryan 
Bruce  N.  Donnelly 
Sherman  G.  Sawyer 
Joseph  A.  Macrl 
Richard  J.  ICacGtenra 


William  T.  Sode 
Charles  A.  Bova 
Thomas  F.  McKenna. 

Jr. 
Richard  D.  Hodges 
William  D.  Harr«y 
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Th«  foilowlng-named  persons  be  commis- 
Bloned  warrant  oOlcers  in  the  specialties  In- 
dicated In  tlw  United  States  Coast  Guard: 

Floyd  J.  Jester,  chief  pay  clerk. 

Tbomas  C.  Crabe,  chief  pay  clerk. 

Alton  K.  Fowler,  chief  machinist. 

Edward  W.  Powers,  chief  nutchinist. 

Charlie  H.  Rale,  chief  machinist. 

Guy  R.  Hunter,  chief  machinist. 

Joy  A.  Weatherford.  chief  machinist. 

Milton  H.  Bradley,  chief  radio  electrlclnn. 

Peter  J.  Byrne,  chief  boatswain. 

Alton  W.  Meeklns.  chief  boauwaln. 

Harlan  EL  Sterling,  chief  boatswain. 

James  Llndquiat.  chief  boatswain. 

Aksel  F.  Jorgensen.  chief  boatswain. 

Benjamin  F.  Lombard,  chief  t>oatswuin. 

Gene  V.  Gray,  chief  boatswain. 

Henry  McAllister,  chief  boatswain. 

Charles  E.  Hargls.  chief  boatswain. 

Robert  J.  Mohr,  chief  ships  clerk. 
In   the  Am  PoacE 

mOMOTTONS    U*   THE    KBCULAR    AIR    FOHCr 

The  following-named  offlcers  for  promo- 
tion In  the  Regular  Air  Force  under  the 
provisions  of  sections  502.  508,  509.  and  51fi 
of  the  Ofllcer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  and  sec- 
tions 303  and  306  of  the  Women's  Armed 
Services  Integration  Act  of  1948.  Those  ofQ- 
cers  whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  sym- 
bol (  >'  )  are  subject  to  physical  examination 
required  by  law.  All  others  have  been  ex- 
amined and  found  physically  qualltted  for 
promotion. 

To  be  colonel 
Air  Force 

Crawford,  Troy  William,  968A. 
Card,  Bernard.  1005A. 
Helntz,  Leo  Harold.  10 17 A. 
Weller,  Richard  Cole,  1146A. 
Armstrong.  Burton  WUmot.  Jr..  1160A 
Ogden,  Alban  Boardman.  Jr.,  1194A. 
Davis,  George  Winzer.  1200A. 
Tyler.  Charles  Bernard.  Jr.,  1222A. 
Lee.  Joseph  Day,  Jr..  1263A. 
Mallary.  Eugene  Cobb,  1309A. 
Thompson.  Miles  Howlett.   1311  A. 
Holcomb,  George  Lawrence.  1322 A. 
Erlksen,  John  Gordon.  1330A. 
Mauldln,  Whlteford  Carlisle.  1335A. 
Horrlgan.  William  Klenle.   1.339A. 
Ostrander.  Don  Richard.  1343A. 
Parker,  James  Young,  1345A. 
Prentiss.  Aufustln  Mitchell.  Jr.,  1351A. 
Smith,  Leo  Belton.  1371A. 
Croker.  George  William,  1373A. 
J  Hanson,  William  Hart.   1375A. 
Huddleston.  Joseph  Jenkins.  1376A. 
Roberdeau.  Neywood  Hutrhlngs,  1377.\. 
Teal,  Gilbert  Earle,  1378A. 
Smith,  Samuel  McClure,  1379A. 
Musgrave.  Charles  Lafayette.  1380A. 
Thomson,  James  William.  1382A. 
Harvey.  Daniel   Martin.    1387A. 
Blase.  George  Herman,  1388A. 
Martin.  Carlton  Julian,  1391A. 
Hamrick.  William  Lester.  1392A. 
Thorup,  Louis  Gordon.  1393A. 
Segrlst,  Charles  Chaney.  1394A. 
Friedman.  Robert  Joseph,  1397A. 
Andrews.  Carl  Woodrow,   1398A. 
O'Neill.  Frederick  Mauger.  1400A. 
Oberdorf,  John  William.   1401A. 
Hall.   Donald   Pierce.    1403 A. 
Waller.  Henry  Hall,  Jr..  1404A. 
Breltwelser,   Robert   Allen.   1406A. 
Preuss,   Paul  Theodore,    1407A. 
Kelley,  Harold  KllUan.  1408A. 
Kleffer.  William  Brett.  1409A. 
Skaer.  William  Kenneth.  1412A. 
Splcer.  Prescott  Miner,   1413A 
Crouch.  Henry  Leland.  Jr..  1414A. 
Coleman,  Glenn  Craddock.  1415A. 
Heflebower,  Roy  Cleveland.  Jr..   1416.^ 
Buckland.  Sherwood  Ernest.   1417A. 
Ryan,  John  Dale,  1418A. 
Sturdlvant,  Frank  Pleasants.  1421A. 
Johnson,  Lloyd  Earl,  Jr  ,  1422A. 
Kenzte,  Howard  Doan,  i423A. 
York,  Edward  Joseph,   1424A. 
Harrison,  Bertram  CowglU,  1425A. 


Klncald.  William  Keith.  142«A. 
Macomber,  Clifford  Field,   1427A. 
Polhamus.  Douglas  Clinton.  1428A. 
Culra.  Louis  Edward,   1429A. 
Snider.  Robert   Lee,    1430A. 
Saunders.  Donald  Ward,   1432A. 
Chavasse,   Nicholas  Horace.    1435A. 
Huglln,   Henry  Charles,   1436A. 
Morrison.  Harry  Cornellu.s.   1437.A 
Bromlley,   Richard   Franklin.    1438.\. 
Lemon.    Maurice    Raymond,    1439A. 
Zoller.   VlrgU  Lee.    1440A. 
McBrlde.  Robert  Carleton.   1441A. 
Van   Sickle.   Neil   David.    1442A. 
Pitchlord.  John   Cozart,   1443A. 
Hawes.   Philip  Robert.    1444A. 
Blanchard.   William   Hugh.    1445A 
Conner,  Castex  Paul.   1446A. 
Wallace.  Husjh   Douglas.   1447.A. 
Luper.   James  Hhea.    1448A. 
Dean.   Fred   Murray,    1450A. 
Miles.   Vincent   Mornan.    1452A 
Young.   Charles  Mathes.    1458A. 
Pardue.  Littleton  James.  1460A. 
P<'rd.   Wallace  Stafford.   1461  A. 
Heddt)ch.  Joseph  Claude,  Jr  .  146.'.\ 
Isbell.   James   Horace,    14ti3A 
Hnrdtson.   Felix   Moses.    1465A. 
Means,   Howard  Monroe,    1466A. 
Davis,  Waynionil  Austin,   1470A. 
Dalton,  I.loyU  Henry,  Jr.   1471.A. 
Chifkerinjj,    Edwin    Shepard,    1474  \ 
Orth,    Robert    C  nrl,    1476A 
Arnold,  Walter  Erath,   147PA 
Bridges,   Walter  Moore.   1480A 
Luedecke.  Alvln  Ronbal.   148oA 
i-plcer.   Henry   Rufsell,    1487A. 
Kreps,  Kenneth   Kay.   1490A 
Campbell,  Blaine  Balllf,   1492A 
Blame,   Mayhue   Delbt>rt,   1494A. 
Nichols.  Howard  Fl.sh.  14a5A. 
Klein,  Philip   Beeton     149KA, 
M<H)re,    Frederick   La \». ranee,    149C.\ 
Fxink,  Ben  Ivan,    LSOOA, 
Simons,   Richard   WUlUini.   l.")Ol.\. 
Hardy.  John   Spencer.   1.50rA. 
Djulcht.  Harry  Unils,   1503A 
Eskridge,   Ladson  Green,  Jr  ,   1504A 
Finn.  Ryder  Waldo,   l.SOtiA 
Zehruii!?.   Paul   Wleizel.    l.)(>8.\. 
Pierce.  Arthur  Jenkins.   1,S09A. 
Worden,  Robert  Francis.   IftlOA. 
Bennett,  Thomas  Ala/i,    l.'>13A 
Thome.  Henry  GartieUl.  Jr  ,  l,S14A 
I  awreiicp,    Baskin   Keut.   Ji'  ,    LOloA. 
lYitfy,  Sam  Philippe.   1.516.^. 
Young,  Earl  Bernard,  1.'>17A. 
.Sthrlever,   Bernard  Adoll,   I5l0.\. 
Watson,   Harold   Ernest.    l.V^OA. 
V/U.=on.   Cy.    1521A. 
Roeers.  Craven   Clark,   }r,2'JA. 
Curry.   William   Lewis,   15:^3A. 
Walker.  Audrln   Rotha,    152-iA. 
Peeler,  Calvin  Ely,    lr>2r>A. 
Montgomery,  John  Beverly.  1528.\. 
Way    John   Allen.   1.VJ9A. 
Pergusoi:,   James,    15;<0A. 
Keese.   William  Brewer.    l.^:UA. 
David,  William  Bell,   1533A 
Burnham.   Robert  Francis.   1534A 
Box.   Clyde,    1535A. 
Paul.  FTiaiklin  Kendall.   1539A, 
Cooper,  Marcus  Fleming.   1543A. 
Caldwell.  Robert    Melville.    154.5A 
Thomas.  Joseph   Abbott.   l.'543A. 
>  Reynolds,  Elbert  David.  1547A 
Garman,   Ralph  Sheldc>n.   l.S4aA. 
Demler.  Marvin   Christian.   1550A. 
Chlldre,  Cecil   Hampton.   1551  A. 
Brogger.  Jacob  Jerval.   1552A. 
Keating.  Ernest  Wilbur,   1555A. 
Brewer,   George  Sutton.    1556A. 
Branch,   Irving  Lewis,    1557A. 
Fades.    William.    1559A. 
Elsenhart.  Donald  William,  1360A 
Maddux.  Sam,  Jr  ,  1561A 
Stewart,  Robert   Reed,   1563 -A 
McNown,  William  Klahr,  1564A. 
Tacon.  Avelln  Paul,  Jr  ,   156eA. 
Herllck.    Conrad    Joe,    1567A. 
Helmlck.  Paul   Franklin.    1569A. 
Johnston,   Robert   Loughery,    1570A. 
Roberts.  James  John,  Jr.,  1571A. 


Wade,  David.  1582A. 
Taylor.  J.  Francis.  Jr.,  1583A. 
Suiterlln.   Frederick  John.    1585A. 
Bywater.  Murray  Alston,   1586A. 
Wilson,  Delmar  Edmond,   1587A. 
Wlnstead.  Joshua  Thomas.  Jr..  1588A. 
Joi;es.  Charles  Duncan.    1589A. 
Beverly.  Ernest  Haywood.  1500A. 
Schaetwl,  George  Edward.  ISOIA. 
Hiiish,   fYederIc  Grenvllle,    16C2A. 
Putnam,  Claude  Edwin.  Jr.,  1593A. 
Rouse.  I-Yank  Edwin.   U95A. 
Stlnt/1,  Veinon  Lake.  159dA. 
KdwiiiBon,  Clarence  Theodore.  1597A. 
Cochrni..  James  Carroll,    ISOTA. 
Rison,  Whltmell  Tompkins.   1590A. 
.Atkinson.   Gwen  Grover.   ItiOlA. 
BukiiiK.  Clmrles  Wesseler.   1603A. 
Hild.    Fred    Edward.    1604.A. 
How.»id.  Vincent   William.   ICOCA. 
ChUk.   John   Holiday.    1607A. 
,Sansom,  Byron  Manning,  Jr  .  1608A. 
Wheless.    Hewitt    Terrell.    1H09A. 
PotT.   Clarence  Glynn.   1610A. 
Holman.    I>-slle    Wallace.    1611  A. 
tierriiy,  Thomas  Patrick.   IbU.V. 
P.)well.  K-iuieth   Rader,   1614A. 
Ki  ,Hhl.   Harold   Eugene.   1B16A. 
Riddle    Kvle  U)yd.   1617A. 
t  .  iiiiitMi,     John   Thornal.    16in.\. 

Medical 

F..ir.   (WM.r^e   Kenneth,    190f.6.A. 
Kirk     Ronald   Usher,    190«aA. 
Bramlltt.    Charles   Henry,    19004A. 
OoiiUl     L'oyd    Ethan,    19e25A. 
Benfiird     R  )bert    Joseph.    19107.\. 
Browning,    Levi    Martin,    I'JllfiA. 
Mcjraw.    John    Robert.    KI123A. 
L)\e     Robert   Campbell,    1912  ^A. 
CJllvei.    Andres  OllLerto,    191l;7.\. 

Dental 
Welker    William  Kenneth.   1883.'A. 
Srh</iieii.   Ueorge  E\erett.   18839A. 
McCne.    Edward    Harry,    18843A. 
Bell    Morris  Buirlngton,   18^44 A. 
1  nrni. lings,  francls  Emmeit,  188G0A. 

Veterinary 
Karr,  James  Ralph.   18'j77A. 

Medical  Servk<" 

Nolan    Elmo  Uorinan,   19:^9A 
Henderson.   .Arthur  Melvule,    li<387,\. 

Chaplain 
(ium,  Howell  C;  ,  187()4A. 
Marlcney.    Ciiarles    Walton,    18714A. 

Til    }><•    Ifutt'tioTt    cvUiiitl 
Air   Force 
."  hsalom    Ev.iUne  May.  2123GW. 
BriKHs.    V.Ula    Mae,    212.5'.iW. 
Horsenirtii     Reslnald   Jan>*R.   5296A. 
Wheeler    Charles  All  red,  .5304A. 
McNabb.   Stephen   Robert.    19«47A. 
Klaas    John    Henry.  .=>30.'iA. 
Smith.   Irn  Hyatt.  5306A. 
Mitchell.  Hnward  Albert.  5307A. 
Stales    Charles  Adelbert,   .'>;<C8A. 
Slemon,  Aumist   Francis,  5309A. 
Whiteside,  Sam,  .SSIOA. 
McNcw.  Glen  Talmage.  5311A. 
Adams.  Irving  Wlnihrop.  5313A. 
Arietta.  Frank.  5314A. 
Roberts.  Tracy  Lloyd,  53l.'>A. 
Heaton.   Herman   Shelby,  5317A. 
Cllst.  Angus  Southey.  5319A. 
Sharp,  Lkjuglas,  5320A. 
Badley.    Burton    Elmore,    .5321A. 
Berry.  Ralph  Clifton.  5322A. 
Jennings,    Cleveland    Hall,    18065A. 
Davis.  James  Beatty,  5323A. 
y  Alexander.  Marvin.  5324A. 
Hooks,  Claud  Hardy,  5326A, 
Siirlngheld,   Robert"  Walter,  5327A. 
Niskanen.  William,  5330A. 
Osphart.  Harry  Lane.  5331A. 
Stickle.  Horton   Whltefleld.  Jr..  5332A. 
Yount.   Dean   Burdelte,  5333A. 
Downing.   John    Weaver.   533ftA. 
Tarson.   Herbert    Harvey.   .'S338A. 
Schmidt,  Eugene  E..  53a9A. 


Hodson,  James  Albert.  5341A. 
Bnrrett,  Buford  Russell,  5344A. 
boence,  George  Gillies,  5345A. 
Bullock.    William    Wilson,    5346A. 
Kargeant.    Bliss   Pilgrim.   Jr..   5347A. 
Glbbs.  Howard  Jefferson.  5348A. 
Smith.  Edward  Cecil.  5349A. 
Gordon.  Edward  Louis,  5350A. 
Herndon.   George   Berry,   5351A. 
Cone,  Charles  Louis.  5352A. 
Newman,  Samuel  William.  5353A. 
Quattlebaum.  Arthur  Cecil.  5354A. 
I.indberg.   Lelf  William.   6356A. 
Strandberg,  Earl  Rodell,  5358A. 
Terry.  James  Bell.  5359A. 

>  H.Ul.  Claude  Newton.  5360A. 
Tolle.   Carroll  Keith.   5361  A. 

y  Tucker,  Temple  Arthur,  5362A. 
Heath,  Lester  Ellis.  5363A. 

Medical 
Touslgnant.  Harvey  George,   19204A. 

>  Harnev.   John    Philip.    19205A. 
Ferrell,  Lee  Prank.  19206A. 

>  Bovsen.   John   Edward.    19207A. 
Brinhtwell,  Richard  Justice,  19208A. 
Sabin.  George  Millar,  Jr..  19567A. 

s  Block,  Herbert  Edward,   19210A. 
Kossuth.   Louis  Caspar,    19211  A. 
Mills    Edward  Kernaghan,  19212A. 
Hoffman.  I    Louis,   19213A 
Alderson,  DL>nald  Marr,  19214A. 
Dve,  Fred  Charles.  19562A. 
Rcgner.  Mathlas  Frederick,    19215A. 
Rothrock,   Vance   McCormlck,    19216A. 
Bess,  George  Calvin,   19554A. 
Dental 

Early.  Frank  Stoltenberg,   1888GA. 
Henahan,  James  Patrick,  188a7A, 
McClench.  George  Spencer.  18888A. 
X  Allen,   Leslie   Ray,   19615A. 
Veterinary 

Clark,   Marley   Charles.   18984A. 
Scott.    Holland   Orno.    18985A. 
Hummer,  Robert  Leo.   18986A. 
Wilder.   Claude   Otto.    18987A. 

>  Walters.  Ralph  Durward,    18988A. 
Nettles.  John  Robblns.  Jr..   18990A. 

>,Dfly,  Robert  Wayne.   18991  A. 

Medical  Service 
Bullard.  Perry  Cecil.  19417A. 
Bryant.  Russel  Lee,   19418A. 
Peterson.   Carmen   Anthony.    19419A. 
Coker.   Richard   Jack.   19420A. 
Hill.  William  Alton.   19421A. 
Pierce.   John    Foster.    19422A. 
XStlne,  Robert  Christian,   19423A. 
Chaplain 
MacLeod.  Roy  Malcolm.  18731A. 
Stadia,  Raymond  Martin.  18735A. 

To  be   major 
Air  Force 

>  Dulch,   Paul   Anthony.   6904A. 
Bock.  Floyd  Oscar.  10258A. 
Espinosa.    Lorenzo.    10282A. 
Piatz.  Constant  Victor,  10303A. 
Moultrie.  Homer  Howard.  Jr..  10306A. 
Messall,  Lawrence  Emory,  10317A. 
Hei&senbuttel.  William  George,  10323A. 
George.   Paul   Ernest,   10324A. 
Maxey,  Robert  Lafayette,  10381A. 

>  Crawlord.  Robert,   10333A. 
Patten,  Ronald  Oscar,  10334A. 
Miller.  William   Alexander.   10336A. 
Cotter,   James   Daniel.    10337A. 
Wells,  Earl  Muncey.  10338A. 
Moore,  Balllnger  Bryan.  10339A. 
Rogers.  James  Morlcsl,  10340A. 
Brooks.  Donald  Leroy    10341A, 
Nlbouar,  Grover  Cleveland,  Jr.,  10342A. 
Kiel,  Kenneth  J.,  10343A. 

Sprinkle.  James  Frank,  10344A. 
Collins.  Hamilton  Purcell,  10345A. 
Szaplel.  Stanley  Vincent.  10346A. 
Blackwell,  Anslum  McLaurln,  10347A. 
Smith,  Leighton  Clifton,  10348A. 
Rogers,  Charles  Wesli^y,  10349A. 
Bowers,  Waldo,   1035OA. 
Craft.  Albert  Olaf,  13351A. 
Kemp,  Otto  Carl.  10S52A. 


Malley,  John  Davidson,  10353A. 
Brewer,  James  Franklin,  10354A. 
Cooper,  Roy  D.,   10355A. 
Kluender.  Carl  Albert.  10356A. 
Elsert,  Fred  Joseph.  10357A. 
Jensen.  Howard  Warren.  10358A. 
Weldman,  Roy  Andrew.  10361A, 
MacAaron.  Kenneth  Abbott,  10362A. 

>  Bean.  Joe  Merrltt,  10363A. 
Collings,  Orval  Dwaln,   10364A. 
Fetterly,  Donald  John  Walter,  10366A. 
Boyd,  Robert  Watson.  10367A. 

>  Anderson.  Richard  William,  10368A. 
Thomas.   Glen.  Jr.,   10369A. 

Kldd.  Campbell  Augustus.  10370A. 

Olson.  George  Andrew.  10371A. 

Brown.  John  Todd.  Jr..  10372A. 

Bush.  Beverly  Oliver,  1C373A. 

Brengle.  Paul  Staley,  10374A. 

Kearny.  Clinton  Charles.  10375A. 

Perry,  Paul  Lawrence.  10376A. 

Davison.  Walter  Corwln,  10378A. 

Boren.  Francis  Terance.  10379A. 

Ballga.  Joseph  Robert.  10380A. 
>:  Mlttelstadt.  Frederick  William.  Jr..  10382A. 

Poole,  Joseph  Ray.  10384A. 
X  Schumacher.  Otto  Henry,  10385A. 

Maurser,  Paul  Henry,  10386A. 

Stetson,   Alvln   Elliot,    10387A. 

Cox.  Omer  Loralne.   10389A. 

Balllnger,  Edward  Paxton,  10390A. 
y  Buckhlester.  Wendell  McCall.  10391A. 

Godsey.  Joseph  Daughety.  10392A. 

Rudd,  Robert  John,   10393A. 

Smith.  Merton  Vincent.   10394A. 

Wiese,  Keith  Irwln,  10395A. 

Teasley.  Joel  Hunt,  10396A. 

Tlmms,  George  Deeson.  10397A. 

Pelaez.  Emanuel  Antonio,  10398A. 

Townsley,  Howard  Beshoar,  10399A. 

Frost.  Jack  William.   10400A. 

Clark.  Wallace  Nichols.  10401A. 
XVaut,  Bert  A.,  Jr..  10402A. 

Mork,  John  Henry,  10403A, 

Boston.  James  Dwlght.  Jr.,  10404A. 

Wenzlnger.  Harlan  Joseph,  10405A. 
XSwltzer,  Alfred  Joseph,  10406A. 

Feser,  Joseph  Leonard,  10407A. 

McAUster,  Ira  Norton.  10408A. 

Zwelg,  Louis  Emll.  Jr..  10409A. 

Klucarlch.  Stephen.  10411A. 

Duda.  William.   I0412A. 

Tietz.  Edward  Christian.  10413A. 

Williams.  Charles  Irwln,  10414A. 

Oliver.  Paul,  10415A, 

Frlnk,   Earl  Eby.   10416A. 

Ely,  Kenneth  Eugene,  10417A. 

Poston.  Denzll.   10418A, 

Gianatsls,  James  Arthtir,  10419A. 

Putnam.  Royal  Augustus,  10420A. 

Miller.  Jesse  William.  10421A. 

Quenln.  James  Henry,  10422A. 
XLongrldge.  Thomas  Maxwell.  10423A. 

Halber,  Alexander  Dominic.  10424A. 

McKee.  EustU  Ewart,  Jr.,  10426A. 

Flllos.  John  Edward.   10427A. 

Thornton,  John  Mack,  10429A. 

Gosnell,  Emmett,  10430A. 
X  Westmoreland.  Ivey  Teddy,  10431  A. 

Kanter,  Merwln,  10432A. 

Kllman.  Ray  Richard.  10433A. 

Welnhelmer,  Jacob,  10434A. 

Hanger.  Harry  Hunter,  10435A. 

Hill.  Gordon,  10436A. 

Rulien,  Donovan  Waldamore,  10437A. 

Hale.  Ivan  Lee.  10438A. 
X  Garrison,  John  Henry.  Jr..  10439A. 

Pltz.  Robert  Etnest,  10440A. 
XHuard,  Norman  Phillip.  10441A. 

Agne.  Howard  Charles.  Jr.,  10442A, 

Lower,  Charles,   10443A. 

Lutz,  Reed  Woodrow,  10444 A. 

Smith,  Raymond  Earl,  10445A. 

Egert,  John,  3d,  10446A. 

Shek.  William,  10447A. 

Hanson,  Marshall  Everette,  10448A. 
X  Walsh,  Raymond  Lee,  10449A. 
X  Duckworth,  Ernest  Marlon.  10450A. 

Watson,   James   Wallace,    10451A. 

Epperson.  Virgil  Roland,  10452A. 

Lelghten,  George  David,    10453A. 

Glettler,  Bernard  Urban,  10454A. 


Wilson.  Gerald  Phillip.  10455A. 

Boyd.  Wllmer  Ellsworth.   10456A. 

Ray,  Gerald  Harmon,   10457A. 

Arnold.  Harold  Mort.   10458A- 

Bell.  Thomas  Angus.  10459A. 
X  Peterson.  Conrad  Reginald.   10460A. 

Klesel.  Chester  Gustav,  10461A. 
X  Bryant,  James   Robert,   10462A. 

Tillotson,  Floyd  Murray,  10463A. 

Gordon,   Vincent  Paul,    10464A. 

Malone,  Francis  Mathew,  10465A. 

Bonner.  Thomas  Woodrow.  10466A. 

Akers.  William  Dale.   10468A. 

Stelgner,  John  Martin,   10469A- 

Klotz,  Robert  Charles.  10470 A. 

Ash,  Stanley  James,  10471A. 
X  Mitchell,   William   Joseph,    10472A. 

Mays,  Harold  Douglas.   10473A. 

Morris,  James  Harl,  10474A. 

White.  George  Gillette,  10475A. 

DePrlest.  Wilson  Marshall,  10476A. 

Cavell,    Paul   Michael,    10477A. 

McCabe.  James  Selby,  10478A. 

Beck,  James  Alston,  10479A. 

Alexander,   Woodrow   Ervln,    10480A. 

Blair.  Duane  Charles,  10481A. 

Worthlngton,  William  Jacob.  Jr..  10482A. 

Young.  Robert  Warren.  10483A. 

Neal,  George  Clayton,  10484A. 
X  Havens,  John  Jacob,  10487A. 

Ivey,  James  Monroe.  Jr.,  10488A. 

Howell,  James  Ralph,  10489A. 

Steward.  Donald  Sylvester,  10490A. 

Pope.    Fred   William.    10491A. 

Hopkins,  Harold  Jessie,  10492A. 

Thrash.  James  Andrews,  Jr..  10493A. 

Hayes.  Oliver  Thomas,  Jr.,   10494A. 

Mysza,  John  Edward,  10496 A, 

Mathews,   Gerald  Arthur,   10497A. 

Dlckert.    James    Ray.    10498A. 

Vernon.   Damon   Arthur.    10499A. 

Watklns,  Thomas  Green,  Jr.,  10500A. 

Medical 

Shackelford,  Allen  Louis.  19640A. 
X  Johnson.  Robert  Leroy,  19532A. 
XGlffen.  Martin  Brener,  19319A. 
X  Wright.  Thomas  Clinton,   19320A. 

Crompton,  Robert  Edwin.  19557A. 

Harten.  James  Nash,  19321A. 

Misch,  Harry  James,  19322A. 
XQulnnell.  Robert  Kay,  19323 A. 
XPeat.  Alexander  Cranston.   19324A. 

Hood.  Oliver  Clough.  19325A. 

Rosen,  Irwln  Elwood.   19326A. 

Osborne,  Horace  Henry.  19605A. 

Westbrook,  William  Hudson.   19327A. 

Marsh,  Frank  Fontaine,  19328A. 
X  Barry,   Francis  Edward,    19330A. 

Dugan,  Charles  Clark,  19592A. 

Simons.  David  Goodman,   19331A. 

Mays,  Oliver  Aiken.  19332A. 
XChancey,  Robert  Lee.  19333A. 
X  Osetlnsky.  Venedlct  Mlchaelovlch,  19331A. 

Mebane,  John  Cummins.   19336A.. 

Brazlna.  Edward  Sharp.  19337A. 

Plowrlght.  Thomas  Rider.  19339A. 

Aiken.  David  Wyatt.  19341A. 
XMoorehead,  SI  Fried,  Jr.,  19342A. 

Kollar,  Edward  Joseph,  Jr..  19344A. 

Schafer,  George  Ezra,  19345A. 

Culver.  Warren  Tuttle.  19346A. 

Ketrlng,  Eldon  Grant,  19347A. 

Dental 

XHuchel,  Paul  Elwood.  18946A. 

Schulte,  William  Charles.   18947A. 

Long,  Richard  Elfort.  18948A. 

Wendt.  Douglas  Charles,  18949A. 
XHombs,  Roger,  18950A. 

Frlcke,  Vernon  Stanley,  18951A. 

Gross,  Willis  Charles,  Jr.,  18952A. 
Veterinary 

Hempy.  Jack  Howard,  19003A. 

MacEachern.  Nell  Gordon,  19004A. 

Beckcom,  Edwlr  A..  Jr.,  190O5A. 

Stephens.  Seldel  Miles.  19006A. 

Ctorman.  Harry  Arthur,  19007A. 

Kadets.  Martin,  19008A. 

Medical  Service 
Hahn.  George  Louis.  19479A. 
Otter,  Henry  Frederick,  19480A. 
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Wehrman,  Edwin  Melvln,  19631A. 
Blue.  Lonnle  Knox,  19481A. 
XEslick,  Orville  Jefferson,  ig482A. 
Martlndale.  Robert  Warren,  19483A. 
Magness,  Willie  Cleveland,  19484A. 

Chaplain 
y  Kessler,  John  Nicholas,  18789A. 
XSelzlcr.  Norbert  Edward,   18790A. 

Rlnkowskl,  George  Michael,  18791A. 

Goodhand.  Vernon  Myers,  18792A. 

Blatz,  Roman  Theodore,  18793A. 

To  be  captain 
Air  Force 

Hogan,  Raphael  Jullen,  19784A. 

Payne.  William  Raymond.  17170A. 

Harer.  Richard  James,  17171A. 

Taylor,  Charlie  Tllphord.  Jr.,  17172A. 

Fellows.  Charles  Warrenton.  Jr..   17n3A. 

Hendrlclcs,  William  Tillman.   17174A. 

Embery.  Robert  Lee.  17175A. 

LaRoche,  Harold  Douglas.  17176A. 

Bradley,  Ernest  Elmore,  Jr.,  17177A. 

Norberg,  Marcus  Lynn.   17178A. 

Lewis.  Theodore  Shelby.  17179A. 

Brauneis,  Ernest  Frederick,  ni80A. 

Orlando.  Michael  Amato,   17182A. 

Davis.  Marion  McDonald,  Jr.,  17183A. 

Norris,  Lee  Glenn,  19785A. 

Cavnar,  Bobble  Joe,  17ie4A. 

Hardy.  Charles  Raymond.   17185A. 

de  Vries,  John  Atwood,  17186A. 

Pox.  Victoria  Elizabeth.  21303W. 

Guay.  Georges  Raymond  Joseph.  17187A. 

Christensen.  Swen  Aage.  17188A. 

Crawford.  David  Frank.  17189A. 

Donahue,  John  James,  20028A. 

Guilfoyle.  William  Andrew.  20029A. 

Moore,  Frank  Grae,  17190A. 

Heckel.  Charles  Clark.  17191A. 

Kenworthy.  Robert  Barclay,  17192A. 

Collins,  David  Carter,  17193A. 

Pohlen.  Paul  Donald.  17194A. 

Nissen,  Jim  Christian,  17195A. 

L<jwry,  Merlin  Dolynn.  17196A. 

Shadel,  William  Noel.   17197A. 
X  Ahern.  Timothy  Ignatius.  17198A. 

Hudson.  Jack  Lorance.  24261A. 

Garcia.   Ray   Joseph.    17199A. 

Collins,  Harold  Edward,   17200A. 

Slay,   Alton   Davis.   17201A. 

Frith,   Thomas   John,   17202A. 

Greenspun.  Morris  Joseph,  21432A. 

Blackmon.  Waldo  Neely,  17203A. 

Hislop,  Sherman  LeMoyne,  172C4A. 

Smith.  Howard  Persons.  Jr..  17205A. 
><  Hummel,  Richard  Edward.   17207A. 

Pelzel,  Alfred  Otto,  17208A. 

Davis,  Richard  Lee,   17209A. 

Boyes,  Peter  Edwin.  17210A. 
>  Koskl,  Raymond  Julius,  17211  A. 

Cunningham,  O.  D..  Jr..  17212A. 

Tlmmie,  James  Davis,   17213  ^. 

Ewing,  Donald  Edward.    17214A. 

Warden.  Rex  Wall.  Jr  .  17215A. 

Ellis,    Calvin   Kemp,    17216A. 
y  Glrardin,  Robert  Laurent.  17217A. 

Glass.  Lawrence  Stuart.  17218A. 

Bork,  Ervin  Francis.   17219A. 

Loesch,    George   Peter,    17220A. 

Holland.  Thomas  Marion.  Jr.,  17221A. 

Blanck.  Eugene  Louis.  21433A. 

Sinclair,  William  Donald,   17227A. 

Goodwyn.  Marvin  Williams.  20030A. 

Graves,  Grover  Cleveland,  Jr..   17228A. 

Kramb.   John   Henry.    17229A. 

Disharoon,  Jerry  Benton.  17230A. 

Chille,  Peter  Joseph,  17231A. 

Houck,  Warren  Putnam.    17232A. 
><  Hoyt.  Thurber  Lewellyn.   17233A. 

Ventres.  Robert  Lee.   17234 A. 

Henck.   Noel   Joseph.    17236A. 

Tarrant.  Edward  Wayland.  17237A. 

Schoonover,  Orville  Geralle,   17238A. 

Prince.  Robert  Allison.  21779A. 

Wolf.  Daniel   Warren.    17239A. 

Lavender,  Emory  Candler.  Jr  ,  17240A. 

Shupe,  Bennle   Allan.    17241A. 

Nelson.  Thomas  O'Neil,    17242A. 

Linn,  Julius.  Jr..   17243A. 

Eichelberger,  William  Rex.  17244 A. 
X  Bandy,  George  Richard,  20031  A. 
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Draper.  Russell  C,  17245A- 

Hughes.  Robert  Malcolm,  17246A. 

Kllngler,  Ralph  Reno,  Jr.,  17247A. 

Temple,  Robert  Joseph,  17248A. 

Latellfi.  John  Joseph,  20O32A. 

Kelley    Carroll  William.  22992A. 

Troutman.  George  Glenn.  17249A. 

Blades.  Leo  Leslie.  17250A. 

Philips.  Robert  James.  17251A. 

Boutwell.  Rufus  Cecil.  Jr..  20O33A. 

Melendez.  Michael  John.  17252A. 

Adams    Donald  Dee,  17253A. 

Eper.  Charles  Henry.  Jr.,  17255A. 
>:  Winters.  Melvin  Percy.  17256A. 

Thompson.  John  Arnold.  17257A. 

Wat.son.  Allan  Ray.   17258A. 
>  Bechto.d,  Louis  Addison.  17259A. 
:■  Hyde.  James  Richard.   17260A. 

Flan.sa.is,  Glenn  Arthur.   172C1A. 

L:iughl)n.  William  Edward.  17262A. 

Marcari'lU.  John  Alphonsc.  17263A. 

Lcbell.  Jonah.  19786A. 

^loyers    Rny  Lee.   17264A. 

Ga^^nnii.  John  Arthur.  Jr  ,  17266A. 

Smithson.  Daryl  Purdy.  17267A. 

Kimbel,  Bruce  Keirce.   17268A. 

Ferguson.  Charles  Laird.  17269A. 

B'orgeii.  Leonard  Leroy,   17270A. 

Bryant    William  Anthony.  17271A. 

Nave.  WiHiam  Patrick.  r7272A. 

B..0Z.  Robert  Burnett.  19787A. 

Lamb.  Charles  Melford.  Jr  ,  17273A. 

Da\ies.  John  Vencil,  21780A 

Duvi-s.   William  James.   17274A. 

S'ookt  'n.  Lyle  Edward.   1727.^A. 

.'-"mith.  Charles  Ames.   17276A. 

Allen.  Nelson.  214'?4A. 

Cold.  Mort<in  J.seph    200r?4\. 

Holland,  Billv  Sheridan.  21781. A. 

Weigeit    WiiUred  Hamilton.  17'^78A. 

H'ltorf    Arthur  Miles.  17279A. 

Neff.  Benjamin  GrofT.  17280A. 

V.'ortinan.  John  Junior.  17281A. 

Wiley.  .John  Clinton,  2178?A 

Simmons.  James  Albert.   17282A. 

Medical 
Wii  pennann.  Edgar  David,  19843A. 
I    fton,  Joseph  Edgar.  19844A. 
Hurtmann.  Erne.st   Rudolph.  21735A. 
S'uU    F-ed  Edward.  Jr  .  23167A. 
Berper.  Walter  .Ies.se.  Jr  .  2316eA 
Roundtree.  William  Coleman.  2001CA. 
Wilke.  .[oseph  Edward.  Jr..  20017A. 
Th'jmpfon,  William  Wesley.  24122A. 
Weed.  Allen  Stanley.  22953A. 

Dental 

Dunham.  David  Ru.^-.^ell.  18970A 

J.tmies<  n.  Glenn  William.   1897IA. 
>  L.et;'.nKre.  Robert  Jay.   19f-24.\. 

Mack.   John   Francis.  "21734A. 

Milbourn.   Arthur  Lee.  2184!:A. 

R?ese,  Robert  Thomas.   19629 A. 

Coter.  John   Wesley.   2U5.52A 

C.irbnnaro.  Emanuel  Anthony.  21427.^. 

Lee    Donald  St   John.  20015A 

Pertrinann.  Robert  William.  21764A. 

Louis,   John    David.    200.=>8A. 
■  Hartley    Jack    L  .    18972A. 

Segreto.  Vincent   Augustus.  22405A 
^  Jaslow.   Charles.   20553A. 

Veterinary 

Nettles.  William  Douelas,  19845A. 

Nichols   Wllbert  Charles.  19920A. 
;■  Couch,   J.   B.,   21601A. 

Kyner,   Roy  Eugene,  Jr.,   21602A. 

Armstrong,   James    21603A. 
^  Weil.   Frederick,    21604A. 

Haymaii,  William  Paul.  Jr.,  21866A. 

Medical    Service 
Craycraft.  Ralph  Edwin.   19531A. 

Chaplain 
Bennef,  John  Stuart.  2ie56A. 
Birderlon,  Vernon.  20856A. 
Barringer,    John    Daniel.   20857A. 
Ml  Peak.  William  James,  21857A. 
Cole.    Connor    Carton.    21858A. 
Brennei,  Arthur  Emil  Kalk.  20858A. 
Fmncran,  Michael  Joe.  20859A. 
Mulligan,  Edward  Benedict.  20860A. 
Maithe.'.cn,  Raymond  Thomas,  20861A. 


Pullen.  Odcn  Mallory,  ai858A. 
Ahern.  Patrick  Joseph.  21860A. 
Hoop.  George  Edgar,  21861A. 
Saul,   Laurence  Everett,  21862A. 

To  be  first   lieutenant 
Air  Force 

Huffman,  Robert  Dale,  23761A. 

ScurUx'k.  Robert,  23763A. 

Chambers,  William  Henry.  Jr.,  23759A. 

McAUster,  Jake  Louis,  23780A. 
Gordon.    Harry    Edward.    23764A. 

Dinwiddle    James  Fearing,  23765A- 

Standi.'-h.  Jesse  Edward.   23762A. 

MacDonald.  Tom  Stanford.  23768A. 

Pulley'     Lyle  Lever ne,  24385 A. 

Stelgi  .  Arthur  Raymond,  23771A. 

Klemman.   Robert   Bernard.   23773A. 

Moore,    William    Fred.   23774A. 

Fielder.  James  Mario,  21499A. 

Evan.s,    Charles    Manderson,    215O0A. 

OallaKher.   Kenneth   Harold.  22819A. 

Quillin,  James   Arnold,  23775A. 

Vitko.  James  Dale,   19880A. 

Ti.'-d.iil.   Artyv  Tommy.   22820A. 

St.ij'leton.  William  Robert,  19816A. 

K.eri.e.   Kenneth    L,    19814A- 

Sh.irp.  David  W  ,    19815A. 

Sheffield,  Sam   Earl,  2 1501  A. 

Sanders.  C'.ilmore  Lamberth.  22821A. 

Reid.  Ernest   LeRoy.  215C2A. 

Merritt.  Norman  Franklin,  Jr  .  22822A. 

Esmond.  Thomas  Marlon.  21503A. 

Jacobs.    Sidney    Monta,    19931A. 

Holhnan     Robert    Oren     22823A. 

Da",  is.    Henry    Eiii;ene,   2150^  A, 

Bo/einan.    Earl    I.omax.    2150,'>A. 

P.-rker.  Robert  Bonwell,   19932A. 

Ma>;noiti,  Ralph  Andrew    19818A. 

Gabosch.   Robert   Earl.    19819A. 

Rowe,  Berry   W  .   18616A. 

Woirol.   Warren  Stanton.   21.506A. 

Merjanian.   Paul    Edward.   23778A. 

.'^talk.   George.   23777A. 

Savior.   George    Henry.   22824A. 

Bpn.s<  n.   Jark    Rayhurn.   22825A. 

HaniMii     Rohs   Eldon.   23779A. 

Frederick    Lowell  William.  21507A. 

Ballev.   Joseph    Durward.    21508A. 

Moore.  Jackie  N.  21,509A 

Hales.   Ermine  Leon.  22a26A. 

Terry.  Moruan  Franklin.  Jr  .  23780A. 

Mcciure    Jo.scph  Adolphus.  24388A. 

Gmn.  William   Henry.  Jr  ,  2438CA. 

Faulk     John    nillon.    24390A. 

Maggard    Andrew  McGiffert.  19890A. 

Cumniiir.'s    George  Robert,  21510A. 

Kn.ipp    Clyde  Hcilman,  Jr..  21511  A. 

Fo.'-ter.   William   George,   24.389A. 

Brown.  Cliarles  Tester.  21512A. 

Bueskmg.   Albert   William.  22827A. 

Ward.   Jolin    Edmond.   23701A. 

Darbv.  .Samuel   Armlstead.  Jr  .  22828A. 

Cookspv.  f.e.rgp  Dewpv,  Jr  .  22a29A. 

McClaln.  Dean  Andrew.  108S6A. 

Sk.utvedt.    Paul   Stuart.   237P2A. 

A'dersMti    jerry  Dennis.  Jr  .  19945A. 

AKev,  Franklyn  Raymond.  24387A. 

Falls,  Johnie"  Wesley,   23783A. 

Boots,  Maurice  John,  24392A, 

Gardner,    John    Francis,    23784A. 
■  Lon-.".  William  Edward,    19891A. 

Schmidt.  Earl   Morris,  21513A. 

Flemin:.  David   McClain.  23785A. 

McCarthy.    Charles    Gates,    22831A. 

Hammond.   Wmton   Oayle.  24391A. 

Novak    Eugene   Anthony,  21514A. 

R<)S.s.   Alfred   Emil.    I9975A. 

Spooner,   Richard   Henry.  22832A. 

F'earsall.  Thomas   Edward.   19e98A. 

Jenkins.   Donald   Marvin,    19902A. 

Paper.    Harry    William,    19895A 

Napier.   John   Hawkins  3d.    19897A. 

Murphy.   John    Franklin.    19901A. 

Tel  as,    Steve    George,    19900A. 

Walter.   Alonzo  Joseph,   Jr..    19896A. 

Ward.    Morris    James.    19894A. 

Montgomery,    Clarence    Leon.    Jr..    19899A. 

Butler.    Henry    George,    19893A. 

Honaker,   John   Pleasant.  Jr.,  22833A. 
>  MrCulley.    James    Abbott,    19933A. 

Hatcher.   Cliff  Cicero  3d,  21516A. 

Behr,    Robert    McLean.    21515A. 


Gibson.  Alfred  Marlon.   19993A. 
Glmml.      Richard      Farman     Bower,     Jr. 
21517A. 

Paulnock.   Russell   Steven,   21518A. 
Fagan.  James  Butl;r,  22834A. 
Walford.    Edward   Thomas,    24393A. 
Evans.   Douglas   Klliby.   24394A. 
Larsen,   Sophus  Edwin.   19926A. 

>  Diehl,    Rex   Earl.    1!»924A. 
Manners.  LeRoy  Clyde.  19925A. 
Korhnak.  Ralph  Vei  non.  20002A. 
Qulram.   Helmut   Gustave,  Jr.,   20770A. 
Moore,    Bill    Thomas.    21564A. 
McNalr,    Thomas   Earl.    21558A. 
Eteley,  John  Francin.  Jr.,  21559A. 

Lee,    Robert    Edwarl.    21560A. 

Wroot.  Wallace  Kearney.  21563A. 

Smith,   Milfred    Fes.us.   21566A. 
--  Day,   Howard   Fultoi.   21562A. 
X  Dickson,  Enos  Jewell.  ;21567A. 

Smith.  William  Francis.  3d.  21565A. 

Isbell,   Frances  Wyatt,   21720W. 

Duclos,    Bernard    Vincent,   2I561A. 

Herr,   Leonard   Charles.   21583A. 

Dees,   Robert   Frank" In.  21569A. 

Canfteld.    Robert    Donald,    21556A. 

>  Montague.    Harry    V  ctor.    Jr..    21557A. 
Cale.   Myron   Ellsworth.   23787A. 
Bleyer.   Mirlan.  23786A. 

>  Cramer,   George   Edv/ard,   23788A. 
Holcombe.    Bondy   Hobert.    19948A. 
Casey,   John   Carl.  21395A. 
Weinberg.   Sidney.   23789A. 
Warener.  Marshall  Rudolph.  19935A. 
Gasque,  Francis  Lamar,  19936A. 
Relnke,  Richard  Carl.   19976A. 
Gleason.  Joseph   Parmelee,   21519A. 
Bissell.  Robert  Joseph.  22835A. 
Hale.  Verne  Dale.  21,'>20A. 

Eden.  James  Irven.   22836A. 
Robinson.  Jack  Kemilt.  19977A. 
Rankin.  Harry  Llonglno,  Jr..  23791A. 
Davis.   Howard   Stannon.   21521A. 
Rawson.  William  Chirles.  21522A. 
Balega.   John   Lewis.  24396A. 

>  Kendall,  Gilbert  Lonnle,   19941A. 
Harris.  William  E  ,   1  )942A. 

>  H-irvey,  William  Marlon,  Jr..  21549A. 
Flake.  Thomas  Jefferson.  Jr.,  22837A. 
Kaufman.   William  Carl,   22838A. 
Pratt,  Clifford  LaMar    19946A, 
Ettredge.  Victor  Lloyd,  23792A. 
Parrlsh,  Henry  Gradj.  Jr.,  22839A. 
Roark.  Bob.  23794A. 

Colvln,  Wilton  Louis,  21523A. 
Perrlne.  Walton  Francis.  Jr  .  19984A. 
Hamilton.  Darwin   R  .  19985A. 
Ginn.  William  Arthur,   19978A. 
Adams.  Lester  Morgan.  Jr..  19980A. 
Helms,  John  David.    I9982A. 
Llmbocker,  Frank  Adams,   19987A. 
:■  Tomb,  Glen  Charles.   19979A. 
Alden.  George  Bernaid,  19986A. 
Cole.  Dorsey  Eugene,  19983A. 
Retallack.   William   Glen.   20419A. 
Wason.  Charles  Plunrer,  20047A. 
Bryant.  Thomas  Lee.  19992A. 
Ferriier,  Jjhn  Josept ,  24397A. 
Jakes,  Julian  E..  200I>3A. 
Sinclair,  Richard  Ru.;.  20426A. 
Gordon,  Henry  Charles.  21650A. 
Cameron.  Robert  MacNalr.  21663A. 
Peede,  Floyd  Appling.  Jr..  22840A. 
Thompson,  James  Wilkinson,  Jr.,  22841A. 
Street,  James  Arthui .   19E94A. 
Lewis.  Mortimer  Joseph,  19998A. 
Gray.  Robert  Asa.  19W6A. 

>  Alvord.  Ray  Warren.  19995A. 
Hopkins.  Arthur  .Paschal.    19997A. 
Elliott,  Michael  Berrard,  23796A. 
Clifford,  Thomas  Edward.  20O48A. 
May.  Hugh  Edward.  :54399A. 
McCarthy.  Charles  jDhn.  19999A. 
Johnson.  Peter  Charles,  20000A. 
Colaiannl.  Paul  Verron,  23798A. 
Taylor,  Abbott  Lawrence.  23799A. 
Uzelac,  MUton  John.  20080A. 
Bryant.  Duane  Kelley.  20065A. 
Eisele.  Edward  Dean.  20069A. 
Hill.  Edgar  Hunter,   20071A. 
Detlle,  Martin  Oliver.  20079A. 
O'Connell.  Kenneth  Brotnov,  20O64A. 
Heyboer,  Jay,  C0076A. 


Rascoe,  Robert  Leonard,  20077A. 
Abbott.  Richard  Leon,  20074A. 
Beaman,  James  Addison.  Jr..  20070A. 
Darden.  Oliver  Caldwell,  20081A. 
Beall.  James  Robert,  20073A. 
Goldsmith.  Lawrence  Donald,  20066A. 
Corley,  Melvin  Vardal.  Jr.,  20072A. 
XGallaher,  Bernard  Arthur.  20078A. 
Neubert.  Ernest  Francis,  23801A. 
Harrison.  Stephen  E..  23800A. 
Waggoner.  Thomas  Hugh,  24401A. 
Gillette,  Charles  Bertrand,  24400A. 
Rose,  John  '  "llton.  Jr.,  24398A. 

Medical  Service 

Wood.  Glen  F..   21877A. 

Bodner.  William  Clark,  ?1878A. 

Meyer.  Albert  Mathew.  21649A. 

Venaglla,   John,   21879A. 

Alder.  Albert  Vernon.  218E0A. 
X  Sparling.  Kenneth  Gray,  21881A. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion in  the  Regular  Air  Force  under  the 
provisions  of  section  107  of  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  514.  Elghty-flrst  Congress.  Those  offi- 
cers whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  sym- 
bol (  X  )  are  subject  to  physical  examina- 
tion required  by  law.  All  others  have  been 
examined  and  found  physically  qualified  for 
promotion. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 
Nurse 
Zeller.  Verena  Marie.  20913W. 
To  be  major 
-   Nurse 
XConroy,  Elizal>eth  Julia.  21925W. 
To  be  captain 
Women's  Medical  Specialist 
Cook.  Janet  Elizabeth,  22085W. 
XClevenger.  Ruth  Eleanor.  21192W. 
Bodycomb,  Joyce,  20897W. 

To  be  first  lieutenant 

Nurse 

Slater.  Helen  Marie.  22465W. 
Rau,  Margaret  Louise,  24179W. 

Non:. — Dates  of  rank  of  all  officers  nom- 
inated for  promotion  will  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  January  9, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  George  Taylor  Pitz,  pastor,  St. 
Johns  Evangelical  and  Reformed 
Church,  Johnstown,  Pa.,  offered  the  fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty  God.  our  Heavenly  Father, 
the  source  of  all  light  and  life,  the  origin 
of  all  power  and  might,  we  thank  Thee 
that  Thou  hast  made  it  possible  for  us 
men  to  seek  Thy  guidance  and  Thy  help 
in  the  daily  conduct  of  our  lives.  At  the 
beginning  of  this  day,  then,  we  give  Thee 
our  humble  thanks  for  Thy  provident 
care,  beg  Thy  merciful  forgiveness  of 
past  errors,  and  pray  for  strength  to 
meet  the  burdens  of  this  day. 

Thou  knowest,  our  Father,  the  tre- 
mendous pressure  and  the  heavy  re- 
sponsibilities that  rest  upon  the  men  of 
this  Congress.  In  behalf  of  all  Thy  chil- 
dren, whose  destinies  shall  be  determined 
by  their  actions,  we  pray  that  they  will 
face  their  obligations  with  the  courage 
of  those  who  are  aware  of  their  obliga- 
tions to  Thee.  May  they  ever  be  con- 
scious of  their  dependence  upon  Thee, 
and  do  Thou  guide  and  direct  them  in 
the  paths  of  human  progress  and  divine 


destiny.     Abide  with  us  all  throughout 
this  day  and  every  day. 
In  Jesus'  name  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Wednesday,  January  7,  1933,  was  read 
and  approved. 


MESSAGES  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  TUESDAY 
NEXT 

Mr.  HALLECX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a 
special  order  for  Monday  next.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  address 
the  House  on  Tuesday  next  for  the  same 
time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  BUDGET— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  OP  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  16) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, and  ordered  to  be  printed; 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  transmitting  with  this  message 
the  budget  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1954. 

This  budget  represents  my  judgment 
as  to  the  amount  of  funds  needed  to 
carry  forward  our  programs  for  the  se- 
curity and  welfare  of  our  people  and 
for  world  peace.  It  is  based,  like  all 
those  I  have  transmitted  in  previous 
years,  on  the  policy  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  undertake  to  do  only  what 
is  essential  for  the  safety  and  well-being 
of  the  Nation,  and  that  what  must  be 
done  should  be  done  in  the  most  efficient 
manner. 

This  budget  has  been  prepared  under 
unique  circumstances.  It  is  the  first 
budget  since  the  adoption  of  the  twen- 
tieth amendment  to  the  Constitution  to 
be  presented  to  the  Congress  by  a  Presi- 
dent who  will  leave  office  a  few  days 
after  its  transmission.  My  successor  will 
be  inaugurated  as  President  on  Jan- 
uary 20.  His  will  be  the  Executive  re- 
sponsibility during  the  time  when  this 
budget  is  being  considered  by  the  Con- 
gress, and  his  will  be  the  responsibility 
for  the  administration  of  Federal  pro- 
grams for  the  period  of  time  covered 
by  this  budget.    I  have  done  all  in  my 
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power  to  ease  the  problems  of  transi- 
tion to  the  new  administration,  includ- 
ing Informing  the  President-elect, 
through  a  representative  of  his  choice, 
of  the  background  and  considerations 
which  have  entered  into  the  prepara- 
tion of  this  budget.  However,  I  wish  to 
make  it  clear  that  neither  my  successor 
in  office  nor  any  of  his  staff  has  par- 
ticipated in  the  decisions  herein  repre- 
sented. The  President-elect  has  no  re- 
sponsibiUty  for  the  amounts  included  in 
this  budget,  and  will  be  entirely  free,  of 
course,  to  propose  changes  in  them. 

Because  of  the  particular  circum- 
stances, there  is  one  significant  differ- 
ence between  this  budget  and  others  I 
have  transmitted.  In  previous  years,  the 
budget  estimates  have  included  the  cost 
of  new  legislation  which  I  recommended 
to  the  Congress.  Such  a  practice  is  a 
sound  rule  for  Federal  budgeting.  This 
year,  however,  I  am  not  transmitting 
specific  proposals  for  new  legislation. 
Accordingly,  the  usual  estimates  of  the 
fiscal  effects  of  such  legislation  are  not 
included.  For  example,  neither  esti- 
mated expenditures  for  aid  to  medical 
education  nor  estimated  receipts  from 
increased  postal  rates  are  included.  I 
still  support  these  and  certain  other  leg- 
islative proposals  as  strongly  as  ever,  but 
since  I  will  not  be  in  oflBce  during  the 
fiscal  year  1954, 1  do  not  think  it  proper 
for  me  to  transmit  specific  new  legisla- 
tive proposals  or  to  budget  for  them. 
However,  funds  are  included  in  this 
budget  to  carry  fon^'ard  certain  activi- 
ties already  under  way  which  will  require 
renewed  legislative  authority  to  continue 
into  the  next  fiscal  year,  such  as  the 
programs  under  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
and  the  Defense  Production  Act. 

In  this  budget,  I  am  recommending 
that  the  Congress  enact  72.9  billion  dol- 
lars In  new  authority  to  incur  financial 
obligations  during  the  fiscal  year  1954. 
Total  expenditures,  from  these  funds  and 
from  balances  of  authorizations  previ- 
ously enacted,  are  estimated  at  78.6  bil- 
lion dollars.  Receipts  under  present  tax 
laws,  which  provide  for  the  expiration 
of  some  of  the  post-Korean  tax  increases, 
are  estimated  at  68.7  billion  dollars.  On 
this  basis,  the  deficit  is  estimated  at  9  9 
billion  dollars.  The  following  table 
sliows  the  budget  totals  for  the  five  fis- 
cal years  1950  through  1954: 

Budget  totals 
[Ki.'tail  years.     In  biUionsl 
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These  figures  show  very  clearly  the 
budgetary  impact  of  the  defense  mobili- 
zation program  on  which  we  embarked 
after  the  OOQununist  aggression  in  Ko- 
rea In  Juira  1950.  This  program  re- 
quired, among  other  things,  that  we  in- 
crease   o\ir    active    military    forces    by 


about  2  million  men  and  women,  equip 
those  larger  forces  with  new  and  im- 
proved weapons,  and  maintain  them  for 
an  indefinite  period.  These  were  step.s 
judged  necessary  not  only  to  carry  out 
the  commitment  we  undertook  in  Korea, 
but  also  to  increase  our  defease  pre- 
paredness in  the  light  of  the  continuing 
possibility  of  fighting  on  a  much  larger 
scale.  We  are  now  well  along  in  this 
program.  Our  Armed  Forces  have  long 
since  reached  the  level  of  3.6  million:  the 
initial  equipment  to  outfit  them  has  been 
ordered,  and  much  of  it  has  been  de- 
livered. 

New  oblijiatior.al  authority,  primarily 
to  finance  the  purcha.se  of  military 
weaf>ons  and  equipment,  ro.se  sharply 
after  the  attack  on  Korea  and  reached 
a  peak  of  92  9  billion  dollars  in  the  fiscal 
year  1952.  Since  then,  new  obligational 
authority  has  been  declininp.  The 
amount  recommended  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954  is  20  billion  dollars  less  than  the 
amount  enacted  for  1952. 

Although  new  obligational  authority  is 
declining,  expenditures  are  still  rising. 
This  is  due  to  the  long  lead  time  in- 
volved in  the  procurement  of  military 
equipment — the  time  required  to  design, 
produce,  test,  and  deliver  such  complex 
items  as  planes,  tanks,  ships,  and  gun.s, 
after  contracts  are  let.  Eecau.se  of  this 
long  lead  time,  most  items  of  military 
equipment  are  not  usually  delivered  and 
completely  paid  for  until  2  or  some- 
times 3   years  after   they   are  ordered. 

Each  year  from  1951  through  1953, 
new  obligational  authority  has  exceeded 
expenditures,  because  new  obligational 
authority  represented  for  the  most  part 
orders  being  placed,  and  expenditures 
represented  for  the  most  part  payments 
for  toods  being  delivered.  In  the  fi.'tcal 
year  1954,  fewer  orders  will  be  placed, 
b  more  goods  will  be  delivered.  As  a 
res  'It.  expenditures  are  expected  to  ex- 
ceed new  obligational  authority  for  the 
first  time  since  before  Korea. 

Under  our  present  defense  program, 
military  expenditures  are  expected  to 
reach  their  peak  in  the  fiscal  year  1954 
and  to  start  ceclining  in  subsequent 
years.  If  our  Armed  Forces  are  stabi- 
lized at  their  presently  approved  goals 
and  if  no  new  acgressions  occur,  new  ob- 
ligational authority  and  expenditures 
may  be  expected  to  level  off  in  future 
years  at  the  amounts  necessary  to  main- 
tain these  forces  and  to  replace  current 
equipment  with  new  and  better  items  as 
they  are  developed.  It  is  difficult  to  fore- 
cast with  any  precision  the  amount  by 
which  total  Federal  expenditures  may  be 
expected  to  drop  in  future  years  under 
these  assumptions,  but  it  may  be  in  the 
neighborhood  of  15  billion  dollars.  In 
my  judgment,  however,  a  drop  of  this 
magnitude  cannot  be  expected  for  at 
least  2  or  3  years. 

BUDGET    EXPENDITUKES 

This  budget  is  dominated,  as  the  last 
three  have  been,  by  the  cost  of  national 
security.  About  73  percent  of  all  budget 
expenditures  in  the  fiscal  year  1954  will 
be  for  six  major  national  security  pro- 
grams— military  services,  international 
security  and  foreign  relations,  the  de- 
velopment of  atomic  energy,  the  promo- 
tion of  defense  production  and  economic 


.stabilization,  civil  defense,  and  mer- 
chant marine  activities.  In  the  fi.scal 
year  1954  these  programs  will  cost  ap- 
proximately 57  3  billion  dollars. 

An  additional  14  percent  of  budget  ex- 
penditures in  1954  will  be  for  interest 
and  for  veterans'  services  and  benefits. 
The.-e  expenditures,  which  will  amount 
to  appiTXimately  11  billion  dollars,  rep- 
resent for  the  most  part  a  continuing 
cost  of  World  War  II:  in  addition,  they 
include  tlie  costs  of  .services  and  bene- 
fit.s  for  the  growing  number  of  veterans 
of  the  .ij-'hting  in  Korea. 

The  remainin-.^  13  percent,  or  10.3  bil- 
lion dollar*;,  will  be  for  all  other  activ- 
ities of  the  Government.  Some  of  these 
activities — such  a^the  port  security  pro- 
gram of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  in- 
ternal security  program  of  the  Federal 
Bjreau  oi  Investigation — have  a  direct 
bearing  on  our  national  security. 
Others — such  as  our  programs  for  agri- 
culture, housing  and  community  devel- 
opm  'nt.  education  and  general  research, 
labor,  social  ."security,  welfare,  and 
health — help  to  assure  our  continued 
social  and  economic  progress  and  to 
strengthen  the  Nation  for  the  long,  hard 
period  of  world  tension  that  lies  ahead 
of  us.  Still  others  represent  basic  func- 
tions of  Government,  such  as  making 
and  enforcing  the  laws,  collecting  taxes, 
and  maintaining  Federal  records  and 
property. 

As  the  following  table  indicates,  ex- 
penditures for  major  national  security 
progiams  not  only  dominate  this  budget, 
but  al.so  accounl  for  most  of  the  increase 
in  total  budget  expenditures  since  1953, 
the  last  full  fiscal  year  before  the  at- 
tack on  Korea. 

Budget  eipenditurex 
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EXPENDITUKE    POLICY 

In  the  preparation  of  this  budget, 
every  Government  program — including 
those  directly  concerned  with  national 
security — has  been  reviewed  in  the  light 
of  the  current  outlook  for  international 
developments,  in  the  light  of  the  heavy 
tax  burden,  and  in  the  light  of  the  long- 
term  needs  of  the  Nation.  The  recom- 
mended estimates  reflect  our  constant 
effort  to  adjust  expenditure  programs  to 
make  sure  they  are  at  the  minimum  level 
consistent  with  our  national  objectives. 
Proposals  for  military  procurement,  for 
example,  reflect  our  policy  of  relying, 
wherever  possible,  on  a  continuing  flow 
of  weapons  and  equipment  from  produc- 
tion lines,  rather  than  on  the  accumula- 
tion of  large  inventories  of  reserve  stocks. 

Increased  funds  have  been  included  in 
this  budget  only  for  those  programs 
where,  in  my  judgment,  a  clear  and  def- 
inite need  exists  that  cannot  be  longer 
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deferred  without  impairing  the  public 
interest.  In  the  case  of  several  regula- 
tory agencies,  such  as  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission.  Uie  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  and  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  earlier 
cut-backs  were  so  severe  that  steps  have 
been  taken  In  this  budjiiet  to  restore  some 
of  them.  Even  In  these  instances,  how- 
ever, the  policies  have  been  strict.  Funds 
have  been  provided  for  handling  in- 
creased workloads  oi  backlogs  of  un- 
finished work  only  when  failure  to  do  so 
would  result  In  delays  which  would  have 
to  be  made  up  later  at  an  even  greater 
expense,  or  in  a  serious  impairment  of 
an  agency's  ability  to  carry  out  the  re- 
sponsibilities assigned  to  It  by  law.  It 
would  be  shortsighted  to  do  less. 

Because  of  the  overriding  require- 
ments of  the  national  security  programs, 
many  important  Government  services  to 
businessmen,  farmers,  and  the  public  at 
large  have  beer,  held,  in  recent  years,  to 
levels  below  *.hose  justified  by  our  grow- 
ing population  and  e>panding  economy. 
Rising  prices  have  also  Increased  the  cost 
of  Government  and  have  reduced  the 
actual  service  to  the  public  per  dollar 
spent  Just  as  they  have  reduced  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  priviite  Individuals  and 
firms.  When  defenst  spending  has  de- 
clined, we  must  brim;  these  services  to 
levels  consistent  with  the  long-range  de- 
velopment of  the  Nation  and  its  re- 
sources. 

The  recommended  appropriations  an- 
ticipate Increases  In  efficiency  resulting 
from  reorganizations,  improved  manage- 
ment procedures,  and  better  programing 
of  the  work  to  be  done.  Substantial 
progress  has  been  made  in  strengthen- 
ing Federal  management  in  the  last  few 
years  so  as  to  get  more  work  done  at  less 
cost.  This  progress  is  reflected  In  this 
budget,  and  will  continue  to  be  a  factor 
in  future  budgets. 

Government  organization  and  proce- 
dures are  not  static.  They  mvist  be  con- 
tinually reviewed  and  modernized  in 
order  to  adapt  the  mtichinery  of  Govern- 
ment to  its  current  tasks.  An  examina- 
tion of  needed  actions  to  improve  Gov- 
ernment organization  and  management 
Is  now  a  regular  and  continuing  part  of 
the  process  of  preptiring  and  adminis- 
tering the  Federal  budget.  Reorganiza- 
tion plans  transmitted  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949  have  made  a  num- 
ber of  far-reaching;  improvements  in 
providing  officials  of  tJie  executive  branch 
with  more  effective  organization  and 
more  adequate  authority  to  do  their  jobs. 
I  believe  It  will  be  found  to  be  most  de- 
sirable to  extend  the  authority  in  that 
act.  which  expires  April  1,  1953.  as  one 
of  the  steps  needed  to  as8iu%  continued 
progress  in  increasirg  the  efficiency  with 
which  the  executive  branch  is  managed. 

TAX  P3LJCT 

I  have  always  held  that  the  Govern- 
ment's fiscal  policy  sliould  aim  at  pro- 
moting the  stable  gn)wth  of  our  economy. 
This  means  that  normally  in  times  of 
high  employment  and  rising  national  in- 
come the  Federal  Government  should 
operate  with  a  balanced  budget. 

In  the  years  follovi  Ing  the  end  of  World 
War  II.  when  the  economy  was  operating 


at  ft  full-employment  level,  my  budget 
messages  called  for  balanced  budgets  and 
debt  reduction.  During  the  four  fiscal 
years  1947  through  1950,  the  Govern- 
ment had  an  over-all  net  surplus  of  4.3 
billion  dollars. 

After  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Ko- 
rea, I  recommended  that  we  finance  our 
rearmament  effort  on  a  pay-as- we- go 
basis.  In  response  to  my  recommenda- 
tions, the  Congress  raised  tax  rates  in 
1950  and  again  In  1951.  These  tax  in- 
creases were  substantial.  They  helped 
produce  a  budget  surplus  in  the  fiscal 
year  1951,  but  they  have  not  met  our 
subsequent  revenue  requirements.  The 
fiscal  year  1952  ended  with  a  deficit  of 
4  billion  dollars.  A  deficit  of  5.9  billion 
dollars  is  now  estimated  for  the  current 
fiscal  year.  An  even  larger  deficit,  9.9 
billion  dollars,  is  estimated  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954. 

Under  present  law,  a  number  of  the 
tax  Increases  enacted  in  1950  and  1951 
will  terminate  in  1953  and  1954.  The 
excess-profits  tax  on  cor];x)rations  is 
scheduled  to  expire  on  June  30,  1953. 
Under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951.  the  rate 
increases  on  individuals'  income  will  ter- 
minate on  December  31,  1953,  and  the 
increases  in  normal  rates  on  corpora- 
tions' income  will  expire  on  March  31, 
1954.  Virtually  all  of  the  excise  tax  rate 
increases  under  this  act  will  also  expire 
on  March  31.  1954.  The  purpose  of  the 
Congress  in  setting  termination  dates  was 
to  assure  early  review  of  the  tax  in- 
creases enacted  after  Korea.  Responsi- 
bility for  this  review  falls  on  this  session 
of  the  Congress. 

If  the  increases  are  allowed  to  expire 
as  scheduled,  the  Government  will  lose 
about  2  billion  dollars  In  revenue  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954.  The  full  effect  of  the 
expirations  will  be  an  annual  revenue 
loss  of  approximately  four  times  this 
amount. 

The  continuing  Increase  in  expendi- 
tures for  national  security  and  the  pros- 
pect of  a  substantial  deficit  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954  pose  an  immediate  and  serious 
problem  In  tax  policy.  While  I  do  not 
wish  to  make  any  specific  reconunenda- 
tlons.  I  do  wish  to  make  It  clear  that  in 
my  judgment  it  would  not  be  wise  to  plan 
for  a  large  budget  deficit  during  a  period 
when  business  activity,  civilian  employ- 
ment, and  national  income  are  reaching 
unprecedented  heights.  The  course  of 
prudence  and  wisdom  would  be  to  con- 
tinue to  strive  for  a  balanced  budget  and 
a  pay-as-we-go  policy  in  our  rearma- 
ment program. 

In  its  consideration  of  the  level  of  tax 
rates,  I  hope  the  Congress  will  also  give 
serious  consideration  to  improving  the 
equity  of  the  tax  system.  The  injustices 
and  loss  of  revenue  arising  out  of  loop- 
holes in  the  tax  laws  shotild  be  elimi- 
nated. Confidence  In  the  equity  of  tax 
laws  is  essential  in  a  democracy. 

BXTDCrr  KXCZIFT8 

The  following  table  shows  the  source 
of  estimated  budget  receipts  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954,  compared  to  revised  estimates 
of  receipts  for  the  current  fiscal  jrear  and 
actual  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year  1952. 
The  estimates  for  1954  are  based  on  pres- 
ent tax  laws. 
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Item 

1952 
actual 

IP.M 
esti- 
mated 

1954 

esti- 
mated 

Direct  taxes  on  Individuals: 

Individual  income  taxes 

Estate  and  gift  taxes 

Eircct  taxes  on  corporations: 

Income  and  exci-ss  profits 

taxes 

Kicises 

Customs. 

129.880 
833 

21.467 

8,893 

550 

3.560 

259 

735 

10 
1.803 

-X  .Vfl 
-Z302 

$33,  5.M 
80S 

23.700 

»,7«5 

690 

4,000 
171 
G50 
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1,745 

-4.000 
-Z51I 

m  394 
940 

23.300 
tt,8«0 

Employn-ent  taxes: 
Fclersl  Insiirance  Contri- 
butions .\ct   , . 

4  298 

Federal  Unemployment 
Tax  Act 

Rftilroad  Retirement  Tax 
Art 

290 

060 

11 

Railroad  I'n employment 
Insunince  Act 

Miscellaneous  receir  ts 

Deduct: 
Appropriation  to  Federal 
old-ape  nnd  srrvivors  in- 
surance trust  fund 

Refunds  of  receipts 

2,180 

-4.  MS 
—2.  559 

Budget  receipts 

62,128 

68,697 

68,665 

BORSOWINC  AND  THl  PUBLIC  DEBT 

On  the  basis  of  the  present  fiscal  out- 
look and  existing  tax  laws,  the  public 
debt  is  expected  to  Increase  from  259  bil- 
lion dollars  at  the  beginning  of  the  cur- 
rent fiscal  year  to  about  264  billion  dol- 
lars by  June  30. 1953,  and  274  billion  dol- 
lars by  June  30,  1954. 

Last  spring  substantial  revisions  both 
from  the  standpoint  of  Increased  rate 
and  increased  intermediate  yields  were 
announced  in  the  savings  bond  pro- 
gram, designed  to  put  these  widely  held 
Issues  on  a  basis  more  nearly  compara- 
ble with  alternative  investments.  Hold- 
ers of  almost  three-quarters  of  the  ma- 
turing savings  bonds  are  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  new  arrangements  under 
which  interest  continues  to  accrue  on 
bonds  not  presented  for  cash  redemption 
at  maturity. 

KXPENDnXrOES    AKD    AUTHOUZATIONS    BT    MAJOB 

rcNcnoH 

The  following  table  shows  estimated 
expendittires  and  recommended  new 
obligational  authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954,  classified  by  major  function.  It 
also  compares  estimated  expenditures  in 
the  fiscal  year  1954  with  revised  esti- 
mates for  the  current  fiscal  year  and 
with  actual  expenditures  in  1952.  A 
more  detailed  breakdown  of  expendi- 
tures and  new  obligational  authority  by 
major  function  is  contained  in  special 
analysis  B.  in  part  IV  of  this  document. 

Expenditures  and  authorizatiOTis   by  major 
functions 

[Fiscal  years.    In  millions] 
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1954 

Military  services -.. 

1            1 
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The  estimates  for  1954  include  several 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of  re- 
ceipts, authorizations,  and  expenditures 
relating  to  foreiern  credits  and  currencies 
for  which  no  comparable  figures  appear 
in  the  1952  and  1953  totals. 

Until  now  foreign  credits  and  curren- 
cies have  been  available  to  certain  agen- 
cies without  the  normal  processes  of 
budgeting.  Recent  legislation  requireii 
that  foreign  credits  be  budgeted  and  re- 
ported in  the  same  manner  as  regular 
funds  of  the  Government.  This  step  is 
desiraMe  in  order  to  obtain  adequate  con- 
trol over  the  use  of  such  credits,  to  pro- 
mote elTective  utilization  of  the  foreign 
credits  on  hand  or  otherwise  available 
in  lieu  of  dollars,  and  to  make  full  dis- 
closure of  the  Government's  financial  op- 
erations in  the  budget  totals. 

Accordingly,  this  budget  includes  ap- 
propriation estimates  for  the  dollar 
equivalent  of  the  agencies'  estimated  use 
of  foreign  currencies  in  1954.  The  ap- 
propriations would  be  used  to  purchase 
foreign  currencies  from  the  Treasury  as 
they  are  required  for  expenditure.  These 
transactions  will  add  the  same  amount  to 
both  budget  receipts  and  expenditures, 
and  will  therefore  have  no  effect  on  the 
deficit. 

MCLITAXT   BZBVICXS 

This  year  we  are  budgeting  for  the 
fourth  fiscal  year  following  the  attack 
on  Korea.  During  the  past  30  months, 
we  and  our  allies  of  the  United  Nations 
have  been  fighting  and  holding  the  Com- 
munist aggressors.  In  addition,  we  have 
been  expanding  our  Armed  Torces  toward 
larger  goals — 21  Army  divisions,  3  Ma- 
rine divisions,  a  Navy  of  408  combatant 
ships  with  air  support,  and  an  Air  Force 
of  143  wings.  This  is  an  expensive  pro- 
gram, but  our  national  security  depends 
on  it.  We  cannot  afford  to  lower  these 
goals  until  the  free  world  is  secure 
against  the  Communist  menace. 

In  order  to  appraise  properly  the 
budgetary  impact  of  our  rearmament 
program,  it  is  necessary  to  examine  the 
four  fiscal  years  1951  through  1954  as  a 
single  time  span,  and  to  bear  in  mind 
the  relationship  between  new  obliga- 
tional  authority  and  expenditures.  In 
the  fiscal  year   1951,  new  obligational 


authority  for  the  military  functions 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  totaled 

48.2  billion  dollars,  and  in  1952  it  reached 

60.3  billion  dollars.  In  the  current  fis- 
cal year,  it  is  expected  to  drop  to  48.1 
billion  dollars,  and  I  am  recommending 
a  further  reduction  to  41.2  billion  dollars 
for  1954. 

Because  of  the  long  lead  time  involved 
in  military  procurement,  expenditures 
for  most  types  of  weapons  and  equipment 
occur  many  months  after  the  Congress 
has  enacted  the  authority  for  their  pur- 
chase. Thus,  as  a  re.sult  of  the  1952 
peak  of  new  obligational  authority  ex- 
penditures are  expected  to  reach  their 
peak  in  the  fiscal  year  1954.  If  we 
maintain  the  force  level  I  am  recom- 
mending in  this  Budget,  expenditures 
for  the  military  functions  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  should  begin  to  decline 


In  the  fi.scal  year  1955  and  should  con- 
tinue to  decline  until  they  reach  the  level 
required  to  keep  our  Armed  Forces  in  a 
state  of  readiness.  On  the  basis  of 
present  rough  estimates,  that  level  may 
be  in  the  neighborhood  of  35  to  40  bil- 
lion dollars  annually. 

In  addition  to  the  military  functions  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,  the  military 
services  category  includes  certain  sup- 
porting activities  such  a.s  the  stockpiling 
of  strategic  and  critical  materials,  the 
research  programs  of  the  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  for  Aeronautics,  and 
the  Selective  Service  Sy.stem.  Expendi- 
tures for  all  programs  'n  the  military 
services  category  are  estimated  at  46.3 
billion  dollars  in  the  fiscal  year  1954. 
This  Is  an  increase  of  1.9  billion  dollars 
over  1953  and  6.6  billion  dollars  over 
1952. 
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Military  personnel:  Expenditures  for 
military  personnel  are  for  the  pay.  sub- 
sistence, clothing,  and  transportation  of 
our  Armed  Forces.  This  budget  pro- 
vides for  an  average  strength  of  more 
than  3.6  million  service  men  and  women, 
an  increase  of  more  than  2.1  million 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Korean  con- 
fiict  and  slightly  above  the  average  pro- 
vided for  in  the  1953  budget. 

Despite  the  slight  increase  in  average 
strength,  expenditures  for  military  per- 
sonnel in  the  fiscal  year  1954  are  ex- 
pected to  be  200  million  dollars  less  than 
in  1953  since  expenditures  in  1953  in- 
clude outlays  for  a  retroactive  combat- 
duty  pay  and  mustering-out  pay. 

As  a  result  of  two  amendments  to  the 
1953  Department  of  Defense  Appropria- 
tion Act  placing  percentage  limitations 
on  olBcer  grades  and  restricting  the  re- 
tirement of  officers,  the  Department  has 
been  unable  to  administer  our  military 
personnel  program  In  the  best  interests 
of  the  Government  and  the  men.  One 
amendment,  which  limits  the  proportion 
of  officers  of  each  rank,  unduly  restricts 
the  fiexibility  of  the  services  in  assign- 
ing rank  commensurate  with  responsi- 
bility. Apparently  intended  to  slow 
down  promotions  of  officers  in  the  higher 
ranks,  it  has  had  its  greatest  Impact  on 


tho.se  in  the  lower  ranks.  The  second 
amendment  discourages  the  voluntary 
retirement  of  certain  officers  when  it 
might  be  in  the  best  long-run  interests 
of  both  the  Government  and  the  officers 
to  encourage  some  of  these  retirements. 
It  has  the  damaging  long-range  effect 
of  limiting  the  number  of  career-minded 
young  junior  officers  from  whom  we 
must  draw  our  future  military  leaders 
and  on  whom  we  must  depend  for  the 
future  effectiveness  of  our  military 
forces.  While  I  am  in  .sympathy  with  the 
basic  purpose  of  these  two  amendments. 
I  believe  they  are  doing  more  hann  than 
good.  Therefore.  I  believe  they  should 
be  repealed  as  soon  as  possible. 

Operation  and  maintenance:  To  oper- 
ate and  maintain  the  divisions,  ships, 
and  aircraft  of  our  Military  Estabhsh- 
ment  in  the  fiscal  year  1954, 1  am  recom- 
mending 10.3  billion  dollai-s  in  new  ob- 
ligational authority.  This  is  800  mil- 
lion dollars  le.ss  than  the  amount  esti- 
mated for  1953.  and  2.1  billion  dollars 
less  than  the  amount  enacted  for  1952. 
The  decline  is  due  primarily  to  the  fact 
that  the  Congress  has  already  provided 
a  large  part  of  the  funds  needed  to  fill  the 
pipeline  for  supplying  our  expanded 
forces,  to  complete  the  rehabilitation  of 
our  military  installations,  and  to  pur- 
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chase  a  mobilization  reserve  of  spare 
parts  and  soft  goods.  Expenditxires  for 
operation  and  maintenance  are  esti- 
mated at  10.6  billion  dollars,  which  is 
800  million  dollars  mere  than  the  esti- 
mate for  1953.  The  1954  estimate  makes 
no  specific  allowance  for  additional  costs 
that  would  result  from  the  continuation 
of  combat  operations  in  Korea. 

Major  procurement  and  production: 
The  Congress  has  already  authorized 
most  of  the  funds  needed  Initially  to 
purchase  aircraft,  ships,  vehicles,  artil- 
lery, weapons,  amriunitlon,  guided  mis- 
siles, electronics,  and  other  major  items 
of  military  equipment  for  our  defense 
buildup.  A  large  part  of  this  equipment 
has  been  placed  on  order  and  is  in  pro- 
duction. Deliveries  are  increasing  sub- 
stantially. However,  additional  funds 
are  required  to  bring  us  closer  to  our 
armed  force  goals  and  to  replace  weap- 
ons and  equipment  that  are  worn  out, 
obsolescent,  or  destroyed  or  consxmied 
in  battle. 

In  this  budget  I  am  recommending  14.2 
billion  dollars  of  new  obligational  au- 
thority for  major  procurement  and  pro- 
duction, compared  with  19.8  billion  dol- 
lars estimated  for  1953  and  29.2  billion 
dollars  enacted  for  1952.  About  58  per- 
cent of  my  1954  recommendation  is  for 
aircraft,  about  34  percent  is  for  artil- 
lery, ammunition,  and  other  major  items, 
and  nearly  8  percent  is  for  shipbuilding. 
Expenditures  for  major  procurement 
and  production,  which  largely  refiect  de- 
liveries, are  expected  to  reach  a  peak  of 
17.4  billion  dollars  in  the  fiscal  year 
1954.  Under  our  present  production 
plans,  they  should  thereafter  begin  to 
decline  gradually  toward  the  level  nec- 
essary to  keep  our  Armed  Forces 
equipped  with  modern  weapons. 

In  this  budget,  as  in  the  1953  budget, 
maximum  reliance  is  placed  on  main- 
taining a  continuing  fiow  of  production 
along  with  the  ability  to  expand  that 
production  rapidly  if  necessary,  rather 
than  on  the  accumulation  of  large  re- 
serves of  weapons  and  equipment.  In 
general,  the  production  of  reserve  stocks 
for  full  mobilization  is  scheduled  at 
tlie  minimum  rate  which  would  preserve 
as  many  of  our  existing  military  pro- 
duction lines  as  possible  in  operation 
for  a  long  period  in  the  future.  A  note- 
worthy exception  to  the  application  of 
this  general  principle  is  ammunition, 
for  which  additional  funds  may  be  re- 
quired in  the  spring  of  1953  unleas  it 
becomes  clear  that  combat  consvimption 
will  cease  during  the  calendar  year. 

Military  construction:  To  properly 
house,  train,  supply,  and  deploy  our  ex- 
panded military  forces,  it  has  been  nec- 
essary to  repair,  rehabilitate,  and  con- 
struct military  installations  from  which 
our  forces  operate.  For  the  three  fiscal 
years  1951  through  1953,  Congress  has 
enacted  8.7  billion  dollars  of  new  obliga- 
tional authority  for  this  purpose.  An 
additional  700  million  dollars  Is  recom- 
mended in  this  budget  for  building  proj- 
ects which  have  already  been  authorized 
by  the  Congress,  but  for  which  funds 
have  not  yet  been  provided.  Almost  all 
of  this  700  million  dollars  is  for  Air 
Force  bases  in  the  United  States  and 
overseas.    Nearly  60  percent  of  the  post- 


Korean  military  construction  program 
has  been  for  Air  Force  operating  bases 
here  and  abroad.  These  are  necessary 
to  accommodate  the  increased  number 
of  air  wings  which  are  being  formed. 
The  problem  of  the  need  for  additional 
authorizations  is  being  studied  by  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

Although  the  new  obligational  author- 
ity recommended  for  1954  is  considerably 
below  the  amount  enacted  in  each  of  the 
preceding  3  years,  expenditures  for 
military  construction  are  expected  to  rise 
from  2.3  billion  dollars  in  the  current 
fiscal  year  to  2.7  billion  dollars  in  1954 
as  work  already  under  way  nears  com- 
pletion. 

Civilian  components:  The  civilian 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces  consist 
of  the  Organized  Reserve,  the  Army  Na- 
tional Guard,  the  Air  National  Guard, 
and  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps. 
These  units  provide  the  trained  nucleus 
around  which  a  rapid  expansion  of  our 
active  military  forces  could  be  accom- 
plished in  a  minimum  time.  This  budget 
provides  for  an  increase  in  the  strength 
of  our  civilian  components  receiving  drill 
pay  from  845,000  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  1953  to  978,000  at  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  1954,  because  an  increasing 
number  of  men  who  are  released  from 
active  service  are  becoming  members  of 
the  civilian  components. 

Research  and  development:  As  a  re- 
sult of  research  and  development  work 
done  in  the  past  few  years,  our  forces 
are  now  being  equipped  with  many  new 
types  of  weapons  and  equipment  far  su- 
perior to  those  of  WorM  War  II.  Addi- 
tional new  and  improved  weapons  are 
now  going  into  production,  and  we  are 
making  intensive  efforts  to  perfect  still 
others  which  will  contribute  directly  to 
our  military  strength  in  the  years  im- 
mediately ahead.  These  new  develop- 
ments will  eventually  give  our  forces 
capabilities  far  beyond  those  of  the 
present.  Advances  in  almost  every  field 
of  science  are  being  applied  to  weapons 
and  techniques  of  warfare.  These  de- 
velopments are  complex  and  costly,  and 
the  time  required  to  translate  new  ideas 
into  practical  military  weapons  is  long. 
Our  gratification  in  the  progress  we  are 
making  must  be  sobered  by  the  realiza- 
tion that  parallel  developments  are  im- 
doubtedly  under  way  behind  the  iron 
curtain. 

Expenditures  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  research  and  development 
art  estimated  at  1.6  billion  dollars  in 
1954.  an  increase  of  200  million  dollars 
over  1953. 

Industrial  mobilization:  The  industrial 
mobilization  activities  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  include  (1)  the  maintenance 
of  reserve  industrial  plants  and  tools, 
(2)  engineering  and  management 
studies  to  improve  manufacturing  meth- 
ods and  to  reduce  the  quantities  of  the 
scarce  critical  materials  now  being  used, 
and  (3)  mobilization  planning  in  con- 
junction with  other  agencies  to  insure 
the  availability  of  industrial  capacity 
which  can  be  expanded  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  total  mobilization.  All  of 
these  programs  are  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  a  strong  mobilization 
base. 


Since  Korea,  our  military  procvu-ement 
program  has  added  to  our  mobilization 
base,  and  the  need  for  separate  indus- 
trial mobilization  activities  has  thereby 
been  reduced.  However,  there  are  still 
deficiencies  in  our  capacity  to  swing  rap- 
idly into  full-scale  production  of  the  mili- 
tary items  needed  in  wartime.  A  study 
is  now  being  made  to  determine  the  na- 
ture and  extent  of  these  deficiencies. 

For  the  purpose  of  filling  such  gaps  in 
the  mobilization  base,  I  am  recommend- 
ing that  500  million  dollars  be  appro- 
priated to  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
purchfuse  the  plants,  tools,  and  produc- 
tive facilities  that  would  be  needed. 
Most  of  this  fund  will  be  used  to  acquire 
tools  and  facilities  beyond  those  needed 
for  currently  planned  procurement.  The 
requested  amovmt  will  be  adequate  for 
the  first  year,  but  additional  amoimts 
may  be  needed  later. 

A  second  problem  of  industrial  readi- 
ness concerns  the  maintenance  of  exist- 
ing elements  of  the  mobilization  base. 
As  the  production  and  procurement  of 
military  equipment  decline  during  or 
after  the  fiscal  year  1954,  a  part  of  the 
expanded  capacity  for  producing  mili- 
tary items  will  be  converted  to  civilian 
production,  or  otherwise  disappear  from 
the  mobilization  base.  Steps  should 
therefore  be  taken  to  prevent  such  loss. 
The  cost  of  acquiring  these  facilities  will 
be  borne  by  this  new  fund  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  100  million  dollars  sus  well 
as  by  regular  appropriations  to  the  De- 
partment of  Defense. 

It  should  be  made  clear  that  present 
legislative  authority,  and  the  funds  here- 
in requested,  will  not  meet  the  needs  of 
the  mobilization  base  outside  the  capac- 
ity which  is  directly  related  to  the  pro- 
duction of  military  items.  For  other  ele- 
ments of  the  base,  such  as  certain  kinds 
of  basic  industrial  facilities,  new  legis- 
lation and  funds  may  be  needed. 

Stockpiling:  During  the  fiscal  year 
1954,  it  is  estimated  that  nearly  900  mil- 
lion dollars  worth  of  strategic  and  criti- 
cal materials  will  be  added  to  our  stock- 
pile. By  the  end  of  1954  our  stockpile 
inventory  will  be  valued  at  5.5  billion  dol- 
lars in  June  1952  prices.  This  is  more 
than  double  the  value  of  our  stockpile 
inventory  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
1950,  and  represents  nearly  75  percent 
of  our  total  objective,  which  amounts  to 
7.4  billion  dollars. 

ZNTXBNATIONAL  SKCTTRrTT  AlfD  rOKKICN 
KEU^TIONS 

The  budget  recommendations  for  in- 
ternational security  and  foreign  rela- 
tions are  designed  to  further  the  com- 
mon effort  of  the  United  States  and 
other  free  nations  to  establish  the  foun- 
dations for  lasting  peace  and  security. 
In  this  joint  undertaking,  we  are  helping 
our  allies  to  build  the  strength  needed 
by  them  and  by  us  to  resist  the  forces 
which  jeopardize  the  peace  and  threaten 
our  security.  If  this  aid  is  to  be  effective. 
It  must  meet  the  particular  and  most 
urgent  needs  of  each  individual  country. 
In  some  instances,  it  consists  largely  of 
the  weapons  necessary  for  the  expansion 
of  military  strength.  In  others,  it  takes 
the  form  of  goods,  services,  and  the 
technical  skills  needed  to  help  millions 
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of  people  In  their  struggle  against  pov- 
erty, disease,  and  starvation— conditions 
which  create  unrest  and  Invite  subver- 
sion. By  providing  this  assistance,  we 
are  helping  ourselves  Just  as  much  as  we 
are  helping  our  allies.  When  the  mem- 
bers of  a  flood-threatened  community 
join  together  to  build  a  dike,  each  man's 
effort  helps  to  protect  his  own  house  as 
well  as  his  neighbor's. 

During  the  past  2  years,  \mder  the 
mutual  security  program,  we  have  made 
significant  progress  in  helping  our  allies 
to  achieve  greater  military  strength, 
economic  growth,  and  political  stability. 
I  am  confident  that  the  Congress,  by  ex- 
tending the  Mutual  Security  Act,  will 
make  It  possible  to  continue  this  progress. 

The  magnitude  and  duration  of  future 
grant  aid  programs,  and  the  attainment 
of  the  long-range  objectives  of  our  for- 
eign economic  policy,  will  depend  on  the 
success  of  efforts  to  increase  the  level  of 
United  States  imports,  and  United 
States  private  and  public  investment 
abroad. 

International  security  and  foreign  relations 
fFlw'Hl  years.    In  milliotivl 
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Military  and  economic  assistance: 
This  budget  includes  7.6  billion  dollars 
In  new  obllgational  authority  for  the  mu- 
tual security  program,  1.1  billion  dollars 
more  than  the  Congress  enacted  for  the 
fiscal  year  1953.  This  increase  is  re- 
quired primarily  because  of  the  urgent 
need  to  help  our  allies  meet  certain  criti- 
cal deficiencies  in  equipment  and  sup- 
plies for  their  armed  forces.  Another 
factor  is  the  necessity  of  expanding  our 
efforts  to  deal  with  critical  economic 
problems  in  the  underdevelof>ed  areas  of 
the  world. 

As  of  November  1,  1952.  wo  had  ship- 
ped to  our  allies  more  than  3  billion  dol- 
lars worth  of  weapons  and  military 
equipment,  including  17,230  tanks  and 
combat  vehicles.  92,700  military  trans- 
port vehicles.  1,403.213  small  arms  and 
machine  gims.  19,843  artillery  pieces  for 
the  ground  forces,  432  naval  vessels,  and 
2,673  aircraft.  Deliveries  are  rising,  and 
in  the  fiscal  year  1954  are  expected  to  rise 
still  further. 

In  Europe,  economic  assi.stance  has 
beeu  an  indispensable  factor  in  expand- 
ing aUitary  forces.     In  the   underde- 


veloped areas  of  the  world,  our  economic 
and  technical  assistance  has  been  an  im- 
portant element  in  helping  to  raise  food 
production.  Improve  health  standards, 
and  increase  the  technical  knowledge 
needed  to  build  stronger  economic  and 
political  institutions. 

Aid  to  Europe:  During  the  fiscal  year 
1954  our  aid  will  enable  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization  to  improve 
the  combat  effectiveness  and  increase  the 
size  of  present  land,  naval,  and  air  forces. 
A  year  ago.  firm  goals  for  December  1952 
were  set  at  50  divisions.  4.000  front  line 
operating  aircraft,  and  1.600  naval  ves- 
sels. These  goals  are  now  being  reviewed 
by  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiza- 
tion in  Paris. 

As  new  units  are  added  to  the  grow- 
ing defense  budgets  of  our  NATO  allies 
it  becomes  increasingly  important  to 
weigh  carefully  the  added  military 
strength  achievec  against  the  new  eco- 
nomic burden  which  is  incurred.  Euro- 
pean defense  exp>enditures  have  more 
than  doubled  .since  Korea  and  are  con- 
tinuing to  increase.  In  .spite  of  this  ef- 
fort, the  European  nations  are  still  un- 
able to  provide  and  maintain,  out  of  their 
own  resources,  all  the  complex  and  ex- 
pensive modern  weapons  required  by 
their  armed  forces.  The  mutual  security 
program  helps  to  provide  the  crucial 
margin  of  resources  they  need. 

An  increasing  volume  of  the  required 
weapons  and  equipment  is  being  pur- 
chased in  Europe  under  United  States 
contract.  This  off-shore  procurement  is 
essential  to  the  expansion  of  military 
production  capacity  in  Europe.  Such  ca- 
pacity will  not  only  increase  the  ability 
of  our  European  allies  to  provide  their 
own  weapons  in  the  years  ahead,  but  also 
will  support  prolonged  combat  operations 
in  the  event  of  aggression.  IXiring  the 
fiscal  year  1952.  contracts  for  offshore 
procurement  totaled  621  million  dollars. 
In  the  current  fiscal  year,  this  amount  Is 
expected  to  nearly  double.  This  bud- 
get assumes  a  further  increase  in  the  fis- 
cal year  1954. 

Economic  aid  will  be  needed  by  sev- 
eral European  countries.  Piance  will 
need  this  type  of  assistance  in  order  to 
meet  her  NATO  commitments  and  still 
continue  her  fight  against  the  Commu- 
nist guerrillas  in  Indochina.  The  United 
Kingdom  also  will  need  economic  as- 
sistance to  carry  forward  her  expanded 
defense  effort  in  the  face  of  a  severe 
drain  on  her  dollar  reserves.  Some  eco- 
nomic aid  also  will  be  needed  by  other 
European  nations  to  enable  them  to  fill 
critical  gaps  in  the  NATO  defenses. 

Assistance  to  other  areas  of  the  free 
world:  In  areas  outside  of  Europe  there 
are  many  friendly  nations,  containing 
nearly  half  of  the  earth's  population  and 
much  of  its  material  wealth,  which  are 
struggling  against  conditions  that 
threaten  their  continued  existence  as 
free  nations.  Our  economic  and  tech- 
nical assistance  is  helping  the  people 
of  these  nations  to  help  themselves — to 
develop  the  economic  and  political 
strength  required  to  combat  the  threat 
of  Communist  imperialism.  Where  nec- 
es-sary,  we  are  supplying  military  aid  to 
help  these  nations  resist  aggression  and 
thereby  secure   time  for  the  economic 


vul- 


changes  which  will  make  them  1< 
nerable  to  subversion. 

In  the  Middle  East,  we  are  assistinR 
In  the  relief  of  Arab  refugees  through 
our  contribution  to  the  United  Nations 
refugee  agency.  Point  4  technical  as- 
sistance is  being  provided  most  coun- 
tries in  the  Middle  East  to  help  them  ex- 
pand and  strengthen  their  economies. 
In  some  instances,  notably  Israel  and 
certain  Arab  states,  this  technical  as- 
sistance is  supplemented  by  Umited 
economic  aid. 

In  Indochina,  our  military  assistance 
has  been  a  crucial  factor  in  strengthen- 
ing the  troops  of  FVance  and  the  Asso- 
ciated States  of  Vietnam.  Laos,  and 
Cambodia  in  their  fight  against  a  power- 
ful, Communist-led  revolt.  The  securi- 
ty of  the  island  of  Formosa  has  been 
rnarkedly  increased.  The  Conmiunist- 
led  uprising  in  the  Philippines  has  been 
reduced  to  small  proportions  through 
the  energetic  efforts  of  the  Philippine 
Government,  aided  by  United  States 
military  equipment.  Further  military 
assistance  is  needed  if  these  countries 
are  to  continue  their  resistance  to  ag- 
gression. 

Our  economic  assi.stance  to  India  and 
to  other  nations  in  A.sia  is  helping  them 
to  continue  the  progress  they  have  al- 
ready made  toward  alleviating  famine 
and  disease — the  necessary  first  .steps  in 
their  efforts  to  improve  the  living  con- 
ditions of  their  f>eoples.  These  coun- 
tries can  make  a  vital  contribution  to 
the  strength  of  the  free  world  if  their 
economic  development  programs  are 
given  the  extra  momentum  which  out- 
i.ide  aid  can  provide. 

In  Latin  America  the  United  States 
has  helped  finance  economic  develop- 
ment mainly  through  loans  from  the 
Export-Import  Bank.  This  area  also 
offers  attractive  fields  for  private  United 
States  investment,  which  in  the  calendar 
year  1951  increased  by  nearly  200  million 
dollars.  In  order  to  further  economic 
development  in  Latin  America,  the 
United  States  has  for  a  number  of  years 
extended  technical  as.sistance  on  a  grant 
basis  for  certain  projects  undertaken 
jointly  with  Latin-American  govern- 
ments. 

Conduct  of  foreign  affairs:  The  ef- 
ficient functioning  of  our  diplomatic  and 
consular  missions,  and  our  extensive  par- 
ticipation in  the  United  Nations  and 
other  international  organizations,  con- 
stitute vital  links  in  the  chain  of  interna- 
tional security  which  we  are  seeking  to 
forge. 

Expenditures  for  the  conduct  of  for- 
eign affairs  in  the  fl.scal  year  1954  are 
estimated  at  302  million  dollars,  an  in- 
crease of  42  million  dollars  over  the  cur- 
rent year.  This  increase  is  due,  first,  to 
the  fact  that  the  dollar  equivalent  of  for- 
eign currencies  spent  by  the  United 
States  is  included  in  the  1954  estimate 
for  the  first  time;  second,  to  the  added 
workload  of  investigations  and  clear- 
ances required  by  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  of  1952  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  visas  and  passports 
in  the  United  States  and  at  our  overseas 
mi-ssions;  and  third,  to  an  anticipated 
Increase  in  expenditures  for  construe* 
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tion  of  overseas  radio  facilities  for  the  400  million  dollars  in  loan  commitments 

Voice  of  America.  have  been  made,  as  well  as  grants  for  the 

I  have  repeatedly  emphasized  the  Im- .  exploration  of  mineral  resources,  for  the 

portance   of   our   overseas   information  subsidization  of   high-cost   production, 

and  education  program.    In  this  budget  and  for  the  purchase  of  equipment  to  be 

I  am  recommending  appropriations  of  leased    to    defense    contractors.     The 

135  million  dollars  to  continue  and  ex-  transactions     already     approved     total 

pand  this  vital  work.  about  6  billion  dollars,  and  additional 

iiNANCE.  couusMct.  AND  iNDUsT«T  transactions   totaling   2    billion   dollars 

The  vast  expansion  of  our  productive  Jl^^   ^  authorized.    Since   most   of 

capacity  which  we  have  achieved  since  ^^  assistance  either  will  not  involve 

Korea    would    not    have    been    possible  ^,!,^7?'"*"^,  expenditures  or  will  be  re- 

without  the  authority  granted  under  the  £!\1J^L"*^  "i^^*  "^  *^ V  '^''Pf^^^i° 

Defense  Production  Act.    To  assure  fir-  ^j!^  than  800  million  dollars.    In  addi- 

ther  progress  toward  our  mobilization  "on.  a  substantial  volume  of  private  de- 

^oals.  I  believe  it  is  necessary  to  continue  I'L"!!?'^"?"^"  ^^''^  ^^''^  ^"^^  ^r""^" 
Vk,  »„,c-iofi«r.  tK.rn.inK  tK«  flc/..!  ».•>.•  antecd  and  large  investments  in  defense 
this  legislation  through  the  fiscal  year     ,„.,,;,,-  w         v^     stimulated  hv  wr- 

1 954.  including  authority  to  allocate  crit-     J^?,:lTa^Jl^LI^  ^f  JSl' 

ical  materials  and  equipment,  provide  in-     ™tV  JSieTts  for  tax  pTrS^^^^ 

TXn 'a;id'surzfnncei':^'g'^r^^  BXt^^xi^ndftui^sZ^expansion  of 

duction.  and  stabilize  pi  ices,  wages,  and  j-#«„_„  r...,^^...,,**^^  <«  »k«  «ic..»i ..»«.  mcit 

.       XT«    „«...,   »Kii»«»i/%r.oi    .,.»K».i*.r  defense  production  in  the  fiscal  year  1954 

rents.     No   new   obligational    authority  __^   «..,»iV«o»«w    »♦    nnn    ,~ini«„    ^^n...,. 

n  u-  ^„«w„^  ♦«  ^.^,.iA^  «.,o«.™i«i  »/  are   estimated    at   200    million   dollars. 

will  be  needed  to  povideflnancial  as-  i^^jj      .^om    commitments    already 

sistance  for  expanding  defense  produc-  ^^^^      gj^^^  ^^^^     j  ^       j     „^^     /_ 

tion.  but  54  million  dollars  has  been  in-  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  completed    new  com- 

c-luded  in  this  budge    for  administering  ^jin^ents  are  expected  to  decline  sub- 

production  and  stabilization  and  export  stantiallv 

*^'^»i'°^^.v,       nn  ♦    ♦  tv,    loc^  Small   buslness :   The  Small   Defense 

More  than  90  percent  of  the  1954  ex-     pj^^^^  Administration,  the  Department 

pt-nditures  for  finance    commerce,  and     of  Commerce,  and  other  Federal  agencies 

industry  programs  will  be  for  the  pro-     ^^e  helping  small   businesses   to   make 

motion  of  defense  production  and  eco-     ^^eir  full  contribution  to  the  defense  ef- 

nomic  stabilization.    These  expenditures     tori.     Under  a.i  agreement  between  the 

are  expected  to  decline  in  1954  as  mill-     g^^jj    offense    Plants    Administration 

tary  and  economic  expansion  goals  are     ^nd  the  Department  of  Defense,  more 

achieved.  ^^^n  2O0  million  dollars  in  defense  con- 

Finance.  commerer.  and  industry  tracts  has  already  been  reserved  exclu- 

iKisrii  years.    In  millions]  slvcly  for  Small  firms.    The  total  amount 

of  defense  contracts  going  to  small  busi- 
ness is.  of  course,  substantially  larger. 
The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion has  made  many  loans  to  small  busi- 
nesses which  have  not  been  able  to  obtain 
private  credit.  Nearly  300  of  these  loans, 
amounting  to  37  million  dollars,  have 
been  made  upon  recommendation  of  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration. 

Business  loans  and  guarantees:  New 
lending  activity  under  the  regular  busi- 
ness loan  authority  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  has  been 
sharply  reduced  from  the  levels  prevail- 
ing before  Korea.  The  1954  budget  as- 
sumes no  significant  increase  in  new 
loans.  Accordingly,  the  Corporation 
plans  to  close  a  number  of  local  offices, 
maintaining  only  small  information 
units  to  provide  advice  and  assistance 
to  loan  applicants. 

TKANBPOITATION    AND  COMMUNICATION 

Federal  programs  in  the  fields  of 
transportation  and  communication  are 
designed  to  help  assure  that  these  im- 
portant services  are  adequate  to  meet 
the  needs  of  a  peacetime  economy,  as 
well  as  possible  mobilization  needs  in 
the  event  of  war.  In  carrying  out  these 
programs,  the  Government  provides  fa- 
cilities and  services  which  private  enter- 
prise cannot  suitably  supply,  grants  sub- 
sidies where  authorized,  and  regulates 
economic  and  safety  aspects  of  trans- 
portation and  communications  opera- 
tions. In  the  fiscal  year  1954.  expendi- 
tures for  these  programs  are  estimated 
at  2  billion  dollars,  or  40  million  dollars 
below  the  level  for  1953.  This  reduction 
Is  due  mainly  to  an  expected  decline  in 
ship  construction  expenditures. 
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Expansion  of  defense  production:  Un- 
dtr  the  authority  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  and  related  legislation,  the 
Government  has  offered  a  wide  variety  of 
incentives  to  private  industry  to  expand 
defense  production  and  to  broaden  the 
economic  base  for  any  future  mobiliza- 
tion effort.  Producers  of  aluminum,  cop- 
per, machine  tools  and  other  critical 
commodities  have  received  long-term 
purchase  commitments  totaling  about 
3  5  billion  dollars  to  guarantee  markets 
for  the  output  of  their  new  facilities,  and 
the  Government  has  lx>ught  1.5  billion 
dollars  of  scarce  materials  for  resale  to 
private    business.    In    addition,    nearly 


Transportation  and  communication 
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Merchant  marine:  Tlirough  subsidies 
for  ship  construction  and  operation,  the 
Government  helps  to  maintain  an  active 
maritime  industry  adequate  to  the  needs 
of  defense  and  commerce.  In  recent 
years,  this  continuing  subsidy  program 
has  been  supplemented  by  emergency 
measures  arising  from  defense  mobiliza- 
tion needs,  The  Maritime  Administra- 
tion, for  example,  is  building  35  cargo 
ships  of  advanced  design  to  meet  special 
defense  requirements  for  high-speed 
ocean  transportation.  This  program  will 
be  largely  completed  during  the  fiscal 
year  1954.  The  reduction  in  expendi- 
tures for  this  emergency  program  will 
be  partly  offset  by  the  cost  of  building 
other  ves.sels  which  I  believe  should  be 
started  in  the  fiscal  year  1954.  An  ap- 
propriation of  108  million  dollars  is  rec- 
ommended for  construction  of  four  pas- 
senger-cargo ships  needed  for  commer- 
cial operation  on  essential  trade  routes, 
and  an  appropriation  of  11  million  dol- 
lars for  the  construction  of  a  prototype 
high-speed  tanker  incorporating  design 
features  important  for  defense  opera- 
tions. Experience  gained  from  the  pro- 
totype project  will  enable  the  Maritime 
Administration  to  expand  construction 
of  thia  type  of  ship  rapidly  in  the  event 
of  a  future  emergency. 

Since  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in 
Korea,  the  emergency  operation  of  Gov- 
ermnent-owned  cargo  ships  by  the  Na- 
tional Shipping  Authority  has  helped  to 
overcome  a  world-wide  shortage  of  ship- 
ping capacity.  As  the  shortage  of  pri- 
vate capacity  has  eased,  the  Government 
has  steadily  withdrawn  from  this  opera- 
tion, and  has  returned  its  ships  to  inac- 
tive status  in  the  reserve  fleet.  By  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1954.  only  about  50 
ships  will  remain  in  active  operation 
under  this  prograjn.  as  compared  to  a 
maximum  of  538  during  the  fiscal  year 
1952.  This  budsM  incltxks  funds  to 
maintain  the  reserve  fleet  in  a  conditjon 
to  meet  any  future  emergency. 
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Navigation  aids  and  facilities:  Con- 
struction of  navigation  facilities  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  is  limited  in  this 
budget  to  projects  already  under  way, 
and  to  those  which  should  not  be  de- 
ferred any  longer  in  view  of  national 
defense  requirements  or  essential  civilian 
needs.  To  permit  the  efficient  handling 
of  essential  water-borne  traffic,  five  new 
starts  are  recommended,  including  the 
Warrior  River  Lock  and  Dam  in  Ala- 
bama for  the  replacement  of  obsolete 
and  structurally  unsound  locks,  and  har- 
bor improvements  at  New  York,  Duluth- 
Superior,  Redwood  City,  Calif.,  and 
Portland.  Maine.  In  addition,  an  exten- 
sion of  the  existing  sea  wall  at  the  Gal- 
veston harbor  project  will  be  started  to 
protect  a  highly  developed  urban  area. 
These  new  projects  will  Involve  a  total 
cost  of  42  million  dollars,  of  which  an 
estimated  4  million  dollars  will  be  spent 
in  the  fiscal  year  1954.  Maintenance 
activity  on  existing  projects  is  being  held 
to  minimum  levels  required  to  permit 
continued  operation  and  prevention  of 
excessive  deterioration. 

Highways:  Federal  assistance  for  hip.h- 
waj'  improvement  is  provided  principally 
through  grants  to  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments. Construction  activity,  which 
had  been  retarded  by  the  steel  shortage 
and  other  factors,  has  expanded  consid- 
eiably  in  recent  months.  As  a  result. 
Federal-aid  exE>enditures  for  highway 
construction  are  exp>ected  to  increase 
from  417  million  dollars  in  the  fiscal  year 
1952  to  511  million  dollars  in  1953.  and 
540  million  dollars  in  1954. 

The  level  of  highway  grants  in  any 
given  year  is  determined  by  legislative 
authorizations  previously  enacted  by  the 
Congress  and  by  the  volume  of  State  and 
k>cal  construction  activity  on  Federal- 
aid  road .  systems.  Therefore  there  is 
little  control  over  the  expenditure  level 
of  this  program  through  the  budget 
process.  For  example,  the  funds  in- 
cluded in  this  budget  for  the  fiscal  year 

1954  represent  merely  an  estimate  of  the 
grants  that  will  be  required  to  meet  com- 
mitments incurred  under  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  of  1950.  The  Highway 
Act  of  1952  increased  the  annual  au- 
thorization from  500  million  dollars  to 
575  million  dollars  and  will  cause  ex- 
penditures to  increase  in  the  fiscal  years 

1955  and  1956. 

In  addition  to  Federal-aid  highway 
grants,  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  will 
spend  50  million  dollars  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954  for  other  highway  programs, 
such  as  forest  highways  and  access  roads 
to  defense  plants,  military  installations, 
and  sources  of  strategic  materials. 

Aviation:  Despite  major  technological 
and  financial  gains  in  recent  years,  the 
aviation  industry  is  still  in  a  develop- 
mental stage,  and  continues  to  need  sub- 
stantial Federal  assistance  in  order  to 
realize  its  full  potential  growth.  Such 
aid  is  provided  principally  through  the 
Federal  airways  program,  grants-in-aid 
for  airport  construction,  and  airline  sub- 
sidies. 

In  keeping  w^ith  the  general  restric- 
tion on  public  works  activity  during  this 
emergency,  airport  construction  grants 
to  State  and  local  governments  have 


been  curtailed  in  recent  years.  With  the 
continued  growth  of  air  traffic,  serious 
airport  inadequacies  have  developed.  To 
permit  increased  Federal  assistance  for 
the  most  urgently  needed  projects,  it  is 
recommended  that  new  obligational  au- 
thority for  this  ijrogram  be  increased 
from  the  14  million  dollars  enacted  for 
the  fiscal  year  1953  to  30  million  dollars 
for  1954. 

Subsidies  for  airline  operation  are  now 
merged  with  com]jensation  for  carrj-ing 
mail,  and  are  included  in  postal  expend- 
itures. However,  recent  studies  by  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  provide  for  the 
first  time  an  oCBcial  estimate  of  the  co.st 
of  this  subsidy  program.  For  the  fiscal 
year  1954,  it  is  estimated  that  airline  sub- 
sidies will  amoun'  to  71  million  dollars, 
or  slightly  more  :,han  half  of  the  total 
air-mail  payments. 

Postal  services  With  pre.sently  au- 
thorized rates,  th:?  postal  deficit  for  the 
fiscal  year  1954  is  estimated  at  6C9  mil- 
lion dollars,  about  the  same  as  in  1953. 

Unless  postal  rutes  are  increased,  the 
fiscal  year  1954  wi  1  be  the  sixth  con.secu- 
tive  year  in  which  the  postal  deficit  will 
exceed  one-half  billion  dollars.  The 
largest  part  of  these  deficits  results  from 
the  grossly  inadequate  postal  rates  beini; 
charged  for  ma^a;:ines  and  other  second- 
class  mail,  and  for  advertising  circulars 
and  other  third-c'.ass  mail. 

I  have  repeatecly  urged  the  Conpress 
to  relieve  the  taxpayers  of  this  unneces- 
sary burden  by  increasing  postal  rates 
sufficiently  to  reduce  the  postal  deficit  to 
the  cost  of  handlins  Government  mail, 
airline  subsidies,  iiid  other  items  which 
are  properly  cha  geable  to  general  tax 
revenues — a  cost  m  the  neighborhood  of 
170  million  dollars. 

Regulations:  Ri?cent  reductions  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  regulatory  agen- 
cies— particularly  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  and  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission — have  se- 
riously impaired  their  ability  to  carry  out 
the  responsibilities  assigned  to  them  by 
law.  The  administrative  expenditures  of 
these  agencies  aie  small  in  relation  to 
the  importance  o:  their  activities  to  the 
Nations  economy  This  budget  provides 
moderate  increases  for  these  agencies  to 
enable  them  to  overcome  serious  back- 
logs of  pending  cises,  and  to  deal  more 
effectively  )^ith  emerging  new  problems. 

NATURE L    RESOURCES 

Expenditures  for  natural  resources 
programs  in  the  liscal  year  1954  are  es- 
timated at  4.1  billion  dollars,  an  increase 
of  727  million  dollars  over  the  current 
fiscal  year  and  11  billion  dollars  over 
1952.  Almost  all  of  this  increase  is  in 
the  atomic  energy  program,  which  will 
account  for  two-thirds  of  the  expendi- 
tures for  natural  resources  in  1954. 
Other  major  expenditures  will  be  for 
flood  control,  irrigation,  and  multiple- 
purpose  river  basin  development,  includ- 
ing related  power  facilities.  The  re- 
maining expenditures  will  be  largely  for 
the  management  and  development  of  the 
national  forests,  parks,  and  public  lands, 
and  for  our  mineral  resources  program. 

The  money  we  spend  for  the  orderly 
conservation,  development,  and  use  of 
our  natural  resoui  ces  represents  a  sound 


Investment.  In  mr  ny  cases  the  activities 
are  wholly  or  partially  self-liquidating. 
But  what  is  more  important,  they  con- 
tribute to  our  military  strength  and  to 
long-range  economic  progress.  They 
are  prerequisite  in  many  fields  to  the 
needed  expansion  of  private  investment. 
While  exercising  the  utmost  economy  in 
these  programs.  I  believe  we  should  al- 
low for  some  work  made  urgent  by  the 
continuing  drain  on  our  resource  base 
and  by  the  postponement  of  needed  de- 
velopment during  and  since  World  War 

II. 
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Atomic  energy:  Ten  years  ago.  .scien- 
tists wcrkmi^  at  the  University  of  Chi- 
cago under  Federal  spon.sorship  broufiht 
about  the  world's  first  nuclear  chain  re- 
action. Since  then,  our  efforts  in  the  de- 
velopment of  atomic  energy  have  of 
necessity  been  devoted  primarily  to 
meetinK  the  needs  of  national  security. 
Two  major  expansions  of  facilities  for 
the  production  of  fissionable  materials 
and  atomic  weapons  have  been  author- 
ized by  the  Congress  since  the  attack  on 
Korea.  The  first  was  authorized  in  the 
fi.scal  year  1951  and  the  second  early  in 
the  fiscal  year  1953.  The  ri.se  in  atomic 
enerfjy  expenditures  results  largely  from 
construction  work  on  the  new  facilities. 
As  a  result  of  this  expansion,  our  abilitv 
to  meet  the  threat  of  aggression  will  be 
significantly  increased. 

The  new  obligational  authority  which 
I  am  recommending  for  1954  is  substan- 
tially less  than  the  amount  enacted  for 
the  current  fiscal  year,  because  the  bulk 
of  the  construction  funds  needed  to 
finance  the  expansion  programs  has  al- 
ready been  provided.  However,  I  am 
recommending  an  increa.se  in  funds  for 
operations.    These  funds  will  provide  for  • 


1953 
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increases  in  our  reserve  of  atomic  weap- 
ons and  for  the  development  and  testing 
of  improved  weapons.  I  am  also  recom- 
mending an  increase  in  funds  for  the 
development  of  atomio  power  for  naval 
ships.  The  keel  of  the  first  nuclear- 
powered  submarine  was  laid  last  sum- 
mer. The  funds  recommended  for  air- 
craft reactor  research  will  enable  this 
program  to  proceed  at  an  effective  pace. 

Research  in  the  peacetime  uses  of 
atomic  energy  shows  steady  progress.  We 
have  developed  new  techniques  in  med- 
ical research,  and  substantial  progress 
has  been  made  in  the  fields  of  physics, 
chemistry,  and  biology.  This  research 
will  continue  in  1954.  This  budget  also 
provides  for  continuir.g  research  in  the 
development  of  atomic  reactors  for  the 
production  of  electric  power — a  program 
which  promises  to  ha^'e  a  major  impact 
on  future  power  developments. 

Land  and  water  resources:  In  the  fis- 
cal year  1954.  the  Federal  Government 
will  spend  1.1  billion  dollars  for  the  de- 
velopment of  land  and  water  resources. 
More  than  half  of  this  amount  will  be 
for  the  133  river  basin  development  proj- 
ects and  units  now  under  construction  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the 
Corps  of  Engineers.  Much  of  this  work 
is  multiple-purpose  djvelopment  for  ir- 
rigation, flood  contro  .  navigation,  and 
hydroelectric  power,  creating  substantial 
benefits  for  industry  a:'id  agriculture  and 
making  an  imp>ortant  contribution  to  de- 
fense. Seven  flood-control  projects  and 
seven  irrigation  projects  or  units  will  be 
substantially  completed  during  the  year. 

The  major  pan  of  the  task  of  devel- 
oping our  river  basins  is  still  ahead  of 
us.  I  believe  we  should  no  longer  defer 
certain  flood-control  and  power  proj- 
ects which  we  have  rei)eatedly  postponed 
since  the  beginning  of  World  War  II. 
I  am  therefore  recommending  funds  in 
the  1954  budget  for  starting  construction 
on  eight"  new  projects  and  five  additions 
to  existing  projects,  where  planning  is 
for  the  most  part  «ell  advanced  and 
where  there  is  clear  economic  justifica- 
tion. This  new  work  is  required  to  pro- 
tect impKjrtant  areas  which  are  highly 
vulnerable  to  floods,  or  to  meet  defense 
or  essential  civilian  power  needs  in  criti- 
cal shortage  areas.  The  ultimate  cost  of 
these  new  projects  and  features  is  esti- 
mated at  325  million  dollars,  of  which 
about  16  million  dollars  will  be  spent  in 
the  fiscal  year  1954.  Funds  also  have 
been  included  in  this  budget  for  advance 
planning  of  some  higji-priority  projects 
already  authorized  by  the  Congress. 

Six  of  the  new  projects  I  am  recom- 
mending are  for  flood  control.  These 
include  Toronto  Res'^rvoir  in  Kansas. 
and  five  local  protectic  n  works  at  Wheel- 
Ing-Benwood  on  the  Ohio,  Sny  Basin  in 
Illinois,  Lake  Pontchartrain  in  Louisi- 
ana, Cape  Girardeau  in  Missouri,  and 
on  the  Little  Missouri  River  near  Mur- 
freesboro.  Ark. 

This  budget  also  includes  funds  to  en- 
able the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  to 
start  construction  of  a  steam-electric 
plant  in  the  western  p>art  of  the  system, 
and  to  begin  installation  of  additional 
units  in  the  Kingston  and  John  Sevier 
steam-electric   plants-    These   facilities 


are  required  to  meet  the  growing  power 
needs  of  the  area  for  defense,  industrial, 
and  domestic  purposes.  I  also  recom- 
mend that  construction  be  started  on  Ice 
Harbor  lock  and  dam  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest  and  that  work  begin  on  the 
installation  of  power  facilities  in  thtee 
reclamation  projects.  These  are  the 
Deer  Creek  power  plant  of  the  Provo 
River  project  in  Utah,  the  American 
Palls  power  division  of  the  Minidoka 
project  in  Idaho,  and  the  Roza  power 
plant  in  the  Yakima  project  in  Washing- 
ton. I  also  believe  that  the  Congress 
should  authorize  the  Hells  Canyon  power 
project  in  the  Pacific  Northwest. 

The  situation  regarding  the  St.  Law- 
rence project  is  somewhat  different  now 
from  what  it  has  been.  When  the  last 
Congress  did  not  approve  the  1941  Ca- 
nadian-United States  agreement  calling 
for  joint  construction  of  both  the  sea- 
way and  ipower  phages  of  the  project. 
Canada  and  the  United  States  proceeded 
with  alternate  arrangements,  under 
which  the  main  river  control  works  nec- 
essary for  power  development  would  be 
built  by  appropriate  entities  in  the  two 
countries,  and  Canada  would  build  the 
necessary  additional  works  to  provide  a 
deep  waterway  between  Montreal  and 
Lake  Erie  on  the  Canadian  .«ide  of  the 
International  boundary.  As  I  have  re- 
peatedly informed  the  Congress,  I  regard 
these  alternate  arrangements  as  much 
less  desirable  than  the  1941  agreement 
but  in  the  absence  of  congressional  ac- 
tion they  represent  the  only  way  to  get 
the  project  built. 

The  alternate  arrangements  are  well 
along.  The  International  Joint  Commis- 
sion has  approved  the  plans  for  the  main 
dams  and  control  structures  in  the  Inter- 
national Rapids  section  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence River.  The  Province  of  Ontario  is 
ready  to  construct  the  Canadian  share 
of  these  works.  Applications  are  pend- 
ing before  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion for  a  license  to  build  the  United 
States  share.  The  Government  of  Can- 
ada is  prepared  to  construct  the  water- 
way. Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Canadian  Government  has  informed  us 
that  they  consider  it  no  longer  practica- 
ble to  revert  to  the  1941  agreement. 

I  believe,  however,  that  there  is  still  an 
opportunity  for  the  United  States  to  join, 
as  we  should  have  long  ago,  in  building 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway.  If  the  new 
administration  and  the  new  Congress 
propose  practical  arrangements  for 
sharing  the  cost  and  the  construction  of 
the  seaway,  I  believe  the  Canadians  will, 
even  at  this  late  date,  admit  us  to  part- 
nership in  the  seaway.  I  hope  very 
strongly  that  this  will  be  done,  for  it  is 
clearly  in  the  best  interest  of  both  coun- 
tries that  this  important  waterway  along 
our  common  boundary  should  be  built 
and  controlled  by  both  countries  to- 
gether. 

Water  resources  policy:  In  the  past 
few  years  I  have  frequently  informed  the 
Congress  of  the  need  for  new  concepts 
and  procedures  to  modernize  the  out- 
dated ways  of  handling  our  water  re- 
sources development.  I  have  supported 
efforts  to  plan  and  operate  water  re- 
sources projects   on   a   regional   basis. 


From  time  to  time  I  have  reported  to  tl^e 
Congress  that  certain  projects  failed  to 
meet  standards  for  sound  Federal  invest- 
ment, and  have  indicated  that  present 
Federal  law  is  in  need  of  clarification  or 
revision. 

In  1950  I  established  the  Water  Re- 
sources Policy  Commission  to  examine 
these  problems  and  report  their  findings 
to  me.  At  my  request,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  been  making  an  intensive 
study  of  the  Commission's  findings,  rec- 
ommendations, and  legislative  proposals, 
working  with  representatives  of  other 
Federal  agencies  and  consulting  with 
State  and  interstate  bodies  and  private 
associations. 

Also  at  my  request,  the  Director  of  the 
Budget  has  recently  established  uniform 
standards  and  procedures  to  be  used  in 
reviewing  proposed  water  resources  pro- 
grams and  projects.  These  guides  will 
strengthen  and  improve  Executive  Office 
review  of  water  resources  development 
proposals.  However,  major  changes 
must  be  made  in  present  Federal  legisla- 
tion before  up-to-date  pohcies  for  com- 
prehensive development  of  water  re- 
sources can  be  made  fully  effective. 

I  also  suggest  that  the  Congress  may 
wish  to  study  its  own  machinery  for  deal- 
ing with  water  and  related  land  resources 
programs  in  order  to  provide  a  sounder 
basis  for  consideration  of  interrelated, 
multiple-purpose  programs. 

A  year  ago,  I  established  a  Missouri 
Basin  Survey  Commission  to  study  the 
policies  and  organizational  problems  in- 
volved in  the  water  resources  develop- 
ment of  this  basin,  the  scene  of  two  seri- 
ous floods  within  the  past  2  years.  The 
forthcoming  report  of  this  Commission 
should  make  a  substantial  contribution 
to  the  sound  program  planning  and  im- 
proved administration  needed  for  the 
balanced  development  of  this  large  basin. 

AGRICULTURE  AND  AGRICULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Our  agricultural  programs  are  de- 
signed primarily  to  achieve  three  related 
goals:  First,  to  preserve  a  healthy  farm 
economy;  second,  to  conserve  and  im- 
pi'ove  our  soil  resources;  and  third,  to 
assist  farmers  in  attaining  the  high  level 
of  production  necessary  to  meet  the  food 
and  clothing  needs  of  our  people. 

Net  expenditures  for  agricultural  pro- 
grams in  the  fiscal  year  1954  are  esti- 
mated at  1.8  billion  dollars,  116  million 
dollars  lower  than  the  estimate  for  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

Agriculture  and  agricultural  resources 
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Stabilization  of  farm  prices  and  in- 
come: Expenditures  for  stabilization  of 
farm  prices  and  income  are  made  under 
the  agricultural  price-support  program, 
the  International  Wheat  Agreement,  the 
permanent  appropriation  for  removal  of 
surplus  agricultural  commodities,  the 
Sugar  Act,  and  the  Federal  crop  insur- 
ance program. 

Net  expenditures  fcr  price  support, 
made  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion, represent  primarily  the  excess  of 
outlays  for  loans  and  purchases  over 
loan  repayments  and  proceeds  from  sales 
of  inventories.  Whether  the  Corpora- 
tion has  net  receipts  cr  net  expenditures 
In  any  particular  fiscal  year  depends 
mainly  on  factors  affecting  the  supply 
and  demand  for  ccmmodities  under  price 
support — such  as  the  acreage  planted, 
weather  conditions,  food  needs  in  this 
country  and  abroad,  and  general  eco- 
nomic conditions.  Estimated  expendi- 
tures of  729  million  dollars  in  1954.  in- 
cluding the  costs  of  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement,  are  72  million  dol- 
lars below  the  current  estimate  for  1953. 
This  is  due  largely  to  an  expected  decline 
in  outlays  for  wheat,  offset  in  part  by 
increased  outlays  for  com.  The  substan- 
tial change  between  the  net  receipts  in 
1952  and  the  large  estimated  expendi- 
tures in  1953  is  accounted  for  mainly  by 
the  increase  in  corn  and  wheat  produc- 
tion and  the  decrease  in  wheat  exports 
between  the  2  years. 

The  present  International  Wheat 
Agreement  expires  on  July  31.  1953. 
Fnirther  negotiations  for  its  extension 
will  be  undertaken  this  nfonth.  This 
budget  assumes  that  United  States  par- 
ticipation in  the  agreement  will  be  con- 
tinued. 

I'inancing  farm  ownership  and  opera- 
tion: Agricultural  credit  programs  sup- 
plement private  credit  sources.  The 
loan  programs  of  the  Farmeiij'  Home 


Administration  help  new  farmers  and 
low-income  farmers  unable  to  obtain 
credit  from  other  sources  to  develop  and 
operate  efficient  family-size  farm  units. 
Despite  the  numerous  applications  for 
these  loans,  othpr  budgetary  require- 
ments impel  me  to  recommend  that  the 
program  be  kept  to  approximately  the 
same  level  as  in  "ihe  fiscal  year  1953. 

The  programs  supervised  by  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration — including  the 
activities  of  the  Federal  land  banks.  Fed- 
eral intermediate  credit  banks,  produc- 
tion credit  corporations,  and  banks  for 
cooperatives — arc  also  directed  toward 
achieving  more  elficient  family-size  farm 
operations,  and  toward  the  development 
of  farmers"  cooperatives. 

Financing  rural  electrification  and 
rural  telephones:  The  rural  electrifica- 
tion program  has  made  great  strides 
since  its  inception  in  1935.  Less  than  11 
percent  of  all  farms  had  the  benefit  of 
central  station  electric  service  in  that 
year;  less  than  L2  percent  were  without 
this  service  on  Jane  30.  1052.  The  loan 
program  which  1  am  recQmmendm'.j  for 
rural  electrificat  on  is  30  million  dollars 
less  than  in  11  Cv  but  it  allows  135  mil- 
lion dollars  for  lurther  progress  toward 
bringing  electriciiy  to  the  Nation's  farm.s. 

The  1950  cens.is  showed  that  only  38 
percent  of  our  f  f  rms  had  telephone?^ — a 
smaller  percentage  than  in  1920.  Fur- 
therinore.  many  farms  with  telephones 
had  unreliable  .service.  I  am  therefore 
recommending  an  increa.se  of  30  million 
dollars  in  the  k  an  program  for  rural 
telephones. 

Conservation  of  asrricultural  land  and 
water  resources  From  the  lon:4-run 
view,  conservation  of  our  soil  resources 
is  the  most  important  of  our  agricultural 
goals.  Without  adequate  con.servation 
measures,  neiihei  a  hi£;h  level  of  produc- 
tion nor  a  healthy  farm  economy  can  be 
long  maintained. 

For  this  reason  I  recommend  that  the 
advance  authoriiation  for  the  agricul- 
tural conservatic:i  payments  procram  in 
the  crop  year  19.)4  be  continued  at  the 
250-million-dollar  level  authorized  by  the 
Congress  for  the  1953  crop  year.  I  am 
al.so  recommending  an  increase  of  2  mil- 
lion dollars  in  che  Soil  Conservation 
Service  appropriation  to  provide  techni- 
cal services  to  new  soil-con'^ervation  dis- 
tricts, which  are  Ijeing  established  at  th? 
rate  of  about  125  each  year.  This  is  the 
minimum  procra.na  which  I  feel  is  com- 
patible with  the  sound  management  of 
our  soil  resource.';. 

EiTective  soil  and  water  con.servation 
is  an  indispensable  part  of  our  Nation's 
efforts  to  prevent  and  control  floods.  By 
increasing  the  amount  of  water  held  on 
the  land  on  which  it  falls,  by  slowing  the 
rate  of  runoff,  and  by  controlling  the 
course  which  the  water  takes  in  major 
watersheds,  we  net  only  prevent  loss  and 
improve  the  prod  activity  of  the  soil,  but 
we  also  lessen  the  danger  of  flood  dam- 
age and  siltation  on  the  main  streams. 
Thus  far.  however,  flood-prevention  ef- 
forts of  this  kind  in  the  upper  reaches 
of  our  rivers  have  generally  lagged  be- 
hind the  flood -coritrol  work  we  have  been 
doing  on  the  main  streams.  For  that 
reason  this  budget  recommends  appro- 
priations of  22  mi  lion  dollars  to  acceler- 
ate   upstream    flood-prevention    work. 


compared  with  8  million  dollars  in  the 
current  fiscal  year.  Fourteen  million 
dollars  of  the  total  amount  recommended 
for  1954  will  be  allotted  to  the  11  water- 
.sheds  on  which  work  was  begun  in  1947; 
8  million  dollars  will  be  for  work  to  be 
started  on  .seven  new  watersheds  and  for 
investigations  and  surveys.  The  com- 
mencement of  work  on  the  new  water- 
sheds is  recommended  because  it  will  not 
onlv  have  important  flood  prevention 
and  conservation  benefits,  but  also  be- 
cau?e  it  will  enhance  the  '  alue  of  down- 
.stream  projects  constructed  by  the  Corps 
of  En'-zineers.  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion, and  non-Federal  interests.  The  18 
watersheds  on  which  work  is  either  being 
done  or  is  propo.'-ed  in  this  budget  repre- 
sent only  a  ,«mall  fraction  cf  the  agri- 
cultural and  forest  lands  en  which  worlc 
needs  to  be  done. 

Re^eaich  and  other  agriculturnl  serv- 
ices: Expenditures  for  research  and 
other  continuing  ba.sic  .services  for  ag- 
riculture, such  as  extens'on  work  and 
in-ect  and  pest  control,  are  expected  to 
increa.'-e  frrm  147  milhon  dollars  in  the 
fiscal  year  1953  to  l.')4  million  dollars  in 
1J)54,  This  is  die  larixelv  to  constru''- 
tion  of  the  laboratory  for  research  on 
foot-and-mouth  di;  ea'^e  for  which  the 
Con'-iess  appropriated  funds  la'-t  year. 
Also.  I  am  reoommendin','  increases  in  a 
few  of  the  most  es.'^ential  research  ac- 
tivities, such  as  the  Federal  vrant  to 
SUte  experiment  stations,  marketin'? 
re'^e.irch  under  the  Agricultural  Mar- 
keting Act.  and  research  on  plants  and 
animals  and  on  insect  and  disea.>^e  con- 
trol. 

LABOR 

The  labor  programs  of  the  Federal 
Government  help  to  promote  the  effec- 
tive u.se  of  our  manpower  resources, 
uhich  is  nece.s.sary  for  the  .stren;-!then- 
in;-;  of  our  military  defences  and  for  the 
continued  vigorous  growth  cf  our  econ- 
omy. These  pro'uams  furni.^h  ba^-ic 
economic  protection  to  the  working 
force  aa.iinst  the  hazards  of  unemploy- 
ment, safeguard  workers  a^ain-t  sub- 
.-^tiindard  wages  and  working  conditions, 
bring  together  the  job  opportunity  and 
the  job  seeker,  and  speed  tl-.e  movement 
of  manpower  into  defen.^e  industries. 

In  the  fiscal  year  1954,  expenditures 
for  labor  programs  are  estimated  at  268 
million  dollars.  Ei.uhty  percent  of  this 
amount  wiii  be  for  direct  grants  to  the 
States  for  the  admini.'  tration  of  employ- 
ment sfrvice  and  unemployment  com- 
pensation programs,  including  the  re- 
cently establi.'-hed  unemployment  com- 
pensation program  lor  veterans.  In- 
creases in  the^e  gran:s  will  account  for 
mo.it  of  the  ri'^e  in  labor  expenditures 
over  1953.  Small  increases  are  recom- 
mended to  st:engthen  Federal  labor- 
management  relations  activities  and  to 
enable  the  Department  of  Labor  to  co- 
operate with  the  SLate.s  in  finding  more 
effective  ways  to  deal  with  the  distress- 
ing economic  and  social  problems  of  mi- 
gratory farm  workers  and  their  families. 
In  addition,  increases  in  appropriations 
fcr  employment  service,  industrial  safe- 
ty, and  apprentice  training  programs 
are  recommended  to  enable  the  Depart- 
ment to  continue  work  previously  fi- 
nanced throuLh  ii  special  appropriation 
for  defence  pioduciion  activities. 
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Placement  and  un  'mployment  com- 
pensation administration:  Fart  of  the 
estimated  increase  in  grants  to  the  States 
for  administration  cif  unemployment 
compensation  is  due  to  changes  in  legis- 
lation. The  Veterans'  Readjustment  As- 
.sistance  Act  of  1952  p.-ovides  for  unem- 
ployment compensation  payments  to 
veterans  who  do  not  find  work  after  re- 
lease from  the  Armed  Forces.  These 
payments  are  admi:iistered  through 
State  employment  security  agencies  un- 
der agreements  with  the  Secretary  of 
Labor.  Another  facto:-  in  the  increase  is 
that  the  cost  of  administering  the  Fed- 
eral-State unemployment  compensation 
program  is  greater  because  State  salary 
rates  continue  to  increase  and  the  ex- 
panded coverage  under  State  laws  results 
in  more  claims  for  un«;mployment  com- 
pensation even  though  the  general  level 
of  unemployment  remains  low.  Finally, 
experience  now  indicates  that  a  higher 
claims  load  than  was  aisumed  in  the  last 
budget  will  develop  in  1953  and  continue 
in  1954.  as  a  result  of  temporary  unem- 
ployment due  to  ind  jstry-by-industry 
adjustments.  These  increased  work- 
loads, which  could  not  be  foreseen  at  the 
time  the  1953  budget  was  prepared,  will 
require  a  suppiement.al  appropriation 
tentatively  estimated  i.t  6.7  million  dol- 
lars for  grants  U  the  States  in  the  fiscal 
jear  1953. 

Although  some  Sta'.e  unemployment 
compen.-ation  programs  have  been 
strengthened  by  ext-jnding  coverage, 
there  is  still  need  for  bf.sic  improvements 
in  the  Federal-State  .system  along  the 
lines  I  have  previously  recommended. 

More  attractive  job  opFwrtunities  in 
industry  for  the  domestic  labor  force 
make  necessary  the  recruitment  of  addi- 
tional workers  from  Mexico  for  seasonal 
farm  employment.  These  workers  are 
brought  in  under  conditions  which  pro- 
tect them  from  exploitation  and  protect 
the  employment'  oppor  unities  and  labor 
standards  of  available  United  States 
workers.  About  275,000  Mexican  workers 
will  be  needed  to  meet  farm  production 
requirements  in  1954.  Legislation  au- 
thorizing such   recruitment  expires  on 
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December  31.  1953.  I  believe  It  will  be 
necessary  to  continue  this  program. 

Labor  standards  and  training:  In- 
creasing defense  production  has  reversed 
a  downward  trend  in  accidents  on  the 
job.  In  1951,  more  than  2  miUion  work- 
ers were  injured,  resulting  in  a  loss  of 
140,000  man-years  of  working  time.  To 
reduce  these  individual  tragedies  with 
their  accompanying  losses  to  national 
production,  the  Department  of  Labor  is 
planning  to  intensify  its  safety  training 
program  in  cooperation  with  safety  or- 
ganizations, private  industry,  and  State 
and  other  Federal  agencies.  Provision 
also  is  made  in  this  budget  for  enforce- 
ment of  the  recently  enacted  Coal  Mine 
Safety  Act. 

The  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  will 
continue  to  encourage  and  assist  in  es- 
tablishing training  programs  for  appren- 
tices needed  to  meet  critical  shortages  in 
skilled  occupations  essential  to  defen.se 
production.  Greater  emphasis  will  be 
given  to  general  programs  for  training 
semiskilled  and  unskilled  workers  on  the 
job  to  increase  their  productivity  and 
skills  in  a  wide  variety  of  defense  pro- 
duction occupations. 

The  report  of  the  Commission  on  Mi- 
gratory Labor  in  1951  pointed  up  the 
unique  social  and  economic  problems  of 
migratory  farm  workers,  which  call  for 
special  attention  by  Federal  and  State 
governments  and  local  communities. 
That  report  has  stimulated  increased  in- 
terest and  action  by  a  number  of  States. 
This  budget  includes  156  thousand  dol- 
lars to  enable  the  Department  o.  Labor 
to  start  a  program  of  cooperation  with 
the  States  in  developing  more  effective 
ways  to  bring  to  these  workers  and  their 
families  a  rea.sonable  share  of  the  ad- 
vantages normally  enjoyed  by  other 
citizens. 

Unemployment  trust  fund:  Receipts  of 
the  unemployment  trust  fund  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954  are  expected  to  be 
slightly  higher  than  in  1953.  B:ncfit 
payments  are  also  expected  to  be  slightly 
higher,  because  more  unemployed  work- 
ers will  be  eligible  for  benefit  payments 
under  the  expanded  coverage  of  State 
lav.s.  even  though  it  is  assum-^d  the  level 
of  unemployment  will  remain  low. 
These  receipts  and  payments  are  not  in- 
cluded in  the  budget  totals. 

Unemployment  trust  fund 
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HOUSING  AND  COMMUNITT  DEVELOPMENT 

The  Federal  Government,  by  insuring 
and  guaranteeing  private  loans,  has 
helped  to  finance  the  construction  of 
nearly  half  of  the  7  million  new  homes 
built  since  the  end  of  World  War  II.  as 
well  as  the  purchase  and  improvement 


of  many  million  existing  homes.  A  large 
number  of  these  units  has  been  bought 
by  veterans  of  World  War  II  with  the 
assistance  of  loans  guaranteed  by  the 
Veterans'  Administration.  Since  the  at- 
tack on  Korea,  special  emphasis  has  been 
placed  on  providing  housing  and  com- 
munity facihties  in  critical  defense  areas. 
The  record  levels  of  construction  both 
before  and  since  June  1950  have  mate- 
rially improved  the  housing  of  the  aver- 
age American  citizen.  Adequate  housing 
is  still  unavailable,  however,  for  millions 
of  low-income  families. 

Net  expenditures  for  housing  and  com- 
munity development  in  the  fiscal  year 
1954  are  estimated  at  509  million  dollars, 
a  decline  of  248  million  dollars  from  the 
current  fiscal  year.  Principal  factors  in 
the  expected  decline  are  a  lower  volume 
of  mortgage  purchases  and  direct  loans 
for  veterans'  hcrusing.  and  substantial 
net  receipts  instead  of  expenditures  for 
the  public-housing  programs. 

Housing  and  community  development 
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Defense  housing  and  community  facil- 
ities: To  help  meet  tiie  most  urgent  de- 
fense requirements.  Federal  assistance 
has  been  granted  or  is  planned  for  about 
200,000  new  housing  units  in  critical 
defense  housing  areas  and  near  military 
posts.  Private  builders  are  construct- 
ing most  of  these  homes  with  the  aid  of 
liberal  Federal  mortgage  insurance 
backed  in  many  cases  by  Federal  mort- 
gage purchase  commitments. 

In  those  areas  where  private  builders, 
even  with  these  special  financing  aids, 
are  unable  to  provide  the  needed  hous- 
ing, the  Federal  Government  is  supplying 
19,000  temporary  units  to  meet  short- 
term  needs  near  defense  installations. 
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Federal  grants  and  loans  are  also  help- 
ing local  communities  to  finance  the  ex- 
pansion of  community  facilities  where 
defense  activities  have  made  such  ex- 
pansion necessary.  To  provide  a  small 
part  of  the  additional  temporary  hous- 
ing units  urgently  needed  near  military 
installations,  I  am  recommending  sup- 
plemental appropriations  of  12.5  million 
dollars  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  More- 
over, since  it  is  now  apparent  that  we 
cannot  complete  the  needed  minimum 
program  before  the  Defense  Housing  and 
Community  Facilities  Act  expires  next 
June  30,  I  believe  that  tlie  major  provi- 
sions of  the  act  should  be  extended  for 
another  year,  with  increased  authoriza- 
tions and  additional  appropriations  of 
100  million  dollars. 

Aids  to  private  housing:  Most  of  the 
private  housing  built  in  critical  defense 
housing  areas  is  being  financed  with 
mortgages  insured  by  the  Federal  Hous- 
ing Administration.  Since  the  succes- 
sive relaxations  of  real  estate  credit  con- 
trols in  1951  and  1952,  applications  for 
Federal  insurance  of  mortgages  in  other 
areas  have  been  rising  steadily.  If  this 
trend  continues,  it  is  expected  that  there 
will  be  a  need  in  the  fiscal  year  1954  for 
mortgage  insurance  commitments  to 
finance  nearly  300.000  new  housing  units. 
In  addition,  it  is  estimated  that  there 
will  be  a  need  for  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  to  insui-e  mortgages  cov- 
ering purchases  of  more  than  203,000  ex- 
isting houses  and  2  million  other  loans 
for  improvement  and  repair  of  existing 
housing.  To  meet  these  needs  will  re- 
quire increases  of  1.5  billion  doUare  in 
the  maximum  mortgage  insurance  au- 
thorizations and  500  million  dollars  in 
the  authority  to  insure  property-im- 
provement loans.  Neither  of  these  steps 
is  likely  to  increase  budget  expenditures, 
since  the  premiums  paid  for  the  insur- 
ance usually  exceed  administrative  ex- 
penses and  lo.»ses. 

The  Federal  National  Mortgage  Asso- 
ciation is  authorized  by  law  to  purclias^ 
certain  mortgages  insured  by  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration  or  guaranteed 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration.  The 
Veterans'  Administration  also  has  au- 
thority, until  June  30.  1953.  to  make  di- 
rect loans  to  veterans  in  areas  where 
guaranteed  loans  are  not  readily  avail- 
able. Over  the  past  2  years,  both  sub- 
stantial purchases  of  veterans'  housing 
mortgages  and  direct  housing  loans  to 
veterans  have  been  necessary,  because 
the  4-percent-interest  rate  on  the  guar- 
anteed mortgages  has  been  unattractive 
to  many  private  lenders.  The  expendi- 
ture estimates  in  this  budget  assume  tha: 
under  the  restrictive  policies  adopted  last 
fall  a  smaller  volume  of  veterans'  mort- 
gage purchases  will  be  neces-^ary  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954.  Purcha^^es  of  defen-^e 
housing  mortgages  are  expcctpd  to  in- 
crease under  the  additional  authority 
provided  by  the  Congress  last  summer. 

Public  housing:  Since  the  attack  on- 
Korea,  the  low-rent  public  housing  pro- 
gram has  been  held  far  below  the  aver- 
age annual  level  of  135,000  starts  author- 
ized in  1949.  For  the  fiscal  year  1953, 
the  Congress  has  limited  the  program  to 
35.000  new  units,  which  will  meet  only  a 
small  part  of  the  needs  of  low-income  ' 
families  now  living  in  sub-^tandard  units 
For  the  fiscal  year  1954.  I  am  including 


in  this  budget,  as  I  did  for  1952  and  1953. 
provisions  for  starting  a  minimum  of 
75,000  new  unit.'.. 

In  this  program,  local  authorities  con- 
struct and  operate  the  housing  units. 
The  Federal  Government  lends  the  au- 
thorities money  or  underwrites  private 
loans  to  start  construction,  and  pledges 
an  annual  contribution  to  help  maintain 
the  rents  at  levels  which  the  tenants  can 
afford.  During  the  fiscal  year  1954.  the 
local  authontie."-  expect  to  sell  substan- 
tial amounts  of  long-term  bonds  to  pri- 
vate investors,  using  the  proceeds  to 
repay  short-term  loans  from  the  Federal 
Government.  As  a  result,  receipts  are 
expected  to  exceed  expenditures  for  new 
loans  under  tins  program.  In  addition, 
the  Public  Housing  Administration  plans 
to  sell  16.000  war  hou.5ing  units  built  dur- 
ing World  War  II.  This  will  mean  a 
further  increase  in  rec?ipts. 

College  housing  loans:  In  May  1950, 
the  Congress  authorized  300  million  dol- 
lars in  loans  to  help  educational  institu- 
tions obtain  adeciuate  housing  for  their 
students  and  fac  ilty.  This  program  has 
been  held  at  low  levels  and  has  been  con- 
fined to  defens  '-related  housing  con- 
struction. However,  applications  for 
loans  which  qua  ify  under  thes?  limita- 
tions have  been  increa.'^ing.  and  expendi- 
ture.s  are  expected  to  rij.?  substantially 
in  the  fiscal  year  1954. 

Urban  development  and  redevelop- 
ment: The  broad  program  for  slum 
clearance  and  ui  ban  redevelopment  au- 
thorized by  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  has 
been  moving  slcwly.  partly  because  of 
t!ie  time  required  by  the  local  communi- 
ties to  make  specific  plans  for  projects 
which  meet  both  local  needs  and  Fed- 
eral requirements.  At  present,  about 
180  cities  are  actively  planning  projects, 
but  actual  cler.rance  and  redevelopment 
operations  have  begun  on  only  23  ap- 
proved projects  in  14  cities.  By  the  end 
of  the  fiscal  year  1954.  it  is  expected  that 
10  projects  will  be  completed  and  about 
110  others  will   be  under  way. 

Under  the  oritinal  statute,  additional 
loan  and  grant  authority  totaling  350 
million  dollars  becomes  available  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954.  However.  b:^cause  of 
the  limited  progress  of  the  program  to 
date  and  the  plans  to  use  private  funds 
to  replace  most  of  the  direct  Federal 
lending,  expendi lures  are  estimated  at 
only  33  million  dollars. 

Civil  defense:  Recent  advances  in  the 
techniques  of  warfare  make  it  impera- 
tive that  we  immediately  provide  the 
essentials  of  a  civil-defense  program. 
I  have  repeatedly  warned  that  failure  to 
do  so  could  leave  a  fatal  gap  in  our  .se- 
curity structure.  Passive  civil  defence 
of  the  World  War  II  type  cannot  be  effec- 
tive against  atomic  warfare.  Rather, 
the  emphasis  must  shift  to  strong  pre- 
attack  measure's,  the  success  of  which 
depend  largely  or.  advance  warning.  In 
this  budget,  therefore.  I  am  recom- 
mending appropriations  which  would 
enable  the  Federal  Government  to  com- 
plete the  air-raid  warning  system  in  the 
191  cities  which  are  likely  to  be  principal 
targets  in  the  event  of  an  enemy  attack 
on  the  United  States.  Because  the  effec- 
tiveness of  civil  defense  organizations 
and  techniques  depends  so  directly  on 
an  adequate  Nation-wide  warning  sys- 
tem,  the  Federal  Government  should 


pay  the  full  cost  of  the  warning  program. 
The  Government  also  should  continue 
to  accept  full  financial  respKjnsibility 
for  the  stockpiling  of  a  national  re- 
serve of  medical  and  engineering  sup- 
plies and  equipment.  The  present  50 
percent  matching  arrangement  should 
continue  for  other  civil  defense  pro- 
grams, .since  primary  responsibility  for 
organization  and  training  of  voluntary 
forces  remauLs  with  the  Stales  and 
cit.e.s. 

I  am  recommending  total  appropria- 
tion.s  of  150  million  dollars  for  civil  de- 
fense in  the  fiscal  year  1954.  Because  of 
anticipated  df^lays  in  deliveries  of  medi- 
cal and  engineering  supplies,  expendi- 
turts  are  expected  to  decline  from  84 
million  dollars  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
to  74  million  dollars  in  1954. 

EDUCATION     AND    CitNERAL     RE.SEARCH 

Expenditures  for  education  and  gen- 
eral re  earch  in  the  fiscal  yeir  1954  are 
estim.ited  at  288  mill. on  dollars,  an  in- 
crease of  16  million  dollars  from  the 
present  fiscal  year.  The.«;e  expenditures, 
of  course,  do  not  include  the  amounts 
.spent  for  education  and  research  in 
carrying  out  military,  veterans',  atomic 
energy,  and  other  programs. 

Sixty-five  percent  of  the  expenditures 
for  education  and  general  research  in 
the  fiscal  year  1954  will  be  for  grants  to 
those  local  school  districts  that  have 
boon  overburdened  by  defense  activi- 
ties. Another  10  percent  will  be  for 
grants  to  States  to  help  support  their 
vocational  education  programs  and  their 
land-grant  colleges.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment also  assists  Howard  University 
and  educational  institutions  for  the  deaf 
and  blind,  and  it  maintains  major  li- 
brary and  museum  services  at  the  Na- 
tional Capital.  Expenditures  for  gen- 
cral-purpo.se  research  are  for  the  work 
of  the  Census  Bureau,  the  National  Bu- 
reau of  Standards,  and  the  National 
Science  Foundation. 

Education  and  gene'-al  retearch 
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dened by  Federal  Government  activities 
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erty  are  estimated  at  140  million  dollars 
in  the  current  fiscal  year  and.  because 
of  the  expiration  of  Uie  law  authorizing 
these  payments,  will  decline  to  an  esti- 
mated 111  million  dollars  in  1954.  Under 
present  law.  payments  will  be  made  only 
on  applications  filed  b<'fore  last  July,  and 
expenditures  will  be  made  from  appro- 
priations now  availaale.  Nearly  1,000 
school  districts  are  being  helped  to  build 
more  than  1,200  schools  under  this  pro- 
gram. 

Payments  for  school  operating  costs 
in  overburdened  districts  and  for  chil- 
dren living  on  Federal  property  are  esti- 
mated at  76  million  dollars  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954,  a  rise  of  nearly  25  million 
dollars  over  1953.  The  increase  results 
largely  from  the  fact  that  enrollments 
and  costs  per  pupil  are  rising.  This  pro- 
gram covers  more  than  a  million  chil- 
dren in  2.600  school  districts.  The  law 
authorizing  the.^e  payments  will  expire 
on  June  30.  1954. 

These  programs  to  nid  school  districts 
affected  directly  by  defense  activities 
have  been  very  useful  They  do  not.  of 
course,  help  the  thot.sands  of  other 
."^chool  districts  which  are  struggling  with 
the  problems  of  overcrowded  schools, 
underpaid  teachers,  and  obrolete  or  in- 
adequate buildings.  I  hope  the  Congress 
will  consider  ways  and  means  of  help- 
ing the  States  to  meet  these  needs. 

National  Science  Foundation:  The  Na- 
tional Science  Found.ition  was  created 
by  the  Congress  in  recognition  of  the 
need  to  formulate  an  adequate  scientific 
research  policy  for  the  Nation,  to  remedy 
gaps  in  our  basic.  sci<?ntiflc  knowledge, 
and  to  overcome  shortages  of  .specialized 
manpower.  However,  sufficient  funds 
have  not  been  appropriated  to  permit 
the  Foundation  to  p>e:-form  these  func- 
tions effectively.  As  I  have  pointed  out 
in  previous  mes.sages.  the  Foundation 
should  become  the  primary  instrumen- 
tality through  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment gives  support  to  basic  research 
that  is  not  directly  related  to  the  statu- 
tory functions  of  other  Federal  agencies. 
For  this  rea.son.  the  Jippropriation  rec- 
ommended for  the  Foundation  in  1954 
contains  amounts  for  support  of  basic 
research  and  for  fellowships  which 
would  otherwise  be  ini;luded  in  the  esti- 
mates of  other  departments  and  agencies. 

I  urge  the  Congress,  in  the  light  of 
the.se  considerations,  to  provide  the 
Foundation  in  the  fiscal  year  1954  the 
full  15  million  dollars  authorized  by 
present  law.  The  law  should  be  amend- 
ed so  as  to  permit  a  higher  level  of  ap- 
propriations in  the  future. 

Census  Bureau:  Expenditures  for  cen- 
.sus  work  will  rise  substantially  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954  becau.'^e  the  Census  Bu- 
reau will  take  the  basic  5-year  censuses 
of  business.  tran.sportation.  manufac- 
tures, and  mineral  industries,  and  will 
begin  preliminary  work  on  the  1954  cen- 
sus of  agriculture.  As  a  result  of  im- 
provements in  th?  methods  of  collecting 
and  compiling  data,  the  total  expendi- 
ture for  the  censuses  of  business  and 
manufactures  will  be  less  than  the  last 
time  they  were  taken  despite  increases 
in  salary  rates  and  other  costs. 

SOCIAL    SECVKITT.    WELFARE.    AND    HEALTH 

Expenditures  for  sooial  security,  wel- 
fare, and  health  are  estimated  ai  2.6  bil- 


lion dollars  in  the  fiscal  year  1954,  ap- 
proximately 15  million  dollars  less  than 
the  estimate  for  the  current  year.  The 
chief  factor  in  the  expected  decline  is  a 
drop  in  expenditures  for  hospital  con- 
struction. 

More  than  half  of  the  expenditures  for 
social  security,  welfare,  and  health  are 
in  the  form  of  Federal  grants  to  the 
States  for  public  assistance.  Most  of  the 
grants  are  for  assistance  payments  to 
the  needy  aged.  At  present,  20  percent 
of  the  people  over  65  years  of  age  depend 
on  this  program  for  support. 

Social  M-curity.  tDflfare.  and  health 
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Railroad  retirement:  Budget  expendi- 
tures for  railroad  retirement  are  mainly 
transfers  of  railroad  payroll  taxes  to  a 
trust  account.  The  expenditures  for  the 
fiscal  year  1954  also  include  approxi- 
mately 35  million  dollars  as  the  final  in- 
stallment of  a  1949  appropriation  of  167 
million  dollars  from  general  revenues  to 
the  railroad  retirement  account  to  cover 
the  cost  of  granting  railroad  workers 
credit  for  time  spent  in  military  service 
during  World  War  11. 

Public  assistance:  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment makes  grants  to  the  States  to 
pay  part  of  the  cost  of  monthly  payments 
to  four  categories  of  people  in  need — 
the  aged,  the  blind,  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled,  and  dependent  children. 
In  the  fiscal  j-ear  1954.  these  grants  are 
estimated  at  1.3  billion  dollars,  the  same 
as  in  the  current  fiscal  year.  Although 
the  number  of  beneficiaries  on  State  and 
local  rolls  is  somewhat  lower  than  last 
year,  Individual  payments  have  been 
rising  steadily.  This  reflects  action  by 
the  States  to  cover  earlier  increases  in 
the  cost  of  living  and  to  provide  more 
adequate  relief.  It  also  reflects  congres- 
sional action  last  slimmer  increasing 
Federal  contribution  rates,  effective  from 
October  1.  1952,  for  a  p(?riod  of  2  years. 

The  need  for  public  assistance  should 
decline  as  more  and  more  people  acquire 
the  protection  of  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  and  qualify  for  higher  benefit 
payments.    Eighty  percent  of  the  gain- 


fully emplo3red  people  In  the  United 
States  are  now  covered  by  this  insurance. 
These  people  can  look  forward  to 
monthly  benefits  in  their  old  age  as  a 
matter  of  right,  and  at  their  death  their 
dependents  miay  also  be  entitled  to 
monthly  payments.  This  system  of  con- 
tributory social  insurance  was  designed 
as  our  principal  instrtunent  for  provid- 
ing social  security.  It  is  now  t)eginning 
to  achieve  that  position.  At  present, 
the  total  of  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance benefits  is  about  equal  to  the  com- 
bined expenditures  of  the  Federal,  State, 
and  local  governments  for  public  assist- 
ance payments  for  all  persons  in  need. 
Further  improvements  in  our  social  In- 
surance pix>gram  should  be  made;  they 
will  quicken  the  rate  at  which  public  as- 
sistance can  be  reduced  to  its  intended 
role  as  a  second  line  of  defense  against 
want,  filling  gaps  in  the  social  insurance 
program. 

Promotion  of  public  health:  Federal 
expenditures  for  all  public  health  pro- 
grams— exclusive  of  medical  care  for 
militarj*  personnel  and  veterans — are  es- 
timated at  309  million  dollars  in  the 
fiscal  year  1954.  About  half  of  this 
amount  will  be  for  grants-in-aid  to  State 
governments  and  local  communities  for 
hospital  construction,  general  health 
services,  maternal  and  child  health,  and 
the  control  of  such  major  diseases  as 
tuberculosis,  venereal  disease,  cancer, 
mental  illness,  and  heart  ailments.  Other 
'xpenditures  are  for  operation  of  Pub- 
lic Health  Service  hospitals,  for  pay- 
ments to  medical  school"  and  universi- 
ties for  medical  research  and  training, 
and  for  clinical  and  laboratory  research 
conducted  by  the  Federal  Government. 
This  budget  also  includes  appropriations 
for  grants  administered  by  the  National 
Institutes  oT  Health  to  private  and  pub- 
lic institutions  for  construction  or  majcr 
alteration  of  medical  research  facilities. 

The  expected  decline  in  expenditures 
for  these  programs  is  due  to  several  fac- 
tors. Federal  payments  for  hospital  con- 
struction grants  are  expected  to  be  32 
million  dollars  less  because  of  prior  year 
reductions  in  new  obligational  authority. 
Construction  outlays  for  health  research 
facilities  are  expected  to  drop  by  11  mil- 
lion dollars  with  completion  of  the  clini- 
cal research  center  during  the  current 
year.  Tl  ese  decreases  will  be  partly  off- 
set by  increases  in  expenditures  for  re- 
search. 

Several  problems  in  the  health  field  re- 
quire congressional  attention.  We  do 
not  have  enough  doctors,  dentists,  and 
nurses  to  serve  the  whole  population. 
Many  localities  are  without  adequately 
staffed  health  offices.  Measures  are 
needed  to  bridge  the  financial  gap  be- 
tween good  medical  care  and  the  aver- 
age family's  ability  to  pay  for  it.  Tlie 
Commission  on  the  Health  Needs  of  the 
Nation,  which  I  established  a  year  ago 
to  study  and  report  on  long-term  health 
requirements,  has  now  published  its  find- 
ings and  recommendations.  I  urge  the 
Congress  to  give  this  report  prompt  and 
careful  study  to  the  end  that  appropriate 
action  may  be  taken  to  meet  our  national 
needs. 

Aid  to  special  irroups:  Essential  im- 
provements in  hospital,  school,  and  em- 
ployment se^^^oes  for  our  4O0.OO0  native 


I 


i 


i 


'^ 

V]i^    ' 

r 

'  ;t  : 

• 

;/* 

f 

i-r. 

0 

308 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  9 


1 


;i' 


I*' 


i 
I 


Indians  will  require  some  increase  in  ex- 
penditures for  these  services  in  the  fis- 
cal year  1954.  Most  of  this  is  for  a  pro- 
gram to  provide  Indians  with  training 
for  employment  in  industry  and  agri- 
culture and  to  help  them  make  satis- 
factory adjustments  in  new  locations.  A 
small  increase  is  recommended  for  the 
Federal-State  vocational  rehabilitation 
program,  which  now  helps  about  65,000 
disabled  persons  annually  to  become  ca- 
pable of  gainful  employment.  Under 
another  federally  aided  program,  low- 
priced  school  lunches  are  now  available 
to  one-fourth  of  our  school  children. 

Trust  funds:  Each  of  the  three  major 
civilian  retirement  systems  sponsored  by 
the  Federal  Government  is  financed 
through  a  separate  trust  fund  with  pay- 
roll contributions  as  the  principal  source 
of  revenue.  For  the  fiscal  year  1954, 
receipts  in  these  trust  funds  are  ex- 
pected to  exceed  the  benefit  payments  by 
2.6  billion  dollars.  This  will  raise  the 
balances  in  the  three  accounts  to  nearly 
30  billion  dollars.  It  is  desirable  to  build 
up  reserves  now  because  the  cost  of  bene- 
fits will  increase  over  the  years  as  more 
and  more  people  become  eligible  for  re- 
tirement. The  interest  earned  by  the  re- 
serves which  are  being  accumulated  will 
help  to  meet  this  future  cost. 

Social  security,  welfare,  and  health 
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In  the  case  of  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance,  present  law  provides  for  grad- 
ual increases  in  the  tax  rate.  Effective 
January  1,  1954,  the  rate  is  scheduled  to 
rise  from  Ui  percent  to  2  percent'cach 
on  employers  and  employees. 

The  receipts  and  payments  of  these 
trust  funds  are  not  included  in  the 
budget  totals. 


VrrERANS'   SERVICES    AND   BENEFITS 

In  the  fiscal  year  1954,  the  Federal 
Government  will  spend  an  estimated  4  6 
billion  dollars  for  a  wide  variety  of  vet- 
erans' services  and  benefits,  ranging 
from  medical  and  readjustment  assist- 
ance to  service  pensions  and  burial  bene- 
fits. These  services  and  benefits  are 
provided  to  veterans  or  dependents  of 
veterans  who  died  or  were  disabled  in 
the  service,  and  in  many  instances  also 
to  veterans  without  service-connected 
injuries  or  to  their  families. 

Expenditures  for  veterans'  programs 
have  declined  38  percent  from  the  post- 
World  War  II  high  of  7.4  billion  dollars. 
However,  the  total  for  1954  continues  at 
about  the  1953  level,  and  the  outlook  for 
future  years  is  for  increases  rather  than 
decreases. 

Veterans'  services   and    benefits 
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Two  main  factors  point  to  an  upward 
trend  in  expenditures.  The  basic  factor 
is  the  rapid  growth  of  the  veteran  popu- 
lation. Since  1940  the  number  of  vet- 
erans has  increased  from  4.3  million  to 
approximately  19.8  million.  New  vet- 
erans are  now  being  discharged  at  a 
rate  of  approximately  1  million  a  year. 
If  our  Armed  Forces  continue  at  their 
present  size,  most  of  the  people  in  the 
United  States  will  eventually  be  veter- 
ans or  dependents  of  veterans. 

The  second  factor  which  points  to  an 
increase  in  outlays  is  the  extension  and 
liberalization  of  veterans'  benefits 
through  legislation.  In  the  last  10  years 
the  Congress  has  enacted  more  than  500 
laws  affecting  veterans'  benefits.  B:^- 
cause  eligibility  conditions  and  benefit 
rates  are  fixed  by  basic  statutes,  four- 
fifths  of  the  expenditures  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  are  not  subject  to 
direct  control  througli  the  budget 
process. 

I  strongly  support  the  policy  of  pro- 
viding assistance  to  veterans,  particu- 
larly those  injured  in  the  service,  in  as- 
suming their  normal  places  in  society. 
In  considering  new  veterans'  legislation, 
however,  recognition  should  'oe  given  to 
the  extensive  development  in  recent 
years  of  general  welfare  programs,  such 
as  social  security,  which  serve  both  vet- 
erans and  nonveterans.    There  is  over- 


lapping at  present  between  the  two  sets 
of  programs  which  should  be  corrected. 

Compensation  and  pensions:  It  is  esti- 
mated that  an  average  of  3,348,000  indi- 
viduals and  families  will  receive  veter- 
ans' compensation  and  pension  payments 
totaling  more  than  2.5  billion  dollars  in 
the  fiscal  year  1954.  Expenditures  for 
these  programs  are  increasing  steadily. 
Even  if  no  new  legislation  is  enacted  and 
no  allowance  is  made  for  a  further  in- 
crease of  the  veteran  population,  it  is 
estimated  that  expenditures  for  veter- 
ans' compensation  and  pensions  will 
double  in  the  next  30  to  40  years. 

In.surance  and  servicemen's  indemni- 
ties: Under  the  Servicemen  s  Indemnity 
Act  of  1951  the  Government  pays  10 
thousand  dollars  to  the  family  of  each 
sMViceman  who  dies  on  duty  or  within 
120  days  thereafter.  This  supersedes  the 
optional  .system  of  national  service  life 
insurance.  In  the  ca.se  of  policyholders 
who  acquired  national  service  life  insur- 
ance or  United  States  Government  life 
insurance  before  the  indemnity  law  was 
enacted,  the  Government  continues  to 
reimbur.se  the  trust  funds  for  deaths 
traceable  to  war  hazards.  Expenditures 
for  indemnities  are  expected  to  rise  from 
about  6  million  dollars  in  the  fiscal  year 
1952  to  nearly  15  million  dollars  in  1954, 
while  Government  payments  to  the  in- 
surance funds  are  expected  to  decline 
from  210  million  dollars  to  51  million 
dollars. 

Hospital  and  medical  care:  The  in- 
crea.se  m  current  expenses  of  the  veter- 
ans' hospital  and  medical  program  re- 
flects the  opening  of  new  hospitals  being 
completed  under  the  construction  pro- 
gram authorized  after  World  War  II. 
My  budget  recommendations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1954  provide  for  an  estimated 
daily  average  beneficiary  load  of  136.250 
in  veterans'  hospitals,  in  contract  hos- 
pitals, and  in  State  hom»6.  By  June  30. 
1934.  the  Veterans  Administration  is  ex- 
pected to  have  in  operation  170  hospitals 
and  17  domiciliary  homes.  This  budget 
includes  a  recommendation  for  new  obli- 
gational  authority  of  80  million  dollars 
to  build  the  final  four  hospitals  in  the 
cur-cnt  constiucLion  program,  and  20 
million  dollars  for  modernization,  im- 
provement, and  repair  of  existing  hos- 
pitals. 

Readju.stment  benefits:  Expenditures 
for  readjustment  benefit:  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954  are  expected  to  decline  slightly 
from  the  level  now  estimated  for  1953. 
Expenditures  for  benefits  to  World  War 
II  veterans  are  declining,  but  outlays  for 
benefit.s  to  veterans  of  the  Korean  con- 
flict are  rising,  because  the  Veterans'  Re- 
adjustment Assistance  Act  of  1952  ex- 
tended to  the  veterans  of  the  current 
emergency  benefils  similar  to  tho.'^e 
which  had  been  provided  under  the  GI 
bill  to  World  War  II  veterans.  In  the 
fiscal  year  1954  it  is  estimated  that  about 
70  percent  of  the  readjustment  expendi- 
tures will  be  for  benefits  under  the  new 
law. 

The  estimated  1954  expenditures  pro- 
vide for  an  average  enrollment  in  school, 
job,  and  farm  training  courses  of  715,000 
vetcans,  of  whom  475,000  are  expected 
to  be  veterans  of  the  Korean  conflict. 
They  also  provide  for  unemployment 
allowances  of  47  million  dollars  under  the 
new  law  for  an  estimated  weekly  aver- 
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age  of  55,200  veterans,  and  75  million 
dollars  to  cover  intei-est  gratuities  and 
losses  under  the  veterans'  loan  guaran- 
tee pi-ogram.  It  Is  expected  that  368.000 
new  loans  totaling  3.1  billion  dollars 
will  be  guaranteed  during  the  year. 

Trust  funds :  Under  the  national  serv- 
ice life  insurance  and  United  States  Gov- 
ernment life  insurance  trust  funds,  50 
billion  dollars  cf  insurance  continues  In 
force  In  about  7  million  policies  issued 
before  the  Sei-vlcemen's  Indemnity  Act 
of  1951.  In  the  three  fiscal  years  1952 
through  1954,  expenditures  from  these 
funds  are  expected  to  exceed  i-ecelpts  by 
a  decreasing  margin  as  special  dividend 
payments  decline.  The  receipts  and 
payments  of  these  trust  funds  are  not 
included  In  the  budget  totals. 

Veterans'  life  insurance  funds 
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CENEKAL  COVDINMENT 

Expenditures  in  the  general  govern- 
ment category  are  largely  for  making  and 
enforcing  laws,  collecting  taxes,  manag- 
ing the  public  debt,  administering  Fed- 
eral records  and  property,  and  for  pay- 
ments to  the  Civil  Service  retirement 
trust  fund. 

Expenditures  for  general  government 
are  expected  to  increa.se  from  1.4  billion 
dollars  in  the  current  fiscal  year  to  1.5 
billion  dollars  in  the  fiscal  year  1954. 
The  increase  Is  chiefly  due  to  higher  Fed- 
eral payments  to  the  Civil  Service  retire- 
ment system  and  to  increa.sed  expendi- 
tures for  maintenance  and  repair  of 
Government  buildings. 

Federal  financial  management:  Under 
the  reorganization  plan  approved  by  the 
Congress  last  March,  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue  has  reconstituted  Its 
Washington  office,  decentralized  certain 
supervisory  functions  to  17  newly  estab- 
lished districts,  and  made  its  insp>ectlon 
service  independent  of  the  rest  of  the 
Bureau.  Well-qualified  personnel  have 
been  selected  to  fill  the  key  positions,  all 
of  which,  except  the  position  of  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue,  are  now  part 
of  the  classified  civil  service.  These 
steps,  by  strengthening  supervision  and 
more  clearly  defining  responsibilities, 
should  not  only  tighten  enforcement  of 
the  revenue  laws,  but  also  permit  the  Bu- 
reau to  give  better  assistance  to  taxpay- 
ers. This  budget  provides  for  increased 
activity  in  the  collection  of  deUnquent 
taxes. 

Large  numbers  of  savings  bonds  pur- 
cha.sed  during  World  War  II  are  now 


reaching  maturity.  The  owners  of  most 
of  these  bonds  are  continuing  to  hold 
them  under  the  extension  program  au- 
thorized in  1951.  Nevertheless,  more 
than  one-quarter  of  these  bonds  are  be- 
ing presented  for  redemption.  These 
redemptions,  plus  an  Increase  In  current 
sales  of  new  savings  bonds,  have  sharply 
increased  the  workload  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Public  Debt.  I  am  therefore  recom- 
mending an  Increase  in  the  Bureau's  ap- 
propriation. 

General  government 
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Central  property  and  records  manage- 
ment: Under  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration has  taken  major  steps  to  man- 
age more  efficiently  the  buildings  owned 
or  operated  by  the  Federal  Government, 
to  buy  more  economically  the  items  used 
by  many  Government  agencies,  and  to 
reduce  materially  the  cost  of  handling 
and  storing  Government  records. 

The  sharp  reductions  in  appropriations 
last  year  have  made  It  impossible  to 
maintain  and  operate  public  buildings 
properly.  I  am  therefore  recommending 
an  Increase  to  restore  these  services  to 
levels  more  nearly  adequate — but  still  be- 
low those  maintained  by  operators  of 
comparable  private  buildings.  I  am  also 
recommending  increases  to  permit  nec- 
essary repairs  to  Government  buildings, 
to  finance  the  first  installment  of  a 
3 -year  program  for  modernizing  major 
post-office  facilities  in  the  interests  of 
increased  efficiency,  to  extend  the  cen- 
tral procurement  of  common-use  items, 
and  to  obtain  the  increased  savings  that 
may  be  exp)ected  from  wider  use  of  sur- 
plus    equipment     and     supplies.    The 


funds  recommended  in  this  budget  would 
also  finance  the  last  2  of  10  record  cen- 
ters started  2  years  ago.  and  thus  would 
complete  a  program  which  has  already 
made  large  savings  through  better  utili- 
zation of  space  and  release  of  filing 
equipment. 

Civilian  personnel  management:  The 
great  improvements  made  in  the  Fed- 
eral civilian  service  in  recent  ye&ts  have 
brought  us  nearer  to  our  goal  of  a  real 
career  service  throughout  the  Govern- 
ment, in  which  all  appointments  and 
promotions  are  based  on  merit  and  the 
conditions  of  employment  provide  posi- 
tive incentives  to  honest,  efficient  work. 
To  continue  this  progress,  the  funds  pro- 
posed in  this  budget  would  increase  the 
proportion  of  placements  made  through 
competitive  examinations  conducted  by 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  and  boards 
of  examiners  in  the  agencies,  extend  the 
Commission's  Inspections  of  personnel 
management  in  the  agencies,  and  bring 
certain  overseas  personnel  under  the 
competitive  civil  service. 

The  Classification  Act  of  1949  author- 
ized a  limited  number  of  positions  in 
grades  GS-16,  17,  and  18  created  under 
that  act.  This  authorization  has  been 
amended  by  a  series  of  subsequent  en- 
actments, frequently  in  appropriation 
acts,  each  allowing  a  few  positions  for 
selected  agencies  and  programs.  The 
lack  of  consistency  in  these  several  stat- 
utes constitutes  an  obstacle  to  effective 
management  and  should  be  eliminated 
through  the  enactment  of  a  single  gen- 
eral authorization  covering  the  require- 
ments of  all  executive  branch  agencies. 
For  this  reason,  appropriation  requests 
do  not  include  authority  to  individual 
agencies  for  additional  positions  In  these 
grades. 

Retirement  for  Federal  civilian  per- 
.sonnel:  I  am  recommending,  appropria- 
tions of  427  million  dollars  to  cover  the 
Government's  obligations  to  the  Civil 
Service  retirement  and  disability  fund 
and  3  million  dollars  to  pay  annuities 
under  special  laws.  The  Government's 
obligations  to  the  Civil  Service  retire- 
ment and  disability  fund  include  59  mil- 
lion dollars  to  cover  the  cost  for  1953  and 
1954  of  the  temporary  increase  in  bene- 
fits voted  last  summer  for  persons  then 
receiving  rfinnuities  from  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice retirement  system,  and  368  million 
dollars  for  its  contribution  as  employer 
for  the  fiscal  year  1954.  The  amounts  I 
am  recommending  do  not  provide  for 
payments  on  the  Government's  outstand- 
ing liability  to  the  fund,  since  this  is  one 
of  the  problems  to  be  studied  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Retirement  Policy  for  Federal 
Personnel  recently  established  by  the 
Congress. 

Protective  services  and  alien  control: 
The  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
which  became  effective  on  Decemt)er  24, 
1952,  has  considerably  expanded  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  other  departments  in  such  fields  as 
investigation,  deportation,  inspection, 
and  naturalization.  The  law  also  ex- 
pands Federal  controls  over  alien  crew- 
men and  registered  aliens,  increases  visa 
requirements,  and  adds  new  grounds  for 
exclusion  and  deportation.  Also,  the 
Government  must  pay  almost  all  of  the 
costs  of  detention,  hospitaiizatioa.  and 
deportation  which  were  pre\iousl,v  borne 
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in  part  by  private  carriers.  To  finance 
the  substantial  increases  in  staff  neces- 
sary to  administer  the  new  law.  as  well 
as  to  strengthen  enforcement  along  the 
Mexican  border,  it  is  recommended  that 
the  appropriation  for  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  be  increased 
to  48  million  dollars  in  1954.  and  that  a 
supplemental  appropriation  of  1.7  mil- 
lion dollars  be  enacted  for  1953. 

I  continue  to  believe  that  the  new  law 
contains  many  provisions  that  are  un- 
wise, imfair.  and  incompatible  with  our 
foreign  policy  objectives.  The  Commis- 
sion on  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
has  now  publishj^d  its  findings  and  rec- 
ommendations. ■:  I  urge  the  Congress  to 
give  them  its  prompt  attention. 
mmxart 

Interest  payments  constitute  a  large 
and  growing  charge  on  the  budget.  They 
represent  mainly  the  current  cost  of  the 
fivefold  increase  in  our  public  debt  which 
occurred  as  a  result  of  World  War  n.  As 
fixed  charges,  they  cannot  be  reduced  by 
congressional  or  Executive  action,  but 
vary  only  as  securities  are  issued,  retired, 
or  refiuided  under  changing  interest 
rates  a.ad  with  varying  payment  periods. 
Interest 
(Fiscal  yoars.    In  millionsl 


It«m 


Expenditures 


actual 


IntrrMt  on  public  debt .  !$5,  K63 
Interest  on  refunds  of 

receipts 76 

Intere<it    on    trust    de- 

I>osits ...|         s 


19S.T 
esti- 
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1954 
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Reeom- 

Imoniled 

I     nrw 
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reason  for  the  rise  in  interest  costs.  By 
the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  the 
outstanding  debt  will  have  increased  by 
6.5  billion  dollars  since  Korea,  and  the 
9.9  billion  dollar  deficit  estimated  for  the 
fiscal  year  1954  will  cause  a  further  in- 
crease. 

My  interest  in  and  study  of  the  Federal 
Budget  began  many  years  before  I  be- 
came President.  As  President,  I  have 
given  the  budget  my  constant  attention. 
It  should  receive  that  same  attention 
from  the  Congress,  particularly  because 
of  one  basic  fact  often  overlooked  and 
often  misunderstood. 

This  fact  is  that  the  financial  program 
of  the  Government  cannot  be  planned  in 
terms  of  a  single  fiscal  year.  It  must  be 
planned  in  the  light  of  security,  eco- 
nomic, and  budgetary  goals — not  just  for 
the  ensuin?  year  but  for  3  and  even  4 
years  ahead. 

The  budgets  I  have  transmitted  have 
always  reflected  such  planning.  My  rec- 
ommendations on  taxes  and  appropria- 
tions have  had  as  their  objectives  the 
meeting  of  all  our  responsibilities  for 
the  security  and  welfare  of  our  people 
and  for  a  growing  economy  with  a  stable 
currency  and  a  balanced  budget. 

Budget  and  fiscal  policies  are  tools  of 
national  policy.  As  such,  they  are  sub- 
jects of  controversy  and  evolution.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  policies  I  have  supported 
are  sound,  and  that  the  recommenda- 
tions in  this  budget  will  enable  us  to  meet 
our  national  needs  in  the  fiscal  year  1954 
in  the  light  of  the  Nation-wide  and 
world-wide  objectives  of  the  United 
States. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

January  9.  1953. 
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Interest  on  the  public  debt:  The  cost 
of  interest  on  the  public  debt  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954  is  estimated  at  6,350  million 
dollars.  The  decrease  of  100  million 
dollars  from  the  1953  estimate  does  not 
indicate  a  reversal  of  the  upward  trend 
In  interest  payments,  but  merely  reflects 
an  unusual  situation  which  occurred 
during  the  fiscal  year  1953.  More  than 
15  billion  dollars  in  certificates  of  in- 
debtedness which  paid  almo^  a  year's 
interest  at  maturity  were  refunded  early 
In  the  fiscal  year  1953  into  new  obliga- 
tions on  which  interest  payments  for 
half  a  year  or  more  are  due  on  June  1, 
1953.  Thus,  about  20  months'  interest 
on  this  portion  of  the  debt  falls  due  dur- 
ing the  current  fiscal  year. 

Although  interest  expenditures  in  1954 
will  be  lower  than  in  1953  because  of  this 
unusual  situation.  Interest  costs  are  still 
rising.  These  increases  are  due  in  large 
part  to  the  higher  Interest  rates  paid  on 
securities  issued  or  refunded  during  the 
past  2  years.  In  addition,  each  year 
an  increasing  amount  of  special  issues  is 
held  by  Ctovemment  agencies  and  trust 
funds.  The  interest  rates  on  these  is- 
sues are  slightly  above  the  average  rate 
on  the  debt  as  a  whole.  Furthermore, 
these  interest  rates  tend  to  increase  when 
the  average  interest  rate  on  the  total 
debt  rises. 

Recent  increases  in  the  size  of  the  in- 
terest-bearing debt  are  the  second  major 


FOREIGN  SERVICF  RETIREMENT 
AND  DISABILITY  FUND— MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  50 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

1  transmit  herewith  a  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  showing  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Foreign  Service  retirement 
and  disability  fund  for  the  fiscal  years 
ended  June  30,  1951,  and  1952.  in  ac- 
cordance with  se<;tion  862,  Foreign  Serv- 
ice Act  of  1946  (Public  Law  724,  79th 
Cong.). 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  9,  1953. 
(Enclosure:  Report  concerning  retire- 
ment and  disability  fund.  Foreign  Serv- 
ice.) 


TRADE  AGREEMENTS  —  MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  54) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  refeired  to  the  Committee 


on  Ways  and  Means  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec- 
tion lb)  of  section  6  of  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Extension  Act  of  1951  (Public  Law 
50,  82d  Cong.),  I  hereby  submit  to  the 
Congress  a  report  on  the  inclusion  of 
escape  clauses  in  existing  trade  agree- 
ments. 

This  detailed  report  was  prepared  for 
me  by  the  Interdepartmental  Committee 
on  Trade  Agreements. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House.  January  9.  1953. 


OFFICE  OF  ALIEN  PROPERTY— MES- 
SAGE FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  CF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read.  and.  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

To  the  Coiigress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  the  annual  report 
of  the  Ofllce  of  Alien  Property,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30.  1951. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  V/hite  House.  January  9,  1953. 


COMMISSION  ON  THE  HEALTH 
NEEDS  OF  THE  NATION— MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  55) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  togetlier  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  with  illustrations: 

To  the  Cofigress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  transmitting  lierewith  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Congress  volume  1 
of  the  Report  of  the  Presidents  Commis- 
sion on  the  Health  Needs  of  the  Nation. 
I  recommend  that  tliis  volume,  and  the 
four  supplementary  volumes  to  be  made 
available  shortly,  receive  the  careful 
study  of  each  Member  of  the  Congress. 

This  report  deals  with  one  of  the  most 
valuable  resources  of  our  Nation — the 
health  of  our  people.  At  a  time  when 
we  are  devoting  our  energies  to  strength- 
ening our  country  in  the  world-wide 
struggle  against  Communist  aggression, 
we  can  ill  afford  to  neglect  the  essential 
needs  of  our  people  in  the  protection  and 
improvement  of  their  health. 

It  was  for  this  reason  that  I  estab- 
lished the  President's  Commission  on 
the  Health  Needs  of  the  Nation  some  12 
months  ago.  At  that  time,  I  pointed 
out  that  bitter  and  partisan  opposition 
to  various  proposals  for  the  solution  of 
our  health  problems  had  confused  our 
people  about  the  proper  course  of  action 
on  subjects  vital  to  their  welfare.  I 
therefore  appointed  this  Commission. 
composed  of  15  distinguished  citizens, 
and  asked  them  to  make  a  fresh  ap- 
praisal of  our  health  resources  and  our 
health  needs.    I  urged  them  to  give  us 
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the  benefit  of  their  objective  and  con- 
structive consideration  of  these  problems 
which  are  .so  important  in  the  daily  life 
of  every  American. 

The  Commission  members  accepted 
this  challenging  assignment.  Their 
findings  and  i-ecommendations,  after  12 
months  of  Intensive  work  in  public  hear- 
ings. (>anel  discussions,  and  Commission 
sessions,  are  now  available  in  this 
volume. 

De.spite  the  wide  divergence  of  view- 
jKiints  represented  by  its  membership, 
the  Commission  is  unanimous  in  its 
findings  that  there  are  great  problems  in 
the  health  field  which  demand  imme- 
diate attention.  It  concluded  that, 
among  other  things,  we  are  in  urgent 
need  of  programs  to  provide  more  physi- 
cians, dentists,  nurses,  and  health  tech- 
nicians. We  must  have  additional 
health  facilities  including  medical 
schools,  hospitals,  and  local  public  health 
unit.«.  And  positive  action  must  be  taken 
to  bring  adequate  health  care  within 
the  financial  means  of  all  our  people. 

Throughout  its  report  the  Commission 
has  stressed  its  belief  that  good  health 
care  must  start  at  the  grass  roots — with 
the  Federal  Government  taking  the  lead- 
ership, where  necessary,  in  the  promo- 
tion of  good  health  rather  than  in 
extensive  direct  or>eration  of  health  serv- 
ices. With  this  point  in  mind,  the  Com- 
mission has  endorsed  the  principle  of 
Federal  grants-in-aid  for  State  and  local 
activities  in  the  health  field.  The  Com- 
mis-sioners  also  agreed  that  most  of  the 
people  who  now  lack  adequate  health 
.senices  find  them.selves  in  this  position 
because  of  cost  factors  that  are  beyond 
the  individual's  control. 

In  the  jjast,  I  have  recommended  that 
the  problem  of  the  high  cost  of  health 
care  be  met  by  a  national  health  insur- 
ance system.  While  the  Commission 
majority  felt  that  this  approach  required 
further  study  before  coming  to  any  final 
conclusions  on  its  merits,  it  recom- 
mended immediate  attention  be  given  to 
a  proposal  for  Federal  grants-in-aid  to 
State  plans  for  comprehensive  personal 
health  services. 

This  latter  proposal  has  the  virtue  of 
affording  local  and  S:ate  groups  the 
initial  opportunity  for  the  establishment 
of  workable  health  se:-vices  plans.  It 
likewise  may  encourage  the  most  effec- 
tive use  of  private  and  pubUc  health  fa- 
cilities at  the  local  level  in  providing 
essential  health  services.  For  these  rea- 
.sons  it  may  well  be  desi:-able  at  this  time 
to  devote  our  efforts  to  the  establishment 
of  a  program  which  wi.l  give  the  States 
a  chance  to  bear  the  major  responsibili- 
ty in  bringing  the  cost,  of  health  sei-v- 
ices  within  the  means  of  all  our  people. 

The  members  of  the  President's  Com- 
mission on  the  Health  Needs  of  the  Na- 
tion, through  their  conscientious  and 
tireless  efforts  over  the  past  12  months, 
have  pointed  the  way  to  a  fresh  and  con- 
.structive  approach  in  meeting  our  prob- 
lems in  the  all-important  health  field. 
It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  the  Congress 
will  give  immediate  consideration  to  the 
findings  and  recommendations  of  this 
Commission  and  thus  continue  our  ef- 
forts to  protect  and  improve  the  health 
of  all  the  people  of  thif;  Nation. 

Hairy  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  January  9,  1953. 


REPORT  OP  THE  PRESIDENTS  COM- 
MISSION ON  IMMIGRATION  AND 
NATURALIZATION 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
just  completed  an  examination  of  the 
report  filed  by  the  President's  Commis- 
sion on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. I  have  read  the  report  with  dis- 
gust. It  is  not  worth  the  time  and  money 
expended  on  it. 

When  the  Commission  was  created, 
last  Septeml>er,  in  the  midst  cf  a  politi- 
cal campaign,  it  was  quite  obvious  to  me 
tha'w  the  true  aim  of  this  move  was  an 
attempt  to  gain  the  vote  of  the  so-called 
foreign-language  groups  by  wooing  some 
of  the  narrow-minded  leaders  of  the 
so-called  nationalities  and  the  profes- 
sionals in  that  field.  Reading  the  Com- 
mission's report  fully  confirms  my  mis- 
givings regarding  its  true  task. 

The  Commission  started  out  by  cor- 
ralling certain  professional  social  work- 
ers who  have  helped  in  bringing  to  the 
United  States  over  400,t)00  displaced  per- 
sons and  who  are  understandably  eager 
to  continue  their  joljs,  imperiled  by  the 
termination  of  the  emergency  immigra- 
tion program. 
^  In  the  Commission's  own  words: 

The  New  York  sessions  set  the  tone  of  the 
hearing;  •  •  •  the  very  first  person  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Commission  was  the  director 
of  field  operations  for  the  refugee  service 
•  •  •  with  headquarters  In  Geneva.  Swit- 
zerland. •  •  •  In  addition,  members  of 
the  state  dlsplnced-persons  commissions  or 
committees  and  their  stafTs  •  •  •  (who) 
had  been  engaged  over  a  period  of  years,  in 
assisting  in  the  reception,  resettlement,  and 
supervision  of  the  nearly  400.000  persons 
brought  to  the  United  States  under  the  dis- 
placed-persons  program  •  •  •  (made) 
the  most  eloquent  pleas  to  the  CJommlsslon 
for  recommendations  for  changes  In  the  law. 

Having  thus  conclusively  demonstrat- 
ed that  there  exist  groups  of  professional 
immigrant- handlers  for  whose  benefit  a 
large-scale  immigration  program  should 
be  authorized,  the  President's  Commis- 
sion proceeded  to  criticize  the  new  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act  not  so 
much  for  what  it  contains  but  for  what 
it  does  not  embrace,  namely,  a  reenact- 
ment  of  displaced  p«-sons  legislation. 
Using  clairvoyance  i-ather  than  intelli- 
gence, the  Commission  evaluated  the  ef- 
fect of  the  act,  held  hearings,  and  filed 
their  final  report  before  the  1952  law  be- 
came effective.  But  by  that  they  were 
not  disturbed.  They  also  wrote  a  series 
of  sweeping  recommendations  and  sent 
their  report  to  the  Public  Printer  ex- 
actly 2  days  before  operations  began 
under  the  new  act. 

The  Commission  has  deemed  it  proper 
to  recommend  many  of  the  very  things 
which  the  new  law  does,  without  appar- 
ently noticing  that  fiagrant  plagiarism 
is  being  committed  in  the  process.  For 
instance,  the  Commission  recommends 
the  repeal  of  all  oriental  exclusion 
clauses,  full  equality  for  all  races, 
equality  of  both  sexes,  the  enactment  of 


provisions  helping  to  unite  families — 
nonquota  stattis  for  spouses  and  chil- 
dren of  American  citizens,  and  so  forth. 
All  of  these  recommendations  are  parts 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
now  embodied  in  our  statutes,  but  by  rec- 
ommending them,  the  Commission  is  ob- 
viously trying  to  engage  in  a  one-sided 
popularity  contest  with  the  United  States 
Congress. 

However,  when  It  comes  to  spreading 
all  over  the  world  malicious  propaganda 
aimed  at  presenUng  the  United  States 
Congress  as  a  villainous  enemy  of  Euro- 
pean refugees  and  prospective  emigrants, 
the  Commission  has  successfully  ex- 
ceeded the  venomous  language  used  by 
Radio  Moscow,  which  in  commenting  on 
the  McCan-an-Walter  Act  referred  to 
those  who  "unmasked"  the  new  law  in 
America — page  52  of  the  report. 

Faithful  to  its  pohtical  character,  the 
Commission  has  shown  very  little  re- 
spect for  facts  and  even  less  respect  for 
what  we  lawyers  call  evidence  of  pro- 
bative value.  It  is  truly  amazing  to  see 
how  completely  the  Commission  has  dis- 
regarded every  judicial  rule  of  collect- 
ing and  presenting  evidence. 

When  evidence  suppoi-ting  the  Com- 
mission's preconceived  findings  and  pre- 
cooked recommendations  was  flimsy  and 
inconclusive,  it  was  simply  twisted 
around  and  blown  up  out  of  proportion — 
see  manpower  considerations,  pages 
34-36.  When  evidence  was  lacking,  ar- 
rogant and  demagogic  verbiage  was 
poured  into  the  report — see  anthropo- 
logical dissertations,  pages  91-96.  Where 
witnesses  submitted  evidence  contra- 
dicting the  Commission's  deeply  im- 
bedded opinions,  they  were  browbeaten 
and  submitted  to  vicious  thii-d-degree 
questioning — see  Richard  Akagi  testi- 
mony, pages  1729-1737  of  the  hearings. 
When  the  Secretary  of  Labor  made  an 
inconclusive  and  properly  guarded  state- 
ment to  the  effect  that  "the  future  may 
hold  for  us  a  fairly  tight  manpower  sit- 
uation," the  Commission  jumped  to  the 
conclusion  that  "the  United  States  needs 
more  manpower" — see  pages  34-35.  When 
representatives  of  the  National  Grange 
and  the  National  Farmers  Union  warned 
that  mechanized  farming  diminishes  the 
number  of  jobs  on  the  wide  grain  fields 
of  the  Prairie  States  and  that  there  is 
surplus  agricultural  labor  in  certain 
areas,  while  there  are  spotty  shortages 
of  such  labor  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, the  Commission  deemed  it  proper 
to  belittle  these  factual  statements  and 
contradict  the  wise  recommendations  of 
the  President's  Commission  on  Migratory 
Labor  made  2  years  ago.  Similarly  dis- 
regarded and  partially  distorted  by  the 
Commission's  report  is  the  study  of  the 
Congressional  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Economic  Report  on  underemployment 
of  rural  families. 

To  give  one  more  example  of  the  Com- 
mission's strange  evidence-gathering 
methods:  The  late  CIO  President  Philip 
Murray's  statement  made  in  1946  against 
curtailment  of  quota  immigration — then 
attempted — is  being  twisted  around  in 
the  report  and  made  to  sound  like  an 
endorsement  for  the  increase  of  our 
annual  immigration  quotas. 

When  it  comes  to  overlooking  con- 
gressional action  and  praising  the  Job  of 
bureaucrats,  the  Commission  know.s  ho* 
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to  give  an  excellent  performance.  Re- 
porting on  the  dlsplaced-persons  pro- 
gram, the  Commission  puts  it  in  this  very 
strange  way: 

The  United  States  took  over  400.000  dU- 
placed  pertoni  through  the  Displaced  Per- 
sons Commission  and  then  goes  on  to  say. 
"The  Displaced  Persons  Act  also  brought  to 
the  United  States,  55.000  German  expellees 
aad  2.000  Italian  refugees." 

The  average  reader  of  the  Commis- 
"^on's  report  would  think  that  it  was  nut 
the  Congress  that  authorized  the  hu- 
manitarian operation  undertaken  under 
the  DP  Act,  but  that  it  was  a  Commis- 
sion, hard^  distinguishable  from  the 
one  rendering  the  New  Year's  eve  report. 

Similarly,  when  the  Commission  notes 
in  the  report  that  the  Intergovernmental 
Committee  for  European  Migration  has 
successfully  undertaken  the  task  of  re- 
settlement of  European  emigrants,  there 
is  no  mention  in  the  report  of  the  fact 
that  the  ICEM— formerly  PICMME— has 
been  established  through  congressional 
initiative  through  the  cooperation  of 
three  congressional  committees  and  with 
the  participation  of  six  Members  of  Con- 
gress in  the  organization's  constitutional 
meeting  in  Brussels,  Belgium,  in  1951. 

The  basic  recommendation  of  the 
Commission  is  to  create  a  bureaucrat's 
dream  empire  in  the  field  of  immigra- 
tion. The  Commission  does  not  believe 
in  the  existing  quota  system  under  which 
each  nation  of  the  world  gets  its  share 
of  the  American,  immigration  quota  cal- 
culated on  a  basis  first  authorized  in 
1924  and  rather  well  serving  our  national 
interests  until  now.  Instead  of  the  sys- 
tem of  fixed  quotas  under  which  no  fa- 
vors could  be  accorded  to  individuals, 
pressure  groups,  organizations,  or  na- 
tions, the  Commission  prefers  to  have  an 
annual  quota  pool  of  251.162  visas  for 
the  use  of  loosely  defined  groups,  such 
visas  to  be  distributed,  at  will,  by  seven 
appointees  of  the  President,  ready  to  play 
favoritism  and  politics  and  ready  to  se- 
lect immigrants  from  all  over  the  world, 
with  their  own  heart's  delight  as  the  only 
gage. 

Of  course,  the  operations  undertaken 
under  the  new  law.  as  well  as  foreign 
and  domestic  conditions  which  might 
have  a  bearing  on  our  immigration  policy, 
require  close  scrutiny.  The  Congress  has 
recognized  the  necessity  of  such  continu- 
ous study  and.  in  section  401  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act.  has  created 
a  Joint  congressional  committee  en- 
tinisted  with  this  task  and  authorized  to 
recommend  legislation  whenever  deemed 
necessary.  I  expect  this  joint  congres- 
sional committee  to  be  organized  scon 
and  to  undertake  the  study  authorized 
by  the  statute.  I  am  sure  that  should  the 
joint  congressional  committee  decide  to 
study  the  advisability  of  amendments  to 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
or  the  advisability  of  the  enactment  of 
a  new  emergency  law  admitting  an  ad- 
ditional number  of  refugees,  it  would 
turn  for  advice  to  economists,  to  impar- 
tial and  disinterested  community  lead- 
ers, statisticians,  businessmen,  farmers. 
leaders  of  veterans'  organizations,  and 
so  forth.  I  am  sur«»  that  the  joint 
congressional  committee  would  want  to 
find  out  how  many  more  people  we  can 
assimilate,  and  how  fast  we  can  do  it. 


what  our  natural  resomrces  situation  is, 
do  we  or  do  we  not  have  housing  and 
employment  for  the  returning  Korean 
veterans  and  the  almost  3,000,000  boys 
now  in  the  armed  services. 

The  joint  congressional  committee 
would  certainly  want  to  find  out  what  the 
results  of  the  forthcoming  leveling  off 
of  our  armament  production  would  be. 
how  plausible  the  predictions  of  a  forth- 
coming recession  are.  and  many  other 
things  pertinent  to  the  conduct  of  a 
sound  immigration  policy. 

The  joint  congressional  committee 
would  do  what  the  Commission  has  also 
neglected  to  do,  namely,  make  an  inquiry 
regarding  the  number  of  aliens  who  are 
illegally  in  this  country;  the  number  of 
seamen  who  juraped  ship;  the  number  of 
stowaways  appiehended  in  our  ports  but 
not  yet  sent  back;  and  the  part  thfst 
illegal  immigrants  play  in  the  evergrow- 
ing Clime  waves  sweeping  our  water- 
fronts, particularly  those  of  New  York 
and  New  Jersey. 

In  that  respect,  the  President's  Com- 
mission report  is  plainly  useless.  The 
Commission  has,  as  it  obviously  wanted, 
helped  a  few  candidates  for  political 
office  in  forv?ign-language  areas  and 
made  campaigning  more  difficult  for 
seme  others.  Ihat  is  all.  I  feel  that  we 
can  safely  file  .he  report  away  for  now. 
but  I  am  quito  certain  that  it  will  be 
taken  up  again,  come  next  election. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  TABER  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a^k 
unanimous  corisent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  I'oint. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Presi- 
dent has  submitted  a  budget  calling  for 
obligating  authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954.  beginning  July  1  next,  of  $73,794.- 
540,000.  This  request  alone  indicates 
that  the  budget  has  been  submitted  of 
such  size  that  it  is  an  invitation  in  itself 
to  cut. 

But  that  Is  not  the  only  confusing 
thing  about  the  submission.  On  page  A5. 
in  column  4  at  the  bottom,  it  shows 
budget  expenditures  for  1953  of  $74.- 
593,000,000;  on  page  A 12.  in  the  last 
column,  at  the  bottom  of  the  pa^e,  it 
shows  budget  expenditures  of  $74,592,- 
831.757;  on  the  daily  Treasury  statement 
for  January  6,  the  latest  one  available, 
it  shows  total  budget  expenditures  for 
1953  of  $79,028,000,000.  with  a  budget 
deficit  of  $10,292,000,000. 

An  estimated  public  debt  of  $267,505,- 
000,000  is  .shown  as  of  the  end  of  the 
year,  and  on  the  budget  itself,  in  column 
2  of  the  last  line.  $263,900,000,000  is 
shown. 

The  whole  picture  presented  is  that  of 
utter  confusion  on  the  part  of  those  sub- 
mitting the  budget,  and  very  evidently 
they  have  no  means  of  communication 
between  the  Tieasury  and  the  budget. 
Where  are  all  the  telephones  that  the 
public  is  payinjc  for  in  Washington? 

I  have  been  able  to  go  into  the  details 
of  Items  that  are  suggested  for  appro- 
priations only  ill  a  very  cursory  manner, 
but  I  wish  to  call  attention  again  to  some 


things  that  to  my  mind  mean  that  there 
is  a  very  considerable  opportunity  to 
place  the  Government's  house  in  order. 

On  the  1st  day  of  July  there  was  avail- 
able to  the  Department  of  E>efense.  in- 
cluding carry-overs  and  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1953.  the  approximate 
sum  of  $107,500,000,000.  The  expendi- 
tures for  the  first  6  months  run.  accord- 
ing to  the  daily  Treasury  statement,  $21,- 
810,327,781,  and  the  expenditures  have 
not  advanced  markedly  in  the  months 
beginning  with  the  1st  of  July.  The 
average  is  not  as  high  as  it  was  In  July. 
This  means  that  we  can  count  on  mili- 
tary expenditures  of  approximately  $43,- 
620.000,000  for  the  year. 

If  you  deduct  from  both  the  amount 
available  and  tlie  probable  expenditures 
in  1953.  $14,000  000.000  for  the  annual 
charge  for  paying,  feeding,  allowances, 
and  housing  of  military  personnel,  you 
get  a  balance  of  $93,463,000,000.  You 
get  expenditures  out  of  that  during  the 
year  1953  for  material,  including  the 
guns,  tanks,  airplanes,  ships,  and  ammu- 
nition, of  $29,620,000,000.  You  divide 
$93,463,000,000  by  the  annual  expendi- 
tures for  such  purposes,  and  you  find 
that  on  the  first  of  July  they  had  the 
funds  available  to  carry  them  for  three 
full  years  for  other  than  current  items, 
which  is  way  beyond  the  lead  time  which 
is  reasonable  for  that  kind  of  a  set-up, 
and  m-ans  that  we  are  in  a  position  in 
making  appropriations  to  take  that  sit- 
uation into  account. 

If  you  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  mu- 
tual-security situation,  we  find  that  for 
military  assistance  the  amount  available 
on  July  1,  including  appropriations  and 
carry-over,  was  $12,631,000,000.  The  ex- 
penditures for  the  first  6  months  run 
$1,669,000,000.  or  at  an  annual  rate^ 
and  they  are  not  showing  an  increase 
from  month  to  month — of  $3,338,000,000. 
In  other  words,  the  Mutual  Security  has 
funds  to  last  for  4  years,  which  is  an 
absolutely  ridiculous  figure. 

If  wf  have  4  years'  lead  time  on  con- 
tracts, that  means  the  production  would 
be  50  percent  obsolete  at  the  conclusion, 
and  it  is  way  out  of  line.  There  are 
so  many  other  situations  where  that 
same  thin?  applies  that  I  am  not  going 
to  spend  my  time  here  in  pointing  them 
out.  The  queer  figures  which  I  quoted 
first,  and  the  surplus  of  funds  that  is 
unquestionably  available,  means  that  we 
must  have  a  very  clear  picture  of  what 
is  needed,  and  that  we  must  recover 
funds  that  are  not  needed  away  from 
the  departments. 

So  that  the  people  may  be  able  to 
see  just  what  the  situation  is.  I  am  at- 
taching to  this  memorandum  some 
sheets  that  have  been  prepared  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee  staJT  show- 
ing the  month-by-month  expenditures 
of  the  different  agencies,  the  amount 
available  on  July  1,  and  the  total  ex- 
penditures for  the  6-month  period  that 
ends  December  31. 

The  table  referred  to  Is  on  file  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 


THE  TAX  PROBLEM 

Mr.  REED  of  Blinols.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  is  no  more  impoi  tant  problem  fac- 
ing the  American  people  today  than  that 
of  taxation.  For  the  past  20  years  taxes 
have  been  increasing  at  an  alarming  rate, 
until  they  have  reached  a  point  where 
they  constitute  a  well-nigh  unbearable 
burden  on  our  people  and  a  serious  threat 
to  our  economy.  Th(Te  is  imperative 
need  of  a  reduction  all  along  the  line. 

Between  April  30.  1)45.  and  June  30. 
1952 — a  period  of  7  years  of  which  almost 
5  years  were  peacetimj  years — the  Fed- 
eral Government  collected  $323,000,000.- 
003  in  taxes,  which  Is  $75,000,000,000 
more  than  the  $248,003,000,000  collected 
during  the  entire  prrvious  life  of  the 
Republic  beginning  with  1789. 

At  the  same  time  tl  e  expenditures  of 
the  Federal  Government  have  been  ap- 
palling, and  there  hav?  been  huse  waste 
and  extravagance.  In  five  peacetime 
years,  from  July  1,  1945.  to  July  1.  1950. 
the  period  immediately  preceding  the 
Korean  war,  the  Federal  Government 
spent  $214,000,000,0(10.  an  amount 
t;reater  by  $34,000,000,000  than  the  total 
amount  spent  during  the  152  years  from 
■  the  beginning  of  the  Republic  in  1789 
to  July  1,  1941.  In  1931  the  cost  of  the 
^Federal  Government  was  S30  for  each 
man,  woman,  and  chid.  In  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1950.  It  was  over 
S300.  It  has  since  been  increasing 
steadily. 

Throughout  the  country  the  people 
are  aroused,  and  mcvi?ments  have  been 
started  to  amend  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion so  as  to  limit  the  taxing  power  of 
Cnngre."^s. 

The  i-ssvie  is  a  vital  Dne.  and  upon  its 
correct  solution  depends  the  future  wel- 
fare of  our  people. 

It  is  not  an  overstatement,  I  think,  to 
say  that  in  the  final  analysis  the  problem 
resolves  itself  into  th?  simple  issue  of 
whether  we  are  to  ha\e  in  this  country 
a  system  of  society  based  upon,  first,  pri- 
vate enterprise  and  cur  constitutional 
form  of  government,  or,  second,  social- 
ism. If  we  are  to  continue  with  our 
present  system,  we  must  take  steps  to 
prevent  its  destruction  through  the  abuse 
of  the  taxing  power. 

In  his  attempt  to  destroy  the  capital- 
istic or  private-enterprise  system  with 
its  right  of  private  prcperty.  Karl  Marx 
incorporated  in  his  Communist  mani- 
festo 100  years  aeo  the  following  two 
planks: 

First.  A  heavy  progressive  or  gradu- 
ated income  tax. 

Second.  Abolition  of  all  right  of  In- 
heritance. 

By  this  means  Marx  knew  that  he 
could  dry  up  the  sources  of  private  cap- 
ital, which  are  essentif  1  to  the  continued 
existence  of  the  capitalistic  system. 

In  order  to  operate  successfully,  indus- 
try must  have  a  steady  continuing  sup- 
ply of  new  capital.  The  capital  required 
for  the  maintenance  and  expansion  of 
industry  comes  from  the  savings  of  cor- 
porations and  individuals.  Excessive 
taxation  lessens  or  destroys  the  incen- 
tive to  produce,  save,  and  invest  such 
capital  in  industry  and,   at  tlie  same 


time,  reduces  the  supply  by  the  amount 
of  the  tax. 

Much  of  the  capital  for  the  mainte- 
nance and  expansion  of  our  industries 
is  supplied  by  the  persons  having  the 
larger  incomes.  The  heavy  progressive 
income  tax  strikes  directly  at  this  source 
of  supply. 

In  this  country  we  already  have  a 
heavy  progressive  Income  tax.  Under 
the  present  law  the  taxes  on  individual 
incomes  are  graduated  from  a  low  of 
22.2  percent  on  incomes  of  not  over 
$2,000  to  a  high  of  92  percent  on  incomes 
of  over  $200,000.  The  rates  on  the 
larger  incomes  amount  to  virtual  con- 
fiscation. 

In  £he  case  of  the  death  tax.  the  rates 
levied  by  the  Federal  Government  run  to 
a  high  of  77  percent,  and  are  in  addi- 
tion to  the  inheritance  taxes  imposed  by 
the  States. 

The  large  increase  in  population 
which  is  anticipated  for  the  current 
decade  and  the  consequent  necessity  of 
greatly  increasing  our  labor  force  and 
the  quantity  of  goods  produced  in  order 
even  to  maintain  our  present  scale  of 
living  will  require  large  additions  to  the 
capital  suppb.  F'arthermore,  it  should 
be  noted  that  despite  the  apparent 
healthy  appearance  of  business  the 
shortage  of  venture  capital  has  been  se- 
rious, the  true  effects  of  which  have  been 
hidden  in  inflation. 

If  this  capital  is  to  be  supplied,  there 
must  be  a  marked  change  in  our  taxing 
policy. 

With  these  facts  in  mind,  on  Septem- 
ber 13.  1951,  I  introduced  in  the  House 
a  i-esolution  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
limiting  the  power  of  Congress  to  tax 
inconies.  inheritances,  and  gifts — House 
Joint  Resolution  323.  Thereafter,  on 
October  11.  1951.  Senator  Dirksen  in- 
troduced an  identical  resolution  in  the 
Senate — Senate  Joint  Resolution  108. 
The  amendment  which  we  proposed  de- 
prives Congress  of  the  power  to  impose 
death  and  gift  taxes  at  any  time  and 
limits  the  power  of  Congress  to  impose 
income  taxes  to  a  maximum  rate  of  25 
percent,  with  power,  however,  by  a  vote 
of  three-fourths  of  the  Members  of  each 
House,  to  raise  the  rate  to  40  percent 
each  year,  and  with  the  further  power 
by  a  hke  vote  to  suspend  the  limitation 
completely  in  time  of  war. 

The  gift  tax  was  included  in  the  lim- 
itation because  it  is  merely  auxiliary  to 
the  death  tax 

Our  amendment  has  been  attacked  on 
several  grounds.  The  principal  objec- 
tion made  is  that  the  amendment  im- 
PKJses  a  rigid  limitation  upon  the  amount 
of  revenue  which  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment can  raise  and  would,  therefore, 
lead  to  deficit  financing  and  would  im- 
pair the  Government's  credit. 

This  objection  is  not  sound.  However. 
without  debating  the  question  here,  let 
me  say  merely  that  such  fears  can  be  al- 
layed by  a  change  in  the  form  of  amend- 
ment, without  prejudicing  the  attain- 
ment of  our  basic  purpose.  With  this 
in  view.  I  have  made  certain  changes  in 
the  amendment  and  am  introducing  it 
in  the  House  in  its  revised  form. 

The  changes  in  the  original  amend- 
ment are  confined  to  section  2  relating 


to  the  Income  tax.  The  principal  chai.ge 
consists  of  a  provision  giving  Congress 
the  power  by  a  three-fourths  vote  to  fix 
a  maximum  rate  in  excess  of  25  percent, 
if  such  rate  so  fixed  does  not  exceed  the 
lowest  rate  by  more  than  15  percentage 
points.  For  example,  with  a  low  rate 
of  20  percent,  the  maximum  rate  could 
not  exceed  35  percent.  This  provision 
is  substituted  for  the  provisions  of  the 
earlier  amendment  authorizing  a  maxi- 
miun  rate  of  40  percent  in  peacetime  and 
giving  Congress  the  power  to  suspend 
the  limitation  completely  dining  a  major 
war.  The  new  provision,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  old.  applies  to  both  individuals 
and  corporations. 

By  removing  all  limitations  on  the 
amount  of  revenue  Congress  may  raise 
from  income  taxes,  either  during  war  or 
peace,  the  principal  objection  made  to 
the  earlier  amendment  is  met,  and  also 
the  necessity  of  a  wartime  escape  clause 
disappears.  At  the  same  time  a  curb  on 
excessively  high  rates  is  provided  by  a 
limitation  on  the  degree  of  progression 
where  the  top  rate  exceeds  25  percent. 
Under  the  new  provision  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  every  taxpayer  to  keep  not 
only  his  own  rates  but  the  rates  of  other 
taxpayers  as  low  as  possible. 

It  should  be  observed  that,  due  to  the 
personal  exemptions  and  credits  for  de- 
pendents which  have  become  a  well- 
established  feature  of  our  tax  laws,  the 
possible  degree  of  progression  under  the 
proposed  amendment  would  be  substan- 
tially greater  than  the  15  percentage 
points  spread.  For  example,  under  the 
present  law  a  person  with  $2  400  of  such 
credits  and  net  income  of  $4,000  before 
deducting  the  credits  would  have  his  tax 
cut  by  the  credits  from  $936  to  $355.20. 
thus  making  the  actual  effective  rate  of 
tax  on  his  S4.000  income  about  9  percent 
instead  of  23.4  percent.  As  incomes  in- 
crsase.  the  effect  of  these  credits  on  the 
rates  diminishes,  thus  increasing  marked- 
ly the  real  degree  of  progression  in  rates 
between  the  smaller  and  larger  inccmes. 
It  can  readily  be  seen  that  credits  cf 
S2.400  would  have  but  little  effect  on  the 
rate  of  tax  on  a  $100,000  income. 

Any  objection  to  the  proposed  amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  discriminates 
in  favor  of  the  higher-income  groups  is 
not  well  taken.  The  graduation  of  the 
rates  in  the  present  law  from  22.2  per- 
cent to  92  percent  is  discrimination  cf 
the  most  extreme  character,  amounting 
to  virtual  confiscation  in  the  higher 
brackets  with  the  most  harmful  economic 
effects.  What  the  amendment  does  is 
not  to  create  a  discrimination  but  to 
remove  in  part  an  existing  one,  to  the 
benefit  no";  only  of  those  in  the  higher 
brackets,  but  of  the  people  as  a  whole. 

The  preservation  of  the  private-enter- 
prise system  is  just  as  important  to  those 
with  small  incomes  as  it  is  to  those  with 
medium  and  large-sized  incomes.  It  is 
this  system  that  has  made  possible  the 
high  wages  and  the  high  scale  of  living 
for  the  people  of  this  country. 

In  the  case  of  individuals.  70  percent 
of  the  taxable  income  is  in  the  first 
bracket,  which  includes  incomes  under 
$2,000. 

Moreover.  85  percent  of  the  revenue 
from  the  individual  income  tax  is  pro- 
duced by  the  first-bracket  rate  of  22.2 


mi 


314 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  9 


•M 


j)ercent  when  applied  to  the  entire 
amount  of  taxable  income  in  all  brackets. 

Contrary  to  popular  belief,  the  bulk  of 
the  revenue  from  the  individual  income 
tax  comes  not  from  the  taxpayers  with 
the  higher  incomes  but  from  the  tax- 
pajers  in  the  lower  brackets,  for  that  is 
where  the  income  is. 

Any  immediate  loss  in  revenue  from 
the  individual  income  tax  occasioned  by 
the  amendment  could  be  made  up  if  nec- 
essary by  a  larger  tax  on  corporations. 
However,  the  anticipated  reduction  in 
expenditures  by  this  Congress  should 
make  this  unnecessary.  Furthermore, 
in  the  long  run  the  lower  rates  will  un- 
doubtedly produce  the  greater  revenue. 

This  principle  is  well  recognized  by 
students  of  the  subject. 

For  example,  in  his  book.  Tax;  'lor: 
The  People's  Business,  published  in  i:;24. 
Mr.  Andrew  W.  Mellon,  then  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
said — page  16: 

It  seems  difficult  for  some  to  understand 
that  high  rates  of  taxation  do  not  necessarily 
mean  large  revenue  to  the  Government,  and 
that,  more  revenue  may  often  be  obtained 
by  lower  rates.  There  was  an  old  saying  that 
a  railroad  freight  rate  should  be  "what  the 
traCflc  will  bear" — that  is.  the  highest  rate  at 
which  the  largest  quantity  of  freight  would 
move.  The  same  rule  applies  to  all  private 
business.  If  a  price  Is  fixed  too  high,  sales 
drop  off  and  with  them  profits;  if  a  price  is 
fixed  too  low,  sales  may  Increase,  but  again 
profits  decline.  The  most  outstanding  re- 
cent example  of  this  principle  is  the  sales 
policy  of  the  Ford  Motor  Co.  Does  anyone 
question  that  Mr.  Ford  has  made  more  money 
by  rt'ducing  the  price  of  his  car  and  Increas- 
ing his  sales  than  he  would  have  made  by 
maintaining  a  high  price  and  a  greater  profit 
per  car.  but  selling  less  cars?  The  Govern- 
ment'. Is  Just  a  business,  and  can  and  should 
be  run  on  business  principles. 

A§ain.  in  his  testimony  before  the  Sen- 
ate Finance  Committee  on  July  5.  1951. 
regarding  the  then  pending  revenue  bill. 
Dr.  Willford  I.  King,  economics  professor 
emeiitus  of  New  York  University,  said: 

This  analysis  [covering  Federal  income  tax 
rates  and  revenues  for  the  years  1913  to  1942, 
inclusive]  reveals  the  fact  that  the  levying 
of  confiscatory  rates  destroys  the  Income 
from  which  the  fiscal  authorities  have  ex- 
pected to  gain  revenue.  Surprisingly 
enoU!.;h,  this  destruction  occurs  to  such  an 
extent  that  income  tax  rates  talking  more 
thun  26  percent  of  the  Incomes  of  individuals 
have  succeeded  in  raising  no  more  revenue 
than  could  have  been  obtained  by  a  26  per- 
cent rate.     •      •     • 

The  thing  which  the  levying  of  rates  higher 
than  that  level  has  actually  accomplished  is 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  savin:;  by  the 
wealtny,  and  thus  to  dry  up  what  formerly 
was  the  chief  source  of  venture  capital  for 
founding  new  enterprises  and  for  expanduig 
old  enterprises  (pp.  389.  391). 

Under  both  forms  of  amendment  Con- 
gress is  deprived  of  the  power  to  impose 
death  and  gift  taxes  at  any  time,  and  this 
means  of  raising  revenue  is  left  exclu- 
sively to  the  States,  thus  ending  an  un- 
desirable duplication  of  ta.xes.  There 
taxes  constitute  but  a  trivial  part  of  the 
Federal  budget — about  1  percent  at  the 
present  time,  which  is  only  enouRh  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  the  Government  for 
about  3  days. 

The  experience  of  other  countries,  and 
most  recently  that  of  England,  should  be 
a  warning  to  us.  For  many  yeais  En<j- 
land  has  had  a  heavy  graduated  tax  on 


both  incomes  and  inheritances.  These 
taxes  have  so  reduced  the  supply  of  cap- 
ital that  there  has  not  been  enougn  to 
provide  her  industries  with  the  capital 
needed  for  modern  machinery  and 
equipment.  And  now.  after  70  years  of 
work  by  the  Fabian  Socialists.  England 
has  definitely  accepted  socialism  and  a 
large  part  of  her  industries  has  already 
been  nationalized.  The  effect  has  been 
to  decrease  efficiency  and  production,  so 
that  today  theie  is  not  enough  even  of 
such  necessities  of  life  as  food  and  coal. 

If  anyone  thinks  the  fear  that  social- 
ism will  be  established  in  this  country 
is  an  imaginary  one,  let  me  refer  him  to 
the  followin','  statement  of  Adolph  Berle, 
Jr.,  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  under 
r  csident  Fiankl  n  Roo.scvelt.  made  to 
tl'?  Temporary  National  Economic  Com- 
nuttee  before  the  Second  World  War: 

The  government  will  have  to  enter  into 
direct  finarcina;  of  activities  now  supj^osi'd 
to  be  private,  and  u  continuance  of  that  di- 
rect financing  mu  t  be  |  meant  inevitably 
that  the  government  will  ultimately  control 
and  own  those  activities.  •  •  •  Over  a 
pcrioo  of  y.^p.rs  the  government  will  gradu- 
ally come  to  own  mn-t  of  the  productive 
plants  of  the  United  S'atcs. 

The  amen'-!m'^r.t  to  the  Con^^titution 
which  I  am  proposing,  by  limiting  the 
taxing  power  of  Congress,  would  provide 
a  safeguard  against  the  substitution  ot 
socialism  for  our  pi-esent  freedom  and 
repair  a  serious  omission  in  the  sixteenth 
amendment  adopted  in  1913. 

Failure  of  CDngn^ss  to  act  now  may  re- 
sult in  its  being  forced  to  call  a  con- 
vention to  propose  the  amendment.  Un- 
der article  V  of  the  Constitution,  if  the 
legislatures  of  two-thirds  of  the  States 
adopt  a  resolution  requesting  Congress 
to  call  a  convention  for  pioposing 
amendments,  Contiress  is  required  to  do 
so.  Amendments  proposed  by  the  con- 
vention become  effective  after  ratifica- 
tion by  three-fourths  of  the  States. 

A  number  of  State  legislatures,  start- 
ing with  Wyominq  in  1939,  have  passed 
resolutions  in  one  form  or  another  re- 
questing Congress  to  call  a  convention 
to  propose  such  a  tax  limitation  amend- 
ment. It  is  claimed  that  as  many  as  28 
States  have  taken  such  action.  This  is 
within  4  of  the  required  32.  It  includes 
several  States  that  have  since  sought  to 
rescind  their  earlier  action,  a  power 
which  the  proponents  of  the  resolution 
deny  that  the  State  legislatures  possess. 

The  legislatures  of  all  except  four  of 
the  States  meet  in  1953.  I  am  advised 
that  the^e  four  States  have  already 
pas.~ed  the  resolution  requesting  a  con- 
vention. I  am  also  advised  that  an  effort 
is  to  be  made  to  get  a  number  of  other 
States  this  year  to  pass  such  a  resolution. 
It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  Congress 
may  be  forced  eventually  to  call  a  con- 
vention. 

In  calling  such  a  convention  Congress 
would  be  following  an  uncharted  course, 
and  one  fraught  with  serious  danger.  If 
the  job  has  to  be  done.  Congress  itself 
should  propose  the  amendment  and  sub- 
mit it  to  the  States  for  ratification  in  the 
usual  way. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  Con- 
gress is  not  the  sole  party  in  interest. 
The  States  have  at  least  an  equal  interest 
and  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
vote  on   the  proposal   which   so  many 


States  have  already  expressed  a  desire  to 
do. 

The  text  of  the  resolution  I  have  this 
day  introduced  is  as  follows: 

House  Joint  Resolution  103 

Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  rela- 
tive tu  taxes  on  Incomes.  Inheritances,  and 
gifts 

Rffiolved  by  the  Senate  and  Houxe  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled  (tico-thirds  of  each 
House  concurring  therein).  That  the  follow- 
ing article  is  hereby  proposed  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  shall  be  valid  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  as  part  of  the  Constitution 
when  ratiHed  by  the  legislatures  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  several  States; 

"ARTirrc   — 

"SEmoN  1  The  sixteenth  article  of 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  is  hereby  repealed. 

"Sec  2  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to 
lay  and  c  lUeot  taxes  on  incomes,  from  what- 
ever source  derived,  without  apportionment 
an^ong  the  sever.il  States,  and  without  re- 
rard  to  any  census  or  enumeration.  The 
maximtim  top  rate  (a  term  which  shall 
mean  the  a-.;ij!regate  of  all  tup  rales)  ot  all 
t.txes.  duties,  and  excises  wliich  the  Con- 
gress may  lay  or  collect  on,  with  respect  to, 
or  measured  bv,  income  shall  not  exceed  25 
percent:  Provided,  however.  That  the  Con- 
tress  by  a  vote  of  three-fourths  of  all  the 
Msmbers  of  each  House  may  fix  such  a  maxi- 
mum top  rate  in  excess  of  25  percent,  for 
periocl.s.  either  successive  or  otherwise,  not 
exceeding  1  year  each,  if  such  rate  so  fixed 
dcies  not  exceed  the  lowest  rate  (a  term 
which  shall  mean  tl  e  aggregate  of  all  lowest 
rates!  by  more  than  15  perrenta'^e  points. 
Subject  to  tiie  foregoing  limitations,  the 
rates  of  ta,".  applicable  to  the  Incomes  of 
individuals  may  be  different  from  the  rates 
applicable  to  the  incomes  of  corporations, 
wlijch  term  shall  include  also  associat.ons. 
Joint-stock  companies,  and  Insurance  com- 
panies. The  determination  of  income  sub- 
ject to  tax  shall  be  by  uniform  rules  of  gen- 
eral application  which  siiall  not  vary  with 
the  si/e  of  the  income. 

"Sec.  3.  The  Congress  shall  have  no  power 
to  lay  or  cijllect  any  tax.  duty,  or  excise  with 
respect  to  tlie  devolution  or  transfer  of  prop- 
erty, or  any  interest  therein,  upon  or  In 
contemplation  of  or  intended  to  take  effect 
in  p  )s.=ession  or  enj(jymeut  at  or  after  death, 
or  by  way  of  gift. 

"Sir  4  Sections  1  and  2  shall  take  effect 
at  midnight  on  the  31st  day  of  December 
following  the  ratification  of  this  article. 
Noihing  contained  in  this  article  shall  affect 
the  power  of  the  United  Slates  after  said 
date  to  collect  any  tax  on,  v  1th  respect  to, 
or  measured  by.  Income  for  any  period  end- 
ing on  or  prior  to  said  31st  day  of  December 
laid  In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  any 
law  tlien  in  effect. 

"Sfc.  5  Section  3  shall  take  effect  at  mid- 
night of  the  day  of  ratification  of  this  arti- 
cle. Nothing  contained  In  this  article  shall 
affect  the  power  of  the  United  States  after* 
said  date  to  collect  any  lax  with  respect  to 
any  devolution  or  transfer  occurring  prior 
to  the  taking  effect  of  section  3.  laid  In  ac- 
cordance with  tiie  terms  of  any  law  then  in 
effect." 


THE  LATE  PROF.  CHARLES  E. 
MERRIAM 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  OHARA  of  Illirois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  rise  to  remark  the  passing  of  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  and  l)eloved  of  my 
constituents  in  the  Second  District  of 
Illinois.  Prof.  Charles  E.  Merriam,  who 
for  many  years  was  chairman  of  the  po- 
litical science  department  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago,  and  whose  influence 
in  the  cause  of  good  government  was 
unsurpassed  by  any  ecucator  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  country.  He  was  the  friend 
and  counselor  of  President  Woodrow 
Wilson  and  of  President  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt,  of  the  gcivernors  and  the 
mayors  of  Chicago  during  a  long  period. 
He  was  truly  a  great  American,  of  tower- 
ing stature,  and  I  know  that  my  col- 
leagues would  wish  thiit  fine  woman  who 
was  his  life's  companion,  and  the  other 
members  of  his  family,  to  know  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  joins  with 
them  in  a  sense  of  great  loss. 


A  PROPOSED  DEPARTMENT   OF 
PEACE 

Mr  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a'k 
unanimous  con.'ent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute,  to  revi.'^e  and  extend  my 
lemaiks  and  include  an  article  from  the 
Sunday  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker  and 
Members  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress, 
will  you  please  give  nie  your  attention 
for  just  a  few  momerts?  The  subject 
which  I  want  to  discuss  will  not  be  long 
remembered  in  my  words,  but  it  will 
be  the  main  issue  of  untold  numbers 
of  future  generation.*  of  this  world, 
until  we  either  have  peace  or  we  have 
the  awful  and  frightful  spectacle  of 
another  world  war  which  could  wipe  out 
civilization  as  we  know  it.  ;.t  is  so  vital 
to  us  that  I  believe  it  should  receive 
the  first  consideration  of  this  and  every 
other  lawmaking  iKXly  on  the  face  of 
tlie  earth. 

I  am  introducing  today  a  bill  to  cre- 
ate a  Department  of  Peace.  I  intro- 
duced this  bill  in  the  Eighty-second 
and  Eighty-first  Congresses.  A  hearing 
was  held  in  the  Eighty  second  Congress 
and  other  hearings  have  been  held  dur- 
ing the  Eightieth  and  Seventy-ninth 
Congresses. 

If  I  could  impress  upon  your  minds 
the  imp>ortance  of  this  matter,  our  chil- 
dren and  our  children's  children  might 
live  with  hope  and  faith  in  a  fuller  and 
more  prosperous  life. 

All  down  through  the  ages  the  lead- 
ing nations  of  this  world  have  armed 
for  war  instead  of  using  their  powerful 
influence  for  peace.  They  have  all 
fallen  by  the  sword. 

We  ai-e  the  mightiest  nation  in  the 
world  today,  and  have  been  abundantly 
blessed  by  the  good  Lord.  We  should 
take  advantage  of  our  might  and  our 
world  leadership  to  wage  a  hard  and 
determined  campaign  for  world  peace. 

I  was  encouraged  to  read  in  the  Sun- 
day Star  of  December  21, 1952,  that  Pub- 
lisher Frank  Gannett  has  proposed  to 
President-elect  Eisenhower  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  establish  a  Department 
of  Peace,  headed  by  an  official  with  full 


Cabinet  rank.    I  include  the  entire  Star 
article  on  this  subject. 

This  has  long  been  my  idea  and  I 
shall  give  my  full  support  to  such  a  step. 
I  say  again,  as  did  Mr.  Gannett,  that 
now  is  the  time.  President-elect  Eisen- 
hower and  you  Members  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  it  is  imperative  that  we 
act  at  once.    These  are  times  of  decision. 

I  believe  every  civilized  nation  in  the 
world  today  has  a  department  of  war  or 
similar  department  for  defense,  but  not 
one  has  an  instrument  of  government 
devoted  exclusively  to  promoting  peace 
throughout  the  world. 

America  is  built  of  the  noblest  blood 
and  the  finest  brains  of  many  races.  We 
are  avowed  leaders  in  the  world  today. 
It  is,  therefore,  imperative  that  we  take 
the  lead  in  forming  the  basic  foundation 
for  international  peace  and  security.  It 
is  not  enough  that  we  fight  wars  to  save 
the  world  lor  democracy,  but  we  must 
work  as  hard  for  security.  Surely  after 
two  wars  in  a  quarter  of  a  century  we 
have  no  delu.sions  about  peace.  The 
people  have  been  unwilling  to  listen  or 
heed  the  cry  of  the  hosts  of  heaven  at 
the  birth  of  the  Master  of  Galilee  when 
they  said  to  the  shepherds  "Peace  on 
earth  to  men  of  good  will." 
Department  or  Peace  With  Cabinet  Rank 
Urged  bt  Gannett 

ROCHE-3TER.  N.  Y,,  December  20.— Publisher 
Frank  Gannett  has  projXDsed  to  President- 
elect Eisenhower  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment establish  a  Department  of  Peace  headed 
by  an  official  with  full  Cabinet  rank. 

Mr.  Gannett  said  in  a  letter,  made  public 
today,  to  the  General  that  opposition  to  war 
was  not  enough — that  there  should  be  "defi- 
nitely planned  and  organized  promotion  for 
peace." 

The  publisher  suggested  that  the  State 
Department  be  incorporated  within  the  pro- 
posed Department  of  Peace  along  the  same 
lines  in  which  the  various  branches  of  the 
armed  services  have  become  a  part  of  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

NO    EISENHOWER    COMMENT 

Mr.  Gannett,  publisher  of  the  Rochester 
Times-Union  and  other  newspapers,  said  uni- 
fication for  peace  was  "just  as  essential  for 
our  national  security  as  unification  of  our 
Armed  Forces." 

The  letter  was  under  study  at  General 
Eisenhowers  New  York  headquarters,  which 
made  no  Immediate  comment. 

"A  Department  of  Peace,  such  as  I  urge 
you  to  undertake,  involves  a  reorientation 
and  broadening  of  our  International  rela- 
tions," Mr.  Gannett  wrote. 

"Our  foreign  policy  is  administered  by  our 
State  Department.  Far  too  often  our  State 
Depfirtment  officials,  both  here  and  abroad, 
are  more  concerned  with  the  manner  and 
protocol  in  which  that  policy  Is  carried  out 
than  with  the  primary  purpose  of  the  policy, 
which  should  be  peace. 

"other  peace  efforts 

"A  State  Department  which  handles  the 
day-to-day  and  month-to-month  oflBcial  re- 
lations with  foreign  governments  Is  as  neces- 
sary for  Inclusion  In  a  Department  of  Peace 
as  is  a  Department  of  the  Air  FcTrce  essential 
for  a  Department  of  Defense.  But  the  State 
Department  should  not  be  the  sole  agency 
for  conducting  peace,  any  more  than  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  should  control 
other  armed  servlcefi  In  the  Department  ol 
Defense. 

"Peace  Is  too  precious  to  be  entirely  In 
the  hands  of  diplomats.  It  should  be  all- 
prevading  rather  than  confined  to  diplomacy 
or  subordinate  to  It." 

Mr.  Gannett  said  diplomacy  moved  In 
traditional,  rigidly  defined  channels  and  that 


It  was  too  much  to  expect  that  a  Sttte  De- 
partment'representative  In  a  foreign  coun- 
try would  be  familiar  with  all  possible  Im- 
plements to  peace. 

Mr.  Gannett  said  these  Implements  In- 
cluded "such  matters  as  youth  organization; 
exchange  of  students,  teachers,  librarians; 
exchange  of  Ideas  between  scientists,  medi- 
cal men.  agricultural  experts;  the  common 
yearning  of  all  religions." 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
DINING  FACILITIES 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  older  Members  of  the  House 
are  well  aware,  and  those  who  have  just 
come  in  this  session  soon  will  be  aware 
that  the  House  has  never  taken  care  of 
itself.  We  not  only  attempted  to  provide 
for  our  own  folks  as  we  should  but  we 
have  provided  more  than  generously  for 
people  abroad.  In  fact  wasted  billions  in 
that  effort. 

A  resolution  was  introduced  early  in 
the  session  to  authorize  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol  to  provide  for  a  dining  room 
down  on — well.  I  hope — down  on  the 
street  level  and  west  side  of  the  Capitol, 
so  that  if  a  Member  wanted  to  entertain 
some  of  his  constituents  who  contributed 
rather  generously  in  time  and  money  to 
his  election  and  necessarily  following 
that  to  the  welfare  of  the  people  and 
the  security  of  the  Government,  and  who 
came  here  to  give  us  constructive  sug- 
gestions, a  Member  might  take  him  down 
to  a  House  dining  room  and  discuss  mat- 
ters of  interest  to  the  constituents,  to  the 
Congressmen  and  to  the  people  as  a 
whole  without  having  someone  come 
along,  tap  you  on  the  shoulder  and  say. 
"Someone  else  wants  this  table."  "Other 
Congressmen  are  waiting  in  the  hall  for 
a  chance  at  this  table." 

It  is  an  absurdity  for  us  to  crowd  in 
down  in  our  present  room.  It  makes  me 
think  of  the  old  days  down  on  the  farm 
when  we  went  out  and  did  a  little  shout- 
ing and  some  of  the  animals  came  up  to 
be  fed. 

We  do  not  have  a  chance  to  get  a  meal. 
We  do  not  have  an  opportunity  to  visit 
with  our  constituents,  they  do  not  get  to 
talk  to  us  as  is  their  right,  our  time  is  too 
limited  and  we  are  too  crowded  in  our 
present  quarters.  The  idea  of  feeding  4S5 
people  and  their  guests  down  in  that  little 
room.  It  is  an  absurdity.  We  ought  to 
look  after  ourselves  and  those  who  pay 
the  taxes.  I  hope  some  of  the  Members 
who  just  came  in  will  look  into  the  pro- 
posal to  give  our  visitors  a  chance  here 
on  the  Hill.  A  new  properly  operated  fa- 
cility would  earn  a  profit. 


•■'fl 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  tp: 

Mr.  Polk,  for  week  of  January  12  to 
January  18.  inclusive,  on  account  of  ot- 
ficial  business. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCoKMACK),  for  2  meeks,  on  account  of 
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surveying  countries  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  WiCGLESWORTH  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  PiLLY  and  to  include  copy  of  a 
letter  he  has  addressed  to  Mr.  Evans, 
Librarian,  Library  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Betts  and  to  include  a  column 
from  the  Cleveland  Plain  Dealer  entitled 
*In  Defense  of  Our  Congress." 

Mr.  Beamer  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

Mr.  LeCompte  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Carnahan  and  to  include  an  article 
from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi  and  to  in- 
clude an  editorial. 

Mr.  BoGGS  in  two  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Florida  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Teague  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  WiER  and  to  include  an  article 
RPI)earing  in  the  Minneapolis  Star. 

Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas  and  to  include  an 
address  delivered  by  Hon.  Alf  Landon. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Taber)  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  CouDERT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Taber)  in  three  instances,  in  each  to 
include  a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  OsTERTAc  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  SCHENCK. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  in  two  instances, 
In  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McVey. 

Mr.  Sieminski. 

Mr.  Forrester  and  to  include  an  ar- 
ticle entitled  "Human  Events"  particu- 
larly relating  to  the  subject  of  the 
Immigration  uproar. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  include  therein  a  splendid  address 
made  Saturday  last  by  our  distinguished 
new  colleague,  the  gentlewoman  from 
Idaho  [Mrs.  PfostI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  12  o'clock  and  51  minutes 
p.  m.>,  under  its  previous  order,  the 
House  adjourned  until  Tuesday,  January 
13,  1952,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 

ETq. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
ccmmunications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

301.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the 


Report  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cor- 
poration for  1952.  pursuant  to  the  I-ederal 
Crop  Insurance  Act;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Agriculture. 

302.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting  a  report  covering  the  profes- 
sional and  scientific  positions  established  in 
the  Department  of  Defense,  for  the  year 
ended  December  31,  1952,  pursuant  to  Pub- 
lic Law  313.  Eightieth  Congress,  as  amended 
by  Public  Law  758.  Eightieth  Congres.-;.  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

303.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  National 
Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled 
"A  bill  to  promote  the  national  defense  by 
authorizing  the  construction  of  aeronautical 
facilities  and  the  acquisition  of  land  by  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 
necessary  to  the  effective  prosecution  oi 
aeronautical  research'  ,  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

304.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  tlie  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  d:alt  of  a  proposed  b^l!  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  authorise  the  Commlssii'ners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  sell  certain 
property  in  Pnnce  Georges  County,  Md  ,  ac- 
quired as  a  site  for  the  National  Training 
School  for  Glris";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

305.  A  letter  from  the  A.^sistant  Secretary. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmittir.i!;  ;t 
report  of  activities  of  the  Department  i-f 
Agriculture  rehitive  to  the  disposal  of  for- 
eign excess  property  under  title  IV  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Serv- 
ices Act  of  1919.  Public  Law  152.  EUhty-flrst 
Congress,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  section 
404  (di:  to  the  Commiuee  on  Government 
Operations. 

306.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary, 
Treasuiy  Deportment,  transmitting  a  drat: 
of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  author- 
ize an  increa.'^e  in  the  per  diem  allowance  of 
agents  assigned  to  the  protection  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  ou  Govern- 
ment Opeiations. 

307.  A  letter  from  the  Siecretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  the  report  and  find- 
ings on  the  Trinity  River  division  of  the 
Central  Valley  project.  California,  pursuant 
to  section  9  (ai  of  the  Reclamation  Project 
Act  of  1939  (53  Stat.  1187)  (H  Doc  No.  53  i  : 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  illus- 
trations. 

308.  A  letter  from  the  chairman.  Future 
Farmers  of  America,  transmitting  the  report 
on  the  audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  Future 
Farmers  of  America  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30.  1952,  and  a  report  on  the 
audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  Future  Farmers 
Supply  Service  for  the  period  from  January 
1.  1952,  to  June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  section 
14,  paragraph  i  b  i ,  of  Public  Law  740,  Eighty- 
first  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

309  A  letter  from  the  executive  director. 
Reserve  OflBcers  Association  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  annual 
audit  report  for  the  period  ended  May  31. 
1952,  pursuant  to  section  15  (bi  of  Public 
Law  595,  Eighty-first  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

310.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary. 
Treasury  Department,  transmitting  a  dralt 
of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  provide 
for  greater  -eafety  of  life  and  property  at 
sea  by  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Trejisury  to  prescribe  rules  for  the  loading, 
stowage,  and  securing  of  grain  and  other 
similar  bulk  cargoes":  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine   and   Fisheries. 

311.  A  letter  from  the  e.xecLitive  offlcer. 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  of  land  acquisitions  for 
parks,  parkways,  and  playgrounds,  cost  of 
each  tract,  and  method  of  acquisition,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952,  pursuant 
to  Public  Law  284,  Seventy-first  Congress  (46 


Stat   4P2),  approved  May  29,  1930,  as  amend- 
ed;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

312.  A  letter  from  the  Adm.nlstrator.  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend 
Veterans  Regulation  No  2  (a),  as  amended. 
to  provide  that  the  amount  of  certain  un- 
negotlated  checks  shall  be  paid  as  accrued 
benefits  upon  the  death  of  the  beneficiary- 
payee  and  for  other  purposes  ',  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   Veteran.-^'   Affairs. 

313.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary, 
Treasury  Department,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  au- 
thorize certain  administrative  expenses  In 
the  Treasury  Department,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses '.  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

314  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary. 
lYeasury  DepHrtment.  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  ".A  bill  to  amend 
section  1  (a)  of  the  Narcotic  Drugs  Import 
and  Export  Act.  and  sections  2550  (a»,  2558 
(bi,  and  3220  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
to  clariiy  the  clas.Mflcation  of  narcotic 
drugs  ,  to  the  Conuniltee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  ^ 

REPORT.S  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  A.ND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.<-e  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  a.s  follow.s: 

Mr  BROWN  of  Georgia  Joint  Committee 
on  Delense  Production.  Second  annual  re- 
port pursuant  to  section  712  (b)  of  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950.  as  amended; 
without  amendment  i  Kept  No  2i.  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
Slate  of   the  Union. 

Mr  BROWN  of  Cieorgla:  Joint  Committee 
on  Defense  Production.  Report  pursuant  to 
sectUJU  712  (b)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  pertaining  to  a 
study  of  consumer  commodity  prices  and 
margin  spreads;  without  amendment  ( Rept. 
No  3»,  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.se  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bilLs  and  resolution.s  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr    BAILEY: 

H  R  1372  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  Holly  River  State  Park  to  the 
State  of  West  Virginia,  to  the  Committee  ou 
Agriculture, 

By  Mr    BARTLETT: 

H  R  i.ilS  A  bill  to  amend  the  Organic  Act 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   AtTalrs. 

H  R  1374  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
act  of  July  31.  1950  (64  Stat  382).  relating 
to  .<>pproprlations  for  construction  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  Eklutna 
project.  Alaska,  to  tlie  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    BOW: 

H  R  137.^  A  bill  t<j  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  certain  unrecovered  costs  Incurred 
by  pr<xlucers  of  strategic  and  critical  min- 
erals and  metals  for  use  In  the  prosecution 
of  World  War  II,  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr    BRYSON: 

H  R  U76.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  disability- 
insurance  benefits  and  to  reduce  the  age  re- 
quirement for  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance benefits  from  65  to  62;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CHIPERFIELD: 

H  R.  1377.  A  bill  to  amend  Public  Law  73, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (for  administration);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
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By  Mr.  CRETFI.T.A: 

H  R.  1378.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  to  provide  full  an- 
nuity, for  Individuals  who  have  completed 
:{0  years  of  service;  to  provide  annuities 
thereunder  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  average 
monthly  salaries  or  wages  based  on  the  5 
years  of  highest  earnings;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  1379.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  of  the  postal 
^ervlce:  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for 
computing  compensation;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  July  6.  1945,  with  respect 
to  certain  employees  In  the  postal  transporta- 
tion service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1380.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
Income  tax  in  the  case  of  retirement  an- 
nuities and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
\/ays  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  LDMONDSON: 

H.  R.  1381.  A  bill  to  promote  the  rehabili- 
tation of  the  Five  Clvllly.ed  Tribes  and  other 
Indians  of  eastern  Oklahoma,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  AfTalrs. 

H  R.  1382.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  pro- 
cedural limitHtions  placed  upon  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  restricted  Indian  lands  be- 
longing to  members  of  the  Five  Civilized 
Tribes  shall  apply  only  to  Indians  of  the  lull 
blood;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  1383,  A  bill  to  provide  for  distribu- 
tion of  moneys  of  deceased  restricted  mem- 
bers of  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  not  exceed- 
ing $500,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   FALLON: 

H  R   1384,  A  bill  for  Improvement  of  the 
Inland    waterway    from    Delaware    River    to 
Chesapeake  Bay.  Del.  and  Md  ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Piibllc  Works. 
By  Mr.  FORAND: 

H  R.  1385.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (bi 
(2 1.  Internal  Revenue  Code,  act  of  February 
10.  1939  (5.3  Stat.  lOi.  relating  to  income- 
tax  exemption  of  certain  employees,  by  in- 
cluding certain  veterans'  organisation  em- 
ployees, and  others;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H  R.  1386.  A    bill    to    create    the   office    of 
D3leKate  at  Large  In  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives for  ex-Presidents  of  the  United  State^^; 
to  tlie  Committee  on  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

H  R.  13b7.  A  bill  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  lor  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  1388.  A  bill  relating  to  the  amount 
of  gross  income  which  a  dependent  of  a  tax- 
payer may  have  without  loss  by  the  taxpayer 
of  an  income-tax  exemption  for  such  de- 
pendent; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr    KLEIN: 

H.  R,  1389.  A  bUl  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
section  1  (c)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as  amended,  to  employees 
who  are  Involuntarily  separated  after  having 
rendered  20  years  of  service  but  prior  to 
attainment  of  age  55;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1390.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Board 
of  CommLssioners  of.  the  District  of  Coliunbia 
to  establish  daylight-saving  time  In  the  Dis- 
trict; to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

H.R.  1391.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Board 
nf  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  establish  daylight-saving  time  in  the  Dis- 
trict; to  the  Committee  ou  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

H.  R.  1392.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  exempt  from  tajtatiou 
annuities  of  retired  employees:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pufct  Cfflce  and  Civil  Service. 


H,  R.  1393.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  exempt  payments  under 
said  act  from  taxation;  to  the  Coounittee  ou 
Poet  Office  and  CivU  Service. 

H.  R,  1394.  A  bill  to  provide  for  salary  in- 
creases for  employees  of  the  field  service  of 
the  Post  Office  Department;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1395.  A  bill  to  provide  for  home  rule 
and  reorganization  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia: to  the  Conunittee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

H.  R.  1396.  A  bill  to  create  a  Federal  cor- 
ixjration  to  improve  the  efficiency,  morale, 
health,  and  general  welfare  of  Federal  em- 
ployees, and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  LeCOMPTE: 

II.  R.  1397.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
curement and  installation  ol  mechanism  for 
recording  and  counting  votes  in  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  LONG: 

H.  R.  1398.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries  and 
to  the  natural  resources  within  such  lands 
and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use.  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
Kources  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McVEY: 

H.  R.  i399  A  bill  to  authorize  the  con- 
stiuctlon  of  certain  flood -control  improve- 
ments on  the  Calumet  Union  drainage  ditch 
in  the  vicinity  of  Harvey,  111.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ : 

H.  R.  1400.  A  bill  to  Increase  to  H.OOO  the 
amount  a  dependent  may  earn  without  loss 
of  exemption  to  the  taxpayer;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1401.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits, 
retirement  age  shall  be  60  years;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1402.  A  bill  to  terminate  the  war-tax 
rate  on  admissions  to  theaters;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H  R  1403.  A  bill  to  provide  for  promotion 
by  merit  of  employees  in  the  postal  service 
and  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for  ex- 
amination and  appointment  of  candidates 
for  promotion  to  supervisory  positions;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  1404.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
act  of  July  6.  1945.  as  amended,  so  as  to 
provide  for  payment  of  overtime  compensa- 
tion to  substitute  employees  in  the  postal 
field  service:  w  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  OSTERTAG: 

H.  R.  1405.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  reevaluate  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  and  flood-control  projects 
In  order  to  determine  the  advisability  of 
prosecuting  such  projects  to  completion;  to 
the   Conrmlttee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  1406.  A  bill  to  provide  that  an  indi- 
vidual who  is  entitled  to  a  monthly  insur- 
ance beneflt  under  title  n  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  shall  not  be  deprived  of  that  bene- 
flt because  of  work  performed  by  him  or  by 
the  person  on  whose  wage  record  that  beneflt 
is  based;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  PATTKN: 

H.  R.  1407.  A  bill  to  increase  the  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Fed- 
eral Aid  Highway  Act  of  1962  for  the  con- 
struction and  Improvement  of  the  national 
system  of  Interstate  highways  designated  In 
accordance  with  section  7  of  the  Federal  Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1944;  to  tlie  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 


H.  R.  1408.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  individuals 
entitled  to  old-age  or  survivors  insiu-ance 
beneflts  to  earn  $100  per  month  without  de- 
ductions being  made  from  their  benefits; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1409.  A  bUl  to  pro^vide  for  a  national 
cemetery  In  the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1410.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moviiw-rpicture  theater;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.lROGEHS  of  Colorado: 

H.  R.  1411.  A  bill  to  modify  and  extend  the 
authority  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  lease 
quarters  for  post-office  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  1412.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  Post  Office  Terminal  in  Den- 
ver. Colo,,  on  the  site  which  has  been  ac- 
quired by  the  Unit?d  States  for  that  piuT>ose; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

II.  R.  1413.  A  bill  to  amend  subparagraph 
(k)  of  paragraph  II,  part  I,  Veterans  Regu- 
lation No.  1  (a),  as  amended,  to  authorize 
compensation  for  blindness  of  one  eye  with 
5  200  visual  acuity  or  less;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request )  : 

H.  R,  1414.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer 
of  hospitals  and  related  facilities  between 
the  Veterans'  Administration  and  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.   REAMS: 

H.  R.  1415.  A  bill  to  allow  to  a  retail  dealer 
In  gasoline  a  refund  of  the  Federal  tax  paid 
on  gasoline  which  is  lost  by  the  retailer 
through  evaporation;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H.  R.  1416.  A  bill  to  provide  rates  of  pay 
for  training  periods  of  substitute  rviral  car- 
riers; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  1417.  A    bill    to    amend   section   2000 
(c)    (2)   of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with 
respect  to  the  tax  on  cigarettes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr,  SMALL: 

H.  R.  1418.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Hatch  Act 
to  permit  all  officers  and  employees  of  the 
Government  to  take  an  active  part  in  po- 
litical management  or  political  campaigns; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  STAGGERS: 

H.  R.  1419.  A  bill  to  provide  that  standard 
time  shall  be  the  measure  of  time  for  all 
purposes  and  to  authorize  Congress  to  es- 
tablish daylight-saving  time  for  any  year  by 
concvurent  resolution;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  1420.  A  bill  to  provide  a  system  of 
transcontinental  superhighways;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

H,  R.  1421.  A  bill  to  create  a  Department 
of  Peace;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 

H,  R.  1422.  A  bUl  to  conflrm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  U) 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Conunittee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILLIS: 

H.  R.  1423.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  excise  taxes 
on  furs;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1424.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  ad 
valorem  duty  on  the  importation  of  shrimp; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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By  Mr.  WTTHBOW: 

H.  R.  1425.  A  blU  to  ];HX>Tide  study  periods 
for  poflt-offlce  clerlu  and  terminal  transfer 
alr-znail  fteld  clerlu;   to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  CHENOWKTH: 

H.  R.  1426.  A  bill  to  fiirther  amend  the 
provisions  of  the  acts  authorizing  payment 
of  6  months'  death  gratuity  to  widow,  child, 
or  dependent  relative  of  persons  In  the  Armed 
Forces;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  OXWART: 

H.  R.  1427.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1049.  as  amended,  to  strengthen 
American  agrlcxilture  and  reduce  the  cost  of 
price-support  operations;  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  H^ERT: 

H.  R.  1428.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  National 
Park  Service  to  rebuild  Jackson's  Ramparts 
and  to  designate  particular  sites  with  proper 
markers  and  to  appropriate  funds  for  this 
purpose;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 

H.  R.  1429.  A  bill  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  construction  of  a  post-office  termi- 
nal In  Denver,  Colo.,  on  the  site  which  has 
been  acquired  by  the  United  States  for  that 
purpose;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  SCRIVNER: 

H.  R.  1430.  A  bill  making  unlawful  the 
requirement  for  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax 
•s  a  prerequisite  to  voting  in  a  primary  or 
other  election  for  national  officers;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  1431.  A  bill  to  amend  section  113  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
the  adjustment  of  the  basis  of  property  for 
depreciation,  obsolescence,  amortization,  and 
depletion:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  SMALL: 

H.  R.  1432.  A  bill  to  provide  price  support 
for  the   1952  crop  of  Marylsind   tobacco;    to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  VAN  Z.\NDT: 

H.  R.  1433.  A  bill  to  prevent  retroactive 
eheckage  of  retired  pay  in  the  cases  of  cer- 
tain enlisted  men  and  warrant  officers  ap- 
pointed or  advanced  to  commissioned  rank 
or  grade  under  the  act  of  July  24,  1941  (55 
Stat.  6C3),  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1434.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 24.  1925,  Incorporating  the  American 
War  Mothers;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1435.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of 
the  Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain 
postal  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1438.  A  bill  to  provide  every  adult 
citizen  in  the  United  States  with  equal  basic 
Federal  Insurance,  permitting  retirement 
with  benefits  at  age  60,  and  also  covering 
total  disability,  from  whatever  cause,  for 
certain  citizens  under  60;  to  give  protection 
to  widows  with  children;  to  provide  an  ever- 
expanding  market  for  goods  and  services 
through  the  payment  and  distribution  of 
such  benefits  in  ratio  to  the  Nation's  stead- 
ily Increasing  ability  to  produce,  with  the 
cost  of  such  benefits  to  be  carried  by  every 
citizen  in  proportion  to  the  Income  privileges 
he  enjoys;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1437.  A  bill  relating  to  the  annual 
adjustment  of  the  basic  pay  of  members  of 
the  uniformed  services;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1438.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  fxirnish  space 
and  facilities.  If  available,  to  full-time  rep- 
resentatives of  certain  recognized  State  or- 
ganizations; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1439.  A  bill  to  provide  for  advance- 
ment to  the  commissioned  and  warrant 
offlcer  grades  (or  enlisted  musicians  of  the 


United  States  Navy;   to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1440.  A  bill  to  provide  relief  for  cer- 
tain officers  of  the  Naval  and  Marine  Corps 
Reserve;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1441.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the  case 
of  admissions  to  wrestling  matches  held  as 
competitions  between  high  schools;  to  the 
Coinmlttee  on  Whjts  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WATTS: 

H.  R.  1442.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  program 
for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
soli-erosion  prevention  for  the  Green  River 
watershed  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  WAMPLER: 

H.  R.  1443.  A  bill   providing  an   allowance 
for   the   purchase   of   uniforms   for   city   and 
village  delivery  letter  carriers;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  WILLIS: 

H.  R.  1414    A  bill   to  provide   an   adequate 
channel  in   Old  and  Atchafalaya  Rivers;    to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  J  Res.  103.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
Unitso  State!!  relative  to  taxes  on  Incomes. 
inheritances,  and  gifts;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H.  J.  Res.  104.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  creation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  De- 
.velopment  Corporation  to  construct  part  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  in  United  States 
territory  in  the  Interest  of  national  security; 
authorizing  the  Corporation  to  consummate 
certain  arrangements  with  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway  Authority  of  Canada  relative  to  con- 
struction and  operation  of  the  seaway;  em- 
powering the  Corporation  to  finance  the 
United  States  share  of  the  seaway  cost  on  a 
self-liquidating  basis;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  BENNfi.TT  of  Florida: 

H.  J.  Res.  105.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  amendment   to  the   Constitution   of   the 
United  States  relating  to  appropriations;   to 
the  Conmilttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  BUCHANAN: 

H.J.  Res.  106.  J  )int  resolution  designating 
March  30  of  each  year  as  Shut-in's  Day;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GROSS: 

H.  J.  Res.  107.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of  trea- 
ties and  executive  agreements;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HALE: 

H.  J.  Res.  108.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  empower- 
ing Congress  to  provide  for  national  repre- 
sentation for  the  people  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr,  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  J.  Res.  lOJ.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year  Gen- 
eral Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observ- 
ance and  commemoration  of  the  death  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Casimir  Puliskl;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.J.  Res.  110.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  United  States  shall  withhold  from 
representatives  of  foreign  nations  privileges 
which  such  nations  vithhold  from  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  111.  Joint  resolution  declaring 
that  the  Yalta  agreement  Is  no  longer  bind- 
ing on  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McINTIRE: 

H.J.  Res.  112.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
and  directing  the  International  Joint  Com- 
mission on  the  United  States-Canadian 
boundary  waters  to  make  a  survey  of  the 
proposed  Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  proj- 


ect, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  NELSON: 
H.  J.  Res.  113.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
and  directing  the  International  Joint  Com- 
mission on  the  United  States-Canadian 
boundary  waters  to  make  a  survey  of  the 
proposed  Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  proj- 
ect, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 
H.J.  Res.  114.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
and  directing  the  International  Joint  Com- 
mission on  the  United  States-Canadian 
boundary  waters  to  make  a  survey  of  the 
proposed  Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  proj- 
ect, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H  J.  Res.  115.  Joint    resolution     providing 
for  continuation  of   the  susjjenslon   of   cer- 
tain import  taxes  on  copper;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PELLY: 
H.J.  Res.  116.  Joint   resolution   permitting 
articles  Imported  from  foreign  countries  for 
the  purpose  of  exhibition  at  the  Washington 
Stf  te-Far    East   Trade    Fair,    S3attle,   Wash.. 
to   he   admitted   without   payment   of   tariff, 
and   for   other  purposes;    to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  UTT: 
H.J.  Res.  117.  Joint   resolution   confirming 
and  establishing  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries    and    to    the    natural    resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands 
and    resources;    to    the    Committee    ou    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr   VAN  ZANDT: 
H.J.  Res.  118.  Joint    resolution    to    desig- 
nate  the    1st   day   of    May    In   each   year   as 
Loyalty  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr  WITHROW: 
H.J.  Res.  119.  Joint  resolution  making 
January  19  and  20,  1953,  holidays  for  Fed- 
eral employees,  field  service  postal  employees, 
and  employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
In  the  metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of 
Columbia:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 
H.  Con.  Res.  19.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the 
meetings  of  the  United  Nations  Assembly, 
and  similar  world  orpanlzatlon.«i  of  which  the 
United  States  is  a  member,  should  be  opened 
with  prayer;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PCULSON: 
H.  Con.  Res.  20.  Concurrent  resolution  re- 
questing the  Attorney  General  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  to  observe  the  provisions 
and  Intent  of  the  act  of  Congress  section 
208  (d)  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation 
Act  of  1£53.  and  suspend  the  further  prose- 
cuting of  the  action  pending  in  the  United 
States  District  Cuurt  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  California,  Southern  Division,  en- 
titled "United  States  of  America  against 
Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District  and  others"; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr  DONDERO: 
H.  Res  61.  Resolution  requesting  the  Pres- 
ident to  forward  the  evidence  and  findings 
of  the  Select  Committee  To  Conduct  an  In- 
vestigation and  Study  of  the  Facts,  Evidence, 
and  Circumstances  ol  the  Katyn  Forest 
Massacre  to  the  United  States  Mission  to  the 
United  Nations  for  appropriate  action,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr  MACHROWICZ: 
H.  Res.  62.  Resolution  requesting  the  Pres- 
ident to  forward  the  evidence  and  findings 
of  the  Select  Committee  To  Conduct  an  In- 
vestigation and  Study  of  the  Pacts,  Evidence, 
and  Circumstances  of  the  Katyn  Forest 
Massacre  to  the  United  States  Mission  to  the 
United  Nations  for  appropriate  action,  and 


Ji),'). 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


319 


for   other   purposes;    to    the   Committee   on 
Foreign   Affairs. 

By  Mr    MADDEN: 

H.  Res.  63.  Resolution  requesting  the  Pres- 
uleiit  to  forward  the  evidence  and  findings  of 
the  Select  Committee  To  Conduct  an  In- 
vestigation and  Study  of  the  Facts,  Evidence. 
and  Circumstances  of  the  Katyn  Forest 
Mitbsacre  to  the  United  States  Mission  to  the 
mited  Nations  for  appropriate  action,  and 
ii)r  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  OKONSKI: 

H  Res.  64.  Restjlutlon  requesting  the  Pres- 
ident to  forward  the  evidence  and  findings 
i)f  the  Select  Committee  To  Conduct  an 
Investigation  and  Study  of  the  Facts,  Evi- 
dence, and  Circumstances  of  the  Katyn  For- 
••.st  Massacre  to  the  United  States  Mission  to 
ihe  United  Nations  for  appropriate  action, 
:;tirt  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PELI.Y: 

H  Res  65.  Resolution  to  Buthorlze  and  di- 
rect the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  ForelKn 
Commerce  to  conduct  a  hearlnK  and  study 
as  to  the  rcHSOi^s  for  periodical  interruptions 
<it  shipping  through  the  p<jrt  of  Seattle;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H  Res.  66.  Resolution   providing  funds  for 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   House  AdminlstrHtiou. 
By   Mr.   8HEEHAN: 

H  Res.  67.  Resolution  requesting  the  Presi- 
dent to  forward  the  evidence  and  findings  of 
the  Select  Committee  To  Conduct  an  Inves- 
tigation and  Study  of  the  Facts,  Evidence, 
and  Circumstances  of  the  Katyn  Forest 
Massarre  to  the  United  States  Mission  to 
the  United  Nations  for  appropriate  actic^n. 
and  for  other  puriKwe*;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Foreign  Atlalrs, 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
loUows : 

By  the  SPEAKER :  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  memo- 
rializing the  President  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  relative  to  a  civil  defen.se 
and  disaster  compact  entered  Into  between 
the  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  Massa- 
chiisetta,  Connecticut,  Vermont,  and  Rhode 
Island;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN: 
H  R.  1445.  A  bill  for  th«'  relief  of  Henry  J. 
Lim;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BATTLE: 
H.  R.  1446.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
I.  Ward:  to  the  Commute-;  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BOW: 
H.  R.  1447.  A   bill   for   the   relief  of   Adele 
Van-dan  Busch  Oosterwyk;   to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1448.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cecylla 
Goldberg  (nee  Morgenstern) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr,  BRAMBLE7T: 
H  R   1449.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
B    Cooper;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1450.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hyeng 
Pok  Sunoo;  to  the  Comrr.lttee  ou  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BRY80N: 
H.  R.  1451.  A    bill    for    :he    relief    of    Mrs. 
James  W.  Tuten,  Jr.;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHENOWETH: 
H  ...  1452.  A    hill    for    the    relief    of    Joe 
Bargas;   t,  tlie  Coinniittoi!  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  1453.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Paula 
Kurz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CROSSER: 

H,  R,  1454.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Domenlco 
la  Torraca;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   CRUMPACKER: 

H.  R.  1455.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julia 
Staplnski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R  1456.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Swan 
Kay  Burkhalter,  a  minor:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

H  R.  1457.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mi.  and 
Mrs  Vladimir  Wolf;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1458.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Mion;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 

H  R.  1459.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Mildred  G.  Kates  and  Ronald  Kates;   to  the 
Commlitee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   EDMONDSON: 

n.R.  1460  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
Jr>e  Davis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1461.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McKlght;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FORAND: 

H.  R.  1462.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fotinl  X. 
Parisls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlciarv. 

H,  R.  1463.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ilona 
Elizabeth  Carrier:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

H.  R.  1464.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vassilios 
Dertouzos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

h'  R.  1465.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helga 
Rossman  and  her  child;  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judlciarv. 

By  Mr".  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  1466.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sotlrios 
Peppas;  to  the  Committee  t>n  the  Judlciarv. 

H.  R.  1467.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Kai  l 
Otto  Walther;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1468.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mleczyslaw 
Wolny;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1469.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Velio  Lu- 
carini;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  LBSINSKI: 

H.  R,  1470.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Chirco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1471.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gasparl 
Vltale;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1472.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellas 
Mauolls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1473.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Domenlco  Manzella;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1474.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Boesio;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judlciarv. 

H.  R.  1476.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Calogero 
Bartollotta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  1476.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
George  Nicholaros  alias  John  Nlckols;  to^the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1477.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alfonso 
Bommarlto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  1478.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  J.  Paul 
Blsnalre;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McVEY: 

H.  R.  1479.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Joyce 
Heveran  (nee  Rlgby);  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1480.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stevan 
Cuckovlc;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  1481.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
HendrykowskI;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Bv  Mr.  MASON: 

H.  R.  1482.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hlldegard 
Schoenauer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  1483.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karollne 
Mahr;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  1484.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Igo 
Sobel;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H,  R.  1485.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
C.  Rosenberg;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1486.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Caroline  M.  Newmark  and  Melville  Mority; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1487.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  F\il- 
ton  Trouser  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the   Judiciary. 

H.R.  1488."a    bill    for    the    relief    of    John 
Lemons:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  1489.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Mrs, 
Fannie  A.  Dabllas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1490.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Koprak;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1491.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Yu]l  Dol 
find  Mrs.  Matsuyo  Yamaoka  Dol;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1492.  A  bill  for"  the  relief  of  Bolan- 
dlneh  Baltoo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  RADWAN: 

H.R.  1493.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elly  S. 
Angelides;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1494.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
H.  Marnou,  Sr.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1495.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sport- 
service  Corp.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1496.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Hermine  Lamb;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlciarv. 

H.  R.  1497.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Rang;   to  the   Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROONEY: 

H.R.  1.98.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ralph 
Moschitta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1499.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Szyja 
Morgenstern;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1500.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Freldli 
Fogel;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 

H.R.  1501.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eric 
Joseph;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlciarv. 

H,  R.  1502.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Phillip 
Bonino;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1503.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Wlktor 
Grygielko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1504.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lech 
Prvszynskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  1505.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Roman 
Smolemec;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1506.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Czeslaw 
Trzclnski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1507.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
Radlicz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  1608.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Morde- 
chay  Dlnewitz;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMTTH  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  1509.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sahag 
Vartanlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  STAGGERS: 

H.  R.  1510.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Jessie  Slbert;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  SCOTT: 

H.  R.  1511.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Margarete 
Dilllnger    and    Gudrund    DilUnger;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS: 

H.  R.  1612.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Dr.  Chin? 
Tseng  Teng  and  Mrs.  Hsi  (Dora)  Teog;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 

H  R.  1513.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sicj 
K.un.<i:o:  IJ  the  Comn^lttee  on  the  JutLxu^. 
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By  Mr.  THORNBERRT: 

H.  R.  1514.  A  bUI   for  the   relief  of  Clint 

Z/ewls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THORNBKRRT   (by  request): 

H.  R.  1515.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Max 

Hermann  Kellbar;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  kit.  WATTS: 
H.  R.lji6.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of    Mrs. 
Clemtlne  De  Ryck;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.         

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.  R.  1517.  A   bUl    for   the   relief   of   Corp. 
Predrag  Mltrovlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.         

By  Mr.  WITHKOW: 
H.  R.  1618.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Setsuko 
Sasaicl;  to  the  Coo^mlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerks  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

11.  By  Mr.  BUSH:  Resolution  of  the  Com- 
inUsloners.  Lycoming  County.  Fa.,  to  amend 
existing  Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  make 
the  benefits  of  social  security  available  to 
any  and  all  political  subdivisions  desirous 
ol  adopting  a  plan  for  its  cfflciais  and  em- 
ployees, whether  or  not  such  subdivisions 
have  In  effect  a  present  existing  pension  plan; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

12.  By  Mr.  HOWELL:  Resolution  of  Cay-e 
May  County  Bar  Association,  adopted  De- 
cember 20,  1952.  petitioning  the  Congress  to 
amend  title  28  of  the  United  States  Cede. 
pnrttcularly  sections  110  and  133  of  said  title, 
Increasing  the  number  of  Judges  for  the 
United  States  District  Cotirt  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  from  six  to  seven,  and  providing 
th.at  in  said  district,  court  shall  be  held  at 
Atlantic  City,  Camden,  Newark,  and  Trenton; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

13.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
of  citizens  of  Racine,  Wis.,  in  support  of  the 
Bryson  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

■*         <■»         ■■ 


SENATE 

TrESDAY,  J.VNIARY  13,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Lord  God  Almighty,  at  noontide  tl-ie 
voice  of  our  prayer  rises  to  Thee.  We 
come  asking  for  strength  that  we  may 
toil  in  these  fields  of  time  in  the  sense 
of  the  eternal.  Only  when  our  vision  is 
cleansed  and  corrected  by  far  horizons 
can  we  see  the  transient  in  the  light  of 
the  everlasting.  Like  tillers  of  the  soil 
who  stand  reverently  with  bowed  heads, 
listening  to  the  music  of  holy  bells,  so 
at  the  beginning  of  this  day's  delibera- 
tions we  would  pause  to  become  spirit- 
ually aware  of  silvery  notes  fi-om  a  peal- 
ing belfry  no  human  eye  can  see,  or 
ear  hear. 

Send  us  forth  with  serenity  and  calm 
to  meet  an  agitated  world  with  an  un- 
ruffled kindness  which  is  strength  and  an 
inner  candor  which  is  the  courage  of  the 
soul.  We  ask  it  in  the  dear  Redeemers 
name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 


^- 


nal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  Jan- 
uary 9,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Un:.ted  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


REPORT  OF  NATIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  FXDR  AERONAUTICS- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  tho  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanyinu; 
report,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  Un'ted  States: 

In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  act  01  March  3,  1915,  as  amended, 
establishing  the  National  Advisory  Com- 
mittee for  Aeronautics,  I  transmit  hPie- 
with  the  Thirty-eighth  Annual  Report 
of  the  Committee  covering  tlie  fiscal 
year  1952. 

Harry  S.  Trum\n. 
The  White  House,  January  13.  1933. 


FFPOKT     OP      NATIONAL     CAPITAL 
SELQUJCENiENMAL  COMMIS- 

SION—MiLSS.,\GE  FROM  'iHE  PRES- 
IDENT 

The  VICE  PPJiSIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  foUcv/ing  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  whicii 
was  read,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 

on  the  District  of  Columbia: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Pursuant  to  tlie  provisions  of  Pu<olic 
Law  78.  Eicrhty  firjt  Conprress,  I  trans- 
mit herewith  for  the  National  Capital 
Sesquicenteiiuial  Commi-ssion  its  final 
report. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  13,  1953. 

Note:  The  report  was  transmitted  to 
the  House  of  Representatives. 


REPORT  OP  NATIONAL  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL  ON  INTERNATIONAL 
MONETARY  AND  FINANCIAL  PROB- 
LEMS— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT    (H.  DOC.  NO.  60) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying 
report,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  a  Report  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Interna- 
tional Monetary  and  Financial  Problems 
covering  its  operation  from  April  1. 1952. 
to  September  30,  1952,  and  describing  in 
accordance  with  section  4  tb)  (5)  of  the 
Bretton  Woods  Agreements  Act,  the  par- 
ticipation of  tlie  United  States  in  the 
international  Monetary  Fund  and  the 


International  Bank   for  Reconstruction 
and  Development  for  the  above  period. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  Whiti:  Housi,  January  13,  1953. 


REPORT  OF  CHESAPEAKE  St  POTO- 
MAC TELEPHONE  CO. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  vice  president. 
the  Chesapeake  i  Potomac  Telephone 
Co..  WashinjHon.  D.  C,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  the  report  of  that  com- 
pany for  the  calendar  year  1952.  which, 
with  the  accompanying  report,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  ConuniLlee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 


FETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presonLed,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PF'.ESIDENT: 
A  co'.c'jrrent  resolution  of  the  legislature 

of  the  K^iate  tf  loul.'slana;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Jv;cllciary : 

"Concurrent   resolution   memorializing;   Con- 
gress to  call  a  coiiVi-ntlon  for  the  purpose 
of  considering;  un  amondn.ent  to  the  C<'i;- 
stuuv-ica  ol   the  L'liiled  states  relative   to 
taxes  on  UKunies.  luherltanccs.  and  gifts 
"Wherers       the       National       Government 
through   tie  e.xesslve   use  of   its  tax   power 
has  'xreatiy  cncro.icbed  upon  the  tax -revenue 
sources  of  the  several  St  ites:  and 

"Whereas  the  v.-ry  existence  of  our  dual 
system  of  government  Is  dependent  up^  n 
stron.;  and  economic.' lly  sound  State  gov- 
crnm«>ni,s;  Hud 

"Whereas  the  cuv.thmed  preemption  nf 
available  tax  sources  by  tlie  federal  ciovem- 
mcnt  will  seriously  ln-.i>alx  the  tax  structure 
of  the  several  Stales,  thus  tending  to  fur- 
ther central'Te  the  Government  on  a  national 
basts:   Therel'ire  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  hnuse  of  representatives 
(the  senate  concurrij^g) ,  That  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Louisiana  resiiectXulIy  petitions  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  call  a  con- 
vention for  the  purpose  ol  proposing  the  fol- 
lowing article  as  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States: 

•*  'AR-nn-E   — 

"  '.Slction  1.  The  sixteenth  article  of 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  ol  the  United 
States  Is  liereby  repenled. 

"  Sfc.  2.  The  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  levy  and  collect  t<txes  on  Incomes,  from 
whatevtr  source  derived,  without  apportion- 
ment among  the  tevcral  States,  and  with- 
out regard  to  any  census  or  enumeration; 
Provided.  That  in  no  ca.se  shall  the  maxi- 
mum rate  of  tax  exceed  25  percent. 

"  'Sec.  3.  The  ma.\lmuni  rate  of  any  tax, 
duty,  or  excise  which  CoiiKress  may  lay  and 
collect  with  respect  to  the  devolution  or 
transfer  of  property,  or  any  interest  therein, 
upon,  or  in  contemplation  of  or  Intended  to 
take  effect  in  possession  or  enjoyment  at  or 
after  death,  or  by  way  of  gift,  shall  In  no 
case  exceed  25  percent. 

"  'Sec,  4  The  limitations  upon  the  rates 
of  said  taxes  contained  In  sections  2  and  3 
shall,  however,  be  subject  to  the  qualifica- 
tion that  in  the  event  of  a  war  in  which  the 
United  States  is  engaged  creating  a  grave  na- 
tional emergency  requiring  such  action  to 
avoid  national  disaster,  the  Congress  by  a 
vote  of  three-fourths  of  each  House  may  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  1  year  increase  be- 
yond the  limits  above  prescribed  the  maxi- 
mum rate  of  any  such  tax  upon  income 
sutisequently  accruing  or  received  or  with 
respect  to  subsequent  devolutions  or  trans- 
fers ol  property,  with  like  power.  whUe  the 
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United  States  U  actively  tDgaced  In  rucb 
war.  to  reiieat  such  action  at  often  M  aMch. 
emergency  may  require. 

"  'Sec.  5.  Sections  1  and  2  shall  take  affect 
at  midnight  on  the  3  lit  daf  of  December 
following  the  ratification  of  this  article. 
Nothing  contained  In  this  article  ahall  affect 
the  power  of  the  United  Stateii  after  said  data 
to  collect  any  tax  on  Incomes  for  any  period 
ending  on  or  prior  to  said  31st  day  of  Decem- 
ber laid  in  accordance  with  tlie  terms  of  any 
law  then  in  effect. 

"  Sxc.  6.  Section  3  shall  take  effect  at  mid- 
night on  the  last  day  of  the  sixth  month 
foU owing  the  ratification  cf  this  article. 
Nothing  contained  In  this  article  shall  affect 
the  power  of  the  United  StaUs  to  collect  any 
tax  on  any  devolution  or  transfer  occvirrlng 
prior  to  the  taking  effect  of  section  3  laid  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  any  law  then 
in  effect:'  be  It  further 

"A€3otv«it,  That  the  Ooncrcis  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  it  hereby  is,  requested  to  pro- 
Tide  as  the  mode  of  ratificittlon  that  said 
amendment  shall  be  valid  to  all  inUnU  and 
purposes  as  part  of  the  Coaititution  of  the 
United  States  when  ratified  by  the  legisla- 
tures of  three-foiu-ths  of  th<  several  SUtes; 
be  it  further 

'•Retolved,  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  resolution  be  immediately  transmitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senaw  of  the  United 
States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  B«pre- 
sentatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  each 
Member  of  the  Congress  from  this  State." 

The  memorial  of  Thomas  O.  Glenn,  erf 
Austin,  Tex.,  remonstrating  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  O.  N.  Bruck  as  postmaster  at 
Atistln,  Tex.  (with  accomipimylng  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Of&ce  and  Civil 
Service. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  t.  petition  signed 
by  Paul  M.  Oallaher.  of  Orand  Forks,  N. 
Dak.,  relating  to  the  seating  of  Senator 
Langcs  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  the 
term  beginning  January  3.  li)53;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Admlnlttration. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  tlie  Pan  Arcadian 
Federation  of  America.  ChlCfkgo,  IlL,  favoring 
the  return  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus  to  Greece; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  PanArcadian 
Federation  National  Convention.  Chicago. 
111.,  favoring  the  enactmert  of  legislation 
providing  an  additional  quot  a  of  Immigrants 
from  Greece;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

The  petition  of  Reglna  Glngold,  of  Coro- 
nado.  Calif.,  praying  for  a  j-edress  of  griev- 
ances (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
Helen  B.  Werblin,  of  SomerA  llle,  N.  J.,  relat- 
ing to  the  sale  of  land  to  the  Government  for 
ofnclal  business  (with  ar.  accompanying 
pa})er);  to  the  Committee  cm  Public  Works. 
The  petition  of  Sara  Lee  Babcock,  of  Ox- 
ford. Ohio,  relating  to  racla;  discrimination; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  petition  of  Mrs.  Nettlo  Brown,  of  Stan- 
ley, N.  Y..  relating  to  old-age  pensions;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finaivce. 

The  petition  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Albert  E. 
Haas,  of  Chicago.  111.,  prayl:ag  for  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  to  prohibit  the  adver- 
tising of  alcoholic  beverages  over  the  radio 
and  television;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Conunerce. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  National  As- 
sociation of  County  and  Prosecuting  Attor- 
neys, at  Highland  Park,  Hi.,  favoring  an  In- 
crease in  personnel  of  the  l''ederal  Bureau  of 
Narcotics;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  National  As- 
sociation of  County  and  Prosecuting  Attor- 
neys, at  Highland  Park.  111.,  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  Intercept  com- 
munications In  certain  cases;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  cotincU  of 
the  city  of  Alameda.  Calif.,  relating  to  tem- 
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pocary  war  bousing;  to  the  Committee  on 
B»nklng  and  Currency. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
Mrs.  Bma  Usette  Hadra,  past  president, 
Santa  Monica  Bay  Chapter,  American  Gold 
Star  Mothers,  Inc.,  Santa  Monica,  Calif.,  em- 
bodying a  request  for  a  resolution  favoring 
an  Investigation  by  the  Senate  of  the  Me- 
morial Kattonal  Home  Foundation,  Inc.;  to 
the  Otnamlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  memorial  of  Doris  Turgeon,  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  remonstrating  against 
the  enactment  of  legislation  providing  com- 
pulsory health  Insurance;  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 


beyond    the    Jurisdiction    of    the    city    of 
Marshall. 

Passed  and  adopted  by  the  common  coun- 
cil of  the  city  of  Marshall,  Minn.,  this  I&th 
day  of  December  1952. 

Thx  Common  Cotmcn.. 
By  O.  T.  BussASo. 
Chairman  of  the  Common  CounciL 
Attest: 

H.  N.  Hakmon. 
I  hereby  approve  the  foregoing  resolution  > 
this  15th  day  of  December  1952.  A 

OlOECX  Abkahamsen,  \ 

Afayor. 


FLOOD  DAMAGE  ON  REDWOOD 
RTVER.  MINN.— RESOLUTION  OF 
COMMON  COUNCIL  OF  MARSHALL. 
MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Common  Council  of  the  City  of  Mar- 
shall, Minn.,  on  December  15, 1952,  citing 
flood  damage  to  the  city  and  calling  upon 
the  Congress  to  assist,  in  matters  beyond 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  city,  to  improve 
the  flow  of  the  Redwood  River. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  reso- 
lution be  printed  in  the  Rscoao,  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  city  of  Marshall  has  suffered 
disastrous  floods  during  the  spring  of  the 
years  1950,  1951.  and  1952,  caused  by  waters 
of  the  Redwood  River  overflowing  the  river 
banks  and  flooding  large  areas  of  public  and 
private  property  within  the  city  causing 
damage  to  property  and  losses  in  excess  of 
$1,000,000;  and 

Whereas  In  the  Interest  of  promoting  pub- 
lic health  and  safety,  and  In  consideration 
of  safeguarding  the  public  property  of  the 
city,  and  the  private  property  of  residents 
within  the  city  from  futtire  disastrous  floods, 
it  was  deemed  Imperative  to  take  inunedlate 
measures  to  control  the  waters  of  the  Red- 
wood River  for  the  prevention  of  futtire 
floods  within  the  city;  and 

Whereas  the  city  of  Marshall  has  already 
expended,  since  AprU  1952.  the  sum  of  116.000 
for  the  construction  of  dikes,  cleaning  and 
dredging  the  river  channel,  and  constructing 
diversionary  channels,  all  of  which  have 
placed  a  severe  burden  upon  the  taxpayers 
and  taxable  property  of  the  city;  and 

Whereas  the  full  benefit  of  the  flood- 
control  measures  taken  by  the  city  wUl  not 
be  realiaed  unless  and  untU  the  channel  of 
the  Redwood  River  lying  downstream  from 
the  city  is  cleared  of  trees,  debris,  and  other 
matter  which  causes  Ice-Jammlng  retarding 
the  flow  of  the  river  and  resulting  in  a  swell- 
ing of  the  river  In  the  channel  within  the 
city  limits;  and 

Whereas  the  city  of  Marshall  has  no  right 
or  Jurisdletlon  to  carry  on  the  necessary 
clearing  and  snagging  operations  downstream 
and  outside  ih*  city  limits:  Now,  therefore, 
be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Common  CouncU  of  the 
City  of  tiarshall,  Minn.,  That  an  appeal  be 
made  to  the  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  apprising  them  of  the  dam- 
ages caused  by  floods  to  the  dty  of  Marshall 
and  the  nature  and  costs  of  measiires  taken 
by  the  city  to  control  the  flood  waters  of  the 
Redwood  River,  a  tributary  of  the  Minne- 
sota River;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  take  such  measures 
as  are  necessary  and  expedient  to  improve 
the  flow  of  the  Redwood  River  outside  and 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  MINNESOTA 
STATE  FEDERATION  OP  LABOR 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  several  res- 
olutions, adopted  by  the  Minnesota  State 
Federation  of  Labor,  at  its  seventieth 
convention  held  on  October  6  through  8, 
1952.  in  Minneapolis.  Minn.,  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Resolution  II 

Introduced  by  Delegate  Stewart,  etc.. 
representing  Grain  Millers  Union  No.  1, 
Minneapolis. 

"Whereas  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  bill 
has  been  repeatedly  defeated  through  the 
influence  of  large  eastern  Interests;   and 

"Whereas  such  an  outlet  to  the  sea  would 
be  a  boon  to  the  industry  of  Minueeota  and 
the  great  Middle  West;  and 

"Whereas  the  existing  railroad  freight  rates 
give  Minnesota  a  disadvantage  to  that  of 
the  rest  of  the  Nation,  and  these  conditions 
are  slowly  strangling  Industry  in  Minnesota : 
Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  convention  go  on 
record  to  petition  Congress  to  pass  the  St. 
Lawrence  waterway  bill." 

The  conunlttee  recommended  concurrence 
in  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee was  adopted. 

Resolution  13 

Introduced  by  Delegate  Stewart  repre- 
senting Grain  Millers  Union  No.  1,  Minne- 
apolis. 

"Whereas  whole  grain  Is  being  exported 
to  foreign  countries  without  b^ng  milled  in 
the  United  States  of  America;  and 

"Whereas  the  mUling  Industry  is  now  oper- 
ating at  75  percent  of  total  capacity;  and 

"Whereas  previously  the  law  required  at 
least  25  percent  of  all  wheat  exported  had 
to  be  milled  in  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, thereby  creating  additional  work  for 
xnembers  of  our  union:  Therefore  be  it 

"Resolved,  The  convention  go  on  record 
that  the  law  be  reinstated  as  it  previously 
existed;  that  26  percent  of  all  exported  grain 
be  milled  In  the  United  States  of  America." 

The  committee  reconunended  concurrence 
in  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee was  adopted. 

Resolution  18 

Introduced  by  Delegate  Tschlrley  Noreen 
representing  Post  Office  Clerks  Union  No.  65. 
St.  Paul. 

"Whereas  many  substitutes  In  the  post 
office  are  required  to  work  as  many  as  14 
hours  per  day  and  as  much  as  80  hoim  per 
week  without  receiving  overtime;   and 

"Whereas  apparently  the  only  way  to 
eliminate  the  tise  of  substitutes  is  to  make 
them  too  expensive  to  hire  thereby  creating 
a  situation  whereby  all  employees  will  even- 
tually become  regular  emi^oyees;  and 
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"Wbereaa  substitutes  are  not  paid  for  time 
BI>ent  on  military  leave  as  In  the  case  of 
regular  classified  employees;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  method  of  granting 
annual  and  sick  leave  according  to  the  num- 
ber of  hours  worked  each  pay  day  by  hourly 
employees  deprives  these  employees  of  full 
credit  on  annual  and  sick  leave  in  many 
cases:  Therefore  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  in  State  convention  as- 
sembled in  Minneapolis  August  6.  1952.  sup- 
port and  Instruct  their  national  leaders  to 
seek  legislation  in  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress that  will: 

"1.  Orant  overtime  to  all  hotu'ly  paid  em- 
ployees in  the  postal  service  for  all  time 
worked  In  excess  of  8  hours  per  day  or  40 
kours  per  week. 

"2.  Guarantee  a  minimum  of  2  hours  work 
to  all  hourly  paid  employees  each  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  duty. 

"3.  Make  it  mandatory  that  a  maximum 
of  1  hourly  paid  employee  for  every  six  regu- 
lar classified  employees  be  established. 

"4.  Extend  to  all  hourly  paid  employees 
the  benefits  of  paid  military  leave  on  a  40- 
hour  week  basis  the  same  as  regular  em- 
ployees. 

"6.  Credit  to  all  hourly  paid  employees 
aimual  and  sick  leave  on  a  monthly  basis 
Instead  of  the  prrtent  method  of  requiring 
a  certain  number  of  hours  to  be  worked  in 
order  to  obtain  full  benefits." 

The  committee  reconrmended  concurrence 
In  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee was  adopted. 

Resolution  19 

Introduced  by  Delegate  Bergman  repre- 
senting State  Employees  Council  Union  No. 
6. 

"Whereas  the  objectives  of  the  organized 
State  employees  affiliated  with  the  Minne- 
sota State  Federation  of  Labor  are: 

"(a)  To  advance  the  economic,  social  and 
general  welfare  of  public  employees. 

"(b)  To  foeter  and  promote  a  liberal  and 
progressive  public  attitude  toward  public  ad- 
ministration. 

"(c)  To  extend  and  uphold  the  principle 
of  merit  and  fitness  In  public  employment." 

THE    KEPORT  OF   THI   COMMITTTE    OM 
RESOLUTIONS 

Resolution  30 

Introduced  by  delegates  representing  Ra- 
dio Broadcast  Technicians,  Union  No.  1216, 
I-wln  Cities. 

"Whereas  Radio  Station  KSTP  and  Its  own- 
.er  and  operator.  Stanley  Hubbard,  have  un- 
iiiirly  locked  out  members  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.; 
and 

"Whereas  the  radio  station  has  consistently 
refused  to  negotiate  an  agreement  between 
the  station  and  locked  out  employees:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor,  In  the  seventieth  annual 
convention  assembled,  take  the  necessary 
action  which  would  result  In  refusal  of  each 
and  every  commercial  advertiser  utilizing  the 
broadcasting  facilities  of  radio  station  KSTP 
of  St.  Paul.  Minn.;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  any  Increase  in  power  and 
renewal  of  license  by  the  Federal  Communi- 
cations Commission  be  denied  to  KSTP;  and 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Federation  circularize 
the  affiliated  unions  requesting  that  they 
■end  two  communications  to  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  protesting  re- 
newal of  the  license  of  KSTP  for  Increased 
power  on  the  basis  of  the  antllabor  record  of 
the  station.  Also  that  the  station  is  nut 
being  conducted  In  the  public  Interest.  That 
copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  all  Sena- 
tors and  Congressmen  from  Minnesota  and 
released  to  the  press." 


The  committee  recommended  concurrence 
In  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  commit- 
tee was  adopted. 

Resolution   32 

Introduced  by  Delegates  representing  Re- 
tall  Clerks  Union  No.  1116.  Duluth. 

"Whereas  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  went  on  record  in  favor  of  H.  R.  6785; 
and 

"Whereas,  this  bill  provides  that  the  inter- 
state shipments  of  goods  produced  on  prem- 
ises leased  from  a  State  or  municipality  be 
prohibited,  and 

"Whereas  If  this  bill  was  passed  In  Its 
present  form  many  of  our  members  would 
be  out  of  work :  Therefore  be  U 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Lalxir  here  assembled  go  on  record 
requesting  changes  in  the  law  so  as  to  ex- 
clude projects  set  up  by  the  Minnesota  Iron 
Range  Resources  Rehabilitation  Commis- 
sion and  projects  of  a  similar  nature." 

The  committee  recommended  that  para- 
graph 4  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Resolved,  That  If  any  Federal  legislation 
is  Introduced  In  the  future,  similar  H.  R. 
6785.  that  the  Minnesota  State  Federation 
of  Labor  go  on  reoord  as  taking  the  position 
that  such  legislation  be  confined  to  prison 
work  and  similar  work  performed  In  public 
institutions  In  competition  with  private  in- 
dustry and  when  so  amended  recommend 
concurrence  in  t;ie  resolution.  The  report 
of  the  Committee  was  adopted." 

The  committee  reported  that  resolution 
No.  33  was  withdrawn  by  Its  authors. 

Resolution  41 

Introduced  by  delegates  representing  Post 
Office   Clerks  Union  No.   125.  Minneapolis. 

"Whereas  despite  the  refjeal  of  the  gag 
laws  ostensibly  giving  postal  employees  union 
recognition,  and 

"Whereas  despite  the  tremendous  growth 
and  advances  made  by  organized  labor,  and 

"Whereas  the  failure  to  carry  on  relations 
with  employee  organizations  has  resulted  In 
a  lowering  of  morale,  along  with  an  Increas- 
ingly large  labor  turnover,  and 

"Whereas  employee  group  representatives 
believe  themselves  to  be  intelligent  and  real- 
istic, capable  of  meeting  with  administra- 
tive officials  on  an  equal  basis  regarding 
postal  policies,  and  on  a  national  as  well  as 
a  local  level,  and 

"Whereas  the  Rhodes-Wlthrow  bill  H  R. 
571.  referred  to  iis  the  "Union  Recognition 
Bill"  as  now  reported  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  is  without  its  two  most  lmpt)r- 
tant  provisions,  namely:  punitive  redress 
pgalnst  postmasters  and  supervisors  nut  en- 
forcing its  provl.slons  and  secondly,  recot;ni- 
tlon  of  the  majority  employee  organization 
as  bargaining  agent;   and 

"Whereas  these  two  provisions  provide  the 
fundamental  strength  and  potential  success 
of  any  union  recognition  law  enacted  and 
without  which  no  union  recognition  can  ac- 
tually be  accomjDllshed  or  a.ssnred:  There- 
fore be  It 

'Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  iissembled  in  convention  use 
every  pKw.sible  means  to  gain  support  and 
effect  eventual  enactment  of  Union  Recogni- 
tion legislation  bv  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  and  be  it  further 

'•Re.foh^ed.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fe<l- 
eratlon  of  Labor  take  a  strong  stand  on  be- 
half of  the  prlni'lples  "punitive  redress  and 
majority  rec  >gni- ion"  to  l)e  Included  In  any 
union  recogJiitloii  law  enacted  " 

The  eommlttee  recommended  concurrence 
In  the  resoliitior  .  The  report  ol  the  com- 
mittee was  adopted. 

R^ solution  42 

Introduced  by  Delegates  representing  Post 
Office  Union  No.  125,  Minneapolis. 

"Whereas  the  i  ipht  of  the  citizen  to  vote, 
freely    express   h»ij   opinion  on  public   ques- 


tions, whether  It  be  In  private  conversation 
or  in  public  discussion,  and  to  join  with  his 
fellow  citizens  In  organizing  for  political 
purposes,  must  be  regarded  as  a  right  never 
to  be  abridged,  If  we  accept  the  theory  that 
government  derives  Its  Just  powers  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed;  and 

"Whereas  by  means  of  the  abridgment  of 
the  right  of  the  citizens  to  fully  exercise  his 
citizenship,  small  but  powerful  economics 
groups  have  succeeded  In  many  instances  in 
controlling  elections;   and 

"Whereas  because  of  legislation  such  as  the 
Hatch  Act,  the  Taft-Hartley  Act.  certain  sec- 
tions of  the  United  States  Criminal  Code,  as 
well  as  the  Civil  Service  Regulations,  Gov- 
ernment employees  for  many  years  have 
been  siibjected  to  a  constant  and  Increasing 
encroachment  upon  their  rights  as  American 
citizens  by  the  enactment  of  laws  which  have 
restricted  their  riijhts  to  participate  in  polit- 
ical   activities    vital   to   their    Interests;    and 

"Whereas  existing  laws  deny  certain  con- 
stitutional rights  to  an  ever  Increasing  num- 
ber of  American  citizens  being  veterans  of 
the  Armed  Fr)rces  that  risked  their  lives  to 
preserve  those  con.stitutlonal  rights:  There- 
fore be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  favors  the  restoration  to  all 
Government  employees  (not  in  a  supervisory 
capacity)  of  full  citizenship  rights,  Includ- 
ing the  right  to  vote,  the  right  of  free  speech 
on  public  questions,  and  the  right  to  join 
with  their  fellow  citizens  In  organizing  for 
political  purptjses;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  no  Individual  In  his  ad- 
ministrative capacity  shall  be  permitted  to 
use  his  position  to  exert  pressure  to  Influ- 
ence the  political  views  of  others  with  whom 
he  may  have  official  contact,  and  be  It 
further 

■Resolved.  That  this  convention  urge  the 
repeal  of  the  Hatch  Act  and  other  various 
restrictions  placed  upon  ixilltlcal  activities 
of  the  Federal  employees  with  adequate  leg- 
islative safeguards  being  retained  which  will 
protect  employees  from  administrators  or 
others  In  a  position  to  determine  their  ten- 
ure, or  welfare,  or  advancement  In  their 
employment." 

The  committee  recommended  that  the 
resolution  be  amended  In  the  first  resolve  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  favors  the  restoration  to 
all  Government  employees  of  full  citizen- 
ship rights.  Inclurtini,'  the  right  to  vote,  the 
right  of  free  speech  on  public  questions  and 
the  right  to  join  with  their  fellow  citizens 
in  organizing  lor  pt)lltlcal  purposes,  and 
when  so  amended,  recommends  concurrence 
in  the  resolution." 

The  report  nf  the  committee  was  adopted. 

Resolution  48 

Introduced  by  Deleiratea  Nllan.  Schebloom, 
Lmdahl.  Herschay  and  Johnston  represent- 
ing Post  Office  Clerks'  Union  No.  125,  Min- 
neapolis. 

"Whereas  the  pre.«ent  cast  of  living  has 
more  than  doubled  for  the  postal  clerk  over 
ihe  cost  of  living  for  the  1939-40  period;  and 

"Whereas  the  postal  clerk  Is  unable  to 
properly  fulfill  his  family  obligations  In  re- 
tards to  education,  medical  and  dental  care 
and  the  other  necessities  of  life  on  his  pres- 
ent postal  salary,   and 

"Whereas  the  jKiy  rai.se  received  by  jMwtal 
clerks  in  19.'>1  was  wholly  Inadequate  to  meet 
the  constantly  rising  cost  uf  living;  There- 
lore   be   II 

"Resolved.  Tliat  the  Mlnne.sota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  In  Convention  assembled 
in  Mlnneap<ills,  Minn.,  October  6,  7  and  8 
Ko  on  record  as  favoring  a  pay  raise  of  »600  OJ 
in  the  next  besslon  ol  Congress  for  Postal 
employees." 

The  committee  recommended  concurrence 
In  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee was  ad'ipied. 
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Reeolution  5-1 

Introduced  by  Delegatos  repreaentlng 
Building  Trade*  Council,  Duluth. 

"Whereas  the  Social  Security  Act  does  not 
now  contain  any  provlaion  I'or  workers  cov- 
ered by  the  act  in  caaea  whora  threy  b«com* 
physically  dtsabled;  and 

"Whereas  such  workers  ottierwlse  must  be- 
come recipients  of  public  velfar*  or  relief: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

'Resolved,  That  the  Duluth  Building 
Trades  Council  does  go  on  record  as  request- 
ing the  Minnesota  State  Fed'»ratlon  of  Labor 
to  draw  up  and  forward  to  our  Minnesota 
congresaional  delegation  a  resolution  which 
would  provide  payment  of  Social  Security 
Act  benefits  to  all  workers  who  become  dis- 
abled (and  have  less  than  10  years  left)  to 
qualify  for  Social  Security  Act  benelHs." 

The  committee  recommended  that  the  re- 
solve of  the  resolution  b«  a::nended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"That  the  Duluth  Building  Trades  Coun- 
cil does  go  on  record  as  requesting  the  Mln- 
nesou  State  Federation  of  Labor  to  draw 
up  and  forward  to  our  Minnesota  Coogrcs- 
slonal  delegation  a  resolution  which  would 
provide  payment  o<  Social  Security  Act  bene- 
fiu  to  all  workers  who  become  disabled  and 
when  so  amended  recommemled  oonciuTencs 
in  the  resolution." 

The  report  of  th«  committee  was  adopted. 

Resolution  57 

Ir^troduced  by  delegates  representing  Min- 
nesota Stat*  Culinary  Council. 

"Whereas  the  Federal  excise  tax  on  distilled 
spirits  is  at  an  all-time  high,  \nd  has  reached 
the  proportions  of  being  an  unfair  and  dis- 
criminatory tax;  and 

"Whereas  such  tax  is  resulting  In  decreased 
State  and  Federal  revenues  from  alcoholic 
beverages,  and  an  apparent  increase  in  ille- 
gal distilling  of  spirits,  both  of  which  affect 
the  employment,  welfare,  an<^.  security  ot  po"- 
sons  employed  In  the  dlspeiisation  of  alco- 
holic beverages  at  retail  level;  and 

"Whereas  unless  some  relief  from  these 
excessive  tax  burdens  Is  forthcoming  the  jobs 
of  many  people  so  engaged  will  be  adversely 
affected:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  State  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  in  convention  assembled 
this  6th  day  of  October  19f  2,  go  on  record 
as  supporting  and  strongly  urging  a  reduc- 
tion In  the  Federal  excise  tax  on  distilled 
spirits  to  a  reasonable  level  ut  $6  per  gallon, 
and  that  the  convention  ujge  all  members 
to  take  an  active  part  In  supporting  this 
resolution,  and  a  copy  of  tlie  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  the  Senators  a:ad  Congressmen 
representing  the  State  of  Minnesota." 

The  committee  reconunended  eoncurrence 
in  the  resolution.  The  rep-srt  of  the  com- 
mittee was  adopted. 

Resolution   S3 

Introduced  by  delegates  representing  State 
Employees,  EMstrlct  Council  No.  3. 

"Whereas  the  idea  of  according  preference 
In  examinations  to  honorably  discharged  vet- 
erans of  the  wars  of  the  United  States  orig- 
inated In  non-civil-servlce  oxamlnatlons  for 
Federal  Government  appoln'nnents  following 
the  war  between  the  States  and  has  been 
developed  so  that  today  the  United  States 
Government,  the  State  gCTemraents,  and 
nearly  all  subordinate  jurisdictions  with 
civil-service  systems  make  some  preference 
provisions  for  veterans  generally  by  granting 
additional  points  in  ciTll-t;ervlce  examina- 
tions; and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Ooremment 
as  the  leading  Nation  In  the  international 
association  of  nations  kno^n  as  the  United 
Nations  U  presently  engaged  in  and  has  been 
engaged  for  many  months  in  a  nonaggresslve 
undeclared  war  in  Korea  to  protect  our  own 
Nation  and  other  democratic  Nations  of  the 
world  against  the  determined  aggression  ot 
the  Communist  states;  and 


"Whereas  the  members  of  the  Armed  Vorces 
of  tlie  United  Stat^  who  serve  In  the  Korean 
war  are  aubjected  to  the  rigors,  the  hard- 
ships and  the  dangers  which  have  been  ex- 
perienced In  other  vacs:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  delegates  to  the  eighth 
International  convention  of  the  American 
Federation  of  State,  County,  and  Municipal 
Employees  assembled  In  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
April  38  to  May  3,  1053.  recommeiul  to  and 
urge  all  the  States  which  conduct  competi- 
tive examinations  for  employments  and  all 
the  subordinate  jurisdictions  In  the  States 
which  conduct  examinations  for  positions,  to 
provide  by  law  preference  in  examinations  to 
veterans  who  shall  have  served  in  the  Korean 
conflict  so  that  auch  veterans  will  have 
opportunities  in  examinations  for  positions 
comparable  with  the  opportunities  acccnrded 
to  veterans  of  World  Wars  I  and  n,  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution, 
signed  by  the  international  president  and  the 
international  secretary-treasurer  be  mailed 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  clerk  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives." 

The  committee  recommended  concurrence 
In  the  resolution.  The  report  of  the  eom- 
mlttee was  adopted. 


REPORT  OF  JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON 

POSTAL  SERVICE  (S.  REPT,  NO.  7) 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina, 
from  the  Joint  Committee  on  Postal 
Service,  submitted,  pursuant  to  section 
13  (d),  Pubhc  Law  233.  Eighty-second 
Congress,  the  final  report  of  that  com- 
mittee, which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 


BILUS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.   IVES: 
S.  352.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joanna  Maria 
Drucka-Podberecka;   and 

8.  353.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  U  Ming;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   IVBS    (for   himself   and    Mr. 

CSPKBABT)  : 

S.  354.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Inger  Larson; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   IVES    (for   himself    and    Mr. 
Saltokstau.)  : 

S.  355.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wanda  Lu- 
cerl,  also  known  as  Sister  Cecilia;  Maria  De 
Padora.  also  known  as  Sister  Rosanna;  Anna 
Santoro,  also  known  as  Sister  Natalina; 
Valentlna  Ruffoni,  also  known  as  Sister 
Severina;  Coslma  Russo,  also  known  as  Sis- 
ter Carmellna;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  BCr.  GREEN: 

S.  356.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  Greek 
aliens; 

8.  357.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jung  Tong 
He;  and 

8.358.  A   bill   for   the   reHef  of   Nicholas 
Nesbltt;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS : 

8.  SS9.  A  bill  providing  aid  to  Btates  for 
the  piupose  of  assisting  school  districts  In 
constructing  urgently  needed  school  facili- 
ties; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Clskutts  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTTER  of  Maryland: 

8.  360.  A  bill  to  Incorporate  National  Serr- 
Ice  Btar  Legion;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


8.  361.  A  bill  to  provide  for  renewal  of  and 
adjustment  of  compensation  under  contracts 
for  carrying  mall  on  water  routes;   to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HATDEN: 

S.  362.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  WiUlam 
Clark  Vyse; 

8.  368.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mildred  T. 
Sackman; 

8.  384.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  Advance 
Seed  Co,  of  Phoenix.  Ariz.;  and 

S.  385.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alambert  E. 
Robinson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  WILET: 

8.  368.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Con- 
cepta  (Ida  Riegel);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MURRAY: 

8.  367.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  in  fee  to  Fred- 
erick P.  Knows  Gun;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  368.  A  bill  to  provide  for  assistance  to 
State  agencies  administering  labor  laws  In 
their  efforts  to  promote,  establish,  and  main- 
tain safe  work  places  and  practices  in  indus- 
try, thereby  reducing  human  suffering  and 
financial  loss  and  increasing  production 
through   safeguarding  available   manpower; 

8.  369.  A  bUI  to  amend  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  as  amended;  and 

8.  370.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion of  certain  Veterans'  Administration  hos- 
pitals; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare. 

By  Mr.  HUNT: 

8.  371.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Georgia  An- 
drews; 

8.  872.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  T. 
Asami;  and 

8.  373.  A  bUl  to  extend  the  time  for  filing 
claims  for  the  return  of  property  under  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina: 

8.  374.  A  bill  to  retrocede  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  the  State  of  Maryland;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Coltmibia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Smith  of  North 
Carolina  when  he  Introduced  the  above  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MONRONET: 

8.  375.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rel  Ishikawa; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  376.  A  bill  to  establish  a  temporary  com- 
mission to  investigate  the  costs  and  effects 
of  watershed  programs  for  fiood  control  in 
agricultural  watersheds;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MONRCWIEY  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Kerr)  : 

8.377.  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  the  State 
of  Oklahoma;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 

8.  378.  A  bill  to  expedite  the  naturaliza- 
tion of  certain  German  and  Austrian  scien- 
tists; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCHOEPPffl.: 

8.  379.  A  blU  to  permit  the  deduction  from 
gross  Income  for  income-tax  purposes  of  ex- 
penditures made  by  farmers  for  the  purpose 
of  soil  and  water  conservation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

8. 380.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  or  lease 
by  the  State  of  Kansas  of  certain  lands  sit- 
uated near  Garden  City,  Kans.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.381.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
Grant;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WELKER: 

8. 382.  A  bill  to  prevent  discrimination 
against  any  type  or  strain  of  white  clover 
seed  In  the  application  of  any  price-support 
programs  for  such  seed;  to  the  Conunittee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

8. 383.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Francisca 
Egurrola; 

5.384.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Robert  H. 
Webster;  and 

8.  385.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Solen- 
nlanl;  to  the  COnunlttec  on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texa«: 
S.  386.  A  bill  for  the   relief  of  the  Tnist 
Anoclatlon  of  H.  Kempner;  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 
S.  387.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  Wong; 
8.  388.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wesley  John 
Peterson ; 

8.389.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alex- 
andre Demetrio  Moruzl; 

8.390.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Haddad; 

8. 391.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Araenlos 
Peter  Gllgorlevltch; 

8.  392.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Athanaslos 
C.  Papathanaslou:  and 

8.  393.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ivan  Grbln; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

S.  394.  A  bill  to  require  that  collectors  of 
customs  and  certain  other  oflScers  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Customs  be  appointed  In  accordance 
with  the  clvU-servlce  laws;  to  the  Committee 
on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

(See   the   remarks   of   Mr.   Thti  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 

8. 395.  A  bill  to  extend  national  service 
life-Insurance  benefits  to  certain  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  who  died  In  combat 
with  the  Japanese  forces  prior  to  April  20, 
1942,  or  whose  deaths  are  traceatile  to  cap- 
ture, selge,  or  Isolation  by  such  forces; 

8.  396.  A  bill  relating  to  the  payment  of 
national  service  life  Insurance  of  Leo  E. 
Chavez;  and 

8.  397.  A  bill  to  establish  a  separate  cus- 
toms collection  district  comprising  the  State 
of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

8.  398.  A  bill  to  amend  the  mineral  leas- 
ing laws  In  order  to  eliminate  the  waiver  of 
rentals  for  oil  and  gas  leases:  and 

8.  399.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  31, 
1947  (61  Stat.  681);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  400.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  town 
of  Clayton,  N.  Mex.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8.401.  A  bill  for  tbe  reUef  of  Mrs.  Petrita 
P.  Chavez; 

8.402.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roberta 
Madrlgall; 

8.403.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Clara 
Gallegos; 

8. 404.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Renzo 
Petronl; 

S.  405.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rachld 
Habid: 

8. 406.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Genovieve 
Bo  If; 

8.407.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ernest  A. 
Stelnhoff; 

8.408.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jee  Gene 
Wong; 

8.  409.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maxlmillano 
Barajas; 

8.  410.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Juan  Jose 
Moya  Ramirez; 

S.  411.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Miakos; 

8.412.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Mes- 
sinesl; 

8.  413.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  making  of 
contracts  with  the  United  States  by  requir- 
ing the  inclusion  of  an  escalator  clause  to 
provide  adjustments  for  approved  price  and 
wage  increases; 

S.  414.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hilary  Hess; 

8.  415.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juan 
Antonio  Rivera,  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  Antelo,  Mrs. 
Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs.  Otto  Resse.  and  Mrs. 
Hugo  Soria; 

8.  416.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sam  H.  Ray; 
and 

S.  417.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  aris- 
ing as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the 
United  States  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on  the 
Rio  Qr&nde;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
tilclary. 


S.  418.  A  bill  to  provide  that.  In  the  deter- 
mination of  the  amount  which  certain  local 
educational  agencies  are  entitled  to  receive 
for  school  construction  purposes,  no  reduc- 
tion In  such  amount  shall  be  made  for  prior 
construction  under  the  WPA,  PWA,  and 
NYA  programs;   and 

8.  419.  A  bill  to  correct  an  injustice  by  pro- 
viding for  the  refund  of  the  taxes  deducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  from 
the  wages  of  Mexican  railroad  workers  em- 
ployed In  the  United  States  under  the  agree- 
ment of  April  29.  1943.  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  United  Mexican 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

S.  420.  A  bill  amending  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  as  amended, 
relative  to  periods  of  service  of  certain  em- 
ployees for  retirement  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

8.  421.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  certain  public  works  for  flood  control  on 
the  Rio  Hondo  iit  Roswell,  N.  Mex  ; 

S.  422.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  program  for 
runoff  and  waferflow  retardation  and  soil- 
erosion  prevention  for  the  Pecos  River  water- 
shed in  New  Mexico  and  Texas;  and 

S.  423.  A  bill  i.o  amend  and  .supplement  the 
Federal-Aid  Hij^hway  Act  of  1952,  approved 
June  25,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Cordon  )  : 

S.  424.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ida  E. 
Horton;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 

S.  425.  A  bin  granting  exemption  from 
Income  tax  with  respect  to  $1,500  of  the 
amount  paid  to  any  Individual  by  the  United 
States  or  by  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof  as  a  pension,  retired  or  retirement 
pay.  or  as  a  ret.rement  annuity;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

S.  426.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Petre  and 
Llubltze  lonescu;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 

S.  427.  A  bill  to  provide  for  uniforms  for 
employees  of  the  United  States  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr   SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

8.428.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  LtT.  Chlh 
Chiang  Teng: 

S.  429.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hslan-Yuu 
Hsu  Teng,  Wing  Teng,  Chle-Llng  Teng.  Yin 
Teng.  and  Pel  Teng; 

S.  430.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Klaus  W. 
Jonas  and  Ilsedore  Barkow  Jonas; 

S.  431.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Dl 
Pasquale;  and 

8.432.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Rodion 
Michael  Akulsliln;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 

8. 433.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  John 
J.  Rlstow  and  family; 

S.  434.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colette  Joll; 
and 

S.  435.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Setsuko  Klno- 
shlta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOLLAND: 

S.  436.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  the  federally  owned  lands  which  are 
situated  within  Camp  Blandlng  Military 
Reservation,  Fla.,  to  the  Armory  Board, 
State  of  Florida,  in  order  to  consolidate  own- 
ership and  perpetuate  the  availability  of 
Camp  Blandlng  for  military  training  and 
use;    to  the   Committee  on   Armed   Services. 

S.  437.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lillian  Kon- 
tou  Coussoulls;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    HOLLAND    (for    himself    and 
Mr.  Smathers)  ; 

S.  438.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75  work 
clause;    to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


By  Mr    GRISWOLD: 
S.  439.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Don  B.  Whe- 
lan;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

S.  440.  A  bill  to  amend  section  24  (c)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  the  dis- 
allowance of  certain  deductions):   and 

S.  441.  A  bill  t<i  prohibit  the  procurement 
for  the  Armed  Forces  of  any  article  pro- 
duced in,  or  Imported  from,  Communist- 
controlled  countries;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

S.  442  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Karen  Kaye 
Simpson   (Kelko  Uta^jawa);   and 

S  443.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pll  Nyl  Kwak; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    HILL    (for    himself    and    Mr. 
Murray  i  : 

S  444.  A  bill  lo  Improve  and  extend  the 
duration  of  Public  Law  874  of  the  Elghty- 
flrst  Congress,  to  extend  the  period  during 
which  appropriations  may  be  made  to  pay 
entitlements  under  title  II  of  Public  Law  815 
of  the  Eight  y-ttrst  Congress,  to  provide 
temporary  siipplem«'ntary  aid  for  schools  in 
critical  defense  housing  areas,  to  make 
grants  to  States  to  assist  distressed  school 
districts  in  construction  of  urgently  needed 
school  facilities,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.   DWOR»HAK: 

S.  445  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fellcltos  Val- 
erlnj.  Mirgaret  Haiike;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the   Judiclarv. 

By  Mr".  MAGNUSON   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  jAr-K.soN  I  :  « 

S  446.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Xo  construct,  operate,  and  main- 
tain the  Foster  Creek  reclamation  project. 
Washlnsjton:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr    MAONUSON: 

S  447.  A  bill  for  tlie  relief  cf  Vaslllkl 
Tountas  (nee  Vaslllkl  Georglon  Karoum- 
balli; 

S  448  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Junior  Jaml  and  Sachiko  Suwa; 

S.  449  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of 
Klrkland.  Wash.; 

S  450.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gregorlos 
Athanaslou   Fragglaa; 

S  4.51.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gina  Bella- 
gamba; 

S  452.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Imre  Kapusy, 
Sr  ; 

S  453  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Holger  Wll- 
helm  SJoblom: 

S  454.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Connie  Joyce 
May  (Ayako  Gotot:  and 

S  455  A  bill  fur  the  relief  Of  Johan  Ger- 
hard Faber.  Dagmar  Anna  Faber,  HUke  Faber. 
and  Frauke  Faber;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr    FREAR- 

S  456.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Giovanni 
C.ippelll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    BRICKER: 

S  457.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carlos  D. 
Markyna; 

S  458  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelo  Guri- 
setti  Podesta;  and 

S.  459.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daphne 
Lherrlson  Rodriguez:  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Brickes  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear  un- 
der separate  headings  ( 

By  Mr   HUMPHREY: 

S.  460.  A  bill  for  expenditure  of  funds  for 
cooperating  with  the  public  rchool  board  at 
Cass  Lake.  Minn.,  for  the  extension  of  public- 
school  facilities  to  be  available  to  all  Indian 
children  m  the  district,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses:  and 

S.  461.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  provide  an  emergency  5-year 
program  of  grants  and  scholarship*  for  post- 
graduate education  in  the  field  of  public 
health,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Homphret  when 
he  introduced  the  last  above-named  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
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By  Mr.  HUMPHREY  (for  himself.  Mr. 
DoucLAa,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Maont:- 
soN.    Mr.    MOKSB,    Mr.    Mumut,    Mr. 
Nexlt,  and  Mr.  Pa.storb)  : 
S  462.  A  bill  to  declare  certain  rights  of 
all    persons    within   the   Jurisdiction   of   the 
United  States,  and  for  the  protection  of  such 
persons  from   lynching,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S  463.  A  bin  outlawing  the  poll  tax  as  a 
condition  of  voting  In  any  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

S  464.  A  bill  to  reorganlz;  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  the  protectlcn  of  civil  rights; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  465.  A  bin  providing  relief  against  cer- 
tain forms  of  discrimination  in  Interstate 
transportation;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  I\jrelgn  Commerce. 

S  466.  A  bin  to  protect  tne  right  to  politi- 
cal participation;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S  467.  A  bill  to  strength"*n  the  laws  relat- 
ing to  convict  labor,  peerage,  slavery,  and 
Involuntary  servitude;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

S  468.  A  bill  to  amend  and  supplement 
existing  civlI-rlghts  statutes;  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphret  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading,  i 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S  469.  A    bill    making    spproprlations    for 
the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1954;   to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado   when    he    Introducol    the    above    bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.   FERGUSON: 
8  J.  Res.  16.  Joint    resolution   to  create   a 
Great  Lakes  Water  Level  Commission;  to  the 
Committee    on    Public    Works. 
By   Mr.   KEFAUVEB  : 
S  J  Res.  17.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States   providing   for   nomination   of   candi- 
dates  for    President   and   Vice   President   by 
primary  elections;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KKFAUVER    (for  himself,  Mr. 

ToBET,  Mr.  MoBSi:,  Mr.  Pastore,  Mr. 

Langer,  Mr.  MtntRAT,  Mr.  Humphret, 

and   Mr.  Green)  : 

S  J.  Res.  18.  Joint  resolution   to   establish 

a  commission  to  assist  in  making  a  proper 

and  equitable  settlement  of  the  submerged 

lands  problem;  to  the  Cocomlttee  on  Interior 

and   Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KEPAUVEF:   {for  himself.  Mr. 

Neelt.  Mr.  SVARKMAM,  Mr.  Hoet,  and 

Mr.  Morse)  : 

S  J  Res.  19.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 

amendment  to  the  Constlt  ution  of  the  United 

States  providing  for  the  election  of  President 

and  Vice  President;  to  th«  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
S  J  Res.  20.  Joint  resolution  making  Jan- 
uary 20,  1953,  a  holiday  for  Federal  em- 
ployees, field  service  postal  employees,  and 
employees  of  the  Dlstrlot  of  Columbia  In 
the  metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Knowland  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution, 
wlilch  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


The  VICE  PRESroENT.  The  biU  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  359)  providing  aid  to  States 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  school  dis- 
tricts in  constructing  urgently  needed 
school  facilities,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Clements,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Clements  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Clements  on  School- 
Construction  Bill 

This  bill  is  designed  to  afford  some  meas- 
ure of  relief  to  the  children  of  the  country 
who  are  being  forced  to  attend  schools  whose 
buildings  are  inadequate,  unsafe,  unsanitary, 
and  overcrowded.  These  children  have  a  na- 
tional birthright  to  an  adequate  education, 
and  that  education  must  be  given  them  in 
adequate  facilities,  or  It  becomes  empty.  We 
hear  complaints  almost  every  day  from  par- 
ents who  fear  for  the  safety  of  their  chil- 
dren who  must  attend  school  In  dilapidated 
and  overcrowded  buildings.  Even,  there  have 
been  parents'  strikes  against  these  Intoler- 
able conditions. 

While  many  people  may  consider  that  the 
primary  responsibUlty  for  education  lies 
with  the  States  and  local  school  districts, 
we  must  admit  that  there  Is  a  national  re- 
sponsibility also.  This  bill  will  afford  a 
minimum  of  Federal  aid  In  the  form  of 
funds  for  school  buildings.  It  is  based  upon 
a  ratio  of  school -building  cost  to  school-age 
populations  In  the  several  States.  The  Fed- 
eral share  Is  fixed  on  the  same  formula  as 
found  In  the  Hni-Burton  Act,  which  has 
operated  so  well  in  our  hospital-construction 
programs.  It  appears  to  be  an  equitable 
method  for  meeting  the  need  In  school  con- 
struction. The  adoption  of  this  bill  would 
tend  to  solve  a  pressing  problem  and  be  the 
means  of  housing  our  children  in  adequate 
school  buildings. 


FEDERAL  AID  TO  STATES  FOR 
SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
providing  aid  to  States  for  the  purpose 
of  assisting  school  districts  in  construct- 
ing urgently  needed  s<:hool  facilities,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
by  me  explaining  the  bill  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 


RETROCESSION  OP  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  TO  STATE  OF  MARY- 
LAND 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  which,  if  enacted,  would 
give  the  people  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia the  same  rights  of  citizenship 
enjoyed  by  other  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  374)  to  retrocede  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, introduced  by  Mr.  Smith  of  North 
Carolina,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 


APPOINTMENT  OF  COLLECTORS  OF 
CUSTOMS 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
require  that  collectors  of  customs  and 
certain  other  officers  of  the  Bureau  of 
Customs  be  appointed  in  accordance  with 
the  civil-service  laws.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
in  explanation  of  the  bill  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 


The  bill  (S.  394)  to  require  that  col- 
lectors of  customs  and  certain  other  of- 
ficers of  the  Bureau  of  Customs  be 
appointed  in  accordance  with  the  civil- 
service  laws,  introduced  by  Mr.  Thye. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Thye 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Thte  on  Proposed 
Bill  Concerning  Appointment  or  Col- 
lectors or  Customs 

Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  the  Col- 
lectors of  Customs  and  certain  other  officers 
of  the  Bureau  of  Ctistoms  under  the  classi- 
fied civU-servlce  system,  because  It  seems 
to  me  that  consideration  should  be  given  ■at 
this  time  to  placing  all  revenue  collectors  In 
the  same  category.  The  President's  reor- 
ganization plan  for  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  which  was  approved  by  Congress 
last  year,  provided  not  only  for  revamping 
of  the  Bureau  but  for  the  appointment  under 
civU  service  of  those  occupying  positions 
now   held   by   collectors. 

There  are  44  collectors  of  customs  and  6 
comptrollers  of  customs  now  appointed  by 
the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 
They  are  collectors  of  Import  duties  for  the 
Government  and  administrators  of  the  Cus- 
toms Service.  Their  responsibilities  are, 
roughly,  the  same  as  those  of  the  present  col- 
lectors of  Internal  revenue.  Whatever  the 
ultimate  plan  may  be  for  the  organization  of 
a  consolidated  revenue  service  in  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  as  recommended  by  the 
Hoover  Commission,  It  seems  entirely  logical 
that  collectors  of  customs  should  be  ap- 
pointed In  the  same  manner  as  those  per- 
forming the  functions  of  collectors  of  In- 
ternal revenue.  The  bill  I  have  introduced  Is 
simply  in  the  Interests  of  logic  and  con- 
sistency, therefore,  and  is  not  Intended  to 
cast  any  reflection  on  present  customs  offi- 
cials or  agents  or  to  offer  a  comprehensive 
plan'  for  reorganization  of  the  Customs 
Service. 

Some  curious  twists  In  the  development  of 
laws  and  administrative  regulations  govern- 
ing appointments  of  customs  officials  have 
occurred  through  the  years.     For  example: 

First,  all  the  comptrollers  of  customs  are 
political  appointees  except  the  person  per- 
forming these  functions  at  San  Francisco, 
who  is  a  career  official. 

Second,  all  those  performing  the  functions 
of  appraisers  of  customs  are  career  officials, 
except  the  one  at  New  York,  who  Is  a  political 
appointee. 

Third,  44  collectors  of  customs  are  Presi- 
dential appointees,  and  yet  2  other  officials 
performing  the  same  duties  In  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  Puerto  Rico  are  under  Civil 
Service. 

These  inconsistencies  hlghUght  the  need 
for  the  corrective  legislation  which  I  have 
proposed  In  the  bill. 

In  this  connection  I  wish  to  quote  from 
the  report  to  Congress  of  the  Commission 
on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government  relative  to  the  reorganiza- 
tion of  the  revenue  services  of  the  Treastu-y 
Department,  as  follows: 

"One  of  the  chief  handicaps  of  effective 
organization  of  the  Department  Is  the  po- 
litical appointment  of  Collectors  of  Internal 
Revenue  and  of  Customs,  and  certain  other 
officials.  The  Commission  recommends  that 
all  officials  In  the  Department  below  the  rank 
of  Assistant  Secretary  should  preferably  be 
appointed  from  the  career  service  without 
Senate  confirmation." 

The  bin  which  I  have  Introduced  merely 
would  place  Bureau  of  Customs  people  In 
the  same  category  as  Bureau  of  Internal  Rev- 
enue people  as  determined  by  the  President's 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1952.  This  sim- 
ple and  logical  step  would  In  no  way  Inter- 
fere with  further   consideration  of  over-an 
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reorganization  of  the  revenue  ■erviees  along 
the  lines  recommended  by  the  Hoover  Ck>m- 
mlMlon. 


CARLOS  D.  MARKYNA 

Mr.  BRICE:ER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Carlos  D.  Markyna. 

The  subject  of  this  bill  is  the  foster 
son  of  Ted  Pierce,  Columbus  weather 
man. 

Markyna  was  born  in  Ecuador.  He  is 
a  United  States  Army  veteran  and  was 
wounded  in  Korea.  He  has  been  ordered 
deported,  but  physical  deportation  has 
been  suspended  because  of  my  notice  to 
the  Immigration  Department  that  I  in- 
tended to  introduce  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  457)  for  the  reUef  of  Carlos 
D.  Markyna.  Introduced  by  Mr.  Beickxr, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 


ANGELO  OURISETTI  PODESTA 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Angelo  Gurisetti  E»odesta. 

John  and  Leah  Podesta.  of  Cleveland, 
while  in  Italy,  adopted  an  Italian  boy. 
They  are  now  paying  for  his  supp)ort 
there  but  have  not  seen  him  since  his 
adoption  in  April  of  1952. 

This  bill  would  permit  the  child  s  entry 
to  the  United  States  as  the  natur<Kl-born 
alien  child  of  the  couple. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  458)  for  the  reUef  of  An- 
gelo Gurisetti  Podesta.  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bricker.  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


DAPHNE  LHERRISON  RODRIGUEZ 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Daphne  Lherrison  Rodri- 
guez. 

Daphne  Rodriguez  is  a  resident  of  Co- 
lumbus, Ohio.  She  came  to  this  country 
from  Jamaica  with  an  aunt.  Apparently, 
her  visitor's  permit  expired  and  she  did 
not  go  home.   That  all  happened  in  1928. 

Daphne  is  married  to  a  lawful  resident 
of  the  United  States.  She  worked  at 
Lazarus  for  16  years,  and  now  lives  in 
Columbus.  The  bill  would  regularize 
her  status  without  compelling  her  to  re- 
turn to  Jamaica  for  reentry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  459)  for  the  relief  of 
Daphne  Lherrison  Rodriguez,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Bricker,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 


SECRETARY  TO  THE  MAJORITY 
Mr.    TAPT    submitted    the    following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  29),  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  William  T.  Reed,  of  Vir- 
ginia, be,  and  he  la  hereby,  elected  secretary 
for  the  majority  of  the  Senate. 


REVIEW  OF  UNITED  NATIONS 
CHARTER 

Mr.  GILLETTE  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  30).  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations : 

Resolved,  That,  pursuant  to  Its  responBl- 
blUtles  under  the  second  paragraph  of  sec- 
tion 2  of  article  n  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  the  Senate  requests  and 
urges  the  President  to  take  Immediate  steps 
under  the  provisions  of  article  109  of  chap- 
ter XVIII  of  the  Charter  of  the  United  Na- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  reviewing  the  pres- 
ent Charter,  and 

That  In  furtherance  of  this  purpose  the 
Senate  also  urges  the  President  to  take  such 
initial  steps  as  are  necessary  to  fix  a  date 
and  place  for  the  holding  of  the  general 
conference  and  to  secure  the  approval  of 
two-thirds  of  the  members  of  the  General 
Assembly  and  of  seven  members  of  the  Se- 
curity Council  for  the  calling  and  holding 
of  this  general  conference  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  article  and  chapter  of  the 
United  Nations  Charter  referred  to  in  this 
resolution. 


AMENDMENT  OP  RULE  RELATING 
TO  CLOTURE 

Mr.  IVES  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (8.  Res.  31).  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  rule  XXII  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating  to  cloture) 
Is  modified  as  follows: 

1.  The  first  paragraph  of  subsection  2  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "except  subsection 
3  of  rule  22. " 

2.  The  first  paragraph  of  subsection  2  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "on  the  following 
calendar  day  but  one,"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof,  "on  the  twelfth  calendar  day  there- 
after (exclusive  of  Sundays  and  legal 
holidays) ." 

3.  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  2 
l£  amended  by  striking  out  "by  two-thirds 
of  the  Senators  duly  chosen  and  sworn,"  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof,  "by  the  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  authorized  membership  of 
the  Senate." 

4.  Subsection  3  Is  hereby  deleted. 


ATttJRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTICLES, 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
V?ere  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr    SCHOEPPEL: 

Inaugural  address  delivered  by  Gov. 
Edward  F.  Am,  of  Kansas,  on  January  12, 
1953,  at  Topeka.  Kans. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 

Statement    prepared    by    him    relative    to 
Senate   bill    107.    providing   for    the    Interim 
oil  operation  of  submerged  lands. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 

Press  release  Issued  by  him.  In  connection 
with  new  type  bill  for  United  States  par- 
ticipation in  construction  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway,  an  editorial  entitled  "Seaway  Will 
Be  Built— Will  United  States  Buy  In?"  pub- 
lished In  the  JanesvlUe  (Wis.)  Daily  Gazette. 
January  10.  1953;  and  an  editorial  entitled 
••Revive  St.  Lawrence."  published  in  the 
Providence  Evening  Bulletin  of  January  7. 
1953. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  relative  to  the 
retirement  of  Senator  OConor,  of  Maryland. 

Declaration  by  the  National  Foreign  Trade 
Council  entitled  "A  Foreign  Economic  Policy 
for  Americans,"  published  In  the  New  York 
Times  of  January  6,  1953. 


Statement  entitled  "Facta  on  Uquor  Taxa- 
tion." 

By  Ur    HUNT: 

Editorial  entitled  "A  Great  Senator."  pub- 
llshed  In  the  Wyoming  Eagle  of  January  9. 
1953,    referring    to    the    senatorial    career   of 
Hon.  Joseph  C.  O'Mahoney. 
By   Mr.    WELKER: 

Address  delivered  by  President  J.  Reuben 
Clark.  Jr.,  of  the  First  Presidency,  Church 
of  Latter  Day  Saints,  at  Utah  State  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  convention.  Hotel  Utah, 
Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  November  21.  1952. 
By  Mr    HOEY: 

Editorial  entitled  "Lynching:  It  Vanishes 
Without  Federal  Assistance."  published  In 
the  Fayettevllle  (N.  C.)  Observer  of  recent 
date. 

■Editorial  entitled  "In  Behalf  of  the  Fili- 
buster." published  In  the  Washington  Eve- 
ning Star  of  January  8,  1953. 

EJit<:)rial  entitled  "The  Senate's  Rules," 
published  in  the  Washington  Times-Herald 
of  January  6,  1953. 

By  Mr    MONRONEY: 

Editorial  entitled  "Free  Trade  Needed," 
published  in  the  StlllwaUr  (Okla.)  News 
Press  of  December  24,  1952. 

Editorial  entitled  "Higher  United  States 
Tariffs  Would  Set  Europe  Back,"  published  in 
the  Winston-Salem  (N.  C  )  Journal  of  De- 
cember 26.  1952. 

Editorial  entitled  "Republican  Trade  Pol- 
icy." published  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
recent  date. 

Article  by  Sumner  H  Sllchter  entitled 
"Slichter  Urges  Bold  New  Imports  Policy," 
reprinted  from  the  Atlantic  magazine  of 
January  1953. 

By  Mr.  THYE: 

Editorial  entitled  "When  Policies  Collide." 
published  In  the  Minneapolis  Morning  Trib- 
une of   January  3,    1953,  dealing   with  con- 
flicting foreign  policies. 
By   Mr    WATKINS: 

Statement  entitled  "In  the  Balance — The 
Christian  World,"  published  In  the  Norwalk 
(Conn  )   Hour. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names ; 


Aiken 

Frear 

Kerr 

Anderson 

George 

Kilgore 

Barrett 

OUU'ite 

Knowland 

Beall 

Goldwater 

Kuchel 

Bennett 

Cure 

Langer 

Bricker 

Green 

Lehman 

Bridges 

GrlKwoId 

Long 

Bvi-sh 

Hayden 

Magnuaon 

Bviller.  Md 

Hendrickson 

Maione 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hennlngs 

Mansfield 

Byrd 

HicKenlooper 

Martin 

Capehart 

HIM 

Maybank 

Carlson 

Hoey 

McCarran 

C'afie 

Holland 

McCarthy 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

MlUikin 

Clements 

Hunt 

Monroney 

Cooper 

Ives 

Morse 

Cordon 

Jackson 

Mundt 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Murray 

Dirksen 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Neely 

Dworshak 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Pastor* 

Ea.stland 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Payne 

Ferguson 

Kefauver 

Potter 

Flander* 

Kennedy 

Purtell 

19')  3 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Schoepj>el 

bmathers 

bmith,  Maine 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


327 


f'T 


Smith.  N.  J. 

Smith.  N.  C. 

8parkn\aii 

Stennls 

Taft 

Thye 


Tobey 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

WlUlams 

Toung 


Mr.  SALTON8TALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
Durr  1  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellindkr], 
and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellanJ  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pot-- 
brightJ  is  absent  because  of  a  death  in 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Sym- 
ington] attended  the  inauguration  yes- 
terday of  Governor  Phil  Donnelly  at  Jef- 
ferson City,  Mo.,  and  is  therefore  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present. 


COMMITTEE  SERVICE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  committees  under  rule  XXIV. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  submit  a  list  of  Republi- 
can members,  including  the  chairmen, 
and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  direction  of  the  Democratic 
Steering  Committee.  I  submit  the  pro- 
posed Democratic  membership  of  the 
standing  committees  of  the  Senate.  The 
composition  of  these  committees  is  based 
upon  the  49-47  ratio  which  exists  in  the 
Senate.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
traditionally  it  has  been  the  obligation 
of  the  majority  to  make  assignments  of 
members  who  may  not  be  memlaers  of 
either  of  the  major  parties. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  statement  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas.  How- 
ever, the  ratio  in  the  Senate  is  not  49-47. 
The  ratio  is  48-47-1.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  has 
.stated  that  he  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Republican  Party  and  does  not  wish  to 
be  assigned  to  committees  by  the  ma- 
jority. We  have  not  undertaken  to  as- 
sign him  to  committees.  I  do  not  wish 
to  loe  understood  as  being  In  agreement 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection  

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  What  the 
Chair  was  r^oing  to  suggest  was  that, 
without  objection,  the  two  lists  be  read 
for  the  Information  of  the  Senate.  The 
reading  of  the  lists  would  not  mean  that 
the  committee  assignments  as  listed 
would  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Reserving  my  right  to 
object  for  the  moment,  to  even  the  read- 
ing of  the  lists.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
I  appreciate  very  much  the  majority 
leader's  characteristic  fairness  in  mak- 
ing the  observation  that  the  RepubUcan 
majority  had  decided  not  to  assign  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  to  a  com- 


mittee, and  I  wish  to  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Texas  that,  as  a  matter  of 
parliamentary  rule,  it  is  my  judgment 
that  he  is  in  error  in  his  assumption  that 
the  assignment  of  a  member  of  a 
minority  party,  who  is  not  a  memloer  of 
either  one  of  the  so-called  major  parties. 
Is  the  responsibility  of  the  majority.  In 
order  to  keep  the  record  straight,  and  so 
that  the  oloservation  may  come  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  it  is  the  position  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  that  the 
assignment  should  come  from  the  Sen- 
ate as  a  whole,  and  I  propose  to  argue 
that  proposition  a  little  later. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  wish  to  have  his 
list  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  shortly  make  my 
list  available. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  two  lists  which  have  been 
submitted  will  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  lists,  as 
follows: 

On  Agriculture  and  Forestry :  George  D. 
Aiken,  of  Vermont,  chairman;  Milton  R. 
Young,  of  North  Dakota;  Edward  J.  Thye, 
of  Minnesota:  Bourke  B.  Hlckenlooper,  of 
Iowa;  Karl  E.  Mundt,  of  South  Dakota;  John 
J.  Williams,  of  Delaware;  Andrew  F.  Schoep- 
pel,  of  Kansas;  Herman  Welker,  of  Idaho; 
Allen  J.  Ellender,  of  Louisiana;  Clyde  R. 
Hoey.  of  North  Carolina;  OUn  D.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina:  Spessard  L.  Holland,  of 
Florida;  Clinton  P.  Anderson,  of  New  Mexico; 
James  O.  Eastland,  of  Mississippi;  Earle  C. 
Clements,  of  Kentucky. 

On  Appropriations:  Styles  Bridges,  of  New 
Hampshire,  chairman;  Homer  Ferguson,  of 
Michigan:  Guy  Cordon,  of  Oregon;  Leverett 
Saltonstall,  of  Massachusetts:  Milton  R. 
Young,  of  North  Dakota;  William  F.  Know- 
land,  of  California;  Edward  J.  Thye.  of  Min- 
nesota: Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  of  Wisconsin: 
Karl  E.  Mundt,  of  South  Dakota;  Margaret 
Chase  Smith,  of  Maine;  Henry  C.  Dworshak, 
of  Idaho:  Everett  McKlnley  Dirksen,  of  Illi- 
nois; Carl  Hayden,  of  Arizona;  Richard  B. 
Russell,  of  Georgia;  Pat  McCarran,  of  Nevada; 
Dennis  Chavez,  of  New  Mexico;  Burnet  R. 
Maybank,  of  South  Carolina:  Allen  J.  Ellen- 
der, of  Louisiana;  Lister  Hill,  of  Alabama; 
Harley  M.  Kilgore,  of  West  Virginia;  John  L. 
McClellan,  of  Arkansas;  A.  Willis  Robertson, 
of  Virginia;  Warren  G.  Magnuson,  of  Wash- 
ington. 

On  Armed  Services:  Leverett  Saltonstall, 
of  Massachusetts,  chairman;  Styles  Bridges, 
of  New  Hampshire;  Ralph  E.  Flanders,  of 
Vermont:  Margaret  Chase  Smith,  of  Maine; 
Robert  C.  Hendrickson,  of  New  Jersey;  Fran- 
cis Case,  of  South  Dakota:  James  H.  Duff,  of 
Pennsylvania;  John  Sherman  Cooper,  of  Ken- 
tucky; Richard  B.  Russell,  of  Georgia;  Harry 
Flood  Byrd,  of  Virginia;  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 
of  Texas;  Estes  Kefauver,  of  Tennessee;  Les- 
ter C.  Hunt,  of  Wyoming:  John  C.  Stennls, 
of  Mississippi;  Stuart  Symington,  of  Mis- 
souri. 

On  Banking  and  Currency :  Homer  E.  Cape- 
hart,  of  Indiana,  chairman;  John  W.  Bricker. 
of  Ohio;  Irving  M.  Ives,  of  New  York;  Wal- 
lace F.  Bennett,  of  Utah;  Prescott  Bush,  of 
Connecticut:  J.  Glenn  Beall,  of  Maryland: 
Frederick  O.  Payne,  of  Maine;  Barry  Gold- 
water,  of  Arizona:  Burnet  R.  Maybank.  of 
South  Carolina;  J.  W.  Fulbright,  of  Arkan- 
sas; A.  Willis  Robertson,  of  Virginia;  John 
Sparkman,  of  Alabama;  J.  Allen  Frear,  Jr..  of 
Delaware;  Paul  H.  Douglas,  of  Illinois;  Her- 
bert H.  Lehman,  of  New  York. 

On  the  District  of  Columbia :  Francis  Case, 
of  South  Dakota,  chairman;  Frank  A.  Barrett, 
of  Wyoming:  J.  Glenn  Beall,  of  Maryland: 

Frederick  G.  Payne,  of  Maine;   : 

Matthew  M.  Mecly,  of  West  Virginia;  Willis 


Smith,  of  North  Carolina:    Albert  Oore.  of 
Tennessee:     Mike    Manstteld,    of    Montana; 


On  Finance:  Eugene  D.  MUIikln.  of  Colo- 
rado, chairman;  Hugh  Butler,  of  Nebraska: 
Edward  Martin,  of  Pennsylvania;  John  J. 
Williams,  of  Delaware:  Ralph  E.  Flanders,  of 
Vermont:  George  W.  Maione.  of  Nevada: 
Frank  Carlson,  of  Kansas:  Wallace  F.  Ben- 
nett, of  Utah;  Walter  P.  George,  of  Georgia; 
Harry  Flood  Byrd,  of  Virginia:  Edwin  C. 
Johnson  of  Colorado:  Clyde  R.  Hoey.  of  North 
Carolina;  Robert  S.  Kerr,  of  Oklahoma; 
J.  Allen  Frear,  Jr.,  of  Delaware;  Russell  B. 
Long,  of  Louisiana. 

On  Foreign  Relations:  Alexander  Wiley,  of 
Wisconsin,  chairman;  H.  Alexander  Smith,  of 
New  Jersey;  Bourke  B.  Hlckenlooper,  of  Iowa; 
Charles  W.  Tobey,  of  New  Hampshire:  Robert 

A.  Taft,  of  Ohio;  William  Langer.  of  North 
Dakota;  Homer  Ferguson,  of  Michigan;  Wil- 
Ham  F.  Knowland,  of  California;  Walter  F. 
George,  of  Georgia:  Theodore  Francis  Green, 
of  Rhode  Island;  J.  W.  Fulbright,  of  Arkan- 
sas: John  J.  Sparkman,  of  Alabama;  Guy  M. 
Gillette,  of  Iowa;  Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  of 
Minnesota:  Mike  Mansfleld.  of  Montana. 

On  Government  Operations :  Joseph  R.  Mc« 
earthy,  of  Wisconsin,  chairman;  Karl  E. 
Mundt,  of  South  Dakota;  Margaret  Chase 
Smith,  of  Maine:  Henry  C.  Dworshak,  of 
Idaho;  Everett  McKlnley  Dirksen,  of  Illinois: 
John  Marshall  Butler,  of  Maryland;  Charles 
E.  Potter,  of  Michigan;  John  L.  McClellan,  of 
Arkansas;  Clyde  R.  Hoey,  of  North  Carolina; 
Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  of  Minnesota;  Henry 
M.  Jackson,  of  Washington;  John  P.  Kennedy, 
of  Massachusetts;  Stuart  Symington,  of  Mis- 
souri. 

On  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs :  Hugh  But- 
ler, of  Nebraska,  chairman;  Eugene  D.  MllU- 
kln,  of  Colorado;  Guy  Cordon,  of  Oregon; 
George  W.  Maione,  of  Nevada;  Arthur  V,  Wat- 
kins,  of  Utah;  Henry  C-  Dworshak,  of  Idaho; 
Thomas  H.  Kuchel,  of  California;  Frank  A. 
Barrett,  of  Wyoming:  James  E.  Murray,  of 
Montana:  Clinton  P.  Anderson,  of  New  Mex- 
ico; Russell  B.  Long,  of  Louisiana;  George  A. 
Smathers,  of  Florida;  Earle  C.  Clements,  of 
Kentucky;  Henry  M.  Jackson,  of  Washington; 
Price  Daniel,  of  Texas. 

On  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 
Charles  W.  Tobey,  of  New  Hampshire,  chair- 
man; Homer  E.  Capehart,  of  Indiana;  John 
W.  Bricker,  of  Ohio;  Andrew  W.  Schoeppwl,  of 
Kansas:  John  Marshall  Butler,  of  Maryland: 
John  Sherman  Cooper,  of  Kentucky:  Dwlght 
Grlswold,  of  Nebraska:  Charles  E.  Potter,  of 
Michigan:  Edwin  C.  Johnson,  of  Colorado; 
Warren  G.  Magnuson.  of  Washington;  Lyndon 

B.  Johnson,  of  Texas;  Lester  C.  Hunt,  of  Wy- 
oming; John  O.  Pastore,  of  Rhode  Island; 
Mike  Monroney,  of  Oklahoma;  George  A. 
Smathers,  of  Florida. 

On  the  Judiciary :  William  Langer,  of  North 
Dakota,  chairman:  Alexander  Wiley,  of  Wis- 
consin; William  E.  Jenner,  of  Indiana;  Ar- 
thur V.  Watklns,  of  Utah;  Robert  C.  Hen- 
drickson, of  New  Jersey;  Everett  McKlnley 
Dirksen.  of  Illinois;  Herman  Welker,  of  Ida- 
ho: John  Marshall  Butler,  of  Maryland;  Pat 
McCarran,  of  Nevada;  Harley  M.  Kilgore,  of 
West  Virginia;  James  O.  Eastland,  of  Missis- 
sippi; Estes  Kefauver,  of  Tennessee;  Willis 
Smith,  of  North  Carolina;  OUn  D.  Johnston, 
of  South  Carolina;  Thomas  C.  Hennlngs.  Jr., 
of  Missouri. 

On  Labor  and  Public  Welfare :  H.  Alexander 
Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  chairman;  Robert  A. 
Taft.  of  Ohio;  George  D.  Aiken,  of  Vermont; 
Irving  M.  Ives,  of  New  York;  WUllam  A.  Pur- 
tell, of  Connecticut;  Frank  A.  Barrett,  of 
Wyoming;  Barry  Goldwater.  of  Arizona; 
James  E.  Murray,  of  Montana:  lister  HIU.  of 
Alabama;  Matthew  M.  Neely.  of  West  Vir- 
ginia; Paul  H.  Douglas,  of  Illinois:  Herbert  H. 
Lehman,  of  New  York;  Jotin  F.  Kennedy,  of 
Massachusetts. 

On  Post  CMtc«  and  Civil  Service  r  Frank 
Carlson,  of  Kansas,  chairman;  James  H.  Duff, 
of  Pennsylvania:  William  B.  Jenner.  of  In- 
dUna:  Jotvn  Sherman  Coofwr.  of  Keatvdkjr; 
Dwij(ht  CiriswoW.  oC  Kcteaaka,    WUiuuK  ^ 
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FurMl.  of  ConiMetleut;  OIIb  D.  Johncton, 
or  (hmtti  CaroUn*;  IttttlMV  M.  n—ly.  ot  West 
▼Irglnl*;  John  O.  PMtore,  of  Rbod*  UUnd; 
MUm  Monroiwy,  oC  Oklabom*;  Prloc  D»nlel, 
of  TtoM. 

On  Publte  Work*:  Bdward  Ifutln.  of  Penn- 
•^iTMila,  ebairman;  nrancla  Cmc.  of  South 
Dkkote;  Preaeott  Biish,  of  Conn«ctlcut; 
TbonuM  H.  Kucbcl,  of  CallfomU;  J.  Olenn 

B««U,  of  Ifaryland; ;  DennU  CbaveE, 

of  Ifew  ICezloo;  Speasard  L.  Holland,  of  Plor- 
Ida;  John  C.  StennU,  of  iClaaliaippl;  Robert 
B.  Kerr,  of  OUahoma;  Albert  Oore,  of  Ten- 
&< 


On  Rules  and  Administration:  William  B. 
Jenner,  of  Indiana,  chairman;  Frank  Carlson, 
of  Kansas;  Charles  E.  Potter,  of  Michigan; 
Dwlght  Orlswold,  of  Nebraska;  William  A. 
Purtell,  or  Connecticut;  Carl  Hayden,  of  Arl- 
Bona;  Theodore  Francis  Green,  of  Rhode  la- 
land;  Ouy  M.  OlUette.  of  Iowa;  Thomas  C. 
Hennings,  Jr.,  of  Missouri. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  assignments  to 
committees  as  proposed  by  the  majority 
and  by  the  minority.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  wish  to  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  wish  to  make  a  statement,  or  a 
further  addition  to  the  lists? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  before  the  Senate  and  it  is  debatable. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  understand  that  it  is 
debatable.  I  shall  wait  and  let  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  make  his  statement. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  make  a  statement.  The 
Chair  understands  that  there  is  no  con- 
troversy with  regard  to  committee  as- 
signments, except  with  respect  to  four 
committees.  In  other  words,  the  assign- 
ments to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  and  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  the  assignments 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
wishes  to  raise  some  question.  There- 
fore, the  Chair  was  going  to  suggest  that 
so  far  as  the  remaining  committees  are 
concerned,  the  assignments  to  them 
could  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
explain  that  the  Republicans  have  nom- 
inated Republicans.  We  have  not  un- 
dertaken to  assign  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  a  committee  in  making  up  our 
list  of  committee  assignments. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  stated  very  definitely  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  that  he  does  not  want  to  be 
assigned  to  committees  by  the  Republi- 
can caucus,  we  have  assigned  only  the 
48  Republican  Senators  to  committees, 
and  have,  of  course,  selected  the  com- 
mittees to  which  we  wish  to  assign  them. 

The  present  status  is  that  neither  the 
Republican  Senators  nor  the  minority 
Senators  are  able,  under  the  rules,  to 
nominate  the  whole  list;  and  there  are 
two  committee  assignments  to  which  up 
to  date  fall  short  by  one  of  the  total 
authorized  by  the  nile.  namely,  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  Is  recognized  and  may  make 
his  own  presentation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  that  I  think  he  and  the  other 


Republican  Senaton  were  exactly  cor- 
rect In  their  procedure  In  not  assimlng 
me  to  any  committees,  not  only  because 
of  my  statement  of  the  other  day  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  I  d^Ai  not 
wish  to  be  so  assigned  by  the  Republican 
caucus,  but  also  because  it  is  my  view 
that  under  the  Reorganization  Act  I  am 
entitled  to  assignment  to  committees  as 
a  member  of  a  minority  party,  and  by 
action  of  the  Senate  as  a  whole,  acting 
as  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  so  to 
speak. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
that  at  the  very  outset  of  this  discussion 
this  afternoon  I  be  permitted  to  make 
the  formal  statement  I  wish  to  make  in 
regard  to  what  I  believe  to  be  an  exceed- 
ingly important  problem  before  the  Sen- 
ate, so  that  all  my  colleagues  at  least 
will  have  an  opf>ortunity  to  hear  my 
point  of  view,  if  they  wish  to  Usten  to 
it,  or  at  least  so  far  as  the  Record  is 
concerned  will  have  been  placed  on  no- 
tice regarding  that  point  of  view. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  pro- 
ceed to  read  my  statement,  and  I  wish 
to  read  it  without  interruption.  This 
statement  is  based  upon  very  careful 
research  which  I  and  my  st'^ff  have  con- 
ducted for  the  past  several  days  in  re- 
gard to  what  I  believe  to  be  a  very  his- 
toric parliamentary  point  which  I  pro- 
pose to  raise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
this  afternoon. 

Whether  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  receives  the  committee  assign- 
ments to  which  he  believes  himself  justly 
entitled  is  not  the  issue  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate  This  great  parlia- 
mentary body,  which  should  be  a  symbol 
of  justice  under  law  in  these  perilous 
days  of  contention  between  the  free 
countries  and  the  slave  countries,  must 
decide  whether  it  will  apply  the  Consti- 
tution and  laws  of  the  United  States  and 
the  precedents  of  decades  in  the  fair, 
impartial  manner  which  characterizes 
democratic  society  and  which  sets  it 
apart  from  the  opportunistic  totalitarian 
doctrine  that  the  end  ju-stifles  the  means. 

The  case  which  the  Senate  must  de- 
cide is  new.  No  such  combination  of 
facts  and  law  has  been  before  the  Senate 
in  precisely  the  same  p>osture.  There 
are  precedents  which  arose  from  similar 
controversies,  but  they  have  been  suffi- 
ciently different  to  require  that  the  dis- 
cerning attention  of  every  Member  of 
this  body  be  given  to  the  present  case. 

I  stand  before  the  Senate,  not  as  a 
member  of  either  the  Republican  Party 
or  the  Democratic  Party,  but  as  an  in- 
dependent. Third  parties  are  not  new 
in  this  great  Nation,  and  some  have 
served  high  purposes.  The  Republican 
Party,  when  it  was  fresh  and  new,  was 
a  spirited  creature  which  outran  the 
Whig  Party,  whose  trembling,  infirm 
hands  could  not  hold  the  reins  of  power 
and  responsibility.  The  Populist  Party 
served  the  great  purpose  of  regenerating 
the  two  major  parties  by  sharpening  the 
issues  which  perplexed  the  Nation  in  the 
closing  decades  of  the  nineteenth  cen- 
tury. Theodore  Roosevelt  was  as  much 
a  Bull  Mooser  as  a  Rough  Rider. 

Today  I  stand  alone  in  this  Chamber 
as  the  representative  of  the  independ- 
ents. As  a  Senator  I  represent  the 
people  of  Oregon,  who  twice  elected  me, 
and   I    also    am    spokesman    of    hun- 


dreds of  thousands  of  independents 
who  refuse  to  accept  kinship  with  the 
donkey  and  who  cannot  and  will  not 
follow  the  lumbering  meanderings  of  the 
elephant. 

No  Senator  would  contend  that  he 
represents  only  those  of  his  party  who 
live  in  his  State.  This  would  be  a  mean 
admission  of  myopic  partisanship  and 
provincialism.  We  represent  our  States; 
and  we  seek  to  advance,  each  according 
to  his  lights,  the  welfare  of  all  the 
people. 

As  I  said  in  my  State  about  3  weeks 
ago,  in  a  series  of  major  speeches  which 
I  made  across  the  State.  I  have  for  « 
years  represented  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  all  the  people  of  my  State, 
including  those  who  have  voted  against 
me  as  well  as  those  who  have  voted  for 
me.  In  the  remaining  4  years  of  my 
present  term  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  I  shall  continue  to  represent  all 
the  people  of  Oregon  in  accordance  with 
my  best  judgment  on  the  merits  of  is- 
sues as  I  see  them,  including  a  repre- 
sentation of  those  who  voted  for  me  as 
well  as  a  representation  of  those  who 
voted  against  me.  In  those  sp>eeches, 
Mr.  President,  and  in  the  open-forum 
periods  which  followed  them.  I  went  on 
to  make  very  clear  my  reply  to  a  series 
of  resolutions  which  I  have  received  from 
various  Republican  committees  and  or- 
ganizations in  my  State  which  have  asked 
that  I  resign  from  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  because  I  have  resigned 
from  the  Republican  Party.  However, 
my  reply  to  them  was  the  same  as  my 
reply  to  them  today,  namely,  that  when 
I  took  the  oath  of  office  as  a  Memt)er  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  I  did  not 
become  the  property  of  the  Republican 
Party.  I  became  a  representative  of  all 
the  people  of  my  State,  and  I  took  that 
oath  of  oflQce  with  a  determination  to 
keep  faith  with  a  pledge  which  I  made 
in  1944  and  again  in  1950,  namely,  that 
I  would  exercise  an  honest  independence 
of  judgment  on  the  merits  of  the  issues 
in  accordance  with  the  facts  as  I  found 
them  or  believed  them  to  be,  always  sub- 
ordinating, in  the  best  interests  of  my 
country,  what  I  consider  to  be  political 
partisanship  to  what  I  consider  to  be 
sound  political  principle. 

Mr.  President,  my  record  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  for  the  next  4  years 
will  be  no  different  from  what  my  record 
has  been  in  the  past  8  years.  I  shall 
continue  to  keep  faith  with  that  pledge. 
I  wish  to  say  that  in  my  judgment  it  is 
the  highest  type  of  representation  for  a 
member  of  any  party,  be  he  Democrat 
or  Republican  or  independent,  to  follow 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  President.  I  rep- 
resent independents.  They  merit  recog- 
nition. The  number  of  their  represent- 
atives in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  may  grow.  I  l)elieve.  They  may 
serve  to  accelerate  the  realinement  of 
forces  within  the  present  national  par- 
ties. In  either  case,  these  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  American  citizens  cannot 
be  ignored  merely  because  they  have  not 
yet  learned  the  ways  of  the  local  politi- 
cal clubhouse. 

Each  of  us  here  Is  a  member  of  a 
party,  but  each  of  us  here  represents  a 
constituency  defined  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.    Naked  power  can 
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deny  to  our  conatltutncki  tbt  repn- 
senUtlon  they  deserve  and  expect;  but  U 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  can  be 
denied  the  committee  ■wrtgnmmU  to 
which  the  Conatltution,  the  law*,  the 
rules,  and  the  precedents  governing  this 
body  entitle  him,  no  Senator  or  no  con^ 
stltuency  Is  safe.  In  my  Judgment,  this 
situation  is  a  challenge  to  democracy. 

Mr.  President.  I  see  a  constitutional 

Issue  before  the  Senate  this  afternoon. 

Article  V  of  the  Constitution  prorldes: 

No  SUte,   without  Its   consent,   shall  be 

deprived  of  its  equal  suffrage  In  the  Senate. 

The  history  of  this  sole  unamendable 
provision  of  our  charter  is  well  known. 
It  was  designed  to  balance  representa- 
tion between  the  small  and  large  States. 
It  represents  a  compromise  in  the  noblest 
sense  of  the  term — a  harmonization  of 
conflicting  and  legitimate  principles. 

To  deny  any  fraction  of  the  normal 
rights  of  a  Senator,  not  in  his  own  ca- 
pacity but  as  a  representative  of  a  State, 
is  to  compromise,  in  the  ugliest  sense  of 
that  term,  a  basic  guaranty  without 
which  the  infant  ailing  confederation 
could  not  have  been  reborn  into  a  thriv- 
ing Federal  Union. 

It  Is  the  history  of  liberty  that  It  Is 
eroded  into  bondage,  not  boldly  attacked 
and  subdued. 

Each  State  and  its  representatives 
must  stand  equally  In  this  forum.  Any 
detraction  from  that  equality  is  an 
abridgment  of  constitutional  guaran- 
ties— in  this  case  those  which  should 
protect  the  people  of  Oregon.  Tomor- 
row, it  could  be  any  State  In  the  Union. 

Whether  I  remain  on  the  committees 
on  which  I  have  served  and  whose  work 
I  have  learned  for  many  years  is  not  a 
matter  of  grave  Importance  to  me  as  an 
individual.  I  will  stand  at  this  desk — or 
another — and  make  my  views  known  and 
fight  for  what  I  believe  to  be  true,  honest, 
good,  and  in  the  public  Interest.  Rele- 
gation to  a  minor  committee  might  be 
punishment  designed  to  make  my  task 
more  dliflcult. 

But  punitive  measures  of  this  sort  are 
not  designed  to  punish  the  offending. 
As  we  well  know.  It  is  a  terroristic  device 
to  inhibit  the  timid  and  shackle  the 
weak.  And  for  what  purpose?  To  re- 
quire regularity,  compel  compliance,  and 
Insure  against  insubordination.  Who. 
then.  Is  to  be  the  Judge  of  orthodoxy  and 
the  censor  of  this  body?  The  recent 
past  is  replete  with  examples  of  freemen 
voting  such  power  to  their  future  in- 
quisitors. 

If  this  is  not  the  Issue,  then  Is  the  Issue 
one  of  party  discipline?  Again.  I  ask, 
for  what  purpose? 

I  believe  profoimdly  that  the  majority 
party  must  have  responsibility  for  what- 
ever legislative  program  it  plans.  That 
is  why,  Mr.  President,  when  there  was 
a  running  debate  in  the  press  some  weeks 
ago  as  to  what  position  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  would  take  on  any 
question  of  organizing  the  Senate,  each 
and  every  Member  of  this  body  who 
knows  me  should  have  known,  without 
it  being  necessary  for  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  to  say  so.  of  my  deep 
conviction  that  party  responsibility 
ought  to  rest  upon  the  majority  party  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  was 
somewhat  astoimded.  Mr.  President,  ttiat 


thB  quccUoo  should  eontloually  artte. 
"What  it  the  Junior  Senator  from  On^on 
going  to  do?"  When  I  realized  that  peo- 
ple were  taking  seriously  the  doubt  aa 
to  what  I  was  going  to  do,  I  Issued  my 
statement,  and  my  statement  was  exact- 
ly that  everyone  should  have  expected. 
I  said.  "On  the  reorganization  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  I  shaU  vote 
with  the  Republicans,  because  I  think  it 
perfectly  clear,  as  a  result  of  the  elec- 
tion of  November  4.  that  legislative  re- 
sponsibility should  be  placed  upon  the 
Republican  Party." 

I  said  It,  Mr.  President,  when  some 
doubt  was  expressed,  at  least  in  the  press, 
as  to  what  the  outcome  of  the  final  ofB- 
cial  vote  In  some  States  might  be  as  to 
who  was  going  to  control  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  I  wanted  my  position 
perfectly  clear,  that,  In  my  Judgment,  I 
could  not  possibly  have  Justified  sitting 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on  the 
basis  of  the  result  of  the  votes  on  No- 
vember 4  and  not  vote  In  favor  of  the 
Republican  Party  organizing  the  Senate. 
But  I  also  said  in  that  statement,  It  will 
be  recalled,  that  "every  Republican  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  knows  that  with- 
in the  hour  after  they  get  through  dis- 
ciplining me — I  said  then,  "on  January 
3,"  but,  of  course,  referring  to  the  time 
when  the  discipline  was  to  be  imposed — 
that  "within  1  hour  after  the  time  they 
got  through  disciplining  me  on  January 
3,  If  an  issue  came  before  the  Senate  on 
the  merits  of  which  I  thought  the  Re- 
publican side  of  the  aisle  was  correct  I 
would  vote  with  the  Republicans." 

Therefore,  my  Republican  colleagues 
knew  full  well  that  whatever  discipline 
they  sought  to  inflict  upon  me  was  not 
going  to  cost  them  anything  so  far  as  my 
position  on  the  merits  of  the  issues  im- 
mediately following  the  discipline  or  at 
any  other  time  was  concerned.  And  that 
is  true  today,  because  never  do  I  intend 
to  lower  myself  to  the  level  of  partisan- 
ship. I  shall  never  sit  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  cast  a  vote  on  the 
basis  of  partisanship,  irrespective  of 
what  partisan  punishment  may  be  in- 
flicted upon  me  for  my  views  or  course  of 
action  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  So  I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that 
a  punitive  measure  of  this  sort  is  not 
designed  to  punish  the  offending.  As  we 
well  know,  it  is  a  terroristic  device  to 
inliibit  the  timid  and  shackle  the  weak. 

If  this  Is  not  the  issue.  Mr.  President, 
then.  I  ask  again,  is  the  issue  one  of 
party  discipline;  and  if  so.  for  what  pur- 
pose? I  not  only  believe  profoundly  that 
the  majority  party  must  have  responsl- 
biUty  for  whatever  legislative  program  it 
plans,  but  to  discharge  that  responsi- 
bility it  must  have  the  authority  to  re- 
port and  act  upon  bills,  and  so  far  as 
Senate  organization  is  concerned,  in  my 
Judgment  it  is  entitled  to  a  party  ma- 
jority on  each  and  every  committee  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  So  I 
say  it  cannot  exercise  that  party  respon- 
sibility unless  its  avowed  members  have 
a  numerical  majority  on  each  committee 
and  can  effectively  move  legislation 
through  committees  to  consideration  on 
the  floor  of  the  Soiate.  Only  in  that 
manner  can  oxn-  kind  of  representative 
government  function,  and  only  in  that 
manner  can  a  party  be  held  accountable 


for  what  it  does  and  what  it  falU  and 
refuses  to  do. 

No  party  is  unitary  and  whaOj  united. 
I  have  no  counsel  to  offer  today  to  the 
two  Republican  Parties  to  enable  them 
to  act  as  one  party. 

There  was  a  time  when  the  minority 
party— the  Republican  Party  of  the 
I850's — had  only  one  or  two  members  on 
some  committees  and  none  on  many 
others  —  McConachie.  Congressional 
Committees.  1908,  cited  in  Haynes,  The 
Senate  of  the  UMted  States,  page  288. 
paragraph  4.  As  I  go  along,  I  shall  cite 
my  authority  for  each  statement  I  make 
by  a  documentation  of  the  authority,  be- 
cause I  beUeve  that  on  this  particular 
issue  the  Comgsessional  Record  should 
show  the  doctmxentation.  Of  course,  the 
reference  now  is  to  McConachie,  Con- 
gressional Committees,  1908.  cited  in 
Hajmes,  The  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
page  288,  paragraph  4.  Our  form  of 
govemmeat  and  the  Republican  Party 
apparently  do  not  long  sanction  such  in- 
equality. The  Republican  Party  came 
into  power  from  a  small  minority  in  1861, 
after  the  election  of  1880. 

There  is  a  recog;nized  and  proper  role 
for  a  minority  to  perform.  And  no  one 
minority  has  a  monopoly  on  that  role — 
if.  indeed,  some  live  up  to  it  at  all. 

Recognition  of  the  rights  of  minorities 
Is  not  a  matter  of  charity,  nor  is  it  a 
measxire  of  power.  The  Constitution  Is 
devoted  in  large  measure  to  the  protec- 
tion  of  minority  rights  to  the  end  that 
the  free  interchange  of  independently 
formulated  Ideas  may  enrich  our  society. 

There  is  also  the  candid  recognition 
that  what  Is  today  a  minority  or  a  group 
may  grow  and  emerge  and  coalesce  Into 
a  new  and  different  majority.  We  must 
look  to  the  future  and  balance  the  pre- 
carious advantage  of  the  hom:  against 
the  uncertainties  of  the  future. 

The  Senate  has  a  constitutional  obli- 
gation to  apply  its  rules  governing  com> 
mittee  assignments  even-handedly. 

Haynes,  the  authoritative  historian  of 
the  Senate,  at  page  294  of  his  book  pre- 
viously cited,  states: 

Once  placed  upon  a  congenial  committee, 
a  Senator  Is  likely  to  retain  that  assignment 
as  long  as  he  remains  in  the  Senate,  or  until 
he  requests  to  be  excused  from  further  serv- 
ice thereon. 

I  repeat.  Mr.  President,  because  in  my 
study  of  the  precedents  of  this  problem. 
I  think  Haynes  is  right,  save  and  except 
for  the  one  exception  to  which  I  shall 
refer  shortly,  that  the  history  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  so  far  as  the 
matter  of  committee  assignments  is  con- 
cerned has  been  that,  once  placed  upon 
a  congenial  committee,  as  Haynes  points 
out,  a  Senator  is  likely  to  retahi  that  as- 
signment as  long  as  he  remains  in  the 
Senate,  or  until  he  requests  to  be  excused 
from  further  service  thereon. 

I  digress  at  this  point,  Mr.  President, 
because  I  think  it  is  an  appropriate  place 
to  insert  it.  that  I  would  have  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  this  afternoon  not 
treat  the  term  "seniority"  as  referring 
merely  to  one  type  of  seniority  In  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  would 
have  my  colleagues  keep  in  mind,  if  they 
will  study  the  history  of  the  development 
of  the  Senate  rules,  that  seniority  is  a 
two-pronged  phenomenon,  seniority  in 
the  Senate  and  seniority  in  committee. 
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I  respectfully  submit  to  my  colleagues 
that  seniority  in  the  Senate  is  a  matter 
of  senatorial  Jtirlsdiction  by  the  entire 
body  over  each  Member  of  the  Senate, 
and  seniority  within  committee  is  a 
matter  of  Jurisdicticii  by  the  parties 
represented  on  the  committee.  In  my 
conversations  with  some  of  my  col- 
leagues I  respectfully  say  that  in  some 
instances  they  were  not.  in  my  opinion, 
drawing  this  distinction,  because  each 
and  every  Member  of  this  body  has  a 
precious  interest  in  seniority  in  its  total 
meaning  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States — seniority  in  the  Senate  and  sen- 
iority on  committees. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say.  because 
I  always  put  my  cards  on  top  of  the  table, 
that  I  assumed  that  in  the  assignment 
of  committees  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  would  not  weaken  the  precious 
right  of  every  Member  of  this  body  to 
his  seniority  in  the  Senate  when  it  came 
to  the  assignment  of  Members  to  com- 
mittees, and  that  it  would  follow  the 
precedent  established  by  the  United 
States  Senate,  which,  with  one  excep- 
tion, has  been  to  leave  a  Senator  on  a 
committee  until  he  himself  asked  to  be 
removed  from  it.  But  if  left  on  the  com- 
mittee I  fully  expected — and  I  would 
have  taken  the  position  that  it  was  the 
right  of  the  Republican  Party  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  to  take  such 
action — to  be  reduced  to  the  bottom  ol 
the  committee  table,  so  far  as  seniority 
on  the  committee  is  concerned.  It  is  my 
view  that  as  a  member  of  the  committee 
and  a  member  of  a  third  party.  I  would 
have  to  stand,  so  far  as  my  seniority 
Tights  on  the  committee  were  concerned, 
with  reference  to  my  membership  in  the 
party,  and  that  would  make  me.  from 
the  standpoint  of  committee  seniority,  a 
freshman  on  the  committee.  But  that 
would  not  be  my  seniority  status  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  As  the  sta- 
tistics will  show,  I  am  one  of  the  'upper 
classmen"  in  the  Senate,  so  far  as  Senate 
seniority  is  concerned. 

The  all  but  unbroken  rule  of  this  body 
Is  that  a  Senator  once  assigned  to  a  com- 
mittee Is  not  thereafter  removed  in  con- 
travention of  his  seniority  without  his 
consent.  I  am  talking,  in  that  sense, 
about  Senate  seniority  and  not  commit- 
tee seniority.  To  do  otherwise,  to  apply 
.special  rules  to  Individual  cases,  is  to 
deny  equal  representation  in  the  Senate 
to  each  State. 

THE    LEGISLATIVX    KEORGANIZATION    ACT    OF    1B4  6 

No  issue  of  committee  assignments, 
whether  to  rebels  who  remained  in  a 
party,  to  those  who  incurred  the  wrath 
of  party  leaders,  or  to  third-party  rep- 
resentatives, ever  came  before  the  Sen- 
ate when  legislation  governing  commit- 
tee assignments  was  in  force. 

Rule  XXV — page  40  of  the  Manual- 
provides  in  part : 

4.  Each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two  stand- 
ing committees  and  no  more;  except  that 
Senators  of  the  majority  party  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  of  the  Committee  on  Expendi- 
tures In  the  Executive  Departments  may 
serve  on  three  standing  committee*  and  no 
more. 

No  such  explicit  enactment  wa*;  on  the 
books  when  similar,  but  dilTeicnt,  cases 
were  before  this  body. 


Mr.  President,  the  rule  requires  that 
each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two  com- 
mittees. That  is  mandatory  language. 
The  remainder  of  the  sentence  is  per- 
missive and  points  up  the  command  of 
the  first  portion. 

The  purpose  and  application  of  this 
provision  are  most  relevant  to  its  re- 
quirements. 

Congress,  after  many  years  of  consid- 
ering measures  of  this  type,  enacted  this 
remedial  code  of  conduct.  In  main  part 
it  was  designed  to  eliminate  the  con- 
fusion and  duplication  of  some  34  com- 
mittees which  had  no  defined  jurisdic- 
tion. Some  old  committees,  such  as  that 
on  manufactures,  were  eliminated  as 
u-seless  and  as  unused  as  the  human 
appendix.  Otiier  committees  of  similar 
and  overlapping  jurisdiction  were  com- 
bined. This  was  a  rational  act  for  a 
rational  purpose. 

Senate  committees  were  to  function  as 
the  opposiu?  number  of  the  same  com- 
mittee in  the  House  and  of  the  principal 
Government  agencies.  Only  by  speciali- 
zation by  committees  and  members  could 
the  Congress  cope  with  the  growing  com- 
plexities of  Government.  Committee 
membership  was  designed  to  impart  the 
knowledge  and  expertness  which  only 
long  associs  tion  and  experience  can  give. 

This  in  miniature  was  a  parallel  to 
the  decision  of  the  Poundin-i  Fathers  who 
chose  a  6-year  term  for  Senators — one 
not  so  lon^  as  to  breed  an  autocratic 
body  out  of  touch  with  the  people,  but 
with  suCBcient  tenure  to  provide  con- 
tinuity, experience,  and  stability  to  the 
Republic. 

This  was  well  expressed  in  the  Feder- 
alist—No. 62 : 

Another  defect  to  be  supplied  by  a  Senate 
lies  In  a  wan:  of  due  acquaintance  with  the 
objects  and  principles  ot  legislation.  It  Is 
not  possible  that  an  assembly  of  men  called 
for  the  most  part  from  pursuits  of  a  private 
nature.  conti:iued  in  appointment  for  a  short 
time,  and  led  by  no  permanent  motive  to 
devote  the  intervals  of  public  occupation  to 
a  study  of  the  laws,  the  aSalrs.  and  the  com- 
prehensive Interests  of  their  country,  should. 
If  left  wholly  to  themselves,  escape  a  variety 
of  Important  errors  In  the  exercise  of  their 
legislative  trust.  It  may  be  afldrnied,  on  the 
best  grounds,  that  no  small  share  of  the 
present  embarrassments  of  America  Is  to  be 
charged  on  the  blunders  of  our  govern- 
ments: and  tliat  these  have  proceeded  from 
the  heads  ratier  than  the  hearts  of  most  of 
the  authors  cf  them.  What  Indeed  are  all 
the  repeallnt:,  explaining,  and  amending 
laws,  which  till  and  disgrace  our  volumuiou.s 
codes,  but  so  many  monuments  of  deficient 
wisdom;  so  many  Impeachments  exhibited 
by  each  succeeding  against  each  preceding 
session;  so  m:ny  admonitions  to  the  people, 
of  the  value  cf  those  aids  which  may  be  ex- 
pected from  a  well-conatitutcd  Senate.' 

I  am  not  reading  about  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  in  1953.  Mr. 
President,  although  this  language  aptly 
applies,  in  my  judgment,  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  in  1953.  I 
am  reading  from  the  Federalist,  about 
the  problems  which  aro.se  legislatively 
almost  at  the  time  of  the  birth  of  the 
Nation  itself. 

A  good  go>ernmcnt  Implies  two  things: 
first,  fidelity  to  the  object  of  ftr.vernment. 
which  I-  the  happiness  of  the  people;  sec- 
ondly, a  knowledge  of  the  means  by  which 
that  object  can  be  best  atLimed. 


This  was  in  the  forefront  of  the  minds 
of  those  who  fashioned  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act.  Senator  La  PoUette,  who 
fathered  and  guided  the  measure 
through  the  Senate,  stated  during  the 
debate — Concre.ssional  Rzcord.  volume 
92,  part  5.  page  6533: 

The  second  principle  wa.s  In  that  process 
to  gather  together  In  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
reorganized  committees  the  principal  and 
related  subject  matters  of  their  respective 
areas  of  Jurisdiction.  In  order  that  Senators 
might  become  familiar  with  those  subjects, 
in  order  that  they  might  become  better  In- 
furmed.  and  in  order  that  those  who  did  so 
become  Informed  through  service  would 
bring  the  light  of  their  experience  and  In- 
lormatiun  l<>  bear.  in.sotar  aa  possible,  upon 
:ill  matters  ot  a  similar  nature.  That  thread 
runs  all  the  way  tluough  thU  reorganUatlon 
proposal. 

I  think  that  is  a  pretty  sound  state- 
ment, Mr.  Pre.sident.  one  which  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  should  keep  up- 
permost in  their  minds  today  as  they 
come  to  pass  upon  the  issue  which  I  raise 
before  the  Senate. 

That  was  the  position  taken  by  one  of 
the  fathers  of  the  Reorganization  Act. 
There  sits  on  this  floor  today  a  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  the  other  major  author 
of  the  Reorganization  Act  I  Mr.  Mon- 
RONEY  I.  I  dare  say  that  if  he  wiiihes  to 
participate  later  on  in  the  afternoon  in 
this  di.scu.ssion  as  to  the  meaning  and 
tlie  purpose  of  the  Reorganization  Act, 
upon  the  liesis  of  which  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  rests  a  part  of  his 
case,  he  will  agree  with  the  quotation 
which  I  just  read  from  the  former  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  when  he  referred 
t.o  the  action  taken  by  the  Seventy-iunth 
Congress. 

Senator  White,  of  Maine,  then  the  mi- 
nority leader,  stated  in  tlie  course  of  the 
hearing.s — hearings  on  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  18,  Seventy-ninth  Congress, 
page  394: 

It  Is  a  perfectly  terrific  headache  •  •  • 
to  make  committee  assignments.  We  have 
•  •  •  In  the  .S<'nrtte  fullowed  the  prac- 
tice that  seniority  has  been  the  determining 
factor. 

Senator  Burton  also  endorsed  the 
merits  of  committee  assignment  by  sen- 
iority— in  the  .same  place,  page  812. 

The  .senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
I  Mr.  KEF.\fVERl.  then  a  distinguished 
Repre.sentative  and  a  recognized  student 
of  parliamentary  organiziition,  observed 
that  the  .seniority  system  had  weak- 
ne.s.ses,  but  stated  that  he  could  offer  no 
practical  alternative — in  the  same  place, 
page  72. 

And  of  great  force  are  the  precedents 
of  157  years  of  Senate  practice  which, 
under  the  ordinary  rules  of  legislative 
construction,  may  be  taken  to  have  been 
adopted  and  ratified  by  the  act. 

The  application  of  the  act  in  1947.  the 
first  year  of  its  u.se — at  the  outset  of  the 
famous  Eit;htieth  Congre.ss — further 
supports  this  view. 

The  long-time  chainnan  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  RvssellI,  was  ranked  on 
that  committee  above  colleagues  of  less 
.seniority  who  came  from  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  such  as  Senators  Hill 
and  KiLcoRE.  by  virtue  of  his  lengthier 
.service  on  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs.   And,  quite  obviously,  in  compress- 
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ing  military  and  naval  affairs  it  was  the 
less  senior  on  both  wlio  gave  way  to  the 
more  senior  on  both. 

Of  the  95  other  Senators  in  this  pres- 
ent body,  only  27  have  had  continuous 
service  predating  thai,  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon — 11  Republicans  and 
16  Democrats.  I  say  to  them,  as  I  say 
to  the  newest  freshman  Senator,  the 
principles  which  you  apply  to  me  are  the 
selfsame  principles  liiat  apply  to  you. 
They  are  the  rules  which  have  advanced 
and  will  advance  you  in  recognition  of 
years  of  service  and  experience. 

I  read  in  the  newspapers,  which,  by 
choice,  is  where  I  learn  about  the  Re- 
publican Party,  that  there  is  some  slight 
misunderstanding  ab^ut  senatorial  cour- 
tesy and  the  distribution  of  patronage. 
Tomorrow  one  or  more  of  my  colleagues 
may  find  themselves  in  open  conflict  with 
the  adopted  leader  of  their  party. 

The  majority  ami  minority  leaders 
have  today  introduced,  not  an  order  for 
committee  assignments,  but  a  flashing 
two-handled  samurai  sword.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  cuklltion  to  two  handles,  that 
sword  has  two  glistening  edges.  Indeed. 
it  is  far  too  big  to  rend  merely  one  Sen- 
ator. It  may  have  to  much  momentum 
that  the  Senate  will  look  like  an  Alice 
in  Wonderland  garden  party. 

PAST  ACnONB  IW  THX  8XMATS 

I  have  researched  the  precedents  of  the 
Senate  and  consultetl  the  erudite  Parlia- 
mentarian of  the  8«'nate.  and  plumbed 
biographies  and  political  commentaries. 

I  can  report  that  nhls  search  has  un- 
covered but  one  Instance,  out  of  many 
conflicts,  in  which  a  Senator  has  been 
removed  from  a  committee  In  contra- 
vention of  his  seniority. 

That  single  reprisal  is  a  disgraceful 
one  which  occurred  in  1871.  the  first 
year  of  General  Grant's  administration. 
I  stiggest  that  the  cnisade  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration avoid  such  militant  ex- 
amples. 

Senator  Sumner,  who  had  served  so 
admirably  during  many  years,  came  into 
collision  with  the  gereral  on  a  matter  of 
foreign  policy.  The  Republican  caucus 
not  only  voted  to  demote  Sumner  from 
the  chairmanship  of  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  but  excluded  him  from 
that  committee  entirely.  Sumner  re- 
fused to  accept  any  other  committee 
assignments  thereafter — Ha3mes,  The 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  1938,  pages 
302-303.  In  all  its  liistory,  no  political 
disagreement,  no  political  divorce,  led  to 
such  an  outcome. 

There  were  several  Instances  In  which 
overage  Senators,  or  Senators  who  op- 
posed party  leaders,  were  denied  con- 
tinuation as  committee  chairmen;  but 
in  rM>  such  case  was  the  Senator  who  fell 
or  fought  from  favoi  removed  from  the 
committee  on  which  he  sat. 

So  the  redoubtable  Stephen  Douglas, 
who  had  supported  Buchanan  for  the 
Presidency,  bitterly  and  publicly  opposed 
him  on  the  important  issue  of  the  Kan- 
sas Constitution.  In  1859.  Douglas  was 
not  continued  as  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Territories,  but  remained  as 
ne}(t  ranking  member  and  retained  his 
post  and  seniority  on  another  major 
committee — Johnson,  Life  of  Stephen  A. 
Douglas,  1908.  pages  277-279,  395-396. 


Senator  Cummins  was  passed  over  for 
continuation  as  a  committee  chairman, 
primarily  because  of  old  age;  but  un- 
popular views  were  a  consideration. 
Nonetheless,  be  was  ranked  as  second 
among  his  party  on  that  committee — 
Haynes,  pages  303-304. 

Senator  Ladd  and  three  colleagues  who 
were  Republicans,  or  had  accepted  com- 
mittee assignments  from  the  Republican 
Party,  had  campaigned  for  "Old  Bob" 
La  PoUette  for  President  In  1924.  LaPol- 
lette  died  before  the  Senate  organized  in 
1925.  The  victorious  Republicans  ex- 
cluded his  supporters  from  the  party 
conference,  and  voted  to  demote  Senator 
Ladd  from  the  chairmanship  of  the 
Public  Lands  Committee. 

I  am  always  appreciative  when  kind- 
ness is  shown  me.  There  is  this  differ- 
ence between  the  situation  now  and  that 
in  1925.  when  Senator  Ladd  and  the 
others  were  excluded  from  the  party 
conference :  I  was  not  excluded  from  the 
party  conference.  The  Republicans  were 
very  kind  to  send  me  an  official  invita- 
tion, as  every  other  Republican  in  the 
Senate  received  one.  to  attend  the  party 
conference.  But  I  felt,  imder  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  I  found  myself,  and 
in  view  of  the  course  of  action  I  intend 
to  pursue  in  American  politics  as  an  in- 
dependent, that  it  certainly  would  not 
be  In  good  taste  for  me,  or  very  sport- 
ing of  me,  to  attend  a  conference  of  a 
party  to  which  I  no  longer  belonged. 
However.  I  wish  to  say  to  my  Republican 
friends  in  the  Senate  that  I  deeply  ap- 
preciate the  invitation. 

In  1925  the  situaUon  was  a  little  dif- 
ferent, Mr.  President.  The  Republicans 
who,  so  the  records  show,  had  supported, 
old  Bob  La  Follette  in  1924  were  not  in- 
vited to  the  party  conference,  but  neither 
were  they  removed  from  their  conmxit- 
tees.  They  did  deny  to  Senator  Ladd 
his  committee  chairmanship  but  not  his 
committee  membership.  At  least  that  is 
what  the  research  on  this  subject  shows. 
Over  the  opposition  of  SenattH^  Norrls 
and  Borah,  the  Senate  ui^eld  that  de- 
termination. But  none  was  baiii^ied  to 
the  captive  city  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. Each  continued  on  the  committees 
on  which  he  was  serving — some  with  loss 
of  intracommittee  seniority — Comgsks- 
sioMAL  Rkcors,  volume  67,'  part  1,  pages 
14-17,  41  and  the  following.  April  7  and 
9,  1925,  Haynes.  page  291. 

It  should  be  noted  that  lAdd  asserted 
that  he  remained  a  Republican  and  did 
not  seek  appointment  as  an  independent. 
I  would  not  contend  that  a  nonmember 
of  the  majority  should  be  a  committee 
chairman,  as  I  hare  already  stated. 
Nor  would  I  contend  that  a  nonmember 
of  the  majority  should  even  be  assigned 
to  committees  by  the  majority,  except  as 
members  of  the  majority  act  as  individ- 
ual Members  of  the  Senate  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  considering  this  problem 
as  a  problem  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Norris  himself  later  campaigned  for 
Al  Smith,  while  Seziator  Heflin  crossed 
over  to  support  Hoover.  Neither  was  sub- 
jected to  any  reprisal,  and  Norris  con- 
tinued in  the  powerful  chairmanship  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Referring  for  a  moment  to  the  situa- 
tion in  1925,  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  a  Demo- 


crat, who  was  vice  presidential  candi- 
date on  the  Ucket  in  1924  with  La  Fol- 
lette, called  me  some  time  ago  and  said 
he  wanted  to  teil  me  he  knew  what  I 
was  going  through,  and  that  he  greatly 
sympathized  with  the  position  in  which 
I  found  myself.  He  then  went  on  to  dis- 
cuss with  me  briefly,  over  the  telephone, 
scune  of  the  incidents  of  1925.  and  he 
pointed  out  that  no  so-called  party  dis- 
ciplinary action  was  taken  against  >'1t" 
as  a  result  of  his  campaign  for  the  vice 
presidency  on  a  third-party  ticket.  I 
may  say  again  that  such  disciplinary  ac- 
tion does  not  concern  me  one  way  or  the 
other,  Bdr.  President.  But  he  went  on  to 
say  that  his  s«iiority  rights,  insofar  as 
his  committee  positi<ms  were  concerned, 
were  in  no  way  affected  by  his  course  of 
action. 

THS   ASSICNUnrT   OF   nTDXPENDKNTS 

Early  newly  elected  independents  did 
not  fare  too  well.  Senators  Hale  aixi 
Salmon  P.  Chase,  Free  Soilers.  refused 
appointments  as  Whigs  or  Democrats 
and  sought  to  act  as  their  own  committee 
on  committees  in  the  1850's.  They  were 
given  no  assignments,  but  the  rules  did 
not  require  committee  service,  as  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  does  to- 
day. In  1853  the  Whigs  refused  to  name 
Sumner  to  a  committee,  but  left  a  va- 
cancy on  a  minor  one,  to  which  the  Dem- 
ocrats appointed  him.  But  in  lft55  the 
emerging  Republicans  were  given  a  role 
in  committee  assignments,  and  were  not 
merely  put  on  committees  without  con- 
sultation— Haynes,  pages  287-288. 

In  later  years  Populists  and  Farmer- 
Laborites  were  given  a  voice  in  their 
committee  assignments. 

Haynes  sums  up  the  situation  as  fol- 
lows: 

Tbe  ihtftlng  ot  party  itrength  or  the  ad- 
vent of  a  new  party  group  maj  call  tor  re- 
adjustment moBt  easUy  met  by  tbe  enlarge- 
ment of  the  committees   (Haynea.  p.  278). 

I  wish  to  repeat  that  sentence,  be- 
cause it  win  deal  with  one  of  two  pos- 
sible motions  which  I  shall  make  later 
this  afternoon.    Haynes  states: 

The  shifting  of  party  strength  or  the  ad- 
vent of  a  new  party  group  may  call  for  re- 
B<ljustment  most  easily  met  by  tbe  enlarge- 
ment of  tbe  conunlttees. 

Thus  •  •  •  In  the  Blzty-elghtb  Con- 
gress addlttonal  places  were  provided  for  the 
members  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  upon 
several  of  the  committees  to  wblcb  tbej 
were  assigned  (Haynes). 

It  is  Just  this  plan  which  I  propose  to 
the  Senate.  I  would  add  that  my  pro- 
posal is  reenforced  by  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act.  which  certainly  was  not  in 
force  in  the  instances  cited.  Moreover.  I 
have  an  accumulated  seniority  which 
none  ol  the  PopuUsts,  nor  Farmer-La- 
borites.  nor  Free  Soilers  had  when  they 
made  their  claims. 

I  suggest  to  the  Senate  that  I  will  be 
no  less  vocal  nor  active  when  labor  or 
defense  legislation  Is  before  the  Senate 
if  I  am  not  on  the  committees  which  con- 
sider such  measures. 

I  shudder  to  think  that  soDie  of  my 
colleagues  would  prefer  my  absence  from 
committee  deliberatixms  for  the  reason 
that  I  have  some  unique  experience  to 
offer— such  as  my  miseUlinf  sunrey  of 
military  waste  in  NATO,  based  upon  an 
in^>ectioD  toor  of  NATO  bases  requirinc 
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more  than  30.000  miles  of  travel  during 
the  past  fall,  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long].  This 
was  an  investigation  the  results  of  which, 
in  part,  will  be  set  forth  in  a  committee 
report  which  we  intend  to  release  to  the 
Senate  within  the  very  near  future ;  and 
we  shall  release  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  in  executive  session,  certain 
observations  which,  for  security  reasons, 
should  not  be  made  public  in  a  Senate 
report. 

THK   SKNATZ  IS  A   CONTINUUfG    BODT 

At  the  very  opening  of  this  Congress 
the  Senate  engaged  in  a  historic  debate 
over  its  rules.  Many  Senators  argued 
that  new  rules  could  be  adopted  by  a 
majority  on  the  theory  that  the  Senate 
Is  not  a  continuing  body.  The  oppo- 
nents of  the  rule  change,  led  by  the  ma- 
jority leader,  contended  vociferously 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body. 

In  support  of  this  stand,  the  Repub- 
lican policy  committee  brief — Congres- 
sional Record,  January  7.  1953,  pages 
165  to  178— cited  the  continuing  nature 
of  Senate  committees — Congressional 
Record,  January  7,  1953,  page  170.  In 
my  comments  upon  this  controversy  I 
argued  that  new  rules  could  be  adopt- 
ed— but  supported  the  argimient  that 
this  body  continues  to  exist  without  a 
break. 

I  digress  to  say  one  day  during  that 
debate,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Russell]  said  to  me  in  the  cloak  room, 
"I  have  not  heard  you  participate  in  the 
debate."  I  replied  that  I  was  listening 
to  the  debate,  but  that  he  had  not  heard 
me  participate  in  a  discussion  of  the  is- 
sue of  whether  or  not  the  Senate  was  a 
continuing  body  because  I  had  grave 
doubts  about  the  legal  validity  of  the 
argument  that  the  Senate  is  not  a  con- 
tinuing body.  A  check  of  the  Congres- 
sional Record  will  show  that  when  I 
came  to  the  point  of  making  my  final 
decision  as  to  the  position  I  should  take 
on  the  Anderson  motion,  I  made  it  clear 
that  I  was  talcing  my  position  not  on  the 
basis  of  the  issue  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  because 
I  stated  that  there  were  those  of  us  in 
the  Senate  who  favored  the  motion,  but 
ior  another  reason. 

I  then  set  forth  my  position,  that  I 
favored  the  Anderson  motion  on  the 
basis  of  the  argument  that,  as  a  matter 
of  sound  public  policy.  I  believed  that  at 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Con- 
gress we  should  amend  rule  XXII,  not 
on  the  ground  that  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuing body,  or  is  not  a  continuing 
body,  but  on  the  ground  that  I  felt  that 
the  beginning  of  the  session  offered  the 
best  time  opportunity  for  amending  a 
rule  which,  in  my  judgment,  must  be 
amended  if  the  Senate  is  ever  to  return 
to  the  application  of  the  majority-vote 
principle. 

The  precedents  of  the  Senate  show 
that  all  committees  continue  without 
changes  in  membership  except  those 
necessary  to  insure  numerical  control 
and  chairmanship  by  membership  of  the 
majority  party. 

Haynes,  the  Senate  historian,  ob- 
serves: 

Wben  a  party  gets  the  opportunity  to  re- 
organlae  the  Senate  committees,  therefore.  It 
doee  not  mean  a  wholesale  overturn.  To  cite 
the  Illustration  oX  most  momtni  la  the  Re- 


publican reorganization  In  1919:  In  the  pre- 
vious Congress  the  Contunlttee  on  Foreign 
Relations  had  Included  10  Democrats  and  7 
Republicans.  Under  the  new  organization 
that  ratio  wiis  precisely  reversed.  The  Dem- 
ocrats were  reduced  to  7  by  dropping  the 
minority  Senators  who  had  seen  shortest 
service  on  the  committee;  to  bring  the  Re- 
publican membership  up  to  10  there  were 
added  to  the  6  holdover  Republicans  4  new 
men. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  it  cannot 
one  week  argue  that  the  Senate  is  a  con- 
tinuing body  and  then  the  next  week 
take  a  contrary  position  for  political 
expediency.  It  is  the  history  of  this  body 
that  a  Senator  once  elected  has  continu- 
ous membership  in  the  Senate.  It  is  the 
practice  of  this  body  that  once  assigned 
to  a  committee,  a  Senator  has  continu- 
ing membership  upon  that  committee 
unless  he  is  the  least  senior  of  the  mi- 
nority who  must  be  displaced  in  order  to 
insure  majority  control. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Senate 
has  the  naked  power  to  do  what  the  ma- 
jority leader  proposes  that  it  do,  but  the 
issue  of  pciwer  should  not  be  dispositive 
in  any  parliamentary  group  and  is  not 
the  determining  factor  with  the  elec- 
torate. 

There  is  no  legal  appeal  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  Senate,  but  Senators  must 
justify  their  action  to  the  American  peo- 
ple and  to  their  consciences. 

What  the  Senate  does  today  may  live 
to  plague  many  Members  here.  Any 
breach  of  law  and  precedent  which  they 
permit  themselves  to  indulge  in  may  be 
designed  to  injure  me  for  partisan  po- 
litical purposes  today.  I  will  not  be  in- 
jured. But.  I  warn  the  Senate  that  the 
history  of  the  decay  of  democracy  is 
pitted  with  incidents  of  this  kind.  The 
hounds  of  today  may  very  well  be  the 
hares  of  tomorrow. 

It  is  the  duty  of  Senators  today  to 
bolster  the  rules  which  have  been  made 
for  the  protection  of  all  the  people,  each 
State,  and  every  Member  of  this  body. 
Only  in  that  way  can  they  protect  their 
future  individual  integrity  as  Senators. 

In  closing  I  invite  the  attention  of 
Members  of  the  Senate  to  the  full  mean- 
ing of  seniority  rights  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  I  believe  seniority  to 
mean  that  each  Member  has  seniority 
rights  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  itself; 
and,  of  course,  he  has  seniority  rights. 
as  a  member  of  a  party,  on  committees 
of  the  Senate. 

I  want  my  colleagues  In  the  Senate  to 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  today  it  may 
be  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
against  whom  this  particular  action  is 
taken,  an  action  almost  singular  in  the 
history  of  the  Senate.  Tomorrow  it 
may  be  someone  else  in  the  Senate  who 
answers,  as  did  I.  the  call  of  his  own 
conscience  as  to  what  intellectual  hon- 
esty compels  him  to  do  in  the  midst  of 
a  political  campaign.  I  have  no  regrets 
for  answering  that  question  of  con- 
science, and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be 
judged  in  terms  of  history  by  the  answers 
I  gave  in  the  course  of  the  campaign,  and 
by  future  events  as  they  develop  with 
the  oncoming  administration. 

I  wish  to  say  to  my  friends  in  the 
Senate:  "Keep  in  mind,  whether  you  like 
it  or  not.  that  history  places  you  in  a 
position  this  afternoon  where  you  will 
be  voting  for  the  first  time  on  a  precedent 


under  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
and  that  a  vote  in  favor  of  carrying  out 
the  proposal  now  before  the  Senate 
would  be  to  remove  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  from  two  committees  on 
which  he  now  presently  serves,  and  thus 
would  establish  a  precedent  which  you 
may  some  day  rue,  because  you  may  dis- 
cover that  it  was  a  precedent  created  at 
a  time  when  you  turned  your  heads  away 
from  the  great  historic  precedents  of  the 
Senate." 

Mr.  President,  at  the  appropriate 
time — because  I  propose  to  listen  to  the 
debate  on  the  subject — and  so  that  my 
colleagues  will  have  notice  of  what  my 
plan  is  for  the  afternoon,  I  shall  move 
that  the  Senate  elect  me  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  so  that  I  may  continue, 
on  the  basis  of  my  seniority  in  the  Sen- 
ate, my  many  years  of  service  on  those 
committees,  and  give  to  them  my  knowl- 
edge and  experience  gained  from  my  pre- 
vious work  on  them. 

I  may  also  at  a  later  time  make  a 
motion,  depending  upon  the  parliamen- 
tary situation,  that,  if  the  Senate  pre- 
fers, it  may  enlarge  those  two  com- 
mittees by  placing  on  them  an  additional 
member  of  the  majority  party,  along 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  as 
the  member  of  a  minority  party. 

My  study  of  the  parliamentary  situa- 
tion satisfies  me  that  such  a  motion 
would  be  a  perfectly  appropriate  one. 
although  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  to 
make  it.  it  would  be  necessary  to  serve 
notice  of  the  motion  and  have  it  lie  on 
the  table  for  a  day,  and  then  have  it 
taken  up  at  the  next  session  of  the 
Senate. 

I  may  say  also  that  I  have  sought,  and 
shall  continue  to  seek,  to  discuss  the 
subject  on  the  basis  of  principles,  not 
on  the  basis  of  personalities.  I  assure 
my  friends  in  the  Senate  that  I  have 
no  personal  bitterness  about  it.  I  fully 
understood,  when  I  took  the  course  of 
action  which  I  took  during  the  recent 
campaign,  that  undoubtedly  I  would  cre- 
ate problems  for  myself  in  the  Senate 
parliamentarily  and  procedurally  speak- 
ing. However,  Mr.  President,  no  one  in 
this  body  has  the  right  to  question  the 
right  of  a  Senator  to  enter  the  sanctum 
of  his  own  conscience.  When  one  enters 
that  sanctum  he  goes  into  communion 
with  his  Creator. 

When  I  came  out  of  that  communion. 
Mr.  President,  I  had  to  answer  in  the 
affirmative  the  pounding  question  of  my 
conscience  which  had  been  bombarding 
me  day  and  night  for  a  period  of  time 
theretofore: 

Do  you  not  owe  b  duty  to  the  country  to 
do  more  than  merely  refuse  to  campaign  for 
your  party?  Do  you  not  owe  a  duty,  on  the 
basis  of  the  convictions  which  you  have 
reached,  to  tell  the  people  of  your  country 
why  you  think  the  leader  of  the  party  to 
which  you  have  belonged  should  not  be 
elected  President  of  the  United  States? 

When  I  came  out  of  that  sanctum  and 
communion  I  knew  that  the  answer  to 
the  question  was  "Yes."  I  proceeded  to 
act  accordingly.  I  proceeded  to  keep 
faith  with  the  principle  of  poUtical  eth- 
ics for  which  I  have  stood  in  American 
politics  since  I  was  elected  to  the  Senate. 
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Back  in  1944,  when  my  good  friend 
from  Minnesota,  Jo«j  Ball,  a  Republican 
Senator.  campaign«Kl  for  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  for  President  of  the  United 
States,  I  made  a  public  statement  then, 
that  when  Senator  Ball  took  that  posi- 
tion he  should  have  resigned  from  the 
Republican  Party. 

I  drew  the  distinction  In  1944 — and  I 
have  repeated  it  many  times  since — that 
a  man  holding  high  office  in  one  of  the 
parties  has  the  right  to  take  a  walk.  By 
that  I  have  always  explained  I  meant 
that  he  had  the  right  to  refuse  to  cam- 
paign for  his  partj^'s  candidate  and  to 
remain  silent,  so  to  speak;  but  he  had 
no  right,  as  a  matter  of  political  ethics, 
to  bolt  his  party  and  campaign  for  the 
candidate  of  the  party  of  the  opposition 
without  resignhig  from  his  party. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  when  I  answered 
the  question  of  my  conscience  as  to  what 
was  my  duty  In  the  1952  campaign  I 
proceeded  to  transcribe  a  speech  for  de- 
livery in  the  State  of  Oregon,  in  which 
I  first  made  my  announcement  of  resig- 
nation from  the  Republican  Party.  I 
said  that  I  would  keep  faith  with  what 
I  had  told  the  people  of  Oregon  many 
times,  namely,  that  if  I  ever  found  my- 
self in  a  position  where  I  felt  my  con- 
science directed  me  to  bolt  my  party  I 
would  resign  from  it.  That  I  did.  I  also 
told  them  in  that  speech,  as  I  have  in 
other  speeches,  that  I  would  continue  for 
the  next  4  years  to  exercise  an  honest 
independence  of  judgment  and  to  do 
what  was  right  on  the  merits  of  an  issue, 
and  then  let  the  people  determine  in 
1956,  when  I  run  as  a  candidate  for  re- 
election to  the  Senate,  as  an  independent, 
whether  they  want  that  kind  of  repre- 
sentation. 

I  shall  always  be  glad  to  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  voters  at  the  ballot  box. 
I  may  say  to  my  political  opposition  that 
I  shall  do  my  best  in  1956  to  bring  to  the 
State  of  Oregon  a  campaign  of  political 
education  on  the  merits  of  the  issues,  so 
that  the  people  of  Oregon  will  know 
clearly  how  I  stand  on  the  merits  of  the 
Issues.  I  have  complete  confidence  that 
once  they  know  the  facts  they  will  ap- 
prove the  kind  of  independent  represen- 
tation I  will  have  given  them  for  12  years 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  discussed  various  constitutional 
questions  and  various  questions  of  con- 
science, which  are  interesting,  and  which 
no  doubt  will  be  tlie  subject  of  discussion, 
but  which,  in  my  opinion,  have  no  rela- 
tion to  the  issue  before  the  Senate  today. 
The  problem  arises  today  because  of  a 
peculiar  situation  with  respect  to  the 
number  of  Memt«rs  of  the  Senate  and 
because  of  the  provisions  of  the  La  Pol- 
lette-Monroney  Act,  as  amended  recently 
by  unanimous  vote  of  the  Senate.  That 
fact  does  not  change  the  basic  sitvatlon. 
There  are  certain  fundamental  facts  on 
which  I  believe  we  can  agree  and  with 
respect  to  which  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  also  agrees. 

One  of  them  ii,  that  in  the  Senate  to- 
day there  are  48  Republicans  and  47 
Democrats  and  1  independent.  The  dis- 
tinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  has 


made  that  clear.    He  said  in  a  speech 
a  few  days  ago: 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not  want  to  be  as- 
8lgne<l  to  committees  by  the  Republican 
Party. 

We  did  not  assign  him  to  committees. 
He  said  further; 

I  happen  to  stand  alone  In  the  Senate  to- 
day as  an  independent,  and  there  are  thou- 
sands like  me  across  thetfatlon. 

He  said  also: 

The  last  third -party  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  the  distinguished  Senator  Robert  M. 
La  FoIIette,  Jr.,  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

He  implied  that  he  regards  himself  as 
a  member  of  a  third  party. 

Therefore  we  have  three  parties  in  the 
Senate.  The  only  reason  that  we  con- 
trol the  Senate,  more  or  less  by  suffer- 
ance at  the  moment,  is  that  on  the  20th 
of  January  the  new  Vice  President  will 
take  office  and  under  the  rule  he  is  per- 
mitted to  vote  when  there  is  a  tie.  The 
Republican  control  of  the  Senate  is  not 
based  upon  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

I  think  it  is  also  obvious  that  we  op- 
erate under  the  two-party  system. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon made  the  statement  this  afternoon 
that  the  majority  should  clearly  have 
control  of  all  committees  of  the  Senate. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  the  La  Toi- 
lette-Monroney  Act,  no  provision  was 
made  for  a  condition  in  which  a  majority 
was  acquired  by  48  Senators  and  the  Vice 
President,  That  act  provided  for  a  con- 
dition in  which  the  proportion  would  be 
49  to  47,  but  did  not  provide  for  a  con- 
dition in  which  a  majority  would  be  ob- 
tained imder  such  conditions  as  prevail 
today. 

The  result  Is  that  we  have  assigned 
all  the  Republican  Senators  to  all  the 
committee  positions  to  which  we  are  en- 
titled under  the  La  Follette-Monroney 
Act.  We  cannot  put  another  Republican 
Senator  on  another  committee.  We 
might  shift  the  committee  assignments: 
but  after  doing  that  we  still  would  fall 
two  short  of  controlling  all  the  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate.  That  is  because 
tmder  the  La  Follette-Monroney  Act 
there  could  be  only  11  more  majority 
members  than  minority  members  on  the 
committees,  under  the  present  party 
membership  situation  in  the  Senate. 
The  result  is  that  we  can  have  control  of 
13  of  the  standing  committees  of  the 
Senate,  but  we  cannot  have  control  of 
the  other  two  standing  committees  of 
the  Senate.  I  did  my  best  to  persuade 
the  distinguished  minority  leader  and 
the  minority  whip  and  the  other  minority 
members  that  they  should  do  their  best 
to  give  us  15  more  members  who  could 
serve  on  three  committees.  But  they 
were  not  open  to  persuasion.  Perhaps 
they  might  be  later.  However,  the  ac- 
tion taken  had  to  be  taken  by  substan- 
tially majority  consent,  and  I  had  to 
yield  on  that  point. 

Consequently,  under  present  circum- 
stances there  is  no  way  by  which  we 
could  assign  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
to  two  committees  and  still  could  avoid 
creating  such  a  situation  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon,  together  with  the 
D^nocratic  Members  of  those  commit- 
tees, would  be  in  control  of  the  commit- 


tees. Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the 
present  situation  is  that  there  are  two 
committees  which  the  Republicans  in  the 
Senate  cannot  control.  That  is  the  only 
reason  why  the  present  action  has  been 
taken. 

I  certainly  disown  any  Idea  of  venge- 
ance or  punishment,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  only  say  that  if  we  cannot 
control  two  committees,  by  reason  of  the 
present  situation,  it  seemed  to  me  or  to 
the  Republican  conference,  at  least,  that 
the  only  thing  we  could  do  was  to  lose 
control  of  the  two  least  important  com- 
mittees in  the  Senate.  That  is  the  only 
reason  why  the  assignment  position  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  as  it  now  is.  We  left  vacancies  on 
those  two  committees;  we  have  not  ap- 
pointed a  majority  of  Republican  Sena- 
tors to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  We  have  appointed  a  minority 
of  Republicans  to  those  two  committees. 
As  I  have  said.  I  do  not  know  any  alter- 
native. 

I  would  not  have  objected  to  the  mo- 
tion which  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  says  he  would  like  to  make, 
namely,  that  two  additional  Senators 
be  added,  one  of  whom  may  be  a  Repub- 
lican and  one  of  whom  may  be  himself. 
But  if  that  is  going  to  be  done,  I  do  not 
think  we  can  hold  up  the  appointment 
of  committees  while  it  is  done.  I  sug- 
gest that  such  a  resolution  be  submitted 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  and  that  serious 
consideration  be  given  to  the  problem. 

I  have  been  very  much  interested  in 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. I  shall  not  be  chairman  of  that 
committee,  but  I  shall  still  be  a  member 
of  it.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  that 
committee  were  organized  with  eight 
Republican  members,  six  Democratic 
members,  and  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon,  I  would  be  delighted  to 
have  him  serve  on  the  committee.  I  do 
not  raise  the  objection  on  that  point. 

The  same  thing  is  true,  I  believe,  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  But 
I  do  not  see  what  choice  we  have  under 
the  present  circumstances. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  inherent 
right  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  not 
to  be  "bumijed"  off  of  committees.  A 
number  of  Democratic  Senators  are  being 
"bumped"  off  of  committees  today,  under 
the  rules.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  claims  some  right  because 
he  was  on  those  committees ;  but  he  was 
on  them  as  a  Republican  Senator.  He 
was  not  on  those  committees  as  an  in- 
dependent. If  he  has  started  a  third 
party  and  if  now  he  asks  assignment  as 
a  member  of  a  third  party,  I  cannot  see 
what  seniority  as  a  Republican  Senator 
has  to  do  with  the  question  of  where  as 
a  minority  party  member  he  shall  be 
assigned,  or  that  any  constitutional 
question  is  involved  or  that  there  is  any 
reflection  on  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon.  He  simply  faces  a  condi- 
tion of  the  rules  under  which  there  seems 
to  be  no  choice  except  for  us  to  say,  "Very 
well,  if  there  is  not  to  be  Republican  con- 
trol of  all  the  committees,  then  we  are 
going  to  vacate  control  of  the  two  least 
important  committees  in  the  Senate." 
That  is  the  whole  case  here,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. 
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We  have  not  proposed  eommlttee  «s- 
Bignents  for  the  distinguiithed  Junior 
Senator  from  Oregon.  We  have  under- 
taken to  propose  appointment  of  a  ma- 
jor!^ of  Republican  Senators  to  the  13 
most  important  committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Thirteen  of  the  standing  commit- 
tees are  the  most  to  which  we  could  as- 
sign a  majority  of  Republican  Senators. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER  (Mr.  Horr 
fn  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena  tot  from 
CMiio  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Would  not  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  say,  as  well,  that 
we  recommended  assignments  to  com- 
mittees until  we  ran  out  of  requests,  and 
the  two  vacancies  are  those  for  which 
we  had  no  requests? 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  Is  essentially  the 
Condition. 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes.  Would  not  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Ohio  also  say 
that  under  the  seniority  principle  where 
there  was  on  a  committee  a  vacancy  that 
was  available  to  the  Republicans,  it  was 
^only  natural  to  make  the  assigiunent 
within  the  requests  available? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  that  was  really 
our  duty  to  those  who  are  members  of 
the  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of 
the  discussion  which  has  come  up  in 
reference  to  the  mechanics  of  the  com- 
mittee situation,  I  should  like  to  make 
one  or  two  observations.  I  do  so  pur- 
suant to  the  studies  which  it  became 
necessary  for  me  to  make  when  I  was 
asked  by  the  chairman  of  the  Republican 
conference  to  serve  as  chairman  of  a 
special  committee  on  the  size  and  num- 
bers of  committees. 

C^e  does  not  deal  with  that  problem 
▼ery  long  before  he  recognizes  that  there 
la  a  certain  tyranny  in  niunbers,  and 
that  when  there  is  an  odd  number  of 
committees  and  an  odd  number  of 
assignments  to  each  committee,  it  be- 
comes mathematically  impossible,  in 
view  of  the  existing  limitations,  to  arrive 
at  a  situation  where  an  extra  single  Sen- 
ator can  be  assigned  to  any  given  com- 
mittee ;  that  is  to  say,  it  becomes  mathe- 
maticaily  impossible  to  assign  an  addi- 
tional Member  who  is  an.  independent 
to  a  committee  unless  an  additional  ma- 
jority member  is  assigned  to  that  com- 
mittee, for  otherwise  the  possibility  of 
majority  control  would  be  destroyed. 

The  reform  the  Senate  adopted  the 
Other  day  when  it  adopted  the  amend- 
ment to  the  rule  regarding  the  size  and 
number  of  committees  will,  in  my  judg- 
ment, go  down  as  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant reforms  that  have  been  made  in  the 
organization  of  the  Senate. 

When  we  had  15  committees,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  with  21 
members,  and  14  other  committees  of 
13  members  each,  the  workload  was 
presumed  to  be  about  the  same  for  all  14 
of  those  other  committees.  However. 
practice  and  experience  have  demon- 
strated that  the  workload  on  some  com- 
mittees is  greater  than  that  on  other 
committees.  That  was  particularly 
noticeable,  perhaps,  in  the  case  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which  was 


reporting  more  than  half  of  the  bills 
acted  upon  by  the  Senate. 

We  had  13  members  assigned  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  to  han- 
dle relations  with  the  world ;  we  also  had 
13  members  assigned  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  to  handle 
affairs  of  only  the  Capital.  We  had  13 
members  assigned  to  the  committee 
charged  with  th^  housekeeping  of  the 
Nation — namely,  the  Committee  on 
Finance;  and  we  had  13  members  as- 
signed to  the  committee  charged  with 
the  housekeeping  of  the  Senate;  namely, 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. 

Operation  under  that  rule,  when 
there  was  a  fairly  close-party  division  of 
the  membership  of  the  Senate,  and  par- 
ticularly when  a,  large  number  of  new 
Members  came  to  the  Senate,  was  diffi- 
cult for  a  minority  party.  It  was  diflB- 
cult  2  years  ago  when  a  number  of  new 
Senators  came  in  on  the  Republican 
side.  It  was  diflClcult  this  time — perhaps 
even  more  so,  in  fact — when  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  with  a  loss  of  two  members, 
lost  control  of  the  committees,  and  had 
to  lose  not  merely  those  two  p>ositions, 
but  also  the  11  committee  assignments 
to  which  they  had  been  entitled  under 
the  Reorganization  Act,  under  which  11 
members  could  serve  on  a  third  stand- 
ing committee. 

The  change  in  the  rule  which  we  rec- 
omended  the  other  day  and  which  the 
Senate  adopted — whereby  certain  com- 
mittees were  increased  by  two  members, 
to  the  extent  of  a  total  of  nine  commit- 
tees, being  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee and  eight  other  standing  commit- 
tees— created  18  new  positions  in  com- 
mittees in  which  there  were  most  re- 
quests for  assignments.  Two  committees 
were  left  as  they  are  at  13  members. 
Two  committees  were  reduced  by  two 
members  each.  Two  committees  were 
reduced  by  four  members  each.  These 
changes,  coupled  with  the  change  in  the 
rule,  whereby  not  merely  1 1  but  14  mem- 
bers of  the  majority  might  serve  on  a 
third  committee,  along  with  three  addi- 
tional minority  members,  preserved  the 
old  11 -member  margin  or  difference  for 
the  majority,  but  did  make  possible  the 
assignment  of  18  more  Senators  on  the 
desired  committees  and  12  fewer  assign- 
ments to  committees  for  which  there 
were  fewer  requests.  The  difference  of 
6 — between  the  12  decreases  and  the  18 
increases — was  accomplished  by  permit- 
ting the  three  additional  majority  mem- 
bers and  3  minority  members  to  serve 
on  a  third  committee. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon in  his  remarks  this  afternoon  has 
used  the  word  "discipline."  In  the  delib- 
erations of  the  committee  on  the  size  and 
number  of  committees,  a  special  com- 
mittee within  the  Republican  confer- 
ence, and  in  the  deliberations  of  the 
committee  on  committees  of  the  Repub- 
lican conference,  the  word  "discipline" 
was  never  used  within  my  hearing. 
The  final  action  of  the  Republican  con- 
ference, as  has  been  indicated  by  both 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio,  was  simply  taking  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
at  his  word  the  other  day  when  he  said 
that  he  did  not  desire  an  assignment  by 
the  Republican  caucus  ox  the  Repubhcan 


conference.  He  said  that  on  the  floor 
January  7.  so  the  Republican  conference 
did  not  presume  to  give  him  an  assign- 
ment But  after  following  his  request 
in  that  respect,  the  Republican  confer- 
ence found  that  it  could  not  then  refuse 
assignments  to  complete  the  Republican 
quota  for  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices and  the  Committee  on  Lat)or,  when 
there  were  Republicans  who  had  asked 
for  those  committees,  and  who  were  en- 
titled under  their  seniority  to  ask  for 
those  assignments.  So  that  all  that 
happened  was  that  finally  there  were  two 
spots  left,  one  on  Public  Works  and  one 
on  District  of  Columbia,  for  which  there 
were  no  requests.  That  is  the  situation 
which  confronts  the  Senate  today. 

The  suggestion  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  he  hopes  at  some  time  to 
piopose  an  Increase  in  the  membership 
of  those  two  particular  committees,  by 
permitting  the  majority  to  add  a  mem- 
ber and  permitting  a  second  minority, 
the  independent,  also  to  add  a  member. 
is  a  matter  which  may  have  considerable 
merit. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  would  have 
been  accomplished,  had  the  first  pro- 
posal of  the  committee  on  size  and  num- 
bers of  the  committees  been  accepted. 
That  was  the  proposal,  that  the  major- 
ity be  permitted  to  have  18  members  on 
a  third  committee,  the  minority  to  have 
3  members.  That  would  have  estab- 
lished a  difference  of  15  between  the 
majority  and  minority  spots. 

But  we  were  unable  to  reach  agree- 
ment on  that,  as  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  has  said,  so  that  we  had  to 
revert  to  the  14  majority  and  3  minor- 
ity, maintaining  the  old  11  marginal 
difference  between  the  two.  That  Is  a 
technical  situation  that  can  be  consid- 
ered, and  I  think  it  would  be  a  legiti- 
mate subject  for  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon to  propose  and  for  the  Senate  to 
consider  at  an  appiropriate  time.  But 
as  of  today,  under  the  rule  which  the 
•Senate  adopted  the  other  day,  there 
was  nothing  that  could  be  done  except 
to  respect  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  he  not  be  assigned 
by  the  Republican  conference.  Conse- 
quently, that  was  the  final  action  taken. 
He  was  not  assigned  or  recommended 
for  assignment  by  the  Republican  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shaU 
be  very  brief.  I  want  to  make  a  few  re- 
plies to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  pointed  out  that  as 
he  sees  it  the  Republican  Senators  had 
no  choice  but  to  follow  the  course  of  ac- 
tion they  followed.  I  shall  give  him  an- 
other choice  before  the  afternoon  is 
over,  and  he  will  have  to  decide  on  the 
merits  of  the  two  respective  choices. 

He  points  out  in  the  second  place  that 
other  Members  of  the  Senate  are  being 
bumped  from  committees  by  this  report. 
But  by  that  argument,  Mr.  President,  he 
fails  to  recognize  the  difference  between 
my  seniority  rights  as  a  Senator  and  the 
seniority  rights  of  a  committee  member. 
The  only  bumping  that  can  be  justified 
under  the  rules  of  seniority  is  bumping 
the  low  man  on  a  committee  when  an 
election  changes  the  majority  control  of 
the  Senate  from  one  party  to  another. 
However,  my  case  is  not  that  kind  of  a 


case.  My  case  rests  upon  my  8  years 
of  seniority  in  the  Senate.  The  Senator 
f!om  Ohio  is  referring  to  another  type 
of  seniority  and  to  the  long  established 
precedent  that  the  policy  has  been  to 
eliminate  from  committees  the  members 
of  the  committees  who  have  low  com- 
mittee seniority. 

There  is  no  objection  to  that.  That 
Is  a  problem  of  committee  seniority  with- 
in a  party.  I  would  expect  that  by  the 
Republicans  to  Republicans  and  by  the 
Democrats  to  Democrats.  The  Demo- 
crats cannot  all  stay  on  the  committees 
after  the  majority  has  changed. 

But  I  would  remind  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  of  the  important  fact  which  dis- 
tinguishes my  case  from  the  cases  that 
he  has  cited.  The  matter  being  dealt 
with  here  is  that  of  replacement  of  a 
minority  Member  of  the  Senate  on  com- 
mittees to  which  he  has  8  years  of  seni- 
ority. What  seniority  is  going  to  control 
so  far  as  that  minority  Member  is  con- 
cerned? By  simply  saying  there  is  no 
other  choice  it  is  impossible  to  wash 
away  the  fact  that  this  given  minority 
Member  has  8  years  of  seniority  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  It  is  im- 
possible to  wash  away  the  fact  that,  save 
and  except  for  the  one  precedent  I  sug- 
gested, involving  Sunmer.  the  Senate,  in 
its  157  years  of  history,  has  not  removed 
from  a  committee  a  Member  of  this  body 
when  he  has  asked  to  retain  his  mem- 
bership on  the  committee.  All  the  Sen- 
ate needs  to  do  is  to  respect  my  seniority 
rights  as  a  Senator  if  it  is  to  keep  faith 
with  the  historical  precedents  of  the 
Senate. 

Then  I  would  make  the  point — and  In 
this  respect  I  certainly  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  and  I  have  said  so 
from  the  beginning  of  this  controversy — 
that  I  think  the  majority  ought  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  where  it  has  full  re- 
sponsibility for  committee  actions:  which 
means  they  must  be  given  a  majority  on 
the  committees. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  for  a  moment,  and  its 
record.  There  are  on  the  floor,  several 
members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  California 
I  Mr.  KnowlandI,  and  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI.  I  see  no 
others  present  at  this  time,  except  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  .  who. 
at  least  until  this  moment,  is  a  member 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committed.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  say  in  their  pres- 
ence as  my  witnesses  that  I  do  not  think 
they  can  cite  a  single  vote  in  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  since  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  been  a  mem- 
ber, that  can  be  classified  in  the  slightest 
degree  whatever  as  a  party-line  vote. 
When  we  have  walked  into  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  we  have  parked  all 
partisanship  at  the  door,  because  as  13 
men  we  have  always  been  aware  of  the 
great  peril  that  confronts  our  country, 
and  in  my  judgment,  that  peril  is  greater 
at  this  hour  than  it  has  been  at  any 
time  since  the  close  of  the  military  hos- 
tilities of  World  War  II.  In  41  of  the 
reports  of  the  Johnson  subcommittee 
of  the  Armed  Service  Committee — and 
they  are  all  the  committee  reports  we 
have  submitted — the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  of  which  it  has  been  my 
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honor  to  be  a  member,  have  l>een  unani- 
mous. Never  have  we  submitted  a  re- 
port, Mr.  President,  which  has  not  been 
unanimous.  An  effort  may  be  made  by  a 
process  of  rationalization,  to  leave  the 
impression  that  the  position  of  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Oregon  on  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  endangers  the  con- 
trol of  that  committee  by  the  Republi- 
cans. There  is  no  basis  in  reality  for 
that  fear  because  so  long  as  I  am  on 
that  committee  I  shall  continue  as  I 
have  in  the  past,  to  approach  each  and 
every  problem  of  that  committee,  in  view 
of  the  great  peril  which  confronts  our 
country,  as  a  nonpartisan,  as  I  believe 
all  Democratic  and  all  Republican  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  have  done.  Let 
us  not  make  a  great  issue  out  of  a  mere 
matter  of  form. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  yield  In  one  sec- 
ond. So  far  as  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee is  concerned,  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit it  is  an  argument  of  form  and  not  of 
substance  to  argue  that  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  left  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  the  Re- 
publican majority  control  of  that  com- 
mittee will  be  jeopardized. 

I  now  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  feel 
that  I  would  be  remiss  if  I  did  not  state  • 
that  I  know  that  what  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  saying  is  true.  Having  been 
chairman  of  the  Public  Works  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, which  worked  practically  around 
the  clock  during  the  closing  days  of  the 
previous  session  of  the  Congress,  I  know 
of  the  long  hours  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  devoted  to  that  subcommittee. 
He  is  one  of  the  best  experts  in  America 
as  to  what  our  defense  bases  cost. 

I  was  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
on  a  trip  during  which  we  inspected  a 
great  number  of  military  bases.  We 
spent  approximately  6  weeks  working 
on  the  problem.  Last  year  we  reduced 
the  authorization  for  those  bases  ap- 
proximately 30  percent  without  affect- 
ing the  ability  of  the  Nation  to  defend 
itself  one  bit.  We  ascertained  where 
reductions  could  be  made  without  im- 
periling defense  or  reducing  our  ability 
to  fight,  and  at  the  same  time  made  it 
I)ossible  to  s];>end  our  money  in  a  way 
which  would  give  our  Nation  a  better 
defense  program. 

I  very  much  regret  leaving  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  although  I 
have  always  had  an  ambition  to  be  on 
the  Committee  on  Finance.  I  know  that 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  given  very 
great  service  to  the  Nation  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  and  it  would 
be  a  loss  to  the  Nation  to  be  deprived  of 
the  services  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  that  committee.  I  hope 
something  can  be  worked  out  so  that 
the  Senator  will  continue  to  serve  on 
that  committee  and  give  the  Nation  the 
benefit  of  the  long  study  we  made  last 
year  with  regard  to  the  costs  of  all  de- 
fense bases,  involving  the  expenditure 
of  billions  of  dollars.  Personally,  Mr. 
President,  I  am  convinced  that  perhaps 


billions  of  dollars  can  be  saved  without 
in  any  way  reducing  the  ability  of  the 
Nation  to  fight,  if  sufficient  effort  is 
made  to  reduce  the  amounts  requested. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  given 
a  great  amount  of  study  to  the  subject, 
and  I  hope  he  will  continue  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee. 

I  might  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
committee  voted  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  money  being  authorized  for  almost 
every  defense  base  in  America  on  an 
average  of  approximately  three  and  one- 
half  million  dollars  for  each  base  last 
year.  The  vote  was  unanimous  on  every 
occasion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say 
that  I  would  be  very  much  less  than 
human  if  I  did  not  appreciate  very  much 
the  kind  words  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana.  He  is  well  aware  of  my  very 
high  opinion  of  the  great  work  he  has 
done  as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 
I  desire  on  this  occasion  to  extend  to 
him  my  sincere  thanks  for  the  expres- 
sion of  confidence  in  me  ^hich  he  has 
just  made  in  the  Congressional  Record. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  regarding  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare.  It  is  true  that  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  have  not 
agreed  on  all  phases  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act,  but  what  is  not  generally  known  by 
the  public  is  that  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
and  I  are  in  agreement  in  principle  on 
more  proposals  for  amendments  to  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act  than  we  are  in  dis- 
agreement. 

In  1949  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Tatt]  held  a  series  of  personal  confer- 
ences with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ives]  and  myself.  My  recollec- 
tion— subject  to  correction,  but  I  think 
it  is  an  accurate  time  bracket — is  that 
those  consultations  continued,  off  and 
on.  over  a  period  of  approximately  10 
days.  We  reached  many  agieements  in 
principle  on  what  the  amendments  to 
the  Taft-Hartley  law  should  be  in 
1949 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  It  is  not  quite  correct  to 
say  that  the  conferences  were  personal 
conferences.  They  were  meetings  of  all 
the  Republican  members  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  includ- 
ing the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, the  Senator  from  New  York  tMr. 
Ives],  and  myself.  At  that  time  the 
Senator  was  conferring  as  a  Republican, 
trying  to  reach  a  Republican  program 
upon  which  we  could  all  agree. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  were  trying  to  reach 
a  public  program,  not  a  Republican  pro- 
gram.   There  is  quite  a  difference. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  was,  however,  a  caucus 
of  the  Republican  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  MORSE  I  am  willing  to  accept 
that  correction,  but  with  one  modiQca- 
tion,  because  I  want  to  help  the  Senator 
refresh  his  memory  a  bit.  I  think  he 
will  recall  also  that  there  were  some  in- 
stances in  which  private  conversations 
were  held  between  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  and  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  as  to  what  posi- 
tion we  would  take  when  the  matter 
reached  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
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I  can  recall  distinctly  one  conference 
among  others.  In  the  cloakroom,  when  I 
said  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  and 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  I  agreed  with 
many  of  the  pn^osals  for  amendment 
which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  was  sug- 
gesting, but  I  did  not  want  to  go  along 
with  the  package  proposal,  because,  as 
the  Senator  will  recall,  the  great  differ- 
ence which  existed  between  us  was  a 
difference  over  the  direction  that  amend- 
ments to  the  Injiinction  issue  and  the 
secondary  boycott  issue  should  take. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  srield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  well  recall  some  of  the 
things  which  occurred  Ln  1949,  and  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Oregon  a  question. 

Does  he  really  think  that  as  an  inde- 
pendent, no  longer  affiliated  with  the  Re- 
publican Party  or  the  Democratic  Party. 
he  should  be  a  swing  man,  in  a  position 
where,  by  his  one  vote,  he  could  decide 
questions  as. between  the  two  parties? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  just  the  point  I 
am  about  to  discuss. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  wish  the  Senator  would 
discuss  it.  because  if  that  is  his  position. 
I  do  not  agree  wit6^  him. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  glad  to  dis- 
cuss it.  because  the  question  itself,  Mr. 
President,  shows  a  political  emphasis 
which  I  do  not  share.  The  question 
put  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
IVEsl  implies  that  when  we  sit  in  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare- 
we  are  motivated  by  partisan  considera- 
tions :  that  we  are  going  to  place  partisan 
considerations  first,  and  are  going  to 
think  in  terms  of  whether  we  are  going 
to  swing  one  partisan  way  or  the  other 
In  the  coounittee. 

I  submit  most  respectfully,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  only  one  principle  should 
guide  us  on  that  committee  or  on  any 
other  committee,  and  that  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  what  happens  to  be  the  merits 
of  the  issue  before  the  committee  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  welfare  of  the 
cotmtry.  That  is  the  issue,  and  that  is 
the  only  issue  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  ever  voted  on  in  committee  or  will 
ever  vote  on  in  committee.  The  Senator 
from  New  York  has  been  a  distinguished 
and  exceedingly  able  and  valuable  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  never  known  the 
Senator  from  New  York  to  cast  any  vote 
because  of  a  partisan  interest.  If  I  con- 
tinue on  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate, 
I  shall  continue  in  exactly  the  same  atti- 
tude that  has  characterized  my  work  on 
that  committee  for  8  years. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  New  York 
knows  that  full  well,  and  he  knows  that 
deep  conviction  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon,  and  that  is  that  a  party 
label  is  not  going  to  be  a  determining 
factor  in  his  voting  on  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  one  way 
or  the  other  on  the  merits  of  any  issue. 
He  will  vote  in  accordance  with  what  he 
thinks  is  right  I  know  that  is  what 
the  Senator  from  New  York  himself  does 
on  that  committee. 


I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  New  York  would  like  to  point  out 
that  he  appreciates  what  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  has  just 
said  about  him.  I  have  always  tried 
to  vote  on  that  particular  committee  and 
at  all  other  times  in  accordance  with 
what  I  believed  to  be  for  the  best  welfare 
of  the  United  States.  But  let  it  be  under- 
stood that  the  Senator  from  New  York  at 
no  time  has  or  will  ever  set  himself  up 
as  the  one  who  decides  finally  as  to  what 
is  best  for  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  Senator  from  New  York  is  inclined 
to  yield  to  the  majority  when  it  finally 
insists  on  its  way — sometimes  with  re- 
luctance, but  always  with  the  feeling  that 
the  majority  should  have  its  way. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  apparently 
attempting  to  put  himself  between  the 
two  sides  which  are  to  be  divided  equally, 
to  determine,  himself,  what  is  best  for 
the  United  States  of  America,  assuming 
the  two  sides  happen  to  be  in  disagree- 
ment. 

That  is  where  I  disagree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  most  re- 
spectfully, in  reply  to  my  good  friend, 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  that  the 
attitude  which  he  accredits  to  me  or  with 
which  he  charges  me,  if  I  am  allowed  to 
retain  my  membership  on  that  commit- 
tee, is  a  figment  of  his  own  imagination. 
It  has  no  basis  in  fact  whatsoever. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wiU  yield  when  I  fin- 
ish my  statement. 

It  has  no  bearing  in  fact  whatsoever 
on  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon on  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare,  if  he  is  allowed  to  retain  his 
membership.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
on  the  Labor  Committee,  will  continue 
to  cast  his  votes  on  the  merits  of  issues, 
giving  great  weight,  as  he  frequently  has 
in  the  Labor  Committee — many  times 
controlling  weight — to  the  will  of  the 
majority  of  that  committee,  by  saying, 
as  the  records  of  the  committee  will 
show  many  times,  "I  am  going  to  yield 
to  the  judgment  of  a  majority  of  my 
colleagues  on  this  commicvce,  because  I 
must  be  wrong;  I  do  not  have  an  answer 
to  some  of  the  points  that  have  been 
made  in  this  debate." 

Mr.  President,  whenever  I  am  satis- 
fied that  there  is  a  doubt  as  to  the  merits 
of  an  issue,  one — but,  mark  you.  one — 
of  the  factors  to  which  I  give  great 
weight  in  reaching  my  own  final  conclu- 
sion on  an  issue  is  the  position  taken  by 
the  majority,  irrespective  of  what  party 
alinements  may  be  represented  by  the 
majority.  In  the  matter  of  the  control 
of  the  Labor  Committee,  many  times  the 
majority  has  been  comprised  of  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans.  It  has  been  a 
combined  majority;  it  has  not  been  a 
majority  of  Democrats  or  a  majority  of 
Republicans. 

I  shall  continue  to  act  as  I  have  in  the 
past.  But  I  may  say  to  my  good  friend, 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  that  I  do 
not  accept  his  analysis  of  what  my 
mental  attitude  will  be  on  the  Labor 
Committee  if  I  am  assigned  to  the  com- 
mittee by   the  entire  Senate.    His  at- 


tempt to  picture  me  as  one  who  seeks 
to  impose  his  will  upon  an  otherwise 
majority  by  functioning  as  a  swing  man 
or  censor  of  the  majority  is  a  status  of 
his  imagination. 

I  have  never  voted  in  the  past,  and  I 
shall  never  vote  in  the  future,  so  as  to 
place  my  judgment  as  to  what  the  public 
interest  may  be  atx)ve  the  judgment  of 
everyone  else  on  the  conunittee.  In 
reaching  my  judgment  I  shall  consider 
the  judgment  of  other  Senators.  But 
as  soon  as  the  whole  case  has  ended,  as 
we  lawyers  say.  then  I  have  the  respon- 
sibility to  render  my  own  honest  judg- 
ment as  to  where  the  merits  lie.  When 
we  come  to  that,  no  partisan  issue  is 
ever  consciously,  knowingly,  or  inten- 
tionally going  to  control  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  IVES.  Assuming  that  all  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  says  is  true — and  for 
the  sake  of  argument  I  will  assume  it  to 
be  true,  so  far  as  his  own  attitude  is 
concerned — and  understanding  that  he 
believes  the  majority  in  the  Senate 
should  control  committees,  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  think  that  he  himself 
should  be  placed  in  a  position  where  he, 
in  turn,  in  the  final  analysis,  may,  under 
certain  circumstances,  control  the  activ- 
ities of  a  committee  as  between  the  two 
major  parties? 

In  this  particular  instance.  I  am  not 
talking  about  combinations  of  Democrats 
and  R?publicans,  which  frequently  occur 
in  all  committees,  and  frequently  occur 
in  the  Senate  Chamber.  I  am  talking 
about  committee  responsibility  and  party 
re.«;ponsibility  in  any  set-up  wherein  he 
himself  is  the  odd  number  as  between 
tho.se  who  are  members  of  the  commit- 
tee in  the  two-party  system. 

For  instance,  there  are  13  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. Six  would  be  Republicans,  and  six 
would  be  Democrats.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  be  the  deciding  factor  in 
any  party  issue  that  might  arise.  Does 
the  Senator,  believing  in  party  responsi- 
bility, as  he  him.';elf  says  he  does,  think 
he  should  be  placed  in  a  position  in 
which  he  personally  would  make  the  de- 
cision as  between  the  two  parties? 

Mr  MORSE.  I  have  already  answered 
the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  IVES.    No ;  the  Senator  has  not. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  answered  the 
question  several  times  this  afternoon,  but 
I  will  answer  it  again  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  and  other 
Senators. 

It  is  my  po.sition  that  It  would  be  a 
great  mistake  for  the  Senate  this  after- 
noon, under  the  Reorganization  Act.  to 
establish  for  the  first  time  a  precedent 
whereby  a  Senator  would  be  removed 
from  a  committee  without  his  consent, 
simply  because  he  has  become  a  member 
of  a  minority  party.  Under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  he  is  entitled  to  assign- 
ment to  two  committees,  and.  in  my 
judgment,  fairness  and  equity  entitle  a 
minority  member,  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act,  to  retain  his  present  com- 
mittee assignments,  under  his  seniority 
rights  as  a  Senator,  without  being  trans- 
ferred to  any  other  committee,  on  the 
basis  of  any  such  argument  as  the  Sen- 
ator   from    New    York    has    advanced. 


which,  reduced  to  its  essence,  Is  an  argu- 
ment of  partisanship. 

If  the  Senate  wishes  to  act  on  the  basis 
of  partisanship,  the  doors  are  wide  open 
for  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  fol- 
low a  course  of  action  which  I  think 
should  have  been  followed  in  bringing 
in  the  report  this  afternoon,  namely,  so 
to  enlarge,  by  motion,  the  membership 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc 
Welfare  that  the  particular  procedural 
problem  the  Senator  discusses  would  not 
have  been  created. 

In  essence,  so  far  as  debate  techniques 
are  concerned,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Ivisl  is  attempting  to  ma- 
neuver me  into  a  position  of  taking  re- 
sponsibility for  the  failure  of  the 
Republicans  to  c<nne  before  the  Senate 
today  with  a  committee  proposal  that 
would  protect  the  rights  of  all  minority 
party  members.  It  is  the  Republicans 
who  in  the  first  instance  should  have 
submitted  a  motion  to  enlarge  the  Com- 
mittees on  Armed  Services  and  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  by  adding  another 
Republican  to  each  one  of  them  so  that 
a  minority  Member  of  the  Senate,  who 
has  seniority  rights  in  the  Senate,  could 
have  his  seniority  rights  protected.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  is  trying  to  ma- 
neuver me  into  the  position  of  sajring 
that  procedurally  there  is  nothing  else 
the  Repubhcans  could  do  than  what  they 
have  done. 

There  is  much  they  can  do.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. In  a  few  moments  I  am  going  to 
give  them  an  opportunity  to  do  some- 
thing else.  I  am  going  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  vote  for  my  motion  to 
enlarge  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  and  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  by  one  Republican,  so 
that  the  minority  Member,  who  is  now 
making  the  argument,  can  retain  his 
seniority  rights  in  the  Serwite  by  con- 
tinuing, as  other  Senators  have  con- 
tinued in  the  past,  with  one  exception — 
Sumner,  back  in  the  time  of  Grant — 
to  serve  on  his  committees. 

Mr.  IVES  and  Mr.  KNOWLAND  ad- 
dressed the  Chair.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  point  out 
my  understanding  that  the  leadership 
of  the  Republican  Party — I  stand  to  be 
corrected  by  the  Senator  from  California, 
who  just  rose — made  every  effort  to  per- 
suade Senators  of  the  Democratic  Party 
to  go  along  with  exactly  the  kind  of  in- 
crease in  committee  membership  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Oregon  now 
refers. 

I  wish  to  have  it  definitely  understood 
that,  so  far  as  I  Icnow.  the  Republican 
Members  of  the  Senate  are  not  respon- 
sible for  this  impasse.  It  is  one  that  has 
been  thnist  upon  us  by  conditions  out- 
side of  our  control  or  that  of  the  mi- 
nority leader. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  be 
willing  to  yield  for  the  purpose  of  a 
unanimous-consent  request  that  such  an 
amendment  be  adopted,  and  the  com- 
mittees be  increased  here  and  now  be- 


fore the  committee  membership  question 
is  finally  decided? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, since  my  name  has  been  men- 
tioned  

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  permit  me  to  con- 
tinue to  answer  the  Senator  from  New 
York  IMr.  Ivxsl  for  the  sake  of  continu- 
ity in  the  Record?  Then  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield. 

The  fact  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  asserted  that  the  Republicans 
have  done  evenrthing  they  could  does  not 
make  it  so.  The  fact  still  is  that  the 
Republicans  have  not  brought  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  a  resolution  or  motion 
to  enlarge  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services  and  Labor  and  Pubhc  Welfare, 
and  such  action  will  not  be  taken  here 
this  afternoon  in  the  absence  of  such  a 
motion. 

I  am  perfectly  wlllhig  to  make  a  mo- 
tion, but  I  respectfully  sutoiit  that,  as  a 
minority  Member  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  the  one  to  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  submitting  a  resolution 
to  do  what  I  think,  in  fair  play,  the 
majority  ought  to  be  doing  in  order  to 
protect  the  minority  Member  I  am  talk- 
ing about.  It  is  the  majority  that  ought 
to  be  bringing  in  the  resolution  or  the 
motion,  not  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  shall  make  such  a  motion  in 
due  course,  and  I  hope  I  may  have  a 
record  vote  on  it.  because  I  have  no  in- 
tention of  prolonging  this  debate  ad 
infinitum. 

I  think  I  have  made  my  points,  but  I 
wish  the  Record  clearly  to  show  that  I 
do  not  accept  the  premises  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York;  I  do  not  accept  the 
premises  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio ;  and 
I  do  not  accept  the  premises  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota.  I  will  dismiss 
the  comment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  merely  by  sasring  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  use  the  word  "discipline"  in 
discussions  in  party  caucuses  for  every 
one  present  to  know  that  discipline  is 
being  applied.  The  Senate  can  take  Ju- 
dicial notice  of  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  First.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
made  by  my  distinguished  colleague  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
LoNcl  regarding  the  dihgent.  patriotic, 
and  nonpartisan  manner  in  which  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has  func- 
tioned {IS  a  member  of  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee.  No  member  of 
that  committee  has  made  a  finer  con- 
tribution to  the  work  of  the  full  com- 
mittee and  that  of  the  preparedness  sub- 
committee than  that  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

In  regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
IvESl  I  should 'like  to  say  that  we  are 
not  about  to  agree  to  any  unanimous 
consent  request  to  Increase  the  mem- 
bership of  the  committee  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  without  consideration  by  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
We  are  not  about  to  agree  to  any  pro- 
posal to  increase  the  member^p  of  the 


committee  by  one  Republican  and  one 
recent  Republican.  I  am  amazed  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  should  make 
such  a  suggestion. 

We  In  the  minority  are  operating  with 
47Manbers.  We  have  the  same  percent- 
age of  committee  assignments  that  the 
Republicans  had  with  47  Members.  In 
the  apportionment  of  the  total  commit- 
tee assignments,  the  Senate  agreed  a 
few  days  ago  that  the  majority  should 
have  sufUcient  committee  assignments 
to  permit  two  standing  committees  for 
each  of  49  Senators,  and  in  addition 
thereto  14  further  assigments.  so  that 
certain  Senators  could  serve  on  a  third 
committee. 

In  the  amendment  adopted  by  the 
Senate  the  minority  was  given  two 
standing  committee  assignments  for 
each  of  its  47  Members,  and  in  addition 
three  assignments  permitting  certain 
Senators  to  sit  on  a  third  committee. 

As  previously  stated — although  I  be- 
heve  the  statement  was  challenged — I 
am  informed  by  Senate  aides  that  it  has 
been  the  traditional  obligation  of  the 
majority  to  assign  members  of  a  party 
other  than  the  two  major  parties.  Be- 
cause of  the  obligation  and  responsibility 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  minority 
agreed  the  other  day  that  sufficient  po« 
sitions  should  be  provided  so  that  the 
majority  would  have  assigtunents  on  two 
standing  committees  for  each  of  48 
Members. 

I  have  great  respect  for  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  for  his  service  to  his 
country  and  to  this  body.  As  I  say,  his 
work  on  our  full  committee  and  our  sub- 
committee has  been  of  extremely  high 
quality.  He  has  been  very  patriotic. 
Moreover,  I  have  a  personal  feeling  for 
him.  But.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  situa- 
tion  in  which  a  division  must  take  place. 

I  have  been  given  my  allotment,  my 
share  of  assignments,  to  distribute 
among  Senators  for  whom  I  .speak.  The 
majority  has  been  given  assignments  on 
two  standing  committees  for  each  of  49 
Senators.  I  might  have  been  a  little 
presumptuous,  but  I  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  could 
continue  to  serve  on  the  two  committees 
on  which  he  had  rendered  outstanding 
service.  However,  that  was  merely  a 
hOF>e.  because  it  was  none  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  minority  to  tell  the  majority 
how  to  assign  its  members  to  committees, 
and  we  do  not  propose  to  do  so.  I  do 
not  propose  to  start  adding  to  commit- 
tess  here  and  there  without  proper  con- 
sideration by  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration.  The  majority  has 
certain  assignments  to  make,  and  if  It 
has  not  mstde  them,  I  do  not  want  it  to 
be  indicated  on  this  floor  that  It  Is 
through  some  fault  of  the  minority. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  and  Mr.  ANDER- 
SON addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  f  Mr.  Horr 
In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield,  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  CalifOTnia.  Then  I  shall  yieW 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  follow- 
ing which  I  wish  to  r^ly  to  the  6«iator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  first  place  I  think  the  Senator  from 
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Oregon  Is  mJstaken  when  he  says  that 
the  statement  made  by  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivn]  was 
based  upon  partisanship.  I  did  not  so 
Interpret  it.  I  think  it  was  based  upon 
party  responsibility,  which  is  an  entirely 
different  thing.  Of  course,  we  do  have 
the  two-party  system. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  cor- 
rectly pointed  out  that  this  situation  Is 
unprecedented.  It  is  perhaps  unparal- 
leled in  the  history  of  the  Senate.  The 
action  which  was  taken  was  taken  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  himself.  He  publicly  declared 
that  he  was  no  longer  a  member  of  the 
Republican  Party.  He  publicly  declared 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  participate  in 
the  Republican  conference,  which  he  had 
an  absolute  right  to  do. 

Purthermore,  he  made  a  speech  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  which  has  been 
quoted  by  the  majority  leader,  in  which 
he  stated  that  he  did  not  want  the  ma- 
jority conference  to  make  the  committee 
assigtunents. 

With  all  due  respect  to  the  Senator 
fnnn  Oregon.  I  think  he  is  quite  wrong 
in  his  analysis  of  the  situation  with  re- 
spect to  seniority  in  the  Senate.  So  far 
as  conmiittees  are  concerned,  he  has  no 
seniority  that  he  does  not  get  from  mem- 
bership in  the  party  to  which  he  be- 
longs. His  entire  movement  in  the  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate  is  up  the  ladder  of 
party  seniority,  depending  on  which  side 
of  the  table  he  happens  to  sit. 

By  the  action  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  himself  he  took  him- 
self out  of  the  line  of  seniority  in  the  Re- 
publican Party  and  made  himself  the 
most  senior  independent  in  the  Senate, 
and  the  most  junior  independent  in  the 
Senate.  Despite  the  fact  that  he  in- 
tends to  discount  the  statement  of  the 
distingiiished  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Cask].  I  think  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota  is 
quite  correct  and  quite  sound  in  pointing 
out  to  the  Senate  the  mechanics  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  and  the  mathemati- 
cal problems  faced  by  the  committee  on 
committees  and  the  other  committee 
which  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
headed. 

I  point  out  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  LMr.  IvisJ  was  quite  correct  when 
he  stated  that  the  Republican  majority 
had  endeavored  to  obtain  a  change  in 
the  rules  which  would  have  permitted 
the  majority  to  control  all  the  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate.  That  question  was 
submitted  to  the  minority.  After  all, 
the  minority  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  is  a  great  minority.  Under  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  whether  the  Senate 
be  considered  as  a  continuing  body  or  as 
a  new  body,  the  Members  of  the  mi- 
nority are  not  compelled  to  accept  the 
dictum  of  the  majority  and  make  a 
blank-check  endorsement  of  any  sug- 
gestion which  we  might  make  with  re- 
spect to  changes  in  the  rules. 

We  offered  to  negotiate  with  the  mi- 
nority. In  their  judgment  they  made  a 
decision  which  they  felt  was  sound  from 
their  jxiint  of  view;  and  it  may  have 
been  sound  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
entire  Senate. 

I  think  the  attitude  which  has  been 
taken  by  the  distinguished  minority 
leader,-  the  Senator  from  Texas   IMr. 


JorksohI,  for  whom  I  hold  a  very  high 
regard,  is  entirely  sound.  The  Members 
of  the  minority  have  had  this  question 
before  them  for  consideration.  They 
have  negotiated  within  their  policy  com- 
mittee. They  have  discussed  the  ques- 
tion with  the  steering  committee.  They 
have  undoubtedly  discussed  it  with 
other  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle.  Finally  they  said  to  us.  in  effect. 
"This  is  as  far  as  we  feel  we  can  reason- 
ably be  asked  to  go."  We  could  not  even 
have  made  the  change  which  we  did 
make  without  the  cooperation  of  Sena- 
tors on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  The 
rules  were  slightly  modified. 

Finally,  the  majority  is  faced  with  the 
problem  of  the  seniority  of  Members, 
even  though  they  may  have  entered  the 
Senate  only  a  few  days  ago.  who  have 
requested  assignments  to  what  are  gen- 
erally considered  to  be  the  more  im- 
portant committees  of  the  Senate.  I  do 
not  discount  the  importance  of  the  other 
two  committees  to  which  reference  has 
been  made,  because  the  District  of  Co- 
liunbia  Committee  has  some  important 
problems  to  consider.  It  has  a  great 
history.  It  is  entitled  to  high-grade  con- 
sideration of  its  problems,  and  I  know 
that  those  problems  will  receive  such 
consideration  under  the  chairmanship 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Cas«]  and  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee who  will  serve  with  him,  both 
members  from  the  Democratic  side  and 
members  from  the  Republican  side. 

But  the  cold,  hard  fact  of  the  matter 
is  that  the  majority  was  entitled  to  as- 
sign its  membership  to  committees  based 
on  Republican  seniority.  What  does 
that  leave  as  a  mathematical  situation? 
It  leaves  two  unassigned  committee 
places.  One  of  the  places  is  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia;  the 
other  is  on  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  As  the  most  senior  member  of 
an  independent  party,  as  well  as  the  most 
junior  member  in  seniority  of  the  inde- 
pendent party,  those  two  places  fall  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  All  that  the 
Reorganization  Act  says  is  that  each 
Senator  shall  serve  on  two  committees. 
The  provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
will  be  carried  out  when  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  serves  on  those  two' 
committees.  I  repeat  that  that  w£is  not 
done  primarily  by  action  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party  itself,  but  was  based  on  the 
statement  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  read 
himself  out  of  the  party  and  wanted  no 
assignment  as  a  Republican  and  did  not 
even  want  the  Republican  conference  to 
make  an  assignment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  now  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
was  wondering  whether  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  had  reviewed  any  of  the 
precede-) ts.  I  call  to  mind  the  election 
of  1944,  p.nd  I  believe  I  saw  in  the  Sen- 
ate Chamber  a  few  moments  ago  the 
former  di£.tinguished  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  Mr.  Ball,  who  supported  the 
Democratic  candidate  for  the  presidency 
in  the  1944  election.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  recall  any  disciplinary  ac- 
tion that  was  taken  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  discussed  the  Ball 
case.  I  also  pointed  out,  in  the  case  of 
the  so-called  insurgents,  that  those  Sen- 


ators did  not  resign  from  the  Republican 
Party,  and  therefore  their  cases  are  not 
on  all  fours  with  the  case  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  the  election  of 
1932  I  recall  that  the  Republican  Sena- 
tor from  my  own  State,  Mr.  Cutting. 
fairly  openly  supported  Mr.  Roosevelt, 
and  thereafter  was  identified  with  a 
great  many  prop>osals  of  President  Roo- 
sevelt, which  he  supported.  I  am  won- 
dering if  there  has  ever  been  a  case  In 
which  a  Senator  has  been  disciplined 
because  he  decided  to  move  away  from 
his  party,  so  to  speak. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  referred  to  the  Ball 
case  in  my  speech.  I  may  summarise 
my  speech  at  this  point  by  saying  that 
whether  or  not  the  element  of  discipline 
is  present  in  this  instance,  the  fact  re- 
mains that  the  proposal  before  the  Sen- 
ate today  is  a  very  singular  one  with  re- 
gard to  the  disposition  of  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  on  com- 
mittees. 

Let  me  briefly  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  California,  because  In  his  argument 
he  left  open  a  very  wide  bam  door, 
through  which  all  of  his  horses  have 
escaped.  The  Senator  from  California 
does  not  discuss  the  fact  that  it  was 
within  the  power  and  prerogative  of  the 
majority  to  bring  forth  a  resolution  or  a 
motion  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
which  would  have  proposed  the  kind  of 
committee  alinement  which  I  under- 
stand the  Republicans  who  have  dis- 
cussed the  subject  this  afternoon  believe 
would  be  a  fair  and  meritorious  one. 
Certainly  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  the  Republicans  should  sit  back  and 
rely  upon  the  very  weak  reed  of  argu- 
ment advanced  by  the  Senator  from  Cal- 
ifornia, namely  that  after  all  the  minor- 
ity is  a  very  powerful  group  and  the 
majority  just  cannot  impose  its  will  upon 
them.  The  question  is  whether  or  not 
on  the  merits  it  would  be  a  sounder  or- 
ganization of  committees  of  the  Senate 
to  adopt  a  proposal  to  Increase  the  mem- 
bership of  the  Armed  Services  and  the 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committees 
by  one  majority  member  and  retain  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  minority  party  on  those  two 
committees. 

If  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]  had  heard  my  main  argu- 
ment this  afternoon  he  would  have 
heard  me  say  that  I  make  no  contention 
for  seniority  rights  on  the  committees 
themselves.  I  said  I  took  the  position 
that  if  retained  on  those  committees  I 
expected  to  go  to  the  foot  of  the  table 
so  far  as  seniority  rights  on  the  com- 
mittees are  concerned. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  a  moment  I  wiU 
yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  mentioned  my  name.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  listened  to  the  entire  speech 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  he  listened  to  my  en- 
tire speech  apparently  he  missed  that 
part  of  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  heard  It.  but  I 
do  not  believe  it  changes  the  statement 
V,  hich  I  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
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Mr  MORSE.  I  am  coming  to  the  sec- 
ond pert.  What  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
Ironia  has  completely  overlooked — and 
I  am  willing  to  let  the  Rkcord  speak  for 
itself — is  the  action  of  the  Senate  in 
Congresses  gone  by  with  respect  to  the 
disposition  or  disciplining  of  Senators 
who  have  become  members  of  a  minority 
party.  The  fact  remains  that  they  have 
not  been  removed  from  committees. 
Therefore,  when  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia talks  about  party  responsibility, 
I  believe  it  was  the  clear  responsibility 
of  the  Republican  Party  this  afternoon 
to  bring  to  the  Senate  a  motion — which 
I  infer  they  do  not  believe  to  be  a  bad 
motion  at  all— that  the  size  of  those  two 
committees  be  increased  by  one  mem- 
ber of  the  majority  party  and  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  as  a  minority 
party  member  be  allowed  to  remain  as  a 
member  on  those  two  committees. 

I  wish  to  say  only  one  word  to  my  good 
friend  from  Texas.  Of  course.  I  appre- 
ciate his  comments  with  reference  to  my 
service  on  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  However,  I  respectfully  disa- 
gree with  his  conclusion  as  to  what  the 
responsibility  of  the  majority  party  in 
the  Republican  caucus  was  in  connection 
with  assignments  to  committees.  I  take 
the  position  that  it  was  not  for  either 
the  Republican  caucus  or  the  Demo- 
cratic caucus  to  make  any  assignment  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  but  that 
under  the  Reorganization  Act  It  Is  the 
responsibility  of  the  full  Senate  to  make 
the  assignment.  That  is  all  that  I  have 
been  pleading  for. 

I  have  concluded  my  main  argument, 
Mr.  President.  I  shall  now  proceed  to 
make  a  series  of  motions. 

My  first  motion,  so  that  we  may  have 
It  as  a  matter  of  record,  is  this:  I  move 
to  amend  the  proposed  order  now  at  the 
desk  by  adding  a  member  of  the  majority 
party  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices and  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  and  to  add  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  to  the  same  com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER      The 
Senator  from  Miissachusetts  will  state  it. 
Mr.    SALTONSTALL.     As    I    under- 
stand, a  motion  to  amend  the  order  is  a 
motion  to  amend  the  rules. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALIx  I  also  iinder- 
Etand  that  1  days  notice  must  be  given 
of  a  motion  to  amend  the  rules. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  the  motion  Is  out 

of  order.  

The  PRESn)INa  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  been  talking  a  great  deal 
about  establishing  precedents.  If  the 
Senate  should  establish  the  precedent 
which  is  sought  to  be  established  by  the 
Senator  from  Or»?gon  it  would  mean  that 
any  member  of  the  minority,  if  he  be- 
comes the  lowest  ranking  member  of 
the  minority,  or  of  a  prospective  minor- 
ity, could  prevent  being  bumped  off  a 
committee  by  merely  saying,  "I  have  be- 


come an  independent.  I  ask  you  to  in- 
crease the  size  of  the  committee  by  one 
so  that  I  may  stay  on  the  committee, 
and  you  can  put  on  another  majority 
member  to  offset  me." 

If  we  estabUsh  that  kind  of  precedent, 
committees  will  be  swollen  out  of  all 
proportion,  and  It  will  create  a  situation 
which  will  plague  the  Senate  forever. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say  that  the 
technique  of  reducing  to  the  absiu-d  Is 
always  Interesting  in  debate  for  illus- 
trative purposes,  but  usually  very  un- 
realistic. However,  if  we  take  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  at  his  word. 
If  a  condition  should  arise  so  that  an- 
other Member  of  the  Senate  decides  to 
Join  my  party.  I  say  that  I  will  meet 
him  with  open  arms  and  welcome  him, 
and  that  we  will  fight  for  his  seniority 
rights  as  a  member  of  that  party. 

However,  Mr.  President.  I  say  that  the 
argxmient  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  not  sufBciently  persuasive  to 
evade  what  I  believe  is  the  phase  of 
seniority  which  he  and  other  Senators 
must  face  up  to  this  afternoon.  It  is 
that  issue  of  seniority  in  the  Senate,  in 
terms  of  the  history  of  the  Senate,  that 
I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  should  ignore. 
I  did  not  hear  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
Am  I  correct-in  my  understanding  that 
the  Chair  has  sustained  the  point  of 
order  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mr.  SaltohstallI  ,  as  the  acting 

majority  leader?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Clemknts  In  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, so  that  the  Ricoiid  will  be  clear, 
that  I  was  fully  aware  that  such  a  ruling 
would  be  made,  because  I,  too,  had 
checked  Into  the  parliamentary  sit- 
uation. 

I  made  my  motion  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  serving  notice  that  the  motion  Is 
on  the  desk  and  also,  to  be  very  frank 
about  It.  for  the  purpose  of  strengthen- 
ing my  position  in  the  case  of  the  next 
motion  I  shall  make,  for  when  we  come 
to  vote  on  my  next  motion.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, each   Member  of   this   body   wiU 
know  that  I  have  pending  at  the  desk  a 
motion  which  will  go  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  I  assume. 
It  is  a  pending  motion  which  will  carry 
out  what  I  understand  from  some  of  my 
Republican  friends  who  have  talked  to 
me  privately  about  this  matter  today  is 
the  point  of  view  of  a  good  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle.     Mr.  President,  the   Democratic 
Members,  as  well  as  the  Republicans,  are 
not  unanimously   of   the   opinion  that 
there  should  not  be  this  change  In  the 
rule  If  what  some  of  them  tell  me  pri- 
vately can  be  relied  on,  as  I  know  It 
can  be. 

So  I  am  assimiing  now  that  my  motion 
to  add  a  member  of  the  majority  party 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  and  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare and  that  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  also  be  assigned  to  those  two 
committees  Is  now  officially  before  the 
Senate  and  will  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee   on    Rules    and    Administration. 

Am  I  correct  In  that? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
be  read. 


The  legislative  clerk  read  the  motion, 
as  follows: 

I  move  to  amend  the  proposed  order  by 
adding  a  member  of  the  majority  party  to 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  and  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the  same 
committees. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  wishes  me  to  do  so.  I 
shall  move  that  the  motion  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration. 

Mr.  MORSK  I  shall  appreciate  that 
very  much. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Then,  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordvMd. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Morsb  was  re- 
duced to  writing  in  the  form  of  a  reso- 
lution, and  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  32), 
submitted  by  Mr.  Morse  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Magncson,  Mr.  UCHKAif,  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  Mr.  Humphiiet)  ,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  rule  XXV 
of  the  SUndlng  Rtiles  of  the  Senate  be,  and 
It  U  hereby,  amended  by  adding,  tea  the 
period  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  majority  party  to  the  Committees 
on  Armed"  Services  and  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare  and  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
litt.  MtMsn]  be  assigned  to  service  on  the 
same  committees. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  with  that 
resolution  before  the  Senate,  each 
Senator  has  due  notice  that  adding  me 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  and  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare of  the  Senate,  if  he  so  votes  this 
afternoon,  will  not  necessarily  create  the 
dire  situation  to  which  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  alluded.  If  Senators  wish 
to  regard  committee  assignments  as  a 
matter  of  pure  party  balance,  and  wish 
to  assume  that  I  would  sit  on  those  two 
committees  and  would  vote  there  on  a 
pure  partisan  basis,  they  will  know  that 
at  the  awwopriate  time,  when  the  com- 
mittee reports,  that  situation  can  be  cor- 
rected. If  we  think  a  correction  Is  neces- 
sary, by  having  a  majority  of  the  Senate 
vote  to  add  a  majority  member  to  each  of 
those  two  committees. 

Therefore  I  move  that  the  order  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate  at  this  time  be 
amended  by  placing  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  no  order  is 
pending  before  the  Senate.  There  Is  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  nominations  to  com- 
mittees to  be  appointed  by  the  Senate. 

I  do  not  know  exactly  how  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  could  be  in 
order.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  Is  free  to  have  himself 
nominated  or  to  nominate  himself  as  an 
additional  candidate  for  these  commit- 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Yes.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  tm- 
derstandlng  was,  as  I  checked  Into  the 
parliamentary  situation,  that  the  ap- 
propriate motion  for  me  to  make  when 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  presented  what 
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has  been  referred  to.  at  least.  In  discus- 
sions with  me  as  the  order  for  assign- 
ment to  committees,  was  a  motion — and 

1  understood  that  I  would  be  at  liberty 
to  so  move — that  I  be  added  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee;  and  that  I 
make  another  motion,  when  the  question 
of  membership  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  was  before  the 
Senate,  that  I  be  added  to  that  com- 
mittee. 

I  suppose  that,  parliamentarily  speak- 
ing, my  motion  should  await  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  that  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  to  consider  the  assignments 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
With  that  understanding  and  with  that 
motion  pending  before  the  Senate,  to 
come  up  the  moment  when  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  moves  to  have  the  Senate  take 
up  assignments  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  present  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  would,  if  agreed  to.  actu- 
ally increase  the  number  of  Senators  on 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  which 
would  be  in  violation  of  the  rule,  or 
would  constitute  a  change  in  the  rule; 
and  such  a  motion  has  already  been 
ruled  out  of  order. 

Therefore,  the  only  thing  which  it 
seems  to  me  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
could  do  at  this  time  would  be  either  to 
place  himself  in  nomination  or  to  have 
himself  placed  in  nomination  for  mem- 
bership on  that  committee,  in  which  case, 
If  such  action  were  taken  by  the  Senate, 
there  would  be  an  excess  of  one  mem- 
ber on  that  committee — a  difficulty  which 
the  Senate  would  have  to  resolve  by 
vote. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  exactly  the  ef- 
fect of  the  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  state  that  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  in 
effect  a  nomination  of  himself  for  as- 
signment to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  If  the  Chair  is  correct,  the 
Chair  would  think  that  at  this  time  there 
are   16  nominations  for  assignment  to 

2  different  committees,  1  of  them  being 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Did  the  Senator  from  Oregon  nomi- 
nate himself  for  one  committee  or  for 
two? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  intend  by  my  motion 
to  place  myself  in  nomination  for  the 
^med  Services  Committee;  and  later  I 
Intend  to  make  a  similar  motion  for 
membership  on  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  think  I 
can  speed  the  procedure  a  little  by  mak- 
ing the  following  request:  I  ask  that 
the  proposed  membership  of  the  11 
committees  as  to  which  there  is  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion — namely,  all  the  com- 
mittees except  the-Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
(Columbia,  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  and  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works — be  confirmed,  by  unani- 
mous consent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 


Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest 
that  now  we  proceed  to  consideration 
of  membership  on  the  Armed  Services 
Committee.  For  that  purpose  several 
lists  of  names  have  been  submitted.  I 
have  submitted  a  list  of  names,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas  IMr. 
Johnson]  has  submitted  a  list  of  names, 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
submitted  a  name.  Those  names  are 
before  the  Senate.  I  should  like  to  know 
by  what  method  the  Senate  proposes  to 
vote  under  the  rule  which  provides: 

In  the  appointment  of  the  standing  com- 
mittees, the  Senate,  unless  otherwise  ordered, 
shall  proceed  by  ballot  to  appoint  severally 
the  chairman  of  each  committee,  and  then. 
by  one  ballot,  the  other  members  necessary 
to  complete  the  same. 

Under  that  rule  I  suggest  that  it  would 
be  desirable  at  this  time  to  select,  first, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  SaltonstallI  as 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hear-s  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  under- 
stand there  is  a  group  A,  which  I  sub- 
mitted, made  up  of  the  names  of  eight 
Senators:  and  there  is  a  group  B,  sub- 
mitted by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson  1.  con- 
sisting of  the  names  of  seven  Senators: 
and  there  is  a  group  C.  consisting  of 
the  name  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  (Mr.  Morse  1. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  question  about  which 
I  have  been  puzzled  is  whether  the  ballot 
should  be  by  voice  vote,  upon  the  calling 
of  the  roll,  or  by  paper  ballot.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  rule  is. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  by  the  Parliamentarian 
that  in  the  past  the  custom  has  always 
been  to  call  the  roll.  A  Senator  can 
vote  for  one  Senator  or  for  as  many 
Senators  as  he  desires,  up  to  the  per- 
mitted number  on  the  committee. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Then,  as  I  understand, 
there  are  now  15  candidates  for  14 
positions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes,  15 
candidates  for  14  positions. 

Mr.  TAPT.  So,  as  the  roll  is  called,  a 
Senator  who  wishes  to  vote  for  the  names 
submitted  by  the  majority  and  the 
minority  groups  will  vote  for  group  A 
and  group  B. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  If  any  Senator  wishes  to 
vote  for  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  IMr.  Morse],  such  Senator  will 
then  have  to  indicate  some  Senator  on 
the  other  lists  whose  name  he  will  omit 
from  his  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Such  a 
Senator  could  vote  for  himself  or  for  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  and  for  any  13 
other  Senators,  so  as  to  constitute  the 
total  of  14. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  desire  to  vote  now  on  reorganization 
of  committees;  but  I  wish  to  inquire  of 
the  Chair  whether  the  motion  which  has 
just  been  made  in  any  way  affects  or 
lessens  the  rights  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  in  this  matter  in  connec- 


tion with  the  two  committees  he  has 
mentioned,  namely,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  does 
not. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  state  It. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Before  propounding  my 
parliamentary  Inquiry.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  make  a  brief  statement. 
Of  course  there  are  different  ways  of 
casting  this  vote.  The  way  suggested 
by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  one  way. 

I  wish  to  suggest  another  way,  because 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  procedural 
problems  which  confront  me  in  regard 
to  getting  a  clear-cut  vote  on  the  issue 
of  whether  I  should  be  appointed  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  If  I  can  get 
a  clear-cut  vote  on  that  issue.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the 
decision  of  the  Senate.  Of  course  I  shall 
accept  it.  anyway ;  but  in  that  case  I  shall 
accept  the  decision  with  a  much  l)etter 
feeling  in  my  heart,  for  then  I  shall 
realize  that  at  least  I  got  a  fair  "break" 
in  the  case  of  the  procedural  handling 
of  this  matter. 

Therefore  I  respectfully  suggest  to  the 
Senate  that  the  clearest  way  of  facing 
the  issue  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  raised  this  afternoon  is  to  vote  on  his 
motion,  first,  by  roll-call  vote,  that  he  be 
added  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee. 
If  the  Senate  so  decides  by  a  majority 
vote,  then  he  should  be  added  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  It  is  then 
up  to  the  leaders  of  the  two  caucuses  to 
decide  what  adjustment  they  want  to 
make  in  their  present  committee  pro- 
posals to  the  Senate.  If  they  vote 
against  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
on  that  clear  and  cleanly  drawn  issue, 
that  ends  the  matter. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President.  It  is  my  re- 
quest that  the  Senate  proceed  with  a 
roll-call  vote  on  the  motion  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  he  be  elected 
under  the  Reorganization  Act  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Armed  Services  Committee. 
Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  object  to 
that  proposal.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  not 
at  all  in  accordance  with  the  rule.  I 
think  there  is  a  little  doubt  under  the 
^^^^le  as  to  whether  the  vote  should  be  by 
written  ballot  or  by  calling  the  roll,  but. 
since  the  Parliamentarian  has  said  the 
custom  has  been  to  proceed  by  calling 
the  roll,  I  think  we  should  proceed  ac- 
cording to  the  rule. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Chair  understand  correctly  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  makes  a  point  of 
order? 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  was  only  a  suggestion, 
Mr.  President. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  the  point  of  order  that  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  not  in 
order,  because  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  increasing  the  membership  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  I  think  the 
Senator  might  be  able  to  get  the  direct 
vote  he  wants  If  he  will  move  to  strike 
out  the  name  of  Senator  John  Jones 
and  insert  the  name  of  Senator  Waynb 
Morse,  rather  than  going  through  the 
process  of  voting  for  14  names. 
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I  do  not  know  what  the  precedents  of 
the  Senate  have  been,  but  I  do  not  be- 
lieve his  motion  ix)  add  an  additional 
name  is  in  order  . 

The  PRESIDIN(3  OFFICER.  At  this 
point  the  Chair  v/ould  read  from  rule 
XXIV: 

Appointmen-.-  or  CoMMmxca 

1.  In  the  Rppoln;ment  of  the  standing 
committees,  the  Senite.  unless  otherwise  or- 
dered, shall  proceed  by  ballot  to  appoint 
severally  the  chairman  of  each  committee, 
and  then,  by  one  ballot,  the  other  members 
necessary  to  complete  the  same.  A  major- 
ity of  the  whole  number  of  votes  given  shaU 
be  necessary  to  tin;  choice  of  a  chairman 
of  a  standing  comnrlttee.  but  a  plurality  of 
votes  shall  elect  the  other  members  thereof. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquir:'.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  the  point  of  order 
Is  sustained  by  tlie  Chair,  and  if  then 
the  motion  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  comes  before  the  Senate,  I  should 
like  to  inquire  how  those  of  us  who  wish 
to  vote  in  support  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  can  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  Is  the 
Chair's  understanding  that  there  are  14 
members  yet  to  be  nominated  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  There  are 
15.  including  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
or  any  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
could  vote  for  any  14  of  the  15. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  it  will  be  necessary, 
In  order  to  vote  to  seat  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, to  designate  on  the  list  the  Senator 
whom  the  voter  desires  to  replace  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  He 
would  eliminate  1  from  the  14. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  We  may  eliminate  one 
from  either  the  Democratic  list  or  the 
Republican  list;  i:>  that  correct? 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     From 

either  the  majority  or  the  minority  list. 

Mr.   MAGNUSCDN.     Mr.   President,   a 

parliamentary  inquiry.     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Inasmuch  as  we 
are  voting  on  14  names,  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  the  suggestion  of  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  is  to  be  followed, 
it  should  be  done  by  ballot  rather  than 
by  a  yea-and-nay  vote.  Suppose  I 
wanted  to  vote  for  the  Senator  from 
Orefon  to  displace  someone  else.  I 
wouW  have  to  put  his  name  down  and 
13  other  names.  I  suppose  that  Is  the 
reason  for  the  word  "•baUot"  being  used 
in  the  rule. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  F»resldent,  I  am  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington.  I  think  it 
would  be  easier  for  every  Senator  to 
put  14  names  down  on  a  piece  of  paper. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  A  Senator  could 
vote  a  straight  party  ticket  In  that  way. 
I  Laughter.  1 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
risen  to  make  a  parliamentary  Inquiry  of 
the  Presiding  Olflcer  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "ballot."     If  the  framers 


of  the  Reorganization  Act  meant  at  the 
time  they  presented  it  to  the  Senate, 
and  the  Senate  had  meant  at  the  time  it 
passed  the  act,  that  in  a  situation  calling 
for  a  ballot  we  woiild  vote  by  a  yea-and- 
nay  vote,  the  word  "ballot"  would  not 
have  been  used.  I  submit  that  the  word 
"ballot"  as  used  in  the  act  means  that 
Senators  should  write  out  a  ballot  In 
accordance  with  the  common  meaning 
of  "ballot"  In  the  English  language. 

Each  one  of  us  may  take  a  piece  of 
paper  and  write  on  that  paper  the  names 
of  the  Senators  we  think  should  serve 
on  the  Armed  Services  Committee. 

The  rule  then  goes  on  to  provide :  "and 
a  plurality  of  vote  shall  appoint." 

I  think  that  clearly  emphasizes  that, 
with  the  ballots  coming  to  the  desk,  the 
membership  will  be  elected  on  the  basis 
of  the  plurality  of  the  votes  cast. 

I  respectfully  request  a  ruling  from 
the  Chair  as  to  whether  It  Is  appropriate 
for  the  Seriate  to  proceed  by  written 
ballot. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  by  secret 
written  ballot. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  IVES.  Are  we  to  sit  at  our  desks 
and  write  out  14  names?  Are  we  not 
generally  agreed  that  the  14  names 
which  are  already  written  are  the  14 
names  which  should  be  considered  In 
connection  with  the  nominations? 
Should  not  our  activities  In  writing  out 
our  ballots  be  confined  to  those  14  names 
and  that  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon?  Is  It  not  a  much  more  simple 
process  to  pass  out  ballots  containing  the 
14  names  already  listed  In  the  commit- 
tee organization  proposal  which  has  been 
distributed,  and  allow  us  to  scratch  out 
any  name  and  substitute  the  name  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  thereby  expedit- 
ing the  process? 

If  we  follow  the  course  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
ANDERSON  I  we  will  bc  here  all  night. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  If  a  plurality  of 
votes  Is  obtained,  the  language  of  the 
rule  will  be  conformed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  Inquire  whether 
there  Is  at  hand  a  list  of  the  Senators 
who  have  been  designated  by  the  ma- 
jority and  the  minority. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  lists  prepared  cov- 
eting the  majority  and  minority. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Has  the 
Senator  a  sufficient  number  for  all  Sen- 
ators? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  a  sufficient  number. 
Any  Senator  who  wishes  to  vote  for  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
have  to  cross  out  a  name  and  write  In 
the  name  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  A  parliamentary  In- 
quiry.   What  Is  the  proposal  before  the 

Senate?  ^^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  before  the  Senate  Is  on  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
that  14  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  be  named  by  the  Senate  from 
the  list  of  15  who  have  been  nominated. 


and  that  it  be  done  by  secret,  written 
ballot. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  respectfully  submit 
tkat  that  is  not  quite  accurate. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  suggest  that  that  is  as  the 
Chair  understands  It. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  know  that  to  be  the 
fact,  but  it  is  my  understanding  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  made  very 
clear  that  the  selection  would  be  made 
from  the  14  remaining  nominees,  plus 
the  additional  nominee  contained  In  my 
motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  there  are  15 
nominees  now  on  the  ballot,  and  that  14 
would  be  selected  from  the  15. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  SaltonstallI  al- 
ready having  been  selected  as  chair- 
man. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  A  parllamenta.y 
Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  .stat::  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Since  this  appar- 
ently is  a  new  action  now  proposed,  at 
least  I  have  never  seen  this  procedure 
followed  In  the  almost  8  years  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  because 
there  are  some  Senators  absent,  obvious- 
ly, if  we  are  to  pass  out  ballots  I  wonder 
whether  the  roll  should  not  be  called, 
and  as  the  roll  Is  called  each  Senator  de- 
posit his  ballot  at  the  desk  for  the  tell- 
ers to  count.  Then  there  will  be  no 
question  of  each  Senator  properly  vot- 
ing when  his  name  Is  called,  and  no 
question  as  to  whether  he  was  here  to 

vote.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.^  The 
Chair  believes  the  suggestion  to  be  sound. 
Certainly  we  do  not  want  any  double 
voting. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
not  greatly  concerned  about  the  issue 
on  which  the  ballot  Is  about  to  be  taken. 
but  I  desire  to  put  the  prediction  In  the 
Record  that  If  action  Is  taken  here  to- 
day to  vote  by  secret  ballot,  the  prece- 
dent will  recur  to  plague  the  Senate, 
and  cause  unspeakable  confusion  in  the 
committee  assignments  In  the  days  to 
come.  If  the  Senate  Is  ever  as  nearly 
equally  divided  as  It  Is  at  the  present 
time,  composed  of  Members  with  differ- 
ent political  views  within  both  major 
parties  and  equally  divided  on  each  side 
of  the  aisle,  there  will  be  confusion,  and 
the  committee  system  will  mean  nothing 
if  the  committees  are  chosen  by  secret 
ballot,  as  is  proposed.  No  man  can  fore- 
tell what  would  be  the  result  of  It. 

As  a  Senator  I  shall  vote  against  the 
motion,  because  I  do  not  like  to  see  prece- 
dents established  which  In  my  opinion 
would  not  be  conducive  to  orderly  pro- 
cedure In  the  Senate.  The  Senate  Is  no 
place  for  secret  voting. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Etoes  the  Senator  feel  that 
the  lists  should  be  given  to  each  Senator, 
and  that  he  should  state  the  names  he 
desires  on  the  committees? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  would  be  highly 
preferable  to  the  idea  of  voting  by  secret 
baUot. 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  majority  leader. 
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It  aeems  to  me  that  ft  very  simple  and 
practical  solution  would  be  to  classify 
the  nominations  by  the  majority  as  group 
A.  and  classify  the  nominations  by  the 
minority  as  group  B.  That  would  save 
voting  all  the  names.  Then,  when  a 
Senator's  name  was  called,  he  could  in- 
dicate whether  he  wanted  to  vote  for 
group  A  or  group  B.  and  strike  out  one 
if  he  wanted  to  vote  for  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  That  would  save  going 
over  the  whole  Ust  of  14  names  when 
the  list  came  to  Senators.  It  seems  to 
me  that  would  simplify  the  procedure. 

As  a  substitute  for  the  motion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  move 
that  the  roll  be  called,  and  that  each 
Senator  respond  by  voting  for  group  K 
which  would  cover  the  majority  nomi- 
nations, or  group  B,  which  would  cover 
the  minority  nominations,  and  then 
have  a  group  C,  which  would  be  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon,  with  the  right  to  each 
Senator  to  substitute,  as  he  may  see  fii, 
the  name  of  the  Senator  frcnn  Oregon 
for  some  other  name.      

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  substitute 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  it  the  s\iggestion 
of  the  Senator  that  the  vote  be  by  ballot, 
or  by  roll  call?  I  do  not  see  any  ob- 
jection to  Senators  voting  by  secret  bal- 
lot. I  do  not  know  whether  anyone  is 
in  doubt  as  to  whether  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  the  Senator  from  Oregon  or  not. 
but  I  do  not  object  to  a  secret  ballot,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  anyone  else  should  ob- 
ject. Senators  have  a  right  to  vote  se- 
cretly. The  rule  says  "ballot."  It  does 
not  say  "roll  call."  I  intend  to  vote  for 
the  Senator  from  Oreg(»i.  I  do  not  wish 
to  have  any  misunderstanding  about 
that.  I  am  willing  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility for  that 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  sympa- 
thize with  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Busssll].  I  do  not  know 
of  smything  that  should  be  voted  on  se- 
cretly in  the  Senate.  I  dislike  the  idea 
of  creating  a  precedent  to  vote  by  secret 
ballot  on  any  question.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  rather  unfortunate  precedent.  So 
I  agree  with  the  Senator,  and  I  should 
be  glad  to  second  the  suggestion  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina that  as  a  Senator's  name  is  called, 
then  a  Senator  may  respond  to  group  A. 
or  group  B.  or  vote  for  whomever  he 
desires  to  vote  for.  He  himself  makes 
the  record,  and  whether  he  votes  for 
group  A  or  group  B,  or  some  Senator  by 
name,  is  up  to  each  Seimtor.  But  I  my- 
self join  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
in  his  feeling  against  secrecy  in  Senate 
proceedings^  I  am  obliged  to  agree  that 
I  believe  taking  such  action  would  set 
an  unfortimate  precedent. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Sezuitor  from  Ohio  3^eld? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  srleld  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  When  I  said  "bal- 
lot." I  was  not  thinking  in  terms  of 
secrecy.  I  thought  the  Senators  would 
vote  when  their  names  were  called. 

Mr.  TA^r.  Would  the  Senator  want 
the  ballot  sent  to  the  desk  and  have  it 
read? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  would  be  a  signed 
ballot,  spread  on  the  Rbcobs. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
was  about  to  make  the  suggestion  just 
urged  by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 
Frankly,  I  do  not  know  what  the  word 
"ballot"  in  the  rule  means.  This  Is  the 
only  place  where  the  word  "ballot"  is 
mentioned.  In  other  places  the  refer- 
ence is  to  "roll  call." 

I  tdso  agree  with  the  Seiuitor  from 
Georgia.  We  do  not  vote  for  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  in  secrecy,  and  I  do 
not  believe  we  should  establish  the  prece- 
dent of  voting  in  secrecy  on  any  ques- 
tion in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
Therefore.  I  join  with  the  Senator  from 
Washington  in  urging  that  as  the  roll  is 
called  each  Senator  deposit  his  ballot  at 
the  desk,  to  be  a  signed  ballot,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  question  as  to  the  re- 
sponsibility of  th€  Senator  in  voting,  and 
what  his  choice  is. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  the  Senator  make 
that  as  a  motion? 

Mr   KNOWLAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  the  ballot  be 
spread  on  the  Rkcord. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct  It 
seems  to  me  that  complies  with  the  use 
of  the  word  "ballot."  and  at  the  same 
time  does  not  establish  a  precedent  of 
secrecy.  I  should  like  to  make  the  mo- 
tion, if  I  may,  that  the  Senate  proceed 
by  r(^  call  to  ballot  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  that  as  each  Senator's 
name  is  called,  he  publicly  deposit  his 
ballot  at  the  desk,  marking  it  for  either 
the  names  which  have  been  submitted 
by  the  majority  or  the  minority,  or,  in 
the  event  he  desires  to  substitute  the 
name  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  he 
obviously  would  scratch  one  name  off,  so 
that  the  number  would  not  be  greater 
than  the  number  of  the  committee  posi- 
tions; and  that  the  ballot  be  signed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
think  that  is  an  exceedingly  fair  and 
proper  procedure,  so  far  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  concerned,  al- 
though he  is  a  strong  defender  of  the 
secret  ballot  in  other  circumstances. 

I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  tToca. 
Georgia  that  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  we  do  not  use  the  secret  ballot, 
but  here  we  are  on  record,  and  we  should 
transact  the  pubUc's  business  on  the 
recOTd. 

Although,  I  may  say,  very  good  na- 
turedly,  I  do  not  have  any  doubt  in  my 
own  mind  that  I  might  fare  much  better 
under  a  strictly  secret  ballot,  in  my  judg- 
ment I  have  no  right  to  ask  for  a  secret 
ballot,  because,  as  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  said,  and  as  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  agreed,  I  believe  we  ought 
to  protect  the  procedure  of  the  Senate 
by  having  the  transaction  of  business  on 
the  record  and  not  in  secrecy.  I  think 
that  is  a  fair  solution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  [Mr. 
HoBY]  withdraw  his  motion,  so  that  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  California 
may  be  in  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  with- 
draws the  motion  he  made  from  the 
floor,  and  the  substitute  motion  may  now 
be  offered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  my  motion  as  a  substitute. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  while 
I  have  supported  and  shall  continue  to 


support  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, I  think  that,  as  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russxixl  has  stated,  we 
might  be  creating  a  precedent  that  will 
be  very  troublesome  in  the  future,  and 
may  come  back  to  plague  us. 

In  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the 
Republicans  are  in  the  majority,  and 
It  has  always  been  customary  for  the 
majority  party  to  control,  it  would  seem 
to  me  that  the  sound  way  of  caring 
for  this  situation  would  be  to  increase 
the  membership  of  the  two  committees 
in  question  so  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  could  still  remain  a  member  of 
those  committees,  without  necessarily 
affecting  the  control  of  the  majority 
party  on  the  committees. 

I  believe  that  the  wise  thing  for  the 
Senate  to  do  now  is  to  proceed  with 
the  confirmation  of  all  the  committees 
that  have  been  nomLaated  here  today, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  the  Committee 
en  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  that 
the  resolution  that  has  been  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  may  go  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, in  accordance  with  the  rules, 
to  come  out  after  1  day's  notice  and  be 
voted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
committees  have  already  been  approved, 
other  than  those  in  controversy. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  this  may  be- 
come a  bad  precedent  The  Senate  can 
vote  to  confirm  all  except  these  two  com- 
mittees, and  the  committees  that  have 
been  confirmed  can  proceed  with  their 
business  immediately. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
has  already  been  done. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  afraid  that  by 
proceeding  to  vote  on  the  make-up  of  the 
two  cc«nmittees  mentioned  in  the  man- 
ner before  the  Senate,  we  may  be  settting 
a  bad  precedent. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  for  a  clarification  of  the  situa- 
tion. As  I  understand,  as  the  name  of 
each  Senator  is  called,  his  ballot  is  to  be 
handed  in.  If  the  Senator  handing  in 
a  ballot  chooses  to  vote  for  the  SenaUv 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  he  is  to  write 
in  the  name  of  Senator  Morse,  and  is 
then  to  scratch  out  or  fail  to  vote  for 
1  of  the  14  Members  who  have  been 
named  by  the  majority  or  minority  com- 
mittees. 

Is  the  laallot  then  to  be  signed,  and  to 
be  printed  in  the  CoifCRESsrowAL  Rxcoan, 
so  that  the  Record  tomorrow  will  show 
just  whom  each  Member  of  the  Senate 
was  willing  to  knock  off  the  particular 
committee  involved  in  order  to  vote  for 
the  Senator  from  Oregon?  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  In  other  words,  it  will 
be  an  unhappy  day  tomorrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  was  the  inten- 
tion that  the  ballots  would  be  signed  and 
handed  in. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  has  a  suggestion  to  make. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  able  Senator  from  California, 
which  would  provide  that  after  the 
signed  ballots  have  been  delivered  to  the 
clerk,  and  when  the  balloting  has  been 
finished,  the  clerk  will  read  the  names 
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of  the  Senators  and  their  votes,  so  that 
(hey  may  become  a  part  of  the  Record. 
I  move  to  amend  the  motion  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  Is  that 
necessary?  The  motion  provides  that 
the  votes  shall  b«K5ome  a  part  of  the 
RECORD.  Is  not  that  enough,  without 
having  to  read  them  all? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  No.  I  think  they 
ouRht  to  be  read.  I  think  the  clerk 
ouKht  to  read  them,  so  that  they  will 
become  a  part  of  the  Record.  I  am 
upaln.st  secret  ballots.    I  favor  making 

everything  public.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  that  when  the 
ballots  are  signed  and  cast,  they  will  be- 
come a  part  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  understand.  My 
motion  Is  to  amend  the  motion  made  by 
the  able  Senator  from  California  by  pro- 
viding that  the  clerk  shall  read  the  bal- 
lots or  the  votes  of  the  Senators  Individ- 
ually, so  that  they  may  be  made  a  part 
of  the  Record, 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
nccept  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  and  modify  my  motion  to 

that  extent.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  who  offered  a 
motion,  which  the  Chair  will  not  repeat 
because  it  has  already  been  discussed, 
has  accepted  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  obvi- 
ous to  me  by  this  time  that  the  method 
set  forth  in  the  rules  for  electing  mem- 
bei-s  by  ballot  is  totally  impractical.  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  this  matter  could 
readily  be  settled  by  a  simple  motion. 
I  am  sure  the  Republicans  would  pre- 
fer to  select  their  members  and  that  the 
Democrats  would  prefer  to  select  theirs. 
The  only  question  that  would  arise  would 
be  in  ca.se  the  Senator  from  Oregon  were 
to  become  a  member  of  the  committee, 
would  his  membership  be  charged  to  the 
Democratic  side  or  to  the  Republican 
side,  or  on  what  basis  would  the  ques- 
tion be  settled? 

The  Senate  should  determine  to  which 
two  committees  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
t-'on  should  be  assigned.  On  those  two 
committees  there  should  be  an  equal  di- 
vision between  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats. I  should  like  to  propose  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  be  assigned  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
instead  of  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

I  realize  that  under  the  rules  members 
of  committees  should  be  elected  by  bal- 
lot, and  my  motion  might  be  subject  to 
a  point  of  order,  but  I  hope  that  no  Sen- 
ator will  object,  and  I  am  sure  we  can 
tjuickly  dispose  of  the  matter  if  the  Sen- 
ate IS  prepared  to  vote  on  such  a  motion. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  If 
ihe  Senator  from  Louisiana  will  yield  at 
this  point.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator 
s.llow  the  Senate  to  proceed  in  the  man- 
ner that  has  been  suggested,  because,  in 
f fleet,  what  the  Senator  is  now  suggest- 
ing is  that  the  Senate  amend  its  rules  at 
this  time. 

The    rules    provide    that    committees 
.shall  be  elected  by  ballot.    I  think  that 


if  the  Senate  proceeds  In  a  public  way, 
with  no  secret  ballot,  we  can  expedite  the 
whole  matter,  we  will  comply  with  the 
rules,  and  we  will  not  be  establishing  a 
dangerous  precedent 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a 
motion  before  the  Senate.  That  motion 
has  been  modified.  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  ought  to  vote  on  the  motion.  When 
the  Senate  is  acting  as  a  committee  of 
the  whole,  I  think  it  must  vote  for  the 
whole  list.  I  do  not  think  each  side  can 
vote  for  the  particular  Senators  for 
whom  it  wishes  to  vote. 

Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  and  in 
the  name  of  common  sense,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  whatever  the  minority 
leadership  has  done,  whomever  they 
have  nominated,  they  are  going  to  get 
my  vote.  I  think  they  will  get  the  votes 
of  most  Republicans.  I  hope  that  the 
minority  will  feel  similarly  with  respect 
to  voting  for  the  list  of  Republicans  as 
submitted  by  the  Republican  leadership. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wish  to  say  that  the  minority  con- 
ference has  selected  certain  candidates 
for  the  places  on  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  and  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare.  The  Republican  conference 
has  done  the  same  thing.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  strike  from  this  list  any  nominee 
of  the  minority  conference  In  order  to 
substitute  the  name  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Morse  1. 

I  am  sure  that  whatever  privileges  I 
claim  for  myself  I  should  grant  to  my 
fellow  Senators.  I  do  not  propose  to  tell 
the  Republicans  what  Senators  they 
should  place  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  They  have  control  of 
the  allotment.  They  can  assign  Sena- 
tors as  they  choose.  But  if  we  select 
Senators  whom  we  want  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  and  then  Inject  ourselves 
into  the  question  of  Republican  nomi- 
nees, and  select  favored  Republicans  or 
independents,  then,  should  the  Repub- 
Ucans  do  likewise,  the  majority  soon 
would  be  picking  every  member  of  every 
committee  In  the  Senate.  I  can  see  no 
more  dangerous  day  that  could  ever  face 
a  minority. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  the  major- 
ity conference  and  the  minority  confer- 
ence have  labored  long,  thoroughly,  and 
well,  and  have  produced  the  best  nomi- 
nees for  these  committees  that  they 
could.  I  propose  to  vote  for  the  Senators 
who  have  been  named  by  the  Democratic 
conference  and  for  the  Senators  who 
have  been  nominated  by  the  conference 
of  the  other  party.  To  do  anything  else 
would  some  day  result  In  a  bare  majority 
of  one  dictating  every  member  of  every 
committee  on  the  minority  side.  I  hope 
that  that  day  may  never  c(xne. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  good 
friend  from  Texas  forgets  that  the 
Independent  party  has  had  Its  caucus. 
It  Is  unanimously  agreed  as  to  the  com- 
mittees on  which  Its  membership  should 
belong.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has 
not  paid  any  attention,  it  seems  to  me,  to 
the  rights  of  that  minority  party. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Mr.  Presi- 
dent, wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.    Just  a  moment 
Furthermore,   let   me   say   good   na- 
turedly,  that  this  minority  party  finds 
himself  in  the  position  In  which  no  com- 


mittee assigimient  has  been  made  at  all. 
and  he  does  not  want  either  the  Republi- 
can or  Democratic  caucus  to  make  the 
assigimient  He  is  now  asking  the  Sen- 
ate to  make  the  assignment  on  the  basis 
of  the  vote  of  his  caucus.  He  is  asking 
that  his  pariy  be  represented  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  on  tlie 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
in  keeping  with  his  8  years  of  seniority 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Chair  if  the  bell  for  a  roll  call 
is  now  about  to  be  rung? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  bell  will 
not  be  rung  until  the  roll  call  is  ordered. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  that  suggestion  until 
we  can  act  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  California  IMr.  Knowland]?  Let 
us  settle  the  method. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  withhold 
the  suggestion  of  no  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agi-eeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land  ]  as  modified.  For  the  information 
of  the  Senate,  it  might  be  well  for  the 
Secretary  to  state  the  motion  as  modified. 
The  Legislative  Clerk.  The  motion  of 
Mr.  Knowland,  as  modified,  is  that  the 
roll  be  called  and  that  Senators,  as  their 
names  are  called,  submit  signed  ballots 
showing  the  names  of  14  Members  voted 
for;  and  that  when  the  roll  call  is  com- 
pleted the  Secretary  read  the  names. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  see  the  name  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  added  to  the  membership  of  the 
two  committees  which  have  been  referred 
to.  but  I  recognize  the  fact,  as  we  all  do. 
that  no  Senator  desires  to  "bump  off" 
any  of  the  Members  nominated  by  the 
two  parties  through  their  authorized 
committees.  As  I  understand,  it  has  al- 
ready been  agreed  by  the  Senate  that 
the  final  disposition  with  regard  to  the 
membership  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  will  not  be  made  today, 
save  in  the  event  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  presses  his  motion.  Am  I 
correct? 

Mr.  TAPT.  No.  We  are  about  to  vote 
now  on  the  membership  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  and  then  we  shall 
vote  with  respect  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  complete 
action  upKjn  all  committees. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Earlier  in  the  after- 
noon I  asked  whether  the  motion  made 
by  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
would  Jeopardize  or  affect  the  right  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  move  that 
the  size  of  those  committees  be  in- 
creased by  one  member.  The  answer 
which  I  believe  I  received  from  the  dis- 
tinguished occupant  of  the  chair  was 
that  it  would  not  jeopardize  or  affect  the 
rights  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  TAPT.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  made  a  motion 
which  was  substantiaUy  a  motion  to 
change  the  rules.  That  motion  in  the 
form  of  a  resolution  was  referred — 1><?» 
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with  bis  consent,  but  without  dissent — 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration. I  can  assure  the  Senator 
from  New  York  that  I  win  at  least  urge 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration to  give  serious  consideration  to 
that  Question.  However,  I  am  certain 
that  such  consideration  win  require  a 
long  period  of  time,  if  this  case  is  Uke 
most  eases  involvtxig  rules.  I  do  not 
thlnlc  we  should  wait  imtll  such  a  deter- 
mination can  be  made.  Once  that  ques- 
tion Is  taken  up  for  consideration,  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
will  hare  before  it  many  other  questions 
involving  committees.  So  I  think  we 
8ho«ild  not  wait.  I  think  we  should 
choose  the  membership  of  committees 
and  organize  the  Senate. 

lir.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  In  view 
of  the  statement  made  by  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  there  is  not 
much  reason  for  me  to  pursue  the  sub- 
ject. I  believe  that  my  suggestion  has  a 
very  substantial  element  of  soundness 
in  it.  I  repeat  that  I  do  not  wish  to  de- 
lay the  organization  of  the  committees 
any  longer  than  is  necessary.  In  the 
case  of  13  of  than,  their  organization 
does  not  need  to  be  delayed  even  for  a 
minute.  I  wish  we  could  have  some 
assurance  that  the  two  motions  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  put  in  the 
form  of  a  resolution,  and  which  has  now 
been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  will  be  promptly  re- 
ported from  that  conunlttee.  so  that  It 
may  be  before  the  Senate  the  next  time 
it  convenes.  In  the  meantime  the  organ- 
ization of  those  two  committees  could  be 
held  in  abeyance.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  suggestion  which  I  have  made  would 
take  care  of  the  situation  in  a  substan- 
tial way  and  not  create  precedents  which 
would  be  imfortimate.  I  share  the  view 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus- 
ssLLl  that  we  may  be  creating  prece- 
dents which  will  be  serious  in  their  im- 
pact and  their  implications  in  future 
years. 

I  ask  that  the  suggestion  which  I  have 
made  be  accepted. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  ballots  which  have 
been  distributed  carry  15  names  now 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  may  we  not 
vote  on  the  pending  motion  and  settle 
upon  the  method  we  are  to  foUow.  and 
then  have  a  quorum  call? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Kj»ow- 
LANDl,  as  modified,  which  is  offered  as 
a  substitute  for  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I. 
for  one.  realize  that  It  is  always  proper 
for  the  party  itself  to  make  its  nomina- 
tions; but  the  Senate  cannot  avoid  its 
responsibility  for  the  assignment  of  inde- 
pendent members  of  this  body.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  practice  of  the  Senate 
has  been.  I  have  not  found  any  case  in 
which  independents  have  lieen  separate- 
ly assigned.  However.  I  recall  that  Sen- 
ator La  Pollette  formed  at  one  time  the 
Progressive  Party,  which  certainly  sep- 


arated Itself  from  the  Republican  Party, 
but  there  was  no  change  in  his  commit- 
tee assignments  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  learn. 

My  only  interest  is  to  see  to  it  that 
hereafter,  if  there  are  independent 
Memtters  of  this  body,  there  shall  be 
a  method  whereby  they  may  be  assigned 
to  committees. 

I  should  like  to  support  the  motion 
which  the  Senator  from  Oregon  made  to 
Increase  the  size  of  certain  committees. 
I  do  not  Uke  to  cast  a  vote  which  would 
substitute  the  name  of  someone  else  for 
that  of  a  regularly  constituted  nominee 
of  the  party.  However,  I  believe  that  un- 
til we  arrive  at  a  method  of  assigning 
inde];>endent  members  of  this  body  to 
committees,  we  shall  not  be  meeting  our 
responsibility.  I  understand  that  to  a 
certain  extent  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  successfully  handled  that  prob- 
lem. 

It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  there  was 
elected  from  a  certain  district  in  New 
York  a  Representative  in  Congress 
named  Marcantonio.  There  were  many 
members  of  the  Democratic  Party  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  who  did  not 
want  the  responsibility  for  assigning  Mr. 
Marcantonio  to  committees. 

However,  that  was  the  responsibility 
of  the  party,  and  the  majority  acted  and 
assigned  Mr.  Marcantonio  to  committees. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  insert  in  the 
RxcoRO  my  judgment  that  Mr.  Marcan- 
tonio was  never  an  independent,  and 
never  belonged  to  the  party  of  the  Jxmior 
Senator  from  Oregon.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  not  trying  to 
identify  him  with  the  party  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  this  Is  a  ques- 
tion which  we  must  meet  someday  by 
the  assignment  of  individual  Members 
to  committees  of  their  choice.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  l>e  fair  to  take  away  from 
Republicans  the  right  to  have  a  majority 
on  any  committee.  Therefore.  I  hope 
that  someday  a  rule  may  be  devised 
which  will  allow  an  opportunity  for  the 
proper  assignment  of  Senators  to  com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  in  the  same  position  as  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  should  like  to  vote 
to  assign  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the 
two  committees  which  have  been  men- 
tioned. However.  I  think  we  are  miss- 
ing the  point.  The  Independents  who 
have  been  in  the  Senate  or  the  House 
have  been  duly  elected  under  their  State 
laws  under  the  label  of  a  certain  party, 
whereas  in  this  case  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate still  describe  the  election  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  as  the  election  of  a 
Republican. 

I  do  not  wish  to  Interfere  with  Repub- 
licans assigning  their  own  members,  but 
I  wish  there  were  some  rule  whereby  I 
could  express  my  opinion  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon,  whether  or  not  he  was 
elected  as  an  independent,  should  be  as- 
signed to  those  two  committees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Has  the 
Senate  already  selected  and  elected  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  8al- 
TONSTALLl  as  Chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Smtth]  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  has 
already  been  done,  and  all  members  of 
committees,  with  the  exception  of  the 
four  which  are  involved  now,  have  been 
chosen,  one  of  which  is  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  My  understanding 
is  that  we  have  elected  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
STALL]  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  l>ut  we  have  not  yet  pro- 
ceeded to  elect  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  I  Mr.  Smtth  ]  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Lalxtr  and  Public  W^are. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor- 
rect. The  Chair  was  in  error  as  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. The  Senate  having  already  chosen, 
exclusive  of  the  committees  which  are 
now  under  discussion,  the  ciiairman  and 
meml>ers  of  such  committees,  the  ques- 
tion is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Knowland].  as  a 
substitute  for  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  to  proceed  to  the  elec- 
tion by  ballot  of  14  members  of  the  com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  CAPBHART.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  state  it 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  feel  an  independ- 
ent strealc  coming  on.  Mr.  President,  and 
I  may  want  to  form  an  independent 
party.     May  I  do  so  at  any  time  I  wish? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  not 
a  parliamentary  inquiry.  It  is  a  politi- 
cal question,  which  the  Chair  declines 
to  answer. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Andir- 
sonJ.  as  amended  by  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land  1. 

The  motion,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest 
the  atxsence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bricker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler.  Md. 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Capehart 

Carlson 

CbM 

Chaves 

Clemen  ta 

Cooper 

Cordon 


Daniel 

Dtrkaen 

Dworshak 

Pergu«!on 

Flandera 

Frear 

George 

Gillette 

Goldwater 

Gore 

Green 

Grlswold 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 


Ho«y 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Item 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  ti.  O. 

KeXauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllgora 

Knowlazid 

Kuchel 

Langer 


1953 


Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

Mai  one 

Mansneld 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

MUUkln 

Monroney 

Morae 

Mundt 
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Murray 

Neely 

Pastor* 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

SaltonsUll 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 


Bmlth,  N  C. 

Sparkman 

Biennis 

Tart 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

WlUiama 

Toting 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  Is 
present.  The  Chair  is  informed  that  bal- 
lots have  been  distributed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  As  I  understand.  Sena- 
tors may  use  any  form  of  ballot  they 
wish  to  use.  and  they  are  not  restricted 
to  using  the  ballot  which  has  been  dis- 
tributed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor is  correct.  The  ballots  have  been 
distributed  as  a  convenience  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  The  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  has  nine  mem- 
bers, and  each  side  has  placed  four 
members  on  it.  That  leaves  one  vacancy. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Works  has 
11  members,  and  each  side  has  placed 
5  members  on  it.  That  leaves  one  va- 
cancy. On  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  there  are  15  memliers.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  having  been 
selected,  the  vote  will  be  for  14  mem- 
bers, instead  of  15.  Without  any  motion 
to  the  contrary,  the  Chair  understands 
that  the  vacancies  will  be  voted  on  en 
masse  at  one  time.  "*■ 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  Invite  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  apparently  the 
ballot  which  has  been  distributed  shows 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
SaltonstallI  as  chairman.  He  has  al- 
ready been  elected  chairman.  I  suggest 
that  any  Senator  who  uses  the  type- 
written ballot  before  him  should  cross 
out  the  name  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  SaltonstallI  before  he 
casts  his  ballot. 

As  I  understand,  a  vote  in  favor  of  the 
ballot  as  written  is  a  vote  for  the  Re- 
publican and  Democratic  selections  A 
and  B,  as  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  has  referred  to  them. 
Any  Senator  who  wishes  to  vote  for  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse  1  will 
have  to  write  in  the  name  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  if  he  uses  the  prepared 
ballot.    Is  that  correct,  Mr.  President? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor- 
rect. Any  Senator  may,  on  a  separate 
piece  of  paper,  write  in  all  the  names  of 
Senators  for  whom  he  wishes  to  vote. 

Mr.  TAPT.  All  votes  will  be  read  by 
the  cleric;  is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  votes  of 
each  Senator  will  be  read. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  aslc  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio.  He  suggested  that  those  of  us  who 
wish  to  use  the  piece  of  paper  or  pro- 
posed ballot  that  has  l>een  placed  on  our 
deslcs.  strike  out  the  name  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stallI. Of  course,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  already  been  elected 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee. It  seems  to  me  that  we  could 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  name  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  be  ig- 
nored by  all  of  us.  Then  we  would  not 
have  to  go  to  the  trouble  of  striking  out 
his  name. 


Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
If  the  name  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts is  not  scratched  out,  it  be 
ignored,  because  he  is  here  designated 
as  chairman  of  the  conunittee,  and  he 
has  already  been  elected  chairman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  name  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallI 
shall  be  scratched  out  or  ignored. 
[Laughter.] 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  roll  will  now  be  called.  The  Chair 
assumes  that  each  Senator  will  send  his 
signed  ballot  to  the  desk,  to  be  kept  at 
the  desk  until  all  the  ballots  have  been 
cast,  whereupon  all  of  them  will  be  read. 
The  procedure  is  rather  unusual,  of 
course. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  AiKiN,  whereupon  Mr.  Aiken  sent 
his  tiallot  to  the  desk,  and  the  Chief 
Clerk  commenced  to  read  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ballots 
will  not  be  read  until  all  the  ballots  have 
reached  the  desk. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Senator 
from  Georgia  will  state  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  had  understood  that 
the  ballot  of  each  Senator  would  be  read 
at  the  desk.     Is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes.  each 
Senator's  ballot  will  be  read  at  the  desk, 
at  the  end  of  the  casting  of  the  ballots. 
Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  will  be  infinitely 
simpler  to  have  each  ballot  read  as  it 
is  submitted ;  and  I  had  understood  that 
to  be  the  purpose  of  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
was  my  understanding  that  that  would 
be  the  procedure,  namely,  that  as  each 
ballot  reached  the  desk,  it  would  be  read 
at  that  time,  in  conformity  with  my 
motion  and  the  modification  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
understood  that  the  proposal  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]  was 
that  the  names  on  the  ballots  not  be 
read  until  the  end  of  the  roll  call. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent — for  I 
believe  it  will  save  time  and  will  simplify 
the  situation — that  the  names  on  the 
ballots  be  read  as  the  ballots  are  pre- 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  un- 
fortunately I  have  been  carrying  a  little 
fever.  Dr.  Calver  tells  me  that  I  should 
go  home.  May  I  ask  the  clemency  of  the 
Senate  to  cast  my  ballots  out  of  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered;  they  will  be  cast  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  what 
purpose  does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
rise? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Chair  has  pending 
a  request  as  I  understand,  as  to  whether 
we  should  proceed  in  the  way  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  has  suggested. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
put  that  question,  and  the  Chair  thought 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  was  rising  to 
object.  However,  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont did  not  object. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
rising  to  reserve  the  right  to  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  reserves  the  right  to  object 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  simply 
wish  to  say  that  if  what  has  now  been 
suggested  is  the  will  of  the  Senate,  of 
course  I  shall  accept  it.  However,  I  re- 
spectfully suggest  that  I  think  the  word 
"ballot"  in  the  rule  means  something, 
and  I  think  the  fairer  procedure  would 
he  to  have  each  Member  of  the  Senate 
submit  his  ballot  when  his  name  is 
called;  and  when  all  the. ballots  are  in. 
then  let  us  have  the  results  of  the  ballots 
read,  for  if  what  the  Senate  had  wanted 
when  the  Reorganization  Act  was  passed 
was  a  straight  yea-and-nay  vote,  I  think 
the  rule  would  have  so  stated. 

I  make  very  clear  that  I  am  not  asking 
for  a  secret  Ijallot.  Mr.  President;  but  I 
believe  it  is  only  fair  to  ask  that  all  the 
ballots  be  filled  out  and  placed  at  the 
desk  and  then  read.  I  need  not  tell 
my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  that  we  are 
not  acting  in  a  vacuum.  As  the  ballots 
are  read,  if  we  follow  the  procedure  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  California, 
the  result  might  be  somewhat  different 
than  it  would  t»e  if  we  followed  the  pro- 
cedure suggested  by  me. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  keeping  with  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "ballot,"  I  believe 
the  better  interpretation  and  the  fairer 
procedure  would  be,  after  each  Senator's 
name  is  called,  to  have  him  hand  to  the 
page  boy,  for  delivery  to  the  clerk  at  the 
desk,  his  ballot;  and  when  all  the  ballots 
are  in,  have  them  read. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
have  stated  heretobefore,  my  only  inter- 
est in  this  matter  is  in  the  precedent  that 
our  action  will  establish.  Any  action 
establishing  a  precedent  of  secrecy  in  the 
administratidh  of  the  public  business  has 
no  place  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  The  best  way  to  proceed  with 
the  balloting  is  either  to  have  each  Sen- 
ator rise  when  his  name  is  called  and 
state  the  14  names  on  his  ballot,  or  else 
send  the  ballot  to  the  desk  and  have  the 
names  read  at  the  desk  at  the  time  the 
name  of  each  Senator  is  called.  The 
word  "ballot"  has  no  significance  here 
except  to  indicate  the  selection  will  be 
by  voting.  It  does  not  require  the  use  of 
the  Australian  ballot. 

Any  attempt  to  have  the  secret  ballot 
apply  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
is,  in  my  opinion,  completely  out  of  keep- 
ing with  the  character  of  the  Senate  as 
a  public  body,  as  a  body  composed  of  rep- 
resentatives of  the  people  who  should  be 
suflBciently  courageous  to  stand  up  and 
let  their  every  act  be  known  to  all  the 
I)eople  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair 
asks  the  Senator  from  California  to  wait 
a  moment,  please. 

Let  the  Chair  state  that  the  present 
occupant  of  the  chair  was  not  in  the 
chair  when  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  California  was  agreed  to.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  that  motion  pro- 
vided that  Sttoators  should  send  their 
ballots  to  the  desk,  and  that  the  taaUots 
should  be  read,  each  one  separately,  after 
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Mr.  RUSSELEi.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  hear  such  a  statement  made,  or  else 
I  wovUd  be  debating  it  at  this  good  mo- 
ment. 

The  motion  I  heard  made  was  that  the 
ballot  of  each  Senator  be  sent  to  the 
desk  and  then  be  read  by  the  clerk.  That 
is  perfectly  in  keeping  with  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Senate  as  a  public  body  com- 
posed of  representatives  of  the  people. 
Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  is  correct;  the 
motion  was  to  have  the  ballots  read  at 
the  time  when  they  were  cast. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  no  interest  in  the  question  of 
whether  the  ballots  be  read  when  cast  or 
be  read  after  all  the  ballots  are  cast. 

Under  the  usual  procedure,  the  ballots 
will  be  read  as  cast. 

Mr.  RUSSET  J  I.  But.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  that  it  is  more  in  keeping  with 
procedure  in  the  Senate  for  a  Senator's 
ballot  to  be  read  when  it  is  cast. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
ftsks  that  the  motion  be  read. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
motion  was  made  by  me,  and  I  accepted 
a  modification  of  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
now  understands  that  the  Senator  from 
California  made  the  motion  and  accept- 
ed a  modification,  which  the  Chair  is  in- 
formed provided  that  all  the  ballots  be 
cast  and  then  read. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No.  Mr.  President; 
I  respectfully  suggest  that  certainly  that 
was  not  my  intent  in  the  situation.  I  was 
trying  to  obtain  a  procedure  which  would 
meet  the  requirement  of  the  ballot  un- 
der the  rule  and  at  the  same  time  not 
have  any  degree  of  secrecy.  In  working 
out  the  procedure,  my  understanding 
was  that  Senators  would  sign  the  bal- 
lots and  would  send  them  to  the  desk, 
and  then  the  clerk  would  read  them,  and 
we  would  proceed  with  the  roll  call — in 
short,  that  each  ballot  would  be  read  as 
it  was  received  at  the  desk.  That  was 
my  intent,  regardless  of  whether  I  made 
it  clear. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  that  the 
effect  of  the  modification  of  the  motion? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  my  under- 
standing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  that  is  the 
case,  of  course  that  procedure  will  be 
carried  out. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  California  has  made 
a  perfectly  accurate  statement  of  what 
certainly  was  the  import  and  intent  of 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 
After  having  listened  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  let  me  say  that  I  believe 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that,  at  least  mo- 
mentarily, the  procedure  I  first  suggested 
would  amount,  at  least  for  that  pericxl 
of  time,  to  a  secret  vote  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  true  that 
whenever  there  is  a  yea-and-nay  vote  in 
the  Senate  we  hear  each  Senator  state 
how  he  votes  wf^en  his  name  is  called. 
Of  course  there  ts  no  doubt,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  because  of  our  reliance  on  the 
Judgment  of  our  colleagues,  who  often 
serve  on  committees  of  which  we  are  not 
members,  and  thus  are  more  familiar 
than  we  with  certain  of  the  measures 
before  us.  that  we  place  great  reliance  on 
their  judgment.  Sometimes  the  expla- 
nation of  the  vote  we  cast  is  that  we 
voted  on  the  basis  of  the  best  judgment 


of  certain  of  our  colleagues  on  the  com- 
mittee concerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is 
informed  that  under  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California  I  Mr.  Know- 
land  1.  as  modified  by  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart],  each  Senator's  ballot  will  be 
read  as  it  is  sent  to  the  desk,  and  in  that 
way  the  names  contained  in  each  ballot 
will  be  read  as  the  ballot  is  received  at 
the  desk. 

The  Secretary  will  resume  the  call  of 
the  roll;  and  as  each  Senators  namt;  is 
called,  he  will  send  his  ballot  to  the 
desk,  and  the  names  contained  in  the 
ballot  will  then  be  read  at  the  desk. 

The  legislative  clerk  again  called  the 
name  of  Mr.  Aiken,  and  his  ballot  hav- 
ing been  sent  to  the  desk,  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON.  Case,  Duft.  Cooper.  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  KETAUvfEH,  Hl'nt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Anderson,  whereupon  his  b*^illot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Morse.  Russell.  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Barrett,  whereupion  his  'oallot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandeks.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell,  Byro, 
Johnson  oi  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Beall,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case.  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Bennett,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Bricker.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington, 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Bridges,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver.  Hunt.  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  BtJSH,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKsoN,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  RuseELL,  Byrd, 


Johnson  of  Texas,  Kej-aitvxb.  Hunt.  Stsnnu, 

Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland,  whereupon 
his  ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was 
read  by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hem- 
DRICKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byro. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt.  Stsmnu, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Butler  of  Nebraska,  whereupon 
his  ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was 
read  by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case.  Duft,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Byrd,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Capehart,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  HeN' 
DRICKSON.  Ca^e,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell.  Byro. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Carlson,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smfth  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICKSON,  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell.  Byro. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Case,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRICKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Chavez,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICKSON.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell,  Byro. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt.  Stennu, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Clements,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hcn- 
DRICKSON.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver,  Hunt.  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Cooper,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRICKSON.  Case.  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis,' 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Cordon,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Heh- 
drickson.  Case,  Duff.  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd. 
Johnson  ot  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis". 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Daniel,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 


sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

BRiDcra,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Ifaine.  Bxn- 
DRicKsoN,  Case,  I>utt,  Cooper.  Russkx.  Btso, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauveb,  Hukt,  SrsNins. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  DiRKSiTN,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
.sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandees,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case,  Dtttf.  Cooper,  Russell,  Bted, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  K^auveb,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Douglas,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Duff,  who  wai5  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  DwoRSHAK,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridcb,  Flanders,  SMrra  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case,  Duft,  Cooper,  Russell.  Byro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt.  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Eastland,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  Ihe  name 
of  Mr.  Ellender,  who  was  net  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Ferguson,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanddis,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Flanders. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
suggests,  under  the  unanimous  consent 
request  heretofore  agreed  to,  that  the 
vote  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  be 
now  announced. 

Mr.  Flanders'  ballot  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN,  Case,  I>uff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Frear.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Plandixs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hbn- 
DRicKsoN,  Case,  Duft,  Cooper.  Russell,  Btrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  PuLBRiGHT,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  George,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smtth  of  Maine,  Hen- 
SRicKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell.  Btrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Gillette,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Plandixs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKBON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Goldwater,  whereupon  his  ballot 


was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandrbs.  Smttr  of  Maine,  Hen- 
BiicxsoN,  Case,  Duff,  Coona,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauvkr,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Gore,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case,  Duft,  Cooper.  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Green,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Griswold,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case.  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hayden,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hendrickson,  whereupon  his  bal- 
lot was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read 
by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandees,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Bted, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hennings,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  HicKENLOoPER.  whcreupou  his  bal- 
lot was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Bted, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hill,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
drickson. Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Btrd, 
Johnson  erf  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  HoET.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Bmith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson. Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauvke,  Hunt,  Stennis, 

BTMINCTON. 


The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Holland,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  FlanderSs  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Humphrey,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridcbb.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hunt,  whereupwn  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  IVES,  whereupon  his  ballot  was  sent 
to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the  Chief 
Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd,  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Jackson,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd,  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Jenner,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridces,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd,  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  whereupon 
his  ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and 
was  read  by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Fl-^nders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson, Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Btro,  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  whereupon  his 
ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read 
by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson. Case,  Duff.  Cooper,  Russell.  Btro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina, 
whereupon  his  baUot  was  sent  to  the 
desk,  and  was  read  by  the  Chief  Clerk, 
as  follows: 

Bridcses,  Flani«rs.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hnr- 
DUCKSON,  Case.  Duff.  Cooper,  Russell,  Btro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Kefauykh.  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

PifnwwT.  Flanders.  Smttr  of  lAlne,  Hen- 

BUCX80M.  Cass,  DOFT.  MOBSK,  RUSSELL.  BTRB, 
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JoHMSON  of  Tezaa,  Kktauvb.  Hont,  Btsnnis, 
Stmimgton. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Kennedy,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bkzdgks,  PiANDEKS.  Smtth  Of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicxsoN,  Cask,  Dtnrr,  Coopex,  Rttssell.  Btro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kxtadvcs,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Stmington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Kerr,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bkioges,  Flandeks.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DKicKSON.  Case,  Dunr,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kktauvkb,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  KiLcoRE,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case,  Durr,  Morse,  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kxtauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Stmincton. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Knowland,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
SRicKsoN.  Cask,  Durr.  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kztauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  KucHEL,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case.  Durr.  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  KxrAUvxR,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Lancer,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICKSON.  Case,  Durr,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  KxrAUVKR,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Lehman,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  foUows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hcn- 
drickson.  Cask,  Durr,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  KErAuvER,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Long,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Briogks,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case.  Durr.  Morse,  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kxfauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Macntjson,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  it  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
SRiCKSON.  Cask.  Durr,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kktauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Malone,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 


sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  foUows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRicKSON,  Case.  Durr,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Mansfield,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKsoN,  Case.  Durr.  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Martin,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON.  Case.  Durr,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt.  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislafve  clerk  called  -he  name 
of  Mr.  Maybank,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
drickson,  Case.  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  McCarran,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKsoN.  Case.  Durr,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  McCarthy,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRICKSON,  Case.  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  McClellan,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  MiLLiKiN.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  FYanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRicKSON.  Case,  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell. 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  MoNRONEY,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICKSON.  Case,  Duff,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  MoRSE,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRicKSON.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell. 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt. 
Stennis,  Morsk. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  MuNDT,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smh-h  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRICKSON,     Case,     Durr,     Cooper.     Russell, 


Byrd,   Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt. 

Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Murray,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  H<n- 
DRicKSON.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper,  Russkll, 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Neely,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 

Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON,  Case,  Duff,  Morse.  Russkll. 
Byrd,  Johnson   of   Texas,  Kefauver,   Hunt. 

Stennis.   Syminoton. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Pastore,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 

Chief  Clerk,  as  foUows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRicKsoN,  Case.  Duff.  Cooper,  Russkll. 
Byrd  Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,   Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
Mr.  Payne,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hkn- 
DRicKsoN.  Case,  Durr.  Cooper,  Russell. 
Byrd.  John.son  of  Texas,  Kefauver.  Hunt. 
Stennis.   Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Potter,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smh-h  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case,  Durr.  Cooper.  Russell, 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt. 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  PuRTELL.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hkn- 
DRicKsoN.  Case.  Duff,  C<kjper,  Russell, 
Byrd.  John.son  of  Texas,  Kefauvkr,  Hunt, 
Stennis,   Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Robertson,  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine.  Hen- 
DRICK.SON.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
JuHN-soN  i)f  Texas.  Kefauver,  Hunt.  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  RU.SSELL.  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN.  Case.  Duff,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Saltonstall.  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN.  Case.  Duff.  Cooper,  Russell.  Byrd. 
Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver.  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  ScHOEPPEL.  whereupon  his  ballot 
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was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
Oie  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN,  Case.  Durr,  Coope*,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauvkr,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Smathers.  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flandkrs,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN.  Case.  Durr.  Cooper.  Russkll,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  KxrAxrvKR,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  whereupon  her 
ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read 
by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows : 

Bridges.  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRicKsoN,  Case,  Durr.  Coopkk,  Russkll.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kefauver,  Hunt,  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey,  whereupon  his 
ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read 
by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridgis,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case,  Durr,  Cooper.  Russkll,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kktauvkr,  Hunt.  Stennis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Smith  of  North  Carolina,  whereupon 
his  ballot  was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was 
read  by  the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridcks.  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hek- 
DRicKsoN.  Case.  Durr,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Sparkman,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case,  Durr,  Cooper.  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt,  Stennis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name  of 
Mr.  Stennis,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
drickson.  Case.  Durr,  Cooper.  Russkll.  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kktauvkr,  Hunt,  Stennis. 

SYMINGTON. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Symington,  who  was  not  present. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Taft,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Briogks.  Flandkrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Hkn- 
DRicKsoN.  Cask.  Durr,  Coopkr.  Russkll,  Byro, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kktauvkr,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Thye,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges.  Flandkrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  HEn- 
DRicKsoN,  Cask,  Durr,  Cooper.  Russkll,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauvkr,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  ToBEY,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
.«:ent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Briogks,  Flandkrs.  Smtth  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKsoN,  Case,  Durr,  Cooper,  Morse,  Rits- 


sau..   Btkd,   Johnson   of   Texas,   Ketauver, 
Hunt,  Stennis. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Watxins,  whereupon  his  name 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandkrs,  Smtth  of  Maine,  Hkn- 
DRiCKsoN,  Cask.  Durr,  Cooper,  Russell,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Kztauver,  Hunt,  Stknnis, 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Welker,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridcks,  Flandkrs,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hzn- 
DRicKsoN,  Case.  Durr.  Cooper,  Russkll,  Byrd, 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauvkr,  Hunt,  Stknnis. 
Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Wiley,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flandkrs,  Smtth  of  Maine,  Hkn- 
DRicxsoN.  Case,  Duft,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd,  Johnson  of  Texas.  Kefauver,  Hunt, 
Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Wn-LiAMs.  whereupon  his  ballot 
was  sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  foUows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smith  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRiCKsoN,  Case,  Dutf,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd.   Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt. 

Stennis,  Symington. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  name 
of  Mr.  Young,  whereupon  his  ballot  was 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Bridges,  Flanders,  Smtth  of  Maine,  Hen- 
DRICKSON,  Case,  Dxtft,  Cooper,  Russell, 
Byrd.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Ketauver,  Hunt, 
Stknnis,  Symington. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 
Mr.      SALTONSTALL.     I      announce 
that    the    Senator    from    Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  DuFTl  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  ByrdI, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas  J, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  East- 
land I,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellekder],  and  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas (Mr.  McClellan]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pul- 
BRiGHT]  is  absent  because  of  a  death  In 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Symington]  attended  the  inauguration 
yesterday  of  Gov.  Phil  Donnelly  at 
Jefferson  City.  Mo.,  and  is  therefore 
necessarily  absent.      

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER  fMr.  Ives 
In  the  chair).  The  balloting  has  been 
completed.  The  Chair  wishes  to  Inquire 
whether  there  are  any  Senators  who  have 
not  cast  their  ballots.  If  so,  the  ballots 
will  be  received  at  this  time. 

There  will  be  a  short  delay  while  the 
recapitulation  of  the  balloting  Is  being 
completed. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.    

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  I  should  obtain 
the  floor  for  2  minutes,  would  I  be  inter- 
rupting the  roll  call? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  suggest  that  there  be  no 


interruptions  while  this  partlcuLir  func- 
tion Is  being  completed;  otherwise  there 
might  be  confusion. 

The  tabulation  having  been  completed, 
the  clerk  will  announce  the  result. 

The  legislative  clerk  announced  the 
result,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Bridges.  88  votes. 

Mr.  Flandkrs,  88  yotes. 

Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Hkndrickson,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Cask.  88  votes. 

Mr.  Durr.  88  votes. 

Mr.  Cooper.  83  votes. 

Mr.  Russkll,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Byrd,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Kktauvkr,  88  votes. 

Mr.  Hunt.  88  votes. 

Mr.  Stknnis.  08  votes. 

Mr.  Symington,  86  votes. 

Mr.  Morse,  7  votes. 

Not  voting — 8:  Byrd.  Douglas.  Durr,  East- 
land, Ellkndxr.  Fulbright,  McClkllan, 
Symington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
sults speak  for  themselves.  The  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  is  so  consti- 
tuted. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wish  to 
press  his  motion  with  respect  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  make  my  own 
announcement.  Mr.  President. 

I  am  willing  to  take  judicial  notice 
that  if  we  were  to  proceed  to  ballot  on 
the  same  motion  with  respect  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
the  result  would  be  either  Identical  or 
so  close  to  the  same  result  that  In  my 
judgment  it  would  be  a  waste  of  the  time 
of  the  Senate  for  me  to  press  such  a 
motion.    Therefore  I  shall  not  do  so. 

I  wish  to  say  to  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate  that  I  accept,  with  good  grace, 
the  decision  which  has  just  been  ren- 
dered. The  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
have  to  hve  with  the  precedent  they  have 
established  with  respect  to  the  status  of 
minority  parties  in  the  Senate  in  the 
future,  when  a  minority  party  Ls  a  party 
other  than  one  of  the  two  parties  to 
which  we  refer  as  the  major  parties. 

Let  me  say  to  my  good  friend  from 
Ohio,  the  majority  leader  fMr.  Taft], 
that  I  think,  if  he  agrees  with  the  par- 
liamentary point  that  I  now  raise,  that 
it  would  be  very  appropriate  If  a  recom- 
mendation were  made  to  the  Senate  In 
regard  to  the  assignment  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  to  committees.  I 
respectfully  submit  that  the  report  pend- 
ing at  the  desk,  which  does  not  specifi- 
cally assign  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon to  committees,  is  technically  out  of 
order. 

I  have  no  intention  or  desire  to  raise 
any  technical  point.  I  respectfully  sug- 
gest that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  in 
behalf  of  the  Senate,  make  an  assign- 
ment, because  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  wise  to  leave  the  record  In  a  situa- 
tion In  which,  shaU  we  say.  a  sort  of 
garbage  can  principle  is  applied,  the 
principle  that  the  minority  takes  what 

Is  left. 

I  shall  always  discuss  thes<;  matters 
above  the  level  of  personalities.  Irre- 
spective of  the  persons  involved.  I  re- 
spectfully suggest  that  assignments  to 
committees  should  be  positive,  and  not 
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neerative.  Therefore  I  suggest  to  my 
good  friend  f nun  Ohio,  not  In  his  capac- 
ity as  the  leader  of  a  caucus,  but  in  his 
capacity  as  majority  leader  In  the  Sen- 
ate, that  he  place  in  nomination  the 
Junior  SenatOT  from  Oregon  for  assign- 
ment to  such  committees  as  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  thinks,  under  the  parliamen- 
tary circumstances  in  which  he  finds 
himself,  are  most  apprcnnriate  for  the 
Junior  Senattw  from  Oregon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Win  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  kindly  withhold 
that  suggestion  vmtil  the  membership  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare is  agreed  to? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  was  only  making  a 
s\iggestion.  The  Chair  misunderstood 
me  if  he  thought  I  was  pressing  it  as  of 
this  moment. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  In  what 
capacity  I  do  not  know,  but  as  a  Senator 
from  Ohio  I  submit  the  name  of  Watni 
MoKSK  to  be  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  and  also  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  membership  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  and 
the  Committee  on  PubUc  Works 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  after  sub- 
mitting that  name  I  wish  to  follow 
through  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  the  names  of  members  of  the 
three  committees,  namely,  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
and  the  Committee  on  Public  Work^  be 
now  approved  by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  MORSK  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  be 
very  brief — I  wish  the  Record  to  show 
that  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  parlia- 
mentary procedure  of  considering  the 
nominations  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio.  I  shall  vote  against  the  nomina- 
tions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  on  this  question 
I  feel  that  we  should  accept  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
Earlier  this  afternoon  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  submitted  two  resolutions  to  in- 
crease the  size  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare.  A  point  of  order 
wsis  made,  and  those  resolutions  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  agree  with  me  or  not, 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  until  a  report 
has  been  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  and  the  Sen- 
ate has  an  opportunity  to  consider  the 
question  of  increasing  the  size  of  those 
committees  so  as  to  include  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon,  we  should 
not  dispose  of  the  two  committee  as- 
signments of  the  Senator  at  this  moment. 
unless  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wishes 
that  to  be  done.  I  still  very  much  hope 
that  the  resolutions  will  prevail.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  just,  fair,  and  entirely  in 
accordance  with  the  traditions  of  our 
covmtry  and  of  Congress.    Therefore  I 


should  like  to  have  the  two  resolutions 
brought  before  the  Senate  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  there  objection  to  my 
unanimous-consent  request? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  reserves  his  right 
to  object. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre- 
ciate the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York.  I  wish  to  make  my  position 
clear  on  the  parliamentary  situation.  I 
do  object  to  being  assigned  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
However,  the  Senate  can  vote  to  assign 
me  to  those  committees,  even  though  I 
shall  vote  against  such  assignment.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  I  do  have  pending 
before  the  Senate  a  motion  that  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
be  enlarged  by  adding  one  member  of 
the  majority  to  each  of  the  committees, 
plus  adding  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon to  such  committees,  which  has  been 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration.  I  would  suggest  that  I 
not  be  assigned  to  any  committee  this 
afternoon.  If  it  will  make  it  helpful  to 
my  colleagues  I  shall  make  the  request 
as  a  personal  point  of  privilege  that  I 
not  be  assigned  to  any  committee  by  the 
Senate  this  afternoon. 

I  have  checked  the  rule  and  I  do  not 
see  anything  in  the  rule  which  would 
prevent  a  Member  of  the  Senate  from 
requesting  that  he  not  be  assigned  to  a 
committee  and  the  Senate's  abiding  by 
that  request  until  such  time  as  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  can 
consider  the  question  of  whether  there 
is  merit,  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
contends  there  is  merit,  in  his  motion, 
that  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare  be  enlarged. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  object  to  the  unan- 
imous-conisent  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI? 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  unanimous-con- 
sent request  is  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  be  assigned  to  the  two  commit- 
tees mentioned  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  he  does  object. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  distinctly 
understood  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to 
ask  that  he  be  assigned  to  those  commit- 
tees. That  is  the  only  reason  why  I 
submitted  his  name  for  assignment  to 
the  committees.  I  now  withdraw  the 
submission  of  his  name  for  assignment 
to  those  committees. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  rule  re- 
quires that  every  Senator  shall  serve  on 
two  committees.  I  do  not  object  to  tem- 
porarily postponing  the  assignment  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  in  accordance 
with  his  request,  but  I  beheve  it  ought 
to  be  clearly  understood  by  the  Senate 
that  the  rules  of  the  Senate  provide  that 
each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two  commit- 
tees. I  believe  that  if  a  Senator  is  as- 
signed to  a  committee  he  must  serve  on 
such  committee. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  could  go  ahead 
this  afternoon  and  set  up  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  and  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Colvunbia,  with  a  vacancy 


on  each  of  them.  That  procedure  has 
been  followed  before.  I  see  no  reason 
why  it  cannot  be  done  today. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  coaisent 
that  all  Senators  whose  names  have 
been  submitted  for  membership  on  the 
three  committees  be  assigned  to  those 
three  committees. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  the  only  point 
that  bothers  me  about  this  procedure  is 
that  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon earlier  to  suggest  that  Ills  assign- 
ment to  committees  be  made  by  the  Sen- 
ate, which  I  believe  is  entirely  proper 
procedure.  Such  assignment  should  be 
made  by  the  Senate.  However,  the  Re- 
organization Act  states  very  clearly  that 
each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two  commit- 
tees. The  rights  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  in  the  event  the  rule  should  be 
changed,  if  the  Senate  should  so  deter- 
mine, would  in  no  way  be  jeopardized 
by  his  serving  on  two  committees,  as  re- 
quired by  law. 

However,  I  must  strenuously  object  to 
what  in  effect  would  be  a  waiver  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  by  having  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Oregon  not  assigned  to  two 
committees,  as  required  by  law. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  merely  made  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  assignment  should  be 
postponed,  at  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  I  do  not  want  to  insist 
on  it.  I  do  not  believe  there  would  be 
involved  any  violation  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  by  not  making  the  assignment 
today.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from 
California  should  press  his  point  If  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  wants  to  delay 
action. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  desire  to  assure  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  I  never  wish  to 
have  any  misuriderstanding  between  us. 
without  its  being  cleared  up  immediately, 
with  respect  to  the  accuracy  of  a  state- 
ment by  me  to  him  or  by  him  to  me.  I 
believe  he  will  find,  if  he  checks  the 
Record,  that  I  did  not  ask  him  to  assign 
me  to  those  two  committees.  I  made  the 
broad  suggestion  in  good  faith  that  I  be- 
lieve the  report  in  its  present  form  need- 
ed to  be  corrected  so  that  it  will  contain 
an  assignment  of  me  by  the  Senate  to 
two  committees.  Such  action  would  then 
give  me  the  opportunity  of  making  the 
point  that  I  have  made,  namely,  that  I 
wish  to  have  the  matter  postponed  until 
further  consideration  and  reflection  can 
be  given  to  it  by  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate  in  connection  with  the  motion 
which  will  be  before  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

It  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  so  long  as  there  is  a  possibility  that 
the  Senate  might  follow  a  different 
course  of  action  than  the  one  it  took  this 
afternoon— and  I  believe  it  is  a  remote 
possibility,  although  I  am  a  very  hopeful 
fellow— and  until  there  is  finally  settled 
the  decision  on  the  motion  which  I  have 
pending,  final  action  on  my  committee 
assignments  should  not  be  taken. 

I  beheve  the  Senator  from  Ohio  Is 
right  in  his  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
California.  All  I  am  asking  for  parlia- 
mentarily  is  a  postponement  of  the  as- 
signments as  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  in  his  capacity  as  a  Senator. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  it  should 
be  pointed  out  in  that  connection  that 
the  problem  would  not  be  solved  merely 


by  adding  two  Members  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  and  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare.  Such 
action  would  leave  us  In  a  situation  where 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works  would 
have  assigned  to  it  10  Members — 5  Re- 
publicans and  5  Democrats.  The  same 
.situation  would  hold  with  respect  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Pour  Republicans  and  four  Democrats 
would  serve  on  that  committee.  In  other 
words,  we  would  leave  those  committees 
with  an  even  number  of  majority  and 
minority  Members.  If  we  are  to  change 
the  set-up  and  preserve  majority  con- 
trol, we  must  add  more  than  one  Member 
from  each  side. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  not 
my  purpKJse  to  participate  in  the  discus- 
sion between  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  as  to  what 
.seems  to  them  to  be  the  parliamentary 
situation.  I  wish  briefly  to  state  that  I 
resent  the  idea  that  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  is  not  a  fine  committee  of 
this  body.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  the 
only  committee  which  is  nonpolitical. 
It  is  the  only  committee  that  takes  care 
of  floods  in  Republican  Kansas,  as  it 
takes  care  of  floods  in  Democratic  Mis- 
sissippi. Irrespective  of  personnel,  either 
Republican  or  Democratic,  that  commit- 
tee takes  care  of  mud  in  Missouri 
irrespective  of  politics,  as  it  takes  care  of 
mud  somewhere  in  Florida. 

I  am  leaving  that  committee  as  chair- 
man. We  have  had  13  members  on  it. 
According  to  my  recollection  the  mem- 
bership has  been  reduced  to  11.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Mar- 
tin) will  be  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. Not  once,  when  it  came  to  a 
question  of  flood  control,  a  question  of 
building  roads,  a  question  of  navigation, 
or  a  question  of  rivers  and  harbors,  did 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Martin  J .  the  former  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. Mr.  Cain,  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  DworshakI,  the  Senator 
from  South  Etekota  [Mr.  CaseI,  or  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  in- 
terfere in  any  way  whatever  from  a  po- 
litical standpoint.  There  was  not  any 
time  either  when  the  Democratic  ma- 
jority acted  purely  on  political  grounds. 
Mr.  I*re.sident.  if  we  wish  to  keep  the 
committee  out  of  politics  let  us  vote  for  a 
Republican  committee  under  the  able 
chairmanship  of  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
.sylvania  IMr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
stated  earlier  in  the  debate,  many  of  us 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  would  have  liked 
to  have  voted  to  place  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  on  the  two 
committees  on  which  he  formerly  served. 
However  the  parliamentary  situation  be- 
came such  that  it  was  almost  impKJSsible 
for  me  to  vote  affirmatively  for  my  good 
friend  the  Senator  from  Oregon  without 
also  voting  against  a  Senator  whom  the 
Republican  caucus  had  placed  on  the 
conunittee.  I  do  not  want  yet  to  put  my- 
self in  that  position.  I  may  not  agree 
with  the  Republican  caucus;  but  it  is 
their  caucus,  and  they  have  a  right  to  do 
what  they  wish  there. 

I  thought  the  solution  of  this  problem 
would  be  the  addition  of  new  members 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  and 


the  Committee   on  Labor   and  Public 
Welfare. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  sub- 
mitted a  resolution,  and  it  has  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration.  I  hope  speedy  action 
will  be  taken  by  the  committee  on  the 
resolution.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  I  will  vote  for  it. 

At  this  time,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  I  wish  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  name  appear 
on  the  resolution,  as  one  of  its  sjxmsors, 
when  the  resolution  comes  before  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. I  now  ask  such  unanimous  consent. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
the  same  unanimous  consent,  namely, 
that  I  be  permitted  to  have  my  name  in- 
cluded as  one  of  the  sponsors  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  been  trying  to  discover,  in  conver- 
sation with  some  of  my  colleagues,  what 
we  might  do  to  assure  rather  speedy  ac- 
tion by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  one  way  or  another  on 
the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon. I  would  not  suggest  what  kind  of 
action  the  committee  take;  but  once  a 
resolution  is  referred  to  a  committee,  it 
may.  for  some  reason  or  other,  find  it- 
self in  somewhat  difficult  straits  in  re- 
gard to  finding  its  way  out  of  committee. 
Therefore,  with  all  due  respect  to  the 
precedents  of  this  body,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  Instruct  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  to  report  not  later 
than  Thursday  the  resolution  now  before 
it,  as  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  (Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  Is  not  in 
order  at  the  moment,  because  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  pending,  namely,  that 
he  not  be  assigned  to  any  committee. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  believe  the  re- 
quest was  a  matter  of  personal  privilege 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  namely, 
that  he  not  be  assigned  to  any  commit- 
tee at  this  time.  It  wa5  predicated  upon 
the  resolution  to  which  I  now  refer, 
namely,  the  resolution  which  would  In- 
crease the  size  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

It  Is  my  belief  that  we  wish  to  expedite 
action  on  this  matter.  I  strongly  feel 
that  in  view  of  the  outstanding  service 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  In  this  body, 
he  should  be  placed  on  these  two  com- 
mittees. 

I  found  myself  in  exactly  the  same 
predicament  In  which  the  Senator  from 
Washington  (Mr.  MAcmrsoN]  found 
himself,  and  It  was  not  easy  for  me  to 
vote  in  favor  of  the  committee  assign- 
ments as  proposed  by  tlie  caucus.  I  wish 
the  Senate  at  least  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  an  honest  determination 
as  to  whether  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
shall  be  privileged,  as  a  member  of  the 


minority  party — as  he  has  made  per- 
fectly clear — to  participate  as  a  member 
of  the  committees  upon  which  he  feels, 
in  view  of  the  precedents  of  the  Senate, 
he  has  a  right  to  serve.  He  has  been  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee and  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Today  we  have  honored  the  precedents 
of  the  Senate  in  the  case  of  the  majority 
and  the  minority  parties.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  made  his  case  for  his 
right  as  an  Independent  Senator  to  sit 
on  two  committees 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  when  there 
Is  no  other  business  before  the  Senate — 
for  there  was  no  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  his 
committee  assignments  be  held  in  abey- 
ance— I  shall  move  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  be  in- 
structed by  the  Senate,  as  has  been  done 
by  the  Senate  in  the  case  of  viUil  legis- 
lative proposals,  to  report  the  resolutions 
not  later  than  Thursday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
still  insists  that  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  must  be  disposed  of  be- 
fore any  other  matter  is  considered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  sug- 
gest that  what  is  before  the  Senate  at 
the  moment  Is  the  appointment  of  mem- 
bers of  committees. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  held  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Mlrmesota  Is  not  In  order.  How- 
ever, the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  re- 
quested that  he  not  be  assigned  to  com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Chair  has  misunderstood  me.  I  only  ob- 
jected to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  that  the  appointments  to  the  two 
committees  be  made  as  nominated  or 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  I 
said  that  I  would  object  to  that  request 
imless  there  could  be  an  understanding 
as  to  the  postponement  of  my  assign- 
ment to  committees. 

Mr.  TAFT.  And  I  have  so  agreed,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  now  modify  my 
request  for  unanimous  consent,  by  ask- 
ing unanimous  consent  that  the  assign- 
ments to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  be  made  as  submitted  by 
the  majority  and  minority. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  in- 
quire whether  that  request  may  be 
amended  by  adding  a  provision  regarding 
action  by  the  Rules  and  Administration 
Committee  on  the  resolution  now  before 
It,  namely,  that  pertaining  to  the  assign- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the 
Committee  en  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
I  think  such  a  provision  is  germane. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  object  to  my  request  for 
unanimous  consent?  My  request  is  not 
a  modification.  Unless  the  13  proposed 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  are  appointed  by  unani- 
mous consent  to  the  conmruttee,  we  shall 
have  to  proceed  to  elect  them.  Do  we 
have  to  elect  them?  That  is  what  I  wish 
to  ascertain. 
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Already  we  have  confirmed  the  pro- 
posed appointments  to  11  committees. 
We  took  that  action  by  unanimous  con« 
sent.  Now  I  am  suggesting  the  same 
procedure  in  the  present  case,  il  there  Is 
no  objection. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  point  is 
whether  it  will  be  in  order  to  modify  the 
unanimous-consent  request  by  providing 
that  the  Ccxnmlttee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration be  required  to  report  not 
later  than  Thursday  the  resolution  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  per- 
taining to  his  appointment  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  would 
not  be  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  proposed  as- 
signments of  Members  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  as  submit- 
ted.   Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  information. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  Has  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  been  named? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
supposes  that  has  been  Included  in  the 
order  which  was  submitted. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Yes;  It  Includes  both  the 
chairman  and  all  the  other  members  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not 
objecting  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest, other  than  its  present  form.  I 
believe  the  matter  would  be  solved  If  we 
proceeded  with  an  oral  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  we  shall  elect  the  pro- 
posed members. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  take  It  that  that  Is  an 
objection  to  my  request.  Mr.  President. 

I  then  move  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Sioth]  be  elected  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  now 
move  that  there  be  elected  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  the 
following  12  additional  members:  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  TArrJ,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  [Mr.  Ahqkn],  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivks],  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Pttr- 
TELL],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
BAbRSTT],  the  Senator  from  Arizona  LMr. 
GoLDWATxa] .  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  MuRRAT].  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Hn.L] ,  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  NbklyI,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas  1.  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lkhman],  and  the  Sen- 
ator   from    Massachusetts    [Mr.   Ken- 

NXOTl. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  now  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  eight  mem- 
bers nominated  or  proposed  for  mem- 
bership on  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  submitted  by  the  ma- 
jority and  the  minority,  be  elected  to 
that  committee,  leaving  one  vacancy. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  although  I 
shall  not  press  my  point  at  this  time, 
let  mc  say  that  I  think  unless  the  period 
during  which  there  will  be  a  vacancy 
on  the  committee  is  to  be  a  relatively 
short  one,  we  should  not  in  effect  amend 
the  La  FoUette-Monroney  Act  by  not 
assigning  every  Senator  to  two  commit- 
tees. If  the  action  proposed  to  be  taken 
is  to  be  taken  by  unanimous  consent. 
as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  so  that  this  matter  may 
be  held  in  abeyance  for  only  a  few  days, 
I  shall  not  interpose  objection. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  were  to  let 
such  an  arrangement  continue  for  an 
extended  period  of  time,  in  my  judg- 
ment that  would  constitute  a  violation 
of  the  Reorganization  Act.  Certainly 
the  Senate  should  not  proceed  to  amend 
that  act  in  such  a  manner. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  that  the  eight 
Senators  prop>osed  for  appointment  be 
elected  members  of  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  in  this  case  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  has  yet  been 
elected. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  unanimous-consent 
request  covers  both  the  chairman  and 
all  other  members  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  in  the 
case  of  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  10  Senators 
whose  names  were  submitted  as  pro- 
posed members  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  be  now  appointed  to  that 
committee,  leaving  one  vacancy  on  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
request  include  the  chairman  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Yes;  it  Includes  the  chair- 
man. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  We  have 
Just  voted  for  the  membership  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. Is  that  committee  so  constituted 
at  this  time  that  I  can  call  a  meeting 
to  organize  the  committee,  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  request  which  was  sent 
to  me,  namely,  to  imve  an  early  meet- 
ing to  consider  the  nomination  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  can  call  a  meeting  of 
the  committee  at  any  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  was  not 
clear,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  were 
awaiting  action  on  the  Morse  resolution, 
and  the  committee  was  held  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No;  that 
would  not  affect  the  power  or  right  of 


the  committee  chairman  to  call  the  com- 
mittee together. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  Join  as  a  sponsor  of  the  reso- 
lution submitted  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  today. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  the  resolution  is  open  for  the  en- 
dorsement of  any  colleague  who  wants 
to  join  with  me  in  this  cause. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Unanimous 
consent  is  required  for  any  Senator  to 
add  his  name  to  a  bill  or  resolution  that 
has  been  introduced  or  submitted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  wishes  to  join  in  the 
endorsement  of  that  resolution  be  al- 
lowed to  do  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection?   The  Chair  hears  none. 


PROPOSED  INCREASE  IN  COMPEN- 
SATION  OP  MEMBERS  OF  THB 
LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 

Mr.  W ATKINS.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  large  unioi^  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  has  come  out  in 
support  of  pay  raises  for  Members  of  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  United  States 
Government.  I  request  unanimous  con- 
sent to  Insert  at  this  point  in  the  body 
of  the  RicoRc  a  signed  editorial  from  the 
current  issue  of  the  Government  Stand- 
ard. The  Government  Standard  is  the 
voice  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Goverrunent  Employees,  an  American 
Federation  of  Labor  af&liate  with  some 
100.000  members  in  all  States  and  Terri- 
tories. The  editorial  is  signed  by  James 
A.  Campbell,  president  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Government  Employees. 

It  is  significant  that  a  labor  union 
should  be  one  of  the  first  to  come  out 
urging  salary  increases  for  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricorb, 
as  follows: 

SoMrrHiNo  To  Thikk  Aboct 
Do  you  know  that  United  8tat«a  Scnaton 
and  United  States  Congreaamen  r«celTe  a 
salary  of  only  $12,500  a  year?  Do  you  rcallae 
that  this  meager  salary  ia  a  dlagrace  when 
you  pUce  the  duties  and  reaponalbllltiea  of 
a  Senator  and  Congressman  alongside  of  hU 
salary? 

Here  we  have  the  richest  and  strongeat 
nation  In  the  world,  yet  we  pay  our  Con- 
gressmen and  Senators  so  little  when  com- 
pared to  others  that  It  la  a  wonder  that 
so  many  sincere,  conscientious,  and  loyal 
citizens  are  willing  to  stand  the  trials  and 
tribulations  of  political  campaigns  to  aerre 
people  so  faithfully. 

It's  time  to  recognize  that  the  servant  of 
the  people  Is  worthy  of  hla  hire.  Moat  Con- 
gressmen and  Senators  have  to  maintain 
two  homes,  one  here  In  the  expensive  Na- 
tion's Capital,  and  one  in  hla  home  State. 
The  very  nature  of  hia  position  makea  it 
necessary  for  him  to  meet  more  than  the 
ordinary  social  obllgatlona  to  keep  up  polit- 
ical contacts.  This  at  times  la  rather  ex- 
pensive and  Is  a  real  hardship  to  those  who 
do  not  have  outside  Income.  Yea;  they 
receive  allowances  for  office  staff,  etc..  but 
these  allowances  are  used  In  the  Interest  of 


the  people  they  reprwnt.  not  for  perKMUl 
expenses  of  tbm  Oongrassmcn  wad  Otatm.%m, 

We  czpsct  our  Ousigiasaiiisii  and  Bmamtan 
to  bscoaas  sBipsit*  In  ttM  many  pbamm  of 
Goremment  and  lU  operatkA  ao  that  tbay 
can  intelUgenUj  lafUUta  In  tlia  tntanat  of 
the  NaUon  and  tb*  paopic. 

ThoM  ramiflcatlons  of  Oovemment  In- 
clude foreign  relations  and  poUcy,  Internal 
mecvaixj.  atomic  power,  taxation,  crime,  and 
many  other  phases  of  governmental  opera- 
tion. Moet  Ooncreesmren  and  Senators 
spend  hours  and  hours  of  study  to  famlllar- 
i2»  themselvea  with  the  problems  faclnc 
ihcm  in  alnoerely  performing  their  duties 
to  the  people  and  the  Nation. 

It  would  seem  that  the  least  we  could  do 
Is  to  demand  that  they  estabtlah  a  wage 
commensurate  with  their  aenrlces  to  the 
prople.  We.  In  the  American  Federation  of 
Government  Employees,  believe  In  the  doc- 
u-me  that  the  laborer  Is  worth  his  hire. 

We  are  well  aware  of  the  reluctance  of 
the  Members  of  the  Congress  to  take  the 
inlUatlve  on  this  subject  because  of  the  risk 
of  unjustified  crlUclsm.  We  believe  there- 
fore that  pubUc  sentiment  should  be  aroused 
to  this  need. 

In  reaUty  these  public  servanto  are  em- 
ployees of  the  people  and  their  employers 
should  be  made  aware  of  the  conditions  In- 
herent In  their  employment  which  make 
higher  pay.  commensurate  with  their  serv- 
ices, mandatory.  

Election  to  Congress  ought  to  represent 
an  honored  opportunity  to  serve  rather  than 
a  problem  how  to  get  by. 

We  know  about  this  because  we  have 
talked  to  those  who  did  not  sUy  beyond 
one  term  because  of  the  pay  as  well  as  to 
those  who  stay  and  supplement  their  Income 
by  writing  and  speech  making  and  other 
pursuits. 

As  matters  stand,  we  are  trying  to  run  the 
world's  biggest  business  on  shoestring  sala- 
ries. We  believe  that  it  la  Juat  pure  hard 
common  sense  to  pay  a  salary  sufBclently 
large  and  In  line  with  the  responsibilities 
in  order  that  good  qualified  men  wlU  con- 
tinue to  seek  public  office.  What  is  your 
opinion?  We  would  like  very  much  to  have 
yuur  Ideas  on  this  subject. 

We  suggest,  make  It  $20,000  a  year. 
Jamks  a.  Campbklx. 
National  Pretident,  AFGS. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  request  further 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec- 
ord a  front-iiage  news  item  which  ap- 
peared in  the  same  issue  of  the  Govern- 
ment Standard.  This  story  was  written 
by  Hal  Miller,  a  capable  and  experienced 
newspaperman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  item  wm 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro.  as 
follows: 

TWZMTT-THOUSAND-DOLUUt  SaLABT  FOI  MZM- 

BEXs  or  CoNGsxaa  Pxoposed  to  Improve  Lko- 
ISLATIVK     WOaX — iNCSZAaS    Advocatid    roB 

SOLONS 

(By  Hal  UlUer) 

The  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees  favors  a  pay  raise  for  Members  of 
Congress,  to  st  least  $20,000  per  annum. 

Cong-esslonal  salaries  are  completely  out 
of  line  with  salary  rates  in  private  Industry 
for  positions  of  similar  prestige  and  respon- 
sibility. In  fact,  congressional  salary  rates 
are  thoroughly  out  of  line  with  rates  In  the 
executive  and  judicial  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment Itself. 

IT'S  TAXWa,  TOO 

A  United  States  Senator  now  receives 
$12,500  per  annum  plus  an  expense  allowance 
of  $2,500.  The  $12,600  salary  U  taxed  exactly 
as  is  the  personal  Income  of  any  other  Gov- 
ernment employee  or  citizen.  So  much  of 
the  $2,600  expense  allowance  Item  as  Is  not 


actuaUy  used  in  expcDsea  la  likewise  taxable 
■■  peisoiial  Income. 

It  la.  of  oourae.  «itlrtfy  proper  that  aena- 
tartal  and  oongreaalonal  nlartes  sboold  be 
subject  to  regular  taxation,  tbe  same  as  any 
otter  IndlvlduaL  Mo  qiedal  treatment 
ahould  be  given  for  any  Individual  or  group 
In  this  country. 

iwawti  THOoaawB  anujiM  common 

Salaries  of  $26,000  are  plentiful.  If  not  ac- 
tually conunonplace  In  American  Industry 
today.  In  fact,  such  salaries  are  not  un- 
known In  our  own  labor  organlxatlona. 

The  Eighty-first  Congress  In  Public  Law 
359  propoeed  establishment  of  $32,500  as  the 
basic  annual  rate  of  compensation  for  the 
heads  of  the  various  executive  departmenta, 
$20,000  for  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense. 
and  $18,000  for  the  sub-Cabinet  positions  of 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
and  Secretary  of  the  Air  Faroe.  Necessary 
expenses  for  travel  and  subsistence  In  con- 
nection with  the  performance  of  ofOdal  busi- 
ness wei«  also  provided  for  these  officials. 

That  same  law  authorised  $20,000  for  each 
at  two  Presidential  administrative  asslstanta 
and  for  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Council.  Two  other  White 
House  secretaries  were  authorised  salaries  of 
$20,000,  three  more  at  $18,000,  and  seven  at 
$15.0CO. 

nXSD  BASIC  FAT 

Public  Law  350  fixed  the  basic  compen- 
sation of  Under  Secretaries  of  the  various 
departments,  the  Deputy  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, the  Solicitor  General,  the  Comptroller 
General,  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  the  Chairman  of  the  National  Se- 
curity Resources  Board,  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator,  the  Admlnlatrator  of  Veter- 
ans' Affairs,  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services,  and  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Administrator  at  $17,500  per  annum. 

The  basic  rate  of  compenaatlon  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Munitions  Board  and  a  long 
list  of  officials  at  the  head  of  various  other 
Government  agencies  was  fixed  at  $16,000. 
Assistant  heada  of  a  long  list  of  Federal 
agencies  and  a  number  of  other  positions.  In- 
cluding the  Governors  of  the  various  Terrl- 
Uwies  and  possessions,  were  set  at  $15,000. 

THKT    TOP   OONOaKSS 

The  positions  referred  to  above  carry  rates 
of  compensation  equal  to  and  In  excess  of 
Senators  and  Congressmen. 

It  Is  Important  to  note  In  this  connection 
that  they  are  appointive  officials  and  as  such 
are  not  required  to  bear  certain  election  ex- 
penses nor  are  they  subject  to  the  demands 
of  the  constituents  whose  entertainment  Is 
a  matter  of  "must"  for  persons  holding  elec- 
toral office. 

In  1951  the  Congress  authorized  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  so-caUed  super  grades  In 
clvU  service.  These  grades  are  GS-16.  17, 
and  18  and  carrying  starting  salaries  of  $12,- 
000.  $13,000,  and  $14,000  respectively.  Al- 
though It  was  contemplated  at  the  time  the 
act  was  passed  there  would  be  only  400  such 
Jobs,  a  number  of  special  authorisations  have 
been  accomplished  and  It  Is  estimated  that 
-  throughout  the  Government  there  are  ap- 
proximately 1,500  now  In  existence.  The 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  Is  reported  to 
have  no  less  than  130  such  positions  In  that 
agency  alone.  These  jobs  are  In  the  execu- 
tive civilian  service  and  the  Inctunbents  have 
no  campaign  expenses  and  are  not  up  for 
reelection  every  few  years. 

BKASB  TOPS  COWQXXSS 

The  high  "brass"  In  the  Armed  Porcee  also 
receive  salaries  and  exi>ensee  which  far  ex- 
ceed that  of  Senators  and  Congressmen  and 
even  that  of  Cabinet  officers  who  are  their 
superiors. 

It  Is  past  time  for  a  practical  examination 
of  salaries  and  expenses  of  those  In  the  legis- 
lative branch  and  the  American  Federation 
of  Government  Employees  Is  wholeheartedly 


In  f aver  of  Senators  and  Congressmen  pawing 
the  neceasary  leglslatlan  to  rmlae  thetr  sala- 
ries and  expcnsee  to  an  adequate  level  and 
the  proTlsloxu  of  PubUc  Law  850  are  not  too 
high. 


LEADERSHIP  CX>NFERENCE  ON  CIVIL 
RIGHTS— STATEMENT  OP  WALTER 

WHTra 

Mr.  L£HMAN.  Mr.  President,  last 
Wednesday,  at  the  conclusiOD  of  the  vote 
on  the  Anderson  motion.  Mr.  Walter 
White,  executive  secretary  of  the 
NAACP.  issued  a  statement  on  behalf  of 
the  54  national  organisations  supporting 
the  Leadership  Conference  on  Civil 
Rights,  of  which  he  is  the  chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
statement  printed  in  the  body  of  the 

RSCORO. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoKD.  as  follows: 

We  want  a  rules  change  that  will  estabtlah 
majority  rule  In  the  United  States  Senate 
and  open  the  way  for  enactment  of  PBPO 
with  uniform  court  enforrement  powers  and 
other  vital  dvU-rlghts  bills.  This  would 
have  been  made  possible  If  the  Anderson 
motion  had  prevailed. 

This  has  been  a  brief  but  historic  debate. 
It  demonstrates  th«  determination  of  Sena- 
tors of  both  panies  and  Senstor  Moa^vx.  Inde- 
pendent, to  assert  and  exercise  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  the  Senate  to  determine  the 
rules  of  Its  proceedings. 

This  Is  not  a  mere  procedural  question. 
Control  of  procedure  means  control  of  sub- 
stance. 

As  a  result  of  the  debate  on  this  Ispue, 
the  American  people  have  a  keener  realisa- 
tion of  how  the  i»'ocedural  matter  of  Senate 
rules  kills  legislation  they  need  and  want. 

The  54  national  organisations  supporting 
the  Leadership  Conference  on  ClvU  Rights 
and  composed  of  members  of  the  three  major 
religious  groups,  the  major  labor  orguulsa- 
tlons  veterans,  and  other  groups  will  con- 
tinue to  bring  home  to  their  members  and 
to  the  American  people  generally,  the  traglo 
and  dangerous  cost  In  legislation  and  In  our 
standing  In  the  world  of  the  filibuster  road 
block  against  majority  rule. 

In  opposing  the  Anderson  motion,  the  Re- 
publican leadership  in  the  Senate  pledged 
Itself  (1)  to  enact  PKPO  and  other  clvll- 
rights  legislation,  (2)  to  obtain  the  M  votes 
necessary  for  cloture  under  rule  22,  (3)  to 
make  revision  of  rule  22  the  first  order  of 
business  In  the  Rules  Committee  of  the 
Senate. 

The  country  wlU  now  look  to  the  Republi- 
can Party  to  make  good  on  these  pledges. 

On  behalf  of  the  organlxatlons  supporting 
the  Leadership  Conference  on  ClvU  Rights, 
we  express  our  heartfelt  appreciation  to  all 
those  Senators  who  joined  In  support  of  the 
Anderson  motion. 

They  have  done  much  to  make  clear  to 
the  American  i>eople  the  fact  that  the  Senate 
will  continue  to  operate  under  the  ever- 
present  threat  of  veto  by  filibuster. 

The  effort  to  eetablUh  majority  rule  will 
continue  untU  the  fight  Is  won. 


ANNOUNCEB4ENT  AS  TO  RECESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate.  I  desire  to  say 
that  when  the  Senate  concludes  its  work 
today,  I  shall  propose  that  it  take  a  recess 
until  Friday  of  this  week,  and  then  from 
Friday  to  Tuesday  of  Ofext 
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HOUDAT  FOR  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
Introduce  a  Joint  resolution  making  Jan- 
uary 20.  1953.  a  holiday  for  Federal  em- 
ployees, field  service  postal  employees, 
and  employees  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia In  the  metropolitan  area  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  Joint  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  joint  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived. 

The  Joint  resolution  (5.  J.  Res.  20) 
making  January  20.  1953,  a  holiday  for 
Federal  employees,  field  service  postal 
employees,  and  employees  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  in  the  metropolitan  area  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  was  read  the 
first  time  by  its  title  and  the  second  time 
at  length,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  several  executive 
departments,  independent  establishments, 
and  other  governmental  agencies  of  the 
United  States.  Including  the  legislative  and 
Judicial  branches,  and  of  the  District  or 
Ooliimbla.  In  the  metropolitan  area  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  closed  all  day 
on  Tuesday,  January  ao.  1953.  Inauguration 
Day.  All  employees  of  such  departments, 
establishments,  and  agencies  and  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  in  such  area,  except  those 
who  may  for  special  public  reasons  be  re- 
quired to  be  on  duty  on  such  day  by  the 
heads  of  their  respective  departments,  estab- 
lishments, or  agencies,  shall  be  excused  from 
duty  on  tQat  day;  and  such  day  shall  be  con- 
sidered  a  holiday  for  the  purpose  of  all  stat- 
utes relating  to  the  compensation  and  leave 
of  employees  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  employed  in  such  area. 
F(Mr  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the  term 
"metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bU"  shall  include,  in  addition  to  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Montgomery  and  Prince 
Georges  Counties.  Md.;  Arlington  and  Fairfax 
Counties.  Va.;  and  the  cities  of  Alexandria 
and  Falls  Church,  Va. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  Joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  res- 
olution was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


EMERGENCY  PUBLIC  HEALTH 
TRAINING  ACT  OF  1953 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  bill  to  be  known  as 
the  Emergency  Public  Health  Training 
Act  of  1953.  This  bill  provides  for  grants 
and  scholarships  in  postgraduate  educa- 
tion in  the  field  of  public  health.  The 
need  for  legislation  such  as  this  is  urgent 
and  it  is  my  hope  the  Senate  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committee  will  begin 
hearings  on  the  bill  and  on  the  whole 
problem  of  Federal  aid  to  medical  educa- 
tion in  the  very  near  future. 

The  bill  provides  for  direct  grants 
through  the  Public  Health  Service  to  all 
accredited  schools  of  public  health  on 
the  basis  of  their  enrollment  to  a  total 
not  exceeding  $1,000,000  for  each  of  the 
five  fiscal  years.  Further  grants  are  also 
provided  for  construction  needs  not  in 
excess  of  $1  million  a  year  and  for  an 
additional  simi  for  scholarships  not  to 
exceed  $250,000  per  year.  The  purpose 
of  the  bill  and  to  these  grants  is  to  make 
it  possible  to  continue  and  extend  the 


training  of  personnel  for  public  service 
in  the  field  of  public  health. 

There  are  today  10  accredited  schools 
in  the  United  States:  California.  Colum- 
bia, Harvard,  Johns  Hopkins,  Michigan, 
Minnesota.  North  Carolina.  Pittsburgh. 
Tulane.  and  Yale.  Six  of  these  schools 
are  supported  by  private  philanthropy 
and  four  by  the  taxpayers  oi  their 
States. 

I  have  had  a  series  of  discussions  with 
representatives  of  these  schools  of  public 
health.  It  is  their  feeling — and  I  agree 
in  that  feeling — that  the  training  of  per- 
sonnel to  protect  the  public  against  dis- 
ease is  an  essential  part  of  public  respon- 
sibility as  is  the  training  of  personnel 
for  the  military  forces  to  protect  our 
Nation  against  a  military  aggressor. 
The  request  of  the  schools  for  Federal 
assistance  to  help  support  and  expand 
their  facilities  and  to  aid  such  new 
schools  as  may  be  established  is  based 
on  the  recognition  that  our  Government 
has  a  responsibility  for  the  promotion  of 
such  training.  The  present  plan  for  sup- 
port of  our  public  health  institutions 
places  an  undue  burden  upon  six  pri- 
vately supported  institutions  and  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  four  States.  Since  our 
Nation  gains  from  the  training  which 
these  schools  afford,  it  is  desirable  to 
equalize  to  some  degree  the  financial 
cost  which  is  now  unevenly  distributed. 

The  evidence  is  clear  that  the  schools 
of  public  health  are  physically  over- 
crowded. Their  physical  plant  is  burst- 
ing at  the  seams.  The  sum  provided  in 
this  bill  is  a  small  fraction  of  what  is 
needed,  but  it  will  help  materially  to  pro- 
vide facilities. 

The  scholarship  section  of  this  bill, 
section  376,  is  most  desirable  although  it 
is  less  essential  than  the  grants  for  main- 
tenance and  construction. 

With  specific  regard  to  maintenance 
funds,  a  study  of  the  facts  makes  it  un- 
mistakably clear  that  a  number  of  the 
schools  of  public  health  are  faced  with 
the  prospect  of  having  to  curtail  or  dis- 
continue their  operation  unless  financial 
relief  can  be  found  for  them.  In  this 
critical  period  in  our  Nation's  history, 
our  Government  cannot  sit  back  and 
allow  this  to  happen. 

The  formula  for  assistance  submitted 
In  this  bill  is  the  product  of  careful  study 
by  the  schools  of  public  health  and  by 
other  experts  in  the  field.  It  differs  in 
some  re-spects  from  the  Federal  Aid  to 
Medical  Education  bill  of  the  Eighty-sec- 
ond Congress  which  I  was  proud  to  co- 
sponsor,  and  which  I  plan  again  to  sup- 
port. Instead  of  providing  a  lump  sum 
payment  of  $1,000  per  graduate  student 
plus  an  extra  $1,000  for  each  student  in 
excess  of  past  enrollment,  the  bill  which 
I  now  introduce  provides  for  grants  on 
the  basis  of  15  percent  of  basic  operating 
costs  of  graduate  instructions  plus  an  ad- 
ditional $500  for  each  full-time  student 
in  excess  of  average  past  enrollment. 
This  proposed  formula  was  arrived  at  on 
the  assumption  that  a  grant  based  on  a 
certain  fraction  of  the  total  operating 
cost  will  cover  a  unit  of  about  30  stu- 
dents regardless  of  the  size  of  the  school. 
In  addition,  we  all  agreed  that  the  larger 
the  student  body  the  greater  is  the  need 
for  additional  funds.  When  new  students 
arrive  in  a  school — and  the  need  is  great, 
so  we  mast  encourage  the  enrollment  of 


new  students — the  expansion  of  school 
facilities  is  necessary  and  hence  my  bill 
provides  for  a  bonus  clause  of  $500  for 
each  new  student. 

As  a  safeguard,  the  Emergency  Public 
Training  Act  of  1953  provides  that  the 
total  grant  to  each  school  may  not  ex- 
ceed 50  percent  of  the  basic  operating 
cost  of  the  school.  Furthermore,  the 
maximum  amount  spent  shall  not  exceed 
$1  million  n  year.  It  Ls  also  noteworthy 
that  we  determine  average  past  enroll- 
ment on  the  basis  of  a  sliding  scale  con- 
sidering preceding  fiscal  years  rather 
than  any  given  calendar  or  academic 
years. 

Finally,  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that 
in  introducing  this  Emergency  Public 
Health  Training  Act  of  1953  I  am  in  no 
way  minimizing  the  Importance  or  the 
desirability  of  enacting  an  omnibus  Fed- 
eral aid  to  medical  education  bill.  We 
have  tried  to  enact  such  legislation  for  a 
number  of  years  and  to  no  avail.  It  Is 
my  hope  that  some  future  Congress  may 
enact  the  bill.  We  cannot  wait  for  that 
period,  however.  The  time  to  act  In  the 
field  of  public  health  is  now.  It  Is  for 
that  reason  I  have  agreed  to  Introduce 
this  special  legislation  designed  to  cover 
the  public -health  phase  of  the  medical 
problem  on  its  own  merits. 

It  is  my  hope  that  this  legislation  will 
become  law  duiing  the  Eighty-third 
Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  <S.  461 »  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  provide  an  emer- 
gency 5 -year  program  of  grants  and 
scholarships  for  postgraduate  education 
in  the  field  of  pubhc  health,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey, was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
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PROPOSED  CIVIL-RIGHTS 
LEGISLATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  series  of  seven  bills 
and  a  concurrent  resolution  designed  to 
make  civil  rights  an  increasing  reality 
for  all  Americans,  regardless  of  their 
race,  religion,  color,  or  national  origin. 
In  presenting  this  legislative  program.  I 
am  proud  to  be  joined  by  a  distinguished  /r 
array  of  my  colleagues. 

This  is  not  the  first  time  that  I  have 
stood  before  the  Senate  to  make  a  plea 
for  an  end  to  discrimination  against 
American  citizens,  nor  am  I  the  first 
Member  of  this  body  to  do  so.  The 
struggle  for  civil  rights  has  been  a  con- 
tinual one  since  the  beginning  of  our 
Nation.  The  story  of  our  country's 
growth  has  been  a  story  of  an  expanding 
democracy. 

Our  Nation  stands  today  as  the  freest 
and  most  democratic  power  in  the  world. 
We  are  proud  of  the  progress  that  we 
have  made  as  a  country  in  expanding 
opportunity,  security,  and  himian  wel- 
fare for  our  citizens.  There  Is  no  area 
of  our  life  which  has  not  developed 
toward  greater  democracy. 

To  be  proud  of  our  Nation  and  its 
progress,  however,  is  not  to  be  blind  to 
the  imperfections  that  still  remain  with- 
in  our   society.     The   most   evident   of 


those  imperfections  and  the  one  which 
cries  the  loudest  for  immediate  remedy 
is  in  the  area  of  civil  right*.  Discrimi- 
nation based  upon  biai  and  prejudice 
still  exists  and  so  long  as  It  Is  allre.  we 
must  be  vigilant  to  eliminate  the  cancer 
from  our  body  politic.  Democracy  la 
more  than  achievement,  more  than  ma- 
terial progress,  more  than  elections  and 
government.  Democracy  is  essentially  a 
faith  of  freedom,  of  equality,  of  human 
dignity,  and  brotherhood. 

This  is  a  lesoon  which  we  now  strive 
to  get  accepted  in  the  world  if  our  Na- 
tion Is  to  avoid  war  and  preserve  Its  lib- 
erty. The  struggle  agaln«t  the  totali- 
tarian forces  of  Stalinism  is  not  merely 
of  a  miliUry  character.  It  Is  political 
and  ideological  in  nature  as  welL  We 
stand  opposed  to  the  doctrines  which  en- 
slave men,  reduce  men  to  mere  automa- 
tons. We  believe  in  the  inherent  dignity 
and  worth  of  man,  that  man  Is  an  end 
in  himself,  that  only  in  a  genuinely  free 
.society  can  man  attain  his  true  nature. 
We  believe  that  given  equality  of  op- 
portunity, each  individual,  irrespective  of 
color,  religion,  nati0|pal  origin,  or  race, 
can  realize  his  true  self.  These  are  the 
great  values  for  which  we  are  currently 
engaged  in  the  struggle  against  com- 
munism. 

Those  of  us  who  strive  for  the  enact- 
ment of  civil-rights  legislation  by  the 
Congress,  do  so  because  we  are  convinced 
that  the  enactment  of  such  legislation 
will  help  us  as  a  nation  in  the  world 
struggle  against  communism ;  and  we  do 
so  because  we  l)elleve  that  even  if  there 
were  no  Communists  in  the  world,  the 
discrimination  which  exists  within  our 
country  must  be  eliminated  if  our  de- 
mocracy is  to  survive  and  be  true  to  it- 
self. We  strive  to  strengthen  the  spirl^ 
and  the  fabric  of  democracy. 

We  have  seen  changes  take  place  be- 
fore our  very  eyes  and  within  our  own 
lifetime.  These  changes  have  l)een  In 
our  mores,  in  legislation,  and  in  Judicial 
decisions.  We  are  all  aware  that  this 
striving  for  full  democracy  has  become 
a  matter  of  real  concern  to  all  of  us. 
Altoprether.  organizations  representing 
more  than  65  million  citizens  have  gone 
on  record  favoring  legislation  assuring 
fuU  civil  Ubertles  to  mlnorlUes.  These 
organizations  varying  in  purpose  and 
composition  have  loaned  their  names, 
their  time,  and  their  effort  to  the  pro- 
mulgation of  legislation  at  all  levels  of 
government — Federal.  State,  and  local. 
Churches  of  all  denominations,  veterans' 
proups,  labor  organizations,  chambers  of 
commerce,  civic  and  community  organi- 
zations, racial  and  ethnic  groups — all  are 
in  the  midst  of  the  effort.  The  platform 
of  each  of  the  major  political  parties 
contained  planks  calling  for  an  end  to 
discrimination  and  the  enactment  of 
civil-rights  legislation.  The  voice  of  the 
American  people  is  being  unmistakably 
heard. 

We  have  Just  completed  a  national 
election.  Both  political  parties  came  to 
the  American  people  and  said  that  they 
were  champions  of  civil  rights.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
the  conclusion  of  these  remarks  excerpts 
from  the  platforms  of  both  the  Demo- 
cratic and  Republican  Parties.  The 
President-elect  came  to  the  American 
people  and  on  many  occasions  stated  his 


opposition  to  discrimination  and  his  con- 
victions in  favor  of  equal  opportunity. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  the  end  of  these  remarks,  excerpts 
from  some  of  his  statements. 

It  remains  for  the  Congress  to  act  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  American  people. 

For  these  reasons,  we  bring  again  to 
the  Senate  a  program  for  civil  rights, 
fully  consistent  with  the  traditions  and 
wishes  of  the  American  people.    These 
bills  are  as  follows : 
First.  AntUynchlng. 
Second.  Anti-poll-tax. 
Third.  A  bill  to  reorganise  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  for  the  protection  of 
civil  rights. 

Fourth.  A  bill  providing  relief  against 
certain  forms  of  discrimination  in  inter- 
state transportation. 

Fifth.  A  biU  to  strengthen  existing 
civil-rights  statutes. 

Sixth.  A  bill  to  protect  the  right  to 
political  participation. 
Seventh.  Antlpeonage. 
Eighth.  A    resolution    establisliing    a 
Joint  Congressional  Committee  on  Civil 
Rights. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
Incorporated  at  the  close  of  these  re- 
marks, brief  statements  in  connection 
with  each  of  these  bills. 

Members  of  the  Senate  will  take  note 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  not  included 
among  these  eight  civil-rights  bills,  a 
proposal  dealing  with  equal  opportunity 
In  emplojrment.  Such  a  bill  will  soon 
be  Introduced  by  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  York  tMr. 
Ives]  and  I  will  be  pleased  to  Join  with 
him  as  a  cosponsor.  Members  of  the 
Senate  are  aware  that  such  a  bill  was 
Introduced  by  me  during  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  and  was  known  a^  S. 
1732.  Under  my  chairmanship,  the 
Subcommittee  on  Labor  and  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations,  held  extensive  hear- 
ings on  the  problem  of  equal  opportunity 
m  employment.  As  a  resiilt  of  those 
hearings,  a  new  bill,  S.  3368.  was  reported 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  with  the  co- 
sponsorshlp  of  17  Senators.  It  became 
known  as  the  Humphrey-Ives  bill.  After 
conversations  with  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  York,  we  have 
decided  to  have  the  bill  introduced  this 
year  by  him  as  a  genuine  gesture  of  bi- 
partisanship in  this  crucial  area  of  civil 
rights. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  state- 
ments and  certain  other  matters  I  have 
prepared  in  connection  with  the  bills  and 
concurrent  resolution  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  bills 
and  concurrent  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  referred;  and. 
without  objection  the  statements  and 
other  matters  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Htjuphrey 
(for  himself.  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Lehman, 
Mr.  Magnttson,  Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  Murbay, 
Mr.  Nkely,  and  Mr.  Pastore),  were  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  their  titles,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

8.402.  A  bill  to  declare  certain  rights  of 
all  persona  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  the  protection  of  auch 
persons  from  lynching,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


S.  463.  A  biU  outlawing  the  poll  tax  as  a 
condition  of  voting  In  any  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

8.  404.  A  bill  to  reorganize  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  the  protection  of  clvU  rights; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  465.  A  bUl  providing  relief  against  cer- 
tain forms  of  discrimination  In  interatate 
transportation;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state «md  Foreign  Commerce. 

8.466.  A  blU  to  protect  the  right  tD  po- 
litical participation;  to  the  Coounlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8.467.  A  biU  to  strengthen  the  laws  re- 
lating to  convict  labor,  p>eonage.  slavery-,  and 
involuntary  servitude;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

S.  468.  A  bill  to  amend  and  supplement 
existing  clvll-rlghts  statutes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

The  concurrent  resolution  <S.  Con. 
Res.  3)  sutxnltted  by  Mr.  Hxjiiphrey  (for 
himself,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr. 
Magnuson.  Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  Murray,  Mr. 
Neely,  and  Mr.  Pastore).  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  there  la  establbihed  a 
Joint  Committee  on  Civil  Rights  (herein- 
after called  the  Joint  Committee),  to  be 
composed  of  seven  Members  of  the  Senate, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  seven  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives.  The  party 
representation  on  the  Joint  committee  shall 
as  nearly  as  may  be  feasible  reflect  the  rela- 
tive membership  of  the  majority  and  minor- 
ity parties  in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  the  function  of  the 
Joint  committee  to  make  a  continuing 
study  of  matters  relating  to  clvU  rights, 
including  the  rights,  prlvUeges.  and  Im- 
munities secured  and  protected  by  the  Con- 
stitution and  laws  of  the  United  States;  to 
study  means  of  improving  respect  for  and 
enforcement  of  clvU  rights;  and  to  advise 
with  the  several  committees  of  the  Congress 
dealing  with  legislation  relating  to  civil 
rights. 

Sxc.  3.  Vacancies  In  the  membership  of 
the  Joint  committee  shall  not  affect  the 
power  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute 
the  functions  of  the  Joint  committee  and 
shall  be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the 
case  of  the  original  selection.  The  Joint 
committee  shall  select  a  Chairman  and  a 
Vice  Chairman  from  among  Its  members. 

Sec.  4.  The  Joint  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and  act 
at  such  places  and  times,  to  require,  by  sub- 
pena  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  d  such 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  bo<4u, 
papers,  and  documents,  to  administer  such 
oaths,  and  to  take  such  testimony,  as  it 
deems  advisable.  The  provisions  of  sections 
102  to  104.  inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended  (2  U.  S.  C.  192.  193.  194),  shall 
apply  in  case  of  any  fallxue  of  any  witness 
to  comply  with  a  subpena  or  to  testify  when 
summoned  vmder  authority  of  this  section. 
Within  the  limitations  of  its  appropriations, 
the  Joint  committee  is  empowered  to  ap- 
point and  flx  the  compensation  of  such  ex- 
perts, consultants,  technicians,  and  clerical 
and  stenographic  assistance,  to  procure  such 
printing  and  binding,  and  to  make  such  ex- 
I>endlture8  as.  in  its  discretion,  it  deems 
necessary  and  advisable.  The  coat  of  sten- 
c«raphic  services  to  report  hearings  of  the 
Joint  conunittee.  <x  any  subcomimlttee 
thereof,  shaU  not  exceed  25  cents  per  hun- 
dred words. 

Sac.  5.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  Joint 
committee  shall  be  disbursed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  on  vouchers  signed  bj  tha 
Chairman  axxt  Tte*  Cfaaimian. 
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Sac.  6.  The  Joint  ccMnmlttee  may  consti- 
tute mcli  advisory  conunlttecs  and  may  con- 
sult with  such  representatives  of  State  and 
local  governments  and  private  organizations 
as  it  deems  advisable. 

The  statements  and  matters  presented 
by  Mr.  Humphretj  are  as  follows: 
I.  Aktilthchino — A  STAmnirr  bt  Sknator 

Httbxbt  H.  HxTicFHnT  ON  B.  462,  a  Bnx  To 

Pbotcct    Pirsons     WrrHiN     the     UNrriD 

arsTxa  PtOM  Ltnching 

It  Is  a  source  of  real  satisfaction  for  all 
Americans  to  know  that  the  crime  ot  lynch- 
ing Is  disappearing  from  the  United  States. 
In  recent  years,  the  number  of  lynchlngs 
reported  to  police-enforcement  officials  has 
been  negligible.  A  generation  ago,  our  news- 
papers reported  an  average  of  50  or  more 
lynchlngs  a  year.  Last  year  the  record  shows 
that  no  lynchlngs  were  officially  reported. 

This  fact  Is  a  tribute  to  the  determination 
of  the  American  people — of  our  people  In 
every  section  of  the  country.  North,  South, 
East,  and  West — to  make  civil  rights  and 
personal  seciirlty  an  increasing  reality  for 
all  Americans,  regardless  of  their  race,  color, 
or  creed.  Proof  that  we  stand  united  upon 
that  determination  Is  the  fnct  that  both  the 
Republican  and  Democratic  Parties  have 
pledged  their  efforts  in  behalf  of  legislation 
In  the  Congress  to  makLe  lynching  a  Federal 
crime. 

The  need  for  effective  Federal  antllynch- 
Ing  legislation  remains  in  spite  of  the  sta- 
tistics. The  statistics  with  regard  to  the  ex- 
tent of  lynchlngs  reflect  not  only  community 
awareness,  but  also  the  fact  that  the  tech- 
niques of  the  crime  have  been  modified.  We 
have  no  record  of  the  niunber  of  people  who 
have  disappeared,  the  number  who  have  re- 
ceived injuries  fronx  mob  violence  and  re- 
mained silent,  and  the  vast  ntunber  of  fami- 
lies and  their  friends  who  heed  In  silent  ter- 
ror a  lesson  that  a  Negro  Is  not  yet  a  free 
American.  The  fear  of  physical  violence, 
because  of  their  race,  color,  or  creed  Is  still 
•  reality  for  many  Americans. 

Antilynchlng  legislation  is  not  new  legis- 
lation. It  has  been  before  the  Congress  for 
33  sessions.  It  has  frequently  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives,  only  to  fall  before 
the  parliamentary  tactics  of  a  minority  In 
the  Senate  determined  to  obstruct  the  bill. 
It  Is  time  the  majority  which  favors  anti- 
lynchlng legislation  acted  to  enact  the  bill. 
Until  we,  as  a  Nation  and  as  a  people,  have 
removed  every  vestige  of  the  crime  In  the 
United  States,  our  moral  position  in  the 
world  is  undermined.  We  must  make  It 
clear  to  the  world  that  all  Americans  know 
the  meaning  of  that  most  fundamental  free- 
dom, freedom  from  fear. 

The  present  need  for  effective  Federal  anti- 
lynchlng legislation  was  clearly  pointed  out 
as  recently  as  1947  in  the  thoughtful  and 
painstaking  report  of  the  President's  Com- 
mittee on  Civil  Rights.  That  distinguished 
committee,  headed  by  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson, 
who  was  then  president  of  General  Electric 
and  is  today  Director  of  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization,  strongly  urged  the  prompt  en- 
actment of  adequate  legislation.  Moreover, 
the  committee  made  specific  recommenda- 
tions as  to  the  content  of  the  necessary  leg- 
islation. Our  bill  conforms  in  detail  with 
those  recommendations. 

1.  The  Committee  on  Civil  Rights  urged 
that  lynching  be  given  broad  definition.  Our 
bin  In  section  5  (a)  defines  lynching  as  mob 
violence  which  la  conunltted  because  of  the 
victim's  race,  creed,  color,  national  origin, 
ancestry,  language,  or  religion,  or  which  is 
committed  against  the  person  accused  of 
crime  as  a  tragic  substitute  for  the  ord'nary 
processes  of  criminal  Justice. 

a.  The  committee  urged  that  legislation, 
to  be  adequate,  must  condemn  both  private 
Individuals  and  public  officials  who  "mete 
out  summary  punishment  and  private  ven- 
ga«nce"  and  must  also  condemn  public  of- 
ficials who  are  derelict  In  their  duty  to  brlnt' 


members  of  lynch  moba  to  Justice.  Our  bill 
in  sections  «  and  7  is  carefully  drawn  to  ac- 
complish these  objectives. 

3.  The  committee  urged  legislative  author- 
ization BO  that  suspected  lynchlngs  can  be 
investigated  by  the  Federal  Government  im- 
mediately. Section  8  of  our  bill  directs  the 
Attorney  General  to  Institute  such  full  and 
prompt  Investigations. 

4.  The  committee  urged  "adequate  and 
flexible  penalties  ranging  up  to  $10,000  and 
20-year  prison  terms."  Section  6  of  our  bill 
provides  for  a  flne  of  $1,000,  or  1  year's  Im- 
prisonment, or  both,  for  anyone  who  aids, 
abets,  or  participates  in  a  lynching.  If.  how- 
ever, the  lynching  results  In  death  or  maim- 
ing or  serious  physical  or  mental  Injury  or 
in  serious  damage  to  property,  penalties  up 
to  a  $10,000  flne  or  20  years'  imprisonment 
may  be  Imposed.  Section  7  of  our  bill  deals 
specifically  with  governmental  offices  or  em- 
ployees and  provides  for  fines  up  to  $5,000 
and  up  to  5-year  prison  terms  for  officials 
who  fall  to  make  all  diligent  efforU  to  pre- 
vent lynchlngs  or  who  are  derelict  In  bring- 
ing members  of   lynching   mobs   to   Justice. 

5.  The  cdmmlttee.  In  discussing  the  gen- 
eral policy  of  sanctions  In  civil  rights  cases, 
said  that  "the  potential  use  of  civil  sanctions 
•  •  •  is  very  great."  Our  bill  specifically 
provides  for  civil  action  In  behalf  of  a  lynch- 
ing victim  or  his  next  of  kin  for  damages  re- 
resultlng  from  his  Injury  or  death.  Any 
person  who  violates  this  law.  whether  a  pri- 
vate Individual  or  a  Government  official,  is 
to  be  held  civilly  liable  as  well  as  the  State 
or  governmental  subdivision  thereof  In  which 
the  lynching  takes  place,  unless  the  officers 
responsible  for  police  enforcement  have  car- 
ried out  their  duties  with  diligence. 

Lynching  has  robbed  thousands  of  Amer- 
icans of  their  lives,  millions  more  of  their 
freedom  >o  walk  erect  in  their  own  land,  and 
has  done  serious  damage  to  the  prestige  of 
our  country  here  and  abroad.  The  respon- 
sibility for  lynching  is  national  in  scope. 
The  prompt  enactment  and  the  vigorous  en- 
forcement of  this  bill  will  help  discharge 
that  responsibility. 

II.  Poll  Tax — Statement  by  Senator  Hum- 
phrey ON  S.  463,  Outlawing  the  Poll  Tax 
AS  A  Condition  or  Voting  in  any  Primary 
or  Other  Election  roR  National  OrncERS 

This  bill  would  outlaw  once  and  for  all  the 
poll  tax  in  national  elections.  In  decreeing 
that  no  State  shall  exact  a  price  of  admission 
to  the  Federal  voting  booth.  It  advances  the 
United  States  a  long  step  forward  on  the 
road  to  universal  suffrage. 

The  evil  of  the  poll  tax  has  long  been  rec- 
ognized. Although  Congress  has  exempted 
servicemen  from  the  poll  tax  and  the  tax  has 
been  abolished  by  State  legislatures  in  all 
but  six  States,  there  are  still  millions  of 
Americans  to  whom  the  priceless  heritage  of 
voting  Is  a  luxury.  Today,  when  the  very 
meaning  of  freedom  Is  challenged  by  the 
ruthless  forces  of  totalitarianism,  Americans 
can  no  longer  tolerate  this  excise  on 
democracy. 

To  eliminate  this  obstacle  in  voting,  our 
bill  declares  It  unlawful  "to  levy,  collect,  or 
require  the  payment  of.  any  poll  tax"  as  a 
condition  of  voting  In  any  primary  or  other 
election  for  President,  Vice  President,  Sena- 
tor, or  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. The  bill  empowers  Federal  district 
courts  to  enjoin  or  otherwise  prevent  viola- 
tions of  the  act  and  authorizes  the  aggrieved 
voter  or  the  Federal  Government  to  bring 
civil  suit  for  relief  should  a  violation  take 
place. 

The  basis  of  a  democracy  Is  that  Its  gov- 
ernment rests  on  the  consent  of  the  governed. 
The  machinery  for  expressing  that  consent 
Is  the  right  to  vote.  The  history  of  our 
Government  has  been  one  of  an  expanding 
democracy.  The  efforts  of  our  people  have 
been  to  enlarge  the  area  of  suffrage.  We 
have,  with  slow  and  yet  deliberate  move- 
ment,   been   removing   the    bllghu    on    our 


democracy.  Property,  religious,  and  sex 
qualifications  have  all  disappeared.  Racial 
qualifications  have  now  largely  been  abol- 
ished and  exist  only  by  subterfuge  and 
indirection. 

It  might  be  of  interest  for  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  to  recall  that  during  our 
early  days  Immediately  following  the  Revolu- 
tionary War  our  Colonies  had  many  types  of 
suffrage  qualifications.  The  Colonies  of  New 
York.  Rhode  Island,  and  New  Hampshire  re- 
quired the  ownership  of  real  estate  stated 
In  terms  of  value  as  a  condition  for  voting. 
The  Colonies  of  North  Carolina  and  Virginia 
required  real  estate  stated  In  terms  of  acres 
as  a  condition  of  voting.  Delaware,  Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts.  Georgia,  South 
Carolina,  and  Maryland  required  either  real 
estate  or  other  property.  In  New  Jersey  It 
was  necessary  to  ptossess  60  pounds  of  proc- 
lamation money  before  a  resident  could  vote. 
In  Pennsylvania  it  was  necessary  for  an  In- 
dividual to  have  paid  the  public  taxes  before 
he  could  vote. 

These  property  and  taxpaytng  qualifica- 
tions for  voting  have  all  been  removed.  They 
have  been  removed  as  the  people  have  con- 
stantly demonstrated  their  faith  In  demo- 
cratic government  and  as  they  have  come  to 
cam  for  themselves  and  gain  for  themselves 
the  power  to  rule.  It  yiU  be  observed  from  a 
table  which  I  am  hereby  Incorporating  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  that  these  undemo- 
cratic and  restrictive  quallflcatlons  are  now 
all  removed  and  have  been  removed  In  most 
of  our  States  for  many  years. 

Table    1. — Duration    of    property    and    to*- 
paying  quali/lcations 
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One  other  restriction  on  suffrage  and  thus 
an  obstacle  to  democratic  government  was 
the  sex  qualification  on  voting.  It  was  not 
until  1920  when  the  nineteenth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was 
adopted  that  the  full  suffrage  was  granted  to 
women. 

The  change  came  about  slowly  and  In  parts. 
Women  were  first  given  the  right  to  vote  on 
school  matters  In  certain  States.  Then  they 
were  given  the  right  to  vote  on  tax  and  bond 
loans.  Finally  they  were  given  the  right  to 
cast  their  ballots  on  the  same  terms  as  men. 

The  most  serious  obstacle  to  the  suffrage 
that  remains  is  the  poll  tax.  It  has  its  roots 
In  an  attempt  by  a  number  of  States  to  pre- 
vent the  Negro  from  voting.  Its  effect,  how- 
ever. Is  frequently  also  to  dUenfranchlse  the 
poor  white  as  well. 

The  fifteenth  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution once  and  for  all  prohibited  the  SUtea 
from  denying  the  suffrage  to  any  American 
on  account  of  his  race,  color,  or  previous  con- 
dition of  servitude.  Prior  to  that,  of  course, 
the  Negro  had  been  considered  a  slave  and 
was  thus  excluded  by  law  from  voting  in 
most  States.  It  Is  Interesting,  however,  that 
even  prior  to  the  Civil  Wax  the  SUtes  of 


Maine.  MassachusetU,  Mew  Hampahlre,  Mew 
York.  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont  never  ex- 
cluded the  Negro  from  voting. 

Poll-tax  laws  were  enacted  following  the 
period  of  recontruction.  There  are  his- 
torical reasons  for  these  laws.  Mr.  President, 
and  I  fully  appreciate  them.  The  North 
must  never  forget  and  never  ignore  Its  share 
of  blame  for  the  serious  injury  done  the 
Stiuth  In  the  period  following  the  Civil  War. 
All  the  poll-tax  laws  now  in  effect  were 
enacted  between  1890  and  1903.  That  sorry 
era  In  our  national  history  explains  to  a 
large  extent  the  reason  for  the  Ungerlng 
prejudices  which  still  continue  to  exist  in 
many  sections  below  Mason  and  Dixon's  line. 

In  an  attempt  to  keep  the  Negro  from  vot- 
ing, a  number  of  States  used  ingenious  legal 
devices.  The  most  famous  of  those  are  the 
tjrandfather  clause,  the  white  primary, 
and  the  poll  tax.  The  one  that  remains  to- 
day Is  the  poll  tax. 

Whatever  historical  reasons  there  may  be 
for  the  poll  tax.  however,  there  can  be  no 
Justification  for  this  undemociatlc  infringe- 
ment upon  the  franchise.  The  purpose  of 
the  poll  tax  was  to  limit  the  electorate  and 
that  It  has  done.  In  Virginia,  for  example, 
one  of  the  six  remaining  poll-tax  States,  tlie 
number  of  votes  cast  in  the  election  of  1900, 
the  last  election  before  the  enactment  of  the 
poll  tax.  was  266,000.  The  number  voting  Wi 
Virginia  In  the  election  of  1902.  the  next 
election  after  the  tax  was  enacted,  was 
136.000.  The  poll  tax  evidently  caused  a 
reduction  In  the  electorate  of  49  percent. 
Another  State  which  Illustrates  the  extent 
to  which  the  poll  tax  was  successful  In  limit- 
ing the  electorate  was  Mississippi,  which  en- 
acted its  poll  tax  In  1890.  The  number  of 
votes  cast  In  the  election  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  the  tax  was  117.000.  In  the  very 
next  election  the  number  voting  was  52.000, 
a  reduction  of  66  percent. 

The  poll  tax  continues  to  disenfranchise 
American  citizens  and  frustrate  the  prin- 
ciples of  majority  representative  government. 
I  have  asked  the  Library  of  Congress  to  ana- 
lyze for  me  the  laws  which  now  govern  pay- 
ment of  poll  tax  In  the  six  remaining  States, 
and  I  include  a  summary  table  of  the  poll- 
tax-payment  requirements  and  laws  in  the 
Record  at  this  point: 

Table  2. — Poll-tax  requirements  in  S  States 
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before  election.  Amount,  $1,  payable  by 
male  inhabitants  between  the  ages  of  21  and 
50.  except  those  who  are  deaf,  dumb,  blind, 
or  incapable  of  labor  and  of  earning  a  liveli- 
hood (constitution,  art.  II,  sec.  28;  art.  rv. 
sec.  1:  art.  XI.  sec.  12;  Code  Ann.  (Williams, 
1934),  sees.  2027,  4820,  10239). 

Texas:  Payment  must  be  made  before  the 
1st  day  of  February  next  preceding  the  elec- 
tion. Amount,  $1.60.  payable  by  persons  be- 
tween the  ages  of  21  and  60  who  resided  In 
the  State  In  the  January  preceding  the  levy, 
except  Indians  not  taxed,  and  persons  insane, 
blind,  deaf,  or  dumb,  or  those  who  have  lost 
one  hand  or  foot,  or  are  permanently  dis- 
abled. Counties  may  levy  an  additional  tax 
of  25  cents,  cities  an  additional  tax  of  $1 
(constitution,  art.  VI,  sec.  2;  art.  VII,  sec.  3; 
art  VIII.  sec.  1;  Civil  Stat.  Ann.  (Vernon. 
1939).  arts.  1030.  2955,  2959.  7046). 

Virginia:  Payment  must  be  made  at  least 
6  months  before  the  election.  Amount,  $1.50, 
payable  by  all  persons  over  21,  except  veterans 
of  the  War  Between  the  States  and  the  wives 
or  widows  of  such  veterans.     Taxes  for  the 


'  ( '.eiiiral  eUctioiis  only.    Toll  Ui  abolished  in  primary 

flfilions. 

Alabama:  Payment  must  be  made  on  or 
before  the  1st  day  of  February  preceding  the 
election.  Amount,  $1.50,  payable  by  persons 
from  21  to  45  years  of  age.  Back  taxes  must 
be  paid  (constitution,  art.  VIII,  sec.  178,  194; 
code  (1940),  title  14,  sec.  71:  title  17,  sees.  12, 
136-138;    title   61,   sees.   237-248). 

Arkansas:  Payment  must  be  made  before 
October  1.  Amount,  $1  (constitution,  art. 
III.  sec.  1.  art.  XIV.  sec.  3;  amendment  No.  8; 
Stat  Ann.  (1947:  Supp.  1949).  sees.  3-104.1, 
3-106.  3-108  to  3-109). 

Mississippi:  Payment  must  be  made  on  or 
before  the  1st  day  of  February  preceding  the 
election.  Amount,  $2,  subject  to  Increase  by 
county  supervisors  to  not  more  than  $3.  All 
persons  between  the  ages  of  21  and  60.  except 
those  who  are  deaf  and  dumb  or  blind  or 
who  have  lost  a  hand  or  foot,  are  subject  to 
the  tax.  Taxes  for  the  2  years  preceding  the 
election  must  be  paid  (constitution,  art.  XII, 
sees  241,  243;  Code  Ann.  (1942).  sees.  3235- 
3236.  9751;  as  amended  Laws  1950.  ch.  238) . 

Tennessee:  Payment  of  tax  for  the  year 
preceding  the  election  must  be  made  60  days 


S  years  next  preceding  the  election  must  be 
paid  (constitution,  art.  II.  sees.  18,  20.  21; 
art.  XIII,  sec.  173;  code  (1950),  sees.  24-17. 
24-22.  58-49  to  58-51). 

Today  the  statistics  clearly  demonstrate 
that  those  States  which  have  the  poll  tax 
thus  exclude  from  a  meaningful  right  of 
citizenship  many  millions  of  people  who, 
because  of  the  poll  tax,  are  prevented  from 
voting.  This  Is  serious  not  only  to  the  States 
Involved.  It  Is  also  serious  to  the  Nation, 
since  Members  of  the  Senate  and  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  elected  from 
those  States  vote  on  crucial  matters  of  na- 
tional Importance  when  they  arrive  in  the 
Congress  and  occupy  positions  of  national 
power. 

It  will  be  of  interest  to  the  Senate  to  see 
certain  statistics  in  connection  with  the  elec- 
tion of  1948  In  those  States  which  had  the 
poll  tax  in  that  year.  This  material  was  sup- 
plied to  me  by  the  Library  of  Congress,  and 
is  based  on  reports  of  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  the  Census  and  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  am  hereby  incorporating 
it  in  the  Record  at  this  point: 
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The  poll  tax  la  %  threat  to  democracy  not 
only  becaiue  of  Its  undesirable  political  con- 
sequences but  because  It  has  damaging  social 
consequences.  It  affects  that  segment  of  the 
population  which  has  the  lowest  per  capita 
Income.  When  those  individuals  are  denied 
their  voice  in  the  choosing  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  is  only  logical  to  assume  that  their 
desires  as  to  how  the  Oovernment  is  to  be 
run  will  in  fact  be  ignored.  We  cannot  be 
certain  that  we  indeed  have  representative 
government  in  America  so  long  as  we  can- 
not be  certain  that  the  Representatives 
elected  to  the  Congress  are  chosen  by  the 
majority  of  the  people  in  their  respective  dis- 
tricts and  States. 

I  think  it  is  fair  for  me  to  state  that  all 
who  have  the  best  interests  of  our  Nation 
at  heart  will  agree  that  the  poll  tax  must 
be  abolished.  The  legislative  debate  that 
now  takes  place  in  connection  with  this 
Issue  more  directly  hinges  on  the  question 
of  how  the  poll  tax  is  to  be  abolished.  Many 
advocate  a  constitutional  amendment  as  the 
means  to  accomplish  this  objective.  In  my 
honest  Judgment.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
that  an  anti-poll-tax  bill  enacted  by  the 
Congress  would  be  constitutional  without  an 
amendment. 

There  are  many  who  say  that  the  poll  tax 
should  be  abolished  by  State  action  and  by 
State  action  aloAe.  They,  too,  condemn  the 
poll  tax  but  believe  the  most  effective  way 
to  rid  our  Nation  of  Its  consequences  is 
through  local  action.  Local  action.  Mr. 
President,  Is,  of  course,  always  preferable 
but  we  have  waited  too  long.  These  laws 
have  been  on  the  books  In  most  cases  for 
about  50  years.  There  are  resistances  to 
changing  the  poll  tax  within  the  States  that 
now  have  such  a  tax  because  the  very  forces 
controlling  the  instrumentalities  In  the 
State  government  which  have  the  power  to 
abolish  the  tax  are  the  very  ones  who  bene- 
fit most  from  it.  It  Is  expecting  a  great 
deal  to  expect  a  genuine  repeal  of  the  tax 
by  those  whom  the  tax  has  put  into 
authority. 

President  Truman  In  his  message  on  civil 
rights  in  1947  said,  "We  cannot  await  the 
growth  of  a  will  to  act  In  the  slowest  State 
or  the  most  backward  community.  Our  Na- 
tional Government  must  show  the  way." 
The  responsibility  rests  on  the  Congress.  I 
pray  that  the  Congress  will  live  up  to  Its 
responsibilities  and  accept  the  challenge. 

m.  Reoboantze  Department  or  Justice — 
Statement  by  Senator  Hubert  H.  Hum- 
phrey ON  S.  464,  To  Reorganize  the  De- 
partment op  Justice  for  the  Protection 
OP  Civil  Rights 

The  Federal  Government  has  a  responsi- 
bility In  all  Its  branches  to  protect  the  civil 
rights  of  the  American  people.  This  bill 
is  designed  to  strengthen  the  Department 
of  Justice  In  Its  responsibilities  to  protect 
civil  rights  of  all  Americans. 

This  bill  calls  for  the  appointment  of  an 
additional  Assistant  Attorney  General  to  be 
in  charge  of  a  civil -rights  division  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.  If  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  to  live  up  to  its  responsibilities 
to  enforce  the  clvll-rlghts  statutes  now  part 
of  the  established  law  of  our  land.  It  Is  es- 
sential its  law-enforcement  agency  be 
strengthened  so  that  It  can  effectively  per- 
form Its  duties.  The  protection  of  civil 
rights  is  now  and  must  become  further  a 
foremost  activity  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice. We  must  be  vigilant  so  that  we  dem- 
onstrate both  to  the  peoples  of  the  world 
and  to  our  own  citizens  that  our  Government 
is  dedicated  to  the  preservation  of  freedom 
and  democracy  Violations  of  liberty  must 
therefore  be  met  effectively,  immediately, 
and  energetically  by  the  arm  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  existence  of  a  clvll-rlghts 
division  is  thus  a  fundamental  part  of  a 
realistic  program. 

Our  bill  also  makes  provision  for  increas- 
ing the  personnel  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 


Xnveatlgation  to  carry  out  the  duties  of  the 
Btireau  in  its  investigation  of  civil-rights 
cases.  We  also  provide  for  the  Bureau  to 
Include  a  special  training  program  for  its 
agents  responsible  for  the  investigation  of 
civil-rights  cases.  Here  too  is  an  essential 
plank  which  should  receive  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  Congress.  Law  enforcement 
is  one  of  the  most  vital  needs  of  the  Ameri- 
can society. 

rv.  No  Segregation  in  Transportation — 
Statement  by  Senator  Humphrey  on  S. 
465,  Providing  Relief  Against  Certain 
Forms  op  Discrimination  in  Intebstate 
Transportation 

Millions  of  Americans  took  pride  and 
satisfaction  In  recent  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  declaring  segregation  and  other 
forms  of  discrimination  In  interstate  trans- 
portation to  be  Illegal.  The  Supreme  Court 
has  again  affirmed  the  basic  creed  of  the 
American  people  and  their  faith  In  liberty 
and  equality  for  all  men.  This  bill  Is  Intro- 
duced to  Implement  and  support  the  existing 
Supreme   Court   decisions. 

The  Illegality  of  racial  discrimination  in 
Interstate  transportation  has  been  conclu- 
sively adjudicated  In  Morgan  v  Virginia  (328 
U.  S.  372  (1946))  and  Hrndrrson  v.  United 
States  (339  U.  S.  816  (1950)).  Legislation 
must  be  enacted  now  to  provide  adequate 
remedies  for  such  discrimination. 

This  bill  provides  that  all  persons  travel- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  should  be  entitled  to  equal  treatment 
In  any  public  conveyance  eng.iged  In  Inter- 
state commerce,  without  segregation  or  other 
discrimination  based  on  race,  color,  religion, 
or   national   origin. 

This  bill  would  also  make  punishable  by 
fine  and  subject  to  a  civil  suit  the  conduct 
of  anyone  who  denies  or  attempts  to  deny 
equal  treatment  to  travelers  of  every  race, 
color,  religion,  or  national  origin  in  the  use 
of  a  public  conveyance,  or  carrier. 

A  final  provision  of  the  bill  would  make 
It  unlawful  for  the  bu.s.  railroad,  cr  other 
public  carrier  facility  engaged  in  Interstate 
commerce  to  segregate  or  otherwise  dis- 
criminate against  pa.ssengers  based  on  race, 
color,  religion,  or  national  origin.  It  would 
also  make  it  unlawful  for  an  officer,  agent. 
or  employee  of  such  earner  to  so  discriminate. 

V  Civil-Rights  Statutes — Stateme?  t  by 
Senator  Humphrey  on  S  468  To  Str"ength- 
EN  Exi.sTiNG  Civil-Rights  Statutes 
The  need  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  Federal 
legislation  protecting  the  rights  of  Individ- 
uals to  liberty,  security,  and  citizenship  Is 
very  clear.  This  can  be  achieved  by  enact- 
ing new  legislation  and  It  must  also  be 
achieved  by  strengthening  existing  clvll- 
rlghts  laws  One  such  law  to  be  strengthened 
Is  a  criminal  conspiracy  statute  (18  U.  S  C. 
241)  which  ha,s  been  used  to  protect  rights 
secured  by  the  Federal  Government  against 
encroachment  by  private  Individuals  and 
public  officers.  Section  201  of  our  bill  is  de- 
signed to  achieve  that  effect.  It  does  so  by 
extending  the  protection  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  any  inhabitant  of  the  United 
States,  not  Just  to  a  citizen  alone.  Our 
courts  have  ruled  {Baldwin  v.  Franks  (120 
U.  S.  6788))  that  an  alien  does  not  come 
within  the  protection  of  the  statute.  In 
deciding  that  case  the  Court  stated: 

"It  may  be  by  this  construction  of  the 
statute  some  are  excluded  from  the  protec- 
tion It  affords  who  are  as  much  entitled  to 
it  as  those  who  are  Included;  but  that  Is  a 
defect.  If  It  exists,  which  can  be  cured  by 
Congress,  but  not  by  the  courts." 

The  amendment  which  our  bill  proposes 
would  bring  the  language  of  the  statute  Into 
conformity  with  other  supplemental  protec- 
tive statutes  (18  U.  S.  C.  242),  Under  the 
broader  statutes,  the  courts  have  already  de- 
cided   (United  States  v.  Classic    (313   U.  S. 


399))  that  an  Inhabitant  is  protected  from 
Interference  by  a  State  official  in  his  consti- 
tutionally protected  right  to  vote  in  a  con- 
gressional election  or  primary.  There  is  more 
than  the  need  for  conformity  to  support  this 
section,  however.  The  protection  of  inhabit- 
ants Is  a  well-established  public  policy  of 
our  country.  We.  In  fact,  subscribed  to  that 
policy  In  the  United  Nations  Chartfcr  to  pro- 
mote respect  for  the  observance  of  human 
rights  and  fundamental  freedoms  for  all. 

This  bill  would  make  a  further  change  in 
the  existing  statute  by  protecting  Inhabit- 
ants not  only  when  their  Federal  rights  are 
Infringed  up<in  as  a  result  of  the  conspiracy 
but  also  where  the  Infringement  is  per- 
formed by  persons  acting  individually. 
Whenever  a  person  enjoins,  oppresses,  threat- 
ens, or  Intimidates  any  Inhabitant  of  the 
United  States  in  the  free  exercise  or  enjoy- 
ment of  his  rights  and  privileges,  that  In- 
habitant  should   be   protected   by  our  laws. 

Our  bill  would  al.so  plug  gaps  In  the  exist- 
ing laws  Insofar  as  civil  remedies  to  the 
aggrieved  are  concerned.  The  present  stat- 
ute (sec  47,  title  8)  appears  to  provide  a 
civil  remedy  whenever  a  citizen's  rights  are 
Interfered  with  as  a  result  of  a  conspiracy. 
Even  this  remedy  Is  Inadequate,  as  demon- 
strated by  a  recent  Supreme  Court  decision 
(Co//i^<;  V  Hardyman.  June  4.  1951),  It  ap- 
pears to  me.  and  I  am  plea.sed  to  report  that 
this  and  the  other  recommendations  of  the 
bill  apparently  have  the  support  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  that  a  civil  remedy 
should  be  provided  the  in'ured  person,  either 
where  he  has  been  the  victim  of  a  conspiracy 
or  the  victim  of  Individual  action  to  inter- 
fere with  his  rights  and  privileges  as  an 
inhabitant  of  the  United  States.  Such  an 
Individual,  therefore,  should  have  the  right 
to  sue  those  found  guilty  of  violating  the 
law.  whether  the  violators  are  public  officials 
or  private  citizens.  These  suits  should  be 
brought  In  the  Federal  courts  or  appropriate 
State  court.s.  no  matter  what  the  sum  of 
money  Involved   In  the  controversy. 

One  other  question  has  been  raised  by  the 
courts  {Screirs  v  United  States  (325  U.  S.* 
91  I  )  with  regard  to  the  rights,  privileges, 
and  Immunities  which  Inhabitants  of  the 
United  States  should  enjoy.  The  courts  have 
held  [Pullrn  v.  United  States  (164  F  (2d)  )) 
that  our  statutes  protect  Inhabitants  only 
against  being  deprived  of  their  constitu- 
tional rights  willfully.  The  proof  of  a  gen- 
eral bad  purpose  alone  may  not  be  enough. 
We  therefore  con.slder  It  essential  to  enumer- 
ate in  some  detail  some  of  the  rights  to  be 
protected  by  our  laws.  All  of  these  rights 
have  already  been  sustained  by  the  courts 
and  are  not  new.  The  rights  we  desire  spe- 
cifically to  set  forth  follow: 

1.  The  right  to  be  immune  from  exaction 
of  fine  without  due  process  of  law  {Gulp  v. 
United  States  (131  P.  (2d)   93)). 

2  The  right  to  be  immune  from  punish- 
ment for  a  crime  except  after  a  fair  trial  and 
confession  after  due  process  of  law  {Screws 
V.  United  States  (325  U  S.  91);  Cretcs  V. 
Unit'-d  States  (160  F.  (2d)  746);  Moore  v. 
Dempse'.i  (261  U  S.  86);  Mooney  v.  Holo~ 
han   (294  U.  S.   103)  ). 

3  The  right  to  be  Immune  from  physical 
violence  applied  to  compel  a  confession  of  a 
crime  or  to  exact  testimony  {Chambers  v. 
Florida  (309  U.  S.  227):  United  States  v. 
Sutherland   (37  F.  Supp    344)  ). 

4  The  right  to  be  free  of  Illegal  restraint 
such  as  being  detained  by  a  sheriff  without 
Jurisdiction  [Catlette  v.  United  States  (132 
F  (2d)  902):  United  States  v.  Trierweiller 
(52  F.  Supp   4)  ). 

5.  The  right  to  protect  the  person  and 
property  without  discrimination  by  reason 
of  race,  color,  or  national  origin  {Catlette  v. 
United  States;  Yick-Wo  v.  Hopkins  (118 
U.  S.  36 )  ) , 

6.  The  right  to  vote  as  protected  bv  Fed- 
eral laws  (United  States  v.  Classic  (313  U.  S. 
299);  United  States  v.  Saylor  (322  U.  S.  38J); 
Smith  V.  AllwTight  (321  U.  S.  649)). 
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VI.  Right  To  VoT» — STATBMBirr  bt  ScMAToa 
HuMPHKXT  ON  S.  468,  To  Pbotsct  the 
Right  to  PoLrncAL  PAanciPAxioN 
The  Hatch  Act  (18  U.  8.  C,  694)  now  makes 
It  a  crime  for  anyone  to  intimidate  or  coerce 
an  American  citizen  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
terfering with  his  right  to  vote  as  he  wishes 
In  elections  for  national  office.  This  law  was 
enacted  in  1939,  at  a  time  when  there  was 
doubt  in  Congress  as  to  the  constitutionality 
of  Federal  regulation  over  nominating  pri- 
maries. It  Is  clear,  however,  today  that  the 
Federal  Government  does  have  the  right  to 
regulate  the  nominating  primaries  system. 
This  has  been  so  since  1941  and  the  case  of 
U.  S.  v.  Classic  (317  U.  8.  299).  It  is  there- 
fore essential  that  our  laws  be  clear  and  un- 
equivocable  in  this  respect. 

This  bill  therefore  provides  that  it  la  a 
crime  to  intimidate  or  coerce  an  American 
citizen  and  th tis  interfere  with  his  right  to 
vote  In  primary  and  special  elections,  as  well 
as  general  elections  for  Federal  office.  This 
bill  also  makes  certain  minor  technical 
changes  in  the  existing  laws  so  as  to  un- 
equlvocably  declare  it  to  tie  the  right  of 
citizens  to  vote  at  any  election  without  dis- 
tinction as  to  race,  color,  religion,  or  na- 
tional origin;  and  that  Interfering  with  that 
right  by  anyone  Is  a  crime.  These  changes 
have  been  requested  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment, which  has  been  responsible  for  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  law  and  pro- 
tecting the  rights  of  the  citizens. 

It  Is  clear  that  dUcrimlnatlon  against 
voters  on  the  basis  of  race  or  color  is  a  di- 
rect violation  of  the  fifteenth  amendment 
{Smith  v.  AllwHght  (321  D.  S.  «49)).  and 
ths  equal  protection  clause  of  the  four- 
teenth amendment  {Nixon  v.  Herndon  (273 
U  S  536);  Nixon  v.  Condon  (286  U.  8.  73)). 
Our  courts  have  continually  ruled  that  dis- 
crimination In  voting  based  on  religion  or 
national  origin  U  arbitrary,  unreasonable, 
and  "by  their  very  nature  odious  to  a  free 
people  whose  institutions  are  founded  on 
the  doctrine  of  equality." 

This  bill  further  strengthens  the  existing 
clvll-rlghts  statutes  insofar  as  voting  is  con- 
cerned by  providing  in  addition  to  criminal 
penalties  that  the  party  whose  voting  rlghU 
are  Interfered  with  can  bring  a  suit  for  in- 
Jury  against  the  person  or  persons  who  in- 
terfered or  attempted  to  interfere  with  his 
right  to  vote.  One  other  provision  of  our 
bill  would  authorize  the  Attorney  General 
to  bring  a  law  suit  in  the  courts  to  prevent 
violation  of  the  law  or  provide  relief  if  the 
violations  take  place. 

VII.     Anttpionagi — Statimikt    bt    SENATOa 
Humphrey  on  8.  467,  To  Stmnothin  the 
Criminal  Laws  Relating  to  Peonage,  Slav- 
ery, AND  Involuntabt  SEmvrruDK 
During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1950, 
the  Department  of  Justice  received  85  com- 
plaints concerning  possible  peonage  and  in- 
voluntary   servitude.     I    am    informed    that 
since  that   date,   the  complaints   have   con- 
tinued.    Peonsige.  of  course,  is  a  form  of  in- 
voluntary servitude  rising  out  of  a  payment 
of  a  debt.     It  Is  essential  that  our  laws  be 
strengthened  so  that  this  form  of  involun- 
tary servitude  will  be  eliminated  once  and 
for  all  from  our  society.     This  is  certainly 
the  Intent  of  the  thirteenth  amendment  to 
our  Constitution. 

Our  existing  laws  (sees.  1581,  1583,  and 
1584  of  title  18,  U.  8.  Code)  declare  the  fol- 
lowing to  be  a  crime:  holding  or  returning 
persons  to  conditions  of  peonage,  arresting 
persons  with  the  intent  of  pressing  them  or 
returning  them  to  conditions  of  peonage; 
kidnaping,  arresting,  or  carrying  away  per- 
sons with  the  intent  that  they  be  sold  into 
involuntary  servitude  or  held  as  slaves;  en- 
ticing, persuading,  or  Inducing  persons  to 
go  on  board  vessels  with  the  intent  that 
they  be  made  or  held  as  slaves;  and  know- 
ingly and  wilfully  holding  persons  to  Invol- 


untary servitude  or  selling  a  person  into  any 
condition  of  involuntary  servitude. 

There  are  two  basic  changes  which  must 
be  made  to  strengthen  these  laws.  First,  it 
is  essential  to  make  clear  that  to  hold  an 
individual  in  involuntary  servitude  is  pun- 
ishable; secondly,  it  is  Important  that  not 
only  the  acts  described  above  be  considered 
criminal,  but  an  attempt  to  commit  the  acts 
be  in  itself  criminal.  Every  human  being 
must  have  the  right  to  be  protected  in  this 
most  vital  area  of  his  personal  security  and 
human  dignity. 

VIII.  Joint  CoMMrrriE  on  Civil  Rights — 
Statement  by  Senator  Hubert  H.  Hum- 
phrey ON  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
3,  A  Concurxent  Resolution  To  Establish 
A  Joint  Committee  on  Civil  Rights 

This  concurrent  resolution  would  establish 
a  Joint  Congressional  Committee  on  Civil 
Rights,  to  be  composed  of  14  members,  7 
Senators  to  be  appointed  by  the  President 
of  the  Senate,  and  7  Members  of  the  House 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
with  due  regard  for  party  representation. 
The  duty  of  the  Joint  committee  is  to  make 
and  conduct  a  study  relating  to  civil  rights 
and  civil  liberties,  to  study  means  of  improv- 
ing responsibility  for  an  enforcemeht  of  our 
laws  protecting  civil  rights;  and  to  advise, 
with  the  committees  of  the  Congress  who 
have  the  legislative  responsibility  relating 
to  this  vital  area  of  our  democratic  heritage. 

It  is  essential  that  this  Joint  committee, 
like  any  other  Joint  committee  of  the  Con- 
gress, should  be  authorized  to  hold  whatever 
hearings  It  deems  necessary,  with  the  power 
of  BUbpena  to  carry  out  Its  functions.  One 
of  the  important  activities  should  also  be 
that  of  consulting  with  representatives  of 
State  and  local  governments  and  with  pri- 
vate organizations  vitally  Interested  in  the 
preservation  of  human  rights. 

I  urge  upon  the  Senate  that  it  act  speedily 
and  effectively  to  enact  the  provisions  of 
this  concurrent  resolution.  Whatever  con- 
siderations there  may  be  calling  for  further 
study  of  other  proposals  dealing  with  the 
area  of  human  rights,  there  can  be  no  ex- 
cuse and  no  Justification  for  further  delay 
as  it  affects  the  basic  provision  of  this  bill. 
This  problem  is  a  serious  one  and  a  most 
complex  one  which  calls  for  constant  study, 
constant  evaluation,  and  constant  effort. 

Political  Party  Platforms  on  CrviL  Rights 
republican  platform 
The  Republican  Party  will  not  mislead, 
exploit,  or  attempt  to  confuse  minority 
groups  for  political  purposes.  All  American 
citizens  are  entitled  to  full,  impartial  en- 
forcement of  Federal  laws  relating  to  their 
civil  rights. 

We  believe  that  it  Is  the  primary  responsi- 
bility of  each  State  to  order  and  control  its 
own  domestic  institutions,  and  this  power, 
reserved  to  the  States,  is  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  our  Federal  Republic.  How- 
ever, we  believe  that  the  Fedecal  Government 
should  take  supplemental  action  within  its 
constitutional  Jurisdiction  to  oppose  dis- 
crimination against  race,  religion,  or  national 
origin. 

We  will  prove  our  good  faith  by^ 

Appointing  qualified  persons,  without  dis- 
tinction of  race,  religion,  or  national  origin, 
to  responsible  positions  in  the  Government. 

Federal  action  toward  the  elimination  of 
lynching. 

Federal  action  toward  the  elimination  of 
poll  taxes  as  a  prerequisite  to  voting. 

Appropriate  action  to  end  segregation  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Enacting  Federal  legislation  to  further  Just 
and  equitable  treatment  in  the  area  of  dis- 
criminatory employment  practices.  Federal 
action  should  not  duplicate  State  efforts  to 
end  such  practices;  should  not  set  up  an- 
other huge  bureaucracy.  ^ 
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In  order  that  the  will  of  the  American 
people  may  be  expressed  upon  all  legislative 
proposals,  we  urge  that  action  be  taken  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress 
to  improve  congressional  procedures  so  that 
majority  rule  prevails  and  decisions  can  be 
made  after  a  reasonable  debate  without  being 
blocked  by  a  minority  in  either  House. 

The  Democratic  Party  is  committed  to  sup- 
port and  advance  the  individual  rights  and 
liberties  of  all  Americans. 

Our  country  is  founded  on  the  proposition 
that  all  men  are  created  equal.  This  means 
that  all  citizens  are  equal  before  the  law 
and  should  enjoy  equal  political  rights. 
They  should  have  equal  opportunities  for 
education,  for  economic  advancement,  and 
for  decent  living  conditions. 

We  will  continue  our  efforts  to  eradicate 
discrimination  based  on  race,  religion,  or 
national  origin. 

We  know  this  task  requires  action,  not 
Just  in  one  section  of  the  Nation,  but  in 
all  sections.  It  requires  the  cooperative  ef- 
forts of  individual  citizens  and  action  by 
State  and  local  government.  It  also  re- 
quires Federal  action.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment must  live  up  to  the  Ideals  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  must  exer- 
cise the  powers  vested  in  it  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

We  are  proud  of  the  progress  that  has 
been  made  in  securing  equality  of  treatment 
and  opportunity  in  the  Nation's  Armed 
Forces  and  the  civil  service  and  all  areas 
under  Federal  Jurisdiction.  The  Department 
of  Justice  has  taken  an  important  part  in 
successfully  arguing  in  the  courts  for  the 
elimination  of  many  illegal  discriminations, 
including  those  Involving  rights  to  own  and 
use  real  property,  to  engage  in  gainful  occu- 
pations and  to  enroll  in  publicly  supported 
higher  educational  institutions.  We  are  de- 
termined that  the  Federal  Government  shall 
continue  such  policies. 

At  the  same  time,  we  favor  Federal  legisla- 
tion effectively  to  secure  those  rights  to 
everyone :  ( 1 )  the  right  to  equal  opportunity 
for  employment;  (2)  the  right  to  security  of 
persons;  (3)  the  right  to  full  and  equal  par- 
ticipation in  the  Nation's  political  life,  free 
from  arbitrary  restraints.  We  also  favor  legis- 
lation to  perfect  existing  Federal  civil  rights 
statutes  and  to  strengthen  the  administra- 
tive machinery  for  the  protection  of  civil 
rights. 

Statements  bt  Pbesident-Elect  Eisenhowcb 
ON  Civil  Rights 

"Let  us  once  and  for  all  resolve  that  hence- 
forth we  shall  be  guided  in  our  relations  with 
our  fellows  by  the  American  creed  that  all 
raen  are  created  equal — and  remain  equal. 
All  of  us  who  salute  the  flag,  whatever  our 
color  or  creed  or  Job  or  place  of  birth  may  be, 
are  Americans  entitled  to  the  full  rights  and 
the  full  privileges  of  our  citizenship.  In  a 
time  when  America  needs  all  the  brains,  all 
the  skills,  all  the  spiritual  strength  and  dedi- 
cated services  of  iU  157.000.000  people.  dU- 
crimlnatlon is  criminally  stupid."  (Eisen- 
hower. American  Legion,  New  York  City, 
August  25,  1952.) 

"Equality  of  opportunity  was  part  of  the 
vision  of  the  men  who  founded  our  Nation. 
It  is  a  principle  deeply  imbedded  in  our  reli- 
gious faith.  And  neither  at  home  nor  in  the 
eyes  of  the  world  can  America  risk  the  weak- 
ness which  inevitably  results  when  any  group 
of  our  people  are  ranked — politically  or  eco- 
nomically— as  second-class  citizens."  (Eisen- 
hower, Columbia,  S.  C.  September  30.  1953.) 

"We  must  make  equality  of  opportunity  a 
living  fact  for  every  American — regardless  of 
race,  color,  or  creed.  To  do  that  U  part  of 
the  unfinished  business  of  America. 

"Equality  of  t^portunity  has  its  strongest 
roots  In  our  religious  faith.  Every  Individual 
act.  every  law,  every  political  maneuver. 
every  pressure  which  infringes  on  the  poilti- 
cal  and  econcanic  rights  of  any  American  or 
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any  group  of  Americans  weakens  America. 
It  gives  powerful  ammunition  to  America's 
enemies.  It  will  eventually  betray  the  free- 
dom of  each  of  us."  (Elsenhower,  Los  An- 
geles. October  9.  1952.) 

"Now  I  bring  you  another  question  obvi- 
ously of  great  Interest  to  you  people.  We 
know  that  America  has  not  achieved  iinder 
its  great  Constitution  that  full  perfection  of 
operation  that  It  should  with  respect  to  equal 
opportunity  for  all  citizens.  There  Is  dis- 
crimination. This  cr\uade  is  pledged  to  use 
every  single  item  of  leadership  and  influence 
It  has  to  eliminate  it.  It  intends  to  enforce 
the  full  Constitution,  not  part  of  it."  (Eisen- 
hower. Harlem,  Octot>er  25,  1952.) 

"1  pledge  to  devote  myself  toward  making 
equality  of  opp>ortunity  a  living  reality  for 
every  American.  There  is  no  room  left  in 
America  for  second-class  citizenship  for 
anybody."  (From  a  summary  of  campaign 
pledgei  released  by  Eisenhower's  New  York 
headquarters  November  1,  1952.) 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  SUPPORT  OP 

GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1954. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  469)  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  desire 
to  discuss  the  bill  for  about  15  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  widespread  and  contin- 
uing dissatisfaction  with  the  notoriously 
antiquated  and  sickenly  slipshod  system 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  han- 
dles fiscal  matters  has  been  expressed  by 
many  persons  in  and  out  of  Congress. 
That  is  especially  true  of  the  way  appro- 
priations measures  are  expended.  The 
other  day,  our  colleague,  the  very  able 
and  experienced  new  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee,  Sen- 
ator Styles  Bridges,  very  properly  point- 
ed out  that  Congress  is  employing  the 
same  techniques  in  appropriating  eighty 
billions  that  it  used  when  appropriations 
were  less  than  five  billions  annually.  The 
facts  are  that  the  important  fimction  of 
making  appropriations  in  these  days  of 
huge  expenditures  has  gotten  completely 
out  of  hand.  The  very  weight  of  the 
fantastic  size  of  present-day  appropria- 
tions has  broken  the  back  of  congres- 
sianal  fiscal  machinery.  Appropriations 
must  be  modernized  and  streamlined  and 
we  must  not  spare  the  horses  in  doing  so. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
ByrdJ,  who  is  generally  known  as  a  keen 
and  painstaking  student  of  Federal  fis- 
cal policies,  has  been  calling  attention  to 
the  huge,  but  almost  forgotten,  unex- 
pended balances  in  the  current  accounts 
of  various  departments  of  the  Federal 
Government.  He  suggests  that  our  un- 
expended balances  may  reach  the  co- 
lossal total  of  $100,000,000,000.  While 
everyone  admits  the  amount  is  huge,  no 
one  in  Government  can  pinpoint  the  ex- 
act number  of  dollars  involved.  It  is  said 
that  it  will  require  many  months  to  find 
out  the  precise  status  of  our  unexpended 
balance.    Any  banker  or  industrialist  in 


the  United  States  who  did  not  know  to 
the  last  penny  the  precise  amount  of  his 
unexpended  balance  would  be  sent  to  a 
hospital,  a  bankruptcy  court,  or  on  a  job- 
hunting  tour.  To  not  know  and  to  not 
make  fiscal  calculations  accordingly  is 
no  way  for  Congress  to  handle  the  peo- 
ple's hard-earned  money.  It  is  an  un- 
derstatement to  say  the  people  are 
shocked  by  the  Byrd  disclosures.  They 
must  feel  that  the  Members  of  Congress 
who  represent  them  in  Washington  are 
little  children  lost  in  the  woods  when  it 
comes  to  finances. 

Something  must  be  done  to  brinpr  order 
out  of  such  chaos.  In  that  spirit  and 
with  that  objective  very  much  in  mind,  I 
have  devised  a  new,  streamlined,  and 
very  simple  appropriation  bill  model  or, 
rather,  a  pattern  for  an  appropriation 
bill.  It  is  a  one-pafckage  appropriation 
bill  and  is  so  completely  streamlined  that 
it  consists  of  but  four  pages,  and  yet,  in 
my  opinion,  it  provides  more  pertinent 
fiscal  information  for  the  people  and  for 
Members  of  Congress  than  did  the  con- 
ventional one-package  appropriat.on  bill 
which  in  1950  consisted  of  482  pages. 

Here  (exhibiting)  it  is.  Mr.  President. 
as  compared  with  the  bill  of  1950.  Any- 
one can  see  what  a  voluminous  document 
the  bill  of  1950  is. 

My  percentage  appropriation  bill  is 
devised  to  give  the  Members  of  Congress 
and  the  man  on  the  street  a  comprehen- 
sive perspective  of  Federal  expenditure 
that  he  cannot  get  by  long  study  of  the 
Federal  budget  report  which  ordinarily  is 
three  times  as  larg"  as  a  Sears.  Roebuck 
catalog;  or  by  reading  the  customary 
20  appropriation  bills  of  50  pages  each: 
or  even  the  one-package  appropriation 
bill  of  482  pages  advocated  by  many 
Senators. 

The  percentage  approach  first  deter- 
mines that  S70.000.000.000.  or  some  other 
amount,  shall  be  the  over-all  total  of 
appropriations  for  the  following  fiscal 
year.  Every  schoolboy  knows  that  a 
total  of  anything  is  100  percent.  Ac- 
cordingly, my  bill  splits  that  total  of 
100  percent  up  into  many  smaller  per- 
centages, the  sum  of  which  equals  100 
percent,  and  then  it  allocates  these  per- 
centages instead  of  dollars  to  the  various 
departments  and  functions  of  Govern- 
ment. Dividing  that  100-percent  pie  on 
the  ba.sis  of  the  relative  importance  and 
proper  support  for  each  Federal  function 
is  the  very  essence  of  the  difficult  tech- 
nical job  which  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees of  Congress  are  called  upon  to 
make. 

From  long  observation,  I  am  convinced 
that  the  average  Senator  and  the  aver- 
age American  citizen  does  not  make 
much  of  a  distinction  between  thousands 
and  millions  or  even  thousands  and 
billions.  I  have  seen  the  Senate,  many 
times,  spend  hours  debating  the  virtue 
of  an  appropriation  for  $100,000  and  then 
without  batting  an  eye  vote  appropria- 
tions of  $50,000,000,000  in  a  few  seconds 
of  time.  On  the  other  hand,  percentages 
are  different.  They  deal  with  the  rela- 
tionship of  the  support  of  functions 
rather  than  with  unrelated  amounts  of 
dollars.  Very  naturally,  with  respect  to 
such  things,  there  is  much  understand- 
ing and  great  interest. 

Before  I  can  grasp  the  actual  appear- 
ance of  some  new  object.  I  must  make 


mental  comparisons  between  It  and 
things  with  which  I  am  familiar.  If 
someone  should  undertake  to  describe  an 
elephant  to  me  and  I  had  never  before 
heard  of  the  ponderous  symbol  of  the 
Republican  Party.  I  might  ask:  "Is  it  as 
large  as  a  donkey?  A  greyhound?  Or 
even  a  Greyhound  bus?"  By  making 
comparisons  with  things  with  which  I 
am  familiar  I  could  get  a  fairly  accurate 
picture  of  a  pachyderm. 

Almost  anyone,  in  or  out  of  Congress, 
comprehends  when  it  is  said  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  allocated 
but  slightly  more  than  1  percent  of  the 
revenues  of  this  Government;  or  that  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  including 
Reclamation,  gets  le.ss  than  seven-tenths 
of  1  percent  of  those  revenues,  or  the 
legislative  branch  receives  one-tenth  of 
1  percent,  or  Uie  District  of  Columbia 
receives  one  one-hundredth  of  1  percent, 
while  the  military,  including  civil  func- 
tions, receives  almo.st  62  percent  of  the 
total  revenues  of  the  United  States. 
Relativity  carries  the  .same  vital  signifi- 
cances in  appropriations  as  in  Einstein's 
co.smic  universe. 

Keeping  Federal  appropriations  In  the 
proper  adjustment  with  respect  to  pub- 
lic functions  as  a  whole  on  a  basis  of 
value  to  the  people  is  vital  to  the  progress 
of  this  great  country  and  its  content- 
ment. Balance  is  vital  ahke  to  the  cir- 
cus performer  and  to  a  fi.scal  policy.  ■ 

The  sad  state  of  inflation,  with  which 
this  country  is  sorely  afflicted  has  been 
brought  about  by  blind  and  reckless  fiscal 
policies  with  no  regard  for  an  over-all 
balanced  budget  The  new  administra- 
tion has  made  a  solemn  pledge  to  the 
American  voters  to  cea.se  indulging  in 
deficit  spending.  Congre.^^s  cannot  do 
less  than  to  give  the  new  President  full 
support  in  his  efforts  to  straighten  out 
the  Nation's  fiscal  problems.  It  is  my 
earnest  and  considered  opinion  that  the 
adoption  by  Congress  of  my  suggestion 
for  a  streamlined  appropriation  bill  with 
a  fixed  ceihng  for  the  over-all  total  ap- 
propriation and  a  fixed  ceiling  for  each 
departmental  appropriation  and  the  op- 
portunity for  the  Budget  Bureau  to  re- 
view and  control  each  executive  depart- 
ment's appropriation  after  it  is  made  os 
well  as  before,  will  be  a  long  and  con- 
structive step  toward  bringing  order  out 
of  chaos  in  Federal  fiscal  matters. 

The  figures  and  percentages  used  in 
my  calculations  have  been  assembled 
merely  to  illustrate  the  new  approach  to 
the  difncult  task  of  determining  the  cor- 
rect size  of  all  Federal  appropriations. 
I  do  not  say  that  any  of  them  are  correct 
as  to  amount.  I  lifted  them  bodily  from 
last  year's  appropriation  bills  and  am 
using  them  here  only  to  indicate  how  my 
plan  would  operate. 

Doubtless,  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees would  want  to  change  somewhat 
every  percentage  point.  I  used  the  over- 
all total  of  $70,000,000,000  because  the 
press  had  reported  that  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  iMr.  Taft]  and  Presi- 
dent-elect Eisenhower  have  agreed  upon 
$70,000,000,000  as  a  proper  total  for  the 
fiscal  year.  My  own  views  are  that 
$60,000,000,000  would  prove  to  be  a  far 
wiser  fiscal  target.  However,  that  is  a 
matter  for  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee members  to  determine  out  of  their 
long    experience    and    more    intimate 
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knowledge  of  Federal  fiscal  problems. 
But.  I  do  contend  that  some  over-all  spe- 
cific total  must  be  determined  and  tena- 
ciously adhered  to,  come  what  may.  and 
so  I  make  it  a  fixture  in  my  bill  and 
build  all  appropriations  around  it. 

Mr.  President,  the  Seventy-ninth  Con- 
gress passed  Public  Law  601,  section  138 
of  which  directed  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House,  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  the  two 
Appropriations  Committees  to  meet  and 
to  set  some  figure  as  the  celling  for  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  in  which 
Confe'ress  was  legislating. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  have  inserted  In  the  Record  at 
this  point  section  138  of  Public  Law  601. 

There  being  no  objection,  section  138 
of  Public  Law  601  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

8rc.  138.  (a)  The  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Mean::  and  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
of  tlie  House  of  Representatives,  and  the 
Committee  on  Finance  and  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate,  or  duly  au- 
thorised subcommittees  thereof,  are  author- 
ized and  directed  to  meet  Jointly  %t  the  be- 
ginning of  each  regular  session  of  Congress 
and  after  study  and  consultation,  giving  due 
consideration  to  the  budget  recommenda- 
tions of  the  President,  report  to  their  respec- 
tive Houses  a  legislative  budget  for  the  en- 
suing fiscal  year.  Including  the  estimated 
over-all  Federal  receipts  and  expenditures 
fnr  such  year.  Such  report  shall  contain  a 
recommendation  for  the  maximum  amount 
to  be  appropriated  for  expenditure  in  such 
year  which  shall  include  such  an  amount 
to  be  reserved  for  deficiencies  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary  by  such  committees.  If 
the  estimated  receipts  exceed  the  estimated 
exi^endltures,  such  report  shall  contain  a 
recommendation  for  a  reduction  in  the  pub- 
lic debt.  Such  report  shaU  t>e  made  by 
February  15. 

(b)  The  report  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
concurrent  resolution  adopting  such  budget, 
and  fixing  the  maximum  amount  to  be  ap- 
propriated for  expenditure  in  such  year.  If 
the  estimated  expenditures  exceed  the  esti- 
mated receipts,  the  concurrent  resolution 
shall  include  a  section  substantially  as  fol- 
lows: "That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress 
that  the  public  debt  shall  be  increased  In  an 
amount  equal  to  the  amount  by  which  the 
estimated  expenditures  for  the  ensuing  fiscal 
year  exceed  the  estimated  receipts,  such 
amount  being  $  ," 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  allocation  of  the  exact  per- 
centage ceilings  to  each  department  and 
and  function  of  government  would  fol- 
low after  exhaustive  hearings  and  study 
by  the  Appropriations  Committees.  If 
one  department  or  function  is  given  more 
by  the  committe<;s  or  by  the  Congress 
under  my  plan  some  other  department  or 
function  must  rf'ceive  less.  The  time- 
honored  custom  has  been  to  allocate 
funds  to  each  function  on  a  basis  of  the 
successful  salesir.anshlp  of  the  depart- 
ment In  convincing  Congress  of  its  re- 
quirement and  then  to  boost  the  total 
to  accommodate  the  increase.  Under 
the  old  system  "log  rolling"  becomes 
an  art.  Under  such  a  system  it  is  small 
wonder  that  in  this  current  year  we  have 
a  deficit  of  $10,000,000,000  which,  I  might 
add,  is  a  national  disgrace.  To  Indulge 
in  deficit  spending  in  the  year  In  which 
we  are  enjoying  the  greatest  prosperity 
of  all  time,  with  employment  and  pro- 
duction at  an  all-time  high,  Is  recUess 
beyond  description.  In  such  a  year  we 
are  bonding  our  children's  children  to 


pay  for  our  indulgence,  our  weakness, 
and  our  waste.  When  honestly  analyzed 
that  is  exactly  what  deficit  spending 
means.  Here  is  a  truth  which  cannot  be 
successfully  denied.  Without  the  active 
leadership,  enthusiastic  support  and  in- 
flexible determination  of  the  executive, 
no  legislative  body  can  effect  economies 
In  government. 

I  am  sure  every  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate who  has  ever  been  the  Governor  of 
a  State  will  a^ree  with  my  statement. 
Legislative  bodies  simply  cannot  balance 
budgets.  That  is  equally  true  of  city 
councils.  State  legislatures,  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

The  founding  fathers  who  wrote  our 
Federal  Constitution  did  not  recognize 
the  significance  of  that  fact  and  accord- 
ingly neglected  to  employ  two  very  vital 
devices  for  handling  Federal  finances. 
They  failed  to  give  the  Chief  Executive 
the  power  to  veto  separate  items  in  an 
appropriation  bill  without  vetoing  the 
whole  measure,  and  they  failed  to  make 
all  appropriations  by  Congress  for  which 
no  revenues  have  beerf  provided  null 
and  void  except  in  cases  of  war.  insur- 
rection, or  rebellion.  Colorado,  as  do 
many  States,  has  such  provisions  in  Its 
constitution.  I  believe  there  are  14 
States  which  make  such  provision.  As 
a  result,  there  can  be  no  deficit  spending 
in  such  a  State  and  the  governor  can 
keep  his  State's  finances  In  perfect  bal- 
ance and  In  orderly  adjustment  If  he 
has  the  courage  and  the  will  to  do  so. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  ex- 
cerpts from  a  statement  by  Mr.  Paul 
Hoffman,  who,  as  will  be  recalled,  wp-s  at 
one  time  president  of  the  Studebaker 
Corp..  and  who  served  as  head  of  the 
Economic  Cooiseration  Administration, 
which  administered  the  Marshall  plan. 
Mr.  Hoffman  has  made  some  very  wise 
observations,  and  I  desire  to  have  them 
made  a  part  of  the  Recced  at  this  point. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

What  a  special  group  has  one  year  It  ex- 
pects to  get  the  next  year.  And  what  one 
group  gets  another  group  wants.  At  the 
very  least  this  process  has  a  devitalizing 
effect  on  otir  poUtical  life. 

There  are  two  effective  ways  of  counter- 
acting long  and  numerous  Government  sub- 
sidies. One  is  to  Insist  that  they  aU  be  open- 
ly and  clearly  defined,  so  that  everybody 
knows  who  is  getting  what  and  why  he  is 
getting  it.  The  second  Is  continually  to 
chsaienge  every  subsidy  from  the  general  tax- 
payer's point  of  view.  Those  hand-outs  that 
are  necessary  to  the  national  welfare  would, 
as  a  result,  not  only  survive  but  have  more 
general  and  informed  public  support.  And 
those  which  were  Just  habits  of  past  years 
could  be  weeded  out. 

The  whole  problem  of  governmental  man- 
agement with  lU  attendant  overhead  needs 
unremitting   scrutiny. 

We  need  new  ground  rules,  chief  among 
which  is  legislation  enabling  the  President 
to  veto  individual  items  in  appropriation 
bills.  Instead  of  getting  the  aU-or-nothing 
alternatives  that  confront  him  now.  In  this 
way  the  financing  of  major  «md  necessary 
programs  would  rxot  be  Jeopardized  by  the 
inclusion  of  Irrelevant  or  self-serving  riders 
that  get  approval  only  because  the  President 
cannot  strike  them  out  without  vetoing  the 
whole  bill. 

So  long  as  the  armament  race  continues, 
a  major  hope  of  really  living  within  our 
means,  even  with  present  high  taxes,  Ues  in 


getting  more  defense  per  dollarLspent.  This 
was  important  3  years  ago  when  we  hoped  to 
stabilize  military  expenses  at  $12,000,000,000 
a  year.  It  is  Imperative  when  we  find  our- 
selves spending  nearly  »60,000,000,000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the 
Federal  Constitution  had  provided  such 
safeguards  for  Its  Treasury  I  am  satis- 
fied the  Federal  debt  would  be  merely  a 
fraction  of  its  present  gigantic  size  and 
there  would  be  no  undeclared  wars. 

The  percentage  appropriation  bill  vir- 
tually gives  the  President  the  power  to 
veto  items  through  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget's  authority,  control,  and  direc- 
tion to  scrutinize  congressional  appro- 
priations for  the  executive  departments 
after  they  are  made  and  before  expended 
by  the  various  executive  departments. 
My  bill  does  not  give  the  President  or 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  any  veto  or 
control  pKJwer  over  legislative  or  judi- 
cial appropriations.  My  bill  does  not 
encroach  on  the  executive  branch  nor 
does  it  permit  the  executive  to  encroach 
on  the  judicial  or  legislative  branches. 
It  should  be  noted  that  neither  the 
President  nor  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
can  in  any  way  boost  an  appropriation. 
An  appropriation  can  be  reduced  by  cur- 
tailing expenditures.  That  is  all  that 
can  be  done.  The  President  camiot  shift 
an  appropriation  from  one  fimction  of 
government  to  some  other  function  of 
government.  Under  my  bill  that  condi- 
tion remains  just  as  it  is  at  present, 
under  present  procedure. 

Frankly,  greater  use  should  be  made 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  dealing 
with  the  Federal  fiscal  problem,  and  that 
Is  an  Important  feature  of  my  bill.  It 
Is  a  large  Bureau  with  many  trained 
and  experienced  technicians.  It  has 
462-  employees,  who  are  paid  a  total 
annual  salary  of  $3,181,000.  and  an  aver- 
age salary  to  each  of  nearly  $7,000  a  year. 
In  addition,  it  is  given  an  annual  expense 
item  of  $340,200.  I  am  not  being  critical 
of  this  Bureau,  its  operation,  its  size,  or 
Its  costs.  If  its  costs  were  three  times 
as  great  I  would  not  complain,  because 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  should  be  the 
watchdog  of  our  Treasury,  and  good 
watchdogs  cost  money. 

At  present  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
compiles  volumes  of  vital  data  on  appro- 
priations before  they  are  enacted  by 
Congress,  and  thereby  form  a  basis  for 
the  President's  recommendation  to  Con- 
gress. So  far  so  good;  but  the  per- 
centage appropriation  bill  contemplates 
that  in  addition  to  that  necessary  serv- 
ice they  ride  herd  on  every  expenditure 
of  every  executive  department  of  the 
Federal  Government  after  Congress  has 
voted  a  lump-sum  appropriation  to  such 
department.  If  that  were  done,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  could  pro- 
tect the  Treasury  in  the  expenditure  of 
every  penny  allocated  to  a  Federal  execu- 
tive department.  I  have  full  faith  that 
the  President-elect  will  assume  his  full 
responsibility  with  respect  to  expendi- 
tures if  Congress  will  give  him  the  oppor- 
tunity to  do  so. 

The  Washington  Daily  News  has  come 
up  with  a  very  sound,  yet  very  simple, 
plan  for  cutting  spending.  According 
to  the  News,  here  are  the  ABC's  on  how 
their  plan  would  be  made  effective: 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  REcoao  at 
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this  point  an  article  entitled  "Here  Are 
the  ABC's  of  How  To  Cut  Spending," 
published  in  the  Washington  Daily  News. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Here  are  the  Waahlngton  Dally  News'  A, 
B,  C's: 

A  BuperrlBor  Is  a  man  who  bosses  other 
people.  Call  him  a  foreman,  a  straw  boss,  a 
sergeant,  a  corporal.  In  OoTemment.  he's 
called  a  supervisor. 

In  business  and  Industry,  he's  the  one 
whose  performance.  In  the  last  analysis,  de- 
cides whether  an  operation  Is  efficient  or 
Inefficient,  whether  It  turns  a  profit  or  runs 
In  the  red. 

He  does  well  In  bvislness  and  Indiistry. 
But  In  the  Federal  service,  he  simply  never 
gets  a  chance.  We  propose  that  he  get  a 
chance. 

We  propose  two  simple  (but  magic) 
things: 

1.  That  each  Government  supervisor  be 
told — in  the  form  -»f  a  simple,  working  budg- 
et— exactly  how  much  he  spends.  At  pres- 
ent, astonishing  though  it  seems,  most  su- 
pervisors simply  don't  know  how  much  they 
spend. 

2.  That  each  and  every  supervisor  then  be 
Invited,  encouraged,  and  challenged  to  make 
It  his  personal  responsibility  to  figure  out 
ways  of  spending  less. 

Incredible  though  it  may  seeA  to  busi- 
nessmen outside  Government,  that  Isn't  be- 
ing done  in  Government  now.  either. 

Here  is  what  would  be  done  under  the 
News  plan  that  isn't  done  under  the  present 
system : 

Once  an  agency  receives  its  funds  from 
Congress,  it  would  give  each  and  every  bu- 
reau its  own  working  budget  for  the  year. 
(This  is  done  now  in  most  agencies — but 
cot  In  all.) 

Once  a  bureau  received  its  budget.  It  would 
give  budgets  to  each  of  its  divisions.  (This 
Isnt  done  now  in  most  agencies.) 

Once  a  division  received  its  budget,  it 
would  give  budgets  to  each  of  its  branches. 
(This  isn't  done  now — except  in  rare  cases.) 

Once  a  branch  received  its  budget,  it  would 
give  budgets  to  each  of  its  sections.  (This 
Isn't  done  now.) 

Once  a  section  received  Its  budget.  It  would 
give  budgets  to  each  of  its  units — If  there 
existed  distinct  budgets  within  the  section. 
(This  Isn't  done  now.) 

And  finally,  once  every  supervisor  had  bLs 
own  budget — every  supervisor  of  every  bu- 
reau, division,  branch,  section,  and  unit — he 
would  be  encouraged,  by  every  means  possi- 
ble, to  regard  it  not  as  an  invitation  to  spend, 
but,  instead,  as  a  guide  to  saving. 

He  would  be  encouraged  to  make  saving 
part  of  his  Job. 

It's  as  simple  as  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  This 
plan  does  not  conflict  in  any  way  with 
my  percentage  appropriation  bill.  Rath- 
er, it  complements  it.  My  plan,  as  we 
recall,  contemplates  a  lump  sum  appro- 
priation to  each  division  of  Federal  Crov- 
emment.  The  Washington  News  plan 
takes  over  from  there.  I  think  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget,  representing  the 
Chief  Executive  as  it  does,  should  super- 
vise the  News  plan  and  see  to  it  that  it 
is  carried  out  orderly  and  with  positive 
certainty.  No  plan  can  be  made  self- 
executing.  Every  plan  must  have  direc- 
tion, and  that  direction  in  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, if  it  comes  at  all,  must  come 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  commend  the  Washington  News  most 
heartily  for  submitting  their  timely  plan 
to  cut  spending  and  for  the  splendid 
articles  they  have  published  in  support 
of  their  vital  and  realistic  approach  to 


the  diflBcult  problem  of  spending  $80,- 
000.000.000  without  waste.  Mr.  John 
Cramer,  a  reporter  for  many  years  on 
the  staff  of  the  Washington  News,  has 
written  eight  intensely  interesting  arti- 
cles covering  the  whole  field  of  Federal 
spending.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  these  articles  printed  in  connection 
with  my  statement  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles 
were  orden^d  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mb.  Cxamek's  Simple  Plan 

John  Cramer  has  been  a  reporter  on  thi.s 
newspaper  i  or  some  years.  His  beat :  Your 
Government. 

His  daily  column  is  designed  primarily  to 
deal  with  trie  Interests  of  our  readers  who 
are  also  Government  employees. 

He  doesn't  worry  about  the  high-level  poli- 
tics or  the  kind  of  news  that  usually  gets 
the  national  headlines. 

He's  concerned  about  what  makes  the 
Government  tick  for  the  Government  work- 
ers— the  chores  of  the  administrative  em- 
ployees and  the  things  that  affect  their  Jobs. 

On  this  assignment,  our  Mr.  Cramer  ha.s 
learned  a  lot  about  government;  about  Its 
detailed,  hum-drum,  day-to-day  operations. 

Like  so  many  of  us.  he  has  seen  waste, 
extravagance,  and  duplication. 

Like  so  many  conscientious  Government 
employees,  he  wondered  what  can  be  done 
when  government  gets  that  way. 

Possibly  because  he  has  seen  at  first  hand 
and  for  so  lonj?  the  bafflement  of  sincere 
Government  workers;  possibly  because  he 
has  been  sjmpathetlc  to  the  frustrations  of 
the  dedicated  public  servant,  wincing  at  his 
Job  when  he  hears  governmental  .spend, 
spend,  spend  denounced  from  hell  to  break- 
fast. He  has  been  sympathetic  because  he 
knows  the  average  Federal  employee  wants 
to  do  a  good  Job.  is  trying  to  do  a  good  Job. 
and  yet  can  see  for  himself  the  validity  of 
the  criticism.  The  average  sincere  Federal 
worker  of,  perhaps,  modest  responsibilities, 
feels  frustrated  because  he  can  do  nothing 
about  It. 

He  would  do  something  about  It  If  he 
could. 

Mr.  Cramer  hit  on  a  plan  which  will  give 
him  a  chance  to  do  something  about  It. 

Yesterday  we  told  you  how  the  plan  gen- 
erally wou:.d  work. 

In  Mr.  Cramers  story  today  you  will  find 
specific  examples. 

Yesterday  we  described  how  the  Identical 
element  that  makes  a  well-run  business  suc- 
cessful is  missing  In  Government,  and  we 
described  how  It  could  t>e  added. 

This  element  would  counteract  the  natural 
tendency  to  bureaucratic  expansion  by  put- 
ting on  the  Government  supervisor  the  same 
checks  that  are  put  on  a  manager — no  mat- 
ter how  modest  his  responsibilities  are — In 
business.  This  element  Is  simply  a  cost 
sheet. 

In  the  Government  a  unit  Is  the  smallest 
segment.  Units  make  a  section,  and  several 
sections  make  a  branch,  branches  make  up 
a  division,  and  divisions  make  up  a  bureau. 

It's  an  astonishing  fact,  but  true,  that  in 
most  of  this  sprawling  hierarchy  the  super- 
visors of  these  subdlTisions  make  no  budgets. 
They  don't  even  know  how  much  they  spend. 

Our  Idea  Is  simply  to  give  them  that  re- 
sponsibility. In  other  words,  to  start  budget 
making  and  money  saving  at  the  bottom. 
As  It  Is  now.  It  mainly  is  a  matter  of  guess- 
work at  the  top. 

This  chiinge  that  we  propKJse  is  general 
practice  in  big  bvislness. 

It  has  l>een  tried  in  a  few  Government 
units  with  convincing  success. 

There's  no  mystery  in  it.  It  Isn't  revolu- 
tionary. It  has  been  done  for  years  wherever 
businesses  have  been  efficiently  run. 

All  it  would  take  to  make  it  Government - 
wide  policy  is  an  order  from  the  White 
House. 


Several  of  OenerHl  Elsenhower's  advisers 
have  shown  a  lively  Interest  in  this  plan. 

Senator  Frank  Carlson,  who  will  head  the 
Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service  Committee  in 
the  new  Congress,  thinks  It  could  be  the  real 
answer  to  the  economy  problem. 

However,  we  don't  offer  It  as  a  cure-all.  It 
Is  not  a  cure-all  any  more  than  a  good  shop 
foreman  Is  a  cure-all  for  Ills  which  have  their 
roots  In  some  other  facet  of  a  business,  such 
as,  tor  instance,  Its  sales  policy  or  Its  pricing 
system. 

But  he  can  nm  his  shop  economically. 

He  can  In  Ooverninent,  too.  If  he  Is  given 
the  chance. 

There  are  ab<->ut  100.000  supervisors  In  our 
Government.  Mr.  Cramer  estimates  that 
only  about  6.000  of  them  ever  have  a  chance 
to  work  against  operating  costs,  and  to  try 
to  Improve  their  performance  records  In 
those  terms. 

These  100.000  know  where  the  rat  holes  are. 
If  they  are  given  the  Job,  they  will  know 
how  to  plug  them  u)). 

That  s  all  there  Is  to  It. 

We  hope  you  11  read  Mr.  Cramer's  story 
today. 

We  hope  the  jiew  administration's  Interest 
In  It  will  continue  to  grow,  and  that  steps 
will  lie  taken  to  put  .such  a  plan  Into  general 
effect. 

Your  interest  In  it  will  help  accomplish 
thl.*!. 

An  iNcrNTTvr  Plan  rot  Fbd^al  Bosses 
(By  John  Cramer) 

A  brand  new  Government  economy  idea, 
first  presented  by  the  Washington  Dally 
News  In  Its  9  to  4:30  column  on  October  27 
has  attracted  the  enthusiastic  Interest  of 
persons  close  to  General  Elsenhower. 

They  are  saying  It  may  be  Ike's  golden  op- 
portunity. It  may  be  his  chance  to  deliver 
on  his  campaign  promise  to  make  the  Fed- 
eral service  cost  less. 

Estimates  of  the  potential  savings  run  to 
hundreds  of  mllllonb  annually.  Perhaps  eveu 
billions,  ultimately^ 

In  a  nutshell,  the  Idea  Is:  A  working  budget 
for  every  Government  supervisor. 

It  Is  a  proposal  that  every  Federal  agency 
give  every  Individual  supervisor,  at  every 
level,  his  own  simple,  working  budget — and 
challenge  him  to  cut  it. 

Thl.^  Is  done  In  m(«V  efficient  businesses. 
It  Is  not  generally  done  In  Government. 

Here  Is  a  halr-ralslng  fact — one  which 
can't  be  repeated  too  often: 

The  vast  majority  of  Government  super- 
visors simply  don't  know  how  much  they 
spend. 

In  distilled  essence,  the  News'  proposal  Is 
simply  that  Government  sup)ervlsors  be  told 
( for  the  first  time  i  how  much  they  spend— 
and  Invited  (for  the  first  time)  to  work  at 
saving. 

Those  who  have  studied  the  Idea  are  con- 
vinced that  its  possibilities  are  almost  un- 
limited. 

Through  It.  they  say,  the  entire  Federal 
service  would  be  encouraged  to  think  in  new 
terms — In   terms  of  savings. 

A  complete  new  atmosphere  would  b« 
created — one  of  governmental  economy. 

Supervisors  at  all  levels  would  be  put  on 
notice  that  the  biulness  of  saving  was  au 
Important,  major  part  of  their  Jobs. 

In  the  process,  they  would  require  »  new 
sense  of  participation,  responsibility,  and 
pride  In  their  work. 

And  Government  as  a  whole  would  acquire 
an  Important  new  yardstick  of  manage- 
ment— the  yardstick  of  continuing  doUars- 
and-cents  meastirement  of  efficiency  at  every 
level  of  supervision.     It  would  have: 

A  yardstick  for  present  operations. 

A  yardstick  for  the  evaluation  of  new  and 
Improved  systems  and  methods  which  might 
be  applied  In  the  future. 

And  a  yardstick  for  the  appraisal  of  the 
supervisors    themselves — an    instrument   for 
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identifying  the  able  and  weeding  out  the  in- 
efficient. 

In  the  vast  malorlty  of  OoTemment's 
sprawling  bureaus,  t:aere  is  no  such  yardstick 

now. 

There  Is  little  or  no  emphasis  on  economy, 
as  everybody  knows. 

And  most  specifically,  there  Is  almost  no 
attempt  to  enlist  tlie  aid  and  Ideas  of  the 
first-line  supervisor  in  the  all-Important 
business  of  saving.  (Definition  of  a  flnrt- 
llne  supervisor:  One  who  has  no  subordinate 
supervisors  under  him.) 

In  one  form  or  another,  the  budget-for- 
cvery-supervlsor  already  Is  widely  used  In 
industry. 

Variations  of  It  are  In  operation  In  several 
small  units  of  Government — units.  Inci- 
dentally, which  can  show  amazing  but  con- 
vincing proof  of  dollars-and-cents  efficiency. 

The  idea  would  nst  require  legislation. 

It  could  be  put  Ir.to  effect  by  Presidential 
order. 

And  It's  so  slmplt,  so  Inexpensive,  that  It 
would  not  require  a  single  penny  of  addi- 
tional appropriation  by  Congress. 

In  the  military,  there's  a  saying  that  an 
army  Is  no  better  tran  its  sergeants. 
BHOCX.IN0    racTS 

And  the  biireaucr;iU  delight  to  paraphrase 
this  by  saying  that  government  is  no  better 
than  its  first-line  supervisors. 

But  where  the  Army  spares  no  effort  to 
make  Its  sergeants  t-fflclent  at  war,  the  civil- 
ian Federal  Government  does  next  to  nothing 
to  make  its  supervisors  efficient  at  saving. 

Here  are  more  shocking  facts: 

Out  of  an  estimated  100.000  supervisors 
In  Government,  only  about  6,000  ever  see 
anything  which  even  faintly  resembles  a 
working  budget  for  the  units  they  manage. 

Most  of  the  6.000  who  do  have  budgeU 
(of  a  sort;  tend  to  regard  them  as  ceilings 
on  spending,  rather  than  Incentives  for 
saving. 

And  for  the  remaining  95.000  supervlaors. 
there  are  no  budgets,  no  emphasis  on  econ- 
omy, and  little  or  no  encouragement  to  save. 

•fhe  News  presents  the  budget -for -e  very- 
supervisor  proposa  m  the  firm  conviction 
that  thousands  of  Government  supervisors 
know  mllilorw  of  w»  ys  In  which  to  economise. 

They  Just  haven't  been  asked. 

The  News  believe i  that  they  sincerely  want 
to  economize;  that  they'll  do  so  if  given  the 
chance. 

sii(}>LE  BXToarr 

It  believes  that  the  Federal  Oovemment, 
unhappily,  has  deprived  xnost  of  its  super- 
visors of  one  of  th(  basic  satisfactions  which 
comes  with  doing  a  good  Job — the  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  tliey  have  done  it  economi- 
cally. 

A  supervisor's  budget  would  be  In  no  way 
elaborate  or  costly.     It  would  contain  only 
a  few  simple  lines. 
It  would  show  Items  such  as  these: 
The    supervisor'!    prorated    share    of    his 
agency's  appropriation  for  normal  overhead. 
For  office  8uppll4ta. 
For  equipment. 
For  office  space. 
For  conununlcal  Ions. 
For  employee  salaries. 
For  travel  experses. 

Once  given  this  budget,  It  would  be  the 
supervisor's  Job  to  cut  It  if  he  could. 
We  think  he  wculd. 

Appalling  Goveinment  waste  can  be  pre- 
vented. 

It  is  'waste  which  runs  to  milUons  and 
billions. 
This  article  wU.  cite  concrete  examples. 
It  also  win  show  how  the  waste  could  have 
been  prevented  bj  a  simple,  Inexpenstve  plan 
which  the  Washington  Dally  News  presented 
In  detail  yesterdaj'. 

We'd  like  to  call  It  a  magic  plan — becatise 
It  has  so  many  unrealised  possibilities  for 
almost-mlraculoui  savings.  But  It's  too  easy 
to  be  labeled  magic. 


The  waste  exists  because  the  2,500,000- 
man,  $80.000,000.000-a-year  Federal  service 
somehow  has  lost  sight  of  the  simple,  fun- 
damental, basic  concept  that  there  can  be 
no  true  economizing — In  Government  as  well 
as  Industry — unless  saving  is  the  day-to-day 
business  of  every  person  who  has  the  power 
to  spend. 

The  waste  is  fostered  by  basically  able, 
loyal  Government  servants — good  people, 
and  we  really  mean  It — who  spend  tax  dol- 
lars heedlessly,  because  they've  never  been 
asked  to  heed. 

And  the  waste  will  continue  endlessly,  in 
a  trail  of  Increasingly  ruinous  taxation,  un- 
less Government  sets  out  to  make  saving  the 
main  Job  of  those  who  do  the  spending. 

In  Government  as  In  Industry,  the  spend- 
ers, obviously,  are  the  bosses,  the  super- 
visors, foremen,  straw  bosses,  unit  chiefs,  and 
office  sergeants — all  those  who  have  been 
raised  to  places  of  command,  however 
modest. 

The  News'  proposal  for  making  savers  out 
of  spenders  is  one  which  always  has  been 
standard  practice  In  efficient  private  Indus- 
try— yet  one  which.  Incredibly,  has  been  lost 
and  forgotten  In  the  maze  of  government. 

The  News*  proposal  Is  simply  this:  That 
every  Oovemment  agency  give  every  super- 
visor, at  every  level,  his  own  simple  working 
budget — and  then  challenge  him,  by  every 
possible  means,  not  only  to  live  within  It, 
but.  more  Importantly,  to  cut  It.  Let  him 
be  rated  on  his  performance. 

Under  the  present  system,  unfortunately, 
there  Is  rarely  thought  of  cutting  budgets 
(In  the  very  few  places  where  real  working 
budgets  exist)  and  far  too  much  thought 
of  spending  every  penny  the  budget  allows. 
But  let's  talk  about  Government  waste. 
Let's  talk  about  prime  steaks  fed  to  dogs. 
expensive  copper  tubing  in  bundle  lots  used 
as  reinforcing  rods  in  driveways,  about  tele- 
grams versxis  airmail  letters,  about  M.COO,- 
000,  and  about  a  piddling  $400,000. 

In  a  certain  small  Government  agency,  a 
certain  division  recently  discovered  that  It 
has  $400,000  more  than  It  possibly  can 
spend. 

The  budget  officer  of  this  agency  went  to 
a  higher  officer  and  said:  "What  do  you  want 
to  do  with  it?" 

Fortunately,  for  all  of  us.  the  higher 
budget  officer  had  definite  ideas.  "As  far  as 
I'm  concerned."  he  said,  "there's  only  one 
thing  we're  going  to  do  with  it.  Turn  it 
back  to  the  Treasury." 

But  he  knew,  and  you  and  I  know,  and 
everyone  with  any  knowledge  of  Government 
knows  that  that  ordinarily  Just  Isnt  done. 
Ordinarily,  a  way  would  have  been  figtired 
out  to  spend  that  $400,000 — it  happens  to  be 
Just  about  3  percent  of  the  agency's  total 
appropriation. 
But  let's  suppose  for  a  moment. 
Let's  suppoee  that  every  single  supervisor 
in  this  particular  small  agency  had  his  own 
Individual  budget.  Let's  suppose  that  each 
supervisor  knew  it  to  be  part  of  his  Job  to 
save.  Let's  suppose  that  he  knew  his 
chances  of  advancement  would  depend  on 
how  well  he  saved. 

In  that  case,  quite  obviously,  no  budget 
officer  would  ever  think  of  trying  to  find  ways 
to  spend  an  extra  $400,000. 

He  would  know  he  couldn't  even  give  the 
money  away. 

An  electric  typewriter  costs  only  a  few 
hundred  dollars.     Nice  to  have,  too. 

A  section  chief  asked  a  division  chief  for 
an  O.  K.  to  buy  one.  He  said  electric  type- 
writers were  good  for  cutting  stencils. 

The  division  chief  asked  a  simple  question: 
"How  many  stencils  do  we  cut  a  year?" 

The  section  chief  said  he'd  find  out,  and 
came  back  a  few  hours  later  to  report,  rather 
sheepishly,  that  the  electric  typewriter  prob- 
ably wasnt  necessary,  after  all. 

It  ttirned  out  that  during  the  previous 
year  leas  than  a  doaen  had  been  cut. 

The  division  chief  says:  "If  that  man  had 
been   trying   to  economize     •     •     *     If    he 


had  been  trying  to  reduce  a  personal  budget 
•  •  •  he  never  in  a  million  yecu-s  would 
have  suggested  bujring  that  particular  type- 
writer." 

The  Information  division  of  a  small  agency 
recently  began  renting  a  wire  service  news 
ticker,  delivering  the  news  in  much  the  same 
way  it's  delivered  to  newspapers. 

Many  agencies  have  use  for  such  machines. 
This  particular  agency  has  no  use  for  one. 
Not  twice  In  a  year  will  the  ticker  carry  news 
so  urgent  that  It  really  ought  to  be  delivered 
to  agency  higher-ups  before  they  can  get  It 
from  newspapers. 

The  News  suggests  that  the  head  of  this 
agency's  Information  Division  ought  to  have 
his  own  personal  budget — and  thereby  be 
forced  to  evaluate  the  real  worth  of  his 
spending  before  he  orders  it. 
Here  Is  a  simple  tale  of  $4,000,000. 
In  the  closing  days  of  last  June,  there  was 
a  Navy  captain  who  was  slightly  frantic. 
The  Government  year  would  close  at  the  end 
of  the  month  and  he  had  In  his  unit  some 
unexpended  funds — $4,000,000. 

It  was  the  clear  understanding  of  this 
captain  that  he  was  expected  by  the  Navy 
to  spend  the  money;  that  otherwise  Congress 
probably  would  give  his  unit  less  next  year. 
And  the  Navy — God  bless  It — never  gives  up. 
Though  It  took  some  doing,  the  captain 
finally  made  It. 

Presumably,  however,  it  would  have  taken 
a  lot  more  doing  had  the  supervisors  under 
his  command — and  those  above  him.  too — 
been  bucking  for  promotions  on  the  basis 
of  what  they  could  save. 

This  reporter  has  been  told  of  a  not-too- 
distant  house  wh!ch  was  built,  completely, 
of  material  stolen  from  an  Army  camp.  Of 
another  house  which  was  wired  with  stolen 
electric  cable.  Of  a  Navy  shop  where  all 
employees  have  the  almost-unattainable 
Outstanding  Performance  ratlins — because 
they  know  too  well  the  thievery  of  the  fore- 
man. Of  Junkyard-destined  planes  which 
were  painted  and  repainted  simply  to  keep 
a  large  crew  busy.  Of  an  $80,000  saving 
which  was  accomplished  over  the  strenuous 
objections  of  two  Government  p\u-chaslng 
officials  whose  only  complaint  was  that  a 
certain  purchase  would  not  follow  a  certain 
well -loved  system.  Of  expensive  brass 
dumped  overlward.  In  truckload  lots,  from 
a  nearby  Navy  establishment  simply  because 
It  was  known  that  another  variety  of  brass 
(complete  with  braid)  would  soon  make  an 
official  Inspection.  Of  a  nearby  military  es- 
tablishment where  there  is  a  concrete  road- 
way reinforced  with  brass  tubings — ^thls  same 
in  package  lots.  Of  those  200-word  tele- 
grams (you've  heard  about  them)  which 
OPS  once  sent  to  mayors  of  all  cities  of 
more  than  lOO.OCX) — Including  four  cities 
which  didn't   even   exist. 

For  a  certain  Government  photographle 
unit.  Congress  made  a  mistake. 

It  cut  the  staff  by  roughly  80  percent.  But 
it  neglected  to  cut  Its  $1. (XX) .000  annual  ap- 
propriation for  supplies. 

With  Its  reduced  staff,  the  imlt  had  no 
way  to  spend  the  million.  But,  over  the 
strong  protests  of  its  supervisor,  it  bought 
$250,000  worth  of  supplies  every  S  months; 
kept  them  for  a  certain  number  of  days  in 
wangled  (and  costly)  storage  space;  and 
Uien  declared  them  surplus. 

This  was  done  to  keep  Congress  from  know- 
ing that  the  unit  didn't  really  need  the  sup- 
plies. 

It  wouldn't  be  done  if  the  News  plan  of 
making  savers  out  of  spenders  were  adopted. 
Wh«-ever  tills  reporter  has  discussed  the 
News'  budget-for-every-supervisor  plan  with 
Government  officials  be  has  encountered  a 
curious — and  perhaps  significant — reaction. 
The  ofTKIftlt  suddenly  began  thinking 
aloud. 

A  Cabinet  officer  was  outraged  because  his 
subordinates  had  asked  him  to  make  the 
decision  between  buying  adequate  but  rea- 
BonaMy  economical  electronle  calcuUt2BC 
equipment  as  i«alnst  buying  twtor  as  coia:y 
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equlixnent  which  would  do  more — but  noth- 
ing more  of  any  real  value  to  hia  agency. 
He  thought  hU  «ubordlnate8  should  have 
made  the  decision  themselves.  The  order 
was  one  Involving  many  millions  of  dollars. 

A  high-ranking  military  agency  clvUlan 
talked  of  the  millions  of  waste  which  occur 
because  the  military  orders  X  nvunber  of 
dollars  spent  for  X  volume  of  supplies — and 
then  never  serloxuly  reexamines  to  see  if  the 
supplies  really  are  needed  as  much  tomorrow 
as  they  appeared  to  be  needed  yesterday. 

A  former  Government  administrator  said: 
"In  my  agency  we  really  thought  we  were 
trying  for  economy.  But,  come  to  think  of 
it.  there  really  wasn't  much  trying  below  the 
Secretary's   ofllce." 

A  Government  personnel  officer  told  of  the 
surprising  number  of  recommendations  for 
promotions  which  were  on  his  desk  when  he 
took  office.  When  he  told  each  of  his  section 
chiefs  exactly  how  much  they  had  left  to 
spend  for  the  balance  of  the  Government 
year,  most  of  the  recommendations  were 
withdrawn. 

In  each  of  these  cases,  the  Government  of- 
ficial was  convinced  that  great  economies 
would  have  been  possible  had  his  subordi- 
nates been  economy-minded — as  they  would 
be  under  the  News  budget-f  or -every -sui>er- 
vlsor  plan. 

This  is  our  story  about  appalling  Govern- 
ment waste  and  how  to  cut  it — about  how 
to  make  savers  out  of  Federal  employee 
spenders. 

It  is  the  story  of  precisely  how  we  drifted 
into  the  incredible  situation  where  most 
Government  supervisors  simply  do  not  know 
how  much  they  spend. 

Many  have  worked  at  the  Job  of  making 
Government  more  economical. 

Many  have  wondered  why  it  continues  so 
extravagant. 

But  almost  all  have  missed  one  simple,  ex- 
tremely fundamental  fact. 

It  is  this: 

In  the  p€«t  20  years,  the  controls  over 
Goveriunent  spending  gradually  have  drifted 
further  and  further  away  from  the  point  of 
spending. 

Historically,  this  was  an  accident. 

There  is  no  evidence  it  was  part  of  any 
evil  design. 

But  accident  or  no.  It  is  a  fact. 

It  has  brought  us  to  the  point  where 
many  Government  officials  spend  heedlessly, 
blindly,  and  even  contemptuously. 

And  only  when  It  Is  recognized  and  Identi- 
fied In  all  Its  terrible  Implications  will  we 
return  to  a  situation  in  which  these  offi- 
cials will  know  how  much  they  spend — and 
wUl  work  at  the  business  of  saving. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  has  proposed 
a  simple,  Inexpensive  plan  to  reverse  the  his- 
torical trend  toward  extravagance. 

It  has  proposed  that  every  Government 
agency  give  every  Individual  supervisor,  at 
every  level,  his  own  simple  working  budget — 
and  challenge  him,  by  every  means  possible 
to  cut  It. 

In  essence,  this  Is  simply  a  proposal  that 
the  controls  on  spending  (and  the  Incentive 
to  save)  be  moved  back  where  they  always 
have  belonged,  which  means  to  the  point  of 
spending,  which  means  to  the  supervisor. 

This  Is  so  elemental  that  many  will  find 
it  Incredible  that  it  should  even  be  neces- 
sary to  suggest  it. 

Historically,  however,  two  things  have 
happened : 

1 .  As  Government  mushroomed  In  the  New 
Deal  era.  Congress  lost  much  of  Us  former 
tight  control  on  Government  spending.  How 
and  why  we'll  explain  In  a  moment. 

2.  As  congreeslonal  controls  relaxed,  agency 
controls  relaxed,  too,  but  In  a  ilfferent  way. 

And  now  we're  In  a  mess. 

Here's  what  has  happened  to  congressional 
controls : 

If  an  agwicy  is  small.  Congress  tradition- 
ally votes  what  amounts  to  a  lump-sum  ap- 
propriation for  the  entire  agency.     If  it's  a 


larger  agency,  Congress  votes  appropriations 
Individually  for  each  major  bureau  of  the 
agency. 

This  has  been  the  system  for  years.  Un- 
fortunately. It  did  not  change  as  Government 
expanded. 

In  the  old  days  when  agencies  and  bu- 
reaus were  smaller,  the  system  gave  Congress 
relatively  minute  controls  ovei   upending. 

But  as  the  bureaus  expanded,  this  control 
became  Increasingly  less  effective. 

Mere  sections  of  bureaus  became  larger 
than  the  bureaus  themselves  once  were. 

But  Congress  continued  to  appropriate  to 
the  bureaus. 

And  It  lost  control. 

Here's  what's  happened  to  agency  control 
of  spending: 

In  the  old  days,  when  Congress  still  waa 
exercising  Us  own  control,  the  agencies  were 
much  more  alert  against  extravagance. 
They  had  to — because  It  was  fairly  easy  for 
Congress  to  pln-polnt  waste. 

In  those  days,  each  major  agency  and  bu- 
reau had  an  official  known  as  a  chief  clerk. 
He  waa  quite  a  guy.  He  was  hell-bent  on 
economy. 

Tradition  says  he  wore  a  green  eyeshade. 
When  an  employee  asked  for  a  pencil  he  gut 
a  stub.  He  was,  they  say,  a  very  parsimoni- 
ous gentleman.  And  because  the  unit  under 
his  control  was  small,  he  could  make  his 
parsimony  effective. 

It's  different  now. 

Here's  how  the  spending  controls  (or  lack 
of  controls)   work  now: 

Congress  appropriates  to  a  bureau,  let's  say. 
The  bureaus  quite  frequently  divide  up  the 
appropriations  among  their  divisions,  telling 
each  the  total  It  may  spend.  But  echelons 
below  the  division  level  almost  never  are 
told  how  much  they  may  spend.  They  are 
told  merely  that  they  must  flre  so  many  em- 
ployees or  hire  so  many  employees;  Increase 
their  spending  for  travel  or  decrease  it. 

The  great  mass  of  Government  supervisors 
are  given  no  Individual  responsibility  for 
saving. 

The  unit  chief,  section  chief,  branch  chief, 
division  chief,  and  even  bureau  chief  Just 
aren't  asked  to  economize. 

In  many  agencies  the  only  real  pressure 
for  economy — the  only  real  pressure  to  turn 
back  to  the  Treasury  whatever  excess  funds 
may  have  been  voted  by  Congress — comes 
from  the  agency  budget  officer. 

And  In  most  cases  he  Is  much  too  far 
removed  from  the  actual  spending  to  make 
his  pressure  really  effective. 

The  controls  on  spending  have  moved  too 
far  away  from  the  point  of  spending. 

This  has  led  to  two  widespread,  unhealthy, 
and  almost-criminal  attitudes  which  must 
be  reversed  If  the  Federal  service  ever  is  to 
become  truly  economical  again. 

One  Is  the  attitude  that  whatever  Is  avail- 
able Is  there  to  be  spent. 

The  other  (and  far  the  more  vicious  atti- 
tude) Is  that  economies  Imposed  by  Congress 
must  be  resisted  at  all  cost — on  the  theory 
that  Congress  doesn't  quite  know  what  It  s 
doing. 

It  Is  this  attitude  which  causes  the  colonels 
and  generals  of  the  civilian  government  army 
to  tolerate  and  even  encourage  the  spending, 
in  the  last  weeks  of  the  Government  year, 
whatever  sums  remain  unspent  up  until 
then. 

And  It  Is  this  attitude,  more  than  any 
other,  which  has  convinced  the  majors,  cap- 
tains, lieutenants,  and  sergeants  of  Govern- 
ment that  saving  not  only  is  unadmlred — but 
actually  Is  something  a  little  undesirable. 

What   a  sorry,  sorry   mess. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  proposal  would 
change  all  this. 

It  would  put  the  dollar  sign  squarely  In 
front  of  supervisors  at  all  levels  of  Govern- 
ment management.  It  would  tell  most  of 
them  (for  the  first  time)  exactly  how  much 
they  spend — and  for  what. 

And  It  would  Invite  all  of  them  (for  the 
first  time)  to  make  saving  part  of  their  Jobs. 


Only  one  thing  Is  necessary  to  make  a 
multl-mllllon-dollar  tax-saving  success  of 
the  Washington  Dally  News  proposal  for 
turning  spenders  In  the  Federal  service  into 
savers  for  all  of  us. 
That  Is  common  sense. 

Common  sense  to  see  the  simple  fact  that 
most  Government  employees  sincerely  want 
to  do  a  good  Job. 

Common  sense  to  understand  the  present 
system  (in  which  most  Government  super- 
visors simply  don  t  know  how  much  they 
spend)  deprives  many  Federal  employees  of 
the  chance  to  do  a  guod  Job. 

Common  seiite  to  provide  the  leadership 
which  will  give  them  the  chance. 

Tlie  Washinjjton  Dally  News  proposal  Is  a 
simple.  Inexpensive,  business-tested  one. 

It  is  merely  that  every  Government  agency 
Rive  every  supervisor,  at  every  level,  his  own 
simple  working  budget — and  challenge  him, 
by  every  means  possible,  to  cut  It. 

It  is  merely  that  supervisors  be  told  (for 
the  first  time)  how  much  they  spend,  and 
Invited  (for  the  first  time)  to  make  saving 
part  of  their  job. 

Does   that   make   sense? 

It  malies  sense  to  the  Washington  Dnlly 
News  because  we  happen  to  believe  In  human 
nature;  believe  that  most  Government  people 
are  good  people;  that  they  really,  truly,  and 
sincerely  are  anxious  to  do  a  good,  efficient, 
economical  Job. 

We  think  It's  a  shame  that  so  many  of 
them  have  been  deprived  of  the  opportunity. 

It  doesn't  take  too  much  common  sense 
to  realize  that  Federal  employees — moet  of 
them,  at  least — do,  In  fact,  want  to  do  a  good 
Job. 

They  are  human  beings.  And  history  says 
that  human  beings  always  rise,  quite  mag* 
nlflcently.  to  their  challenges. 

But  more  than  that,  they  are  carefully- 
selected  human  beings,  most  of  them  picked 
for  their  Jobs  through  fairly  rigid  examina- 
tions, most  of  them  required  to  conform  to 
fairly  high  standards  of  conduct. 

They  are.  as  It  happens,  the  victims  of 
many  public  misconceptions. 

It  Isn't  true,  as  some  would  have  you  be- 
lieve, that  they  want  to  spend,  spend,  spend. 
(They  simply  haven't  been  asked  to  save.) 

They  are  not.  as  a  group,  lazy.  Indiffer- 
ent to  the  public  welfare,  or  bent  (any  more 
than  the  rest  of  us)  on  maintaining  their 
own  small  empires. 

By  any  reasonable  yardsticks,  they  are 
above  the  average  run  of  American  human 
beings. 

In  Us  original.  October  27,  presentation 
of  the  budget  for  every  supervisor  proposal, 
the  WashUiKton  Dully  News  said  it  did  not 
believe  that  Government  employees  were 
efficient. 

It  said  they  couldn't  be — with  Govern- 
ment Itself  putting  so  little  emphasis  on 
efficiency. 

But  it  also  said  that  It  believed  Govern- 
ment employees  had  untapped  capacity  for 
great  efficiency,  if  properly  led. 

Now  let  8  talk  atx)ut  human  beings. 

This  reporter  remembers  listening  last 
June  to  Bishop  Sheen,  on  TV,  when  he 
seemed  to  be  walking  to  the  very  end  of  a 
limb — and  Inviting  several  million  irate 
listeners  to  saw  It  off. 

He  was  urging  what  amounted  to  a  new 
Industrial  revohuion.  saying  that  workers 
everywhere  must  be  given  a  greater  voice  la 
management,  and  a  share  of  profits,  too. 

And  this  reporter,  somewhat  distressed, 
was  saying  to  himself;  "This  could  boomer- 
ang on  Uncle  F'ultie." 

But  then,  as  he  talked  on,  the  pieces  be- 
came a  pattern. 

He  said  that  man's  human  dignity,  as 
man.  demanded  that  he  have  much  more 
than  a  time  clock,  a  machine  to  tend,  and  a 
weekly  pay  check. 

The  God-given  nature  of  man,  he  said,  re- 
quired a  Job  which  could  enlist  not  only 
his  hands,  but  also  his  brain,  his  heart,  and 
hid  enthusiasm,    tjomehow,  he  said,  we  must 
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restore  to  dally  toll  the  dignity,  the  senae  of 
■this  is  mine"  which  existed  before  the 
Industrial  revolution. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  suggests  that 
however  much  private  Industry  must  have 
lugged  in  providing  worthwhile  Incentives 
for  its  human  bel  igs.  Government  has  lagged 
far  more. 

0<jvernment  h«s  given  Its  bosses  and  office 
sergeants  little  or  no  resjxjnsiblilty  for  the 
doUars-and-cents  management  of  Its  great 
affairs. 

It  hasn't  even  bothered  to  let  most  super- 
visors know  how  much  they  spend. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  simple  pro- 
posal Is  that  Government  supervisors,  at  all 
levels,  now  be  given,  for  the  first  time,  the 
opportunity  to  si.y: 

•This  Is  mine  •  •  •  my  opportunity 
to  make  or  brea)c  •  •  •  by  spending  or 
saving." 

We  don't  thln>.  It  takes  too  much  common 
sense  to  see  the  magic  In  this. 
It  takes  only  i   little. 

The  Washington  Dally  News*  plan  for  cut- 
ting appalling  Government  waste  la  not  a 
new  plan. 

It  has  t>een  standard  practice  for  years — 
Its  simply  tak«n  for  granted — in  efficient 
private  Industry  and  business. 

It  works  In  Gkivernment.  too.  It  produces 
astonishing  result* — In  the  very  few  units 
where  it's  been  :rled. 

In  fact  the  on:y  thing  really  new  about  the 
Washington  Daily  News'  plan  Is  the  proposal 
that  all  of  Government  return  to  a  practice 
which  Industry  and  buslnees  have  used  all 
along. 

It  Is  a  practice  which  Government  Itaelf 
once  used. 

But  It  also  is  c  ne  which  Government  some- 
how lost  In  the  vast  bureaucratic  expansion 
of  the  past  20  }ears. 

The  Washing u>n  Dally  New*'  propoeal  la 
■Imply  this: 

That  every  Government  agency  give  every 
supervisor,  at  i«very  level,  his  own  simple 
working  budget — and  challenge  him.  by 
every  means  possible,  to  cut  it. 

In  that  way  the  controls  on  Government 
spending  (and  .he  Incentive  to  save)  will  be 
moved  back  wl^ere  they've  always  belonged, 
which  means  to  the  point  of  spending,  which 
means  to  the  Ir  dividual  supervisor. 

This  article  "vlll  cite  specific  examples  of 
Government  agencies  where  plans  very  sim- 
ilar to  the  Washington  Dally  News"  plan 
already  are  pmducing  remarkable  results. 

But  first  let's  talk  about  how  the  plan 
operates  In  private  Industry. 

Here  at  the  Washington  Dally  News,  for 
example. 

Here  at  the  News,  every  principal  super- 
visor of  every  major  department  has  his  own 
working  budget. 

It  tells  him  liow  much  his  department  haa 
been  alloted  ..'or  the  year — and  for  what 
items. 

At  regular  Intervals  he  receives  statements 
telling  him  how  much  his  department  actu- 
ally has  spent — and  for  what  items? 

He  regards  his  personal  budget  seriously. 
He  simply  takes  It  for  granted  that  trying  to 
cut  It  Is  part  of  hia  Job. 

He  has  no  disposition — ^believe  me — to 
spend  every  cent  the  budget  allows. 

If  he  over  sp(>nds,  in  any  particular  Item, 
he  quickly  Is  notified.  , 

If  he  achieves  savings,  he's  commended. 
He  tries  to  aclileve  savings. 

And  he  finds  It  a  little  incredible,  even 
as  you  and  I.  that  such  a  simple  system, 
so  widely  used  In  business  and  Industry,  la 
not  used  In  Government. 

To  him.  It's  almost  Incomprehensible  that 
most  Government  supervisors  simply  don't 
know  how  much  they  spend. 

One  of  the  really  efficient  units  of  Govern- 
ment Is  Federal  Security  Agency'a  0,000-man 
Bureau  of  Old  Age  and  Survivors  Inaiirance 
in  Baltimore. 

Where  direct  comparisons  are  possible,  It 
had  records  to  prove  that  Its  costs  compare 


Tery  well  with  thoee  of  private  Industry. 
(Few  Government  bureaus  can  say  as  much.) 
OASI  achieves  Its  efficiency  by  a  plan  very 
similar  to  the  Washington  Dally  News'  plan. 
In  the  OASI  plan,  probable  unit  costa 
have  been  worked  out  for  more  than  1(X)  dif- 
ferent types  of  operations. 

And  the  challenge  to  economy  Is  the  chal-  ' 
lenge  to  constantly  reduce  these  units  costs. 
Were  the  News'  plan  of  a  budget-for-every- 
supervlsor  adopted,  many  agencies  un- 
doubtedly would  find  it  desirable  to  use  these 
budgets  as  a  basis  for  determining  unit  costs 
In  many  operations. 

But  in  addition,  the  News'  plan  goes  one 
step  further. 

It  also  would  put  the  spotlight  on  the 
particular  Items  of  expense  (salaries,  office 
space,  travel,  communications,  supplies,  and 
equipment)  which  goes  to  make  up  those 
costs. 

It  would  spotlight  these  costs — and  make 
it  part  of  the  job  of  the  supervisor  to  try 
to  reduce  them. 

For  their  outstanding  efficiency,  the  235 
employees  of  Civil  Service  Commission's  Re- 
tirement Division  recently  received  cash 
awards  of  t25  each. 

This  division  too,  achieves  Its  economies 
by  keeping  the  dollar  sign  squarely  and  con- 
stantly in  front  of  the  supervisor. 

Instead  of  unit  costs,  however.  It  uses 
tlme-per-unlt,  ita  standard  of  efficiency 
measurement. 

In  other  words,  its  yardstick  is:  How  many 
minutes  and  secoitds  does  It  require  to  per- 
form a  particular  operation? 

Unlike  the  coet-per-unlt  yardstick,  this 
one  remains  valid  even  though  a  congres- 
slonally  approved  pay  raise,  for  example,  in- 
creases unit  costs. 

The  Retiremenn's  Division's  challenge  to 
economy  is  the  challenge  to  cut  tlme-per- 
unlt  of  production. 

And  its  excellent  chief,  Warren  Irons,  la 
one  of  those  who  points  out  that  the  Wash- 
ington Dally  News'  plan  effectively  could 
operate  aide-by-side  with  the  Retirement 
Division's  own  plan. 

He  pointed  out  that  the  News'  plan  would 
spotlight  chances  for  economy — In  office 
space,  supplies,  and  equipment,  for  exam- 
ple— which  was  not  spotlighted  in  the  Re- 
tirement Division's  plan. 

The  Defense  Department  is  extremely 
proud  of  Its  Military  Sea  Transport  Service. 
By  the  application  of  business  methods  of 
cost  accounting — and  business-proved  In- 
centives to  saving — It  has  reduced  Its  costs 
to  a  point  where  Its  services  cost  much  less 
than  they  would  cost  If  procured  from  pri- 
vate shipping  lines. 

How  many  Government  agencies  can  make 
a  comparable  boast? 

Here  again,  however,  the  approach  la  the 
same;  M8TS  has  achieved  Its  economies  by 
putting  the  dollar  sign  squarely  in  front  of 
the  super viaor— and  keeping  it  constantly 
there. 

In  the  current  reorganization  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Internal  Revenue,  there  will  be  In- 
stalled a  plan  Identical  to  that  proposed  by 
the  Washington  Dally  News. 

We  are  glad  to  report  that  It  is  not  our 
plan. 

Instead,  It  la  the  plan  of  Treaaury  Person- 
nel Director  Jim  Hard,  a  down-to-earth, 
common-sense  Government  administrator, 
who  was  urging  budgeU-for-every-supervlsor 
long  before  the  Idea  occurred  to  the  News. 

In  the  Internal  Revenue  plan,  supervisors 
win  have  their  own  individual  budgets. 

They  will  be  told  how  much  they  spend- 
by  every  item  of  principal  expense. 

And  they  will  be  challenged  to  work  at 
the  business  of  saving — to  nmke  it  part  of 
their  Job. 
Is  there  any  other  way? 
This  la  a  atory  we'd  prefer  not  to  writ«— 
one  we  didn't  Intend  to  yrite. 

It's  another  atory  about  the  Washington 
Daily  News  plan  for  turning  spenders  in  the 


Federal  service  into  aavers  for  all  of  ua — by 
making  saving  part  of  their  JotM. 

We'd  prefer  not  to  write  It  for  a  very  par- 
ticular, and  rather  personal  reason,  which  Is 
thU: 

It's  always,  seemed  to  us  that  people  who 
present  plans  (or  ideas,  if  you  please)  have 
the  bad  habit  of  becoming  much  too  devoted 
to  every  single  feature  of  their  brain-chil- 
dren. 

Overly  proud  parents,  you  might  say. 
Deliver  us  from  that. 

We  prefer  to  think  of  the  Washington 
Dally  News  plan  as  an  ugly  duckling,  quite 
possibly  underdeveloped,  which  others,  In 
time,  win  make  healthy  and  beautiful. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  plan  Is  a  very 
simple  one. 

We  have  proposed  that  every  Government 
agency  give  every  Individual  supervisor,  at 
every  level,  his  own  simple  working  budget— 
and  challenge  him  to  cut  It. 
That  Is  the  Dally  News  plan. 
W^   think   it  makes  sense.     We  know  It 
works  in  business.    We're  astonished  that  it 
isn't  used  in  Government.    We're  deeply  con- 
vinced that  It,  or  some  simple  variation  of 
it,  is  the  only  possible  approach  to  real  econ- 
omy In  Government. 
But— 

We  also  believe  that  the  practical  mechan- 
ics of  putting  Into  effect  the  Washington 
Dally  News  plan  should  be  worked  out  by 
others. 

We  Intend  to  leave  It  to  others. 
As  It  happens,  however,  a  number  of  peo- 
ple who  have  been  Impressed  by  the  sim- 
plicity of  the  Washington  Dally  News  plan 
have  raised  a  question  which,  fundamentally, 
is  thU: 

It  looks  simple.  But  is  It  really  simple? 
Simple  in  operation? 

In  this  question  lies.  Implicit,  the  sug- 
gestion that  Government  somehow  differs  so 
much   from    business    that    business-tested 
ideas  can't  p>osslbly  work  In  Government. 
Government  does  differ. 
But  not  that  much. 

In  this  story,  we'll  demonstrate  that  the 
business-tested  Washington  Dally  News  plan 
could  and  would  be  simple  in  Government 
operation. 

Although  we  hope  many  minds  will  work  at 
making  the  Washington  Dally  News  plan  a 
real  Instrument  for  Government  economy,  % 
it^  basic  principles  are  all  Important: 

1.  The  budget-for-every-supervlsor  pro- 
posal should  be  kept  barebones  simple. 
Spare  tis,  please,  the  red  tape  artists,  who 
Inevitably,  will  dream  up  ways  of  making  It 
complex. 

2.  It  should  not  be  administered  by  what 
the  military  calls  staff  officers — function- 
aries with  no  real  authority  to  command. 
It  should  not,  for  example,  be  administered 
by  agency  budget  officers.  At  best,  their 
command  authority  Is  vague  and  uncertain. 

3.  It  should  be  administered  by  what  th« 
military  calls  line  officera.  In  the  Govern- 
ment, this  means  the  supervisors,  the  man- 
agers— the  biu-eau  chiefs,  branch  chiefs,  sec- 
tion chiefs,  and  unit  chiefs. 

4.  It  should  be  personally  administered  by 
these  line  officers.  It  should  be  made  their 
personal  responsibility.  They  should  be 
given  to  understand  It's  part  of  their  Job- 
Just  as  Is  the  business  of  saving  in  industry. 

Let's  talk  about  one  simply  way  the  Wash- 
ington Dally  News  plan  might  be  put  la 
o]}eratlon. 

Congress  votes  funds.  Bureau  X  receives 
Its  appropriation. 

At  this  point,  we'd  propose  that  the  chief 
of  Bureau  X  give  simple  working  budgets  to 
each  of  his  colonels  (division  chiefs). 

The  colonels,  in  turn,  would  prepare  siia- 
ple  working  budgete  for  the  majors;  ths 
majors  for  the  captaina. 

And  so  on  down  to  U*e  sergeants.  They're 
the  important  guys. 

We  ask  you  to  bear  In  mind  here  ons 
simple  thought;   Not  too  many  colonels  servs 
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under  any  one  general.  Not  too  many  ser- 
geants are  under  a  lieutenant. 

That  Is  Important  beca\ise  it  points  up 
the  fact  that  the  Job  of  budget  preparation 
never  could  become  a  large  or  burdensome 
chore  for  any  one  supervisor  in  any  one 
chain  of  command. 

What  would  the  budgets  contain?.  How 
complex  would  they  be? 

Initially,  they  might  be  as  simple  as  six- 
line  statements,  telling  the  supervisor  how 
much  his  particular  unit  had  been  allotted 
during  a  particular  year  for: 

1.  Salaries. 

2.  Travel  expense. 

3.  Office  supplies. 

4.  Equipment. 

5.  Office  space. 

6.  Conununications. 

The  challenge  to  economy — the  challenge 
to  the  supervisor  to  make  saving  part  of  his 
Job — would  be  the  challenge  to  cut  these  in- 
dividual items  of  expense  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. 

It  would  be  the  challenge  to  try  to  show 
a  saving  at  the  end  of  the  year. 

Quite  possibly,  this  idea  could  be  taken  one 
jtep  further. 

Instead  of  being  given  a  budget  statement 
every  year,  the  supervisor  might  be  given  a 
statement  every  month. 

Such  a  statement  would  use  basically  on 
the  same  expense  items  listed  above. 

But  it  might  present  them  in  a  slightly 
different  way. 

It  might,  for  example,  tell  the  supervisor: 

1.  How  much  he  had  been  allotted  for  sal- 
aries for  the  entire  year. 

2.  His  average  allotment  for  each  month 
(4  weeks)   of  the  year. 

3.  His  actual  expenditures  for  salaries  for 
the  preceding  4  weeks. 

4.  His  average  expenditure  for  each  4-week 
period  of  the  year  to  date. 

Other  items  of  expense — travel,  equip- 
ment, etc. — would  be  broken  down  in  the 
same  way. 

Is  all  this  really  simple? 

The  answer:  Yes.  it  is. 

Bear  in  mind,  again,  that  there  are  not 
too  many  colonels  under  a  general. 

Thus,  the  burden  of  preparing  even  de- 
tailed monthly  budget  statements,  such  as 
the  one  proposed  above,  would  not  fall  too 
heavily  on  any  one  supiervisor. 

The  real  workload  (and  again  It  wouldn't 
be  large)  would  fall  on  the  sergeants  and 
lieutenants — on  the  first-line  supervisor  and 
the  supervisor  immediately  above  him.—"--. 

An  appreciation  of  this  is  extremely  im- 
portant to  any  real  understanding  of  the 
plan  which  the  Washington  Dally  News  pro- 
poses. 

Here  Is  why  the  workload  would  fall  on  the 
lieutenants  and  sergeants. 

It  would  be  necessary  for  the  sergeants  to 
keep  the  lieutenants  constantly  Informed  of 
the  expenditures  or  savings  which  changed 
the  budget  situation  of  the  sergeants. 

It  would  not  be  necessary  for  the  lieuten- 
ants to  approve  these  changes  individually 
any  more  than  they  do  now. 

It  would  only  be  necessary  that  they  know 
about  them — and  keep  a  simple  record  of 
them. 

Let's  illustrate  by  example: 

If  an  office  sergeant  decided  he  could  get 
along  without  filling  a  vacancy  in  his  unit, 
and  thereby  reduce  his  salary  budget,  he 
would  notify  the  lieutenant  (or  the  lieuten- 
ant's secretary).  And  the  sergeant's  next 
monthly  budget  statement  would  reflect  this 
Change. 

Whenever  he  ordered  supplies,  equipment, 
travel,  or  other  items  of  budgeted  expense, 
the  sergeant  likewise  would  notify  the  lieu- 
tenant (or  the  lieutenant's  secretary).  And 
these  costs  would  be  properly  charged  to  his 
own  individual  account. 

This  would  not  involve  any  tremendous 
l^ookkeeping  or  accounting  system. 


It  Is  very  similar  to  what  is  being  done 
right  here — at  the  Washington  Daily  News. 

It  does  work  In  business. 

It  would  work  In  Government. 

In  this  piece  we  propose  to  demolish  a 
myth. 

A  false  and   Insidious  myth  about  some- 
•  thing  called  the  profit  motive. 

In  Government,  there  are  two  standard 
alibis  for  the  extravagance  of  Government. 

One  Is  the  alibi  that  the  only  way  to  cut 
Government  costs  is  to  cut  Government  serv- 
ices. This  is  a  Truman  administration 
favorite. 

The  other  Is  the  alibi  that  Government 
can't  possibly  be  as  efficient  as  Industry  be- 
cause the  profit  motive  doesn't  operate  m 
Government. 

Let's  talk  about  the  profit  motive. 

Specifically,  let's  talk  about  it  In  terms  of 
the  Washington  Dally  News'  proposal  for  cut- 
ting appalling  Government  wiiste  by  making 
savers  for  all  of  us  out  of  Federal  employee 
spenders. 

The  News'  proposal  is  simply  that  every 
Government  agency  give  each  individual  su- 
pervisor, at  every  opportunity  a  simple  work- 
ing budget — and  challei  ge  him.  by  every 
meais  possible,  to  cut  it. 

And  in  this  article  we  propose  to  beat  the 
very  daylights  out  of  some  popular  notions 
about  the  profit  motive. 

It's  vastly  overrated. 

We  Americans  like  to  think  that  the  thing 
which  makes  American  Industry  so  efficient 
is  the  profit  motive. 

This  could  be  one  of  the  great  misconcep- 
tions of  our  time. 

Take  any  large  Industry.  A  lot  of  people 
own  it.  They  are  what  economists  like  to 
call  absentee  owners.  But — and  this  is  im- 
portant— they  are  the  only  ones  who  get 
profit.  • 

The  real  managers  of  these  Industries 
rarely  are  cut  in  on  the  profits.  A  few  at  the 
very  top  may  get  specific  rewards — perhaps 
in  the  form  of  bonuses — fur  specific  per- 
formance. But  many  other  real  managers, 
further  down  the  line,  get  no  specific,  cash- 
on-the-barrelhead   reward.      None-   whatever. 

So  the  thing  which  drives  industry — the 
thing  which  makes  it  efficient — isn't  really 
*he  pruHt  motive. 

It's  something  else. 

Take  a  platoon  of  combat  troops.  It  can 
be  extremely  efficient  at  a  very  ugly  buslne.ss 
which  all  of  its  members  most  assuredly 
despise. 

Obviously  It  Isn't  profit  motive  which 
makes  an  Infantry  platoon  efficient. 

It's  something  else. 

In  our  fine  country,  with  Its  every-lad-ls- 
a-potential-Presldent  way  of  thinking,  we've 
given  large  freedom  to  the  human  being. 

It  is  not  merely  freedom  to  do  or  not  to  do. 

Most  Importantly,  it  Is  freedom  for  the 
human  being  to  realize,  to  the  fullest,  his 
great  potential. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  suggests: 

The  real  success  of  American  Industry — of 
any  efficient  Industry — is  based  not  on  the 
profit  motive,  but,  instead,  on  an  accurate, 
factual  appraisal  of  human  beings.  It  rests 
upon  the  simple  understanding,  which  all  of 
us  possess,  that  human  beings  respond  quite 
well  to  the  challenge  to  do  a  better  Job. 

We  also  suggest  that  the  secret  of  what  Is 
called  American  efficiency,  far  from  resting 
on  the  profit  motive,  actually  rests  on 
methods. 

These  methods— this  great  American 
Idea — are  methods  of  tapping  the  full  poten- 
tial of  the  human  being. 

If  all  this  is  true,  and  we  think  It  Is  true, 
then  the  methods  of  industry  will  work  Just 
as  well  in  government  as  they  work  In  in- 
dustry. 

One  of  the  methods  of  industry — one  of 
the  ways  it  achieves  efficiency,  which  means 
economy,  which  means  saving — is  that  of 
keeping  the  dollar«6ign  squarely  before  those 
who  do  the  spending. 


It  does  this  by  giving  them  budgets,  mak- 
ing them  economy-conscious,  challenging 
them  to  save. 

That  is  what  the  Washington  Dally  News 
proposes  (it  is  all  It  proposes)  for  govern- 
ment. 

Take  a  personnel  director.  Most  espe- 
cially a  government  personnel  director. 

He  has  become,  unhappily,  a  custodian  of 
frustration. 

The  system  which  the  personnel  director 
is  forced  to  operate  (and  which,  in  part, 
be  has  created)  is  one  which  binds  and  ham- 
strings and  confuses  and  impedes — rather 
than  one  which  brings  forth  from  the  human 
being  his  best. 

His  has  become  the  science  of  how  to  move 
papers,  how  to  maneuver  through  a  particu- 
lar variety  of  red  tape. 

What  should  his  Job  t>e? 

First  of  all.  it  should  be  not  a  science^ 
bvit  an  art.  The  personnel  director  (in  gov- 
ernment Hiicl  elsewhere)  should  be  a  great 
Hrti.st,  playing  on  human  nature  like  a 
Kreisler  plays  ft  fiddle. 

Here  is  what  his  role  should  be: 

It  should  be  that  of  exploring,  discover- 
ing an(..  developing  new  ways  of  tapping 
(and  exploiting,  if  you  please  i .  the  potential 
of  the  human  bem<— exploiting  it  to  tha 
advantage  and  profit  of  management — but 
also  inevitably  (and  don't  miss  this)  to  th« 
greater  satl.slaction.  and  greater  well-being, 
and  greater  sense  of  well-being  of  the  human 
beings. 

It  sliould  be  the  role  of  the  personnel 
director  to  keep  the  pipes  open,  and  con- 
stantly develop  new  and  greater  pljies,  so 
that  human  potential  can  flow  more  easily 
to  Its  destined  end.s. 

That,  of  course,  is  not  his  role  now. 

The  Wa.shtngt<jn  Daily  News  suggests,  as 
a  .simple  matter  of  common  sense,  that  gov- 
ernment should  adopt  one  method  of  uidus- 
try  and  begin  wi-rklng  a  little  more  hard- 
beadedly  to  tap  the  potential  of  the  human 
being. 

One  fine  day— and  oh.  what  a  beautiful 
morning  the  great  publicity  mills  ol  Gov- 
ernment will  t)e  grinding  out  a  steady  stream 
of  press  relca.ses  .such  as: 

"John  Jones  was  promoted  today  from 
Grade  OS  5  to  OS  7.  In  his  16  months  as  a 
Grade  5.  the  unit  he  supervised  reduced  Its 
budget  by  0  percent.  " 

Or  - 

"James  Smith  has  retired  as  chief  of  Divi- 
sion X — after  13  years  of  successive  reduc- 
tion in  the  o^>erating  expenses  of  the  di\l- 
sion  " 

On  that  fine  day  all  the  supervisors  of  Gov- 
ernment (Hll  the  jack  Jone.s  and  Jim  Smiths) 
will   be  economising   Instead  of  spending. 

Saving  will  be  part  of  their  Jnbs-Just  as 
It  always  has  been  fur  their  counterparts  In 
Industry  and   business. 

And  Government  once  more  will  be  thrifty 
instead  of  extravagant  with  millions  and 
perhaps  billions  In  saved  tax  dollars  for  all 
of  us. 

This  fine  day  needn't  be  far  off. 

It  can  arrive  quickly.  Indeed,  If  Govern- 
ment merely  will  adopt  one  simple,  method 
ol  bu.sine.s«.  That  of  keeping  the  dollar  sign 
(and  the  challenge  to  save)  squarely  and 
constantly  before  Us  supervisors. 

The  Washington  Daily  News  has  proposed 
one  simple  way  of  doing  this. 

It  has  proposed  that  every  Government 
agency  give  eve.-y  supervisor,  at  every  level, 
his  own  simple  working  budget  and  chal- 
lenge him.  by  every  means  possible— to  cut 
it. 

We  have  pointed  out: 

That  most  Government  supervl.sors  simply 
don't   know   how  much   they  spend. 

That  they  rarely  are  invited  to  work  at 
the  Job  of  saving. 

That  only  about  5  percent  of  all  Govern- 
ment supervisors  have  budgets  of  any  sort. 

That  even  those  who  do  have  budgets  work 
under  a  system  which  encourages  them  to 
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spend    Its    full    amount— rather    than    save 
what  can  be  saved. 

That  the  system  haa  grown  up  because. 
In  the  last  20  years,  the  controls  on  Govern- 
ment sf>ending  gradually  have  drifted  far- 
ther and  farther  away  from  the  point  ol 
spending. 

That,  as  a  result  of  this  drift,  most  Fed- 
eral agencies  now  make  the  tragic  mistake 
of  trying  to  operate  their  pressures  for  econ- 
omy through  staff  (advisory)  officials.  Where 
the  pressures  should  operate,  as  any  busi- 
ness knows,  is  thru  line  officers — those  in 
the  direct  cliain  of  command. 

That  this  system  means,  among  other 
things,  that  moet  Government  supervisora 
have  been  deprived  of  personal  responsi- 
bility for  saving— to  their  own  great  loss, 
and  the  loss  of  all  of  us. 

That  the  system  inevitably  results  in 
appalling  waste.  We  have  cited  many  ex- 
amples which  could  and  would  be  prevented 
by  the  Washington  Dally  News  plan. 

Our  flies  are  full  of  them.  Lef«  cite  Just 
one  more. 

About  a  year  ago,  the  News  reported  how 
National  Production  Authority  spent  •22,000 
for  a  telegraphic  poll  of  a  certain  group  of 
manufacturers — a  poll  which  a  reputable 
Washington  direct  mail  firm  estimated  could 
have  t>een  delivered,  airmail,  for  a  mere 
f872. 

NPA  Insisted  It  used  telegrams,  instead  of 
airmail,  on  the  advice  of  a  high  official  of 
the  Bureau  of   Labor  Statlstica. 

And  the  high  BLS  official  was  completely 
astonished  that  anyone  should  question  the 
expense. 

As  delighted  as  a  12-year-old  with  his  own 
personal  telegraph  set,  he  blandly  explained: 
"Why,  it  was  the  best  poll  I've  ever  man- 
aged." 

The  News  submits  that  this  kind  of  think- 
ing couldn't  possibly  exist  If  all  Government 
officials,  including  the  BLS  bigwig,  had  their 
own  personnel  budgets — and  knew  that  their 
chances  of  advancement  depended,  in  large 
part,  on  how  well  they  saved. 

In  this  series  the  Washington  Daily  News 
also  has  pointed  out  some  of  the  specific, 
concrete  things  Its  budget  for  every  super- 
visor proposal   would   accomplish: 

It  would  Install  In  Government  a  system 
which  always  has  been  standard  practice  In 
efficient  Industry  and  business.  There  it's 
simply  taken  for  granted. 

It  would  reverse  the  trend  which  haa  seen 
controls  on  spending  moving  further  and 
further  away  from  the  point  of  spending. 
It  would  put  the  controls  (and  the  in- 
centive to  save)  in  the  place  where  indus- 
try puts  them — in  the  direct  chain  of  com- 
mand. 

It  would  destroy  the  all  too  prevalent  and 
almost  criminal  Idea  that  every  penny  which 
Congress  votes  Is  a  penny  to  t>e  spent. 

It  would  create  new  and  continuing  yard- 
sticks for  Government,  yardsticks  at  every 
level  of  su;>ervislon,  for  the  evaluation  of 
present  operations,  for  the  evaluation  of 
improved  methods  applied  in  the  future, 
and  for  the  evaluation  of  the  supervisors 
them.selves.  This,  we  think,  has  long-range 
possibilities  which  fully  equal  the  initial 
economies  the  Washington  Daily  News  plan 
would  achieve. 

It  would  create  a  whole  new  tone  and 
atmosphere  for  the  Federal  service— one  of 
economy. 

It  would  Invite  the  people  who  know  moet 
about  how  Government  money  is  spent  (the 
supervisors)  to  work  at  the  business  of  telling 
all  of  us  how  Government  money  can  be 
saved. 

It  would  make  saving  the  personal  respon- 
sibility of  the  supervisor. 

It  would  give  him  a  greater  sense  of  par- 
ticipation, and  through  this,  greater  happi- 
ness and  greater  incentive  to  advance. 
It  would  make  saving  part  of  his  Job. 


What  Thit  Sat 

A  former  Hoover  Commission  member:  "A 
wonderfully  exciting  new  idea.  I'm  surprised 
it  hasn't  been  presented  before.  I'm  sur. 
prised  that  we  on  the  Hoover  Commissloa 
didn't  think  of  it. 

A  Truman  Cabinet  member :  "This  could  be 
It — the  way  to  give  Government  a  real  sub- 
stitute for  the  profit  motive." 

A  Republican  Senator:  "A  great  national 
service  •  •  •  the  new  administration 
definitely  will  examine  it  from  all  angles." 

A  civil  service  commissioner:  "The  impact 
on  the  Federal  service  would  be  enormous." 

A  Navy  supervisor-inspector:  "Give  me  my 
own  budget.  I'll  save  50  percent." 

A  former  Government  administrator:  "It's 
completely  revolutionary.  •  •  •  A  really 
substantial  idea  *  ■  *  I  can  see  the  whole 
Federal  service  being  given  a  tremendous  lift 
by  capitalizing  on  the  interest  and  effort  of 
the  great  mass  of  supervisors." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
a  table  of  percentages,  reduced  to  dollars. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

How  the  Johnson  proposal  would  worlc  if  the 
percentage  of  appropriations  each  agency 
received  for  fiscal  year  1953  were  applied 
to  a  70-billion-dollar  appropriation  for 
fiscal  year  1954 

[70  lilUion  dollars  eouals  100  percent] 


How  the  Johnson  proposal  would  work  if  the 
percentage  of  appropriations  each  agency 
received  for  fiscal  year  1953  tp^e  applied 
to  a  70-biIIion-doXiar  appropriation  for 
fiscal  year  1954 — Continued 

|T\)  billion  dollars  equals  100  jiertvntl 


Agency 


Pprppnt 
of  total 
ap|irc>- 
prluiiuu 


RpdllMxl  to 
dollars 


Ix-Ei.'lstlvp  branch 

O.OMO 
.U140 

$fi7,  200, 000 

The  Judiciary      

23,  HUU,UUU 

lud«'l>«'ii'l«-nt  offlo-s: 

Lxwiilivp    Ollice    of    the 

I'rp.iidi-nf .-      -   ... 

0.0000 

6,300,000 

Ainnriciin    Hut  tip    Monu- 

niciit.'*  Coniniission 

.0010 

700,000 

Atomic  KiuTgy  C'ouimis- 

HUHl 

5.  n22 

3,  .192,  .S40,  000 

Civil  ArronHUIi<'S  Bonnl  . 

'   .(>m732 

:t,.il2.t«) 

(  ivil  S«Tvi(v  ('i>ninii.>M«ion 

.iioo 

2Mi,2UU,UUU 

(  oinmpnv—  .Marit imp  Ac- 

lIVIIIP!* 

.2230 

l.Vl,  100,  000 

Commprtv     Civil      Apro- 

iiuiKtcs  Ailmini.stration. 

.178147 

124,702,000 

l>p(pn!<«'    Production    Ad- 

ministration .  

.0030 

2,  100, 000 

IVfpn.'ie      Tninxiiortjition 

A<lminisin»tioii      

.0:!20 

1,400,000 

EeoiKiiiiic   tjtiiliilizatiun 

Agfncy 

.0740 

8l,80f),000 

Fp<|pnil  Communicationii 

CoiuniLssion 

.0080 

6,000,000 

Ffderal   I'ower   Commis- 

SilMl     ■   -  ■ 

.OOM 

3,500,000 

Fedpral    Trade    Commis- 

Mi<m -     --- 

.0060 

4,200.000 

Fpdprul  ."^purity  AiTPiicy    - 

2.0607 

l,43,S,4«0,00O 

tpdrrul  Civil  Dpfpns*.'  Ad- 

.OiM 

37,  450, 000 

Fcderul     Mpdiulion    and 

Concillul  ion  8<T vice 

.0100 

7.000,000 

Opnenil  Apcountine  Ofllce. 

.ilStfO 

27,300,000 

Opnpral  Wervioes  Admin- 

i.slralion 

.4010 

343.700,000 

Housing   and    Home    Fi- 

.1300 

91,000,000 

Indian    Cbimg    Commis- 

^ion                 • 

.0001 

70,000 

Interstate  Commerce 

.0137 

»,  500, 000 

Interstate  Commission  on 

the  I'otomac    Kiver 

liasin             

.00001 

7,000 

Motor     Carrier     Claims 

.0083 
7.4744 

S,  810, 000 

S,  232, 080, 000 

National  Advwory  Com- 

mittee forAeronautics... 

.0826 

67,  780, 000 

National  CapiUl  Bousing 

Authoritv 

.0001 

70,000 

National  Capital  Park  & 

I'lanninKCommission... 

.0006 

600,000 

National  Science  Found*- 

tioQ              - 

.OOM 

i  130, 000 

National  Labor  Kelations 

Board           

.0013 

840,000 

National  Mediation 

3oard                    "- 

.0014 
.0067 

9m.  000 

Beuegoliation  Board 

i(iM).OU0 

Aprney 


IVreent 
ol  total 
apiiro- 
prialiun 


Rp<1iipi«<l  to 
dullurs 


Indpjtpndpnt  ofncps— Con, 
l\pvolvin)f  fuiul.   Dt'ton!* 

I'riKluption  .\i't 

KHilrnnd      Rptirpnipnt 

Hoard  (s«'lf-,supportinK) 

Spr(iriti<>s  and  Exi'liailgv 

Comniis.sion  

Bele<-I  ivp  .><prv ipp 

Smithsonian  Institution.. 
Suhvprsivp      .\ptivltiM 

Control  Hoanl , 

TuritT  C\)niniissioii  

Small      IVfenitp      Plants 

Adinlnist  ration 

l>nnM8t«  N'alley  Author- 
ity.. - 

Tax  Court  of  the  Inlled 

8tat<\s  

^■ptpnlns'  .^dministratioB. 

r>ppartmpnt  of  Agrirulture 

]  ><>p;«rlnipnt  of  State 

]>p|iurlinpnt  of  Jiislicv  

l>pliartinpnt  of  Coinmprr«> 

l>ppartnu'nt  of  thp  Interior 

]>pl>iirtint'iit  of  l.4it>or 

iH'itarlniPnt  of  Dpfpiisp; 

Civil  funrtion-s 

M  ilitary  funct ions 

r>pisirtiiu'iil  of  the  'rn'u.sury.. 

Post  omp.'  .     

l)isirict  of  Columbia 

i'lTinaMPiit  iipiuopriittions  for 

jpiipral  iind  siKTial  accounts: 

inlprpst    on    the    public 

debt 

Other 


CI  rand  total  appropria- 
tions  


.0019 

.000 

.OOAS 
.04A8 
.0048 

.0004 

.ou:m 

.0047 

.4186 

,0011 

4  8IA4 

I.IR'M 

',294m 

.ftii.\Kai 

.OTWJ 
.2771 

."?.  •m\ 

5».  (XM7 

.Hl.V 

3.  4ft.VS 

.0137 


7.  MM 
1.  4«ia 


$1,330,000 


100.0000 


4.  .'■ao.ooo 

32:,  iwo.  ono 

3,3au,uuu 

3HO,noo 

1, 680,  ODU 

3,390,000 

293,960,000 

770,000 

3,  .■?71,48U,0nO 

TM.  fHiO, «»» 

aoti.  nw,  000 

PHI,  ?JI),IIIU 
410,074,  7tH» 
47,V  ,M0,  (KKI 
IKt,  970,  000 

2,  .11.\  170.000 
4(1,  mn,  290,  (Ml 

s;i),  HW),  two 

2,  425,  H.V),  0110 
9,390,001) 


6,  .'im,  230,000 
l.OZl.  120,000 


ro,  000, 000, 000 


NOTICE  OP  MEETING  OP 
CX>MMnTEE 
Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  announce  that  there  will  be  a  meeting 
of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  at  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning, 
to  be  held  for  the  purpose  of  organiza- 
tion, and  to  meet  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral designate,  Mr.  Arthur  E.  Summer- 
field,  if  he  Is  present. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 
Mr.  TAFT.    Mr,  President.  I  move  that 

the  Senate  adjourn  imtil  Friday.  Janu-. 

ary  16. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 

o'clock  and  8  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 

adjourned    until    Friday.    January    18, 

1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  13,  1953: 

FEDXBAL  TKADI  COMMIMIOir 

John  Carson,  of  Michigan,  to  be  a  Federal 
Trade  Commissioner  for  a  term  of  7  years 
Irom  September  26,  1952.     (Reappointment.) 

Coast  and  Geodetic  SuavrY 
Subject  to  qualiflcatlons  provided  by  law, 
the  following  for  permanent  appointment  to 
the  grades  indicated  In  the  Coast  and  Geo- 
detic Surrey: 

To  be  eommistaomed  emptmin 
Earle  A.  DeUy.  effccttvr  Deigtiibrr  I.  19SL 
To  he  comtmHHatfme^  evm.'mmmder 


". 
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To  be  commissioned  lieutenant  commanders 

Hairy  D.  Reed.  Jr.,  effective  December  24, 
1952. 

Emerson  E.  Jones,  effective  December  24, 
1952. 

Gerald  L.  Short,  effective  January  18.  1953. 

Jotin  O.  PbUllps,  effective  January  18,  1953, 
To  be  commissioved  lieutenant 

Harley  D.  Nygren,  effective  March  8,  1953. 

To  be  commissioned  lieutenants  (funior 
grade) 

William  B.  Kacbel,  effective  January  1, 
1953. 

Hal  P.  Demuth.  effective  January  5,  1953. 

Pentti  A.  Stark,  effective  January  18,  1953. 

Barbour  C.  Stokes,  Jr.,  effective  January  18. 
1953. 

Merlyn  E.  Natto.  effective  February  25. 1953. 

To  be  commissioned  ensigns 

Wilfred  V.  Warner,  effective  December  9, 
1952. 

Carlton  S.  Frost,  effective  December  16, 
1952. 

Edwin  K.  McCaffrey,  effective  December  17, 
1952. 

Clifford  W.  Tupper.  effective  December  17, 
1052. 

Richard  K.  Houlder,  effective  December  23, 
1952. 

George  E.  Cook,  effective  January  7.  1953. 

Howard    A.   Garcia,   effective   January    11, 

1953. 

Lionel  D.  Kelley.  effective  February  12, 
1£53. 

In  thi  Aemt 

Lt.  Gen.  Edward  Mallory  Almond,  04666, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (major  general, 
U.  S.  Army),  to  be  placed  on  the  retired  list 
In  the  grade  of  lieutenant  general  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

Lt.  Gen.  Lewis  Andrew  Pick,  O8096.  Army 
of  the  United  States  (major  general,  U.  S. 
Army,  retired),  for  advancement  to  the  grade 
of  lieutenant  general  on  the  retired  list  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  504  (d)  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 
A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Landers,  its  enrolling  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  a  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  title : 

H.  Con  Res.  1.  Concurrent  resolution  mak- 
ing the  necessary  arrangements  for  the  in- 
auguration of  the  President-elect  of  the 
United  States. 


SWEARING  IN  OF  MEMBERS 
The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  under- 
stands there  are  several  Members  pres- 
ent this  morning  who  have  not  taken  the 
oath  of  office.  If  they  will  kindly  pre- 
sent themselves  in  the  well  of  the  House 
the  Chair  will  administer  the  oath  of 
ofiBce. 

Mr.  COLMER  and  Mr.  FARRINGTON 
presented  themselves  at  the  bar  of  the 
House  and  took  the  oath  of  office. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TiESD.xY,  Jamwby  13,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  hast  called  us  to  be  part- 
ners wit'  Thee  in  building  the  Kingdom 
of  God,  wilt  Thou  inspire  us  with  new 
vistas  of  outlook  and  new  ventures  of 
faith. 

May  we  daily  see  the  transforming 
energy  of  Thy  divine  spirit  remaking 
our  world  and  lifting  all  mankind  to 
higher  levels  of  blessedness. 

Grant  that  nothing  may  ever  daunt  or 
discourage  us  as  we  strive  for  peace  on 
earth  and  good  will  among  men. 

To  Thy  name  we  ascribe  all  the  glory. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Fri- 
day, January  9,  1953,  was  read  and  ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


COMPOSITION  OF  COMMITTEES  OF 

THE       HOUSE— AMENDMENT       OF 

CLAUSE   4,  RULE  X 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  68).  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  clause  4.  rule  X.  of  the  rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"4.  All  vacancies  In  standing  committees 
in  the  House  shall  be  filled  by  election  by  the 
House." 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  of 
all  I  think  I  should  say  that  I  have  dis- 
cussed this  wilh  the  minority  leader;  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  had  it  under 
discussion  for  several  days,  and  I  am 
authorized  to  say  that  the  resolution 
meets  with  his  approval  as  it  does  with 
mine. 

Let  me  explain  as  briefly  as  I  can 
what  the  situation  is:  I  do  not  need  to 
say  to  the  membership  that  the  numeri- 
cal division  between  the  majority  and 
minority  in  this  Congress  is  paper  thin. 
to  say  the  least.  Following  the  usual 
practice  the  Speaker,  and  I  as  majority 
leader  met  with  the  minority  leader  and 
the  minority  whip  to  determine  the  divi- 
sion between  the  majority  and  minority 
on  the  various  committees  of  the  House. 
We,  of  course,  had  before  us  the  over- 
all membership  of  the  committees  as  they 
were  starting  back  after  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  before  the  Eightieth  Congress 
and  continuing  on  through  the  Eighty- 
first  and  Eighty-second  Congresses.  We 
determined  substantially  on  the  over-all 
numbers  of  the  committees  as  they  have 
been  through  the  years.  Then,  of  course, 
one  must  also  recognize  that  it  is  most 
important  and  necessary  that  on  all  of 
those  committees  the  majority  party 
have  some  majority  in  numbers;  how- 
ever, recognizing  the  close  division  in  the 
House,  we  shaved  the  division  on  many 
of  the  committees  right  down  to  the  very 
edge.  One  of  them  I  have  in  mind  is 
14  to  13,  another  is  16  to  14.  Obviously, 
If  the  majority  were  to  give  another  place 
to  the  minority  we  would  no  longer  be  in 
control  of  the  committees. 

After  we  had  made  that  determination 
on  the  over-all  size  of  the  committees. 


and  having  regard.  I  may  say.  in  some 
instances,  to  the  situation  on  the  minor- 
ity side  where  Members  have  served  on 
committees  for  a  long  time  and  are  valu- 
able members  of  those  committees;  and 
having  regard  for  the  over-all  responsi- 
bility and  work  that  needs  to  be  accom- 
plished by  the  committees,  we  added  up 
the  places  on  the  majority  side  and  that 
addition  came  to  237.  We  have  221 
Members  on  the  majority  side.  The 
Speaker  is  not  a.ssigned  to  a  committee. 
and  it  has  been  the  practice  on  our  side 
that  the  majority  leader  is  not  assigned 
to  a  committee.  So.  net  we  have  219 
Members  to  fill  237  places  on  the  major- 
ity .side. 

But  here  Is  where  our  trouble  arose. 
Under  the  Reorganization  Act  it  is  spe- 
cified that  Members,  except  for  four 
committees  that  are  named,  cannot  serve 
on  more  than  one  committee.  I  think 
we  all  recognize  the  intent  and  the  pur- 
pose back  of  that  provision.  It  was  felt 
by  a  great  many  people  that  it  would  be 
better  for  each  Member  to  have  one 
committee  and  be  permitted  to  devote 
his  full  and  complete  attention  to  the 
work  of  that  committee  rather  than  try 
to  serve  on  many  committees  as  had 
been  the  .situation  before,  and  .sometimes 
not  doing  a  very  good  job  with  any  of 
them. 

In  presenting  this  re.solution  I  want  to 
point  out  that  the  net  effect  of  it  is  to 
remove,  at  least  for  this  Congress,  the 
rule  .set  forth  in  the  act  that  requires 
that  a  Member  serve  only  on  one  com- 
mittee. 

Perhaps.  T  need  not  explain  why  we 
find  that  neces.sary.  Obviously,  if  we 
just  assigned  our  219  Members  there 
would  be  vacancies  on  the  Republican 
side  on  a  number  of  these  committees 
which  would  result  in  the  minority  party 
having  more  Members  on  the  committee 
than  there  would  be  Republican  Mem- 
bers and  tof  course,  as  1  say.  that  just 
would  not  provide  the  proper  situation 
under  which  we  could  function. 

As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  deter- 
mine and  certainly  speaking  for  myself, 
the  adoption  of  this  resolution  to  meet 
this  practical  situation  that  confronts 
us,  and  which  cannot  be  met  in  any  other 
way,  does  not  mean  that  the  bars  will 
be  let  down  and  that  any  number  of 
Members  will  be  assigned  to  more  than 
one  committee.  It  is.  therefore,  our  in- 
tent and  our  purpose  and  our  firm  de- 
termination to  appoint  to  two  commit- 
tees just  enough  individual  Members  on 
the  majority  .side  to  permit  us  to  fill 
these  places  which  have  been  assigned 
to  the  majority  on  the  various  commit- 
tees, and  when  that  is  accomplished 
there  shall  be  no  more  serving  on  two 
committees.  In  other  words,  may  I 
emphasize  that  this  course  has  been 
adopted  as  the  only  reasonable,  practical 
way  to  handle  the  situation  that  con- 
fronts us. 

It  docs  not  in  any  way  represent  any 
retreat  or  departure  from  the  original 
purpose  and  intent  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act.  That  original  intent  and  pur- 
pose shall  be  and  will  be  followed  by  \i9, 
but  this  is  the  way  that  we  have  deter- 
mined we  must,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
Congress,  meet  the  situation. 
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Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


NATIONAL  CAPITAL  SESQUICEN- 
TENNIAL  COMMISSION— MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and.  together  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration: 

To  the  Congrest  of  the  United  States: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  78.  Eighty-first  Congress,  I  trans- 
mit herewith  for  the  National  Capital 
Sesquiceutennial  Commission  its  fiiuil 
report. 

Hamit  S.  TKumw. 
Thi  White  Hottse,  January  13, 19W. 


COMIkllSSION  ON  IMMIGRATION 
AND  NATURALIZATION— MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKEK  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and.  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
I  am  transmitting  herewith  the  report 
of  the  President's  Commission  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization,  which  has 
been  made  to  me  under  date  of  January 
1.  1953.  This  report  is  the  work  of  a 
Commicsion  of  seven  members,  appointed 
by  me  in  accordance  with  Executive  Or- 
der 103S2.  September  4. 1952.  The  Com- 
mission was  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  a  survey  and  evaluation  of  the 
Imm.gratlon  and  naturalization  policies 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  make  rec- 
ommendations for  such  legislative,  ad- 
ministrative or  other  action  as  in  its 
opinion  might  be  desirable  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  economy,  security  and  respon- 
fiibilities  of  this  country. 

The  Commission's  report  and  recom- 
mendations are  based  on  hearings  held 
in  11  cities  from  coast  to  coast  between 
September  30  and  October  29  last. 
Four  hundred  statements  were  received 
orally  or  in  writing  during  the  hearings, 
and  234  more  written  statements  were 
filed  with  the  Commission  after  the 
hearings  were  over.  In  some  instances, 
individual  witnesses  represented  a  num- 
ber of  different  organizations,  so  that 
approximately  1,000  individuals  and  or- 
ganizations, representing  many  millions 
of  people,  made  their  views  known  to 
the  Commission. 

Through  the  cooperation  of  Emakttei. 
Celleb,  chairman  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  the  record  of  the 
hearings  and  statements  has  been 
printed,  and  is  avsOlable  for  study, 
xcix 24 


The  Commission,  which  is  to  go  out 
of  existence  by  the  end  of  this  month,  is 
composed  of  the  following  members : 

Philip  B.  Perlman,  of  Maryland,  Chair- 
man (formerly  Solicitor  General  of  the 
United  States;  formerly  city  solicitor  of 
Baltimore;  secretary  of  State  of  Mary- 
land ;  assistant  attorney  general  of  Mary- 
land). 

Elarl  G.  Harrison  of  Pennsylvania.  Vice 
Chairman  (attorney;  formerly  United 
States  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization,  and  formerly  dean  of  the 
Law  School  of  the  University  of  Perm- 
sylvania ) . 

Monsignor  John  O'Grady,  of  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  (secretary.  National  Confer- 
ence of  Catholic  Charities). 

Rev.  Thaddeus  P.  Gullixson,  of  Minne- 
sota (president,  Lutheran  Theological 
Seminary  of  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  chairman. 
Minnesota  State  Displaced  Persons 
Commission ) . 

Clarence  E.  Pickett,  of  Pennsylvania 
(honorary  secretary.  American  Friends 
Service  Committee). 

Adrian  S.  Fisher,  of  Tennessee  (legal 
adviser  to  State  Department;  formerly 
general  counsel  of  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission and  Solicitor  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce). 

Thomas  G.  Pinucane,  of  Maryland 
(Chairman,  Board  of  Immigration  Ap- 
peals. Department  of  Justice). 

These  Commissioners  brought  to  their 
work  the  benefit,  of  long  and  dis- 
tinguished experience  in  public  affairs, 
and  great  talent  in  the  evaluation  of 
facts  and  in  ability  to  reach  fair  and 
impartial  judgments.  Their  appraisal 
of  the  injurious  effect  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  of  1952  merits 
your  earnest  and  prompt  consideration. 
Their  recommendations  for  new  provi- 
sions and  new  policies,  embodied  in 
their  report,  are  in  accordance  with  our 
finest  traditions.  Such  recommenda- 
tions, if  enacted  into  law,  would  do  much 
to  convince  the  peoples  of  the  free  world 
that  we  have  not  lost  an  iota  of  our 
faith  in  the  great  principles  upon  which 
this  Nation  was  founded,  and  upon  which 
It  has  risen  to  a  place  of  preeminence 
among  all  nations. 

The  report  and  the  record  of  hearings 
and  statements  are  documents  of  the 
greatest  possible  value  to  all  those  inter- 
ested in  legislative  and  administrative 
action  to  formulate  and  enforce  policies 
in  strict  accordance  with  the  doctrines 
laid  down  in  our  Constitution  and  Bill 
of  Rights.  The  recommendations  are 
designed  to  eliminate  from  our  immigra- 
tion laws  the  unfortunate  provisions 
which  apply  discriminations  based  on 
national  origin,  race,  creed,  and  color; 
anct  to  substitute  provisions  worthy  of 
our  people  and  our  form  of  government. 

I  am  confident  you  will  join  me  in  my 
gratitude  to  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission for  the  splendid  services  they 
have  so  generously  given  at  my  request. 

I  am  sending  a  copy  of  the  Commis- 
sion's report,  and  of  the  record  of  the 
Commission's  hearings,  as  they  appear 
in  the  committee  print  of  the  House 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  General 
Elsenhower. 

HaRRT  8.  T8TTMAN. 

The  White  House,  January  13, 1953. 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
INTERNATIONAL  MONETARY  AND 
FINANCIAL  PROBLEMS— MESSAGE 
PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  60) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
with  illustrations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  a  report  of  the  Na- 
tional Advisory  Council  on  International 
Monetary  and  Financisd  Problems  cover- 
ing its  operations  from  April  1,  1952,  to 
September  30. 1952.  and  describing  in  ac* 
cordance  with  section  4  (b)  (5)  of  the 
Bretton  Woods  Agreements  Act,  the  par- 
ticipation of  the  United  States  in  the  In- 
ternational Monetary  Fund  and  tlie 
International  Bank  for  Reconstruction 
and  Development  for  the  above  period. 

Harry  S.  Trukah. 
The  White  House,  January  13, 1953. 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEB 
FOR  AERONAUTICS  —  MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committees 
on  Armed  Services  and  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  March  3,  1915,  as  amended, 
establishing  the  National  Advisory  Com- 
mittee for  Aeronautics,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  thirty-eighth  annual  report  of 
the  committee  covering  the  fiscal  year 
1952. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  13, 1953. 


INAUGURATION  HOLIDAY 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  120),  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  imme« 
diate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  several  depart- 
ments. Independent  establishments,  and 
other  governmental  agencies  of  the  United 
States.  Including  the  legislative  and  Judicial 
branches,  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
In  the  metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  be  closed  all  day  on  Tuesday, 
January  20,  1953,  Inaug\iration  Day.  AU 
employees  of  such  departments,  establish- 
ments, and  agencies  and  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  In  such  area,  except  those  who  may 
for  special  public  reasons  be  required  to  be 
on  duty  on  such  day  by  the  heads  of  their 
respective  departments,  establishments,  or 
agencies,  shall  be  excused  from  duty  on  that 
day;  and  such  day  shall  be  considered  a  holi- 
day for  the  purpose  of  all  statutes  relating 
to  the  compensation  and  leave  of  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  District  ot 
Columbia,  employed  In  such  area.    For  th« 
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purposes  of  this  resolution,  the  term  "met- 
ropolitan area  of  the  District  of  Columbia" 
shall  Include.  In  addition  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges 
Counties,  Md.:  Arlington  and  Fairfax 
Counties,  Va.;  and  the  city  of  Alexandria, 
Va. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  purpose  of  this  Joint  resolution  is  to 
provide  that  all  Federal  employees  in  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
will  have  a  holiday  on  Inaugiu'ation  Day, 
Tuesday,  January  20. 

My  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
fact  that,  under  existing  law,  only  those 
employees  working  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  are  entitled  to  such  a  holiday. 
The  inequity  of  this  situation  is  obvious. 

Under  this  joint  resolution  the  metro- 
politan area  of  Washington,  D.  C,  is  de- 
fined as  the  District  of  Columbia,  Mont- 
gomery and  Prince  Georges  Counties, 
Md.;  Arlington  and  Fairfax  Coi^ities, 
Va.;  and  the  city  of  Alexandria,  Va. 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  dnly  fair  that  Gov- 
ernment employees  in  the  vicinity 
should  have  opportunity  to  attend  one 
of  the  greatest  events  in  the  history  of 
our  country. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


NATIONAL  ACT  TO  PROHIBIT  DIS- 
CRIMINATION IN  .  EMPLOYMENT 
ON  ACCOUNT  OP  AGE 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  together 
with  my  colleagues,  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Moranq]  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.Fm-TONl. 
I  am  today  introducing  a  bill  to  prohibit 
discrimination  in  employment  because  of 
age.  I  hope  very  much  that  Members 
will  give  serious  attention  to  the  age 
problem.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  num- 
ber of  those  over  65,  who  now  number 
about  11  million,  will  by  1975  come  close 
to  doubling,  being  about  18  million. 

The  problem  facing  our  older  citizens 
who  have  given  their  best  years  to  build- 
ing of  our  country  is  mainly  the  lack  of 
opportunity  for  productive  work.  They 
are  much  too  soon  considered  to  be  ob- 
solescent by  American  business  and  in- 
dustry, and  denied  equal  opportunity  for 
employment  or  forced  into  retirement. 
Half  of  them  live  on  social  security  or 
other  small  incomes. 

I  feel  that  this  problem  of  our  older 
citizens  is  one  to  which  the  Congress 
should  direct  its  attention,  especially 
with  a  view  to  constructive  activities  in 
the  way  of  self-help  and  of  work  oppor- 
tunity for  people  regardless  of  their  age, 
so  long  as  they  can  do  tl\e  job. 

This  bill  will  make  it  an  unlawful  em- 
ployment practice  for  an  employer  "to 
refuse  to  hire,  to  discharge,  or  otherwi.se 
to  discriminate  against  any  individual 
with  respect  to  his  terms,  conditions,  or 
privileges  of  employment,  otherwise  law- 


ful because  of  the  individual's  age.** 
The  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Labor  is  given  the  necessary  authority 
to  issue  cease-and-desist  orders  and  to 
bring  about  reinstatement  or  hiring  with 
or  without  back  pay.  Judicial  review  is 
provided  for  as  are  processes  of  concilia- 
tion, technical  advice,  and  other  aids  to 
employer  and  employee. 

The  bill  is  intended  to  deal  with  the 
problems  of  those  over  45  who  are  seek- 
ing employment  and  also  to  deal  with 
the  problem  of  forced  retirement  of  ef- 
fective employees  at  some  arbitrary  age 
level.  Nothing  in  the  bill  prevents  as- 
sessments of  health,  strength,  hardi- 
hood, and  similar  job  requirements.  The 
bill  deals  with  one  of  the  fundamental 
problems  facing  our  older  citizens,  that 
of  the  ability  to  continue  at  productive 
work.  It  is  a  basis  for  a  solution  to  the 
other  problems  affecting  our  older  citi- 
zens— rehabilitation  and  retraining, 
housing,  recreation  and  retirement,  in- 
cluding pensions  and  social  security. 

There  have  been  some  outstanding 
examples  of  the  utilization  of  older 
workers  in  business  and  industry,  and 
these  are  very  laudable.  According  to 
the  United  States  Census  Bureau,  over 
70  percent  of  our  citizens  65  and  over 
have  lass  than  $1,000  a  year  in  money 
income.  Sixty  years  ago  68  percent  of 
all  men  over  65  were  in  gainful  employ- 
ment; yet  this  figure  has  dropped  to 
around  the  40-percent  mark  now.  Those 
who  have  employed  older  workers  have 
testified  to  their  steadiness  and  reliabil- 
ity, to  their  low  absentee  and  accident 
records.  Problems  of  fitting  them  into 
existing  private  pension  systems,  which 
seem  to  militate  so  heavily  against  their 
employment  are  problems  of  mechanics 
and  assume  a  lack  of  recognition  on  the 
part  of  the  older  worker  himself  as  to 
what  is  fair  to  him  and  to  other  employ- 
ees. The  problems  do  not  begin  to  com- 
pare in  importance  with  the  social  im- 
plications of  age  discrimination  in  em- 
ployment and  forced  retirement. 


AUSTRIAN  SOCIALIZING  CHARGED 
TO  TRUMAN 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Sper  :er.  I  want  to  call  to  my  colleagues' 
attention  an  article  which  appearefi  in 
the  Sunday,  January  11,  1953,  New  York 
Times.  These  are  grave  charges  which 
are  leveled  against  the  Truman  admin- 
istration by  one  of  the  leaders  of  one  of 
the  political  parties  of  Austria.  For 
some  time.  Members  of  Congress  h»vt 
been  receiving  reports  that  AmericAii 
taxpayers'  money  is  being  used  to  !'-i- 
ther  socialistic  schemes  in  other  ccun- 
tries.  I  have  received  many  of  tJifse 
reports  myself  and  have  had  an  opr^r- 
tunity  from  time  to  time  to  acLu-  ;y 
check  into  some  of  them.  Unfortu- 
nately, there  seems  to  be  a  great  aeal  of 
basis  of  fact.    I  believe  it  is  the  duty  of 


the  Congress  to  completely  review  the 
manner  in  which  American  funds  have 
been  spent  abroad.  By  taking  this  spe- 
cific charge  in  Austria,  which  is  a  rela- 
tively small  country,  and  following  it 
through  in  detail  we  could  gain  real  in- 
sight into  the  entire  picture.  I  suggest 
it  is  this  kind  of  interference  with  the 
internal  government  of  other  countries 
that  has  produced  the  picture  we  now 
have — the  expenditure  of  vast  sums  to 
gain  friends,  resulting  in  resentments 
rather  than  friendships. 
Austrian  Socializing  Charged  to  Truman 

Vir.NNA.  January  10 — The  Truman  admin- 
istration and  Its  representatives  In  Vienna 
were  charged  today  by  Ferdinand  Oral,  state 
secretary  and  Peoples  Party  leader,  with  an 
attempt  to  further  •Socialist  collective  tend- 
encies"   In   Austria. 

Herr  Graf  made  his  statement  In  an  elec- 
tion speech  In  Klagenfurt.  It  was  the  second 
such  accusation  made  by  the  People's  Party. 
Foreign  Minister  Karl  Oruber  said  In  a 
speech  last  October  that  "many  radical 
groups "  had  been  helped  by  the  western 
powers. 

Herr  Graf  said:  "We  trust  that  through 
the  change  of  Government  In  America  the 
attempt  to  further  Socialist  collective  tend- 
encies In  Austria  wUl  also  come  to  an 
end.     •     •     • 

•We  want  to  construct  our  state  and  our 
economy  according  to  our  own  needs.  We 
hall  the  end  of  the  election  In  America  and 
the  assumption  of  power  by  Klsenhower. 
who  knows  and  Is  friendly  toward  Europe." 

The  Peoples  Party  probably  resents  most 
the  fact  that  the  Americans,  who  have  be- 
lieved that  the  People's  Party-Socialist  coali- 
tion Government  was  the  best  bulwark 
against  communism,  permitted  the  Nazi- 
tinted  League  of  Independents  to  be  formed 
as  a  separate  party  In  1949,  whereas  the 
People's  Party  had  hoped  to  obtain  the  Nazi 
vote  and  with  It  to  make  Itself  Independent 
of  the  Socialists. 


THE   KANSAS   CITY  STAR 

Mr.  HILLELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  HILLELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  Honorable  Prank 
C.\RLsoN,  Senator  from  Kansas,  as  made 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  January  9, 
and  the  remarks  made  by  Roy  A. 
Roberts,  president.  Kansas  City  Star,  in 
defense  of  the  Kansas  City  Star  in  the 
antitrust  suit  filed  against  them  by  the 
Department  of  Justice.  Senator  Carl- 
son made  the  statements  that  I  intended 
to  make  today,  but  since  the  Kansas  City 
Star  reply  has  already  been  published  In 
the  Congressional  Record.  I  should  like 
to  commend  Senator  Carlson  for  his 
initiative  in  placing  this  information  be- 
fore Congre.ss. 

The  question  is  rai.sed  as  to  whether 
this  indictment  is  politically  inspired, 
inasmuch  as  the  Kansas  City  Star  has 
been  such  a  critic  of  the  Truman  admin- 
istration. If  this  were  the  case,  then 
the  question  of  freedom  of  the  press 
would  be  involved.  I  believe,  however, 
that  the  Kansas  City  Star  will  be  vin- 
dicated. However,  as  of  now,  this  mat- 
ter is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal 
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court,  both  to  try  and  to  Judge;  and 
nothing  can  be  said  until  a  verdict  has 
been  reached. 

If  and  when  the  Kansas  City  Star  Is 
vindicated,  then  I  Intend  to  press  to  find 
out  if  this  was  politically  inspired  and 
those  who  were  responsible  for  it. 


OUTLAWING  THE  COMMUNIST 
PARTY 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  Include  a  bill  I 
introduced  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  Eightieth  Congress  I  intro- 
duced H.  R.  4482,  a  bill  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party.  Hearings  were  held 
on  that  bill  by  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration,  but  Congress  adjourned 
before  full  consideration  of  this  impor- 
tant legislation  could  be  completed. 

I  am  today  Introducing  another  bill 
that  has  for  its  purpose  barring  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  any  un-American  party 
from  the  election  ballot.  This  bill  is  as 
follows: 

A  bill  to  bar  un-American  parties  from  the 
election  ballot 
Be  n  enacted,  etc  ,  That  no  political  party — 

(1)  which  Is  afBUated  with  the  world 
Communist  movement  or  any  part  thereof, 
or  with  any  foreign  government,  organiza- 
tion, agency,  or  political  party:  or 

(2)  which  directly  or  Indirectly  advocates, 
teaches.  Justifies,  aids,  or  abets  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence,  or  by  any  unlawful  means; 
or 

(3)  which  directly  or  Indirectly  carries  on, 
advocates,  teaches.  Justifies,  aids,  or  abets  a 
prt>gram  of  sabotage,  force  and  violence, 
sedition,  or  treason  against  the  United 
States. 

shall  be  permitted  to  have  the  name  of  any 
Individual  printed  on  a  ballot  as  Its  candi- 
date for  an  ofBce  In  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

8cc.  3.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  Indi- 
vidual to  file  as  a  candidate  for,  or  otherwise 
to  attempt  to  secure  election  to.  any  office  In 
the  Government  of  the  United  States — 

(1)  as  the  candidate  of  a  political  party 
described  In  paragraph  ( 1 ) .  (2) .  or  (3 )  of  the 
first  section  of  this  set;  or 

(21  If  such  Individual  Is  a  member  of  such 
a  political  party. 

Whoever  violates  this  section  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $25,000  or  Imprisoned  not 
more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  sincerely  hope  that  this 
much  needed  legislation  will  be  enacted 
Into  law  at  an  early  date. 


BUICKS  GOLDEN  ANNIVERSARY 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  an  editorial  and  an 
article  from  the  Flint  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Clardy  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


ROYALTIES  FHOM  MINERAL  LEASES 
SHOULD  BE  USED  FOR  GRANTS- 
IN-AID  IN  EDUCATION  AND  NA- 
TIONAL DEFENSE 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  OWo? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
I  have  introduced  a  House  Joint  resolu- 
tion to  provide  that  the  royalties  from 
mineral  leases  covering  the  submerged 
lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  shall  be 
used  for  grants-in-aid  of  education  and 
national  defense. 

This  resolution  is  applicable  only  to 
the  areas  outside  of  inland  waters — 
that  is,  to  submerged  areas  outside  of 
inland  waters  and  beyond  the  tideland 
strip.  Lands  under  inland  navigable 
waters  including  those  of  bays,  rivers, 
and  lakes,  belong  to  the  States  in  which 
they  are  situated,  and  the  Supreme  Court 
has  so  held  on  numerous  occasions. 
Such  lands  were  sijeciflcally  excluded 
from  the  off-shore  cases  and  they  are 
likewise  excluded  by  the  terms  of  my 
resolution. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  three 
times  that  the  submerged  coastal  lands 
beyond  the  low-tide  mark  and  extending 
seaward  belong  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  as  a  whole. 

Geologists  estimate  that  the  oil  under 
these  seas  is  worth  more  than  $40 
million.  By  earmarking  these  tidelands 
oil  royalties  for  educational  grants-in- 
aid  to  the  States,  Congress  has  the  mag- 
nificent opportunity  of  securing  our  first 
line  of  defense— the  education  and  train- 
ing of  our  citizens,  and  to  do  it  without 
any  cost  to  the  taxpayers. 

Under  the  terms  of  this  resolution,  the 
individual  State  would  get  37  Viz  percent 
of  the  royalties  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment receives  for  the  oil  produced  off  the 
shores  of  that  State  within  the  3-mile 
limit.  In  addition,  such  State  would 
share  equally  with  all  other  States  on  a 
pro  rata  basis  in  the  remaining  62 '2  per- 
cent of  the  royalties  obtained  by  the 
Federal  Government.  This  appears  to 
me  to  be  very  generous  treatment  to  Cali- 
fornia, Louisiana,  and  Texas,  as  well  as 
to  any  other  State  off  whose  shores  min- 
eral deposits  may  be  produced. 

President-elect  Eisenhower  should 
make  a  careful  and  deliberate  study  of 
the  Supreme  Court  decisions  and  also 
reexamine  the  wisdom  of  his  own  cam- 
paign promise  before  he  recommends  the 
biggest  give-away  in  the  history  of  any 
Congress — the  donation  of  what  belongs 
to  all  the  people — to  Just  three  States, 
Texas,  California,  and  Louisiana. 

Bills  have  been  introduced  to  donate 
to  these  three  States  this  great  public 
treasure  which  belongs  to  all  46  States — 
this  great  public  treasure  which  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  three  times  decided 
belongs  to  all  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

I  believe  that  Members  of  Congress 
should  give  thoughtful  consideration  to 
this  matter  before  they  vote  to  deprive 
their  constituents  and  their  State  of 


their  proportionate  share  of  this  na- 
tional heritage. 

My  resolution  also  provides  for  proper 
cosuservation  of  these  rich  oil-bearing 
deposits  in  the  interest  of  our  national 
security. 


PROPOSED    AMENDMENT    TO    THE 
CONSTITUTION 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  am  today  introducing  House  Joint 
Resolution  135  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
with  regard  to  the  filling  of  vacancies  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  This  res- 
olution providei  as  follows; 

When  vacancies  happen  In  the  representa- 
tion In  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
any  State,  the  executive  authority  thereof 
shall  Issue  writs  of  election  to  fill  such  vacan- 
cies: Provided.  That  the  executive  thereof 
shall  have  power  to  make  temporary  appoint- 
ments until  the  people  fill  the  vacancies  by 
election  as  the  legislature  of  the  State  may 
direct. 

Under  the  present  Constitution  when 
a  vacancy  occurs  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  reason  of  death,  resigna- 
tion, or  otherwise,  there  is  no  provision 
made  whatsoever  for  filling  this  vacancy 
until  a  special  or  general  election  can  be 
held  in  the  district  in  which  the  vacancy 
occurs.  The  district  therefore  has  no 
representation  from  the  time  a  vacancy 
occurs  until  the  calling  and  holding  of 
an  election  for  filling  such  vacancy.  By 
reason  of  the  vacancy  the  district  suffers 
the  loss  of  representation  during  such  a 
period. 

In  addition  to  the  loss  of  representa- 
tion there  is  an  enormous  expense  on  the 
taxpayers  of  the  district  where  such  va- 
cancy occurs  of  holding  an  election  and 
the  cost  of  holding  an  election  has  be- 
come very  expensive. 

The  purpose  of  this  resolution  Is  there- 
fore   twofold:  First,    it    would    provide 
continuous  representation  for  the  dis- 
trict by  conferring  authority  on  the  ex- 
ecutive of  the  State  affected  to  make    j^ 
temporary  appointments  until  a  general    "^ 
election.     Second,  it  would  save  the  cost     T, 
and  expense  of  holding  special  elections. 

This  amendment  would  provide  the 
same  course  and  procedure  for  vacancies 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  as  is  now 
provided  for  vacancies  that  might  occur 
in  the  Senate. 

Under  amendment  17  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, it  is  provided  "that  the  legislature 
of  any  State  may  empower  the  executive 
thereof  to  make  temporary  appoint- 
ments until  the  people  fill  the  vacancy 
by    election    as    the    legislature    may 

direct." 

It  has.  therefore,  become  a  custom  and 
practice  for  the  executive  of  a  State  to 
make  an  apF>omtment  to  fill  the  vacancy 
in  the  Senate  and  this  temporary  ap- 
pointment is  usually  made  to  fin  such  a 
vacancT  until  the  next  seneral  election. 
For  insiaoaer,  in  my  S&ate  of  Florada  the 
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legislature  has  provided  In  chapter  26870 
of  the  General  Laws  of  Florida  of  1951, 
as  follows: 

100.171  Fining  ▼acancy  of  United  States 
Senators:  Should  a  vacancy  occur  In  the 
Senate  of  Congress  or  in  the  State  repre- 
sentation, the  Governor  shall  issue  writs  of 
election  to  fill  such  vacancy  at  the  next  gen- 
eral election  and  make  temporary  appoint- 
ments to  serve  until  noon  of  Tuesday  after 
the  first  Monday  of  January  following  the 
general  election. 

Thus,  since  United  States  Senators,  by 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  No.  17, 
are  elected  by  the  people  thereof,  and 
since  vacancies  can  be  temporarily  filled 
by  the  executive  authority  of  such  State 
in  that  body,  there  is  no  valid  reason  or 
excuse  why  vacancies  should  not  be  tem- 
porarily filled  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  a  similar  method  and 
procedure. 


REPORT  OP  COMMigglON  ON  IMMI- 
GRATION AND  NATURALIZATION 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.       

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  well 
Indeed  that  President  Truman  has  sub- 
mitted in  his  special  message  the  re- 
port of  his  Commission  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

At  long  Isist,  there  is  public  and  offi- 
cial repudiation  of  one  of  the  basic  fal- 
lacies of  our  immigration  policy.  I  refer 
specifically  to  the  national  origin  theory 
which  has  been  imbedded  in  our  immi- 
gration law  for  over  3  generations.  This 
discriminatory  distribution  of  immigra- 
tion quotas  was  carried  forward  into  the 
McCarran  Immigration  Act  and  riveted 
to  the  structure  of  our  law.  This  report 
represents  a  solidification  of  public  senti- 
ment against  it.  The  national  origin 
theory  upon  which  our  immigration  law 
is  basic  has  played  havoc  with  our  for- 
eign relations,  breeding  resentment 
against  us  in  foreign  countries  and  mock- 
ing our  protestations  based  on  a  question 
of  equality  of  opportunity  for  all  peoples, 
regardless  of  race,  color,  or  creed. 

Remedial  legislation  is  a  necessity  to 
wipe  out  provisions  that  create  second- 
class  citizens  to  assure  equality  of  treat- 
ment. Does  our  internal  security  de- 
mand that  only  Communists  be  barred 
from  entry  and  that  Nazis  and  Fascists 
be  allowed  to  come  in  unimpeded?  There 
is  no  doubt  that  a  number  of  Members 
of  the  House  and  Senate  with  the  full 
Information  carried  to  them  by  the  Presi- 
dent's message  and  his  Commission's  re- 
port, will  offer  remedial  legislation,  tak- 
ing into  studied  consideration  the  recom- 
mendations forwarded.  I  certainly  shall 
offer  remedial  legislation. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
that  the  membership  of  this  House  will 
not  reach  any  hasty  conclusions  con- 
cerning the  immigration  and  naturali- 
zation laws  which  were  enacted  at  the 
last  session  of  the  Congress. 

I  think  a  great  menace  to  America  lies 
In  the  fact  that  so  many  professionals, 
including  professional  Jews,  are  shedding 
crocodile  tears  for  no  reason  whatsoever. 
In  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Act  recently  enacted  there  is  not  one 
single  thing  that  anybody  could  charge 
with  being  anti-Semitic  or  antiany- 
thing.  That  law  was  recommended  to 
the  Congress  after  4  years  of  careful  con- 
sideration. It  was  not  devised  hastily. 
The  only  concrete  criticism  that  I  have 
seen  since  the  President's  Commission 
was  set  up  for  the  purpose  of  discrediting 
this  law  and  filed  its  report  came  from 
the  fact  that  some  poor  FYench  sailors — 
about  one-third  of  the  crew — were  un- 
able to  spend  Christmas  in  New  York.  I 
went  to  the  trouble  to  find  out  who  those 
lx)or  French  sailors  were.  Finer  samples 
of  throat  slitters  could  not  be  found  in 
any  other  crew.  It  is.  indeed,  sigiuficant 
that  within  a  few  hours  after  this  French 
vessel  was  docked  the  Queen  Elizabeth 
and  Queen  Mary  came  into  New  York, 
and  within  an  hour  and  a  half  every 
member  of  her  crew  was  on  Broadway  or 
wherever  sailors  go  when  they  arrive  in 
New  York. 

Let  us  not  be  stampeded.  Let  us  not 
commit  ourselves  too  hastily.  I  know 
the  pressures  you  are  under.  I  have  had 
some  experience  with  those  pressxires. 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  VERSUS 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  tide- 
lands  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  are 
bad  enough  but  their  interpretation  by 
the  Etepartment  of  the  Interior  makes 
them  worse,  and  this  in  direct  defiance 
of  the  Swamp  Land  Grant  Act  of  Con- 
gress of  1849. 

Thus  in  the  body  of  the  opinion  the 
Court  said  that  the  Government  has 
paramount  power  and  control  over  the 
tidelands  areas  in  two  capacities, 
namely;  first,  for  the  purpose  of  national 
defense;  and,  second,  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  foreign  relations.  But  far 
from  holding,  the  Supreme  Court  spe- 
cifically refused  to  decree  that  the  Gov- 
ernment actually  owns  or  has  legal  title 
to  the  submerged  lands  themselves. 

Again  the  Court  said  that  the  rights 
held  by  the  Government  in  those  two 
capacities — national  defense  and  foreign 
relations — extended  over  the  marginal 
sea.  ButtheCourt  refrained  from  hold- 
ing exactly  at  what  point  inland  waters 
terminate  and  the  marginal  sea  begins. 
It  left  this  job  to  a  special  master  ap- 
pointed by  the  Court. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior,  how- 
ever, is  arrogating  unto  itself  the  power 
to  determine  that  certain  inland  waters 


are  part  of  the  marginal  sea.  It  has 
drawn  an  arbitrary  line  along  the  coast 
of  Louisiana  and  is  saying  with  eflront^ 
ery  and  arrogance:  Wlioever  operates  on 
the  seaward  side  of  the  line  is  a  tres- 
passer even  if  the  land  now  under 
shallow  water  was  transferred  by  the 
United  States  to  the  State  of  Louisiana 
under  the  Swamp  Land  Grant  Act  of 
Congress  of  March  2.  1849.  and  patented 
by  the  State  of  Louisiana  to  private  in- 
dividuals. Whatever  may  be  said  about 
the  tidelands  decisions,  the  Court  cer- 
tainly did  not  hold  that  they  could  be 
used  as  a  means  of  destroying  title  to 
property  derived  from  and  granted  by 
the  United  SUtes  itself.  Yet  that  is  ex- 
actly what  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  is  doing. 

Let  me  outline  a  specific  case  where 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  classi- 
fied a  tract  of  land  in  my  State  as  low 
or  swamp  land,  had  the  low  or  swamp 
land  surveyed  by  Federal  surveyors  and 
transferred  it  to  the  State  of  Louisiana 
as  such,  where  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
deriving  title  from  the  United  States,  in 
turn,  transferred  or  patented  the  same 
property  to  a  private  individual  and 
where  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
under  the  guise  of  the  Supreme  Court 
decisions  in  the  tidelands  cases,  is  claim- 
ing that  the  successors  in  title  of  the 
United  States  itself  are  trespassers. 

In  the  early  1840's.  Congress  decided  to 
transfer  certain  low  or  swamp  lands  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana.  Pursuant  to  this 
plan  machinery  was  set  up  to  survey 
these  lands  and  to  divide  them  into 
townships  and  sections. 

Accordingly,  in  January  1848.  E.  D. 
Richardson  and  A.  J.  Powell,  Federal 
surveyors,  surveyed  township  19  south, 
range  18  east,  and  township  19  south, 
range  19  east,  located  in  the  southeast- 
ern land  district  of  Louisiana.  Parish  of 
Plaquemines,  La.  The  Federal  surveyors 
meandered  the  streams  and  divided  the 
townships  into  sections  in  the  usual  way. 
Mr.  R.  W.  Boyd,  the  then  surveyor  gen- 
eral for  Louisiana,  approved  the  town- 
ship plats.  The  plats,  like  all  others,  in 
regular  course  were  filed  in  Washington 
and  with  the  offlcials  of  Louisiana  as  the 
basis  for  the  transfer  of  the  lands  as 
swamp  lands  to  Louisiana  and  as  the 
basis  for  the  issuance  of  patent  covering 
the  designated  sections  by  the  State  of 
Louisiana  to  private  individuals. 

On  March  2.  1849.  Congress  adopted 
one  of  the  several  Swampland  Grant 
Acts. 

On  May  6.  1852,  pursuant  to  this  act 
of  Congress,  sections  29,  30,  31,  and  32  of 
township  19  south,  range  19  east — along 
with  a  vast  area  of  other  swamplands — 
were  transferred  to  the  United  States  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana.  In  law  this 
means  that  this  land  was  segregated 
from  the  sovereignty  or  public  domain 
and  thus  that  the  United  States  parted 
with  its  title  in  favor  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana. 

Preparatory  to  issuing  patents  to  pri- 
vate individuals,  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
in  1873,  caused  the  two  townships  and 
the  sections  above-mentioned  to  be  re- 
surveyed  by  L.  N.  Polk,  a  State  surveyor. 
His  findings,  of  course,  conformed  with 
the  Richardson  and  Powell  survey,  ex- 
cept that  certain  sections  were  renum- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


373 


bered.  Thus  section  31  of  township  19 
south,  range  19  east,  was  given  a  differ- 
ent number,  but  this  Is  unimportant  and 
I  will  refer  to  It  as  section  31. 

The  State  of  Louisiana  patented  sec- 
tion 31.  along  with  other  property,  to 
John  Beckwith  in  1873.  The  patentee. 
John  Beckwith.  was  assessed  with  and 
paid  taxes  on  the  property  to  the  parish 
of  Plaquemines  and  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana from  1873  to  and  including  the  year 
1880. 

Beckwith  failed  to  pay  taxes  for  the 
cars  1881  and  1882  and  pursuant  to 
the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State 
the  property  was  adjudicated  to  Louisi- 
ana for  the  unpaid  Uxes  of  those  2  years. 
Title  to  the  property  thus  became  rein- 
vested in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  Here 
then  is  the  chain  of  title  of  section  31 : 
«a)  1852,  United  States  to  Louisiana: 
.b>  1873.  Louisiana  to  John  Beckwith; 
(c>  1883.  John  Beckwith  to  Louisiana. 

In  accordance  with  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  State 
mineral  lease  No.  195,  covering  section 
31  and  other  property,  was  granted  by 
the  State  of  Louisiana  to  the  Gulf  Re- 
fining Co.  in  1928,  or  25  years  ago.  The 
Gulf  Refining  Co.  paid  a  substantial  con- 
sideration for  the  original  lease  and  has 
maintained  it  in  force  until  the  present 
time  by  virtue  of  producing  oil  wells  in 
what  is  popularly  known  as  the  Grand 
Bay  oil  field. 

In  1951.  the  Gulf  Refining  Co.  com- 
menced the  drilling  of  an  oil  well  on 
section  31,  known  as  well  No.  S3  QQ. 
with  a  projected  depth  of  11.500  feet 

Now  the  drilling  of  an  oil  well  costs 
money;  real  money.  After  drilling  9.773 
feet,  and  before  reaching  the  expected 
pay  dirt  at  11.500  feet  the  Gulf  Refining 
Co.  received  the  following  remarkable 
and  highhanded  letter  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  on  July  13.  I95I: 

In  the  circumstances,  this  Department 
must  take  the  position  that  the  driUing  of 
well  No.  QQ  53  is  contrary  to  the  decree 
which  the  Supreme  Court  entered  in  United 
States  V.  Louisiana  on  December  11,  19&0 
(340  17.  8.  899),  and  that  it  is  Incumbent 
upon  this  Department  to  inform  the  Attor- 
ney Oeneral  regarding  the  trespass,  so  that 
he  may  take  such  action  as  he  may  deem 
to  be  appropriate  for  the  effectuation  of  the 
decree  in  the  Louisiana  case. 

Faced  with  this  threat,  the  Gulf  Refin- 
ing Co.  had  to  abandon  operations  on 
section  31. 

The  following  pertinent  questions 
arise: 

Did  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
know  that  section  31  had  been  surveyed 
by  Richardson  and  Powell? 

Did  the  Department  know  that  section 
31  had  been  transferred  by  the  United 
States  to  the  State  of  Louisiana? 

I  must  Inform  the  House  that  the  De- 
partment did  know  or  must  have  known 
that  by  virtue  of  the  Richardson  and 
Powell  survey  and  the  act  of  Congress 
of  March  2.  1849,  section  31  was  segre- 
gated from  the  public  domain  and  trans- 
ferred to  Louisiana.  I  say  so  because  in 
drawing  the  line  purportedly  delimiting 
inland  waters  from  the  marginal  sea 
geological  quadrangle  maps  prepared  by 
or  under  the  supervision  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  were  used.  On  these 
maps  section  31.  as  well  as  other  sec- 
tions   I    have    mentioned    are    clearly 


shown.  The  designated  townships  and 
sections  on  the  quadrangle  maps  consti- 
tuted a  red  flag  warning  that  this  area 
was  private  property,  or  certainly  any- 
thing but  the  marginal  sea  t>ecause  as 
everyone  knows  the  marginal  sea  was 
never  surveyed  and  numbered  with 
townships  and  sections.  Nevertheless 
the  Department  simply  took  a  red  pencil 
and  drew  a  line  through  and  across  these 
sections  and  takes  the  position  that 
whatever  area  is  seawsurd  of  the  red  line 
constitutes  the  marginal  sea.  In  this 
Instance  it  takes  the  position  that  if  it 
happens  that  title  to  section  31  was  trans- 
ferred by  the  United  States  to  Louisiana ; 
that  Louisiana  granted  a  lease  on  it  to 
Gulf  Refining  Co.;  that  Gulf  Refining 
Co.  paid  for  the  lease  and  spent  what  to 
a  private  person  would  amount  to  a  for- 
tune developing  it,  and  that  If  an  oil  well 
In  prospect  happens  to  be  located  there — 
well,  according  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  that  Is  just  too  bad:  the  Gulf 
Refining  Co.  and  the  State  of  Louisiana 
are  still  trespassers. 

The  above  recital  of  facts  illustrates 
the  purely  arbitrary  manner  In  which 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  drew  the 
line  separating  Inland  waters  from  the 
marginal  sea  and  the  Department's  com- 
plete Indifference  to  the  equities  In- 
volved, the  expenses  Incurred  in  good 
faith  and  the  rights  of  the  State  of  Lou- 
isiana and  its  lessee.  Gulf  Refining  Co. 

Mr.  Speaker,  previous  to  the  tidelands 
decisions  the  Supreme  Court  In  a  long 
series  of  adjudications  over  a  period  of 
150  years  had  held  that  the  tidelands 
belonged  to  the  States.  It  is  bad  enough 
that  the  Court,  as  presently  constituted, 
overruled  and  struck  down  the  time 
honored  Jurisprudence  of  its  predeces- 
sors. But  here  we  find  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  nullifying  an  act  of  Con- 
gress in  their  zeal  to  effectuate  the  grab. 
I  knew  the  Supreme  Court  had  a  right  to 
overrule  its  own  decisions  but  I  never 
realized  that  a  bureaucrat  had  the  power 
to  repeal  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  challenge  to 
Congress  and  we  should  meet  it  promptly 
and  head-on  by  enacting  legislation  re- 
storing to  the  States  their  Just  title  to 
the  tidelands. 


INVESTIGATION     OF     COMMUNIST 
ATROCITIES  IN  KOREA 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frcmi 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  today, 
together  with  some  of  my  colleagues,  I 
have  Introduced  a  resolution  providing 
for  the  establishment  of  a  select  com- 
mittee to  Investigate  atrocities  and  other 
crimes  against  humanity  perpetrated  by 
the  Communists  In  Korea. 

After  carefully  studying  the  evidence 
complied  by  the  Select  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate the  Katyn  Forest  Massacre,  es- 
tablished by  the  Eighty-second  Congress 
and  headed  by  Hon.  Rat  Maodkn.  Demo- 
crat, of  Indiana,  and  evaluating  addi- 
tional information  which  has  since  come 


into  my  possession.  I  have  noted  that  the 
reports  of  alleged  Communist  atrocities 
in  Korea  closely  follow  the  pattern  estab- 
lished by  the  Reds  in  Katyn  and  in  other 
places  in  Communist-dominated  coun- 
tries. 

The  similarity  between  the  method 
used  by  the  Russians  in  massacring 
thousands  of  Polish  Army  officers  during 
World  War  n.  bi-ought  to  full  public  view 
by  Congressman  Maodkh's  committee, 
and  the  reports  of  Communist  crimes 
committed  against  their  prisoners  of  war 
in  northern  Korea,  is  so  striking  that  it 
demands  further  investigation. 

The  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  free  people  all  over  the  world,  have 
the  right  to  know  what  is  happening  to 
those  of  our  soldiers  who  fall  Into  the 
hands  of  North  Korean  Communists,  as 
well  as  the  brutality  that  Is  the  lot  of 
civilians  in  lands  captured  by  the  Com- 
munists. If.  as  the  reports  Indicate, 
atrocities  have  been  perpetrated  by  the 
Communists  against  these  prisoners  since 
1950,  they  should  be  exposed  to  public 
view. 

Crimes  against  humanity  are  the  con- 
cern of  free  people  everywhere.  It  is  on 
this  basis  that  the  Democrats  in  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  with  bipartisan 
support  from  the  then-minority  party ,- 
authorized  an  Investigation  of  the  Katyn 
Forest  massacre.  The  Impartial  and 
thorough  way  in  which  Congressman 
Madden's  committee  conducted  the  in- 
vestigation brought  credit  to  its  mem- 
bership, and  its  findings  were  accepted 
by  the  free  world  which  was  shocked  by 
the  revelation  of  the  beastly  crimes  com- 
mitted by  Russian  Communists. 

I  feel  that  the  reports  of  North  Korean 
atrocities  should  be  investigated  with 
equal  thoroughness  and  impartiality,  and 
I  earnestly  hope  that  these  resolutions 
providing  for  the  establishment  of  a  se- 
lect committee  will  receive  the  same  bi- 
partisan support  that  the  investigation 
of  the  Katyn  Forest  massacre  received  in 
the  Eighty-second  Congress.  I  am 
therefore  Joining  my  colleagues  in  pre- 
senting this  vital  matter  to  the  House, 
urging  that  the  resolutions  be  given  im- 
mediate consideration. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 
Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  30  minutes  on  tomorrow,  fol- 
lowing the  legislative  program  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  JAVITQ  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


SISTER  ELIZABETH  KENNY 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks and  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objectI<m- 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  little  over 
a  month  ago  the  world  was  saddened  by 
news  of  the  destta  of  Sister  EUabeth 
Kenny.  A  woman  of  gicAt  ability,  ster- 
ling character,  unbounded  conrare.  she 
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deyoted  her  Ufe  to  the  service  of  man- 
kind, and  her  efforts  contributed  much 
to  the  easing  of  pain  and  suffering.  As  a 
physician  I  can  attest  to  the  value  of  her 
contribution  in  the  fight  against  polio. 
It  was  my  privilege  to  be  associated  with 
her  in  the  early  dajrs  of  her  service  in 
America,  and  it  was  the  medical  profes- 
sion in  Minnesota  which  made  facilities 
in  Minneapolis  available  for  her  to  start 
her  work.  While  the  world  will  miss  her 
presence,  the  work  in  which  she  played 
so  important  a  part  will  go  on  and  she 
would  ask  no  other  reward.  I  would  like 
to  include  in  the  Rxcobo  the  following 
tribute  to  Sister  Kenny  from  the  Min- 
neapolis Morning  Tribune : 

Sivm  Blbabcth  Kkmnt 

Tlie  bright  flame  of  ptirpose  which  burned 
in  Sitter  KUsabcth  Kenny  was  never  eztin< 
gulshed  In  her  lifetime.  From  the  day  she 
encountered  bet  first  case  of  Infantile  pa- 
ralysis In  the  hack  country  of  Australia  as 
a  young  nurse  she  dedicated  herself  to  the 
treatment  of  that  crippling  disease  with  a 
rare  and  single-minded  devotion. 

In  thoee  years  of  dedication  she  was  in 
freqiient  disagreement  with  the  medical 
profession.  Controversy  dogged  her  efforts 
everywhere,  but  it  did  not  abate  either  her 
faith  In  bar  revolutionary  system  or  herself. 
Rathor  It  seemed  to  feed  that  faith  and 
strengthen  her  determination  to  pioneer 
along  the  trail  of.  her  unorthodozy. 

That  trail  led  her  to  many  honors.  It 
brought  her  to  Minneapolis,  where  the  Eliza- 
beth Kenny  Institute  was  to  become  a  monu- 
ment to  the  effectiveness  of  her  methods. 
It  i»x)ceeded  gradually  toward  a  widening 
acceptance  of  thoae  methods  and  an  ever- 
growing respect  for  the  valorous  spirit  of 
determination  which  never  compromised  or 
wavered. 

Minneapolis  knew  Sister  Kenny  as  a  proud 
and  blimt  woman  whose  flashes  of  tempera- 
ment covild  never  conceal  the  great  sense  of 
duty  and  compassion  which  lay  behind  her 
bard-drlvlng  life  of  dedication. 

Sister  Kenny  never  spared  herself.  She 
was  tireless  In  her  tender  ministrations  to 
the  polio  sufferer.  When  death  came  to  her 
this  week  in  her  modest  red-brick  home  in 
Australia,  she  knew  beyond  any  doubt  that 
her  dedicated  life  had  saved  thoxisands  of 
polio  victims  from  death,  or  from  the  crip- 
pling effects  of  the  disease. 

Sister  Kenny  would  have  asked  no  richer 
satisfaction  from  life  than  that  knowledge. 
Nor  would  her  many  friends  in  Minneapolis 
have  wished  her  any  greater  satisfaction. 
Thoee  friends  will  be  deeply  saddened  by  the 
news  of  her  death.  For  them  it  means  the 
passing  of  a  great  and  gallant  spirit. 


EDITORIAL  CRITICISM 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  HomcAN]  seeking 
recognition? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  speak  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks.  There  is  nothing 
else  going  on^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  few  days  ago  I  spoke  about 
this  little  two  by  four  room  we  have  down 
in  the  House  restaurant,  so-called,  where 
they  expect  each  day  to  feed  on  an  aver- 
age say  300  Members  of  the  House  and 
some  of  their  guests.  Now,  some  Mem- 
bers   at    the    Eighty-second    Congress 


thought  that  they  had  some  ability,  and 
I  guess  they  thought  they  were  honest, 
decent  citizens.  Probably  some  of  these 
folks  who  are  Members  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  who  were  first  elected 
last  November  have  the  same  idea.  But 
may  I  caution  you  to  be  careful — and  all 
the  Members — about  that  before  we  all 
get  any  such  opinion  of  ourselves.  Read 
the  press — but  please,  please  do  not  be- 
lieve all  you  read. 

On  the  editorial  page  of  the  News  of 
yesterday  there  is  this  little  squib.  The 
fellow  who  wrote  It  thought  it  was  funny. 
Do  you?    He  wrote: 

Representative  Cumk  Hoptman  wants  to 
build  a  quiet  dining  room  ta  the  Capitol  for 
Congressmen. 

Of  course,  that  is  not  true.  I  was 
thinking  of  my  constituents  and  the 
votes  that  they  might  cast  at  the  next 
election  if  I  am  a  candidate  and  of  the 
good  advice  they  want  to  give  and  of 
the  news  from  home. 

Now,  listen  to  this.  Here  is  an  edi- 
torial appearing  in  one  of  the  big  papei*s 
in  Washington: 

One  where  you  can't  hear  a  lobbyist  pick 
up  a  check. 

That  is  a  nasty  Insinuation  that  we 
go  down  to  lunch  with  and  take  some- 
body to  lunch  in  order  to  get  a  bribe  or 
a  little  dirty  money  out  of  a  lobbyist. 

As  well  might  I  ask  how  many  editors 
or  publishers  are  willing  to  take  some- 
thing from  some  of  these  foreign  gov- 
ernments for  slanting  their  views  on  the 
news  and  for  editorial  opinion?  I  won- 
der why  some  of  them  do  not  quit  their 
money-making  businesses  and  come  to 
Congress  to  serve  the  people  without 
what  might  be  called  adequate  compen- 
sation. Why  do  so  many  editors  and 
columnists  in  a  paper  like  to  belittle 
Congressmen?  They  do  not  do  it  when 
we  meet  them. 


INAUGURAL     CEREMOinr    TICKETS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires 
to  make  an  announcement  of  interest 
to  all  Members. 

The  tickets  for  the  Members  to  the 
Inaugural  ceremony  to  be  held  at  the 
Capitol  will  be  available  after  10  a.  m. 
on  tomorrow,  January  14,  at  the  office 
of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  in  the  Capitol. 

Members  must  come  to  person  and 
sign  a  receipt  in  order  to  obtain  their 
tickets. 

The  Chair  will  further  say  that  this 
simply  refers  to  the  tickets  of  each 
Member  so  that  he  may  be  permitted  to 
go  to  the  Capitol^  steps.  These  are 
tickets  for  each  individual  Member. 


OUR  OUTMODED  OXCART  METHOD 
OF  EliBCTINO  PRESIDENTS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Mason]  is  recognized  for 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  25  years 
ago  Congressman  Lea,  of  California,  in- 
troduced a  House  Joint  resolution  pro- 
posing to  change  the  method  of  electing 
our  President  and  Vice  President  He 
proposed  that  the  electoral  college  be 
abolished;  that  each  State  retain  the 


same  number  of  electoral  votes  it  has 
now.  based  upon  population,  plus  two 
extra,  corresponding  to  its  two  United 
States  Senators;  that  the  electoral  votes 
of  each  State  be  divided  in  proportion 
to  the  number  of  votes  cast  for  each 
candidate  for  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent in  the  State;  that  the  voters  cast 
their  ballots  directly  for  the  office  of 
President  and  Vice  President;  and  that 
the  candidates  receiving  the  highest 
number  of  electoral  votes  be  declared 
the  duly  elected  President  and  Vice 
President. 

Congresman  Lea  made  an  exhaustive 
study  of  our  outmoded,  oxcart  method 
of  electing  Presidents.  In  1947  he  pre- 
sented the  result  of  his  study  to  the 
House  in  a  series  of  10  speeches.  In 
those  10  speeches  he  set  forth  very 
clearly  the  defects  of  the  present  elec- 
toral college,  explained  the  original  pur- 
pose of  the  electoral  college,  and  listed 
the  mechanics  of  his  proposed  new  sys- 
tem. Anyone  who  has  ever  associated 
with  Congressman  Lea  knows  how 
meticulous,  how  precise,  how  sincere, 
and  how  thorough  he  was  in  his  con- 
gressional work. 

Congressman  Gossett,  of  Texas,  took 
up  the  battle  for  this  election  reform 
where  Congressman  Lea  left  off.  He  in- 
troduced the  Lea  resolution  in  the 
Eighty -second  Congress  and  worked 
earnestly  for  its  passage.  When  two 
such  truly  great  Americans  as  Congress- 
man Lea  and  Congressman  Gossett  spon- 
sor and  advocate  a  constitutional 
change,  it  must  be  worthy  of  serious 
consideration. 

Personally,  I  am  convinced  that  the 
election  reform — proposed,  sponsored, 
and  championed  by  Congressman  Lea 
and  Congressman  Gossett — is  sound  and 
workable.  If  adopted  it  will  go  a  long 
v/ay  toward  correcting  the  defects  of  our 
electoral  college  system. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  following  are  some  of 
the  defects  that  are  today  quite  evident: 

First.  Our  present  electoral  college 
system  does  not  reflect  the  will  of  the 
American  people. 

Second.  It  does  not  meet  the  needs 
of  a  people  that  have  outgrown  their 
colonial  swaddling  clothes. 

Third.  Through  the  use  of  unit  vot- 
ing it  disregards  entirely  the  minority 
vote  of  each  State. 

THE  PROPOSED  KEW  PUHf 

The  essential  features  of  the  proposed 
new  plan  for  electing  future  Presidents 
and  Vice  Presidents  are  as  follows: 

First.  It  would  assure  each  State  Its 
present  relative  weight  and  importance 
in  the  election  of  future  Presidents. 

Second.  It  would  permit  the  voters 
of  each  State  to  cast  their  ballots  directly 
for  President  and  for  Vice  President — 
as  they  do  now  for  all  State  and  local 
officers — with  complete  assurance  that 
their  votes  would  have  full  weight  in  the 
final  result  of  the  election. 

Third.  It  would  give  each  candidate 
his  proportionate  share  of  the  electoral 
votes  of  each  State  because  the  unit 
voting  rule  would  be  aboUshed. 

Fourth.  It  would  make  impossible  a 
deadlock  in  the  election  of  a  President. 
because  the  candidate  receiving  the  high- 
est number  of  electoral  votes  would  be 
declared  elected.    There  would  there- 
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fore  be  no  necessity  for  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  act  in  csuse  of  a  dead- 
lock, as  presently  provided. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  an  example  of  the 
difference  in  the  results  that  would  be 
obtained  if  we  discarded  our  outmoded 
flectoral  college  system  and  adopted  the 
proposed  new  system,  let  us  take  the 
State  of  Illinois. 

In  the  election  of  1948  some  2,000.000 
Illinois  voters  voted  for  the  27  Dewey 
electors,  and  some  2.033.000  IlUnois 
voters  voted  for  the  27  Truman  electors. 
Because  the  Truman  electors  received  a 
plurality  of  33.000  votes,  all  27  IlUnols 
electors  went  to  President  Truman. 
Under  the  proposed  new  system  the  elec- 
toral votes  of  Illinois  would  have  been 
divided  in  proportion  to  the  votes  cast — 
Truman  getting  14  and  Dewey  13. 

In  the  1952  election  some  2.500.000 
Illinois  votei-s  voted  for  the  27  Eisen- 
hower electors  and  some  2.100,000  Il- 
linois voters  voted  for  the  Stevenson 
electors.  Ike  received  all  27  Illinois  elec- 
toral votes;  Stevenson  received  none. 
Under  the  proposed  new  plan  Ike  would 
have  received  15  and  Stevenson  would 
have  received  12. 

What  is  true  as  far  as  Illinois  Is  con- 
cerned would  also  be  true  of  every  other 
State.  Proportional  distribution,  or  al- 
lotment, of  the  electoral  votes  of  each 
State  according  to  votes  cast  in  the 
State  would  go  a  long  way  toward  en- 
couraging and  developing  a  two-party 
.system  in  the  South,  because  it  would  be 
a  real  Incentive  to  get  out  a  strong 
minority  vote.  Virginia  has  for  two  dec- 
ades been  voting  60  percent  Democratic 
and  40  percent  Republican  on  national 
Issues,  but  because  her  electoral  votes 
have  always  gone  for  the  Democratic 
presidential  candidate,  with  two  excep- 
tions, there  has  been  no  real  incentive 
to  build  up  or  to  get  out  a  strong  Re- 
publican vote  in  Virginia.  The  same  is 
relatively  true  of  all  other  Southern 
States. 

Mr.  Speaker.  Congressman  Gossett  in- 
.serted  a  very  clear  statement  in  the 
Congressional  Record  when  he  spoke  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  on  February  9. 
1949.  In  that  statement  he  made  a  very 
cogent  argument  in  favor  of  the  abolition 
of  the  electoral  college.  He  argued  that 
our  present  system  gives  altogether  too 
much  power  and  influence  to  minority 
groups,  organized  along  racial,  economic, 
and  religious  lines.  These  minority 
groups  are  concentrated  in  a  few  of  our 
large  cities  in  key  States,  such  as  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  and  Mich- 
igan.   Quoting  Congressman  Gossett: 

The  electoral  college  system  permits  and 
Invites  Irresponsible  control  and  domination 
by  small  organized  minority  groups  within 
pivotal  States.  As  a  result  the  poUtlcal 
Rtrateglsts  In  both  parties  make  appeals  to 
these  organized  groups  as  such.  To  be  spe- 
rlflc.  both  major  political  parties  wrote  into 
their  platforms  in  1944  and  again  in  1948  an 
FEPC  plank.  The  platform  makers  of  both 
parties  will  tell  you  frankly — off  the  record. 
of  course — that  this  was  done  as  a  bid  for 
the  Negro  vote.  There  are  enough  Negroes 
In  New  York  City,  in  Philadelphia,  in  Chi- 
cago, and  in  Detroit — when  voting  as  a  bloc — 
to  determine  the  presidential  electors  in 
those  pivotal  States,  and,  in  all  probability, 
the  presidential  election. 

Also  in  the  large  pivotal  States  above-men- 
tioned the  organized  labor  vote  controlled 
by  the  Political  Action  Committee  of  the  CIO 


Is  a  tremendotis,  i>otentiaI.  political  force 
and  threat.  If  cast  en  bloc  these  votes  would 
also  be  sufficient  to  swing  the  electoral  votes 
of  thoee  States  and  thus  perhaps  elect  a 
President.  Hence,  both  parties  pussyfooted 
on  the  labor  question  in  the  1944  and  1948 
campaigns. 

Thank  heaven,  not  in  the  1962  cam- 
paign. 

Continuing,  Congressman  Gossett 
said: 

There  are  2,500.000  Jewish  people.  1.000.000 
Italian  people.  2.000.000  Irish  people.  500.000 
Polish  people,  and  other  large  racial  groups 
in  the  city  of  New  York  alone.  A  similar 
situation  exists  In  our  other  large  cities.  It 
is  within  these  large  cities  that  these  racial, 
economic,  and  religious  groups  are  found, 
and  in  which  they  are  organized  in  blocs. 
Through  otir  electoral  college  system  a  few 
big  cities  have  held  the  balance  of  power, 
and  have  elected  in  the  past — and  would 
probably  continue  to  elect  in  the  future — 
Presidents  of  the  United  States. 

By  abolishing  our  archaic  electoral 
college  and  adopting  the  proposed  new 
method  of  electing  Presidents  we  can 
take  away  from  these  minority  groups 
much  of  their  present  ability  to  domi- 
nate and  influence  future  presidential 
elections. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  elect  all  State  and 
local  officers  on  the  basis  of  direct  votes 
cast  for  them.  Why.  then,  should  we  not 
elect  our  President  and  Vice  President 
in  the  same  way?  Why  bother  with  a 
complicated  system  of  electoral  votes  if 
and  when  we  discard  the  electoral  col- 
lege? Congressman  Lea  has  given  us  the 
answer  to  that  question.  The  following 
are  his  words: 

The  answer  to  that  question  is  obvious. 
Such  a  change  would  eliminate  from  the 
Constitution  two  very  Important  provisions, 
each  intended  for  the  protection  of  the 
States. 

One  provision  so  eliminated  would  be  that 
which  assigns  two  electoral  votes  to  each 
State  regardless  of  population,  correspond- 
ing to  the  assignment  of  two  Senators.  The 
other  provision  that  would  be  eliminated  is 
that  which  assures  each  State  electoral  votes 
in  proportion  to  Its  population,  not  in  pro- 
portion to  the  nimiber  of  its  votes.  An 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  providing 
for  the  direct  election  of  the  President  re- 
gardless of  State  lines  would  vastly  concen- 
trate power  in  the  States  of  greatest  popu- 
lation, with  a  corresponding  decline  in  the 
strength  of  every  other  State. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  disadvantages  of  the 
electoral  college  S3^tem  and  some  of 
the  advantages  of  ttiel»roposed  new  sys- 
tem are  further  set  forth  in  the  follow- 
ing editorial  taken  from  the  Cleveland 
Press  of  November  4.  1952.  I  include  it 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks: 

EUCCTOaiO.    COLLKCB 

At  today's  election,  no  one  will  cast  a  vote 
directly  for  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower  or  Adlal 
E.  Stevenson. 

All  votes  will  be  for  Presidential  electors, 
pledged  to  support  one  candidate  or  the 
other. 

Under  the  Constitution,  each  State  is  al- 
lowed one  elector  for  each  of  its  Senators 
and  each  of  Its  Representatives  in  Congress. 
In  the  pu-esent  electoral  college,  four  States, 
Delaware,  Nevada,  Vermont,  and  Wyoming, 
have  the  minimum  of  three  which  every 
State  is  allowed.  New  York  tope  the  list  with 
46.  followed  by  California  and  Pennsylvania 
With  32.  nilnoU  with  27,  and  Ohio  with  25. 

This  arrangement  deaerres  criticism  be- 
cause under  it.  Nevada  will  have  1  elec- 
toral vote  for  every  12,000  popular  votes  for 


the  winner  In  that  State,  while  it  will  Uke 
about  70,000  popular  votes  to  produce  1 
electoral  vote  in  California  and  about  76.000 
to  produce  1  for  the  winner  in  New  York. 

Even  more  objectionable  under  the  exist- 
ing constitutional  provision  a  candidate  wins 
the  whole  electoral  vote  of  a  State  by  getting 
a  simple  plurality  of  that  State's  popular 
vote. 

This  made  it  possible  for  Benjamin  Har- 
rison to  defeat  Grover  Cleveland  by  233  elec- 
toral votes  to  168,  despite  the  fact  that  Cleve- 
land bad  a  popular  majority  In  the  Nation  of 
96,713. 

This  happened  because  the  Republicans 
carried  some  of  the  largest  States  by  small 
majorities — Illinois  l^  22,000.  Ohio  by  lees 
than  20,000,  New  York  by  13.000,  and  Indiana 
by  2.000 — while  Cleveland's  big  majorities  in 
the  South  swelled  hla  popular  vote  without 
adding  to  his  strength  in  the  electoral  vote. 

Minority  groups  in  the  large-city  States 
have  become  the  major  factor  which  they 
have  In  national  elections  largely  because 
they  hold  the  balance  of  power  in  the  north- 
ern and  eastern  centers  of  population  be- 
cause of  this  arrangement. 

A  more  equitable  system.  In  this  paper's 
opinion  and  the  opinion  of  advocates  of  the 
Lodge-Gossett  amendment  now  pending  in 
Congress,  would  be  to  distribute  the  elec- 
toral vote  of  a  State  In  exact  proportion  to 
the  division  of  its  popular  vote. 

Such  a  pro  rata  distribution  of  the  elec- 
toral vote  would  also  encourage  the  develop- 
ment of  a  two-party  system  in  the  South, 
since  It  would  make  it  worthwhile  to  get  out 
a  strong  minority  vote. 


THE  McCARRAN  IMMIGRATION  ACT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Javits]  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hswl  not 
Intended  to  say  anything  else  today  ex- 
cept to  speak  about  a  bill  I  was  Introduc- 
ing today  to  prohibit  age  discrimination 
In  emplosmient.  But  I  was  on  the  loor 
when  my  distinguished  friend  and  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, Judge  WAtxES.  referred  to  the 
opposition  to  the  McCarran  Act  as  com- 
ing from,  and  I  quote  from  my  recollec- 
tion but  I  believe  accurately,  "profes- 
sional Jews." 

I  feel  very  much  compelled  to  say 
something  about  that  although  it  is  not 
easy.  Judge  Walter  is  a  very  respected 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary and  I  have  the  deepest  respect 
for  his  views.  We  differ  on  the  McCar- 
ran Act.  That  is  incipient  in  our  duties 
here.  We  are  all  men  of  conscience.  He 
feels  as  keenly  as  I  do  about  this  par- 
ticular piece  of  legislation. 

It  is  very  slgniflcant  that  both  presi- 
dential candidates,  the  winning  candi- 
date General  Eisenhower,  and  the  losing 
candidate.  Governor  Stevenson,  called 
for  the  rewriting  of  the  McCarran  Act. 

ETATZICENTS     OT    KXSENROWXK    AND     6TXVKN80H 
ON   M'CAXBAN   IM MIORATION  ACT 

General  Eisenhower  said  at  Newark, 
N.  J.,  on  October  17: 

The  McCarran  immigration  law  must  be 
rewritten.  A  better  law  miut  be  written 
that  will  strike  an  InteUlgent,  unbigoted  bal- 
ance between  the  immigration  welfare  of 
America  and  the  prayerful  hopes  of  the  un- 
happy and  oppressed. 

Governor  Stevenson  said  at  New 
Haven,  Conn.,  on  October  27 : 

I  regret  to  say  that  the  act  controlling  our 
present  Immigration  policies  Is  In  some  ways 
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•  very  bad  act.    It  Ls  iinf  air  to  many  people 
such  as  the  Italians  and  the  Poles. 

I  introduced  a  resolution  here  on  the 
first  day  of  the  session  stating  nothing 
but  General  Elsenhower's  words  in  the 
way  he  put  them  himself  in  his  speech 
at  Newark,  N.  J.,  in  which  he  called  for 
the  rewriting  of  this  act.  Now.  I  do  not 
think  that  General  Eisenhower  can  be 
characterized  in  any  particular  fashion 
as  one  who  would  feel  that  an  act  ought 
to  be  rewritten  unless  he  believed  it  in 
the  highest  interests  of  our  coxintry  and 
In  the  best  spirit  of  Americanism. 

In  addition,  there  ire  Protestants  and 
Catholics,  as  well  as  Jews,  who  have 
taken  a  strong  position  against  this  act. 

From  a  release  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
President's  Commission  I  find  that 
among  the  Catholic  clergy  who  expressed 
or  on  whose  behalf  there  was  expressed 
criticism  of  the  McCarran  Act  to  the 
Commission  were  Cardinal  Mooney  of 
Detroit,  Archbishop  Cushing  of  Boston. 
Archbishop  Ritter  of  St  Louis  and 
Bishop  McViney  of  Providence,  as  well 
as  Cardinal  Mclntyre  of  Los  Angeles, 
and  many  other  distinguished  prelates. 
Archbishop  Cushing.  of  Boston,  stated, 
according  to  this  report: 

It  is  my  eonsldered  opinion  that  the  act 
should  be  amended  to  purge  It  of  several  un- 
christian and  un-American  provisions. 

And  among  the  prominent  Protestant 
churchmen  whose  testimony  before  the 
Commission  was  critical  of  the  McCar- 
ran Act  were  Rev.  Walter  W.  Van  Kirk, 
executive  director,  department  of  in- 
ternational good  will.  National  Council 
of  Churches  of  Christ;  Rev.  Earl  P. 
Adams,  director,  Washington  office,  Na- 
tional Council  of  Churches  of  Christ; 
Rev.  Wynn  C.  Fairfield,  executive  direc- 
tor, department  of  church  world  service. 
National  Council  of  Churches  of  Christ; 
and  Very  Reverend  Francis  B.  Sayre,  Jr., 
dean,  Washington  Cathedral 

When  I  attended  the  hearings  before 
the  President's  Immigration  Commission, 
there  immediately  preceded  me  as  a  wit- 
ness opposed  to  the  McCarran  Act  the 
Metropolitan  of  the  Russian  Orthodox 
Church  outside  of  Russia.  It  is  very  im- 
portant to  note  that  the  people  who  com- 
plain most  bitterly  about  bow  this  par- 
ticular act  bears  upon  them  are  people 
from  southern  and  eastern  Europe — 
Italians.  Greeks,  and  of  other  similar 
nationalities.  They  are  indeed  remote 
from  "professional  Jews." 

A  quick  siirvey  from  the  best  informa- 
tion I  could  find,  in  the  short  time  avail- 
able, bearing  on  this  point  showed 
the  following  organizations  of  religious 
faiths  and  national  origins  groups, 
among  many  other  organizations — labor, 
civic,  and  veteran — opposed  to  the  Mc- 
Carran Act:  A.  H.  K  P.  A,  (Ameri- 
can Hellenic  Educational  Progressive 
Association) ;  American  Friends  Serv- 
ice Committee;  Independent  Order  of 
Sons  of  Italy  in  America;  Latvian  Re- 
lief. Inc.;  National  Catholic  Welfare 
Conference ;  National  Council  of  Catho- 
lic Women;  National  Council  of 
Churches  of  Christ  In  the  United  States, 
with  representation  from  Baptist  World 
AUlance.  Presbyterian  Church.  National 
Lutheran    Council;    Russian   Orthodox 


Church  Outside  of  Russia.  Inc.;  United 
Lithuanian  Relief  Fund  of  America.  Inc. 

The  important  thing,  it  seems  to  me. 
Is  this:  We  are  going  to  consider  changes 
in  this  act.  I  think  everything  that  the 
gentleman  said  about  the  situation  of 
the  French  vessel  Liberty  and  what  it 
means  to  our  foreign  relations,  coupled 
with  the  other  facts  I  have  given,  indi- 
cates that  we  will  consider  changes. 
Even  the  proponents  admit  some  changes 
are  needed.  Let  us  consider  them  not 
in  these  sweeping  terms  of  "professional 
Jews"  or  of  any  particular  religious 
group  or  particular  national-origins 
group  in  the  community  seeking  amend- 
ment. Let  us  each  assume,  as  I  assume 
about  my  friend  and  colleagrue  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania.  Judge  Wal- 
ter, that  we  are  acting  out  of  most  sin- 
cere motives  and  for  the  best  interests  of 
our  country.  Surely,  the  sacrifices  of 
blood  and  tretisure  which  all  have  made 
in  common  for  the  security  and  freedom 
of  our  country  are  a  guaranty  that  love 
of  country  and  of  freedom  will  be  our 
only  motive. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Will  the  gentleman, 
when  he  revises  and  extends  his  remarks, 
include  a  number  of  the  non-Jewish  or- 
ganizations ti:iat  have  protested  the  pas- 
sage of  this  bill  in  toto  or  in  part,  and 
Include  in  that  list  organizations  like 
the  National  Lutheran  Conference,  the 
Quakers,  the  Mennonites,  the  Catholic 
Welfare  Association,  and  other  similar 
groups  that  have  protested  against  the 
entire  fabric  of  the  bill  or  portions 
thereof? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  will.  I  wUl  also  In- 
clude the  verbatim  statement  of  both 
presidential  candidates. 

May  I  conclude  by  saying  that  I  hope 
what  I  have  said  will  be  constructive.  I 
hope  very  much  that  we  may  discuss  the 
McCarran  Act  without  any  sweeping 
generalizations  about  any  religious  or 
national  origins  or  any  other  kind  of 
group.  And  that  if  any  of  my  colleagues 
feel  that  some  particular  person  or  per- 
sons, regardless  of  their  faith  or  national 
origins,  have  done  or  said  something  that 
they  disagree  with,  then  let  us  name 
names.  Let  us  not  deal  in  sweeping  gen- 
eralities which  such  bitter  and  recent 
world  history,  including  the  present 
murderous  persecution  of  Jews  behind 
the  iron  curtain  going  on  right  now,  has 
shown  can  lead  to  results  so  mischievous 
to  human  society. 


THE  McCARRAN  IMMIGRATION  ACT 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  all  love  and  respect  our 
friend  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits]  and 
we  can  all  agree  with  what  he  says  about 
hoping  that  there  will  not  be  any  hard 
feelings,  no  bigotry  or  narrowness  of 
mind  In  the  consideration  of  the  Mc- 


Carran-Walter  Act.  Of  course,  we  can 
all  go  along  with  that  thought— but  I 
wonder  where  some  people,  it  does  not 
make  any  difference  what  their  color  or 
creed  or  religion  is.  I  wonder  where  they 
get  the  idea  that  people  in  other  coun- 
tries have  a  right — a  right.  I  say— to  come 
to  this  country  and  become  citizens.  It 
is  a  strange  situation  when  we  subscribe 
to  a  doctrine  that  a  country  cannot  pro- 
tect itself,  or.  if  you  prefer,  choose  those 
who  are  to  become  its  own  citizens. 

There  is  not  a  country  in  the  world 
that  I  know  of  where  an  American  can 
go.  as  a  matter  of  right,  establish  him- 
self, and  participate  in  the  government 
of  that  country. 

Yet.  when  the  Congress  attempts  to 
do  what  it  thinks  is  right  to  protect  this 
country,  immediately  it  is  assailed  as 
being  narrow-minded,  bigoted,  unchari- 
table, possessing  almost  every  undesir- 
able quality  that  a  man  could  have.  To 
my  mind,  it  would  be  about  as  sensible 
to  content  that  I  have  a  right  to  become 
and  be  treated  as  a  member  of  your  fam- 
ily, an  absurdity  on  the  face  of  it. 

If  I  understand  this  McCarran-Walter 
Act  correctly,  it  was  years  in  the  writing. 
On  our  side,  we  had  our  colleague  from 
Pennsylvania.  Loms  Graham.  There 
never  was  a  more  kindly  man  in  this 
House,  at  least  not  within  my  memory, 
nor  a  more  liberal-minded  man.  We 
had  over  on  that  side  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  Judge  Waltxr,  re- 
spected, as  our  friend  from  New 
York  said — a  man  in  whom  we  all 
have  confidence,  a  man  who,  while  Just 
and  liberal,  is  a  lover  of  America — one 
who  glories  in  the  greatness  of  his  co\m- 
try.  who  has  not  only  an  intense  desire 
but  a  determination  that  its  security 
shall  continue — not  be  destroyed  by  a 
horde  of  people  who  do  not  under- 
stand, who  do  not  want  to  live  under 
our  form  of  government.  I  know  from 
what  we  saw  him  doing;  you  all  know 
from  what  you  saw  him  doing  here  for 
years.  4  years,  I  think  it  was.  that  the  bill 
was  in  the  writing,  he  was  doing  his 
very  best,  spending  many  an  hour  study- 
ing the  reports,  trying  to  get  a  law  that 
he  thought  would  be  just  and  equitable 
to  everyone  and  at  the  same  time  protect 
this  country  of  ours.  He  and  those  who 
worked  with  him.  and  especially  our  col- 
league from  Pennsylvania  [  Mr.  Graham  1, 
in  the  opinion  of  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  Congre.ss,  did  a  remarkably  fine 
job,  gave  us  a  fair,  just,  workable  law. 

Now,  ever>-one — and  I  have  no  pride 
of  ancestry — I  come  from  Pennsylvania, 
Pennsylvania  Dutch,  round-headed, 
wooden-headed.  Ignorant,  and  stubborn, 
they  say,  and  I  do  not  care.  I  am  like 
an  Irishman.  You  tell  an  Irishman  he 
is  an  Irishman,  and  what  does  he  do? 
Tell  him  he  iz  a  drinking,  fighting  Irish- 
man, and  what  does  he  do?  He  takes 
another  drink,  maybe  a  pint  or  a  quart — 
I  do  not  know  how  much  an  Irishman 
drinks,  but  he  takes  one  more  drink — 
jumps  up  and  says:  "Let's  have  it  out 
right  now."  He  is  never  offended  be- 
cause somebody  calls  him  an  Irishman. 
I  am  never  offended  because  anyone  calls 
me  a  stubborn,  wooden-headed  Dutch- 
man from  Pennsylvania;  I  Just  forget 
about  it.  So,  why  do  some  people,  in- 
stead of  being  proud  of  their  homeland. 
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their  race,  or  creed,  get  peevish  when 
those  things  are  mentioned.  We  are  all 
equal  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord  and  no 
doubt  will  all  make  the  same  kind  of 
duLt — but  that  is  no  reason  why  we  all 
want  the  same  things. 

I  cannot  subscribe  to  this  idea  that 
tho.se  who  v.rote  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act  were  motivated  by  anything  except 
a  desire  to  be  fair  to  everyone  everywhere 
and  at  the  same  time  protect  this  coun- 
try of  ours,  /amendments  may  be  nec- 
essary; I  do  not  know  of  any  law  that 
was  ever  written  which  could  not  be  im- 
proved. Every  once  in  a  while  I  write 
a  speech  and  even  I  am  always  dissatis- 
fied with  what  I  write.  I  am  never  abso- 
lutely satisfied  with  what  I  do.  say.  or 
write;  I  never  had  a  talk  my  secretary 
wrote  that  I  was  satisfied  with,  though 
at  times  a  colleague  insists  that  it  was 
so  written— that  is,  if  someone  thought 
it  was  worth  while. 

So  I  can  go  along  with  those  people 
who  want  to  amend  the  act.  but  I  can- 
not go  along  with  the  thought  that  we 
must  for  one  minute  abandon  the  idea 
that  our  first  duty  Is  to  protect  our  own 
country,  our  own  people.  There  is  no 
reason  on  earth  why  we  should  open 
wide  our  gates  and  let  everyone  abroad 
who  has  the  funds  to  get  here  or  some 
friend  here  who  will  bring  him  in — let 
him  come  in;  I  cannot  subscribe  to  that. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
R::coRD,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Berry  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Velde  and  to  include  a  telegram. 

Mr.  Holt  and  Mr.  Horaw. 

Mr.  Sadlak  and  to  include  an  address 
delivered  by  Dean  Manion. 

Mr.  Tollefsom  In  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Washington  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Maryland  and  to  Include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Coi-E  of  New  York  in  two  instances 
and  to  Include  articles. 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  In  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  SiiEEHAN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ar::nd3)  and  to  include  a  copy  of  a  reso- 
liition. 

Mr.  Mason  on  the  subject  of  The 
Much -Discussed  Walter-McCarran  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act.  and  to 
include  a  memorandum  prepared  by  Mr. 
Besterman.  legislative  assistant  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  on  the  same 
subject. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  in  six  in- 
stances and  to  include  in  each  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  D'EwART  and  to  include  a  report 
by  Mr.  PouLsoN  of  a  trip  to  Europe. 

Mr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Spence  and  to  Include  a  report 
made  by  the  Honorable  Michael  DiSalle, 
special  assistant  to  the  Economic  Stabi- 
lization Agency. 

Mr.  Perkins  in  four  Instances,  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 


Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  in  five  instances.  In  each  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Mississippi  in  four  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Gary  and  to  include  an  address 
delivered  by  Dr.  Douglas  StiUwell  Free- 
man before  the  Richmond  Chamber  of 
Commerce  January  8.  1953,  on  the  sub- 
ject A  Foreign  Policy  the  Next  Step. 

Mr.  Rivers  and  to  include  a  report  he 
made  on  the  North  African  air  bases  to 
the  former  chairman  of  the  committee, 
-Hon.  Carl  Vinson,  which  has  been  the 
subject  of  a  great  deal  of  controversy  in 
recent  months. 

Mr.  Bryson  and  to  Include  a  short 
editorial. 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Texas  and  to  include 
a  short  editorial  with  reference  to  the 
rotirement  from  Congress  of  a  noted 
statesman,  Hon.  Tom  Connally. 

Mr.  Fine  (at  the  request  of  Mr, 
Celi.er)  on  the  subject  of  world  brother- 
hood. 

Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  Patten  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Engle)  in  two  instances,  in  each  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Engle  in  three  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Buchanan  and  to  include  an  ar- 
ticle from  the  Post-Gazette. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Calif orniii  in  two  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Madden  and  to  include  a  resolution 
adopted  at  the  last  D-day  dinner  in 
Gary. 

Mr.  Cannon. 

Mr.  Hardy  and  to  Include  a  magazine 
article,  notwithstanding  it  exceeds  two 
pages  of  the  Record  and  is  estimated  by 
the  Pubhc  Printer  to  cost  $315. 

Mr.  McDoNOUGH  in  two  instances,  in 
each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  SctTDDER  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Jackson  and  to  include  a  letter  and 
a  resolution. 

Mr.  Beamer  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial appearing  in  the  Boston  Globe 
January  8,  entitled  "Farewell  to  Con- 
gress." 

Mr.  Shafer  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Sieminski. 

Mr.  Hess  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mrs.  Harden  and  to  include  a  sermon 
deUvered  Sunday,  January  11.  1953,  en- 
titled "The  Ramparts  We  Watch,"  by 
the  Reverend  Edward  Elston,  minister 
of  the  National  Presbyterian  Church. 

Mr.  BoYKiN  (at  the  request  of  Mr, 
Battle) . 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  1  o'clock  and  3  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  January  14,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

315.  A  letter  from  the  national  adjutant. 
Disabled  American  Veterans,  transmitting 
the  reports  and  proceedings  of  the  national 
gathering  erf  the  Disabled  American  Veterans 
held  In  Boston,  Mass.,  August  11-15.  1952, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  249.  Seventy-seventh 
Congress,  approved  Septeiiftber  18,  1941  (H. 
Doc.  No.  61);  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs,  and  wdered  to  be  printed,  with  Ulus- 
trations. 

316.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Elec- 
trification Administration  covering  opera- 
tions of  the  Administration  for  the  fiscal  year 

1952  (H.  Doc.  62) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture, and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

317.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple- 
mental   approjM-lations    for    the    fiscal    year 

1953  and  for  other  purposes,  in  the  amount  of 
•2,334,667,550,  together  with  several  proposed 
provisions  and  increases  in  limitations  per-^ 
tainlng   to   existing    appropriations;    to    the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

318.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Commandant, 
United  States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting  a 
report  of  contracts  negotiated  for  experi- 
mental, developmental,  or  research  work 
executed  during  the  period  July  1,  1952.  to 
December  31,  1952,  pursuant  to  section  2  (c) 
(1)  of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act 
of  1947  (Public  Law  413);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services, 

319.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  transmitting  a  list  by  rank  and  ag^e 
groups,  the  number  of  such  officers  above  the 
rank  of  major  in  the  Army  or  lieutenant 
commander  In  the  Navy  with  the  average 
monthly  flight  pay  authorized  by  law  to  be 
paid  to  such  officers  during  the  6-month 
period  preceding  the  date  of  the  report,  pur- 
suant to  Public  Law  301,  approved  February 
18.  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services, 

820.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  transmitting  a  report  of  a  pro- 
posed transfer  to  the  town  of  Mllford,  Conn., 
of  one  42-foot  retriever  boat  (hull  No.  21I91>, 
for  use  in  rescue  and  patrol  work,  pursuant 
to  section  1  of  the  act  of  August  7,  1946  (60 
Stat.  897;  34  U.  S.  C.  546f ) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

321.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled,  "A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  restoration  and  main- 
tenance of  the  U.  S.  S.  Constitution  and  to 
authorize  the  disposition  of  ths  U.  S.  8. 
Constellation.  U.  S.  S.  Hartford.  U.  8.  8. 
Olympia,  and  U.  S.  S.  Oregon,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

322.  A  letter  from  the  president,  George- 
town Barge,  Dock,  Elevator  &  Railway  Co., 
transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the 
Georgetown  Barge,  Dock,  Elevator  &  Rail- 
way Co.  for  the  year  ending  December  31, 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  ot 
Columbia. 

323.  A  letter  from  the  vice  president, 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Co., 
transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the  Ches- 
apeake and  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  for  the 
year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

324.  A  letter  from  the  department  ad- 
jutant. Department  of  Alaska,  the  American 
Legion,  transmitting  copies  of  a  resolution 
adopted  at  the  thirty-third  Annual  Conven- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Alaska,  the 
American  Legion,  on  June  21,a952,  at  Ketch- 
ikan, Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

325.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
transmitting  the  report  of  claims  paid  by 
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the  Department  of  Labor  for  the  period  end- 
ing December  31,  1952,  pursuant  to  the  Fed- 
eral Tort  Claims  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

836.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  proixxed  bin  entitled,  "A  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  furnishing  transportation  In  Gov- 
ernment-owned automotive  vehicles  for  em- 
ployees of  the  Veterans*  Administration  at 
field  stations  In  the  absence  of  adequate 
public  or  private  transportation";  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

327.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Vet- 
erans' AdmlnlBtratlon,  transmitting  the  re- 
port of  activities  of  the  Veterans'  Adn^iinls- 
tratlon  as  of  June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 6  (c)  of  the  act  of  July  3.  1930  (Public 
Law  536,  7l8t  Cong.),  and  section  1504  of 
the  act  of  June  22,  1944  (Public  Law  346, 
78th  Cong.  (H.  Doc.  No.  8) ):  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  with  Illustrations. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
•  bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BENDER: 
H.  R.  1519.  A  bill  providing  for  the  dis- 
solution of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration and  the  transfer  of  certain  func- 
tions related  to  national  defense  heretofore 
vested  in  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration; to  the  Committee  pn  Banking  and 
Currency. 

H.  R.  1520.  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and 
procedure  in  connection  with  construction 
contracts  made  by  executive  agencies,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  1521.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  BONNER: 
H.  R.  1522.  A  bill  to  promote  economy  and 
efficiency  through  certain  reorganizations 
and  the  integration  of  supply  and  service 
activities  within  and  among  the  military 
departments;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  BRTSON: 
H.  R.  1523.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  make  and  pub- 
lish rules  for  procedure  on  review  of  deci- 
sions of  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DEWART: 
H.  R.  1524.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  manage- 
ment of  the  national  park  system  and  mis- 
cellaneous areas  administered  in  connec^tion 
with  that  system,   and   for  other  purposes; 
to  the   Committee  on  Interior   and   Insular 
Affairs. 

H  R.  1525.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  City  of  Refuge  National 
Historical  Park,  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
and  for  other  pvtrposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1526.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  consoli- 
dation of  the  area  of  Vicksburg  National 
Military  Park,  In  the  State  of  Mississippi. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1527.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisi- 
tion by  the  United  States  of  the  remaining 
non-Federal  lands  within  Big  Bend  National 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1528.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  addi- 
tion of  land  to  the  Appomattox  Courthouse 
National  Historical  Monument.  Va.,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1529.  A  hill  to  farllitate  the  develop- 
ment of  building  materials  in  Alaska  through 
the  removal  oX  volcanic  ash  from  portions  of 


Katmal  National  Monument.  Alaska,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1530.  A  bill  to  supplement  the  act  of 
June  29,  1936  (49  Stat.  2029).  relating  to  the 
Castillo  de  San  Marcos  National  Monument 
in  the  State  of  Florida;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1531.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  addition 
of  certain  lands  to  Manassas  National  Battle- 
field Park.  Va..  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1532.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  addi- 
tion of  certain  Government  lands  to  the  Cape 
Hatteras  national  seashore  recreational  area 
project,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    DOLLINGER: 

H.  R.  1533  A  bill  to  establish  in  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  a  Consumers"  Ad- 
visory Bureau,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  DOYLE: 

H.  R.  1534.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Service- 
men's Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as  amended, 
to  insure  proper  review  of  disability  status 
of  persons  discharged  from  the  armed  serv- 
ices and  to  provide  for  a  copy  of  disability 
record  and  to  provide  for  presumption  of 
service-connected  Injury  or  disease;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Aff.iirs. 

H.  R.  1535.  A  bill  to  provide  a  1-year  ex- 
tension of  the  existing  5-year  limitation  on 
the  period  of  time  fcr  presenting  Indian 
claims  to  the  Indian  Claims  Commls.>lon; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  1536.  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Regu- 
lation No.  9  (a),  as  amended,  so  as  to  In- 
crease the  limit  of  amounts  payable  there- 
under In  connection  with  the  funeral  and 
burial  of  deceased  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1537.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  for  payment  under 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
system  of  child's  insurance  benefits  to  chil- 
dren who  have  attained  the  age  of  18  but 
are  incapable  of  self-supp)crt  becau.se  of 
physical  or  mental  disability,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1538  A  bill  to  restore  the  right  of 
certain  veterans  to  apply  for  insurance;  to 
the  Committee  on  Vete.'-ans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1539.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1540.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  permit  individuals  entitled 
to  old-age  or  survivors  insurance  benefits 
to  earn  $125  a  month  without  deductions 
being  made  from  their  benents;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1541.  A  bill  to  provide  reduced  post- 
age on  air-mall  parcel  post  sent  to  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
in  certain  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and   Civil   Service. 

H.  R.  1542.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  serving  in  the  United  States 
or  elsewhere;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1543.  A  bill  to  provide  hospital  care 
and  medical  treatment  for  certain  disabled 
veterans  residing  abroad  for  service-con- 
nected disabilities;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans"  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 
H  R.  1544.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  to  provide  full  an- 
nuity for  Individuals  who  have  completed 
30  years  of  service;  to  provide  annuities 
thereunder  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  aver- 
age monthly  salaries  or  wages  based  on  the 
5  years  of  highest  earnings;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


By  Mr.  GREGORY: 

H.  R.  1545.  A  bill  to  waive  the  payment  of 
premiums  on  Government  life  Insurance  and 
national  service  life-insurance  policies  for 
certain  aged  and  destitute  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R.  1546.  A  bill  to  provide  paid-up  in- 
surance for  certain  aged  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans"  Affairs. 

H  R.  1547.  A  bill  providing  for  construction 
of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  thereto. 
traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr    HAOEN  of  Minnesota! 

H  R  1548.  A  bill  tc  pr9vide  two  rest  peri- 
ods per  day  of  15  minutes  each  for  certain 
employees  in  the  postal  field  service;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  1549.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  to  review  the  operation  of  the 
projects  for  flood  control  for  Red  Lake  River. 
Minn.,  with  a  view  to  determining  whether 
further  projects  are  necessary;  to  the  Com« 
mittee  on  Public  Works. 

H  R  1550  A  bill  to  amend  title  11  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  remove  the  provision 
that  a  woman  must  be  living  with  her  hus- 
band to  be  entitled  to  a  wife"8  insurance 
benefit,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  1551  A  bill  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holds  certain  lands  In  trust  for  the 
Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1552  A  bill  to  provide  for  uniforms 
for  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr   HARVEY: 

H  R  1553  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Art  of  May  29.  1930.  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  the  Inclusion  in  the 
computation  of  accredited  service  of  certain 
periods  of  service  rendered  States  or  instru- 
mentalities of  States,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr    HERLONG: 

H  R  1554  A  bill  to  amend  title  IT  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means 

By  Mr   HYDE: 

H  R  1555  A  bill  providing  for  an  Investi- 
gation and  study  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  of  the  adequacy  and  con- 
venience of  passenger  carrier  facilities  and 
services  and  the  reasonableness  of  fares  in 
the  metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr    JAVITS: 

H  R  1556  A  bill  to  provide  annuities  to 
the  wiJows  of  Justices.  Judges,  or  former  Jus- 
tices or  Judges  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1557.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  exclude 
pensions,  retirement  allowances,  and  an- 
nuity payments  received  because  of  disability 
arising  solely  out  of  employment;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 

H  R.  1558  A  bill  to  amend  title  TI  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr   MASON: 

H  R  15.^9  A  bill  to  equalize  taxation  and 
provide  revenue;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Mean."^. 

By  Mr.  MATTHEWS: 
H  R   1560    A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal   the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 
H  R   1561.  A  bill  authorizing  the  transfer 
Of  certain  property  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration   (in   Johnson   City.  Tenn.)    to   the 
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state  of  Tennessee;    to  the   Conunlttee   on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H  R.  1562.  A  bill  to  provide  for  removal 
from,  and  the  prevention  of  appointment  to, 
offices  or  positions  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  of  persons  who  are  found 
to  be  disloyal  to  the  United  States:  to  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 

H  R.  1563.  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Reg- 
ulation No.  2  (a),  as  amended,  to  provide 
that  the  amount  of  certain  unnegotlated 
checks  shall  be  paid  as  accrued  benefits  upon 
the  death  of  the  beneflclary-payee.  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Veter- 
ans" Affairs. 

By  Mr   SIKE8: 

H.R.  1564.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Sxrlal  Secvu-ity  Act  so  as  to  reF>cal  the  $75 
work  clause:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  FtmpSON  of  niinois: 

H  R  1565.  A  bill  providing  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  highway  and  appurtenances 
thereto,  traversing  the  Mlsclsclppl  Valley;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  MlssiHsippl: 

H.R.  1566.  A  bill  to  allow  a  widow  or 
widower  to  deduct,  for  Income-tax  purposes, 
amounts  paid  in  providing  for  the  care  of 
children  while  the  taxpayer  is  employed;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  1567.  A   bill   providing   for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H  R  1568.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of 
chapter  786  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900.  en- 
titled "An  act  making  further  provision  for 
a  civil  government  for  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposes"  (31  Stat.  323:  title  48.  sec.  103, 
U.  S.  C.) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.R.  1569.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  addi- 
tional district  Judge  for  the  third  division 
of  the  district  court  for  the  district  of  Alas- 
ka: to  the  Committee  en  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1570  A  bill  to  provide  that  lands 
reserved  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  for  edu- 
cational purposes  may  be  leased  for  periods 
not  in  excess  of  50  years;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1571.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Alaska  game 
law;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs. 

By   Mr.   BATES: 

R  R.  1572  A  bill  to  amend  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  so  as  to  provide 
the  appropriate  committees  of  Congress  with 
staffs  adequate  to  enable  them  to  keep  fully 
Informed,  at  all  times,  as  to  the  appropria- 
tion needs  of  the  Department  of  Defense;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By   Mr    BATTLE: 

H.  R.  1573.  A  bill  to  amend  subparagraph 
(CI.  paragraf  h  I.  part  I,  of  Veterans  Regula- 
tion No  1  (a),  as  amended,  to  establish  a 
presumption  of  service  connection  for 
chionic  and  tropical  diseases  becoming 
manifest  within  3  years  from  separation  from 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr    BURDICK: 

H  R  1574  A  bill  making  It  unlawful  for 
any  Member  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  receive  or  accept  any 
part  of  the  salary,  directly  or  indirectly,  of 
any  person  employed  by  him  in  the  discharge 
of  his  offlcla;  duties  whose  compensation  is 
paid  by  the  United  States,  providing  a 
penalty  therefor,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committ«!e  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CAMPBELL: 

H  R.  1675.  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


By  Mr.  COLK  at  lllasourt: 

H.  R.  1576.  A    bill    to    bar    un-Aznerlcan 
parties  from  the  election  ballot;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  FORAND: 

H.  R.  1577.  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $76 
work  clause:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1578.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  time  for 
filing  individual  income-tax  returns,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  FULTON: 

H.  R.  1579.  A   bill  to  prohibit  discrimina- 
tion in  employment  because  of  age;   to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 

H.  R.  1580.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled '"An  act  to  provide  for  the  recognition 
of  the  services  of  the  civilian  officials  and 
employees,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  en- 
gaged in  and  ebout  the  construction  of  the 
Panama  Canal."  approved  May  29,  1944;  to 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  HALEY: 

H.  R.  1581.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 

H.  R.  1582.  A  bill  to  exempt  from  Income 
taxation    Interest    received    by     individuals 
upon   United    States   savings   bonds;    to   the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By    Mr.   HORAN: 

H.  R.  1583.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  regu- 
lation and  control  by  farmers  of  their  surplus 
agricultural  commodities,  to  provide  for  the 
estabUchment  of  farmer-elected  control 
boards,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  1584.'  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  to  provide  for  research  and 
study,  and.  In  cooperation  with  the  States, 
to  establish  appropriate  safeguards,  with 
respect  to  weather  modification  operations 
and  the  problems  related  thereto;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.   JAVTTS: 

H.R.  1585.  A  bin    to   prohib  t    i.lscrtmlna- 
tlon  in  employment  because  of  age;   to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  lIcEKDNOUGH: 

H.  R.  1586.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  movlng-plcture  theater;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1587.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  1701  (a) 
(2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to 
exempt  from  tax  admissions  to  certain 
events,  conducted  for  the  benefit  of  religious, 
educational,  and  charitable  organizations;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1588.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  reUilers' 
excise  tax  on  purses,  handbags,  and  certain 
other  articles;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H.  R.  1589.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  re- 
Incorporation  of  the  Daughters  of  Union 
Veterans  of  the  Civil  War,  1861-65;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H,  R.  1590.  A  bill  to  authorize,  under  reg- 
ulations of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  the 
withholding,  upon  request,  from  compensa- 
tion of  Federal  employees  amounts  for  the 
payment  of  certain  life  and  hospitalization 
insurance;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1591.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
31,  1940,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  a 
more  permanent  tenure  for  persons  carrying 
the  mail  on  star  routes,"  so  as  to  require  the 
inclusion  of  certain  stipulations  in  contracts 
for  carrying  the  mails  by  motor  vehicle; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Offices  and  Civil 
Service. 


H.  R.  1592.  A  bill  to  prohibit  hunting,  trnp- 
plng,  and  fishing  on  public  lands  in  viola- 
tion of  State  or  Territorial  laws;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 

H.  R.  1593.  A  bUl   to  prohibit  discrimina- 
tion in  employment  because  of  age;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  MORGAN: 

H.  R.  1594.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
admissions  to  wrestling  matches  all  the  pro- 
ceeds of  which  Inure  exclusively  to  the  bene- 
fit of  an  elementary  or  secondary  school;  to 
the  Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PATTEN: 

H.  R.  1595.  A  bill  authorizing  construction 
of  works  to  restore  to  Palo  Verde  irrigation 
district,  California,  a  means  of  gravity  di- 
version of  its  Irrigation  water  supply  from 
the  Colorado  River  and  providing  certain 
benefits  to  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reser- 
vation, Ariz.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  POFP: 

H.R.  1596.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  sfxiuse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
$600  to  $750;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  1597.  A  bill  to  permit  clvU  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  to  be  mem- 
bers of  certain  State  and  Territorial  boards 
and  commissions  having  duties  relating  to 
State  or  Territorial  merit  systems;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1598.  A  bill  to  change  the  names  of 
the  Gatun  Locks,  the  Gatun  Dam,  and  the 
town  of  Gatun  In  the  Canal  Zone  to  "Slbert  • 
Locks,"  "Slbert  Dam,"  and  "Slbert."  respec- 
tively. In  memory  of  the  late  MaJ.  Gen. 
William  L.  Slbert,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheriee. 

H.R.  1599.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  extension 
of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits 
under  tlie  act  to  State  and  local  employees 
who  are  covered  by  State  or  local  retire- 
ment systems;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  1600.  A  bill  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
providing  for  the  election  of  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1601.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  facilities  for  experi- 
ments in  underground  gasification  of  coal 
and  lignite,  oil  shale,  and  other  carbona- 
ceous deposits  to  promote  the  national  de- 
fense and  increase  the  energy  and  chemical 
resources  of  the  Nation;  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.R.  1602.  A  bill  to  provide  an  additional 
Income-tax  exemption  for  a  taxpayer  sup- 
porting a  child  who  is  an  Invalid;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1603.  A  bill  providing  for  the  insur- 
ance, by  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration, of  membership-share  balances  In 
Federal  credit  unions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking   and   Ciu"rency. 

H.  R.  1604.  A  bill  granting  pensions  to  vet- 
erans of  World  War  I  and  their  widows  and 
dependent  children  equivalent  to  the  pen- 
sions granted  to  veterans  of  the  wacr  with 
Spain  and  their  widows  and  dependent  chil- 
dren; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1605.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3672  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  re- 
quirement of  filing  notice  of  lien  for  taxes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1606.  A  bill  to  establish  a  temporary 
National  Commission  on  Intergovernmental 
Relations;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 
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H.  R.  1607.  A  bUI  to  amend  section  22  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  en- 
courage the  making  of  loans  at  low  rates 
of  Interest  to  veterans,  and  to  the  widows 
of  veterans,  who  wish  to  purchase  or  con- 
struct homes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  1608.  A  bill  to  repeal  those  provisions 
of  law  which  exclude  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system  serv- 
ice performed  by  an  individual  in  the  em- 
ploy of  his  son,  daughter,  or  spouse,  and 
service  performed  by  a  child  in  the  employ 
of  his  father  or  mother;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  TEAGUB: 

H.  R.  1609.  A  bill  to  provide  that  commu- 
tation in  lieu  of  uniforms  for.  members  of 
the  Reserve  OfBcera'  Training  Corps  and  the 
Air  Reserve  OiBcers  Training  Corps  shall  be 
fixed  at  a  rate  sufficient  Xp  cover  the  full  cost 
of  such  uniforms;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1610.  A  bill  to  regulate  ;he  election 
of  delegates  representing  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  national  political  conventions,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H.  R.  1611.  A  biU   to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WATTS: 

H.  R.  1612.  A  bill  providing  aid  to  States 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  school  districts 
In  constructing  urgently  needed  school  facili- 
ties; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 

H.  R.  1613.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  in  San  Diego.  Calif., 
to  the  city  of  San  Diefo;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1614.  A   bill   to   provide    a   transcon- 
tinental   superhighway    with    alternate    sec- 
tions; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 

H.  R.  1615.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Seniority 
Act  for  Rural  Mall  Carriers  to  provide  a 
method  for  the  promotion  of  substitute  rural 
carriers  to  the  position  of  regular  rural  car- 
rier; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RE^  of  Kansas: 

H.  J.  Res.  120.  Joint  resolution  making  Jan- 
uary 20,  1953,  a  holiday  for  Federal  employees 
and  employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  BENDER: 

R.J.  Res.  121.  Joint    resolution    admitting 
the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  Union;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  D  EWART: 

H.  J.  Res.  122.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  investigating  the  feasibility  of  establish- 
ing a  coordinated  local.  State,  and  Federal 
program  in  the  city  t)f  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
general  vicinity  thereof,  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  the  historic  properties,  objects, 
and  buildings  in  that  area:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
By  Mr.  GWINN: 

H.  J.  Res.  123.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  prohibiting  the 
United  States  Government  from  engaging  in 
business  in  competition  with  its  citizens;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DOYLE: 

H.  J.  Res.  124.  Joint  resolution  granting 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  Joinder  of  the 
United  States  in  suiU  in  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  for  adjudication  of  claims  to 
waters  of  the  Colorado  River  system  available 
for  use  in  the  lower  Colorado  River  Basin; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  125.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  with  respect  to   the   term  of 


office  and  qualifications  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  increasing  term  to 
4  years;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FEIGHAN : 
H.  J.  Res.  126.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  continuance  of  certain  mineral  leases 
Issued  by  the  States  covering  the  submerged 
lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  and  for  the 
issuance  of  certain  other  mineral  leases  on 
such  lands  by  the  United  States,  to  provide 
that  the  royalties  from  such  leases  shall  be 
used  for  grants-in-aid  of  education  and 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes:  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

By  Mr.  FORD: 
H.  J.  Res.  127.    Joint   resolution  creating   a 
Great  Lakes  Water  Level  Commission;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr  HAG  EN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  J.  Res.  128.   Joint   resolution    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  relating 
to  the  terms  of  President  and  Vice  President; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HORAN; 
H.  J.  Res.  129.  Joint  resolution  relating  to 
Father's    Bay;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEARNEY: 
H.  J.  Res.  130.  Joint  resolution  amending 
the  Joint  resolution  entitled  "Joint  resolu- 
tion to  provide  for  the  adjudication  by  a 
Commissioner  of  Claims  of  American  na- 
tionals against  the  Government  of  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics. "  approved 
August  4,  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    LANHAM: 
H.  J.  Res.  131.  Joint  resolutlon'deslgnatlng 
the   first   Sunday   in   June   of   each    year    as 
"Shut-in's  Day";   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANTAFP: 
H.  J.  Res.  132.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of  trea- 
ties and  executive  agreements;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr  McCCRMACK: 
H.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  proclaim  October  11.  1953,  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MADDEN: 
H.  J.  Res.  134.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  proclaim  October  11,  1953,  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  Of  Florida: 
H.  J.  Res  135.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  with  respect  to  the  fiUing  of 
vacancies  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr  TEAGUE: 
H.  J.  Res.  136.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  empowering  Congress  to  grant 
repreoentatlon  in  the  Congress  and  among 
the  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President 
to  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judlc.ary. 

H.  J  Res.  137.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Federal  legislation  which  prohibits  the 
employment  of  children  during  certain  hours 
shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  the  harvest- 
ing of  basic  agricultural  commodities;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr,  DOYLE: 
H.  Res.  89.  Resolution  creating  a  commis- 
sion on   the  problems  of  aging   and  elderly 
people;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  HOLT; 
H.  Res.  70.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  atrocities  and  other  crimes  against 
humanity  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
during  the  Korean  hostilities  or  in  the  course 


of  efforts  of  totalitarian  countries  to  domi- 
nate the  free  world,  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  HORAN: 

H.  Res.  71.  Resolution  authorizing  and 
directing  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  to  Investigate  and  study  the 
field  service  of  the  Post  Office  Department, 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  and  devising 
plans  for  the  complete  reorganization  of 
such  field  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr    JAVITS: 

H  Res.  72.  Resolution  encouraging  a  peace- 
ful. pros(>erous.  and  united  Ireland,  but 
without  impo.sing  any  particular  form  of 
political  or  economic  association  upon  Its 
people:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr    PELLY: 

H  Res.  73  Resolution  providing  funds  and 
expenses  to  conduc*  a  hearing  and  study  as 
to  the  reasons  for  periodical  Interruptions 
of  shipping  through  the  port  of  Seattle;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr    SHEEHAN: 

H  Res  74.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  atrocities  and  other  crimes  agairut 
humanity  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
during  the  Korean  hostilities  or  In  the  course 
of  efforts  of  totalitarian  countries  to  domi- 
nate the  free  world;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr    ZABLOCKI: 

H  Res  75  Resolution  creating  a  Select 
Committee  To  Investigate  Korean  Atrocities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H  Res.  76.   Resolution      proclaiming      Oc- 
tober U  a  national  holiday,  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    A-yRES: 

H  R?s.  77.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  atrocities  and  other  crimes  against 
humanity  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
during  the  Korean  hostilities  or  In  the  course 
of  efforts  of  totalitarian  countries  to  dom- 
inate the  free  world;   to  the  Committee  on 

RUl3S. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr    BARRETT; 

H  R  1616.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fugene 
Rivoche  and  Mane  Barsky;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1617  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hilda 
Knight:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1618.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Garabed 
Mcghriglan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BATES   (by  request): 

H  R  1619  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vlvlanl 
Qulrlno:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  1620  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jose  do 
Rego  Dias  Pereira;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    BENDER: 
H  R   1621.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 
and  Gregory  Goekjlan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr    BOLLING: 
H  R   1622    A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Augustln 
Mondreal;    to  tlie   Committee   on   the   Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs    FRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 
H  R   1623    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Serojlnl 
Dongre    Harris;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BONIN: 
H  R   1624    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Catallna 
Felicia  Guerra  y  Rodriguez    (also  known  as 
Catallna  Felicia  Guerra  i;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    BONNER: 
H.  R   1625    A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Melody 
Yvonne  Sitlerson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  BOSCH: 
H.  R.  1626.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ohulam 
Nabi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BROWNSON: 
H.  R.  1627.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mr. 
Johann  Grotxn;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Br.  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 
H.  R.  1628.  A  bill   for   the   relief   of   Sister 
Leila  Judlita   Roral;  .to  the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHENOWETH: 
H.  R.  16*29.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Miss  Alko 
Ikehara;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 
H.  R.  1630.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Lake 
States  Engineering  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CLBVENGER: 
H.  n.  1631.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Dieter 
.Toseph  Schneider;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 
H.  R.  1632    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Rene  Weil;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By   Mr.   DOLLINGER: 
H.  R.  1633.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Morde- 
rhai,   Rivca,    and    David   Epelbaum;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   FEIGHAN: 
H.  R.  1634.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul  A. 
Bajan;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
H.  R  1636.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Hannah  Mae  Powell;    to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HORAN: 
H  R,  1636.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
•Sylvia  Slmonson;   to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1837.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Berta 
Wandl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1638.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gina 
Bellagamba;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr.    JACKSON: 
H.  R.  1639.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Srirama- 
murtl  Vcnkata  Yadavalli;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary, 

H.  R  1640.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  George  W. 
McLarand;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H  R.  1641.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Adam  (Maria  Adam  Schattauer) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1642,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Jew- 
ish Theological  Seminary  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H,  R.  1643.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jose 
Ramon  Plnero;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1644.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sylvia 
Abrams;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H.  R.  1645.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Rosa  Bardales  Arias;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   JUDD: 

H.  R.  1646.  A   bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Neustadt  and  Mrs.  Emma  Neustadt;   to  the 
Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  KEE: 

H.  R.  1647.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Sylvia  Mae  Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1648.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sallm 
Mohamed  El  Masri;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  1649.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Olsela  Walter  Sizemore;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1650.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chakib 
Kassem  Aboul-Hosn;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEOGH: 

H.  R.  1651.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salvatore 
Oerlando  Faldetta;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1852.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vincenzo 
Como;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  1653.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Constantopolous;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1654.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nunzlo 
Slgnorelll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1655.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nachum 
Samuel  Leitner  and  his  wife,  Anna  Leitner; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1656.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Castrenze 
DiOaetano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1657.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Messina;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin : 

H.  R.  1658.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Donato 
De  Stefanls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1659.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Placido 
Parato;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1680.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Concepta  (Ida  Riegel);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1661.A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Dr. 
Klau;  C.  Kordc  and  Ingeborg  Karde;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  1662.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  ^epha- 
nla  Hnatlw  and  Maria  Hnatlw;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1663.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of   Fritz 
Hauser;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LANHAM: 

H.  R.  1864.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Col.  Wil- 
liam Henry  Boshoff;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANTAFP: 

H.  R.  1665.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Plo- 
waty  and  W.  J.  Plowaty;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1666.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martha 
Farah;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LATHAM: 

H.  R.  1667.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salih 
Hougi,  Bertha  Catherine,  Noor  Ellas  Isaac, 
and  Mozelle  Rose  Hardoon;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1663.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Magna 
Drummond;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 

H.  R.  1669.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Micele 
Plzzo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1670.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen 
Maniaci;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1671.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yousef 
Samaan  Ratihana;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1672.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henryk 
Blaszkowski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1673.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  James  I. 
Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McGREGOR: 

H.  R.  1674.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Setsuko 
Motohara  Kibler.   widow   of  Robert  Eugene 
Klbler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  1675.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Julian  Chrosciechowski;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1676.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
McM-ettln  or  Frank  Francesco  Morettin;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1677.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vittorio 
VentimigUa;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1678.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carlo 
Giovanni  Recchla;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1679.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonino 
Palazzolo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1680.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Tadeucz 
Gasowski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1681.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herbert 
McCormack;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1882.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henryk 
S.  Rynicwicz-Wisnlewskl;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1683.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
De  Lorence-Pigulewskl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  MADDEN: 

H.  R.  1684.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul  us 
Youhanna  Benjamen;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1685.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antoni 
Rajkowski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  1686.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose 
Gomes  Pereira;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1C87.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Latifl  Assad  Hid  (also  known  as  Latlfy  Shaker 
and  Latlfy  Mtanousj;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1688.  A  bill  for  the  rellW  of  Henry  Ty; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1689.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon 
a  certain  claim  of  the  United  States  against 
the  Prank  M.  Hill  Machine  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Wal- 
pole,  Ma£s.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H.  R.  16S0.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rustom 
Bana,  Adi  Russi  Bana.  Nasli  Russi  Bana,  and 
Narie  Russi  Bana;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  1691.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leonore 
Evelyn  Lazaga;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1692.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Quan 
Hing  Fay;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1693.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
L.  Gleeson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland: 

H.  R.  1694.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Coetas 
Kikllis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORGAN: 

H.  R.  1696.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Irene 
Proios  (nee  Vagianoe);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1696.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  ad- 
mission to  the  United  Statss  for  permanent 
residence  of  Portunato  Salamone;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  New  York : 

H.  R.  1697.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kathc 
Bartke:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  OKONSKI: 

H.  R.  1698.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Angclo 
and  Fernanda  Salclccloli;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1699.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev. 
Roger  Knutsen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PELLY: 

H.  R.  1700.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Keith  Slotvig;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  1701.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ewlng 
Choat;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  TEAGUE: 

H.  R.  1702.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
Eugene  Stovall;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS: 

H.  R.  1703.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Janle 
Ng  Chen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  UTT: 

H.  R.  1704.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Suga 
Umezaki;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi: 

H.  R.  1705.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  In  fee  to 
Jesse  Bell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

14.  By  Mr.  SMITH  Of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
In  support  of  the  Bryson  bUl  from  citizens 
of  Racine,  Wis.;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
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16.  By  ICr.  BENTLET:  Petition  of  tbe 
Board  of  SuperrlBon  of  Montcalm  County, 
Mlcb..  requesting  legislation  for  the  return 
of  no  less  than  60  percent  of  the  Federal 
gasoline  tax  to  the  respective  States  wherein 
It  Is  collected:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 


«■» 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  January  14, 1953 

The  Hovise  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Most  merciful  «nd  gracious  God.  as 
we  go  forth  into  the  hours  of  this  new 
day,  may  we  be  deeply  concerned  about 
accomplishing  something  that  will  add 
to  the  happiness  and  security  and  rich- 
ness of  human  lif  ew 

In  all  our  plans  and  policies  may  we 
be  conservative  without  being  reaction- 
ary, liberal  without  being  radical  and 
conciliatory  without  ever  compromising 
or  breaking  faith  with  the  principles  of 
righteousness  and  Justice. 

May  we  continue  to  pray  and  labor 
in  eager  and  earnest  expectation  and 
with  the  confidence  that  the  lofty  hopes 
and  aspirations  wfajteh  we  cherish  for  our 
troubled  and  confused  woiid  are  going 
to  be  brought  to  fulfillment  and  frui- 
tion. 

In  Christ's  name  we  offer  our  petition. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr. 
Landers,  its  enrolling  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  Joint  reso- 
lution of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

8.  J.  Res.  30.  Joint  resolution  making 
January  20,  1053,  a  holiday  tat  Federal  em- 
ployees, field  ssrvlc*  postal  employees,  and 
employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the 
metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 


SWEARING  IN  OF  MEMBER 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  under- 
stands there  are  several  Members  who 
have  not  yet  received  the  oath  of  office. 
If  they  will  present  themselves  in  the 
well  of  the  House  the  Chair  will  admin- 
ister the  oath. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD  appeared  at  the  bar 
of  the  House  and  took  the  oath  of  office. 


ECONOMIC  REPORT  TO  THE  CON- 
GRESS—MESSAGE FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  <»  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  33) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  f oDowlng  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  together  with  accompanying  papers^ 


referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Eco- 
nomic Report  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

The  White  House, 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  14, 1953. 
The   honorable   the  President   or   the 

SnCATE, 

The  honorable  the  Speakes  or  the  Hoxtsb 
OF  Representatives. 

Sirs:  I  am  presenting  herewith  my 
Economic  Report  to  the  Congress,  as  re- 
quired under  the  Emi^oyment  Act  of 
1946. 

In  preparing  this  report,  I  have  had 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers,  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  heads  of  independent 
agencies. 

Together  with  this  report,  I  am  trans- 
mitting a  report,  the  Annual  Economic 
Review,  January  1953,  prepared  for  me 
by  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers  in 
accordance  with  section  4  (c)  (2)  of  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946. 
Respectfully, 

Harrt  S.  Tbumam. 


INAUGURAL  HOUDAY 

Mr.  RKFS  of  Kansa.s.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Res- 
olution 20,  making  January  20,  1953,  a 
holiday  for  Federal  employees,  field  serv- 
ice postal  employees,  and  employees  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  metro- 
politan area  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
how  many  are  involved  and  what  is  the 
cost? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  do  not  have 
the  exact  number.  It  relates  only  to 
those  in  the  District  and  those  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  and  adjacent  as  set 
forth  in  the  resolution. 

It  is  similar  in  form  to  a  resolution 
passed  4  years  ago  except  in  one  par- 
ticular. The  present  one  provides  for  a 
1-day  holiday  instead  of  2  days  as  was 
provided  in  the  resolution  4  years  ago. 
Those  employees  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington would  have  a  holiday  without  the 
resolution,  although  there  seems  to  be 
some  question,  in  my  opinion. 

This  resolution  clarifies  the  situation 
for  those  in  the  District  and  includes 
those  immediately  near  by. 

The  House  passed  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 120  which  I  submitted  yesterday, 
authorizing  a  legal  holiday  on  Tuesday, 
January  20,  1953,  which  is  Inauguration 
Day.  This  extended  the  legal  holiday 
which  the  law  provided  for  employees  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  Federal  em- 
ployees in  adjacent  areas. 

Before  the  House  had  messaged  over 
to  the  other  body  that  it  had  passed 
House  Joint  Resolution  120,  the  other 
body  took  up  Senate  Joint  Resolution  20 
and  passed  it. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  20.  which  I 
have  asked  to  be  taken  from  the  Speak- 
er's table  and  passed,  is  identical  to 
House  Joint  Resolution  120  to  which  the 
House  had  already  agreed. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  This 
follows  the  Truman  policy  of  giving  the 
Federal  employees  a  little  more  time  off. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  No;  the  gen- 
tleman is  mistaken.  This  is  a  policy  of 
the  Eighty-third  Congress.  The  holiday 
is  for  only  1  day.  It  applies  only  to  those 
employed  in  the  immediate  vicinity. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  do  not 
object,  because  I  think  it  is  a  good  thing 
and  they  ought  to  attend. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman's  statement  that  the  em- 
ployees should  have  the  opportunity  to 
attend  this  great  and  important  event. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  ReesI? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  tbe  several  executive 
departments.  Independent  SEtabllshments, 
and  other  governmental  agencies  of  the 
United  States,  Including  the  legislative  and 
Judicial  branches,  and  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  In  the  metropolitan  area  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  shall  be  closed  all  day 
on  Tuesday.  January  30,  1953.  Inauguration 
day.  All  employees  of  such  departments, 
establishments,  and  agencies  and  of  th* 
District  of  Columbia  In  such  area,  except 
those  who  may  tor  special  public  reasons  be 
required  to  be  on  duty  on  such  day  by  th« 
heads  of  their  respective  departments,  estab- 
lishments, or  agencies,  shall  be  excused  from 
duty  on  that  day;  and  such  day  shall  be 
considered  a  holiday  for  the  purpose  of  all 
statutes  relating  to  the  compensation  and 
leave  of  employees  of  the  United  States,  and 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  employed  In 
such  area.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolu- 
tion, the  term  "metropolitan  area  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia"  shall  Include,  in  addition 
to  the  District  of  Columbia,  Montgomery 
and  Prince  Georges  Counties.  Md.;  Arlington 
and  Fairfax  Counties,  Va..  and  the  cities  of 
Alexandria  and  Falls  Church,  Va. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MINORITY  FLOOR  LEADER 
PERSONNEL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  resolution  (H.  Res.  87)  and  ask  for  ita 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  effective  Jsnuary  4.  196S, 
the  positions  of  legislative  cleric,  clerk,  and 
messenger  In  the  office  of  the  minority  floor 
leader,  at  the  basic  salary  rates  of  $3,060, 
$3,000.  and  $1,560  per  annum,  respectively, 
shall  be  vacated,  and  In  lieu  thereof  there 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House,  until  otherwise  provided  by  law. 
the  compensation  of  two  or  more  employees 
for  the  minority  floor  leader  to  be  appointed 
by  him  at  basic  rates  of  compensation  total- 
ing not  more  than  $7,620  per  annMm 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


MINORITY  WHIP  PERSONNEL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  resolution  (H.  Res.  78)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  effective  January  4,  195S, 
the  positions  of  clerk  for  the  minority  whip 
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and  messenger  in  the  minority  caucus  room 
at  the  basic  salary  rates  of  $3,000  and  $1,740 
per  annum,  respectively,  shaU  be  vacated,  and 
In  lieu  thereof  there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  furid  of  the  House,  untU  other- 
wise provided  by  law.  the  compensation  of 
two  or  more  employees  for  the  minority  whip 
to  be  appolntijd  by  him  at  basic  rates  of 
compensation  totaling  not  more  than  $4,740 
per  annum. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  Just 
one  word  in  explanation  of  these  two 
resolutions.  I  do  not  know  that  any  is 
necessary,  but  it  simply  permits  the  mi- 
nority leader  and  the  minority  whip  to 
make  a  different  arrangement  about  the 
division  of  the  pay  allotted  to  them  for 
help  in  theii  offices  without  Increasing 
the  amount  id  all. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

COMMrmSE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  resolution  (H.  Res.  79)  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  71iat  during  the  Bghty-thlrd 
Congress  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
shall  be  composed  of  60  members. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  LONG  asked  and  was  given  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  hour  on 
February  4,  &t  the  conclusion  of  the  legis- 
lative progmm  of  the  day  and  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri I  Mr.  Cutns]  Is  recognized  for  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  have  asked  for  this  special  order  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress  in 
these  early  days  of  the  session  a  matter 
which  has  been  under  the  investigation 
of  the  Bonner  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments  for  the  past  2  years. 

Everyone  has  been  asking:  How  is 
Congress  going  to  be  able  to  cut  the 
budget  and  not  interfere  with  our  de- 
fense build-up? 

Well.  I  have  a  copy  of  a  release  from 
the  Department  of  Defense  dated  Janu- 
ary 6, 1953,  on  the  subject  of  distribution 
of  military  coffee.  I  am  going  to  insert 
the  entire  statement  in  the  Rxcoed  but 
what  I  want  to  point  up  is  the  sixth  para- 
graph of  this  release: 

On  the  basis  of  current  military  coffee 
consumption  In  the  United  States  the  Board 
(Munitions)  reckons  a  reduction  of  $50,000,- 
000  in  green  bean  inventories  together  with 
parallel  savings  In  storage  s^^ce  and  person- 
nel costs. 

There  is  no  estimate  of  the  cost  In 
savings  on  the  storage  spcu;e,  but  realiz- 
ing that  the  military  was  in  the  last 
Congress  asking  around  $3,000,000,000 


for  building  additional  warehouses  It 
must  be  considerable ;  certainly  the  sav- 
ings in  personnel  costs  will  be  consider- 
able. In  other  words,  we  are  talking 
about  savings  which  I  suggest  will  total 
$100,000,000. 

Now  I  wish  to  call  further  attention 
to  the  fact  that  when  the  Bonner  sub- 
committee went  into  the  Investigation  of 
military  coffee-roasting  plants  and  dis- 
tribution we  very  clearly  pointed  out  that 
we  were  simply  using  coffee  roasting  as 
an  example  and  a  test  study ;  that  there 
were  hundreds  of  other  civilian  type  ac- 
tivities that  the  military  had  moved 
into  which  were  similar  to  coffee  roast- 
ing. 

It  is  a  study  of  the  field  of  what  I  per- 
sonally have  termed  to  be  military 
socialism.  Our  committee  had  a  report 
prepared  which  I  trust  will  be  printed 
for  the  Members'  benefit  by  the  new 
Committee  on  Governmental  Operations. 
If  the  Congress  were  to  completely  study 
these  military  activities.  I  suggest  we 
would  find  that  the  savings  to  the  tax- 
payer would  be  in  the  billions  of  dol- 
lars. Just  10  operations,  like  coffee 
roasting,  cut  down,  as  the  directive  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  has  provided, 
would  save  $1,000,000,000.  Cne  hun- 
dred would  save  $10,000,000,000. 

But  I  wish  to  point  out  the  second  to 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  statement: 

The  directive  on  the  roasting  and  distri- 
bution of  coffee  Is  the  result  of  the  first 
Munitions  Board  study  undertaken  In  the 
supply  systems  study  project,  which  project 
is  "to  develop  and  recommend  such  changes 
to  existing  organisation,  policies,  standards, 
and  procedvues  governing  the  supply  opera- 
tions within  the  Department  of  Defense  as 
will  maintain  or  Increase  military  effective- 
ness and  produce  the  optimum  efficiency  and 
economy  of  these  supply  operations  from  the 
initial  requirements  and  resources  planning 
stsge  to  final  eonsmnptlon  or  other  dispo- 
sition." 

This  Is  Just  the  first  study  the  Muni- 
tions Board  has  made.  Well,  it  is  im- 
perative that  the  Con£:ress  continue  to 
see  that  these  studies  are  made.  It  is  not 
unfair  to  say  that  if  the  Bonner  subcom- 
mittee had  not  been  making  the  study 
on  coffee  roasting  nothing  would  have 
been  done  at  all  and  the  $100,000,000 
saving  which  we  can  anticipate  in  our 
present  budget  would  not  be  forthcom- 
ing. But  in  making  this  study  the  first 
thing  necessary  is  to  require  the  mili- 
tary to  set  up  cost-accounting  systems 
so  it  can  be  determined  what  it  actually 
costs  the  Government  to  engage  in  these 
civilian-type  activities.  At  the  present 
time  the  military  has  no  sound  cost-ac- 
counting system  for  any  of  these  opera- 
tions and  much  of  the  actual  cost  is  hid- 
den in  general  appropriations. 

However.  I  am  not  taking  the  floor  to 
praise  the  Munitions  Board  or  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  the  stand  they 
have  taken  on  the  subject  of  coffee  roast- 
ing in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  tell  us 
they  will  save  approximately  $100,000.- 
000.  Why  am  I  not  praising  them?  Be- 
cause, in  my  opinion,  the  saving  should 
be  three  times  that  amoimt.  The  pres- 
sure from  the  Bonner  subcommittee  has 
produced  nothing  more  than  a  strategic 
retreat.  The  real  answer  is  the  military 
has  no  business  whatsoever  being  in  the 


coffee  roasting  and  coffee  distribution 
business. 

They  give  us  a  lot  of  guff  about  the 
importance  of  good  coffee  to  the  morale 
of  the  men  and  the  fact  that  they  can- 
not get  the  high  quality  blend  from  the 
civilian  market.  Yet  it  is  a  fact  that 
when  they  put  Government  coffee  on  the 
shelves  at  the  commissaries  along  with 
standard  brands  the  people  paid  more 
to  get  the  standard  brands  than  the  mili- 
tary product. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  at  this 
point  In  reference  to  the  question  of 
waste? 

Mr.  CURTIS  cf  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  is  not 
only  coffee  that  has  been  made.  As  the 
gentleman  has  mentioned.  I  understand 
from  the  report  you  made  on  It,  which  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  reading,  that 
there  are  "at  least  a  dozen  other  items 
which  they  are  making — for  example, 
paint.  The  gentleman  could  name 
others  I  am  sure. 

.  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Yes;  cer- 
tainly I  could.  I  have  tried  to  empha- 
size coffee  roasting  which  is  simply  a 
study  of  one  example  which  Is  nothing 
more  than  an  example,  and  I  suggest 
that  there  are  at  least  100  fields  similar 
to  coffee  roasting  that  we  could  well  go 
into,  and  you  multiply  100  by  100,000,000 
and  you  have  the  $10,000,000,000  sav- 
ings. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFPMAl-J  of  Michigan.  I  under- 
stand this  was  with  reference  to  the 
Army  only? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  The  ma- 
rines I  have  foimd  out  have  a  coffee- 
roasting  plant  also. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  These 
agencies  are  engaged  in  civilian  activi- 
ties. If  they  continue  to  go  into  these 
activities,  create  new  activities  and  ex- 
pand the  ones  they  are  in  and  put  the 
ordinary  businessman  out  of  existence, 
where  are  you  going  to  get  the  tax  dol- 
lars so  that  the  services  can  operate? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  That  is  cer- 
tainly a  very  important  point.  One  of 
the  things  we  are  interested  in  is  to 
broaden  our  tax  base  rather  than  lessen 
it.  E^rery  time  the  military  goes  into  a 
civilian  type  of  operation  we  limit  the 
tax  base. 

Incidentally,  in  my  opinion  at  least, 
that  is  one  reason  why  our  military 
budgets  are  so  large.  They  are  dupli- 
cating civilian  enterprises,  and  that  is 
a  costly  t^ng  to  do. 

Coffee  roastix«  is  a  field  where  it  is 
impossible  for  the  military  to  make  a 
case.  In  fact,  the  case  can  be  mskle  the 
other  way.  This  is  a  field  which  should 
be  exclusively  civilian.  Whether  in  war 
or  peace,  we  have  theoretically  the  same 
number  of  coffee  drinkM's.  The  amoimt 
of  coffee  drunk  is  based  upon  the  popu- 
lation, not  whether  a  man  is  wearing  a 
uniform  or  in  civvy  clothes.  In  time  of 
war  the  amount  of  coffee  roasted  should 
be  no  more  than  in  time  of  peace,  and 
any  increase  would  be  solely  the  result 
of  people  drinking  more  coffee  in  times 
of  stress. 
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If  the  mUitanr  «oes  ix^  ttie  field  oi 
Toasting  coffee,  it  must  have  plants  that 
will  roast  coHee  for  the  big  bulge  of  per- 
sonnel in  wartime.  In  peacetime  then 
its  plants  will  be  idle.  This  is  unadul- 
terated MKi  unnecessary  waste. 

Now,  it  worried  me  a  little  for  some 
time  why  the  American  coffee-roasting 
industry  was  not  up  in  arms  about  this 
bit  of  military  socialism.  Because, 
frankly,  the  work  of  the  Bonner  subcom- 
mittee was  not  inspired  by  the  coffee  in- 
dustry. Quite  the  contrary.  They  hung 
bock  in  their  cooperation  and  their  tes- 
timony. One  member  of  the  industry, 
however,  who  allowed  his  patriotism  to 
show,  took  me  aside  and  gave  me  the  an- 
swer. The  military  get  more  people 
drinking  coffee,  and  get  them  accus- 
tomed to  a  better  and  therefore  higher- 
priced  brand.  For  that  reason  the  mili- 
tary coffee  roasting  and  distributive  pro- 
gram is  doing  what  otherwise  the  coffee 
industry  would  have  to  be  doing  with 
their  own  money  and  through  their  own 
efforts  by  intelligent  advertising. 

Well.  I  say  the  cigarette  industry  has. 
to  qpend  its  own  milli(»is  on  advertising* 
to  get  the  American  people  to  smoke 
cigarettes.  Let  the  coffee  industry  do 
the  same.  But  do  not  let  us  pass  the  cost 
of  teaching  the  American  people  to  drink 
more  and  higher -priced  coffee  onto  the 
taxpayer  through  the  process  of  military 
socialism. 

And  if  the  military  wants  to  make 
somethins  of  the  subject  of  c<^ee  drink- 
ing as  it  relates  to  health  and  morale. 
let  us  see  some  medical  statistics  to  back 
it  up.  Certainly  private  enterprise  can 
provide  all  tho  coffee  the  military  will 
need  in  time  of  peace  or  in  time  of  war. 
The  fact  that  our  supply  of  the  coffee 
bean  is  cut  off  through  the  process  of 
war.  as  happened  in  World  War  n.  has 
nothing  to  do  with  who  is  roasting  the 
coffee.  It  has  to  do  with  whether  under 
the  circumstances  of  short  supply  the 
military  should  not  have  preference  over 
the  civilian.  But  this  preference  can  be 
granted  for  the  roasted  coffee  as  effec- 
tively as  It  can  for  the  green  bean. 

And  if  the  military  is  afraid  of  having 
8c»ne  of  its  fringe  benefits  cut  off,  as  is 
stated  on  page  23  of  the  Semiannual  Re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  I 
quote: 

Under  theae  eircuDistances  It  Is  essential 
that  o\ir  desire  for  economy  does  not  lead 
MB  to  reduce  unnecessarily  the  military 
equivalent  of  Industry's  fringe  benefits,  such 
as  retirement  pay,  medical  care  for  depend- 
ents, and  allowancea  for  the  shipment  of 
household  goods. 

Let  me  refer  the  military  to  the  letter 
from  the  Comptroller  General's  OfBce 
about  the  legality  of  fringe  benefits  such 
B3  Government  coffee  sold  at  the  com- 
missary cheaper  than  the  cost  of  proc- 
essing it.  I  will  insert  the  entire  letter 
and  the  letter  It  was  in  response  to  for 
the  Congress,  and  I  hope,  the  military 
who  might  read  this  speech. 

And  let  me  further  say  about  the  croc- 
odile tears  wept  over  shipment  of  house- 
bold  goods.  Until  Congress  got  onto 
this  racket  the  top  military  was  per- 
mitted 24,000-POtmd  allowance,  while 
the  top  civilian  Government  employee 
had  only  a  7.000-poimd  allowance.  In- 
eldentaU^i  a  study  of  household  goods 


indicated  that  1,000  pounds  is  a  good 
rule  of  thumb  for  one  room  of  furniture. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  wlU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri    I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  I  uiiderstand 
the  gentleman  to  say  something  about 
warehouses,  and  a  substantial  amount 
of  money  asked  to  be  appropriated  for 
that  purpose? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  MissourL  Yes.  sir.  I 
referred  to  that  item. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  How  much  money 
did  they  ask  for  these  new  warehouses? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Miscourl.  As  I  recall 
in  our  military  budget — and  I  should 
like  to  have  the  figure  exact — if  any 
Member  of  tha  committee  concerned 
with  this  item  is  present  I  would  ap- 
preciate the  exact  figxire — it  was  around 
$3,000,000,000. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.     $3,000,000,000? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.    Yes. 

Mr.  NICI-IOLSON.  Did  the  committee 
look  into  the  fact  that  there  are  a  great 
many  empty  warehouses  throughout  the 
country? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  No;  we 
were  trying  to  pinpoint  our  study  on 
one  sample  case  of  coffee  roastings;  but. 
incidentally,  it  did  come  to  our  atten- 
tion that  there  were  a  number  of  empty 
warehouses  right  in  St.  Louis,  my  own 
district.  Jefferson  Barracks  has  lots  of 
idle  warehouses,  idle  rail  spurs,  idle  fa- 
cilities; and  there  also  is  a  large  multi- 
story building  in  St.  Louis  city  proper 
suitabk  for  office  space  which  is  being 
used  for  warehouse  purposes.  It  is  an 
utterly  uneconomic  procedure. 

Mr.  NICH01£0N.  I  can  teU  the  gen- 
tlemen that  the  same  condition  exists 
in  my  State:  we  have  empty  warehouses, 
but  the  Government  has  not  seen  fit 
to  store  any  of  their  commodities  there. 
They  want  to  build  more  warehouses, 
however,  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  has  called  this  to  the  attention 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  want  to 
thank  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts and  point  out  as  he  is  pointing  out 
that  here  is  another  example  where  we 
could  have  at  least  a  $200,000,000  or 
$300,000,000  saving  if  we  duj  into  it. 

Mr.  BONNER  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  3rield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  who  was  chairman  of  this  sub- 
committee. It  was  under  his  chairman- 
ship that  this  work  was  done,  and  I 
honor  him. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  appreciate  the  gen- 
tleman's fine  compliment,  but,  in  turn, 
I  want  to  say  that  the  gsntleman  him- 
self and  the  other  members  of  the  sub- 
committee. Mr.  Brownsoit.  Mr.  Mxadkr, 
Mrs.  Harden,  Mr.  LANTArr,  Mr.  Donohtt:c, 
Mr.  Shellet.  Mr.  Pmx,  and  other  Demo- 
cratic Members,  and  the  able  staff  of 
the  committee  made  It  a  success.  I  do 
not  desire  to  take  the  time  of  the  gentle- 
man, but  there  Is  an  item  in  the  hear- 
ings, field  supply  management.  Issued 
June  24  and  25  and  July  1,  1952.  which  I 
think  should  be  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  should  be  called  to  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  on  the  Mer- 
chant Marine.  The  Committee  on  the 
Merchant  Marine  is  doing  all  possible 


this  House  and  this  Government  is  doing 
everything  to  subsidize  and  keep  the 
American  Merchant  Marine  afloat  and 
keep  the  American  flag  on  the  high  aeas; 
yet  the  military  transport  has  entered 
into  the  field  and  is  now  the  largest  com- 
petitor of  private  enterprise  to  the  Amer- 
ican Merchant  Marine. 

With  respect  to  the  cost  of  the  opera- 
tion and  the  savings  claimed,  when  Mr. 
McNeil,  the  Comptroller  of  the  National 
Defense,  was  before  the  committee  I 
asked  Mr.  McNeil  as  to  all  costs  in  figur- 
ing out  the  savings  made  by  the  Military 
Transport  Service,  and  here  is  his 
answer : 

All  costs  are  Included  except  the  capital 
value  of  the  ships. 

Now  if  you  give  to  various  private  ship- 
ping lines  ships  for  nothing  then,  of 
cource,  they  can  operate  very  efficiently 
and  at  quite  a  profit.  But  you  give  the 
Military  Sea  Transport  fleet  cargo  ships 
and  combination  ships  to  enter  into  com- 
petition with  private  operators  and  the 
private  operators  are  at  a  great  disad- 
vantage. I  have  written  operators  in  the 
trad2  Eisklng  what  the  percentage  of 
cargo  in  the  Pacific  is  today  divided  be- 
tween the  Government  operation  and 
private,  the  Army  fleet,  and  the  private 
fleet.  It  woifld  be  interesting  if  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  of  the 
House  should  look  Into  this  matter,  be- 
cause you  cannot  expect  private  oper- 
ators or  ships  to  compete  with  an  opera- 
tion in  which  the  capital  value  of  the 
ships  is  not  included  as  part  of  the  cost. 
It  is  my  thinking  that  private  operators 
can  handle  cargo  for  Korea  more  eco- 
nomically. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  Is  mak- 
ing a  fine  presentation  here  this  morning 
and  I  appreciate  it  very  much.  This 
whole  question  should  be  brought  home 
clearly  to  the  House  and  the  Congress. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  want  to 
thank  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina and  I  want  to  point  out  that  this  is 
an  example  of  the  matter  of  the  cost- 
accounting  system  used  not  only  by  the 
military  department  but  by  other  Gov- 
ernment agencies  in  trying  to  estimate 
costs.  I  remember  in  going  into  this 
subject  of  repair  and  overhaul  of  civilian 
type  trucks  and  automobiles  that  we  In- 
spected a  plant  down  in  Atlanta.  Ga. 
I  asked  the  colonel  of  the  Army  in  charge 
of  that  operation  whether  his  salary  was 
included  in  the  cost  of  overhauling  theee 
vehicles.  He  said.  "Well.  no.  The  Army 
would  have  to  pay  me  the  salary  any- 
way." That  is  an  example  of  the  lack 
of  a  cost-accounting  system. 

Mr.  MI:ader.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiH  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan, who  has  been  of  great  assistance  to 
this  subcommittee  in  carrying  on  these 
studies. 

Mr.MEADER.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
On  the  point  the  gentleman  has  Just 
raised  in  connection  with  the  matter  of 
cost  accounting  for  operations  in  the 
military  service  may  I  say  that  the  sub- 
ject was  brought  up  very  forcefully  in 
the  hearings  held  by  the  Bonner  com- 
mittee last  December.  These  hearings 
are  now  in  galley  form  and  I  understand 


of  the 


will  be  availaUe  to  the 
House  in  the  next  2 

I  would  like  to  point  oat  that  under 
Thirty-first  United  States  Code,  aectiaii 
66  (a) ,  (b> ,  (c) ,  the  General  Aooountlng 
Office  is  required  to  prescribe  principles 
of  accounting  for  the  executive  depart- 
ments and  to  assist  them  in  establish- 
ing accounting  systems,  then  is  required 
to  review  executive  agency  accounting 
practices  from  time  to  time. 

In  the  light  of  that  requirement  of 
the  statute  and  in  the  light  of  the  testi^ 
mony  befcM*  the  Bonner  committee  in 
December,  which  disclosed  that  there 
was  no  cost  accounting  in  connection 
with  these  commercial  t3ri>e  activities.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Government  Oper- 
ations Committee  might  very  well  follow 
up  the  very  useful  and  worth-while  work 
of  the  Banner  committee.  I  believe  we 
should  ask  the  General  Accounting  Of- 
fice to  make  a  study  of  some  of  these 
commercial  type  activities  In  order  to  see 
whether  or  not  they  are  being  handled 
more  economically  than  Ihiey  could  be 
Uirough  coutracti  with  commercial 
firms. 

That  is  not  the  whole  question,  as  the 
gentleman  has  pointed  out.  and  as  was 
pointed  out  in  the  committee  staff  report, 
I  hope,  with  the  gentleman,  a  report  on 
this  subject  will  be  filed  by  the  Govern- 
ment Operations  Committee.  It  should 
have  been  reported  out  long  before  this. 
Whether  the  Government  can  roast 
coffee  more  economically  than  It  can 
purchase  coffee  from  a  commercial  con- 
cern Is  not  the  question.  Under  that 
theory  the  Government  might  take  over 
the  whole  production  system  of  the 
United  States  If  it  coold  wbaw  figures 
Indicating  that  its  costs  were  lower. 
Commercial  operators  are  entitled  to  a 
profit.  They  pay  taxes.  The  matter  of 
economy  is  not  the  sole,  or  the  basic 
question:  however,  it  is  an  Important 
question  because  it  is  the  basis  upon 
which  the  Navy  and  the  Army  are  ex- 
panding these  commercial  type  opera- 
tions. They  tk>  not  know,  the  Congress 
does  not  know  and  the  people  of  the 
country  do  not  know  whether  or  not  they 
are  conducting  these  operations  more 
economically  than  the  same  products 
and  services  could  be  procured  under 
contract  with  private  concerns. 

It  is  important  that  that  study  be 
made  and  I  hope  the  Government  Oper- 
ations Committee  will  ask  the  General 
Accounting  Office  to  make  it  because  I 
would  not  trust  the  services  to  make  their 
own  study.  They  would  make  the  facts 
fit  their  purposes. 

If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  I 
think  it  might  interest  the  House  to  have 
some  additional  inf<xination  on  ttiis 
point  from  testimony  before  the  Bonner 
committee. 

As  a  result  of  the  Bonner  committee's 
study  of  military-supply  management, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  issued  Directive 
No.  4000.8.  dated  September  5, 1952,  seek- 
ing to  eliminate  overlapping  and  dupli- 
cation in  procurement  and  supply  in  the 
armed  services.  With  reference  to  the 
subject  we  are  discussing  here,  namely. 
commercial  operations  of  the  armed 
xcix 2S 


services,  the  directive  bad  tbe  following 
to  say: 

B.  Oomoicux.-  htm  ti<uuitiaiAX.-TTPB 
Paciums 

1.  Commercial-  and  Industrial-type  facili- 
ties (Including,  among  others,  warehouses, 
motor  repair  shope,  bakeries,  and  laundries) 
operated  by  each  of  the  military  departments 
shaU  be  made  available  to  the  maximum 
extent  for  the  xise  of  any  of  the  military 
departments.  Existing  commercial-  and  in- 
dustrial-type faculties  shall  be  surveyed  to 
determine  the  need  for  their  continued  op- 
eration and  retention.  Such  facilities  will 
not  be  continued  in  operation  where  the  re- 
quired needs  can  be  effectively  and  economi- 
cally served  by  existing  facilities  of  any  de- 
partment or  where  private  conuuerclal  facili- 
ties are  available  except  to  the  extent  that 
such  private  commercial  faciUties  are  not 
reasonably  available  or  their  use  will  be 
demonstrably  more  expensive  or  except  where 
the  operation  of  such  facilities  is  essential 
for  training  purposes.  No  facilities,  not  in 
operation,  shall  be  retained  unless  necessary 
for  mobUiEatlon  reserve.  Oost-accounting 
methods  will  be  employed  to  assist  in  formu- 
lation of  decisions  concerning  cross-servic- 
Icg.  establishment,  or  continuance  at  such 
activities  in  or  under  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

a.  Additional  facilities  of  these  types  shall 
not  be  established  or  acquired  by  a  miUtary 
department  unless  the  required  needs  can- 
not be  effectively  served  by  existing  facilities 
of  all  the  departments  or  by  private  com- 
mercial faoUltiea.  Except  in  a  zone  of  action 
(e.  g.,  Korea),  no  such  addtlonal  facilltios 
shall  be  established  or  acquired  without  prior 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

In  the  hearings  of  the  Bonner  com- 
mittee held  on  Thursday,  December  4, 
1952.  there  was  some  very  revealing 
testimony  on  the  very  point  I  have  been 
making,  namely,  that  the  aocoimting 
procedures  of  the  military  services  are 
wholly  inadequate  and  the  services  do 
not  really  know  whether  their  commer- 
cial and  Industrial  operations  are  eco- 
nomical or  not.  I  quote  the  following 
from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Harold  L. 
Pearson.  Deputy  Umier  Secretary  of  the 
Army: 

In  the  United  States  oiir  wry  large  rebuild 
programs  are  partly  conducted  with  our  own 
faculties  and  partly  under  contract.  I  do 
not  know  the  percentage.  I  can  learn  it  for 
you  and  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

I  recall  within  recent  months  approving  a 
sizable  number,  counted  by  dozens,  of  con- 
tracts directly  with  industry  to  accomplish 
rebuild  work,  particularly  on  BSDAP  things, 
those  which  the  Army  operates  within  the 
United  States  being  well  supervised,  well  set 
up.  and  very  effective,  those  that  I  have  seen. 

But  we  do  not  know  what  they  cost  and, 
as  bxislnessmen,  neither  Mr.  Johnson  nor  I, 
are  happy  in  that  environment.  We  do  not 
have  for  so  many  Army  activities  biisiness- 
Uke,  solid,  eoBt-accounting  figures  to  guide 
In  Judgment.  We  are  then  guided  more  by 
habit  and  by  the  habit  of  thought  and  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  moment. 

The  task  of  installation  of  businesslike 
accounting  in  the  Army  Is  a  tremendoiu  task. 
We  are  100  years  behind  business,  or  cer- 
tainly   50    years    behind    business    in    that 

The  jobs  of  all  of  us  in  theee  procurement 
and  distribution  activities  would  be  much 
more  attractive  If  we  coxUd  walk  on  the 
solid  ground  of  solid  facts  In  reaching  con- 
clusions ratiier  than  in  the  hacy  elements  of 
Incomplete  facts. 

The  Honorable  Eari  D.  Johnson.  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  confirmed  the 
above  statement  and  announced  his  own 


individual  belief  that  the  military  serv- 
ices ought  not  to  be  «\gaging  in  com- 
mercial-type operations  wheie  the  same 
products  or  services  could  be  furnished 
by  civilian  enterprise.  His  testimony 
was  as  follows: 

Lastiy,  and  certainly  not  the  least,  is  the 
fact  that  I  think  onoe  we  get  these  costs 
identified,  we  are  not  going  to  find  that  we 
do  it  any  more  cheaply.  If  you  make  correc- 
tions for  the  length  of  time  you  keep  that 
plant  idle,  standing  by  during,  let  us  say,  the 
years  ot  uninterrupted  peace,  and  when  you 
have  that  big  plant  in  Ooremment  hands 
just  standing  there,  that  is  a  carrying  charge, 
a  capital  carrying  charge  imder  any  private 
means  of  accounting. 

I  am  not  so  sure  that  It  Is  going  to  cost 
yon  as  much  when  you  do  it  by  private  in- 
dustry. Your  individual  end  product  figured 
against  your  immediate  cost.  I  am  sure  fig- 
ured on  the  basis  that  the  Oovernment  costs 
are  flgxired.  you  can  show  that  Government 
wlU  produce  cheaper  in  a  lot  of  eases,  but,  if 
you  take  it  over  a  cycle,  then  I  am  not  sure 
you  would. 

I  think  the  gentleman  from  lifissouri 
has  done  a  real  servioe  to  the  coimtry  in 
the  opening  days  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  by  policing  out  that  in  the  case 
of  coffee  a  qiesiflc  economy  ot  substan- 
tial size  has  resulted  from  the  efforts  of 
the  Bonno-  conunittee. 

The  lesson  should  be  clear  to  this 
House  that  if  we  will  employ  t^ie  investi- 
gative i>ower  we  possess,  if  we  acquire 
able  and  competent  staffs  for  our  com- 
mittees to  dig  into  these  huge  executive 
expenditures,  we  can  make  very  substan- 
tial reductions  in  Government  costs  with- 
out harming  but,  on  the  contrary,  im- 
proving the  quality  of  service  in  useful 
Federal  functions.  If  we  fall  to  turn 
the  spotlight  and  the  microscope  on  these 
Federal  expesiditures,  we  will  have  to 
resort  to  the  oid  and  unsatisfactory  de- 
vice of  meat-ax  cuts. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  MissourL  I  thank  thft 
gentleman  from  Michigan  tor  his  fine 
contribution.  I  have  no  worry  about 
going  into  this  subject  of  cost  account- 
ing to  find  out  whether  the  Government 
or  the  military  can  do  something 
cheaper  than  private  enterprise.  There 
is  no  question,  in  my  opinion,  in  refer- 
ence to  any  of  these  fields.  If  yon  let 
private  enterprise  do  it  they  can  do  i% 
at  a  profit  and  the  net  result  will  be  a 
less  cost  to  the  Government,  our  taxes 
will  be  less  and  we  will  not  have  so- 
cialism. 

However,  to  proceed  with  the  matter 
of  coffee  roasting  and  the  strategic  re- 
treat made  by  the  Departm^it  of  De- 
fense in  their  new  ruling.  Not  only  are 
they  not  going  out  of  the  coffee  business 
but  they  are  going  to  come  before  the 
Congress  and  ask  for  about  $2,500,000 
more  in  order  to  install  the  machinery 
necessary  to  vacuum  pack  the  coffee  they 
continue  to  roast  Well,  if  they  stay  in 
the  coffee  business,  pertiaps  they  should 
vacuum  pack  It  for  an  overall  saving. 
But  private  industry  is  already  set  up  to 
vacuum  pack  and  we  do  not  need  that 
flijriitinnfti  equipment  in  our  economy. 

It  sounds  good — spend  $2,500,000  be- 
cause we  are  saving  $100,000,000.  I  say, 
what  sounds  even  better.  q;>end  nothing 
and  save  $$00,000,000  and  sell  your  coffee 
roasting  plants;  then  turn  the  proceeds 
over  to  the  General  Treasury;  use  your 
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warehouses,  office   space,   and    officers' 
time  for  real  military  Jobs. 

The  strategic  retreat  consists  not  In 
really  unifying  the  coffee  business  the 
military  Is  in,  but  in  parceling  it.  This 
term  "parcel"  is  a  beauty  and  it  was  sup- 
plied to  me  by  one  of  the  high  military 
men  testifying  before  our  subcommittee 
last  December.  Our  committee  was 
studying  the  possibilities  of  the  unifica- 
tion of  medical  supply  procurement  and 
distribution  for  the  Army,  Navy  and  Air- 
force.  To  further  the  study  we  urged  the 
test  made  at  Alameda,  California,  where 
the  Army  toclc  over  the  job  of  supplying 
all  services  in  the  west  coast  area,  in- 
cluding most  of  the  overseas  areas  off  the 
west  coast  and,  most  important  of  all, 
including  supplying  Korea,  where  a  war 
is  going  on.  The  result,  to  the  horror  of 
the  Navy,  in  particular,  showed  the  test 
to  be  eminently  successful. 

We  thought  then  the  answer  would  be 
for  the  services  to  Immediately  unify  all 
medical  supply  procurement  and  distri- 
bution in  one  service,  incidentally,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  very  clear  language 
of  Secretary  Lovett's  directive  setting  up 
the  test. 

Not  at  all.  We  come  up  with  the  par- 
celing idea.  The  Army  will  handle  the 
show  for  the  Navy  and  Air  Force  in  the 
West;  but  the  Navy  will  get  its  parcel 
and  handle  the  show  for  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  in  another  area;  and  the  Air 
Force,  not  to  be  without  a  parcel,  will  set 
up  a  medical  supply  system  and  force — 
because  it  has  none  now — so  it  can  as- 
siune  its  parcel  and  service  the  Army  and 
Navy  in  that  area. 

Abstu'd.  Yes.  but  absurdity  makes  no 
difference  to  men  fighting  for  their  own 
bureaucratic  empires.  This  is  exactly 
what  has  been  done  under  this  coffee- 
roasting  directive,  only  they  added  the 
fourth  service,  the  Marine  Corps,  and  it 
Is  exactly  what  was  done  in  regard  to 
petroleum  inspection.    Parceling  out. 

Well,  parceling  out  is  not  unification. 
and  it  is  not  saving  the  taxpayers'  money. 
It  costs  money.  And  when  I  say  money, 
I  am  talking  in  terms  of  billions,  not 
millions.  The  cost  of  the  Air  Force  set- 
ting up  its  own  supply  system  for  com- 
mon-use items  which  it  was  embarked 
upon  before  the  Bonner  subcommittee 
got  active  on  this  matter  would  have  cost 
at  a  low  estimate  about  $2,000,000,000. 

So  I  conclude  my  remarks  on  this  lim- 
ited subject  by  saying:  Yes,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  is  saving  us  $100,000,000 
by  this  directive.  It  could  be  saving  us 
twice  or  three  times  that  amount  and  at 
the  same  time  make  our  military  organ- 
izations more  effective  because  it  will 
take  generals  and  admirals,  captains  and 
colonels  away  from  the  problems  of 
roasting  and  distributing  coffee  and  put 
them  back  to  wrestling  with  military 
problems,  in  which  field  they  have  re- 
ceived their  training. 

This  is  only  one  wee  beginning.  There 
are  at  least  100  fields  where  other  $100,- 
000.000  can  be  saved.  That  is  SlO.OOo!- 
000.000.  This  would  enable  us  to  balance 
the  budget  and  reduce  taxes. 


CoMpnoixai  Oxmbax.  or 

Untted  States, 
Washinffton,  D.  C,  January  M.  1953. 
Hon.  Hexbzrt  C.  Bomnek,  Chairman. 

Inter-Governmental  Relations   Subcom- 
mittee.    Committee    on    Government 
Operations,  House  of  Representatives. 
Mr  Deak  Me.  Chaibman  :  Further  reference 
is  made  to  your  letter  of  November  34,  1953, 
acknowledged  December  4,  requesting  a  deci- 
sion as  to  the  legality  of  the  sale  of  Oovern- 
ment-manufacttired  coffee  through  military 
exchanges,  commissaries,  etc.,   to  personnel 
without  the  inclusion  of  all  direct  and  In- 
direct costs. 

On  October  1.  1953.  the  Munitions  Board 
issued  a  staff  ref)ort  on  coffee  roasting  oper- 
ations of  the  Department  of  Defense  which, 
among  other  things,  shows  the  costs  Included 
in  the  sale  prices  of  coffee  by  each  of  the  serv- 
ices under  the  Department  of  Defense.  Since 
It  is  understood  that  a  copy  of  that  report 
was  furnished  to  you.  It  is  not  believed 
necessary  to  repeat  here  any  portion  thereof. 
Of  course,  as  disclosed  in  the  excerpts  of 
testimony  before  your  committee,  which 
were  attached  to  your  letter,  certain  indirect 
costs  In  the  coffee-roasting  operations  are 
not  included  in  the  sales  price  to  the  com- 
missaries and  post  exchanges.  As  indicated 
in  your  letter,  this  conceivably  might  be  con- 
sidered as  violating  at  least  the  spirit  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1874  (5  U.  8.  C. 
71)  and  section  1765,  Revised  Statutes  (5 
U.  8.  C.  70).  prohibiting  generally  the  receipt 
by  Federal  personnel  of  additional  compen- 
sation in  any  form  whatever. 

It  consistently  has  been  the  view  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  that.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  specific  statutory  authority,  the 
providing  of  benefits  and  advantages  to  cer- 
tain classes  of  personnel  at  public  expense 
without  reimbursement  therefor  Is  not  au- 
thorized. See  the  special  report  dated 
August  10.  1949.  B-45101,  of  this  Office  to  the 
Congress  on  the  improper  handling  of  certain 
funds  received  primarily  from  revenue-pro- 
ducing activities.  As  stated  in  that  report, 
section  3  of  article  IV  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  provides.  In  effect,  that 
only  the  Congress  shall  have  the  power  to 
dispose  of  and  to  make  all  needful  rules 
and  regulations  re.sjjecting  the  property  be- 
longing to  the  United  States  and  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  in  Roval 
Indemnity  Company  v.  United  States  (313 
U.  S.  389.  394).  citing  that  constitutional 
provision  said: 

'•Power  to  release  or  otherwise  dispose 
of  the  rights  and  property  of  the  United 
States  Is  lodged  In  the  Congress  by  the  Con- 
stitution •  •  •  subordinate  officers  of 
the  United  States  are  without  that  power, 
save  only  as  it  has  been  conferred  upon  them 
by  act  of  Congress  or  is  to  be  Implied  from 
other  powers  so  granted." 

No  statutory  authority  has  been  found  for 
the  sale  of  coffee  roasted  in  Government- 
owned  plants  to  the  commissaries  and  post 
exchanges  at  prices  insufficient  to  recover 
all  direct  and  feasibly  ascertained  indirect 
costs.  In  fact,  the  aforementioned  staff  re- 
port states  that  the  only  statutory  authority 
relied  upon  by  the  Department  of  £>efense 
for  even  operating  the  roasting  plants  is  the 
reference  thereto  in  annual  appropriation 
acts,  the  only  one  in  the  case  of  the  Army 
being  the  one  for  the  fiscal  year  1913  (37 
Stat.  569.  578),  and  as  to  the  Navy  the  ap- 
propriation acts  for  the  naval  service  be- 
ginning with  the  fiscal  year  1858  (11  Stat. 
243,  244). 

In  answer  to  your  specific  question.  It  is 
the  view  of  this  office  that  there  is  no  legal 
basis  for  the  sale  of  Government-manufac- 
tured coffee  through  exchanges  to  personnel 
without  the  Inclusion  of  all  direct  and  indi- 
rect costs. 

Sincerely  yours. 

B.     L.     PiSHEH. 

Acting  Comptroller  General 

©/  the  United  States. 


I>KI>ARTMENT    OF    DeFCMSK, 

OmcK  or  Px^Lic   IwroRMATTOKr, 
Washington.  D.  C,  January  6.  195.1. 

DisTUBtmoN  or  MiLrrAKT  Coftke  Consoli- 
dated BT   MUNmONS   BOASD 

Provisions  for  the  ultimate  consolidation 
and  cross-servicing  of  all  military  coffee 
roasting  and  supply  have  been  included  in 
a  Department  of  Defense  directive,  the  Mu- 
nitions Board  announced  today. 

The  directive  authorizes  continued  opera- 
tion under  their  present  control  of  four  re- 
gional coffee-roasting  plants  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and 
Air  Force  facilities  in  each  of  four  areas.  It 
also  provides  for  the  phasing  out  of  two 
plants  now  In  use  and  the  termination  of 
Army  contracts  for  the  conunerclal  roasting 
of  military  coffee  as  green-bean  inventories 
are  consumed. 

Plants  to  be  continued  are  maintained  at 
the  Naval  Supply  Facility.  Brookl3ri3,  N.  T., 
to  supply  military  Installations  In  the  North- 
east: the  Army  General  Depot,  Atlanta.  Ga.. 
for  the  Southeast  area;  the  Naval  Supply 
Center.  Oakland.  Calif.,  for  the  Southwest 
area:  and  the  Auburn  General  Depot  plant 
of  the  Army,  Seattle,  Wash.,  for  the  North- 
west. 

The  plants  at  the  Army  Quartermaster 
Depot.  Chicago.  111.,  and  the  United  Stateit 
Marine  Corps  Depot.  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  will 
be  discontinued  as  inventory  stocks  are  de- 
pleted. 

The  phasing  out  of  the  plants  to  be  dis- 
continued and  the  commercial  roasting  con- 
tracts should  be  completed  within  a  year, 
the  Munitions  Board  estimates. 

On  the  basis  of  current  military  coffee 
consumption  In  the  United  States,  the  Board 
reckons  a  reduction  of  $50,000,000  in  green- 
bean  inventories  together  with  parallel  sav- 
ings in  storage  space  and  personnel  costs. 

In  addition  to  central  unified  storage. 
roasting  and  distribution  of  coffee,  the  direc- 
tive also  requires  that  all  processed  coffee, 
except  that  destined  for  nearby  installations. 
be  vacuum  packed  to  maintain  freshness, 
and  that  shipments  be  made  in  carload  or 
trucklond  lots.  Insofar  as  possible,  directly 
to  the  using  facility. 

Liaison  will  be  established  between  In- 
ventory control  units  at  the  operating  plant* 
and  the  single-service  Army  purchasing  of- 
fice to  assure  maximum  exercise  of  Judgment 
in  accepting  or  rejecting  bids  on  green 
coffee. 

Green-bean  inventories  at  each  of  the 
plants  will  not  exceed  120  days  of  expected 
demand  and  will  be  stored  at  the  using  plant 
to  the  maximum  extent  possible. 

Green  coffee  purchased  for  roasting  over- 
seas will  continue  to  be  shipped  to  the  maxi- 
mum extent  possible,  direct  to  ports  of  em- 
barkation or  to  overseas  consumers. 

Contracts  for  the  direct  shipment  of  green 
coffee  to  overseas  areas  from  South  American 
ports  are  already  in  effect.  Likewise,  the 
transfer  of  green-coffee  stocks  from  depots 
to  the  four  principal  operating  plants  has 
been  undertaken. 

A  temporary  committee,  with  representa- 
tion from  each  military  department,  with  a 
staff  member  of  the  Munitions  Board  as 
chairman,  is  being  set  up  to  facilitate  put- 
tins  the  directive  into  effect  and  to  develop 
details  of  interservice  supply  support. 

Regulations  of  the  various  services  and 
Interservice  agreements  formulated  under 
tl\e  directive  mu.st  be  submitted  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Munitions  Board  by  April 
30,  1953. 

The  details  of  the  directive  were  worked 
out  with  Industry  through  the  National  Cof- 
fee Association. 

The  directive  on  the  roasting  and  distribu- 
tion of  coffee  is  the  result  of  the  first  Muni- 
tions Board  study  undertaken  in  the  supply 
systems  study  project,  which  project  is  "to 
develop  and  recommend  such  changes  to 
existing     orgaiHzf.tlon.    policies.     Btand;'rds, 
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and  procsdures  governing  the  supply  opera- 
tions within  the  Department  of  Defenae  aa 
will  maintain  or  increaae  military  effecttve- 
neaa  and  pnoduoe  tbe  optimum  ettctency 
and  economy  of  these  supply  operatloos  from 
tiie  inlUal  requirements  and  resources  plan- 
nlog  stage  to  final  consumption  or  other  dls- 
poaltioo." 

Review  of  previous  studies  of  subsistence 
supply  systems  Indicated  that  tbe  coffee 
roasting  operations  of  the  military  depart- 
ments repreaented  an  area  ta  which  eoono- 
mles  oould  be  achieved  t>y  the  further  de- 
velopment of  cross,  oommon,  or  Joint  servic- 
ing agreements  to  reduce  crosshauUng  of 
the  green  and  roasted  product. 

NovKicBn  24.  1952. 

Hon.   LiNDSAT  C.  WAXKEIf. 

The   Comptroller   General   of  the 
United  States. 

WoBtUngton,  D.  C. 
Attention:    Mr.   Lyl*   FUher.  Qenenl 
Counsel. 

DMAS  Ma.  Wsnof :  On  August  15-36,  196a. 
the  Inter-Governmental  Relations  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations held  hearings  at  Oakland  and  Ban 
Francisco,  Calif.,  with  respect  to  the  opera- 
tion of  coffee  roasting  plants  by  tbe  military 
departments. 

During  the  heartosi  It  developed  that 
coffee  roasted  in  Goveriunent-owned  plants 
is  sold  through  military  exchanges,  com- 
missaries, etc.  R  was  also  testified  that  the 
coffee  may  not  be  sold  by  the  roasting  plants 
to  the  exchanges  at  a  price  that  includes  aU 
direct  and  indirect  costs  to  the  Ctovernment. 
and  consequently  the  final  seUing  price  to 
military  personnel  may  be  leas  than  the  total 
cost  to  tbe  Oovemment.  If  so,  this,  of 
course,  constitutes  a  subsidy  or  a  salary  dif- 
ferential for  tbe  benefactors  of  the  system. 

Tou  wUI  note  from  attached  excerpts  of 
testimony  that  Rear  Admiral  Boyar  states 
that  this  n»tbod  of  oostlnK  stems  from  tbe 
fact  "In  tbe  approprlaSlan  act  vw  only  make 
direct  chargea  against  the  appropriation. 
Depreciation  Is  an  Indlreet  daarge,  and  that 
Is  handled  in  a  spertal  appropriation  where 
we  go  up  to  Congress  and  ask  for  money  for 
new  machinery." 

It,  therefore,  seems  to  be  tbe  posltlOD  that 
coffee  costs  to  the  exchanges  can  oaly 
amount  to  tbs  direct  charges  agalnat  ear- 
rent  operating  appropr  iatlons. 

Tou  will  also  note  that  coffee  manufa^ 
tiuers  complain  that  Oovemaacnt-manufao- 
tured  ooffee  Is  sccnetlmes  sold  through  es- 
ehanges  for  a  price  that  Is  less  than  the  cost 
of  tbe  green  bean.  We  have  not  bad  Mm  time 
to  verify  this  point. 

Tour  decision  as  to  the  legality  of  the  aale 
of  Oovernment-manufactured  ooOee  ttarough 
exchanges  to  personnel  without  tbe  Inclusion 
of  all  direct  and  Indirect  costs  will  be  ap- 
preciated. 

Sincerely  yotirs, 

C.  BomrxB, 

OMRfWMfl. 


TEre;  ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaicer,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  10  mtrwifces  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarlcB. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objeetton  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  those  who  came  here  for  the 
flrst  time  in  January  of  this  year  are  en- 
titled to  a  great  deal  of  credit  because 
they  have  attended  the  House  sessions 
so  often  and  stayed  here  so  long  to  lifiten 
to  some  of  these  talks. 


Tbe  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Curtis]  has  been  on  the  Bonner  sub- 
committee. Do  not  forget,  my  Republi- 
can colleagues,  that  the  majority  of  that 
committee  has  been  Democrats.  The 
majority  came  from  over  on  that  side. 
Their  party  has  been  tn  power  here  for 
about  20  years.  Their  party  is  respon- 
sible to  a  large  extent  for  the  situation 
which  exists.  The  gentlemen  are  en- 
titled to  credit,  together  with  others  in 
the  other  body,  for  bringing  the  facts 
which  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
IBdr.  Curtis]  referred  to  our  attention, 
because  without  their  aid — and  let  me 
repeat,  they  have  had  control  of  these 
committees  and  directed  the  activities  of 
these  committees — we  would  not  have 
had  these  facts. 

The  situation  is  this.  It  has  grown  so 
bad  that,  conscientious  as  they  are,  and 
having  the  welfare  of  this  country  at 
heart,  they  cannot  take  it  any  more. 
Now  it  is  up  to  us  whether  we  follow 
through. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFB4AN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BONNER.  May  I  say  this  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  who  win  be 
chairman  of  the  full  committee 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    Maybe. 

Mr.  BONNER.  In  all  fairness,  this 
has  not  been  a  political  investigation. 
The  Republican  members  of  this  com- 
mittee have  been  most  fair.  We  are 
looking  into  something  that  Is  not  a 
political  matter.  It  is  something  ttiat 
has  grown  up  in  the  armed  services.  It 
is  Bcmething  that  has  been  brought  to 
pass  by  the  failure  of  the  Congress  itself 
in  writing  tbe  Unificatkm  Act  to  spdl  out 
just  what  Congress  meant. 

General  'Eisenhower  was  a  splendid 
witness  iiefore  oar  committee. 

He  is  on  record  with  respect  to  cer- 
tain things.  This  is  something  that  aU 
of  us  should  get  together  and  do.  It  is 
something  that  I  do  not  think  is  political. 
The  incoming  Secretary  of  Defense 
should  go  into  this  matt^  at  once  and 
carry  out  a  great  many  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  this  subcommittee,  to- 
gether with  the  recommendations  that 
General  Eisenhower  made  to  this  sub- 
committee, when  he  said  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defease  had  the  authority  to 
correct  these  troubles.  The  recommen- 
dations of  the  retiring  Secretary  of  De- 
fense to  the  President  is  in  keeping  with 
the  r^pni  ^w|i»r>4^ti/^na  of  the  Bonner 
ooramittee. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  He  was 
right  about  that 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  am  going  to  work 
with  the  gentleman  and  bis  administra- 
tion to  do  constructive  work.  I  will 
criticize  only  when  I  think  it  is  not  be- 
ing done.  This  is  something  that  goes 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  question  of  who 
heads  up  the  Department  of  Defense. 
The  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  the  proMem  in 
their  hands  today.  The  Munitions 
Board  has  been  improved  by  the  work  of 
our  subcommittee.  The  gentleman  and 
his  party  can  carry  on  toe  work  and 
bring  about  a  great  tmproveraent,  with- 
out going  into  any  political  ai^le.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  for  the  major 
time  in  which  the  Democrate  have  been 


In  power  a  Republican  has  been  Secre- 
tary of  Defense. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman  in  that  there  is  no 
political  aspect  to  the  thing  at  alL  It  is 
just  the  saving  of  the  dollars  we  all  have 
to  contribute.  If  the  gentlemen  on  that 
side  will  go  along  with  the  Republican 
leadership  in  the  plans  we  have  in  mind 
as  faithfully  and  as  often  as  we  did  with 
you  when  you  had  a  real  issue,  we  will  be 
very  grateful  and  we  will  be  successful. 
We  just  ask  that  that  be  done. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Cer- 
tainly, I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
leader. 

Mr.  McCORMACEL  I  was  Just  going 
to  ask  what  plans  you  have  in  mind.  I 
was  thinking  of  the  Reorganization  Act, 
which  exjrires  shortly,  and  which 
extension  I  shall  support.  I  want  it 
understood  that  I  do  not  take  one  posi- 
tion when  the  Democrats  are  in  control 
and  another  when  the  Republicans  are 
in  control.  I  shall  support  the  recom- 
mendation as  vigorously  as  possible  in 
giving  the  new  President  the  powers  to 
reorganise  the  executive  branches  of  the 
Oovemment.  If  I  had  my  way  I  would 
return  to  him  the  two-body  veto  instead 
of  the  one-body  veto  that  we  put  through 
and  thus  give  the  President  real  power 
to  do  it.  What  is  the  position  of  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan, 
on  that  question? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes,  now 
the  gentleman  knows  where  I  stand.  He 
thinks  he  has  me  over  a  barrel.  I  would 
iwt  give  to  a  Republican  President  one 
bit  of  power  which  I  woiUd  not  give  to 
a  Democratic  President.  That  is,  so  far 
as  the  powers  are  oonoemed  which  the 
C(Nistitatlon  reserves  to  the  Congress. 
Now,  I  will  tell  you  where  I  stand.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  basic  reorganization  law 
because  the  Constitution  expressly 
states — the  first  15  words  tn  the  Con- 
stitution state  that  the  legislative  power 
Is  granted  to  the  Congress  <A  the  United 
States.  Not  a  word  of  authority  to  legto- 
late  is  given  to  the  President.  There  is 
no  reason  that  I  can  see  for  that  pro- 
cedure and  I  think  it  is  unconstitutional 
for  this  Congress  to  follow  a  procedure 
which  enables  a  I^esident,  and  I  do  not 
care  who  may  be  the  President — enables 
a  President  under  the  name  of  a  plan  to 
send  down  a  Mil,  and  provide  that  that 
bill  shall  become  a  law  of  the  land  un- 
less one  House  of  the  Congress,  at  as  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  wovOd 
have  it,  both  Houses  veto  it.  It  reverses 
the  constitutional  procedure.  The  only 
reason  we  ever  did  it  was  because  we 
were  too  indolmt,  too  indcdent  I  repeat. 
to  assume  the  task  ourselves.  Now,  the 
President  can  send  down  his  recommen- 
xlatioDs  and  I  have  no  doubt,  that  In 
spite  of  any  protests  that  I  or  anyone  in 
this  House  can  make,  the  power  of  the 
President  to  send  down  reorganizatioa 
plans  will  be  continued  beyond  March  31. 
and  if  they  are  continued  and  tbe  Presi- 
dent does  send  down  a  worth-while  irian, 
I  shall  support  that,  of  course.  Just  as 
I  did  some  oi  the  plans  sent  down  by 
President  lYuman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Win  the  gentle- 
oan  yield  farther? 
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Mr.   HOFFMAN   of   Michigan.     The 
gentleman  thinks  he  has  me  over  a  po- 
UUcal  barrel. 
Mr.  McCXDRMACK.    Oh,  no. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    He  does 
not  know  my  district  or  my  people. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Now  that  is  un- 
kind. 

Mr.  HOFFBiAN  of  Michigan.  That  is 
Just  off  on  the  side. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    That  is  impugn- 
ing the  honesty  of  my  motives. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    No.  no. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    My  motives  are 
pure. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  never 
have  questioned,  I  never  will  question 
the  gentleman's  motives. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  My  friend,  my 
dear  friend,  knows  I  might  disagree  but 
I  would  never  impugn  his  motives  and 
he  should  not  impugn  my  motives. 

Mr.  HOFFB4AN  of  Michigan.  I  will 
withdraw  that  if  the  gentleman  does  not 
like  my  language — though  I  in  no  man- 
ner question  his  motives.  All  the  gen- 
tleman is  doing  is  Just  sticking  a  political 
pin  in  me. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Not  even  that. 
If  you  have  trouble  in  your  committee, 
I  will  support  you.  you  know  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  You  al- 
ways have  on  matters  of  procedure  whers 
a  practice  or  custom  had  been  estab- 
lished. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Wait  a  minute, 
I  have  a  code  I  follow.  I  recognize  the 
leadership.  Even  if  I  may  disagree;  with 
the  leadership,  I  am  backing  the  lead- 
ership on  your  side  on  organization 
matters. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  may 
need  it,  too.  next  week  if  I  am  lucky 
enough  to  get  on  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  what  re- 
sponsible leadership  should  do,  and  we 
do  It.  But' coming  back  to  the  other  ob- 
servation, and  I  know  the  gentleman's 
position  to  be  sincere  and  I  respect  him 
for  It 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  have 
heard  that  many  times  before. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  are  not  dele- 
gating legislative  power  when  we  give 
the  President  authority  to  reorganize 
when  we  prescribe  proper  legislative 
standards  to  follow  and  that  is  done.  My 
only  observation,  and  the  only  reason  I 
am  asking  the  question  is  to  show  that 
we  Democrats  in  this  little  technical  mi- 
nority position  that  we  occupy — minority 
only  in  name  and  not  in  fact — as  I  say, 
I  want  to  show  that  we  Democrats  are 
going  to  be  a  constructive  influence  and 
that  on  many  occasions  when  President- 
elect Eisenhower,  after  he  becomes  Presi- 
dent, makes  recommendations  which  are 
In  the  best  interests  of  the  counti-y  that 

the  Democrats  will  save  him 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Will 
do  what?    What  is  that? 

Mr.    McCORMACK.     We    Democrats 
will  save  him  from  his  own  party,  or  at 
least  save  him  from  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  his  own  party. 
Mr.  HOnMAN  of  Michigan.     What 

do  you  think  about  that?    Of  all  the 

that  sounds  like  H.  s.  Truman 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  This  is  one  illus- 
tration where  the  chairman  of  a  com- 


mittee In  good  faith  Is  opposed  to  a 
recommendation  which  will  come  from 
President-elect  Eisenhower,  that  is 
which  will  come  up  from  President 
Eisenhower  after  he  is  inaugurated,  and 
we  Democrats  will  support  President 
Eisenhower. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  hope 
that  has  been  taken  down,  and  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  remember  that.  And  I 
sure  will  call  that  to  the  gentleman's  at- 
tention to  that  statement  the  first  time 
he  Jumps  the  fence,  all  right  enough. 
Remember  one  of  these  last  reorganiza- 
tion bills  on  the  Internal  Revenue  De- 
partment where  we  warned  the  gentle- 
man that  if  that  went  through,  and  Mr. 
Tiuman  got  the  authority,  he  would  do 
Just  exactly  what  he  did — he  took  over 
a  lot  of  the  career  positions  in  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  and  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. He  took  over  those  jobs  and 
those  positions  and  gave  them  to  poli- 
ticians. Reform,  economy,  efficiency? 
Nonsense.  Political  plunder  was  what  it 
was.  It  was  simple,  but  it  was  not  pure. 
It  was  just  exactly  what  some  of  us  ex- 
pected. What  they  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  doing  all  during  the  last  two 
sessions  of  Congress  has  been  to  take  the 
Hoover  label  and  pin  it  on  every  quack 
political  remedy  that  the  President  or 
any  of  his  advisers  could  think  of.  and 
then  come  down  here  and  offer  it  in  the 
Interest  of  good  government.  I  do  not 
want  any  more  of  that  kind  of  dope  sent 

down  here.    I  will  tell  the  gentleman 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  three  additional  minutes  so 
that  I  may  talk  about  what  I  came  to  the 
well  to  speak  on. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    What  I 
got  up  to  say  was  this :  That  the  Bonner 
subcommittee  has  pointed  the  way  to 
savings,  the  way  by  which  we  can  cut  the 
appropriation  bills.    It  Is  a  fine  thins  for 
a  committee  to  do  what  the  Bonner  sub- 
committee did — call  attention  to  those 
places  where  there  is  waste  and  unneces- 
sary expenditure.     Make  recommenda- 
tions which.  If  adopted,  will  give  us  effi- 
ciency and  cost  less.    But  every  member 
of  that  committee  will,  I  think,  tell  you 
that  we  will  never  get  anywhere  as  long 
as  we  support  these  appropriation  bills 
as  they  come  in.     We  will  have  to  rely 
upon  the  chairman  of  our  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Taber). 
and  others,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  CtJRTis).  when  they  offer  amend- 
ments, and  then  follow  through. 

May  I  repeat  that  statement?  Just  as 
long  as  we  vote  the  money,  provide  the 
funds,  present  practices  will  bring  about 
waste  and  extravagance.  Both  will 
continue. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
Mr.  MEADER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  the  nub  of  the  question  about  cutting 
the  fat  out  of  appropriaUon  bills.  It  can 
be  done  only  by  work  like  the  Bonner 


committee  has  done,  showlnrj  the  areas 
where  the  waste  is.  I  would  like  to  quote 
the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Pearson  be- 
fore the  committee: 

The  task  of  Installation  of  business  meth- 
ods, like  accounting  In  the  Army,  Is  a  tre- 
mendous task.  We  are  a  hundred  years  be- 
hind business,  or  certainly  50  years  behind 
business  in  that  respect. 

I  would  also  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  statement  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  Mr.  John.son,  In  which  he 
takes  the  same  position  that  the  Bonner 
committee  took,  that  is,  that  the  Army. 
the  Navy,  or  any  other  military  service' 
has  no  busine.ss  engaging  in  commercial- 
type  operations.  If  they  were  elimi- 
nated, a  lot  of  money  could  be  saved. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  agree 
with  you.  but  they  pay  no  attention  to 
what  we  say.  Our  only  remedy  is  to  send 
some  of  these  appropriation  bills  back 
to  committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Ume  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  has  again 
expired. 


ELECTION  TO  MEMBERSHIP  ON 
STAflDING  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  HALLECK  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  tH.  Res.  80).  which  I  send  to 
the  de.sk  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be,  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  standing  committees  of 
the   House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Appropriations:  John  Taber 
(chairman).  New  York;  Richard  B.  Wiggles- 
worth.  Massachusetts:  Ben  F.  Jeraen.  Iowa; 
H.  Carl  Andersen.  Minnesota:  Walt  Horan. 
Washington;  Gordon  Canfleld.  New  Jersey; 
Ivor  D.  Fenton.  Pennsylvania;  John  Phillips, 
California;  Errett  P.  Scrlvner.  Kansas;  Fred- 
eric R  Coudert.  Jr.,  New  York;  Ciitt  Cleven- 
gcr,  Ohio;  Earl  Wilson.  Indiana;  Norrls  Cot- 
ton. New  Hampshire;  Glenn  R.  Davis,  Wla- 
consln;  Benjamin  P.  James.  Pennsylvania; 
Gerald  R.  Ford.  Jr.,  Michigan:  Fred  E.  Bvia- 
bey.  Illinois:  Edward  T.  Miller.  Maryland- 
Charles  W.  Vursell,  Illinois;  T.  Millet  Hand 
II.  New  Jersey;  Harold  C.  Ostertag,  New  York- 
Allan  Oakley  Hunter,  California;  Prank  T. 
Bow,  Ohio;  Hamer  H.  Budge,  Idaho:  Charlea 
R.  Jonas,  North  Carolina;  Otto  Knieger 
North  Dakota;  Roman  Hruska.  Nebraska- 
Sam  Coon,  Oregon:  Melvln  R.  Laird,  Wlacon- 
Bln;  Elford  A.  Cederberg,  Michigan. 

Committee  on  House  Administration:  Karl 
M.  LeCompte  (chairman),  Iowa;  C.  W 
(Runt)  Bishop.  Illinois;  Charlea  A.  Halleck' 
Indiana:  Albert  P.  Morano.  Connecticut-  Paul 
F.  Schenck.  Ohio;  Joseph  L.  Carrigg  Penn- 
sylvania; Robert  D.  Harrison.  Nebraska- 
Robert  J.  Corbett.  Pennsylvania;  John  b'. 
Bennett.  Michigan;  William  K.  Van  Pelt  Wis- 
consin; Patrfck  J.  Hillings.  California-'  Wil- 
liam C.  Cole,  Missouri;   Gordon  H.  Soberer, 

Committee  on  Rules:  Leo  E.  Allen  (chair- 
man), IlUndls;  Clarence  J.  Brown.  Ohio- 
Harris  Ellsworth,  Oregon;  Henry  J.  Latham', 
New  York;  Hugh  D  Scutt,  Jr..  Pennsylvania; 
Donald  W.  Nicholson.  MassachusetU;  J. 
Edgar  Chenoweth,  Colorado;  B.  Carroll  Reece. 
Tennessee. 

Conmrlttee  on  Ways  and  Means:  Daniel  A. 
Reed  (chairman).  New  York;  Thomas  A. 
Jenkins,  Ohio;  Richard  M.  Simpson.  Penn- 
sylvania; Robert  \W.  Kean,  New  Jersey;  Carl 
T.  Curtis.  Nebraska;  Noah  M.  Mason.  Illinois; 
Thomas  E.  Martin.  Iowa;  Hal  Holmes.  Wash- 
ington; John  W.  Byrnes.  Wisconsin;  Angler 
L.  Goodwin.  Ma.-jsachusetts:  Antoni  N.  Sad- 
lak,  Connecticut,  Howard  H.  Baker.  Tennes- 
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see;    Thomas  B.  Curtis,  Missouri;  Victor  A. 
Knox,  Michigan;  James  B.  Utt.  California. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ELECTION  OP  MINORITY  MEMBERS 
OF  COMMITTEE  ON  WAYS  AND 
MEANS 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  81)  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of 
the  House  of  Representatives:  Jere  Cooper, 
Tennessee;  J*hn  D.  Dingell.  Michigan;  Wil- 
bur D.  Mills,  Arkansas;  Noble  J.  Gregory, 
Kentucky;  A.  Sidney  Camp.  Georgia;  Aime 
J.  Forand.  Rhode  Island;  Herman  P.  Eber- 
harter,  Pennsylvania;  Cecil  R.  King.  Cali- 
fornia; Tliomas  J.  O'Brien.  Illinois;  Halo 
Boggs,  Louisiana. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


MINORITY  MEMBERSHIP  OP  STAND- 
ING COMMITTEES 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  82)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  standing  committees 
of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Appropriations:  Clarence 
Cannon,  Missouri;  George  H.  Mahon.  Texas: 
Harry  R.  Sheppard,  California;  Albert 
Thomas.  Texas:  Michael  J.  Kirwan,  Ohio; 
W.  F.  Norrell,  Arkansas;  Jamie  L.  Whltten. 
Mississippi;  George  W.  Andrews,  Alabama; 
John  J.  Rooney,  New  York;  J.  Vaughan  Gary. 
Virginia;  John  E.  Fogarty,  Rhode  Island; 
Robert  L.  F.  Slkes,  Florida;  Antonio  M. 
Fernandez,  New  Mexico;  Prince  H.  Preston. 
Jr..  Georgia;  Otto  B.  Passman,  Louisiana; 
Louis  C.  Rabaut.  Michigan;  Sidney  R.  Yates, 
Illinois:  Fred  MarshaU.  Minnesota;  John  J. 
Riley,  South  Carolina;  Alfred  D.  Slemlnskl. 
New  Jersey. 

Committee  on  House  Administration: 
Thomas  B.  Stanley.  Virginia;  Omar  Burle- 
son, Texas;  Charles  B.  Deane,  North  Caro- 
lina; Edward  8.  Oarmatx,  Maryland,  Ken 
Regan,  Texas;  James  W.  Trimble,  Arkansas. 

Committee  on  Rules:  Howard  W.  Smith. 
Virginia;  William  M.  Colmer,  Mississippi; 
Ray  J.  Madden.  Indiana;  John  E.  Lyle,  Jr , 
Texas. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PERMISSION  TO  COMMITTEE  ON 
APPROPRIATIONS  TO  SIT  DURING 
SESSIONS  OP  HOUSE 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  83)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations and  the  subcommittees  thereof 
be  authorized  to  sit  during  sessions  and  re- 
cesses of  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 
Mr.  HALLECK.     Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask 

unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 

adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 

noon  on  Friday  next. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 

Indiana? 
There  was  no  objection. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent  i>ermlssion  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Shelley  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
clipping. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  in  three  instances  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Sutton. 

Ii«r.  Gavin  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Jenkins  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  Hyde  and  to  include  an  editorial 
with  regard  to  Senator  Beall. 

Mr.  Latham  and  to  include  extraneous 
material,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
it  will  exceed  two  pages  of  the  Record 
and  is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to 
cost  $280. 

Mr.  Ostertag. 

Mr.  Brothill  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial with  regard  to  Representative 
Smith  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Seelt -Brown. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  it  will  exceed  two 
pages  of  the  record  and  is  estimated  by 
the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $189. 

Mr.  Yorty  In  five  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Elliott  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Vursell  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Howell. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  12  o'clock  and  59  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  pursuant  to  its  previous  order, 
adjourned  until  Friday,  January  IS. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

328.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  a 
letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legisla- 
tion entitled  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lennie  P.  Riggs.  James  A.  Carson,  and 
Vernon  L.  Ransom"  was  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H.  R.  1706.  A  bUl  to  expedite  admission  of 
certain  adopted  children  of  American  citl- 
sens;  to  Uie  Committee  of  tbe  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  1707.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  issuance 
of  300.000  special  nonquota  immigration 
visas  to  certain  refugees,  persons  of  German 
ethnic  origin,  and  natives  of  Italy.  Greece, 
and  the  Netherlands,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ANGELL: 
H.  R.  1708.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  H  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  old-age 
and  other  monthly  Insurance  bsneflts  shall 
be  payable  at  age  60  in  lieu  of  at  age  85.  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1709.  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  a  minimum 
average  monthly  wage  of  $100  for  purpoess 
of  computing  the  amount  of  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  benefits;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  COLMER: 
H.  R.  1710.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for 
more  effective  evaluation  of  the  fiscal  re- 
quirements of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  R.  1711.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use.  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1712.  A  bill  to  provide  automobile* 
for  veterans  of  World  War  I  who  are  entitled 
to  compensation  for  the  loss  of  use  of  one 
or  both  legs,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1713.  A  blU  to  provide  for  an  ad 
valorem  duty  on  the  importation  of  shrimp; 
to  the  Committee  cm  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H.  R.  1714.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon 
clalnu  of  customs  officers  and  employees  to 
extra  ccxnpenaation  for  Sunday,  holiday,  and 
overtime  services  performed  after  August  31, 
1931  and  not  heretofore  paid  in  accordance 
with  existing  law;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DOLLIVER: 
H.  R.  1715.  A  bUl  to  punUh  the  use  of  In- 
terstate  commerce   In   furtherance   of   con- 
spiracies to  commit  organized  crime  offenses 
against   any   of   the   several   States;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KNGLE: 
H.  R.  1716.  A  bUI  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  the  Central  Valley  peoj- 
ect,  California,  to  the  State  of  California  or 
an  agency  thereof;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  GROSS: 
H.  R.  1717.  A  bUl  to  Incorporate  the  Legion 
of   Guardsmen;    to  the  Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVTTS: 
H.  R.  1718.  A  bill  to  provide  that  an  indi- 
vidual who  is  entitled  to  a  monthly  insur- 
ance benefit  under  title  II  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  shaU  not  be  deprived  of  that  benefit 
because  of  work  performed  by  him  or  by  the 
person  on  whose  wage  record  that  benefit 
Is  based;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1719.  A  bill  to  provide  an  additional 
income-tax  exemption  to  certain  physlcaUy 
handicapped  individuals;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MULTEB: 
H.  R.  1720.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  with  respect  to  the 
meaning  of  "outside  salesman";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 


:*Tr 


390 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


if--    ' 


Bir^  ! 


flii 


'it 


.    it;   ■ 

Mi . 

m 

1  •' 


fi. 


1^ 


in 


January  14, 


By  Ur.  RADWAN: 
H.R.  1721.  A  bin  to  correct  Inequities  In 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  by  allowing  credit  for  prior  service  In  the 
Armed  Forces;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  REAMS: 
H.  R.  1722.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Standard 
Time  Act  of  March  19,  1918,  so  as  to  {M-ovlde 
that  standard  time  shall  be  the  measure  of 
time  for  all  purposes  and  to  establish  day- 
liSbt-savlng  time  throughout  all  time  zones; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  REGAN: 
H.  R.  1723.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  acqui- 
sition by  the  United  States  of  the  remain- 
ing non-Pederal  lands  within  Big  Bend  Na- 
tional Park,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  1724.  A  bin  to  provide  relief  for  vet- 
erans erroneously  required  to  reimburse  the 
United    States    for    overpayment    on    their 
adjusted -service  certificates;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1«?25.  A  bni  to  grant  additional  in- 
come tax  exemptions  and  deductions  to  tax- 
payers who  are  permanently  disabled,  and  to 
allow  additional  income  tax  exemptions  to 
taxpayers  supporting  dependents  who  are 
permanently  disabled;  to  tht  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ROBERTS: 
H.  R.  172fl.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
transportation  of  persons  shall  not  apply  to 
transportation  by  air  of  servicemen  who  have 
been  ordered  to  duty  outside  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1727.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  facilities  for  experi- 
ments in  underground  gasification  of  coal 
and  lignite,  oil  shale,  and  other  carbonaceous 
deposits  to  promote  the  national  defense  and 
increase  the  energy  and  chemical  resources 
of  the  Nation;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1738.  A  blU  providing  for  the  Insur- 
ttnee,  by  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration, of  membership  share  balances  in 
Federal  credit  unions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H.  R.  1729.  A  bUl  to  Increase  the  income  tax 
exemptions.  Including  the  additional  exemp- 
tion for  old  age  or  blindness,  from  teoo  to 
$1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request) : 
H.  R.  1730.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  furnishing 
transportation  In  Government-owned  auto- 
motive vehicles  for  employees  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  at  field  stations  in  the 
aboence  of  adequate  public  or  private  trans- 
portation;   to  the   Committee  on   Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H.  R.  1731.  A  bin  for  the  creation  of  a  Com- 
mission on  Congressional  Salaries,   and   for 
other  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  CivU  Service. 
By  Mr.  BAYLOR: 
H.  R.  1733.  A  bill  to  provide  a  method  for 
the  advancement  of  certain  sutwtltute  rural 
carriers  in  the  poetal  field  service  to  the  posi- 
tion of  regiUar  rural  carrier;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  1733.  A   bin    to   regulate    the   repay- 
ment  of   certain   advances   made   to   public 
agencies  for  the  construction  of  public  works; 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SUTTON: 
H.  R.  1734.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  refund  of 
the  Federal  tax  paid  on  gasoline,  where  the 
gaaol^e  Is  destroyed  by  fire  or  other  casualty 
whllCiMld  for  resale  by  a  Jobber,  wholesaler, 
or  retail  dealer;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Meano. 


By  Mr.  TBAGUE: 
H.  R.  1735.  A  bni  to  correct  Inequities  in 
the  grade  classifications  of  certain  employees 
in  the  postal  field  service  who  have  not  bene- 
fited by  the  grade  eliminations  or  upgradlngs 
heretofore  provided  by  law;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  R.  1736.  A  bill  to  provide  that  railroad 
employees  may  retire  on  a  full  annuity  at 
age  60  or  after  serving  30  years;  to  provide 
that  such  annuity  for  any  month  shall  be 
not  less  than  one-half  of  the  individual's 
average  monthly  compensation  for  the  5 
years  of  highest  earnings;  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  1737.  A  bin  to  provide  for  a  25  per- 
cent increase  in  the  annuities  and  pensions 
payable  to  railroad  employees  and  to  their 
survivors;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and    Foreign   CorSmerco. 

H  R.  1738.  A   bin    to   amend   the   Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  so  as 
to  provide  full  annultlee,  at  compensation  of 
half  salary  or  wages  based  on  the  five  highest 
years  of  earnings,  for  individuals  who  have 
completed    35   years   of   service   or   have    at- 
tained the  ag3  of  60;   to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate   and   Foreign   Commerce. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  1739.  A  bill  to  provide  fo-  the  nat- 
uralization of  pyersons  serving  In  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  after  June  24, 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  1740.  A  bill   to  provide  for  the   gra- 
tuitous  distribution   of   dally  copies   of   the 
CoNGKf^siONAL  Record  to  former  Members  of 
Congress;    to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.R.  1741.  A  bin  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  benefits  shall  be  In- 
creased proportionately  with  Increases  in  the 
per  capita  Income  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  ComTnittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1742.  A  bill  to  provide  that  informa- 
tion concerning  applicants  for  and  recipients 
of  public  assistance  under  any  State  plan 
^proved  under  the  Social  Security  Act  shall 
be  restricted  to  purposes  directly  connected 
with  the  administration  of  assistance  under 
the  plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  YORTY: 
H.  R.  1743.  A  bin  to  provide  that  no  suit 
against  a  State  may  be  commenced  or  main- 
tained on  behalf  of  the  United  Statee  with- 
out the  consent  of  such  State,  except  with 
prior  congressional  authorization;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1744.  A  bin  to  provide  that  each 
member  of  the  bar  of  the  highest  court  of 
a  State  or  of  a  Federal  court  shall  be  eligible 
to  practice  before  all  administrative  agen- 
cies;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1745.  A  bin  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government  and  to  be  admitted  Into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
State:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

H.  R.  1746.  A  bni  to  provide  for  the  admis- 
sion of  Alaska  into  the  Union;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1747.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  preference  primaries  for 
nomination  of  .candidates  for  President  and 
Vict  President;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

H.  R.  1748.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  as  to  reduce  the  amount  of  the 
deductions  which  may  be  made  on  account 
of  outside  income  from  the  benefits  payable 
to  certain  Individuals  thereunder;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1749.  A  bni  to  grant  preference  to 
disabled  veterans  of  World  War  II  in  making 
homestead  entry  on  public  lands;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


By  Mr    KORAN: 

H.R  1776.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Columbia 
Interstate   Commission,   and  for   other   pur- 
poses;   to  the   Committee   on  Public   Works. 
By  Mr    WICKERSHAM: 

H.  J.  Res.  138.  Joint  recolutlon  providing 
for  continuation  of  the  emergency  hay  pro- 
gram of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  un- 
til Aprn  30.  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

By  Mr    KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  Con.  Res.  21.  Concurrent    reoolutlon    to 
create  the  Joint  Committee  on  Extraordinary 
Methods  of  Protecting  the  National  Security; 
to  the  Committee  en  Rules. 
By  Mr.  YATES: 

H.  Res.  84.  Resolution  providing  for  a  Se- 
lect Committee  on  Problems  of  the  Aging; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    ADDON IZIO: 

H.  Res  85.  Resolution  expressing  the  sense 
of    the    House    of    Representatives    favoring 
the   revision    of    the    Immigration    and    Na- 
tionality Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    CELLER: 

H.  Res.  86.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  conduct 
studies  In  the  conduct  of  hearings  before 
committees  of  the  Hou.Te  of  Representatives; 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Rules. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  re.soluticns  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr    BUCKLEY; 
H  R.  1750.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Mar- 
chlllo  Serdl;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    COLMER: 

H  R.  1751.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  WlUlam 

Brewer;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1752.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  wnilam 

Robert  DeGrafft;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  '^ 

By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  ininols: 
H.  R.  1753.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marlgo 
Th.  Tslpoura;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.    DINGELL: 
H  R,  1754    A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Dr. 
Manousos  A.   Petrohelos;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.   DONOVAN: 
H.  R.  1755.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theresa 
Mire  Plantonl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R.  1756.  A  bill  to  stay  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Eugene  de  Thacsy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FRAZIER: 
H.  R.  1757.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Danuta 
Krystyna  Reszke-Blrk;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1758  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rachmiel 
Kaw?r  and  Ida  Kuwer  (nee  Grodner);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1759  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ester 
Andreasen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  GUBSER: 
H  R   1760    A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Erna 
Szlllnsky   Baker;    to  the   Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 

H.R  1761  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pierlno 
Pavese;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1762.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sugako 
Nakal;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   HELLER: 
H.  R.  1763.    A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Kurt 
Grossman;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HILLINGS  (by  request)  : 
H  R  1764.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ian 
McKay  Valentine;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H  R  1765.     A    bin    for    the    relief   of   Mrs. 
Daisy  M.  Soros,    to    the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 
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H  R  17M.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Olacomo 
Gtacopelll  and  Antonina  GiaoopeUl;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1767.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  the  alien 
Hanna  Florian  Suiner;  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary.         

By  Mr.  HUNTER: 

H.  R.  1768.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Louise  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1706.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Oscar  F. 
Brown;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEARNEY: 

H  R.  1770.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  IsabeHa 
Carbone:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 

H  R.  1771.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Slavko 
Nikola  BJelaJac;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LATHAM: 

H  R.  1772.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Ken- 
neth R.  Klelnman;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1773.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Anne  de  Carvallo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1774.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Wurmser;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1775.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Stanislaw 
Monseu,  Maria  Monseu,  and  their  minor 
children;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1777.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kurt 
Erwln  Levy;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R.  1778.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pasquale 
Dl  Scala;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1779.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alessan- 
dro,  Carmela,  Pasqualina,  Massimo,  and  Ml- 
chele  D'Antonlo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  BCr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 

H  R.  1780.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
F.  Shea;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  nnnola: 
H.R.  1781.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marlgo 
Th.  Tslpoura;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1782,  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi 
Wolf  Zolmen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   OSMSRS: 
H.  R.  1783.  A   bin    for    the  relief   of   Ivan 
Orbln;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H  R.  1784.  A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Rlto 
BoUa;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   ROBERTS: 
H.R.  1785.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Herman 
E.  Mosley;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H  R.  1786.  A   bni   for   the   relief   of  Lynn 
Jordan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1787.  A    biU   for  the   relief   of   Dario 
Del  Basso;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  1788.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Luceri,  also  known  as  Sister  Cecilia;  Maria 
De  Padova,  also  known  as  Sister  Roeanna; 
Anna  Santoro,  also  known  as  Sister  Nata- 
llna;  Valentlna  Ruffoni,  also  known  as  Sis- 
ter Severlna;  Cosima  Russo,  also  known  as 
Sister  Carmellna;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H.R.  1789.  A  bill  for  the  renef  of  Julian 
Kanla;  to  the  C<Mnmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    SCHERER: 

H.  R.  1791.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Johanna   Antonla   Stelnhaus;    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  8HKPPARO: 

H.  R.  1791.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Choi 
Suk  Jin;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1792.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  erf  Lee  Lai 
Ha;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1793.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Robwt 
Julius  MacGavln  and  famUy;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mrs.   SUUJVAN: 
H.  R.  1794.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Yee  Kee 
Lam;  to  the  Comnrittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  1796.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helena 
Shoetenko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   WIER: 
H.  R.  179«.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Jlmy 
Okuda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETmONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII, 
16.  The  SPEAKER  presented  a  petition  of 
L.  M.  Anderson,  Jr..  and  many  other  resi- 
dents of  Tampa,  Fla.,  propoeing  that  finan- 
cial support  be  withdrawn  from  the  United 
Nations  unless  assiuance  is  given  that  the 
United  Nations  and  agencies  do  not  remain 
a  base  for  espionage  and  subversion,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 
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SENATE 

Frid.w,  January  16, 1953 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  -Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Our  Father  God,  sis  for  this  moment 
we  look  away  from  waiting  tasks  to  Thee, 
Thou  Judge  of  all  men.  strip  us  of  our 
illusions,  chasten  us  for  our  willful  blind- 
ness, cleanse  our  hearts,  capture  our 
wills,  clarify  our  minds.  With  the  drab 
duty  of  common  days  illumined  and 
made  glorious  by  the  light  within,  lead 
us  in  the  paths  of  righteousness,  for  Thy 
name's  sake.  With  Thy  benediction 
may  we  face  the  toil  of  this  day  with 
honest  dealing  and  clear  thinking,  with 
hatred  of  all  hypocrisy,  deceit,  and  sham, 
and  in  the  knowledge  that  all  great  and 
noble  service  in  this  world  is  based  on 
gentleness  and  patience.  We  ask  it  in 
that  Name  which  is  above  every  name. 
Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday,  Jan- 
uary 13,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  20)  mak- 
ing January  20,  1953,  a  holiday  for  Fed- 
eral employees,  field  service  postal 
employees,  and  employees  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  in  the  metropolitan  area  of 
the  District  of  Columbia. 


COMMITTEE      MEETINGS      DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Cask,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Coounittee  on  the  Dis- 


trict of  Columbia  was  authorized  to  meet 
at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon,  for  purposes 
of  organization,  during  the  session  of  the 
Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Capkhart,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  was  authorized 
to  meet  this  afternoon  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Dirksmt,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  subcommittees 
of  the  Committees  on  Government  Oper- 
ations were  authorized  to  meet  this 
afternoon  during  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate. 


APPOINTMENT  ,  OF  DELEGATES 
FROM  THE  SENATE  TO  THE  IN- 
TERNA-nONAL  WHEAT  AGREE- 
MENT ADVISORY  GROUP 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  been  asked  to  appoint  dele- 
gates from  the  Senate  to  the  Interna- 
tional Wheat  Agreement  Advisory  Group. 
The  Chair  has  consulted  with  the  chair- 
man of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
[Mr.  WiLiY],  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  (Mr. 
Aiken],  and  with  himself,  so  to  speak, 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. The  Chair  will  then  ap- 
point from  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Langxs  1  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette];  from  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota IMr.  Thye]  and  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson];  and 
from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aikem]  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
IMr.  Ellkndeb]. 


THE  ECONOMIC  REPORT  OP  THE 
PRESIDENT— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  33) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read.  and.  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  referred  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report: 

The  White  House, 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  14. 1953. 
The  honorable   the  Pkesident  of  the 

Senate. 
The  honorable  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 
Sirs:  I  am  presenting  herewith  my 
economic  report  to  the  Congress,  as  re- 
quired under  the  Employment  Act  of 
1946. 

In  preparing  this  report,  I  have  had 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers,  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  heads  of  independent 
agencies. 

Together  with  this  report,  I  am  trans- 
mitting a  report,  the  Annual  Economic 
Review,  January  1953,  prepared  for  me 
by  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers  in 
accordance  with  section  4  (c)  (2)  of  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946. 
Respectfully, 

Harry  S.  TRintAN. 
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REPORT  OP  DNTTED  STATES  CIVIL 
SERVICE  COBflynSSION— MESSAGE 
FI%OM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  transmitting  herewith  the  Sixty- 
ninth  Annual  Report  of  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission.  This 
report  covers  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952. 

Harry  S.  Truman, 
The  Whtte  Hottse.  January  16, 1953. 

Note:  The  report  was  transmitted  to 
the  House  of  Representatives. 


REPORT  OF  NATIONAL  SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION  —  MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  64) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Piirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  507.  Eighty-first  Congress,  I  trans- 
mit herewith  the  Second  Annual  Report 
of  the  National  Science  Foundation. 

Harry  S.  TRxmcAN, 
The  Whtte  House.  January  16. 1953. 


REPORT  ON  THE  MUTUAL  SECU- 
RITY PROGRAM— MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  44) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying 
report,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

(For  Presidents  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  today.) 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 

RKPOtT    ON    INTZXNATIONAI,    iNrOUHATION    AND 
EOUCATIONAI.    EXCHANGK   PEOGRAM 

A  letter  from  the  Seigretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  iaw.  a  report  on  the 
International  Information  and  Educational 
Exchange  Program,  for  the  period  January 
1  to  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Report  on  UNmn  States  CoNrmiBtmoNs  to 
Intxsmational  Ohganizations  (H  Doc  No 
63) 

A  letter  froQi  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  United 
States  contributions  to  international  organi- 
sations, for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

RzFOBT  CM  Disposal  or  Cxstain  Pboperty  bt 
Stats  Defabtment 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pxursuant  to  law.  a  report  on  the 
administration  of  surplus  property  credit 
agreements,  foreign  policy  guidance  to  other 
exectttlv*    agenclee.    disposal    of    industrial 


equipment  allocated  to  the  United  States  as 
German  reparations  and  disposal  of  foreign 
excess  property  owned  by  or  in  the  custody 
of  the  Department  of  State,  for  the  jserlod 
January  1,  1950,  through  June  30,  1962  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Refokt  of  Secsbtast  or  the  TaxAStntr 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
the  finances  of  the  Federal  Government,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Relizt  or  Certain  EImpi-otees  or  Treastjrt 
Department 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  for  the  relief  of  certain  employees 
of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  who, 
while  In  the  course  of  their  ofllclal  duties, 
suffered  losses  for  personal  property  by  reason 
of  war  conditions  and  whoce  claims  for  such 
losses  have  been  considered  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  the 
recommendation  of  a  Treasury  Claim  Board 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Amendment  of  Narcotic  Drugs  Import  and 
Expo.1T  Act.  and  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
Relating  to  Claritication  or  Classifica- 
tion or  Narcotic  Drugs 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  amend  section  1  (a)  of  the 
Narcotic  Drugs  Import  and  Export  Act,  and 
sections  2550  (a),  2558  (b),  and  3220  of  the 
Internal  Revenire  Code,  to  clarify  the  classi- 
fication of  narcotic  drugs  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

INCRXASE  IN  Pes  Diem  Allowance  or  Agents 
Assigned  To  Protbct  the  President 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  authorize  an  Increase  in  the 
per  diem  allowance  of  agents  assigned  to  the 
protection  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper):  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Safett  or  Lite  and  Property  at  Sea 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  provide  for  greater  safety  of 
life  and  property  at  sea  by  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe  rules 
for  the  loading,  stowage  and  securing  of 
grain  and  other  similar  bulk  cargoes  (with 
an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Administrative    Expenses    in    Treasury 
Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  authorize  certain  administra- 
tive expenses  In  the  Treasury  Department. 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompany- 
ing paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Report    on     Professional     and     Scientific 
PosmoNs  Established  in  Depaktmxnt  or 

DErSNSE 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  cov- 
ering the  professional  and  sclentlflc  posi- 
tions established  in  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, for  the  calendar  year  ended  December 
31,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Snake  River  Reclamation  Project 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
to  authorize  the  construction,  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  initial  phase  of  the 
Snake  River  reclamaUon  project  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior   (with  accompanying 
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papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

TXMPORAXT    Admissions    Into    the    United 
States  or  Certain  Alien  Seamen 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  an  order 
of  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization,  dated  April  30,  1951. 
authorizing  the  temporary  admission  into 
the  United  States,  for  shore  leave  purposes 
only,  of  certain  alien  seamen  (with  accom- 
panying papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Proposed  TEANsrsB  bt  Navt  Depaitmbnt  o» 
Naval  Retriever  Boat  to  Town  or  MiL- 
roRD.  Conn. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  rejxjrtlng,  pursuant  to  law,  that 
the  town  of  Milford,  Conn.,  had  requested 
the  Navy  Department  to  transfer  one  42-foot 
retriever  boat  for  use  In  rescue  and  patrol 
work;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serrlcea. 
Report  on  Flight  Pay  for  Certain  Naval 
AND  Marine  Officers 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  the  number  of 
officers  above  the  rank  of  major  in  the  Army 
or  lieutenant  commander  In  the  Navy  with 
the  average  monthly  flight  pay  authorized 
by  law.  for  the  6-month  period  preceding 
January  9,  1953;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Report  or  Secxetakt  or  Commerce 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  his  report  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  by  Department 
or  Labor 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on 
tort  claims  paid  by  the  Department  of  La- 
bor, for  the  calendar  year  ended  December 
31,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  or  Rural  ELXcTRincATioif 
Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  4aw. 
a  report  of  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  for  the  tlscU 
year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

Report  or  Farm  Credtt  ADMiNisTSATioif 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Report  or  Federal  Crop  Insurancs 
Corporation 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cor- 
poration, for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on   Agriculture   and   Forestry. 

Report  on  Disposal  or  Foreign  Excess 
Property 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  disposal  of  foreign  excess  prop- 
erty, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

Report    on    Conservation    and    Use    of 
Agricultural  Land  Resources 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  of  operations,  expenditures  and 
obligations  under  the  SoU  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
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report):   to  the  Oommltt—  on  Agrleolttire 
and  Forestry. 

MiSBOOBi  Rivia  Bamok  ▲ancDLTDBai.  PaoosaK 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  ot 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  the 
request  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  a  let- 
ter of  comment  from  the  Department  of 
Commerce  on  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture's supplemental  report  to  the  Missouri 
River  Basin  agrlctiltural  program  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Agrlcult\ire  and  Forwtry. 

IiAWs  Enacted  bt  Municipal  Couxcn.  or 
ST.  Cxoa.  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  purstiant  to  law. 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Crolz,  V.  L  (with  accompany- 
ing papers):  to  the  Oommittee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Mrs.  Pxnnix  P.  Rioos  rr  ai,. 
A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Pennle  P.  Rlggs.  James 
A.  Carson,  and  Vernon  L.  Ransom  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


Rsrosr  or  UmrcD  Statss  Masmiiz 

AOlUmSTSATIOK 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  and  Its  opera- 
tions under  section  217  of  the  Merchant  Ma- 
rine Act  of  1936  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Bkpobt  or  LnuuBiAM  or  Concasas 
A  letter  from  the  Librarian  of  Congress, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  his  report 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  SO.  1952.  to- 
gether with  a  set  of  the  Quarterly  Journal 
of  Current  Acquisitions  (with  accompanying 
documents) ;  to  the  Oommittee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

RxroKT  or  Dieectos  or  Sblectivx  Besvicb 
A  letter  from  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  his 
report  of  the  operations  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  up  to  June  30,  1963  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Oommittee  on 
Armed  Services. 

RxposT  or  FcmaAi.  Commumicstiomb 

OOMMISSIOM 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of  that  Commis- 
sion for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1962 
(with  an  acoompisnytng  report) ;  to  ths  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  oh  FItino  Pat  bt  United  States 
Aa  Force 
A  letter  from  the  Director.  Legislation  and 
LlaUon,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  the  annual  fiylng 
pay  report  of  the  United  States  Air  Force, 
for  the  period  March  1.  1952.  to  August  31, 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Pboslbms  or  Economic  DDiatsE 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Mutual 
Defense  Assistance  Control  Act.  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  operations  un- 
der that  act.  for  the  period  July  24,  1962. 
through  December  31.  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report):  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

Report  on  Land  AcQuismoirs 

A  letter  from  the  Executive  Ofllcer.  Na- 
tional Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commis- 
sion. Washington.  D.  C,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  report  on  land  acquisitions 
by  thf  t  Commission,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30.  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port): to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 


AXSOITAOTICaL  RSSBASCR 

A  letter  from  the  Director.  National  Ad- 
Tlaory  Oommittee  for  Aeronautics.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  promote  the  national 
defense  by  authorising  the  construction  of 
aeronautical  research  faoilltles  and  the  ac- 
quislUon  of  land  by  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the 
effective  prosecution  of  aeronautical  research 
(with  an  accampanylBLg  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Servloes. 

Rspost    on   Cebtain   Contracts   Neootiated 

BT  THE  OoABT  OUAKO 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Commandant, 
United  States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on  contracts  nego- 
tiated for  experimental,  developmental  or  re- 
search work  executed  by  the  Coast  Guard, 
for  the  period  July  1.  1952.  to  December  31. 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

RcpoBT  or  Oeoscctown  Basce.  Dock,  Blb- 
VATOB  *  Railway  Co. 
A  letter  from  Frederick  8.  Hill,  of  the  firm 
of  Steptoe  and  Johnson,  attorneys  at  law, 
Washington.  D.  C.  transmltUng,  purstiant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Georgetown  Barge,  Dock. 
Elevator  &  Railway  Co..  for  the  year  end- 
ed December  31,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report) :  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Audit  Report  oh  Pdtuee  Fasmees  or  Aicebica 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Future  Farmers  of  America, 
Washington,  D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  an  audit  report  on  the  Future  Farmers 
of  America  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952,  and  an  audit  report  on  the  Future 
Farmers  Supply  Service,  for  the  calendar 
year  1952  (with  accompcmylng  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8in>PLBaCKNTAST    RSPOST    OF    WAS    CLAIMS 
COMaOSBIOM 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman  and  members 
of  the  War  Claims  Commission,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law.  a  supplementary  re- 
port of  that  Commission  on  war  claims  aris- 
ing out  of  World  War  II  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Rkstoration  and  Maimtbnance  of  U.  S.  S. 

"OONSTITDTIiON"    AND    DZSPOBITION    OF    CBI- 

TAiN  Other  Vbsskls 

A  letter  from  the  Ctoneral  Cotmsel.  Ofllce 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.'  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legUlatlon  to  provide  for 
the  restoration  and  maintenance  of  the 
U.  S.  S.  Constitution  and  to  authorize  the  dis- 
position of  the  U.  S.  S.  Constellation,  U.  S.  S. 
Hartford.  U.  S.  S.  Ol]fmpia.  and  U.  S.  S.  Ore- 
gon, and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper):  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MINNESOTA 
CHIPPEWA  TRIBAL  COUNCIL- 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
•  in  the  Rkcord  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
tribal  executive  committee  of  the  Min- 
nesota Chippewa  Tribal  Council,  Red 
Lake  Band,  Cass  Lake,  Minn.,  calling 
upon  the  Congress  for  certain  appropria- 
tions. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribal 
Council  has  the  mant^ement  of  tribal  prop- 
erty and  business  of  all  Chippewa  Indians  In 


MlnnesoU  except  Uie  Red  Lake  Ban<l.  and 
over  the  years  lias  been  giren  additional 
duties  by  thr  D^>artment  of  Indian  Affairs 
and  has  thereby  expended  large  amounu  of 
lU  funds  thereby  relieving  the  Government 
of  considerable  expense  required  to  main- 
tain the  Department:  and 

Whereas  our  funds  are  now  almost  ex- 
hausted at  a  time  when  addlUonal  serrlces 
are  required  to  aid  and  encourage  our  mem- 
bers to  earn  a  Uvelihood;  and 

Whereas  it  is  Important  that  we  make 
available  for  rental  many  lake  frontages  by 
the  construction  of  roads  and  clearings,  and 
otherwise  develop  our  properties,  all  of 
which  can  furnish  work  and  income  to  our 
people:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  we  request  the  Congress  to 
appropriate  fimds  to  be  used  by  us  for  the 
following  purposes: 

1.  »30,000— this  sum  to  be  expended 
through  a  period  of  five  (6)  years  In  the  pay- 
ment of  mileage  of  the  Tribal  XxecuUve 
Committee  after  which  time  the  Tribe  ex- 
pects to  be  in  a  position  to  meet  its  own  ex- 
penses from  various  incomes,  such  aa  leases 
rentals,  etc.  ' 

a.  »70,0OO— this  sum  to  be  used  to  de- 
velop our  lake  frontages  and  other  prop- 
erties; be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  the  Indian  Office  with  a  re- 
quest for  their  assistance  In  this  proposed 
appropriation,  and  that  copies  also  be  sent 
to  our  Congressmen  and  their  aid  enlisted. 

Ed.  M.  Wilson. 

Chairman,  Tribal  Executive  Committee, 
Minnesota  Chippeipa  Tribe. 


IMPROVEMENT  OP  HARBOR,  SHE- 
BOYGAN. WIS.— RESOLUTION  OP 
COMMON  COUNCIL  OP  SHEBOY- 
GAN 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
recently  received  from  Mr.  J.  E.  Leb- 
erman,  city  clerk  of  Sheboygan.  Wis.,  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  common  coun- 
cil of  that  fine  city  urging  congressional 
participation  in  the  improvement  and 
extension  of  the  local  harbor  project.  I 
send  this  resolution  to  the  desk  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  Record  and  be  thereafter  appro- 
priately referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reso- 
lution was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcoro,  as  follows: 

Whereas  since  1949  the  city  of  Sheboygan, 
Wis.,  Jointly  with  the  Sheboygan  Associa- 
tion of  Commerce,  supported  by  the  whole- 
hearted cooperation  of  local  industry,  or- 
ganized labor,  commercial  and  civic  groups, 
has  sought  Federal  participation  in  the  im- 
provement and  extension  of  local  harbor 
project;  and 

Whereas  the  continuity  of  Interest  and 
effort  is  motivated  by  awareness  that  such 
program,  economically  justifiable,  is  of  ur- 
gent need  to  local  Industry  to  permit  oper- 
ations in  competition  with  like  establish- 
ments more  favorably  situated;  and 

Whereas  despite  the  handicaps  and  diffi- 
culties now  existing,  last  year's  use  of  the 
harbor  for  water  shipments  of  lumber,  stone, 
clay,  coal,  as  well  as  fishing  operations,  ctunu- 
lated  the  evidence  that  this  port  is  In- 
creasing in  importance  and  vital  necessity 
to  the  area;   and 

Whereas  the  Sheboygan  Harbor  project  wlU 
be  subject  to  congressional  action  In  the 
current  year,  having  been  submitted  with 
a  favorable  report  to  the  House  Committee 
on  Public  Works:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  mofor  and  Common  Coun- 
cil of  the  Citjf  of  ShebOfgan.  That  by  and 
through  adopttoo  of  this  resotattoo.  we.  as 
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reinvsentaMTCfl  of  the  community  organiza- 
tions and  IndiTldxials,  having  concern  in 
the  Bucceasful  promotion  of  the  harbor  pro- 
gram, reaOrm  the  keen  continuing  aware- 
ness and  concern  of  having  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  participate  in  the  local  project  and 
to  extend  the  eager  willingness  of  all  in- 
terested parties  to  cooperate  with  congres- 
sional representatives  and  committees  in 
their  study  of  the  matter;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  city  cleric  is  directed 
to  certify  copies  hereof  to  OEoaci:  Doirorato, 
cliairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic WorlES.  as  well  as  to  Congressman  Wn.- 
LUM  K.  Vam  Pxlt.  Senator  Alkxandxr  Wilet, 
and  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCaxthy. 


PARTIAL  REPORT  OP  AN  INVESTI- 
GATION Oi-  ATTORNEY  AND 
OTHER  CONTRACTS  WITH  THE 
INDIANS  (S.  REPT.  NO.  8) 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  sub- 
mitted a  partial  report  on  an  investiga- 
tion of  attorney  and  other  contracts  with 
the  Indians,  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed,  together  with  the  individual 
views  of  Senator  Lxhman. 


PRINTING  OP  REVIEW  OP  REPORT 
ON  THE  COLUMBIA  RIVER  BE- 
TWEEN CHINOOK,  WASH..  AND 
HEAD  OP  SAND  ISLAND  (S.  DOC. 
NO.  8) 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  I  sub- 
mit a  report  requested  by  committee 
resolution  on  June  1, 1948.  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army,  being  a  review  of 
report  on  the  Columbia  River  between 
Chinook,  Wash.,  and  the  Head  of  Sand 
Island,  and  I  request  that  it  be  printed  as 
a  Senate  document,  with  illustrations, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CAPKHART: 
S.  470.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Julia  Ann 
Smith:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S.  471.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  by  clarifying  the  definition 
of  "employee,"  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  CAPEfiART   (for  himself.  Mr. 

Johnson   of^  Colorado.   Mr.  Jennf.r, 

Mr.   Matbank,   Mr.   Robertson,    Mr. 

Douglas,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Bricker.  Mr. 

Williams,  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  Martin, 

Mr.  Saltonstall,  and  Mr.  Frear)  : 

S.  472.  A  bill  to  amend  section  403  (b)   of 

the  Civil   Aeronautics  Act  of   1938  so  a.s   to 

permit  the  granting  of  free  or  reduced-rate 

transportation   to   ministers   of   religion:    to 

the   Committee   on   Interstate    and   Foreign 

Commerce. 

By  Mr.   ORISWOLD   (for  himself,  Mr. 

Butler    of    Nebraska,    Mr.    Barrj.tt, 

Mr.  Carlson,  Mr.  Case.  Mr.  Gillette' 

Mr.    HiCKENLOOPKR,    Mr.    Hunt.    Mr! 

Johnson    of    Colorado,   Mr.    Mundt, 

and  Mr.  Schoeppel  i  : 

S.  473.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Defense  Pro- 

fiuctlon  Act  of  1960,  as  amended,  to  prohibit 

the  grading  of  livestock  and  to  remove  price 


ceilings   from  livestock;    to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Griswolo  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.    ROBERTSON: 
8.474.  A     bill     for    the    relief    of    Maria 
Yutriago;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 
S.  475.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National  Hous- 
ing Act,  ap  amended;   to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currencv. 

By  Mr,  FERGUSON: 
S.  476.  A    bill   to   grunt   successii^n    to    the 
W^ar  Damage  Corporation;   to  the  Committee 
ou  Banking  and  Currency. 

S.  477,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Palmer-Bee 
Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
S.  478.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide 
permanent  price  support  for  outs,  rye,  and 
barley  at  90  percent  of  parity,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  A'<riculture  and  Forestry. 

a,  479,  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Frank 
McLaughlin  Countryman;   and 

S.  480.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tryfon 
Papageorge;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG    (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Russell  i  : 
S.  481.  A    bill   to    amend    the    ABrrlcultural 
Act   of    1949.    a.s    amended,    so    as    to   extend 
for   three   additional   years   the   requirement 
that  prices  of  basic  agricultural  commodities 
be  supported  at  90  percent  of  parity:  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr    CLEMENTS: 
S.  482.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Tokuda; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  MILLIKIN: 
S.  483.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Miss  Elvira 
Bortolln;    to    the    Committee    on    the    Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr,    MILLIKIN    (for    himself    and 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado)  : 
S,  484.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  J.  Don  Alex- 
ander;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GOLDWATER  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Hayden  )  : 
S.  485.  A    bill    to    terminate    Federal    dls- 
crlmlnatlon.s  against  the  Indians  of  Arizona; 
to   the  Conunitiee   on  Interior   and   Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    ELLENDER: 
S.  486.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Che  Kil  Bok: 
t  J  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S.  487.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  E)r.  Theodore 
A.  Balourda.s;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    MAGNUSON: 
S.  488.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Georj^e  Tnke- 
hara;    to   the   Committee   on    the   Judlciarv 
By  Mr   BUSH: 
S.  489.  A    bin    to    direct    the    Secretary    of 
the    Army    to    convey    certain    land    located 
In    Windsor    Locks,    Conn,,    to    the    State    of 
Connecticut;    to    the    Committee   on    Arn^ed 
Services. 

S.  490.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Relgl: 

S.  491.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Dlmltrl 
Alexandrovich  Afonsky; 

S.  492.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Scott- 
Wood;    and 

S.  493.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Tin?- 
Ho  Tan,  Patricia  Woo  Tan,  and  Edward 
Hung-Chl  Tan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS : 

S.  494.  A  bin  to  permit  deduction  for 
income-tax  purposes  of  certain  e.xpenses  In- 
curred by  widows  In  providing  care  for  their 
children  while  they  are  at  work;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

(See  the  remark.s    .  Mr.  Smather.1  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr    HENNINGS: 

S.  495.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Yee  Kee 
Lam;  and 


8.496.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Samson 
Sol  Plores  and  his  wile,  the  former  Cecelia 
T.  Tolentlno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  497.  A  bin  providing  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  highway  and  appurtenances  thereto, 
traversing  the  Mlsbl.sslppt  Valley;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hennincs  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear   under  a  separate   heading  ) 

By  Mr   HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr, 
Goldwater  I  : 

S  498  A  bill  to  authorize  nn  agreement 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  for 
the  Joint  operation  and  maintenance  by  the 
International  Boundary  and  Water  Commis- 
sion, United  States  and  Mexico,  of  the  No- 
gales  sanitation  project,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions 

S  499  A  hill  to  promote  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  Papam)  Tribe  of  Indians  and  a  better 
utilization  of  the  resources  of  the  Papago 
"TYibe.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    I-.\NGER 

S  .SOO  A  bin  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  TraJllc  .Act.  1925.  so  as  to  requlr» 
that  motor  vehicles  operated  lor  pleasure 
purpo.se8  In  the  District  of  Colun>bla  by 
minors  licens>ed  to  drive  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  carry  emblems  or  devices 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  motor 
vehicles  are  bein^  oj)erated  by  minors:  to 
the  Committee  t)n  the  District  of  Columbia. 

S  .':oi  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
.'■ct  of  August  24.  1912.  as  amended,  with 
respect  to  the  recot/uitlon  of  organizations 
oi  postal  and  Federal  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

S  502  A  bin  lor  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Mar- 
garet h  Weigand; 

S  503  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gerdlna  Jose- 
phlna   Van   Dellt; 

S.  504.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Wllhelm 
Fiitz  Rathjeii.'^: 

S  505  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  John  T. 
MacMullen; 

S  .506.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Horst  F.  W. 
Dlttmar  and  Helnz-Erik  Dlttmar: 

.s  507  A  bill  i(ir  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eleanor 
Emllle  Nell; 

S  508  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Theo- 
dor  Ex:  and 

S  509  A  bill  to  confer  JurUdlctlon  upon 
the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  claims 
of  customs  officers  and  employees  to  extra 
compensation  for  Sunday,  holiday,  and  over- 
time services  performed  after  August  31. 
1931,  and  not  heretofore  paid  m  accordance 
with  existing  law,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr    Langer  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bills,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading  > 
By    Mr     DIRKSEN : 

S  510.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  moving-picture  theater; 

S  511.  A  bin  to  establish  a  Commission 
on  the  Public  Debt  of  the  United  States;  and 

S  512.  A  bill  to  amend  the  penalty  provi- 
sions applicable  to  |>er.s(,ns  convicted  of  vlo- 
latins;  certain  narcotic  laws,  and  for  other 
purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S.  513.  A  bill  for  the  »ellef  of  the  Lake 
States  EiiKlneerlng  Co  ; 

S  314  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  David 
Burk    (  Yuiaka  Iwao  i ; 

S  515.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ami  Kana- 
gakl  and  her  child; 

S.  516.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ronald  Lee 
Oenning; 

S  517,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  M.  Roman 
Decker: 

S.  518.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Marie 
Therese  De  Galzaln: 

S.  519.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephanla 
Ziet;ler   (Sister  BenitKti,  Anna  Hagel    iSlstei 
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Klara).     and     Theresla    Tupplnger     (Sister 
Romana) : 

8.520.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Ivan  8.  Aylesworth; 

8  521.  A  hill   to   amend   title   18.   United 
States  Code,  regarding  published  articles  and 
liroadcasts  by  foreign  agents; 
S.  522.  A   biU  for   the   relief  of  George  P. 

BuckmAn;  and  

S.  523.  A  bill  to  provide  for  extension  of 
terms  of  patents  where  the  use,  exploitation, 
or  promotion  thereof  was  prevented.  Im- 
paired, or  delayed  by  causes  due  to  war.  na- 
tional emergency,  or  other  causes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  524.  A  l>ill  to  authorise  the  release  of 
the  personnel  files  of  Federal  offlcers  and 
employees  to  congressional  committees  at  the 
request  of  such  offlcers  and  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serrice. 
8.  526.  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  (h)  of 
the  Natural  Oas  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By   Mr.  HXNDRICKSON    (for  himself. 
Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine.  Mr.  SMrni  of 
New  Jersey,  Mr.  Schokppix.  Mr.  Wil- 
UAMS,  Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  HicKXNuxtpn, 
Mr.   CARI.SON.  Mr.   Tobkt,   Mr.   Ives. 
and  Mr.  Saltonstall)  : 
8.  526.  A  bill  to  esUbllsh  a  National  Com- 
mission on  Intergovernmental  Relations;  to 
the  Committee  on  CtoTemment  Operations. 
(See  the  remarks  of  Mr,  Hcndricksom  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
imder  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  HsmMticKsoN)  : 
8.  527.  A  bill  to  provide  that  compensation 
of  a  Federal  officer  or  employee  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  8Ute  tax  only  in  the  State  where  he 
is  domiciled,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 
8.  528.  A  bin  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act 
approved  June  27.  1947  (61  Stat.  189);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MONRONKY  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Kku)  : 
8.  529.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  conveyance 
of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma  for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern  Oklahoma 
Agricultural  and  Mechanical  College  at  Wil- 
burton.  Okla.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
8  530.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of 
Winona;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 

8. 531.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  release  of 
water  from  the  Elephant  Butte  Reservoir. 
N.  Mex.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
ln.sular  Affairs. 

(See   the  remarks  of  Mr.  Anderson  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.   BKALL: 

8. 532.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Guigllo 
Squlllarl,  Mrs.'Barbero  Marglorina  Squillarl. 
Koaanna  Squillarl.  and  Eugenio  Squlllarl;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  533.  A  blU  to  provide  for  renewal  of  and 
adjustment  of  compensation  under  contracts 
for  carrying  mail  on  water  routes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 
S.  534.  A  bill  to  assure  to  aU  persons  within 
the  District  of  Columbia  fiill  and  equal 
rights  In  places  of  public  education,  accom- 
modation, resort,  entertainment,  and  amuse- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

( See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Moasx  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY  (for  himself,  Mr. 

DouoLAS,  Mr.  LXHitAM,  Mr.  Magntt- 

60N,    Mr.    MORSB,   Mr.    Mxtrxat,   Mr. 

Neelt,  and  Mr.  Pastore)  : 

S.  535.  A  bill  to  establish  a  (Commission  on 

Civil    Rights    in    the    Executive    Branch    of 

the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 


(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hukphxet  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.   HUMPHREY: 

8.536.  A  blU  to  authorln  grants  to  the 
States  for  public  elementary  and  secondary 
school  construction;   and 

8.  637.  A  bill  to  Improve  and  extend  the 
duration  of  Public  Law  874  of  the  Eighty- 
first  CTongress,  to  extend  the  period  during 
which  appropriations  may  be  made  to  pay 
entitlements  under  title  II  of  Public  Law 
815  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  to  provide 
temporary  supplenventary  aid  far  schools  in 
critical  defense  housing  areas,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HuifPHRXT  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr.   CAPEHART: 

8.  J.  Res.  21.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  proclaim  Octol>er  11,  1953,  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  conunemoratlon  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmir  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   LANOER: 

8.  J.  Res.  22.  Joint  resolution  to  designate 
the  lake  to  be  formed  by  the  waters  im- 
pounded by  the  Dickinson  Dam  In  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  as  "Edward  Arthur  Pat- 
terson Lake";  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 

8.  J.  Res.  23,  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  taxes  on  Incomes, 
inheritances,  and  gifts;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  PRAYERS  OP  FORMER  CHAP- 
LAIN OP  THE  SENATE.  REV.  PETER 
MARSHALL 

Mr.  BRICKER  submitted  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res. 
4).  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  and  bound  31.960  additional  copies 
of  Senate  Document  No.  86  of  the  Eighty- 
first  (Congress,  first  session,  the  prayers  of- 
fered by  the  Chaplain,  the  Reverend  Peter 
Marshall.  D.  D.,  at  the  opening  of  the  daily 
sessions  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
during  the  Eightieth  and  Eighty-first  (Con- 
gresses. 1947-49;  of  which  9.900  copies  shall 
be  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and  22,050  copies 
for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


INVESTIGATION   OP  DESERTIONS 
FROM  THE  ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  34) ,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices: 

Whereas  the  public  press  has  reported 
that  during  the  last  2  years  large  numbers 
of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  have  de- 
serted or  have  absented  themselves  from 
their  places  of  duty  without  leave,  and  that 
many  such  persons  remain  unapprehended; 
and 

Whereas  the  existence  of  an  abnormally 
high  rate  of  desertions  and  absences  without 
leave  from  the  Armed  Forces  would  seriously 
impair  the  military  effectiveness  of  such 
forces  and  threaten  the  success  of  the  na- 
tional defense  program :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  or  any  duly  authorized  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  a  full  and  complete  study  and  Inves- 


tigation to  determine  (a)  whether  there  has 
been  or  now  exists  an  abnormally  high  rate 
of  desertions  and  absences  without  leave 
from  the  Armed  Forces,  (b)  If  so.  the  causes 
which  have  produced  or  contributed  to  such 
condition,  and  (c)  what  remedial  legislation, 
if  any.  Is  necessary  or  desirable  for  the  elimi- 
nation of  any  such  causes.  The  committee 
shall  report  its  findings,  together  with  Its 
recommendations  for  such  legislation  as  it 
may  deem  advisable,  to  the  Senate  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date. 


ADDITIONAL  CLERICAL  ASSISTANTS 
FOR  COMMITTEE  ON  LABOR  AND 
PUBUC  WELFARE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Mureay)  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  37),  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  is  authorized,  until  other- 
wise provided  by  law,  to  employ  four  addi- 
tional clerical  assistants  to  be  paid  from  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  at  rates  of 
compensation  to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman 
in  accordance  with  section  202  (e)  as 
amended,  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946  and  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
4,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved  February  19, 
1947,  as  amended. 


COMMITTEE  ON  CONSUMER 
INTERESTS 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez] .  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Clements],  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Duff],  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
drickson],  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Jackson],  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KefauverJ.  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kjl- 
coRE],  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Langer],  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman],  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Macnuson],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield],  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray], 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Pastore],  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Payne],  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Saltonstall],  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobky],  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ken- 
nedy], and  myself,  I  send  to  the  desk  a 
Senate  resolution  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  38),  submitted 
by  Mr.  Gillette  (for  himself  and  other 
Senators) .  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  there  is  hereby  created  • 
select  committee  to  be  known  as  the  Com- 
mittee on  Consumer  Interests  and  to  consist 
of  13  Senators  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  of  whom  not  more 
than  seven  shall  be  of  the  same  political 
party,  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  date 
of  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  oonunittee 
to  study  and  survey  by  means  of  research 
and  Investigation  all  problems  affecting  con- 
sumer   Interests    In    the    present    national 
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emergency  and  to  obtain  all  facts  possible  In 
relation  thereto  which  wovild  not  only  be  of 
public  interest  but  which  would  aid  the  Con- 
gress in  enacting  remedial  legislation,  and  to 
report  to  the  Senate  from  time  to  time  the 
results  of  such  studies  and  surveys,  together 
with  its  recommendations.  No  proposed  leg- 
islation shall  be  referred  to  such  committee 
and  such  committee  shall  not  have  power  to 
report  by  bill  or  otherwise  have  legislative 
Jurisdiction. 

In  carrying  out  its  duties  the  committee 
shall  give  special  attention  to  prices  charged 
the  ultimate  consumer  for  food,  fuel,  and 
clothing  and  the  costs  and  methods  of  pro- 
ducing, processing,  and  distributing  these 
and  other  consumer  goods. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  resolution,  the 
conunlttee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  Eighty- 
third  and  succeeding  Congresses  at  such 
times  and  places,  whether  or  not  the  Senate 
Is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or  had  adjourned;  to 
employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such  techni- 
cal, clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems 
advisable;  and,  with  the  consent  of  the  head 
of  the  department  or  agency  concerned,  to 
borrow  from  Government  departments  and 
agencies  such  special  asslstan  s.  and  to  uti- 
lize the  services.  Information,  facilities,  and 
personnel  of  all  agencies  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government;  to  hold  such 
hearings;  to  require  the  attendance  of  such 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  books, 
papers,  and  documents;  and  to  take  such 
testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas  may  be  issued  under  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  any 
properly  designated  chairman  of  a  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  or  any  member  designated  by 
him,  and  may  be  served  by  any  person  des- 
ignated by  such  chairmen  or  member.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  or  any  member 
thereof  may  administer  oaths  to  witnesses. 
The  expenses  of  the  committee  under  this 
resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed  $ 
shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee. 


ALBEN  W.   BARKLEY.    VICE   PRESI- 
DEirr  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Ml'.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
and  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution"  for 
>*hich  I  request  immediate  consider- 
ation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  39).  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  thanks  of  the  Senate 
be,  and  they  are  hereby,  tendered  to  Hon. 
ALBEN  W.  Barklet.  President  of  the  Senate, 
for  the  courteous,  dignified,  and  impartial 
manner  w^'th  which  he  has  presided  over  its 
deliberations  during  his  term  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
Klad  to  offer  this  resolution.  I  do  it  most 
seriously,  with  a  desire  to  express  also 
my  personal  thanks  to  Vice  President 
Barkley  for  the  manner  in  wh'ch  he  has 
performed  the  duties  of  his  high  office. 
I  have  served  with  him  here  for  14  years, 
during  a  portion  of  his  service  as  a  Sen- 
ator and  during  the  entire  time  he  has 
been  Vice  President.  No  matter  what 
the  circumstances  may  have  been,  he  has 
invariably  displayed  a  sense  of  great 
good  humor  and  his  fine  Kentucky  wit 
and  ability  to  recount  anecdotes  have 
often  served  to  relieve  tense  situations 


and  to  illustrate  points  he  desired  to 
make.  At  all  times  he  has  been  fair  in 
the  decisions  he  has  been  called  upon  to 
render.  He  has  been  a  close  friend  to 
many  Senators,  and  my  close  friend;  and 
I  am  glad  to  offer  this  resolution,  which 
I  hope  will  afford  him  some  pleasure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  PresI-" 
dent,  I  agree  that  the  resolution  is  most 
appropriate.  I  am  grateful  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  seen  fit  to  offer 
it.  I  hope  it  is  an  indication  of  the  qual- 
ity of  the  resolutions  that  may  come 
from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  in  the 
future. 

We  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  feel  that 
Vice  President  Barkley  is  the  noblest 
Democrat  of  them  all,  a  man  of  great 
vision,  of  boundless  energy,  and  wise 
judgment.  We  shall  miss  him  greatly. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  was 
very  happy  to  listen  to  the  resolution 
submitted  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  with  regard  to  our  retiring 
Vice  President.  I  did  not  rise  to  my 
feet  at  the  time,  because  I  felt  that  i.'i 
all  probability  some  of  those  who  had 
served  in  the  Senate  longer  than  I  would 
desire  to  speak  before  me  in  tribute  to 
our  great  and  beloved  presiding;  officer. 
Mr.  President,  I  certainly  would  not 
want  to  miss  this  opportunity  to  express 
publicly  my  profound  admiration  and 
my  overwhelming  respect  for  the  great 
man  who  has  presided  over  the  Senate 
for  so  long  with  such  devotion  and  abil- 
ity. He  has  given  of  himself  without 
stint.  He  has  shown  a  quality  of  fair- 
ness which  has  evoked  the  admiration 
of  every  Member  of  this  body,  regaidles.s 
of  party.  He  has  been  a  tower  of 
strength  for  us  all,  for  he  has  acquired 
great  wisdom  during  the  long  years  of 
his  service  to  his  fellow  men  and  to  his 
country.  He  has  earned  our  affection  to 
a  degree  that  has  not  been  equaled  by 
any  other  man.  I  think  I  could  even 
say  that  Alben  W.  B\rki.ev  i.s  today  the 
best  loved  man  in  this  country. 

I  am  grateful  for  the  opporr unity  to 
make  these  few  and  very  inadequate  re- 
marks, because  I  want  the  Record  to 
show  my  deep  admiration  and  affection 
for  the  distinguished  gentlemrtn  who,  as 
a  Senator  from  Kentucky  for  many  years, 
and  then  as  President  of  the  Senate 
and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
has  added  a  new  luster  to  the  paizos  of 
his  country's  history.  He  was  a  truly 
great  Senator,  a  powerful  majority 
leader,  and  a  profoundly  wise  and  just 
President  of  the  Senate.  But  above  all 
he  was  and  is  a  great  American,  a  be- 
loved citizen  of  our  country.  As  he  re- 
tires from  his  office  he  leaves  his  imprint 
immemorably  upon  this  body  and  upon 
the  country. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
minutes  ago  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion concerning  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  and  his  ser\!ce  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate.  There  is  nothing  I 
can  say  about  him  and  his  service  to  the 
Nation  that  is  not  known  to  all.  But 
even  beyond  his  service  to  the  Nation, 
we  know  that  his  character  and  integ- 
rity, his  humor,  and  pathos,  and  his  sym- 
pathy for  the  people  in  their  struggles 
and  aspirations,  have  made  thou-sands 
of  Americans  think  of  him  as  a  warm 
and  personal  frienU.     A.s  he  nears  the 


close  of  his  service  as  Vice  President,  I 
would  like  to  record  again  the  respect 
and  affection  in  which  he  is  held  by  the 
people  of  Kentucky,  his  own  State. 
Without  regard  to  political  party,  they 
have  taken  pride  in  his  successes  and 
his  achievements.  They  have  believed 
that  he  has  honored  them,  and  they  have 
appreciated  his  record  of  service  to  the 
State  and  to  the  Nation.  They  have  rec- 
ognized in  him  the  qualities  of  physical 
ruggedness.  of  loyalty,  and  of  great  love 
of  liberty  which  characterized  the  first 
Kentuckians  and  the  first  pioneers  of 
this  land.  Personally,  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  known  him  and  that  I  have  en- 
joyed his  friend.ship  during  my  entire 
life ;  and  so,  with  Pope,  I  would  say — 

Statesman,  yet  friend  to  truth;  of  soul  sin- 
cere. 
In  action  faithful,  and  In  honour  clear: 
Who  broke  no  promise,  serv'd  no  private  end. 
Who  L'liln  d  no  title,  and  who  lost  no  friend. 
Ennobled  by  hinipelf.  by  all  approv'd. 
And  praisd,  unenvled  by  the  Muse  he  lov'd. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  most 
heartily  do  I  concur  with  the  distin- 
guished majority  floor  leader,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  I  Mr  Taft  I .  the  sponsor  of 
this  resolution,  in  the  sentiments  he  has 
expressed,  and  wholeheartedly  do  I  join 
with  the  other  Senators  who  today  have 
paid  tribute  to  Kentucky's  most  distin- 
guished son.  the  Honorable  Alben  W. 
Barkley.  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States.  His  is  a  long,  constructive,  and. 
indeed,  glorious  career  in  the  public  serv- 
ice of  his  Slate  and  Nation. 

As  he  has  said  himself,  he  has  been  in 
public  life  too  long  ever  to  completely 
retire  to  private  life — nor  will  he.  The 
retiring  Vice  President,  who  will  be  so 
sorely  missed  from  the  halls  of  Con- 
press — where  for  so  long  his  combined 
wisdom  and  sound  judgment,  his  gra- 
ciousnrss  and  sparkling  good  humor 
have  been  a  tremendous  factor  in  steer- 
in-,'  the  .ship  of  state— now  becomes  an 
elder  statr.'^miin.  to  whom  the  Congress 
and  the  Nation  as  a  whole  will  continue 
to  look  for  suii'l.-'nce  and  advice. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  trmpore.  The 
question  is  on  ameeing  to  the  resolution 
submitted  bj  tlie  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Taft  I. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 
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TEMPORARY  PERSONNEL  AND  IN- 
CREASE IN  LIMIT  OF  EXPENDI- 
TURES BY  COMMITTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT OPERATIONS 

Mr.  MrCARTHY.  from  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations,  reported  an 
original  resoluiion  <S.  Res.  40',  which 
was  referred  tn  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Admiaibtration.  as  follows; 

ne.iolved.  That  In  holding  hearings,  re- 
p<^>rting  such  he;trliiKs.  and  making  investl- 
K:iiiori.s  as  authorized  by  subsection  (g)  [2) 
(Bi  of  rule  XXV  if  the  Standing  Rules  of 
thi-  Senate,  or  any  other  duties  Imposed  upon 
it.  the  Coinnilttee  on  Government  Opcra- 
tlun.s,  or  any  duly  authorized  subc(.mmlttee 
thereof.  Is  authorized  during  the  period  be- 
lilnnlng  on  Ffhru:try  1,  1953,  and  ending  on 
January  31.  19,j4.  tu  make  surh  expenditures, 
and  to  employ  upon  u  temporary  basis  such 
investigators,  and  such  technical,  clerical, 
and  other  assistants,  sus  It  deems  advisable. 
Sbt.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
ci^ th:s  resolutlf.i..  whu-h  shall   not  exceed 


$189,000  in  addition  to  the  amount  author- 
ized under  Senate  Reaolutlon  251,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  second  session,  agreed  to 
January  24,  1952.  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  upon  voucners 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  subcommittee,  as  the  case  may  be. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATING TO  MAKING  OP  TREATIES 
AND  EXECUTIVE  AGREEMENTS- 
ADDITIONAL  COSPONSOR  OP 
JOINT  RESOLUTION 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  name  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] be  added  as  a  cosponsor  of  the 
joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  1)  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  relative  to  the  making 
of  treaties  and  executive  agreements, 
which  was  inadvertently  omitted  when 
the  joint  resolution  was  introduced,  and 
thai  the  joint  re.solution  be  reprinted. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


PROHIBITION     OP     PROCUREMENT 
FOR  ARMED  FORCES  OF  ARTICLES 
PRODUCED   OR   IMPORTED  FROM 
COMMUNIST-CONTROLLED  COUN- 
TRIES—CHANGE   OF   REFERENCE 
Mr.    MILLIKIN.    Mr.    President,    on 
January   13,   1953,  the  bill   (S.  441)    to 
prohibit  the  procurement  for  the  Armed 
Forces  of  any  article  produced  in.  or 
imported    from.    Communist-controlled 
countries,  was  inadvertently  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance.    It  should 
have  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.    Therefore,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Committee  on 
Finance  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill,  and  that  it  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Forces. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 


OIL  FOR  EDUCATION— AMENDMENT 
Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  junior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lan- 
cer], the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse  J.  my  colleague,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Ketauver), 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
I  Mr.  Humphrey  1.  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri (Mr.  HennincsI.  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [  Mr.  Lehman  ] .  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  (Mr.  Murray],  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  FulbrightI, 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr, 
Case),  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  Kilgcre],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Green], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Washington 
I  Mr.    MagnusonJ.   the   junior    Senator 


from  Washington  [Mr.  JacksowI,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Manspield],  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore],  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  us. 
jointly,  to  the  bill  (S.  107)  to  provide* 
for  the  development  of  the  oil  and  gas 
reserves  of  the  Continental  Shelf  ad- 
jacent to  the  shores  of  the  United  States, 
to  protect  certain  equities  therein,  to 
confirm  the  titles  of  the  several  States 
to  lands  underlying  inland  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries,  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
relative  to  the  amendment  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  and  will  be  printed;  and,  with- 
out objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hill 
is  as  follows : 

Stattment  bt  Senator  Hnx  Upon  the  Intro- 
duction or  THE  Oil  roa  Education  Amend- 
ment TO  THE  Anderson  Interim  On.  Bill 
As  Senators  know,  the  principal  purposes 
of  S.  107  are  to  provide  for  the  development 
of  the  oil  and  gas  reserves  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  adjacent  to  the  shores  of  the  United 
States,   to   protect  certain   equities   therein, 
and    to    confirm    the    titles    of    the    several 
States  to  lands  underlying  inland  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries. 

Petroleum  experts  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  of  the  private 
oil  industry  tell  us  that  under  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  off  the  coasts  of  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  are  vast  deposits  of 
oil  and  natural  gas  worth  at  least  $50,000,- 
000.000  to  $100,000,000,000  at  present  prices. 
The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  ruled  three  times — once  in  1947,  and 
twice  in  1950 — that  these  oil-rich  submerged 
coastal  lands  beyond  the  low  tide  mark, 
often  erroneously  termed  tidelands  belong 
to  the  United  States  as  a  whole — that  is. 
to  all  the  people  of  the  48  States — and  are 
not  the  property  of  the  three  adjoining 
States. 

These  decisions  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  true  tidelands — the  lands  between  the 
points  of  high  and  low  tide — nor  with  our 
Inland  waterways  which  belong  to  the  indi- 
vidual States. 

I  do  not  believe  the  American  people  want 
the  Congress  to  overrule  the  Supreme  Court 
and  give  away  their  national  inheritance  as 
is  proposed  by  several  quitclaim  bills  that 
have  been  introduced  in  the  Senate  and 
House.  The  question  that  should  concern 
the  Congress  is  not  how  to  give  the  oil  and 
gas  away,  but  how  to  keep  it  and  use  it 
in  the  national  interest.  This  vast  national 
patrimony  belongs  to  the  people  of  the  en- 
tire Nation  and  must  be  used  for  their  bene- 
fit and  the  beneQt  of  succeeding  generations. 
In  introducing  S.  107,  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  |Mr.  Anderson]  stated  that  the 
bill  Is  the  same  as  that  reported  last  year 
by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  plus  amendments  adopted 
on  the  Senate  floor  before  the  Holland  bill 
was  substituted  for  it.  One  of  the  amend- 
ments— and  it  Is  one  of  the  provisions  in 
S.  107 — was  cosponsored  by  a  large  number 
of  us  who  offer  the  oil  for  education  amend- 
ment today. 

That  amendment  sought  to  allay  the  un- 
founded fears  of  some  of  the  inland  States 
that  the  Federal  Government  was  somehow 
threatening  their  ownership  of  inland  waters 
by  having  Congress  confirm  by  specific  legis- 
lation, the  unchallenged  title  of  the  States 


to  the  resources  of  the  tidelands  and  Inland 
waters,  such  as  rivers,  bays,  the  Great  Lakes 
and  au  other  lakes,  fUled-ln  lands,  jetties, 
piers,  docks,  and  other  harbor  facilities. 

8.  107  Is  exceedingly  generous  to  the 
coastal  States  in  allocating  to  them — and 
our  amendment  does  not  change  this — 374 
percent  of  the  revenues  deriving  from  Unds 
under  the  sea  within  the  3-mlle  limit. 

Our  amendment  deals  with  the  balance  of 
the  revenues— «2Vi  percent  within  the  3-mile 
limit  and  100  percent  beyond  the  3-mile 
limit  going  out  to  sea.  The  provisions  of  the 
amendment  are  simple: 

First.  The  money  from  this  oil,  this  great 
natural  resource  of  the  Nation,  is  to  be  dedi- 
cated now  for  the  long-range  needs  of  the 
education  of  the  Nation's  chUdren — all  its 
children — and  placed  in  a  special  account  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

During  the  present  critical  period,  the 
funds  may  be  used  for  national-defense  pur- 
poses. They  shall  be  employed  only  for 
urgent  developments  to  be  specifically  de- 
termined by  the  Congress.  Thereafter  this 
special  account  shall  be  devoted  to  our  chil- 
dren's education  as  grante-in-ald  of  primary, 
secondary,  and  higher  education. 

Second.  Every  State  or  political  subdivi- 
sion which  has  issued  any  mineral  leases 
or  grants  covering  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  and  every  grantee  of  such 
State  or  political  subdivision  shall  file  with 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
by  December  31,  1953,  a  statement  of  the 
money  or  other  things  of  value  received  by 
such  State,  political  subdivision,  or  grantee 
thereof  from  such  leases  or  grants.  The  At- 
torney General  shall  submit  these  state- 
ments to  the  Congress  not  later  than  Febru- 
ary 1,  1954.  The  object  of  this  provision  U 
to  find  out  what  benefit  particular  States 
have  already  had  from  this  property  which 
belongs  to  all  the  people. 

These  two  points  are  the  essence  of  the 
amendment. 

The  oil-for-educatlon  amendment  was  first 
submitted  in  the  Senate  only  about  18 
months  ago,  with  but  11  sponsors.  The  ex- 
tent to  which  the  amendment  has  continued 
to  gain  support  is  indicated  in  the  close 
vote  of  47  to  36  by  which  the  amendment 
was  tabled  in  the  last  session.  Senators 
will  observe  that  a  switch  of  six  votes  would 
have  defeated  the  motion  to  table. 

The  sponsors  of  the  amendment  now  num- 
ber 22. 

The  heavy  mall  that  I  and  other  coeponsors 
of  the  oll-for -education  amendment  are  re- 
ceiving shows  how  widespread  and  acute  is 
public  concern  over  the  serious  problems 
confronting  American  education  today.  The 
concern  is  also  shown  in  the  widespread 
editorial  commendation  of  the  amendment 
that  has  appeared  in  daily  newspapers  In 
every  section  of  the  country,  including  such 
well-known  journals  as  the  New  York  Times, 
Christian  Science  Monitor,  the  Washington 
Post,  the  Atlanta  Journal,  the  Denver  Post, 
the  St.  Petersburg  Times,  and  the  Birming- 
ham News. 

The  amendment  is  actively  supported  by 
a  large  number  of  local  and  national  organ- 
izations, including  the  American  Council  on 
Education,  the  American  Federation  of 
Teachers,  the  American  Library  Association, 
the  American  Vocational  Association,  the 
National  Grange,  the  National  Farmers 
Union,  the  Co-op  League  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor,  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organ- 
izations, the  OH  Workers  International 
Union,  the  Communications  Workers  of 
America,  the  Textile  Workers  Union  of 
America,  the  Friends  Committee  on  Na- 
tional Legislation,  Americans  for  Democratic 
Action,  the  Consumers  Cooperative  Associa- 
tion, the  Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of 
Way  Employees.  Switchmen's  Union  of  North 
America,  the  Order  of  Railroad  Telegraphers. 
Brotherhood   of   Railway    Clerks.   American 
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Ti-aln  Dlapatchers'  Association,  Interna- 
tional Association  of  Machinists,  Interna- 
tional Brotherhood  of  Boilermakers.  Inter- 
national Brotherhood  of  Blacksmiths,  Broth- 
erhood Railway  Carmen  of  America,  Sheet 
Metal  Workers'  International  Association. 
International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers.  International  Brotherhood  of  Fire- 
men and  Oilers,  Brotherhood  of  Railroad 
Signalmen  of  America,  Railroad  Tardmasters 
of  America,  Brotherhood  of  Sleeping  Car 
Porters,  Hotel  and  Restaiirant  Employees' 
and  Bartenders'  Internatlori^  Union,  Na- 
tional Organization  Masters.  Mates,  and 
Pilots  of  America,  National  Marine  Engi- 
neers' Association,  International  Longshore- 
men's Association,  the  Order  of  Railway  Con- 
ductors, and  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Firemen  and  Englnemen. 

I  want  to  emphasize  that  the  oll-for-edu- 
catlon  amendment  proposes  no  new  depar- 
ture Into  uncharted  seas.  It  is  simply  a 
continuation  of  one  of  our  oldest  and  wisest 
national  policies — the  use  of  revenues  from 
public  lands  for  educational  purposes. 

Millions  upon  millions  of  acres  of  our 
public  lands  were  In  the  early  days  granted 
to  the  States  to  establish  and  support  gram- 
mar schools  and  high  schools.  State  univer- 
sities, and  our  land-grant  colleges  In  every 
State.  The  use  of  public-lands  resources 
set  us  on  the  road  to  realizing  the  dreams  of 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Madison,  Monroe, 
John  Qulncy  Adams,  Lincoln,  and  other 
great  statesmen  of  our  early  history  for  a 
great  system  for  the  dissemination  of 
knowledge. 

Every  Senator  and  every  Congressman,  and 
every  hard-pressed  parent,  teacher,  and  tax- 
payer knows  the  desperate  financial  straits 
of  American  education — grammar  schools, 
high  schools,  colleges,  and  universities,  in 
every  State  In  this  Union. 

Here  we  are  given  the  opportunity — and 
this  one,  I  can  assure  you.  really  does  knoclc 
but  once — to  devote  the  Nation's  wealth 
under  the  sea  to  our  children. 

Adoption  of  the  oil-for-educatlon  amend- 
ment would  be  like  placing  an  oil  well  on 
every  school  and  college  campus  In  America. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  pass  S.  107  with  the 
oll-for-educatlon  amendment,  that  immedi- 
ate development  of  all  the  Nation's  vast 
undersea  oil  resoxirces  may  proceed  and  yield 
for  our  schools  and  the  education  of  our 
children  the  desperately  needed  millions  of 
dollars  in  revenues — without  taxes. 
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ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTICLES. 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appen- 
dix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ELLENDER: 
Address    entitled    "Impressions    of    Latin 
America.  "  delivered  by  him  before   the  Na- 
tional   Council    of    Parmer    Cooperatives    at 
New  Orleans.  La.,  on  January  13,  1953. 
By  Mr.  STENNIg: 
Address   delivered    b)r   Senator   Robertson 
at  the  meeting  of  Ale^ndrla  and  Arlington 
Chapter    of    the    United    Daughters    of    the 
Confederacy.   First  Baptist   Church,   Arling- 
ton, Va.,  Sunday,  January  11,  1953. 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 
Address   entitled    "What   Agriculture    Can 
Expect  Prom  the  New  Administration."  de- 
livered by  him  at  the  eighty-second  annual 
meeting  of   the  State  Board  of  Agriculture 
»t  Topeka,  Kans.,  on  January  15,  1953. 
By    Mr.   CLEMENTS: 
Address    delivered    by    Senator    Anderson 
before  the  American  Farm   Bureau  Federa- 
tion, at  Seattle.  Wash.,  on  December  10   1952 
By  Mr.  GEORGE: 
Address  delivered  by  Hon.  James  A.  Parley 
Xormer  Postmaster  General  and  vice  presi- 


dent of  the  Quartermaster  Association,  be- 
fore the  national  convention  of  the  Quarter- 
master Association,  at  Atlanta,  Qa.,  October 
17.  1952. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

Article  from  Film  Daily,  of  January  12. 
1953,  and  an  article  from  Variety,  of  January 
14,  1953,  relating  to  the  death  of  Joyce 
O'Hara. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

Memorial  address  on  Charles  H.  Leavy.  de- 
livered by  Frank  Funkhoiiser.  member  of 
the  Spokane  ^Wa6h.)  bar.  on  December  15. 
1952. 

Article  entitled  "A  Million  Dislocated  Hu- 
mans Reclaimed.  "  published  in  the  New 
York  Post  of  March  25.  1952. 

Press  release  from  National  Federation  of 
Independent  Business.  Inc..  relating  to  the 
need  for  a  permanent  Small  Business  Com- 
mittee  in   the  Senate. 

By   Mr.    BRICKER: 
Editorial    entitled    "Ohio    Can    Use    More 
Fuel   Gas,  "   published   in    Columbus    (Ohio) 
Dispatch  of  December  17.  1952. 
By    Mr.    ROBEStTSON: 
Editorial    entitled    "Andrews    In    and    In- 
fluence   Out,  •    published    in    the    Richmond 
News-Leader    of    January    14,    1953. .  dealing 
with  appointment  of  T.  Coleman  Andrews  a.s 
United     States     Commissioner     of     Internal 
Revenue. 

By    Mr.    MARTIN: 
'    Editorial    from    Pennsylvania    Farmer    of 
December  13,  1952.  relating  to  the  career  of 
E.  S.  Bayard,  editor  emeritus. 

By   Mr.   SMITH   of   North   Carolina: 
Editorial    entitled    "Good    Italians.    Too." 
published  in  the  Burlington   (N.  C  )   Times- 
News  of  January  12,  1953. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Editorial      from      magazine      America      of 
January   17.    1953.  commenting  on  report  of 
the  President's  Commission  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

By    Mr.    SMATHERS: 
Article  entitled  "Solidarity  Can't  Be  Taken 
for  Granted — Latin-American  Countries  Seen 
Swinging  to  Political  Left.  "  published  in  the 
Miami  (Fla  )   Herald  of  January  12,  1953. 


INFORMATION  CONCERNING  EXIST- 
ING STATUTES  RELATING  TO 
CERTAIN  PUBLIC  OFFICIALS 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord a  statement,  prepared  by  the  legis- 
lative counsel  at  my  request,  outlining 
the  law  as  to  pubKc  officials  having  deal- 
ings in  private  interests. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord  as  follows: 

Memorandum  fob  Senator  Byrd 
This  memorandum  is  transmitted  pursu- 
ant to  your  request  for  Information  con- 
cerning existing  statutes  relating  to  possible 
conflicting  Interests  of  ofBcers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

This  memorandum  does  not  Include  stat- 
utes forbidding  particular  acts  of  miscon- 
duct on  the  part  of  Government  officers,  but 
Is  limited  in  scope  to  those  which  are  di- 
rected at  private  Interests  of  such  officers 
which  may  conflict  with  their  official  duties. 
It  is  divided  Into  two  parts.  The  first  part 
contains  the  text  of  all  statutes  of  general 
application  which  appear  to  affect  principal 
officers  of  the  executive  branch.  The  sec- 
ond part  includes  a  number  of  examples  of 
certain  special  statutes  which  are  applicable 
only  to  named  officers  or  officers  of  a  class 
descrik>ed  therein. 


1.    STATXTTES  OT  GENERAL  APPtlCATTON 

Title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  entitled 
"Crimes  and  Criminal  Procedure."  contains 
the  following  pertinent  sections: 

"Sec.  281.  Comp>ensation  to  Members  of  Con- 
gress, officers  and  others  In  mat- 
ters affecting  the  Government 
"Whoever,  being  a  Member  of  or  Delegate 
to  Congress,  or  a  Resident  Commissioner, 
either  before  or  after  he  has  qualifled,  or  the 
head  of  a  department,  or  other  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States  or  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof,  directly  or  indirectly 
receives  or  agrees  to  receive,  any  compensa- 
tion for  any  services  rendered  or  to  be  ren- 
dered, either  by  himself  or  another,  in  rela- 
tion to  any  proceeduiK.  contract,  claim,  con- 
troversy, char^;e,  accusation,  arrest,  or  other 
matter  in  which  the  United  Slates  is  a  party 
or  directly  or  Indirectly  interested,  before 
any  department,  ajjency.  court  martial,  of- 
ficer, or  any  civil,  military,  or  naval  com- 
mission, shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,- 
00()  or  Imprl.soned  not  more  than  2  years,  or 
both:  and  shall  be  Incapable  of  holding  any 
office  of  honor,  trust,  or  profit  under  the 
United  States. 

"Retired  cffirers  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States, 
while  not  on  active  duty,  shall  not  by  rea- 
son of  their  status  as  such  be  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  Nothing 
herein  shall  be  construed  to  allow  any  re- 
tired otticer  to  represent  any  person  in  the 
sale  of  anythlne;  to  the  Government  through 
the  department  in  whose  service  he  holds  a 
retired  status. 

"This  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  per- 
son becau.se  of  his  membership  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  District  of  Columbia  nor 
to  any  person  specially  exempted  by  act  of 
Congress." 

"Sec.  283    Officers  or  employees  Interested  In 
claims  against  the  Government 

"Whoever,  being  an  officer  or  employee  of 
the  United  States  or  any  department  or 
agency  thereof,  or  of  the  Senate  or  House 
of  Representatives,  acts  as  an  agent  or  at- 
torney for  prosecuting  any  claim  against  the 
United  States,  or  aids  or  assists  In  the  prose- 
cution or  support  of  any  such  claim  other- 
wise than  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his 
ofiicial  duties,  or  receives  any  gratuity,  oi 
any  share  of  or  interest  in  any  such  claim 
in  consideration  of  assistance  in  the  prosecu- 
tion <jf  such  claim,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  tlO.OOO  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
1  year,  or  both. 

"Thl.s  section  shall  not  appiv  to  any  per- 
.•^on  becau.se  of  his  membership  in  the  Na 
tion.ll  Guard  of  the  Di.striot  of  Columbia  nor 
to  any   person   specially  excepted   by   enact- 
ment of  Congress." 

"Sec.  434.  Interested  persons  acting  as  Qov- 
ernnient  agents 
"Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent,  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  indirectly  Interested  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracU  of  any 
corporation.  Joint-stock  company,  or  asso- 
ciation, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or 
other  business  entity.  Is  employed  or  acts 
as  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States 
for  the  tran.saction  of  business  with  such 
business  entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
•2.000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years 
or  both."  jrc»io, 

"Sec.  1901.  Collecting  or  disbursing  oflBcer 
trading  in  public  property 
"Whoever,  being  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  concerned  in  the  collection  or  the 
disbursement  of  the  revenues  thereof  car- 
ries on  any  trade  or  business  in  the  funds 
or   debts    of    the    United    States,    or   of    any 

;>^^^f'v.°''J"   *"y   P'^''"^   property  of   either, 
snail  be  fined  not  more  than  $3,000  or  im- 

K^TJ^"^  "°'  '""'■^  '•^*"  1  ye»r-  or  both;  and 
,     K   ,*.^^'"°^*'*  ^'"°'"  °®c«-  and  be  incapable 
of    holding    any    office    under    the    United 
otates. 
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•*Sec.  1914.  Salary  of  Government  offlclals 
and  employees  payable  only  by* 
United  SUtes 

"Whoever,  being  a  Government  offlcial  or 
employee,  receives  any  salary  in  connection 
with  his  services  as  such  an  offlcial  or  em- 
ployee from  any  source  other  than  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  except  as  may 
be  contributed  out  of  the  treasury  of  any 
Slate,  county,  or  municipality;  or 

"Whoever,  whether  •  person,  association, 
or  corporatioq.  makes  any  contribution  to, 
or  in  any  way  supplements  the  salary  of,  any 
Government  official  or  employee  for  the  serv- 
ices performed  by  him  for  the  Government 
of  the  United  States — 

shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  6  months,  or  both." 

n.  special   STATTTIS   ArPSCTINC   PARTICULAR 

orricKRs   OR   classes   or   omcxas 
Section    243    of   the    Revised    Statutes    (S 
U.  S.  C.  243)    Imposes  the  following  special 
restrictions     upon    the     Secretary     of     the 
Treasury : 

"No  person  apiolnted  to  the  office  of  Sec- 
retary of  the  Ti-easury.  or  Treasurer  shall 
directly  or  Indirectly  be  concerned  or  Inter- 
ested in  the  carrying  on  the  business  of 
trade  or  commerce,  or  be  owner  In  whole  or 
In  part  of  any  itea  vessel,  or  purchase  by 
himself,  or  another  In  trust  for  him.  any 
public  lands  or  other  public  property,  or  be 
concerned  In  the  purchase  or  disposal  of 
any  public  secur  ties  of  any  State,  or  of  the 
United  States,  or  take  or  apply  to  his  own 
use  any  emolument  or  gain  for  negotiating 
or  transacting  any  business  In  the  Treasury 
Department  other  than  what  shall  be  allowed 
by  law;  and  ever)  person  who  offends  agairut 
any  of  the  prohibitions  of  this  section  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  high  misdemeanor  and 
forfeit  to  the  United  SUtes  the  penalty  of 
$3,000.  and  shall  upon  conviction  be  removed 
from  office,  and  forever  thereafter  be  In- 
capable of  holding  any  office  under  the 
United  SUtes;  ard  if  any  other  person  than 
a  public  prosecutor  shall  give  Information 
of  any  such  offer.se.  upon  which  a  prosecu- 
tion and  conviction  shall  be  had.  one-half 
the  aforesaid  penalty  of  $3,000.  when  recov- 
ered, shall  be  for  the  use  of  the  person  giving 
such  Information." 

Basic  statutes  creating  certain  Independent 
agencies  of  the  Government  contain  specific 
provUlons  which  require  the  members  of 
such  boards  or  commissions  to  devote  their 
full  time  to  the  affairs  of  those  agencies,  or 
prohibit  them  from  engaging  In  any  other 
business  or  employment  while  serving  as  such 
members.  Agencies  as  to  which  such  limita- 
tions are  ai>pllcable  Include  the  following: 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (see  sec.  2.  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1948.  60  SUt.  758.  42  U.  S.  C. 
1802  (a));  Pedenil  Reserve  Board  (see  sec. 
10.  Federal  Rese:-ve  Act,  38  Stat.  260.  as 
amended;  12  U.  8.  C.  241);  Federal  Tariff 
Commission  (see  sec.  330,  act  of  June  17, 
1930.  46  Stat.  606;  19  U.  S.  C.  1330  (c)  ) ;  Fed- 
eral Trade  Comirtsslon  (see  sec.  1,  Federal 
Trade  Commlsslcn  Act,  38  Stat.  717,  as 
as  amended:  15  U.  S.  C.  41);  and  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  (see  sec.  2.  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  Act  of  J  933.  48  Stat.  69;  18  U.  S.  C. 
831a). 

In  the  case  of  certain  other  Independent 
agencies  of  the  Government,  more  specific 
restrictions  have  l«en  Imposed  to  Insure  that 
members  of  such  boards  or  commissions  will 
have  no  pecuniary  Interests  which  might 
conflict  with  their  official  duties.  Examples 
of  such  restrictions  are  contained  in  the 
statutes  cited  below. 

Section  11  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (24  Stat.  383;  49  U.  8.  C.  11),  creating 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and 
prescribing  the  qi;  allocations  of  commission- 
ers thereof,  provides  in  part: 

"No  person  In  the  employ  of  or  holding  any 
official  relation  to  any  common  carrier  sub- 
ject to  the  provision*  of  this  chapter,  or 
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owning  stock  or  bonds  thereof,  or  who  is  In 
any  manner  pecunlarUy  Interested  therein, 
shall  enter  upon  the  duties  of  or  hold  such 
office.  Said  commissioners  shall  not  engage 
In  any  other  bvulness.  vocation,  or  employ- 
ment." "' 

Section  4  of  the  Federal  Communications 
Act  of  1934  (48  SUt.  1066;  47  U.  8.  C.  154 
(b)),  which  provides  for  the  appointment 
of  commissioners  of  the  Federal  Communi- 
cations Commission,  provides  In  part : 

"No  member  of  the  Commission  or  person 
In  Its  employ  shall  be  flnanclally  interested 
In  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  radio  appa- 
ratus or  of  apparatus  for  wire  or  radio  com- 
munication; In  communication  by  wire  or 
radio  or  in  radio  transmission  of  energy;  in 
any  company  furnishing  services  or  such 
apparatus  to  any  company  engaged  in  com- 
munication by  wire  or  radio  or  to  any  com- 
pany manufacturing  or  selling  apparatus 
used  for  communication  by  wire  or  radio; 
or  In  any  company  owning  stocks,  bonds,  or 
other  securities  of  any  such  company;  nor 
be  In  the  employ  of  or  hold  any  official  rela- 
tion to  any  person  subject  to  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  chapter,  nor  own  stocks,  bonds, 
or  other  securities  of  any  corporation  subject 
to  any  of  the  provisions  of  thU  chapter. 
Such  Commissioners  shall  not  engage  In  any 
other  business,  vocation,  or  employment." 

Sec.  2  of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Act  (as  amended  by  act  of  September  21. 
1950.  64  SUt.  873;  12  U.  S.  C.  1812) .  providing 
for  the  creation  of  the  Federal  Deposit  In- 
surance Corporation  and  prescribing  the 
qualifications  of  lu  board  of  directors,  pro- 
vides In  part: 

"No  member  of  the  board  of  directors  shall 
be  an  officer  or  director  of  any  Insured  bank 
or  Federal  Reserve  bank  or  hold  stock  In  any 
Insured  bank;  and  before  entering  upon  his 
duties  as  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors 
he  shall  certify  under  oath  that  he  has  com- 
plied with  this  requirement  and  such  cer- 
tification shall  be  flled  with  the  secretary 
of  the  board  of  directors." 

Sec.  1  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (41  Stat. 
1063.  as  amended;  16  U.  S.  C.  792),  providing 
for  the  establishment  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  and  prescribing  the  quallflca- 
ttons  of  Its  Commissioners,  provides  In  part: 

"No  person  In  the  employ  of  or  holding 
any  official  relation  to  any  licensee  or  to  any 
person.  Arm,  association,  or  corporation  en- 
gaged In  the  generation,  transmission,  dis- 
tribution, or  sale  of  power,  or  owning  stock 
or  bonds  thereof,  or  who  is  In  any  manner 
pecuniarily  Interested  therein,  shall  enter 
upon  the  duties  of  or  hold  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner. Said  Commissioners  shall  not  en- 
gage In  any  other  business,  |pcatlon,  or  em- 
ployment." -^ 

Section  4  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (48  SUt.  885.  as  amended;  15  U.  S.  C. 
78d),  esUblishIng  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission  and  prescribing  the 
qualifications  of  Its  Commissioners,  provides 
In  part: 

"No  Commissioner  shall  engage  In  any 
other  business,  vocation,  or  employment  than 
that  of  serving  as  Commissioner,  nor  shall 
any  Commissioner  participate,  directly  or  in- 
directly. In  any  stock-market  operations  or 
transactions  of  a  character  subject  to  regu- 
lation by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  this 
chapter." 

John  C.  Hesbxrc, 
Assistant  Counsel. 

JaNDart  14,  1953. 


IMPLICATIONS  OP  THE  LATEST 
COMMUNIST  OUTRAGE 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPEB.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, because  I  have  arfather  important 
appointment  verylhi^ly.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  i  may  be  permitted  to 
make  a  tM-ief  statement,  of  approximately 
3  minutes,  in  comiection  with  a  matter 


which   I  think  should  appear  In  the 
RxcoKD  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  American  people  recognize  the  seri- 
ous impUcations  of  the  latest  Com- 
munist outrage. 

I  refer  to  the  fantastic  charge  from 
Moscow  that  nine  Soviet  Jewish  doctors 
were  acting  as  agents  for  the  United 
States  Intelligence  and  the  Joint  Distri- 
bution Committee,  and  had  murdered 
two  Politboro  members  and  marked  for 
death  other  high-ranking  members  of 
the  Soviet  Defense  Department. 

This  is  a  continuation  of  the  ssrs- 
tematic  and  ruthless  program  of  exter- 
mination of  religion  which  has  been 
fundamental  in  the  Communist  philos- 
ophy. 

The  basic  philosophy  of  the  totali- 
tarian state  was  expressed  by  Karl  Marx, 
when  he  said: 

The  democratic  concept  of  man  is  false 
because  it  is  ChrUtlan.  It  holds  that  each 
man  has  a  value  as  a  sovereign  being.  Thia 
is  the  Illusion,  dream,  and  postulate  of 
Christianity. 

Another  totalitarian,  since  departed, 
Adolf  Hitler  wrote: 

To  the  Christian  doctrine  of  the  infinite 
significance  of  the  Individual's  human  soul. 
I  oppose  with  ley  clarity  the  saving  doctrine 
of  the  nothingness  and  Insignificance  of  the 
individual  human  being. 

The  most  outspoketi  opposition  to  com- 
munism within  Russia  has  emanated 
from  those  who  have  resisted  the  at- 
tempts of  the  Bolsheviks  to  replace  be- 
lief in  God  with  the  materialistic  philos- 
ophy of  communism. 

For  a  period  during  and  after  the  war, 
the  Commimists  attempted  to  erect  a 
facade  of  tolerance  in  order  to  build 
national  unity  and  to  retain  existing 
churches  as  instruments  of  Soviet  for- 
eign policy. 

Even  an  elementary  student  of  dialec- 
tic materialism,  the  philosophy  of  Marx 
and  Lenin  must  realize,  however,  that 
antlreligious  propaganda  and  the 
degradation  of  the  individual  form  an 
integral  part  of  Communist  education. 

It  was,  and  is,  ridiculous  to  talk,  as 
some  have  talked,  about  the  return  of 
religious  freedom  to  Russia.  There  can 
be  no  such  thing  as  freedom  to  worship 
God  in  an  atheistic  Communist  state. 
The  recent  Slansky  trials  in  Czechoslo- 
vakia were  but  forerunners  of  the  religi- 
ous purge  which  Is  about  to  take  place 
within  the  Soviet  Union. 

Anti-Semitism  is  now  a  new  develop- 
ment within  Communist  Russia.  Unfor- 
tunately for  the  3,000,000  Jews  who  are 
now  under  their  dominance,  however, 
the  masters  of  the  Kremlin  have  decided 
that  their  aggressive  designs  can  now  be 
advanced  by  the  persecution  of  these 
people. 

I  pray  that  I  am  wrtms.  but  I  warn 
the  American  people  that  we  may  antici- 
pate a  series  of  "trials"  wherein  Jewish 
victims  will  be  dragged  before  prejudiced 
courts  and  coofessiODS  extorted  t^ 
torture. 
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The  Russians  today  are  interested  in 
developing  ties  with  the  Moslem  world. 
It  is  convenient,  therefore,  for  the  Polit- 
boro  to  denounce  international  Zionist 
conspirators.  The  Russians  are  inter- 
ested in  the  consolidation  of  the  hard- 
core Nazi  Party  in  East  Germany.  They 
believe  persecution  of  the  Jews  will  rally 
those  forces  to  the  hammer  and  sickle. 
The  Communist  Party  in  the  Soviet 
Union  has  internal  tensions  for  which 
scapegoats  must  be  found.  The  Jewish 
people  are  victims  near  at  hand.  The 
Soviet  rulers  apparently  have  decided 
that  the  Jewish  people  are  no  longer 
essential  to  the  operation  of  their  state. 
and  can  now  be  liquidated. 

The  preposterous  charge  that  these 
hapless  Jewish  doctors  were  secret  agents 
of  the  United  States  emphasizes  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  masters  of  the  Kremlin 
will  go  in  their  vicioiis  anti-American 
propaganda. 

The  people  of  America  must  realize 
that  the  torture  and  probable  future  ex- 
ecution of  these  nine  Jewish  doctors  is 
merely  further  proof  that  the  Soviets  are 
determined  to  fan  into  flame  the  long- 
smoldering  anti-Semitism  which  has 
characterized  all  totalitarian  states. 

It  is  in  the  Christian  spirit  to  attempt 
to  forgive  our  enemies,  but  as  Arch- 
bishop Patrick  O'Boyle  said  recently; 

I  do  not  think  we  can  say  of  the  new 
enemies  of  Christ  that  they  know  not  what 
they  do.  They  know  coldly  and  clearly  what 
they  are  about. 

The  Communists  are  going  to  try  to 
exterminate  and  spread  the  godless 
state  to  which  they  subscribe.  Today  it 
is  the  Jews;  yesterday  it  was  the  Cath- 
olics; tomorrow  the  Protestants  and  the 
Moslems. 

As  God  has  given  us  conscience,  we 
must  face  this  threat  and  deal  with  it 
with  all  of  the  united  moral  force  at  our 
disposal.  The  world  cannot  again  sit 
Idly  by  while  the  nobleiFt  and  highest 
spiritual  ideals  of  man  are  destroyed  in 
a  gas  chamber. 

Mr.  President.  In  connection  with  my 
remarks.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
an  editorial  entitled  "Soviet  Anti- 
Semitism,"  published  in  the  New  York 
Times  of  January  14,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Sovnrr  ANn-SsumsM 

T&klng  one  more  leaf  out  of  Hitler's  book, 
the  Stalin  regime  has  now  openly  and  un- 
mistakably adopted  anti-Semitism  as  a 
weapon  in  its  own  Internal  dissensions  and 
as  an  instrument  of  both  Conununist  tyranny 
and  Soviet  imperialism.  This  fact  becomes 
patent  with  the  sensational  arrest  in  Mos- 
cow of  nine  "terrorist"  doctors,  most  of  them 
Jews,  on  charges  of  murdering  two  top  Soviet 
leaders  and  plotting  to  kill  others  in  the 
service  of  Internationalist  Jewish  bourgeois- 
nationalist  organizations  which  are  accused 
of  acting  as  agents  of  American  and  British 
warmongers.  The  anti-Semitic  aspect  of 
the  case,  backed  by  the  now  familiar  "con- 
fessions" of  the  accused,  forma  the  main 
burden  of  an  almost  hysterical  Soviet  propa- 
ganda regarding  the  alleged  plot.  As  a  resiilt 
s  new  wave  of  cmtl-Semitism  Is  sweeping 
through  the  lands  behind  the  iron  curtain. 

The  Moscow  arrests  are  the  latest  phase 
of  a  long-simmering  antl-Semltlc  campaign 
In  Soviet  Russia  which  began  with  the  sup- 
pression of  Jewish  cultural  and  religious  life, 


progressed  to  the  elimination  of  Jews  from 
higher  offices  and  attacks  on  homeless  cos- 
mopolitans and  finally  erupted  in  the  open 
In  the  satellite  countries  with  the  Prague 
trial.  Now.  undeterred  by  world-wide  revul- 
sion against  a  revival  of  the  Nazi  madness, 
the  Soviet  rulers  have  put  their  stamp  of 
approval  on  It.  and  neither  their  disclaimers 
of  racial  bias  nor  their  differentiation  be- 
tween Jews  and  Zionists  can  disguise  their 
adoption  of  the  Hitler  technique. 

As  in  the  case  of  Hitler,  the  Soviets  are 
obviously  using  anti-Semitism  for  several 
ulterior  purposes.  One  is  to  put  pressure 
upon  the  Jews  themselves  as  elements  sus- 
pected of  a  Western  orientation  and  of  loyal- 
ties to  a  different  divinity  than  the  totali- 
tarian state.  Another  purpose  is  to  find 
scapegoats  for  the  mass  misery  imposed  by 
a  Communist  regime,  in  which  respect  the 
Soviet  rulers  follow  the  example  not  only 
of  Hitler  but  of  the  Czarlst  police.  And  a 
third  purpose,  which  explains  the  timing  In 
this  case,  is  to  use  an  open  antl-Semltlc 
campaign  as  an  Instrument  of  a  Soviet  policy 
which  has  i  ow  turned  against  Israel  and 
seeks  to  cater  to  both  the  Arabs  and  the  re- 
maining Nazi  elements  in  Germany.  In  that 
effort,  following  Hitler's  propaganda  injunc- 
tion of  lumping  all  one's  enemies  in  one  pot, 
the  Soviets  put  the  Jews,  Israel  and  Zion- 
ism in  the  same  camp  with  American  and 
British  "warmongers"  and  are  thus  able  to 
concentrate  their  propaganda  against  one 
synthetic  enemy  instead  of  scattering  their 
broadsides  against  many. 

But  there  appears  to  be  an  additional  fac- 
tor here,  and  this  is  the  struggle  for  power 
among  the  Soviet  chieftains  themselves. 
Under  the  circumstances,  this  now  becomes 
a  struggle  for  Stalin's  succession.  The  pre- 
cise ramifications  of  this  struggle  are  neces- 
sarily unclear,  but  two  facts  are  significant. 
One  of  the  men  whom  the  accused  physicians 
are  supposed  to  have  killed  is  Andrei 
Zhdanov.  the  Politburo  member  who 
launched  both  the  Comlnform  and  the  drive 
against  the  cosmopolitans  und  was  at  one 
time  regarded  as  heir  to  the  throne.  His 
place  was  taken  by  Malenkov,  regarded  as 
the  present  crown  prince  who  purged 
Zhdanov's  followers.  It  mav  well  he,  there- 
fore, that  the  representation  of  Zhdanov's 
death  as  a  "Jewish"  murder  involves  a  drive 
against  Malenkov.  The  other  fact  Is  that 
the  Soviet  press  accuses  both  the  State  Se- 
curity authorities  and  the  Health  Ministry 
leaders  of  lack  of  vigilance,  which  would 
suggest  that  a  new  and  wider  purge  is  in 
the  making  which  might  Involve  another  as- 
pirant to  Stalin's  place — namely  Secret  Police 
Chief  Berla.  In  any  case,  these  new  develop- 
ments are  such  an  obvious  testimony  of  a 
sense  of  insecurity  among  the  Soviet  leaders 
that  they  belle  the  aspect  of  monolithic 
strength  which  the  Kremlin  seeks  so  sed- 
ulously to  display. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE— 
EJNROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  20) 
making  January  20,  1953,  a  holiday  for 
Federal  employees,  field  service  postal 
employees  and  employees  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  in  the  metropolitan  area  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 


sented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  20)  making  January  20,  1953.  a 
holiday  for  Federal  employees,  field  serv- 
ice postal  employees,  and  employees  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  metro- 
politan area  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session.   ' 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting the  nomination  of  Walter  Bedell 
Smith,  Army  of  the  United  States  (major 
general,  U.  S.  Army  >  to  be  placed  on  the 
retired  list  in  the  grade  of  general,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 


ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  January  16,  1953,  he  pre- 


PROGRAM  FOR  INAUGURATION  DAY 
AND  THE  REMAINDER  OF  NEXT 

WEEK 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  should  like  to  Inquire 
as  to  plans  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness by  the  Senate,  particularly  with 
relation  to  its  next  meeting.  Is  the  ma- 
jority leader  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
Senate^ 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  pro- 
gram— and  I  believe  all  Senators  present 
would  like  to  know  what  it  is — is  to  recess 
today  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Senate's 
business  until  Tuesday.  On  Tuesday  it 
is  proposed  that  the  Senate  meet  in  Its 
Chamber  at  11:30  a.  m..  proceed  in  a 
body  to  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol  for 
the  inauguration  ceremonies,  and  im- 
mediately after  their  conclusion  to  re- 
turn to  the  Chamber  to  consider  the 
Executive  nominations  for  the  Cabinet 
posts.  I  expect  also  that  possibly  the 
Senate  will  meet  on  Wednesday.  Thurs- 
day, and  Friday  of  next  week,  because 
undoubtedly  there  will  be  a  flood  of  addi- 
tional nominations  coming  to  the  Senate. 
If  the  committees  are  able  to  act  on  them 
and  report  them  to  the  Senate  it  may 
be  possible  for  the  Senate  to  consider 
those  nominations. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  I  understand  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  intends  to  have  the  Sen- 
ate consider  on  Tuesday  any  Cabinet 
nominations  which  may  be  reported  to 
the  Senate  by  the  committees. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  correct,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  nominations  which  have  been 
approved  by  the  committees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  in  a  position  to  give  as- 
surance to  the  Senate  that  there  will  be 
available  at  that  time  copies  of  the  hear- 
ings which  are  being  held  in  connection 
with  the  nomination? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  have  asked  the  chairmen 
of  the  committees  to  endeavor  to  have 
the  transcript  of  the  hearings  prepared 
for  printing,  and  the  printing  clerk  has 
undertaken  to  have  the  Government 
Printing  Office  work  overtime  in  order  to 
have  the  printed  proceedings  available 
at  that  time.  Certainly  they  will  be 
available  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  any 
Senator  who  wishes  to  have  a  copy  may 
obtain  it  when  he  reaches  his  office  on 
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Tuesday  morning.    He  can  send  for  a 
copy  on  Tuesday  morning. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  knows,  the 
minority  is  disposed  to  extend  all  possi- 
ble courtesies  to  the  new  President  by 
cooperating  in  acting  promptly  in  the 
confirmation  of  Cabinet  nominations. 
However,  the  minority  would  not  like  to 
have  action  taken  on  any  report  of  a 
committee  with  reference  to  any  nomina- 
tion to  a  Cabinet  post  without  first  hav- 
ing made  available  to  every  Senator  the 
printed  hearings  of  the  committees. 

As  the  minoi-ity  leader  stated  to  the 
majority  leader  this  morning,  an  opinion 
has  been  expressed  that  the  hearings 
will  not  be  available.  As  I  understand, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  now  undertak- 
ing to  assure  the  Senate  that  he  has 
t^ken  steps  to  make  certain  that  the 
printed  hearings  will  be  on  the  desk  of 
each  Senator  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  nominrtions. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  believe  they  will  be  avail- 
able on  Tuesday  morning,  so  that  any 
Senator  may  send  for  them  on  Tuesday 
morning  before  coming  to  the  Cham- 
ber. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  majority  leader  for  the  information. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstood the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er to  state  that  the  Senate  would  take 
action  on  Tuesday  on  the  nominations 
to  Cabinet  posts. 

Mr.  TAFT.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Under  the  rule,  if  a 
Senator  objects  to  consideration  of  a 
nomination,  the  nomination  would  have 
to  lie  on  the  desk  for  24  hours. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  beUeve  the  Senator  is 
mistaken  with  reference  to  the  provisions 
of  the  rule.  As  I  understand  the  rule, 
it  provides  that  nominations  submitted 
to  the  Senate  shall  be  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committee  unless  otherwise  or- 
dered by  the  Senate.  Therefore,  by  ma- 
jority vote  of  the  Senate  the  nominations 
may  be  taken  up  for  immediate  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  a  question  has  been  asked  of  me  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  and  I  have  stated 
that  naturally  the  nominations  would 
have  to  lie  over  because  the  committees 
had  not  been  organized.  However,  as  I 
understand,  the  committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate were  organized  on  Thursday  of  this 
week.  I  wish  to  congratulate  the  com- 
mittees for  holding  hearings  on  the  nom- 
inations. Of  course.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  hearings  will  show,  but  it  has  been 
called  to  my  attention  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  has  held 
extensive  hearings  on  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Benson,  and  that  the  hearings  will 
be  available  on  Tuesday.  Therefore,  in- 
stead of  there  being  an  interval  of  24 
hours,  or  perhaps  72  hours,  or  even  100 
hours,  the  nominations  may  be  consid- 
ered on  Tuesday.  I  wish  the  Record  to 
show  that  fact. 


PRICE  CEILINGS  ON  LIVESTOCK 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.    Mr.  President,  on 

behalf  of  myself,  my  colleague  the  senior 

Senator  from  Nebraska   [Mr.  BuTLra], 

the  Junior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
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Barrett],  the  junior  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  Carlson],  the  junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette ].  the  senior  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  HiCKENLoopER],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hukt],  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johmson],  the  senior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
Mundt],  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel],  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  to  remove  from  the  Office  of 
Price  Stabilization  the  authority  to  grade 
or  to  keep  price  ceiUngs  on  livestock. 

Cattle  growers  especially  know  the  dif- 
ficulty of  grading  livestock  in  a  fair  and 
equitable  manner.  Keeping  price  ceil- 
ings on  livestock  at  this  time  does  noth- 
ing to  contribute  to  the  stability  of  prices. 
£ti;  the  market  price  for  live  cattle  is  far 
btlow  the  OPS  ceiling  price. 

This  amendment  will  reassure  raisers 
of  cattle,  sheep,  and  hogs  that  they  may 
plan  without  the  worry  of  being  unduly 
hampered  by  arbitrary  price  ceilings  and 
grading  requirements.  It  will  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  authority  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  carry  on 
its  usual  functions  of  grading  and  in- 
spection under  statutes  other  than  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended. 

The  sponsors  of  iHis  amendment  join 
in  urging  its  immediate  consideration  by 
the  appropriate  committee  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  473)  to  amend  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  to 
prohibit  the  grading  of  hvestock  and  to 
remove  price  ceihngs  from  livestock,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Griswold  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 


DEDUCTION  OP  CHILD-CARE  COSTS 
BY  WIDOWS  FOR  INCOME-TAX 
PURPOSES 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
which  would  permit  widows  to  deduct 
for  income-tax  purposes  certain  child- 
care  costs. 

I  am  introducing  the  bill  here  in  the 
Senate  with  the  hope  that  the  Finance 
Committee  will  give  it  the  consideration 
it  justly  deserves,  and  will  see  fit  to  in- 
corporate its  provisions  in  those  of  the 
tax  bill  when  it  comes  to  us  from  the 
House. 

In  these  days  of  high  taxes  It  Is  dif- 
ficult for  many  of  us  to  stay  in  step  with 
the  relentless  and  ever-increasing  pace 
of  the  cost  of  living;  particularly  it  is 
difficult  for  working  widows  in  the  lower 
income  brackets  who  have  to  hire  some- 
one to  care  for  their  children  while  they 
are  at  work. 

This  bill  would  permit  a  widow  who  Is 
gainfully  employed  outside  of  her  home 
and  who  has  one  or  more  children  under 
16  years  of  age  living  at  home  to  deduct 
expenses  Incurred  to  provide  care  for 
such  child  or  children  during  her  work- 
day. 


In  order  to  qualify  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  the  adjusted 
gross  annual  income  of  such  widows* 
shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  $6,000.  phis 
$500  for  each  child  under  16  years  of  age, 
and  the  amount  deductible  shall  not  ex- 
ceed $40  of  such  expenses  paid  or  in- 
curred in  any  week. 

The  work-a-day  baby  sitter  bills  of 
bread-winner  mothers  do  impose  an  ex- 
traordinary financial  burden  upon  these 
homemakers.  In  the  interest  of  more 
stable  homes,  wholesome  environment, 
and  better  care  for  minor  children.  I  am 
convinced  that  relief  such  as  I  have  in- 
dicated is  long  overdue. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  biU  (S.  494)  to  permit  deduction 
for  income-tax  purposes  of  certain  ex- 
penses incurred  by  widows  in  providing 
care  for  their  children  while  they  are  at 
work,  introduced  by  Mr.  Smathers,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


MISSISSIPPI  VALLEY  HIGHWAY 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  high- 
way and  appurtenances  thereto,  travers- 
ing the  Mississippi  Valley. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  Is  merely  to 
authorize  a  continuous  highway  general- 
ly following  along  this  great  midconti- 
nent  river  from  its  source  to  the  sea. 
The  recommended  plan  for  the  highway 
was  set  forth  in  a  joint  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  submitted  to  the 
Congress  on  November  28.  1951.  Under 
the  recommended  plan,  the  highway 
would  be  developed  and  administered 
over  a  period  of  years  by  the  Highway 
Departments  of  the  Mississippi  Valley 
States  in  cooperation  with  the  Federal 
Government. 

The  plan  recommends  the  use  of  care- 
fully selected  existing  highways  which 
would  be  gradually  improved  and  cou- 
pled with  the  construction  of  new  sec- 
tions "where  the  traffic,  scenic,  historic, 
or  engineering  considerations  indicated 
that  a  new  development  would  be  desir- 
able and  useful." 

The  people  of  the  10  Mississippi  River 
States  originated  the  proposal  for  such 
a  highway  almost  two  decades  ago.  It 
would  provide  an  important  connection 
between  the  many  industrial  centers  and 
populated  areas  from  Canadfi  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  would  link  major  east- west 
highways,  and  would  have  many  addi- 
tional benefits  in  terms  of  recreation  and 
conservation  of  national  historic  and 
cultural  points  of  interest 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  that  the  Con- 
gress will  authorize  the  proposed  high- 
way so  that  all  of  the  Mississippi  River 
States  may  undertake  more  detailed 
planning  for  the  development  of  the 
vitally  needed,  continuous,  mldcontl- 
nent  vaHey  highway. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bin  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 
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The  bill  (S.  497)  providing  for  the  con- 
struction -of  a  highway  and  appurte- 
nances thereto,  traversing  the  Missis- 
sippi Valley,  introduced  by  Mr.  Hen- 
MiMGS.  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 


RELIEF  BILLS 


Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  for  appropriate  reference  re- 
lief bills  for  Mrs.  Margareth  Weigand, 
Oerdina  Josephina  Van  Delft,  Wilhelm 
Fritz  Rathjens,  Reverend  John  T.  Mac- 
Mullen,  Horst  P.  W.  Dittmar,  and  Heinz- 
Erik  Dittmar,  Mrs.  Eleanor  Emllle  Nell, 
and  Alfred  Theodor  Ex. 

I  mention  these  bills  particularly  be- 
ca\ise  I  want  everyone  to  know  that  I 
am  introducing  some  more  relief  bills. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LANGER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Has  the  Senator  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  taxpayers? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  already  taken 
care  of  most  of  them  in  North  Dakota. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Langer 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  as  follows: 

S.  602.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Mar- 
gareth Weigand; 

8. 503.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oerdina 
Josephina  Van  £>elft,- 

S.  504.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wilhelm 
Fritz  Rathjens: 

8.  505.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Rev.  John 
T.  MacMullen; 

8.  506.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Horst  F.  W. 
Dittmar  and  Heinz-Erlk  Dittmar; 

8.  507.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eleanor 
Emllie  Nell;  and 

8.  508.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Theo- 
dor Ex. 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  INTER- 
GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
on  behalf  of  myself,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith],  my  colleague 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith],  the  senior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  ScHOEppEL],  the  Senator  from  Del- 
aware [Mr.  Williams],  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Hicxenlooper],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson],  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
ToBEYj.  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  IVEs],  and  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Saltonstall],  I  am  in- 
troducing a  bill  providing  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  temporary  National  Com- 
mission on  Intergovernmental  Relations. 

Neither  my  interest  in  this  subject  nor 
the  bill  itself  is  new. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  have  laeen  seri- 
ously concerned  with  the  subject  for  a 
good  many  years. 

My  experience  durbig  a  long  period  of 
service  in  the  New  Jersey  State  Senate 
as  a  member  of  the  New  Jersey  state 

Commission  on  Interstate  Cooperation 

established  in  1935,  the  first  such  com- 
mission in  the  United  States — and  as  a 
member  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on 
the  Delaware  River  Basin,  all  served  to 
impress  upon  me  the  importance  of  these 
questions  of  Interlevel  and  interjuris- 
dictional relationships  in  American 
Ooverament. 


I  hope  my  colleagues  will  bear  with  me 
while  I  relate  another  bit  of  pjersonal 
history,  which  I  present  not  because  I 
want  to  try  to  impress  anyone  with  my 
great  wisdom  and  foresight  but  because 
the  facts  are  relevant  to  my  subject. 

This  experience  at  the  State  level 
prompted  me  to  introduce  a  similar  bill 
in  the  Eighty-first  Congress  on  Feb- 
ruary 8,  1949,  less  than  1  month  after  I 
took  my  oath  of  ofiBce  as  a  Member  of 
this  iDody. 

The  bill  which  I  then  Introduced,  S. 
810,  was  sponsored  jointly  by  seven  other 
Senators  and  myself,  and  on  the  House 
side  by  the  Honorable  Caleb  Hoggs,  now 
the  distinguished  Governor  of  the  State 
of  Delaware. 

The  Senate  and  House  Subcommittees 
on  Intergovernmental  Relations  held 
joint  hearings  on  this  bill,  at  which  time 
a  CDnsiderable  number  of  discinguislied 
public  officials — federal.  State,  and 
local— testified  for  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  revised  and  amended  and 
reported  out  in  the  second  session  as 
S.  1946,  but  failed  of  passage  during  the 
Eighty-first  Congress. 

I  do  not  claim  that  this  proposal  is 
the  first  one  calling  for  a  study  of  inter- 
governmental relations. 

There  had  been  several  bills  and  reso- 
lutions calling  for  a  study  of  some  phases 
of  this  problem,  particularly  its  tax  and 
fiscal  aspects,  but  this  bill  was— I  be- 
lieve— the  first  calling  for  a  comprehen- 
sive study  of  the  whole  field. 

While  I  do  not  minimize  for  a  moment 
the  importance  of  the  financial  phases 
of  the  problem.  I  am  certain  that  no  solu- 
tion of  the  problem  as  a  whole  is  pos- 
sible simply  by  dealing  with  segments 
of  it. 

To  continue,  briefly.  Mr.  President, 
with  the  historical  background  of  this 
proposal,  may  I  point  out  that  in  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  I  again  intro- 
duced a  bill.  S.  437,  which  was  similar 
to  the  one  which  I  present  today. 

Also  in  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  our  distinguished  for- 
mer colleague.  Senator  Herbert  R. 
O'Conor,  of  Maryland,  introduced  a  bill 
for  this  purpose. 

This  was  S.  1146.  which  was  reported 
out  of  committee,  and  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  July  23,  1951. 

Unfortunately,  on  the  following  day, 
the  bill  was  recalled  from  the  House,  as 
a  result  of  what  I  believe  was  some  mis- 
understanding as  to  its  nature  and  pur- 
pose. I  dislike  to  think,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  misunderstanding  was  political! 
but  all  signs  at  that  time  pointed  to 
partisanship. 

No  further  action  was  taken  upon  it 
during  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Now.  at  the  beginning  of  the  Eighty 
third  Congress,  we  have  a  new  opportu- 
nity to  do  something  that  may  open  the 
way  for  constructive  action  in  this  im- 
portant field. 

The  purposes  of  the  Commission.  Mr. 
President,  are  clearly  stated  in  the  text 
of  the  act. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  have  placed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  those  purposes 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr! 
GoLDWATER  In  the  chair).  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment of  purposes  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

This  Commission  is  established  for  th« 
purpose  of  studying  and  making  recommen- 
dations to  the  President,  and  the  Congresa, 
in  an  effort  to  bring  about^ 

( 1 )  The  finding  of  ways  and  means  of  es- 
tablishing a  more  orderly  and  less  compe- 
titive fiscal  relationship  between  the  several 
levels  of  government.  Major  aspects  of  this 
problem  Include  the  overlapping  and  con- 
fused systems  of  taxation  and  the  increasing 
demands  made  upon  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  States  for  tax-sharing  and  grants-in- 
aid,  without  following  any  consistent  over- 
all pattern; 

(2)  The  elimination  of  duplication  and 
overlapping  services,  activities,  and  functions, 
and  the  securing  of  a  better  coordination  of 
such  services,  activities,  and  functions  among 
the  several  levels  of  government; 

(3)  The  attainment  of  such  an  allocation 
of  governmei  tal  functions  among  the  several 
levels  of  (government  as  will  contribute  to 
economy  in  governmental  administration  on 
the  one  hand,  and  maximum  service  to  the 
public  on  the  other; 

(4)  A  reduction  in  the  total  governmental 
expenditures  to  the  lowest  possible  level  con- 
sistent with  the  efficient  performance  of  es- 
sential services,  activities,  and  functions; 

(5)  The  development,  within  the  existing 
constitutional  framework,  of  a  governmental 
structure,  and  such  cooperative  policies  and 
procedures  as  will  tend  to  overcome  existing 
obstacles  to  efficient  governmental  adminis- 
tration, and  to  lay  a  sound  loundatioa  lor 
future    development. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  believe  that 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  are 
under  obligation  to  give  consideration  to 
these  important  problems. 

Not  only  was  the  establishment  of  such 
a  commission  recommended  by  the 
Hoover  Commission,  but  in  the  recent 
campaign,  both  poliUtal  parties  and  their 
candidates  took  a  strong  position  in  favor 
of  doing  what  could  be  done  to  stem  the 
tide  toward  further  and  further  concen- 
tration of  authority  in  the  hands  of  the 
Federal  Government  here  in  Washing- 
ton. 

I  shall  not  burden  you  nor  impose  upon 
your  time  by  a  lengthy  recital  of  argu- 
ments in  support  of  this  proposal. 

It  is  a  proposal  at  this  stage  simply  to 
find  out  what  tiie  facts  are,  so  that  we 
may  at  a  later  date  be  in  a  position  to 
take  constructive  action. 

How  anyone  can  logically  oppose  a 
move  to  discover  and  disclose  the  facts,  it 
is  difficult  to  understand. 

Actually  there  has  been  little  real  op- 
position to  this  proposal,  while  there  has 
been  evidence  of  a  great  deal  of  active 
support. 

This  support  comes  from  both  ofBclal 
and  unofficial  sources. 

In  this  connection,  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  one  very  interesting  fact. 

For  the  past  several  years,  it  has  been 
true  in  session  after  session  that  approxi- 
mately one-third  of  the  Members  of  this 
body  have  served  at  some  time  as  the 
governors  of  the  States  from  which  they 
come. 

Beginning  with  the  second  session  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress,  these  former 
governors  have,  without  regard  to  party 
affiliation,  lined  up  100  percent — I  be- 
lieve—behind this  proposal  for  a  Na- 
tional Commission  on  Intergovernmental 
Relations. 
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Some  of  the  most  distinguished  politi- 
cal scientists  in  the  country  have  given 
their  full  supp>ort  to  this  proposal. 

I  mention  only  three  at  this  time :  Pro- 
fessors White,  of  the  University  of  Chi- 
cago; Gaus,  of  Harvard;  and  Anderson, 
of  the  University  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  concise  statement  contain- 
ing quotations  of  these  estimable  schol- 
ars be  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Prof.  Leonard  D.  White,  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Chicago,  recognizing  that  these  in- 
terrelationships present  many  difficult  prob- 
lems, believes  that  "such  a  commission  is 
badly  needed"  and  that  "it  might  dc  a  k  t  of 
good  in  proposing  answers  to  some  of  them." 
Prof.  John  M  Gaus  of  Harvard  University 
believes  that  "there  are  all  kinds  of  Improve- 
ments we  can  make  In  the  operation  of 
the  various  levels  of  Government  in  this 
matter  of  relationships  and  the  prepara- 
tion of  programs  without  any  new  legis- 
lation being  required  at  all."  So  do  I,  aixl 
I  believe  that  the  findings  of  such  a  com- 
mission will  open  up  many  of  these  to  us. 
Prof.  William  Anderson  of  the  University  of 
Minnesota  writes.  "If  the  establishment  of 
a  commission  could  lead  to  some  Intensive 
studies,  and  not  to  mere  pronouncements 
of  general  policies.  It  would  l>e  worth  the 
expenditure  of  a  considerable  sum  of  money. 
Our  own  studies  in  Minnesota  indicate  that 
there  are  many  phases  of  Intergovernmental 
relations  that  have  not  been  brought  to 
light." 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
support  for  the  propos;\l  also  comes  from 
many  public  officials  and  statesmen  as 
well. 

Support  likewise  comes  from  many 
people  at  the  Federal  level  and  from 
those  at  the  State  and  local  levels. 

In  1950.  the  American  Municipal  As- 
."5ociation,  in  its  National  Municipal 
Policy  Statement,  gave  enthusiastic  sup- 
port to  the  movement  for  such  a  com- 
mission, specifying  only  that  the  cities 
should  have  direct  representation — 
which,  of  course,  has  always  been  in- 
tended. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
.sent  that  a  pertinent  part  of  this  state- 
ment be  Incorporated  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  National  Commission  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations,  proposed  as  8.  1946  (the 
revised  bill  in  the  Slst  Cong  ),  should  be 
enacted  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  Clarifi- 
cation of  the  difficult  questions  arising  be- 
tween Federal  and  local  governments  can  be 
accomplished  best  by  such  a  commission. 
Pew  activities  are  more  urgent  or  more  im- 
portant as  a  means  of  proving  that  a  demo- 
cratic Federal  Government  can  work  effec- 
tively  and   harmoniously. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  National  County  Officers  Association, 
the  National  Municipal  League,  the 
Council  of  State  Governments,  and  many 
other  organizations  have  given  their 
support.  The  national  assembly  of  the 
States,  sponsored  by  the  Council  of  State 
Governments  and  meeting  in  Chicago 
only  last  month,  adopted  a  resolution 


urging  Congress  to  enact  legislation  such 
as  I  propose. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent that  appropriate  parts  of  this  reso- 
lution be  incorporated  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Our  system  of  government  can  be  main- 
tained only  if  the  authority  and  responsibil- 
ities of  the  several  States  are  preserved.  The 
growing  encroachment  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment into  activities  which  traditionally 
have  been,  and  should  be,  the  function  of 
the  States  has  t>ecome  a  matter  of  grave 
concern  to  all  the  States.  The  tax  policies 
of  the  Federal  Government  have  made  It  In- 
creasingly difficult  for  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments to  obtain  the  revenues  which  they 
require. 

The  Federal  Government  should  be  respon- 
sible for  the  admlnistrat  on  and  financing  of 
national  responslbllitlec;  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments should  be  responsible  for  the  ad- 
ministration and  financing  of  their  respon- 
sibilities; and  the  responsibility  for  the 
administration  of  Joint  functions  should 
be  Jointly  financed  upon  a  carefully  defined 
basis.  It  is  our  firm  conviction  that  more 
efficient  service  to  the  citizens  could  be  ren- 
dered at  lower  cost  If  certain  of  the  taxes 
now  levied  by  the  Federal  Grovernment  were 
abandoned  to  the  States  in  lieu  of  Federal 
grants-in-aid. 

Accordingly,  this  eleventh  general  assem- 
bly of  the  States  strongly  recommends  that — 

( 1 )  The  Congress  of  the  United  States  en- 
act legislation  to  create  a  representatU-e 
a^ncy  authorlised  to  study  and  make  recom- 
mendations with  respect  to  the  administra- 
tion and  operation  of  functions  performed 
by.  and  the  tax  responsibilities  of,  each  level 
of  government. 

(2)  The  Council  of  State  Governments 
cooperate  enthusiastically  with  any  such 
agency  that  may  be  created  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  In  conclusion, 
Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  point  out 
some  of  the  definite  benefits  that  I  would 
hope  might  fiow  from  the  work  of  such 
a  commission. 

In  the  first  place  It  would,  as  I  have 
indicated,  get  the  facts— facts  without 
which  intelligent  programing  and  long- 
range  planning  are  impossible. 

An  explanation  of  how  we  got  where 
we  are  is  a  necessary  prerequisite  to 
the  planning  of  future  action. 

The  second  benefit  that  I  would  have 
to  realize  as  a  result  of  the  work  of  such 
a  commission  would  be  the  develop- 
ment of  a  sort  of  blueprint  for  the  fu- 
ture— a  long-range  guide  to  the  determi- 
nation of  pwlicy  and  procedure. 

Third,  I  believe,  that  there  should  be 
in  the  Federal  Government  some  kind  of 
central  coordinating  agency,  whose  duty 
it  would  be  to  achieve  some  degree  of 
uniformity  in  both  pohcy  and  procedure 
among  the  various  departments  and 
agencies  having  relations  with  the 
States. 

There  Is  at  the  present  time  no  general 
policy  and  no  coordination. 

I  have  some  ideas  as  to  what  the  na- 
ture of  this  machinery  should  be,  but 
for  the  present  I  refrain  from  further 
comment  upon  them,  on  the  theory  that 
the  Commission  should  make  a  specific 
recommendation  as  to  a  proper  means 
of  executing  the  plan  which  it  will 
present. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  I  would  hope 
that  this  study  of  Federal-State,  inter- 
state, Federal -local,  and  State-local  re- 


lations might  serve  to  point  up  the  need 
for  some  central  clearinghouse  for  all 
kinds  of  information  dealing  with  State 
and  local  gove -nment,  law.  and  admin- 
istration. 

At  the  present  time  agencies  con- 
cerned with  the  collection  and  analysis 
of  such  data  are  scattered  all  over  the 
city  of  Washington— in  the  Library  of 
Congress,  the  Federal  Security  Agency, 
the  Departments  of  Commerce,  Justice, 
Labor,  Agriculture,  and  many  more. 

There  is  confusion,  absence  of  essen- 
tial information  in  some  areas,  duplica- 
tion of  effort  in  others. 

There  should  be,  and  I  believe  there  is. 
an  appropriate  means  of  bringing  some 
semblance  of  order  out  of  chaos. 

I  send  the  bill  to  the  desk  for  appro- 
priate reference. 

The  bill  (S.  526)  to  establish  a  Na- 
tional Commission  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations,  introduced  by  Mr. 
HENDRICKSON  (for  himself  and  other 
Senators),  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 


REGULATION  OP  RELEASE  OF 
WATER  FROM  ELEPHANT  BUTTE 
RESERVOIR,  N.   MEX. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  would  require  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  acting  through  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  to  regulate  the  release  of 
water  impounded  in  the  Elephant  Butte 
Dam  in  New  Mexico,  so  as  to  maintain  in 
the  reservoir  sufficient  water  for  the 
preser\'ation  of  fish  and  wildlife  therein. 

This  matter  is  of  vital  importance  to 
the  people  living  near  and  below  the 
Elephant  Butte  Reservoir.  There  are 
many  tons  of  fish  in  this  reservoir  and 
it  has  been  nearly  empty  at  certain  sea- 
sons of  the  year  for  the  last  3  years,  and 
at  one  time  sufficient  water  was  retained 
only  by  order  of  the  court.  If  the  reser- 
voir should  be  drained,  fish  would  be 
scattered  all  along  the  Rio  Grande  River 
below  the  dam  and  would  create  a  hazard 
to  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  people 
living  in  Truth  or  Consequences  and 
other  settlements  along  the  river. 

I  recognize  this  is  a  difficult  legal 
question  and  that  the  legislative  counsel 
has  spent  considerable  time  in  studying 
it.  I  have  also  had  some  discussions  with 
friends  and  particularly  attorneys  in  New 
Mexico  concerning  this  problem  and 
they  have  given  me  some  comments  and 
suggestions  that  may  be  pertinent  to  this 
subject.  I  think  it  would  be  helpful  in 
dealing  with  this  problem  if  these  com- 
ments and  memorandum  were  printed  in 
full  in  the  Record. 

I.  therefore,  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  full  text  of  the  bill  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record,  together  with 
a  letter  which  Mr.  Harry  B.  Littell,  assist- 
ant legislative  counsel,  wrote  to  Mr.  G. 
W.  Lineweaver,  Assistant  Commissioner. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  Mr.  Line- 
weaver's  reply;  also  the  comments  of  Mr. 
Littell  and  the  views  expressed  concern- 
ing tills  problem  by  a  prominent  at- 
torney, Mr.  Quincy  B.  Adams,  of  Albu- 
querque. N.  Mex. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriatelv  re- 
ferred, and,  without  objecuon.  the  bill. 
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together  with  the  letters,  views,  and  com- 
ments, will  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro. 

The  bill  (S.  531)  relaUng  to  the  re- 
lease of  water  from  the  Elephant  Butte 
Reservoir,  N.  Mex..  introduced  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwlthstandtng 
any  proylBlon  of  the  reclamation  laws,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  acting  through  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  shall  regulate  the 
release  of  the  waters  Impounded  by  the  Ele- 
phant Butte  Dam  In  New  Mexico  so  as  to 
maintain  In  the  Elephant  Butte  Reservoir 
that  amount  of  water  which  Is  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  fish  and  wildlife  In 
such  reservoir. 

•  The  letters,  comments,  and  views  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Anderson  are  as  follows: 

NOVZMBKK  6,    1952. 

ICr.  O.  W.  LiNcwsAVxa. 

Assistant  Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Rec- 
clamation.  Interior  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

DzAK  Sm:  Pursuant  to  my  telephone  con- 
versation with  you  and  Mr.  Bennett,  I  am 
submitting  a  number  of  questions  relating 
to  the  Elephant  Butte  and  El  Vado  Reser- 
voirs In  New  Mexico.  As  you  know,  we  have 
been  requested  by  Mr.  Wood,  of  Senator 
AJvonsoN's  office,  to  look  Into  the  possibility 
of  legislation  to  prohibit  the  lowering  of  the 
water  level  In  these  reservoirs  beyond  that 
level  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  fish 
and  other  wildlife  In  the  reservoirs. 

1.  When,  and  under  authority  of  what  law 
or  laws,  were  the  dams  and  other  works 
appurtenant  to  the  Elephant  Butte  and  El 
Vado  Reservoirs  constructed? 

a.  Doee  the  United  States  have  complete 
Jurisdiction  and  administration  of  the  two 
reservoirs? 

3.  Are   the  Elephant  Butte  and  B  Vado 
-:  Reservoirs  used  solely  for  Irrigation  piurposea? 

If  not,  what  are  the  other  uses? 

4.  Is  the  United  States  considered  to  be  a 
party  to  the  Rio  Grande  compact,  approved 
by  the  Congress  on  May  31,  1939? 

6.  If  the  United  States  is  not  a  party  to 
the  Rio  Grande  compact,  is  It  nevertheless 
bound  by  the  terms  of  the  compact  In  its 
proprietary  capacity  as  administrator  of  the 
Elephant  Butte  and  El  Vado  Reservoirs? 

8.  Can  you  furnish  us  citations  to  the  suit 
brought  by  the  town  of  Truth  or  Conse- 
quences, N.  Mex.?  If  there  are  no  recorded 
decisions  can  you  furnish  us  information  as 
the  court  in  which  the  suit  was  brought, 
the  grounds  for  the  suit,  and  the  decision 
of  the  court? 

Any  other  information  or  opinions  you 
may  be  able  to  furnish  pertaining  to  the 
basic  problem  posed  will  be  greatly  appre- 
ciated. 

Thanking  you,  I  remain. 
Truly  yours, 

HaXXT  B.   LllTBH.. 

Assistant  Counsel. 

Unttid  Statxs 
Departicknt  or  thx  Intkuok, 

BuaxAu   or   Rsclamation, 
Washington.  D.  C,  November  28,  1952. 
Mr.  Haxkt  B.  Lrrrxix, 

Assistant  Counsel.  Office  of  the  LegiS' 
lative  Counsel,   United  States  Sen- 
ate, Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  DiA«  Ma.  Utt«ll:  On  November  14  the 
Acting  CoDuniasioner  acknowledged  your  let- 
ter of  November  0  requesting  certain  infor- 
mation concerning  the  Elephant  Butte  and 
El  Vado  Reservoirs  in  New  Mexico.    The  fol- 
lowing Information  is  responsive  to  your  in- 
quiry, arranged  numerically  to  correspond  to 
the  numbered  questions  In  your  letter: 

1.  The  construction  of  Elephant  Butte  Res- 
ervoir was  authoriaed  by  Congress  on  Feb- 


ruary 25,  1905  (33  Stat.  814),  under  certain 
conditions  as  to  Qndlng  of  feasibility.  A  part 
of  the  purpose  of  the  authorization  was  to 
carry  out  terms  of  a  treaty  with  Mexico  then 
under  negotiation  and  later  proclaimed  on 
January  16.  1907  (34  Stat.  2953).  An  appro- 
priation of  91,000,000  was  made  toward  con- 
struction of  the  dam  (March  4.  1907  (34  Stat. 
1295,  1357) ) .  the  balance  of  the  cost  to  be  met 
by  allotments  from  the  reclamation  fund 
pursuant  to  the  Reclamation  Act  (June  17, 
1902  (32  Stat.  388)  ).  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented. The  principal  construction  of  Ele- 
phant Butte  Dam  took  place  from  1912  to 
1916.  Other  features  of  the  Rio  Grande 
project  are  a  regulating  reservoir  at  Caballo 
Dam  below  Elephant  Butte  and,  of  course, 
diversion  structures  designed  to  make  water 
available  to  lands  in  New  Mexico  and  Texas. 
The  El  Vado  Reservoir  is  on  the  Rio  Chama, 
In  the  upper  tributary  area  of  the  so-called 
Middle  Rio  Grande  section  of  the  drainage 
system.  The  El  Vado  Reservoir  was  con- 
strx^ted  by  Irrigation  Interests  without  Fed- 
eral participation,  and  thus  constituted  one 
of  the  assets  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Con- 
servancy District  which  was  organized  in 
1925.  The  reservoir,  together  with  other 
irrigation  features,  is  affected  by  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  pr  ;;»,ct  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation which  provides  for  rehabilitation  and 
construction  of  projects  works  and  other  nec- 
essary and  related  arrangements.  For  de- 
tailed reference,  see  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1948  (June  30,  1948  (62  Stat.  1171.  1179)); 
House  Document  No.  243.  Elghty-flrst  Con- 
gress; House  Document  No.  653,  Eghty-flrst 
Congress;  Flood  Control  Act  of  1950  (May  17, 
1950  (64  Stat.  163.  176)):  and  contract  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  Conservancy  DUtrlct  of  September 
24,  1951,  designated  178r-423. 

2.  First  it  should  be  noted  that  in  section  6 
of  the  original  Reclamation  Act  above  cited, 
the  second  proviso  states  as  follows:  "Pro- 
vided, That  the  title  to  and  the  management 
and  operation  of  the  reservoirs  and  the  works 
necessary  for  their  protection  and  operation 
shall  remain  in  the  Government  until  other- 
wise provided  by  Congress." 

This  covers  the  question  as  to  Elephant 
Butte,  and  the  references  under  No.  1  supra 
show  the  authorizations  with  respect  to 
El  Vado. 

3.  The  answer  is  In  the  negative.  Elephant 
Butte  Dam  is  used  for  the  generation  of 
power  (subject  to  operational  requirements 
for  project  irrigation  and  treaty  commit- 
ments) which  power  is  transmitted  to  users 
on  the  New  Mexico  and  Texas  sides  of  the 
Rio  Grande. 

4.  The  Rio  Grande  compact  was  executed 
on  March  18,  1938.  Congressional  consent 
was  given  by  the  act  of  May  31.  1939  (53  Stat. 
785).  Reference  for  this  action  is  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  article  I, 
section  10,  clause  3.  There  Is  nothing  In  the 
act  of  Congress  Just  cited,  nor  (as  far  as 
we  are  aware)  In  any  other  act  of  Congress 
to  indicate  an  intention  that  the  United 
States  should  be  a  party  to  the  compact. 

6.  The  premise  to  this  question  Is  referable 
to  the  answer  In  4  above.  The  matter  of 
"proprietary  capacity  as  administrator"  is 
outlined  in  1  and  2  above.  The  bare  ques- 
tion, then,  is  whether  the  United  States  U 
bound  by  the  terms  of  such  a  compact.  In 
view  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  Pennsylvoj^ta  v.  Wheeling  and  Belmont 
Bridge  Co.  (Iff  How.  421,  432  (1856)  ),  it  ap- 
pears that  congressional  consent  to  a  com- 
pact cannot  inhibit  the  later  enactment  of 
constitutional  legislation  and  that  such  leg- 
Islatlon.  if  It  is  Inconsistent  with  the  com- 
pact, will  have  the  effect  of  overriding  the 
compact.  Thus  far  at  least  the  United  States 
cannot  be  said  to  be  bound  by  such  a  docu- 
ment. Your  attention  Is,  however,  invited 
to  the  provUion  in  that  portion  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1948  dealing  with  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  project  that  "at  all  times  all  proj- 
ect  works  shall  be  operated  la  conformity 


with  the  Rio  Grande  compact  as  It  is  ad- 
ministered by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  Com- 
mission." Thus,  the  Congress  has  specifi- 
cally directed  officers  of  the  executive  branch 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  Rio  Grande 
compact  in  administering  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  project. 

6.  Appellate  action  was  completed  by  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals,  Tenth  Cir- 
cuit in  the  case  of  State  of  New  Mexico  and 
City  of  Truth  or  Consequences  v.  Labon 
Backer,  et  al.  (No.  4453),  on  appeal  from 
the  Judgment  of  dismissal  of  the  action  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  New  Mexico  entered  on  January 
15.  1952.  The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peals affirms  the  Judgment  dismissing  the 
action  under  date  of  October  22,  1952.  These 
actions  of  the  district  court  and  the  court  of 
appeals  are  or  will  be  available  in  the  ad- 
vance sheets  of  reports. 

If  you  require  further  information,  please 
advise  us. 

Sincerely  yours. 

G.  W.  LiNxwEAVxa, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 

Memorandum  rot  Senatob  AiroEBSoir 

This  memorandum  Is  submitted  in  re- 
sponse to  the  inquiry  set  forth  in  the  letter 
of  October  29,  1952,  from  your  administra- 
tive assistant,  Mr.  Wood,  with  respect  to 
whether  the  Congress  can  validly  enact  leg- 
islation to  prevent  the  draining  of  all  of 
the  waters  Impounded  by  the  Elephant 
Butte  and  El  Vado  Dams  in  New  Mexico.  To 
provide  a  satisfactory  solution  to  the  prob- 
lem giving  rise  to  the  inquiry,  it  appears 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  retain  in  the 
reservoirs  an  amount  of  water  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  fish  and  other  wildlife  therein, 
whether  the  primary  purpose  for  retaining 
such  waters  Is  to  prevent  the  creation  of 
health  hazards,  to  provide  recreational  fa- 
cilities, or  to  provide  a  fish  and  wildlife 
preserve. 

The  Elephant  Butte  Dam,  authorized  by 
the  Congress  by  the  act  of  February  28. 
1905  (33  Stat.  814).  under  certain  conditions 
as  to  finding  of  feasibility,  was  constructed 
under  authority  of  the  basic  reclamation 
law  of  1902  (32  SUt.  388).  It  is  owned  by 
the  United  States  and  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  reclamation  laws. 

According  to  Information  received  from  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  the  El  Vado  Dam 
was  constructed  by  irrigation  InteresU  with- 
out Federal  participation  and  is  an  asset  of 
the  Middle  Rio  Grande  conservancy  dis- 
trict organized  In  1925.  This  dam,  together 
with  other  irrigation  works  of  the  district, 
is  affected  by  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project 
approved  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1948 
(62  Stat.  1171,  1179).  Under  the  authority 
of  this  act,  the  United  States  and  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  conservancy  district  have  en- 
tered Into  a  contract  which  provides,  during 
stipulated  periods,  for  control  and  opera- 
tion by  the  United  States  of  the  irrigation 
works  of  the  dUtrlct  and  for  transfer  to  the 
United  States  of  legal  title  to  the  various 
works.  At  the  present  time,  however,  the 
United  States  has  no  proprietary  Interest  in 
the  El  Vado  Dam.  When  the  El  Vado  Dam 
la  acquired  by  the  United  States  under  the 
contract  entered  into  with  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  conservancy  district,  its  operation 
will  also  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
reclamation  laws  (62  Stat.  1171,  1179;  see  also 
section  32  of  contract  no.  178R-423.  dated 
September  24.  1951,  entered  into  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Middle  Rio  Grande 
conservancy  district). 

The  problems  raised  by  the  proposed  leg- 
islation must  be  considered  in  the  light  of 
the  Rio  Grande  Compact  of  1939  (53  Stat. 
785).  The  compact,  entered  into  by  Colo- 
rado. New  Mexico,  and  Texas,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  United  SUtes,  achieved  a  sys- 
tem of  regulation  concerning  the  dUtribu- 
tion  of  the  water  la  the  Rio  Grande  Basin. 
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looking  to  an  equitable  distribution  of  water 
i»mong  the  contracting  States.  It  should 
be  noted  that  the  act  authorizing  the  Mid- 
dle Rio  Grande  project  requires  that  the 
project  worJts  be  operated  in  conformity 
with  the  Rio  Grande  compact. 

We  have  also  been  informed  by  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  that  the  waters  of  the  Rio 
Grande  Basin  are  owned  by  the  States  of 
Colorado.  New  Mexico,  and  Texas.  While 
there  may  be  some  question  as  to  the  legal 
ownership  of  the  waters  concerned,  we  have 
H.'^umed  that  such  waters  are  not  owned  by 
the  United  States.  This  fact,  together  with 
the  present  system  of  distribution  of  the 
water  prescribed  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact, 
necessitates  consideration  of  the  constitu- 
tional problems  which  are  raised  by  the  pro- 
posed legislation.  These  constitutional  prob- 
lems Involve  or  are  affected  by  (1)  the  ques- 
tion of  navigability  of  the  Rio  Grande.  (2) 
the  constitutional  powers  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment which  may  sustain  the  proposed 
leelslatlon,  and  (3)  the  question  of  whether 
the  action  required  by  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion would  affect  property  rights  downstream 
from  the  dams  in  such  a  manner  as  to  re- 
quire payment  of  Just  compensation  under 
the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution. 
It  win  be  necessary,  therefore,  to  consider 
the  various  results  that  might  ensue  depend- 
ing upon  a  determination  of  navigability  of 
the  Rio  Grande,  upon  which  Federal  power 
is  exercised  and  the  purpose  for  exercise  of 
the  power,  and  upon  the  requirements  of  pay- 
ment of  compensation  for  property  rights  af- 
fected by  the  exercise  of  Federal  power. 

I.  IF  THE  RIO  GRANDE  IS  DrTEHMINED  TO  BE  NAVI- 
CABI  E  AND  ir  FEDEHAI.  ACTION  REQUIRED  BY  THE 
PROPOSED  LEGISLATION  CAN  BE  SUSTAINED  AS 
AN  AID  TO  NAVIGATION,  THEN  THE  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  WOULD  BE  VALID  AND  COMPENSA- 
TION FOR  WATER  RIGHTS  AFFECgpJ)  WOULD  NOT 
BE    RE(.UIRED 

The  extent  of  Federal  power  with  respect  to 
navigable  streams  Is  remarkably  greater  than 
with  respect  to  nonnavlgable  streams.  The 
determination  of  whether  a  river  or  stream  Is 
navigable  Is  a  Judicial  function.  For  an  ex- 
cellent example  of  the  various  factors  con- 
sidered by  the  courts  In  making  this  deter- 
nilnuilon  see  United  States  v.  Appalachian 
Electric  Power  Company  ((1940)  311  U.  S. 
377).  No  attempt  will  be  made  in  this 
memorandum  to  ascertain  the  navigability 
f  f  the  Rio  Grande  In  New  Mexico,  since  it  is 
apparent  that  a  Jvidlclal  determination  of 
iiavlcibillty  must  rest  upon  the  factual  situ- 
ation, and  the  application  of  the  rules  of 
law  to  the  factual  situation,  in  each  particu- 
lar case.  (It  should  be  noted  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  In  1899  In  United  States  v.  Rio 
Grande  Dam  and  Irrigation  Company  (174 
U.  S.  C90)  found  the  Rio  Grande  in  New 
Mexico  to  be  nonnavlgable.) 

Federal  power  over  navigable  streams  is 
nut  expressly  granted  in  the  Constitution 
but  is  derived  from  the  express  power  to  reg- 
ulate Interstate  and  foreign  commerce. 
Lcovy  V.  U.  S.  (1900)  177  U.  S.  621,  632.  The 
power  to  regulate  commerce  Is  complete 
within  Itself,  may  be  exercised  to  the  utmost 
extent,  and  acknowledges  no  limitations 
other  than  those  which  are  prescribed  In  the 
Con.«itltutlon.  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Uni- 
rersitij  vf  Illinois  v.  U.  S..  289  U.  S.  48,  66 
(1933):  McDermott  v.  State  of  Wi'iconsin, 
228  U.  S.  115  (1913):  Hoke  and  Economide.f  v. 
U.  S..  227  U.  S.  308  (1913).  All  navigable 
waters  are  under  the  control  of  the  United 
States  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  and  im- 
proving navigation,  and  although  the  title 
to  submerged  soil  may  be  in  the  various 
States  or  Individual  users  under  them,  it  is 
subject  to  the  servitude  in  respect  of  navi- 
gallon  created  in  favor  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment by  the  Constitution.  U.  S.  v. 
Chandler-Dunbar  Water  Power  Co.,  229  U.  S. 
53  (1913);  Gibson  v.  U.  S..  166  U.  S.  269 
(1897). 

The  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  also 
hold    that    navigable   waters   are   under    the 


control  of  the  United  States  when  It  is 
exercising  its  power  over  them  for  a  purpose 
other  than  to  regulate  or  improve  navigation 
to  the  same  extent  as  when  it  is  exercising 
its  power  in  aid  of  navigation.  A  discussion 
of  the  possible  results  in  the  exercise  of  Fed- 
eral power  over  navigable  streams  in  this 
type  of  situation  will  follow  in  part  n  of 
this  memorandum. 

Even  in  the  case  of  an  exercise  of  power 
under  the  commerce  clause  to  aid  navigation, 
the  question  arises  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
property  rights  may  be  affected  by  Federal 
action  before  there  Is  a  taking  of  property 
for  public  use  within  the  meaning  of  the 
fifth  amendment  requiring  that  Just  com- 
pensation be  paid  for  rights  taken.  The 
commerce  p>ower  is  subject  to  the  fifth 
amendment.  U.  S.  v.  Chicago.  Miltcaukee, 
St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Co..  282  U.  S. 
311  (1931);  Monongahela  Nav.  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
148  U.  S.  312.  336  (1893).  However,  that  Is 
not  to  say  that  every  taking  under  the  com- 
merce power  is  compensable.  Rather  the 
cases  establish  that  riparian  lands  are  sub- 
ject to  the  obligation  to  suffer  the  conse- 
quences of  the  exercise  of  the  dominant  rleht 
of  the  Government  over  navigation.  The 
dominant  power  of  the  Federal  Government 
extends  to  the  entire  bed  of  a  stream  which 
includes  the  lands  below  ordinary  high- 
water  mark.  The  exercise  of  the  power 
within  these  limits  is  not  an  invasion  of  any 
private  property  right  in  such  lands  for 
which  the  United  States  must  make  com- 
pensation. Gib.ion  V.  U.  S.,  166  U.  S.  269 
(1897);  Greenleaf  Johyison  Lumber  Com- 
pany V.  Garrison,  Secretary  of  War,  237  U.  S. 
251  (1915);  Hughes  v.  U.  S.,  230  U.  S.  24 
(1913);  Jackson  v.  U.  S.  230  U.  S.  1  (1913); 
SeroJifon  v.  Wheeler,  179  U.  S.  141  (1900). 
In  U.  S.  V.  Willow  River  Co..  324  U.  S.  499,  509 
(1945)    the  Court  said: 

"High-water  mark  bounds  the  bed  of  the 
river.  Lands  above  it  are  fast  lands  and  to 
flood  them  is  a  taking  for  which  compen- 
sation must  be  paid.  •  •  •  Lands  be- 
low that  level  are  subject  always  to  a  domi- 
nant servitude  In  the  interests  of  navigation 
and  its  exercise  calls  for  no  compensation." 
Also,  see  Jackson  v.  17.  S.,  230  U.  S.  1,  23 
(1913),  and  U.  S.  v.  Chandler-Dunbar  Water 
Power  Co.,  229  U.  S.  53  (1913). 

Thus  it  appears  that  in  the  case  of  an 
exercise  of  tlie  Federal  power  to  aid  naviga- 
tion, the  question  of  requirement  of  com- 
pensation for  property  rights,  including  wa- 
ter rights,  affected  depends  upon  the  loca- 
tion of  the  property  affected  by  the  exercise 
of  Federal  power,  as  well  as  up>on  the  kind 
of  injury  inflicted.  If  there  is  a  direct  or 
physical  invasion  of  property  rights  above 
the  ordinary  high-water  mark  such  as  a 
flooding  of  property,  then  such  an  Invasion 
would  be  a  taking  within  the  purview  of 
the  fifth  amendment  and  compensation 
would  have  to  be  paid.  Monongahela  Navi- 
gation Co.  v.  U.  S..  148  U.  S.  312.  338  (1893); 
U.  S.  V.  Cress.  243  U.  S.  316  (1917).  But,  If 
the  damage  or  loss  incurred  is  treated  as  an 
indirect  or  consequential  injury  to  riparian 
or  water  rights,  such  as  a  reduction  in  the 
flow  of  water,  then  such  damages  are  not 
compensable  under  the  fifth  amendment, 
but  must  give  way  to  the  exercise  of  the 
dominant  power  over  navigation.  Gibson  v. 
U.  S..  166  U.  S.  269  (1897);  Scranton  v. 
Wheeler.  179  U.  S.  141.  153  (1900),  Bedford  v. 
U.  S.,  192  U.  S.  217,  225  (1904);  Jackson  v. 
U.  S..  230  U.  S.  1.  23  (1913):  U.  S.  v.  Com- 
modore Park,  Inc.,  324  U.  S.  386  ( 1945) ;  U.  S. 
v.  Willow  River,  324  U.  S.  49J  (1945). 

It  is  apparent  that  Federal  action  in  reg- 
ulating the  release  of  waters  impounded  by 
the  Elephant  Butte  and  El  Vado  Dams  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  maintain  therein  a  mini- 
mum amount  of  water  would  be  quite  un- 
likely to  result  in  any  fi<x>dlng  or  other  di- 
rect injury  to  riparian  lands  downstream 
from  the  "dams.  The  only  property  rights 
likely  to  be  affected  by  such  action  are  the 
rights  to  the  use  of  the  waters  in  the  Rio 


Grande.  But  recent  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  hold  that,  because  of  the  domi- 
nant power  of  the  United  States  over  navi- 
gable streams,  no  private  property  rights  (as 
against  the  United  States)  exist  in  the  wa- 
ters of  navigable  streams.  U.  S.  v.  Appalach' 
ian  Electric  Power  Co.,  supra;  U.  S.  v.  Wil- 
low River  Co.,  supra.  (See  also  Justice 
Douglas'  concurring  opinion  in  U.  S.  v.  Ger- 
lach  Livestock  Co.  (1950)  339  U.  8.  725.) 
The  result  of  these  cases  is  that  compensa- 
tion is  not  required  by  the  fifth  amendment 
for  any  Injury,  resulting  from  an  exercise  of 
the  power  to  aid  navigation,  to  the  rights 
that  an  individual  may  enjoy  under  State 
laws  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  navigable 
streams. 

Thus  it  is  seen  that  the  Federal  power  to 
aid  navigation  under  the  commerce  clau-^e, 
presents  a  wide  field  for  Federal  action,  both 
with  respect  to  Federal  power  to  undertake 
any  particular  action  and  with  respect  to  the 
extent  of  Federal  action  before  compensa- 
tion must  be  made  for  private  property  rights 
affected.  But  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  United  States  v.  Gerlach  Livestock 
Co.  ( ( 1950)  339  U.  6.  725) ,  cautions  that  the 
avowed  purpose  of  aiding  navigation  must 
be  a  bona  fide  one  as  well  as  one  of  the  pri- 
mary purposes  for  undertaking  a  particular 
project,  if  it  Is  to  be  sustained  as  an  exercise 
of  the  power  to  aid  navigation.  In  that  case, 
owners  of  lands  downstream  from  Priant 
Dam  in  the  central  valley  project  in  Cali- 
fornia sought  compensation  under  the  recla- 
mation laws  for  injuries  to  water  rights  re- 
sulting from  a  diminishing  (almost  amount- 
ing to  a  stoppage)  of  the  waters  of  the  San 
Joaquin  River.  The  Federal  Government 
defended  on  the  ground  that  the  dam  was  in 
aid  of  navigation  and  cited  acts  of  Congress 
which  gave  the  aiding  of  navigation  as  one 
of  the  purposes  for  constructing  the  dam. 
The  Court  closely  scrutinized  all  the  facts 
including  the  acts  of  Congress  and  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  project  was  pre- 
dominantly for  reclamation,  that  the  recla- 
mation laws  were  therefore  applicable  to  it, 
and  that  since  those  laws  require  payment  of 
Just  compensation  for  property  rights  taken 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
pay  for  the  water  rights  adversely  affected. 
The  Coiu-t  said: 

"Even  if  we  assume,  with  the  Government, 
that  Friant  Dam  in  fact  bears  some  relation 
to  control  of  navigation,  we  think  neverthe- 
less that  Congress  realistically  elected  to 
treat  it  as  a  reclamation  project." 

While  the  Court  found  it  unnecessary  to 
decide  any  constitutional  Issues  in  the 
Gerlach  case,  and  made  no  statements  in 
conflict  with  the  rule  of  Federal  domlnancy 
over  navigable  streams.  It  is  significant  that 
the  Court  went  to  some  length  to  reach  the 
conclusion  that,  under  the  facts  presented, 
the  Congress  In  authorizing  the  project  had 
not  invoked  its  dominant  power  over  navi- 
gation. 

In  the  present  case,  if  the  action  required 
by  the  proposed  legislation  can  be  sustained 
as  an  aid  to  navigation,  there  would  be  no 
question  of  the  Federal  power  to  undertake 
such  action,  and  compensation  would  not  be 
required  for  any  Injury  to  water  rights 
affected  by  such  action. 

II.  IF  THE  Rio  GRANDE  IS  DETERMINED  TO  EE 
NAVIGABLE  BUT  IF  THE  FEDERAL  ACTION  RE- 
QUIRED BT  THE  PROPOSED  LEGISLATION  IS  NOT 
SUSTAINABLE  AS  AN  AID  TO  NAVIGATION,  THEN 
THE  PROPOSED  LEGISLATION  PKOBABLT  CAN  BE 
VALIDLY  ENACTED,  BUT  COMPENSATION  FOR 
WATER  RIGHTS  AFUXTTIlD  POSSIBLY  WOULD  BE 
BEQUIEED 

While  Federal  power  over  navigable 
streams  is  derived  from  the  commerce  clause 
of  the  Constitution  (particularly  the  power 
to  aid  navigation ) ,  at  least  one  recent  de- 
cision of  the  Supreme  Couct  holds  that  the 
United  States  enjoys  the  same  extent  of 
power  over  navigable  streams  even  when 
the  purpose  of  Federal  action  is  not  to  aid 
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lUkTlgaUon  M  It  does  when  the  piirpos*  U 
to  aid  lUTlgatlon.  U.  S.  v.  Appalachian  EUc- 
tric  Power  Co.  (1940)  311  U.  S.  377.  Th« 
rationale  of  this  position  seenia  to  be  that 
the  commerce  power  vesta  In  the  United 
Statee  complete  control  of  the  waters  of  a 
navigable  stream  for  the  purpoae  of  aiding 
navigation;  therefore  no  private  property 
rights  as  against  the  United  States  can  exist 
in  navigable  waters  or  their  flow  or  level; 
therefore  the  United  States  has  complete 
control  of  navigable  waters  for  purposes 
other  than  navigation. 

Whether  or  not  one  agrees  with  this  rea- 
soning or  with  the  end  result,  the  decision 
of  the  Appalachian  case  has  not  been  chal- 
lenged and  the  rule  of  law  announced  there- 
in has  been  cited  In  subseqitent  cases. 
U.  S.  V.  Willow  River  Co..  supra.  Justice 
Douglas'  concurring  opinion  in  U.  S.  v.  Ger- 
lach  Livestock  Co.  (1950)  339  U.  a  725.  756 
sutea: 

"I  think  It  is  clear  under  ovir  decisions 
that  respordente  are  not  entitled  to  com- 
pensation as  a  matter  of  constitutional  right. 
For  we  have  repeatedly  held  that  there  are 
no  private  property  rights  in  the  waters  of 
a  navigable  river.  See  United  States  v.  Ap- 
palachian Power  Co..  311  U.  S.  377.  424; 
United  States  v.  Commodore  Park.  334  U.  S. 
386.  300-391:  United  Statea  v.  Willow  River 
Co.,  334  U.  8.  499.  510.  That  Is  true  whether 
the  rights  oi  riparian  owners  or  the  rights 
of  appropriators  are  Involved.  See  Gibson 
T.  United  States.  IM  U.  S.  309;  United  States 
▼.  Rio  Grande  Irrigation  Co..  174  U.  8.  690. 
As  the  Appalachian  Power  case  makes  plain 
(311  U.  S.  434,  437) .  the  existence  of  property 
rights  in  the  waters  of  a  navigable  stream  are 
not  dependent  upon  whether  the  United 
States  is  changing  the  flow  of  the  river  in 
aid  of  navigation  or  for  some  other  purpose." 
However  it  should  be  noted  that  the  ma- 
jority opinion  In  the  Oerlach  case  expressly 
reserved  passing  upon  the  question  of  the 
extent  of  Federal  power  to  divert  or  stop 
the  flow  of  navigable  streams  to  the  detri- 
ment of  water  users,  and  the  Supreme  Court 
has  never  ruled  specifically  on  this  point. 
Almost  invariably  the  Judicial  problems  that 
have  arisen  with  respect  to  the  Federal 
power  over  navigable  streaims  have  involved 
Federal  action  In  raising  the  level  of  streams. 
Only  a  few  cases  have  arisen  from  a  diversion 
of  navigable  waters  and  these  have  involved 
the  rights  of  riparian  owners  to  use  the  di- 
verted waters  for  navigation  purposes  or 
purposes  related  thereto.  (See  Gibson  v. 
U.  S.  (1897)  166  U.  S.  269;  U.  S.  v.  Commodore 
Park.  Inc.  (1945)  324  U.  S.  386). 

A  full  application  of  the  rule  of  the  Appa- 
lachian case,  as  amplified  by  the  concurring 
opinion  In  the  Qerlach  case,  would  lead  to 
the  conclusion  that  whatever  rights  to  the 
use  of  the  waters  of  a  navigable  river  indi- 
viduals may  have  as  against  others  they 
would  not  exist  against  the  United  States 
in  the  exercise  of  its  power  over  navigable 
Btreanu.  even  if  that  power  is  being  exer- 
cised for  a  purpose  other  than  to  Improve 
navigation 

But,  as  stated  above,  the  Court  has  never 
had  to  rule  upon  the  question  of  the  extent 
of  Federal  power  to  divert  for  non-navigation 
purposes  the  flow  of  navigable  streams  to  the 
detriment  of  water  users,  that  is,  whether 
such  a  diversion  would  be  an  exercise  of  the 
power  over  navigable  streams  which  the 
United  States  could  make  without  being  re- 
quired to  pay  compensation  for  water  rights 
taken  or  rendered  useless  thereby.  Nor  has 
the  Court  had  occasion  to  explain  the  applica- 
tion of  the  doctrine  of  the  Appalachian  case 
to  rights  to  the  use  of  water  as  distinguished 
to  rights  in  the  flow  or  level  of  the  water 
(as  in  the  Willow  River  Co.  and  Commodore 
Park  cases).  Nor  has  the  Coturt  had  occa- 
sion to  draw  a  distinction,  which  it  well  may, 
between  the  extent  of  Federal  power  over 
navigable  streams  when  it  Is  exercising  this 
power  to  aid  navigation  and  the  extent  of 
this  power  to  accomplish  some  other  purpose. 


Therefore,  It  would  be  premature  to  state 
categorically  that  the  extent  of  Federal  power 
over  navigable  streams  to  accomplish  a  pur- 
pose other  than  to  aid  navigation  la  the 
same  in  all  respecU  as  Federal  power  over 
navigable  streams  to  aid  navigation.  If  the 
Court  should  hold  that  rights  to  the  use  of 
the  waters  of  navigable  streams  for  irriga- 
tion or  agriculture,  as  dUtlngulshed  from 
rights  in  the  continued  flow  or  level  of  the 
waters  for  power  or  navigation  purposes,  are 
entitled  to  special  consideration  when  the 
purpose  of  exercise  of  Federal  power  Is  not 
in  aid  of  navigation,  or  If  the  Court  should 
make  a  more  fundamental  distinction  In 
the  extent  of  Federal  power  generally  over 
navigable  streams  when  the  purpose  of  the 
exercise  of  Federal  power  Is  not  In  aid  of 
navigation,  then  it  becomes  necessary  to 
inquire  whether  Federal  action  In  dimin- 
ishing the  flow  of  a  navigable  stream  would 
have  such  an  effect  on  the  rights  of  xisers 
of  the  waters  therein  as  to  require  payment 
of  compensation  to  the  owners  of  such  rights 
under  the  fifth  amendment. 

It  would  be  expected  that  a  determination 
of  what  constitutes  a  t.nklng  of  property 
for  public  use  within  the  meaning  of  the 
fifth  amendment  would  be  a  comparatively 
simple  matter.  But  such  has  not  been  the 
case.  Although,  as  stated  above,  the  court 
has  held  that  as  against  the  United  States 
there  are  no  private  property  rights  In  the 
waters  of  navigable  streams,  we  believe  It 
may  safely  be  assumed  that  rights  to  the 
use  of  such  waters  do  exist  under  State 
laws  in  behalf  of  individuals  as  against 
other  Individuals — subject  to  the  dominant 
Federal  power  to  aid  navigation — and  that 
such  rights  constitute  property  within  the 
meaning  of  the  fifth  amendment  if  the 
dominant  Federal  power  to  aid  navigation 
cannot  be  Invoked. 

The  question  of  what  constitutes  a  taking 
of  prof)erty  Is  one  that  has  not  received 
a  uniform  answer  throughout  our  consti- 
tutional history.  The  question  has  usually 
arisen  In  cases  In  which  the  United  States 
has  not  instituted  any  legal  action  to  ac- 
quire an  Interest  In  property  which  has  been 
affected  by  an  exercise  of  power.  The  ques- 
tion then  presented  to  the  Court  Is  whether 
the  Federal  action  which  has  affected  an 
Individual's  property  constitutes  a  taking 
of.  or  only  an  Injury  to.  the  property.  If 
there  has  been  a  taking,  compensation  must 
be  made;  but  If  there  has  simply  been  an 
injury  as  a  consequence  of  the  exercise  of 
Federal  power,  the  fifth  amendment  does 
not  require  compensation.  United  States  v. 
Lyruih  (1903)  188  U.  S.  472;  Gibson  v.  U.  S. 
(1897)  166  U.  S.  269.  (See  the  many  cases 
cited  In  Rank  v.  Krug  ( 1950)  90  F.  Supp.  773. 
786). 

Earlier  cases  tended  to  be  rather  restrictive 
in  determining  what  constituted  a  taking, 
practically  requiring  a  showing  of  actual 
appropriation  of  an  Individual's  property  by 
the  United  States.  (For  example,  see  Gib- 
son V.  U.  S.  (1897)  166  U.  S.  289.)  Appar- 
ently the  destruction  or  rendering  useless 
of  property,  as  distinguished  from  an  appro- 
priation for  use,  did  not  constitute  a  taking. 
But  some  recent  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  Indicate  a  relaxation  of  this  rule.  In 
U.  S.  V.  Dickinson  (1947)  331  U.  S.  745,  748, 
the  Court  said : 

"Property  is  taken  In  the  constitutional 
sense  when  inroads  are  made  upon  an  own- 
er's use  of  It  to  an  extent  that,  as  between 
private  parties,  a  servitude  has  been  acquired 
either  by  agreement  or  In  the  course  of 
time." 

In  this  case  the  Court  required  compensa- 
tion for  erosion  to  lands  not  actually  flooded 
by  a  Federal  project  and.  In  addition,  re- 
quired compensation  for  intermittent  flood- 
ing of  lands. 

In  U.  S.  V.  Kansas  City  Life  Insurance  Co. 
((1950)  339  U.  S.  799)  the  Court  held  that 
compensation  was  required  when  Federal 
action  in  permissibly  raising  the  level  of  a 
navigable  river  also  raised  the  level  in  a  trib- 


utary which  prevented  proper  drainage  of 
lands  on  the  tributary,  thus  rendering  it 
unfit  for  some  agricultural  purposes. 

In  U.  S.  V.  General  Motors  Corporation 
((1944)  323  U.  S.  373.  377)  the  Court  laid 
down  some  rules  to  assist  the  determination 
of  this  perplexing  question.  The  Court  said : 
"The  criUcal  terms  are  property.'  'taken.' 
and  'Just  compensation.'  It  is  conceivable 
that  the  first  was  used  in  lU  vulgar  and  un- 
technlcal  sense  of  the  physical  thing  with 
respect  to  which  the  citizen  exercises  rights 
recognized  by  law.  On  the  other  hand.  It 
may  have  been  employed  In  a  more  accurate 
sense  to  denote  the  group  of  righU  Inhering 
In  the  citizen's  relation  to  the  physical 
thing,  as  the  right  to  possess,  use.  and  dis- 
pose of  it.  In  [Mint  of  fact,  the  oonstructloa 
given  the  phrase  has  been  the  latter.  When 
tlie  sovereign  exercises  the  power  of  eminent 
domain  it  substitutes  Itself  in  relation  to  the 
physical  thing  in  question  In  place  of  him 
who  formerly  bore  the  relation  to  that  thing 
which  we  denominate  ownership.  In  other 
words,  l:  deals  with  what  lawyers  term  the 
Individual's  Interest'  in  the  thing  in  ques- 
tion. That  interest  may  comprise  the  group 
of  rights  for  which  the  shorthand  term  Is  'a 
fee  simple'  or  it  may  be  the  Interest  known 
as  an  estate  or  tenancy  for  years,'  as  in  the 
present  Instance.  The  constitutional  provi- 
sion Is  addressed  to  every  sort  of  interest  the 
citizen  may  possess. 

"In  Us  primary  meaning,  the  term  taken* 
would  seem  to  signify  something  more  than 
destruction,  for  It  might  well  be  claimed  that 
one  does  not  take  what  he  destroys.  But 
the  construction  of  the  phrase  has  not  been 
so  narrow.  The  courts  have  held  that  the 
deprivation  of  the  former  owner  rather  than 
the  accretion  of  a  right  or  interest  to  the 
sovereign  constitutes  the  taking.  Govern- 
mental action  short  of  acquisition  of  title 
or  occupancy  ^as  been  held.  If  Its  effects  are 
so  complete  as  to  deprive  the  owner  of  all 
or  most  of  his  Interest  In  the  subject  matter, 
to  amount  to  a  taking. 

"But  It  Is  to  be  observed  that  whether  the 
sovereign  substitutes  Itself  as  occupant  In 
place  of  the  former  owner,  or  destroys  all 
his  existing  rights  In  the  subject  matter,  the 
fifth  amendment  concerns  Itself  solely  with 
the  'property.'  I.  e..  with  the  owner's  relation 
as  such  to  the  physical  thing  and  not  with 
other  collateral  Interests  which  may  be  Inci- 
dent to  his  ownership  '• 

In  spite  of  the  clarity  of  these  statements, 
cases  inconsistent,  or  at  least  Irreconcilable. 
with  them  may  be  easily  found.  In  the 
present  term  of  the  Court.  It  has  held  that  a 
destruction  of  private  property  by  our  Army 
In  Manila  during  World  War  II  to  prevent  It 
from  falling  Into  enemy  hands  was  not  a 
taking  for  which  compensation  was  required 
by  the  fifth  amendment.  U.  S.  v.  Caltex, 
Inc.  (December  8,  1952). 

The  most  that  can  be  said,  therefore,  U 
that  the  Court  will  look  to  the  facts  of  each 
case  to  determine  whether  there  has  been  a 
taking  What  Importance  must  be  given  to 
the  purpose  of  the  Federal  action  giving  rise 
to  the  claim  Is  conjectural. 

We  come  to  the  conclusion  then  that  the 
United  States  can  exercise  its  power  over 
navigable  streams  for  a  purpose  other  than 
to  aid  navigation,  but.  In  any  such  case.  It 
may  be  required  to  pay  Just  compensation 
for  the  water  rights  affected  if  It  Is  found 
that  the  injury  to  such  rights  amounts  to  a 
taking. 

III.  ir  THE  RIO  CXANDE  is  DTTTUttTSTD  TO  t% 
NONNAVICABLK.  THEN  TH«  PSOPOSZO  LEGIS- 
LATION PSOBABLT  CAN  BE  VALTOLT  ENACTED 
BUT  COMPENSATION  FOB  WATXB  EICHTB  A»- 
rXCTED    PBOBABLT    WOULO    BE    RSQUIaKD 

Obviously  Federal  power  over  navigable 
streams  cannot  be  used  as  a  basis  for  exer- 
cising power  over  nonnavigable  streams,  un- 
less perhaps  In  connection  with  an  exercise 
of  this  power  over  a  navigable  stream. 
Even  In  such  a  case,  the  Court  still  holds 
that  a  valid  exercise  of  the  power  over  nav- 
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Igable  streams  which  reeuiu  in  consequences 
on  a  nonnavigable  tributary  does  not  carry 
with  It,  Insofar  as  the  nonnavigable  tribu- 
tary Is  concerned,  the  extent  of  Federal 
jKjwer  over  the  navigable  stream,  particular- 
ly with  respect  to  the  freedom  from  liablli- 
tv  for  pavment  of  compensation  for  prop- 
erty rights  affected.  U.  S.  v.  Cress  (1917) 
•i43  U  S  316;  U.  S.  V.  Kansas  City  Life  In- 
surance CO.  (1950»  339  U.  S.  799. 

Therefore  authority  for  Federal  action 
with  respect  to  nonnavigable  streams  must 
he  found  elsewhere  In  the  Constitution. 
This  authority  has  been  found  in  the  power 
tn  tax  and  spend  to  provide  for  the  general 
welfare  (Constitution,  art.  I.  sec.  8).  Thus 
FVderal  authority  to  institute  reclamation 
projects,  projects  to  protect  flsh  and  wild- 
life, projects  to  prevent  soil  erosion,  and 
others  have  been  sustained  under  the  Fed- 
eral power  under  the  general  welfare  clause. 
In  U.  S.  V.  Gerlach  Livestock  Co.  (1950)  339 
U    S    725.  738.  the  Supreme  Court  said: 

"Thus  the  power  of  Congress  to  promote 
the  general  welfare  through  large-scale 
projects  for  reclamation,  irrigation,  or  other 
laiernal  Improvements  Is  now  as  clear  and 
umple  as  Its  jxjwer  to  accomplish  the  same 
lesults  indirectly  through  resort  to  strained 
interpretation  of  the  power  over  navigation." 
See  also  In  re  U.  S.  (1939.  D.  C,  N.  Y.)  28 
Fed.  Supp.  758,  764;  "The  General  Welfare 
Clause."  Senate  Document  No.  46,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress,  page  19. 

As  was  p<jinted  out  earlier,  the  Elephant 
Butte  and  El  Vado  E>ams  have  been  (or  will 
be  I  constructed  or  acquired  under  the  rec- 
lamation laws  and.  at  present,  are  required 
to  be  operated  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
such  laws.  Since  the  proposed  legislation 
itf  not  enacted  as  an  exercise  of  the  power 
over  navigable  streams)  would  likely  be  sus- 
tainable only  under  the  Federal  power  to 
titx  and  spend  to  provide  lor  the  general 
welfare,  either  as  a  supplement  to  the  rec- 
lamation laws  or  for  B<jme  other  permissible 
purpose  under  the  general-welfare  clause,  It 
is  necessary  to  examine  the  extent  of  Fed- 
eral  power  under  that  clause. 

Of  course,  at  the  present  time,  the  dis- 
tribution and  use  of  water  in  Federal  rec- 
lamation projects  Is  for  the  most  part  con- 
trolled by  State  laws  under  the  provisions 
of  .section  8  of  the  Reclamation  Act  of  1902, 
which   reads  as  follows: 

"Sec.  8.  That  nothing  In  this  act  shall  be 
construed  as  affecting  or  intended  to  affect 
or  to  In  any  way  Interfere  with  the  laws  of 
any  State  or  Territory  relating  to  the  con- 
trol, appropriation,  use,  or  distribution  of 
water  used  In  Irrigation,  or  any  vested  right 
acquired  thereunder,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior.  In  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  shall  proceed  In  conformity  with 
such  laws,  and  nothing  herein  shall  In  any 
way  affect  any  right  of  any  State  or  of  the 
Federal  Government  or  of  any  landowner,  ap- 
proprlator,  or  user  of  water  In,  to,  or  from 
any  Interstate  stream  or  the  waters  thereof: 
Prarulid.  That  the  right  to  the  use  of  water 
acquired  under  the  provisions  of  this  act 
.shall  be  appurtenant  to  the  land  irrigated, 
and  beneficial  use  shall  be  the  basis,  the 
measure,  and  the  limit  of  the  right. ' 

In  addition,  the  distribution  and  release 
of  waters  from  Elephant  Butte  and  El  Vado 
Reservoirs  Is  affected  by  the  requirements 
of  The  Rio  Grande  compact.  But  let  us  dls- 
ipgnrd  these  factors  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
Mdering  the  basic  problem  of  the  extent  of 
Federal  power  under  the  general-welfare 
( iMUse. 

It  was  not  until  recent  years  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  found  It  necessary  to  resolve  the 
historical  conflict  regarding  the  meaning  of 
the  general  welfare  clause.  In  the  famous 
rase  of  Umtvd  Stntei  v.  Butler  ((1936)  297 
U  SI),  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  article 
I.  section  8.  clause  1,  of  the  Constitution  con- 
ferred upon  Congresii  an  Independent  pjower 
'o  tax  and  spend  to  provide  for  the  general 
wellare.  In  that  case,  the  Court  held  that 
tne    Agricultural    Adjustment    Act    of    1933 


could  not  be  sustained  as  a  Talid  exercise 
of  the  power  under  the  general  welfare  clause 
because  It  Invaded  the  reserved  rights  of  the 
SUtes  to  regulate  and  control  agricultural 
production. 

Two  of  the  prerequisites  to  a  valid  exercise 
of  power  under  the  general  welfare  clause 
appear  to  be  firmly  established.  First,  there 
must  be  either  a  taxing  or  a  spending  (or 
there  may  be  both)  in  the  exercise  of  the 
power.  See  United  States  v.  Butler  (297 
U.  8.  1);  Sunshine  Anthracite  Coal  Co.  v. 
Adkins  ((1940)  310  U.  S.  381);  Bastian  v. 
United  States  ((1941)  118  Fed.  (2d)  777); 
see  also  the  General  Welfare  Clause  (S. 
Doc.  No.  46,  79th  Cong.).  Second,  the  pur- 
pose of  the  taxing  or  spending  must  be  the 
general  welfare,  not  a  particular  welfare. 
Helvering  v.  Davis  ((1937)  301  U.  8.  619); 
First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Assn.  v. 
Loomis  ((1938)  97  Fed.  (2d)  831);  the  Gen- 
eral Welfare  Clause,  supra). 

The  question  of  achieving  regulatory  pur- 
poses under  the  general  welfare  clause  In 
fields  outside  the  scojie  of  express  powers 
conferred  upon  the  Congress  by  the  Consti- 
tution Is  unsettled.  In  particular  the  ques- 
tion of  how  far  the  Federal  Government  can 
achieve  regulatory  purposes  in  the  field  of 
the  States'  police  power  has  no  definite  an- 
swer. While  the  Supreme  Court  has  not 
overruled  Its  decision  In  the  Butler  case  that 
the  Congress  cannot  use  lU  power  under  the 
general  welfare  clause  to  impose  a  regula- 
tory plan  which  would  otherwise  be  outside 
Its  power,  cases  decided  since  then  certainly 
appear  to  be  inconsistent  with  this  decision. 
(E.  g.  Helvering  v.  Doris  ((1937)  301  U.  S. 
619);  Oklahoma  City  v.  Sanders  ((1938)  94 
Fed.  (2d»  323.)  In  addition.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  court  has  sustained  un- 
der the  commerce  power  similar  regulatory 
plans  which  would  not  meet  the  test  of  the 
Butler  case  If  enacted  under  the  general  wel- 
fare clause.  (E.  g.  Mulford  v.  Smith  ( (1939) 
307  U.  S.  38) .  xipholdlng  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938.) 

The  above  discussion  applies  equally  to 
an  exercise  of  power  tmder  the  general  wel- 
fare clause  In  the  field  of  reclamation  and 
In  other  fields  In  which  the  exercise  of  power 
under  the  general  welfare  clause  has  been 
sustained,  such  as  the  establishment  of 
wildlife  refuges,  the  reforestation  of  lands, 
and  soll-eroslon  programs.  Although  the 
Court  has  shown  an  Inclination  to  uphold 
tax  laws  In  which  a  regulatory  plan  Is  In- 
herent and  perhaps  the  main  purpose  (see 
Sonzmsky  v.  U.  S.  (1937)  300  U.  f.  506;  U.  S. 
v  Sanchez  (19.50)  340  U.  S.  42),  the  limit  of 
Federal  regulatory  authority  under  the 
power  to  tax  and  spend  for  the  general  wel- 
fare can  only  be  said  to  be  uncertain. 

The  discussion  In  part  II  of  this  memo- 
randum with  respect  to  the  requirements 
under  the  fifth  amendment  of  compensation 
for  property  taken  for  public  use  would  also 
apply  to  Federal  action  under  the  power  to 
tax  and  spend  to  provide  for  the  general 
welfare.  It  must  be  remembered,  however, 
that  m  the  exercise  of  this  power  with  re- 
spect to  nonnavigable  streams,  there  Is  no 
dominant  Federal  power  over  lands  below 
the  ordinary  high  watermark  a.s  In  the  case 
of  navigable  streams,  and  the  rule  that  there 
are  no  private  property  rights  against  the 
United  States  In  the  waters  of  navigable 
streams  has  not  been  held  to  apply  to  non- 
navigable streams.  The  fifth  amendment 
would  require  that  Just  compensation  be 
made  for  all  property  rights  taken.  The 
question  of  whether  the  Federal  action  re- 
quired under  the  proposed  legislation  would 
amount  to  a  taking  or  only  to  an  Injury  to 
the  water  rights  affected  would  be  de- 
termined upon  the  principles  discussed  in 
part  II. 

Since  the  Court  has  consistently  treated 
Federal  power  over  navigable  streams  to  aid 
navigation  as  a  dominant  power,  the  Court, 
in  dealing  with  the  results  of  Federal  action 
involving  nonnavigable  streams  under  the 
power  to  tax  and  spend  to  provide  tor  the 


general  welfare,  might  be  inclined  to  take  a 
more  liberal  view  with  respect  to  private 
property  rlghte  affected.  That  is.  the  Court 
might  be  inclined  to  find  there  has  been  a 
taking  of,  rather  than  an  injury  to,  prop- 
erty rights  when  the  Federal  power  over 
navigable  streams  is  not  a  factor  in  the  case. 
However,  any  such  supposition  would  be 
purely  conjectural. 

It  is  ovu-  opinion  that  If  the  Rio  Grande  Is 
determined  to  be  nonnavigable,  the  Federal 
action  required  by  the  proposed  legislation 
would  probably  be  sustained  under  the  power 
to  tax  and  spend  to  provide  for  the  general 
welfare,  but  that  payment  of  compensation 
for  water  rights  affected  probably  would  t>e 
required. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Uaext  B.  LrrTELL. 
Assistant  Coun.sel. 

December  22,  1952. 


Comments  or  QtnNCY  Aoams 
Senator  Clinton  P.  Anherson. 

Albuquerque,  N.  Mez. 
Dear  Senator  Anderson:  I  have  read  with 
interest  your  file  concerning  the  proposed 
bill  to  be  introduced  in  the  Senate  requir- 
ing that  the  Secretary  of  Interior  regulate 
the  release  of  waters  Impounded  by  the  Ele- 
phant Butte  Dam  In  New  Mexico  so  as  to 
maintain  In  the  Elephant  Butte  Reservoir 
that  amount  of  water  which  is  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  flsh  and  wildlife  lu 
such  reservoir. 

You  have  asked  me  for  my  comments  re- 
garding this  prof>osed  bill  and  the  other  mat- 
ters contained  In  your  file.  Although  I  have 
not  had  time  to  make  any  extended  research 
into  the  matters  mentioned,  the  following 
thoughts  occur  to  me: 

1.  I  have  read  the  memorandum  of  law 
prepared  lor  you  by  Mr.  Harry  B.  Llttell, 
assistant  counsel  In  the  office  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Counsel  for  the  United  States  Senate. 
Mr.  Llttell  has  gone  into  the  matter  quite 
thoroughly  and  his  opinion  is  well  supported 
by  the  authorities  mentioned.  In  general.  I 
agree  with  the  conclusions  which  he  has 
reached.  I  understand  from  his  memo- 
randum that  in  his  opinion  the  proposed 
legislation  would  be  constitutional,  but  that 
payment  of  compensation  for  water  rights 
affected  probably  would  be  required.  I  agree 
with  this  conclusion,  but  I  seriously  ques- 
tion whether  In  New  Mexico,  In  view  of  the 
New  Mexico  law.  there  would  be  any  water 
rights  affected  by  the  proposed  legislation. 
I  say  this  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  construction  of  the  Ele- 
phant Butte  Reservoir,  the  law  of  this  State 
provided : 

"No  person  owning  or  controlling  any 
reservoir,  lake,  or  body  of  water  Into  which 
public  waters  flow,  and  which  furnishes  the 
water  supply  in  whole  or  In  part  to  any 
stream  containing  game  fish,  shall  divert  or 
lessen  such  water  in  flow  or  supply  to  an 
extent  detrimental  to  the  flsh  In  such  stream, 
reservoir,  lake,  or  body  of  water."  ( Liiws  1912, 
ch.  86.  sec.  65:  Code.  1915,  sec.  2488;  C.  S., 
1929,  sees.  57-307;  1941  N.  M.  8.  A.,  sees. 
43-412.) 

It  is  my  view  that  the  rights  of  users 
of  water  for  irrigation  purposes  have  at  all 
times  since  1912  been  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  above  statute  and  that  the 
proposed  legislation  does  no  more  than  re- 
quire that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
in  the  operation  of  reclamation  projects, 
abide  by  the  provisions  of  New  Mexico  law. 
Consequently,  I  cannot  see  where  there  would 
be  any  taking  or  damaging  of  water  rlghu 
by  the  proposed  legUlatlon. 

(b)  The  Supreme  Court  of  New  Mexico  in 
State  V.  Red  River  Valley  Co.  (51  N.  M.  207. 
182  P2  421).  has  held  that  the  waters  in  a 
public  stream  tjelong  tc  the  public  and  that 
public  waters  cannot  be  said  to  have  been 
appropriated  because  they  were  Impounded 
by  the  ewnstruk'twa  vi  the  dam.  but   tbm 
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waters  »re  not  appropriated  \mtn  applica- 
tion to  uae  baa  been  affected.  Tbta  eaae 
aUo  bolds  tbat  public  waters  of  tb«  State 
ba^e  been  dedicated  to  tbe  use  oi  tbe  public 
for  flahlng  and  recreation.  ThUi  case  bad 
rtf  erence  to  tbe  Concbaa  Dam  Resenrolr  In 
Mew  kfezioo. 

TtM  following  portion  at  tbe  opinion  la  of 
Interest  in  connection  wltb  tbe  Blepbant 
Butte  Reeervolr  and  otber  reclamation  proj- 
ects wltbln  tbe  State: 

"Nor  can  we  approve  tbe  tbeory  tbat  even 
tbougb  tbeoe  be  public  waters  subject  to 
Bucb  appropriation,  nevertbeless  tbey  can- 
not be  used  by  tbe  public  untU  appropriated 
by  tbe  public  for  sucb  use.  Tbat  would 
be  saying  tbat  tbe  public  must  first  appro- 
priate Its  own  property,  tbe  Tery  waters 
reserved  to  it  and  wbicb  bave  always  be- 
longed to  it,  subject,  of  course,  to  being 
specifically  appropriated  for  private  bene- 
ficial use. 

"Opportunities  for  enjoying  general  out- 
side recreation,  sports,  and  flying  are  rec- 
ognized as  one  of  tbe  outstanding  attrac- 
tions of  our  State,  as.  indeed,  tbey  are  of 
many  of  the  States.  Tbe  invitation  to  enjoy 
tbese  activities  is  urgently  and  consistently 
extended  by  this  and  otber  States  similarly 
situated,  and  millions  of  dollars  are  spent 
by  tourists  from  less  attractive  areas  who 
have  come  to  enjoy  them.  'Indeed,  courts 
have  recognized,  and  now  more  than  ever 
before  recognize,  tbe  public's  interest  in 
pleasure  and  sports  as  a  measure  of  public 
health  •  •  •.  While  the  public  right 
may  have  originated  in  tbe  older  use  or 
capacity  of  the  waters  for  navigation,  such 
public  right  having  once  accrued,  it  is  not 
lost  by  tbe  failure  of  pecuniary  profitable 
navigation,  but  resort  may  be  bad  thereto 
for  any  other  public  purpose.  •  •  •  The 
small  streams  of  tbe  State  are  fishing 
streams  to  which  tbe  public  have  a  right 
to  resort  so  long  as  tbey  do  not  trespass 
on  tbe  private  property  along  the  banks'." 
Mekooaa-Kdwardt  Paper  Co.  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission. aOl  Wis.  40,  228  N.  W.  144.  147,  229 
n.  W.  631. 

"And.  under  the  civil  law,  as  it  pertains 
to  public  waters.  Inherited  by  us  from  Mex- 
ico with  the  acquisition  of  the  territory  In 
qxiestlon,  fishing  rights  of  the  public  always 
appertained  to  all  public  waters." 

It  is  my  understanding  of  this  case  that 
the  law  in  New  Mexico  is  to  tbe  effect  that 
all  public  waters  remain  sucb  even  though 
impounded  hj  a  dam,  until  sucb  waters  have 
actually  been  applied  to  the  land  by  private 
appropriators  for  some  beneficial  use,  and 
that  the  public  has  always  had  the  right  to 
fish  in  the  public  waters  of  the  State,  that  It 
is  not  necessary  for  the  public  to  appropriate 
sucb  waters  for  such  use.  since  that  would  be 
saying  that  tbe  public  must  first  appropriate 
its  own  property.  It  would  follow.  In  my 
opinion,  tbat  tbe  right  of  private  approprla- 
tors  to  appropriate  the  public  waters  of  tbe 
State  is  subject  to  the  prior  right  of  the  pub- 
lic to  use  these  waters  for  fishing  and  recrea- 
tion, and  consequently  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation which  merely  enforces  recognition  of 
this  public  right  would  not  deprive  private 
appropriators  of  any  water  rights  to  which 
they  are  entitled. 

2.  As  stated  above,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
proposed  leglslatic^i  does  no  more  than  re- 
quire tbe  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  comply 
with  existing  State  law.  I  believe  he  is  al- 
ready under  obligation  to  do  this  by  reason  of 
section  8  of  tbe  Reclamation  Act  of  1902, 
which  is  quoted  in  Mr.  Littell's  memoran- 
dtim.  However,  I  was  never  able  to  obtain  a 
decision  on  this  point  in  the  case  of  State  v. 
Backer,  because  it  was  dismissed  upon  the 
collateral  issue  tbat  tbe  Uniteri  States  was  a 
necessary  party  to  tbe  litigation.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  has 
not  complied  wltb  the  New  Mexico  statute 
above  quoted  prohibiting  tbe  drainage  of 
reservdn  to  the  detriment  of  flsb,  since  tbe 
Alamogottlo  Lake,  a  reclamation  project,  was 
drained  three  times  and  ail  of  the  flab  killed. 


It.  therefore,  seems  necessary  that  Congress 
give  more  specific  directions  to  the  Secretary 
in  this  regard. 

a.  If  there  Is  any  doubt  about  the  validity 

of  the  proposed  legislation  without  including 
a  provision  for  compensation  of  those  whose 
water  rights  might  be  adversely  affected.  I 
should  think  that  a  provision  might  be  in- 
serted which  would  provide  a  method  of  com- 
pensation if  It  was  determined  by  the  courts 
that  any  private  persons  had  property  rights 
of  which  tbey  were  being  deprived  for  public 
use.  The  amount  of  water  which  It  would  be 
necessary  to  keep  In  tbe  Elephant  Butte 
Reservoir  for  the  protection  of  the  flsb  would 
be  comparatively  small,  not  over  15,000  or 
20,000  acre-feet,  and  the  cost  of  buying  this 
amount  of  water,  if  necessary,  for  the  use  of 
the  public  as  a  place  for  fishing  and  recrea- 
tion would  \x  Insignificant  in  comparison 
with  tbe  beniiflts  received.  The  same  is  true 
as  to  other  lakes,  such  as  El  Vado,  which 
would  require  only  about  5.000  acre-feet  and 
Alamcgordo  Lake,  which  would  rcquln) 
about  5.000  acre-feet. 

Another  thing  which  It  seems  to  me  should 
be  given  consideration  is  legislation  giving 
tbe  consent  of  the  United  States  to  be  sued 
In  an  action  of  the  type  of  State  v.  Backer, 
where  tbe  SUite  or  some  municipality  thereof 
seeks  to  require  compliance  by  Government 
officials  with  State  laws  relating  to  the  pro- 
tection of  public  property  and  the  abatement 
of  a  threatened  public  nuisance.  I  am  un- 
able to  agree  with  the  opinion  of  the  United 
States  Coiirt  of  Appeals  for  the  Tenth  Circuit 
that  tbe  United  States  is  a  necessary  party  In 
such  an  action,  but,  nevertheless,  the  court 
has  so  held  and  unless  the  United  States  gives 
Its  consent  to  being  sued  in  such  an  action 
there  is  no  ]X)6slble  way  of  compelling  Gov- 
ernment o£Qolals  to  comply  with  the  laws  of 
the  State  designed  to  protect  Its  property  and 
to  protect  the  public  health. 

The  question  was  also  raised  In  the  case 
of  State  V.  liacKT  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Is  a  necessary  party  and  the  district 
court  so  held.  Under  existing  law,  the  only 
place  In  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
can  be  sued  is  In  the  District  of  Columbia.  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  legislation  might  also 
be  enacted  which  would  make  It  clear  that  In 
cases  of  the  type  of  State  v.  Backer  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  is  not  a  necessary  party, 
or  if  he  Is,  that  he  may  be  sued  In  the  State 
where  the  action  arises. 
Very  truly  yours, 

QuiNCT  D.  Adams. 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  on 
January  l.'J  I  introduced  a  series  of  eight 
bills  to  protect  the  civil  rights  of  all 
Americans.  I  now  send  to  the  desk  an- 
other bill  to  accomplish  the  same  ob- 
jective to  be  known  as  the  Commission 
on  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1953. 

There  are  sincere  and  honest  differ- 
ences of  opinion  with  regard  to  the  role 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  protect- 
ing the  civil  rights  of  all  Americans,  re- 
gardless ol  race,  color,  or  creed.  My  own 
position  am  to  the  responsibility  and  pow- 
ers of  thf  Congress  to  act  are  clear  to 
all.  I  believe  the  Congress  should  act 
firmly  and  promptly  in  a  manner  con- 
sistent with  our  traditions  and  our  Con- 
stitution, and  I  have  introduced  pro- 
posed legislation  to  that  effect.  The 
Senate,  however,  has  not  seen  fit  to 
agree  with  my  position  or.  I  should  say, 
has  not  had  the  opportunity  to  vote  on 
the  proposals  advanced  to  achieve  equal 
rights  for  all  of  our  people. 

This  Is  so,  not  only  because  of  hon- 
est differences  of  opinion  among  lis  as 
to  the  merits  of  these  bills,  but  also  be- 
cause the  rules  of  tbe  Senate  allow  a 


minority  to  prevent  the  majority  from 
acting  when  that  minority  chooses  to 
engage  in  a  filibuster. 

I  have  never,  Mr.  President,  believed 
in  an  all-or-nothing  approach  to  any  of 
the  major  social,  economic,  or  political 
problems  which  face  our  Nation.  I 
should  like  to  remind  Senators  that  there 
is  plenty  of  room  for  compromise  and 
for  understanding.  Therefore  I  urge  the 
Senate  to  find  a  middle  approach  and 
take  some  steps  to  spell  progress.  There 
are  many  millions  of  Americans  who  do 
not  today  enjoy  full  protection  of  their 
civil  rights  and  who  look  to  the  Con- 
gress for  some  steps  which  will  improve 
their  situation  and  which  will  demon- 
strate to  them  that  our  Government  Is 
interested  in  their  welfare  and  is  com- 
mitted to  protecting  all  their  constitu- 
tional liberties. 

It  is  in  that  spirit  that  I  submit  this 
bill  to  establish  a  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights  in  the  Executive  Branch  of  the 
Government.  I  can  see  no  reason  why 
tlie  Senate  of  the  United  States  cannot 
unanimously  pass  this  legislation  and 
help  us  take  the  civil-rights  question  out 
of  partisan  or  sectional  controversy  and 
off  dead  center.  This  is  a  minimum  pro- 
gram upon  which  all  should  agree.  I  ask 
the  Republican  leadership  to  Join  with 
me  in  pressing  for  this  legislation,  and 
I  ask  my  colleagues  from  the  South  to 
demonstrate  their  good  faith  and  their 
basic  allegiance  to  the  principles  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  which  we 
all  share  by  joining  in  the  effort  to  pass 
this  bill. 

The  bill  which  I  propose  Is  a  simple 
one.  It  would  create  a  commission  ol 
five  members  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, by  and  with  the  consent  of  the 
Senate.  The  Commission  would  have 
the  duty  to  gather  information  affect- 
ing civil  rights,  appraise  the  activities 
of  the  Federal  Government  with  respect 
to  civil  rights,  evaluate  the  status  of  civil 
rights  in  the  Nation  as  a  whole  with  a 
view  to  determining  what  activities  ad- 
versely affect  civil  rights,  and  make  an 
annual  report  to  the  President  and  the 
Congress  on  its  findings  and  recommen- 
dations. The  bill  also  provides  that  the 
Commission,  at  the  request  of  the  Presi- 
dent or  in  its  own  judgment,  advise  the 
President  with  respect  to  any  civil-rights 
matter. 

Tlir  bill  provides  that  the  Commission 
sho'ui  consult  with  representatives  of 
State  :<":J  '.o<al  governments  and  pri- 
vate org'vl'-.xtions  to  help  carry  out  its 
functions. 

It  authorizes  the  Commission  to  hold 
hearings  to  carry  out  its  functions  of 
study  and  to  make  recommendations  to 
the  President  and  the  Congress  for  legis- 
lative or  administrative  changes  under 
law  to  protect  the  civil  rights  of  all 
Americans. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  a  Commission 
on  Civil  Rights  such  as  I  have  proposed 
would  provide  a  constructive  and  factual 
approach  to  a  problem  which  is  torn  with 
emotionalism.  It  Is  not  a  substitute  for 
other  legislative  proposals,  but  it  may 
in  fact  turn  out  to  be  a  preliminary  step 
that  must  be  taken  to  bridge  the  gap 
between  divergent  opinions  and  estab- 
lish a  foundation  for  a  more  construc- 
tive and  positive  legislative  program.  In 
fact,  I  shall  continue  to  devote  my  efforts 
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to  the  enactment  of  the  full  program 
which  I  have  presented  to  the  Senate. 

Nor  do  I  belie\e  that  the  establish- 
ment of  a  commis:>ion  makes  it  less  nec- 
essary that  the  Congress  act  quickly  to 
enact  other  civil- rights  legislation.  In 
fact,  should  our  efforts  to  enact  that 
legislation  be  successful,  the  Commis- 
sion's functions  would  be  no  less  valid. 
It  would  serve  to  er  hance  the  democratic 
progress  we  will  have  made,  conduct 
studies,  investigations,  and  research  to 
safeguard  that  democracy,  and  assist 
Federal  and  local  instrumentalities  of 
government  in  protecting  and  extending 
the  civil  rights  of  all  Americans.  Mr. 
President,  I  fervently  hope  that  this  bill 
will  become  law  in  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress. It  is  predicated  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  voluntarism.  It  includes  no  pro- 
vision for  compulsicn  or  enforcement. 
It  has  been  believed  that  education  can 
be  of  great  help  in  forwaitling  civil  rights 
and  equal  rights  for  all  our  jaeople.  It 
places  its  emphasis  upon  information, 
research,  study,  trjth,  and  cooperative 
enterprise  among  tlie  several  areas  of 
government. 

From  reading  the  political  platforms 
and  studying  the  si>eeches  of  both  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  and  Governor  Steven- 
son. I  know  this  oill  provides  for  the 
irreducible  minimum.  I  call  upon  those 
who  have  at  times  been  most  ijerslstent 
in  opposition  to  wliat  are  known  as  re- 
medial or  enforcible  bills  to  look  upon 
tins  measure  with  candor  and  frank- 
ness, and  with  a  spirit  of  imderstanding 
and  cooperation. 

I  do  not  introduce  this  bill  merely 
to  have  another  bill  in  the  legislative 
hopper.  I  introduce  it  as  an  honest,  sin- 
cere compromising  approach  in  the  most 
controversial  field  of  legislation  before 
this  body.  I  solicit  the  earnest  consid- 
eration of  my  coUiagues  In  the  spirit  of 
fairness  and  understanding.  I  hope  the 
bill  will  be  studied  in  that  spirit. 

The  bill  (S.  535'  to  establish  a  Com- 
mission on  Civil  Rights  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  Introduced 
by  Mr.  Humphrey  (for  himself  and  other 
Senators) ,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION   ACT 
OF   1953 

Mr.  HUMPHRiry.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  bill  to  be  known  as 
the  School  Construction  Act  of  1953.  In 
connection  with  this  bill  I  have  prepared 
a  statement  which  outlines  what  I  con- 
sider to  he  the  needs  for  school  construc- 
tion and  the  relationship  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  local  jurisdictions 
of  government  in  school  activities. 

I  make  note  of  t  he  fact  that  while  this 
bill  is  a  Federal- aid  bill.  It  has  noth- 
ing whatsoever  to  do  with  curricula.  It 
has  nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with 
teachers,  teachers'  programs,  or  salaries. 
It  has  to  do  only  with  the  physical  plant 
which  the  school  system  of  the  Nation 
needs. 

I  have  in  my  possession  two  volumes 
of  factual  studies  made  in  connection 
with  the  survey  of  school  facilities  as  a 
result  of  Public  Ljiw  817,  of  which  I  had 
the  honor  to  be  tbe  author.  These  two 
progress    reports    on    school    facilities 


demonstrate  that  there  is  a  minimum 
need  for  325,000  classnxMns  in  America 
today.  I  say  what  I  have  said  repeatedly 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  the  fail- 
ure of  the  American  public  to  take  care 
of  public  education  may  well  be  one  of 
the*  most  weakening  and  disastrous  de- 
velopments in  American  democracy.  If 
there  Is  any  respect  In  which  progress 
Is  needed  In  America  today.  It  Is  in  the 
field  of  education.  It  is  nothing  short 
of  shocking  to  find  that  the  American 
people  spend  more  for  commercial  recre- 
ation, more  'or  all  forms  of  entertain- 
ment, and  more  upon  intoxicating  bev- 
erages than  they  do  on  the  entire  pro- 
gram of  public  education  for  the  whole 
of  this  land.  I  remind  my  colleagues 
that  the  birth  rate  in  this  Nation  is  not 
decreasing.  It  is  increasing.  We  shall 
have  more  and  more  children  In  the 
schools  of  America.  B>fl960  the  popu- 
lation will  be  almost  175.000,000.  In- 
stead of  growing  older.  America  Is  grow- 
ing younger. 

I  say  with  equal  candor  that  the  school 
facilities  of  America  are  deteriorating 
year  after  j'ear.  We  are  continuing  to 
build  more  race  tracks,  more  baseball 
fields,  and  more  country  clubs,  but  we 
have  fallen  behind  in  the  program  of 
providing  school  facilities. 

This  program  does  not  enter  the  many 
controversial  areas  Involved  In  Federal 
aid  to  general  education.  It  applies  to 
public  education  and  to  public  facilities. 
I  speak  with  some  pride  as  the  fnther 
of  four  wonderful  children.  However,  I 
am  shocked  to  see  the  overcrowding  of 
classrooms.  In  many  areas  of  America 
the  youth  of  our  land  are  compelled  to 
attend  schools  conducted  In  facilities 
which  are  unfit  for  human  habitation. 
We  would  permit  no  employer  to  employ 
labor  In  the  facilities  to  which  we  send 
our  children  to  be  educated.  If  the 
United  States  Is  as  rich  and  mighty  as 
every  report  indicates,  it  Is  rich  enough, 
strong  enough  and  productive  enough  to 
provide  school  facilities  for  children  and 
teachers  for  the  future  as  well  as  for  the 
present. 

I  now  introduce  the  bill  to  which  I 
have  referred,  and  ask  that  the  accom- 
panying statement  be  printed  In  the 
Record.  I  hope  something  will  be  done 
about  this  problem. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Mlrme- 
sota  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  536)  to  authorize  grants  to 
the  States  for  public  elementary  and 
secondary  school  construction.  Intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Humphrey,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Humphrey  Is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Hxtmphset 

The  problem  of  school  construction  is  one 
that  has  interested  me  for  many  years, 
dating  back  to  my  period  of  service  as  a 
mayor  of  Minneapolis.  It  was  one  of  my  first 
legislative  activities.  Members  of  tbe  Sen- 
ate will  recall  that  during  tbe  first  session 
of  the  Elghty-flrst  Congress,  I  was  appointed 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  To  Study 
School  Construction  Meeds  in  the  United 
States  and  to  recommend  legislation  to  meet 
those  needs.  One  of  tlie  concrete  legislative 
proposals  which  resulted  from  those  bear- 


ings was  the  enactment  of  a  bill.  S.  2317 
(Public  Law  815,  8Ist  Cong.) ,  which  provided 
emergency  school  construction  assistance  to 
those  communities  directly  affected  by  the 
Impact  of  the  Pederal  Government  activity. 
Many  communities  near  Army  encampments 
or  near  Pederal  defense  establishments  have 
found  their  educational  facilities  o\'errun 
and  overcrowded.  It  is  impossible  for  them 
to  meet  thoee  educational  requirements  and 
since  the  Pederal  Government  activity  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  added  strain,  our  legisla- 
tion recognized  the  responsibility  of  tbe 
Pederal  Government  to  help  defray  the  cost 
of  building  additional  school  facilities  in 
those  communities. 

The  school -construction  problem  facing 
the  cities  and  the  parents  of  America  ex- 
tends far  beyond  the  federally  Impacted 
areas.  The  legislation  we  enacted  during 
the  Elchty-flrst  Congress  recognized  that 
fact  and,  likewise,  recognized  the  fact  that 
the  Federal  Government  had  a  responsibility 
to  meet  school  construction  needs  wherever 
they  exist  In  the  United  States,  an  1  wherever 
the  local  communities  are  In  no  financial 
condition  to  meet  those  needs.  We.  there- 
fore, provided  lor  a  survey  of  long-range 
school  construction  needs  to  be  undertaken 
by  the  Office  of  Education  of  the  Pederal 
Security  Agency. 

The  results  of  that  survey  are  now  with 
us.  It  remains  for  the  Congress  to  act  to 
meet  the  dire  need  which  the  survey  so  well 
and  so  scientifically  demonstrated.  It  Is  to 
meet  that  need  I  Introduce  a  bill  originally 
recommended  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
School  Construction  of  the  Elghty-flrst  Con- 
gress. That  bill  Is  designed  to  meet  the  long- 
range  school  construction  needs  of  our  Na- 
tion. During  the  time  we  worked  on  the 
bill.  It  met  with  the  approval  of  all  educa- 
tional groups  and  Government  agencies  con- 
cerned with  meeting  the  school-construction 
problem. 

Dr.  Earl  G.  McGrnth,  United  States  Com- 
missioner of  Education,  In  making  public  the 
results  of  the  survey,  said:  "Additional  floor 
space  equal  to  a  one-story  building,  52  feet 
wide,  extending  from  New  York  City  to  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  Is  needed  adequately  to 
house  the  Nation's  public  elementary  and 
secondary  school  population."  The  study,  he 
said.  Indicates  a  need  now  for  about  708.- 
000,000  additional  square  feet  of  school 
building  space  for  nearly  9,250,000  pupils 
In  public  elementary  and  secondary  schools. 

The  significance  of  these  figures  Is  that  they 
do  not  provide  for  Increased  enrollment  next 
year  and  In  succeeding  years.  It  Is  clearly 
evident  that  this  Increase  beginning  next 
September  will  be  sizable.  The  statistics 
show  an  expected  public  school  enrollment 
of  more  than  81,000,000  In  1956  and  32,000,- 
000  In  1968.  Unless  the  Congress  acts  to  meet 
this  crisis,  the  mothers  and  fathers  of  our 
young  children  will  have  a  right  to  feel  that 
their  children  and  their  children's  educa- 
tion has  been  neglected  by  the  Congress. 

It  Is  estimated  that  from  my  own  State  of 
Minnesota  a  total  amount  of  $166,959,000 
will  be  needed  to  meet  our  needs.  Seven  per- 
cent of  that  is  for  remodeling  and  rehabili- 
tation; 90.5  percent  of  that  is  for  new  con- 
struction; 1.6  percent  for  sites;  and  1.1  per- 
cent for  buses.  Even  should  every  local 
school  district  and  our  State  government  ap- 
propriate to  its  total  legal  capacity,  there 
would  remain  a  deficit  of  more  than  »46,- 
000,000,  or  27.8  percent  of  the  total  need. 

The  results  of  the  survey  show  tbat  more 
than  325,000  instruction  rooms  and  related 
facilities  are  currently  needed  this  year  to 
relieve  overcrowding  and  to  replace  obso- 
lete facUittea.  To  relieve  present  overcrowd- 
ing alone.  155.000  addittonal  classrooms  ane 
required  today.  To  replace  obsolete  facu- 
lties another  170.000  should  be  prorkted. 

Tbese  are  marc  tbaa  statistacs.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Ttw  f«ett  are  ttaM  approximate 
one-Uilrd  of  our  KattoB*^  pab:ic  tltm*  utary 
and  ssooMlar^  acfeMcl  chUdrvc  are  arwwtf- 
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fire  is  questionable.  About  18  percent  of 
our  scbool  children  are  attending  classes 
In  BChoolhouses  that  do  not  meet  fire  safety 
conditions. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  cost  for  building 
the  necessary  schools  U  »10.700,000.000. 
There  Is  no  question  but  that  the  prelim- 
inary responsibility  for  meeting  this  finan- 
cial need  lies  with  the  SUte  and  local  gov- 
ernments, but  the  laws  and  methods  for 
voting  bond  issues  or  raising  funds  through 
assessments  on  property  can  only  bring  $5,- 
800.000.000  from  States  and  local  school  dls- 
trlcU.    This  leaves  a  deficit  of  $4,900,000,000. 

The  relative  ability  of  States  to  finance 
their  school  construction  needs  varies  greatly. 
Three  States,  for  example,  have  total  Income 
payments  of  less  than  $4,000  per  enrolled 
pupil.  Three  other  States  have  total  Income 
payments  of  over  $13,000  for  each  enrolled 
child.  To  provide  school  housing  currently 
needed,  one  State  would  have  to  invest  11. 3 
percent  of  its  total  Income  payments  for 
1  year  to  build  additional  schools.  Another 
State,  on  the  other  hand,  would  have  to 
divert  only  3.7  percent  of  its  total  Income 
payments  for  1  year  to  fill  Its  school  con- 
struction needs. 

It  Is  clear  to  me,  as  a  result  of  these  sta- 
tistics, that  our  so-called  emergency  prob- 
lem has  become  a  Nation-wide  problem  and 
Is  forming  a  national  pattern.  It  is,  there- 
fore, essential  that  we  turn  our  thoughts, 
not  only  to  developing  and  extending  our 
assistance  to  those  schools  In  federally  Im- 
pacted districts,  but  also  that  we  formulate 
a  well-formed  national  plan,  based  on  a 
firm  administrative  foundation  and  de- 
signed to  meet  the  needs  of  our  school  chil- 
dren in  a  continuing,  uniform  and  equitable 
formula.  At  a  time  when  our  Nation  Is 
spending  billions  to  promote  and  protect 
democracy  throughout  the  world,  our  chil- 
dren must  not  be  prevented  from  receiving 
the  finest  education  that  democracy  can  pro- 
vide. The  needs  of  American  children  can- 
not be  met  in  crowded  schools  requiring 
half-day  classes,  or  In  buildings  that  are 
dangerous  flretraps. 

The  long  range  bill  which  I  today  Intro- 
duce is  designed  to  meet  the  needs  of  Ameri- 
can school  children.  It  provides  that  State 
educational  agencies  will  have  full  control 
of  planning  and  developing  new  buildings, 
•nd  in  setting  up  construction  priority  pro- 
grams for  each  State.  Allocation  of  funds 
is  based  on  the  number  of  children  and  the 
per  capita  Income  payments  in  each  State. 
The  bill  would  establish  a  sound  adminis- 
trative pattern  within  which  the  Federal 
Government  could  fulfill  its  responsibility  for 
housing  the  growing  school  attendance 
without  Interference  with  State  administra- 
tion. The  actual  amount  of  money  to  be 
made  available  would  be  decided  by  the  Con- 
gress each  year,  depending  upon  the  Imme- 
diate need  and  the  over-all  budget  require- 
ments. 

I  fully  appreciate  that  this  bill,  first  formu- 
lated during  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  un- 
doubtedly needs  to  be  revised,  in  the  light 
of  further  thinking  on  the  subject.  It  is 
for  that  reason  I  hope  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Lattor  and  Public  Welfare  will  hold  hear- 
ings on  school  construction.  I  have  no 
Tested  Interest  in  the  bill  I  submit.  I  am 
Interested  more  in  meeting  the  need. 

Other  school-construction  bills  have  al- 
ready been  Introduced  extending  the  opera- 
tion of  Public  Law  874  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress  which  relates  directly  to  the  feder- 
ally impacted  areas.  This  is  a  program  well 
established  In  the  Congress  and  is  a  basic 
minimum. 

I  conclude  by  again  expressing  my  hope 
that  hearings  on  school  construction  will 
begin  immediately.  There  is  no  excuse  for 
delay,  for  the  need  is  great. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  first 
progress  report  and  the  second  progress  re- 
port of  the  school  facilities  survey,  author- 
ized by  TiUe  I.  Public  Law  815,  Klghty-first 


Congress,  known  as  the  Humphrey  School 
Construction  Act  and  prepared  by  the  school 
housing  section  of  the  Office  of  Education,  be 
printed  as  a  Senate  document.  I  also  want 
to  pay  my  tribute  to  Dr.  Ray  L.  Harmon. 
Chief.  School  Housing  Section  of  the  Office  of 
Education,  who  was  the  coordinator  of  the 
survey  findings. 


TEMPORARY  SUPPLEMENTARY  AID 
FOR  SCHOOLS  IN  CRITICAL  DE- 
FENSE HOUSING  AREAS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  another  bill,  which 
would  provide  some  immediate  relief  un- 
der Public  Laws  874  and  815.  This  bill 
is  needed  desperately.  I  worked  closely 
for  3  years  on  the  problem  of  school 
facilities.  I  speak  wi:h  some  intimate 
knowledge,  having  been  chairman  of  a 
subcommittee  which,  for  more  than  a 
year,  investigated  this  problem.  I  shall 
speak  up  for  the  parents  and  children 
of  Amei-ica.  Somehow  we  must  meet 
the  problem. 

The  bill  i  S.  537 »  to  improve  and  extend 
the  duration  of  Public  Law  874  of  the 
Eighty-first  Congress,  to  extend  the  pe- 
riod during  which  appropriations  niky  be 
made  to  pay  entitlements  under  title  II  of 
Public  Law  815  of  the  Eighty-first  Con- 
gress, to  provide  temporary  supplemen- 
tary aid  for  schools  in  critical  defense- 
housing  areas,  and  for  other  purposes, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Humphrey,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 


ADDITIONAL  CLERICAL  ASSISTANTS 
FOR  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
years  ago  the  work  load  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  became  very 
heavy,  and  it  was  necessary  for  the  com- 
mittee to  obtain  authority  to  employ  two 
additional  clerical  assistants.  Last  year 
this  authority  was  renewed.  However, 
unless  it  is  again  extended,  it  will  expire 
on  the  20th  of  this  month.  Meanwhile 
the  work  load  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  has  in  no  way  decreased. 
Rather,  it  has  increased.  Indeed,  I  ex- 
pect that  it  may  be  even  heavier  during 
the  Eighty-third  Congress. 

Therefore,  by  unanimous  direction  of 
the  committee.  I  submit  a  resolution  fur- 
ther renewing  the  authority  of  the  com- 
mittee to  employ  these  additional  staff 
members.  The  resolution  is  exactly  like 
those  previously  agreed  to  by  the  Senate. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  read. 

The  resolution  iS.  Res.  33)  was  read, 
as  follows: 

Renolved.  That  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  under  Senate 
Resolution  146.  Eighty-second  Congress, 
agreed  to  August  1.  1951.  and  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 249,  Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to 
January  15.  1952.  authorizing  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  employ  two  addi- 
tional clerical  assistants,  is  hereby  continued 
until  January  31,  1954. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution? 


Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
wish  to  object,  but  I  believe  the  rules 
require  that  such  a  resolution  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration. All  such  resolutions  from 
various  committees  must  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  lor 
consideration.  I  should  not  like  to  de- 
part from  that  practice,  if  the  Senator 
does  not  mind. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  my  recol- 
lection is  that  the  authority  will  expire 
on  the  20th  of  this  month,  which  is  just 
around  the  corner.  I  am  only  seeking  to 
do  what  has  been  done  in  previous  years 
in  this  connection.  These  persons  are 
now  employed,  and  it  is  very  necessary 
that  the  committee  have  them.  I  may 
say  that  the  committee  has  been  organ- 
ized. We  have  already  held  a  hearing 
with  relation  to  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
John  Foster  Dulles.  We  are  now  organ- 
izing our  subcommittees.  I  am  sure  that 
consideration  of  the  resolution  at  this 
time  would  not  interfere  with  the  rules 
of  the  Senate.  The  rule  could  be  sus- 
pended in  this  instance. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sorry, 
but  I  shall  have  to  object.  I  believe  that 
when  the  Senate  undertakes  an  expense 
in  addition  to  an  expense  provided  by  the 
rules  a  resolution  to  provide  such  addi- 
tional funds  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. I  recognize  the  fact  that  the  reso- 
lution under  discussion  would  do  no  more 
than  has  been  done  at  other  sessions  of 
the  Senate  in  recent  years.  However.  If 
we  were  to  make  an  exception  in  this  in- 
stance we  would  be  asked  to  make  the 
same  exception  in  other  instances. 
Therefore.  I  must  ask  that  the  resolution 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  as  required  by  the 
rules  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard.  The  resolution  will  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  bow  to 
the  dictates  of  the  majority  leader.  I  be- 
lieve he  was  present  in  the  committee 
and  consented  to  the  provisions  of  the 
resolution.  Therefore,  we  expected  co- 
operation from  him.  Since  we  are  not 
getting  it  from  him  we  shall  now  go  to 
the  next  order  of  business. 

First.  I  should  like  to  ask  another  ques- 
tion of  him.  Does  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  have  any  objection,  after 
the  resolution  is  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  to  have 
it  acted  on  today  if  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  agrees  to  have 
such  action  taken? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Not  at  all;  I  would  have 
no  objection.  I  merely  feel  forced  to  in- 
sist that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration.  I  have  the 
same  feeling  with  reference  to  all  such 
resolutions. 

The  resolutioY\  (S.  Res.  33).  submitted 
by  Mr.  Wiley,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mitiee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 


UNITY  OF  IRELAND 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  On  behalf  of  myself 
and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Kennedy],  I  submit  for  appropri- 
ate reference  a  resolution  to  provide  for 
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the  unity  of  Ireland.  It  Is  not  designed 
nor  contrived  as  en  appeal  for  votes  or 
for  political  purposes. 

I  am  not  Irish,  and  I  approach  the 
matter  without  bias  or  prejudice  of  any 
kind.  I  have  a  deep  conviction  on  the 
subject,  and  I  have  given  some  attention 
to  it.  A  similar  ri?solution,  agreed  to  in 
the  House  some  time  ago,  expressed  the 
sense  of  the  House  for  a  free  and  undi- 
vided Ireland  and  that  the  six  most 
northern  counties  of  Ireland,  which  pres- 
ently have  their  own  government  and 
their  own  representation  In  the  British 
Parliament,  as  well  as  their  own  Prime 
Minister,  might  ultimately  join  the  rug- 
ged and  sturdy  people  of  Ireland,  so  that 
all  32  counties  in  Ireland  might  become 
a  part  of  the  Republic  of  Ireland.  When 
we  talk  about  a  free  world,  in  my  book 
freedom  is  like  charity— it  begins  at 
home.  We  should  put  jiside  pretense  and 
what  looks  to  me  a  little  like  hypocrisy. 
That  is  where  we  must  first  put  the  ax  in 
solving  the  freedom  problem.  I  believe 
the  problem  of  Irish  freedom  speaks  elo- 
quently on  what  is  necessary  to  be  done 
in  that  field. 

I  visited  Ireland  in  1919  when  the  prin- 
cipal street  in  Dablin  was  in  ruins.  I 
was  then  a  soldit-r.  There  was  oppor- 
tunity to  puzzle  over  the  manifestation  of 
intense  spirit  whi;h  was  reflected  in  the 
ruins  of  Sackville  Street  in  the  Irish 
Capital,  and  I  wt;nt  back  to  reexamine 
some  of  the  history  of  this  sturdy  Irish 
people  which  goe.s  back  to  the  Christian 
era  when  Ireland  consisted  of  the  five 
kingdoms  of  Ulster,  North  Leinster. 
South  Leinster,  Munster.  and  Connacht. 
The  whole  history  of  the  Irish  people 
Is  marked  by  a  fierce  and  unquenchable 
determination  to  make  their  own  destiny 
and  to  suffer  whatever  hardship  and 
sacrifice  might  t-e  necessary  to  accom- 
plish this  purpose. 

It  was  in  Januiry  1919  that  strife  be- 
gan in  Ireland  wliich  lasted  until  May  of 
1921  and  was  concluded  by  a  treaty  in 
December  of  tha-  year  whereby  Eire  be- 
came a  sovereign  and  independent  state. 
Independence,  however,  was  only  partial, 
because  six  counties  in  Northern  Ireland 
are  still  under  the  domination  of  an  out- 
side power  which  can  occupy  the  sea- 
ports, airfields,  and  harbors  in  these 
counties  if  it  so  desires.  These  counties 
have  a  governor  and  prime  minister  of 
their  own  and  have  special  representa- 
tion in  the  British  Parliament.  This 
then  poses  the  question  of  a  divided  Ire- 
land and  of  a  division  which  makes  sov- 
ereignty and  independence  only  partial 
in  character. 

I  can  well  imagine  how  we  In  Illinois 
would  feel  if  some  outside  force  should 
occupy  or  exercise  domination  over  the 
Great  Lakes  ports  and  rail  centers  of  our 
State.    We  would  quickly  rebel. 

Now  it  may  l)e  easily  said  that  what 
happ>ens  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  with  respect  to  the  complete  and 
unrestricted  and  undivided  independence 
and  sovereignty  of  Ireland  is  no  concern 
of  ours.  That  proposition  merits  some 
examination. 

In  1917  President  Wilson,  In  his  cele- 
brated fourteen  points,  uttered  the  prin- 
ciple of  self -determination  for  all  na- 
tions large  and  small,  and  that  principle 
was  actually  curried  out  in  the  case  of 
small  nations,  such  as  Estonia,  Latvia, 


and  Lithuania,  until  its  purposes  were 
thrown  overboard  by  Soviet  annexation. 
At  that  time  Woodrow  Wilson  also  re- 
ferred to  the  impartial  adjustment  of 
colonial  claims  in  which  the  interests  of 
the  populations  concerned  shall  have 
equal  weight  with  the  claims  of  any  gov- 
ernment whose  title  might  be  in  ques- 
tion. At  that  time  the  principle  of  self- 
determination,  w.hich  is  basic  and  funda- 
mental in  itself  was  fully  recognized. 

In  1941  when  Franklin  Roosevelt  and 
Winston  Churchill  a£Bxed  their  signa- 
tures to  the  Atlantic  Charter  in  the  in- 
terest of  a  better  world,  they  there  de- 
clared "the  right  of  all  people  to  choose 
the  form  of  government  under  which 
they  will  live  and  to  see  sovereign  rights 
and  self-government  restored  to  those 
who  have  been  forcibly  deprived 
thereof." 

Certainly  no  words  in  the  English  lan- 
guage could  more  clearly  express  the 
right  of  self-determination.  There  is 
involved,  therefore,  in  the  Irish  problem 
this  question  of  self-determination  as 
one  of  the  key  concepts  in  a  so-called 
free  world. 

Today's  imperative  is  human  freedom 
without  qualification,  for  in  my  judg- 
ment there  can  be  neither  peace  nor 
progress  without  it.  It  appears  to  me, 
therefore,  that  as  we  so  glibly  speak 
about  the  free  world,  the  term  begins  to 
refiect  a  kind  of  hypocrisy  unless  we 
are  willing  to  spell  it  out  without  quali- 
fication and  stop  compromising  with  the 
principle  which  is  involved. 

Prance  still  holds  on  in  Indochina  on 
the  theory  that  she  will  vacate  the 
premises  as  soon  as  the  Indochinese  are 
able  to  exercise  independence  and  main- 
tain themselves  against  Communist 
threats. 

In  1775  we  did  not  wait  for  someone 
to  determine  for  us  whether  we  could 
walk  alone  before  achieving  our  free- 
dom. 

Today  small  countries  like  Tunis  and 
Morocco  striving  for  unrestricted  free- 
dom are  having  a  difficult  time  to 
even  have  their  cases  heard  in  the 
United  Nations.  The  Dutch  still  strive 
to  keep  their  failing  imperialism  alive 
in  the  Orient.  Belgium  still  holds  sway 
in  Africa,  and  strangely  enough,  we  are 
in  the  unhappy  position  of  supporting 
these  losing  imperialisms  against  the 
tides  which  are  so  evident  in  all  corners 
of  the  earth. 

But  nowhere  is  the  example  more  elo- 
quent than  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  Here 
you  have  the  spectacle  of  a  Republic  of 
Ireland  with  3,000,000  sturdy  people 
from  whom  is  divorced  the  6  counties 
in  Northern  Ireland  with  a  population  of 
about  1,140,000. 

For  years  the  Irish  people  have  sought 
to  end  this  divorce  and  make  Ireland  an 
undivided  republic  by  means  of  a  pleb- 
iscite, but  the  British  Government  has 
steadfastly  refused  to  concur  in  this 
course. 

Can  we  with  any  degree  of  grace  and 
sincerity  speak  about  the  free  world 
when  we  are  confronted  with  so  glaring 
an  example  of  the  faUure  of  complete 
and  undivided  freedom  in  a  country 
whose  culture  goes  back  to  the  Christian 
era  and  which  has  made  so  great  a  con- 
tribution to  every  nation  in  the  Western 
World. 


We  are  presently  committed  under 
the  provisions  of  the  United  Nations 
charter  to  a  global  crusade  not  only  to 
hold  aggression  but  to  make  freedom  a 
reality.  If  that  be  the  case,  then  free- 
dom, like  charity,  should  begin  at  home, 
and  the  Irish  question  should  be  quickly 
and  amicably  resolved,  as  an  example 
to  all  the  world  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
nations  that  have  given  leadership  to 
the  United  Nations  idea. 

If  it  is  our  duty  to  assert  the  cause  of 
the  free  world,  then  it  is  inevitably  our 
duty  to  assert  it  in  a  case  like  this. 

If  we  are  generous  enough  to  aid 
Britain  as  we  have  done,  then  we  should 
be  bold  enough  to  memorialize  her  on 
the  subject  of  Irish  freedom. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  35),  submitted 
by  Mr.  Dirksen  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Kennedy  ) ,  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Sixty-fifth  Congress  (1919).  third  session, 
by  House  Joint  Resolution  357,  duly  passed 
a  resolution  declaring  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  have  the  right  to  determine 
the  form  of  government  under  which  they 
desire  to  live;  and 

Whereas  the  maintenance  of  international 
peace  and  security  requires  settlement  of  the 
question  of  the  unification  of  Ireland;  and 

Whereas  26  of  the  32  counties  of  Ireland 
have  been  successful  In  obtaining  Interna- 
tional recognition  for  the  Republic  of  Ire- 
land which  hits,  as  its  basic  law,  a  consti- 
tution modeled  upon  our  own  American 
Constitution:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  Is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  Republic  of  Ireland  should  em- 
brace the  entire  territory  of  Ireland  unless 
a  clear  majority  of  all  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, in  a  free  plebiscite,  determine  and  de- 
clare the  contrary. 


FAVORING  ACTION  BY  CONGRESS 
TO  CARRY  OUT  PROVISIONS  OF 
LAW  RELATING  TO  LEGISLATIVE 
BUDGET 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference,  a  resolu- 
tion which  I  think  should  be  read  at  this 
time.    It  reads  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  it  Is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  appropriate  committees  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  should 
proceed  without  delay  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  section  138  of  the  Legislative  Re- 
organization Act  of  1946.  relating  to  the 
legislative  budget. 

Mr.  President.  I  was  a  member  of  the 
joint  committee  several  years  ago  which 
fashioned  the  Legislative  Reorganiza- 
tion Act.  In  that  act  was  included  a 
section  calling  for  the  preparation  of  a 
legislative  budget  so  as  to  assure  that  the 
power  over  the  purse  shall  be  properly 
lodged  where  the  Constitution  places  it. 
namely,  in  the  Congress.  We  had  sev- 
eral sessions  of  the  two  tax  committees 
and  of  the  appropriations  committees  in 
1947  and  1948.  In  1949  an  effort  was 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  mod- 
ify or  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the 
legislative  budget  section  of  the  Reor- 
ganization Act.  Since  that  time  nothing 
has  been  done,  and  we  are  in  the  para- 
doxical and  unhappy  position  of  com- 
pletely ignoring  our  own  mandate.  The 
language  is  that  these  committees  are 
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authorized  "and  directed" ;  but  we  have 
failed  to  respond  properly  to  our  own 
directive. 

Now  we  are  confronted  with  an  $80.- 
000.000,000  budget.  Today  we  have  an 
astronomical  public  debt.  Private  and 
municipal  debts  are  going  up  at  the  rate 
of  $30,000,000,000  a  year.  This  is  a 
critical  fiscal  situation,  and  in  conse- 
quence I  think  it  is  the  solemn  duty  of 
Congress  to  carry  out  its  own  mandate 
that  it  fashioned  for  itself,  namely,  to 
create  a  legislative  budget  as  a  target 
for  our  activities  for  the  next  fiscal  year. 

8o  this  simple  resolution,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, simply  memorializes  this  body, 
strange  and  paradoxical  as  it  may  seem, 
to  do  its  duty. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  niinois  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRaCKER.  The  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, as  I  remember,  did  make  a  gesture 
toward  complying  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  that  we  made  more  than  a  gesture. 
I  was  on  the  subcommittee  and  also  on 
the  present  committee  of  103  members, 
and  we  labored  earnestly.  We  fashioned 
the  target.  The  subcommittee  chair- 
man of  the  House  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee came  in  with  the  estimates,  and 
the  final  appropriations  came  rather 
close  to  them.  At  that  time  for  the  first 
time  in  17  years,  under  a  Republican 
Congress,  and  operating  within  the 
framework  of  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
sation Act,  we  did  balance  the  budget. 
We  sequestered  suflBcient  funds  for  the 
Marshall  plan;  we  gave  the  country  tax 
reduction ;  and  we  did  a  number  of  other 
notable  things. 

In  my  humble  Judgment  all  that  is 
necessary  is  that  Congress  have  the  will 
and  determination  to  carry  out  that  sec- 
tion of  the  act. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Since  that  time  no 
effort  at  all  has  been  made  to  comply 
with  that  provision  of  the  act;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  None,  to  my  knowl- 
edge. 

Mr.  CASE  and  Mr.  JOHNSON  of 
Colorado  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illmois  yield;  and  if 
so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  first  to  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
JoHMSoifl,  because  he  has  introduced  a 
measure  which  undertakes  to  reduce  the 
President's  budget  on  a  percentage  basis, 
using  a  factor  for  every  department  and 
agency.    Therefore,  I  now  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Let  me  say  that  I  did  call  attention 
to  section  138  of  Public  Law  6ai.  and  I 
have  written  a  letter  to  Mr.  Lindsay 
Warren,  suggesting  that  the  fact  that 
the  Congress  does  not  observe  the  legal 
processes  in  making  appropriations 
might  very  well  Invalidate  the  appro- 
priations themselves. 


I  wish  to  join  the  Senator  from  Il- 
linois in  his  remarks  today  in  regard  to 
this  very  vital  and  important  subject. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  appreciate  that 
support  from  my  friend.  I  yield  now  to 
my  friend,  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  also 
served  on  the  joint  committee  at  the 
time  when  the  Legislative  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  was  observed  during  those  2 
years.  I  felt  that  the  act  was  observed. 
All  it  required  the  committee  to  do  was 
to  make  a  report  to  the  Congress. 
Whether  the  Congress  subsequently 
adopted  the  report  was  another  matter. 
However,  we  did  comply  with  those  pro- 
visions of  the  Reorganization  Act. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  36 ».  submitted 
by  Mr.  Dirksen.  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 


PROHIBITION  OP  RACIAL  DISCRIM- 
INATION IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  a  comprehensive  bill  to  pro- 
hibit segregation  and  racial  discrimina- 
tion in  schools,  hotels,  restaurants,  and 
all  other  public  places  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

I  will  do  everything  in  my  power  to 
help  end  segregation  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  as  General  Eisenhower  has 
urged.  It  should  be  done  not  only  from 
the  standpoint  of  sound  domestic  policy 
but  also  as  a  necessary  step  in  strength- 
ening our  international  policy.  I  am 
afraid  that  many  Americans  are  not 
aware  of  the  fact  that  racial  discrimina- 
tion in  Washington.  D.  C,  is  doing  great 
damage  to  the  prestige  of  the  United 
States  in  the  councils  of  the  world.  It 
can  be  said  with  complete  accuracy  that 
in  the  years  immediately  ahead  a  con- 
tinuation of  racial  discrimination  in 
Washington,  D.  C,  which  has  become 
the  capital  of  the  world,  will  \x  inter- 
preted by  millions  of  people  in  coun- 
tries of  dark  skinned  populations  as  a 
policy  of  bad  faith  and  hypocrisy  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  the  United^ States. 
We  cannot  hope  to  build  up  a  foreign 
policy  based  on  the  principles  of  the  good 
neighbor  and  in  terms  of  the  equality  of 
man  and  equal  justice  before  the  law 
and  not  practice  those  same  principles  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Whether  we 
like  it  or  not  our  racial  practices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  will  proclaim  to  the 
people  of  the  world  our  good  faith  in 
squaring  our  words  with  our  actions. 

The  bill  is  based  upon  the  extensive 
experience  of  State  and  municipal  laws 
which  prohibit  discrimination  in  em- 
ployment and  in  places  of  public  accom- 
modation. At  the  present  time  States 
such  as  New  York  and  Massachusetts  bar 
racial  discrimination  in  such  matters. 
A  total  of  11  States  ban  discrimination 
in  employment. 

The  bill  creates  a  small  commission 
which  would  engage  in  educational  and 
conciliation  activities  to  root  out  dis- 
crimination in  the  Nations  Capital.  If 
informal  methods,  which  have  proved  so 
successful  in  the  States,  should  fail,  the 
commission  would  have  power  to  con- 
duct formal  hearings  based  upon  sworn 


charges  filed  by  those  who  claim  that 
they  have  suffered  discrimination.  Ac- 
cused parties  would  have  the  right  to  be 
represented  by  counsel,  introduce  evi- 
dence, and  examine  and  cross-examine 
all  witnesses.  Should  the  commission 
find  that  unlawful  discrimination  has 
occurred,  it  would  have  the  power  to  is- 
sue a  cease  and  desist  order.  The  com- 
mission is  to  function  really  as  a  one- 
man  court  with  all  the  safeguards  of  ju- 
dicial protection. 

All  commission  activities  would  be 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  the  Admin- 
istrative Procedures  Act  and  provision  is 
made  for  review  by  the  District  Court  of 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

If  the  Federal  court  should  uphold  the 
findings  and  order  of  the  commission. 
it  would  i.ssue  its  own  decree.  Violation 
of  the  decree  would  be  punishable  by 
contempt.  In  addition,  if  there  are  two 
judicially  found  violations  within  any 
1  year,  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
would  be  required  to  suspend  the  license 
of  the  restaurant,  store,  or  other  estab- 
lishment for  a  maximum  of  60  days. 

Enactment  of  a  measure  of  this  type 
is  long  overdue.  It  would  be  an  effective 
means  of  eliminating  discrimination  and 
is  at  the  same  time  absolutely  and  im- 
partially fair  to  all  those  accused. 

The  bill  emphasizes  the  informal  pro- 
cedures of  mediation  and  conciliation 
and  provides  for  an  advisory  council 
compo.sed  of  District  residents.  That 
council  would  engage  in  educational  ac- 
tivities and  promote  community  under- 
standing of  this  vital  measure. 

Discrimination  in  the  Nation's  Capital 
is  a  national  disgrace.  It  is  the  solemn 
obligation  of  Congress  and  the  new  ad- 
ministration to  end  it  immediately. 

Tlie  Pre.sident-elect  has  given  his  sol- 
emn word  time  and  again  that  his  ad- 
mini.stration  would  stamp  out  segrega- 
tion in  the  District.  Following  are  a 
few  statements  made  by  Eisenhower 
during  the  campaign: 

I  will  not  only  express  myself,  but  I  wUl  !>• 
merely  repeating  myself  in  what  I  have  said 
numbers  of  times  both  publicly  and  privately 
long  before  I  thought  I  would  be  standing 
In  such  a  spot  in  such  a  capacity. 

Your  taxes  go  into  the  money  that  is 
expended  in  that  District  of  Columbia. 
As  far  as  I  know,  there  will  never  be  anything 
done  with  my  authority  or  under  my  direc- 
tion to  discriminate  against  you  or  (th« 
Negro)   race  in  any  possible  way. 

So  far  as  the  authority  vested  In  me  is 
concerned  it  will  be  exercised  with  the  beUef 
that  the  conviction  you  are  not  only  equal 
but  that  If  I  do  not  protect  and  support  your 
rights.  I  will  lose  my  own. 

That  is  the  way  I  feel  about  it.  Possibly 
I  should  have  been  a  bit  more  speclOc.  I 
believe  we  should  eliminate  every  ve«tlge  ot 
segregation  In  the  District  of  Columbia. 

On  September  5,  1952.  Eisenhower 
made  that  statement  in  a  conference  of 
Republican  Party  leaders  in  Chicago,  111. 

On  September  24.  1952,  in  Wheeling, 
W.  Va..  Eisenhower  said: 

Segregation  In  the  Nation's  Capital  must  b« 
abolished.  Likewise  there  must  be  an  end 
to  such  segregation  as  stUl  remains  In  the 
Armed  Forces.  In  no  operation  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  is  there  a  place  for  dis- 
crimination of  any  kind.  We  must  work  for 
the  aboil. lon  of  restrictions  remaining  any- 
where oa  the  basic  American  right  to  vote. 
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In  Los  Angeles  on  October  9,  1952, 
Eisenhower  said: 

Even  worse  is  the  betrayal  by  those  who 
seek  to  turn  tbls  problem  to  their  political 
lid  vantage. 

Lets  look  at  one  simple  fact. 

For  20  years  leaders  of  the  administration 
party  have  been  making  promises.  For  ao 
years  the  government  of  Washington  and  the 
bifttrlct  of  Columbia  has  been  their  respon- 
.sibilliy.  And  yet  after  those  20  years  racial 
segregation  still  exists  In  our  Nation's  Capital. 

I  am  for  wiping  out  every  Inequality  of 
opportunity.  And  I  am  for  starting  to  do 
that  right  In  our  Nations  Capital  as  well  a.s 
in  every  other  operation,  military  and  clvU, 
ol   our  Federal  Government. 

We  must  have  an  administration  In  Wash- 
Ir.cton  whose  example,  continuously  exerted 
influence,  constant  study,  and  publicizing  of 
itil  the  facts,  will  put  and  keep  this  problem 
in  the  conscience  of  our  p>eople. 

The  example  and  Influence  of  such  an 
ndmlnlfitratioii  will  speed  progress  toward 
.'.nlviiig  the  problem  at  every  level  of  govern- 
ment. In  Indvifitry,  and  in  every  area  of  com- 
nniiuty  life. 

In  Harlem,  on  October  25,  1952,  Eisen- 
liower  had  this  to  say: 

Specifically,  something  has  been  said  about 
my  past  effort*  to  eliminate  segregation  In 
the  services — that  has  gone  on.  It  Is  well 
under  way.  and  I  pledge  you  that  It  Is  going 
to  be  done  promptly  and  without  any  fur- 
ther alibis  or  excuses. 

Next,  my  friends.  In  the  Nation's  Capital 
we  have  had  the  pxjorest  possible  example 
Klven  to  those  of  other  lands  of  what  this 
country  is  and  what  It  means  to  each  of  us. 
So  far  as  there  Is  power  placed  in  me  as 
un  Individual  or  offlclally,  I  shall  never  cease 
to  work  with  all  the  power  I  can  to  get  rid 
i.f  that  kind  of  thing  In  the  District  of 
C 'lumbla.  Let  me  extend  that.  Wherever 
the  Federal  Government  has  responsibility; 
wherever  It  collects  taxes  from  you  to  spend 
money,  whether  It  be  In  a  contract  for  recrea- 
tional facilities  or  anything  else  that  It  does 
lor  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  there 
win  be  no  discrimination  as  long  as  I  can 
help  it  m  private  or  public  life  based  upon 
iii.y  such  thing  as  color  or  creed  or  religion — 
never.  Wherever  funds  are  used,  where  Fed- 
eral authority  extends,  there  will  be  fairness. 

What  I  promise  you  Is  work,  never-ending 
work,  to  make  certain  that  Justice  Is  done. 

Mr.  President,  the  Republican  plat- 
form states: 

The  Republican  Party  will  not  mislead, 
exploit,  or  attempt  to  confuse  minority 
trouiM  for  political  purixj.^es.  All  American 
citizens  are  entitled  Ui  full.  Impartial  en- 
forcement of  Federal  laws  relatlnjj  to  their 
civil  rights. 

•  •  •  •  • 

We  win  prove  our  good  faith  by: 

•  •  •  •  • 
Appropriate  action   to  end  segregation  In 

the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  President.  I  read  In  this  morning's 
newspaper  that  it  seems  to  be  the  present 
policy  of  the  Republicans  to  take  the 
matter  under  advisement,  at  least.  They 
now  say  that  they  propose  to  move  cau- 
tiously on  this  issue.  They  did  not  say 
anything  like  that  during  the  campaign. 
Some  Republicans  are  quoted  this  morn- 
ing as  saying  that  it  cannot  be  done 
overnight,  of  course,  the  subject  is  going 
to  require  study.  Elsenhower  did  not, 
during  the  campaign,  talk  about  study- 
ing it.  He  talked  about  doing  It  immedi- 
ately. Of  course,  he  was  making  cam- 
paign promises  then.  He  was  raring  to 
go  then  for  immediate  action  on  ending 


segregation  In  Washington,  D.  C.  The 
press  reports  this  morning  Indicate  that 
he  Is  now  becoming  cagey  about  this  is- 
sue. I  propose  to  keep  the  heat  on  him, 
because  I  insist  that  he  gave  the  Ameri- 
can people  his  word  that  he  stood  for 
immediate,  not  delayed,  action  on  the 
problem  of  ending  segregation  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  He  did  not  talk 
during  the  campaign  about  staging  a 
study  of  the  problem.  We  need  no  po- 
litical stage  scenery  for  a  make-believe 
performance  on  this  issue.  We  need 
action,  and  action  immediately. 

Mr.  President,  the  problem  has  been 
under  study  for  many  years,  and  to  study 
it  further  would  be  "passing  the  buck. ' 
The  question  now  is  whether  a  campaign 
pledge  is  going  to  be  kept  immediately  on 
the  basis  of  statements  unequivocally 
made  during  the  campaign  that  action 
would  be  taken  immediately. 

The  facts  are  clear  to  all  of  us  that 
segregation  exists  in  this  Capital  City  as 
an  awful,  disgraceful  representation  to 
the  people  of  the  world  that  we  say  one 
thing  about  a  good-neighbor  policy,  equal 
justice  for  all,  and  equality  of  men.  but 
that  we  practice  an  entirely  different 
doctrine  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  We 
maintain  a  system  of  second-class  cit- 
izenship.   It  is  un-American. 

Mr.  President,  I  close  by  saying  that, 
so  far  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  concerned,  speaking  in  behalf  of  his 
party,  he  will  do  whatever  he  can  to  bring 
to  an  end  this  terrible  human  disgrace 
that  exists  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  to 
bring  to  an  end  this  awful  example  we 
are  setting  for  the  world,  an  example  by 
which  we  do  not  practice  the  democratic 
principle  of  equality  of  men,  nor  do  we 
practice  tlie  Christian  principle  by  which 
we  should  live,  namely,  of  doing  unto 
others  as  we  would  have  them  do  unto  us. 

I  issue  to  Eisenhower  the  challenge  to 
keep  faith  with  the  promise  he  made  dur- 
ing the  campaign,  namely,  to  end  segre- 
gation in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
action  that  Congress  and  the  President- 
elect take  on  this  bill  will  test  the  good 
faith  of  Eisenhower's  campaign  pledges 
as  well  as  of  the  good  faith  of  the  Re- 
publican platform  on  this  very  Impor- 
tant issue.  I  shall  cooperate  in  any  re- 
vision of  the  bill  by  way  of  amendment 
which  seeks  to  strengthen  it  and  not 
weaken  or  scuttle  its  objectives. 

The  bill  (S.  534)  to  assure  to  all  per- 
sons within  the  District  of  Columbia  full 
and  equal  rights  in  places  of  public  edu- 
cation, accommodation,  resort,  enter- 
tainment, and  amusement,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Morse,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 


BENJAMIN  FRANKLIN 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  tomor- 
row is  the  two  hundred  and  forty -seventh 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Benjamin 
Franklin,  whose  genius  in  statecraft  con- 
tributed so  much  to  the  structure  of 
American  liberty  and  independence. 

In  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
we  are  proud  to  proclaim  Benjamin 
FrankUn  as  our  first  citizen.  It  is  ap- 
propriate on  this  birthday  anniversary 


to  pay  tribute  to  his  greatness  as  a  cham- 
pion of  human  freedom,  and  to  recall  his 
vast  service  in  the  cause  of  world 
progress. 

Dr.  Franklin's  philosophy  was  based 
upon  his  unfailing  devotion  to  the  car- 
dinal virtues  of  morality.  Industry,  thrift, 
and  tolerance — and  his  firm  belief  that 
"God  governs  in  the  affairs  of  men." 

I  need  not  discuss  at  length  Dr.  Frank- 
lin's illustrious  career  as  a  diplomat,  sci- 
entist, inventor,  author,  publisher,  and 
businessman.  Many  volume  have  been 
written  in  his  praise.  I  should  like,  how- 
ever, to  point  out  that  there  is  guidance 
in  the  teachmgs  of  Benjamin  FrankUn 
to  meet  the  grave  problems  that  press 
upon  our  Republic  today. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  re- 
marks the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr.  Martin  1  has  made  about  Benjamin 
Franklin,  whose  birthday  anniversary  is 
tomorrow. 

Each  year  on  the  anniversary  of 
Franklin's  birth  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, and  I.  as  a  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, where  Franklin  was  born  and 
lived  as  a  boy,  have  paid  brief  tributes 
to  his  memory.  This  year  again  I  join 
in  what  has  been  said  by  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Banjamin  Fi-anklin,  one  of  the  found- 
ers of  our  Constitution,  was  one  of  our 
greatest  citizens,  and  today  his  words 
are  just  as  sound  as  they  were  when  he 
uttered  them  long  years  ago. 


TRIBUTE    TO    DEMOCRATIC 
STEERING  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
former  member  of  the  Democratic  steer- 
ing committee,  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  congratulate  the  members  of  the  new 
Democratic  steering  committee  on  the 
fine  manner  in  which  they  have  dis- 
charged a  very  complex  and  difflcuit 
task.  I  am  sure  that  I  am  expressing 
the  opinions  of  my  Democratic  colleagues 
when  I  particularly  commend  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  I  Mr.  Johnson]  for  the 
objectivity,  the  fairness,  and  the  cour- 
tesy which  he  has  constantly  shown  de- 
spite the  pressures  which  bear  on  the 
man  who  serves  as  his  party's  leader  in 
the  Senate. 

In  making  committee  appointments, 
the  Senator  from  Texas  and  his  col- 
leagues have  seen  to  it  that  every  point 
of  view  represented  in  the  great  party 
of  democracy  will  be  effectively  repre- 
sented in  the  Senate  where  it  counts 
most — in  our  standing  committees.  I 
congratulate  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  on  this  achievement.  I  congrat- 
ulate him,  too,  on  making  certain  that 
the  ability,  experience,  and  knowledge 
of  the  freshmen  Senators  were  given 
full  recognition  and  will  be  promptly  put 
to  the  service  of  our  country  through 
their  appointment  to  major  committees. 

I  believe  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas,  as  chairman,  and  the  other 
members  of  the  Democratic  steering 
committee,  have  proved  to  the  Nation 
that  the  Democratic  Party  Is  the  party 
of  amity  and  harmony;  the  party  which 
believes  in  giving  effective  voice  to  all 
Its  members;  the  party  which  practices 
the    efficiency    and    fairness   of   which 
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others  talk;  the  united  party  which,  be- 
caiise  of  this  sort  of  leadership,  will  soon 
again  be  entrusted  with  the  task  of 
guiding  America's  destiny. 


ACCIDENT  AT  UNION  STATION. 
WASHINGTON.  D.   C. 

Vtc.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  speak  for  about  2  minutes. 
Within  a  short  time  after  it  occurred, 
I  Tiewed  the  scene  of  the  accident  at 
Union  Station  where  a  Pennsylvania 
ptuoenger  train  crashed  through  the 
gates  and  dropped  through  the  con- 
course floor  into  the  baggage  room 
below. 

While  It  is  too  soon  to  fix  responsi- 
bility for  this  accident,  the  Investiga- 
tions already  under  way  will  disclose 
whether  it  was  mechanical  or  manpower 
failure.  I  was  amazed  at  the  efBciency 
of  the  railroad  ofBcials  and  employees 
in  coping  with  what  to  me  seemed  a 
muddled  mass  of  confusion.  Even  as  I 
watched,  new  rail  was  being  laid  and 
cars  were  being  pulled  back  out  of  the 
chaos.  Out  of  something  that  looked 
like  it  might  take  days  to  overcome, 
order  was  already  present  in  the  calm 
and  sure  directions  of  those  in  charge. 

With  the  exception  of  the  locomotive, 
the  passenger  cars,  even  to  the  windows, 
had  withstood  the  shock  of  a  terrific  im- 
pact. Had  it  not  been  for  their  strong 
construction,  more  people  surely  would 
have  been  injured. 

I  was  told  that  no  one  was  killed,  but 
that  quite  a  number  were  shaken  up  and 
slightly  injured,  and  only  a  few  seriously. 
Prom  what  I  could  gather  from  railroad 
people,  passengers,  and  witnesses,  lives 
were  saved  because  railroad  men,  trained 
to  act  quickly  in  any  emergency,  had 
responded  in  this  instance  in  a  manner 
that  deserves  commendation. 

As  I  understand  it,  word  was  flashed 
ahead  by  telephone  that  the  train  was 
in  trouble  when  it  entered  the  yards; 
that  something  was  wrong.  Whether  it 
was  the  brakes  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 
But  because  of  this  warning,  all  persons 
in  the  stationmaster's  office,  the  news- 
stand, and  adjacent  concourse  area  were 
enabled  to  get  clear  of  the  train. 

The  remarkable  thing  about  the  whole 
accident  is  that  no  one  was  killed.  It  is 
a  tribute  to  the  employees  of  the  rail- 
road— and  Union  Station  employees  in 
particular — that  they  performed  their 
duties  so  well  under  the  stress  of 
emergency. 


THE  ROSENBEBQ  CASE 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
■ure  that  other  Senators  have  had  the 
same  experience  I  had  when  a  number 
of  delegations  called  on  me  about  the 
Rosenberg  case  and  importuned  me  to  do 
what  I  could  about  it.  As  a  result,  I  have 
caused  to  be  prepared  a  summary  of  the 
case  and  some  findings.  I  believe  they 
win  be  helpful  and  useful  to  all  Members 
of  the  Senate,  and  I  should  like  to  have 
the  siunmary  and  findings  printed  in  the 
RxcoKo.  I  therefore  request  that  it  be  so 
printed. 


There  being  no  obiection.  the  summary 
and  findings  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  RECoas,  as  follows: 

January  9,  1953. 

SUMMAXT  or    {JUI.n7S   AND  BTHKL]    ROSZKTBBBa 
CA£Z 

X.   CUBONOLOGT 

July  17,  1950:  Arreeted  by  FBI. 

August  17.  1950:  Indicted  by  Federal  grand 
Jury  in  New  York  City. 

January  31. 1951 :  Reindicted  by  grand  Jury. 

March  29,  1951:  Verdict  of  guilty  entered 
toy  Jury  In  United  States  District  Court. 
Southern  District  or  New  York,  Judge  Irving 
R.  Kaufman  presiding. 

AprU  5.  1951:  Sentenced  to  death  by  Judge 
Kaufnmn. 

February  25,  1952;  Verdict  and  sentence 
afarmed  by  United  States  Court  of  Appeals, 
■econd  circuit  (195  F.  (2d)  583). 

April  8.  1953:  Rehearing  on  afOrmatlon 
denied  by  this  court  of  appeals  (195  F.  (2d) 
609). 

October  3.  1952:  Petition  for  review  denied 
by  Supreme  Court  (344  U.  S.  838). 

November  17,  1952:  Rehearing  on  petition 
for  review  denied  by  Supreme  Court  (344 
U.  S.  889). 

November  Jl.  1952:  Order  issued  by  Judge 
Kaufman  for  execution  of  death  sentence 
during  week  of  January  12,  1953.  The  pre- 
cise date  was  fixed  by  the  United  States 
Marshal  at  11  p.  m.,  January  14,  1953. 

December  1,  1952:  Application  to  set  aside 
or  correct  the  sentence  pursuant  to  applica- 
ble Federal  procedural  provisions  (28  U  S.  C. 
3255)  denied  by  Judge  Sylvester  Ryan,  In 
United  States  District  Court,  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  New  York. 

December  31.  1952:  Denial  of  application  to 
set  aside  or  correct  sentence  alfirmed  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  Second  Circuit. 

January  2,  1953:  Application  for  Judicial 
clemency,  or  reduction  In  sentence,  denied 
by  Judge  Kaufman. 

January  5.  1953 :  Umlted  stay  of  execution 
granted  by  Judge  Kaufman  on  condition  that 
counsel  for  defendants  petitions  the  Presi- 
dent for  clemency  by  Saturday,  January  10, 
1953.  The  sUy  will  begin  on  the  tiling  of 
this  petition,  and  will  end  6  days  after  the 
President  has  made  his  determination.  If 
the  President's  ruling  is  adverse,  a  new  date 
for  the  execution  of  sentence  will  be  set  5 
days  after  such  ruling. 

n.   STTMHAKT    OF   JUDICIAL    RULINO 

The  following  summary  is  derived  from  the 
opinion  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
(195  F.  (ad)  683  affirming  the  Judgment  of 
conviction  in  the  United  SUtes  District 
Court,  Southern  DUtrlct  of  New  York.  The 
statement  of  the  trial  Judge,  Irving  R.  Kauf- 
man, rendered  when  pronouncing  sentence. 
Is  not  reported  In  the  Federal  Supplement, 
but  la  set  out  In  the  New  York  Times,  AprU 
6,  1951,  at  page  10,  and  is  digested  herein 
under  Item  '6  of  the  summary  of  the  rulings 
of  the  Court  of  Appeals. 

Pacts: 

Julius  and  Ethel  Rosenberg  were  Indicted, 
along  with  Anatoli  Yakolev  (a  Russian  con- 
■lil  In  New  York  City  who  escaped  arrest), 
David  Qreenglaas  (brother  of  Ethel  Rosen- 
berg), and  Morton  Sobell.  The  charge  was 
conspiring  to  violate  18  U.  S.  C.  794,  between 
1944  and  1950,  by  combining  to  communicate 
to  Russia  information  relating  to  the  Los 
Alamos  Atomic  Experiment  Station,  its  loca- 
tion, personnel,  equipment,  and  diagrams 
pertaining  to  the  construction  of  the  atomic 
bomb. 

Harry  Gold  and  Ruth  Qreenglaas,  wife  of 
one  of  the  defendants,  were  named  In  the 
Indictment  as  conspirators,  but  not  as  de- 
fendants. David  Greenglass  pleaded  guilty 
and  received  a  sentence  of  15  years.  A  trial 
Jury  found  the  defendants.  Julius  and  Ethel 
Rosenberg,  and  Morton  Sobell,  guilty  as 
charged.    Sobell  was  sentenced  to  imprison- 


ment tor  30  years,  and  the  Rosenbergs  were 
sentenced  to  death. 

Held: 

In  afBrmlng  the  Judgment  of  conviction, 
the  Court  of  App«ils  made  the  following 
major  rulings: 

1.  Judge  Kaufman's  Instruction  to  the  Jury 
that  the  status  of  Russia  as  an  ally  during 
the  period  of  the  conspiracy  was  immaterial 
was  correct.  The  statute  which  the  defend- 
ants were  convicted  of  violating  makes  crim- 
inal the  communication  of  prohibited  infor- 
mation to  the  advantage  of  any  foreign  na- 
tion. Irrespective  of  the  status  of  said  foreign 
nation  as  friend  or  enemy,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  such  communication  did 
not  Injure  the  United  SUtes  (Gorin  v.  U.  S. 
(1941)    312  U.  S.   19,  29  30). 

2.  The  statute  Is  not  void  for  vagueness 
(Gorin  v.  U.  S..  op.  clt.) ;  nor  was  the  indict- 
ment founded  thereon  defective  bccsuas  It 
failed  to  allege  that  the  information  trans- 
mitted by  the  defendants  had  not  been  mads 
public.  The  statute  also  does  not  violate  the 
guarantees  of  freedom  of  speech  contained 
In   the   first   amendment. 

3.  The  defendants"  attack  on  the  rellablllt; 
of  the  testimony  of  the  Government's  chief 
witnesses  was  disposed  of,  as  follows:  the 
defendants'  attack  was  based  largely  on  the 
lact  that  these  witnesses.  Including  Ruth 
Greenglass  a:id  Harry  Gold,  were  self- 
confessed  spies,  one  of  whom  (Ruth  Green- 
ghiss)  the  Government  did  not  prosecute, 
and  the  other  of  whom  rscelved  a  relatively 
mild  sentence  (David  Greenglass,  who  pleaded 
guilty).  The  court  of  appeals  conceded 
that  if  the  testimony  of  these  witnesses  was 
disregarded,  the  conviction  could  not  stand; 
but  ruled  that  In  a  Jury  trial.  It  Is  the 
province  of  the  Jury,  and  not  of  the  court, 
to  pas-s  on  the  credibility  of  the  witnesses 
and  on  the  reliability  of  their  testimony. 
The  court  of  appeals  also  concluded  that 
the  evidence,  on  review,  was  more  than 
ample  to  sustain  the  verdict. 

4.  The  allegations  of  Improper  conduct  on 
the  part  of  Judge  Kaufman  were  held  to 
have  been  refuted  by  the  remarks  ot  the 
defcndiints"  counsel.  In  conjunction  with 
his  motion  for  a  mistrial,  the  latter  acknowl- 
edged that  the  trial  Judge's  faults  had  been 
•■inadvertent."  Later.  In  sununlng  up  for 
the  Jury,  defense  counsel  reiterated  that  the 
trial  had  been  conducted  with  dignity  and 
decorum.  The  court  of  appeals  found  that 
the  trial  Judge  stayed  well  within  the  dis- 
cretion allotted  to  him;  and  that  his  Inter- 
jection Into  the  case  via  questioning  of  the 
defendants  was  for  purposes  of  clarification 
only.  Moreover,  the  trial  Judge  admonished 
the  Jury  not  to  form  erroneous  Impressions 
as  to  the  importance  of  any  aspect  of  the 
trial  on  the  basis  of  an  appraisal  of  the 
Judge's  behavior. 

5.  The  trial  Judge,  having  cautioned  the 
Jurors  not  to  determine  guilt  on  the  basis 
of  membership  in  the  Communist  Party, 
was  not  guilty  of  any  error  In  admitting 
evidence  as  to  the  defendants'  preference  for 
the  Soviet  form  of  social  and  political  or- 
ganization and  of  their  party  membership. 
Such  evidence,  though  acknowledged  to  be 
highly  Inflammatory,  as  defendants  con- 
tended, wa.s  held  to  be  competent  t</"8how 
that  the  defendants  would  commit  espionage 
for  Soviet  Russia. 

6.  Tlie  death  penalty  was  properly  im- 
posed by  Judge  Kaufman,  notwithstanding 
the  defendants'  contentions  that  they  did 
not  act  from  venal  or  pecuniary  motives, 
that,  except  for  this  conviction,  their  records 
are  unblemished,  that  the  receiver  of  the 
secret  information  which  they  conveyed  was 
at  the  time  of  the  receipt  an  ally  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  death  penalty 
was  unprecedented  in  this  case  luaamuch  as 
it  had  hitherto  been  Imposed  in  two  cases 
of  trea.son  only.  An  appellate  court  has  no 
power  to  modify  n  sentence  which  Is  within 
the  UmiU  allowed  by  a  statute. 
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In  Imposing  the  death  penalty.  Judge 
Kaufman  took  note  of  the  fact  that,  under 
•he  law  as  written,  espionage  committed  in 
wartime  may  entail  a  penalty  of  death  or 
imprisonment  up  to  30  years  whereas  the 
maximum  penally  for  espionage  consum- 
mated in  peacetime  may  not  exceed  Im- 
prl.sunment  for  '20  years.  He  added,  how- 
ever, that  he  considered  the  defendants' 
(Time  as  "worse  than  murder.  •  •  •  In 
(•(mmiitlng  the  act  of  murder,  the  criminal 
kills  only  his  victim.  •  •  •  But  In  your 
rase.  I  believe  your  conduct    •    •     •    caused 

•  •  •  the  Communist  aggression  In  Ko- 
rea, with  resultant  casualties  exceeding 
50.n00.  •  •  •  By  your  betrayal  you  un- 
doubtedly have  altered  the  course  of  hls- 
t<jry    to   the   disadvantage   of   our    country. 

•  *  *  If  this  I  the  fact  that  Russia  was 
an  ally  I  was  your  excuse,  the  error  of  your 
ways  m  setting  yourselves  above  our  properly 
constituted  authorities  and  the  decision  of 
tho.se  authorities  not  to  share  Information 
with  Russia  must  now  t>e  obvious.  •  •  • 
I  fcl  I  must  pass  such  sentence  •  •  • 
which  will  demonstrate  with  finality  that 
this  Nation's  security  must  remain  Inviolate. 
ihitt  traffic  In  military  secrets,  whether  pro- 
moted by  slavish  devotion  to  a  foreign  Ideol- 
ogy or  by  a  desire  for  monetary  gains  must 
cease.  •  •  •  (The  defendants)  were  con- 
scious that  they  were  sacrificing  their  chil- 
dren, should  their  misdeeds  be  detected." 

7.  The  contention  that  the  death  sentence, 
as  lmp<jsed  In  this  case,  violates  the  con- 
stitutional prohibition  of  cruel  and  unjust 
punishment  was  rejected.  No  existing  popu- 
lar antipathy  was  discernible  which  would 
Justify  a  finding  that  this  sentence  "shocks 
the  conscience  and  sense  of  Justice  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States." 

Sources:  New  York  Times;  United  States  v. 
nof.enbcrg  ((1952),  195  F.  (2d)  583). 


INTERNATIONAL  OIL  CARTELS 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  from 
time  to  time — and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Iowa,  too  often — 
certain  developments  occur  in  official 
life  which  seem  to  many  of  our  people 
to  constitute  a  threat  to  the  basic  prin- 
ciples on  which  we  have  built  this  great 
Nation.  In  most  cases  time  shows  that 
these  principles  are  so  firmly  established 
that  they  can  survive  the  threat,  but 
once  in  a  while  a  threat  presents  itself 
which  needs  attention.  Such  a  threat, 
in  my  opinion,  has  occurred  within  the 
pa.st  week  or  10  days. 

I  should  like  to  address  a  few  questions 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer  1  with 
reference  to  a  Federal  grand  jury  pro- 
ceeding in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Let 
me  say  that  I  advised  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  my  intention  to  present 
these  questions  to  him.  He  has  read  the 
questions.  He  has  been  called  from  the 
Chamber.  He  asked  me  to  announce 
that  he  would  make  a  reply  in  the  Senate 
to  these  questions  at  his  earliest  opjwr- 
t  unity. 

But  before  submitting  the  questions, 
let  me  preface  them  with  a  brief  account 
of  the  situation  which  gives  rise  to  my 
inquiries.  I  shall  not  take  more  than 
15  minutes  of  the  Senate's  time. 

In  September  1951,  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  small  Business,  of  which  I  am 
a  member,  under  the  chairmanship  of 
the  able  junior  Senator  from  Alabama, 
voted  to  request  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mi.s.sion  for   reports  on  the  subject  of 


monopoly.    One  of  these  reports  con- 
cerned the  international  oil  business. 

Last  August  the  Small  Business  Com- 
mittee and  its  Subcommittee  on  Monop- 
oly under  the  able  chairmanship  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  published 
the  Staff  Report  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission — Committee  Print  No.  6. 
Eighty -second  Congress,  second  session — 
on  the  subject  of  the  International  Petro- 
leum Cartel.  Publication  of  this  docu- 
ment, I  should  add,  came  after  inten- 
sive efforts  by  the  present  senior  Senator 
from  Missouri  to  have  the  secrecy  label, 
which  had  been  imposed  on  it  by  the 
administration,  removed  so  that  its  con- 
tents could  be  made  public. 

This  378-page  document  is  a  detailed 
account  of  the  relationships  among  the 
world's  seven  largest  oil  companies,  five 
of  which  are  dominant  in  our  domestic 
oil  industry. 

Shortly  after  its  publication  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  United  States  re- 
quested the  Federal  Court  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  impanel  a  grand  jury  to 
investigate  the  facts  disclosed  in  the 
report  and  any  additional  evidences  of 
possible  violations  of  our  antitrust  laws. 
Since  that  time  the  case  has  been  de- 
layed chiefly  by  motions  by  the  attorneys 
for  the  oil  companies  involved. 

But  in  addition  to  the  usual  court  pro- 
cedures, there  have  been  signs  of  politi- 
cal maneuvers  and  efforts  behind  the 
scenes  to  persuade  the  Government  to 
drop  its  interest  in  the  case  and  to  dis- 
charge the  grand  jury. 

If  the  newspaper  accounts  of  the 
events  of  the  past  few  weeks  relating  to 
this  case  are  correct,  and  I  have  no  rea- 
son to  doubt  their  accuracy,  the  actions 
of  some  OfBcials  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  are  making  a 
mockery  of  our  judicial  system,  and  even 
worse,  making  a  pawn  of  the  great  insti- 
tution which  we  know  as  the  grand  jury. 
The  question  arises  in  this  connection 
whether  the  court  has  apprised  the  mem- 
bers of  the  grand  jury  of  their  powers 
and  duties.  The  law  is  extremely  clear 
on  this  matter,  even  though  few  people 
seem  to  know  the  law.  When  there  is 
tampering  with  the  grand  jury  there  is 
tampering  with  the  very  foundation  of 
our  system  of  government. 

Mr.  President,  the  jiu-y  system  Is  the 
very  foundation  of  our  liberties.  The 
sixth  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
secures  the  rights  of  the  individual  citi- 
zen and  in  criminal  cases  assures  him 
the  right  to  trial  by  jury,  to  be  con- 
fronted with  the  witnesses  against  him, 
to  examine  witnesses,  to  have  counsel, 
and  all  the  other  rights  which  are  so 
highly  prized  by  Uie  American  citizen. 

But,  Mr.  President,  before  a  citizen 
can  be  haled  into  court  the  fifth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  provides  that 
he  shall  not  be  held  to  answer  for  a  capi- 
tal, or  otherwise  infamous  crime,  except- 
ing on  a  presentment  or  indictment  by 
a  grand  jiuy.  Because  that  is  the  very 
cornerstone  of  the  jury  system  our  vari- 
ous judicial  jurisdictions  provide  regu- 
lations under  which  there  can  be  no 
tampering  and  no  opportunity  for  tam- 
pering with  a  grand  jury.  In  fact,  in 
most  jurisdictions,  by  definition  of  crim- 
inal law,  any  attempt  to  predicate  a  dis- 
missal by  or  failure  to  prosecute  by  a 


grand  juiy,  or  for  any  other  reason  to 
cease  or  stop  a  prosecution  under  any 
other  conditions  whatever,  is  known  as 
compounding  a  felony. 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  Hale  v.  Hen- 
kel  (201  U.  S.  43),  has  said  that  under 
the  practice  of  this  country: 

The  grand  Jury  may  proceed,  either  upon 
their  own  knowledge  or  upon  the  examina- 
tion of  witnesses,  to  Inquire  for  themselves 
whether  a  crime  cognizable  by  the  court  has 
been  committed. 

And  a  Federal  judge  in  In  re  Kettle 
(180  Fed.  946),  has  described  the  grand 
jury  as — 

The  voice  of  the  community  accusing  Its 
members,  and  the  only  protection  from  such 
accusation  Is  In  the  conscience  of  that  tri- 
bunal. 

Therefore,  except  In  sporadic  and  Ill-con- 
sidered instances,  the  courts  have  never 
taken  supervision  over  what  evidence  shall 
come  before  them,  and,  with  certain  not 
very  well-defined  exceptions,  they  remain 
what  the  grand  assize  originally  was,  and 
what  the  petit  Jury  has  ceased  to  be,  an  Ir- 
responsible utterance  of  the  community  at 
large  answerable  only  to  the  general  body 
of  citizens  from  whom  they  come  at  random 
and  with  whom  they  are  again  at  once 
merged. 

Not  only  is  it  the  duty  of  the  grand 
jury  to  return  indictments,  if  in  its  be- 
lief the  evidence  warrants  such  action, 
but,  as  Mr.  Justice  Field  of  the  Circuit 
Court  has  pointed  out — Second  Sawyer. 
Circuit  Court,  page  667 — the  function  of 
the  grand  jury  is  a  safeguard  for  the 
citizen,  a  bulwark  between  him  and 
oppression. 

Another  district  judge.  In  In  re  Grand 
Jury  Proceedings  (4  P.  Supp.  233),  said: 

The  Inquisitorial  power  of  the  grand  Jury 
Is  the  most  valuable  function  which  it  pos- 
sesses today  and,  far  more  than  any  sup- 
posed protection  which  It  gives  the  accused. 
Justifies  its  survival  as  an  Institution. 

As  an  engine  of  discovery  against  organ- 
ized and  far-reaching  crime,  It  has  no  coun- 
terpart. Policy  emphatically  forbids  that 
there  should  be  any  curtailment  of  it  except 
in  the  clearest  cases. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  indebted  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefatjver]  for  an  article  which  he  in- 
serted in  the  Congressional  Record. 
volume  98,  part  11,  pp.  A4128-A4129,  on 
The  Federal  Grand  Jury :  Its  Powers  and 
Duties.  The  article  was  prepared  by  the 
Honorable  Anthony  W.  Fitzgerald,  coun- 
sel of  the  Federal  Grand  Jurors'  Associa- 
tion for  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York. 
Therein  Mr.  Fitzgerald  quotes  the  Hon- 
orable Ihomas  E.  Dewey,  Governor  of 
New  York,  as  having  described  the  grand 
jury  in  the  following  terms: 

The  last  stronghold  of  initiative  by  the 
layman  In  criminal  law,  for,  regardless  of  the 
wishes  of  the  district  attorney  or  of  the  Judge, 
the  grand  Jury,  on  its  own  motion,  can  take 
steps  against  criminals  and  mUconduct  by 
public  officials. 

Let  me  place  the  events  of  the  past 
week  in  their  chronological  order  and 
against  the  backgroxmd  of  this  question 
of  the  integrity  of  the  grand  jury: 

On  Monday  morning,  January  12,  the 
daily  newspapers  reported  that  the 
United  States  Government  had  decided 
to  drop  the  international  oil  cartel  suit 
as  strategically  risky.     They  reported 
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that  the  decision  to  caned  this  contro- 
Tersial  oil  cartel  probe  was  made  by  the 
President  on  the  recommmdaUon  of  the 
National  Security  Council.  According  to 
the  Washington  Post: 
The  council  acted  Friday-— 

That  is  a  week  ago  today — 
after  a  stormy  aeasion,   with   at  least  one 
member  fighting  until  the  end  to  keep  the 
grand  Jury  investigation  alive. 

The  high  policy  group  decided,  how- 
erer.  that  to  seek  criminal  indictment 
at  this  time  involves  too  great  a  risk  to 
the  global  interests  of  the  Nation. 

Diacloaures — 

Continued  the  Post  story — 

which  would  be  made  to  the  grand  Jury 
and  at  subsequent  trial  are  matters  of  the 
utmost  sensitivity.  They  involve  data  on 
American  explorations  abroad,  proven  and 
estimated  reserves,  the  financial  arrange- 
ments with  foreign  governments,  and  tech- 
nical details  which  have  never  been  revealed. 

The  afternoon  newspapers  of  Monday, 
January  12.  then  published  the  text  of 
a  letter  from  the  President  to  the  At- 
torney General,  a  part  of  which  I  shall 
read.    The  President  wrote: 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Interest  of 
the  national  security  might  be  best  served 
at  this  time  by  resolving  the  important 
questions  of  law  and  policy  Involved  in  that 
(oil)  investigation  in  the  context  of  clvU 
litigation  rather  than  in  the  context  of  a 
erimlnal  proceeding. 

However.  I  believe  that  this  would  be  the 
case  only  if  the  companies  involved  agreed 
to  the  production  of  documentary  material 
which  the  companies  are  required  to  pro- 
duce imder  an  existing  order  of  court  based 
on  grand  Jury  subpenas. 

Consequently,  I  ask  that  you  promptly 
confer  with  representatives  of  the  companies 
to  ascertain  if  they  will  agree  to  enter  into 
m  stipulation  to  that  effect.  If  they  will,  I 
ask  that  a  civil  proceeding  be  instituted 
accordingly  and  that  appropriate  steps  be 
taken  to  cause  the  termination  of  the  pend- 
ing grand  Jury  proceeding. 

Mr.  President,  if  that  is  not  compound- 
ing a  felony  I  do  not  know  what  is.  It 
amounts  to  a  promise  that  prosecution 
will  be  dropped  if  a  grand  jury  will  do 
or  neglect  to  do  certain  things. 

Commenting  on  the  situation.  Com- 
missioner Stephen  J.  Spingam.  Acting 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, was  quoted  as  sasrlng  that  the  oil 
companies,  in  persuading  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  call  off  the  grand- jury  investi- 
gation, had  performed  "one  of  the  great- 
est snow  jobs  in  history,"  and  that  aban- 
doning the  investigation  would  play  into 
the  hands  of  Soviet  propagandists. 

I  am  not  h*ie  concerned,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, with  the  merits  or  lack  of  merits  of 
the  positions  taken  by  the  various  par- 
ticipants in  this  complex  affair.  My  con- 
cern at  the  moment  is  with  the  effect  of 
certain  of  their  actions  on  the  integrity 
of  our  judicial  system  and.  particularly. 
of  the  grand  Jury,  which  is  so  essential 
a  part  of  that  system. 

To  continue  the  account:  on  Monday 
afternoon  last,  the  35  attorneys  for  the 
oU  companies  met  with  Attorney  General 
UcOnnerT-  He  is  reported  to  have  in- 
terpreted the  President's  proposals  as 


meaning  that  the  oil  companies  must  do 
the  following : 

1.  Agree  to  allow  the  Government  to  file  a 
skeleton  injunction  suit  immediately  and  to 
mi  in  the  details  later. 

a.  Stipulate  that  they  would  not  try  to  get 
dismissal  of  the  suit  until  60  days  after  kU 
the  documents  held  In  this  country  and  al- 
ready subpoenaed  by  the  grand  Jury  are  in 
the  hands  of  the  Justice  Department. 

S.  Produce  additional  documents  as  prop- 
erly called  for  at  a  later  date. 

These  conditions  did  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  oil  company  attorneys. 
They  are  reported  to  have  come  "storm- 
ing" out  of  the  meeting  with  the  Attorney 
General.  They  are  said  to  have  refused 
to  accept  the  Attorney  General's  inter- 
pretation of  the  President's  letter,  and 
they  promptly  appealed  to  the  Hon- 
orable James  R.  Kirkland,  district  judge, 
to  dismiss  the  outstanding  subpenas. 

The  judge  thereupon  postponed  until 
January  28  the  date  for  the  production 
of  documents,  after  berating  the  at- 
torneys for  both  the  Government  and 
the  companies  for  their  handling  of  the 
case. 

While  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  review  the  entire  record  of  the  var- 
ious hearings  on  motions  that  have 
been  held,  or  to  read  the  full  text  of 
the  lectures  which  the  judge  is  reported 
to  have  administered  to  both  Govern- 
ment and  company  attorneys  on  Tues- 
day, enough  has  been  printed  in  the 
newspapers  to  suggest  that  his  case 
has,  to  say  the  least,  some  highly  ex- 
traordinary aspects. 

For  example,  in  admonishing  the  Gov- 
ernment attorneys,  the  judge  is  quoted 
in  the  Washington  Post  as  saying: 

The  court  does  not  want  telephone  calls. 
Do  not  send  U^tters  to  the  court.  I  want  no 
mott  hearings  without  notice  to  the  other 
side.  Prom  now  on  everything  is  going  to 
be  on  the  record. 

While  the  company  attorneys  were 
told  in  connection  with  their  failure  to 
produce  the  .subpenaed  documents: 

Borne  of  your  officials  may  have  to  decide 
whether  to  repoee  In  jails  abroad  or  take 
a  vacation  in  the  Washington  asylum  and 
JaU. 

There  Is.  in  addition,  however,  one 
thing  in  this  series  of  events  which  dis- 
turbs me  more  than  the  maneuvers  of 
both  sides  to  which  the  judge  made  ref- 
erence. That  is  the  report  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post  of  January  13  which  reads 
as  follows: 

There  Is  an  apparent  lack  of  harmony  be- 
tween the  executive  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Judge  •Slrkland  described  Washing- 
ton today  as  In  a  "dead  center"  because  of 
the  approachliig  change  of   administration. 

He  said  he  wanted  to  give  both  the  pres- 
ent and  the  future  administration  time  to 
decide  what  to  do  with  the  case. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  inconceivable  to 
me  that  a  grand-jury  proceeding  of  this 
significance  should  be  placed  on  the  auc- 
tion block  of  politics.  Yet  that  is  evi- 
dently what  is  transpiring  in  this  in- 
stance. 

If  there  Is  anything  more  destructive 
of  our  judicia]  system  than  interference 
in  its  functions  by  the  executive  branch. 
It  is  the  submission  of  the  judiciary  to 
the  will  of  the  Executive. 


Furthermore,  neither  the  President  of 
the  United  States  nor  any  other  execu- 
tive officer  has  the  power  to  interfere 
in  a  grand-jury  proceeding.  The  Presi- 
dent has  only  the  power  to  pardon,  not 
to  prevent  the  judicial  arm  of  the  Gov- 
ernment from  acting. 

A  grand  jury  of  its  own  motion  can 
indict — Ex  parte.  United  States  Reports, 
page  287;  United  States  Reports,  page 
241 — and  I  believe  that  a  grand  jury  has 
the  right  to  undertake  an  investigation 
independent  of,  and  even  against,  the 
wishes  of  the  United  States  attorney  or 
his  subordinates. 

This  is  a  proceeding  in  connection  with 
possible  violation  of  the  antitrust  law. 
The  antitrust  laws  envisage  an  enforce- 
ment program  as  follows:  Grand-Jury 
proceedings  to  punish  criminally  for  past 
actions  and  civil  proceedings  by  way  of 
an  injunction  to  prevent  future  viola- 
tions. It  is  difficult  to  accept  the  peculiar 
prop>osition  that  one  proceeding  may  be 
quashed  if  the  parties  are  willing  to  sub- 
mit to  the  other  proceeding,  or  vice  vei^a. 
This  kind  of  barter  does  not  promote 
healthy  legal  procedure  or  a  favorable 
judicia]  atmosphere. 

Mr.  President,  I  said  I  would  state  the 
three  questions  I  had  presented  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee.  Before  reading  them,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  know  nothing  about  the 
facts  in  connection  with  whether  there 
is  an  International  cartel  or  whether 
there  has  been  a  violation  of  existing  law. 
But  I  do  know.  Mr.  President,  that  every- 
one, whether  a  large  oil  company  or  the 
meanest  individual  citizen,  is  entitled  to 
full  protection  under  the  law.  I  take  the 
further  position  that  the  oil  companies 
or  any  other  concerns  cannot  advance 
the  plea  that  their  feelings  may  be  hurt. 
If  their  patriotism  is  of  such  a  diapha- 
nous structure  that  it  cannot  stand  the 
strain,  or  if  it  is  so  tenuous  that  it  does 
not  have  the  tensile  strength  to  face 
financial  losses,  then  it  is  too  bad.  be- 
cause every  other  American  citizen  is 
faced  with  that  situation. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  often  been  said 
that  history  repeats  Itself.     Perhaps  I 
may  be  forgiven  if  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  1941  and  in  the  years  fol- 
lowing there  was  pending  in  a  Federal 
court  of  the  United  States  an  action  for 
the  recovery  of  over  a  billion  dollars  of 
damages.    In  that  action  some  23  com- 
panies were  defendants.     The  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  used  almost  2  years  in 
preparing   its   ca.se.   and   filed   its   case 
along  about  August  1941.    After  the  case 
was  filed.  22  of  the  23  defendants  were 
made  members  of  the  National  Petro- 
leum Commission.    The  National  Petro- 
leum Commission  recommended  that  in 
the  interest  of  saving  their  feelings  and 
protecting  their  patriotism,  the  suit  of 
a     billion     doUars     against     them     be 
quashed,  and  It  was.    The  interchange 
of  correspondence  between  the  present 
speaker,  the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa, 
and  the  then  Attorney  General,  Robert 
Jackson,  now  an  Associate  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  the  subsequent  At- 
torney General,  Tom  Clark,  now  also  an 
Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  all  other  correspondence  in  connec- 
tion with  that  matter  appear  in  the 
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CowGRissioNAL  R«coaB.  I  Shall  not  take 
lime  now  to  read  the  correspondence; 

but  for  the  purpose  of  citation,  if  any- 
one else  is  interested,  let  me  say  that  It 
app2ars  in  the  Coicgrxssional  Rkcoro  of 
the  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  volume 
87.  part  5,  pp.  4875  to  4877;  in  the  Con- 
gressional Rkcoro  of  the  Seventy -eighth 
Congress,  volume  90.  part  3.  pp.  3163  to 
3164;  and  In  the  Congrbssiohal  Record 
of  the  Elehty-flrst  Congress,  volume  95, 
part  9,  pp.  12472  to  12474. 

I  do  not  wish  to  charge  these  com- 
panies or  any  others  or  any  individuals 
or  groups  with  any  lack  in  patriotism. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  are  not  above 
the  law;  they  are  not  beside  the  law.  If 
they  are  guilty,  then  that  guilt  may  be 
determined  through  the  machinery  of 
our  judicial  system.  If  they  are  In- 
nocent, they  will  l)e  acquitted  through 
the  machinery  of  our  judicial  system. 
However,  until  that  is  done  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States— past,  present, 
or  future — or  any  other  Individual  in  the 
Government,  in  cither  the  executive 
branch  or  the  legislative  branch,  has  no 
right  whatever  to  attempt  to  interfere 
with  the  functions  of  a  grand  jury  in 
carrying  out  its  n^sponsibiUtie?.  which 
are  laid  down  so  clearly  in  our  legal  sys- 
tem and  are  protected  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  have 
left  certain  questions  with  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. He  has  them  now,  and  I  shall 
read  them  at  this  point: 

First.  In  view  of  the  history  of  this 
case  which  I  have  Just  outlined,  on  the 
basis  of  published  reports  and  news- 
paper articles,  does  the  able  Senator  not 
agree  with  me  that  the  Senate  has  the 
duty  of  making  a  tiorough  Inquiry  into 
the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case? 

Second.  May  I  further  ask  the  able 
Senator  in  his  capacity  as  chairman  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  if  he  does  not 
believe  that  the  Judiciary  Committee 
should  conduct  a  complete  investigation 
and  hold  public  heai-ings  on  this  mattter, 
and  should  call  before  it  the  principal 
actors  in  this  drami,  both  from  the  ex- 
ecutive and  judici.il  branches  of  the 
Government? 

Third.  Has  the  chairman  contem- 
plated, or  does  he  now  contemplate,  tak- 
ing up  this  matter  with  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  so  thai,  the  facts  may  be 
known  and  the  int«?grlty  of  the  grand- 
Jurj'  system  be  pres<;rved? 


PRICE  CEILINGS  C'N  LIVESTOCK  AND 
PROGRAM  OP  IJVESTOCK  GRAD- 
ING 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEIi.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  for  a  few  moments  to  speak  about 
matters  which  are  covered  in  a  proposed 
bill  which  has  been  introduced  today  by 
my  friends,  the  former  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Nebraska  and  now  a  colleague 
in  the  Senate  (Mr.  GriswoldI.  and  Sen- 
ator Butler,  the  .senior  Senator  from 
Nebraska.  Today  they  Introduced  a  bill 
proposing  the  abolition  of  price  ceilings 
on  livestock,  and  a  Federal  program  of 
livestock  grading.  I  had  prepared  a  bill 
which  I  had  intendid  to  introduce  which 
was  quite  similar  to  that  introduced  by 
my    distinguished    colleagues.    Senator 


BvTLKM  and  Senator  Griswolo.  Rather 
than  introduce  that  measure,  I  am  join- 
ing with  my  colleagues,  Senator  Butler 
and  Senator  Griswold.  in  the  measure 
which  they  have  introduced. 

I  am  happy  to  join  with  the  Senators 
from  Nebraska  in  what  I  consider  to  be 
a  most  proper  approach  to  a  trouble- 
some question. 

I  recently  had  the  honor  of  speaking 
before  a  cattlemen's  convention  in  Klan- 
sas  City,  Mo.,  and  in  my  speech  I  set 
forth  some  of  the  ideas  and  views  which 
I  had  with  reference  to  price  control, 
rollbacks,  and  some  of  the  Federal  grad- 
ing practices.  Among  other  things  in 
that  speech,  and  at  the  close  of  my  re- 
marks I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  the  speech  included  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Record,  I  pointed  out  that 
on  the  retail  level  there  had  not  been,  in 
my  judgment,  a  proper  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  consuming  public  to  buy  United 
States  grade  Good  beef. 

I  am  happy  today  to  note  and  to  report 
to  the  Senate  that,  following  the  con- 
vention of  that  great  livestock  associa- 
tion in  Kansas  City,  a  number  of  outlets 
within  this  area  and  other  sections  of 
the  United  States  have  gone  to  the  public 
with  advertisements  which  I  think  are 
most  practical  and  most  helpful. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  should 
like  to  invite  the  attention  of  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  to  a  very  excellent 
advertisement  conveying  a  message  by  a 
great  chain  outlet  in  this  area,  the  Food 
Fair,  a  supermarket  organization.  It  is 
headed:  "Important  Memorandum  to 
Mrs.  Consumer:  Subject,  The  Beef 
Story." 

Then  it  goes  on  to  say: 

In  the  following  three  paragraphs  we  have 
attempted  to  clear  the  air  of  any  confusion 
resulting  from  our  otferlng  of  two  grades  of 
beef.  We  think  they  present  the  facts 
clearly  and  we  earnestly  recommend  that 
you  read  them. 

Then  It  continues  as  follows: 
United  States  Government  grading  is 
based  upon  standards  set  forth  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agrlcultiire.  These  standards 
are  interpreted  to  the  best  of  their  ability  by 
trained  Government  graders  and  inspectors. 
At  the  present  time,  however,  according  to 
CJovernment  specifications,  there  is  a  very 
fine  line  of  distinction  between  "United 
States  Government  graded  Good"  and 
"United  States  Government  graded  Choice." 
At  present,  Food  Pair  U  offering  for  sale  both 
grades  for  yoxir  selection.  With  respect  to 
"United  States  Government  graded  Good," 
Pood  Pair  buyers  are  constantly  on  the  alert 
to  secure  only  the  top  quality  beef  that 
closely  approaches  that  Une  between  "United 
States  Government  graded  Good"  and 
••United  States  Government  graded  Choice." 
This  beef  is  offered  to  you  under  the  "United 
States  Government  graded  Good"  stamp  with 
a  resultant  tremendous  saving  to  you. 
Remember  you  are  buying  what  is.  In  our 
opinion,  the  top  grade  beef  no  matter  which 
grade  you  choosa. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
advertisement  of  Pood  Fair  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

•niere  being  no  objection,  the  adver- 
tisement was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  RxcoKD,  as  follows; 


Important  Mzmoransxtii  to  Mrs.  Coksttmki: 
Subject,  Thi  Bexf  Stort 
In  the  following  three  paragraphs,  we  have 
attempted  to  clear  the  air  of  any  confusion 
resulting  from  our  offering  of  two  grades  of 
beef.  We  think  they  present  the  facts  clearly 
and  we  earnestly  recommend  that  you  read 
them. 

XTNrrZO  STATXS  GOVZRNMENT  CaAOIKQ 

United  states  Government  grading  is 
based  upon  standards  set  forth  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  These  standards 
are  interpreted  to  the  l>est  of  their  ablUty 
by  trained  Government  graders  and  Inspec- 
tors. At  the  present  time  however,  accord- 
ing to  Government  speclflcatlons.  there  is  a 
very  fine  line  of  distinction  "between  "United 
States  Government  graded  Good"  and 
"United  States  Government  graded  Choice." 
At  present,  Food  Fair  is  offering  for  sale 
both  grades  for  your  selection.  With  respect 
to  "United  States  Government  graded 
Good,"  Food  Fair  buyers  are  constantly  on 
the  alert  to  seciue  only  the  top  qxiallty  beef 
that  closely  approaches  that  line  between 
"United  States  Government  graded  Good" 
and  "United  States  Government  graded 
Choice."  This  beef  is  offered  to  you  under 
the  "United  States  Government  graded 
Good"  stamp  with  a  resultant  tremendoua 
saving  to  you.  Remember  you  are  buying 
what  is.  in  our  opinion,  the  top  grade  beef 
no  matter  which  grade  you  choose. 

ST7PFLT   AND  DKMANS 

In  our  considered  opinion  "Good"  beef  is 
your  best  buy  now.  Unbalanced  supply  con- 
ditions have  brought  about  the  large  differ- 
ential In  price  between  "Good"  and  "Choice" 
grades.  Consumer  purchases  of  "Choice" 
grade  have  been  abnormally  high;  therefore, 
"Good"  grade  has  not  moved  as  readily. 
Pood  Fair,  in  its  eagerness  to  perform  a 
valuable  service  to  the  consumer,  is  offer- 
ing you  both  grades  in  ample  supply,  clearly 
marked,  so  that  you  may  examine  both  and 
formulate  your  own  opinion  as  to  what  la 
your  best  buy. 

FOOD  FAix  supn  markets  polxct 

Food  Pair  Super  Markets'  policy,  as  always, 
is  based  upon  "service  to  you."  We  will 
continue  to  offer  for  sale  in  our  stores  what 
we  feel  represents  the  finest  values  at  all 
times.  We  wUl  continue  to  be  most  exact- 
ing in  our  standards  of  quality.  Tou  hav« 
our  assurance  that  regardless  of  what  your 
selection  is.  either  "United  States  Govern- 
ment graded  Good"  or  "United  States  Gov- 
ernment graded  Choice,"  it  wiU  be  the  finest 
avaUable  anywhere.  We  wUl  continue  to 
offer  for  sale  "United  States  graded  Good" 
beef  as  long  as  we  can  obtain  top  quality  in 
this  grade  and  the  price  difference  between 
"United  SUtes  Good"  and  "United  States 
Choice"  is  substantial.  Remember  your 
complete  freedom  of  choice  is  always  avail- 
able to  you  at  your  nelghbcx-hood  Pood  Fair 
Super  Market. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  1 
am  glad  to  say  that  another  great  food 
outlet  on  the  retail  level,  known  as  Food 
Town,  has  something  to  say  on  the  sub- 
ject. Its  advertisement  was  published 
in  the  Washington  Star  of  Thursday.  It 
is  a  rather  significant  news  it«n  for 
the  benefit  of  the  consun^ng  public.  It 
states: 

Food  Town  temporarily  alters  its  poUey 
of  selling  U.  S.  Choice  beef  only  because 
U.  S.  Good  beef  continues  peak  quaUty  at 
3-year-l6w  price. 

I  wish  to  commend  these  great  retail 
outlets  for  being  practical  about  the 
matter,  and  for  going  to  this  expense  in 
order  that  the  consuming  ptibbe  max 
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know  what  a  fine  grade  of  beef  is  avail- 
able at  lower  prices  than  have  hereto- 
fore been  offered.  That  was  the  sub- 
ject of  very  careful  and  complete  dis- 
cussions  at  the  great  livestock  conven- 
tion In  Kansas  City  on  January  5,  6,  and 
7  of  this  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the 
address  which  I  delivered  at  that  con- 
vention. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
Spzxch   bt   Scnatok   ScHorpPC,  or  Kansas, 

JAMX7AKT  7,  1953.  BcrOKK  THX  AMEBIC  AN  NA- 
TIONAL CAnxxMxM's  Association,  Kansas 
CiTT,  Kams. 

TOU  CAN'T  BAT  OOVEXNlfKNT  CONTKOLS  0«  BEEF 
BCnXBACK   OBSKSS 

One  hundred  and  seventy-seven  years  ago, 
the  representatives  of  the  Original  Thirteen 
Colonies  affixed  their  names  to  that  Immor- 
tal document,  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence. That  historic  document  not  only  pro- 
claimed the  Independence  of  the  Thirteen 
Colonies,  but  laid  down  these  fundamental 
truths,  that  all  men  are  endowed  with  cer- 
tain inalienable  rights,  that  among  these 
are  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
ness: and  that  to  secure  these  rights,  gov- 
ernments are  instituted,  which  derive  their 
powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed. 
On  April  2,  1917,  President  Woodrow  Wil- 
son, addressing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  asked  that  body  to  declare  that  a 
state  of  war  existed,  to  the  end  that  the 
United  States  might  help  to  make  the  world 
safe  for  democracy.  We  went  to  war  to  pre- 
serve the  inheritance  that  had  been  passed 
down  to  us  by  the  founding  fathers,  and 
to  make  that  way  of  life  possible  for  any 
other  nation  that  might  desire  to  pattern  its 
course  In  our  footsteps. 

From  the  very  Inception  of  our  struggle 
for  Independence,  in  the  establishment  of 
the  fundamental  law  of  the  land,  the  over- 
riding principle  has  been  to  guarantee  free- 
dom of  opportunity  for  the  individual  and 
to  insure  that  government  remain  the  ser- 
vant, and  not  the  master,  of  the  people. 
That  was  the  basic  foundation  upon  which 
our  country  was  established. 

From  the  very  beginning  of  our  national 
life  we  have  zealously  guarded  the  liberty 
and  freedom  that  has  been  our  heritage.  As 
early  as  1778  the  American  Continental  Con- 
gress, recognizing  inherent  dangers  found  in 
a  doctrine  of  price  control,  declared  In  a 
formal  resolution  that — 

"It  hath  been  found  by  experience  that 
limitations  on  the  prices  of  conunoditles  are 
not  only  Ineffective  for  the  purposes  pro- 
posed but  likewise  productive  of  very  evU 
consequences  to  the  great  detriment  of  the 
public  service  and  grievous  oppression  of 
Individuals.'* 

We  grew  and  prospered  under  the  Ameri- 
can system  of  free  enterprise.  In  1933.  how- 
ever, because  of  world  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances beyond  our  control,  a  depression 
was  visited  upon  us.  and  with  it  was  l)orn 
a  new,  strange  philosophy. 

For  20  long  years  we  have  watched  men 
tn  high  office  deliberately,  or  through  sheer 
Ignorance,  create  one  crisis  after  another,  in 
order  to  perpetuate  themselves  in  office  nnd 
to  establish  a  basis  or  excuse  to  foist  Gov- 
ernment control  upon  the  American  public. 
For  many  long  years  we  have  permitted 
men  to  deride  and  seek  to  destroy  the  free 
enterprise  system — the  system  which  our 
forefathers  fought  and  died  for — the  system 
upon  which  our  greatness  was  built. 

For  years  we  have  seen  many  alien  con- 
cepts foisted  upon  the  American  way  of  life 

oonoapta  of  socialization  and  nationalization. 
phflOflophles  which  preach  a  glorlflcmlon  of 
weakness,  laziness,  and  dependency,  philos- 


ophies absolutely  contrary  to  the  American 
way  of  life. 

It  is  high  time  that  we  begin  teaching  a 
little  Americanism  and  a  little  less  "one 
world-ism.  "  It  is  high  time  that  positive 
steps  be  taken  to  eliminate  this  so-called 
controlled  economy  system  and  return  to  the 
American  system  which  permits  men  through 
hard  labor,  courage,  and  Individual  Ingenuity 
to  move  ahead  In  life. 

It  Is  high  time  that  we  return  government 
to  the  people  tor  whom  It  was  established — 
and  I  believe  these  changes  to  be  on  the  way. 

It  is  high  time  that  we  eradicate  from  high 
office  In  Washington  this  strange  breed  of 
administrators  and  coordinators  who  have 
Infested  Washington  for  the  past  20  years — 
remove  them  .md  place  men  In  their  stead 
who  believe  In  the  philosophy  that  govern- 
ment Is  the  sirvant  of  the  people,  and  not 
the  master.  Men  who  believe  In  the  doctrine 
of  free  enterprise. 

On  April  30  1953,  Public  Law  429.  which 
provides  the  authority  for  price  controls, 
explre.s  unless  It  Is  renewed  by  act  of  Con- 
gress. It  Is  my  intention,  in  the  light  of 
existing  conditions,  to  vigorously  oppose  the 
renewal  of  the  section  of  the  law  concerning 
price  controls,  because  I  believe  it  to  be  a 
hoax  and  a  fraud  perpetrated  on  the  Ameri- 
can people  for  vote-getting  purposes.  I  will 
not  be  of  that  number  who  remain  Ignorant, 
in  spite  of  experience — and  the  evidence  \i 
overwhelming — that  throughout  all  human 
experience  price  controls  throttle  private  en- 
terprise, destroy  personal  freedom,  and  at 
their  best  have  always  been  miserable  fail- 
ures. 

The  whole  direct  control  program  of  the 
administration  has  been  fraudulent  since  its 
Inception.  The  administration  has  been 
promoting  Inflation  with  all  the  resources 
at  Its  disposal,  while  maintaining  the  myth 
that  the  same  Inflation  was  being  curbed  by 
controls.  When  the  President  overrode  the 
recommendations  of  the  V/age  Stabilization 
Board  (which  I  choose  to  call  the  Wage 
Stimulation  Board)  in  the  case  of  the  mine 
workers,  the  smoke  screen  was  blown  away 
and  the  deceit  of  the  entire  controls  pro- 
gram became  clear  and  apparent. 

E\'eryone.  e>;cept  buch  as  have  difficulty 
with  thinking,  must  realize  that  the  price 
control  program  has  added  to  the  consumers' 
food  bill,  has  lowered  the  producers'  income, 
and  has  been  costly  t^.)  the  prtx-essors. 

I  share  your  Interest  in  the  problems  of 
the  cattle  Industry,  for  my  home  State  of 
Kansas  can  properly  be  called  the  livestock 
State  as  well  .is  the  wheat  State. 

I  wish  I  could  get  across  to  certain  bureau- 
crats In  Waslungton  the  simple  economic 
fact  that  government  planning  and  price 
fixing  do  not  produce  meat  animals. 
Whether  through  sheer  Ignorance  or  pure 
design,  some  of  these  fellows  Just  cannot 
seem  to  grasp  the  fact  that  there  Is  a  whale 
of  a  difference  between  the  theoretical  side 
and  the  practical  side  of  raising  beef.  They 
Just  can't  seem  to  realize  that  the  terms 
"cattle "  and  "beef"  are  not  synonymous 
terms. 

As  you  well  know,  there  are  two  ways  to 
Increase  our  beef  supply:  One  Is  to  produce 
more  cattle,  and  the  other  is  to  put  more 
weight  on  the  existing  beef  animals.  We  all 
know  that  th«  range-to-feeder-to-processor 
method  is  the  way  most  of  our  beef  gets  to 
the  consumer.  But  the  wise  boys  in  control 
of  this  program  In  Washington  haven't 
learned  this  lis  yet.  These  so-called  special- 
ists seem  to  l>'iieve  that  If  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  reports  an  increase  in  the 
numt)er  of  catle.  that  of  necessity  means 
an  Increase  in  beef  for  the  consumer's  table. 

They  cant  s«em  to  get  throftgh  their  heads 
that  when  Ooxernment  controls  are  slapped 
on  live  cattle  and  rollt)acks  are  threat- 
ened, the  trade  In  feeder  animals  slows 
down,  live  and  finished  weights  slacken  off, 
that  feeders  with  no  hope  of  profit  quit  busi- 
ness, or  cut  their  programs,  and  the  Nation 
goes    back    to    too    many    ^rass-fed    beef    or 


short-weight  cattle,  the  net  result  being  the 
1('>S8  of  at  least  one-third  of  the  potential 
beef  supply  of  the  country. 

Tho"'e  armchair  stockmen  can't  seem  to 
realize  that  the  raising  of  livestock  is  a  year- 
round  Job.  and  almost  a  3-year  Job  If  you 
want  to  produce  a  top-flight  animal.  That 
by  the  time  the  stockman  has  combated 
disease,  jjesillence.  and  the  weather.  It  Is  too 
much  to  plague  him  with  governmental  re- 
strictions and  bureaucratic  red  tape.  They 
Just  can  t  seem  to  realize  that  the  only  way 
an  abundant  supply  of  meat  can  be  assured 
Is  to  provide  conditions  that  will  Insure  that 
the  business  of  raUlng  cattle  will  be 
profitable. 

I  believe  the  feeling  of  cattlemen  Is  pretty 
well  stated  by  Joe  Flnley.  Jr.,  of  Enclnal, 
Tex  ,  who  wrote  the  following  to  Congress- 
man LI.OVD  M.  Bentsen: 

"When  Mr.  DlSalle  can  tell  me  how  to 
make  It  rain  or  how  to  write  a  regulation 
that  win  hold  back  the  frost,  or  stop  a 
norther,  then  111  begin  to  believe  In  regula- 
tions. But  until  he  can  do  these  things 
by  reculutlons.  I  will  know  that  this  business 
of  cattle  raising  Just  can't  be  carried  on 
from  Washington  by  a  Oovernment  agent 
who  never  saw  a  live  cow  Let  me  take  my 
chances  wiih  nature,  but  please  save  me 
from  the  schemes  of  the  do-gooders  who 
sacrifice  me  and  my  business  in  order  to 
develop  fine  figures  and  stop  beef  produc- 
tion." 

Yes.  today,  restrictions  are  bad  enough, 
but  I  will  long  remember  the  efforts  of  the 
controllers  and  the  roUbackers  in  Wash- 
ington, who  attempted  to  put  the  entire 
cattle  Industry  In  an  economic  straltjacket. 

Bur  for  the  alertness  of  your  leaders,  the 
support  of  the  packing  Industry,  and  the 
help  of  some  of  us  who  are  concerned  with 
this  great  Industry,  the  situation  would  have 
been  far  worse. 

Some  of  you  well  remember  when  the 
controller.  Mike  DlSalle.  in  1951.  ordered 
a  lO-cent  rollback  In  the  price  of  beef.  The 
very  next  day  Mr.  Eric  Johnston  approved  a 
wage  increase  of  from  9  Ui  11  cenU  to  the 
packing-house  workers.  On  this  merry-go- 
round  the  consumer,  the  cattleman,  and  the 
taxpayer  picked  up  the  check. 

If  we  allow  the  continuance  of  price  con- 
trols on  the  cattle  Industry,  and  adminis- 
tered by  people  who  are  not  Informed  as  to 
the  hazards  and  risks  inherent  in  the  busi- 
ness, we  can  expect  nothing  but  turmoil. 

You  n»en  in  the  business  know  that  live- 
stock products  account  for  approximately  60 
percent  of  all  farm  Income.  With  farm 
wages,  taxes.  Interest  rates,  and  necessary 
production  Items  goUn?  up  tn  cost — and  with 
the  price  of  livestock  declining — the  eventual 
result  can  only  be  a  decline  In  farm  Income. 

The  fact  Is.  that  although  the  year  1952 
turned  out  to  be  a  record  prrxluctlon  year 
for  agriculture,  declining  farm-product 
prices  has  led  to  speculation  In  some  circles 
that  a  new  agricultural  recession  might  Ije 
in  the  makinn  Nineteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
two  opened  with  the  level  of  farm  prices 
at  105  percent  of  parity,  but  by  the  end  of 
the  year  the  price  level  had  dropped  below 
the  parity  yoal  for  the  first  time  in  nearly 
2^2  years. 

The  net  result  has  been  that  the  amount 
farmers  had  left  was  less  than  in  the  pre- 
\lous  year,  despite  the  fact  that  the  volume 
of  production  was  larger.  The  new  income 
for  the  year  has  been  officially  estimated 
at  $14,200  OOO. 000  compared  to  $14,300,000,000 
in  1951  and  a  record  of  $16,700,000,000  In 
1947. 

Farm  price  declines,  as  you  well  know, 
were  sharpest  for  beef  cattle.  They  closed 
the  year  about  25  j)ercent  lower  than  at  the 
start.  Ttic  farm  debt  climbed  above  the 
$14.000  000.000  mark,  an  Increase  of  nearlj 
$2,000,000,000   during    the    year. 

On  the  other  hand,  all  reliable  prediction* 
are  that  the  Income  of  Industrial  workers 
will  react!  a  record  high  in  1953. 
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If  we  are  to  live  umlcr  oontrola  and  prlc* 
programs,  such  as  we  have  experienced,  it 
will  mean  that  a  squejze  will  be  put  on  the 
livestock  producers  b«icaiue  it  will  further 
hold  down  the  sellli.g  price  of  livestock. 
And.  If  history  repeats  Itaelf,  it  will  hold 
up  the  prices  of  thlrgi  a  livestock  farmer 
has  to  buy,  including  feed  of  all  kinds,  wages, 
and  machinery. 

The  fact  is  that  the  farmer  and  the  stock- 
man is  not  as  well  c(T  as  the  average  city 
consumer  thinks  he  is.  and  the  American 
people  had  better  bi;  told  about  it.  It's 
about  time  that  a  :ot  of  this  bog  wash 
that  has  been  spread  by  the  controllers  in 
Washington  be  expoetd  for  what  It  actually 
is.  It  Is  about  time  tiat  the  American  con- 
sumer learn  the  truth  about  the  price-con- 
trol myth.  Well  do  I  know  that  the  Ameri- 
can consumer  has  been  led  to  believe  that 
although  prices  are  high,  they  would  go  still 
higher  If  It  were  not  for  price  control.  But 
let's  look  at  the  facts. 

The  price  of  top  fat  steers  on  the  Denver 
market  dropped  from  $40.26  a  hundred- 
weight In  August  of  1948  to  $34.50 — yet  In 
March  1952  retail  prices  on  T-bone  steak 
went  to  $1  16  per  po\ind  from  85  cents  per 
pound  in  August  1943;  chuck  pot  roast  to 
72  cents  from  59  cents;  and  hamburger  to 
77  cents  from  67  cent«.. 

Cattle  prices  dropp<d  from  $30.30  a  hun- 
dred pounds  in  April  1951  when  OPS  ceilings 
were  Imposed  to  $27.20  in  January  1962. 

During  the  same  period  that  cattle  prices 
declined  nearly  10  percent,  the  retail  price 
of  beef  Increased.  "^Tie  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  reports  that  steak  prices  Increased 
from  $1.08  In  April  1931  to  $1.13  in  January 
1952.  Rib  roast  roee  'rom  85  centa  in  April 
to  88  cents  in  Januarj . 

Farmers  were  receiving  an  average  of  3 
cents  a  pound  less  for  their  cattle  In  January 
than  they  were  in  Ai:t1I.  This  would  ordi- 
narily cause  a  reduction  of  6  cents  a  pound 
in  the  retail  price  of  l>eef. 

Instead  of  going  do'vn  6  cents  a  pound  re- 
tall  prices  under  OPS  regulations  rose  6  centa 
a  pound  on  round  steiik  and  3  cents  a  pound 
on  rib  roast. 

Every  one  In  this  audience  knows  that  the 
price  of  beef  has  dropped  sererely  In  recent 
months,  and  yet  this  is  not  reflected  In  the 
retail  price  to  the  co;uumer. 

Just  before  leaviuj  Washington  I  con- 
ducted a  little  survey  in  the  leading  chain 
grocery  stores.  In  ev.»ry  instance  for  day-ln 
and  day-out  operatic  is  all  of  the  big  stores 
were  charging  the  fu  1  OPS  celling  price  for 
the  various  cuts  of  teef.  Occasionally  as  a 
leader,  to  bring  in  customers,  an  advertised 
special  Is  offered.  Bit  the  point  Is  that  for 
normal  operation  the  retail  outlets  consider 
the  OPS  ceiling  price  as  the  minimum  price 
to  be  charged  the  ccnsumer  and  every  one 
of  them  puts  the  price  tag  on  accordingly. 

One  of  the  chains  refused  to  handle  Good- 
grade  beef.  In  response  to  my  Inquiry  as 
to  the  reason  why,  tie  answer  was,  "We  give 
the  public  what  it  wjnts;  why  should  we  go 
to  the  expense  of  pui  ting  on  an  educational 
program?" 

Three  other  chairs  were  putting  Oocd- 
grade  beef  In  their  cases  for  the  first  time, 
and  selling  it,  mind  you.  at  celling  prices, 
but  making  no  effort  to  push  It. 

While  prices  are  being  beaten  down  in  the 
stockyards  and  in  the  wholesale  mtu-kets, 
they  still  remain  conjitant  on  the  consumer's 
table.  By  keeping  n.eat  prices  to  OPS  ceil- 
ings, the  retailers  prevent  the  normal  price 
fluctuation  which  would  be  caused  by  sup- 
ply and  demand.  W:uit  U  actually  happen- 
ing is,  that  the  ceilliig  prices  established  by 
OPS  have  become  the  floor  on  meat  products. 

I  imagine  there  Isnt  a  stockman  within 
the  sound  of  my  vole:  who  would  not  be  de- 
lighted to  sell  all  his  cattle  at  the  present 
OPS  ceiling  price,  but  the  fact  la.  those 
prices  are  not  beln^;  offered  the  producer 
whi'.o  they  are  being  charged  the  consumer. 
Whereas  the  OPS  pi  ices  on  live  cattle  are 


Prime,  yielding  52  percent  meat,  is  $37  a  hun- 
dredweight; U.  8.  Choice,  yielding  59  percent 
meat,  is  $34.20  a  hundredweight;  U.  S.  Good, 
yielding  56  percent,  is  $31.50  a  hundred- 
weight; Commercial,  yielding  63  percent,  U 
$27.30  a  hundredweight. 

These  grades  on  the  market  do  not  bring 
anything  like  those  prices.  The  retail  price 
of  meat  has  not  been  reduced  proportion- 
ately to  the  consumer  because  the  middle- 
men are  utilizing  tht  lowest  price  of  beef 
to  abi-.orb  additional  freight  and  wa^  in- 
creases. The  one  who  suffers,  naturany,  is 
the  cattleman  and  farmer. 

I  know  the  American  consumer  has  been 
led  to  believe  that  it  Is  the  producer  who 
has  been  getting  the  lion's  share  of  the 
money  that  the  housewife  pays  for  food 
products.  But  again  let's  look  at  the  facts. 
According  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  the  wheat  farmers'  share  of  the 
retail  price  of  bread  declined  from  the  poet- 
war  high  of  23  percent  in  1947  to  16  percent 
in  June  1961.  Out  of  the  16  cents  that  the 
consumer  paid  for  a  loaf  of  bread,  the  farm- 
era'  share  was  2.6  cents. 

Out  of  every  dollar  that  is  spent  for  fruits 
and  vegetables,  the  farmer  gets  31  cents,  and 
69  cents  went  to  the  middleman.  Out  of 
every  dollar  spent  for  dairy  products  the 
farmer  got  54  cents,  and  the  middleman  got 
46  cents.  Out  of  every  dollar  spent  for  meat 
the  farmer  got  68  cents,  and  the  middleman 
got  32  cents.  W^hereas  in  1951  the  farmer  got 
50  cents  of  the  consumers'  food  dollar,  and 
the  balance  went  to  the  middleman,  in  1952 
the  farmers'  share  of  tlie  consumers'  dollar 
was  46  cents  In  October — 4  cents  less  than  a 
year  earlier  and  the  smallest  since  Korea. 

No  one  will  deny  that  food  prices  seem 
high  in  comparison  with  our  memories  of 
prices  we  paid  before  World  War  II.  But  the 
real  test  of  whether  or  not  food  prices  are 
high  is  to  be  found  when  we  compare  the 
relationship  of  food  prices  to  consumer  in- 
comes. 

According  to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics, consumers  spent  23  percent  of  their 
disposable  Income  for  food  in  1935-39.  To- 
day consumers  are  8p>endlng  27  percent  of 
their  disposable  income  for  food,  but  they 
are  eating  better. 

If  the  American  hotuewife  today  would  be 
willing  to  accept  the  same  quantity  and 
quality  of  food  which  cost  23  percent  of  dis- 
posable income  in  1935-39,  the  cost  would 
only  be  19  percent  instead  of  27  percent.  In 
addition  to  buying  more  food  and  higher 
quality  food,  the  American  housewife  is  de- 
manding better  service,  better  handling,  bet- 
ter packaging,  and  all  this  costs  more  money. 
And  let  me  again  remind  her  that  she  is  pay- 
ing more  for  marketing  and  distributing  of 
food  products  than  she  is  paying  for  the  food 
Itself. 

I  am  not  attempting  to  speak  to  you  today 
as  an  expert,  since  I  am  well  aware  that  most 
of  you  know  more  about  this  subject  than 
I  do.  I  do  know  that  the  cattle  industry  has 
a  problem,  and  that  put  together  we  must 
Intelligently  seek  a  workable  solution  to  It. 

If  my  information  is  correct,  on  the  pres- 
ent market  Choice  cattle  is  bringing  10  per- 
cent less  than  a  year  ago,  while  Good  grades 
have  suffered  a  more  severe  drop  of  25  to  30 
percent. 

Acting  in  good  faith  and  encouraged  by 
the  Government,  the  American  cattleman  in 
1950  increased  his  herds  in  order  to  make 
more  meat  available  for  the  consumer  in 
1953.  The  Korean  war,  the  international  sit- 
uation, the  high  consumer  purchasing  pow- 
er, and  the  Increased  population  were  all 
factors  that  indicated  an  expansion  in  the 
number  of  beef  cattle  needed  and  desirable. 
In  1953.  therefore,  we  face  the  prospect  of 
93.000,000  or  more  cattle,  over  8.000.000 
higher  than  any  time  in  our  history. 

The  situation  has  very  nearly  reversed  it- 
self in  one  short  year.  Although  the  supply 
of  Choice  is  still  somewhat  short,  the  supply 
of  Good  is  glutting  the  market,  and  prices 


have  fallen  over  $9  per  htindredwelght  in  1 
year.  At  these  prices  you  producers  who 
bought  cattle  2  years  ago,  when  they  were 
high,  are  losing  your  shirts. 

It  is  only  natural  that  when  the  cattle 
producer  is  suffering  the  losses  he  is  today, 
he  seeks  to  fix  responsibility  for  the  situa- 
tion upon  some  group,  or  upon  some  Govern- 
ment agency,  perhaps. 

Since  United  SUtes  Choice  graded  beef  is 
bringing  more  money  than  United  States 
Good,  there  are  many  who  believe  that  the 
solution  to  the  industry's  problems  lies  in 
the  upgrading  of  beef  with  resultant  higher 
prices  to  the  producer. 

Many  of  you  know  my  position  on  this 
subject.  Fca-  a  long  time  I  have  been  in 
favor  of  greater  latitude  in  meat  grading.  I 
realize  it  is  a  tremendotis  problem — It  is  rec- 
ognized, also,  by  all  of  us  that  a  htmcian  ele- 
ment enters  into  the  grading  process. 

I  do  not  think,  however,  that  it  is  the 
immediate  solution  to  your  problem. 

I  took  the  time  to  review  the  records  of 
the  Meat  Grading  Service  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  to  make  sure  of  some  facts 
and  dispel  some  myths  that  are  prevalent. 

Before  the  days  of  OPA,  in  1940.  there 
were  on  the  average  approximately  100  Gov- 
ernment  graders  whose  services  were  re- 
quested by  the  various  meat  processors  who 
desired  to  hav«  the  meat  examined  and 
stampec  with  the  United  States  Govern. 
ment  grade.  (Now,  the  pros  and  cone  of 
why  the  meat  packers  found  it  advantageous 
to  have  Government-graded  meat  I  will  not 
at  this  time  discuss.)  The  fact  is,  that  the 
program  was  initiated  at  the  request  of  th« 
packing   Industry. 

When  the  OPA  was  established  and  com- 
pulsory meat  grading  became  mandatory,  the 
meat-grading  services  hired  a  total  of  52S 
graders  and  42  supervisors. 

The  qualifications  for  those  graders  were 
at  least  3  years'  experience,  actively  engaged 
in  the  grading  of  meat  at  wholesale  levels. 
Three-fourths  of  the  graders  were  recruited 
from  the  packing  iudustry. 

When  OPA  was  discontinued  200  meat 
graders  were  dropped,  but  the  industry  still 
requested  the  services  of  300  graders,  the 
expenses  of  which,  remember,  were  borne 
by  the  packing  industry. 

In  1947,  in  tlie  days  between  OPA  and 
OPS,  there  was  a  voluntary  grading  system, 
and  they  had  275  graders  and  32  super- 
visors. 

Under  OPS  in  June  1952  there  were  E31 
graders  and  63  supervisors,  and  it  is  esti- 
mated by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that 
in  1953,  if  OPS  is  abolished,  and  we  hop>e 
it  will  be,  we  will  have  350  graders  and 
about  50  supervisors  under  the  voluntary 
system. 

I  mention  these  figures  because  I  think 
it  is  important  that  the  cattlemen  realize 
that  under  the  voluntary  system  of  grading, 
approximately  80  percent  of  the  packers  will 
continue  to  request  the  services  of  the  Gov- 
ernment-grading service. 

I  do  not  know,  based  on  the  evidence 
which  I  have,  whether  a  horde  of  untrained, 
inexperienced  meat  graders  has  been  foisted 
upon  the  cattle  Industry.  I  would  welcome 
any  evidence  that  sustains  the  view  of  those 
who  claim  that  such  has  been  the  case. 

Some  cattlemen  of  long  experience  and 
sound  Judgment  feel  that  since  the  United 
States  grade  determines  the  selling  price, 
the  spread  between  low  Choice  and  high 
Good  should  be  slight,  since  the  division  Is 
almost  arbitrary,  tMsed  upon  the  individual 
grader's  opinion  and  Judgment. 

As  an  illustration — if  the  spread  between 
United  States  Choice  and  United  States  Good 
is  10  cents,  whereas  in  fact  the  actual  value 
of  the  beef  In  the  low  Choice  calecory  as 
compared  with  tbe  high  Good  is  only  3 
cents,  the  situatkai  would  be  mnrwtVd  U 
the  grading  syMeui  were  adjusted  so  l&st  aa 
intermediary  gradtxag  l*twMuri  United  States 
Cboioe  and  UtUted  States  Good  couM  Tie  e»- 
tahlished— Oioe  wluch  would  allow  a  category 
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Into  which  could   b«  placed   the  marginal 
cattle. 

This,  In  the  opinion  of  some,  would  enable 
the  producer  to  receive  a  much  better  break 
In  the  sale  of  his  high  Good  cattle,  which  at 
the  present  time  are  Just  a  shade  under  the 
United  States  Choice  requirements,  and  yet 
which  are  forced  to  sell  at  a  price  dlfterentlal 
of  from  10  to  12  cents  a  pound. 

If  the  spread  between  Good  and  low  Choice 
could  be  reduced,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
producers,  it  would  mean  as  much  as  from 
$50  to  $60  per  head  on  thousand-pound 
steer.  This  would  mean  the  difference  be- 
tween breaking  even  on  a  12-months'  opera- 
tion or  a  ruinous  loss. 

I  shall  do  everything  within  my  power  to 
see  that  OPS  Is  not  renewed  when  It  comes 
to  an  end  in  the  spring  of  the  year.  We 
will  then  have  a  voluntary,  and  not  a  com- 
pulsory grading  system.  I  will  give  thought- 
ful consideration  to  any  suggestions  which 
may  emanate  from  this  group  or  from  any 
committee  of  this  group  as  to  suggested 
changes  in  the  present  grading  system  which 
will  be  helpful  to  the  cattle  industry  and 
to  the  American  consumer. 

Such  proposals  as  seem  to  be  valid  and 
constructive  I  will  give  my  fullest  support. 

As  I  have  studied  the  present  situation 
In  the  cattle  industry,  I  have  attempted  to 
seek  some  constructive  solution  to  the 
problems  which  face  us.  I  offer  several  of 
these  for  your  consideration. 

First,  if  the  information  which  1  have  from 
the  Department  of  Agrlcultiu'e  is  correct, 
there  will  probably  be  a  15  percent  decline 
In  the  number  of  hogs  on  the  -market  this 
coming  year. 

This  will  undoubtedly  Increase  the  price 
of  pork  products.  Assuming  that  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  consumer  remains  at 
its  present  high  level,  and  with  the  normal 
Increase  In  the  beef -eating  population,  I 
should  imagine  that  by  spring  there  will  be 
more  of  a  demand  on  the  part  of  the  con- 
suming public  for  beef.  I  should  think  this 
would  stabilize  prices  to  some  degree. 

Cattle  prices  are  being  driven  down  at 
the  present  time,  no  doubt  because  there  is 
an  oversupply  in  the  market,  and  bad 
drought  conditions  have  prevailed  in  many 
cattle  areas,  requiring  liquidation. 

It  is  Interesting  to  note  my  own  State  of 
Kansas,  reflecting  the  lower  prices  for  live- 
stock, and  the  record  crop  of  wheat  with 
livestock  producers  accounting  for  only  46 
percent  of  the  total  farm  Income  during  the 
first  10  months  of  1952,  compared  to  66 
percent   during   the  same  period    last  year. 

I  am  sure  some  of  this  can  be  charged  to 
the  Government's  meddling  in  the  livestock 
business,  causing  a  downward  trend  in  prices 
and  premature  liquidation  to  get  out  from 
under. 

In  all  probability,  to  prevent  too  rapid  a 
liquidation  and  to  prevent  the  losses  which 
face  the  cattle  Industry,  if  these  downward 
trends  continue  it  may  be  necessary  for  us 
to  seriously  consider  longer-range  loajis  of 
some  type,  and  some  tyx)e  of  celling  or  floor, 
which  many  of  you  abhor. 

Second,  I  think  the  cattle  Industry,  In- 
cluding the  retailer,  the  packer,  and  the 
cattle  raiser,  has  a  Job  of  merchandising  to 
do.  The  people  of  the  United  States  have 
become  educated,  perhaps  overeducated,  on 
the  subject  of  Choice  meat;  whereas  no 
comparable  effort  has  been  made  to  point 
out  the  very  definite  advantages  to  the  con- 
sumer who  wisely  selects  and  uses  Good 
grade  of  meat.  I  suggest  that  there  are  defi- 
nite advantages  In  the  use  of  Good  grade 
meat. 

In  my  opinion.  If  the  cattle  Industry  en- 
gaged the  services  of  some  Independent  group 
to  investigate  the  problem  and  to  launch  an 
educational  and  merchandising  program, 
tremendous  benefits  could  accrue,  and  not 
only  to  the  cattle  producers  and  to  others 
of  the  Industry,  but  to  the  American  con- 
sumer. 


My  observfitlons  have  led  me  to  conclude 
that,  regrettable  though  it  may  be.  the  fact 
Is  that  today  regardless  of  price  differentials, 
too  many  American  consumers  with  more 
money  to  spend  will  not  buy  United  States 
graded  Good  meat. 

There  is  no  rhyme  or  reason  to  this  pur- 
chasing pattern.  The  cattle  Industry  should 
not  allow  th«  condition  to  exist  when  It  can 
be  so  easily  remedied  by  the  education  of 
the  consumiag  public.  It  is  vip  to  the  cattle 
Indui^y — tte  processing  industry  and  the 
retailers — to  constantly  remind  the  Ameri- 
can public  that  in  many  instances  it  is 
economical  and  Intelligent  to  buy  various 
grades  of  meat. 

It  is  high  •ime  someone  educated  the  mili- 
tary purchasing  agencies  also,  that  Go<xl- 
grade  beef  properly  prepared.  Is  just  as  good 
as  Choice. 

I  have  only  sympathy  for  any  jierson  who 
believes  tha:  the  American  farmer  and  cat- 
tleman will  raise  livestock  on  which  he  loses 
money. 

I  know  that  price  controls,  rollbacks,  and 
tinkering  with  slaughter  quotas  will  not  help 
your  situation — It  will  only  add  to  your  de- 
clines, your  losses — and  discourage  the  In- 
dustry that  prtxluces  meat  for  consumers. 

In  closing.  I  want  to  say  that  the  men  of 
this  Industry  are  to  be  congratulated  on 
tholr  rugged ness,  on  their  refusal  to  be  sub- 
sidized, becf-use  you  well  understand  that 
subsidies  a: id  handouts  carry  with  them 
obligations  \nd  the  loss  of  the  right  to  run 
your  own  business  and  accept  the  hazards 
that  you  m^^n  are  accustomed  to  accepting. 

There  seems  to  be  a  tendency  nowadays  to 
classify  these  rugged  characteristics  as  old- 
fashioned,  something  to  be  discarded — but  I 
want  to  say  to  you  that  those  are  funda- 
mental vlrt  aes  which,  if  practiced  and  per- 
severed In.  win  bring  us  back  to  Government 
policies  that  have  stood  this  Nation  well  In 
former  days.  The  cry  for  constructive,  free 
enterprise  ii  never  greater  than  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  now  when  we  are  at  the  beginning 
of  the  char.ge  In   Government   views. 

I  think  Garet  Garrett,  the  writer,  summed 
Up  some  facts  pretty  fundamental  to  con- 
sider when   In   March   1951.  he  said: 

"If  private  enterprise  cannot  read  It.  and. 
read  it  grlrily.  not  omitting  a  few  tears  In 
the  graveyard  of  Its  own  principles,  then  one 
may  be  permitted  to  wonder  if  It  knows  why 
it  Is  losing  1,8  world  to  the  welfare  state.  •  •  • 

"What  has  become  of  that  deep  American 
Institution,  that  unlimited  government  is  the 
enemy  of  freedom,  and  will  In  the  end  de- 
vour it? 

"The  Importance  of  getting  the  question 
reduced  to  that  form  is  that  all  the  ideo- 
logical words  are  put  aside.  You  look 
straight  at  the  thing  Itself;  and  the  thing 
itself    Is    government. 

"The  staggering  political  fact  of  our  time 
is  the  sudden  rise  In  the  power  and  author- 
ity of  government  •  •  •  with  the  consent 
of  the  people. 

"Continuously,  year  .after  year,  morning 
and  afternoon,  occasion  by  occasion,  the 
sphere  of  government  expands,  the  usages 
of  compulsion  become  more  and  more  fa- 
miliar, and  the  world  of  private  enterprise 
contracts. 

"If  this  continues  the  sequel  may  be  fore- 
told. You  do  not  have  to  find  the  ideo- 
logical nami;  for  it. 

"By  any  name  it  will  be  the  planned  life, 
in  which  the  individual  will  have  exchanged 
liberty  for  status,  plus  a  delusion  of  secu- 
rity. •  •  '■  Events  are  impatient  and  swift. 
and  the  fat.il  fact  Is  that  many  of  them  are 
irreversible,  at  least  for  a  long,  long  time. 
To  realize  this  you  have  only  to  remember 
what  the  world  of  private  enterprise  was  like 
less   than  one  generation  ago." 

So  I  leave  you  today  with  the  admonition, 
keep  your  livestock  Industry  free,  fertile, 
rugged,  and  competitive.  We  are  on  the  road 
back,  and  I  am  hoping  controls,  roadblocks. 


ani  the  tinkering  of  planners,  are  on  the 
way  out.  That  is  the  way  I  shall  work,  argue, 
and  vote. 

THE  McCARRAN  ACT— EDITORIAL 
FROM  THE  NEW  YORK  JOURNAL- 
AMERICAN 

Ml-.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  very  Important  editorial  on 
the  McCarran  Act  and  on  the  report  of 
the  Presidents  Commission  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization,  which  app>eared 
on  the  January  3  Issue  of  the  New  York 
Journal-American  and  in  all  the  Hearst 
publications  across  the  country.  Thi.s 
editorial  In  the  Hearst  papers  represents 
a  reversal  of  the  traditional  policy  of  this 
chain  of  newspapers  toward  immigra- 
tion. The  Hearst  policy  for  years  has 
been  in  favor  of  curtailing  Immigration 
and  establishing  the  highest  possible 
barriers  to  further  Immigration. 

In  view  of  the  significance  of  this  edi- 
torial I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it 
be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  in 
connection  with  the,se  remarks. 

There  bdng  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

McCarran  Act 

We  welcome  the  opposition  report  of  the 
President's  Commission  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalisation  on  the  McCarran-Walter  Im- 
inlgration  Act.  which  went  Into  effect  Just 
10  diiys  ago. 

We  welcome  It  becau.se  (1  )  It  Is  of  the  ut- 
most Importance  to  this  Nation,  both  as 
concerns  Its  Integrity  at  home  and  reputa- 
tion abroad,  to  set  up  quotas  of  admission 
that  will  deal  fairly  on  the  basis  of  human- 
ity with  those  who  yearn  to  work  and  live 
In  peace  among  us. 

And  (2)  because  It  Is  of  supreme  impor- 
tance to  this  Nation.  In  the  Interest  of  secu- 
rity and  strength,  to  protect  Itself  against 
admitting  tho.se  who  hate  democracy  and 
whose  purpose  is  to  destroy  it. 

.SUPPORT    REPORT 

The  reyxirt  of  the  President's  commission 
Is  K  summation  of  months  of  research  and 
hearings  and  carries  the  signatures  of  dls- 
tln^?ul8hed  and  Intelligent  men.  It  has  al8<i 
the  endorsement  of  distinguished  and  intel- 
ligent men. 

It  cannot  be  dlsml.ssed  as  a  document 
written  In  the  ha.ste  of  spleen,  nor  one  that 
follows  an  Ide  jloglcal  line.  We  think  that 
Senator  Pat  McCarran,  for  whom  we  have  a 
great  deal  of  admiration,  was  In  error  in 
saying  the  report  was  a  reha-^h  of  the  radical, 
left-wing  slant. 

Members  of  the  Presidents  Commission 
Included  Monalgnor  John  O'Grady.  secretary 
of  the  National  Conference  of  Catholic 
Charities;  the  Reverend  Thaddeus  P.  Gulllx- 
son.  president  of  the  Lutheran  Theological 
Seminary  of  St.  Paul;  and  Clarence  P.  Pick- 
ett, honorary  secretary  of  the  American 
Friends  Service  Committee. 

Among  those  who  endorsed  the  report  were 
Archbishop  Richard  J.  Cushlng.  of  Boston; 
the  Rev  Walter  W.  van  Kirk,  executive  direc- 
tor of  the  Department  of  International  Good- 
will of  the  National  Council  of  Churches  of 
Christ;  Henry  Edward  Schultz,  national 
chairman  of  the  Anti-defamation  League  of 
Bnal  Brlth.  and  Dr.  Israel  Goldstein,  presi- 
dent of  the  American  Jewish  Congress. 

F»resldent-elect  Elsenhower  indicated  dur- 
ing his  campaign  that  he  considered  certain 
phases  of  the  law  ought  to  be  rewritten.  In 
his  October  16  speech  he  said.  "We  must  re- 
solve •  •  •  to  take  from  our  own  stat- 
ute books  any  legislation  that  Implies  the 
bla.sphemy  against  demtK?racy  that  only  cer- 
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tain   groups  of  Europeans   are  welcome  on 
American  shores." 

The  chief  protest  is  that  by  retaining  the 
national-origin  system  of  quotas,  the  McCar- 
nin  Act  discriminates  in  favor  of  northern 
European  countries  and  against  southern 
and  eastern  Europe. 

TOUGH    OH    RIDS 

On  the  other  side,  McCarran  and  his  asso- 
ciates worked  hard  and  earnestly  over  this 
act.  The  Senator  1  isist*  his  act  does  not 
contain  one  lota  of  racial  or  religious  dis- 
crimination. His  act,  he  says,  "Is  tough. 
\ery  tough  on  Communists,  criminals  and 
other  subversives" — find  we  would  be  the  last 
to  want  to  weaken  that. 

And  his  act.  codliylng  scrambled  legisla- 
tion accumulating  over  150  years,  contains 
progressive  measures.  It  eliminates  the  bar 
to  naturalization  of  aliens  of  Oriental  birth, 
It  ends  a  long-standing  ban  on  Oriental  Im- 
migration although  within  strict  limlU,  It 
eliminates  sex  dijcriminatlon  in  filling 
quotas,  it  accords  pieference  to  foreign  par- 
ents of  American  clt  zens,  and  removes  quota 
restrictions  from  foreigners  married  to 
women  who  are  United  States  citizens,  or  the 
brides  of  service  m«  n. 

But  the  evidence  Is  strong  that  the  McCar- 
ran act  does  contain  sections  that  tend  inev- 
itably to  racial  and  religious  discrimination 
and  we  feel  that  these  sections  should  be 
rewritten  and  amerded.  The  whole  matter 
is  of  such  Importance  that  we  think  the  act 
should  be  re-exam. ned.  studied,  discussed, 
and  argued  by  the  rew  Congress. 


relRn  on  earth  and  good  will  in  the  hearts 
of  men. 

Hear  us  as  we  seek  to  offer  our  prayer 
in  the  spirit  of  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Wednesday,  January  14,  1953,  was  read 
and  approved. 


RECESS  TO  TUESDAY 
Mr.    TAFT.    Mr.    President,    I    move 
that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  Tues- 
day next  at  11:30  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  2 
o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  untl  Tuesday,  January  20, 
1953,  at  11:30  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  January  16.  1953: 
In  the  Armt 

Gen.  Walter  Bee  ell  Smith,  010197,  Army 
of  the  United  SU-es  (major  general,  U.  S. 
Army),  to  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  In 
the  grade  of  genenl  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947, 


«•» 


The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  make  a  point  of  order? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     No. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
ArendsJ. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESmENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

FkIDAY,  JVNIARY  16, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Edwin  B.  Dodson,  minister,  the 
Methodist  Church.  BerryviUe,  Ark.,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

Our  Father,  we  thank  Thee  for  the 
privilege  of  working  with  Thee  in  the 
building  of  a  better  world.  We  are  grate- 
ful for  the  responsibilities  that  have 
been  entrusted  unto  us  and  we  pray  for 
strength  to  shoulder  them  in  a  way  that 
shall  be  pleasinjt  in  Thy  sight. 

Look  graciously  upon  us  as  we  make 
our  many  decisions.  May  they  be  tem- 
pered not  only  with  wisdom  but  with  a 
spirit  of  love  and  mercy  toward  all  man- 
kind. 

Bless  us,  O  Lord,  and  our  friends  and 
our  enemies;  and  may  we  so  conduct 
ourselves  that  we  can  be  used  by  Thee 
in  speeding  tho  day  when  peace  »h*il 


PROCEDURE  ON  TUESDAY  NEXT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
make  the  following  announcement: 

The  Chair  has  had  many  inquiries  by 
Members  with  reference  to  the  proceed- 
ings on  Tuesday  next.  The  Chair  has 
been  requested  to  announce  to  the  House 
that  all  Members  who  expect  to  go  out 
on  the  official  platform  will  assemble  here 
in  the  Chamber  of  the  House  at  11:30 
o'clock  Tuesday  morning.  In  order  to 
go  out  on  the  official  platform,  it  will  be 
absolutely  necessary  for  each  Member  to 
display  his  official  ticket.  The  Joint 
Committee  on  Inaugural  Ceremonies 
feels  that  this  is  an  entirely  reasonable 
regulation. 

If  a  Member  does  not  have  his  ticket 
it  will  l>e  impossible  for  him  to  get  his 
seat,  for  there  will  be  no  opportunity  to 
join  the  procession  after  it  leaves  the 
House.  There  are  no  tickets  available  to 
ex-Members  for  this  platform,  inasmuch 
as  the  seating  capacity  is  limited. 

The  seats  to  be  occupied  by  Members 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives have  no  cover  and  it  is  advisable 
for  Members  to  take  with  them  their 
overcoats  and  hats. 

The  Chair  is  further  requested  to  an- 
nounce that  no  children  will  be  allowed 
upon  the  platform,  and  there  will  be  no 
seats  except  for  Members  actually  hold- 
ing tickets  for  their  own  seats. 

That,  the  Chair  thinks,  covers  the  an- 
nouncement that  he  was  requested  to 
make. 

PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  it  pertinent  to  the 
statement  that  has  just  been  made  by 
the  Chair? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Similar 
to  it,  yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  it  pertinent  tft  the 
particular  statement?  ' 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    Parl^. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Illinois  IMI. 
AremvsI. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  it  in  order  now  to  make  a 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present? 

The  SPEAKER.    It  certainly  is. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then  I 
will  not  make  it. 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  MEMBERS 
FOLLOWING  INAUGURAL  CERE- 
MONIES 

Mr.  AREa>JDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  many 
Members  have  inquired  of  me,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Joint  Inaugural  Committee, 
with  respect  to  transportation  from  the 
Capitol  following  the  inauguration  cere- 
monies to  their  seats  in  the  reviewing 
stand  for  the  pwirade. 

The  entire  parking  lot  next  to  the  New 
House  Office  Building  is  being  reserved 
for  the  cars  of  Members  of  Congress.  No 
car  will  be  admitted  to  the  lot  which  does 
not  display  the  green  tag  on  the  wind- 
shield. Each  Member  was  given  one  of 
these  green  tags  by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms. 
At  the-  conclusion  of  the  inaugural 
ceremonies  at  the  Capitol,  Members  can 
proceed  to  get  their  cars  at  the  parking 
lot  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  will  be 
open  to  them  until  1:15  to  drive  to  the 
Ellipse,  which  is  south  of  the  White 
House  on  Constitution  Avenue.  Parking 
space  has  been  reserved  there  for  the 
cars  of  Members  of  Congress  displaying 
the  green  tag. 

In  this  connection  I  call  your  special 
attention  to  the  instructions  on  the  back 
of  the  green  tag. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield,  now 
some  of  us  do  not  have  those  green  tags. 
The  Member  from  New  York  tells  me 
she  has  not,  and  I  have  not. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Well,  those  tags  were 
put  in  the  package.  They  came  in  my 
package  of  tickets. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Well, 
they  did  not  in  mine. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Here  is  one  that  has 
been  handed  to  me.  Will  the  gentle- 
man look  in  his  package? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  that 
applies  to  taxicabs.  I  have  no  automo- 
bile in  Washington,  and  I  will  have  to 
use  a  taxicab,  and  there  are  other  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  in  the  same  situation. 
If  we  put  the  tag  on,  will  it  be  all  right? 
Mr.  ARENDS.  If  you  put  the  tag  on, 
I  think  it  will  work. 


PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
cfo t^  it 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  the  President  delivers  his 
message,  will  seats  be  available  to  any 
but  Members  and  former  Members?  My 
point  is.  Will  children  be  allowed  on  tha 
floor  of  the  House? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is 
making  inquiry  with  respect  to  a  pos- 
sible visit  of  the  President  later? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes;  de- 
livery of  a  message  or  joint  session.  The 
purpose  or  tint  reason  for  it  is  that  at 
other  me^tiafrs  here  m*  haw  had  as  maa.T 
as  lhr«e  seats  ooctqued  taj  4tu)drea.  aad 
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some  former  Members  as  well  as  some 
Members  could  not  get  in. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  inves- 
tigate the  complaint  of  the  gentleman 
and  make  a  decision  later  when  the  occa- 
sion arises. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Well.  I 
thought  I  would  save  embarrassment  for 
the  Members. 


MUTUAL  SECURITY  PROGRAM- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  44) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  pa- 
pers, referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
I  am  traasmittfng  herewith  a  report 
on  the  operations  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Program  covering  the  period  from 
July  1  to  December  31,  1952,  insofar  as 
statistics  are  available  at  this  date. 
Since  this  is  the  last  such  report  that  I 
shall  furnish  to  the  Congress,  I  am  tak- 
ing this  opportunity  to  review,  in  broad 
outline,  the  origins  of  the  program,  its 
accomplishments,  and  the  kind  of  policy 
decisions  that  it  will  present  to  the  new 
administration  and  Congress. 

In  October  1951  the  Congress  com- 
bined most  of  the  major  aspects  of  our 
international  programs  in  the  fields  of 
defense,  economic  development,  and 
technical  assistance  into  one  statute.au- 
thoriiing  the  Mutual  Security  Program 
The  story  of  this  program  and  its 
predecessors  is  the  story  of  a  crowded 
and  dangerous  period — a  period  of  his- 
toric decisions.  And  mirrored  in  the  evo- 
lution of  this  program  is  the  story  of  a 
great  national  awakening,  of  a  people  in 
reluctant  transition  from  wishful  think- 
ing to  a  firm  acceptance  of  the  responsi- 
bilities of  free-world  leadership. 

There  is  no  need  here  to  recall  the 
state  of  the  world  at  the  end  of  hostili- 
ties— the  destruction,  the  dislocations, 
the  misery,  and  the  demoralization  of 
great  areas  and  great  segments  of  hu- 
manity. It  was  natural  that  American 
syn^jathy  should  go  out  to  peoples  every- 
where suffering  from  the  aftermath  of 
history's  most  destructive  war — and  that 
our  sympathy  should  be  expressed  in  the 
form  of  generous  assistance  to  the  hun- 
gry and  the  sick  and  the  displaced. 

We  already  knew  from  painful  experi- 
ence that  what  happens  in  the  rest  of 
the  world  necessarily  affects  our  own 
domestic  life;  that  we  cannot  live  secure 
and  prosperous,  isolated  from  a  world 
commimity  that  is  insecure  and  de- 
pressed. But  not  long  after  the  end  of 
the  war  we  found  that  the  problem  was 
more  than  just  physical  relief  from  dis- 
aster. Gradually  we  realized  that  the 
world  was  suffering  not  only  from  the 
wreckage  and  wastage  of  war.  but  from 
deep  social  unrest — and  from  the  preda- 
tory acts  and  intentions  of  a  former  ally 
In  1947  we  were  faced  with  a  great 
decision.  The  British  could  no  longer 
afford  to  carry  the  burden  of  support'^ to 
the  Greek  Nation  in  its  fight  against 
Commxmlst  insurrection.    On  March  12 


1947,  I  addressed  the  Congress  and  ex- 
plained the  urgent  need  for  a  program 
of  military  and  economic  aid  to  Greece 
and  Turkey,  which  was  also  under  Com- 
munist pressure.  In  that  address  I  re- 
minded the  Congress  that  the  problems 
of  Greece  and  Turkey  were  parts  of  a 
fundamental  challenge  facing  the  Amer- 
ican people,  and  I  said: 

I  believe  that  it  must  be  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  to  support  free  peoples  who  are 
resisting  attempted  subjugation  by  armed 
minorities  or  by  outside  pressures. 

I  believe  that  we  must  assist  free  peoples 
to  work  out  their  own  destinies  in  their  own 
way. 

I  believe  that  our  help  should  be  primarily 
through  economic  and  financial  aid  which  is 
essential  to  economic  stability  and  orderly 
politicai  processes. 

The  implications  of  these  propositions 
soon  became  clear,  as  did  the  next  steps 
that  needed  to  be  taken  on  the  diflficult 
course  upon  which  we  were  embarked. 
The  scattered  aid  that  we  were  giving — 
to  Greece  and  Turkey  and  China  in  the 
form  of  military  and  economic  aid,  to 
France  and  Italy  and  Austria  in  the  form 
of  grant  economic  assistance,  to  Great 
Britain  in  the  form  of  a  loan,  and  to 
many  countries  through  support  of  the 
United  Nations  special  agencies — clearly 
was  not  adequate  in  amount  or  in  form. 

For  in  early  1948— just  5  years  ago — 
large  areas  of  Greece  were  still  held  by 
the  still-powerful  Communist  forces. 

Across  the  Adriatic  Sea  from  Greece. 
5  years  ago,  a  new  democratic  govern- 
ment in  Italy  faced  an  election  in  a 
chaotic  country — an  election  which,  it 
was  widely  feared,  might  be  won  by  the 
Communists. 

Across  the  Alps  in  Prance  there  were 
unemployment  and  increasing  hunger, 
black  markets,  and  strikes — and  bank- 
ruptcy ahead. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  English  Chan- 
nel the  British  people  were  struggling 
against  terrible  odds  to  repair  the  dread- 
ful damage  of  war  and  to  feed  a  popu- 
lation which  grows  at)out  one-third  of 
the  food  it  needs. 

Western  Germany  lay  prostrate,  and 
the  Kremlin  was  completing  its  plans  to 
drive  the  Western  Allies  out  of  Berlin. 

The  peoples  of  Western  Europe,  aided 
by  stop-gap  American  help,  had  made  a 
gallant  effort  to  get  up  and  stand  on 
their  own  feet  after  the  end  of  World 
War  n.  but  the  odds  were  too  great. 
The  inescapable  fact  was  that  they  did 
not  have  and  could  not  earn  the  dollars 
they  needed  to  buy  the  things  that  were 
required  to  restore  economic  and  social 
order  in  time  to  prevent  chaos.  In 
desperation,  they  were  forced  to  seek 
relief  in  nationalistic  economic  and 
financial  restrictions  which,  in  the  end, 
could  only  make  the  situation  worse. 

It  was  a  situation  that  was  made  to 
order  for  the  Kiemlin — and  the  Kremlin 
made  the  most  of  it  by  promoting  strikes 
and  riots,  by  sabotaging  recovery  through 
its  puppet  Communist  Parties,  by  politi- 
cal maneuver,  and  by  massive  injections 
of  propaganda.  It  looked  as  if  Western 
Europe  might  well  fall  to  the  Commu- 
nists through  economic  and  pohtical 
collapse. 

That,  in  broadest  outline,  was  the  state 
of  Europe  and  its  dependencies,  and  it 


boded  no  good  for  the  peace  of  the  world 

nor  for  the  security  of  the  United  States. 

Elsewhere  in  the  world,  the  symptoms 
were  not  less  alarming.  The  forces  of 
Nationalist  China  were  giving  way  before 
the  Communists:  fighting  was  under  way 
in  Indochina;  there  was  violence  in 
Burma  and  in  Malaya;  in  Indonesia  a 
new  state  was  emerging  with  diCBculty 
and  uncertainty;  the  subcontinent  of 
India  had  been  divided  and  the  long 
struggle  for  national  security  and  sta- 
bility was  just  beginning;  Iran  and  Tur- 
key were  still  .subject  to  Soviet  pressure. 
There  were  other  areas  of  danger  and 
potential  dancer  in  the  Middle  East, 
north  Africa,  and  elsewhere. 

The  threat  that  this  posed  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  United  States  needs  no 
emphasis. 

On  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic  the  reali- 
zation was  growing  that  the  problem  of 
restoring  economic  and  social  stability 
in  Europe  could  not  be  solved  cheaply 
or  quickly — nor  by  separate  national  ef- 
forts. What  was  required  was  a  sus- 
tained cooperative  undertaking.  The 
ground  work  for  this  was  laid  in  an  ad- 
dress in  June  1947.  by  Secretary  of  State 
Marshall.  He  said  that  if  the  nations 
of  Europe  would  come  together  and  pre- 
pare a  plan  of  self-help  and  mutual  aid. 
the  United  States  was  prepared  to  pro- 
vide the  critical  margin  needed  for  a 
succe.s.sful  recovery  program.  He  spe- 
cifically stated: 

It  is  logical  that  the  United  States  should 
do  whatever  it  is  able  U)  do  to  a-ssist  in  the 
return  of  normal  economic  health  in  the 
world,  without  which  there  can  be  no  politi- 
cal stability  and  no  assured  peace.  Otir 
policy  is  directed  not  against  any  country 
or  doctrine,  but  apalnst  hunger,  poverty, 
desperation,  and  chaus. 

Tliat  meant — among  other  things — 
that  if  the  Soviet  Union  were  prepared 
to  enter  into  a  cooperative  international 
program  of  economic  recovery,  the 
United  States  would  help  in  that  en- 
deavor. 

This  put  Soviet  policy  to  the  test,  and 
it  soon  became  clear  what  the  real  So- 
viet intentions  were  with  respect  to 
Western  Europe.  When  the  then  for- 
eign ministers  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  Fiance  issued  invitations  to  all  of 
the  governments  of  Europe  to  meet  and 
discu-ss  the  implications  of  this  American 
propo.sal,  Mr.  Molotov  came  to  the  con- 
ference, denounced  the  whole  idea  and 
walked  out  to  set  up  the  Cominform 
which  promptly  set  out  to  sabotage  the 
recovery  of  Western  Europe.  The 
Soviet-dominated  nations  of  Eastern 
Europe  were  forbidden  by  the  Kremhn 
to  participate  in  the  European  Recovery 
Program,  but  18  nations  enthusiastically 
went  ahead  with  this  unprecedented  in- 
ternational venture.  By  spring  of  1948 
the  Congress  had  enacted  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  which  got  the  Program 
under  way  and  a  scant  2  years  later 
the.se  things  had  happened: 

The  industrial  production  of  Western 
Europe  had  greatly  exceeded  prewar 
levels,  and  agricultural  production  had 
almost  recovered. 

The  dollar  deficit  in  the  balance  of 
payments  of  all  the  18  countries  partici- 
pating in  the  recovery  program  had  been 
reduced  from  $7  billion  in  1947  to  less 
than  $2  billion  in  1950, 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


423 


Trade  among  the  participating  coun- 
tries had  more  than  doubled. 

With  the  exception  of  Italy.  Germany, 
and  Belgium  there  was  viitually  full 
employment. 

Rationing  of  almost  all  consumer 
Items  had  been  abolished  and  recourse 
to  black  markets  for  the  necessities  of 
life  had  been  virtually  eliminated. 

Relative  industrial  peace  had  been 
established. 

Measured  by  all  Indexes — parliamen- 
tary strength,  party  membership,  mem- 
bership in  Communist  trade-unions,  cir- 
culation of  party  newspapers,  et  cetera — 
Communist  strength  in  Western  Europe 
was  on  the  wane. 

The  organization  for  European  Eco- 
nomic Cooperation  was  providing  general 
direction  to  the  recovery  program  on  a 
basis  of  unprecedented  international  co- 
operation; Belgium,  the  Netherlands, 
and  Luxemburg  were  forging  an  eco- 
nomic union;  the  Council  of  Europe  had 
been  established;  and  the  idea  of  Euro- 
[>ean  unification  was  gaining  ground. 

The  principle  of  common  defense  of 
the  west  was  accepted  and  tlie  first  great 
organizational  steps  were  taken.  In 
1948.  the  United  Kingdom.  France.  Bel- 
gium, the  Netherlands,  and  Luxemburg 
concluded  a  defense  treaty  and  estab- 
lished central  headquarters  in  France. 
In  April  1949.  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization  had  been  established  link- 
ing together  the  greatest  potential  ag- 
gregation of  military  power,  industrial 
strength,  and  human  skills  ever  brought 
together  in  a  common  enterprise. 
Shortly  thereafter,  the  Congress  enacted 
the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  to 
contribute  to  a  moderate  increase  in  the 
military  defenses  of  the  free  world. 

The  statistical  story  of  physical  recov- 
ery during  the  first  2  years  of  the  Euro- 
pean recovery  program  was  deeply 
impressive.  But  more  important  than 
exact  quantitative  measurements  was 
the  reversal  of  trends  toward  economic 
deterioration,  political  weakness,  and 
spiritual  despair  and  the  emergence  of 
trends  toward  economic  growth,  political 
strength,  and  spiritual  hope.  By  far  the 
major  part  of  this  record  was  due  to  the 
efforts  of  the  Europeans  and  the  vitality 
and  imagination  of  European  statesman- 
ship. The  role  of  the  United  States  was 
to  supply  the  missing  elements  without 
which  the  program  could  not  be  under- 
taken. 

All  this  was  accomplished  in  spite  of 
every  effort — diplomatic  pressure,  politi- 
cal intrigue,  propaganda  onslaught,  and 
actual  sabotage — on  the  part  of  the 
Communist  Parties  of  Western  Europe 
to  wreck  this  program. 

In  short,  by  1950,  the  Kremlin's  plot 
to  take  over  Western  Europe  had  been 
frustrated ;  The  nations  of  Western  Eu- 
rope were  still  free,  still  democratic,  and 
had  new  hopes  and  a  new  faith  in  the 
future.  There  was  no  longer  any  great 
likelihood  that  Western  Europe  would 
collapse  internally  and  fall  into  the  arms 
of  the  Kremlin. 

Meanwhile,  China  had  fallen  to  the 
Communists  and  the  Nationalist  Chinese 
had  retreated  to  Formosa.  The  China- 
aid  program,  conducted  by  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration,  wab  con- 
tinued in  Formosa  and.  under  special  au- 
thorization, funds  from  that  program 


were  used  in  other  far  eastern  countries 
which  were  either  subject  to  direct  or 
indirect  Communist  attack  or  were  in 
economic  difficulties.  In  addition,  the 
Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  had  made 
funds  available  to  provide  military  equip- 
ment required  by  these  countries  to  com- 
bat overt  Communist  efforts  to  take  them 
by  force.  Despite  the  serious  impact  on 
the  economy  of  Formosa  of  the  arrival  of 
thousands  of  refugees,  the  island  was 
kept  away  from  the  Communists  and  the 
first  steps  had  been  taken  to  relieve  the 
impact  upon  its  economy.  This  assist- 
ance, particularly  to  Indochina,  began 
to  have  effect  in  building  up  strength  to 
resist  direct  or  indirect  Communist  ag- 
gression. In  short,  the  Kremlin's  plot  to 
take  over  all  of  Asia  had  been  frustrated 
also. 

By  1950  we  were  starting  the  next  great 
step  on  the  diflftcult  course  up>on  which 
we  had  embarked  in  1947 — the  point  4 
program  to  provide  the  technical  assist- 
ance needed  to  lay  the  basis  for  economic 
and  social  progress  in  the  underdevel- 
oped areas  of  the  world.  Working  di- 
rectly with  individual  nations,  and 
through  the  United  Nations,  we  began 
the  long  process  of  attacking  hunger, 
disease,  and  illiteracy.  Programs  began 
to  take  shape  to  bring  scientific  knowl- 
edge and  modern  techniques  to  the  un- 
derdeveloped areas,  mainly  in  the  fields 
of  agriculture,  public  health,  and  educa- 
tion. 

Hope  for  a  decent  life  had  begun  to 
dawn  for  tens  of  millions  in  the  under- 
developed areas  of  the  world. 

But  in  the  fall  of  1949  the  Soviet  Union 
had  produced  its  first  successful  atomic 
explosion.  In  the  summer  of  1950  came 
the  Kremlin's  decision  to  test  the  cour- 
age and  the  will  of  the  free  world  by 
instigating  aggression  in  Korea.  These 
two  events  forced  the  United  States  and 
its  allies  to  shift  regrettably  from  a  pro- 
gram which  emphasized  economic  re- 
covery to  a  program  which  emphasized 
urgent  rearmament,  especially  in  Eu- 
rope. Rearmament  on  the  scale  under- 
taken after  the  Korean  invasion  could 
not  even  have  been  considered  had  it  not 
been  for  the  economic  recovery  and  the 
restoration  of  hape  and  confidence  that 
already  had  taken  place. 

Since  1950,  our  principal  efforts  in  the 
Atlantic  communiity  of  nations  have 
been  directed  toward  the  establishment 
of  military  security. 

And  since  then  these  things  have  hap- 
pened : 

The  first  international  military  com- 
mand in  the  peacetime  history  of  the 
world  has  become  a  going  concern. 

The  NATO  nations,  originally  12  and 
now  14,  have  agreed  on  a  common  strate- 
gic plan  for  the  common  defense. 

These  nations  are  building,  together, 
balanced  collective  forces. 

Armed  forces  of  the  original  NATO 
nations  have  more  than  doubled  and  to 
those  have  been  added  the  powerful 
forces  of  Turkey  and  Greece. 

Intensive  joint  training  exercises  and 
war  games  have  been  carried  out  on  land, 
sea,  and  in  the  air  by  the  armed  forces 
of  many  nations. 

The  consultative  machinery  original- 
ly established  imder  NATO  has  been 
transformed  into  a  permanent  working 
organization. 


While  the  nations  of  Western  Europe 
and  the  Atlantic  world  are  not  yet  se- 
cure against  Soviet  invasion,  they  have 
created  and  will  continue  to  strengthen 
a  powerful  military  deterrent  to  any  ag- 
gression. 

At  the  same  time  there  has  been  real 
progress  toward  the  establishment  of  a 
Western  Euroi)ean  community  of  na- 
tions, including  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany.  The  Schuman  plan — one  of 
the  most  imaginative  acts  of  states- 
manship in  our  times — has  led  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  six-nation  merger  of 
coal  and  steel  resources.  The  same  six 
nations  are  considering  ratification  of  a 
treaty  to  establish  a  common  defense 
force  with  a  common  budget  under  su- 
pranational control;  other  projects  are 
pending  for  economic  integration;  and 
work  has  been  started  on  a  draft  con- 
stitution for  political  federation.  There 
have  been  disappointments  and  set- 
backs; we  face  a  number  of  difficult 
problems  right  now.  But,  over-all.  the 
movement  toward  greater  unity  in  Eu- 
rope is  still  continuing. 

In  short,  what  began  as  International 
cooperation  for  economic  recovery  in 
Western  Europe  is  growing  into  collective 
defense,  economic  integration,  and  po- 
litical unity.  This  is  one  of  the  most 
hopeful — and  essential — developments  in 
our  time. 

All  this  has  been  accomplished  despite 
every  effort  short  of  general  war  which 
the  Kremlin  could  devise  to  stop  us.  It 
has  been  done,  too,  with  conscious  re- 
gard for  the  economic  and  social  conse- 
quences of  the  diversion  of  resources 
from  economically  constructive  purp>oses 
to  the  military  program  that  has  been 
forced  upon  us. 

Since  1950  the  United  States — prin- 
cipally through  the  Mutual  Security  Pro- 
gram— has  been  helping  many  nations 
outside  of  Europe  to  strengthen  their 
military  security.  We  helped  equip  the 
armed  forces  of  France  and  the  Associ- 
ated States  of  Indochina  in  their  gallant 
and  exhausting  fight  against  Communist 
insurrection ;  we  helped  supply  the  forces 
of  the  Philippines  to  put  down  the  Com- 
munist-inspired Huk  rebellion;  we  con- 
cluded mutual  defense  treaties  with 
Japan  and  with  the  Philipines;  we  com- 
pleted a  tripartite  treaty  with  Australia 
and  New  Zealand  for  common  defense 
of  the  South  Pacific;  we  provided  both 
military  and  economic  assistance  to  the 
free  Chinese  on  Formosa;  we  continued 
to  help  bolster  Iranian  defenses;  and 
we  are  helping  to  supply  our  Latin  Amer- 
ican friends  with  military  equipment  in 
line  with  the  Western  Hemisphere  de- 
fense alliance  concluded  in  the  Rio  Pact. 

The  heavy  emphasis  we  have  placed 
on  military  preparedness  in  the  past  few 
years  has  been  brought  about  because 
we  have  been  confronted  with  a  military 
threat,  because  we  and  the  other  free 
nations  considered  it  urgent  to  mobilize 
the  military  and  industrial  resources  of 
the  free  world  for  mutual  defense  against 
this  threat,  and  because  the  Initiative 
in  this  imperative  task  clearly  lay  with 
the  United  States, 

But  we  have  not  lost  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  Soviet  design  for  conquest 
counts  on  subversion  as  well  as  military 
aggression.    In   contrast    to    th«    faJ;>e 
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promises  of  food  and  better  living  con- 
ditions offered  by  the  Communists,  we 
have  joined  with  other  peoples,  particu- 
larly in  the  underdeveloped  areas,  in 
tangible  cooperative  programs  that 
strike  directly  at  hunger,  disease,  and 
illiteracy.  We  have  aided  and  partici- 
pated in  basic  economic  development 
projects  in  many  parts  of  the  world. 
Technical  assistance  programs  are  now 
under  way  in  41  countries  and  also  in 
many  overseas  territories  of  European 
nations. 

These  programs  of  technical  assistance 
would  be  vitally  important  quite  apart 
from  the  existence  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy.  Our  basic  desire  is  to  help 
other  people  to  help  themselves  build 
decent  conditions  of  life  in  which  they 
can  find  political  and  social  security. 
When  we  strike  against  the  enemies  of 
mankind — poverty,  illiteracy,  hunger. 
and  disease — we  work  for  freedom  also; 
when  we  build  the  conditions  in  which 
freedom  can  flourish  we  destroy  the  con- 
ditions under  which  totalitarianism  can 
grow.  Moreover,  the  resulting  increase 
in  production  and  trade  help,  in  turn,  not 
only  the  underdeveloped  countries  but 
also  the  United  States  and  the  whole  free 
world. 

The  present  Mutual  Security  Program 
has  grown,  by  evolutionary  steps,  from 
our  first  postwar  efforts  to  bring  relief 
from  the  destruction  of  World  War  II. 
Today  it  combines  our  major  efforts  to 
win  a  global  struggle  against  totalitari- 
anism and  misery. 

It  is  appropriate  and  desirable  for  the 
new  administration  and  the  Congress  to 
review  the  Mutual  Security  Program. 
Any  program  that  occupies  such  a  cen- 
tral part  of  our  foreign  policy  structure. 
that  requires  such  a  large  investment  of 
our  resources,  that  affects  so  many 
people  in  so  many  ways,  should  be  so  re- 
viewed as  a  matter  of  course. 

The  rapid  pace  of  events  would  itself 
require  a  reevaluation  at  this  time  to 
determine  the  appropriateness  of  the 
timing,  the  scope,  and  the  emphasis  of 
the  Mutual  Security  Program.  Without 
seeking  to  influence  such  a  review,  it  may 
be  helpful  to  the  new  administration  and 
the  Congress  to  indicate  what  appear  to 
me  to  bp  several  basic  considerations  to 
be  taken  into  account. 

We  know  that  the  men  now  in  the 
Kremlin  are  the  center  of  a  vast  con- 
spiracy whose  inexorable  purpose  is  to 
blot  out  human  freedoms  throughout  the 
world  because  those  who  direct  this  con- 
spiracy deny  the  worth  of  the  individual 
human  being  and  despise  the  concept  of 
human  dignity.  It  is  clear  that  the 
threat  directed  against  us  is  simultane- 
ously military,  economic,  political,  and 
psychological:  that  it  might  move  more 
aggressively  with  any  or  several  of  these 
weapons  in  any  number  of  places  at  any 
time:  and  that  a  prime  objective  of  cur- 
rent Soviet  strategy  is  to  split  the  free 
world  and  especially  to  destroy  the  unity 
of  the  western  alliance,  that  it  may  di- 
vide and  conquer. 

Clearly  we  cannot  undertake  to  do  all 
of  the  things  that  we  should  like  to  do  to 
meet  and  overcome  this  threat  every- 
where and  simultaneously.  In  the  end 
certain  choices  have  to  be  made — hard 
choices  based  on  the  best  judgment  we 
can  bring  to  bear— as  to  how  we  shall 


allocate  our  great  but  not  unlimited 
resources  between  use  at  home  and  use 
abroad,  between  use  in  various  areas 
of  the  world,  and  between  various 
types  of  programs  designed  primarily  to 
strengthen  our  defenses,  strengthen  the 
free-world  economies,  or  strengthen  the 
political  and  social  forces  that  are  work- 
ing generally  for  the  preservation  and 
extension  of  freedom. 

We  must  face  the  existence  of  a  major 
military  threat  and  the  consequent  eco- 
nomic burdens  of  rearmament  and  yet 
we  must  al.so  continue  to  strengthen  our 
economies  and  to  help  build  sound  politi- 
cal and  social  instiiutioiis  upon  which 
free  societies  rest;  we  must  honor  our 
military  commitments  in  the  Far  East 
and  recognize  the  mihtaiT  problems  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  and  yet  we  must 
also  preserve  in  our  pursuit  of  military 
security  in  the  North  Atlantic  area ;  we 
mu.st  be  prepared  to  cope  with  unpre- 
dictable crises  and  yet  we  must  design 
and  administer  our  programs  with  a 
view  to  the  long  pull  ahead. 

There  is  no  longer  any  re.spon.^ible  body 
of  opinion  in  the  United  States  that 
questions  the  rightness  of  the  concept  of 
mutual  security  in  the  free  world  nor 
of  the  need  for  American  leadership  and 
the  investment  of  American  resources  in 
this  common  enterprise.  The  questions 
that  ari.'e  concern  mainly  the  relation- 
ship of  the  Mutual  Security  Program  to 
our  over-all  political,  military,  and  eco- 
nomic policies;  the  maunitude  of  the 
program;  the  proper  balance  between 
military,  economic,  and  technical  as- 
sistance that  should  apply  within  the 
program:  the  proper  emphasis  of  effort 
by  geographic  area;  and  choices  involved 
between  the  relatively  short-term  results 
and  the  relatively  long-term  results  that 
we  are  seeking. 

There  are  three  asp>ects  of  these  diffi- 
cult problems  which  I  think  should  be 
given  particular  attention: 

1.  The  Mutual  Security  Program  must 
be  viewed  within  the  framework  of  for- 
eign and  national  security  policy  as  a 
whole  and  tailored  .so  as  to  provide  the 
maximum  support  to  that  policy.  This 
requires  a  grasp  of  complex  interrela- 
tionships. We  must  understand  that  the 
requirements  of  our  own  Armed  Forces 
have  to  be  related  to  the  requirements  of 
the  armed  forces  ef  our  friends  and 
allies,  based  upon  a  recognition  that  the 
security  of  the  United  States  depends 
upon  strong  military  defen.ses  beyond 
our  shores.  We  must  recognize  that  the 
need  for  assistance  has  to  be  tied  to 
achievement  of  stated  foreign  policy  ob- 
jectives—for example,  the  ability  of 
France  to  sustain  the  military  burden 
of  war  in  Indochina  directly  affects  her 
position  in  the  North  Atlantic  Alliance 
and  the  progress  of  the  European  De- 
fense Community.  We  must  realize  that 
the  development  of  strong  economic  and 
social  institutions  in  the  free  world  is 
dependent  upon  increased  productivity 
and  economic  growth  in  the  underdevel- 
oped areas.  In  particular,  we  must  ap- 
preciate the  relationship  between  our 
foreign  economic  policies  and  our  do- 
mestic economic  policies  which  are.  in 
fact,  so  closely  interrelated  as  to  be.  for 
most  practical  purposes,  inseparable. 
Fluctuations  in  the  general  level  of  busi- 
ness activity  in  this  country  can  have 


a  profound  impact  on  the  economies  of 
other  nations;  the  continued  expansion 
of  our  own  industrial  economy  depend."? 
directly  upon  increased  production 
abroad  of  c-sential  raw  materials;  the 
role  of  United  States  private  investment 
abroad  and  United  States  pubhc  loan 
policies  affect  the  ability  of  other  coun- 
tries to  develop  and  l>ecome  independ- 
ent of  United  States  aid;  our  tariff  poli- 
cies and  customs  procedures  have  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  Ihe  ability  of  other  na- 
tions to  earn  their  own  way  in  the  dollar 
markets.  All  these  factors  act  and  re- 
act on  each  other.  If  we  are  to  make 
the  greatest  possible  progress  and  the 
most  effective  u^e  of  our  resources,  all  of 
our  policies  and  program.s — foreign  and 
domestic — mu.st  be  internally  consLstent 
and  must  mutually  support  each  other. 

2.  Programs  to  help  build  collective 
strength  in  the  free  world  can  no  longer 
be  considered  as  emergency  measures, 
but  as  essential  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States  in  the  cold  war  struggle 
which  may  be  with  us  for  a  long  time. 
We  have  a  great  stake  in  maintaining 
strong  economies  and  strong  defertses 
among  the  nations  of  the  free  world  and 
for  .some  time  to  come  this  will  require 
af^sistance  en  the  part  of  the  United 
States.  As  for  the  underdeveloped  areas 
of  the  free  world,  economic  development 
and  technical  assistance  programs  are 
long-range  by  nature. 

The  time  has  come  to  stop  thlnkin-? 
about  mutual  defen.se  and  foreign  eco- 
nomic programs  as  stopgap  measures 
and  to  think  about  them  as  activities 
which  for  the  sake  of  our  own  security 
require  considerable  forward  planning. 
I  do  not  mean  to  suggest  that  grants 
from  this  Government  should  continue 
indefinitely.  But  so  long  as  there  is  need 
for  any  aid.  there  will  al.so  be  need  for 
careful  planning  on  a  longer  and  more 
consLstent  basis  than  has  been  provided 
by  our  traditional  process  of  annual  ap- 
propriations. We  must  work  out  meas- 
ures which  will  enable  longer  range 
planning  than  Ls  now  possible,  without 
impairing  the  proper  responsibilities  of 
the  Cong  res  for  appropriating  funds 
and  ovrr.seeing  their  expenditure. 

We  mu't  all  realize  that  the  Mutual 
Security  Program  is  a  joint  endeavor  re- 
quiring substantial  contributions  by  each 
and  every  partner,  because  the  program 
is  directed  at  objectives  in  which  all  par- 
ticipants have  a  large  common  interest. 
For  our  sake  and  for  our  partners'  sake, 
it  will  be  desirable  to  develop  a  longer 
range  approach  than  the  1-year  review 
and  renewal  of  our  programs  which  has 
been  the  practice  since  the  end  of  the 
Marshall  plan. 

3.  We  need  to  examine  anew  our  pro- 
gram.s  in  the  underdeveloped  areas.  It 
has  become  increasingly  clear  that  the 
steady  but  slow  contributions  from  tech- 
nical assistance  must  be  complemented, 
in  one  form  or  another,  by  capital  de- 
velopment. Funds  are  needed  to  help 
the  underdeveloped  countries  build  such 
key  facilities  as  dams,  power  plants,  and 
transport,  and  to  increase  the  produc- 
tion of  basic  commodities — raw  mate- 
rials and  food— which  are  essential  to 
the  achievement  of  an  expanding  free- 
world  economy,  including  our  own. 

There  are  .several  other  aspects  of  the 
Mutual  Security  Program  that  warrant 
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study  and  possible  adjustment.  For  ex- 
ample, we  need  to  find  methods  to  expe- 
dite delivery  of  end-item  military  equip- 
ment and  to  achieve  the  optimum  vol- 
ume of  offshore  procurement.  Natu- 
rally, the  essential  requirements  of 
Korea  and  other  active  combat  areas 
must  first  be  satisfied.  But,  beyond  this, 
in  allocating  military  equipment,  we 
must  hold  to  the  principle  that  those 
who  may  be  called  upon  to  flght  first 
should  be  adequately  equipped  first.  The 
armed  forces  of  our  allies  in  Europe  and 
in  critical  areas  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  are  manning  the  frontiers  of  free- 
dom. We  will  be  sacrificing  a  substan- 
tial measure  of  our  own  security  if  we 
do  not  see  to  It  that  these  forces  are 
speedily  and  adequately  equipped. 

With  respect  to  offshore  procurement, 
we  need  to  recognize  that  the  develop- 
ment of  a  production  base  abroad  is  es- 
sential if  the  free  world  is  to  have  the 
necessary  equipment  and  supplies  should 
war  come  and  if  our  friends  and  allies 
are  to  be  in  ii  position  ultimately  to 
a.ssume  responsibility  for  their  own  de- 
fense. Mutual  security  funds  must  be 
so  directed  as  to  assure  achievement  of 
this  basic  security  objective. 

We  need  to  keep  constantly  in  mind 
the  crucial  fact  that  the  end  objective  of 
mutual  security  arrangements  Is  the 
preservation  and  strengthening  of  free- 
world  unity.  The  essential  unity  of  aims 
and  major  policies  of  the  western  alliance 
is  so  steadfast  that  we  can  afford  to  dis- 
agree over  details  and  methods.  This, 
in  fact,  is  the  basic  strength  of  a  demo- 
cratic relationship — that  we  each  have 
views  and  express  them — and  then  work 
out  our  differences.  But  we  must  be 
forever  alert  to  the  certain  efforts  that 
will  be  made  by  the  Kremlin  to  seize 
these  differences  and  exploit  them  as 
Issues,  to  convince  our  friends  and  allies 
that  they  have  lost  their  independence 
and  that  the  United  States  is  using  the 
lever  of  "aid"  to  coerce  its  allies  into  fol- 
lowing policies  and  programs  unilater- 
ally laid  down  in  Washington.  The 
donor-recipient  relationship — the  sug- 
gestion of  charity — implicit  in  the  term 
"foreign  aid"  is  psychologically  un- 
healthy. It  is  well  known  that  this  has 
caused  increasing  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
some  of  our  allies.  We  may  regard  this 
as  a  welcome  sign  of  independence  and 
vitality  on  the  part  of  people  who  rightly 
resent  any  suggestion  of  United  States 
dominance  over  their  own  affairs.  The 
term  "foreign  aid"  is  obsolete,  unsound 
and  unworthy  as  a  conceptual  basis  for 
the  great  ventures  in  International  part-  • 
nershlp  upon  which  we  are  engaged.  As 
partners  in  a  free  association  of  inde- 
pendent nations  we  have  grown  in 
strength  and  unity.  As  such — but  only 
as  such — can  we  find  together  still 
greater  strength  and  greater  unity. 

It  has  been  our  conscious  purpose  to 
maintain  a  high  degree  of  flexibility  in 
the  Mutual  Security  Program.  Such 
flexibility  implies  the  need  for  continu- 
ing review  and  reevaluation  by  both  the 
Congress  and  the  executive  branch.  I 
am  pleased  and  proud  that  as  I  leave 
ofiQce  the  Mutual  Security  Program  is  a 
going  concern  with  a  record  of  splendid 
accomplishment.  The  great  forward 
strides  toward  collective  defense,  toward 


economic  progress,  and  toward  free 
world  unity  that  have  taken  place  imder 
the  Mutual  Security  program  will  stand 
out  as  dramatic  and  historic  accomplish- 
ments in  the  twentieth  century  struggle 
for  peace  and  decency  for  mankind. 
Harry  8.  Truman. 
Thk  White  House,  January  16. 1953. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  from  commit- 
tee, which  was  read : 

Jakuart  16,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  Mabtin,  Jr., 

Speaker  of  th.e  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C, 
Dear  Mk.  Spcakis:   i  respectfully  submit 
my  resignation  as  a  member  of  the  standing 
Committee  of  the  Hoiise  of  Representatives 
on  House  Administration. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Oeokge  H.  Scheheb. 

The  SPEABZER.     Without  objection, 
the  resignation  will  be  accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 


UNITED  STATES  CIVIL  SERVICE 
COMMISSION  —  MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States' 

I  am  transmitting  herewith  the  Sixty- 
ninth  Annual  Report  of  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission.  This 
report  covers  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  16. 1952. 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES — (H,  DOC. 
NO.  64) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  and 
ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  507.  Eighty-first  Congress,  I  trans- 
mit herewith  the  Second  Annual  Report 
of  the  National  Science  Foundation. 
Habry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  January  16, 1953. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

Then  was  no  objection. 


REPUBLICAN    COMMITTEE 
ASSIGNMENTS 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take 
this  time  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
announcement  to  our  side  that  we  are 
calling  a  conference  of  all  the  Repub- 
lican Members  to  meet  here  in  the 
Chamber  at  10  o'clock  next  Monday 
morning,  with  the  view  of  presenting 
there  to  the  Republican  Members  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  on 
Committees  for  committee  assignments. 
Those  committee  assignments  as  recom- 
mended by  the  committee  will  be  made 
public  today.  The  action  of  the  confer- 
ence, of  course,  will  be  the  final  action 
on  them,  it  being  our  purpose  then  to 
present  the  Republican  assignments  on 
committees  to  the  House  for  action  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 


THE  FEDERAL  SALES  TAX  ON  IN- 
EXPENSIVE HAJJDBAGS,  TOILET 
PREPARATIONS,  AND  ELECTRIC- 
LIGHT  BULBS  SHOULD  BE  RE- 
PEALED 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  tax  re- 
ductions are  on  everyone's  mind.  One- 
third  of  the  average  person's  income 
today  is  consumed  by  direct  taxation  on 
the  Federal,  State,  and  local  levels.  In- 
direct taxes  and  excise  taxes  add  to  this 
tax  burden.  It  is  the  consensus  that 
something  must  be  done  to  relieve  our 
citizens  of  this  back-breaking  burden  be- 
fore we  reach  the  point  of  diminishing 
returns  and  stultify  ambition  and  thrift. 

Before  we  talk  about  general  tax  re- 
ductions, however,  careful  study  should 
be  made  of  some  of  our  present  laws  to 
see  whether  first  priority  should  not  be 
accorded  to  rectifying  unfair  and  dis- 
criminatory provisions  in  existing  tax 
laws.  I  refer  specifically  to  certain  Fed- 
eral sales  taxes,  euphemistically  desig- 
nated excise  taxes. 

To  illustrate,  in  levjring  the  Federal 
sales  taxes,  we  have  discriminated 
against  American  womanhood.  I  say  it 
is  time  to  give  women  the  break  they 
deserve. 

These  taxes  have  hit  hard  the  wom- 
en's pocketbooks  theoretically  and  liter- 
ally. The  taxes  on  women's  purses  are 
topped  only  by  those  on  cosmetics.  And 
who  can  dispute  that  cosmetics  for  our 
attractive  American  womm  today  are 
necessities? 

How  anyone  can  imagine  tliat  a  wom- 
an's purse  is  a  luxury  is  something  I 
cannot  understand.  There  are  13  pock- 
ets in  the  man's  aTermge  suit^  It  seems 
Just  as  sensible  to  tax  these  pockets^ 
Tber  serve  tbe  same  purpose.   Yet  wbmk 
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a  howl  would  arise,  were  we  to  equalize 
the  burden  thrown  on  the  women  by 
adding  a  Federal  sales  tax  to  men's  suits 
as  a  luxury  tax  on  pockets.  The  tax 
on  women's  purses  costing  less  than  $15, 
and  on  toilet  preparations  should  be  ter- 
minated. 

The  removal  of  this  20-percent  sales 
tax  certainly  would  not  break  the  Gov- 
ernment but  to  the  individual  woman  in 
modest  circumstances,  this  extra  cost  is 
a  distinct  hardship.  It  hits  hardest 
those  who  can  least  afford  to  pay. 

There  is  a  very  serious  question 
whether,  even  from  a  dollar-and-cents 
standpoint,  this  tax  adds  1  cent  more 
to  the  Federal  Treasury  than  it  would 
gain  in  increased  sales  if  the  excise  tax 
on  purses  and  cosmetics  were  removed. 
Therefoi-e,  I  am  today  reintroducing  a 
bill  to  terminate  these  sales  taxes  on 
inexpensive  handbags,  toilet  prepara- 
tions, and  on  another  household  neces- 
sity, electric-light  bulbs. 

We  are  justly  proud  of  the  appear- 
ance of  our  American  women.  I  see  no 
sense  in  penalizing  them  and  discrim- 
inating against  them.  Let  them  have 
their  less-expensive  handbags  tax  free, 
although  txieir  contents  still  confuse  me. 
Let  them  gild  the  lily  by  permitting 
them  to  buy  their  cosmetics  without 
these  sales  taxes  which  add  20  percent 
to  the  cost  of  their  loveliness. 

To  indicate  that  I  am  not  alone  in 
my  opinion  of  this  discriminatory  tax, 
I  insert  in  the  Recced  the  following  edi- 
torial from  the  Brighton -Pittsford  Post 
entitled  "Why  Not  Tax  Men's  Pockets. 
They  Tax  Women's  Carrying  Rights": 

Wht  Not  Tax  Men's  Pocktts,  They  Tax 
Women's  Carbyino  Rights 

The  place  where  the  Federal  Government 
bita  the  ladles  worst.  Is  right  in  the  pocket- 
book. 

Every  time  milady  buys  a  handbag  of 
leather,  she  must  hand  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment 30  percent  for  the  privilege  of  carry- 
ing her  vital  necessities. 

Here  la  one  place  where  laws  made  by  men 
have  little  understanding  of  the  little  lady's 
needs. 

Where  In  the  world  can  a  lady  put  all  her 
change,  keys,  notebooks,  pencils,  pens,  lip- 
stick, and  comb.  If  she  doesnt  have  a  hand- 
bag to  put  them  In? 

Pockets  are  a  man's  luggage  compart- 
ments, and  In  profusion  and  In  every  nook 
and  cranny  about  his  person  are  pockets  so 
lavishly  built  In,  as  to  make  the  misplacing 
of  any  little  Item,  a  matter  of  utter  confu- 
sion and  an  FBI  Intensive  search  before  the 
lost  article  Is  brought  to  light. 

Did  any  Federal  lawmaker  ever  suggest 
putting  a  tax  on  men's  pockets?  At  a  mod- 
est tax  per  pocket,  the  Federal  Government 
could  clean  up. 

But  taking  advantage  of  a  poor  woman 
who  never  had  a  pocket  beyond  decorative 
design  In  all  her  clothes  all  her  life,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  taxes  her  right  to  carry  her 
belongings  about  with  her  with  a  nice  fat  tax 
wallop  right  In  her  pocketbook.  Before  she 
even  starts  doing  business  with  the  mer- 
chant, before  she  can  step  out  on  the  street 
casually  dresaed  for  morning  shopping,  she 
first  pays  tribute  to  Uncle  Sam  for  carrying 
a  stout  leather  handbag  with  her. 

At  least,  if  only  for  chivalry,  for  courtesy, 
by  the  same  token  which  bids  a  man  to  lift 
his  hat  when  he  meets  a  lady  on  the  street, 
the  legislators  In  Washington  should  try  to 
give  the  ladles  a  lift  for  1953  by  so  readjust- 
ing this  -ao  percent  tax.  as  to  maJce  certain 
price  limit  bags  tax-exempt,  and  others 
graduated.  If  taxed  at  all. 


EFFICIENCY  OP  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
AGENCIES 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  mii.ute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  dis- 
aster strikes  without  warning.  Yes- 
terday two  tragic  happenings  marred 
the  pre-inaugural  celebration  here  in 
Washington.  A  runaway  train  crashed 
into  the  Union  Station,  injuring 
more  than  two  score  people  and  a  fire 
and  explosion  in  the  northeast  section 
of  the  city  yesterday  injured  an  addi- 
tional 40  persons,  including  the  Chief 
of  the  Washington  Fire  Department, 
Millard  Sutton,  who  is  in  critical  condi- 
tion at  Casualty  Hospital. 

Of  particular  significance  was  the  im- 
mediate and  effective  work  of  policemen, 
firemen  and  resuce  workers,  nurses,  doc- 
tors, and  emergency  agencies.  There 
was  no  panic  in  any  case,  and  the  con- 
duct of  all  concerned  is  a  credit  to  pre- 
vious training  and  calm  judgment. 

Public  safety  agencies  are  efficient  only 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  prepared  to 
meet  the  totally  unexpected  disasters  and 
the  urgent  requirements  of  emergency. 
In  this  regard  the  public  safety  forces 
of  Washington  measured  up  yesterday 
to  a  standard  of  which  any  city  in  the 
land  might  well  be  proud. 

All  are  deserving  of  a  well  done  from 
the  Congress,  and  it  is  the  sincere  hope 
of  all  of  us  that  the  injured  will  soon 
be  returned  to  full  health. 


FARM  PROGRAM 


AMENDMENT  TO  RECLAMATION  ACT 
OP  1939 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
lor  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  wa5  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
today  introduced  a  bill  to  curb  the  arbi- 
trary and  undemocratic  method  used  by 
the  Secretaiy  of  the  Interior  in  the  au- 
thorization of  public  works  projects. 
Under  the  present  law  the  Secretary  can 
make  a  report  of  engineering  feasibility 
and  authorize  the  project,  thereby  by- 
passing the  regular  committees  of  Con- 
gress. 

My  bill  will  require  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  in  addition  to  the  finding  of 
engineering  feasibility,  to  report  a  break- 
down of  cos',  and  u.ses  to  be  derived  from 
the  project.  His  findings  would  not  be 
effective  until  the  Secretary  has  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  such  report  with 
the  comments  of  the  President  and  the 
affected  State  or  States,  and  the  Con- 
gress shall  have  approved  such  report. 

This  bill  will  give  flexibility  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  at  the  same 
time  protecting  the  interests  of  the  areas 
affected  and  retain  to  the  Congress  its 
legislative  prerogatives. 


Mr.  LOVRK  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LOVRE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to- 
day introduced  two  bills — companions  to 
like  bills  introduced  in  the  Senate  today 
by  Senator  Young,  of  North  Dakota. 
Both  are  agricultural  bills  and  both  set 
forth  the  views  expressed  by  President- 
elect Eisenhower  at  Kasson.  Minn.,  and 
at  Brookings,  in  my  home  State  of  South 
Dakota,  last  fall  during  the  campaign. 

Declining  farm  prices  and  increasing 
operating  costs  pre.sent  one  of  the  most 
serious  domestic  problems  facing  this 
Congress.  In  my  State  of  South  Dakota. 
according  to  the  State  Federal  Crop  and 
Livestock  Reporting  Service,  farm  prices 
dropped  6  percent  between  November  15 
and  December  15,  last.  Commodity 
prices  were  below  a  month  ago  by  the 
following  amounts:  Cattle  $2.90  a  hun- 
dredweight, hogs  50  cents  a  hundred- 
weight, and  lambs  90  cents  a  hundred- 
weight, butterfat  3  cents  a  pound,  eggs 
6  cents  per  dozen,  and  rye  5  cents  a 
bushel.  The  farmers'  .share  of  the  con- 
.sumer  dollar  is  the  lowest  since  the  war. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  farmers'  oper- 
ating costs  are  the  highest  in  history, 
with  no  relief  in  sipht.  This,  then,  is 
the  agricultural  picture  as  we  shift  from 
Democratic  to  Republican  administra- 
tion. It  is  up  to  the  Republican  admin- 
istration to  stop  this  disastrous  trend 
before  it  is  too  late.  With  that  thought 
in  mind,  I  have  introduced  these  two  bill's 
which  will  act  as  a  check  on  the  tailsplii 
we  now  find  agriculture  in. 

One  of  the  bills  that  I  have  Introduced. 
Mr.  Speaker,  would  extend  the  life  of 
the  present  90-percent  support  program 
through  the  years  1955,  1956.  and  1957. 
The  present  90 -percent  support  program 
expires  in  1954.  By  extending  the  life 
of  this  program  for  three  additional 
years,  we  will  assure  the  farmers  of  this 
country  that  we  will  not  let  them  down. 
In  the  meantime,  we  .should  bend  every 
effort  to  find  a  program  that  will  give 
our  farmers  full  100  percent  of  parity 
which  they  are  justly  entitled  to.  Mr. 
Speaker,  thi.s  exten.sion  of  the  present  90- 
percent  support  program  is  absolutely 
necessary  because  farmers  do  not  operate 
on  a  year-to-year  basis,  but  the  farmer 
operates  in  the  future  in  much  the  same 
manner  that  the  manufacturer  or  proc- 
e.ssor  does.  The  only  protection  for  the 
farmer  in  this  planning  ahead  is  a  pro- 
gram of  long  duration. 

At  Kasson,  Minn.,  President-elect 
Eisenhower  said  in  substance  that  oats. 
barley,  rye.  and  soybeans  should  be 
given  the  same  protection  that  is  avail- 
able to  the  major  cash  crops.  The  sec- 
ond bill  I  have  introduced  would  accom- 
plish just  that.  It  would  extend  the 
90-percent  support  program  to  oats,  bar- 
ley, rye,  soybeans,  and  grain  sorghums. 
In  all  fairness,  producers  of  oats,  barley, 
rye.  soybea^s^and  grain  sorghums  should 
be  given  the  same  protection,  as  Presi- 
dent-el^ct  Eisenhower  said,  as  is  given 
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imder  the  present  law  to  com.  wheat, 
cotton,  tobacco,  i>eanuts.  and  rice. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  House  Agri- 
culture Conunit-ee,  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  will  givj  early  consideration  to 
both  of  these  bilLs  which  are  so  important 
to  the  welfare,  rot  only  of  our  farmers, 
but  the  country  :is  a  whole. 


SPECIAL  C>RDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day  and  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


THE  NARCOTICS  SITUATION 

Mr.  McVEY.  I-Ir.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McVEry.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  in- 
troduced a  bill  which  would  increase  the 
penalties  for  violation  of  certain  nar- 
cotic laws.  One  can  scarcely  pick  up  a 
newspaper  today  that  does  not  give  an 
account  of  one  or  more  arrests  of  indi- 
viduals who  are  UaflBicking  in  narcotics 
of  some  nature. 

It  seems  certain  that  laws  already  en- 
acted do  not  offer  a  sufBcient  deterrent 
to  those,  with  plunder  in  their  hearts, 
who  would  degra<le  the  morals  and  un- 
dermine the  healih  of  our  people.  Be- 
fore coming  to  the  Congress  I  spent 
many  years  in  thu  field  of  education  on 
both  the  high-scliool  and  college  level, 
and  I  look  with  fcorror  upon  the  devas- 
tating effect  of  narcotic  drugs  upon  the 
young  people  of  our  country,  not  to  men- 
tion the  all  too  frequent  examples  set  by 
their  elders. 

It  is  my  hope  that  something  will  be 
done  in  this  session  of  the  Congress  to 
remedy  a  situation  which  has  reached 
alarming  proix>r'.ions  in  many  sections 
of  the  Nation. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
legislative  busin<!ss  of  the  day  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


was  his  certain  death,  and  also  I  want 
to  commend  the  behavior  of  all  the  per- 
sons cormected  with  the  accident.  I  am 
asking  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  to  make  an  investi- 
gation immediately.  During  World  War 
n  I  was  in  an  accident  at  the  Baltimore 
Tunnel.  My  arm  was  cut.  Shortly  aft- 
erward, I  was  in  a  stateroom  and  the 
shade  came  down  and  shattered  all  over 
me.  Fortunately,  I  sustained  only  mi- 
nor cuts. 

We  have  had  too  many  railroad  ac- 
cidents such  as  the  ones  on  the  Long 
Island  railroads  in  New  York  and  on 
the  troop  trains  in  the  South.  These 
accidents  are  too  frequent.  A  complete 
and  exhaustive  investigation  should  be 
made.  It  is  a  horrible  thing  to  have  de- 
fective machinery  in  our  transportation 
systems. 

The  resolution  Is  as  follows; 

Hotise  Resolution  94 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  acting  as  a 
whole  or  by  subcommittee.  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  conduct  a  full  and  complete  In- 
vestigation and  study  of  the  raUroad  acci- 
dent which  occxirred  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia on  January  15.  1953,  when  a  run- 
away locomotive  and  train  crashed  Into  the 
concourse  of  the  Union  Station,  giving  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  causes  of  such  acci- 
dent and  the  possibility  that  sabotage,  or 
other  damage  maliciously  or  Intentionally  In- 
flicted upon  the  oj)eratlng  mechanism  of  the 
train,  was  Involved. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  If  the  House 
Is  not  In  session)  not  later  than  30  days 
after  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  this  resolu- 
tion, the  results  of  Its  Investigation  and 
study,  together  with  such  recommendations 
as  It  deems  advisable. 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  resolu- 
tion the  committee  or  subcommittee  Is  au- 
thorized to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within  the 
United  States,  whether  the  House  Is  In  ses- 
sion, has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  hold 
such  hearings,  and  to  reqvilre,  by  subpena  or 
otherwise,  the  attendance  and  testimony  of 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such 
books,  records,  correspondence,  memoranda 
papers,  and  documents  as  It  deems  necessary. 
Supenas  may  be  Issued  under  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  any 
member  of  the  committee  designated  by  him, 
and  may  be  served  by  any  person  designated 
by  such  chairman  or  member. 


ACCIDENTS  SHQULD  BE  INVESTI- 
QATED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  in- 
clude a  resolution. 

The  SPEAKE]^.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERiS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  Washington  was  shocked  by 
the  runaway  tniln  accident,  the  Federal 
Express  from  Boston,  which  came  into 
Union  Station  on  yesterday.  I  would 
.  like  to  commend  the  engineer  for  riding 
to  what  he  must  have  known  or  thought 


ACCIDENT   INVESTIGATION   AND   A 

PROCEDURAL      INNOVATION      BY 

COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND 

FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
can  readily  realize  the  concern  that  is 
felt  by  each  Member  of  this  body  with 
respect  to  the  catastrophe  of  yesterday 
to  which  reference  has  just  been  made. 
I  refer  to  what  happened  at  the  railway 
terminal  in  Washington,  the  subject 
matter  of  which  comes  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  I  wish  to  assure 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts, 
and  all  other  Members,  that  the  Com- 


mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce is  aware  of  the  accident,  and  as 
soon  as  the  committee  is  appointed,  this 
matter  will  be  given  consideration  by 
that  committee. 

I  also  wish  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  what  might  seem  to  be  an 
innovation  with  respect  to  a  committee 
procedural  matter.  I  am  certain  it  will 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  entire 
membership.  I  shall  speak  for  only  a 
moment  at  this  time  about  the  contem- 
plated program  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

I  realize  that  it  is  a  little  early  to  do  so, 
since  the  committee  has  not  yet  been 
formally  organized,  but  I  wish  now  to 
indicate  some  of  the  plans  so  that  the 
Members  of  the  House  may  be  informed, 
and  so  that  the  various  agencies  con- 
cerned may  give  their  attention  to  it 
during  the  interim  until  the  Committee 
conunences  to  function. 

First.  The  Members  of  the  House  who 
Introduce  bills  which  are  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  for  consideration  will  be  in- 
vited to  appear  before  the  full  committee 
to  outline  and  to  discuss  the  reasons  for 
the  proposed  legislation.  I  earnestly 
hope  that  each  Member  will  avail  him- 
self of  this  opportunity  to  appear  before 
the  committee  on  the  measures  which  he 
sponsors. 

For  this  purpose  a  day  will  be  set  aside 
each  week  to  hear  the  sponsors  of  legis- 
lation introduced  during  the  preceding: 
week  and  referred  to  the  committee. 
This  will  give  an  opportunity  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  have  a  quick  and 
preliminary  hearing  on  their  bills.  It 
will  enable  the  committee  to  judge  the 
importance  of  the  legislation  and  there- 
by assist  the  committee  in  determining 
the  relative  importance  of  the  proposed 
legislation  and  its  proper  place  on  the 
calendar  for  full  hearing.  Thus  the 
committee  members  will  have  full 
knowledge  of  all  pending  legislation  be- 
fore the  committee. 

On  each  of  said  designated  days  In  ad- 
dition to  hearing  the  sponsors  of  legis- 
lation, the  committee  will  also  be  glad 
to  hear  from  any  member  as  to  any  sub- 
ject which  they  may  feel  should  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  commit- 
tee for  examination  and  investigation.  I 
am  most  hopeful  that  the  Members  of 
the  House  will  feel  constrained  to  take 
advantage  of  this  invitation.  It  is  our 
desire  that  every  Member  shall  feel  the 
utmost  freedom  in  bringing  to  our  atten- 
tion in  this  informal  manner  from  time 
to  time  such  general  subjects  falling 
within  the  committee  jurisdiction  which 
it  is  believed  the  committee  should  look 
into  and  consider.  I  am  very  desirous 
that  the  conunittee  prove  to  be  the  help- 
ful and  useful  agent  of  the  House  in  car- 
rying out  the  purposes  for  which  you 
have  created  it. 

Secondly,  the  various  agencies  falling 
within  the  committee's  jiu-isdiction  un- 
der the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946  and  the  rules  of  the  House,  will 
t9  requested  to  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee and  review  with  us  their  work 
and  the  operation  of  the  statutes  which 
they  administer.  This  will  serve  the 
purpose  both  of  acquainting  the  new 
members  on  the  committee  with   the 
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scope  and  composition  of  the  agencies, 
and  of  providing  opportunity  for  the 
committee  again  to  be  brought  up  to 
date  on  what  these  agencies  are  doing. 

This  review  of  each  agency  will  en- 
compass: <a)  its  jurisdiction;  (b)  its 
organization;  (c)  its  administrative  ix)!- 
icies:  and  (d)  such  changes,  additions, 
or  modifications  in  these  which  their  ad- 
ministrative experience  may  suggest. 

Thirdly,  the  various  persons  and  in- 
dustries affected  by  such  legislation  and 
.subject  to  the  administrative  procedures 
of  these  agencies  will  be  invited  to  dis- 
cuss with  us  their  opinions  as  to  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  administration  and  to 
suggest  any  changes  which  their  experi- 
ence during  the  years  indicate  now  may 
be  desirable  in  the  public  interest. 

In  connection  with  this  review  with 
the  agencies  and  with  affected  persons, 
I  am  conct.rned  primarily  witli  funda- 
mental issues  and  policies  and  not  with 
small  or  inconsequential  procedural  de- 
tails, unless  such  have  an  over-all  ad- 
verse effect  on  the  work  of  the  agency. 

A  number  of  years  have  passed  since 
most  of  the  legislation  was  enacted  and 
the  agencies  established.  It  seems  most 
appropriate,  therefore,  now  to  review 
them  in  the  light  of  the  accumulated 
experience  of  these  years,  to  reexamine 
the  basic  purposes  underlying  the  stat- 
utes, the  reasons  prompting  the  original 
enactment,  their  continuing  application 
and  desirability,  the  changes  which  time 
may  have  shown  appropriately  should  be 
made  or  new  legislation  required,  all 
from  the  viewpoint  of  most  fully  and 
effectively  meeting  the  public  interest. 

Some  of  the  subject  matters  under 
the  committee's  jurisdiction  which  will 
be  taken  up  under  the  program  I  have 
described  are: 

•OVXBNMENT     AGENCIES     ADICINISTEXING     LAWS 
UCSULTING  rsoiC  BILLS  WITHIN  THS  JUBISDIC- 

noN  or  THIS  coMMirrxs 

First.  Department  of  Commerce: 
(a)  Bureau  of  Standards. 
<b)  Ciwil  Aeronautics  Administration, 
(O  Weather  Bureau. 

(d)  Inland  Waterways  Corporation. 
Second.  Department  of  the  Interior : 

(a)  Oil  and  Gas  Division. 
<b)  Oil  interstate  compacts. 

Third.  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission. 

Fourth.  Federal  Power  Commission. 
Fifth.  Federal  Security  Agency: 
«a)   Public  Health  Service. 

(b)  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
'O  Social  Security  Board — in  connec- 
tion with  Railroad  Retirement  funds. 

Sixth.  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
Seventh.  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission : 

<a)  Railroads  generally. 
<b)    Motor  carriers. 

(c)  Freight  forwarders. 

<d)   Certain  inland  water  carriers. 

(e)  Standard  time  regulations. 

(f)  Petroleum  pipelines. 

Eighth.  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

Ninth.  National  Mediation  Board— re 
railroad  labor. 

Tenth.  Petroleum. 

Eleventh.  National  Science  Founda- 
tion. 

Twelfth.  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Thirteenth.  War  Claims  Commis.sion. 


F\)urteenth.  Department  of  Justice: 
OfHce  of  Alien  Property. 

Fifteenth.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah  asked  and  was 
Riven  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  today,  following  the  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


VIRGINIA  APPLE  CIDER  VINEGAR 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  a.sk  unanimou.s  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Sp>eaker,  at  the  last  session,  the  Congress 
enacted  an  amendment  to  the  Defense 
Production  Act  providing  that  no  price 
ceiling  should  be  placed  on  any  fruit  or 
vegetable  in  fresh  or  processed  form. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  ruling  of  OPS 
that  vinegar  made  from  Virginia  apples 
is  not  fruit  in  processed  form.  I  do  not 
want  to  elaborate  on  the  opinion,  but 
it  states  that  the  vinegar  is  an  alcoholic 
beverage.  Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  notice 
that  our  Republican  friends  have  re- 
ceived a  great  deal  of  publicity  lately 
relative  to  the  sale  of  alcoholic  beverages 
in  the  new  and  fancy  clubhouse  of  theirs 
here  on  the  Hill,  and  I  rise  to  suggest 
that  they  will  get  along  better  if  they 
drink  Virginia  vinegar  instead  of  any 
other  form  of  alcoholic  beverage.  Some 
of  my  friends  amongst  the  Republican 
leadership,  judging  from  the  expressions 
on  some  of  their  faces,  must  have  been 
drinking  vinegar  as  a  beverage  for  a 
long  time.  But  I  recommend  to  them 
that  in  that  new  and  fancy  clubhouse, 
when  the  waiter  a.sks:  ■What'll  you 
have?",  they  say:  "Make  mine  Virginia 
vinegar,  the  finest  cocktail  ever  served, 
according  to  the  OPS." 


TIDELANDS 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request,  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  arise  to 
voice  my  most  emphatic  objection  to  the 
action  of  the  President  in  attempting 
again  fraudulently  to  deprive  the  peo- 
ple of  Texas  of  their  rights  and  true 
title  to  the  so-called  tidelands.  This, 
unfortunately,  is  simply  another  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  Socialists  in 
the  administration  to  find  some  way 
whereby  they  can  perpetuate  the  injus- 
tice which  the  American  people  clearly 
voted  in  the  last  election  to  correct. 
They  are  now  attempting  by  this  ille- 
gal method  to  do  that  which  they  can- 
not get  the  Congress  to  do,  and  they 
strike  me  as  a  bunch  of  thieves  who  have 
been  caught  in  the  act  and  are  now 
trying  to  find  a  legal  hole  in  which  they 
can  hide  the  swag. 


THE   PRESIDENT'S    FAREWELL   AD- 
DRESS TO  THE  NATION 

Mr.    McCORMACK.     Mr.    Speaker,   I 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  the  text  of  President 
Truman's  television  and  radio  address  of 
Thursday.  January  15,  1953. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mas.sachu.setts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  am  happy  t<i  have  this  opportunity  to 
talk  to  you  once  more  before  I  leave  the 
White  House. 

Next  Tue.sdav.  General  Elsenhower  will  be 
InauKurated  a«  President  ot  the  United 
States.  A  short  time  after  the  new  President 
takes  hl.s  oath  of  ufUce,  I  will  once  again  be 
;i   plain,   private  citizen   of    this   Republic. 

That  is  as  It  should  be.  InnUKuratlon  Day 
win  be  a  great  demonstration  of  our  demo- 
cratic pri)ces«.  I  am  glad  to  be  a  part  of 
it-  glad  to  wish  General  Elsenhower  all  ptos- 
slble  success,  as  he  begins  his  term — glad  the 
whole  world  will  have  a  chance  to  see  how 
simply  and  how  peacefully  our  American 
system  transfers  the  vast  power  of  the  Presi- 
dency from  my  hands  to  his.  It  Is  a  good  ob- 
ject lesson  In  democracy.  I  am  proud  of  It. 
I  know  you  are,  too. 

During  the  last  2  months.  I  have  done  my 
best  ti)  make  this  transfer  an  orderly  one. 
I  have  talked  with  my  successor  on  the 
affairs  of  the  country,  both  foreign  and  do- 
mestic, and  my  Cabinet  officers  have  tulked 
with  their  successors.  I  want  to  say  that 
General  Elsenhower  and  his  associates  have 
cix)perated  fully  In  this  effort.  Such  an 
f>rderly  transfer  fr(5m  one  party  to  another 
has  never  taken  place  before  In  our  history. 
I  think  a  real  precedent  has  been  set. 

In  speaking  to  you  tonight,  I  have  no  new 
revelations  to  make — no  political  state- 
ments—no policy  announcements.  There 
are  simply  a  few  things  In  my  heart  I  want 
to  say  to  you.  I  want  to  say  good-by  and 
thanks  for  your  help.  And  I  want  to  talk 
with  you  a  little  about  what  has  happened 
since  I  became  your  President. 

I  am  speaking  to  you  from  the  room  where 
I  have  worked  since  April  1945.  This  Is  the 
Presidents  office  In  the  west  wing  of  the 
White  House.  And  this  Is  the  desk  where  I 
have  signed  most  of  the  papers  that  em- 
bodied the  decisions  I  have  made  as  Presi- 
dent. It  has  been  the  desk  for  many  Presi- 
dents, and  will  be  the  desk  of  many  more. 

Since  I  became  President,  I  have  been  to 
Europe,  Mexico.  Canada.  Brazil,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands— Wake  Island  and 
Hawaii.  I  have  visited  almost  every  State  In 
the  Union  I  ha\e  traveled  135.000  miles  by 
air,  77.0<X)  by  rail,  and  17.000  by  ship.  But 
the  mall  always  followed  me,  and  wherever 
I  happened  to  be.  that  s  where  the  office  of 
the  President  was. 

"CANT    PASS    THE    BUCK" 

The  greatest  part  of  the  President's  Job  Is 
to  make  declslonji— big  ones  and  small  ones, 
dozens  of  them  alnujsl  every  day.  Tlie  papers 
may  circulate  around  the  Government  for  a 
while  but  they  finally  reach  this  desk.  And 
then  there's  no  place  else  for  them  to  go. 
The  President  -whoever  he  Is — has  to  decide. 
He  cant  pass  the  buck  Ui  anybody.  No  one 
else  can  do  the  deciding  for  him.  That's 
his  Job. 

That's  what  I've  been  doing  here  in  this 
room,  for  almost  eight  years  now.  And  over 
In  the  m.-ilu  part  of  the  White  House,  there's 
a  study  on  the  second  fltxir— a  room  much 
like  this  one— where  I  have  worked  at  night 
and  early  In  the  morning  on  the  papers  I 
couldn't  get  to  at  the  office. 

Of  course,  for  more  than  three  years.  Mrs. 
Truman  and  I  were  not  living  In  the  White 
House.  We  were  across  the  street  In  the 
Blair  House.  That  wa.s  when  the  White 
House  almost  fell  down  on  us  and  had  to  be 
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rebuilt.  I  had  a  study  over  at  the  Blair 
House,  too,  but  ll\  Ing  In  the  Blair  House  was 
not  as  convenient  as  living  In  the  White 
House. 

The  Secret  Ser-^ice  wouldn't  let  me  walk 
across  the  street,  so  I  had  td  get  In  a  car  every 
morning  to  cross  the  street  to  the  White 
House  office,  again  at  noon  to  go  to  the  Blair 
House  for  lunch,  again  to  go  back  to  the  office 
after  lunch,  and  flaally  take  an  automobile  at 
night  to  return  tc  the  Blair  House.  Fantas- 
tic, Isn't  It?  But  necessary,  so  my  guards 
thought — and  they  are  the  bosses  on  such 
matters  as  that. 

Now.  of  course,  we're  back  in  the  White 
House.  It  Is  In  very  good  condition,  and 
General  Elsenhowi-r  will  be  able  to  take  up 
his  residence  In  the  house  and  work  right 
here  That  will  be  much  more  convenient 
for  ^Im,  and  I'm  very  glad  the  renovation 
Job  was  all  completed  before  his  term  began. 

Your  new  Presld«'nt  Is  taking  office  In  quite 
different  circumstances  than  when  I  became 
President  eight  years  ago.  On  April  12.  1945. 
I  had  been  presldl  ag  over  the  Senate  In  my 
capacity  as  Vice  President.  When  the  Senate 
recessed  about  5  o  clock  In  the  afternoon,  I 
walked  over  to  thi-  office  of  the  Speaker  of 
the  House.  Mr.  Raybu«n,  to  discuss  pending 
legislation. 

As  soon  as  I  arrived  I  was  told  that  Mr. 
Early,  one  of  Presldjnt  Roosevelt's  secretaries, 
wanted  me  to  call.  I  reached  Mr.  Early,  and 
he  told  me  to  come  to  the  White  House  as 
quickly  as  possible,  to  enter  by  way  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  entrance,  and  come  to 
Mrs    Roosevelt's  study. 

When  I  arrived.  J^Irs.  Roosevelt  told  me  the 
tragic  news,  and  I  felt  the  shock  that  all  of 
you  felt  a  little  la  er — when  the  word  came 
over  the  radio  and  appeared  In  the  news- 
papers. President  Roosevelt  had  died.  I 
offered  to  do  anyth.ng  I  could  for  Mrs.  Roose- 
velt, and  then  I  asied  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  call  the  Cabinet  together. 

TELLS   or    >OTSDAM    MErTTNO 

At  7:09  p.  m.,  I  was  sworn  In  as  President 
by  Chief  Justice  S;one  In  the  Cabinet  room. 

Things  were  happening  fast  In  those  days. 
The  San  Pranclsca  Conference  to  organize 
the  United  Nations  had  been  called  for  April 
25  I  was  asked  f  that  meeting  would  go 
forward.    I  announced  that  It  would. 

After  attending  President  Roosevelt's  fu- 
neral I  went  to  the  Hall  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  a  id  told  a  Joint  session  of 
the  Congress  that  I  would  carry  on  President 
Roosevelt's  policies. 

On  May  7,  Germany  surrendered.  The  an- 
nouncement was  iiade  on  May  8,  my  slxty- 
lirst  birthday. 

Mr  Churchill  called  me  shortly  after  that 
and  wanted  a  meeting  with  me  and  Prime 
Minister  Stalin,  of  Russia.  Later  on.  a  meet- 
ing was  agreed  u|>on,  and  Churchill,  Stalin, 
and  I  met  at  Potidam,  In  Germany. 

Meanwhile,  the  flxst  atomic  explosion  took 
place  out  In  the  14ew  Mexico  desert. 

The  war  agalns:  Japan  was  still  going  on. 
I  made  the  decis  on  that  the  atomic  bomb 
had  to  be  used  to  end  It.  1  made  that  deci- 
sion In  the  convlclon  It  would  save  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  Uvea — Japanese  as  well  as 
American.  Japar.  surrendered,  and  we  were 
faced  with  the  huge  problems  of  bringing  the 
troops  home  and  reconverting  the  economy 
from  war  to  peac'j. 

All  these  things  happened  within  Just  a 
little  over  4  months — from  April  to  August 
1945.  I  tell  you  this  to  Illustrate  the  tre- 
mendous scope  cf  the  work  yoxir  President 
has  to  do. 

All  these  emergencies  and  all  the  develop- 
ments to  meet  them,  have  required  the  Presi- 
dent to  put  In  long  hours — usually  17  hours 
a  day,  with  no  payment  for  overtime.  I  sign 
my  name  on  th<!  average  600  times  a  day, 
see  and  talk  to  hundreds  of  people  every 
month,  shake  hiinds  with  thousands  every 
year,  and  still  Cf.rry  on  the  business  of  tbe 
largest  going  concern  in  the  world. 


There  is  no  Job  like  It  on  the  face  of  the 
earth — in  the  power  which  Is  concentrated 
here  at  this  desk,  and  in  the  responsibility 
and  difficulty  of  the  decisions. 

I  want  all  of  you  to  realize  how  big  a  Job, 
how  hard  a  Job,  it  is — not  for  my  sake,  be- 
cause I  am  stepping  out  of  it — but  for  the 
sake  of  my  successor.  He  needs  the  under- 
standing and  the  help  of  every  citizen.  It  Is 
not  enough  for  you  to  come  out  once  every 
4  years  and  vote  for  a  candidate,  and  then  go 
back  home  and  say.  "Well,  I've  done  my  part, 
now  let  the  new  President  do  the  worrying." 
He  can't  do  the  Job  alone. 

Regardless  of  your  politics,  whether  you 
are  Republican  or  Democrat,  your  fate  is  tied 
up  with  what  is  done  here  in  this  room.  The 
President  is  President  of  the  whole  country. 
We  must  all  give  him  our  support  as  citizens 
of  the  United  States.  He  wUl  have  mine,  and 
I  want  you  to  give  him  yours. 

A    NEW    SET    or    POLICIES 

I  suppose  that  history  will  remember  my 
term  in  office  as  the  years  when  the  "cold 
war"  began  to  overshadow  our  lives.  I  have 
had  hardly  a  day  in  office  that  has  not  been 
dominated  by  this  all-embracing  struggle — 
this  conflict  between  those  who  love  freedom 
and  those  who  would  lead  the  world  back 
into  slavery  and  darkness.  And  always  in 
the  background  there  has  been  the  atomic 
bomb. 

But  when  history  says  that  my  term  of 
office  saw  the  beginning  of  the  "cold  war," 
It  will  also  say  that  in  those  8  years  we  have 
set  the  course  that  can  win  it.  We  have 
succeeded  in  carrying  out  a  new  set  of  poli- 
cies to  attain  peace — positive  policies,  poli- 
cies of  world  leadership,  policies  that  express 
faith  In  other  free  people.  We  have  averted 
world  war  III  up  to  now,  and  we  may 
already  have  succeeded  in  establishing  con- 
ditions which  can  keep  that  war  from  hap- 
pening as  far  ahead  as  man  can  see. 

These  are  great  and  historic  achievements 
that  we  can  all  be  proud  of.  Think  of  the 
difference  between  our  course  now  and  our 
course  30  years  ago.  After  the  first  World 
War  we  withdrew  from  world  affairs — we 
failed  to  act  in  concert  with  other  peoples 
against  aggression — we  helped  to  kill  the 
League  of  Nations — and  we  built  up  tarlfif 
barriers  which  strangled  world  trade. 

This  time,  we  avoided  those  mistakes.  We 
helped  to  found  and  to  sustain  the  United 
Nations.  We  have  welded  alliances  that  In- 
clude the  greater  part  of  the  free  world. 
And  we  have  gone  ahead  with  other  free 
countries  to  help  build  their  economies  and 
link  us  all  together  in  a  healthy  world  trade. 

Think  back  for  a  moment  to  the  1930s  and 
you  will  see  the  difference.  The  Japanese 
moved  Into  Manchuria,  and  free  men  did 
not  act.  The  Fascists  moved  into  Ethiopia, 
and  we  did  not  act.  The  Nazis  marched  into 
the  Rhineland.  Into  Austria.  Into  Czechoslo- 
vakia, and  free  men  were  paralyzed  for  lack 
of  strength  and  unity  and  will. 

Think  about  those  years  of  weakness  and 
Indecision,  and  World  War  II  which  was  their 
evil  result.  Then  think  about  the  speed  and 
courage  and  decisiveness  with  which  we  have 
moved  against  the  Communist  threat  since 
World  War  II. 

The  first  crisis  came  In  1945  and  1946, 
when  the  Soviet  Union  refused  to  honor  its 
agreement  to  remove  its  troops  from  Iran. 
Members  of  my  Cabinet  came  to  me  and 
asked  if  we  were  ready  to  take  the  risk  that 
a  firm  stand  Involved.  I  replied  that  we 
were.  So  we  took  our  stand — we  made  it 
clear  to  the  Soviet  Union  that  we  expected 
them  to  honor  their  agreement — and  the 
Soviet  troops  were  withdrawn. 

And  then,  in  early  1947,  the  Soviet  Union 
threatened  Greece  and  Turkey.  The  British 
sent  me  a  message  saying  they  could  no 
longer  keep  their  forces  in  that  area.  Some- 
thing had  to  be  done  at  once,  or  the  Eastern 
Mediterranean  would  be  taken  over  by  the 
Communists. 


On  March  12,  I  went  before  the  Congress 
and  stated  our  determination  to  help  the 
people  of  Greece  and  Turkey  maintain  their 
Independence.  Today,  Greece  Is  still  free 
and  Independent;  and  Turkey  is  a  bulwark 
of  strength  at  a  strategic  corner  of  the  world. 

SATS   PLAN    SAVED   ETHIOPE 

Then  came  the  Marshall  plan  which  saved 
Europe,  the  heroic  Berlin  airlift,  and  our 
military  aid  programs. 

We  Inaugurated  the  North  Atlantic  Pact, 
the  Rio  Pact  binding  the  Western  Hemisphere 
together,  and  the  defense  pacts  with  coun- 
tries of  the  far  Pacific. 

Most  Important  of  all.  we  acted  In  Korea. 

I  was  in  Independence,  Mo..  In  June  1950, 
when  Secretary  Acheson  telephoned  me  and 
gave  me  the  news  about  the  Invasion  of 
Korea.  I  told  the  Secretary  to  lay  the  mat- 
ter at  once  before  the  United  Nations,  and 
I  came  on  back  to  Washington. 

Flying  back  over  the  flat  lands  of  the 
Middle  West  and  over  the  Appalachians  that 
summer  afternoon  I  had  a  lot  of  time  to 
think.  I  turned  the  problem  over  In  my 
mind  in  many  ways,  but  my  thoughts  kept 
coming  back  to  the  1930's — to  Manchuria, 
Ethiopia,  the  Rhineland,  Austria,  and  finally 
to  Munich. 

Here  was  history  repeating  Itself.  Here 
was  another  probing  action,  another  testing 
action.  If  we  let  the  Republic  of  Korea  go 
under,  some  other  country  would  be  next, 
and  then  another.  And  all  the  time,  the 
courage  and  confidence  of  the  free  world 
would  be  ebbing  away,  Just  as  It  did  in  the 
1930's.  And  the  United  Nations  would  go 
the  way  of  the  League  of  Nations. 

When  I  reached  Washington  I  met  im- 
mediately with  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  General  Bradley, 
and  the  other  civilian  and  military  officials 
who  had  information  and  advice  to  help  me 
decide  what  to  do.  We  talked  about  the 
problems  long  and  hard. 

It  was  not  easy  to  make  the  decision  that 
sent  American  boys  again  into  battle.  I 
was  a  soldier  in  the  First  World  War  and  I 
know  what  a  soldier  goes  through.  I  know 
well  the  anguish  that  mothers  and  fathers 
and  families  go  through.  8o  I  knew  what 
was  ahead  if  we  acted  in  Korea. 

But  after  all  this  was  said,  we  realized 
that  the  issue  was  whether  there  would  be 
fighting  In  a  limited  area  now  or  on  a  much 
larger  scale  later  on — whether  there  would 
be  some  casualties  now  or  many  more  casual- 
ties later. 

So  a  decision  was  reached — the  decision 
I  believe  was  the  most  important  In  my  time 
as  President. 

In  the  days  that  followed,  the  most  heart- 
ening fact  was  that  the  American  people 
clearly  agreed  with  the  decision. 

And  in  Korea,  our  men  are  fighting  as 
valiantly  as  Americans  have  ever  fought — 
because  they  know  they  are  fighting  in  the 
same  cause  of  freedom  In  which  Americans 
have  stood  ever  since  the  beginning  of  the 
Republic. 

"we   met  THE   test" 

Where  freemen  had  failed  the  test  before, 
this  time  we  met  the  test. 

We  met  It  firmly.  We  met  It  successfully. 
The  aggression  has  been  repelled.  The  Com- 
munists have  seen  their  hopes  of  easy  con- 
quest go  down  the  drain.  The  determination 
of  free  people  to  defend  themselves  has  been 
made  clear  to  the  Kremlin. 

As  I  have  thought  about  our  world-wide 
struggle  with  the  Communists  these  past  8 
years — day  in  and  day  out — I  have  never  once 
doubted  that  you,  the  people  of  our  country, 
have  the  will  to  do  what  Is  necessary  to  win 
this  terrible  fight  against  communism.  Be- 
cause I  have  been  sure  of  that,  I  have  t>een 
able  to  make  necessary  decisions  even  though 
they  called  for  sacrifices  by  all  of  us.  And 
I  have  not  been  wrong  In  my  Judgment  at 
tbe  American  people. 
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That  same  assurance  of  '^ur  people's  deter- 
mination will  be  General  fcisenhower's  great- 
est source  of  strength  in  carrying  on  this 
struggle. 

Now.  once  in  a  while.  I  get  a  letter  from 
some  impatient  person  asking,  why  don't  we 
get  it  over  with?  Why  don't  we  issue  an  ulti- 
matum, make  all-out  war,  drop  the  atomic 
bomb? 

For  most  Americans,  the  answer  Is  quite 
simple:  We  are  not  made  that  way.  We  are  a 
moral  people.  Peace  is  our  goal,  and  justice 
and  freedom.  We  cannot,  of  our  own  free 
win.  violate  the  very  principles  that  we  are 
striving  to  defend.  The  whole  purpose  of 
what  we  ao'e  doing  is  to  prevent  world  war 
III.    Starting  a  war  is  no  way  to  make  peace. 

But  if  anyone  still  thinks  that  just  this 
once,  bad  means  can  bring  good  ends,  then 
let  me  remind  you  of  this:  We  are  living  in 
the  eighth  year  of  the  atomic  age.  We  are 
not  the  only  nation  that  is  learning  to  un- 
leash the  p>ower  of  the  atom.  A  third  world 
war  might  dig  the  grave  not  only  of  our 
Communist  opponents  but  also  of  our  own 
society,  our  world  as  well  as  theirs. 

Starting  an  atomic  war  is  totally  unthink- 
able for  rational  men. 

Then,  some  of  you  may  ask,  when  and  how 
will  the  cold  war  ever  end?  I  think  I  can 
answer  that  simply.  The  Communist  world 
has  great  resources,  and  It  looks  strong.  But 
there  Is  a  fatal  flaw  In  their  society.  Theirs 
Is  a  godless  system,  a  system  of  slavery;  there 
Is  no  freedom  in  It,  no  consent.  The  iron 
curtain,  the  secret  police,  the  constant 
purges,  all  these  are  symptoms  of  a  great 
baste  weakness — the  rulers'  fear  of  their  own 
people. 

In  the  long  run.  the  strength  of  our  free 
*Boclety.  and  our  Ideals,  will  prevail  over  a 
system  that  has  respect  for  neither  God  nor 
man. 

STATI     OF     TTNION     MKSSAGE     CITED 

Last  week,  in  my  state  of  the  Union  mes- 
sage to  the  Congress — and  I  hope  you  will  all 
take  the  time  to  read  it — 1  explained  how  I 
think  we  will  finally  win  through. 

As  the  free  world  grows  stronger,  more 
united,  more  attractive  to  me  on  both  sides 
of  the  iron  curtain — and  as  the  Soviet  hopes 
for  easy  expansion  are  blocked — then  there 
will  have  to  come  a  time  of  change  in  the 
Soviet  world.  Nobody  can  say  for  sure  when 
that  is  going  to  be,  or  exactly  how  it  will 
come  about,  whether  by  revolution,  or  trouble 
In  the  satellite  states,  or  by  a  change  inside 
the  Kremlin. 

Whether  the  Communist  rulers  shift  their 
policies  of  their  own  free  will,  or  whether 
the  change  comes  about  In  some  other  way.  I 
have  not  a  doubt  In  the  world  that  a  change 
Will  occur. 

I  have  a  deep  and  abiding  faith  In  the 
destiny  of  freemen.  With  patience  and 
courage,  we  shall  some  day  move  on  into  a 
new  era — a  wonderful  golden  age — an  age 
when  we  can  use  the  peaceful  tools  that  sci- 
ence has  forged  for  us  to  do  away  with  pov- 
erty and  human  misery  everywhere  on  earth. 
Think  what  can  be  done,  once  our  capital. 
our  skills,  our  science — most  of  all,  atomic 
energy — can  be  released  from  the  tasks  of  de- 
fense and  turned  wholly  to  peaceful  purposes 
all  around  the  world. 

There  is  no  end  to  what  can  be  done. 
I  can't  help  but  dream  out  loud  a  little 
here. 

The  Tigris  and  Euphrates  Valley  can  be 
made  to  bloom  as  it  did  in  the  times  of  Baby- 
lon and  Nineveh.  Israel  can  be  made  the 
country  of  milk  and  honey  as  It  was  In  the 
time  of  Joshua. 

There  Is  a  plateau  in  Ethiopia  some  six  to 
eight  thousand  feet  high,  that  has  sixty-five 
thousand  square  miles  of  land  Just  exactly 
like  the  corn  belt  in  northern  Illinois. 
Enough  food  can  be  raised  there  to  feed  a 
hundred  million  people. 

There  are  places  in  South  America— places 
in  Colombia  and  Venezuela  and  Brazil— just 


like  that  plateau  In  Ethiopia;  places  where 
food  could  be  raised  for  millions  of  people. 
These  things  can  be  done,  and  they  are 
■elf-liquidfitlng  projects.  If  we  can  get  peace 
and  safety  in  the  world  under  the  United 
Nations,  the  developments  will  come  so  fast 
we  will  not  recognize  the  world  in  which  we 
now  live. 

A   DREAM   OF  THE    FTTTiniK 

This  is  our  dream  of  the  future — our  pic- 
ture of  the  world  we  hope  to  have  when 
the  Communist  threat  is  overcome. 

I've  talked  a  lot  tonight  about  the  menace 
of  communism — and  our  fight  against  it — 
because  that  is  the  overriding  issue  of  our 
time.  But  there  are  some  other  things 
we've  done  that  history  will  record.  One 
of  them  is  that  we  in  America  have  learned 
how  to  attain  real  prosperity  for  our  people. 

We  have  62.500.000  people  at  work.  Busi- 
nessmen, farmers,  laborers,  white-collar  peo- 
ple, all  have  better  incomes  and  more  of 
the  good  things  of  life  than  ever  before  in 
the  history  of  the  world. 

There  hsisnt  been  a  failure  of  an  insured 
bank  in  ne;»rly  9  years.  No  depositor  has 
lost  a  cent  in  that  period. 

And  the  Income  of  our  people  has  been 
fairly  distributed,  perhaps  more  so  than  at 
any  time  m  recent  history. 

We  have  made  progress  in  spreading  the 
blessings  of  American  life  to  all  of  our 
people.  There  has  been  a  trenendous  awak- 
ening of  the  American  conscience  on  the 
great  issui's  of  civil  rights — equal  economic 
opportuniiies.  equal  rights  of  citizenship  and 
equal  educational  opportunities  for  all  our 
people,  whatever  their  race  or  religion  or 
status   of    birth. 

So.  as  I  empty  the  drawers  of  this  desk, 
and  as  Mrs.  Truman  and  I  leave  the  White 
House,  we  have  no  regret.  We  feel  we  have 
done  our  best  in  the  public  service.  I  hope 
and  believe  we  have  contributed  to  the  wel- 
fare of  this  Nation  and  to  the  peace  of  the 
world. 

When  Franklin  Roosevelt  died  I  felt  there 
must  be  a  million  men  better  qualified  than 
I  to  take  up  the  Presidential  ta.-k.  But 
the  work  was  mine  to  do,  and  I  had  to  do 
it.  I  have  tried  to  give  it  everything  that 
was  in  me. 

Through  all  of  it,  through  all  the  years 
that  I  have  worked  here  in  this  room,  I 
have  been  well  aware  I  did  not  really  work 
alone — that  you  were  working  with  me. 

No  President  could  ever  hope  to  lead  our 
country,  or  to  sustain  the  burdens  of  this 
office,  save  as  the  pe<3ple  helped  with  their 
support.  I  have  had  that  help-  you  have 
given  me  that  support — on  all  our  great 
essential  undertakings  to  build  the  free 
world's  strength  and   keep   the  peace. 

Those  are  the  big  things.  Those  are  the 
things  we  have  done  tcgether. 

For  that  I  shall  be  grateful,  always. 

And  now  the  time  has  come  for  me  to 
say  good  night  and— God  bless  you  all. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  WILLIAM  G. 
STIGLER 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque.st  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass  with- 
out expressing  my  deep  personal  sorrow 
over  the  death  of  our  late  friend  and 
colleague,  William  C.  Stigler.  of  Okla- 
homa, which  occurred  during  the  recent 
adjournment. 

In  his  decade  of  service  in  these  Halls 
we  all  came  to  know  him,  to  respect  him, 


and  to  have  a  deep  affection  for  this  man 
who  so  completely  personified  the  term 
"American." 

Of  Choctaw  Indian  descent  and  a  duly 
enrolled  meml)er  of  that  tribe,  he  came 
of  forebears  who  were  a  part  of  this  land 
long  before  this  Nation  existed.  Indeed. 
our  late  colleague  was  born  in  the  Okla- 
homa Indian  Territory  before  it  became 
a  State. 

His  greatest  but  by  no  means  his  only 
interest  was  in  the  advancement  of  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  his  district.  He 
had  the  breadth  of  view  and  understand- 
ing to  see  the  larger  national  interests 
of  the  United  States  as  a  whole.  He 
fought  in  World  War  I  in  the  Meuse- 
Argonne  and  other  battles  as  an  infan- 
try officer,  later  serving  in  the  army  of 
occupation  and  attending  a  French  uni- 
vensity. 

Returning  home,  he  was  admitted  to 
the  bar  and  successively  served  his  com- 
munity as  city  attorney  and  State  sen- 
ator before  his  election  to  the  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress  to  fill  a  vacancy.  There- 
after, he  was  regularly  reelected. 

His  activity  in  behalf  of  the  town  of 
Stigler.  which  was  named  for  his  father, 
and  where  he  was  born,  and  in  behalf 
of  the  State  of  Oklahoma  and  every  wel- 
fare, chuich,  and  community  cause,  was 
widely  recognized.  He  was  honored  by 
election  as  State  commander  of  the 
American  Legion  in  recognition  of  his 
long  service  on  l)ehalf  of  veterans  and 
as  an  oCBcer  of  the  State  bar  a.ssociation 
for  his  outstanding  record  as  a  lawyer. 

We  will  mi.ss  this  sturdy  American  in 
our  deliberations  here,  and  I  want  to 
extend  to  his  family  my  deepest  sym- 
pathies. 

VIRGINIA  APPLE  CIDER  VINEGAR 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vi.se  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque.st  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.      Mr. 
Speaker,   the  gentleman   from   Viiginia 
I  Mr.  Harrison  I.  if  i  got  the  import  of 
his  talk  correctly,  was  trying  to  tell  us 
something  about  the  advisability  of  us- 
ing vine.gar  in  cocktails.    We  all  realize 
the  greatness  of  the  State  of  Virginia. 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  fur- 
nished more  than  half  of  the  Presidents. 
but  at  least  many  have  come  from  that 
glorious  State.     Virginia  is  a  wonderful 
State  and  the  Virginians  are  wonderful 
people.     They  are  getting  all  kinds  of 
money  paid  out  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  Federal  employees,  who  in  turn 
let  go  of  much  in  the  rental  charges  they 
put  on  us.    But  the  thing  that  gripes  me 
right  at  this  moment  is:  Why  can  they 
not  be  consistent?    For  years  they  have 
forced  the  people  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  pay  an  exorbitant  price  for 
their  milk.     Sure,  it  is  good  milk,  but 
other  States  have  good  milk.    You  can- 
not—if  you  live  in  Washington— get  milk 
from  Michigan,  you  camaot  get  milk  from 
Penn.sylvania,  or  from  any  other  State 
other  than  from  Maryland  and  Virginia. 
The  people  of  the  Capital  are  forced  to 
pay  Virginians  a  high,  stilf  price  for  the 
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milk  they  use.  Virginia  is  the  "mother  of 
Presidents,"  all  right.  They  also  want 
the  exclusive  right  to  wean  and  then 
bottle  feed  all  babies  on  Virginia  milk. 
Yet  now  they  come  along  and  want  us  to 
mix  vinegar  with  the  milk  we  are  forced 
to  buy.    That  seems  just  a  little  rough. 


F/P,M  PRICES 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  far  as 
obtaining  full  justice  through  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  the  Nation's  farmers 
might  as  well  te  living  in  another  world. 

The  figures  Ahich  I  will  disclose  may 
shock  some  of  the  Members  of  this  House. 
I  hope  so,  because  every  facet  of  the 
Federal  Government  needs  a  good  shock- 
ing on  this  tragic  subject  of  farm  in- 
come. Before  I  start,  let  me  say  that 
all  these  figur^js  can  be  readily  verified 
in  the  January  1953  edition  of  Economic 
Indicators,  which  reached  the  desks  of 
the  Members  of  Congress  this  morning, 
and  previous  editions  of  this  same  Gov- 
ernment publi:ation. 

Now,  as  I  proceed,  please  keep  in  mind, 
especially  you  representatives  of  metro- 
politan centers,  how  often  farmers  are 
bludgeoned  and  blamed  and  crucified  for 
high  food  prices. 

Fact  of  life  No.  1  concerning  farm 
Income  is  this :  Since  1947,  net  farm  in- 
come has  drooped  23  percent.  During 
that  same  time,  prices  farmers  have 
to  pay  for  go3ds  of  all  kinds  in  order 
to  stay  in  business  have  increased  42 
percent. 

Fact  of  life  Mo.  2  concerning  farm  In- 
come is  this:  Up  until  about  2  months 
ago,  and  through  the  last  elections,  po- 
litical rah-rah  boys,  who  tried  to  con- 
vince farmers  they  have  been  living  in 
Utopia,  have  been  able  to  say,  as  a  half- 
truth,  that  farm  income  has  increased 
since  1947.  I  say  this  was  a  half-truth 
because,  until  a  couple  of  months  ago. 
gro.ss  farm  income  was  higher  than  in 
1947.  But.  in  terms  of  purchasing  pow- 
er and  indebtedness,  net  farm  Income 
is  what  counts.  We  have  seen  that  net 
farm  income  has  dropped  23  percent 
since  1947.  And  now,  according  to  latest 
figures,  total  or  gross  farm  income  is  6 
percent  lower  than  it  was  in  1947. 

Who  in  this  House  or  anywhere  else 
knows  of  another  major  industry  in  the 
United  States,  comparable  to  agricul- 
ture, where  net  income  has  dropped  23 
percent  and  gross  or  total  income  6  per- 
cent since  1947?  If  I  held  my  breath 
waiting  for  an  answer.  I  would  suffocate. 

Fact  of  life  No.  3  concerning  farm  in- 
come is  this:  Despite  all  the  prattle  to 
the  contrary,  farmers  are  not  to  blame 
for  high  food  prices  and  I  will  now  prove 
it  beyond  the  slightest  doubt.  Metropol- 
itan Representatives,  please  time  in. 
Since  1947.  while  net  farm  income  has 
dropped  23  percent,  retail  food  prices  to 
consumers — your  constituents — have  in- 
creased 38*2  percent.  On  the  basis  of 
these  ofiScial  figures,  I  defy  the  most 
rabid  antifarmer  to  offer  any  proof 
whatsoever  that  farmers  are  to  blame  for 
high  food  prices. 


Mr.  Speaker,  this  drop  In  net  farm  In- 
come is  one  of  the  worst  discriminations 
in  the  history  of  our  country.  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  farm  population  is  decreas- 
ing, resulting  in  fewer  and  larger  farms? 
This  is  a  sure  road  to  corporation,  chain, 
collecUvized,  or  Bolshevik  farming, 
whatever  you  want  to  call  it,  a  far  cry 
from  the  American  family  farm  which 
has  been  one  of  the  strongest  vertebrae 
in  the  Nation's  backbone. 

Can  anybody  in  his  right  mind  possi- 
bly believe  that  this  Nation  has  an  ade- 
quate farm  program  when  net  farm  in- 
come drops  23  percent  since  1947.  while 
in  the  same  period,  food  prices  to  con- 
sumers increase  38  V2  percent? 

This  discriminatory  drop  in  farm  in- 
come would  have  been  prevented  if  the 
Eighty-first  or  Eighty-second  Congress 
had  enacted  the  cost-of-production  farm 
bill  that  I  introduced,  or,  before  that,  the 
cost-of-production  bill  that  the  late  Wil- 
liam Lemke  introduced  session  after  ses- 
sion. 

I  am  now  preparing  another  cost-of- 
production  farm  bill  for  early  introduc- 
tion. Like  the  others,  it  will  take  into 
consideration  the  labor  of  the  farmer 
and  his  family,  which  the  fraud  of  the 
parity  does  not.  and  will  protect  Ameri- 
can farmers  from  reckless  importation 
of  foreign  farm  products,  which  pres- 
ent laws  and  programs  do  not. 

Meanwhile,  I  hope  you  metropolitan 
Representatives  become  interested  in  the 
spread  of  food  pi-ices  from  farms  to  con- 
sumers and  in  the  general  question: 
What  makes  food  prices  so  high?  It  is 
a  cinch  your  constituents  are  interested. 


VICE  ADM.  JOEL  T.  BOONE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  shall  include  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  letter  from  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral of  the  Navy  regarding  the  work  of 
Vice  Adm.  Joel  Thompson  Boone,  Medi- 
cal Corps,  who  is  now  the  Chief  Medical 
Director  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion and  who  is  doing  a  remarkable  work 
in  trying  to  keep  the  veterans'  hospitals 
running  in  spite  of  the  cuts  in  appropri- 
ations that  the  Congress  unwittingly 
made  in  the  last  session. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  letter  from  the  Sur- 
geon General  of  the  Navy  reads  as 
follows : 

DiPARTViNT  or  Tax  Navt, 
BimEAu  or  Medicine  and  Sttegebt, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  18,  1952. 
Prom:  The  Surgeon  General  of  the  Navy. 
To:  Vice  Adm.  Joel  Thompson  Boone,  Medi- 
cal Corps,  United  States  Navy  (retired). 
Subject:    Letter  df  appreciation. 

This  memento  commemorating  the  first 
helicopter  landing  on  a  United  SUtes  Navy 
hospital  ship  with  a  battle  Cftsualty.  la  pre- 
sented to  Vice  Adm.  Joel  T.  Boone,  MecUcal 


Corps,  United  States  Navy  (retired) .  In  recog. 
nition  of  his  valuable  contribution  to  the 
national  defense  effort  In  the  Korean  con- 
flict. Materialwise  this  pictorial  record  Is 
not  much  but  Its  significance  Is  of  great 
moment. 

While  serving  as  Inspector  general,  medi- 
cal. In  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 
Department  of  the  Navy,  Admiral  Boone,  In 
September  1950,  during  an  Inspection  tour 
of  naval  medical  faculties  in  Korea,  recog- 
nized the  need  for  the  speedy  evacuation  of 
combat  casualties  directly  to  hospital  ships 
where  specialized  medical  and  surgical  treat- 
ment would  be  available  to  the  seriously  and 
critically  wounded.  It  was  consequent  to 
that  observation  that  the  individual  we 
honor  here  today  made  the  first  official  rec- 
ommendation for  the  Installation  of  landing 
platforms  for  helicopters  on  hospital  shlpw 
of  the  United  States  Navy. 

To  determine  the  feasibility  of  helicopters 
landing  on  hospital  ships,  this  intrepid 
pioneer  arranged  for  an  experimental  flight 
from  the  Korean  shore  to  a  hospital  ship, 
which  terminated  when  he  descended  to  the 
deck  of  that  ship  via  the  helicopter's  hoist 
cable.  The  materialization  of  his  recom- 
mendation by  bringing  together  the  sur- 
geon and  the  patient  within  the  golden 
hour  has  been  directly  responsible  for  sav- 
ing the  lives  of  hundreds  among  the  combat 
troops  of  the  United  States  Armed  Forces 
and  of  the  United  Nations  forces  fighting  In 
Korea.  That  the  lives  of  untold  hundreds 
yet  to  come  will  likewise  be  saved  through 
the  same  instrumentalities,  may  be  taken 
as  a  matter  of  course. 

Coincidental,  but  nevertheless  of  exceeding 
Interest,  is  the  fact  that  t>eyond  a  doubt  one 
of  the  lives  in  the  salvation  of  which  the  hell- 
copter  played  a  determining  role  was  that  of 
Lt.  Slade  W.  Sibley,  United  States  Marino 
Corps,  Admiral  Boone's  godson. 

For  more  than  36  years  as  an  officer  In 
the  Medical  Corps  of  the  United  States  Navy, 
before  and  through  World  Wars  I  and  II. 
during  their  respective  postwar  eras,  and  In 
the  Korean  conflict.  Admiral  Boone,  by  reason 
of  his  enduring  and  dynamic  interest,  has 
donated  abundantly  toward  the  creation  and 
maintenance  of  the  present-day  high  stand- 
ards of  Navy  medicine.  Indeed  it  may  be 
said  that  he  not  only  has  marched  in  medi- 
cine's amazing  pageant  from  the  horse  and 
buggy  to  the  Jet  airplane,  but  he  moreover 
has  contributed  monumentally  to  the  prog- 
ress and  to  the  glory  of  that  pageant. 

An  abiding  passion  to  serve  and  to  better 
the  lot  of  his  fellowman,  and  the  courage  to 
make  the  cause  of  others  his  own,  have  been 
with  him  dominant  attributes — so  dominant 
in  fact,  that  upon  at  least  one  occasion,  and 
there  were  doubtless  others,  he  carried  these 
attributes  to  so  far  an  extreme  as  to  merit 
and  receive  in  attestation  therefor  the  su- 
preme distinction  possible  within  the  Na- 
tion's power  to  award  him,  the  Congressional 
Medal  of  Honor. 

The  qualities  that  merited  for  him  that 
distinction  have.  It  would  appear,  constituted 
a  constant  and  Integral  part  of  a  life  which 
has  for  In  excess  of  threescore  years  been 
that  of  the  Navy's  nonpareil — Joel  T.  Boone. 

Lamont  Puch, 
Rear  Admiral,  Medical  Corps,  United 
States  Navy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  say  that 
I  have  the  deepest  respect  and  admira- 
tion for  Admiral  Boone  in  his  fight  for 
the  care  of  our  disabled  men,  a  care  that 
all  too  frequently  is  not  accorded  them. 
We  have  appropriated  bilUons  and  bil- 
lions of  doliars  to  equip  them  with  mate- 
rial and  send  them  to  war.  but  there  is 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  some  to 
forget,  in  the  strefss  of  UUnss.  that  hor- 
ribi«  coDfUd  oov  ractnr  m  Korea  and 
to  for(«i  our  duijr  *£iid  oar  obii^ation  to 
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care  for  them  when  they  are  disabled. 
Admiral  Boone,  however,  does  not  push 
these  men  aside,  and  he  is  fighting  with 
all  the  strength  that  he  has  for  their 
adequate  care  and  protection. 


WASTEFUL  GOVERNMENT  EXPENDI- 
TURES 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Dawson]  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
having  been  on  a  leave  of  absence  from 
this  body  for  some  4  years,  I  believe  I  am 
in  a  little  better  position  to  express  the 
feelings  of  some  of  the  citizens  of  this 
country  than  many  of  you  who  have 
spent  the  major  portion  of  your  time 
here  In  the  Nation's  Capital.  To  sum  it 
up  in  a  very  short  and  concise  statement. 
I  would  say  that  our  people  are  sick  and 
tired  of  wasteful  Government  expendi- 
tures, and  that  goes  for  Congress  as  well 
as  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  two  concrete  examples  to 
present,  together  with  suggestions  for 
the  saving  of  Federal  funds. 

YoT  the  past  few  mornings  on  the  way 
to  work,  incidentally,  in  my  own  automo- 
bile, a  small  Studebaker,  I  passed  many 
cars,    usually    large,    expensive    models, 
bearing    Government    plates,    with    a 
chauffeur  at  the  wheel,  carrying  Govern- 
ment employees  to  work.    I  do  not  know 
who  these  men  were,  but  I  see  no  reason 
why    any    Government    employee    with 
the  possible  exception  of  the  Chief  Elx- 
ecutive  and  other  top-ranking  officials 
who  need  special  protection,  should  have 
a  Government-supported   chauffeur.     I 
also  recall  an  incident  occurring  some  5 
years  ago  before  the  Public  Lands  Com- 
mittee.   We  had  occasion  to  call  a  cer- 
tain Army  colonel  before  our  committee. 
He  informed  us  by  phone  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  appear  before 
the  committee,  because  his  chauffeur  was 
not  available  to  bring  him  from  the  Pen- 
tagon to   the  Capitol.     Our  committee 
was,  therefore,  required  to  postpone  its 
hearing  for  some  hours  awaiting  the  time 
when  the  colonel  could  make  connections 
with  his  chauffeur.    Yesterday,  I  found 
through  checking  with  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  the  General  Accounting  Of- 
fice that  the  Army  is  at  present  hiring 
civilians,  how  many  I  do  not  know,  to 
serve  as  chauffeurs  for  some  of  its  top 
officials,  and  although  restrictions  have 
been  written  into  the  law  during  recent 
years  for  cutting  down  the  number  of 
chaiifTeurs  on  the  public  payroll,  I  have 
also  been  told,  and  I  wish  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  would  investigate  this 
matter,  that  in  some  cases  the  law  is  be- 
ing avoided  by  classifying  chauffeurs  as 
messengers  or  giving  them  jobs  in  some 
other  nonrestricted  classification.    Now. 
I  do  not  know  how  many  secretaries,  as- 
sistant   secretaries,    generals,    colonels, 
and  others  may  be  supplied  with  such 
luxuries,  but  I  certainly  think  it  is  about 
time     the     AppropriaUons    Committee 
started  to  work  right  here  at  home  by 
cutting  out  such  wasteful  expenditures. 

The  second  suggestion  I  have  to  offer 
relates  to  the  waste  of  time  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.    I  refer  to  the  time 


consumed  in  roll  calls  In  the  House.  It 
is  my  understanding  that  it  takes  ap- 
proximately one-half  hour  to  call  roll. 
With  the  numerous  roll  calls  we  have  in 
the  House,  I  have  estimated  that  we 
lose  approximately  1  month  out  of  the 
entire  year's  session  in  answering  roll 
calls.  In  Congressmen's  salaries  alone, 
this  is  a  loss  of  more  than  $435,000  a 
year,  and  this  does  not  include  any  of 
the  House  employees.  To  some  of  you 
who  are  used  to  dealing  in  billions,  this 
may  sound  like  chicken  feed,  but  out  in 
my  State  it  is  real  money.  In  fact,  al- 
most enough  to  operate  two  of  our  small- 
er junior  colleges  for  over  2  years.  Now, 
of  course,  you  may  say  that  Congress- 
men's salaries  go  on  just  the  same,  but 
the  fact  remains,  too.  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  we  are  supposed  to  be  in 
adjournment  during  the  month  of  July 
and  out  in  our  districts  with  our  constitu- 
ents or  investigating  matters  which  will 
come  before  the  Congress.  If  we  con- 
tinue with  the  archaic,  time-consuming 
method  of  recording  roll  calls,  we  will 
continually  find  ourselves  in  a  jam  here 
in  the  House. 

I  have,  therefore,  introduced  a  meas- 
ure to  install  automatic  mechanical  vot- 
ing devices  in  the  House.  This  method 
will  not  only  save  considerable  time,  but 
will  also  result  in  a  fuller  tabulation  of 
each  Member's  vote  on  measures  before 
the  House. 

Now.  these  two  suggestions  are  just  a 
beginning,  but  if  I  am  any  judge  of  the 
sentiments  of  our  people  at  home,  they 
are  asking  us  to  get  our  own  house  in 
order  in  the  Nation's  Capital  before  we 
start  to  reduce  ai  »3ropriations  affecting 
functions  of  Government  at  home.  Now 
is  the  time  to  set  the  example,  and  I  urge 
your  support  of  these  proposals. 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a-^k  unan- 
imous con.sent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
congratulate  the  Heller  subcommittee  of 
the  Eighty-second  Congress  which  un- 
dertook a  study  of  the  SecuriUes  and 
Exchange  Commission.  The  subcom- 
mittee did  an  excellent  job.  and  its  final 
report,  which  was  released  in  December 
Is  very  worth-while  reading. 

The  group  concludes  that  its  investiga- 
tion "reveals  a  shocking  story  of  errors, 
indifference,  and  eva.sion  on  the  part  of 
the  Commission  and  its  staff."  The  re- 
port accuses  the  Commission  and  its 
staff  members  of  being  either  asleep  at 
the  switch  or  deliberately  ignoring  the 
facts  that  were  available  to  them. 

Here  we  have  another  Federal  agency 
improperly  administering  the  law  which 
Congress  has  set  up  to  guide  it.  The 
Heller  subcommittees  findings  reveal 
much  evidence  that  all  has  not  been 
what  it  seems  in  the  administration  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act. 

The  Heller  report  also  presents  a 
forceful  picture  of  the  increasing  prac- 


tice of  officials  of  a  Government  com- 
mission resigning  and  then  immediately 
returning  to  practice  law  before  that 
commission.  Quoting  from  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  Heller  subcommittee: 

We  do  not  look  with  favor  upon  the  rapid 
turn -over  of  Commlsslonere.  especially  when 
shortly  after  their  resignation  they  return 
to  practice  before  the  very  agency  whose  laws 
they  sought  to  administer. 

Similar  situations  have  reflected  un- 
favorably on  other  boards  and  commis- 
sions. I  sincerely  hop>e  the  incoming 
administration  will  take  positive  steps 
to  prevent  recurrences  of  this  practice  in 
the  future. 

The  Commission's  refu.sal  to  Investi- 
gate the  circumstances  .surrounding  the 
divorcement  of  the  West  Kentucky  Coal 
Co.  from  the  North  American  system,  as 
was  recommended  by  the  Heller  subcom- 
mittee, was  a  deliberate  affront  to  this 
very  efficient  group.  This  subcommittee 
had  held  extensive  hearings  on  the  mat- 
ter. Witness  after  witness  testified  to 
the  behind-the-scenes  control  of  the 
West  Kentucky  Coal  Co.  by  the  .same 
group  who  controlled  the  destinies  of  the 
suppcsedly  scattered  North  American 
Holdm^  Co.  That  there  has  been  plenty 
of  dirty  work  at  the  crossroads  in  this 
case  was  plainly  evident  to  the  commit- 
tee, as  their  conclusions  testify.  To  those 
of  us  interested  in  this  and  similar  cases 
of  outside  control  of  local  industries 
throu^'h  directors  who  own  no  stock  in 
the  industry  and  who  exercise  control  by 
devious  methods,  this  particular  case  is 
a  striking  example. 

I  am  sure  that  the  news  release  by  the 
SEC  calling  attention  to  the  many  cases 
handled  by  their  group  and  implying 
that  they  should  be  forgiven  any  error 
because,  like  that  of  the  Dickens'  char- 
acter. "It  was  such  a  little  one."  will  not 
find  much  favor  among  Members  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress.  It  has  been  said 
in  excuse  of  the  Commi-ssion.  that  the 
subcommittee  only  questioned  five  cases 
out  of  the  hundreds  the  Commission 
handles.  But.  as  it  happens,  tho.se  five 
ca.^es  are  the  only  ones  into  which  the 
subcommittee  really  inve.stigated.  I  can- 
not but  wonder  if  the  Heller  subcommit- 
tee has  only  scratched  the  surface  in 
its  exposure  of  bias,  failure  to  investi- 
gate properly  into  matters  before  the 
Commission,  the  rapid  turn-over  in  the 
Commission  and  staff,  the  reprehensible 
use  of  influence  and  rewards  for  the 
faithful. 

The  Securities  Exchange  Act  should 
be  either  enforced  without  fear  or  favor 
or  It  should  be  nullified.  If  the  public 
and  small  stockholder  are  to  be  left  to 
the  tender  mercy  of  the  unrestricted  cor- 
porate monopolies,  while  their  supposed 
protectors  hide  behind  legal  technicali- 
ties and  self-imposed  barriers,  the  coun- 
try would  be  better  off  without  such  a 
law.  I  hope  that  this  Congress  will  take 
whatever  action  seems  necessary  to  in- 
sure the  proper  administration  of  the  act. 


COMMITTEE  ASSIGNMENTS 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr. 

Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry 
The    SPEAKER.     The    gentlewoman 

will  state  it. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts     Did 
I  correctly  understand  that  the  Chair 
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was  to  read  a  list  of  the  names  of  the 
Republican  appointees  to  committees? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  a  matter  that 
will  properly  come  up  on  Monday.  The 
Republicans  under  their  regulations  are 
obliged  to  submit  that  question  to  the 
conference,  which  will  meet  on  Monday, 
as  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  an- 
nounced earlier. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  So 
we  will  have  no  knowledge  until  Monday 
of  the  committee  assignments? 

The  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  would  be  delighted  to 
tell  any  Member  who  asks  him  as  to  the 
committee  assignments. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  say  for  the  In- 
formation of  the  gentlewoman  that  I 
shall  be  glad  to  tell  her  of  my  assign- 
ments in  which  she  is  interested.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  on  Committees  on  our 
side  will  be  released  to  the  press  this 
afternoon. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I 
think  all  the  Members  of  the  House,  on 
both  our  side  and  the  other  side,  will  be 
interested  in  those  assignments. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  All  the  gentlewoman 
has  to  do  is  come  up  here  and  ask. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  at  this  time  to  announce  that  the 
Democratic  Committee  on  Committees 
has  completed  its  work.  The  committee 
assignments  will  be  released  for  the  press 
this  afternoon.  The  hst  is  now  being 
prepared  by  the  Clerk,  and  as  soon  as  it 
pets  here,  it  will  be  released  to  the  press. 
We.  on  this  side,  will  be  prepared  to  offer 
our  resolution  on  Monday,  following  the 
resolution  of  the  majority. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
might  I  say.  based  upon  my  experience 
as  a  member  of  the  Democratic  Commit- 
tee on  Committees  for  10  years,  and  also 
as  majority  leader,  knowing  the  difB- 
culties  of  both  the  Democratic  Commit- 
tee on  Committees  and  the  Republican 
Committee  on  Committees,  which  have 
the  same  basic  problems,  I  want  to  say 
I  think  both  committees,  and  the  mem- 
bers thereof,  should  be  congratulated 
for  the  speedy  work  that  they  have  done. 
They  have  both  given  a  remarkable  ex- 
hibition of  getting  to  work  quickly  in 
this  particular  Congress  with  reference 
to  the  assignment  of  Members  on  com- 
mittees. Usually,  this  matter  takes 
longer.  Speaking  for  myself,  and  basing 
my  observations  on  my  experience  in 
this  body,  and  having  had  experience 
too  as  a  member  of  the  Democratic  Com- 
mittee on  Committees  for  10  years,  as  I 
said,  and  also  as  majority  leader  for 
some  years,  I  simply  want  to  commend 
the  committees. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
say  in  response  to  what  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  McCoRifACK] 
has  so  kindly  and  I  believe  well  said, 
the  Members  who  have  had  the  respon- 
sibility of  making  these  committee  as- 
signments have  labored  diligently  and. 
in  my  opinion,  well.  Of  course,  it  now 
appears  that  by  the  time  of  the  inaugu- 
ration on  next  Tuesday  our  committee 
assignments  will  have  been  made  and 
the  committees  can  be  oflBcially  organ- 
ized and  we  shall  be  ready  to  work  on  the 
business  of  the  session, 
xcix 28 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Canfield  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  BusBEY  and  to  include  a. report 
from  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  in  regard  to  Aaron  Copland. 

Mr.  HoRAN. 

Mr.  Williams  of  New  York. 

Mr.  WiGGLESwoRTH  in  two  separate  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  newspaper 
articles. 

Mr.  Price  in  two  separate  instances, 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  days 
ago  I  asked  to  include  in  an  extension  of 
remarks  a  report  by  Michael  V.  DiSalle. 
special  consultant  to  the  Economic  Sta- 
bilization Agency.  I  am  advised  by  the 
Printing  OflBce  that  it  exceeds  the  two- 
page  limit  and  is  estimated  to  cost  $560. 
I  renew  my  request  as  I  think  it  contains 
much  valuable  information  which  will  be 
useful  to  the  Members  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Notwithstanding  the 
excess,  without  objection  the  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AsPiNALL  in  four  instances,  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Howell  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Zablocki  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  VuRSELL  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Bender  in  two  instances. 


SENATE  ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  liis  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  joint  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  following  title : 

S  J  Res  20.  Joint  resolution  making  Jan- 
uary 20,  1953.  a  holiday  for  Federal  employ- 
ees, field  service  postal  employees  and  em- 
ployees of  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the 
metropolitan  area  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
fat  12  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.). 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  January  19,  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Sp)eaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

329.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a  letter  of  com- 
ment from  the  Department  of  Commerce  on 
the  Department  of  Agriculture's  supple- 
mental report  to  the  Missouri  River  Basin 
agricultural  program  (H.  Doc.  No.  530,  82d 
Cong.,  2d  sess.):  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

330.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation 
and  Liaison.  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
transmitting  a  corrected  report  of  the  United 
SUtes  Air  Force  Annual  Flying  Pay  Report, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  301.  Seventy-ninth 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 


331.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor, Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  en- 
titled, "A  bill  to  amend  sections  203  and 
403  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  920,  8lst  Cong.),  as  amended"; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

332.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Selective 
Service  System,  transmitting  the  second  re- 
port under  provisions  of  the  Universal  MUl- 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended, 
up  to  June  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

333.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  the  first  report  on  the  extent 
and  disposition  of  United  States  contribu- 
tions to  International  organizations  for 'the 
fiscal  year  1952.  pursuant  to  section  2  of  Pub- 
lic Law  806,  Eighty-first  Congress  (H.  Doc. 
No.  63);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

334.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Small 
Defense  Plants  Administration,  transmitting 
the  fifth  quarterly  report  of  the  operations 
of  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Administration, 
pursuant  to  section  714  (g)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

335.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  the  second  report  of  the  De- 
partment of  State  on  Its  activities  pursuant 
to  section  404  (d)  title  IV,  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act 
of  1949  (Public  Law  152.  81st  Cong..  63  Stat. 
377,  June  30.  1949 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

336.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
the  Eighteenth  Annual  Report  of  the  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission,  covering 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1952:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

337.  A  letter  from  the  national  comman- 
dant. Marine  Corps  League.  Inc..  transmitting 
a  report  of  proceedings  arid  activities,  In- 
cluding a  complete  statement  of  reports  and 
expenditures  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year,  pursuant  to  section  IV  of  the  act  of 
Congress  which  Incorporated  the  Marine 
Corps  League,  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

338.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  an  order  of  the  Act- 
ing Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization, dated  April  10,  1951,  authorizing 
the  temporary  admission  Into  the  United 
States,  for  shore-leave  purposes  only,  of  alien 
seamen  found  to  be  excludable  as  persons 
within  one  of  the  classes  enumerated  In  sec- 
tion 1  (2)  of  the  act  of  October  16.  191B. 
as  amended  by  ^ctlon  22  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950.  pursuant  to  section 
6  (b)  of  the  act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

339.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  state 
of  the  finances  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30.  1952  {H.  Doc.  No.  3);  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
with  Illustrations. 

340.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  the  ninth  semiannual  report  on 
the  International  information  and  educa- 
tional exchange  program  for  the  period 
January  1  to  June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 1008  of  Public  Law  402,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

341.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  War 
Claims  Commission,  trtmsmlttlng  the  sup- 
plementary report  of  the  War  Claims  Com- 
mission on  war  claims  arising  out  of  World 
War  n,  pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended,  and  to  the 
letter  of  the  President,  dated  January  16, 
J9&3:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Ccwnmerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

342.  A  letter  from  tbe  Secretary  oi  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled 
"A  bill  to  autboriae  tbe  construction,  opera- 
tion, and  m&intenancc  of  th«  initial  pkas* 
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of  the  Snake  River  reclamation  project  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


REPORTS    OP    COMMITTEES    ON 

PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xni.  reports 

of    committees    were    delivered    to    the 

Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 

proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  568.  A  bill  to  con- 
tinue until  the  close  of  June  30,  1954.  the 
■uapenslon  of  certain  Import  taxes  on  cop- 
per: without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  4».  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  White  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  ALBERT: 

H.  R.  1797.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  con- 
Teyance  of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern 
Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  Wllburton.  Okla..  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN: 

H.  R.  1798.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act.  as  amended,  to  permit  individuals 
entitled  to  old-age  or  survivors  insurance 
benefits  to  earn  $250  per  month  without  de- 
ductions being  made  from  their  benefits;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1799.  A  bill  providing   for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  BARILETT: 

H.  R.  1800.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Judges 
of  the  District  Court  for  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  shall  hereafter  be  appointed  to  hold 
their  offices  during  good  behavior;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1801.  A  bin  to  facilitate  the  develop- 
ment of  building  materials  in  Alaska  through 
the  removal  of  volcanic  ash  from  portions  of 
Katmal  National  Monument.  Alaska,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1802.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat  1214). 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H.  R.  1803.  A  bill  to  provide  for  voluntary 
coverage  under  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  system  for  lawyers  engaged 
In  the  practice  of  their  profession;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  1804.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
tax  applicable  to  distilled  spirits;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1805.  A  olU  to  amend  section  2879  (bl 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1806.  A    bill    to    amend    further    the 
Federal   Register    Act.    as   amended;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CHIPERFIELD: 

H.  R.  1807.  A  bill   providing   for   construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;   to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  CLARDY: 

H.  R.  1808.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  the  excess- 
profits  tax  shall  not  apply  to  taxable  years 
beginning  after  December  31.  1952;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  1809.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  de- 
duction  from   gross   Income  for   mcome-las 


purposes  of  expenses  Incurred  by  farmers 
for  the  purpose  of  soli  and  water  conserva- 
tion: to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H.  R.  1810.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  cooperate  with  States 
and  local  agencies  In  the  planning  and  carry- 
ing out  of  works  of  Improvement  for  soil 
conservation,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah: 

H.  R.  1811.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  to  obtain  automatic  vot- 
ing equipment  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives: to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 

By  Mr.   DEWART: 

H.R.  1812.  A  bill  relating  to  the  activities 
of  temporary  and  certain  other  employees  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management;  to  the 
Committee  on   Interior   and   Insular   Affairs. 

H.R  1813.  A  bill  to  require  the  recorda- 
tion of  scrip,  lieu  selection,  and  similar 
rights;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1814.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  lease  withdrawn  or 
reserved  public  lands  In  Alaska  for  dock, 
wharf,  and  landing-site  purp)oses;  to  the 
Committee   on  Interior   and   Insular   Affairs. 

H.  R.  1815.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Recreation 
Act  of  June  14.  1926.  to  Include  other  pub- 
lic purposes  and  to  permit  nonprofit  organi- 
zations to  lease  public  lands  for  certain  pur- 
poses, to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Ins'lar  Affairs. 

H  R.  1816.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  laws 
relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public 
domain;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DINGELL: 

H  R.  1817  A  bill  to  provide  a  program  of 
national  health  Insurance  and  public  health 
and  to  assist  In  increasing  the  number  of 
adequately  trained  professional  and  other 
health  pi^rsonnel.  and  for  other  purposes, 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By    Mr.    DOLLINGER: 

H.R.  1818.  A  bill  to  impose  a  5-percent 
Federal  exrise  tax  in  the  case  of  pari-mutuel 
betting  on  horse  and  dog  races  and  other 
events,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  FRIEDEX: 

H.R.  1819.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Is- 
suance of  a  sp>ectal  postage  stamp  In  honor 
of  the  la^.e  George  Herman  (Babei  Ruth; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Cl\il 
Service. 

By  Mr.   GOLDEN: 

H.  R.  1820.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Secuilty  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $7.5 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  W.iys 
and  Means 

By  Mr.  GROSS: 

H.R.  1821.  A  bill  to  amend  part  I  of  the 
Interstate  (.'ommerce  Act  to  direct  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  to  make  regu- 
lations req  airing  that  freight  and  other  un- 
llghted  car;;  be  so  equipped  that  they  can  be 
readily  see  \  at  night;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  182:.'.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  period 
of  active  siTvlce  required  of  any  person  in- 
ducted into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  re- 
duced by  any  period  of  active  service  which 
such  person  may  have  performed  before  such 
Induction;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  182:i.  A  bill  to  provide  retirement  an- 
nuities  for   retired  fourth-class  postmasters 
with  30  ye\rs  of  service;   to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Oillce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H  R.  1824.  A  bill  to  protect  the  right  of 
individuals  to  be  free  from  discrimination 
or  segregation  by  reason  of  race,  color,  re- 
ligion, or  rational  origin;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois: 

H  R.  i82;i.  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and 
procedure   in  connection  with  construction 


contracts  made  by  executive  agencies,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  KEE: 
H  R.  1826,  A  bill  making  an  emergency 
authorization  of  an  appropriation  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  in  Bluefield.  W.  Va..  a 
post-ofBce  and  courthouse  building;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr    KILDAY: 

H  R.  1827.  A  bill  to  permit  enlisted  service 
previously    counted    as   double    time,    to    be 
credited    for    retirement    purposes;     to    the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Bv  Mr    LOVRE: 

H.  R  1828  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide 
permanent  price  supports  for  oats,  rye,  bar- 
ley, grain  sorghums,  and  soybeans  at  90  per- 
cent of  parity;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H  R  1829  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  so  as  to  extend  for 
three  additional  years  the  requirement  that 
prices  of  basic  agricultural  commodities  be 
supported  at  90  percent  of  parity;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 
By   Mr    McVEY: 

H  R  1830.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  penalties 
for  violation  of  certain  narcotic  laws;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By    Mr.    OHARA    of    Minnesota    (by 
request )  : 

H  R  1831  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act  so 
as  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  beer  by  manufac- 
turers to  consumers  and  to  prohibit  the  sale 
of  beer  and  light  wines  by  wholesalers  to 
consumers,  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

H  R  1832  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  suspen^ 
slon  of  the  Imposition  or  execution  of  sen- 
tence in  certain  cases  in  the  municipal  court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  In  the  Juve- 
nile court  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr    O  KONSKI : 

H  R  1833  A  bill  to  pay  tribal  funds  to 
Issue  of  members  of  the  OJlbway  or  Chip- 
pewa Tribe;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and   Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1834  A  bill  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holds  certain  lands  in  trust  for  the 
Lac  Courte  Oreilles  Band  of  Lake  Superior 
Chip[)ewa  Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H  R  1835  A  bin  to  restrict  the  applica- 
tion of  section  1154  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  relating  to  the  dispensing  of 
Intoxicants  to  Indians:  to  the  Committee  on 
In'erlor  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R  1836  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of 
August  30.  1935  (49  Stat.  1049).  authorizing 
the  Chippewa  Indians  of  Wisconsin  to  sub- 
mit claims  to  the  Court  of  Claims;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R   1837    A  bill  to  confer  civil  and  crimi- 
nal Jurisdiction  on  the  State  of  Wisconsin  In 
certain  cases  Involving  Indians;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By    Mr.   OSTERTAG: 

H  R  1838.  A  bin  to  establish  a  National 
Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations; 
to  the  Coninuitee  on  Governmeut  Opera- 
tions. 

By  Mr    REED  of  Illinois: 

H  R  1839  A  bin  to  permit  reviews  of  de- 
cisions of  Government  contracting  officers 
Involving  questions  of  fact  arising  under 
Government  contracts  in  cases  other  than 
those  In  which  Iraud  Is  alleged,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request )  : 
H  R  1840.  A  bill  to  prevent  persons  who 
engage  in  activities  contrary  to  the  Interest 
of  the  United  States  from  pursuing  a  course 
of  education  or  training  in  a  foreign  country 
under  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act 
of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 
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H.R.  1841,  A  bill  to  provide  a  further  op- 
portunity for  veterans  of  World  War  II  who 
were  in  active  military,  naval,  or  air  service 
of  the  United  States  on  the  delimiting  date 
for  initiating  a  course  of  education  or  train- 
ing under  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment 
Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  and  who  had  not 
initiated  a  course  prior  to  said  date,  to  initi- 
ate such  a  course;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H  R.  1842.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Reclama- 
tlcm  Project  Act  of  1939;   to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SHELLEY : 
H  R.  1843.  A   bill    to    Increase    the   retired 
pay  of  certain  memt>ers  of  the  former  Light- 
house  Service;    to   the   Conunlttee   on   Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 

H.  R.  1844.  A  bin  to  permit  the  allocation 
of  funds  under  the  Federal  Highway  Act  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction  or  mainte- 
nance of  hlghwa^  approaches  to  certain  toll 
bridges  which  arc  part  of  the  strategic  net- 
work of  hlghwa/s;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

H  R  1845.  A  till  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  12.  1950  (Public  Law  609,  81st  Cong.), 
as  amended,  so  aj  to  provide  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  iVrmed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  who  as  a  r'sult  of  service  In  Korea  are 
hospitalized  outflde  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1848.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Employees'  Compensation  Act.  as  amended, 
with  respect  to  the  computation  of  disability 
payments  In  the  c-ase  of  certain  seamen  and 
other  persons;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

H  R  1847.  A  bill  to  extend  pension  bene- 
fits to  persons  who  served  on  certain  vessels 
oi>erated  by  the  /rmy  during  the  war  with 
Spain,  the  Philippine  Insurrection,  and  the 
China  Relief  Expedition;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affai-s. 

H  R  1848    A  bin   to  provide   that   certain 
service  rendered  by  disabled  retired  members 
of  the  uniformed  lervices  shall  be  computed 
as  double  time  for  retired  pay;  \o  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  .Services. 
By  Mr.  SIKIS: 
H.  R  1849.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  Improved 
entrance    and    chennel    for    Pensacola    Bay, 
Fla.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  SUTPON: 
H  R  1850    A     bl  1     to     prohibit     hunting, 
trapping,  and  fishing  on  public  lands  in  vio- 
lation  of   State   or   Territorial   laws;    to   the 
Committee      on      Merchant      Marine      and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  UTT: 
H  R  1851  A  bill  1 Q  provide  for  the  Issuance 
of  a  postage  stamp  In  honor  of  the  Third 
National  Jamboree  of  the  Boy  Scouts  of 
America:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H  R   1852.   A  bill  to  repeal  the  excise  taxes 
on    furs;    to    the    Committee    on   Ways    and 
Means. 

H  R  1853.  A  hi  1  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  to  pro\  Ide  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  old-age  and  sun  Ivors  Insurance  benefits, 
retirement  age  shai:  be  60  years;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1864.  A  bU  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  p  ovide  that  annuities  re- 
ceived under  the  '^vll  Service  Retirement 
Act  shall  be  exempt  from  Income  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Way:  and  Means. 

H  R  1855.  A  bin  to  amend  title  IT  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  eliminate  the 
$50  work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WHnTEN: 
H.  R  1856.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  be  included  as  a  member 
of  the  Advisory  Boiu-d  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington  and  as  a  member  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  of  the  Interna- 
tional Bank  for  Reconstruction  and  Develop- 


ment:  to  the   Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

H.  R.  1857.  A  bUl  to  promote  the  general 
welfare  through  the  appropriation  of  funds  to 
assist  the  States  and  Territories  In  provid- 
ing more  effective  programs  of  public  educa- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.  R.  1858.  A  bill  directing  that  special 
consideration  be  given  to  excess  agricultural 
commodities  produced  In  the  United  States 
when  entering  into  foreign  trade  agreements 
under  section  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1859.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  waiver 
of  premiums  on  the  national  service  life 
insurance  and  United  States  Government 
life  (converted)  Insurance  issued  to  certain 
former  servicemen  who  are  disabled;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans*  Affairs. 

H.  R.  18C0.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  approve! 
AprU  24,  1950.  entitled  "An  act  to  facnitate 
and  simplify  the  work  of  the  Forest  Service, 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  1861.  A  bill  to  channel  Into  Govern- 
ment bands  excess  production  of  basic  com- 
modities needed  for  defense  purposes  and  to 
prevent  the  ^rice  depressive  effects  of  such 
production;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture. 

H.  R.  1862.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  provide  that  the  Federal  payment 
for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  the  blind,  and 
aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  disabled 
shall  be  $30  per  recipient  per  month;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  1863.  A  bin  to  provide  for  payments 
to  the  States  with  respect  to  certain  lands 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1864.  A  bill  to  permit  the  sale  of  lands 
administered  under  title  III  of  the  Bank- 
head-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  1865.  A  bin  to  provide  more  adequate 
price  support  for  cotton  produced  to  meet 
defense  needs;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture. 

H  R.  1866.  A  bill  providing  for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  VaUey;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.  R.  1867.  A  bill  to  amend  the  CivU  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  certain  benefits 
for  the  widows  of  employees  who  died  prior 
to  February  28,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  ZABLOCKI: 
H.  R.  1868.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  1869.  A  bill  to  amend  section  23  (x) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
medical  expenses);  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1870.  A  bill  to  create  a  United  States 
Academy  of  Foreign  Service;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 
H.  R.  1871.  A  bin  to  establlfih  a  Federal 
Conamlsslon  on  Civil  Rights  and  Privileges; 
to  promote  observance  of  the  civil  rights  of 
all  individuals,  and  to  aid  In  eliminating 
discrimination  in  employment  because  of 
race,  creed,  or  color;    to  the  Conunittee  on 

the  Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 
H.  J.  Res.  139.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  to  report  pe- 
riodically on  labor  conditions  in  the  Terri- 
tory of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation  and   Labor. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  J.  Res.  140.  Joint   resolution    assisting 
the  Polycultural  Institution  of  America  in 


expanding  further  Its  program  and  activities 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  universal  un- 
derstanding, Jiistice,  and  permanent  peace, 
to  assist  such   institution  In   providing   lor 
Its  permanent  plant  and  equipment  In  the 
Nation's  Capital,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   PELLY: 
H.  J.  Res.  141.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of   the 
United    States    relative    to    the    making    of 
treaties    and   executive    agreements;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  6AYLOR: 
H.  J.  Res.  142.    Joint    resolution    regarding 
the  revocation  of  certain  reclamation  proj- 
ects for  which  construction  funds  have  not 
been    appropriated;    to    the    Committee    on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  J.  Res.  143.    Joint   resolutlorf    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United    States    relative    to    the    making    of 
treaties   and   executive    agreements;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   BOSCH: 
H.  Con.  Res.  22.  Concurrent  resolution  call- 
ing for  the  publication   and  reexamination 
of    the  Yalta  and   Potsdam   agreements;    to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   DOLLINGER: 
H.  Res.  88.  Resolution  favoring  the  embrac- 
ing  within    the   Republic   of   Ireland   of   all 
the  territory  of  that  country;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ELLSWORTH: 
H.  Res.  89.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
to  conduct  an  investigation  of  the  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  Of  Wyoming: 
H.  Res.  90.  Resolution      authorizing      and 
directing  the  House  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular   Affairs   to  conduct  a  fuU   and 
complete     Investigation     of     activities     and 
operations  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
and   other   Federal   activities   pertaining    to 
Indians;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York : 
H.  Res.  91.  Resolution      authorizing      the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  conduct 
studies  and  Investigations  of  matters  within 
Its  jurisdiction,  and  for  other  purposes;   to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  92.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  subcom- 
mittees thereof  to  sit  during  sessions  and 
recesses  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  93.  Resolution  providing  for  com- 
pensation for  two  special  messengers  for  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  effective 
January  1,  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  Res.  94.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  Investigate  and  study  the  railroad 
accident  which  occurred  at  Union  Station  In 
the  District  of  Columbia  on  January  15,  1953; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  95.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  Investigation  and 
study  to  determine  means  by  which  the  na- 
tional Interest  may  best  be  served  In  Ume  of 
peace  by  the  conduct  of  International  In- 
formation services  and  In  time  of  war  by  a 
civilian  psychological  warfare  agency;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  Res.  96.  Resolution  Investigating  means 
of    expanding   foreign   InvestmenU;    to    the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  WHITTEN: 
H.  Res.  97.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  Investigation  and 
study  of  the  use  of  facilities  and  manpower 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  and  by  other 
departments  and  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


ti 


m 


436 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  19 


1953 


ii 


<»**-«-, 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Utt.  ADDONIZIO: 
H.  R.  1872.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
F.  Lounsberry;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ALLEN  of  California: 

H.  R.  1873.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Michel 

Bandak;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1874.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Cesar 

Crana;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1875.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mir 

Kazem  Kashani;    to  the  Committee  on   the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   ALLEN  of  California    (by  re- 
quest) : 
H.  R  1876.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Denning 
Mills,  a  copartnership;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1877.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erwln 
Irving  Spira;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1878.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lloyd  D. 
Bernard;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H.  R.  1879.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ezra 
H.  Y.  Eliahou;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 
H.  R.  1880.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  nf 
certain  public  lands  In  Alaska  to  the  Catholic 
bishop  of  northern  Alaska  for  use  as  a  mis- 
sion school;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and'  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BATES    (by  request) : 
H.  R.  1881.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pasquale 
De  Leonibus;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BELCHER: 
H.  R.  1882.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
Joe  Davis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1883.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Franklin 
Jim;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COtJDKRT: 
H.  R.  1884.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  K. 
Bteln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CRUMPACKER: 
H.  R.  1885.  A   bill  for  the  relief  of  Portu- 
nato  Portllla  Delgado;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GOLDEN: 
H.  R.  1886.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Paul 
Myung  Ha  Chung;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas: 
H.  R.  1887.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Marjorle 
Ooon    (Goon  Mel  Chee);   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1888.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gary  Mat- 
thew Stevens  (Kazuo  Omiya);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cecil 
Wilson  Hlnkson,  Jr.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1890.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugo 
Bkala.  Maria  Skala  (Skalova).  his  wue.  and 
Paul  Skala.  his  son;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  1891.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Baldas- 
Bare    Castagna;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.  R.  1892.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Nicola, 
Lucia,  and  Rocco  Flerro;   to  the  Committee 
on<Xhe  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1893.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr  Mich- 
ael  S.  SiderU;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1894.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mauro 

ICeuina;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  1896.  A    bUl    for    the    relief   of   Jack 

Kamal  Sambat;    to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 


H.  R.  1896.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lech 
Szczepan  Korgol;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  R.    897.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Betty  E.  Lamay.    to  the   Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr.  REGAN: 
H.  R   1898.  A   bill    for   the   relief  of    Sister 
May    Jaclrita,    nee    Elena    Natalia   Carvalho; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROONEY: 
H  R.  1859.  A   bin  for   the  relief  of  Herm- 
inegUda    Siaiiz,     to    the    Committee_^on    the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  1900    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 

Fogel;    to   the   Committee  on    the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.19C11.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Clro 

Picardi;  tc   the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H.  R.  19C2.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 

T.    Pomesf,   Jr.;    to    the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary. 

By  .Mr.  SAYLOR: 
H.  R.  1903.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Phyllis 
Hertzog;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SHELLEY: 
H.  R   1904    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 

A.  Pembroiie,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  190.>.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mont- 
gomery of  San  Francisco,  Inc.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on    he  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  190(i.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  E. 
Hollander;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  1907  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Letlzla 
Pugllares;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  1908.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
C.  Cox;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1909.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francois 
Kloo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1910  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Aruslk  TchHkallan,  Samuel  Tchakallan.  and 
Manuel  Tchakallan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WIDNALL: 

H.R.  1911.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wally 
Krausnlck  Paeschke;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  1912  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Haylk 
(Jlrair)  Var'.iyan  and  Annemarle  Vartlyan; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi: 

H.R.  1913.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 

B.  Ross:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.R.  1914.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Priscllla 
Anne    Stephi^nson    (Shizuko   Hosokawa);    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    YATES: 
H.R.  1915.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Sarah  Hirshcrn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 


I'ETITIGNS.  ETC. 

Under  claiuse  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerks  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

17.  By  Mr.  HOEVEN:  Petition  of  residents 
of  the  State  of  Iowa  urging  transfer  of 
revenue  from  tldelands  oil  to  the  Social  Se- 
curity Administration;  to  the  C<5mmlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

18.  By  Mr  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
of  citizens  o'  Racine.  Wis.,  in  support  of  the 
Bryson  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

19.  By  th.i  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  L.  M. 
Anderson.  Jr..  Clearwater.  Fla..  relative  to 
presence  of  subversives  and  spies  in  United 
Nations  and  urging  Congress  to  rid  this  inter- 
national organization  of  espionage  and  trea- 
son;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

MOND.W,  J.KMABY  19.  19r)3 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  we  rejoice  that  Thy 
thoughts  towaid  us  are  always  those  of 
peace  and  sood  will,  of  love  and  mercy. 

We  humbly  confess  that  we  are  fre- 
quently greatly  troubled  as  we  face  prob- 
lems for  which  our  fallible  and  finite 
minds  seem  to  have  no  adequate  and 
worthy  solution. 

May  we  never  surrender  to  despair  or 
allow  our  efforts  to  languish.  Make  us 
confident  that  the  spiritual  resources  are 
mishtier  than  all  the  forces  of  evil  which 
are  arrayed  against  us. 

Grant  that  our  newly  chosen  President 
and  leaders,  in  the  business  of  statecraft, 
may  be  inspired  with  unerring  wis- 
dom and  indomitable  courage  as  they 
daily  set  themselves  to  the  adventurous 
cru.saJe  and  arduous  task  of  building  a 
nobler  era  of  understanding  and  concord 
among  the  nations  of  the  earth. 

In  all  our  hopes  and  endeavors  may  we 
be  suided  and  .sustained  by  the  invincible 
spirit  of  our  blessed  Lord  in  whose  name 
we  pray.     Amen, 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Friday.  January  16.  1953.  was  read  and 

approved. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one  oX 
his  secretaries. 
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SWEARING  IN  OF  MEMBERS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  under- 
stands there  are  two  Members  present 
this  morning  who  have  not  taken  the 
oath  of  office.  If  they  will  present  them- 
selves in  the  well  of  the  House,  the  Chair 
will  administer  the  oath  of  oflBce. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ  and  Mr.  BLATNIK 
presented  themselves  at  the  bar  of  the 
Houie  and  took  the  oath  of  office. 


COMPOSITION  OF  COMMITTEES  OF 
THE  HOUSE 

Mr  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  lesolution  ^H  Res.  98 >  which  I  send  to 
the  de.sk  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Rewhed.  That  during  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  shall 
be  rumpcjsed  of  :^0  members; 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  shall  b« 
composed  of  36  members: 

The  Committee  on  Banicing  and  Currency 
shall   be   composed  of  29  members; 

The  Committee  on  Education  and  Lalx>r 
shall   be  composed  of  27  members; 

The  Commit teo  on  Foreign  Affairs  shall  be 
composed  of  29  members; 

The  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions shall  be  composed  of  30  members; 

The  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  shall  be  composed  of  27  memt>ers; 

The  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  shall  be  composed  of  31  members; 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  shall  b« 
composed  of  30  members; 


The  Committee  or.  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries  shall  \x  composed  of  29  members; 
and 

The  Committee  or  Public  Works  shall  be 
composed  of  29  men:  tiers. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  vas  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  ^^^^^ 

ELECTION  OP  MliMBERS  TO  STAND- 
ING COMMITTEES  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  99)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read   as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  fo^ilowlng-named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  aje  hereby,  elected  mem- 
l>ers  of  the  following  standing  committees 
of   the  House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Agriculture:  Clifford  R. 
Hope  (Chairman).  Kansas;  August  H.  Andre- 
sen.  Minnenota;  Wl  liam  S.  Hill.  Colorado; 
Charles  B.  Hoeven.  :;owa;  Sid  Simpson,  Illi- 
nois: Elrnest  K.  Brainbiett,  California;  Paul 
B.  Degue.  Pennsylvania;  Ralph  Harvey,  In- 
diana; Harold  O.  Lo^  re.  South  Daliota;  Page 
Belcher,  Oklahoma;  Clifford  G.  Mclntire, 
Maine;  James  S.  Gollen.  Kentucky;  William 
K.  Williams.  New  York;  Karl  C.  King.  Penn- 
sylvania: Robert  D.  Harrison.  Nebraska;  Wil- 
liam C.  Wampler,  Virginia. 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  Dewey 
Short  (chairman) ,  M  ssourl;  Leslie  C.  Arends, 
Illinois;  W.  Sterling  Cole,  New  York;  Paul 
W.  .Shafer.  Michigan;  Leroy  Johnson,  Call- 
fornlM;  Leon  H.  Gavin,  Pennsylvania;  Walter 
Norblad,  Oregon;  Janes  E.  Van  Zandt,  Penn- 
.sylvania;  James  T.  I'atterson.  Connecticut; 
Paul  Cunningham.  Iowa;  William  H.  Bates, 
Massachusetts;  William  E.  Hess,  Ohio; 
Charles  P.  Nelson,  Miilne;  James  P.  S.  Dev- 
ereux.  Maryland;  C.  >V.  (Runt)  Bishop,  Illi- 
nois; Alvln  E.  O'Konski,  Wisconsin;  Wint 
Smith.  Kansas;  William  G.  Bray,  Indiana; 
Robert  C.  Wilson,  Calfornla. 

Committee  on  Balking  and  Currency: 
Jesse  P.  Woicott  (chairman),  Michigan; 
Ralph  A.  Gamble,  Ne»-  York;  Henry  O.  Talle, 
Iowa;  Clarence  E.  Kllturn,  New  York;  Merlin 
Hull.  Wisconsin:  Gordon  L.  McDonough,  Cali- 
fornia; William  B.  Widnail,  New  Jersey;  Jack- 
.son  E  Betts,  Ohio;  Wosiey  A.  DEwart.  Mon- 
t.mH;  Myron  V.  Geori;e,  Kansas;  Walter  M. 
Miimma.  PennsylvanU;  William  E.  McVey. 
Illinois;  D.  Bailey  Merrill,  Indiana;  Charles 
O  Oakman.  Mlchlgar  ;  Edgar  W.  Hlestand. 
California;    Douglas    H.    Strlngfellow,    Utah. 

Committee  on  Dlstlct  of  Columbia:  Sid 
Simpson  (chairman)  Illinois;  Joseph  P. 
OHara.  Minnesota;  Henry  O.  Talle,  Iowa; 
A  L.  Miller,  Nebraska;  James  C.  Auchlncloss, 
New  Jersey;  John  J.  Allen,  Jr.,  California; 
Carroll  D.  Kearns,  Pennsylvania;  Harold  C. 
Hagen,  Minnesota;  James  T.  Patterson,  Con- 
necticut; Charles  8.  Gubser,  California;  Joel 
T.  Broyhlll,  Virginia;  DeWltt  S.  Hyde,  Mary- 
land;  Jeffrey  P.  Hlllelson,  Missouri. 

Committee  on  Education  and  Labor:  Sam- 
uel K.  McConnell  (chulrman) ,  Pennsylvania; 
Halph  W.  Gwlnn.  New  York;  Wlnt  Smith. 
Kansas;  Carroll  D.  Kearns.  Pennsylvania; 
Harold  H.  Velde.  Illlrols;  Clare  E.  Hoffman. 
Michigan;  Charles  J.  Kersten,  Wisconsin;  E. 
Y.  Berry,  South  Dakota;  William  H.  Harrison, 
Wyoming;  All>ert  H.  Boech,  New  York;  Joseph 
K  Holt,  California;  Jt  hn  J.  Rhodes,  Arizona; 
stuyvesant  Walnwrlght  II,  New  York;  Peter 
J    Prelinghuysen,  Jr..  New  Jersey. 

Committee  on  Por«  ign  Affairs:  Robert  B. 
Chiperfleld  (chairman),  Illinois;  John  M. 
Vorys,  Ohio;  Prances  P.  Bolton,  Ohio;  Law- 
rence H.  Smith,  Wisconsin;  Chester  E.  Mer- 
row.  New  Hampshire;  Walter  H.  Judd,  Min- 
nesota: James  O.  FultDn,  Pennsylvania;  Jacob 
K  Javlts,  New  York;  Donald  L.  Jackson,  Call- 
loruia;  Karl  M.  LeCoinpte,  Iowa;  Edmund  P. 


Radwan,  New  York;  Albert  P.  Morano.  Con- 
necticut; Marguerite  Stltt  Church,  Illinois; 
E.  Ross  Adair,  Indiana;  Winston  L.  Prouty, 
Vermont;  Alvln  M.  Bentley,  Michigan. 

Committee  on  Government  Operations: 
Clare  E.  Hoffman  (chairman),  Michigan;  R. 
Walter  Riehiman,  New  York;  Cecil  M.  Harden, 
Indiana;  George  H.  Bender,  Ohio;  Charles  B. 
Brownson.  Indiana;  Marguerite  Stltt  Church, 
Illinois;  George  Meader,  Michigan;  Frank  C. 
Osmers,  Jr..  New  Jersey;  Clarence  J.  Brown, 
Ohio;  Louis  E.  Graham,  Pennsylvania;  Walter 
H.  Judd,  Minnesota;  Gordon  L.  McE>onougb, 
California;  Katharine  St.  George.  New  York; 
William  E.  Miller,  New  York;  Jeffrey  P.  Hlllel- 
son. Missouri;  Richard  H.  Poff.  Virginia. 

Committee  on  House  Administration: 
Oliver  P.  Bolton,  Ohio. 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Irisular  Affairs: 
A.  L.  Miller  (chairman),  Nebraska;  Wesley  A. 
DEwart,  Montana;  Norrls  Poulson,  Califor- 
nia: John  P.  Saylor,  Pennsylvania;  William 
H-  Harrison,  Wyoming;  J.  Ernest  Wharton, 
l^«w  York;  E.  Y.  Berry,  South  Dakota;  H.  R. 
Gross,  Iowa;  George  H.  Bender,  Ohio;  William 

A.  Dawson,  Utah;  Jack  Westiand.  Washing- 
ton; John  R.  Pillion.  New  York;  Clifton  (Cliff) 
Young,  Nevada;  Craig  Hosmer,  California; 
John  J.  Rhodes,  Arizona. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce: Charles  A.  Wolverton  (chairman). 
New  Jersey;  Carl  Hlnshaw,  California;  Joseph 
P.  O'Hara,  Minnesota;  Robert  Hale,  Maine; 
James  I.  Dolllver,  Iowa;  John  W.  Heselton, 
MassachvtsetU;  John  B.  Bennett,  Mlchiga.j; 
Richard  W.  Hoffman,  Illinois;  John  V.  Beam- 
er,  Indiana;  William  L.  Springer,  Illinois; 
Alvln  R.  Bush,  Pennsylvania;  Paul  P. 
Schenck,  Ohio;  Joseph  L.  Carrlgg,  Pennsyl- 
vania; Herbert  B.  Warburton,  Delaware; 
Steven  B.  Derounlan.  New  York;  Thomas  M. 
Pelly.  Washington;  J.  Arthur  Younger,  Cali- 
fornia. 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Chauncey  W. 
Reed  (chairman),  Illinois;  Louis  E.  Graham, 
Pennsylvania;  Clifford  P.  Case,  New  Jersey; 
Kenneth  B.  Keating,  New  York;  William  M. 
McCuUoch.  Ohio;  Edgar  A.  Jonas,  Illinois; 
Ruth  Thompson,  Michigan;  Patrick  J.  Hill- 
ings, California;  Shepard  J.  Crumpacker,  Jr., 
Indiana;  William  E.  MUler,  New  York;  Dean 
P.  Taylor,  New  York;  Usher  L.  Burdlck,  North 
Dakota;  George  Meader.  Michigan;  Laurence 
Curtis.  Massachusetts;  John  M.  Rolwlon,  Jr., 
Kentucky;  DeWltt  S.  Hyde,  Maryland. 

Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries: Aivln  P.  Weichel  (chairman),  Ohio; 
Thor  C.  Toilefson,  Washington;  John  J.  Al- 
len, Jr.,  California;  Horace  Seely-Brown,  Jr., 
Connecticut;  Timothy  P.  Sheehan,  Illinois; 
Walter  M.  Mumma,  Pennsylvania;  William 
K.  Van  Pelt,  Wisconsin;  Walter  Norblad,  Ore- 
gon; Frank  C.  Osmers,  Jr.,  New  Jersey; 
Stuyvesant  Walnwrlght  II,  New  York;  Kit 
Clardy,  Michigan;  John  H.  Ray,  New  York; 
William  S.  Mallliard,  California;  Francis  E. 
Dorn,  New  York. 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 
Edward  H.  Rees  (chairman),  Kansas;  Harold 
C.  Hagen,  Minnesota;  Robert  J.  CorlJett, 
Pennsylvania;  Katharine  St.  George,  New 
York;  Gardner  R.  Wlthrow,  Wisconsin; 
H.  R.  Gross,  Iowa;  Cecil  M.  Harden,  Indiana; 
William  C.  Cole,  Missouri;  Alt>ert  W.  Creteila, 
Connecticut;  Charles  S.  Gubser,  California; 
Edward  J.  Bonln,  Pennsylvania;  Joel  T.  Broy- 
hlll, Virginia;   Oliver  P.  Bolton,  Ohio. 

Committee  on  Public  Works:  George  A. 
Dondero  (chairman),  Michigan;  Homer  D. 
Angell,  Oregon;  J.  Harry  McGregor,  Ohio; 
James  C.  Auchlncloss,  New  Jersey;  Russell 
V.  Mack,  Washington;  Hubert  B.  Scudder, 
California;  Myron  V.  George,  Kansas;  Charles 

B.  Brownson,  Indiana;  Alvln  R.  Bush,  Penn- 
sylvania; Charles  G.  Oakman,  Michigan; 
Frank  Smell,  Jr.,  Maryland;  Herbert  B.  War- 
burton,  Delaware;  Will  E.  Neal,  West  Vh-- 
glnla;  Prank  J.  Becker,  New  York;  S.  Walter 
Stauffer,  Pennsylvania;  Gordon  H.  Scherer, 
Ohio. 

Committee  on  Un-American  Activities: 
Harold  H.  Velde   (chairman),  Illinois;   Ber- 


nard W.  (Pat)  Kearney,  New  York;  Donald 
L.  Jackson,  California;  Kit  Clardy,  Michigan; 
Gordon  H.  Scherer,  Ohio. 

Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs:  Edith 
Nourse  Rogers  (chairman),  Massachusetts: 
Bernard  W.  (Pat)  Kearney.  New  York;  Wil- 
liam H.  Ayres,  Ohio;  E.  Roes  Adair,  Indiana; 
William  L.  Springer,  Illinois;  Winston  L. 
Prouty.  Vermont;  Edmund  P.  Radwan,  New 
York;  Ruaseli  V.  Mack,  Washington;  John  P. 
Saylor,  Pennsylvania;  Edward  J.  Bonln,  Penn- 
sylvania;  Peter  Prelinghuysen,  Jr.,  New  Jer- 
sey; William  8.  Mallliard,  California;  Paul  A. 
Pino,  New  York;  Ailsert  W.  Creteila,  Con- 
necticut. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  100)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers l>e,  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  standing  committees 
of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Agriculture:  Harold  D. 
Cooley,  North  Carolina;  W.  R.  Poage,  Texas; 
George  M.  Grant,  Alabama;  E.  C.  Gathings, 
Arkansas;  John  L.  McMillan.  South  Carolina; 
Thomas  G.  Abernethy.  Mississippi;  Carl 
Albert,  Oklahoma;  Watklns  M.  Abbltt,  Vir- 
ginia; James  G.  Polk,  Ohio;  Pat  Sutton,  Ten- 
nessee; W.  M.  (Don)  Wheeler,  Georgia;  Clark 
W.  Thompson,  Texas;  Paul  C.  Jones,  Missouri; 
A.  8.  Herlong,  Jr.,  Florida. 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  Carl  Vin- 
son, Georgia;  Overton  Brooiu,  Louisiana; 
Paul  J.  Kllday,  Texas;  Carl  T.  Durham.  North 
Carolina;  L.  Mendel  Rivers,  South  Carolina; 
Philip  J.  Philbin,  Massachusetts;  F.  Edward 
Hubert,  Louisiana;  Arthur  Wlnstead,  Mis- 
sissippi; Melvln  Price,  Illinois;  O.  C.  Fisher, 
Texas;  Porter  Hardy,  Jr.,  Virginia;  William  J. 
Green,  Jr.,  Pennsylvania;  Clyde  Doyle,  Cali- 
fornia; Victor  Wlckersham,  Oklahoma: 
George  P.  Miller,  California;  Harold  A.  Pat- 
ten, Arizona;  Charles  E.  Bennett,  Florida. 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency: 
Brent  Sperce,  Kentucky;  Paul  Brown, 
Georgia;  Wright  Patman,  Texas;  Albert 
Rains,  Alabama:  Abraham  J.  Multer,  New 
York;  Charles  B.  Deane,  North  Carolina; 
George  D.  O'Brien,  Michigan;  Hugh  J.  Ad- 
donlzlo.  New  Jersey;  Isidore  Doiiinger,  New 
York;  Richard  Boiling,  Missouri;  WUllam  A. 
Barrett,  Pennsylvania;  Wayne  L.  Hays,  Ohio; 
Barratt  O'Hara,  Illinois. 

Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia: 
John  L.  McMillan,  South  Carolina;  Oren 
Harris,  Arkansas;  Thomas  G.  Abernethy, 
Mississippi;  Howard  W.  Smith,  Virginia; 
Arthur  G.  Klein.  New  York;  Olin  E.  Teague, 
Texas;  Robert  E.  Jones.  Jr.,  Alabama;  James 
C.  Davis,  Georgia;  James  H.  Morrison,  Louisi- 
ana: Paul  C.  Jones,  Missouri;  Pat  Sutton, 
Tennessee;    John  E.  Moss,   California. 

Committee  on  Education  and  Lal)or: 
Graham  A.  Barden,  North  Carolina;  Augus- 
tine B.  Kelley,  Pennsylvania;  Adam  C.  Powell, 
Jr.,  New  York;  Wlngate  H.  Lucas,  Texas; 
Cleveland  M.  Bailey,  West  Virginia;  Carl  D. 
Perkins,  Kentucky;  Charles  R.  Howell,  New 
Jersey;  Roy  W.  Wler,  Minnesota;  Carl  Elllott, 
Alabama;  Phil  M.  Landrum,  Georgia;  Lee  Met- 
calf ,  Montana;  Howard  S.  Miller,  Kansas. 

Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs:  James  P. 
Richards.  South  Carolina;  Thomas  8.  Gordon, 
nilnols;  Thomas  E.  Morgan,  Pennsylvania; 
Laurie  C.  Battle,  Alabama;  A.  S.  J.  Carna- 
han,  Missouri;  Thurmond  Chatham,  North 
Carolina;  Clement  J.  Zablockl,  Wisconsin; 
Omar  Burleson,  Texas;  Brooks  Hays.  Arkan- 
sas; Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  Jr.,  New  York; 
Edna  F.  Kelly,  New  York;  Henderson  Lanh&m, 
Georgia;  Burr  P.  Harrison,  Virginia. 

Committee  on  Government  Operations: 
William  L.  Dawson,  Illinois;  Chet  Hollfield, 
California;     Frank    M.    Karsten,    Missouri. 
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John  W.  UcConnack.  MaM«chiuett«;  Sidney 
A.  Fine.  New  York;  BlU  Lantaff,  Florida;  Earl 
Chudoff.  PennsylvanU;  Frank  Ikard,  Texas; 
Jack  B.  Brooks,  Texas;  Lester  Holtzman,  New 
York:  Robert  L.  Condon.  California:  Thomas 
J.  Dodd,  Connecticut;  Robert  H.  (Bob)  Ifollo- 
han.  West  Virginia;  L.  H.  Foiintaln,  North 
Carolina. 

Committee  on  HoTise  Administration :  Rob- 
ert C.  Byrd.  West  Virginia;  Cotirtney  Camp- 
bell. Florida;  John  E.  Moss.  California;  Sam- 
uel N.  Frledel.  Maryland. 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 
Clair  Bngle,  California;  Ken  Regan,  Texas; 
Lloyd  M.  Bentsen.  Jr..  Texas;  Wayne  N.  Aa- 
plnall.  Colorado:  Samuel  W.  Yorty.  Califor- 
nia; James  O.  Donovan.  New  York;  Leo  W. 
O'Brien,  New  York;  Eugene  J.  McCarthy.  Min- 
nesota; Walter  Rogers,  Texas;  Mrs.  Oracle 
Pfost,  Idaho;  James  A.  Haley,  Florida;  Oeorge 
A.  Shuford,  North  Carolina. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce:  Robert  Croaser,  Ohio;  J.  Percy 
Priest.  Tennessee;  Oren  Harris.  Arkansas; 
Dwlght  L.  Rogers.  Florida;  Arthur  G.  Klein. 
New  York;  Thomas  B.  Stanley.  Virginia;  Wil- 
liam T.  Granahan,  Pennsylvania;  F.  Brtel 
Carlyle,  North  Carolina;  John  Bell  Williams, 
Mississippi;  Peter  F.  Mack.  Jr.,  Illinois; 
Homer  Thomberry.  Texas:  Louis  B.  Heller. 
New  York;  Kenneth  A.  Roberts,  Alabama; 
Morgan  M.  Moulder.  Missouri. 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Emanuel 
Celler,  New  York;  Francis  B.  Walter,  Penn- 
sylvania; Joseph  R.  Bryson,  South  Carolina; 
Thomas  J.  Lane,  Massachusetts;  Michael  A. 
Feighan,  Ohio;  Frank  L.  Chelf,  Kentucky; 
J.  Frank  Wilson,  Texas;  Edwin  E.  Willis. 
Louisiana;  James  B.  Frazier,  Jr.,  Tennessee; 
Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr.,  New  Jersey;  Woodrow 
W.  Jones,  North  Carolina;  E.  L.  Forrester, 
Georgia;  Byron  O.  Rogers,  Colorado;  Harold 
D.  Donohue,  Massachusetts. 

Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries: Edward  J.  Hart,  New  Jersey;  Herbert  C. 
Bonner.  North  Carolina;  Frank  W.  Boykln. 
Alabama;  Edward  A.  Garmatz,  Maryland; 
John  F.  Shelley.  California;  Edward  J.  Rot>e- 
Bon.  Jr.,  Virginia;  Eugene  J.  Keogh.  New 
York;  James  J.  Delaney,  New  York;  Martin 
Dies,  Texas;  Mrs.  John  B.  Sullivan.  Missouri; 
T.  A.  Thompson.  Louisiana;  Don  Magnuson, 
Washington;  Thomas  P.  O'Neill.  Jr.,  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice: Tom  Mxirray,  Tennessee;  James  H.  Mor- 
rison, Louisiana;  James  C.  Davis,  Georgia; 
Oeorge  M.  Rhodes.  Pennsylvania;  John  Le- 
slnskl.  Jr..  Michigan;  John  Jarman,  Okla- 
homa; Harley  O.  Staggers.  West  Virginia: 
Garrett  L.  Withers,  Kentucky;  John  Dowdy, 
Texas;  Edward  P.  Boland,  Massachusetts; 
Hugh  Q.  Alexander.  North  Carolina;  Frazier 
Beams,  Ohio. 

Committee  on  Public  Works:  Charles  A. 
Buckley.  New  York;  Oeorge  H.  Fallon,  Mary- 
land; CUflord  Davis.  Tennessee;  James  W. 
Trimble.  Arkansas;  John  A.  Blatnik.  Minne- 
sota: Robert  E.  Jones,  Jr..  Alabama;  John  J. 
Dempsey.  New  Mexico;  Prank  E.  Smith, 
Mississippi:  John  C.  Watts.  Kentucky:  Thad- 
deus  M.  Machrowicz.  Michigan:  John  C. 
Klucsynskl.  Illinois;  Tom  Steed,  Oklahoma; 
Verm  Buchanan.  Pennsylvania. 

Committee  on  Un-American  Activities: 
Francis  E.  Walter,  Pennsylvania;  Morgan  M. 
Moulder,  Missouri;  Clyde  Doyle.  California; 
James  B.  Frazier.  Jr..  Tennessee. 

Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs:  Olin  E. 
Teague.  Texas;  Joe  L.  Evlns,  Tennessee; 
W.  J.  Bryan  Dorn.  South  Carolina;  Robert 
T.  Secrest.  Ohio;  Elizabeth  Kee.  West  Vir- 
ginia; George  S.  Long.  Louisiana;  Harlan 
Hagan.  California;  James  A.  Byrne.  Penn- 
sylvania; Biady  Gentry.  Texas;  D.  R.  (Billy) 
Matthews,  Florida;  Ed  Edmondson,  Okla- 
homa; Annlstead  Selden.  Alabama. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ADJOXJRNMENT  ON  MONDAY  AND 
TUESDAY 

Mr.  HAIXECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  101^  and 
aslE  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  when  the  House  adjourns 
on  Monday.  January  19,  1953,  it  stand  ad- 
journed until  11:15  a.  m.  Tuesday,  January 
20,  1953;  that  upon  convening  at  that  hour 
the  House  proceed  to  the  cast  front  of  the 
Capitol  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the  in- 
augural ceremonies  of  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States:  and  that 
upon  the  conclusion  of  the  ceremonies  the 
House  stand  adjourned  until  Thursday,  Jan- 
uary 22,  1953. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

DESIGNATION  OP  SPEAKI'Jl  PRO 
TEMPORE 

The  SPSAKER.  The  Chair  desifmates 
Hon.  Charles  A.  Halleck  to  act  as 
Speaker  fro  tempore  tomorrow,  January 
20,  1953. 

DEVELOPMENT  OP  WATER  AND  RE- 
LATED LAND  RESOURCES— MES- 
SAGE PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Publi<  Works; 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  I  leave  the  office  of  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  several  recent  actions  designed 
to  provide  a  better  basis  for  the  develop- 
ment of  our  water  and  related  land 
resources. 

These  i  esources  are  a  foundation,  upon 
which  rest  our  national  security,  our 
ability  to  maintain  a  democratic  society, 
and  our  leadership  in  the  free  world.  All 
too  frequently  their  significance  has  been 
obscured  among  the  dramatic  events 
which  have  characterized  our  time. 

Realizing  the  importance  of  properly 
planned  water  resource  development,  in 
1950  I  appointed  a  special  commission  to 
recommend  a  consistent  and  forward- 
looking  national  policy  for  the  conser- 
vation, development,  and  use  of  our 
water  and  related  land  resources.  This 
was  the  Water  Resources  Policy  Commis- 
sion, under  the  chairmanship  of  Mr. 
Morris  L   Cooke. 

The  Commission  reported  to  me  in 
1951.  Their  rep>ort  has  been  under  care- 
ful and  detailed  study  by  the  executive 
branch  agencies  since  then.  I  now  am 
transmitting  formally  the  Commission's 
report  to  the  Congress  for  its  considera- 
tion in  treating  problems  of  resource  de- 
velopment. I  believe  that  the  report  is 
of  great  value.  The  Commissions  un- 
derstanding of  cooperative  effort  in  the 
American  system,  its  clarification  of  the 
complex  problems  of  multiple- purpose 
planning,  its  detailed  professional  auialy- 
fiis  of  water  management,  and  its  recog- 
nition of  the  broad  public  interest  make 
the  repcrt  an  important  public  docu- 
ment. 


The  general  studies  of  the  Commis- 
sion will  shortly  be  supplemented  by  spe- 
cific field  studies  of  resource  development 
in  three  major  regions  of  the  country. 
After  Congress  authorized  the  basic  sur- 
veys in  1950.  I  established  Federal  Inter- 
agency committees  to  study  the  New 
England-New  York  region  and  the 
Arkansas-White-Red  Basins.  Those 
committees  were  organized,  aiul  they 
have  been  at  work  for  2**j  years.  They 
will  report  upon  the  multiple-purpose 
development  of  those  regions  next  year. 
The  committees  have  been  directed  to 
draw  upon  the  experience  and  ideas  of 
the  F>eople  of  the  regions  to  the  great- 
est extent  possible.  The  committees  also 
have  been  directed  to  present  fully  co- 
ordinated recommendations  for  all  the 
purposes  served  by  water  and  land  de- 
velopment. The  governors  of  the  af- 
fected States  or  their  representatives 
a:-e  participating  in  the  committee 
work,  and  their  views  will  be  reflected  in 
these  reports. 

In  1952  I  appointed  a  bipartisan  Mis- 
souri Basin  Survey  Commission  to  as- 
semble the  facts  and  report  its  Judg- 
ments upon  the  proper  procedure  for 
further  development  in  that  vast  terri- 
tory. The  report  of  this  ComLmission 
will  be  available  within  a  few  weeks. 
The  Commission,  which  is  composed  of 
Members  of  Congress  and  leading  citi- 
zens of  the  Missouri  Basin,  has  con- 
ducted intensive  hearings  throughout 
the  basin  States.  This  Commission's  re- 
port will  be  based  on  first-hand  expres- 
sions by  the  people  of  the  basin  of  their 
views  on  the  future  development  of  this 
vital  region  in  the  heart  of  our  country. 

Thus  we  shall  soon  have  three  impor- 
tant additional  field  checks  for  particu- 
lar regions  upon  the  desirable  pattern  of 
development  for  each  ar-^a. 

The.se  studies  have  been  undertaken 
against  a  background  of  great  accom- 
plishment, and  in  accord  with  the  Na- 
tion's well-established  tradition  of  pub- 
lic interest  in  Its  water  and  land  re- 
sources. I  believe  them  to  be  in  accord 
with  our  record  of  vigorous  action  to  pro- 
tect the  public  welfare  in  river-basin  de- 
velopment, a  record  which  dates  from 
the  first  years  of  this  century. 

The  first  real  impetus  to  sensible  river- 
basin  development  came  as  a  part  of  the 
conservation  movement  which  was  led 
by  President  Theodore  Roosevelt.  He 
and  his  advisers  realized  that  the 
continuing  misuse  of  our  natural  re- 
sources through  unbridled  private  de- 
velopment would  seriously  endanger 
the  Nation's  welfare  within  a  very 
few  generations.  His  dynamic  leader- 
ship brought  the  first  real  safeguards 
to  assure  that  benefits  from  resource 
development  would  accrue  to  all  the 
people,  rather  than  just  to  special  in- 
terests. At  the  same  time,  he  sought 
to  assure  permanently  productive  for- 
ests, waters,  and  lands. 

During  the  period  prior  to  the  First 
World  War  the  Congress  also  demon- 
strated a  bipartisan  Interest  in  publicly 
beneficial  river-basin  development.  In- 
deed, its  interest  in  waterway  develop- 
ment and  flood  control  in  the  nineteenth 
century  marked  the  beginnings  of  Fed- 
eral water  policy. 

The  Interest  of  both  the  Congress  aikl 
the  executive  branch  in  comprehensive 
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treatment  of  our  river  basins  was  re- 
flected in  the  enactment  of  laws  which 
Pbtablished  and  provided  for  the  admin- 
istration of  the  national  forests — one 
main  purpose  of  wliich  was  to  protect 
important  watersheds  which  are  sources 
lor  many  streams.  It  was  shown  in  the 
enactment  of  the  :=leclamation  Act  of 
1902  to  provide  Federal  aid  for  the  de- 
velopment of  irrigation  on  the  arid  lands 
of  the  West.  The  Interest  continued. 
as  indicated  by  passage  of  the  Federal 
Water  Power  Act  ir.  1920.  That  act  re- 
quired selection  of  electric  power  proj- 
ects or  plans  which  developed  and  used 
water  resources  most  efficiently.  The  in- 
terest was  further  illustrated  in  the 
1927  authorization  of  the  Corps  of  En- 
gineers 308  reports,  which  specifically 
provided  for  comprehensive  planning. 

Although  the  dynamic  influence  of 
Theodore  Roosevelt  was  important  In 
the  conservation  movement,  the  legisla- 
tion enacted  to  conserve  and  to  develop 
our  water  and  land  resources  for  the 
most  part  was  broadly  supported  by  both 
parties.  The  steps  taken  were  In  recog- 
nition of  the  over.idlng  public  Interest 
in  sound  resource  management. 

The  experience  of  this  early  period  of 
public  action  showed  that  constant  vigi- 
lance and  competent  professional  guid- 
ance are  essential  m  prevent  irreparable 
losses.  In  spite  of  earlier  efforts,  whole 
sections  of  our  national  resource  founda- 
tion were  crumbling  as  recently  as  20 
years  ago.  We  had  not  yet  fully  awak- 
ened to  some  of  the  dangers  to  national 
interest  which  lay  in  short-sighted  pri- 
vate actions.  Our  lands  were  disappear- 
ing in  gale  and  flood;  our  streams  still 
were  destructive  g  ants  unchained. 

During  the  two  <  ventf  ul  decades  which 
have  followed  since  1933,  the  Nation  has 
undergone  some  deeply  moving  expe- 
riences, like  the  ajipearance  of  the  Great 
Plains  Dust  Bowl  which  directly  or  in- 
directly affected  millions  of  people.  In 
part  under  vhe  stimulus  of  catastrophe, 
but  with  the  advantage  of  wise  counsel 
during  those  years,  we  have  changed 
greatly  our  attitudes  toward  using  our 
lands  and  waters. 

We  have  learned  that  the  mark  of  a 
well-managed  land  lies  in  the  care  a 
NaUon  gives  to  its  rivers.  We  have 
learned  that  rivers  truly  can  be  our 
servants,  harness*^!  to  provide  vast  ad- 
ditions to  our  wesilth.  And  as  we  have 
learned  we  have  been  working  to  restore 
the  cnunbling  parts  of  our  resource 
foundation  in  a  manner  which  has  cap- 
tured the  imagination  of  the  world. 

During  these  years  I  believe  that  we 
demonstrated  for  all  time  the  efficiency 
and  the  humanity  of  comprehensively 
planned  multipurpose  river-l)asin  devel- 
opment. Compai  e  the  Tennessee  Valley 
of  1933.  which  licked  even  hope,  with 
the  vigorous  region  TVA  in  1953  Is  as- 
sisting the  people  to  build  further. 
There  you  now  v/111  find  several  miUion 
people  who  are  working  aggressively  to 
make  the  best  ixse  of  their  resources. 
A  unified  manafrement  of  their  water- 
shed has  helped  them  to  create  new  op- 
portunities. 

Or  compare  the  great  dams  and  thou- 
sands of  acres  of  fertile  green  fields 
which  are  begiimlng  to  grace  eastern 
Washington  State,  with  the  sagebrush 
and  sea  bland  of  a  few  years  ago.    Look 


at  the  great  works  of  the  Central  Val- 
ley, or  of  the  Colorado,  which  literally 
move  rivers  from  one  b&sin  to  another. 
Look  at  the  great  developments  which 
are  getting  under  way  on  the  Missouri 
and  in  the  Southwest. 

No  wonder  professional  visitors  from 
all  over  the  world  come  to  see  our  works, 
and  to  study  our  ideas.  The  stream  of 
several  thousand  professional  visitors 
who  come  every  year  to  study  the  De- 
partment of  Interior's.  TVA's.  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture's,  and  the  Corps 
of  Engineer's  work  is  not  a  matter  of 
chance.  Only  something  solid  and  stim- 
ulating could  be  so  lasting  an  attraction. 
During  those  20  years,  we  have  learned 
the  ti-ue  place  of  electric  power-gener- 
ating facilities  in  our  national  life.  They 
are  vital  to  the  Nation — physically,  eco- 
nomically, socially.  We  now  know  they 
are  so  vital  that  never  again  can  we  trust 
to  haphazard  planning  for  their  con- 
struction. 

We  know  that  electricity  can  be  pro- 
duced and  sold  cheaply;  and  that  when 
it  is  so  produced,  the  market  for  it  is  of 
hitherto  undreamed  size. 

We  know  that  large  resei-ves  of  gener- 
ating capacity  are  vital  to  economic 
health  and  to  national  security. 

We  know  that  the  public  construction 
of  main  transmission  lines  from  genera- 
tors to  wholesale  distribution  points  un- 
locks this  generating  capacity  for  the 
public  at  large,  and  eliminates  the  dan- 
ger of  monopoly. 

We  know  these  things  because  we  had 
the  foresight  to  commence  multiple -pur- 
pose river  development. 

TVA  proved  a  lot  of  these  things  to  us. 
and  our  works  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try have  confirmed  and  extended  that 
proof.  I  need  hardly  remind  you  that 
without  the  electricity  of  the  TVA  and 
Bonneville  systems,  which  resulted  from 
Federal  multiple-purpose  development, 
we  should  not  have  had  enough  alumi- 
num for  planes,  and  we  should  not  have 
had  the  timely  atomic-energy  program 
of  the  last  World  War.  In  fact  those  two 
public  power  systems  are  still  the  energy 
life  lines  for  that  greatest  development 
of  our  time. 

We   have   learned   much   more.    We 
now  know  that  fertilizer  can  be  produced 
and  sold  more  cheaply  than  It  was  in  the 
past.    That  can  be  done  through  having 
low-cost  electric  power  in  the  right  place, 
as  for  the  huge  phosphate  deposits  of  the 
Pacific    Northwest.    Or    it    can    come 
through  new  processes,  as  have  been  de- 
veloped by  TVA.    Both  means  help  us 
to  produce  more  food  and  clothing.    And 
the  fertilizer  has  been  made  to  help  the 
upstream  farmer  keep  his  soil  on  his 
farm.    That  is  where  the  soil  belongs, 
and  not  In  the  flooded  basement*  and 
on  the  warehouse  floors  of  valley  cities. 
We   have  learned  that  private  citi- 
zens— farmers,  ranchers,  forest  owners — 
In  their  own  Interest  as  well  as  that  of 
the  Nation,  should  plan  the  use  of  the 
resources  they  control  so  that  those  re- 
sources will  be  more  fruitful  as  the  years 
go  by.     All  across  our  country  individ- 
uals and  private  companies  have  dem- 
onstrated the  value  and  the  practicality 
of  effective  conservation  in  the  daily 
management  of  their  own  enterprises. 

We  have  learned  that  the  farmer  can 
have  electricity  In  his  dairy  bam.  and  his 


wife  can  electrify  her  kitchen — at  rates 
which  he  can  afford. 

We  have  learned  that  small  towns  can 
compete  with  cities  for  the  location  of 
industry  and  factory  jobs  without  hav- 
ing the  disadvantage  of  high  electricity 
rates,  and  without  the  disadvantage  of 
high  transportation  rates  for  their  ma- 
terials and  goods.  Frequently  dams 
which  produce  electricity  also  make  it 
possible  for  vessels  to  move  at  low  cost 
on  a  river. 

We  have  learned  that  the  advantages 
of  flood  control  can  be  extended  on  a 
large  scale  through  multiple-purpose 
reservoirs  and  watershed  improvements, 
aiding  town  and  farm  alike. 

All  these  now  nationally  acknowledged 
benefits  of  comprehensive  river  basin 
development  were  little  but  the  vision 
of  a  few  foresighted  men  20  years  ago. 
But  they  were  visions  which  had  existed 
for  many  years  before  we  were  able  to 
act  upon  them.  I  hope  that  the  demon- 
stration we  now  have  before  us  will  never 
be  forgotten,  nor  its  significance  lost 
sight  of. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  we  have 
made  impressive  additions  to  our  re- 
source foundation  during  my  adminis- 
tration. We  have  continued  on  the  pro- 
grams which  were  so  well  started  in 
previous  years. 

Since  1945,  we  have  added  about  2.- 
700.000  irrigated  acres  to  our  farm  lands. 
By  the  middle  of  1953,  works  constructed 
by  the  Federal  Government  will  be  sup- 
plying irrigation  water  to  136,000  farm 
units  m  the  West.  Several  million  addi- 
tional acres  would  be  Irrigated  under 
projects  which  have  been  authorized  by 
the  Congress  but  not  yet  constructed. 

Since  1945,  also,  we  have  made  sub- 
stantial progress  toward  the  protection 
of  our  many  valleys  from  disastrous 
floods.  We  have  provided  additional 
flood  control  on  the  Mississippi,  the  Ohio, 
the  Columbia,  in  New  England,  the 
Southwest  and  California,  and  in  the 
mid-Atlantic  States.  We  have  made  en- 
couraging progress  on  the  vast  works  for 
control  of  the  giant  Missouri,  probably 
our  most  Important  remaining  problem 
In  river  development.  Between  1945  and 
1953,  about  3,000,000  acres  of  valley  land 
were  given  flood  protection.  Works  now 
imder  way  will  provide  protection  to  an 
additional  7,600,000  acres.  Three  hun- 
dred and  fifty  commimlties  and  2.700,000 
people  are  located  in  the  areas  which  will 
be  ixt>tected. 

In  this  period  we  have  continued  to 
Improve  our  navigable  waterwajrs.  We 
now  have  28.600  miles  of  them.  11.100 
miles  to  a  depth  of  9  feet  or  miore.  Tliey 
are  ImpcMTtant  parts  of  the  Nation's 
transportation  system,  and  their  use  has 
Increased  greatly  In  these  years. 

We  have  continued  our  soil  conserva- 
tion program.  In  these  last  8  years,  1,296 
new  soil  conservation  districts  were 
formed.  This  addition  nearly  doubled 
the  number  of  such  districts  in  the  coun- 
try. 

Our  additions  to  the  country's  means 
of  producing  and  distributing  electric 
energy  have  also  be«i  great  in  this 
period.  During  these  8  years,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  alone  has  constrocted 
5.000.000  kilowatts  of  genentinfr  ca- 
pacity. This  has  increased  the  sa»  o< 
our  public  power  systems  tar  58  percent. 
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Further  ultimate  capacity  of  10.600,000 
kilowatts  will  be  added  when  we  com- 
plete projects  now  in  construction. 

Since  1945,  we  have  constructed  12,200 
miles  of  main  transmission  lines.  They 
assure  widespread  benefits  to  the  people 
from  public  power. 

Through  the  direct  efforts  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  since 
1945,  we  have  brought  electricity  to 
1,500,000  farms  which  never  before  had 
It.  More  than  88  percent  of  our  farms 
are  now  electrified,  as  compared  to  46 
percent  in  January  1945.  Through  the 
lines  constructed  by  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  the  TVA  we  also  have 
brought  the  benefits  of  low-rate  public 
power  to  65  additional  municip>alities. 

I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
these  works,  by  the  example  they  gave  as 
well  as  the  electricity  they  delivered,  were 
an  important  reason  for  the  small  change 
in  our  rates  for  electric  service  through- 
out the  Nation  during  this  period  when 
many  prices  rose  sharply.  Since  1945, 
during  a  period  when  private  utilities 
have  experienced  unprecedented  pros- 
perity, national  average  residential  and 
commercial  electric  rates  actually  have 
decreased,  and  industrial  rates  have  in- 
creased less  than  10  percent.  Compare 
that  to  the  general  rate  increase  of  al- 
most 80  percent  authorized  in  the  same 
period  for  rail  freight  rates.  Without 
multiple-purpose  river  basin  develop- 
ment, I  believe  that  few  of  these  ac- 
complishments would  have  been  possible. 

I  have  been  privileged  to  see  during 
this  administration  the  beginning  or 
completion  by  our  Federal  Government 
of  great  dams,  gigantic  irrigation  enter- 
prises, huge  generating  stations,  and 
other  monuments  which  will  stand  as 
symbols  of  the  truths  about  water  and 
land  developments  we  have  now  accepted 
as  a  Nation. 

I  might  speak  of  the  engineering  ac- 
complishments alone:  The  Corps  of 
Engineers'  McNary  I>am  on  the  Colum- 
bia, the  Bureau  of  Reclamation's  Grand 
Coulee  irrigation  diversion  in  Washing- 
ton, and  its  Hungry  Horse  Dam  in  Mon- 
tana, the  corps'  Fort  Randall  Dam  on  the 
Missouri;  and  TVA's  Shawnee  steam 
plant,  to  be  the  largest  in  the  world. 
These  are  among  the  great  engineering 
accomplishments  of  all  time. 

Yet  it  seems  more  important  to  me  that 
aU  these,  and  other  projects  too,  are  sym- 
bols of  the  things  we  have  learned  about 
efficient,  orderly,  organized  development 
of  river  basins. 

We  built  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation's 
great  new  Hungry  Horse  Dam  in  Mon- 
tana not  as  an  isolated  structure,  but  as 
a  part  of  the  Columbia  Basin  system. 
Its  value  lies  much  more  in  the  water  it 
stores  for  use  in  a  score  of  places  down 
the  long  Columbia  system  than  in  its 
own  sizable  electricity  production. 

We  are  building  TVA's  Shawnee  plant 
where  It  is  because  we  want  to  make  the 
best  possible  use  of  the  whole  TVA  elec- 
trical system  for  the  development  of 
atomic  energy  in  the  interest  of  our 
national  defense. 

This  is  what  we  must  do  for  every  one 
of  these  great  works  that  we  plan  or  build 
in'^e  future.  If  we  are  to  use  our 
money  and  our  effort  wisely,  they  must 
all  be  planned  and  built  with  the  full 
needs  of  the  region  and  the  Nation  in 


mind.  Each  new  structure  must  be  rec- 
ognized as  part  of  a  plant  which  com- 
prises a  whole  system  of  river  develop- 
ment. In  planning  for  each  function. 
we  must  be  mindful  of  its  relation  to  all 
other  purposes. 

And  we  especially  muf  jr»ake  sure  that 
we  safeguard  the  use  ol  these  resources 
for  the  benefit  of  all  the  people.  Where 
the  public  moneys  are  invested,  the  re- 
sulting gains  must  accrue  to  the  public, 
and  not  be  diverted  to  the  undue  benefit 
of  any  private  group. 

As  we  consider  what  the  Nation  has 
done,  and  what  we  now  know,  we  must 
admit  that  we  still  have  much  to  do.  But 
a  great  deal  will  depend  on  the  way  we 
do  it.  We  now  are  at  a  stage  where  we 
can  capitalize  on  the  extensive  ground- 
work which  iias  been  laid  for  unified 
planning  and  management  and  multi- 
ple-purpose development  of  our  regional 
water  and  land  resources. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  we  should 
take  steps  as  soon  as  possible  to  improve 
further  our  resource  development  policy 
and  administrative  machinery,  and  why 
we  must  modernize  Federal  Government 
techniques  which  determine  the  speed, 
justice,  and  efficiency  we  can  muster  for 
this  work. 

The  national  investment  in  resource 
development  from  all  sources  has  taken 
a  sharp  upward  turn  since  the  end  of 
the  Second  World  War.  The  Federal 
Government  alone  is  now  spending  about 
a  billion  dollars  a  year  to  help  develop 
our  river  basins  through  irrigation,  pow- 
er, flood  prevention,  navigation,  water- 
shed treatment,  and  in  other  important 
ways.  The  Congress  has  authorized  over 
$10,000,000,000  of  projects  for  under- 
taking in  the  future.  However,  in  the 
face  of  this  program.  Federal  organiza- 
tion for  carrying  out  water  resources 
responsibilities  remains  diffuse,  and 
there  is  no  uniform  congressionally  ap- 
proved Federal  water  resources  policy  to 
govern  large  parts  of  this  program. 

More  and  more  people  are  beginning  to 
realize  the  importance  of  immediate 
changes  to  assure  wise  investment. 
There  is  an  encouraging  tide  of  rising 
interest  in  this  hitherto  specialized  tech- 
nical field  by  farmers,  businessmen, 
workmen,  civic  organizations,  and  otli- 
ers.  Increasingly  large  volumes  of  pub- 
licity are  being  given  to  definite  pro- 
posals for  changed  policy  and  organiza- 
tion; some  of  these  have  real  merit,  and 
some,  if  adopted,  would  be  very  harmful. 

Finally,  some  of  our  regions  are  in  need 
of  immediate  help.  I  cannot  think  of 
the  wasting  resources  of  the  Rio  Grande 
Basin,  the  Arkansas  Basin,  the  Red  River, 
or  New  England  without  considering 
what  a  unified  multiple-purpose  program 
might  do  for  each  of  tliem.  and  in  help- 
ing them,  what  it  might  do  for  the  Na- 
tion. These  are  not  jobs  for  isolated, 
unrelated  single-project  development. 
They  demand  comprehensive  plans  for 
water  and  land  alike.  We  cannot  escape 
the  obvious  relation  of  such  improve- 
ments to  our  national  security. 

For  these  reasons  I  commend  to  the 
Congress  for  its  serious  attention  several 
lines  of  action. 

First,  we  should  organize  more  efficient 
meaxvs  of  regional  river  basin  planning 
and  management  in  those  parts  of  our 
country  which  need  such  improvement. 


The  type  of  organization  need  not  be 
the  same  for  all  regions.  The  breadth 
of  our  land  and  the  number  of  nvers  in 
it  inevitably  have  given  rise  to  many 
differing  needs.  A  fixed  pattern  may  not 
be  the  sole  answer  to  the  problems  of  all 
these  rivers. 

But  whatever  the  outward  form,  the 
objectives  should  be  the  same.  The 
organizations  we  decide  upon  should  be 
strong  enough  to  uphold  the  people's  In- 
terest in  their  resources.  They  should  be 
strong  enough  to  be  efficient.  They 
should  be  .strong  enough  to  see  that  uni- 
fied malliple-purpose  development  is 
planned  for.  and  works  operated  har- 
moniously in  each  basin-wide  compre- 
hensive system.  Their  responsibilities 
should  embrace  related  land  as  well  as 
water  programs. 

Tlie  Water  Resources  Policy  Commis- 
sion recommended  in  favor  of  decen- 
tralized but  unified  or  coordinated  ad- 
ministration for  these  resource  pro- 
grams. The  need  for  better  coordinated 
basin  administration  also  was  recognized 
by  the  Commission  on  the  Organization 
of  the  Executive  Branch,  which  reported 
earlier  to  me  and  to  the  Congress. 

Second,  we  should  increase  our  efforts 
to  icc  that  every  affected  State  and  every 
affected  community  in  a  region  is  given 
opportunity  to  share  in  the  responsibility 
for  basin  development.  I  think  It  Is  a 
good  rule  that  where  States  and  com- 
munities assume  a  greater  share  in  ad- 
ministrative or  planning  responsibility, 
they  should  also  assume  greater  financial 
rcspon.sibility. 

We  hear  more  and  more  of  manage- 
ment and  planning  by  the  States  from 
the  regions  where  work  now  is  being 
done,  or  is  about  to  be  undertaken.  But 
we  have  found.  I  regret  to  say.  that  this 
growing  demand  for  local  administrative 
responsibility,  with  few  exceptions,  is  not 
matched  by  an  equal  willingness  to  re- 
lieve the  Federal  Government  of  finan- 
cial respon.sibility  for  a  proportionate 
share  of  the  required  Investment.  The 
assumption  of  greater  State  and  com- 
munity financial  responsibility  is  one  of 
the  ways  we  can  avoid  irresponsible  spe- 
cial pres.sure  for  undesirable  projects. 

We  can  view  with  favor  the  Increas- 
ing local  awareness  of  the  necessity  of 
planned,  cooperative  Improvement  of 
our  streams,  but  we  also  must  foster  an 
understanding  of  the  huge  size  of  the 
job.  There  is  much  more  to  it  than  Fed- 
eral Government  funds  are  likely  to 
accomplish  in  a  reasonable  time. 

We  must  also  see  that  improved  Fed- 
eral organization  accompanies  increased 
local  and  State  participation.  States 
and  communities  cannot  cooperate  effec- 
tively with  the  ager^cles  of  the  Federal 
Government  where  .sharp  differences  of 
opinion  exist  and  where  machinery  for 
resolving  these  differences  Is  cumber- 
some or  absent. 

Third,  we  should  strengthen  and  sim- 
plify our  Federal  procedures  for  selec- 
tion among  tlie  great  volume  of  project 
proposals  which  come  to  the  executive 
offices  and  the  Congress  every  year. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  full  devel- 
opment of  our  water  and  land  resources 
over  the  years  may  require  the  invest- 
ment of  as  much  as  a  himdred  billion 
dollars  by  private  citizens  and  tlieir  Gov- 
ernment.   Not   far   in   the   future   the 


mold  will  be  foimed  which  will  deter- 
mine the  patten  of  works  for  most  of 
our  important  nylons.  Whether  or  not 
the  investment  is  to  be  sound  or  un- 
.'^ound.  for  all  the  people  or  for  a  fortu- 
nate few,  will  te  decided  by  what  the 
Federal  Govermaent  does  within  a  few 
years. 

/Thus  far  we  have  not  even  been  able  to 
compare  projects  on  the  same  basis. 
There  are  a  nurr  ber  of  Federal  resource- 
development  laws,  and  they  establish 
diilennK  procedures  and  differing  stand- 
ards. We  have  had  to  judge  irrigation 
proposals  by  ono.  standard,  fiood  control 
by  another,  pollution  control  by  a  third, 
and  so  on.  In  ;iome  cases,  we  have  not 
even  been  able  to  get  the  facts  as  to 
whether  or  not  benefits  will  be  greater 
than  costs,  even  though  the  proponents 
always  assure  lis  of  the  great  value  of 
their  particular  proposal.  You  cannot 
make  rapid  progress  without  effective 
means  for  selecting  j>rojects  wisely. 

I  am  pleased  to  report  that  we  have 
found  it  possible  to  move  forward  by 
Executive  action  toward  better  project 
.selection.  With  my  approval,  the  Direc- 
tor of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  recently 
has  i.-^sued  a  budget  circular  which  es- 
tablishes standards  to  be  used  by  the 
Executive  Office  in  reviewing  all  reports 
on  water  projects  and  programs.  I  be- 
heve  this  circular  is  a  significant  step  to- 
ward improved  evaluation  and  cost- 
allocat.kjn  procedure.  But  it  is  only  a 
fii-st  step.  Many  of  the  problems  we 
encounter  result  from  statutes  which 
can  be  corrected  only  by  congressional 
action. 

Furthermore,  I  suggested  in  the  1954 
budget  message  that  Congress  might 
wish  to  examine  its  own  intricate  pro- 
cedure for  reviewing  resource  proposals. 
In  each  House  of  the  Congress,  there  are 
several  committees  and  subcommittees 
which  consider  different  programs  and 
projects,  even  though  many  projects  are 
on  the  same  rivers  and  watersheds.  The 
Congress  might  find  that  revision  of  this 
.♦structure  would  have  helpful  effects  upon 
the  now  complicated  operation  of  the 
Executive  resource-development  agen- 
cies. 

Fourth,  we  must  find  a  better  answer 
to  the  question:  "Who  pays  and  how 
much?  '  Our  present  policy  was  devel- 
oped piecemeal  over  more  than  a  cen- 
tury. During  most  of  this  period  equi- 
table sharing  of  costs  took  second  place 
to  the  need  for  development.  For  ex- 
ample, consider  our  flood-control  pol- 
icy. When  its  main  outlines  were  de- 
veloped in  the  1950s,  material,  resources 
and  the  labor  of  our  citizens  were  beg- 
ging to  be  put  to  work.  Now  we  face 
the  opposite  situation.  There  are  many 
urgent  and  competitive  uses  for  mate- 
rials and  manpower. 

Our  reimbursement  poUcy  for  all 
water  development  should  be  reoriented 
to  help  us  meet  these  problems.  The 
cost  of  resource  projects  should  be  paid 
more  by  those  who  benefit  directly  from 
them.  Such  a  change  can  have  a  dou- 
ble effect.  It  would  remove  some  of  the 
burden  for  payment  from  the  taxpayer- 
at-large,  and  it  would  make  the  pro- 
posers of  projects  more  careful  about 
investigating  the  soundness  of  their 
ideas.  And  we  should  clarify  our  repay- 
ment procedures  so  that  every  citizen 


can  learn  exactly  where  his  tax  dollar 
has  gone,  and  what  chance  his  Govern- 
ment has  of  getting  it  back. 

Fifth,  we  should  see  that  our  devel- 
opment procedure  is  so  designed  that  it 
can  provide  the  most  in  farms,  and  jobs, 
and  opportunity  for  business  enterprise 
for  every  dollar  spent.  With  these  ob- 
jectives in  mind,  we  should  modernize 
our  laws  for  promoting  additions  to 
cultivable  land,  and  adapt  the  revision  to 
the  needs  of  the  48  States.  We  should 
retain  the  requirements  of  acreage  limi- 
tation but  we  should  modernize  them, 
in  order  to  make  them  a  true  instru- 
ment for  encouraging  the  settlement  of 
family  farms.  We  should  further  see 
that  balanced  industrial  employment  op- 
portunities and  private  business  oppor- 
tunities are  available,  and  that  Federal 
resource  works  are  used  to  provide  them 
wherever  and  whenever  possible  and 
necessary. 

Toward  these  ends  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  been  preparing  legislative 
proposals  for  desirable  changes  in  policy 
and  organization.  The  results  of  this 
work  will  be  available  to  the  new  admin- 
istration. 

To  the  people  of  the  Nation  through 
their  representatives  in  Congress  I  com- 
mend certain  objectives  toward  which 
the  Government  should  continue  to  move 
in  our  national  programs  of  water  and 
land  development. 

We  should  help  make  available  jobs 
and  business  opportunities  in  manufac- 
turing, industry,  and  trade  in  the  dif- 
ferent regions  of  the  country — as  they 
are  needed.  The  Government  should 
help  supply  the  basic  needs  of  private 
enterprise,  including  electric  power, 
water  transportation,  water  supply,  and 
flood-protected  industrial  sites  to  make 
the  best  use  of  the  resources  of  each 
region.  It  should  do  this  in  ways  which 
will  encourage  the  development  of  the 
skills  and  capacities  of  the  people  who 
are  there  or  who  may  move  there. 

In  the  regions  where  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  become  an  important  util- 
ity, like  the  Tennessee  Valley  or  the  Pa- 
cific Northwest,  the  Government  should 
continue  to  supply  new  generating  plants 
in  adequate  number.  We  must  not  per- 
mit brown-outs,  or  the  turning  away  of 
new  industry  well  suited  to  these  areas. 

In  developing  new  generating  capac- 
ity, and  in  disposing  of  public  power,  we 
should  endeavor  to  make  possible  elec- 
tricity rates  which  permit  all  homes  to 
have  modem  comforts,  and  which  allow 
farm  tasks  to  be  lightened  by  modern 
machines. 

The  Government  sliould  continue  to 
help  make  available  new  family  farms 
at  reasonable  prices  and  on  reasonable 
terms. 

The  Government  should  continue  to 
Improve  its  practice  of  sustained  yield 
management  of  public  lands  and  forests, 
and  to  strongly  promote  the  similar 
management  of  private  property. 

The  Government  shoiUd  continue  to 
encourage  more  local  and  State  respon- 
sibility. This  does  not  mean  promising 
the  States  or  communities  something  for 
nothing— far  from  it  Administration  by 
the  States  of  Federally  provided  dollars 
alone  is  not  real  responsibility.  Indeed. 
full  reliance  on  the  Federal  Treasury  is 


in  anything  but  the  best  interest  of  the 
community,  the  State,  and  the  Nation. 

This  job  of  getting  our  land  and  water 
developed,  I  repeat,  is  so  big  that  we 
must  enlist  the  participation  of  all 
agencies — Federal,  State,  community, 
private  enterprise.  The  results  can  be 
timely  and  economical  only  if  States  and 
communities  invest  their  dollars,  as  well 
as  the  Federal  taxpayer. 

I  report  finally,  then,  that  we  now 
have  well  charted  the  obstructions  to 
efficient  national  water  resource  devel- 
opment of  widespread  benefit.  In  doing 
this  we  have  found  much  that  is  good, 
and  I  would  hold  fast  to  it.  But  I  also 
believe  that  a  more  certain  route  to  these 
benefits  can  be  planned.  When  that  is 
done,  the  Nation  can  build  even  more 
surely  and  more  rapidly  than  before. 
Harry  S.  Trxjman. 

The  White  House,  January  19, 1953. 


SUSPENDING  CERTAIN  IMPORT 
TAXES  ON  COPPER 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  biU  iH.  R.  568) 
to  continue  until  the  close  of  June  30, 
1954,  the  suspension  of  certain  import 
taxes  on  copper,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biil. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  suspend  certain  Imixsrt  taxes  on 
copper,"  approved  May  22,  1951  (PubUc  Law 
38,  82d  Cong.) ,  Is  hereby  amendtJd  by  strUtlng 
out  "February  15,  1953,  or  the  termination 
of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by 
the  President  on  December  16.  1950,  which- 
ever is  earlier"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"June  30,  1954." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Reed]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gefitleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  glad 
to  state  that  this  bill  was  favorably  re- 
ported by  unanimous  vote  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  and  those  of 
us  on  the  minority  side  are  glad  to  join 
our  distingtiished  chairman  in  request- 
ing consideration  and  passage  of  the  bill 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.     I  3deld. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  if  this  is  not  the  fact  about  this 
legislation,  that  we  have  had  this  matter 
up  several  times  so  far  as  the  principle 
involved  here  is  concerned  but  this  time 
we  are  happy  to  say  that  all  the  con- 
flicting interests  that  have  heretofore 
been  so  divergent  have  somewhat  come 
together  and  this  seems  to  be  a  measure 
which  is  satisfactory  to  everybody. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  Yortt.  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  is  no  objection  to  this  measure  and 
it  has  the  unanimous  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Speaker.  In  reporting  this  till. 
H.  R-  5««,  to  the  House.  I  wisli  to  «xp«6s 
my  sioccie  thanks  to  the  aacmbiK^  o2  (te 
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Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  to 
others  of  our  colleagues  who  have  co- 
operated in  advancing  the  legislation  for 
expedited  consideration.  Your  commit- 
tee. In  its  unanimous  report,  has  set  forth 
the  statistical  and  factual  background 
for  the  measure,  and  I  will  now  simply 
discuss  some  of  the  overtones  which  will 
highlight  what  we  wish  to  accomplish. 
Existing  law  provides  for  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  import  tax  on  copper  until 
Ffbruary  15.  1953.  Since  1940  all  im- 
ports of  copper  have  been  tax  free,  ex- 
cept for  a  few  months  in  1950-51. 
Throughout  the  war.  and  into  1946.  the 
Government  itself  imported  copper  with- 
out tax.  either  through  the  Navy  acting 
under  Executive  order,  or  by  the  Metals 
Reserve  Company,  a  subsidiary  of  RFC. 
Then  in  1947.  after  extensive  hearings. 
and  since  1947,  the  Congress  itself  has 
suspended  the  tax  by  appropriate  legis- 
lative action.  Your  committee  has  been 
thoroughly  familiarized  with  the  facts, 
not  only  through  leaders  of  every  branch 
of  the  copper  industry,  producers,  fabri- 
cators, and  consumers  alike,  but  through 
unanimously  favorable  recommendations 
from  every  department  and  agency  of 
Government  having  to  do  with  copper 
and  our  Nation's  need  for  it. 

Recognizing  the  imminence  of  the  ex- 
piration date  in  the  present  law,  I  intro- 
duced H.  R.  568  when  Congress  con- 
vened. My  bill  merely  extends  the  ex- 
piration date  until  June  30,  1954.  That 
is  all  there  is  to  it.  Adequate  safeguards 
for  the  protection  of  our  domestic  mine 
industry  are  already  present  in  the  law, 
and  you  may  be  sure  I  would  wish  to  see 
that  fact  emphasized,  particularly  be- 
cause of  the  peril  point  provision.  Thus, 
if  the  price  of  copper  should  fall  below 
24  cents  per  pound  and  remain  at  that 
level  for  a  period  of  1  month,  as  de- 
termined by  the  Tariff  Commission,  the 
suspension  of  the  import  tax  would  be 
revoked  upon  proclamation  by  the  Presi- 
dent within  20  days  after  report  to  him 
of  the  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Congress  prescribes  the  standard. to 
be  applied,  the  Commission  finds  and 
reports  the  facts,  the  President  there- 
upon acts  as  the  law  provides.  It  is 
a  simple,  workable  device  which  may 
well  serve  as  a  model  in  comparable  sit- 
uations where  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  may  so  require.  The  important 
point  to  note  is  that  the  Congress  itself 
remains  in  complete  control  and  Con- 
gress defines  the  applicable  standard 
which  governs  action  thereafter. 

Aside  from  the  principle  I  have  em- 
phasized, the  important  aspects  we  have 
taken  into  account  may  be  quickly  sum- 
marized: First,  our  standard  of  living, 
the  highest  in  the  world,  depends  for 
its  maintenance  upon  adequate  supplies 
of  copper.  Second,  employment  of  mil- 
lions of  industrial  and  construction 
workers  is  bound  up  with  copper. 
Third,  more  than  half  of  the  free  worlds 
supply  of  copper  is  consumed  in  the 
United  States.  Fourth,  our  domestic 
copper-mining  Industry,  despite  all  ef- 
forts to  increase  production,  falls  far 
short  of  meeting  our  annual  copper 
needs.  Fifth,  our  defense  requirements 
and  our  stockpile  needs  depend  vitally 
upon  available  copper. 

Perhaps  the  dramatization  of  the  last 
point  will  clearly  serve  to  highlight  the 


whole  picture.  During  World  War  11, 
some  800  pounds  of  copper  were  required 
for  a  tank.  At  least  2,000  pounds  went 
into  each  large  bomber.  A  battleship 
will  consume  some  2,000,000  pounds.  A 
50-plane  squadron  expended  about  14.- 
000.000  pounds  of  copper  in  only  1  min- 
ute of  action.  Other  wartime  uses  for 
ammunition,  for  communications,  for 
trucks,  for  electrical  and  electronic  de- 
vices can  readily  be  imagined.  * 

On  the  peacetime  front,  copper  Is  es- 
sential to  the  electrical  industry  for  wire 
and  cable,  for  transformers  and  turbines, 
for  radiant  heat  and  all  forms  of  con- 
duction. 

In  the  automobile  world  some  50 
pounds  of  copper  go  into  every  car  or 
truck,  for  wiring,  for  alloys,  for  carbu- 
retors and  radiators.  On  an  annual  pro- 
ductive basis  of  4.000,000  to  6.000.000 
units,  it  can  readily  be  seen  that  assur- 
ance of  adequate  supplies  of  copper  will 
mean  continued  employment  for  millions 
of  workers  employed  by  thousands  of 
concerns,  large  and  small,  who  are  en- 
gaged in  the  production  of  the  essential 
items  necessary  for  every  completed 
unit. 

Our  construction  Industry  and  its  mil- 
lions of  workers  need  copper  for  all  types 
of  plumbing,  heating,  roofing,  and  hard- 
ware requirements. 

In  the  appliance  and  equipment  field, 
as  well  as  in  utensils  for  the  home,  every 
housewife  is  brought  daily  to  an  easing 
of  her  tasks  and  to  a  more  comfortable 
state  of  existence  by  copper. 

I  have  said  enough  to  demonstrate 
some  of  the  important  factors  to  which 
your  committee  has  given  consideration 
in  its  study  of  the  problem  over  the 
years.  At  each  suspension  date,  we  have 
gone  into  the  subject,  and  always  we 
have  found  that  our  Nation  must  have 
imix)rts. 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  would 
be  folly  indeed  to  require  that  our  Na- 
tion, for  defense  and  stockpile,  and  our 
public,  for  civilian  needs,  be  required  to 
pay  $40  per  ton  import  tax  to  procure 
a  metal  so  vitally  needed.  A  different 
situation  might  confront  us  if  domestic 
producers  were  able  to  meet  our  demand, 
but  they,  too,  have  joined  in  urging 
prompt  action  on  this  bill. 

Only  one  word  more,  and  I  will  con- 
clude. Since  we  have  imported  some  40 
percent  of  our  consumable  copper  since 
1940,  and  since  Chile  has  supplied  us 
with  about  60  percent  of  these  imports, 
it  is  important  that  there  be  no  break 
in  the  continuity  of  shipment.  Con- 
tracts for  the  purchase  and  shipment  of 
copper  are  written  around  the  law  as  it 
stands.  Reimposition  of  the  tax,  even 
for  a  brief  time,  could  play  havoc  with 
the  price  and  contract  features  attend- 
ant upon  the  movement  of  copper 
through  customary  channels,  especially 
since  copper  is  a  fiuid,  world  commodity 
in  demand  elsewhere  as  in  the  United 
States. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  prompt 
passage  of  H.  R.  568. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Ricord  on  the  bill  just 


passed  and  also  that  Members  who  so 
desire  may  have  the  same  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  WAYS  AND  MEAJ^3 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  offer  a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res. 
92)  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid- 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved.  That  the  Commute*  on  Ways  and 
Means  and  the  subcommittees  thereof  b« 
authorized  to  sit  during  sessions  and  receaces 
of  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 

The  re.solution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  tHi 
table. 

REDUCTION  OF  FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minutes,  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  a  letter  from  Hon. 
Lindsay  Warren,  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
Members  know,  for  the  past  two  ses- 
sions of  the  Congress  I  have  introduced 
and  Congress  has  adopted  my  amend- 
ment to  five  appropriation  bills  which 
amendment  sought  to  reduce  Federal 
employees  by  filling  only  one  vacancy  out 
of  four  until  the  personnel  in  the  respec- 
tive agencies  of  government  had  been 
reduced  10  percent  l)elow  budget  requests. 
Here  is  a  Rood  example  of  what  can  be 
done.  The  Comptroller  General  has 
successfully  accomplished  the  purpose  of 
reducing  Federal  employees.  I  want  to 
read  just  one  short  paragraph. 

In  .\prll  1946  the  number  of  our  employees 
reached  a  peak  of  14.904.  There  were  6.204 
emplo>ees  on  January  1.  1953.  This  Is  a  re- 
duction of  8  7'X)  or  nearly  60  percent  In  the 
last  7  years.  Of  this  number  779  were  trans- 
ferred to  the  Post  Office  Department. 

That  reduction,  Mr.  Speaker,  was 
achieved  mostly  by  not  fiUing  vacancies. 

The  complete  letter  of  the  Comptroller 
General  is  as  follows: 

CoMPTHOLLra  GzNnuL  of 

THE  United  States, 
Washington.  January  8,  1953. 

Mr  Dear  Congressman:  A  few  years  ago, 
during  a  conversation  with  several  Members 
of  Congress.  I  was  amazed  to  learn  how  little 
information  Congress  as  a  whole  had  about 
the  General  Accounting  OfBce  and  Its  place 
In  our  Government.  At  the  suggestion  of 
those  Members  I  sent  a  short  letter  to  the 
Congress  pointing  up  certain  facts  about  the 
Office  which  I  thought  every  Member  would 
want  to  know.  Since  that  time.  I  have  aent 
a  similar  letter  at  the  beginning  of  each  new 
Congress.  That  Is  the  reason  for  this  letter, 
which  requires  no  reply. 

The  General  Accounting  Ofllce  Is  In  the 
legislative  branch.  It  Is  the  agency  of  the 
Congress  to  audit  and  settle  accounts  and 
claims  of  the  Government,  and  to  advise  and 
assist  the  Congress  and  the  departmenU  and 
agencies  on  matters  relating  to  public  ex- 
penditures.   The  Comptroller  General  Is  ap- 


pointed for  a  term  of  15  years  and  cannot 
he  reappointed.  He  can  X)e  removed  from 
office  only  by  the  Congress. 

I  have  said  on  a  number  of  occasions,  and 
I  have  no  hesitancy  In  repeating  It  at  this 
time  of  Intense  discussion  of  budgets  and 
expenditures,  there  Is  not  a  department  or 
af^ncy  In  the  Government  that  cannot  re- 
duce the  numt>er  of  Its  employees,  providing 
there  Is  a  will  to  do  so.  It  is  not  an  easy 
Job.  even  If  you  have  the  will,  but  I  think 
the  results  we  have  achieved  in  the  GAO 
without  any  mandate  from  the  Congress  fur- 
nish ample  proof  that  It  can  t)e  done.  In 
April  1946  the  number  of  our  employees 
reached  a  F>eak  of  14.904.  There  were  6,204 
employees  on  January  1,  1953.  This  Is  a  re- 
duction of  8.700.  or  nearly  60  percent  In  the 
last  7  years.  Of  this  number.  779  were  trans- 
ferred to  the  Post  OfBce  Department. 

Our  accomplishments  In  reducing  person- 
nel have  been  brought  only  by  constant  sur- 
veys of  our  work  and  the  elimination  of  pro- 
cedures which  serve  no  useful  purpose  under 
present-day  conditions.  In  cases  where 
changes  were  needed  but  legal  obstacles  pre- 
cluded them,  we  asked  and  received  from  the 
Congress  revisions  In  the  law.  In  bringing 
about  changes  we  have  always  tried  to  make 
sure  there  would  tte  no  loss  of  control  of 
public  funds.  There  has  not  been.  In  fact, 
tlie  revised  procedures  are  enabling  the  GAO 
and  the  Government  generally  to  do  a  far 
more  competent  Job. 

I  know  statistics  arc  dull,  but  these  will 
give  some  idea  of  the  volume  of  our  work 
last  year:  Twenty-one  million  vouchers  au- 
dited; 508.000  claims  settled;  264.000.000 
checks  reconciled;  12.000  decUlons  rendered 
to  departments,  agencies,  claimants,  and 
others;  Inspections  made  by  Investigators  of 
691  different  Government  offices;  28  audit 
reports  submitted  to  the  Congress.  Including 
reports  of  1951  audlU  of  all  Government  cor- 
porations; work  on  accounting  systems  done 
In  nearly  every  department  and  agency  of 
the  Government;  820  reports  made  to  the 
Congress  and  its  committees;  and  3.500  re- 
plies made  to  individual  Members  of  Con- 
gress. 

The  GAO  has  continued  to  make  collec- 
tions of  amounts  Illegally  or  otherwise  im- 
properly paid  out  far  In  excess  of  the  cost 
of  operating  the  office.  The  GAO  Is  one  of 
the  few  agencies  In  the  Government  that 
more  than  pays  Its  way.  Collections  from 
1941  through  December  31,  1952,  toUl  over 
$816,000,000.  It  Is  a  fair  statement  to  say 
that  little  of  this  amount  would  have  ever 
been  recovered,  except  for  the  work  of  the 
GAO.  Naturally.  I  am  proud  of  this  record- 
But  I  feel  of  greater  Importance  Is  the  work 
the  office  Is  doing  to  prevent  Illegal  or  Im- 
provident use  of  funds  by  the  improvement 
of  accounting  and  auditing  throughout  the 
Government. 

In  the  past  few  years  the  GAO  has  placed 
a  great  deal  of  emphasis  on  the  Joint  pro- 
gram of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  the 
Comptroller  General  for  the  Improvement  of 
accounting,  budgeting,  financial  reporting, 
and  auditing  In  the  Government.  Equal 
emphasis  has  been  placed  on  the  adoption 
by  the  GAO  of  comprehensive  and  other  on- 
site  audits  of  the  departments  and  agencies. 
The  concepts  of  these  two  programs  were 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Congress  in  the 
Budget  and  Accounting  Procedures  Act  of 
1950  Remarkable  results  are  being  achieved. 
Although  we  who  are  working  with  the 
programs  every  day  know  we  are  Jtist  com- 
mencing to  get  beneath  the  surface  of  many 
of  the  problems  Involved,  actual  savings  al- 
ready accomplished  run  Into  millions  of  dol- 
lars each  year.  In  addition.  Improved  effi- 
ciency of  operations  In  the  accounting  and 
auditing  fields,  which  cannot  always  be  es- 
timated doUarwlse,  has  been  of  great  sig- 
nificance. 

With  the  tremendous  growth  of  Govern- 
ment activities  and  their  supporting  appro- 
priations, we  In  the  GAO  are  keenly  aware 


of  the  financial  problems  facing  the  Con- 
gress. The  magnitude  of  expenditures  makes 
it  of  utmost  Importance  that  the  Govern- 
ment seek  every  possible  means  of  obtaining 
fuU  value  for  each  taxpayer's  dollar  spent. 
In  our  work,  we  are  making  an  all-out  effort 
to  create  a  greater  cost  consciousness  on  the 
part  of  every  department,  agency,  and  bu- 
reau. This  goes  not  only  to  keeping  the 
public  spending  within  the  laws  enacted  by 
the  Congress,  but  to  exposing,  or  better  yet, 
preventing  extravagances  which,  although 
legal,  cannot  be  tolerated  under  present-day 
conditions.  Yet  you  and  I  both  know  that 
economy  In  Government  cannot  be  accom- 
plished by  any  one  agency  or  Individual. 
Each  and  every  officer  and  employee  of  the 
Government  and  each  and  every  citizen  must 
make  his  contribution,  for  real  results  can 
only  be  achieved  through  a  day-by-day,  con- 
tinuing attack  by  all  of  us. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Ljndsat  C.  Wakkxn, 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 


limited  capacity  and  no  guests  will  be 
permitted.  There  is  one  seat  for  each 
Member  of  the  House.  That  does  not 
permit  ex-Members  or  children  to  come. 


STANDARD  TIME  ACT 

Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  in- 
troduced a  bill  to  amend  the  Standard 
Time  Act  of  March  19,  1918,  to  provide 
for  daylight  savings  throughout  the  Na- 
tion on  the  standard  time  zones,  and  to 
provide  that  the  standard  time  shall  be 
the  measure  of  our  time  throughout  the 
year. 

This  act  Is  particularly  requested  by 
people  in  interstate  commerce.  For  35 
years  we  have  been  changing  the  time 
sporadically,  and  it  has  caused  a  tre- 
mendous amount  of  confusion.  In  a 
few  weeks  we  will  have  before  us  a  bill 
to  change  to  daylight  saving  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  I  hope  at  that  time 
that  this  bill  which  I  have  introduced 
will  be  adopted  instead.  Only  by  such 
a  law  can  we  have  orderly  time  proce- 
dure. This  is  in  keeping  with  the  request 
and  wishes  of  the  television  people,  the 
railroads,  and  others  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce,  and  the  general  con- 
venience of  the  public. 

There  are  many  people  who  are  op- 
posed to  daylight  saving  because  of  the 
confusion  that  it  causes,  who  are  not 
opposed  to  a  daylight  saving  on  a  nation- 
wide basis.  All  of  the  work  that  has 
been  built  up  for  years  in  developing 
standard  time  for  our  country  is  nega- 
tive and  destroyed  during  the  summer 
months.  No  one  can  predict  accurately 
what  the  time  is  in  any  community  of 
the  United  States  unless  he  is  advised 
whether  or  not  it  observes  the  standard 
time  or  some  deviation  thereof,  referred 
to  as  daylight  saving. 

This  bill.  H.  R.  1722.  if  enacted  into  law 
will  be  an  intelligent  compromise  which 
will  give  us  an  orderly  time  system. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
remind  Members  that  when  they  come 
tomorrow  to  bring  their  hats  and  coats, 
as  they  will  probably  need  them  out- 
side. 

Furthermore,  the  Chair  wishes  to  re- 
mind the  Members  that  there  is  only  a 


PROPER  GARB  FOR  INAUGURATION 
CEREMONIES 

Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  your 
reference  to  hats  and  coats  tomorrow 
was  very  timely.  I.  with  many  more  of 
my  colleagues  on  this  side  of  the  aisle, 
am  thoroughly  confused  about  the  cos- 
tumes for  tomorrow.  It  is  a  matter  of 
protocol  and  a  matter  of  economics. 
For  many  years  I  have  i>een  letting  out 
my  long-tail  morning  coat.  I  under- 
stand we  are  to  wear  morning  clothes 
and  a  Homburg  hat,  which  to  me  has 
become  the  badge  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment. I  think  it  has  done  more  harm 
to  the  State  Department  than  the  Alger 
Hiss  aflfair. 

Four  years  ago,  as  I  recall,  our  distin- 
guished Speaker  wore  a  derby — a  bowler, 
as  the  English  would  say.  I  fully  intend 
to  wear  my  high  silk  hat  and  my  morn- 
ing coat.  I  only  hope  I  will  get  some 
light  as  to  whether  that  will  constitute 
my  first  break  with  the  new  administra- 
tion, which  I  hope  to  work  with.  I 
would  be  happy  if  my  distinguished 
friend  would  tell  me  whether  it  would 
be  proper  for  me  to  go  in  what  I  think 
is  the  proper  garb.  If  we  were  rigging 
a  ship,  I  think  we  would  call  it  a  rig  that 
has  been  set  oflScially  as  a  hermaphro- 
ditic rig. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman's  re- 
quest is  referred  to  the  committee  on 
etiquette. 

ADVICE  TO  THE  NEW  SECRETARY 
OF  DEFENSE 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks,  and  to  include  a  magazine 
article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Nortb 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  take  this  1  minute  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  an  article  that  appears 
in  the  issue  of  the  Pathfinder  magazine 
dated  January  2 1.  The  title  of  the  article 
is  "An  Open  Letter  and  Warning  to  the 
New  Defense  Secretary."  I  would  not 
have  made  this  the  title  of  the  article: 
I  would  have  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  "Advice 
to  the  New  Secretary  of  Defense." 

The  article  embodies  much  of  the  in- 
formation and  many  of  the  facts  and 
observations  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Government  Organization  of  which  I  had 
the  honor  to  be  chairman  for  the  past  4 
years.  If  the  new  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Mr.  ^?eaker,  wHl  carry  out  the  sugges- 
tions made  in  this  article,  then  millions 
of  dollars  can  be  saved  to  the  taxpayers 
of  America. 
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I  shall  follow  the  proceedings  and  the 
work  of  the  committee  as  it  goes  on  un- 
der this  Republican  administration.  It 
was  with  deep  regret  that  I  had  to  select 
another  committee  and  give  up  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  but  I 
hope  it  will  proceed  and  do  the  splendid 
work  in  the  future  that  it  has  done  in 
the  past. 

(The  article  referred  to  follows) : 

Aw  Open  Lrrrra  and  Warning  to  the  New 
Defense  Sechetart 

(By  M.  K.  Wlsehart) 

WILSON  has  a  tear  TO  SHOW  HE'S  BOSS  OF  THE 
PENTAGON — IF  HE  CAN'T,  HE"LL  BECOME  A  VIC- 
tim of  the  system 

Charles  E.  Wilson, 

Secretary  of  Defense, 

The  Pentagon.  Washington,  D.  C. 

I>eak  Mr.  Wilson:  Your  great  task  as  De- 
fense Secretary,  the  Job  for  which  Eisen- 
hower has  designated  you.  is  to  establish  ci- 
vilian control  over  the  Pentagon.  Part  of  the 
main  task  has  to  do  with  unification  of  the 
armed  services,  and  the  other  has  to  do  with 
the  reorganization  of  the  Joint  _aiefs  of 
BtafT. 

Candidate  Dwlght  Elsenhower.  In  his  Sep- 
tember 25  speech  In  Baltimore,  said  unifica- 
tion has  failed.  Instead  of  abolishing  a  du- 
plicate system  of  supply  (with  Army- Air 
Force  as  one  unit  and  the  Navy  as  another) , 
unification,  Ike  said  quite  correctly,  has  re- 
sulted in  a  triplicate  system.  The  result,  as 
Ike  pointed  out:  Inefflclency,  unnecessary 
depot  systems,  and  scandalous  waste. 

Unification  was  frustrated  by  high-pres- 
sure service  lobbies.  They  caused  Congress 
to  write  a  confusing  and  contradictory  law. 
The  services  stridently  resist  economy  pro- 
curement moves,  standardization  of  items 
and  proper  management  of  personnel — not 
because  they  prefer  to  be  wantonly  wasteful, 
but  because  they  fear  unification  means  less 
power  for  each  service  in  dominating  appro- 
priations and  controlling  its  own  spending. 

Now  consider  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  set- 
up. Vannevar  Bush,  distinguished  engineer 
and  administrator  and  wartime  head  of  the 
Ofllce  of  Scientific  Research  and  Develop- 
ment, says  our  defense  planning — for  which 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  is  responsible — is 
lamentably  weak,  due  not  to  deficiencies  of 
our  military  leaders  but  to  a  faulty  system 
that  produces  frustration  and  confusion. 

The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  Is  best  described 
as  a  two-hat  system.  It  has  a  chairman 
who  has  no  power  and  no  vote.  The  three 
members  of  the  committee  are  the  chiefs 
of  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force.  Each  member 
wears  the  hat  of  his  own  service  when  not 
attending  a  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  meeting. 
He  represents  his  own  service  and  is  some- 
times narrowly  loyal  to  it  in  his  demands. 
When  he  goes  to  a  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  meet- 
ing he  changes  his  hat.  There  he  is  sup- 
posed to  be  purely  an  adviser.  But  actually 
he  Is  a  special  pleader  for  the  desires  and 
aims  of  the  service  he  represents.  This,  as 
Bush  says,  makes  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
merely  a  bargain  counter  with  each  of  the 
three  chiefs  working  not  for  over-all  objec- 
tive defense  planning  but  for  the  particular 
alms  of  his  own  branch  of  the  service. 

Your  predecessors  tried  to  do  something 
about  unification  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  They  failed — and  for  the  same  causes 
that  may  operate  In  your  case. 

Defense  Secretary  Louis  Johnson  strongly 
favored  unification.  Without  knowing  what 
he  was  doing — because  of  the  way  the  Pen- 
tagon system  works— he  signed  a  directive 
which  said  each  service  should  have  Its  own 
supply  system. 

Like  Johnson,  the  late  James  A  Forrestal 
favored  unification  but  let  himself  be  used 
to  scuttle  it.  In  his  published  diary  For- 
restal says  that  when  he  had  been  in  the 
Navy  8  years  his  knowledge  of  the  Depart- 
meat  was  only  fractional.     No  man,  he  said 


who  comes  in  to  run  the  three  branches  can 
possibly  know  enough  about  what  he  has  to 
do  and  must  ultimately  find  himself  In  the 
hands  of  the  Chiefs  of  Staff.  This,  he  says, 
is  exactly  what  the  military  want.  For- 
restal cracked  under  the  pressure  and  com- 
mitted  suicide   by   Jumping   out   a  window. 

Your  friend  and  one  of  your  predecessors, 
retiring  Defense  Secretary  Robert  A.  Lovett. 
Is  regarded  by  congressional  investigators  as 
a  weak  man  who  failed  at  his  Job  because 
he  lacked  force.  He,  too.  was  taken  over  by 
the  system.  He  ruled  that  many  questions 
(over  which  he  himself  had  authority  If  he 
wanted  to  exert  it)  were  problems  for  the 
military  to  decide.  This  was  one  of  the 
big  causes  for  his  failure  to  live  up  to  ex- 
pectations as  a  great  Defense  Secretary. 

Americans  admire  your  achievements  as  a 
great  Industrialist.  Many  expect  miracles. 
But.  frankly.  Senate  and  House  investigators 
of  the  Pentagon  system  doubt  that  you  wil! 
succeed  any  better  than  the  others.  They 
think  they  know  what  you  are  up  against. 
They  think — for  all  your  vast  experience — 
you  do  not  know.  In  their  n-»lnds  the  ques- 
tion is  simply:  How  soon  will  you  be  taken 
ever  by  the  system?  This,  they  say.  is  the 
way  the  system  will  work  to  take  you  on  the 
sar.ie  giddy  ride  It  gave  other  secretaries 
before  you : 

1.  Soon  after  you  take  over,  the  Navy  will 
plan  a  ship  deuication  or  some  other  public 
apjjearance  for  you.  When  you  protest  that 
you  have  not  been  on  the  Job  long  enough  to 
know  what  you  want  to  put  into  a  speech 
they  will  answer:  "Oh.  never  mind  that. 
We'll  write  it  for  you."  If  you  submit  to  this 
you  will  discover  later  that  you  have  made 
commitments  the  extent  of  which  you  did 
not  realize  at  the  time. 

2.  You  will  be  surrounded  with  military 
aides.  The  system  will  select  them  for  you 
if  you  permit  it.  When  you  call  in  an  officer 
for  consultation  he  will  be  accompanied  by 
an  aide.  Your  aide  will  also  be  there.  In 
theory,  these  aides  flocking  around  the  De- 
fense Secretary  are  there  to  help  him.  but 
actually  they  are  placed  in  key  positions  to 
discover  any  move  toward  civilian  control — 
such  as  unification,  change  in  depot  systems, 
or  personnel.  Your  own  aide,  If  not  carefully 
chosen,  may  narrowly  represent  the  view  of 
one  particular  service.  "Beg  pardon,  sir.''  he 
will  intervene.  "I  think  this  is  the  way  it  is," 
and  he  will  present  the  military  aspect  of  the 
thing  In  a  way  to  suggest  that  a  change  is 
Inconceivable. 

3.  Of  the  three  services,  the  Navy  Is  most 
resistant  to  civilian  control  and  unification. 
It  will  give  you  the  luxury  treatment,  try 
indoctrination  by  flattery.  No  one  expects 
you  to  fall  for  that,  but  some  of  your  prede- 
cessors have  succumbed  little  by  little  to  the 
deference  and  flattery  conveyed  by  that  obse- 
quious and  constant  mode  of  address,  "Mr. 
Secretary. " 

4.  If  the  system  has  its  way  you  will  appear 
before  a  congressional  committee  to  testify 
long  before  you  are  adequately  prepared. 
This  will  compel  you  to  rely  upon  the  aide 
or  aides  the  military  furnish.  Congressional 
Investigators  will  tell  you  these  aides  have 
often  given  well-meaning  civilian  secretaries 
"wrong  dope"  and  "bum  steers"  inspired  by 
narrow  service  alms  or  a  desire  to  cover  up. 
It  would  be  smart  If  you  asked  congressional 
investigating  conrunlttees  to  furnish  you 
with  examples  of  how  Navy.  Army,  and  Air 
Force  comptrollers  have  furnished  civilian 
Secretaries  with  misleading  information  in 
financial  matters. 

5.  The  system  will  try  to  put  what  con- 
gressional Investigators  call  "service  stooges  " 
in  key  spots.  When,  for  instance,  the  Muni- 
tions Board  undertakes  a  basic  study  on  per- 
sonnel, supply  procedure,  or  depot  systems. 
a  key  man  will  be  where  he  can  see  to  It  that 
the  report — prepared  by  men  who  get  their 
promotions  from  the  service — recommends 
what  the  military  want.  Reports,  arrived  at 
by  bargaining  among  the  services,  will  be 
laid  on  your  desk  with  this  persuasive  obser- 


vation: "We  have  complete  agreement  on 
this.    All  you  have  to  do  is  sign  it." 

But  a  Secretary  who  gots  at  It  the  right 
way  can  lick  the  system  that  has  been  built 
up  to  frustrate  civilian  control.  If  you  man- 
age It.  you  will  go  down  In  history  as  a  great 
man— the  ttrst  to  earn  that  estimate  as  civil- 
ian Chief  of  Defense.  These  are  some  of  the 
things  you  must  do  to  lick  the  system: 

Get  under  way  quickly  and  make  basic 
changes  the  first  year— before  they  get  onto 
your  curves.  You  have  only  1  year  to  show 
who's  boss.  If  you  fail,  you  will  be  hope- 
lessly entangled  in  the  same  web  of  Inter- 
service  rivalries  that  have  enmeshed  your 
predecessors  and  stymied  defense  planning. 

To  do  the  right  things  quickly  you  must 
get  the  right  people  in  key  spots — your  own 
staff  Assistant  Secretaries  staff  of  the  Muni- 
tions Board,  staff  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
You  want  people  with  an  objective  over-all 
defense  point  of  view,  not  people  with  a 
"dedicated  '  single  service  viewpoint.  Bring 
in  or  consult  with  men  of  this  kind  whos« 
careers  and  testimony  before  Congress  show 
they  have  an  objective  vlewp>olnt. 

Besides  yourself.  24  people  in  the  Defense 
Department  must  be  confirmed  by  the  Sen- 
ate. Ask  the  Senate  to  inquire  to  make  sure 
these  appointees  are  in  lavor  of  unification 
and  not  opposed  to  It. 

Get  your  Secretaries  of  the  three  services 
together  frequently  and  give  them  an  over- 
all view  of  the  Defense  Department  and  what 
you  propose  to  do.  Do  this  before  they  be- 
come ardently  devoted  to  Army.  Navy,  or  Air. 
As  sixin  as  a  Secretary  loses  a  broad,  objective 
defense  viewpoint  and  becomes  narrowly 
loyal  to  one  service,  get  rid  of  him. 

When  you  and  the  new  men  you  bring  Into 
your  Department  are  told  by  old-timers  la 
the  military  system,  "Go  slow.  You  can't  do 
this  because  the  law  says  we  are  separately 
administered"— all  vou  need  to  do  Is  to  follow 
Ikes  prescription.  Ike  says  the  Unification 
Act  of  1949  gives  a  Defense  Secretary  all  the 
power  he  needs  for  direction,  control,  and 
reorganization,  if  he  has  only  one  thing  In 
addition — "guts  " 

Above  all.  take  Elsenhower's  Baltimore 
speech  on  defense  problems  as  your  charter. 
Ike  said:  "(a)  The  Unification  Act  has  failed 
and  must  be  made  effective;  (b)  to  bankrupt 
America  is  more  the  Soviet  goal  than  to  con- 
quer by  arms:  (o  to  achieve  both  security 
and  solvency  we  must  have  the  economise 
that  depend  upon  unification:  (d)  the  de- 
fense program  has  suffered  from  lack  of  far- 
sighted  direction." 

This  last  could  only  refer  to  the  Inadequacy 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  National 
Security  Council.  The  reform  of  these  inept 
organizations  is  aUo  within  your  power. 

The  law  already  gives  you  a  lot  of  leeway. 
Concrress  Is  ready  to  give  you  more.  You 
need  only  that  thing  for  which  Ike  gave  the 
word— 'guts.' 


FLORIDA  ORANGE  JUICE 

Mr  SIKES.  Mr  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  old 
order  changeth  I  would  like  to  point  to 
the  fact  that  one  of  the  better  programs 
instituted  under  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration will  continue  in  operation. 
Florida  orange  juice  still  flows  in  the 
cloak  rooms.  In  the  days  to  come,  as  we 
look  back  with  regret  on  the  passing— 
temporarily  of  course— of  the  good  old 
days,  we  suggest  that  you  regale  and  re- 
fresh yourselves  at  the  cloak-room  founts 
where  golden,   delicious,  healthful    in- 


vigorating orange  juice  made  available 
by  the  Florida  Citius  Commission,  under 
a  plan  developed  by  our  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr.  LantatfJ. 
is  waiting  for  all  of  you. 


THE  HOMBURG  HAT 

Mr.  AYRES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AYRES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  quite 
Intei'ested  in  what  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Chatham  I  had  to 
.say  regarding  the  attire  Members  of 
Congress  should  wear  tomorrow  or  at 
any  other  formal  function  during  the 
new  regime.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  that  in  my 
judgment  the  question  is  not  the  hat  or 
the  coat,  but  what  is  underneath  that 
hat  and  underneath  that  coat;  that  is 
what  counts.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
the  heart  underneath  the  coat  General 
Eisenhower  will  wear,  and  the  brain  un- 
deiTieath  his  hat.  will  give  us  the  direc- 
tion we  need  and  for  which  our  country 
voted  last  November  4. 


PRESIDENT  TRUMAN 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
President  Truman  leaves  ofllce  tomor- 
row he  carries  with  him  the  respect  of 
the  American  people  without  regard  to 
whether  they  agreed  with  him  on  every- 
thing he  has  advocated  during  the  past 
7 '2  years:  the  American  people  respect 
him  for  his  sincerity  and  for  his  courage. 

He  assumed  office  a  little  over  7 '2 
years  ago  as  a  result  of  the  tragic  death 
of  the  immortal  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
During  the  r>eriod  since  he  has  had  many 
challenging  questions  confront  him. 
Some  may  differ  with  him  in  his  deci- 
sions, but  I  do  not  think  anyone  can 
differ  as  to  his  sincerity,  as  to  the  hon- 
esty of  his  decisions,  and  as  to  his  cour- 
age. There  Is  no  question  but  what  every 
action  of  his  has  been  actuated  by  a 
desire  to  strengthen  America  and  to  ad- 
vance the  national  Interest  of  our 
country. 

Without  going  into  detail  as  to  the 
many  acts  that  have  taken  place  during 
his  administration,  I  simply  recount  the 
atomic  era.  the  Greece-Turkey  Act.  the 
Marshall  plan,  the  North  Atlantic  Pact, 
the  Military  Assistance  Act.  the  decision 
to  resist  open  aggression,  the  first  act  of 
open  aggression  after  'World  War  II. 
which  brought  about  the  North  Korean 
conflict,  and  many  other  Important 
decisions. 

I  recognize  that  Americans  may  hon- 
estly disagree  on  some  of  them,  and  in 
this  disagreement  I  respect  their  views, 
I  know  that  F*resident  Truman  does.  too. 
but  as  he  leaves  office  I  am  sure  that  I 
speak  the  sentiments  of  my  colleagues 
and  the  American  people,  the  great  ma- 


jority of  the  American  people,  In  wishing 
President  and  Mrs.  Truman  Godspeed, 
and  that  God  will  shower  upon  both  of 
them  for  many,  many  years  to  come  His 
choicest  blessings. 

President  Truman  has  been  a  strong 
and  courageous  President,  a  man  who 
employed  his  unusual  ability  in  an  out- 
standing manner  and  now  that  differ- 
ences of  opinion  and  the  conflicts  that 
exist  disappear,  I  know  that  we  all  wish 
for  him  and  Mrs.  Truman  every  happi- 
ness and  success  during  the  years  that  lie 
ahead  of  them. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent  iiermlsslon  to 
extend  remarks  In  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Graham  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  In  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Walter  and  Include  copy  of  a  let- 
ter by  Father  Hurley  to  Monsignor 
O 'Grady  concerning  Immigration. 

Mr.  Lane  In  four  Instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Cretei.la  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  New  Haven  Register. 

Mr.  Rivers  and  to  Include  an  editorial 
from  one  of  the  oldest  papers  In  the 
United  States,  celebrating  Its  one  hun- 
dred and  fiftieth  anniversary,  the 
Charleston  News  and  Courier. 

Mr.  Multer  In  four  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas  and  to  include 
two  articles  from  the  Communist  Daily 
Worker  demanding  repeal  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Act. 

Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi  in  two  In  - 
stances  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Pattek  In  five  separate  Instances, 
In  each  to  Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bartlett  and  include  excerpts 
from  several  essays. 

Mr.  Hiestand  and  Include  an  article 
from  the  January  12  Issue  of  the  Bur- 
bank  Review  entitled  "Money  and 
Wealth." 

Mr.  Short  and  include  an  address  he 
delivered  at  the  Marine  Corps  League  at 
the  Hotel  Statler,  Washington,  D.  C,  last 
Friday  night. 

Mr.  Bender. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  12  o'clock  and  43  minutes  p.  m.) 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  101,  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day. January  20,  1953,  at  11:15  o'clock 
a.  m. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

343.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the 
report  on  cooperation  of  the  United  State* 


with  Mexico  In  the  ccmtrol  and  eradication 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  for  the  month  of 
November  1952,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  8, 
Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Ag- 
riculture. 

344.  A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Of- 
fice of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
to  continue  in  effect  certain  of  the  provisions 
thereof";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

345.  A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Of- 
fice of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  orderly  settlement  of  certain 
claims  arising  out  of  acts  or  omissions  of 
civilian  employees  and  military  personnel  of 
the  United  States  in  foreign  countries  and  of 
civUlan  employees  and  military  personnel  of 
foreign  countries  in  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

346.  A  letter  from  the  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress, transmitting  the  Annual  Report  of  the 
Librarian  of  Congress,  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1952,  as  well  as  a  complete  set 
of  the  Quarterly  Journal  of  Current  Acquisi- 
tions; to  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration. 

347.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  De- 
fense Transport  Administration,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  continue  the  effectiveness  of  certain  provi- 
sions of  sections  I  and  420  of  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 4,  1887.  as  amended,  relating  to  trans- 
portation of  certain  traffic  in  time  of  war  or 
threatened  war,  for  the  duration  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  proclaimed  December  16, 
1950,  and  6  months  thereafter";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

348.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  the  report  of  action 
taken  or  instituted  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  connection  with  the  saline  water 
program,  pursuant  to  section  6  of  Public  Law 
448,  Eighty-second  Congress;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

349.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  certain 
legislation  passed  by  the  Municipal  Council 
of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States,  approved  June  22,  1936;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

350.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  the  fifth  annual  report  of 
claims  paid  by  the  Department  during  the 
calendar  year  1952,  pursuant  to  section  404 
of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act.  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

351.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  Report  Ko.  23,  pursuant 
to  section  217  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of 
1936,  as  amended,  Public  Law  498,  Seventy- 
seventh  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 

352.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  letter 
relative  to  Public  Law  586,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  relating  to  long-range  shipping; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  "J 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H.  R.  1916.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  elective 
Governor  and  an  elective  Lieutenant  Gover- 
nor of  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Intericx-  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BOGOS: 

H.  R.  1917.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  colna^ 
of  50-cent  pieces  to  conxmemorate  the  scs- 
quicentennial  ot  the  Louisiana  Purchase:  to 
the  Oomxalttae  on  Banking  axkd  Currency. 

H.  R.  Itlt.  A  bUl  to  provMe  for  the  issu- 
ance of  four  special  pueta^v  5taBip«  Ux  (.-ooti- 
meiuonttioa  oi  the  3»s*iuw<fc;tirti.aJt«fci  w/    siwf 
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Louisiana  Purchaae;   to  the  Cktmmlttee  on 
PcMt  OfDce  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  1919.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  annuities  re- 
ceived under  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  shall  be  exempt  from  Income  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CHKNOWETH: 

H.  R.  1920.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  with  respect  to  collec- 
tive-bargaining contracts  which  have  been 
In  existence  for  a  continuous  period  of  20 
years  or  more;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  D'EWART: 

H.  R.  1921.  A  bill  to  settle  possessory  land 
claims  in  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insiilar  Affairs. 
By  ISi.  FINO: 

H.  R.  1922.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  those 
monthly  Insxirance  benefits  which  under 
present  law  are  not  payable  until  age  65  shall 
hereafter  be  payable  at  age  60  in  the  case 
of  men  and  at  age  55  In  the  case  of  women; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

H.  R.  1923.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Veterans'  Administration  dom- 
iciliary facility  at  Fort  Logan.  Colo.;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.   HINSHAW: 

H.  R.  1924.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  authorize 
the  construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  heliports  on  or  near  Government 
buildings;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  1925.  A  bill  to  aid  In  meeting  the 
defense  mobilization  requirements  of  the 
United  States  by  providing  for  the  training  or 
retraining  of  civilian  aviation  personnel;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  192fl.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal 
participation  In  the  design,  development,  and 
service  testing  of  Jet-transport  aircraft  in 
the  manner  reconunended  by  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

H.  R.  1927.  A  bill  to  exempt  air  carriers 
from  statutory  provisions  requiring  payments 
for  compensation  for  ciuitoms  employees' 
overtime  services,  and  for  other  pxirposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1928.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Inter- 
service  transfers  of  officers;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HOEVKN: 

H.  R.  1929.  A  bill  to  amend  the  £>efense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  to  pro- 
hibit the  grading  of  livestock  and  to  remove 
price  ceilings  from  livestock;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  1930.  A  bUl  to  grant  permanent  and 
total  disability  ratings  to  veterans  suffering 
from  severe  Industrial  Inadaptability  as  a 
result  of  war  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans"  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOSMER: 

H.  R.  1931.  A  bill  to  set  aside  Executive 
Order  No.  10426  relating  to  submerged  lands 
of  the  Continental  Shelf;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEATINQ: 

H.  R.  1932.  A  bill  to  terminate  certain  ex- 
cise taxes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  1933.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  section  396.  relating  to  the  Im- 
porting and  transporting  of  obscene  books 
and  other  material;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 

H.  R.  1934.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  historlMt  sites  and  museums  operated  by 
the  United  BUtes,  the  several  States,  or  po- 


litical subdivisions  thereof,  or  by  any  mu- 
nicipality; to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  MILLS: 

H.  R.  1935.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  print- 
ing and  mailing  of  periodical  publications  of 
certain  societies  and  institutions  at  places 
other  than  places  fixed  as  the  offices  of  pub- 
lication; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  ROBESON  of  Virginia: 

H.  R.  1936  A  bill  authorizing  the  accept- 
ance, for  purjxwes  of  Colonial  National  His- 
torical Park,  of  school  board  land  in  exchange 
for  park  land,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SADLAK: 

H.  R.  1937.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
naturalization  of  persons  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  after 
June  24,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 

H  R.  1938.  A  bill  to  create  the  position  of 
mail  handler  In  charge  in  the  Postal  Trans- 
portation Service,  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R  1939.  A  bill  to  authorize  films,  and 
related  material,  for  educational  use  to  \ye 
transmitted  through  the  mails  at  the  rate 
provided  for  books;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 

H.R.I 940.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Soci.il 
Security  Act  to  permit  individuals  entitled 
to  old-a;e  or  survivors  insurance  benefits  to 
earn  tl25  a  month  without  deductions  being 
made  from  their  benefits;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 

H.  R.  1941.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  a.id  to 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H.  R.  1942  A  bill  to  provide  that  voluntary 
agreements  for  the  coverage  of  State  and 
local  employees  under  the  Federal  old-ape 
and  survivors  Insurance  system  may  include 
positions  covered  by  retirement  systems;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 

H.  R.  1943.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
6.  1945,  as  amended  (Public  Law  134.  79th 
Cong. ) ,  to  provide  overtime  compensation  for 
employees  of  the  Postal  Transportation  Serv- 
ice for  service  in  excess  of  32  hours  per- 
formed in  any  calendar  week  In  which  a 
holiday  occurs;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr    ZABLOCKI: 

H.  R.  1>44.  A  bill  to  amend  Section  1020c, 
Title  12,  Banks  and  Banking.  United  States 
Code,  and  to  provide  for  payment  by  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  of  the 
unpaid  balance  due  on  defaulted  Joint-stock 
land  bank  bonds;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr    HINSHAW: 

H.  J.  Res.  144.    Joint     resolution     defining 
certain  terms,   defining  and  extending   cer- 
tain boundaries,  and  for  other  purposes;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 

H.  Res  102.  Resolution  authorizing  and  di- 
recting an  inquiry  by  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  House  of  Representatives 
into  the  commercial  and  proprietary  activi- 
ties of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  oii 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 

H.  Res.  103.  Resolution  for  the  relief  of  Ida 
Serlnger  Sanford,  widow  of  Robert  Edgar 
Sanford,  late  an  employee  of  the  House  of 


Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  House 

Administration. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By    Mr.    CHENOWETH: 

H.  R.  1945.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  Don 
Alexander;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary 

By  Mr.   COUDERT: 

H  R  1946  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugo 
Nicolas  Solumo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H  R.  1947.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nelson 
Shig-Llang  Sheng;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  1948.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Pung 
Hwa  Liu  Lee;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  1949  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Toshlko 
Nalcamuta  Tukunoto  and  her  minor  son;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  K.  1950.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Union 
Oil  Co.  of  California  and  the  Matson  Naviga- 
tion Co  ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1951.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hebbanl 
Krishnamurthl  JairaJ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  1952  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cecile 
Lorraine  Vincent;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary, 

H  R   1953    A   bill   for   the   relief   of    Paula 
Vetter.   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 

H  R  1954  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
B  Palmer;  to  the  Comrwlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    LESINSKI: 

H  R.  1955.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alvlo 
Innamoratl,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By    Mr     McDONOUGH: 

H  R.  1956  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Khadr 
Suod  Sad  ed  EWn;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  1957.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Abdel 
Karim  Ahmad  Ail  Sham'a,  also  known  as 
Alxiel  Sham'a;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R   1958.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Khali! 
Abus  Sud  Sad  ed  Din.  also  known  as  Charlie 
Sood;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr   MOULDER: 

H  R  1959  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nakako 
Kano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  1960  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Grace  Owsley;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judicl.iry. 

By  Mr   MULTER: 

H  R  1961.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leonardo 
Gargano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    SCHERER: 

H  R.  1962.  A  bill  IPT  the  relief  of  the  Ed- 
wards Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN; 

H  R  1963  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Annellese 
Schillings;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R  1964  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  East 
Coast  Ship  &  Yacht  Corp.,  of  Noank.  Conn.; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1965.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Khalll 
S.  A.  Aouu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr  SMITH  of  Vlrglna  (by  request)  : 

H  R  1966    A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Dezso 

Szilagyi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr   STEED: 

H  R  1967.  A  bill   to  reimburse   the  Steb- 

blns  Construction  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    WIGGLESWORTH: 
H.  R  1968    A   bill  for   the   relief   of   David 
Demare.st  Swift,  Anne  Hathaway  Swift,  and 
Samuel  Hyde  Swift;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


io:i3 

PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  claus<;  of  rule  XXII. 

20.  Mr.  P  ATM  AN  presented  a  petition  of 
Fred  D.  Garner,  of  Wlnnsboro.  Tex.,  and  97 
other  citizens  cf  Franklin  County,  Tex.,  to 
amend  existing  Social  Security  Act  so  as  to 
make  benefits  equal  to  all  recipients,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

■  I         mm^        ■  ■ 
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SENATE 

Tri:.s[)AY,  J.\M  AHY  20,  1933 

^Leyislative  day  of  Friday,  January  16. 
1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  11:30  o'clock  a.  m., 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chapla.n,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Our  Father  Grod,  who  hath  made  and 
preserved  us  a  nation,  on  this  solemn  day 
of  farewell  and  hail  we  pray  the  bene- 
dictions of  Thy  grace  upon  him  who, 
with  the  approbation  of  his  colleagues 
and  the  abiding  love  of  the  Nation,  goes 
from  this  exalted  chair  of  governance 
after  notable  y«jars  of  public  service ;  and 
we  beseech  Thee  impart  Thine  enabling 
might  to  him  who  comes  to  preside  over 
this  body.  As  reverently  he  takes  into  his 
hand  this  da;  the  historic  gavel  into 
which  has  seemed  to  enter  every  decision 
Kince  the  Nat.on's  founding,  may  the 
mantle  of  th-;  great  public  servants 
whose  hands  have  grasped  it  fall  in 
double  portion  upon  him  and  upon  all 
who  here  serve  the  public  weaL  Give 
them,  we  pray  Thee,  fairness  of  ap- 
praisal, poLse  amid  confusion,  the  no- 
bility of  goodness,  and  the  simple  faith 
in  man  that  is  more  than  coronets. 

And  as  before  the  twlUght  falls  a  new 
Chief  Executive  of  the  Republic  turns  to 
problems  more  tragic  and  thorny  than 
any  man  in  history  ever  knew,  may  there 
be  given  to  him  and  to  his  advisers  in 
Government  ttie  wisdom  that  is  from 
above,  as  our  ship  of  state  plows  on 
through  perilous  seas.  In  spite  of  rock 
and  tempest  roar.  In  spite  of  false  lights 
on  the  shore,  bring  our  national  barque 
to  the  desired  haven  of  peace,  with  vic- 
tory for  truth  and  justice.  We  ask  it 
in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of  Peace. 
Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  January  16. 
1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  JOINT  RESOLUTION 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced  that 
on  January  16,  1953,  the  President  had 
approved  and  signed  the  joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  20)  making  January  20.  1953, 
a  holiday  for  Federal  employees,  field 
service  postal  employees,  and  employees 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  metro- 
politan area  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


DESIGNATION  OF  ACTING  PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  following 
letter:  i 

United  States  Sennit, 
i'xesident  p«0  tempore, 
Washington,  D.  C.  January  20,  1953. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporu-lly  absent  from  the  Senate, 
I  appoint  Hon.  Eugene  D.  MnxiKiw,  a  Sena- 
tor from  the  S'Jite  of  Colorado,  to  perform 
the  duties  of  the  Chair  during  my  abeence. 

Sttles  Bridges, 
President  Pro  Tempore. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN  thereupon  took  the 
chair  a.s  Acting  Pi-esldent  pro  tempore. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  568)  to  continue 
until  the  close  of  June  30.  1954,  the  sus- 
pension of  certain  import  taxes  on  cop- 
per, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Orl.swold 

McClellan 

Anderson 

Hayden 

Milllkin 

Barrett 

Hendrlckson 

Monroney 

Beall 

Hennings 

Morse 

Bennett 

Hlckenlooper 

Mvmdt 

Bricker 

Hill 

Murray 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Neely 

Bush 

Holland 

Pastore 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Payne 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

Potter 

Byrd 

Ives 

Piirtell 

Capehart 

Jackson 

Robertson 

Cariaon 

Jenner 

Russell 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Saltonstall 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Johnston,  b.  C 

Smatbers 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Daniel 

Kerr 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Dlrksen 

Kllgore 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Stennls 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Dworshak 

I  Anger 

Taft 

EastUnd 

Leiuuan 

Thye 

Ellender 

Long 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Watkins 

Flanders 

Malone 

Welker 

Frear 

BCansfleld 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Martin 

WiUiamfi 

Ooldwater 

Maybank 

Young 

Gore 

McCarran 

Green 

McCarthy 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright] 
and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   A  quorum  is  present. 


which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(For  President's  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  Januai-y  20,  1953. ) 


REPORT  ON  MUTUAL  SECURITY 
PROGRAM— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  read,  and,  with  the 
accompanying  report,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States' 

1  am  transmitting  herewith  the  Sec- 
ond Report  on  the  Mutual  Security  Pro- 
gram, covering  operations  during  the' 
first  6  months  of  1952  in  furtherance  of 
the  purposes  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1951  (Public  Law  165,  82d  Cong.). 
The  report  reviews  the  steps  that  we 
have  taken  with  other  nations  to  work 
for  peace  and  security. 

The  Mutual  Security  Program  is  a  posi- 
tive program  for  peace.  It  is  absolutely 
essential  to  the  security  of  the  United 
States.  At  a  time  when  one  nation  is 
bent  upon  world  conquest — as  the  So- 
viet Union  is  today — other  nations, 
large  or  small,  have  but  two  real 
choices:  to  pay  the  ransom  of  ap- 
peasement or  to  pay  the  price  ol  build- 
ing together  sufficient  strength — ^mili- 
tary, economic,  political,  and  moral 
strength — to  keep  the  peace.  The 
United  States  and  other  free  nations 
have  chosen  to  build  up  their  strength. 
That  is  what  the  Mutual  Bectirity  Pro- 
gram is  all  about. 

During  the  6-month  period  reviewed 
in  this  report,  real  progress  was  made 
in  strengthening  the  free  world.  Al- 
though much  remains  to  be  done,  we  are 
heading  in  the  right  direction.  If  we 
keep  on,  if  each  of  the  partners  in  this 
joint  effort  makes  every  effort  to  meet 
problems  in  a  sensible  manner,  we  shall 
eventually  reach  our  goal  of  a  secure, 
peaceful,  and  confident  world. 

Harrt  S.  Trttmak. 

The  Whiti  House,  November  18.  1952. 


CONVENTIONS  ON  MIGRATION  FOR 
EMPLOYMENT— MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDE2«T  (H.  DOC.  NO.  65) 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 


DEVELOPMENT  OF  WATER  AND  RE- 
LATED LAND  RESOURCES— MES- 
SAGE FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
relating  to  development  of  water  and 
related  land  resources,  which  was  read, 
and.  with  the  accompanying  document, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

(See  similar  message  printed  in  full  in 
Record  of  House  proceedings  of  Jan- 
uary 19,  1952.  pp.  438-441.) 


MARITIME  SUBSIDY  PROGRAMS- 
COMMUNICATION  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read. 
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and.  with  Vie  accompanying  documents, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce: 

Thi  Whir  Hottsx, 
Washington.  January  16. 1953. 

The  honorable  the  Prisidbnt   or   thb 

SXlfATX. 

Mt  D«ar  M«.  President:  In  approving 
the  recently  enacted  long-range  shipping 
bill.  Public  Law  586.  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress.  I  expressed  my  disappointment 
at  its  failure  to  provide  a  really  thorough 
adjustment  of  existing  maritime  subsidy 
programs.  I  was  particularly  disap- 
pointed in  its  failure  to  deal  with  those 
provisions  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
of  1936  which  extend  liberal  tax  priv- 
ileges— amounting  to  indefinite  tax  de- 
ferment— to  companies  receiving  operat- 
ing subsidies.. 

llie  conference  committee  which 
handled  this  legislation  recognized  that 
further  attention  would  have  to  be  given 
to  this  matter  of  tax  benefits  by  the  next 
Congress,  and  expressed  the  view  that: 
"•  •  •  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  Treasury  Department  should  im- 
mediately begin  to  gather  all  informa- 
tion relative  to  the  extent  and  effect  of 
tax  deferment  and  tax-exemption  bene- 
fits to  the  maritime  industry.  •  •  ••• 
Concurring  as  I  did  with  the  committee 
on  the  need  for  a  thorough  analysis  of 
the  problem.  I  requested  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  revise  and  supplement 
studies  which  their  E>epartments  had 
previously  prepared.  I  am  transmitting 
herewith  the  studies  of  these  Depart- 
ments, entitled  respectively,  "American 
Merchant  Marine  and  the  Federal  Tax 
Policy."  and  "Scope  and  Effect  of  Tax 
Benefits  Provided  the  Maritime  Indus- 
try." I  hope  that  these  studies  will  be 
of  value  to  the  Congress  in  its  further 
consideration  of  this  subject. 

After  reviewing  these  reports  carefully. 
I  am  more  firmly  convinced  than  ever 
that  the  tax  benefits  which  now  are  pro- 
vided to  this  industry  are  unsound.  As 
a  hidden,  indirect  and  uncontrollable 
form  of  assistance,  they  are  basically  in- 
consistent with  one  of  the  original  pur- 
poses of  the  1936  act,  which  was  to  place 
maritime  aid  on  an  open  and  direct  basis. 
I  feel  sure  that  the  Congress  in  1936 
could  not  have  contemplated  that  these 
tax  benefits  would  eventually  assume 
their  present  importance.  For  example. 
It  could  not  then  be  foreseen  that  corpor- 
ate tax  rates  would  reach  their  present 
maximum  level  of  70  percent.  Though 
given  little  specific  emphasis  in  the  en- 
actment of  the  1936  act,  the  tax  provi- 
sions of  that  legislation  have  yielded 
benefits  estimated  at  $155,000,000 
through  the  end  of  1951.  This  amount 
is  roughly  equivalent  to  the  net  operat- 
ing subsidies  granted  during  this  same 
period,  despite  the  fact  that  such  operat- 
ing subsidies  were  originally  intended  to 
be  the  principal  form  of  maritime  aid. 

Clearly,  the  shipping  Industry  will  face 
difficult  economic  problems  in  the  fu- 
ture, and  tax  benefits  could  help  in  solv- 
ing them.  However,  I  find  nothing  in 
the  present  studies  which  would  indi- 
cate that  such  benefits  represent  the  best 
possible  means  of  meeting  these  prob- 


lems, either  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
Government,  or  from  the  long-term  in- 
terest of  the  shipping  industry  itself. 

The  principal  problem  that  has  been 
cited  as  possibly  requiring  the  continu- 
ation of  tax  benefits  Is  that  of  financing 
vessel  replacement  at  high  postwar  con- 
struction costs.  This  problem  for  ship- 
ping companies  will  be  relatively  more 
difficult  than  the  comparable  problems 
of  equipment  replacement  for  other  in- 
dustries. However,  available  evidence 
indicates  that  tax  concessions  do  not 
provide  the  most  suitable  solution  for 
this  problem. 

By  their  nature,  these  benefits  furnish 
the  greatest  assistance  to  those  com- 
panies whose  operations  are  relatively 
most  profitable,  and  hence  which  may 
have  the  least  need  for  special  aid.  This 
basic  defect  is  especially  significant  in 
view  of  the  wide  variation  in  profitabil- 
ity between  the  various  routes  operated 
by  the  subsidized  shipping  companies. 
As  a  result,  tax  benefits  may  provide 
some  operators  with  more  financial  sup- 
port than  they  actually  require,  while  at 
the  same  time  affording  little  or  no  relief 
to  other  operators. 

A  further  objection  is  that  tax  benefits 
place  the  Government  in  the  position  of 
providing  financial  aid  for  a  possible 
future  problem,  the  scope  of  which  can- 
not be  meaningfully  estimated  at  pres- 
ent. Benefits  are  now  accruing  in  rela- 
tion to  the  possible  replacement  needs 
that  may  exist  some  10  to  15  years  hence. 
The  magnitude  of  this  future  problem 
will  depend  upon  a  large  number  of 
variable  factors,  none  of  which  can  now 
be  predicted  with  any  assurance.  It  is 
therefore  possible  that  tax  relief  pro- 
vided at  this  time  would  prove  to  tie  in 
excess  of  actual  future  need.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  other  Federal  program 
where  the  Government  is  asked  to  pro- 
vide aid  on  a  current  basis  to  meet  such 
a  long-range,  conjectural  future  need, 
and  I  feel  it  is  unreasonable  to  expect  the 
Government  to  continue  to  do  so  in  the 
case  of  the  shipping  industry. 

For  the  above  reasons,  I  feel  most 
strongly  that  the  tax  benefits  now  pro- 
vided by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
should  be  repealed  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity. In  their  place.  I  feel  that  the 
Government  should  undertake  to  provide 
direct  and  open  assistance  for  the  fleet 
replacement  problem.  A  suitable  and 
equitable  solution  to  this  problem  might 
be  found  through  a  liberalization  of  the 
Federal  ship  mortgages  which  already 
provide  the  primary  method  for  financ- 
ing the  purchase  of  new  ships. 

Under  present  law,  mortgages  on  ves- 
sels built  with  construction  subsidy  re- 
quire a  minimum  down  payment  of  25 
percent,  whereas  certain  other  vessels 
can  be  sold  by  the  Government  for  a 
minimum  down  payment  of  only  12  >  2 
percent.  By  amending  the  law  so  as  to 
authorize  the  lower  down  payment  for 
all  vessels,  the  Government  could  cut  in 
half  the  estimated  cash  requirement  for 
replacement  of  the  presently  subsidized 
fleet,  and  thereby  solve  this  aspect  of  the 
financing  problem  for  almost  all  of  the 
operators.  One  defect  of  this  solution  is 
that  it  would  increase  correspondingly 
the  annual  fixed  charges  for  mortgage 
retirement,  which  would  be  relatively 


high  even  with  a  25  percent  down  pay- 
ment. However,  this  burden  could  be 
eased  by  adjusting  the  terms  of  the 
mortgages,  including  possibly  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  interest  rate  from  its  present 
level  of  3^!  percent  to  3  percent. 

Prom  the  Government's  standpoint,  a 
more  liberal  loan  policy  of  this  nature 
would  offer  a  number  of  advantages  in 
comparison  with  the  tax  benefit  system. 
This  alternative  method  of  assistance 
would  merely  increase  the  size  of  the 
Government's  loan,  and  would  require 
an  eventual  repayment  by  the  operator. 
Secondly,  this  would  represent  a  meas- 
ureable  and  controllable  form  of  as- 
sistance. Since  this  aid  would  be  given 
only  as  part  of  an  actual  replacement 
tran.saction,  it  would  be  directly  related 
to  the  accomplishment  of  its  objective. 
and  would  not  be  subject  to  the  haphaz- 
ard incidence  of  tax  benefits.  Finally,  a 
liberalized  loan  program  provides  a  flexi- 
ble device  which  could  be  adjusted  to 
meet  the  individual  financial  problem  of 
any  operator. 

I  have  given  full  consideration  to  the 
argument  that  present  tax  benefits 
should  be  retained  in  order  to  provide 
some  degree  of  parity  with  the  favorable 
tax  treatment  enjoyed  by  foreign  ship 
operators.  However,  I  do  not  find  this 
argument  persuasive.  The  recent 
studies  by  the  Commerce  Department 
and  the  Treasury  E>eparUnent  have  cor- 
rected the  widely  held  impression  that 
foreign  governments  generally  provide 
special  tax  privileges  for  ship  operators. 
With  relatively  few  exceptions.  It  now 
appears  that  the  shipping  industry  in 
most  foreign  countries  receives  no  more 
favorable  tax  treatment  than  is  accorded 
to  other  industries  in  those  countries. 

Furthermore,  there  is  no  reason  why 
this  Government  should  attempt  to  place 
American  shipping  companies  in  the 
same  tax  position  as  their  foreign  com- 
petitors, unless  It  is  clearly  established 
that  this  particular  form  of  relief  is  es- 
sential in  order  to  permit  them  to  com- 
pete effectively.  It  has  not  been  dem- 
onstrated that  this  is  the  case.  If  this 
Government  is  prepared  to  assist  directly 
In  the  financing  of  vessel  replacement,  it 
should  not  be  necessary  to  retain  the  ex- 
isting tax  benefits  in  this  country  merely 
because  the  general  tax  burden  may  be 
lower  for  companies  operating  in  some 
foreign  countries. 

Quite  apart  from  the  above  considera- 
tions, tax  relief  does  not  lend  itself  to 
the  type  of  flexible  adjustment  which 
would  be  needed  if  one  were  to  attempt 
to  establish  parity  with  foreign  tax 
treatment.  Tax  laws  In  foreign  coun- 
tries vary  widely  as  to  rates,  deprecia- 
tion allowances,  and  other  factors. 
Since  tax  treatment  cannot  suitably  be 
varied  between  the  several  American- 
flag  companies,  it  would  be  coincidental 
if  the  tax  situation  of  any  particular 
American  operator  approximated  parity 
with  the  particular  tax  status  of  his 
foreign  competitors. 

In  the  process  of  reviewing  maritime- 
tax  policy,  the  Commerce  Department 
study  has  touched  upwn  various  other 
problems  affecting  the  American  mer- 
chant marine.  A  major  jwlicy  issue  of 
immediate  importance  is  the  question  of 
extending  operating  subsidies  to  types 


of  shipping  services  which  are  not  eor- 
ered  under  the  present  program.  A 
sound  decision  on  tills  Issue  depends 
upon  a  more  precise  definltioa  of  the 
essential  requirements  which  this  Nation 
must  satisfy  in  terms  of  an  actlye  mer- 
chant  fleet.  I  bi'Iieve  that  the  one  com- 
pelling justiflcatlon  which  now  exists  for 
subsidizing  an  American-flag  merchant 
fleet  is  the  national  defense  requirement 
For  this  purpose,  we  cannot  reasonably 
expect  to  keep  in  active  peacetime  op- 
eration the  number  of  ships  that  would 
be  needed  in  the  event  of  war.  We  must 
instead  ccmcentrate  upon  maintaining  a 
modem  and  efficient  nucleus  fleet,  ca- 
pable of  rapid  expansion  In  the  event  of 
mobilization.  We  must  supplement  this 
active  nucleus  with  a  well- maintained 
reserve  fleet  of  inactive  vessels,  and  with 
an  effective  shipbuilding  industry.  If 
we  satisfy  full}'  such  defense  require- 
ments for  an  active  fleet,  we  could  at 
the  same  time  satisfy.  In  large  measure, 
whatever  requirements  may  exist  for  an 
American  mercliant  marine  for  national 
economic  and  national  prestige  reasons. 

It  is,  therefore,  important  that  de- 
terminations be  made  of  the  size  and 
character  of  the  fieet  that  must  be  main- 
tained as  a  national  defense  nucleus. 
Until  this  is  done,  it  is  not  possible  to 
reach  any  firm  conclusions  as  to  the 
Justification  for  extending  subsidies  to 
operations  not  now  covered.  Since  the 
cost  of  supporting  even  the  presently 
subsidized  fleet  has  grown  substantially 
in  recent  years,  the  Government  should, 
I  believe,  be  most  hesitant  to  undertake 
commitments  for  even  broader  subsidies, 
unless  a  compelhng  national  defense 
need  is  established. 

Two  other  problems  mentioned  in  the 
Commerce  Department  study  merit  con- 
cern. One  is  the  need  for  developing 
a  more  orderly  vessel -replacement  pro- 
gram in  order  to  avoid  block  obsolesence 
of  the  present  fieet  during  the  period 
1962-66.  when  the  war-built  vessels  will 
reach  a  20 -year  age.  A  so1uU<hi  for  this 
program  is  needed,  not  only  to  simplify 
the  vessel-replacement  program  of  the 
operations  themselves,  but  also  to  main- 
tain a  reasonably  steady  flow  of  ship 
construction  activity,  and  thereby  assure 
the  retention  of  an  adequate  shipbuild- 
ing nucleus.  Since  most  of  the  ships 
now  in  operation  are  adequate  in  size 
and  speed  to  meet  existing  competition, 
the  shipping  lines  hava  little  incentive  to 
Incur  the  higher  capital  costs  of  post- 
war replacements  until  their  present 
ships  reach  a  normal  retirement  age  of 
20  years.  This  problem  could  be  over- 
come by  a  temporary  amendment  to  the 
1936  act,  authorizing  the  Maritime 
Board  to  provide  liberal  trade-in  allow- 
ances as  a  special  incentive  for  advance 
replacement  of  a  portion  of  the  present 
fleets. 

AiK>ther  problem  which  requires  im- 
mediate attention  is  the  possible  short- 
age of  tanker  capacity  in  the  event  of 
full-scale  mobilization.  This  shortage 
might  develop,  despite  the  present 
world-wide  tanker-construction  pro- 
gram, because  of  the  excess  of  wartime 
tanker  requirements  In  relation  to  peace- 
time needs.  There  is  not  now  in  exist- 
ence any  reserve  fleet  ot  idle  tanker  ca- 


"SmiAtf.  comparable  to  the  reserve  fleet 
of  cargo  ships,  to  supplement  normal 
commercial  capacity  tax  the  event  of  war. 
To  deveI(H>  such  a  tanker  reserve,  the 
Government  might  provide  special  finan- 
cial incoitives  to  tanker  operators,  en- 
couraging them  to  trade  in  their  existing 
ships  in  advance  of  normal  obsolescence. 
Careful  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  possible  need  for  such  a  program,  as 
a  temporary  defense  preparedness 
measure. 

I  hope  that  the  Congress  will  give  early 
attention  to  these  important  problems 
affecting  our  maritime  industry  and  its 
ability  to  meet  the  needs  of  national 
security. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  S.  Trumar. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
communication  and  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 
Rkpokt   and  Recommknsation   Rzlatiko   to 

Ambndiient    or    Section    3185,    Tttlx    18, 

UNrno  Statxs  Cook 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  report  and  recommendation  con- 
cerning amendment  of  section  8185.  title  18. 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  fugl tires 
from 'justice  (with  accompanying  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

An>  TO  ClaTAnf  Ambiicam  Nationals 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  au- 
thorize aid  to  needy  American  nationals  In 
connection  with  their  repatriation  from  for- 
eign countries,  and  for  other  purposes  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

RZLIZF  or  CZBTAIIf  CBTirilNG  OmCKSS 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
authorize  relief  of  authorized  certifying  of- 
ficers from  exceptions  taken  to  payments  per- 
taining to  terminated  war  agencies  in  liqui- 
dation by  the  Depeut.ment  of  State  (with  an 
accompanying  paper ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

INCBKASX  IN  CONTaiBUTION  TO  BlHlBAC  OT 
iMTKaPAaLIAMXNTAKT  UNION  rO«  THE  PXO- 
MOTION   or   AKBiraATION 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  propoeed  legislation  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  28.  1935,  entitled  "An 
act  to  authorize  participation  by  the  United 
States  in  the  Interparliamentary  Union" 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

Report  on  Toet  Claims  Paid  bt  Staej 

DEPArrXENT 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  re- 
porting, pursuant  to  law,  on  tort  claims  paid 
by  the  Department  of  State,  during  the  cal- 
endar year  1052;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
Paeticipatton  of  the  United  States  m  Pan 

Amexican    Institute   op   Oeoceapbt    and 

HiSTOBT 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
amend  the  joint  resolution  providing  for  the 
membership  ca  the  United  States  in  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  His- 
tory and  authorize  appropriations  therefor 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

REPOCT   on   WOBKIHO  CAPTTAL   FUNBB   OPff 

Dbpabtment  op  Dbpknbb 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting,  pursiiant  to  law.  a  rep<s^  on 


the  financial  coodltion  of  working  capital 
funds  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  for  the 
year  ended  Jane  30.  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Report  on  Saline  Water  Proorax 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
the  Saline  water  program  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Repobt  on  Cooprsation  WrrH  lixxioo  nt  Con- 

TXOL  AND  SSABICATION  OP  FOOT-AMD-MOUTH 
DlSBASX 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  ot 
Agricvilture.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  on  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  In  the  control  and  eradication 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  for  the  month 
of  November  1963  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

Report  op  Department  op  Jmncs 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  Jvme  ao.  1962  (with  an  accompanying 
report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  op  Depaxticrnt  op  Drprnbr 

A  letter  from  the  Director.  BxecutlTe  Oi5es 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  the  Department 
o:  Defense,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Servitws. 

AlCENDlIEIiT   OP   FEDERAL   Civn,    DeTEMSS 

ACT,  1850 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator. 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  sections  203  and 
403  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1960 
(64  Stat.  1246),  as  amended,  so  as  to  au- 
thorise certain  Government  officers  to  assist 
in  carrying  out  clvU  defense  aid  between  the 
United  States  and  neighboring  countries;  to 
modify  the  loyalty  oath  so  as  to  allow  na- 
tionals of  ntiighboring  countries  or  of  coun- 
tries that  ai-e  parties  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  to  participate  In  SUte  civil  defense 
programs  without  impairing  their  citlsen- 
shlp;  and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

AiCENDifxNT  or  Dependents  Assbstahce  Act, 
1960 

A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel.  Ofllce 
of  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the  De- 
pendents Assistance  Act  of  1960  to  continue 
in  effect  certain  of  the  provlaions  therecrf 
(with  an  ao(X)mpanying  paper):  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Settixment  op  Cextain  Claimb 

A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel.  Offlcs 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  provide  for 
the  orderly  settlement  of  certain  claims  aris- 
ing out  of  acts  or  omissions  of  clvtTlan  em- 
ployees and  military  personnel  of  the  United 
States  in  foi-elgn  countries  and  of  civilian  em- 
ployees and  mmtary  personnel  at  foreign 
countries  In  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes  (v?lth  an  accompanyiiag  paper);  to 
the  Committee   oa  Foreign  R<!laticns. 


PETITION 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  ijefore  the  Senate  the  petition 
of  Carmen  Vaigues,  and  sundry  other 
citizens  of  Puerto  Rico,  praying  for  the 
prompt  approval  of  the  constitution  for 
Pu«1»  Rico,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 
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HOUSE  BILL  REF'ERRED 
The  bill  (H.  R.  568)  to  continue  until 
the  close  of  June  30. 1954,  the  suspension 
of  certain  import  taxes  on  copper,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  sundry  nominations,  which 
were  referred  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


ANNOUNCEMENT  AS  TO  PROCEDURE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  In  a  few 
moments  the  Senate  in  a  body  will  pro- 
ceed to  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol  to 
participate  in  the  inaugural  ceremonies, 
following  which  the  Senate  will  return 
to  its  Chamber  and  reassemble.  I  ask 
Senators  to  return  promptly,  so  that  the 
work  of  today's  session  may  be  quickly 
completed. 

We  shall  receive  nominations  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  It  is  my 
purpose  to  ask  that  the  nominations  for 
the  Cabinet,  with  the  exception  of  those 
relating  to  the  Department  of  Defense, 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force, 
be  confirmed  today.  We  hope  that  we 
may  complete  those  proceedings  before 
1:30  o'clock  p.  m.,  when  the  parade  will 
star};. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  when  the  Senate  returns 
to  its  Chamber,  it  reassemble  in  execu- 
tive session. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 


INAUGURATION  OF  PRESIDENT  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  VICE 
PRESIDENT 

Thereupon,  at  11  o'clock  and  40  min- 
utes a.  m..  the  Senate,  headed  by  the 
Acting  President  pro  tempore  I  Mr. 
MiLUKiNl  and  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
•  Forest  A.  Harness),  proceeded  to  the 
inaugural  platform  at  the  east  front  of 
the  Capitol  and  took  the  spaces  assigned 
to  them  on  the  left  of  the  place  reserved 
for  the  President-elect. 

The  House  of  Representatives,  headed 
by  the  Doorkeeper  "Thomas  J.  Ken- 
namer),  had  preceded  the  Senate  to  the 
platform  and  taken  the  spaces  assigned 
to  them  on  the  right  of  the  place  reserved 
for  the  President-elect. 

The  Governors  of  the  States  were 
escorted  to  the  places  assigned  them 
on  the  right  of  the  inaugural  platform. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  the  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  United  States  Air  Force,  the 
Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
the  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
with  their  aides,  were  escorted  to  the 
places  assigned  them  on  the  right  of  the 
inaugural  platform. 


The  Diplomatic  Corps  were  escorted 
to  the  places  assigned  them  on  the  left 
of  the  inaugural  platform. 

The  members  of  the  President's  Cabi- 
net were  escorted  to  the  places  assigned 
them  on  the  left  of  the  Inaugural  plat- 
form. 

The  members  of  the  Cabinet-designate 
of  the  President-elect  were  escorted  to 
the  places  assigned  to  them  on  the  left 
of  the  inaugural  platform. 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Associate  Justices  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  pre- 
ceded by  the  Marshal  <T.  Perry  Lippitt) 
and  the  Clerk  (Harold  B.  Willey).  were 
escorted  to  the  inaugural  platform  and 
took  the  places  assigned  them,  the  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  being 
seated  immediately  to  the  left  of  the 
place  reserved  for  the  President-elect. 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
Harry  S.  Truman,  and  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States,  Alben  W.  Barkley. 
were  escorted  to  the  inaugv.ral  platform 
by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  (William  F.  Russell) 
and  Senator  Hayden  and  Representative 
Rayburn,  members  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Arrangements.  The  President 
and  Vice  President  were  seated  immedi- 
ately to  the  right  of  the  place  reserved 
for  the  President-elect. 

Mrs.  Harry  S.  Truman  and  Mrs.  Alben 
W.  Barkley  were  escorted  to  the  places 
a.ssigned  to  them  on  the  platform. 

Mrs.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower  and  Mr.s. 
Richard  M.  Nixon  were  escorted  to  the 
places  a.ssigned  to  them  on  the  platform. 

The  President-elect  of  the  United 
States.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  of  Kansas, 
was  escorted  to  the  inaugural  platform 
by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Arrangements,  consisting  of 
Senator  Styles  Bridges,  chairman;  Sen- 
ator Herman  Welker;  Senator  Carl 
Hayden;  Representative  Joseph  W.  Mar- 
tin. Jr  :  Representative  Leslie  C. 
Arends:  and  Repre.sentative  Sam  Ray- 
burn,  and  accompanied  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  »J.  Mark  Trice  >. 

INVOCATION 

The  Most  Reverend  Patrick  A.  O  Boyle, 
Archbishop  of  Washington,  offered  the 
following  invocation: 

In  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the 
Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghast.     Amen. 

Our  Father,  in  Thy  most  Holy  Name 
we  pray  Thee,  to  renew  Thy  gifts  in  ine 
minds  and  hearts  of  those  who.  today, 
are  entrusted  with  the  august  office  of 
governing  our  beloved  country. 

Give  to  those  who  frame  our  laws  to 
know  clearly  the  path  of  rectitude.  Urge 
them  by  Thy  grace  to  seek  to  .serve  Thee 
best,  by  serving  most  unselfishly  the 
citizens  of  the  land. 

Let  Thy  justice  be  made  manifest  in 
our  Judiciary,  and  thereby  enrich  and 
comfort  the  world  with  the  vision  of 
equal  and  impartial  justice  for  all  men 
before  the  law. 

Ble.ss  with  every  needful  grace,  and 
abundantly  endow  the  mind  and  heart 
and  will  of  our  President  with  all  the 
divine  gifts  and  helps  that  make  bearable 
the  great  burdens  of  his  high  office. 
May  Thy  Holy  Spirit  descend  uix)n  him 


with  the  gift  of  wisdom,  to  lead,  and 
understand  to  know  Thy  holy  will, 
together  with  knowledge  to  enlighten 
him  in  whatever  difficulties  he  may  en- 
counter. Impart  to  him  the  divine  gift 
of  piety  by  which  he  may  walk  humbly 
with  Thee  in  the  stern  way  of  duty  and 
honor.  Fill  him  with  courage  to  face 
his  gigantic  tasks  with  serenity  and  in- 
fuse into  his  spirit  that  charity  whose 
first  law  is.  by  Thy  will,  the  love  of  his 
fellow  man. 

Pour  forth,  we  beseech  Thee,  O  Lord. 
Thy  grace  into  the  hearts  of  all  of  us, 
that  we  may  be  always  true  to  Thee  and 
to  our  country,  so  richly  endowed  with 
all  Thy  blessings.    Amen. 

SINGING   or   NATIONAL   ANTHEM 

Miss  Dorothy  Maynor  sang  the  Star 
Spangled  Banner,  accompanied  by  the 
United  States  Marine  Band,  led  by  Lt. 
Col.  William  F.  Santelmann. 

administration  or  oath  to  the  vice 

PRESIDENT-ELECT 

Senator  KNOWLAND,  of  California, 
administered  to  the  Vice  President-elect 
the  oath  of  office  prescribed  by  the  Con- 
stitution, which  he  repeated,  as  follows: 

I,  Richard  M.  Nixon,  solemnly  swtar 
that  I  will  support  and  defend  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  against  all 
enemies,  foreign  and  domestic;  that  I 
will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the 
same;  that  I  take  this  obligation  freely, 
without  any  mental  reservation  or  pur- 
pose of  eva.sion;  and  that  I  will  well  and 
faithfully  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
office  on  which  I  am  about  to  enter.  So 
help  me  God. 

Solo 

Mr.  Eugene  Conley  sang  America,  The 
Beautiful,   accompanied   by   the   United 
Slates  Marine  Band. 
prates 

Rabbi  Abba  Hillel  Silver,  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God,  who  art  beyond  our  knowl- 
edge but  near  to  our  hearts  and  our 
needs,  we  pray  this  day  for  Thy  servant, 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  as  he  takes  up  the 
burdens  of  the  high  office  of  President  of 
the.se  United  States  of  America. 

Keep  him  with  great  kindness,  O 
Thou  ruler  of  nations,  and  give  him  a 
wi.se  and  understanding  heart  that  he 
may  lead  Thy  people  in  these  shadowed 
times,  in  truth  and  steadfastness,  in  pa- 
tience, and  in  love. 

Guide  his  hands  to  Thy  purpose  and 
his  will  unfailingly  to  Thy  service.  May 
he  be  the  bnnger  of  good  tidings  and  the 
architect  of  a  new  hope  for  our  country 
and  for  mankind. 

May  Thy  spirit  rest  upon  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States  and  upon 
all  the  chosen  representatives  of  our 
Government. 

Be  gracious,  O  Lord,  unto  our  land 
and  our  people.  Help  us  to  preserve  our 
ble.ssed  heritage  of  freedom  and  to  make 
secure  our  institutions  of  law.  equality, 
and  justice.  May  it  be  given  unto  us  to 
walk  always  in  the  dignity  of  free  men 
secure  in  our  rights  and  faithful  in  the 
obligations  of  our  prized  citizenship. 

Make  us  all  of  one  heart.  O  God.  so 
that  together  as  one  people  we  may  move 
forward  unafraid  to  the  tasks  and  chal- 
lenges of  the  inscrutable  years  which  he 
ahead.     Amen. 
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ADMINISTmATIOM  OV  OAT8  TO  TBX 
XLBCT 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States. 
Fred  M.  Vinson,  administered  to  the 
President-elect  the  oath  of  office  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution,  which  be 
repeated,  as  follows: 

I.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  do  solemnly 
swear  that  I  will  faithfully  execute  the 
office  of  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  will  to  the  best  of  my  ablity.  pre- 
serve, protect,  and  defend  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  8o  help 
me  God. 

INAUGURAL  ADDRESS  OF  THE  PRRSIDRNT 

Thereupon  the  President  of  the  United 
States  deUvered  the  following  inaugural 
address : 

My  friends,  before  I  begin  the  expres- 
sion of  those  thoughts  which  I  deem 
appropriate  to  this  moment,  would  you 
permit  me  the  privilege  of  uttering  a 
little  private  prayer  at  my  own,  and  I  ask 
that  you  bow  your  heads. 

Almighty  God,  as  we  stand  here,  at 
this  moment,  my  future  associates  in  the 
executive  branch  of  Government  join 
me  in  beseeching  that  Thou  wilt  make 
full  and  complete  our  dedication  to  the 
service  of  the  people  in  this  throng  and 
their  fellow  citizens  everywhere.  Give 
us.  we  pray,  the  power  to  discern  clearly 
right  from  wrong  and  allow  all  our  words 
and  actions  to  be  governed  thereby  and 
by  the  laws  of  this  land. 

Esisecially  we  pray  that  our  concern 
shall  be  for  all  the  people — regardless 
of  station,  race,  or  calling.  May  coopera- 
tion be  permitted  and  be  the  mutual 
aim  of  those  who,  under  the  concepts 
of  our  Constitution,  hold  to  differing  po- 
litical beliefs,  so  that  all  may  work  for 
the  good  of  our  beloved  country  and  for 
Thy  glory.    Amen. 

My  fellow  citizens,  the  world  and  we 
have  passed  the  midway  point  of  a  cen- 
tury of  continuing  challenge.  We  sense 
with  all  our  faculties  that  forces  of  good 
and  evil  are  massed  and  armed  and  op- 
posed as  rarely  before  in  history. 

This  fact  defines  the  meaning  of  this 
day.  We  are  summoned,  by  this  hon- 
ored and  historic  ceremony,  to  witness 
more  than  the  act  of  one  citizen  swear- 
ing his  oath  of  service,  in  the  presence  of 
his  God.  We  are  called,  as  a  people,  to 
give  testimony,  in  the  sight  of  the  world, 
to  our  faith  that  the  future  shall  belong 
to  the  free. 

Since  this  century's  beginning,  a  time 
of  tempest  has  seemed  to  come  upon  the 
continents  of  the  earth.  Masses  of  Asia 
have  wakened  to  strike  off  shackles  of 
the  past.  Great  nations  of  Eiu-ope  have 
waged  their  bloodiest  wars.  Thrones 
have  toppled  and  their  vast  empires  have 
disappeared.  New  nations  have  been 
born. 

For  our  own  country.  It  has  been  a 
time  of  recurring  trial.  We  have  grown 
in  power  and  In  responsibUity.  We  have 
passed  through  the  anxieties  of  depres- 
sion and  of  war  to  a  summit  unmatched 
in  man's  history.  Seeking  to  secure 
peace  in  the  world,  we  have  had  to  fight 
through  the  forests  of  the  Argonne.  to 
the  shores  of  Iwo  Jima,  and  to  the  moun- 
tain peaks  of  Korea. 

In  the  swift  rush  of  great  events,  we 
find  ourselves  groping  to  know  the  full 
sense  and  meaning  of  the  times  in  which 
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we  live:  In  our  quest  of  understanding, 
we  beseech  God's  guidance.  We  sum- 
mon all  our  knowledge  of  the  past  and 
we  scan  all  signs  of  the  future.  We  bring 
all  our  wit  and  will  to  meet  the  question: 
How  far  have  we  come  in  man's  long 
pilgrimage  from  darkness  toward  light? 
Are  we  nearing  the  light — a  day  of  free- 
dom and  of  peace  for  all  mankind?  Or 
are  the  shadows  of  another  night  closing 
in  upon  us? 

Great  as  are  the  preoccupations  ab- 
sorbing us  at  home,  concerned  as  we  are 
with  matters  that  deeply  affect  our  liveh- 
hood  today  and  our  vision  of  the  future, 
each  of  these  domestic  problems  is 
dwarfed  by,  and  often  even  created  by, 
this  question  that  involves  all  human 
kind. 

This  trial  comes  at  a  moment  when 
man's  power  to  achieve  good  or  to  in- 
flict evil  surpasses  the  brightest  hopes 
and  the  sharpest  fears  of  all  ages.  We 
can  turn  rivers  in  their  courses,  level 
mountains  to  the  plains.  Ocean  and 
land  and  sky  are  avenues  for  our  colos- 
sal commerce.  I^sease  diminishes  and 
life  lengthens. 

Yet,  the  promise  of  this  life  is  imper- 
illed by  the  very  genius  that  has  made  it 
possible.  Nations  amass  wealth.  Labor 
sweats  to  create — and  turns  out  devices 
to  level  not  only  mountains  but  also 
cities.  Science  seems  ready  to  confer 
upon  us.  as  its  final  gift,  the  power  to 
erase  human  life  from  the  earth. 

At  such  a  time  in  history,  we  who  are 
free  must  proclaim  anew  our  faith. 

This  faith  is  the  abiding  creed  of  our 
fathers.  It  Is  our  faith  in  the  deathless 
dignity  of  man,  governed  by  eternal 
moral  and  natural  laws. 

This  faith  defines  our  full  view  of  life. 
It  establishes,  beyond  debate,  those  gifts 
of  the  Creator  that  are  man's  inalien- 
able rights,  and  that  make  all  men 
equal  in  His  sight. 

In  the  light  of  this  equality,  we  know 
that  the  virtues  most  cherished  by  free 
people — ^love  of  truth,  pride  of  work,  de- 
votion to  country — all  are  treasures 
equally  precious  in  the  lives  of  the  most 
humbled  and  of  the  most  exalted.  The 
men  who  mine  coal  and  fire  fmmaces 
and  balance  ledgers  and  turn  lathes  and 
pick  cotton  and  heal  the  sick  and  plant 
com,  all  serve  as  proudly,  and  as  profit- 
ably, for  America  fts  the  statesmen  who 
draft  treaties  or  the  legislators  who  en- 

This  faith  rules  our  whole  way  of  life. 
It  decrees  that  we,  the  people,  elect  lead- 
ers not  to  rule  but  to  serve.  It  asserts 
that  we  have  the  right  to  choice  of  oiur 
own  work  and  to  the  reward  of  our  own 
toll.  It  Inspires  the  initiative  that  makes 
our  productivity  the  wonder  of  the  world. 
And  it  warns  that  any  man  who  seeks  to 
deny  equality  in  all  his  brothers  betrays 
the  spirit  of  the  free  and  invites  the 
mockery  of  the  t3rrant. 

It  is  because  we,  all  of  us.  hold  to  these 
principles  that  the  political  changes  ac- 
complished this  day  do  not  imply  turbu- 
lence, upheaval,  or  disorder.  Rather 
this  change  expresses  a  purpose  of 
strengthening  our  dedication  and  devo- 
tion to  the  precepts  of  our  founding 
documents,  a  conscious  renewal  of  faith 
in  our  country  and  in  ^  watchfulness 
of  a  divine  providence. 


The  enemies  of  this  faith  know  no  god 
but  force,  no  devotion  but  its  use.  They 
tutor  men  in  treason.  They  feed  upon 
the  hunger  of  others.  Whatever  defies 
them,  they  torture,  especially  the  truth. 

Here,  then,  is  joined  no  pcOlid  argu- 
ment betwe«i  slightly  differing  philoso- 
phies. This  conflict  strikes  directiy  at 
the  faith  of  our  fathers  and  the  lives 
of  our  sons.  No  principle  or  treasure 
that  we  hold,  from  the  spiritual  knowl- 
edge of  our  free  schools  and  churches 
to  the  creative  magic  of  free  labor  and 
capital,  nothing  lies  safely  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  struggle. 

Freedom  is  pitted  against  slavery; 
light  against  dark. 

The  faith  we  hold  belongs  not  to  us 
alone  but  to  the  free  of  all  the  world. 
This  common  boad  binds  the  grower  of 
rice  in  Burma  and  the  planter  of  wheat 
in  Iowa,  the  shepherd  in  southern  Italy, 
and  the  mountaineer  in  the  Andes.  It 
confers  a  common  dignity  upon  the 
French  soldier  who  dies  in  Indochina, 
the  British  soldier  killed  in  Malaya,  the 
American  life  given  In  Korea. 

We  know,  beyond  this,  that  we  are 
linked  to  all  free  peoples  not  merely  by 
a  noble  idea  but  by  a  simple  need.  No 
free  people  can  for  long  cling  to  any 
privilege  or  enjoy  any  safety  in  economic 
solitude.  For  all  our  own  material 
might,  even  we  need  markets  in  the  world 
for  the  surpluses  of  our  farms  and  of 
our  factories.  Equally,  we  need  for  these 
same  farms  and  factories  vital  materials 
and  prodiicts  of  distant  lands.  This 
basic  law  of  interdependence,  so  mani- 
fest in, the  commerce  of  peace,  applies 
with  taousandfold  intenisity  in  the  event 
of  war. 

So  are  we  persuaded  by  necessity  and 
by  belief  that  the  strength  of  all  free 
peoples  lies  in  imity,  their  danger  in  dis- 
cord. 

To  produce  this  luilty,  to  meet  the 
challenge  of  our  time,  destiny  has  laid 
upon  ovu:  country  the  responsibility  of 
the  free  world's  leadership.  So  it  Is 
proper  that  we  assiure  our  friends  once 
again  that,  in  the  discharge  of  this  re- 
sponsibility, we  Americans  know  and  ob- 
serve the  difference  between  world  lead- 
ership and  imperialism;  between  firm- 
ness and  truculence;  between  a  thought- 
fully calculated  goal  and  ^asmodic  re- 
action to  the  stimulus  of  emergencies. 

We  wish  our  friends  the  world  over  to 
know  this  above  all :  We  face  the  threat — 
not  with  dread  and  confusion — but  with 
confidence  and  conviction.    [Applause.! 

We  feel  this  moral  strength  because 
we  know  that  we  are  not  helpless  pris- 
oners of  history.  We  are  free  men.  We 
shall  remain  free,  never  to  be  proven 
guil^  of  the  one  capital  offense  against 
freedom — a  lack  of  stanch  faith. 

In  pleading  aar  just  cause  before  the 
bar  of  history  and  in  pn-essing  our  labor 
for  world  peace,  we  shall  be  giiided  by 
certain  fixed  principles. 
These  principles  are: 
(1)  Abhorring  war  as  a  chosen  way  to 
balk  the  purposes  of  those  who  threaten 
\}a,  we  hold  It  to  be  the  first  task  of 
statesmanship  to  develop  the  strength 
that  will  deter  the  forces  of  aggression 
and  promote  the  conditions  of  peace. 
Fbr,  as  it  must  be  the  supreme  purpose 
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of  all  free  men.  so  it  must  be  the  dedi- 
cation of  their'leaders.  to  save  humanity 
from  presrlng  upon  itself. 

In  the  light  of  this  principle,  we  stand 
ready  to  engage  with  any  and  all  others 
In  Joint  effort  to  remove  the  causes  of 
mutual  fear  and  distrust  among  nations. 
and  BO  to  make  possible  drastic  reduc- 
tion of  armaments.  The  sole  requisites 
for  imdertaking  such  effort  are  that,  in 
their  purpose,  they  be  aimed  logically 
and  honestly  toward  securing  peace  for 
all;  and  that,  in  their  result,  they  pro- 
vide methods  by  which  every  participat- 
ing nation  will  prove  good  faith  in  carry- 
ing out  of  its  pledge. 

(2)  Realizing  that  common  sense  and 
common  decency  alike  dictate  the  futil- 
ity of  appeasement,  we  shall  never  try 
to  placate  an  aggressor  by  the  false  and 
wicked  bargain  of  trading  honor  for  se- 
curity. [Applause.]  For  in  the  final 
choice  a  soldier's  pack  is  not  so  heavy 
a  burden  as  a  prisoner's  chain:s. 

(3)  Knowing  that  only  a  United  States 
that  is  strong  and  immensely  produc- 
tive can  help  defend  freedom  in  our 
world,  we  view  our  Nation's  strength  and 
security  as  a  trust  upon  which  rests  the 
hope  of  free  men  everywhere.  It  is  the 
firm  duty  of  each  of  our  free  citizens 
and  of  every  free  citizen  everywhere  to 
place  the  cause  of  his  country  before  the 
comfort  of  himself. 

(4)  Honoring  the  Identity  and  herit- 
age of  each  nation  of  the  world,  we  shall 
never  use  our  strength  to  try  to  impress 
upon  another  people  our  own  cherished 
political  and  economic  institutions.  [Ap- 
plause. ] 

(5)  Assessing  realistically  the  needs 
and  capacities  of  proven  friends  of  free- 
dom, we  shall  strive  to  help  them  to 
achieve  their  own  security  and  well- 
being.  Likewise,  we  shall  count  upon 
them  to  assume,  within  the  limits  of  their 
resources,  their  full  and  just  burdens  in 
the  common  defense  of  freedom,  l  Ap- 
plause.! 

(6)  Recognizing  economic  health  as 
an  indispensable  basis  of  military 
strength  and  the  free  world's  peace,  we 
shall  strive  to  foster  everjrwhere.  and  to 
practice  ourselves,  policies  that  encour- 
age productivity  and  profitable  trade. 
For  the  Impoverishment  of  any  single 
people  in  the  world  means  danger  to  the 
well-being  of  all  other  peoples. 

<7)  Appreciating  that  economic  need, 
military  security,  and  political  wisdom 
combine  to  suggest  regional  groupings  of 
free  peoples,  we  hope,  within  the  frame- 
work of  the  United  Nations,  to  help 
strengthen  such  special  bonds  the  world 
over.  The  nature  of  these  ties  must  vary 
with  the  different  problems  of  different 
areas. 

In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  we  join 
with  all  our  neighbors  in  the  work  of 
perfecting  a  community  of  fraternal 
trust  and  common  purpose. 

In  Europe,  we  ask  that  enlightened  and 
inspired  leaders  of  the  western  nations 
strive  with  renewed  vigor  to  make  the 
unity  of  their  peoples  a  reality.  Only 
as  free  Europe  unitedly  marshals  its 
strength  can  it  effectively  safeguard. 
even  with  our  help,  its  spiritual  and  cul- 
tural treasures. 

(8)  Conceiving  the  defense  of  free- 
dom like  freedom  itself,  to  be  one  and  in- 
divisible, we  hold  all  continents  and  peo- 


ples in  equal  regard  and  honor.  We  re- 
ject any  insinuation  that  one  race  or 
another,  one  people  or  another  is  in  any 
sense  inferior  or  expendable.  [Ap- 
plause! 

(9)  Respectimg  the  United  Nations  as 
the  living  sign  of  all  peoples'  hope  for 
peace,  we  shall  strive  to  make  it  not 
merely  an  eloquent  symbol  but  an  effec- 
tive force.  And  in  our  Quest  of  honor- 
able peace,  we  shall  neither  compromise, 
nor  tire,  nor  ever  cease. 

By  these  rules  of  conduct,  we  hope 
to  be  known  to  all  peoples. 

By  their  observance,  an  earth  of  peace 
may  become  not  a  vision  but  a  fact. 

This  hope — this  supreme  aspiration — 
must  rule  the  way  we  live. 

We  must  be  ready  to  dare  all  for  our 
country.  For  history  does  not  long  en- 
■  trust  the  care  of  freedom  to  the  weak 
or  the  timid.  We  must  acquire  pro- 
ficiency in  defense  and  display  stamina 
in  purpose. 

We  must  be  willing,  individually,  and 
as  a  nation,  to  accept  whatever  sacrifices 
may  be  required  of  us.  A  people  that 
values  its  privileges  above  its  principles 
soon  loses  both. 

These  basic  precepts  are  not  lofty  ab- 
stractions, far  removed  from  matters  of 
daily  living.  They  are  laws  of  .spiritual 
strength  that  generate  and  define  our 
material  strength.  Patriotism  means 
equipped  forces  and  a  prepared  citi- 
zenry. Moral  stamina  means  more  en- 
ergy and  more  productivity,  on  the  farm 
and  in  the  factory.  Love  of  liberty 
means  the  guarding  of  every  resource 
that  makes  freedom  possible — from  the 
sanctity  of  our  families  and  the  wealth 
of  our  soil  to  the  genius  of  our  scientists. 

So  each  citizen  plays  an  indispensable 
role.  The  productivity  of  our  heads,  our 
hands,  and  our  hearts  is  the  source  of 
all  the  strength  we  can  command,  for 
both  the  enrichment  of  our  lives  and  the 
winning  of  peace. 

No  person,  no  home,  no  community 
can  be  beyond  the  reach  of  this  call. 
We  are  summoned  to  act  in  wisdom  and 
in  conscience;  to  work  with  industry,  to 
teach  with  persuasion,  to  preach  with 
conviction,  to  weigh  our  every  deed  with 
care  and  with  compassion.  For  this 
truth  must  be  clear  before  us:  Whatever 
America  hopes  to  bring  to  pas.s  in  the 
world  must  first  come  to  pass  in  the  heart 
of  America. 

The  peace  we  seek,  then.  Is  nothing 
less  than  the  practice  and  the  fulfillment 
of  our  whole  faith,  among  ourselves  and 
in  our  dealings  with  others.  It  signifies 
more  than  stilling  the  guns,  easing  the 
sorrow,  of  war. 

More  than  an  escape  from  death,  it  is 
a  way  of  life. 

More  than  a  haven  for  the  weary,  it  is 
a  hope  for  the  brave. 

This  is  the  hope  that  beckons  us  on- 
ward in  this  century  of  trial.  This  is 
the  work  that  awaits  us  all.  to  be  done 
with  bravery,  with  charity,  and  with 
prayer  to  Almighty  God.  L Great  ap- 
plause. 1 

BENEDICTION 

Bishop  Henry  Knox  Sherrill  pro- 
nounced the  following  benediction: 

Unto  God's  gracious  mercy  and  protec- 
tion we  commit  our  Nation.  The  Lord 
bless  you  and  keep  you;  the  Lord  make 
His  face  to  shine  upon  you  and  be  gra- 


cious unto  you ;  the  Lord  lift  up  the  light 
of  His  countenance  upon  you  and  give 
you  peace,  now  and  forever. 

At  12  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m..  the 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  escorted  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Arrangements,  retired  from  the 
platform,  followed  by  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States  and  the  Asso- 
ciate Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  other  distin- 
guished guests  who  had  been  invited  to 
witness  the  ceremonies. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION  OF  THE 
SENATE 

Following  the  conclusion  of  the  inau- 
gural ceremonies,  the  Senate  reassem- 
bled in  executive  session  at  1:15  o'clock 
p.  m..  when  it  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
Richard  M.  Nixon,  of  California,  [Ap- 
plause, Senators  rising.! 


MESSAGES   FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
tarie.s. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  the  messages  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
will  be  read. 

The  messages  were  read  by  the  legis- 
lative clerk,  as  follows: 

The  White  House, 

January  20, 1953. 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  nominate  John  Poster  Dulles,  of  New 
York,  to  be  Secretary  of  State. 

I  nominate  George  M.  Humphrey,  of 
Ohio,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Treasviry. 

I  nominate  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.,  of 
New  York,  to  be  Attorney  General. 

I  nominate  Arthur  E.  Summerfteld,  of 
Michigan,  to  be  Postmaster  General. 

I  nominate  Douglas  McKay,  of  Oregon, 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

I  nominate  Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of  Utah, 
to  be  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

I  nominate  Sinclair  Weeks,  of  Mas- 
.<=achusetts,  to  be  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

I  nominate  Martin  P.  Durkin,  of  Mary- 
land, to  be  Secretary  of  Labor. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 


The  White  House, 

January  20,  1953. 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  nominate  Mr.s.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  of 
Texas,  to  be  Federal  Security  Adminis- 
trator. 

DwiGHT  D.  ElSIKHOWER. 


NOMINATION  OP  JOHN  FOSTER 
DULLES  TO  BE  SECRETARY  OF 
STATE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  nomination  of 
John  Foster  Dulles,  to  be  Secretary  of 
State,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  hear- 
ing on  the  nomination  has  already  been 
held  and  copies  of  the  hearing  and  the 
report  are  on  the  desks  of  Senators. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  nom- 
ination of  John  Foster  Dulles  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  last 
Thursday  afternoon,  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  held  a  public  hearing 
on  the  proposed  nomination  of  Mr.  John 
Poster  Dulles  to  be  Secretary  of  State. 
The  transcript  of  the  hearing  has  been 
printed  and  is  available  to  all  Members 
of  the  Senate.  At  the  conclusion  of 
that  hearing,  the  committee  met  briefly 
in  executive  session  and  unanimously 
agreed  to  the  following  motion: 

If  and  when  the  nomination  of  John  Po«- 
ter  Dullee  to  be  Secretary  of  State  comes  to 
the  Senate  on  January  20,  the  chairman  of 
this  committee  Is  authorised  and  directed  to 
state  to  the  Senate  that  this  committee  rec- 
ommends the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Dulles 
without  further  reference  to  committee. 

I  am  happy  to  make  that  recommen- 
dation. Mr.  President.  Few  men  have 
come  to  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State 
with  the  training  and  experience  which 
Mr.  Dulles  brings  with  him.  His  out- 
standing record  and  his  attainments  are 
well  known,  not  only  to  the  Senate  but 
to  the  entire  country.  Almost  his  entire 
adult  life  has  been  devoted  to  Interna- 
tional affairs.  He  was  a  senior  adviser 
to  our  delegation  at  the  San  Francisco 
Conference  of  the  United  Nations,  and 
he  has  been  intimately  associated  with 
the  U.  N.  since  then.  He  was  the  archi- 
tect of  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty  and 
the  related  security  treaties  In  the  Pa- 
cific; and  the  splendid  work  he  did  in 
that  connection  needs  no  additional 
elaboration  from  me. 

Mr.  Dulles  also  served  with  distinc- 
tion as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  from  the 
State  of  New  York:  and  I  am  sm^  all 
Senators  who  served  with  him  at  that 
time  retain  the  most  favorable  mem- 
ories of  his  ability,  his  devotion,  and  his 
grasp  of  complex  world  problems. 

His  qualifications  need  no  elaboration 
from  me,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  detain 
the  Senate;  but  I  do  want  to  call  par- 
ticular attention  to  a  statement  which 
Mr.  Dulles  made  to  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  In  answer  to  a  question 
I  asked  as  to  his  conception  of  the  rela- 
tionship between  the  Senate,  the  Presi- 
dent, and  the  Secretary  of  State  In  the 
formulation  and  the  execution  of  foreign 
policy.  This  is  what  Mr.  Dulles  said: 
•  I  believe  that  the  Kzecutlve  should  con- 
sult with  the  CX>ngre«8.  both  branches  of  the 
Congreas.  with  respect  to  the  development  of 
foreign  policy,  and  not  merely  present  the 
Congress  with  acme  result  as  an  accompllahed 
fact  which  the  Congress,  or  the  Senate,  as  the 
case  may  be.  has  to  take  or  leave.  •  •  •  I 
believe  In  bringing  the  Congress  In.  as  far  as 
practical,  at  the  formulatlve  stage  of  poli- 
cies, rather  than  letting  It  wait  until  the  poli- 
cies are  consummated  and  •  *  ■  cannot  b« 
upset  without  serious  consequences. 

That  is  a  tremendously  heartening 
statement;  and  I  want  to  assure  the  Sen- 
ate that,  so  far  as  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  Is  concerned,  we  welcome 
that  kind  of  teamwork,  and  we  will  make 
every  effort  to  be  constructive  and  help- 
ful in  our  criticisms  and  suggestions. 

I  hope  the  nomiiuitlon  will  be  con- 
firmed unanimously. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  It. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  am  I  cor- 
rect In  my  understanding  that  these 
nominations  may  be  taken  up  by  mo- 
tion today  for  consideration  and  de- 
bate, but  that  on  the  basis  of  an  objec- 
tion from  any  Senator  they  cannot  be 
voted  on  today? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  under- 
standing of  the  rule  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no 
objection  to  a  discussion  and  a  debate  on 
the  nominations,  but  I  shall  object  to  a 
vote  on  the  nominations  today,  for  the 
reasons  which  I  shall  state. 

We  have  had  placed  on  otir  desks  a  few 
minutes  ago  the  reF>orts  of  the  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate  which  considered  the 
nominations  and  a  copy  of  the  hearings 
held  in  conection  with  the  nominations. 
However,  Mr.  President,  confirming  nom- 
inations of  Cabinet  officers  places  upon 
each  Member  of  the  Senate  such  a 
solemn  obligation  that,  speaking  for  my- 
self at  least,  I  do  not  desire  to  vote  on 
the  nominations  until  I  have  had  an  op- 
portunity to  read  the  reports  of  the  com- 
mittees and  the  transcripts  of  the  hear- 
ings. 

It  Is  my  Judgment  that  In  all  prob- 
ability, when  I  do  finish  reading  the  com- 
mittee reports  and  the  transcripts,  I 
shall  agree  with  the  decisions  of  the  com- 
mittees. Nevertheless,  I  cannot  substi- 
tute the  committees*  judgments  for  my 
own  responsibilities.  I  do  not  agree  that 
there  is  any  great  need  for  haste  In  con- 
nection with  these  nominations.  The 
various  departments  will  continue  to 
function  imder  subordinates  until  the 
Cabinet  officers  are  confirmed.  I  believe 
it  to  be  much  more  Important  that  we 
demonstrate  to  the  American  people  In 
this  democracy  of  ours  that  we  do  not 
approve  of  nominations  quickly  and  hast- 
ily until  each  one  of  us  has  had  at  least 
an  adequate  opportunity  to  study  the 
record.  I  believe  such  action  on  our  part 
is  In  conformity  with  the  checks  which 
our  constitutional  fathers  intended  we 
should  exercise  with  respect  to  the 
Executive,  as  they  also  gave  the  Execu- 
tive checks  against  the  actions  of  Con- 
gress. In  my  judgment.  Mr.  President, 
it  would  not  be  In  keeping  with  what  I 
consider  to  be  the  checks-and-balance 
system  of  our  form  of  government  for  us 
to  proceed  to  approve  the  nominations 
this  afternoon  without  first  having  had 
an  opportunity  at  least  for  a  thorough 
study  of  them  by  any  Member,  or  all 
Members  of  the  Senate,  who  may  wish  to 
take  the  time  for  such  study. 

Therefore,  in  fairness  to  my  colleagues 
In  the  Senate  and  to  the  majority  leader, 
as  well  as  because  of  all  the  activities 
which  are  planned  for  this  afternoon,  I 
believe  It  to  be  only  fair  that  I  announce 
at  the  beginning  of  the  session  that  I 
shall  object  to  a  vote  on  any  of  the  nomi- 
nations today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  hear- 
ing on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  John  Fos- 
ter Dulles  took  place  5  days  ago.  The 
hearing  was  open  to  the  public  and  It 
was  open  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
The  report  of  the  committee  and  the 


copy  of  the  hearings  were  available  yes- 
terday afternoon  to  all  Senators.  There- 
fore I  hardly  believe  that  the  objection 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  Is  sound. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  within  his  rights,  of  course,  to  inter- 
pose an  objection  to  a  vote  on  the  nomi- 
nations. The  parliamentary  situation  la 
that  the  motion  to  proceed  to  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  nominations, 
however.  Is  In  order,  and  may  be  passed 
on  today.  I  shall  make  similar  motions 
with  respect  to  the  other  eight  Cabinet 
nominees,  and  we  shall  take  them  up  this 
afternoon,  and  consideration  of  them 
will  be  In  order  tomorrow,  when  a  vote 
on  them  can  no  longer  be  prevented. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSK  Just  for  the  record.  Mr. 
President,  let  me  say  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  never  saw  the  reports 
of  the  committee  or  the  copy  of  the 
hearings  until  he  arrived  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  today.  He  has  checked  with 
his  office,  and  he  has  been  Informed  that 
the  reports  were  not  delivered  to  hla 
office.  The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
Is  neither  a  messenger  boy  nor  an  errand 
boy  who  must  run  errands  around  the 
corridors  of  the  Capitol  or  of  the  Senate 
asking  for  committee  reports  on  mat- 
ters which  are  of  so  great  Importance  to 
our  country  as  are  these  nominations. 
If  the  Republican  leadership  felt  that 
there  was  a  need  to  rush  these  nomina- 
tions through  the  Senate  today  it  could 
have  at  least  called  a  meeting  of  the  Sen- 
ate for  yesterday  for  a  preliminary  dis- 
cussion of  the  nominations  and  a  delivery 
of  the  committee  reports  to  the  Senate. 
Therefore,  I  respectfully  suggest  that  the 
nominations  be  taken  up  tomorrow, 
after  we  have  had  adequate  time  for 
study  and  consideration. 

TTie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
MiLLiKiN  In  the  chair) .  The  question  is 
on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 
Under  the  rule.  In  the  face  of  objection, 
the  nominations  caimot  be  voted  on  tmtU 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  For  the  record  I 
should  like  to  state  that  the  nominee 
for  the  Office  of  Attorney  General 

Mr.  TAFT.  At  the  present  moment  I 
have  brought  up  only  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  John  Foster  Dulles  to  be  Secretary 
of  State.  I  shall  also  move  consideration 
of  the  other  nominations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  nomi- 
nation of  John  Poster  Dulles  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  State.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  John 
Foster  Dulles  to  be  Secretary  of  State? 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  object 
to  a  vote  on  the  nomination  at  this  time. 
The  PRESIDINO  OPTICER.  Under 
the  rule  the  point  of  order  is  well  taken, 
and  the  nomination  goes  over. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
the  record  should  be  very  plain  in  rela- 
tion to  this  particular  nomination,  as 
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well  as  In  respect  to  the  otner  nomina- 
tions. The  record  should  show  plainly 
that  a  request  has  been  made  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  We 
have  just  listened  to  an  address  by  him 
in  which  he  stressed  the  fact  that  prob- 
ably today  we  are  In  the  most  critical 
period  of  our  Nation's  history. 

It  has  been  a  known  fact  for  weeks 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
would  send  the  nominations  to  the  £?en- 
ate  today.  While,  of  course.  I  realize 
that  every  Senator  has  his  privileges. 
and  that  every  Senator  should  exercise 
them,  there  has  been  a  cv^tom,  v-  i  re- 
member, that  with  relation  io  hLs  of- 
ficial family,  special  consideration  snould 
be  given  to  the  wishes  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  In  view  of  the  Presi- 
dent's statement  that  we  are  now  in  a 
critical  period  in  our  history,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  owe  our  coimtry  the  duty 
of  proceeding  in  these  matters  with  dis- 
patch. I  hope  that  my  dear  associate 
from  Oregon  will  not  object  to  a  vote 
on  the  nominations,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  he  has  in  front  of  him 
the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  tes- 
timony relating:  to  the  character  and 
ability  of  the  nominees.  I  say  it  with 
no  reflection  upon  the  purpose  of  the 
objection.  However,  I  believe  there 
comes  a  time  when  collaboration  and 
cooperation  mean  something  when  we 
are  told  by  the  Chief  Executive  of  this 
country  that  we  are  in  a  very  serious 
situation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  appre- 
ciate the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  pointing  out  that  the  com- 
mittee reports  are  in  front  of  me.  Cer- 
tainly he  did  not  imply.  I  hope,  that 
therefore  I  should  accept  what  is  be- 
tween their  covers  without  having  an 
opportunity  to  read  them. 

Purthermore,  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Wisconsin  that  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  I  have  heard  the  view  ex- 
pressed— and  I  msrself  have  joined  in  the 
expression  a  good  many  times  in  criticism 
of  the  Democrats — that  we  have  been 
moved  for  a  good  many  years  by  the 
•rgument  of  one  emergency  after  an- 
other, when  actually  the  cry  has  been 
*  Wolf !  Wolf ! "  It  is  somewhat  humorous 
now  that  the  Republicans  are  in  power 
to  hear  them  resort  to  the  same  fear 
argument  when  they  want  to  steam  roller 
something  through  the  Senate. 
yiiT.  President,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
I  know  of  no  emergency  of  the  present 
hour  which  involves  any  jeopardy  to  our 
country  if  we  take  the  time  we  need  to 
take  in  order  to  study  the  record  with 
respect  to  these  nominations. 

I  believe  that  the  rule  was  put  In  the 
rule  book  for  the  purpose  of  having  it 
apply  to  exactly  such  a  situation  as  con- 
fronts us  today,  and  I  intend  to  follow 
the  rule. 

I  may  say  also  that  I  have  a  great  deal 
of  respect  for  the  wishes  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  but  I  also  have  a 
great  deal  of  respect  for  our  system  of 
checks  and  balances.  They  are  appli- 
cable to  the  President  as  they  are  appli- 
cable to  the  Senate.  His  expression  of 
a  wish  will  not  turn  me  at  any  time  into 
a  rubber  stamp.    I  shall  judge  his  re- 


quests on  the  basis  of  the  record  before 
me.  I  have  not  had  the  time  to  study 
the  record,  and,  under  the  rule,  until 
I  have  had  the  time  to  do  so,  I  shall 
press  my  objection. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  add  just  a  word.  It  was  not  my 
position  for  one  moment  that  my  associ- 
ate from  the  west  coast  should  act  as  a 
rubber  stamp.  However.  I  think  there 
is  something  to  the  argxmaent  of  the 
majority  leader,  coupled  with  the  facts 
which  I  have  recited.  The  hearing  was 
public.  If  there  was  any  interest  then, 
as  contradistinguished  from  interest 
now,  there  could  have  been  attendance 
at  the  hearing.  Questions  could  have 
been  asked  by  others,  as  they  were  asked 
by  the  entire  committee.  But  be  that 
as  it  may,  I  would  not  in  any  way  at- 
tempt to  detract  from  the  right  of  a 
Senator.  I  simply  suggest  that  I  think 
there  is  a  basis  for  immediate  action. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  only 
to  call  the  attention  of  Senators  to  the 
fact  that  I  gave  full  notice  of  the  pro- 
cedure to  be  followed.  It  was  reported 
in  the  newspapers  that  at  the  last  meet- 
ing of  the  Senate,  on  Friday,  I  said: 

1  have  asked  the  chairmen  of  the  commit- 
tees to  endeavor  to  have  the  transcript  ot 
the  hearings  prepared  for  printing,  and  the 
printing  clerk  has  undertaken  to  have  the 
Government  Printing  Office  work  overtime 
In  order  to  have  the  printed  proceedings 
available  at  that  time.  Certainly  they  will 
be  available  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  any 
Senator  who  wishes  to  have  a  copy  may 
obtain  it  when  he  reaches  his  olBce  on  Tues- 
day morning.  He  can  send  lor  a  copy  on 
Tuesday  morning. 

There  has  been  no  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate since  that  time.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  sent  for  copies  of  the  hearing  on  Mon- 
day morning.  Copies  of  this  hearing, 
with  four  others,  were  available  yester- 
day morning.  Copies  of  the  other  three 
were  available  this  morning.  So  I  do  not 
think  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  any  legitimate  complaint  as 
to  the  care  with  which  we  have  tried  to 
obtain  expedition  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Na- 
tion will  fall  if  the  confirmation  of  these 
nominations  is  delayed  for  1  day.  al- 
though, of  course,  during  this  period 
many  departments  will  be  without  heads. 

I  shall  move  to  take  up  the  other  nom- 
inations en  bloc  when  they  are  reached; 
and  if  the  same  objection  is  to  be  inter- 
posed, they  will  be  taken  up  tomorrow 
under  the  rule. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  under- 
scdre  what  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  said.  The  Republican  Policy 
Committee  also  requested  that  the  print- 
ing of  the  hearings  be  expedited.  I  be- 
lieve five  or  six  of  them  were  available 
yesterday  to  any  Senator  who  wanted 
them.  Some  were  available  even  earlier 
than  that.  I  understand  that  some  were 
available  on  Saturday  of  last  week. 

I  think  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  after 
having  been  sworn  into  office,  should  be 
left  without  a  single  constitutional  ad- 
viser at  a  time  when  a  war  is  going  on  in 
Korea,  and  when  there  are  very  dan- 


gerous international  tensions  through- 
out the  world.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  will  not  have  available  to 
him  a  single  constitutional  adviser.  The 
precedents  have  been  exactly  the  op- 
posite. When  President  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  came  into  office  in  1933  the 
nominations  of  members  of  his  Cabinet 
were  confirmed  on  the  day  he  took  the 
oath  of  office.  I  think  it  is  a  considerable 
responsibility  for  a  single  Senator  to 
undertake  to  delay  confirmation  of  these 
nominations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  California  that  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  assume  that  responsibility,  in 
keeping  with  what  I  think  is  the  preser- 
vation of  a  sound  system  of  checks  upon 
the  Executive  of  our  country,  which  our 
constitutional  fathers  clearly  intended. 
I  believ?  that  the  rule  which  I  have  in- 
voked today  is  but  an  instrumentality 
for  carrying  out  such  checks. 


CONSIDERATION  OF  OTHER  EXECU- 
TIVE NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
thank  the  Democratic  minority  and  the 
minority  floor  leader  for  the  coopera- 
tion which  they  have  shown  In  this  mat- 
ter in  the  attempt  to  have  these  nomi- 
nations confirmed  immediately. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  following 
nominations  without  reference  to  com- 
mittee: 

George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.,  of  New  York, 
to  be  Attorney  General. 

Arthur  E.  Summerfield,  of  Michigan, 
to  be  Postmaster  General. 

Douglas  McKay,  of  Oregon,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 

Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of  Utah,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture. 

Sinclair  Weeks,  of  Massachusetts,  to 
be  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Martin  P.  IXirkin,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  of  Texas,  to 
be  Federal  Security  Administrator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  TMr.  Taft]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr,  President.  I  ral^ 
the  same  objection  to  a  vote  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  has  been  held  to  be  good. 
This  is  merely  a  motion  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  nominations. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half 01  and  by  authority  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  I  desire  to  report 
that  at  a  hearing  held  yesterday  the 
committee  unanimously  approved  the 
nomination  of  Hon,  Herbert  Brownell, 
Jr.,  of  New  York,  to  be  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  when  the  nomination  is 
received  it  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate 
without  reference  to  the  committee. 

I  may  add  that  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee has  been  printed  and  is  Ijring  on 
the  desks  of  Senators. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  yes- 
terday an  open  public  heswing  was  held 
on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Herbert 
Brownell.  Jr.,  to  be  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States.  Mr.  Brownell  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  and.  in  my 
judgment,  made  a  very  fine  showing. 
He  was  interrogated  by  nearly  every 
member  of  the  committee  who  was 
present. 

Speaking  for  the  minority  side,  and  as 
the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
committee,  I  hope  that  this  one  nomi- 
nation, at  least,  can  be  confirmed  today, 
because  it  would  not  be  a  wHolesome  sit- 
uation In  a  nation  such  as  ours  for  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  be  without  a 
head,  even  for  24  hours.  I  hope  that  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Brownell  may  be  con- 
firmed today,  as  the  committee  has 
recommended. 

Mr.  TOBEY,  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  directed  by  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  to  state 
to  the  Senate  that  the  committee  has 
conducted  informal  hearings  on  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Sinclair  Weeks,  of 
Massachusetts,  as  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce; that  the  committee  has  unani- 
mously approved  the  nomination,  and 
requests  that  it  be  considered  by  the 
Senate  without  further  reference  to  the 
committee. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  Jan- 
uary 15  the  Ojmmittee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  considered  the  anticipated 
nomination  of  Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of 
Utah,  to  be  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Ample  notice  was  given  of  this  hearing. 
The  public  was  invited  to  attend,  and 
anyone  who  had  anything  to  say  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Benson's  fitness  for  the 
position  was  invited  to  testify.  No  per- 
son aside  from  members  of  the  commit- 
tee indicated  any  desire  to  examine  Mr. 
Benson. 

Mr.  Benson  met  with  the  committee. 
He  was  examined  by  several  members  of 
the  committee,  and  at  the  conclusion  of 
such  examination  the  committee  in- 
structed its  chairman  to  say  to  the  Sen- 
ate that  it  did  not  desire  to  have  Mr. 
Benson's  nomination,  if  and  when  it 
came  to  the  Senate,  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee for  further  consideration. 

One  Member  Indicated  that  he  might 
vote  against  the  confirmation  of  Mr. 
Benson's  nomination  for  this  position, 
but  he  also  indicated  that  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  delay  confirmation  of  Cabinet 
nominations  or  to  interfere  In  any  way 
with  the  smooUi  operation  of  the  United 
States  Goverrmient. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  last  Friday,  January  16,  the 
Committee  on  liabor  and  Public  Welfare 
was  formally  organized  and  a  hearing 
was  held  by  the  committee  on  the  pro- 
spective nomination  of  Mr.  Martin  P. 
Durkln,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Secretary  of 
Labor.  The  committee  unanimously 
agreed  to  the  following: 

If  and  when  tlie  nomination  of  IiCartin  P. 
Durkln  to  be  Secretary  of  Labor  comes  to 
the  Senate  on  Juiiiary  20.  the  chairman  of 
this  committee  la  authorized  and  directed 
to  state  to  the  Senate  that  tbU  committee 
recommends  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Dtirkln 
without  further  reference  to  committee. 

In  accord  with  that  authorization  and 
direction  of  my  committee.  I  am  happy 
to  recommend  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 


nation of  Mr.  Durkln  without  further 
reference  to  our  committee.  I  hope  the 
nomination  will  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Madam 
President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
SmxH  of  Maine  in  the  chair).  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  15  In  number,  held  a 
meeting  on  January  15,  at  which  every 
member  was  present,  and  at  which  every 
member  took  some  part  in  the  question- 
ing of  Douglas  McKay,  who  appeared 
before  us  in  connection  with  his  nomina- 
tion to  become  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
Rather  extensive  hearings  were  con- 
ducted. In  which  every  member  partici- 
pated, a  copy  of  which  \s  on  the  desks 
of  Senators  today.  The  following  motion 
was  made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico [Mr.  Akderson].- 

I  move  th.\t  the  chairman  be  authorized 
to  make  a  report  that  the  committee  en- 
dorses and  confirms  unanimously  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  distinguished  Governor  of 
Oregon  as  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone],  and.  as 
I  say.  was  agreed  to  by  the  unanimous 
vote  of  the  committee.  It  is  our  desire, 
speaking  for  the  committee,  that  no 
further  reference  be  made  to  the  com- 
mittee. We  feel  that  we  have  finished 
with  the  required  hearings,  and  so  far 
as  the  committee  members  are  con- 
cerned, they  are  ready  to  report  to  the 
Senate.  

Mr.  MITJ.TKIN.  Madam  President, 
yesterday  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
had  an  open  hearing  on  the  nomination 
of  George  M.  Humphrey,  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  on  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby  to  be  Federal 
Security  Administrator.  I  may  say  the 
committee  hearings  were  open.  All 
members  of  the  committee  participated 
in  the  questioning.  The  committee 
members  present  unanimously  voted  to 
report  both  nominations  favorably  to 
the  Senate,  without  further  hearings. 
I  earnestly  urge  the  Senate  to  confirm 
both  of  these  favorably  reported  nomi- 
nations. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Madam  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee.  I  have  been  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  announce  that 
our  committee  has  unanimously  agreed 
to  recommend  favorably  the  conflrma-» 
tion  of  Arthur  E.  Summerfield  as  Post- 
master General  of  the  United  States 
without  referring  his  nomination  to  the 
committee. 

On  January  14  our  committee  met  in 
executive  session  and  Mr.  Summerfield 
made  a  statement  concerning  his  back- 
ground and  experience.  The  committee 
was  impressed  by  the  forthright  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Summerfield.  I  am  certain 
the  members  were  favorably  impressed 
by  his  attitude  and  desire  to  conduct  the 
affairs  of  the  Post  Office  Department  as 
economically  and  efficiently  as  possible. 

The  hearings  of  our  committee  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  have  been 
placed  upon  the  desks  of  the  Members 
and  I  am  certain  any  questions  may  be 
answered  by  referring  to  these  hearings. 

For  many  years,  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral designate  has  been  engaged  in  the 


automobile  business  in  Flint,  Grand 
Rapids,  and  Clio,  Mich.  He  stated  that 
he  has  resigned  as  president  of  these 
Chevrolet  companies  and  has  divested 
himself  of  any  official  position  in  con- 
nection with  them.  He  also  stated  that 
he  has  resigned  his  position  as  chairman 
of  the  Republican  National  Committee, 
which  he  so  ably  filled  during  the  past 
several  months. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  this  body 
unanimously  approve  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Arthur  E.  Summer- 
field  to  be  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  Stat«s.  Personally,  I  believe  that 
he  has  all  the  necessary  qualifications 
for  the  office  to  which  he  has  been  ap- 
pointed. I  can  vouch  for  his  loyalty, 
honesty,  character,  and  good  reputation. 
He  is  a  great  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  will  lead  the  Post  Office  Department 
to  render  greater  service  to  the  public 
at  less  cost  to  the  taxpayer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  I  un- 
derstood the  Senator  from  Kansas  to 
propose  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  and,  by  way  of  comment,  let  me 
say  I  do  not  share  the  view  expressed  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  afternoon 
that  failure  to  confirm  these  Cabinet 
nominees  will  in  any  way  mterfere  with 
the  administration  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment by  the  executive  branch  for  any 
period  of  time  whatever.  There  is  not 
a  department  that  today  does  not  have 
a  subordinate  officer  who  Is  going  to 
carry  on  whether  the  nomination  of  the 
department  head  is  confirmed  by  the 
Senate  or  not  Mr.  Hoover  is  still  ^oing 
to  function  in  the  FBI.  There  are  other 
top  but  subordinate  officials  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  who  are  going  to 
carry  on  the  functions  of  the  De- 
partment. The  same  situation  exists 
in  every  other  executive  department. 
Therefore.  I  object  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  CaklsonI. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  rose. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  au- 
thority to  permit  those  subordinates  to 
carry  on  imtil  the  nominations  of  the 
Cabinet  officers  are  confirmed. 

One  more  point,  and  I  shall  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  in  one 
moment.  In  reference  to  the  prece- 
dents. Madam  President,  they  have  not 
been  uniform.  There  have  been  a  good 
many  occasions  when  there  have  been 
discussions  at  the  beginning  of  an  ad- 
ministration in  regard  to  various  Cabi- 
net officers,  and  Senate  debate  has  gone 
on  in  some  instances  in  our  history  for 
several  days.  So  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  today  is  not  taking  a  posi- 
tion that  is  at  all  out  of  line  with  the 
history  of  this  country.  The  position  he 
Is  taking  is  In  keeping  with  what  at  least 
I  consider  to  be  my  obligation  in  the 
Senate,  and  that  is  not  to  sit  here  and 
vote  on  a  matter  so  important  as  con- 
firming the  nominations  of  Cabinet 
officers  until  I  know  what  the  record 
shows.     The   committee   records   have 
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been  submitted  to  me  a  few  brief  min- 
utes ago.  I  intend  to  study  them  be- 
tween now  and  tomorrow,  and  I  shall 
be  ready  to  vote  tomorrow  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  rule. 
Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 

Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
would  like  to  ask  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  whether  he  attended  any 
of  the  hearings  on  any  of  these  nomi- 
nations of  Cabinet  officers? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  attend  any  of 
the  hearings.  I  was  not  a  member  of 
any  of  the  committees.  I  now  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
is  it  his  position  that,  because  I  did  not 
attend  any  of  these  hearings,  therefore 
I  have  no  right  to  exercise  my  rights 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  under  the 
rule? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  par- 
tit  lly  my  position ;  yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  say  I  think 
it  is  a  highly  fallacious  one. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  disagree  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  may  disa- 
gree all  he  wants  to,  but  what  the  Sen- 
ator is  saying  to  me,  a  Senator  who  is 
not  a  member  of  the  particular  conmiit- 
tees  involved 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, the  Senator  from  Oregon  knows 
the  crucial  position  which  confronts  this 
country  today. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Jersey  that 
I  have  the  floor,  and  when  I  have  com- 
pleted my  remarks  I  shall  then  be  glad 
to  yield  to  him. 

I  may  say  further  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  that  with  all  these  commit- 
tee meetings,  some  of  them  taking  place 
at  the  same  time,  I  could  not  be  in  sev- 
eral places  at  once.  I  had  a  right  as 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  to  await  the 
action  of  my  colleagues  on  these  com- 
mittees and  then  to  consider  their  re- 
ports. That  is  the  basis  of  the  commit- 
tee set-up  in  the  Senate.  It  Is  not  the 
obligation  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
to  be  running  from  committee  to  com- 
mittee on  which  he  does  not  serve.  I 
have  the  right  to  wait  until  I  receive 
their  reports;  and  I  got  the  reports  this 
noon.  I  am  goinr  to  read  them  tonight. 
Our  forefathers  in  their  wisdom  pro- 
vided to  Members  of  the  Senate  exactly 
the  protection  I  am  exercising  today  in 
order  that  time  might  be  afforded  to 
judge  the  actions  of  their  committees. 
These  committees  do  not  act  with  final- 
ity, and.  in  my  judgment,  we  should  not 
let  them  act  in  such  great  haste  as  is 
proposed  here  today.    I  object. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Am  I  to  infer  that 
in  the  future  the  Senator  will  insist  that 
all  reports  be  delivered  to  his  office  some 
time  In  advance,  in  order  that  he  may 
have  sufficient  time  to  read  them,  even 
though  the  committees  might  hold  open 
hearings  on  each  nomination,  and  upon 
other  matters? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan to  quite  mistaken,  as  I  am  inclined 


to  think  he  knows,  In  trying  to  place  that 
interpretation  upon  the  rem^ks  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  But  the  Conghis- 
sioNAL  Record  of  today's  proceedings  will 
show  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
only  said  that  he  did  not  see  these  re- 
ports until  he  arrived  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today.  He  has  just  got  through 
sayiJig  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
that  he  had  the  right  to  rely  upon  the 
committees  to  proceed  with  hearings  and 
to  make  a  report,  at  which  time  he  could 
pass  judgment  on  the  committees'  con- 
clusions, once  the  reports  were  submit- 
ted to  the  Senate.  The  reports  were 
submitted  to  the  Senate  today. 

The  majority  leader,  in  his  argument, 
to  which  I  replied,  and  to  which  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  was  refer- 
ring .  pointed  out  that  these  reports  were 
available  as  of  Tuesday  morning,  as  I 
understood  hiir  to  say.  I  simply  reply 
to  that  by  saying  they  were  not  made 
available  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  Tuesday  morning.  I  never 
saw  them  until  I  came  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  another  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor think  that  if  he  has  it  in  mind  that 
he  wants  to  read  a  report,  he  should 
make  inquiry  as  to  when  the  report  will 
be  ready,  or  was  ready? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Of  course  not. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  not  feel  that  responsibility? 
Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  feels  that 
he  should  be  able  to  rely  on  the  proce- 
dures of  the  Senate,  and  that  is  what  he 
has  done.  Under  the  procedure  of  the 
Senate,  the  reports  were  placed  upon  his 
desk  today,  and  he  has  seen  them  today 
for  the  first  time.  He  is  going  to  read 
them  tonight  and  vote  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President.  I 
should  like  the  Record  to  show  that  the 
report  on  the  hearing  held  in  connection 
with  the  nomination  of  Ezra  Taft  Ben- 
son, to  be  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  was 
available  in  print  last  Saturday  morn- 
ing. 

TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE  LEGIS- 
LATIVE BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  legislative  business  was  trans- 
acted: 

REPORTS  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  reports  of  a  committee 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  TOBETS".  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

S.  Rea.  22.  Resolution  extending  the  time 
for  study  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  organization 
and  operations  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission;  without  amendment;  and 

8.  Res.  23.  Resolution  extending  the  time 
for  Investigation  by  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  of  certain  trans- 
portation and  conununlcatlons  problems; 
and.  under  the  rule,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  PROB- 
LEMS RELATING  TO  INTERSTATE 
AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 
Mr.  TOBEY.  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  re- 
ported an  original  resolution  (S.  Res.  41) , 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  as  follows: 

Rraolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  or  any  duly 
authorleed  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  make  a  full  and  complete 
study  and  Investigation  of  any  and  all  mat- 
ters within  Its  jurisdiction  as  set  forth  In 
section  (1)  (Jt  of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  and  especially  all  mat- 
ters pertaining  to — 

( 1 )  communication  by  telephone,  tele- 
graph, radio,  and  television; 

(2)  civil  aeronautics; 

(3)  domestic  siu-face  transportation; 

14)  maritime  matters  generally,  and  par- 
ticularly port  security  and  conditions  at  har- 
bors, ports,  and  other  waterfront  faclUtlea 
which  may  affect  the  national  health,  safety. 
and  Interest:  and 

(5 1  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  In  the  field  of 
foreign  commerce  and  International  trade. 
Including  a  reappraisal  of  the  effectiveness  of 
measures  and  efforts  Instituted  by  Oovem- 
meiil  agencies  to  control  the  shipment  or 
trausahipment  of  exported  materials  to 
foreign  countries. 

Sel-  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution 
x.y-^  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof.  Is  authorized,  during  the 
sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned  periods  of 
the  Eighty-third  Congress.  ( 1)  to  make  such 
exi>enduures  as  U  deems  advisable;  (2)  to 
employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such  tech- 
nical, clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  It 
deems  advisable;  and  (3)  with  the  consent  of 
the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  con- 
cerned, to  utilize  the  services.  Information, 
facilities,  and  personnel  of  any  of  the  depart- 
ments or  agencies  of  the  Government. 

Sec  3  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$125,000.  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 

S  538.  A  bill  to  amend  section  311  of  the 
Communications   Act;    and 

S  539  A  bill  to  authorli*  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  make  mandatory 
the  Installation  of  certain  railroad  commu- 
nication systems;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  49  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Senate. 
in  executive  session,  adjourned  until 
Wednesday.  January  21,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  20  (legislative  day  of 
January  18),  1953: 

DXPA>TMKMT  or  BTSTX 

John  Poster  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Secretary  of  State. 


DspaBTitDrr  or  trs  TteASDWT 
George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury. 

DCPASTMSMT  or  JXTSTICS 

Herbert  Brownell.  Jr..  of  New  Toi*.  to  be 
Attorney  GeneriJ. 

Po»r  Ofticc  DKPABTicKirr 

Arthur  E.  Summerfleld,  of  Michigan,  to  t>e 
Postmaster  General. 

DrPASTKENT  or  THX  iNTEMOa 

Douglas  McKay,  of  Oregon,  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

DEPAKTltXMT  or   AaUCULTUU 

Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of  Utah,  to  be  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

DcPAKTicnrr  or  ComcBKS 

Sinclair   Weeks,   of   MasaachusetU.  to  be 
Secretary  of  Ccmmerce. 

Dcr  utnuNT  or  LaBoa 
Martin  P.  Duikln.  of  Maryland,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Labor. 

FEDOLtL  Sacuuxr  Acxivct 
Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  of  TezM.  to  be 
Federal  Security  Administrator. 
In  thx  Aurr 
The  following -named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In   the  F.egular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  In  the  gi-adee  and  corps  specified,  un- 
der the  provisions  of  section  606  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  cf  1JK7  (Public  Law  381,  80th 
Cong.),  title  II  of  the  act  of  August  6,  1947 
(Public  Law  3«15,   80th   Cong.),   PubUc  Law 
759.    Eightieth    Congress,    Public    Law    8«, 
Eightieth    Con(n*«,    and    Public    Law    625, 
Eightieth  Congi-eas,  subject  to  physical  quali- 
fication: 

To  be  colonel 

John  P.  Patton,  MC.  0251190. 

To  be  lieutenant  eolonelt 

John  Martin.  MC.  0401168. 
Charles  J.  Thuss.  8r.,  MC,  0284335. 

To  he  majora 
Richard  B.  Austin  HI.  MC,  0417940. 
Carl  L.  Schwikb.  MC,  0332713. 

To  be  captains 
Richard  P.  BarquUt.  MC,  0867129. 
Beekman  Budd,  JAOC,  02018998. 
Donald  C.  Ciirlton.  MC.  0972652. 
Bartlette  M.  Cheatham,  MC,  0991907. 
Proctor  L.  Clilld,  MC,  0976685. 
Richard  L.  Conde,  MC,  0092750. 
Philip  A.  Detler,  MC.  0474626. 
David  L  Detitach.  MC.  0470806. 
Edward  J.  Fbdell,  MC.  0958514. 
Robert  E.  Haan.  MC.  01764941. 
Herman  R.  Hansen.  MC.  0975902. 
James  C.  Hares,  MC,  02041308. 
Kenneth  K.  Hodge,  MC.  0975690. 
Robert  C.  Innes,  MC.  0971618. 
Kenwyn  G.  Nelson,  MC,  O1916704. 
Raymond  A.  Skeehan,  Jr.,  MC,  0970383. 
Albert  W.  Stratton,  MC,  01922196. 
Herbert  G.  Tearse,  MC.  0957133. 
Joseph  A.  Worrall.  Jr..  MC,  0956131. 

To  i>e  flrst  UeutenantB 
Hal  H.  Bookcut,  JAGC,  O1171024. 
Harold  Borki,  MSC,  0088060. 
Julian  B.  Carrtck,  Jr..  MSC,  0047170. 
Harry  A.  Claypool.  MC.  0496939. 
CecU  L.  Cutler,  Jr.,  JAOC,  01295683. 
Robert  J.  E\'erhart,  DC.  O989S80. 
Milton  P.  Garner.  JAOC,  0063686. 
James  V.  Harvey,  JAOC,  0985606. 
Rex  D.  Jones,  DC,  01290612. 
Ernest  R.  Kolovos.  MSC,  0446554. 
Walter  J.  Umbacher.  MSC,  0981121. 
John  J.  Mayer.  DC.  0980577. 
Lloyd  B.  McCabe.  MC.  0972869. 
BllUe  D.  McGrew,  DC,  02096179. 
Grace  G.  Palmer.  WAC.  LIOIOOOO. 
Halbert  H.  Hchwamb,  MC,  0986024. 
Thomas  J.  Hmlth.  DC,  0988457. 
Grant  D.  St-alter,  MC.  0086800. 


James  E.  Stodgel.  JAOC.  01296103. 
George  I.  Uohara.  DC.  01923002. 
Charles  J.  Zeraan.  Jr..  MC.  01042214. 
Lotus  ZUlls,  DC.  0080456. 

To  he  teeond  lieutenants 

Rachel  H.  Adams.  WMSC.  M2834. 
Mary  G.  Bauer,  ANC,  N805368. 
Cecil  R.  Baxter,  MSC,  0064937. 
Barbara  R.  Brown,  ANC,  N900127. 
William     J.     Chnstophereon,     Jr.,     MSO. 
O067S81. 

Sidney  A.  Couch,  MSC.  0741S41. 
Russell  R.  Dalton.  MSC.  0087179. 
Mary  E.  Doyle,  ANC.  N901276. 
Norman  E.  Eggleston,  MSC,  0087879. 
Catherine  E.  Fuller,  ANC,  N901190. 
Elmer  B.  Gatisepohl,  MSC,  0990421. 
Betty  M.  Oleldseth,  ANC.  N792140. 
Miriam  K.  Ginsberg.  ANC,  N805127. 
David  D.  Haworth,  MSC.  0989642. 
Robert  A.  Hedeen,  MSC.  0990336. 
Robert  S.  Hlatt,  MSC,  0988622. 
Louise  Hill.  ANC.  N804070. 
William  G.  HIU,  MSC,  0089541. 
William  R.  Fnowles,  MSC.  0990423. 
Martha  L.  Lclman.  WAC,  L1010561. 
John  J.  Utrlo,  MSC.  0991755. 
David  W.  Marble,  MSC.  02202726. 
Warner  D.  McCltire,  MSC,  01887898. 
Norman  G.  Miller.  MSC,  0192766L. 
Henry  C.  Mitchell.  MSC,  0987855 
Gerald  G.  Morgan.  MSC,  0979556. 
Francis  B.  NeUwender.  MSC,  0988521. 
Margaret  L.  OVery,  ANC,  N805564. 
Ruth  W.  Payne,  WAC,  L1010616. 
Joan  M.  PoUdorl.  ANC,  N805357. 
Kathryn  C.  PoUack.  WAC.  L1010251. 
Kenneth  N.  Ports,  MSC,  0988088. 
Kendrlth  M.  Rowland,  MSC.  0987821. 
Herbert  G.  See,  MSC.  0987878. 
EmU  G.  Shaw,  MSC,  0984562. 
Jeanne  Sherburne,  WMSC.  R26I6. 
William  E.  Slevers,  MSC,  0988018. 
Elizabeth  J.  Starkey,  ANC,   N806130. 
Helen  V.  Suees,  ANC.  N900322. 
Kenneth  R.  Van  Sklke.  MSC,  0982880. 
Thelma  M.  WUllams,  WAC,  L1010619. 

The  following-named  person  for  reap- 
pointment to  the  active  list  of  the  Regtilar 
Army,  In  the  grade  specified,  from  the  tem- 
porary disability  retired  list,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  title  rv.  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949  (PubUc  Law  351,  81st  Cong.) : 

To  he  colonel 

Uttleton  A.  Roberts,  028991. 

The  following-named  person  for  reap- 
pointment to  the  active  list  of  the  Medical 
Corps,  Regular  Army,  In  the  grade  specified, 
from  the  temporary  disability  retired  list, 
under  the  provisions  of  title  IV.  Career  Com- 
pensation Act  of  1949  (PubUc  Law  351.  81st 
Cong.) ; 

To  he  captain 

Robert  C.  Gamer,  058733. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  chai^alns  of  the  Regular  Army,  In 
the  grade  of  first  lieutenant,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  606  of  the  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381.  80th  Cong.), 
subject   to   physical   qualification: 

James  B.  Blunk.  0933854. 

Arthur  H.  Laedleln,  0990141. 

Harvey  M.  Smith,  0513221. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  grades  specified,  undo:  the 
proTlslons  of  section  506  o£  the  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th 
Cong.) ,  subject  to  physical  qualification: 
To  he  first  lieutenants 

Howard  O.  Allbee,  02208206. 

Harvey  G.  Dlckerson,  Jr..  0948867. 

Raul  L.  Greene.  0965605. 

Robert  C.  Kendrlck,  02204010. 

John  J.  Klrchensteln,  0555979. 

Jode  R.  Wilson.  02206015. 

Langborna  P.  Wltben.  O2210189. 


To  he  second  lieutenanta 
Paul  O.  Adams.  02021200. 
Jack  R.  Albreeht.  01878761. 
Hubert  P.  Alexander,  jr..  02203796. 
Harry  E.  AUen.  01881829. 
Juan    B.    Aponte-Vacques.    O1686708. 
Charles  T.  Arnold,  01883663. 
Jesse  J.  Atkins.  01861563. 
Joe  Bailey,  02200234. 
John  E.  Balrd,  02203565. 
OUn  J.  Balrd,  Jr..  0060209. 
Talbott  Barnard.  Ol  883953. 
Richard  E.  BeauUeu.  O1885504. 
James  D.  Bell,  01893728. 
Charles  M.  Belt.  01893679. 
Arthur  M.  Bennett,  Jr.,  O1886750. 
Donald  J.  Benson,  O22081S6. 
VlrgU  M.  Bishop,  0075735. 
Ronald  L.  Blaine,  O97082S. 
Gerald  B.  Bobzlen,  0967706. 
Gene  T.  Bond. 
Willis  L.  Bond,  0958182. 
DePorrest  Bro<4ce,  0984076. 
John  M.  Browder,  019156S2. 
Gaston  S.  Bruton,  Jr.,  O13408SS. 
Robert  J.  Burke,  02021795. 
George  H.  Burnett,  Jr.,  019287SS. 
Robert  S.  Carlln,  01916434. 
John  M.  Carr,  01883160. 
John  B.  Carter,  01928773. 
Joseph  C.  Carter,  Jr..  O2204708. 
James  W.  Chtsm.  0989727. 
William  Claggett.  01887868. 
Lawrence  L.  CTlardy,  Jr.,  O1930990. 
William  C.  Clune,  0971916. 
Harbin  A.  <>3nstance,  01883776. 
Raymond  L.  Cook,  02206610. 
Elder  T.  Crawford,  Jr.,  01806756. 
George  W.  Curran,  0990668. 
Harry  E.  Czarnetakl,  O188S305. 

John  C.  Dashlell,  01340268.        

William  W.  Davidson,  Jr..  018867ST. 
Alvah  B.  Davis,  Jr.,  09004140. 
Clifford  A.  Davis,  02004750. 
Jack  L.  Demmons,  01927668. 
George  H.  E>oerman,  O220333t. 
Freddie  A.  Dyer,  01926042. 
Richard  A.  Ehlert,  01890010. 
Harold  O.  Ernst,  Jr.,  O220395T. 
Leon  P.  Estrada,  0982350. 
John  B.  Ewlng,  01182860. 
Clarence  Faaborg,  O220482S. 
William  F.  Faugh t,  01891814. 
Roy  K.  Flint,  01882812. 
Allan  T.  Ford.  02002847. 
Efralm  S.  Garcia,  01880118. 
Frank  T.  Gartman,  01889312. 
Harold  V.  Oasklll,  Jr.,  O97S970. 

George  P.  Germond,  01916162. 

Louis  G.  Glbney.  Jr.,  01885144. 

Robert  W.  Gleason.  O138041L 

Joseph  C.  Greenlee,  0980321. 

Alton  W.  Grlffeth,  02204891. 

John  A.  Grubbs,  02004671. 

Robert  N.  Habermehl,  02206097. 

Jerome  J.  Haggerty,  0964737. 

Francis  O.  Hall,  02203531. 

Henry  R.  Hall.  Jr.,  01886765. 

Bobby  J.  Harris,  01886766. 

John  R.  Harris,  01880104. 

John  E,  Hazelwood,  O2202469. 

Thomas  M.  Henry,  O06S378. 

Robert  E.  Hewell,  Ol  8871 64. 

Peter  E.  Hexner,  099(X)89. 

MUlard   P.  Hill,   02202491. 

Roy  W.  HIU,  Jr.,  01880319. 

Richard  A.  Hlscox,  01380312. 

John  S.  Holeman,  Jr.,  01S38S98. 

John  H.  House,  02205196. 

Halvor  B.  Hude,  O2017858. 

William  R.  Hudson,  O1880160._ 

Charles  R.  Hutchlns,  O220703S. 

Harry  C.  James,  01891686. 

Hunter  C.  Johnson,  Jr..  O188601S. 

Ralph  R.  Johnson,  O1599107. 

Arthur  P.  Keenan.  02200722. 

John  L  Kennedy,  Jr. 

Earl  H.  Klfer.  Jr..  01880300. 

Enzo  F.  Kllnner.  Jr..  01925087^ 

Tunis  P.  Lang.  Jr..  OIOOeTW. 

Rlcham  E.  Lee.  0070202. 
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Gerald  A.  Uebert.  0078924. 
Oscar  P.  Uebrelch,  Jr.,  OS60199. 
Thomas  W.  LUlker,  01916433. 
Howard  L.  Uttieton.  0909275. 
William  J.  Llvsey.  Jr.,  01880769. 
Domenlc  P.  Longo,  0990538. 
John  M.  Longstreet,  O1S36074. 
Graham  P.  Lowe,  Jr.,  01886771. 
Gary  C.  Mahan.  Ol  889927. 
William  E.  Malone.  01879691. 
David  C.  Mangum,  01886721. 
Thomas  J.  Manning,  01890036. 
Eldon  L.  Mansfield,  Jr.,  01886772. 
Gene  E.  Martin.  01887838. 
Raymond  L.  Martin,  0988665. 
William  L.  Martin.  02206835. 
Bruce  D.  Mather.  0949858. 
Leon  McCall,  Jr.,  O2?05933. 
Joseph  A.  McDade.  0986299. 
John  C.  McGllI,  02205915. 
Frank  A.  McGregor  in,  0192S654. 
Robert  B   McJllton.  Jr.,  01881796. 
William  A.  McSpadden.  01916241. 
Dale  E.  Melllnger,  01892493. 
Raymond  E.  Messier.  01876505. 
Robert  L.  MUler,  0965917. 
John  C.  Moon,  02202461. 
Donald  R.  Moore.  0972892. 
James  E.  Moore,  OI886774. 
James  H.  Moore,  02206474. 
Paul  R.  MotU,  02021764. 
Lawrence  E.  Mullen,  0967697. 
Joe  D.  Nanny,  01888101. 
Lawrence  A.  Neer,  02210981. 
George  H.  Nestlerode.  01883463. 
Roy  G.  Nikkei,  03021850. 
William  B.  Nolde,  02021769. 
Lowell  E.  Oder.  02021290. 
Eugene  F.  Overholt.  01883181. 
Marvin  M.  Peel,  01916412. 
William  S.  Perrln,  01886778. 
Floyd  E.  Petty,  01341902. 
Lloyd  J.  Petty,  01341903. 
James  W.  Phillips.  01916160. 
BllUe  R.  Pierce,  02206516. 
Charles  C.  Pierce,  O2207295. 
William  T.  Poor.  01886778. 
Charles  C.  Prltchett,  02004752. 
Robert  A.  Pulslfer,  0958259. 
Earl  B.  Pulver,  0963420. 
Robert  A.  P\irple,  02003567. 
Thomas  P.  Rametta,  02021863. 
Philip  J.  Rellly.  01885644. 
Albert  W.  Robblns,  01875640. 
Antonio  Rodrlguez-Ballnas,  01685780. 
William  T.  Rogerson.  01882620. 
Raymond  R.  Roth,  02203713. 
John  R.  Rothgeb,  02209762. 
William  C.  Rousse,  01930835. 
James  R.  Rowe,  01887038. 
Robert  E.  Ryan,  02209283. 
Anthony  J.  Sanunons,  Jr.,  01925755. 
Neal  W.  Sanders,  Jr..  OS31591. 
Oscar  J.  Sanders,  O220S019. 
John  M.  Sanderson,  Jr.,  02209807. 
Conne  M.  Sandven,  01885192. 
Julien  A.  Scott,  Jr.,  01892196. 
Ansley  H.  Shuler,  Ol 332324. 
Eugene  P.  Smallwood,  02250105. 
Albert  T.  Smith,  Jr.,  0960218. 
BUly  R.  Smith,  01887762. 
Clarence  A.  Smith,  Jr.,  0968358. 
Harrison  S.  Smith.  Oil  18811. 
Ralph  H.  Smith,  01886783. 
Emory  M.  Sneeden,  0979597. 
John  F.  Spaid.  0060696. 
Leonard  A.  Splrito,  01883483. 
James  H.  Stephens,  Jr.,  01886784. 
Walter  J.  Stetter,  01884040. 
Norman  T.  Templeton,  01885167. 
John  J.  Tominac,  01321210. 
Jules  C.  Trepagnler,  Jr.,  01886785. 
Robert  8.  Trottl,  Jr.,  01883416. 
George  M.  Turner,  01882254. 
Bibb  A.  Underwood,  01916161. 
Jonathan  M.  Weaver.  Jr..  02202658. 
Ezra  J.  Westbrook.  Jr..  01879394. 
Franklin  J.  Wilkinson,  02021974. 
Harvey  D.  Williams.  02202984. 
Royce  C.  Williams,  0 1886786. 
WlUlara  R.  Williams,  0953717. 
Lee  H.  Witt,  Jr.,  01888266. 
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Howard  K.  Wohlfarth,  01888179. 
Jesse  L.  Yaden.  Jr..  01886787. 
John  A.  Zalonls,  Jr.,  01948690. 
Alexander  R.  Zenz.  01881595. 
Charles  E.  Zlmmer,  01890987. 

The  following-named  distinguished  mili- 
tary student  for  appointment  In  the  Medical 
Service  Corps,  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law 
381,  80th  Cong),  subject  to  designation  as  a 
distinguished  military  graduate,  and  also 
subject  to  physical  quallflcatlou; 

Darwin  E.  Yoran,  Ol 882863. 

The  following-named  distinguished  mili- 
tary students  for  appointment  in  the  Regu- 
lar Army  of  the  United  States,  in  the  grade 
of  second  lieutenant,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  506  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act 
of  1947  (Public  Law  381.  80th  Cong.),  sub- 
ject to  designation  as  distinguished  military 
graduates,  and  also  subject  to  physical  quali- 
flcation : 


Charles  O.  Ashley 
Rusian  B.  Bailey 
Duard  D.  Ball 
Walter  L.  Barnett 
Edward  Battey  III 
Robert  L.  Beach 
Robert  R.  Bell 
Wiley  W.  Bell 
James  M.  Bowers 
Raymond  J.  Broderlck 


Michael  D  Macomber, 

01882992 
Robe-t  L    Maranvllle, 

O:F90Rli. 
Joseph  MiiS 
Stanley  I.  Mast 
Theodore  L.  McDanlel, 

Jr. 
Robert  I   McElroy, 

01888204 


01892701  Luna  V.  McNeese.  Jr., 

Clarence    B.    Brooker,       01879559 


Jr..   01883533 
Robert  Byrom 
Lee  B.  Cannon,  Jr. 
Robert  L.  Carter, 

01890780 
John  R.  Cauthen 
Coy  M.  Collinsworth 


J.  Carroll  McReynold.s 
John  E.  Meanor 
Leslie  C.  Meyer 
Jerome  C.  Milam, 

01879949 
William  J.  Mitchum 
Robert  Mooney 


Salvatore  A.  De  Marco  Roger  P.  Nelson 


Dale  Dewberry 
Harvey  M.  Dick, 

02003523 
Marvin  K.  Dlshman 
James  H.  Dunn 
Donald  R.  Eckles 
James  L.  Evans 
Oscar  C.  Fewell,  Jr., 

02005036 
Anthony  P.  J.  Plnner- 

ty 
Joseph  H.  Pox, 

02104683 
Charles  N.  Gilbert 
Raymond  D.  OlUaugh 
Willis  A.  Godowns, 

Jr. 
Elmer  A  Goetsch, 

01882904 
Murray  M.  Golub 
Samuel  J.  Grant,  Jr. 


Edward  I.  Nemerofl 
Guy  E.  New 
Myrl  J.  Norris.  Jr. 
Robert  D.  Ogg 
Joseph  C.  Olson 
Charles  W.  Overstrect 
Bidwell   A.  Owens, 

02005003 
Rex  E.  Penslnger, 

01916472 
Theodore  W.  Pratt. 

01883201 
Lionel  Rablnowitz 
Thomas   P.  Radema- 

cher 
Grady  G.  Reese, 

02003815 
Jack  L.  Rlnehart, 

01927445 
James    R.    Satterfleld, 

01889350 


James  C.  Greenqulst,  Byron  N.  Schrlever 


01875286 
Dolph  F.  Hamby,  Jr., 

01884009 
Edward  B.  Hare 
Ronald  L.  Harris 
James  A.  Harsant 
Lawrence  W.  Hedlu 
Albert  P.  Hodges 
Harvey  B.  Hoffman 
James  M.  Ideman 
Thomas  G.  Irwin, 

02105105 
Frank  F.  Johnson,  Jr. 

02003141 
CecU  A.  Kaiser,  Jr., 

01879401 
J  D.  Klmmel, 

Ol 928663 


Rudy  P.  Schuver 
Nathaniel  Scott 
Thomas  E.  Skelton 
Bailey  B.  Sn>ith  ni 
Donald  E.  Smith, 

01889632 
James  D.  Smith, 

01879159 
Vernard  J.  Smith 
Darwin  H.  Sorenson 
George  F.  Stanley 
Robert  P.  Steele 
David    F.    Stoutamire, 

Jr. 
Gary  B.  Suttrn 
Carroll  E.  8»->Ln 

O1872350 
Carl  O.  Swanson,  Jr. 


Frederick  W.  Knoebel  Hiram  J.  Thomas 


Joe  E.  Land.,  Jr. 
Robert  M.  Landau 
Robert  E.  Langford 
.Arthur  D.  Leach 
l-'red  W.  Levippert 


Harry  L.  Thompsoa 
James  A.  Tletjens 
Kenneth  W.  Tullos, 

Ol 87943 6 
Raymond  M.  Vawter 


James  T.  Walker.  Jr.      Ronald  E.  Williams 
Arthur  A.  Walsh.  Jr.      William  A.  Wilson 
Raymond   M.   Warren,  William  J.  Yantis 

Jr.  Greyson  T.  Yetter 

Raleigh  W.  Weaver       Charles  D.  Yoder 
Roland  C.  Williams       Joe  L.  Youngker 

(Note — These  persons  were  given  recess 
nppolntntent  on  either  July  18,  1952.  Au- 
gust 28.  1952.  September  18.  1952.  October  14, 
1952,  November  6,  1952,  E>ecember  11.  1952, 
December  15.  1952,  or  December  16,  1962.) 

In  the  An  Forci 
The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  in  the  Regular  Air  Force  under 
recess-appointment  provisions  during  the 
last  recess  period  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  in  the  grades  indicated,  with  dates  of 
rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
506.  Public  Law  381.  Eightieth  Congress  (Of- 
ficer Personnel  Act  of  1947);  title  II,  Public 
Law  365.  Eightieth  Congress  (Arm7-Navy- 
Publlc  Health  Service  Medical  Officer  Pro- 
curement Act  of  1947);  and  section  307  (b). 
Public  Law  150,  Eighty-second  Congress 
(Air  Force  Organization  Act  of  1951),  with  a 
view  to  desl^jnation  for  the  performance  of 
duties  as   indicated: 

To  be  major,  United  States  Air  Fore* 
{Medxcal) 

Wistar  L.  Graham,  AO428043. 

To  be  captains.  United  States  Air  Fore* 
{Medical) 

James  S.   Boren,   A02212599. 
Walter   J.   Brower.   A02212447. 
James  E.  Cassldy,  AOl 906984. 
Paul  F.  Eggertsen.  AO975907. 
Elmer  F.  Glllehple.   A0976841. 
Henry  L.  HInes,  A02213344. 
Rfjbert  M    Hixiges,  Jr.,  A02213435. 
Hugh   A.   ^nness-Brown,   A0972455. 
Robert  W.  Morrissey.   A0964979. 
TTiomas  C    Regan,  A02212518. 
William  H.  Schlattner.  Jr.,  AO058505. 
Harold  J.  Shaner,   A0976278. 
Edward  J.  Shea,  AO970966. 
Thaddeus   C.   Slwlnskl.   A02238967. 
J.  Lewis  Smith.  Jr  ,  AO1906868. 
Charles  W    Westerbeck.  A02213315. 
Wllber  R    Whltsell,  Jr  ,  AO2212105. 
Paul  C.  Wllkins,  A0963812. 
Raymond  A.  Yerg.  A0435412. 

To  be  captains.  United  States  Air  Fore* 

(Dental) 
Kenneth  H.  Baldwin,  A0947in. 
('harle.s  C    Flanders,  Jr  ,  AO2213038. 
Joseph  J.  Kreutzer,  A0937742. 

To    be   first   lieutcnantn.    United    States   Akr 
Force  (Medical) 
Vincent  J.  BagU,   A022.38736. 
William    H.    Burba,    AO2238740. 
Vincent    P.   Cappelluzzo.   A02238744. 
William  N.  Chambers,  A0855983. 
Edward  P.  Dldler,   A02238747. 
William  H.  ElUwood.  A02212654. 
Richard   G.   FuUam,   AO2064759. 
Upton   W.   Giles.    A01856975. 
John   B     Harmon.   AO750383. 
Harold  F.  Hartman,  A0798294. 
R)bert    J.   McCann.    A02238741. 
Jiweph   T.   Melton,    A02238755. 
Keith    MolTalt.    AO2080427. 
Charles  L.  Randolph,  Jr..  A02238743. 
Luther  J,  Smith  II,  A0722381. 
Robert  P.  Waldmann.  A02238773. 
Richard   J.   Ward,   A02212283. 

To    be    first    lieutenant.    United    States    Atr 
Force   {Dental) 
Norman  C.  Shaw.  AO223990e. 

To   be   first   lieutenants.   United   States   Air 
Force  {Veterinary) 
Robert  W.  Bailey.  A02213717. 
Richard  E.  Benson,  AO2212309. 
Robert  A.  Crandell,  A02212964. 
Donald   C.    Houk.   AO2212510. 
Gene  C.  Phelps.  A02213142. 


1953 

Donald  W.  Ringley.  AO2080135. 
John  L.  Terry.  Jr.,  AO2218140. 
Robert  J.  Young,  A022 12943. 

To  be  first   lieutenants.   United   Stote$  Air 
Force  {Medical  Service) 
Joaepb  B.  Hodge,  A01M1879. 
Harold  C.  Hodgkliu,  A013 13096. 
Eugene  K.  Lindsay,  AO94«4e0. 
Adolph  H.  Swimmer,  AOI5S6310. 

To  be  second  lieutenants,  United  States  Air 
Force  {Medical  Service) 

Henry  P.  Ames,  Jr.,  AO2232018. 
James  R.  Brlley,  A032 13662. 
Emery  B.  BuBCh,  Jr.,  A022349e3. 
Alexander  J.  Cardarelll,  AO233906S. 
Francis  P.  Chlaramonte,  AO1860031. 
Frederick  J.  Dledrlch,  Jr.,  AO2216104. 
Hal  G.  Etter.  A02213785. 
Sheldon  L.  Freud,  A02313779. 
Thomas  B.  Oibble.  AO3239022. 
Llewellyn  B.  Griffith.  AOa057148. 
Raymond  O.  Haas,  A0666281. 
Bruce  Jones,  AO2213909. 
Robert  L.  Little,  A02aiS64a. 
Ralph  S.  Long,  Jr.,  A01862936. 
Lester  R.  Leper.  A02338897. 
Walter  V.  Mclntyre,  A02213931. 
Gene  H.  Parker.  A02239365. 
Donald  G.  Pitts,  AO186d000. 
Toxle  W.  Richardson,  Jr.,  AOl 864997. 
William  L.  Williams,  A01869927. 

The  following  named-persons,  who  were 
appointed  in  the  Regular  Air  Force  under 
recess-appointment  provisions  during  the 
last  recess  period  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, for  appointment  In  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  In  the  grade  Indicated,  with  date  of 
rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
101  <c).  Public  Law  38.  Eightieth  Congress 
(Army-Navy  Nurses  Act  of  1947) ,  as  amended 
by  section  5,  Public  Law  814,  Klghty-flrst 
Congress,  with  a  view  to  designation  for  the 
performance  of  duties  as  indicated  under  the 
provisions  of  section  307,  Public  Law  150, 
Eighty-second  Congreas  (Air  Force  Organi- 
zation Act  of  1951) : 

To  be  second  lieutenants.  United  States  Air 
Force  (Nurse) 
LaVeme  M.  Collavo,  AN2243937. 
Esther  M.   Momrow,  AN1912826. 
Mildred  F.  Scboolcy,  AN1906246. 

The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  in  the  Regular  Air  Force  under 
recess-appointment  provisions  during  the 
last  recess  period  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, for  appointment  In  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  In  the  grades  Indicated,  with  dates 
of  rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions  of 
section  506,  Public  Law  381.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress (OfDcer  Personnel  Act  of  1947),  and 
section  307  (b).  Public  Law  150,  Stghty-sec- 
ond  Congress  (Air  Force  Organlicatlon  Act 
of  1951),  with  a  view  to  designation  for  the 
performance  of  Judge  advocate  duties: 

To  be  captain 
John  O.  Green,  A0432948. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 
Alton  G.  Burckle,  Jr.,  A0185411S. 
Thomas  W.  Burks,  A0834119. 
Attlcus  A.  Calhoun,  A0185953S. 
Jack  C    Dixon,  Jr..  A0185681S. 
James  M.  Heidelberg,  A01553274. 
Jack  L.  Hudson.  A0779144. 
Elden  G.  Marquardt,  AO20e8707. 
Stuart  R.  Relchart,  A0782958. 
William  V.  Richards.  Jr.,  AO82508S. 
Robert  J.  Torvestad.  A0829592. 
William  S.  Wlndes.  AOe01536. 

The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  In  the  Regular  Air  Force  under 
recess-appointment  proirlslons  during  the 
last  recess  period  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
greas,  for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  in  the  grades  Indicated,  with  dates  of 
rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  nt 
the  Air  Force,  under  the  provlslona  of  mc> 
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tion  506.  PubUc  Law  381,  Eightieth  CoDznu 
(Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947) : 

To  be  first  Ueuterumts 
Lionel  C.  Allard,  Jr.,  AOe33869. 
Curtis  H.  Arrington,  Jr.,  A0185S<ni. 
Albert  E.  Audlck,  AO2101204. 
OrvUle  R.  Balsden,  AO3064503. 
Gerald  W.  Bataon,  AOe38916. 
Robert  H.  Becker,  A0739239. 
Glen  E.  Booton.  AO3069400. 
James  E.  Braddock,  A0689871. 
Robert  8.  Brown,  Jr.,  AO690e38. 
Stewart  Burgln,  AO788700. 
Harry  R.  Cattrell,  AO2084795. 
George  A.  CavalU,  AO2076546. 
Frederick  L.  Christopher,  A0718245. 
Bryce  C.  Connor,  AO1909019. 
Walter  A.  CzekaJ,  AO2070781. 
Lloyd  C.  Edwards,  Jr.,  AO710074. 
Herbert  F.  Egender,  A07S329a. 
James  J.  Ford,  AO670875. 
Earl  Furnace,  A0711176. 
Harry  T.  Galpln.  AOe35023. 
Claude  S.  Haigler.  AO670893. 
Roland  P.  Hall,  AO2080167. 
Elsey  Harris,  Jr.,  AO680893. 
Arnold  E.  Hector,  AO770098. 
Richard  L.  HeUwege.  AO50O157. 
Alfred  S.  Hess,  AO787S04. 
James  A.  Hill.  A0768546. 
James  D.  Hudson,  AOei6314. 
LaVern  C.  Hutchlns,  AO7e7045. 
Robert  F.  Jagltsch,  A0715974. 
WUlard  D.  Jenkins,  AO2094875. 
George  A.  Johnson,  AO2077669. 
Wendell  A.  Johnson,  A0869495. 
Charles  D.  Jones,  Jr.,  AO2077319. 
Henry  I.  Jones,  Jr.,  A0754286. 
Edgar  L.  Kellam,  AO2075218. 
William  C.  Kester,  AO590052. 
Stephen  J.  King,  AOe0842g. 
Charles  B.  Knudson,  AO2015142. 
Leo  S.  Korpanty,  AO2056983. 
George  Krynovlch,  AO706716. 
Joseph  A.  Kuhn.  A0763231. 
Richard  G.  Leech,  AO704603. 
Kenneth  R.  Llndow,  AO704954. 
John  C.  Ludden,  AO837010. 
Bill  T.  Macauley,  A0867723. 
Paul  E.  Malone,  AO806484. 
Lyle  E.  Mann,  A0774229. 
John  W.  MaxweU,  A0788577. 
William  L.  McDonald,  A0772455. 
Walter  A.  Merrltt.  A01849137. 
Jack  B.  Morris,  AO784507. 
Joseph  M.  Morrissey,  A0811715. 
Hugh  A.  Moy,  AO590791. 
Frank  F.  Nlcalse,  AO820556. 
David  B.  OUara.  A0744743. 
Carl  A.  Pacharzlna.  Jr.,  AO700045. 
Clarence  B.  Pate.  Jr.,  AO208209I. 
John  W.  Paup,  A01638232. 
Howard  W.  Peterson,  A06613e9. 
Wendell  Phillips,  A0768941. 
Forrest  S.  Pine,  A0766944. 
Charles  S.  Reed,  AO800940. 
Daniel  W.  Rlordan,  A0798679. 
Dale  L.  Samuelson,  A0699865. 
William  Savldge,  Jr.,  AO1908966. 
David  J.  Schmidt,  AO767300. 
Carl  G.  Schneider,  AO1903257. 
Van  H.  Shepard,  AO2074249. 
Norman  S.  Smith,  A0776426. 
Donald  L.  Soderberg,  A0764814. 
LeRoy  E.  Stapleton.  AO2081826. 
William  J.  Sullivan,  AO2068898. 
Victor  K.  Syphers,  AO727801. 
John  P.  Tbornell,  Jr.,  A0797743. 
Albert  T.  Watson,  Jr.,  AO2067239. 
Robert  B.  Wiley,  AO2072383. 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Robert  E.  Adair,  A0876614. 
Pranklyn  R.  Akey,  AO1909448. 
William  T.  Alexander,  AO1865903. 
Jack  a.  Alliaon,  AOa072086. 
John  P.  Allred.  Jr.,  AOe37761. 
Robert  H.  Anderson,  AG  1865630. 
Bernard  R.  Babcock,  AG  1863068. 
John  L.  Balega.  AOe  16028. 
Steven  L.  Bartalsky,  A08343S3. 
James  R.  Bedford,  Jr.,  AO682604. 


Douglass  S.  Benbazn,  AO8385O0. 
Robert  G.  Benalng.  AO772260. 
Robert  L.  Berg,  AO702747. 
Justin  L.  Berger,  A0721325. 
Bernard  Berman.  AO970862. 
Charles  C.  Bock.  Jr..  AO20e4775. 
Maurice  J.  Boots,  AOe35134. 
Arthur  F.  Bouton.  Jr..  AO70S181. 
Thomaa  M.  Brandom,  Jr.,  A0188418S. 
Lee  A.  Brewer,  AO2075638. 
Jack  F.  Brown,  AO742840. 
Richard  8.  Brown,  AO1912058. 
George  E.  Brunsman,  AO2078428. 
James  E.  Biu^ord,  A0756472. 
Wendal  L.  Busboom,  AO208eT72. 
John  O  Canfleld,  AOei8982. 
William  E.  Carey,  A01858941. 
John  C.  Casey.  A0832344. 
Fred  J.  Christman,  Jr.,  AO2079895. 
Guy  P.  Clark,  Jr..  AO2032028. 
Roy  T.  Clark,  Jr..  AO510282. 
Wllmer  F.  Cllne,  AO2077735. 
Marc  J.  Colvln,  Jr.,  AO2084541. 
Lloyd  I  Cooney.  AOl  859505. 
Robert  P.  Corker,  AO308740e. 
John  A.  Cotter,  A0694126. 
Joe  I.  Cottle,  AO780528. 
Fred  R.  Crawford,  AO754075. 
Robert  F.  Croesland,  A0691353. 
Bohdan  Danyliw,  A0872165. 
Albert  P.  Davis,  A019 10577. 
Cecil   Davis,   AOl  856596. 
Marvin  R.  Davis,  AO705345. 
David  C.   Del  linger.  A0831388. 
Robert  Dla«,  Jr.,  A01911975. 
Joe  T.  Dickinson,  A0839951. 
Jack  E.  Downhill,  AO667500. 
Charles  O.  Downs,  AGS  15667. 
Joseph  M.   DuBols,  A0677682. 
Sterling  W.  Dukes,   AO675047, 
Mathew  T.  Ehinn,  AO719901. 
Edwin  C.  Eanes,   AO700B66. 
Wyley  B.  Eaton,  A0771353. 
Howard  R.  Ebersole,  AO1640415. 
Douglas  S.  Eden,  A01997861. 
Darrell   H.  Egbert,  AOl 857870. 
Jack  H.  Egglnton,  AO770210. 
Douglas  K.   Evans,   AG  1849482. 
Stephen  F.  Farry,  AO778760. 
John  D.  Faulk,  AO1904588. 
Robert  P.  Ferguson,  Jr.,  A01864198. 
John  J.  Ferrlter,  A01851916. 
George  H.  Flnefrock,  AOe97S44. 
John  W.  Fippen,  AO688810. 
Francis  X.  Forster,  AO833070. 
Jack  R.  Foster,  A0754489. 
WUliam  G.  Foster,  A083853a. 
Albert  H.  Francis,  A072168e. 
Alexander  Gabriels,  Jr.,  AO2027199. 
Thomas  J.  Gamm,  A0811618. 
Francis  R.  Gerard,  AO810646. 
Richard  V.  Gerdau,  A0776317. 
Eldon  E.  GUI,  AOeS7466. 
Charles  B.  Gillette,  AG  1909909. 
William  H.  Glnn,  Jr..  AO1909297. 
Richard  A.  Goldfogle,  AOl  849082. 
Carl  D.  Gould,  A0839469. 
Howard  K.  Grasher,  A0928656. 
Charles  K.  Grimes,  A083996S. 
WUllam  8.  Hagen,  AOS34316. 
John  F.  Hallgren,  AO2066S39. 
Winton  G.  Hammond,  A0838397. 
Vincent  S.  Haneman,  Jr.,  A0822431. 
Jerry   Hanjlan,   A0781564. 
John  S.  Harpeter,  A0677267. 
John  W.  Harpster,  A077e398. 
Mlnnls  C.  Harr,  AOe34805. 
Allen  C.   Hart,   A0728274. 
Edward  M.  Head,  A0825394. 
Robert  J.  Heard,  Jr.,  A08361I5. 
Dick  Hlckson,  Jr.,  AOe75999. 
Thomas  P.  Hlnes,  A0841713. 
George  E.  Holy,  AO2086838. 
Donald  H.   Hooten.  A01858992. 
Joseph  A.  Home,  Jr.,  AO2089821. 
Henry  G.  Hostetter,  AO840096. 
Hugh  P.  Himerwadel,  AO835018. 
John  F.   Hunter,   A01862591. 
James  G.  Johnson,  A0719382. 
Korman  J.  Johnson,  AO771042. 
Harold  K.  Jordon,  AO2000239. 
George  F.  Jubber,  AO2084317. 
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Junes  R.  Kuler,  A02221738. 

Paul  V.  Kelley.  Jr..  AO18«5430. 

Robert  V.  Kleckhaefer.  AO735600. 

WUUam  L.  Klncald.   AO1904723. 

Bruce  F.  King,  A0942231. 

Clarence  B.  Klrby,  AO830479. 

Donald  D.  Klracb.  AO1863403. 

Burt  8.  Koona.  A0772411. 

WUllam  O.  Krauae,  AO2044925. 

Daniel  J.  Kuchta,   AO2070366. 

Thomaa  J.  Leonard.  AOe88686. 

Willis  E.  Lorey,  AO1910C10. 

Royal  C.  Lua.  AO2061736. 

Donald  A.  Luttrell.  AO760343. 

Boyd  H.  Lynch,  A07a2574. 

Robert  A.  Madden,  AO2067018. 

Thomas  C.  Marsters,  A0714953. 

Harry  H.  Matthews,  A07 19703. 

Hugh  E.  May,  A01856673. 

George  P.  McCarthy.  A0838781, 

Joseph  A.  McClure.  AO1909744. 

William  L.  McKeeyer,  A0777748. 

Francis  J.  McNamara.  Jr..  A0829251. 

Roger  N.  Mercer,  AO697052. 

Jack  W.  Messmore.  AO2099360. 

Ernest  P.  Mlddleton,  Jr..  A0817993. 

Alfred  L.  MlUer.  Jr..  A0784212. 

Donald  E.  Miller,  AO818406. 

George  R.  Miller.  AO2088792. 

Bruce  E.  Morrell,  AO1860214. 

Maurice  L.  Mullen.  A0771495. 

James  S.   Munn.  AO803036. 

Jack  G.  Murray,  A0769172. 

Emmett  E.  Muterspaw.  Jr.,  AO2078107. 

Charlie  C.  Myers,  A0783616. 

James  E.  Neeley,  AO840125. 

Alan  G.  Nelson.  AO1910119. 

Garnold  S.  Nelson.  A08135'>8. 

James  T.  Nelson.  Jr.,  A01854316. 

WllHam  L.  Nicholson  III.  AO1858440. 

James  A.  Nolan.  A0828495. 

Charles    W.    Norton.    Jr.,    AOe42438. 

John  J.  Nunemaker.  A0766927. 

Frank  W.  Nunnally.  A0784335. 

Robert  Q.  Old.  AOQ38896. 

Wayne  E.  Owens.  A0821765. 

Wallace  J.  Palmer,  AO2062402. 

Laurence  C.  Parfltt.  Jr..  AO834206. 

Alan  L.  Parker,  AO2064433. 

Joseph  R.  Peartree.  A0799241. 

Robert  W.  Plpher.  A0723678. 

William  L.  Polhemus,  A019 11820. 

George  P.  Poston.  AO2070868. 

James  C.  Prior,  A0769552. 

Gerald  G.  Probst,  AO807871. 

James  V.  Proffltt.  Jr..  AO1856905. 

Lyle  L.  Pulleyn.  A0692435. 

Henry  W.  Purser.  A62092335. 

Bryan  C.  Rambo.  A018S293.5. 

James  C.  Rankin.  A0787196. 

Charles  J.  Rauch,  AO2060367. 

William  P.  Reaver.  AO2088192. 

Ernest  J.  Reeves.  AOe38450. 
Frank  P.  Regglo,   A019 10475. 
Robert  E.  Renz.  A0948332. 
William  P.   Riley,   Jr..   AO2067888. 
Edward   W.   Roberts,   A01683536. 
Frederick  A.  Roll.  Jr.,  A0756711, 
John  M.  Rose,  Jr.,  AO820329. 
Allen  C.  Rozsa,  AO2062306. 
Robert  L.  Savage,  AOl  695521. 
Stanley  V.  Scharllng,  AO2057089. 
Calvin  C.  Schneider.  AO1849290. 
Richard  P.  Schumann.  A01847272. 
Rich:ird  H.  Schutte,  AO1860682. 
Nathaniel  P.  Secrest,  A0838813. 
Fred    M.    Sherman.   A0826786. 
R  )bert   W.  Shlvely.  A08C424I. 
Ralph  L.  Slaten.  AO2075712. 
Arthur  C.  Smith,  Jr..  AO927320. 
John   R.   Smith.  A0783642. 
Thomas  B.  Spalding.  A082654.5. 
David  B.  Stevens.  A0828824. 
Homer  J.   Stewart,   A0745535. 
Clifford  A.  Stodghlll,  AO680537. 
Frank  Swanberg.  Jr..  AO2093245. 
Leo  E.  Sweeney,  Jr.,  AO2099637. 
Albert  H.  Sweet.  AO2065851, 
Howard  R.  Thorp.  A0872378. 
Tom  B.   Tlschoff,  AO831024. 
Eujene  W.  Traendly.  AO1301716. 


James  L.  Trueheart,  AO20«7042. 
Herbert  W.  Truett,  A01183437. 
John  E.  Vastlne,  AO1911620. 
Thomas  H.  Waggoner,  AOl  909948. 
WUUam  L.  Wagner.  A0832294. 
Edward 't.  Walford.  A0712958. 
Clarence  W.  Walker.  Jr..  AOa086952. 
James  S.  Wall.  AO2071761. 
Nell  W.  Wallace.  AO1855105. 
BUly   R    Ward.  AO2057470. 
Ralph   R.   Waters,   AO2079167. 
Eugene  C.  Watklns,  AO2062916. 
James  M.  Watson.  Jr.,  A0821125. 
WUllam  J.  H.  Watson,  A0625515. 
Herbert  G.   Webb,  A01855398. 
Lawrence  W.  Weber,  AO760496. 
Jerome  C.  Weller,  A0714547. 
Laurence    D    Wells.   A01857679. 
Robert  M.   White.  AOe23186. 
Donald  S.  WlUlamson.  A0938358. 
Robert  C    Woldt,  AO2067595. 
WlUard  E.   Woldt,   AO2080838. 
David  A.  Woods,  Jr.,  AO1910967. 
Robert  C.  Wright,  AO77007a. 
George   E.   Yale,   AO770075. 
Everett.  O.  Young,  A0768792. 
Richard  H    Zaroban,  A02214867. 
Frederick   H.  Zeitz,  Jr..   AO2101404. 
Vincent  V.  Zettler.  Jr  .  A0721573. 
Irving  Zippel,  A02221592. 

The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  in  the  Regular  Air  Force  under 
recess-appointment  provisions  during  the 
last  recess  period  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  in  the  grades  Indicated,  with  dates  of 
rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 5C6,  Public  Law  381.  Eightieth  Congress 
(Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947).  and  section 
301,  Public  Law  625.  Eightieth  Congress 
( Women  s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act 
of  1948;  : 

To  be  first  lieutenant 
Dorothy  L.  Neely,  AL1908812. 

To   be  second   lieutenant 
Vera  H.  Pink,  AL591456. 

The  following-named  distinguished  of- 
ficer candidates,  who  were  appointed  in  the 
Regular  Air  Force  under  recess-appointment 
prfjvisions  during  the  last  rece-ss  period  of 
the  Eighty-second  Congress,  for  appolntmeiit 
In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  In  the  grade  Indi- 
cated, with  dates  of  rank  to  be  determined 
by  the  fc'eoretary  of  the  Air  Force,  under  the 
provision.s  of  section  506.  Public  Law  381. 
Eightieth  Congress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  oi 
1947)  : 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Robert    E.   Milstesid.   A02219299. 
Robert  J.  Mitchell,  AO2219300, 
Richard  J.  Wood.  A02219411. 

The  following-named  distinguished  avia- 
tion cadets,  who  were  appointed  in  the  Reg- 
ular Air  Force  under  recess-appointment 
provisions  during  the  last  recess  period  (-f 
the  Elghty-.second  Congress,  for  appointment 
In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  In  the  grade  indi- 
cated, with  dates  of  rank  to  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  under  the 
provisions  (jf  section  506.  Public  Law  381. 
Eightieth  Congress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  ot 
1947) : 

To  be  second  lieutenants 

Frederick  C.  Freeman, 


Karl  C.  Allan 
Ralph  J.  Astrella, 

A02222493 
William  B    Boyd 
David    A    E.   Cady 
Leland  W.  Carter 
Arnold    P.     Christen 

son,  A02222495 
Carl  S    Conrad, 

A02222331 
Alfred  J.  Dickhaus 
Forlst  O.  Dupree 
Claude  J.  Ford, 

A02223326 


Jr. 
Clarence  L.  Froweln. 

A  02223:^28 
Jerry  E.  Fullertoii 
Walter  H.  Grady 
Delos  P.  Hamlin,  Jr. 
Robert  B.  HiU 
Earl  J.  Hoag.  Jr. 
Richard   E.  Kahler 
Theodore  F.  Lemcke 
James  J.  Malone 
Lycurgus  M.  Mitchell, 

Jr, 


January  20 

Bryan  Sumner 
James  C.  Swarts 
James  K.  Thompson 
Jack  H.  TurbervUle 
Garrison  N.  Valen- 
tine, AO2223I08 
Bernard  Vise 
Ian  G.  Walker, 

AO2223100 
Mel  v  In  K.  Walker 
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Richard  L.  Myers. 

AO2223096 
David  L.  Oakes 
Robert  W.  Robinson 
Loren  F.  Rodewlg 
Clarence    B.   Schmidt 

II 
William  E.  Singer 
Richard     E.     Stolten- 

berg,   A02222525 
Charles  B.  Stratton 

The  fullowlng-named  persona  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  In  the  grades 
indicated,  with  dates  of  rank  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506.  PubUc 
Law  381,  Eightieth  Congress  (Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947);  title  II,  Public  Law 
365.  Eightieth  Congress  (Army -Navy -Public 
Health  Service  Medical  Officer  Procurement 
Act  of  1947):  and  section  307  (b).  Public 
Law  150.  Eighty-second  Congress  (Air  Force 
Organization  Act  of  1951).  with  a  view  to 
designation  for  the  performance  of  duties 
as  Indicated: 

To  be  major.  United  States  Air  Force 
(Medtcal) 

Edwin  W    Turner,   A0422449. 

To  be  captains,  Vnifd  States  Air  Force 
[Medical) 

Horace  S    Bell,  AO440875. 

Werner  F    Cryns.  AO2241370. 

Ray   F    Fitch,   A02213291. 

Brian  P.   Flanagan,  A0966577. 

Rufus    R     Hessberg,    Jr  ,    A01718973. 

J.)hn   W.    Lane,    A022 13358. 

RwwUn  L.  Llchter,  A02212429. 

WUUam   R.   V.   Marriott.   A0936881. 

Henry  G.   Moritz.   Jr,,   AO1906868. 

Henry    G.    Nixon. 

Dniglas  F    Powers,  A022 12984. 

Victor  E,  Scherer,   A02238797. 

Palmer  H.  Warren.  AO1736530. 

To   be  captains.     United    States    Air    Force 
(Dental) 
Ru-ssell   V    Brown,  A02212876. 
Carroll  C    GlUeEple.  Jr..  AO1776110. 
Charles  B.  M.Uloy,  A022 12370. 

To    be    first    lieutenants.    United    States   Air 
Force  (  medical) 

Berneld,    AO713096. 

Billet.   A02238766. 

Bryan.   A0527776. 

Clatteo.    AO2074950. 

McElvaln,    A0713671. 
Orth.   AO2078653. 
Nicholas  V.  Parapld.  0730948. 
Dean   M.    Ring.    A01863487. 
Wesley   A.   Road.s,   AO440951. 
Henry   K.    Shoemaker. 
Lyle  M    Shum.   AO1906328. 
Robert   J    Solomon.    A02213357. 
Hubert   E.    Wiiesthoff.   A02212131, 

To   be  first   lieutfnant\.   United    States    Air 
Force  [Dental) 
Ambrose   O     Grant.   A0797518. 
CUfford    E     Loper.   AO1906543. 
Charles  J    Mahan.   A019a6195. 
E.lward    W.    Roy,    AO1906159. 
Kenneth    L.    Stewart,    AO781098. 

To   be  first   lieutenants.   United    States    Air 
Force   [Chaplaiti) 
Charles  D    Bayha,   A02233611. 
John    V.    Denehy,    AO1860337. 
Thomas  M.  Groome,  Jr.,  A0862475. 
Thomas  M.  Jellico,   A0962249. 
WUh.im   J.    King,    A01864455. 
Vernon    F.   KuUowatz,    AO531806. 
Robert   M    Moone>,   A02218441. 
David   B    Schuck.   AOl 863300. 
Benjamin   J.   Shlnn.   A0971215. 
Robert   H.    Verbeke,   AO2215058. 
Henry  C.  Wolk.  Jr..  AO540309. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Air  Force.  In  the  grades 
indicated,  with  dates  of  rank  to  be  deter- 
mined   by    the  Secretary   of   the    Air    Force. 


Charles  M 
Siiiiford  L. 
Richard  S. 
Carmen 
WUbert 
J.)hn  S. 


T, 
H. 


under  the  provisions  of  section  500,  Publlo 
Law  381.  Eightieth  Coagreu  (Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947) : 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

John  8.  Albright,  AOe25305. 
Henry  ,W.  Bennett.  AO537082. 
Otis  O.  Benson.  AO1906121. 
Donald  J.  Brush,  A0768714. 
Alexander  P.  Butterfleld,  AO1900559. 
John  M.  Carlson,  AO1909461. 
Henry  W.  Compton,  AO2059986. 
Jean  L.  Coover,  AO190e306. 
Dave  Counts.  A0688926. 
Harry  J.  Crespy.  AO209430e. 
Marcus  B.  Crlsman.  Jr.,  A0933381. 
James  U.  Cross.  A078778I. 
Earl  J.  Drew.  AOa080007. 
Aubrey  O.  Parrar.  A0815113. 
WUllam  P.  Parrell.  Jr.,  AO200140S. 
Martin  D.  Fishel.  A0715755. 
Leo  P.  Flaherty.  AOa08355a. 
Carl  S.  Eraser.  AO1848390. 
James  C.  Olbbs.  AO590e07. 
Wilbur  J.  Glesler.  AOlJ>0929e. 
Carroll  H.  Goyne.  Jr.,  A0774882. 
John  T.  Hale.  Jr..  AO2058967, 
Russell  8.  Harmon,  Jr..  A01848I7S. 
Roy  B.  Hebel.  AO19O03O5. 
Victor  H.  Jashlnski.  AO3057930. 
James  C.  Johnson.  AO1848049. 
Robert  M.  Johnson.  AO3066848. 
Joseph  L.  Jones.  AO704003. 
Charles  H.  Keutman,  A0722725. 
Richard    Lamprecht,   AO1908433. 
Robert  E.  LaPlerre.  AOI90933a. 
John  E.  Madison.  A0766695. 
Wendell  L.  Mason,  AO2101813. 
Robert  R,  McAnaw.  A0712114. 
John  G.  McCormlck.  AO1909349. 
WUUam  C,  McCormlck.  Jr..  AO590M1. 
Hay  ward  W.  McEver,  AOe00040. 
Thomas  R.  McNeal.  Jr..  AO591203. 
OlUe  D.  Miller.  AO708739. 
RusseU  H.  Miller.  AO190e939. 
Gordon  E.  Mulvey.  AO698083. 
John  J.  Murphy.  AOe4223«. 
James  M.  Neale,  AO938403. 
Norman  L.  Phillips,  AO2073210. 
Leroy  D.  Plgg,  AO70449e. 
Gerald  J.  Post.  AO20e3994. 
John  P.  Reld.  AOe42072. 
John  R.  Reynolds.  A0778687. 
Thomas  P.  Ryan.  Jr..  AO743509. 
Lloyd  M.  Scott,  AOi909<l47. 
Clarance  E.  ShlUlngs,  A01848649. 
WUUam  L.  Skllar.  AO19088S9. 
Milton  StamaUs.  Jr..  A0775173. 
Roy  H.  Stewart.  AO92880a. 
David  A.  Tllton.  AO1903162. 
Claude  H.  Turner.  Jr..  AO1856820. 
John  J.  Voynlch,  A0938936. 
Charles  E.  Walker,  AO1904289. 
Lee  W.  White,  AO6©047a. 
Jack  A.  Young.  A0744119, 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Clarence  R.  Anderson.  A0875527. 
Richard  T.  Andrews.  A01695492. 
PhUUp  E.  Appleby.  AO1910830. 
Sam   Asseo.   A01911533. 
Edwin  R.  Bayer.  AOi86S468. 
William  J.  Beard,  A0928777. 
Benjamin   B.   Benlgno.   AO1852S07. 
Francis  P.  Bouchard.  AO2075410. 
James  M.  Boyle,  AO040354. 
Floyd    B.   Brown.   Jr..   A083972a. 
Larry  F.  Brown.  A0689872. 
Wayne  H.  Bruns.  AO2071532. 
Roderick   W.   Clarke.   AO707013. 
David  I.  Cleland.  AO1904927. 
Lew  V.  CoaU,  A02214988. 
Charles  C.  Coen.  AOa091584. 
WlUlam  H.  Copp.  A0644798. 
Robert  C.  Corrlgan.  A01862767. 
Harold  M.  Cox,  AOa073485. 
Edward  R.  Cresap.  A01862799. 
Raynolds   Drake.   AO9066358. 
Joseph  K.  Knrigbt.  A01868375. 
Allen  T.  Knslen.  A0185e886. 
Richard  R.  Erbschloe.  AOe3893a. 
Robert  L.  B-dmann.  A01867837. 
George  K.  Easer.  AOa098008. 


Myron  M.  Everton.  AO191031S. 
Urban  A.  Peero,  Jr..  A01S53682. 
Charles  B.  Garrison,  A01867716. 
Calvin  C.  Gaskins,  AC>9383ao. 
Paul  K.  Gordon,  AOl 883868. 
Franklin   R.   Greenspan,   AOe28316. 
James  W.  Hackett.  AOa083411. 
John  R.  Hall,  AOa079348. 
Armond  E.  Harris,  A019 10874. 
Robert  E.  Hays,  Jr.,  AO1910738. 
Andrew   Henry,  AO2078540. 
Ployer  P.  HUl,  AO938075. 
Charles  D.  HoUand,  AO1857a06. 
Francis  A.  Humphreys,  Jr.,  AOI911423. 
Carl  S.  Jennings,  Jr.,  AOe72862. 
Donald  B.  Jones.  AO1858005. 
Duke  S.  Klmbrough,  A0719683. 
Plorlan   T.   Kokoszka.  AO2068411. 
James  N.  LaMont.  A01857711. 
Donald  R.  Lapworth,  AO2090592. 
Raymond  G.  Lawry.  AO1847202. 
Nathaniel  H.  Lebish,  A0836889. 
Sidney  D.  Leverett,  Jr.,  AO1904605. 
Alfred  Z.  Lobell,  AO2098548.      • 
Robert  S.  Lorch,  A01847128. 
Norman  R.  Lucia.  AO1880447. 
Theodore  N.  Mace.  A01911351. 
Oecn-ge   Matecko,   A083318a. 
louis  8.  Mauro.   AO1859604. 
Dwlght  C.  McDowell.  AO944088. 
Francis  H.   McGovern.   A072251S. 
Ernest  A.  Mianecke.  AO2015365. 
Edward   L.  Miller.   AOa074523. 
Deane  H.  MitcheU,  AO704709. 
Alvln  R.  Moorman.  AOeSOOSl. 
Lawrence  D.  Morrison.  A0785719. 
Thomas  D.  Moyle.  A018S7216. 
Augle  T.  Ong,  AO839404. 
WUllam  M.  Palmer.  AO1904732. 
Robert  V.  Rayner,  AO2078678. 
David  E.  Rlppetoe,  Jr.,  AOe42445. 
Hurl  Rlsner.  AO1910646. 
Victor  R.  Robinson,  Jr,..  AO1291580. 
Rigoberto  Rodriguez.  AO2027126. 
Merrill  A.  Rogers,  A0591412. 
Robert  L.  Roesel,  A01862512. 
James  A.  Rowe.  AO1910188. 
Floyd  H.  Russell,  A0788344. 
Thomas  M.  Ryan.  Jr..  A01911731. 
RuBsen  S.  Ryland,  AO1906279. 
Robert  N.  Saye,  Jr..  AO1911050. 
Men  E,  Sayers.  AO1910787. 
Raymond  N.  Sehon.  AOl 847574. 
Dale  Severtson,  AO936056. 
Prank  W.  Shlpman.  Jr.,  A0717523. 
Robert  C.  Shoemaker,  A01848538. 
Clarence  E.  Showers.  AO779640. 
Clyde  S.  Smlthson,  Jr..  AO1903987. 
Elmer  E.  Stanley.  AO20e5031. 
Gerald  W.  Stewart.  A01882616. 
Edwin  A.  StlUwagon,  AO1860003. 
WUllam  L.  Stringer.  AO1904541. 
James  W.  Taylor,  A01857578. 
Maurice  C.  Thomas,  A01911952. 
Gordon  W.  Thompson.  AOSei438b 
WlUlam  M.  Tlmm,  A01848543. 
Calvin  C.  Tipton,  A01858725. 
George  P.  Tourtellot,  AO1911180. 
Elbert  M.  Underwood.  AO2093149. 
Walter  S.  Van  Cleave,  A01911954. 
George  D.  Van  Hubs.  Jr..  A01911467. 
(Arthur  C.  VoudourU,  A01851624. 
Thomas  D.  Wade,  A01862519. 
George  S.  Walters,  A094492g. 
David  E.  Waterbury,  A0942384. 
Charles  A.  Watry.  A0768128. 
James  A.  Webb,  Jr.,  A01856172. 
Jack  M.  Wellinghurst,  A01854529. 
Elbert  W.  Whitehurst,  A01912257. 
Reuben  E.  Williams,  A01854794. 
Walter  A.'  Williams.  AO1910964. 

The  following-named  person  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  in  the  grade 
Indicated,  with  date  of  rank  to  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  608,  Public  Law  381. 
Eightieth  Congress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  of 
1947),  and  section  301.  Public  Law  625. 
Eightieth  Congress  (Women's  Armed  Services 
Integration  Act  of  1948) : 

To  be  second  lieutenant 

JeMle  P.  Nielsen.  AL1860120. 


The  following-named  distinguished  offi- 
cer candidates  for  appointment  in  the  Reg- 
ular Air  Force,  in  the  grade  indicated,  with 
dates  of  rank  to  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  506,  Public  Law  381.  Eight- 
ieth Congress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947) : 

To  be  second  lieutenants 

George  S.  Akers.  A02219417. 

Thomas  E.  Anding.  A02219418. 

Aldred  W.  Jones,  A02219546. 

The  following-named  dUtingulshed  offi- 
cer candidates  for  appointment  In  the  Reg- 
ular Air  Force,  in  the  grade  Indicated,  with 
dates  of  rank  to  be  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  506.  Public  Law  381.  Eightieth 
Congress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947) ,  and 
section  301,  Public  Law  625.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress (Women's  Armed  Services  Integration 
Act  of  1948) : 

To  be  second  lieutenante 
Martha  E.  Ellis,  AL2219490.  ■ 

Norma  Q.  Vanderhelde,  AL221968I. 

The  following-named  distinguished  avia- 
tion cadets  for  appointment  in  the  Regular 
Air  Force,  in  the  grade  indicated,  with  dates 
of  rank  to  t>e  determined  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 506.  Public  Law  381,  Eightieth  Congress 
(Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947) : 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Michael  J.  Adams,  AO222590I. 
Charles  L.  Allen.  AO2225402. 
Nelson  Allen.  AO2224990. 
Glen  W.  Allison.  A02224918. 
Melvin  H.  Anderson,  Jr..  A02226421. 
Edward  L.  Asher,  A02224842. 
Jere  L.  Barnes,  A02224789. 
John  E.  Batten  in,  A0222391S. 
John  P.  Baumann,  A02225647. 
WUllam  W.  Berkman,  A02224569. 
Robert  B.  Blass,  AO2223502. 
Jack  P.  Blomgren,  AO2226910. 
Robert  W.  Bdyden,  A02225154. 
Dean  H.  Branson,   A02225136. 
Nelson  E.  Campbell,  Jr..  AOa22653S. 
John  A.  Carglll.  A02224971. 
Mark  A.   Casmus,  A02226824. 
Eugene   B.   Catherman.   A02224423. 
George  G.  Clausen.  A02225&83. 
Ted  N.  Clay,  AO2225002. 
Byrum  W.  Cooper,  AO2222880. 
Ronald  M.   Davis.  A02225167. 
Jerome  R.  Dodson,  Jr.,  A02225169. 
Jack  E.  Doty.  A02224381. 
Sanford  P.  Dunning.  Jr.,  A02226444. 
Elbridge  P.  Eaton.  Jr.,  A02224399. 
Francis  P.  Plnnegan.  Jr..  AO2225079. 
Ralph  E.  Pyiel,  A022268aa. 
McLean  M.  Grant.  A02224898. 
Russell  D,  Greiner,  A02226311. 
Russell  W.  Grunewald.  A022263ia. 
James  W.  OuUes,  A02aa6673. 
Torr  W.  Harmer,  Jr..  A02225178. 
Sammy  U  Hartman,  A02225422. 
Harold  G.  Hartley,  A02225467. 
Arthur  P.  Hebberger,  A02226558. 
Martin  P,  Henderson.  A023a5178. 
Gerald  E.  Herbener.  Jr.,  A02224888. 
Leonard  O.  HUlebrandt.  Jr..  A022a4759. 
Warren  A.  Holway.  AO22a4S30. 
Emory  R.  Howell,  A02a26464. 
Robert  D.  Howell,  AO22263a0. 
Robert  C.  Hubbard,  A02225557. 
Frederick  B.  Jacobus.  AO2225093. 
James  K.  James.  AO2225036. 
Graeme  B.  Jones.  A02225858. 
Robert  L.  Jones,  AO22aS705. 
Roland  M.  Joslyn.  AO2236051.        ^ 
Frank  J.  Kinney,  AOa23686a. 
Henry  S.  Knudscn,  A03223948. 
Walter  H.  Lane,  A02226326. 
Charles  E  Lewis,  A022a6329. 
Robert  L.  Uttle.  AOa326852. 
Lewis  M.  Lyons,  A022a4872. 
Donald  R.  March.  A02324787. 
James  N.  McClelland,  AO2235048. 
Daniel  8.  Mclntlre,  Jr.,  AOaaa404O. 
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RolMrt  K  Mflnerll,  AO9a9400Q. 
Bobby  J.  Meyer,  A03a354a7. 

wiiunm  R.  ifltebeii,  AoaaaMsa. 

Robert  B.  lioler,  AOaaS5488. 
BlUy  L.  Morrow.  AOaaae486. 
Bdwrt  a.  Naborv,  AOa3367ie. 
James  H.  Negel.  A032a6717. 
Isaac  M.  Newberry.  Jr^  AO2236570. 
Duane  B.  Newton.  AO3a3e065. 
Ronald  O.  O'Connor.  A033255M. 
Chester  J.  Payne.  AO3334400. 
David  a.  Palmer,  AO22a4012. 
Wesley  W.  Pennington.  A022a6493. 
Larry  K.  Plaster,  AO22a4950. 
WUliam  R.  Pogue.  A03a2S627. 
Paul  A.  Renne,  AOSaasesa. 
Don  P.  Rettberg.  A02236868. 
Joseph  V.  Schramm,  AOaa25212. 
Thomas  C.  Smith.  A02a26875. 
Clayton  C.  &iow.  A02236S79. 
-WUllam  P.  Stacy.  AO9a352a0. 
Theodore  M.  Stolk,  A02226918. 
Robert  B.  Stone.  Jr..  AO22a6730. 
LoweU  M.  Strong.  AOa225ia9. 
Jack  W.  Ouggs.  AOa3a4800. 
Cyrus  B.  Sweet  in.  AOa225264. 
Herbert  B.  Tartt.  Jr..  A02a25438. 
AlTin  D.  Thomas.  Jr.,  A022a4643. 
Runell  Q.  Thompson.  AO2224023. 
Robert  M.  Thor,  AOa225507. 
Thomas  A.  Varble.  AO2a25S10. 
WUliam  M.  Volz.  A02226517. 
Reginald  C.  Wagner,  Jr..  A02a25415. 
James  A.  Watklns.  AO2a24029. 
Richard  B.  Warelng.  AO2226740. 
Bayard  D.  Waring.  A02226282. 
Benjamin  M.  Whltaker,  AO2223013. 
Arnold  Whltten.  A02224687. 
Merrill  B.  Wish.  A02226884. 
Xdwln  L.  Williams,  Jr.,  AO2220090. 
Roger  E.  Wright,  A02226224. 
Sam  P.  Toimg.  Jr..  A0222S516. 
Donald  L.  Zawankl,  A02225278. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  January  20, 1953 

The  House  met  at  11:15  o'clock  a.  m.. 
and  was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker 
pro  tempore. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  infinite  and  eternal  Ood.  we 
acknowledge.  gratef;illy,  that  Thou  hast 
been  our  refuge  and  strength  in  ages 
past  and  art  our  only  help  and  hope 
for  today  and  tomorrow;  and  we  now 
beseech  Thee  himibly  and  penitently  that 
Thou  wilt  kindle  within  us  a  sacred 
flame  of  noble  idealism  and  make  our 
minds  and  hearts  the  sanctuary  of  Thy 
love  and  light.  Thy  truth  and  peace. 
And  grant  that  on  this  solemn  and  sacred 
day  in  the  calendar  of  our  national  life 
all  the  citizens  of  our  beloved  country 
may  lift  their  voices  in  joyous  harmony 
to  invoke  the  blessings  of  Thy  grace  and 
favor  upon  Thy  servants,  our  chosen 
representatives,  who  are  to  take  the  oath 
of  office  amd  the  pledge  of  loyalty  and 
service. 

We  pray  that  our  President,  our  Vice 
President,  our  Speaker,  and  all  who  are 
leaders  in  the  affairs  of  government  may 
be  good  men  and  women  ruling  in  the 
fear  of  the  Lord.  May  they  be  faithful 
in  the  performance  of  their  duties;  give 
them  that  favor  and  influence  with  their 
fellow  men  which  come  from  following 
Thee.  Inspire  us.  O  God.  with  a  greater 
desire  to  do  Justly,  to  love  mercy,  and  to 
walk  humbly  with  the  Lord  as  we  strive 
to  bring  in  that  glorious  and  blessed 


day  of  brotherhood  and  of  peace;  and 
hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.    Amen. 

The  Journal   of  the  proceedings   of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 


INTERNATIONAL  LABOR  ORGANIZA- 
TION: REPORT  AND  RECXDMMEN- 
DATION  FX3R  LEGISLATION— MES- 
SAGE FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO. 
65) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  Piesident  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  together  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  accordance  with  the  obligations  of 
the  United  States  of  America  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  International  Labor  Organiza- 
tion. I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  or  such  other  action 
as  the  Congress  may  consider  appropri- 
ate, an  authentic  text  of  a  convention 
(No.  97)  concerning  migration  for  em- 
ployment (revised  1949)  and  an  authen- 
tic text  of  a  recommendation  (No.  86) 
concerning  migration  for  employment 
(revised  1949),  both  of  which  were 
adopted  on  July  1.  1949.  by  the  Inter- 
national Labor  Conference  at  its  thirty - 
second  session,  held  at  Geneva  from 
June  8  to  July  2,  1949. 

I  transmit  also  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  with  regard  to  the  con- 
vention and  recommendation,  together 
with  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
setting  forth  the  coordinated  vie«r  of  the 
Interested  departments  and  agencies  of 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  convention  and 
recommendation.  It  will  be  noted  that 
those  departments  and  agencies  do  not 
recommend  any  Federal  legislation,  as 
they  are  of  the  view  that  existing  Fed- 
eral legislation  is  in  substantial  com- 
pliance with  the  basic  intent  and  pur- 
poses of  the  convention,  including  Annex 
III  thereof,  and  in  addition  conforms  to 
the  most  important  provisions  of  the 
recommendation  and  Annexes  I  and  II 
of  the  convention. 

For  action  and  advice  with  respect  to 
American  Samoa  and  the  Trust  Terri- 
tory of  the  Pacific  Islands,  and  for  trans- 
mission to  the  governments  of  Alaska, 
Guam.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Vir- 
gin Islands  in  order  that  those  govern- 
ments may  give  consideration  to  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  or  other  action. 
I  am  sending  texts  of  the  convention  and 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

Ha«ry  S.  Truman, 
The  White  House,  January  20. 1953. 


(Enclosures:  1.  Authentic  text  of  con- 
vention. 2.  Authentic  text  of  recommen- 
dation. 3.  Report  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  4.  Letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  (copy).) 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  announce  to  the  House 
that  we  will  leave  here  in  a  body  to  go 
out  on  the  oflBcial  platform  for  the 
inaugural  ceremony.  In  order  to  get  on 
the  platform  it  will  be  necessary  for  each 
Member  to  display  his  ofBcial  ticket. 
The  seats  to  be  occupied  by  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives  have 
no  cover,  and  it  is  advisable  for  Members 
to  take  with  them  their  overcoats  and 
hats. 

The  Chair  also  desires  to  state  that, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  101,  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  ceremonies  on  the 
east  front  of  the  Capitol  the  House  will 
stand  adjourned  until  noon  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

The  Speaker  pro  tempore,  preceded  by 
the  Clerk,  will  head  the  procession,  and 
the  Members  of  the  House  will  form  in 
double  column  following  them. 

Thereupon,  at  11  o'clock  and  22  min- 
utes a.  m..  the  Members  of  the  House, 
preceded  by  the  Speaker  pro  tempore 
and  the  Clerk,  proceeded  to  the  east 
front  of  the  Capitol, 


ADJOURNMENT 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Inaugural 
ceremonies  (at  12  o'clock  and  50  min- 
utes p.  m  ) .  the  House,  without  return- 
ing to  its  Chamber,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  101.  stood  in  adjournment 
until  Thursday.  January  22,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

353.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmuting  a  report  setting  forth  the  fi- 
nancial condition  of  working-capital  funds 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  at  June  30. 
1952,  and  the  results  of  their  operation  for 
the  year  then  ended,  pursuant  to  section  405 
(c)  .of  the  National  Security  Act  of  1947. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Anced 
Services. 

354  A  letter  from  the  Administrator. 
Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Control  Act. 
transmitting  the  second  semiannual  report 
on  operations  under  the  Mutual  Defense  As- 
sistance Control  Act  of  1951  (Public  Law 
213.  82d  Cong);  to  the  (Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

355.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  the  final  report  for 
the  fiscal  year  1952  on  the  reasslgnments  and 
transfers  of  property  within  executive  agen- 
cies where  such  reassignment*  and  transfers 
are  between  activities  which  are  financed  by 
different  appropriations,  pursuant  to  section 
202  (f)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin- 
istrative Services  Act  of  1949:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

356.  A  letter  from  the  EMrector,  Executive 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  copy  of  the  semiannual  reports  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  fiscal  year  1952. 
pursuant  to  section  202  (d)  of  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
JjUls  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  WARBURTON: 

H.  R.  1960.  A  bUI  auttaoridng  the  con- 
Btructlon  of  a  highway  bridge  acroas  the 
Chesapeake  ft  Delaware  Canal  at  Summit, 
Del.:  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  J.  Res.  145.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  beginning  on  the  Sunday  before 
Thanksgiving  Day  and  ending  on  the  Sunday 
after  Thanksgiving  Day  of  each  year  as 
Homemakers'  Week;  to  ibt  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANB: 

H.  Res.  104.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  Investigation  and 
study  of  the  alleged  atrocities  committed  on 
the  members  of  the  armed  services  of  the 
United  SUtes  since  the  start  of  the  Korean 
conflict:  to  the  Conunittee  on  Rules. 


PRIVATE  BILLE   AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn. 

Mr.  WARBURTON  introduced  a  bill  (H.  R. 
1970)  for  the  relief  of  Wieslaw  Jan  Bartnickl 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH. 

21.  Mr.  BUSH  presented  a  petition  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Clinton  County,  Pa.,  urging 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  amend 
the  existing  act  of  Congress  so  as  to  make 
the  beneflu  ot  the  Social  Security  Act  avail- 
able to  any  and  all  political  subdivisions  de- 
slrotis  of  adopting  the  said  plan  for  its  of- 
ficials and  employees,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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SENATI 

Wednesday,  January  21,  1953 

The  Senate  met  in  executive  session. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

At  the  beginning  of  a  new  administra- 
tion, let  us  offer  a  prayer  for  the  United 
States,  by  George  Washington: 

Almighty  Ood,  we  make  our  earnest 
prayer  that  Thou  wilt  keep  the  United 
States  in  Thy  holy  protection;  that 
Thou  wilt  incline  the  hearts  of  the  cit- 
izens to  cultivate  a  spirit  of  subordina- 
tion and  obedience  to  government;  and 
entertain  a  brotherly  affection  and  love 
for  one  another  and  for  their  fellow  cit- 
izens of  the  United  States  at  large.  And, 
finally,  that  Thou  wilt  most  graciously  be 
pleased  to  dispose  us  all  to  do  Justice,  to 
love  mercy,  and  to  demean  ourselves  with 
that  charity,  humility,  and  pacific  tem- 
per of  mind  which  were  the  character- 
istics of  the  Divine  Author  of  our  blessed 
religion,  and  without  a  humble  imitation 
of  whose  example  in  these  things  we  can 
never  hope  to  be  a  happy  nation.  Orant 
our  supplication,  we  beseech  Thee, 
through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday,  January 
20,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES   FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina- 
tions were  ccnnmunicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  leaders  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle.  I  am  compelled  to 
leave  the  Senate  floor  at  approximately 
4  o'clock  this  afternoon,  and  I  should 
like  to  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this 
time,  as  in  legislative  session,  that  I  may 
be  excused  from  attendance  on  the  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate  from  that  time  for 
a  period  of  2  weeks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  the  nomi- 
nations of  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  of 
Massachusetts,  to  be  the  representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
United  Nations  with  the  rank  and  status 
of  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary, and  the  representative  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  the  Security 
Council  of  the  United  Nations ;  and  Har- 
old E.  Stassen.  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
Director  for  Mutual  Security,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted : 

By  Mr.  TOBEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

George  W.  Nelson,  and  sundry  other  per- 
sons, for  appointment  in  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard;  and 

Earle  A.  Deily,  and  sundry  other  persons, 
for  permanent  appointment  in  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey. 


CONSIDERATION  OP  EXECUTIVE 
NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  the  Senate  now  in  exec- 
utive session? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
Is  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  TAFT.  What  is  the  business  be- 
fore the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is:  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nominations  of  the  following- 
named  persons  for  the  ofBces  indicated: 

John  Foster  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to 
be  Secretary  of  State. 

George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Herbert  Brownell.  Jr.,  of  New  York,  to 
be  Attorney  General. 

Arthur  E.  Summerfleld.  of  Michigan, 
to  be  Postmaster  General. 

Douglas  McKay,  of  Or^oa,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 


Aiken 

Gore 

Anderson 

Green 

Barrett 

Grlswold 

Beau 

Hayden 

Bennett 

Hendrlckson 

Brlcker 

Hennlngs 

Bridges 

Hlckenlooper 

Bush 

Hill 

Butler,  Md. 

Hoey 

Butler,  Nebr. 

HoUand 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Capehart 

Hunt 

Carlson 

Ives 

Case 

Jackson 

Chavez 

Jenner 

Clements 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Cooper 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Cordon 

Johnston.  S.  C 

Daniel 

Kefauver 

DlrlLsen 

Kennedy 

Douglas 

KUgore 

Duff 

Knowland 

Dworsbak 

Kuchel 

Eastland 

Lancer 

Kllender 

Lehman 

Ferguson 

Long 

Flanders 

Frear 

Malone 

FulbrlgSit 

MansfleUl 

Gillette 

Martin 

Goldwater 

Maybank 

Mr.  CLEli^ 

[ENTS.    lanr 

Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of  Utah,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture. 

Sinclair  Weeks,  of  Massachusetts,  to 
be  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Martin  P.  Durkin,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Mrs.  Oveta  Gulp  Hobby,  of  Texas,  to 
be  Federal  Security  Administrator. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellaa 

MllUkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mimdt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Robertson 

BusseU 

SaltonstaU 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Sparkman 

Stennis 

Symington 

Tsft 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watkina 

Welker 

Wiley 

WlUlams 

Young 

ounce  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gxoacxl  is 
necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Ok- 
lahoma [Mr.  KxBK]  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  SXATHXts]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
Is  present. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise 
and  consent  to  the  nominations  of  the 
persons  whose  names  have  been  read? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  intend 
to  speak  for  a  few  minutes  on  the  prin- 
ciples which,  in  my  judgment,  are  ap- 
plicable in  connection  with  the  con- 
firmation of  nominations  of  persons  to 
be  members  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States. 

I  drove  down  Constitution  Avenue  this 
morning,  by  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, and  I  saw  it  still  standing.  Like- 
wise, the  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
Department  of  Labor,  the  Department 
of  Justice,  the  Department  of  State,  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  of 
Treasury  were  there  in  brick  and  stone, 
as  they  were  yesterday,  and  as  I  am  sure 
they  will  be  for  many  years  to  come.  I 
toiric  Judicial  notice — as  I  think  It  was 
proper  for  me  to  do— -of  the  fact  that  the 
activities  of  those  departments  were  con- 
tinuing as  usuaL  Those  employed  in  the 
departments  appreciate  the  fact  that  no 
emergency  was  created  by  the  failure  to 
confirm  the  nominations  of  the  beads 
of  those  departments  yesterday. 

As  I  recall.  It  was  on  May  7,  1946,  that 
I  presented  to  the  Senate,  I  believe  in 
connection  with  the  nomination  of 
Robert  Hannegan  for  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, a  r^sum^  of  some  research  work 


m 


r^-^. 


W  'i 

I 


464 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  21 


195S 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


465 


■\ 


;t<N*IK, 


♦»' 


W 


!f 


^f?' 


vhldi  occupied  me  for  a  erood  many  days 
prior  to  my  speech  at  that  time  on  the 
history  of  confirmation  fights  In  the 
Senate.  With  the  assistance  of  members 
of  my  staff.  I  had  previously  analyzed  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  the  results  of  that 
research.  We  analyzed  the  history  of 
every  confirmation  fight  in  otir  entire 
history  with  respect  to  which  we  could 
find  any  printed  record.  Without  re- 
peating in  detail  certain  excerpts  from 
that  speech  today,  but  giving  only  a 
risum^  of  it,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  excerpts  from 
the  speech  to  which  I  have  referred.  In 
the  coiurse  of  that  speech  I  also  discussed 
the  Henry  Wallace  nomination. 

There  being  no  objection,  excerpts 
from  the  speech  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcoao,  as  follows: 

That  leads  me  to  the  remarks  which  I  wish 
to  m&ke  In  regard  to  the  testa  which  I  have 
always  applied,  and  always  will  apply,  until 
someone  can  show  that  I  am  In  error,  In  con- 
nection with  the  matter  of  nominations  to 
the  Cabinet.  Earlier  this  afternoon  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  made  some  reference  to 
my  having  voted  for  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Wallace.  At  that  time  I 
tried  to  explain  to  him  that  he  was  mistaken 
as  to  the  tMwis  on  which  I  voted  for  the  con- 
firmation of  that  nomination.  I  shall  now 
try  to  explain  In  greater  detail  the  tests 
which  1  think  should  be  applied  by  the  Sen- 
ate In  considering  nominations. 

At  the  time  of  the  Wallace  nomination  I 
made  as  thorough  a  study  as  I  could  of  the 
question  of  rejections  of  Cabinet  nomina- 
tions In  the  history  of  this  country.  The  rec- 
ord shows  that  there  have  lieen  seven  re- 
jections, out  of  a  total  of  almost  400  nomi- 
nations. One  of  them  occurred  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  Andrew  Jackson;  four  in 
President  Tyler's  administration;  one  in 
President  Johnson's  administration;  and  one 
In  President   Coolldge's   administration. 

When  we  make  an  analysis  of  those  great 
Senate  discussions   we  find.  In  my  humble 
judgment,  that  there  are  four  major  tests. 
and  then  I  think  another  one  which  runs 
through  all  four  of  them.     The  first  is  the 
character  test.     Is  the  man  of  good  charac- 
ter, as  that  term  is  generally  iiaed  by  all? 
Second,  Is  he  one  who  believes  in  our  form 
of  government  and  who  seeks  through  our 
form  of  government  to  bring  about  any  par- 
ticular reform  which  he  advocates?    Third,  Is 
he  one  who  is  not  disqualified  because  of 
■ome  professional    or   personal   or   financial 
Interest  to  the  Job.  so  that  he  cannot  render 
Impartial,  honeat  service?     The  Senate  will 
remember  that  at  the  Ume  of  the  Warren 
controversy  in  1805,  when  President  Coolidge 
had  nominated  Warren  to  be  Attorney  Qpn- 
eral,  the  charge  was  made  that  his  connec- 
tion with  cercain  great  business  interests  or 
organlzaUons  In  the  State  of  Michigan  and 
throughout   the  coimtry  rendered   it   ques- 
Uonable  whether  he  could  meet  the  test  of 
impartiality   as  Attorney   General,   when    It 
came  to  administering  the  anUtrust  laws.    It 
la  not  for  me  to  say  whether  the  Senate  was 
right  or  wrong,  although  on  the  basis  of  a 
study  of  the  record.  I  am  inclined  to  believe 
that  had  I  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  at 
that  time  I  would  not  have  voted  for  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Warren 
1  say  that  because,  looking  at  the  situation 
as  It  Is  now  set  out  to  the  books,  and  records 
I  have  grave  doubt  whether  his  professional 
connecUona  met  the  test  I  have  Just  men- 
tioned. 

Than,  of  course,  there  la  the  fou  th  test  of 
mental  soundness.  At  the  time  of  the  de- 
**•*•  S2»"'*  nomtoatlon  of  Mr.  Wallace  when 
I  dlsLllpiil  thla  particular  t«at  with  some  of 
my  R^lttMlcan  coUeagues,  one  said  to  me 
-What  do  yo(u  mean  by  that.  Wayne?  Do" 
you  mean  Uuit  he  just  la  not  nuts?'    i  said 


"What  I  mean  is  that  the  teat  of  mental 
soundness,  as  we  apply  It  to  the  law,  should 
he  applied  to  any  Cabinet  nominee  or  to  any 
nominee  propoeed  by  the  President  for  any 
office." 

I  applied  what  I  consider  to  be  the  four 
major  historical  tests  to  the  Wallace  nomi- 
nation, and  in  my  honest  judgment  he  met 
the  tests,  and  on  the  basis  of  those  tests 
I  voted  for  the  confirmation  of  his  nomi- 
nation. 

On  the  basis  of  those  tests  I  will  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Hannegan,  unless 
I  can  be  shown  that  he  does  not  meet  those 
tests. 

There  Is  also  a  fifth  test  which  I  think 
we  must  take  Into  account,  nsonely.  the  so- 
called  test  of  competency.  It  Is  a  highly 
subjective  test.  It  Is  one  which  miist  be 
watched  in  its  application  lest  there  be  a 
possibility  that  one  may  be  infiuenced  by 
partisanship.  I  think  It  is  sometimes  rather 
easy  for  us  to  assume  that  the  fellow  In  the 
other  party  is  not  competent,  when  what  we 
mean  Is  that  his  success  has  shown  his  out- 
standln ;;  competency  to  our  party's  dis- 
advantage. Nevertheless.  I  think  it  is  true 
that  when  we  function  under  the  advice  and 
consent  clause  of  the  Constitution,  insofar 
as  the  conflrraation  of  nominations  is  con- 
cerned, we  should  give  weight  to  the  ques- 
tion of  competency,  from  the  standpoint  of 
whether  in  the  particular  Job  for  which  the 
President  has  appointed  an  individual  he  will 
be  able  to  render  service  which  will  be  for 
the  public  good  and  will  protect  the  interest 
of  our  citizenry  as  a  whole.  I  felt  that 
Mr.  Wallace  met  that  test,  and  I  have  yet  to 
be  shown  that  Mr.  Hannegan  does  not  meet 
It. 

However.  I  think  it  Is  only  fair  that  we  have 
at  least  a  committee  hearing  on  the  nomi- 
nation, to  study  the  nominees  qualifications 
from  the  standpoint  of  meeting  these  tests. 

Senators  may  disagree  with  me  in  respect 
to  Its  application  as  a  legal  proposition,  but 
let  me  point  out  that  the  advice-and-con- 
sent  clause  of  the  Constitution  is  in  the 
form  of  language  of  limitation.  The  ap- 
pointive authority  is  given  by  the  Constitu- 
tion to  the  President.  Hence,  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch] 
In  essence.  I  think.  If  I  correctly  understood 
the  remarJcs  he  made  a  few  minutes  ago.  I 
agree  If  by  those  remarks  he  meant  that  a 
presumption  exists  in  favor  of  a  Presidential 
nomination.  I  say  that  because  we  do  not 
have  Joint  appointive  authority  with  the 
President.  The  framers  of  the  Constitution 
did  not  use  such  language. 

What  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  did 
say.  In  speaking  of  the  Presidential  appoin- 
tive power,  was — 

"He  shall  have  power,  by  and  with  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Senate,  to  make 
treaties,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  concur;  and  he  shall  nominate,  and 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  shall  appoint  ambassadors,  other 
public  mtoisters  and  consuls.  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  all  other  officers  of  the 
United  States." 

In  my  Judgment  the  advlce-and-consent 
language  of  the  Constitution  Is  language  of 
limitation.  It  means  that  the  presumption 
should  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  President, 
unless  we  find  that  the  parUcular  nominee 
falls  short  in  respect  to  one  of  the  tests  I  have 
enumerated.  There  is  nothing  among  those 
tests,  and  I  find  nothing  in  the  debates  on 
the  great  historic  cases,  which  would  Justify 
the  making  of  any  finding  on  the  basis  al 
partisanship.  By  that  I  mean  that  I  do  not 
think  we  have  a  right  to  sit  here  and  do 
either  one  of  two  things:  First,  object  to 
the  nomination  of  a  Cabinet  officer  because 
we  do  not  like  his  politics  or  because  he  Is 
of  a  poUtlcal  party  different  from  ours.  I 
think  we  should  act  nonpartlsanly,  from  that 
standpoint.  Neither  do  I  think  we  are  justi- 
fied in  applying  the  test  "Would  we  appotot 


him  If  we  were  to  the  appointing  position?" 
That  right  was  not  given  to  us  by  the  advlce- 
and-consent  clause  of  the  Constitution.  The 
framers  of  the  Constitution  did  not  say.  "The 
President  and  a  majority  of  the  Senate  shall 
appoint  Cabinet  officers." 

Neither  do  I  think  a  Cabinet  nomination 
should  be  made  use  of  in  the  Senate  foir 
carrying  on  political  warfare  against  the 
President,  regardless  of  the  party  to  which 
he  may  belong.  I  do  not  intend.  In  con- 
nection with  the  consideration  of  any  Cabi- 
net ap[>ototment,  to  seek  to  make  politi- 
cal capital  out  of  it.  I  do  not  think  a 
single  thing  said  today  by  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  DonnellJ 
would  Justify  any  such  Interpretation  of  his 
remarks.  However,  such  Interpretations  al- 
ready have  been  made  on  the  fioor  of  tlM 
Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  In  that 
speech  in  1945  I  pointed  out  that  in  all 
the  confiimation  fights  in  the  Senate  in 
relation  to  Cabinet  positions,  there 
seemed  to  be  the  following  major  crite- 
ria along  with  others  more  minor  which 
the  Senate  applied.  Those  criteria  can 
be  summarized  in  these  quotations: 

Is  this  particular  nominee  loyal  to  our 
lovm  of  government? 
I.s  he  a  man  of  good  character? 
Is  he  a  man  who  possesses  the  com- 
petency to  carry  forward  the  policies  of 
the  President? 

Is  he  mentally  sound? 
Does  he  in  any  way  have  a  personal  or 
selfish  Interest  in  connection  with  the 
particular  position  to  which  he  has  been 
nominated  which,  from  the  standpoint 
of  public  policy,  would  disqualify  him  in 
any  respect  for  the  oflice? 

In  the  main,  I  believe  that  if  we  ex- 
amine all  the  confirmation  fights  in  the 
history  of  the  Senate,  we  shall  find  that 
those  criteria  have  been  the  ones  which 
have  guided  the  Senate. 

In  the  1945  speech  I  pointed  out  that 
under  the  advice-and-consent  clause  of 
the  Constitution  the  Senate  does  not 
have  the  power  of  appointment.  It  is 
not  a  question  whether  or  not  a  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is  appointing 
to  his  Cabinet  a  man  whom  any  Senator 
would  appoint  if  he  were  the  appointive 
power.  The  advice-and-consent  clause 
of  the  Constitution  in  respect  to  the  con- 
flrmaUon  of  nominations  of  Cabinet  offi- 
cers has  naught  to  do  with  any  power  of 
the  Senate  to  appoint.  Under  the  Con- 
stitution the  appointing  power  vests  in 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  repeat  today  in  essence  what  I  said 
In  1945.  I  have  no  right  to  take  the  posi- 
tion, in  connection  with  a  single  one  of 
these  nominations,  that  I  will  not  vote  for 
the  nominee  because  I  do  not  Uke  his 
poUcies;  that  I  will  not  vote  for  him  be- 
cause he  is  not  the  one  I  would  appoint; 
or  that  I  will  not  vote  for  him  because  i 
think  his  appointment  might  place  me 
in  a  posiUon  in  which  I  would  find  my- 
self at  issue  with  him  on  the  merits  of 
certain  proposals  which  might  subse- 
quently come  to  the  Senate.  I  have  no 
right  to  pass  that  kind  of  judgment  on 
any  one  of  the^  nominees. 

I  made  a  similar  statement  In  1945  in 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Henry 
Wallace.  I  knew  full  well,  when  I  an- 
nounced in  1945  that  I  would  support 
the  nomination  of  Henry  Wallace,  that  I 
would  be  subjected  to  criticism  from 
those  who  felt  that  he  should  not  be 


appointed  because  they  did  not  like  his 
policies.  It  was  not  a  question  of 
whether  I  liked  his  policies  or  not.  It 
was  a  question  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
met  the  tests  of  the  historical  criteria 
which  have  been  applied  in  connection 
with  confirming  the  nominations  of  Cabi- 
net members. 

At  the  time  the  Senate  confirmed  the 
nomination  of  Henry  Wallace  the  so- 
called  Progressive  Party  movement  had 
not  started  In  this  coimtry.  I  did  not 
hear  a  word  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
or  in  the  cloakrooms  at  the  time  of  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Wallace  which  reflected  at  all  upon  his 
political  Ideology  or  raised  any  question 
as  to  his  Americanism.  To  the  con- 
trary, the  consensus  of  opinion  among 
all  those  with  whom  I  talked  was  that 
he  was  an  ardent  New  Dealer.  He  was 
probably  one  of  the  most  ardent  of  all 
the  New  Dealers.  The  fact  that  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle,  so  far  as  political  phi- 
losophy was  concerned,  we  were  unani- 
mously of  the  opinion — and  I  empha. 
size  the  word  "unanimously" — that  some 
of  the  basic  tenets  of  the  New  Deal  were 
not  in  keeping  with  what  some  of  us 
considered  to  be  sound  constitutional 
liberalism,  had  nothing  whatsoever  to 
do  with  the  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  we  should  vote  for  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Henry  Wallace. 
To  the  contrary,  one  of  the  questions 
before  us  at  the  time  was:  Is  he  loyal 
to  our  form  of  government?  Inciden- 
tally. I  did  not  hear  anyone  in  1945 
raise  any  question  about  his  loyalty. 
But.  of  course,  Mr.  President,  I  will  say 
today  that  I  believe  he  was  mistaken  in 
his  political  judgment  and  as  to  how  the 
policies  which  he  advocated  should  be 
carried  out. 

No  question  was  raised  as  to  his  char-* 
acter.  I  heard  no  one  question  his  char- 
acter. I  would  not  question  his  char- 
acter or  his  loyalty  if  the  same  nom- 
ination were  before  us  today. 

As  to  his  competency  to  carry  out  tiie 
policies  of  the  then  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  believe  anyone 
could  question  it.  At  least  I  felt  at  the 
time  he  had  competency  to  carry  out  the 
policies  of  the  then  President  of  the 
United  States.  There  was  no  showing 
that  he  had  any  selfish  economic  inter- 
est m  the  position  which  would  disqual- 
ify him.  Therefore.  I  said  I  would  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  his  nomination. 

Of  course,  I  have  since  learned  that 
when  one  stands  up  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  fights  for  what 
he  considers  to  be  soimd  constitutional 
principles,  including  the  principle  of 
checks  and  balances  in  our  Government, 
he  must  expect  to  be  misunderstood  and 
abused,  and  sometimes  he  must  expect 
also  to  be  criticized  as  being  motivated 
by  a  spirit  of  vindictiveness  or  revenge 
or  retaliation.  But  more  of  that  a  little 
later. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  Uke  to  finish 
my  remarks  first.  Then  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  yield. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  the  Rec- 
ord will  show  th&t  in  my  previous  state- 
ment on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject  of  cosifirmaUon 
xcrx 80 


I  indicated  my  belief  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  is  entitled  to  have 
his  official  family  consist  of  men  in  whom 
he  has  confidence  and  men  whom  he  be- 
lieves will  carry  out  the  policies  which 
will  characterize  his  administration. 

After  an  analysis  of  the  record  which 
was  submitted  to  us  when  the  Senate 
convened  yesterday  at  noon  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  nominees  whose  nomina- 
tions were  sent  to  us  yesterday  meet  the 
tests  I  have  just  enumerated.  I  have 
one  question  to  ask  later  in  regard  to 
one  of  them,  because  I  do  not  believe 
the  record  is  entirely  clear  about  it.  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  cleared  up  quickly. 
But  speaking  of  them  as  a  group  I  do 
believe  the  nominees  meet  the  criteria 
which  I  have  mentioned.  I  believe  the 
President  of  the  United  States  is  entitled 
to  have  their  nominations  confirmed. 

I  think  also,  Mr.  President,  that  each 
Member  of  this  body  was  entitled  at  least 
to  have  what  I  sought  yesterday,  namely, 
an  opportunity  to  study  the  record  af- 
fecting each  one  of  them.  Having  had 
that  opportunity  we  can  today,  as  we 
come  to  a  vote  on  the  nominations,  feel 
assurance  in  the  knowledge  that  we  are 
fulfilling  our  representative  responsi- 
bilities to  the  people  of  our  States.  We 
can  be  confident  that  we  have  kept  faith 
with  the  trust  Inherent  in  the  oath  which 
we  took  when  we  were  sworn  in  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  that  we  would  act  on 
the  basis  of  our  judgment,  not  on  the 
basis  of  accepting  without  analysis  the 
Judgment  of  a  committee  of  the  Senate. 

That  leads  me  to  make  a  few  brief 
comments  about  the  position  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  took  yes- 
terday. Of  course,  he  is  well  aware  of 
the  fact,  and  was  well  aware  of  it  yes- 
terday, when  he  took  a  position  in  oppo- 
sition to  immediate  confirmation  in  the 
face  of  the  great  desire  to  speed  through 
the  nominations  so  that  we  could  go  out 
to  see  the  beautiful  and  symbolic  inau- 
gural parade,  that  there  would  be  those 
who  would  say  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  was  motivated  by  a  spirit 
of  vengeance,  retaliation,  or  vindictive- 
ness. 

Those  who  know  me,  of  course,  were 
aware  that  I  would  take  the  position  I 
took  yesterday  irrespective  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  Senate  in  regard  to  what 
I  considered  to  be  my  rights  in  connec- 
tion with  committee  assignments. 

My  action  yesterday  was  based  entire- 
ly on  my  conviction  that  hasty  action  in 
confirming  Cabinet  nominees  is  a  mis- 
take and  not  in  the  public  interest.  I 
shall  continue,  as  I  have  in  the  past, 
to  support  my  colleagues  on  the  Repub- 
lican side  of  the  aisle  and  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  aisle  when  I  consider 
them  to  be  right,  and  to  oppose  them 
when  I  consider  them  to  be  wrong.  Mr. 
President,  others  may  differ  with  my 
Judgment,  as  some  did  yesterday,  but  not 
all  in  the  Senate  yesterday  disagreed 
with  me.  judging  by  the  17  Members  of 
this  body  who  up  until  noon  today  had 
said  to  me,  either  in  personal  conversa- 
tion or  over  the  telephone,  that  they 
were  glad  I  took  the  position  I  did  yes- 
terday. They  expressed  views  agreeing 
with  me  that  it  was  Important  that  the 
principle  of  checks  and  balances  to  our 
Gtoverxunent,  which  I  cndeftTored  to  up- 


hold yesterday,  ^ould  be  protected. 
They  know  that  I  was  not  then,  and  am 
not  now,  activated  by  the  motivations 
that  some  attributed  to  me. 

But,  be  that  as  it  may.  my  skin  is  thick 
when  it  comes  to  such  matters.  I  am 
not  afraid  of  being  defeated,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  do  things  necessary  to  be  re- 
elected if  doing  those  things  cannot  be 
squared  in  my  judgment  with  the  po- 
litical principles  in  which  I  believe. 

Mr.  President,  many  people  share  the 
point  of  view  which  I  expressed  yester- 
day. I  have  received  many  telegrams 
also  of  the  opposite  nature— critical  tele- 
grams— but  I  have  received  a  good  many 
telegrams  which  endorsed  the  position  I 
took  yesterday.  I  have  taken  a  sampling 
of  them,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent, 
without  the  names  of  the  senders  being 
printed,  to  have  the  telegrams  inserted 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Denver.  Goto.,  January  21,  1953. 
United  States  Senator  Watnz  Morse, 

United  States  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  Please  know  that  in  not  fur- 
thering the  approval  of  the  unknown  men 
nominated  for  Eisenhower's  Cabinet  you  act- 
ed with  the  usual  Incisive  genius  America  ha« 
come  to  expect  of  you.  Again  you  demon- 
strated your  brilliance  and  unparalleled  grasp 
of  the  difficult  problems  facing  our  Nation; 
your  action  wasn't  abysmal  aslninity.  Tour 
selfless  sacrifice  will  doubtless  be  well  re- 
warded. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  January  20,  1953. 
Senator  Watne  Morse: 

If  what  I  hear  Is  true,  you  are  blocking  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Wilson  to  President's  Cabi- 
net Isecause  his  interest  In  Oeneral  Motora, 
I  congratulate  you.    Stick  to  your  guns. 

Indianapolis  Ind..  January  21,  1953. 
Senator  Watnx  Morse, 

Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  Cabinet  stand.     Cven 
Harding  didn't  dare  pick  17  millionaires.     Go 
after  tjxis  clay-footed  outfit. 

Arvixne,  N.  Y.,  January  21, 1953, 
Senator  Watne  Moasx. 

Senate  Office  Buildiiig, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  honest  and  forth- 
right stand  on  the  side  of  our  basic  concept 
of  American  law.  America  looks  to  you  to 
help  slow  down  reaction  from  running 
rampant  over  the  tried  and  workable  prin- 
ciple of  governmental  checks  and  balances. 
We  respect  your  lone  stand  against  being  a 
rubl)er  stamp. 

Grand  Rahm,  Mich.,  Janumry  20, 1953. 
Senator  Watnx  Mobsb, 

Senate  Offloe  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
God  bless  the  few  who  remember  the  many. 
Listened  to  reports  of  you  during  recent  cam- 
paign. Admired  then  as  now  your  firm  stand 
on  iM-lnciple.  This  was  reafHrmed  by  your 
refusal  to  stand  with  "Tpopular"  majortty  in 
steamrollering  through  Klsenhower  CaUnei 
appolntmenta,'^  Congratulations. 

PaaaBoiA.  CaLxr..  Joiuiary  21, 1953. 
Senator  ^Katnb  lioasa, 
SenmU  Offlee  BitOdtrnf. 

WmaMmtrton.  t>.  C»* 
As  a  UfeloDg  and  active  Democrat  and  • 
ilrVTiti><t  to  tlM  last  two  National  Denoeratis 
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Conventions,   I   congratulate   you   on  jour 
stand  tocUy.    May  God  blew  you. 

Elkhait,  Ins..  January  20,  1953. 
Senator  Watnk  MoasE, 

Senate  o/  the  United  States, 

Washington,  D.  C: 

We  admire  you  In  January  as  we  did  In 

November.    Congratulations  and  best  wishes. 

CoLUMBtTS,  Ohio,  January  20,  1953. 
Senator  Watnx  MoasE. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations  from  four  young  Demo- 
crats on  your  courageous  stand  today   and 
also  your   Integrity   shown   through  recent 
campaign. 

Sak  PaANciaco,  Calif..  Jamisry  21,  1953. 
Senator  Watne  Mobse, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 

Your  courageous  record  for  truth  prompts 
following:  President  asked  Americans  to  put 
"country  above  self."  Wilson's  failure  to  sell 
Btock  indicates  "money  above  country." 
Pear  Wilson's  example  serious  loss  of  morale 
to  troops  called  upon  for  supreme  sacrifice. 
As  veteran  I  trust  you  will  block  his  appoint- 
ment.   Best  wishes. 

Chattanooga,  Tknn.,  January  20,  1953. 
Bon.  Watne  Morse, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
We  commend  you  for  your  courageous 
stand  in  repulsing  an  array  of  official  ar- 
rogance not  matched  since  they  tried  to  con- 
vict Andy  Johnson.  More  power  to  you.  We 
win  need  you  next  to  help  save  TVA  from 
ova  new  "government  of  men." 

San  Fxancisco.  Calit..  January  21,  1953. 
Senator  Watne  Mosse, 

Senate  Office  Building: 

Stick  to  your  guns.  You  are  many  times 
more  right  than  you  even  Imagine.  Thank 
Ood  for  your  independence. 

Vat  Nitts,  Calif. 
Senator  Watne  Mobse: 

Congratulations  on  courageous  stand 
checking  arrogant  Wall  Street  usurpation 
American  democracy. 

Loa  Angeles,  Calit.,  January  20,  J9S3. 
Senator  Watne  Moasx: 

Your  action  regarding  confirmation  most 
excellent.  Congratulations.  We  are  behind 
you.    Let  us  not  bow  to  corruption. 

Oklahoma  Crrr,  Oxla.,  January  21,  1953. 
Senator  Watne  Mo«se: 

Dig  them  again,  Wayne,  we  are  with  you 
all  the  way. 

Chicago,  III.,  January  21,  1953. 
Senator  Watne  Mobse: 

In  view  of  the  censure  you  may  receive 
because  of  your  action  of  January  20.  might 
we  say  we  think  you  are  terrific.  Wish  we 
lived  in  Oregon  so  we  could  vote  for  you  in 
1956. 

Washimoton.  D.  C,  January  20,  1953. 
Senator  Watnb  Mobsz, 

Sendte  Office  Building: 
Thank  Ood  we  have  one  Senator  with  guts 
enough  left  who  will  question  the  Incom- 
ing Cabinet  as  to  their  fitness  to  hold  office. 
This  is  according  to  the  Republican  Eightieth 
Congress'  own  law.    Keep  the  good  work  up. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  one  Inci- 
dent occurred  since  yesterday  which  I 
iOeUeve  ought  to  be  made  a  matter  of 
record.    I  believe  It  to  be  a  very  symbolic 
,  Incident.    It  is  one  which  every  one  of 


the  Members  of  the  Senate  should  be  on 
guard  against.  It  represents  a  type  of 
emotionalism  and  hysteria  which  exists 
in  certain  quarters  of  our  country,  and 
which  does  not  augur  well  for  the  pro- 
tection of  our  basic  liberties  and  free- 
doms. 

Late  yesterday  afternoon  I  received 
the  following  telegram  from  a  citizen. 
He  says : 

This  is  from — 

He  gives  his  name  and  address — 

After  your  talk  today  and  after  so  great 
an  inaugural  address  by  Dwlght  D.  Elsen- 
hower, our  President,  I  condemn  you  as  a 
Communist.     Prove  to  me  otherwise. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  comment 
on  the  telegram  if  in  my  Judgment  it 
were  not  indicative  of  a  growing  danger 
in  our  country.  Because  I  believe  it  rep- 
resents the  type  of  reaction  which  mast 
be  stopped  aborning.  I  sent  the  following 
telegram  in  reply: 

I  am  turning  your  wire  over  to  the  FBI 
and  respectfully  advise  that  I  shall  hold  you 
legally  responsible  for  any  further  such 
slanderous  statements. 

By  special  messenger  I  sent  the  fol- 
lowing letter  to  J.  Edgar  Hoover: 

Deab  Mb.  Hoovxb:  I  am  enclosing  a  wire 
which  I  have  received  from — 

I  give  the  man's  name — 

I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  my  reply.  I  re- 
spectfully request  that  a  check  be  made  into 
his  actions,  because  I  think  It  Is  Important 
that   such    irresponsible   and    false    charges 


say  that 
our  con- 
but  one 
the  ten- 
Commu- 
of  opln- 


I  give  his  name — 

has  made  In  his  wire  be  stopped.     I 
as  a  loyal  American  who  believes  In 
Btltutlonal  system   of   government, 
who   views   with   growing   concern 
dency   to   smear   liberals   as   being 
nlsts  if  they  express  any  difference 
ion  with  the  new  administration. 
With  best  wishes  always. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Watnx  Mobse. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say.  In  fair- 
ness to  the  sender  of  the  telegram  to  me, 
whose  name  I  shall  not  disclose,  that  I 
am  today  sending  to  Mr.  Hoover  two 
other  telegrams  I  received  today,  one  re- 
ceived from  this  Individuals  wife  and 
another  received  from  the  Individual 
concerned.  I  can  understand  how  a  fel- 
low human  being  In  the  heat  of  anger 
might  thoughtlessly  do  what  this  fellow 
American  did  yesterday  in  sending  his 
slanderous  telegram  to  me.  His  reflec- 
tion on  his  own  conduct,  following  receipt 
of  my  telegram.  Is  perfectly  satisfactory 
to  me,  and  I  am  of  forgiving  heart  as  a 
Christian.  So  I  am  today  asking  Mr. 
Hoover  to  make  no  investigation  of  this 
Individual.  In  view  of  the  telegram  I  re- 
ceived from  the  individual's  wife  and  the 
telegram  I  also  received  from  him  today. 
The  telegram  I  received  from  his  wife 
reads  as  follows: 

DCAB  Sn:  My  htuband  when  he  sent  the 
telegram  waa  under  the  influence  o:  liquor. 
Please  accept  our  apologies. 

The  subsequent  telegram  received 
from  the  sender  of  the  original  telegram 
reads  as  follows: 

Please  accept  my  humble  apology. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  Important  to  sep- 
arate the  individuals  involved  in  these 


Incidents  from  the  principles  involyed. 
It  is  of  no  moment  that  the  present  crit- 
icism is  made  of  me  as  an  Individual,  but 
It  Is  Important  to  protect  the  purity  of 
our  governmental  system  that  In  the  ab- 
sence of  fact,  those  holding  positions  In 
the  Federal  Gtovernment  should  not  be 
subjected  to  the  kind  of  slanderous  at- 
tack to  which  this  individual  subjected 
me.  A  few  incidents  of  that  kind.  If  the 
same  lesson  Is  taught.  I  believe  will  be 
of  advantage  in  checking  this  dangerous 
threat  to  liberty  and  to  free  speech  and  to 
all  the  other  basic  guaranties  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights  which  we  need  to  protect. 

Mr.  President.  I  close  my  general 
statement  regarding  the  nominations 
with  this  statement:  In  my  Judgment, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  him- 
self rebutted  any  argument  in  favor  of 
quick  action  yesterday  on  the  Cabinet 
appointments,  when  he  did  not  see  fit  to 
send  to  the  Senate  the  nomination  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  I  say  that  be- 
cause if  there  were  anything  to  the 
emergency  argument,  I  believe  it 
would  be  fair  for  us  to  assume  that  the 
ixjsition  of  Secretary  of  Defense  would  be 
one  of  the  first  positions  to  receive  early 
action  by  the  Senate.  Of  course  If  action 
or  that  Cabinet  position  could  wait  until 
after  the  parade  and  until  later  this 
week.  I  submit  that  action  on  the  other 
Cabinet  positions  also  could  wait  until  we 
had  time  to  study  them. 

I  wish  to  make  this  comment  upon 
the  nomination  for  Secretary  of  I^fense, 
for  I  understand  that  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  will  go  further  Into  the 
matter  tomorrow.  Of  course.  If  I  were 
still  a  member  of  that  committee,  I 
would  discuss  with  it  the  principle  which 
I  now  wish  to  enunciate.  In  my  Judg- 
ment, the  underlying  principle  Involved 
in  the  question  of  confirming  the  nomi- 
nation for  Secretary  of  Defense  Is  not  at 
all  a  question  of  law  but  Is  a  question  of 
public  policy  which  would  not  be  changed 
one  iota  by  the  existence  or  nonexist- 
ence of  the  present  statute  on  the  law 
books.  The  question  Is  one  of  public 
policy  which  goes  to  the  fact  that  as 
of  approximately  Jult  1.  W52.  General 
Motors  Corp.  had.  In  round  numbers, 
$2,900,000,000  worth  of  defense  contract* 
with  the  Defense  Establishment. 

Mr.  President.  General  Motors  Corp. 
has  done  a  magnificent  Job  in  connec- 
tion with  those  defense  contracts.  It 
has  made  a  great  deal  of  money,  too. 
As  of  December  1,  General  Motors  Corp. 
had  in  the  neighborhood  of  $5,000,000,000 
of  defense  contracts  with  the  Defense 
Establishment.  In  fact.  I  am  very  re- 
liably Informed.  I  believe,  that  the 
figure  Is  closer  to  $5,000,000,000  than 
to  $4,000,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  basic  prin- 
ciple In  the  administration  of  American 
Justice,  namely,  that  when  we  come  to 
qualify  Jurors  for  service  on  a  Jury  a 
lawyer  does  not  have  to  waste  a  precious 
peremptory  challenge  In  eliminating 
from  the  panel  a  prospective  Juror  who 
has  the  slightest  financial  Interest  In  the 
outcome  of  the  case.  The  court  does 
that  for  him;  the  court  removes  such  a 
prospective  Juror  for  cause.  That  Is 
done  because  we.  as  a  free  people,  have 
always  taken  Judicial  notice  that  when 
one  sits  In  judgment  on  a  matter  It  Is 
asking  a  little  too  much,  or  at  least  It 
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is  testing  htiman  frailties  to  a  point  that 
is.  not  safe  in  tlie  Interest  of  good  gov- 
ernment, to  have  representing  Justice 
and  representing  government  In  a  seat 
of  judgment  pei  sons  who  might  benefit 
financially  from  the  outcome  of  the  case. 
We  also  recogni:'^  that  there  are  a  great 
many  persons  vho,  having  such  an  In- 
terest, would  lean  over  backward  against 
their  own  inter«!st,  which  would  not  be 
fair  to  them.  It  does  not  follow  that  If 
there  Is  placed  on  a  jury  an  American 
who  has  some  ir.terest  In  the  outcome  of 
the  case  his  action  will  be  motivated  in 
the  slightest  degree  to  benefit  himself. 
To  the  contrary,  each  Member  of  the 
Senate  knows  -hat  there  are  a  great 
many  of  our  fellow  citizens  who.  If  we 
left  them  on  a  jury  under  those  circum- 
stances, would  :ean  over  backward  and 
would  do  them.' elves  an  injury  by  pro- 
ceeding to  take  a  position  in  which  they 
would  give  to  the  litigant  a  benefit  in  the 
case  to  which,  on  the  merits,  he  would 
not  be  entitled.  Some  people  serving  as 
jurors  would  do  so  in  order  that  no  one 
could  say  they  were  motivated  in  any 
way  by  any  selfish  interest  of  their  own. 
So.  Mr.  President,  in  the  administration 
of  this  rule  of  justice  it  is  equally  im- 
portant that  w<  protect  the  prospective 
juror  against  himself,  as  It  is  that  we 
protect  the  litigant  against  a  Juror  who 
might  not  lean  over  backward  to  do 
justice  to  the  litigant. 

Thus.  Mr.  President,  I  say  that  In  the 
case  of  the  WlLon  nomination,  the  only 
criterion  which  disturbs  me  Is,  not  the 
criterion  of  his  loyalty  to  our  coiontry. 
not  the  criterion  of  his  character,  not 
the  criterion  of  his  devotion  to  the  poli- 
cies of  the  President,  but.  rather,  the 
criterion  of  whether  as  a  matter  of  public 
policy  it  Is  wise  and  sound,  in  the  ab- 
stract— without  any  reference  to  the 
specifics  of  this  case — to  confirm  the 
nomination,  as  Secretary  of  Defense,  of 
one  who  has  be<  n  president  of  a  company 
which  has  such  a  tremendous  financial 
Interest  In  the  administration  of  the 
defense  contrai:ts  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  have  said  I  would 
not  yield  until  I  have  finished  my  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  President.  I  recognize  the  delicacy 
of  even  a  discu;»lon  of  a  set  of  facts  such 
as  these,  because  I  have  no  desire  to 
Impute  any  Improper  motive  to  Charles 
Wilson.  I  war  t  to  discuss  the  case  as  an 
abstract  problem  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  perfonallty  of  an  Individual 
concerned.  We  ought  to  hold  ourselves 
to  the  discus.' Ion  of  the  public-policy 
principle  Involved.  It  makes  no  differ- 
ence to  me,  Mr.  President,  what  changes 
may  be  made  In  the  existing  law  or  what 
techniques  of  form  one  might  advocate 
adopting,  the  controlling  fact,  so  far  as 
the  public-poll:;y  question  Is  concerned. 
Is  that  this  individual  has  been  president 
of  a  corporation  that  has  tremendous 
Interests  In  defense  contracts.  There- 
fore, I  think  someone  else  ought  to  be 
appointed  Secretary  of  Defense,  no  mat- 
ter what  formiil  changes  or  changes  In 
form  may  be  made  In  the  law.  Why? 
Because,  colloquially  speaking,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, under  the  circumstances,  he  Is 
"behind  the  eU.ht  ball"  before  he  starts. 


He  Is  bound  to  be  suspect,  no  matter 
what  he  does  within  the  Department  of 
Defense,  in  any  matter  that  can  be  di- 
rectly or  Indirectly  related  to  General 
Motors.  Find  some  other  post  for  him. 
but  not  this  one. 

To  say  that  he  would  merely  agree  to 
disqualify  himself  when  it  came  to  pass- 
ing upon  any  matter  affecting  General 
Motors  would  not  satisfy  millions  of  our 
people.  He  would  still  be  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  his  subordinates  would  be 
passing  on  General  Motors  interests  in 
defense  contracts.  I  do  not  think  it  fair 
to  him  or  fair  to  the  President  that  he 
should  be  placed  in  such  a  position,  nor 
is  it  fair  to  those  of  us  who  must  vote 
upon  the  question  of  confirming  the 
nomination.  I  want  to  vote  to  confirm 
everyone  whom  the  President  nomi- 
nates for  his  Cabinet,  if  I  can  possibly 
do  so.  but  I  want  the  President  also  to 
think  of  the  position  we  are  in.  I  want 
him  to  keep  in  mind  that  the  facts  of 
this  particular  case  are  such  that  mil- 
lions of  Americans.  In  my  Judgment,  are 
going  to  say,  "I  care  not  what  kind  of 
modification  may  be  made  to  the  exist- 
ing law.  It  still  would  have  been  better 
public  policy  not  to  nominate  and  con- 
firm a  man  whose  company  has  that 
particular  Interest  In  defense  con- 
tracts." In  my  opinion,  this  financial 
interest  of  General  Motors  is  much  more 
serious,  Mr.  President,  than  the  other 
common  criticism  one  hears  of  this  par- 
ticular nomination,  and  that  Is 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  that  point?  The  Sena- 
tor speaks  of  this  as  a  nomination.  It 
Is  not  a  nomination  today.  Mr.  Wilson 
has  not  been  nominated.  There  Is  no 
nomination  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
will  be  able  to  get  the  floor  in  his  own 
right  when  I  finish.  He  Is  technically 
correct,  there  Is  no  nomination,  although 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  has  been 
meeting  and  holding  hearings  on  Mr. 
Wilson.  I  believe  it  would  be  accurate 
to  say  that  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee has  been  proceeding  upon  the  as- 
sumption, shall  I  say,  that  Mr.  Wilson 
is  the  nominee -designate,  and.  In  my 
Judgment,  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee has  been  justified  In  relying  on  that 
representation.  There  Is  no  question 
about  the  fact  that  the  American  peo- 
ple have  also  been  led  to  assume  that 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson  will  be 
sent  to  the  Senate. 

So,  completing  the  statement  I  was 
about  to  make.  I  think  the  question  of 
public  policy  in  regard  to  the  financial 
Interest  of  General  Motors  In  defense 
contracts  Is  much  more  Important — at 
least  It  gives  me  much  more  concern, 
Mr.  President — than  another  common 
criticism  one  hears  of  this  particular 
proposed  nomination.  I  refer  to  the 
fact  that  General  Motors,  along  with 
du  Pont.  Is  presently  at  least  Involved  In 
one  of  the  major  antitnist  suits  filed  by 
our  Government.  That  does  bother  me, 
also  as  far  as  Wilson's  nomination  is 
concerned,  although  I  do  not  think  It 
Is  of  such  serious  importance  as  the 
financial  Interest  objection.  However.  It 
is  serious.  Here  again.  I  think  It  a  mis- 
take to  nominate  for  a  Cabinet  position 
one  who  has  been  president  of  a  com- 


pany that  is  Involved,  at  least  until  the 
suit  is  dropped — if  it  is  dropped — In  a 
trending  antitrust  suit.  I  would  assiune — 
and  I  think  it  a  fair  assumption — that 
if  that  suit  were  pressed  to  prosecution 
and  trial,  somewhere  along  the  line  the 
past  president  of  General  Motors  .would 
be  called  as  a  witness;  in  which' event 
I  can  hear  people  say — and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  wise  to  permit  such  a  situation 
to  develop — that  when  a  Cabinet  member 
is  one  of  the  witnesses  in  a  major  anti- 
trust suit,  his  fellow  Cabinet  member 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  ad- 
ministering the  law  would  at  least  be 
in  a  somewhat  embarrassing  position. 
At  least  many  people  feel  that  they  would 
be  embarrassed  under  the  same  circum- 
stances, even  though  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral might  not  be. 

I  know  full  well,  Mr.  President,  how 
unpleasant  It  is  to  discuss  these  mat- 
ers, and  I  do  not  do  it  happily.  How- 
ever, in  conformity  with  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  my  responsibility  as  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States,  so  long  as  I 
sit  here,  I  shall  consider  that  I  owe  It 
to  the  people  of  my  State  at  least  to 
raise  these  questions.  I  desire  to  say 
further  that  I  stand  ready  today,  sub- 
ject to  what  may  develop  in  debate,  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nations that  were  sent  to  the  Senate  yes- 
terday by  the  President,  except  that  I 
should  like  to  have  a  httle  clarification 
In  the  Record  as  to  one  case.  I  refer  to 
the  financial  holdings  of  the  nominee  for 
Secretary  of  Treasury  and  the  relation- 
ship of  those  holdings  to  his  responsi- 
bilities. 

I  close  by  saying  that  I  am  as  well 
aware  of  the  fact  that  many  of  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  do  not  share  my 
views,  as  I  am  that  many  do.  I  want  to 
say  to  them  all  that  I  Intend  to  con- 
tinue to  discuss  the  questions  Involved  In 
this  and  other  Issues  on  the  basis  of  the 
principles  on  which  I  have  sought  to  dis- 
cuss this  delicate  subject  this  morning. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
largely  answered  the  question  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  had  in  mind.  I 
think  we  all  realize  that  In  the  future 
there  may  be  severe  differences  of  opin- 
ion as  to  policies,  but  the  question  be- 
fore us  at  this  time  is  whether  these  men 
are  loyal  Americans  and  whether  there 
Is  Involved  any  violation  of  the  Consti- 
tution or  of  any  existing  law.  Of  course, 
most  of  us.  I  am  sure,  feel  that  the  Presi- 
dent Is  entitled  to  his  choice,  because  he 
will  be  respoiisible  for  the  policy. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  has  always  been 
the  position  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  since  he  has  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate,  on  the  confirmation  of  all 
nominations  for  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  PresWeot.  these  nomi- 
nations are  all  before  the  Senate  en  Uoc. 
If  any  Senator  wishes  any  of  them  sep- 
arately considered.  I  should  like  to  know. 
Otherwise,  they  will  be  eocfkrmed  en  btoe. 

Ifr.  MAONUSON.  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  trvai  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yieldL 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
bare  read  with  a  great  deal  of  interesfi 
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the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior-designate, Douglas  McKay.  I  do 
not  wish  to  delay  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination,  but,  after  reading  his  testi- 
mony in  answer  to  questions  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  and  of  my  junior  colleague 
from  the  State  of  Washington  [Mr. 
Jackson  ]  on  the  question  of  public  power 
and  of  statehood  for  Alaska,  I  find  that 
his  views  are  so  opposed  to  my  views  and 
concepts  of  public  power  and  its  develop- 
ment in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  that  I 
should  like  the  record  to  show  that  fact. 
"  Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  want  vrt  delay  the  consideration  of 
the  nomination  o?  Mr.  McKay.  I  ap- 
preciate the  fact  thit  the  President  has 
a  right  to  make  appointments,  but  I  feel 
that  M".  McKay's  views  on  the  very  seri- 
ous qu^^tion  of  the  development  of  power 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest  and  on  the  ques- 
tion of  statehood  for  Alaska  are  so  differ- 
ent from  the  views  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest,  as  I  interpret  them,  that  I 
want  the  record  to  be  perfectly  clear,  so 
that  we  will  all  know  that  if  he  becomes 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  these  views  will 
be  pursued. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSK  Mr.  Prekdent,  at  a  later 
time  I  intend  to  discuss  m  a  number  of 
speeches  in  the  Senate  some  of  the  views 
expressed  by  the  former  governor  of  my 
State  on  the  questions  mentioned  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington.  Although 
former  Governor  McKay  and  I  are  on 
what  are  generally  referred  to  in  my 
State  as  the  opiwsite  sides  of  many  polit- 
ical issues,  I  have  the  highest  respect  for 
him  as  a  man,  and  the  highest  respect  for 
his  honesty  and  sincerity  of  purpose. 
He  is  a  clean,  loyal,  fine  American. 

My  differences  with  Mr.  McKay  are  on 
the  merits  of  many  questions,  including 
some  involving  our  national  resources. 
I  read  with  great  care  his  testimony  be- 
fore the  committee  a  few  days  ago,  and 
I  find  myself  so  completely  at  odds  with 
him  on  the  implications,  as  I  understood 
them,  of  some  of  his  conunents,  that  I 
want  the  Rkcord  to  show  today  that  I 
disagree  with  him  on  the  merits  of  cer- 
tain issues  involving  the  natural  re- 
sources of  our  country.  But  he  is  highly 
competent  to  carry  out  what  I  believe  to 
be  the  policy  of  the  new  administration 
in  the  field  of  natural  resources,  and, 
therefore,  in  my  judgment,  highly  quali- 
fied to  serve  as  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington that  I  have  been  working  on  a 
speech  which  I  thought  I  might  deliver 
today,  prior  to  the  confirmation  of  this 
particular  nomination,  but,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, that  speech  should  wait,  because  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  qualifications 
of  Mr.  McKay  to  serve  as  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

Although  some  unkind  words  have 
passed  between  us  in  the  past  in  connec- 
tion with  Oregon  politics,  I  say  to  Mr. 
McKay  from  this  fioor  today  that  he  has 
my  sincere  congratulations  and  my  best 
wishes  for  a  very  successful  and  happy 
administration.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able, 
on  the  basis  of  evidence  we  shall  present 
to  him  from  time  to  time,  to  cause  him 


to  agree  with  us  on  the  merits  of  at  least 
some  of  the  positions  liberals  take  on 
natural  resources  problems. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
feel  about  former  Governor  McKay  the 
same  as  does  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
I  cast  no  reflection  upon  his  character 
or  his  ability  to  do  the  job  but  I  want  the 
Record  to  show  that  the  implications  of 
his  answers  are  so  contrary  to  what  I 
think  is  the  correct  policy  for  the  devel- 
opment of  our  natural  resources  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest,  that,  with  no  reflec- 
tion upon  the  man  himself.  I  shall  vote 
to  confirm  his  nomination,  subject  to 
this  clarification  of  views. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.   MAGNUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senat.or  has  a 
right  to  dif.  er  with  former  Govt-rnor  M  ;- 
Kay  as  to  his  policies,  of  course 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  wanted  the  Rec- 
ord to  show  that,  like  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon,  I  think  Mr.  McKay  is  a 
man  of  great  integrity  and  ability  and 
has  made  a  fine  record  as  governor. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  does  not 
say,  does  he.  that  Mr.  McKay  is  opposed 
to  the  construction  and  operation  of 
power  dams  by  the  Federal  Government 
in  the  Paciflc  Northwest? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  read  very 
carefully  his  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  cannot  quite  understand 
the  implications  of  his  statement.  His 
public  statements  after  he  accepted  the 
nomination  or  the  call  from  the  Presi- 
dent-elect were  somewhat  inconclusive. 
I  feel  that  his  statements  in  regard  to 
the  turning  over  of  the  development  of 
public  power  dams  to  private  resources 
and  the  sale  of  revenue  bonds  are  so 
much  in  conflict  with  my  conception  of 
what  should  be  done  in  the  Pacific  North- 
west that  his  policy  and  mine  will  be  in 
complete  conflict. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  like  the 
Senator  from  Washington.  I  wish  to  be 
recorded  with  regard  to  certain  of  the 
views,  as  I  read  them,  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior-designate,  former  Gov. 
Douglas  McKay.  As  Members  of  the 
Senate  know,  I  have  always  been  a  strong 
believer  in  the  conservation  and  the  pub- 
lic development  of  our  rapidly  dwindling 
natural  resources  which,  in  my  opinion, 
belong  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  which  should  be  developed  and  oper- 
ated for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

I  have  read  the  testimony  of  former 
Governor  McKay,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
in  many  ways  it  is  contradictory,  and 
that  the  implications,  as  I  understand 
them,  are  that  he  is  definitely  not  in  fa- 
vor of  furthering  public  development  of 
the  water  resources  of  the  country  and 
that  he  is  not  as  vigorous  in  his  pursuit 
of  the  conservation  of  our  other  natural 
resources  as  I  should  like  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  be. 

I  believe  in  the  conservation  principles 
of  great  Americans,  such  as  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt,  the  Plnchots,  Har- 
old Ickes,  Oscar  Chapman,  and  I  want  to 


see  the  policies  they  advocated  pursued. 
I  do  not  wish  to  see  them  scuttled  or  re- 
duced to  the  detriment  of  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  Even  if 
water  power  resources  are  turned  over  to 
units  of  government  other  than  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  I  am  anxious  that 
proper  safeguards  be  provided  in  any 
license  that  is  granted  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission. 

I  know  that  Governor  McKay  has  said 
that  he  believes  in  the  principles  enun- 
ciated by  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 
but.  in  my  opinion,  the  Members  of  the 
Senate,  and  all  other  Americans,  are 
justified  in  watching  to  see  what  happens 
and  in  endeavoring  to  make  certain  that 
the  interests  of  the  people  in  the  natural 
resources  of  the  country  are  not  bartered 
away  or  given  away  to  the  detriment  ol 
the  people. 

So  I  wish  to  be  recorded  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  I  have  expressed. 
I  hope  there  will  be  careful  scrutiny  of 
all  the  acts  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

I  .shall  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Gov.  Douglas  McKay  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place.  I  believe  strong- 
ly in  the  four  criteria  that  have  been 
enunciated  by  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Morse  1.  I 
believe  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  save  under  unusual  circumstan- 
ces, some  of  which  may  come  before  us 
in  the  next  few  days,  should  be  given 
a  free  hand  in  selecting  the  men  and 
women  who  will  carry  out  his  policies. 
I  believe  also  that,  from  everything  I 
have  heard,  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior-designate, Governor  McKay,  is  a 
man  of  high  character  and  of  good  in- 
tentions. Therefore,  after  making  the 
record  as  I  have  made  it,  I  am  willing 
to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
It  is  unnecessary  to  rise  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  to  defend  Governor  McKay 
in  any  respect.  His  life  is  an  open  book. 
Anyone  may  read  its  pages  and  de- 
termine for  himself  how  this  high- 
minded  public  servant  has  written  his 
views — many  of  them,  we  can  be  thank- 
ful, by  action. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  put  any  words 
Into  the  Governors  mouth.  As  time 
goes  along,  he  will  express  himself — and 
he  can  express  himself.  However.  I  did 
sit  through  the  hearing  when  the  Gov- 
ernor was  before  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs.  A  fair  read- 
ing of  the  testimony  taken  at  that  hear- 
ing will  indicate  areas  wherein  the  Gov- 
ernor differed  from  those  who  believed  in 
socialized  power.  I  am  certain  that  he 
does  differ  with  them,  and  I  am  happy 
that  he  does.  I  am  happy  to  join  him 
in  that  position.  He  said  very  frank- 
ly that  he  believed  that  public  power 
and  private  power  could  and  should 
operate  together,  and  he  called  atten- 
tion to  an  operation  now  being  conducted 
in  the  Paciflc  Northwest  where  there  l4 
such  cooperation. 

Mr.  President.  I  suggest  that  there  is 
a  broad  difference  between  public  power 
and  Federal  public  power. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  I  also  attended  the 
hearings  when  Governor  McKay  was  be- 
fore the  committee.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
his  statement  of  views  on  the  question 
we  are  discussing  was  in  substantial  ac- 
cord with  the  Republican  National  Plat- 
form of  1952? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  understood  that 
that  was  the  purport  of  his  statement. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wished  to  make  it 
clear  that  Gcvernor  McKay  revealed 
himself  in  full  accord  with  the  1952  Re- 
publican platfcrm  on  matters  under  the 
jurisdiction  cf  the  Interior  Department. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yi<'ld? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  I  read  the  testi- 
mony, the  Rejiublican  platform  on  the 
question  of  the  development  of  public 
power  was  read  to  the  Governor,  and  he 
s^aid  that  he  wholeheartedly  agreed  with 
the  Republican  platform,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  what  I  am 
calling  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  is  in  the  testi- 
mony. I  happen  to  disagree  with  it.  and 
that  is  the  rea.son  for  my  statement. 

Mr.  CORDON.  A  question  has  been 
raised  with  re.spect  to  the  views  of  Gov- 
ernor McKay  in  connection  with  what 
were  termed  revenue  bonds  and  similar 
securities.  Inasmuch  as  it  has  been 
necessary  to  take  an  extra  day  in  order 
to  read  the  record,  let  us  take  a  little 
time  to  analyze  it.  When  that  is  done. 
it  will  be  found  that  Governor  McKay 
called  attention  to  certain  statements 
made  in  the  Paciflc  Northwest  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  indicating  that  the  Ad- 
ministrator was  in  favor  of  the  creation 
of  a  local  public  entity  to  take  over  the 
electric  power  generation  systems  of  the 
Northwest  now  operated  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

If  the  record  Is  read,  it  will  be  found 
that  Governor  McKay,  commenting  on 
the  statement  by  Dr.  Raver,  said  he  had 
talked  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Ore- 
i;on  30  days  before  the  Raver  statement 
was  made,  and  that  the  Raver  statement 
reflected  the  statement  of  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon.  That  is  a  correct 
statement. 

Since  the  conversation  to  which  he 
referred.  Dr.  Raver  has  made  his  state- 
ment, and  later  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior made  a  statement.  Let  me  now 
add  that  all  of  them  are  correct.  I  did 
request  the  studies  to  be  made,  looking 
toward  doing  what  I  believe  should  be 
done,  and  looking  toward  doing  that 
which  is  contained  in  the  platform  of  the 
Republican  Party,  and  so  presented  to 
the  American  people  by  the  present  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  namely,  the 
basic  proposition  of  trying  to  achieve 
partnership  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  State  or  other  local  en- 
tities, and  getting  local  areas  not  only 
to  obtain  benefits,  but  also  to  assume 
responsibility. 

Before  this  session  of  Conpress  is  over, 
I  hope  to  present  to  the  Senate  legisla- 
tion to  carry  out  that  very  salutary 
proposition. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 


Mr.  MALONE.  The  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  are  both  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. I  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
testimony  of  E>ouglas  McKay.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  he  was  for  Gov- 
ernment development  of  multiple  pur- 
pose projects  when  It  was  not  consistent 
for  private  enterprise  to  develop  such 
projects.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  also  understood 
Governor  McKay  to  say  that  when  such 
projects  were  completely  paid  off,  he 
favored  having  such  projects  belong  to 
the  States  or  the  areas  in  which  they 
were  located. 

Mr.  COREKDN.  I  do  not  recall  that 
statement.  It  well  may  be  that  it  was 
made.  It  would  be  along  the  lines  of 
Governor  McKay's  thinking,  as  I  under- 
stand it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  In  other  words,  he 
favored  having  the  States  run  their  own 
business,  after  the  obligations  the  Gov- 
ernment incurred  in  financing  a  project 
had  been  discharged,  instead  of  having 
the  central  government  run  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  cannot  answer  the 
Senator's  question,  because  my  memory 
is  not  clear  that  that  matter  was  ad- 
verted to  in  the  hearings,  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  run  through  them  at  the  moment 
in  order  to  answer  the  question.  How- 
ever, that  statement  would  be  in  con- 
formance with  the  general  tenor  of 
Governor  McKay's  views. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  a  practical  matter, 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Malone]  is  correct. 
A  reclamation  bureau  district  in  a  cer- 
tain Western  State  would  go  into  debt  for 
40  or  45  years.  However,  after  the  obli- 
gation is  paid  up.  the  project  goes  back 
to  the  local  people.    That  is  basic. 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  should  go  back.  It 
does  not.  but  it  should. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Presimiably  when  the 
obligation  of  $40,000,000  or  $60,000,000 
is  paid  up  at  the  end  of  45  years  or  44 
years,  the  property  is  then  supposed  to 
go  to  the  people  who  are  using  the  water 
for  irrigation. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  must  differ  with  the 
Senator  as  to  whether  or  not  that  is  the 
law.  I  think  it  should  be  the  law.  and 
I  hope  we  shall  see  the  day  when  it  will 
be  the  law. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  believes,  along  with  many 
other  members  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs,  that  very 
soon  Congress  must  lay  down  a  policy 
with  regard  to  public  power. 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  is  no  question 
about  that.  I  think  everyone  is  agreed 
on  that. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  would  like  to  see  such  a 
|X)licy  laid  down.  In  his  own  State  there 
is  a  project  which  is  almost  completely 
paid  out.    I  refer  to  the  Lahanton  proj- 


ect. It  is  the  best  mortgage  security  in 
any  bank  in  the  .world.  However,  we 
have  been  unable  to  get  the  title  trans- 
ferred to  the  people  of  the  district.  That 
is  a  very  important  thing. 

Furthermore,  with  respect  to  Boulder 
Dam — now  Hoover  Dam — the  Govern- 
ment is  plarming  to  take  the  revenues 
from  that  project  following  the  comple- 
tion of  the  payments.  It  is  planned  to 
have  the  Government  keep  the  project 
and  spend  the  income  throughout  the 
United  States.  It  so  happens  that  that 
dam  is  located  in  Arizona  and  Nevada^ 
The  Grand  Coulee  project  is  in  Washing- 
ton. There  are  other  such  projects  in 
Oregon  and  other  States.  However,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  believes 
that  when  those  projects  are  paid  out. 
the  income  from  them  should  go  to  the 
State  or  the  area  in  which  the  projects 
are  located.  The  Hoover  Dam  loan  is 
now  one  of  the  best  bank  loans  in  Ameri- 
ca. It  is  paying  3  percent  interest,  which 
is  more  than  the  Government  pays.  The 
Income  from  such  projects  should  go  to 
the  States  or  areas  in  which  the  projects 
are  located,  and  not  to  Washington,  for 
the  benefit  of  some  other  areas,  or  pos- 
sibly for  expenditure  in  Europe,  to  build 
dams  in  Italy  or  some  other  country. 
Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  philosophy  is  the 
same  as  the  philosophy  entertained  by 
the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  from  Col- 
orado I  Mr.  MiLLiKiNl  spent  many 
months  Interviewing  various  persons  and 
meeting  with  the  platform  committee. 
The  committee  drafted  a  platform  for 
the  Repubhcan  Party.  When  the  people 
of  the  United  States  voted  for  Mr.  Eisen- 
hower for  President,  they  voted  for  that 
Republican  platform.  The  question  I 
wish  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  this:  Will  the  nominee, 
Mr.  McKay,  carry  out  the  platform 
adopted  by  the  Republican  Party  and 
voted  for  by  the  people? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Of  course  I  cannot 
put  words  in  his  mouth,  but  I  have  every 
faith  that  he  will  carry  It  out.  If  we  do 
not  want  him  to  follow  through  on  the 
basis  of  the  platform  under  which  the 
President  was  elected  and  a  majority  was 
given  to  the  Republican  Party  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  then  let  us  not  con- 
firm the  nomination. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Cabinet  member 
and  also  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  carry  out  the  policy  fixed  by 
the  Congress?  The  Congress  will  lay 
douTi  policies  \^ith  respect  to  reclamation 
matters  and  the  development  of  our  re- 
sources. The  officials  of  the  Government 
in  the  executive  departments  should 
carry  out  the  policies  laid  down  by  the 
Congress.  Of  course,  the  President  has 
the  right  to  reconunend.  Does  not  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  agree  with  my 
statement? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  appears  to  be  a 
sound  statement  of  our  constitutional 
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separation  of  legislative  and  executlye 
powers. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  It  has  been  my  observa- 
tion Uiat  a  Cabinet  ofQcer  has  a  tremen- 
dous amount  of  influence  on  public  opin- 
ion; and  eventually  public  opinion  will 
drift  into  this  Chamber,  too. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  like  to  make 
one  further  brief  statement,  and  then  I 
shall  be  throxigh. 

When  Governor  McKay  appeared  be- 
fore the  committee,  he  made  one  very 
si?niflcant  statement,  and  followed  it 
with  an  example,  so  that  all  might  un- 
derstand what  he  was  talking  about. 
The  Governor  said,  in  substance,  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  local  xmits,  such  as 
a  State,  or  an  area  less  in  size  than  a 
State,  should  ask  the  Government  lo  do 
that  which  it  could  do  for  itself.  Illus- 
trating his  point,  he  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  his  own  State  and  my  State 
of  Oregon  sulTered  a  terrific  holocaust 
In  1934  in  the  Are  loss  of  14,000.000.- 
000  board-feet  of  standing  timber.  He 
pointed  out  that  the  State  had  gone 
about  the  rehabilitation  of  that  terrifi- 
cally biuTied-over  area  without  request- 
ing aid  from  any  other  source,  and  that 
the  State  Itself  fioated  the  bonds  for  the 
rehabilitation  and  is  spending  the  money 
reforesting  the  area.  It  is  doing  so 
wholly  as  a  State  project.  Governor 
McKay  pointed  out  that  the  value  of  the 
timber,  when  it  comes  in.  will  be  ade- 
quate to  reimburse  the  State.  That  is 
his  idea  of  local  interests  and  local  gov- 
ernments looking  aroimd  and  trying  first 
to  help  themselves.  I  hope  we  can  all 
Indulge  that  policy.  I  consider  it  an 
honor  to  have  an  opportunity  to  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Governor  McKay  to  he  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

B4r.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  did  not  have  the 
opportunity  or  the  pleasure  of  knowing 
Governor  McKay  prior  to  the  time  he  ap- 
peared before  our  committee.  However, 
let  me  say  that  I  shall  be  delighted  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  his  nomina- 
tion, because  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  would  like  to  see  a  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  who  does  not  believe  in 
further  expanding  the  powers  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  particularly  those  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  who 
does  not  believe  in  building  an  empire 
within  that  Department 

Likewise,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  delighted  to  see  a  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  who  is  a  former  governor, 
holding  that  there  are  certain  rights' 
which  the  States  reserved  to  themselves 
under  the  Constitution,  and  believing 
that  the  State  government  has  a  very 
proper  place  in  oiu*  American  system. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
never  been  one  to  believe  that  there  are 
any  powers  belonging  to  the  Federal 
Government  other  than  those  which  were 
directly  spelled  out  in  the  Constitution 
or  clearly  implied  therefrom.  That  issue 
has  been  before  us  on  various  occasions. 
There  are  some  who  believe  that  there 
are  great  paramount  rights  and  inherent 
powers  possessed  by  the  Federal  Govern. 
ment,  to  be  found  nowhere  in  the  Con- 
stitution, on  the  theory  that  the  States 


did  not  create  and  join  a  Union,  but  that 
the  Federal  Government  existed  long 
prior  thereto.  That  is  a  theory  about 
which  many  of  us  never  heard  prior  to 
the  time  we  came  to  the  United  States 
Senate.  Yet  there  are  those  who  believe 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  vast 
inherent  powers,  to  be  found  nowhere  In 
the  Constitution,  either  explicitly  stated 
or  clearly  implied,  or.  for  that  matter, 
even  remotely  implied  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  Is  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  those  are  danger- 
ous theories  of  government.  He  believes 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  occu- 
pies a  very  important  position,  too  im- 
portant a  position  to  entrust  to  one  who 
would  pursue  such  theories.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  believes  that  the 
rights  which  the  States  reserved  to  them- 
selves when  they  joined  *^he  Union  should 
be  respected  and  likewise  that  such  rights 
exist  in  favor  of  all  the  States  which 
came  into  the  Union  thereafter. 

Therefore  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  happy  to  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  a  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  who  indicates  a  de- 
sire to  return  to  the  theory  of  the  Con- 
stitution, namely,  that  the  powers  of 
the  Federal  Government  are  limited,  and 
who  believes  that  the  States  have  a  very 
proper  and  important  function  to  carry 
out.  that  their  rights  should  be  respected, 
and  that  we  should  all  cooperate  in 
helping  the  States  perform  the  obliga- 
tions which  they  owe  to  their  citizens. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  with  respect  to 
the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior-designate.  Douglas  McKay, 
there  should  be  placed  in  the  Record, 
so  that  it  will  be  clear  what  we  are  talk- 
ing about,  the  Republican  platform 
plank  so  ably  authored  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Mn,LiKiN]  on  the  question  of  western 
reclamation  and  western  development. 
I  happened  to  author  the  Democrat  plat- 
form plank  on  the  same  subject. 

I  may  say  that  we  are  in  some  dis- 
agreement on  the  matter  I  believe  that 
we  ought  to  be  clear  about  what  Mr. 
McKay  believes  in.  He  unequivocally 
endorses  the  Republican  platform.  In 
part  the  platform  provides: 

We  vigorously  oppose  the  effort*  of  this 
national  administration,  In  California  and 
elsewhere,  to  undermine  State  control  over 
water  use,  to  acquire  paramount  water  rights 
without  Just  compensation,  and  to  establish 
all-powerful  Federal  socialistic  valley  au- 
thorities. 

I  presume  that  Mr.  McKay  in  endors- 
ing the  platform,  is  opposed  to  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority.  I  am  in  favor 
of  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  In  a  moment  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield.  He  was  asked  a 
quescion  with  respect  to  the  tidelands 
issue.  On  page  12  of  the  hearing  he 
was  asked  this  question  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr 
Anderson  J : 

What  do  you  think  about  tidelands? 

He  replied: 

I  am  on  the  side  of  Texas  and  Louisiana. 


It  is  oiUy  natural  that  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  should  vote  for  his  con- 
firmation. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wish  to 
express  my  opinion  on  this  matter  for 
the  record.  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
for  former  Governor  McKay's  integrity, 
but  I  feel  the  record  should  show  that 
we  are  going  to  run  into  a  head-on  fight 
if  Mr.  McKay  attempts  to  carry  out,  aa 
I  am  certain  he  will  attempt  to  do,  the 
views  which  he  has  expressed  on  the 
question  of  further  development  of  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  I  merely  want  the 
record  to  l)e  clear. 

Mr.  LONG  and  Mr.  CHAVEZ  addressed 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  wish  to 
delay  the  confirmation  of  his  nomina- 
tion, and  I  shall  not  insist  on  a  separate 
yea-and-nay  vote.  I  merely  want  to 
make  the  record  clear. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  Very  frequently  we  talk 
about  speaking  for  the  record.  We  had 
an  inaupuration  yesterday. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  was  there,  and 
so  was  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  General  Elsenhower 
was  emphatically  elected  by  the  people 
of  the  United  States  at  the  November 
election. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    That  Is  correct 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  The  people  of  the  coun- 
try were  familiar  with  the  Republican 
platform.  They  also  were  familiar  with 
the  Democratic  platform.  Based  on  that 
knowledge,  the  people  emphatically 
voted  for  General  Elsenhower  for  Presi- 
dent. I  do  not  understand,  therefore, 
why  a  Cabinet  officer  in  the  present  ad- 
ministration would  not  carry  out  the  Re- 
publican platform.  The  American  peo- 
ple knew  what  they  were  doing,  or  at 
least  I  hope  they  knew  what  they  were 
doing.  They  emphatically  elected 
Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower  President  of  the 
United  States  ba.sed  on  that  platform 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President, 
every  time  I  look  at  the  distinguished 
occupant  of  the  chair  or  think  of  yes- 
terday I  am  forced  to  be  reminded  of 
that  fact.  I  merely  wanted  the  record 
to  show  my  views  on  the  subject.  That 
is  all  I  attempted  to  do.  I  have  no  ob- 
jecUon  to  Mr.  McKay  personally,  and  I 
have  the  highest  regard  for  his  integrity 
and  ability.  I  am  sure  of  his  seal  to 
carry  out  the  Republican  platform 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Washington  realizes  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  is  not  the  only 
one  who  agrees  with  the  former  Gover- 
nor of  Ore!?on  with  reference  to  his  posi- 
tion on  the  Udelands  question.  A  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate,  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  RepresentaUves,  90  percent  of 
the  governors  of  our  States,  and  90  per- 
cent of  the  attorneys  general,  among 
whom  there  is  a  very  good  personal 
friend  of  the  Senator,  all  agree  with  that 
view. 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  understand;  and 
I  am  in  complete  disagreement  with 
them  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  be- 
lieve the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Washington  has  made  his  pctsltion  very 
clear  at  this  time,  and  I  believe  he  had 
made  it  clear  previously  »s  well.  How- 
ever. I  wish  it  to  be  crystal  clear  that  the 
position  of  the  distinguished  former 
Governor  of  Oregon  on  both  Issues,  as 
made  clear  years  ago.  did  not  seem  to 
present  any  great  trouble  in  his  being 
elected  Governor  by  his  own  people. 

I  remember  perfectly  well  that  I  sat 
as  a  member  of  the  Senate  committee 
which  heard  testimony  on  the  proposal 
to  create  a  Columbia  Valley  Authority, 
which  would  follow  in  general  the  lines 
laid  down  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority. I  remember  perfectly  well  that 
the  distinguished  former  Governor  of 
Oregon,  who  now  has  been  nominated  to 
he  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  appeared 
before  our  committee  and  testified  very 
.strongly  to  the  effect  that  he  felt  that 
the  five  States  whose  areas  lie  partly  or 
wholly  within  the  basin  of  the  Columbia 
River  had  substantial  rights  and  inter- 
ests, and  he  felt  that  he  did  not  want 
those  rights  to  be  bypassed,  and  did  not 
want  the  water  rights,  which  have  so 
much  to  do  with  the  economic  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  those  States,  to 
be  .submerged  beneath  an  all-powerful 
Federal  set-up. 

He  did  not  announce  his  position  after 
the  adoption  of  the  campaign  document 
which  has  been  mentioned  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator,  but  years  before  he 
made  it  cry.stal  clear.  Since  that  time, 
as  I  recall,  he  has  been  highly  honored 
by  the  people  of  his  fine  State  of  Oregon. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  distin- 
puished  Sermtor  from  Washington  also 
to  the  fact  that  at  this  hearing  there 
appeared  the  distinguished  Governor  of 
his  own  State  of  Washington.  Several 
times  since  then,  and  earlier,  he  has  been 
honored  by  the  people  of  his  State  by  be- 
ing elected  Governor.  He.  along  with 
the  Governor  of  Idaho,  and.  as  I  recall, 
the  governors  of  all  the  States  affected. 
took  that  position.  Certainly  it  is  an 
honorable  position.  Apparently  it  is  a 
position  which  is  highly  regarded  by  the 
people  in  the  area  which  is  directly 
iiffected. 

So  far  as  the  Senator  from  Florida  Is 
concerned  he  feels  that  the  distinguished 
former  Governor  of  Oregon.  Mr.  McKay, 
made  his  record  long  ago.  long  before 
the  plank  was  written  into  the  1952  Re- 
publican platform.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  welcomes  the  fact  that  the  dis- 
tinguished former  Governor  of  Oregon 
IS  consistent  and  Is  still  following  the 
course  of  action  which  he  followed  then, 
and  which  the  distinguished  Governor 
of  Washington  followed  then  in  appear- 
mv.  before  our  committee  to  make  their 
position  abundantly  clear. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Piesldent.  u-ill 
thp  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAJJD.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  in  a  moment.  If  Senators  will  in- 
dulge me  for  a  little  while  I  should  like 
to  advert  to  the  .so-called  tidelands  ques- 
tion. I  recall — and  I  am  very  sure  that 
my  recollection  is  correct — that  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Washington  ap- 
peared before  the  Senate  committee  and 


very  strongly  supported  the  position 
which  the  States  involved  have  taken 
and  which  was  set  forth  in  the  bill  which 
was  passed  by  both  Houses  of  Congress 
last  year,  namely,  that  the  States  are 
entitled  to  have  preserved,  confirmed, 
and  reestablished  their  rights  in  connec- 
tion with  their  coastal  shoestring  of  land 
and  water,  and  that  it  is  not  safe  or  sound 
democratic  government  for  their  local 
coastal  problems  to  be  assumed  and 
taken  over  by  Federal  authority.  The 
people  of  those  States  felt  that  it  was 
not  good  government  to  force  them  to 
come  to  Wa.shington,  remote  as  it  Is.  to 
find  out  whether  they  could  build  sewage 
lines  which  are  necessary  to  serve  their 
cities,  or  could  put  in  outlets  for  indus- 
trial waste,  or  could  set  up  controls  for 
their  fisheries  or  .sponge  industry,  or  for 
various  other  industrial  activities,  or  to 
determine  whether  submerged  sand  and 
gravel  or  oyster  shell  could  be  used  for 
coastal  development,  or  whether  sub- 
merged lands  in  the  shallow  areas  could 
be  improved  or  become  developed  taxa- 
ble property,  or  whether  piers  could  be 
constructed,  or  whether  any  such  devel- 
opment could  be  made  to  serve  as  an 
addition  to  the  important  economy  of 
the  maritime  States. 

The  reason  for  mentioning  the  point 
at  this  time  is  that  the  Western  States, 
particularly  the  Northwestern  States,  for 
which  the  Senator  from  Wswhington  as- 
sumes to  speak  this  afternoon,  all  rather 
clearly,  by  their  attitude  in  selecting 
their  governors,  and  by  expressions 
through  their  governors,  as  well  as  by 
expressions  of  the  majority  of  their  duly 
elected  Members  in  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  and  through  adher- 
ence to  the  principles  in  issue  which  were 
set  forth  rather  clearly  in  the  Republican 
platform  in  the  past  election,  have  shown 
that  they  subscribe  to  the  very  principles 
against  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington  has  always  been  very 
clear  in  his  opp>osition.  Of  course  there 
is  controversy  on  these  questions,  but  the 
fact  remains  that  the  governors  of  the 
States  in  that  great  Northwestern  area 
have  consistently  opposed  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  those  States, 
In  their  voting  in  the  presidential  elec- 
tions, have  consistently — and  unani- 
mously. I  believe,  in  the  last  one — taken 
that  position,  for  as  Senators  will  recall 
no  States  outside  of  the  South  and  the 
border  States  failed  last  November  to 
support  the  presidential  nominee  who 
was  overwhelmingly  elected,  and  who  was 
inaugurated  yesterday,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton clearly  expresses  a  minority  position. 
Although  the  Senator  from  Washington 
is  entitled  to  express  it,  it  seems  to  me 
it  is  important  that  the  Record  show 
that  he  is  definitely,  distinctly,  and  com- 
pletely in  the  minority  in  his  own  area, 
and  in  the  minority  insofar  as  the  whole 
Nation  is  concerned. 

With  reference  to  the  national  ques- 
tion that  is  involved.  I  hope  Senators 
will  allow  me  to  refresh  their  recollection. 
Last  year  we  had  the  so-called  tidelands 
proposed  legislation  before  us.  Despite 
the  fact  that  the  administration  then  in 
power  was  using  all  its  powerful  influence 
against  the  States  and  despite  the  fact 
that  the  majority  of  the  oil  ccxnpanies 


were  throwing  their  weight  behind  the 
administration's     effort    because    they 
wanted  the  solution  which  was  offered 
under  the  leadership  of  the  former  dis- 
tinguished   Senator    from    Wyoming — 
despite  all  those  facts — the  Senate  voted 
50  to  35  to  support  the  theory  that  the 
States  have  individual  interests  which 
needed  to  be  preserved  and  under  that 
proposed  legislation   it  was  preserved. 
Furthermore,  the  very  essence  of  that 
statement  was  put  into  the  Republican 
Party's  platform  later  on.    I  recall  that 
it  was  in  the  same  party's  platform  in 
1948.     Although  that  platform  does  not 
happen  to  be  my  platform  or  the  plat- 
form of  my  political  party.  I  am  not  so 
blind  as  to  fail   to  see  that  excellent 
things  were  contained  in  it.    The  matter 
to  which  I  have  just  referred  was  one  of 
these  goods  things  and  was  a  matter 
which  certainly  was  sustained  and  sup- 
ported by  the  vast  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  for  not  only  did  the 
Senate  pass  the  proposed  legislation  by  a 
vote  of  50  to  35.  but  if  Senators  will 
examine  the  Record  to  see  the  declara- 
tions appearing  therein.  I  believe  they 
will  find  that  at  that  time  the  sentiment 
in  the  Senate  was  approximately  57  to  36, 
as  the  votes  and  positions  were  shown 
and  declared  openly  upon  the  Record. 
Furthermore,  my  recollection  is  that  in 
the  House  of  Representatives — and  I  see 
that  we  are  fortunate  enough  to  have  in 
the  Senate  at  this  time  several  Members 
who  were  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives   last    year — the    vote    was 
nearly  3  to  1  in  support  of  the  position 
of  the  States. 

So  although  I  respect  highly  and  am 
very  fond  of  my  friend,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  [Mr.  MagnusonI, 
I  wish  to  remind  him  that  I  desire  to 
have  the  Record  show  that  the  two  posi- 
tions he  has  mentioned,  and  which  he 
has  said  are  adhered  to  by  the  distin- 
guished nominee,  whose  nomination  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Interior.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  shortly  approve,  are  posi- 
tions supported  .strongly  and  tenaciously 
not  only  in  his  area  of  the  Nation — by  the 
governors  and  most  of  the  congressional 
representatives — but  supported  likewise 
very  strongly  by  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress; and.  by  the  way.  they  were  sup- 
ported in  Congress  as  long  ago  as  1946, 
when  a  similar  measure  was  passed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Since  the  question 
of  submerged  lands  has  arisen.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Florida  is  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
a  former  Member  of  this  body  from  the 
State  of  Washington  strongly  supported 
the  point  of  view  advanced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida,  whereas  the  new  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington  sup- 
ported the  Federal  point  of  view,  and 
was  elected  by  one  of  the  largest  majori- 
ties a  candidate  has  ever  received  in  the 
State  of  Washington,  even  though  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  carried  the  State.  So 
I  wonder  how  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  would  rationalize  that  sit- 
uati<m. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  think  it  b  easily 
rationalised.  I  think  the  fanner  Sezia- 
tor  from  W»shin4;can  hod  laikxtx.  ipuiA^ 
tiods  on  Xiut  Cccr  of  tlie  Sez^K  ocljifi.' 
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than  the  one  now  under  discussion.  I 
think  there  were  a  number  of  other  is- 
sues beside  that  one  in  the  election. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Could  net  there 
have  been  issues  other  than  the  tide- 
lands  Issue  in  the  last  election? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
the  floor,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  will  permit  me  to  speak 
in  my  own  time. 

As  I  recall,  the  State  of  Washington 
still  insisted  on  C(mtinuing  in  office  a 
governor  who  had  that  belief,  and  like- 
wise insisted  on  going  into  the  Republi- 
can column  in  the  national  election.  So 
It  would  be  Jxist  as  illogical  to  say  that 
that  was  the  sole  issue  that  put  the  State 
there,  as  it  would  be  to  say  that  it  was 
the  sole  issue  that  removed  a  former 
Senator  who  took  a  position  contrary  to 
that  taken  by  our  esteemed  friend,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Washington. 

If  I  may  continue  presenting  my 
thought,  let  me  say  that  when  the  Gov- 
ernor of  California,  the  Governor  of  Ore- 
gon, the  Governor  of  Washington,  and 
the  Governor  of  Idaho,  when  most  of 
the  Representatives  and  Senators  from 
those  areas  take  that  position,  when 
such  officials  are  elected  over  and  over 
again — and,  as  I  recall,  certainly  one 
of  the  issues  upon  which  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland],  running  under  the  pe- 
culiar system  which  prevails  only  in 
his  good  State  as  the  nominee  of  both 
the  Republican  and  Democratic  Parties, 
was  most  vocal  was  the  question  of  the 
preservation  of  the  States'  traditional 
interests  and  important  rights  in  the 
tidelands — and  then  when  the  entire 
western  area  of  the  Nation  refuses  to 
listen  to  some  of  the  ultraliberal  ideas, 
including  opposition  to  this  particular 
tidelands  measure,  which  were  voiced  by 
another  party,  but  insists  upon  going 
along  tmanimously,  without  the  excep- 
tion of  one  State,  in  support  of  the 
new  President,  I  believe  those  things 
make  a  rather  good  case. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  one  Senator 
from  Washington  rises  to  say  that  this 
strong  case  is  negatived  by  the  fact  that 
one  Senator  happened  to  lose  in  the  elec- 
tion, and  that  that  defeated  Senator 
happened  to  have  taken,  on  this  issue,  a 
position  which  was  In  line  with  the  posi- 
tion of  the  great  majority.  I  believe  the 
Senator  who  makes  that  statement  to  us 
at  this  time  is  straining  at  a  gnat,  be- 
cause the  overwhelming  weight  of  the 
evidence  is  that  the  West  and  the  great 
Northwest  wish  to  preserve  and  safe- 
guard the  rights  of  the  States,  both  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  water  rights 
in  the  development  of  their  great  river 
systems  and  also  with  reference  to  the 
narrow  coastal  belt  of  land  and  water. 
3  miles  wide  in  the  case  of  all  three  of 
the  Pacific  Coast  States,  which  has  so 
much  to  do  with  their  developmefJt  and 
their  strength  and  the  prosperity  of  their 
various  coastal  communities. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me  at 
this  time? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  again  to  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  is  becoming  unduly 
excited  about  the  political  opinion  of  the 
Northwest.    I  know  the  people  of  my 
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State  elected  our  good  Governor  on  sev- 
eral occasions.  On  the  other  hand.  I 
wish  to  remind  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  I  have  been  elected  on  several  occa- 
sions; and  our  views  on  these  matters  do 
not  coincide  at  all. 

I  am  not  saying  whether  the  opinion  I 
have  expressed  was  the  majority  or 
minority  opinion  in  my  section  of  the 
country.  I  merely  rose  to  say  today  that 
I  disagree  with  the  views  of  Governor 
McKay  on  the  question  of  water  devel- 
opment and  on  the  tidelands  question. 
I  said  that  is  my  opinion.  I  wish  the 
Senator  from  Florida  would  permit  me 
to  take  it  back  to  the  people  of  my  State 
and  see  what  happens  to  me.  I  have 
been  in  the  Senate  a  long  time.  I  do  not 
know  how  long  I  shall  remain  here. 
However,  that  is  my  opinion.  I  have 
been  consistent  about  it,  and  I  merely 
wish  the  Rkcoro  to  show  that. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington will  continue  in  the  Senate  a  long 
time.  Certainly  his  relationships  with 
me  have  been  most  pleasant. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  let  me  point  out  that  another 
Magnttson  has  been  elected  to  Congress — 
in  this  case,  to  serve  in  the  other  body. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  point  with  which 
I  was  concerned,  and  about  which  I 
arose,  was  the  idea  I  had  received  from 
the  earlier  remarks  of  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
namely,  that  if  this  particular  distin- 
guished Governor  is  named  as  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  he  would  attempt  to  ram 
down  the  throats  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  something 
which  was  not  acceptable,  something 
which  would  constitute  a  new  and  hurt- 
ful theory,  whereas  my  understanding  of 
what  has  happened  in  that  great  section 
of  the  country  is  that  on  nearly  all  occa- 
sions when  they  have  had  a  chance  to  do 
so.  the  people  there  have  clearly  shown 
that  they  disapprove  the  position  now 
urged  by  our  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Washington,  who  has  so  many  vir- 
tues that  he  has  been  returned  to  the 
Senate  consistently  on  account  of  those 
virtues,  for  which  I  rise  to  plead ;  in  fact. 
I  wish  I  could  plead  for  them  "like  angels, 
trumpet-tongued."  because  those  virtues 
are  almost  iimimierable. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  the  Senator 
from  Washington  rushes  upstream  and 
butts  his  head  against  a  wall  and  seeks 
to  give  the  impression  which  I  under- 
stood he  was  seeking  to  give,  namely, 
that  the  present  nominee  for  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  is  following  a  theory  and 
philosophy  alien  to  the  theory  and  phi- 
losophy of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Washington  and  not  approved  by  the 
Senate  or  the  House  of  Representatives,  I 
was  trjring  to  refresh  the  recollection  of 
the  Senator  from  Washington  about  the 
fact  that  quite  recently — in  fact,  as  late 
as  last  summer — Congress  rather  over- 
whehningly  passed  the  tidelands  bill  in 
the  face  of  very  strong  opposition  from 
an  administration  which  at  that  time 
was  pulling  every  string  it  could  pull  in 
the  other  direction,  and  which  had  mar- 
shaled nearly  all  the  oil  companies  to 
support  it  in  that  position,  in  an  aU-out 
efTort  to  prevent  the  passage  of  that  pro- 
posed legislation. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  Florida  will  yield 
further 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield  again. 

Mr  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  that  I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  pro- 
ceedings here.  I  hope  no  one  has  re- 
ceived the  impression  that  I  thought 
Governor  McKay  would  try  to  ram  any- 
thing down  anyone's  throat,  or  that  his 
philosophy  was  alien  to  us.  There  has 
been  a  great  controversy  in  our  section 
about  these  matters.  I  happen  to  hold 
to  one  philosophy  and  one  approach  to 
them.  I  am  sure  that  he  is  not  going 
to  try  to  force  anything  down  the  throat 
of  anyone,  but  I  am  very  fearful  that 
the  philosophy,  which  I  am  sure  he  has 
accepted  honestly,  since  he  is  an  intel- 
lectually honest  man,  is  going  to  run 
counter  to  my  philosophy  in  the  matter. 
I  merely  wanted  the  Ricord  to  show  that 
fact.  It  is  not  alien  to  us,  for  we  have 
lived  with  it.  I  have  lived  with  it  in  my 
State  for  20  years. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that,  20  years  ago  this  month,  as  a  mem- 
tter  of  the  State  Legislature  of  Washing- 
ton, I  introduced,  fought  for,  and  ob- 
tained passage  of  a  bill  to  allow  munici- 
palities to  sell  power  outside  the  city 
limits.  The  measure  was  fought  by 
every  private  power  interest  within  the 
area,  including  the  same  interests  which 
are  now  advocating  the  turning  of  the 
dams  over  to  the  private  utilities  and  the 
sale  of  revenue  bonds.  Mr.  President,  if 
that  means  my  political  defeat,  it  will 
have  to  mean  that,  t>ecause  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  we  developed  our  covmtry  in 
the  far  West  in  that  manner.  We  have 
used  the  Federal  Goveriunent's  assist- 
ance during  the  past  20  years,  and  we 
have  done  a  good  Job.  I  do  not  want  to 
see  that  job  scuttled.  I  do  not  imply 
that  Douglas  McKay  would  scuttle  it  I 
simply  do  not  agree  with  his  philosophy, 
and  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that. 
Everyone  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  knows 
how  I  stand  on  this  matter,  for  it  has 
been  the  subject  of  many  political  con- 
troversies. Douglas  McKay  is  a  fine 
man.  We  happen  to  disagree  on  this 
question,  and  that  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  It 
i.s  understood  now  that  the  Senator  from 
Washington  is  really  supporting  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Gov- 
ernor McKay,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
will  have  nothing  further  to  say.  but 
he.  at  least,  got  the  impression  during 
the  earlier  impassioned  speech  of  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington that  Governor  McKay  held  to 
certain  ideas  which  were  so  variant  from 
those  which  prevail  here  that  we  might 
just  as  well  understand  that,  in  the  event 
we  confirmed  the  appointee,  we  were 
facing  a  terrible  battle  and  were  going 
to  be  overrun  from  that  source. 

Since  the  Senator  mentioned  the  fact 
that,  over  20  years  ago.  he  was  in  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Washington— 
and  I  am  sure  he  did  an  excellent  Job 
there,  as  he  has  been  here  most  of  the 
time  since — the  Senator  from  Florida 
feels  that  he  wnl  be  pardoned  for  men- 
lioning  the  fa.t  tii^t  20  years  ago  he. 
too.  was  in  thr  .".  ?islature  of  his  State, 
since  which  t'  -«  o  .served  as  chief  exec- 
utive of  his  btuie.  .iUd  is  now  serving  in 
the  United  SUUs  Senate,  and  he  knows 


perfectly  well  the  position  with  reference 
to  the  tidelands  taken  then  and  later  by 
the  State  government  which  was  com- 
pletely contradictory  to  that  now  taken 
by  the  Federal  Government,  which  had 
not  been  taken  at  that  time. 

For  instance,  when  war  broke  out,  I 
recall  well  that  the  defense  author- 
ities, and  Mr.  Ickes.  who  was  then  the 
distinguished  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
were  knocking  at  our  door,  insisting  that 
the  State  speedily  make  arrangements 
with  its  offshore  areas  so  that  they  might 
be  explored,  and  so  that,  if  oil  were 
found  there,  it  could  be  produced.  I 
remember  likewise  that  from  the  same 
source  strong  representations  were  made 
to  the  effect  that  certain  rare  minerals, 
zirconium,  for  instance,  being  one  of 
them  and  rutile — and  there  were  oth- 
ers— existed  in  large  quantities  in  the 
sands  of  our  submerged  coastal  belt,  and 
that  they  would  greatly  appreciate  it. 
if  the  State.  In  the  exercise  of  its  sov- 
ereign jurisdiction,  would  speedily  enter 
into  contracts  under  which  those  sands 
might  be  explored  and  utilized,  so  that 
these  rare  and  needed  minerals  could 
be  produced  for  the  wartime  use  of  our 
Government.  The  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida remembers  that  not  only  has  the 
Florida  legislature  taken  the  position 
consistently  that  that  area  belonged  to 
the  State,  as  will  appear  from  the  Coir- 
cREssioNAL  RECORD,  but  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Florida  unanimously 
passed  such  a  resolution  aiui  sent  it 
here,  and  our  governors  throughout  the 
intervening  years,  though  sometimes  of 
differing  philosophies,  have  all  taken 
that  position.  The  position  has  been 
taken  likewise  by  the  governors  and  by 
the  cabinet  members  as  members  of  the 
official  boards  which  operate  our  State. 
Those  views  have  been  taken  consist- 
ently by  the  entire  congressional  dele- 
gation from  our  State,  and  there  has 
not  been  one  drop  of  oil  ever  found  in 
the  offshore  areas  of  our  State. 

It  is  not  the  oil  question  which  prima- 
rily concerns  us.  but  the  fact  that  all  the 
other  factors,  of  which  I  mentioned  but 
a  few  a  few  minutes  ago,  relate  so  defi- 
nitely to  the  performance  of  local  func- 
tions and  to  the  carrying  out  of  local 
responsibilities  and  also  relate  so  directly 
and  definitely  to  the  prosperity  and 
growth  of  our  great  coastal  communities 
that  they  should  not  be  subjected  to  the 
paralyzing  hand  of  Federal  control. 
Therefore,  we  should  not  be  a  party  to 
setting  up  an  additional  octopus  at 
Washington,  to  add  to  the  already  too 
large  Federal  Government,  which,  by  its 
greatness  of  size,  baffles  almost  any  mind 
that  tries  to  grasp  its  many  problems. 
So  I  will  very  gladly  yield  the  floor,  since 
I  now  understand  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington,  my  good 
friend,  is  not  now  arguing  against  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Gov- 
ernor McKay  as  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior— far  from  it — but  that  instead  he 
now  wishes  his  nomination  to  be  speedily 
confirmed,  and  he  was  simply  voicing  his 
own  views  in  opposing  some  of  the 
philosophy  of  Governor  McKay. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
going  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the 
nominations  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet  appointed  by  President  Elsen- 
hower whose  Tipminati/^fia  are  now  before 


the  Senate.  I  shall  do  this,  not  sullenly, 
but  gladly,  and  with  heartfelt  appro vaL 
I  think  they  are  excellent  men.  Fur- 
thermore, I  am  sure  that  we  on  the  Dem- 
ocratic side  want  the  administration  of 
General  Eisenhower  to  be  a  success. 

Unexpectedly,  this  discussion,  however, 
turned  into  a  skirmish  on  some  of  the 
issues  which  may  shortly  come  before 
this  body  in  connection  with  the  power 
policy  and  the  offshore  oil  policy.  I  de- 
sire to  speak  very  briefly  on  the  last 
point,  merely  to  define  the  issue  so  we 
will  know  what  the  coming  struggle  will 
be  about. 

The  issue  is  not  tidelands  oil,  though 
that  phrase  repeatedly  occurs.  The  Su- 
preme Court  on  many  occasions  has  af- 
firmed that  the  land  which  is  daily 
washed  by  the  tides  between  the  low- 
water  mark  and  the  high-water  mark 
belongs  to  the  States. 

We  who  take  a  different  position  on 
this  matter  from  the  position  taken  by 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  certainly  do  not  wish 
to  change  that  decision  of  the  Coiu-t;  in- 
deed, we  are  perfectly  willing  to  affirm 
that  position  by  statute,  so  that  no  later 
Court  can  reverse  it.  We  believe  that  the 
land  washed  by  the  tides  belongs  to  the 
States.  That  is  not  the  issue.  Neither 
is  the  issue  the  ownership  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  underneath  the  bays.  That 
land  belongs  to  the  States,  according  to 
the  courts,  and  we  are  willing  to  affirm 
it  by  statute.  Neither  is  it  the  ownership 
of  t^e  land  underneath  inland  lakes  and 
rivers.  That  also  belongs  to  the  States 
by  court  decisions,  and  we  are  willing  to 
affirm  it  by  statute.  The  issue  is  simply 
the  ownership  of  and  the  paramount 
rights  in  the  submerged  land  seaward 
from  the  low-water  mark.  That  is  the 
point,  and  as  we  move  into  that  debate 
it  is  highly  important  that  the  issue  be 
at  once  narrowed  and  be  understood. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
speak  briefly  in  opposition  to  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Ezra 
Taf t  Benson  as  Secretary  of  Agriciilture. 
It  is  with  great  reluctance  that  I  feel 
compelled  to  vote  against  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  ESzra  Taft  Benson  as  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Benson  is  an 
exceptionally  fine  person.  He  is  an 
honest,  able  man,  and  one  of  high  in- 
tegrity and  purpose.  No  one  could  ques- 
tion his  devotion  to  the  cause  of  agricul- 
ture. My  vote  against  his  confirmation 
as  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  solely  be- 
cause I  disagree  with  his  apparent  views 
on  farm  price  supports  and  some  other 
important  phases  of  agricultural  pro^ 
grams. 

My  vote  against  his  confirmation  is 
difficult  because  I  am  not  certain  as  to 
what  his  views  really  are.  His  pubUc 
statements  and  those  that  he  made  be- 
fore the  Seiuite  Agriculture  Committee 
when  he  appeared  tat  confirmation  were 
not  clear  as  to  what  his  policies  will  be. 

After  reading  a  biographical  sketch  of 
Mr.  Benson  which  appeared  in  the  Wash- 
ington Evening  Star  under  date  of  Janu- 
ary 15,  1953,  one  would  be  led  to  beUeve 
that  he  is  opposed  to  all  price-support 
programs.  The  article  itself  may  not 
give  an  accurate  picture  of  what  Mr. 
Benson's  views  are.  Many  other  news 
stories,  purportedly  quoting  from  his 
speeches  since  being  appointed,  would 


also  le&d  one  to  believe  that  his  views 
on  this  important  farm  program  are  con- 
trary to  those  expressed  by  President 
Elisenhower  so  clearly  in  his  many  farm 
speeches  during  the  campaign. 

President  Eisenhower  not  only  has 
committed  himself  to  the  continuance 
of  90-percent  supports  but  in  his 
speeches  he  indicated  he  believed  they 
were  most  necessary.  I  quote  the  follow- 
ing from  his  Kasson.  Minn.,  speech  on 
September  6,  1952: 

And  here  and  now,  and  without  any  "Ifs" 
or  "buta."  I  say  to  you  that  I  stand  behind — 
and  the  RepubUcan  Party  stands  behind — 
the  price  support  laws  now  on  the  books. 
This  includes  the  amendment  to  the  basic 
Farm  Act,  passed  by  votes  or  both  parties  In 
Congress,  to  continue  through  1954  the  price 
supports  on  basic  commodities  at  90  percent 
of  parity. 

Later  in  the  campaign  at  Brookings, 
S.  Dak.,  on  October  4,  he  had  this  to  say: 

I  have  In  a  number  of  texts  dxulng  thia 
campaign  tried  to  outline  the  specific  posi- 
tion of  the  Republican  Party  and  my  own 
personal  convictions  about  agriculture.  At 
Kasson  in  Mliuiesota  some  weeks  back,  later 
In  Omaha,  and  In  a  nunjber  -of  so-called 
back-platform  speeches,  I  have  tried  to  make 
my  position  clear.  The  Republican  Party  la 
pledged  to  the  sustaining  of  the  9C-percent 
parity  price  support  and  it  is  pledged  even 
more  than  that  to  helping  the  farmer  ob- 
tain his  full  parity,  100-percent  parity,  with 
the  guaranty  in  the  price  supports  of  90. 

Certainly  no  one  statement  could  more 
precisely  state  his  views  in  support  of 
the  continuance  of  90-percent  supports 
for  at  least  basic  farm  commodities. 
Many  of  us  in  Congress,  during  the 
course  of  the  campaign  and  over  a  wide 
area  of  the  United  States,  quoted  time 
and  time  again  from  President  Eisen- 
hower's speeches.  We  told  the  farmers 
that  if  General  Eisenhower  were  elected 
he  would  continue  these  programs,  and  I 
am  convinced  that  is  his  intention  now. 
I  am  sure  he  beheves  in  their  necessity. 

Personally.  I  beUeve  that  the  continu- 
ance of  at  least  90  percent  price  sup- 
ports are  more  necessary  now  than  for 
many  years  past  For  example,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  has 
asked  for  increased  production  of  many 
farm  commodities  and  particularly  ma- 
jor crops  such  as  wheat,  cotton,  com. 
and  many  feed  grains  which  are  vital  to 
our  war  preparedness  program.  Cer- 
tainly so  long  as  we  have  large  Gov- 
ernment-sponsored surpluses,  a  farmer 
could  never  expect  to  receive  a  fair  cash 
price.  It  is  well  known  that  even  a 
5 -percent  surplus  of  almost  any  com- 
modity will  greatly  depress  prices.  Like- 
wise, a  5-percent  shortage  will  greatly 
inflate  prices. 

Farm  income  has  been  dropqiing  stead- 
ily for  the  past  4  or  5  years  and  very 
sharply  in  the  past  year.  Farm  income 
last  year  alone  dropped  approximately 
12  percent  Farmers  now  are  in  a  bad 
way  economically  even  with  price-sup- 
port programs  which,  in  many  respects, 
are  inadequate.  Farm  indebtedness  is 
increasing  at  an  alarming  rate.  To 
abandon  the  price-support  program  now, 
or  even  in  years  to  come,  unless  there 
is  some  drastic  change  in  our  food  sup- 
ply and  price  situation,  would  mean  not 
only  disaster  for  the  farmers,  but  it 
would  put  our  entire  economy  in  a  tail- 
•pin.      iDfdeed,  even  with  our  present 
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price-support    program,    a    depression 
may  be  difficult  to  forestall. 

Some  may  argue  that  Mr.  Benson  has 
promised  to  carry  out  present  price-sup- 
port laws.  Unless  the  Secretary  really 
believes  in  the  necessity  of  farm  price- 
support  programs,  he  could  carry  out  our 
present  law  as  written  and  still  eliminate 
over  one-half  of  our  present  vitally 
needed  price-supp<»t  operations.  For 
example,  under  the  law,  price-support 
programs  for  oats,  barley,  rye.  soy  beans, 
many  grass  seeds,  perishables,  and  oth- 
ers are  optional  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  support  at  from  zero  to 
90  percent  of  parity.  On  all  these  com- 
modities and  others  the  Secretary  would 
be  in  compliance  with  the  law  if  he.  in 
his  owa  judgment,  deemed  it  advisable 
not  to  have  any  price-support  program 
whatever. 

Many  Members  of  Congress  and  others 
told  farmers  during  the  course  of  the 
campaign  that,  if  elected.  General  Eisen- 
hower would  continue  the  important 
price-support  program  and  that  he  sin- 
cerely believed  in  it.  We  who  thus 
quoted  what  we  believed  to  be  General 
Eisenhower's  position  on  price-support 
programs  would  be  in  a  most  embarrass- 
ing situation,  to  say  the  least,  if  Mr. 
Benson  decided  to  discontinue  these 
programs. 

In  many  speeches,  both  In  North  Da- 
kota and  as  far  away  as  California,  dur- 
ing the  course  of  the  campaign,  I  told 
farmers — including  my  three  farmer 
8<Mis — that  General  Eisenhower  believed 
In  price-support  programs  just  as  I  did 
and.  if  elected,  would  continue  them. 
Mr.  Benson,  in  my  opinion,  has  not  ex- 
pressed himself  plainly  and  clearly  as  to 
what  his  position  will  be.  which  leads  me 
to  think  that  he  does  not  believe  in  price 
supports.  I  may  be  wrong  in  my  ap- 
praisal of  Mr.  Benson's  views,  and  I  hope 
I  am.  If  I  am  wrong,  I  shall  be  the  first 
to  make  public  apology  for  having  today 
<H>Posed  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Benson  as  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  It  not  true  that  the 
Indebtedness  of  the  farmer  in  the  North- 
west at  the  present  time  is  larger  than  it 
was  even  at  the  time  of  the  depression? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Yes.  I  would  say  to  my 
distinguished  colleague  that  that  is 
exactly  correct.  The  financial  situation 
of  the  farmer  is  deteriorating  day  by  day, 
and  that  in  spite  of  favorable  crops  over 
most  areas  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
we  are  receiving  more  letters  from  farm- 
ers of  the  Northwest  trying  to  obtain 
loans  than  we  have  received  at  any  other 
time  in  the  peist? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Certainly  more  than  I 
have  received  during  my  term  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  And  it  is  becoming 
more  and  more  difficult  to  obtain  loans? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  E>akota  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
wish  to  delay  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 


the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  referred  to  the  address  which 
President-elect  EJisenhower  delivered  at 
Brookings.  S.  £>ak.,  and  related  it  to  his 
position  with  reference  to  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Benson  to  be  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, I  should  like  to  say  very  defi- 
nitely that  my  voting  to  confirm  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Benson  does  not  mean 
that  I  am  abandoning  in  any  sense  the 
position  I  have  taken  with  respect  to 
support  prices. 

With  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hearings 
now  before  us  show  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  North  Dakota  read 
to  Mr  Benson  during  the  hearings  this 
paragraph  from  the  statement  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  at  Brookings,  S.  Dak., 
on  October  4: 

I  have  In  a  number  of  text*  during  thia 
campaign  tried  to  outline  the  specific  posi- 
tion of  the  Republican  Party  and  my  own 
personal  convictions  about  agriculture.  At 
Kaason  In  Minnesota  some  weeks  back,  later 
In  Omaha,  and  In  a  number  of  so-called 
back-platform  sp)e€ches.  I  have  tried  to  make 
my  position  clear.  The  Republican  Party  la 
pledged  to  the  sustaining  of  the  90  percent 
parity  price  support  and  It  is  pledged  even 
more  than  that  to  helping  the  farmer  obtain 
his  full  parity.  100  percent  parity,  with  the 
guaranty  In  the  price  supporta  of  90. 

After  reciting  that,  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  asked  Mr.  Benson: 
Do  you  agree  with  hla  policy? 

The  hearings  show  that  Mr.  Benson 
replied: 

Ye«.  I  think  the  General  and  I  are  In 
general  agreement.  Senator,  on  this  matter. 

I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  expect  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Benson.  While  perhaps 
there  may  be  some  phases  of  his  admin- 
istration with  which  I  will  not  agree  yet 
under  the  criteria  which  have  been  dis- 
cussed for  the  confirmation  of  Cabinet 
appointments,  I  think  I  may  vote  for 
confirmation  of  his  nomination,  al- 
though, as  I  have  indicated,  occasions 
may  arise  in  his  case,  as  in  the  case  of 
other  nominees,  when  I  will  not  wholly 
agree  with  his  views.  So  in  voting  for 
the  confirmation  of  their  nominations,  i 
reserve  the  right  to  disagree  on  specific 
issues,  if  i  feel  that  I  should  do  so 

Mr.  STENNI8.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  like  to  com- 
mend highly  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  for  bringing  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  the  most  vital  question  of 
price  supports  for  agriculture,  not  a  give- 
away program  of  any  kind,  not  a  shored- 
up  program,  but  simply  a  program  that 
will  give  agriculture  a  chance  to  get 
some  kind  of  fair  break  in  the  market 
places  and  a  chance  to  come  out  even 
and  perhaps  make  a  little  profit  from 
time  to  time. 

I  myself  am  in  favor  of  90  percent  of 
parity — rigid,  mandatory  price  supports 
foi  basic  farm  commodities.  I  certainly 
hope  that  the  new  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, if  not  already  fully  persuaded  to 
that  viewpoint,  will  come  around  to  it, 
not  as  a  favor  to  agriculture,  but  because 
it  is  a  necessary  part  of  the  machinery 
of  our  economy,  to  keep  agriculture  from 
becoming  banJcrupt,  and  thereby  drag- 
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ging  down  the  industrial  and  labor  seg- 
ments of  our  economy. 

I  think  the  most  vital  domestic  deci- 
sion the  Eisenhower  administration  will 
have  to  make  is  with  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion of  what  should  be  done  to  provide 
a  sound  program  for  the  maintenance 
of  agricultural  prices  that  will  keep  the 
agriculture  segment  of  our  economy  from 
going  bankrupt. 

I  read  the  Senator's  statement  before 
he  made  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
and  I  commend  him  most  highly  for 
raising  this  important  question  now  and 
for  the  soundness  thereof. 

I  understand  that  Mr.  Benson  is  a 
Christian  gentleman  of  very  fine  charac- 
ter, a  man  of  outstanding  ability.  I 
believe  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  after  making  sure  that  his  nom- 
inees are  men  of  character  and  ability, 
has  a  right  to  make  his  own  choices.  I 
shall  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Benson  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  I  have  the  right,  along 
with  other  Senators,  to  try  to  persuade 
him  to  our  viewpoint,  and  to  vote 
against  his  policies  if  he  does  not  come 
around  to  our  way  of  thinking. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi.  He  has  made  a  fine 
statement:  and  coming,  as  it  did.  from 
one  of  the  best  friends  agriculture  ever 
had  in  the  Senate,  it  is  greatly  appreci- 
ated. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BEH^NETT.  I  have  been  inter- 
ested in  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  North  E>akota.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  not  Secretary-designate  Ben- 
son whom  he  puts  on  the  spot,  but  It  la 
President  Eisenhower,  because  President 
Eisenhowers  statements  were  made  dur- 
ing the  campaign.  It  was  after  those 
statements  were  made  that  he  chose  his 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Does  the  Senator  believe  that  the  man 
President  Elsenhower  chose  to  be  his 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  repudi- 
ate that  basic  part  of  his  campaign 
policy? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Utah,  that  I 
do  not  think  he  would.  I  want  to  make 
sure  campaign  commitments  are  kept. 
Nowhere  in  the  campaign  speeches  did 
I  hear  President  Eisenhower  advocating 
flexible  price  supports.  Yet  Mr.  Benson. 
in  answering  questions,  led  me  to  be- 
lieve that  he  may  favor  flexible  supports 
over  rigid  90  percent  supports.  As  I  said 
before.  I  may  be  wrong.  If  I  am.  I  will 
be  the  first  to  apologize. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
while  the  nominations  of  department 
heads  must  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 
such  officers  may  be  removed  at  will  by 
the  President?  Is  it  not  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  if  a  Cabinet  officer  should 
repudiate  the  Presidents  position,  the 
President  could  easily  remove  him? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    Yes :  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
jumping  at  conclusions  to  assume  that 
at  the  request  of  the  President  Mr.  Ben- 
son would  take  an  office  which  he  did 
not  seek,  with  a  determination  to  violate 
the  campaign  promises  of  the  man  who 
has  nominated  him  for  that  office.  It  Is 
hard  for  me  to  believe  that  such  a  situ- 
ation could  exist.    I  hope  the  Senator 


from  North  Dakota  will  change  his  posi- 
tion and  vote  with  the  other  Senators 
for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Benson's 
nomination. 

Mr.  AIKEN  rose. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  desire  the  floor  In  my 
own  right,  when  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  finished  yielding. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
the  Senator  from  Florida  also  was  upon 
the  committee,  as  was  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  who  inter- 
rogated Mr.  Benson  at  some  length  with 
respect  to  his  views  upon  various  agri- 
cultural matters. 

My  only  question  Is  this :  Does  not  the 
Senator  well  remember  that,  not  once. 
but  several  times  during  the  course  of 
the  hearing.  Mr.  Benson  made  it  very 
clear,  by  specific  statements,  that  he  re- 
garded himself  as  being  solely  an  admin- 
istrative officer;  that  he  would  be  there 
solely  to  carry  out  future  policies  that 
may  be  enacted  by  Congress,  and  present 
policies  that  have  been  passed  by  earlier 
Congresses? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  am  very  happy  that 
the  Senator  from  Florida  has  raised  that 
question,  because  it  is  an  important  one, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

The  law  now  provides  that  all  farm 
commodities  can  be  supported  up  to  90 
percent  of  parity.  I  think  there  are 
about  150  farm  commodities  altogether. 
Over  half  of  the  commodities  now  receiv- 
ing price  supports  are  on  a  discretionary 
basis  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  be 
acting  in  complete  compliance  with  the 
law  even  if  he  were  to  eliminate  the 
price-support  program  we  now  have  for 
many  commodities.  Including  oats, 
barley,  rye,  fiax,  soybeans,  grass  seed, 
cottonseed,  and  many  others.  Elimina- 
tion of  price  supports  on  these  crops  is 
optional  with  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. He  would  be  acting  in  complete 
compliance  with  the  law  if  he  wiped  out 
that  phase  of  the  program  tomorrow. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  comment  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  his  feel- 
ing that  he  cannot  support  the  nominee 
relates  entirely  to  nonbasic  crops,  not  to 
the  basic  crops,  of  which,  of  course, 
wheat  is  one  of  the  principal  ones,  and 
Is  the  principal  crop  in  North  Dakota, 
for  which  fixed-price  supports  are  pro- 
vided in  the  law  now  existing. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  correct.  Wheat 
is  one  of  the  commodities.  Cotton,  to- 
bacco, rice,  peanuts,  and  dairy  products 
are  a  few  that  have  mandatory  supports 
at  from  75  percent  to  95  percent  of 
parity.  Where  the  price-support  pro- 
gram is  mandatory  under  the  law,  the 
Secretary  has  no  alternative  but  to  carry 
out  the  program.  However,  under  the 
law,  as  I  pointed  out  before,  all  of  the 
crops  except  [>otatoes  are  eligible  for 
price  supports  but  the  Secretary  can 
support  them  or  not  with  the  exception 
of  a  few  commodities  that  have  manda- 
tory supports.  That  is  what  makes  it 
really  Important  to  know  what  the  posi- 


tion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
with  respect  to  price-support  programs. 
If  he  is  enthusiastic  about  the  need  of 
price  supports,  then  he  might  be  expected 
to  continue  these  programs.  If  he  is  op- 
posed to  them  in  principle,  then  we  could 
expect  either  their  complete  elimina- 
tion or  support  at  lower  levels. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  once  more? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Am  I  then  to  under- 
stand that  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  is  based  upon  the 
fact  that  certain  prices  are  flexible,  and 
that  he  is  unwilling  to  approve  the  nomi- 
nee for  Secretary  of  Agriculture  because 
he  favors  flexible  price  supports  except 
as  to  basic  crops? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  out  what  Mr.  Benson's  thinking  is. 
I  gather  from  General  Eisenhower's 
speeches  that  he  was  for  90-percent  sup- 
ports as  against  flexible  supports.  At 
least  all  the  leading  publications  of  the 
Nation,  including  large  magazines  such 
as  Time,  Newsweek,  and  others,  assumed 
that  he  was  in  favor  of  90-percent  sup- 
ports. Nowhere  in  those  publications 
did  I  see  any  statement  to  the  effect  that 
he  favored  flexible  supports.  Indeed,  he 
never  advocated  them  during  the  cam- 
paign. But  after  Mr.  Benson  was  ap- 
pointed there  were  several  news  stories 
to  the  effect  that  he  was  inclined  toward 
flexible  supports,  or  perhaps  no  supports 
atalL 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  further  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  the  basis  of  the 
Senator's  position,  then,  primarily  that 
he  does  not  favor  flexible  price  supports 
for  any  commodities,  even  the  nonbasic 
commodities? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  There  are  some  com- 
modities for  which  I  think  flexible  price 
supports  have  a  place,  but  certainly  not 
with  respect  to  basic  commodities. 
When  the  CJovemment  is  asking  for  in- 
creased production,  and  large  surpluses 
are  being  created  by  the  Government, 
the  farmer  could  not  possibly  hope  to 
receive  a  fair  cash  price  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
rise  to  discuss  the  merits  of  a  rigid  90- 
percent  support  program  at  this  time.  I 
do  not  question  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  with  regard 
to  the  plight  of  the  farmer  today.  The 
farmer's  plight  today  is  serious,  but  that 
can  in  no  way  be  charged  to  Ezra  Ben- 
son, whose  nomination  has  not  yet  been 
confirmed,  and  who  could  not  perform  a 
single  official  act. 

The  plight  of  the  farmer  today  Is  due 
to  a  considerable  extent  to  the  misappli- 
cation of  the  law  as  intended  by  the  Con- 
gress. The  plight  of  the  North  Dakota 
grain  farmer  today  is  due  largely  to  the 
fact  that  the  late  administration  per- 
mitted the  importation  of  price-breaking 
quantities  of  low-qxiality  grain  from 
Canada. 

It  is  due  partly  to  the  fact  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  placed  upon  the 
market  50,000,000  bushels  of  com  and 
a  great  quantity  of  wheat — I  think  15.- 
000,000  bushels  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation -owned  wheat  were  placed 


upon  the  market  at  the  height  of  the 
marketing  season  this  fall.  There  could 
be  no  other  result  than  a  break  in  the 
price.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  that 
question  today,  because  it  would  take  too 
long.  I  simply  wish  to  point  out  that  the 
points  made  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  were  raised  In  the  committee 
meeting  last  Thursday  when  Ezra  Ben- 
son appeared  before  the  committee  for 
examination.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  there  raised  the  points  which  he 
has  made  today. 

The  other  members  of  the  committee 
did  not  share  his  alarm  or  fear  that  Ezra 
Benson  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would 
destroy  or  weaken  the  farm  programs 
which  are  now  in  effect.  In  fact,  Mr. 
Benson  said  that  he  would  strengthen 
them  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  I  am 
sure  he  will  do  so.  The  Republican 
platform  states  that  "a  prosperous  agri- 
culture, with  free  and  independent  farm- 
ers, is  fundamental  to  the  national  inter- 
est." That  is  a  worthy  objective.  I  am 
sure  that  Mr.  Bsnson  will  do  everything 
within  his  power  to  achieve  that  objec- 
tive. We  did  not  feel  that  it  was  fair 
to  Mr.  Benson  to  ask  him  to  tell  us  today 
what  his  position  would  be  3  or  4  years 
from  now,  or  whether  he  would  approve 
this  or  that  method  of  maintaining  a 
prosperous  agriculture  at  some  future 
time.  No  one  knows  what  we  shall  have 
to  do  to  maintain  a  prosperous  agricul- 
ture and  a  healthy  economy  3  or  4  or  5 
years  from  now.  We  simply  cannot  see 
that  far  into  the  future.  But  we  do  have 
the  objective  of  a  prosperous  agriculture, 
with  free  and  independent  farmers.  I 
know  of  no  man  who  Is  better  equipped 
with  sound  thinking  and  integrity  to 
undertake  to  achieve  that  objective  than 
is  Mr.  Benson. 

Mr,  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
people  of  Utah  are  justly  proud  of  one  of 
Utah's  great  citizens,  who  was  chosen  by 
General  Eisenhower  to  be  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Mr.  Benson  did  not  seek 
this  position.  He  was  not  acquainted 
with  General  Eisenhower,  but  he  had 
many  friends  throughout  the  United 
States  who  knew  of  his  service  to  agricul- 
ture, his  understanding  of  agricultural 
problems,  and  his  sympathy  with  the 
farm  people  of  this  country.  It  was 
largely  as  a  result  of  this  widespread 
support  that  his  nomination  as  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  was  brought  about. 

I  regret  that  my  good  friend  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Yotmc]  finds  himself 
in  the  position  of  being  unable  to  vote 
for  Mr.  Benson.  I  ttiink  probably  Mr. 
Benson's  position  Is  as  clearly  stated  as 
was  that  of  any  of  the  other  men  who 
appeared  before  the  various  committees 
to  give  their  view&  on  the  problems  in- 
volved in  the  various  departments  before 
confirmation  of  their  nominations. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Benson  is  pledged  to 
support  the  Republican  platform  for 
1953.  Mr.  Benson  has  affirmatively 
stated  that  he  subscribes  to  the  policies 
outlined  by  General  Eisenhower.  I  could 
read  many  quotations  to  support  that 
statement  Later  I  shall  ask  to  have  the 
entire  hearing  printed  in  the  CoRcaxs- 
SKMVAL  Rscou)  «s  9,  part  of  my  remarks^ 

At  that  hearing  Mr.  Benson  made  rrrr 
dear  his  support  of  General  Etsenhcnrcr's 
farm  procram. 
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Mr.  Benson  has  stated  that  he  will 
support  the  present  price-support  pro- 
gram so  long  as  it  endures. 

Mr.  Benson  told  the  committee  that 
he  will  not  change  the  present  support 
policies  over  night,  but  will  study  them 
before  he  acts.  That  statement  refers 
to  the  discretionary  matters  which  are 
left  within  the  Secretary's  control. 

Mr.  Benson  has  said  that  he  will  give 
the  producers  the  level  of  support  guar- 
anteed by  law.  In  other  words,  he  will 
carry  out  the  law. 

Mr.  Bensor  declared  that  our  objec- 
tive should  be  full  parity.  That,  of 
course,  is  in  line  with  the  Republican 
platform. 

Mr.  Benson  has  said  that  he  wants  the 
•oil -conservation  program  continued. 

Mr.  Benson  told  the  committee  that  he 
will  be  aggressive  in  carrying  out  the 
mandates  of  CMigress  with  respect  to 
agriculture  and  other  matters.  That  is 
one  of  the  most  important  statements 
of  them  all  If  he  carries  out  the  man- 
dates of  Congress  which  fix  the  policies 
under  which  this  CJovemment  is  to  oper- 
ate, then  we  should  be  satisfied. 

As  to  his  character,  his  sincerity  and 
his  honesty  in  carrying  out  the  pledges 
he  makes,  there  can  be  no  doubt  among 
those  who  know  him.  Mr.  Benson  is  an 
honest  man.  and  a  Christian  gentleman. 
He  believes  in  the  great  destiny  of  this 
country.  When  he  makes  a  pledge,  as  he 
has  done  in  his  statement  to  the  com- 
mittee and  to  General  Eisenhower,  I  am 
sure  that  the  people  of  the  country,  par- 
ticularly the  farm  people,  can  accept 
that  pledge  at  100-percent  value,  with 
the  firm  assurance  that  it  will  be  carried 
out. 

I  do  not  care  to  prolong  this  discus- 
sion. I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rbcord  at  this  poiht 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the  entire  hear- 
ing before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  of  the  Senate,  on  the  nomi- 
nation of  Ezra  Taft  Benson  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  From  that  hearing 
it  will  be  learned  that  Mr.  Benson  an- 
swered frankly  all  questions  asked  of  him 
that  would  give  light  on  his  views  on.  and 
support  of.  General  Eisenhower's  farm 
program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tran- 
script of  the  hearing  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rscord,  as  follows: 

Kau  Tait  Bkmson.  Skcxetart  or 

ACKICULTUKX-DXSICNATX 

(Thursday,  January  15,  1953) 
UiTTRO  States  SufATS. 

CoMMrmz  ON 
Aaucni.TVRK  and  FoaxsTsT. 

Waahington,  D.  C. 
The  committee  met,  pursuant  to  call,  at 
9  p.  m..  In  room  324.  Senate  Office  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C,  Senator  Cboecb  D.  Aikxn, 
of  Vermont,  presiding. 

Present:      Senators     Aiken      (chairman), 

YOUNO,  T^TE,  HlCKXNT.OOPEa.  MUNDT.  WlL- 
UAMS,  SCROEPPEL.  WeLKEE,  ELXENDEK.  JOHN- 
STON Of  South  Carolina,  Holland.  Andeeson. 
and  Clements. 

The  Chaieman.  The  committee  will  please 
come  to  order. 

The  primary  purpose  of  calling  this  meet- 
ing today  is  to  invite  the  members  to  meet 
the  prospective  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Mr. 
Ezra  Benson. 

Mr.  Benson  has  not  yet  been  nominated 
and.  of  course,  he  cannot  be  nominated  for 
the  position  until  General  Elsenhower  takes 
the  oath  of  office  next  Tuesday. 


In  the  Interest  of  continuity  of  the  work 
and  of  saving  time,  most  of  the  committees 
that  art  having  to  consider  prospective  Cab- 
inet members  are  having  advance  informal 
meetings.  They  have  to  be  informal.  We 
are  meeting  officially  but  Mr.  Benson  cannot 
be  officially  a  nominee  until  he  has  been 
named  by  the  President. 

In  the  event  that  the  members  here  de- 
cide—after talking  with  Mr.  Benson  and 
questioning  him  on  whatever  they  want  to — 
that  they  are  satisfied  with  his  qualifications 
to  handle  the  Job.  then  as  I  understand  It 
when  the  nomination  U  placed  before  the 
Senate  next  Tuesday.  I  will  be  in  a  position 
to  get  up  and  say  that  the  committee  mem- 
bers have  considered  Mr.  Benson,  have  looked 
him  over,  decided  that  he  is  all  right,  and 
that  we  are  not  interested  in  having  the 
nomination  referred  to  the  committee,  in 
which  case  It  can  be  acted  upon  immediately 
by  the  Senate  so  that  the  work  of  the  De- 
partment may  continue  without  any  break. 

We  have  asked  Mr.  Benson  to  meet  with 
us  here  today.  Let  me  say  that  Immediately 
foUowlng  this  part  of  the  meeting  I  would 
like  to  have  a  short  executive  session  because 
there  are  certain  things  that  we  have  to  do 
before  we  can  officially  get  under  way  for 
the  session's  work. 

I  think  It  might  be  a  good  idea.  Mr.  Benson. 
If  you  win  start  out  by  telling  this  commit- 
tee who  you  are.  what  you  have  done,  and 
anything  else  that  you  think  is  pertinent. 
Tell  us  something  of  yourself. 

statement  or  HON.  EZEA  TAPT  BENSON.  SECIE- 

taxt-designate    to    the    depabtmxnt    or 

acxicultuxe 

Mr.  Benson.  Senator,  members  of  the 
committee.  I  consider  It  a  great  privilege  and 
a  great  honor  to  come  here  today.  It  Is  a 
bit  embarrassing  to  talk  about  myself. 
There  U  not  much  to  say.  I  of  course  have 
always  been  Interested  in  agriculture.  I  am 
a  native  of  the  State  of  Idaho,  born  and 
reared  on  a  farm  in  that  State,  one  of  U 
children,  all  born  on  the  same  farm  in  the 
same  farm  home,  and  in  the  same  room. 

I  worked  on  the  farm,  later  operated  my 
own  farm  and  later  was  a  county  agricul- 
tural agent.  For  a  period  I  was  with  the 
State  land-grant  college  doing  extension 
work  In  marketing,  and  later  did  some  grad- 
uate work  at  Iowa  State  College  at  Ames 
and  the  University  of  California,  and  engaged 
in  some  livestock  business,  feeding,  running 
livestock  on  the  range.  My  whole  back- 
ground and  interest  have  been  In  agricul- 
tural work. 

I  was  here  In  Washington  for  a  period  of 
5>i  years  as  a  representative  of  one  of  the 
farm  groups,  as  you  know,  Senator. 

The  Chaixman.  The  National  Council  of 
Farmer  Cooperatives. 

Mr.  Benson.  The  National  Council  of 
Parmer  Cooperatives,  as  its  executive  secre- 
tary. I  served  on  some  agriculture  commit- 
tees and  have  been  Intensely  interested  In 
the  Industry  and  I  am  very  proud  to  be 
associated  with  it. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  need  say  more,  unless 
there  are  some  questions  on  my  background 
and  experience  In  agrlcultvire.  I  have,  of 
course,  a  deep  love  for  the  people  who  are 
close  to  the  farms.  I  have  great  confidence 
In  them.  I  think  they  are  a  solid,  substan- 
tial segment  of  our  society.  I  think  they 
represent  one  of  the  real  bulwarks  we  have 
In  this  country  against  many  of  the  move- 
ments and  programs  that  may  destroy  our 
way  of  life. 

I  do  not  suppose  there  Is  any  other  group 
that  knows  so  well  that  "As  ye  sow.  so  shall 
ye  reap."  I  have  always  been  proud  to  be 
associated  with  them,  to  serve  them,  and  I 
feel  very  much  Indebted  to  them  for  what 
they  have  done  for  me. 

I  am  very  happy  over  the  prospect  of  possi- 
bly helping  to  serve  further  this  Important 
segment  of  our  population. 

The  Chaixman.  I  think  that  is  a  very  good 
general  background  picture  that  you  have 
given  us,  Mr.  Benson.    I  expect  that  some  of 


the  members  of  this  committee  may  have 
some  more  things  they  want  to  know  about 
you  and  your  work. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  the  interest  of  sar- 
ing  time,  perhaps,  and  efficiency,  wo  might 
have  each  member  of  the  committee  ask  you 
such  questions  as  they  wish  to.  Personally. 
I  have  known  you  for  a  long  time  and  I  do 
not  know  at  this  moment  of  anything  that 
I  wish  to  ask  you. 

I  will  start  with  Senator  Totnto  and  then 
alternate  back  and  forth  across  the  Uble. 

Senator  Tounc.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  few 
questions  of  you.  Mr.  Benson.  First.  I  want 
to  say  that  you  do  enjoy  an  excellent  repu- 
tation. Certainly  no  one  could  question 
your  loyalty  to  farm  causes  and  your  devo- 
tion to  all  the  problems  of  agriculture.  Thers 
may  be  some  honest  differences  of  opinion 
and  I  am  particularly  concerned  about  •com 
views  that  you  might  have. 

I  think  we  all  know  that  agricultural  in- 
come has  been  dropping  steadily  and  severely 
for  the  past  6  years.  I  have  some  market 
quotations  with  me  that  are  of  slgnlflcancs. 
For  example,  farm  prices  for  oats  in  North 
Dakota  are  60  cents  a  bushel  based  on  Bis- 
marck. N  Dak  .  as  of  thU  week.  The  support 
price  Is  80  percent  of  parity  or  60  to  73  cents 
a  bushel  average  in  the  State.  The  low  farm 
price  Is  due  largely  to  the  Importation  of 
Canadian  oats  Largely  t>ecause  of  imports, 
and  I  think  some  Improper  handling  of  ths 
present  price-support  program,  and  lack  of 
exports,  prices  are  In  a  bad  way. 

The  outlook  for  the  future  Is  not  too  good. 
I  would  like  to  know  If  you  subscribe  to  ths 
policies  as  outlined  by  General  Baenhower  in 
his  campaign  speeches.  I  would  like  to  rssd 
two  or  three  short  quotations  and  ask  If  you 
agree  with  them. 

In  his  Kasson,  Minn.,  speech  on  Septembsr 
8,  1952,  General  Elsenhower  had  this  to  say: 

"And  here  and  now.  and  without  any  'li'a,' 
or  'but's.'  I  say  to  you  that  I  stand  behind — 
and  the  Republican  Party  stands  behind — 
the  price-support  laws  now  on  the  books. 
This  Includes  the  amendment  to  the  basks 
Farm  Act,  passed  by  votes  of  both  parties  In 
Congress,  to  continue  through  1954  the  pries 
supports  on  basic  commodities  at  90  percent 
of  parity." 

Later  on  at  Brookings.  8.  Dak.,  on  Octobsr 
4.  he  had  this  to  say: 

"I  have  In  a  number  of  texts  during  this 
campaign  tried  to  outline  the  specific  posi- 
tion of  the  Republican  Party  and  my  own 
personal  convictions  about  agriculture.  At 
Kasson  In  Minnesota  some  weeks  back,  later 
in  Omaha,  and  In  a  number  of  so-called  back- 
platform  speeches.  I  have  tried  to  make  my 
position  clear.  The  Republican  Party  Is 
pledged  to  the  sustaining  of  the  90-percent 
parity  price  support  and  it  is  pledged  even 
more  than  that  to  helping  the  farmer  ob- 
tain his  full  parity,  100-percent  parity,  with 
the  guaranty  In  the  price  supports  of  90." 

Do  you  agree  with  his  policy? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes.  I  think  the  general  and 
I  are  In  general  agreement.  Senator,  on  this 
matter.  If  I  could.  In  answer  to  that,  I 
would  like  to  read  to  you  just  two  or  three 
paragraphs  which  represent  my  views  as  I 
understand  my  views  now. 

Of  course.  I  am  new,  as  you  know,  and  I 
am  not  as  familiar  with  all  the  programs  of 
the  Department  as  I  hope  to  become.  I  hare 
felt  that  we  have  sufficient  programs  and 
policies  already  established  In  the  Congress 
that  can  pretty  well  get  at  this  problem  of 
prices.  I  know  we  have  a  problem.  Some 
prices  have  been  declining.  Congress  has 
provided  the  machinery  to  help  to  meet  these 
situations  as  they  arise.  I  am  In  sympathy 
with  that  machinery. 

I  say  this;  To  me  the  object  of  all  labor 
on  the  farms  Is  to  provide  consumers  of  the 
Nation  with  food  and  fiber  at  reasonable 
prices  and.  at  the  same  time,  to  Improve  the 
productivity  of  the  I>aslc  land  resources  and 
to  contribute  to  rising  levels  of  nutrition 
and  living. 
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I  think  that  we  have  not  reached  the 
standard  of  living  yet  that  we  are  hoping  for 
for  rural  people,  or  people  In  the  cities,  either. 
The  reward  of  such  labor  must  be  a  steadily 
rising  standard  of  living  for  our  farm  popu- 
lation fairly  related  to  that  of  the  other  great 
productive  groups  of  the  Nation.  I  believe 
that  firmly. 

I  believe  our  agriculture  policy  should  aim 
to  achieve  full  parity  prices  and  parity  in- 
come in  free  markets  as  the  long-term  objec- 
tive. This  objective  can  be  achieved  only 
with  general  prosperity,  high  employment 
and  production,  along  with  increased  out- 
put per  worker,  throughout  the  national 
economy. 

There  is  an  interrelationship.  Agriculture 
today  is  not  like  It  was  a  generation  or  so 
Hgo.  The  most  Important  method  to  me  of 
promoting  agricultural  and  national  welfare 
Is  the  support,  from  a  long-term  standpoint. 
C)f  adequate  programs  of  research  and  educa- 
tion In  the  production,  processing,  market- 
ing, and  utilization  of  farm  products,  and  in 
problems  of  rural  living. 

This  Is  the  way  which  has  enabled  our 
farmers  in  the  past  to  do  their  full  share 
in  providing  the  American  pepole  with 
the  highest  standard  of  living  in  the  world. 
The  development,  however,  of  modernized, 
mechanized,  commercial  agriculture  which 
has  made  possible  these  great  advantages  has 
placed  the  family  farm  In  a  vulnerable  eco- 
nomic position.  I  think  this  is  generally  a 
point  that  is  not  recognized  because  farm 
prices  and  Income  decline  more  rapidly  than 
lurm  costs. 

There  Is  alwayi  a  lag.  Hence,  the  guard- 
ing of  farm  standards  of  living  requires  a 
program  of  prlcr  supports  as  an  insurance 
in  case  of  declining  prices  or  a  depression. 
These  supports  chould  tie  designed  not  only 
to  serve  the  weLare  of  farmers  but  also,  in 
the  widest  national  interest,  to  prevent  dls- 
nster  to  the  farm  producing  plant  and  in 
Karpguardlng  the  food  supply  of  the  Nation. 

That  Is  essentially  my  thinking  to  date. 
Senator.  I  hop<;  that  we  can  actually,  as 
lime  goes  on.  improve  on  the  present  pro- 
pram.  I  am  in  harmony  with  the  statements 
made  by  General  Elsenhower  as  I  understand 
;hem. 

Senator  Toung.  I  would  like  to  read  a  para- 
(raph  or  two  from  a  letter  I  received  from  a 
eed  dealer  in  Minneapolis,  with  an  office  in 
the  Minneapolis  Flour  Exchange.  The  reason 
I  read  this  particular  letter  Is  because  It  Is 
typical  of  many,  .hat  I  received.    It  says: 

"Everyone  In  the  Middle  West  seems  to  feel 
that  Mr.  Ezra  B-mson,  the  new  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  is  ojiposed  to  90  percent  of  parity 
Government  gui.ranty  and  will  permit  farm 
commodity  prices  to  slide  off  from  day  to  day. 

"As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  just  exactly 
what  has  been  happening  to  wheat,  com. 
uats.  soybean  m>al,  and  butter  since  the  1st 
of  November.  The  silence  of  the  new  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  encouraged  profes- 
sional traders  to  sell  the  market  on  grains 
down  from  day  -.o  day.  and  will  continue  to 
do  so  to  the  distress  of  the  farmer  If  the 
Secretary  of  Agilculture  or  even  the  newly 
elected  Psesldent  keeps  silent  about  the  Oov- 
<>rnment'B  attitude  with  regard  to  farm  com- 
modities." 

This  letter  is  ^ery  typical  of  many  others. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes.  It  Is  on  the  books,  and 
I  assume  we  are  com^mltted  for  It.  Senator. 
I  have  not  felt  that  I  should  make  any  public 
pronouncements.  I  am  not  Secretary  yet.  I 
hope  to  have  something  to  say  when  and  If 
I  am  sustained  ai  Secretary. 

I  realize  that  there  has  been  seme  decline 
In  the  markets  cf  many  of  our  farm  prod- 
urts.  It  is  not  because  of  any  lack  of  Interest 
that  I  have  not  arid  anything  on  the  subject. 
I  am  in  sympathy  for  the  continuation  of 
our  present  legislation  for  the  duration  of 
the  program. 

.Senator  Yottng  Senator  Rttsseli.  and  I  on 
Friday  of  this  week — and  I  think  other  Sena- 
tors may  wish  to  Join  us — have  a  bill  which  is 


to  be  introduced.  This  bill  would  extend  90- 
percent  support  for  basics  for  three  addi- 
tional years. 

Would  you  care  to  comment? 

Mr.  Binson.  I  would  prefer  not  to,  Senator. 

Senator  Young.  I  think.  Mr.  Benson.  It  is 
customary  for  a  prospective  Cabinet  member 
to  answer  questions  such  as  that. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  would  like  time  to  get  better 
acquainted  with  the  problem  Involved,  with 
the  legislation  now  on  the  books,  tiefore 
making  any  commitmenta  for  the  future. 
I  think  it  would  be  unwise  for  me  to  make 
any  commitment  beyond  the  extent  of  the 
present  legislation,  at  least  at  this  moment. 

Senau>r  Younc.  You  would  agree,  though. 
If  General  Elsenhower  himself  said  that  the 
party  Is  for  sustaining  90-percent  supports, 
and  In  the  absence  of  any  speeches  support- 
ing the  flexible  idea  of  supports,  that  his 
position   would   be   for   90-percent   support? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  understand  he  Is  committed 
for  90-percent  support  for  the  next  2  years 
at  least. 

Senator  Young.  There  is  another  very  Im- 
porunt  part  of  the  Kasson.  Minn.,  speech 
I  would  like  to  read  to  you: 

"As  provided  in  the  Republican  platform, 
the  nonperlshable  crops  so  Important  to  the 
diversified  farmer — crops  such  as  oats,  barley, 
rye.  and  soybeans — should  be  given  the  same 
protection  as  available  to  the  major  cash 
crops." 

In  other  words,  he  advocates  extension  of 
the  same  supports  now  enjoyed  by  basic 
farm  commodities  to  oats,  barley,  rye.  and 
soybeans. 

Mr.  Benson.  That  Involves  some  very  seri- 
ous problems.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
anything  further  on   that. 

Senator  Andeeson.  In  addition  to  major 
cash  crops? 

Senator  Young  (reading).  "Should  be 
given  the  same  protection  as  available  to 
the  major  cash  crops." 

Senator  Andeeson.  Beef  Is  a  nuijor  crcp. 

Senator  Young  (reading).  "As  available  to 
the   major  cash  crops." 

That  would  be  basics:  would  It  not? 

Senator  Andeeson.  It  would  not.  I  think 
If  you  look  at  tlie  sources  of  farm  Income 

Senator  Thte.  You  would  consider  oats, 
barley,  rye,  and  soybeans  comparable  to  rice 
and  peanuts;   would  you  not? 

The  Chaixman.  Dairy  products,  however, 
are  one  of  the  leading  cash  crops  of  Ameri- 
can farms,  and  meat  animals  are  right  up  at 
the  top,  also. 

Senator  Young.  The  present  farm-support 
progratns  for  dairy  products  are  90  percent 
of  parity  and  are  mandatory  at  75  to  90. 

The  CHAOtMAN.  That  Is  right.  Corn,  one 
of  our  largest  crops.  Is  not  a  cash  crop  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  word.  Inasmuch  as  80 
percent  of  It  la  marketed  In  another  form. 

Mr.  Benson.  Used  for  feed. 

The  Chaixman.  I  think  there  la  a  differ- 
ence between  basic  and  cash  crops. 

Senator  Yottng.  As  you  know,  there  is  al- 
ways great  concern  with  farmers  as  to  what 
their  future  price  outlook  will  be.  This  is 
directly  affected  by  the  price-support  pro- 
gram, which  I  think  Is  most  necessary.  Gen- 
eral Elsenhower  made  some  plain  statements 
as  to  what  his  position  is  going  to  be.  That 
was  followed  by  statements  of  other  Repub- 
licans like  myself,  all  the  way  from  Califor- 
nia to  North  Dakota. 

Some  of  us  may  l>e  washed  out  politically, 
if  the  administration  follows  a  different 
poUcy  than  was  definitely  promised  in 
speeches. 

I  think  that  is  all.  Mr.  Benson.  T  wish  that 
I  could  get  a  more  clear-cut  statement  as  to 
your  position  on  these  matters.  It  might 
well  affect  my  rote  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  am  In  full  support  with  the 
present  legislation.  Senator,  and  I  am  hope- 
ful that  we  will  be  able  to  study  the  present 
programs  very  carefully.  If  passible  Improve 
upon  them,  and  certainly  there  should  be 
some  protectioci  for  the  pro<tuccn  not  only  ot 


the  basic  commodities,  so-called,  hut  other 
commodities  as  well.     I  am  In  full  sympathy. 

We  want  to  get  the  very  best  policy  we  can. 
and  I  do  not  think  Government  supports  are 
a  substitute  for  a  fair  price  in  the  market 
place.  The  whole  thing  Is  Involved  In  the 
problem.  I  wotild  like  time  to  study  the 
question  and  become  more  familiar  with  It 
before  I  commit  myself. 

Senator  Young.  Of  course,  the  uncertainty 
of  your  public  statements.  Mr.  Benson,  is 
having  an  adverse  effect  on  form  prices  now. 
I  do  not  know  of  anything  that  would  bolster 
farm  prices  now  more  than  a  clear-cut  state- 
ment from  you  with  respect  to  these  price- 
support  pro(p-ams. 

Win  there  be  a  lowering  of  price-support 
programs  or  will  they  be  maintained  at  the 
present  levels? 

Mr.  Benson.  Do  you  mean  immediately 
when  I  take  office?     No. 

Senator  Eu.enddi.  You  could  not  change 
it  overnight. 

Mr.  Benson.  No:  it  is  not  going  to  change. 
I  will  be  In  lull  support  of  it. 

Ssnator  Young.  Many  of  these  price  sup- 
ports are  optional.  Oats,  barley,  rye,  ai.d 
soybeans,  and  maybe  50  others  that  we  are 
now  maintaining,  are  optional  with  the  Sec- 
retary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  Benson.  We  plan  to  use  the  machinery 
that  is  availiiblt  to  support  the  prices  for  the 
farmers.     Tliat  Is  my  feeling. 

.Senator  Young.  At  what  level? 

Mr.  Benson.  At  whatever  level  is  provided 
for  In  the  Irw. 

Senator  Young.  Most  of  them  are  nothing 
to  CO  percent.  Oats,  barley,  rye,  all  the  grass 
seeds,  many,  many  others,  probably  most  of 
the  price-support  programs  we  are  operating 
now.  are  only  optional  with  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Benson.  The  object  I  have,  of  course, 
is  parity  prices  for  the  farmers.  That  is  what 
they  are  entitled  to. 

Senator  Young.  That  Is  the  objective  of 
all  of  us. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Benson,  would  you  be 
willing  to  uiy  that  when  you  become  Secre- 
tary you  will  use  the  powers  of  your  office  as 
far  as  possible  to  see  that,  when  producers 
of  a  commodity  are  guaranteed  a  certain  level 
of  support  under  the  law,  they  will  receive 
that  support? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  Indeed. 

The  Chaieman.  At  present  we  know  that, 
although  certain  growers  have  been  guaran- 
teed 90-percent  support,  they  have  actually 
been  forced  to  sell  for  70  percent  and  various 
other  levels  Would  you  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  you  will  do  all  within  your  power  to  sec 
that,  when  a  certain  support  price  is  guaran- 
teed, it  is  made  available 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes:  that  Is  my  Idea. 

The  Chaixman  (continuing).  To  those  who 
receive  the  guaranty? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes.  I  think  that  would  be 
my  duty  to  do  so,  and  I  would  so  intend  to  do. 

T^e  Chaixman.  Certainly  such  situations 
as  the  offering  of  50  million  bushels  of  corn 
on  an  overburdened  market,  as  has  been  done 
In  the  last  3  months,  must  be  contributory 
to  the  declining  prices.  If  those  things  can 
be  handled  differently,  then  there  is  greater 
asstirance  than  when  90  percent  ts  guaran- 
teed that  the  farmer  wUl  actually  get  90  per- 
cent. 

Senator  Yorwc.  Ju^t  one  more  qtiestlon.  I 
am  not  clear  on  yotir  position  on  aupportd 
for.  say.  oats,  barley,  rye.  and  soybeans. 
Presently  they  are  supported  at  80  percent  of 
parity,  and  I  think  lars^ely  because  of  the 
switch-over  to  the  parity  formula  which 
drops  the  parity. 

The  formula  next  year,  I  beUeve.  is  an- 
nounced at  8A  percent  of  parity.  Would  you 
be  inclined  tc  continue  that  level  of  support ' 

Mr.  Bzsaoar.  I  would  be  IncH-ned.  Senacor. 
to  continue  whatever  level  is  necessary  Zo  acy 
to  get  the  farmer  full  parity  for  his  conunodi- 
tles — 100  percent  of  parity — within  the  exiat- 
ing  law,  and  to  cry  to  give  an  iioneat  adminis- 
tratlon  of  the  various  progm  .lis  wiuch  ore 
now  un  the  statute  bucks. 


f  •■: 


478 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  21 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


479 


S.^    I'M 

Mm 

m  i- 

its !  ! 


'm- 


**•••> 


»* 


Senator  Touifo.  I  am  not  quite  satisfied 
with  the  answer,  llr.  Benson.  Init  X  will  pass 
tat  the  time  being.  

The  CHAnucAH.  Senator  BLLXiraaT 

Senator  EixurDZK.  Mr.  Benson,  of  course  X 
realize  your  position.  Not  being  Secretary 
yet.  you  may  be  at  a  disadvantage  to  tell  us 
what  you  want  to  do.  I  do  not  think  you 
need  fear  being  frank  with  us  In  answering 
the  questions,  whether  you  are  Secretary  or 
not. 

Tou  said  that  you  believe  farmers  should 
get  full  parity? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  that  should  be  our 
objective;  yes. 

Senator  Bllxntodl  How  are  you  going  to 
do  that?  I  think  you  should  be  able  to  tell 
lis.  We  have  been  trying — at  least  ever  since 
I  have  been  In  the  Senate,  and  I  have  been 
here  18  years  now — I  have  been  trying  to 
obtain  that  goal. 

Mr.  Bknson.  I  know  you  have. 

Senator  Exxxndex.  It  is  all  sweet  words. 
Tou  favor  the  farmers  getting  full  parity. 
I  wotild  like  to  have  you  tell  me  or  tell  the 
committee  bow  ^ou  expect  to  obtain  that 
goal. 

Mr.  Bknson.  X  do  not  know  that  I  have 
the  answer  offhand.  Senator.  I  think  we 
need  to  place  a  lot  of  emphasis  on  our  exist- 
ing programs  for  more  adequate  research 
and  education. 

Senator  Ellcndb.  That  would  mean  more 
production. 

Mr.  Benson.  And  better  distribution — 
more  effective  distribution,  utilization,  and 
marketing  of  our  farm  products.  I  presume 
we  will  need  some  supports  to  prevent  undue 
disaster. 

Senator  Ellenvex.  When  you  say  "sup- 
ports" do  you  mean  along  the  same  lines  as 
are  provided  in  the  present  laws? 

Mr.  Benson.  Possibly.  I  hope  we  can  even 
Improve  on  them. 

Senator  Ellendex.  Why  can  you  not  be 
more  specific? 

Mr.  Benson.  Because  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  study  the  present  program  in 
detaU. 

Senator  Ellxnsbs.  Tou  have  been  In  the 
Xarmlng  business  all  your  life? 

Mr.  Benson.  Tes;  that  is  right. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  am  surprised  that  you 
did  not  keep  up  with  the  development  of  the 
program. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  know  something  about  It, 
Senator. 

Senator  Elxendex.  Tou  know  something 
about  it? 

Mr.  Benson.  Tes;  X  know  something  about 
tt. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Tou  knew  enough  to 
criticize  It;  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Benson.  Well,  no;  I  do  not  think  I 
have  criticized  it  unduly. 

Senator  Ellendes.  This  90-percent  pro- 
gram on  basics.  If  that  question  comes  up 
in  the  next  2  years,  are  you  willing  to  say 
now  whether  or  not  you  will  oppose  it? 

Mr.  Benson.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  am  ready 
now.  Senator.  I  want  to  study  it  very  care- 
fully. I  am  anxious  to  get  the  very  best 
program  possible  for  our  farmers. 

SenatcR'  Ellenoee.  Do  you  think  that  that 
Is  ttie  proper  method  to  obtain  this  millen- 
nium that  you  are  talking  about  of  getting 
parity  for  the  farmers? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  It  has  been  effective 
In  large  measure.  It  does  not  mean  that 
It  is  perfect  by  any  means.  I  know  a  lot  of 
study  has  gone  into  it.  We  are  trying  it  out. 
Certainly  there  la  legislation  now  to  give  It 
an  adequate  trial.  We  can  tell  better  about 
the  effects  of  It  after  It  has  run  for  another 
year  or  so. 

Senator  Ellendes.  X  remember  reading 
•omewhere  where  you  took  the  position  that 
It  would  probably  be  possible  to  handle  a 
good  deal  of  our  surpluses  through  coopera- 
tives. 

Mr.  Benson.  X  do  not  remember  ever  mak- 
tng  that  statement. 

itor  Ellendes.  What  is  yoiir  view? 


Mr.  Benson.  X  have  said.  X  think.  In  gen- 
eral, that  anything  that  will  Improve  our 
marketing  machinery,  our  methods  of  dis- 
tribution, will  be  of  benefit  not  only  to  the 
farmer  but  to  the  producer. 

I  have  been  hopeful  that  we  might  do 
more  toward  developtag  Industrial  uses  and 
all  possible  uses  of  farm  products.  I  have 
been  Interested  in  that,  and  In  the  develop- 
ment of  further  foreign  markets  for  our 
agricultural  products. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Do  you  think  that  can 
be  done?    If  so,  how? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  ex- 
plored very  carefully.  I  am  not  sure  but 
what  it  can  be  done. 

«»nF.tor  Ellendes.  We  have  been  exploring 
It.  to  my  knowledge,  for  many  years.  I  have 
found  this,  at  least  in  recent  years:  So  long 
as  we  furnish  our  friends  across  the  seas  with 
money  with  which  to  buy  our  farm  products, 
we  have  no  trouble  disposing  of  them.  Have 
you  any  clear-cut  views  as  to  how  you  pro- 
pose to  create  a  better  market  for  our  farm 
surpluses  abroad? 

Mr.  Bei'son.  I  have  not  worked  them  out 
In  any  detail,  Senator.  I  am  not  at  all  con- 
vinced, hjwever,  that  there  are  not  oppor- 
tunities to  develop  some  markets  abroad. 

Senator  Ellkndkx.  A  man  assuming  the 
Secretaryship  of  Agriculture,  It  strikes  me, 
ought  to  have  some  definite  views  on  such  a 
subject  a.3  that.  It  has  been  before  us  for 
many,  many  years.  I  have  contended  for 
a  long  time  that  we  ought  to  be  able  to  sell 
more  abroad,  but  somehow  we  have  not 
found  any  good  solution  to  the  problem. 

I  am  wondering  If  you  have  studied  the 
subject  to  such  an  extent  that  you  might 
be  able  to  give  us  an  inkling  of  how  you 
think  that  will  be  accomplished. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  have  thought  many  times 
as  we  give  this  foreign  aid,  give  our  dollars 
to  foreign  countries,  that  there  could  be 
some  arrangement  so  that  they  would  be 
required  to  spwnd  at  least  a  portion  of  that 
for  our  agricultural  products  here. 

Senator  Ellendes.  That  is  when  we  are 
giving  foreign  aid.  I  hope  we  will  not  have 
to  continue  that.  What  I  am  talking  about 
now  is  when  we  get  back  to  normalcy. 

The  Chaisman.  Tou  are  an  optimist. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Congress  has  been  ap- 
propriating in  the  past  few  years  quite  a  few 
billion  dollars  to  help  our  friends  across  the 
seas.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  are  going  to 
be  as  liberal  in  the  future  as  we  have  been 
in  the  piist.  So,  let  us  put  that  out  of  the 
picture  for  the  time  being. 

Assunung  that  that  will  occur,  what  spe- 
cific sugt^stlons  have  you  to  offer  to  the 
cKimmlttee  as  to  how  you  hope  to  expand 
these   foreign  markets? 

Mr.  Benson.  There  was  a  time.  Senator, 
when  we  did  quite  a  lot,  I  understand,  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  to  help  to 
promote  the  use  of  our  own  products  abroad. 
I  think  we  have  not  done  so  much  in  recent 
years  along  that  line.  I  would  hope  that 
possibly  we  could  do  more  of  that  in  the 
future,  encouraging  the  use  of  our  own 
products  in  the  foreign  countries,  or  release 
many  of  them  to  exporters  of  food. 

If  they  do  not  get  the  food  products  from 
us.  they  will  get  them  from  some  other 
countries.  I  believe  there  U  a  potential  there 
that  we  might  well  study  and  consider  care- 
fully and  help  to  promote. 

Senator  Ellendes.  But  you  have  no  specific 
program? 

Mr.  Benson.  No;  I  have  no  detailed  pro- 
gram formulated.  Senator.  I  would  be  very 
glad  to  know  of  any  program  that  has  been 
formulated,  a  workable  program,  along  that 
line.  If  you  have  any  suggestions,  I  would 
be  glad  to  have  them. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  am  looking  for  some. 
I  cannot  offer  any  now.  I  am  looking  for 
some  myself. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  am.  too. 

Senator  Ellendes.  As  Senator  Totmo  Just 
Indicated,  the  price  of  wheat  and  other  com- 
modities    has     gone     down     considerably. 


Speaking  for  the  ootton  area  where  X  oome 
from,  last  October,  as  I  recall,  ootton  was 
selling  for  over  38  cenU  and  today  It  la  al. 
most  down  to  SI  cenU.  Tou  remember  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  urged  the  farm- 
ers  to  plant  a  great  big  crop.  The  goal  was 
16.000.000  bales.  The  Lord  only  knows  what 
would  have  happened  to  the  price  of  oottoo 
had  they  produced  that  much. 

We  fell  short  a  million  bales  of  that  goal; 
yet  prices  have  gone  down  and  down  and 
down.  Have  you  any  remedy  to  suggeat  as  to 
how  we  could  help  that  segment  of  our 
economy? 

Mr  Benson.  Possibly  we  need  to  be  a  little 
more   careful    about   setting   goals. 

Senator  Ellendes.  But  of  course  what  we 
expected,  you  understand,  was  that  the  for- 
eign consumption  would  be  around  4,000.000 
bales,  but  it  happened  to  be  only  4,000,000. 
I  believe  that  was  because  we  did  not  give 
them  enough  money  with  which  to  buy  our 
own  cotton. 

Tour  remedy  In  that  case  would  be  then 
to  lower  the  goal? 

Mr  Benson.  I  think  that  If  we  are  going 
to  have  the  price  supports  at  a  high  level 
then  the  question  of  acreage  goals,  produo» 
tlon  goals,  becomes  very  Important. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Tou  are  familiar  with 
the  statement  made  by  our  present  adminis- 
tration that  food  In  all  probability  is  going 
to  win  the  peace  and  for  that  reason  we  keep 
on  growing  a  lot  of  wheat,  com,  cotton,  and 
a  lot  of  this,  that,  and  the  other. 

If  you,  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  should 
set  goals  for  the  production  of  certain  com- 
modities, you  would  of  course  expect  to  pro- 
vide some  kind  of  incentives  that  thoee  goals 
would  be  reached:  would  you  not? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  If  there  Is  a  need  for 
those  incentives. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Do  you  not  think  there 
would  be?  In  other  words.  If  you  requested 
the  farmer  to  produce  so  many  bushels  of 
wheat,  so  many  bales  of  cotton,  do  you  not 
think  that  he  ought  to  t>e  protected  to  some 
extent,  at  least  against  any  losses  In  the 
event  that  they  should  reach  the  goal  that 
you  advocated  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture? 

Mr  Benson  Our  farmers  have  always  been 
pretty  willing  to  produce. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  Benson.  The  principal  Incentive,  of 
course,  has  been  the  price  In  the  market 
place. 

Senator  Eijjcndxs.  Right. 

Mr.  Eenson.  Of  course.  I  think  that  Is 
desirable.  Because  of  the  relationship  of  our 
Industry  to  foreign  markets,  to  our  farm 
program,  if  that  Incentive  is  not  sxiAclent. 
then  it  may  be  neceasary  and  probably  will 
be  to  add  additional  tncenUves.  That  ta 
what  we  have  done  through  the  price-support 
program  and  other  programs. 

Senator  Ellendes.  So  that  you  are  of  ths 
belief  that  if  you  go  out  to  the  farmers  and 
say  that  "You  are  to  produce  so  much,"  U 
that  BO  much  Is  produced  they  ought  to  be 
protected  to  the  extent  of  at  least  a  fair 
return. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  there  should  be  soms 

safeguard,  of  course. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Of  course.  X  am  Inter- 
ested also — and  I  presume  you  are — ^In  ths 
sugar  industry.  To  what  extent  do  you  be- 
lieve that  the  sugar  Industry  should  be  pro- 
tected, the  domestic  sugar  industry? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  am  In  agreement  with  the 
domestic  sugar  program.  I  had  something 
to  do  with  it  in  the  early  days  In  my  boms 
State.  I  feel  that  It  has  worked  quite  sat- 
isfactorily as  far  as  I  am  aqualnted  with  It. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Do  you  have  any  st]g- 
gestlons  to  change  the  present  law? 

Mr.  Benson.  No;  not  at  this  point. 

Senator  Ellendes.  You  think  the  law  now 
on  the  statute  books 

Mr.  Benson.  I  understand  It  is  looked  upon 
with  considerable  favor  by  the  producers  as 
well  as  the  processors. 

Senator  Ellendes.  That  is  correct.  You 
are  correct  In  that. 


Mr.  Benson.  I  hive  had  some  conferences 
with  growers  and  \.'ith  manufacturers  In  the 
last  few  weeks,  and  I  have  had  occasion  to 
study  the  program  somewhat.  I  believe, 
generally  speaking  It  seems  to  be  satisfac- 
tory. 

Senator  Ellendeii.  Por  your  Information — 
you  may  know  It  already — there  were  only 
four  votes  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  dil  not  know  it. 

Senator  Ellendeii.  That  Is  the  bill  that  I 
f(-)8tered  at  the  time,  w^lth  the  help  of  the 
Dther  Members  of  the  Senate.  As  you  know, 
under  that  act,  uncer  the  law,  both  the  con- 
sumer and  the  producer  must  be  protected. 

The  section  to  which  I  refer  in  particular 
Is  section  201,  which  reads  as  follows: 

•In  order  that  sjch  determinations  shall 
be  made  so  as  to  piotect  the  welfare  of  con- 
sumers and  of  tho8»;  engaged  in  the  domestic 
sugar  Industry  by  providing  such  supply  of 
sugar  as  will  be  ccnsumed  at  prices  which 
will  not  be  excessivi'  to  consumers  and  which 
will  fairly  and  equ  tably  maintain  and  pro- 
tect the  welfare  of  the  domestic  sugar  Indus- 
fry,  the  Secretary  •  •  •  shall — do  so- 
und-so." 

This  Is,  to  keep  the  demand  in  balance  with 
rorwumptlon.  I  presume  that  you  believe  in 
thHt  method  of  handling  the  sugar  price. 

Mr.  Benson.  Y(s.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
prave  responsibility  to  place  upon  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agricultur-.  I  am  in  sympathy  with 
it.  and  I  think  it  hss  worked  quite  effectively 
Irom  all  I  can  learii. 

Senator  Ellendes.  It  is  your  hope  to  carry 
nut  that  particular  provision? 

Mr.  Benson.  It  Is  my  hope  to  carry  out 
every  provision  tht  t  is  now  on  the  statute 
b<K>k8  that  has  be<n  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress. Senator.  I  Jiave  no  other  desire,  no 
o.her  plan.s  whate%er. 

Senator  Ellendei:.  How  do  you  feel  about 
our  present  soil-conservation  program?  Do 
you  think  It  ought  o  be  expanded,  decreased, 
thanged.  or  anything  done  with  it? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  presume  there  should  be 
something  done  vith  it.  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted with  It  a«  I  will  be  later,  probably. 
I  think  it  la  very  basic  and  very  Important 
that  we  conserve.  jTotect,  and  even  improve 
our  productive  resources. 

Senator  Ellendei.  Are  you  satisfied  with 
•  he  present  methxl  involved  In  bringing 
iibout  this  protection  to  which  you  refer,  the 
I onsultatlon  to  which  you  refer? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  the  program  has  been 
quite  effective,  as  far  as  I  am  acquainted 
with  It.  I  have  seen  something  of  its  opera- 
tl<jns.  That  does  not  mean  it  is  perfect  by 
any  means.  We  hofie  to  Improve  on  it  as  it 
Koes  along.  We  hope  our  programs  will  all 
Ket  better  as  time  ijocs  on. 

I  certainly  thln:t  the  objective  has  been 
worthy  and  I  am  sure  there  has  been  much 
K'>f>d  result. 

Senator  EXlendes.  What  position,  If  any. 
will  you  take  with  respect  to  the  quarter  of 
a  billion  dollars  appropriations  that  have 
been  recommendec.  for  the  continuation  of 
ihe  soil  conservation  program? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the 
iimount. 

Senator  Ellendeu.  But  you  are  for  that? 

Mr  Benson.  I  vant  to  see  the  soli  con- 
servHtloii  service  program  continued. 

Senator  Ellendis.  Certainly.  Along  the 
lines  that  we  are  now  working? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yei.;  I  think  so.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  appropriation  is  what  it 
.should  be.  whethtT  it  should  be  more  or 
whether  it  should  be  less,  but  certainly  we 
want  to  conserve  o  jr  resources,  and  our  agri- 
culture resources  jiartlcularly. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Have  you  any  views  as 
to  whether  or  not  '.he  programs,  such  as  soil 
f  onservatlon  and  FMA,  should  t)e  changed  in 
itiiy  manner  from  ihe  way  they  are  now  be- 
ii;k  operated? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  a:n  studying  it.  Senator.  I 
.im  not  ready  to  ixpress  any  views  at  this 
r>olnt.  I  would  ho))e  that  we  could  work  out 
a  coordinated  program  between  FMA  and  soil 


conservation,  the  extension  services,  all  the 
agencies  that  serve  the  farmers  at  the  county 
and  State  levels. 

Senator  Ellendes.  There  has  been  consid- 
erable talk  here  recently  that  It  might  be 
a  good  Idea  to  transfer  the  soil -conservation 
program  to  the  Extension  Service.  Have  you 
given  that  matter  sufficient  study  so  that 
you  can  tell  us  how  you  feel  about  it? 

Mr.  Benson.  No;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Then  for  the  moment 
It  is  your  view  that  the  programs  should 
be  carried  on  as  they  have  In  the  past  as 
far  as  you  are  willing  or  able  to  tell  us  now? 

Mr.  Benson.  Por  the  Immediate  future.  I 
do  not  contemplate  any  radical  changes  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  We  arc  looking  con- 
stantly toward  Improvement  of  these  pro- 
grams, greater  efficiency  and  more  effective- 
ness  of  the  programs. 

I  think  from  an  administrative  standpoint 
that  there  will  probably  be  a  need  for  some 
adjustments,  some  changes. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Mr.  Benson,  you  have 
been  closely  connected,  from  what  I  can 
understand,  with  the  cooperative  movement 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes;  I  have  been. 

Senator  Ellendes.  To  what  extent  will 
you  permit  these  cooperatives  to  compete 
with  private  industry,  for  instance.  In  the 
development  of  the  fertilizer  industry  and 
things  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  feel.  Senator,  that  our  co- 
operatives are  part  of  our  free  enterprise  sys- 
tem, they  are  tools,  agents  of  farmers.  They 
perform  essential  services.  They  can  be  used 
by  farmers  to  help  them  In  the  marketing, 
in  the  purchasing  of  some  of  their  supplies. 
I  think  they  will  not  lake  the  place  of  pri- 
vate operations. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Tou  would  not  permit 
them  to  supersede  private  Industry,  would 
you? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  there  will  always  be 
a  place  for  both.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
bad  thing  to  have  a  ccwperative  monopoly. 
They  only  handle  a  very  small  proportion 
now.  as  you  know,  of  the  farm  products  of 
the  country. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Tes,  but  quite  a  few 
of  them  are  expanding  beyond  the  expecta- 
tions of  what  the  law  contemplated. 

Mr.  Benson.  Possibly.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  law  contemplated. 

Senator  Ellendes.  It  was  more  or  less  a 
law  for  the  protection  of  the  farmers  so  that 
they  could  group  together,  buy  together. 
and  sell.  I  understand  that  quite  a  few  of 
these  cooperatives  have  gone  far  afield  in 
owning  oil  fields,  in  owning  oil  refineries 
and  things  of  that  character.  Do  you  be- 
Ueve  that  the  cooperatives  should  go  that 
far  without  paying  taxes  equal  to  those  hi 
private  industry  doing  the  same  thing? 

Mr.  Benson.  The  tax  question  Is  largely 
a  legal  question. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  know. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  felt  always  that  all  of  our 
citizens  ought  to  pay  their  proportionate 
share  of  the  taxes,  regardless  of  the  type 
of  biulness  they  are  in. 

Senator  Ellendes.  If  that  is  true,  then, 
you  would  be  opposed  to  cooperatives  owning 
oil  fields  and  oil  refineries  unless  they  paid 
taxes  to  the  extent  that  is  being  paid  by 
those  engaged  in  a  similar  bu;-'ness? 

Mr.  Benson.  There  are  many  types  of 
cooperatives. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Walt  now.  Will  you 
answer  that  question? 

Mr.  Benson.  If  It  Is  a  true  cooperative, 
of  course,  the  Individual  member  pays  taxes 
on  any  savings  that  come  to  him. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Surely. 

Mr.  Benson.  You  are  raising  the  question 
of  taxes  on  patronage  refunds.  I  think 
the  c(X)i>eratlves  ought  to  pay  their  fair  abare 
of  the  taxes  as  determined  by  the  Congress. 

Senator  Ellendes.  But  let  us  assiune  that 
A  corporation  makes  tlOO.OOO  profit.  It  has 
to  pay  I  think.  52  percent  on  the  flOO.OOO 
l.*ss  a  certain  specific  exemption.    But  U  you 


take  the  $100,000  and  divide  tt  among  a 
thousand  people  the  tax  might  be  4  percent, 
or  10  percent.  X  do  not  want  to  be  misunder- 
stood. I  am  for  cooperatives,  understand, 
but  I  am  trying  to  get  your  views  since  you 
were  so  closely  connected  with  cooperatives, 
on  the  extent  to  which  you  are  going  to 
permit  them  to  own  and  operate,  let  im  say, 
particularly  here,  the  fertilizer  industry. 

The  Agriculture  Department  In  the  last 
6  or  8  months  has  been  advocating  expansion 
of  the  Industry.  We  have,  I  believe,  extended 
it  almost  a  billion  dollars,  and  the  Govern- 
ment has  loaned  money  in  order  to  expand 
this  Industry.  Most  of  that  has  been  done 
by  private  capital. 

Should  the  question  come  up  as  to  whether 
or  not  that  ought  to  be  handled  by  ccx>pera- 
tlves  or  private  capital,  what  would  be  your 
view? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  there  Is  room  for  both. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Room  for  both? 

Mr.  Benson.  Surely.  There  Is  room  for 
both. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Should  they  pay  taxes 
on  the  same  basis? 

Mr.  Benson.  It  is  hard  to  describe. 

Senator  Thtx.  Mr.  Chairman,  might  I  ask 
a  question? 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  am  not  quite  through. 

Go  ahead.  Senator  Thte,  If  you  want  to 
clarify  it. 

Senatcn-  Thye.  My  only  concern  here  is 
that  we  are  entering  into  the  field  in  which 
the  Finance  Committee  makes  studies  and 
determines  policy  and  Congress  enacts  the 
law  relative  to  taxes,  and  the  taxes  imposed 
upon  all,  whether  private  or  corporations.  X 
am  Just  wondering  whether  we  are  asking 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  a  question  which 
is  beyond  bis  prerogative. 

Senator  Ellendes.  Senator  Thte,  my  only 
reason  for  asking  such  a  question,  as  I  predi- 
cated my  question,  was  that  he  was  very 
closely  allied  with  the  cooperatives,  I  think, 
for  4,  6,  or  6  years. 

Mr.  Benson.  Five  years. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  be  Is  going  to  lean  backward  to  help 
the  cooperatives  or  anything  like  that,  but 
I  want  to  find  out  what  his  views  are  with 
respect  to  cooperatives. 

I  will  repeat,  that  I  am  for  them  100  per- 
cent. I  addressed  the  ccmperatlves  In  New 
Orleans  last  Tuesday.  I  have  a  lot  of  friends 
among  them.  I  was  glad  to  learn  from  the 
president,  Mr.  Brooks,  that  this  great  associ- 
ation did  not  accept  all  c<K>peratlves  becatise 
they  were  of  the  opinion  that  some  of  these 
cooperatives  went  far  beyond  the  purview  of 
the  present  law  in  getting  into  busineas  that 
should  be  handled  by  private  enterprise. 
They  did  not  j>ay  the  taxes  they  should  pay. 

I  luiderstand  you  are  aware  of  the  position 
of  the  same  group. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  I  think  generally,  I 
would  be.  Senator,  but  more  than  half  of 
the  farmer  cooperatives  of  the  country  claim 
no  exemption  of  any  kind,  you  know.  Un- 
der the  law  they  are  entitled  to  certain 
exemptions.  About  half  of  them  today, 
as  I  recall,  are  not  claiming  any  exemption 
of  any  kind  because  tt  Involves  a  lot  of  red 
tape,  special  record  keeping,  and  the  like. 
They  Just  felt  it  was  not  worth  It.  what 
p>08sible  saving  they  might  get  from  It. 

Senator  Ellendes.  I  have  Just  one  more 
question  to  ask  you.  I  do  not  want  to  take 
too  much  time.  Are  there  any  laws  pres- 
ently on  the  statute  books  affecting  agrl- 
cultiue  that  you  propose  to  change? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  do  not  think  I  hare  the 
authority  to  change  any  laws. 

Senator  Ellznosb.  I  mean  euggcsted 
changes. 

Mr.  Benson.  No:  not  offhand.  I  hope  to 
become  more  familiar  with  the  agriruirur? 
legislation,  study  it  carefully.  It  aaay  be 
that  I  will  have  several  rccotzLaaradatiiccL,i 
for  the  constdcratKtc  of  th«  coanaxxziM  liAScr . 

The  CKAisacAK.  Tou  do  iiot  cjuiteiUismd. 
that  as  Secrenary  of  Ajcr*:ui.t:ur»  jvrx  wouju 
li*"r«    aiiv.tuns    to    wv    ibctiS   cwv.'p«ri*t:v«»,.' 
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Ur.  BsNaoN.  Th«t  Is  right.  It  would  b« 
nrettT  much  out  of  my  field.  Senator. 

The  CHADUiAW.  I  woiUd  like  to  Mk  one 
queation  on  the  matter  ot  cotton.  What 
would  be  your  attitude  toward  the  efforts  of 
several  cotton  interests,  producers  and 
others,  to  raise  a  fund  to  promote  foreign 
markets  for  cotton?  Would  you  encourage 
such  action  on  their  part  or  woiUd  you  say 
"No,  that  is  the  Oovernment's  business  to 
work  up  the  foreign  markets  for  cotton,  and 
something  that  you  fellows  should  keep  out 

of." 

I  understand  they  contemplate  an  assess- 
ment  of  so  much  a  bale  to  develop  their  own 
markets  in  foreign  lands. 

lir.  Benson.  I  think,  Senator,  that  any- 
thing that  can  be  done  th.ough  private  ef- 
fort, including  cooperatives,  to  encourage 
the  expansion  of  markets  abroad,  or  at  home, 
should  be  encoxiraged. 

Tt  ;  Chaoucan.  That  Is  alL 

Senator  Thti? 

Senator  Thtx.  Mr.  Chairman  and  Mr.  Ben- 
son, the  one  great  question  that  is  in  my 
mind  concerns  the  perishable  farm  com- 
modities. I  Introduced  a  bill  since  the  open- 
ing of  this  session  to  Include  oats,  barley  and 
rye  among  the  list  of  the  commodities  to  be 
supported  at  90  percent  of  parity  for  the 
crop  years  1953  and  1954. 

Am  I  Justified  in  asking  that  these  major 
crops,  which  are  storable.  should  be  listed 
among  the  basics? 

Mr.  BxNsoN.  I  presume  you  are  Justified 
in  asking  me  that.  Senator.  I  presimie  It 
has  been  debated  many  times  by  this  com- 
mittee. I  presume  there  must  be  good  rea- 
sons why  they  have  not  been  included. 

Senator  Thtx.  Would  you  recognlie  the 
need  9 

Mr.  BxNSON.  I  recognize  the  problem. 

Senator  Tarx.  You  recognize  It  is  a  good 
reason  for  anyone  in  the  diversified  area  to 
Include  those  major  crops  that  are  major 
In  some  sections  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BiNsoN.  I  can  certainly  see  why  one 
from  those  areas  would  be  interested.  And 
X  am  Interested  in  it,  too. 

Senator  Thtx.  Tou  are  sympathetic  to 
their  problem? 

Mi.  Binson.  Yes;  I  would  be. 

Senator  Thtx.  The  other  great  question, 
of  course,  la  the  dairy  Industry.  We  at  the 
present  time  have  a  mandatory  support  from 
75  to  90  percent. 

May  I  ask  you  this  question:  Is  it  your 
opinion  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  United  States  Government  have 
made  as  great  an  effort  as  they  should  have 
and  possibly  could  have  in  developing  mar- 
keting, processing,  packaging,  and  making 
these  perishable  commodities  storable  as 
they  should  have?  Have  we  done  as  good 
a  Job  In  the  field  of  research,  in  the  field  of 
marketing  and  processing,  as  can  be  done? 

Mr.  Benson.  That  Is  a  very  broad  question. 

Senator  Thtx.  It  Is  a  broad  one,  but  it 
ties  In. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  very  rarely  do  we  ever 
do  as  well  as  we  could.  I  think  It  ovight  to 
be  studied  more.  I  believe  it  can  be  im- 
proved. I  think  we  can  do  a  better  Job  In 
the  field,  in  the  general  field  of  distribution, 
marketing,  and  packaging  of  our  farm  prod- 
ucts. 

Senator  Thti.  Would  you  support  an  en- 
deavor to  promote  a  program  that  will  ex- 
pand our  research  field  In  the  marketing  and 
the  handling  of  perishables? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes;  I  would.  I  certainly 
would.  Not  only  the  perishables,  but  the 
others  as  well.  I  think  that  is  very  basic 
to  our  program. 

Senator  Thtx.  The  perishables  are  our 
big  problem. 

Mr.  Benson.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Thtx.  We  know  that  the  price  of 

pork  has  dropped  drastically  to  the  producer. 

In  fact,  it  has  been  way  below  90-percent 

painty  at  varlotis  times  in  the  past  15  months. 


Mr.  Benson.  Yes.    1  would  be  very  sympa- 

theUc  to  it. 

Senator  Thtx.  You  recognize  that  prob- 
lem? 

Mr.  Bknson.  I  recognize  it  and  I  would  be 
very  sympathetic. 

Senator  Thte.  While  It  la  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  Agrlculturs  to 
use  not  only  section  32  funds  but  to  make 
purchases  to  stabilize  that  market,  would 
you  be  aggressive  in  the  use  of  your  dis- 
cretionpry  authorization? 

Mr.  IIENSON.  I  hope  to  be  aggressive  In 
carrying  out  the  mandates  of  Congress  pro- 
vided in  the  various  legislation,  to  help  pro- 
tect the  various  products  of  our  farms.  That 
is  my  objective.  I  hope  to  be  aggressive 
in  It. 

Senator  Thte.  If  you  are  aggressive  the 
authorization  Is  there. 

Mr.  Bemson.  I  may  not  always  be  as  ag- 
gressive as  some  of  you  may  tl>lnk  I  should 
be.  I  will  have  to  use  my  best  judgment. 
It  is  a  uemendous  responsibility  for  a  man 
to  have.  I  hope  to  go  forward  and  do  the 
very  best  I  can  with  your  counsel — the  coun- 
sel of  this  committee. 

Senator  Thte.  I  suppose  Senator  Yoimo 
and  Senator  Elundee  have  covered  all  the 
major  questions  very  thoroughly. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  that  reason  there  are 
not  many  questions  that  are  basic  that  are 
left  to  be  asked.  I  was  concerned  about  the 
perishables.  When  I  have  your  assurance 
that  you  will  be  aggressive  In  your  discre- 
tionary authorization,  then  I  know  that  we 
can  maintain  a  stable  market  for  the  per- 
ishable commodities. 

Mr.  Be.mson.  I  hope  to  do  my  duty  to  the 
best  or  my  ability  under  the  legislation  pro- 
vided by  the  Congress  In  carrying  It  out  as 
they  Intended  It  to  be  carried  out. 

Senator  Thye.  Of  course,  they  didn't  In- 
tend other  than  that  you  should  have  dis- 
cretionary authorization. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  sir.  That  Is  where  the 
question  of  judgment  comes  in. 

Senator  Thte.  That  is  why  I  wanted  to  be 
certain  about  It.  as  to  whether  you  would 
be  aggressive  or  not. 

Mr.  Chairman,  those  are  all  the  questions 
that  I  will  ask. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Holxand? 
Senator   Hoixand.    Are  you   familiar   with 
the  rural  electrification  program? 
Mr.  Benson.    Yes;  son\ewhBt. 
Senator   Hoixano.    Are   you   in    sympathy 
with  it? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes.  I  have  been  In  sym- 
pathy with  it  through  the  years. 

Senator  Holxand.  Are  you  familiar  with 
the  rural  telephone  program  that  has  Ju«t 
gotten  well  under  way? 

Mr.  Benson.  Not  as  familiar  as  I  am  with 
the  other  phase  of  R£A.  But  I  am  some- 
what familiar  with  It. 

Senator  Holland.  Are  you  In  sympathy 
with  that? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  remember  when  the  tele- 
phone first  came  into  my  home.  It  was  a 
cooperative  project  which  the  farmers  pro- 
vided themselves.  That  was  a  happy  day  in 
our  home. 

Senator  Holland.  You  understand  that 
the  rural  telephone  legislation  on  the  books 
gives  emphasis  to  the  helping  of  private  tel- 
ephone projects  to  better  fill  the  rural  field, 
if  that  can  be  done? 

Mr.  Benson.   That  Is  right. 
Senator    Holxand.    And   that    that   would 
have    precedence    over    the    organization    of 
new  associations  under  the  Rural  Telephone 
Act.     Are  you  familiar  with  the  operations 
of  Farmers  Home  Administration? 
Mr.  Benson.   Yes;  in  a  general  way. 
Senator  Holland.    What  Is  your  attitude 
with  reference  to  that  organization  and  its 
usefulness  and  Its  place  in  the  picture? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  understood  It  ts  performing 
a  very  desirable  and  good  service.  I  want 
to  study  it  carefully,  if  you  will  give  me  time 


to  do  so.  I  don't  know  that  I  am  ready  to 
make  any  recommendations  for  changes  or 
anything  of  the  sort.  In  a  general  way  I  am 
familiar  with  what  it  Is. 

Senator  Holland.  I  understand,  of  course, 
that  two  of  Its  large  fields  of  activity  not 
covered  elsewhere  are  in  the  fields  of  emer- 
gency loan  handling? 

Mr.  Benson.  That  ts  right. 
Senator  Holland.  In  the  case  of  dlsastar? 
Mr.  Benson.  That  is  right. 
Senator  Holland.  And  in  the  field  of  aa- 
sUtance  of  submarglnal  operaUone  to  better 
meet  their  problem? 

Mr.  Benson.  That  Is  a  very  special  field. 
Senator  Holland    And  that  that  is  not  met 
by  the  ordinarily  more  commercial  type  of 
Federal  organization? 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes;  I  understand  that 
Senator  Holland.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota asked  you  some  questions  about  per- 
ishables. X  believe  he  confined  himself 
largely  to  tie  diilry  field,  whereas  the  people 
in  a  large  part  of  the  Nation  are  more  inter- 
ested In  the  field  of  frulU  and  vegeUble 
production,  when  the  word  "perishables"  is 
mentioned,  than  in  the  dairy  field. 

You  undersUnd,  of  course,  that  the  pres- 
ent legislation  requires  that  the  section  32 
funds  ahaU  be  used  preferentially— or  I  be- 
Ueve  maybe  a  little  different  word  is  used — 
that  the  preferred  field  of  operaUon  ahall  be 
In  connection  with  the  meeting  of  the  prob- 
lems of  crops  that  do  not  have  price-support 
progranas,  with  emphasils  on  perishables. 
fresh  frulU  and  vegetables? 

Mr     Benson.  That   is    my    understanding. 
Senator   Holland.  Yuu   will    of   course   be 
governed  by  that  expression  of  the  law? 
Mr.  Benson.  Yes.  sir. 

S«>nator  Holland.  You  realize,  of  course, 
that  there  Is  much  emphasis  now  on  the 
way  to  expand  markets,  export  markets  In 
particular.  In  both  the  storable  commodity 
fields  and  also  in  the  perishable  fielda.  Kven 
having  that  In  mind  you  would  still  be  pre- 
pared to  give  prior  emphasis  or  preferential 
consideration  to  the  fresh  fruits  and  vege- 
tables and  other  nonsupported  products  in 
connection  with  these  attempts  to  build  ex- 
pert markets? 

Mr  Benson.  I  think  they  need  a  lot  of 
attention.  I  think  some  of  our  major  prob- 
lem- have  U3  do  with  the  perishables. 

Senator  Holland.  You  are  not  supporting 
the  Brnnnan  program,  are  you.  Mr.  Benson? 
Mr.  Benson.  I  Uiluk  you  know  the  answer 
to  that.  Senator. 

Senator  Holland.  I  wanted  you  to  answer 
It.     Yuu  are  not  for  the  Brannan  plan? 

Mr  BE.NSON.  No,  sir.  Not  as  I  understand 
It. 

Senator  Holland.  To  come  back  to  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  for  a  mo- 
ment, there  has  been  discussion  of  merging 
it  with  other  excellent  progranas.  It  has 
always  occurred  to  me  that  here  is  a  field 
dei.liug  morp  with  cases  of  need  than  the 
others  in  which  you  deal  with  cases  of  right- 
ful credit  values,  and  that  there  Is  a  great 
dissimilarity  between  the  field  covered  by 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  program 
and  the  others. 

Mr.  Benson  I  understood  that  It  fills  a 
special  need  and  Is  In  a  special  credit  field. 
The  neld  ordinarily  Is  not  fully  covered  by 
commercial  credit  Institutions,  or  even  by 
farm  credit  administrations.  It  Is  a  special 
field. 

Senator   Holland.  In  this  field  of  credits 
have  you  had  any  experience  in  the  executive 
field,  and  particularly  In  the  banking  field? 
Mr.  Benson.  No,  not  especially. 
Senator  Holland.  You  recognize  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  the  head  of  the 
largest  banking  Institution  in  the  world? 
Mr    Benson.  That  is  right. 
Senator  Holland.  Do  you  have  any  views 
which   you   would   care   to  conununlcate   to 
this  committee  with  reference  to  the  need  for 
reorganization    of    the    Commodity    Credit 
Corporation. 
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Mr.  Bawaow.  X  tutv*  thb 

hope  to  g«t  aromnit  me  Xhm  wry 
That  It  to  ponlbte  %3  g*V  and  men  wtao  hav* 
espericncs  in  ttxjva  Aelda  where  I  may  be 
lacking  'aoinewhat.  X  do  not  have  aU  Um 
answers.  I  am  tryloc  to  fering  Into  tbc  D*> 
partment  the  very  best  qualified  men  It  to 
humanly  possible  t3  get.  I  am  fladlng  that 
you  cannot  get  that  type  of  man  always  on  tiM 
baaU  of  Oovemment  aelartea.  but  tbat  you 
can  on  the  baato  ot  public  Mrrlce  ortentimes, 
and  the  opportunity  to  help  get  a  Job  dooe. 
even  at  a  substanilal  sacrifloe  in  salary.  I 
have  already  had  t'Tldenoa  ot  that.  I  hope 
that  we  can  get  men  on  Um  teem  who  can 
do  the  Job. 

Senator  Hollan-x  Yoa  know,  of  eoune, 
that  the  prreent  legislation  permiU  Uut  set- 
ting up  and  uttllxiitlon  of  an  adviaory  com- 
mittee for  the  Ommodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration? 

Mr    Benson.  Tei..  air. 

Senator  Holxand.  Which  In  the  oplnkm  ot 
many  members  of  thte  committee — as  here- 
tofore set  up — has  seca  a  rery  strong  method 
available  to  streng'iien  the  aoundnees  ot  the 
operation  of  the  Oimmodlty  Q^dlt  Corpora- 
tion, but  which  has  not  been  very  much  used. 

Do  vou  have  any  plan  with  reference  to  the 
making  of  greater  jse  of  that  program? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  act  a  very  strong  btf lever  In 
advisory  committ-  «e.  particularly  If  they  can 
be  rather  lnfonr.»l  eommltteea  that  are  not 
net  up  and  beco^ie  another  Gkivernment  in- 
stitution. I  thi'ik  they  can  render  a  very 
useful  service.  1  ^ra8  thinking  in  terms  of 
dealing  with  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion particularly,  where  such  »  committee 
would  Iw  lnvaluab>. 

Senator  Hoixans  You  recogniae  that  that 
is  one  of  the  fields  where  material  strength- 
ening of  the  prceetit  program  U  required? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  that  U  true. 

Ssnator  HollanT'.  One  more  queation.  re- 
lating to  the  field  of  forestry  and  forestry 
products,  which  of  course  Is  an  important 
field  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Do 
you  have  special  experience  in  that  field? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  huve  lived  very  close  to  the 
national  foresU.  I  have  run  livestock  on 
the  national  forests.  I  know  something  of 
their  operatlona. 

Senator  Hollanq.  I  am  not  thinking  so 
much  of  national  forests.  I  am  thinking  of 
the  privately  owned  forests  axid  forest  opera- 
tions and  forest  products. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  know  tomethlng  of  those.  X 
never  owned  personally  s  private  forest  but  I 
know  something  of  the  problems  and  the 
relationahip  between  the  privately  owned  for- 
ests and  the  national  forests. 

Senator  Holland.  You  feel  that  you  would 
be  able  to  give  intelligent  and  aggressive  han- 
dling to  the  forest  and  forest  products  side 
of  the  operations  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  would  hope  to.  I  would 
probably  need  your  counsel  and  the  counsel 
of  many  others,  btit  I  will  do  the  best  I  can. 

Senator  Holland.  You  will  probably  have 
the  counsel  of  all  members  of  this  commit- 
tee. Do  you  have  any  special  plans  in  your 
program  of  service — I  see  you  are  already 
building  a  program — relating  to  forests  and 
forest  products? 

Mr.  Benson.  No.  No  final  conclusions. 
Senator.  I  have  conferred  with  a  niunber  of 
representatives  of  privately  owned  forests  as 
I  have  made  a  junket  around  the  cotmtry, 
and  have  leiu'ned  something  of  their  views, 
something  of  fhelr  problems.  I  will  not 
make  a  decision  until  I  am  In  office,  of  coune. 
and  until  I  know  a  little  more  about  It 
myself. 

Senator  Holland.  Tou  recognize,  of  course, 
that  as  our  country  has  grown  greater  In 
population  and  as  the  forests  have  been  In 
many  places  denuded,  that  the  problems  In 
connection  with  forestry  and  reforestation 
have  grown  more  aciite  until  they  oocnprlse 
now  one  of  our  greatest  fields  of  national 
necessity? 
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Mr.  BBnaoN.  Tte.  X  am  feodltar  with 
that.  X  have  traveled  in  many  oountrtee 
abroad  where  they  have  suffered  as  a  result 
of  not  providing  for  ref oreetatton. 

Senator  Houanb.  Thank  you  very  much. 

The  Chaikman.  Tou  sUted  your  belief 
that  an  advisary  committee  would  be  of  value 
to  you.  Do  you  agree  that  the  value  of  an 
adviaory  committee  will  depend  almost  fully 
upon  the  Secretary  giving  credence  to  the 
advice  he  receives  from  such  committee  and 
following  It  if  It  appears  valuable? 

Mr.  Benson.  Tea;  I  think  that  to  trtte.  X 
have  already  had  an  example  of  It.  Aa  you 
know,  there  has  been  an  Interim  agrlcultiiral 
adviaory  committee  appointed.  I  met  with 
them  for  3  days.  I  found  that  they  were 
very  valuable.  I  took  to  them  some  problems 
for  checking.  I  am  sure  that  such  a  com- 
mittee can  be  very  helpful  to  the  Secretary. 
I  would  hope  that  I  would  have  the  adTau- 
tage  of  the  use  of  such  a  committee. 

The  Chaixman.  I  was  going  to  ask  you  next 
whether  you  recommended  the  eetabltehment 
of  such  a  committee  with  advisory  powers  on 
a  permanent  basis? 

Mr.  Benson.  Tes.  I  recommended  the  ap- 
pointment of  thto  conrunittee  to  the  Presi- 
dent-elect. He  named  the  committee  at  my 
recommendation.  I  would  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  continuing  committee,  maybe 
with  some  change  In  personnel  from  time  to 
time  to  bring  in  frecih  points  of  view,  and 
possibly  to  get  a  wider  repreeentatlon,  not 
only  a  general  advisory  committee  but  it 
seems  to  me  we  need  advisory  committees 
probably  on  commodity  products  as  well,  par- 
ticularly on  commodity  credit. 

The  CRAntMAN.  Senator  Yotino  has  a  ques- 
Uon. 

Senator  TorNo.  Will  you  be  appointing 
any  farmers  to  these  committees?  So  far  as 
I  know  you  have  not  appointed  any  farmers. 

Mr.  Benson.  Tes;  there  have  been  some, 
Senator. 

Senator  Andebson.  I  hope  the  Republican 
National  Committeeman  In  my  home  State, 
Albert  Mitchell,  to  regarded  as  a  farmer.  He 
operates  the  Matador  Ranch,  runs  hto  own 
ranch,  produces  several  thousand  head  of 
cattle  a  year,  and  bought  a  ranch  in  the 
southeastern  part  of  the  country. 

Senator  Toin««.  He  to  a  large  rancher,  X 
would  say. 

Senator  Holland.  Thto  question  empha- 
siaes  the  nonparttoan  and  bipartisan  nature 
of  the  committee. 

The  CHAniCAN.  Senator  Wxllums? 

Sens  tor  WnJ,UMs.  I  have  no  questions  at 
thto  time. 

The  CHAmcAN.  Senator  ANDXiaoN? 

Senator  Andeeson.  May  I  say.  Mr.  Secre- 
tary, that  I  am  very  happy  at  the  answers  you 
have  given  this  afternoon.  I  am  glad  that 
you  have  not  made  up  your  mind  on  every 
subject  before  you  have  a  chance  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  wisdom  that  to  contained  in 
the  wonderful  career  people  who  are  inside 
the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  am  sure  there  are  hundreds 
of  them.  Senator. 

Senator  Andexson.  There  was  a  question  a 
moment  ago  about  soil  conservation  pay- 
ments and  the  amount  of  g400,000,000  was 
uaed.  I  think  other  people  referred  to  a 
qviarter  of  a  billion  dollars.  I  hope  you 
recogniae  that  the  •400.000,000  of  taso.OOO,- 
000,  as  it  to  in  the  budget,  are  agricultural 
conservation  payments  and  that  they  are  not 
to  be  confused  with  soil  conservation  pay- 
ments. I  made  a  motion  in  the  Senate  to 
reduce  agricultural  conservation  payments, 
but  the  entire  dtocuaslon  was  on  soil  con- 
aenration. 

Ux.  BxMBOM.  I  understand  they  are  sepa- 
rate. 

Senator  AMUoaoir.  Tea.  One  to  a  device  to 
conserve  the  sotl  and  the  other  to  a  asperate 
device  to  increase  agricultural  Incomit.  I  be- 
lieve peopto  recogniae  that. 

Senator  T^rx.  Mr.  Chairman? 

Xhe  CBAixacAir.  XT  the  Senator  jlel^ 


Senator  Tkts.  Uay  I  Just  make  a  brief 
comment  on  the  last  statement  ot  the  former 
Secretary  to  increase  the  agricultural  In- 
come?   If  Senator  Andssson  would  yield. 

Senator  AHnaaoN.  Surely. 

Senator  T^vx.  What  I  recogniae  In  that 
phase  of  the  FVderal  pa3rment  U  the  incen- 
tive to  impro^'e  the  farm  techniques,  such 
as  the  growing  of  legumea,  the  application 
Of  oomoMTcial  lime,  which  assur«s  the  farmer 
that  if  he  puts  grass  seed  in  the  ground  he 
has  a  belter  chance  of  getting  a  good  stand 
of  grass.  What  I  recognlM  In  the  program 
to  that  incentive  to  very,  very  important. 
Therefore  it  does  tie  in  to  soil  conaerraUoa 
in  a  degree. 

Senator  Anobbson.  I  do  want  to  remind 
you  that  the  American  Farm  Bureau  r^dera- 
Uon.  after  carefully  studying  thto  and  talk- 
ing It  over  at  the  grass  roots,  at  Its  last 
meeUng  In  Seattle — which  I  had  the  privi- 
lege of  attending — passed  a  resolution  pretty 
strongly  against  agricultural  conservation 
payments  for  items  that  the  farmer  would 
ordinarily  do  himself.  And  the  National 
Orange — I  aaw  Mr.  Sanders  here  a  moment 
ago — has  also  taken  a  position  of  trying  to 
put  the  payments  on  permanent  practices. 

I  noticed  that  the  question  a  moment  ago 
was  phrased  entirely  In  terms  of  aoll  con- 
servation. I  think  we  will  get  along  better 
If  we  frankly  label  it  "agricultural  conserra- 
tion  paymenU,"  for  whatever  purposes  used. 

Oeneral  Elsenhower  got  Into  thto  dtsciu- 
slon.  May  I  call  your  attention  to  what  he 
said  at  Memphis,  T^nn.,  on  October  10?  X 
understood  thto  was  the  last  major  farm 
reference  that  he  made  in  the  campaign. 
He  said : 

"Here  and  now  let  me  say  to  you  what  X 
have  said  to  farmers  elsewhere:  I  stand  be- 
hind the  price-support  laws  now  on  the 
books." 

As  I  understand  It  the  price-support  laws 
now  on  the  books  have  some  provision  for 
flexibility  in  them.  They  include  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1048,  as  amended  by  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1940,  I  hope  that  any 
of  these  other  utterances  do  not  lead  you 
to  believe  that  he  was  abandoning  the  baslo 
agrlculttu-al  a<;ts. 

The  Democratic  candidate  for  President 
In  1948  ran  on  a  program  of  fiextblllty  and 
did  very  well  In  the  farm  States,  if  my  mem- 
ory serves  me  at  all.  In  1BS3  our  candidate 
did  not  run  on  flexible  price  lupports  but 
on  rigid  00  i>ercent  -forever  and  ever.  Re 
did  not  can-)'  a  farm  State  north  of  tha 
Mason  and  Dixon's  line. 

Senator  Youno.  Would  you  yield? 

Senator  aniierson,  I  only  hope  that  what 
Oeneral  Etoenhower  so  clearly  stated  over 
and  over  again,  to  support  the  basic  Farm 
Act,  to  not  forgotten. 

Senator  Yottno.  Would  you  yield? 

Senator  Andxxson.  Tei. 

Senator  Totnfo.  The  statements  by  both 
President  Truman  and  Vice  President  Bark- 
ley  were  all  In  favor  of  90-percent  supports. 
The  Democratic  platform  Itself  favored  a 
flexible  support,  but  their  own  policy  was  for 
00-percent  support.    Is  that  correct? 

Senator  Andxkson.  I  am  glad  the  dtotln- 
gulshed  Senator  from  North  Dakota  paid  so 
much  attention  to  the  Democratic  platform 
at  that  particular  time — 1948.  I  could  lntro« 
duce  the  Oongxbssional  Rccoat)  and  the 
campaign  documents  which  the  then  Sen- 
ator Berkley  presented  aa  the  legislative  ae- 
oompltohments  of  the  admintotratlon.  It 
was  done  on  the  last  day  and  he  referred  In 
glowing  terms  to  the  Aiken  Act.  so-called. 
I  have  copies  of  what  President  Ttmoan  saki 
at  Omaha  and  what  he  said  in  Oalifomla.  in 
which  he  almoat  endorsed  the  Aiken  Aet  by 
name. 

Senator  Tovwa.  Cbold   yoa  prutnee 
speech  made  by  ettbcr  Pieatdent 
Berkley  which  did   not  specify 
■iqiport  In  that  campaign* 

The  OtsMaw   Te«  see  isfciiUg  to 
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Senator  Anvaaon.  Can  you  produce  on« 
that  did  «ay  they  are  ior  BO-percent  price 
support? 

Senator  Toiwo.  Tea:  a  great  many. 

Senator  Awdbbhok.  In  the  1948  election? 

Senator  Youko.  Yea. 

Senator  AwoaasoN.  I  am  glad  you  followed 
toat  campaign  »o  cloeely.  I  csunpalgned  a 
little  bit  with  the  Vice  Presidential  candidate, 
Mr.  Barkley.  He  must  have  skipped  It  when 
I  was  there  because  he  didn't  say  a  word 
about  It.  All  I  am  trying  to  suggest  Is  that 
the  basic  agricultural  act  Is  on  the  books,  and 
I  hope  the  Department  of  Agriculture  will 
try  to  administer  programs  under  the  laws 
which  Congress  has  passed  and  not  by  press 
release  or  Presidential  speeches. 

I  say  press  release  advisedly  because  Mr. 
Shields  was  back  here  a  moment  ago,  who 
was  counsel  lor  the  Department,  and  who 
recalls  how  we  were  hooked  by  a  press  re- 
lease Inadvertently  Issued  In  1941.  That 
press  release  tied  the  Government  up  for 
the  expenditure  of  a  lot  of  money. 

I  am  glad  that  you  are  willing  to  follow 
the  laws  Instead  of  the  press  releases. 

Mr.  BxNSOif.  I  certainly  hope  I  wlU  always 
be  found  trjrlng  to  follow  the  laws. 

Senator  Andeison.  I  beUeve  that  you  wUl 

Mr.  Bbnson.  The  Secretary  does  not  make 
those  laws. 

Senator  And««80H.  No.  sir;  he  Is  the  ad- 
ministrator of  those  laws. 

Mr.  BaifSON.  It  will  be  an  honest  admin- 
istration of  them. 

Senator  AmmooK.  I  am  confident  It  will 

be. 

I  noticed  the  suggestion  about  new  Indxis- 
trlal  uses  made  a  moment  ago.  I  hope  that 
the  comments  mean  that  you  will  try  to  find 
new  uses  for  products  Instead  of  disposing 
of  them  without  finding  new  use  for  them. 

May  I  express  the  hope  that  you  try  to 
get  the  amount  of  research  money  that  Is 
permitted  by  law.  It  may  be  difficult  to  get 
It  through  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  At 
least  If  the  Dep>artment  asks  for  the  160.000.- 
000  that  they  are  entitled  to  now,  It  may  get 
a  fair-sized  chunk  of  that. 

Do  you  not  beUeve  that  by  the  use  of  this 
research  we  can  eliminate  some  of  the 
troubles  that  the  farmers  now  have? 

Mr.  BzNSOW.  I  am  sure  It  would  make  a 
contribution.  Senator.  I  think  it  Is  basic  to 
the  future  growth  and  expansion  and  wel- 
fare of  the  whole  Industry. 

Senator  Andisson.  And  that  we  may  need 
thU  food  that  will  be  produced  as  a  result 
Of  It. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Andkbson.  Let  me  say  In  passing 
that  I  could  not  help  but  notice  that  you 
are  silent  on  the  drop  in  grain  markets.  I 
hope  the  silence  continues.  I  do  not  think 
you  have  authority  to  try  to  bolster  these 
prices  by  utterances  before  you  become  Sec- 
retary, as  you  do  afterward.  You  may  find 
that  you  will  find  It  necessary  to  do  it  after- 
ward. 

Mr.  BKNsoN.  I  may  find  that  I  am  not 
Secretary,  Senator. 

Senator  ANDEasoN.  I  hope  that  does  not 
happen.  I  do  want  to  commend  the  sug- 
gestion Senator  Holland  made  a  mc»nent 
ago  about  the  use  of  advisory  boards  in  Com- 
modity Credit.  It  Is  a  tremendously  large 
banking  operation.  Members  of  this  con>- 
mittee  were  very  helpful  in  trying  to  work 
out  an  advisory  program  that  they  could  ap- 
prove an  advisory  commrlttee  that  they 
could  confirm. 

I  do  not  think  that  advisory  committee  has 
come  back  many  times  to  the  Congress  for 
any  future  suggestions.  I  do  hope  that  you 
might  find  it  in  yoxir  heart  to  make  use  of 
the  accumulated  wisdom  that  you  find  in 
some  of  the  members  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Yodno.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
alnce  you  made  reference  apparently  to  a 
remark  that  I  made  earlier  as  to  his  posltloa 
on  iH-ice  supports  in  bolstering  markets? 

Senator  Andbson.  Yes. 


Senator  Yottno.  My  thinking  Is  the  same 
as  that  of  most  of  the  people  of  the  Middle 
West,  that  a  strong  statement  now  by  the 
Secretary  on  the  continuance  of  price  sup- 
pen^  would  bolster  these  markets.  I  think 
that  is  perfectly  proper. 

Senator  Andeeson.  If  the  present  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  starts  to  make  use  of  his  office 
to  Infiuence  markets  up  and  down,  people 
who  are  on  one  side  of  the  market  will  lose 
and  other  people  on  the  other  side  will  win. 
I  hate  to  think  of  the  possibility  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  going  out  and  mak- 
ing statements  in  order  to  rig  the  market 
one  way  or  the  other.  I  do  not  believe  It 
win  work.  In  the  first  place,  and  I  think  It 
can  only  lead  to  grief.  In  the  second  place. 
He  Is  not  allowed  by  law  to  comment  on  cot- 
ton. I  wish  he  were  not  allowed  to  comment 
on  other  things. 

Senator  Young.  May  I  again  state,  my  only 
thought  was  that  a  statement  by  him  on 
price  supports  would  strengthen  the  markeu. 
and  1  think  It  U  perfe'-tly  proper.  Since 
when  are  the  department  denied  the  right 
to  advocate  a  decent  price  for  farmers,  even 
If  there  might  be  some  inference  that  specu- 
lators would  profit? 

Senator  Andeeson.  I  will  only  say  that 
there  will  be  many  days  when  people  who  are 
on  the  wrong  side  of  the  lard  market  or 
something  else  wUl  try  to  Infiuence  that 
market.  I  think  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture had  some  special  announcements  that 
a  fellow  was  unkind  enough  to  leave  In  the 
pressroom,  telling  what  would  happen  with 
lard,  and  you  gentlemen  will  recall  that. 
That  was  done  to  Influence  the  market.  The 
man  who  did  It  I  think  faced  trial  for  It 
some  time  or  other. 

It  la  an  extremely  dangerous  thing,  I  think, 
if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  get 
into  that  position.  I  sympathize  with  what 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  Is  trying  to 
accomplish.  Heaven  knows  he  has  tried 
steadily  and  Industriously  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  farmers.  I  have  never  been 
critical  of  what  he  has  done.  He  has  been  a 
very  fine  Senator  and  a  true  friend  of  farm- 
ers. I  only  wanted  to  express  my  hope  that 
the  E>epartment  does  not  get  in  the  buslnens 
of  rigging  the  markets.  I  do^not  believe  It 
should. 

Senator  Young.  I  agree  with  you. 

The  CKAnnAN.  For  the  purpose  of  keeping 
the  record  straight,  the  Chair  would  like  to 
make  note  of  the  remark  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  earlier  in  this  session.  I  be- 
lieve the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  made 
mention  that  farm  prices  had  been  steadily 
falling  for  the  past  6  ye&n.  If  the  records 
of  the  Department  are  correct,  the  all-time 
peak  In  farm  Income  was  the  years  1947  and 
1948.  Since  1948  net  farm  Income  has  fallen 
10  percent,  while  net  farm  mortgages  have 
Increased  a  UtMe  over  30  percent. 

That  points  up  the  seriousness  of  the  situ- 
ation and  the  Ineffectiveness,  perhaps,  of — 
maybe  we  had  better  not  say  "methoids  used 
so  far" — we  might  say  failure  to  use  all  of 
the  instruments  which  have  been  available 
for  the  prevention  of  such  decline. 

It  may  have  been  inadvertent  on  the  part 
of  the  Senates  from  North  Dakota.  I  wanted 
the  record  to  show  that. 

Senator  Young.  In  line  with  yovir  thinking 
recently  they  took  18  cargoes  of  wheat  out 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  stocks 
for  European  needs.  It  would  have  been 
more  proper,  if  they  wanted  to  maintain 
prices,  to  take  them  out  of  the  market. 

Senator  Anoexson.  Certainly.  I  feel  quite 
a  good  deal  of  sympathy  with  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  is  saying.  I  have 
180  cattle  on  full  feed.  They  have  been  there 
since  the  1st  of  October.  I  bought  them 
earlier  in  the  year.  They  have  had  9  months 
of  pasture,  3  months  of  full  feed.  If  I  am 
lucky  I  will  almost  get  back  what  I  paid  for 
the  cattle  originally. 

The  Chaiuman.  Senator  Thtx? 


Senator  Thte.  My  observation  has  been 
this:  1951  and  1962  have  been  the  moat  diffi- 
cult years  that  the  farmers  have  experienced 
since  late  1939.  The  expenses  of  the  farmer 
are  at  their  peak  because  of  the  inflationary 
levels  reached  In  1950,  and  the  farmer's  re- 
turn, his  Income  has  been  on  a  cotutant 
decline,  but  the  expenses  still  remain  up 
there.  The  farmer  is  hard  pressed  and  mort- 
gages are  being  written  every  single  day.  as 
well  as  delinquent  paymenu,  both  in  mort- 
gages and  In  chatUls.  which  are  being  re- 
corded constantly. 

That  is  the  concern  that  I  have  when  I 
asked  the  Secretary  would  he  be  aggressive 
in  the  use  of  his  discretionary  authorization 
In  purchases  with  section  33  funds.  We 
could  hope  for  a  better  market  in  the  perish- 
ables  than  we  have  experienced  in  the  past 
years. 

That  Is  my  great  concern.      

The  Chaieman.  Senator  Schoepfel? 
Senator  Schoefpel.  Mr  Chairman,  and  Mr. 
Benson,  there  is  an  advantage  from  your 
standpoint  In  getting  down  to  the  lower  end 
of  the  totem  pole.  I  am  talking  about  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  and  myself.  I  want 
to  say  that  generally  I  am  very  much  In 
agreement  with  the  answers  that  you  have 
made  to  many  of  these  questions.  Many  of 
the  questions  I  shall  not  repeat. 

I  know  you  realize  that  you  will  approach 
this  from  the  angle  that  thU  U  an  evalua- 
tion proposition,  that  It  is  very  Important  to 
evaluate  where  we  are,  what  are  the  causes 
and  conditions  that  are  developing.  I  am 
glad  you  are  taking  the  viewpoint  that  it 
has  to  be  studied  and  It  has  to  be  approached 
carefully.  I  think  that  U  a  mark  of  good 
Judgment  and  a  practical  approach  to  these 
things. 

You  mentioned  a  while  ago  •omcthing 
about  your  attitude  and  Interests  In  the  soil 
conservation  programs.  I  have  had  a  feeling 
that  the  watershed  programs  were  not 
pressed  as  vigorously  by  those  In  charge  of 
the  administration  of  this  Important  seg- 
ment of  our  Government  as  they  should  be. 
Are  you  generally  sympathetic  with  the 
watershed  programs  and  the  further  expan- 
sion of  them? 

Mr.  Benson.  As  I  understand  them.  I  am, 
Senator.  It  seems  to  me  they  are  very  Un- 
pwrtant. 

Senator  Schoepfei..  Some  of  the  recom- 
mendations from  the  E)epartment  came  down 
later.  I  know  the  Department  is  pressed  for 
many  other  serious  and  what  they  cotislder 
more  Important  matters.  They  came  in  too 
late  for  this  Congress  to  Implement,  many 
of  them,  the  way  they  felt  they  should  be 
Implemented.  I  am  glad  to  have  your  views 
with  reference  to  that  matter.  It  is  a  very 
important  approach. 

There  was  a  controversy  In  the  jjrogram 
of  the  Army  engineers  as  related  to  your  De- 
partment and  others.  There  will  be  before 
you,  I  am  sure,  from  many  of  us,  plans  for 
expansions  In  the  watershed  programs,  some 
from  my  State  and  some  from  other  States. 
I  notice  with  reference  to  the  advisory 
councils  that  you  have  a  belief  In  their  being 
beneficial  and  constructive.  I  might  say 
frankly  that  I  have  heard  some  rumblings 
already — maybe  honestly,  maybe  because 
they  are  a  little  Impatient;  although  I  do 
not  think  they  are  too  Impatient — about 
some  of  those  advisory  councils  or  the  over- 
all group  not  being  fully  representative  of 
the  Industries  that  are  tied  into  the  agri- 
cultural field,  and  related  commodities,  for 
Instance,  the  chemical  Industry.  I  under- 
stand that  the  total  sum  In  doUar-and- 
cent  sales  value  of  the  chemical  Industry  Is 
next  to  foods  in  this  country.  At  least  I  have 
been  so  Informed.  Would  you  consider  that 
such  councils,  to  the  extent  that  you  think 
any  of  them  represent  the  chemical  Indus- 
tries, ought  to  have  some  representation  in 
the  advisory  committee? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  it  would  be  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Secretary  to  get  advice  from 
every  possible  source.     This  Interim  agrlcul- 
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tural  advisory  committee,  of  course,  was  rela- 
tively a  small  committee.  We  tried  to  aelsct 
men  who  bad  a  broad  understanding  of 
agriculture.  We  could  not  have  repreaenta- 
tlves  of  every  commodity  and  every  Industry 
related  to  agriculture  on  the  amall  commit- 
tee. I  would  hope  that  we  would  have  a 
number  of  committees. 

Mention  has  been  made  of  having  an  ad- 
visory committee  for  commodity  credit  In 
this  operation.  I  would  hope  we  might  have 
a  numt>er  of  advisory  committees  on  a  com- 
modity basis.  Maybe  there  Is  a  need  for  a 
special  advisory  committee  on  the  matter  of 
fertilizers  and  chemicals.  It  la  very  Impor- 
tant, certainly.  The  Secretary  la  going  to 
need  all  the  help  he  can  get,  and  even  then 
he  will  not  have  all  the  answers. 

Mr.  ScBOEPPEL.  Mr.  Benson,  there  Is  one 
other  angle  that  many  of  lis  in  the  small 
grain-producing  areas — my  State,  for  exam- 
ple— are  very  much  interested  In  wheat  and 
the  ramifications  that  follow.  Naturally,  we 
are  Interested  In  where  the  price-support 
program  will  land.  I  am  glad  we  have  the 
price-support  program  on  the  statute  books 
and.  as  you  Indicated,  you  wUl  carry  it  out. 

When  you  look  at  the  International  Wheat 
At^reement,  ramifications  are  going  to  come 
from  that.  It  Is  not  going  to  be  too  pleasant 
a  picture.  Do  you  feel  that  that  is  one  of 
the  fields  of  important  matters  that  have  to 
be  approached  rather  realistically? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  think  so.  Senator.  I  am 
studying  that  right  now.  As  you  know,  the 
present  wheat  agreement  expires  in  July.  A 
conference  is  being  held  here  with  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Nation,  46  of  them,  begin- 
ning on  the  30th  of  January.  That  la  right 
on  our  doorstep. 

Senator  Hollans.  It  has  coat  tu  about 
$600,000,000  in  3  years. 

Mr  Benson.  Yes;  I  noticed  that.  That,  of 
course,  concerns  me.  You  speak  of  advisory 
committees.  We  have  called  an  advisory 
committee  of  the  Industry — growers,  han- 
dlers, and  proceasors — to  meet  here  tomorrow 
as  the  first  step.  I  understand  arrangements 
have  been  nu^de  so  that  we  can  have  an  ad- 
visory committee  from  the  Congress.  We,  of 
course,  must  determine  what  is  being  done, 
the  matter  of  whether  that  agreement  should 
be  continued  or  whether  It  should  not,  and 
on  what  basis  It  should  be  continued.  It  la 
a  problem  that  is  right  before  tis  now.  It 
concerna  me  very  deeply. 

Senator  Schoefpel.  I  know  It  does.  I 
wanted  to  throw  that  out  as  one  of  the 
Immediate  problems  we  are  going  to  have  to 
face,  which  problems  are  going  to  have  an 
rfTect  on  this  great  field  of  grain  marketing 
and   price  structure. 

One  other  thing  and  I  shall  conclude.  I 
have  heard  much  concern  expressed.  I  note 
that  you  are  interested,  and  have  been  for  a 
number  of  years,  In  the  cooperative  move- 
ment. They  are  in  my  State — and  rightfully 
so — Interested  In  purchasing  and  distribution 
of  commodities. 

In  the  grain  field  we  have  many,  many 
people  who  operate  country  elevators,  buy, 
store,  and  use  those  facilities  for  storage 
purposes.  A  very  troublesome  situation, 
probably  because  of  the  approach  that  might 
be  made  by  the  Department  in  implementing 
further  restrictions  that  might  develop  that 
win  affect  the  profits  in  the  Piu-e  Food  and 
Drug  Division.  I  know  that  you  are  familiar 
with  It. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  sir.  I  heard  about  It  In 
your  State. 

Senator  Scroepfel.  It  Is  there,  and  It  goes 
into  Oklahoma  and  Tesas  and  other  Statea. 
There  is  a  situation,  that  I  assure  you.  aa 
Secretary — and  you  will  be  the  Secretary, 
God  willing 

Mr.  Benson.  If  He  Is  not  willing,  I  do  not 
want  to  be. 

Senator  Schoefpel.  That  Is  going  to  be  • 
problem  that  will  have  to  be  considered.  If 
It  Is  not  approached  reallstleally  It  is  going 
to  affect  the  price  that  the  farmer  la  going 


to  get  for  his  grain.  Z  am  stire  you  realize 
that. 

Mr.  Benson.     Yea;  I  do. 

Senator  ScaosprsL.  I  throw  that  out  only 
for 

Mr.  Benson.  It  has  already  been  thrown 
out  to  me  several  times  on  this  Junket  I 
made  aroung  the  country.  Senator.  I  made 
that  trip  on  my  own  Initiative — no  one  sug- 
gested It  to  me — because  I  felt  the  need  of 
counsel  from  leaders  throtighout  the  agri- 
cultural Industry. 

I  do  not  mean  only  farm  people.  I  had 
representatives  of  farmers,  handlers  and 
processors  in,  representing  various  com- 
modities. When  I  got  into  the  grain  belt 
in  Kansas  City  we  had  people  come  In  from 
all  over  that  area — from  five  or  six  States — 
this  was  one  of  the  problems  that  was  worry- 
ing them. 

When  we  had  people  come  In  from  up  In 
your  area.  Senator  Youno,  In  the  cash  wheat 
belt,  they  were  worried  about  it  also.  Ap- 
parently It  is  a  serious  problem. 

Senator  Schoefpel.  It  affects  not  only  the 
man  who  produces  It,  the  man  who  buys  it 
for  storage  and  later  dUpoaltlon.  but  It  af- 
fects whoever  handles  it.  It  la  a  situation 
that  has  to  be  treated  realiaUcaUy. 

Mr.  Benson.  Certainly. 

Senator  Schoefpel.  That  Is  all  that  I  have. 
Thank  you. 

The  Chaixman.  Senator  Clements? 

Ssnator  Clements.  You  mentioned  that 
you  would  be  very  aggressive  in  the  support 
of  nonbasic  commodities  and  perishables. 

Mr.  Benson.  Possibly  not  as  aggressive  as 
some  of  you  think  I  should  be. 

Senator  Clements.  I  recall  that.  I  also 
heard  you  express  your  sympathy  for  the 
RSA  program.  About  10  percent  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country  are  still  without 
electricity.  Would  you  be  just  as  aggressive 
toward  getting  that  10  percent  electricity 
as  you  would  In  the  support  of  these  com- 
modities that  were  mentioned? 

Mr.  Benson.  My  first  Interest,  Senator,  as 
I  envision  it,  is  the  national  welfare.  Then 
closely  related  to  that  is  the  welfare  ot  the 
farmers.  Having  been  one  of  them,  having 
been  closely  associated  with  them,  I  think 
you  can  count  on  me  being  aggressive  and 
helping  them. 

Senator  Clements.  That  is,  to  get  the  other 
10  percent   electricity? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  would  like  to  see  the  con- 
veniences which  we  enjoy,  which  many  of 
us  in  the  cities  and  rural  communities  en- 
Joy,  out  on  the  farms  all  over  the  country. 

Senator  Clements.  What  is  your  attitude 
on  acreage  limitations  on  any  of  the  baste 
commodities? 

Mr.  Benson.  I  know  that  generally  speak- 
ing farmers  are  Independent.  They  like  to 
be  free.  They  do  not  like  to  be  controlled, 
as  I  und»stand  them.    I  never  did. 

On  the  other  hand.  If  we  have  conditions 
of  surplus  facing  us  and  if  we  are  going  to 
have  price  supp>orts,  which  we  now  have,  and 
they  seem  desirable,  then  we  are  faced  pos- 
sibly with  some  control.  It  seems  to  me  It  Is 
inevitable,  even  though  farmers  may  not  like 
it.  It  U  one  of  the  problems,  one  of  the  real 
problems  that  we  face. 

Senator  Clements.  You  recognize  the  need 
for  it  under  certain  conditions? 

Mr.  Benson.  Under  certain  conditions.  I 
wish  it  was  not  neceasarj,  but  it  seems  to 
me  it  Is  inevitable. 

Senator  Clements.  I  come  from  a  State 
that  is  the  largest  producer  of  hurley  to- 
bacco and  our  growers  are  Interested  in  acre- 
age limitation.  Only  a  few  weeks  ago  the 
fanners  in  the  hurley  area  voted  for  acreage 
limitations  by  nearly  99  percent.  I  believe 
the  percentage  was  98.3  percent. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  had  some  of  them  in  to 
see  me. 

Senator  Clzmxmts.  I  am  glad  they  have 
been  there.  I  hope  you  will  familiarize  your- 
self fully  with  the  tobacco  prognm. 


Mr.  Benson.  They  seem  to  be  quite  happy 
with  the  program  as  It  has  operated.  It  U 
somewhat  unique,  I  must  say. 

Senator  Clements.  But  it  has  not  been 
expensive  to  the  Government.  It  has  not  cost 
the  Federal  Government  a  dollar. 

Mr.  Benson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Hickenloopei  had 
to  leave  us  briefly  to  attend  another  meeting 
for  a  few  mlnutea. 

In  your  absence,  Senator,  we  passed  over 
yotir  question  period.  Now  that  you  have 
returned,  have  you  any  question  to  ask  Mr. 
Benson? 

Senator  Hickenloopkb,  I  am  sorry,  I  found 
myself  caught  between  two  confirmations 
this  afternoon,  one  on  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  one  on  the  Agriculture  Com- 
mittee.   I  tried  to  listen  in  on  both  of  them. 

The  Chaixman.  Not  entirely  separate. 

Senator  Hicxenloofxk.  Yes,  they  are  in- 
terrelated, I  sasure  you. 

I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  have  no 
particular  questions  to  ask  Mr.  Benson.  I 
have  discussed  matters  with  him  heretofore. 
I  think  I  know  generally  his  agrlctiltural 
views.  I  only  want  to  say  that  I  sympa- 
thize with  anyone  who  undertakes  to  solve 
all  the  problems  of  agriculture.  I  hope  to 
give  him  what  assistance  I  can  In  my  small 
way.  I  think  many  of  the  questions  that 
I  might  have  asked  have  been  asked  so  I 
will  not  take  further  time. 

The  Chaixman.  We  also  have  with  us  at 
this  first  meeting  of  this  committee  the  new- 
est Agriculture  member,  possibly  qualified  as 
a  freshman  member — though  I  am  not  sure 
about  that — Senator  Welkee.  I  will  ask  Sen- 
ator Welker  at  this  time  if  he  has  any  ques- 
tions to  ask  Mr.  Benson? 

Senator  Welkek.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  first 
want  to  apologize  to  the  chairman  and  to 
otir  distinguished  new  Secretary.  I  am  sorry 
I  was  not  In  attendance  at  the  meeting. 

As  did  Senator  Hickenlooper,  I  had  an- 
other conflicting  meeting.  I  welcome  to 
Washington  a  native  Idahoan. 

I  have  no  questions.    Thank  you. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Johnston,  one  of 
our  members  who  had  to  leave  briefly  for  an- 
other committee  meeting,  has  returned  now. 

Have  you  some  questions  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary, Senator  Johnston? 

Senator  Johnston.  I  have  no  questions. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  certainly  glad  to 
have  this  large  percentage  of  the  committee 
present  at  this  meeting.  I  want  to  say,  Mr. 
Benson,  that  we  appreciate  your  appearance 
here  this  afternoon,  and  the  frank  manner 
in  which  you  have  answered  questions  as 
far  as  you  were  able  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  Benson.  Senator,  I  did  not  know  what 
this  involved.  I  have  not  been  through  it 
before.  I  am  not  an  experienced  wltneas 
as  you  probably  observed. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  have  you  up  here 
undoubtedly  after  you  become  more  ex- 
perienced. 

Senator  Anderson.  This  is  mild.  Wait  un- 
til he  holds  his  first  press  conference. 

Mr.  Benson.  I  wotild  like  to  say  this:  Of 
course  this  whole  thing  has  come  as  a  great 
Etirprlse  to  me,  you  know.  I  did  not  seek  it. 
I  did  not  want  it.  That  Is  water  over  the 
dam.  Now  that  I  have  accepted,  at  least 
the  nomination.  If  the  Senate  sees  fit  to 
confirm  me  I  will  do  the  beet  I  can.  That 
is  all  any  man  can  do. 

I  do  not  expect  to  spend  my  time  trying 
to  protect  my  Job,  because  any  time  the 
Senate  or  the  President  is  through  with  my 
services  I  wUl  be  greaUy  reUeved  and  happy 
to  return  to  what  I  was  doing.  But  I  am 
determined  to  use  my  every  energy  in  the 
interests  of  agriculture  and  in  the  interests 
of  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

I  appreciate  this  opportunity  of  coming 
here  and  getting  acquainted  with  some  of 
the  Members  at  the  Senate  whom  I  have 
not  met,  and  seeing  further  some  whom  I 
have  met. 

The  Chairman.  I  for  one  have  not  felt  like 
asking  you  to  tell  the  committee  definitely 
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what  you  would  do  about  this  matter  or 
that  matter  because  I  realize  It  will  take  you 
•ome  time  In  the  Secretary's  office  to  famili- 
arize yourself  with  these  various  problems 
which  arise  so  that  you  could  give  what,  In 
your  opinion,  is  a  fair  and  decisive  answer. 

All  I  want  to  know  about  the  next  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  Is  whether  he  has  the 
ability  to  get  hold  of  the  i»'oblems  as  they 
arise,  to  hear  all  sides  fairly,  and  then  to 
make  fair  decisions.  There  are  problems  on 
which  decisions  cannot  possibly  be  made  to 
suit  everybody.  The  questions  here  this 
afternoon  have  indicated  that  you  will  have 
both  regional  and  commodity  problems  arise, 
and  sometimes  in  different  regions  different 
commodities  will  come  in  conflict. 

I  want  to  express  the  hope  and  the  belief 
that  we  will  have  full  cooperation  between 
the  executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the 
Government  in  trying  to  work  out  the  an- 
swers to  these  major  problems  which  now 
confront  us,  and  to  obtain  our  major  objec- 
tive, which  is  a  prosperous  agriculture  here 
in  the  United  States. 

As  far  as  this  committee  is  concerned  I 
think  we  can  sum  up  our  objective  very 
briefly  by  saying  that,  first,  we  want  to  find 
out  what  factors  are  contributing  to  this 
disturbing  decline  in  net  farm  income  and 
increase  in  farm  indebtedness;  second,  what 
is  contributing  to  the  slump,  slump,  slump 
of  farm  prosperity  which  we  are  sadly  ex- 
periencing at  this  time,  and  finally,  we  want 
to  find  out,  if  we  can,  what  can  be  done 
about  it. 

The  symptoms  today  are  so  reminiscent 
of  those  of  a  little  over  20  years  ago  with 
expanding  stock  market  activity  and  a  steady 
drop,  drop  of  farm  Income.  We  know  what 
came  of  it,  and  knowing  what  came  of  It  at 
that  time  we  ought  to  be  able  to  recognize 
the  symptoms  and  do  our  utmost  to  prevent 
such  an  occurrence  as  we  had  during  the 
thirties. 

Are  there  any  other  questions  to  ask  Sec- 
retary-designate Benson  before  we  dismiss 
him?  If  not.  we  will  adjourn  this  public 
hearing  and  go  into  executive  session. 

I  want  to  announce  that  the  committee 
has  no  requests  to  be  heard  on  Secretary 
Benson's  confirmation  from  anyone. 

(Thereupon,  at  3:47  p.  m.,  the  committee 
went  into  executive  session.) 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
merely  to  state  that  I  differ  very  com- 
pletely with  the  conclusions  which  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young  I 
has  drawn  as  to  the  testimony  before  the 
committee  of  Mr.  Benson,  the  nominee 
for  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  I  tried  to 
express  in  that  hearing  my  conviction 
that  Mr.  Benson  had  answered  in  a  way 
which  I  thought  was  eminently  satisfac- 
tory. I  certainly  was  pleased  by  the  fact 
that  he  did  not  come  to  the  hearing  with 
all  his  conclusions  worked  out.  He  was 
willing  to  depend  upon  the  very  valuable 
advice  which  he  would  get  from  the  ca- 
reer employees  and  officers  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture;  and  he  was 
happy,  as  well,  to  let  conditions  In  the 
country  develop  as  they  should  develop. 

I  think  it  would  be  too  bad  if,  at  the 
very  outset  of  this  administration,  an 
attempt  were  made  to  persuade  everyone 
that  General  Eisenhower  throughout  the 
campaign  loyally  supported  90-percent 
fixed,  rigid  price  supports,  because  I  be- 
lieve a  carefu^  reading  of  what  he  said 
would  indicate  something  a  little  differ- 
ent. For  example,  in  the  last  speech 
which  he  made,  which  dealt  very  defi- 
nitely with  farm  policy,  and  which  was 
delivered  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  16th 
of  October,  he  said : 

Here  and  now  let  me  say  to  you  what  I 
have  said  to  farmers  elsewhere.    I  stand  be- 


hind the  price-support  laws  now  on   the 
books. 

The  laws  now  on  the  books  dealing 
with  price  supports  relate  to  three  things. 
First  of  all  is  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1948,  sponsored  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aikcn]  ;  second, 
some  changes  made  by  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  with  which  my  name  is  as- 
sociated: and,  third,  temporary  legisla- 
tion which  provides  90  percent  support 
for  2  years. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  law  on  the  statute 
books  provides  90  p)ercent  support  at  the 
present  time,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  depends  on  what 
we  mean  by  the  law  on  the  books.  There 
is  temporary  legislation  which  expires 
in  2  ;  "ars.  It  provides  90  percent  flat 
support  at  a  time  when  we  need  more 
food  to  meet  the  Korean  situation,  but 
support  levels  will  then  revert  to  perma- 
nent legislation,  which  is  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1948,  as  amended  by  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  That  is  the 
only  permanent  legislation  now  on  the 
books. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  in  view  of  his 
wide  experience  with  agricultural  sub- 
jects, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  is  a 
former  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  could 
tell  us  whether  Mr.  Benson  favors  a  per- 
manent or  temporary  90  percent  sup- 
port program  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  would  not  wish  to 
speak  for  Mr.  Benson  on  that  subject. 
I  hope  that  the  new  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture will  take  the  time  to  find  out  all 
the  facts  involved  l)efore  he  takes  a  po- 
sition on  it. 

I  referred  in  the  hearings  to  the  fact 
that  the  idea  of  flexible  price  supports 
had  been  considered  very  carefully.  It 
is  not  necessary  now  to  refer  to  the  fact 
that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  set 
up  a  postwar  planning  committee  and 
that  it  spent  several  years  in  developing 
what  I  regard  as  the  finest  type  of  post- 
war planning  for  agricultural  price  pro- 
grams. The  matter  was  first  presented 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in 
committee  hearings  after  there  had  been 
extended  hearings  within  the  d«;part- 
ment. 

Arising  from  that  study  there  was 
adopted  a  program,  sponsored  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  AiKiNl.  which  incorporated  the 
principle  of  flexible  price  supports. 

The  question  then  arose  as  to  whether 
in  1948  the  then  President  of  the  United 
States,  Mr.  Truman,  seeking  reelection, 
had  actually  come  out  for  flexible  price 
supports.  I  made  the  offhand  observa- 
tion that  I  could  produce  the  speech  he 
made  at  Omaha  and  his  remarks  at  the 
press  conference  at  Los  Angeles,  in  which 
he  almost  mentioned  the  Aiken  bill  by 
name. 

In  a  speech  which  he  delivered 
strangely  enough,  at  Springfield,  111.,  on 
the  12th  day  of  October,  he  said: 

Here  are  the  main  outlines  of  the  agri- 
cultural program  we  must  have: 


1.  We  must  have  on  a  permanent  basis  a 
system  of  flexible  price  supports  for  agri- 
cultural commodities.  Price  supports  and 
related  measures  help  us  keep  our  farm 
production  adjusted  to  shifting  market  re- 
quirements. 

The  then  minority  leader  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress,  who  later  became 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  as  a 
result  of  the  1948  election.  Senator  Alben 
Barkley,  produced  Senate  Document  No. 
203,  which  was  published  In  1948,  In 
which  he  uses  this  language: 

When  President  Truman  announced  in 
May  that  he  was  going  to  send  his  formal 
request  for  a  modernized  program  to  Con- 
gress In  a  few  days,  the  Senate  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  Committee  got  busy. 

The  committee  reported  for  its  long-range 
farm  program  May  17,  lees  than  a  week  after 
the  President  sent  hl.s  special  message  on 
farm  problems  to  Congress. 

The  President  had  succeeded  In  prodding 
the  Senate  committee  Into  action.  And  the 
Senate  committee's  bill  was  almost  a  carbon 
copy  of  the  sensible  farm  program  proposed 
by  the  President. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  like  to  add 
parenthetically  that  I  am  glad  to  have 
that  language  from  the  distinguished 
minority  leader,  who  subsequently  be- 
came our  Vice  President,  because  when 
he  speaks  of  a  .sensible  farm  program 
proposed  by  the  President,  It  was  the 
program  which  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture had  worked  out  and  submitted 
to  the  President,  and  which  he  had  In 
turn  transmitted  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

As  the  person  who  had  transmitted 
it  to  the  President  and  had  helped  in 
drafting  the  program.  I  ought  to  know 
what  was  meant  by  a  program  of  flexible 
price  supports.  I  had  spent  long  months 
in  hearings  and  I  had  spent  many 
months  discussing  it  with  officials  of  the 
Department  whose  judgment  I  had  come 
to  respect.  Certainly  I  knew  what  that 
flexible  price-support  program  meant. 
If  we  need  volume  upon  volume  of  testi- 
mony to  do  so.  I  could  do  what  I  did 
once  before — put  into  the  Conor essiokal 
Reccrd  paue  after  page  of  testimony  In- 
dicating that  the  President  knew  what 
he  had  submitted  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  what  Congress 
adopted. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Does  the  Senator  recall 
that  when  the  Anderson  Act,  setting  up 
the  present  agricultural  price-support 
program,  passed  the  Senate  there  was  a 
tie  vote  on  the  Young-Russell  amend- 
ment, which  would  have  provided  90  per- 
cent supports  on  basic  farm  products  at 
a  time  when  the  farmer  was  under  either 
acreage  controls  or  quotas,  and  that  Vice 
President  Barkley  broke  the  tie.  stating 
that  he  had  campaigned  for  90  percent 
support  and  he  would  keep  his  word? 
Would  the  Senator  mind  inserting  in  the 
Record  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
Vice  President  at  that  time? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No:  I  would  not, 
because  I  know  what  he  said,  and  no 
one  in  Government  was  more  disap- 
pointed than  I  was  by  what  he  said.  I 
did  what  a  kind  friend  would  do.  I 
waited  until  the  incident  was  well  for- 


gotten and  then  reminded  him  of  what 
he  had  campaigned  for.  I  think  he  was 
grateful  to  me  for  not  standing  up  and 
saying,  "You  did  such-and-such  a  thing, 
and  this  is  what  you  said  In  your  cam- 
paign." 

I  continue  to  quote  from  the  statement 
of  the  former  Vice  President  in  Senate 
Document  No.  203: 

The  Senate  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Com- 
mittee reported  a  realistic,  modern  farm  bill 
early  In  the  second  session  of  Congress. 
Some  of  the  high  lights  of  the  measure  were : 

First.  Abundant  production  would  be  as- 
sured. 

Second.  Agricultural  income  would  be 
maintained  on  a  flexible  parity  base. 

Mr.  President,  those  are  rather  slg- 
niflcant  words  from  the  then  minority 
leader,  the  former  Senator  and  former 
Vice  President,  Alt)en  Barkley. 

These  provisions  indicated  that  the  Sen- 
ate committee  had  closely  followed  President 
Truman's  reconunendatlons.  But  the  House 
refused  to  go  along  with  the  Senate  in  enact- 
ing a  realistic  farm  program. 

They  adopted  an  extension  of  90  per- 
cent supports.    Then  he  said: 

The  result  was  that  the  farm  legislation 
Anally  passed  by  Congress  merely  extended 
existing  laws  until  June  30.  1950,  and  poet- 
IK)ned  a  long-range  farm  program  until 
that  date. 

Mr.  President,  all  I  am  trying  to  say  is 
that  I  am  not  endeavoring  today  to  tell 
Ezra  Benson  what  he  should  do.  My 
dealings  with  him  when  I  was  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  he  was  a  representa- 
tive of  agricultural  organizations  per- 
suaded me  to  believe  that  he  is  an  honor- 
able person,  with  a  very  fine  agricultural 
background,  and  that  he  can  be  expected 
to  give  the  farmers  of  this  country  a  very 
fine  administration.  I  think  it  would  be 
very  unfortunate  if  the  farmers  of 
America  were  saddled  with  permanent 
90-percent  price-support  legislation.  If 
anyone  wants  to  know  what  happened  In 
that  connection,  let  him  examine  the 
.scars  which  I  received  from  the  potato 
program,  which  was  a  program  provid- 
ing fixed  90-percent  price  support. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  a  moment  I 
should  say  that  60  percent  was  fixed  sub- 
.^equently.  It  was  fixed  at  90  percent  by 
the  terms  of  the  Steagall  amendment.  I 
think  I  know  whether  it  was  or  was  not. 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
wish  to  contradict  that  statement? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  At  the  Ume  when  we 
got  into  trouble  the  price  support  pro- 
gram was  60  percent  of  parity,  was 
it  not? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No:  It  was  not.  I 
know  of  the  time  when  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  claims  we  got  Into  trouble, 
and  I  know  when  I  got  into  trouble. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  know  when  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  got  into  trouble. 
It  was  when  $440,000,000  was  lost  in 
supporting  potato  prices  at  60  percent 
of  parity. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  will  look  up  the  rec- 
ord. It  happeiis  that  we  started  under 
the  terms  of  the  Steagall  amendment, 
and  eventually  lost  many  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars.  We  subsequently 
adopted  a  rigid  60-percent  support  pro- 


gram, and  we  continued  to  lose  money. 
We  eliminated  that,  and  the  farmers  are 
now  getting  along  a  little  better  with 
the  potato  program.  I  hope  that  the  new 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  take  time 
to  consider  these  matters. 

I  wish  to  state  that  I  was  well  satisfied 
with  the  answers  he  gave  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  hope  he  will  continue  to 
take  his  time  and  make  up  his  own  mind 
and  study  agricultural  matters  very  care- 
fully. I  hope  that  he  will  not  favor  a 
90-percent  price-support  program  on 
eggs,  for  example,  or  feel  that  90  percent 
of  parity  is  sufficient  for  dairy  products, 
because  there  have  been  many  times 
when  145  percent  of  parity  was  not  suffi- 
cient for  dairy  products.  The  laws  we 
now  have  on  the  statute  books  permit  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  go  to  any  nec- 
essary levels  to  which  he  may  need  to  go 
in  order  to  obtain  proper  agricultural 
production. 

I  am  simply  trying  to  say  that  I  was 
very  pleased  with  the  answers  given  by 
the  designee  to  be  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, that  my  past  experience  with  him 
bore  out  everything  he  said,  and  that  I 
believe  he  is  a  sound,  sensible,  and  proper 
person  to  administer  that  great  Depart- 
ment: and  I  shall  enjoy  voting  to  con- 
firm his  nomination. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  was  pres- 
ent at  the  hearing  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  conduct- 
ed when  Mr.  Ezra  Taft  Benson  appeared 
before  it.  I  know  that  many  a  pointed 
question  was  asked  of  him  In  the  course 
of  the  Interrogation.  I  would  have 
thought  less  of  Mr.  Benson  had  he  been 
specific  in  saying,  "I  will  do  thus  and  I 
will  do  such  and  I  will  do  the  other  thing," 
because  he  was  not  then  sworn  In  as  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture.  He  was  being  In- 
terrogated In  order  that  we  might  estab- 
lish what  his  general  philosophy  would 
be  In  the  field  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  Benson  Is  a  student  of  agriculture, 
and  has  been  for  all  his  adult  years.  No 
man  can  be  a  student  of  agriculture  and 
then  work  against  the  welfare  and  In- 
terest of  the  farmer.  Being  a  student 
of  agriculture  and  a  man  well  grounded 
In  the  field  of  agriculture,  I  am  confident 
that  Mr.  Benson  will  work  for  an  agri- 
cultural program  which  will  provide  100- 
percent  parity  for  the  farmer. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  not  endeavor 
to  provide  anything  less  than  100  [>ercent- 
of  parity,  whether  It  be  for  agriculture, 
or  for  those  in  the  professional  fields,  for 
labor,  or  any  other  segment  of  our  econ- 
omy. As  Members  of  Congress  parity 
should  be  our  endeavor  for  all  the  groups 
in  the  economy  of  our  Nation;  and  agri- 
culture Is  justly  entitled  to  100  percent 
of  parity,  rather  than  only  90  percent. 
Similarly,  a  laboring  man  Is  justly  en- 
titled to  100  percent  of  parity  In  his  case. 

So  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Benson's 
general  philosophy  and  fairness  are 
such  that  he  will  endeavor  to  establish 
for  the  producers  of  our  land  100  percent 
of  parity  in  terms  of  their  income  and 
their  share  in  the  national  economy. 

Mr.  Benson  cannot  foresee  what  will 
be  the  agricultural  situation  I  year.  2 
years,  or  3  years  from  now.  A  major 
drought  could  bring  about  a  scarcity 
of  many  of  the  agricultural  commod- 
ities, in  which  case  the  question  of  pro- 


viding 90  percent  of  parity  would  be  a 
forgotten  one. 

However.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say 
that  90  percent  of  parity  has  in  the  past 
been  provided  for  only  the  six  so-called 
basic  agricultural  commodities,  which 
are  corn,  wheat,  cotton,  tobacco,  rice, 
and  peanuts.  Of  course  it  might  be  said 
that  wheat  and  corn  are  crops  in  which 
the  northern  section  of  the  United  States 
has  a  definite  interest.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  northern  section  of  our  Na- 
tion is  not  engaged  in  the  production  ol 
cotton,  tobacco,  rice,  or  peanuts.  I  havi 
often  criticized  the  administration  of 
the  agricultural  conunodity  price-sup- 
port program  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
those  who  produce  perishable  commodi- 
ties, such  as  citrus  fruits,  dairy  products, 
poultry  ar\d  meats,  have  not  received  the 
just  and  reasonable  support  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  In  Its  adminis- 
trative activities,  in  that  such  pAxlucers 
were  not  supported  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  In  respect  to  having  the 
prices  of  the  commodities  they  raise  sup- 
ported at  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  believe  that  as  Members  of  Congress 
we  have  a  greater  responsibility  than  w€ 
have  exercised  in  the  past,  in  endeavor- 
ing to  settle  the  question  of  price  sup- 
ports for  the  perishable,  nonbaslc  com- 
modities, because  therein  lies  the  Interest 
of  the  family  type  of  farm,  the  type  of 
farm  which  will  build  soil  rather  than 
deteriorate  and  deplete  soil  fertility. 
After  all,  the  family  type  of  farm  is  the 
one  on  which  we  find  the  youth  engaged 
in  the  gainful  occupation  of  aiding  theli 
parents  In  the  management  and  opera- 
tion of  such  small  agricultural  units. 
That  is  the  tjrpe  of  farm  with  which  we 
must  concern  ourselves  in  the  future,  in 
respect  to  the  program  for  price  sup- 
ports for  agricultural  commodities. 

Many  a  time  we  have  seen  the  prices 
of  dairy  products  much  below  90  percent 
of  parity.  Many  a  time  we  have  seen  the 
farmers'  income  far  below  90  percent  of 
parity  in  respect  to  other  perishable  com- 
modities, such  as  poultry  and  eggs.  Yet 
the  philosophy  was  to  support  the  prices 
of  agricultural  commodities  at  90  percent 
of  parity,  but  that  philosophy  was  appli- 
cable only  to  the  six  so-called  basic  agri- 
cultural commodities,  rather  than  to  the 
broad  field  of  the  many  commodities 
which  are  basic  in  respect  to  the  respec- 
tive areas  of  the  United  States  in  which 
they  are  produced. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  listening  to  the 
interrogation  of  Mr.  Benson  at  that  ses- 
sion of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  I  was  satisfied  that  he  came 
not  only  as  an  able  student  of  agricul- 
ture but  also  as  one  who  has  Integrity 
and  sincerity  and  as  one  who  will  en- 
deavor with  all  his  might — which  Is  very 
great,  because  of  his  qualifications  in 
that  field — to  develop  and  carry  out  a 
farm  program  which  will  provide  for  100 
percent  parity,  rather  than  90  percent 
parity  in  the  case  of  only  six  commodi- 
ties which  are  only  a  part  of  our  great 
agricultural  economy. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  am  haiq)y 
to  support  and  vote  for  the  confirmation 
of  Mr.  Benson's  nomination. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  THYS.    I  am  glad  to  yiekL 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  With  respect  to  price 
supports  for  agricultural  commodities,  is 
it  not  true  that  there  are  many  other 
policies  an  administration  could  carry 
on  which  would  aid  agriculture  tr«nen- 
dously.  and  that  support  for  agricultural 
commodity  prices  is  not  the  only  method 
of  assuring  parity  for  farm  commodity 
prices? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say 
to  my  distinguished  friend  the  Senator 
from  Utah  that  if  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment in  its  endeavors  had  put  forth 
as  great  an  efFort  in  the  fields  of  re- 
search, processing,  packaging,  and  stor- 
ing of  agricultural  commodities  as  the 
effort  it  has  made  in  the  field  of  the  pro- 
duction of  those  commodities  we  would 
not  have  misused  the  agricultural  com- 
modity surpluses  in  the  manner  we  have 
often  misused  them  and  prevented  them 
from  being  consumed  by  human  beings. 
So  I  say  we  have  a  tremendous  job  on 
our* hands,  namely,  in  the  field  of  re- 
search to  develop  a  sounder  and  better 
farm  program  than  the  one  we  have  had 
in  the  past. 

I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Benson  has  the 
educational  background  and  understand- 
ing which  will  enable  us  to  go  forward 
toward  100  percent  of  parity  for  the 
prices  of  all  agricultural  commodities, 
rather  than  only  90  percent  of  parity 
for  the  prices  of  only  six  agricultural 
commodities. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  his  re- 
marks and  for  his  very  fine  contribu- 
tion to  this  discussion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  Ezra 
Taft  Benson  was  born  in  the  State  of 
Idaho,  and  the  State  of  Idaho  rejoices 
in  his  nomination.  We  are  proud  that 
the  Nation  will  receive  the  great  services 
of  this  able  man. 

Ezra  Taft  Benson  has  been  a  dirt 
farmer.  He  has  been  a  scientific  farmer 
engaged  in  the  extension  service  work 
throughout  my  State. 

Idaho  is  primarily  an  agricultural 
State,  although  in  addition  it  has  giant 
forests.  Mr.  Benson  knows  and  under- 
stands every  phase  of  agriculture  and 
forestry. 

When  I  heard  Mr.  Benson  say,  the 
other  day,  during  his  appearance  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry,  that  he  would  abide  by  the 
law.  it  was  no  surprise  to  me.  for  I  knew 
he  would  abide  by  the  laws  Congress  " 
passes. 

I  say  to  you  now,  Mr.  President,  that 
never  has  the  West  sent  a  more  able  man 
to  Washington  than  Ezra  Taft  Benson. 
I  am  distressed  that  my  learned  col- 
league and  friend,  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Young),  will  not  sup- 
port wholeheartedly  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Benson.  I  know  Mr.  Benson's  back- 
ground and  religious  training.  Never 
have  I  seen  a  finer  nominee  come  before 
a  legislative  group. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of   this   nomination. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  me'' 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  friend,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  There  seems  to  be  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  statement 
I  have  made.    My  statement  was  in  no 


way  an  attack  upon  Mr.  Benson  as  a 
person  or  for  his  devotion  to  agriculttire 
or  anything  else. 

We  do  have  some  honest  differences  of 
opinion.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  today  can  tell  me  what 
Mr.  Benson's  views  are  with  respect  to 
90-percent  supports  for  basics  or  flexi- 
ble supports.  Which  does  he  favor? 
That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  ascer- 
tain. It  is  basic  to  the  entire  program 
of  price  suppwrts  for  agricultural  com- 
modities. 

I  hope  none  of  my  remarks  will  be 
interpreted  as  being  derogatory  of  Mr. 
Ben.son  himself.  He  is  a  fine  person. 
He  may  have  his  own  views  about  agri- 
cultural matters.  I  have  some  different 
ones. 

I  am  much  concerned  about  whether 
the  Republican  Party  will  carry  out  its 
campaign  pledges.  If  the  Republican 
Party  does  not  carry  out  the  campaign 
pledges  of  Mr.  Eiseniiower.  it  will  be  a 
bad  day  for  the  country  as  well  as  for 
the  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  know 
that  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  did  not  attack  the  honesty  or 
integrity  of  Mr.  Benson.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  seems  to  me  that  when  Mr.  Ben- 
son said  at  the  committee  hearing — in 
reply  to  a  question  which  I  believe  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  asked  him — 
that  he  would  enforce  the  laws  Congress 
charged  him  to  administer,  that  an- 
swered the  question. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  the  least  con- 
cerned about  the  possibility  that  Mr. 
Benson  would  destroy  the  Republican 
Party.  I  wish  we  had  in  the  Cabinet 
more  persons  with  the  great  ability  of 
Ezra  Taft  Benson. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  again  to  me"* 

Mr.  WELKER,  Yes;  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  knows  that  under  the  price - 
support  program  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture can  support  the  prices  of  most 
agricultural  commodities  at  any  level,  at 
anywhere  from  nothing  to  90  percent  of 
parity. 

Mr,  WELKER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  He  can  provide  no  sup- 
port program  at  all  and  still  can  be  in 
complete  compliance  with  the  law.  In 
fact,  there  are  as  many  as  50  price- 
support  operations  which  are  optional  in 
character. 

I  may  point  out  again  that  Mr.  Ben- 
son, as  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  could 
completely  eliminate  those  price  sup- 
ports and  would  still  be  entirely  in  com- 
pliance with  the  law.  If  he  did.  I  think 
it  would  be  contrary  to  the  campaign 
commitments  of  Mr.  Eisenhower. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  believe  he  made  the 
statement  that  he  would  be  glad  to  do 
away  with  all  supports.  Well.  who. 
ideally,  would  not  be?  If  we  could  live 
in  an  economy  without  supports,  if  that 
were  in  any  way  possible.  I  think  all  of 
us  would  be  glad  to  do  away  with  them. 

Once  again  let  me  say  this  man  has 
the  ability  and  the  integrity  that  few 
Secretaries  have  ever  had  within  the 
period  of  my  young  life.  I  urge  the  con- 
firmation of  his  nomination. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  WELKER  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
Is  probably  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  support  programs  now  in  effect  are 
the  ones  required  by  law. 

Mr.  WELKER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  There  are  numerous 
types  of  support  which  are  now  in  effect. 
Since  the  outgoing  administration  saw 
fit  to  put  them  into  effect,  plenty  of 
money  is  available,  with  plenty  of  au- 
thority, yet  they  have  not  seen  fit  to  put 
supports  under  certain  other  commodi- 
ties as  they  were  authorized  to  do  by 
law.  Mr.  Benson  certainly  could  not  be 
expected  to  do  any  less  under  the  law 
than  the  recent  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  doing.  Mr.  Benson,  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  will  recall,  simply  re- 
fu.sed  to  state  what  he  was  going  to  do 
after  1954. 

Mr.  WELKER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  maintain  that  neither 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho,  nor  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  can  say  today  what  means 
we  would  use  to  promote  a  prosperous 
agriculture  for  free  and  independent 
farmers  after  1954.  We  certainly.  3  years 
a^o.  did  not  foresee  the  conditions  which 
prevail  today. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  for  his  learned  discourse. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  V/ELKER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota. 

Mr  YOUNG.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  was  exactly  ac- 
curate in  his  statement?  Oats,  barley, 
rye.  soybeans,  flax,  and  many  other  com- 
modities presently  are  being  supported 
at  about  80  percent  of  parity  but  on  a 
discretionary  basi.s — not  mandatory. 
They  will  be  supported  at  85  percent  of 
parity  next  year,  under  the  present  an- 
nouncement by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, but  again  I  may  point  out  tliat 
these  supports  are  not  at  all  mandatory. 
Mr.  Benson  can  eliminate  them  next 
year.  That  is  the  thing  I  was  trying  to 
ascertain;  namely,  what  his  position 
might  be  As  a  Member  of  the  Senate, 
I  think  I  .--hould  know  that. 

Mr.  WELKER.  As  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  stated,  the  controversy 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  dlstln- 
fiuished  nominee  would  not  tie  himself 
down  as  to  what  he  would  do  2  or  3  years 
hence.  Am  I  correct  in  that  assump- 
tion? 

Mr.  YOUNG  That  was  only  a  pass- 
mg  question.  I  a.<:ked  him  whether  he 
wanted  to  comment;  he  said  "No,"  and 
that  was  the  end  of  that  particular  dls- 
cu.ssion. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield' 

Mr  WELKER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  sure  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Idaho  misspoke 
himself  a  minute  ago  when  he  said  he 
was  opposed  to  all  price  supports.  From 
conversations  I  have  had  with  him  I 
know  that  he  is  very  much  interested 
today,  for  example,  in  seeing  that  the 
mineral  interests  of  his  own  State  of 
Idaho  are  protected,  the  same  as  in 
North  Dakota. 
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Mr.  'WELKER.  If  I  said  that,  I  cer- 
tainly shall  correct  the  Record.  What  I 
wanted  to  say  was  that  I  do  not  think 
anyone  cherishes  the  Idea  of  the  neces- 
.sity  of  supports.  Certainly  they  are  nec- 
essary at  this  time.  We  hope  to  see  our 
economy  develop  to  the  point  where  they 
will  become  unnecessary. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  know  from  conver- 
.sations  I  have  had  with  my  distinguished 
friend  that  he  is  in  favor  of  price  sup- 
ports on  such  items  as  antimony,  timg- 
slen,  and  all  other  minerals  which  come 
to  us  from  foreign  countries,  and  which 
have  a  tendency  to  tear  down  the  stand- 
ards in  this  country. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  Is  very  true,  and 
I  thank  my  friend  from  North  Dakota 
for  calling  that  to  my  attention. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  a  short 
while  ago  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Anderson!  said  the 
former  Vice  President,  Mr.  Barkley,  was 
for  a  flexible  program  of  price  supports. 
During  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  when 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  was  being 
considered,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  Russell]  and  I  offered  an  amend- 
ment which  would  have  made  permanent 
90-percent  supports  when  basic  farm 
crops  were  under  acreage  control  and 
quotas.  In  that  connection,  Vice  Presi- 
dent Barkley  had  this  to  say: 

On  this  question  the  yeas  are  37  and  the 
nays  are  37.  Before  voting,  the  .Chair  would 
like  to  ask  the  Senate  for  the  prlvUege  of 
doing  what  a  Senator  may  not  do,  and  that 
Is  to  explain  hla  vote. 

The  position  of  the  Chair  heretofore  ha« 
been  In  favor  of  support  at  90  percent.  In 
every  speech  he  made  last  year  he  declared 
the  same  position.  He  cannot  now  repu- 
diate It  and,  therefore,  votes  "yea." 

The  foregoing  remarks  of  Vice  Presi- 
dent Barkley  appear  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record,  volimie  95,  part  10,  page 
13774. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  yield  for  a 
moment,  in  the  absence  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Record  show  that  the  remarks  which 
he  attributed  to  the  Vice  President  were 
made  in  the  fall  of  1948,  and  that  farm 
programs  and  farm  legislation  did  not 
become  political  footballs  tmtil  the  spring 
of  1949. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  delay  a  vote  on  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Ben- 
son and  the  other  nominees  whose 
names  are  before  the  Senate;  but  I  do 
want  to  state  for  the  Record  that  I 
think  we  can  be  assured  that  tmder 
."^uch  a  Secretary  as  Mr.  Benson  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation  will  have  every 
protection  that  can  be  given  by  the  ofSce 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  I 
may  say  also,  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who.  at  Kasson,  Minn., 
.said : 

I  give  you  the  assurance  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration that  it  Is  not  going  to  puU  the 
rug  out  from  under  the  farmers. 

In  other  words,  he  stated  at  that  meet- 
ing, for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers  of 
the  United  States,  that  the  rug  would 
not  be  pulled  out  from  under  them.    I 


know  he  meant  what  he  said.  I  feel 
that  Mr.  Benson,  as  an  employee  of  his, 
so  to  speak,  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
is  going  to  carry  out  that  promise.  I 
know  that  he  will  do  so. 

Mr.  Benson  will  be  taking  over  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  at  a  time 
when  farm  prices  are  declining.  We 
have  some  very  critical  situations,  par- 
ticularly in  the  livestock  industry.  But 
I  know  very  definitely  that  though  this 
is  happening  at  a  time  of  high  employ- 
ment of  labor  and  high  industrial  pro- 
duction, agriculture  will  be  protected. 

I  am  very  happy  over  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Benson.  He  is  a  man  who  is 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  problems 
affecting  agriculture.  He  is  a  man  of 
high  character,  a  Christian  gentleman. 
I  again  want  to  assure  the  Senate  and 
the  farmers  of  the  Nation  that  they  need 
have  no  fear  that  the  rug  will  be  pulled 
out  from  under  them. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  earlier 
this  morning,  when  I  discussed  the 
entire  nomination  problem,  I  stated  that 
in  my  study  of  the  record  last  night  I  had 
become  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  eight 
nominations  which  had  been  sent  to  the 
Senate  yesterday  should  be  confirmed. 
I  said  I  had  one  question  in  regard  to  one 
of  them  that  I  would  like  to  have  clari- 
fied for  the  record.  I  have  had  a  con- 
versation with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin],  and  by 
prearrangement  I  now  ask  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  this  question,  so  that  he 
may  make  his  statement  for  the  record. 
I  refer  the  Senator  from  Colorado  to  the 
language  on  page  12  of  the  committee's 
report,  and  on  page  22  of  the  committee 
report,  dealing  with  nominee-designate 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr. 
Htunphrey.  It  Is  that  language  which 
has  left  me,  shall  I  say,  a  Uttle  bit  In 
confusion  as  to  the  financial  Interest  that 
Mr.  Humphrey  may  have,  that  might 
bear  somewhat  upon  his  duties  as  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treastu-y.  I  wish  also  to 
make  clear  for  the  record,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  am  not  one  who  holds  to  the 
point  of  view  that  men  of  wealth  should 
not  be  appointed  to  high  Government 
positions. 

On  the  contrary,  Mr.  President,  I  think 
It  Is  very  desirable  that  many  of  them  be 
in  Government  ixwitions  representing  a 
sound  cross  section  of  the  economic  life 
of  our  country. 

I  might  say  that  I  think  It  is  also  true 
that  men  without  wealth  are  not  dis- 
qualified for  Government  service  on  any 
implication  that  because  they  have  not 
wealth  they  may  not  have  ability. 
Many  persons  have  entered  pufihc  serv- 
ice and  made  great  personal  sacrifices 
economically  by  doing  so.  Had  they 
entered  business  or  the  professions  In- 
stead most  of  them  wauld  have  made  as 
much  money  as  some  of  thost  wealthy 
men  who,  now  In  their  older  years,  are 
being  nominated  for  Cabinet  positions. 

My  only  point  is  that  when  persons 
enter  public  service,  irrespective  of  their 
economic  status  at  the  time  they  enter 
It,  poor,  medium  well-to-do,  or  wealthy, 
they  owe  It  to  the  country  to  make  cer- 
tain that  they  divest  themselves  of  any 
financial  Interest  which  would  place 
them  in  an  embarrassing  position  where 
anyone  can  suspect  an  improper  motiva- 
tion of  any  value  Judgment  they  render. 


So  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado, 
chairman  of  the  committee,  on  whose 
judgment  I  place  great  confidence,  if  he 
Is  satisfied  that  Mr.  Humphrey  has  di- 
vested himself  of  financial  holdings,  par- 
ticularly In  connection  with  the  Hanna 
Co.  and  the  subsidiaries  of  that  company 
to  the  point  that.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  there  is  no  phase 
of  Mr.  Humphrey's  work  as  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  that  would  cause  him  any 
embarrassment  because  of  his  connec- 
tions with  those  companies? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  I  do  not  believe  the  situa- 
tion Is  different  from  that-  disclosed  by 
the  record  or  that  It  Is  suclvthat  It  would 
cause  embarrassment.  I  do  not  believe 
Mr.  Humphrey  would  allow  it  to  cause 
embarrassment. 

Let  me  say  that  before  Mr.  Humphrey 
went  on  the  stand  I  told  him  that  we 
usually  heard  in  executive  session  testi- 
mony as  to  nominations,  but  that  I  In- 
tended to  call  an  open  meeting.  He  said, 
"By  all  means  call  an  open  meeting. 
There  is  nothing  secret  that  I  have  to 
conceal." 

The  record  shows  his  testimony  as  to 
all  directorships  and  that  his  maximum 
interest  in  any  of  the  companies  with 
which  he  has  been  associated  was  ap- 
proximately 5  percent;  that  his  family 
has  a  possible  additional  5  percent,  but 
that  neither  has  majority  control  or 
practical  control.  He  testified  that  he 
would  not  attempt  In  any  way  whatso- 
ever to  Influence  the  businesses  with 
which  he  has  been  associated. 

I  am  quite  sure,  Mr.  President,  that  he 
Impressed  all  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee as  being  an  honest  man.  An  hon- 
est man,  if  confronted  with  an  embar- 
rassment, finds  a  way  out  of  It  without 
stultifying  himself  or  his  position. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  I  shall  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  all  these  nominations.  I 
think  they  meet  the  criteria  which  I 
mentioned  earlier  In  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, It  Is  my  belief  that  these  nomina- 
tions will  be  approved  sp>eedlly.  I  have 
no  desire  to  delay  their  consideration, 
and,  at  the  conclusion  of  a  very  brief 
statement.  It  Is  my  intention  to  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

For  j)ersonal  reasons  of  pride  and  sen- 
timent I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  about 
that  great  American,  my  fellow  Texan, 
Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby.  We  Texans  are 
very  proud  that  Mrs.  Hobby  has  been 
nominated  for  this  high  position.  But 
It  Is  not  merely  gratification  that  a  lead- 
ing citizen  of  our  State  has  thtis  been 
honored.  It  Is  a  pride  based  upon  deep 
conviction  that  It  would  have  been  dlCB- 
culti  if  not  Impossible,  to  find  anyone 
better  qualified. 

Mrs.  Hobby  has  proven  her  outstand- 
ing ability  on  the  national  scene.  She 
has  demonstrated  her  preeminent  tal- 
ents both  as  an  administrator  and  as  a 
policy  maker  who  has  the  courage  to 
stand  firmly  upon  her  convictions. 

Those  of  us  who  can  claim  the  priTi- 
lege  of  friendship  with  Mrs.  Hobby  know 
her  as  a  woman  of  grace,  charm,  and 
tact  Those  of  us  who  have  w(ximl  with 
her  in  T\aas  and  in  Washinftoa 
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her  as  a  public  ofOcial  of  integrity  and 
capacity. 

Those  qualities  she  will  bring  to  bear 
upon  one  of  the  most  diCBcult  and  most 
exacting  posts  within  the  Federal.  Gov- 
ernment. 

The  problems  before  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Administration  are  enormous. 
They  reach  into  every  American  home. 
They  involve  the  future  and  the  well- 
being  of  millions  of  our  citizens.  They 
should  be  handled  only  by  an  adminis- 
trator who  combines  the  highest  attri- 
butes of  the  head  and  of  the  heart. 

In  Mrs.  Hobby,  the  new  President  has 
found  such  an  administrator.  We  Tex- 
ans  are  honored  that  a  citizen  of  our 
State  will  fill  this  important  post.  We 
are  happy  that  the  coimtry  will  be  so 
well-served. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  withhold  his 
suggestion  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
Should  like  to  t>ay  that  the  committee 
gave  a  full  hearing  to  the  nomination. of 
Mrs.  Hobby,  and  we  were  delighted  with 
her  and  with  her  testimony  and  were 
very  glad  unanimously  to  recommend  the 
Cixifirmation  of  her  nomination. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
sire to  associate  myself  with  the  re- 
marks of  those  Senators  who  will  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  the  nominations 
sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President.  I 
think  each  one  of  them  is  a  patriotic 
and  loyal  American.  I  want  particu- 
larly to  associate  myself  with  those  who 
would  vote  for  former  Ciovenior  McKay 
as  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for 
the  good  lady  from  the  State  of  Texas. 
I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  when  we  were  in 
the  majority  I  handled  the  particular 
appropriation  bills  which  dealt  with  the 
Federal  Security  Administration.  I  am 
sure  that  when  President  Eisenhower 
recommended  Mrs.  Hobby  to  be  the  head 
of  that  administration,  he  had  nothing 
but  the  interest  of  the  country  at  heart, 
and  I  am  very  confident  that  she  will 
be  a  good  administrator  and  a  good 
American. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  express  a  word  of  appre- 
ciation to  the  chairman  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee  for  the 
hearing  which  they  held  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Humphrey  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  I  have  known  him  for 
many  years  as  an  able  businessman  and 
as  a  great  citizen  of  my  State  and  of 
our  country.  I  desire  to  commend  the 
President  for  the  nomination,  and  I  want 
to  say  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
that  Mr.  Humphrey-  will  be  an  officer 
of  whom  the  Nation  will  be  proud.  He 
will  bring  to  the  Government  service  the 
same  honesty,  integrity,  and  devotion  to 
the  public  interest  that  he  has  applied 
to  the  interests  which  he  has  hereto- 
fore served  in  a  private  capacity. 

Mr.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  will  th^ 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 


Mr.  LANGER.  The  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  wishes  to  express 
his  regret  that  President  Eisenhower  did 
not  see  fit  to  appoint  to  the  Cabinet 
a  man  or  a  woman  from  North  Dakota. 
During  all  the  history  of  the  United 
States,  no  one  from  North  Dakota  ever 
has  been  appointed  to  a  Cabinet  position, 
although  at  one  time,  as  I  have  pointed 
out  on  many  occasions,  there  were  six 
members  of  the  Cabinet  from  the  State 
of  New  York  at  the  same  time. 

In  the  last  election  North  Ehikota 
made  an  outstanding  record.  It  came 
within  a  decimal  point  of  being  the  lead- 
ing Republican  State  in  the  entire 
United  States,  being  excelled  only  by  the 
State  of  Vermont. 

North  Dakota  has  a  great  many  citi- 
zens who  are  eminently  qualified  to  fill 
any  position  in  the  Government,  so  I 
express  the  hope  that  if  a  vacancy 
should  occur  at  any  time  in  the  future 
a  man  or  a  woman  from  North  Dakota 
will  be  apF>ointed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair  > .  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  all  the  nominations 
submitted  yesterday  by  President  Eisen- 
hower will  be  voted  on  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  the 
Intention  of  the  Chair  to  put  the  ques- 
tion in  that  manner. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Before  the 
absence  of  a  quorum  is  suggested.  I 
should  like  to  state  that  the  minority  ha.s 
been  very  much  pleased  to  cooperate 
with  the  majority  in  the  preliminary 
hearings  on  the  nominations  the  Presi- 
dent-elect indicated  he  would  submit  for 
the  appointments  the  Senate  is  now  con- 
sidering. It  is  my  understanding  that 
all  the  nominations  President  Eisen- 
hower sent  to  the  Senate  yesterday  will 
be  acted  on  en  bloc  shortly  after  tlie 
quorum  call.     Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  understanding  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
tend to  vote  for  all  the  nominations  now 
pending  before  the  Senate,  but  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  personally  am  acquainted  with 
the  distinguished  citizen  of  Michigan 
who  has  been  named  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral. I  am  sure  that  as  a  result  of  his 
experience  in  life  and  his  possesion  of 
outstanding  talent  he  will,  as  Postmaster 
General,  render  excellent  service  to  the 
Government  and  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  I  pay  tribute  to  Arthur 
E.  Suifunerfleld  as  a  great  citizen  of 
Michigan  and  an  outstanding  citizen  of 
the  United  States.  I  know  that  his 
loyalty  and  fidelity  to  the  institutions 
of  his  country,  coupled  with  his  desire 
and  ambition  that  we  have  good  gov- 
ernment in  the  United  States,  will  be 
felt  when  he  takes  the  c^ce  to  which 
he  has  been  appointed,  or  in  any  place 
where  he  is  called  upon  to  render  public 
service. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated.  I  hope 
that  the  vote  on  the  nomination  of 
Arthur  E.  Summerfleld  will  be  unani- 
mous. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  renew  the  suggestion  of  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 


The 


The     PRESIDING     OFFICER, 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

B«»ll 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

BndKes 

Bii^h 

Bntler.  Md 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Chm" 

Chave« 

ClemenU 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirloon 

Dougiaa 

DufT 

Dwor!-hak 

Eiuttlaiid 

E'.lcndiT 

Fprguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

Fulbrifiht 

Cillloite 

Uoldwater 


Oor» 
Oreen 

Ort.swuld 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

HenninKS 

Hickeulooper 

HIM 

Hoey 

Holland 

HunipUrej 

Hunt 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jeiiner 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Kefaiiver 

Kennedy 

KllKore 

Know  land 

KurhPl 

Laiiger 

Lehman 

Long 

Magauson 

Maloue 

Mannfleld 

tdartin 

Maybank 


McCarthy 

McClellaa 

MiUtkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Nefly 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertaon 

Rusaell 

baltonstaJl 

Schoeppel 

8mlth,  Main* 

Smith.  N  J. 

Bmlth,  N.  C. 

Bparkman 

Btennis 

Symington 

Tall 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Toung 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  Is 
present. 

The  question  Is;  Will  the  Senate  ad- 
vi.se  and  consent  to  the  nominations  of 
the  following-named  persons  for  the 
offices  indicated: 

John  Foster  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Secretary  of  State. 

George  M  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Herbert  Brownell,  Jr..  of  New  York,  to 
be  Attorney  General 

Arthur  E.  Summerfleld.  of  Michigan, 
to  be  Postmaster  GeneraL 

Douglas  McKay,  of  Oregon,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 

Ezra  Taft  Ben.son,  of  Utah,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture. 

Sinclair  Weeks,  of  Massachusetts,  to 
be  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Martin  P  Durkin,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Mrs  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  of  Texas,  to  be 
Federal   Security  Administrator. 

The  nominations  were  confirmed. 

Mr  TAI^.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  President  be  notified  at  once  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nominations. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


DUTIES  AND  STATUTES  APPLYING 
TO  OFFICE  OF  SECRETARY  OF 

DEFENSE 

Mr  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Rbcoko  a  statement,  pre- 
pared by  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Counsel,  outlining  the  duties  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  the  Deputy  Secretary 
of  Defense,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Air  Force.  I  make  the  re- 
quest because  these  appointments  will 
soon  be  pending. 

I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
the  statement  followed  by  an  editorial 
from  the  New  York  Times,  and  to  have 
printed  also  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
a  memorandum  from  the  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Counsel  with  respect  to  sec- 


tion 434.  UUe  18.  of  the  United  States 
Code. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscoao, 

as  follows: 

MUfOBAIfDOM    FO*    SCVATOa    BtBO 

ThU  mcmormndum  li  tranunltted  pur- 
suant to  your  request  tor  the  text  of  preaent 
stututea  prescribing  the  principal  powera, 
functions,  and  duties  ol  t2xe  Secretary  of  De- 
fense. Such  provisions  are  set  forth  herein- 
after. Portions  of  those  statutes  which  do 
not  pertain  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or 
to  the  principal  responsibilities  and  powers 
Imposed  or  conferred  upon  him,  with  par- 
ticular reference  to  functions  Involving  pro- 
curement, contracting,  and  the  ^rKoaaction 
of  business  with  industrial  enteqn  L^oa,  bay* 
been  omitted. 

NATIONAL  Skt-UaiTT  ACT  OT  1S4T,  AS  AMKNSKD 
(ACT  or  JULT  as.  1947,  SI  BTAT.  «•»,  AS 
AMENDED) 

'  src.  aoa.  •    •    • 

"(b)  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  be  the 
principal  assistant  to  the  President  in  aU 
matters  relating  to  the  Department  of  De- 
fense. Under  the  direction  of  the  President, 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  he 
shall  have  direction,  authority,  and  control 
over  the  Department  of  Defense. 

"(c)    •     •     • 

"(4)  The  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  shall  be  separately  adminis- 
tered by  their  respective  Secretaries  under 
the  direction,  authority,  and  control  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"(d)  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  not 
less  often  than  semiannually  submit  written 
reports  to  the  President  and  the  Congress 
covering  expendlttires.  work,  and  accom- 
plishments of  the  Department  of  Defense,  ac- 
companied by  (1)  such  recommendations  as 
he  shall  deem  appropriate,  (3)  separate  re- 
ports from  the  military  departments  cover- 
ing their  expenditures,  work,  and  accom- 
plishments, and  (3)  Itemized  statements 
showing  the  savings  of  public  funds  and  the 
eliminations  of  unnecessary  duplications 
and  overlapplngs  that  have  been  accom- 
plished pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
act. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"(f)  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may,  with- 
out being  relieved  of  his  responsibUlty  there- 
for, and  unless  prohibited  by  some  specific 
provisions  of  thU  act  or  other  specific  pro- 
vision of  law,  perform  any  function  vested 
In  him  throiigh  or  with  the  aid  of  such  of- 
ficials or  organizational  entitles  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  as  he  may  designate. 

•  •  •  •  • 
"Sac.  aiO.  There  shall  be  within  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  an  Armed  Forces  Policy 
Council  composed  of  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, as  Chairman,  who  shaU  have  power  of 
decision;  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense; 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army;  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy;  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force;  the 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff;  the 
Chief  of  Staff,  United  States  Army;  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations;  and  the  Chief  oif  Staff. 
United  States  Air  Force.  The  Armed  Forces 
Policy  CouncU  shall  advise  the  Secretary  of 
I>fense  on  matters  of  broad  poUcy  rriatlng 
to  the  Armed  Forces  and  shall  consider  and 
report  on  such  other  matters  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  may  direct. 

"Sec.  an.  •     •     • 

"(b)  Subject  to  the  authority  and  direc- 
tion of  the  President  and  the  Secretary  oC 
Defense,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  shaU  per- 
form the  following  duties.  In  addition  to 
such  other  duties  as  the  President  or  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  may  direct: 

"(1)  Preparation  of  strategic  plans  and 
provision  for  the  strategic  direction  at  the 
mUltary  forces; 

"(3)  Preparation  of  Joint  logistic  plans 
and  assignment  to  the  mlUtary  services  of 


logistic  responsibilities  in  accordance  with 
such  plans; 

"(3)  Establishment  of  unified  commands 
in  strategic  arecks; 

"(4)  Review  of  major  material  and  per- 
sonnel requirements  at  the  mlUtary  forces 
In  accordance  with  strate«lc  and  logistic 
plans; 

"(6)  Formulation  of  policies  for  Joint 
training  of  the  military  forces; 

"(6)  Formulation  of  policies  for  coordi- 
nating the  mUltary  education  of  members 
of  the  mlUtary  forces;  and 

"(7)  Providing  United  SUtes  represenU- 
tlon  on  the  unitary  SUff  Committee  of  the 
United  Nations  In  accordance  with  the  pro- 
vlslotu  of  the  Charter  of  the  United  Na- 
Uons." 

•  •  •  *  • 

"S«c.  213.  •     •     • 

"(b)  The  (Munitions]  Board  shall  be  com- 
posed of  a  Chairman,  who  shall  be  the  head 
thereof  and  who  shall,  subject  to  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  in 
respect  to  such  matters  authorized  by  him. 
have  the  power  of  decision  upon  matters 
faUlng  within  the  JurlsdlcUon  of  the  Board, 
i^nd  an  Under  Secretary  or  Assistant  Sec- 
retary from  each  of  the  three  mUltary  de- 
partments, to  be  designated  in  each  case  by 
the  Secretaries  of  their  respective  depart- 
ments.    •     •     • 

"(c)  Subject  to  the  authority  and  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Board 
shall  perform  the  following  duties  in  sup- 
port of  strategic  and  logistic  plans  and  in 
consonance  with  guidance  In  thoee  fields 
provided  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and 
such  other  duties  as  tlie  Secretary  of  Defense 
may  prescribe — 

"(1)  coordination  of  the  appropriate  ac- 
tivities with  regard  to  industrial  matters. 
Including  the  procurement,  production,  and 
distribution  plans  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense; 

"(2)  planning  for  the  mUltary  aspects  of 
industrial  mobilization; 

"(3)  assignment  of  procurement  respon- 
sibilities among  the  several  military  depart- 
ments and  planning  for  standardization  of 
specifications  and  for  greatest  practicable 
allocation  of  purchase  authority  of  technical 
equipment  and  common-use  items  on  the 
basis  of  single  procurement; 

"(4)  preparation  of  estimates  of  poten- 
tial production,  procurement,  and  personnel 
for  use  in  evaluation  of  the  logistic  feasibU- 
ity  of  strategic  operations; 

"(5)  determination  of  relative  priorities  of 
the  various  segments  of  the  military  procure- 
ment programs; 

"  ( 6 )  supervision  of  such  subordinate  agen- 
cies as  are  or  may  be  created  to  consider 
the  subjects  falling  within  the  scope  of  the 
Board's   responsibilities; 

"(7)  regrouping,  combining,  or  dissolving 
of  existing  Intenervlce  agencies  operating  in 
the  fields  of  procurement,  production,  and 
distribution  In  such  manner  as  to  promote 
efficiency  and  economy; 

"(8)  maintenance  of  liaison  with  other 
departments  and  agencies  for  the  proper  cor- 
relation of  military  requirements  with  the 
civilian  economy,  particularly  In  regard  to 
the  procurement  or  disposition  of  strategic 
and  critical  material  and  the  maintenance  of 
adequate  reserves  of  such  material,  and  mak- 
ing of  reconunendatlons  as  to  policies  In 
connection  therewith;   and 

"(9)  assembly  and  review  of  material  and 
personnel  requirements  presented  by  the 
Joint  Chiefs  at  Staff  and  by  the  production, 
procurement,  and  distribution  agencies  as- 
signed to  meet  military  needs,  and  making  of 
recommendations  tbereon  to  the  Secxetary  of 
Defense. 

•  •  •  •  • 

*'Sbc.  214.  (a)  There  Is  taereljy  estaUlabed 
in  the  Department  of  Defense  a  Etesearch 
and  E>eTelopment  Board  (hereinafter  In  this 
section  referred  to  as  the  "Board").  The 
Board  shaU  be  eompoaed  at  a  chairman,  who 
ahall  be  the  head  thereof  and  who  sbaU. 


subject  to  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  In  respect  to  such  matters 
authorised  by  him.  have  the  power  of  deci- 
sion on  matters  falling  within  the  Jurlsdlo- 
tlon  of  the  Board,  and  two  representatives 
from  each  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army. 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  to  be  designated  by  the 
Secretaries  of  th^r  respective  Departments. 
•  •  •  The  purpose  of  the  Board  shaU  be 
to  advise  the  Secretary  of  Defense  as  to  the 
status  of  scientific  research  relative  to  the 
national  security,  and  to  assist  him  in  assur- 
ing adequate  provision  for  research  and  de- 
velopment on  scientific  problems  relating  to 
the  national  security. 

"(b)  Subject  to  the  authority  and  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Board 
ShaU  perform  the  following  duties  and  such 
other  duties  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  may 
prescribe : 

"(1)  preparation  of  a  complete  and  inte- 
grated program  of  research  and  development 
for  military  purposes; 

"(2)  advising  with  regard  to  trends  In  sci- 
entific research  relating  to  national  sectuity 
and  the  measures  necessary  to  assure  con- 
tinued and  Increasing  progress; 

"(3)  coordination  of  research  and  develop- 
ment among  the  military  departments,  and 
allocation  among  them  of  responsibilities  for 
specific  programs; 

"(4)  formulation  of  policy  for  the  D^art- 
ment  of  Defense  In  connection  with  research 
and  development  matters  Involving  agencies 
outside  the  Department  of  Defense;  and 

"  ( 6 J  consideration  of  the  interaction  of  re- 
search and  development  and  strategy,  and 
advising  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  connec- 
tion therewith. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Sk:.  401.    •     •     • 

"(b)  The  Comptroller  [of  the  Department 
of  Defense]  shall  advise  and  assist  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  in  performing  such  budg- 
etary and  fiscal  functioiu  as  may  be  required 
to  carry  out  the  powers  conferred  upon  the 
Secretary  <^  Defense  by  this  act,  including 
but  not  limited  to  those  specified  in  this 
subsection.  Subject  to  the  authority,  direc- 
tion, and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Comptroller  shall — 

"(1)  supervise  and  direct  the  preparation 
of  the  budget  estimates  of  the  Department 
at  Defense;  and 

"(3)  establish,  azid  supervise  the  execu- 
tion of — 

"(A)  principles,  policies,  and  procedures 
to  be  followed  In  connection  with  organiza- 
tional and  administrative  matters  relating 


"(1)  the  preparation  and  execution  of  the 
budgets, 

"(11)  fiscal,  cost,  operating,  and  capital 
property  accounting, 

"(ill)   progress  and  statistical  reporting. 

"(Iv)   internal  audit,  and 

"(B)  policies  and  procedures  relating  to 
the  expenditure  and  coUecUon  of  funds  ad- 
ministered by  the  Department  of  Defense; 
and 

"(3)  establish  uniform  terminologies, 
classifications,  and  procedures  in  all  such 
matters. 

"Sac.  403.  (a)  Tht  Secretary  of  each  mlU- 
tary department,  subject  to  the  authority, 
direction,  and  control  of  the  Secretary  at 
Defense,  shall  cause  budgeting,  accounting, 
progress  and  statistical  reporting.  Internal 
audit  and  administrative  organization  struc- 
ture and  managerial  procedures  relating 
thereto  In  the  department  of  which  he  Is 
the  head  to  be  organised  and  conducted  In 
a  manner  consistent  with  ths  operatiaiis  at 
the  oaoe  at  the  Oomptndlsr  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Sac.  40S.  (a)  Tlie  budget  estimates  at  the 
Department  at  Defense  shall  be  prepared. 
presented,  and  Justified,  where  practtoaUc. 
and  authorised  programs  shall  be  adminis- 
tered, in  soA  fcrm  and  manner  as  the  Sbc» 
retary  of  Defsoae,  sntaject  to  the  aatbcalty 


H 


490 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  Jl 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECX)RD  —  SENATE 


491 


mi 


I*«Nm 


M 


/ 
t 

;-  ( 

u 

i. 


iind  direction  of  the  President,  may  deter- 
mliM,  BO  as  to  account  for,  and  report,  tha 
coet  of  performance  of  readily  Identifiable 
functional  programs  and  activities,  with 
segregation  of  operating  and  capital  pro- 
grams. So  far  as  practicable,  the  budget 
estimates  and  authorized  programs  of  the 
military  departments  shall  be  set  forth  In 
readily  comparable  form  and  shall  follow  a 
uniform  pattern." 

MVTTTAL  SBC  U  BIT  I  ACT  OF  1*5 1.  AS  AMENDED 
(ACT  or  OCTOBXS  10,  1*51,  eS  STAT.  373,  AS 
AMXITDED) 

"Sec.  506.  (a)  In  the  case  of  aid  under  this 
act  for  military  end  Items  and  related  tech- 
nical assistance  and  advice,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  have  primary  responsibility 
and  authority  for — 

"(1)  the  determination  of  military  end- 
Item  requirements; 

"(2)  the  procurement  of  military  equip- 
ment In  a  manner  which  permits  Its  integra- 
tion with  service  programs; 

"(3)  the  supervision  of  end-item  use  by 
the  recipient  countries; 

"(4)  the  supervision  of  the  training  of 
foreign  military  personnel;   and 

"(5)  the  movement  and  delivery  of  mili- 
tary end  Items. 

"lb)  The  establishment  of  priorities  in 
the  procurement,  delivery,  and  allocation  of 
military  equipment  shall  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  The  apportion- 
ment of  funds  between  countries  shall  be 
determined  by  the  President." 

DBTElfSE  APPEOPBUnOK  ACT,   1983    (ACT  Or  JUI.T 
10,     19Sa,    FT7BLIC    LAW    488.    B2D    CONO.) 

"Sec.  619.  Insofar  as  practicable,  the  Sec- 
retary Of  Defense  shall  assist  American  small 
business  to  participate  equitably  in  the  fur- 
nishing of  commodities  and  services  financed 
with  funds  appropriated  under  this  act  by 
making  available  or  causing  to  be  made 
available  to  suppliers  in  the  United  States, 
and  particularly  to  small  Independent  enter- 
prises. Information,  as  far  In  advance  as  pos- 
sible, with  respect  to  purchases  proposed  to 
be  financed  with  funds  appropriated  under 
this  act,  and  by  making  available  or  causing 
to  be  made  available  to  purchasing  and  con- 
tracting agencies  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense information  as  to  commodities  and 
services  produced  and  furnished  by  small 
independent  enterprises  in  the  United  States, 
and  by  otherwise  helping  to  give  small  busi- 
ness an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
furnishing  of  commodities  and  services 
financed  with  funds  appropriated  by  this 
act. 

•  •  •  •  • 

*'SK.  638.  (a)  Notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  law  and  for  the  purpose  of 
achieving  an  efficient,  economical  and  prac- 
tical operation  of  an  integrated  supply  sys- 
tem designed  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  mill- 
tar3i'  departments  without  duplicating  or 
overlapping  of  either  operations  or  func- 
tions, no  officer  or  agency  in  or  under  the 
Department  of  Defense,  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  section,  shall  obligate  any  funds 
for  procurement,  production,  warehousing, 
distribution  of  supplies  or  equipment  or  re- 
lated supply  management  functions,  except 
in  accordance  with  regulations  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense." 

MIUTABT  PTTBLIC  WOEKS  APPROPEIATION  ACT. 
JB53  (ACT  or  JULY  18,  1S53,  PUBUC  LAW  547^ 
82D  CONG.) 

"Sec.  803.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated 
in  this  title  shall  be  expended  for  payments 
under  a  coet-plus-a-flxed-fee  contract  for 
work  where  cost  estimates  exceed  925.000  to 
be  performed  within  the  continental  United 
States  without  the  specific  approval  in  writ- 
ing of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  setting  forth 
the  reasons  therefor." 


Bespectfully, 


Janvaet  21.  19C3. 


John  C.  HaBEac. 

Asskitant  Counsel. 


[ProiA  the  New  York  Times  of  January  19. 
1953) 

Mb.  Wn.soN's  Pbedicament 

General  Eisenhower's  selection  of  President 
Charles  E.  Wilson,  oi  General  Motors,  to  h9 
Secretary  of  Defense  was  favorably  received 
by  almost  everybody  except  those  who  dis- 
approve of  successful  businessmen  on  prin- 
ciple. Mr.  Wilson  must  be  the  more  cha- 
grined that  his  candidacy  has  now  run  into 
substantial  opposition  in  the  Senate  un  the 
ground  that  his  refusal  to  get  rid  of  his  GM 
stock  would,  if  he  took  office,  controvert  a 
Federal  law  and  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest. 

The  last  thing  In  the  world  that  Mr.  Wilson 
proposed,  we  are  sure,  was  to  dlsreguti  a  law 
or  Injure  the  public  interest.  As  he  mutit 
have  seen  the  situation,  he  was  giving  up  a 
private  Income  which  has  reportedly  run 
above  half  a  million  dollars  a  year  in  return 
for  a  public  Income  of  $22,500  a  year,  and  was 
doing  this  to  serve  his  country.  No  one  can 
doubt  his  utter  Integrity.  His  bitterest 
critics  would  not  suggest  that  he  would  take 
a  public  position  in  order  to  serve  a  private 
Interest. 

But  a  law  is  a  law.  and  even  if  the  law 
which  seems  to  fit  the  present  case  does  not 
actually  do  so.  or  could  be  amended  to  ex- 
empt Mr.  Wilson,  the  moral  responsibility 
would  remain.  We  cannot  distinguish,  in 
law  or  In  principle  between  persons  who  are 
above  temptation,  as  Mr.  Wilson  surely  Is, 
and  those  who  are  not.  The  good  and  honest 
man  nrust  accept  restraints  In  order  that  the 
bad  and  dishonest  may  not  run  loose. 

The  restraints  that  at  first  glance  Mr.  Wil- 
son might  have  to  accept  are  severe.  In  ad- 
dition to  sacrificing  most  of  his  present  in- 
come he  would  be  asked  to  dispose  of  his 
stock  under  circumstances  requiring  him  to 
pay  a  heavy  tax.  He  would,  in  a  sense,  be 
paying  the  Government  a  considerable  sum 
In  order  to  be  permitted  to  work  for  it.  But 
does  not  a  soldier  who  loses  his  life,  limb, 
or  health  In  battle  take  an  even  greater  loss? 
Mr.  Wilson  may  conclude,  after  he  has 
thought  the  matter  over,  that  patriotism 
n»y  well  demand  sacrifices  in  one  case  as 
In  the  other. 

To  sum  up,  we  believe  that  Mr.  Wilson 
would  find  it  intolerable  to  deal  as  a  public 
official  with  a  great  corporation  in  which  he 
continued  to  have  a  financial  Interest  We 
believe  It  will  be  the  part  of  wisdom  for  him 
either  to  divest  himself  of  his  corporate 
holdings  or  withdraw  his  acceptance  of  the 
designation.  We  hope  he  will  choose  the 
first  course. 

Memorandum  roa  the  Committee  on  Armed 

SKBVICE3 

This  memorandum  is  transmitted  pur- 
suant to  the  request  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  made  on 
motion  of  Senator  Btkd.  for  information 
concerning  the  meaning  to  be  given  to  the 
words  "directly  or  Indirectly"  as  used  in 
section  434,  title  18,  United  States  Code. 

That  section  provides: 

"Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  indirectly  interested 
In  the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any 
corporation.  Joint-stock  company,  or  associa- 
tion, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
business  entity,  is  employed  or  acu  as  an 
officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  •2.000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or 
both." 

The  words  "directly  or  indlrectlv"  are  used 
In  that  section  to  characterize  two  kinds  of 
Interests  which  an  individual  may  have  with 
respect  to  a  corporation  or  other  business 
entity:  (li  Interests  in  Its  pecuniary  profits 
and  (2)  interesu  in  the  contracts  of  such 
entity. 

The  press  of  time  has  prevented  any  un- 
dertaking to  search  the  entire  legislative  his- 
tory of  section  434  from  the  date  of  Its  en- 


actment in  Its  rarllest  form  (sec  8.  act  of 
March  2.  1863.  12  Stat.  698).  Such  a  search 
might  dlscloae  some  indication  of  congres- 
sional intent  with  regard  to  the  content  of 
the  quoted  phrase,  but  it  would  require  a 
considerable  period  of  time  and  might  prove 
to  be  completely  unrewarding.  Accordingly, 
other  aids  to  statutory  construction  have 
been  used  in  the  preparation  of  thib 
memorandum. 

ABSTBACT  DEPIMITIONS 

Webster's  New  International  Dictionary 
(2d  ed.,  1947)  contains  the  following  defini- 
tions: 

"Direct:  In  a  direct  manner;  directly;  im- 
mediately;  straight;    absolutely"    (p.  738). 

"Indirect:  Not  direct;  specifically,  (a)  Not 
.otralght  or  rectilinear;  deviating  from  a 
direct  line  or  course:  circuitoua;  oblique; 
•  •  •  ( d  I  Not  resulting  directly  from  an 
act  or  cause,  but  more  or  leas  remotely  con- 
nected with,  or  growing  out  of,  it;  am  Indirect 
results'   (pp    1266-1277). 

As  suggested  by  those  definitions,  the 
words  "direct"  and  "Indirect"  are  not  terms 
<jf  absolute  connotation,  but  are  used  ordi- 
narily to  express  a  degree  of  relationship 
which  may  vary  with  the  subject  to  which 
they  are  applied.  Thus  precise  meaning  can 
be  ascribed  to  those  terms  only  as  they  are 
used  In  connection  with  a  particular  subject. 
situation,  or  relationship.  As  noted  in  People 
V.  Boy  Ian  ( (C.  C.  D.  Colo.,  1885)  (26  Ped.  594. 
595-596) ) : 

"TTie  word  'direct'  is  of  large  use  In  the 
language,  and  It  has  t>een  adopted  into  the 
law  In  many  relatloiui.  We  have  direct  de- 
scent, direct  taxes,  direct  interest,  direct 
route,  and  so  on,  until  we  have  come  now 
to  direct  payment.  Any  effort  to  aaalmllate 
Its  meaning  in  all  the  places  and  connec- 
tions In  which  It  may  be  placed  must  fall 
for  obvious  reasons.  One  meaning  of  the 
word,  as  given  in  Webster's  Dictionary.  Is 
Immediate,  express,  unambiguous,  confessed, 
absolute.  In  ray  Judgment,  this  la  clearly 
the  sense  in  which  it  is  applied  to  payments. 
A  direct  payment  is  one  which  Is  absolute 
and  unconditional  as  to  time,  amount,  and 
the  persona  by  «-hom  and  to  whom  it  Is  to 
be  made' 

In  considering  the  power  conferred  upon 
the  Congress  by  the  commerce  clause  of  the 
Constitution,  which  has  been  construed  U) 
apply  only  with  respect  to  direct  burdens 
upon  or  obstructions  to  Interstate  commerce. 
if  has  been  stated  (V.  L.  R  B  v  Bradford  D. 
M'.y'n  (C.  C.  A.  1.  1939,  106  P.  2d  119,  121- 
122) ) : 

"Only  as  thus  qualified  may  an  act  of 
Congress  be  construed  as  exercising  that  con- 
trol within  constitutional  t>ounds.  Acts 
which  only  indirectly  affect  the  fiow  of  com- 
merce between  the  States  are  not  within  the 
control  of  Congress,  but  are  left  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  several  States.  Direct  in  respect 
to  sequence  either  In  point  of  time  or  result, 
means  mediate,  nothing  intervening." 

CONJUNCTIVE    USE    OF    TEBMS 

The  terms  "directly  "  and  "indirectly"  ore 
not  used  separntely  In  section  434,   but  are 
used  In  conjunction  with  each  other  to  char- 
acterize collectively    the  quality   of   Interest 
to  which  the  section  is  directed.     When  so 
used,  thcjse  terms  If  taken  literally  can  be 
Klven  a  verj-  broad  meaning — so  broad  as  to 
be  virtually  synonymous  with  the  expression 
"In  any  manner  "     In  a  very  early  case  de- 
cided by  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Maryland 
(Davtx   V.   Barney    (3   GUI   &   J.   382    (1830)1. 
In  which  It  Interpreted  the  phrase    "direct  or 
Indirect"  in  relation  to  "opposition  "  as  con- 
tained In  a  contract,  that  court  said  (p.  402) : 
"The  word  'indirect'  seems  to  us  to  have 
been  used  for  the  special  purpose  of  guarding 
against    any    kind    of    interference    by    the 
defendant,  in  aiding  or  in  any  manner  pro- 
moting, the  establishment  of.  or  carrying  on, 
any  opposition.     Our  construction  therefore 
of  the  contract  is.  that  the  defendant  could 
Jiut.  without  violating  the  contract,  set  up 


or  carry  on.  or  knowingly  aid  or  lnt«nneddl«, 
or  In  any  way  whataosrer,  dlractly  or  In- 
dlractly.  be  oonoamad  In  setting  up  or  carry- 
ing on  any  line  of  stages  on  tbat  road.  In 
opposition  to  the  appellants;  1m  was  boxight 
out  for  the  purpose  of  betnf  put  entirely 
out  of  their  way.  Under  any  otlier  oonstmc- 
tlon,  the  word  'Indirect'  would  lose  its  office, 
and  the  object  of  the  contract  be  defeated." 
Whether  a  meaning  of  such  Incloalvcness 
Is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  phrase  "directly  or 
Indirectly"  when  used  in  any  particular  stat- 
ute must  depend  upon  the  language  em- 
ployed In  the  full  text  of  the  statute,  inter- 
preted with  a  Ttew  to  effectuating  the  pur- 
pose for  which  It  was  enacted. 

APPLICABILrrT  or  SXCnOH  «S4  to  SRAXKHOLDEXa 

Whatevar  may  b«  the  full  Import  of  the 
words  "directly  or  indirectly,"  prsssnt  con- 
cern as  to  that  mattar  appears  to  center 
chlefly  upon  the  question  whether  that 
phrase,  as  used  in  section  434.  Includes  the 
Interest  of  a  shareholder  In  a  oorporatlon. 
As  to  that  question,  the  critical  words  of 
the  section  are  these:  "Whoever,  being  •  •  • 
directly  or  Indirectly  interested  in  the  pe- 
cuniary profits  or  contracts  of  any  corpor- 
ation *  •  *."  Those  words  are  used 
to  descrli>e  the  class  of  peraons  to  whom  the 
secUon  can  be  applied  tf  any  such  person 
should  engage  In  conduct  of  the  kind  pro- 
hibited by  the  language  which  follows 
therein. 

Determination  whether  the  phrase  "di- 
rectly or  Indirectly"  applies  to  shareholders 
requires  recogniUon  that  the  word  "Interest" 
also  is  one  which  may  differ  in  meaning  ac- 
cording to  lu  use.  See  Burton  t.  United 
States  (202  U.  8.  344,  371  (1806)).  As  sUted 
by  the  Acting  Attorney  General  In  an  opinion 
dated  March  31.  1942  (40  Op.  A.  Q.  168.  170). 
"It  was  the  obvious  purpose  of  the  statute  to 
prevent  an  officer  of  the  United  States  from 
transacting  business  with  a  corporation  In 
such  a  way  that  his  action  might  result  In 
direct  or  indirect  personal  pecuniary  benefit 
to  the  officer."  Taking  into  account  that 
purpose,  the  word  "Interested'*  referred  to  In 
section  434  probably  refers  to  a  private  gain 
through  the  acquisition  of  money  or  some 
other  thing  of  value.  The  phrase  "directly 
or  indirectly  Interested,"  as  used  In  relation 
to  the  words  "pecuniary  profits  or  contracts." 
suggesU  that  it  was  Intended  to  Include 
something  more  than  an  absolute,  presently 
existing,  legal  title  to  profits  or  contracts. 

It  is  very  clear  that  a  shareholder  is  not 
a  legal  owner  of  corporate  property.  Hum- 
phreys V.  McKistock  (140  U.  8.  304,  312 
( 1891 ) ) ;  Rhode  Island  Trust  Co.  v.  Doughton 
(270  U.  S.  69.  81  (1926)):  Wabash  By.  Co. 
V.  American  Refrigerator  Transit  Co.  (7  P. 
(2d)  335,  342  (C.  C.  A.  8.  1925) ).  As  sUted 
by  Chief  Justice  Taft  In  the  Rhode  Island 
Trust  case  (p.  81)  : 

"The  owner  of  the  shares  of  stock  In  a 
company  Is  not  the  owner  of  the  corpora- 
tion's property.  He  has  a  right  to  bis  share 
In  the  earnings  of  the  corporation,  as  they 
may  be  declared  In  dividends,  arising  from 
the  use  of  all  its  property.  In  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  corporation  he  may  take  his  pro- 
portionate share  in  what  is  left,  after  all  the 
debts  of  the  corporation  have  been  paid  and 
the  assets  are  divided  In  accordance  with  the 
law  of  Its  creation.  But  he  does  not  own 
the  corporate  property." 

Shareholders  are,  howerer,  the  beneficial 
owners  of  corporate  property.  Koehler  v. 
Black  River  Falls  Iron  Co.  (67  U.  S.  715.  721 
(1862) ) ;  Ashman  v.  Miller  ( 101  P.  (2d)  86.  91 
(C.  C  A.  6.  193S) ) .  In  the  Ashman  case,  the 
court  states  (p.  91): 

"Equity  recognlBes  that  stockholders  are 
the  proprietors  of  the  corporate  interest  and 
are  ultimately  the  only  beneficiaries  thereof. 
Thoiie  interesu  are  In  virtue  of  the  law  In- 
trusted through  the  corporation  to  the  direc- 
tors and  from  that  condition  arises  the 
trusteeship  of  the  directors  with  Um  con- 
comitant fiduciary  relationship." 

The  nature  oC  a  shareholder's  interest  in 
the  profits  of  a  corporation  la  clearly  4»- 


serllMd  in  a  comment  which  appeared  Ln  the 
Tale  Law  Journal  In  1925  (84  T.  L.  J.  652 
•Ca-64): 

"It  Is  said  that  a  corporation  holds  its 
property  In  trust  for  the  individual  share- 
holders. In  accordance  with  this  statement 
and  In  description  of  shareholders'  rights  In 
undivided  profits  as  recognised  In  the  decided 
cases.  It  seems  pnq>er  to  say  that  accruing 
profits  come  into  the  hands  of  the  corpora- 
tion impressed  with  a  trust  in  favor  of  the 
shareholders  who  would  be  entlUed  to  re- 
ceive them,  were  they  then  divided.  The 
norm  is  the  corporation  with  only  one  class 
of  shareholders.  In  such  a  concern  the  stock- 
holders take  their  equitable  Interests  In 
accruing  profits  In  proporUon  to  their  hold- 
ings. Before  the  accrual  of  s\ich  profits  the 
stockholder  has  merely  an  expectant  Interest 
analogous  to  the  expectancies  of  the  law  of 
real  property.  After  their  accrual  he  U  the 
beneficiary  of  a  trust,  whose  res  is  the  undi- 
vided profits  and  whose  terms  are  settled  by 
the  law  of  corporations  and  the  contract 
between  the  parties.  The  expectant  Interest 
of  the  common  stock  tiolder.  as  the  norm,  is 
that  given  by  the  law  as  an  incident  of  the 
shareholder  relationship  when  the  nature 
of  the  expectant  Interest  of  the  shareholder 
Is  not  the  subject  of  express  contract.  To 
designate  shares  as  'preferred.'  'cumula- 
tive,' 'noncumulatlve,'  and  so  on  is  to  con- 
tract expressly  as  to  the  nature  of  this  ex- 
pectant Interest  in  profits  not  yet  in  esse. 
The  cumulative  preferred  stockholder  has 
during  the  first  year  an  expectant  interest  in 
tbat  fraction  of  the  first  year's  profits  which 
equals  the  promised  percent  of  his  hold- 
ings— say  7  percent.  If  profits  are  earned, 
this  expectant  interest  becomes  actual  and 
Immediate;  if  not.  it  continues  merely  expect- 
ant, and  during  the  second  year  such  stock- 
bolder  will  have  an  expectant  interest  in  the 
second  year's  profits  equal  to  14  percent  of 
his  holdings;  and  if  in  the  second  year  there 
are  likewise  no  profits,  then  in  the  third  year 
he  will  have  an  expectant  interest  equal  to 
21  percent,  and  so  on.  In  other  words,  his 
expectant  Interests  for  the  various  years  ac- 
cumulate, when  they  are  not  realized,  and  it 
should  be  noted  that,  although  they  are 
realized  as  actual  and  Immediate  equitable 
Interesu  in  undivided  profiU.  these  latter 
relapse  to  mere  expectant  interesu  if  the 
profits — the  subject  matter  of  the  equiUble 
interest — are  lost  through  the  chances  of 
the  enterprise,  and  continue  as  such  until 
again  realized.  The  expectant  interest  of 
noncumulatlve  shareholders  dlflers  from  that 
of  the  cumulative  shareholder  only  in  this, 
that  the  expectant  interesu  of  the  former 
for  the  various  years  never  accumulate;  they 
must  be  realized.  If  at  all.  out  of  profiU  for 
the  (xtrrespondlng  years." 

In  an  opinion  referred  to  above  (40  Op. 
A.  O.  168).  AcUng  Attorney  General  Pahy 
gave  cognizance  to  the  Interest  of  a  share- 
holder In  corporate  profiU  in  expressing  the 
view  that  an  individual  who  was  both  an 
officer  and  a  shareholder  in  a  corporation 
could  not  be  appointed  as  a  liaison  officer  of 
the  War  Department  to  have  dealings  with 
that  corporation.  He  sUted,  with  regard  to 
section  41  of  the  Criminal  Code,  from  which 
section  434  was  derived  (pp.  169-170) : 

"No  man  can  serve  two  masters.  The 
statute  in  question  is  clearly  grounded  on 
this  assumption.  lU  manifest  pvupose  is 
such  that  any  attempt  to  reconcile  it  with 
the  proposed  employment  ruiy  into  dlfBcul- 
tles.  Some  of  these  difficulties  are  pointed 
out  by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the 
Army  in  his  opinion  on  the  question.  Others 
are  equally  apparent.  No  matter  how  high 
are  the  motives  of  the  Army  ofllcer  who 
advises,  he  is  likely  as  .a  realistic  matter  to 
be  consciously  or  unconsciously  infiuenced 
by  the  fact  that  his  actions  may  benefit  the 
eorporation  of  which  he  is  an  oOcer  and  a 
stockholder.  To  a  degree  his  salary  as  an 
officer  of  the  corporation  would  be  affected 
by  whether  his  advice  leads  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  enter  Into  a  procurement  contract 


with  his  company.  To  a  larger  degree  his 
share  in  the  earnings  ct  the  corporation  as  a 
stockholder  would  be  affected  by  his  advice. 

"The  advice  of  the  officer  would  probably 
also  materially  influence  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  the  ooutracU  entered  into  with  his 
company.  Conflict  between  the  InteresU  of 
the  United  SUtes*  the  InteresU  of  the  cor- 
poration, and  the  InteresU  of  the  Army  officer 
as  an  officer  and  stockholder  of  the  corpora- 
tion are  more  than  likely  to  arise.  Such 
oonfiicU  and  resulU  were  doubtless  intended 
to  be  avoided  by  the  sUtute.  In  this  case, 
the  officer  would  clearly  be  a  person  directly 
or  indirectly  Interested  in  the  pecuniary 
profiU  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute." 

The  foregoing  discussion  as  to  the  nature 
of  a  shareholder's  Interest  in  corporate  profiU 
leaves  little  doubt  that  such  an  Interest  in 
a  corporation  as  to  which  a  Government 
ofllcer  "U  employed  or  acU  as  an  officer  or 
agent  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  transac- 
tion of  business"  is  of  the  kind  included 
within  the  scope  of  section  434.  In  that 
interest  is  not  direct,  it  is  almost  surely  an 
indirect  interest  within  the  meaning  of  that 
section.  However,  this  is  not  to  say  that 
the  mere  existence  of  some  interest  as  a 
shareholder  would  necessarily  and  in  all  in- 
stances result  In  the  application  of  section 
434.  There  remains  for  consideration  the 
question  whether,  in  giving  effect  to  the  ulti- 
mate purpose  of  section  434  as  a  criminal 
statute,  the  courte  might  apply  an  additional 
test  to  determine  whether  an  existing  inter- 
est of  that  kind  Is  actual  and  substantial  or 
merely  nominal  and  trivial.  A  discussion  ot 
that  question  appears  in  a  later  section  of 
this  memorandum. 

OPINIONS  DISTINCrtrXSHXD 

Certain  opinions  examined  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  this  memorandum  have  appeared  at 
first  impression  to  be  at  variance  with  the 
view  expressed  above,  but  on  closer  examina- 
tion have  been  considered  inapplicable  to 
the  question  now  under  consideration.  The 
following  are  the  principal  opinions  of  that 
kind. 

An  opinion  of  Attorney  General  Mltehell 
dated  AprU  18.  1929  (86  Op.  Atty.  Gen.  12) 
gave  consideration  to  the  eligibility  of  An- 
drew W.  Mellon  to  serve  as  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  The  statute  there  considered 
(presently  5  U.  8.  C.  248)  provided  in  part 
that  no  person  appointed  to  that  office  "shall 
directly  or  indirectly  be  concerned  or  inter- 
ested in  carrying  on  the  business  of  trade  or 
commerce."  The  Attorney  General  took  the 
view  (p.  18)  that  "the  words  of  the  statute 
would  not  be  deemed  by  those  who  wrote  it 
as  appropriate  words  to  describe  one  who 
simply  received  dividends  from  stocks  which 
he  owned  and  took  no  active  part  in  the 
management  or  control  of  the  corporation 
which  issued  them."  Relying  in  part  upon 
the  decLsicm  of  the  Supreme  Court  In  U.  S.  v. 
Delaware  &  Hudson  Co.  (213  U.  8.  366 
(1909)),  the  Attorney  General  concluded 
(p. 19) : 

"My  conclusion  is  that  Secretary  Mellon  is 
not  disqualified  from  holding  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  he  owns  stock  in  business  corpora- 
tions. To  give  the  statute  any  other  con- 
struction would  be  to  sacrifice  the  q>irit  to 
the  letter,  and  under  modem  conditions 
would  probably  exclude  from  the  office  a 
great  majority  of  the  men  most  competent 
to  hold  and  administer  it  efficiently  without 
accomplishing  any  good." 

The  Supreme  Court  opinion  there  relied 
upon  involved  an  InterpreUtlon  of  the  so- 
called  "commodities  clause"  of  the  Hepburn 
Act  (34  Stet.  584).  which  provided  in  part 
that  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  railroad 
company  to  transport  In  Interstate  com- 
mcroe  "any  article  or  comnKxUty  •  •  • 
manufactored.  mined  cr  prodooed  by 
it  *  *  *  or  which  It  may  own  in  whole  or 
In  part,  cr  In  which  it  may  have  any  Interest 
direct  or  indtoect  *  *  *.'  The  Ooon 
that  oaBUBodittas  pnxtaoed  bf  a 
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which  WM  not  a  railroad  company,  but  In 
which  a  railroad  held  stock,  were  not  in- 
cluded within  the  prohibitions  of  the  claiise. 
In  so  doing  It  relied  (p.  414)  upon  the  legls- 
latlye  history  of  the  clause,  which  showed 
that  the  Senate  had  rejected  a  proposed 
amendment  which  by  express  language 
would  have  made  the  clause  applicable  to 
such  commodities. 

Because  of  differences  in  the  statutory 
language  involved  neither  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  dated  April  18,  1929,  nor 
the  Delaware  ft  Hudson  case  appear  to  be 
particularly  helpful  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion considered  here.  The  statute  consid- 
ered by  the  Attorney  General  was  concerned 
with  direct  or  indirect  interest  in  "carrying 
on  the  busijiess  of  trade  or  commerce."  The 
statute  considered  by  the  Court  was  con- 
cerned with  direct  or  indirect  Interest  In 
any  article  or  commodity  produced  by  a 
corporation.  Both  seera  readily  distinguish- 
able from  a  statute  which,  like  section  434. 
la  not  directed  at  participation  In  the  affairs 
of  a  c  >rporation  or  concern  with  Its  products, 
but  It  aimed  Instead  at  a  direct  or  Indirect 
interest  In  the  pecuniary  profits  resulting 
from  the  activities  of  a  corporation. 

DKGKEi:    or   INTZaZST    WHICH    MAT    BE    REQUIRED 

As  suggested  above,  and  in  an  earlier 
memorandum  of  this  office  dated  January  16. 
1963.  on  the  interpretation  of  section  434 
(p.  9),  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  courts 
in  giving  effect  to  that  section  may  Inquire 
into  the  extent  of  the  shareholder's  interest 
possessed  by  a  Government  officer. 

The  possible  implications  of  giving  to  sec- 
tion 434  a  literal  and  mechanical  Interpre- 
tation have  been  discussed  In  a  recent  article 
by  Edwin  McElwaln  and  James  Vorenberg 
in  the  April  1952  issue  of  the  Harvard  Law 
Review.  In  that  article  it  is  stated  (65  Harv. 
L.  Rev.  955,  964-965)  : 

"Section  434.  although  It  applies  mainly 
to  businessmen  and  other  nonprofessional 
persons.  Is  a  further  hurdle  which  the  lawyer 
thinking  of  entering  Government  must 
watch  for. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"More  Important  problems  arise  out  of 
the  fact  that  many  Government  employees, 
lawyers,  and  others,  have  small  Investments 
in  the  stock  of  corporations  which  transact 
business  with  the  Government.  Obviously 
section  434  would  prevent  a  contracting 
officer  from  letting  a  contract  to  a  corpora- 
tion in  which  he  owns  a  controlling  interest, 
but  does  it  apply  when  he  holds  only  a  few 
shares  of  stock  In  General  Motors,  General 
Electric,  or  some  comparable  enterprise? 

"If  one  looks  at  the  language  of  section 
434.  the  answer  seems  to  be  Inescapably 
•Yes.'  Almost  by  definition,  a  stockholder 
of  any  size  Is  'interested  In  the  pecuniary 
pronts"  of  the  corporation.  And  the  use  of 
'directly  or  indirectly'  before  'Interested' 
would  seem  to  bar  any  technical  escape  based 
on  the  nature  of  the  stockholders  interest. 
On  the  other  hand,  It  Is  almost  inconceivable 
that  a  contracting  officer  would  let  such  an 
insignificant  Interest  Influence  his  decision. 
As  a  matter  of  mathematics,  it  Is  unlikely 
that  even  the  most  venal  act  could  make 
more  than  a  few  cents  difference  to  him. 
Further,  a  rigid  interpretation  of  'interested 
In  the  pecuniary  profits'  could  give  ridicu- 
lous results:  it  could  lead  to  the  application 
of  section  434  to  an  employee  who  owns 
shares  In  an  investment  trust,  or.  even  more 
absurdly,  who  own*  life  insurance  in  a  com- 
pany which  holds  stock  in  a  corporation 
with  which  he  is  dealing  for  the  Government. 
"The  only  escape  from  applying  section 
434  to  small  stockholders  is  to  remember  that 
the  section  was  enacted  in  substantially  its 
present  form  in  1863  when  stockholding  by 
people  of  modest  income  was  rare,  in  en- 
acting the  section.  Congress  presumably  was 
concerned  with  the  Government  employee 
Who  had  a  substantial  interest  in  a  corpora- 
tion, not  with  people  who  might  inve.st  their 
savings  In  a  few  shares  of  stock  la  order  to 


enjoy  a  moderate  income  from  dividends. 
The  fact  that  the  Congress  did  not  specifi- 
cally use  the  word  'stockholder'  but  only 
'officer,  agent,  or  member,'  supports  this 
argument." 

A  possible  means  of  escape  from  the  logi- 
cal dilemma  described  in  that  article  is  sug- 
gested by  the  disposition  of  a  case  of  like 
kind  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  North  Dakota. 
State  v.  RobiTuon  (2  N.  W.  (2d)  183  (Sup. 
Ct.  N.  D.,  1942 )  ) .  In  connection  with  a 
criminal  prosecution,  the  State  district  court 
certified  to  the  Supreme  Court  certain  ques- 
tions with  respect  to  a  State  statute  (Comp. 
Laws.  N.  D.,  1913.  sec.  98'29)  which  provided: 
"Every  public  officer,  being  authorized  tf) 
sell  or  lease  any  property  or  make  anv  con- 
tract in  his  official  cai)acity.  who  voluntarily 
becomes  interested  Individually  In  such  sale, 
lease,  or  contract,  directly  or  Indirectly,  U 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor." 

Prom  the  questions  certified,  it  appeared 
that  the  defendant.. acting  in  his  capac  ty  as 
iiiotor  \ehlcle  registrar  of  the  State,  pre- 
ptared  and  approved  vouchers  of  the  motor 
vehicle  department  in  payment  for  gasoline, 
lubricants,  and  repairs  furnished  for  State 
vehicles  by  a  corporation  In  which  the  de- 
fendant was  both  secretary  and  a  stock- 
holder. The  first  question  certH:ed  was 
whether  his  status  as  secretary  and  stock- 
holder made  him  "interested  individually"  In 
the  corporation  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  After  reviewing  a  number  of  opin- 
ions of  other  State  courts  to  the  effect  that 
the  holding  of  stock  In  a  corporation  dis- 
qualifies a  public  cfflcer.  under  the  laws  of 
such  States,  from  contracting  on  behalf  of 
the  State  with  such  corporation,  the  Su- 
preme Court  answered  that  question  iso  far 
as  defendant's  status  as  a  stockholder  was 
concerned),  as  follows  i  p.   189): 

"The  Interest  contemplated  by  the  stat- 
ute may  be  either  direct  or  indirect  but  it 
must  be  an  interest  that  accrues  to  the  officer 
personally  and  not  in  a  representative  ca- 
pacity such  as  that  of  receiver,  trustee,  or 
administrator.  The  interest  of  a  stockholder 
In  a  corporation  is  a  personal  Interest.  Gains 
or  losses  of  the  corporation  may  redound  to 
the  Interest  of  the  stockholder  personally. 
If  his  interest  in  the  corporation  Is  sub- 
stantial, it  undoubtedly  comes  within  the 
purview  of  the  statute  even  though  It  may 
accrue  through  the  holding  of  stixk.  On  the 
other  h.ind.  we  do  not  imply  that  the  holding 
of  one  share  of  stock  in  a  large  corporation 
makes  an  officer  criminally  liable  in  every  in- 
stance wherein  he  makes  a  contract  with 
that  corporation.  Criminal  liability  must 
depend  upon  evidence  as  to  interest  other 
than  the  bare  existence  of  the  relationship 
of  a  stockholder  in  a  corporation.  The  in- 
terest made  criminal  by  the  statute  is  a 
question  of  fact  that  does  not  depend  en- 
tirely upon  the  relationship  that  a  stock- 
holder bears  to  the  corporation  in  which  he 
owns  a  share  of  stock  " 

In  substance,  the  Court  declared  that  in 
determining  such  a  case  It  would  inquire 
Into  the  degree  to  which  the  defendant  was 
Interested  in  the  corporation,  and  would  ap- 
ply the  penalties  of  the  statute  if  the  Interest 
should  prove  to  be  substantial,  but  not  if 
that  Interest  was  nominal  or  trivial.  No  in- 
dication was  given  as  to  the  test  which  would 
be  applied  in  making  that  determination. 

In  the  Chemical  Foundation  case  (see  prior 
memorandum  dated  January  16,  1953.  pp. 
4-6)  the  Federal  courts  concluded  that,  upon 
all  the  facts  there  presented,  the  mere  hold- 
ing of  qualifying  shares  In  a  corporation  did 
not  create  an  Interest  which  violated  section 
41  of  the  Criminal  Code,  from  which  sec- 
tion 434  was  derived.  That  result  Is  In  har- 
mony with  the  view  expressed  by  the  North 
Dakota  court  as  to  that  element  in  the 
Robinson  case.  Whether,  upon  a  similar 
state  of  facts  arising  under  section  434.  a 
Federal  court  would  follow  the  North  Da- 
kota court  in  taking  one  more  step  In  the 
direction  of  looking  to  a  substance,  rather 
than  form,  and  require  a  showing  of  a  sub- 


stantial Interest,  remains  an  open  question. 
Such  a  course  would  b«  consistent  with  the 
observation  made  by  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  Chemical  Foundation  case  (273  U.  8.  I, 
19)  to  the  effect  that  the  transactions  re- 
viewed "did  not  Involve  any  of  the  evils 
aimed   at   by   section   41." 

CONCLOSIOK 

The  words  "directly  or  indirectly"  used  in 
section  434  are  not  words  of  absolute  mean- 
ing. Their  content  must  be  ascertained 
from  the  use  to  which  they  are  put  in  con- 
text with  other  language  of  the  section,  tak- 
ing into  account  the  purpose  for  which  the 
section  In   its  entirety  was  enacted. 

The  evident  purpose  of  that  section  was  to 
prevent  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  from  transacting  business  with  s  cor- 
poration or  other  entity  in  such  a  way  tliat 
his  action  might  result  In  direct  or  Indirect 
per.sonal  gain  through  the  acquisition  of 
money  or  some  other  thlnft  of  value.  Inclu- 
sion .)f  the  w<ird  "Indirectly"  in  the  phrase 
"directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  in  the  pe- 
runiiiry  profits  or  contracts  of  such  corpo- 
ration "  sunKests  that  the  section  extends  to 
private  Kains  which  flow  recognizably  from 
profits  or  contracts  even  though  the  gains 
pass  through  other  hands  or  instrumental- 
ities before  realization  by  the  officer  con- 
cerned. 

In  the  light  of  the  relationship  existing 
between  a  corporation  and  lu  shareholders, 
it  seems  quite  clear  that  the  Interest  of  a 
shareholder  In  a  corporation  is  of  the  kind 
Included  within  that  phrase.  However,  as  a 
criminal  statute,  section  434  will  be  strictly 
ron.strued,  and  It  is  very  doubtful  that  the 
bare  existence  of  such  an  Interest  would  be 
regarded  as  sufficient  ground  for  the  visita- 
tion of  criminal  consequences.  A  clear 
showing  of  the  presence,  in  a  material  de- 
gree, of  the  substantive  evil  at  which  the 
section  is  directed  would  seem  to  be  a  neces- 
sary element  of  proof.  The  existence  of  a 
nominal  or  trivial  Interest,  such  as  the  pos- 
session of  a  single  qualifying  share,  or  the 
possessu.n  of  naked  legal  title  to  shares  in 
which  the  beneficial  Interest  U  held  by 
others,  probably  would  not  be  enough.  But 
a  showing  of  an  actual  and  beneficial  interest 
of  such  magnitude  as  to  demonstrate  a  prob- 
able infiuence  upon  the  official  actions  of  the 
officer  concerned  would  seem  to  be  sufficient. 
The  sufficiency  of  proof  of  such  Influence 
necessarily  presents  a  question  to  be  deter- 
mined from  all  evidence  presented  in  each 
individual  ca.-je,  and  any  endeavor  to  state  a 
(fenerallziitlon  applicable  to  all  cases  would 
seem  inadvisable 

It  must  be  noted,  by  way  of  precaution. 
that  a  showing  of  the  requisite  degree  of 
interest  by  a  Government  officer  In  the 
profits  or  contracts  of  a  corporation  or  other 
business  entity  does  not  of  Itself  establish 
the  existence  of  any  crime  punishable  under 
section  434.  That  Is  but  one  of  two  basic 
elements  which  must  be  present  before  any 
crime  occurs.  The  second  necessary  ele- 
ment is  a  clear  showing  that  such  officer  ha? 
been  employed  or  has  acted  as  an  officer 
or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the  transac- 
tion of  business  with  such  corporation  or 
entity.  That  element,  too.  presenU  a  mixed 
question  of  fact  and  law.  and  Its  establish- 
ment will  depend  largely  upon  the  factual 
RhowinK  made  m  each  case  as  to  the  legul 
responsibilities  of  the  officer  concerned  and 
the  functions  actually  performed  by  him. 
Respectfully, 

John  C.  HxKBcaa, 

Asuintant  Counsel. 
Jantaby  19.  1953. 
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AUTHORIZATION  TO  THE  SECRE- 
TARY OP  THE  SENATE  TO  RE- 
CEIVE MESSAGES  DURING  THE 
RECESS 

Mr.    TAPT.     Mr.    President.    I    ask 
unanimoas  consent  that  during  the  ad- 


journment of  the  Senate  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  receive 
messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  nominations, 
and  that  they  be  referred  to  the  appro- 
priate committees. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE   SESSIoil 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


COMMITTEE  SERVICE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  OriswoldI  be  re- 
lieved of  his  position  on  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  and  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  and  that  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  Barrett]  be  re- 
lieved of  his  position  on  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  and  be  ap- 
pointed to  a  position  on  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
Uie  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.      I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  should  say  that  I 
believe  that  as  a  matter  of  complete  pro- 
priety a  question  of  that  kind  should  be 
taken  up  by  the  majority  conference. 
However,  under  the  circumstances,  and 
without  creating  any  precedent,  I  shall 
not  object.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
objection  will  be  raised. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch 
a.s  this  change  is  a  change  which  is  made 
by  consent  of  all  the  parties  concerned, 
the  position  with  respect  to  seniority  on 
the  committees  should  be  the  same  as 
though  this  arrangement  had  been  made 
when  the  Members  were  first  appointed. 
To  accomplish  that  purpose,  the  order 
of  seniority  on  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  will  now  read: 

H  Alexander  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  chair- 
man, 

Robert  A.  Taft,  of  Ohio. 
George  D.  Aiken,  of  Vermont. 
Irving  M.  Ives,  of  New  York. 
Dwlght  Grlswold,  of  Nebraska. 
William  A.  Purtell.  of  Connecticut. 
Barry  Goldwater.  of  Arizona. 
James  E.  Murray,  of  Montana, 
lister  Hill,  of  Alabama. 
Matthew  M.  Neely,  of  West  Virginia. 
Paul  H,  Douglas,  of  Illinois. 
Herbert  H.  Lehman,  of  New  York. 
John  F.  Kennedy,  of  Massachuaett*. 

The  order  of  seniority  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  will  be: 

William  E.  Jenner.  of  Indiana,  chairman. 
Prank  Carlson,  of  Kansas. 
Charles  E,  Potter,  of  Michigan. 
William  A.  Purtell.  of  Connecticut. 
Frank  A.  Barrett,  of  Wyoming. 
Carl  Hayden.  of  Arizona. 


Theodore  Francis  Green,  of  Rhode  Island- 
Guy  M.  Gillette,  of  Iowa. 
Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr..  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  same  remarks 
which  I  made  a  while  ago  with  respect 
to  the  original  suggestion  apply  also  to 
this  one.  I  have  no  objection,  but  I  am 
acting  without  setting  any  kind  of  prece- 
dent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECxmvi:  communications, 

ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

PAETICIPA'nON  IN  UNnTD  NATIONS  EDUCA- 
TIONAL. SCIZNTinC,  AND  CULTUIAI.  ORGANI- 
ZATION 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated 
January  19.  1953,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  to  amend  the  act  pro- 
viding for  membership  and  participation  by 
the  United  States  in  the  United  Nations  Edu- 
cational, Scientific  and  Cultural  Organiza- 
tion to  provide  for  the  acceptance  of  gifts. 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. 

RKPOIT  on  INTRA-AGENCT  PlOPERTT  TaANSFEKS 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Executive  Office 
of  the  President,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  on 
Intra -agency  property  transfers,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952  (with  accompanying  papers):  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 


PETITIONS 


Petitions  were  laid  before  the  Senate 
and  referred  as  indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

Four  telegrams  In  the  nature  of  petitions 
from  Frederick  E.  Munschauer,  R.  W.  Dean, 
Otto  Kiel.  Jr.,  and  E.  D.  Heinz,  all  of  the 
city  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y„  praying  for  the  prompt 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Charles 
Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  Calloway  County 
Post.  5638,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the 
United  States.  Kirksey,  Ky.,  favoring  the  is- 
suance of  a  special  stamp  in  honor  of  Nathan 
B.  Stubblefleld,  inventor  of  wireless  teleph- 
ony; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 


TRIESTE— LETTER  PROM  MASSA- 
CHUSETTS STATE  FEDERATION 
OF  WOMEN'S  ITALIAN  CLUBS,  INC.. 
BROOKLINE,  MASS. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rbcord,  a  letter  dated  January  6, 
1953.  which  I  have  received  from  Mrs. 
Charles  W.  French,  president  of  the 
Massachusetts  State  Federation  of  Wom- 
en's Italian  Clubs,  Inc..  of  Brookline. 
Mass.,  embodying  a  resolution  adopted 
by  that  organization,  relating  to  Trieste. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 


eign Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Thi  Massachttsetts  State 
Federation  or  Women's  Italian 
Clubs.  Inc., 
Brookline,  Mass.,  January  S.  1953. 
Hon.  John  F,  Kennedt, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C, 
DEAm  Senator  Kenntot:  At  a  recent  meet- 
ing of  the  executive  board  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts State  Federation  of  Women's  Ital- 
ian Clubs,  Inc.,  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted : 

"Because  Trieste,  which  is  predominantly 
Italian  in  population,  in  culture,  in  history, 
and  location,  should  remain  Italian;  and 

"Because  It  was  the  agreement  of  the 
■United  SUtes.  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
Prance,  by  their  declaration  in  March  1948. 
that  they  recommend  to  the  Security  Coun- 
cil of  the  United  Nations  the  return  of  the 
P'.-ee  Territory  of  Trieste  to  Italy  as  the  best 
answer  for  the  furtherance  of  stability  and 
peace  In  the  area;  and 

"Because  the  above-mentioned  powers 
have  since  violated  their  agreement  by  urging 
that  this  problem  be  settled  between  Italy 
and  Yugoslavia:   Therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  we.  the  Massachusetts 
State  Federation  of  Women's  lUllan  Clubs, 
Inc..  petition  immediate  action  by  our  De- 
partment of  State  to  carry  out  the  agreement 
contained  In  the  declaration  of  1948  of  tha 
three  above-mentioned  governments  and  re- 
turn the  Free  Territory  of  Trieste  to  Italy." 
Slncerly  yours, 

Elvou  M.  French, 
Mrs.  Charles  W.  French. 

President. 


REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
S.  Res.  37.  Resolution  authorizing  the  em- 
ployment of  additional  clerical  assistants  by 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare; 
without  amendment,  and  under  the  rule,  the 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 


PREPARATION  AND  PRINTING  OP 
REVISED  EDITION  OF  SENATE 
RULES  AND  MANUAL 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  reported, 
without  amendment,  the  resolution  (S. 
Res.  17),  submitted  by  him  on  January 
7,  1953,  and  which  was  considered  by 
unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to.  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
directed  to  prepare  a  revised  edition  of  the 
Senate  Rules  and  Manual  for  the  tise  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress,  and  that  1,500  addi- 
tional copies  shall  be  printed  and  bound, 
of  which  1,000  copies  shall  be  for  the  Senate, 
200  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  and  the  remain- 
ing 300  copies  shall  be  bound  In  full  morocco 
and  tagged  as  to  contents  and  delivered  as 
may  be  directed  by  the  committee. 


INVESTIGATION  OF  PROBLEMS  RE- 
LATING TO  ECONONnC  MOBILIZA- 
TION AND  STABILIZATION.  BANK- 
ING AND  HOUSING  POLICIES.  ETC. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, I  report  an  original  resolution 
providing  for  an  investigation  of  prot>- 
lems  relatinc  to  ecoDomic  mobitiMtwn 
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and  stabilization,  banking  and  housing 
policies,  and  certain  other  matters,  and 
I  submit  a  report  (No.  9)  thereon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  received,  and  the  resolution  will 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration. 

The  rescrfution  (S.  Res.  42),  reported 
by  Mr.  Capehart,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banlting  and  Currency,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, as  follows: 

Resolved,  Tbat  the  Ckimmlttee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  la  authorized  and 
directed  during  the  period  from  February  1, 

1953.  to  January  31,  1954,  lncl\islve,  to  make 
a  full  and  complete  study  and  Investigation 
of  such  problems  as  it  may  deem  proper 
relating  to  (1)  economic  mobilization  and 
stabilization;  (2)  domestic  and  Interna- 
tional banking  policies,  including  Federal 
Reserve  matters  and  deposit  insvirance;  (3) 
construction  of  housing  and  community 
facilities  in  the  present  national  emergency; 
(4)  Federal  loan  policies;  and  (5)  war  dis- 
aster Insurance. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  during  the 
sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned  periods  of 
the  Kighty-third  Congress,  until  January  31, 

1954,  inclusive,  (1)  to  make  such  expendi- 
tures as  It  deems  advisable:  (2)  to  employ 
upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical,  cler- 
ical, and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  advis- 
able; and  (3)  with  the  consent  of  the  head 
of  the  department  or  agency  concerned,  to 
utilize  the  services,  information,  facilities. 
and  personnel  of  any  of  the  departments  or 
agencies  of  the  Government. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution. 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  to  expend 
not  to  exceed  923,000  in  addition  to  any 
other  unobligated  balance  of  funds  made 
available  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  248, 
Rghty-second  Congress,  second  session, 
agreed  to  on  January  24.  1952. 

Sec.  4.  Expenses  of  the  committee  unde. 
this  resolution  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


Marine  Academy  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas I  Mr.  ScHOEPPEL]  and  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monkonet]. 


FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OP  LATE  SENA- 
TOR BRIEN  McMAHON 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  43),  which 
was  considered  by  unanimous  consent 
and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  \a  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  the 
actual  and  necessary  exp>en8es  incurred  by 
the  committee  appointed  to  arrange  for  and 
attend  the  funeral  of  Honorable  Brien  Mc- 
ICahon,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  on  vouchers  to  be  approved  by 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  COAST 
GUARD  AND  MERCHANT  MARINE 
ACADEMIES 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  I  wish  to  announce 
that  I  have  appointed  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore)  and  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler] 
as  members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy. 

I  have  also  appointed  to  the  Board  of 
Visitors  to  the  United  States  Merchant 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  540.  A  bill  to  establish  beyond  doubt 
that,  under  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act,  it  is 
a  complete  defense  to  a  charge  of  price 
dlscrlminlatlon  for  the  seller  to  show  that 
its  price  differential  has  been  made  in  good 
faith  to  meet  the  equally  low  price  of  a  com- 
petitor; and 

S.  541.  A  bill  to  extend  detention  benefits 
under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  em- 
ployees of  contractors  with  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr  McCarran  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings  ) 

S.  542.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pedro  Gol- 
coechea  Bengoechea;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KILGORE: 

S.  543.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Sarah  Ka- 

bacznik;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    KILGORE    (for    himself.    Mr. 

Morse.  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Macnusok. 

Mr.   Humphrey,   and   Mr.   Lehman): 

S  544.  A  bill  to  a.?sist  the  States  in  the 
removal  of  adult  illiteracy  by  the  develop- 
ment and  maintenance  of  special  programs 
of  b.islc  elementary  education  for  adults, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remark.^  of  Mr    Kilgoue  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under   a   separate   heading  ) 
By   Mr.    CASE: 

S.  545.  A  bill  to  increase  to  five  the  number 
of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia; to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

S.  546.  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  for 
losses  sustained  by  owners  of  wells  in  the 
vicinity  of  C.>ld  Brook  Dam  by  reason  of 
the  Icjwenng  of  the  level  of  water  in  such 
wells  as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  Cold 
Brook  Dam;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr   BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

S.  547.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hava  Shpak, 
A.    A.    Shpak.   and   Sympeha   Shpak;    to   the 
Committee   on   the  judiciary. 
By   Mr,   LANGER: 

S.  548.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  authorizing 
the  negotiation  and  ratification  of  certain 
contracts  with  certain  Indians  of  the  Sioux 
Tribe  in  order  to  extend  the  time  for  nego- 
tiation and  approval  of  such  contracts;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 
S.  549.  A   bUl   for   the   relief  of  Marie  Del 
C.  R.  Jablonskl; 

S  550  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  O. 
Robltscher; 

S.  551.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  MemerUs 
Cvirka  and  Mrs.  Petronele  Cvlrka; 

S.  552.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Urwlcz; 

S.  553.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vesa  Reijo 
Luukk(jnen; 

S.  554.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walburga 
Buchner  Medeiros  and  Linda  Buchner; 

S.  555.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W. 
Gallagher; 

S.  556.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marlnella 
Talleti; 

S.  557.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andreas  EI. 
Devletoglou; 

S.  558.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Perttl  AuUs 
Muttllainen; 

S.  559.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Joseph  Wentworth; 

S.  560.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Balblna 
Borenstein; 


8.561.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Chardon  Brooks;  and 

S.  562  ( by  request ) .  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Robert  J.  Baar;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 

S  563.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ronald  Le« 

Shields;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER   (for  himself,  Mr. 

Hunt,  Mr    Tobet,  and  Mr.  Wh-et)  : 

S  564.  A  bin  to  require  certain  Individuals 
receiving  income  from  unlawful  sources  to 
furnish  information  with  respect  to  their 
net  worth  In  connection  with  their  Income- 
tax  returns;  to  the  Ctimmlttee  on  Finance. 

S  565  A  bill  to  permit  the  compelling  of 
testimony  under  certain  conditions  and  to 
grant  immunity  from  prosecution  in  connec- 
tion therewith;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    IVES: 

S  566  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kerupe 
Herant  Uman.  Mrs.  Violet  Llman.  and  Hilda 
Annik  Llman;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    STENNIS: 

S  567.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  William 
Robert  DeGrafft;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    HUTTT: 

S  568  A  bill  to  e.stabllsh  a  policy  with 
respect  to  the  granting  of  special  exemptions 
to  organizations  and  corporations  from  taxes 
Imjxised  by  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; tu  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

By   Mr    GOU3 WATER: 

S  569  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Llna  Anna 
AUt'lheiU  (Adam)  Hoycr,  to  the  Committee 
oil  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr     MANSFIELD: 

S  570  A  bill  fur  the  relief  of  GloTsnnl 
DePinto;  and 

S  571.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josef  Burger; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    McC.^RRAN: 

S  572  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Femand 
Jean  Soques;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 
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Mr.  McCarran,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT  OP  ROBINSON-PAT- 
MAN  ACT  RELATING  TO  PRICE 
DISCRIMINATION 

Mr.    McCARRAN.    Mr.    President.   I 

introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill,  which  was  Senate  bill  719  in  the 
EiRhty-second  Congress. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill,  as  Senators 
will  remember,  is  to  establish  and  con- 
firm by  leRi.slation  the  doctrine  already 
affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court  that,  un- 
der the  Robinson- Pa tman  Act.  it  is  a 
complete  defense  to  a  charge  of  price 
discrimination  for  the  seller  to  show  that 
it.s  price  differential  has  been  made  in 
good  faith  to  meet  the  equally  low  price 
of  a  competitor. 

This  bill  passed  the  Senate  In  the 
EiKhty-second  Congress  and  died  in  the 
other  body. 

This  is  the  lpgi.slation  which  somehow 
acquired  the  misnomer  of  the  "basing 
point  bill."  I  mention  that  not  by  way 
of  lendinp  any  support  to  that  descrip- 
tion, which  Ls  hJKhly  inaccurate;  but  only 
so  that  the  Senate  may  know  precisely 
what  the  legislation  is  which  I  have  re- 
introduced. 

The  bill  <S.  540)  to  establish  beyond 
doubt  that,  under  the  Robinson-Patman 
Act,  it  is  a  complete  defense  to  a  charge 
of  price  discrimination  for  the  seller  to 
show  that  its  price  differential  has  been 
made  In  good  faith  to  meet  the  equally 
low  price  of  a  competitor,  introduced  by 


EXTENSION  OP  DETEITPION  BENE- 
FITS UNDER  WAR  CLAIMS  ACT  OP 
1948  TO  EMPLOYEES  OP  CON- 
TRACTORS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  In- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  provides  for  the  extension  of  de- 
tention benefits  under  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  to  employees  of  contractors 
with  the  UniU^d  States. 

The  persons  who  are  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  this  legislation  number  approxi- 
mately 1,500  employees  of  certain  con- 
tractors who  were  engaged  in  the 
construction  of  airfields,  fortifications, 
and  ship  facilities  on  Pacific  Ocean  is- 
lands prior  to  the  commencement  of 
World  War  II.  When  war  broke  out 
these  men  were  captured  by  the  Japanese 
forces  while  taking  part  in  the  defense 
of  Wake  Island,  Guam,  and  the  Philip- 
pines in  late  1941  and  early  1942.  After 
their  capture  they  spent  the  remainder 
of  the  war  in  Japanese  prison  camps 
throughout  the  Orient. 

These  employees  of  contractors  were 
confined  in  prisoner-of-war  camps  and 
were  considered  by  the  Japanese  author- 
ities as  "civilian  prisoners  of  war,"  and 
as  such  were  treated  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  military  prisoners  with  whom  they 
were  captured  and  imprisoned. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  at  this  junc- 
ture that  the  people  or  persons  that  this 
legislation  will  benefit  have  received  no 
detention  benefits  or  other  type  of  com- 
pensation for  forced  labor  and  inhumane 
treatment  as  has  been  awarded  both  the 
military  prisoners  of  war  and  those 
classed  as  internees.  The  persons  dealt 
with  here  have  received  their  pay  and 
allowances  for  the  period  of  their  cap- 
ture and  have  been  provided  with  certain 
medical  privileges  and  compensation  for 
permanent  injury  benefits  as  provided  by 
the  Longshoremen's  Act. 

Payments  which  will  be  made  under 
this  proposed  legislation  will  come  from 
the  War  Claims  Pund  and  not  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  The  War 
Claims  Pund  was  created  by  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948  and  consists  of  funds 
covered  into  the  Treasury  after  liquida- 
tion of  German  and  Japanese  property 
vested  by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act. 

The  reason  that  the  persons  who 
would  be  benefited  by  this  proposed  leg- 
islation do  not  receive  comjiensation  is 
reflected  in  subsection  (a)  of  section  5 
of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  wherein 
it  was  stated  that  persons  of  this  cate- 
gory were  excluded  from  that  act. 

In  this  conne-ction,  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor,  in  a  letter  dated  March 
7.  1952,  and  in  reference  to  S.  2678, 
which  was  a  bill  intended  to  accomplish 
the  purpose  of  the  legislation  I  am  now 
introducing,  stilted: 

The  persons  t<3  which  your  bill,  S.  2678, 
applies,  who  were  held  as  prisoners  of  war  by 
the  Japanese,  were  forced  to  work  during 
their  entire  internment  or  until  the  time  of 
their  death  and  they  received  only  those 
benefits  due  them  under  the  provisions  of 


the  contract.  They  were,  however,  excluded 
from  the  benefits  accorded  to  the  civilian 
internee  and  military  prisoners  of  war. 

The  bill  (S.  541)  to  extend  detention 
benefits  under  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948  to  employees  of  contractors  with 
the  United  States,  introduced  by  Mr. 
McCarran,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT  OP  TRADING  WITH 
THE  ENEMY  ACT  RELATING  TO 
JUDICIAL  RELIEF 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
January  7. 1  introduced  Senate  bill  34,  to 
amend  section  32  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act  to  provide  for  judicial 
relief. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text 
of  the  bill,  together  with  a  statement 
explaining  the  need  for  the  legislation 
and  its  purpose,  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  th3  bill  and 
statement  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  is 
further  amended  by  adding  after  subsection 
(g)  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(h)  Any  person  eligible  for  a  return  un- 
der this  section  who  has  timely  filed  a  notice 
of  claim  for  return  or  who  may  hereafter  file 
a  notice  of  claim  within  2  years  from  the 
date  of  seizure  by  or  vesting  in  the  Allen 
Property  Custodian,  may  institute  a  suit  in 
equity  to  recover  such  money  or  other  prop- 
erty in  the  manner  provided  by  subsection 
9  (a)  hereof  and  with  like  effect:  Provided, 
That  said  suit  may  be  filed  within  1  year 
from  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsec- 
tion, anything  in  section  33  hereof  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding,  but  in  computing 
such  1  year  there  shall  be  excluded  any  pe- 
riod during  which  there  was  pending  a  claim 
for  return:  Provided  further.  That  the  court 
in  which  suit  is  filed  shall  advance  the  cause 
for  hearing  and  determination  with  all  pos- 
sible dispatch." 

Statement  bt  Senator  McCarran 

During  World  War  IL  the  property  of  per- 
sons who  were  not  enemies  of  the  United 
States  was  vested  by  the  United  States  for 
protective  purposes.  After  the  war,  the 
Congress  passed,  and  the  President  approved, 
an  amendment  to  the  law  under  which  this 
property  had  been  vested.  The  amendment, 
which  became  section  32  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act,  was  enacted  to  facilitate  the 
return  of  their  property  to  these  nonene- 
mies.  However,  return  of  this  vested  prop- 
erty was  made  an  administrative  function 
without  the  Impoeitlon  of  any  restraint  in 
the  form  of  Judicial  relief  or  review. 

The  bill  which  I  have  just  introduced  is 
designed  to  insure  a  judicial  remedy  to  those 
claimants.  It  springs  from  the  creeping  pace 
at  which  returns  to  eligible  claimants  are  be- 
ing made,  from  the  arbitrary  manner  in 
which  some  of  these  claimants  are  being  de- 
nied returns,  and  from  the  fact  that  the  ex- 
piration of  the  statutory  time  limitation  for 
filing  claims  for  admlnUtratlve  relief  by 
these  non -enemies  has  been  held  to  deny 
Judicial  relief  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  claim  had  been  tlme.'y  filed  for  admin- 
istrative consideration.  In  consequence, 
these  nonenemles  (some  of  whom  are  Ameri- 
cans) are  being  stripped  of  their  property 
contrary  to  the  intention  of  Congress  and 
without  resort  to  the  courts. 

The  proposed  amendment  la  modeled  after 
section  9  (c)  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act.     The  proviso  for  advancement  of  the 


cause  on  the  dockets  of  the  district  coiu-ta 
is  copied  in  haec  verba  from  22  United  States 
Code,  section  403  (formerly  sec.  240)  which 
provides  for  the  restoration  of  certain  prop- 
erty seized  by  the  Government.  In  many 
cases  claimants  have  been  waiting  6  years  or 
more  lor  restoration  and  in  numerous  in- 
stances the  seized  property  is  all  that  will 
shield  the  claimant  from  destitution.  It  is 
well  known  that  district  court  calendars  are 
crowded  and  that  an  early  return  of  prop- 
erty can  be  Insured  only  by  awarding  such 
cases  a  priority  on  the  court  calendars. 

A  case  history  will  outline  the  problem. 

Carl  G.  Pass,  a  native-born  citizen,  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  in  Augtist  1948 
and  filed  his  claim  with  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian  on  September  23,  1946.  At  first 
he  could  not  obtain  a  return  because  the 
Ciistodian  construed  section  32  to  deny  re- 
turns to  so-called  dual  nationals,  that  is, 
Americans  who,  Germany  could  claim,  were 
also  German  nationals  by  reason  of  marriage 
or  parentage.  This  Indefensible  interpreta- 
tion  was  set  aside  by  Public  Law  859.  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  second  session.  Thereafter 
the  Claims  Branch  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Prop- 
erty advised  that  Mr.  Pass  could  not  obtain  a 
return  for  the  reason  that  he  had  violated 
Nazi  Exchange  laws  in  an  effort  to  conceal 
his  American  assets  from  the  Nazis  so  as  to 
escape  Nazi  coercion  to  transfer  the  assets 
to  Germany. 

Meanwhile,  Mr.  Pass  Instituted  suit  under 
section  9  (a)  of  the  act.  The  suit  was  dis- 
missed under  section  33  as  coming  too  late. 
Section  9  permits  a  citizen  to  seek  either 
administrative  or  Judicial  relief  or  both.  It 
contains  no  warning  that  administrative  re- 
lief is  a  mantrap,  that  claimants  should 
avoid  it  in  favor  of  the  Judicial  remedy. 
Originally  section  33  provided  that  the  pe- 
riod for  bringing  suit  should  be  tolled  by 
the  filing  of  an  administrative  claim.  Sen- 
ate Report  No.  1839  (79th  Cong.,  2d  sees.) 
which  accompanied  section  33  said  (p.  3) 
that  "fairness  requires"  that  the  period  dur- 
ing which  a  claim  was  pending  before  the 
Administrator  be  subtracted  from  the  time 
for  filing  suit.  When  section  33  was  amended 
in  1948,  the  tolling  clause  was  inadvertently 
omitted  with  respect  to  some  claimants,  but 
retained  with  respect  to  others.  The  legis- 
lative history  shows  that  this  discriminatory 
omission  was  never  intended.  The  conse- 
quence is  that  Mr.  Pass,  a  resident  American 
who  owns  the  vested  property,  will  be  de- 
prived of  his  life  work,  contrary  to  the  in- 
tention of  Congress,  unless  the  Inadvertence 
respecting  tolling  in  section  33  is  corrected 
so  that  he  may  ask  Judicial  protection  of  his 
rights.    This  is  Just  one  example. 

The  amendment  goes  beyond  relief  to 
American  citizens  in  that  section  32  includes 
refugees  and  persecutees.  It  is  almost  6  years 
since  Congress  provided  relief  in  section  32 
for  those  unfortunate  victims.  In  the  in- 
terim the  mountain  of  these  claUus  has  not 
been  appreciably  reduced.  If  the  Congress 
wishes  these  claimants  to  enjoy  their  prop- 
erty during  their  lifetime,  it  must  open  the 
courtroom  doors  and  order  that  their  cases 
be  advanced  for  hearing. 


NATIONAL    LITERACY    EDUCATION 
ACT  OP  1953 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half ofvthe  Senator  from  Washington 
(Mr.  Magnuson],  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator 
from  Mirmesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman], 
and  myself.  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  entitled,  "National  Lit- 
eracy Education  Act  of  1953."  I  intro- 
duced a  similar  bill  in  1948,  and  during 
each  Congress  since  that  time.  I  am  in- 
troducing it  again  now  because  I  am 
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more  convinced  than  ever  of  the  serious- 
ness of  the  problem  of  Illiteracy,  of  its 
national  importance,  and  of  the  urgency 
of  the  need  to  do  something  about  it. 
This  is  a  bill  "to  assist  the  States  in  the 
removal  of  adult  illiteracy  by  the  devel- 
opment and  maintenance  of  special  pro- 
grams of  basic  elementary  education  for 
adults,  and  for  other  purposes." 

I  am  introducing  this  bill  early  in  the 
session  in  the  hope  that  each  Senator 
and  Representative  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  study  the  problem,  and  in  the 
hope  that  the  appropriate  committee  will 
hold  adequate  hearings  on  the  bill,  and 
that  the  Congress  will  finally  enact  it 
Into  law. 

In  my  speech  introducing  the  bill  4 
years  ago,  I  called  attention  to  the  ex- 
tent of  illiteracy  in  the  Nation,  basing 
my  conclusions  on  the  1940  census.  We 
now  have  the  1950  census  data  available, 
and  I  regret  to  inform  you  that  during 
the  decade  the  situation  changed  only 
slightly.  In  fact,  in  spite  of  the  exten- 
sive literacy  education  program  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  many  other  similar 
programs,  the  nimiber  of  functionally 
illiterate  adults  was  reduced  by  less  than 
one-half  million. 

As  further  explanation  and  justifica- 
tion for  my  concern  about  this  problem 
of  illiteracy,  I  wish  permission  to  insert 
in  the  Record  an  article  which  I  wrote 
for  the  March  1952  issue  of  School  Life, 
the  official  organ  of  the  United  States 
Office  of  Education,  and  a  brief  analysis 
of  the  1950  census  data  by  Dr.  Ambrose 
Caliver,  Assistant  to  the  United  States 
Commissioner  of  Education. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  article  and 
analysis  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
The  Chair  hears  no  objection. 

The  bill  (S.  544)  to  assist  the  States 
In  the  removal  of  adult  illiteracy  by  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  special 
programs  of  basic  elementary  education 
for  adults,  and  for  other  purpwses,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Kilgore  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  article  And  analysis  presented  by 
Mr.  KiLGORx  are  as  follows: 

UnaWCT    AND    THK    NATIONAL    WzXTARK 

(By  Harlet  M.  Kilgohe,  Senator  from  West 
Virginia) 

I  am  pleased  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
express  my  views  on  the  problem  of  Illiteracy 
to  the  Nation  through  the  columns  of  School 
Life.  My  Interest  In  the  problem  Is  of  long 
standing.  It  goes  back  to  the  days  when  I, 
Just  out  of  the  University  of  West  Virginia, 
taught  public  school  In  my  native  State. 
Later,  as  Judge  of  the  criminal  court  of 
Raleigh  County.  W.  Va.,  I  saw  at  first  hand 
many  of  the  tragic  results  of  illiteracy. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  in  1948,  I  in- 
troduced a  bUl  in  the  second  session  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress  to  assist  the  States  in 
the  removal  of  the  blot  from  our  Nation.  I 
•gain  Introduced  a  simUar  bill  in  1949  in 
the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress. 
And  it  is  my  Intention  to  continue  to  do 
everything  in  my  power  to  solve  this  problem 
until  the  Nation  U  aroused  to  its  importance 
and  the  Congress  assumes  Its  responslbUlty 
In  the  matter.  The  reasons  for  my  interest 
are  fundamental,  and  may  be  stated  very 
atinply  and  directly. 


nXITEXACT    SLOWS    NATIONAL    DRNSK 

Adult  illiteracy  is  a  serious  problem  to  our 
defense  authorities.  The  loss  in  manpower 
because  of  illiteracy  during  the  last  war  is 
well  itnown.  The  number  of  men  rejected 
by  the  Selective  Service  System  would  have 
made  40  Army  divisions.  Even  today,  with 
our  limited  mobilization,  the  military  could 
do  a  much  more  effective  and  speedy  Job  of 
preparation  If  they  did  not  have  to  contend 
with  the  Illiterates.  It  Is  estimated  that  ap- 
proximately 75.000  male  youths  who  are 
functionally  Illiterate  (had  completed  fewer 
than  5  years  of  schooling)  reach  registration 
age  each  year,  and  that  the  corresponding 
number  of  females  is  approximately  50.000. 
Unless  means  are  provided  to  lift  this  muss 
of  undereducatcd  youth  to  a  level  of  func- 
tional literacy,  and  if  we  face  all-out  mobili- 
sation, the  Defense  Establishment  will  find 
itself  saddled  with  the  burden  of  training 
as  was  the  case  during  the  last  war.  To 
the  extent  to  which  thl.s  Is  necessary,  it  will, 
of  course,  divert  the  time  and  energies  of 
the  military  from  their  primary  task  of 
defense. 

ILLimtACT     KETARDS    ECONOMIC    GROWTH 

Our  economic  strength  is  an  important 
link  In  our  defense  program.  The  Industrial 
and  agricultural  activities  which  are  at  the 
foundation  of  our  economic  strength  are  be- 
coming highly  mechanl2ied,  requiring  an 
ever-increasliig  amount  of  literacy.  Lack  of 
ability  to  read  makes  the  Illiterate  a  menace 
to  himself  and  his  fellows  in  industry  and 
prevents  the  agricultural  worker  from  ben- 
efiting fully  from  the  services  of  Government 
bulletins,  county  agents,  and  other  sources 
of  helpfulness.  The  products  of  Industry 
and  farm  are  second  only  to  manpower  In  our 
defense  efforts.  Anything,  therefore,  which 
impedes  their  flow,  as  does  Illiteracy,  is  an 
enemy  within  our  ranks.  It  retards  eco- 
nomic growth  and  development  and  should 
be  stopped  without  delay. 

Normally,  when  our  economic  establish- 
ment should  be  geared  to  the  scientific  and 
technological  progress  of  our  times.  Illiter- 
acy Is  as  much  of  a  deterrent  as  in  times  of 
emergency.  It  is  well  known  that  Industrial 
wages  and  farm  Income  of  individuals,  com- 
munities, and  States  rise  In  proportion  to  the 
rise  in  literacy.  -Retail  sales  also  are  closely 
related  to  literacy.  The  flow  of  Interstate 
commerce,  the  Interdependence  of  Individ- 
uals and  groups,  and  the  elimination  of  geo- 
graphical boundaries  by  modern  tran.sporta- 
tlon  and  communication  facilities  are  mure 
and  more  becoming  matters  of  national  con- 
cern. And  anything  which  affects  them,  as 
does  Illiteracy,  becomes  a  national  respon- 
sibility. 

LrrtaACT  fsomotcs  social  progkcss 
Social  progress  is  dependent  upon  individ- 
ual progress.  One  of  the  most  Important  in- 
gredients of  this  progress  is  the  ability  to  use 
effectively  the  tools  of  modern  communica- 
tion. The  ability  to  function  effectively  as 
a  worker,  as  a  citizen,  and  as  a  member  of  a 
family  is  a  powerful  contributor  to  the  gen- 
eral welfare  of  society.  And  the  extent  to 
which  an  individual  can  communicate  with 
his  fellows  and  understand  the  printed  page, 
to  that  extent  will  he  contribute  to  social 
advancement.  In  order  to  do  these  things  a 
command  of  the  skills  of  communication  Is 
necessary.  This  Includes  not  merely  the 
ability  to  read  and  write  but  also  the  ability 
to  speak  and  listen  with  discrimination.  The 
complexity  and  tempo  of  our  civilization 
make  these  abilities  mandatory.  Employers 
do  not  want  Ullterates  because  they  cannot 
meet  the  exacting  requirements  of  the  aver- 
age Job.  The  duties  of  a  citizen  in  a  modern 
community  today  call  for  competencies 
which  illiterates  do  not  possess.  The  rela- 
tionships among  the  different  members  of 
the  family  today  call  for  knowledge,  skills 
appreciations,  and  attitudes  which  are  al- 
most Impossible  for  the  illiterate  to  acquire. 
IX,  therefore,  the  Nation's  progress  and  wel- 


fare depend  on  the  efBctency  of  Ita  workers, 
the  competencies  of  it*  citizens,  and  the 
wholesomeness  of  the  relationship  of  its  fam- 
ilies. It  follows  that  anything  that  will  con- 
tribute to  the  achievement  of  these  goals — as 
does  literacy — Ijecomes  an  urgent  responsi- 
bility of  the  Nation. 

n.LmERACT     EWDANGEBS    DCMOCItACT 

Democracy,  more  than  any  other  form  of 
government,  calls  for  a  literate  population. 
Our  founding  fathers  recognized  this,  how- 
ever, they  did  not  speclflcally  provide  for  its 
achievement  In  the  organic  law.  Neverthe- 
less, the  principle  has  been  so  generally  ac- 
cepted that  we  have  established  the  most 
comprehensive  system  of  free  universal  com- 
pulsory education  found  anywhere  in  the 
world. 

Despite  this  fact,  we  still  have  millions  of 
adult  citizens  who  are  illiterate,  whose  lack 
of  education  is  a  handicap  to  themselves, 
and  causes  them  to  become  a  drag  on  so- 
ciety and  a  potential  menace  to  our  demo- 
cratic way  of  life. 

In  order  to  function  effectively  In  a  de- 
mtH-racy,  citizens  must  possess  facts  about 
many  things  and  people.  If  they  are  to  ex- 
erclhe  the  kind  of  independent  Judgment 
which  our  representative  form  of  govern- 
ment requires  and  are  not  to  be  unduly 
swayed  by  the  rabble  rouaers.  and  the  bom- 
bardment of  mass  media,  they  must  think 
clearly  and  discrlmlnately  about  those  things 
and  people  They  cannot  think  clearly  and 
independently  unless  they  can  participate 
efTectively  In  the  arts  and  skills  of  commu- 
nication which  Is  functional  literacy. 

The  extent  to  which  the  individual  la  the 
cornerstone  of  our  democracy  to  that  extent 
it  Is  necessary  that  there  be  a  high  rate  a* 
literacy  among  all  groups  of  our  population, 
because,  as  1  have  often  said,  "talk  about 
deniucrucy  and  our  way  of  life  is  largely  un- 
intelligible to  illiterates." 

The  1950  census  data  on  Illiteracy  are  not 
yet  available.  But  according  to  the  1940 
data,  and  the  estimates  of  the  Census  Bureau 
In  1947,  the  problem  is  extensive  and  wide- 
spread. As  I  pointed  out  In  my  speech  In 
the  Senate  on  June  3,  1948,  "the  men  and 
w,>nun  m  the  United  States  who  are  now  In 
Uie  darkness  of  functional  illiteracy  are  not 
all  Uwelgners  or  Negroes,  or  members  of  other 
underprivileged  groups.  •  •  •  Educators 
have  long  known  that  a  grim  percentage 
of  our  native-born  white  citizens  have  had 
ittle  or  no  schooling.  '  I  also  emphasUied 
in  that  speech  a  fact  which  is  not  generally 
known.  namely,  that  Ullteracy  exists 
throughout   the  Nation. 

literacy    LS   a    national    arsPONSlBILITT 

A  national  program  of  action  is  needed 
for  several  reasons;  (1)  It  u  needed  to 
equalize  the  burden  of  education  because 
many  States  are  not  able  to  support  an  ade- 
quate pro»rram  of  education;  (2)  since  each 
State  must  contribute  Its  share  to  the  se- 
curity of  the  Nation,  it  U  the  responsibility 
of  the  Nation  to  assure  the  effectlvenewi  of 
that  contribution;  and  (3)  the  magnitude 
and  complexity  of  the  problem  require  a 
concerted,  coordinated,  and  frontal  attack. 

A  national  program  of  action  such  as  I 
have  been  advocating  will  not  only  serve 
our  own  national  needs,  but  will  also  con- 
tribute directly  and  indirectly  to  the 
strengthening  of  our  International  relaUona. 

In  the  speech  referred  to  earlier.  I  called 
attention  to  our  contributions  to  the 
UNESCO  program.  Since  that  time  we  have 
contributed  huge  sums  through  ECA  and 
point  4.  A  national  program  to  eradicate 
Illiteracy  in  the  United  States  could  help 
furnish  the  know-how  in  attacking  the 
problem  throughout  the  world.  It  is  conceiv- 
able that  such  a  program  would  also  enable 
us  to  supply  the  many  requests  that  come 
to  us  from  other  lands  for  teachers  and 
leaders.  The  significance  of  this  possibility 
Is  realized  when  It  Is  recalled  that  practi- 
cally one-half  of  the  population  of  the  world 
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Is  Illiterate,  and  that  communism  is  mak- 
ing a  strong  bid  for  leadership  of  those 
masses.  If  we  could  thus  give  a  needed 
emphasis  on  the  human  and  social  aspects 
of  our  aid  to  the  world,  In  addition  to  our 
present  emphasis  on  economic  and  military 
assistance,  I  am  confident  that  it  would  pay 
handsome  dividends — namely,  greater  faith 
In  our  humanitarian  and  denicx:ratlc  mo- 
tives. 

Educational  ATTAiNMEirr  or  the  Adult 
Population   (1950) 

(By  Ambrose  Caliver,  Assistant  to  the 
Comm  Issloner ) 

Since  the  publication  of  the  articles  here 
reprinted,  the  Census  Bureau  has  released 
preliminary  statistics  on  the  educational 
attainment  of  the  population  25  years  of  age 
or  over.  These  data  confirm  the  conclusion 
stated  by  the  writer  In  the  first  article  of 
these  reprints,  namely,  that  In  spite  of  the 
progress  Indicated  in  1947,  "there  is  no  rea- 
son for  gratification  or  relaxation  in  our 
efforts  to  eradicate  the  blot  of  illiteracy  from 


our  Nation  "  In  fact  there  are  stUl  over  8^4 
million  adult  citirens  who  are  functionally 
Illiterate.  This  is  a  reduction  of  only  one- 
half  million  during  the  preceding  decade. 

An  analyste  of  the  daU  in  the  table  below 
Indicates  that  significant  progress  has  been 
made  among  the  nonwhlte  group.  The  per- 
centage of  thU  group  who  had  not  attended 
school  at  all  dropped  from  10.3  in  1940  to 
3J>  In  1950,  and  during  the  same  period,  the 
percentage  who  were  funcUonally  Illiterate 
(had  not  gone  beyond  the  fourth  grade)  de- 
creased from  41.1  to  29.3.  This  progress  is 
probably  due  to  two  major  causes — (l)  the 
increased  availability  and  use  of  educational 
facilities  among  Negroes,  and  (2)  the  migra- 
tion of  Negroes  from  rtiral  to  urban  areas. 
It  will  be  noted  that  there  were  2,773,836 
fewer  persons  25  years  of  age  or  over  in  rural 
farm  areas  in  1950  than  in  1940. 

It  might  be  assumed  that  a  large  number 
of  these  migrants  were  Negroes,  because,  ac- 
cording to  the  Census,  there  has  been  a  wide- 
scale  movement  of  nonwhites  out  of  the 
South,  and  a  tremendous  decline  in  the  num- 
ber of  nonwhites  employed  In  agriculture  in 


the  South  dvu-ing  the  past  decade.  The  fact 
that  other  nonwhlte  races  comprise  only 
slightly  over  1  percent  of  the  total  nonwhlte 
population  in  the  southern  rural  farm  areas 
also  supports  the  above  assumption.  Among 
other  factors  which  contribute*!  to  the  de- 
cline of  illiteracy  among  Negroes  probably 
should  be  Included  the  Army  educational 
program  and  the  Literacy  Education  project 
conducted  by  the  Office  of  Education. 

I  wish,  however,  to  reemphasize  that  this 
Is  not  a  sectional  or  racUl  problem  as  the 
statistics  indicate.  It  is  national  and  world- 
wide in  scope.  In  view,  therefore,  of  the 
rapidly  changing  conditions  in  otir  country 
and  throughout  the  world,  and  of  the  ur- 
gency of  the  problems  that  can  be  solved 
only  by  a  literate  citizenry,  it  would  be  quite 
unwise  to  depend  on  the  "natural  process- 
to  eliminate  Illiteracy.  I  believe  that  unless 
we  develop  an  affirmative  and  concerted  at- 
tack on  this  problem  without  delay,  we  shall 
place  in  Jeopardy,  not  only  our  national 
prosperity,  but  the  success  of  our  foreign- 
aid  programs  and  our  national  safety  as 
well. 
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PRINTING  OF  INAUGURAL  ADDRESS         The  motion  was  agreed  to-   and    <at 
OP   PRESIDENT  OF   THE   UNITED     3  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m  )  the  Sen- 


STATES  (S.  DOC.  NO.  9) 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Jenkcr,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  it  was — 

Ordered.  TTiat  tlie  Inaugural  address  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  delivered  on 
Tuesday,  January  20,  1953.  be  printed  as  a 
Senate  document. 


ate  adjourned  until  Friday.  January  23,     °^  the  interior 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


Department  or  the  Interior 
Douglas  McKay,  of  Oregon,  to  be  Secretary 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  21,  1953: 

UNmro  Nations 
Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  the  Representative  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  United  Nations  with  the 
rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary',  and  the  Representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  the  Secu- 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  _ ^  _ 

addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc..  were  ruy  council  "of"  th^  United  NatTons 
ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr   LEHMAN: 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Ameri- 
can Jewish  Joint  Distribution  Committee  In 
New  York  City  on  January  10,  1953. 

Article  entitled  "The  Illusion  of  American 
Omnipotence,"  written  by  B.  W.  Brogan,  and 
published  in  Harper's  magazine  for  Decem- 
ber 1952. 

By  Mr.  KILGORE:  __        _ 

Article  entitled  "The  Wilson  Predicament,"     Secretary  of  State 
written  by  Walter  Llppmann  and  published 
in  his  syndicated  column  of  January  20,  1953. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

Proclamation  of  Oovemor  of  Maryland  re- 
lating to  Ukrainian  Day. 


Department  or  Agricultuei 
Ezra  Taft  Benson,  of  Utah,  to  be  Secretary 
of  Agriculture;. 

Depaktment  or  Commekck 
Sinclair   Weeks,   of    Massachusetts,    to    be 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Department  or  Labor 

Martin  P.  Durkin,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Labor. 

FeDKRAL  SECtmiTT  ACEMCT 

Mrs.   Oveta   Culp  Hobby,   of  Texas,   to  be 
Federal  Security  Administrator. 


Director  for  Mutual  Securitt 
Harold  E.  Stassen,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
Director  for  Mutual  Sectirity. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  21.  1953: 
Department  or  Stats 


^■» 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thi'r.sday,  January  22,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Most  gracious  God,  in  this  moment  of 


John  Poster  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  be     prayer  may  we  enter  more  vividly  and 
,  .  vitally  into  the  fellowship  of  Thy  divine 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Friday  next. 
XCIX 32 


Department  or  the  Trxasurt 
George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  TTeastiry. 

Department  or  Justice 
Herbert  Brownell.  Jr..  of  New  York,  to  be 
Attorney  Oeneral. 

Pear  OmcE  Department 
Arthur  S.  Summerfleld,  of  Michigan,  to  be 
Postmastei  Oeneral. 


Strength  and  peace. 

Expand  and  enlarge  our  minds  and 
hearts  with  loftier  conceptions  of  Thy 
wise  and  benefk;ent  purposes  for  all 
mankind. 

May  we  be  sensitive  to  the  needs  of 
suffering  and  struggling  humanity  and 
eager  to  serve  our  generation  in  the  spirit 
of  our  blessed  Lord. 
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Grant  that  the  misunderstanding  and 
strife  which  prevail  among  the  nations 
of  the  earth  may  soon  come  to  an  end. 

To  Thy  name  we  ascribe  the  glory  and 
the  praise.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Tuesday,  January  20,  1953,  was  read  and 
approved. 


JOSEPH  W.  WEINBERG 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  which  was  read: 
The  honorable  the  SPEAKrK, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Sa:  Prom  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  I  have 
received  a  subpena  duces  tecum,  directed  to 
me  as  Cleric  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
to  api>ear  before  said  court  as  a  witness  In  the 
case  of  the  United  States  v.  Joseph  W.  Wein- 
berg (No.  Cr.  82&-52,  criminal  docket),  and 
to  bring  with  me  certain  and  sundry  papers 
therein  described  In  the  flies  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  rules  and  practice  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  Indicates  that  the  Clerk  may 
not  either  voluntarily  or  in  obedience  to  a 
subpena  duces  tecum  produce  such  papers 
without  the  consent  of  the  House  being  first 
obtained.  It  is  further  Indicated  that  he 
may  not  supply  copies  of  certain  of  the  docu- 
ments and  .papers  requested  without  such 
consent. 

The  subpena  In  question  is  herewith  at- 
tached and  the  matter  Is  presented  for  such 
action  as  the  House  In  its  wisdom  may  see 
fit  to  take. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Ltle  O.  Snader, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  read 

the  subpena. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

IJNnTD  States  District  Coubt  tor  the  Dis- 
trict or  Columbia — Unitid  States  or 
America  v.  Joseph  W.  Weinberg,  No.  CR. 
829-52 

To  Ltle  Snader,  Clerk,  House  or  Represent- 
atives. Unh-ed  States  Congress,  The  Capi- 
tol, District  or  Columbia: 
You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  Third  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW..  fourth  floor,  courtroom  8,  in 
the  city  of  Washington.  D.  C,  on  the  24th 
day  of  February  1953  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  to 
testify  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Joseph 
W.  Weinberg  and  bring  with  you  the  minutes 
books  of  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
covering  the  proceedings  of  that  committee 
for  the  period  from  January  1,  1949  to  May 
25,  1949.  inclusive. 

This  subpena  Is  issued  upon  application 
of  the  defendant. 


(SEAL]  Harrt  M.  Hxnx. 

Clerk. 
By  Farrell  Holungsworth. 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  105)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Whereas  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
against  Joseph  W.  Weinberg  (No.  829-52 
criminal  docket),  pending  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  a  subpena  duces  tecum  was 
Issued  by  the  said  court  and  addressed  to 
Lyle  Snader,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
•enUUves.  directing  him  to  appear  as  a  wit- 
ness before  the  said  court  on  the  24th  dav 
Of  February  1953,  at  10  o'clock  antemeridian. 


and  to  bring  with  him  certain  and  sundry 
papers  In  the  possession  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Representatives:  There- 
fore be  it 

Resolved.  That  by  the  privileges  of  this 
House  no  evidence  of  a  documentary  char- 
acter under  the  control  and  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  House  of  Representatives  can. 
by  the  mandate  of  process  of  the  ordinary 
courts  of  Justice,  be  taken  from  such  con- 
trol or  possession  but  by  its  permission;  be 
It  further 

Resolved.  That  when  it  appears  by  the 
order  of  the  court  or  of  the  Judge  thereof. 
or  of  any  legal  officer  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  orders  of  such  court  or 
Judge,  that  documentary  evidence  in  the  pos- 
session and  under  the  control  of  the  House 
is  needful  for  use  in  any  court  of  Justice  or 
before  any  Judge  or  such  legal  officer,  for  the 
promotion  of  Justice,  this  House  will  take 
such  order  thereoi  as  will  promote  tl  e  ends 
of  Justice  conslstertly  with  the  privileges 
and  rights  of  this  House;   be  It  further 

Resohed,  That  Lyle  O.  Snader.  Clerk  r.f 
the  House,  be  authorized  to  appear  at  the 
place  and  before  the  court  named  in  the 
subpena  duces  tecum  before-mentioned,  but 
shall  not  take  with  him  any  papers  or  doc- 
uments on  file  In  his  office  or  under  his  con- 
trol or  in  his  possession  as  Clerk  of  the 
House;   be  It  further 

Revived.  That  when  said  court  determines 
upon  the  materiality  and  the  relevancy  of 
the  papers  and  documents  called  for  in  the 
subpena  duces  tecum,  then  the  said  court, 
through  any  of  Its  officers  or  agents,  have 
full  permission  to  attend  with  all  proper 
parties  to  the  proceeding  and  then  always 
at  any  place  under  the  orders  and  control  of 
this  House  and  take  copies  of  any  documents 
or  papers  and  the  Clerk  Is  authorized  to  sup- 
ply certified  copies  of  such  documents  P.nd 
papers  In  possession  or  control  of  said  Clerk 
that  the  court  has  found  to  be  material  and 
relevant,  except  minutes  and  transcripts  of 
executive  sessions,  and  any  evidence  of  wit- 
nesses In  respect  thereto  which  the  court  or 
other  proper  officer  thereof  shall  desire  so 
as.  however,  the  possession  of  said  docu- 
ments and  papers  by  the  said  Clerk  shall  not 
be  disturbed,  or  the  same  shall  not  be  re- 
moved from  their  place  of  file  or  custody 
under  said  Clerk;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respect- 
ful answer  to  the  subpena  afore-mentioned. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ELECTION  TO  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  R.  106  •  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
ber be.  and  he  is  hereby,  elected  member  of 
the  following  standing  committees  of  the 
House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Agriculture:  Joseph  R  Far- 
RiNOTON.  Hawaii. 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  Joseph  R. 
Farrington,  Hawaii. 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 
Joseph  R.  Farrington,  Hawaii. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


EMPLOYEES  OP  STANDING 
COMMITTEES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  107)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 


The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  standing  committees  of  the 
House  shall  have  authority  to  approve  the 
employment  and  compensation  of  commit- 
tee employees  from  January  3.  1953,  or  such 
subsequent  date  as  their  service  commenced. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


TRAIN  RADIO  EQUIPMENT 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
inform  the  House  that  I  have  again  in- 
troduced a  proposed  measure  which 
would  give  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  authority  to  compel  the  in- 
.stallation  of  radio  equipment  on  our 
Nations  railroad  systems.  I  think  the 
accident  at  Union  Station  on  January  15 
draws  attention  to  the  necessity  of  some 
type  of  train  radio  communication  sys- 
tem. In  my  opinion  this  accident  might 
have  been  avoided  if  all  members  of  the 
train  crew  had  been  alerted. 

I  have  been  listening  to  the  testimony 
presented  before  the  committee  in  the 
other  body  and  I  am  convinced  that  had 
all  members  of  the  crew  been  informed 
of  the  impending  danger  someone  In  the 
crew,  somewhere  along  the  train,  could 
have  applied  emergency  action  which 
might  have  averted  that  terrible  acci- 
dent. It  could  have  been  much  more 
serious  in  the  loss  of  Ufe  had  it  not  been 
for  a  miracle. 

Actually  it  is  shocking  to  learn  that  so 
many  of  our  great  railroad  systems  still 
rely  upon  the  ancient  whistle  signals  to 
alert  train-crew  members  of  impending 
disaster. 

In  my  opinion  I  do  not  think  any  of 
our  railroads  will  oppose  the  legislation 
which  I  am  sponsoring  in  this  Congress 
to  promote  the  safety  of  employees  and 
travelers  In  the  past  there  has  been 
opposition.  Some  railroads  complained 
of  the  cost  of  in.stallation.  The  accident 
here  last  week  may  well  cost  the  involved 
railroads  more  than  the  cost  of  radio 
instiiUation. 

It  was  on  January  17,  1946.  that  I  in- 
troduced my  first  bill  to  authorize  the 
ICC  to  compel  installation  of  radio 
equipment  on  our  railroads.  In  each 
Consre.ss  .since  my  bill  has  been  awaiting 
favorable  action. 


CAPT.  H.  G.  RICKOVER 
Mr.    YATES.    Mr.    Speaker.    I    ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
moving  into  an  atomic  age.  We  are  en- 
gaged in  a  desperate  race  with  a  deadly 
enemy  for  the  discovery  of  secreta  of 
nuclear  nower,  the  control  of  which  may 
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well  determine  our  fat«  and  the  fate  of 
other  free  nations.  At  ;^uch  a  time  it  is 
unthinkable  that  service  politics  played 
by  a  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  should 
be  permitted  to  throw  into  the  discard 
knowledge  which  is  essential  to  our  well- 
being.  Yet  that  is  exactly  what  Navy 
brass  proposes  to  do. 

On  July  7.  1952,  Capt.  H.  G.  Rickover 
received  a  commendation  from  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  Kimball,  reading  as  follows: 

Captain  Rickover,  more  than  any  other  in- 
dividual, is  responsible  fcv  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  the  nuclear-powered  ship  program. 
His  elTorts  have  led  to  the  laying  of  the  keel 
uf  the  world's  first  nuclear-powered  ship  well 
In  advance  of  Its  original  schedule. 

Secretary  Kimball  added  that — 

Rickover  has  i  ccompUshed  the  most  Im- 
portant piece  of  development  work  In  the 
history  of  the  Navy. 

Yet  the  next  day — the  very  next  day, 
a  Navy  Selection  Board,  in  the  face  of 
the  powerful  statement  made  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  passed  over  Captain 
Rickover  for  the  second  time.  This,  to- 
gether with  his  30  years  of  service  in 
the  Navy,  means  that  he  must  retire  next 
June  30.  It  means  that  he  must  leave 
the  service. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  when  we  need 
every  expert  we  have  in  the  field  of  nu- 
clear weapons,  when  we  need  knowledge, 
vision  and  imagination,  to  compel  this 
man  to  retire  from  active  service  is  ap- 
palling. It  is  true  that  no  man  is  in- 
dispensable, but  in  this  instance  Captain 
Rickover  has  exhibited  more  than  any 
other  person  in  the  Navy  the  vision  to 
adapt  thermonuclear  power  to  naval  pur- 
poses. 

To  my  mind  he  deserves  the  promotion 
which  would  permit  him  to  remain  in  the 
Navy.  Even  more  important,  however, 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  in  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  Nation  that  he  be  given  the 
promotion  in  order  that  his  talents  may 
continue  to  be  used  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  Speaker,  only  God  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Naval  Selection  Board  know 
what  occurs  during  the  deliberations  of 
the  Board.  It  is  well  known  that  mem- 
bers of  the  fighting  forces  of  the  Navy 
are  given  preference  in  promotion  over 
members  of  equal  rank  in  other  branches 
of  the  Navy  service.  Disregarding  that 
fact,  however,  in  this  case  rank  dis- 
crimination must  have  been  present,  for 
six  officers  in  the  engineering  branch 
junior  in  rank  to  Captain  Rickover  re- 
ceived promotions  to  rear  admiral. 

It  seems  to  me.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  other 
body  should  certainly  inquire  as  to  why 
Captain  Rickover  was  passed  over  again, 
before  it  confirms  appointments  made  by 
the  President  on  recommendation  of  the 
Naval  Selection  Board. 

I  include  an  article  from  Time  maga- 
zine of  August  4,  1952 : 

Armed  Forces — Brazen  Prejttdicb 

The  Navy's  gallantry  and  eBclency  put  It 
close  to  the  Unitsd  States  public's  heart.  It 
would  be  closer  except  for  another  Navy 
quality:   brassbound  rigidity. 

A  sample  Is  the  case  of  Capt.  Ryman  Oeorge 
Rickover,  an  Annapolis  graduate  (1922)  and 
an  electrical  engineer.  Six  years  ago  Rick- 
over sjMTked  planning  for  an  atomic  sub- 
marine. Last  June,  when  Harry  Truman  laid 
the  keel  of  the  first  atomic-powered  sub- 
marine. Rickover  was  publicly  praised  as  the 


man  cbtefly  responslbte  for  tt«  existence. 
Later,  Navy  Secretary  Dan  Kimball  pinned 
the  Legion  of  Merit  on  Rickover,  said  he  had 
done  "the  most  Important  piece  of  develop- 
ment work  •  •  •  In  the  history  of  the 
Navy." 

Two  weeks  ago  a  15-man  Navy  selection 
board  met  in  Washington  to  choose  30  new 
rear  admirals.  Rlckover's  name  was  passed 
over.  Selection  boards  work  In  secrecy  and 
never  give  reasons  for  such  actions.  In  Rlck- 
over's case,  people  who  know  how  the  Navy 
mind  operates  l>elieve  that  the  Navy  was  ex- 
pressing a  deep-seated  prejudice  against 
technical  specialists.  Both  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Force  have  partially  broken  down 
similar  prejudices.  The  well-rounded  officer 
in  those  services  is  still  regarded  as  the  ideal, 
but  they  recognize  that  in  a  technological 
age  specialization  is  so  valuable  and  so  un- 
avoidable that  specialists  cannot  be  barred 
from  high  rank. 

The  Navy's  failure  to  recogniae  this  in 
Rlckover's  case  promises  to  cost  it  a  bril- 
liant officer  who  developed  the  most  Impor- 
tant new  weapon  since  World  War  U.  Rick- 
over has  now  been  passed  over  twice,  and 
has  completed  30  years'  service.  This  means 
that,  barring  unlikely  special  action,  he  must 
retire — at  age  52. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  MONDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  if  there 
is  any  likelihood  of  any  business  before 
the  House  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  or 
Wednesday  of  next  week. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  say  to  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  there  will 
not  be.  As  the  gentleman  knows,  the 
committees  were  not  organized  until 
Monday  of  this  week.  Meantime,  we 
have  been  quite  busy  in  connection  with 
the  inauguration.  My  understanding  is 
that  the  committees  are  rapidly  being 
organized,  but  there  will  not  be  any  legis- 
lative work  before  the  House,  as  far  as 
I  know,  next  week. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  As  long  as  this  Con- 
gress does  not  take  any  action,  it  is 
entirely  satisfactory  to  me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  Ufe  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  CONGRESS 

"Hie  SPEABaiR  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  commimication.  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

January  22,  1853. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  liAnns.  Jr.. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  beg  leave  to  in- 
form you  that  I  have  this  day  transmitted 
to  the  Oovemor  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Virginia  my  resignation  as  a.  Representative 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  from 
the  Fifth  Congressional  District  of  Vlrglnlar 
effective  February  S.   1953. 
Sincerely  yours, 

TBoa.  B.  Seurxt. 


JsKTTAiT  aa,  1953. 
Han.  JoHK  8.  Battle, 

Governor  of  Virginia. 

Richmond,  Va. 
Dear  John:  I  hereby  tender  to  you  my 
resignation  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  In  the  Congress  cif  the  United 
States  from  the  Fifth  Congressional  District 
of  Virginia,  effective  February  3,  1953. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Thos.  B.  Staklet. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
legislative  business  and  any  other  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


COMPENSATION  OF  COMMITTEE. 
EMPLOYEES 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  HoFFifAN]  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1946,  which  took  effect  in 
January  1947.  each  standing  cc^nmittee 
of  the  House  was  authorized  to  employ 
six  clerical  employees — four  professional 
staff  members.  Inasmuch  as  each  Con- 
gress goes  out  of  existence  on  January  3, 
of  each  odd -numbered  year,  the  standing 
committees  end  their  life,  and  should 
cease  to  function  at  that  time,  it  is  my 
contention  that  those  employees  who 
served,  for  example!  during  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  after  January  3.  1953, 
are  just  out  of  their  jobs.  However, 
in  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  some  of 
the  committees  continued  to  hold  hear- 
ings up  until  the  "last  dog  was  hung." 
So  some  members  of  the  committee 
staffs  were  engaged  after  January  3 
in  writing  reports,  completing  the  in- 
vestigations on  which  they  had  been 
working,  but  at  the  same  time  a  number 
of  them,  having  known  since  the  election 
in  November  that  they  would  be  out  of  a 
job  on  January  3,  have  not  had  ani'thing 
to  do.  Nevertheless,  they  contended 
they  were  on  the  payroll,  some  of  them 
at  $10,000,  and  others  at  $11,664.  and 
they  now  expect  to  be  paid. 

It  is  my  contention  that  there  is  no 
authority  whatever  for  the  disbursing 
officer  to  pay  committee  employees 
whose  employment  ended  January  3  un- 
less the  rules  or  the  law  is  amended,  nor 
for  them  to  be  employed  under  the  Clerk 
of  the  House.  Prior  to  1934  there  was 
something  approaching  authority  exist- 
ing for  such  payments  for  there  was  in 
the  appropriation  bills  up  to  that  time 
an  amount  for  that  purpose,  but  that 
provision  was  left  out  of  all  appropria- 
tion bills  after  the  one  which  took  effect 
in  1934. 

Being  somewhat  in  doubt  as  to  the 
ruling  which  might  be  made  though  I 
had  none,  I  wrote  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eraL  I  will  Include  a  copy  of  his  reply 
with  these  remarks.  He  reached  the 
same  conclusion  I  did.  I  also  called  the 
Parliamentarian  but  he  declined  to  pass 
on  the  matter. 

When  this  Congress  came  in  on  Jan- 
uary 3  the  Members  were  very  anxious 
to  organize  the  committees  and  begin 
consideration  of  proposed  legislation; 
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so  some  of  those  who  were  ranking  mi- 
nority members  on  committees  created 
by  the  Eighty-second  Congress  held 
hearings  and  even  employed  people  to 
get  their  rules  and  sissignments  in  shape. 
There  is  no  authority  to  pay  those  em- 
ployees except  that  which  was  passed  a 
few  moments  ago  by  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  majority  leader 
to  deal  with  that  matter.  But  the  situa- 
tion should  be  corrected  as  to  those  em- 
ployees who  served  under  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  who  are  asking  for 
compensation,  so  I  introduced  a  resolu- 
tion providing  that  they  should  be  paid, 
if,  and  only  if.  someone  with  knowledge 
of  the  situation  certified  that  they  had 
actually  rendered  service.  For  myself.  I 
think  if  we  are  coming  in  here  with  an 
economy  and  efiflciency  program  for  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government — 
and  you  recall  that  we  had  the  Hoover 
Commission  which  was  supposed  to  give 
us  economy  and  eflBciency  and  which 
some  claimed  did  give  us  savings  of  I  do 
not  know  how  many  billions  of  dollars, 
but  quite  a  number — if  we  are  going 
along  on  that  course,  keeping  our  cam- 
paign promises,  then  it  is  up  to  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  itself  to,  in  the 
beginning,  comply  with  the  law  and  see 
to  it  that  the  tax  dollars  go  only  to  those 
who  have  actually  earned  them. 

A  bill  which  was  introduced  at  the 
same  time  had  for  its  purpose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  legislative  Reorganization 
Act  to  take  care  of  a  similar  situation 
which  will  exist  hereafter. 

Because  I  believe  that  we  should  set  an 
example  of  economy  and  eflBciency  in  our 
own  household,  I  ask  that  we  start  out 
with  a  little  house  cleaning  of  our  own. 
practicing  a  little  economy  and  a  little 
eflBciency  in  our  own  operations  before 
we  continue  our  complaints  about  the 
executive  departments. 
•    Employees  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress are  not  employees  of  committees 
subsequently    created    by    the    Eighty- 
third  Congress  unless  appointed  by  the 
Eighty-third     Congress.      Nevertheless, 
there  is  an  implied  promise  that  everyone 
should  be  paid  for  work  done  and  ac- 
cepted.   So.  if  employees  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  performed  services  of 
value  after  January  3,  in  connection  with 
the  work  which  had  been  given  them  by 
the     committees     established     by     the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  we  should  have 
legislation  which  authorizes  payment  for 
those  services. 

When  the  Acting  Comptroller  General 
sent  up  his  opinion  on  January  19,  he 
also  sent  three  proposed  resoluti(3ns. 
One  of  them,  draft  No.  3.  is  the  resolution 
adopted  on  the  motion  of  Majority 
Leader  Halleck.  The  Acting  Comptrol- 
ler General  said  that  this  draft  would 

and  I  quote — "place  entire  control  over 
the  action  to  be  taken  in  the  standing 
committees  elected  by  the  Eighty-third 
Congress." 

But  that  resolution  does  not.  In  my 
opinion,  authorize  the  payment  of  any 
sum  whatsoever  to  any  dl  the  employees 
who  were  elected  by  the  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  Eighty-second  Congress 
and  who  continued  to  serve  after  Janu- 
ary 3.  unless  they  are  appointed  by  the 
committees  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress. 


To  show  my  contention,  to  prove  my 
point,  let  us  take  a  hypothetical  case: 
Standing  committee  (A)  of  the  Eighty - 
second  Congress  had  a  full  staff.  That 
staff  continued  to  serve  from  January  3 
until  today.  They  are  entitled  to  com- 
pensation if  but  only  if  standing  com- 
mittee (A)  today  as  now  constituted 
meets  and  by  a  majority  vote  employs 
them.  If  committee  (A»  does  that,  will 
someone  please  tell  me  how  the  em- 
ployees who  have  been  working  under 
the  direction  of  the  present  chairman 
of  the  committee  or  by  direction  of  the 
committee  itself  can  receive  compensa- 
tion for  the  work  they  have  performed 
in  connection  with  committee  bu:siness 
since  January  3? 

Obviously,  the  only  legal  way  they  can 
get  compensation  would  be  to  qualify  as 
appointed  employees  of  committee  (A" 
as  it  is  now  constituted.  It  is  equally 
obvious  that  the  committee  cannot  em- 
ploy them  because  the  basic  Reorgani- 
zation Act  limits  committee  employees 
to  4  professional  employees  and  6  cler- 
ical members — a  total  of  10. 

Committee  (A)  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  having  had  10  employees  and 
committee  (A)  of  the  Eighty-third  Con- 
gress, in  order  to  compensate  them,  hav- 
ing elected  them  members  of  its  staff  has 
exhausted  its  appointive  power  and  is 
just  out  of  luck  if  it  contemplates  paying 
its  own  Eighty-third  committee  employ- 
ees unless  some  legislation  similar  to 
that  which  I  proposed  is  adopted. 

Now  all  I  ask  is  that  the  Members 
take  a  realistic  look  at  the  situation. 

I  believe  that  those  employees  who 
were  appointed  by  the  committees  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  and  who  have 
actually  performed  a  service  since  Janu- 
ary 3  should  be  paid.  I  also  believe  that 
those  employees  who  have  in  good  faith 
been  working  since,  and  some  of  them 
before,  January  3.  for  those  who  now 
constitute  committees  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  should  be  compensated. 

Hence,  I  introduced  the  resolution 
which  is  attached  hereto  and  marked  ex- 
hibit A. 

Exhibit  B  is  a  letter  which  I  received 
from  the  Acting  Comptroller  General  and 
exhibit  C  is  the  letter  which  I  wrote  to 
our  disbursing  clerk,  who  I  know,  in  view 
of  the  unfortunate  experience  of  a 
previous  disbursing  clerk,  wants  to  abide 
by  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter  of  the 
law. 

Exhibit  D  is  a  bill  Introduced  "by  me 
today. 

Oh,  yes:  one  other  thought.  Though 
I  have  been  here  18  years,  my  feet  still 
slip  occasionally.  I  made  the  mistake  of 
talking  about  proposing  a  remedy.  Even 
though  the  Assistant  Parliamentarian 
stated  quite  frankly  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  give  an  opinion  on  the  question  in- 
volved, after  I  had  prepared  the  resolu- 
tion and  the  bill  introduced  today,  I  sub- 
mitted it  to  our  Parliamentarian  yester- 
day forenoon.  He  advised  me  that  he 
thought  the  matter  could  be  taken  care 
of  by  a  shorter,  simpler  resolution. 

Whether  he  advised  the  majority  lead- 
er of  the  situation  I  do  not  know.  Today 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Hal- 
LKCK 1  came  on  the  floor  and  offered  the 
third  resolution  sent  up  by  GAO  which 
was  adopted. 


That  resolution.  In  my  opinion,  as  I 
have  attempted  to  indicate,  does  not  meet 
the  situation.  It  does  not  authorize  the 
disbursing  clerk  to  pay  employees  who 
were  appointed  by  committees  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  unless  as  stated, 
they  are  again  elected  by  the  committees 
of  this  Congress — an  action  which  would 
deprive  some  committees  of  the  right  to 
compensate  their  own  employees  elected 
for  the  same  period.  A  committee  can- 
not have  a  staff  of  more  than  10. 

A  thought  which  I  also  wish  to  express 
Is  this:  That  it  is  a  httle  less  than  en- 
couraging to  spend  time  and  effort  in  the 
research  involved  in  discovering  and 
reaching  a  conclusion  on  a  legal  prob- 
lem, in  drafting  legislation  to  correct  an 
obvious  defect  in  the  law.  prevent  an  un- 
lawful payment  of  Federal  funds,  and 
then  have  a  colleague  grab  the  Idea,  put  a 
different  and  completely  inadequate 
cloak  on  it.  and  offer  it  to  the  House. 

Some  of  us  can  do  so  little  that,  when 

we  do  have  an  idea  that  Is  good,  we  would 

like  to  have  the  credit  for  It.    After  all, 

our  constituents  are  watching  us. 

Exhibit  A 

House  Resolution  108 

Refiolved.  That  employees  of  any  standing 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  ElRhty-second  Congress  whose  serT- 
Ices  were  not  terminated  prior  to  noon  Janu- 
ary 3.  1953.  shall  continue  on  the  rolls  until 
the  date  of  election  of  the  standing  commit- 
tee in  the  Eighty-third  Congress  (except  In 
the  ca«e  of  death  or  resignation  of  any  such 
employees  prior  to  said  election),  unless  the 
services  of  such  employees  are  earlier  ter- 
minated by  the  action  of  the  chairman  of 
a  successor  Btanding  committee  elected  by 
the  House  In  the  Eighty-third  Congress:  PrO' 
vided.  That  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
durlnx  the  Eighty-second  Congreu.  or  in 
the  event  such  chairman  Is  no  longer  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  the  majority  member  next 
In  rank  In  the  order  named  In  the  election  of 
the  committee  by  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, and  so  on.  as  often  as  the  case  shsll 
happen,  shall  certify  to  the  Clerit  of  the 
House  that  the  employees  rendered  services 
from  noon  January  3.  1953.  to  the  date  of 
election  of  the  standing  committee  In  the 
Eighty-third  Congress,  or  the  date  of  the 
termination  of  services  by  death  or  resigna- 
tion, whichever  Is  earlier. 

Sec  2  Effective  January  3.  1953.  payment 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  employees  appointed 
for  and  performing  standing  committee 
work  prior  to  election  of  the  committee  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  In  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress:  Provided,  That  appointment 
Is  made  by  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  committee  In  the  Eighty-second  Congress 
who  18  also  a  member  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  and  such  appointment  is  ratified  by 
the  successor  standing  committee  elected  by 
the  House  In  the  Eighty-third  Congrew. 

Exhibit  B 

CoMPTWOtXER  GKNniAL. 

or  THE  UNmo  States. 
Washington.  January  19.  1953. 
Hon    Ci-are  E    HorrMAN. 

Howie  of  Representatives. 

Mt  Dear  Mr  Hoffman:  Reference  Is  made 
to  your  letter  of  January  8.  1953.  requesting 
that  you  be  advised  by  what  authority  the 
professional  and  clerical  stalT  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress will  draw  compensation  after  expira- 
tion of  that  Congress. 

Standing  committees  of  the  Rouse  of  Rep- 
resentatives are  elected  under  rule  X  of  the 
House,  after  the  commencement  of  each  Qon- 
gress.      The    committee*    so    elected    aerve 
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through  the  Congress  for  which  elected  but 
not  thereafter.  See  Cannon's  Procedure  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  page  82  (H. 
Doc.  No.  741.  81st  Cong.). 

With  respect  to  the  professional  and 
clerical  staff  of  the  standing  committees,  sec- 
tion 27  of  rule  X  of  the  House,  which  ia 
based  on  sections  202  (a),  (b).  and  (c)  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

"(a)  Each  standing  committee  (other 
than  the  Committee  on  Appropriations)  ia 
authorized  to  appoint  by  a  majority  vote  of 
the  committee  not  more  than  four  profes- 
sional staff  members  in  addition  to  the  cleri- 
cal staffs  on  a  permanent  basis  without  re- 
gard to  political  afflllationa  and  solely  on  the 
basis  of  fitness  to  perform  the  duties  of  the 
office;  and  said  staff  members  shall  be  as- 
signed to  the  chairman  and  ranking  minor- 
ity members  of  such  committee  as  the  com- 
mittee may  deem  advisable.  Services  of  pro- 
fessional staff  memt>ers  may  t>e  terminated 
by  majority  vote  of  the  committee.  Profes- 
sional staff  members  shall  not  engage  in  any 
work  other  than  committee  business  and  no 
other  duties  may  be  assigned  to  them. 

"(b)  The  clerical  staff  of  each  standing 
committee,  which  shall  be  appointed  by  a 
majority  vote  of  the  committee,  shall  con- 
sist of  not  more  than  six  clerks,  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  office  of  the  chairman,  to  the 
ranking  minority  member,  and  to  the  pro- 
fessional staff,  as  tl^e  conunlttee  may  deem 
advisable.  The  clerical  staff  shall  handle 
committee  correspondence  and  stenographic 
work,  both  for  the  committee  staff  and  for 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem- 
ber on  matters  related  to  committee  work." 
•  •  •  •  • 

**(d)  Subject  to  appropriations  hereby 
authorized,  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions may  appoint  such  staff,  In  addition  to 
the  clerk  thereof  and  assistants  for  the  mi- 
nority, as  it  by  majority  vote  determines  to 
be  necessary,  such  personnel,  other  than  mi- 
nority assistants,  to  possess  such  qualifica- 
tions as  the  coihmittee  may  prescribe." 

It  is  assumed  that  the  professional  and 
clerical  staff  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  of  the  Blghty-eecoiKl  Con- 
gress were  duly  appointed  to  their  positions 
under  the  section  of  rule  X  quoted  above. 
Also  it  would  seem  that  under  the  wording 
of  section  202  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1946.  as  well  as  under  the 
rules  of  the  House  which  have  been  succes- 
sively adopted  since  the  effective  date  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act,  Congress  In- 
tended that  the  professional  staff,  at  least, 
be  permanent  employees.  However,  since,  as 
indicated  above,  the  standing  committees  of 
the  House  cease  to  exist  at  the  end  of  the 
term  of  Congress,  it  is  doubtful  that  such 
staff  members,  or  the  clerical  personnel, 
could  from  a  purely  technical  standpoint  re- 
main as  employees  of  the  committees  after 
the  expiration  of  the  term  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress  at  noon  on  January  8,  1963. 
Prom  noon  on  January  3  until  such  time  as 
a  new  committee  Is  elected  by  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  there  is  no  committee  in  legal 
eilstence. 

It  might  be  argued  that  the  professional 
and  clerical  personnel  of  a  standing  com- 
mittee are  employees  of  the  House  of  Repte- 
senutlves.  as  distinguished  from  committee 
employees,  and,  as  such,  would  continue  on 
the  rolls  of  the  House  after  the  committee 
Itself  had  expired  with  the  end  of  the  term 
of  Congress.  But  in  contrast  to  such  a  posi- 
tion, the  rules  of  the  House  place  the  ap- 
pointive and  termlnative  power  over  the 
employment  of  committee  personnel  solely 
In  the  committees. 

It  is  understood  that  it  has  been  the  prac« 
tlce  of  the  House  to  carry  committee  em- 
ployees on  the  roll  after  the  end  of  one  Con- 
gress until  such  time  as  a  successor  com- 
mittee is  elected  by  the  new  Congress.  Par- 
agraph 991  of  Constitution,  Jefferson's  Man- 
ual, and  Rules  of  the  House  of  Bepreeenta- 


tlves  (H.  Doc.  739.  81st  Cong.)  Indicates  that 
there  is  authority  for  such  action.  The  per- 
tinent part  of  paragraph  991  reads  as  follows: 

"There  is  no  legal  power  to  fill  a  vacancy 
In  the  clerkship  of  a  committee  after  one 
Congress  has  expired  and  txton  the  next 
House  has  been  organlaed  (IV,  4639) .  but  the 
law  provides  that  during  this  period  the 
clerks  shall  perform  their  duties  under  the 
Clerk  of  the  House." 

The  statement  to  the  effect  that  after  one 
Congress  has  expired  and  before  the  next 
House  has  been  organised  the  law  provides 
that  committee  clerks  shall  perform  their 
duties  under  the  Clerk  of  the  House  is.  in  all 
probability,  based  on  a  provision  which  ap- 
peared annually  in  the  legislative  branch 
appropriation  acts  for  the  fiscal  years  1926 
through  1934.  However,  since  the  provision 
was  an  annual  provision  and  has  been  omit- 
ted from  all  similar  appropriation  acts  sub- 
sequent to  1934,  It  cannot  be  considered  as 
permanent  law. 

WhUe  I  find  no  specific  authority  for  em- 
ployees of  the  House  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress to  be  continued  on  the  rolls  of  the 
Hotise  after  noon  on  January  3,  1953.  In  view 
of  the  considerations  set  out  above,  particu- 
larly the  past  practice  of  the  House  of  carry- 
ing committee  employees  on  the  rolls  until 
election  of  a  successor  committee  and  the 
apparent  Intent  of  the  Congress  that  the 
professional  staff  of  standing  committees  be 
employed  on  a  permanent  basis,  I  cannot  say 
that  such  action  would  be  without  any  sanc- 
tion whatsoever. 

Since  the  question  is  not  entirely  free 
from  doubt,  the  House  may  wish  to  con- 
sider talcing  action  specifically  providing  for 
payment  to  employees  of  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  Eighty-second  Congress.  In  the 
event  it  may  be  deelred  to  Introduce  a  reso- 
lution to  that  end  I  am  enclosing  three  alter- 
native drafts,  each  of  which  would  accom- 
plish the  purpose  depending  upon  how  the 
House  wants  the  matter  to  be  handled. 
Draft  No.  1  would  provide  for  all  employees 
of  standing  committees  of  the  Klghty-second 
Congress  to  be  carried  on  the  rolls  of  the 
House  until  January  31,  1953,  unless  their 
employment  Is  earlier  terminated  by  a  stand- 
ing committee  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 
Draft  No.  2  would  provide  for  employees  of 
standing  committees  to  be  carried  on  the 
rolls  until  January  31.  1953.  unless  earlier 
terminated,  but  certification  of  perform- 
ance of  duties  from  January  3,  1963.  to  the 
date  of  election  of  the  standing  committee 
by  the  Eighty -third  Congress  would  be  made 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  or  In  case  such 
member  is  no  longer  In  Congress  by  the 
majority  member  next  in  line.  Draft  No.  3 
would  place  the  entire  control  over  the 
action  to  be  taken  In  the  standing  commit- 
tees elected  by  the  Bghty-thlrd  Congress. 
Section  2  of  drafts  Nos.  1  and  2  would  cover 
a  situation  which  I  am  Informed  has  arisen 
with  respect  to  a  clerk  designated  and  per- 
forming service  prior  to  election  of  the  com- 
mittee In  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 
Sincerely  yotirs, 

PXANK  L.  TATn. 
Acting  Comptroller  General 
Of  the  United  States. 

EXHXBIT  C 

Concuss  of  the  UmrED  States, 

House  or  Rzpkeskntatttes, 
Washinffton,  D.  C,  January  22, 1953. 
Mr.  J.  C.  Shamk. 

Disbursing  Clerk, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dbab  lis.  Shank:  Some  time  ago  I  pointed 
out  to  the  Parliamentarian  and  to  the  Cleric 
that  no  authority  existed  to  compensate  em- 
ployees of  House  conunlttees  of  the  Bghty- 
•econd  Oongreas  who  continued  to  perform 
services  after  January  S.  1963,  or  to  com- 
peiasate  smployees  of  tli«  sam*  conunlttees 


of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  for  services  per- 
formed before  the  election  of  members  of  the 
committees. 

I  passed  the  results  of  my  research  on  to 
the  Comptroller  General. 

At  my  request,  the  Comptroller  General 
sent  me  an  opinion  on  the  matter.  He  also 
could  find  no  statute  which  authorized  pay- 
ment of  these  employees.  Accordingly,  the 
Comptroller  General  attached  several  alter- 
native drafts  of  proposed  resolutions  to  meet 
the  situation. 

I  selected  a  draft  which  authorised  pay- 
ment of  employees  if  they  worked,  but  not 
if  they  did  not  work.  This  draft,  with  the 
changes  I  made.  I  sent  to  the  Parliamen- 
tarian for  his  comment,  and  later  Introduced. 
Shortly  thereafter  Mr.  Hau.eck,  having  been 
advised  of  the  results  of  my  research,  but 
never  constutlng  me.  Introduced  one  of  the 
other  alternative  orafts  sent  to  me  by  the 
Comptroller  General,  with  changes.  This  is 
House  Resolution  107,  which  was  Immedi- 
ately enacted. 

I  am  Informed  that  you  Interpret  House 
Resolution  107  to  mean  that  you  can  pay  all 
employees  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress  for 
the  pay  period  after  the  end  of  their  employ- 
ment, regardless  of  whether  they  worked, 
even  though  the  committee  takes  no  action 
with  respect  to  these  former  employees. 
House  Resolution  107  cannot  be  so  Inter- 
preted. 

House  Resolution  107  simply  gives  the  com- 
mittees the  authority  to  approve  the  employ- 
ment and  compensation  of  committee  em- 
ployees from  January  3,  1963.  Unless  the 
committees  act  to  approve  such  compensa- 
tion, there  can  be  no  compensation.  Pre- 
sumably, the  committees  will  approve  com- 
pensation for  those  persons  who  worked  un- 
der proper  direction  during  the  period  in 
question,  but  not  of  those  who  did  not  work. 

Nothing  in  the  resolution  says  that  either 
employees  of  the  same  committees  In  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  who  ceased  to  be 
employees  on  January  3,  1963,  or  employees 
of  the  Eighty-third  Congress  employed  after 
the  election  of  members  of  the  committees, 
wUl  be  paid  If  they  did  not  work,  or  If  the 
committee  does  not  approve  of  the  compen- 
sation, during  the  period  In  question. 

You  are  acting  at  your  own  risk  If  you 
pay  employees  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress for  periods  falling  within  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  unless  those  employees 
worked  dtirlng  those  periods  as  attested  by 
the  ^proval  of  the  committees  of  the  Eighty* 
third  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours, 

CuuiE  E.  HomcAK. 

Exhibit  D 
H.  R.  1995 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tliat  the  Legislative  Re- 
organization Act  of  1946  as  amended  is  here- 
by amended  by  Inserting  a  new  paragraph 
(g)  in  section  202  thereof  as  follows: 

"(g)  (1)  In  the  case  of  standing  commit* 
tees  of  the  Hotise  of  Representatives  which 
terminate  with  the  term  of  the  respective 
Congress,  compensation  of  employees,  whose 
services  are  not  terminated  prior  to  the  ex- 
piration of  the  term  of  the  committee  which 
employed  them.  Is  authortzed  at  the  rate  In 
effect  on  the  last  day  of  the  expiring  Con- 
gress for  actual  services  between  that  day 
and  the  foUowlng  January  20,  or  for  part  of 
said  period :  Provided,  That  no  employee  shall 
be  so  compensated  unless  the  chairman  of 
the  same  committee  In  the  new  Congress 
shall  certify  that  the  serrloes  for  which  com- 
pensation la  sought  have  actually  been 
performed. 

"(2)  Retroactive  employment,  for  a  period 
commencing  not  earlier  than  the  opening  of 
Congress,  by  standing  committees  of  the 
Bouse  of  Representatives,  foUowlng  t^  or- 
ganisation of  the  ccnnmlttec  In  each  Con- 
gress. Is  authorized,  M  such  persons  actually 
performed  the  scrvlees  Involved  In  the  em- 
ployment under  the  direction  ot  the  mem- 
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ber  who  under  the  rules  and  ctistoma  of  the 
Bonae  would  become  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  who  In  fact  Old  become  chalr« 
man  of  the  committee." 


h.:\ 


THANKS  TO  THE  POLICE  DEPART- 
MENT OP  WASmNQTON 

ICr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous  consent  to  addiess  the  House  for 
1  minnte  and  to  reriae  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  It 
appropriate  that  tlie  Members  of  Con- 
gress recognize  and  perhaps  take  some 
action  in  order  to  show  the  police  of  the 
I>i^;riet  of  Columbia  just  how  much  we 
appreciate  the  very  efiBcient  way  in  which 
they  handled  the  crowds  here  during 
Inauguration. 

I  have  never  seen  such  courtesy  ex- 
hibited by  any  police  department,  and 
I  know  the  tremendous  pressure  which 
was  on  them.  I  tliink  tlie  House  should 
by  some  means  recognise  the  very  effi- 
cient service  they  rendered  and  oCTer 
them  their  thanks  for  the  fine  way  in 
which  they  did  their  job. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
RscoRD,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  DoLLiVKB  and  to  include  a  poem 
written  by  a  constituent,  Ciiarles  A, 
Richards,  in  commemoration  of  the  in- 
auguration of  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower  as 
President. 

Mr.  BxAMKK  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  CoTTOH  and  to  include  a  salute  to 
the  flag  by  a  high-school  student  in  his 
district. 

Mr.  GftAHAM  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial from  the  Pittsburgh  Courier. 

Mr.  Walter  In  three  instances  and  to 
include  two  editorials  concerning  the 
immigration  bill  as  well  as  two  other 
editorials. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  to  Include 
an  address  delivered  by  Gordon  R. 
Clapp. 

Mr.  O'Haba  of  Illinois  and  to  include  a 
letter  from  the  national  historian  of  the 
Auxiliary  of  the  United  Spanish  War 
Veterans. 

Mr.  Eberharttk  (at  the  request  of 
Mrs.  Bttchahan)  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Washington  Post  of 
Monday,  January  19,  on  the  subject  of 
the  proposed  appointment  of  Mr.  Charles 
E.  Wilson  as  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr.  KcoGH  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Machkowick)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  DoLLZNcn  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Machrowzcz)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  HosMER  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

Mr.  KxATiNG  In  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mrr  CJuRtis  of  Missouri  and  to  Include 
extraneoiis  matter. 

Mr.  KU.LKT  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
Include  an  article  from  the  United  iunn#^ 


Workers  Journal  dealing  with  the  wel- 
fare and  retirement  fund. 

Mr.  8HEI.I.EY  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ekclb)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  HowKLL  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  editorials  from  the  Washington 
Post,  the  Trenton  Times,  and  the  New 
York  Times. 

Mr.  Short  and  to  include  an  article  by 
Dr.  Frederick  Brown  Harris  and  a  speech 
delivered  by  His  Excellency,  the  Korean 
Ambassador. 

Mr.  Klxhv  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
CoRMACK)  in  two  different  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Pine. 

Mr.  Baiuey  and  include  an  address 
under  the  caption  "The  tariff  needs  of 
the  United  States"  delivered  over  radio 
station  WPIK.  of  Wasiington.  D.  C,  ijy 
Mr.  O.  R.  Strackbein,  chairman  of  the 
Labor-Management  Council  on  Foreign 
Trade  Policy. 

Mr.  Rxxo  of  New  York  in  three  sepa- 
rate instances,  in  each  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Teague  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Fountain  i ,  for  4  days,  on 
account  of  official  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  12  o'clock  and  23  minutes  p.  m.), 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  January  26,  1953. 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COBIMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  '■-.ierred  as  follows: 

357.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a  report  of  the 
actlTitles  of  funds  tised  by,  and  donations 
to,  the  regional  research  laboratories  estab- 
lished jmrsuant  to  section  203  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

358.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treastn^,  transmitting  a  report  listing  the 
tort  claims  approved  for  payment  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  and  setting  forth  the  name 
of  each  claimant,  the  amount  claimed,  the 
amount  awarded,  and  a  brief  description  of 
each  claim,  pursuant  to  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  section  2873;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

359.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  entered  In  cases 
where  the  ninth  proviso  to  section  3  of  the 
Imnilgratlon  Act  of  February  5,  1917  (8 
U.  S.  C.  136),  was  exercised  In  behalf  of  such 
aliens,  pursuant  to  section  fl  (b)  of  the  act 
of  October  16.  1018,  as  amended  by  aection 
22  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Pub- 
lic Law  831.  81st  Cong.);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

360.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General 
transmitting  the  report  of  the  activities  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30.  1952;  to  tte  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

»6l.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
tranamlUlng  copies  a<  the  orders  of  the  Com- 
mlaslooer  oC  Immigration  and  Naturaliaa- 
tion  granting  the  appllcaUon  for  permanent 
w«idcxM»  filed  by  the  subjects  of  such  orders 


pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Displaced  Per- 
sons Act  of  1948.  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

863.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  a  summary  of  the  re- 
port on  progress  of  the  synthetic  liquid  fuels 
for  the  calendar  year  1993,  piirauant  to  the 
act  of  April  5,  1944  (30  U.  8.  C.  821-825  as 
amended ) :  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

363.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro- 
posed supplemental  approprlatkm  for  the 
fiscal  year  1953  in  the  amount  of  91,000.009 
for  the  Civil  Service  Commiaston  (H.  Doc. 
No.  86) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

S64.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defease, 
transmitting  a  consolldHted  sununary  of  net 
payments  arising  from  correction  of  military 
and  naval  records  under  PuUle  Law  230, 
Eighty -second  Congress  for  the  period  Janu- 
ary 1  through  June  30.  1992;  to  the  CXxnmlt- 
tee  on  Armed  Services. 

385.  A  letter  frona  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bUl  to  amend  sec- 
tion 40b  of  the  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended  (41  Stat.  759,  777),  to  remove  the 
limitation  upon  the  detaU  at  oOoers  on  the 
active  list  for  recruiting  service  and  for 
duty  with  ROTC  units";  to  the  Ootnmlttee 
on  Armed  Services. 

386.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bUl  en- 
titled "A  bin  to  further  Increase  certain  pay 
for  the  members  of  the  uniformed  senkes. 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

387  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  BUte, 
trauinnlttlng  a  draft  of  a  proposed  blB  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  amend  the  act  providing  for 
membership  and  partlclpatloo  by  the  United 
States  in  the  United  Nations  Sducatkmal. 
Scientific,  and  Cultural  Organisation,  to  pro- 
vide for  the  acceptance  of  gifts,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

368.  A  letter  from  the  Sedretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  draft  at  a  proposed  Mil  en- 
titled "A  bUl  to  authorlae  aid  to  needy 
American  nationals  in  connection  wHh  tbetr 
repatriation  from  foreign  countries,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

369.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  propoeed  bUl  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  38, 
1935.  entitled  'An  act  to  aathortae  partldpa- 
Uon  by  the  United  States  in  the  IntcrparUa- 
mentary  Union'  ";  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

370.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  SUte, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  propoeed  MU  en- 
titled "A  bUl  to  amend  the  )olnt  reecriutlon 
providing  for  the  membership  of  tbe  United 
Sutes  in  the  Pan  American  Institute  of 
Geography  and  History  and  autliortee  ap- 
propriations therefor";  to  tlie  Committee  oo 
Foreign  Affairs. 

371.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  SUte. 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  propoeed  bill  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  authorize  relief  of  authorised 
certifying  officers  from  exceptions  taken  to 
paymenu  pertaining  to  tominated  war  agen- 
cies In  UquldaUon  by  the  Department  of 
State";  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

372.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  the  Second  Annual 
Report  by  the  Administrator  of  CIvU  Aero- 
nautics on  Operations  Under  Public  Law  887, 
Eighty-first  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

373.  A  letter  from  the  AcUng  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  make  the 
provisions  of  section  1863  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  Injury  to  or 
Interference  with  communications  systems 
operated  or  controlled  by  the  United  States, 
applicable  to  and  within  tbe  Canal  Zone"; 
to  the  Committee  on  (be  Judiciary 
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374.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  consider  residence  In 
American  Samoa  or  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands  by  certain  employees  of 
the  governments  thereof,  and  their  depend- 
ents, as  residences  in  the  United  States  for 
naturalization  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

375.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 

II  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  title 
18,  United  States  Code,  sections  794,  2161, 
J 153.  2154.  and  2388  as  extended  to  continue 

III  effect  the  provisions  thereof";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

376.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  prop>oeed  bill 
pntltied  "A  bill  to  amend  section  3185  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

377.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  copies  of  orders  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
suspending  deportation  as  well  as  a  list  of 
the  persons  involved,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
Congresfl  approved  July  1,  1948  (Public  Law 
863).  amending  subsection  (c)  of  section  19 
of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  6,  1917. 
as  amended  (8  U.  S.  C.  156  (c) ) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

378.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  provide  a  government 
for  the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands, 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bilLs  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ABKRNSTHT: 

R.  R.  1971.  A  bill  to  increase  the  normal 
tax  and  surtax  exemption,  and  the  exemp- 
tion for  dependenU,  from  9600  to  81,000;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
Bv  Mr    BAKSR' 

H.  R.  1972.  A  bUl  to  facilitate  the  develop- 
ment, management,  and  use  of  public-use 
areas  and  facilities  and  improvement  of  wUd- 
llfe  habitat  on  the  national  foresu,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  BARTLITT: 

H.  R.  1973.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  authorize  certain  admlnls- 
traUve  expenses  In  the  Government  service, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  3. 
194«  (60  Stat.  808) ,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

H.  R.  1974.  A  blU  to  amend  the  third  para- 
graph of  section  4.  chapter  1,  UUe  I,  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  making  further  provi- 
sion for  a  civil  government  for  Alaska,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  6,  1900 
(31  Stat.  322:  48  U.  S.  C,  sec.  101).  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.R.  1975.  A  bill  to  extend  the  Fsderal 
Declaratory  Judgmenta  Act,  as  amended,  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1976.  A  bin  to  amend  title  38.  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
judgmenu  in  or  from  the  District  Court  for 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1977.  A  bin  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
act  of  May  22.  1938,  as  amended,  author- 
izing and  directing  a  national  survey  of 
forest  resources;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H.  R.  1978.  A  blU  to  permit  the  sale  of  gold 
within  the  United  States,  tta  Territories  and 
possessions,  including  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  BROWN  of  C»ilo: 

H.  R.  1979.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  so  that  such  act  will  apply 


to  reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1.  1955;  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  BROYHILL: 
H.  R.  1980.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  construct  a  bridge  over  the  Potomac 
River  in  the  vicinity  of  Jones  Point,  Va.,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  1981.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  taxability 
of  the  proceeds  from  stock  sold  by  individ- 
uals in  order  that  they  may  enter  Govern- 
ment service;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.   CRUMPACKER: 
H.  R.  1982.  A  bill  to  amend  section  443  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Bevenue  Code,  and  for  other 
purposes;    to   the  Committee  on  Ways   and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee: 
H.  R.  1983.  A  bin  to  equalize  taxation  on 
earned  Income,  encourage  Individual  financ- 
ing of  social  security,  encourage  Individual 
ownership  of  United  States  Government 
bonds,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  1984.  A  bill  authorizing  the  appoint- 
ment of  X-ray  technicians  as  commissioned 
officers  In  the  Medical  Corps  of  the  Army  and 
the  Medical  Corps  of  the  Navy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  1986.  A  bUl  to  Incorporate  the  Na- 
tional Safety  Council;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1986.  A  bin  providing  for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtanances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  1987.  A  bUl  authorizing  the  erection 
of  a  memorial  fountain  to  Pierre  Charles 
L'Bnfant  In  the  city  of  Washington;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  1988.  A  bill  to  equalize  taxation  by 
Imposing  Income  taxes  on  cooperative  cor- 
porations and  on  the  business  Income  of  cer- 
tain other  tax-exempt  corporatloiu  and  or- 
ganizations; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  1989.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain 
pharmaclsta  employed  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration; to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DELANKY: 
H.  R.  1990.  A  bni  to  protect  striped  bass; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Plsherlee. 

By  Mr.  D'EWART: 
H.  R.  1991,  A  bni  relating  to  certain  con- 
struction  cost    adjustmenta    in    connection 
with    the   Greenfields   Division   of   the   Sun 
River    Irrigation    project,    Montana;    to   the 
Committee  on  Intericx'  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
R.  R.  1992.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  refund 
of  the  internal-revenue  tax  paid  on  ferment- 
ed malt  liquor  lost  or  rendered  luunarket- 
able  by  reason  of  the   1961  floods;   to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  EVTNS: 
R.  R.  1993.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  pro- 
visions of  the  National  Service  Life  Insur- 
ance Act  of  1940.  as  amended,  to  assure  the 
right  to  Judicial  review;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  1994.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  review 
of  certain  decisions  of  the  Board  of  Vet- 
erans* Appeals;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  1995.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  com- 
pensation of  employees  of  the  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  to  amend 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
minis  tratlon. 

By  Mr.  BOLMBS: 
R.  R.  1998.  A  bill   to  authorize  the  pur- 
chase,  sale,  and  exchange  of  certain  Indian 
lands  on  the  Yakima  Indian  Xteservation. 


and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr,  OSTERTAG: 

H.  R.  1997.  A  bin  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  reevaluate  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  and  flood -control  projecta 
In  order  to  determine  the  advisability  of 
prosecuting  such  projecta  to  completion;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.   PRICE: 

H.  R.  1998.  A  bill  to  promote  the  safety  of 
employees  and  travelers  upon  railroads,  and 
to  protect  the  public  by  requiring  certain 
common  carriers  by  railroad  to  Install  and 
maintain  communication  systems,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  1999.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  RaUroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  so  as  to  provide  that 
the  spouse  of  an  Individual  who  has  been 
avard-Td  a  disabUlty  annuity  shaU  be  enti- 
tled to  a  spouse's  annuity  If  such  spouse 
has  attained  the  age  of  66;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvanta: 

H.  R.  2000.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  disabUlty  Insurance 
beneflta  for  permanently  and  totaUy  disabled 
individuals;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  2001.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  Veterans'  Administration  hospi- 
tals, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request) : 

H.  R.  2002.  A  bin  to  amend  part  VH  of 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a),  as  amended, 
so  as  to  extend  the  period  during  which 
vocational  rehabilitation  training  may  be 
afforded  certain  disabled  veterans  of  World 
War  U;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

H.  R.  2003.  A  bill  to  liberalize  tbe  defini- 
tion of  "widow  of  a  World  War  I  veteran" 
governing  the  payment  of  compensation  or 
pension;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  SHELLEY: 

H.  R.  2004.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act,  so  as  to  provide 
for  the  naturalization  of  aliens  who  serve 
In  the  Armed  Forces  In  or  around  Korea 
for  6  months  or  more;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3005.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act,  so  as  to  provide 
for  the  naturalization  of  aliens  who  serve 
on  active  duty  In  the  Armed  Forces  in  or 
around  Korea  for  6  months  or  more;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 

R.  R.  3006.  A  bill  to  strengthen  national 
security  and  the  common  defense  by  provid- 
ing for  the  maintenance  of  an  adequate 
domestic  tln-smeltlng  Industry,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee: 

H.  J.  Res.  148.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  equal-rlghta  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GROSS: 

R.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties  and  executive  agreemento;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  Con.  Res.  33.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing   abhorrence    of    the    use    of    anti- 
Semitism  by  the  Soviet  Union  and  ita  sateN 
lltes;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

R.  Res.  108.  Resolution  providing  for  com- 
pensation of  committee  employees;    to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

R.  Res.  109.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  to 
make  Investigations  Into  any  nuitter  within 
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tU  JurlatUetloo,  and  for  otbar  purpoMs;  to 
the  Committee  on  Sulei. 
By  Mr.  WESTLAKD: 
H.  Res.  110.  Resolution  autborl^ng  tlM 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Incular  Affaire 
to  conduct  an  Investigation  of  tlie  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Bulea. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  nile  XXn,  memori- 
a!s  were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  tbe  SPEAKER:  Memorial,  of  the  Legls- 
latxu-e  of  the  State  of  Terineesee,  memorial- 
izing the  President  and  tbe  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  urging  the  rejection  of  any 
plan  that  may  be  submitted  for  its  con- 
Bldenttlon  and  to  preeerre  the  ownership  of 
tbe  Tenneseee  Valley  Authority  for  the  peo- 
ple; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 


PRIVA'l'K  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  AOOONIZIO: 

H.  R.  2007.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Severio 
Tavclla:  to  the  Oommittee  oa  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BARRSTT: 
H.  B.  aOOe.  A  Mil  f<»-  the  relief  of  Hemayak 
Meghrlgian;   to   the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BARTLFTT: 
H.  R.  2000.  A  bUl  to  authorlae  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  tbe  NlnUchlk  Hos- 
pital Association  of  NlnUchlk,  Alaska,  for  use 
as  a  hospital  site  and  related  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interioi-  and  Insular  Af- 
lalrs. 

H.  R.  2010.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  tbe  Alaska  Evan- 
gelUation  Society  of  Levelock.  Alaska,  for 
missionary  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2011.  A  bill  to  authorize  tbe  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  ttie  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp 
site  and  other  public  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Tnji|»ar  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3012.  A  bUl  to  authorlae  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp 
Bite  and  other  public  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2013.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Calvary  Baptist 
Church,  of  Anchorage,  Alaska,  for  use  as  a 
church  site;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2014.  A  bill  to  authcM-lse  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
munity Club  of  Chugiak,  Alaska;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2015.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Tiirner, 
of  Wards  Cove.  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  InsiUar  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2016.  A  blU  to  authorlae  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Intn-ior  to  sell  certain  land  to 
the  Board  of  National  Missions  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church  in  the  United  SUtes  of 
America;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2017.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  Kenneth  B.  Laugh- 
Un,  of  Anchorage.  Alaska;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2018,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daryl  L. 
Roberts.  Ade  E.  Jaskar,  Terrence  L.  Robbins, 
harry  Johnson,  and  Frank  Swanda;  to  the 
Conunittae  on  the  Judiciary. 

B.  R.  2019.  A  blU  to  authorlae  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  sell  certain  land  to  Ted 
B.  Landoe  and  Roderic  8.  Carpenter;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.20a0.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Matt 
Rayner,  Prank  Rayner,  and  Ole  Johnson;  to 
the  Conuuittee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  2021.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
R.  Seller  and  other  employees  of  the  Alaska 
RaUroad;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  2022.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Don  B. 
Whelan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2023.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Klpf  and  Darold  D.  Selk;  to  the  Commlttea 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVT3  of  Tennessee: 

H.  R.  2024.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
L.  Peyton:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  2025.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
Dixie  Margarine  Co..  a  Tennessee  corpora- 
tion, of  Memphis.  Tenn.;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2026  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alice 
Randolph;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jvidicl- 
ary. 

H.  R.  2027.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of 
an  alien  who  Is  In  the  United  States  and  who 
is  a  quota  Immigrant;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 

I..  R.  2028.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Antonletta  Palmlerl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2029.'a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Maria  Gradelone  Callcchlo;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2030.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Reuben  Rapaport;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLMES: 

H.  R.  2031.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arch  GUI; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2032.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
D.  Newland;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R  2033.  A  bin  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine. 
and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims 
of  the  Columbia  Basin  Orchard,  the  Seattle 
Association  of  Credit  Men,  and  the  Perham 
Fruit  Corp.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  2034.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  (J  g.) 
Simuel  E.  McMillan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   KLUCZYNSKI: 

H.  R.  2036.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Michallne  Borzecka;  to  the  Committee  on 
tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  R.203e.  A  bin   for  the  relief  of  S«rglo 
Grappl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  2037.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  John 
Kmlec;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  2038.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Stefan 
Protaaewicz;  to  tlie  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  2039.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Krysanowskl;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.2040.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Kazl- 
mierz  Budzynskl;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2041.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Randazzo;  to  the  Committee  on  Uie  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2042.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Palmer- 
Bee  Co.;  to  the  Conamittee  on  Uae  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 

H.R.  2043.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Rebecca  Oodschalk;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2044.  A  bill  to  overcome  an  exclud- 
able ground  of  admission  into  the  United 
States  other  than  race  for  John  Vlrag;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHARA  of  Illinois: 

H.R.  2045.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Kyrrl- 
akos  Tsambls;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SHELLET: 

H.  R.  2046.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Knut 
Peterson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2047.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  lufroolo 
D.  Esplna;  to  th«  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


H.  R.  2048.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  H. 
HaUer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2049.  A  bUl   for  the  relief  of  Frank 
Miranda  Doolittle  and  family;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
•      By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

H.  R.  2050.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Josef  a 
Martinez  Infante;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  SULLIVAN: 

H.R.  2051.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Ivo 
Markulln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS: 

H.R  2052.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Betty 
Ann  Finn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  YORTT: 

H.  R.  2053.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  F.  Tao  da 
Silva  and  his  wife.  Soo  Chen  da  Bllva;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2054.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gordon 
Victor  Currle  and  his  wife,  Evelyn  Edith 
Currle;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2055.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  OM:ar 
Beregl,  3r  ,  and  Oscar  Beregl,  Jr.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

U.  R.  2056.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  MarU  V. 
Beregl  de  Pataky  and  Coloman  de  Pataky;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2057.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gan  Seow 
Tung;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 

H.  R  2056.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ken  C. 
Wu  and  family;  to  the  Comnxittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2CS9.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
garethe  Lel£8  Laimburg;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2060.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Haruml 
Htroujl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  YOUNGER: 

H  R.2061.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Regine  du  Planty;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

22.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Bdward 
P.  Dameron.  commissioner  of  public  welfare. 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  with  reference  to  a  letter 
to  the  Louisiana  congressional  delef^tkm 
soliciting  their  support  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

23  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Maximo 
R.  Enardecldo  Ayungon.  Negro  Oriental. 
Philippines,  relative  to  life-service  insurance 
and  death  compensation  for  his  son.  Lifardo 
P.  Enardecldo.  XC6378108;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
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SENATC 

FlUDAV,  J.VNl  ARY  23,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Lord  of  our  pilgrim  years,  the  day 
returns  and  brings  us  the  round  of  its 
concerns  and  duties.  As  in  Thy  sight 
Thy  servants  stand  here  in  poBta  of  high 
public  office,  make  them,  we  pray  Thee. 
solemnly  conscious  that  their  thoughts, 
their  attitudes,  their  words,  and  their 
acts  are  not  their  own.  but  go  out  from 
this  Chamber  set  as  a  light  on  a  hill  to 
influence  and  to  mold  the  whole  struc- 
ture of  human  relationships  around  the 
world.  Help  us  in  all  things  to  be 
masters  of  ourselves  that  we  may  be  the 
servants  of  others. 

In  times  of  tension  and  strain  keep  us 
calm  in  temper,  clear  in  mind,  pure  in 
heart,  in  spite  of  ingratitude,  meanness. 
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or  even  treachery.  In  these  crucial  and 
creative  days,  enable  us  to  perform 
faithfully  and  well  what  Thou  dost  re- 
quire even  to  do  justly,  to  love  mercy. 
t.nd  to  walk  humbly  with  Thee,  our  God. 
In  the  Redeemer  s  name  we  ask  it. 
Amen.  

DESIGNATION    OF    ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

UNrrro  States  Sinate. 

PRESmENT     PEO     TEMIK>RE. 

Washington.  D.  C,  January  23.  1953. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 
I  appoint  Hon.  Eugene  D.  MiixnuN.  a  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Colorado,  to  perform 
the  duties  of  the  Ch-ilr  during  my  absence. 

Styles  Bridces. 
President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday,  Jan- 
uary 21,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
RECEIVED  DURING  ADJOURN- 
MENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the 
Senate  of  the  21st  instant. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  received 
on  January  22,  1953.  during  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Senate,  messages  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wil- 
son, to  be  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  sun- 
dry other  nominations,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  received  January  22. 
1953,  see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings 
of  today.) 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  tomorrow  and  on  Monday,  in 
order  to  attend  the  funeral  of  a  dear 
friend  of  mine.  Mr.  Robert  Miller,  of 
Bloomington.  Ind..  who  died  last  night. 

Mr.  Miller  was  a  great  American,  a 
great  Republican,  and  a  fine  gentleman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, leave  is  granted. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Morse  was  excused  from  at- 
tendance on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
tomorrow  in  order  to  enable  him  to  de- 
liver an  address  in  New  York  City. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
letters,  which  were  referred  as  indicated : 
Report  on  Tort  Claims  PAm  by  Treasxtbt 
Department 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, dated  January  19,  1953.  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  repxjrt  on  tort  claims 
paid  by  the  Treasury  Department,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


Tempoeart    Admtssiok    Into    the    United 
States   or  Certain   Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  dated 
January  19,  1953.  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  copies  of  orders  entered  granting  tem- 
porary admission  into  the  United  States  of 
certain  aliens  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Increase   or  Certain   Pay   for  Members   or 
Unitormed  Services 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
dated  January  19,  1953.  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  to  further  Increase 
certain  pay  for  the  members  of  the  uni- 
formed services,  and  for  other  purposes  (with 
an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Payment  or  Claims   Arising   From   Settle- 
ment or  Certain  Military  Records 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
dated  January  19,  1953.  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  rei>ort  on  the  payment  of 
claims  arising  from  the  correction  of  military 
or  naval  records  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Amendment  of  Code  Relating  to  Injury  to 
CzxTAiM  Communications  Systems 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  make  the  provisions  of 
section  1362  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code,  relating  to  injury  to  or  Interference 
with  communications  systems  operated  or 
controlled  by  the  United  States,  applicable  to 
and  within  the  Canal  Zone  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Amendment  or  Code  Relating  to  Continu- 
ance or  Effectiveness  of  Certain  Pro- 
visions 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of^pro- 
posed  legislation  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  sections  794.  2151,  2153.  2154,  and 
2388  as  extended  to  continue  In  effect  the 
provisions  thereof  (with  an  accompMUiying 
paper);  to,  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Amendment  or  National  DsTOfSE  Act  Re- 
lating to  Detail  of  Certain  Officers  roR 
RacRumMG  Service 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  section  40b  of  tbe 
National  Defense  Act.  as  amended  (41  Stat. 
759,  777).  to  remove  the  limitation  upon  the 
detail  of  officers  on  the  acting  list  for  recruit- 
ing service,  and  for  duty  with  ROTC  units 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Service*. 

Report  on  Sacramento  Canals  Unft  or  Cen- 
tral Valley  Project,  California 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
dated  January  19,  1953,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  his  report  and  findings  on  the 
Sacramento  canals  unit  of  the  Central  Val- 
ley project,  California  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Government  for  Trust  Tehritobt   of  the 
Pacific  Islands 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
dated  January  17.  1953.  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  to  provide  a  govern- 
ment for  the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands,  and  for  other  purposes  (with  ac- 
companying papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Summary  or  Report  on  Stnthettc  LiQtnn 

FUKLS 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
dated  January  19.  1963.  transmitting.  p\n-- 
Buant  to  law,  a  summary  to  his  report  on 
synthetic  liquid  fuels,  for  the  calendar  year 
19S2  (with  an  accompanying  document);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Aflalra. 


RxsmEMcx,  roR  NATuaALizATioN  Purposes,  or 
Certain  Employees 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
dated  January  17.  1953,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  to  consider  residence 
In  American  Samoa  or  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands  by  certain  employees 
of  the  governments  thereof,  and  their  de- 
pendents, as  residence  in  the  United  States 
for  naturalization  pvirposes  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Report  or  the  Regional  Research 
Laboratories 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  the  regional  research  laboratories, 
for  the  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report ) ;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 


HIGH  PERCENTAGE  OP  VOTES  CAST 
IN  NOVfeMBER  ELECTION  BY 
VOTERS  OF  CITY  OP  DE  PERE.  WIS. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  resolution  adopted  by  the  city  of 
De  Pere,  Wis.,  which  shows  that  certified 
public  accountants  attest  that  99.69  per- 
cent of  the  total  number  of  qualified 
voters  in  that  city  voted  at  the  recent 
election — and  I  may  say,  Mr.  President, 
they  voted  right.  I  ask  that  the  resolu- 
tion be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  voters  of  the  city  of  De  Pere, 
Wis.,  did.  at  the  general  election  held  on 
November  4.  1952.  cast  4,192  ballots  from  a 
possible  4.204  qualified  and  registered  voters 
for  a  percentage  of  99.69,  which  fact  was 
attested  to  by  two  certified  public  account- 
ants; and 

Whereas  the  mayor  and  Common  Council  of 
the  City  of  De  Pere.  Wis.,  believe  this  to  be  a 
record  and  to  entitle  the  city  of  De  Pere. 
Wis.,  to  be  recognized  as  America's  No.  1 
small  city:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  mayor  and  Common  Coun- 
cil of  the  City  of  De  Pere.  Wis.,  That  the  com- 
mittee which  worked  many  long  hours  In  an 
effort  to  achieve  a  l(X)-percent  vote  in  the 
city  of  De  Pere,  Wis.,  be  highly  commended 
for  its  efforts  and  achievement;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  the  voters  of  the  city  of  De 
Pere.  Wis.,  be  congratulated  on  their  keen 
sense  of  civic  responsibility  in  exercising 
their  Inherent  right  to  vote,  many  of  whom 
traveled  long  distances  or  arose  from  sick 
beds  in  order  to  cast  their  baUots;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  United  States  Senators  Joseph  Mc- 
Carthy and  Alexander  Wiley,  to  Congress- 
man John  W.  Byrnes,  to  Gov.  Walter  J. 
Kohler,  and  to  State  Senator  Leo  P.  O'Brien 
and  Assemblyman  Harvey  E.  Larsen. 

Adopted  by  the  Common  CouncU  this  12th 
day  of  November  1952. 

Approved  November  12,   1952. 

E.  A.  Seymour. 

Mayor. 

Attest:  November  12,  1952. 

I.  A.  Smttb, 

City  Clerk. 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I  report 
favorably,  with  amendments,  the  bill  (S. 
243)  to  amend  Public  Law  73.  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill), 
to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
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State— for  Administration — and  I  sub- 
mit  a  report  (No.  10)  thereon. 

The  bill  would  create  a  second  position 
of  Under  SecreUry  of  8Ute— for  Admin- 
Istratlon — to  be  niled  by  Presidential  ap- 
pointment by  and  with  the  adrlce  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  The  new  position 
Is  requested  by  Secreury  of  State  Dulles 
In  order  that  there  may  be  asetired  efll- 
clency  of  operation  throughout  the  whole 
field  of  foreign  relations.  It  Is  felt  that 
In  so  doing  great  savings  could  be  accom- 
plished and  waste  cut  down.  It  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  new  Under  SecreUry  of 
State  to  accomplish  the  purpose  which 
was  referred  to  so  frequently  in  the  re- 
cent campaign, 

I  give  notice  that  at  the  next  session  of 
this  body  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  act  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  bill  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
referred  provide  for  the  creation  of  new 
Jobs? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Under  the  bill  a  job 
would  be  created  for  not  to  exceed  4 
years,  unless  terminated  earlier  by  the 
President. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  salary  will  be 
paid? 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  same  salary  as  for 
the  other  Under  Secretary,  namely,  $17.- 
500. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Seventeen  thousand 
five  hundred  dollars? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  It  does  seem  to  me  to 
be  one  of  those  useless  jobs  It  will  en- 
tail much  more  in  the  way  of  expense 
than  the  $17,500.  just  mentioned  by  my 
distinguished  friend. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  say 
that  he  would  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the 
bill? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Not  now,  but  at  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  intend  to  make  that  request 
without  having  the  bill  go  to  the  appro- 
priate committee? 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  bill  has  been  unani- 
mously reported  by  the  committee,  and 
a  report  on  the  bill  will  be  available. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President;  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Would  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  proposed  additional 
secretary,  as  provided  in  the  bill,  entail 
the  appointment  of  a  new  staff  under 
him? 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  bill  provides  for  the 
appwintment  of  a  new  Under  Secretary, 
whose  function  would  be,  as  I  have  al- 
ready outlined  rather  briefly,  to  seek  to 
bring  a  high  degree  of  efficiency 
throughout  the  entire  field  of  the  oper- 
ations of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
State  Department.     He  would  make  a 


complete  survey  of  the  Department  and 
submit  recommendations  which,  we 
hope,  would  enable  the  Department  to 
do  Its  vitally  important  job  more  efU- 
clently  and  cheaply. 

Mr,  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  fur. 
ther  to  me^ 

Mr,  WILEY.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOKPPEL  Doe*  that  mean 
that  under  the  proposed  new  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  there  would  be  eittab- 
lUhed  an  entirely  new  »laf[  to  accom- 
pllMh  the  result  net  forth   In   the  bill? 

Mr.  WILEY  Ihe  bill  calU  for  the 
creation  of  only  one  position,  and  noth- 
InK  more. 

Mr.  ELLENDER,  The  new  Under  Sec- 
retary, If  appointed,  will  need  clerical 
assistance  and  ofBce  space,  will  he  not? 

Mr,  WILEY.  I  cannot  say  what  he 
will  need.  However,  throughout  the 
campaign  it  was  clearly  stated,  and  it 
was  further  stated  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  I  Mr.  John- 
ston 1.  upon  his  return  from  a  thorough 
investigation  abroad,  that  there  were 
many  thousands  of  excess  employees; 
and  we  have  heard  admissions  from  both 
sides  that  there  have  been  waste,  du- 
plication, and  so  forth. 

Of  course,  any  large  business  which 
finds  itself  unable  to  balance  Its  budget, 
will  employ  an  efficiency  expert,  who 
will  find  what  can  be  done  and  how  it 
can  be  done. 

So  the  purpose  of  having  a  new  Under 
Secretary  of  State  appointed,  if  and 
when  the  Senate  consents  to  have  that 
dorte,  will  be  to  take  over  the  job  of 
housecleaning  and  streamlining. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Yes;  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
to  say  that  in  order  to  reduce  the  size 
of  the  staff  of  the  State  Department,  it 
is  necessary  to  make  the  staff  of  the 
State  Department  larger? 

Mr.  WILEY.  No,  I  do  not  say  that: 
and  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  put  words  into  my  mouth. 

All  I  say,  in  all  sincerity,  is  that  when 
the  Secretary  of  State  seeks  to  do  what 
the  people  want  to  have  done,  he  must 
have  efficient  help  to  do  the  job.  The 
bill  itself  provides  a  termination  date. 
It  is  the  hope  of  the  Secretary  that  the 
job  can  be  done  within  2  years,  and  then 
the  office  will  go  out  of  existence. 

So  what  is  needed  now  is  less  parti- 
sanship and  more  efficiency  in  govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield, 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  On  many  occasions 
I  have  heard  it  charged  during  the  re- 
cent campaign,  and  if  my  memory  serves 
me  right,  the  newspapers  printed  state- 
ments from  prominent  Republicans  to 
the  effect  that  many  of  the  Government 
Departments  are  overloaded  with  per- 
sonnel and  that  there  was  much  waste. 
I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  his  committee  will  study  this 
request  thoroughly  and  look  into  the 


feasibility  of  using  funds  which  have 
been  heretofore  appropriated  In  order  to 
carry  out  the  objective  sought  in  the 
proposed  measure.  Let  us  start  practic- 
ing real  economy  and  not  create  new 
jobs  to  net  rid  of  existing  useless  jobs. 
an  my  friend  nerkn  to  do.  It  Is  my  belief 
that  the  Stale  Department  has  sufliclent 
funds  and  the  p<;Wfr  to  appoint  ample 
perMjnnel  to  carry  on  the  new  task  now 
proponed. 

Mr.  WILEY,  I  believe  the  committee 
went  quite  fully  into  that  matter.  It  was 
diHCUH*ed,  'Hie  members  of  the  com- 
mittee ate  practical  men  who  have  had 
buftine**  experience,  I  repeat  that  the 
common  experience  In  business  Is  that  If 
and  when  an  organization  finds  that  It 
cannot  balance  \m  budget,  and  that  It  Is 
losing  money,  it  does  not  use  as  an  ef- 
ficiency expert  a  man  who  already  is  in 
the  organization  and  has  had  a  part  In 
increasing  its  size,  with  the  result  that 
there  is  an  excess  of  personnel  and  an 
absence  of  profits,  but  it  employs  from 
outside  its  organization  a  man  who  has 
a  new  approach  and  can  see  where  waste 
and  duplication  exist  and  where  effici- 
ency can  be  promoted.  Such  a  person  is 
placed  in  charge  of  that  operation.  That 
is  Rood  business. 

Now  we  expect  to  have  a  business  ad- 
ministration. So  it  is  that  we  expect 
that  the  new  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
if  and  when  he  is  appointed,  will  be  a 
fine,  efflcienl  head  of  that  operation,  and 
will  soon  obtain  results  in  the  foreign 
and  domestic  services  of  that  agency  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  MrCLELLAN.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY     I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  view  of  the 
need  ar>d  the  purpose  to  economize  in 
government,  could  not  a  person  who 
now  occupies  a  position  in  the  State 
Department  be  assigned  the  task  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
referred,  so  that  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary to  create  a  new  p>osition?  Would 
not  that  be  the  better  procedure? 

Mr.  WILEY.  No.  It  was  the  judg- 
ment of  the  committee,  and  it  is  also 
the  judgment  of  the  executive  branch, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  have  a  new 
man — one  who  could  devote  his  full 
time  to  this  very  important  job  and  ob- 
tain some  results. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield 
further  to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  would  seem 
that  if  a  new  man  is  needed  to  do  this 
job,  he  could  do  it  in  less  time  than  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  indicated, 
and  would  not  have  to  serve  for  4  years 
during  the  new  administration. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  wish  to  say  In  all 
frankness  to  my  good  frienB  that  that 
question  was  discussed.  The  report 
which  was  made  was  to  the  effect  that 
it  is  l)elieved  that  the  job  can  be  com- 
pleted within  18  months  or  2  years. 
However,  the  committee  recognizes  the 
tremendous  extent  of  the  job,  the  many 
thousands  of  employees  involved,  and 
the  necessity  for  avoiding  the  use  of  a 
meat-ax  operation.  The  committee 
believes  that  the  job  must  be  performed 
in  a  consistent   manner,   so   that   the 
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proper  functioning  of  the  SUte  Depart- 
ment will  not  be  Injured.  The  work 
mast  be  carried  on  In  such  a  way  that 
efficiency  will  result,  money  will  be 
naved,  and  the  Porelgn  Service  will  not 
be  injured. 

In  view  of  the  fact  thai  the  Junior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
jotiNSTOWl,  a  good  Democrat,  who  re- 
turned from  his  inspection  trip  only  » 
frw  weeks  ago,  stated  that  he  believes 
that  In  the  Foreign  Service  there  ar* 
many  thousands  of  excess  personnel— 
of  course,  I  myself  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  the  cas»— It  seems  to  me  that  It 
would  be  useless  for  us  to  be  penny  wls« 
and  pound  foolUh  In  this  sltutlon. 

Mr,  MALONE.  Mr,  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to 
me? 

Mr  WILEY.    I  yield, 

Mr  MALONE.  In  the  morning  news- 
paper I  noticed  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  Mr,  Benson,  the  new  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  by  means  of  executive  or- 
der, has  just  reduced  the  number  of  di- 
visions or  agencies  in  the  Department  of 
At;ricuUure  from  12  to  4.  I  believe. 

When  Mr.  Dulles  returns  from  Eu- 
rope. I  wonder  whether  he  might  be  able 
to  eliminate  or  decrease  the  size  of  some 
of  the  agencies  in  the  State  Department, 
and  then  use  some  of  the  personnel  who 
are  excess,  as  a  result  of  that  operation, 
to  work  with  the  other  employees  of  the 
Department  toward  the  goal  of  efficien- 
cy of  operation,  which  I  understand  is 
the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  has  referred. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  suppose  Mr.  Dulles  will 
have  plenty  to  do  in  Europe,  so  that  it 
w  111  be  Impossible  for  him  to  devote  much 
time  to  a  study  of  the  question  we  have 
been  discussing,  namely,  what  can  be 
done  to  increase  efficiency  In  the  State 
Dt  partment  and  reduce  Its  overhead. 
AfU-  all.  Mr.  Dulles  will  be  concerned 
with  policy  matters,  whereas  the  job  of 
the  proposed  new  Under  Secretary  of 
State  will  be  to  obtain  efficiency  and  to 
reduc  overhead.  I  personally  feel  it  Is  a 
good  sign  of  a  better  day,  that  at  long 
la.st.  a  Government  official  desires  to  take 
steps  to  bring  about  efficiency  and  reduce 
overhead— a  step  long  overdue. 


NOMINATION  OF  FORMER  SENATOR 
LODGE  TO  BE  UNITED  STATES 
REPRESENTATIVE  TO  THE  UNITED 
NATIONS— EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP 
A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  in  ex- 
ecutive session,  it  is  with  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  that  I  report,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  the  nomination 
of  our  former  colleague,  Henry  Cabot 
Lodce,  Jr.,  to  be  the  represenUtive  of 
the  United  States  to  the  United  Nations 
and  ask  the  Senate  to  confirm  it. 

Senator  Lodge  served  in  the  Senate 
with  outstanding  abiUty  for  13  years,  and 
for  much  of  that  time  he  was  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
of  which  his  distinguished  grandfather 
was  one  time  chairman.  He  h&s  also  had 
valuable  exp>erience  as  a  newspaper  cor- 
respondent, as  an  Army  officer  on  active 
duty  during  World  War  n,  and  finally  as 
a  member  of  the  United  States  delega- 


tion to  the  United  Nations  Cteneral  As- 
sembly In  1950, 

He  is  superbly  qualified  for  his  present 
assignment  by  his  background,  his  train- 
ing, and  his  great  native  ability, 

I  think  this  is  an  appropriate  time,  Mr, 
President,  to  My  a  few  words  In  tribute 
to  Senator  Lodge's  predecessor  as  United 
States  representative  to  the  U,  N.,  an- 
other old  friend  and  colleague  of  ours  In 
the  Senate  and  In  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  former  Senator  Warren 
Austin.  Senator  Austin  has  served  ably 
and  well  through  some  extremely  difficult 
years,  I  had  the  privilege  of  working 
with  him  in  the  United  Sutes  delegation 
to  the  last  General  Assembly,  and  I  was 
reinforced  In  my  conviction  that  the  peo- 
ple of  the  entire  free  world  owe  him  a 
great  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  work  he 
has  done. 

Mr.  President,  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  heard  Senator  Lodge  In 
executive  session  January  22.  and  dis- 
cussed with  him  very  frankly  the  prob- 
lems which  he  will  face  at  the  United 
Nations.  We  were  again  Impressed — as 
we  always  were  when  he  was  a  member 
of  the  committee — with  his  common 
sense  approach,  his  grasp  of  world  af- 
fairs, and  his  talent  for  getting  to  the 
heart  of  a  matter. 

The  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
unanimously  voted  to  confirm  his  nomi- 
nation, and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  do 
11  )c  6  wise. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  at  this  time 
in  tribute  to  the  fine  work  which  has 
been  done  In  the  United  Nations  by  our 
chief  representative,  former  Senator 
Warren  Austin,  who  is  leaving  that  posi- 
tion at  this  Ume.  It  was  my  pleasure 
to  serve  as  a  member  of  the  United  States 
delegation  to  the  fifth  General  Assem- 
bly of  the  United  Nations  and  to  serve 
under  the  able  leadership  of  Senator 
Austin,  He  has  rendered  great  service 
to  this  country,  and  we  shall  long  be 
indebted  to  him  for  the  excellent  leader- 
ship which  he  has  shown  in  his  service 
in  the  place  he  is  now  giving  up. 

I  join  with  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin and  with  all  of  Senator  Lodge's  for- 
mer colleagues  in  wishing  him.  Ukewise, 
a  period  of  great  and  successful  service. 
I  know  we  can  exjaect  that  from  him. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  nomination. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  nomination? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr,  President,  I  should 
rather  finish  the  morning  hour,  if  we 
may.  Then  I  shall  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
several  nominations. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. From  the  parliamentary  stand- 
point, it  could  be  done  by  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  object  to  considering  the 
nomination  by  unanimous  consent  dur- 
ing the  morning  hour. 


on  Foreign  Relations,  I  report  favorably, 
with  the  unanlmoiu  recommendation  of 
that  committee,  the  nomination  of  Har- 
old B.  Staasen  to  be  Director  for  Mutual 
Security.  I  ask  unaninu>us  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point, 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  statement 
which  I  have  prepared  Id  relation  to  this 
nomination. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIZ>ENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nomination  will  be  received 
and  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar, 
and  without  objection,  the  statement  will 
be  printed  In  the  Record, 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Wiley  is  aa 
follows; 

STATCMrwr  ST  BCKATOR  WXLCT 

The  nomlnstlon  of  Hsrold  K  BtuMn  to  b« 
Director  for  Mutual  Security  come*  to  lbs 
Senate  with  the  unanlmotu  rerommendatlun 
of  the  Poretgn  Relatlona  Committee  that  It  be 
eonlU'med. 

The  committee  heard  Mr.  Staasen  In  execu- 
tive seaslon  on  January  21  and  voted  on  his 
nomination  the  next  day. 

Mr.  Stassen's  record  of  public  service  is 
well  known  and  Includes  much  experience  in 
dealing  with  foreign  relations.  He  resigned 
as  Governor  of  Minnesota  In  1943  to  enter 
the  Navy  and  served  during  the  war  on 
Admiral  Halsey's  staff  In  the  Pacinc.  He  was 
a  member  of  the  United  States  delegation  to 
the  United  Nations  Conference  In  San  Fran- 
cisco, and  has  maintained  an  active  Interest 
In  foreign  affairs  since  then.  He  has  trav- 
eled widely  and  has  written  and  spoken 
extensively  on  International  problems. 

I  want  to  tell  the  Senate.  Mr.  President, 
that  Mr.  Stassen  made  a  favorable  Impres- 
sion on  the  committee  with  his  over-all 
approach  to  his  Job.  He  Is  very  conscious  of 
the  principles  which  President  Elsenhower 
laid  down  in  his  inaugural  address.  He  Is 
also  very  conscious  of  the  fact  that  Mutual 
Security  Is  an  administrative  agency  which 
must  operate  within  policies  formulated  by 
the  Congress,  the  Secretary  of  State,  tha 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  the  President. 

He  also  gave  the  committee  assurances 
that  he  has  no  financial  or  comnjerclal  In- 
terests or  connections  whatever  which  would 
be  Incompatible  with  the  position  of  Mutual 
Security  Administrator. 

Mr.  Stassen  Intends  to  leave  Washington 
at  the  end  of  this  month  with  Secretary 
Dulles  for  a  personal  Inspection  of  the  Euro- 
pean situation,  at  the  request  of  President 
Elsenhower. 

It  l8  Important  that  Mr.  Stassen's  nomina- 
tion be  confirmed  before  he  undertakes  this 
trip,  and  I  hope  that  his  nomination  will  be 
acted  on  promptly  by  the  Senate. 


NOMINATION  OF  HAROLD  E.  STAS- 
SEN  TO  BE   DIRECTOR  FOR  MU- 
TUAL SECURITY 
Mr.    WILEY.    Mr.    President,    as    In 

executive  session,  from  the  Committee 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  as  in  executive  ses- 
sion, to  report  favorably  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  the  nomination  of  Walter 
Williams,  of  Washington,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Commerce;  also  the  nomi- 
nation of  Robert  Blaine  Murray,  Jr.,  of 
Pennsylvania,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Transportation:  also  the 
nomination  of  Samuel  W.  Anderson,  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
committee  held  public  hearings  on  these 
nominations  this  morning  and  they  were 
ordered  reported  favorably  by  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  committee.  Transcripts 
of  the  hearings  will  be  availatde  tomcr- 
low  morning  in  the  committee  ncwso  if 
sinyone  desires  to  read  theao. 
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January  23 


The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  as  in  executive 
session,  the  nominations  will  be  received 
and  placed  upon  the  Executive  Calendar. 


December  31,  1952.  together  with  the  funda 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PER- 
SONNEL AND  FUNDS 
Pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  123. 
Brightieth  Congress,  first  session,  the  fol- 
lowing reports  were  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate: 

Jamuart  15,  1953. 
committzz  on  ac«lcxjltuac  and  forestbt 
To  the  Skcbctart  or  thk  Senatx: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  {>erson  employed  by  it  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  ptrloi  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Rate  of 

Total 

Name  and  profession 

annual 

salary 
rccvived 

salary 

Harkfr  T.  Stanton,  counsel 

$ll.M»v(X) 

V>.  ^2.1  on 

('.  M.  Mou.vr.  chii'f  cl»Tk  

tf.  238. 'J3     4,  tiiy.  4«) 

Jump*  M.  Kendall,  a.ssistaiit  chiff 

1 

clfrk -            

8,  73.i.  S4    4.  3»i7f>4 

Jt-an  Doiiglrt-i.  fliTiciil  a-iiisliint       .. 

3.UW1.  ai    l.y«H.  12 

HiuTiet  U.  Williy,  clerical  iissisUnt 

a.ww>.  2ti 

i.yws.  12 

Fund'«  suthoriied  or  apiiroiiriatcd  for  coiu- 

niitt»'«- i'xi>endilur»' $IO,nf)0  flO 

Amount  exjwnded *.  ^-  2y 


Balance  une.ti>ended 


5, 


n 


Ceobge  D.  AixrN. 

ChaiTman. 

January  15,  1953. 

CoMMrmi  ON  Acaicui-TUBK  and  Forestrt 

(Making  Investigations  under  S.  Res.  256  and 
S.  Res.  338.  82d  Cong. ) 

To  the  Sbcretart  or  thi:  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
f>ort  showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  and  profcHsion 


Rate  of 

Kro.sw 
annual 
.salary 


Total 

siilary 

ri'tt'ived 


r.iiil   J.    '"otter,    chief  counwl,    to 

Aiiir:ii -  $11. '■,».-,,  fm  $1941  no 

M^try  ¥..  Hutctiiaon,  ck-rk,  tu  July 

31 

Iiavi<l  I..  (loo<lnian,  stenographer. 

to  July  11 I     4,  IHT.  45        l.T  W 


4.  S.V..  01        4(M.  71 


I 


Funds  authohreil  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mit lee  ex[><>nilitii/e %'il.<**\  (in 

Amount  expended  - 4"i,  svi  m 

Balance  unexfx'nded »,  11,1.  y; 

CKORCC    D.    AtKEN. 

Chairman. 

January  1.  1953. 
CoMMrrTEB  on  Appropriations 
To  the  Sbcbetary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  tbe  period  from  July  1  to 


Name  and  profession 


Rate  of 

annual 
salary 


T.,t:ll 

Siii.iry 

reiflVeil 


I 


Fverord  H.  .^mith.  rhi.-f  rlrrk      .      $11.  r^O.OO  lo.SZ!.  00 
'1  honiiU   J.    .'^i-Dlt.    a.v.i.slant   chief  ; 
,l,.rk.        .  I    11.312.73    .VCkV.    !> 


Herman   V.     I>(i»in-v   (In  Oct.  31), 

proff-vsiiinal  ^i  itT  nuTnlHT. . 

William  W     \V.>fKlrulT  Mo  Oct.  3\\ 

;i.s.sistant  cli-rk 
Earl  VV.  C.MiiHr.  prod-SMoii.il  .-l.itl 

menitxT 
HaroM     K.     M.rrick,     pr(ife.s.-ional 

.stall  tntrnU-r 
Frineis  "^.  \\>*  ill,  pri)frs.siiiM.il  s'atT 

nit-mU'r 
I.awriTKv     H.     \\  .•nilriiti,    prcids- 

Monal  -lalT  ini'iiiti«T    . . 
Krnnfth  J     F*iiii.<(iuet,  pri)fcs.si.,n!il 

.siiitT  ineinUr 

('fill      ('.      .\Irl  >.llllfl,      [.roffS,,,|,ilLll 

sla'.T  nieiiilxT 
(iordim  \    Nra.s«',  profes.si,inal  st.ilT 

nii-int»r 
Willi.im   K     H.piis.  II     from    \i1k'    I   , 

profi'Nsi(>n:il  ^t.ilf  iniiiiUr. 
\Villiaiii    J.     Kiiinr.i^.     Jr.     ilrom 

,S'lit.  l.V,  profrv^ion;!!  sUtl  mriii- 

Nr 
Edmund  'I     King.  .isMsIaiil  r\,T\ 
\V(HMlrciw  K    I)avii1s<iii  ifrom  I  >i-<-. 

l:ii.  |iri)fi-si, inal  staff  iin'mhir  . 
Mamie  I,.  .Mijen.  assisiant  iliTk . 
Thoma*  Bovirs  1\.  ileiu-al  issist- 

aii' 
r'ormni'  Hrv.m,  (ler.ml  .Lssislaiil 
( iloria  >,  Biillaiul,  cli-rioil  .isMst.iiil 
l,oi.s  ('.  Jn.v.  I'lcncil  .i.vsisl.iii' 
Velnia    M.    I.aiica.sler.   clerical   :i.s- 

sisiant    . .  

Ri(  h.ir'l  ('.  \  i-nnr,  ilrri(-,il  .vssislant 
Celki    K.     I'r.'scott    no    \ni.    .Ill, 

clerii-il   issi^i.iiit 
Ix'on  l'e\  illf,  cleraai  a.ssi^Uiiil  ... 

tlMPORARY    IMrl.OVEF.3 


11.312.73    .1.7711  S.S 

( 


January  2,  1953. 

CoMMrrTEE  ON  Armed  Services 

To  the  Secretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session  submits  the  following  re- 
jwrt  showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  I  to 
December  31.  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  lis  sub- 
cunimitiees . 


10.732.07 

3.577 

32 

I'l.  rx:  07 

■;.  'ifi.'. 

<tn 

KJ.  ::,i.  07 

.'.,  JiV. 

IW 

10,  732.  07 

\  3a- 

'.H 

10.  7;2,  (17 

-,  xc 

'.« 

11).  (■.4y.  11 

"..  1J4 

'»** 

10,  IK.X    4.'. 

-.,  itil 

IH 

10.(11^  4.'. 

\o.;i 

!■» 

10,  Oi>.  4,'. 

4.  li*.-. 

15 

10  (liU>  4.' 

.'.  'X'.t 

';7 

10,  llii«  4,') 

.,,  mi 

o, 

11.:;  12  71!  ,■■«,.•,  ti? 

h.  'J.'>».  tWi  :i,  47u  7(1 

I 

r,.  r,72  H.'.  '.  -xv,  (J 

li.  |>L<    71  ,.  Olll  Ml 

(•,  mi  71  ;,  ml  su 

s.:\M  r,  :.  w,:  .>» 

I 

5.  :i:i4  .'.7  2. '^,7  24 

i,<i>>  lil  2.  \>  21 1 

4.  s.V,  <'i|  si)ii  tj 

4,  oyi.s,'.  J.  i>ij.  ss 


n.  ctfi  0(1    \  ^;:\  no 

10,  m*.  4.''     .'i  HU    \'S 


Tan!  F    KameMcV.  Staff  I'ireitor. 

Williaui  V    .<!niiott,  acent 

Ira    K.    (fuiin,    Jr.,   assi.slanl    sUiIf 

rlirector 
l4^o  ('.  Nullv  (from  .K\i«    \  .  at^eiit 
l)aniel  W.  .-ullivan.  (is»-Hl  oIliiTr . . 
Jo.s»-pli  K.  M(  DonaM.  Jr  ,  ai;i'iit     . 
I'aiil  K.    r(ms.s.iint  (from  Auk.  I), 

aj-ent 

John  .M  .  l-a\alt.  anent 

l>orothy  L.  Sankey.  clerical  ,is,sist- 

l»nt. 
Mary     Klleii     lluichmsoii     (from 

Aiiir,  1 1,  clennil  M.ssi.st.int 
Jes,sii'  K.  Stearns,  rrs«-arcti  ;i.ssisi,iiit 
Angela  M,  .Novello,  clerical  aisisl- 

ant 

John  W.  Wedije,  Jr.,  deriail  a«!<i.sl- 

aiit  • 

Murry  Hrophy  (to  .^ov   ;<0i.  asriii       u,  t)7:t  (i;i    .(.  Twi  u\ 
Mllo  farmer  (to  July  l'-',  ani-nt  ...      y,  i>,V!  iw       »o.'  j.) 


9,  lot  <(  1  -ii-.'  :w 

>t.  ii,'>3  (.(I  4.  irj-j  3.'i 

H.  mt  i«*  4  :vt:  m 

^t^^4,  O-.)  4.322.01 

8. 4rii  .'ju  :i,  ')2.'.  I.' 

5,  xliij  i'jH,  .-.' 

5.  334.  57  2,  fi«i7  24 

\  23K  97  2.  l'<2  '«) 

a.(M7.  77  i  .123  M 

I 

4.  836.  61  2.  42»  20 

4.  7i.l  (III  2.  iNl   -t\ 


Mi.s<  f:ii..i\Ki)i  s  KTi'f;s<i-s 
l'neT[>ende(l    hslance  of   amoiiiil    aiillinri?.'! 
hv  S,  Kts.  12y.  June  2«,   1!M7,  as  of  Julv    1, 

I«.i2 .  .  "    ..  $-.'4.  r,|    lO 

Amount  c\priuled,  Jul>  1  to  l>ec.  31,  ly.'J...  .N.hh- 


Balance  imexpendedasoflJec.  31,  1U.J2.    24.  I. M    vi 

Eighty  vciiid  '"oneress: 

I  iie\|>cn(lcit  t>alaiice  of  amount  aultmr- 
ir.i'ii  l>>  Keor^aniialion  .\it  .iii'l  .-si'iuiic 
lii-sollirion'!  1(12.  20-1.  fill. I  3:i."i,  a.s  of 
July  1,  19,^2 ..     17.  72v  It 

Aiikouit  expended  July  1  to  i  )ec  31.  rj.J2.     13.  yKt  m, 

BaLiiH^  une\I«'iideil  asof  flee  31.  iy.'i2        3.  7<4  4.s 

rni'\|»Tiili',!  halance  of  fim<l<  au'liori/e.l 
l>.\  I.eL'islative  .^pproprlall<)n  .\cl.  iy.i2, 
iLsof  July  1.  lur,.)       3I.1.T0    0'. 

Receipt  of  ciisli  advaiurs i.Hti  in 

Total 'ivsilahle  for  eTi>endinire     .         .     34. '(."io   t<; 
Aiiiouiil  i\|>ended,  Jul)  Mo  Dec.  31.  I'.fc'iJ  ^wi>  o| 

Balance  unexpeniiiil  as  of  Dec.  :il,  1952.     34.  .3,V(   ij 

Funds  authorized  by  T.«'Blslal  ive  .\p. 
propriiiion  Act.  IW.'C'i,  and  I'utdic  Law 
."■147.   ippriived  July  IJ,  iy.)2  .    .  400.  uai  D) 

Amount  cxiK^nded,  July  1  to  Dec.  3),  I'.tVJ    i  ,). -,|i,  :i 

Balanw  iineTpen<le<l  s,s  of  Dec.  31.  19.VJ    34,s. :«.(  is 
•  Include*  JSl.OOa.ia  payroll  of  l.-mixir  iry  employr.s. 
Styles  Bridges. 

Chairman. 


.\,»me  and  profc  s.sioa 


Rate  of        T-   ,    , 

annual    I    ^''''^y, 
^ulary     ,  f»-»^-'*«->« 


u  ,!:■  I'll  II    n irdiii. 

M  ok   II    1  .  liosha,  s 

.111.'  .  l.-k   ... 

.llT    |.1\  ls,T      .  . 

$ii.f4<i  a\ 

\\.<A>>  III 

ii.i>4i>  im 

%:>.  <»?3  in 

\  '<23  III 

\.  t Mi,di:.-,  si. 

ilT  .eh  I'll 

.'<,  -^Ja  00 

UrtU  f  I   s     .MkiOson 

<  l.'ik 
( ;,  111  V    1   1'     H  II  l>-.  r|. 
.M  I'l'iUi   ^     1  'aiiltlc 

l.ii.l 
S.ir.i  .-si-t  lii^i  r ,  .  li  '  .1- 1 

.issi^t.iiil  1  hii'f 

•  ir.il  a 1  .ml 

I  lei  leal  .uvlsl- 

1  assi-lani 

1 

7.'<|y  9li 
\  047.  77 

4.471  23 
4.  M7.4,'. 

3.  9110  (M 
2,  hlX  *l 

2.237   12 
2.  0W3  72 

Fdiia    K.    Jnhii^iin 
am 

M         1    111  Ir.M-      W    .011. 

alil  ' 

■Ifncal    :Ls.sist 

|.'Hi-»l    avsL-t- 

4,  rs  w 

4.  .37H.  ft4 

1.W4.35 
354.  HT 

I  H.->'LMi.'.!  N.n      «'.  I'l.'.J. 
>  1  '  .111  |i.'.-,  1    v>;s. 

l-iiinl-  -iijlhoi  ,;.'.|  .ir  .ippropri.iled  for  rom- 
initi,-,   .vik'Hs.  ^.  s:,l  I  ■,,111..  $10,000  00 

Iiiol-     lUth.ir ./.  ,1    .11     i|.|,ni|,r :  iti'.l    f.ii.com- 

niiM..    I.\    s     H.s    II-,.  JiiU   .U,  IM.l  ..      lO.IUItU 

lini.|«  III!  h. in;.  . I  ...  tii|iio|.ri.ilri|  (or  com- 
111. lie.  I J  .s   K,.>  .,(7,  Juij  J,  ly.'.j lo.tmon 

h 'iii.U  inili.iri.'.'d  .ir  ippropnalfil  for 
i..;iiiii!".'.    ,  xpiihlliirv.  >»2.|  Cone  >),  000  00 

.\tiiouiil  ivpi  ri.l.'.l  J  111  1,  ly.'.l,  to  De<'. 
31,  19r.2   22.:t«l.  97 

Balauw  uueii>en.1-"l  Dec   31.  I».v> 7.  «W  lO 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Chairman. 


January  2.  1953. 
Committee  on  Armed  Services 

pbeparedness  investigating  subcommittkx 
To  the  Secretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Setiate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
press,  first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1952  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  exjjended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees; 


I 


N  iin..-  ;in.1 


l'r..'.'..ssion 


R  ite  of 

liros.s 
annual 
.Siilary 


Total 

siilary 

received 


.\ni..ii,  I  inirs,  .|»,,  ;,i;  .■<iuns.l.  from 

,  "^  '^    I  *  '  »«,fr3.(>3$!,«i8.  M 

Hii'.ish,  >  n.i  li  .  Ni,,|i,,i.,  ,|,|i,,r.  to  I  I 

'  "  '   I  •  '    3.  yoo,  r.K   1,  iir,  no 

Hm  ant,  .\shhrook  I'  .  .  In.  f  r.ninsi'l       1 1 ,  ii4i).  (10    'i, '<2:i  00 
Hiirns.   Marcl   I.  .  -.irn..trapliiT.  |.)  ' 

1  >•■••  iiii.  II  iri.l'l  \l  i.-.-..iin!.iMt 
F:ii'!c  W  ill.KT  1.  .  iiiM'si  i^iiiiir 
(.iM-liii'i;.  D.i\,,|,  k.s-;-'.inl  coun-^-l, 

I..   V.r..    II 
Ki  i.ili',      .\l;iis      h  •  uiifs,     stenot;- 

I  i|.li.i- 
M'  '.illi.  iiM>  .    D.tn:,|    \  ..  Jr.,  al- 

i.ii  n.'\ 
M.iMiii,   (,,■.,/-,.   W    ,    .!.,(!  consult- 

III'.   I.l   s,   |,|      In 

^1ll!.■..  M  lis    M   .  ,1.  .k  ispist 

1' 1^ .   ' li'i-    V  .   U  .  -I, III  Clin. 

sllll    lilt 
I{i(l',    D.1VHII\,    -li,.  i„l    inuil-i)-!      lu 

.<cpl    I't 
Rohin.son.Iiini'  K  .  si,>noi..|.,|,|u-r 
."■llCIIN,    l,.iuirniv    r  .  sjMHlal  coiui- 

s<'!.  1.1  -M').!     ;o 
'l;i>l.ir.     Willi..     |);ty,    ;i.vsi.sl.int    to 

.-1  ilT  r.ili.MlIl.iUl 
'1  -^  !'■'    'win  I,  .  Ir   .   L-;-,M,ant  chief 

C'.iinstl,  1(1  .\n^    1.-, 


3,327  12'  n»<  K\ 
9.  3-.M  SM  4,  tW)  »■.' 
5.  4.34)   H.|  2.  his.  IV) 

•.^u  n»  1,099  44 

3,  ;«o.  rts  1 , 9.'*  :io 

I 

7.  l.-rf).  SI    3, ';7.-.  44) 

^.ans  3(V  1.  73t  4h 
3.900  I*    l,'XV<  :>l 

I 

10.  4«.3.  21'  .5,  241.r« 

I 

1 1 ,  M'".  00    2,  .'..VS  iLS 
3, 113.  liU    l.tMJii.  9U 

lO.OlW.  4,'.    2,517  09 
I 

4,  474  23,  2,  237.  10 


lI.Mfi.OO    1.0,18.51 


19 


00 
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500 


Kiili.ls  !»iilhorir..l  or    ippiopn.il.  .1  (..1   1^ 
iiMlte.-  u.«»-  umlei    >■«.   Kr>.   aWI,  aitrw-d   "\,^  _^  „ 

.1.,,  >,iM.s2 »i9fl  ono  no 

ItiLni,  ui».\I>.l>d.d  Julv  1,1W.2 ia4.><M  .Mi 

Vii.oiiul.  xiMKlfd  lo  1*'C   31 «\«Ki.U 

B.daiHs-  uiU'Vix-rnl.-il 7H,  'Mi.  M 

iiinds  aulhoni''d  or  apjii-opi  iaie.l  for  c<<m- 

iniH.s  .  \i»  n.litunund.i  S    R.-S  JtU 19C..0tin00 

M, „|,.x|.ii.l.-.lt..  m-c.  31,  1V»2 '".TVT.W 

B.iljiiii..'    uiiexl'i-ndiil    as   of    IVc.    31, 

Hk'J TH,  202  34 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson. 
Chairman.  Preparedness  Ini'estigating 
Subcommittee. 

Richard  B.  Russelx, 
C)iairman,  Armed  Services  Committee. 


January  3,  1953. 

CoMMrTTEE    ON     BANKING    AND    CU«aENCY 

III  the  Secretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
Kress.  nrst  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  pertixl  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952.  Ujgether  with  the  funds 
..vallable  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: • 


N  line  aii'I  profivion 


4    T  «•  I'lrsoiis,  chief  clerk  ' 
i.-s^l'li  r    MiMuriay.  stalt  dires-lor 
W    111. nil  y.  MiKeiina,  ("iiuns^-l    .. 
U..l».il  |i    I.'Ileureiix.  iMUnsel    .... 
\i.iii.in\\     -^leveiisoii,  ciiimsfl    .. 
Ii  I  DiMni.  assistant  clerk   . 
)■  iiiiiif  \     Axei  \  .  rierinil  a.H,sistaJit 
llei.ilelta  S.  (   lia..*,  cleiicjil  uj«>l.st- 

:iiil  •• 
I'.iiiliiif  ('    Beam,  clerical  assistant, 
t  >iio  .M.  1'ukIi.  clfiHitl  astiiKLaiil 


Rale  of 

»tll.SS 

tumual 
»lary 

Total 

iiuImi  y 

r»-«.)xe>l 

$lI.»V4f.  Ot» 

K  W2  .10 

ll.tWkl  00 

.'1,  K23  i«l 

1  l,<i4*i  li) 

.">,  •«2:i  00 

ll,t>4«i  III 

,'1.  Kit  (■) 

|l.ti4(S.0ll 

\H£\  on 

ll.t*i.  II) 

\  K£t  l«) 

ti,  4M.t>7 

:«,  240  Ki 

.'>.  SMTK.  1 2 

2,4«l   72 

.\:h4  .v 

2,i.«i7  2« 

\  334.  57 

2.«i»i7,W 

'  l#a\f  of  ali'*Oi«'  Oct     I  to  31. 
'  l,e,n  e  of  .il'sence  (.)il.  1  to  31. 

I  iiii.N  aiilhiiiiied  or  approprialtxl   f.>r  cooi- 

Miiltee  e\|i»'ndiluie,  Ki>l  l'ou»! $:»,  OOU.  l») 

.\  111.. mil  e\|»"n'le'l 

J  III     I.   I'A'.l,  lliruuKh  June  30,  l(tA3  (re- 

l».rle.|i  1«.  HW  IW 

Ji|l\   1,  19.'.2,  lhr..Uk'h  l>e<-.  31,  1M.'.2 :t.«22  si 

11  ilalKV  uue\l»*n.lesl  9,  4H2.  51 

Burnet  R.  Maybank, 

Chairman. 


January  2.  1953. 
Cummittee   on   Banking   and  Currency 

(Under  authority  of  8.  Res.  248) 

To  the  Secretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
k;ress.  first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1962.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
<  ummlttees: 


N.iiui'  and  prof.  s,-ion 


l.ihii  I.    Douk'las.  s«tT  assistant    . 
'  .iiiir  K.  Talman.  start  as-sislanl   . 
Mar)  Hj.iii,  cl.-rKnl  it,sM.sunt  ' 


Rate  of 

(tross 
annual 
salary 


Total 

salary 

rec-eivi.<l 


I  I 

$K.fi44  09  $4,322  117 

)s.  M4  09  .  4,  322  07 

.  4,569.81  am).  M 


'  Through  July  31. 
*  iiii.l-   auihonri'.l   or  B|ii)roi>riati'd  for  oom- 

loiil.s.  exin-nililiire,  hii  CoiiK $78.  OOfl.  0(1 

\  ni.iunl  ixju'iided: 

'ni\   I  ihrouKh  IVc   31,  19.12 9,  770  W 

K.h.  1.1,   lyftl,  throuKh  June  30,  1952  (n'- 
|««irtt-.li 3«,(r29.  K.1 

B.ilaoce  unr\|>ende<1 29,  199  ^l 

Burnet  R.  Maybank, 

Chairman. 


JawVAXT  12,  ig53. 

CoMMirmc  ON  trz  Durrmicr  or  Columbia 
To  the  Sboutary  op  the  Sxnatk 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
Deceml>er  31,  1952.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  iUi.l  piofcsyion 


Rate  ()f 

(fnwss 

annual 

salary 


Total 

■salary 
rvirixed 


R.d»rt  H.  M..nohan.  chief  clerk. 
I  JerhaDi  1'.  \  an  .\rkel.  profn«.siiiiial 

stall   meinlier   (Sept.    Pi  to   Oit. 

221 .        ....    ... 

AVillJain  y.  (hilltHltte,  pnife-vsituial 

slalf  menilwr 
\rlene  Williams,  deru^l  a-ssisiant 
Ruth  \N  .  Bryant,  clem  tl  as,si>Uuil. 


$ii,i>4«.  oo».\)c:ioo 

Il.tmi.  tl)    1.  19«1.  9,'- 

li,r>4«v m  ,1,  s2:4. 01) 
.1, 7I«.  wl  2,  H.^^.  40 
.1.  Xa.  .17    2,  t*\7.  24 


Kiinds  aii!hori(e<l  or  ai>pioiii'iat<!<l   for  (sini- 

niillee  eX|M>nditiire,  K2d  t  onu $10,000.00 

.\iiiuunl  r.x|ieiided .'1.11.32.2:1 

H  il.inise  une\i»Mi(le<l 4,  3fi7  77 

Matthew  M.  Nexly. 

Chairman. 


Committee 


DCCEMBESl  31,    1952. 
ON   FINANCS 


To  the  Secretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  alxive-mentloned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
sul)commlttees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  th^  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Xuiiu  ,'uiJ  profession 


Rate  of 

jrross 

annual 

wtlary 


Total 

salary 

reoiixcd 


KllwN'fh  B.  Pprln^er.  chief  clerk.. 

Kvi'lxn  R.  ThompMin,  ckrlml  as- 
sistant   . .     .  -   .. 

Jani(x>  K.  UrayN-al,  stenoifraulMT.. 

Hetty  Mae  Tapiiy,  sleiioKnuilier.    . 

Mary  C  Murray,  Mcn(*rapher 
(Jiily  I  to  Auk'   :<!' 

J.S.SC  R.  NichoH,  diK'umoil  cliTk... 

.STve  HeliJton.  Iirofe*<)onal  stafT 

Kcd.le  K.  Kauri,  professional  staff 
(July  1  to  l.'O 


$10.fH9. 11  $.1,324.  .12 


«.(IH«.  .30  .3.049 

»i.0W9.  30,  3.049 

6,003.711  3,001. 

4.  37s  fV4|       729. 

4,  37N.  tu  2.  1H9 

10.  .')«>.  Pi  5,  'iXii. 


r<2 

1^2 

W) 

7fi 
2>* 
0«i 


11.  fi46.(XJ,       4M.1.  25 

I 


Kiinils  HUthorlT-cd  or  upprnpriuted  for  a)in- 

niltt<'eexii«ndlture,  K2d  Cook $10,000.00 

Amount  exix-ndcd ^  •***■  ** 

Halaius'  lli)e\|Hll.!ed 1,  145.  5J 

Walter  P,  Geoboe, 

Chairman. 


January  15,  1953. 

Committee  on  Pobeigw  Relations 

To  the  S»chetary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  exi>ended  by  it  and  Its  sub- 
committees : 


Kamc  and  profession 


KrancLs  O.  Wilcot.  chief  of  staff 

Thorsten  V.   Kalijarvl,  staff  as-so- 

ciate    --■ 

t'arl  M.  .Marcy.  staff  as.sociate..... 
C.  C.  (.)"Da\.  clerk 


Rate  of 
ftroKS 

annual 
(alary 


Total 

salary 

rewived 


$ll,e4«.00^$5,823.00 

ll.ft4fi.  00'  .1.823.00 
Il.fi4h.«)  .1.  H2:t  («• 
ll,t>4«<.U0,  ii,74XAi 


Name  and  professioii 


Rate  of 

imis.s 

annual 

salary 


Total 

sjtlary 

n<«.-iv«-»l 


Vat  M.  Uoll,  aswKiate  clerk      .   ... 
Kminett    M.    U'llr.tilv,    a.ssi.stant 

clerk .     . 

Morella  R.  Hiiiiiieu,  a.s.sislaiil  ck-rk. 

Mary  I'roctor,  a.ssi.staiit  cU-rk 

Nancy  Uansrhnian.  assistant  rierk 
William  L.  Martin,  Jr.,  u.sst.sianl 

clerk  '  

June  Pitts,  as.sistant  clerk  ' 


$ll,»>4«vU)Js%7l2.  20 


.V9IK  .2 
5,  7Ui.  1« 
5.  12.1.  7.1 
ft.tM7.  77 

4.a7s  f.4' 
4.  7fil.(»|) 


Z9.M  (V( 
2.  H.SN.  4<. 

2.  7Ki.  S2 
3.523.M 

2.  IKV  > 
2.  •**.  «.■> 


>  I  iider  authority  of  S.  Res.  14«i,  .\up.  h.  IKIl,  and  S. 
Res.  249.  Jan.  15.  19.12. 

>'uiid«  HUth<>riie<l  or  ap|>rt>priate*l  for  comiuit- 

liH-  cxiieDditun.,  sad  t'oiiK **),airt 

.\  mount  ex|ielide«l 21.  7tvl.  ;t»N 

Ha!a)\ce  unevi>ended   I><.23«.<i2 

Alexandek  WnxY, 

Chairman. 

January  15,  1953. 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
.suacoMMriTEE  studying  roRBiGN  information 

PROGRAMS 

(Under  S.  Res.  74.  agreed  to  June  30,  1952) 
To  the  Sbcretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
jxDrt  showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
balary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Nanjo  and  profession 


Juli)L«  N.  Cahn,  coiui.sel  (Iroiu 
.\ov.  Iti.  19.12) 

Lindsay  RoRers,  S|>ecial  consultant 
(from  Atlu.  2h  to  Oct    3,  19.12i 


Rate  of 
(truss 

annual 
salary 


Total 

salary 

reojivcd 


.  $11, 64C,  CO  $1,455.  75 
'2.1.  («)    1,03.1.20 


'  I'er  day,  when  artunlly  employed. 

Funds  authoriied  or  npi>ropriate<l  for  com- 
mittee ei|ienditure,  »2il  I'oiik $.10,000  on 

Amount  ejk|i«iided 2,M4).  >*> 

Hslance iine\iiende<l ♦7,;j5«  2u 

Alexander  Wiley, 
Chairman,    Committee    on    Foreign 
Relations. 

J.  W.  PULBRIGHT. 

Chairman,   Subcommittee   Studying 
Foreign  Information  Programs. 

January  7,  1953. 

comicittce  on  government  operations 

To  the  Sbcretary  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  I  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  exp>ended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  and  profession 


Walter  L.  Reynolds,  chief  clert 

Ann    M.    O  rick  is,   assistant   chief 

clerk 

Emily  Z.  Temiysou  (Mrs),  clerical 

a  .ss  istau  t - 

Blanche     HoWer     Broi     (Mrs.), 

clerlt«la.ssistant 

Ra*Baroett,  clerical  assistant 

Katharine  M.  Ellis  (Mrs),  clerical 

».ssi8taot - 

Cfleun  K.  Stiriver,  ptulessional  staff 

member 

Miles  SciiU.  Jr.  (to  Sept.  30,  l'»52\ 

profeskxial  staff  memher — 

Herman   C.    LueSler.   (vxitesstuaaj 

staff  member 

Eli  E.  Nobleman,  prxtfes^aonal  stAff 

member — -  -- 


Rate  of 

ftross 

atinual 


Total 
salary 
rcceixcd 


salary     , 

$11,  64«.0O$.1,Sa.0O 
I 

fl,8W.  (W  14.32(1) 

I 

5,  047.  77  2,  .123  >A 

I 

.1.  047  77  2.  .123  W 

4.  952.  a.i  2,  47t;.  i»- 

4.  M2.  30  2,  47».  «>> 

ia732.07  r.,3^1.*^ 

lftM.^Oe  2.3«  7- 

ILMfnni  .'..  v~   m 

viwiri.  2»i  s.ji<i>  (^ 


II 

I- 


M 


K 


-^l 


\; 


f  ^ 


.If 


4|| 


M 


«% 


#«  * 
V  t 

^.-. 


L  A 


h 


WtatCf  wiSinrtinC  or  m^RiOrtkiliif  iv 
niinw  «goiM«tttiM.,  «W1  Ouue 

ttmwmtwfi. 
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January  2S 


cn.iMC'iD 


j 


lEMw,  Cknii  Miwiiw..  aukmottc  -ate  StftKnrtBBc  n^ 


To  Om  OBCan-Mrr  or  ran  few^rvt 

«Bt  to  ftmsM  B«*ult*aMa  123  SHbUrUt  Con- 
Cr«ni,  flr*t  akwIiuo,  wiImbw  tla«  UAIanrttt^  re- 
port rt»o«toc  t^  UMMB*,  y€tAMm»tm,  and  VAaJ 
mUw7  of  CMcis  (MfTf^  ciu|ir]o]r«d  by  It  iluA  iU 
•ube<>miBitt4it«  l'>r  tb«  pinejd  from  July  1  to 
£>«c«calMn'  Si.   1>M.  iocrtim  wltt^  Lb«  fuuda 


Kmh*  »*4  t/tmltrmtum 


f4iftti>0    n.    Axthrnnw, 


taUnt 


IfyUitt  U    AttiimvMt.  ■■nri»m  cterk 


U</«<Mt  /    MrKfavvr,  invMtlckUr   . 

MwttM  (I'Mt  Mr«r<,  wwlttwit  <l«rk 
lu'wn  f   'r.hmr\Amn.  InviMltnUir  .  . 
^m«  W    tkttum.  Mkictant  'iarli 
/ MMK  il  '(  Ikhomn,  awMMit  cMinael 
UuLU  Y'Msm  W'kii,  OiMfcitifk 


».  m  mu.fM  '/I 

4.  474.  a  X  ZT:   10 

11.  MA  (M  '<.  121  VJ 

II  M4  M  .V  iCa  23 

U.  'H4  <*  «,  JiS!  i>4 

i.  an  M  3.  mo  m 

6, 047.  77  2.  .'/Z»  M 

4.37^.  M  2.(MI.  IW 

T,%*Hn  1.  »f70  W 

«.  Tm  ft4  2.  iw  n 

«.  Wtt  4I»  3,  I  tA  » 

»,047.  77,  '/.UXM 


I'lM*'!*  aiillw«lM<l  ur  k{«(i(U(>rliat«<l  fair  cmxk 

r/tJtUK  rf  t«r(t'lltu<«    ..   Hi  W2  '.(2 

Aiwwnt  ••«I«f»'J*l   . 42.7*7  Z7 

fUlMtotf  tinrt^^MxWl  70.l*i.ttt 

ionm  L    UoCLCLUiM, 
C'Ha«rtnan,  Committee  on  Oovernmtnt 
Operattont. 

Cltdc  R  Horr, 
Chairman,   Permanent    Subcommittee 
cm  lnve$tigatUfn», 

Dbcsmmbb  31.  19»2. 
CoMMirrsB  cm  ImrwuicM  amd  Imsvlab  ArrAna 
To  th«  HsnurrAKT  or  the  Sxhatc: 

Tb«  abovv-mmtloiMd  comnilit«e.  (mrau- 
■rtt  Ui  fVmaU  aaaoltJtlmi  123,  Kl(htl«th  Con- 
Kr«M.  flnt  tmmUm.  mibmiu  the  followiaK  re- 
port ahotrtric  th«  ruuna.  profsMlon.  and  total 
aalary  of  «acb  paraon  amployixl  by  it  and  ita 
•ubcommituaa  for  tba  period  ttom  July  1  to 
Dacambcr  31.  1963.  together  wlUi  iii«  Xund* 


twiimrttiliwn : 


SRaDM  auC  jMnA'i'"* 


Kate  tf 
frww 


adM7 


Tutiri 


«wii"'«'4 


MUlk  atoftn.  •ntKi'  dhvt  «:  Ut  Witt  «Z£  Ml 

jWl»  h>.  tau-J^lmrr/   wnitiUit.'.  tOuH) 

tawa  . 
In»'«n»ri  >t.ni'.ft.    yiul««4iuii«k  ;!t*f 

tOuS 

MUlf 

''''UMCMi.u  V  ««>  .  tiM-MUi  tKttvaiUtti.: 
MiVM  lA».'.'i»-»   ftlMfiefc  >»»i.K~'.*'.:' 

mHUttH 


V  8I»  W  4.Ut  47 

V  r^  »  4  «t>  r 

b,  )»  tt.  4.  Uk  C 

♦  a»  K.  4  nv  47 

I  »»  s*:  z. ';>  «* 

t  a>»  y-  i  M  V  4« 

4  IC  ii  2.  'ilC  7J 

4. :«:  il.  %  >Mi  'i 


ix.tM  a 

4w«l»uK' 


C    CrUAWm^. 

CiuitrmMn. 

Deczxaa  31.  1953. 
ficaooMJCTTTEZ  or  rwt  O^nMrrraa  o»  ljmair« 
ax**    IjB«n.4a    ArrAUn    IffVEvrrAATiMc    the 
Kax^TV/sa  or  nu  CirtTzs  fyTATza  Wm  the 
LariOAJit 

To  'Jat  fiiBcar7a«T  or  thi  Bewatt* 

Tbir  aia'rrt-mmjtloned  commute*,  punra- 
•At  Uj  fiitTj*Ve  tUeaeHulifjn  123  Elctiti/Ptb  Om- 
(r<Ma,  &/r*.  aaartoo.  auOoaiu  Ute  folVovlnc  re- 
port tiK/ViXtf  tba  bame.  profeaatc;n.  attd  total 
aaiary  <A  ca<.tt  peraon  employed  by  It  arul  tta 
a'jtKv^cnxiuti^eB  for  tba  peru^d  Trom  July  1  to 
DeoetBber  31.  1M>3.  tu^ethcr  with  tbe  funda 
araJial^l*  Uj  atid  expeoded  by  it  aitd  lU  aub* 
ouKiaoitteea: 


N».'.'^  Ui'l  sjn/jff'ifja 


rft* 


■    Tfj««J 
'  rw»iv»;<l 


lyjuit  T)    l^tUrrn.  i*»t!  'i  fw-t/«r  r'  T*    «    M  '14  47 


•  T>nij!r»»t»l  .Vc/Tirmfat*  li,  15«i2. 


Amounl  »ij»-fvV«l      


MO  *»  no 
31.:^  Hi 


JOSCFH   C.   CMabonet. 

Ciaxrman. 

DECKMBKa  31.  1952. 
SOBCOMMITTEK  OT  THZ  COMMrTTXK  OM  LNTZXIOE 

awb    iN-iuLAa    ArrAiaa    Investtcatinc    tub 
Txna.  RzacavEa  or  thk  UNms  STATxa 
To  the  SEcarraaT  or  thi  Sekatt: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Reaolutlon  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
fp-eaa,  flrat  aeaaloa,  aubmlta  the  following  re- 
p'.^rt  ahowlng  tbe  name,  profeaalon,  and  total 
aalary  of  each  peraon  employed  by  It  and  its 
■u^x^.fmmltteea  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1953,  together  with  the  funda 
available  to  aad  expended  by  it  and  Ita  aub- 
coaunitleea: 


Name  and  prof«?Mk>a 


Rat*  of 

(from 
anna&l 
atJarjr 


Total 

wUry 

rroeivcd 


MiI>\tM   C.    Bntnckin,   ctrrlcal   »»-  j  $4.  187  45  R.  088  73 


Tutsi  funda  sntborlied  or  ap(iro(iriate<l  (or 

•utxTiriirnillfw  psii«n<liture      CO,  (XX)  OO 

Aiu<i«ini  ei|i«fi(led IS.  2««.  15 

Baton cc  ttnerpMided  4.7(jl.S5 

Joseph  C.  O'MAHONrr. 

Ctiairman. 


C-fjuurm  om  I 


arc 


31.  UiAX. 


To  tiM  SecarTA^T  or  ma  BoiaTrt 

Tb«  ah*'/T«-iBimtv.«M)d  conwitttiee. 
aal  Uj  Sniatr  SUtvAuKifMi  123.  ngtUAcQi  Coa- 
gr«H  firrt  acaalwa.  Mibcriiu  tbe  fotloarua^  rr- 
l^jr\.  aUrainf  tbe  name,  prnfiaalon.  and  toCal 
aaiary  ut  e*/:h  p«raoD  empkiyMl  by  U  aad  Ito 
aatxr.nom>ttM«  f'jr  tbe  parvod  from  July  1  to 
Dacrmber  31  >9»3  Vjgiptber  witli  tbe  fmida 
araiiabla  t/y  ax>d  rx^^oded  t/y  Lt  abd  tia  aub- 
c./nunitVMa: 


hva^  Wil  f^vJ^^-y^ 


r  w^^a  M    f  v^   H*rw-kJ 

y^lm\r<\     k      Jritrna     pgUii—i iwl 

tl*Jl  rr»a«!»-' 
Tru^k  iC>*tiiij:j.  Misi^twit  >'t>a.''Vrk  . 
\  "Ti  H    y'.'i/\i:.\4.   '4>-r>>-»J  wm»»»rrt 
Mark*  f.   rlkkflT.  rtorncBi  — H- 

K'law!    I'     rmtrarj,    (voieBMUCaal 

.'.  I-  .">  «>  /.*;»j'lr,  J»'>I«' 
d^tn  ^•T       .......... 


• 

Total 

M  M7  77 

1                    t 
11.  MC  •» 

•    ii.ar  77 
'  ii.Ma4i> 

ttin  M 

1  «3  W 

z  sa  « 

I  403  « 

I 

11.44a  «•    V.«B>  (H 

7  794  r-    I  Vi2  H 

«  «ia  7]  i.wi  «• 

I 

t.»C77    lULM 

If. Ml  •»  Ita  «• 


>  'm^t  viO^tr.if^   rtr  «;i7r<>f  nauH   lor  noai 

mitu*^  •■i|»'ry1il'jr>.  I'ki&rj<»  Juof  W.  IW2 
Afiyy>.'iT  •  ij^-n-l^l  


urns  «• 
4.(ir.  u 


B)d>aor  unri{»t>'V<l  

Mbwim  C. 


fc.  11*34 

Jomtaoif. 

CKmirmmtl, 


31.  IMl. 

CoMMITTKX    OM     IimaSTATC    aSi>    ^lEffOT 

COMMKBCS 

(Pursuant  to  S  Rea  2&6.  agreed  to  January 
24.  1952.  ioveatlgaUng  problema  relating  to 
the  airline  Induatry,  the  United  Statia 
rrierrhant  marine,  domeatlc  land  and  water 
tranaportatUm.  and  radio,  tetograpb.  and 
telephone  communlcationa) 
To  the  SccarTABT  or  th«  aoATv; 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  ptma- 
ant  to  Senate  Reaolutlon  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
greaa.  first  aeaaion.  sutnniu  tbe  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profeaalon.  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  ita 
subcommittee  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  19M.  together  with  the  funda 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  aod  Ita  aub- 
committeea: 


Nim*  and  pro<r«ikin 


R»«*«'       Total 

rroai     1    _i 

annual 


salary 


IrccrivMl 


I'3ii:;n.-    ChaUmuck.    ckricaJ    M-  ,  t5,  ItX  38  tZ,  S71.M 


Kiiri'l.*   imhi.n^p.i  ur  .ipiin^iiruitM  (or  com- 

nii;i..  •ii»i)  litart",  tuUiiw' Juw  30,  11*52  .  tKM^W 
Ariu.uni  '  i|»Ti.lf(l 3.482.W 

n«l,inn- uru-ij^'nip'l    14.Sfii.70 

EOWIM    C.   JOHMSOM. 

Chairman. 
Jamdaet  8,   1053. 

COMMTTrrX    OM    THX    JuDICIAaT 

(S.  Res    245,  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act) 
To  the  SrcRXTAXT  or  the  Sxmatk: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  purau- 
ant  to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submita  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommltteea  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1953,  together  with  the  funda 


lOoJ 
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available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Ita  «ub- 

ci  .mm  It  tees: 


Name  Anil  prof''*'"" 


Kutf  or 

(flOM* 

ftnilll:ll 

imlat  y 


Total 
wilnry 


greas,  first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  tbe  name,  profession,  and  total 
aalary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommltteea  for  tbe  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1953,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  ita  sub- 
conimlttees: 


4,  2W  (H 

1 

4X7. 

:a 

4,  owl 

1 

,V»). 

10 

R.  4.10 
4.WU 

2 

1 

K24 
444 

.v. 

3* 

j.ilni   \    llar>l.  ."tjilT  iiirmlior,  frotn  !  I 

Ml/  I  .^  »'"■  '"^  *■''  *■''■  ^^  '^ 

li,,roUi>    .M ."  (  us.'-ll.  cU'tV,  from 

l«..n>    H     I'uMiiiiloii,   rliik.    from 

S.A     17 .      -    . 

KiiMii'iixl    S.    Cov,    Jr.    Ill  tonic  .V, 

fri.iii  Jiil>  7    - 
|i,,i,.iM\  l)»vls,<l'rk.  friiiii  S<'|>»    1« 
U  illi..ii'i  y.  Doyl.,  Jr  .  M»IT  mrm- 

l.t    truin  Orl    ». 
1  iil>.-.  II  K    KHrl.cl.'ik.frfini  July  II 
\|  .rjoMf  liiun'll,  il<ik.  fiutii  .N<i\. 

.11  ... 

K,,(»rl     M.     Il.«t£:in,     iiiv<-sli»[iitor, 

(mill  Nn\     IW 
I., till  I.    lUin^.  1  Ink.  fii'iii  July  H 
W  illuiiM    K     KiiUi.  .'•uiif  mciiiU-r, 

fn.lii  Aim    I  ■  

I  .III.  Il.i  • '     MrKliroi',  (  liTk 

|i,,ii^  1      MiTivr,  cUiW.  limn  .\il([. 

11  .  . 

',,!i.i     \S  .     S  iiiii.     allciMH  y,    frulil 

jiiiv: 

111,.  It    W.-"!!!',  ^l.  iioKniplirr,  friiiii 
.\iit.  4 


I 

7,  «I»M«  l.««.  V2 

4.  2<im  2.V£i.:A 

3.  TIN.  4U  «a.  *f> 

«.  I»4  Wi  72-i  7:l 

4,ZKI  04  2.  Oil  sa 

5.  a70  V.  .1,  4»«7  fill 
.S,  1147  77  2.  ■'■Z;  M 

I 

4,  IxT  4.'i  l,^>2^.  4.1 

K.lWt.  Ml  .'{.UI1  :<>' 

I 

4,  IH7.  4.'i  1,7(W.  H.' 


Kiitwl"  oiithonriMl  or  a|)in^)i>rl»»U><l  lor  com- 

ii,iii.<'.»i»i>'iiiurc.  »a<l  I'liiiK  »ion. nrxi  m 

\ Hill  I  \i«'iiil«'<l,  >^'M  <'"IH( 


44.  4.l«  IW 


)l,»l:in(r  ill*.  \lNnili'<l - ^V  Wiil.  «7 

Pat  McCaeean. 

Chairman. 

Januabt  7.   1953. 

Cl.MMIrTEI    (IN    THE    JUBICIAET 

In  the  SiccarrABT  or  the  Semate: 

TTie  Kbove-mentloned  committee,  pursu- 
ttiu  to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
stress,  first  seaslon.  Kubmlta  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profeaalon.  and  total 
salsry  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Ita 
Kubcommlttees  for  the  period  trom  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funda 
Hvuilable  to  and  expended  by  It  and  ita  rub- 
cnmmlttee.s: 


K:iin«'  anil  i>roffs.»ion 


RAt4>  of 

irrii5n 
aiinuitl 
■alar  y 


Total 

Milary 

n'«'ivcil 


I     II     .^oiu-viiiii',   |inili-.>MUjiial  atafl 

niniilN-r  .    - 

iiKirir.'  s    (iriiii,  imoIi'v-idiihI  utatf 

111.  iiihiT  

J   I'miIi>I.  Umi'ly,  l>n>fi->Moii»l  "tart 

III.  iiitu  r 

V\  HMir    II.    Sniillir>.    |in>(rM>li>li»l 

•i.iff  nimilxT  .         .     . 

I      t   lair    N.l-«iii.  iniifi"-»iiiii»l  ••lalT 

luciiiU  I  In  i  lit   :u    . 

I  lll||ll«^  H  (nlllll.s.  Iiroll-Ksiiilial 
»l»tf  iiiiIiilHr  -  -  ■ 

liruM  Hldir.  pnift^'^i'iiinl  s't.'ifT 
iiiciiiNr  (r.iiii  Nov    I  

J'.-iiliti  A     I  »aM>.  rllK-f  rlrik 

Jiiiin-  M  riiiiiiiHDii,  as^islaiil  cIiiKf 
ri.ik 

MiMiiil  K  ('ajioii.cliTical8Shi-<taiii 

MiiiiiiM  <i    lux,  rliTlcal  Hssi-^tsnt  . 

Miir>    Muhf.1,  (>l<Ti('»l  a-i-iiuuit    ... 

Mar>   KoK'-r..,  chriial  a.s.-isUuit   

II  Jiiaii  .<h<-alT.  <l«-ric«l  SKsi-ilaiit 
Mi«r>   .Mill    Turiii  r.  clrncal  H!t>i;<t- 

Hlll  .  . . 

tirriii  K.  Crr-roy,  ('l«YK«laiiM»lJUit.. 


tll,M^.Oi) 
ll.Mfi  l»i; 

II  04ri.  on' 

I 

ll.tMfi,  (Ml 

1 

ll,Mf».Oii 

in.  oiw.  4.'i 

0.  MH.  H.1, 
Il,()4(..(«l 

Id,  (»*  4.'>l 
ti,  4M.«7 
«,  4S1.K7 
4.  (».W.  «ll 
IV,4«l.«7' 
ti,  t>«I.C.7| 

«,  4«l.fi7 
6,4.M.ti7 


0,  S23  0<l 
1 

.\  HSX.  («) 

.'.,  S'j:*.  (K) 
3,  »<i(«i 
S,  (04.  \S 

1.  .'«7.  4f> 

,'..  Ka.  («i 

.\rtM  IH 
».  24tl  7H 
X  24(1  7S 

2,  *'JX.  W 

3.  240.  7K 
a,  24(1.  7H 

s.  24(»*rs 

3,24a7S 


huiiils  aiiihnrinMl  or  Hjiproiiriatt-d  k>r  com- 

iiuliii  ciiniiilitiirf   «^;.'i|  Coiiit  .- ---   $20,  (XXI  nil 

A  II  I. mil  I  fi|H'ii'l(<l,  Kid  t'liiilt l-V  ■'*l>>i'i 

H.il;iii(T  iiM'»|»ii.li'.l   4,  4IH.  ir) 

Pat  McCaeean. 

Chairman. 

Januaet  6.  1953. 

CoMMITTZZ    on    the    Jtn)ICIAET 

suBCOMMrrrcES  on  imicioeation  and 
matuealization 
IS.  Res.  261.  agreed  to  January  24,  1952) 
To  the  SECRrtART  or  tht  Senate: 

The    above-mentioned    committee,    pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 


Niinic  and  i>rofi>s?i'in 


R»t4>  of 
icrofsi 

annual 
salary 


ToUil 
jeilary 

ri'(.ii\i-d 


JanUast  13,   1953. 

CoMMTnxc  ON  Laboi  and  Pttbuc  Weltabe 

To  the  Scceetaxt  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gresa,  first  seaalon,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  tbe  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  i>er8on  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1953,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
committees: 


Kicliird  ^ri'n<:.  staff  diri-<-l<ir     

William  M.  Anii>,  stalT  mriiil»-r. . . 
1  )nirv    H.   Hlftlr.  slaH  mrmbcr  t<i 

N.iv.  I 

Oiyirgia  B.  t'ampion.  clerk   . 

Iiiiriitliy  .A.  Oav  in.  clerk.  toS.pt  l.'i. 
iiorman  K.  Kislior,  rlrrk,  from  Ort. 

KalluTinf  .S.  KIoM'Iki.  rk-rk     

Marilyn  H.  Hilinplin  \s.  clerk 
Klhrl  I,.  Johnson.  stafT  ineinher.  to 

.'M'pt,  I  . 

Mary  J.  Mc<'l<>^k^y.  clerk 

Marii  J.  Macl><  viti.  cWrk. . 

(tiiyM.  Maswv.  stall  inenilM-r  Uj 

Aujt.  l.'i 

Frwl  M.  Mesmer,  slatT  nieiiilwr  .. 
Krank  W.  .•<rliro<-<ler,  iiivestimtor. 
Williani  II.  \\  ili'>ier,  ck-rk 


»II.Mf.  (XI  Vi.  *i2."?  on 

I     \«WJ.  07  4.  :{«3.  iJ 

'     «,  404  <i  S,  l.'<4.  92 

I     fi.  047  77  2.  ^SA.  M 

,^.^2.^7.^  i,  i.m.  it 

2,  K27  m'       7(I«  77 

.^.  .V2.\.  T.'i  2.  Tfi:.'.  K2 

4.  XS.  til  2,  42\  2« 


8.K2-I  IT 
,^.  fOS.  7S 
■S  .S2.'>.  T.S 

«.  404  K3 

w,  404.  >a 

«.  1«)2.  Vi 
.'i,  i2i  T.'i 


I 


1.  47n  fA 

2.  7«2  H2 
2.  «WH.  Ill 

l.lT.'.  .W 
4.  7tl2.  3>* 
4.  M.M  2« 
2,  7(i2.  82 


Funds  aiithodwvl  or  appropriateil  (or  coin- 

iiiiltei' exiD'nditure ..  $97.  nOfl  ft! 

AiDoiint  <'\|M'nd<sl  K2. 1x5.  tt-'i 

H'llatipo  miexiM  nded -     H,  Ml."-' 

Pat  McCaeean, 

Chairman. 

Januaet  6,  1953. 
Committed  on  the  Judiciaet 

.sUBCOMMrrTEE  ON  INTEENAL  SECUarrT 

(Under  authority  of  S.   Res.  314,  agreed   to 
May  29,  1952) 

To  the  Seceetaet  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
aalary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  Its 
sulKJommlttees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Nsino  and  profession 


Dorothy  C  Baker,  rkrk 

KoUnd   W.   BclaiiKer,  clerk   (from 

Auc  241 

Carrie  Iy<v  Conner,  rlerk 

l>i>iiHld   1).   Coruiors,  Jr.,  investl- 

icat4>r 

Marilyn  J.  Cremer.  ek-rk 

Kdward  J    DutTy,  in x ent ipator 

Owen  K.  Karl,  st:tll  nienitier 

IJeorKP  ^^  •  Franks,  clerk 

St4-phen  li.  Haawi,  r<*eartli  awist- 

aiit     -       

KliraN-th  K.  Hortoti.  cl«ik  

Winton  H.  Kintt,  in\esti»!ator 

■William  K.  l»well,  etlitorial  din-c- 

U>r 

Vyoniie  (1.  .Mel>onuell,  clerk 

Kolx-rt  C.  McManus,  res«iroh  b»>- 

soeiiiU"  (to  July  ai 

Man*  R.  Maher,  lypiM 

lieii)aniin  Manrtel,  rvsearcli  direc- 

UiT 

Kohert  Morris,  iii)e<-ial  eounwl 

l,ul>«ieu  Hoylance,  ck-rk  (lo  July 

10) 

NMani  W.  Somes,  ckrk 

Marion  L.  Walker,  t-k-rk 

Jime  V.  Whiimort,  cWrk 


Totn. 

salary 

rewivf"! 


$6,  4Kl.fi7$3,  017.  71 

S.  70B.  4«        ««.  4K 
5,  .525.  75,   2,  WW.  ID 


fl,  .570.  741 

4, 7R.V  sr, 

3,  7lW.  49: 

l.t4,54.  72 

H,  Utl7.  I2l 

4.  4.53.  W. 

S,(IWh.  0(1 

4,(HX.  2ti 

3,  709.  491 

1,  8.54.  72 

7,24fi.4l, 

3.(m.ir. 

4,  KVV  K| 

2.  42X.  2C. 

T,24»).  4I| 

3.  t>23.  l(j 

ii,f4f>.  no  .5. '<23. 00 

5,  .525.  75  2,»)9W.  10 

».  6.53.  f^Oi  m.  44 

4,i*.5<i.til  2,i2fs.'2i> 

ll.ft4fi.n(l  3,82.3.00 

11,  t>4«l.U).  5,240.70 


Name  and  profession 


Rate  of 

anniuU 
salary 


Vaul  I-.  Hadirer.  iinjfessional  stuff 


Total 

salarv 

reoehi'l 


4,823.041  118.97 

6,334.571  2,««7.  24 

6,  .52.5.  7.5'  2.7fi2.  82 

4,856.61,  2,42S.2»i 


Kund.-!  ftiitboriteil  or  appropriated  for  com- 

mliu*  exi^nditun- *  )f,  .li«' 42 

Amount  exiH-ndcd _J!^  _      . 

n.ili»n«v  iineviieiideil -      M,  992.  .IS 

Pat  McCAxaAN. 

Chairman. 


uuMiilier    

$U,64A.MI 

%.%  823.  00 

Charles  BniKman,  prolessiontil staff 

1 

memlier 

ll.MtVOO 

,5,  823.  nil 

William  H.  Culmrn.  chief  cWrk   . .. 

ll,(>4«i.00| 

fi,K2:i.(«i 

Miuy  Jane  Del  Balzo,  cWru-al  a.s- 

sislanl  .- _.   .   .. 

4,  ft52.  20 

2,  47li.  08 

Vjyieii  T.  Jlamuui,  rlerieal  aK.si.st- 

1 

ant .. 

^  290.  49 

.1. 145.  3n 

Crawford  C.  Heerlein,  clerical  lUi- 

1 

sistaiit. 

5,812.  XI 

2,  9(ru  22 

I'aiil   H.   Menk.  {irofe^sional  staff 

1 

memliM-  ' 

11,646.  f«) 

.5,82:1.00 

Helen  H.  Papp.s,  derirjlassiiiiant  '  . 

4,  952.  21 1! 

2,  476.  0^ 

William  (i.  Reidy,  profeiKSioiial stuff 

1 

menitier        ..     

ll,fi46.(Kli 

.^  823.  no 

I'hilip  R.  RcKl^ers,  ii.vslstiuit  clerk.. 

ll.«)4f).0(l' 

\  823.  (Ill 

I'aul  Sample,  cleriCHl  iLs.si,stttiii 

'J'homas   E.   Shrover,   proles-sional 

5,  81Z  5:i, 

2,906.22 

1 

i.laff  luemlwr „ 

ll,M6.0i» 

5,823.00 

'  liider  authority  of  .s.  R«*.  243. 

Funds  autliorited  or  appropriated  for  oom- 

initteeexiieiiditure - $20, 000.  on 

.Aintrtjnt  exiiended 14.  741.  (i:; 

lliilance  une\)«n.le<l 6,2;"*.  Ii7 

James  E.  Mtteeat, 

Chairman. 


I>ECEli(BER  31,   1952. 
CoatMlTTEE  ON  LaBOB  AND  PtTBLiC  WeLTAKE 

suBCoMifrrTEE  ON  health 

(Pursuant  to  S.  Res.  244,  82d  Cong.,  2d  seis., 
agreed  to  January  24,  1952) 

To  the  Seceetaet  or  the  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1962,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  its  sub- 
conunlttees: 


Xainc  and  profes,s)on 


Rate  of 
Kro* 

annual 
salary 


Kenneth     A.     Meiklejohn,     staff 
director - — * 

Melvin   W.   Siiwh.1,  awistanl  8t,tff 
dirwtor 

Nora  K.   I'iore.  rew>areh  U!>.sistant: 

July  1  to:U.  1952 - I 

Sept.  12,  to  l)e<-.  31.  19.52 ;/ 

Ri<hard  A.  Beyer,  res^arfh  a.ssist 
ant. 

Harriet  (}iiroyk>,  stenoftntpher 

Adek  Heller,  .steli<*iiil'^er 


Totil 

salary 

rea-ive'l 


ill.fi4f.. 
11,64^1. 

7,  xa 

6.  525. 
4.569. 
4,569. 


001  $.5, 
(X)l  5. 
( 


19 


]^^ 


81     2. 
81     2, 


san.oii 
82?.  on 
7;i5.  'M 

2WI.  8'i 

7ti2.  8J 
284.8-. 
284.8'. 


Ftmd.s  authorized  or  api)ropriat«d  tor  com- 

mitte*' expenditure,  82d  Cong ,   S'??^  - 

Amount  Mpende<l ____Z'_'^' 

Balance  unerpended -       33.  >«i  •^■» 

1  Funds  anthorired  for  .Suhcommitt**  on  Lahf*  an.1 
Tjihor- Manage  men  I    Relaiioru,   and   .SuhcwiBnut***  «mi 

H<-alth.  ^  ^    .       , 

J  Amount  expended  hv  !%uhminmillee  on  Lar>i»  arv. 
l.:ih«4^  Maiiiiirnintit    Ri1;Uk.i»»   and    Sutw^nmitUr:   is. 

Health. 

James  E    MtrsaaT, 


1    '■-■ 


( 


i^  -. 


it 


i*  % 


z  s 


**- 


,^ 
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DccXMBa  31,  1952. 
CoMmrm  ox  Labor  amo  Public  Wkltabb 

BTTBCOMXTTTXX    ON    UkBOB    AND    LABOB-MANACX- 
MXHT    BXLATIOHS 

(Under  Buthorlty  of  S.  Res.  344.  agreed  to 
January  34.   1953) 

To  the  SccBKTABT  or  thx  Skmatb: 

Tbe  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Elgbtleth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  tbe  name,  iHt>fe8slon,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1953,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
conunlttees: 


Jantxakt  0.  1953. 
CoMJCiiTirz  ON  Post  OmcB  Am>  Civn.  Skbvicb 

BTTBCCICMTTTKX  ON  nDBKAL  ICANPOWKK  POLICIXS 

(Operating  under  8.  Res.  288,  agreed  to 
March  20,   1952) 

To  the  Secritait  or  thx  Senatx: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  p>erBon  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  and  proTessloa 


Elizabeth  J.  Anthony,  stenog- 
rapher  - -- 

Jac^  Barbash,  staff  director 

Merton  C.  Bernstein,  attom<*y,  to 
Dec.  15,  1«82 - - 

Alexander  K.  Christie,  staff  mem- 
ber  - 

John  R.  Delebo,  nie  clerk 

Muriel  Oimble,  stcnop^pher 

Curtis  E.  Johnson,  staff  member... 

John  Marshall,  Jr.,  minority  econ- 
omist  

Arthur  E.  N'a/talin,  special  assist- 
ant to  staff  director,  to  July  15, 
1082 - - 

Cnshing  Nile*,  stenographer,  to 
Aug.  31.  1952 - 

Mar)orie  M.  WhitUker,  clerk- 
secretary 


Rate  of 

gross 

annual 

salary 


Total 

.salary 

received 


$3,237.78 
11,M4.54 

7,055.23 

7,533.19 

4.  hm.  81 

3,  709.  49 
8,552.84 


$l.fil8.  86 
5,822.22 

3,  213.  69 

3,7«yi.  56 
1,  372. 05 
1.  854.  n 
3,872.50 


9,238.93   4,619.46 


ia815.02 


450.62 


S,  805. 06        634.  18 
5^716.93    2,858.46 


Timds  anthorired  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee expenditure '  $139,000.00 

Amount  expended -    '  105, 137.  35 

Balance  unexpended —       33, 862.65 

•  Funds  Buthoriied  for  Subcommittee  on  Labor  and 
Labor-Management  Relations  and  dubcommittec  ou 
Health.  ^    ^ 

»  Amount  expended  by  Subcommittee  on  Labor  and 
Labor-Management  Relations,  and  Subcommittee  on 
Health. 

Jamks  E.  Mttxxat, 

Chairman. 

Januaxt  6,   1953. 
CoMMTrrxx  cm  Poer  Omcx  and  Civil  Sesvicx 
To  the  Sbcxxtaxt  op  thx  Sxnatx: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its 
subcommittee  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1953.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  and  profession 


Virginia  Bobo,  assistant  chief  clerk. . 

n.  W.  Brawley.  staff  director 

Coetas  D.  Chrissoe,  clerical  assist- 
ant  

Mao'  E.  Harper,  clerical  assistant-. 

Miiry  A.  Irwin,  professional  staff 
member 

Katherine  K.  Jennings,  clerical 
assistant,  Oct.  1  to  Nov.  4 

J.  .\ustin  Latimer,  chief  clerk  and 
counsel - 

Olive  T.  Olson,  clerical  assistant... 

£.  Ltiise  f^hawn,  clerical  assistant, 
to  Sept.  30  and  (Tom  Nov.  5,  1952. 


Rateof 

grooi 

annual 

salary 


$5,525. 
11,646. 


Total 

salary 

received 


75,$2.  762.  82 
001   5,823.00 


5,334.57    2,667.24 
4,283.( 


.04 
00 
81 


2,  141.  52 

5,823.00 

431.58 


11,646. 

4.569. 

11,646. 
4,474. 

4.569.81'   1,853.28 


00)  5,823  no 
23|  2,  237.  10 


Funds  authorlied  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee expenditure  82d  Cong,    (includes  S. 

R,.!!  233)        $20.nno.oo 

Amount  expended  Jan.  1  to  June  30,  1952. ...      1,  1H«.  77 
Axuouutexpended  July  1  to  Dee.  31,  1952....    13,384.14 

Balance  unexpended  Jan.  1,  1953 5,429.09 

Olik  D.  Johnston. 

Chairman, 


Name  and  profession 


Robert  H.  .^midon,  invest  igator- 
Aniilyst.  - 

O.  lios.s  An'lerson,  Jr.  investi- 
gator analyst,  to  September  15  ... 

Nancv  J.  Urown,  secTflary      

Marcia  M .  Callaghan.  stenographer 

Georgia  H    Hoiid.  secretary 

Ralph  H.  Drenuen,  wvesligator- 
analyst  

RoWrt  O.  Dunphy,  investigator- 
analyst  

Hubert  H.  Kiniel,  investigator- 
analyst,  to  Nov.  14,  ia.i2 

Helena  CI.  Fisher,  secn-tary,  to 
Sept.  U),  19.V2      - 

Cecial  A.  Uasque,  invcstigalor- 
aualyst      - 

Joseph  M.  Hart,  investigator-ana- 
lyst, to  Nov .  ;10,  VJh-2     

Guy  B.  Hathorn,  investigator-ana- 
lyst  

Gustav  C.  Uorti,  Investigator-ana- 
lyst  

Colette  E  Homan.  clerical  assi.stant 

Katherine  K.  Jennings,  stenoera- 
pher,  tu  Sept. 30 and  from  Nov.  5, 
1 9,'i2  . .   

Edwin  (".  Johnson.  Jr.,  investi- 
eator-aiuiljst  to  .\ug.  7 

Winner  11.  Kelley,  investigator- 
analyst      - 

Rudolph  H.  Kroeli,  investigator- 
analyst 

William  K.  Levin,  investigator- 
analyst 

Charles  B.  Lipsen,  investigator- 
analyst      .- - 

Edward  L.  MacDonaid,  investi- 
gator-analyst, from  Nov.  20 

William  L.  Mal>ry,  investigator- 
analvst,  to  Aug.  30 

Theo  A.  Moore,  investigator-ana- 
Ivst 

Ktnel  P.  rowers,  stenographer   

Slelvin  H.  Purvis,  chief  c«un.«'l    .. 

John  M.  daiigster,  investigator- 
analyst -- 

Llovd  3.  Smith,  Investigator-ana- 
lyst  

Bot-sy  B.  Thomas,  secretary 

Christine  Winslow,  secretary 


Rate  of 

gross 
annual 
salary 


Total 

salary 

receiviHl 


$8, 005.  3fi  W.  002. 66 

.M4.1,  3H    1,071   52 

4.  tK,.S.  41     2,  i:U  .il 

5,  047.  77    2.  .'.23  M 


4,091.85 
8,4^)1.59 
7.065.23 


2,045  38 
4,  230.  79 

3.  527.  58 


8,552.84    2,470.79 


4.091.85 
8,  oa^.  36 


897.91 
4, 002.  66 


9,  073.  03,  3,  780.  40 

6,  577.  27    3,  288.  60 

10,234.35    .V117  17 
4,  SStl.  61    2,428.26 


4,  283.  04 
8,005.3*; 
8,552.84 
8,006.36 
6,481.67 
5,621.34 
7,819.96 

5,  430. 16 

6,  .'>77,  27 

4.  ry..  K4 

ll,'i4rt.  00 
B,  653.  69 

R.  00.'.  :?»"> 

3,  .MH.  .W 
4,665.41 


1.737.00 
822.76 
4,086.29 
3.  639.  ,M 
3, 24a  78 

2.  .545.  10 
890.60 
905.02 

3.  288  f.0 
2,  02^  32 
5,  h23  00 

4.  826.  82 

3. 672  73 
1.661  71 
2,332.68 


available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees : 


Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee exp«'niliture,  8ad  Cong,  (includes 
8.  Res.  53,  Feb.  19,  1951;  S.  Res.  -206,  Oct. 
11,  1951;  S.  Res.  -288,  Mar.  26,  ia52) $245,000  00 

Amount  expended,  82d  Cong 221,230  34 

Balance  unexpended  Jan.  i,  1953 23,769.06 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

Chairman. 


DxcEMBxa  31,  1953. 

CoMMTrrxx  on  Public  Wobxs 

To  the  Secrktaxt  or  thx  Sxnatx: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  ptirxu- 
ant  to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1952.  together  with  the  funds 


Name  and  profession 


Ellsworth  W.  Bassett,  professional 

staff 

Frank  Hurnetl,  chief  clerk   

Caira  May  ("ook.  ck-ricil  staff  . 
Utto     f>ekoin,     professional    staff 

(minority*   .  

F.rcilia  .Martiiu-r.  cUTical  staff  

John  L.  M:irlinei.  clerical  HlatT    ... 

Frano's  Urtii.  pmfi'ssiouul  staff 

F.liiis*'  I'ortrr,  a.ssi.-lunt  cierk      .     -. 
Sovieda  H.  Romero,  cU'rical  stiiff 
'1  heo  W.  Sliced,  professional  staff. 


RaU-  of 
gross 

annual 
salary 


Total 

salary 

received 


»11.f4'^  00$5.823.00 

11,646.00   .%823.00 

5,521.341  2.810.07 


11.646  00 
5,4:50.16 
6.481.67, 

11,646.00' 
7,437.59, 
5.(M7 


.^.  480. 13 
2,715.0* 
3.161.12 
5,823  00 
3,718.79 
2,523.88 


11,646.00   5,823.00 


Funds  authorired  or  appropriated  for  com- 

nmii'<'eiin'ii(iiture $10,000.00 

Amount  eiiK'nded - 5.  367  09 

Bulana' unexi)ended 4,632.91 

Dknnis  Chatcx. 

Chairman. 


Januaxt   1,   196S. 
CoMMrrrxE  on  Rules  and  AoniNisTaATioN 
To  the  Secrxtaet  of  the  Senatx: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123,  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to 
December  31,  1952.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  and  profitsslon 


Parr.ll  ?»t.  Claire,  chief  clerk  

RiKswH  ('.  Kiiig.Poiin.sel,  to  Aug.  31. 

John  1'.  .Moon-.  0)iina«'l..    

II.  FloVf  liavin.  cWrical  ii.<<sislant 

M.  .m'  Uahb,  clerical  assistant,  to 

IVc.  S    . 

FraiKis  X.  Plant,  profcasional  staff 

nienitK'r.  from  Oct.  7.     .  .. 

Helen  .M    Snulh,  fleru-:il  luwistant, 

to  Knt    U  and  from  Sept.  2 

Rulh  1'.  .Noun,  cli'Tiial  assisuint  — 


Rate  of 


annual 

SMlary 


Total 

salary 

received 


$n,64«L0O$5,RS.a0 

8,562.84    1,425.40 

11,646.001  5,823.00 

6,003.71    3,001.80 

6,000.71    2,584.88 

8,552.84  1,995.64 

I 

4.6A.V  41i  2.319.72 

4,665.411  2,33Z6« 


Funds  aiithorired  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee rxKniiitiUT.  Mil  Cong  $10,000.00 

Amount  Lil)ended,  H*id  Cong 1, 178.32 

Balance  uik'Xi*nded 8,823.6* 

Caxl  HaTdkn, 

Chairman. 


Januaxt  9,   1953. 
CoifunTcx  ON  Rtn.Es  and  Adminibtkatiom 

EUBCOMMrrTEX    ON     PRIVILXCBB    AND    KLBCTIONB 

To  the  Secret  AST  or  thx  Senate: 

The  above-mentioned  committee,  pursu- 
ant to  Senate  Resolution  123.  Eightieth  Con- 
gress, first  session,  submits  the  following  re- 
port showing  the  name,  profession,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  it  and  its 
subcommittees  for  the  jperiod  from  July  1  to 
December  31.  1952.  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  its  sub- 
committees: 


Name  snd  praleaaion 


Grace  E.  Johnson,  clerk      

(ienevK've  Litwiii,  stenographer. 
Israel  Margolis,  luvestixator 


Rate  of 

gross 

annual 

salary 


Total 

salary 

received 


$8,  279  10  $4,  376.  ."M 
4,091  85)  1237  07 
^  67^851  3,33(^41 


Name  and  professkm 


Jack   Poorbaugh.  investigator,  ta 

Kpt.  6  - 

Pamiu'l  H.  Kramer,  assirtant  coun- 

s.1.  l>oc.  1 •■ 

Allen  iloodman.  assistant  coubmI. 

S,.|il   10    .  

RolH'rt  .'ihortley,  Inveetigator 

Mary    i.«u   Vaughan,  clerical  sa- 

si.>taii t   . .   -  -  -  ■ 

Ruih    G.    Stout,    administrative 

(■l.rk   .  - ---■ 

Wellfnrd  Ware,  assistant  counsel... 
M.iry  Yanick,  secretary. 


Rate  of 


annoal 
Mlary 


r,  437. 80 

•,1M.W 

6.672.85 
8,Sa2.84 

6,535.75 

4,761.00 

ia068.45 

6,047.n 


ToM 

■alary 

received 


$1,053.63 
616.24 

Zfxrr.  45 

2,aM.Cl 

1,381.41 

306.75 
4,866.37 
2,523.84 


Anio.mt  expended: 

>:«[»"-•« 'U'lSS-^ 

.^ilaries 33,546.12 

BMancv  unexpended,  approilmatety,  to  date.  106, 985.  J3 

Cabl  HATDOr. 

Chaimtin . 

jAirOAXT  3,  1963. 
Report  or  thx  Sxlxct  CJoMMnrxE  ow 
Small  Bubimbbb 
(Created  pursuant  to  S.  Res.  68.  Slat  Oong.) 
To  the  Secxetaxt  of  thx  Sxhatx: 

The  above-mentioned  coinmltt«e,  punuant 
to  Senate  Resolution  133.  80th  Ck>ngreas.  Ixt 
session,  submits  the  following  report  show- 
ing the  name,  profeasion.  and  total  salary  of 
each  person  employed  by  It  and  Its  subcom- 
mittees lor  the  i>eriod  from  July  1.  1953,  to 
December  31,  1952,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  it  and  ita  sub- 
committees: 


NanM  and  profession 


Amis.  Wm.  I).  (iVpt.  16-Oct.  22), 

pr<i(rs.sjonal  staff  meniU'r 

Blair.  S:iidee  F..  clerical  ;»!wistant . . . 
H\riu'.  Klizat>eth  A.,  clerical  assist- 

II.  ii.lirMin.  Liuranee  (>.,  (July  1- 
S.'pi  11.  Oct  n-Dec.  31).proles- 
SKiiial  stiili  nU'Uiljer 

llnl.lri.  I'  itricta  W.  (Sept.  16-Oct. 
•J4t,  dcnnil  anistant  

L^Lskey,  Sara  Betty,  clerical  assist- 
ant       - 

NiHine.  Charles  M..  professional 
«!  iff  n>cmber 

Novak.  Gf  rtrude  C.  (Oct.  »-31), 
a^slslanl  chief  clerk 

O'Connor.  Blake  (July  l-.'*ept.  15. 
Oct  '23  Dec.  3l),profcsBionalstafl 
iiieiiil)er     * 

Kui'iHTt.  Minna  L.,  chief  clerk  .. 

^iiili.".  Walter  B.,pro<rssioaal  stall 
iiitintx'r; 

July  1   9    

Jiilv  10 Dec  31 

Thomas,  Rulh  N.  (July  i-Oct.  19 
a;iil  .Nov.  1-L)ec.  31J,  assistant 
rtin'f  clerk 

1 1K  ker.  Margaret  W..  clerical  as- 


Rateof 

gross 
annual 
salary 


Total 

salary 

received 


$0,321.88     $058.08 
4,  474. 23   2, 2$7. 10 

5,621.34    2,810.64 


4.820.15 
453.63 


11.646.00 
<  187. 45 


4.S78.M    %  180, 28 
10,068.46'  5,034.18 


4.r8.(>4 


133.70 


10.068.45,  3.9Q0.r 
9,653.69    4,836.82 


9, 81 9.  .591.  ^,  -» 
10,8l5.02|r*^*" 

6.009.30   2,863.25 
4,187.45    1,64a  06 


Funds  authnrired  or  appropriated  for  eotn- 

niiU(.tij»(ii,liture,82d  Cong $10,000.00 

Ainoiinl  expended,  82d  Cong 9.988.70 


MCh  pcfBOB  employad  by  it  and  Ita  xubcom- 
mltteas  for  the  period  from  July  1.  1953.  to 
Pecember  SI.  1063,  together  with  the  funds 
available  to  and  expended  by  It  and  Its  sub- 
eoDunlttaes: 


Balance  unexpeoded. 


11.30 


JOBM  SPABKMAjr. 

Chairman. 

Januaxt  3,  1953. 

Rkpokt  or  thx  Sxlxct  CoMamrxs  om 
Small  Businxbs 

(Pursuant  to  8.  Res.  339  agreed  to  June  13. 
1962) 

To  the  Secxetaxt  or  thx  Skmatx: 

The  above-mentloaed  committee,  punuant 
to  Senate  ResoluUon  133,  80th  Oongrasa,  1st 
session,  submits  the  following  report  shov- 
tt^g  the  name,  profesalon,  and  total  salary  ot 
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Rate  of 

Total 

Name  sod  profession 

gross 
annual 
salary 

salary 
received 

Adams,  Walter  (July  l-8ept.  6), 

professlonai  staff  member: 

July  1-15.. „ 

$6,069.63 

}$1,763,38 

July  lf.-Sept.6 

10,400.26 

Alfrk-nd,  Kate  W.  B.  (July  1-Sept. 

15,  Nov.  1-Dec.  15  and  Dec.  20- 

31 ) .  profeasional  staff  member 

AibLs,  Wm.  D.  (July  l-8ept.  15  and 

5,047.77 

1,710.60 

Oct.23-Dec.  31).  investigator 

Hobbs,  Patricia  W.  (July  1-Sept. 

9,321.88 

3,702.84 

15  and  Oct.  26-Dec.  31),  cierioal 

assistant 

4,187.45 

1,640.06 

Long,  UiUis  W.  (July  1-2),  profes- 

sional staff  member. 

7,014.11 

43.06 

Meyer,  Joyce  B.  (July  1-Sept.  15 
and   Sept.  23- Dec.  31),  derical 

assistant  ■ 

3,  oca  68 

1, 874. 45 

Novak.  Gertrude  C.  (July  1-Oct.  19 

and  Nov.  1-Dec.  31),  clerical  as- 

sistant  

4,378.64 

2,055.49 

Bchaffer,  Rose  (July  10-23),  clerical 

assistant     

1SO0.81 

177.71 

Funds  aathorized  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee expenditure - $^.000.00 

Amount  expended 15,862.60 

Balance  unexpended 44, 147. 40 

John  Spaxkman, 

Chairman. 
•  Nee  Bissell  from  Nov.  1, 1952 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONB 
INTROnUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BENNETT: 

S.  573.  A  bill  to  discontinue  the  Postal 
Savings  System  established  by  the  act  of 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  814),  as  amended,  and 
for  other  piirpcscB;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  TAFT: 

8.  674.  A  blU  to  extend  the  time  for  trans- 
mitting reorganisation  plans  under  the  Re- 
organisation Act  of  1948;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 

S.  675.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Monlek  Lem- 
berger.  Frlda  Lemberger,  and  Peysach  Lem- 
berger; 

S.  676.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Ignatz 
Kovesl  and  his  wife; 

8.  677.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Aron 
Kate  and  his  family: 

8.  678.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mozess  Aba 
Kamien  or  Mejzesz-Aba  Kamien; 

8.579.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Wong  Tou 
Eenn; 

S.  580.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ladlslas 
Oyorkl; 

8.  581.  A  bill  tor  the  relief  of  Kalman  Oru- 
man; 

S.  582.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlklos  Pried - 
mann  and  his  wife; 

8.  583.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Mendl 
Feldman  and  his  family;  and 

8.  584.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Rosa  Euler 
and  her  minor  child;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CARUSOM: 

8.  685.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Baeck 
Pyeng  Kim;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina) : 

8. 586.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  laws  au- 
UiorlBlng  ib«  PoBtmaatBr  General,  with  the 


approval  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, to  revise  parcel  poet  rates,  size  lim- 
its, sones,  and  other  conditions  of  mallabll- 
Ity;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  OOce  and 
Civil  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  M^.  Cablsom  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  HOLLAND: 
8.  587.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carlos  For- 
tlch,  Jr.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
8.  588.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  regulation 
of  fares  for  the  transportation  of  school  chil- 
dren  in   the  District  of   Columbia;    to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Holland  when  be 
introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  WILBT  (for  hlmaelf,  Mr.  Taft, 
Mr.     McCaxtrt,     Mr.     Oxken,     Mr. 
Aiken.  Mr.  Muxbat,  Mr.  Chavxz,  Mr. 
Htjmfhxkt,      Mr.      Dottglas,      Mr. 
Fbxgxtbom,  Mr.  Lkrman.  Mr.  YonNO, 
Mr.  ToBXT,  Mr.  Pastoxx,  Mr.  Pottxb, 
Mr.  Hill,  and  Mr.  Langsx)  : 
8.  589.  A  bill  providing  for  creation  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpora- 
tion to  construct  part  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  in  United  States  territory  In  the  In- 
terest of  national  security;  authorizing  the 
Corporation  to  consummate  certain  arrange- 
ments with  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Author- 
ity of  Canada  relative  to  construction  and 
operation  of  the  seaway;    empowering   the 
Corporation   to   finance   the   United   States 
share  of  the  seaway  cost  on  a  self -liquidat- 
ing basis;  to  establish  cooperation  with  Can- 
ada in  the  control  and  operation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway;  to  authorize  negotiations 
with  Canada  of  an  agreement  on  tolls;  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Wilet  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S.  560.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  certain  par- 
ties liable  for  the  breach  of  bonds  posted 
In  the  case  of  Zelmonas  Lebjusas  and  Yehu- 
dlth  Lebjusas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  IVES: 
8.591.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  V. 
Geokjlan;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
S.  592.  A  bill  to  define  service  as  a  member 
of  the  Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  as 
active  military  service  under  certain  condi- 
tions; to  the  Ck>mmlttee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
S.  593.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Alaska 
Juneau  Gold  Mining  Co.;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLKR  of  Nebraska  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Schoeppkl)  : 
S.  594.  A  bill  to  provide  for  refund  of  the 
Federal  tax  paid  on  gasoline,  where  the  gaso- 
line is  destroyed  by  fire  or  other  casualty 
while  held  for  resale  by  a  Jobber,  whole- 
saler, or  retail  dealer;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

By  Mr.  EASTLAND  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Young)  : 
8.  596.  A  bill  to  increase  the  level  of  price 
support  for  the  1958  and  1954  crops  of  any 
basic  agricultural  commodity;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Eastland  when  he 

Introduced   the    above    bill,   which    appear 

under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUSH: 

S.  596.  A    biU    for    the   relief   of    Alfonso 

Albano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  MCCARTHY  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  McCUEiXAN): 
8.  5©7.  A  bill  to  amend  and  extend  the 
Reorganisation  Act  of  1»48;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

(See  the  remarka  of  Mr.  McC«tht  when 
he  Introduced  the  alaove  blU.  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  HUMPHRKT: 
8.  5©8.  A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Oolda  I. 
Stegner; 

8.  599.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Corp.  Robert 
D.  McMillan;   and 

S.  000.  A  bill  to  permit  In  certain  cases 
children  under  18  years  of  age  who  are  to 
be  adopted  in  the  United  States  to  enter 
the  United  States  as  nonquota  immigrants; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HrriiPHaET  when 
he  introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

8.  601.  A  bill  to  protect  the  public  health 
and  welfare  by  restoring  authority  for  fac- 
tory Inspections  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Coemetic  Act;  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HUMPHarr  when 
he  Introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  T©BET  (by  request): 
8.  floa.  A  bill  to  provide  for  greater  safety 
of  life  and  property  at  sea  by  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe 
rules  for  the  loading,  stowage  and  securing 
of  grain,  and  other  similar  bulk  cargoes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tobet  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By    Mr.    MURRAY    (for    himself,    Mr. 
Neklt.  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Humpheey, 
Mr.  LcBMAN.  and  Mr.  Morse  )  : 
S.  903.  A  bin  to  prohibit  labor  espionage; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SBdATHSRS: 
8.  604.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria  NegUa. 
Angelo  Neglla,  and  Oulseppe  NegUa;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   SALTONSTALL    (for   himself, 
Mr.  Bamcxs.  Mr.  Hendeickson,  Mr. 
Dtttt,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Texas.  Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  Stennis,  and 
Mr.  Malone)  : 
8.  608.  (By  request).    A  bill  to  provide  for 
the  administration  and  discipline  of  the  Na- 
tlonal  Security  Training  Corps,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 
8.606.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Hannelore 
MetB  and  her  two  children; 

S.  607.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Thomtis  Dale 
Fawcett  (George  Yamamoto);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  608.  A  bUl  to  authorize  an  Increase  in 
the  per  diem  allowance  of  agents  assigned 
to   the  protection  of   the   President   of   the 
United   States,   and   for  other   purposes;    to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  McCaktht  when 
he  introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
S.  609.  A  bUl  to  amend  subparagraph  (c), 
paragraph  I,  part  I.  of  Veterans  Regulation 
No.  1    (a),  aa  amended,  to  establish  a  pre- 
sumption of  service  connection  for  chronic 
and    tropical    diseases    becoming    manifest 
within  3  years  from  separation  from  service; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 
8.  610.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisition 
of  the  rational  Civil  Defense  Training  Center 
(or  the  Federal  Civil  befenso  Administration, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Armed  Services. 

S.  611.  A  bin  providing  for  an  Investiga- 
tion and  study  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  of  the  adequacy  and  conven- 
ience of  passenger  carrier  facilities  and  serv- 
ices and  the  reasonableness  of  fares  In  the 
mcuopolltan  area  of  the  District  of  Colum- 


bia, and  for  other  purpoaes:  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  P^D^eign  Commerce. 

By   Mr.   CASE    (for   himself    and  Mr. 

DlEKSEN  )  : 

S.  612.  A  bill  providing  for  the  collection 
of  Internal-revenue  taxes  and  customs  duties 
and  the  administration  of  the  Internal  rev- 
enue and  customs  laws  by  an  agency  Inde- 
pendent of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  AIKEN: 
S.  J.  Res.  24.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  third  Thursday  in  October  aa  Agricul- 
tural Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLLAND  (for  himself.  Mr 
Smathers,  Mr.  Oeobge.  Mr.  Hoet, 
Mr.  SMrrH  of  North  Carolina,  Mr. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Ellendbi,  Mr.  Long. 
Mr.      McClkllan,     and     Mr.      Ful- 

BRICHTI  : 

S.  J.  Res.  25.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  relating  to  the  qualifications 
of  electors;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Holland  when  he 
introduced  the  above  joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.   CAPEHART: 

8.  J.  Res.  26.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
certain  authority  of  the  Federal  National 
Mortgage  Association  and  the  Federal  Hous- 
ing Administration  to  Guam  and  Hawaii; 
and 

S.  J.  Res.  27.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

( See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capehart  when  he 
introduced  the  above  Joint  resolutions,  which 
appear  under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

S.  J.  Res.  28.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Ameri- 
ca to  proclaim  October  11,  1953,  General 
Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance 
and  commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


REVISION  OP  PARCEL  POST  RATES. 
ETC. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
repealing  a  provision  in  the  Supple- 
mental Appropriations  Act  for  1951 
which  requires  the  Postmaster  General 
to  request  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  increase  rates  in  fourth - 
class — parcel  post — mail.  The  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston), 
ranking  minority  member  of  our  com- 
mittee, has  joined  me  in  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  bill. 

In  my  judgment  It  is  unfair  for  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  es- 
tablish rates  on  fourth-class  mail  and 
leave  with  Congress  the  responsibility 
for  setting  rates  on  the  other  classes  of 
mail. 

I  believe  Congress  should  have  the  re- 
sponsibility of  setting  all  postal  rates, 
and  the  bill  I  have  introduced  will  re- 
store to  Congress  its  authority  in  this 
important  matter. 

I  hope  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission will  defer  action  in  this  matter 
until  the  Congress  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  consider  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has 
also  joined  me  in  the  submission  of  a 
Senate  resolution,  which  I  shall  offer 
when  resolutions  are  in  order,  authoriz- 
ing the  Senate  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice Committee  to  study  and  invesUgat* 


the  business  methods,  operations,  rates, 
and  charges  of  the  postal  service. 

For  some  time  I  have  believed  the  cost 
ascertainment  system  of  the  Post  OfOce 
Department  does  not  reflect  the  proper 
apportionment  of  expenditures  and  reve- 
nues against  the  several  classes  of  mail. 

The  purpose  of  this  resolution  is  to 
determine  whether  present  postal  cost 
accounting  methods  have  kept  pace  with 
improvements  in  cost  analysis  and  cost 
accounting  systems  which  are  used  by 
progressive  and  modern  business  in  pri- 
vate industry.  The  committee  will  also 
examine  the  cost  of  handling,  transport- 
ing, and  distributing  mail  to  determine 
whether  new  procedures  can  reduce  such 
cost  by  improvements  in  methods  and 
equipment. 

Furthermore,  the  resolution  provides 
for  the  creation  of  an  advisory  council 
to  secure  suggestions  and  ideas  from 
representatives  of  the  general  public, 
members  of  accounting  and  management 
engineering  firms,  and  representatives 
of  postal  employee  organizations. 

The  report  of  the  Hoover  Commission 
on  the  postal  service  only  scratched  the 
surface  with  respect  to  improvements 
which  can  be  made  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  to  provide  better  service  to 
the  public  at  less  cost  to  our  taxpayers. 

The  bill  I S.  586 »  to  repeal  certain  laws 
authorizing  the  Postma.ster  General,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  to  revise  parcel  post 
rates,  size  limits,  zones,  and  other  con- 
ditions of  mailability,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Carlson  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

REGULATION  OP  FARES  FOR  TRANS- 
PORTATION OP  SCHOOL  CHIL- 
DREN IN  THE  DISTRICT 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  regulation  of  fares 
for  the  transportation  of  school  children 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  statement  prepared 
by  me  in  regard  to  the  bill  be  printed  In 
the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  objec- 
tion, the  statement  will  be  printed  In  the 

RiCORD. 

The  bill  <S.  588)  to  provide  for  the 
regulation  of  fares  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  school  children  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  introduced  by  Mr.  Holland. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  Its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Holland  is  as 
follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Holland  in  Recarb 
TO  A  Bill  To  Provide  for  the  Regui.ation 
or  Fares  roa  the  Transportation  or 
School  Chuj>ren  in  the  Distbict  or  Co- 
lumbia 

I  have  today  introduced  a  bill  to  provide 
for  the  regulation  of  fares  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  8ch(X)l  children  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to 
authorize  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  fix  th«  rate  of 
fare  for  the  transportation  by  street  railway 
and  bus  of  school  children  going  to  and  from 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECXDRD  —  SENATE 


515 


public,  parochial,  or  like  ■chools  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  at  not  more  than  one-half 
the  cash  fare  esUbllshed  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Public  Utilities  CommlMlon  for  reg- 
ular route  transportation  wltlUn  tho  Dl»- 
irlct  of  Columbia. 

I  have  Introduced  thU  bill  at  the  request 
of  the  CaplUl  Transit  Co..  In  which  certain 
Florida  cltlzeni  have  substantial  Invest- 
ments, but  only  after  careful  »tudy  ^  IHe 
situation  bj  ]|;]2lcli  I  hC^Te  \MCome  thoroughly 
ijn.v'.'^itd  that  the  subject  matter  should  be 
dealt  with  prompUy  by  an  act  of  CongrMS 
along  the  lines  of  the  bill  which  I  have  In- 
troduced. 

In  order  to  get  the  factual  and  legal  back- 
ground of  this  matter.  I  have  consulted  with 
the  Public  Utilities  ComznloBlon  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  At  this  point  I  incorpo- 
rate as  part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter  which 
I  received  from  the  Honorable  Jamas  H.  Flan- 
agan, chairman  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission of  the  District  of  Columbia,  under 
date  of  January  «,  IMS: 

Ptbuc  UtTUTixs  OoMMiasioir 
or  THz  Distbict  or  Columbia, 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  $,  1953. 

Hon     S.  L.  HOLLAKB. 

United  States  Senate, 

Senate  Offlce  Birlldinff, 

Washin§ton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sxmatob  Hoixand:  In  acoordane* 
with  your  request.  I  am  pleaasd  to  aubmlt 
tu  you  the  following  facts  relative  to  the 
rate  of  fare  for  transportation  by  street  rail- 
way and  bus  of  school  children  going  to  and 
from  public,  parochial,  or  like  scbools  In 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  existing  school  fare  ii  8  oents.  This 
fare  originated  In  Public  No.  733,  Seventy- 
first  Congress,  approved  February  2&.  1031. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  on 
March  3.  1981.  Issued  Ita  order  Mo.  8M.  which 
established  a  3  oents  school  fare. 

Paragraph  18  of  the  Unification  Agrsw 
ment,  approved  on  January  14,  1B3S,  by  Pub- 
lic Resolution  No.  47.  aerenty-second  Oon- 
Rrees,  also  contained  a  similar  dlrectlTe  to 
the  Public  UUlltiea  Commission.  Thus,  the 
3  cents  school  fare  has  been  In  effect  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  mors  than  20  year*. 

After  public  hearings  on  a  petition  from 
the  local  transportation  company  for  In- 
creased fares,  the  Public  Dtlllties  Commis- 
sion. In  Its  order  No.  3088.  dated  June  38. 
1950.  made  Um. following  speeUl  finding  cC 
fact: 

"3.  The  3  cents  school  ticket  fare  was  es- 
tablished by  act  of  Congress  In  1833.  Since 
that  time,  the  cost  of  service,  and  othsr 
fares,  have  Inareased  suhstanttally.  It  Is, 
therefore,  apparent  that  this  fare  does  not 
compensate  the  company  for  the  cost  of 
service  rendered  and  Imposes  an  undue  bur- 
den upon  other  iisers  of  the  serTlce."* 

The  3  cente  school  fare  was  Initiated  at 
a  time  when  the  adult  rats  of  fare,  which  had 
been  fixed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
District  of  Coliunbia  on  appeal  from  an 
order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  was 
10  cents  cash,  or  four  tokens  for  30  cents, 
effective  July  33.  1830.  This  adult  (are 
structlve  remained  HUbstantlaUy  unchanged 
untU  November  3.  1937.  except  that  in  lU 
order  No.  1210.  dated  November  35,  1933. 
the  Commission  established  free  transfers 
and  the  weekly  paai. 

Effective  January  20.  10S2.  and  again  ef- 
fective August  31.  1962.  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  foiuid  It  necessary  to  grant  fare 
Increases  to  the  IojblI  transportation  com- 
pany, based  upon  Increased  salaries  to  em- 
ployees and  other  Increased  costs,  all  of 
which  were  made  part  of  a  public  record  and 
Incorporated  in  the  findings  and  orders  of 
the  Commission.  It  each  instance  the  Com- 
nUsslon  was  unable  to  afford  the  company 
relief  through  an  Inn^ase  In  the  school  fare, 
with  corresponding  reduction  In  the  increase 
to  other  passengers,  due  to  the  congressional 
restrictions  cited  alwve. 


The  existing  fares,  which  were  established 
by  Commission  order  No.  8913,  dated  August 
21,  1952,  are:  Cash,  17  cents;  token,  6  for 
75  cents;  weekly  pass,  83.40;  school  fare,  8 
oents. 

For  your  convenience,  I  am  enclosing 
copies  of  Commission  orders  N^e.  BSR  khd 

3013. ' 

II  fOU  desire  further  Information   with 
respect  to  any  of  the  points  contained  in  this 
letter,  I  shall  be  pleased  to  furnish  them. 
Tours  sincerely. 

Jaicxs  H.  Flanaoah, 

C/iairfruin. 

It  tm  thus  completely  clear  that  although 
clothed  with  ample  authority  to  fix  other 
fares  for  travsl  on  street  railways  and  buses 
wltiitn  the  District,  the  PubUc  UtlUtles  Com- 
mission, by  the  Inflexible  provision  of  existing 
law.  has  been  precluded  from  effecting  any 
adjustment  whatever  of  the  S-cent  fare  for 
school  children,  which  has  remained  In  effect 
since  March  10,  1931.  or  for  almost  22  years. 
During  the  same  period  other  transit  rates 
have  greatly  Increased.  The  regular  adult 
rate  of  transportation  fare  now  In  effect  In 
the  District  of  Columbia  Is  17  cents  cash  or 
5  tokens  for  75  cents,  which  Is  15  oents  per 
token.  These  present  rates  contrast  with  an 
adult  rate  of  10  cents  cash  and  7^  cents 
per  token  in  1931.  The  token  rat*  has  exactly 
doubled  during  the  years  in  question. 

Again  I  wish  to  emphasise  that  this  bill 
Is  for  the  purpose  of  granting  authority  to 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  fix  rates 
tor  school  children,  but  It  specifically  places 
a  ceiling  on  the  authority  of  the  Commission 
to  fix  such  rates  at  not  more  than  one-half 
the  cash  fare  establlshsd  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Commission  for  regular  route  trans- 
portation. 

I  am  advlaed  by  Capital  Transit  that  In 
1834,  the  first  full  calendar  year  of  opera- 
tions by  Capital  Transit,  there  wvre  4.218,082 
school  fares  collected  at  this  low  rate. 
Eighteen  years  later,  for  the  12  months  ended 
June  80,  1953.  the  number  oC  school  fares 
at  this  low  rate  was  9,472,189.  TtM  number 
of  school  children  now  carried  Is  thus  more 
than  twice  the  number  carried  in  1934.  and 
It  is  quite  obvious  that  when  the  S-oent  fare 
was  eatabllahed.  costs  were  very  low  in  com- 
parison with  costs  today. 

Capital  Transit  advises  that  the  average 
cost  of  carrying  a  passenger  In  the  first  full 
calendar  year  1984.  subsequent  to  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Capital  Transit  Co.,  was  6.15  cents 
before  rettim.  The  cost,  therefore.  In  1934 
of  carrying  school  children  during  the  year 
was  8250,409,  which  meant  a  loss  to  the  com- 
pany, before  any  return  on  Investment,  of 
8132  J88. 

Acoordtng  to  Capital  Transit,  the  cost  of 
carrying  a  passenger  for  the  year  ended  June 
80.  1952.  averaged  12.7  cents  before  allow- 
ance for  any  return  on  Investment.  As  pre- 
Tlously  stated  the  number  of  school  fares 
eoUected  dxirlng  this  period  was  9,472.150. 
Thxis  the  loss  resulting  from  the  transporta- 
tion of  school  children  at  the  present  low 
fare  of  3  oents  for  the  year  ended  June  30. 
1962.  before  rettim.  was  8918300,  or  approxi- 
mately seven  times  the  loss  resulting  from 
the  use  of  school  fares  In  1934. 

Since  June  30,  1952,  the  company  has  ex- 
perienced two  wage  Increases  totallE«  81.235,- 
000  annually  which  have  Increased  operating 
costs  so  that  I  am  advised  the  present  level 
of  losses  from  transportation  of  school  chil- 
dren U  in  excess  of  81.000,000.  Moreover,  ad- 
ditional increases  in  wage  costs  will  become 
effecUve  July  1,  1953.  and  July  1.  1954.  which 
will  increase  such  losses  even  further. 

There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  num- 
ber at  school  children  taking  advantage  of 
the  3-cent  fare  wUi  decrease  in  the  Immedi- 
ate future.  In  fact,  the  numlier  of  school 
faree  has  been  steadily  increasing  according 
to  data  fumiahed  to  me  by  Capital  Transit. 

It  Is  clear  that  one  of  the  reasons  In  the 
past  which  has  compeUed  the  Capital  Transit 
Co.  to  request  increases  in  other  fares  Is  the 
loss  suffered  In  carrying  school  children  at 


the  3-cent  fare.  The  company  believes  that 
the  rate  which  has  been  In  existence  for 
almost  22  years  should  now  be  changed  to 
absorb  some  of  the  annual  losses  iR  CUryli^" 
such  school  chllOroi,  wd  l*»tms  to  me  that 
«ucjD  a  oouTfB  is  both  equiUble  and  necessary. 
At  this  point  I  insert  as  part  of  my  state- 
ment a  memorandum  from  the  Legislative 
Reference  Service  of  the  Ubrary  of  Congress 
which  lists  fares  charged  children  and  stu- 
dents by  transit  companies  In  other  cities. 
Attention  is  called  to  the  net  changes  In 
fares  since  July  1951: 

"Tbansit  Fabx  Schb>ui,bs  roa  Chilbrxn  and 
Studkmts  im  Various  Labcz  Crms.  1952 

"BALTIMOKB 

•rrtie  Baltimore  Transit  Oo.  charges  8  cents 
for  both  children  to  12  years  of  age  and 
students  throtigh  high  school. 

"Net  change  (since  July  1951) :  Pares  in- 
creased from  7  cents  to  8  cents. 

"CHICAOO 

"The  Chicago  Motor  Co.  has  merged  with 
the  Chicago  Tranait  Authority  and  the  prea- 
ent  fare  which  applies  throughout  the  Au- 
thority system  is :  For  children  up  to  12  years 
of  age  and  for  students  through  high  school, 
the  fare  Is  10  cents  or  5  tokens  for  40  cents. 

"Net  change:  Cash  fare  increased  from  7 
to  10  cents,  with  the  introduction  of  6  tokens 
for  40  cents. 

"CLSVXLAMB 

"The  Cleveland  Transit  System  charges  5 
cents  cash  or  8  tokens  for  25  cents  for  chil- 
dren up  to  12  years  of  age.  Students  through 
high  school  may  purchase  a  weekly  pass  for 
70  cents  which  is  good  on  school  days  be- 
tween 6  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

"Net  change:  Weekly  pass  Increased  from 
00  to  70  cents. 

"Drraorr 

**Th*  Detroit  Department  of  Street  Rall- 
wa3rs  has  no  children's  rates.  Students 
through  high  school  ride  for  10  cents,  from 
7  a.  m.  to  6  p.  m.  on  school  days  upon  pres- 
entation of  an  identification  card. 

"Net  change:  Far*  Increased  from  8  eenta 
to  10  cents. 

"KOKAB  crrr 

"The  Kansas  City  Public  Servioe  Co. 
chBTgta  5  cents  for  children  up  to  12  years 
of  age,  plus  5  cents  On  sones  xmtside  the  city 
limits.  It  also  has  it  50-cent  weekly  permit 
for  students  through  high  school.  Addi- 
tional rides  after  scfhool  hours  are  allowed 
for  5  cents  upon  presentation  of  the  permit. 

"No  net  change. 

"MILWAinUB 

"The  Milwaukee  Klsetrlc  Railway  Trans- 
port Oo.  charges  7  oents  or  4  tokens 
for  26  cents  for  childiten  up  to  12  years  of 
age.  It  also  has  a  weekly  pass  for  75  ceiaXs 
and  a  suburban  pass  for  81.  for  students 
through  18  years  of  age.  The  student  rate  Is 
effective  between  7:15  a.  m.  and  4:45  p.  m., 
Monday  through  Friday. 

"Net  change:  The  addition  of  a  ruburban 
pass  for  81  • 

"minnzafolis-st.  PAm. 

"The  Twin  City  Rapid  Transit  Oo.  has  no 
children's  rate.  It  has  a  rate  of  10  cents  for 
students  up  to  18  years  of  age  which  is  good 
at  all  times  but  which  is  not  good  on  express 
lines. 

"No  net  change. 

"PHILADBLnnA 

"The  Philadelphia  Transit  Co.  has  no  chil- 
dren's rate.  Students  are  sold  10  tokens  for 
75  oents.  which  are  good  between  the  hours 
of  7  a.  m.  and  5:30  p.  m. 

"No  net  change. 

"FITTaBTTBCB 

"The  Pittsburgh  Hallways  Oo.  has  fixed 
chUdren's  rates  at  10  cents.  A  weekly  pass 
Is  sold  to  students  for  85  cents  which  is  good 
on  school  days  from  6  a.  m.  to  4:30  p.  m. 

"Net  change:  Ihtroductlon  of  a  10-cent 
fare  for  children,  alao  an  Increas*  of  th* 
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charge  for  the  student  pass  fr<»u  75  cents  to 
86  cents. 

"ST.  IX>UX8 

"The  8t.  Louis  Public  eervlce  Co.  has  a 
children's  fare  of  10  cents  which  Is  not  good 
on  ssprees  lines.  Express  lines  may  be  used 
upon  payment  of  an  additional  3  cents. 
There  Is  a  90-cent  weekly  pass  for  students 
which  Is  good  on  school  days  from  7  a.  m. 
to  4:30  p.  m.  This  pass  may  be  used  at 
other  times  upon  payment  of  an  additional 
5  cents.  The  pass  Is  not  honored  on  express 
lines. 

"Net  chaise :  Children's  rate  Increased  from 
5  cents  to  10  cents,  and  children's  express 
rates  Increased  from  10  cents  to  13  cents. 
Students  weekly  pass  Increased  from  75  cents 
to  90  cents. 

"Source:  American  Transit  Association. 
Transit  Pare  Bulletin  No.  807.  November  1, 
1952,  and  Supplement.  November  16.   1952." 

I  believe  I  can  say  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction that  the  general  public  feels  that  the 
present  school  rate  Is  Inequitable  and  absurd. 
Various  local  newspapers  have  expressed 
themselves  strongly  In  this  matter.  The 
Washington  Post  on  June  7,  1952,  In  con- 
nection with  a  forthcoming  report  to  Con- 
gress by  Mr.  James  M.  Landis  on  transit  serv- 
ice said,  "One  thing  we  hope  he  will  call  to 
congressional  attention  Is  the  ridiculousness 
of  the  present  3-cent  school  fare."  Again 
on  August  22.  1952.  the  Washington  Post 
editorially  says.  "One  thing  that  would  help 
to  keep  regular  fares  stable  would  be  a  con- 
certed approach  to  Congress  to  raise  the 
grossly  Inequitable  3-cent  school  fare." 

The  Evening  Star  on  June  7.  1952.  In  dis- 
cussing the  local  transit  outlook  said,  "Con- 
gress meanwhUe  coiUd  help  by  relieving  the 
company  of  at  least  part  of  the  private  sub- 
sidy which  now  goes  to  the  city's  school 
children.  The  requirement  by  an  outmoded 
law  that  the  company  transport  students  for 
3  cents  Is  burdensome  and  should  be 
changed.  Nowhere  else  in  America  may 
school  children  ride  public  buses  or  street- 
cars for  less  than  5  cents.  Most  cities  have  a 
7-cent  rate."  Again  on  July  8,  1952.  the 
Evening  Star  in  its  editorial  columns  said, 
"Congress  had  an  opportunity  to  help  the 
fare  situation  here  but  muffed  It.  It  failed 
to  act  on  a  bill  to  increase  the  absurd  3-cent 
school  fare  to  approximately  half  the  cash 
fare.  The  3-cent  rate  for  school  children 
was  nxed  by  Congress  in  1933,  when  such  a 
low  fare  was  not  unreasonable.  No  other  city 
In  the  country  has  so  low  a  school  fare  to- 
day. If  this  subsidy  Is  to  be  continued  at 
Its  present  level,  the  losses  should  be  borne  by 
the  general  public,  not  Just  by  transit  riders, 
as  now  Is  the  situation." 

As  a  further  Illustration  of  the  feeling  of 
the  general  public  in  the  matter,  I  wish  to 
Insert  as  part  of  my  remarks  an  article  by 
Mr.  Ben  W.  Qllbert  which  appeared  In  the 
Washington  Post  on  August  31,  1952: 

"Adults  Makk  Up  Oua  Low  School  Fake 
"(By  Ben  W.  Gilbert) 

"The  prospect  of  even  higher  streetcar  and 
bus  fares  In  the  District  focuses  attention  on 
our  unique  school  fare. 

"The  absurdly  low  3-cent  fare  can  have 
only  one  effect  under  our  present  method  of 
rate  regulation:  It  raises  the  other  rates. 

"As  costs  Increase.  Capital  Transit  acquires 
the  right  to  go  before  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  and  ask  for  higher  rates.  In 
the  list  of  costs  submitted  to  the  PUC  must 
be  any  Increases  in  the  cost  of  transporting 
school  children. 

"First  established  In  1931  by  order  of  the 
PUC,  the  3-cent  school  fare  was  riveted  Into 
the  law  In  1933.  In  1934.  CTC  collected 
4.000,000  fares  at  the  rate  of  3  cents  a  fare. 
compared  to  nearly  10.000.000  fares  in  1951 
at  the  same  rate.  CTC  claims  It  lost  $132,000 
on  Its  school  business  In  1934  and  nearly  six 
times  that  amount  In  1950 — even  more  than 
that  In  1951. 

"The  adult  fare  In  1933  was  10  cents  cash 
and  7'i  cents  for  a  token.     CTC  went  Into 


the  recent  fare  hearings  with  a  15-cent  cash 
fare  and  a  token  price  13  Vi  cents.  The  new 
fares  effective  today  at  6  a.  m..  are  17  cenu 
cash,  five  tokens  for  75  cents  and  weekly 
passes  at  $2.40. 

"A  popular  fare,  the  school  rate  has  pro- 
vided a  cushion  against  hardship  for  low- 
Income  families  which  are  fordftd  to  send 
their  children  great  distances  to  school. 
Some  Congressmen  have  indicated  that  It 
would  be  politically  unwise  to  vote  to  abolish 
the  school  fare. 

"However,  Its  continuation  In  the  face  of 
rising  costs  has  so  distorted  the  city's  fare 
structure  that  CTC  was  moved  in  1951  to  ask 
Congress  to  change  the  setup.  Senator  Spes- 
SAKO  Holland  (Democrat,  Florida)  Intro- 
duced the  legislation  at  the  request  of  the 
company,  which  is  now  controlled  by  the 
Wolfson  group  of  Florida. 

"CTC  and  Senator  Holland  realized  that  It 
would  not  be  practical  to  call  for  outright 
repeal  of  the  school  rate  restriction.  It  was 
proposed  instead  that  the  PUC  be  allowed  .o 
establish  a  school  rate  at  no  more  than  hblf 
the  adult  rate. 

"Such  a  plan  would  allow  school  costs  to 
keep  pace  with  other  costs. 

"Questioning  of  witnesses  by  members  of 
the  Senate  District  Subcommittee  to  which 
the  Holland  bill  was  re^t^red  brought  out 
these  points: 

"1.  That  some  sort  of  subsidy  for  school 
children  is  desirable  In  the  Interest  of  their 
education. 

"2.  That  staggering  of  school  hours  would 
help  the  transit  company  handle  the  load  of 
school  children  at  less  expense,  but  that 
there  was  too  much  opposition  to  separating 
school  hours  from  parents'  working  hours. 
'"3.  That  the  school  pass  has  been  widely 
abused.  Good  only  for  travel  to  and  from 
school,  it  is  nevertheless  used  outside  of 
school  hours  and  by  youths  over  18. 

"4.  That  members  of  Congress  fear  that 
passage  of  the  legislation  might  be  used  by 
the  PUC  as  an  occasion  for  giving  Capital 
Transit  a  revenue  raise  that  it  might  not  be 
entitled  to.  Capital  Transit  disputed  this 
contention,  citing  the  way  costs  are  rising. 
"5.  There  was  a  general  feeling  that  school 
fares  should  be  raised  to  meet  rising  transit 
company  costs,  but  no  agreement  on  the 
amount. 

"6.  If  Congress  had  built  enough  modern 
school  buildings  at  convenient  locations,  the 
transit  company  would  not  face  the  same 
school   fare   problem. 

"7.  Comparable  school  rates  In  other  cities 
are  substantially  higher,  although  school 
children  generally  ride  for  less  than  adults. 
"8.  Some  communities  drastically  restrict 
school  tickets,  honoring  them  only  for  trips 
to  and  irom  school. 

"Mrs.  Frank  S.  Phillips,  testifying  as  chair- 
man of  the  legislative  committee  of  the 
school  board,  agreed  that  the  present  fare 
was  'too  low.'  Mrs.  Leo  Raywld.  president 
of  the  District  Congress  of  Parents  and 
Teachers,  expressed  the  hope  that  the  fare 
would  not  be  raised  above  5  cents. 

"Bernard  C.  Chapman,  representing  the 
Northeast  Boundary  Civic  Association,  plead- 
ed with  the  committee  not  to  raise  school 
fares  above  5  cents  because  many  northeast 
Negro  children  in  the  lower  grades  have  to 
travel  considerable  distances  by  bus  and 
streetcar. 

"The  legislation  never  did  get  out  of  com- 
mittee. The  subcommittee  nearly  reported 
It  out  last  spring,  but  deferred  action  at 
the  last  minute  to  get  time  to  study  the 
Landis  report  on  the  Washington  transit 
crisis." 

in  the  effort  to  get  at  the  facts,  I  have 
gone  into  this  matter  In  detail  with  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  and  the  Capital 
Transit  Co..  and  also  to  some  extent  with  the 
school  authorities  of  the  District.  I  have 
likewise  discussed  It  with  many  of  my  dis- 
tinguished colleagues. 

My  careful  study  of  thl«  matter  has  con- 
vinced  nrre   that  legislation  such   as  I    have 


Introduced  Is  urgently  needed,  and  that  It 
Is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  act  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  rates  charged  In  other  cities 
clearly  show  that  the  rates  for  school  chil- 
dren In  the  DlsUlct  of  Columbia  are  consid- 
erably lower  than  the  rates  charged  school 
children  In  other  American  cities  of  com- 
parable size.  Obviously  this  loss  of  revenue 
placM  an  unfair  burden  on  other  local  transit 
riders  in  th.at  tJlcy  must  pay  ever-Increasing 
fares  to  make  up  this  defldt.  Xf  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Is  to  have  a  sound,  sta'ole, 
and  equitable  schedule  of  transit  fares,  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  miut  be  granted 
authority  to  fix  rates  for  school  children  at 
a  ngure  more  equitable  when  compared  with 
the  general  rate  structure,  and  my  bill  pro- 
poses that  the  new  rate  shall  not  be  more 
than  one-half  of  the  cash  rare  established 
from  time  to  time  by  the  Commission  for 
regular  route  transportation. 


ST.    LAWRENCE    SEAWAY    PROJECT 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  re- 
lating to  what  has  been  known  as  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  project.  Joining  with 
me  in  the  introduction  of  the  bill  are 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Taft).  the 
Senator  from  WiscoiLsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy ) .  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
I  Mr.  Green),  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken  1.  the  Senator  from  Montana 
I  Mr.  Murray),  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez),  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  (Mr.  Humphrey),  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas),  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Ferguson  1 ,  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  IMr.  Lehman  J.  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Young  1.  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire IMr.  ToBEY).  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore).  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Potter],  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  IMr.  Hill1,  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Langer).  I  hope  that  many  other  Sen- 
ators will  Join  in  .sponsoring  this  legis- 
lation. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  in  con- 
nection with  the  introduction  of  the  bill. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  In 
the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  589  >  providing  for  creation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development 
Corporation  to  construct  part  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  In  United  States  ter- 
ritory in  the  interest  of  national  secu- 
rity; authorizing  the  corporation  to  con- 
summate certain  arrangements  with  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Authority  of  Can- 
ada relative  to  construction  and  opera- 
tion of  the  seaway;  empowering  the  cor- 
poration to  finance  the  United  States 
share  of  the  seaway  cost  on  a  self- 
liquidating  basis;  to  establish  coopera- 
tion with  Canada  In  the  control  and  op- 
eration of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway;  to 
authorize  negotiations  with  Canada  of 
an  agreement  on  tolls;  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  introduced  by  Mr.  Wiley  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators) ,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 


The  statement  by  Mr.  Warr  is  as 

follows : 

ST.^TEMrNT   BT   SkWATCMI  WILET   OJf   llfTtOOUC- 

t:on  or  St.  Lawkence  Seawat  Lbcislation 

I  «m  introducing  today  a  new  version  of 
Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  aeaway  legislation. 
I  have  previously  d*!scrlbed  this  legislation 
in  the  January  13  Issue  of  the  CoNcasssioMAi. 
Heiobd  on  page  A9». 

I  am  offering  ihU  Mil  today  In  conjunction 
with  the  following  cilleagues:  Mr.  Taft,  Mr. 
McCartht.  Mr  Green.  Mr.  AnuN.  Mr.  Mua- 
SAY  Mr.  Chavez.  Mr.  Humphret.  Mr.  Douolab. 
Mr  Fekcl'son.  Mr.  LtMHAH.  Mr.  YouNo.  Mr. 
loBiT.  Mr.  Pastors,  Mr.  Potter.  Mr.  Hill, 
Mr    Lancer. 

It  Is  my  earnest  hope  that  this  version  of 
the  seaway  bill  will  constitute  the  culmina- 
ti.m  of  the  three-decade-long  fight  for  this 
great  objective. 

Down  through  the  yeara  we  have  attempt- 
ed to  perfect  thU  legislation  to  the  greatest 
po.ssible  extent.  We  have  made  change  after 
rliHuee  In  it.  We  have  reduced  the  over-all 
co&t  involved.  For  ekample.  when  original 
seaway  legislation  i/as  objected  to  on  the 
pnuind  that  It  woull  cost  the  Federal  Oov- 
eriimeni  money  the  bill  was  revised  so  as  to 
make  the  project  100  percent  self-llquldatlng. 

In  last  year's  verslim  of  the  bill  the  coat  to 
Uncle  Sam  on  a  seK-llquldatlng  basis  was 
to  be  $506,000,000.  ThU  year  we  have  re- 
duced that  cost  down  to  $100,000,000. 

If  ever  a  group  offered  legislation  In  good 
faith  and  with  every  effort  to  satisfy  any 
IfUitimate  suggestions  made  by  the  oppoal- 
tiMi.  It  is  the  group  of  those  Senators  and 
Congressmen  who  have  put  forth  this  great 
proiKwal. 

On  the  House  side,  a  similar  version  of  this 
legislation  has  been  mtroduced  by  Congreas- 
mun  George  A.  Domdero.  Only  a  few  tiny 
technical  changes  distinguish  the  two  bills. 

It  Is  my  intentior  In  the  Senate  Foreign 
Rplations  Committee  to  designate  a  subcom- 
mittee of  that  group  to  hold  hearings  on 
this  legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
1  believe  that  the  temper  of  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  Is  such  that  we  are  cer- 
t.itn  to  report  the  bill  out  favorably  and  by 
a  heavy  vote.  Thereafter  I  shall  reapectfully 
a&k  the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  for  their  cooperation  In  bringing  the 
eeuway  bill  up  for  final  vote. 

All  possible  speed  Is  necessary.  This  la  not 
an  l.ssue  which  we  can  allow  to  wait  for  the 
\i.sual  last-minute  rvtsh  of  legislation  in  July. 
This  Is  something  on  which  we  must  act.  act 
si'on.  and.  I  earnestly  hope,  act  favorably. 

Because  this  Is  ii  new-type  seaway  bill. 
numerous  Senators  who  have  always  been 
highly  sympathetic  to  the  seaway,  and  who 
are  today,  have  asked  additional  time  to 
study  It. 

But  for  that  fact,  a  great  many  more 
c<^>sponsors  would  be  listed  on  the  measure 
today. 

I  have  taken  this  subject  up  both  with 
Dwight  D.  Elsenhower  and  John  Foster 
Dulles,  and  they  have  assured  me  of  thelr 
enrly  consideration  of  this  new  bill.  8ec- 
retary  of  State  Dulles  had  told  me  that  he 
definitely  favors  United  Sutes  participation 
\^uh  Canada  In  the  construction  of  Great 
IiHkes  seaway  canals,  and  we  all  recall  how 
Ike  supported  this  effort  while  he  was  head 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

I  am  keenly  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
opposition  lobbylsu  have  been  working  night 
and  day  to  sabotage  our  efforts  once  again. 
It  is  my  earnest  hope,  however,  that  they 
will  suffer  the  defeat  which  their  blind, 
backward-looking  efforts  so  well  deserve. 

I  respect  the  viewpoint  of  those  of  my 
colleagues  who  may  still  differ  with  us  on 
the  seaway,  but  I  earnestly  ask  them  to  take 
a  new  look  at  this  new  bill  and  to  see  if  It 
does  not  satUfy  the  last  reasonable  objec- 
tion which  they  may  have  had  to  this  great 
fSorU 


INCREASE  OP  LEVEL  OP  PRICE 
SUPPORT  FOR  CERTAIN  BASIC 
AORICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  IMr.  Young],  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  in- 
crease the  level  of  price  support  for  the 

1953  and  1954  crops  of  any  basic  agri- 
cultur^l  cojtxmodity.  I  ask  unanimous 
consenVto  speak  for  not  to  exceed  5 
minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
may  proceed,  as  requested. 

The  bill  (S.  595)  to  increase  the  level 
of    price    support    for    the    1953    and 

1954  crops  of  any  basic  agricultural  com- 
modity, Introduced  by  Mr.  Eastland 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  Young),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  Its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Young  1  and  I  have  Introduced  a  bill  to 
Increase  the  support  price  on  basic  ag- 
ricultural commodities  for  the  years 
1953  and  1954  from  90  percent  of  parity 
to  95  percent  of  parity. 

Several  years  ago  there  was  a  tremen- 
dous surplus  of  cotton  and  as  a  result 
cotton  prices  were  less  than  parity.  In 
order  to  Increase  the  price  of  this  com- 
modity so  that  a  farmer  could  meet  the 
cost  of  production,  the  Congress  in- 
creased the  support  price  of  cotton  to 
95  percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  President,  It  worked  well.  It  did 
not  Injure  the  cotton  exchanges  or  the 
trade  and  it  did  achieve  the  goal  of  the 
Democratic  administration  In  bringing 
farm  commodities  nearer  parity  levels. 
This  provision  applied  only  to  cotton  at 
that  time  because  cotton  was  the  only 
commodity  which  had  fallen  slightly 
below  the  parity  levels. 

All  basic  farm  commodities  are  now 
drastically  declining.  The  farmer's 
costs  have  not  only  failed  to  decline  but 
are  actually  increasing.  American  ag- 
riculture is  caught  In  a  squeeze  between 
falling  prices  and  Increasing  costs 
which  threatens  the  entire  economy  of 
this  Nation.  In  fact,  we  hear  It  pre- 
dicted on  every  side  that  the  economic 
cycle  has  reached  the  phase  at  which 
It  stood  in  1929.  We  have  a  booming 
stock  market;  manufacturing  industries 
were  never  so  prosperous,  but  America's 
great  agricultural  Industry  faces  depres- 
sion. 

According  to  U.  S.  News  &  World  Re- 
port, farm  income  will  decrease  $2,500.- 
000,000  in  1953,  while  every  other  eco- 
nomic segment  in  the  Nation  will  re- 
ceive an  Increased  share  of  the  national 
income.  We  must  not  repeat  the  his- 
tory of  the  1920's. 

It  Is  the  purpose  of  this  bill  to  moder- 
ately Increase  the  prices  of  basic  agri- 
cultural commodities  in  the  market  place 
so  that  agriculture  can  purchase  the 
products  of  Industry,  the  farmer  can 
make  a  profit  from  his  labor  and  a  de- 
pression be  averted.  M  this  bUl  Is  en- 
acted it  will  not  result  in  an  increase 
in  the  cost  of  living.   In  lact.  these  mod- 


erate Increases  would  not  be  felt  at  retail 
levels. 

During  the  recent  political  campalgrn 
President  Eisenhower,  speaking  at  Kas- 
son,  Minn.,  had  this  to  say: 

And  I  don't  have  to  tell  you  that  unprofit- 
able prices  not  only  threaten  the  security 
of  our  farms  but  also  sap  the  prosperity  and 
strength  of  our  whole  Nation.     •     •     • 

I  firmly  believe  that  agriculture  is  en- 
titled to  a  fair,  full  share  of  the  national 
Income  and  It  must  be  a  policy  of  Oovem- 
ment  to  help  agriculture  achieve  this 
goal.     •     •     • 

And  a  fair  share  Is  not  merely  90  percent 
of  parity — It  Is  full  parity.     •     •     • 

Now  I  give  ]'ou  this  positive  assurance. 
The  Republican  Party  will  use  every  legiti- 
mate means  to  see  that  American  farmers 
obtain  their  full  share  of  the  Income  pro- 
duced by  a  stable,  prosperous  country. 

That  was  a  definite  commitment  to 
American  agriculture  that  agriculture 
would  receive  full  parity  prices. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  campaign, 
the  Republicans  were  critical  of  the 
Democratic  administration  for  only  of- 
fering the  farmers  90  percent  of  parity 
prices.  President  Eisenhower  stated  It 
was  the  policy  of  the  Republican  Party 
to  secure  full  parity  for  American  agri- 
culture. This  bill  Is  a  step  toward  full 
parity.  It  is  in  keeping  with  the  solemn 
assurances  given  the  American  farmer 
by  the  present  administration.  I  believe 
these  promises  were  sincerely  made. 
There  can  be  no  serious  objection  to  the 
passage  of  this  bill.  In  the  long  run  it 
will  cost  the  American  Government 
nothing  and  will  strengthen  the  entire 
economy  of  the  Nation. 

This  bill  Is  not  designed  as  a  farm  pro* 
gram  but  as  a  <«topgap  device  to  bolster 
sagging  farm  income.  The  farm  pro- 
gram Itself  must  concern  Itself,  as  it 
always  has,  with  the  disposal  of  the  sur- 
pluses. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted  to 
make  a  2-minute  statement  In  connec- 
tion with  the  bill  which  has  been  intro- 
duced by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland]. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  Senator 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
happy  to  Join  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland] 
in  the  Introduction  of  this  bill  which 
would  provide  95 -percent  supports  for 
basic  commodities  for  a  2-year  period. 
It  would  be  desirable  If  a  high  level  of 
support  could  be  maintained  by  the  Gov- 
ernment on  a  wide  variety  of  commodi- 
ties. I  hope  the  day  is  not  far  off  when 
we  can  have  It.  A  high  level  of  support 
for  basic  commodities  such  as  com,  cot- 
ton, and  wheat  would  have  a  direct  Influ- 
ence in  stabilizing  prices  of  most  other 
agricultural  commodities.  Basic  com- 
modities are  vital  to  the  minimum  living 
standard  of  people  all  over  the  world. 

Most  people  of  the  world  have  had  to 
exist  for  centuries  with  little  other  than 
these  necessities  of  life.  They  are  highly 
important  in  any  war-preparedness  pro- 
gram. If  we  have  sizable  surpluses,  for 
example,  of  com  and  wheat  aiMl  feed 
grains,  we  can.  in  a  oomparatiTely  short 
period  of  time,  produce  large  quantities 
of  other  food  necessities,  such  as  poultry, 
eggs,  pork,  and  even  meASUFabtF  increas* 
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supplies  of  dairy  commodities  and  beef. 

At  this  time,  when  we  are  purposely  car- 
rying large  surpluses  of  these  basic  farm 
commodities — surpluses  which  have  a 
serious  depressing  effect  on  prices — the 
least  we  could  do  for  the  farmers  of  this 
Nation  is  to  provide  them  a  fair  level  of 
price  supports. 

It  would  seem  to  me  wise,  from  a  Gov- 
ernment standpoint,  and  particularly  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  farmers  affected, 
that  the  Government  should  stockpile 
large  quantities  of  these  important  com- 
modities so  necessary  in  the  event  of  any 
possible  war  situation. 

Until  such  time  as  surpluses  created 
for  war  purposes  are  stockpiled.  It  would 
seem  to  me  only  fair  that  they  be  pro- 
vided at  least  95  percent  of  parity,  as 
provided  in  this  bill.  It  has  always 
seemed  to  me  rather  unfair  to  carry 
large  surpluses  of  these  commodities  un- 
der the  guise  of  a  farm  price-support 
program  when  more  properly  they 
should  be  carried  in  a  separate  stockpile 
the  same  as  we  do  other  scarce  war 
materials. 


AMENDMENT  OP  REORGANIZATION 
ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  and  extend  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949.  In  introducing  this 
bill  I  am  joined  by  the  Senator  from 
AiiEansas  [Mr.  McClellanI,  the  rank- 
ing Democrat  on  the  committee.  I  may 
say  that  the  only  change  proposed  in  the 
Reorganization  Act  passed  in  1949  is  to 
provide  for  a  veto  by  a  simple  majority, 
rather  than  by  a  constitutional  majority 
of  either  the  Senate  or  House. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  SMiator  yield? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Does  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  that  I  am  very  happy 
to  Join  in  cosponsoring  the  bill  which  he 
has  introduced.  I  believe  the  act  should 
be  extended,  and  I  believe  the  provision 
wliich  has  been  referred  to  and  which  is 
presently  in  the  act  should  be  modified 
as  proposed  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  4 
years  ago  both  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas, who  was  then  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  and  I,  who  was  the  ranking 
minority  member  at  that  time,  believed 
that  the  Reorganization  Act  should  con- 
tain the  provision  which  we  are  now 
suggesting.  This  is  not  a  new  position 
we  are  taking.  We  fought  for  it  pre- 
viously, but  were  not  successful. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  yield 
further,  let  me  say  that  he  will  recall 
that  we  were  in  conference  on  that  bill 
for  some  2  months  before  we  were  able 
finally  to  compromise  on  the  present 
provisions  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     That  is  correct. 

The  bill  (S.  597)  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949.  intro- 
diiced  by  Mr.  McCarthy  (for  himself  and 


Mr.  McCuoxam),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 


INCREASE  IN  PER  DIEM  ALLOWANCE 
OP  CERTAIN  AGENTS 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  authorize  an  increase  in  the  per 
diem  allowance  of  agents  assigned  to  the 
protection  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
dated  January  6.  1953,  relating  to  the 
proposed  legislation  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  letter  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  608)  to  authorize  an  in- 
crease in  the  per  diem  allowance  of 
agents  assigned  to  the  protection  of  the 
President  of  the  Uruted  States,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy, was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operatic  ns. 

The  letter  presented  by  Mr.  McCarthy 
is  as  follows: 

Treastjxt  Department. 
Washington.  January  6,  1953. 
The  Pkesidbnt  or  the  Senate. 

Sih:  There  Is  transmitted  herewith  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  bill  "To  authorize  an  Increase 
In  the  per  diem  allowance  of  agents  assigned 
to  the  protection  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  propoeed  legislation  would  author- 
ize the  payment  of  a  per  diem  aUowance  at 
a  rate  of  not  more  than  $12  to  special  agents 
of  the  United  States  Secret  Service  during 
the  time  they  are  traveling  within  the  con- 
tinental limits  of  the  United  States  on  offi- 
cial business  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
tection of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
or  the  protection  of  members  of  the  Presi- 
dent's immediate  family,  the  President-elect, 
or  the  Vice  President.  At  the  present  time, 
such  agents  receive  the  (9  per  diem  allow- 
ance provided  for  other  clvllla.  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Government  who  travel  on 
ofDclal  business  within  the  United  States. 

In  protecting  the  President,  agents  of  the 
Secret  Service  accompany  the  President  on 
ail  trips.  The  agents  travel  on  the  same 
train,  stay  at  the  same  hotel  as  the  Presi- 
dent. Prices  of  meals  aboard  the  presiden- 
tial train  are  comparable  to  prices  In  expen- 
sive restaurants,  and  the  dally  cost  of  meals 
aboard  the  train  frequently  exceeds  the 
amount  of  per  diem  allowance  for  subsist- 
ence. When  the  President  stays  at  a  hotel, 
the  daily  cost  of  an  agent's  hotel  room,  which 
necessfri'.y  n>ust  be  near  the  presidential 
suite,  aione  consumes  the  major  portion  of 
the  agent's  per  diem  allowance,  even  when 
more  than  one  agent  occupies  the  room. 
Agents  assigned  to  accompany  the  President 
thus  are  often  required  to  spend  their  per- 
BonaJ  funds  for  a  portion  of  their  sub- 
sistence expenses.  On  extended  trips  the 
monetary  loss  to  these  agents  may  be  con- 
siderable. The  practical  effect  is  that  an 
agent  aaslgned  to  presidential  protection 
duties  suffers  a  reduction  in  salary.  The 
average  daily  coet  of  subsistence  to  agents 
accompanying  the  President  Is  approximately 
tia  at  prevailing  prices.  The  Department 
is  of  the  opinion  that,  aa  this  cost  represents 
expenses  necessarily  incurred  by  agents  trav- 
eling on  official  business  for  the  Goverruneut, 
it  should  be  borne  by  the  Government. 

The  Department  also  believes  that  a  higher 
rate  of  per  diem  allowance  should  be  author- 


ized where  agents  accompanying  members  of 
the  President's  family,  the  President-elect, 
or  the  Vice  President  are  required  In  the 
course  of  duty  to  Incur  unusual  subsistence 
expenses.  The  subsistence  expenses  of  Se- 
cret Service  agents  assigned  to  accompany 
members  of  the  President's  family,  the  Presi- 
dent-elect, and  the  Vice  President  frequently 
are  as  high  as  those  of  agents  who  accom- 
pany the  President.  The  proposed  legisla- 
tion would  provlle  necessary  flexibility  in 
fixing  the  rate  of  per  diem  allowance  In  in- 
dividual cases  by  vesting  authority  In  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  determine  the 
rate  of  such  allowances,  not  to  exceed  $13. 

If  consideration  of  the  problem  indicates 
that  other  employees  of  the  Government 
should  also  be  covered  by  the  proposed  leg- 
islation, this  Department  would  of  course 
have  no  objection  to  its  being  broadened  in 
that   respect. 

It  is  requested  that  you  lay  the  proposed 
bill  before  the  Senate.  A  similar  proposed 
bill  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Department  has  been  advised  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  that  there  Is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  submission  of  this  proposed  legis- 
lation to  the  Congress. 
Very  truly  yours. 

E.    H.    POLKT, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


IM\nGRATION  OP  CERTAIN  CHIL- 
DREN AS  NONQUOTA  IMMI- 
GRANTS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  permit  in  certain  cases  children 
under  18  years  of  age  who  are  to  be 
adopted  in  the  United  States  to  enter 
the  United  States  as  nonquota  immi- 
grants. 

Members  of  the  Senate  will  recall  that 
during  the  Eighty-first  Congress  I  in- 
troduced an  amendment  to  the  Dis- 
placed Persons  Act  allowing  for  the  entry 
of  war  orphans  into  the  United  States. 
That  amendment  became  law.  As  a  re- 
sult, more  than  4,000  European  children 
were  brought  into  the  United  States. 
The  Displaced  Persons  Act  has  now  ex- 
pired, but  the  need  to  bring  young  chil- 
dren into  the  United  States  continues. 

Within  the  last  few  weeks  an  article 
appeared  in  the  Pathfinder  magazine 
written  by  Evelyn  Petersen,  an  outstand- 
ing journalist.  That  article  estimated 
that  at  least  1.500  children  were  still 
available  in  Europe  for  immigration  to 
the  United  States.  Miss  Petersen  asked 
me  if  I  was  planning  to  introduce  legis- 
lation to  meet  this  need.  I  replied:  "If 
enough  people  write  or  wire  me  I  will 
proceed  at  once,"  As  a  result  of  that 
article  I  have  received  scores  of  letters 
from  all  over  the  United  States  from 
American  men  and  women  who  desire 
to  adopt  children  abroad  and  bring  them 
here.  That  response  proves  the  need 
and  I  am  introducing  this  bill  in  response 
to  that  need. 

The  United  States  Children's  Biireau 
estimates  that  about  80,000  families  filed 
petitions  in  1951  to  adopt  babies.  A  Ut- 
tle  more  than  half  of  the  petitions  were 
for  stepchildren  or  relatives.  That  left 
almost  40.000  nonrelative  adoptions. 
Licensed  agencies  report  that  for  every 
couple  who  receive  a  child  today  there 
are  10  to  15  couples  who  apply  and  do 
not  get  one. 

Many  Americans  have  families  and 
relatives  in  Europe.  They  know  home- 
less children  who  would  welcome  an  op- 


portunity to  grow  up  as  fine  American 
citizens.  Yet  these  children  are  vir- 
tually barred  from  the  United  States  by 
our  immigration  quotas. 

My  bill  provides  that  the  children 
under  18  may  enter  the  United  States  as 
nonquota  immigrants  if  an  American 
family  gives  satisfactory  assurances  that 
these  children  will  be  adopted  as  soon 
as  they  come  hert . 

It  is  my  hope  thut  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  will  act  on  this  bill  without 
delay. 

The  bill  (S.  600  <  to  permit  in  certain 
cases  children  under  18  years  of  age  who 
are  to  be  adopted  in  the  United  States 
to  enter  the  United  States  as  nonquota 
immigrants,  introduced  by  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey, was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


FEDERAL  FOOD  AND  DRUG 
INSPECTION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  a  bill  to  correct  a  serious  loop- 
hole in  existing  legislation  dealing  with 
Federal  food  and  drug  irispectlon. 

On  December  8  the  Supreme  Court  in 
an  8-to-l  decision  in  the  case  of  United 
States  agaiiist  Ira  D.  Cardiff  held  that 
the  sections  of  the  Federal  Pood.  Dnig 
and  Cosmetic  Act  authorizing  plant  in- 
.spections  for  possible  violations  of  our 
laws  after  first  making  lequest  and 
providing  criminal  penalties  for  refusing 
to  Rive  consent  were  too  contradictory 
and  uncertain  to  stand  as  criminal  law. 
The  Court  .said  that  the  statute  as  writ- 
ten was  not  fair  warning  to  the  factory 
manager  that  if  he  fails  to  give  consent, 
lie  i.s  a  criminal. 

The  result  of  this  decision  has  been 
to  nullify  the  enforceability  of  the  fac- 
tory inspection  sections  of  the  food  and 
drug  inspection  statute.  It  is  clear  from 
an  examination  of  the  record  that  the 
clear  intent  of  the  Congress  was  to  pro- 
vide for  that  enforceability.  Food  and 
Drug  Commissioner,  C.  W.  Crawford,  in 
commenting  on  the  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sion said: 

The  Supreme  Court  decision  knocks  out 
the  enforceability  of  the  factory  Inspection 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  and  by  so  doing  it  also  makes 
Impossible  enforcement  of  other  vital  sec- 
tions of  the  act  which  require  evidence 
obtained  by  factory  Inspections. 

All  the  provisions  of  the  law  to  protect  the 
consumer's  health  and  pocketbook  are  most 
effectively  enforced  through  factory  inspec- 
tion simply  because  adulterations  can  best 
be  detected  at  their  source  by  going  into  the 
plant  and  seeing  what  Is  being  done.  The 
provision  which  forbids  shipment  of  foods, 
drugs  and  cosmetics  which  have  been  pro- 
duced under  unsanitary  conditions  can 
hardly  be  enforced  at  all  except  through 
fnctory  Inspection.  In  those  instances  where 
soluble  filth  gets  into  the  product  Itself, 
laboratory  analyses  cannot  be  relied  upon 
to  detect  It,  and  here  again  factory  inspec- 
tion evidence  Is  essential.  In  the  field  of 
drugs,  there  is  no  other  way  to  check  the 
control  methods  used  by  manufacturers  to 
Insure  purity,  potency  and  correct  labels  on 
products  which  often  mean  life  or  death  to 
tlie  patient. 

The  bill  which  I  introduced  Is  a  simple 
change  in  wording  to  replace  the  ambig- 
uous wording  upon  which  the  Supreme 
Court    invalidate4    ^*    section.      The 


change  would  require  the  Pbod  and  Drug 
inspectors  to  give  written  notice  when 
they  plan  to  enter  the  premises.  The 
penalties  for  refusal  would  remain  un- 
changed, but  the  revision  would  make  it 
clear  that  the  right  to  Inspect  is  not 
contingent  on  obtaining  permission  of 
the  person  in  charge.  The  factory  in- 
spection statute  has  proved  workable 
and  highly  usable  since  it  was  enacted 
in  1938.  This  bill  would  simply  restore 
its  vaUdity. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  trade 
associations  directly  involved  have  ex- 
pressed themselves  as  in  favor  of  this 
amendment.  These  groups  include  the 
American  Drug  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, the  American  Pharmaceutical  Man- 
ufacturers Association,  the  Toilet  Goods 
Association,  the  Grocery  Manufacturers 
of  America,  and  several  other  food  in- 
dustries of  America. 

I  want  to  express  my  high  regard  for 
these  groups  in  this  expression  of  their 
deep  and  sincere  interest  in  the  public 
health  and  welfare. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  say  in  conclud- 
ing that  this  measure  is  of  extreme  im- 
portance today,  in  view  of  the  variety  of 
new  drug  products  coming  on  the  mar- 
ket. I  have  talked  this  matter  over  very 
carefully  with  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, and  I  can  assure  Senators  that 
unless  something  is  done  to  plug  in  a 
proper  way  the  loophole  which  was  found 
in  this  law  by  the  Supreme  Court — and 
I  am  not  criticizing  the  Court;  I  think 
the  Court  was  right  in  its  decision,  since 
the  law  was  not  clear — the  country  can 
be  literally  fiooded  with  pharmaceutical 
preparations  and  many  synthetic  food 
products  which  will  seriously  jeopardize 
the  health  of  the  American  people. 

I  point  out,  Mr.  President,  that  there 
are  so  many  new  products  roming  on  the 
market  that  the  authority  which  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  now  asks 
for.  and  which  they  carefully  thought 
out,  is  today  essential  to  the  protection  of 
the  public  health. 

The  bill  <S.  601)  to  protect  the  public 
health  and  welfare  by  restoring  author- 
ity for  factory  inspections  under  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Humphrxt.  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
fen-ed  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 


SAFETTY  OF  LIFE  AND  PROPERTY  AT 
SEA 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  by  request 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
provide  for  greater  safety  of  life  and 
property  at  sea  by  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe  rules 
for  the  loading,  stowage,  and  securing  of 
grain,  and  other  similar  bulk  cargoes.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  a  let- 
ter from  the  Treasury  Department  out- 
lining the  purposes  of  this  proposed  leg- 
islation.   

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and,  without  objec- 
tion, the  letter  will  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord. 

The  bill  (S.  602)  to  provide  for  greater 
safety  of  life  and  property  at  sea  by 


authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  prescribe  rules  for  the  loading, 
stowage,  and  securing  of  grain,  and  other 
similar  bulk  cargoes,  introduced  by  Mr. 
ToBEY  (by  request),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

The  letter  presented  by  Mr.  Tobet  Is 
as  follows: 

TkEASintT  Depastmxnt, 
Washington,  January  7,  1953. 
The  PKSsn>ENT  or  the  Senate. 

Sib  :  There  Is  transmitted  herewith  a  draft 
of  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  greater  safety 
of  life  and  property  at  sea  by  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe 
rules  for  the  loading,  stowage,  and  securing 
of  grain,  and  other  similar  bulk  cargoes. 

The  International  Convention  for  Safety 
of  Life  at  Sea,  1948,  was  ratified  by  the 
United  States  on  AprU  20,  1949,  64  Stat, 
part  II — and  this  ratification  was  deposited 
on  January  1,  1950,  with  the  Government 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  aforesaid  con- 
vention will  enter  into  force  on  November  19, 
1952.  In  regulation  2,  chapter  'VI  of  the 
regulations,  which  constitute  an  Integral 
part  of  the  convention,  there  are  cet  forth 
basic  regulations  pertaining  to  the  carriage 
of  grain.  It  Is  the  view  of  the  Treasury 
Department  that  these  regulations  were  in- 
tended to  merely  outline  a  basic  minimum 
of  safety  standards  for  the  carriage  of  grain 
aboard  vessels  and  that  additional  enabling 
legislation  Is  required  to  further  effectuate 
this  phase  of  the  safety  of  life  at  sea  pro- 
gram. 

Accordingly,  the  Treasury  Department  has 
prepared  the  attached  legislation  which  will 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
make  such  rules  and  regulations  and  to 
prescribe  such  restrictions  and  conditions  as 
he  deems  necessary  for  the  loading,  stowage, 
and  securing  of  grains,  and  other  similar 
bulk  cargoes  that  present  hazards  to  the 
stability  of  vessels  by  shifting. 

Under  this  proposed  legislation,  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  may  avail  himself  of 
the  advice,  services,  and  facilities  of  any 
private  nonprofit  organization,  or,  with  the 
consent  of  the  head  thereof,  of  any  executive 
dei>artment,  independent  establishment,  or 
other  agency  of  the  Go'ferrunent. 

The  proposed  legislation.  If  enacted,  will 
not  entaU  any  additional  expenditure  of 
Government  funds. 

It  would  be  appreciated  If  you  would  lay 
the  prc^xised  bill  before  the  Senate.  A  simi- 
lar proposed  bill  has  been  transmitted  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Department  has  been  advised  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  that  there  Is  no  ob- 
jection to  the  submission  of  this  proposed 
legislation  to  the  Congress. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  S.  Okaraic, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATING TO  QUALIFICATIONS  OF 
ELECTORS 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  my  colleague  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida  I  Mr.  SmatheksI, 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  IMr.  George  1, 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
(Mr.  HoEYl.  the  jimior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robektson].  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellen- 
der],  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  LoNCl,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellanI,  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fm.- 
BRI6HT].  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  Joint  resolution  proposing  to 
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aaiend  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  would  prevent  both  the 
Federal  GoTenimentaxid  the  States  from 
requiring  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as 
a  condition  for  participation  in  the  elec- 
tion of  any  Federal  official.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  statement  which  I 
have  prepared  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
the  other  sponsors  of  the  proposed  legis- 
lation be  printed  in  the  Recobo. 

The  ACTINO  HtESIDENT  pro  tem- 
Tpore.  The  Joint  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  referred,  and, 
without  objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Recoro. 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  25)  pro- 
posing an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  relating  to  the 
qualifications  of  electors,  introduced  by 
ICr.  HoLLAKD  (for  himself  and  other  Sen- 
ators), was  received,  read  twice  by  Its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hol- 
land is  as  follows : 

STATSMZMT    BT    SBfATOa    HOLULND    RxOAUHMa 

PoLZ.  Tax  AicxinuczifT 

I  bsye  today  Introduced  In  the  Senate  for 
myaelf  and  9  other  Senators  from  southern 
States  a  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  the  qualifications 
of  electors  participating  in  the  election  of 
clectlTe  Federal  officials.  Including  electors 
for  President  or  Vice  President,  and  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  in  Congress.  The 
propoaed  new  article  of  the  Constitution 
contains  three  sections,  as  follows: 

"SxcnoM  1.  The  right  of  citizens  of  the 
Xhiited  States  to  vote  in  any  primary  or  other 
•lection  for  electors  for  President  or  Vice 
President,  or  for  Senator  or  Representative 
in  Congress,  shall  not  be  denied  or  abridged 
by  the  United  States  or  any  State  by  reason 
of  failure  to  psy  any  poll  tax  or  other  tax  or 
to  meet  any  property  qualification. 

"Sac.  a.  Nothing  In  this  article  shall  be 
construed  to  invalidate  any  provision  of  law 
denying  the  right  to  vote  to  paupers  or  per- 
sona supported  at  public  expense  or  by 
charitable  institutions. 

"Sxc.  3.  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to 
•nforc*  this  article  by  appropriate  legisla- 
tion." 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  as  a 
part  at  the  Federal  Constitution  would  re- 
mit in  preventing  both  the  United  States 
and  any  of  the  States  of  the  Union  from 
denjrlng  or  abridging  the  right  of  citizens 
from  participating  in  the  election  of  Federal 
ofBcials  because  of  failure  to  pay  any  i>oll 
or  iiead  tax  or  any  tax  of  any  other  kind  or  to 
meet  any  property  qualification,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  citizens  who  by  law  are  de- 
nied the  right  to  vote  because  they  are  pau- 
pers or  persons  supported  at  public  expense 
or  by  charitable  institutions.  The  adoption 
of  this  amendment  would,  therefore,  bring  a 
complete  end  to  the  so-called  poll-tax  con- 
troversy and  would  at  tiie  same  time  prevent 
the  setting  up  of  some  new  requirement  as 
a  qualification  for  voting,  such  as  the  re- 
quirement tiiat  some  other  tax  be  paid  or 
some  certain  class  or  amount  of  property  be 
owned  by  a  citizen  in  order  to  qualify  him 
for  voting,  with  the  exception  Just  mentioned 
relating  to  paupers  and  persons  supported 
at  public  axpansa  or  by  charitable  institu- 
tions. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  I  introduced  similar 
Joint  resolutiona  in  the  Bighty-Qrst  Congress 
and  in  the  Bghty-second  Congress  fur  several 
other  southern  Senators  and  myself.  These 
resolutiona  were  never  acted  upon  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  which 
tlMy  w«re  referred.  I  am  now,  glad  to  an- 
nounce tbat  in  reintroducing  this  joint  reso- 
lution today  Z  am  Joined  by  the  following  dis- 
Umuitbcrt   fleiutors  as   cosponors.   namely 


my  colleague  from  Florida.  Mr.  Sua' 
Mr.  GEoacx  oi  Georgia,  Mr.  Hobt  and  Mr. 
SicrrH  of  North  CaroUna,  Mr.  Rouxtsom  of 
Virginia,  Mr.  EixxNDKa  and  Mr.  LoNC  of 
Louisiana  and  Mr.  McCi.kixan  and  Mr.  Fta,- 
aaiGRT  of  Arkansas. 

We     sponsors     of     this     joint     resolution 
strongly  believe  that  the  resolution  should 
be  speedily  submitted  by  this  Congress  to  the 
States  for  ratification,  and,  if  so  submitted, 
we  believe  that  it  wlU  be  quickly  raUfled  by 
at  least  the  required  36  States.    Because  we 
are   so   sure   that   the   requisite   number   of 
States  would  speedily  ratify  the  resolution  we 
are  quite  agreeable  to  the  allowing  of   any 
reasonable  short  period  of  time  for  the  con- 
sideration and  ratification  of  this  resolution. 
In  the  case  that  either  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  or  the  Senate  feels  that  such 
a  time  limitation  should  be  imposed,  we  are 
agreeable  to  limiting  the  time  of  considera- 
tion of  the  amendment  by  the  States  to  as 
little  as  3  years.     We  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  when  the  seventeenth  amendment 
providing  for  the  direct  election  of  United 
States  Senators,  and  opposed  on  many  of  the 
identical  grounds  heretofore  voiced  against 
our  proposed  amendment,  was  submitted  to 
the  States  for  ratification  on  May  13.  1912,  the 
ratification  was  completed  by  the  36th  rati- 
fying State  on  April  8,  1913.  or  less  than  11 
months   after  the  date  of  submission.     Of 
the  37  ratifying  States  5  of  them  were  South- 
ern States  which  at  the  time  had  in  force, 
under  State  law,  poll-tax  requirements   for 
voting.    The  nineteenth  amendment,  provid- 
ing suffrage  for  women  required  less   than 
15  months  for  adoption. 

At  the  present  time,  only  five  States — 
Alabama.  Arkansas.  Mississippi,  Texas,  and 
Virginia— require  the  payment  of  poll  tax 
as  a  prerequisite  for  voting.  While  it  is  true 
that  the  State  of  Tennessee  still  has  a  con- 
stitutional provision  for  the  payment  of  a 
poll  tax,  this  requirement  has  been  removed 
for  all  practicable  purposes  by  recent  legis- 
lative action.  Also.  I  am  advised  that  a 
limited  constitutional  convention  will  be 
held  In  Tennessee  this  year  to  consider  the 
removal  of  the  poll-tax  requirement  from  the 
State  constitution.  For  the  record,  I  want 
the  Senate  to  know  that  the  poll-tax  require- 
ment was  repealed  by  the  State  of  Florida  by 
legislative  action  in  1937.  at  which  time  I 
was  a  member  of  the  State  senate  and  was 
one  of  the  supporters  of  the  action  by  which 
repeal  was  accomplished. 

The  poll-tax  requirement,  now  limited  to 
the  five  States  already  mentioned,  has  been 
accorded  far  greater  importance  than  It  de- 
serves. The  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  the 
amount  of  poll  tax  required  to  be  paid  In 
the  several  States  is  so  small  as  to  impose 
only  a  slight  economic  obstacle  for  any  cit- 
izen who  desires  to  qualify  to  cast  a  ballot. 
This  requirement  operates,  of  course,  equally 
on  citizens  of  all  races  and  colors,  and  Is 
generally  subject  to  Important  exemptions 
which  limit  Its  application,  such  as  the  ex- 
emption of  veterans,  of  women,  and  of  cit- 
izens beyond  a  certain  age  limit. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  all  co- 
sponsors  of  this  proposed  amendment  feel 
that  the  importance  of  the  poll-tax  question 
has  been  maximized  far  beyond  iU  actual 
effect,  it  is  our  feeling  that  the  problem  has 
been  so  widely  discussed  and  has  been  so 
generally  regarded  as  the  Imposition  of  an 
undemocratic  handicap  on  Negro  citizens 
who  comprise  a  minority  group  in  our  Na- 
tion that  it  would  be  good  public  policy  and 
in  the  interest  of  sounder  democratic  govern- 
ment to  speedily  move,  through  this  proposed 
amendment,  to  bring  a  complete  end  to  the 
imposition  of  the  poll-tax  requirement  as  a 
condition  of  participation  in  Federal  elec- 
tions. The  proposed  amendment  would  have 
no  effect  whatever  upon  the  election  of  offi- 
cials at  the  State  or  local  level,  but  would 
leave  this  subject,  as  heretofore,  to  the  dis- 
cretion and  jurisdiction  of  the  several  States. 

Since  there  are  many  good  citizens  who 
havs  indicated  tbeif  feeUcg  that  this  sub- 


ject matter  stvould  be  dealt  with  through  the 
passage  of  a  Federal  statute  rather  than 
through  the  adoption  of  a  Federal  constitu- 
tional amendment,  we  feel  that  it  is  proper 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that,  as  shown 
by  the  debates  on  thU  subject  over  many 
years  in  both  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, there  are  many  able  constitu- 
tional lav^rers,  coming  not  only  from  the 
South  but  also  from  all  other  portions  of  the 
Nation,  who  have  always  believed  and  con- 
tended that  the  only  legal  way  to  deal  with 
this  question,  other  than  through  action  by 
the  States  themselves,  is  by  Federal  consUtu- 
tional  amendment,  and  that  action  through 
Federal  statute  would  clearly  violate  the  pro- 
visions and  requirements  of  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution under  which  the  qualification  of 
electors,  as  prescribed  under  the  laws  of  the 
several  States.  Is  adopted  as  the  qualifica- 
tion of  electors  to  vote  upon  Federal  officials. 

The  sponsors  of  the  resolution  which  I 
have  just  Inuoduced  have  very  deep  con- 
victions on  this  matter,  and  I  feel  that  I 
should  say  for  each  and  all  of  us  that  we 
regard  the  Federal  Government  as  without 
any  authority  whatsoever  to  deal  with  this 
subject  matter  except  by  the  submission  and 
ratification  of  a  Federal  constitutional 
amendment. 

While  this  is  no  time  or  place  for  a  full 
statement  of  the  position  of  the  sponsors 
of  the  proposed  amendment.  I  feel  that  it 
is  proper  to  call  brief  attention  to  the  fol- 
lowing facts  which  support  our  conviction: 

1.  The  framers  of  the  original  Constitu- 
tion in  1787  provided  for  the  election  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  section  3  of  article  I  of  the  original 
Constitution,  part  of  which  reads  as  follows: 

"The  electors  of  each  State  shall  have  the 
qualifications  requisite  for  electors  of  the 
most  numerous  branch  of  the  State  legis- 
lature " 

At  the  very  time  that  the  original  Con- 
stitution was  being  drafted  and  while  It  was 
being  considered  by  the  several  States,  there 
appeared  In  the  constitutions  of  most  of  the 
original  13  States  specific  requirements  for 
electors  of  the  most  numerous  branch  of 
their  respective  legislatures,  which  require- 
ments were  described  by  the  use  of  the  very 
word  "qualifications."  which  requirements 
comprised  either  ownership  of  property  of  • 
stated  nature  or  value  or  payment  of  taxea 
in  a  stated  amount,  or  payment  of  poll  taxes, 
specifically  named  as  such.  In  the  case  of 
the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  under  Its  con- 
stitution of  1784.  payment  of  a  poll  or  head 
tax  was  specifically  required  as  one  of  the 
qualifications  for  a  citizen  to  vote  for  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
New  Hampshire  which  was  the  most  numer- 
ous branch  of  the  State  legislature.  It  was 
against  such  an  existing  background  in  1787 
that  the  members  of  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention wrote  Into  our  original  Constitution 
the  provision  of  section  3  of  article  I  which 
I  have  already  mentioned  and  which  adopted 
as  Federal  qualifications  for  electors  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
"qualifications  requisite  for  electors  of  the 
most  numerous  brtoich  of  the  State  legis- 
lature." 

a.  In  1912.  135  years  after  the  drafting  of 
the  original  Constitution,  the  Congress  sub- 
mitted the  seventeenth  amendment  provid- 
ing for  the  direct  election  of  United  States 
Senators.  The  Congress  saw  fit  at  that  time 
to  Incorporate  in  the  seventeenth  amend- 
ment and  as  a  part  of  It  the  exact  words 
which  appear  In  section  %  of  article  I  of  the 
original  Constitution  where  they  apply  to 
the  election  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Represenutlves.  In  other  words,  in  sub- 
mitting the  seventeenth  amendment  the 
Congress  used,  and  In  ratifying  the  seven- 
teenth amendment  the  several  States  again 
approved,  the  specific  requirement  thus  made 
applicable  to  Members  of  the  Senate  that 
"the  electors  in  each  State  shall  have  the 
qualifications  requisite  for  electors  ckf  tixe 
most  numerous  branch  of  the  State  legle- 


lature."  It  Is,  of  courae.  well  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  that  at  the  time  of 
the  submission  and  ratification  at  the  eev- 
enteenth  amendment  a  oonalderably  larger 
number  of  SUtee  than  the  five  which  still 
preserve  the  poll-tax  requirement,  not  only 
enforced  that  requirement  but  eeveral  Btatea 
had  embodied  the  same  in  their  State  eon- 
Btitutions  as  a  qualification  far  voting,  which 
fact  was  well  known  to  the  general  public 
and  to  the  Members  of  the  Sixty-second 
Congress  which  submitted  the  amendment. 
Without  arguing  the  matter  at  greater  length 
at  this  time.  I  simply  want  to  restate  the 
fact  that  the  sponsors  of  the  propoeed 
amendment  have  strong  convictions  that 
the  Congress  is  without  power  to  deal  effec- 
tively with  this  subject  matter  through  the 
passage  of  a  Federal  statute  and  that  the 
adoption  of  such  a  statute  would  bring 
on  protracted  and  unfruitful  litigation. 
long  delay,  and  questionable  reeults.  In 
the  event  such  a  statute  should  ever  be 
upheld  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
face  of  what  we  believe  to  be  Its  com- 
plete unconstitutionality,  it  U  dear  that 
such  a  ruling  would  Invite  the  Congreas 
to  adopt  further  provisions  affecting  the 
qualification  of  electors,  as  for  Instance 
provisions  affecting  the  age  requirement. 
the  period  of  residence  in  the  State  or 
county,  or  both,  and  other  requirements. 
aU  of  which  would  seriously  impinge  upon 
the  rights  of  the  several  Btatee  to  fix  theae 
matters  of  important  public  policy  within 
their  own  respective  Jurledictlons  and  baaed 
on  their  own  experience  and  Judgment. 

The  introducers  of  the  propoeed  amend- 
ment are  exceedingly  anxious  that  it  be 
acted  upon  speedily  and  favorably  by  the 
Congress  so  that  thU  subject  matter,  which 
has  been  the  source  of  such  long  controversy 
and  fruitless  debate,  and  on  which  both  of 
the  political  partlea  are  eo  fully  committed, 
may  be  quickly  submitted  to  the  Btatee 
where  we  believe  that  it  will  be  promptly 
ratified.  We  feel  that  such  a  conclusion  of 
this  long  standing  oontroveray  is  decidedly 
in  the  Interest  of  sound  democratic  govern- 
ment and  stronger  unity  among  all  of  the 
people  of  our  Nation.  Perhaps  the  speedy 
settlement  of  this  Issue  may  lead  the  way 
to  moderate  and  clearly  legal  settlements  of 
other  long  standing  queetlons  on  which  we 
have  been  long  divided  and  sometimes  even 
bitterly  divided. 

We  are  offering  this  amendment  In  the 
hope  that  it  may  receive  friendly,  favorable. 
and  speedy  action  by  the  Congreas.  In  the 
event  it  appears  that  this  hope  cannot  be 
realized,  but  that  the  Issue  wUl  again  be 
subjected  to  long,  protracted,  and  even  bit- 
ter debate,  we  would  prefer  of  course  that 
it  be  laid  aside,  as  the  grave  national  and 
International  problems  which  ooafront  our 
Nation  do  not  Justify  In  our  Judgment  the 
expenditure  of  any  great  time  or  effort  or 
the  indulging  in  any  extended  discussion  of 
this  subject.  These  perilous  times  call,  In 
our  opinion,  for  unity  and  harmony,  and 
for  quick.  Just,  and  lawful  settlement  of 
domestic  controversy  where  such  is  reason- 
ably possible.  Where  not  possible,  we  be- 
lieve that  such  controversies  should  be  laid 
aside  so  that  all  citizens  may  unite  In  the 
tremendous  Joint  effort  which  our  national 
and  International  problems  require  of  us. 


EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  AUTHORI- 
TY OP  FEDERAL  NATIONAL  MORT- 
GAGE ASSOCIATION  AND  FEDERAL 
HOUSING     ADMINISTRATION     TO 
GUAM  AND  HAW  An 
Mr.  CAPEHART.    lii.  President.  I  In- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  Joint 
resolution  to  extend  certain  authority 
of  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  As- 
sociation and  the  Federal  Housing  Ad- 
ministration to  Guam  and  Hawaii. 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  me  to  accompany  the 
Jt^t  resolution  be  printed  in  the  Ric- 
oto. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  joint  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived and  ain>ropriately  referred;  and. 
without  objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcoro. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  26)  to 
extend  certain  authority  of  the  Federal 
National  Mortgage  Association  and  the 
Federal  Housing  Administration  to 
Guam  and  Hawaii,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Capkhaet.  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Ranking  and  Currency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Capk- 
BAKT  is  as  follows: 

STATBKBrr  BT  Sbnatob  Cafchaxt  to  Aooom- 
FAirr  PaoPosB)  Joint  Risolittion  to  Ex- 
TKtn  Cbstadv  AuTBoarrr  or  thx  Fboibai, 
HouszNO  AoKiifnnuTioir  amd  thx  FcoxaAL 
Natiomai.  MoBraACK  AsaocXATioN  to  OOAIC 
AMD  Hawaii 

The  proposed  Joint  resolution  would  place 
HawaU  and  Oiuun  in  the  same  position  as 
Alaska  already  occupies  In  respect  to  ( 1 )  the 
maximum  mortgage  amounts  eligible  for 
FHA  insurance,  and  (2)  the  dollar  limita- 
tions and  advance  commitments  to  purchase 
FHA  Insured  mortgages  applicable  to  FNMA. 
thus  correcting  certain  inadequacies  In  the 
law  which  are  stopping  home  construction 
urgently  needed  few  military  personnel  in 
Ouam  and  HawalL  The  authority  which 
would  be  conferred  by  the  propoeed  Joint 
resolution  for  Guam  and  Hawaii  has  already 
been  conferred  by  the  Oongreas  with  respect 
to  Alaska.  The  Justification  for  uniform 
treatment  in  all  three  Territories  Is  that  they 
are  all  important  defense  outposts  having 
unusually  high  construction  coets  and  severe 
financing  problems  unless  primary  home 
mortgage  lenders  can  obtain  firm  asstirance 
Of  take-outs. 

Because  of  theae  high  construction  coets 
In  Alaska,  resulting  largely  from  shortages 
of  materials  and  skilled  labor  and  from  high 
transportation  expenses,  the  Congress  (In 
the  Alaska  Housing  Act,  Public  Law  53,  81st 
Cong. )  authorised  the  Federal  Hotislng  Com- 
missioner to  Increase  the  dollar  maximum 
amounts  for  mortgages  in  Alaska  eligible 
for  FHA  mortgage  insurance.  This  Increased 
maximum  amount  cannot  exceed  the  amount 
otherwise  applicable  by  more  than  50  per- 
cent, nor  the  amount  determined  to  be  nec- 
essary to  compensate  for  higher  costs  in 
Alaska.  Also  because  of  these  higher  costs, 
the  Alaska  Housing  Act  permitted  the  FNMA 
to  purchase  aovernment-lnstired  or  guaran- 
teed home  mortgages  free  from  certain  re- 
strictions otherwise  applicable,  Including  the 
$10,000  limitation  on  each  mortgage  eligible 
for  purchase. 

Subsequent  legislation  has  extended  this 
special  FHA  mortgage  insvirace  provision  to 
Guam  (sec.  10  (a)  of  Public  Law  531. 
sad  Cong.)  In  recognition  of  the  unusually 
high  construction  costs  in  that  territory. 
However,  that  legislation  did  not  provide 
the  accompanying  extension  of  the  special 
FNMA  authority  contained  in  the  Alaska 
Hotuing  Act  to  purchase  the  higher-amount 
FHA  mortgages.  In  practice,  that  omission 
has  made  the  provision  of  FHA  mortgage  In- 
surance for  Ouam  completely  ineffective. 
This  reeults  from  the  fact  that  private  funds 
are  available  for  Investment  in  FHA-lnsured 
mortgagee  In  Guam  but  only  if  authority  is 
granted  for  their  repurchase  by  FNMA — firm 
assurance  of  take -out. 

The  proposed  Joint  resolution  would  ex- 
tend these  special  FNMA  provisions  to  Guam, 
thus  removing  an  Inconsistency  In  the  pres- 
ent taw  and  permitting  urgently-needed 
home  conetruetlon  in  Ouam  to  proceed. 


The  propoeed  joint  resolution  wotild  also 
extend  to  Etawaii  the  special  FHA  provision 
now  applicable  to  Alaska  and  Ouam.  and 
would  auth<Mlze  the  FNMA  to  purchase 
mortgages  in  Hawaii  which  are  in  exceas  of 
$10,000.  as  now  authorised  in  Alaska  and 
propoaed  for  Otiam.  The  facU  with  re- 
spect to  building  coets  in  that  Territory  are 
similar  to  thoae  in  Ouam  and  Alaska,  pri- 
marily because  of  the  expense  Involved  in 
shipping  required  building  materials  and 
equipment  which  are  not  manufactured  or 
otherwise  available  In  the  Territory.  Oahu. 
the  principal  Island  of  Hawaii,  has  been 
designated  a  critical  defense  housing  area 
under  the  Defense  Housing  Act  of  1B51  (Pub- 
lic Law  139,  82d  Cong.)  and  1.000  dwellings, 
to  be  constructed  by  private  builders  for  sale 
to  military  persoiuiel.  have  been  programed 
for  Hawaii  under  that  act.  The  sales  prices 
for  theee  dwellings  approved  under  the  de- 
fense housing  program  (especially  thoee  ccm- 
Btructed  on  fee-owned  land  as  compared 
with  leaseholds)  indicate  that  a  large  por- 
tion of  them  cannot  be  buUt  by  private 
buUders  unices  the  FHA  is  authorized  to 
insure  mortgages  at  higher  amounts  In  the 
Territory  than  now  permitted,  and  the 
FNMA  is  authorized  to  purchase  theee 
higher-amount  mortgages  notwithstanding 
the  preeent  $10,000  limitation.  The  pro- 
posed joint  resolution  would  thus  permit 
this  defense  housing  to  go  forward  with  FHA 
mortgage  instirance  as  contemplated  by  the 
Defense  Housing  Act  of  1951. 


AMENDMENT  OF  NATIONAL  HOUS- 
ING ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  Z 
also  introduce  for  appropriate  reference 
a  joint  resolution  to  amend  section  2  (a) 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state* 
ment  prepared  by  me  to  accompany  the 
Joint  resolution  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  joint  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  referred,  and. 
without  objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rscord. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  27)" 
to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Capkhart.  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  (Currency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Cape- 
hart  is  as  follows: 

Btatxiomt  BT  Mk.  Capxhact  to  Aocoktant 
PxoPosxD  JoiMT  RssoLxmoM  AMxannMO  Sac- 

TIOM    a    or   TKB  MATI(M«AI.   HODBDfO    ACT,    AS 
AlCBIfDBD 

The  propoeed  Joint  resolution  would 
amend  section  3  (a)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended,  to  Increase  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration's  title  I  loan  insur- 
ance authorlzaUon  by  $500,000,000  (from 
$1,250,000,000  to  $1,750,000,000).  This  au- 
thorization covers  insurance  by  the  FHA  of 
loans,  which  are  generally  not  sectired  by 
mortgagee,  for  the  repair,  alteration,  or  im- 
provement of  existing  structures  and.  In  the 
case  of  certain  small  loans,  for  some  types 
of  new  construction. 

The  amendment  would  also  modify  section 
a  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act  to  make 
it  clear  that  the  new  dollar  limitation  gov- 
erning the  title  I  insurance  authorization  re- 
fers to  the  aggregate  of  loan  amounts  ad- 
vanced to  bCMTowers,  exclusive  of  financing 
chargee.  Thus,  where  the  face  amount  of  the 
loan  note  Is  $300,  covering  $190  advanced  to 
the  borrower  and  a  $10  financing  charge  re- 
tained by  the  lender,  tmder  the  propoeed 
Joint  resolution,  the  sum  of  $100,  rather  than 
$300,  would  be  charged  against  the  tot«i  In- 
surance authwization.  This  method  of  ar- 
riving at  the  avaltable  title  I  authortMtloa 
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wovHd  be  eonststent  wttb  all  the  FHA  au- 
tbortaatlon  Ilmltationa  contained  In  other 
titles  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 

The  need  for  an  Increase  In  the  title  I 
authcx'lzatlon  arises  from  the  fact  that  the 
statutory  limit  of  91^50  million  was  reached 
during  September  1952.  Since  that  time  the 
ag^gregate  amount  of  loans  accepted  for  In- 
surance has  had  to  be  restricted  to  the 
amount  of  amortization  and  prepa3rments  of 
loans  previously  Insured.  As  of  January  2. 
1953.  there  was  a  backlog  of  over  2tlO,000  loan 
reports  received  by  the  FHA  with  a  face 
amount  of  approximately  $175,000,000.  This 
backlog,  together  with  the  loan  reports 
which  have  since  come  In  from  qualified  title 
I  lending  Institutions  throughout  the  coun- 
try, must  wait  upon  the  liquidation  of  loans 
outstanding  or  upon  an  Increase  In  the  statu- 
tory limit  of  authorization  before  they  can 
be  processed  and  registered  for  Insurance.  In 
the  absence  of  an  Increase  In  authorization, 
this  backlog  will  soon  reach  such  levels  that 
It  will  be  necessary,  as  a  practical  matter, 
to  discontinue  Insuring  operations  until  the 
backlog  Is  greatly  reduced.  Such  a  disrup- 
tion of  the  program  would,  of  course,  be 
harmful  to  homeowners,  lending  Institu- 
tions, building  contractors,  and  suppliers  of 
building  materials  and  equipment. 

During  the  first  part  of  1952  the  need  for 
an  Increase  In  the  authorization  of  Insur- 
ance under  title  I  became  evident  from  the 
marked  increase  In  both  the  number  and 
dollar  amount  of  property  Improvement 
loans  which  were  accepted  for  Insurance.  In 
the  first  quarter  of  1952,  there  was  an  In- 
crease over  the  first  quarter  of  1951  of  19  per- 
cent In  the  number  of  loans  and  39  percent 
In  their  dollar  amount.  When  the  April  and 
May  1952  figures  showed  an  even  higher  rate 
of  Increase  over  the  comparable  months  in 

1951.  it  was  estimated  such  rate  Increases  In 
tuture  months  would  exhaust  the  authoriza- 
tion. 

The  Administrator  of  the  Housing  and 
Rome  Finance  Agency  in  his  letter  of  June 
20.  1952.  advised  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  of  the 
Impending  exhaustion  of  the  title  I  authori- 
zation and  submitted  for  the  consideration 
of  the  committee  a  draft  of  a  legislative  pro- 
posal for  increasing  the  authorization.  How- 
ever, there  was  Inadequate  time  to  consider 
this  legislation  during  the  closing  days  of 
the    Blghty-second    Congress.     On    July   25, 

1952,  the  Federal  Hoxising  Administration  no- 
tified all  qualified  title  I  lending  institutions 
that  the  statutory  limit  for  loans  outstand- 
ing would  be  reached  within  the  next  few 
months  If  the  volume  of  loans  continued  at 
the  rate  reported  In  May  and  June.  There- 
after, the  registering  of  loan  reports  for  in- 
surance recordation  would  be  limited  to  the 
amount  of  liquidation  of  loans  previously 
accepted,  for  Insurance.  The  lending  institu- 
tions were  further  advised  that  they  could 
continue  to  send  in  loan  reports,  but  there 
would  be  a  delay  in  the  acceptance  of  these 
loan  reports  for  Insurance. 

When  the  loan  reports  for  June,  July,  and 
August  1952  continued  to  show  substantial 
Increases  over  the  comparable  months  of 
1951,  it  wati  estimated  that  the  statutory 
limit  for  the  title  I  authorization  would  be 
reached  on  or  about  September  7,  1952.  On 
the  following  day  restrictions  were  imposed 
un  the  registration  of  loan  reports  for  Insur- 
Hnce  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  ex- 
plained to  the  lending  Institutions.  Between 
September  8.  1962,  and  January  2.  1953.  a 
total  of  060.000  loan  reports  were  submitted 
lor  insurance.  (The  total  numt>er  of  loan 
reports  received  In  the  comparable  perlixl  a 
year  earlier  was  653,000.)  During  this  period 
400.000  loan  reporU  were  authorized  for  in- 
surance because  of  the  amortization  an^l 
prepayments  (averaging  about  »75.0O0.0OO 
per  month)  on  loans  outstanding.  The  bal- 
ance of  over  280.000  Is  the  backlog  of  loan 
reports    awaiting   processing. 

Tlie  increase  in  the  statutory  limit  to 
$1,750,000,000  for   the   title  1  authorlzaiion. 


it  Is  estimated,  would  be  sufllclent  to  accom- 
modate the  estimated  volume  of  the  eligible 
profwrty  improvement  loans  through  the  end 
of  June  1954.  This  estimate  Is  predicated 
upon  the  adoption  of  the  new  proposed  basis 
for  the  measurement  of  Insurance  authoriza- 
tion and  Is  also  baaed  on  the  expectation  that 
the  dollar  volume  of  loans  accepted  for  In- 
surance will  continue  at  the  current  rate 
through  the  fiscal  year  1954. 


EXTENSION  OP  AUTHORITY  FOR  IN- 
VESTIGATION WITH  RESPECT  TO 
EFFECTIVENESS  OF  FOREIGN  IN- 
FORMATION PROGRAMS 

Mr.  WILEY  (for  himself  and  Mr.  FuL- 
BRiGHT)  submitted  the  following  Keso- 
lution  (S.  Res.  44 »,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Felatlons: 

Re.oolved.  That  (a)  section  2  of  Senate 
Resolution  74.  Eighty-second  Congress, 
agreed  to  June  30.  1952  (authorizing  an  in- 
vestigation with  respect  to  the  effectiveness 
of  foreign  information  programs),  is  amend- 
ed By  striking  out  the  date  "January  31.  1953" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  date  "June 
30,  1953." 

(b)  Section  3  of  such  resolution  Is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  the  figure  "$60.00O"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  tte  figure  "$75,0O0': 
and  by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  the  words  "or  subcommittee,  as  the 
case  may  be." 


EXTENSION  OF  AUTHORITY  FOR 
STUDY  AND  INVESTIGATION  OF 
FUEL  RESERVES 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska  submitted 
the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  45 1 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

Resolved,  That  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  or 
any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof, 
under  Senate  Resolution  239.  Eighty-first 
Congress,  agreed  to  August  15.  1950.  and  as 
extended  by  Senate  Resolution  374,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  agreed  to  December  21.  1960, 
and  as  extended  by  Senate  Resolution  33, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to  January 
29.  1951,  and  as  extended  by  Senate  Reso- 
lution 153.  Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed 
to  June  29,  1951.  and  as  further  extended 
by  Senate  Resolution  242.  Eighty-second 
Congress,  agreed  to  January  24.  1952  ( pro- 
viding for  a  study  and  investigation  of  the 
fuel  reserves  and  to  formulate  a  fuel  policy 
of  the  United  States),  Is  hereby  continued 
through  January  31,  1954. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  ex- 
ceed $10,000,  In  addition  to  the  amount  au- 
thorized under  Senate  Resolution  239.  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  second  session,  agreed  to  Au- 
gust 15.  1950,  shall  be  paid  from  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 


INCREASE  IN  LIMIT  OP  EXPENDI- 
TURES IN  CONNECTION  WITH 
INTERNAL  SECURITY  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  reported  an  original  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  46),  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  11)  thereon:  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  366.  Elghty- 
llrsi  Congress,  relating  to  the  internal  se- 


curity of  the  United  States,  agreed  to  De- 
cember 21,  1950.  U  hereby  Increased  by 
$150,000,  and  such  sum.  together  with  any 
unexpended  balance  of  the  sunu  previously 
authorized  to  be  expended  under  such  reso- 
lution, shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  Vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  cov- 
ering obligations  inrvirred  under  such  reso- 
lution on  or  before  January  31,  1964. 


INCREASE  IN  LIMIT  OP  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  REVIEW  OF  ADMINIS- 
TRATION OP  TRADING  WITH 
ENEMY  ACT 

Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  reported  an  original  reso- 
lution "S.  Res.  47),  and  submitted  a  re- 
port <No.  12)  thereon;  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 

Renolved.  That  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  245,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  relating  to  an  examination 
and  review  of  the  Administration  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  agreed  to 
March  24.  1952.  is  hereby  increased  by  $50,000. 
and  such  sum  together  with  any  unexpended 
balance  of  the  sums  previously  authorized 
to  be  expended  vinder  such  resolution  shall 
)}e  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  covering  obliga- 
tions Incurred  under  such  resolution  on  or 
before  June  30,  1953. 


ADDITIONAL  AUTHORIZATION  FOR 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JinJIClARY 
IN  CONNECTION  WITH  IMMIGRA- 
TION AND  NATURALIZATION 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  report 
an  original  resolution.  The  resolution 
deals  with  an  appropriation  for  the  Sub- 
committee on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
memorandum  prepared  by  the  staff,  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  report  will  be  received,  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  resolution  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration;  and,  without  objection, 
the  memorandum  presented  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota,  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  48)  reported 
by  Mr.  Lancer,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  as 
follows : 

Resolved.  That  In  holding  hearings,  re- 
porting such  hearings,  and  making  investi- 
gations as  authorized  by  subsection  (k)  of 
rule  XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate, or  by  section  134  (a)  of  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  during  the 
period  beginning  on  February  1,  1963,  and 
ending  on  January  31,  1954,  to  make  such 
expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon  a  tem- 
porary basis  such  investigators,  and  such 
technical,  clerical,  and  other  assistants,  as  it 
deems  advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  ex- 
ceed $97,000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contin- 
gent fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
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The  memorandum  presented  by  Mr. 
Lanqh  is  as  follows: 

Senate  Resolutton  48,  which  provides  »97,- 
COU  additional  funds  to  the  Coounlttee  on 
the  Judiciary  for  a  l-ye»r  period  beginning 
February  1,  1983,  la  needed  principally  to 
nmintaln  the  Subcommittee  on  Immigration 
Bud  Naturalization.  The  suboommlttee  has 
been  malnUlned  e«elu«lvely  by  fund«  pro- 
vided by  special  reaolutlons  since  the  flnt 
session  of  the  BighUeth  CX>agreaa.  which  wm 
t  he  first  Congreea  operating  under  the  Legie- 
latlve  Reorganisation  Act. 

The  subcommittee  Is  presently  maintained 
from  funds  provided  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  281  of  the  second  session  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress.  Senate  Resolution 
2«1  provided  $97,000  for  ft  I-ysar  period,  and 
will  eiplre  on  January  SI,  lOSS.  At  the  ex- 
piration of  Senate  Resolution  261  on  Jantuury 
31.  1963,  there  will  be  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance of  approximately  $9,000. 

WOkKLOAD    or    TBS    STTBOOKKXTTBi 

Since  the  beginning  ot  the  Bghtieth  Con- 
gress, which,  as  previously  pointed  out.  was 
the  Arat  Congress  opera  ting  under  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganisation  Act.  there  has  been  a 

substantial  and  •ver-incresalng  workload  on 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalisation  Sub- 
committee. 

PKTVATX  IMMIOSATIOH  AND   MATUSAUZAnOlT 
BUXS 

As  shown  In  the  table  following,  the  num- 
ber of  private  Immigration  and  naturalisa- 
tion bills  referred  by  the  Senate  has  progres- 
sively Increased  from  68  In  the  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress  to  114  In  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  to  466  in  the  Ktghtleth  Congress. 
to  1.448  in  the  Eighty-first  Congrees.  to  l  Jll 
in  the  Eighty-second  Congrees. 

Of  the  1,811  private  immigration  or  natu- 
raliaatlon  bills  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  during  the, 
Elghty-aecond  Congress,  1,230  were  disposed* 
of,  of  which  number  831  were  reported  fs- 
vorably  to  the  Senate,  and  409  were  Indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The  foUowlng  table  Illustrates  the  progres- 
sively increasing  number  of  private  tmmtgra- 
tion  and  naturalisation  bills: 

Comparstft>e  fable  ahotoing  the  number  of 
private  immigration  or  iuifur«iisatk>n  bills 
referred  by  th«  Senate  during  the  7ith, 
79tK.  tOth.  Slat,  and  t2d  Conga. 

78th    Cong _-         68 

79ih    Cong 114 

80th    Cong 465 

81st  Cong 1,448 

82d    Cong - 1,811 

It  is  roxighly  estimated  that  the  time  de- 
voted by  a  staff  member  to  the  average  private 
bill  Is  approximately  3  hours.  In  a  typical 
case  this  Involves: 

(a)  Docketing  of  the  case  and  preparation 
of  the  file: 

(b)  Solicitation  of  reports  from  Oorem- 
ment  agenclea.  sponsor,  and  Interested  par- 
ties: 

(c)  Interview  of  Interested  parties,  study 
of  reports  and  other  information,  and  prepa- 
ration of  rteiun6  of  the  facts  for  the  sub- 
committee; 

(d)  Discussion  of  case  with  the  suboom- 
mlttee, and  thereaf-.er  in  the  full  committee; 

(e)  Preparation  of  report  to  the  Senate 
on  the  case  If  committee  action  la  favorable; 

( f )  Preparation  cX  letter  to  sponsor  if  com- 
mittee action  Is  UEfavorable; 

(g)  Transmission  of  infarmatl<Ki  on  Ben- 
ate  bills  to  the  Bouse  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary, 

Many  private  bi.ls  are  indefinitely  post- 
poned because  the  committee  has  a  general 
policy  of  disapproving  private  bills  in  cases 
In  which  an  administrative  remedy  appears 
to  be  available.  In  this  type  of  case  the 
staff  assists  the  Senator's  office  in  working 
out  the  admlnlstratlTS  remedy  for  the  alien 
involved. 


ozimuL    nnnosATioif    amo    HATuaAUZATioN 

SnXS    (OTBXS   TBAM    TKX   IMMTOSATIOIC    AlfS 
IfATIOItAUTT  ACT) 

There  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  38  general  immigration  or 
naturalization  bills  during  the  Eighty-second 
Congress;  33  of  theee  bills  were  dUposed  of.  of 
which  number  11  were  reported  favorably  to 
the  Senate  and  32  were  indefinitely  post- 
poned. This  accounts  for  the  full-time  serv- 
ice of  two  staff  members,  plus  the  service  of 
a  stenographer,  and  is  in  addition  to  the  work 
hereinafter  set  forth  on  the  Immigration  and 
NaUonallty  Act. 

rm  iMMiaMTiOM  am  natiohautt  act 

On  June  27.  1953.  the  immigration  and 
naturalization  omnibus  bill  became  Public 
Law  414  after  its  enactment  over  a  Presiden- 
tial veto.  The  new  act  went  into  effect  on 
December  34,  1953.  In  order  to  assure  fair 
and  effective  interpretation  and  administra- 
tion of  the  new  act.  considerable  work  hours 
of  the  staff  have  been  and  will  be  utilized 
in  conference  with  enforcement  officials,  in 
research,  and  In  the  study  of  rules  and  regu- 
lations and  administrative   Intrepretations. 

airauiAL  trnta  ams  cowibspondkhcs 
The  subcommittee  has  an  extensive  work- 
load of  referral  Items  from  Senators'  offices 
and  oorrespondence  which  cannot  be  statis- 
tically appraised  but  which  necessitates  con- 
siderable work  and  accounts  for  the  full- 
time  services  of  one  staff  member  and  two 
stenographers. 

BtTSPSNSION    or    DCPOKTATION    CASES 

Under  the  Immigration  laws  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  Is  empowered  to  adjust  the  status 
of  certain  deportable  aliens  to  permanent 
resident,  but  such  adjtutment  of  status  Is 
subject  to  affirmative  oongreasional  ap- 
proval In  each  caae.  These  eases  have  pro- 
gressively Increased  since  the  conclusion  of 
World  War  U. 

I>uring  the  Blghty-flrst  Congress  the  sub- 
committee had  7.638  cases  of  suspension  of 
depcvtation.  Of  this  number,  4,716  were 
recommended  for  appro vftl  in  33  concurrent 
resolutions. 


During  the  Eighty-second  Congress  the 
subcommittee  had  for  processing  13,390  cases 
of  Btispension  of  deportation.  Of  this  num- 
ber 7.145  were  approved.  3,688  were  held  for 
further  consideration,  81  were  withdrawn  by 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  and  8,496  were  "in 
proceas"  as  of  the  dose  of  the  Blghty-eeoond 
Congrees, 

Dnder  the  provisions  of  the  Displaced  Per- 
sons Act.  a  number,  not  to  exceed  15,000.  of 
persons  who  have  gained  admission  into  the 
United  States  on  a  temporary  basis  may  have 
their  status  adjusted  to  permanent  residents. 
Each  of  these  cases  Is  subject  to  affirmative 
congreealonal  approval  by  action  similar  to 
the  action  taken  in  the  suq>ension  of  de« 
portation  cases. 

Dtiring  the  Eighty-second  Congrees  the 
subcommittee  had  3,393  displaced  persons  re- 
ferral cases,  of  which  number  2.316  were 
approved,  38  were  withdrawn  by  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  and  514  held  for  further  consider- 
ation, {eaving  636  cases  "in  process"  at  the 
end  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Due  to  the  substantial  workload  of  the 
subcommittee's  staff  on  other  matters,  only 
one  staff  member  and  one  stenographer  have 
been  assigned  full-time  work  on  suspension 
of  deportstlon  cases  and  disiriaced  persons 
referral  cases.  Other  staff  members  have 
assisted  In  this  work  as  their  time  permitted. 

With  the  passage  of  the  new  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  It  is  felt  that  more  time 
can  now  be  devoted  to  the  screening  of  stis- 
pension  cases  for  sectu'lty  purposes  since, 
under  the  new  law,  only  limited  classes  of 
suspenslcHi  cases  are  required  to  have  affirm- 
ative congressional  approval. 

BUaCOItKnTkB  BTAIT 

The  present  subcommittee  staff  consists 
of  seven  staff  members  and  five  stenog- 
raphers. It  is  not  contemplated  that  the 
staff  will  be  increased.  As  previously  pointed 
out.  the  instant  resolution  provides  for  the 
same  amount  to  operate  the  subcommittee 
during  the  ctirrent  period  as  was  provided 
during  the  last  session  of  the  Congress 
($97,000). 


Proposed  budget,  standing  immigration  and  naturalizaiion  auheommitlee,  Senate  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  Feb.  1,  1963,  through  Jan.  SI,  1964— Staff  expense 


Position 


Btsffdlrpctor... 

Attorn*-}: 

Researdi  clerk. 
Stenocrapber.. 


Total  staff  espensr. 


Number 


Base 
■aliry 


r.320 

4.  no 
3,  lao 


Gross 
salary 


$11,046.00 
«.4(H.  88 
8,37a  86 
6,a36.7S 


Monthly 
■alary 


IS70.S0 
7SS.7a 

csaM 

4«a47 


ToUl  for 
period 


tlI,(M«.0O 

47,  OX  15 

8,S7aM 

27,628.76 


HMO- 29 


Noiutaff  expenae 

Contingent  fund $500.00 

Travel  ._. —        830.76 

Stationery 400.00 

Telephone  and  telegraph 


600.00 


Total  nonstaff  expense 3, 330. 75 

axCAPrnTLATioir 

Tbtal  ataff  expense —  M,  668.25 

Total  nonstaff  expense 2, 330. 75 

Tbtal  expense 97.000.00 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  MAT- 
TERS RESPECTING  POSTAL  RATES 
AND  CHANGES  IN  HANDLING  MAIL 
MATTER 
Mr.  CARLSON  (for  himself  and  Mr. 

JoBJiSTOM  of  South  Carolina)  submitted 

the  foUowing  resolution   (a  Res.  49). 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Post  Office  and  CivU  Service: 
Jteaolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Poet 

OOoe  and  ClvU  Servloe  or  any  duly  ftutho*- 


ized  subcommittee  thereof  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study  and 
investigation  with  respect  to  the  following 
matters: 

( 1 )  Postal  rates  and  charges  In  relation  to 
the  reasonable  cost  ot  handling  the  several 
classes  of  mall  matter  and  apecial  services, 
with  due  allowances  In  each  class  for  the 
care  required,  the  degree  of  preferment, 
priority  in  handling,  and  economic  value  of 
the  services  rendered,  and  the  public  Interest 
served  thereby.  , 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  expenditures  now 
charged  to  the  Post  Office  Department  for 
the  foUowing  items  should  be  excluded  In 
considering  costs  for  the  several  clWHwea  o< 
mail  matter  and  special  services: 

(A)  Expenditures  for  free  postal  services; 

(B)  Expenditures  in  excess  of  revenues 
for  international  postal  senrioes; 

(C>  Expenditures  for  subsidies  for  postal 
services  pursuant  to  Uw  or  legislative  poUcy 
of  Congress; 

(D)  Sxpendlttnres  in  excess  of  revenues, 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  5.  1930  (38 
U.  S.  C.  793).  not  enumerated  in  the  precad- 
li«  subpenignpha  (A).  (B>.  or  (Ct; 

(E)  BipeodituraB  foe  serrtces  o<  any  char- 
acter no*  otherrtse  enumsnted  herettt  wWfifc 
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may  be  performed  for  other  department*  and 
agencies  of  the  Government;  and 

(F)  Kzpendltures  which  may  be  Jiutlfled 
oniy  on  a  national  welfare  baala  and  not  pri- 
marily aa  a  business  function. 

(8)  Kxpendltiires  for  the  Poet  Office  De- 
partment by  other  Government  agencies 
which  should  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  cost  for  the  handling  of  the  sev- 
eral classes  of  mail  matter  and  special  serv- 
ices, such  as  employees'  retirement,  use  of 
Government  buildings,  and  maintenance 
services. 

(4)  The  extent.  If  any,  to  which  Poet  Of- 
tX9  Department  expenditures  in  excess  of 
revenue,  for  its  various  services  and  for  the 
handling  of  various  classes  of  mall,  are  Justi- 
fied as  beii«g  in  the  public  intentst. 

(5)  The  costs  of  handling,  transporting. 
and  distributing  the  several  classes  of  mall, 
and  procedures  whereby  such  costs  can  be  re- 
duced through  improvements  in  methods  and 
equipment. 

(6)  Other  matters  relating  to  the  im- 
provement of  the  postal  system. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate 
not  later  than  February  1,  1954,  the  results 
of  its  study  and  Investigation  under  this 
resolution  together  with  such  recommenda- 
tions as  it  may  deem  advisable. 

BMC.  a.  (a)  For  the  piirpose  of  this  resolu- 
tion, the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof.  Is  authorized  to  em- 
ploy upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable, to  contract  with  firms  or  organiza- 
tions for  personal  services,  and,  with  the 
consent  of  the  head  of  the  department  or 
agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the  services,  in- 
formation, facilities,  and  personnel  of  any  of 
the  departments  or  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  committee  is  authorized  to  ap- 
point an  advisory  council  which  may  In- 
clude representatives  of  the  general  public, 
representative  users  of  the  malls,  members 
of  accounting,  management,  and  engineering 
firms,  postal  experts,  representatives  of 
postal  employee  organizations  and,  with 
special  reference  to  rate-making  In  their 
fields,  representatives  of  public  transporta- 
tion and  distribution  organizations.  The 
functions  of  the  council  shall  be  to  assist  the 
committee  in  the  studies  and  investigations 
authorized  by  this  resolution.  The  council 
shall  meet  at  such  times  and  places  as  may 
be  authorized  by  the  committee. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed  9100.- 
000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


ADDRESSES .  EDITORIALS ,  ARTICLES . 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPEN- 
DIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorial,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MAYBANK: 

Address  entitled  "States'  Rights  in  Bank- 
ing." delivered  \ty  him  before  the  American 
Bankers  Association  on  September  29.  1052. 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Ken- 
tucky Bankers  Association  on  October  21. 
1952. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 

Letter,  dated  January  22,  1053,  addressed 
by  him  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Hon. 
Ezra  Taft  Benson. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Address  delivered  by  him  at  a  meeting 
of  lat>or  leaders  and  others  under  sponsor- 
ship of  the  Jewish  Labor  Committee,  on 
January  21,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Purge.  Unlimited,"  pub- 
lished in  (b«  Washington  Post  of  January  23, 
1953. 


By  Mi-.  HATDEN: 
Address     delivered     by     former     Senator 
Ashurst    on    the    occasion    of    the    Mormon 
Pioneer  Day  Celebration  at  Snowfiake,  Ariz., 
on  Julv  26.  1952. 

By  Mr.  TAFT: 

Address  delivered  by  Oen.  Douglas  Mac- 
Arthur  at  annual  dinner  of  the  Fifty-seventh 
Congress  of  American  Industry,  sponsored 
by  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, at  the  Waldorf  Astoria  Hotel,  New 
York,  on  December  6.  1952. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 

Address  delivered  by  Ralph  O.  Hlllgren  be- 
fore South  Dakota  State  HUtorlcal  Society 
at   Pierre.   S.   Dak.,   on   January   21.   on    the 
subject  of  Scandinavians  In  South  Dakota. 
By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 

Address  <lellvered  by  W.  L.  Hemlnirway  at 
a  testimonial  dinner  In  his  honor,  arranged 
by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Metropoli- 
tan St.  Louis,  In  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  December 
9,  1952. 

By  Mr    CORDON: 

Guest  editorial  entitled  "Sawyer  and 
Straus."  wiltten  by  Robert  W.  Sawyer.  pub- 
Usher  of  the  Bend  Bulletin,  and  published  In 
the  Portland  (Oreg  )  Journal  of  January  6, 
1953. 

By  Mr.  NEELY: 

Editorial     entitled     "The    Great     Change- 
over." pubUshed  In  the  Charleston  (W.  Va.) 
Gazette  of  January  20,  1953. 
By  Mj.  MURRAY: 

Editorial  entitled  "Trade  as  Well  as  Aid 
Needed."  published  In  the  Washington  Post 
of  January  7.   1953. 

By  Mr.   MARTIN: 

Editorial  entitled  "Value  of  Railroads," 
published  In  the  Oil  City  (Pa.)  Derrick  of 
January  13,  1953. 

By  Mr.  MORSE: 

Article  intltled  "Pattern  for  Revolt." 
written  by  Trls  CoflBn.  and  published  In  Red 
Book  magas'lne  for  January   1953. 

Articles  entitled  "What  United  States  Can 
Do  In  Middle  East,"  written  by  Georglana  C. 
Stevens,  ami  published  In  the  Foreign  Policy 
Bulletin  for  July  1  and  July  15.  1962. 

Article  entitled  "Loyalty  Oath — Oregon 
Veterans  Declare  Faith  In  Schools. '  written 
by  Lyle  M.  Nelson,  and  pubUshed  In  the 
Washington  Post   of   recent  date. 

Editorial  entitled  "Teh!  Tcht  Tchf  No 
Oregon  Float  In  Ike's  Parade,"  published  In 
the  Eugene  (Oreg  )  Register -Guard  of  Jan- 
uary  13,    19.53. 

Three  editorials  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  Senator  Morse's  committee  status  In  the 
Senate,  viz.  an  editorial  entitled  "Senator 
MoasK's  Ability  More  Valuable  Than  a  Lat>el,'' 
published  In  the  Norfolk  Vlrglnlan-Pllot;  an 
editorial  entitled  "The  Choice  Is  Ours."  pub- 
lished In  thj  Citizen-Advertiser,  of  Auburn. 
N.  Y.;  and  an  editorial  entitled  "Old  Guard 
Victory,"  published  in  the  St.  Louis  Post- 
Dispatch  of  January  9,  1953. 


I'XDREIGN  TRADE 


Mr.  ROEJERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanin:,ous  consent  that  I  may  speak 
for  3  minutes. 

The  ACTTNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia may  proceed  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
within  the  near  future  representatives 
of  more  than  50  nations  will  meet  in 
Washington  to  consider  the  continuation 
of  the  International  'Wheat  Agreement 
under  which  the  wheat-expwrting  na- 
tions, the  Dnlted  States,  Canada,  Aus- 
tralia, and  Prance,  have  been  an- 
nually selling  to  the  wheat-importing 
nations  of  the  world  some  581.000,000 
bushels  of  wheat  or  its  equivalent  in 
flour.  The  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations     Committee    appointed 


the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  ThyeI 
and  me  to  represent  that  committee 
on  the  advisory  committee  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  who  will  represent 
our  country  at  the  forthcoming  Inter- 
national conference. 

All  Members  of  Congress  who  repre- 
sent what  may  be  termed  "agricultural 
States"  are  deeply  concerned  over  the 
sharp  drop  in  recent  months  of  our  ex- 
ports of  farm  products,  which  will  un- 
doubtedly be  accentuated  the  coming  fall 
when  foreign-rehabilitation  aid  will 
have  been  virtually  ended. 

In  anticipation  of  the  loss  of  foreign 
markets  for  tobacco,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  already  has  ordered  a  re- 
duction in  the  acreage  quota  for  flue- 
cured  tobacco.  Action  on  peanut-acre- 
age quotas  has  not  been  announced,  and 
no  quotas  have  been  imposed  on  the  pro- 
duction of  wheat,  cotton,  and  corn,  basic 
crops  eligible  to  participate  In  the  90 
percent  of  parity  price-support  program 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Tov  the  past  4  years  we  have  been  pro- 
ducing a  surplus  of  wheat,  but  It  has 
not  been  a  burdensome  surplus  because 
a  part  of  that  surplus  has  been  exported 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Marshall 
plan  and  a  part  under  the  subsidy  pro- 
gram of  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment. It  has  been  the  function  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  pay 
those  export  wheat  subsidies  and  by  the 
end  of  next  June  It  is  estimated  that 
tho.se  subsidy  payments  will  have 
amounted  to  $579,500,000.  If  American 
wheat  growers,  following  the  end  of  the 
current  International  Wheat  Agreement, 
cannot  find  an  export  market  for  ap- 
proximately 300,000,000  bushels  of  wheat 
or  its  equivalent  in  flour,  we  will  have 
a  burdensome  supply  of  wheat  under 
Government  loan  next  fall  and  winter. 
Whether  or  not  we  will  have  a  burden- 
some supply  of  cotton  will  largely  de- 
pend upon  the  size  of  the  1953  crop. 

There  is  no  price  suppwrt  on  cattle, 
and  last  fall  cattle  suffered  the  greatest 
price  decline  of  any  farm  commodity, 
because  of  heavy  marketings  resulting 
from  drought  conditions  plus  a  realiza- 
tion of  the  fact  that  cattle  on  feed  had 
reached  unprecedented  nimibers  in  this 
country.  The  over-all  decline  of  farm 
prices  during  the  past  year  has  been  ap- 
proximately 14  percent,  and  In  the  ab- 
.sence  of  foreign  markets  there  will  be 
further  price  declines  in  the  case  of 
wheat,  rice,  cotton,  tobacco,  peanuts, 
vegetable  oils,  and  lard. 

In  the  Monday,  January  19.  issue  of 
the  Christian  Science  Monitor  there  is 
an  Interesting  article  by  Harry  C.  Ken- 
ney  entitled  "The  Assault  on  Trade  Bar- 
riers "  The  manufacturers  of  motor 
vehicles,  electrical  equipment,  and  ma- 
chine tools,  and  the  producers  of  bi- 
tuminous coal,  have  a  vital  stake  in  the 
subject  of  foreign  trade,  as  well  as  our 
farmers.  The  Kenney  article  refers  to 
an  international  conference  to  be  held 
in  Vienna  next  May.  sponsored  by  the 
United  States  Council  of  the  Inter- 
national Chamber  of  Commerce,  at 
which  1,000  representatives  of  50  coun- 
tries will  gather  to  discuss  plans  for  re- 
duction in  trade  barriers  and  the  promo- 
tion of  freer  world  commerce. 

Mr.  President,  in  January  1937,  I  was 
assigned  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
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mittee  of  the  Hous<»  of  Representatives. 
For  the  next  10  years  I  devoted  the  major 
part  of  my  time  and  energy  to  the  study 
ot  taxes  and  tariffs,  which  are  closely 
related.  During  that  period  I  was  an 
enthusiastic  supporter  of  the  Hull  pro- 
pram  of  reclproca.  trade  agreements, 
under  which  we  would  have  made  real 
progress  in  breaking  down  barriers  to 
mutually  beneflcial  International  trade 
but  for  the  fact  tht.t  World  War  II  and 
the  Hitler  aggressicn  which  preceded  it 
commenced  before  the  program  could  get 
well  under  way.  During  the  period  of 
that  war,  all  normal  international  trade 
was  disrupted,  ami  frankness  compels 
me  to  admit  that  wc  have  had  no  normal 
international  trade  since  that  time.  Our 
exports  have  been  running  at  approxi- 
mately double  the  rate  of  our  imports, 
but  have  been  sustained  by  taxpayers 
funds  which  we  hive  either  loaned  or 
^;lven  away  to  the  extent  of  billions  of 
dollars.  Very  properly  many  of  the  sup- 
p>orters  of  General  Eisenhower  last  fall 
who  were  opposed  tj  that  give-away  pro- 
pram  adopted  the  s;ogan  "Trade  and  not 
aid."  They  were  Dn  sound  ground  in 
doing  so  but  the  problem  now  confront- 
ing the  new  administration  is  how  that 
program  is  to  be  implemented. 

In  addressing  the  forty-first  confer- 
ence of  the  Inter-Parliamentary  Union 
at  Bern.  Switzerland,  last  August,  I  in- 
dicated how  I  thought  the  program  could 
be  implemented  here  and  abroad  and  I 
wi.sh  to  place  emphasis  on  that  word 
'abroad*  because  imless  the  so-called 
have-not  nations  will  cooperate  among 
themselves  for  the  removal  of  trade  bar- 
riers we  are  going  to  be  hamstrung  in 
our  efforts  in  that  behalf. 

When  I  spoke  in  Switzerland  last  sum- 
mer I  spoke  with  optimism  concerning 
the  then  budding  plans  for  economic  and 
political  unification  of  the  free  countries 
of  the  world  and  especially  those  of 
Western  Europe  whose  production  has 
been  increased  nearly  50  percent  above 
that  prior  to  World  War  II  and  who  will 
now  face  the  necessity  for  export  mar- 
kets if  they  are  to  continue  to  import 
the  raw  materials  essential  for  their  eco- 
nomic stability.  Sabsequent  develop- 
ments have  been  veiy  discouraging. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this 
point  the  editorial  by  Mr.  Kenney  on  the 
subject  which  I  have  been  discussing, 
published  in  the  Christian  Science  Moni- 
tor last  week,  and  also  an  address  I  de- 
livered on  the  subject  of  international 
cooperation  at  a  meeting  of  the  Inter- 
parliamentary Union  at  Bern.  Switzer- 
land, on  August  30,  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial  and   address   were   ordered   to   be 
printed  in  the  Recoud,  as  follows: 
The  AssAtTLT  on  Tkade  Bxitkixss 
(By  Harry  C  Kenney) 

Niw  York— The  meaning  of  world  trade 
Is  catching  on  in  the  United  States.  The 
laborer,  the  white-collar  worker,  and  the 
Rrass-roots  people  are  understanding  more 
nearly  what  the  intei  change  of  goods  be- 
tween nations  means  tj  them  personaUy. 

Probably  at  no  other  time  in  history  have 
the  American  people  understood  so  well  or 
have  been  so  Informed  as  today  on  the  fact 
that  the  welfare  of  tne  free  world  is  be- 
coming a  close-knit  opi-ratlon  for  survival. 

Americans  are  coming  to  accept  the  thesis 
Uiai  isolationism — eco.aomlcaliy,  politically, 


or  otherwise — can  be  a  threat  to  their  way 
of  life.  They  are  earnestly  sifting  the  views 
that  would  integrate  the  United  States  in 
world  activity  for  their  and  its  own  well- 
being. 

They  understand  more  and  more  the  mean- 
ing of  tariffs  and  trade  barriers  and  how 
they  affect  jobs,  production,  and  income. 
Much  of  the  credit  for  this  goes  to  various 
national  and  international  organisations 
which  have  long  been  in  close  touch  with 
world  trade  and  are  in  the  business  of  in- 
forming people  and  governments  about  the 
cause  and  effect  of  national  and  interna- 
tional affairs. 

Such  is  the  widely  known  United  States 
Council  of  the  International  Chamber  of 
Commerce.  Its  declared  position  on  world 
trade  has  long  l>een  that  if  the  Western 
World  is  to  flourish.  It  must  achieve  a  pros- 
perous growth  of  International  trade  under 
conditions  which  foster  private  enterprise. 

It  believes  that  to  this  end  it  is  necessary 
that  the  American  market  be  opened  more 
freely  to  foreign  goods  than  it  is  at  the 
present  time.  It  urges  the  reduction  of 
United  States  trade  barriers.  It  is  convinced 
that  a  considerable  increase  of  imports  into 
the  United  SUtes,  compatible  with  the  main- 
tenance of  living  standards  of  our  people 
and  of  prosperous  business  conditions  for  our 
industries,  is  entirely  feasible. 

It  believes  that  growth  of  world  trade  is 
required  for  continued  improvement  in  liv- 
ing standards  and  for  preservation  of  sound 
business  conditions  both  for  us  and  for  the 
rest  of  the  free  world.  It  is  promoting  two- 
way  trade,  not  one-way  aid. 

For  many  years  the  chamber  has  been 
hammering  at  governments  to  get  them  to 
tackle  some  of  the  basic  problems  of  inter- 
national trade.  It  urges  the  reduction  and./or 
elimination  of  restriction  on  documenta- 
tion— the  regulations  imposed  by  each  coun- 
try on  the  Importers  and  exporters,  the  ship- 
pers, bankers,  and  the  brokers  on  whom  rests 
the  ultimate  responsibility  for  carrying  on 
world  trade. 

It  has  struck  blows  at  the  many  Injustices 
in  the  varioiu  barriers  to  exports  and  im- 
ports Including  exchange  controls  and  un- 
fair quotas.  The  chamber  is  urging  a  better 
basis  for  currency  convertibility  throughout 
the  world  and  is  working  with  many  nations 
on  tlie  problems  of  foreign  exchange,  cus- 
toms, and  tariffs. 

OlBcers  of  the  chamber  are  well  aware  that 
all  these  vital  economic  problems  are  compli- 
cated by  traditional  international  political 
differences  and  jealousies. 

Warren  Lee  Pierson,  the  newly  elected  chief 
executive  of  the  council,  is  proposing  a  spe- 
cific approach  by  urging  a  citizens  commis- 
sion which  would  work  outside  of  govern- 
ments and  would  speciflcally  advise  the 
United  States  Government  on  practical 
policies. 

The  commission  would  examine  from  time 
to  time  whether  or  not  the  offlcial  United 
States  policies  were  following  the  right  path. 
It  would  provide  the  President  with  inde- 
pendent and  disinterested  political  counsel. 
To  prevent  undue  presidential  control,  the 
members  of  such  a  commission  would  be  ap- 
pointed by  Congress. 

The  chamber  is  also  holding  a  conference 
In  Vienna  in  May  when  60  countries  wUl  send 
1,000  representatives  and  experts  to  discuss 
and  plan  for  reductions  in  trade  barriers  and 
the  promotion  of  freer  world  commerce.  The 
theme  of  the  conference  is  "world  trade  is 
everybody's  biisiness." 

There  is  not  complete  agreement  in  the 
promotion  of  free-world  trade,  however. 
There  are  businesses  in  the  United  States 
that  do  not  want  any  substantial  reduction 
in  trade  barriers.  Their  business  is  national 
and  the  Import  of  products  In  competition 
with  them  is  unwelcome. 

However,  there  are  hundreds  of  interna- 
tional industries  that  have  been  working 
earnestly  and  fairly  to  lower  trade  barriers 


In  an  effort  to  increase  and  stabilize  world 
trade. 

It  should  be  remembered,  however,  that 
tariffs  are  not  the  sole  obstruction  to  greater 
trade.  There  are  many  other  types  of  bar- 
riers and  they  all  must  be  dealt  with  in- 
dividually and  collectively  in  the  broad  pro- 
gram of  world  interchange  of  goods. 

Rkmakks  or  Senatob  A.  Wnxis  Robzxtson 

AT  FoXTT-naST   CONTEXXMCE   OF  THE    INTEE- 
PAELlAlCENTAaT    UNION    AT    BeSN,    SwRZSE- 

LAND.  August  30,  1953 

One  of  the  great  international  statesmen 
of  our  generation  is  our  former  Secretary 
of  State  Cordell  Hull,  r'or  many  years  I 
have  been  keenly  interested  in  the  type  of 
international  cooperation  embodied  in  the 
reclFTOcal-trado  program  which  .ae  spon- 
sored. 

I  am,  therefore,  happy  to  have  this  oppor- 
tunity to  participate  in  the  deUberations  of 
the  Interparliamentary  Union — ^the  second 
oldest  peace  organlEation  in  the  world  and 
the  first  which  has  attempted  to  draw  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  people  directly 
into  the  work  of  international  collaboration. 

Approaching  the  agenda  topic:  "Limits  to 
State  Sovereignty,"  I  want  to  make  it  clear 
that  my  primary  interest  is  in  that  type  of 
International  collaboration  which  is  volun- 
tarily accepted  and  supported  by  parliamen- 
tary Ixxiles  of  the  respective  countries  rather 
than  the  type  which  would  be  enforced  by 
a  supranational  federation  or  confederation. 
I  am  in  agreement  with  the  committees  of 
this  Union  which  studied  the  problem  last 
April  and  concluded  that  any  regional  parli- 
aments or  other  bodies  established  luider 
defense  pacts  must  have  national  parliamen- 
tary counterpoise  l}ecause  they  would  lose 
strength  unless  they  rested  on  political  au- 
thority and  esp>ecially  because  these  authori- 
ties, despite  good  intentions,  might  l>ecome  a 
danger  to  the  individual's  independence  and 
liberty. 

llierefore,  economic  unlftcation  is  the  best 
foundation  for  political  iinion.  I  am  en- 
couraged to  feel  that  we  are  on  the  threshold 
of  historic  developments  and  real  progress 
In  thU  field. 

The  United  States  was  formed  as  a  political 
union  of  13  sovereign  States.  We  had  great 
difficulty  in  the  early  days  of  our  Nation 
in  establishing  a  firm  union  which  would 
protect  the  varied  economic  interests  of  the 
several  States  and  we  finally  succeeded  only 
because  our  Constitution  clearly  defined  the 
limitations  of  Federal  powers  and  reserved 
all  other  powers  to  the  States  or  to  the  peo- 
ple. But  in  ratifying  that  Constitution  all 
States  agreed  to  impose  no  burden  on  inter- 
state commerce,  and  we  now  liave  the  largest 
free  trade  area  in  the  world. 

I  recognize  how  much  more  difficult  is  the 
problem  of  a  political  union  among  the  peo- 
ples of  Europe  who  belong  to  ancient  and 
varied  races,  histories,  and  civilizations,  but. 
at  the  same  time,  I  must  point  out  frankly 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  feel 
that  any  further  economic  assistance  to  the 
free  naUoiu  of  the  world  must  be  condi- 
tioned on  the  wiilingneas  of  those  nations 
to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  against  Com- 
munist aggression  and  in  defense  of  our 
mutual  freedom.  We  also  expect  them  to 
show  some  willingness  to  compromise  their 
historic  differences  and  to  find  ways  and 
means  of  working  together  to  strengthen 
their  respective  economies  so  that  when  the 
ravages  of  the  last  war  have  been  repaired 
they  may  be  equal  partners  in  the  continuing 
struggle  to  preserve  constitutional  lit>erty. 

The  United  States  has  gladly  contributed 
more  than  $100,000,000,000  in  gifts,  grants, 
or  loans  to  other  nations  in  recent  years,  at 
a  time  when  this  involved  further  increases 
in  our  own  national  debt  and  a  heavier  tax 
burden.  We  have  done  this,  not  expecting 
a  direct  monetary  return  but  because  our 
Nation  since  its  birth  has  been  dedicated  to 
the  cause  of  liberation,  and   we  recognix* 
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•tat  Hbcrty  M*t  be  meMema  antf 

only  Jf  m«^  can  fulrtll  th^tr  natural  tonc- 
mg»  fVw  iM««ev  li^rtmr  ooadMioas  and  fov  f*«p' 
4M»  Amm  tlM  teooi^  of  Meumaff  tMurs.  We 
iMwe  wmwd  i9%«t  tai«M  eiMie  «i»  aoe  t>e  pvo- 
aM»ceir  l»y  MdM^Mtng  tUM  workTs  flxtettmc 
W1C1»,  wIHbH  wmiM  ineMly  >«ftf>everMi  the 
rl«h  MtlMMit  i>e«il  benefit  t)»  tlM  poor,  itot  tlMi« 
we  m^jmt  i««f«<we  tHe  totAl  wealth  so  that 
a.n  m«y  rtMire  tn  fyester  abundance  This 
«an«  AO«  tutr^ty  tfur  »  Xfttite^  States  pro4(ram 
But  tef  ■  tmw«<f  l^atloTw  pro^ant  (if  e<vv- 
i*o»»*5  «»<»  wv?k»l  tf^i^eiopmenf .  cooperaf  tveiy 
ptanned  and  managed,  with  an  perti<»ip«nt«, 
am  tn  ow  CnMoi%,  dedleated  to  ove  general 

•we*  *  peotfrnift  te  (dependent  upon  the 
•d}«Mfine»t  of  Khe  tMtrrVers  to  tnrreaeed  in- 
lem«rtloiMrt  trade.  w»M»rJ%er  they  be  tariff*. 
ewryen<y.  e»  traneportation.  We  >n  »he 
fTntted  States  have  f)eeB  ^n<v«ira«r<»d  *yy  the 
p^effsss  alrea^f  mtitfe  alon^  these  lines  by 
19i«  Curopean  e«ml  end  vteeT  eontntrmity 
ITMef^  oTfnl^wd  Ne  hfiiiTt  aT>thorT«y  tem  than 
•  iMMVtft  airo  ^Ati^rnet  tn>.  This  ptan  hatt 
fcwnjll^  15*060.00©  peopfe  »nto  a  i»1n«rle  ctjs- 
teiws  are«.  so  f«r  ae  foa).  Irort.  and  .«reel  nr» 
««»x«fted.  And  wm  permit  more  e*cVnt 
Malrnwtfon  of  40.000.0n9  tone  of  annual 
tteei  ^odtMtton  and  39O.MO.00O  tone  of 
•niMMl  eo*l  prodiMtton.  Most  Important. 
htmmvtr.  i»  the  faet  fh«t  trie  oovnntonlty  la 
gfrew  HmhllHj  by  pnrltAmentary  screementA 
Uf  }e»v#  fite  nftUnn  tn  6f)er«tk>n  for  •  pertod 

Scfvaffy  en«o«rtHr)nff  *»  t^e  Cnropean  de- 
fense <«o*nmwftKy  no^  in  proeeae  of  tr*rm»' 
iVm  by  these  mfn^  nntymn  9f  meri^nif 
thefr  natfnnal  armies  Into  a  !PT?rope»n  army, 
these  eowitrlea  will  lar-llltate  the  mtyfp  p1- 
delent  »se  at  tTietr  mlHtary  resotJTfea.  win 
bnry  anelei^t  fivalrles  and  irnsplrlona.  and 
win  hiy  A  so.'ld  fowndatlon  for  an  adefjiia'a 
Bwfopeiin  defense  syaV^m  In  the  yea?*  to 
*o*«#.  Moreoter,  by  pla<>tnt>  defense  mat- 
ters «nder  internatloTtal  authority,  i*ht/-h 
the  participating  countries  themaelrea.  tin- 
ker the  treaty,  win  estAhllch  by  parltamen- 
tury  iKJtion,  these  Mmntrles  win  hare  taken 
.•nother  atgnlfleant  step  toward  more  com' 
pfete  unity. 

The  ability  of  alx  Ktiropean  nationa  to  do 
these  things  suggests  the  poselblllty  '>r 
trtber  ftrid  larger  unions  of  free  nations  roi. 
iintarlly  formed  for  other  purposes. 

iust  as  one  example  of  what  might  be 
tfone:  Until  recent  years  billions  of  cublr 
feet  of  natural  kha  were  wasted  in  the  United 
States  by  alkrwing  It  to  encape  or  btirnlns  It 
as  it  eame  frrmi  the  wells  where  oil  was  m- 
traeied.  Then  ws  real  Iced  the  potentiali- 
ties frf  transporting  It  orer  dlstanres  by 
pipelines  and  today  millions  of  people  In 
Amerira  nr*  using  natural  eas  for  hrat  and 
power  and  It  also  ha*"  berome  the  baoU  for 
a  mushrnomlng  petrr>rhen)lral  Industry 

Meanwhile,  however,  flaring  of  gas  thst 
has  no  ralue  berause  it  rannot  be  mnvpd 
and  marketed  r'»ntlnue«  In  most  of  the 
world's  oil  regtntis  oni^lrle  nf  ths  Unliprl 
States,  especlallr  In  the  Middle  Bast  frnm 
whirh  most  of  the  tJastern  Hemisphere  g»>ts 
Its  nil,  t  am  Ififrirmed  thr^t  more  thnn  a 
billion  ruble  fpet  of  gas  Is  being  l»jst  srery 
day  tn  that  area. 

The  Idea  of  laving  an  Intrrnntlnnal  gns 
artery  from  the  Middle  Rnst  has  been  dl^- 
piissed  and  a  preilmlnary  study  made  by 
American  engineers.  They  have  Btsted  It 
wnjid  be  prartlrable  to  lay  a  pipeline  a.ww) 
miles  in  length  from  the  nil  and  gn«  flrUH 
to  Paris,  with  deliveries  to  most  (HinHxnning 
eenters  of   Bumpe  via  brnnrh   lines 

Bueh  a  project  might  cost  from  »«»  mil- 
lion to  1778  mlUliMi,  depending  on  whether 
•  single  or  dovible  line  were  rnnstr\ir«ed 
•nd  additional  Investments  would  h)e  re- 
quired In  various  cities  which  would  hnve 
tn  construct  local  distribution  systems 
The«  Investments  would  be  sound,  how- 
ever, assuming  c^>ntlnued  successfxii  op«>rA- 
tlon  of  the  pipeline,  tiecause  thev  would 
teAke    fuel    •vktlabls    to    the    tndustrtes   of 


Cdpnpe  tat  leas  tbaa  luUf  i^ie  present  coat  nt 
•aal  e»  on. 

Tli«  one  rwa  iiroMerti  In  eonstdenni;  .«ur.ix 
•  vast  pvojeet  m  tlutt  of  nauriutl  eonfldenee 
among  the  p«r*it«lp«tlng  nur.ions  rrom  ■gplitrli 
t)%«  esi^ttal  vnv«tca\«nt.  «ouKl  eome.  The 
ltn«  WHtld  run  r.curr.ugl^  manv  ''.ounun^a,  eacl& 
of  whirh  sKitiUl  Heneflc  from  it;.  iMir.  any 
one  of  them  c-.uld  defeat  tiie  project  by 
refusal  to  give  long-term  iTMtrannea  tHat 
there  would  i\tx  Oe  interference  wuja  it* 
operations  or  tMirdensome  reifulatioa  .'>r  eoi^ 
tmcutcry  taxattcn  of  tJ;ie  property. 

Xxperlenre  n(M  showi-k  t/nAt  there  ran  b« 
♦■««•  kind  rif  cr.-.rtrtenre  wnirh  will  sner.tjr- 
age  es!^  interniitir.nai  in -vest  men  ^it.  In  ti~.e 
ear'.y  days  of  'jie  Cr.i^ed  Sr.ates  tiie  Brit*«ia 
people  in-Jested  OUlu^ns  of  dollars  in  our 
country  and  n^ade  pr>8sibi«  mur.lii  oi  our 
eiu-ly  indvistrlAi  ilevel<-.Ofne^»t.  They  were  en- 
crAira«fed  to  d«-,  thus  by  the  fact  tiiat  lii« 
f/'nited  States  Constitution  speciacally  guar- 
antees sar^tkr.^  of  contra<^t*.  It  fcjrjld^ 
States  from  impairing  rontrar.t  r.gJvts  ar^ 
prohibits  the  Ffdera;  Go-7err.mer.t  from  taJt- 
ing  private  proj^r'y  for  puhll<;  use  w;iliout 
just   f om perisa  *  on . 

In terr.atior.fi  i  t/ade  has  no  such  con!?tl?.n- 
tktnal  guaran'7  on  whirh  tr>  reli«  but  It 
can  and  d"--**  p''<speT  whrn  r.he  parTlamen- 
tary  br.dlee  of  7irio\is  nations  ^arh  lr.dlcat« 
their  goTrfi  will  arvd  their  In  ten '..on  to  re- 
spect the  right?  of  other*  The  Western 
European  Cos;  snd  Steel  Communi'y  is  j^wt 
on"  example  of  f.he  a/treptance  of  such  mu- 
tual aseuranr*^  'yf  'air  dealing. 

ConstltutioTia  and  other  legal  guaran- 
ties are  tmp'jrriinf,.  but  the  greatest  (;uar- 
sri»7  r/t  the  Bsr.rttty  r>f  contrartu  Is  to  tie 
fofund  in  t.h*  r'lararter  of  the  peop'.e  who 
make  and  who  '-.titnii  behind  the  laws  The 
type  of  individual  rharart.er  whirh  inspires 
Intematkmsl  r^in/idenee  and  gorwiwili  has 
been  well  illustr  ited  down  through  the  years 
by  our  host  oaflorv--  Bwltz-erland 

The  world  a/! mires  the  cnjrage  of  the 
Swiss;  their  Industrial  skill:  their  mr^iesty 
and  their  frurslity  But.  at>ove  all.  we  ad- 
mire the  stiirdy  rharart<>r  whirh  was  exem- 
plified by  the  l^eroir  Swlsa  father  and  hin 
sU  soTM  rlescrlt>e'l  by  the  English  poei  Byron 
In  his  poem  TT>e  Prisoner  of  Chlllon. 

I  have  vtKlt.ed  the  majr^r  shrlries  of  the 
world  but  non#  has  Impressed  me  more 
deeply  than  the  dungeon  of  Chlllon  where 
Bonrilvard  and  tsro  of  his  brothers  were  ron- 
nned  t)er«i(«e  of  their  republican  principles 
and  their  allegiance  to  the  cause  of  rellgiouB 
freedom. 

This  union,  dedicated  to  the  Idenl  of  uni- 
versal pesre.  rnji  achieve  that  goal  only  If 
it  Is  Ruppported  i>y  men  and  women  In  every 
free  nation  of  the  type  described  by  the  poet 
when  he  wrote: 

"Kternal  uplrlt  nf  the  rhslnleis  Mind  I 
Brightest    In    dingeoni*.    Liberty,    thou    art. 
For  there  thy  habitation  Is  the  heart — 
The  lienrt  which  li.ve  of  thee  Hlone  can  bind; 
And    when    thy    sons    to    fetters    are    con- 
signed - 
To    fettern.    and    the   damp   vault's   dayleas 

gldoni — 
Their  roiuitry  cnnquers  with  their  nmrtyr- 

don>. 
And   Freedom'*  fame  flndu  wings  on  every 

wind 
Chlllon'  thy  pristm  Is  a  holy  place, 
AntI  thy  snd  fl(  i»r  an  altar;   for  'twas  trod, 
Until  his  very  Mrps  had  left  a  trace 
Wnrn.  as  If  thy  rnld  pavement   were  a  8<xl, 
By  Bonnlvardl     May  none  those  marks  ef- 

fsi-el 
Fur  tliry  appeal   from  tyranny  to  Ood." 


PREVENTION    OP   THREATENED 
DEPRESSION 

Mr  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
dny.s  aso.  Mr  Krnneth  Kramer,  the  ex- 
ecuUve  editor  uf  Business  Week,  speak- 
ing at  a  meetlrg  of  Uie  Independent  Oil 
Men's  Association,  mude  the  statement 


that  President  Ei."jenhoww'i  administra- 
uon  IS  likftiy  to  nin  into  a  buamess  de- 
pression of  iome  dimension.    He  said : 

Whether  the  press-.  C  boom  lasts  «  months, 
a  year  or  2  years  ->r  more,  the  EUenhnwex 
adxninurcrari<-<a  prooably  will  hav«  to  deal 
with  a  business  *et-bjt«k  of  sooae  dimension 
be;.-j-».  itA  4-;«ax  .ease  CtC  U<e  Wlu;^  Houaa 
expires. 

He  adrfed  that  a  bustnem  downturn 
liJcely  Tnll  come  in  1953  or  19M. 

Mr  President  I  have  prepared  a  state- 
ment calling  upon  President  ElaenhoweT 
to  commit  him.v>If  to  the  principles  of 
the  Pun  Employment  Act  of  1946.  I  aak 
ananimou.s  consent  to  have  thw  state- 
ment printed  at  thf.s  point  in  the  Rzcokb 
am  part  of  mj  remark.^. 

Th^.T^  beifi^  no  objection,  the  stzt?- 
ment  wa.*?  ordered  to  t>c  printed  in  the 
Rtco«B.  a.1  follows: 

£^A■n.MZf^T  ST  SrsKTrM.  Ucwur 
rcu.  KMrLcTMurr  act  or   i»4« 

The  blggeU  cpjeatton  facing  the  new  ad- 
mlnistrat.on  Is  whether  It  will  use  all  th>e 
re^<^urre^  of  Government  to  prevent  a  de- 
cline In  employment  from  the  full  employ- 
ment whirh  o»ir  coTintry  Is  enjoying  today. 

Eight  years  ago  today,  when  I  first  Intro- 
duced the  full  employment  bill  In  the  Sen- 
ate, there  were  many  prominent  Republican 
Senators  who  opposed  that  legislation.  &jme 
of  them  claimed  It  would  be  unworkable. 
bfjtnt  contended  that  It  would  lead  to  regi- 
mentation. Other*  sided  wttii  that  small 
Er.lnority  of  blg-buslness  men  who  looked 
upon  a  floating  po<ii  of  unemployed  as  a 
meanx  of  weakening  organized  labor  and  upon 
ups  and  down.s  In  the  business  cycle  as  a 
means  of  wiping  out  .small  buslne*s  competi- 
tion. Like  the  Russians,  they  believed  that 
suhtalned  full  employment  was  incompatibla 
with  our  capitalist  system. 

The  course  of  evenu  has  proved  the  doubt- 
ers wrung.  For  the  flr.st  time  lu  history  a 
major  war  has  been  followed  not  by  a  major 
depression  but  by  sustained  prosperity. 
Under  Democratic  leadership,  we  have  dem- 
onKtrated  that  private  enterprise  and  en- 
lightened government  can  work  together  In 
maintaining   full    employment. 

What  will  happen  under  Republican  lead- 
ership? 

If  Democrats  were  to  approach  this  ques- 
tion from  a  partisan  viewpoint,  they  would 
say  not  a  word  about  it.  They  woulc*.  merely 
Fit  bark  and  wait  for  a  Republican  re- 
cession for  a  Republican  recession  would 
Inevitably  lead  to  the  election  of  a  Demo- 
cratic Congress  in  1954  and  a  Democratic 
President  In  1956. 

But  there  are  certain  principles  more  im- 
portant than  partisanship.  The  mainte- 
nance of  full  employment  is  one  of  them. 

I  should,  therefore,  like  to  point  out  that 
there  are  serious  economic  dangers  that  lie 
ahead— not  necessarily  in  the  next  few 
month.^.  but  unquestionably  over  the  next 
few  years.  II  defense  spending  levels  off 
snd  declines,  unfavorable  government  poli- 
cies cnn  lead  to  similar  declines  in  busi- 
ness Investment  and  consumer  purchases— 
and  thus  In  employment  itself. 

I  am.  therefore,  calling  uixm  President 
Elsenhower  to  pledge  wholehearted  support 
to  the  objective  of  svistalned  full  employ- 
ment and  to  the  policy,  as  set  forth  In  the 
rtill  Employment  Act.  of  using  the  full  re- 
sources of  Ooverument  to  achieve  this 
objective. 

In  turn.  If  the  Republican  administration 
commits  Itself  to  the  principles  of  the  Full 
Employment  Act.  It  deserves  the  backing  of 
the  minority  party  on  every  sfieclflc  measure 
that    will   carry   out   these    principles. 

I  for  one  have  no  hesitation  In  pledgrlng 
my  vigorous  support  of  nny  s<iundly  con- 
ceived  policies   the   Republican   administra- 
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tlon  might  bring  forth  to  extend  Into  th« 
years  ahead  the  prospirity  which  our  people 
have  enjoyed  under  Democratic  leadership. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESmENT 

Messages  In  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina- 
tions were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


DEATH  OP  CHARLES  A.  EATON 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  announce  to  my  colleagues  with 
deep  regret  the  dea;h,  early  this  morn- 
ing, of  Mr.  Charles  A.  Elaton,  a  former 
Ftepresentative  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey.  He  was  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Foreign  Affairs  Conmiittee  during 
the  Eightieth  Congress. 

I  hope  at  a  later  s-ession  of  the  Senate 
to  make  some  brief  remarks  with  ref- 
erence to  Mr.  Eaton's  very  distinguished 
career. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
it  was  with  deep  regret  and  profound 
sorrow  that  I  learned  this  morning  of  the 
sudden  passing  of  my  good  friend,  former 
Representative  Charles  A.  Eaton,  who 
had  represented  the  people  of  the  Fifth 
Congressional  Distrit  t  of  New  Jersey  for 
the  past  28  years. 

Charlie  Eaton  was  an  outstanding  Re- 
publican Member  of  the  House,  and  for 
many  years  was  tht  dean  of  the  New 
Jersey  delegation.  He  was  elected  to 
Congress  in  1924,  t.nd  served  succes- 
sively in  14  Congresses,  retiring  from 
service  in  the  House  at  the  end  of  the 
last  session. 

In  the  passing  of  Cliarlie  Eaton  I  feel 
a  deep  personal  loss.  I  considered  him 
among  my  closest  personal  friends.  He 
will  be  mourned  by  tliousands  who  knew 
him  in  his  long  years  of  service  to  his 
fellowman  and  country. 

He  lived  a  good  life,  a  full  life,  a 
worthy  life. 

For  many  years  before  he  came  to  Con- 
gress, he  was  an  oatstanding  Baptist 
minister.  He  was  a  f;cholar,  writer,  and 
statesman  in  the  truest  sense.  He  was  a 
loving  father  and  devoted  husband.  He 
was  a  man  possessed  of  the  highest  ideals 
and  faith,  and  he  so  lived  that  he  was  an 
inspiration  to  all  whc  knew  him. 

His  unswerving  loyalty  and  devotion 
to  his  country  are  shown  by  his  out- 
standing record  during  the  28  years  of 
service  to  his  State  and  Nation. 
^  I  shall  not  dwell  on  his  long  and  dis- 
tinguished service  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. In  the  House  he  was  chair- 
man of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee, 
and  he  was  a  delegate  to  the  United  Na- 
tions Conference  in  San  Francisco  and  a 
signer  of  the  United  Nations  Charter  in 
1945. 

N I  say  of  Charlie  Eaton  what  he.  him- 
.<;elf.  recently  said  in  paying  tribute  to  a 
departed  colleague. 

I  loved  him;  he  was  my  dear  friend.  He 
was  a  pure-Bouled  man.  He  stepped  in  a 
moment  from  time  into  eternity — which  Is  a 
fine  way  to  go  and  he  was  ready  to  go.  He 
leaves  behind  him  an  honored  name.  His 
family  can  be  proud  of  his  memory.  His 
State  and  country  can  l>e  proud  of  the  service 
he  rendered  to  God,  Ills  country,  and  tUa 
neighbors. 


My  heartfelt  and  deepest  sympathy 
goes  forth  to  his  family  and  his  dear  ones 
In  this  hour  of  bereavement. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
Mr.  TAFT,     Mr.  President,  I  move  that 

the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 

of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 

Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 

of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  several  nominations,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. If  there  be  no  reports  of  com- 
mittees, the  clerk  will  proceed  to  state 
the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar. 


COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  nominations  in  the  Coast  and  Geo- 
detic Survey  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, may  I  inquire  if  these  nwninations 
were  reported  unanimously? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  so  understand. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  Li  correct, 
Mr.  President. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions in  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


UNITED  STATES  COAST  GUARD 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  nominations 
In  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  be 
confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


NOMINATION  OF  HENRY  CABOT 
LODGE.  JR..  TO  BE  REPRESENTA- 
TIVE OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  TO 
THE  UNITED  NATIONS  AND  IN 
THE  SECURITY  COUNCIL  OF  THE 
UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  to  be 
the  representative  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  United  Nations,  with 
the  rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary,  and 
the  representative  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  the  Security  Council  of 
the  United  Nations. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  of  Mas- 


sachusetts, to  be  the  representative  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
United  Nations,  with  the  rank  and  status 
of  ambassador  extraordinary  and  pleni- 
potentiary, and  the  representative  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  the  Security 
Council  of  the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported imanimously.  Senator  Lodge  is 
known  to  every  Member  of  this  body, 
and  I  hope  that  we  may  proceed  imme- 
diately to  confirm  his  nomination. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  distinguished  majority  leader 
discussed  with  me  his  unanimous-con- 
sent request.  Mr.  Lodge  is  held  in  high 
esteem  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  and  I 
hope  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the 
confirmation  of  his  nomination. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject— I  wish  to  make  a  statement  of  my 
position  In  the  matter. 

I  shall  not  object  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  with  reference  to  con- 
firming the  nomination  of  Henry  Cabot 
Lodge  today,  because  there  is  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  who  is  not  familiar  with 
his  record  in  the  field  of  service  to  which 
he  has  been  nominated.  However,  I 
want  to  make  it  very  clear  that  in  other 
cases  in  the  absence  of  such  knowledge 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  will  feel 
constrained  so  long  as  he  remains  in  the 
Senate  to  object  to  a  nomination  for  a 
high  position  in  the  Government  being 
acted  upon  on  the  same  day  on  which  It 
is  presented  to  the  Setuite. 

I  wish  to  state  that  the  fundamental 
reason  for  the  position  I  take  is  that  I 
consider  the  rule  which  provides  for  ob- 
jection to  be  a  very  important  rule  in 
carrying  out  the  principle  of  checks  and 
balances  in  our  system  of  government 
and  guaranteeing  to  the  American  people 
that  at  least  time  will  be  provided  for 
adequate  consideration  of  all  nomina- 
tions by  their  representatives  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States.  But  in  this  in- 
stance, Mr.  President,  each  Member  of 
the  Senate  is  fully  familiar  with  the 
record  of  a  former  distinguished  col- 
league in  the  Senate,  and  on  the  basis  of 
the  fact  that  we  can  take  judicial  notice 
of  that  record,  I  raise  no  objection  to  the 
confirmation  of  this  particuular  nomiiui- 
tion.  We  have  worked  with  him  on  for- 
eign affairs  and  United  Nations  prob- 
lems in  the  Senate  and  we  know  full  well 
his  philosophy  and  approach  to  those 
problems.  If  I  were  in  any  doubt  about 
his  views  and  record,  I  most  certainly 
would  object  to  voting  on  his  nomination 
today.  But  I  think  this  is  a  clear  case 
which  justifies  approving  the  nomination 
without  delay  in  keeping  with  the  prac- 
tice of  senatorial  courtesy  which  is  ex- 
tended to  an  ex-Senator  unless  good 
cause  is  shown  as  to  why  it  should  not 
be  extended. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 


DIRECTOR  FOR  MUTUAL  SECURITY 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Harold  Stassen  to 
be  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 
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The  lecisIatlTe  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harold  E.  Stassen.  ot  Pennsyl- 
Tanla.  to  be  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  may 
I  Inquire  whether  this  nomination  was 
unanimously  approved  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations? 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  was.  I  think  pracUcal- 
ly  all  members  of  the  committee  were 
present  after  ^  hearing  in  which  Mr. 
Stassen  appeared  before  the  committee. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  at  the  close 
of  my  remarks  I  shall  object — I  wish  to 
say  that  I  think  the  Stassen  nomination 
is  a  good  example  of  the  importance  of 
applying  the  rule  as  a  check  upon  the 
executive   department   of   our   Govern- 
ment until  time  has  been  available  to 
each  and  every  one  of  us  to  review  the 
committee  report  and  the  hearings  made 
before  the  committee.    Here  again,  as 
was  the  case  last  Tuesday,  the  hearings 
have  not  been  placed  before  us.    In  this 
Instance    they    have    not    even    been 
printed.     Yet  we  are  asked  to  approve 
this  nomination  on  the  committee's  say- 
so  without  even  being  given  the  oppor- 
tunity to  read  and  study  the  record  of 
the  hearings  on  Stassen.    There  are  cer- 
tain things  about  the  record  which  I 
wish  to  look  into.  Mr.  President,  and  to 
compare  the  record  with  some  of  the 
statements  which  I  understand  Mr.  Stas- 
sen has  made  in  the  past  concerning  the 
influence  on  their  internal  governmen- 
tal policies  he  seems  to  think  we  should 
seek  to  bring  to  bear  upon  foreign  gov- 
ernments by  way  of  the  expenditure  of 
American    dollars    for    foreign   aid.     I 
want  to  get  the  exact  quotations,  because 
I  do  not  wish  to  do  Mr.  Stassen  or  any- 
one else  an  injustice.    That  is  why  time 
will  be  needed  to  check  into  his  state- 
ments and  into  what  he  said  before  the 
committee  and  to  what  extent  the  com- 
mittee   itself    examined    him    on    this 
matter. 

Based  upon  newspaper  reports,  which 
I  recognize  are  very  frequently  unre- 
liable, I  have  read  in  months  gone  by 
something  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Stassen 
is  of  the  opinion  that  we  ought  to  give 
or  ought  not  to  give  aid  to  a  particular 
foreign  country,  depending  upon 
whether  we  approve  or  disapprove  the 
Internal  policies  of  the  government.  As 
I  recall  he  was  reported  in  the  press  as 
having  expressed  the  view  that  England 
should  not  receive  foreign  aid  under  a 
socialistic  administration  of  her  govern- 
ment. 

As  Senators  may  recall,  that  arose 
directly  in  connection  with  a  newspaper 
report  to  the  effect  that  he  thought  some 
condition  ought  to  be  applied  to  aid  given 
to  the  British  Government,  apparently 
because  Mr.  Stassen  does  not  like  British 
socialism.  I  do  not  like  it  either,  Mr. 
President.  I  happen  to  be  one  who  be- 
lieves that  whenever  a  country  sets  up  a 
state  economy,  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try sooner  or  later  lose  their  individual 
political  freedoms  and  liberty. 

However,  I  also  believe  that,  in  the 
whole  quesUon  of  foreign  aid.  with  its 
relationship  to  the  great  contest  of  lib- 
erty  and   freedom,   on   the  one  hand 
versus  communism  on  the  other  hand 


we  should  avoid  giving  the  impression 
to  any  Allied  government  that  they  must 
do  our  bidding.  We  should  not  be  a 
party  to  any  foreign  policy  principle 
such  as  was  reported  in  the  press  as 
having  been  advocated  by  Mr.  Stas- 
sen, because  that  principle,  when  an- 
alyzed, is  in  essence  the  principle  of 
dollar  diplomacy.  It  amounts  to  using 
the  American  dollar  sign  to  tell  our 
allies  what  they  should  do  on  the  domes- 
tic scene  in  regard  to  their  own  gov- 
ernmental policy.  I  understand  there 
was  much  resentment  in  England  and 
Prance  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Stassen's  un- 
diplomatic outburst. 

If  that  happens  to  be  the  point  of  view 
of  Mr.  Stassen.  then  I  think  it  is  a  seri- 
ous limitation  upon  his  qualifications  for 
a  position  connected  with  the  Mutual 
Security  Program.  I  say  that  because 
that  program  with  all  the  problems  of 
diplomacy  which  that  position  Involves 
calls  for  tact  in  the  handling  of  foreign 
affairs.  I  can  well  imagine  that  any  such 
opinion  held  by  Mr.  Stassen  would  be 
considered  an  affront  by  the  leaders  of 
some  Allied  countries. 

Therefore,  until  I  have  had  time  to 
study  this  particular  matter  in  Mr.  Stas- 
sen's  record,  as  well  as  some  other  points 
on  which  I  have  heard  him  express  his 
views,  which  to  me  amounted  to  very 
confused  and  fuzzy  thinking  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Stassen.  I  shall  object  to  the  con- 
firmation of  his  nomination  today. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nomination  will  be  placed  on 
the  calendar,  and  will  go  over  for  24 
hours. 


PROGRAM  FOR  SATURDAY 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  business  today  I 
shall  propose  that  it  recess  until  to- 
morrow. Saturday.  January-  24.  Prob- 
ably there  will  be  no  serious  business 
except  to  receive  the  reports  of  commit- 
tees upon  various  nominations  under 
consideration  by  committees,  so  that  the 
nominations  may  be  taken  up  on 
Monday. 

On  Monday  we  shall  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  nominations  that  will 
have  been  reported,  including  that  of 
Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary 
of  Defense,  if  his  nomination  is  reported 
by  the  committee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  it  the  Intention 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to  have  only 
executive  business  considered  tomorrow  '> 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  I  can  give  that 
assurance.  We  will  meet  tomorrow  and 
do  nothing  except  consider  executive 
business.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
shall  not  call  for  the  confirmation  of 
any  nominations  tomorrow.  We  shall 
meet  only  to  enable  committees  to  make 
their  reports,  so  that  the  nominations 
may  be  in  order  for  consideration  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Apropos  the  ques- 
tion just  raised  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  I  wonder  if  the 


Senator  by  his  question  meant  to  fore- 
close the  introduction  of  bills  or  the 
presentation  of  other  routine  matters  for 
the  Record  by  Senators  who  might  not 
have  been  here  today  to  do  that. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     No. 

Mr.  TAPT.  No  formal  business  is  ex- 
pected to  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No  formal  busi- 
ness other  than  executive  business. 

I  wonder  if  I  might  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  President  be  notified 
that  the  nominations  in  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey  and  the  Coast  Guard, 
and  also  the  nomination  of  former  Sen- 
ator Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr..  to  the 
United  Nations,  have  been  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE!^.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Does  that  include  the 
nomination  of  former  Senator  Lodge? 

Mr.   KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  OreRon. 

Mr  MORSE.  It  i.s  not  my  intention  to 
be  in  the  city  tomorrow.  I  shall,  how- 
ever, cancel  an  engagement  in  New  York 
if  it  is  planned  to  vote  on  nominations 
tomorrow.  Therefore.  I  wish  to  make 
certain  that  I  understand  the  majority 
leader.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  it 
is  not  his  plan  to  bring  up  for  a  vote  to- 
morrow any  of  the  nominations  now 
pending  before  the  Senate,  such  as  the 
Stassen  nomination  or  any  nomini»tion 
that  may  be  sent  to  the  Senate  tor.,  j/  -ow, 
.such  as.  speaking  hypothetically  as  of 
now,  the  Wilson  nomination. 

Mr.  TAPr.  That  is  my  intention,  yes. 
I  shall  not  bring  them  up  for  action 
tomorrow. 

Mr  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
the  information. 


RECESS 

Mr.  TAPT.  As  in  legislative  session  I 
move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
tomorrow  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m. »  the  Senate 
in  executive  session,  took  a  recess  unui 
tomorrow.  Saturday.  January  24.  1953,  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 

Secretary  of  the  Senate  on  Thursday 

January  22.  1953.  under  authority  of  the 

order  of  the  Senate  of  January  21,  1953; 

Depabtment  or  State 

Walter  B  Smith,  of  the  District  of  Colui»- 
bla.  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Carl  W.  McCardle,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  b« 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Thrufiton  B.  Morton,  of  Kentucky  to  b* 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Hernaan  Phleger.  of  California,  to  be  legal 
adviser  of  the  Department  of  state. 

Department  or  Detexsk 

Charles  E.  Wilson,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  Defense. 

DtPABTMENT  or  THI  TtKAStniT 

Marlon  B  Folsom,  of  New  York,  to  be  Dndw 
SecreUry  of  the  Treasury,  In  place  of  Edward 
H.  Foley,  resigned. 

H,  Chapman  Rose,  of  C*Jo,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  th«  Treasury,  In  place  of  John  S. 
Graham,  resigned. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SEN  ATE 


Elben  P.  Tuttla.  of  '3«argia.  to  be  Qeneral 
Counsel  for  tbe  Depanxoent  of  tb«  Treaaury, 
In  place  of  Thomas  J.  I^yncb,  resignecL 

T.  Coleman  Andrew's,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
Commissioner  of  Interaal  Revenue,  to  fill  an 
existing  vacancy. 

Ivy  Baker  Priest,  of  Utah,  to  be  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  In  place  ot  Qeorgla 
Neese  Clark,  resigned. 

Alma  K.  Schneider,  of  Colorado,  to  be 
Superintendent  of  th>i  Hint  of  the  United 
States  at  Denver. 

DCPAKTMENT    OF   JtJSTICB 

William  P.  Rogers,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Deputy  Attorney  General,  to  flU  an  existing 
Tncancy. 

Warren  B.  Burger,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
Assistant  Attorney  Geceral.  to  fill  an  existing 
vacancy. 

H  Brian  Holland,  of  MassachTi8ett.i,  to  be 
nn  Assistant  Attornej'  General,  to  fill  an 
existing  Tacancy. 

Warren  CMney  IIT.  of  California,  to  be  As- 
sistant Attorney  Geneial,  to  fill  an  existing 
vacancy. 

J  Lee  Rankin,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy. 

Post  Ofticx  Depastm  ent 

Charles  R  Hook.  Jr..  of  Ohio,  to  be  Deputy 
Postmaster  General. 

DETAKTICIMT   of   ACRICTTLTTTlia 

True  D.  Morse,  of  Missouri,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

J.  Earl  Coke,  of  California,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Depastmekt  or  CoMMxacx 
Walter    Williams,    of    Waahington.    to    the 
position  of  Under  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Robert  Blaine  Murray.  Jr.,  of  Pennsylvania, 
to  the  position  of  Under  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce for  Transportation. 

Samuel  W.  Anderson,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  Asalstant  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce. 

CoMMXssiomat  or  Patehts 
Robert  Clement  Watson,  of  Maryland,  to 
be  Commissioner  of  Patents. 

DiaccTOB  or  thz  Census 

Robert   W.   Burgess,   of   New   York,   to  be 

Director  of  the  Census. 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  23.  1953: 

United  Nations 
Mrs    Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  York,  to  be 

the  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  on  the  Human  Rights  Commission 
of  the  Economic  and  Social  CovuicU  of  the 
United  Nations  for  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  3  years  expiring  December  31.  1953. 

Diplomatic  and  Fokiscn   Sekvice 

WInthrop  W.  Aldrlch,  of  New  York,  to  be 
An>bassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Great 
Britain. 

James  B.  Conant,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
United  States  High  Commissioner  for  Ger- 
many and  chief  of  mission,  class  1.  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  23.  1953: 
United  Nations 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  United  Nations  with  the 
rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  and  the  representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  In  the  Se- 
ctirity  Council  of  the  United  Nation*. 

Coast  and  Geodetic   Sttivet 
The  following  for  permanent  appointment 
to   the   grades   indicated   In   the    Coast   and 
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Ocodetle  Sorvey,   rabjMt  to  quaUflcatl 
I»ovlded  by  Uw: 

To  be  emjrtttin 
Karle  A.  Delly 

To  be  commander 
Joseph  K.  Waugli 

To  be  lieutenant  eommanden 
Harry  D.  Reed.  Jr.  Gerald  L.  Short 
Kmerson  E.  Jones  John  O.  Phillips 

To  be  lieutenant 
Harley  D.  Nygren 

To  be  lieutenants  {junior  grade) 
William  R.  Kachel       Barbour  C.  Stokes 
Hal   P.  Demuth  Merlyn  E.  Natto 

PentU  A.  Stark 

To  be  emignt 


Richard  K.  Houlder 
George  B.   Cook 


Wilfred  V.  Warner 
Carlton  S.  Proet  __^_    _. 

■dwin   K.   McCaffrey    Howard  A.  Garcia 
Clifford   W.  Tupper       Lionel   D.   Kelley 
UNrrsD  Sta 


Coast  Gdard 
To  be  captains 
George  W.  Nelson  Garrett  Van  A.  Graves 

William  P    Hawley        William  B.  Schelbel 
Hans  P.  Slade  Alfred  W.  Kabernagel 

Romeo  J.  Borromey      Bret  H.  Bralller 
Frederick  A.  MacGumGeorge  H.  Miller 
Donald  B.  MacDlarmldJohn  W.  Malen 

To  be  commanders 
Theodore  A.  Dahlburg Victor  E.  Bakanas 
James  Mcintosh 


Ferdinand  Lederle 
Fred  F.  Nichols 
Theodore  F.  Knoll 
Frank  H.  Nelson 
Alf  8.  Lie 
Prank  M.  McCabe 
Harold  L   Durgln 


Maynard  F.  Young 
Harold  Land 
Mark  A.  Whalen 
WUIlam  F.  Cass 
Frank  J.  Hlcken 
Roger  M.  Dudley 


Thomas  B.  McKlnstry  Albert  F.  Wayne,  Jr. 


Ellis  S.  Gordon 
Myron  W.  Caskey 
Forrest  A.  Tinsler 
Wayne  L.  Goff 
Ronald  M.  Freeman 
Joseph  A.  Clccolella 
Ralph  S.  Fcola 
Howard  W.  Schlelter 
Richard  H.  Falrman 
Clarence  N.  Daniel 
Harold  D.  Seielstad 
Lloyd  B    Kennedy 
Joseph  W    Naab.  Jr. 
Merton  Hatfield 
Corliss  B.  Lambert 
James  W.  Leek 


Robert  J.  Brown 
Clement  Vaughn,  Jr. 
Chester  I.  Steele 
George  E.  Dobbins 
Clarence  H.  Waring.  Jr. 
Edward  O.  Clark 
Paul  E.  G.  Prlns 
Lester  E.  Carlson 
Edward  P.  Chester.  Jr. 
Charles  F.  Fornason 
Larry  L.  Davis 
Alan  Mason 
Stanley  J.  Rovlnsky 
Roderick  Y.  Edwards 
Alexander  W.  Wuerker 
Kolbjom  Hansen 


To  be  lieutenant  commanders 


William  H.  Puller 
Bernard  T.  Clark 


Joseph  Gnas 
Carl  A.  Helntz 


WUIlam  B.  Daughtry    Harold  A.  Hutcheson 
Ralph  J.  Davidson        Charles  H.  Langlols 


Roland  H.  Estey 
Hans  A.  Jensen 
Arthur  I.  Roberts 
Leonard  T.  Toner 
John  T.  Cherry 
John  B.  Klapperlch 
Arthur  E.  MufBer 
Oswald  R.  Olsen 
Hubert  F.  Wren 
William  S.  Cochrane 
Clifton  E.  Mosher 
Aubrey  L.  Dlggs 
Louis  L.  Lague 


William  Lleberson 
Gregory  E.  Smith 
Willem  deJong 
Arthur  P.  Minor 
James   C.   Waters 
Emmett  P.  O'Hara 
Roderick  C.  Davis 
Alt>ert  J.  Summerfleld 
Walter  Curwen,  Jr. 
David  M.  Alger 
Auguat  Klelsch 
Theodore  McWiUlams 
Gerald  E.  McGovem 


Percival  A.  Williamson  Charles  C.  Bennett 


Oskar  F.  Aune 
Freeman  H.  Harmon 
Sidney  W.  Douglas 
Henry  J.  Cookson 
Antonle  Simon 


David  OUver 
Ben  B.  Dameron 
Wilfred  C.  Gray 
Arnold  B.  Carlson 
Gene  R.  Gislason 


Wesley  J.  CumberlandWllllam  D.  Hemeon 
James  B.  Hannewyk     Allen  H.  Orabam 

To  be  lieutenants 
John  D.  McCann  Lllboum  A.  Pharrte. 


Sumner  R.  Dolber 
Oarth  D.  CUsbe 
Julian  £■  Johanaen 


Jr. 
Harold  L.  Davteoti 
John  M.  AosUn 


Tlieodore  C.  Bapaloa 
ClareDcc  R.  SMter 
Harley  E.  DUctaei 
Prank  Bamett 
Marlon  G.  Shrode.  JT. 
George  P.  Thometz, 

Jr. 
Arthur  A.  Fontaine 
Frederick  W.  Hermes. 

Jr. 
James  T.  Maher 
Gordon  F.  Hempton 
George  A.  Warren 
William  H.  Boswell 
Vance  K.  Randle,  Jr. 
Ricardo  A.  Rattl 
George  W.  Wagner 
John  J.  Fehrenbacher 
Raymond  G.  Parks, 

Jr. 
James  H.  Durfee 
Richard  P.  Arlander 
Clarence  S.  Hall.  Jr. 
Leonard  J.  Kntght,  Jr. 
Enoch  A.  Poulter 
Jack  S.  Thuma 
Joseph  M.  Weber 
Fred  T.  Merrltt 
James  E.  Nesmlth 
Robert  R.  Pope 
Albert  E.  Flanagan 
Earl  S.  Childers 
Thomas  J.  Hynes 
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Wmiam  G.  Fenlon 
Louis  Hopper.  Jr. 
John  W.  Day 
John  H.  Tooley 
Wllmer  Clark 
Thomas  G.  Condon 
Albert  J.  Gulllemette 
James  W.  Swanson 
Paul  McGlU.  Jr. 
Harry  U.  Potter 
Maurice  W.  Tiehen 
George  L.  Oakley 
Elvln  F.  Yates 
Charles  R.  Leisy 
Milton  B.  WilUams. 

Jr. 
James  E.  Edwards 
Stanley  G.  Putzke 
James  S.  Cooper 
WUliam  H.  Schmidt 
Leo  M.  Bracken 
WUllam  J.  Donnay 
Thomas  J.  Fallon 
Paul  S.  Hofmelster 
Albert  P.  Hartt.  Jr. 
Robert  A.  Lemmon 
Gwyn  A.  E.  Williams 
Lot!  is  N.  Donohoe 
Richard  C.  Ragan 
Herman  S.  McNstt 
George  E.  Tooloose 
William  E.  Sale 


To  be  Ueutenan 

Thomas  W.  Wolfe 
Edwin  L.  Kncwles 
Frank  E.  McLean 
Robert  H.  Sabin 
Willard  L.  Hlggln- 

botham 
Joseph  c.  Pox 
Karl  F.  Peterson 
John  E.  Wesler 
William  R.  Fearn 
Lawrence  J.  Hoch 
James  8.  Graeey 
Richard  T.  Penn,  Jr. 
Charles  L.  Blaha 
Thomas  E.  Hawkins 
Ernest  R.  Tlndle 
John  A.  Flynn 
Neal  E.  Williams.  Jr. 
Prank  L.  Shelley 
WUliam  T.  Adams  U 
Lee  C.  Nehrt 
Arne  J.  Soreng 
David  P.  Lauth 
Gordon  W.  Brockway 
WUIlam  H.  Stewart 
Charles  E.  Larkln,  Jr. 
Richard  J.  Mayer 
Henry  A.  Cretella 
Norman  M.  Sawyer 
Irwin  R.  Pahl 
Donald  B.  Russell 
William  S.  Schwob, 

Jr. 

To  be 

Richard  O.  Donaldson 
David  E.  Metz 
Robert  J.  Ryan 
Bruce  N.  Donnelly 
Sherman   G.  Sawyer 
Joseph  A.  Macrl 
Richard  J.  MacGarva 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  com- 
missioned warrant  oflteetB  In  the  specialties 
Indicated : 

To  be  chief  pay  clerks 

Floyd  J.  Jeste.- 

Tboznas  C.  Ctabc 

To  be  chief  machinists 

Alton  E.  Fowler  Guy  R.  Hunter 

Edward  W.  Fuwwfc       Joy  II.  WeatlMzTord 
CbarUe  H.  Hale 

To  be  chief  radio  ^eetridan 
MUVA  H. 


ts  (funior  grade) 

WUliam  E.  Clark 
George  M.  Rynlck  III 
Anthony  F.  Fufjaro 
Gordon  K.  Loftln 
Reginald  W.  Raynor, 

Jr. 
Norman  B.  Blniis 
Clarence  H.  Tannel 
Robert  C.  Sedwlck 
Harold  A.  Paulsen 
Herbert  A.  Johnson 
Richard  8.  Dolllver 
Sidney  A.  Wallace 
Jules  B.  DuPezji 
George  K.  Burkman 
Kenneth  R.  Spreen 
Joseph  W.  E.  WiiTd 
Albert  D.  Young,  Jr. 
Robert  Schuerch.  Jr. 
Herbert  M.  Hartlove 
Nicholas  Ivanovsky 
WUliam  H.  Shaw,  Jr. 
John  M.  Clark 
Herbert  H.  Mulvany 
Royce  A.  Lewis 
Harry  H.  Keller,  Jr. 
WUfred  H.  Shaw 
Paul  W.  Meyer 
Andrew  F.  Nixon 
Forrest  E.  Stewart 

ensigns 

Edward  8.  Castle 
Wmiam  T.  Sode 
Charles  A.  Bova 
Tbomaa  F.  McKenna, 

Jr. 
Richard  D.  Hodges 
WUIlam  D.  Harvey 
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To  b«  chief  hoatawmina 
Peter  J.  Byrne  Benjamin  P.  LoDib«rd 


Oene  V.  Onj 
Henry  McAUlater 
CharlM  C  BargU 


Alton  W.  Meeklns 
Harlan  E.  Sterling 
Jamee  Llndqulst 
Akael  T.  Jorgenaen. 

To  he  chief  ahip$  clerk 

lU^bert  J.  Mobr 


SENATl 

Saturday,  January  24, 1953 

(Legislative  day  of  Friday.  Jantiary  23, 
1953} 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Prederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Spirit  of  the  Eternal,  we  thank  Thee 
that  Thou  art  not  far  off,  out  on  the 
vast  rim  of  the  universe;  but  nearer 
to  us  than  breathing ;  warm,  sweet,  ten- 
der; a  present  help,  waiting  to  live  in 
us;  our  daily  sustenance,  the  fountain  of 
a  strength  and  courage  that  will  not  fail 
and  of  a  power  that  can  use  our  frail 
weakness  as  its  healing  and  illuminating 
channel. 

In  tills  confused  day,  with  its  noisy 
voices  and  contending  claims,  grant 
unto  these  Thy  servants  that  they  may 
be  faithful  to  every  trust  committed  by 
the  people  to  their  hands,  giving  utter- 
ance only  to  their  highest,  noblest 
thought,  and  that  upon  their  shoulders 
there  may  rest  unsullied  the  white  man- 
tle of  the  Nation's  honor.  We  ask  it 
in  the  dear  Redeemer's  name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  January 
23.  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  if  there  are 
any  insertion ;  to  be  made  in  the  Rkcord, 
or  if  there  ii  j.n/  other  routine  business 
to  be  transacted.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  an  opportunity  may  now  be 
afforded  for  that  purpose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Rkpobt  or  IirTONATioNAL  Claims 
Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  the  Fifth  Seml- 
Annual  Report  of  the  International  Claims 
Commualon  of  the  United  States,  Irom  July 


1.  1963.  to  December  31.  1952.  submitted  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  (with  ac- 
companying papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Rspoar  bt  Aoministkatob  or  Civil  Axbonau- 

TICS  ON  OPBBATIONB 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the  Second 
Annual  Report  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil 
Aeronautics  on  Operations  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

RZPOBT  ON  Opebations  or  BtTDcrr  Cibcitlab 

No.  A-45  RBLATING  to  DePABTMBNTS.  ACEN- 
CIXS,  AND  COBPOBATIONS  Or  GOVEBNMBNT 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Executive  OfBce 
of  the  President,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  a  report  on  the  operations  of  Budget 
Circular  No.  A-45  upon  departments,  agen- 
cies, and  corporations  of  the  Government 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 


PETITION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  Florida 
State  Townsend  Auxiliary  Unit  No.  101, 
of  Standish  Manor.  Cassadaga.  Fla..  fa- 
voring the  enactment  of  legislation  sub- 
stituting the  so-called  Townsend  old-age 
pension  plan  for  the  present  social- 
security  program,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 


DRAFTING  OP  FARM  BOYS  FOR 
MILITARY  SERVICE 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  legislative  committee  of  the  Free- 
born County  Farm  Bureau  on  January 
10,  concerning  the  drafting  of  farm  boys 
into  the  military  service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Fkzkborn  C^dntt  Farm 

Bukeax;   Association, 
Albert  Lea:  Minn..  January  16,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Senatob  Humphrey:  The  legislative 
commltteee  of  the  Freeborn  County  Farm 
Bureau  met  at  the  farm  bureau  office.  Sat- 
urday, January  10,  and  drafted  the  following 
recommendation  for  your  consideration: 

"The  matter  of  drafting  farm  boys  was  dis- 
cussed and  the  following  resolution  was 
passed.  We  again  ask  that  the  draft  defer- 
ments of  farm  boys  be  made  through  the 
using  of  a  unit  system.  We  are  quite  con- 
cerned about  the  loss  of  experienced  labor  on 
the  farm  because  of  high  wages  In  town  and 
the  enlistment  of  too  many  experienced  farm 
boys  from  the  farm." 
Thank  you. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

L.   A.  Seath, 
Secretary,  Legislative  Committee. 

Freeborn  County  Farm  Bureau. 


RESTORATION  OP  PARCEL  POST 
SIZES  AND  WEIGHTS  TO  REASON- 
ABLE LIMITS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by 
certain  members  of  the  Minnesota  Re- 


tail Federation.  Inc..  Minneapolis.  Minn., 
at  a  meeting  on  December  30.  1952.  The 
resolution  urges  the  restoration  of  parcel- 
post  sizes  and  weights  to  the  reasonable 
limits  that  were  in  effect  for  many  years 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  Public  Law  199 
of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  OfQce  and  Civil  Service  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution   on    Repeal  or  Pubuc  Law   \99 

(82d  Cong.) 
To     Minnesota's     Members     Of     the     United 
States  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives: 
The  following  resolution   was  adopted  by 
a     unanimous     vote     of     Minnesota     retail 
merchants,     wholesalers,     and     trade     asso- 
ciation executives   present  at  a  meeting  on 
December  30,  1952.  called  to  discuss  restric- 
tions on  the  size  and  weight  of  parcel -post 
packages: 

•Re.'iolved.  That  all  United  States  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  from  Minnesota  be 
petitioned  and  urged  to  vote  for  the  early 
repeal  of  Public  Law  199  (82d  Cong.)  for 
the  following  reasons: 

"1.  The  present  law  limiting  the  slse  and 
weight  of  parcel-post  packages  discriminates 
against  first-class  post  offices  and  against 
urban   communities. 

"2.  It  wastefully  Increases  packing,  ship- 
ping, and  receiving  costs  because  by  Its  re- 
strictive provisions  packages  are  limited  to 
20  pounds  In  zones  3  to  8,  and  to  40  pounds 
and  72  Inches  in  zones  1  and  2  and  between 
first-class  post  offices.  Former  limits  In  ef- 
fect for  a  great  many  years  were  70  pounds 
and  100  inches.  These  limits  were  reason- 
able and  brought  efficiency  to  poet-offlce  op- 
erations and  administration  and  were  less 
costly  for  shippers,  receivers,  and  customers. 
•'3.  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  postal 
deficit  has  been  decreased  by  the  restriction 
In  size  and  weight. 

"4  The  limitations  deprive  many  commu- 
nities of  adequate  package-delivery  services 
either  not  supplied  or  poorly  supplied  by 
railway  express  and  privately  operated 
services. 

"5    Provisions   of   the   present   discrimina- 
tory law  are  difficult  for  postal  authorities. 
shippers,  and  receivers  to  administer." 
Res[}ectfully  submitted. 

N     A.    Frnndsen.    McKesson    &    Robblns, 
Minneapolis;    F.    W.    Jasper.    Boutells 
Furniture      Co,      Minneapolis;       Tom 
BusUrd.   F.    W.   Woolworth   Co  ,   Mln- 
neapoll.s;  M   L   Peterson.  Northwestern 
Drug  Co  ,  Minneapolis;  Philip  Halver- 
son.    Our    Own    Hardware    Co,    Min- 
neapolis; James  A.  Casey,  Choate  &  Co  . 
Winona;   C    R    Vickland.  McKesson  M 
Robblns,     MlnneaooUs;     Don     Bonell. 
Northrup    King    tt    Co..    Minneapolis; 
A     J.     MoCartin,    Juster    Bros.,     Min- 
neapolis;   H    A    Burns,   Warner  Hard- 
ware Co  ,  Minneapolis;  Paul  S.  Nickel. 
Red    Owl    Stores,     Inc..    Minneapolis;' 
W.  A   Moulton.  Farwell;  Ozmun  Kirk  ft 
Co  ,  Muineaixjhs;  M.  W.  Thompson,  St. 
Paul     Association    of    Commerce,     St. 
Paul;  M.  A.  Askerman,  Schmltt  Music 
Co.     Minneapolis;     W.     W.     Goodwin. 
Minneapolis;    Jack   Sevclk,    Minnesota 
Food     Retailing    Association.     Mlnne- 
apoli.s;    Perry    S     Williams,    Minnesota 
Florists  Committee,  St.  Paul;   Clifford 
Johnson,    Harold.    Inc..    Minneapolis; 
Bert  Larson,  Minneapolis;   Carleton  A. 
Wildes,  Minneapolis  Retailers  Asocla- 
tion.  Minneapolis;   Ed  Straus,  Minne- 
apolis Retail  Cirocers  Association,  Mln- 
neaix)lis.  William  D.  Naflfzlger.  Execu- 
tive   Director,    Minnesota  Retail    Fed- 
eration, Inc  .  Minneapolis;  Thomas  H. 
Hodgson.     Executive     Vice     President. 
Minnesota     Retail     Federation,     Inc. 
Minneapolis;     C     T.     McOrew,     Klad- 
Ezee   Garment   Co.,  National  Associa- 
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tion  of  Direct  SeUlng  Companies,  Min- 
neapolis; Waiter  R.  Mcncel.  Menael 
Furs,  Associated  Fur  Industries  of  Min- 
neapolis. Minneapolis;  Mrs.  R.  P. 
Waterbury,  Williams  Hardware  Co., 
Motor  and  Equipment  Wholesalers  As- 
sociation, Minneapolis. 
MuiNKAFOLis.  December  30,  1952. 


ADDITIONAL  FUNDS  FOR  HIGHWAY 
AND  ROAD  USE 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Edine  Village  Council,  of  Edine. 
Minn.,  on  January  12,  1953,  requesting 
additional  funds  from  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment for  highway  and  road  use. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
RESOLimoN    Requesting    Mokk    Funds    roa 

Highway    and    Road    U&k    Fsom    Federal 

GoVXaNMENT 

Whereas  the  American  Municipal  Associa- 
tion at  Its  meeting  and  convention  this  year 
passed  a  resolution  asking  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment for  more  funds  for  highway  and 
road  use,  and  Inasmuch  as  this  resolution 
ccmtalns  the  following  Information:  That 
the  Government  collects  approximately 
$2,000,000,000  each  year  from  the  States,  and 
only  about  one-fourth  of  that  amount  Is 
returned,  the  balance  t>elng  diverted  for 
ctlier  than  highway  purposes;   and 

Whereas  none  of  the  Federal  funds  so 
returned  to  the  States  are  spent  In  munici- 
palities of  greater  size  than  5.(X)0,  which 
eliminates  several  of  our  cities  Id  Hennepin 
County  from  having  this  money  spent  in 
their  corporate  Umltc:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  village  of  Bdlna,  Hen- 
nepin County,  Minn  ,  go  on  record  favoring 
this  resolution  as  passed  by  the  American 
Municipal  Association,  and  also  favoring 
three  other  resolutions  correcting  wordings 
which  are  now  contained  In  the  Federal  act. 
namely,  to  define  more  properly  secondary 
roads  so  that  Government  funds  are  avaU- 
able  for  portions  of  these  roads  that  traverse 
Incorporated  municipalities,  and  so  that 
the  cities  of  more  than  5.000  population  can 
participate  in  the  expenditure  of  Federal 
lunds;  and  be  It  further 

Rnulved,  That  we  send  copies  of  this 
resolution  to  our  United  States  Senators,  our 
United  States  Representatives,  and  our  Hen- 
nepin County  delegation,  to  the  State  of 
Minnesota  legislators,  to  the  Minneapolis 
City  Council,  and  to  the  cities  of  Robblns- 
dale.  Golden  Valley,  Hopkins,  St.  Louis  Park, 
Richfield,  and  Crystal,  and  that  we  request 
their  support  In  this  resolution. 

This  resolution  adopted  by  the  Edlna  Vil- 
lage Council  on  January  12,  1953. 

Attest: 

Rettben  F.  Ehickson, 

Mayor. 
Evalo  C.  Bank. 

Village  Clerk. 


SURVEY  OP  RED  LAKE  RIVER 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Pennington  County  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners. Thief  River  Palls.  Minn^  urging 
further  study  and  survey  of  the  Red 
Lake  River  for  the  purpose  of  controlling 
future  flood  conditions. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 


Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rscou),  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  upper  reaches  erf  the  channel 
of  the  Red  Lake  River  between  the  Red  Lake 
and  river  mile  154.38  have  been  straightened, 
wldezked,  and  deepened  undo-  the  supervi- 
sion of  and  in  accordance  with  the  survey, 
plans,  and  specifications  of  the  United  States 
Corps  of  Engineers,  pursuant  to  House  File 
No.  345  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  appropriations  granted 
thereunder;  and 

Whereas  the  work  thus  undertaken  is  sub- 
stantially completed;   and 

Whereas  said  work  has  been  done  under 
agreemenu  wherein  the  Red  Lake  drainage 
and  conservancy  district,  the  contracUng 
agency  foi  the  local  authorities,  has  agreed 
to  /urnlsh  all  rights-of-way,  supervise,  con- 
trol, and  maintain  the  channel  when  com- 
pleted and  be  answerable  for  all  damages 
arising  out  of  tald  constrtiction;   and 

Whereas  the  improved  channel  as  now  con- 
structed terminates  at  river  mUe  154.28,  a 
distance  of  4.28  miles  farther  up  the  channel 
than  was  originally  contemplated  ss  the 
termination  of  said  Improvement;  and 

Whereas  the  banks  of  the  river  are  low 
and  undefined,  the  channel  crooked  and 
filled  with  sand  bars  and  sUt  within  that  area 
originally  planned  for  construction;  and 

Whereas  flooding  of  farm  lands,  particu- 
larly during  spring  breakups  and  the  fall 
freeae-up,  has  occurred  in  the  area  below 
the  termination  of  said  river  Improvement, 
which  said  flooding  Is  claimed  to  be  caused 
by  said  river  Improvement  and  is  giving  the 
farmers  within  that  area  considerable  con- 
cern; and 

Whereas  claims  for  damages  arising  out  of 
such  flooding  have  been  filed  against  the 
Red  Lake  drainage  and  conservancy  district 
upon  the  claim  that  such  damages  are  prox- 
imately caused  by  the  river  improvement  In 
bringing  down  the  floodwaters  faster  than 
the  channel  below  the  improvement  can  con- 
tain and  discharge  said  waters:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Board  of  County  Commis- 
sioners of  the  County  of  Pennington,  State  of 
Minnesota,  That  it  goes  on  record  urging — 

1.  That  a  further  study  of  said  river  chan- 
nel be  made  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
the  cause,  or  causes,  of  the  recent  flooding 
and  that  a  determination  be  made  as  to 
whether  or  not  said  flooding  is  proximately 
caused  by  the  afore -mentioned  river  im- 
provement. 

a.  That  the  United  States  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers be  reqxiested  to  make  a  further  survey 
of  the  river  channel  before  the  project  Is  de- 
clared to  be  completed  and  accepted. 

9.  That  If  said  flooding  is  found  to  be 
caused  by  reason  at  the  Improvements  here- 
tofore made  upon  the  upper  reaches  of  the 
Red  Lake  River  channel  that  steps  be  taken 
for  the  rectification  of  said  condition. 

4.  That  our  representatives  in  (Congress 
request  the  further  study  and  survey  of  the 
Red  Lake  River  channel  so  that  the  local 
communities  may  be  fully  apprised  of  the 
facts. 

5.  That  our  representatives  in  Congress 
introduce,  and  urge  the  passage  of.  legisla- 
tion providing  for  the  necessary  funds  for 
such  survey. 

6.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent 
to  Senators  Edward  J.  Thte  and  Hubebt  H. 
HmcTHarr  at  Washington.  D.  C.  and  to  Coi  • 
greasman  Hasolo  C.  Hagfn  at  Washington, 
D.  C.  and  to  the  district  office  of  the  United 
States  CorpM  of  Engineers  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.; 
and  that  the  same  be  published  in  the  Thief 
River  Falls  Times,  the  ofllcial  paper,  and 
nuule  a  part  of  the  official  minutes  of  the 
Pennington  County  Board  of  County  Com- 
miasioners. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  POTTER: 

S.  613,  A  bUl  lor  the  relief  of  Steve  Emery 
Sobanski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 

S.  614.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  EBro  and 
Tina  and  Karine  Waskinen;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judictarv. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

S.  615.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Altoon  Sap- 
rlchlan,  and 

S.  616.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Albert 
Haas;  to  the  Conanittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 

S.  J.  Res.  29.  A  Joint  resolution  authorla- 
ing  the  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  proclaim  October  11,  1953.  Gen- 
eral Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observ- 
ance and  commemoration  of  the  death  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  TAXATION  OP 
ANNUITIES  OP  RETIRED  EM- 
PLOYEES—CHANGE OP  REFER- 
ENCE 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
January  9.  1953.  the  bill  (S.  339)  to 
amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29,  1930.  as  amended,  so  as  to 
exempt  from  taxation  annuities  of  re- 
tired employees,  was  inadvertently  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  It  should  have  been 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill,  and  that  it  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kansas?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  WILET: 

Address  by  Judge  George  D.  Nellson,  of 
the  Municipal  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  in  honor  of  Dr.  Juan  Bautista  de 
Lavalle.  Ambassador  of  Peru  to  the  Organi- 
zation of  American  States. 

Address  by  E>r.  ..^uan  Bautista  de  Lavalle. 
Ambassador  of  Peru  to  the  Organization  of 
American  States,  at  a  testimonial  dinner 
given  in  his  honor  by  the  Inter-American 
Bar  Association  and  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Bar  Association  on  January   15.   1953. 

Article  entitled  "Billy  Mitchell  Versus  the 
Brass,"  published  In  the  Milwaukee  Journal 
of  January  22,  1953. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

Editorial  entitled  "From  One  Father  to 
Another"  published  In  the  Philadelphia  In- 
quirer of  January  34.  195S. 

Editorial  entiUed  "A  Taft  to  IrriandT* 
published  in  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  of 
January  34.  1953. 

By  Mr.  BUSH: 

Editorial  enUUe<d  "Tfee  At>iduaf  Creed," 
pubiish«<l  ton  the  Stain'ord  (Ooair.  i  Advo- 
cate of  January  21.  165&. 
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Editorial  entitled  "Peace.  But  No  Appease- 
ment." published  in  the  Bridgeport  (Conn.) 
Post  of  January  21,  1953. 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

Poem  entitled  "Let's  Go.  America!"  writ- 
ten by  W.  K.  Lee.  editor  of  the  Smith  Coun- 
ty Pioneer,  Smith  Center,  Kans. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  if  there  is 
no  further  routine  business  to  be  trans- 
acted. I  shall  move  that  the  Senate  go 
into  executive  session.  It  is  my  intention 
to  move  in  executive  session  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  consider  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  E.  Wilson,  and  then  I 
shall  move  to  adjourn,  uiiless  there  is 
some  incidental  business  any  Senator 
wishes  to  transact;  so  that  on  Monday, 
when  the  Senate  assembles  at  12  o'clock, 
the  Wilson  nomination  will  be  before  the 
Senate,  and  we  may  proceed  to  consider 
it  at  that  time. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  busi- 
ness. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED — 
WITHDRAWAL  OP  NOMINATIONS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  nominating  Stephen 
P.  Dunn,  of  Michigan,  to  be  General 
Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce; and  messages  withdrawing  the 
nominations  of  Ross  L.  Malone.  Jr.,  of 
New  Mexico,  to  be  Deputy  Attorney 
General,  which  was  sent  to  the  Senate 
on  January  9.  1953;  Rowland  P.  Kirtcs, 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  which  was 
sent  to  the  Senate  on  January  9.  1953; 
Charles  S.  Lyon,  cf  New  York,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  which  was 
sent  to  the  Senate  on  January  9,  1953; 
and  Charles  B.  Murray,  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  an  Assistant  Attor- 
ney General,  which  was  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  January  9,  1953. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  TAPT.  If  there  are  any  commit- 
tse  reports  to  be  made  in  executive  ses- 
sion, I  hope  that  they  will  be  presented, 
so  that  they  may  be  acted  upon  as  rap- 
idly as  i)ossible. 


NOMINATION  OP  CHARLES  E.  WIL- 
SON TO  BE  SECRETARY  OP  DE- 
FENSE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  submit  the  unanimous  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  on  the 
nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wilson,  of 
Michigan,  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Under  the  rules,  this  will  lie  over  for 
one  session.  I  hope  that  the  majority 
leader  will  bring  up  the  nomination  for 
consideration  and  discussion  in  executive 
session  on  Monday. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi- 
nation will  be  received,  and  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


NOBflNATION  OP  HAROLD  E 
STASSEN 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harold  E.  Stassen.  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, to  be  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
I  gave  assurance  that  there  would  be  no 
formal  action  taken  today  on  these  nom- 
inations. Therefore,  at  this  time  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  nomination  of  Charles  E. 
Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense,  that 
nomination  having  been  reported  this 
morning.  Of  course.  t)efore  the  question 
can  actually  be  put  the  nomination  will 
go  over  for  1  day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Monday,  January  26.  at 
12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  ^at  12 
o'clock  and  9  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Senate, 
in  executive  session,  adjourned  until 
Monday.  January  26,  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  January  24  (legislative  day  of 
January  23",  1953: 

Dkpartmxnt  or  Commesce 
Stephen  F.  Dunn,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Gen- 
eral   Counsel    of    the    Department   of    Com- 
merce. 


WITHDRAWALS 


Executive  nominations  withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  January  24  (legislative 
day  of  January  23  >,  1953: 

Department  of  Justice 

Ross  L.  Malone.  Jr..  of  New  Mexico,  to  be 
Deputy   Attorney   General. 

Rowland  P.  Kirks,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia,  to   be    an   Assistant    Attorney    General. 

Charles  S.  Lyon,  of  New  Yorlc.  to  be  an 
Assistant   Attorney   General. 

Charles  B.  Murray,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  an  Assistant  Attorney  General. 


^■^ 


SENATE 

MOND.KV,  J.\M  ARV  26,   lO.^ 

The  Senate  met  in  executive  session  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  foUowing 
prayer : 

Our  Father  God.  author  of  liberty 
who  hath  made  and  preserved  us  a  na- 
tion, may  there  be  forever  cherished  in 
this  shrine  of  freedom  and,  therefore 
found  in  those  who  are  here  called  to 
serve  the  Republic,  those  spiritual  val- 
ues which  alone  can  bring  order  out  of 
chaos  and  peace  out  of  strife.  In  a  time 
when  the  worlds  hopes  depend  on  char- 
acter may  the  shield  of  Americas  un- 


yielding Integrity  be  lifted  always  against 
the  arrows  of  the  principalities  of  dark- 
ness and  against  all  betrayal  of  justice 
and  righteousness.  In  Thy  providence 
for  all  the  world  may  this  sweet  land  of 
liberty,  with  all  its  privilege  and  power, 
be  the  quarry  where  shall  be  fashioned 
the  white  stones  of  a  new  social  order 
whose  alabaster  cities  shall  gleam  un- 
dimmed  by  human  tears,  as  Thy  king- 
dom comes  and  Thy  will  is  done  on  earth 
as  it  is  in  heaven.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Saturday,  Jan- 
uary 24,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  following  concurrent  reso- 
lution iH  Con.  Res.  24),  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

Resohed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  conrurnng) ,  That  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  assemble  In  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Monday. 
February  2.  19.53.  at  12  30  o'clock  In  thd 
afternoon,  for  the  purpose  of  recelvlnR  such 
communication  as  the  President  of  the 
United  Sutes  shall  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 

The  me-ssape  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  res- 
olutions: 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  601.  title  VI.  Public  Law  250.  Sev- 
enty-seventh Congress,  the  Speaker  an- 
nounced as  members  of  the  Committee  To 
Investigate  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures the  following  members  of  the  Com- 
nilitee  on  Ways  and  Means:  Mr.  Reed  of  New 
York.  Mr  Kfan  of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr. 
Cooper  of  Tennessee;  and  the  following 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions Mr  Tabfr  of  New  York.  Mr.  Wiocles- 
woRTH  of  Massachusetts,  and  Mr.  Cannon 
of  Missouri. 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  pwovUlons 
of  Public  Resolution  124.  Seventy-fifth  Con- 
gre.s.s.  the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of 
the  Committ/'e  on  the  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes 
Devise  the  following  members  on  the  part 
of  the  House  Mr  Wicclesworth  of  Massa- 
chu.setts.  Mr  Bolton  of  Ohio,  and  Mr. 
McCoHM.ACK  of  Massachusetts. 

Reiolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  46,  section  1126c.  United  States  Code, 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United  States  Mer- 
chant Marine  Academy  the  following  Mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  House:  Mr  Beckkb. 
of  New  York,  and  Mr.  Keoch.  of  New  York. 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Public  Law  224,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
united  States  Commission  for  the  Observ- 
ance of  the  one  hundredth  anniversary  of 
the  death  of  John  Howard  Payne  the  follow- 
ing Members  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
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serve  with  himself:  Mr.  Akenim  of  IlllnolB, 
Mrs.  Bolton  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Lank  of  Massacbu- 
betu.  and  Mr.  MouiiaoN  of  Louisiana. 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  provlsiona 
of  section  712  (a)  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  the  Speaker  an- 
nounced that  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency  has  appointed 
the  following  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  as  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Defense  Production: 
Jesse  P.  Wolcott,  of  Michigan.  Ralph  A. 
Oamble,  of  New  York.  Henkt  O.  Talle.  of 
Iowa.  Paul  Bkown,  of  Georgia,  and  Wsight 
Patman,  of  Texas. 

Resoli^ed.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
fif  Public  Law  414.  Eighty-second  Congress, 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Policy  the  following  Members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Graham  of  Penn- 
sylvania. Miss  Thompson  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Hillings  of  California.  Mr.  Walter  of  Penn- 
sylvania, and  Mr.  Wu.son  of  Texas. 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
House  Resolution  No.  111.  Kigbty-third  Con- 
gress, the  Speaker  announced  as  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Disposition  of  Execu- 
tive Papers  the  following  Members  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Bishop,  of  Illinois,  and  Mr.  Qai- 
MATz.   of    Maryland. 

Rriohvd.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
nf  title  44.  section  394,  United  States  Code, 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
Federal  Records  Council  the  following  Mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Miller 
of  Maryland  and  Mr.  Staccess  of  West  Vir- 
ginia. 

Resolved.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  16.  section  715a.  United  States  Code, 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
MlgraU)ry  Bird  Conservation  Commission 
the  following  Members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Andresen  of  Minnesota  and  Mr. 
Karsten  of  Missouri. 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  16.  section  513.  United  States  Code. 
the  Speaker  announced  as  memljers  of  the 
National  Forest  Reservation  Commission  the 
following  Members  on  the  part  of  the  House: 
Mr  DEwart,  of  Montana,  and  Mr.  Colmer, 
uf  Mississippi. 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  25.  section  640  (a).  United  States 
Code,  the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Navajo-Hopi  Indian 
Administration  the  following  Members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  DEwart,  of  Mon- 
tana, Mr.  Rhodes,  of  Arizona,  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy, of  Minnesota. 

Resohed.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  4863,  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States,  the  Speaker  announced  as  di- 
rectors of  the  Columbia  Institute  for  the 
Deaf  the  following  Mem)>ers  on  the  part  of 
the  House:  Mr.  Phillips  of  California,  and 
Mr.  Thornbekrt,  of  Texaji. 

Resohyed,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  14.  section  194.  United  States  Code, 
the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of  the 
Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Ouard  Academy  the  follDwlng  Members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Crftella.  of 
Connecticut,  and  Mr.  Dooo,  of  Connecticut. 


ctised  for  an  Indefinite  period  from  at- 
tendance on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate, 
because  of  a  death  In  his  family. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Clkments,  and  by 
unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Maybank  was 
excused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  today  and  tomorrow. 

On  request  of  Mr.  CLnfiNTs,  and  by 
unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Long  and  Mr. 
MoNRONKY  were  excused  from  attend- 
ance on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  during 
this  week. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  McCarthy,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Investigation 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  was  authorized  to 
meet  in  executive  session  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate  today  beginning  at 
2  o'clock. 


TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE  LEGIS- 
LATIVE BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  legislative  business  was  trans- 
acted: 

MEMBER  OP  JOmT  COMMITTEE  ON 
ATOMIC  ENERGY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  in  legis- 
lative session,  the  Chair  has  received  the 
resignation  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  IMr.  Pastore  I  as  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  and, 
under  authority  of  the  act  creating  the 
committee,  appoints  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  to  fill  the  vacancy. 


LEAVES  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
con.sent.  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  was  ex- 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Fees  and  Expenses  or  WrrNESsxs, 
Department  or  Justice,  1953 

A  letter  from  the  Administrative  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law, 
on  fees  and  expenses  of  witnesses,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  1953;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

Report  on  Special  Hiltitm -Production  Pcnd 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  the 
amount  of  moneys  credited  to  the  special 
hellum-productlon  fund,  and  the  amount  of 
disbursements  made  therefrom;  and  the  un- 
expended and  unobligated  balances  on  hand 
in  such  fund  during  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Amendment  or  Code  Relating  to  Bknettts 
or  Certain  Members  or  Armed  Forces 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  with  respect  to  certain  benefits 
for  members  of  the  armed  services  serving 
in  combat  areas  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);   to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Inspection  and  Audit  or  Plants,  Books,  and 
Records  or  DErxNsx  Contkactors 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  act  of  March  27.  1952.  as  ex- 
tended, relating  to  the  inspection  and  audit 
of  plants,  books  and  records  of  defense  con- 
tractors, for  the  duration  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  December  16.  1950, 
and  6  months  thereafter   (with  an  accxwa- 


panylng  paper);  to  the  CommiUee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Continuation  or  Certain  Provisions  or 
First  War  Powers  Act.  1941 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  to  amend  the  act  of 
January  12.  1951,  as  amended,  to  continue 
in  effect  the  provisions  of  title  n  of  the 
First  War  Powers  Act.  1941  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Cwnmittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Report  on  Activities  and  Expenditures  or 
OrncE  or  Crvn.  Defense,  District  or 
Columbia 

A  letter  from  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Commissii^ners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report 
of  the  activities  and  expenditures  of  the 
Office  of  Civil  Defense.  District  of  Columbia 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Report  or  Atlantic  States  Marine  Fisheries 
Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary-Tteasurer  of 
the  Atlantic  States  Marine  Fisheries  Com- 
mission, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the 
eleventh  annual  report  of  that  commission 
( with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


PETITION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco.  Calif.,  favoring  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  to  reaffirm  Cali- 
fornia's unquestioned  title  to  its  tide  and 
submerged  lands,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
ASairs. 


PROPOSED  VETERANS'  HOSPITAL  AT 
WOOD,  WIS.— RESOLUTION  OP  AL- 
LIED VETERANS  COUNCIL  OP  MIL- 
WAUKEE COUNTY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  one  of 
the  very  important  obligations  facing 
the  Congress  and  the  American  people 
is  to  look  after  the  medical  needs  of  our 
Nation's  ex-servicemen. 

In  this  connection  I  have  received  a 
resolution  from  Mr.  Richard  D.  Carey, 
chairman  for  veterans'  affairs  of  the 
Allied  Veterans'  Council  of  Milwaukee 
County.  This  council  consists  of  the 
following  affiliated  veterans'  organiza- 
tions :  The  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic, 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  Army 
and  Navy  Union,  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States,  Disabled 
American  Veterans,  Military  Order  of 
the  Purple  Heart,  Marine  Corps  League, 
Jewish  War  Veterans  of  United  States, 
Navy  Club  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, the  Catholic  War  Veterans,  and  the 
AMVETS. 

I  present  the  resolution  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  it  be  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  and  be  thereafter 
appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reso- 
lution was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  Izx  the  RxcoaB,  as 
follows: 

Wh«r«*s  all  tb*  aaMsabMr  or^sucttoattoas  of 
th*  Altwd  VetcetuM*  Couaett  &t  ICcrvauk** 
County  r«coK«Lia«  tb*  y^tey  ^ts&arce  aewct  for 
«  new  bos^tai  at  WoooU  Wis.;  ajsA 

Wb*r«««d  !>b«  vlti  lKH>pttaI  vouid.  )>»  ttetQt9*(t 
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eliminate  the  preaent  unsafe,  untenable  and 
luulgbtly  domiciliary  building;  and 

Wbereas  the  present  hospital  haa  Inade- 
quate and  outmoded  facilities  and  la  highly 
crowded  and  Inconvenient,  awkward  to  work 
In.  rearranging  and  remodeling  could  not  cor- 
rect the  errors;  and 

Whereas  Wood,  Wis.,  becaiiae  of  the  prox- 
imity of  nationally  known  medical  schools 
and  the  large  number  of  experts  in  the  medi- 
cal l\eld  located  in  Milwaukee,  would  be 
Ideally  located  for  the  building  of  such  a 
hospital;  and 

Whereas  the  present  hospital-bed  capacity 
at  Wood,  Wis.,  Is  inadequate  to  care  for 
American  veterans  of  all  wars:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

Reaolved,  That  a  new  hospital  be  requested 
at  Wood,  Wla.,  In  an  area  adjacent  to  the 
existing  hospital  building;  and  be  It  further 

Reaolvtd,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  bt 
forwarded  to  each  of  our  Unite<^  States  Sen- 
ators and  each  of  the  Congressmen  from  the 
State  of  Wtaeonaln.  and  to  Carl  R.  Gray.  Jr.. 
Admlntfitrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs. 

JOHK    J.    KOCIAN, 

Preaident. 
AlbmxiJ.  Obcnbousb. 

Secretary. 
RicHASo  D.   Cakxt, 
Chairman.  Veteran*'  Affairs. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  nrst  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,   the   second   time, 
and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 

S.  617.  A  bill  to  validate  certain  convey- 
ances made  by  the  Central  Pacific  Railway 
Co.  and  its  lessee,  the  Southern  Pacific  Co., 
Involving  certain  portions  of  right-of-way 
in  the  State  of  California  acquired  from  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terlcar  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  618.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  ta  certain 
Yugoslavs;  and 

8.619.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hslao-Mln 
Shuli  Ley;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  a4r.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  KxjcitzL)  : 

8.  eao.  A  bill  to  provide  authorisation  for 
certain  uses  of  public  lands;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insxilar  Affairs. 

S.  631.  A  bill  to  authorize  additional  ap- 
propriations for  the  lower  San  Joaquin 
River  project;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  CASS: 

8. 62a.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  to  make  a  monetary  allowance 
in  lieu  of  headstones  or  markers  for  cer- 
tain graves;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

S.  623.  A  bill  to  organize  the  Department 
of  State  in  the  interest  of  economy,  effi- 
ciency, amd  a  more  effective  administration 
of  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

8.634.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  manage- 
ment of  certain  land  and  recreational  re- 
sources of  reclamation  projects  in  or  ad- 
jacent to  the  national  forests  of  South  Da- 
kota, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  .^ffai^s. 
By  Mr.  GILLBTTE: 

S.  625.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael  Ray- 
mond Juenger  (Joji  Hatano)  and  Vivian  Na- 
kajlma  Nobuko;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 

8. 626.  A  'bill  relating  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign -produced  trout 
■old  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  Information  to  appear  on  the  menus 
of  public  eating  places  serving  such  trout  • 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Comnaerc*. 


By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
8.  627.  To  ]>rovlde  for  the  control  of  noac< 
lous  weeds  on  federally  owned  or  controlled 
lands;    to  the   Committee  on  Interior   and 
Insular  Aflaiis. 

8.  628.  For  the  reUef  of  Alolsia  Schlotter, 
and 

S.  629.  For  the  relief  of  Igor  Mlcbale  Bogo- 
lepov    (alias    Ivar    Nyman)     and    Margaret 
Johanna  Bogolepov  (alias  Margaret  Johanna 
Nyman) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Dow) : 
S.  630.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  conveyance 
for   public-school   purposes   of  certain   Fed- 
eral   land    In    Gettysburg   National    Military 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By   Mr.    BENNETT    (for    himself    and 
Mr.  WATKiifs)  : 
8  631.  To  permit  vet.erans  to  suspend  or 
delay  their  ()rograms  of  education  or  train- 
ing iinder  the  Veterans'  Readjustment  As- 
sistance  Act   of    1952,    in   order    to    perform 
services  as   missionaries;    to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr    BYRD: 
S.  632.  A   bill   authorizing  the  acceptance, 
for  purposes  of  Colonial  National  Historical 
Park,  of  scbx)l-board  land  In  exchange  for 
park   land,   r.nd   for  other   pxuTXJses:    to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mi    KEFAUVER    (for  himself.  Mr. 

Hunt,  Mr.  Tobet,  and  Mr.  Wn^v); 

S.  633.  A  till   to  establish  a  2-year  period 

of   validity   I'or   basic   permits   issued   under 

the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act; 

S.  634.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  so  as  to  provide  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  records,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 
S.  635.  A  bill  to  amend  chapter  27  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  provide  pen- 
alties for  failure  to  file  returns,  submit  infor- 
mation, or  pay  taxes  as  required  In  certain 
cases  by  sucli  chapter;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

8. 636.  A  hill  to  amend  section  3731  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  relating  to 
appeals  by  tae  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Kxtauvkx  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr  WILLIAMS: 
8.  637.  A  bin  to  amend  section  284  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code  so  as  further  to 
prohibit  former  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  from  acting  as  counsel,  attor- 
ney, or  agent  in  matters  connected  with  their 
former  olQce  or  employment;  and 

S.  638.  A  bill  to  strengthen  the  law  with 
respect  to  bribery  and  graft;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  639.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  abandon- 
ment of  a  certain  part  of  the  Federal  project 
for  the  BroadkUl  River  in  Delaware;  and 

S.  640.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  Installation 
and  maintenance  of  an  electric-lighting  sys- 
tem on  the  s<juth  bank  of  the  Delaware  and 
Chesapeake  C^ial;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Williams  when  he  In- 
troduced the  first  three  above-mentioned 
bills.) 

By  Mr.  DrRKSKN: 

S  641  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  Arthur 
de  Wolff; 

S.  642.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Toney  Mau- 
rice; and 

S.  643.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Llnnea  Dres- 
den and  Carl  Gustave  Howard  Mark  Paulln; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    HUNT    (for   himself   and   Mr. 
Cask)  : 

8.  644.  A  bin  to  provide  that  certain  costs 
and  expenses  Incurred  in  connection  with 
repayment  contracu  with  the  Deaver.  Will- 
wood,  and  Belie  Fourche  irrigation  districts 
shall  be  nonreimbursable;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


By   Mr.    W ATKINS    (for    himself,    Mr. 
DwoKSMAK.  Mr.  Wklkoi,  Mr.  Hvitr. 
Mr.  BAUirrr,  and  Mr.  BDnfXTT)  : 
S  645.  A  bill  to  authorize  preliminary  ex- 
aminations and  surveys  for  runoff  and  water- 
flow  retardation  and  soil-erosion  prevention, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  ComnUttee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Hatden,  Mr.  KvcuxL,  and  Mr.  Oolo- 

WATEX)  : 

S.  646.  A  bin  authorizing  construction  of 
works  to  restore  to  Palo  Verde  irrigation  dis- 
trict, California,  a  means  of  gravity  diver- 
sion of  Its  Irrigation  water  supply  from  the 
Colorado  River  and  providing  certain  bene- 
fits to  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Reservation. 
Arizona,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    SMATHER8: 

S.  R47.  A  b  11  to  esUbllBh  the  United  States 
Air  Academy  within  the  State  of  Florida; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  SuATHxas  when  ha 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  sundry  bills, 
five  of  which  relate  to  amendments  of 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bills 
will  be  received  and  approprlatelj^  re- 
ferred. 

By  Mr    TAFT: 

S  648  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Damlano 
Mario   Carmine    Paluscl; 

S.649.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Rosenblum, 

S  650  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Phillip 
Schonb?rger   and   fiunlly; 

S.  651.  A  bin  for  the  renef  of  Szyja  Mor- 
genstern; 

S  652.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mallca 
Maceslch; 

S  653.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Metorlma 
Shlzuko:   and 

S  654  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mlyoko 
Kawakaml  Nader;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8  655  A  bin  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947.  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  656  A  bin  to  amend  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  as  amended,  with  reference 
to  the  building  and  construction  industry. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  667.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  as  amended,  to  provide  for 
Improved  procedures  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  and  to  expedite  Its  disposi- 
tion of  cases; 

S.  658.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Labor  Manage- 
ment Relations  Act,  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

S  659  A  bin  to  amend  the  Labor  Manage- 
ment Relations  Act.  1947.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare. 

By  Mr.  BYP.D: 

S.J  Res  30.  A  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  ritatea  relating  to  appropriations;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

By  Mr    KEFAUVER   (for  himself,  Mr. 
Hunt,  and  Mr.  Tobet)  : 

S  J.  Res  31  A  Joint  resolution  to  eatab- 
nsh  a  Federal  Crime  Commission;  to  the 
Committee  on    the   Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  KxrACVzx  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


AMENDMENT  OP  FEDERAL  ALCOHOL 
ADMINISTRATION  ACT 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming I  Mr.  HuNTl.  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  I  Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Sena- 
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tor  from  Wisconsin  fMr.  Wiley  1,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriat>!  reference  a  bill 
to  establish  a  2-year  i)eriod  of  validity 
for  basic  permits  lssue<l  under  the  Fed- 
eral Alcohol  Administration  Act,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  explana- 
tory statement  prepared  by  me  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  In  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  633)  to  establish  a  2-year 
period  of  validity  for  basic  permits  issued 
under  the  Federal  Alcohol  Administra- 
tion Act.  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Kifauves  is  as 
follows : 

Stattmikt  bt  8ik*to«  Kztattvxs 

The  act  presently  provides  that  basic  per- 
mits shall  continue  indefinitely  or  until  sus- 
liended.  revoked,  annulled,  or  automatically 
terminated.  The  bUl  would  limit  the  dura- 
tion of  such  basic  permita  to  2  years,  with 
the  result  that  bienniil  renewal  thereof 
would  be  required  for  a  continuation  of  the 
business  for  which  the  permit  was  issued. 
The  purpose  of  this  bill  la  to  enable  the 
Treasury  Department  to  leexamlne  the  quali- 
fications of  persons  ap]>lylng  for  renewals 
of  basic  permits,  includlag  their  prospective 
compliance  with  Federal  law,  thua  permit- 
ting contlnuoua  acrutlny  of  the  activities  of 
the  alcoholic-beverage  Industry  and  facili- 
tating the  elimination  iJierefrom  of  unde- 
sirable elements. 

The  proposed  legislation  can  be  an  im- 
portant element  in  eliminating  undesirable 
elements  from  the  perir.lt  privileges  of  the 
Alcohol  Administration  yVct  by  affording  the 
Treasury  Department  a  biennial  administra- 
tive review  of  the  conduct  of  these  permit- 
tees. Under  the  act  as  interpreted  by  the 
courts,  the  disapproval  of  applications  for 
permits  offers  greater  Utitude  to  the  De- 
partment than  the  revocation  of  existing 
permits.  A  p>ermlt  may  be  revoked  only  when 
repeated  willful  violations  of  its  terms  are 
established.  These  termi  are  set  forth  in  the 
Htatute.  On  the  other  hand,  applications 
may  be  disapproved  if  the  Secretary  finds 
that  an  applicant  has,  ^vlthin  5  years  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  application,  been  convicted 
of  a  felony  under  Fedeial  or  State  law,  or 
that  such  person  is  by  reason  of  his  business 
experience,  financial  standing  or  trade  con- 
nections, not  likely  to  maintain  such  opera- 
tions In  conformity  witfc  Federal  law.  As  a 
consequence,  by  this  bill,  the  Department 
rould  eliminate  many  iiermlttees  which  it 
could  not  presently  elim:nate  under  existing 
Ihw. 


AMENDMENT  OP  INTERNAL  REVE- 
NUE CODE  FOR  PRESERVATION  OP 
RECORDS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  tlie  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley],  I 
introduce  for  appropris  te  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so 
as  to  provide  for  the  presei-vation  of 
records,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  ex- 
planatory statement  piepared  by  me  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEirr.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Fecoro. 

The  bill  (8.  834)  to  amend  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  so  as  to  provide  for 
the  preservation  of  records,  and  for  other 


purposes,  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
The  statement  by  Mr.  Kktauvib  Is  as 
follows  : 

Statxmxnt  bt  SorATOs  KiraxTTiB 
This  bill   provides  that  every   person  re- 
quired to  keep  records  shall  retain  such  rec- 
ords for  a  period  of  7  years  after  the  time  of 
the  transactions  to  which  they  relate. 

Section  54  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
now  requires  every  person  liable  to  any  tax 
imposed  by  chapter  1  of  the  code  to  keep 
such  records  and  comply  with  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Commissioner  may  from 
time  to  time  prescribe.  Chapter  1  relates 
only  to  Income  taxes,  although  Its  provisions 
are  also  made  applicable  to  chapter  2,  relat- 
ing to  additional  income  and  excess  profit 
taxes.  Accordingly,  the  propxised  amendment 
would  not  relate  to  gift,  estate,  stamp,  occu- 
pational, or  manufacturers'  and  retailers'  ex- 
cise taxes. 

Under  exlsUng  regulations  the  period  of 
time  during  which  books  and  records  must  be 
kept  is  somewhat  ambiguous  and  uncertain. 
The  proposed  amendment  would  remove 
theae  uncertainties  as  to  the  length  of  time 
the  taxpayer  is  required  to  maintain  hia 
hooka  and  records  by  specifying  that  they 
must  be  retained  for  a  period  of  7  years. 
Inasmuch  as  the  statute  of  llmlUtions  bans 
prosecution  for  income  tax  evasion  after  6 
years  the  7-year  requirement  for  retaining 
records  would  appear  to  be  sufficient  in 
ordinary  cases. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CHAPTER  27  OP 
THE  INTERNAL  REVENUE  CODE 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behftlf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wn,EY],  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  amend  chapter  27  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  provide  penalties 
for  failure  to  file  returns,  submit  infor- 
mation, or  pay  taxes  as  required  in  cer- 
tain cases  by  such  chapter,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  an  explanatory 
statement  prepared  by  me  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Recobd. 

The  bill  (S.  635)  to  amend  chapter  27 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to 
provide  penalties  for  failure  to  file  re- 
turns, submit  Information,  or  pay  taxes 
as  required  in  certain  cases  by  such 
chapter,  was  read  tviice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Kefauver  is  as 
follows: 

'  Statemint  bt  Senator  KiFAtjvm 

This  bill  provides  penalties  for  failure  to 
file  returns,  submit  Information,  or  pay  taxes. 
The  bin's  provisions  are  applicable  to  occu- 
pational taxes,  1.  e.,  those  relating  to  the 
liquor  industry  and  to  coin-operated  amuse- 
ment and  gaming  devices.  Subsection  (a) 
of  the  bUl  makes  it  a  misdemeanor  subject 
to  criminal  penalties,  in  addition  to  other 
penalties  provided  by  law  for  falling  to  make 
a  return  or  declaration,  to  keep  records,  or 
supply  any  Information  for  the  purposes  of 
the  computation,  assessment  or  collection  of 
any  tax  Imposed  by  any  part  of  this  chapter. 

Subsection  (d)  provides  that  any  person 
who  wilfully  attempts  in  any  manner  to 
evade  or  defeat  any  tax  imposed  upon  the 
liquor  industry,  or  upon  the  coin-operated 
amusement  and  gaming  device  industry, 
shall,  in  addition  to  other  penalties  pro- 
vided by  law,  be  guilty  of  a  felony  aiul  sub- 


ject to  the  fine  of  not  more  than  910.000  or 
imprisonment  for  not  more  than  6  years  or 
both. 

The  word  person  as  used  In  this  blU  is 
defined  as  any  officer  or  employee  of  a  cor- 
poration, or  a  member  or  employee  of  a 
partnership  who.  as  such  officer,  employee 
or  member  is  under  a  duty  to  perform  the 
act  in  respect  of  which  the  violation  occurs. 

The  purpose  of  the  legislaUon  Is  to  close 
certain  loopholes  which  have  become  appar- 
ent In  the  administration  of  the  liquor  occu- 
pational taxes,  and  the  occupational  tax  im- 
posed upon  coin -opera  ted  amusement  and 
gaming  devices. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CODE  RELATING 
TO  APPEALS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER,  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  Hunt]  .  the  Senator  frwn  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley],  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  section  3731  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  relating  to  appeals 
by  the  United  States,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  an  explanatory 
statement  prepared  by  me  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  636)  to  amend  section 
3731  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code  relating  to  appeals  by  the  United 
States,  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

TTie  statement  by  Mr.  Kefattver  is  as 
follows : 

STATKicxarr  bt  SofATox  Ketauvzb 
This  bill  would  amend  section  8781  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  by  providing  that 
an  appeal  may  be  taken  by  the  United  States 
from  district  courts  to  courts  of  appeals 
"from  a  decision  sustaining  a  motion  to  sup- 
press evidence,  when  the  defendant  haa 
been  put  In  Jeopardy." 

At  present  the  Government  has  no  right 
to  appeal  from  an  order  granting  a  motion 
to  suppress  evidence  made  after  an  indict- 
ment has  been  returned  or  an  information 
has  been  filed.  It  has  a  right  to  appeal  from 
such  an  order  if  the  naotion  was  made  be- 
fore such  return  or  filing.  The  anomalous 
condition  exists  because  in  the  former  sit- 
uation the  motion  is  considered  as  being 
interlocutory  in  the  criminal  case,  whereas 
in  the  latter  situation  it  Is  ctmsidered  a 
separate  proceeding  in  the  nattire  of  an 
equity  motion. 

The  Department  of  Justice  recommended 
enactment  of  the  bill. 


FEDERAL  CRIME  COMMISSION 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  HxTNT],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  joint 
resolution  to  establish  a  Federal  Crime 
Commission,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  an  explanatory  statement  pre- 
pared by  me  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  recdved  mod  appro- 
priately referred,  and.  wiUmui  otijwc- 
tion.  the  sutetDent  vtU  be  ixtnted  m 
the  RBcoMk 
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was  ratd  twice  by  Its  title  And  refciied 
to  the  Committee  on  the  JucUeiair. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  KxrAxnm  is  as 
follows: 

arATBKnrr  st  BmmMStm  Kbpaxtt^ 

This  OommiaBlon  would  be  appointed  by 
the  President  with  the  adTlee  and  consent 
of  the  Benftte.  It  would  be  composed  of 
three  memben,  All  of  whom  are  prominent 
dttcens  and  not  otherwise  members  or  em- 
ployees of  the  Federal  OoTemment. 

The  functions  of  the  Federal  Crime  Com- 
mission would  be — 

1.  The  continuing  study  and  surveillance 
of  operations  of  interstate  criminal  organi- 
sations throughout  the  country. 

a.  Bepotis  on  such  criminal  activities  at 
periodic  Interwals  to  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Cotnmerce  Committee  of  the  United 
States  aenate. 

5.  Tb  make  recommendations  for  bearings 
to  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  or 
any  other  appropriate  ctnnmlttee  In  cases 
In  which  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
meroe  Committee  may  not  be  the  most  ap- 
propriate, for  more  intensive  Investigation 
requiring  the  testimony  of  witnesses  under 
oath. 

4.  The  maintenance  of  liaison  between 
Federal  Investigative  State  and  local  levels 
with  the  dissemination  to  the  latter  of  in- 
formation respecting  criminal  operations  as 
may  be  required  In  the  public  Interest. 

6.  Suggestion  and  encouragement  of  legis- 
lation designed  to  expedite,  faciUUte,  and 
encourage  better  and  more  Intensive  law 
enforcement  at  all  levels  of  government. 

6.  The  Initiation  and  development  of  ap- 
propriate social  study  relating  to  crime,  its 
punishment,  and  law  enforcement. 

7.  The  nMlntenance  of  flies  and  records 
as  a  national  clearing  house  of  information 
respecting  criminal  activities  In  Interstate 
commerce  to  be  made  available,  to  properly 
authorized  individuals  and  groups,  subject 
to  suitable  security  measures,  but  not  to 
conflict  with  the  interests  of  any  presently 
established  Federal,  State,  or  local  law  en- 
forcement agency. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  establish  an 
alternate  method  of  accomplishing  the  same 
thing  that  the  Federal  Crime  Commission 
would  accomplish.  Its  functions  would  be 
similar. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE ORGANIZED  CRIME  IN 
INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 

Mr.  KEPAUVER  (for  himself.  Mr. 
HuifT,  and  Mr.  ToBrr)  submitted  the 
following  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  5>,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  there  Is  here- 
by established  a  Joint  congressional  com- 
mittee to  be  ccnnposed  of  flve  Members  of  th* 
Senate  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  not  more  than  three  of  whom 
shall  be  from  the  same  political  party,  and 
five  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  not  more  than 
three  of  whom  shall  be  from  the  same  politi- 
cal party.  Vacancies  in  the  membership  of 
the  conunittee  shall  not  affect  the  power  of 
¥  the  remaining  members  to  execute  the  func- 
tions of  the  committee,  and  shall  be  filled 
In  the  sam«  manner  as  the  original  selection. 
The  committee  shall  select  a  chairman  and  a 
Tic*  chairman  from  among  its  members.  A 
quorum  of  the  committee  shall  consist  of 
six  members. 


a.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  com- 
mittee to  make  a  full  and  complete  study  and 
Investigation  and  siurveillance  of — 

(1)  the  manner  In  which,  and  extent  to 
which,  organized  crime  utilizes  the  facilities 
of  interstate  commerce  or  otherwise  operates 
la  interstate  coounerce  in  furtherance  of  any 
transactions  whic^  are  in  violation  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  State  in 
which  the  transaction  occun;  the  identity 
of  the  persons,  firms,  or  corporations  by 
which  such  utilization  is  being  made;  and 
the  facilities  being  used; 

(3)  the  DCianner  in  which,  and  extent  to 
which,  organized  crime  utilizes  such  Inter- 
state facilities  or  otherwise  operates  in  in- 
terstate commerce  for  the  development  of 
corrupting  influences  in  violation  of  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  or  of  sny  State; 

(3)  new  methods  and  techniques  of  those 
utilizing  the  facilities  of  interstate  com- 
merce for  the  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  Stat>»  or  of  any  State; 

(4)  the  lictivities  of  Federal  agencies 
charged  with  the  responsibility  for  enforce- 
ment of  F»leral  laws  designed  to  prevent 
such  utilization  of  Interstate  faculties  and 
such  operat.ons  in  interstate  commerce  by 
organlMd   crime; 

(6)  the  adequacy  of  the  existing  Federal 
laws  to  prevent  such  utilization  of  Interstate 
facilities  and  such  operation  in  interstate 
commerce  bj  organized  crime;  and 

(8)  the  manner  in  which,  and  the  extent 
to  which,  persons  engaged  in  organized  crime 
have  inflltrated  into  lawful  business  enter- 
prises. 

(b)  In  carrying  out  ita  duties  under  this 
resolution,  the  committee  shall  coordinate 
lU  activities  and  cooperate  with  any  Fed- 
eral commLision  which  may  be  established 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  functions 
similar  to  those  imposed  upon  the  commit- 
tee under  this  resolution. 

Sec  3.  The  committee,  or  any  duly  author- 
ized subcommittee  thereof.  Is  authorized 
to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at 
such  times  and  places,  to  require  by  sub- 
pena  (to  b<!  Issued  under  the  signature  of 
the  chairman  or  vice  chairman)  or  other- 
wise the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents,  to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take 
such  testimony,  to  procure  such  printing 
and  binding,  and  to  make  such  expenditures 
as  It  deem&  advisable.  The  cost  of  steno- 
graphic services  to  report  such  hearings  shall 
not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per  hundred 
words. 

SIC.  4.  The  committee  shall  have  the  power 
to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  a 
chief  coun.}el,  an  associate  counsel,  and 
such  other  experta,  consultants,  and  employ- 
ees as  it  deems  necessary  In  the  performance 
of  its  duties.  The  committee  Is  authorized, 
with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the 
services,  information,  facilities,  and  person- 
nel of  the  various  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  Government. 

Sec.  5.  The  expenses  of  the  comnvlttec  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$150,000,  shall  be  paid  one-half  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  and  one-half 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  upon  vouchers  signed  by 
the  chairman  or  vice  chairman.  Disburse- 
ments to  pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  such  contin- 
gent fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  the  amount  of  one-half  of  the  disburse- 
ments so  made. 

Sec.  6.  The  committee  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
from  time  to  time  with  respect  to  the  re- 
sulte  of  its  study  and  Investigation,  together 
with  such  recommendations  as  to  necessary 
legislation  and  such  other  recommendations 
•s  It  may  deem  advisable,  and  shall  make  a 


final  report  on  or  before  Jtme  80,  IBM.  AU 
authority  conferred  by  this  resolution  shall 
terminate  on  June  30,  1954. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CODE  PROHIB- 
ITING FORMER  GOVERNMEacr 
EMPLOYEES  PROM  ACTINO  AS 
COUNSEL,  ETC. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  section  284  of  tiUe  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  so  as  further  to  pro- 
hibit former  officers  and  employees  of 
the  United  States  from  acting  as  coun- 
sel, attorney,  or  agent  in  matters  con- 
nected with  their  former  oflBce  or  em- 
ployment, and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  together  with  an  explana- 
tory statement  prepared  by  me  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bUl  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and.  without  objection,  the  bill  and  state- 
ment will  be  printed  in  the  Rbcokd. 

The  bill  (S.  637)  to  amend  section  284 
of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  so 
as  further  to  prohibit  former  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  from 
acting  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent 
in  matters  connected  with  their  former 
office  or  employment,  was  read  twice  by 
its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  284  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"f  284.  Disqualifications  of  former  oOeers 
and  employees  in  matters  con- 
nected with  their  former  oOloe  or 
employment, 
"(a)  (1)  Whoever,  having  been  an  officer 
(Including  a  commissioned  officer)  or  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States  (other  than  a 
person  to  whom  paragraph  (2)  or  (3)  of  this 
subsection  Is  applicable)  and  having  been 
separated  from  his  office  or  employment, 
within  2  years  from  the  date  of  separation 
acts  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  (other 
than  for  the  United  States  or  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof)  In  relation  to  any 
proceeding  or  other  matter  before  the  agency 
In  which  he  held  office  or  was  employed  or 
assigned  to  duty,  or  In  relation  to  any  pro- 
ceeding to  which  such  agency,  or  any  ofllcer 
or  employee  of  such  agency  by  reason  of  his 
office  or  employment,  or  the  United  States 
on  behalf  of  surh  agency,  is  a  party;  or 

"(2)  Whoever,  having  held  office  as  a 
Member  of  ConB;ress  or  as  an  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  Confn^ess  or  of  either  House 
thereof  and  having  been  separated  from  his 
office  or  employment,  within  2  years  from 
the  date  of  separation  acts  as  counsel,  at- 
torney, or  agent  (other  than  for  the  United 
States  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof) 
In  relation  to  any  leRlalatlon,  Investigation, 
or  other  matter  before  the  Senate  or  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  before  any  com- 
mittee thereof  or  before  any  Joint  commit- 
tee of  the  two  Houses:  or 

"(3)  Whoever,  having  been  an  officer  or 
employee  of  the  United  States  in  the  JudicUl 
branch  of  the  Government  and  having  been 
separated  from  hU  office  or  employment, 
wuhln  2  years  from  the  date  of  separation 
acts  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  (other 
than  for  the  United  States  or  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof)  in  relation  to  any 
proceeding  or  other  matter  before  the  coiut 
in  which  he  held  office  or  was  employed — 
"Shall  be  fined  not  more  than  #10,000  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or  both. 
"(b)  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  any 
person  who,  or  any  class  of  persona  which. 
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was  heretofore  exemp':ed  by  act  of  Con- 
gress with  respect  to  tl.e  application  of  this 
section,  or  section  19  (e)  of  the  Contract 
Settlement  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  668),  or  the 
last  paragraph  of  chapter  IV  of  the  act  of 
July  n.  1919  (41  Stat.  131:  5  U  8.  C.  100)." 
Sec.  2.  The  fourth  it<?m  in  the  analysis  at 
the  beginning  of  chaptir  15  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"284  Disqualifications  of  former  officers  and 
employees  in  matters  connected  with 
their  former  oiQce  or  employment." 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Wii.mams  is  as 
follows: 

STATnCSNT    IT    SSNATOS    WIU.UM8 

The  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section 
284  of  title  18  of  the  trnlted  States  Code  so 
as  further  to  prohibit  former  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Unlti-d  States  from  acting 
R.S  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  In  matters  con- 
nected mlth  their  former  office  or  employ- 
ment' prohlblte  fornier  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  (other  than  cer- 
tain legislative  and  Ju<llclal  officers  and  em- 
ployees who  are  specifically  provided  for)  from 
representing  cllente  b<fore  their  old  agency 
or  In  proceedings  to  which  their  old  agency 
Is  a  party  for  a  period  cf  2  years  after  sepiu^a- 
tion  from  Oovemmsnt  service.  Former 
Memt>ers  of  Congress  and  oflicers  or  em- 
ployees of  Congress  or  either  House  thereof 
are  prohibited  from  acting  as  counsel  or 
apent  (other  than  for  the  Government), 
within  2  years  from  tie  date  their  office  or 
employment  has  ceas(d,  in  relation  to  any 
legislation.  Investigation,  or  other  matter  be- 
fore the  Senate  or  thr  House  of  Represent- 
atives, or  before  any  committee  of  Congress. 
Former  officers  and  employees  of  the  United 
States  In  the  Judicial  Ivanch  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  prohibited  from  acting  as  counsel 
or  agent  (other  than  for  the  Government) 
within  2  years  from  tbe  date  of  their  separa- 
tion from  Government  service  in  relation  to 
any  pnxreedlng  or  other  matter  before  the 
court  In  which  the}  held  office  or  were 
employed. 

STRENGTHENING  OF  LAW  WITH 
RESPECT  TO  BRIBERY  AND 
GRAFT 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropiiate  reference  a  bill 
to  strengthen  the  law  with  respect  to 
bribery  and  graft,  end  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  b:ll,  together  with  an 
explanatory  statement  prepared  by  me, 
be  printed  in  the  Fxccrd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  bill  and 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  638)  to  strengthen  the  law 
with  respect  to  brbery  and  graft  was 
read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  J  idlciary,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcord.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  301  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"{  201.  Offer  to  officer  or  other  person. 

"Whoever  directly  or  indirectly  promisee, 
offers,  or  gives,  or  conunlte  any  overt  act 
intended  or  designed  .o  be  or  lead  to  a  prom- 
ise, offer  or  gift  of,  any  money,  emolument, 
profit,  advantage,  benefit,  position,  employ- 
ment, opportunity,  advancement  or  thing  of 
value  or  makes  or  te^iders  any  check,  order, 
contract,  undertaking;,  obligation,  gratuity, 
or  security  for  the  payment  of  money  or  for 
the  delivery  or  conveyance  of  anything  of 
value,  to  any  officer  or  employee  or  person 
acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  department  oi  agency  thereof,  in  any 
official  function,  under  or  by  authority  of 
any  such  department  or  agency  or  to  any  of- 


ficer or  person  acting  for  or  on  behalf  ot 
cither  House  of  Congress,  or  of  any  commit- 
tee of  either  House,  or  both  Houses  thereof, 
with  intent  or  design  to  influence  his  deci- 
sion or  action  on  any  question,  matter,  caxise, 
or  proceeding  which  may  at  any  time  be 
pending,  or  which  may  by  law  be  brought 
before  him  in  his  official  capacity,  or  in  his 
place  of  trust  or  profit,  or  with  intent  or 
design  to  influence  him  to  cconmit  or  aid  in 
committing,  or  to  collude  in,  or  allow,  any 
fraud,  or  make  opportunity  for  the  conunls- 
slon  of  any  fraud,  on  the  United  Stetes,  or 
to  induce  him  to  do  or  omit  to  do  any  act 
in  violation  of  his  lawful  duty,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  three  times  the  amount  of 
such  money  or  value  of  such  thing  or  impris- 
oned not  more  than  3  years,  or  both. 

"This  section  shall  not  apply  to  violations 
of  section  312  of  this  Utle." 

Sec.  3.  Section  302  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"i  303.  Acceptance  or  solicitation  by  officer 
or  other  person. 

"Whoever,  being  an  officer  or  employee  of, 
or  person  acting  for  or  on  behalf  of,  the 
United  Stetes.  In  any  official  capacity,  under 
or  by  virtue  of  the  authority  of  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof,  or  an  officer  or  per- 
son acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  either  House 
of  Congress,  or  of  any  committee  of  either 
House,  or  of  both  Houses  thereof,  directly 
or  indirectly  asks,  solicits,  seeks,  accepte,  or 
receives,  or  commits  any  overt  act  intended 
or  designed  to  obtain  any  money,  or  any 
check,  order,  contract,  promise,  offer,  gift, 
emolument,  profit,  advantage,  benefit,  posi- 
tion, employment,  opportunity,  advance- 
ment, undertaking,  obUgation,  gratuity,  or 
security  for  the  payment  of  money,  or  for 
the  delivery  or  conveyance  of  anything  of 
value,  with  intent  or  design  to  have  his  de- 
cision or  action  on  any  question,  matter, 
cause,  or  proceeding  which  may  at  any  time 
be  pending,  or  which  may  by  law  be  brought 
before  him  In  his  official  capacity,  or  in  his 
place  of  trust  or  profit,  influenced  thereby, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  three  times  the 
amount  of  such  money  or  value  of  such  thing 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  8  years,  or 
both;  and  shall  forfeit  his  office  or  place  and 
be  disqualified  from  holding  any  office  of 
honor,  trust,  or  profit  tmder  the  United 
States. 

"This  section  shall  not  apply  to  violations 
of  section  213  of  this  title." 

Sbc.  3.  Chapter  11  of  title  18  ot  the  United 
Stetes  Code  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"{  224.  Certain  former  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  Stetes  required  to  re- 
I>ort  private  employment. 
"Whoever,  having  been  employed  in  any 
executive  department  or  Independent  estab- 
lishment of  the  United  Stetes,  as  a  civilian 
officer  or  employee  receiving  compensation 
at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  or 
having  been  a  conuniseioned  officer  in  the 
uniformed  services  as  defined  in  section  102 
of  the  Career  Compensation  Aet  of  1949, 
within  2  years  after  the  time  when  such 
employment  or  service  in  such  department 
or  independent  establisliment  of  the  United 
Stetes  has  ceased,  shall  accept,  receive,  or 
enter  into  any  employment,  appointment, 
agency  or  service  with  or  for  any  private 
Individual.  Arm,  company,  corporation  or 
contractor  which,  to  his  knowledge  during 
the  period  of  service  of  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States,  transacted  busi- 
ness with  such  executive  department  or  in- 
dependent esteblishment,  and  shall  not 
promptly  notify  in  writing  the  department 
or  independent  esteblishment  concerned, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  S3,000  or  Im- 
prisoned not  more  than  6  months,  or  both." 

The  Statement  is  as  follows: 

Bra-mcxirr  st  Suf  atob  Wnxum 
The  purpose  of  the  bill  to  to  strengtlMn  tbt 
law  with  respect  to  bribery  and  graft. 


In  brief,  It  will  discourage  the  question- 
able practice  which  has  been  constantly 
called  to  our  attention  by  congressional 
committees  whereby  Government  employees 
who  held  positions  either  in  the  procure- 
ment, lending  or  revenue  collecting  agencies 
of  the  Government  subsequently  obtained 
rather  lucrative  positions  with  the  same  cor- 
porations they  favored  in  negotiating  con- 
tracte  or  loans. 

This  legislaUon  has  been  worked  out  with 
the  cooperation  of  the  Honorable  Lindsay  C. 
Warren,  the  ComptroUer  General  of  the 
United  Stetes. 

In  a  letter  to  me  under  date  of  August  18, 
1950.  the  ComptroUer  General  says,  and  I 
quote, 

"The  broad  subject  of  Government  officers 
and  employees  goln;  to  worK  for  Government 
contractors  long  has  been  of  deep  -loncem 
to  the  General  Accounting  Office.  Certelnly 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  any  legitimate 
efforte  of  such  people  to  obtain  employment 
in  private  industry,  or  to  efforte  of  private  in- 
dustry to  secure  the  services  of  qualified  em- 
ployees. But  it  is  equally  certein  that  u- 
rangemente  of  this  kind  must  be  consistent 
with  the  public  interest.  I  think  you  will 
agree  that  there  is  inherent  in  the  public 
service,  and  in  dealings  With  the  Government, 
the  requiremente  for  exceptionally  high 
standards  of  conduct. 

"The  real  danger  lies  In  the  illicit  Induce- 
ment of  federal  personnel  by  Government 
contractors,  and  solicitation  by  those  per- 
sonnel of  an  advantage  from  the  contractors. 
As  shown  in  my  reports  to  the  Congress  and 
testimony  before  ite  committees,  this  may 
take  the  form  of  highly  remunerative  posi- 
tions, or  expensive  entertainment,  or  other 
things  of  value,  in  return  for  special  favors 
or  privileges  for  the  contractors.  Often  it 
originates  or  to  implemented  by  veUed  or  out- 
right connivance  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment people  involved.  Whether  consum- 
mated or  not,  such  dealings  are  Inimical  to 
the  Interests  of  the  United  States.  They  are 
nothing  less  than  plain  bribery." 

TTie  Comptroller  General  then  suggeste 
certain  amendments  to  strengthen  those  sec- 
tions of  the  crimrlnal  statutes,  Nos.  201  and 
202,  dealing  with  bribery  of  Government  offi- 
cers and  employees,  and  they  are  oontelned 
In  the  first  part  of  my  bill. 

A  new  section  to  added  at  the  end  of  chap- 
ter 11.  It  to  designed  to  provide  informa- 
tion which  wUl  form  the  basto  for  more 
effective  action  to  Implement  the  criminal 
statutes  as  weU  as  the  present  safeguards 
for  the  expenditure  of  public  funds.  Thto 
section  to  self-explanatory,  and  it  to  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Sec.  224.  Certain  former  oflicers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  United  Stetes  re- 
quired to  report  private  em- 
ployment. 

"Whoever,  having  been  employed  In  any 
executive  department  or  independent  estab- 
lishment of  the  United  Stetes,  as  a  clvUian 
officer  or  employee  receiving  compensation 
at  a  rate  in  excess  of  S5,(XX)  per  aruium  or 
having  been  a  commissioned  ofllcer  in  the 
uniformed  services  as  defined  in  section  102 
of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949, 
within  2  years  after  the  time  when  such 
employment  or  service  in  such  department 
or  independent  establishment  of  the  United 
Stetes  has  ceased.  shaU  accept,  receive,  or 
enter  into  any  employment,  appointment, 
agency,  or  service  with  or  for  any  private  in- 
dividual, firm,  company,  corporation,  or  con- 
tractor which,  to  hto  knowledge  daring  the 
period  of  servk«  o(  sucli  offioer  or  empkiyee 
of  the  United  States,  transacted  business 
with  such  Mcecvuvc  tfcpartamt  or  Independ- 
ent estatoUshsncBit.  and  skaU  not  pnxaptly 
BoOty  in  wtltlai;  tte  dopartaacnt  or  tade- 

aa«d  not  mtet*  Um»  as^OM  «r  tmfnmmtA  aot 
more  tb««  C  «Kmth«,  or  bs-^tlh." 
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The  m«re  existence  of  this  proTUIon  on  the 
ftatute  books  would  have  »  powerful  de- 
terrent effect.  The  Intent  and  the  overt  act 
to  defeat  the  public  Interest  or  defraud  the 
United  States,  by  connivance  between  Oov- 
emment  employees  and  contractors  for  fu- 
tture  employment,  would  be  punishable.  Yet 
those  whose  arrangements  are  entirely  legal 
and  ethical  would  not  be  penalized.  They 
would  have  ample  protection  to  do  what  the 
honest  businessman  does  In  the  everyday 
co\irse  of  business.  At  the  same  time  the 
Government,  through  Information  given  to 
the  agencies,  would  have  effective  means  to 
check  on  the  legality  of  the  dealings  with 
special  reference,  to  established  safeguards 
for  the  expenditure  of  public  funds. 

No  one  can  doubt  that  such  legislation  Is 
necessary  and  I  cannot  urge  too  strongly,  in 
▼lew  of  the  expanded  wartime  Government 
procurement,  that  it  be  given  immediate 
favorable  consideration. 


ABANDONMENT  OP  A  CERTAIN  PART 
OP  PEDERAL  PROJECrr  FOR 
BROADKILL  RIVER  IN  DELAWARE 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  abandonment  of  a  certain  part  of 
the  Federal  project  for  the  Broadkill 
River  in  Delaware,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill  together  with  an 
explanatory  statement  prepared  by  me 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bUl  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  bill  and 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Recoro. 

The  bill  (S.  639)  to  provide  for  the 
abandonment  of  a  certain  part  of  the 
Federal  project  for  the  Broadkill  River 
In  Delaware,  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Public 
Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoRD,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Chief  of  Engl- 
Beers  of  the  Department  of  the  Army  U  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  abandon  the  part 
of  the  Federal  project  for  the  Broadkill  River 
in  Delaware,  adopted  March  3.  1873,  and 
modlOed  March  2.  1907.  which  provides  for  an 
entrance  channel  from  such  river  to  Dela- 
ware Bay. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 

STATDCKNT   BT    SzNATOB    WiLUAlfS 

The  bill  I  have  Introduced  today  provides 
for  the  abandonment  of  a  certain  part  of 
the  Federal  project  for  the  Broadkill  River 
in  Delaware  containing  some  5.8  acres.  This 
Federal  project  was  adopted  March  3.  1873, 
and  modined  March  3,  1907,  providing  for  a 
channel  6  feet  deep  and  150  feet  wide  from 
Delaware  Bay  to  Lewes  and  Rehoboth  Canal 
(formerly  Lewes  Creek),  and  thence  6  feet 
deep  and  40  feet  wide  to  the  town  of  MUton, 
with  a  jetty  on  the  northerly  side  of  the 
entrance  channel. 

This  Government  land  was  acquired  In 
1907  for  constructing  the  entrance  channel 
from  Broadkill  River,  at  its  confluence  with 
Lewes  Creek,  to  Delaware  Bay.  The  entrance 
channel  has  been  very  shallow.  Vessels 
navigating  between  Milton  and  Delaware 
Bay  have  been  luing  the  section  of  Lewes 
and  Rehoboth  Canal  between  Broadkill  River 
and  Roosevelt  Inlet. 

Commerce  in  BroadkUl  River  has  been  de- 
clining through  the  years  and  it  appears, 
since  the  vessels  that  do  travel  between  MU- 
ton and  Delaware  Bay  have  a  good  alternate 
route,  that  the  entrance  channel  from 
Broadkill  River  to  Delaware  Bay  could  be 
abandoned.  Such  abandonment  would  al- 
low the  land  which  was  acquired  for  the 


entrance  channel  to  be  reported  to  the  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  for  disposal 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1940  (Public  Law  152,  81st  Cong.). 

The  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  advises  this  legislation,  believing  that 
Its  continuance  In  the  hands  of  the  Federal 
Government  Is  no  longer  desirable. 

It  Is  my  hope  that  this  proposed  legislation 
can  be  given  prompt  consideration  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  so  that  the 
lands  can  be  declared  surplus  for  further 
use  by  the  Federal  Government  and  disposed 
of  In  accordance  with  our  Federal  statutes. 


UNITED      STATES      AIR      ACADEMY 
WITHIN  THE  STATE  OP  FLORIDA 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  establish  a  United  States  Air 
Academy  within  the  State  of  Florida, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
statement  prepared  by  me  be  printed  in 
the  RxcoRD. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  647)  to  establish  the 
United  States  Air  Academy  within  the 
State  of  Florida,  was  read  twice  by  its 
title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Smathers  Is  as 
follows : 

Statement  bt  Senatob  Smathebs 
I  have  today  Introduced  a  measure  calling 
for  the  creation  of  an  Air  Force  Academy, 
for  the  training  of  officers  to  lead  the  United 
States  Air  Force  in  the  same  manner  and 
with  the  same  advantages  that  the  .\rmy 
and  the  Navy  enjoy  from  having  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  at  West  Point.  N.  Y  . 
and  the  United  States  Naval  Academy  at 
Annapolis,  Md. 

I  have  gone  further  than  other  advocates 
of  such  an  academy  and  have  specified  that 
this  Institution  be  situated  in  Florida,  which, 
by  a  coincidence,  is  my  home  Stale  and  the 
State  I  represent  In  the  Senate. 

I  added  this  stipulation  to  my  bill  because 
I  think  It  well  from  the  outset  to  meet  the 
Issue  of  the  location  which  might  otherwise 
find  a  number  of  States  In  competition. 

Long  ago  the  Air  Force  selected  the  State 
of  Florida  as  being  the  most  favorable  from 
the  standpoint  of  flying  and  training  condi- 
tions of  all  the  States  in  the  Union.  Weather 
Bureau  records  Indicate  that  Florida  has 
fewer  hours  unfavorable  to  flying  time  than 
any  other  area  In  the  country,  and  It  Is 
among  the  choicest  areas  In  the  world  for 
this  activity.  The  State  of  Florida  already 
has  several  of  the  great  permanent  aviation 
training  facilities  In  the  country  In  Eglin 
Field  and  MacDlll  Field,  which  are  operated 
by  the  Air  Force;  Pensacola  and  Jacksonville, 
where  are  located  major  naval  air  stations; 
and  Miami,  which  Is  one  of  the  two  major 
Marine  Corps  air  stations  In  the  United 
States.  In  Florida,  also,  Is  situated  on  Mer- 
rltt  Island,  on  the  mouth  of  the  Indian  River 
near  Cocoa,  one  of  the  most  Important  Air 
Force  experimental  bases  established,  that  of 
the  guided  missiles  proving  ground. 

Almost  any  community  or  county  In  Flor- 
ida would  be  appropriate  for  the  location  of 
this  activity,  and  any  and  all  of  them  would 
welcome  such  an  Institution  and  give  It  and 
its  directors  the  fullest  cooperation. 

I  urge  most  earnest  consideration  be  given 
to  this  measure  by  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee and  the  whole  Senate. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix,  as 
follows : 

By  Mr    MARTIN: 

Address  delivered   by  Senator  BBnwES  be- 
fore   the    National    Security    Commission    of 
the  American  Legion  on  January  35,  1953. 
By  Mr.   CASE: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  entitled  "Re- 
search To  Increase  Supply  of  Pure  Water." 

Correspondence  between  himself  and  Carl 
R.  Gray.  Jr  .  V;terans'  Administrator,  dealing 
with  Veterans'  Administration  repeat  loans. 
By  Mr   GILLETTE: 

Article  entitled  "A  Real  Break  for  Con- 
sumers," written  by  Albert  Q.  Malsel  and 
published  in  the  February  1053  Issue  of  Red- 
book  magazine. 

Resolution  adopted  by  United  World  Fed- 
eralists of  Iowa.  Inc. 

By    Mr.   STKNNISr 

Article  entitled  "Dixie  Boy  Claims  Best  1952 
Corn  Yield."  printed  in  a  recent  issue  of  the 
Farm  Journal. 

By  Mr    DIRKSEN: 

Article  entitled  "How  the  FBI  Tracks  Reds 
and  Spies"  in  the  form  of  an  Interview  with 
J  Edgar  Hoover,  and  published  In  the  Path- 
finder November  5.   1952. 

Article  entitled  "A  Nest  of  Reds."  written 
by  Felix  Morley.  and  published  In  the  Path- 
finder magazine  of  November  6.  1953. 

Radio  address  delivered  by  Charles  Roe- 
marelc,  president  of  the  Polish-American 
Congress. 

By   Mr    POTTER: 

Article    entitled    "Sale   of   Stock   Holdings 
Called  Wrong  in  Cases  Like  Wilson's."  written 
by  David  Lawrence,  and  published  In  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  of  January  26.  1953. 
By    Mr     KENNEDY: 

Article  entitled  "Prospect  Brighter  for 
Ending  Hidden  Subsidies  on  Air  Mail."  writ- 
ten by  Edward  A  Harris,  and  published  In 
the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  January  9, 
1953. 


THE  PETER  MARSHALL 
FOUNDATION 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
marked  the  fourth  anniversary  of  the 
paiising  of  Dr.  Peter  Marshall,  the  be- 
loved Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  who  with 
i-uch  unique  sense  of  understanding  and 
dedication  once  prayed  in  this  Chamber 
for  the  preservation  of  our  health  from 
the  physical  strains  of  our  duties,  good 
judgment  for  the  decisions  we  must 
make,  and  clear  understanding  for  the 
problcm-s  of  this  difficult  hour. 

To  those  of  us  who  knew  and  loved 
Peter  Marshall  and  carry  in  our  hearts 
the  memory  of  him  and  his  marvelous 
ministry,  it  is  indeed  gratifying  to  know 
that  there  has  been  established  at  Co- 
lumbia Theoloiiical  Seminary  at  Deca- 
tur. Ga  ,  the  Peter  Marshall  Foundation, 
to  honor  the  memory  of  Peter  Marshall 
£nd  to  provide  successors  In  God's  serv- 
ice, to  which  he  was  dedicated.  We 
know  that  he  was  one  of  the  most  di- 
vinely inspired  and  eloquent  ministers 
in  American  history. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  read 
at  this  time  a  statement  of  the  council 
of  the  Birmingham.  Ala.,  Presbytery  on 
the  establishment  of  the  Peter  Marshall 
Foundation.  The  statement  has  been 
approved  and  adopted  by  the  Presbytery. 
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The  VICE  PR12SIDENT.  Without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Statucbnt  or  thb  CouNcn.  to  BmcuroHAic 

Pbzsbttbbt.    Jaituart    13,    1953 — Appbovkd 

AND  ADOPTZD  bt  THE  PBBSBTTKBT 

On  December  12,  1927.  the  Presbytery  of 
Birmingham  at  a  called  meeting  In  the 
YMCA  Building.  Birmingham,  received  Peter 
Marshall,  a  young  man  just  from  Scotland, 
as  a  candidate  for  the  ministry.  He  was 
recommended  to  the  Presbytery  by  the  ses- 
sion of  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  of 
Birmrlngham.  He  remained  as  a  candidate 
and  was  guided  In  his  education  by  the  Pres- 
bytery's committee  until  he  was  dismissed 
to  Atlanta  Presbytery  May  13,  1931.  In  less 
than  20  years  he  had  become  pastor  of  one 
of  Washington's  great  churches  and  Chap- 
lain of  the  United  States  Senate. 

The  life  and  work  of  Peter  Marshall  focused 
the  attention  of  the  Nation  on  the  power  of 
Ood  to  direct  and  control  at  all  times  and 
through  all  circumstances.  A  continuance 
of  this  vital  message  Is  an  essential  In  the 
life  of  our  country. 

Peter  Marshall's  Ood-glven  talents  received 
development  at  the  Columbia  Theological 
Seminary.  Decatur,  Oa.  There.  In  an  at- 
mosphere that  Is  warmly  spiritual  and  defi- 
nitely devoted  to  a  teaching  ministry  of  a 
miracle-working  Ood  the  young  Scotsman 
was  encou^f^ed  and  thoroughly  trained. 

To  honor  the  memory  of  this  man  and  to 
provide  successors  in  the  tanne  service  to 
which  he  was  dedicated  the  Peter  Marshall 
Foundation  Is  being  established  at  Columbia 
Theological  Seminary. 

Birmingham  Presbytery  notes  with  Inter- 
est the  plans  of  the  committee  to  start  this 
movement  in  Birmingham  from  which  Peter 
Marshall  entered  the  seminary  and  hopes 
that  before  the  twenty-fifth  anniversary  of 
that  date,  September  9,  1953.  the  needed 
funds  will  be  In  hand. 

Presbytery  would  assure  Its  cooperation 
to  the  committee:  Lloyd  K.  Boggs.  Mrs.  Roy 
Wates.  David  P.  Anderson.  John  W.  McQueen, 
and  Harry  H  Bryan  In  carrying  out  the  plans 
of  the  seminary  In  establishing  this  foun- 
dation. 

We  commend  this  endeavor  to  individuals 
and  to  churches  and  urge  that  contribu- 
tions be  forwarded  to  the  seminar;  for  this 
purpoee. 

Further,  we  request  that  a  Peter  Marshall 
Sunday  be  designated  at  which  time  special 
opportunity  be  presented  In  the  churches  for 
giving  to  this  cause. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  statement  be  referred  to  the  appro- 
priate committee  of  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Pubhc  Welfare. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure 
that  I  voice  the  sentiments  of  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  in  wishing  the  great- 
est success  for  the  noble  enterprise 
known  as  the  Peter  Marshall  Founda- 
tion. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  Dr. 
Peter  Marshall  was  in  all  respects  a 
unique  man  and  minister.  We  in  the 
State  of  Georgia  have  noted  with  great 
interest  and  almost  universal  approval 
the  proposal  to  create  the  Peter  Mar- 
shall Foundation  at  Columbia  Theologi- 
cal Seminary,  in  the  State  of  Georgia, 
from  which  he  graduated.  It  Is  a 
worth-while  undertaking. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  feel 
very  privileged  to  stand  on  this  floor 
and  say  a  few  words  in  tribute  to  one 
who  was  widely  recognized  as  a  great 
spiritual  leader.    Spiritual  leadership  is 


something  the  world  needs.  Peter  Mar- 
shall was  such  a  leader.  Whenever  he 
spoke  as  Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  his 
words,  with  their  Scottish  burr,  seemed 
to  resound  not  only  through  the  cor- 
ridors of  this  building  but  into  the  very 
hearts  of  those  who  heard  him.  Every- 
where he  made  an  imprint  on  the  minds 
of  his  listeners.  It  was  because  there 
was  something  within  him  that  spoke  of 
the  things  of  the  spirit.  He  truly  was  a 
man  of  Ood. 

I  am  very  happy  to  join  other  Sen- 
ators who  have  spoken  in  saying  a  word 
to  those  who  have  created  this  memorial. 
They  have  done  a  grand  job  in  memory 
o'  a  grand  soul  that  has  gone  on  in  the 
journey  we  all  must  take. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  vei-y  happy  that  my  colleague  from 
Alabama  has  presented  the  resolution 
which  originated  in  the  First  Presby- 
terian Church  of  Birmingham.  The 
people  of  Birmingham  and  the  people 
of  Alabama  are  very  proud  of  the  part 
they  were  able  to  play  in  the  early  life 
of  Peter  Marshall.  It  was  the  First 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Birmingham 
which  sent  this  young  man  to  the  semi- 
nary and  made  it  possible  for  him  to 
become  the  great  preacher  that  he  was. 
He  was  there  as  a  young  immigrant  boy. 
After  he  had  been  there  only  a  short 
time,  the  members  of  that  church  real- 
ized that  the  one  great  burning  passion 
of  his  life  was  to  go  to  a  seminary  and 
become  a  preacher  of  the  Word  of  God. 
That  was  the  one  great  ambition  toward 
which  he  was  working. 

Mr.  President,  we  all  enjoyed  the  min- 
istry of  Peter  Marshall  while  he  was 
Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  and  while  he 
was  minister  of  the  New  York  Avenue 
Presbyterian  Church.  But  it  was  not 
until  after  his  death  and  after  I  had 
read  the  remarkable  book,  A  Man  Called 
Peter,  written  by  his  widow,  that  I  un- 
derstood very  much  of  the  life  of  this 
young  man  and  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances surrounding  his  career.  When 
I  finished  reading  that  book  I  said  to 
myself,  "I  wish  I  had  known  this  much 
about  the  man  while  he  was  serving  us 
as  Chaplain  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate." He  was  a  great  man  and  a  great 
preacher.  He  exercised  a  powerful  in- 
fluence. I  know  that  his  memory  and 
the  influence  of  the  man  and  the  preach- 
er will  continue  throughout  the  years 
by  reason  of  the  memorial  foundation 
which  has  been  established. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  all  of  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  this  morn- 
ing commending  the  purposes  of  the 
Peter  Marshall  movement.  My  home  is 
near  Winder,  a  small  city  in  Georgia. 
When  Peter  Marshall  was  a  student  at 
Columbia  Seminary  he  very  often 
preached  in  the  little  Presbyterian 
Church  in  my  home  town.  My  mother 
was  one  of  the  most  active  persons  in 
the  church,  and  about  half  of  the  mem- 
bership of  the  church  were  members  of 
our  family.  He  often  visited  in  our 
home.  I  had  an  opportunity  to  know 
Peter  Marshall  when  he  was  a  young 
man  and  to  note  the  influence  he  exer- 
cised on  the  young  people  with  whom 
he  came  in  contact.  He  attended  all 
young  people's  meetings  and  was  truly  a 
great  power  for  good. 


I  watched  his  rise  through  a  number 
of  pastorates  to  the  New  York  Avenue 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Washington, 
and  always  enjoyed  and  profited  from 
my  association  with  him  during  his  ten- 
ure as  Chaplain  of  the  Senate. 

He  was  a  good  man.  I  have  often 
heard  used  the  term  "consecrated  man." 
If  I  were  to  select  a  man  who  truly  per- 
sonified that  term  it  would  be  Peter  Mar- 
shall. I  commend  the  purposes  of  this 
movement  in  honor  of  his  memory,  and 
hope  it  will  produce  other  fine  men  who 
will  labor  as  successfully  as  did  Peter 
Marshall  in  strengthening  the  spiritual 
life  of  our  coimtry. 

Mr.  STENNIS  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi wishes  to  express  his  satisfac- 
tion at  the  annoimcement  this  morning 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr, 
HiLLl  with  reference  to  the  Peter 
Marshall  Foundation  at  the  Columbia 
Theological  Seminary  at  Decatur,  Ga. 
It  will  be  a  foundation  promoted  for  the 
benefit  of  ministefial  students,  and  I  pre- 
dict for  this  movement  an  outstanding 
success.  It  is  not  confined  to  the  Pres- 
byterian denomination,  of  which  Peter 
Marshall  was  a  member.  That  great 
man's  concepts  and  his  religious  basis 
were  broad  enough  to  cover  and  to  en- 
compass spiritual  beliefs  of  all  kinds. 

I  commend  to  the  young  men  who 
may  be  considering  following  that  great 
profession  a  serious  study  of  Peter 
Marshall's  life  and  urge  them  to  follow 
his  example  and  training,  particularly 
his  great  and  broad  interest  in  human- 
ity. He  was  one  of  the  big  men  of  our 
time.  I  am  very  glad  to  Join  in  the  sen- 
timents and  commendations  and  encour- 
agement for  those  who  work  in  behalf  of 
this  great  foundation. 


SEVENTY-THIRD  BIRTHDAY  OF  GEN. 
DOUGLAS  MacARTHUR 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  we  have 
today  heard  commendatory  remarks  re- 
garding two  great  citizens  who  have 
passed  on — ^Peter  Marshall  and  Charles 
A.  Eaton.  I  ask  the  Senate  to  permit 
me  for  a  moment  to  pay  tribute  to  the 
greatest  military  genius  of  this  age,  Gen. 
Douglas  MacArthur,  who  today  cele- 
brates the  seventy-third  anniversary  of 
his  birth. 

General  MacArthur  is  a  son  of  Wis- 
consin and  on%of  America's  greatest  sons 
of  all  time.  We  who  remember  the  cir- 
cumstances when  he  returned  after  be- 
ing dismissed  from  his  far  eastern  com- 
mand recall  that  all  America  acclaimed 
him  not  only  as  a  great  military  genius, 
but  as  a  preeminent  citizen.  I  am  very 
happy  to  congratulate  him  upon  having 
arrived  at  his  seventy-third  milestone, 
and  I  hope  that  there  are  in  store  for 
him  many  more  years  of  health,  happi- 
ness, and  great  service  to  the  Republic. 


FORMER  REPRESENTATIVE 

CHARLES     A.     EATON.     OP     NEW 
JERSEY 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
later  in  this  session  of  Congress  much 
will  be  said  of  the  talents  of  the  Hod- 
orable  Chartes  A.  Baton,  a  former  Res>- 
resentatlTe  of  the  F&flh  OonpressMnaU 
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District  of  New  Jersey,  whose  sudden 
passing  shocked  us  so  deeply  on  Friday 
last. 

In  order  that  the  record  of  his  accom- 
plishments and  attainments  may  speak 
fully  and  adequately.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  two  editorials — one  from 
the  Evening  Star  of  Saturday.  January 
24.  and  the  other  from  the  Washington 
?ost  of  the  same  date — be  inserted  in  the 
body  of  the  Rzcokd  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoKD,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post] 
Chaklzs  a.  Eaton 

Representative  Eaton  was  a  plUar  of 
strength  In  the  House  for  nearly  three  dec- 
ades. But  his  moat  signal  service  came  in 
the  war  and  postwar  years  when  the  bi- 
partisan approach  to  foreign -policy  questions 
was  hammered  out  In  a  steady  flow  of  ora- 
tory. Senator  Vandenberg  carried  the  argu- 
ment by  his  force  as  an  orator  and  by  bis 
skill  as  a  political  leader  who  understood 
the  Importance  of  tlnoing;  Representative 
Eaton  carried  the  argument  by  the  force  of 
his  character  and  by  his  example  of  un- 
challenged devotion  to  the  national  welfare. 
He  exercised  a  benign  Influence  over  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  during  his  chair- 
manship In  the  Eightieth  Congress.  It  Is 
doubtful  that  a  man  with  less  patience  or 
leas  devotion  could  have  held  that  unruly 
body  to  the  task  before  It.  He  lived  his  re- 
ligion and  was  Indeed  a  true  friend  of  his 
Xellowman,  and  his  passing  will  be  mourned 
by  all  who  had  the  Joy  of  knowing  him. 

(From  the  Washington  Evening  Star] 
Ma.  Eaton  or  New  Jebsxt 
Charles  Eaton  came  down  to  the  United 
States  from  his  native  Nova  Scotia  to  attend 
theological  school.     He  remained  here  to  en- 
Joy  a  distinguished  career,  first  In  the  Baptist 
pulpit,  later  as  an  editor,  and  Anally   as  a 
statesman  In  a  genuine  meaning  of  the  word. 
For,    as    a   Republican    Representative    in 
Congress  from  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Eaton  became 
a  representative  of  the  American  people  and 
their   Interests  In  the   broadest  sense.     Mr. 
Eaton's  finest  years  were  his  later  ones  when 
the   maturity   of   his   Judgment  lifted   him 
above  partisanship  and  placed  him  in  a  key 
role  In  dealing  with  our  foreign  policy  during 
and  after  World  War  U.     As  ranking  minority 
member,  and  during  the  Eightieth  Congress 
as  chairman,  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee,  Mr.  Baton  was  a  close  associate 
of  the  late  Republican  Senator  Vandenberg 
In  making  bipartisanship  In  foreign  policy 
a  reality.     In  this  capacity,  the  New  Jersey 
Congressman  earned  the  confidence  and  re- 
spect of  his  House  colleagues  on  both  sides 
of  the  political  aisle,  and  the  trust  of  Demo- 
cratic Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Truman. 

Mr.  Eaton's  Influence  became  particularly 
Important  and  forceful  after  the  war,  a  period 
when  there  were  greater  temptations  to  seek 
partisan  advantage  in  the  programs  which 
the  Democratic  administrations  were  advo- 
cating on  the  world  stage.  Mr.  Eaton  never 
proposed  that  his  party  should  accept  with- 
out question  the  Roosevelt-Truman  plans 
for  economic  aid  and  Joint  defense  efforts. 
He  proposed.  Instead,  that  each  of  them  be 
studied  with  an  honest  appreciation  of  the 
motives  and  a  careful  scrutiny  of  the  meth- 
ods. He  favored  criticism  that  was  con- 
structive, and  he  contributed  intelligently  to 
It.  "If  we,"  he  asked,  "could  unite  to  fight 
the  last  war  of  destruction.  In  the  name  of 
Ood.  why  can't  we  unite  now  for  con- 
struction?" 

There  has  been  great  unity  and  progress 
in  this  fight  foe  construction  and  to  Mr. 
Baton  la  due  a  great  share  of  the  credit. 
Mr.  Eaton,  who  died  here  yesterday,  deserves 


the  gratitude  of  his  own  political  party  and 
of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
these  editorials  speak  more  eloquently 
concerning  the  late  Representative 
Eaton's  distinguished  career  than  any 
words  which  I  could  marshal. 

It  is  gratifying  to  see  true  greatness 
recognized  with  such  genuine  sincerity. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, today  in  Plainfleld.  N.  J.,  many 
friends  and  admirers  are  attending  the 
funeril  service  of  the  late  Churles  A. 
Eaton,  former  Representative  in  Con- 
gress from  New  Jersey.  It  is  a  deep  re- 
gret to  my  distinguished  colleague  [Mr. 
Hendrickson]  and  me  that  because  of 
our  Senate  responsibilities  we  cannot  be 
present  today  in  New  Jersey  to  pay  our 
respects  to  our  departed  friend  and  to 
extend  our  affectionate  sympathies  in 
person  to  his  beloved  family'. 

The  career  of  Charles  Eaton  was  In 
many  ways  unique.  He  was  bom  in  Nova 
Scotia  in  March  1868.  Prom  his  early 
childhood  he  had  a  profound  faith  in 
the  guidance  of  Almighty  God  in  human 
affairs.  He  entered  the  Baptist  ministry 
at  the  age  of  25  and  graduated  from 
Newton  Theological  Institute  of  Massa- 
chusetts in  1893.  He  served  pastorates 
in  Natick,  Mass.:  Toronto,  Canada; 
Cleveland.  Ohio,  and  New  York. 

In  World  War  I  he  felt  the  call  to 
serve  his  Government  and  headed  the 
national  service  section  of  the  United 
States  Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet 
Corporation. 

He  was  first  elected  to  Congress  in 
1924  and  was  reelected  every  succeedine: 
term  until  his  retirement  in  1952. 
Whether  in  the  pulpit,  or  in  the  legis- 
lative halls  of  the  Congress,  his  mission 
was  to  reflect  throughout  his  noble  life 
the  spirit  of  human  brotherhood. 

Representative  Eaton's  most  distin- 
guished service  was  rendered  during  the 
closing  years  of  his  life,  when  with  the 
late  Senator  Vandenberg,  he  participated 
with  Secretary  of  State  Cordell  Hull  in 
the  development  of  our  bipartisan  for- 
eign policy  during  World  War  II,  and  in 
the  events  that  led  up  to  the  creation 
and  adoption  of  the  United  Nations 
Charter.  During  the  Eightieth  Congress 
he  was  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
an  editorial  of  Saturday,  January  24, 
from  the  Washington  Evening  Star,  en- 
titled. "Mr.  Eaton  of  New  Jersey." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord. 
as  follows : 

Mr.  Eaton  or  Nrw  Jebsct 
Charles  Eaton  came  down  to  the  United 
States  from  his  native  Nova  Scotia  to  attend 
theological  school.  He  remained  here  to  en- 
Joy  a  distinguished  career,  first  in  the  Bap- 
tist pulpit,  later  as  an  editor,  and  finally  as 
a  statesman  in  a  genuine  meaning  of  the 
word. 

For.  as  a  Republican  Representative  in 
Congress  from  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Eaton  became 
a  representative  of  the  American  people  and 
their  interesU  In  the  broadest  sense.  Mr. 
Eaton's  finest  years  were  his  later  ones  when 
the  maturity  of  his  Judgment  lifted  him 
above  partisanship  and  placed  him  in  a  key 
role  In  dealing  with  our  foreign  policy  during 


and  after  World  War  11.  As  ranking  minority 
member,  and  during  the  Eightieth  Congress 
as  chairman,  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee.  Mr.  Eaton  was  a  close  associate 
of  the  late  Republican  Senator  Vandenberg 
In  making  bipartisanship  In  foreign  policy 
a  reality.  In  thU  capacity,  the  New  Jersey 
Congressman  earned  the  confidence  and  re- 
spect of  his  House  colleagues  on  both  sides 
of  the  political  aisle,  and  the  trust  of  Demo- 
cratic Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Truman. 

Mr.  Eaton's  Influence  became  particularly 
ImporUnt  and  forceful  after  the  war,  a  pe- 
riod when  there  were  greater  temptations 
to  seek  partisan  advantage  In  the  programs 
which  the  Democratic  admlnlstraUor^^irere 
advocating  on  the  world  stage.  ^ITEaton 
never  proposed  that  his  party  should  accept 
without  question  the  Roosevelt-Truman 
plans  for  economic  aid  and  Joint  defense 
efforts  He  proposed.  Instead,  that  each  of 
them  be  studied  with  an  honest  appreciation 
of  the  motives  and  a  careful  scrutiny  of  the 
methods.  He  favored  critlcUm  that  was  con- 
ftructive.  and  he  contributed  Intelligently 
to  it.  'If  we."  he  asked,  "could  unite  to  fight 
the  last  war  of  destruction,  in  the  name  of 
God.  why  can  t  we  unite  now  for  construc- 
tion?" 

There  has  been  great  unity  and  progress 
In  this  fight  "for  construction"  and  to  Mr 
Eaton  is  due  a  great  share  of  the  credit! 
Mr  Eaton,  who  died  here  yesterday,  deserves 
the  gratitude  of  his  own  political  parly  and 
of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  This  edi- 
torial ably  reflects  the  very  high  esteem 
in  which  Mr.  Eaton  was  held  nationally. 
The  press  of  New  Jersey  has  Reflected 
the  universal  affection  that  the  people 
of  our  SUte  of  New  Jersey  felt  for  him. 

To  me,  personally,  Charlie  Eaton's 
passing  is  a  great  loss.  For  many  years 
he  has  been  a  warm  personal  friend. 
His  courage,  his  vision,  his  glorious  sense 
of  humor,  and  his  unswerving  faith  in 
God  during  the  crises  through  which  our 
beloved  country  has  been  passing  will 
always  be  an  inspiration  to  us  all.  To 
his  beloved  family  my  wife  and  I  extend 
our  deepest  sympathy.  We  are  filled 
with  gratitude  that  we  were  privileged 
to  know  him  and  to  hve  with  him 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senate 
is  in  executive  session. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  me.ssages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

•  For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP 
COMMITTEES 
The    following    favorable    reports    of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr    WILEY,   from   the   Committee   on 

Foreign  Relations: 

Carl  W.  McCardle.  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State;  and 

Thruston  B.  Morton,  of  Kentucky,  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

J  Lee  Rankin,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy; 
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Warren  E.  Burger,  of  Minnesota,  to  be  As- 
sl.stant  Attorney  General,  to  flU  an  existing 
vacancy. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland,  from  tta* 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

William  P.  Rogers,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Deputy  Attorney  General,  to  lUl  an  existing 
vacancy. 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

Marion  B.  Polsom.  of  New  York,  to  be  Under 
secretary  of  the  Treasury,  In  place  of  Edward 
H    Poley,  resigned: 

H.  Chapman  Rose,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  In  place  of  John  S. 
Graham,  resigned; 

Elbert  P.  Tuttle.  of  Georgia,  to  be  General 
Counsel  for  the  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
lu  place  of  Thomas  J.  Lynch,  resigned; 

Ivy  Baker  Priest,  of  Utah,  to  be  Treasurer 
nf  the  United  States,  in  place  of  Georgia 
Neese  Clark,  resigned: 

T.  Coleman  Andrews,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  to  fill  an 
existing  vacancy;  and 

Alma  K.  Schneider,  of  Colorado,  to  be 
.Superintendent  of  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States  at  Denver. 


NOMINATION  OF  CHARLES  E.  WIL- 
SON TO  BE  SECRETARY  OF  DE- 
FENSE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
."^ent  to  the  nomination  of  Charles  E. 
Wilson,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Secretary  of 
Defense? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  aivswered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

OlUette 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Ooldwater 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Oore 

MiUikln 

Beall 

Green 

Morse 

Bennett 

Qrlswold 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hayden 

Neely 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

Pastore 

Bush 

Hennings 

Payne 

Butler,  Md 

Hickenlooper 

Potter 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hill 

Purtell 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Robertson 

Cape  hart 

HoUand 

Russell 

Carlson 

Hunt 

Saltonstall 

Ca.se 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Chavez 

Jackson 

Smathers 

Clements 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.J. 

Cordon 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Smith,  N.C, 

Daniel 

Kefsuver 

Sparkman 

Dirksen 

Kennedy 

Stennis 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Symington 

DulT 

Kllgore 

Taft 

Dworshftk 

Knowland 

Thye 

Ea.«tland 

Kuchel 

Tobey 

Ellender 

Langer 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Welker 

Flanders 

Mai  one 

Wiley 

Frear 

Mansfield 

Williams 

George 

Martin 

Young 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Jenner] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  IMr.  FttlbrightI 
is  absent  because  of  a  death  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Miimesota  IMr. 
Humphrey!  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  IMr. 
Long  I,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
IMr.  Maybank).  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada IMr.  McCarranI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  MonroneyJ  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson]  and  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana IMr.  Murray]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial bu.siness. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present 

Mr.  SALTONffTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wilson  of 
Michigan  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  position  to  which  he  was  appointed 
by  President  Elsenhower,  has  been  re- 
ported unanimously  by  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  Wilson  Is  the  father  of  six  chil- 
dren. He  has  13  grandchildren.  He  Is 
a  good  family  man.  His  integrity,  his 
character,  his  reputation  lor  civic  un- 
dertakings is  of  the  highest.  We  all 
know  of  Mr.  Wilson's  great  leadership  of 
General  Motors  Corporation.  His  ability 
as  an  executive  and  as  an  administrator 
is  unquestioned. 

The  problem  that  concerned  the  com- 
mittee in  connection  with  this  appoint- 
ment was  one  of  conflict  of  interests. 
General  Motors  Corporation  is  one  of  the 
largest  prime  contractors  with  the  Gov- 
ernment on  equipment  for  defense.  Mr. 
Wilson  told  the  committee  frankly  that 
he  owned  a  little  less  than  40,000  shares 
of  General  Motors  stock.  He  also  stated 
that  he  had  completely  divorced  himself 
from  the  management  of  the  General 
Motors  Corporation  and  from  every 
other  business  or  civic  Interest  which  he 
believes  might  In  any  way  conflict  with 
his  duty  as  Secretary  of  Defense.  He  has 
parted  from  General  Motors  lock,  stock, 
and  barrel  with  no  written  or  verbal 
understanding — expressed  or  implied — 
regarding  any  return  to  that  corporation 
when  his  term  of  ofiBce  as  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  have  been  completed. 

He  has.  he  told  the  committee,  certain 
rights  under  the  General  Motors  bonus 
and  pension  plan.  He  is  entitled,  for 
past  services  rendered,  to  receive  over 
the  next  5  years  a  certain  sum  of  cash 
and  1,737  shares  of  General  Motors  stock. 
This  is  a  bonus  for  past  services.  That 
service  ended  on  December  31,  1952.  It 
has  nothing  to  do  with  any  action  of 
Mr.  Wilson  after  December  31,  1952.  It 
was  clear  to  the  committee  that  this 
bonus  was  for  past  services  only. 

Section  434  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  which  was  made  a  part  of  the  rec- 
ord of  the  hearings  reads: 

8bc.  434.  Interested  persons  acting  as  Gov- 
ernment agents. 
Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent,  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any 
corporation.  Joint-stock  company,  or  associ- 
ation, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
business  entity.  Is  employed  or  acts  as  an 
officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  or 
Imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or  both. 

The  conflict  of  interests  which  con- 
cerned the  committee  was  between  the 
ownership  of  the  stock  In  General  Mo- 
tors and  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense.  After  considerable  discussion 
it  became  obvious  that  the  committee 
did  not  see  its  way  clear  to  approve  Mr. 
Wilson's  nomination  so  long  a^  he  held 
his  stock  ownership  in  General  Motors. 
It  was  the  belief  of  the  committee  that 
Mr.  Wilson,  as  Secretary  of  Defense,  in 
making  policy  decisions  that  affected 
prime  contracts  between  General  Mo- 
tors and  the  various  agencies  within  the 
Department  of  Defense,  might  well  vio- 
late section  434. 


Consequently,  on  Friday  of  last  week, 
Mr.  Wilson  came  before  the  committee 
for  a  second  time  and  said  flatly  that 
he  would  dispose  of  all  his  stock  holdings 
in  General  Motors  on  or  before  April  1. 
1953.  He  stated  that  all  of  this  stock 
would  be  sold,  except  for  not  to  exceed 
20  percent  that  he  might  give  to  mem- 
bers of  his  family,  and  he  thought  the 
amount  would  be  less  than  that.  This 
gift  would  be  a  complete  delivery  of  the 
stock,  with  no  strings  attached;  and  he 
would  pay  any  gift  taxes  that  might  be 
due  the  Government  thereon. 

He  further  told  us  in  a  brief  after- 
noon session  that  the  attorney  for  the 
independent  committee  that  had  the  sole 
responsibility  for  carrying  out  the  bonus 
plan  of  General  Motors  had  agreed  to 
recommend  to  that  committee  that  any 
bonus  stock  to  which  Mr.  Wilson  might 
become  entitled  when,  as  and  if  due 
under  the  contract,  would  be  paid  in  cash 
at  the  market  value  of  the  stock  on  the 
day  when  Mr.  Wilson's  nomination  as 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  confirmed.  Yes- 
terday, Sunday.  Mr,  Wilson  called  me  to 
say  that  Mr.  Sloan,  chairman  of  the 
committee,  agreed  to  carry  out  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  attorney.  By  such 
disposal  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
agreed  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  cleared  him- 
self of  any  possible  difficulties  under 
title  18  of  the  code  because  of  any  action 
he  might  take  as  Secretary  of  Defense, 
so  far  as  General  Motors  is  concerned. 
He  no  longer  will  own  any  stock  of  Gen- 
eral Motors,  and  has  severed  all  con- 
nections with  its  management. 

Mr.  Wilson  further  told  the  committee 
that  if  in  the  future  any  question  of 
policy  arises — and  he  could  not  foresee 
one — in  cormectlon  with  which  General 
Motors  might  be  considered  to  be  in- 
volved, and  which  conceivably  he  might 
feel  it  wiser  to  get  the  President,  as 
Commander  In  Chief,  to  decide,  he  had 
an  understanding  with  the  President 
that  he  would  so  do. 

Because  of  Mr.  Wilson's  known  ability 
as  an  executive,  because  of  his  recog- 
nized integrity  and  character,  and  be- 
cause of  his  clear  and  unqualified  state- 
ments that  he  would  dispose  of  his 
ownership  of  General  Motors  stock  and 
thus  completely  divorce  himself  from 
that  company,  the  committee  unani- 
mously recommended  that  the  Senate 
consent  to  the  confirmation  of  his  nomi- 
nation as  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  senior  Senator  from  Texas 
voted  in  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  to  report  Mr.  Wilson's  nomi- 
nation as  Secretary  of  Defense,  I  be- 
lieve he  is  a  patriotic  American  and  a  ' 
man  of  integrity.  Although  I  have 
strong  misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
his  appointment,  I  do  not  intend  to  ob- 
struct and  oppose  confirmation  of  his 
nomination  now  that  it  is  before  the 
Senate. 

Under  our  system  of  government,  the 
President  has  the  grave  responsibility 
of  selecting  the  members  of  the  Cabinet. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  one  of  the 
leading — if  not  the  leading — officers  of 
the  President's  official  family. 

As  Secretary  of  Defense.  Mr.  Wilson 
will  be  one  of  the  most  powerful  mem- 
bers of  the  administration.  He  will  pre* 
side  orer  an  establishment  of  more  than 
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5.000.000  people.  He  wiU  be  In  charge 
of  fri^\*m  from  fifty-five  to  sixty  bil- 
lions of  dollars  a  year.  In  prepctf  edness 
matters,  he  will  speak— in  the  public 
mind — ^with  all  the  authority  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  Stoles. 

Mr.  President,  tot  15  years  I  have 
served  on  committees  of  Congress  deal- 
ing with  the  armed  services.  For  40 
years  the  President  has  been  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment. In  the  last  election,  he  received 
a  trem^idous  vote  of  confidence  from 
the  American  people. 

As  one  who  is  convinced  of  the  urgency 
of  organising  our  Defense  Department 
speedily.  I  am  anxious  to  co(^?erate  with 
the  President  in  carrying  out  the  man- 
date of  the  people.  Unless  ttiere  ii'tT 
violationjpl  jPqbm  isportant  principle. 
Z  betteve  me  President  should  have 
around  him  the  men  he  personally  has 
selected. 

The  President  has  selected  Mr.  Wilson. 
Air.  Wilson  has  finally  promised  to  purge 
himself  of  the  circumstances  which,  in 
the  minds  of  many  Senators,  stood  in  the 
way  of  his  confirmation.  Upon  that 
basis.  I  cannot  see  my  way  clear  to  deny 
to  our  new  President  the  tsrpe  of  man 
he  insists  upon  having  as  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Nevertheless.  Mr.  President.  I  can 
understand  the  doubts  and  misgivings  in 
the  minds  of  many  Senators.  They  are 
doubts  and  misgivings  which  I  share. 
They  should  not  be  construed  as  a  reflec- 
tion upon  Mr.  Wilson's  integrity  or  pro- 
duction ability.  I  believe  those  qual- 
ities are  conceded  by  everyone. 

There  are  many,  however,  who  quite 
properly  question  the  wisdom  of  turning 
to  the  largest  military  contracting  firm 
in  the  United  Stotes  for  a  Secretary  of 
Defense.  It  may  well  be  that  both  the 
President  and  Mr.  Wilson  are  being  asked 
to  make  a  great  sacrifice. 

It  may  prove  to  be  quite  embarrassing 
simply  because  no  private  estoblishment 
Is  more  important  to  the  Defense  De- 
partment than  is  General  Motors.  At 
the  same  time,  no  estoblishment  of  any 
kind  is  more  Important  to  General 
Motors  than  is  the  Defense  Department 

The  two  organizations  have  mutual 
Interests.  Tet.  frequently,  what  is  good 
for  the  one  is  not  good  for  the  other  and 
vice  versa. 

Mr.  Wilson  has  agreed — after  some 
hesitotion — to  divest  himself  of  his 
stodcholdlngs  in  General  Motors.  For  a 
period  of  years,  he  will  continue  to  re- 
ceive some  benefits  frmn  that  cori>ora- 
tion,  but  there  is  a  firm  understanding 
that  those  benefits  have  already  been 
earned,  and  will  not  be  affected  in  any 
manner  by  his  actions  as  Secretory  of 
Defense. 

These  bmefits  are  considerable.  They 
amount  to  1.737  shares  of  General 
Motors  stocks  and  more  than  $600,000. 
Mr.  Wilson  has  agreed  in  advance  to 
dispose  of  those  stocks.  He  thus  hopes 
to  remove  himself  from  any  position 
which  might  give  rise  to  suspicion. 

The  facts  I  have  cited  above  are  well 
known  to  the  President  and  to  the  coun- 
try. We  can  only  conclude  that  the 
President  has  considered  them  most 
carefiilly,  and  still  feels  that  this  ap- 
pointment is  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Nation. 


It  Is  not  my  lntenti<m  (o  go  behind 
the  President's  Judgment  In  selecting  his 
Cabinet  officers.  He  has  the  responsi- 
bility of  selection.  He  must  accept  the 
responsibilities  for  and  the  consequences 
of  their  acts.  The  formal  legal  require- 
ments concerning  Mr.  Wilson's  appoint- 
ment have  been  met.  I  have  no  desire, 
therefore,  to  delay  consideration  of  the 
nomination,  and  I  shall  so  vote  when  the 
roll  is  caUed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  before  it  today  the  nomina- 
Uon  of  Charles  E.  Wilson,  of  Michigan, 
to  be  Secretory  of  Defense.  Mr.  Wil- 
son was  designated  by  Pr^Uen*»el&er 
Dwight  D.  Eiseiihower  imr  to  the  Prcsl- 
_j3eDt'5  taking  office.  The  President  was 
very  familiar  with  the  duties  of  the  Sec- 
retory of  Defense,  for  as  Chief  of  Staff 
and  as  General  of  the  Army  he  knew 
not  only  the  duties  of  this  Cabinet  post 
but  also  the  qualifications  a  man  must 
have  if  he  Is  to  perform  such  duties  well. 
The  seciirity  of  a  nation  is  based  upon 
the  abiUty  of  its  men.  The  country 
needs  the  services  of  its  able  people. 
Oiur  defense  effort  must  be  based  on 
manpower  and  its  effective  and  adequate 
support.  The  business  of  the  Defense 
Department  is  to  save  lives  insofar  as 
possible  through  efficient  preparedness 
which  will  cause  a  potential  enemy  to 
consider  the  inadvisability  of  attocking 
our  Nation.  When  our  young  men  and 
women  expose  their  lives  to  the  horrors 
of  war.  they  should  be  assiired  of  ade- 
quate and  sufficient  training  for  their 
protection  and  the  minimii^ing  of  the 
danger  of  their  exposure;  but  this  alone 
is  not  enough,  for  there  is  also  the  re- 
sponsibility of  providing  the  men  and 
of  training  them  with  a  minimum  dis- 
ruption of  their  lives. 

The  lives  of  the  individuals,  and  sol- 
diers, indeed,  of  a  whole  division  of  sol- 
diers, are  dependent  upon  having  the 
equipment,  ammunition,  and  materiel  in 
the  right  place  at  the  right  time.  Be- 
cause of  the  great  complexity  of  this  task 
and  the  enormous  variety  of  equipment 
and  materiel  required  to  be  produced  by 
American  Industry  from  materials  which 
are  in  turn  taken  from  the  treasuries  of 
our  natural  resources,  it  becomes  of  vltol 
Importonce  that  the  entire  defense  effort 
be  ably  organized,  efficiently  operated, 
and  thoroughly  coordinated.  Otherwise, 
we  would  not  only  needlessly  sacrifice 
the  lives  of  our  sons  and  daughters,  but 
we  might  also  destroy  our  economy  and 
lose  our  freedom. 

The  President,  in  seeking  the  best  men 
to  do  the  job,  asked  Charles  E.  Wilson 
to  serve  as  his  Secretory  of  Defense,  be- 
cause of  his  broad  knowledge,  experience, 
and  executive  ability.  Mr.  Wilson  re- 
sponded in  a  patriotic  manner  and  con- 
sented to  have  his  nomination  go  before 
the  Senate  for  confirmation.  The  Presi- 
dent  beUeved  that  what  a  man  had  done 
was  proof  of  his  capacity  to  do.  Mr. 
Wilson  had  headed  what  is  probably  our 
largest  Industrial  organization.  He  had 
demonstrat  ed  his  capacity  under  our  sys- 
tem to  produce  commodities  which  peo- 
ple bought,  used,  and  continued  to  buy 
and  use. 

The  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  General 
Motors  is  not  a  ^,ne-man  job.  Neither 
is  the  effective  and  efficient  operation  of 
the    NaUon's    Defense    Estoblishment 


Each  is  a  Job  for  a  team.  The  man  who 
has  been  president  of  that  great  com- 
pany knows  men,  knows  how  to  select 
them,  and  how  to  get  results  from  them 
to  achieve  a  common  purpose.  He  can 
judge  tolent.  capacity,  and  the  ability 
to  perform.  This  tolent  is  greatly  needed 
in  the  Defense  Department,  and  in  all 
branches  of  our  Government. 

As  a  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  I  have  seen  first  hand  how 
inefficiency  and  the  lack  of  abiUty  can 
and  do  cost  the  taxpayer}  _)}UUo!\s  6i 
dollars.  Yes,  Uj,  President,  inefficiency 
a^  thd  lack  of  ability  are  even  greater 
thieves  of  the  toxpayer's  dollar  than  is 
corruption,  though  no  one  can  discount 
the  effect  of  corruption  upon  the  public 
morals  and  the  general  welfare.  Our 
defense  organization  must  not  be  denied 
men  of  ability  and  experience  who  are 
willing  to  serve  the  Nation.  In  some 
instances  the  evidence  shows  that  in 
our  Defense  Department  the  man  who 
was  Anally  willing  to  toke  an  assignment 
was  the  thirty-third  choice — in  one  case. 
the  fifty-seventh  choice.  Is  it  any  won- 
der that  the  taxpayers  are  crushed  with 
the  tox  burden? 

At  Baltimore,  during  the  campaign. 
the  President  spoke  of  the  cost  of  our 
national  defense.  Every  toxpayer,  large 
and  small,  knows  that  it  is  the  tox  dol- 
lar and  the  lives  of  our  men  that  pay 
for  the  defense  of  our  coimtry.  There- 
fore, the  President  is  vitolly  interested 
in  having  the  job  done  efficiently  and 
economically. 

The  ability  of  Mr.  Wilson  is  well  known 
and  unquestioned,  but  the  question  of  his 
prior  General  Motors  connections  has 
been  raised  and  has  become,  in  some 
minds,  the  importont  and  the  only  issue 
here  involved.  The  question  of  assiuned 
or  possible  conflict  of  interest  has  al- 
ways been  present  In  Government  work. 
I  have  always  subscribed  to  the  concept 
that  the  public  interest  is  paramoimt, 
that  there  should  be  no  conflict  of  inter- 
est in  the  performance  of  a  Government 
job.  It  has  been  the  common  theory  and 
practice  in  the  past  that  a  man  could 
disqualify  himself  with  respect  to  a 
particular  company  or  decision  without 
impairing  his  ability  to  carry  out  all  the 
other  functions  of  his  office. 

Mr.  Wilson  was  under  the  Impression 
that  this  precedent  would  be  fully  ac- 
ceptoble  in  his  case.  However,  such  pro- 
cedure has  been  questioned  with  respect 
to  the  Secretory  of  Defense,  and  when  he 
learned  of  this,  Mr.  Wilson,  being  un- 
willing to  assume  the  duties  of  the  office 
unless  his  activities  could  be  held  to  be 
above  reproach,  volunteered  to  divest 
himself  of  his  holdings  in  General 
Motors. 

When  he  appeared  before  the  commit- 
tee, he  declared: 

In  these  days  when  the  whole  free  world 
U  faced  with  such  serloiu  problenu  It  la 
ImperaUve  that  the  Department  of  DefenM 
have  the  united  support  of  the  people  of  our 
country. 

In  order  to  achieve  thU  objectlTe,  I  have 
decided,  after  carefully  considering  the  mat- 
ter, to  dispose  of  all  of  the  General  Moton 
stock  which  I  now  own  and  any  which  I  am 
entitled  to  receive  In  the  future  under  rlghU 
which  accrue  to  me  on  the  termination  of  my 
employment. 

I  interpolate  to  say  that  Mr.  Wilson 
has  stoted.  and  he  has  told  the  Chairman 
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of  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  that 
he  has  now  an  arrangement  tmder  which 
the  stock  wiiich  is  to  be  given  to  him  in 
the  future  will  be  immediately  paid  in 
ra.sh.  that  the  value  will  be  fixed  as  of  the 
date  of  the  confirmation  of  his  nomina- 
tion by  the  Senate,  and  that  therefore  he 
will  receive  no  benefit,  either  direct  or 
indirect,  as  the  result  of  any  increase  in 
profits,  or  in  any  other  way.  from  Gen- 
tral  Motors.  In  his  stotement  to  the 
committee,  Mr.  Wilson  stoted  further: 
Mr.  Kyes — 

Mr.  Kyes  is  to  be  his  Under  Secretory.— 

I'.as  authorised  me  to  tell  you  tliat  be  wUl 
iio  the  same  thing;. 

If.  during  my  term  of  office.  I  must  deal 
with  any  matter  of  business  which  I  may 
ipel  might  be  the  subject  of  misunderstand- 
ing on  account  of  my  previous  relationship 
unh  General  Motors  Corp.,  I  have  been  as- 
sured of  the  privilege  of  discussing  the  mat- 
ter fully  with  the  President  of  the  United 
.^tatee  with  reference  to  any  action  that  may 
be  taken. 

I  regret  exceedingly  any  interpretation 
that  may  have  been  placed  on  my  previous 
testimony  not  consistent  with  what  I  have 
outlined  here.  For  that  reason  I  am  grateful 
to  the  members  of  this  committee  for  the 
opportunity  of  making  perfectly  clear  the 
lull  spirit  of  my  concept  of  the  responsi- 
bility I  have  been  asked  to  undertake. 

As  a  Senator.  I  fe<'l  very  strongly  that, 
if  we  cannot  utilize  the  services  of  a  man 
because  of  his  previ<nis  emplosrment  and 
contocts.  even  thouijh  he  is  qualified  in 
every  way,  then  we  are,  indeed,  in  a 
.«;orry  position  to  secure  the  able  men  we 
de.sperately  need. 

We  must  assxime  that  when  an  honest 
man  takes  a  Government  job,  he  is  going 
to  excuse  himself  from  acting  in  any 
case  In  which  he  cou^d  benefit  personally 
or  in  any  case  in  which  he  has  a  conflict 
of  interest,  and  will  allow  someone  else 
who  is  superior  to  him  to  act  in  his  place. 
We  see  this  in  action  every  day,  in  our 
courts,  where  judge;  disqualify  them- 
.selves  and  refuse  to  sit  in  judgment  on 
ca.ses  in  which  they  have  an  Interest. 

No  real  American,  when  called  to  pub- 
lic .service  for  the  good  of  his  country, 
would  put  his  personal  interest  or  his 
past  association  ahead  of  his  Nation. 

We  must  not  lose  fight  of  the  central 
fact — the  major  issue.  We  are  involved 
in  a  Korean  war.  in  which  lives  are  being 
lost  as  we  sit  here.  The  free  world  is 
being  challenged.  The  casualties  are  not 
siaiistics  to  the  immtdiate  families  and 
loved  ones. 

I  know  that  moth«Ts  and  fathers  of 
boys  now  in  Korea,  or  who  may  be  going 
there,  were  tremendously  heartened 
when  President  Eisenliower  secured  C.  K 
Wilson  as  Secretory  of  Defense.  The 
American  public  applauded  this  selec- 
tion. There  was  genuine  and  widespread 
approval  across  the  country. 

Why  was  this?  Because  the  American 
public  recognized  that  we  had  secured 
lor  the  service  of  the  American  people 
one  of  the  greatest  industrial  organizers 
this  country  has  ever  had.  He  is  a  man 
who  ha.s  demonstrated  that  he  can  han- 
dle a  big  job.  He  has  already  organized 
and  directed  an  importont  segment  of 
the  defense  production. 

Democrats  and  Republicans  alike  ap- 
plauded his  selection  t«cause  they  knew 
ix>litics  had  no  part  in  thie  defense  effort 


where  boys*  and  men's  lives  were  at 
stoke. 

With  a  boy's  Ufe  at  stoke  now  or  In 
the  future,  who  would  settle  for  anything 
less  than  the  best  man  we  can  get  for 
this  job?  Certainly  there  are  a  lot  of 
good  men.  but  this  Is  not  the  case  of  get- 
ting Just  a  good  man.    We  are  anxious 


partment  asked  foi-  it.  It  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  because  frauds  and 
scandals  in  the  Civil  War  t)ecame  so  bad 
that  the  War  Department  asked  for  that 
bill.  So,  in  pursuance  of  the  Depart- 
ment's request,  there  went  upon  the 
statute  books  a  law  which  tried  to  define 

^ „.  ,.  ,_  the  question  of  the  conflict  of  interest. 

iStl^'lIt'^,  *^iS,^^**' A°  ^^  ^''^'     ^^  "  is  the  progenitor  of  the  section 

of  the  law  which  Is  upon  the  books  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  entire  editorial  to  which  I 
have  referred  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 

We'ee  ro»  WnjsoK 

We're  mad  this  morning.  Mad  and  dis- 
gusted. 

Because  this  is  the  day  Charles  E.  Wilson, 
designated  by  President  EUenhower  for  the 
biggest  Job  in  the  world,  goes  before  a  Senate 
committee  that  wUl  debate  his  fitness  for 
service  to  the  Nation. 

We  are  mad  about  the  tragic  state  ot  affairs 
In  which  the  United  States  Government  finds 
Itself — a  state  of  affairs  so  snarled  up  by  an 
intricate  network  of  law  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States  are  virtually  incapable  of 
making  use  of  one  of  the  finest  administra- 
tive minds  In  the  world. 

We  think  we  have  a  very  special  reason  to 
be  mad,  too.  Because  this  community — to 
say  nothing  of  this  newspaper — has  a  pro- 
prietary interest  in  C.  E.  Wilson. 

We  are  convinced  that  Mr.  Wilson  is  known 
personally  and  intimately  by  more  rank-and- 
file  citizens  In  Anderson  than  In  any  other 
commuaity  in  the  world. 

He  Is  known  here  by  the  barber  who  cuts 
his  hair,  by  the  dairyman  who  delivered  his 
milk,  by  the  physician  who  tended  his  ills, 
by  the  dentist  who  filled  his  teeth,  by  the 
trashman  who  hauled  away  bis  garbage,  by 
the  newsboy  who  delivered  his  newspaper,  by 
the  teachers  who  instructed  his  children,  by 
the  clergyman  who  nourished  his  soul. 

Through  those  associations,  C.  E.  Wilson's 
Integrity  was  tested  a  thousand  times.  And 
never  was  it  found  wanting. 

This  community  knows  Mr.  Wilson  because 
this  community  made  him. 

He  came  here  a  young  engineer.  He  left 
an  indvistrlal  titan. 

The  people  of  Anderson  could  bxilld  a 
mountain  of  testimonials  to  his  honesty  and 
his  basic  soundness.  Nothing  the  partisan 
politician  can  do  or  say  will  shake  our  faltb 
In  our  old  and  trusted  friend. 

And  yet  the  Nation  stands  In  danger  of 
losing  his  services — at  a  time  when  America 
needs  its  most  tested  and  experienced  bands 
at  the  helm. 

Isn't  it  a  curious  s3rBtem  that  penalizes 
initiative  and  punishes  success?  That  re- 
quires its  public  servants  to  embark  upon 
their  careers  In  Government  penniless  and 
destitute — shorn  of  the  fruits  of  genl\u  and 
hard  work? 

Perhaps  some  of  the  objectors  are  con- 
scientious in  fearing  that  General  Motors 
will  enjoy  undue  advantage  If  C.  E.  Wilson 
becomes  Secretary  of  Defense.  They  forget 
that  General  Motors  has  demonstrated  time 
and  again  its  ability  to  operate  successfully 
and  prosperously  without  the  United  States 
Government — without  one  single  contract  for 
guns  or  tanks  or  planes.  And  they  forget, 
too,  that  the  United  States  Oovemment  In 
this  period  of  olttcal  mobiliBation  simply 
cannot  operate  without  the  know-how  and 
brains  of  General  Motors. 

We  beU«T«  that  Mr.  WU*on^  talents  mxwt 
be  made  arallable  «o  the  peopt*  ot  the  CnlTMl 
Stat««;  that  the  CvwkgMUB^  vaxa.x  <lc  whaMTcr 
proTw*  iwn<wtiwr>-  to  r«nr»o^»  Vt»  \mmnn  to 
hU  servioe. 


Many  men  in  milltory  and  Govern 
ment  service  have  been  called  upon  to 
make  great  sacrifices.  Yes.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; they  have  sacriflced  their  lives  on 
many  occasions.  Mr.  Wilson,  true  to  this 
concept  of  duty,  has  responded.  This 
has  given  added  confidence  to  our  Na- 
Uon. 

I  am  happy  that  our  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  approved  the  nomination 
after  a  full  hearing. 

As  a  Senator  from  Michigan,  I  con- 
sider it  a  great  privilege  to  endorse  his 
nomination,  and  urge  swift  and  over- 
whelming confirmation. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  in  1945. 
or  possibly  1947.  I  encountered  a  man 
in  Berlin  who  was  in  the  service  of  his 
Government  and  who  came  back  and 
ultimately  became  the  publisher  of  a 
newspaper  in  the  Stote  of  Indiana.  His 
name  is  J.  Ward  Starr.  He  became  the 
publisher  of  the  Anderson  Herald,  in  An- 
derson, Ind..  where  Mr.  Charles  Wilson 
was  born. 

I  allude  to  this,  Mr.  President,  only 
because  there  is  what  appears  to  me  to 
be  some  rather  vague  thinking  on  the 
subject,  as  evidenced  by  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  editorial  I  hold  in  my  hand. 
Mr.  Storr  does  me  the  honor,  because 
I  knew  him  in  Germany,  generously  to 
anno  tote  the  editorial  in  red  pencil  so 
that  it  cannot  miss  my  eye.  I  think  the 
Senate  will  be  interested  in  the  first  par- 
agraph, and  I  shall  ask  to  have  the  en- 
tire editorial  printed  in  the  Record.  The 
first  paragraph  reads: 

We're  mad  tbls  morning.  Mad  and  dis- 
gusted. 

Because  this  is  the  day  Charles  E.  Wilson, 
designated  by  President  Elsenhower  for  the 
biggest  job  in  the  world,  goes  before  a  Sen- 
ate committee  that  will  debate  his  fitness  for 
service  to  the  Nation. 

I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Wilson's  fitness 
is  involved.  At  least,  in  my  considered 
judgment,  when  I  vote  I  shall  vote  on  the 
question  whether,  under  the  law  of  the 
United  Stotes  of  America,  there  Is  a  con- 
flict of  interest  which  might  make  it  dif- 
ficult for  an  individual  in  Mr.  Wilson's 
stetus  properly  to  articulate  his  respon- 
sibility as  an  officer  of  this  Government. 
To  me  the  Interesting  aspect  of  it  is  that 
it  was  90  years  ago.  on  the  26th  of  Jan- 
uary 1863.  that  a  similar  question  came 
to  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Thucydides  observed  2,400  years  ago 
that  history  repeats  itself.  That  may 
not  be  precisely  accurate,  but  certoinly 
history  does  run  in  Interesting  parallels. 

So,  Mr.  President,  90  years  ago  this 
week  the  then  Chairman  of  the  Senate 
Milltory  Affairs  Committee.  Senator 
Wilson,  of  Massachusetts,  brought  to  the 
Senate  floor  Senate  bill  No.  467,  in  the 
third  session  of  the  Thirty -seventh  Con- 
gress. Why  was  that  bill,  which  wsw 
the  precursor  of  the  stotute  which  Is  on 
the  books  today,  brought  before  the  Sen- 
ate?   It  was  there  because  the  War  De- 
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And  w»  tiUnk  that  «•  In  his  home 
Um  bast  la  hla  f< 
•  rtsht  to 
tahlidtfaaM. 
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Mr.  X3IIRE8EF.  Ifr.  President,  the 
debates  participated  In  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  at  that  time  by  Senator 
Howard  and  Senator  Wflaon  are  Tery  in- 
teresting, and  I  ask  that  at  the  end  of 
mj  remarks  a  memorandum  prepared 
for  me  by  the  librarian  of  Congress  be 
printed  in  the  Rboms. 

The  VICB  FBB8IDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  Ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Sir.  DIRK8KN.  Mr.  President,  on  the 
3d  day  Ot  March  1863  the  forebear  of 
the  law  which  is  involved  today  was 
signed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Who  was  it  who  signed  it?  It 
was  President  Abraham  TJncoln,  from 
the  State  of  nUnois.  So.  Mr.  President. 
90  years  ago  this  week  the  Senate  was 
boor  discussing  this  very  question. 

I  simply  desire  to  say  to  thoee  who 
think  that  the  Senate  is  captious,  or 
that  it  is  trying  to  embarrass  someone, 
that  there  is  not  invc^ed  here  the  in- 
tegrity of  an  individual:  there  is  not  in- 
volved the  quertlon  of  perstmal  char- 
acter; there  Is  not  inv<rtved  the  question 
of  fltness.  I  assume,  without  knowing, 
that  a  man  who  presides  over  the  eco- 
nmnle  destiny  of  an  empire  so  great  as 
that  of  General  Motors  must  have  ca- 
pacity, or  his  nomination  would  not  be 
before  the  Senate. 

But  there  is  also  before  us  a  statute, 
which  Is  as  clear  as  crystaL  One  does 
not  have  to  pretend  to  legal  lore  or  to 
possess  a  Judicial  mind  In  order  to  un- 
derstand it.  because  it  prcTldes: 

Who«T«r.  being  an  oOlMr.  agent,  ix  mem- 
ber at,  at  dlreetlj  or  Indirectly  Interested  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any 
cotTpontXaa.  Joint-stock  company,  or  asso- 
ciation, or  at  mnj  firm  or  partnership,  or 
other  business  entity.  Is  employed  or  acts  as 
an  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for 
the  transaction  of  bxislness  with  such  busi- 
ness entity,  shall  be  fined  not  mare  than 
•a.OOOor  Imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years, 
or  b<nh. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  choice 
Is  very  difficult  There  Is  the  law;  and 
the  new  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  when  he  came  before  the  Judici- 
ary Committee  a  week  ago.  responding 
to  a  question  from  one  of  the  members 
of  the  committee,  said — and  I  was  de- 
lighted to  bear  him  say  it: 

I  believe  In  a  goremment  of  law  and  not 
of  men. 

Wen.  Mr.  President,  this  is  the  law. 

So,  had  Mr.  Wilson  not  divested  him- 
self of  his  General  Motors  interests,  I 
must,  in  all  candor,  say  for  myself,  as  a 
public  servant,  that  I  would  have  found 
it  extremely  difficult  to  vote  for  his  con- 
firmation as  I  Intend  to  do. 

I  am  satisfled  with  the  report  made  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  to  the 
Senate  today.  I  am  glad  that  the  Gov- 
ernment can  utilize  the  services  and  the 
extraordinary  talents  of  Mr.  Wilson  in  a 
place  of  responsibility,  but  I  want  to  be 
certain  that  the  issue  is  clearly  defined. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  empowered 
to  make  amtracts.  Could  he  retain  his 
interest  in  a  corporation  doing  the  sub- 
stantial business  with  the  United  States 


and  stfn  conform  to  this  statute?  Fit- 
ness is  xu)t  the  issue.  It  is  merely  a 
question  whether  he  can  serve  his  Gov- 
ernment la  conformity  with  a  law  that 
has  been  on  the  boolcs  for  nearly  M 
years,  liid  which  was  signed  by  a  Presi- 
dent possessed  of  a  fine,  sensitive  con- 
science, and  inquired  by  a  deep  devotion 
to  public  duty — ^Abraham  Lincoln. 

There  lias  not  been  much  quarrel 
about  this  law  in  90  years,  so  I  am  happy 
that  Mr.  Wilson  will  comply,  and  that  his 
compliance  satisfies  those  who  have  sat 
and  examined  the  testimony  in  his  case. 
I  merely  wish  to  make  the  Ricoao  clear 
as  to  my  views. 

Mr.  Preiddent.  I  shall  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son. 


jAifUArr  22.  105S. 
To:  Hon.  KT^tnr  If.  Doousmk. 
Subject:  Ttie  statute  on  Interested  persons 
acting  as  Government  officers  or  agents, 
considered  In  connection  with  the  pro- 
poeed  nomination  of  a  Secretary  of  De- 
fense. 
The  statute  in  qxieetlon  is  the  act  of  June 
as.   1948    (ch.  846,  sec.   1;    62  SUt.  703;    18 
U.  a  C.  (1948  ed.,  Bupp.  V).  sec.  434).     The 
original  enactment  upon  which  the  preeent 
statute  Is  based  was  the  act  of  March  2.  1883 
(ch.  67;  12  Stat.  698  (sec.  8) ).     The  present 
statute  resds  as  follows: 
"Sic.  434.  Interested  persons  acting  as  Oot- 
emment  agents. 
"Whoever,  being  an  ofllcer.  agent  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  in 
the  pectmlary  profits  or  contracts   of   any 
corporation,  Jolnt-stocli  company,  or  associa- 
tion, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
business  eatity,  is  employed  or  acts  as  an 
officer  or  ajent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  bxislness  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  or 
Imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or  both." 
The  background  of  the  statute  and  the  rea- 
sons for  Its  enactment  are  Indicated  by  Its 
legislative  history,  as  stated  In  volume  63. 
CoMoaxasioifAi.   Olobb    (pp.    348,    584),    and 
In  volume  64  (for  the  remaining  pages  cited 
below). 

Page  348,  8.  467,  Thirty-seventh  Congress, 
third  session,  January  16,  1863:  A  bill  to  pre- 
vent and  punish  frauds  upon  the  United 
States,  Introduced  by  Senator  Wilson  of 
Massachusetts.  Referred  to  the  Committee 
on  MUltary  Affairs  and  MUltla. 

Page  684,  January  29:  BlU  reported  with- 
out amendment. 

Page  913,  February  12:  Bill  considered  by 
the  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  VThole, 
In  executive  session. 

Page  926,  February  18:  Unfinished  consid- 
eration poHtponed. 

Page  952,  February  14:  Amendment  re- 
ported by  Committee  on  MUltary  Affairs 
read.  Explanation  of  the  bill  by  Senator 
Howard,  who  offered  a  new  section  (the  sec- 
tion m  question)  as  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  (p.  964).  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Senator  Howard,  presenting  the  bill,  spoke 
as  follows  (64  OoNoaassioNAL  Globs  952) : 

"I  will  simply  say  to  the  Senate  that  this 
bill  has  been  prepared  at  the  urgent  solicita- 
tion of  the  Officers  who  are  connected  with 
the  adminUtratlon  of  the  War  Department 
and  Treasury  Department.  The  country,  as 
we  know,  has  been  full  of  complaints  re- 
specting the  frauds  and  corruptions  prac- 
ticed in  obtaining  pay  from  the  Government 
din-lng  the  present  war;  and  It  Is  said,  and 
earnestly  urged  upon  our  attention,  that 
further  legislation  Is  presslngly  necessary  to 
prevent  this  great  evil;  and  I  suppose  there 
ctm  be  no  doubt  that  these  complaints  are, 
in  the  msln,  well  founded.  From  the  at- 
tention 1  have  been  able  to  give  the  subject, 
I  am  satisfled  that  more  stringent  provisions 
are  requlriMl  for  the  purpose  of  punishing 
and  preventing   thess  frauds;   and  with  a 


view  to  apply  a  more  q;>eedy  and  vigorous 
remedy  In  cases  of  this  kind  the  present  bill 
has  been  prepared." 

After  praasnting  the  provisions  of  tbs  bin. 
Senator  Howard  offered  as  an  amendment  Xhm 
section  which  became  section  8  of  the  act. 
ths  original  form  of  the  statute  now  under 
consideration.    The  Senator  said  (p.  964) : 

"I  offer  a  new  section  to  come  In  between 
sections  8  and  9:  'ilnd  be  (t  further  enacted. 
That  no  ofllcer  or  agent  of  any  banking  or 
other  commercial  corporation,  and  no  mem- 
ber of  any  mercantile  or  trading  firm,  or  per- 
son directly  or  indirectly  Interested  in  tha 
pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  such  eorpo- 
ratlon  or  firm,  shall  be  employed  or  shall  act 
as  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for 
the  transaction  of  business  with  such  corpo- 
ration or  firm;  and  every  such  officer,  agent, 
or  member,  or  person  so  Interested,  who  shall 
so  act,  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $3^)00, 
nor  less  than  $500,  and  by  Imprisonment  for 
a  term  not  exceeding  2  years'." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to.  and  the  Vice  Preaident  stated  that 
the  question  wss  on  the  amendment  of  tha 
committee,  as  amended.  The  discussion  can- 
tered nxalnly  on  the  extent  to  which  trial 
by  coiut  martial  as  distinguished  from  trial 
by  the  tuoial  civil  courts  could  bs  provided 
for  offenders  against  the  act.  On  this  point 
Senator  Howard  said  (p.  965) : 

"As  to  the  expediency  of  resorting  to  this 
more  summary  mode  of  punishment.  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  Senators  to  some  eases 
which  have  arisen  during  the  present  re- 
bellion. Persons  havs  been  employM  to 
furnish  shells  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  and 
In  several  cases  it  has  turned  out  that  ttinss 
shells  have  been  filled  not  with  the  proper  ex- 
plosive materials  for  use,  but  with  sawdust; 
thus  making  the  instrument  of  no  utility 
whatever,  and,  by  thiu  practicing  a  fraud 
upon  the  Government,  endangering  oar  mili- 
tary operations.  A  contractor  who  enters 
into  an  agreement  to  furnish  arms  for  ths 
use  of  the  United  States  In  proaecutlng  a  war 
may  practice  the  same  description  of  fraud 
upon  us;  and  I  believe  that  some  frauds  of  a 
very  gross  character  have  already  been  prac- 
ticed In  the  purchase  and  furnishing  of  small 
axrcm  for  the  use  of  the  Army.  •  •  •  ifr. 
President,  it  is  deslrabls  to  enact  some  law 
which  shall  remove  the  stigma  which  rests 
upon  the  country  and  the  Government  in 
reference  to  the  frauds,  corruptions,  and 
peculations  which  have  disgraced  our  serv- 
ice during  the  whole  of  this  war.  It  is  one 
of  the  crying  evils  of  the  period,  if  report  is 
In  any  degree  to  be  credited,  that  our  Treas- 
ury is  plundered  from  day  to  day  by  bands 
of  conspirators,  who  are  knotted  together  In 
this  city  and  other  large  cltlea  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defrauding  and  plundering  the  Gov- 
ernment. And  we  all  know,  who  are  lawyers, 
and  the  most  of  us  on  this  floor  are  stKh. 
that  if  we  refer  all  these  cases  to  the  ordi- 
nary courts,  and  reqiUre  a  proceeding  to  be 
taken  by  a  grand  Jury,  and  then  a  trial  by  a 
traverse  Jury,  very  little  good  can  result." 

Senator  Wilson,  of  Massacbwetts.  in  con- 
tinuing the  debate,  said  (p.  956) : 

"Mr.  President,  these  Halls  have  rung  with 
denunciations  of  the  frauds  of  contractors 
upon  the  Government  of  the  United  Ststes. 
Investigating  committees  in  both  Houses 
of  Congress  have  reported  the  grossest  frsuds 
upon  the  Goveriunent.  The  Government  is 
doing  what  It  can  to  stop  these  frauds  and 
punish  the  persons  who  commit  them.  The 
Government  finds,  however,  that  It  has  no 
law  adequate  to  punish  them.  Senators  who 
object  to. this  bill  would  do  well  to  show 
that  we  have  laws  which  can  reach  such  a 
case.  The  isw  ofllcer  of  the  War  Department 
says  there  U  now  no  law  adequate  to  meet 
these  cases  of  fraud  upon  the  Government. 
This  bill  Is  reported  for  the  purpose  of  fer- 
reting out  and  punishing  these  enormous 
frauds  upon  our  Government;  and.  for  one. 
my  sympathies  are  with  the  Oovemment, 
And  not  with  the  men  who  ate  committing 
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these  frauds.  We  have  aU  of  as 
since  this  rebellion  broke  out.  at  fTmods  per- 
petrated upon  the  aoremnieot.  and  abow 
all.  and  mere  than  all.  perpetrated  upon  oar 
soldiers  in  the  field;  Hnd  X  trust  that  the 
SenaU  will  peas  this  fcin.  or  son*  bm  that 
will  put  fraodulant  oootractors  tn  a  position 
where  they  may  be  punlahad  for  thatr 
frauda." 

The  propoaed  new  section,  later  •ectlon  8 
of  the  act  and  original  form  of  tha  present 
statute,  which  was  oflered  as  an  amend- 
ment by  Senator  Howard  was  not  dtoeusasd 
separately  and  directly  In  the  debate;. 

After  soma  minor  aoaendnMnts  the  bill 
was  pasaed  In  the  Senate  (p.  968). 

Proceedings  on  the  liUl  In  the  ITnusB  of 
Represents tlvea  were  as  follows: 

Volume  64  CoNcaxstuoN&x.  Globs,  page 
1009.  February  16:  Message  tram  Senate 
asked  concurrence  of  House. 

Page  1175.  February  21:  Bm  referred  to 
special  Committee  on  Oovemmant  Con- 
tracts. 

Page  1307.  February  26:  Baported  back 
with  an  amendment.    I*assed  in  the  House. 

In  the  Seiuite.  page  1S22,  February  27: 
BUI  returned  amended  from  Houae. 
Amendments  concurred  In. 

In  the  Bouse,  page  1S4S.  February  27: 
Message  from  Senate.  Agreed  to  aoMnd- 
ment. 

Page  1356.  Febriutfy  27:  Signed  by 
Speaker. 

Page  IS61,  February  '.IB:  Signed  by  Presi- 
dent of  Senate  pro  teoipore. 

Pa^  1427.  March  2,  186S:  Mfeaaage  from 
President  announced  he  had  algned  8.  No. 

467. 

The  act  of  March  2,  1863,  has  not  been 
changed  substantially  lii  the  two  subse<iuent 
general  codifications.  These  codifications 
are  the  act  of  March  f.  1909  (ch.  S21,  sec. 
41;  35  Stat.  1097;  18  U.  8.  C.  (1940  ed.)  see. 
93);  and  the  act  c(  Juae  26.  1948  (ch.  846. 
sec.  1;  62  Stat.  703;  IC  U.  S.  C.  (1948  ed., 
Bupp.  V)  sec.  434).  the  present  statute. 

Jams  J.  Robinson. 

American  Law  Section. 
JhnVMMT  22,  1958. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
outset  of  my  remarks.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  quiistion  of  the  con- 
firmation of  the  peruling  nomination. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  express  regret 
to  my  colleagues  for  the  difficulty  any  of 
them  may  have  in  hearing  me  this  morn- 
ing, a.s.siimlng  that  anyone  wishes  to 
hear  my  remarks.  I  may  say  that  ear- 
lier this  morning,  in  IJethesda.  I  had  my 
jawbone  scraped,  and.  speaking  face- 
tiously, Judging  from  some  of  my  mall, 
there  are  some  peojile  who  wish  that 
something  else  had  happened  to  my  Jaw- 
bone besides  havlne  had  it  scraped. 
However.  I  shall  not  speak  at  great 
length,  and  I  had  no  intention  to  speak 
at  great  length  even  il  I  had  not  had  the 
dental  surgery  this  morning. 

Mr.  President,  I  speak  from  the  depths 
of  my  heart  concernii^  what  I  consider 
to  be  a  great  ethical  j^feguard.  the  per- 
petuation of  which,  I  think,  is  essential 
to  the  continuation  ot  good  government. 
I  speak  In  support  oi  what  I  think  Is  a 
very  important  protection  we  ought  to 
retain  In  our  countrj-  if  we  are  to  have 
what  my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from 
niinois  [Mr.  DniKSEil,  has  Just  men- 
tioned, namely,  the  rtjtentlon  of  govern- 
ment by  law  Instead  of  by  men  and  by 
the  discretion  of  men. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  question  of  Mf. 
Wilson's  financial  holdings  is  very  much 
beside  the  point,  so  far  as  the  issue  be- 
fore the  Senate  today  is  concerned,  be- 
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cause  that  issue,  as  I  said  last  week,  in- 
volves a  question  of  good  public  policy 
not  a  qiuestkm  of  whether  Mr.  Wilson  has 
™^  some  techniod  requirement  of  the 
law.  In  my  opinion,  it  does  not  f^%^% 
any  dilference  what  Mr.  Wilson  does  by 
way  of  divesting  hima^.  hi  his  own 
name,  of  any  financial  holdings  in  Gen- 
eral Motors.  Human  nature  being  what 
it  is.  I  do  not  think  that  he  could  pos- 
sibly divest  himself  of  the  feeling  of 
affinity  he  has  for  General  Motors  and 
big  business,  nor  do  I  think  he  could  pos- 
sibly divest  himself  of  the  affinity  of  re- 
lationship he  has  with  the  personnel  of 
that  widespread  organisation  known  as 
General  Motors. 

It  is  difficult  and  delicate  to  discuss 
the  principle  involved  in  a  matter  such 
as  the  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Wilson,  because  we  are  dealing 
with  a  fellow  human  being,  and  we  are 
dealing  with  him  in  connection  with  a 
situation  in  which,  no  matter  what  is 
said  by  way  of  criticism  of  the  appoint- 
ment, there  will  be  people  who  will  think 
that  we  are  dealing  in  personalities. 

Mr.  President,  what  saddens  me  is 
that  there  was  not  a  recognition  on  the 
part  of  the  incoming  administration  of 
what  I  consider  to  be  the  very  Important 
question  of  pubUc  poUcy  that  is  bound 
to  be  Involved  hi  such  a  case  as  this,  so 
that  the  nomination  never  would  have 
come  before  the  Senate  in  the  first  place. 
Mr.  Wilson  Is  not  an  Indispensable 
man.   Mr.  Wilson  is  not  a  superman.   In 
a  population  of  160  mllhon-fellow  Amer- 
icans, there  are.  in  my  Judgment.  Uter- 
ally  scores  and  scores  of  men  who  could 
be  selected  for  the  office  to  which  Mr. 
Wilson  has  been  appointed  and  who 
could  fill  It  as  ably  as  could  Mr.  Wilson. 
I  am  always  a  little  amused  when  em- 
phasis is  placed  on  an  appointment  so 
as  to  leave  the  impression  that  the  par- 
ticular individual  is  so  exceptionally  able 
that,   no  matter  what  might  be  said 
against  him.  If  he  will  only  comply  in 
form  irrespective  of  the  spirit  and  in- 
tent of  a  principle  Imbedded  hi  the  law, 
his  nomination  ought  to  be  satisfactory 
to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  ought  to 
be  willing  to  confirm  it.    Those  that  so 
argue  like  to  leave  the  Impression  that 
in  the  national  interest  it  Is  of  the  ut- 
most Importance  that  the  Nation  receive 
the  services  of  the  individual.    However, 
the  arguments  they  advance  really  are 
rationalizations  of  an  untenable  position 
which  they  have  taken. 

Of  course,  such  rationalization  Is  an 
Interesting,  persuasive  device,  but  when 
it  is  analyzed,  it  does  not  hold  up.  If, 
as  I  have  said,  the  appointment  raises  a 
serious  question,  from  the  standpoint  of 
public  poUcy.  in  the  minds  of  many  of 
our  people  equally  sincere  as  those  who 
urge  the  appointment,  then  we  ought  to 
stop,  look,  and  listen  before  we  give  our 
consent.  It  is  important  In  this  critical 
hour  that  the  American  pubUc  not  be 
divided  In  regard  to  the  wisdom  of  Dudc- 
Ing  a  particular  selection  for  the  Cabbiet. 
I  say  it  is  divided  over  this  particular 
appointment.  How  much  so,  I  would  not 
venture  to  say.  but  if  we  read  the  press, 
read  our  mail,  or  listen  to  discussion 
wherever  we  go  these  days,  we  find  there 
is  no  unanimity  on  this  appointment. 
There  is  no  unanimity  because  there  is  a 
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sentlmoit  tn  the  minds  of  many  of  our 
people  which  seems  to  inspire  the  query* 
"Why  did  Mr.  Eisenhower  have  to  select 
for  the  office  the  presidait  of  a  eorp(H«. 
tion  that  has  a  tremendous  number  of 
defense  contracts  with  the  very  depart- 
ment that  the  nftininft>  is  to  head?" 

Someone  mayi  say.  "Well.  Senator, 
whom  would  you  have  sdected?**  OC 
course.  I  should  be  under  no  duty  to 
make  a  suggestion,  and  perhaps  it  would 
be  presumptuous  of  me  to  do  so;  but  I 
would  have  no  difBculty  in  selecting  one 
of  a  great  number  of  men  who.  I  think, 
could  do  the  Job  as  welL  For  example, 
what  is  the  matter  with  Paul  Hoffman, 
a  man  of  at  least  equal  capacity?  In 
my  Judgment  he  is  a  man  with  at  least 
equal  understanding  of  the  relationship 
of  the  problem  of  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment to  the  security  of  our  Nation  and 
to  its  foreign  poUcy.  Mr.  Hoffman  is  a 
man  with  a  great  record  of  public  serv- 
ice. 

Thus  one  could  continue,  if  it  were 
relevant  to  the  discussion— and  I  do  not 
think  It  is — to  name  others  In  answer  to 
the  question.  "Whom  would  you  select, 
Senator?"  one  could  name  many  others 
who  certainly  would  be  the  equal  of  this 
particular  nominee  ta  capacity,  ability, 
and  understanding. 

I  wish  the  RxcoRO  to  show  my  feelings 
about  the  nominee.  I  have  studied  the 
hearings.  When  I  finished  reading  the 
hearings  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  nominee  simply  does  not  possess  the 
sensitivity  to  ethical  standards  which  I 
thhik  is  essential  in  one  who  is  to  under- 
take the  great  public  trust  of  Secretary 
of  Defense.  That  Is  not  an  accxisation 
unsupported  by  the  record.  Let  us  look 
at  the  record. 

Mr.  Wilson  seemed  to  be  surprised  that 
any  question  at  an  should  be  raised  about 
his  nomination.  His  language  indi- 
cated—and I  understand  that  If  one  had 
been  there  he  would  have  gained  the  im- 
pression that  his  bearing  and  attitude 
buttressed  what  even  the  cold  prtot 
shows — that  he  seemed  to  think  that  he 
was  beyond  having  any  question  raised 
as  to  the  propriety  of  his  holdhig  Gen- 
eral Motors  stocks  or  of  his  subordlnatea 
holding  similar  stocks  and  at  the  same 
time  discharging  the  official  duties  of 
these  public  offices. 

It  was  not  because  he  did  not  know 
the  actual  language  of  the  law.  I  have 
been  reliably  Informed  through  sources 
at  the  Pentogon  Bulldhig  that  he  had 
been  advised  by  offlclak  In  the  Pentagon 
Itself,  In  the  course  of  his  briefing  in 
preparation  for  tlie  Job,  concertxlng  the 
legal  problems  which  would  arise  in  con- 
nection with  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination.  In  reading  the  hearings  X 
formed  the  impression  from  the  attitude 
expressed  in  his  language  that  he  ap- 
parently thought  he  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered above  the  law,  or  that  the  law 
ought  to  be  waived,  and  that  It  was  al- 
most a  reflection  on  his  Integrity  to  raise 
emy  question  about  whether  or  not  he ' 
ought  to  be  required  to  get  rid  of  hii 
stock.  He  even  thought  Senators  were 
pushing  him  around  in  that  connection. 
I  like  the  reply  of  the  Senator  frtim 
Georgia  iMr.  Ruamx].  He  said,  In  ef- 
fect, "I  am  sorry  that  you  think  anyone 
is  pushing  you  around.    However,  bm 
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Senators  we,  too.  have  our  responsi- 
bilities." ^,     , 
How  true.  Mr.  President.  Speaking  for 

myself.  I  think  we  have  the  responsi- 
bility of  leaning  over  backward  in  a  mat- 
ter such  as  this,  in  the  interest  of  guar- 
anteeing to  the  American  people  the 
preservation  of  Oovemment  by  law  and 
not  by  men.  We  should  take  no  chances 
on  one  who  shows  such  a  lack  of  sensi- 
tivity in  regard  to  the  ethical  principles 
involved  in  whether  his  self-interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  conflicts  with  those 
for  which  he  has  been  designated. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Dirk- 
sin  1  referred  to  the  language  "direct  or 
indirect."  I  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
word  "indirect"  is  a  part  of  the  statute. 
It  is  my  Judgment  that  the  so-called 
meeting  of  the  tests  of  legal  form  by  Mr. 
Wilson  does  not  cover  the  matter  of  In- 
direct interest  which,  in  my  judgment. 
he  will  continue  to  have  in  General 
Motors.  He  wUl  have  that  indirect  in- 
terest from  the  standpoint  of  the  af- 
finity of  feeling  and  comradeship  with 
the  officials  of  General  Motors.  I  think 
we  can  assimie.  that  Wilson  being  human, 
that  indirect  interest  will  continue  be- 
tween him  «uid  his  former  associates  in 
General  Motors  in  the  administration  of 
his  work  as  Defense  Secretary. 

There  is  still  some  indirect  interest  in 
finances,  too.  As  I  read  the  hearings, 
there  will  still  be  large  holdings  on  the 
part  of  the  Wilson  family  in  General 
Motors  stock. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Saltonstall]  brought 
out  In  his  statement  in  support  of  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  that  Mr. 
Wilson  is  a  good  family  man.  So  am  I. 
So  far  as  I  know,  that  is  true  of  all  our 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  who  have  fam- 
ilies. What  do  we  mean  by  being  a  good 
family  man?  We  mean  that  we  have  a 
deep  concern  growing  out  of  love  and 
affection  for  the  welfare  of  the  members 
of  our  families.  We  rejoice  with  them, 
in  their  successes  and  we  are  sad  and 
heavy  at  heart  when  they  are  sad  and 
heavy  at  heart.  We  do  not  deal  with 
members  of  our  families  at  arm's  length. 
We  hold  them  to  our  bosom  at  all  times. 
I  am  satisfied  that  such  is  the  attitude 
of  Mr.  Wilson  toward  his  family.  Yet 
I  note  in  the  record  that  Mrs.  Wilson 
will  have  approximately  10,472  shares  of 
General  Motors  stock,  as  brought  out  on 
page  34  of  the  hearings. 

In  his  second  attempt  at  testifying  be- 
fore the  Armed  Services  Committee  to 
try  to  remove  some  of  the  serious  mis- 
takes of  attitude  which  he  obviously 
made  during  the  first  hearing,  he  testi- 
fied that  he  intends  to  give  approxi- 
mately 20  percent,  or  some  $500,000 
worth,  of  these  stocks  by  way  of  gifts 
to  members  of  his  family.  That  state- 
ment will  be  found  on  page  110  of  the 
hearings.  I  call  that  an  indirect  inter- 
est. It  is  an  indirect  interest  which  is 
not  in  keeping  with  the  spirit  and  intent 
and  metinlng  of  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  a  great  deal  has  been 
written  in  the  press  about  the  great  loss 
which  Mr.  Wilson  will  suffer.  It  is  stated 
that  he  will  have  to  pay  approximately 
$600,000  in  taxes.  On  what,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent? On  the  profits  from  his  sale  of 
stock.  One  would  think  that  we  were 
taking  his  trousers  off.    The  taxes  he 


pays  are  In  no  way  confiscating  his  cap- 
ital assets.  The  taxes  he  pays  are  on 
the  profits  from  the  sale  of  his  stock. 
Why  should  he  not  pay  the  taxes?  He 
should  be  proud  and  happy  that  he  lives 
in  such  a  great  country,  with  its  capital- 
istic system,  upon  which  his  political 
freedom  depends,  too,  and  can  pay  his 
taxes  out  of  profits. 

That  fact  leads  me  to  make  a  little 
comment  on  profits.  When  Mr.  Wilsons 
nomination  was  first  submitted  I  asked 
the  White  House  to  supply  me  with  re- 
liable information  as  to  the  amount  of 
the  defense  contracts  which  General 
Motors  had  at  the  time  of  the  nomina- 
tion. The  White  House  said  they  would 
supply  that  information  to  me,  and  the 
next  day  the  information  was  supplied 
to  me  in  a  memorandum  .signed  by  Mr. 
Charles  Murphy.  Administrative  Assist- 
ant to  the  President.  The  memorandum 
advised  that  as  of  July  1,  1952.  General 
Motors,  including,  of  course,  its  subsid- 
iaries— and  we  are  dealing  with  a  very 
complex  industrial  empire  when  we  deal 
with  General  Motors — had  defense  con- 
tracts in  the  amount,  in  round  figures, 
of  $2,900,000,000.  The  memorandum 
also  disclosed  that  as  of  December  1. 
1952,  the  amount  would  be  close  to 
$5,000,000,000,  and  closer  to  $5,000,000,- 
000  than  to  $4,000,000,000.  That  repre- 
sents quite  an  interest  in  the  defense 
effort. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  former  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  I  am 
familiar  with  the  production  record  of 
General  Motors.  It  is  a  good  record.  It 
constitutes  a  great  contribution  to  the 
defense  effort.  It  ought  to  be  a  good 
record  for  they  have  had  very  fine  treat- 
ment from  their  Goverrunent  by  way  of 
cooperation  and  assistance  in  helping  to 
make  it  a  good  record.  The  Air  Force, 
the  Army,  and  the  Navy  have  cooperated 
wholeheartedly  with  General  Motors,  as 
they  should.  The  Goverrunent  has  co- 
operated by  providing  General  Motors 
with  many,  many  millions  of  dollars' 
worth  of  Goverrunent -built  and  owned 
facilities  for  carrying  on  the  defense  ef- 
fort. In  fact.  I  am  reliably  informed 
that  the  Allison  division  of  General  Mo- 
tors has  been  supplied,  in  round  figures, 
with  $42,000,000  worth  of  Government 
facilities  for  the  manufacture  of  General 
Motors  products  for  the  use  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  should  also  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  General  Motors 
speaks  about  the  profits — and  they  have 
not  been  small — which  it  has  made  out 
of  defense  contracts  it  is  remarkably 
silent  about  the  millions  of  dollars 
worth  of  Government  facilities  which 
have  been  supplied  to  it  by  our  Govern- 
ment. That  fact  is  not  advertised  in  its 
discussion  of  profits.  General  Motors 
does  not  mention  the  Goverrunent  fa- 
cilities when  it  speaks  about  a  11.1  per- 
cent profit  The  profit  would  be  much 
higher  than  that  if  there  were  taken 
into  account  the  advances  made  by  the 
Government  by  way  of  these  facilities, 
at  least  in  the  form  of  a  user  grant,  for 
the  operation  of  General  Motors.  Al- 
though I  do  not  believe  it  pertinent  to 
do  more  than  to  raise  the  question  of 
profits  today,  let  me  say  that  if  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  were  to 
go  Into  the  profits  of  General  Motors  in 


connection  with  our  defense  program 
they  would  find,  I  assert,  a  profit  In  ex- 
cess of  11  percent.  Quite  an  argument 
could  be  made  on  the  question  of 
whether  that  is  too  much  of  a  profit  to 
be  derived  from  a  program  devoted  to 
the  security  of  our  Nation.  I  happen  to 
be  one  who  believes  that  if  we  are  to 
draft  American  boys  to  fight  for  the  se- 
curity of  our  country — and  we  must 
draft  them — we  should  also  draft  prof- 
its, leaving  only  such  profits  as  are  nec- 
essary to  continue  the  business  for  the 
duration  of  the  struggle  for  the  securi- 
ty and  the  freedom  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  sometimes  I  shudder 
when  I  consider  what  American  boys  and 
girls  are  Roing  to  think  100  years  from 
now.  when  they  read  the  history  of  this 
era  and  take  a  look  at  the  balance  sheets 
and  realize  the  profits  which  American 
big  business  has  made  and  Is  making  to- 
day out  of  the  blood  and  sacrifices  of 
American  boys  fighting  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  American  freedom.  It  will  not  be 
a  pleasant  page  of  history  to  their  eyes. 
Mr.  President,  mark  you  well,  when  they 
come  to  read  it.  An  11  percent  profit  on 
a  defense  contract  entered  into  to  help 
preserve  the  security  ofythls  Nation  Is  too 
much.  That  is  why  at  the  outbreak  of 
the  war  in  Korea  I  said.  "Never  in  the 
history  of  our  country  have  we  taken  the 
profits  out  of  war.  Let  us  do  It  this 
time. " 

Incidentally.  Mr.  President,  at  the  risk 
of  boring  my  colleagues,  let  me  keep  the 
record  straight  once  again.  The  day 
following  the  outbreak  of  the  war  in  Ko- 
rea, I  said  on  this  floor.  'This  is  war." 
Let  the  Congressional  Record  speak  for 
Itself  on  that  point.  Mr.  President.  It 
will  be  found  that  in  the  speech  I  made 
after  the  Blair  House  conference  the 
night  before,  when  the  decision  was  made 
to  send  the  flag  back  into  Korea.  I  said, 
"When  that  flag  returns  to  the  battle- 
field and  American  boys  start  dying 
under  our  flag,  we  are  at  war."  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, we  have  been  at  war  ever  since. 

Shortly  after  that  war  started.  I  Joined 
a  small  group  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
in  urging  that  we  adopt  the  Baruch  plan 
for  fighting  that  war  on  the  economic 
front  here  at  home,  a  plan  which  would 
have  frozen  wages,  prices,  and  credit.  It 
was  a  tough  plan,  but  one  which  would 
have  brought  home  to  every  American 
the  fact  that  we  were  at  war.  At  that 
time  I  received  a  great  deal  of  criti- 
cism—just as  I  shall  be  criticized  fol- 
lowing this  speech  today — for  making 
the  statement  to  which  I  referred  a  mo- 
ment ago,  namely,  "Never  in  the  history 
of  our  country  have  we  taken  the  profits 
out  of  war.    Let  us  do  it  this  time." 

Mr.  President,  a  tremendous  change 
in  the  attitude  of  the  American  people 
in  regard  to  American  policies,  domestic 
and  foreign,  would  come  over  the  United 
States,  if  we  ever  were  willing  to  make 
the  economic  sacrifice  in  money  which 
we  should  make  if  we  are  to  prove  to 
our  boys  who  are  fighting  for  us  that  we 
have  no  intention  or  desire  to  make  a 
profit  out  of  their  sacrifice  of  blood. 

Of  course  the  critics  say,  "We  have  the 
profit  system ;  and  to  make  it  work,  some 
profit  must  be  maintained."  Of  course, 
Mr.  President,  but  ail  of  us  know  the 
difference  between  the  amount  of  profit 
that  is  necessaiy  if  a  factory  is  to  be 
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kept  in  operation,  tlie  amount  of  profit 
that  is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
security  and  the  war  needs  of  our  coun- 
try If  that  factor  Is  ix)  be  expanded,  and 
the  profit  that  accrues  to  the  selflsli, 
economic  advantage  of  those  who  pocket 
the  profit  dollars  during  war.  The  last 
is  the  profit  to  whii^h  I  object.  In  my 
judgment  the  way  to  preserve  the  capi- 
talistic system  is  t)  remove  such  war 
profits.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  way 
to  live  up  to  what  I  tiiink  were  the  spirit 
and  meaning  of  our  forefathers  when 
they  wrote  the  general -welfare  clause 
into  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  having  in  mind  that  the  primary 
objective  of  our  form  of  self-govern- 
ment Is  to  promote  the  general  welfare. 
However.  Mr.  Presicent,  we  are  not  pro- 
moting the  general  welfare  when,  in  the 
midst  of  the  casualties  we  are  suffering 
in  Korea,  we  incres.se  month  by  month 
the  Government  debt,  which  would  be 
lower  if  we  had  taken  the  profits  out  of 
the  Korean  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  b<;lleve  we  should  leave 
to  the  boys  and  girls  of  the  United 
States  100  years  from  now  a  better 
legacy,  a  richer  heritage,  than  the  one 
we  shall  leave  thi^m  in  the  form  of 
our  public  debt  which  now  is  increasing 
at  such  a  tremeadously  rapid  rate. 
That  debt  is  made  greater  because 
in  our  generation  we  have  not  been 
willing  to  make  the  economic  sacrifices 
we  would  have  ma<le  If.  for  example,  we 
had  adopted  the  Baruch  plan.  As  of  to- 
day I  do  not  know  the  exact  figures  in 
that  connection;  )}ut  I  do  know  that 
when  Mr.  Bamch  appeared  before  our 
committee,  rather  late  last  spring,  as  I 
recall,  his  testimon7  in  answer  to  certain 
questions  which  I  put  to  him  was  that 
if  his  plan  had  besn  adopted.  It  would. 
up  to  that  time,  have  saved  the  American 
people  $24,000,000,000  of  loss  which  an 
unchecked  inflation  had  cost  them.  I  am 
not  one  to  argue  )»1th  Mr.  Baruch  upon 
matters  of  econozr.ic  analysis;  I  am  al- 
ways pleased  to  oler  him  as  a  witness 
in  the  economic  field. 

However,  be  that,  as  it  may,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  now  close  this  point  in  regard  to 
the  indirect  interest  of  Mr.  Wilson  in 
this  Cabinet  position  by  sajdng  that  his 
indirect  Interest  in  that  position  is  based 
not  only  upon  his  feeling  of  affinity  for 
General  Motors,  but  I  believe  It  is  only 
human  to  expect  him  to  retain  a  bias 
in  favor  of  General  Motors.  After  all. 
human  beings  beng  what  they  are,  I 
shall  take  judicial  notice  that  Mr.  Wilson 
will  retain  such  a  feeling  of  affinity  for 
that  corporation.  We  who  serve  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  cannot  by 
flat  change  humaui  nature.  Further- 
more. I  also  say  tliat  on  the  basis  of  his 
family  interests  Mr.  Wilson  will  continue 
to  have  an  indirect  interest  in  the  finan- 
cial welfare  of  General  Motors  Corp. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President.  I  am  dis- 
turbed by  the  lack  of  sensitivity  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  WILion  in  regard  to  the 
ethical  principle  which  I  believe  runs 
through  this  Issue.  No  matter  what  Mr. 
Wilson  says  now,  no  matter  what  the 
briefers  and  the  coaches  have  suggested 
subsequently,  it  ts  important  for  us  to 
remember  that  when  Mr.  Wilson  made 
his  record  of  first  Impression,  he  saw  no 
conflict  between  continued  possession  of 
some  38,000  shares  of  General  Motors 


stock  and  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  even  in  the 
second  hearing  be  recommended  that 
Stevens  and  Talbott  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  get  rid  of  their  stock.  After 
all.  the  best  evidence  of  Mr.  Wilson's  sub- 
jectivity Is  to  be  found  in  his  attitude 
when  he  made  his  record  of  first  im- 
pression. But  the  second  was  not  exem- 
plary. In  fact,  as  I  read  this  record.  I 
formed  the  impression  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son's attitude  was.  "I  am  willing  to 
make  this  great  sacrifice,  and  am  will- 
ing to  be  the  sacrificial  goat,  but  I  do  not 
believe  we  should  ask  it  of  Stevens  and 
Talbott" 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  it  is  that 
major  premise  of  Mr.  WUson  with  which 
I  disagree.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  having 
anyone  make  a  sacrifice,  but  it  is  only  a 
matter  of  having  people  keep  in  mind  a 
great  principle  of  public  policy  which 
I  believe  many  persons  accept  as  sound, 
once  they  come  to  reflect  upon  it.  name- 
ly, that  we  should  n^  put  men  in  posi- 
tions where  either  they  will  be  suspect  or 
where  even  the  opportunity  to  be  partial, 
rather  than  Impartial,  is  enhanced  be- 
cause of  these  matters  of  human  nature. 
We  recognize  that  principle  through  the 
administration  of  the  law.  We  have 
been  most  careful  to  keep  the  scales  of 
Justice  well  balanced  and  the  rule  of  Im- 
partially protected.  So  It  is  that  we 
have  a  fairly  good  rule  which  generally  Is 
followed  in  the  administration  of  law, 
namely,  that  if  a  certain  procedure  could 
easily  be  abused,  we  should  modify  it  in 
such  a  way  as  to  get  rid  of  the  potenti- 
ality of  abuse.  I  believe  that  situation 
to  be  involved  In  the  present  question 
of  public  poUcy.  We  do  not  allow  a  juror 
to  sit  in  judgment  on  a  case  if  he  has  the 
slightest  financial  interest  in  it.  In  fact 
if  we  find  that  he  has  that  kind  of  in- 
direct interest  that  grows  out  of  a  feel- 
ing of  affinity  for  one  of  the  litigants  he 
is  excused  from  the  Jury.  In  the  admin- 
istration of  Justice  we  guard  our  legal 
procedure  against  the  possibility  of  bias 
on  the  part  of  Jury  or  judge.  We  should 
do  as  much  in  this  instance. 

In  this  Instance,  Mr.  President,  in  my 
Judgment,  the  danger  of  abuse  is  very 
great.  The  danger  of  bias  is  very  great. 
The  danger  of  favoritism  is  very  great. 
I  am  not  talking  about  willful  and  Inten- 
tional acts  on  the  part  of  Mr.  WUson. 
I  am  talking  about  the  danger  of  uncon- 
scious influence,  the  danger  arising  from 
the  feeling  of  affinity  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  the  danger  growing  out  of  the 
Indirect  Interest  through  family  connec- 
tions. The  danger  due  to  the  lack  of 
sensitivity  on  his  part,  shown  by  the 
record,  as  to  the  wisdom,  or  the  lack  of  it, 
of  Stevens  and  Talbott  being  required  to 
get  rid  of  their  holdings  should  not  be 
overlooked.  Those  dangers  are  what 
bother  me.  Certainly  our  Inquiry  leads 
us  into  these  subjective  matters.  Let  us 
not  overlook  them.  Let  us  never  over- 
look them,  Mr.  President.  If  we  are  to 
preserve  a  government  by  law  in  con- 
trast to  the  danger  of  a  government  by 
men. 

It  was  on  page  111  of  the  hearings 
that  Mr.  Wilson  recommended  that 
Stevens  and  Talbott  not  be  required  to 
divest  themselves  of  stock  in  companies 
which  do  business  with  the  Government, 
and  the  record  indicates  that  the  Stevens 


company  does  one-third  of  its  business, 
in  round  figures,  with  the  GovemmcoiL 
Mr.  Wilson  then  testified  that  he  would 
pass  on  those  contracts,  and  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  JohhsonI  asked  him 
this  question— page  119  of  the  hearings: 

Mow.  on  Korth  American  and  Chryiler,  do 
you  think  that  the  Air  Force  could  contract 
with  those  companies,  too.  and  Mr.  Talbott 
could  stUl  retain  hit  stock  in  those  com- 
panies? 

Mr.  Wilson.  I  think  they  could. 

Senator  Joknbon.  And  no  law  would  be 
violated? 

Mr.  Wvjaow.  I  think  so. 

I  merely  submit,  to  buttress  my  reac- 
tion to  Mr.  Wilson's  testimony,  that  it 
shows  a  lack  of  sensitivity  on  his  part 
to  this  whole  problem,  to  the  ethical 
principle  involved,  and  to  the  public- 
policy  question  I  am  discussing.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  take  a  chance  on  a 
nominee  who  has  made  a  record,  based 
upon  both  of  his  appearances  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  which  shows, 
to  the  degree  that  he  exhibited  it,  this 
lack  of  sensitivity.  What  I  think  we 
should  insist  upon  is  a  keener  sense  of 
the  ethical  responsibilities  of  a  person  In 
the  position  of  Secretary  of  Defense  than 
Mr.  WUson  displayed  in  his  testimony. 
I  am  concerned  about  the  fact  that,  law 
or  no  law,  he  saw  no  question  of  morality 
involved  in  the  self-interest  that  he  and 
these  other  men  would  have  in  the  offices 
to  which  they  were  nominated. 

It  was  not  necessary  that  there  should 
be  a  law  on  the  books,  Mr.  President,  to 
cause  me  to  believe  that  this  appoint- 
ment was  unwise.  I  think  it  ought  to 
have  been  recognized  by  the  President 
that  it  was  imwise  f  rmn  the  standpoint 
of  good  administration  of  government, 
and  I  would  have  voted  against  the  ap- 
pointment in  the  absence  of  any  law  on 
the  subject. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  in  perusing  the 
record,  I  was  concerned  also,  with  Mr. 
Wilson's  view  as  to  what  his  position 
would  be  as  Secretary  of  Defense  when 
it  became  necessary  to  make  a  final 
decision  In  regard  to  anything  afTecting 
General  Motors.  He  feels  he  can  be  im- 
I>artial  and  that  that  Is  sufficient. 

But  we  cannot  overlook  the  fact  that 
subordinates  and  assistants  would  han- 
dle the  preliminary  negotiations  and 
arrangements.  I  beUeve  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bykd],  in  the  memo- 
randum he  recently  inserted  in  the  R«c- 
oRD.  made  It  very  clear  that  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  ha.-)  the  direct  responsibility 
and  that  he  cannot  pass  that  off  to  sub- 
ordinates. 

But  it  is  the  tendency  of  subordinates 
to  want  to  ingratiate  themselves  with 
the  boss.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may 
not  in  the  first  instance  sit  in  Judgment 
on  a  General  Motors  matter,  but  his 
subordinates  do  not  act  in  a  vacuum. 
They  are  not  npf^T^''*"^'^  with  who  he  has 
been  and  who  he  is. 

So  I  say  it  becomes  risky  to  confirm 
the  nomination  of  a  man  who  showed 
the  attitude  I  have  pointed  out  toward 
the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was 
good  public  poUcy  for  him  to  occupy 
the  office  to  which  he  has  been  aiHMinted. 
with  the  feeUng  of  affinity  for  General 
Motors  which  he  entertains — and  one 
may  take  Judicial  notice,  I  think,  that 
he  is  going  to  continue  to  have  it — and 
the  lack  of  E«nsitivity  on  his  part  to 
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the  questioimble  pi  .r  ty  of  his  sub- 
ordinates maintaining  laeir  direct  inter- 
est In  buslneases  wliicli  deal  with  the 
Defense  Department. 

I  may  say  also.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  read  much  discussion  in  the  Rxc- 
otv,  in  regard  to  other  holdings  Mr. 
Wilscm  has,  other  than  his  holdings 
in  Oeneral  Motors.  He  has  about 
$800,000  worth  of  La  Gloria  Corp. 
stock.  I  understand  that  c<Hnpany  is 
in  the  oil  and  gas  business;  and  the  oil 
and  gas  business  Is  pretty  vital  to  ade- 
quate national  security.  He  also  has 
some  9,000  shares  of  stock  in  Texas- 
Illinois  Natural  Gas  Pipe  Line  stock,  as 
was  brought  out  on  page  113  of  the  hear- 
ing. He  was  examined  somewhat  on  that 
point,  and  I  thought  his  response  was 
▼ery  interesting,  though  I  did  not  think 
it  satisfactory.  By  reference  to  page  116 
of  the  hearings  it  will  be  foimd  that  he 
said  that  he  might  ask  these  companies 
not  to  do  business  with  the  Government. 
Tet,  if  their  services  are  necessary,  why 
shotild  they  be  put  in  the  prejudiced 
position  wherein  they  might  be  asked 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  not  to  bid 
on  some  defense  contract? 

Let  me  say,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
want  to  vote  for  a  Secretary  of  Defense 
who,  because  of  his  connections,  is  in  a 
position  where  he  might  ask  some  good 
American  company  not  to  bid  on  some 
Government  defense  contract  simply  be- 
cause he  has  some  financial  interest  in 
that  company. 

If  I  were  one  of  the  other  stockholders 
in  the  company.  I  do  not  think  I  would 
appreciate  that. 

Mr.  Wilson  said  he  might  ask  the 
President  to  rule  on  it.  I  say.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  is  a  very  clumsy  procedure. 
I  say  it  is  time-consimiing ;  it  is  detri- 
mental to  the  defense  effort.  I  say  fur- 
ther that  he  loses  his  point,  he  rebuts 
himself,  when  he  admits  before  the  com- 
mittee that  there  might  be  circum- 
stances, because  of  his  direct  or  indirect 
Interests  in  some  company,  which  would 
cause  him  to  want  to  lay  the  matter  be- 
fore the  President. 

With  aU  the  available  highly  qualified 
men  we  have  in  this  country  for  the  of- 
fice of  Secretary  of  Defense,  why  do  we 
have  to  confirm  the  nomination  of  a 
man  who.  by  his  own  testimony,  says 
ttiat  because  of  his  connections,  past  and 
present,  he  might  find  himself  in  a  situ- 
ation, in  which  he  might  have  to  go  to 
the  President  and  say,  "I  don't  trust  my- 
self to  make  this  decision.  Give  me  your 
advice  or  your  ruling  on  this  question"? 

I  hope,  Mr.  President,  that  we  will  try 
In  the  policies  and  programs  which  we 
adopt  In  the  Senate  to  save  the  President 
from  such  situations  whenever  we  can. 
We  certainly  know  that  the  strenuous 
nature  of  the  Job  of  President  is  such 
that  we  ought  not  to  compound  his  dif- 
ficulties by  confirming  today  the  nomi- 
nation of  a  man  who,  on  his  own  testi- 
mony, admits  that  there  may  be  in- 
stances as  the  result  of  his  connections 
in  which  it  may  be  necessary  for  him  to 
let  the  President  render  a  decision  which 
otherwise  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
would  himself  render. 

htr.  President.  I  say.  let  us  nominate 
for  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  Defense  a 
man  who  has  no  dlsqualiflcation  what- 
soever in  the  sense  that  he  does  not  have 


to  lay  before  the  President  of  the  United 
States  a  single  question  for  the  President 
to  determine  or  even  for  thorough  con- 
sideration, for  a  decision  which  other- 
wise the  Secretary  of  Defense  would  him- 
self render. 

There  was  some  other  Interesting  dis- 
cussion, Mr.  President,  in  this  trans- 
cript. At  page  116  of  the  hearings,  Mr. 
Wilson,  testifying  about  possible  dealings 
with  oil  and  gas  companies  in  which  he 
intends  to  continue  his  interest,  said : 

I  do  not  think  they  wUl  have  any.  If  they 
did  have,  I  would  try  to  take  some — let  some- 
one else  Uke  the  responslbtUty  for  It  If  It 
was  vital  to  the  Government  and  had  to  be 
done.  Otherwise.  I  would  tell  the  boys. 
"Don't  do  that  to  me.  Don't  sell  to  the 
Oovemment. " 

That  U  the  other  side  of  It.  you  know — 
they  do  not  have  to  take  the  buslneM. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  Ks- 
PAUVSR 1  nailed  that  one  the  way  it  should 
have  been  nailed.    He  said: 

But  It  might  be  In  the  Interest  of  the  Oov- 
emment to  enter  into  a  contract. 

Mr.  WnjK>K.  In  that  case.  I  would  let  some- 
one else  rule  on  It.  I  would  not  want  to 
bother  the  President  with  too  many  things, 
but  If  It  was  serious  enough  I  would  clear 
the  record,  I  assure  you.  And  It  would  have 
to  be  clearly  In  the  Interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Well.  Mr.  President,  that  was  not  very 
good  testimony  in  his  own  behalf,  be- 
cause I  think  it  constitutes  at  least  a 
plea  by  confession  and  avoidance.  I  also 
think  that  there  is  a  danger,  with  such 
a  mental  attitude  on  his  part,  that  he 
will  make  clear  to  other  companies  that 
he  will  not  particularly  welcome  bids  by 
them  or  requests  for  business  by  them. 
If  that  happens  I  do  not  think  we  shall 
ever  know  about  it,  because  we  know 
how  those  things  can  be  done. 

So  I  say  I  think  we  ought  to  have  as  a 
Secretary  of  Defense  a  man  before  whom 
every  business  in  the  country  can  come 
with  a  feeling  that  there  is  an  open-door 
policy  In  the  IDepartment  of  Defense  so 
far  as  having  an  equal  break  for  all  busi- 
nessmen in  getting  defense  contracts  in 
keeping  with  our  competitive  system. 
Busine&smen  should  have  the  assurance 
that  nothing  in  the  record  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  is  going  to  be  an  impedi- 
ment to  their  seeking  to  get  a  defense 
contract. 

The  next  point.  Mr.  President  repre- 
sents my  fear  of  Mr.  Wilson  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  best  interests  of  small 
business  in  the  United  States.  There  Is 
a  basis  for  this  fear  from  the  standpoint 
of  thousands  upon  thousands  of  small 
shops,  small  manufacturing  plants,  and 
small  machine  shops,  because  since  this 
nomination  representations  have  been 
made  to  me  by  a  great  many  small-busi- 
ness men  in  the  United  States  that  they 
look  with  alarm  upon  this  nomination. 
They  point  out  that  the  record  of  Gen- 
eral Motors,  great  as  It  has  been  in  pro- 
duction, has  not  been  a  good  record  when 
it  comes  to  the  problem  of  subletting 
primary  contracts  to  small -business  men 
across  the  country.  In  fact,  some  of  us 
in  the  past  few  years  have  had  to  fight 
and  fight  hard  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  against  an  attitude  in  the 
Pentagon  Building  during  a  past  admin- 
istration which  has  not.  in  our  judgment, 
been  very  friendly  to  small  business. 
The  result  is  that  a  great  many  small 


businesses  have  had  to  shut  down  or 
to  curtail  production  materially  because 
they  were  not  allowed  to  participate  in 
the  subletting  of  primary  contracts. 

I  spoke  on  that  subject  once  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  last  year,  and  I  refer 
to  it  now  only  in  passing.  But  I  fear 
Mr.  Wilson,  from  that  standpoint,  be- 
cause I  do  not  think  General  Motors, 
great  as  its  record  has  been  in  produc- 
tion, has  been  very  sympathetic  to  the 
subcontracting  of  jobs  In  connection 
with  primary  defense  contracts  which 
General  Motors  and  Its  subsidiaries  have 
obtained  for  production  in  various  parts 
of  the  country.  On  the  contrary.  I  think 
the  policy  has  been  a  '"freezing-out" 
policy. 

I  see  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama 
I  Mr.  Sparkman]  with  whom  and  with 
other  Senators  In  time  gone  by  I  have 
worked  for  the  strengthening  of  the  op- 
portunity of  small  business  to  partici- 
pate more  in  the  manufacture  of  defense 
items. 

I  remember  one  time  last  year  I  was 
called  into  a  conference  in  my  home 
State  by  representatives  of  small  busi- 
ness. The  conference  took  place  in 
Salem.  Oreg.  I  met  with  the  manager 
of  the  Salem  Chamber  of  Commerce.  He 
had  brought  In  a  number  of  small-busi- 
ness men  in  that  area.  They  reported 
to  me  the  difBcultles  they  were  having. 
Many  of  them  were  machine  shop  oper- 
ators, manufacturing  steel  products, 
machine  products,  machine  parts,  and 
so  forth.  They  spoke  of  encountering 
great  difDculty  in  getting  necessary  de- 
fense contracts  to  enable  them  to  main- 
tain their  production. 

In  some  Instances  they  said,  "Senator, 
if  we  do  not  get  contracts,  we  will  have 
to  go  out  of  business.  What  is  happen- 
ing is  that  big  business  is  pirating  our 
manpower.  If  we  cannot  maintain  our 
employment  rolls,  because  of  the  cur- 
tailment of  materials  for  use  in  civilian 
production,  what  are  we  going  to  do? 
Our  employees  are  going  to  have  to  leave 
the  Salem  area  and  go  to  some  of  the 
more  populated  centers,  where  the  pri- 
mary contracts  are  granted  to  large 
concerns,  and  work  for  the  big  concerns 
who  are  holding  on  to  the  primary  con- 
tracts." 

When  I  returned  to  Washington,  I  re- 
ported that  information  to  the  Senate. 
I  spoke  about  it  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  I  Mr.  Sparkman)  and  to  other 
Senators.  I  have  worked  hard  in  the 
Senate  for  a  better  break  for  the  small- 
business  man.  I  mean  my  remarks  as  no 
personal  criticism,  but.  rather,  as  a 
criticism  of  what  I  think  has  been  the 
attitude  of  Mr.  Wilson  and  the  general 
policy  of  General  Motors  in  not  giving  to 
the  small-business  men  of  the  country 
an  adequate  share  of  business  by  way  of 
subcontracting  primary  contracts  held 
by  General  Motors,  which  now  total  be- 
tween $4,000,000,000  and  $5,000,000,000. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator contend  that  that  is  the  fault  of 
Oeneral  Motors,  or  could  it  be  the  fault 
of  the  Department  of  Defense? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  is  the  fault  of 
both.    I  have  criticized  tlie  Department 
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of  Defense.  I  have  written  the  Depart- 
ment many  letters  about  the  situation. 
My  colleagues  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services — I  mean  my  former  col- 
leagues on  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  [laughter],  especially  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  BtrdI — know, 
from  my  cross-examination  of  witnesses, 
of  my  criticism  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  that  I  sun  also  satisfied  that  such 
a  policy  has  been  aided  and  abetted  by 
General  Motors. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Would  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  amplify  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  Is  certainly 
In  the  nature  of  a  charge. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Oh.  I  certainly  mean  It 
as  such. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  an  Investiga- 
tion will  show,  as  the  Allison  investiga- 
tion showed,  that  the  attitude  of  Gen- 
eral Motors  and  its  subsidiaries  has  been, 
"We  will  take  contracts,  but  we  will  take 
them  on  our  terms.  If  you  do  not  want 
to  give  them  to  us  on  our  terms,  we  are 
not  interested  In  them." 

They  have  made  it  very  clear  In  their 
negotiations  that  they  were  going  to  de- 
termine where  the  subcontracting  was 
to  go:  and  the  subcontracting  has  not 
gone  in  large  measure  to  the  small- 
business  men,  who  have  been  economi- 
cally hungry  for  a  fair  break  in  doing 
defense  work. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a  com- 
pilation of  ofllcial  rulings  and  legal  de- 
cisions, which,  even  if  I  were  feeling 
better  today,  I  would  not  take  the  time 
to  read,  but  would  ask  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record.  Before  making  that  re- 
quest. I  wish  to  summarize  them  by  say- 
ing that,  in  my  judgment,  the  Comp- 
troller Oeneral  has  issued  a  ruling  which 
leaves  me  very  much  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  Mr.  Wilson  has  yet  complied 
with  the  law,  so  far  as  his  indirect  inter- 
ests are  concerned.  The  Comptroller 
General  has  ruled  that  a  person  who,  as 
an  employee,  receives  a  pension  from  his 
former  employer,  is  financially  interested 
in  his  employers  company.  That  case 
involved  the  application  of  section  4  (b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934. 
which  provides  as  follows: 

No  member  of  the  commission  or  person 
In  Its  employ  shall  be  financially  interested 
Iti  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  radio  com- 
munication; in  communication  by  wire  or 
radio  or  in  radio  transmission  of  energy; 
In  any  company  furnishing  services  or  such 
apparatus  to  any  company  engaged  !n  com- 
munication by  wire  or  radio  or  to  any  com- 
pany manufacturing  or  selling  apparatus 
used  for  communication  by  wire  or  radio. 
or  In  any  company  owning  stocks,  or  other 
securities  or  any  such  company. 

The  Comptroller  General  discussed 
that  section.  I  ask  unanimous  consent, 
Mr.  President,  to  have  the  following  le- 
Ral  memorandum  printed  in  the  Rccord 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

The  Comptroller  General  has  ruled  that 
a  person  who,  as  an  ex-employee,  receive* 


•  pezulon  from  hU  ex-employer  is  financially 
interested  In  his  ex-employer's  company. 
That  case  Involved  the  application  of  sec- 
tion 4  (b)  of  the  Ck>nununlcation  Act  of 
1834  (47  U.  S.  C.  154  (b) ).  which  provides: 

"No  member  of  the  Commission  or  person 
In  Its  employ  shall  be  financially  Interested 
In  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  radio  commu- 
nication; In  communication  by  wire  or  radio 
or  In  radio  transmission  of  energy:  in  any 
company  furnishing  services  or  such  appa- 
ratus to  any  company  engaged  In  communi- 
cation by  wire  or  radio  or  to  any  company 
manufacturing  or  selling  apparatus  used  for 
communication  by  wire  or  radio,  or  In  any 
company  owning  stocks,  or  other  securities 
of  any  such  company." 

In  applying  section  4  (b)  of  the  Communi- 
cation Act  of  1934  to  a  situation  where  an 
ex-employee  of  a  company  engaged  In  the 
manufacture  of  telephone  equipment  which 
is  a  subsidiary  of  a  holding  company  which 
has  other  subsidiary  telephone  carriers  sub- 
ject to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Communica- 
tion Act,  the  Comptroller  Oeneral  said  (22 
Comp.  Oen.  43 )   ( 1943 ) : 

"The  language  of  the  entire  section  4  (b) 
compels  the  conclusion  that  the  Congress 
was  intent  on  prohibiting  the  employment  of 
any  person  who  could  be  regarded  as  having 
any  financial  Interest  whatsoever  In  any  ac- 
tivity or  entity  subject  to  any  provision  of 
the  act.  In  order  that  there  might  be  no 
ground  for  suspicion  that  the  official  serv- 
ices or  acts  of  any  employee  of  the  Com- 
mission might  be  actuated,  consciously  or 
unconsciously,  by  any  ulterior  motive  or  in- 
fluence. It  Is  to  be  observed,  also,  that  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission  Is  'a 
commission  In  which  Is  vested  by  congres- 
sional action  quasi  judicial  powers  of  dis- 
cretion* {United  States  v.  Uitchell  (89  F.  (2d) 
805,809) ).  By  the  Communications  Act,  the 
Commission  Is  given  broad  powers  and  wide 
discretion  with  respect  to  the  regulation  of 
the  companies,  etc.  under  Its  Jurisdiction. 
These  facts  tend  to  establish  a  sufficient  ex- 
planation of  the  alertness  of  Congress  In 
attempting  to  Insure  that  the  personnel  of 
the  Commission  shall  be  wholly  free  from 
any  self-Interest  which  might  conflict  with 
official  duties.     •     •     • 

"Accordingly,  in  line  with  the  prevailing 
▼lew  of  the  courts  •  •  •  and  in  view  of 
other  considerations  above  set  forth.  I  am 
constrained  to  hold  that  any  financial  Inter- 
est, whether  large  or  small,  direct  or  Indirect, 
is  sufficient  to  preclude  the  employment  by 
the  Commission  of  any  person  so  Interested, 
Although  the  person  whose  employment  Is 
under  consideration  •  •  •  has  no  direct 
connection  with  the  company  which  former- 
ly employed  him.  other  than  his  receipt  of  a 
pension  as  s  former  employee,  there  would 
appear  to  be  sufficient  basis  for  holding  that 
he  is  'financially  interested'  in  such  com- 
pany, within  the  meaning  of  the  involved 
statute.  Certainly,  he  has  more  than  a  mere 
sentimental  Interest  In  such  company." 

The  difference  in  meaning  between  "finan- 
cially Interested  In"  and  "directly  or  indi- 
rectly interested  In  the  pecuniary  profite  and 
contracts  of"  (If  there  Is  a  fUfference)  is  so 
slight  that  in  our  opinion  the  Comptroller 
General,  and  probably  the  courts,  would  rule 
that  the  present  situation  fell  within  the 
first  part  of  section  434. 

Once  this  point  Is  reached,  section  201  (b) 
of  Executive  Order  10182.  as  amended,  plainly 
prevents  such  a  consultant  from  making 
recommendations  or  taking  any  action  with 
respect  to  any  individual  application  of 
Jones  It  Laughlln  to  the  Government  for  re- 
lief or  assistance  under  the  act.  That  order 
treats  this  as  "transaction  of  business"  with 
Jones  &  Laughlln  under  section  434. 

The  above  diSiculty  could,  of  course,  be 
remedied  by  assignment  of  Mr.  Dupka's 
duties  in  such  manner  that  he  would  not 
take  action  with  reapect  to  an  individual 
application  of  Jones  &  Laughlln,  nor  make 
reconunendation  on  It. 


There  remain  for  consideration  the  other 
duties  which  Mr.  Dupka  would  undoubtedly 
be  employed  to  perform,  namely,  making 
recommendations  or  taking  action  with  re- 
spect to  prices  of  aU  members  of  the  steel 
Industry,  including  Jones  ti  Laughlln. 

The  remaining  question  under  tlie  sub- 
mitted facts  is  whether,  in  these  duties,  he 
is  employed  by  the  Government  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  Jones  &  Lavigh- 
lln  within  the  meaning  of  that  phrase  in 
the  statute. 

On  the  one  hand,  it  may  be  contended 
with  some  jiistificatlon  that  the  transaction 
of  business  contemplated  by  section  434  his- 
torically means  something  In  the  nature  of 
procurement  by  the  United  States  under  con- 
tracts. However,  the  Executive  order  grant- 
ing exemptions  does  not  take  the  procure- 
ment approach  to  the  coverage  of  section  434. 
True,  that  order  refuses  exemption  even  to 
appointees  otherwise  exempted  from  all  the 
confllct-in-interest  statutes  (including  434) 
where  they  negotiate  or  execute  contracts 
for  the  Government.  If  procurement  func- 
tions *ere  all  that  were  involved,  the  Execu- 
tive order  might  stop  at  this  point.  It  goes 
beyond  that,  and  also  withholds  exemption 
where  the  appointee  makes  recommendation 
or  teJces  any  action  respecting  individual  ap- 
plications to  the  Government  for  relief  or 
assistance  by  any  entity  "In  the  pecuniary 
profits  or  contracts  of  which  the  appolnte* 
has  any  direct  or  indirect  Interest."  The  Ex- 
ecutive order  took  these  quoted  words  from 
section  434.  which  is  the  only  one  on  the 
confllct-ln-interest  statutes  containing  that 
particular  phrase.  This  shows  that  the  order 
treats  section  434  as  applicable  to  recom- 
mending or  acting  with  respect  to  applica- 
tions to  the  Government  for  relief  or  assist- 
ance. In  sum,  the  order  treats  "trarisactlon 
of  business"  as  Including  more  than  procure- 
ment business,  as  including  in  this  case  a 
governmental  operation  not  neceasarlly  re- 
lated in  any  way  to  procurement.  Then,  as 
to  consultants  of  the  type  involved  in  this 
operation,  the  order  refused  to  grant  any, 
even  limited  exemptions,  from  section  434 
or  1914. 

There  has  been  little  litigation  involving 
the  scope  of  section  434  and  its  predecessors. 
United  States  v.  Strang  (254  U.  8.  491  (1926) ) 
held  that  employees  of  the  United  States 
Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 
were  not  employees  or  agents  of  the  United 
States  at  all,  and  thus  could  not  be  covered 
by  434  (then  sec.  41  of  the  Criminal  Code  of 
1909).  United  States  v.  Chemical  Founda' 
tion  (272  U.  S.  1  (1926))  held  that  the  sec- 
tion was  rendered  Inapplicable  by  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act  in  a  situation  where 
the  Alien  Property  Custodian  transferred 
seized  enemy  property  to  a  corporation 
formed  at  the  direction  of  the  Government 
to  hold  such  property  In  trust  for  the  chemi- 
cal industry  and  of  which  the  custodian  was 
serving  as  president  without  compensation. 
Muchany  v.  United  States  (324  U.  S.  40 
( 1944) )  was  an  effort  to  have  declared  void  a 
Government  option  agent's  contract,  which 
called  for  a  commission  to  him  on  purchase 
prices.  It  was  not  contended  that  sections 
434  or  1914  (then  sees.  41  and  113  were  vio- 
lated), but  that  such  sections  evidenced  a 
public  policy,  which  the  Commission  contract 
violated.  The  court  rejected  the  contention, 
with  three  judges  dissenting,  saying : 

"But  these  sections  relate  to  a  Govern- 
ment official's  representation  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  matters  involving  a  private 
corporation  or  firm  In  which  the  Govern- 
ment agent  has  an  interest,  or  a  Govern- 
ment official's  receipt  of  consideration  for 
jjrocuring  a  contract  from  the  Government 
for  any  person  or  for  any  service  rendered 
in  relation  to  any  such  contract,  or  recelp* 
of  any  salary  or  supplement  to  salary  in 
connection  with  liis  Govcmment  services 
from  any  source  other  than  the  Government 
of  the  United  States.  Thus  these  secttons 
manifest  a  legLsUtivc  intent  to  ber  a  Gov- 
ernment  agent   Irom   recelTing   pag  tor   a 
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third  p«ty  for  •wteting  that  third  p«^y  to 
Mcure  a  Ocfemment  eontxact.     •     •     • 

"It  Is  quit*  clear  that  thew  iwohlbltlona 
•gainst  receipt  tA  compensation  for  third 
partlM  for  Becming  contracts  were  directed 
at  the  crime  of  bribery  In  Its  open  or  arubtle 
form  We  do  not  see  that  these  statutes 
manifest  a  public  policy  against  the  use  of 
a  commtsalon  system  for  public  purchases." 

Although  this  quoted  langriage  Indicates 
that  procurement  actlrltles  certainly  are 
covered  by  these  sections,  at  the  same  time 
the  Orst  sentence  quoted  above  also  Indi- 
cates that  other  conflicts  In  Interests  are 
proscribed. 

In  Fortieth  Opinions  of  Attorney  General, 
page  168  ( 1942) ,  the  chief  signal  officer  of  the 
Army  was  In  need  of  experienced  communl- 
caUons  personnel  to  act  as  liaison  officers 
between  the  War  Department  and  large  prl- 
Tate  corporations  In  the  communications 
Industry.  The  duty  of  such  officers  would 
be  to  advise  the  Department  as  to  commu- 
nications services,  facilities,  and  technical 
personnel  avaUable  within  the  corps  lo  ques- 
tion and  to  advise  the  corps  of  the  needs 
and  plans  of  the  War  Department  for  com- 
munication service.  These  officers  would  not 
have  any  direct  connection  with  purchase  of 
procurement,  of  supplies  or  service,  for  the 
Military  Establishment  but  the  nature  of 
their  duties  would  be  such  that  their  advice 
might  Influence  the  procurement  activities 
of  the  Department  with  relation  to  the  corps 
In  question.  In  several  Instances,  the  only 
avaUable  person  was  an  officer  and  stock- 
holder of  the  corporation  Vlth  which  he 
would  maintain  liaison  and  It  was  proposed 
that  such  person  would  retain  his  status  as 
such  officer  or  stockholder  and  also  receive 
a  portion  of  his  compensation  as  an  officer 
or  stockholder  and  also  receive  a  portion  of 
his  compensation  as  an  officer  of  the  cor- 
poration whUe  on  duty  as  an  officer  of  the 
Army.  The  Attorney  General  stated  that  the 
legality  and  propriety  of  the  proposed  hiring 
was  so  doubtful  that  the  employment  should 
not  be  made.     He  said  (pp.  170-171)  : 

—This  statute  Is  penal  In  nature.  Under 
esUbllshed  rules  of  construction  It  should 
be  strictly  construed.  But  the  rule  of  strict 
construction  must  not  be  applied  to  defeat 
the  manifest  purpose  of  the  statute  {United 
States  v.  Corbett  (215  U.  S.  233) ). 

"No  man  can  serve  two  masters.  The 
■tatute  In  question  U  clearly  grounded  on 
this  assumption.  Its  manifest  purpose  Is 
such  that  any  attempt  to  reconcile  It  with 
the  propoeed  employment  runs  into  difficul- 
ties •  •  •.  No  matter  how  high  are  the 
motives  of  the  Army  officer  who  advises,  he  Is 
likely  as  a  realistic  matter  to  be  consciously 
or  unconsciously  Influenced  by  the  fact  that 
his  actions  may  beneflt  the  corporation  of 
which  he  Is  an  officer  and  stockholder.  To  a 
degree  his  salary  as  an  officer  of  the  corpora- 
tion would  be  affected  by  whether  his  advice 
leads  the'  War  Department  to  enter  Into  a 
procurement  contract  with  his  company.  To 
a  larger  degree  hla  share  In  the  earnings  of 
the  corporation  as  a  stockholder  would  be 
affected  by  his  advice. 

"The  advice  of  the  officer  would  probably 
also  materially  Influence  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  the  contracts  entered  Into  with  his 
company.  Conflict  between  the  Interest  of 
the  United  States,  the  Interests  of  the  cor- 
poration and  the  Interests  of  the  Army 
officer  as  an  officer  and  stockholder  of  the 
corporation  are  more  than  likely  to  arise. 
Such  conflicts  and  resiilts  were  doubtless  in- 
tended to  be  avoided  by  the  statute.  In  this 
case,  the  officer  would  clearly  be  a  person 
'directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  in  the  pe- 
cuniary profits'  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  8o  too,  the  degree  of  relationship 
of  the  oacer  to  the  procurement  process 
would  be  such  as  to  constitute  'the  trans- 
action of  business  with  such  corporation'  as 
used  In  the  statute.  It  was  the  obvious  pur- 
pose of  the  statute  to  prevent  an  officer  of 
the  X7nltcd  8tat««  from  transacting  business 


with  a  corporation  In  such  a  way  that  his 
action  might  result  In  direct  or  Indirect  per- 
sonal pecuniary  beneflt  to  the  officer."  (See 
14  Op.  Atty.  Gen.  482.) 

The  Attorney  General  also  held  that  the 
arrangement  would  violate  what  Is  now  sec- 
tion 1914. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  have  been  interested 
in  the  argument  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  with  respect  to  the 
indirect  interest  of  Mr.  Wilson,  which  the 
Senator  evidently  says  falls  within  the 
purview  of  section  4  of  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934.  I  do  not  thinlc  the 
Senator  has  made  himself  very  clear  on 
that  point,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
this  question:  Docs  the  Senator  hold 
that  the  retention  of  the  stocks  of  Gen- 
eral Motors  by  the  family  of  Mr.  Wilson 
constitutes  such  indirect  interest  as  is 
contemplated  by  the  statute? 

Mr.  MORSK  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Supreme  Court  rule  on  that  question 
some  day. 

Mr.  COOPER.  But  does  the  Senator 
himself  say  that  it  falls  within  the  terms 
of  the  statute? 

Mr.  MORSK  I  would  not  have  any 
hesitancy  in  making  that  argument  be- 
fore the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Does  the  Senator  have 
any  legal  authority  to  the  effect  that 
there  has  been  such  a  holding? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  now  in  the  process 
of  presenting  my  legal  authorities.  I 
have  just  inserted  in  the  Record  a  mem- 
orandum dealing  with  the  legal  questions 
involved. 

Mr.  COOPER.  T  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  another  question,  because  this  is 
an  interesting  argument. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  also  in- 
volved in  the  question  is  the  indirect  in- 
terest of  Mr.  Wilson  that  grows  out  of 
the  pension.  If  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky and  I  were  receiving  pensions  from 
some  company,  I  have  a  suspicion,  know- 
ing the  Senator  as  I  know  him 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
explain  the  situation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  all  in  a  friendly 
way,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator. 

I  think  we  would  scan  the  stock  re- 
ports of  the  company  each  morning.  I 
think  that  if  we  were  receiving  a  pension 
from  some  company,  we  would  not  blind 
ourselves  to  the  rise  and  fall  of  the  stock 
of  that  company  on  the  stock  exchange. 
I  would  call  that  at  least  an  indirect  in- 
terest. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  know  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  is  a  very  good  lawyer, 
and  I  think  he  understands  the  point  I 
am  trying  to  reach,  so  again  I  return  to 
my  question. 

In  contemplation  of  this  statute  and 
its  terms,  particularly  the  words  "in- 
direct interest,"  does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  hold  that  the  retention  of  stock 
by  the  family  of  Mr.  Wilson,  or  the  af- 
finity of  interest,  which  the  Senator  has 
spoken  of — the  relationship  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son as  a  former  director  and  ofiBcer.  and 
his  association  with  the  officers  of  the 
company — constitutes  an  indirect  in- 
terest within  the  meaning  of  the  statute? 

Mr.  MORSE  I  hold  that  it  is  clearly 
within  the  spirit  and  Intent  of  the  law. 
based  upon  such  a  set  of  facts  as  is  found 
In  this  case. 


I  think  that  the  Court  would  probably 
gay— and  I  hesitate  to  make  this  as  a 
prophecy,  because  as  a  lawyer  the  Sena- 
tor knows  that  legal  prophecy  is  dan- 
gerous— "We  must  look  at  the  facts  and 
circumstances  in  each  case  to  determine 
whether  or  not  they  constitute  in  fact  an 
Indirect  interest  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute." 

Mr.  COOPER.  But  at  this  stage  there 
has  been  no  holding  on  the  question,  but 
the  Senator  Is  merely  stating  his  own 
views  as  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  doing  that  but  I 
am  also  inserting  in  the  Record  legal 
opinions  which  I  think  support  an  in- 
ference that  in  such  a  case  as  this  one 
an  indirect  interest  within  the  meaning 
of  the  statute  is  involved. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  was  my  understanding 
that,  as  of  the  date  his  nomination  was 
confirmed.  Mr.  Wilson  was  divesting 
himself  of  all  his  stocks,  and  also  taking 
a  cash  settlement  with  respect  to  all 
pensions  and  all  profits  in  the  future. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  understanding  i« 
that  the  proposed  transaction  had  noth- 
ing to  do  witli  his  pension  as  such,  but 
related  only  to  any  future  stocks  which 
miRht  be  involved  in  a  payment  in  con- 
nection with  a  bonus  plan. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  Mr.  Wilson  would  be  completely 
separated  from  General  Motors,  and 
that  he  would  divest  himself  of  all  the 
stock,  and  would  take  a  cash  settlement 
as  of  the  date  his  nomination  was  con- 
firmed, for  any  interest  or  any  beneflt 
derived  from  General  Motors.  If  that 
is  not  the  situation,  I  should  like  to  be 
informed.  However,  it  is  my  under- 
standing that,  as  of  the  date  the  Senate 
confirms  Mr.  Wilsons  nomination.  Mr. 
Wilson  will  no  longer  have  any  lieneflt 
or  interest,  and  cannot  enjoy  any  further 
beneflt  from  General  Motors. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  respectfully 
to  my  friend  from  Minnesota  that  I  do 
not  reach  the  same  conclusion  from  the 
record  that  he  reaches.  The  burden  of 
my  argument  today  is  that  there  are  in- 
direct interests  still  accruing  to  Mr. 
Wilson.  As  I  recall  the  record,  the  stock 
bonus  plan  provided  for  payments  in 
stock  over  the  next  few  years.  After 
urging  by  the  committee,  and  particu- 
larly Senator  Russell,  Mr.  Wilson  at- 
tempted to  arrange  for  a  present  pay- 
ment in  lieu  of  future  bonus  payments. 
But  as  we  argue  here,  as  of  this  moment, 
there  has  been  no  settlement  of  the  bonus 
issue.  We  are  asked  to  confirm  the 
nomination  of  a  man  without  any  settle- 
ment having  been  made  of  the  bonus 
issue. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Durr 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan? 

Mr,  MORSE.     I  yield. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  think  the  record 
Is  clear  that  the  amount  of  the  pension 
has  been  determined.    The  settlement  is 
to  be  in  cash. 
Mr.  MORSE.     How  much? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  cannot  give  the 
exact  figure,  but  it  is  in  the  record. 
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Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr,  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 
Mr.    HENDRICKSON.    The    Senator 
from  Michigan  is  quite  correct. 

Mr.    FERGUSON.     The   amount   has 
been  determined.    There  will  be  no  in- 
crease.   All    premiums    were    paid,    so 
there  will  be  no  premiums  to  pay  in  the 
future;  and  the  amount  has  been  deter- 
mined in  cash.    The  same  is  true  as  to 
the  bonus.    The  stock  has  been  deter- 
mined to  be  of  a  certain  value  at  present. 
Ihat  amount   is   to   be   paid   in   cash. 
There  will  be  no  dividends  on  the  stock, 
and  Mr.  Wilson  will  have  no  beneficial 
interest  whatever  in  any  future  shares 
of  stock,  or  any  profits  of  the  company. 
Mr.  THYE    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.    Let  me  say  to  the  distin- 
guished  Senator   from   Oregon   that   I 
read  the  record  as  submitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  fMr.  Salton- 
sT.^LLl  to  all  Members  of  the  Senate  as 
of  Saturday.     I  read  it  over  the  week- 
end.   I  am  very  much  concerned  over 
this  nomination,  as  any  other  Member 
of  the  Senate  should  be  when  such  a  vital 
question  as  this  is  raised  in  connection 
with  the  decision  which  we  must  make. 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son was  divesting  himself  of  all  interest 
whatsoever  in  General  Motors,  and  I 
thought  Mr.  Wilson  was  making  a  terrific 
.sacrifice  in  order  to  qualify  himself  for 
the  job.    If  Mr.  Wilson  were  not  a  pa- 
triotic man.  and  if  he  did  not  see  the 
danger  to  the  future  security  of   the 
United  States  involved  in  continuance 
of  tremendous  defense  expenditures.  I 
que-stion  whether  he  would  have  divested 
himself  of  all  the  earning  ability  which 
lie  enjoyed  in  connection  with  General 
Motors.    I  read  the  record  as  carefully 
as  it  was  possible  for  me  to  read  it.    I 
am  not  a  lawyer,  but  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  if  the  gentleman  said  he 
would  take  a  cash  settlement  for  any 
claim  that  was  due  him  from  General 
Motors,  as  of  the  date  the  Senate  con- 
firmed his  appointment.  I  would  be  in  a 
position  to  vote  for  confirmation  of  the 
nomination,  and  I  intend  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  read  a  couple  of 
paragraphs  from  the  record. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  read  from  page  146  of 
the  hearings: 

Chairman  Saltonstall.  We.  who  are  down 
here,  do  understand  some  of  that  language. 
Now  we  would  like  to  let  you  go  Just  as  soon 
as  possible.    That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  WiLsow.  That  U  true,  and  I  promised 
Senator  Russet.l  that  I  would  make  another 
efTort  to  see  what  I  could  do. 

Now.  Just  as  I  was  about  to  leave  after  you 
called  me.  I  got  the  call  back  from  New  York. 
The  legal  counsel  of  the  bonus  and  salary 
committee  of  General  Motors  that  has  this 
responsibility,  after  considerable  discussion, 
said  that  he  would  be  willing  to  recommend 
to  the  members — and  there  are  five  members 
of  it,  and  he  Is  the  legal  counsel;  he  is  not 
coun.sel  of  General  Motors:  he  Is  a  separate 
Independent  attorney — he  said  he  would  be 
willing  to  recommend  to  the  oonunlttee  that 
they  immediately  exchange  the  stock  that 
theoretically  I  will  get  someday.  Into  cash  at 
the  present  market. 

Now.  If  they  did  that,  then  thla  thing 
would  be  all  cleared  up. 


Senator  Russell.  I  think  that  Is  prefer- 
able. Mr.  Wilson,  If  you  will  permit  me  to 
Interrupt  you. 

Mr.  Wilson.  I  can't  say  they  will  vote  for 
that,  but  I  have  got  the  legal  counsel's  word 
that  he  will  recommend  that  to  the  comnalt- 
tee. 

There  Is  one  more  thing  I  thought  about, 
and  I  don't  know  that  legally  I  could  do  It. 
Maybe  I  will  get  myself  Into  some  other  trou- 
ble, but  I  might  be  able  to  sell  short  the 
number  of  shares.  Then,  if  the  stock  went 
up  I  would  have  to  make  It  up  personally, 
because  I  would  have  to  deliver  it  to  some- 
body some  day,  and  the  dividends  or  the 
dividend  equivalents  that  I  would  get  would 
have  to  be  paid  over  to  the  people  that 
bought  the  stock  which  I  sold  short. 

Now,  I  never  was  much  Inclined  to  that 
short-sale  business.  I  guess  I  am  sort  of  an 
optimist  anyway,  but  that  Is  one  thing  that 
has  been  pointed  out  to  me  that  maybe  I 
could  do,  but  I  can't  tell  you  men  today  that 
I  can  do  It  because  It  might  be  Illegal.  It  Is, 
While  I  am  president  of  General  Motors,  or 
have  any  relation  with  General  Motors.  I 
know  that.  I  am  not  supp>osed  to  sell  stocks 
short,  and  I  don't  know  whether  as  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  I  ought  to  sell  stock  short  In 
a  company. 

Tou  men  ml^ht  take  the  position,  then, 
that  I  wouldn't  even  give  General  Motors 
a  fair  break  because  I  might  be  trying  to 
help  myself  on  the  short  sale.  You  have  got 
me  a  little  confused,  but  I  will  work  at  It. 

I  Just  want  to  tell  all  of  you  I  amt  going  to 
do  my  very  best  to  do  what  you  men  think 
I  ought  to  do  to  completely  qualify  on  this 
technical  side. 

Now  you  still  have  a  decision  to  make  up 
your  mind  whether  you  want  me  or  not. 
That  is  something  different,  but  I  will  clear 
that  technicality  as  very  best  I  can.  I  am 
so  far  In  now,  one  little  thing  more  or  less 
now  Is  nothing. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  As  I  stated  In  my 
remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
morning,  Mr.  Wilson  has  stated  to  me, 
and  I  am  authorized  to  state  on  the 
floor,  that  Mr.  Sloan  has  advised  him 
that  the  advice  of  the  counsel  will  be 
accepted,  and  that  the  amount  will  be 
paid  In  cash. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Has  It  been  paid? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No;  but  it  will  be 
paid.  I  think  the  record  shows  that  the 
matter  Is  to  be  closed  by  April  1. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  First  let  me  reply  to 
the  Senator  from  Michigan.  My  first 
comment  is  that  Mr.  Sloan  is  only  one 
member  of  the  committee.  One  mem- 
ber has  made  a  certain  statement. 
But  the  fact  remains  that  the  arrange- 
ment is  still  in  futuro. 

My  second  comment  is  that,  as  of  the 
present  time,  the  transaction  has  not 
been  completed.  We  are  asked  to  con- 
firm the  nomination  before  the  fact, 
rather  than  after  the  fact.  In  my  judg- 
ment the  bonus  proposal  amounts  to  a 
request  for  special  treatment  by  General 
Motors,  which  In  itself  is  unwise  because 
It  raises  a  question  as  to  the  propriety 
of  a  Cabinet  designee  seeking  special 
treatment  from  a  private  company. 
When  this  nomination  is  voted  upon  by 
the  Senate  Mr.  Wilson  ought  already  to 
be  In  a  situation  in  which  he  fully  com- 
piles with  the  law.  As  of  this  moment 
he  docs  not  comply.  There  is  an  old 
saying  that  "There  is  many  a  slip  'twixt 


the  cup  and  the  Up."  That  is  so  often 
true.  We  are  dealing  with  the  public's 
business.  I  believe  that  only  when  Mr. 
Wilson  complies  with  the  law,  and  not 
one  second  before  lie  complies,  should  we 
consider  confirmation  of  his  nomination. 
For.  if  we  confirm  today,  he  will  enter 
upon  duty  tomorrow  and  we  must  be 
assured  that  he  will  have  no  conflicting 
Interests  when  he  takes  his  oath  of  ofBce. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  a  question.  If  he 
were  In  Mr.  Wilson's  position  and  had 
the  stock  to  dispose  of.  would  he  see  fit 
to  dispose  of  It  without  knowing  what  the 
action  of  the  Senate  was  to  be  even 
though  he  did  dispose  of  it? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
assure  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that 
if  I  had  been  in  Mr.  Wilson's  position 
I  would  not  have  waited  the  weeks  he 
has  waited  to  put  myself  into  the  posi- 
tion— if  I  wanted  to  stand  on  a  tech- 
nicality— of  complying  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law.  But  more  important 
than  that,  if  I  had  been  in  his  piosition. 
I  will  tell  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
I  would  have  said  to  the  President-elect 
of  the  United  States,  "In  my  judgment, 
because  of  my  afBnIty  of  feeling  for 
General  Motors  I  do  not  believe  it  Is 
wise  for  me,  from  the  standpoint  of  your 
best  interests  as  President-elect,  to  ac- 
cept this  nomination  for  this  particular 
post." 

I  would  have  left  It  up  to  the  Presi- 
dent-elect, if  he  wanted  me  in  his  ad- 
ministration, to  find  some  other  position 
where  the  suspicion  which  I  believe  will 
always  hover  around  Mr.  Wilson's  head 
under  these  circumstances  would  n-jver 
have  arisen. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  have 
to  say  to  my  good  friend  from  Oregon 
that  no  man  In  the  position  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son could  have  been  expected  to  divest 
himself  completely  of  everything  that  he 
had  until  such  time  as  he  definitely 
knew  whether  or  not  his  nomination 
would  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  If 
Mr.  Wilson  has  assured  the  members  of 
the  committee  and  has  assured  the  pub- 
lic and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
himself  that  he  will  divest  himself  of 
everything  that  he  may  have  which  in 
any  way  would  be  of  benefit  to  him 
through  General  Motors,  I  believe  he  is 
promising  us  that  he  will  be  fully  quali- 
fied for  the  position  for  which  he  is  being 
considered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
afternooa 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Ssnator  from  Min- 
nesota? 

Mr.  THYE.  That  Is  my  judgment,  and 
I  exercise  my  judgment  exactly  In  the 
same  way  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
exercises  his  judgment,  both  of  us  being 
responsible  to  the  people  of  our  respec- 
tive States  to  exercise  oiu*  best  judgment 
in  this  chamber.  That  is  my  judgment. 
What  the  judgment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  be  will  be  left  to  his  own 
discretion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  tbe  Senator  from 
MinnesoU  will  be  kind  cnoagb  to  let  me 
continue  I  wiU  tdl  him  wbat  my  judg- 
ment is.  Tike  SnMtor  Dram  MluMaota 
asked  me  for  my  qpauBet.    I  c»«t  ii  t» 
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officers  were  successful  risk-takers  and  de- 
velopers. In  the  previous  phase  of  Ameri- 
can capitalism,  a  successful  man  became  a 
bUUonalje.  Now  he  manages  a  multl-bU- 
Uon-doUar  corixjratlon  at  a  large  salary. 

Though  the  types  have  much  In  com- 
mon, the  generation  now  moving  Into  gov- 
ernment has  greater  assets  and  also.  In  some 
respects,  greater  liabilities.     Assets  and  lla- 


hls  lawyers  thought  the  law  required  In 
order  to  qualify  himself.  He  had  nothing 
to  say  about,  how  much  that  had  cost  him, 
or  about  whether  he  was  making  a  sacrifice. 
And  while  he  is  by  no  means  a  pauper  today, 
he  must  have  given  up  a  lot  of  money  In 
fact  and  on  paper. 

The  main  pxilnt  Is  that  there  was  no  doubt 
at  all  in  anyone's  mind  that  he  had  a  posi- 
tive and  informed  understanding  of  the  spirit 
of  the  law.  and,  moreover,  that  here  was  a 
lucid,  a  rational,  and  Indeed,  a  commanding 
figure  who  would  add  great  strength  and 
confidence  to  the  new  administration. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  an  article  entitled  'Businessmen 
in  Government:   The  New  AdminLstra- 


do  not  say  so.  They  have  had  to  operate 
their  businesses  In  the  presence  of  public 
opinion— and  in  the  framework  of  an  un- 
recognized but  very  real  Government  struc- 
ture. The  size  of  their  companies  made 
them  so  clearly  a  part  of  the  American  eco- 
nomic structure  that  they  could  not  behave 
as  though  unemployment,  the  high  cost  of 
living,  or  even  national  foreign  policy  wtre 
not  their  concern.  President  Roosevelt  made 
the  point  that  America  could  not  run  half 
boom  and  half  bust  and  that  the  Federal 
Gijvernment  must  assure  more  or  less  satls- 
f.ictory  conditions  Businessmen  bated  him, 
but  they  caught  his  point. 

In  like  degree,  these  men  absorbed  (though 
they  did  not  announce)  the  fact  that  the 
Government  was  an  essential  factor  In  their 
own  business.  They  Inveighed  against 
planned  economy.  But  they  plai^ned  the 
economies  of  their  own  Industries  wherever 
they  could,  and  when  necessary  they  invoked 
Government  intervention  to  help  them  do  It. 

Though  the  fact  Is  little  realized  even  In 
business   circles,    twentieth    century    Amerl- 


^  «'.*rt>^«s?'^i:"dL'SlS-  sr.°iir.rr^--ar'°-'°""*  z^\T^:%:,^i^r\uri^^c.^.ii 

ion.    Mr.  Wilson  should  have  dlsquali-  ^jj^^^^^^'s  difficulties  with  the  eom- 

fled  himself  for  this  Job.  mlttee  came  primarily  from  his  apparent  un- 

Mr.   President.    I   should   also   like   to  awareneea  of   the   natvire  of   the  law.   frora 

add  that  Mr.  Wilson  has  retained  stock  the  suriwlBlng  fact  that  he  had  not  taken 

in  other  businesses,  too.  including  stock  adequate   legal   advice,   that   his   conscience 

in   two   banks   which   do   business   with  in  this  field  was  not  sufficlcnUy  instructed. 
General  Motors.    I  have  not  heard  any-        That  this  was  the  essence  of  the  matter 

vjcuciBi  iwwwio.  a*rw»fc-  was  shown  In  the  quick,  unquestioned  and 

thing  about  his  gettmg  rid  ^that  Stock.  ^^J^^^^flrmation   of   the   new   secretary  .  _  ^  ^^  ,    ^^  , 

Now.  going  back  to  the  questions  of  the  ^^  ^^^^  Treasury      Mr.  Humphrey   Is   also  a      billtles    alike    differ    from    thoee    of    their 

Senator   from   Kentucky    [Mr.   Cooper],  blg-buslness  man  with  very  large  interests,      predecessors  of  a  generation  ago.    "^e  com- 

I   Wish   to   say   to   my  good  friend   that  He  had  no  trouble  of  any  kind.    The  reason      parlson  is  a  study  In  the  evolution  of  Amerl- 

I  do  not  consider  the  legal  memorandum  he  did  not  have  any  trouble  is  quite  plain      can  capitalism. 

which  I  have  inserted  as  being  on  the  to  anyone  who  reads  his  testimony   before  on  the  c*zdtt  sidb 

nose    IAS  we  lawyers  say,  but  I  believe  it  the  senate  committee  on  Finance.  Q^  ^j^p  ^.^pjjit  gjjjp  n^ugt  be  counted  the 

to  be  Of  sufficient  application  to  the  prob-  Mr.  Humphrey  had  made  a  careful  study      ,^^^  tjj^t  the  present  group  have  been  pro- 

ISTto  c^  me  tS^old  to  the  opinion     ?rmm%"he'iirwrh';:.'L"'a"maue?o5     '-^'-'^  ^"^'"^"  ^'""^""'-  *^°"«*^  ''''' 

which  I  have  expressed  here  today  that      ,^^    somewhat  special  for  the  secretary  of 

as  a  matter  of  law  Mr.  Wilson  still  has      ^1^^   Treasury.     Mr.    Humphrey    knew    what 

such  an  indirect  interest  in  General  Mo-     the  law  is.  and  why  it  is  what  it  is,  and 

tors  as  to  disqualify  him  for  this  posi-      he   had   taken   all  the  steps   which  he   and 

lion. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  an  article  entitled 
"The  Conflict  of  Interest."  written  by 
Walter  Lippmann,  and  published  in  his 
syndicated  article  Today  and  Tomorrow. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

COWFLICT    or    INTEKEST 

(By  Walter  Lippmann) 

The  lasting  Importance  of  the  Wilson  case 
may  be  In  the  light  It  throws  on  the  appli- 
cation of  the  ancient  principle,  well  known 
already  to  the  Romans,  that,  as  the  Bible 
puts  it,  no  man  can  serve  two  masters. 
This  principle  has  been  recognized  for  cen- 
turies in  the  law  of  the  English-speaking 
world,  and  repeatedly  it  has  been  enacted 
in  ptatutes.  The  one  which  Mr.  Wilson  has 
had  to  meet  was  first  enacted,  so  I  am  told, 
in  1863  and  reenacted  In  1948. 

While  the  rule  against  conflicting  Interests 
is,  one  might  say,  a  self-evident  moral  prin- 
ciple. Its  application  to  concrete  cases  Is  not 
always,  perhaps  not  often,  self-evident.  The 
Wilson  case  revealed  more  clearly  than  ever 
before  the  complexities  of  applying  the  law. 
It  was  shown  during  this  past  week.  I  think, 
that  the  rule  does  not  mean  merely  that  a 
man  can  qualify  for  public  office  by  meeting 
certain  precise,  objective  specifications.  For 
the  specifications  cannot  always  be  spelled 
out  precisely.  The  rule  necessarily  Includes 
the  question  of  his  subjective  attltube  toward 
the  principles  and  the  significance  of  the 
rule  itself. 

Mr.  Wilson's  Interests  in  the  Ganeral  Mo- 
tors Corp.  are  not  only  extensive  but  they 
are  so  Intimately  a  part  of  his  life  that  there 
is  nothing  he  could  do  which  would  elim- 
inate all  the  theoretical  possibilities  of  a 
conflict  of  Interest.  It  is  because  a  theoreti- 
cal conflict  of  Interest  must  Inevitably  exist 
for  him.  as  Indeed  for  any  man  of  large 
affairs — be  he  a  businessman,  a  politician,  or 
the  member  of  some  profession — that  his  per- 
sonal philosophy  and  attitude  is  so  impor- 
tant. This  Is  the  kind  of  rule  of  law  which 
cannot  be  enforced  fully  unless  in  the  s\!btler 
c^ses.  which  are  the  most  difficult  and  yet 
the  most  significant,  the  man  enforces  It 
upon  himself. 

Mr.  Wilson's  stock  prevented  him  from 
qualifying  for  Secretary  of  Defense  under 
the  letter  of  the  law,  as  the  lawyers  In  the 
Senate  understand  that  law.  But  what 
troubled  the  Senate  was  whether  Mr.  WUson 
understood  fully  the  spirit  of  the  law.  No- 
body thought  that  Mr.  Wilson  would  do  one 
thing  rather  than  another  as  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  order  to  augment  the  profits  of 
General  Motors  or  the  value  of  his  shares. 
EverytKJdy  knew  that  in  any  conflict  of  Inter- 
est between  the  national  defense  and  the 


tion,"  publi.^hed  in  the  February  3,  1953.      can   car  l^^l'sm   is   increasingly   a  system   of 

issue  of  tht'  Reporter.  Government-industry  planning   of   national 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article     scope,    oil.  for  example,  runs  on  a  price-sta- 


was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

BUSINESSNLEN  IN  GOVERNMENT;    THE  NeW 
ADMlNISTRATiCN 

(By  A.  A.  Berle.  Jr.) 

In  the  20  years  between  the  exit  of  Presi- 
dent Hoover  and  the  inauguration  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower,  American  Government  has 
come  full  circle.  The  new  Republican  Ad- 
ministration is  repeating  with  surprising 
fidelity  the  [Wttern  of  President  Hoover  a 
government  of  big  business,  manned  by  bii< 
business.  Fiom  this  world.  Eisenhower,  Wde 
Hoover  before  him,  has  chosen  first-raters. 
All  have  outtitanding  records  of  honesty  and 
achievement  in  business;  all  have  records  of 
Integrity.  But  there  are  solid  reasons  for 
believing  President  Elsenhower's  govern- 
ment will  not  be  a  repetition  of  Hoovers — 
save  perhaps  in  slogans.  Striking  as  are  the 
similarities,  th-jre  are  deep  and  fundameiituJ 
differences. 

For  Big  Business,  1953  Is  not  the  same  as 
Big  Business  1929.  Its  representative  men 
have  grown  ;n  a  different  stand  of  timber. 
In  Hoover's  lime  they  represented  property 
and  ownership.  Now  they  represent  jx)wer 
and  administration.  Hoover  was  the  owner 
of  large  enterprises;  Andrew  Mellon,  his 
Treasury  Secretary,  was  the  dominant  stock- 
holder In  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  Gulf 
Oil  Co.,  and  a  string  of  related  enterprises. 
Eisenhower's  team  are  not  owners.  They 
have  brilliant  records  as  salaried  adminis- 
trators. Oeorjce  M.  Humphrey  Is  head  of  the 
company  which  bears  the  ancient  political 
name  of  Mark  Hanna,  President  McKlnley's 
old  campaign  manager;  C.  E.  Wilson  and 
Roger  Kyes.  respectively  Secretary  and  Dep- 
uty Secretary  of  Defense,  are  top-ranking 
ofllclala  In  General  Motors:  Randolph  Burgess 
and  Robert  Cutler  are  products  of  big  banks; 
and  BO  straight  down  the  line.  Like  most 
blg-buslness  men  of  today,  they  are  profes- 


bilizatlon  plan,  the  heart  of  which  U  the  in- 
terstate oil  compact,  signed  by  all  the  great 
oil-producing  States  (except  California)  and 
peiiodically  approved  by  Congress.  Under 
It.  the  Bureau  of  Mines  estimates  the  Amer- 
Icfin  con.sumptlon  retjulrements.  the  great 
oil-produclni^  States  allocate  production  to 
fit  the  specifications,  and  the  Federal  Con- 
nally  Hot  Oil  Act  makes  shipment  of  un- 
allocated oil  a  criminal  cffense.  Oil  refin- 
eries enforce  the  plan  by  declining  to  buy 
crude  oil  produced  In  violation  of  the  ar- 
rangement. 

This  scheme  was  worked  out  not  by  New 
Dea'.er.s  but  by  the  oil  Industry  Itself.  Steel 
has  been  operating  under  a  similar  though 
less  well  worked  out  plan  compelled  by  the 
steel  shortage  in  1946-47.  It  took  form  un- 
der the  Voluntary  Allocation  Act  passed  (in- 
terestingly enough,  at  the  Instance  of  Sena- 
tor TArr)  in  that  year.  That  act  expired,  but 
ihe  scheme  was  perpetuated  in  the  present 
Defense  Production  Act.  Dozens  of  other 
schemes,  from  aluminum  to  sugar,  operate 
under  special  legislation  or  under  the  present 
Defense  Production  Act.  Evolving  these 
plans  has  meant  constant  contact  between 
big-business  men  and  the  Government,  with 
frequent  a;  peals  by  Ixjth  sides  to  public 
opinion. 

Finally,  as  of  now.  the  overpowering  sta- 
bilizing factor  (if  it  is  stabilizing)  U  the  fact 
that  Government  is  the  chief  customer  of  big 
business  in  practically  all  fields  from  alkali 
to  zinc,  from  electronic  equipment  to  ships 
and  socks.  This  stabilization,  bom  first  of 
war  and  now  of  rearmament,  has  caused  a 
massive  Interrrilxture  of  political  and  busi- 
ness action.  Under  it,  the  13  years  since 
1940  have  been  a  period  of  the  greatest  re- 
corded development  of  the  American  econ- 
omy. Business  and  the  public  alike  depend 
on  its  continuance.  So  far  as  economics 
goes,  the  country  is  as  well  satisfied  with  its 
lot  as  Americans  ever  are. 
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But  to  do  this,  the  ABMtican  bwalnc 
has  had  to  be  in  WMtalngtoo.  «t  ehambw  oC 
commerce  ineetlnc».  or  on  the  »lr.  Hla  put>> 
Ilc-reUtlonn  etafl  hM  lieen  ■teMllly  taUnc  a 
hand  in  dUcuaalona  ol  poUtlcal  thiBory:  ap- 
peal from  a  failure  of  govertuiMntal  cooper- 
ation (as  the  buatneauian  saw  it)  waa  taken 
to  the  public  )uat  ai  politician*  appeal  an 
adverae  decision  of  Coagresa  to  the  fraaa 
roou.  The  luoceasful  administrator  of  a 
large  corporation  has  been.  wlUy-nlily.  a 
type  of  poUtldan.  ThU  Is  a  good  Introduc- 
tion to  GoTemment  Ufe. 

Such  was  not  the  cuitom  of  the  older  gen- 
era Uon.  The  great  capitalist-owners  of  the 
day  of  Andrew  Mellon  or  the  eVder  Morsan 
kept  away  from  the  public.  The  late  George 
F.  Baker  rejoiced  In  th»  fact  that  in  60  years 
he  had  made  only  two  ipeechea.  each  of  them 
not  more  than  a  cou|ila  of  aentenoaa  long. 
Contrast  thU  with  Ilenjamln  Falrleas  or 
Clarenoe  RandaU.  campaigning  In  season 
and  out  for  the  poaltion  of  the  steel  com- 
panies during  the  steel  crisis,  or  with  Gen- 
eral Motors,  malnUlnlng  for  years  a  weekly 
broadcast  over  a  national  network  to  explain 
Its  political  philosophy  and  Ideas  and  to  ex- 
hort Americans  to  support  the  leadership 
offered  by  American  business. 

On  the  credit  side  also  mtut  be  coTinted 
the  scientific  educat.on  which  American 
businessmen  have  thoroughly  accepted. 
There  is  still  complaLat  by  the  plant  men 
against  the  "long-hair«id  know-how  boys"  In 
the  lat>oratory  and  research  departments. 
But  the  mathematlcla:i8.  the  physicists,  the 
esoteric  research  men  lU'e  no  longer  discard- 
ed as  Impractical.  "I'he  General  Electric 
laboratory  Is  one  of  Uie  great  scientific  in- 
stitutions of  the  world.  The  abstract  sci- 
entist now  U  subsidised  in  universities,  by 
research  grants  made  Li  volume  by  the  hard- 
est-boiled boards  of  corporate  directors. 
Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co..  In  endowing  a  fel- 
lowship In  petroleum  exploration  science  at 
Harvard,  announced  that  "the  petroleum  In- 
dustry was  founded  on  the  vision  and  knowl- 
edge of  educated  peop'e." 

The  business  philosophy  Is  that  pioduc- 
tlon  win  solve  ererytblng.  and  that  science 
and  trained  OMn  make  unlimited  production 
possible.  Honor  then  tt>  the  scientific  scholar. 
Properly  lued.  be  U  u  noble  part  of  cap- 
luust  clvlUzatlon. 

Many  Indeed  of  th-i  great  businessmen 
now  emerging  in  gove:-ninent  were  techni- 
cally trained  themselTis.  either  formally  In 
universities  or  less  fonraUy  through  training 
programs  of  the  companiee  in  which  they 
worked.  Engineers,  geologists,  chemist*, 
lawyers,  and.  occaslosvally.  renegade  unlver- 
s  ty  professor* — these  aie  the  businessmen  of 
today.  National  City  Bank  Tlce  president, 
Randolph  Burgess,  who  will  manage  the  na- 
tional debt  for  President  Elsenhower,  has  a 
Ph.  D.  in  education.  Theee  men  are  a  far 
cry  from  the  shrewd  operators,  the  sttidents 
of  the  stock  nuu-ket  who  carried  the  banner 
In  Hoover's  day.  The  wider  outlook  of  the 
new  men  will  stand  them  in  good  stead  in 
government. 

OK  THS  OniXT  SISB 

Against  these  very  large  credits  must  be 
set  some  substantial  df  bit*. 

One  of  the  great  business  virtues  may  be- 
come a  Tloe  in  certain  goTemmental  fields. 
Businessmen,  being  rational  themselves,  be- 
lieve thst  with  good  ccmtscts.  astute  han- 
dling, and  tactful  dlscuisloti.  any  difference 
can  be  bridged.  One  sector  of  American 
business  in  IMO  sincerely  believed  that  if 
we  had  "handled"  Hitler  carefully  we  could 
have  "settled  up"  the  Ltsues  leading  to  tb* 
Second  World  War.  Even  now  a  substantial 
group  believes  we  could  do  btulneas  with 
Stalin — If  only  we  w«nc  about  it  the  right 
way.  So  It  proves  in  business;  why  not  in 
foreign  affairs? 

The  UtdL.  of  course.  Is  an  understanding  of 
Intellectual  and  eapeoiaily  of  phlloaophleal 
forces.  Now  philcwqihy  1*  an  abstruse  sub- 
ject in  universilUea.  but  It  gwMrates  eur- 
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rents  that  can  set  mllUons  of  armed  men 
marching  and  tear  the  world  a|Mrt.  Ftee- 
men  could  no  more  settle  aooounts  with  Hit- 
ler and  his  Nasi  philosophers  and  can  no 
more  make  effective  arrangements  with  the 
KremJn  Communists  than  an  atheist  could 
negotiate  a  vlahls  compromlae  with  the  Pope. 
In  its  way.  the  businessman's  feeling  does 
him  credit:  Men  ought  to  be  ration&l.  But 
in  certain  ranges,  where  interests  are  un- 
limited, men's  actions  rest  on  their  value 
judgments.  Men  wUl  insist  on  dying  for 
their  country  and  their  religion  because  these 
Involve  their  lives  aiul  their  personalities. 
They  will  consider  It  ridiculous  to  die  for 
Pittsburgh  ConsoUdsted  Coal  Co.  and  the 
therapeutic  use  of  higher  interest  rates. 

They  are  right  on  both  counts :  Business  Is 
not  a  religion  exacting  loyalty  but  a  practical 
means  of  getting  the  world's  work  done. 
Here  lack  of  background  can  be  perilous. 
Should  diplomacy  exact  another  conference 
with  the  Kremlin,  there  Is  danger  that  it  wUl 
be  approached  as  though  we  were  settling  a 
lawsuit,  whereas  in  fact  It  would  be  a  mUe- 
stone  In  a  major  philosophical  and  religloua 
conflict. 

President  Franklin  Roosevelt  once  com- 
plained that  big  business  was  not  bad  but 
was  often  humanly  Illiterate.  There  is  no 
evidence  Indicating  a  change  In  that  respect. 
The  blg-buslness  men,  though  they  have  been 
In  politics,  commonly  have  not  done  the  po- 
litical work  themselves.  They  have  relied 
d^  public-relations  staffs  to  write  the 
sj^eeches.  publish  the  house  organs,  set  up 
the  press  releases  and  radio  programs,  and 
lay  out  the  propaganda  lines.  (Let  us  ex- 
clude the  lees  creditable  reaches  where  dwell 
the  Influence  buyers,  the  S-percenters,  the 
Washington  lobbyists,  and  the  political  law 
firms.)  These  men  naturally  think  pri- 
marily not  of  the  public  but  of  how  best  to 
further  general  and  specific  measures  and 
policies  servlr^g  the  financial  Interests  of 
their  companiee.  Public-relations  men  are 
commonly  more  royalist  than  the  king,  but. 
like  all  professional  propagandists,  they  con- 
vince tlielr  clients  more  than  any  other 
group. 

Their  ou^jwurlngs  make  It  clear  that  big 
business  has  not  thought  through  and  does 
not  talk  the  language  of  the  new  American 
capitalism  but  repeats  slogans  of  a  genera- 
tion ago.  The  theme  song  is  individual  ini- 
tiative— but  big  business  from  sulphur  to 
aluminum  is  more  often  than  not  urging  or 
working  under  a  national  plan  that  circum- 
scribes areas  of  freedom  and  works  on  the 
conception  of  guided  cooperation.  The  foe  is 
Government  In  business — though  this  Gov- 
ernment Is  the  largest  customer,  sometimes 
the  principal  suppUer  of  capital,  and  always 
the  ultimate  stahiUser.  Pacttially.  big  busi- 
ness Is  now  public  enterprise,  accountable  to 
the  community  that  supports  and  relies  on 
it.  But  the  social  theories  It  expounds  are 
at  complete  variance  with  actual  business 
practice  and  conditions. 

wBOBi  vaix  Kimxniscf 
Prom  this  arise  many  of  the  political  dif- 
ficulties of  business.  As  practical  men.  cor- 
poration executives  have  sought  security  of 
markete  and  prices  and  Insurance  agaiiut 
risk  for  their  concerns.  But  when  labor  and 
individuals,  who  were  in  far  more  dangeroiu 
positions,  have  sought  Instuance  against  un- 
employment and  old  age.  business  has  talked 
the  langxuige  of  lalssez  fairs  and  unsuccess- 
fully fought  social  security.  When  health 
Insvu-ance  was  proposed,  business  f  oxight  it — 
this  time  successfully.  If  an  individual  was 
benefited  by  a  public  meastire.  sttirdy  Ameri- 
canism was  being  undermined  and  creeping 
socialism  threatened  the  Republic  But  it 
was  merely  good  btislness  to  advocate  fair- 
trade  laws  to  aUow  price  fixing,  to  attack 
the  enforcement  of  the  antitrust  Isws  that 
forbade  aijissiiinnts  restraining  free  maiketa, 
and  to  pli«  for  high  tariffs  preventing  for- 
elgn  eompetltioii.  Coiparatton  theotlsU 
have  not  yet  abw»rbed  the  Idea  that  free  «s> 


terprise  for  General  Motors  means  on*  thing 
and  free  enterprise  for  Joe  Doakes  means 
quite  another. 

The  fact  is  that  the  American  economy  Is 
now  substantially  an  admicilstered  economy, 
founded  on  a  system  of  basic  Industries,  esch 
dominated  by  a  concentration  of  three  or 
four  industrial  giants,  generally  operating 
under  Nation-wide  planning.  This  writer 
does  not  share  the  horror  manifested  by  som* 
when  this  state  of  affairs  Is  revealed.  It 
seems  to  be  very  succeesful  and  to  offer  a 
sound  base  for  tremendous  futxue  advance. 
But  the  advance  must  be  translated  into  th« 
terms  of  individual  benefit  and  self-fiUflll- 
ment  and  individual  protection.  The  dognu^ 
has  generally  put  business  in  the  position  of 
fighting  against  measures  for  individual 
benefit  while  demanding  measures  for  cor- 
porate benefit  as  necessary  economic  arrange- 
ments. 

An  illustration  may  be  fouiKl  In  the  an- 
nounced policy  of  the  incoming  adminis- 
tration for  handling  Government  finance. 
The  plan  Is  to  allow  interest  rates  to  rise  to 
natural  levels.  The  theory  Is  Uiat  when  th* 
Government  borrovrs  froan  banks,  it  creates 
bank  deposits  which  are  inflationary,  while 
if  It  borrows  savings  from  the  public  at  long 
term,  the  Inflationary  effect  Is  avoided.  The 
theory  is  probably  sound;  It  Is  upheld  by 
most  economists.  But  as  a  result,  a  merchant 
will  pay  more  at  the  bank  for  his  borrowing 
and  the  home  buyer  vrlll  pay  more  Interest 
on  his  mortgage.  Long-term  Government 
bonds  will  be  Issued  at  rates  of  Interest  high- 
er than  the  standard  rate  of  recent  years. 
In  plain  arithmetic,  the  millions  who  have 
bought  Government  bonds,  either  as  Invest- 
ment or  for  patriotic  motives,  will  see  their 
bonds  go  down  in  value  because  of  the  less- 
attractive  jrleld. 

Sympathy  need  not  be  wasted  on  large 
Investors.  They  are  in  and  out  all  the  time. 
The  banks,  the  big  insurance  companies, 
and  financial  institutions  will  make  mors 
money  than  they  have  for  years.  But  for 
those  who  bought  bonds  at  Government 
urging  on  payroll  plans,  talk  about  nattiral 
economic  forces  working  toward  balance  and 
thus  avoiding  Inflation  will  not  help  much. 
They  were  not  exhorted  to  buy  to  vindicate 
economic  laws  but  because  the  country 
needed  money. 

A  purely  political  administration,  con- 
vinced that  Interest  rates  had  to  rise,  would 
moke  a  concession  to  this  feeling.  It  would 
offer  to  exchange  the  old  bonds  for  the  new 
bonds  paying  a  higher  rate  of  Interest  with 
no  loss.  This  Is  politics.  A  business  Gov- 
ernment Is  more  likely  to  leave  a  small  in- 
vestor to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  open 
market. 

WOBTOACXB  AND  TAOS 

But  that  Is  only  the  beginning.  For  th* 
Government,  allowing  the  interest  rate  to 
go  up  means  running  up  the  long-term  in- 
terest rate  everywhere.  The  greatest  indi- 
vidual impact  win  be  oil  the  borrowers  for 
homes — especially  small  onea.  There  the 
yotuig  n>an  amasses  a  modest  down  pay- 
ment and  fin^np^m  the  rest  on  a  20-year 
mortgage  or  thereabouts,  and  he  pays  the 
interest  on  that  debt  for  half  of  his  adult 
life.  To  him  the  effect  Is  to  raise  the  actual 
price  on  his  house,  and  on  his  car,  and  on 
his  icebox.  The  ramifications  of  a  rising  in- 
terest rate  are  almost  imlimited.  Banks,  th* 
money-lending  agencies,  and  others  are  pros- 
perous during  these  periods,  and  to  them 
all  is  for  the  best  in  th*  bast  of  aU  posslhl* 
worlds. 

Again,  the  business  theory  te  that  taxa- 
tion of  corporate  and  individual  incomes  I* 
now  so  high  that  It  reduce*  inoeBttve  to 
work  hard  and  make  money.  Accordingly. 
the  propa*al  1*  to  ledua 
get  in  th*  nmmmm  by  a 
Fdr  pracitenl  pmpam 
th*  prtMs  a«  asas*  ef  th*  I 
pi*  hae*  *•  bisy.    A  ssnJiaWj  o< 


:t'l' 


il: 


d 


.^1 


ill 


f 

s  I.  ■ 


■t  r\r  O 


rrkKir:ppQ.QTni^AT  RFnniin <iFMATTR 


^&Sk 


, 


u 


m 


m 
m 

i 

iiij 


'I 


i-i 


IS 


iH 


554 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  26 


Inflation    is    not   more    expensive    to  them 
tban  the  original  disease. 

The  point,  of  wnirse.  Is  simple.  To  the 
buslneasman.  business  U  an  agency  for  pro- 
duction and  distribution.  The  leas  it  ts  used 
as  a  tax-collecting  agency,  the  greater  the 
freedom  of  action  of  the  directors.  They 
are  stue  they  can  handle  the  money  more 
wisely  in  the  general  intereat  than  the  Oov- 
ernment  can.  Free  enterprise  to  them  means 
free  enterprise  for  corporation  managers. 
Obviously  the  freedom  of  choice  for  the  In- 
dividual Is  reduced;  a  sales  tax  means  that 
he  can  buy  less  and  so  is  more  restricted. 

This  Illiteracy  runs  through  the  whole 
'•ne  of  corporate  propaganda.  Individuals, 
it  Is  said,  think  too  much  of  security — Amer- 
icans ought  to  like  taking  rUks.  reaping 
rpwards  for  courage,  initiative,  etc.  But 
the  corporation  never  runs  «m  avoidable 
risk.  It  will  stabilize  prices,  wlU  adjust 
production  to  consumption  wherever  pos- 
sible, will  Invoke  the  help  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  time  of  trouble.  The  corporate 
executive  who  complains  when  his  labor 
wants  a  guaranteed  annual  wage  and  retire- 
ment pension  will  demand  for  himself  the 
xaost  elaborate  contract  and  pension  rights. 

^  mZAUSM    TXXSX78    COMMON    SEMSZ 

"  And  businessmen  have  one  great  lesson  to 
learn.  In  the  world  of  Ideas,  dreams,  and 
hopes,  and  in  the  philosophy  that  binds  mo- 
tives together  and  makes  a  democratic  gov- 
f-mment  tick,  they  are  often  so  many  chil- 
dren. In  politics,  masses  of  men  are  swayed 
by  ideas  they  consider  greater  than  them- 
ficlves.  The  American  public  knows  that  It 
reaches  for  Ideals  perhaps  not  attainable  In 
this  world:  Peace,  freedom  from  fear,  rea- 
sonable probability  that  the  children  will 
surpass  their  fathers,  a  human  society  free 
from  hatred.  Democratic  government  means 
precisely  canalizing  these  hopes  and  dreams 
and  thoughts  toward  practical  action.  The 
United  States  Government  has  been  doing 
this  since  the  days  when  Washington  and 
Madison  assaulted  the  nationalism  of  the 
Thirteen  Colonies,  when  JeOerson  Insisted 
that  education  should  be  Nation-wide,  when 
Andrew  Jackson  Insisted  that  no  part  of  the 
country,  however  new,  should  be  excluded 
from  a  share  In  the  country's  growth,  when 
Lincoln  challenged  the  vested  Interest  of 
alavery. 

Businessmen,  on  the  other  hand  (It  Is  to 
their  credit ) .  properly  limit  their  thinking. 
In  any  situation  they  try  to  find  the  com- 
mon-sense step  to  take,  going  no  farther  tban 
Is  necessary,  waiting  for  the  logic  of  events 
to  indicate  the  next  move.  Instinctively 
and.  In  their  world,  probably  rightly,  they 
dlstrxist  dreamers. 

But,  of  course,  business  does  not  need  to 
rail  on  the  higher  spiritual  qualities.  This 
Is  fair  enough.  House  organs  and  advertis- 
ing campaigns  that  Identity  the  best  Inter- 
ests of  the  company  witli  attainment  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Heaven  are  likely  to  be  laughed 
lit. 

But  now.  governing  the  United  States, 
businessmen  must  ask  people  to  act  against 
their  beet  Interests,  against  the  dictates  of 
intelligent  selfishness.  Intelligent  selfish- 
ness cannot  dictate  sacrificing  your  life  or 
your  son's  life  If  there  is  any  way  out  of  it. 
A  government  must  ask  that  men  stand  ready 
in  some  measure  to  lose  themselves  In  a 
preater  loyalty,  for  a  benefit  and  a  glory  that 
will  never  be  reflected  In  a  profit-and-lcss 
.•itatement. 

The  brilliant  group  of  bankers,  steelmas- 
ters.  Industrialists,  and  financial  lawyers  now 
Taking  over  the  Government  will  have  to 
learn  a  lesson  If  they  are  to  succeed.  The 
twentieth-century  revolution  in  American 
capitalism  transformed  private  btislness  to 
public  enterprise.  Its  aggregate  product  was 
not  an  end  in  Itself;  Its  true  end  was  to  fur- 
nish means  of  defense  and  means  of  life  for 
hundreds  of  millions.  Philosophers,  teach- 
ers, dreamers,  poets,  scholars,  artists,  actors, 
cOltors,  journalisU  strxiggle  to  give  to  that 


life  the  means  of  grace  and  the  hope  of  glory; 
without  them,  it  would  fall  apart.  Busl- 
neas  cotild  Idealize  Itself  as  a  huge  but  hum- 
ble part  of  this  endless  search:  It  has  not  yet 
learned  to  do  this. 

The  corporate  executive  now  directing 
armies,  navies,  and  air  squadrons,  exacting 
sacrifice  and  toll,  prescribing  limits  for  the 
strong,  asked  to  lunellorate  the  lot  of  the 
weak,  must  call  on  the  IdealUm  of  millions 
far  more  than  he  stresses  the  practical  ad- 
vantage to  individuals.  Otherwise  the  le- 
gions do  not  march,  the  millions  are  skepti- 
cal, the  allies  wonder,  and  the  keystone  of 
the  free  world  nc  longer  supports  Its  arch. 
Learning  thU  Is  a  mighty  lesson,  often  a  bit- 
ter one.  From  Its  splendor  and  bitterness 
will  be  distilled  the  next  phase  of  American 
life. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  corusent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  an  article  entitled  "Wilson 
Case  Bad  Start  lor  New  Administration." 
written  by  Arthur  Krock.  and  published 
in  the  New  Yoik  Times  of  January  25, 
1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  lie  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Wilson  Case  Bab  Staet  for  Nxw  Administra- 
tion— A  SPTCirtc  Law  and  a  Finc  American 
Traditton  Were  Involved  in  Dispute  Over 

THE    ApPOINTMIINT — DAMAGE    Is    NOT    IRREP- 
ARABLE 

(By  Arthur  Krock) 

Washington.  January  "24  —The  Issue  raised 
in  the  Senate  m-er  Charles  E.  Wilson  of 
Detroit,  chosen  'jy  President  Elsenhower  to 
be  Secretary  of  Defense,  arose  from  a  com- 
bination of  political  Ineptitude  In  the  Presl- 
dents  entourage  and  the  personal  quality 
described  as  "bullheadedness."  No  question 
of  personal  hont?sty  entered  in  the  contro- 
versy, which  the  President  and  Wilson 
eventually  decided  to  dispose  of  In  one  of 
the  only  two  wtys  that  became  politically 
possible  after  the  Secretary-designate  testi- 
fied as  to  his  qu£  llflcatlons  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  But  a  ques- 
tion of  ethical  sensitiveness  was  Implicit. 

The  solution  accepted  by  Wilson,  after  de- 
laying for  several  days,  while  the  irapres.slon 
grew  that  he  did  not  comprehend  the  ethical 
factor  or  even  the  law  involved,  was  to  sell 
and  give  to  his  fumlly  his  large  stock  holdings 
In  the  company  of  which  he  long  was  presi- 
dent and  also  to  surrender  his  right  to  a  stock 
bonus. .  The  only  other  solution,  as  Chairman 
Leverett  Saltonstall  of  the  committee  was 
obliged  to  inform  the  President,  was  to  nomi- 
nate another  Secretary  of  Defense. 

A  FOUa-PAlT  ISSUE 

The  heart  of  the  matter  was  composed  of 
four  parts — a  specific  law.  a  fine  American 
tradition,  the  potential  Injury  to  the  admin- 
istration, and  the  fact  that  General  Motors  is 
the  largest  contractor  for  th3  department 
concerned.  When  the  Impasse  was  broken  this 
week  end,  the  wonder  grew  that  Its  causes 
had  ever  been  allowed  to  germinate. 

1.  The  speclflo  law:  The  statute  (sec  434. 
title  18  of  the  Tj.  s.  Code),  enacted  In  1948 
by  a  Republican-controlled  Congress.  Is  quite 
clear.  It  states:  "Whoever,  being  an  officer, 
agent,  or  memb«  r  of,  or  directly  or  Indirectly 
interested  In  tte  pecuniary  pro.-ts  or  con- 
tracts of  any  corporation.  Joint-stock  com- 
pany, or  association,  or  of  any  firm  or  part- 
nership, or  other  business  entity.  Is  employed 
or  acts  as  an  oiflcer  or  agent  of  the  United 
States  for  the  transaction  of  business  with 
such  business  entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  92,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  2 
years,  or  both." 

General  Motors  has  a  battery  of  pre- 
sumably good  lawyers.  The  President,  since 
he  was  nominated,  has  been  assisted  by  other 
good  lawyers,  some  of  whom  know  politics, 
too. 


But  not  until  Senator  Harrt  F.  Btrd,  of 
Virginia,  a  Democratic  well-wisher  of  Elsen- 
hower (Btrd's  refusal  to  support  his  party's 
candidate  gave  the  electoral  votes  of  hia 
State  to  the  General » ,  called  attention  to 
the  law  did  Its  existence  elicit  any  visible 
Interest,  either  at  General  Motors  or  in  the 
headquarters  at  the  Commodore  Hotel  in 
New  York  City.  And,  even  after  the  concern 
of  the  Senate  committee  over  the  terms  of 
this  law  had  been  prominently  public  for 
several  days,  this  listless  attitude  continued. 
A  vivid  Illustration  of  the  apparent  fact  that 
Wilson  and  his  friends  either  considered  Wil- 
son atxjve  the  law  or  that  Congress  would  be 
delighted  to  modify  It  to  obtain  Wilson  s 
public  services  Is  this:  though  the  day  before 
the  Secretary-designate  was  to  be  examined 
by  the  committee  as  to  his  qualifications  a 
presidential  aide  was  asked  by  a  friendly 
Senator  to  apprise  Wilson  of  the  situation, 
the  motors  executive  showed  no  real  com- 
prehension of  the  statute  when  he  testified. 

rIME  tTNITED  STATES  TRADITIOW 

2.  A  fine  American  tradition:  Many  times 
In  the  past  men  of  large  business  or  financial 
Interests  have  been  called  to  Government 
service  and  have  sacrificed  holdings  at  great 
monetary  loss  according  to  the  Caesar's  wife 
})rlnclple.  even  when  no  law  definitely  re- 
quired It.  Their  purpose  was  not  to  allow  a 
Government  agency  and  Its  devoted  per- 
sonnel to  be  the  victims  of  suspicion,  how- 
ever basele.ss.  that  their  chief  was  serving 
two  masters.  This  was  founded  In  the  re- 
alization, which  anyone  who  has  read  the 
newspapers  knows,  that  controversies  arise 
In  administration  in  which  the  reputation  of 
the  agency  can  be  tarnished  by  the  fact  that 
Its  chief  has  made  a  decision  of  material 
value  to  some  company  with  which  he  has 
been  as.soclated  or  In  which  he  still  has  sub- 
stantial holdings.  It  Is  not  the  practice  of 
a  political  opposition  to  be  overconslderate 
at  such  times,  as  the  Republicans  demon- 
strated whenever  some  of  President  Tru- 
man's appointees  were  under  that  kind  of 
fire. 

Conforming  to  the  tradition  was  the  late 
Robert  P,  Patterson.  When  Secretary  of  War 
Stlm.son  called  him  to  the  Department  he 
was  Just  beginning  a  career  of  large  earnings 
in  the  law.  He  sold  every  conceivably  con- 
flicting interest  and  left  here  a  poor  man. 
James  A  Parley  retired  from  Government  In 
debt  because  of  his  scrupulous  obedience  to 
the  tradition.  John  Graham,  until  recently 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  sold  his 
entire  family  interest  In  a  company — his  only 
Important  iissets — when  he  was  appointed 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 
John  W  Hanes  sacrificed  a  fortune  to  become 
a  member  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  when  President  Roosevelt  and 
J.  P.  Kennedy  told  him  It  was  his  duty  to 
serve.  And  Ui  become  Under  Secretary  of 
State  In  this  administration.  Gen.  W.  Bedell 
Smith,  whose  means  are  small,  gave  up 
directorships  and  in  so  doing  was  obliged  to 
cut  his  household  staff  from  two  to  one. 

INJUTRY  TO  "CRUSADE  ' 

There  are  many  others  called  to  Govern- 
ment service  who  belong  In  the  Hat  above. 
Moreover,  when  Wilson  resisted  the  commit- 
tee view  that  the  law,  the  proprieties  and 
the  good  name  of  the  administration  re- 
quired that  he  sell  his  General  Motors  stock, 
the  amount  he  estimated  of  what  his  finan- 
cial loss  would  be  did  not  Impress  Memt>ers 
of  Congress,  who  are  paid  about  912,000  a 
year  before  taxes.  And  It  seemed  to  them 
that  Wilson  had  already  provided  abundantly 
for  his  or  any  other  family. 

3.  The  Injury  to  the  admlnUtratlon  If  Wil- 
son had  stood  pat:  A  major  note  of  the 
Elsenhower  campaign  was  a  call  for  higher 
ethical  standards  In  Washington  as  well  as 
an  attack  on  actual  corruption.  The  Gen- 
eral named  his  campaign  a  crusade  in  tes- 
timony of  his  promise  to  clean  up  the  mess, 
ethically  and  morally  as  well  as  administra- 
tively.   II  Wilson  had  insisted  on  retaining 
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his  stock  in  a«Mm  Kotiin  <ln  •ddttlon  «s 
the  large  interest  hU  wife  owaa).  and  tk« 
President  had  endoraed  UiU  by  MiMtlng  Wil- 
son's nam*  to  the  SenAta.  Ita  refusal  to  con- 
firm him  would  have  been  only  part  of  the 
political  damage  to  the  aaminlatratlon.  On 
the  first  test  the  oppoaitUm  would  haTe  been 
equipped  to  make  the  IneTlUble  eharve  that 
the  cruaade  wae  cnet  bef<are  it  began. 

4.  General  Motors'  dominance  in  deCenae 
conuacts:  For  dayi  WiUon,  nominated  to  be 
the  Government  agent  who  would  make  de- 
cisions affecting  vast  proflta  by  General  Mo- 
tors, seemed  unable  to  aee  the  bearing  of  this, 
and  tried  to  compromise  the  principle  with 
the  Senate  committee  up  to  a  few  houra  be- 
fore he  aurrendered.  But  It  U  the  plainest 
of  aU. 

The  admlnlatration  has  been  aertoualy  in- 
jured, but  not  crtUcaUy,  and  it  cim  recover. 
Wilson,  however,  has  mede  a  very  bad  start 
with  Congress,  if  not  w'.th  the  public,  that 
may  make  hU  Government  aervice  brief. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
make  a  very  brief  ref-jrenoe  to  an  inci- 
dent which  occurred  in  1942.  because  it 
has  been  reported  to  me  that  some  per- 
sons are  saying  that  out  of  the  reasons 
for  my  opposition  to  Mr.  Wilson's  con- 
firmation is  baaed  upcn  a  so-called  run- 
in  I  had  with  him  in  1943  when  I  was 
one  of  the  public  members  of  the  War 
Labor  Board. 

Of  course.  I  have  long  since  given  up 
trying  to  answer  chai*ges  of  motivation, 
because  in  that  respect  people  are  going 
to  believe  what  they  want  to  believe, 
and  if  they  do  not  like  you  they  will  be- 
lieve the  worst. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  let  the  rec- 
ord speak  for  itself.  I  now  give  a  brief 
summary  of  the  War  Labor  Board  inci- 
dent which  involved  Mr.  Wilson  in  1942. 
There  was  a  labor  d.,spute  at  that  time 
involving  General  Motors  and  its 
Prigidaire  Division. 

Mr.  Reuther.  as  I  recall,  represented 
the  General  Motors  employees,  and  a 
Mr.  Matles  represented  the  electrical 
subsidiary's  employees.  Mr.  Anderson. 
who  was  then  labor- relations  consultant 
of  General  Motors,  was  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal negotiators,  but  Mr.  Wilson  himself 
took  part  before  the  case  was  disposed 
of.  It  was  a  very  technical  case.  It  in- 
volved the  question  of  Simday  pay,  and 
whether  it  should  be  double  time  or  over- 
time payment  less  in  amoimt.  It  in- 
volved the  question  of  whether  an  ar- 
bitration award  should  be  allowed  by 
the  Board.  An  attempt— and  this  is  very 
interesting — was  made  on  the  part  of  the 
labor  representatives  on  the  Board  as 
well  as  of  the  labor  litigants  involved  in 
the  case — Mr.  Reuther  and  Mr.  Matles — 
to  get  the  Board  to  order  the  General 
Motors  and  the  sulisidiary  company  to 
pay  for  the  Sunday  work  on  the  basis  of 
what  they  claimed  the  arbitration  award 
had  decreed. 

i:>r.  George  Taylor,  the  vice  chairman 
of  the  Board,  had  jurisdiction  over  the 
case,  in  that  imder  the  procedures  of  the 
Board  various  public  members,  when 
cases  came  up  on  the  docket,  were  as- 
signed to  them  for  tiie  purpose  of  doing 
a  great  deal  of  the  preliminary  work. 
This  case  was  what  we  wotild  have  called 
a  Taylor  case.  Dr.  Taylor  made  the 
recommendation  to  the  Board  that  it 
not  vote  to  apply  the  pay  which  the 
union  was  demanding.  As  the  record 
will  show,  he  pointed  out  to  us  that  it 
was  a  very  complicated  case.    I  believe 


a  fair  InteipreUtlon  Is  that  Dr.  Taylor 
was  at  the  (^ilnioa  that  there  might  be 
some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  arbitration 
award  should  be  affirmed,  so  to  speak,  by 
the  Board.     The  Board  accepted  his 
reoommendation  unanimously.    His  rec- 
nmmmriation  was  aeoepted  unanimous- 
ly by  the  labor  monbera,  the  employer 
members,  and  the  public  members  as  I 
recall.    We  suggested  that  Dr.  Taylor 
meet  with  representatives  of  the  com- 
pany and  representatives  of  the  union. 
to  aee  whether  the  case  could  be  medi- 
ated.    That  was  a  common  practice  of 
the  Board.    In  fact,  under  the  Execu- 
tive order  imder  which  we  operated,  we 
were  charged  with  attempting  to  use  the 
peaceful  procedures  of  mediation  and 
arbitration  for  the  settlement  of  dis- 
putes, short  of  our  taking  full  Jurisdic- 
tion over  a  case.    It  was  in  the  interest 
of  all  concerned  to  try  always  to  settle 
cases  by  mediation  and  thus  avoid  a  for- 
mal hearing,  and  taking  all  the  time  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  take  in  order  to 
have  a  final  decision  made  by  the  Board. 
Of  course,  it  is  easy  now.  years  later, 
In  retrospect  not  to  appreciate  fully  the 
terrific  importance  of  the  time  element 
In  connection  with  the  handling  of  such 
major  labor  disputes  in  the  midst  of  war. 
Many  a  time  we  worked  the  clock  aroimd, 
trying  to  get  a  case  settled,  becatise  full 
production  for  an  effective  prosecution 
of  the  war  was  essential  to  the  war  effort. 
In   fact.    Mr.   President,   for   some    18 
months,  let  me  say.  I  averaged  1  night 
out  of  11  working  around  the  clock,  be- 
cause if  an  opinion  to  be  read  by  me  the 
next  day  might  result  in  preventing  a 
work  stoppage  in  a  war  plant,  it  was  a 
small    inconvenience    to    me    to    work 
aroimd  the  clock.    Mr.  President,  as  my 
colleagues  on  the  Board  wiU  attest,  the 
Board  finally  said  by  way  of  resolution — 
all  in  good  hiunor  and  good  nature,  of 
course,  but  they  meant  it — "We  will  not 
let  you  read  another  opinion  imtil  you 
can  give  us  assurance  that  you  slept  8 
hours    before   you   began   reading   this 
opinion" — ^for,  Mr.  P»resident.  more  than 
once  the  secretaries  would  hand  me  the 
sheets  as  soon  as  they  were  typed,  as  I 
read  an  opinion. 

In  my  Judgment  that  procedure  was 
necessary  in  such  cases,  for  I  did  not  be- 
lieve we  should  waste  any  time  in  trying 
to  get  such  cases  settled.  I  recall  that 
one  of  the  major  decisions  that  was  writ- 
ten on  an  aroimd-the-clock  basis  was  in 
the  famous  International  Harvester  case. 
If  that  plant  had  ever  been  allowed  to 
shut  down  during  the  war.  the  resultant 
loss  would  have  been  most  costly  to  our 
war  effort.  I  mention  that  matter,  per- 
sonal though  it  is.  in  order  to  give  some 
idea  why  we  said  to  Dr.  Taylor,  ''See  if 
you  can  get  this  case  settled  by  media- 
tion." 

In  that  matter  the  record  is  perfectly 
clear.  In  fact,  I  have  a  photostatic  copy 
of  the  Board's  transcript  of  record  be- 
fore me.  The  original  is  now  in  the 
Archives,  and  it  shows  that  Dr.  Taylor 
has  had  to  get  permission  and  priority 
for  airplane  travel  in  order  to  get  the 
representatives  of  the  union  and  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  company  to  come  to 
Washii^ton  for  the  conference.  Dr. 
Taylor  said  as  much  in  his  answer  to  Mr. 
Wilson,  when  we  entered  the  public 
hearing  on  this  particular  case. 


Dr.  Taylor  had  the  eonference  with 
the  company  and  union  representatives. 
The  record  shows  that  it  was  a  dinner 
conference.  Mr.  Wilson  did  not  attend 
and  General  Motors  was  represented  by 
Mr.  Anderson.  Let  me  say.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  as  a  result  of  the  pace  at 
which  we  worked,  most  of  my  breakfasts 
were  eaten  across  the  conference  table 
with  parties  to  disputes  whom  I  was  try- 
ing to  lead  into  a  mediation  settiement 
of  the  disputes. 

Some  point  at  a  later  date  was  made 
by  way  of  criticism  by  the  General  Mo- 
tors official  of  the  fact  that  the  meet- 
ing was  a  dinner  meeting.  However, 
Mr.  President,  that  did  not  make  it  any 
less  formal  or  official.  The  parties  knew 
what  they  were  there  for.  When  they 
sat  down  with  Dr.  Taylor  and  proceeded 
to  discuss  the  case,  they  knew  that  he 
was  acting  for  the  full  Board  in  an  en- 
deavor to  mediate  the  case. 

After  that  conference  Dr.  Taylor  re- 
ported to  the  Board,  and  we  accepted 
his  report  and  issued  it  as  an  order, 
whereupon  Mr.  Wilson  in  a  public  state- 
ment charged  the  Board  with  conduct- 
ing an  ex  parte  hearing,  and  made  very 
clear  that  General  Motors  Corp.  would 
not  follow  the  decision. 

Mr.  President,  we  took  the  position 
that  if  ever  a  imion  or  an  employer  suc- 
cessfully defied  the  Board,  the  services 
of  the  Board  would  be  at  an  end,  and 
the  President  would  have  to  adopt  some 
other  procedure  for  the  settlement  of 
disputes  during  the  war.  So  we  re- 
quested Mr.  Wilson  to  appear  before  the 
Board,  for  an  explanation  of  his  critical 
statement  which  he  had  issued  against 
the  Boaixi.  I  was  the  compliance  of- 
ficer of  the  Board,  as  well  as  one  of  the 
public  meml>ers.  The  Board  had  a 
meeting  prior  to  its  meeting  with  Mr. 
Wilson.  All  m«nbers  of  the  Board,  rep- 
resenting employers,  labor,  and  the 
public,  took  the  position  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son's charges  against  the  Board  were 
contemptuous,  and  that  the  Board 
would  not  proceed  with  the  case  until 
Mr.  Wilson  either  clarified  his  position 
or  retracted  his  statement  As  Com- 
pliance Officer  of  the  Board.  I  was  as- 
signed along  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  Mr.  William  Davis  the  responsi- 
bility of  making  clear  the  Board's  po- 
sition ;  and  I  did  so. 

Let  me  say  that  I  am  satisfied  that 
before  Mr.  Wilson  entered  the  room 
that  morning  he  did  not  understand  all 
the  facts.  In  that  War  Labor  Board 
case,  when  Mr.  Wilson  understood  the 
entire  situation,  understood  the  nature 
of  title  dinner  meeting  with  Dr.  Taylor, 
and  recognized  that  we  had  not  pro- 
ceeded to  handle  the  case  without  hav- 
ing present  a  representative  of  the 
company.  Mr.  Wilson  agreed  to  com- 
ply. He  was  frank  enough  and  honest 
enough  to  say  that  he  did  not  know 
what  the  words  "ex  parte"  meant.  I  re- 
call that  the  chairman  of  the  Board.  Mr. 
Davis,  said,  in  effect— of  course  I  do  not 
attempt  now  to  quote  him  literally,  but 
I  am  sure  I  now  state  his  meaning,  as  a 
check  of  the  record  will  show— T  did  not 
think  you  knew  what  those  words  meant, 
Mr.  wason;  bat  the  unfortunate  thing  is 
that  the  publie  generally  does  know,  aad 
your  statement  in  effect  was  a  serious  re- 
flection on  this  Board.    That  is  why  the 
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Board  is  asking  for  your  clarification  and 
retraction." 

Mr.  President,  do  you  know  what  hap- 
pened thereafter,  when  Mr.  Wilson  ex- 
plained to  the  Board  that  he  did  not 
mean  his  statement  as  It  had  been  inter- 
preted, and  that  in  fact  he  did  not  know 
what  the  words  "ex  parte"  meant?  We 
did  not  have  any  trouble  settling  that 
case  that  day  very  quickly.  Further- 
more, if  Mr.  Wilson  were  a  witness  before 
a  committee  for  a  discussion  of  this  mat- 
ter, he  would  have  to  say  that  at  the 
time  the  case  was  settled.  I  expressed  to 
him  my  great  admiration  for  the  way  he 
faced  that  situation. 

That  is  the  so-called  run-in  I  had 
with  Mr.  Wilson.  In  that  case  I  did 
exactly  what  I  did  in  many  other  cases 
when  we  had  before  us  an  employer  or 
a  union  leader  who  stood  in  defiance  of 
the  Board.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senate 
that  the  General  Motors'  War  Labor 
Board  case  has  nothing  whatsoever  to 
do  with  my  attitude  toward  Mr.  Wilson 
insofar  as  this  nomination  issue  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  President.  I  close  by  saying  that 
my  attitude  toward  Mr.  Wilson  is  based 
entirely  and  wholly  upon  my  views  as  to 
the  inherent  trusts  and  obligations  in- 
volved in  the  Job  of  Secretary  of  De- 
fense. At\jtT  having  studied  the  Record, 
it  is  my  opinion  that  what  I  said  at  the 
beginning  of  this  speech  still  holds.  I 
summarize  it  in  the  following  two  points : 
Pirst.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Wilson's  testi- 
mony in  the  hearings  shows  that  he  pos- 
sesses a  sufficient  sensitivity  to  the  spirit 
and  intent  and  meaning  of  the  law  which 
involves  the  entire  question  of  any  direct 
or  indirect  interest  which  he  may  still 
have  in  General  Motors. 

Second,  I  am  satisfied  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son cannot  divest  himself  of  the  feeling 
of  affinity  for  General  Motors  that  I  am 
willing  to  take  judicial  notice  he  is  bound 
to  have  when  he  comes  to  administer  the 
responsibilities  of  the  post  of  Secretary 
of  Defense.  The  very  fact  that  General 
Motors  Corp.  has  several  billion  dollars' 
worth  of  defense  contracts  with  the 
very  department  of  Government  over 
which  Mr.  Wilson  is  to  preside  plus  his 
past  association  with  the  company 
makes  it  very  bad  public  policy  to  put 
him  in  charge  of  the  defense  establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Piesident. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Dtrrr 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Oregon  re- 
calls that  on  the  21st  of  this  month — 
last  Wednesday,  I  think  it  was — he  made 
a  speech  in  which  he  laid  down  certain 
criteria  which  should  govern  the  appoint- 
ment of  Cabinet  officers  and  the  con- 
firmation of  Cabinet  officers.  Does  the 
Senator  recall  those  criteria? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  recall  every  word. 
Does  the  Senator  wish  to  examine  me  on 
that  speech  today? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  the  Sen- 
ator's contention  that  Mr.  Wilson  does 
not  measure  up  to  those  criteria? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  whole  burden  of 
my  speech  has  so  indicated.    Does  the 


Senator  know  the  particular  criterion 
to  which  I  think  he  does  not  measure  up? 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    I  should  like  to 
know. 

Mr,  MORSE.  The  selfish  interest  he 
may  have  in  the  job  is  the  whole  burden 
of  my  case.  The  difference,  I  assume, 
between  my  good  friend  from  New  Jer- 
sey and  myself,  is  that  he  is  satisfied  that 
certain  subjwtive  forces  that  make 
human  beings  behave  as  they  do  will 
not  be  present  in  the  case  of  Wilson, 
whereas  we  know,  from  observation  of 
the  actions  of  human  beings  during  the 
history  of  our  country  that  such  subjec- 
tive factors  are  of  great  influence  in 
motivating  human  beings. 

Lastly,  I  may  say.  Mr.  President,  that 
I  consider  it  to  be  my  duty  to  lean  over 
backwards  so  far  as  the  public  interest 
in  the  public-policy  question  is  con- 
cerned by  re.solving  doubts  in  favor  of  a 
strict  application  of  a  policy  of  not  con- 
firming the  nominations  of  men  who  in 
my  judgment,  will  have  the  kind  of  selfish 
interest  whic  h  I  think  the  record  in  this 
case  discloses  that  Mr.  Wilson  has. 
Therefore  in  the  interest  of  furthering 
a  sound  public  policy  by  protecting  our 
people  from  horrible,  bias,  partiality,  and 
direct  and  indirect  self-interest  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Wilson  I  shall  vote  against 
confirming  his  nomination. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Mr.  President.  I  have 
studied  the  hearings  t>efore  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  carefully,  and  I  have 
listened  to  the  debate  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today.     I  am  deeply  concerned 
over  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Charles  E. 
Wilson  as  Secretary  of  Defense.    I  know 
that  Mr.  Wilson  is  a  man  of  high  char- 
acter and  complete  integrity.    There  is 
no  doubt  that,  in  being  willing  to  ac- 
cept this  position,  he  has  made,  or  will 
make,  if  he  i.s  confirmed,  a  substantial 
financial   sacrifice.      I   know,    too,    that 
the   General   Motors   Corp.    is    a    great 
company,  a  great  corporation,  a  great 
producer  of  war  materiel  which  is  so 
greatly  needed  in  our  defense  and  in  the 
defense  of  our  friends  and  allies  abroad. 
I  want  to  make  it  very  clear  that  I  am 
not  against  big  business  merely  because 
of  size.    As  a  matter  of  fact  I,  think 
it  is  probably  a  fair  statement  that,  until 
about  25  years  ago,  when  I  first  entered 
public  life,  I  might  have  been  included  in 
the  category  of  big  business.     Certainly 
I  have  no  prejudice  against  big  business. 
I  have  only  the  highest  respect  and  ad- 
miration for  many  of  the  things  that  big 
business  has  done  in  this  country   for 
the  development  of  our  economy  and  for 
social  progress.    But  I  do  not  sutiscribe 
for  a  minute  to  the  thesis  uttered  by  Mr. 
Wilson  at  one  o*  the  hearings,  that  what 
is  good  for  the  United  States  is  good  for 
General   Motors,    and   conversely,    that 
what  is  good  for  General  Motors  is  neces- 
sarily good  for  the  United  States.     The 
interests  of  private  capital,  of  private 
corporations  owned  by  thousands  and 
thousands  of  stockholders  who  desire  to 
have  reasonable  dividends,  may  be  very 
much  at  variance  with  the  interests  of 
the  country  as  a  whole,  even  when  those 
interests  are  not  in  direct  conflict,  they 
may  be  and  usually  are  in  contest,  in 
connection  with  the  supplying  of  equip- 
ment, materiel,  or  other  products  over 


such  factors  as  price  and  profit  margins 
and  so  forth. 

I.  thei-efore.  believe.  Mr.  President, 
that  the  appointment  of  Charles  E.  Wil- 
son as  Defense  Secretary  is  a  most  un- 
fortunate one,  and  one  which  I  believe 
will  lead  to  great  criticism,  loss  of  con- 
fidence by  the  public,  and  to  lessened  ef- 
ficiency rather  than  Increased  efficiency 
within  the  armed  services. 

We  cannot  forget  or  overlook  the  fact 
that  up  to  a  very  few  weeks  ago  Charles 
E.  Wilson  was  president  of  General 
Motors  Corp. 

We  cannot  overlook  the  fact  that  the 
General  Motors  Corp.  is  the  largest  pro- 
ducer in  the  entire  country  of  military 
equipment  and  materiel  needed  for  our 
defense     and     security.     I     understand 
that  at  the  end  of  December  the  General 
Motors  Corp.  had  on  its  books  approxi- 
mately $5,000,000,000  worth  of  defense 
orders.     That  is  the  largest  amount  that 
any  producer  has  or  ever  has  had  in  the 
history  of  our  defense  effort  and  in  the 
history  of  our  Nation.     I  think  it  is  fair, 
too,  Mr.  President,  to  recall  the  fact  that 
while  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  has  divested 
himself  of  his  personal   stockholdings, 
there  is  still  a  very  considerable  block 
of  stock  held  by  members  of  his  imme- 
diate family.     If  I  have  correctly  read 
the  testimony  at  the  hearings,  there  will 
probably  be  even  an  increased  amount 
of  stock  held  by  members  of  his  imme- 
diate family,  because  he  testified  that  he 
might  wish  to  Kive  to  members  of  his 
family  approximately  20  percent  of  his 
holdings  out  of  his  present  39,000  shares. 
So  that,  while  he  may  divest  himself  of 
his    personal    stockholdings,    there    are 
large  blocks  of  stock  which  are  held  and 
will  l>e  held  not  by  collateral  members 
of  his  family,  but  by  memt}ers  of  his  Im- 
mediate family,  persons  close  to  him  by 
the  most  definite   bonds  of  Immediate 
relationship. 

While  I  am  certain,  Mr.  President,  that 
Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  is  determined  to 
do  the  job  honestly  and  that  he  always 
has  been  and  is  today  a  completely  hon- 
est man,  I  do  not  believe  that  we  can 
ever  convince  the  American  people  that 
the  head  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
will  not  have  been,  to  some  extent,  at 
least,  been  influenced  by  the  holdings  of 
his  immediate  family. 

The  point  has  been  raised  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate  and  elsewhere  that  Mr. 
Wilson,  if  his  nomination  is  confirmed, 
will  probably  lean  over  backward  in  his 
handling  of  problems  relating  to  pro- 
duction, procurement,  and  defense  where 
they  concern  the  General  Motors  Corp. 
I  think  that  is  very  true.  I  think  that  In 
all  probability  a  man  of  Mr.  Wilson's 
high  character  would  seek  to  lean  over 
backward.  But  I  say  that  that  might 
be  just  as  disadvantageous  to  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  country  as  If  he  were  to  show 
partiality  in  the  placing  of  orders  and 
in  the  handling  of  procurement  and  de- 
fense. I  shall  enlarge  a  little  bit  on 
that  during  the  course  of  my  remarks.  In 
a  few  moments. 

Pirst.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  point 
out  that  this  is  a  country  with  160.000.- 
000  people  and  that  we  have  had  other 
Defense  Secretaries  who  were  very  dis- 
tinguished and  able  men;  and  I  am  ad- 
vised that  all  these  Defense  Secretaries 
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willingly  and  cheerfully  complied  with 
both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  pres- 
ent law  which  prohibits  dealings  between 
a  governmental  agency  and  a  corpora- 
tion or  company  in  which  the  Secretary 
has  a  direct  or  Indirect  personal  Interest. 
I  want  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
law  says  "direct  or  Indirect  interest." 

The  record  of  the  hearing  shows  that 
Mr.  Wilson  said  repeatedly  that  he  and 
his  subordinates— the  SecreUries  of  Air, 
Navy,  and  the  Army  would  do  right. 
Whenever  In  the  hearings  a  difficult 
question  arose,  concerning  Just  how  these 
officials  would  operate  when  matters 
came  up  involving  both  their  personal 
interests  and  the  Interests  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, Mr.  Wilson  said  merely  that 
the  officials  In  question  were  honorable 
men  and  would  do  right. 

Of  course,  these  are  honorable  men. 
They  are  conscientious  men.  They  are 
upright  men.   So  Is  Mr.  Wilson. 

But  that  is  not  the  question  at  all.  The 
question  Is  whether  men,  however  up- 
right, conscientious,  and  honorable,  can 
as  executives  properly  discharge  a  pub- 
lic trust  and  conduct  the  Governments 
business  In  buying,  selling,  and  negotiat- 
ing when  such  men  have  a  financial  or 
personal  Interest  In  the  companies  and 
corporations  with  »hlch  such  transac- 
tions must  be  undertaken. 

The  law  at  Issue  here.  Mr.  President, 
forbidding  so-called  conflicts  of  Interest, 
In  just  such  a  connection  as  Is  before  us. 
was  enacted  In  contemplation  of  Just 
such  men  as  the  President  proposes  to 
nominate  for  the  top  positions  in  the 
Defense  Department. 

Mr.  President,  the  law  was  not  enacted 
In  contemplation  of  the  appointment  of 
scoundrels  and  rascals.  The  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  never  assumed  that 
the  President,  whose  position  Is  the 
greatest  and  most  responsible  In  the 
world,  would  appomt  corrupt  men  to 
high  office  or  that  he  would  appoint  men 
who  would  make  no  distinction  between 
right  and  wrong. 

The  philosophy  of  that  law  consists  in 
the  understanding  that  a  man  who  holds 
public  office  and,  through  that  office, 
must  deal  directly.  In  an  executive 
capacity,  with  a  matter  In  which  he  has  a 
personal  Interest,  cannot  properly  dis- 
charge his  public  functions,  however 
honorable  or  upright  that  man  Is.  As  I 
have  previously  said  In  my  remarks,  he 
may  lean  over  backward.  That  would 
be  unfair  to  the  company,  or  unfair  to 
the  Government,  or  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  To  do  his  duty  properly, 
a  man  In  an  executive  position  In  Gov- 
ernment, with  no  real  checks  and  bal- 
ances upon  his  actions,  should  lean 
neither  backward  nor  forward,  but  pro- 
ceed in  a  purely  upright  manner. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has  re- 
jected numerous  nominations  on  the 
grounds  of  conflict  of  Interest.  I  remem- 
ber when  the  Senate  rejected  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Edwin  Pauley  as  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  because  of  his  oil 
interests.  Later  this  same  Mr.  Pauley 
was  bitterly  criticized  because  of  specu- 
lations on  the  commodity  market,  and 
the  suspicion  was  expressed,  although 
he  vigorously  denied  it,  that  his  specula, 
tions  were  based  on  Inside  knowledge  he 
received  in  Government  capacities  not  at 
all  directly  connected  with  the  Govern- 


ment purchase  of  commodities.  Mr.- 
Pauley  was  and  is,  I  am  told,  an  honest 
and  upright  man,  and  an  extremely  able 
man.  There  was.  of  course,  no  substan- 
tive evidence  that  be  used  Inside  in- 
formation to  make  his  profits  in  tlie 
commodity  market,  but  the  public  could 
not  possibly  be  convinced  of  that.  Sub- 
sequently the  present  law  was  passed, 
forbidding  the  employment  by  the  Gov- 
ernment in  any  capacity  of  an  officer 
with  direct  or  Indirect  interest  in  the 
bujring  or  selling  of  commodities  or  prod- 
ucts to  the  Government.  Mr.  Pauley, 
of  course,  was  not  even  nominated  for 
any  further  public  positions  requiring 
Senate  confirmation.  This  was  wise. 
Just  as  it  was  probably  sound  policy  to 
have  rejected  him  for  Undersecretary  of 
the  Navy. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  clearly  the  respon- 
sibility of  Congress,  and  of  the  Senate, 
to  protect  not  only  the  Integrity  of  the 
Government  but  also  the  Integrity  of 
the  people's  faith  In  government.  We 
must  preserve  not  only  honesty  In  gov- 
ernment, but  we  must  prevent,  to  the 
extent  possible,  the  appearance  of  evil, 
the  possibility  of  evil,  and  the  possibility 
that  the  people  may  lose  faith  in  gov- 
ernment and  the  honesty  of  government. 
Mr.  President,  we  may  well  recall  that 
2  years  ago  the  President  of  the  United 
States  appointed  a  Commission  of  high- 
minded  men,  headed  by  Fleet  Adm. 
Chester  W.  Nlmitz.  to  consider  the  prob- 
lem of  loyalty  In  government.  Some  of 
the  members  of  that  Commission  were 
outstanding  lawyers  In  private  practice. 
Their  firms  had  claims  and  other  law 
suits  against  the  Government.  In  tax 
cases,  and  so  forth.  The  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee  refused  to  waive  the 
confilct  of  Interests  statute  In  those 
cases,  however  remote  the  connection  be- 
tween that  Commission's  work  and  the 
claims  these  lawyers,  or  their  firms  were 
prosecuting.  It  may  well  be  that  the 
Senate  was  wise  In  making  that  decision, 
too. 

Mr.  President,  In  this  nomination  and 
in  the  case  of  others  to  which  It  Is  re- 
lated, men  have  been  nominated  to  posi- 
tions of  the  highest  executive  responsi- 
bility, men  who  will  be  responsible  for 
the  expenditure  of  billions  of  dollars- 
yes,  many  billions  of  dollars. 

We  cannot  afford  to  let  the  public  har- 
bor even  the  shadow  of  a  suspicion.  We 
cannot  permit  these  positions  to  be 
manned  by  individuals,  however  upright, 
however  able,  however  conscientious,  who 
have  an  Interest,  no  matter  how  remote, 
m  the  companies  with  which  their  de- 
partments do  business. 

It  Is  not  fair  to  the  companies.  It  Is 
not  fair  to  the  men.  Most  Important, 
It  Is  not  fair  to  the  Government  and  thus 
to  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States. 
Mr  President,  I  have  always  believed, 
and  i  now  believe,  that  the  President 
should  have  wide  latitude  In  the  choice 
of  his  Cabinet,  and  that  unless  there  are 
very  real  principles  Involved,  the  Senate 
should  confirm  his  nominees.  But  I  be- 
lieve that  a  great  principle  is  involved  in 
this  matter  which  we  are  debating  here 
this  afternoon. 

I  would  not  be  true  to  my  conscience  if 
by  my  vote  I  appeared  to  sanction  a 
principle  of  government  which  I  view  as 
imaound.  and  which  I  feel  might  return 


to  plague  us  dangerously  in  the  future. 
The  law  against  conflicting  Interests  Is 
simple,  and  direct.  But  whether  or  not 
Mr.  Wilson  will  sell  his  General  Motors 
stock  is  a  detail,  although  legally  a  very 
Important  one.  In  complying  with  the 
wording  of  the  law.  a  nominee  is,  how- 
ever, not  necessarily  complying  with  its 
spirit,  which  unquestionably  has  far 
wider  implications.  There  may  still  re- 
main a  sulxstantlal  confilct  of  Interest. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a 
very  interesting  editorial  entitled  "Con- 
filct of  Interest."  written  bj,Afr.  Walter 
Llppmann,  and  appearing  in  this  morn- 
ing's Washington  Post  and  many  other 
papers  of  the  United  States. 

Thei-e  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

TOOAT    AND    TOMOBSOW 

(By  Waiter  Llppmann) 

CONFLICT   or   INTSKIST 

The  laatlng  Importance  of  the  Wilson  caM 
may  be  In  the  light  It  throwa  on  the  appli- 
cation of  the  ancient  principle,  well  known 
already  to  the  Romans,  that,  as  the  Bible 
puts  It.  no  man  can  serve  two  masters.  This 
principle  has  been  recognized  for  ceuturlea 
In  the  law  of  the  English-speaking  world, 
and  repeatedly  It  has  been  enacted  In  stat- 
utes. The  one  which  Mr.  Wilson  has  had  to 
meet  was  first  enacted,  so  I  am  told,  in  1803 
and  reenacted  In  1048. 

While  the  rule  against  confUctlng  Interests 
is.  one  might  say,  a  self-evident  moral  prin- 
ciple. Its  application  to  concrete  cases  Is  not 
always,  perhaps  not  often,  self-evident.  The 
Wilson  case  revealed  more  clearly  than  ever 
before  the  complexities  of  applying  the  law. 
It  was  shown  during  this  past  week.  I  think, 
that  the  rule  does  not  mean  merely  that  a 
man  can  qualify  for  public  office  by  meeting 
certain  precise,  objective  specifications.  For 
the  specifications  cannot  always  be  spelled 
out  precisely.  The  rule  necessarily  Includes 
the  question  of  his  subjective  attitude  to- 
ward the  principles  and  the  significance  of 
the  rule  Itself. 

Mr.  Wilson's  Interests  In  the  General  Mo- 
tors Corp.  are  not  only  extensive  but  they 
are  so  intimately  a  part  of  bis  life  that  there 
Is  nothing  he  could  do  which  would  elimi- 
nate all  the  theoretical  possibilities  of  a  con- 
flict of  interest.  It  Is  because  a  theoretical 
confilct  of  Interest  must  InevlUbly  exist  for 
him,  as  Indeed  for  any  man  of  large  af- 
fairs— be  he  a  businessman,  a  politician,  or 
the  member  of  some  profession — that  hl» 
personal  philosophy  and  attitude  Is  so  Im- 
portant. This  Is  the  kind  of  rule  of  law 
which  cannot  be  enforced  fully  unless  In  the 
subtler  cases,  which  are  the  most  difficult 
and  yet  the  most  significant,  the  man  en- 
forces It  upon  himself. 

Mr.  Wilson's  stock  prevented  him  from 
qualifying  for  Secretary  of  Defense  under 
the  letter  of  the  law.  as  the  lawyers  In  the 
Senate  understand  that  law.  But  what 
troubled  the  Senate  was  whether  Mr.  Wilson 
understood  fully  the  spirit  of  the  law.  No- 
body thought  that  Mr.  Wilson  would  do  one 
thing  rather  than  another  as  Secretary  of 
Defense  In  order  to  augment  the  proflU  of 
General  Motors  or  the  value  of  hU  shares. 
Everybody  knew  that  In  any  conflict  of  In- 
terest between  the  national  defense  and  the 
proflU  of  the  corporation,  Mr.  Wilson  would 
undoubtedly  lean  over  backward. 

Mr.  Wilson's  dUBcultles  with  the  commit- 
tee wune  prlmarUy  from  his  apparent  un- 
awareneas  of  tbe  nature  of  tbe  law.  from  the 
surprising  fact  that  he  had  not  taken  a<»e- 
quate  legal  advice,  that  his  conscience  In 
this  field  was  not  ssfldently  Instructed. 

That  this  was  the  essence  of  the  matter 
was  shown  In  the  quick,  unquestioned  and 
cocdlai  eoaflriBAtioa  gC  tiae  new  Secretary  a< 
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tb*  Ttcasury.  Ifr.  Homplirey  is  alao  a  big  ■ 
tnatncamuui  wltli  Tcry  l^rsc  Interots.  He 
hMl  no  trouble  of  any  kind.  Tbe  reMon 
be  did  not  bave  any  trouble  is  quite  plain  to 
anyone  wbo  reads  bis  testlnoony  before  tbe 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  Humphrey  had  made  a  careful  study 
himself  and  he  had  had  his  lawyers  examine 
fo&jAn  tbe  Uw,  which  U  as  a  matter  of  fact 
■omewhat  special  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Mr.  Humphrey  knew  what  tbe 
law  is.  and  why  it  Is  what  It  Is.  and  be  had 
taken  all  the  steps  which  he  and  his  law- 
yers thought  the  law  required  In  order  to 
qualify  himself.  He  had  nothing  to  say 
about  how  much  that  had  cost  him.  or 
about  whdUier  he  was  making  a  sacrifice. 
And  while  he  Is  by  no  means  a  pauper  today, 
be  must  bave  given  up  a  lot  of  money  in 
iact  and  on  paper. 

The  main  point  is  that  there  was  no  doubt 
at  all  in  anyone's  mind  that  be  had  a  posi- 
tive and  Informed  understanding  of  the 
spirit  of  the  law  •  •  •  and.  moreover, 
that  here  was  a  lucid,  a  rational,  iind  indeed 
a  commanding  figure  who  would  add  great 
strength  and  confidence  to  the  new  adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
clusion. I  emphatically  repeat  that  I  do 
not  wish  In  the  slightest  degree  to  reflect 
upon  the  nominee  in  question,  who  un- 
doubtedly is  a  man  of  great  ability  and 
high  character.  But  because  I  feel  the 
principle  involved  far  transcends  the 
qualifications  of  any  man,  I  feel  that 
I  cannot  vote  to  confirm  his  nomination. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Wil- 
liams in  the  chair ) .  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
as  I  proceed  to  give  voice  today  to  my 
views  on  the  issue  before  the  Senate,  I 
shall  be  brief,  I  shall  be  to  the  point,  and, 
I  may  add,  as  charitable  as  I  can  be 
imder  the  circumstances. 

I  shall  merely  spell  out  the  problem 
before  us  as  I  see  it  from  the  testimony 
presented  to  our  committee. 

And  I  hasten  to  add  that,  were  I  not 
a  member  of  the  committee  which  voted 
unanimously  to  report  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Wilson  to  be  our  next  Secretary  of 
Defense,  my  remarks  today  would  be  en- 
compassed in  one  simple  word,  "Yea."  as 
the  roll  will  be  called  at  a  later  hour. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  regrettable  that  this 
problem  ever  had  to  come  before  the 
Senate  in  its  present  form.  Its  rami- 
fications, its  impacts,  its  repercussions, 
should  have  been  foreseen  by  someone 
at  the  helm  during  those  trying  days  for 
our  new  President  in  the  short  period 
allowed  for  organization  purposes  fol- 
lowing a  great  general  election.  It  was 
not  foreseen,  so  let  us  waste  no  words  in 
recrimination  at  this  point  on  that  score. 

By  his  own  action — action  which,  I 
must  confess,  as  I  saw  it  as  a  member  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices came  with  some  "labor  pains" — Mr. 
Wilson  has  agreed  to  meet  both  the  spirit 
and  letter  of  the  law. 

That  Mr.  Wilson  is  a  truly  great  Amer- 
ican, no  one  will  question.  That  his 
genius  and  unexcelled  initiative  have 
served  to  make  millions  of  our  people 
happy  and  prosperous,  there  can  be  no 
doubt.  That  there  was  never  enter- 
tained any  question  of  personal  honesty 
or  integrity  is.  again,  an  undisputed  fact. 

But,  sir,  I  would  respectfully  take  this 
opportunity  to  remind  our  next  Secretary 


of  Defense — and  I  am  sure  he  will  be  a 
great  one;  at  least,  that  is  one  of  miy 
fondest  hopes — ^that  he  cannot  admin- 
ister a  vital  Department  of  our  great 
Government  precisely  as  one  can  run  a 
corporate  enterprise,  as  great  as  that 
enterprise  might  be  in  his  own  eyes.  He 
himself  will  very  soon  learn  that  there 
is  a  real  difference  between  the  talents 
required  for  corporate  management  and 
the  at.  the  great  art.  involved  in  leitder- 
ship  in  Government. 

ifr.  President,  by  a  great  personal  sac- 
rifice. Mr.  Wilson  has  now.  in  my  opinion, 
qualified  himself  under  the  law,  or,  I 
should  say.  he  will  shortly  be  qualified. 
He  is  following  a  fine  old  American  tra- 
dition. 

I  compliment  suid  congratulate  him. 
I  pray  that  he  will  never  regret  the  step 
he  is  taking.  I  wish  him  every  success 
in  the  high  and  important  mission  upon 
which  he  is  about  to  embark. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  Mr.  Wilson's  nomination, 
but  with  the  clear  understanding,  sir. 
that  by  that  vote  I  shall  not  be  bound  to 
any  future  course  of  action  upon  nomi- 
nations which  may  fall  into  a  similar 
category,  and  when  requirements  are 
not  complied  with  in  the  same  forthright 
and  courageous  manner  which  Mr.  Wil- 
son himself  has  adopted. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President.  I  approach  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  Senate  should  con- 
firm the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson  with 
a  realization  that  what  the  Senate  does 
may  be  construed  by  those  who  do  not 
understand  the  reason  why  some  of  us 
take  the  position  we  do  as  perhaps  a  re- 
flection upon  Mr.  Wilson.  But  I  know 
that  that  should  not  be  the  interpreta- 
tion placed  upon  any  vote  which  may  be 
cast  against  Mr.  Wilsons  nomination. 
I  am  not  personally  acquainted  with  him, 
nor,  indeed,  have  I  ever  met  him  or  seen 
him.  However,  I  have  had.  and  still 
have,  great  admiration  for  his  ability 
and  integrity,  and  for  the  achievement 
which  has  been  his  in  the  field  of  in- 
dustrial management.  I  respect  him 
very  highly  for  what  he  has  done  as  the 
chief  executive  of  a  great  business  or- 
ganization. I  respect  him  very  much 
for  the  attitude  he  has  taken  with  re- 
spect to  labor-management  relations.  I 
think  he  has  given  to  American  indus- 
trialists who  have  not  been  quite  so  fa- 
vorably disposed  As  he  has  been  toward 
some  of  the  developments  an  excellent 
example.  He  is  an  able  man,  with  a 
great  brain,  who  has  evolved  a  plan 
which  could  well  be  followed  by  other 
industrialists. 

So  I  speak  to  the  Senate  this  after- 
noon without  the  slightest  prejudice  or 
feeling  against  Mr.  Wilson,  either  be- 
cause he  is  a  wealthy  man  or  because  he 
is  the  head  of  a  large  corporation.  He 
has  made  a  great  success.  I  believe  that 
in  our  society  successful  men  ought  to 
have  a  right  to  be  proud  of  their  achieve- 
ments. I  do  not  believe  ihat  any  asper- 
sions should  be  cast  upon  any  man  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  he  has  been  suc- 
fessful. 

I  also  believe  that  when  we  come  to 
measure  the  applicability  of  the  law.  it 
should  be  measm-ed  in  precisely  the  same 
measure  with  respect  to  a  man  who  has 
made  a  great  success  as  with  respect  to 


a  man  who  has  attained  a  lesser  degree 
of  success. 

I  have  no  feeling  because  Mr.  Wilson 
happened  to  take  the  position  he  took  in 
the  initial  hearing  before  the  Senate 
committee,  as  reported  in  the  record 
and  as  repeated  to  me  by  members  of 
the  committee.  I  can  understand  full 
well  how  a  man  who  has  spent  his  life 
in  private  production,  production  which 
has  metuit  much  to  America,  might  not 
comprehend  the  ways  of  politicians  or 
the  motives  of  members  of  the  commit- 
tee in  asking  him  questions.  So  I  reject 
any  suggestion  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  not 
trying  to  answer  frankly  and  fairly  every 
question  propounded  to  him  by  any 
member  of  the  committee. 

At  the  same  time,  I  realize  that  there 
is  something  besides  successful  business 
management  in  the  life  of  every  business 
in  America.  I  know  that  behind  the 
success  of  any  man  there  must  be  a  com- 
pelling spirit  which  enables  him  to  mold 
and  direct  the  activities  of  other  men. 
Some  do  it  in  one  way  and  some  in  an- 
other. Some  can  do  it  by  enticing  men 
to  follow  them  and  do  the  right  and 
correct  thing;  others  by  driving  men, 
under  the  threat  of  depriving  them  of 
the  opportunity  to  earn  a  livelihood. 

I  l)elieve  all  of  us  will  admit  that  dur- 
ing the  life  of  the  great  corporation 
known  as  General  Motors  that  organi- 
zation has  rendered  a  valuable  and  noble 
service.  1  shall  always  have  high  praise 
for  the  officials  of  that  organization  for 
the  achievements  which  have  been 
theirs.  I  have  no  prejudice  against  any 
successful  businessman  or  successful 
corporation.  It  has  been  my  pleasant 
opportunity  to  have  many  dealings  with 
businessmen  and  corporations.  I  know 
that  in  order  for  a  man  to  go  as  high 
in  the  business  world  as  Mr.  Wilson  has 
gone,  he  must  possess  ability;  and,  above 
all,  he  must  be  a  man  of  integrity.  Tlie 
busine.s.smen  who  guide  the  destinies  ol 
our  great  corporations  are  perhaps  more 
jealous  of  the  integrity  of  those  with 
whom  they  associate  and  work  than  are 
some  of  the  politicians  with  whom  we 
must  deal  at  times. 

So.  with  an  intense  admiration  for  the 
greatness  of  this  man.  for  the  abilities 
he  has  shown,  and  for  the  work  he  has 
done  for  our  Nation.  I  would  honor  him 
at  any  time.  But  I  now  come  back  to  the 
question  of  what  is  the  law  in  this  situa- 
tion. I  wish  very  much  that  Mr.  Wilson 
could  have  been  nominated  for  some 
other  position  in  the  Cabinet,  such  as 
Secretary  of  Commerce  or  some  other 
office,  in  which  he  could  have  given  us 
the  benefit  of  his  great  talents.  I  realize 
that  in  making  this  appointment  our 
great  President  p>erhaps  did  not  know 
about  the  law  or  did  not  think  about  it. 

I  can  understand  full  well  that  in  con- 
nection with  this  appointment  there 
may  never  have  arisen  in  the  minds  of 
many  of  those  who  favor  the  appoint- 
ment the  possibility  that  a  controversy 
might  rage  over  it  in  the  Senate.  I  be- 
lieve that  we  should  read  again  and  keep 
in  mind  the  language  of  the  statute.  As 
we  were  told  today,  the  statute  had  its 
beginnings  in  the  days  of  Abraham  Lin- 
coln. We  have  a  law  which,  so  far  as  I 
know,  everyone  thinks  is  a  good  law.  It 
was  amended  in  1948,  and  perhaps  made 
a   little   stronger    or    perhapo    a    little 
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weaker.    I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 
However,  I  do  know  that  the  law  says 
this: 
Whoever — 

It  does  not  make  any  distinction  be- 
tween a  big  industrialist  and  the  hum- 
blest worker — 

Whoever,  being  an  ofllcer,  agent,  or  mem- 
ber of.  or  directly  or  indirectly  Interested  in 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any  cor- 
l>oraUon,  Joint-stock  company,  or  associa- 
tion, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
bu-slness  entity,  U  employed  or  acts  as  an 
officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $3,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or  Iwth. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  nothirig  in  that 
language  which  Indicates  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  apply  to  every  human  being 
who  lives  in  America,  no  matter  what 
his  station  in  life  might  be,  no  matter 
whether  he  might  be  a  most  valuable 
man  or  a  man  of  little  value. 

I  have  read  that  part  of  the  law  which 
affects  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson. 
What  are  the  facts?  We  have  heard  the 
facts  discussed  today.  We  have  read  the 
reports.  I  shall  not  go  into  very  many 
of  the  facts,  but  I  wish  to  remind  the 
Senate  that  there  are  similar  laws  in  the 
same  statute  which  affect  the  activities 
and  employment  of  others  besides  Mr. 
Wilson. 

As  was  stated  a  few  moments  ago,  ap- 
proximately a  year  or  a  year  and  a  half 
ago  there  came  to  the  Senate  from  the 
House  a  bill  to  provide  a  special  exemp- 
tion with  respect  to  members  of  the  so- 
called  Nimitz  commission.  I  happened 
to  be  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  It  was 
my  duty  to  confer  with  Admiral  Nimitz 
and  some  of  the  other  members  of  that 
commission,  one  of  whom  happened  to  be 
a  former  Member  of  this  body.  I  re- 
member how  graciously,  how  pleasantly, 
and  how  frankly  Admiral  Nimitz  and  the 
former  Senator  discussed  with  me  the 
provisions  of  the  law  as  we  sat  in  the 
Judiciary  Committee  room.  I  read  the 
law  carefully  with  Admiral  Nimitz.  I 
remember  clearly  the  fine  attitude  he 
took  when  he  said  he  thought  the  law 
was  an  excellent  law  and  that  the  law 
ought  to  be  what  it  was.  He  did  not  ask 
us  personally  for  any  special  dispensa- 
tion, because  he  did  tu>t  need  one.  How- 
ever, I  was  refreshed  by  the  thought  that 
there  was  a  great  American,  a  great  ad- 
miral of  our  fleet,  who  saw  that  the  law 
should  be  administered  in  his  case  Just 
as  it  was  administered  in  the  case  of  all 
other  persons.  So  as  I  talked  with  him 
I  came  to  realize  more  and  more  that 
there  were  persons  who,  even  though  the 
law  might  affect  them,  could  still  look  at 
the  law  and  see  that  it  was  a  good  and 
proper  law,  a  wise  law.  the  necessity  for 
which  In  our  Government  was  seen  many 
years  ago. 

With  respect  to  Admiral  Nimitz  and 
the  other  gentlemen  with  whom  I  talked 
a  year  and  a  half  ago,  not  the  slightest 
question  was  ever  raised  as  to  their  char- 
acter. I  assimie  that  many  of  those  men 
were  known  to  Members  of  this  body. 
There  was  not  a  single  man  in  that  group 
who  was  not  a  good  American.  Every 
one  of  them  represented  the  very  highest 
type  of  American  citizenship.  It  was 
recognized  by  us  then  that  those  men 


ought  not  to  receive  special  dispensa- 
tion. In  the  instant  case  no  question  of 
integrity  and  no  question  of  ability  Is 
involved.  I  wish  very  much  that  Mr. 
Wilson  could  be  appointed  to  the  Cabi- 
net. If  there  were  any  other  post  in  the 
Cabinet  in  which  he  could  serve,  it  would 
be  well  for  America  to  get  the  benefit  of 
his  services.  However,  I  cannot  vote  to 
confirm  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson 
to  this  particular  position,  because  I 
think  it  would  tend  to  weaken  the  morale 
of  the  American  people.  After  the  facts 
have  been  disclosed.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Senate  should  take  action  which 
might  have  such  an  effect. 

I  wish  to  read  what  the  Acting  Attor- 
ney General  Charles  Pahy  said  about  the 
statutes  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  In  an  opinion  written  by  him  he 
gave  cognizance  to  the  interest  of  a 
shareholder  in  corporate  profits  in  ex- 
pressing the  view  that  an  individual  who 
was  both  an  ofBcer  and  a  shareholder  of 
a  corporation  could  not  be  appointed  as 
a  liaison  officer  of  the  War  Department 
to  have  dealings  with  that  corporation. 
Mr.  Fahy  said : 

No  msn  can  serve  two  masters.  The  stat- 
ute in  question  is  clearly  grounded  on  this 
assumption.  Its  manifest  p\irpose  is  such 
that  any  attempt  to  reconcile  It  with  the 
proposed  employment  runs  Into  difficulties. 
Some  of  these  difficulties  are  pointed  out  by 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Army  in 
his  opinion  on  the  question.  Others  are 
equally  apparent.  No  matter  how  high  are 
the  motives  of  the  Army  officer  who  advises, 
he  is  likely  as  a  realistic  matter  to  be  con- 
sciously or  unconsciously  Infiuenced  by  the 
fact  that  his  actions  may  benefit  the  corpo- 
ration of  which  he  is  an  officer  and  a  stock- 
holder. To  a  degree  his  salary  as  an  officer 
of  the  corporation  would  be  affected  by 
whether  his  advice  leads  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  enter  into  a  procurement  contract 
with  his  company.  To  a  larger  degree  his 
share  In  the  earnings  of  the  corporation  as 
a  stockholder  would  be  affected  by  his  advice. 

The  statute  refers  to  a  person  who  is 
directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  the 
pecimiary  profits  or  contracts  of  any  cor- 
poration. Is  Mr.  Wilson  directly  or  in- 
directly interested  in  General  Motors? 
Of  course  today  he  is  interested  directly, 
because  he  has  not  yet  sold  his  stock.  I 
do  not  blame  him  for  not  selling  his  stock. 
I  do  not  think  that  up  to  now  we  should 
have  expected  him  to  sell  his  stock  and 
take  an  enormous  loss  by  way  of  taxes 
upon  the  sale  and  also  possibly  through 
the  depreciation  of  the  price  of  the  stock. 
I  believe  he  has  gone  as  far  as  we  could 
expect  him  to  go  with  respect  to  his 
stock. 

I  realize,  Mr.  President,  that  when  the 
matter  first  arose  Mr.  Wilson  did  not  have 
any  conception  of  what  the  law  intended 
to  accomplish.  In  looking  through  the 
record  I  see  several  instances  where  Mr. 
Wilson  seemed  to  be  piqued  because  a 
Senator  asked  him  some  questions.  He 
soon  got  over  it  and  he  realized  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Senators  on  that 
committee  to  probe  into  every  fact  that 
was  relevant  to  the  question  before  the 
committee. 

How  can  anyone  say  that  he  is  not  in- 
directly interested  now? 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  recalled  that 
in  addition  to  the  Nimitz  Commission  the 
Senate  also  had  before  it  the  Pauley  case. 
That  was  before  I  became  a  Mfember  of 
this  body.    I  understand  that\some  of 


the  Senators  who  are  now  sponsoring  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson  took  the  posi- 
tion that  Mr.  Pauley  had  indirect  or  di- 
rect interests  in  some  oil  properties  and 
therefore  should  not  serve  in  the  position 
to  which  he  had  been  appointed ;  and  his 
nomination  was  not  confirmed.  Is  there 
anyone  who  is  willing  to  stand  up  and 
say  that  the  law  in  this  case  is  not  a 
wholesome  law.  or  not  a  proper  law,  or 
not  a  proper  exercise  of  care  on  the  part 
of  Congress  in  an  effort  to  protect  the 
Goverxunent  against  situations  >K'hich 
have  arisen  in  the  past  and  certainly  may 
arise  in  the  future,  even  though  it  would 
not  arise  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilson? 

We  must  remember  that  we  are  setting 
a  precedent  today.  Who  would  oppose 
the  Secretary  of  Defense?  Who  would 
say  to  him,  "You  are  wrong"?  Many 
people  are  today  hesitating  to  oppose  Mr. 
Wilson  because  of  the  far-flung  empire 
known  as  General  Motors  and  its  influ- 
ence on  people  in  all  walks  of  life.  Would 
an  under  secretary  do  it?  Would  any 
subordinate  of  his  do  it?  To  ask  the 
question  is  to  answer  it.  We  know  that 
men  do  not  oppose  their  superiors  if  they 
have  any  hope  of  promotion  in  the  future. 
Would  a  general  or  an  admiral  oppose 
him? 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  to  say  all  of 
us  have  seen  within  the  past  few  years 
a  tendency  on  the  part  of  military  men 
to  knuckle  under  and  to  fail  to  resist  the 
acts  of  civilians  of  great  authority  in  our 
Nation.  I  believe  that  a  general  or  an 
admiral  should  have  the  nerve  and  cour- 
age to  resist  a  Secretary  of  Defense ;  but 
I  also  know  that  as  a  matter  of  human 
nature  we  can  hardly  expect  any  of  them 
to  do  it.  When  we  realize  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  would  have  the  power 
to  promote  an  individual  into  prominence 
or  to  demote  him  into  obscurity,  who  be- 
low him  will  have  the  courage  to  risk  his 
future,  to  risk  his  promotion,  and  to  risk 
the  possibility  of  a  demotion  by  opposing 
a  man  who  might  be  acting  contrary  to 
what  the  best  principles  and  moral  law 
would  require  him  to  do? 

Therefore,  it  is  for  the  future  that 
we  are  establishing  a  precedent  today, 
not  as  I  wish  to  make  clear  again,  passing 
merely  on  Mr.  Wilson's  case  by  itself. 

I  know  that  one  of  the  things  we  must 
deal  with  in  government — and  there  is 
not  a  Senator  who  has  not  had  some 
experience  with  it  to  some  extent — is  a 
tendency  which  finds  expression  in  kow- 
towing in  obsequiousness  and  in  syco- 
phancy evidenced  toward  a  man  in 
power  and  authority.  We  expect  that 
to  happen  in  a  case  where  one  man  has 
authority  to  deal  with  a  concera  of 
which  he  is  a  part  of  its  very  life  blood. 
Does  anyone  believe  that  an  undersecre- 
tary or  other  subordinate  would  under- 
take to  resist  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
particularly  if  his  action  meant  much  to 
him  In  future  life? 

Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  that  in  con- 
sidering the  pending  nomination  we  need 
not  consider  the  questions  of  ability,  in- 
tegrity, and  patriotism.  It  hsis  been 
demonstrated  over  and  over  that  all 
those  qualities  are  possessed  by  this 
great  American.  We  know  that  those 
qualities  are  present  in  Mr.  Wilson's 
case  in  overwhelming  measure.  There 
Is  no  question  of  politics,  and  I  am  glad 
of   that.   too.    WhUe   I  do   not   know 
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i^ether  Mr.  Wilson  Is  a  Democrat  or 
a  Republican.  I  would  not  hesitate  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  his  nomi- 
nation were  it  not  for  the  law  as  it  is 
written. 

I  admire  Mr.  Wilson  for  his  willing- 
ness to  dispose  of  his  holdings.  I  do  not 
believe  it  ought  to  be  necessary  for  an 
American  who  has  made  a  great  success 
In  life  to  suffer  the  loss  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son must  suffer.  About  a  year  and  a 
half  ago  I  said  to  some  members  of  the 
Nimitz  Commission  that  we  ought  to 
take  some  action,  perhaps  by  amending 
the  law,  to  make  it  possible  for  a  suc- 
cessful businessman  who  is  called  to 
serve  his  government  to  be  able  to  serve 
without  going  through  all  the  hocus 
pocus  of  transferring,  selling,  and  dis- 
posing of  his  securities  and  other  prop- 
erty. I  think  so  now.  I  hope  that  from 
this  Instance  will  come  some  suggestion 
for  a  worth  while  and  sensible  amend- 
ment of  the  law^that  will  help  the  Gov- 
ernment and  yet  at  the  same  time  will 
not  bring  into  the  public  eye  and  to  pub- 
lic attention,  in  the  case  of  any  one  in- 
dividual, the  problems  which  have  arisen 
In  this  particular  case. 

B4r.  Wilson  recognizes  that  situations 
of  this  sort  may  arise.  I  know  he  real- 
izes that,  because  in  the  record  we  find 
his  statement  that  if  matters  about 
which  he  has  any  question  arise,  he  will 
go  to  the  President  about  them.  That 
Is  laudable,  Mr.  President,  and  I  approve 
of  what  he  has  said.  However,  does  not 
that  statement  by  him  show  that  in 
his  innermost  mind  he  himself  realizes 
that  there  may  arise  questions  upon 
which  he,  as  an  honest  man,  would  not 
wish  to  pass,  but  which  he  would  have 
to  take  to  the  President? 

While  I  honor  Mr.  Wilson  for  taking 
that  position,  I  can  understand  full  well 
that  that  is  another  item  of  proof  that 
he  rec(«nlzes  that  there  may  be  some 
doubt  about  his  qualifications  under  a 
strict  interpretation  of  this  law. 

Mr.  President,  are  there  not  other  big- 
business  men  who  could  qualify  and 
ably  fill  this  position? 

In  the  committee's  report,  I  see  some 
mention  of  Mr.  Stevens,  upon  whose  case 
we  have  not  yet  passed.  Mr.  Stevens 
Is  the  only  nan  in  this  group  whom  I 
happen  to  know,  and  I  know  him  only 
casually.  However,  let  me  say  that  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  finer  businessman 
in  America  than  Mr.  Stevens.  I  think 
he  has  shown  his  patriotism  and  his 
devotion  to  his  country  in  many  ways 
In  the  past  several  years.  I  would  not 
hesitate  to  trust  him  with  anything  af- 
fecting our  country's  welfare.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  question  about  Mr.  Stev- 
ens' honesty  and  integrity.  On  the  other 
hand,  some  persons  take  the  position 
that  Mr.  Stevens  also  must  sell  the  stock 
he  owns  in  his  company — a  company  or- 
ganized by  his  father,  and  in  which  Mr. 
Stevens  has  a  traditional  interest  which 
quite  naturally  could  well  transcend  even 
the  money  value  of  the  stock  he  owns. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  such  a 
sacrifice  should  have  to  be  made.  On 
the  other  hand,  Mr.  Wilson  has  said  that 
he  Is  willing  to  make  it.  I  wonder 
whether  we  should  approve  an  arrange- 
ment which  would  require  an  American 
eltlien  to  give  up  $600,003  in  order  to 


serve  his  country.  Perhaps  Mr.  Wilson 
would  be  much  better  off  if  he  were  not 
required  or  even  allowed  to  do  that. 

Of  course.  I  know  that  the  law  which 
applies  to  his  case,  like  other  similar 
laws,  was  made  to  protect  the  public  in 
the  future,  not  in  the  past.  I  know  that 
such  laws  are  enacted  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  situations  such  as  this  one, 
in  which  a  man  may  find  hlmcclf  in  a 
dual  capacity,  a  situation  in  which  he 
would  not  wish  to  be  found. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  to  show  how 
such  mattei-s  may  arise,  I  wish  at  this 
point  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the 
reports  to  the  effect  that  it  is  possible 
that  an  investigaion  may  be  made  of 
General  Motors  Corp.,  and  of  what  it  has 
done  in  connection  with  contracts  with 
the  Department  of  Defense.  Let  me  say 
that  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  the 
details  of  such  matters.  Regardless  of 
what  may  have  occurred,  the  able  and 
honest  men  who  have  been  managing 
General  Motors  Corp.  will  be  found  for 
the  most  part  to  have  done  what  is  cor- 
rect. But,  as  I  have  said.  I  do  not  know 
about  the  details  of  such  transactions. 
Therefore,  in  this  connection,  I  refer  to 
page  135  of  part  2  of  the  hearing  before 
the  Armed  Services  Committee.  At  that 
point  a  certain  transaction  was  re- 
ferred to  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri  (Mr.  Symington  1.  I  never 
heard  of  it  before;  my  only  knowledge  of 
this  transaction  comes  from  what  is  con- 
tained in  the  committee  hearing.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Missouri  yielded  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Russell  ) , 
who  asked  a  question:  and  thereafter  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  asked  Mr.  Wilson 
whether  he  was  familiar  with  an  investi- 
gation made  in  1951  by  the  Porter-Hardy 
subcommittee  of  the  House  Expenditures 
Committee.    Mr.  Wilson  replied; 

No;  I  am  not. 

Then  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri 
said: 

I  would  like  to  read.  then,  briefly,  some 
of  the  statements  In  that  repurt  and  be- 
cause Mr.  WUson  Is  not  familiar  with  It,  I 
would  suggest  that  he  furnish,  as  soon  as  be 
can,  to  the  committee,  his  opinion  with  re- 
spect to  this  congressional  report  and  nut 
try    to   answer   It   now. 

In  June,  July,  and  December  of  1951,  the 
Porter-Hardy  subcommittee  of  the  House  Ex- 
penditures Committee  conducted  an  "Inquiry 
Into  the  procurement  of  automotive  spare 
parts  by  the  United  States  Government." 

It  held  the  hearings  both  in  Washington 
and  In  Detroit  and  issued  its  report.  House 
Report  No.  1811,  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, second  session,  April  25.  1952. 

The  purpose  of  the  Inquiry  was  to  Investi- 
gate the  following  practices,  described  as 
follows  on  page  1  of  the  House  report: 

"The  Government  advertised  for  1.000  gen- 
erators of  a  certain  type.  Of  the  bids  submit- 
ted, two  were  significant,  one  from  Chrysler 
Motors  for  $77.20  each,  and  one  from  Electric 
Auto-Ute  for  $87  each;  Investigation  dis- 
closed that  the  generator  was  In  fact  made 
by  Electric  Auto-Llte  and  had  been  previous- 
ly sold  to  Chrysler  for  $52  each." 

The  committee  sought  to  discover: 

1.  Why  the  manufacturer.  Electric  Auto- 
Llte,  should  bid  higher  than  the  vehicle  as- 
sembler,   Chrysler  Motors: 

2.  Whether  this  was  a  general  trade  prac- 
Uce; 

3.  What  benefits  the  Government  was  de- 
riving from  the  enormoiis  difference  In  price 
between  the  $52  paid  by  Chrysler  and  the  $87 
paid  to  Chrysler  by  the  Government. 


I  refer  to  this  matter  In  order  to  show 
why  it  is  Important  that  we  protect  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  in 
every  way  we  possibly  can.  Let  me  say 
that  I  have  no  comment  to  make  about 
this  particular  instance  because  I  do  not 
know  about  it.  No  doubt  reference  could 
be  made  to  similar  Instances  involving 
dealings  with  the  Government  by  various 
other  manufacturers  or  industrialists. 

Mr.  President,  assuming  that  Mr.  Wil- 
son becomes  Secretary  of  Defense,  let  us 
suppose  that  some  company,  perhaps 
General  Motors  Corp.,  without  Mr.  Wil- 
son's knowledge  or  approval  or  the 
slightest  information  upon  his  part,  were 
to  attempt  to  engage  with  the  United 
States  Government  in  a  transaction  sim- 
iliar  to  the  one  referred  to  on  page  135 
of  the  committee  hearing.  In  that  case. 
who  in  the  Department  of  Defense  would 
wish  to  accuse  General  Motors  Corp.  of 
improper  conduct? 

I  understand  that  when  Mr.  Wilson 
has  sold  his  General  Motors  stock  and 
has  taken  the  present  cash  value  of  his 
General  Motors  bonus,  he  will  be  out  of 
General  Motors  Corp.  except  for  his 
pension.  I  have  no  comment  to  make 
upon  that  situation.  It  will  be  recalled 
that  in  his  testimony  Mr.  Wilson  said  he 
would  expect  to  sell  some  of  his  stock 
and  would  expect  to  (.rive  some  of  it  to 
certain  m-  mbers  of  his  family.  That 
situation  brings  me  back  to  the  question 
of  whether  Mr.  Wilson  can  ever  expect 
not  to  be  indirectly  interested  in  Gen- 
era! Motors  Corp.,  so  long  as  members  of 
his  family  own  millions  of  dollars  worth 
of  General  Motors  stock.  Mr.  President. 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  could  be  disinterested — cer- 
tainly he  would  be  at  least  indirectly 
intere.sted — in  what  occurred  to  a  cor- 
poration if  his  wife  or  some  other  mem- 
ber of  his  immediate  family  owned  mil- 
lions of  dollars"  worth  of  the  securities 
of  that  corporation.  I  realize  that  we 
can  build  up  all  sorts  of  arguments  and 
can  spin  all  sorts  of  fine  points  in  that 
connection,  but  the  question  is  whether 
Mr.  Wilson  could  possibly  dissociate 
himself  to  such  an  extent  that  he  would 
not  be  indirectly  interested  In  the  pecu- 
niary profits  of  that  concern. 

I  have  not  gone  into  the  question  of 
whether  the  ability  of  the  corporation  to 
pay  its  pensions  or  other  obligations  of 
that  sort  should  also  be  considered.  But, 
In  any  event.  I  believe  that  the  language 
of  the  .'Statute  Is  unmistakable  to  all  of 
us  who  take  the  trouble  to  read  it  care- 
fully. The  language  does  not  require  a 
great  deal  of  interpretation.  I  now  read 
from  the  statute: 

Whoever,  being  a  Government  official  or 
employee,  receives  any  .salary  In  connection 
with  his  services  as  such  an  official  or  em- 
ployee from  any  source  other  than  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  except  as  may 
be  contrlhuted  out  of  the  treasury  of  any 
State,  county,  or  municipality;  or 

Whoever,  whether  a  person,  association,  or 
corporation,  make.s  any  contribution  to,  or 
In  any  way  supplements  the  salary  of,  any 
Government  official  or  employee  for  the 
services  performed  by  him  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States — 

Shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or 
imprl8one<l  not  more  than  6  months,  or 
both. 

Mr.  President.  I  felt  that  today  I  should 
state  my  views  about  this  matter,  for  I 
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believe  we  would  be  setting  a  precedent 
and  an  example  which  might  arise  to 
plague  us  in  the  days,  months,  and  years 
ahead. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Democrats,  Includ- 
ing myself,  who  are  Members  of  this  body 
honestly  wish  to  cooperate  with  the  great 
President  who  now  sits  in  the  White 
House,  and  wish  to  do  so  to  the  best  of 
our  ability.  Certainly  I  wish  to  do  that. 
I  never  desire  to  make  any  captious  ob- 
jections to  anything  the  President  sug- 
gests. I  only  wish  to  do  my  duty  as  best 
I  can,  as  does  every  other  Member  of 
the  Senate. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  position  I  take 
in  regard  to  this  nomination  is  not  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  refiect 
upon  anyone  or  for  the  purpose  of  ques- 
tioning the  judgment  of  anyone.  My  po- 
sition is  that  today,  with  the  eyes  of  all 
America  upon  us.  and  also  with  the  eyes 
of  the  rest  of  the  world  upon  us.  in 
the  case  of  the  nomination  to  high  offlce 
of  a  man  who  has  given  so  much  of  his 
life  to  one  large  company,  which  is  a 
dominating  factor  in  supplying  all  sorts 
of  defense  items  for  the  United  States,  we 
should  think  very  carefully  and  think 
twice  before  we  say  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  that  we  are  oblivious  to  the 
possibility  of  establishing  such  a  prece- 
dent as  would  be  established  if  his  nom- 
ination should  be  confiimed. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense 
is  confirmed,  he  will  do  a  better  job  in 
that  capacity  because  of  the  criticism 
that  has  been  leveled  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  than  he  would  have  done  other- 
wise. I  am  sure  he  will  do  the  very  best 
he  can.  I  have  no  doubt  about  his  sin- 
cerity or  his  integrity. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  Mr.  Wilson's  nomination  is  con- 
firmed, in  the  future  it  will  be  difficult  for 
us  to  say  to  an  official  of  some  other  sup- 
plier or  some  other  firm,  "You  cannot 
hold  such  a  job  unless  you  dispose  of  all 
your  stockholdings  in  the  company,  in- 
cluding the  stock  owned  by  your  wife  or 
by  other  members  of  your  family,"  with- 
out harking  back  to  the  day  when  we 
confirmed  the  nomination  of  the  head 
of  one  of  the  largest  contract  suppliers 
of  all. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  we  did  not  have 
to  pass  upon  this  question.  Although  I 
do  not  know  Mr.  Wilson  personally,  yet 
I  have  for  him  the  great  admiration 
which  I  have  for  all  successful  business- 
men who  have  done  a  great  deal  for  their 
country.  However.  I  could  not  refrain 
from  saying  what  I  have  said  about  this 
matter,  for  I  verily  believe  that  we  shall 
embark  upon  a  dangerous  course  If  we 
confirm  the  nominations  to  such  posi- 
tions of  men  m-ho  previously  have  dealt 
with  the  Government  and  who  necessar- 
ily will  have  to  deal  in  the  futiu^.  while 
they  are  serving  as  Government  officials, 
with  the  companies  of  which  they  have 
been  and  continue  to  be  a  part. 

I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  theory  which 
has  been  advanced  that  the  Interests  of 
a  man's  immediate  family  should  not  be 
considered.  I  think  every  Senator  will 
have  to  consider  that  his  family  is  a 
part  of  himself,  and  that  when  he  has 
to  pass  upon  the  interests  of  his  family, 
his  wife  and  his  children,  he  will  be 
xcix 8« 


Just  as  much  concerned,  perhaps  much 
more  so.  in  their  welfare  and  in  the  wel- 
fare of  their  estates,  as  he  is  in  his  own. 

I  know  that  questions  have  been  asked 
which  probably  should  have  been  asked. 
I  am  sure  that  those  who  manage  the 
big  business  of  America  are  generally 
honest  and  fair,  and  I  am  confident  that 
the  officials  of  General  Motors  and  other 
large  corporations  want  to  serve  Amer- 
ica properly  and  correctly.  But  I  am 
also  confident  that  it  is  necessary  for 
us  to  keep  the  confidence  of  the  youth 
of  America,  and  avoid  all  appearance  of 
evil,  when  we  come  to  pass  laws  that 
would  benefit  a  particular  individual. 
While  the  pending  question  is  on  the 
confirmation  of  a  nomination,  neverthe- 
less it  has  the  importance  of  a  law. 

I  remember  recently  when  Mr.  Brown- 
ell  was  before  our  committee.  I  asked 
him  one  or  two  questions.    I  said  to  him: 

Cabinet  members  are  regarded  In  two  dif- 
ferent ways,  I  find.  One  Is  so-called  mem- 
bers of  the  President's  family,  and  there 
are  other  people  who  regard  them  as  public 
officials,  whose  primary  duty  may  be  to  assist 
the  President  but  on  the  other  hand  with 
a  great  responsibility  to  the  public,  and  par- 
ticularly so  since  the  Senate  has  to  confirm 
them.  What  is  your  feeling  about  the  func- 
tion of  Cabinet  officials? 

This  is  the  answer: 

Mr.  Brownex.  I  think  that  they  are  pri- 
marily public  officials;  they  would  be  making 
a  great  mistake  If  they  didn't  work  with  the 
head  of  the  executive  division  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, which  I  propose  to  do,  and  they 
would  also  be  making  a  great  mistake  If  they 
didn't  work  In  close  cooperation  with  the 
legislative  branch  ol  the  Government,  which 
I  propose  to  do. 

I  read  that  because  I  have  noted  some 
ruggestions  that,  after  all,  this  very 
prominent  American  businessman,  Mr. 
Wilson,  would  not  be  such  a  pubUc  official 
as  should  be  classified  with  other  public 
officials,  but  that  he  should  be  above 
them,  because  as  a  member  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Cabinet  he  Ls  amenable  and  an- 
swerable only  to  the  President.  I  do  not 
subscribe  to  that  view  of  the  law  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  American  people 
subscribe  to  that  view  of  the  law.  I 
want  to  cooperate  in  every  possible  way 
I  can  with  the  great  man  who  today  oc- 
cupies the  White  House,  and  I  shall  do  so 
in  every  way  that  I  possibly  can.  But  I 
do  not  believe  that  we  should  break  down 
the  law.  or  that  we  should  place  a  cer- 
tain construction  upon  the  law  and  ap- 
prove for  this  high  office  a  man  who  has 
been  in  the  position  he  has  occupied  for 
so  many  years.  I  will  honor  him,  and  I 
will  be  willing  to  glorify  him  to  any  ex- 
tent, but  I  do  not  believe  we  can  afford 
to  confirm  the  nomination  of  this  fine 
American,  great  as  he  may  be.  in  the 
light  of  the  law  as  it  has  been  written 
and  as  it  still  stands  on  the  statute  books. 
Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  see 
how  I  can  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
the  pending  nomination,  much  as  I  re- 
gret to  have  to  take  that  position. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  may  say  I  have 
enjoyed  very  much  this  very  fine  presen- 
tation by  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 


lina, who  is  an  able  lawyer,  and  who 
was  formerly  president  of  the  American 
Bar  Association.  I  should  like  to  ask 
his  opinion  on  another  provision,  upon 
which  I  do  not  believe  he  elaborated. 
If  he  will  look  at  the  leaflet  before  him. 
entitled  "Compilation  of  Certain  Legal 
Material  Prepared  by  the  Office  of  the 
Senate  Legislative  Counsel  on  Conflict  of 
Interest  Statutes."  he  will  note  that  on 
page  21  thereof  the  statement  is  made, 
in  fact,  it  is  the  law: 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  t>e  the  prin- 
cipal assistant  to  the  President  In  all  mat- 
ters relating  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  President,  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  he  shall 
have  direction,  authority,  and  control  over 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

Then,  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  one 
other  item — there  are  several  of  them — 
I  call  his  attention  to  the  one  on  page  24, 
Under  the  heading  "Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1951.  as  amended,"  appears  the  fol- 
lowing provision: 

Sec.  506.  (a)  In  the  case  of  aid  under  this 
act  for  military  end  items  and  related  tech- 
nical assistance  and  advice,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  have  primary  responsibility  and 
authority  for — 

( 1 )  the  determination  of  military  end- 
Item  requirements; 

( 2 )  the  procurement  of  military  equipment 
in  a  manner  which  permits  Its  Integration 
with  service  programs; 

(3)  the  supervision  of  end-item  \ise  by  the 
recipient  countries; 

(4)  the  supervision  of  the  training  of  for- 
eign mUltary  personnel;  and 

(5)  the  movement  and  delivery  of  military 
end  Itenas. 

(b)  The  establishment  of  priorities  In  the 
procurement,  delivery,  and  allocation  of  mili- 
tary equipment  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  That 
is  on  what  page? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  Is  on  page  24. 
I  refer  to  those  two  particular  items  for 
this  reason :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  prob- 
lem with  which  we  are  confronted  here 
relates — of  course  it  does  relate — to  con- 
tracts between  the  Government  and  Gen- 
eral Motors,  in  this  particular  case;  and 
we  all  know  that  General  Motors  is  the 
largest  single  supplier  both  to  our  own 
national  defense  and.  I  dare  say.  also  to 
the  furnishing  of  the  end  items  in  our 
mutual  security  aid  program.  I  have 
heard  it  suggested  that  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  could  delegate  the  handling  of 
these  contracts  to  somebody  else.  I  sup- 
pose it  would  ]x  a  delegation  to  one  of 
the  Secretaries,  or  perhaps  he  could  dele- 
gate it  to  the  President;  I  do  not  know. 
But  I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  say  a  few 
words  about  that  suggestion,  as  to  the 
power  and  the  right  under  the  law,  and 
particularly  under  the  two  sections  I 
have  just  cited,  of  Mr.  Wilson,  if  his  nom- 
ination is  confirmed,  to  delegate  the  han- 
dling of  contracts  with  General  Motors, 
which,  after  all.  will  be  the  largest  part  of 
contract  handling. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Would 
the  Senator  state  again  which  section 
that  is? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  is  on  page  21.  It 
is  at  the  top  of  page  21. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Z 
thank  the  Senator. 
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Mr.  8PARKMAN.    That  simply  pro- 
vides that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
have  complete  control  of  our  Defense 
Department,  iinder  the  President. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.    Yes. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.    The  other  part  I 
read  appears  on  page  24.  about  the  mid- 
dle of  the  page,  under  the  heading  "Mu- 
tual Security  Act  of  1951,  as  amended." 
Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.    Yes, 
I  have  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  says  he  is  re- 
sponsible for  all  procurement  and  the 
.  establishment  of  all  priorities  and  con- 
tracts relating  to  the  furnishing  of  end 
Items  for  our  mutual  security  aid 
program. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Is  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  aslung  me  how 
that  can  be  done? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Whether,  under  the 
law,  as  provided  In  those  sections.  Mr. 
Wilson,  as  Secretary  of  Defense,  would 
have  the  legal  right  to  delegate  to  some- 
one else  the  power  given  to  him  under 
those  two  sections. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  He 
might  have  the  power  to  delegate,  but 
If  any  question  should  arise,  the  decision 
would  come  back  to  him,  as  I  see  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  In  procuring  mate- 
Hals  for  our  Department  of  Defense  it 
Is  provided  that  he  has  the  responsi- 
bility, imder  the  President. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.   Yes. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.    In  the  furnishing 
of  end  items  and  making  contracts  under 
the  mutual  security  aid  program  he  has 
the  primary  responsibility. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.   Yes. 
Mr.   SPARKMAN.     I  wonder  if   the 
Senator  would  say  he  thinks  that  under 
that  terminology  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense can  legally  pass  to  someone  else 
the  power  to  handle  the  major  portion 
of  procurement  in  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina,  He 
might  legally  pass  it,  subject  to  his  fur- 
ther consideration;  but  I  think  there 
would  arise  immediately  the  question  as 
to  whom  he  is  passing  the  power  and 
In  practical,  everyday  practice  what 
would  happen  to  the  man  who  did  not 
do  what  he  thought  ought  to  be  done.  I 
am  not  talking  particularly  about  Mr. 
Wilson,  but  about  any  man  who  is  placed 
in  that  position.  It  seems  to  me  that 
since  the  Secretary  would  have  the  au- 
thority, he  might  delegate  it  subject  to 
certain  conditions. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  CairoUna.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HIT  J..  When  the  statute  provides 
that  the  Secretary  of  Defense — and  it 
applies  to  any  such  secretary — shall  have 
primary  responsibility  and  authority,  can 
he  escape  the  primary  responsibility 
and  authority  by  delegation  to  someone 
else?  In  view  of  the  language  of  the 
statute,  would  it  not  really  mean  that 
tae  person  to  whom  the  authority  was 
delegated  would  be  acting  as  his  agent? 
Under  the  language  of  the  statute,  is 
there  any  way  in  which  he  can  escape 
the  responsibility  and  authority  imposed 
upon  him  by  the  statute?  , 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  do 
not  see  how  he  could,  in  the  final  analysis. 


Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield 
further? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  SPARBa^AN.    In  other  words,  the 
final  responsibility  and  the  primary  re- 
sponsibility are  his. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.    Yes. 
Mr.    CASE.     Mr.   President,    will    the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  question  arose  in  the 
committee,  and  Mr.  Wilson  stated  that 
he  thought  there  was  some  difference  be- 
tween his  position  and  that  of  persons 
who  were  subordinate  to  him  in  the  de- 
partment. His  understanding  was  that 
under  the  law  he  had  the  responsibility. 
He  recognized  that  he  had  to  have  the 
responsibility. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Is 
the  Senator  asking  me  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  was  trying  to  throw  a 
little  light  on  the  situation.  I  think  Mr. 
Wilson  is  not  convinced  that  he  can  pass 
to  someone  else  a  responsibility  which  is 
his.  He  recognizes  that  he  has  to  have 
the  responsibility. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
speak  very  briefly  on  this  matter. 

I  find  myself  in  complete  disagreement 
with  the  arguments  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Morse  I.  the 
Senator  from  New  York  IMr.  Lehman  I, 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Smith]. 

The  nomination  was  considered  by  the 
committee,  reported  by  the  committee, 
and  is  now  before  the  Senate  for  confir- 
mation. There  is  one  more  step,  namely, 
that  a  certificate  must  be  issued  by  the 
President,  just  as  a  certificate  would  be 
issued  in  the  case  of  a  marshal  or  some 
other  person. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman)  said  "There  is  many 
a  slip  'twixt  the  cup  and  the  lip."  My 
reply  to  that  is  that  Ehuight  Eisenhower, 
before  he  issues  the  certificate,  will  have 
ample  opportunity  to  ascertain  whether 
the  stock  has  been  disix>sed  of,  and  to 
whom. 

The  distinguished  Senato#  further 
talked  about  profits.  I  submit,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, that  the  question  of  profits,  the 
11.1  percent  spoken  of  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse  1,  has  no  place 
in  this  controversy  at  all. 

I  remember  very  well  when  President 
Roosevelt,  at  the  time  World  War  II  was 
declared,  said  he  did  not  want  any  profits 
to  be  made  in  World  War  II.  that  70,000 
millionaires  had  l)een  created  in  World 
War  I.  and  that  he  did  not  want  any 
created  in  World  War  II. 

Certainly  Mr.  Wilson  is  not  to  blame 
If  profits  are  made  in  war.  The  blame  is 
entirely  upon  the  shoulders  of  Congress. 
We  know  that  I>wight  Eisenhower 
went  to  Europe,  and  went  from  country 
to  country  over  there,  to  organize  an  efQ- 
cient  defense.  I  doubt  whether  there  is 
any  other  man  in  America  more  com- 
petent or  who  knows  more  about  the 
entire  subject  of  defense  than  does 
Dwight  Eisenhower. 

What  does  he  say  to  us?  He  says,  *T 
want  want  Mr.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary 
of  Defense." 


The  Senator  from  Oregon  says,  "What 
about  Paul  Hoffman?"  He  might  Just  as 
well  say,  "What  about  Paul  Jones?"  or 
"What  about  Ole  Olesen,  or  John 
Nelson?" 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  responsibility  is  his.  says  he 
wants  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  to  be  his 
Secretary  of  Defense.  Certainly,  a  man 
who  has  had  the  experience  which  he 
has  had  knows  more  about  the  subject 
than  does  any  Senator  upon  this  floor. 
Certainly,  if  we  get  into  trouble  in  San 
Francisco  or  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
the  people  will  look  to  the  Senate,  assum- 
ing it  has  said  that  Mr.  Wilson  is  not  the 
proper  man  for  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

The  President  has  spoken,  and  I  am 
going  to  support  him. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
selecting  a  member  of  his  official  family, 
says  he  wants  Mr.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary 
of  Defense.  He  is  in  a  position  to  say 
whom  he  wants.  Mr.  Wilson  can  qualify 
by  selling  his  stock  between  the  time  hla 
nomination  is  confirmed  and  the  time  he 
receives  his  certificate.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  that  is  that. 

It  is  a  serious  matter,  Mr.  President, 
because  the  life  of  everyone  in  this  room 
may  be  at  stake  in  this  decision.  The 
life  of  every  businessman  is  at  stake  in 
any  decision  we  make  here. 

When  the  President,  who  was  chosen 
by  an  overwhelming  number  of  the 
American  electorate,  says  he  wants  Mr. 
Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense,  be- 
cause he  believes  he  can  do  the  best  Job 
to  defend  this  country,  he  is  the  man  for 
whom  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  is  going  to  vote. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  great  deal 
has  turned  upon  the  question  of  conflict 
of  interest.  The  question  of  conflict  of 
Interest  in  principle  was  one  which  was 
recognized  by  the  Congress  a  few  years 
ago  when  it  passed  the  so-called  Unifi- 
cation Act  in  which  it  provided  that  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  should  be  a  civilian, 
with  the  express  provision  that  anyone 
who  had  served  In  the  armed  services 
within  the  past  10  years  could  not  be 
appointed  to  the  position  of  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Considerable  debate  took  place  at 
that  time  on  the  question  of  principle, 
and  the  background  and  precedents 
were  considered.  During  the  debate  on 
September  15.  1950,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Morse]  said: 

I  happen  to  be  one  who  beUeves  th»t  the 
hour  la  so  dark  for  America  In  the  crisis 
which  confronts  It  that  we  need  forthwith 
to  bring  Into  the  service  of  our  country,  st 
every  poet  where  they  can  best  serve,  tbos* 
persons  most  qualined  to  hold  the  great  po- 
sitions of  responsibility  in  our  defense 
preparations. 

At  that  time  there  was  pending  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  bill  to  waive  the  pro- 
hibition against  a  military  man  being 
made  Secretary  of  Defense.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  was  then  taking  the 
position  that  the  bill  should  be  passed 
in  a  specific  instance,  for  a  specific 
person.  He  said  that  the  law  should  be 
changed  so  that  that  person  could 
qualify.  It  was  in  that  connection  that 
he  said: 

I  happen  to  be  one  who  believes  that  the 
hour  is  so  dark  for  America  in  the  crisis 
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which  eonfroDts  it  that  «•  aee<t  forthwith 
to  bring  into  the  serrlce  of  our  ootintry,  at 
every  post  where  they  can  best  serve,  those 
persons  most  qualified  to  hold  the  great 
positions  of  responsibUity  in  our  defense 
preparations. 

Then  he  took  coe:nizance  of  the  fact 
that  the  objection  to  General  Marshall 
was  that  he  might  miUtarize  the  post, 
and  he  said: 

I  think  it  is  a  mistake,  Mr.  President.  I 
thiuk  It  Is  unfair  to  Oeorge  Marshall,  to 
give  any  impression  that  his  appointment 
to  this  position  will  militarize  the  poet  of 
Secretary  of  Defense.  To  the  contrary.  1 
think  George  Marshall  will  protect  and  pre- 
serve clvUlan  direction  of  our  Military  Es- 
ublisbment. 

Today  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  comes  before  the  Senate  and 
says  that  ours  Is  a  government  of  law; 
that  we  should  not  make  exceptions; 
that  there  is  no  way  by  which  Mr.  Wil- 
.son  can  divorce  himself  from  his  affini- 
ty of  interest.  Yet  on  September  15, 
1950,  when  he  wanted  to  make  an  ar- 
gument the  other  way,  and  wanted 
Congress  to  pass  a  law  specifically  to  al- 
low General  Marshall  to  become  eligible 
for  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  Defense, 
he  said  that  General  Marshall  could  di- 
vorce himself  from  his  lifelong  career 
with  the  Defense  Establishment;  that 
he  could  be  impartial  as  between  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  and 
could  be  impartial  as  between  the  De- 
fease Establishment  and  civilian  in- 
terests that  are  intended  to  be  pre- 
served by  the  Unl.flcation  Act. 

Today  he  said  that  we  ought  to  get  the 
best  men  available.  Defense  today  re- 
quires military  efficiency.  One  might 
say  that  covers  several  elements  includ- 
ing morale  of  persons.  But  today  no 
nation  can  successfully  conduct  a  war 
unless  it  can  produce  arms.  If  there  is 
any  single  qualification  that  is  needed 
In  the  man  who  is  nominated  to  be  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  it  Is  the  ability  to  get 
production.  On  that  very  test,  we  ought 
to  secure  persons  who  are  most  quali- 
fied to  hold  positions  of  great  responsi- 
bility in  our  defense  preparation. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Senate  is  warranted 
In  accepting  the  nomination  and  voting 
for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Wilson. 

It  might  be  interesting  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  to  know  who  voted  for  the 
special  law  that  made  it  possible  for  Gen- 
era] George  Marshall  to  hold  the  civilian 
post  of  Secretary  of  Defense.  When, 
in  the  second  session  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress.  H.  R.  9848.  making  General 
Marshall  eligible  to  be  the  civilian  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  came  to  a  vote,  the 
yeas  were  47,  as  follows:  Anderson,  Byrd, 
Chapman.  Connally.  Cordon,  Darby, 
Douglas,  Prear,  Pulbright.  George,  Gil- 
lette. Graham.  Green,  Gumey.  Hill, 
Hoey,  Holland.  Humphrey,  Hunt,  Ives, 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  Johnson  of  Texas, 
Kerr.  Kilgore,  Leahy,  Lehman,  Lodge, 
Long,  Lucas,  McClellan,  McParland, 
McKellar.  McMahon.  Magnuson.  Morse, 
Murray,  Neely,  O'Conor,  O'Mahoney, 
Robertson,  Russell,  Saltonstall,  Smith  of 
Maine,  Sparkman,  Stennis,  Thye,  and 
Wiley. 

The  vote  for  the  actual  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  General  Marshall 
to  be  Secretary  of  Defense,  a  civilian 


post,  showed  an  even  laner  TOte.  Than 
were  57  yeas  to  oonfinn  tbe  nomlnatton 
of  General  Marshall  to  that  position. 

I  am  one  Republican  who  thinks  that 
in  time  of  war  curbe  can  be  placed  upon 
profits.  The  history  of  the  Renegotia- 
tion Act.  which  was  initiated  and  offered 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  10  years 
ago  this  spring,  and  offered  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  sixth  supplemental  appro- 
priations bill  of  1942,  became  the  basis  on 
wliich  we  attempted  to  curb  exceptional 
or  excessive  profits  in  time  of  war. 

I  am  one  Republican  who  did  not 
squirm  or  worry  when  it  was  proposed 
that  a  salary  limitation  of  $25,000  be 
Imposed  upon  the  incomes  of  persons  in 
time  of  war.  I  thought  that  was  not  out 
of  the  way.  I  supported  that  position 
when  I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

With  that  kind  of  background.  I  sat 
through  the  hearings  when  Mr.  Wilson 
appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  I  became  convinced 
that  Mr.  Wilson  wanted  to  come  to  the 
service  of  the  Government  with  his 
hands  completely  clean.  He  offered  to 
go  any  route  that  was  necessary,  to  do 
everything  that  was  required  by  law. 
and  to  do  everything  In  the  spirit  of 
the  law,  so  that  he  could  divorce  himself 
from  any  interest  in  the  profits  of  Gen- 
eral Motors,  so  far  as  it  was  humanly 
possible  for  him  to  do. 

I  think  the  members  of  the  committee 
were  impressed  by  his  evident  desire 
simply  to  serve  the  country.  When  a 
man  has  divested  himself  as  clearly  and 
completely  as  Mr.  Wilson  has  in  this 
Instance  of  every  direct  interest  he  could 
have  in  the  pecuniary  profits  of  General 
Motors,  when  he  comes  before  the  Sen- 
ate and  says,  "I  simply  have  been  asked 
to  assume  this  responsibility;  I  was 
asked  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  doing 
something  for  my  country,  and  I  would 
Uke  to  go  through  with  it,"  he  has  put 
himself  In  the  position  of  many  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  could  make  money 
in  outside  professions.  I  do  not  quibble 
or  try  to  be  a  demagog  when  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  says  to  me,  frankly 
and  personally,  "I  know  this  Job  will 
cost  me  money,  because  I  can  make  more 
by  practicing  law  or  going  into  business. 
But  I  have  been  in  the  public  service  for 
some  time,  and  I  rather  like  the  Idea 
of  continuing  in  It."  It  will  be  a  poor 
day  for  the  country  when  such  men  are 
not  attracted  to  the  pubUc  service  by 
their  hope  to  do  something  for  their 
country. 

I  well  remember  a  time  some  years 
ago.  when  he  became  Chief  of  Staff, 
General  Eisenhower's  final  appearance 
before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
first  budget  which  he  submitted.  There 
had  been  considerable  discussion  about 
the  difficulty  of  getting  good  men  to  stay 
with  the  Military  Establishment  after 
the  fighting  was  over. 

General  Somervell  had  been  asked 
to  go  to  the  Koppers  Corp.  at  a  salary 
four  or  five  times  as  large  as  he  had 
been  able  to  get  while  serving  as  gen- 
eral In  charge  of  procurement  during 
the  war,  and  a  part  of  the  time  in  charge 
of  military  construction. 

General  Eisenhower  cited  Instances 
of  other  officers  who  had  been  adced 


to  CO  to  General  Bectrie  and  other  firms 
because  of  the  knowledge  they  had  ob- 
tained of  radar  and  electronic  equip- 
ment. The  ctMnmittee  was  concerned  be- 
cause of  the  exodus  of  men  of  ability  who 
were  being  attracted  to  industry  imme- 
diately following  the  war. 

General  Eisenhower,  who  had  been 
Chief  of  Staff,  said  that  he  was  happy 
that  the  committee  would  not  place  any 
lestrictions  upon  the  grading  of  differ- 
ent periods  of  service,  longevity,  and 
considerations  of  that  sort,  and  thus 
would  make  it  a  little  more  possible  for 
the  Army  to  compete  with  industry  in 
keeping  some  of  its  personnel.  One 
member  of  the  committee.  I  believe  it 
was  former  Representative  Engel,  of 
Michigan,  finally  said  to  General  Eisen- 
hower, "After  all,  when  you  are  asking 
a  man  to  stay  with  the  Government  at 
$8,000  or  $9,000  a  year,  when  he  can  get 
$25,000  or  $30,000  a  year  in  private  In- 
dustry, how  can  you  expect  him  to  stay 
with  the  Government?"  President 
Eisenhower,  then  Chief  of  Staff,  said 
"Well.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  sometimes 
have  to  go  to  these  people  and  tell  them 
that  their  coiintry  needs  them."  Then  he 
added,  "I  sometimes  think  we  made  a 
mistake  when  we  started  leaving  the 
word  'patriotism'  out  of  our  Fourth  of 
July  addresses." 

I  think  that  in  itself  explains  why 
General  Eisenhower  himself  consented 
to  become  a  candidate  for  President,  and 
why  he  is  In  the  White  House  today.  It 
is  because  of  his  high  sense  of  patriotism. 
He  felt  the  call  to  duty. 

He  has  approached  some  Important 
men  in  the  coimtry  and  has  askeid  them 
to  enter  the  service  of  the  Government 
at  this  time,  and  the  statement  needs  no 
emphasis  from  me  that  this  is  a  time 
when  we  need  the  l)est  men  for  these 
positions. 

I  hope  the  time  will  never  come  when 
It  will  become  a  disqualification  for  pub- 
lic service  for  a  man  to  say.  "I  am  willing 
to  accept  this  job.  not  because  it  will 
pay  me  more  money,  but  because  I  want 
to  do  something  for  my  country." 

To  me.  it  is  something  like  that  which 
was  envisioned  by  the  poet  who  said: 

Breathes  there  the  man  with  soul  ao  dea4 
Wiio  never  to  himself  bath  said. 
This  is  my  own,  my  native  land. 

The  motive  of  service  to  country  Is  a 
noble  motive.  When  a  man  divests  him- 
self of  pecuniary  profits  so  far  as  it  la 
humanly  possible  for  him  to  do,  and 
offers  to  respond  to  the  call  of  duty  at  a 
time  when  his  country  needs  him,  I  think 
his  offer  should  be  accepted,  especially 
when  his  nomination  Is  proposed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  himself, 
who  In  his  own  life  has  always  shown  a 
high  sense  of  responsibiUty  when  duty 
called. 

Therefore  I  shall  vote  to  confirm  the 
nomination. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
tiie  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  am  happy  to  yield.    , 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  think  aU  of  us 
agree  generally  with  the  sentiments 
which  have  been  expressed  by  the  able 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  But,  after 
all.  we  are  confronted  with  a  law.  The 
able  Senator  mentioned  the  case  of  Gen- 
eral Marshall.  No  one  asked  that  Gen- 
eral Marshall  be  given  high  office  against 
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a  law  which  was  on  the  statute  books. 
Instead,  Congress  was  asked  to  change 
the  ]aw.  Congress  exercised  its  discre- 
tion and  changed  the  law.  But  here  is  a 
law  which  says  that — 

Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent  or  mem- 
ber of.  or  directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  comtracta  of  any 
corporation — 

And  so  forth.  I  emphasize  the  words 
"directly  or  Indirectly." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  a  question.  I  think  we  all  admire 
Mr.  Wilson  and  regard  him  as  a  patriotic 
American.  Mr.  Wilson  having  divested 
himself  to  the  extent  indicated  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  does  the 
Senator  believe  that  he  is  not  directly  or 
indirectly  interested  in  the  pecuniary 
profits  or  contracts  of  General  Motors 
Corp.? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  that  I  should  like  to  have 
him  read  the  remainder  of  the  statute. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Tes.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  read  all  of  the  statute.  However, 
the  words  which  I  have  emphasized  are 
in  it.  The  applicable  provision  reads  as 
follows : 

Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any  cor- 
poration. Joint-stock  company,  or  associa- 
tion, of  any  firm  or  partnership:  or  other 
biuineas  entity,  is  employed  or  acts  as  an 
offioet  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000 
or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or 
both. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  reason  I  asked  the 
able  Senator  to  read  the  latter  part  of 
the  provision  was  that  the  statute  con- 
cerned me,  as  it  did  every  other  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
I  think  the  able  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Btrd]  who  brought  it  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  performed  a  very 
distinct  service.  However,  the  statute 
does  not  say  that  such  person  shall  not 
be  an  officer  or  shall  not  be  an  agent 
of  the  United  States.  It  says:  "is  em- 
ployed or  acts  as  an  officer  or  an  agent 
of  the  United  States  for  the  transaction 
of  business  with  such  business  entity." 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  So  it  does  not  simply  say 
that  he  shall  not  be  an  officer  or  agent, 
but  that  he  shall  not  be  an  officer  or 
agent  for  the  transaction  of  business 
in  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  such 
business  entity. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  that  that  is  what  the  language 
is.  If  I  could  get  a  satisfactory  answer 
to  the  other  question,  I  should  be  satis- 
fied: but  this  question  also  concerns  me. 
The  Senator  may  have  heard  me  ask  a 
question  of  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  a  while  ago.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  made  primarily 
responsible  for  the  whole  Department  of 
Defense  under  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  Moreover,  under  the 
Mutual  Security  Aid  Act  of  1951.  he  is 


charged  with  the  primary  responsibility 
of  procuring  all  end  items  in  that  pro- 
gram, arranging  for  priorities,  and  so 
forth.  I  asked  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  this  question,  and  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  able  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota the  same  question: 

Under  that  provision,  does  the  Senator 
believe  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  can 
separate  himself  from  transactions  with 
the  General  Motors  Corp.,  which  trans- 
actions, by  the  way.  constitute  the  major 
portion  of  the  business  which  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  does,  and  probably 
the  major  F>art  of  the  business  which  the 
mutual  security  aid  program  involves? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  shall  answer  that  ques- 
tion directly,  but  let  me  say  first  that 
when  we  were  discussing  with  Mr.  Wilson 
the  problem  of  the  other  secretaries, 
namely,  the  Secretary  for  the  Army,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Navy,  and  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Air  Force,  I  suggested  to  him 
that  the  problem  in  that  connection 
might  be  solved — and  in  his  case,  too, 
for  that  matter — by  passing  over  to  the 
Renegotiation  Board,  as  established  by 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951,  the  deter- 
mination of  the  price  in  all  such  busi- 
ness. The  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951 
specifically  provides  that  the  Renegotia- 
tion Board  shall  be  an  independent  es- 
tablishment in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government.  As  the  able  Senator 
knows,  the  Renegotiation  Board  has 
acted  as  a  post-check  upon  prices,  and 
before  the  final  compensation  was  paid 
by  the  Government  to  a  contractor  the 
costs  were  determined  and  a  fair  profit 
allowed.  Anything  above  that  amount 
was  not  allowed,  or  had  to  be  refunded 
if  it  had  been  paid. 

The  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951  pro- 
vided that  the  members  of  the  Board 
shoiild  be  named  by  the  President,  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
It  also  provided  that  one  member  of  the 
Board  might  be  suggested  to  the  Presi- 
dent by  each  of  the  secretaries  in  the  De- 
fense Establishment  and  by  the  Admin- 
istrator of  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration. But  it  is  also  clear  by  refer- 
ence to  that  statute  that  the  President 
was  not  bound  to  name  him.  So  I  sug- 
gested to  Mr.  Wilson  a  proviso  which 
might  go  at  the  end  of  section  434,  to 
the  effect  that  the  determination  of  the 
compensation  should  be  turned  over  to 
the  Renegotiation  Board.  I  suggested 
the  following  proviso: 

Provided,  however.  That  this  section  shall 
not  be  construed  to  prevent  such  a  person 
from  being  an  officer  of  the  United  States 
If  the  determination  of  the  compensation 
for  such  business  Is  made  by  the  Renegotia- 
tion Board  under  the  provisions  of  the  Re- 
negotiation Act  of  1951.  and  that  no  member 
of  that  Board  was  proposed  to  the  President 
by  such  officer  for  appointment. 

I  thought  that  might  contribute  to  the 
solution  of  the  problem,  because,  obvi- 
ously, no  member  of  the  present  Renego- 
tiation Board  has  been  proposed  to  the 
President  by  the  persons  nominated  as 
secretaries  of  the  several  establishments. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  From  what  is  the 
Senator  reading? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  reading  from  page 
124  of  part  2  of  the  hearings  before  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

I  pointed  out  also  that  if  any  secre- 
tary were  to  suggest  a  name  to  the  Presi- 


dent he  could  ignore  the  suggestion,  so 
that  the  Board  would  have  no  connec- 
tion whatsoever  with  the  Defense  Estab> 
lishment.  This  was  Mr.  Wilson's  com- 
ment on  that  suggestion: 

Mr.  Wilson.  Now  is  this  a  proposed  change 
In  law  that  you  have  In  mind  to  sponaorT 

Senator  Cass.  Tes;  It  s,  Mr.  Wilson,  aud. 
of  cojrse.  I  recognize  that  that  wouldn't  be 
law,  but  It  seems  to  me  that  If  that  Is  ac- 
companied by  a  statement  that  the  officers 
In  question,  pending  the  adoption  of  sxich  an 
amendment,  simply  would  refrain  from 
transacting  business  for  the  United  States 
with  the  business  entitles  in  question,  that 
they  do  not  run  afoul  of  the  existing  statute. 

Mr.  Wilson.  I  would  like  to  make  one 
statement  on  that  whole  matter.  There  are 
a  number  of  things  that  I  think  could  be 
Improved  by  law.     That  Is  not  my  Job. 

I  am  taking  the  laws  just  as  they  are,  and 
figuring  out  sound  ways  and  honeat  ways  to 
operate  so  that  whatever  It  Is  now  we  caa 
handle  under  existing  law  honestly  and  with- 
out creating  any  misunderstandings  or  lU 
will  on  the  part  of  the  public. 

Now  I  respect  the  position  that  the  Senate 
and  the  Congress  are  In.  You  are  the  boaaes. 
It  Is  right  that  you  should  be.  That  Is  our 
American  way  of  doing  it.  Whatever  lawa 
you  men  pass.  I  will  try  to  faithfully  follow. 
I  will  follow  them  and  I  wUl  work  with  you 
In  any  way  you  want  me  to  in  connectioa 
with  any  new  law  you  pass. 

I  don't  think  I  am  competent  to  pass  on 
this  one  today  without  studying  it.  X  doDt 
like  to  do  those  things. 

In  other  words,  what  Mr.  Wilson  was 
saying  to  us  was,  in  effect.  "I  think  you 
are  asking  me  to  come  through  clean 
so  far  as  it  is  humanly  possible  for  me 
to  do  so  under  existing  law.  I  am  not 
yet  an  officer  of  the  Government.  I  do 
not  think  I  should  place  myself  in  tho 
position  of  recommending  that  Congress 
should  change  the  law  merely  so  that  I 
may  qualify." 

That  was  the  entire  tenor  and  spirit  of 
Mr.  Wilsons  statement  before  the  com- 
mittee. He  said,  in  effect.  "I  am  going 
to  do  everything  I  can  to  qualify  myself 
under  the  present  law.  I  am  not  ask- 
ing you  to  change  the  law  for  my  bene- 
fit."  It  was  on  that  basis  that  the  hear- 
ing proceeded. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  is  it  not 
similar  to  the  situation  of  a  man  elected 
to  the  United  States  Senate  who  cannot 
qualify  because  he  is  not  old  enough?  In 
other  words,  if  he  becomes  of  age  in  2 
or  3  months  he  can  qualify.  Mr.  Wilson 
owns  some  stock,  and  therefore  he  can- 
not qualify.  We  can  confirm  his  nomi- 
nation and  then  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  before  he  issues  his  cer- 
tificate of  appointment,  and  before  Mr. 
Wilson  can  take  office,  can  say  to  him, 
"I  want  to  be  sure  that  you  have  dis- 
posed of  your  stock  so  that  you  can  quali- 
fy for  the  position."  Is  that  not  the 
situation  here? 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  a  point  that 
should  be  made.  I  believe  it  should  be 
pointed  out  also  than  an  officer  runs  afoul 
of  the  law  only  when  he  does  business 
with  an  entity  with  which  he  has  some 
identity  of  interest.  In  other  words,  he 
can  hold  the  office  and  he  can  perform 
every  other  act  connected  with  his  of- 
fice except  the  transaction  of  business 
with  a  business  entity  In  which  he  may 
have  an  interest,  and  imless  he  docs 
transact  such  business  he  would  not  be 
violating  the  law.    He  can  refrain  fnHn 
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any  action  in  which  the  particular  busi- 
ness entity  is  Involved. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  I 
should  like  very  briefly  to  make  known 
to  the  Senate  my  views  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Wilson. 

I  have  been  a  member  for  20  years  of 
first  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  and 
then  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  I 
do  not  believe  that  I  have  ever  known  a 
witness  to  be  examined  more  extensively 
about  all  of  his  intimate  business  trans- 
actions and  connections  than  was  Mr. 
Wilson.  I  wish  to  say  that  he  was  very 
frank,  he  was  very  sincere,  and  he  did 
not  try  to  conceal  anything  whatever 
from  the  committee. 

However,  Mr.  President,  this  question 
has  been  as  perplexing  as  any  I  have 
ever  had  to  deal  with  in  my  long  service 
in  the  Senate.  It  relates  to  a  matter 
that  has  been  engaging  the  attention  of 
Congress  ever  since  Congress  Itself  was 
established,  namely,  public  responsibil- 
ity on  the  one  side  and  conflict  of  inter- 
est on  the  part  of  Federal  Government 
officials  on  the  other. 

Among  other  applicable  statutes,  I 
would  say  section  434,  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  headed  "Interested  persons 
acting  as  Government  agents"  is  de- 
scriptive of  the  general  policy  of  the 
United  States  Government  with  respect 
to  this  subject  of  conflict  of  interest. 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  law  lays  down 
clearly,  concisely,  and  simply  the  funda- 
mental questions  involved  in  this  very 
vital  public  matter. 

This  law  originally  was  passed  in  1863. 
It  was  reenacted  in  1878,  in  1909,  and  in 
1948.  While  this  law  has  come  within 
review  for  reenactment  at  least  three 
times  during  the  90  years  it  has  been  on 
the  books,  the  fundamental  principle 
underlying  the  statute  has  not  been 
weakened.  As  in  the  beginning,  section 
434  still,  in  plain  and  simple  terms,  con- 
stitutes a  code  of  ethics  for  Government 
officials. 

It  is  not  an  antiquated  law,  as  some 
have  said.  It  states  a  solid  and  sound 
principle  and.  In  substance,  it  says  that 
no  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States 
shall  transact  business  with  a  business 
entity  in  which  such  officer  has  a  direct 
or  indirect  pecuniary  interest.  This  Is 
good  Americanism,  as  I  see  it. 

This  section  434  reads: 

Whoever,  l>eing  an  officer,  agent  or  mem- 
ber of.  or  directly  or  indirectly  interested 
In  the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts  of  any 
corporation.  Joint-stock  company,  or  as- 
sociation, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or 
other  busineas  entity,  is  employed  or  acts 
as  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for 
the  transaction  of  business  with  such  bxisi- 
ness  entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
•a. 000  or  imprlsoneci  not  mof  than  2  years, 
or  both. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  factors 
which  must  exist  in  order  to  make  the 
law  applicable  to  any  given  situation. 
First,  there  must  be  a  pecuniary  Interest, 
direct  or  Indirect,  in  some  business 
entity:  second,  there  must  be  an  agent 
or  officer  of  the  United  States  who  di- 
rects the  transaction  of  business  with 
such  business  entity. 

I  am  In  favor  of  that  law.  I  would 
resist  to  the  utmost  of  my  capacity  any 
effort  to  change  or  weaken  it,  regardless 


of  the  source  of  such  an  effort.  It  Is.  as 
I  said,  a  code  of  ethics  with  relation  to 
the  question  of  "conflict  of  Interest." 

There  are  a  number  of  other  laws 
along  the  same  line,  but  I  shall  not  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  them. 
Rather.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
statement  regarding  them  may  be  in- 
serted in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcokd,  as  follows  : 

In  addition  to  section  434,  which  Is  ap- 
plicable to  all  who  act  as  agents  or  officers 
of  the  United  States,  section  281  of  the  same 
title  applies  to  Members  of  Congress,  offi- 
cers and  others  in  matters  affecting  the  Gov- 
ernment. In  brief,  this  section  makes  it  a 
crime  with  heavy  fine  and  prison  penalties 
for  a  Member  of  Congress,  head  of  a  depart- 
ment, etc.,  to  receive  or  agree  to  receive 
any  compensation  for  any  services  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered  in  relation  to  any  contract, 
claim,  etc.,  in  which  the  United  States  is 
directly  or  indirectly  interested.  It  provides 
further  that  upon  conviction,  he  "shall  be 
incapable  of  holding  any  office  of  honor, 
trust,  or  profit  under  the  United  States." 

Sections  218  and  283  of  title  18,  referring 
to  Congressmen  and  officers  or  employees  in- 
terested in  claims  against  the  Government, 
provide  that  If  any  Menrber  of  the  Senate  or 
House  of  Representatives  or  any  ofllcer  of 
the  United  States  Government  acts  as  an 
agent  or  attorney  for  prosecuting  any  claim 
against  the  United  States,  etc.,  or  receives 
any  gratuity  or  any  share  of  or  Interest  in 
any  such  claim  in  consideration  of  such 
asaistance,  he  "shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
#10,000  or  imprisoned  or  both." 

Section  1901  of  title  18,  entitled  "Collecting 
or  Dlaburslng  Officer  Trading  in  Public  Prop- 
erty," provides  that  if  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  concerned  in  the  collection  or  the  dis- 
bursement of  the  revenues  thereof,  carries 
on  any  trade  or  business  in  the  funds  or 
debts  of  the  United  States,  he  "shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $3,000  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  1  year,  or  both     •     •     •." 

Further,  section  1814,  entitled  "Salary  of 
Government  Officials  and  Employees  Payable 
Only  by  United  States,"  provides  that  a  Gov- 
ernment official  or  employee  who  receives 
any  salary  in  connection  with  his  services 
as  such  an  official  or  employee  from  any 
source  other  than  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  "shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  6  months, 
or  both." 

In  addition  to  these  provisions  In  title  18, 
section  243,  title  5  United  States  Code  (5 
U.  S.  C.  243 )  imposes  special  restrictions  upon 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

There  are  other  restrictions  elsewhere  In 
the  law  with  respect  to  business  connections 
of  the  Officials  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, Federal  Reserve  Board,  Federal 
Tariff  Commission.  Federal  Trade  Conunls- 
sion.  and  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Act  provides  that 
no  person  in  the  employ  of  or  holding  any 
official  relation  to  any  common  carrier  or 
owning  stock  or  bonds  thereof,  etc.,  shall 
enter  upon  the  duties  of  or  hold  office  as  a 
Commissioner  in  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

The  Federal  Communications  Act  provides 
that  no  member  of  the  Commission  shau  be 
financially  interested  in  the  manufacture 
or  sale  of  radio  apperatrus  or  of  apparatus  for 
wire  or  radio  conununication  or  in  com- 
munication by  wire  or  radio,  etc. 

The  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  pro- 
Tides  that  no  member  of  the  Board  of  Di- 
rectors shall  be  an  officer  or  director  of  any 
Insured  bank  or  Federal  Reserve  bank  or  hold 
stock  in  any  insured  bank. 

Section  1  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  pro- 
vides that  no  person  in  the  employ  of  or 


holding  any  official  relation  to  any  licensee 
or  any  firm,  etc.,  engaged  in  the  generation, 
transmission,  or  sale  of  power  shall  enter 
upon  the  duties  of  or  hold  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner of  the  Federal  Power  Conunlssion. 

The  Securtties  Exchange  Act  provides  that 
no  Commissioner  shall  engage  in  any  other 
business,  vocation,  or  employment  than  that 
of  serving  as  Commissioner  nor  shall  any 
Commissioner  fwrticipate  directly  or  Indi- 
rectly in  any  stock-market  operations  or 
transactions,  etc. 

In  brief,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  thene 
provisions,  both  in  title  18  and  elsewhere, 
comprise  the  major  legislation  dealing  with 
confiict  of  Interest. 

It  is  well  to  state  here  that  every  State 
in  the  Union  and  every  subdivision  thereof 
has  laws  of  similar  intent.  The  conflict  of 
interest  principle  is  well  defined  In  perhaps 
hundreds  of  statutes  of  States,  municipali- 
ties and  local  subdivisions.  By  practice  and 
by  law  the  principle  of  no  business  relations 
between  public  officials  and  a  concern  In 
which  such  officials  have  pecuniary  inter- 
ests is  firmly  established. 

Section  434,  enacted  In  1863,  and  repeatedly 
reenacted — the  last  time  as  late  as  1948 — is 
the  one  that  most  specifically  concerned  the 
nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wilson  as  Secretary 
of  Defense. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
given  a  great  deal  of  thought  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  have  asked  for  legal  advice 
as  to  whether  the  law  was  applicable  to 
Mr.  Wilson.  Some  persons  thought  he 
could  divest  himself  of  authority  to  act. 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
that  he  cannot,  as  Secretary  of  Defense, 
divest  himself  from  the  responsibility  of 
making  contracts  or  procurements  or 
perform  any  other  duty  which  would 
be  assigned  to  him  as  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

I  believe  that  the  provision — ^I  do  not 
believe  it  has  been  quoted  as  yet — ^which 
makes  it  impossible  for  him  to  divest 
himself  of  tho»e  responsibilities  is  con- 
tained in  section  202  (f),  which  reads: 

(f )  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may,  without 
being  relieved  of  his  responsibility  therefor, 
and  unless  prohibited  by  some  specific  pro- 
vision of  this  act  or  other  specific  provision 
of  law,  perform  any  function  vested  in  him 
through  or  with  the  aid  of  such  officials  or 
organizational  entities  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  as  he  may  designate. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  he  can 
delegate  the  authority,  but  must  act 
without  being  relieved  of  his  responsi- 
bility. Therefore.  I  have  contended 
from  the  beginning  that  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  could  not  help  being  consid- 
ered as  having  section  434  applicable  to 
him  so  long  as  he  was  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  so  long  as  he  owned  a  pecuni- 
ary financial  interest  In  any  company 
which  transacts  business  with  the  De- 
partment of  Defense. 

I  am  not  a  lawyer.  However,  as  a  man 
who  tries  to  apply  common  sense  to  these 
situations  I  think  it  is  good  law.  At 
least  it  is  the  law  which  is  now  con- 
trolling my  vote  on  this  question. 

llie  basic  principle  enacted  by  section 
434  appears  to  me  to  be  very  clear.  First, 
it  must  be  established  that  an  official 
or  employee  of  the  Government  has  a 
direct  or  indirect  interest  in  the  pecu- 
niary profits  or  contracts  of  any  cor- 
poration, Joint-stock  company,  or  asso- 
ciation, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership  or 
other  business  entity.  In  this  connec- 
tion, I  quote  from  a  memorandum  on  the 
law  by  the  Senate  Legislative  Counsel, 
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to  be  found  oo  page  4f3  of  the  OopoaB- 
BRWAX.  RaoovB  of  January  21: 

In  Um  Uglit  or  Um  rtfatkmalilp  Minting 
Ijtt  ipwiii  •  corporatkM  and  Ito  skanliolden. 
M  aMOM  quit*  clear  tbat  tbe  Intereat  ot  a 
^Kft>«KniiiT  In  a  oocporatton  la  c€  Uie  Und  In- 
elwlad  •  •  *.  Howerer.  aa  a  criminal 
atatuta.  aactlon  4M  vUl  be  atelctty  conatrued 
and  It  la  tot  doubtful  that  tbe  bare  cxJatenca 
erf  aucb  an  Interaat  would  be  regarded  aa  aufll- 
clent  ground  for  the  Tlaltatlon  ot  criminal 
conwiqiienffea  A  clear  showing  of  the  prea- 
ence.  In  a  material  degree,  d  tbe  anbatantlTe 
erll  at  which  the  aeetlon  la  directed  would 
aeem  to  be  a  neceeaarj  element  cC  proof. 
The  czlatenoe  erf  a  nominal  or  trlrlal  Into'- 
•at.  Buch  aa  the  poaaeaalon  of  a  single  quali- 
fying share,  or  the  poaaeaalon  of  naked  legal 
title  to  shares  in  which  the  beneficial  inter- 
eat  la  held  try  otheta,  probably  would  not  be 
raoogb. 

'  But  a  ahowing  of  an  actual  and  beneficial 
Interest  of  such  magnitude  aa  to  demon- 
strate a  probable  tnlhimne  upcm  the  ofllclal 
aetkma  of  the  oOeer  conecmed  would  seem 
to  be  miiirtTit  Tiae  aulBclency  of  proof  of 
each  influence  neoeesarily  presents  a  quea- 
tkm  to  be  determlne^I  from  all  eTldence  pre- 
acnted  la  each  Individual  case,  and  any  en- 
deavor to  state  a  generalisation  applicable 
to  all  csees  would  seem  ixuulTisable. 


Now,  BCr.  President,  let  lis  see  what 
was  the  Interest  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son in  General  Motors  Corp.  I  think  the 
facts  should  be  stated  for  the  RacosB 
In  condensed  form:  Mr.  Wilson  owns,  or' 
did  own — ^I  sssiime  that  he  has  not  yet 
diTCsted  himself  of  the  interest — approx- 
imately 40,000  shares  of  the  common 
stock  of  General  Motors  Corp..  which  has 
a  market  value  of  approximately  $2,500,- 
000.  In  January  1954  he  would  have 
received  605  shares  of  the  common  stock 
of  General  Motors  Corp.  and  a  cash 
bonus  of  $238,000.  In  January  1955  he 
would  have  received  640  shares  of  the 
commoD  stock  and  $2034N)0  in  cash.  In 
January  1966  he  would  have  received 
333  shares  of  the  common  stock  and 
$130,000  in  cash.  He  will  receive  an  an- 
nual pension  of  $40,000  from  General 
Motors  Corp.,  chidly  under  a  contribu- 
tory retirement  plan;  that  Is  to  say.  he 
personally  made  payments  to  the  pen- 
sion fund. 

After  looking  into  the  question  of  the 
bonus,  which  was  exidained  in  great  de- 
tail to  the  committee  by  Mr.  Wilson,  I 
am  convinced  that  the  bonus,  which  was 
fixed  more  than  a  year  ago,  was  deter- 
mined on  the  basis  of  profits  made  by 
General  Motors  Corp.  Prior,  by  at  least 
1  year,  to  the  time  when  his  nomination 
as  Secretary  of  Defense  was  submitted 
to  the  Senate.  In  other  words,  the  bonus 
Mr.  Wilson  will  receive  will  be  a  bonus 
for  past  services,  a  payment  for  past 
services,  and  in  no  sense  will  it  be 
changed  by  the  profits  of  General  Motors 
Corp.  or  the  business  done  by  that  cor- 
poration in  the  3  coming  years  in 
which  Mr.  Wilscm  will  receive  the  bonus. 
General  Motors  Corp.  seems  to  have  a 
policy  of  fixing  a  bonus  for  5  years  on 
the  past  business,  then  paying  it  in  the 
5  subsequent  years. 

So.  Mr.  President,  as  one  Member  of 
the  Senate.  I  agree  that  the  bonus  is 
not  a  payment  for  current  or  future 
services,  but  is  i^  payment  for  a  debt 
"which  now  is  owing  to  Mr.  Wilson  by 
General  Motors  Corp.  for  services  which 
he  performed  before  his  nomination  was 
sent  to  the  Senate. 


I  also  agree  that  the  pension  of  $40,000 
a  year  is  a  pension  earned  before  Mr. 
WOscm  left  the  General  Motors  Corp.. 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he 
made  oontributioDS  to  the  retirement 
fund. 

Questions  arose,  however,  in  regard  to 
the  shares  of  stock.  Under  this  pension 
plan  Mr.  Wilson  would  have  received 
1.800  shares  of  stock  after  the  time  when 
he  began  to  serve  as  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, in  the  event  his  nomination  should 
be  confirmed.  After  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
cussion, it  was  agreed  that  General 
Motors  Corp.  would  change  the  payment, 
so  that  Mr.  Wilson  would  be  paid  in  cash 
for  these  shares  of  stock,  on  the  basis 
of  the  price  of  the  shares  of  stock  as  of 
today,  so  that  in  the  event  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of 
Defense  is  confirmed,  he  will  not  receive 
any  benefit  because  of  any  increment  in 
value  of  the  shares  of  stock  occurring 
during  the  time  he  serves  as  Secretary 
of  Defense. 

Question  then  arose  as  to  the  possi- 
bili^  of  bringing  about  a  situation  in 
which  Mr.  Wilson  divests  himself  of 
any  pecuniary  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, in  General  Motors  Corp.  I  believe 
the  committee  was  satisfied  that  if  Mr. 
Wilson  sold  the  40.000  shares  of  stock 
which  he  now  has,  and  If  he  agreed  not 
to  accept  the  1.800  shares  of  stock  in  the 
form  of  a  bonus,  he  would  comply  with 
that  part  of  the  law. 

On  the  other  hand,  on  the  question  of 
having  Mr.  Wilson  delegate  to  some  other 
Government  oflicial  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  deal  with  Gen- 
eral Biotors  Corp.,  and  thus  avoid  any 
violation  of  the  law,  so  that  he  would 
be  able  to  accept  appointment  as  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
law.  the  committee  agreed  tliat  Mr.  Wil- 
son could  not  delegate  that  power,  be- 
cause the  law  says  definitely  that  such 
an  official  cannot  be  relieved  of  his  re- 
sponsibility. 

Furthermore,  as  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Spaakman]  pointed  out.  in 
view  of  the  fact  tliat  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  so  supreme  over 
the  Department  of  Defense,  he  cannot 
delegate  his  authority. 

Section  202  provides  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  "shall  have  direction, 
authority,  and  control  over  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense." 

Certainly  that  seems  to  be  a  very  com- 
plete and  supreme  control  That.  Mr. 
President,  is  the  situation  with  wliich 
the  committee  was  confronted. 

After  most  exhaxistive  study  and  de- 
bate, the  committee  decided  that  if  Mr. 
Wilson  sold  all  his  stock  in  General  Mo- 
tors Corp. — every  share  of  it — and  then 
so  arranged  that  no  future  stock  pay- 
ments would  be  made  to  him  in  the  way 
of  a  bonus,  he  would  not  have  a  pecuni- 
ary interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corp.  We  must  remember 
that  section  434  is  a  criminal  statute  and 
will  be  strictly  construed.  In  that  way 
compliance  would  be  had  with  the  first 
P3XJ_ot.tlie  law  to  which  fhave  referred. 

On  the  other  hand,  all  of  us  are  agreed 
that  because  of  the  language  of  ttie  law. 
Mr.  Wilson  could  not  divest  himself  of 
the  reeponsiblllty  for  dealing  with  Gen- 
eral Motors  Cnrp. 


I  recite  these  laws  and  I  refer  to  the 
situation  confronting  us  because  I  be- 
lieve the  principle  Involved  should  be 
made  very  clear  to  the  Senate.  SlmUar 
questions  have  frequently  cone  before 
the  Senate.  A  number  of  such  questions 
came  before  the  Naval  Affairs  Oommlt- 
tee  during  my  service  on  it.  and  have 
come  before  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee during  the  time  I  have  served  on 
it.  Some  nominations  of  this  sort  have 
l}een  rejected.  The  nomination  oi  Mr. 
Ilgenfrltz  was  rejected  on  the  basis  of 
such  a  conflict  of  interest.  The  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Pauley  was  rejected  on  that 
basis,  and  there  are  other  nominatioos 
which  have  been  rejected  becauae  of 
similar  situations. 

I  know  that  all  other  Members  of  the 
Senate  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  we  must  remember  that  the  Senate 
attaches  great  importance  to  prccedenta. 
Once  a  precedent  is  established  in  the 
Senate,  it  lasts  for  years  and  yean  to 
come.  I  am  not  willing  to  help  eatabhah 
a  precedent  which  wouM  result  in  viola- 
tion of  this  basic  law  which  was  passed 
so  many  years  ago  and  is  most  important 
in  the  case  of  the  possible  "conflict  of 
interest." 

I  may  say  that  no  evidence  which  was 
presented  to  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee would  in  any  way  controvert  the 
appUcabllity  of  section  434  of  title  18. 
United  States  Code,  to  the  sitoation  pre- 
sented by  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson. 
It  was  my  opinion  that  unless  the  nomi- 
nation were  withdrawn,  there  was  only 
one  course  of  action  for  Mr.  Wilson  to 
pursue,  namely,  to  divest  ^^w»^»lf  com- 
pletely and  irrevocably  of  all  stock  in 
General  Motors  Corp. 

Mr.  Wilson  advised  the  committee 
that  whatever  action  he  takes  about  such 
General  Motors  stocks  will  be  irrevoea- 
ble.  and  that  there  is  no  way  by  which 
the  stock  could  return  into  his  hands 
after  he  leaves  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
Defense,  in  the  event  his  nomination  Is 
confirmed. 

Now  Mr.  Wilson  has  done  these  things. 
There  may  be  some  who  would  say  that 
the  fact  that  his  wife  owns  certain  shares 
of  stock  In  General  Motors  Corpora- 
tion— I  believe  the  testimony  was  that 
she  owns  10.000  shares  of  stock;  and  in 
this  connection  let  me  point  out  that  Mr. 
Wilson  told  the  committee  everything 
about  these  matters,  and  did  not  cimceal 
a  thing— shows  that  Mr.  Wilson  still  will 
have  an  indirect  Interest  in  the  corpo- 
ration. 

However.  I  believe  that  a  reading  of 
the  statute  shows  that,  on  the  one  hand, 
a  person  must  commit  a  certain  act  in 
order  to  come  within  the  provisions  of 
the  statute.  Therefore.  I  do  not  believe 
that  ownership  of  stock  by  someone  else 
would  result  in  a  situation  in  which  liir. 
Wilson  would  have  a  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  company,  in  the  eyes  of  the  law. 

In  closing,  It  may  be  well  to  note  for 
the  Record  that  section  434  is  applicable 
to  everyone  who  acts  as  an  officer  or 
a^ent  of  the  United  States  Government 
for  the  transaction  of  business  with  a 
concern  In  the  pecuniary  profits  or  con- 
tracts of  which  he  has  a  direct  or  indi- 
rect interest.  This  law  does  not  apply 
only  to  high  officials  of  the  Govern- 
ment, although  some  would  make  it  ap- 
pear that  that  is  the  case. 
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I  have  received  letters  from  persons 
who  have  said,  "Why  don't  you  want 
businessmen  to  come  Into  the  Govern- 
ment service  and  bring  efficiency" — in 
cases  In  which  It  is  alleged  that  ineffi- 
ciency and  waste  of  money  exist.  It 
.should  be  pointed  out  that  this  law  does 
not  prevent  Government  service  by  one 
who  owns  stock  in  a  private  company 
or  concern,  provided  that  such  person, 
while  serving  as  an  agent  of  the  United 
States  Government,  does  not  deal  di- 
rectly with  that  company.  Such  person 
can  own  all  the  stock  he  pleases  in  a 
company  which  does  not  have  dealings 
with  the  branch  of  the  Government  in 
which  he  acts  as  an  agent  for  transac- 
tion of  business.  On  the  other  hand, 
once  that  person  Is  a  Government  agent, 
the  law  forbids  him  to  own  stock  In  a 
company  with  which  he  deals  while  he 
is  serving  as  an  agent  of  the  United 
States  Government.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  to  the  Senate  that  that  Is  a  basic 
and  sound  principle  which  I,  for  one, 
would  never  vote  to  violate,  for.  after 
all.  ours  is  a  Government  of  laws,  not  a 
Government  of  men. 

As  a  rough  estimate  I  would  say  that 
section  434  Is  applicable  to  at  least  100,- 
000  officials  and  employees  of  the  United 
States  Government  who  are  engaged  in 
making  purchases  of  one  description  or 
another  for  the  Government. 

Some  persons  have  not  seemed  to 
know  of  the  existence  of  this  statute. 
However,  not  long  ago  the  Department 
of  Defense  thought  section  434  so  im- 
portant that  it  caused  a  copy  of  that 
•section  to  be  sent  to  every  procurement 
ofBcer  within  the  armed  services,  to- 
gether with  the  warning  that  the  letter 
of  this  law  must  be  literally  obeyed.  So 
this  law  applies  Just  as  definitely  to  a 
local  Army  procurement  officer  who  is 
purchasing  a  bushel  of  potatoes  as  it 
does  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  con- 
nection with  the  purchase  of  a  Jet  air- 
plane for  the  Government. 

The  power  of  confirmation  of  ap- 
pointments by  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, let  me  repeat,  Mr.  President,  is  not 
a  perfunctory  one.  It  is  one  of  our  most 
sacred  and  important  obligations. 

I  recently  requested  the  legislative 
counsel  to  prepare  a  list  of  all  statutes 
relating  to  conflict  of  interest.  On  Jan- 
uary 16  I  Inserted  in  the  Congressional 
Record  a  statement  of  these  laws  as  very 
ably  compiled  by  Mr.  John  C.  Herberg, 
assistant  legislative  counsel  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Then,  on  January  21, 1  inserted  in  the 
Congressional  Record  another  state- 
ment prepared  by  the  assistant  legisla- 
tive counsel  of  the  Senate  which  sum- 
marized the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  as  established  by  the  unifica- 
tion law  enacted  July  26,  1947. 

Now  that  Mr.  Wilson  has  agreed  to 
divest  himself  of  the  stock  in  General 
Motors  he  has  complied  with  the  law. 
in  my  Judgment,  and  I  will  give  him 
my  active  and  most  cordial  support.  I 
would  not  have  supported  his  nomina- 
tion had  he  continued  to  hold  his  stock 
or  put  it  in  trust,  or  had  he  done  any- 
thing which  I  thought  would  be  a  sub- 
terfuge. 

I  again  want  to  say  that  he  was  com- 
pletely frank  In  his  testimony,  and  I  have 
the  utmost  confidence  in  his  integrity, 


which  was  never  questioned  by  anyone 
in  the  hearings  before  the  committee. 
His  experience  as  a  business  executive 
fits  him  to  deal  with  the  great  problem 
of  eliminating  the  waste  and  extrava- 
gance that  exist  in  the  armed  services, 
and  thereby  result  in  saving  billions  of 
dollars  to  the  taxpayers.  In  all  of  this 
he  will  have  my  full  support.  He  will 
have  many  difficult  problems  to  solve. 
Few  if  any  other  men  in  the  service  of 
the  Government,  with  the  exception,  of 
course,  of  the  President  himself,  will  en- 
counter greater  problems  than  will  Mr. 
Wilson  in  endeavoring  to  operate  this 
great  Department  of  the  Government 
that  is  spending  now  $55,000,000,000 
yearly  of  the  people's  money,  and  do  it 
in  an  efficient  way,  on  the  one  harid. 
to  make  us  militarily  strong,  and  on  the 
other  hand,  not  to  waste  and  squander 
the  people's  money.  No  man,  I  think, 
will  have  greater  responsibility  or  more 
difficulties  than  he  will  have,  and  I  would 
like  to  feel  that  in  this  great  task  he 
will  have  the  support  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  but  one  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
was  one  of  those  who  were  most  em- 
phatic about  the  purpose  of  the  statute 
on  conflicts  of  Interest,  when  these  hear- 
ings started.  We  heard  testimony  from 
Mr.  Wilson  and  questioned  him  for  over 
5  hours,  on  two  separate  days.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  was  present 
during  all  of  those  5  hours,  and  as  I  have 
listened  to  the  Senator  dining  the  past 
few  moments,  he  Is  now  thoroughly  con- 
vinced and  is  completely  satisfied,  after 
listening  to  all  that  testimony,  all  the 
ups  and  downs  and  differences  of  opin- 
ion with  Mr.  Wilson,  as  they  app>ear  in 
the  record,  that  Mr.  Wilson  has  divested 
himself  of  his  holdings  so  that  he  can 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  Office  of  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  without  any  question 
of  his  coming  into  a  conflict  of  interest 
under  section  434.    Am  I  not  correct? 

Mr.  BYRD.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
want  to  say  that  I  hope  very  much  that 
we  can  vote  this  evening.  We  can  cer- 
tainly continue  the  session  to  6,  half 
past  6.  or  so,  if  necessary,  but  I  hop>e 
that  Senators  who  speak  will  be  as  brief 
as  possible,  so  that  we  can  finish. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  as- 
sure the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  I  shall 
not  speak  at  any  appreciable  length.  I 
think  we  have  all  been  torn,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, between  sympathy  for  the  individ- 
uals who  are  concerned  in  these  appoint- 
ments together  with  a  desire  for  the  new 
administration  to  make  a  success,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a  de- 
sire to  protect  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try in  this  most  important  of  all  posts, 
B  post  which  involves  the  security  of  the 
Nation,  and  which,  as  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  has  stated,  involves  an  annual 
expenditure  of  approximately  $55,000,- 
000.000. 

As  we  have  all  watched  this  situation 
unfold  within  the  past  10  days,  it  has 
seemed  in  a  sense  like  a  Greek  tragedy 


of  a  conflict  of  principles,  not  necessar- 
ily opposed,  but  which  came  into  con- 
fiict  here,  and  it  is  this  fact  which  has 
transcended  our  opinion  about  individ- 
uals, and  which  has  raised  this  issue  to 
a  high  level. 

I  am  very  glad  that  every  Senator 
who  has  spoken  this  afternoon  has  paid 
tribute,  not  only  to  Mr.  Wilson's  com- 
petence but  also  to  his  character.  This 
has  been  the  United  States  Senate  at  its 
best.  For  what  we  have  here  in  conflict 
is  not  a  question  of  the  charact<?r  of  an 
individual  but  two  sets  of  interests,  not 
always  in  conflict,  but  at  times  in  con- 
flict. In  the  first  place,  we  want  com- 
petent, energetic,  devoted  and,  if  pos- 
sible, practical  men  to  direct  the  execu- 
tive offices  of  the  country,  and  this  de- 
partment in  particular.  At  the  same 
time,  we  want  men  who  will  be  able 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  public 
with  an  eye  single  to  the  benefit  and 
the  welfare  of  the  public.  We  want 
men  who  will  nefther  consciously  nor 
unconsciously  be  influenced  by  private 
interests  nor  by  private  friendships. 
This  is  a  very  austere  demand.  It  is  a 
demand  which  businessmen  frequently 
believe  politicians  are  incapable  of  com- 
prehending, but  this  case  perhaps  indi- 
cates that  the  political  standard  is  more 
austere,  more  commanding,  and  more 
compelling  than  the  standards  which 
even  many  of  the  best  businessmen  have 
about  public  life.  Perhaps  this  whole 
controversy  may  serve  its  purpose  best 
in  the  education  which  it  gives  to  the 
business  and  industrial  community  of 
the  country  as  to  what  our  real  duties 
and  functions  are. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  himself  one  of  the  emi- 
nent attorneys  of  the  country,  has 
stressed  the  necessity  of  avoiding  what 
he  termed  a  conflict  of  interests,  and 
what  I  believe  the  legal  profession  calls 
"adverse  interests."  namely  that  in  a 
given  case  where  there  is  a  conflict  one 
should  not  sit  on  both  sides  of  the  table 
at  once,  one  should  not  represent  plain- 
tiff and  defendant,  or  the  community 
and  the  defendant.  We  call  it  in  civU 
life  "conflict  of  interests." 

We  all  recognize,  as  Mr.  Wilson  said, 
that  at  times  the  interests  of  private 
persons  and  the  interests  of  the  public 
go  together.  In  fact,  we  hope  and  be- 
lieve that  this  is  generally  the  case. 
But  certainly  he  went  too  far  when  he 
originally  said,  not  only  that  whatever 
is  good  for  the  country  is  good  for  Gen- 
eral Motors — which  I  think  Is  true — but 
added,  conversely,  that  whatever  is  good 
for  General  Motors  is  good  for  the  coun- 
try, because  that  is  not  always  true. 

There  are  questions  which  inevitably 
arise,  such  as  the  question  of  which  flrm 
Is  to  get  a  contract,  which  types  of  goods 
are  to  be  produced,  what  prices  are  to  be 
paid  for  the  goods,  what  the  profit  rates 
are  to  be  upon  them,  what  the  times  of 
delivery  shall  be,  or  what  severity  of  in- 
spection standards  shall  be  imposed 
upon  the  goods  once  produced.  These 
are  issues  upon  which  good  men  may  dif- 
fer. But  if  the  representative  of  the 
public  is  also  tied  to  the  private  interest, 
we  are  not  likely  to  have,  in  this  imper- 
fect world,  the  public  interest  repre- 
sented as  vigorously  and  as  strongly  as 
it  would  be  if  the  representative  of  the 
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public  were  divested  of  this  conflicting 
IntoresL  Tbat  is  the  reason  for  the 
statute  origiDalLj  pa^satd,  and  frequent- 
ly reenacted.  It  Is  an  attempt  by  the 
much  abused  and  despised  group  of  poli- 
ticians to  see  to  it  that  their  public  life 
is  not  affected  by  a  conflict  of  interests. 
I  am  rtellghtisd  with  the  very  aUe 
statements  which  have  been  made  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith]  and  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[llr.  Btbb]  in  this  case. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  HUnois  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  but  I  do  not 
want  to  prolong  the  discussion. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  Senator  is 
discussing  the  conflict  of  interests  in 
public  service.  Is  there  any  material 
difference  between  conflict  of  interests 
in  public  service  and  conflict  of  interests 
In  private  service,  if  we  should  assume 
that  the  former  president  of  the  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corporation  should  say.  "I 
am  still  interested  in  the  corporation"? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  Mr.  Wilson  had 
persisted  in  the  attitude  which  he  took 
at  the  original  hearing,  much  as  I  would 
have  valued  him  as  a  man.  I  could  not 
have  voted  to  conflrm  his  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  two  difBcult 
sets  of  qualities  to  combine — the  driving, 
energetic,  practical  experience  which  we 
need  in  an  executive,  and  the  divorce- 
ment from  private  Interests  which  we 
need  in  a  public  ofBcial.  Those  are  two 
extraordinarily  difficult  things  to  com- 
bine. 

The  British  have  tried  to  meet  this 
situation  by  setting  up  a  class  of  profes- 
sional civil  servants,  men  who  enter  gov- 
ernment early  and  who  have  virtually  no 
private  interest  or.  at  least,  no  practical 
Interest  In  industry,  spending  their  en- 
tire lifetime  in  government  service,  a 
sort  of  Platonic  guardianship,  if  you  wllL 
They  have  been  able  to  maintain  an  ex- 
traordinarily lilgh  level  of  government 
Integrity  during  the  past  three-quarters 
of  a  century.  Before  that  time,  perhaps 
not. 

The  British  civil  service  is  strong  on 
Integrity,  and  it  has  men  of  great  ability. 
But,  since  they  enter  government  serv- 
ice early,  they  are  frequently  lacking  in 
energy,  and  they  do  not  have  the  time 
or  the  opportunity  for  actual  productive 
experience,  or,  as  we  say.  practical  ex- 
perience. 

I  think  this  discussion.  Mr.  President, 
will  bring  into  the  open  some  of  the 
difficulties  which  the  Roosevelt  adminis- 
tration had  In  its  early  days  and  for 
which  it  was.  I  think,  somewhat  unjustly 
criticized.  The  Roosevelt  administration 
brought  into  Government  service  persons 
who  the  President  thought  were  ix)t 
swayed  by  a  conflict  of  interests,  persons 
who  he  thought  would  be  able  to  devote 
themselves,  because  they  lacked  private 
interests,  to  the  public  interest.  I  think 
that  on  the  whole,  whatever  one  may  say, 
the  record  was  not  a  bad  one. 

Our  friends  across  the  aisle  constantly 
reminded  us  that  those  persons  lacked 
practical  experience.  They  made  errors. 
and  gradually  a  feeling  developed  in  the 
country  that  we  wanted  a  divergent  type 
of  persons  to  run  the  Government.  I 
think  that  was  a  factor,  though  per- 
haps a  small  one,  in  the  election  last  fall. 
It  seems  tnat  we  are  now  embarked  upon 


the  experiment,  for  the  flrst  time  In 
American  history,  of  a  government  which 
will  be  run  by  business  managers  in  its 
executive  branch.  Virtually  every  ap- 
pointment which  has  come  down  from 
the  President  has  been  that  of  an  Indus- 
trial manager  and  almost  always  a  man 
of  considerable  or  great  wealth.  Per- 
sonally, although  that  is  one  of  the 
things  which  I  feared.  no«  that  the 
choice  has  been  made  I  welcome  it. 

For  a  long  time  American  business  has 
believed  It  could  run  Government  affairs 
better  than  could  the  politicians,  the 
civil  service,  and  the  professionals  or 
lawyers.  Now  they  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  It  in  virtually  every  depart- 
ment of  Government  and  probably  in 
every  Independent  commission. 

I  shall  not  repeat  unduly  the  quip 
which  was  uttered  recently,  that  the 
Cabinet  consists  of  many  millionaires 
and  one  plumber.  I  think  the  admixture 
will  be  in  an  even  greater  ratio  than 
that  

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No;  I  should  prefer 
to  complete  my  remarks  before  I  yield. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  object  to  mak- 
ing tills  experiment  in  Government.  I 
think  it  should  be  tried  now.  I  welcome 
the  coming  of  these  men,  and,  as  an 
American,  I  want  to  say  that  I  hope  they 
succeed.  I  would  rather  have  them  suc- 
ceed in  this  crucial  period  of  American 
history  and  have  the  Republican  Party 
stay  in  power  forever  than  for  there  to 
be  a  disaster  which  would  bring  the 
Democratic  Party  into  power.  I  think 
that  is  the  sentiment  of  all  Senators  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle.  We  are  Americans 
before  we  are  Democrats.  We  want  the 
administration  to  succeed  and  we  want 
these  men  to  succeed. 

But  they  have  this  problem  which  has 
come  up  so  dramatically  In  this  case  and 
of  which  the  most  distinguished  gentle- 
man under  consideration  did  not  seem  to 
recognize  at  the  time  of  the  first  hear- 
ing. He  did  not  feel  at  that  time  that  he 
would  be  morally  disqualified  from  act- 
ing if  he  continued  to  own  General  Mo- 
tors stock.  He  did  not  feel  that  he  should 
dissociate  himself  from  any  decision 
which  would  be  made  affecting  General 
Motors.  He  was  making  a  heavy  sacri- 
fice in  the  form  of  reduced  pay,  giving 
up  his  salary  as  president  of  the  com- 
pany and  accepting  a  salary  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  but  he  did  not  feel  that 
any  further  sacrifice  should  be  asked  of 
him.    That  was  natural. 

In  the  week  between  the  two  hearings 
it  was  obvious  that  a  greater  realization 
of  the  seriousness  of  the  problem  had 
come  upon  him.  He  now,  as  we  all  know, 
is  willing  to  sell  his  stock  and  pay  a 
capital-gains  tax,  and  is  also  willing  to 
divest  himself  of  any  future  appreciation 
in  the  value  of  the  stocks  he  will  receive 
as  a  bonus,  so  that  I  think  he  Is  not  now 
directly  connected  with  the  company. 
There  will  be  some  indirect  connection 
through  the  stock  which  is  wife  holds 
and  the  stock  which  he  will  give  or  sell 
to  members  of  his  family. 

But  what  I  fear.  Mr.  President,  is  not 
so  much  the  direct  effects,  or  even  the 
indirect  effects  upon  decisions  which  Mr. 
Wilson  will  make,  as  the  creation  of  in- 
fluence which  will  go  on  all  through 


the  departments  of  Government.    I  do 

not  believe  Mr.  Wilson  will  ever  negotiate 
a  contract  with  General  Motors  Corpora- 
tion. Contracts  are  not  negotiated  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  I  doubt  even 
that  they  are  negotiated  by  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Force.  They  are  negotiated  down  below, 
on  the  level  of  colonels  and  of  grades  13 
and  14  In  the  civil  service.  They  negotl» 
ate  contracts. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina IMr.  Smith  J  put  his  linger  on  the 
real  issue,  though  perhaps  it  may  not  be 
the  legal  issue,  namely,  that  subordinates 
in  any  department  take  their  ooloratioa 
primarily  from  the  man  at  the  top. 
Most  pressure  In  this  world  is  not  overt; 
most  influence  is  not  directly  exercised. 
It  comes  indirectly  with  subordinates 
and  members  of  the  staff  wondering  what 
the  man  on  top  wants. 

I  am  not  afraid  of  Charles  Wilson 
making  decisions  in  favor  of  General 
Motors.  I  feel  confident,  although  I 
have  never  met  the  man.  that  if  such 
an  issue  should  come  up.  he  would  move 
with  complete  integrity.  But  I  am 
afraid  that  the  lieutenant  colonels  and 
colonels  down  below,  and  grades  14  and 
15  In  the  civil  service  would  know  that 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  had  once  been 
the  president  of  General  Motors,  and 
that  when  they  make  their  decisions  they 
will  be  influenced  not  merely  by  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Wilson  has  sold  his  stock,  but 
that  he  also  has  an  affinity  of  friendship 
for  and  a  personal  interest  in  the  General 
Motors  Corporation  itself.  In  my  opin- 
ion that  is  the  real  danger.  I  believe  that 
is  tlie  real  danger  which  will  occur  In 
most  of  the  departments.  That  Is  the 
price  which  we  must  pay  for  getting 
these  types  of  men  into  public  life.  It 
is  a  price  which  commonly  is  not 
appreciated. 

It  is  said  that  we  must  get  practical 
men  into  Government.  When  we  get 
practical  men  into  Government.  Just  be- 
cause they  are  practical  men  and  have 
been  practical  men  they  come  In  with 
past  Interests,  past  friendships,  and  past 
affiliations. 

Very  frankly,  I  shall  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son. However.  I  shall  do  so  with  certain 
mental  reservations.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  confirmation  of  his  nomination  for 
at  least  two  reasons. 

In  the  flrst  place,  I  think  that,  after 
deliberation,  he  has  made  a  real  effort  to 
divest  himself,  so  far  as  it  is  humanly 
possible,  of  individual  interests  by  selling 
his  stock,  by  giving  up  his  salary,  and 
giving  up  the  chance  for  future  profits 
in  the  stock  which  will  be  given  to  him 
as  a  bonus.  I  do  not  hold  against  him 
the  fact  that  his  family  will  still  retain 
some  stock. 

In  the  second  place.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Wilson's  nomi- 
nation because  I  think  that  we  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  sincerely 
want  the  new  administration  to  be  a 
success.  America  is  bigger  than  any  of 
us.  and  America  is  in  trouble.  We  do 
not  want  to  do  anything  which  might 
hamper  the  war  effort.  We  do  not  want 
to  put  ourselves  in  such  a  position  that 
It  might  be  said,  that  we  were  hamstring- 
ing the  new  adm^pistratlon.  We  want 
to  cooperate. 
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In  my  own  case— and  I  am  speaking 
only  for  myself — while  I  recognize  the 
dangers,  nevertheless,  because  of  the 
seriousness  of  the  situation,  because  of 
the  steps  which  Mr.  Wilson  has  taken, 
and  because  of  the  desire  for  unity.  I  am 
willing  in  this  Instance  to  put  my  doubts 
and  hesitations  aside  temporarily. 

But  just  as  we  on  our  side  of  the  aisle 
take  this  position.  I  beg  of  my  colleagues 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  to  realize 
Uie  dangers  which  are  involved  In  such 
actions  and  also  perhaps  to  look  more 
kindly  upon  some  of  the  administrative 
actions  during  the  past  20  years.  Be- 
cause the  DemocraUc  Party  has  been 
trying  to  preserve  the  other  set  of  values 
namely,  the  protection  of  the  general  in- 
terest and  to  prevent  that  from  being 
dominated  by  private  Interests.  Perhaps 
we  c£n  learn  from  each  other. 

There  can  never  be  a  perfect  mixture 
of  technical,  competent,  driving  energy, 
and  yet  complete  detachment  from  indi- 
vidual interests,  because  we  are  Incom- 
plete, erring  human  beings.  However, 
we  should  strive  for  that  combination. 

Speaking  for  myself,  I  am  willing  to 
make  a  concession  on  the  basis  of  ab- 
stract principle — and  I  value  the  opin- 
ions of  the  Senators  who  have  taken  the 
position  they  have  taken — In  order  to 
<;how  to  our  RepubUcan  friends  and  to 
President  Elsenhower  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  will  make  it  as  easy  as 
possible  for  businessmen  to  come  into 
the  Government,  consistent  with  the 
principle  that  they  should  not  directly 
profit  from  their  decisions  and  that,  so 
far  as  possible,  they  will  detach  them- 
selves from  private  Interests  which  might 
confi'ct  with  their  public  duties.  I  ask 
that  the  real  Inner  meaning  of  this  con- 
troversy be  studied  and  considered  by 
those  who  now  hold  the  reins  of  poUtical 
power. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  an  editorial  which  appeared  In 
the  Washington  Star  on  January  25, 
1953.  relating  to  the  nomination  of  Hon. 
Charles  E.  Wilson,  and  ask  that  It  be 
reprinted  In  the  Senate  proceedings. 
The  thesis  of  this  editorial  is  that  Mr. 
Wilson's  stock  holdings  do  not  bring  his 
honesty  Into  Issue.  By  the  same  token, 
disposal  of  these  stocks  do  not  create 
integrity  where  It  before  failed  to  exist. 
The  basic  issue  Is  that  we  have  asked  a 
man  of  great  ability  and  outstanding 
Industrial  experience  to  serve  this  Nation 
in  a  highly  Important  and  extremely 
critical  position. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  edi- 
torial be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

THi  Mountain  Labors 

It  looks  now  a£  though  Charles  K.  WUaon — 
a  wUer.  aadder.  and  poorer,  but  certainly  not 
a  more  honest  man — will  be  confirmed  this 
week  as  Secretary  of  Defense . 

This  has  come  to  pass  by  virtue  of  Mr. 
Wilson's  dectelon  to  dUpose  of  hJs  General 
Motors  stock  holdings  and  to  make  a  satla- 
factory  disposition  of  future  stock  payments 
for  past  services  to  the  corporation. 

The  question  which  emerges  is  whether 
the  public  Interest  Is  really  served  by  the 
financial  sacrifices  Mr.  Wilson  has  been  re- 
quired to  make.  Presumably  be  was  picked 
as   Secretary  of  Defense  by  General  Baen- 


hower  because  he  believes  him  to  be  the  best 

qualified  man  for  that  job.  And  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  public  Interest,  especially 
the  taxpayer  interest.  It  is  of  high  Impor- 
tance to  have  the  beet  available  man  in  that 
post. 

In  order  to  qualify,  however,  Mr.  Wilson 
first  had  to  sever  his  connections  with  Gen- 
eral Motors,  giving  up  an  Income  of  around 
$500,000  a  year.  His  salary  in  the  Defense 
post  wiU  be  $22,500.  Next  he  had  to  seU  his 
stock  holdings,  taking  a  loss  which  Is  un- 
certain In  amount  but  which  has  been  esti- 
mated to  be  about  $600,000.  In  addlUon  he 
wUl  take  a  further  loea  In  disposing  of  his 
bonus  stock  payments. 

Why  Is  this  assumed  to  be  in  the  public 
Interest?  Because  there  Is  a  law  on  the 
books,  passed  originally  In  1863,  which  for- 
bids an  officer  of  the  Government  to  trans- 
act Government  business  with  any  firm  In 
which  he  has  a  pecuniary  Interest,  direct  or 
indirect. 

The  plain  purpose  of  this  law  is  to  prevent 
a  Government  officer  from  transacting  busi- 
ness with  any  firm  In  such  a  way  as  to  en- 
rich himself.  In  other  words.  It  Is  intended 
to  remove  temptation  from  an  official's 
path. 

Is  Mr.  Wilson,  having  disposed  of  his  stock, 
more  likely  to  be  an  honest  official  than  If  he 
had  retained  it?  If  any  Senator  thinks  this 
is  the  case  he  ought  to  vote  against  confir- 
maUon,  for  a  man  who  would  yield  to  such 
temptation  Is  not  fit  In  any  circunutauces 
to  be  Secretary  of  Defense.  Most  Senators 
seem  to  believe,  however,  that  Mr.  Wilson  Is 
an  honest  man  and  that  he  would  not  have 
been  a  dishonest  official  If  he  had  kept  his 
stock.  If  this  Is  correct  the  law  Is  a  futil- 
ity— another  evidence  of  the  Infeaslblllty  of 
trying  to  legislate  such  qualities  as  Integ- 
rity and  character.  A  man  either  has  these 
qualities  or  he  has  not.  and  If  he  lacks  them 
all  the  laws  In  the  world  are  not  going  to 
make  him  honest. 

Another  difficulty  with  this  law  Is  that,  if 
enforced  literally.  It  would  produce  absurd 
results.  What  is  meant  by  the  words  "di- 
rectly or  Indirectly  Interested  in  the  pe- 
cuniary profits  or  contracts  of  any  corpora- 
tion?" Would  Mr.  Wilson  have  been  barred 
from  office  II  he  had  owned  a  single  share 
of  General  Motors  stock  Instead  of  some 
40.000  shares?  A  strict  application  of  the 
statute  would  bai"  him,  but  that  would  be 
a  patent  absurdity.  If  ownership  of  1  share 
would  not  bar  him,  however,  what  degree  of 
Interest  Is  necessary  before  the  statute  ap- 
plies? The  answer,  presumably.  Is  that  this 
Is  a  matter  for  the  discretion  of  the  Senate. 
But  if  the  Senators  think  Mr.  Wilson  is  an 
honest  man,  then  why  compel  him  to  dis- 
pose of  40,000  shares,  which,  after  all,  repre- 
sent less  than  one-half  of  1  percent  of  the 
outstanding  OM-tstock? 

The  best  practical  argument  that  can  be 
made  for  requiring  Mr.  Wilson  to  dispose  of 
his  stock  is  that,  with  the  law  on  the  books. 
It  would  be  politically  unwise  for  him  to 
serve  and  politically  unwise  for  the  Sena- 
tors to  vote  for  confirmation.  This  Is  a  polit- 
ical consideration,  however,  which  can  work 
against  the  public  Interest  by  barring  com- 
petent men  from  jiubllc  service  without  pro- 
ducing any  compensating  advantage.  When 
the  furor  over  the  Wilson  case  dies  down  the 
law  should  be  revised  to  bring  It  abreast  of 
the  facts  of  life  In  1953 — ^facU  which  differ 
greatly  from  those  of  1863.  And  the  appro- 
priate aim  of  revision  should  be,  not  to 
penalise  an  honest  man  who  wants  to  serve 
his  Government,  but  to  faeUltate  the  detec- 
tion and  punishment  of  a  dishonest  man  who 
might  Blip  through  the  preconflrmatlon 
scrutiny  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause of  illness,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Miiuiesota  IMr.  Humphutt]  is  unable  to 
be  present  in  the  Senate  today  to  vote 
on  the  confhmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Wilson.    I  ask  unanimffus  consent 


that  a  statement  prepared  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  the  appropriate  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATKMKirr  BT  SKNATOS  HUMTHSKT 

Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  my  lUness  to- 
day prevents  me  from  being  on  the  Scnat* 
floor  and  voting  on  the  confirmation  of  Mr. 
Charles  E.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of  Defense. 
I  regret  that  there  has  been  the  necessary 
controversy  with  regard  to  Mr.  WUaon's  con- 
firmation. He  is  an  outstanding  business- 
man with  a  fine  record  of  executive  experi- 
ence and  I  believe  our  Government  ought  to 
utilize  the  talents  and  services  of  outstand- 
ing men  in  the  business  world.  In  addi- 
tion, I  believe  that  a  President  ought  to  t>e 
given  wide  latitude  In  selecting  his  cabinet. 
The  position  of  cabinet  member  is  one  close- 
ly and  personally  related  to  the  President  as 
an  adviser  and  associate. 

At  the  same  time,  the  Issues  raised  by 
Mr.  Wilson's  appolntnwnt  are  serious  and 
have  troubled  me.  Those  Issues  were  cryB- 
talllzed  early  In  the  deliberations  of  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  by  Mr. 
Wilson's  Initial  refusal  to  sell  bis  stock  In 
General  Motors.  Since  then,  he  has  agreed 
to  divest  himself  of  his  financial  Interest  in 
the  corporation  and  hence  qualifies  under 
the  terms  of  the  statute  which  acted  as  a 
bar  to  his  assuming  office.  There  is,  in  my 
Judgment,  however,  much  more  Involved  In 
considering  Mr.  Wilson's  qualifications,  than 
the  question  of  whether  be  divested  his 
financial  Interest  in  General  Motors. 

It  is  clear  to  me  that  Mr.  Wilson's  conduct, 
now  that  he  has  divested  himself  of  General 
Motors  stock,  wlU  be  no  different  as  Secretary 
of  Defense  than  It  would  have  been  had  he 
not  divested  himself  of  that  stock.  Mr.  Wil- 
son Is  an  honest  man  and  would  not  allow 
his  financial  Interest  In  a  corporation  to  af- 
fect his  public  service.  In  that  sense,  the 
selling  of  his  stock  was  but  a  formal  gesttire 
to  comply  With  the  statute. 

My  reservations  with  regard  to  Mr.  Wilson's 
qualifications  are  deeper  than  the  mere  ques- 
tion of  stock  ownership.  General  Motors 
is  the  single  largest  beneficiary  of  Govern- 
ment contracts  awarded  by  the  Department 
of  Defense.  Mr.  Wilson,  In  my  judgment, 
has  given  no  evidence  that  he  has.  In  his 
own  mind,  disassociated  himself  from  being 
personally  and  emotionally  Involved  In  the 
financial  well-being  of  the  General  Motors 
Corporation.  The  statement  before  the  Sen- 
ate Armed  Services  Committee  that  he  be- 
lieves "What  is  good  for  General  Motors  Is 
good  for  the  country"  Is  an  illustration  of 
the  attitude  to  which  I  refer. 

It  Is  not  true  to  say  that  what  Is  good  for 
General  Motors  Is  good  for  the  country.  The 
evidence  is  clear  that  on  a  number  of  oc- 
casions General  Motors  charged  the  United 
States  Goveriunent  excessively  high  prices, 
taking  advantage.  In  the  words  of  a  con- 
gressional staff  committee  report,  "of  an 
emergency  situation  to  reap  exhorbltant 
profits  frcm  the  Government."  Senate  in- 
vestigators reported  that  General  Motors  had 
charged  the  Air  Force  3«.8-percent  profit  on 
the  manufacture  of  jet  engines;  that  the  Air 
Force  complained  of  this  high  pn^t,  and 
that  one  of  General  Motors  managers  replied 
he  had  to  keep  his  profits  high  so  that  he 
and  his  associates  could  receive  a  bonus. 
Furthermore,  General  Motors  has  been  one 
of  those  corporations  which  has  been  asking 
the  Government  for  a  normal  12-percent 
profit  on  all  Government  contracts  Instead 
of  the  usual  e-psrcent  profit.  No.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent: It  is  not  accurate  to  say  that  what  is 
good  for  aener»l  Ifotors  Is  good  for  the 
country.  To  hoM  such  a  view  te.  In  my  Judg- 
ment, not  Uk  tite  bKt  tnteresU  ot  the  UnltMl 
States. 
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The  New  York  Times,  on  January  19.  ran 
an  editorial  called  Ifr.  Wlleon's  Predica- 
ment. The  concluding  paragraph  of  that 
editorial  reads  as  follows:  "To  sum  up,  we 
bellere  that  Mr.  Wilson  would  find  It  Intoler- 
able to  deal  as  a  public  official  with  a  great 
corporation  in  which  he  continued  to  have 
a  financial  Interest."  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  that  statement  and  I  would  add  to  it 
that  It  is.  to  me,  equally  intolerable  for  Mr. 
WUsoa  to  deal  as  a  public  official  with  a 
graat  corporation  in  which  he  continues  to 
have  a  deep  emotional  and  mental  identity. 
Mr.  Walter  Lippmann  had  a  very  interest- 
ing article  In  this  morning's  Washington 
Post.  His  text  is  that  "No  man  can  serve 
two  masters."  Mr.  Wilson,  in  my  Judgment, 
has  satisfied  the  statutory  requirements  with 
regard  to  this  Biblical  text  and  this  ancient 
principle  of  Anglo-Saxon  law,  but  I  have  se- 
rlo\is  doubt  that  he  has,  in  fact,  satisfied 
the  spirit  of  that  BibUcal  text.  Mr.  Lipp- 
mann sajrs: 

"Mr.  Wilson's  Interests  In  the  General  Mo- 
tors Corporation  are  not  only  extensive  but 
they  are  so  intimately  a  part  of  his  life  that 
there  ta  nothing  he  coiild  do  which  would 
eliminate  all  the  theoretical  possibilities  of 
•  conflict  of  Interest.  It  is  because  a  theo- 
retical conflict  of  Interest  must  Inevitably 
exist  for  him,  as  indeed  for  any  man  of  large 
affairs — be  he  a  businessman,  a  politician,  or 
the  member  of  some  profession — that  bis 
personal  philosophy  and  attitude  is  so  im- 
portant." 
Mr.  Lippmann  goes  on  to  say: 
"Mr.  Wilson's  difficulties  with  the  com- 
mittee came  primarily  from  his  apparent 
unawareness  of  the  nature  of  the  law.  from 
the  surprising  fact  that  he  had  not  taken 
adequate  legal  advice,  that  his  conscience  in 
this  field  was  not  sufficiently  Instructed." 

My  fear,  Mr.  President,  is  that  Mr.  Wilson 
Is  so  permeated  with  the  spirit  of  General 
Motors  that  he  has  not  caught  the  spirit  of 
the  public  welfare. 

I  was  shocked  on  Friday,  January  16,  Just 
4  days  before  the  inauguration  of  the  new 
administration,  to  learn  of  an  hour-long 
television  broadcast  sponsored  by  General 
Motors.  Mi.  Wilson  as  Secretary  of  Defense- 
designate  participated  in  that  program  and 
advertised  and  sold  General  Motors  automo- 
biles to  the  public.  He  did  so  with  appar- 
ently no  understanding  that  such  an  activ- 
ity was  inconsistent  with  his  responsibilities 
as  Secretary  of  Defense-designate.  This  is 
again  not  to  Impinge  upon  Mr.  Wilson's  sin- 
cerlty,  integrity,  and  desire  for  public  serv- 
ice. It  is  rather  to  refiect.  in  my  Judgment, 
an  inability  on  his  part  to  disassociate  him- 
self from  the  self-interests  of  the  General 
Motors  Corporation,  a  corporation  with 
which  he  has  been  associated  for  nearly  24 
years.  This  inability  will,  in  my  Judgment, 
likewise  interfere  with  Mr.  Wilson's  ability  to 
carry  out  his  duties  as  Secretary  of  Defense 
solely  in  the  public  interest. 

There  is  one  other  reservation  that  I  have 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Wilson's  qualifications 
that  I  must  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  He  is  the  product  and  an  integral 
part  of  a  large  industrial  combine.  General 
Motors  Corporation.  This  corporation  Is  now 
under  Indictment  in  an  antitrust  suit  lie- 
cause  of  its  relationships  with  the  United 
States  Rubber  Co.  and  the  Dupont  Co.  The 
spirit  of  American  free  enterprise  is  repre- 
sented by  the  small-business  man  In  free 
competition  with  other  small-business  men. 
Monopolies  or  big  biisiness  are  Inimical  to 
the  best  Interest  of  the  caplUllst  system  and 
free  enterprise.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  will 
have  great  powers  either  to  strengthen  small 
business  by  awarding  it  contracts  or  to 
weaken  small  business  by  taking  the  easy 
road  of  giving  contracts  to  big  business  ex- 
clixslvely.  This  has  been  an  area  which  has 
interested  me  ever  since  I  have  been  a 
member  of  the  Senate  Small  Biislness  Com- 
mittee. I  fear  that  Mr.  Wilson's  background 
and    bualnea   experience   will   run   counter 


to  the  best  Interest  of  the  American  small- 
business  man. 

Now  let  me  say  one  final  word  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Wilson's  decision  to  divest  himself  of 
General  Motors  stock.  I  want  to  commend 
him  for  that  decision  because  I  know  it  will 
mean  a  financial  loss  to  him.  It  is  impor- 
tant that  we  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact,  how- 
ever, that  In  thus  satisfying  the  statute,  Mr. 
Wilson  is  not  doing  an  act  greater  in  impor- 
tance or  In  selfiessness  than  what  has  been 
done  by  many  other  businessmen  when  they 
Joined  the  Government  service.  Mr.  Wilson 
will  pay  a  high  capital  gains  tax  as  a  result 
of  his  decision  to  sell  the  General  Motors 
stock,  but  let  us  remember*  that  this  tax  is 
at  the  low  rate  of  26  percent  and  is  applied 
only  to  the  gain  which  he  will  make  as  a 
result  of  the  Increase  in  the  value  of  the 
stock  from  the  time  he  bought  It.  If  his  tax 
payments  are  high,  it  is  because  the  profit 
he  is  making  out  of  the  transaction  Is  high. 
He  Is  not  being  taxed  for  that  profit  at  the 
ordinary  earned  Income  rate,  which  for  a 
man  in  his  Income  bracket  would  be  an  ex- 
traordinarily high  rate.  He  is  being  taxed 
rather  at  the  special  26-percent  rate.  Thus 
Mr.  Wilson  ia  In  a  fortunate  position  of  being 
able  to  alTord  to  pay  bis  Tt>x  because  his 
profit  and  his  income  are  hl(;h. 

This  is  not  to  belittle  Mr.  Wilson's  act.  It 
is  rather  to  place  it  In  proper  perspective. 
It  is  an  act  made  necessary  by  statute.  It  is 
an  act  which  many  scores  of  businessmen 
have  performed  In  the  past,  Including  Mr. 
Lovett,  the  former  Secretary  of  Defense,  Mr. 
Dulles,  the  new  Secretary  of  State,  and  Mr. 
Harrlman,  the  former  Director  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Agency.  It  U,  likewise,  not  an  act 
which  compares  in  any  way  with  the  sacri- 
fices that  many  families  and  young  men  and 
women  have  made  with  regard  to  their 
participation  in  the  defense  effort. 

I  know  that  Mr.  Wilson  will  be  confirmed 
by  the  Senate.  I  hope  that  he  will  perform 
his  responsibilities  ably  and  In  the  public 
interest.  I  believe  that  he  will  attempt  to 
do  so  to  the  best  of  his  ability. 

I  want  my  reservations  to  be  in  the  Rbcoko 
at  this  time.  It  was  my  hope  to  listen  to 
the  debate  before  voting.  I  regret  that  my 
Illness  today  prevents  me  from  being  In  the 
Senate,  listening  to  the  debate,  and  voting  on 
the  confirmation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wilson  to 
be  Secretary  of  Defense?  On  this  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered    to    their 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  ad- 
vise and  consent  to  the  nomination  of 
Charles  E.  Wilson  to  be  Secretary  of 
Defense?  On  this  question  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cler».  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL,  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
jENNERl,  who  is  necessarily  absent.  Is 
paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  MacnusonI.  If  pres- 
ent and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
would  vote  "yea, "  and  the  Senator  from 
Washington  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  An- 
DKRso  {  and  Mr.  Chavxz],  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Heknings],  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Murray] 
are  unavoidably  absent  on  ofOcial  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Put- 
BRiGHTl  is  absent  because  of  a  death  in 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey  J  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John- 
son] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  be- 
cause of  a  death  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long!,  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  MaybankI,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  McCarran],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  MoNRONry]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Mac- 
nusonI, who  is  unavoidably  absent  on 
official  business,  is  paired  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  (Mr.  Jenner].  If  pres- 
ent and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez  1,  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  LoNcl,  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran  1  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  77, 
nays  6,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 77 


names: 

Aiken 

George 

Mcaellan 

rarrett 

OlUette 

MllUkla 

Aiken 

Goldwater 

Mllltkln 

Beall 

Goldwater 

Mundt 

Barrett 

Gore 

Morae 

Bennett 

Gore 

Pastora 

BesU 

Green 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Green 

Payne 

Bennett 

GrUwold 

Neely 

Bridges 

Orlswold 

Potter 

Bricker 

Hayden 

Paatore 

Bush 

Hsyden 

Piortell 

Bridges 

Hendrlckaon 

Payne 

Butler.  Md. 

Hendrlckson 

Robertson 

Bush 

Hlckenlooper 

Potter 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hickenloo[)er 

Russell 

Butler.  Md. 

Hill 

Purtell 

Byrd 

Hill 

SaltonstaU 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Hoey 

Schoeppel 

Byrd 

Holland 

RuaseU 

Carlson 

Holland 

Smathera 

Capehart 

Hunt 

SaltonstaU 

Csite 

Hunt 

Smith.  Maine 

Carlaon 

Ives 

bchoeppel 

Clements 

Ives 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Case 

Jackson 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Jackson 

Sparkman 

Clements 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  Maine 

Cordon 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Stennls 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Daniel 

Kefauver 

Symington 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smith,  N.  C. 

DlrlLsen 

Kennedy 

Taft 

Daniel 

Kennedy 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Thye 

Dlrksen 

Kerr 

StennU 

Duff 

Knowland 

Tobey 

Douglas 

Kllgore 

Symington 

Dworshak 

Kucbel 

Watklna 

Dtiff 

Know  land 

Taft 

Kastland 

Langer 

Welker 

Dworshak 

Kucbel 

Thye 

Ellender 

Malone 

Wiley 

Kastland 

Tobey 

Fergu-son 

Mansfield 

Williams 

Kllender 

Lehman 

Watklna 

Flanders 

Martin 

Toung 

Persuson 

Malone 

Welker 

Prear 

McCarthy 

Flanders 

lAansfleld 

Wiley 

Frear 

Martin 

Wiuiama 

NAYS— « 

George 

McCarthy 

Tounc 

Johnston,  S,  C. 

Lehman 

Neely 

OiUette 

McClellan 

Kllgore 

Morse 

Bmlth.  N.  C. 

1953 


Andcffsuo 

Chavez 

Pulbrlght 

HennlngB 

Humphrey 
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NOT  VOnNO— 18 


Jenner 
JohneoD,  Tex. 

Long 

MagBUBon 

Maybwik 


McCarran 
Monroaej 
Murray 


So  the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Wil- 
son to  be  Secretary  of  Defense  was  con- 
finned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Clerk 
will  state  the  remaining  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 


DIRECTOR  FOR  MUTUAL  SECURITY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Harold  E.  Stassen  to  be  Director  lor 
Mutual  Security. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  because  of 
the  necessary  at)sence  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  I  ask  that 
this  nomination  go  over  until  tomorrow. 
However,  it  will  definitely  come  up  to- 
morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  will  be  passed 
over. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Walter  Williams  to  be  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  Blaine  Murray.  Jr.,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Transporta- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Samuel  W.  Anderson  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Without  objection,  the  President  win 
be  notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
today. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  legis- 
lative business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


JOINT  MEETING  OP  TWO  HOUSES  OF 
CONGRESS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  House  Concurrent  Resolution  24, 
which  was  read  by  the  legislative  clerk, 
as  follows: 

Resolt^ed  bff  the  House  of  Representatives 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  assemble  in  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Monday, 
February  2,  1953,  at  13:30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  suCta 
communication  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  considered  and 
agreed  ta 


PROGRAM  FOR  TOMORROWS 
SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Senate  completes  its  business  today  it  is 
my  intention  to  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  tomorrow,  at  wliich  time 
there  will  be  taken  up  a  number  of  addi- 
tional nominations  which  have  been  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  today,  including 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stassen.  It  is  my 
intention  also  that  the  Senate  take  up 
tomorrow  the  bill  providing  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  additional  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State.  I  see  no  reason  why 
the  Senate  cannot  complete  such  busi- 
ness tomorrow  and  then  recess  imtil 
Thursday,  at  which  time  I  hope  there 
will  be  before  us  other  nominations  that 
may  have  lieen  reported  by  committees. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senate  that 
objection  was  raised  when  the  Comtmt- 
tee  on  Foreign  Relations  reported  the 
bill  to  create  the  position  of  a  new  Under 
Secretary  of  State. 

I  have  inquired  as  to  savings  in  that 
department,  of  which  I  believe  there  will 
be  many.  But  in  particular  Mr.  Dulles 
tells  me  that  I  may  state  to  the  Senate 
definitely  that  he  is  abolishing  the  posi- 
tion of  Ambassador  at  Large,  which  has 
been  held  by  Mr.  Jessup,  and  that  there- 
fore there  will  be  a  saving  of  $25,000, 
as  compared  with  the  salary  of  the  new 
Under  Secretary  of  State  of  $17,000. 
Therefore,  the  net  result  of  the  two  ac- 
tions would  l>e  a  saving  of  money  and  not 
an  expenditure  of  additional  money. 


HALF  A  WORLD  JOINS  IN  PRAYER 

Mr.  CARLJSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Recokd  a  recent  article 
by  Dorothy  Thompson,  entitled,  "Half  a 
World  Joins  in  Prayer." 

This  article  by  Miss  Thompson  vividly 
portrays  the  sincere,  fundamental,  sound 
thinking  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Our  Nation  is  fortunate  in  having  a 
President  at  this  time  who  is  grounded 
firm  and  deep  in  a  sound,  fundamental 
Christian  faiUi  and  religious  principles. 
As  one  who  has  been  closely  associated 
with  the  President,  I  know  of  his  great 
reliance  on  prayer,  as  he  has  on  many 
occasions  told  me  of  not  only  his  faith  in 
the  Supreme  Being,  but  his  reliance  on 
His  guidance. 

St.  Paul  wrote,  "The  effectual,  fervent 
prayer  of  a  righteous  man  availeth 
much." 

John  Foster  Ehilles,  Secretary  of  State, 
In  a  speech  at  Denver  made  the  following 
statement  in  regard  to  the  need  of  spir- 
itual revival: 

The  need  is  for  a  spiritual  revival,  so  that 
otir  people  will  demonstrate  dramatically 
their  righteous  purpose,  a  purpose  which  will 
be  universal  in  its  appeal,  peaceful  in  its 
methods  and  intense  in  its  dedication.  •  •  • 

We  are  promised  that  all  things  can  work 
together  for  good.  But  that  promise  is  not 
made  to  all,  but  only  to  those  who  are  called 
in  accordance  with  God's  purpose.  There  is 
no  substitute  for  God's  purpoae  in  the  hearts 
of  men. 

Under  the  leadership  of  our  President. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  ask  that  each  and 
every  citiBk:n  interested  in  the  future  wel- 
fare of  this  great  Nation  devote  seme 
time  to  prayer. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoss, 
as  follows: 

Half  a  Wchilo  Joins  in  Pkatrb — ^Bxaot- 
BOwm'B  Plul  to  Oob  Was  am  Aivkal  wtm 
LifiHT.  FaiTH.  Hon,  amb  CoMramcB  m 
BxHALT  or  Au.  Mm 

<By  Dorothy  Thompson) 

That  the  whole  world  and  all  Its  means  of 
communication  in  every  continent  in  every 
nation  focused  upon  a  few  minutes  of  time — 
while  the  President  made  his  inaugural  ad- 
dress— iUnstrated  more  clearly  than  any 
claims,  the  fact  of  American  leadership — for 
better  or  worse.  The  fact — destiny  inescapa- 
ble— is  that  this  Nation  is  the  foctis  of  hope 
for  all  civilized  men,  and  of  hate  by  the 
ruthless  and  barbarous. 

President  Elsenhower,  with  the  instinct  of 
a  statesman,  knew  this  and  addressed  his  first 
words  as  President  as  much  to  the  world 
as  to  America.  He  did  not  address  Repub- 
licans. There  was  not  the  hint  of  a  chortle 
over  his  late  opponents,  or  of  a  mess  to  be 
cleaned  up:  there  was  no  mention  of  taxes 
or  the  budget.  Instead,  in  a  few  sentences, 
he  summed  up  the  condition  of  the  century — 
"a  time  of  tempest.  •  •  •  Masaee  of  Asia 
have  awakened  to  shake  off  shackles.  •  •  • 
Great  nations  have  fought  their  bloodiest 
wars.  •  •  •  Thrones  hsve  toppled  and 
their  vast  empires  have  disappeared.  •  •  • 
New  nations  have   been  born." 

"How  far  have  we  come."  he  asked,  "in 
man's  long  pilgrimage  from  darkness  to 
light?  Are  we  nearlng  the  light — a  day  of 
freedom  and  of  peace  for  all  mankind?  Or 
are  the  shadows  of  another  night  closing  in 
upon  us?" 

These  are  not  the  words  of  a  facile  op- 
timist, confident  that  the  outcome  of  history 
is  a  mere  matter  of  units  of  energy,  or  the 
size  of  the  national  Income.  They  are  the 
words  of  a  man  who  dares  to  gaze  into  the 
abyss,  but  a  man  into  whom  the  abyss  can- 
not glare  back,  to  cause  his  mind  to  doubt 
or  heart  to  falter.  For  he  is  upheld  by  an 
unshakable  faith,  impervious  to  temptation 
or  reverses,  the  kind  of  faith  that  led  Job 
to  cry. 

"Though  he  slay  me,  yet  will  I  trust  in 
him." 

He  recognizes  a  duality  in  the  universe  in 
which  forces  of  good  and  of  evil  forever  con- 
tend. 

"Give  us,  we  pray,  the  power  to  discern 
clearly  right  from  wrong,  and  allow  all  our 
words  and  actions  to  be  governed  thereby" — 
he  prayed  In  the  little  private  prayer,  which 
he  humbly  asked  permission  to  utter  as  his 
very  first  words  a«  President. 

That  prayer  is  Dwight  D.  Klsenhower — 
above  everything  else,  the  man  of  faith.  His 
speech  was,  from  first  to  last,  a  declaration 
of  faith.  In  God  and  in  mankind — in  nuiny 
sorts  of  men,  holding  many  creeds,  living  un- 
der many  systems  of  government,  in  many 
stages  of  development,  infinitely  diverse,  not 
to  be  molded  into  a  single  pattern — an  Amer- 
lK»in  pattern,  f<X'  instance — but  united  never- 
theless in  common  needs  and  conunon  as- 
pirations— the  aspiration  of  every  hunuua 
soul  and  of  every  nation  on  earth  to  dignity 
and  freedom,  and  Um  achlcvcmMit  thereby 
of  peace. 

President  dsenbower  Is  not  an  orator,  with 
a  fine  gift  for  the  phrase,  a  sense  of  cadence, 
an  instinct  for  the  right  pause,  the  techni- 
que of  eliciting  applause.  He  has  not  the 
orator's  power  of  verbal  seduction.  All  the 
better.  Plato,  I  seem  to  remember,  wotild 
have  barred  <vators  from  his  Ideal  reptiUic. 

What  cannot  be  hidden  whenever  he  speaks 
wholly  his  own  mind  is  the  forthrightness  of 
the  man,  his  transparent  sincerity,  his 
steadfast  conviction,  untroubled  by  any 
doubt  whatsoever,  that  democracy,  founded 
in  freedCHn,  justice,  equaUty.  and  charity — 
whatever  outward  forms  it  may  take  and 
however  it  may  come  short  of  its  ideals — 
Is  the  only  fit  government  for  men.  because 
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it  la  God's  design  for  men — whom  Ood. 
neverttieleas.  inscrutably  left  free  to  choose 
between  the  ways  leading  to  life,  or  the  ways 
leading  to  death. 

The  address  was  wholly  afBrmatlve.  Not 
once  did  he  mention  Stalin.  Not  once  did 
he  speak  the  word  "Gcnnmunist."  What  a 
relief.  Can  a  man  bxilld  a  prosperous  busi- 
ness or  create  a  great  work  of  art  if  he  is 
obsessed  by  his  competitors  and  rivals?  He 
spoke  of  "enemies" — the  enemies  of  human 
dignity,  cooperation,  and  truth.  There  have 
been  other  enemies  of  these:  there  may  be 
again;  perhaps  there  will  always  be.  One 
overcomea  them,  not  by  vain  argument  but 
by  the  courage,  persistence,  endurance,  and 
charity  of  one's  own  faith.  President  Etsen> 
hower  has  the  free  world,  and  the  world 
struggling  to  be  free,  on  his  brain — not  com- 
munism.   That,  in  Itself,  is  a  change. 

And  the  world  that  looks  to  us  with  hope 
has  responded.  Faith  responds  to  faith,  con- 
fidence to  confidence — as  half  the  world  prays 
the  President's  "little  private  prayer." 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  adjouiTi  until  tomorrow  at  12 
o'clock  jKwn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'clock  and  26  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday. 
January  27,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  Jan- 
uary 26,  1953: 

Post  Omot  Dzpaiticknt 

John  C.  Allen,  of  Dilnois,  to  be  an  Assist- 
ant Postmaster  General. 

CoMicoDrrT  CaxDrr  CoaPoaA'noN 
The  foUowlng- named  persons  to  be  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Com- 
modity credit  Corporation: 

True  D.  Morse,  of  Mlasourl. 
J.  Earl  Coke,  of  California. 
John  H.  Davis,  of  Virginia. 
Romeo  E.  Short,  of  Arkansas. 


CX5NFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  26,  1953: 

DsTAxncxNT  or  Dkfbnss 

Charles  B.  Wilson,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  Defense. 

DxPAiTMXNT  or  COMMXaCB 
Walter    WUliams,    of   Washington,    to   be 

Under  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Robert  Blaine  Murray.  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania. 

to    be    Under    Secretary    of    Commerce    for 

Transportat  Ion . 

Samuel   W.   Anderson,   of   the  District  of 

Columbia,     to     be    Assistant    Secretary     of 

Commerce. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  January  26,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  Ood,  in  this  brief  moment 
of  communion  with  Thy  spirit,  may  we 
gain  some  greater  fitness  for  the  duties 
and  responsiblltles  which  we  know  are 
far  beyond  all  human  wisdom. 

We  acknowledge  penitently  that  at 
times  we  are  tempted  to  yield  to  those 


enervating  and  devastating  moods  which 
seek  to  persuade  us  that  our  vision  of  a 
better  world  is  merely  an  illusion. 

God  forbid  that  we  should  allow  our 
faith  to  become  extinguished  or  eclipsed 
in  these  days  of  moral  darkness  when 
many  nations  are  still  speaking  the  lan- 
guage of  hatred  and  hostility  rather 
than  the  language  of  friendship  and 
love. 

Grant  that  we  may  go  forward  with 
courage,  placing  our  confidence  in  the 
glorious  triumph  of  those  noble  princi- 
ples which  our  blessed  Lord  proclaimed 
in  the  long  ago  but  which  manlcind 
seems  unwilling  to  try. 

Hear  us  in  His  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  January  22,  1953,  was  read 
and  approved. 


JOINT    SESSION    OP    THE    TWO 
HOUSES  OP  CONGRESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  announce 
to  the  House  that  on  Monday  next  at 
12:30  p.  m.  the  President  of  the  United 
States  will  be  here  to  deliver  in  person 
a  message  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
The  time  was  agreed  upon  at  a  con- 
ference had  by  the  leadership  of  the 
House  and  Senate  with  the  President  this 
morning. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  24)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follow^s: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) .  That  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  assemble  In  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Monday. 
February  a.  1853.  at  12:30  o'clock  In  the 
afternoon,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  such 
communications  ss  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ADJOURNMENT    UNTIL    THURSDAY 
NEXT 

Mr.  HALI^CK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE   DISPOSITION 
OP  EXECUTIVE  PAPERS 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  resolution  ( H.  Res.  Ill)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers  provided  for  by 
section  5  of  Public  laaw  115.  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  shall  consist  ol  two  members  of 


the  Committee  on  House  Administration  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Speaker. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  oa 
the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  House  Resolution  111,  E^ighty- 
third  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Disposi- 
tion of  Executive  Papers  the  following 
Members  of  the  House:  Mr.  Bishop,  of 
Illinois,  and  Mr.  Garmatz,  of  Maryland. 


IDA  SERINGER  SANFORD 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res. 
103)  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  to  Ida 
Serlnger  Sanford.  wife  of  Robert  Edgar  San- 
ford,  late  an  employee  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, an  amount  equal  to  6  months' 
salary  at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  at  the 
time  of  his  death  and  an  additional  amount 
not  to  exceed  $350  toward  defraying  the 
funeral  expenses  of  said  Robert  Edgar 
Sanford. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


THE  LATE  CHARLES  A.  EATON 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indl« 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  of 
us  have  read  of  the  death  of  our  very 
beloved  former  colleague.  Mr.  Eaton,  of 
New  Jersey.  It  is  expected  that  on 
Thursday  next  Members  will  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  speak  of  him  and  of 
his  work  and  hfe. 


THE  LATE  JOSEPH  J.  O'BRIEN 

Mr  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 

for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is 
with  deep  regret  and  a  sense  of  personal 
loss  that  I  have  the  sad  mission  of  an- 
nouncing to  the  House  the  death  of  our 
old  friend  and  one  of  my  predecessors, 
the  former  Representative  of  the  Thirty- 
eighth  Congressional  District  of  New 
York,  then  the  Fortieth  District,  the 
Honorable  Joseph  J.  O'Brien,  of  East 
Rochester.  N.  Y. 

Joe  O  Brien  was  a  native-bom  Roches- 
terian,  where  he  attended  the  public 
schools  and  was  graduated  from  Saint 
Peter  and  Paul's  Catholic  School,  and  the 
Cathedral  High  School,  both  in  Roches- 
ter. After  high-school  graduation  he 
attended  St.  Jeromes  College  in  Kitch- 
ener. Canada,  and  McGill  University  In 
Montreal. 

After  leaving  school  he  became  con- 
nected   with    the    Merchants   Dispatch 
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Transportation  Co.  in  East  Rochester, 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  railroad 
cars,  where  he  became  superintendent  of 
construction. 

Like  all  clvic-mlnded  young  men,  he 
took  an  Interest  in  the  affairs  of  his  vil- 
lage and  served  as  village  treasurer  from 
1932  to  1935  and  later  as  village  assessor 
from  1935  to  1838. 

Joe  was  a  veteran  of  World  War  I, 
.serving  in  the  Na^'y  for  2  years.  Because 
of  this  experience  he  was  ever  mindful 
of  the  problems  of  veterans  and  ever 
zealous  to  protect  their  interests. 

Joe  was  endowed  with  a  robust  phy- 
sique and  during  his  youth  was  a  prom- 
inent athlete  in  his  community.  After 
.serving  in  the  Na\'y,  he  became  an  ama- 
teur and  then  professional  football 
player  and  wrestler.  Some  of  his  ex- 
ploits In  that  field  are  still  legendary 
among  his  colleagues  who  served  with 
him. 

His  local  activities  could  not  contain 
his  great  energies  and  he  sought  higher 
office.  He  was  elected  to  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress  and  reelected  to  the  Sev- 
enty-seventh and  Seventy-eighth  Con- 
gresses. 

During  the  succeeding  years,  although 
he  was  not  a  Member  of  this  txxly,  he 
never  lost  his  Interest  in -national  af- 
fairs. He  has  made  frequent  trips  to 
Washington  whei-e  he  has  always  met 
a  cordial  and  sincere  welcome  from  all 
those  who  served  with  him,  regardless 
of  their  political  affiliation.  Harassed 
as  he  has  recently  been  by  ill  health,  his 
active  mind  and  eager  spirit  never  lost 
their  zest  for  life. 

Joe  was  passionately  loyal  to  his  coun- 
try, faithful  to  his  friends  and  devoted 
in  his  religious  faith. 

In  the  words  of  Shelley: 

He  has  outsoared  the  shadow  of  our  night; 
Envy  and  calummj  and  hate  and  pain. 
And  tliat  unrest  which  men  miscail  delight 
Can  touch  him  not  and  torture  not  again; 
Prom   the    contagion   of   the    world's    slow 

stain 
He  Is  secure,  and  now  can  never  mourn 
A  heart  grown  cold,  a  head  grown  gray  in 

vain. 

We  have  lost  a  valued  former  col- 
league and  I  have  lost  a  staiich  and 
loyal  friend.  His  devoted  wife,  Mildred, 
has  lost  a  loving  husband.  May  she  and 
his  many  friends  be  in  part  sustained 
In  their  sorrow  and  loss  by  the  tribute 
which  we  pay  to  him  today. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
was  very  grieved  when  I  read  in  the 
newspaper  of  the  death  of  my  former 
colleague  and  dear  friend,  Joe  O'Brien. 
Those  of  us  who  ^«rved  with  Joe  O'Brien 
remember  him  well  and  will  always  keep 
him  in  our  memories.  He  was  loyal  to 
our  country  and;  to  his  friends,  and  as 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  said, 
devoted  to  his  duty;  serious,  and  a  very 
valuable  Member;  but  above  all  he 
possessed  one  of  the  most  striking  per- 
sonalities I  have  ever  known,  wholesome 
and  sincere,  one  that  attracted  you  when 
you  first  met  him,  and  the  attraction 
continued  and  strengthened.  One  of  the 
finest  personalities  I  have  ever  known 
was  Joe  O^rien.  I  Join  my  friend  from 
New  York  in  extending  to  his  loved  ones 
my  deep  sympathy  In  their  bereavement. 


Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Le- 

COMPTEl. 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress  there  was  an 
unusually  large  group  of  new  Members 
from  all  over  the  country,  and  this  class 
provided  some  very  strong  men  in  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress.  Joe  O'Brien 
was  one  of  the  very  best  in  that  group. 
Almost  Immediately  he  impressed  his 
personality  upon  the  Members  of  the 
House.  He  was  active,  he  was  construc- 
tive, he  was  useful  at  all  times;  and  in 
addition,  he  had  the  affection  of  his  col- 
leagues. I  join  with  others  in  expressing 
my  deep  sorrow  to  his  bereaved  wife. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Hale]. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  veiy 
much  pained  to  hear  the  gentleman's  an- 
nouncement this  morning.  I  considered 
Joe  O'Brien  a  singularly  lovable  charac- 
ter. I  shall  miss  him  a  great  deal.  I  al- 
ways looked  forward  to  the  too  rare  oc- 
casions when  he  came  back  to  renew  his 
associations  in  this  body.  Those  who 
served  with  him  will  recall  especially  his 
outbursts  of  Irish  eloquence  and  wit  on 
St.  Patrick's  Day.  He  had  the  warmth 
and  geiilality  of  the  Irish  and  those  were 
the  qualities  which  most  endeared  him 
to  his  colleagues,  but  he  was  a  con- 
scientious legislator,  and  an  excellent 
public  servant. 

I  wish  to  extend  my  ssrmpathy  to  his 
family.  May  they  find  comfort  in  the 
kindly  memories  which  we  all  cherish. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 

KlLBTTRNJ. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
greatly  saddened  at  the  news  of  the 
death  of  my  good  friend,  Joe  O'Brien. 
I  had  limch  with  him  the  first  day  I 
served  in  Congress  and  valued  hts  friend- 
ship a  great  deal.  He  was  an  outstand- 
ing American,  patriotic,  able,  and  bard 
working. 

He  added  a  great  deal  of  sparkle  to  the 
House  when  he  was  a  Member.  His  Irish 
wit  and  his  winning  personality  was  a 
constant  Joy  to  all  of  us.  I  will  never 
forget  the  St.  Patrick  Day  speeches  that 
he  made  welcoming  to  the  arms  of  St. 
Patrick  the  sons  of  other  natiofialities  by 
simply  putting  an  O'  In  fronl  of  their 
name. 

He  was  kind  enough  to  visit  us  fre- 
quently since  he  left  the  House  and  it 
was  always  a  Joy  to  welcome  him  back. 
We  will  all  miss  him  and  our  sympathy 
goes  to  his  nice  wife.  Mildred. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 

COLBl. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
It  is  with  a  very  heavy  heart  that  I  Join 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Keating],  in  expressing  my  deep  feeling 
of  sadness  over  the  news  of  the  sudden 
passing  of  our  former  colleague  and  my 
close  personal  friend,  Joe  O'Brien.  As 
we  speak  of  him  today  a  fiood  of  happy 
memories  comes  to  my  mind  for  it  was 
with  Joe  and  his  wife.  Mildred,  that  I 
shared  many  happy  experiences  in  the 
earlier  years  of  our  service  In  the  Con- 
gress. Joe  seemed  to  radiate  happiness 
and  friendliness  wherever  he  went  and  at 
all  times.    Never  did  we  bear  him  speak 


a  sour,  surly,  or  ugly  remark  about  any- 
body— ^he  was  everybody's  friend  and 
everybody  loved  him.  Even  in  the  years 
to  follow  his  service  in  the  House,  he 
continued  to  keep  his  contacts  with  many 
of  his  old  friends,  and  especially  on  St. 
Patrick's  day  to  regale  them  with  some 
choice  humorous  greeting  appropriate  to 
the  occasion. 

I  extend  to  his  widow.  Mildred,  with 
whom  he  shared  so  many  years  of  mari- 
tal happiness  and  herself  a  warm,  friend- 
ly, and  lovable  person,  my  deep  personal 
sympathy  in  this  hour  of  trial  and  pray 
that  the  treasured  memories  of  their 
happiness  together  may  help  to  ease  the 
anguish  which  is  in  her  heart.  All  of 
us  who  knew  him  here  and  who  worked 
with  him  here  are  the  better  because 
of  that  association  and  his  Jovial  per- 
sonality. May  the  Almighty  Father  re- 
ceive him  and  make  him  blessed. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Curtis]. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  join  the  gentleman  in 
expressing  sorrow  at  the  passing  of  Joe 
O'Brien  and  in  pressing  Joe  O'Brien's 
life  and  work.  There  will  never  be  an- 
other Joe  O'Brien.  He  was  truly  a  great 
character,  not  Just  another  man  but  a 
very  imusual  man.  I  regret  his  passing, 
and  extend  to  his  widow  and  the  others 
close  about  him  my  sincere  sympathy. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  Join  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
and  o\ir  colleagues  in  expressing  my  great 
admiration  of  Joseph  J.  O'Brien.  While 
he  was  here  in  Congress  with  us  he  made 
an  unusual  record  for  friendship.  He 
had  a  great  interest  in  the  personal  wel- 
fare of  each  and  every  one  of  us,  his 
colleagues,  and  especially  those  of  us 
who  began  our  congressional  service  to- 
gether in  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  I 
wish  to  express  my  deep  affection  for 
him  at  this  time  and  extend  my  ssrm- 
pathy  and  best  wishes  to  his  family. 

Mr,  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  de- 
siring to  do  so  may  extend  their  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  on  the  Ufa 
and  services  of  the  late  Joseph  J.  O'Brien. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  , 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
speak  today  with  a  heavy  heart.  Joe 
O'Brien  was  my  dear  friend.  He  came 
to  Congress  at  the  same  time  as  I.  His 
ofiBce  was  Just  across  the  corridor  from 
mine.  Joe  was  a  good  neighbor,  a  true 
friend,  and  a  patriotic  American  in 
every  sense  of  the  word.  We  shall  all 
miss  his  smiling,  friendly  greeting 
wherever  or  whenever  we  chanced  to 
meet  our  friend  Joe.  He  was  always 
scattering  sunshine  and  good  cheer.  Our 
hearts  go  out  to  his  good  wife,  Mildred. 
Ood  give  her  strength  to  bear  the  great 
loss  she  has  sustained. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  Saturday,  January  24, 1  was 
saddened  to  read  in  the  evening  papers 
of  the  death  of  my  beloved  and  good 
friend.  Joseph  J.  O'Brien,  who  repre- 
sented the  Tbirty-eighth  District  of  New 
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York  in  Congress  commencing  with  the 
Serenty-stzth  and  through  the  Seventy- 
eli^th  congresses. 

TO  know  Joe  O'Brien  was  to  love  him. 
and  he  was  during  his  serrice  in  Con- 
gress respected  and  loved  by  the  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  To  those 
of  us  who  served  with  him  and  had  the 
great  pleasure  of  knowing  Joe,  it  does  not 
seem  possible  that  he  is  gone. 

His  spirit  was  irrepressible:  there  was 
always  humor  and  wit  and  comradeship 
in  knowing  Joe  or  being  around  him. 
He  had  advanced  by  the  so-called  hard 
way  of  life  and  knew  the  value  of  human 
sympathy,  coiu-age,  and  companionship; 
he  loved  pe<«>le  am*,  understood  them. 
His  sympathy  was  as  quick  as  was  his 
scorn  of  hypocrisy  or  intolerance.  His 
concern  was  not  from  whence  you  came 
but  what  is  your  goal — what  are  your 
Ideals — ^what  are  your  ethics. 

He  was  a  great  American  and  as  a 
veteran  of  World  War  I  he  knew  so  well 
the  virtues  of  intense  patriotism. 

I  am  sure  there  is  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  who  knew  and 
served  with  Joe  O'Brien  who  did  not, 
each  in  his  own  way,  say  a  silent  prayer 
for  Joe  on  hearing  of  his  death. 

To  his  beloved  wife.  Mildred,  of  whom 
he  was  so  proud,  I  extend  my  deep  per- 
sonal sympathy  in  her  great  bereave- 
ment. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
X  had  to  be  absent  from  the  Bouse  floor 
at  the  time  my  colleagues  were  paying 
well- deserved  tributes  to  the  life  and 
character  of  my  dear  friend  and  col- 
league. Hon.  Joseph  O'Brien,  of  Roches- 
ter. N.  Y. 

Few  men  who  have  entered  the  House 
of  Representatives  during  my  time  have 
established  themselves  so  firmly  in  the 
affection  of  their  colleagues  as  did  our 
departed  friend.  Joe.  His  big  heart,  his 
winning  smile,  his  wit.  and  his  unfailing 
good  nature  endeared  him  to  all  who 
served  with  him. 

I  extend  to  Mrs.  O'Brien  the  heart- 
felt sympathy  of  Mrs.  Reed  and  me  in 
this  time  of  great  bereavement 

Mr.  DBMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
announcement  by  our  colleague  the 
Honorable  KximnH  B.  Kxating,  of  New 
York,  of  the  untimely  passing  oi  former 
Congressman  Joseph  J.  O'Brien  at  his 
home  in  East  Rochester,  N.  Y..  was  a 
great  shock  to  me  and,  I  know,  to  all 
other  Members  of  this  honorable  body 
who  enjoyed  the  pleasure  and  the  privi- 
lege of  knowing  Joe  O'Brien. 

I  served  but  one  term  In  the  House 
with  him,  but  in  that  short  span  of  time 
he  endeared  himself  greatly  with  me  and 
with  the  entire  membership  of  this 
House.  It  has  truthfully  been  said  of 
him  that  Joe  knew  more  Members  by 
their  first  names  than  probably  any 
other  Member  of  this  body.  To  all  of  us 
he  was  "Joe."  To  all  of  us  he  was  a 
friend,  and  to  all  of  us  he  was  one  of  the 
most  able  men  in  the  Congress. 

Joe  0'Bri«j  was  a  deep  student  of  eco- 
nomics and  of  history.  He  was  a  firm 
supporter  of  legislation  which  helped  to 
create  the  greatest  merchant  marine  in 
world  history.  As  a  member  of  the  Mar- 
itime Commission,  I  always  found  in  Joe 
O'Brien  a  man  whose  judgment  on  mer- 


chant marine  matters  was  outstanding. 
He  was  a  tireless  worker  and  a  wonderful 
man  to  know.  He  was  a  Christian  gen- 
tleman of  the  highest  type,  a  good  hus- 
band, and  fine  citizen.  I  share  with  his 
myriad  friends  and  loved  ones  a  pro- 
found sorrow  in  our  common  loss.  Joe 
O'Brien  will  be  long  remembered  as  a 
man  who  made  his  contribution  to  his 
Nation  as  a  statesman,  a  great  athlete, 
and  one  who  made  a  most  patriotic  con- 
tribution by  his  outstanding  service  in 
the  naval  forces  of  his  country  during 
World  War  L 

This  world  would  be  a  much  happier 
place  in  which  to  live  If  there  were  more 
Joe  O'Briens.  It  is  a  better  world  for  his 
having  lived  in  it  with  us. 


ELECTION  TO  COMMTITEES 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  112)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  E.  L.  Baitlxtt.  the  Delegate 
from  Alaaka,  Is  hereby  elected  a  member  of 
the  following  standing  committees  of  the 
House  of  Representatives:  Committee  on  Ag- 
riculture, Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
Oommlttee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies, and  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs;  and  that  Antonio  PmNde-IsiBN.  the 
Bealdent  Commissioner  to  the  United  States 
from  Puerto  Rico,  U  hereby  elected  a  mem- 
ber of  the  following  standing  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives:  Committee  on 
Agriculture.  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
and  Oommlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  DEFE3*SE 
PRODUCTION 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 
read: 

Januart  23,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  Maktik. 
Speaker,  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington.   D.  C. 
Dea>  Mk.  steakb:  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions  of   section   712    (a)    of   the   Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  the  fol- 
lowing members  of  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  a  e  hereby  appointed  mem- 
bers   of    the    Joint    Committee    on    Defense 
Production:  Hon.  Jksse  P.  Wolcott  (Michi- 
gan), Hon.  RAi.rB  A.   Oamblx    (New  York). 
Hon.    HnntT   O.    Tallk    (Iowa),    Hon.    Paul 
Bkown     (Georgia),    Hon.    Wxiort    Patican 
(Texas). 

Sincerely, 

Jkssb  p.  Wolcott, 
Chairman.  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 


THE  OLIVER  WENDELL  HOLMES 
DEVISE 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Public  Resolution  No.  124, 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  the  Chair  ap- 
jx>ints  as  members  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes  Devise  the 
following  members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Wigglxsworth,  Massachu- 
setts; Mr.  Bolton,  Ohio;  Mr.  McCor- 
MACK,  Massachusetts. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  NONESSENTIAL 
FEDERAL  EXPENDITURES 
The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  601,  title  VI.  Public 
Law  250,  Seventy-seventh  Congreaa.  the 
Chair  appoints  as  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee To  Investigate  Nonessential  FM- 
eral  Expenditures  the  following  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means: 
Mr.  RixD,  New  York;  Mr.  Kxan.  New 
Jersey;  Mr.  Cooper.  Tennessee;  and  the 
following  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations:  Mr.  Tabkk.  New  York; 
Mr.  Wigclesworth,  Massachusetts;  Mr. 
Cannon,  Missouri, 


THE  COLUMBIA  INSTITUTE  FOR 
THE  DEAF 

The  SPEIAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  4883.  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States,  the  Chair  appoints 
as  Directors  of  the  Columbia  Institute 
for  the  Deaf  the  following  members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Phillim, 
California;  Mr.  Thorwberrt,  Texas. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  THE 
UNITED  STATES  COAST  GUARD 
ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Utle  14.  section  194,  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy  the 
following  Members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Cretella,  Connecticut;  Mr. 
DoDD,  Connecticut. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  THE 
UNITED  STATES  MERCHANT  MA- 
RINE  ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER.  Pxirsuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  tiUe  46,  secUon  1126c.  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Acad- 
emy the  following  Members  on  the  part 
of  the  House:  Mr.  Becke«,  New  York; 
Mr.  Keogh,  New  York. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRA- 
TION AND  NATIONALITY  POLICY 
The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Public  Law  414,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Policy  the  fol- 
lowing Members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Graham,  Pennsylvania;  Miss 
Thompson,  Michigan;  Mr.  Hillings, 
California;  Mr.  Wajltsr.  Pennsylvania; 
Mr.  Wilson.  Texas. 


MIGRATORY   BIRD   CONSERVATION 
COMMISSION 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  16.  section  715a.  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Migratory  Bird  Conservation 
Commission  the  following  Members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  AiroMMSzit, 
Minnesota;  Mr.  Karstek.  Missouri 
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NATIONAL    FOREST    RESERVATION 
COMMISSION 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  16.  section  S13.  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Forest  Reservation 
Commission  the  following  Members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  D'Ewart. 
Montana;  Mr.  Colmer.  Mississippi. 


ONE  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
THE  DEATH  OP  JOHN  HOWARD 
PAYNE 

The  SPEAKIER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Public  Law  224,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  the  Ciiair  appoints  as  members 
of  the  United  States  Commission  for  the 
Observance  of  the  One  Hundredth  Anni- 
versary of  the  death  of  John  Howard 
Payne  the  following  Members  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  serve  with  himself: 
Mr.  Arenos.  Illinois;  Mrs.  Bolton,  Ohio: 
Mr.  Lane.  Massachusetts;  Mr.  Morrison, 
Louisiana. 


FEDERAL  RECORDS  COUNCIL 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  44,  section  394,  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Federal  Records  Council  the 
following  Mem)>ers  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Miller,  Maryland;  Mr. 
Staggers,  West  Virginia. 


JOINT     COMMITTEE     ON     NAVAJO- 
HOPI  INDIAN  ADMINISTRATION 

The  SPEAKER  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  25,  section  640  <a) .  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Navajo- 
Hopi  Indian  Administration  the  follow- 
ing Members  on  the  part  of  the  House: 
Mr.  D'Ewart.  Montana;  Mr.  Rhodes. 
Arizona;  Mr.  McCarthy.  Minnesota. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PLANS  FDR  IM- 
PROVEMENTS TO  THE  HOUSE 
CHAMBER 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Public  Law  155,  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Plans  for  Recon- 
struction of  the  Celling.  Redecorations, 
and  other  improvements  to  the  House 
Chamber  the  following  Members  of  the 
House:  Mr.  McGregor,  Ohio;  Mr.  Good- 
win, Massachusetts;  Mr.  Broyhill,  Vir- 
ginia; Mr.  Trimble,  Arkansas;  Mr. 
Jones.  Alabama. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiiy. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  With  reference  to  the 
appointees  as  members  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Nationality,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  names  of 
appointees  announced  by  the  Speaker  for 
members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  be  withheld 
temporarily. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  al- 
ready made  the  appointments.  If  the 
gentleman  desires  to  question  any  of  the 
appointments,  this  is  his  opportunity. 


Mr.  CELLER.  No,  Mr.  Speaker;  I  do 
net  care  to  (^o  that,  but  I  would  like  to 
have  an  opportunitv  to  discuss  the 
matter  with  the  Speaker  and  minority 
leader  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
RatburnI. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  always 
willing  to  discuss  this  committee,  as  well 
as  any  other  committee,  with  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  but  the  appoint- 
ments have  already  been  made. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  speak  as  ranking 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. For  some  reason,  probably 
through  inadvertence,  my  name  was 
omitted  from  the  names  read  by  the 
Chair.  The  appointees  read  were  Mr. 
Graham,  Miss  Thompson,  and  Mr.  Hill- 
ings on  the  Republican  side.  Since  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
Walter  1  and  I  will  become  members  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Immigration  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
It  seems  appropriate  that  members  of 
that  subcommittee  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee  be  appointed  as  members  of 
that  joint  committee.  The  names  of 
members  of  subcommittees  will  be  rati- 
fied tomorrow.  The  name  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  I  Mr.  Wilson  1  was  read, 
and  he  In  all  likelihood  may  not  be  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee.  Under  the 
practice  obtaining  on  our  side  the  rank- 
ing member  suggests  the  various  sub- 
committees. Whoever  suggested  these 
names  to  the  Chair  did  not  have  that 
practice  in  mind  when  the  names  were 
submitted.  I  suggest  that  the  matter  be 
held  over  until  an  opportunity  could  de- 
velop for  me  to  discuss  the  matter  with 
the  minority  leader  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Ratborn]. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
state  that  the  gentleman  is  unquestion- 
ably talking  about  members  on  the  Dem- 
ocratic side  of  the  committee.  This 
matter  came  to  the  Chair  in  good  faith, 
in  accordance  with  our  past  system  of 
appointments.  Therefore,  the  Chair 
does  not  think  there  can  be  any  discus- 
sion about  the  action  on  appointments 
already  made.  The  Chair  will  be  happy 
to  talk  with  the  gentleman  and  the  mi- 
nority leader  at  any  time  he  so  desires. 


INAUGURATION   DAY   A    NATIONAL 
HOLIDAY 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  our 
youth  many  times  comes  a  great  deal  of 
wisdom.  I  have  a  letter  addressed  to 
me  from  Muncle,  Ind..  which  is  in  my 
district,  as  follows: 

Deab  Mr.  Harvxt  :  Aa  I  went  back  to  school 
yesterday  afternoon,  I  got  to  thinking  about 
the  inauguration.  I  think  that  this  special 
day  should  be  made  a  national  holiday.  Just 
like  any  other  holiday,  the  stores  should  be 
closed,  et  cetera,  and  all  the  people  should 
not  have  to  work  on  this  special  day. 

The  reason  Is  that  the  inauguration  Is  a 
bistorlcal  event,  and  takes  place  every  4  years. 


Wouldn't  you  agree  with  me?  If  you 
thought  about  It  you  probably  would  agree 
with  me. 

Janz  BtrrTEinzLD, 

Age  15. 
P.  S. — Please  reply  as  to  your  opinion. 

I  would  say  I  think  it  is  certainly  a 
very  fine  idea. 


TELEVISING  AND  BROADCASTING 
OF  HOUSE  AND  COMMITTEE  PRO- 
CEEDINGS 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  today 
introducing  a  resolution  to  amend  House 
rule  XXXIV  to  provide  for  televising  and 
broadcasting  the  sessions  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Speaker,  and  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  to  provide 
for  televising  and  broadcasting  of  pub- 
lic hearings  before  House  committees  and 
their  subcommittees  In  the  discretion  of 
the  chairman  or  by  a  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  committee.  My  bill  also 
provides  for  a  code  of  rules  with  respect 
to  witnesses  testifying  before  commit- 
tees intended  to  afford  them  reasonable 
safeguards  if  they  consider  themselves 
in  danger  of  being  defamed.  These  rules 
draw  heavily  on  the  work  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  bill  of  rights  of  the  Asso- 
ciation of  the  Bar  of  the  City  of  New 
York. 

Government  under  our  constitutional 
system  should  operate  as  far  as  possible 
in  a  fishbowl.  President  Eisenhower's 
announcement  of  his  intention  to  peri- 
odically televise  and  broadcast  Presiden- 
tial news  conferences,  the  beneficial  ex- 
perience of  television  coverage  of  the 
Presidential  campaign,  the  already  es- 
tablished radio  and  television  coverage 
of  the  United  Nations  Security  Council 
and  Assembly  debates  all  confirm  the 
need  for  modernizing  our  congressional 
procedures  to  keep  abreast  of  modeiTi 
technology.  The  way  to  get  the  people 
interested  in  government  is  to  let  them 
see  and  hear  it  in  action.  This  has  been 
the  experience  of  political  campaigns 
and  congressional  Investigations  and  is 
just  as  true  of  congressional  sessions. 
My  resolution  gives  complete  discretion 
as  to  particular  debates  to  be  broadcast 
and  televised,  order  of  debate  and  rules 
and  regulations  for  broadcasters  to  the 
Speaker  in  the  case  of  House  sessions 
and  to  the  committee  concerned  or  to  its 
chairman  In  the  case  of  committee  hear- 
ings. I  do  not  contemplate  constant 
daily  coverage  of  all  proceedings  but 
coverage  only  of  those  in  which  there  is 
unusual  interest. 

The  vast  coverage  of  the  inauguration 
proceedings,  making  them  available  to 
half  of  the  population  of  the  United 
States  and  especially  to  millions  of  school 
children  over  a  Nation-wide  hook-up  of 
118  stations  shows  the  audience  which 
is  practicable.  The  delivery  of  the  Presi- 
dent's state  of  the  Union  message  to  the 
new  Congress  on  Monday  next  will  be 
broadcast  and  televised — what  is  done 
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about  its  Important  recommendations  by 
the  House  of  RepresentaUves  certainly 
deserves  equal  treatment. 

Clarification  of  the  rules  as  to  broad« 
casting  and  televising  CMiunittee  hear- 
ings Is  needed  In  view  of  differences  on 
the  subject  which  developed  when  the 
Speaker  ruled  on  It  early  in  1952. 

The  subject  of  broadcasting  and  tele- 
vising congressional  sessions  and  com- 
mittee hearings  has  been  much  discussed 
within  the  last  year.  The  argiunents 
made  against  It  that  it  would  result  in 
theatricalism  in  debate  or  in  a  relatively 
few  Members  speaking  most  of  the  time, 
or  that  it  can  be  distorted  for  partisan 
purposes,  are  all  matters  that  can  be 
dealt  with  by  the  rules  of  the  House 
and  the  powers  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
committee  chairmen.  Also  the  discern- 
ment of  the  listening  and  viewing  audi- 
ence is  not  to  be  underestimated.  Mem- 
bers inclined  to  engage  in  theatricalism 
will  have  to  account  for  it  to  their  con- 
stituencies. This  is  likely  to  be  an  effec- 
tive discipline  for  alL 

The  profound  nature  of  modem  prob- 
lems and  their  meaning  to  the  life  and 
future  of  every  individual  American  dic- 
tates that  major  congressional  activities 
shall  be  open  to  the  greatest  view  pos- 
sible. It  is  only  bringing  established 
newspaper  coverage  abreast  of  modern 
technology. 

The  major  broadcasting  systems  have 
stated  directly  their  willingness  to  give 
coverage  to  eongressicnal  debates.  They 
have  already  shown  their  experience  by 
televising  and  broadcasting  presidential 
addresses  before  joint  sessions  as  well  as 
oonmiittee  hearings.  The  technical 
prpblems  involved  would  therefore  seem 
to  have  been  pretty  well  Ironed  out. 

It  is  significant  that  a  great  campaign 
to  bring  out  the  vote  in  the  presidential 
election  of  1952.  materially  increased 
voting  participation  from  51.4  percent  in 
the  presidential  election  of  1948  to  62.5 
percent  in  1952.  I  believe  that  television 
and  radio  had  a  lot  to  do  with  creating 
so  much  interest  in  the  candidates  and 
in  voting.  But  voting  in  congressional 
•lections  is  still  much  below  what  it 
ought  to  be.  There  is  still  a  long  way 
to  go  in  national  elections  in  comparison 
with  the  record  of  voting  participation 
in  Great  Britain.  Italy,  Belgium,  and 
other  countries  which  exceeds  80  per- 
cent The  stimulation  of  a  direct  per- 
sonal interest  in  government  which  can 
be  attained  through  television  and 
broadcasting  can  have  a  material  influ- 
ence in  this  regard  . 

I  hope  very  much  we  will  resolve  this 
question  in  this  session,  and  finally  make 
vital  debates  and  proceedings  available 
to  be  seen  in  most  American  living  rooms. 


POLICY  FOR  KOREA 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.       

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  last 
Bight  I  had  the  honor  and  privilege  of 
attending  the  banquet  given  by  the  Aux- 
iliary of  tbe  American  Legion.    There  I 


heard  read  a  speech  prepared  by  the 
national  commander.  It  was  read  be- 
cause the  flu  bug  had  laid  him  low  and 
it  was  Impossible  for  him  to  be  there, 
but  it  was  delivered  in  a  most  impressive 
fashion. 

Because  of  the  impressive  nature  of 
this  address.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  may  be  included  in  its  entirety 
in  the  Apiiendix  of  the  Ricou>.  It  is 
well  worth  your  reading  because  it  sets 
forth  the  situation  in  Korea  and  pre- 
sents a  positive,  constructive  program. 
I  only  wish  I  had  had  the  foresight  and 
the  intelligence  to  have  put  so  able  a 
speech  together  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CATTLE  SUPPLIES  AND  PRICES 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  past 
year  prices  of  live  cattle  have  been  drop- 
ping steadily.  The  average  price  for  all 
slaughter  steers  sold  at  Chicago  in  the 
week  ending  January  15. 1953.  was  $26.62 
per  hundredweight  compared  to  $34.07 
a  year  earlier. 

During  the  same  period  the  prices  of 
beef  at  wholesale  and  retail  have  also  de- 
clined— although  not  in  direct  ratio  to 
cattle  prices — so  that  all  beef  prices  are 
now  and  have  been  for  several  months 
well  below  OPS  ceiling  prices. 

Supplies  are  ample.  In  spite  of  un- 
usually heavy  slaughter,  cattle  on  farms 
Increased  by  an  estimated  5,000,000  head 
during  1952. 

The  movement  of  stocker  and  feeder 
steers  from  the  ranges  to  midwestern 
farms  is  up  about  18  percent  over  a  year 
ago. 

There  were  273,753  cattle  slaughtered 
in  federally  inspected  plants  in  the  week 
ending  January  17.  1953,  compared  to 
203,782  in  the  comparable  week  in  1952; 
and  beef  in  storage  on  December  31. 1952, 
was  127  percent  of  a  year  earlier,  and  170 
percent  of  the  5-year  average  for  that 
date. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  esti- 
mates that  beef  production  will  be  even 
higher  in  1953  than  it  was  in  1952. 

There  is  no  reason,  therefore,  to  an- 
ticipate that  beef  prices  will  rise  to  OPS 
ceiling  levels  during  the  coming  year. 

Under  these  circumstances.  OPS  con- 
trols on  beef  are  not  needed  and  are  a 
violation  of  the  general  policy  of  the  De- 
fense Production  Act,  that  controls 
should  be  removed  from  individual  com- 
modities as  soon  as  they  can  be  dis- 
pensed with  safely. 

More  important  than  the  mere  waste 
of  funds,  both  private  and  public,  in 
maintaining  useless  and  unnecessary 
regulations,  the  committee  finds  from 
evidence  presented  to  it  that  the  needless 
continuation  of  OPS  ceilings  and  con- 
trols on  grading,  cutting,  and  distribu- 
tion   of    beef    are    impeding    noimal 


marketing  and  price  relstiaoahipe  and 
are  costing  both  producers  and  con- 
sumers millions  of  dollars. 

The  mere  existence  of  ceiling  prices  at 
the  retail  level  destroys  the  fiexibllity  of 
retail  merchandising  and  tends  to  pre- 
vent a  drop  in  retail  prices  as  fast  or  as 
far  as  would  be  warranted  by  live  cattle 
prices.  Too  frequently  celling  prices  are 
regarded  by  the  merchant  as  "^alr" 
prices  below  which  he  will  go  only  re- 
luctantly. 

The  rigid  requirements  of  OPS  com- 
pulsory grading,  which  force  all  the  beef 
ordinarily  sold  in  retail  stores  Into  two 
arbitrary  classes — Choice  and  Good — are 
preventing  much  Good  beef  of  excellent 
quality  and  of  extremely  low  relative 
price  from  even  being  offered  to  con- 
sumers by  retailers. 

OPS  regulations  requiring  retailers  to 
cut  and  trim  their  beef  in  a  uniform 
manner  are  preventing  the  close  trim- 
ming normally  practiced  by  many  retail 
stores  and  are  forcing  consumers  to  buy 
at  the  price  of  good  meat  as  much  as 
ICO  pounds  of  bone  and  fat  on  each  beef 
carcass  which  ordinarily  would  be 
trimmed  away. 

At  the  producer  end.  OPS  ceilings  and 
controls— particularly  compusory  grad- 
ing—are contributing  substantially  to 
distorted  price  relationships  that  are 
threatening  thousands  of  beef  producers 
with  financial  disaster. 

Largely  because  of  these  controls,  the 
price  margin  between  beef  steers  grad- 
ing Good  and  those  grading  Prime  is 
almost  100  percent  wider  today  than  it 
was  a  year  ago.  In  Chicago  on  January 
22.  1952.  Prime  steers  brought  $37.13 
per  hundredweight  and  Good  steers 
brought  $32.  a  spread  of  $5.13.  On  Jan- 
uary 21.  1953.  the  Chicago  price  for 
Prime  steers  was  $33.25,  but  Good  steers 
were  only  $23.  a  spread  of  $10.25  lower 
than  Prime  steers  sold  on  that  day. 

Normally  a  large  percentage  of  the 
beef  animals  which  move  from  the 
Southwest  plains  to  the  Com  Belt  for 
feeding  and  fattening  go  to  market  grad- 
ing "high  good" — on  the  hne  between 
Good  and  Choice — and  will  bring  a  price 
only  three  or  four  dollars  below  Prime 
animals.  Under  OPS  grading  require- 
ments there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  "high 
good"  steer  or  a  "liner"  between  Good 
and  Choice.  All  animals  that  do  not 
clearly  grade  Choice  must  be  graded 
Good  or  lower. 

This  unnatural  and  imnecessary  sit- 
uation is  destroying  the  Investment  of 
time  and  money  that  farmers  have  in 
their  cattle  and  many  are  facing  the 
prospect  of  actual  losses  up  to  $100  a 
head  on  all  the  cattle  they  own. 

In  the  long  nm,  the  hope  of  consimi- 
ers  for  plenty  of  beef  at  relatively  low 
prices  depends  upon  an  ample  supply. 
The  surest  way  to  discourage  production 
of  an  ample  beef  supply  is  to  subject  pro- 
ducers to  financial  losses  such  as  they 
are  now  suffering. 

The  committee  finds:  That  OPS  ceil- 
ings and  controls  over  grading,  cutting, 
and  distribution  of  beef  are  not  only 
unnecessary  and  a  waste  of  pubUc  and 
private  funds,  but  that  these  controls 
are  seriously  interfering  with  normal 
marketing  and  price  relationships;  that 
they  are  costing  both  producers  and  con- 
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sumers  millions  of  doQan;  and  that  tiMT 
are  diacouraglng  ample  beef  praduettoa. 
The  eonuBittee  nnanlmwMiy  reoom- 
mends.  therefore,  thai  OPB  controls  and 
regulations  on  beef  be  abandoned  imme- 
diately.  

mSRY  A.  ODKUi 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wtsconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unantmons  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  8PBAKBR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er.  the  people  in  my  congressional  dis- 
trict and  especially  those  who  reside  in 
Monroe.  Green  County.  Wls„  mourn  the 
passing  of  a  veteran  newspaper  pub« 
Usher,  Emery  A.  OdelL  He  paaed  to  his 
eternal  reward  on  last  Sunday  and  fu- 
neral services  were  held  on  Tuesday. 

Emery  A.  Odell  lived  a  full  and  useful 
life.  At  the  time  of  his  death,  he  was 
81  years  of  age.  Fifty-five  years  of  that 
time  were  devoted  to  serving  the  d^ 
of  Monroe  and  Green  County  as  the  pub- 
lisher of  the  Monroe  Evening  Times. 
That  newspaper  was  established  October 
13.  1898. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  life  story  of  Mr.  Odell 
Is  typical  of  the  American  success  story, 
the  poor  boy  of  humble  parentage  and 
little  money,  determined  to  serve  his  fel- 
low man  and  in  the  striving  for  that 
objective  rose  to  a  position  of  distinction 
and  honor  In  his  chosen  profession. 

Mr.  Speaker.  Emery  Odell  was  the 
spokesman  for  the  small  dairy  farmer  of 
southern  Wisconsin.  He  did  much  to 
develop  the  Swiss  cheese  industry  in 
Green  County  which  today  has  the  rep- 
utation of  being  the  Swiss  cheese  center 
of  the  world.  The  Swiss  people  in  that 
county  by  hard  work  are  producing 
cheese  far  superior  to  that  of  their  fore- 
bears in  Switzerland.  It  was  Mr.  Odell 
who  insisted  that  their  product  must 
excel  all  others.  So  he  has  served  his 
county,  his  State,  and  his  country  with 
distinction  and  hcmor. 

Mr.  Speaker,  Emer?'  Odell  was  my 
friend.  I  shall  miss  him  and  I  Join  with 
thousands  of  his  friends  and  neighbors 
to  mourn  his  passage.  He  has  left  his 
footprints  in  the  sands  of  time.  May 
God  bless  his  memory  and  his  souL 


VETERANS'  AFFAIRS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I,  too.  attended  the  meeting  of 
the  Women's  Forum  on  National  Se- 
curity at  the  Mayfiower  Hotel.  I  have 
a  copy  of  the  national  oommando-'s 
speech,  but  it  has  already  been  Intro- 
duced in  the  Rbcoko. 

Also.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  inserting  as 
part  of  my  remarks  in  another  instance 
xcax 87 


a  desoripttoDcf  tbe  emratlQB  of  ttie  _^ 
called  Korean  OI  Mil  of  rights.  I  am 
sure  the  Memben  will  be  intcreaked  in 
having  the  latest  inf oraiation  as  to  bow 
this  program  is  operating.  I  find  there  is 
aome  confusion  In  the  minds  of  a  great 
many  regarding  exactly  how  that  QI 
bill  of  rights  operates. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


APPOINTMENT  AS  MEMBER  OF 
THE  COMMITTEE  ON  VETERANS' 
AFFAIRS 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  (4)jection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou- 
isiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  re- 
cently named  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  I  want 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my 
thanks  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee for  its  action  in  naming  me  to 
serve  on  this  important  committee.  I 
Imow  also  that  the  thousands  of  veterans 
who  live  in  the  Eighth  Congressional 
District  of  Louisiana  and  their  families 
are  also  happy  to  have  representation  on 
this  committee. 

It  will  be  my  pleasure  to  work  with 
the  flne  lady  from  Massachusetts.  Mrs. 
RoGsis,  who  win  serve  in  this  Congress 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs.  Everybody  knows  of  her 
many  years  of  untiring  efforts  to  gain 
benefits  for  the  veterans  of  this  coun- 
try. Many  of  tite  laws  now  on  the  stat- 
ute books  bore  her  own  name  as  author 
when  they  were  presented  to  this  body. 

At  this  time  one  particular  phase  of 
benefits  to  our  severely  handicapped  vet- 
erans has  commanded  my  attention, 
namely,  the  acts  granting  automobiles 
to  those  who  lost  a  leg  or  an  arm  or 
their  eyesight  in  combat.  I  understand 
the  lady  from  Massachusetts  was  also 
the  author  of  the  original  legislation 
granting  these  automobiles.  Veterans 
are  now  writing  me  to  the  effect  that 
some  of  their  automobiles  are  wearing 
out.  Some  have  already  worn  out;  some 
need  repairs.  I  think  that  the  Congress 
should  see  that  these  extremely  handi- 
capped veterans  continue  to  have  some 
means  of  tranqx>rtatlon  or  locomotion. 
I  am  therefore  introducing  a  bill  today 
which  would  grant  $50  per  month  addi- 
tional compensation  to  the  checks  of 
these  veterans  after  the  original  auto- 
mobile has  been  in  service  for  a  period 
of  4  years.  This  $50  per  month  should 
be  ample  to  repair  the  old  car,  or  the 
veteran  can  trade  the  old  one  in  and 
apply  the  $50  as  a  monthly  payment  on 
a  new  car,  or  he  may  use  it  to  purchase 
any  other  contrivance  he  so  desires. 
This  bill  would  apply  to  all  who  are 


eUgiUe  for  autaMoWln  onder  lava 
in  existenoe,  and  would  be  extended  to 
armless,  legless,  and  blind  veterans  of 
World  War  I  as  wdL 
The  text  (tf  my  MU  is  as  follows: 
H.  EL  iiic 
A  bin  to  MBend  Um  law  pcrtalnin-  to  the 
rurntohlng  ot  automoliUM  to  cartatn  <Ub- 
abtad  veteruis  by  extending  Its  provlsKMw 
to  Teterans  of  World  War  I  and  by  pro- 
viding $50  par  month  additional  eompansa- 
tion  to  such  Tctcrans 

B«  it  •mmctedL.  etc.,  TbMX  tha  flrat  aaetloa 
of  tha  act  antltted  "An  act  to  authorlaa  pay- 
manta  by  the  Admlnlatrator  of  VataraiM*  Af- 
faln  on  the  purchaaa  of  automobUaa  c« 
other  oonveyanoea  by  certain  dlaablcd  vet- 
erans, and  for  other  purpoeea."  enacted  Oc- 
tober ao.  1051  (38  U.  S.  C.  aec.  S5aa-4S3e>. 
la  amended  by  tnaertlTig  "World  War  I  or" 
before  "World  War  XL" 

8ac.  3.  Seetlooa  3.  S.  4.  and  •  of  auKdi  act 
are  amended  by  renumbering  them  aa  aee- 
tlona  S.  4.  S,  and  7,  reapectlTely. 

Sac.  3.  Such  act  U  amended  by  Inaertlng 
after  the  flrat  aectlon  of  the  foUowlng  new 
aection; 

"Sac.  2.  Ttie  Administrator  of  Veteran** 
AfTatrs  shaU  pay  to  aaeh  veteran  for  whom 
he  has  provided  or  aasteted  la  providing  an 
automobUe  under  this  act  or  under  the  pro- 
visions of  law  referred  to  In  aectlon  6,  the 
s>.>m  of  $60  during  each  month  which  hegliis 
(1)  more  than  4  years  after  the  payment  la 
made  in  corvnection  with  providing  such 
veteran  with  such  automobUe,  or  (S)  more 
than  80  days  after  the  date  of  the  enaot- 
ment  of  UUs  section,  whichever  li  the  latar."* 

Sac.  4.  Section  5  of  such  act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sac.  6.  The  beneflta  provided  In  the  first 
section  of  thli?  act  shall  not  be  avaUable  to 
any  veteran  ot  World  War  II  or  of  aervlce 
on  or  after  June  27,  1060,  who  has  not  mad* 
application  for  such  benefits  to  t:he  Admin- 
istrator within  8  years  after  tlie  effective 
daU  Of  this  act.  or  within  3  years  after  the 
date  of  the  veteranli  discharge  or  releeae 
from  active  aervlce  If  the  veteran  is  not  dl»< 
charged  or  released  until  oo  or  aftor  said 
effective  date,  and  such  beneflte  shall  not  be 
avaUable  to  any  veteran  of  World  War  I 
who  has  not  made  application  far  such  bene- 
fits to  the  Administrator  before  July  I,  IBftS. 
No  application  shall  be  required  from  a  vet- 
eran In  order  to  estebllsh  his  entitlement 
to  the  beneflta  provided  in  section  2  of  this 
act." 


ADDITIONAL  FUNDS  FOR  THE 
BUREAU  OP  PUBLIC  ROADS 

Mr.  DEMPSET.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.       

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DEMPSET.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  this  short  time  today  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  to  the  attention  of  this 
honorable  body  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
de^wrately  critical  situation  which  is 
endangering  proper  and  orderly  develop- 
ment of  our  highways.  The  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads  has  before  it  today  claims 
from  the  various  States  for  Federal  aid 
matching  money  due  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  completed  work  aggregating 
$27,000,000.  The  Bnrean  has  no  fmMls 
to  meet  these  daima  The  resolt  is  that 
many  of  ttw  Stotes  are  in  desyetata 
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straits  and  cannot  continue  the  highway 
programs  to  which  they  are  committed. 
This  situation  is  brought  about  by  the 
fact  that  the  appropriation  for  this  year 
was  reduced  fnmi  1400,000,000  to  $325.- 
000,000.  In  making  that  reduction  the 
committee  reported  on  page  21  of  House 
Report  No.  1665,  Eighty-second  Congress, 
and  I  quote: 

Thl«  reduction  Is  made  on  the  premise 
that  shortages  of  manpower,  equipment,  and 
materials,  especially  steel,  woiild  slow  down 
the  completion  of  much  of  this  road  work. 
If  these  shortages  do  not  materialize  and  the 
work  Is  completed  the  Federal  Oovernment 
Is  obliged  to  furnish  the  necessary  funds 
since  the  substantive  legislation  gives  the 
Bureau  authority  to  lnc\ir  obligations. 

The  premise  upon  which  this  reduc- 
tion was  made  has  been  proved  to  be 
wrong.  The  shortages  did  not  develop. 
The  result  is  the  States  have  in  good 
faith  proceeded  with  the  program  and 
the  Federal  Oovernment  is  now  in  the 
position  of  failing  to  keep  faith  with  the 
States. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  Con- 
gress  cannot  be  a  party  to  this  breaking 
of  faith  and  that  immediate  action  is 
necessary.  The  supplemental  appropri- 
ations asked  for  this  year  contain  an 
Item  of  $185,000,000  to  correct  this  de- 
plorable condition  and  to  enable  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads  to  reimburse  the 
States  for  work  already  completed  and 
which  is  scheduled  for  completion  by  the 
end  of  this  fiscal  year. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  item  must 
be  considered  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee  along  with  the  numerous 
other  items  in  the  supplemental  bill.  I 
urge  that  this  House  take  appropriate 
action  so  that  the  committee  may  bring 
up  this  item  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment in  a  special  appropriation  bill.  If 
this  is  not  done,  there  will  be  such  a 
great  backlog  of  unpaid  obligations  to 
the  States  that  it  Is  quite  probable  some 
of  them  will  be  forced  to  suspend  all 
highway  construction  operations.  This 
would  mean  complete  disruption  of  their 
highway  programs.  It  would  mean  also 
that  many  of  the  highways  now  requir- 
ing improvement  to  meet  even  the  mini- 
mum standard  of  safety  will  have  to  re- 
main as  hazards  to  life  and  property.  It 
will  mean,  undoubtedly,  an  increase  in 
the  enormous  death  toll  that  is  taken  on 
the  highways  each  year  and  which  now 
is  beyond  all  reason. 

It  will  be  dangerous  for  us  to  delay  this 
action  at  a  time  when  the  Nation's  high- 
ways are  overtaxed,  due  to  the  drastic 
curtailment  of  Federal  funds  and  the 
diversion  by  the  Federal  Government  of 
75  percent  of  the  income  from  excise 
taxes  on  highway  lasers  to  other  purposes 
than  building  and  maintenance  of  high- 
ways. 

I  feel,  and  I  believe  the  great  majority 
of  my  colleagues  feel,  that  we  have  been 
quite  remiss  in  meeting  our  obligation 
by  permitting  such  an  enormous  diver- 
.sion  of  these  fimds  from  the  purpose  for 
which  they  rightfully  should  be  used. 

In  view  of  the  comparative  deteriora- 
tion ot  our  highways  in  recent  years  and 
of  the  efforts  of  the  various  States  to 
correct  this  condition  so  that  the  death 
and  damage  toll  taken  on  the  highways 
may  be  decreased,  it  would  seem  to  be 
only  right  that  this  House  take  imme- 


diate action  to  make  this  supplemental 
appropriation  of  $185,000,000  available 
for  reimbursement  to  the  States  for  the 
money  they  have  already  spent  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

I.  therefore,  resj>ectfully  urge  that  you 
give  this  serious  matter  immediate  and 
favorable  consideration. 


McCARRAN-W ALTER  IMMIGRATION 
ACT 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
been  searching  the  metropolitan  dallies 
every  day  in  an  attempt  to  find  an  ac- 
count of  the  convention  of  the  Inter- 
national Transportation  Workers  Union. 
Because  no  account  of  this  convention 
has  been  reported  in  the  press,  I  want 
to  read  part  of  a  newscast  of  Howard  K. 
Smith  reporting  from  London  in  which 
he  said: 

-It  is  no  longer  news  when  Europeans  at- 
tack the  McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act 
which  has  been  called  over  here  the  most 
offensive  piece  of  legislation  ever  passed  by 
Congress,  but  conversely  It  Is  news  when  the 
main  victims  of  the  act  the  sailors  of  Eu- 
rope praise  that  piece  of  legislation  and  that 
the  International  Transportation  Workers 
Union  representing  the  seamen  of  all  West- 
ern Europe  and  now  meeting  here  has  done 
this  morning.  A  resolution  passed  by  the 
body  says.  "Preedom-lovlng  people  shotild 
welcome  such  measures."  It  adds  that  the 
union  willingly  cooperates  with  governments 
which  take  such  screening  action.  It  does 
add  a  request  that  the  screening  of  Europe's 
seamen  arriving  in  the  States  be  simplified, 
but  that  comes  as  a  pretty  weak  stinger  on  a 
resolution  In  general  pralseful  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  restrictions.  Todays  resolution 
will  no  doubt  cause  dismay  among  the  gov- 
ernments of  Europe  almost  all  of  which  have 
bitterly  protested  against  the  act  and  had 
hoped  thereby  to  see  It  repealed  or  greatly 
amended. 


CREATION    OP    A    UNITED    STATES 
ACADEMY  OP  FOREIGN  SERVICE 
Mr.   ZABLOCKI.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  a.sk 
unanimous   consent   to   extend   my   re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  in 
the  Eighty-second  Congress.  I  have 
again  introduced  a  bill  which  would  pro- 
vide for  the  establishment  of  a  United 
States  Academy  of  Foreign  Service.  The 
bill  calls  for  the  creation  of  an  academy 
which  would  offer  a  specialized  4-year 
coui-se,  intended  to  train  promising 
young  men  and  women  for  a  career  in 
the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States. 
The  students  would  be  selected  on  the 
basis  of  competitive  examinations,  ap- 
pointed on  the  basis  of  merit,  and  would 
receive  the  same  pay  and  allowances  as 
are  received  by  cadets  at  West  Point. 
The  graduates  of  the  academy  would  be 
available  for  assignment  with  the  For- 
eign Service  of  the  United  States  in  the 


Department  of  State,  with  the  Bureau 
of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  with  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and 
with  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
for  service  in  connection  with  interna- 
tional finances  and  related  activities. 

My  experience  on  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, as  well  as  the  study  missions  to 
which  I  was  assigned  as  a  member  of 
that  group,  have  convinced  me  that  our 
Nation  needs  a  reservoir  of  able, 
specially  trained,  learned  men  and 
women,  who  will  give  our  Government 
the  most  capable  and  satisfactory  rep- 
resentation abroad  that  we  have  ever 
had.  While  a  few  of  our  colleges  and 
universities  have  established  limited 
chairs  and  departments  for  this  particu- 
lar training.  I  do  not  believe  that  they 
adequately  meet  the  urgent  need  in  this 
field. 

I  believe  that  to  properly  represent  the 
United  States,  our  delegates  abroad 
should  not  only  be  thoroughly  conver- 
-sant  with  the  economic  and  jwlitlcal 
backgrounds  of  both  our  country  and  a 
particular  foreign  nation,  but  should 
also  be  learned  in  the  philosophy,  his- 
tory, language,  and  culture  of  the  for- 
eign country  to  which  the  student  may 
be  eventually  assigned. 

The  establishment  of  the  academy  en- 
visioned in  my  bill  would,  in  my  estima- 
tion, eventually  give  our  Nation  better 
representation  abroad  on  all  levels,  and 
foster  better  understanding,  cooperation. 
and  peace  among  nations. 


DECREASE  IN  FARM  PRICES  A 
MAJOR  PROBLEM 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  continuing  drop  in  farm  prices  is  a 
major  problem  before  this  Congress  and 
the  Nation.  To  those  of  us  who  come 
from  the  great  agricultural  sections  of 
the  country,  it  is  the  most  important 
domestic  problem  today.  Economists 
and  financial  writers  recognize  that  if 
stpps  are  not  taken  to  check  this  alarm- 
ing trend,  our  whole  economy  will  suffer 
drastic  con.sequences.  Therefore,  it  is  a 
problem  which  should  concern  us  all. 

ONE-THIRD  LES.S  THAN  1948 

No  le.ss  than  the  Wall  Street  Journal. 
in  a  very  recent  issue,  recognized  the 
Kravity  of  this  problem  when  it  pointed 
out  that  the  farm  price  drop  poses  a 
knotty  problem  for  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration. This  article  cites  the 
alarming  fact  that  at  mid-December 
prices  received  by  farmers  averaged  12 
percent  below  a  year  ago.  In  other 
words,  in  the  past  year  farm  prices  have 
dropped  on  the  average  of  1  percent  a 
month.  And  they  have  gone  down  33>/3 
percent  since  1946.  The  two  major  agri- 
cultural products  of  the  section  which 
I  am  privileged  to  represent,  cotton  and 
cattle,  have  suffered  the  worst  of  all. 


•am  g*MM*arB  am  iti* 


This  situation  has  many  of  the  ear- 
marks of  what  happened  prior  to  the 
terrible  depression  of  the  early  thirties 
when  farm  prices  went  to  the  bottom. 
Just  as  occurred  in  the  late  twenties, 
farm  prices  continue  to  decrease  when 
all  other  costs,  incomes,  and  prices  of 
stocks  and  commodities  are  high. 

AITBCTB  KVKBT   W«M«NT   OF  BCONOMT 

In  this  connection  let  me  call  your  at* 
tention  to  the  front  page  of  the  financial 
section  of  yesterday's  New  York  Times, 
where  there  appears  a  careful  discussion 
of  this  alarming  trend  in  agrictiltural 
prices.  The  article  Is  written  by  J.  H. 
Carmichal.  and  carries  this  headline, 
"New  regime  faces  farm  price  riddle." 
In  it,  he  points  out  what  Is  happening 
to  the  farmer  as  his  income  for  his  prod- 
ucts decreases  and  the  commodities 
which  be  has  to  buy  continue  to  be  high. 
I  quote: 

Prlcea  of  Industrial  product*  and  other 
things  that  the  farmer  must  buy  to  produce 
a  crop  have  held  not  far  from  their  high  level 
reached  after  the  start  of  the  Korean  war. 

He  then  points  out: 

The  price  decline  In  farm  products  mean* 
that  the  agricultural  areas  wlU  have  fewer 
dollars  with  which  to  buy  Industrial  and 
other  products  as  compared  with  last  year 
and  lOSl.  In  addition,  with  higher  trans- 
portation costs  prevailing  and  pioceaatng 
costs  also  higher,  the  farmer  Is  getting  a 
smaller  amount  of  the  consumer's  doUar. 

KXDOCnOM  IM   ruaCHASXMO  FOWB 

As  most  of  the  economists  and  finan- 
cial writers  point  out.  when  the  purchas- 
ing power  of  a  large  group  of  our  popu- 
lation is  reduced,  the  purchasing  power 
of  other  groups  is  affected,  and  our  whole 
economy  is  jeopardized. 

■coNoacT  or  aouTB  uxnet 

And  the  first  to  suffer  from  such  an 
economic  reverse  will  be  the  agricultural 
sections  of  our  country.  Here  again  the 
New  York  Times  emphasizes  this  fact 
when  it  points  out  what  the  drop  in  cot- 
ton prices  is  doing  to  the  South.  I  quote 
from  the  article: 

An  example  of  how  the  price  decline  may 
influence  general  btislnesa  conditions  In 
agricultural  areas  is  furnished  by  cotton. 
A  year  ago  the  price  of  the  staple  at  the  10 
markeU  In  the  South  was  roughly  43  cents  a 
pound,  while  at  present  the  average  Is  about 
32  cents,  a  drop  of  $50  a  bale.  On  a  normal 
crop  of  around  15.000,000  bales  the  decline 
would  mean  a  drop  of  about  9750,000,000  In 
total  Income. 

TKUt  LAND  PUCB8  MAT  FOtXOW 

In  one  discussion  of  this  problem  a 
fear  has  been  expressed  that  if  this  trend 
in  farm  prices  is  not  stopped,  farm  land 
prices  will  follow.  It  goes  on  to  point  out 
that  already  the  small  farm  family  is  be- 
ing attracted  to  defense  and  industrial 
areas  by  high  wages  and  better  economic 
security,  while  the  large  landowner  will 
be  further  discouraged  by  his  Inability 
to  obtain  farm  workers  at  a  price  he  can 
afford  to  pay  in  relation  to  the  price  he 
receives  for  his  own  products. 

TIGHiaHUfU  or  BAint  LOAlfB 

Another  development,  the  results  of 
which  must  be  closely  watched,  is  the 
litUe-noticed  action  of  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board  taken  during  the  excitement 
of  the  inaugural  in  raising  the  rediscoimt 


rates  to  member  banks.  Bvery  flnftnclal 
writer  whose  views  I  have  read  observes 
that  perhaps  a  year  ago  or  6  months  ago 
this  move  migh;  have  been  anti-infia- 
tionary,  but  that  now  It  can  only  have 
the  effect  of  raising  interest  rates  and 
making  it  more  difficult  for  local  banks 
to  make  loans.  Whether  or  not  this  will 
add  to  the  already  difficult  flnanciad 
problems  of  the  farmer  remains  to  be 
seen. 

rmMBDrt  raui  pbick  law  saoma  bx  kxtemocd 
raoMPTLT 

In  my  opinion  it  is  vital  that  every 
effort  be  made  promptly  to  che<^  the 
lowering  of  farm  prices.  I  know  that 
from  my  discussion  with  the  Members  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
that  they  are  making  every  effort  to 
bring  about  a  solution  to  this  problem. 
As  they  make  their  studies  of  steps  which 
must  be  taken  over  a  long  period  of  time 
to  assure  the  farmer  of  a  fair  price  for 
his  products.  I  believe  that  the  Con- 
gress should,  without  delay,  extend 
through  1956  the  present  price  sui^x)rt 
law.  which,  unless  extended,  will  expire 
at  the  end  of  next  year. 

While  it  is  true  that  this  law  commits 
the  Government  to  support  only  the  basic 
crops  at  90  percent  of  parity,  the  ex- 
tension of  the  present  law  will,  it  seems 
to  me.  go  a  long  way  toward  preventing 
a  disastrous  wholesale  decrease  in  all 
farm  prices.  The  extoision  will  give  to 
the  farmer  some  assurance  that  he  can 
engage  in  production  of  the  crops  needed 
by  this  country  and  the  world  and  re- 
ceive at  least  until  the  end  of  1956  a  price 
based  on  90  percent  of  parity.  And  this 
step  should  certainly  give  reassurances 
where  uneasiness  has  been  permitted  to 
exist  because  of  some  indication  of  op- 
position to  the  farm  price  support  law 
in  certain  quarters. 


FnJNO  OP  ANNUAL  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS  BY  MEMBERS  OF 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
In  fulfillment  of  a  pledge  by  me  to  my 
constituents  in  the  Second  Congressional 
District  of  Illinois,  I  am  introducing  a 
bill  requiring  Members  of  Congress  to 
file  annual  financial  statements. 

In  the  campaign  of  1952  I  was  very 
actively  supported  by  the  Independent 
voters  of  Illinois,  a  fine  group  of  patri- 
otic Americans  receiving  no  pay  and 
expecting  no  political  favors,  intent  only 
on  making  their  contribution  to  the  suc- 
cessful functioning  of  our  democracy. 
In  literature  prepared  and  distributed  by 
them  appeared  this  paragraph: 

Baskatt  CHaxa  is  unalterably  exposed  to 
the  use  of  public  oOce  for  private  flnancial 
gain.  He  proposed  as  earljr  as  19M  that  aU 
public  officials  disclose  their  total  Income. 
He  will,  If  elected.  Introduce  a  bill  requiring 
Congressmen  to  reveal  their  Income. 


The  bill  which 
short  and  simple. 


I  am  Introducing  is 
There  are  only  183 


words.  It  is  unlike  other  bills  on  the 
subject  in,  first,  that  it  does  not  in  its 
application  go  beyond  the  membership 
of  the  bodies — Senate  and  House — ^vot- 
ing upon  it;  and,  second,  that  it  does  not 
require  detailed  itemization  which  would 
provoke  controversy  and  coxmtless 
amendments  reducing  to  a  minimum  the 
chances  of  enactment. 

The  simplicity  and  reasonableness  of 
the  bill  should  recommend  its  support 
and  passage  on  a  bipartisan  basis  by  a 
substantial  majority  of  the  membership 
of  both  bodies.  Its  passage  would 
amount  to  a  recognition  by  the  Congress 
of  the  legitimate  right  of  the  public  to 
some  knowledge  of  the  finances  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress  who  make  the  laws 
of  the  coimtry.  Applying  it  by  volun- 
tary action  to  themselves  it  well  might 
come  to  be  the  pattern  for  future  legis- 
lation affecting  others  in  the  govern- 
mental service. 

The  principle  Involved  is  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  or  any  other  person  in 
Government  service,  should  not  use  the 
power  and  prestige  of  public  office  for 
personal  enrichment.  My  bill  seeks  to 
make  available  to  the  public  information 
upon  which  it  can  base  Judgment, 
whether  the  motivation  of  the  Member 
of  Congress  is  a  sincere  deep-rooted  de- 
sire to  serve  the  public  interest  or  to  ad- 
vance his  own  private  fortunes.  At  the 
same  time  It  protects  the  legitimate 
rights  to  privacy  on  intimate  and  per- 
sonal matters  which  the  public  workers 
should  share  in  common  with  the  work- 
ers in  private  activities. 

I  bespeak  for  this  bill  the  most  earnest 
consideration  by  my  distinguished  col- 
leagues. It  should  have  the  support  of 
all  and  the  opposition  of  none. 


I 


UMmNQ  THE   SPENDING  POWERS 
OF  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  CnsTis]  is  recognized  for  S 
minutes. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  House 
Joint  Resolution  24  which  has  been  in- 
troduced by  me.  This  is  a  proposed  con- 
stitutional amendment  which  would 
limit  the  spending  powers  of  Congress 
and  provide  for  the  reduction  of  the 
national  debt. 

Our  Constitution  should  always  re- 
main a  simple  and  orderly  charter  for 
the  Federal  Government.  Its  purpose 
always  has  been  and  always  should  be 
to  provide  a  government  with  limited 
powers — a  government  that  fully  pre- 
serves the  rights  of  the  citisens.  Any 
proposed  amendment  should  meet  these 
tests. 

The  last  amendment  to  our  Constitu- 
tion limited  the  tenure  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  two  terms.  This 
will  forever  stand  as  an  added  bulwark 
In  preserving  sovereignty  in  the  hands 
of  the  people. 

The  Eighty-third  Congress  can  render 
no  greater  service  to  the  American  peo- 
ple of  this  and  future  generations  than 
to  submit  to  the  States  a  constitutional 
amendment  limiting  the  spending  pow- 
ers of  the  Federal  Government  and  mak- 
ing it  possible  to  work  out  an  orderly 
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and  systematic  payment  of  the  national 
debt.  Hotise  Joint  Resolution  24  will  ac- 
c<mipllah  these  objectives. 

My  proposal  simply  provides  two 
thlnes:  First,  that  no  expenditure  shall 
be  made  by  the  Government  which  would 
reqiilre  an  increase  in  the  debt  of  the 
United  States  and  that  the  Congress 
shall  not  make  any  appropriation  which 
would  cause  a  violation  of  that  provision. 
In  other  words,  the  amendment  provides 
for  a  compulsory  pay-as-you-go  system. 
It  will  end  deficit  financing,  because  ex- 
penditures could  not  be  made  unless 
there  was  money  in  the  Treasury.  The 
practical  effect  of  this  would  be  that 
Congress  could  not  increase  spending 
without  at  the  same  time  increasing 
taxes.  Likewise,  a  reduction  in  taxes 
would  automatically  bring  about  a  re- 
duction in  expendit\u-es.  The  people,  by 
demanding  a  repeal  of  certain  taxes, 
could  reduce  Government  spending. 

This  provision  of  my  proposal  would 
automatically  be  suspended  upon  a  dec- 
laration of  war  by  the  Congress  but 
could  not  be  suspended  for  any  other 
emergency  except  by  a  three-fourths  ma- 
jority vote  of  all  the  Members  of  both 
Houses  and  then  only  for  a  period  of  1 
year  at  a  time. 

Secondly,  this  proposal  for  a  constitu- 
tional amendment  further  provides  that 
the  Congress  shall  have  the  power  to  lay 
and  collect  a  special  tax,  the  proceeds 
of  which  would  be  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  principal  amount  of  our 
national  debt.  This  Is  necessary  and 
desirable.  It  would  make  It  possible  for 
the  Congress  to  levy  a  particular  tax  and 
have  the  proceeds  put  in  a  special  fund 
and  used  only  for  debt  retirement.  Thus 
we  would  have  a  systematic  amortiza- 
tion of  the  national  debt.  We  would 
serve  notice  to  the  bond  holders  and  to 
the  entire  world  that  this  Government 
Intends  to  fulfill  Its  obligations. 

At  the  present  time  the  Congress  can- 
not  levy  a  tax  and  direct  that  it  go  Into 
a  special  fund  for  a  special  purpose.  The 
Constitution  provides  that  all  taxes  shall 
go  In  the  general  fund  of  the  Tieasvuy, 
and  makes  these  taxes  subject  to  ap- 
propriations of  tlie  Congress.  It  Is  neces- 
sary that  we  amend  the  Constitution  in 
order  to  levy  a  special  debt  retirement 
tax  that  could  not  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  sincerely  hope  that  this 
Eighty-third  Congress  will  approve 
House  Joint  Resolution  24  and  give  the 
States  of  this  Union  a  chance  to  vote  on 
it.  I  predict  that  the  required  number 
of  States  would  readily  ratify  it  if  given 
the  opportunity. 


OPS  PERSOhfNEL 
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Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  2  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  would  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  and  also  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  to   some  Information  I 


have  received  from  a  reliable  source 
with  reference  to  the  personnel  of  the 
OPS.  There  is  a  large  staff  in  the  OPS 
agency  here  in  Washington,  and  I  am 
informed  that  a  good  many  of  both  high 
and  low  members  of  the  staff  are  taking 
trips  over  the  United  States.  I  know  of 
two  of  them  now  who  are  preparing  to 
spend  some  time  in  California.  They 
are  two  ladles.  It  is  rather  cold  here. 
We  have  32°  temperatures  here  to- 
day, and  they  are  going  out  to  Cali- 
fornia and  get  into  the  nice  chamber 
of  commerce  climate  out  there  for  a 
few  weeks.  They  also  intend  to  stop 
over  at  New  Orleans — possibly  to  check 
up  on  the  Mardi  Gras. 

There  are  also  two  male  officials  from 
the  OPS  who  have  been  working  for  the 
past  3  weeks  in  New  York  City  investi- 
gating feathers.  You  know  what  feath- 
ers are — chicken  feathers  and  duck 
feathers.  They  have  spent  considerable 
time  there.  They  live  in  New  York,  but 
their  primary  investigation  is  to  look 
into  the  price  of  feathers.  I  do  not 
know  of  anybody  who  uses  feathers  for 
pillows  or  other  things  nowadays,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  tremendous 
waste  in  the  OPS  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  would  warrant  Immediate  action 
to  stop  further  squandering  of  public 
money. 

I  wish  to  urge  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  and  also  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  to  take  steps  that 
will  stop  pleasure  traveling  by  em- 
ployees of  the  OPS  and  other  agencies. 
There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  the 
American  taxpayer  should  l>e  called 
upon  to  pay  for  such  trips.  I  person- 
ally feel  that  the  OPS  has  served  its  full 
purpose,  and  if  I  am  given  an  opportu- 
nity to  vote  on  the  question,  I  will  cast 
my  vote  for  discontinuance  of  the 
agency.  Such  action  by  Congress  will 
save  the  taxpayers  millions  of  dollars. 
Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.  The  gentleman  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and 
of  the  Special  Committee  on  Livestock. 
The  Committee  on  Agriculture  this 
morning  recommended  unanimously  that 
the  OPS  strike  out  all  the  controls  on 
all  cattle  prices,  and  in  addition  repeal 
for  good  and  all  this  compulsory  grading 
of  meat.  That  will  get.rtd  of  some  of 
these  trips.  Maybe  some  of  these  people 
can  keep  warm  while  they  are  writing 
these  regulations. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  know 
the  gentleman  from  Colondo  will  do  a 
thorough  job  in  the  invesLIgation. 

Mr.  HILL.  Maybe  they  would  not  have 
to  go  to  California,  and  they  would  keep 
warm  while  they  are  writing  those  regu- 
lations. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Let  me 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  conclusion  that  I  am 
going  to  give  the  names  of  these  persons 
who  are  getting  ready  to  travel  over  the 
country-  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers, 
and  I  am  also  going  to  give  the  names  of 
the  feather  experts  in  New  York  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
and  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
so  that  they  may  immediately  stop  this 
waste  of  money. 


LT.  GEN.  LEWIS  A.  PICK 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker. 
there  is  something  about  this  great 
country  of  ours  that  instills  in  men  the 
desire  to  improve  their  environments  to 
serve  in  the  true  sense  of  service  to  their 
country,  and  when  they  retire  from  fields 
of  active  work  to  leave  things  better  than 
they  have  found  them.  It  Is  that  urge 
which  has  given  us  gallant  and  selfiess 
leaders.  It  is  that  kind  of  service  which 
has  kept  this  Nation  free  and  made  It 
great. 

Among  such  stalwarts  of  this  genera- 
tion, I  give  you  the  name  of  Lt.  Gen. 
Lewis  A.  Pick,  who  this  month  retires 
from  active  service  as  Chief  of  Engineers. 

His  record  as  a  soldier,  encompassing 
more  than  35  years  and  overseas  service 
in  two  World  Wars,  is  notable.  But  his 
record  as  a  great  American,  in  peace  as 
well  as  in  war.  ranks  him  among  his- 
tory's most  eminent  leaders  of  this  gen- 
eration. As  the  editor  of  a  leading 
North  Dakota  newspaper  once  wrote  of 
General  Pick  in  connection  with  the 
engineering  program  which  he  had  de- 
vised and  initiated  for  control  of  the 
vast  untamed  Missouri  River  Basin: 

The  school  children  of  North  Dakota  for 
generations  to  come  will  hall  hU  name. 

His  program  for  the  control  and  de- 
velopment of  the  Missouri  River  system 
is  today  well  advanced.  To  a  vast  area — 
one-sixth  of  the  United  States— it  is 
bringing  relief  from  long  harassment  by 
flood.s  and  by  drought.  The  importance 
of  the  Pick  plan  to  the  entire  national 
economy  in  years  to  come  is  incalcu- 
lable. Yet  that  is  only  one  of  the  many 
achievements  of  General  Pick's  remark- 
able career. 

Just  short  of  4  years  ago  he  became 
Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  United  States 
Army.  In  the  intei-vening  time  he  has 
traveled  the  world  over,  supervising,  di- 
recting, and  planning  the  vitally  impor- 
tant works  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
He  has  visited  every  State  in  the  Union, 
and  most  of  them  over  and  over  again. 
And  he  has  combined  his  official  duties 
and  inspections  with  appearances  before 
many,  many  civic  groups,  anxious  and 
entitled  to  know  about  the  functions  of 
that  great  and  historic  organization 
which  he  so  ably  has  headed.  On  these 
occasions  he  has  had  ample  opportunity 
to  extol  the  corps.  He  has  had  ample 
opportunity  to  tell  of  its  efficiency,  of  its 
noble  tradition,  of  its  splendid  accom- 
plishments. It  was  his  right  and  his 
privilege  to  do  so.  But  did  he  exercise 
that  right  and  that  privilege?     Rarely. 

For  nearly  4  years  he  has  gone  up  and 
down  and  across  this  country  like  a  mod- 
ern Paul  Revere,  awakening  and  enlight- 
ening the  people  to  the  necessity  for  con- 
serving our  natural  resources;  pointing 
out  the  waste  of  the  past;  envisioning 
the  needs  of  the  future;  pleading  for  a 
new  special  public  concern  with  meas- 
ures for  protecting  the  soil  and  conserv- 
ing and  utilizing  our  water  resources — 
those  two  fundamental  and  self-renew- 
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able  resources  on  which  the  greatness  of 
this  country  was  founded  and  on  which 
the  future  of  a  greater  America  must  be 
built. 

No  man  in  Government  in  our  time  has 
done  more  in  so  short  a  space  of  years 
to  spread  the  message  of  resources  con- 
servation. We.  all  of  us,  owe  him  a  deep 
debt  of  gratitude  for  this  service  which 
he  is  so  eminently  qualified  to  render, 
and  to  which  he  has  given  the  inde- 
fatigable energy  of  a  splendid  physique 
and  a  compelling  eloquence,  the  like  of 
which  I  have  seldom  encountered. 

But  General  Pick  is  no  podiimi  preach- 
er— no  desk  soldier.  He  is  a  natural 
front-line  leader,  to  be  found  always 
where  and  when  the  going  is  toughest. 

There  are  those  who  will  tell  about 
the  tall,  white-haired  figure  in  uniform 
that  stalked  the  mud  and  water-soaked 
levees  at  Omaha,  Nebr..  and  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  last  spring,  through  the 
days  and  nights  when  the  life  of  two 
great  cities  was  at  stake,  menaced  by  the 
record-breaking,  relentless  floods  on  the 
Missouri  River;  keeping  vigil  with  the 
thousands  of  soldiers  and  more  thou- 
.sands  of  wearied  citizens,  cheering  them 
and  directing  them  in  a  fight  which  they 
eventually  won. 

There  are  others  to  tell  you  of  that 
same  figure,  who  seemed  to  be  every- 
where, directing  the  battle  against  the 
ruthless  waters  of  the  unprecedented 
floods  at  Kansas  City.  2  years  ago. 

And  still  others  who  tell  of  that  white- 
haired,  tireless  leader  emerging  through 
blinding  ground  blizzards  to  give  person- 
al direction  to  the  relief  work  in  that 
unprecedented  snow  disaster  which 
gripped  the  Midwest  in  1949.  In  that 
disaster,  which  found  all  other  agencies 
helpless  to  handle  the  situation,  it  was 
General  Pick  that  the  Governor  of  Ne- 
braska asked  for  to  lead  the  fight  against 
the  elements;  and  the  Army,  to  whom 
our  Government  turned  for  aid  in  the 
disaster  areas,  named  him  commander  of 
"operation  snowbound."  They  chose  the 
right  man.  Within  24  hours  the  greatest 
mobilization  of  snow-removal  equipment 
in  history  was  well  under  way  and  an 
effective  operation  was  organized  that 
resulted  in  freeing  200.000  snowbound 
people,  thousands  of  them  marooned  for 
many  weeks;  an  operation  that  rescued 
4.000.000  head  of  livestock  from  starva- 
tion, and  bulldozed  open  115,000  miles  of 
snow-blocked  roads. 

Then  there  are  the  soldiers  and  the  na- 
tives who  worked  with  him  on  the  Ledo 
Road,  through  the  jungles  and  the  moun- 
tains of  North  Burma.  To  them  he  was 
known  as  "the  man  with  the  stick."  This 
name  came  to  him  from  the  long  rattan 
stick,  with  a  hooked  end  for  a  handle 
which  he  carried  out  on  that  job  from  12 
to  15  hours  a  day— a  stick  which,  origi- 
nally taller  than  his  own  6  feet,  became 
worn  down  to  cane  length  by  much  prod- 
ding up  and  down  the  hills  and  valleys 
of  North  Burma,  as  he  drove  that  job, 
which  others  said  could  not  be  done, 
through  to  completion. 

The  New  York  Times  of  February  11, 
1945,  described  the  Ledo  Road,  then 
known  as  Pick's  Pike,  as  "the  greatest 
engineering  feat  in  the  annals  of  the 


United  States  Army.**  Let  me  quote  just 
a  paragraph  from  that  Times  story: 

It  was  General  Pick  who  conquered  the 
mountains  and  Jungle,  faced  down  the  mon- 
soon, bridged  the  raging  rivers,  licked  ma- 
laria with  one  hand  while  conjuring  up  new 
miracles  of  engineering  with  the  other  hand; 
and  all  the  time  solving  the  problems  of 
leadership  and  of  men  slaving  against  time, 
nature  and  the  Japanese  In  a  strange  wilder- 
ness thousands  of  miles  from  home.  •  •  • 
He  was  out  on  the  job  from  12  to  15  hours 
a  day.  walking,  Jeeplng,  inspecting.  He  knew 
what  was  going  on  everywhere  along  the  way. 
Often  he  went  up  in  a  small  liaison  plane, 
scouting  out  new  trails  or  travelling  from  one 
end  of  the  road  to  the  other. 

These  thin,^s  I  have  mentioned  are 
achievements  of  his  later  years,  but  his 
entire  career  has  been  marked  with  the 
unusual,  made  up  of  natural  daring  and 
intelligent  vision. 

For  example.  Lowell  Thomas,  in  his 
book  on  the  history  of  the  world's  great 
floods,  published  in  1937,  under  the  title 
"Hungry  Waters"  makes  especial  ref- 
erence to  this  amazing  officer  in  connec- 
tion with  the  tragic  Mississippi  River 
floods  of  1927.  It  was  an  engineer  of- 
ficer, and  a  young  one  at  that,  wrote 
Thomas,  who  first  expressed  the  theory 
of  flood  control  which  has  since  been 
accepted  by  all  flood  control  experts. 

In  1927— 

Continues  Thomas — 

Herbert  Hoover  sat  in  the  rear  of  an  office 
car  while  all  around  them  raged  a  sea  com- 
posed of  the  flood  waters  of  the  Mississippi 
and  Ouachita  Rivers.  With  him  sat  Capt. 
Lewis  A.  Pick,  who  advised  the  then  Secre- 
tary Hoover:  "First  find  out  what  Old  Man 
River  wants  to  do.  then  help  him  do  it." 

And  Thomas  closes  his  book  with  this 
final  paragraph: 

Slowly  and  gradually  (the  country)  Is  be- 
ginning to  learn  the  wisdom  of  what  Captain 
Pick  told  Herbert  Hoover  in  1927. 

General  Pick  entered  the  service  of  his 
country  on  the  entrance  of  the  United 
States  into  World  War  I  in  1917.  and 
commanded  a  company  of  engineers 
overseas.  He  has  made  the  Army  his 
career  ever  since,  rising  through  assign- 
ments of  ever  increasing  responsibility, 
in  all  of  which  he  has  served  with  dis- 
tinction. 

The  national  and  international  recog- 
nition which  has  come  to  him  as  a  great 
soldier  and  a  sound  engineer  have  been 
earned  and  well  earned.  His  appoint- 
ment as  Chief  of  Engineers  in  March 
1949  was  a  natural  culmination  of  his 
career. 

In  these  last  years  of  his  service,  he 
and  the  great  organization  which  he  has 
headed  have  been  called  uiMn  again  to 
perform  miracles  of  defense  construc- 
tion. Billions  of  dollars  of  construction 
funds  were  entrusted  to  his  direction  and 
supervision.  Tasks  without  precedent 
in  engineering  and  construction  annals 
were  thrust  upon  him.  And,  like  the 
Ledo  Road,  it-can't-be-done-jobs  s(xne- 
how  were  done  and  done  well  luider  his 
leadership. 

The  planning,  the  organization,  and 
the  actual  construction  of  an  air  base  in 
the  frozen  north,  far  within  the  Polar 
Circle,  became  his  direct  charge.  Its 
accomplishment — the  job  known  as 
"Operation  Blue-Jay"  in  northern 
Greenland — is   another   tribute   to  his 


engineering  skill  and  determination. 
More  than  that,  its  greatest  significance 
to  all  of  us  here  is  tliat  American  genius 
and  the  teamwork  of  all  our  armed  serv- 
ices and  the  private  construction  indus- 
try, together  have  broken  the  great 
northern  and  heretofore  icelx}und  fron- 
tier. It  is  with  thanks  to  General  Pick 
that  we  now  have  the  know-how  to  go 
anywhere  and  build  anything  in  the  Far 
North. 

Up  in  my  New  England,  we  have  a 
saying  that  "the  winds  whistle  loudest 
aroimd  the  loftiest  peaks."  And  so  it  is 
with  this  great  military  figure  who,  in  a 
few  days,  leaves  the  service  of  his  Gov- 
ernment, but  never — so  long  as  he  lives— 
the  service  of  his  country. 

The  windy  whistUng  of  critics  have  in 
recent  months  sought  a  target  in  this 
towering  figure.  Headline  hunters  have 
sought  to  gain  pubUcity  by  attacking  his 
works.  These  luifounded  and  grossly 
unwarranted  attacks  have  but  served, 
under  scrutiny  and  analysis,  to  increase 
the  stature,  enhance  the  reputation,  and 
emphasize  the  sterling  accomplishments 
of  Lt.  Gen.  Lewis  A.  Pick,  thirty-seventh 
Cliief  of  Engineers  of  the  United  States 
Army.  To  him  as  he  enters  retirement, 
far  more  than  to  most  of  us,  goes  the 
biblical  "well  done"  of  the  good  and 
faithful  servant. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab« 
sence  was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Utah,  for  an  Indefinite 
period  on  account  of  illness. 

Mr.  Bartlktt,  for  2  weeks,  on  account 
of  official  business. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Bow  in  three  Instances  and  to  ln« 
dude  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  California  and  to  in- 
clude an  editorial. 

Mr.  Holt  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  HosMER  and  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous material. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  HoEVEN  and  to  Include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  PoTTLSON  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Harrison  of  Wyoming)  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Oakman. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  in  two  in- 
stances, one  on  the  subject  of  Fort  Rob- 
inson in  the  State  of  Nebraska;  the  other 
on  the  use  of  narcotics  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  WoLVERTON  and  to  include  a  re- 
markable sermon  preached  by  the  Rev- 
erend Frederick  Brown  Harris  on  the 
Sunday  preceding  inauguratioo. 
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Mr.  DoLLivER  and  to  include  some 
statements  regarding  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Smttb  ot  Wisconsin  in  three  sepa- 
rate instances,  in  each  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  BtrsBrr  and  to  include  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  American  Legion  Post  No. 
16  of  Himtington.  W.  Va..  and  three  re- 
ports from  the  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities. 

Mr.  King  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  In- 
clude an  editorial  from  the  Christian 
Century  dealing  with  our  policy  in 
Europe. 

Mr.  Ciller  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Hebert  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Willis  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  LoifG  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  YoRTY  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Trimble  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Evnrs  and  to  include  a  resolution. 

Mr.  DOTI.E  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wixs  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Carnahan  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Zablocki  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  AspiNALL  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter  in  each  instance. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  in  three  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  CoLMER  and  to  include  a  brief 
address. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  three  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  Madden  in  two  instances,  in  one  to 
Include  an  editorial  from  the  Catholic 
Standard  and  an  address  delivered  by 
President  James  B.  Conant  of  Harvard 
University,  and  in  the  other  a  radio  ad- 
dress delivered  by  him  over  a  radip  sta- 
tion in  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCoRHACK  and  to  include  an 
article  recently  appearing  in  the  Wash- 
ington Star. 

Mr.  McDoNoucH  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Perkins  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 
Mr.  Shater  in  two  instances. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  raove 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  12  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.), 
under  its  previous  order,  the 'House  ad- 
journed until  Thursday,  January  29, 
1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

379.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  transmitting  a  report  on  the 
operations  of  Budget  Circular  No  A-45  upon 
departments,  agencies,  and  corporations  of 
the  OoTcmment,  pursuant  to  section  1413  of 
the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1953; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

380.  A  letter  from  the  administrative  as- 
■latant.  Attorney  General,  transmitting  a  re- 
port pursuant  to  section  1211  of  Public  Law 
759,  approved  September  6,  1950,  relative  to 


▼lolatlona  of  subsection  (h)  with  resfiect  to 
the  appropriation  "Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses.  Justice,  1953";  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

381.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  entitled,  "A  bill  to  continue 
the  effectiveness  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1942. 
as  extended,  relating  to  the  Inspection  and 
audit  of  plants,  boolis,  and  records  of  de- 
fense contractors,  for  the  duration  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  December  16, 
1950,  and  6  months  thereafter";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

382.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  of  moneys 
credited  to  the  hellum-productlon  fund  and 
the  amount  of  disbursements  made  there- 
from for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  lfl52, 
pursuant  to  section  3  (c)  of  the  Amendatory 
Helium  Act  approved  September  1,  1937  (.50 
Stat.  885;  50  U.  S.  C  ,  sec.  164) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

383.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  report  of  activities  and  ex- 
penditures of  the  Office  of  Civil  Defense, 
District  of  Columbia,  authorized  under  Pub- 
lic Law  686.  approved  August  11,  1950.  pur- 
suant to  section  6  of  Public  Law  686.  ap- 
proved August  11.  1950;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

384.  A  letter  from  the  Director  of  Civil 
Defense  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  trans- 
mitting a  copy  of  the  civil  defense  plan  for 
the  United  States  Capitol  Building  group;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

385.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  the  fifth  semiannual  report  of 
the  International  Claims  Commission  of  the 
United  States,  from  July  1,  1952.  to  December 
31,  1952,  pursuant  to  section  3  (c)  of  the 
Internationa]  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  1949, 
Public  Law  455,  Eighty-first  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

386.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill  to  amend  the 
act  of  January  12.  1951,  as  amended,  to  con- 
tinue In  effect  the  provisions  of  title  II  of 
the  First  War  Powers  Act.  1941";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

387.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  entitled.  "A  bill  to  amend  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  certain 
benefits  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
serving  in  combat  areas ';  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  2062.  A  bill  to  permit  the  coordina- 
tion of  the  Wisconsin  retirement  fund  with 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance 
system;  to  the  Con>mittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  2063.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
State  and  local  employees  who  are  covered 
by  retirement  systems;  to  the  ConinUttce  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  2064.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
CTirity  Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
State  and  local  employees  who  are  covered 
by  retirement  systems;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr,  JOHNSON: 

H.  R.  2065.  A  bill  to  facilitate  wine  pro- 
duction, to  recodify,  modify,  and  improve 
present  requirements  of  internal-revenue 
law  with  respect  thereto,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr    COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R  2066    A   bill    to   facilitate    wine   pro- 
duction,  to    recodify,   modify,    and    improve 
present    requirements    of    internal -revenue 
law  with  respect  thereto,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Wiiys  and  Means 
By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H.  R.  2067.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator  of   Veterans'   Affairs   to   make    pay- 
ments  on    the   purchase   of   automobiles   or 
other  conveyances  by  certain  veterans  who 
have   suffered   permanent   loss   of   vision    in 
one    eye;    to    the    Comn>lttee    on    Veterans'  • 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  2068  A  bill  to  provide  an  additional 
exemption  for  Income-tax  purposes  In  the 
case  of  scoutmasters:  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 
H  R  2069  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  re- 
interment In  a  special  plot  In  Arlington 
National  Cemetery  of  the  remains  of  the 
last-known  sn.'vivors  of  wars  and  major 
armed  cot>h.'  r  in  which  the  United  States 
has  been  oi  hcrreafter  may  be  engaged,  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    BAILEY: 
H  R  2070    A  bill  to  amend  title  IT  of  the 
Social   Security   Act;    to   the   Commtttec  oa 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr   BAKER: 
H  R  2071.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction   of    flood-control    works    on    Coal 
Creek   and   its   tributaries  In   Tennessee;    to 
the  Committee  on   Public  Works. 
By  Mr    BEAMER: 
H  R  3072.  A    bill    to  amend   the   Pt)reign 
Trade  Zones  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H  R  2073    A  bill  to  establish  the  Govern- 
ment Service  University;    to  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 
By   Mr    BENTSEN: 
H  R  2074.  A  bill  to  allow  Widows  and  cer- 
tain other  persons  to  deduct  for  income-tax 
purposes  amounts  paid  in  providing  for  the 
care  of  children  under  certain  circumstances; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CARLYLE: 
H  R  2075    A    bill    to    amend   secUon    403 
(b)   of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  so 
as  to  permit  air  carriers  and  foreign  air  car- 
riers tu  grant  free  or  reduced-rate  transpor- 
tation to  ministers  of  religion;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H  R  2076.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  issuance 
of  328,000  special  nonquota  Immigrant  visas 
to   certain   refugees,    German   expellees,  and 
natives  of  Italy,  Greece,  and  the  Netherlands, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr,  COLE  of  Missouri: 
H  R.  2077  A  bill  to  amend  the  UmlUtion 
upon  the  total  annual  compensation  of  cer- 
tain rural  carriers  serving  heavily  patronized 
routes:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By   Mr    DOLLINGER: 

H  R  2078.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  to  establish  a  $1.25 
minimum  hourly  wage,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H.  R  2079.  A  bill  to  require  Members  of 
Congress,  certain  other  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  certain  officials  of 
political  parties  to  file  statements  disclosing 
the  amount  and  sources  of  their  Incomes,  the 
value  of  their  assets,  and  their  dealings  in 
securities  and  commodities;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judlc^ry. 

H.  R  2080  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion from  gross  Income  for  income-tax  pur- 
poses of  expenses  Incurred  by  farmers  for  the 
purpose  of  soU  and  water  coriservatlon;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2081.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  individuals 
entitled  to  old-age  or  survivors   insurance 


benefits  to  earn  $100  per  month  without  de- 
ductions being  made  from  their  benefits;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  2083.  A  bill  to  require  the  Identifica- 
tion of  cotton  products  for  the  protection 
and  benefit  of  the  producers  and  consumers 
thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Frrelgn  Commerce. 

H  R  2083.  A  bin  to  provide  that  the  tax 
nn  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to  a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  2084.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Junes  Farm  Tenant  Act  so  as  to  Improve 
credit  services  available  to  farmers  seeking 
to  change  or  diversify  their  farming  opera- 
tions or  adjust  and  Improve  their  farming 
practices;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H  R.  2085.  A  bin  to  require  the  Attorney 
General  to  compile  and  maintain  a  list  of 
subversive  organizations;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2086.  A  bill  to  provide  income-tax 
exemptions  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
serving  outside  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  2087.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  3  (g) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  amendments  of 
1952,  thereby  giving  permanent  effect  to 
those  provisions  of  such  amendments  which 
relate  to  the  preservation  of  the  Federal  old- 
aKe  and  survlvorH  Insurance  rights  of  Indi- 
viduals while  they  are  permanently  and 
totally  disabled:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R  2088.  A  bill  to  extend  to  June  30, 
1955,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan 
authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  m  of  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  to 
make  additional  funds  avaUable  therefor,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R  2089.  A  bill  to  reeeUblUh  the  Com- 
mission on  Organization  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

MR.  2090.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
curement and  InHtallatlon  of  mechanism  for 
recording  and  counting  votes  In  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

H  R.  2091.  A  bill  to  provide  for  th«  repre- 
sentation of  Indigent  defendants  in  criminal 
cases   in   the   district  courts   of   the   United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ENOLE: 

H  R.  2092.  A  bill  esUblishlng  a  general 
policy  with  respect  to  payments  to  State  and 
local  governments  on  accoimt  of  Federal  real 
property  and  tangible  personal  property  by 
providing  for  the  taxation  of  cerUln  Federal 
property  and  for  payments  In  connection 
with  certain  other  Federal  property,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FISHER: 

H  R  2093.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  strengthen  Amer- 
ican agriculture  and  reduce  the  cost  of  price- 
support  operations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By   Mr.  GRANT: 

H  R  2094.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  Agri- 
cultural Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  2095.  A  bill  designating  the  second 
Saturday  In  October  In  each  year  as  National 
f'armers'  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H  R.  2096.  A  bUl  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  lU  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  2097.  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Regu- 
lation No,  1  (a)  to  extend  the  period  of  pre- 
sumption of  service  connection  In  the  case 
of  pulmonary  tuberculosis  frcHn  3  to  7  years; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2098.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  com- 
peusatioa   of    certain   persons  whose   lands 


have  been  flooded  and  damaged  by  reason  of 
fluctuations  in  the  water  level  of  the  Lake  of 
the  Woods;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2099.  A  bui  to  amend  section  13  (c) 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  permit,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, the  employment  of  child  labor 
In  the  harvesting  of  agricultural  commodities 
during  school  hours;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  2100.  A  bill  to  amend  part  VII  of 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a),  so  as  to  ex- 
tend the  period  during  which  vocational- 
rehabilitation  training  may  be  afforded  cer- 
tain hospitalized  or  otherwise  Incapacitated 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

H.  R.  2101.  A  bill  to  equalize  the  rates  of 
compensation  payable  for  wartime  and  peace- 
time  service -connected  dlsabUities;    to   the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr,  HAYS  of  Arkansas: 

H.  R.  2102.  A  bin  to  provide  that  where 
goods  are  shipped  to  consignees  Inside  the 
State  where  they  are  produced,  the  fact  that 
Sute  lines  are  crossed  in  transit  shall  not 
result  in  the  application  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  to  employees  producing 
such  goods;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  HYDE: 

H.  R.  2103,  A  bin  establishing  a  general 
policy  with  respect  to  payments  to  State 
and  local  governments  on  account  of  Fed- 
eral real  property  and  tangible  personal 
property  by  providing  for  the  taxation  of 
certain  Federal  property  and  for  payments  in 
connection  with  certain  other  Federal  prop- 
erty, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HARRIS: 

H.  R.  2104.  A  bill  relating  to  the  payment 
of  World  War  veterans'  adjvisted  compensa- 
tion In  certain  cases  of  the  veteran's  con- 
tinued absence  from  home  for  a  period  of  15 
years;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2105.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  sale  of 
certain  lands  In  the  Ouachita  and  Ozark  Na- 
tional Forests;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H.  R.  2106.  A  bin  relating  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  moneys  received  from  the  national 
forests;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

H.  R.  2107.  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  Increase  the  monthly 
Insurance  benefits  for  spouses  and  to  in- 
crease the  widow's,  widower's,  and  mother's 
Insurance  benefits;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 

H.  R.  2108.  A  bill  to  amend  section  902  (a) 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act,  so  that  the  pen- 
alties provided  therein  will  apply  to  viola- 
tions of  Civil  Aeronautics  safety  regulations; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  JAVTTS: 

H.  R.  2109.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  tele- 
vising and  broadcasting  of  and  regulations 
for  the  conduct  of  hearings  and  activities  of 
committees  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  KILDAY: 

H.  R.  2110.  A  bill  to  amend  section  302  of 
the  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 

H.  R.  2111.  A  bin  to  provide  that  an  Indi- 
vidual who  is  entitled  to  a  monthly  insurance 
benefit  under  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  shall  not  be  deprived  of  that  benefit  be- 
cause of  work  performed  by  him  or  by  the 
person  on  whose  wage  record  that  benefit  Is 
based:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr.   KLEIN: 

H.  R.  2112.  A  bill  to  amend  subsection  (a) 
of  section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended,  to  Include  claims  of  certain 
American  citizens  who  served  in  the  armed 


forces  of  any  government   allied  with  the 
United  Stotes  during  World  War  n  and  who 
were  taken  prisoner  of  war;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  LeCOMPTE: 

H.  R.  2113.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  incor- 
porating the  American  Legion  so  as  to  rede- 
fine (a)  the  powers  of  said  corporation,  (b) 
the  right  to  the  use  of  the  name  "The  Amer- 
ican Legion"  and  "American  Legion";  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LONG: 

H.  R.  2114.  A  bni  to  amend  the  law  per- 
taining to  the  furnishing  of  automobiles  to 
certain  disabled  veterans  by  extending  its 
provisions  to  veterans  of  World  War  I  and  by 
providing  $50  per  month  additional  compen- 
sation to  such  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.   LQVRE: 

H.  R.  2115.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  control 
of  noxious  weeds  on  f  ederaUy  owned  or  con- 
trolled lands:  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture. 

By  Mr.  LYLE: 

H.  R.  2116.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  a  prelim- 
inary examination  and  survey  of  streams  in 
the  vicinity  of  Alice,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to 
their  improvement  in  the  interests  of  flood 
control  and  anied  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  2117.  A  bin  to  provide  that  members 
of  the  bar  of  the  United  States  district  courts 
shall  be  eligible  to  practice  before  all  admin- 
istrative agencies;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2118.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  nat- 
uralization of  certain  Mexican  citizens  who 
serve  In  the  Armed  Forces  during  the  period 
of  the  Korean  hostilities  beginning  June  27, 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2119.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  112  (f ) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that 
the  sale  of  cattle  necessitated  by  drought 
conditions  shall  be  deemed  an  involuntary 
conversion  of  property;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2120.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  approved  June  21,  1938,  as  amended;  to 
the  Conunlttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By   Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  2121.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Food  and  Drug  district  office 
at  Detroit,  Mich.;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  In- 
terstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  2122.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  the  State  of  Nebraska  of  certain 
real  property  known  as  Fort  Robinson  and 
situated  in  Sioux  County,  Nebr.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  2123.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  treat- 
ment of  users  of  narcotics  In  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H.  R.  2124.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  MULTER:  \^^^^ 

H.  R.  2125.  A  bill  to  assist  cooperative  and 
other  nonprofit  corporations  in  the  produc- 
tion of  housing  for  modern  t»-lncome  fami- 
lies, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  NORRELL: 

H.  R.  2126.  A  blU  to  amend  subsection  602 
(J)  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insiiranca 
Act  of  1940.  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  O'KONSKI: 

H.  R.  2127.  A  bUl  to  pay  tribal  funds  to 
issue  of  members  of  the  Ojlbway  or  Chippe- 
wa Tribe;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  OAKMAN: 

H.  R.  2128.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  an  income-tax  de- 
duction for  depreciation  of  personal  resi- 
dences; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 
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By  Ux.  O'HARA  of  Blinols: 
H.  R.aiao.  A  bUl  to  require  Uembera  of 
Oongreaa  to  file  anniial  financial  atatements; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'KOIfSKI: 
H.  R.  3180.  A  bill  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holda  certain  lands  in  trust  for  the 
Bad  River  Band  of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin:   to  the 
Committee  on  Interico'  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  PASSMAN:' 
H.  R.ai31.  A  bin  to  Increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer    (in- 
cluding  the    exemption   for   a   spouse,    the 
exemption  for  a  dependent,  and  the  addi- 
tional exemption  for  old  age  or  bUndness) 
from  $000  to  MOO;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN: 
H.  R.  2132.  A  bUl  to  transfer  to  the  Indian 
tribes  of  AriBona   control   over  their   tribal 
funds;    to  the  Committee  on  Interior   and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PERKINS: 
H.  R.  2133.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  demon- 
Btratior  of  public-library  service  in  areas 
without  such  service  or  with  Inadequate  li- 
brary facilities;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

H.  R.  2134.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  reduce,  for  pTirposes  of  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  benefits,  the  age  re- 
quirement from  age  6S  to  age  80;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PRIEST: 
H.  R.  2135.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of 
a  temporary  National  Advisory  Committee 
for  the  Kind;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  RAOWAN: 
H.  R.  2138.  A  bill  to  suspend  Federal  price 
support  for  agricultural  commodities  during 
the  present  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  2137.  A  bin  to  extend  certain  bene- 
fits to  persons  who  served  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  In  Mexico  or  on 
Its  borders  during  the  period  beginning  May 
»,  1918.  and  ending  AprU  8,  1917,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  2138.  A  bUl  to  restore  the  right  of 
American  citizens  to  freely  own  gold  and 
gold  coins;  to  return  control  over  the  public 
piu-se  to  the  people;  to  restrain  further  de- 
terioration of  our  currency;  to  enable  hold- 
ers of  paper  money  to  redeem  it  in  gold  coin 
on  demand;  to  establish  and  maintain  a  do- 
mestic gold-coin  standard;  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  REBCE  of  Tennessee: 
H.  R.  2139.  A  bin  to  assist  the  States  in 
the  removal  of  adult  illiteracy  by  the  develop- 
ment and  maintenance  of  special  programs 
of  basic  elementary  education  for  adults,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 

R.  R.  2140.  A  bni  to  provide  special  pen- 
sions for  certain  persons  awarded  medals  for 
extraordinary  heroism  while  serving  with  the 
Armed  Ptorces  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, and  for  their  widows  in  certain  cases; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 

H.  R.  2141.  A  bUl  to  permit  deduction  for 
Income-tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  in- 
curred by  widows  in  providing  care  for  their 
children  while  they  are  at  work;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

BIr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi- 

H.  R.  2142.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  General 
Oei  vices  Administration,  as  an  adjunct  to 
the  Federal  public-works  program,  to  make 
loans  and  grants  for  the  construction,  re- 
modeling. Improvement,  and  extension  of 
mcbotA  faculties;  to  the  CommlUee  on  Publie 
Worita. 

H.  R.  ai4S.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  level  of 
jwlce  support  for  the  1953  and  1954  crops  u 


any  basic   agricultural   commodity;    to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  STAUPFKR: 
H.  R.  2144.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance  for   public-school   purposes  of  certain 
Federal  land  in  Gettysburg  National  MlMtary 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  TALLE: 
H.  R.  2145.  A  bin   to  exempt  certain   non- 
profit  organizations   from   the   tax   imposed 
on    bowling    alleys    and    billiard    and    pool 
tables;  to  the  Oonunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  TEAGUE  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  2146.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  issuance 
of  national  service  life  insurance  to  certain 
veterans  who  apply  therefor  during  the  cal- 
endar year  1954,  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TOLLEPSON: 
H.  R.  2147.  A  bUl  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  Its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  UTT: 
H.  R.  2148.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal- 
Income-tax  exemptions   of    a   taxpayer    (In- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption   for  old   age   or   bMndness)    from 
$600    to   $800;    to    the   Committee   on    Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  2149.  A  bUl  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;    to  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  2150.  A  bin  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  any  per- 
son covered  under  old-age  and  survivors  In- 
surance shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  primary 
and  survivors  benefit  rights  during  a  period 
of  disability  as  he  would  be  entitled  to  had 
he   attained    retirement    age   on   the   initial 
date  of  such  a  period  of  disability;   to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  R.  2151.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  a  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.   WALTER: 
H.  R.  2152.  A    bUl    providing    for    the    In- 
corporation of  the  National  Camp,  Patriotic 
Order  Sons  of  America,  organized  December 
10,  1847;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2153.  A   bni   to   amend   the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  exempt  certain  beneficiary 
associations  from  the  tax  on  corporations;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.   HARRIS: 
H.  J.  Res.  148.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United   States  relative   to   equal    rights   for 
men  and  women;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Bfr.  HOPE: 
H.  J.  Res.  149.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  third  Thursday   in  October  as  Agricul- 
tural   Day;    to    the    Committee   on   the    Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  LYLB: 
H.  J.  Res.  150.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of   the 
United    States;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  J.  Res.  151.  Joint  resolution  authoriz- 
ing the  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  ob- 
servance and  commemoration  of  the  death  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  153.  Joint  resolution  declaring 
Inauguration  Day  to  be  a  legal  holiday;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  AIHXWIZIO: 
H.  Cbn.  Res.  25.  Concurrent  reeohition  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anU-Semltlsm  in 
the  So^et  Union;  to  the  Oommitte*  on  Tar~ 
•tgn  Aflaln. 
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By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  Con.  Res.  28.  Concurrent  resolution  cre- 
ating   a    Joint    congressional    committee    to 
conduct  an  investigation  and  study  of  the 
feasibility  of  constructing  a  new  and  modern 
post-office  building  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By   Mr     CHIPERFIELD: 
H.  Res.  113.  Resolution      authorizing      the 
Committee    on    Foreign    Affairs    to    conduct 
thorough   studies   and   investigations   of   all 
matters   coming   within   the   Jurisdiction  of 
such  committee;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming: 
H.  Res.  114.  Resolution      authorizing      the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  to 
investigate    the    administration    of    national 
parks  and  national  monuments;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  McCONNElXi: 
H.  Res.  115.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  to  con- 
duct studies  and  investigations  relating  to 
matters  coming  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
such  committee  under  rule  XI,  clause  8,  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H  Res.  116.  Resolution  providing  funds 
for  the  studies  and  Investigations  to  be  con- 
ducted  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  115;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  AdmlnUtratlon. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 
H.  Res.  117.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  expanses  of  the  investigation  authorized 
by  House  Resolution  109;  to  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H.  Res.  118.  Resolution  providing  for  ad- 
ditional compensation  for  two  messengers 
for  the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 

By  Mr    VELDE; 
K  Res.  119.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  operation  of  the  Un-American  Activities 
Committee;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 

By  Mr  JAVITS: 
H.  Res.  120.  Resolution  amending  ruls 
XXXrv  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  provide  for  televising  and 
broadcasting  of  sessions  of  the  House  Of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Ut.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  2154.  A  bill  authorizing  the  issuance 
of  a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona  Hungry:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    BOLAND: 
H  R  2155    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    the 
Wilbraham  Academy;   to  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CARNAHAN: 
H  R  2156.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    the 
Frederlcktown  Lead  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Blr.  COLMER: 
H.  R  2157.  A   bin   for   the  relief  of  David 
Lee    Walker;     to    the    Committee     on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CUR-ns  of  Nebraska: 
H.  R.  2158.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Col.  Harry 
F.  Cunningham;   to  the  Oonunlttee  on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Mlsaoiirl: 
H.   R.   2159    A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
Trlttner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtidiciary. 
By  Mr.  DAGUE: 
H.  R.  2160.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  aemin- 
tlna  Ferrars.  Maria  Garof  alo,  RoeetU  Savino. 
Maria  Serra,  Albina  2Uununner,  and  FMora 
Gazzarrini;     to     the     Committee     on     the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  I^ANK: 
H.  R.  2161.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sheppard 
»•  Tates;  to  the  Ocwunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  DKROUMIAN: 
H.  R.  SieSL  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Cyril 
Claude    Andersen,    Patricia   Andsreen   Hill, 
and  Thelma  Andersen  Mclfelll;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Jtidlclary. 

By  Mr.  DORN  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  3188.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  LUUan 
Schlossberg;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DOYI^: 
H.  R.  2184.  A   bUl   for  the  relief  of  Foon 
Tung    Fong;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3188.  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  Foon  Ay 
Fong;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3188.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Naomi 
Suzanne  Hall;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2187.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Warren 
Thonuu  and  others;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAGKN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  2188.  A   bin   for   the   relief   of  Peter 
Borgeeen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HALLXCK: 
H  R.ai8».  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  LouU  A. 
Schafer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   HARDY: 
H.  R.  3170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  WU- 
liam  Jenkins;  to  the  Conanittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  2171.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jordan 
Bros.  Lumber  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  VlrglnU  (by  re- 
quest) : 
H.  R.  3172.  A  bUI  to  equalise  certain  bene- 
fits provided  by  law  in  consideration  of  serv- 
ices rendered  the  Army  in  yellow-fever  in- 
vestigation; to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  2178.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jacob 
Shwimer;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2174.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Irving 
Goldberger;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2175.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Herman 
Eidllz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HILLINGS  (by  request) : 
H  R.  2176.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Norma 
Jean  Whitten;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 
n.  R.  2177.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Ludwlg. 
Isabel,  and  MiUy  Model;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
H.  R.  2178.  A    blU   for   the   relief   of   Mrs. 
Emma  Ida  Head;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2179.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Tony 
Ion  Bonescu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.3180.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
Thless;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.  2181.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  c€  Richard 
Karl  Hoffman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.R.  2182.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Michael 
Thless.  Manuela  Thless,  and  WUhelmlna 
Huth;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2183.  A  bUI   for   the  relief  of  John 
Rice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JAVITS: 
H.  R.  2184.  A   bin   for  the  relief  cA  Omar 
Faruk  Baturay  and  wife,  Suad  Esln  Baturay; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2188.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leopold 
KatB  and  his  wife.  Lydla  Katz;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2188.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Oeocge 
Mlkroulis,  his  wife,  Dora  Mikrovills.  and  his 
daughter.  Madonna  O.  Mlkroulis;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 
H  R.  2187.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chlyoko 
Mikl  Tomono;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
dldaty. 


H.  R.  2188.  A  bill  for  the  reUaf  of  KaroUne 
Diekmeyer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  Penniylvanla: 
H.  R.  2180.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harllaos 
mippoB  Ikonomou;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LYLE: 
H.  R.  2180.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Oonstan- 
tln  Michel  Zamplkos;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McOORMACK: 
H.  R.  2191.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Walenty 
Boleslaw  Zaieski;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH; 
H.  R.  2193.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Stefanos 
A.  Spilios,  also  known  as  Stephen  Harrison; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 
H.  R.  2193.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Sotirios 
Tselepis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAQNUSON: 
H.  R.  2194.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Pasquale 
PatrlceUi;   to  the  0<Mnmittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R. 3195.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  James 
Watanukl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland: 

H.R.  2196.  A  bni  conferring  Jurisdiction 
on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  on  the  claims  of  G.  W. 
Todd  and  Lloyd  Parks,  copartners;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2197.  A  biU  conferring  Jurisdiction 
on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  on  the  claims  of  Ira  T. 
Todd  and  Major  C.  Todd.  coi>artner8,  trading 
as  Todd  Bros.;  to  the  Conuxxlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  O'KONSKI: 

H.  R.  2198.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Joanna 
Podberezka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  2199.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mm. 
Franzlska  HUdebrandt  Aldinger;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POAOE: 
H.R.  aaoo.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Judy 
Shibasaki  Hanover;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PRIEST: 
H.  R.  2301.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Constan- 
tinoiu  Tfeortzls;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RADWAN: 
H.  R.  2303.  A  MU  for  the  reUef  of  the  eeUte 
of  Bwood  Grissinger;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 
H.R.3a03.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of  Cbor 
Youl  Park  Kwak;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  cl  CoKn^do: 
H.  R.  2304.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Augusta 
Bleys,  also  known  as  Augustina  Bleys;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2205.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  T»ufle 
Abdallah  Joudeh  Khalaf;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2206.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Veljko  D. 
Kovaclc;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SHAFER: 
H.  R.  2207.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Rud<^  M. 
Planert;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 
H.R.  2208.  A   blU   for   the   relief   of   Mis. 
Cecylia  Kaminer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  8TAUFFKR: 
H.R.  2209.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Heinz 
Langerhans;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  8TRINGFELLOW: 
H.R. 3310.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Ptans 
Otinnick;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 
H.R.  3211.  A  biU  for  the  relief  at  Bnm- 
hllde  Retchert;   to  the  Conmilttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  TROIBLK: 
H.R. 42212.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Karola 
Thielebeln;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  DTT: 
H.R. 2213.  A  biU  for  the  i«Ilef  of  Dane 
Keith  Asmundson  (Evans  Frank  Nabeshlma) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILSON  of  Calif omla: 
H.  R.  2214.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Jaroslav. 
Boeena.  Yvonka,  and  Jarka  Ondricek;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

24.  By  Mr.  BEAMKR:  Petition  of  railroad 
pensioners  requesting  a  change  in  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  of  1937,  signed  by  15 
railroad  residents  of  Tipton,  Ind.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

25.  By  Mr.  HALE:  PeUtlon  of  Maine  SUte 
Chamljer  of  Commerce,  acting  as  defenders 
of  our  free-enterprise  system,  urging  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  of  the  United  Statee 
to  consider  legislation  which  wiU  lnsiu«  an 
efficient,  financiaUy  soimd  transportation 
system  with  fair  and  equitable  regulation; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

26.  By  Mr.  HOLMES:  Memorial  of  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives.  State  of  Wash- 
ington, extending  felicitations  and  best 
wishes  to  new  national  administration  under 
leadership  of  Hon.  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower. 
President  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

27.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
of  the  Allied  Veterans  CouncU  of  Milwaxikee 
County,  MUwaukee,  Wis.,  relative  to  a  new 
hospital  at  Wood,  Wis.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

38.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  president 
of  the  board  of  the  Congress  of  the  Peoples 
for  Peace,  Sao  Paulo,  Brazil,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  a  peaceful  solution  to  the  Korean  con- 
flict; to  the  Conmiiittee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

29.  Also,  petition  of  CamUo  Gomez,  presi- 
dent of  the  National  Congress  of  Honduras, 
wishing  the  United  States  prosperity  under 
the  Eighty-third  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 
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SENATC 

Tuesday,  January  27, 1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God.  beset  by  the  perplexi- 
ties of  these  calamitous  days  with  all 
their  fury  and  terror,  let  not  our  strength 
fail  nor  the  vision  fade.  In  these  times 
when  searing  hate  has  done  its  worst 
upon  the  earth,  we  thank  Thee  for  men 
and  women  of  good  will  tmder  all  skies, 
the  saving  salt  of  a  tortured  world,  upon 
whose  integrity  of  character  and  upon 
whose  understanding  syn^iathy  with 
other  nations  and  races  the  hopes  of 
tomorrow's  world  rest.  Where  our  deeds 
can  help  to  make  this  a  fairer  world, 
where  our  words  can  keep  despondent 
men  on  their  feet,  where  our  prayers 
can  hasten  the  coming  of  a  social  order 
in  which  Thy  will  shall  be  done  among 
men.  there  let  us  act  and  speak  and  pray. 
In  the  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 
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THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
xial  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday. 
January  26, 1953.  was  dispensed  with. 
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MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESmENT 
A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting  a 
nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr,  Schoippkl  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  Thursday  and  Priday  of  this 
week. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Investigation 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  was  authorized  to 
meet  this  afternoon  during  the  session 
of  the  Senate. 


NATIONAL  FOREST  RESERVATION 
COMMISSION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  received  the  resignation  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George]  as 
a  member  of  the  National  Forest  Reser- 
vation Commission. 

The  Chaii-  appoints  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  fMr.  StehnisI  to  nil  the  va- 
cancy thereby  created. 


PETITION 


To 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  joint  resolution  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton, which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table: 

House  Joint  Memorial  2 
the  Honorable  Dwtght  D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Honorable  Kiehmrd  M.  Nixon.  Vice 
President  of  the  United  State.",  and  to 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States.  <n  Congress  as- 
sembled: 

We,  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and  the 
Hoxise  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Washington,  in  legislative  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represent  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  was  held,  on  November  4. 
1952.  a  national  election  for  the  purpose  of 
electing  officers  to  various  national  and 
State  offices;   and 

Whereas  as  the  outcome  of  said  national 
election,  a  new  administration  in  the  Na- 
tional Ctovemment  of  the  United  States  Is 
assuming  office  under  the  leadership  of  the 
Honorable  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower,  thirty- 
third  President  of  the  United  States:  Now 
tharefore,  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Washington  does  hereby  extend  to  the 
new  national  administration,  under  the 
leadership  of  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Esen- 
hower.  President  of  the  United  States  its 
felloltaUons,  and  its  most  earnest  and  sin- 
C9T9  best  wishes,  that,  with  Gods  guidance 
It  anqr  ra»et.  with  wisdom  and  foresight,  the 
momentous  matters  which  are  now,  and  will 
la  the  ensuing  years,  be  placed  before  it  for 
consideration:  be  it  hereby  further 


Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House,  the  Spieaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States,  and  to 
each  member  of  the  Washington  congres- 
sional delegation. 

Passed  the  house  January  19.  1953. 

R.  Most  P«atn, 

Speaker  of  the  House. 

Pa.ssed  the  senate  January  19.  1953. 

Emmftt  T.  Anderson. 

President  of  the  Senate 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 
Bills  were  introduced,  read   the  fiist 
time   and.    by   unanimous   consent,    the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 
S.  660.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Plerino   F. 
Berta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 
S.  661.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nino  Sablno 
Dl  Michele;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    GREEN: 
S.  662.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julie  Nicola 
Prangou; 

S.  863.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ottavio  Sau- 
Uno  and  Marcella  Saulino;  and 

S.  664.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Helnrich 
Luxembourg,   also   known   as  Henry  Luxem- 
burg;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska : 

S.  665.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Kipf 
and  Darold  D.  Selk:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUNT: 

S.  666.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  convey  certain  lands  and 
rights-of-way  in  the  State  of  Wyoming  to 
the  town  of  Jackson.  Wyo.:  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr   SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

S.  667.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  U3  incorporate  the  Roosevelt  Memorial 
Association."  approved  May  31.  1920,  so  a.s 
to  Chang*  the  name  of  such  association  to 
"Theodore  Roosevelt  Association,"  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  86«.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henri  Suder- 
man; 

S.  669.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helene  Olc.-i 
Iwasenko;  and 

S.  670.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Doyle 
Moclalr;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By    Mr.    KUCHEL     (for    himself    and 
Mr.  Knowland)  : 
S.  671.  A  bill  to  amend  .section  9  (h)  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  relating  to  the 
exemption  of  activities  of  the  AU)mic  Energy 
Commission  from  State  and  local   taxation, 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 
S.  672.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Agoetino 
Giusto; 

S.  673.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Urho  Paavo 
Patokoskl  and  hi.s  family; 

S.  674.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kikue  Thuru- 
kawa;  and 

S.  675.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2312  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  so  as  to 
extend  the  punl.shment  of  the  transportation 
of  stolen  motor  vehicles  in  Interstate  or  for- 
eign commerce  to  trailers  or  semitrailers,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Morse  when  he  intro- 
duced  the   last   two   bills   mentioned   above 
which  appear  under  separate  heading  ) 
By  Mr.  BRIDGES: 

S.  676.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eftychios 
Mourginaki.s;  to  the  Committee  ou  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina : 

S.  677.  A  bill  to  incorporate  the  National 
Conference  on  Citizenship,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
S.  678.  A  bill  authorizing  the  President  to 
present,  in  the  name  of  Congress,  a  Congres- 
sional Medal  of  Honor  to  John  C.  Rejiiolds; 
and 

S.  679.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  presentation 
of  a  Distinguished  Service  Cross  to  John  C. 
Reynolds;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By    Mr.    MANSFIELD: 

S  680.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of 
a   patent   in   fee  to  Charles  I.  Chattln;    and 

S.  681.  A  bill  authorizing  •  \%  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  issue  u  patent  in  fee  to  Grace 
Kills  A  Bjy;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

S  682.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  Rod- 
ney  Giltner    (formerly    Jnji    Wakamiyaj;    te 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SMATHERS 

S  683.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Avak  Hago- 
piiiii; 

S.  684.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Krnest  B. 
Sanderb; 

S.  686.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of 
B>>tebiin  BoadlUa  DiUao; 

-S.  686.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Anna  1.  R. 
WeliP.  Edna  V.  H.  Decker.  Barbara  P.  K. 
Moore,  and  W.  S.  Rosasco,  Jr.; 

S.  687.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  DUirict  Court  for  the 
.Southern  District  of  Florida  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims 
i>f  Lincoln  Operating  Co..  Cameo  Amusement 
Co,  Biscayne  Beach  Theater.  Inc..  and 
Mitchell  Wolfson  and  others  doing  business 
as  a  partnership  under  the  name  of  'Wo- 
inetco  Circuit  ■;  aiid 

S.  688.  A  bill  dividing  the  State  of  Florida 
into  three  Judicial  districts,  defining  the  ter- 
rlUiry  embraced  m  eaih,  and  fixing  the  time 
of  holding  terms  of  court  therein;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  remark.-*  ot  Mr.  Smathers  when  he  in- 
troduced the  last  above-mentioned  bUl, 
uhich  appear  under  a  separate  heading  ) 


KIKUE  TSURUKAWA 
Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President,  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Kikuo  Tsurukawa.  which  is 
of  unu.sual  ui'Kency. 

It  would  enable  a  young  Infantry  lieu- 
tenant, now  .stationed  in  Japan,  and  his 
wife  to  complete  the  adoption  of  3-year- 
old  Kikue  Tsurukawa,  a  pretty  little 
Eurasian  girl,  and  bring  her  to  the  United 
States  when  his  tour  of  duty  ends  in  July 
of  this  yeai-. 

Kikues  parents-to-be  are  Lt.  and  Mrs. 
Andrew  Dickison.  of  Baker.  OreK.  They 
are  in  Japan  with  their  three  fine  sons 
ages  9.  6.  and  3.  The  Dickisons  have 
made  this  child  a  member  of  their  fam- 
ily. The  family  is  now  together  and  all 
are  most  anxious  to  leturn  to  the  United 
States  without  being  separated. 

Lieutenant  Dickison  has  already  se- 
cured an  extension  of  hLs  assignment  in 
Japan  from  Januaiy  to  July  of  this  year. 
That  exten.sion  takes  him  to  the  maxi- 
mum of  the  time  permitted  for  such  an 
assiRnment. 

If  they  are  to  be  able  to  make  plans. 
this  bill  must  be  enacted  weU  in  advance 
of  July. 

We  lawyers  know  Uie  contract  doc- 
trine that  "time  Is  of  the  essence."  That 
is  all  the  more  the  ca.se  In  problems  irf 
this  sort  which  are  concerned  with  the 
love  of  parents  for  their  childi-en  and 
children  for  one  another. 

I  urge  prompt  con.sidei  ation  and  pas- 
sage of  this  bill. 


The  biU  (8. 674)  for  the  relief  of  KIkue 
Tsurukawa,  Introduced  by  Mr.  iCossa. 
was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtididary. 


AMEITOMENT  OP  DYER  ACT  RELAT- 
ING TO  INTERSTATE  TRANSPOR- 
TATION OP  STOLEN  TRAILERS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Dyer  Act  so  as  to  provide  a 
remedy  for  an  increasingly  troublesome 
problem. 

Under  the  Dyer  Act— title  18.  United 
States  Code,  section  3311  and  the  follow- 
ing pages — at  preaetxt  Pederal  authori- 
ties are  givmi  Jurisdiction  in  caaes  where 
motor  vehicles  are  stolen  and  brought 
across  State  lines.  The  definition  of 
motor  vehicle  in  the  act,  however,  does 
not  cover  trailers  and  semitrailers,  which 
are  not  self-propelled.  There  are  cases 
in  which  loaded  or  unloaded  trailers  and 
semitrailers,  detached  fnxn  the  truck  or 
tractor  which  hatUs  them,  are  picked  up 
and  carried  off  by  someone  operating  an- 
other truck  or  tractor  and  brought  across 
State  lines.  In  all  such  cases,  however, 
the  PBI  and  Pederal  authorities  are  pre- 
vented by  the  narrowness  of  definition 
in  the  Dyer  Act  from  assuming  juris- 
diction. 

There  seems  no  good  reason,  however, 
for  maintaining  such  a  vacuum  in  the 
Criminal  Code — a  gap  in  Federal  Juris- 
diction which  is  being  increasingly  ex- 
ploited by  hijackers  and  thieves  operat- 
ing on  an  interstate  basis. 

The  bill  (S.  675)  to  amend  section  2312 
of  tiUe  18  of  the  United  States  Code  so 
as  to  extend  the  pimishment  of  the 
transportation  of  stolen  motor  vehicles 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  to 
trailers  or  semitrailers,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  ICr.  Ifoasi,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  refo-red  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


NEW  PEDERAL  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT 
IN  FIX>RIDA 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr,  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
regarding  a  new  Pederal  judicial  district 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  statement  prepared 
by  me  be  printed  in  the  Rxooao. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  wUl 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Ricoao. 

The  bill  (S.  688)  dividing  the  SUte  of 
Florida  into  three  judicial  districts,  de- 
fining the  territory  embraced  in  each, 
and  fixing  the  time  of  holding  terms  of 
court  therein,  was  read  twice  by  its  title 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 

Statuunt  it  Eznatob  Smatrzks 

Today  I  have  Introduced  a  bill  which  calls 
for  the  creation  in  the  State  of  Florida  of  « 
third  Federal  Judicial  district.  For  tbe  past 
50  years  we  have  bad  in  our  State  two  dis- 
tricts known  as  the  northern  and  southern 
dlstrlcU  of  Florida;  I  need  not  attempt  to 
prove  to  anyone  the  fact  that  in  this  half 
centtiry  Florida,  as  a  State,  has  had  a  higher 
percentage  of  growtb  tban  any  other  State 
In  the  Union,  with  the  ezcepUon  of  CaU- 


fornla.  Surriy  t&e  Judiciary  Committee  eaa 
take  judicial  note  of  this  fact. 

The  dUBculty  alx>ut  the  present  Judicial 
districts  which  we  now  have  is  that  the  so- 
called  southern  district  of  Florida  is  really 
more  than  the  southern  dlstrtct.  It  extends 
from  Duval  County,  which  Is  the  second 
northernmost  county  In  our  State,  in  a 
Bouthwest  directloQ  and  includes  Uie  Tampa 
and  St.  Petersbxirg  area,  which  has  over  a  mU- 
llon  and  a  half  people  in  a  radius  of  100  mUes. 
It  includes  the  rapidly  growing  city  of  Or- 
lando and  its  environs.  It  also  Includes  the 
populous  and  fast-growing  south  Florida 
coastal  area,  Palm  Beach  southward  to  Miami, 
where  we  find  the  greatest  concentration  of 
our  State. 

Since  the  end  of  World  War  n.  the  Miami 
area  has  grown  faster  than  any  other  single 
area  In  all  of  the  United  SUtes.  with  the 
exception  of  the  Los  Angeles  area. 

We  find  that  Miami  International  Airport 
Is  the  busiest  airport  of  any  in  the  United 
States.  The  month  of  NovembCT  revealed 
that  there  were  more  landings  and  depar- 
tures than  at  any  other  major  airport  In  this 
country.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  more 
activity  at  the  Miami  Airport  than  at  La- 
Ouardla  and  Idlewild  combined.  The  reason 
for  this  Is  obvious.  Florida  Juts  out  into  the 
Atlantic  aiul  into  the  Caribbean  and  is  the 
closest  point  to  South  America. 

There  are  many  inunlgratlon  problems 
which  naturally  arise  because  of  Its  location 
and  because  of  this  foreign  activity.  Much 
Federal  work  arises  through  immigration  and 
foreign  trade.  Because  of  these  facts,  we 
And  in  the  Federal  courts  in  the  southern 
district  of  Florida  that  they  are  from  1>^ 
to  a  years  l>ehlnd  in  their  work.  I  had  the 
honor  of  serving  as  assistant  district  attorney 
in  charge  of  the  Miami  office  just  prior  to 
World  War  n  and  at  that  time,  according  to 
statistics,  it  was  the  eleventh  busiest  United 
States  district  attorney's  olBce  in  the  Mation. 
Binct  that  time,  the  number  of  cases  in  that 
otBoe  and  the  workload  has  increased  tre- 
mendo\jsly. 

It  has  long  been  an  axiom  of  law  that  jus- 
tice delayed  Is  justice  denied,  a  condition 
which  certainly  can  be  charged  to  this  dis- 
trict. 

We  only  have  four  Federal  Judges  in  this 
so-called  southern  district,  which  actually 
includes  80  percent  of  the  area  and  popula- 
tion of  the  State  of  Florida  and  extends 
a  distance  of  over  400  miles. 

Not  only  Is  there  an  immediate  need  for 
more  judicial  help  and  larger  staffs  in  the 
office  of  the  United  States  attorney,  but 
there  is  a  desperate  and  Inunediate  need  for 
the  creation  of  a  new  judicial  district  in 
southern  Florida;  a  district  which  wUl  In- 
clude and  have  as  Its  hub  the  greater  Miami 
area  but  will  include  what  is  now  the  south- 
em  division  of  the  southern  district,  1.  e.. 
from  St.  Lucie  County  on  the  east  coast 
across  to  Lee  County  on  the  southwest  and 
include  Monroe  County  in  the  extreme 
southern  end  of  the  State. 

By  every  standard  of  measiirement  the 
need  is  obvious. 

The  Federal  Judicial  districts  should  be 
renamed,  the  southern  Florida  district,  the 
central  Florida  district,  which  would  in- 
clude Jacksonville  and  Orlando  and  the 
Tampa  and  St.  Petersburg  area,  and  the  old 
northern  district  which  would  maintain  its 
present  Umlts.  This  would  give  balance  to 
the  Judicial  districts  in  the  State  and  would 
mean  that  the  Federal  workload  could  be 
more  expeditiously  handled  and  result  in 
greater  and  more  prompt  Justice. 

Two  years  ago,  the  Judiciary  Committee 
held  rather  thorough  and  sympathetic  hear- 
ings on  this  prcvoBaL  At  that  time  it  did 
not  recommend  a  new  judicial  district  but 
did  recommend  an  additional  Federal  Judge. 
The  recommendation  passed  the  Senate  but 
got  snarled  up  in  some  politics  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  did  not  pass.  Since 
that  time  the  Census  Bureau  reveals  that 
the  SUte  of  Florida  has  incraased  its  popu- 


lation by  over  300,000.  This  U  furthw  evl- 
dence  of  the  need  for  not  only  the  atithorl- 
zatlon  of  a  new  Federal  Judge  but  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  new  southern  district. 

The  lawyers  are  unanimously  in  favor  of 
this  proposal,  as  weU  as  the  press,  and  so  is 
everyone  who  is  familiar  with  the  problem. 
This  prolalem  was  recently  spotlighted  whan 
a  Federal  grand  Jury  met  In  Miami  and  fUed 
a  factual  and  irref utaMe  report  decrying  ttie 
present  archaic  setup.  TIm  grand  Jury  de- 
manded that  Federal  authorities  Immediate- 
ly take  recognition  of  this  problem  and  do 
something  about  the  creation  of  a  new  Fed- 
eral district  tor  southern  Florida.  It  Is  my 
hope  that  the  Judiciary  Committee  wUl  give 
to  this  proposal  immediate  and  sympathetic 
consideration.  The  facts  are  indisputable 
and  wiU  prove  beyond  doubt  the  deslrabUlty 
of  the  adoption  of  this  legislation. 


EXTENSION  OF  AUTHORITY  OF 
COMMTITEE  ON  ARMED  SERVICES 
FOR  HEARINOS  AND  INVESTIGA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  BRIDGES,  from  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  reported  an  original 
resolution  (S.  Res.  50).  which,  under  the 
rule,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Senate  Resolution  363, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to  January 
as,  1053,  u  amended  by  striking  out  "Janu- 
ary 31.  1953."  wherever  it  appears  therein, 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "March  17, 
1963." 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
Editorial  entitled  "Islands  in  the  Wake  of 
War,"  published  in  the  New  York  Times  of 
January  25,  1953. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
Memorandum  entitled  "Farm  Prices  and 
the  Agricultural  Outlook,"  prepared  by 
economists  in  the  Bureau  of  A^cultural 
Economics  for  the  use  of  members  at  the 
Joint  Economic  Committee. 

By  Mr.  LXHMAN: 
ArUcle  entitled  "MoCarran  Act  Is  Helping 
Reds  in  Italy,  Monslgnor  O'Orady  Says."  be- 
ing an  Associated  Press  dl^atch  from  Rome 
dated  January  34. 


CAIli  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Dtrksen 

Hoey 

Anderson 

Douglas 

Bolland 

Barrett 

Duff 

Hunt 

BaaU 

Dworahak 

Ives 

Bennett 

Jackson 

Brtcker 

Ellender 

Jenner 

Bridges 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

Bush 

Flanders 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

BuUer,  Md. 

I'rear 

Kefauver 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Oeorge 

Kennedy 

Byrd 

OUtotte 

Kerr 

Capehart 

Gold  water 

KUcore 

Carlson 

Gore 

Case 

Oreen 

Kuchel 

Chaves 

Orlswold 

Lancer 

Clements 

Hsyden 

ri«lunan 

Cooper 

Hendrlckson 

Maanuson 

Cordoa 

Hlckenlooper 

Malone 

Daniel 

BlU 

Msnrtlslit 
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coiuia«r»«MHi;  oe  ix,  nerebj  further 


nj«     uuiirr 


purposes;  to  the  Committee  vi\  the  Judiciary. 


X  UFKP  prompt  consideration  and  pas- 
sage of  this  bill. 


percentage  of  growtn  Uian  any  otner  Bcata 
In  the  Uoion.  wlUi  the  exception  of  Gall- 


tnat  time  tne  oenaus  Bureau  rereaie  uiat 
the  State  ol  Florida  turn  IncrMMd  its  popu- 


Oordoa 
OaaM 


Hlckenlooper      MaioDe 
BUI 


588 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  2\ 


195S 


i  '♦ 
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I 

i 


if* 


3' 

r  : 

h 

1 : 


Martin 

Potter 

Maybank 

Purtell 

libCarthr 

Bobertaon 

McCleUan 

Rueaell 
Scnoenwl 

MilUkln 

Uorae 

Smathers 

Mundt 

Smith.  Maine 

Murrar 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Neely 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Pactore 

Sparkman 

Payne 

Btennia 

h 


Symlncton 

Taft 

Thya 

Tobey 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Wllllama 

Young 


Mr.  TAPT.  I  announce  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall]  Is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CIjEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Fttl- 
BRiGHTl  is  absent  because  of  a  death  in 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen- 
KiHcsl  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HuMPHRiYl  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John- 
son] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  be- 
cause of  a  death  in  his  family. 

The    Senator    from    Louisiana    [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Nevada   [Mr. 

McCakkan],  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 

J  homa   [Mr.  MonronetJ   are  absent  by 

leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quonun  is 
present. 

INVESTIGATION  OP  RECESSION  IN 
FARM  INCOME  AND  PtTRCHASING 
POWER 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment relative  to  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  may  proceed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  rapidly  declining 
prices  of  farm  commodities  is  not  only 
of  serious  concern  to  farmers,  but  should 
concern  every  wage  earner,  housewife, 
and  businessman  as  well. 

The  drop  in  farm  income  and  purchas- 
ing power  can  have  serious  consequences 
to  the  national  economy  if  it  continues. 

The  extent  of  the  decline  appears  to 
be  unwarranted. 

It  is  true  that  1952  was  a  good  crop 
year.  There  are  surpltises  in  some  com- 
modities, but  they  should  not  be  burden- 
some surpluses. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  will  attempt  to  determine 
what  factors  are  contributing  to  the  un- 
warranted recession  in  farm  income  and 
purchasing  power. 

The  committee  will  very  s^on  under- 
take a  thorough  study  of  the  situation. 

Among  the  questions  to  which  we  shall 
seek  answers  are  the  following: 

First.  To  what  extent  has  the  impor- 
tation of  poor  quality  grain,  ostensibly 
imported  for  feeding  purposes,  but  ac- 
tually sold  for  milling  and  export,  con- 
tributed to  the  drop  in  grain  prices? 

Second.  To  what  extent  has  the  sale 
of  large  quantities  of  grain  by  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  beginning 
early  last  fall  and  continuing  to  the  pres- 
ent time,  affected  prices? 

Third.  To  what  extent  has  excessive 
speculation  and  the  possible  failure  of 
commodity  exchanges  to  keep  their 
houses  in  order  added  to  the  economic 
distress  of  agriculture? 

Fourth.  What  factors  Including  price 
controls  are  responsible  for  the  main- 


tenance of  high  meat  prices  to  con- 
sumers and  disastrously  low  prices  for 
livestock? 

Fifth.  Is  the  depreciation  of  foreign 
markets  for  farm  commodities,  particu- 
larly for  wheat  and  cotton,  of  a  tempo- 
rary nature?  Is  it  necessary  to  continue 
huge  "give-away"  programs  in  order  to 
maintain  foreign  markets? 

These  are  some  of  the  questions  to 
which  your  Committee  would  like  to  find 
the  answers. 

We  may  not  be  100  percent  successful, 
but  it  is  vitally  important  that  we  make 
the  effort  to  find  the  answers  and  find 
them  soon. 

On  Thursday  of  this  week  the  General 
Accounting  Office  will  report  to  the  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  Committee  the  re- 
sults of  its  investigation  relating  to  the 
importation  of  low-grade  grains. 

Prom  that  beginning,  your  Committee 
plans  to  go  into  each  phase  of  the  whole 
problem  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  if  I 
have  the  right  to  do  so. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  S?nator 
from  Vermont  be  permitted  to  yield  to 
me  to  answer  one  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Would  this  Investiga- 
tion include  the  importation  of  Canadian 
oats,  apparently  at  a  loss,  the  importer 
making  up  his  losses  through  short  sell- 
ing on  the  Chicago  Grain  Exchange? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  sure  that  the  scope 
of  the  proposal  would  include  the  mat- 
ter to  which  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  refers. 

Mr.  YOUNG.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  may  have  time  to  answer 
a  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
statement  which  he  read  was  his  state- 
ment, or  is  it  a  statement  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  This  Is  a  statement 
which  I  am  making.  However,  I  did 
read  the  statement  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  this  morning 
in  executive  session,  and  the  committee 
approved  it.  Eight  or  nine  members  of 
the  committee  were  present. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Is  the  Senator  now 
making  it  as  a  committee  statement? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  originally  intended  to 
make  it  as  my  own  statement,  but  the 
committee  seemed  to  approve ;  in  fact,  It 
did  approve. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  The  reason  I  ask  is 
that  I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  so  understand,  i  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  just 
as  anxious  as  are  all  the  other  members 
of  the  committee  to  find  the  answers  to 
these  questions  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so. 


JOSE  MARTI 


Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  make  a 
very  brief  statement. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Kentucky  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  Janu- 
ary  28  marks  the  one  hundredth  anni- 
versary of  the  birth  of  Jose  Marti.  Cu- 
ban patriot. 

Jose  Martf,  an  advocate  of  the  good- 
neighbor  policy,  was  bom  on  January  28. 
1853,  in  the  Province  of  Habana,  Cuba. 
He  is  considered  the  father  of  Cuba's 
freedom  because,  through  his  tireless  ef- 
fort and  brilliant  leadership,  he  unflag- 
gingly  carried  a  group  of  hard-pressed 
patriots  to  victory. 

Prom  the  time  he  became  a  political 
prisoner  at  the  age  of  16.  working  in  the 
lime  quarries,  he  carried  the  torch  of 
freedom.  His  health  ruined,  he  was 
allowed  to  go  to  Spain  to  study  but  was 
not  allowed  to  return  to  Cuba.  For  most 
of  his  life  he  was  an  exile,  hving  in  Mex- 
ico, Guatemala,  and  Venezuela.  He 
moved  to  New  York  in  1881  and  lived 
there  until  the  beginning  of  the  Cuban 
Revolution  in  1895. 

Marti,  as  a  literary  figure,  had  a  great 
following  in  Latin  America.  For  many 
years  he  wrote  for  La  Naclon,  of  Ar- 
gentina, and  various  papers  in  New  York, 
Venezuela,  Costa  Rica,  and  other  coun- 
tries in  Latin  America.  While  living  in 
New  York,  he  wrote  North  American 
Scenes.  He  is  equally  well  known  as  a 
poet  and  essayist,  and  as  a  dramatist. 
He  was  a  friend  of  Walt  Whitman,  the 
poet,  of  Dana,  of  the  New  York  Sun.  and 
of  Domingo  Sarmiento,  of  Argentina, 
who  wrote  of  him  "If  one  were  to  pick 
any  one  man  to  represent  the  spirit  c: 
Latin  America,  it  would  be  Marti." 

The  North  American  historian,  WilUs 
Fletcher  Johnson,  author  of  a  history 
about  Cuba,  referring  to  Cuba's  struggle 
for  independence,  expresses  extraordi- 
nary admiration  for  Marti  by  writing: 

The  foremost  director  of  that  war.  lt«  or- 
ganizer and  Inaplrer.  waa  Job*  Marti;  one  of 
those  rare  genlu.ses  who  have  appeared  occa- 
sionally In  the  history  of  the  world  to  be 
the  Incarnation  of  great  ideals  of  justice  and 
human  rights.  He  was  Indeed  many  times 
a  genius:  Organized  economist,  historian, 
poet,  statesman,  tribune  of  the  people, 
apostle  of  freedom,  above  all.  man.  In  him- 
self he  united  the  virtues,  the  enthusiasm, 
and  the  energizing  vitality  which  his  coun- 
trymen needed  to  have  aroused  in  them- 
selves. To  his  disorganized  and  disheartened 
country  he  brought  a  magic  personality 
which  won  all  hearts  and  inspired  them 
with  all  his  own  Irrepressible  and  Indestruc- 
tible Ideal,  national  Independence. 

The  thoughts  and  spiritual  inspiration 
of  Jose  Marti  have  a  present-day  sig- 
nificance to  the  Americas  and  to  the 
democratic  nations  of  the  world. 

His  prolific  imagination  analyzed  with 
great  depth  unlimited  aspects  of  human 
relations. 

Mr.  President.  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  a  few  observa- 
tions and  deductions,  taken  at  random 
from  his  writings: 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RacoRD, 
as  follows: 

ExcEHPTs  Prom  WarriNGs  or  Jos*  MaktI 

raEsoou 

He  who  wants  to  make  nations,  let  him 
make  man. 
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The  trenches  of  Ideas  are  worth  more  than 
the  trenches  of  stones. 

We  love  liberty  because  we  see  truth  in  It. 

AMKBICA 

America  must  promote  everything  that 
brings  Its  people  closer  together  and  should 
despise  all  that  tends  to  separate  them.  In 
this,  like  In  all  human  problems,  the  future 
Is  peace. 

The  problem  of  the  independence  of 
America  was  not  so  much  the  change  of 
forms,  but  the  change  of  spirit. 

BEUGION 

The  happiness  of  the  people  Is  not  con- 
ceivable without  the  separation  of  the  state 
and  the  church. 

Everyone  has  the  right  to  his  own  con- 
science. Tyrant  is  the  Csthollc  who  places 
himself  above  the  Hindu  and  the  Methodist 
who  whistles  at  a  Catholic. 

BACK 

Every  race  brings  to  the  world  Its  own 
mission  and  each  one  must  be  given  a  free 
way.  so  as  not  to  binder  the  harmony  of 
the  universe. 

The  soul  arises  equally  and  eternally  from 
the  bodies  that  differ  in  form  and  in  color. 

He  who  encourages  and  promotes  opposi- 
tion and  hate  among  the  races,  sins  against 
humanity. 

ABT 

Art.  like  salt  in  food,  preserves  the  nations. 
Art  Is  to  avoid  the  diminutive  and  to  affix 
oneself  to  the  great. 

LrnaATUBX 
How  pure  are  the  books  when  they   are 
written  straight  from  the  soul. 

MUSIC 

Music   Is  man  escaped  from  himself. 

OBATOCT 

A  speaker  without  Instruction  la  like  palm 
trees  without  breeae. 

There  Is  nothing  like  thinking  firmly  to 
speak  eloquently.  Whatever  is  definite  In 
Judgment.  wUl  surely  be  well  expres8e<l  by 
the  lips. 

JOUBNAUSM 

Journalism  Is  not  kind  consent  nor  In- 
sulting anger;  It  Is  proposition,  study,  ex- 
amination and  device. 

The  knowledge  of  the  newspaperman  must 
range  from  clouds  to  mlcrot>ea. 

pomiT 

Verses  are  made  from  greatness  but  only 
from  feeling  come  poems. 

Everything.  Including  pain  Itself,  must 
seem  like  love  to  the  poet. 

CHAKACTES 

The  duty  that  has  been  accomplished 
Irradiates  a  light  that  never  appears  in  the 
life  or  the  tomb  of  those  that  have  avoided  It. 

Not  until  everything  has  been  done,  has 
anyone  the  right  to  sit  down  and  rest. 

This  knack  of  being  able  to  see  the  Inside 
of  men  Is  very  bitter  and  not  too  enviable. 

I  enjoy  the  worthiness  of  others. 

LAW 

Law  assures  nations  and  restrains  men. 

A  Just  principle  even  If  It  comes  from  the 
very  depth  of  a  cave  can  accomplish  more 
than  a  whole  army. 

The  right  of  labor  can  never  be  hate  to 
capital;  It  should  be  harmony,  conciliation, 
and  the  mutual  approximation  of  both. 
xoncATioir 

He  who  plants  schools  will  harvest  men. 

INTXXNATIONAL  axiATIONS 

Nothing  guarantees  so  much  the  peace 
among  peoples  than  free  and  natural  Inter- 
ests; nothing  endangers  It  more  than  arti- 
ficial and  forced  agreements. 


pATVonsic 

The  Republic  needs  sacrlflcee.  It  is  an 
altar  not  a  pedestal.  One  serves  It,  but  one 
does  not  use  It  to  serve  oneself. 

Only  virtues  produce  constant  and  serious 
well-being  In  the  nations. 

POLmcs 

He  that  does  not  have  the  capacity  to 
convince  should  not  govern. 

Haters  should  be  declared  traitors  to  the 
Republic.    Hate  Is  not  constructive. 

APHOaiSM 

Conscience  Is  the  citizenship  of  the  uni- 
verse. 

How  great  is  a  man  when  he  knows  bow 
to  be  one. 

Enthusiasm  has  never  had  gray  hairs. 

Rights  are  taken  not  asked  for;  they  are 
torn  off.  not  begged  for. 

All  triumphs  cost  blood.  Prom  the  veins 
or  from  the  soul. 

When  man  has  emptied  his  spirit,  he  can 
then  leave  the  earth. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  many 
books  have  been  written  on  Marti  and 
thousands  of  articles  and  essays  about 
his  intense  and  romantic  life  of  patriotic 
sacrifice.  One  of  the  most  recent  books 
entitled  "Marti:  Apostle  of  Freedom." 
was  written  by  Jorge  Manach.  It  has 
been  translated  into  the  English  lan- 
guage. 

He  fell  wounded  on  the  battlefield 
while  leading  and  inspiring  his  com- 
patriots, and  did  not  live  to  see  his  be- 
loved Cuba  an  independent  Republic. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  Marti's  under- 
standing of  human  values  and  his  sincere 
respect  and  tolerance  were  incalculable 
contributions  to  the  solutions  of  race 
problems  in  Cuba  and  other  Latin - 
American  countries.  That  is  why  the 
centennial  of  his  birth  is  being  commem- 
orated this  year  throughout  the  Americas 
with  such  solemnity  and  admiration. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
Jos^  Marti,  the  great  Cuban  liberator, 
a  heroic  figure  in  the  history  of  this 
hemisphere,  is  being  honored  today  not 
only  in  his  native  land  but  also  in  the 
other  20  American  Republics.  This  is 
his  centenary.  He  was  bom  January  28, 
1853.  at  Havana.  He  died  only  42  years 
later,  on  May  19,  1895,  fighting  for  the 
independence  of  Cuba,  in  the  battle  of 
Dos  Rios.  It  is  extraordinary  that  a  life 
so  brief  was  so  varied  in  achievement, 
so  consistent  in  purpose,  so  fruitful  in 
result. 

Martf  was  a  statesman.  He  was  a  sol- 
dier. He  was  a  newspaperman,  who,  as 
has  been  often  said,  elevated  Journalism 
to  literature  and  who  never  wrote  a  line 
which  did  not  have  as  its  intention  the 
freedom  of  his  country.  He  was  eloquent 
as  poet,  as  prose  writer,  and  as  an  orator 
whose  words  inspired  multitudes.  His 
great  gifts,  and  the  noble  use  he  made 
of  them,  won  for  him  the  title  Apostle  of 
Freedom,  the  phrase  which  Cubans  use 
to  describe  Marti  just  as  we  describe 
Washington  as  "first  in  war,  first  in 
peace,  first  in  the  hearts  of  his  country- 
men." In  their  respective  times  and 
their  respective  environments,  both  de- 
scriptions apply  equally  well  to  both 
these  immortal  national  heroes. 

The  main  facts  of  Marti's  life  can  be 
told  in  few  words,  because  that  life  was 
tragically  short.  He  was  only  42  ]rears 
old  when  he  died  in  battle  in  1895.  While 
hardly  more  than  a  boy.  he  •began  his 
lifelong  struggle  for  Cuba's  independ- 


ence. He  was  a  political  prisoner  at 
17.  He  suffered  exile  and  deportation. 
He  traveled  from  country  to  country — 
Mexico,  Central  America.  Venezuela,  Co- 
lombia— striving  to  arouse  support  for 
Cubans  in  their  determination  to  be  free. 
He  spent  many  years  in  the  United 
States,  where  he  made  friends  for  the 
Cuban  cause  among  journalists,  political 
leaders,  and  the  general  public.  From 
New  York,  through  articles  in  the  press 
of  both  the  United  States  and  Latin 
America,  he  attacked  Spanish  rule  in 
Cuba  and  portrayed  eloquently  the  gov- 
ernment which  Cubans  intended  to 
establish  for  themselves. 

He  devoted  special  effort  to  bringing 
about  better  understanding  and  there- 
fore closer  friendship  between  Cuba  and 
the  United  States.  The  most  effective 
help,  he  realized,  would  come  from  those 
convinced  of  the  justice  of  Cuba's  cause; 
and  the  best  way  to  convince  was  to 
establish  the  basis  of  understanding. 
Accordingly,  his  speeches  and  newspaper 
articles  in  the  press  of  this  country  were 
a  series  of  interpretations  of  Cuba  and 
Cubans.  In  the  same  way,  he  strove 
through  articles  published  in  Latin 
America  to  make  Cubans  and  other 
Spanish-speaking  peoples  imderstand 
the  United  States.  In  New  Ybrk.  New 
Orleans.  Miami,  Tampa,  he  spoke  at  edu- 
cational meetings,  commercial  clubs. 
Masonic  lodges,  labor  organizations.  He 
made  friends  in  high  places,  and  struck 
up  acquaintances  in  restaurants  and 
comer  drug  stores.  And  he  wrote  bril- 
liantly and  continuously. 

His  reports  on  our  country  and  our 
people  were  interesting  reading  more 
than  a  half-century  ago  and  they  are 
interesting  reading  still.  He  wrote  about 
the  opening  of  Oklahoma  Territory  to 
settlement,  about  the  death  of  Jesse 
James,  about  the  first  voting  by  women 
in  Kansas  in  1887.  He  wrote  about  the 
unveiling  of  the  Statue  of  Liberty,  the 
erection  of  Brooklyn  Bridge,  the  return 
of  the  flags  of  the  Confederacy  to  the 
South.  He  wrote  about  Generals  Grant. 
Sherman,  and  Logan ;  about  poets  Whit- 
man, Longfellow,  and  Bryant.  He  wrote 
about  our  public  schools  and  our  art  ex- 
hibitions. And  somehow  he  linked  up 
all  these  things,  and  the  many  others 
attracting  his  keen  and  inquiring  atten- 
tion, with  the  right  of  Cuba  to  be  free. 

Charles  A.  Dana,  editor  of  the  New 
York  Sun,  became  Marti's  friend,  and 
opened  the  columns  of  his  paper  to  the 
Cuban  patriot.  A  street  in  the  city  of 
Camaguey  bears  Dana's  name,  in  grate- 
ful recognition  of  this  aid. 

Cuba's  freedom,  for  which  Martf 
strove,  has  been  heroically  attained  and 
steadfastly  upheld.  Long  since,  his 
country  proudly  took  her  place  among 
the  sister  republics  of  this  hemisphere, 
and  has  helped  weld  the  inter-American 
solidarity  which  is  one  of  the  surest  safe- 
guards of  the  free  world.  But  it  is  not 
only  as  a  great  Cuban  hero,  but  as  a  hero 
of  the  Americas  and  of  mankind  that  I 
salute  the  memory  of  Jos^  Marti  here 
today. 

I  feel  It  a  privilege  to  recall,  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  on  this 
centenary  of  Marti's  birth,  how  greatly 
he  contributed  to  the  collective  freedom 
and  security  of  the  American  Republics. 
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We  can  do  no  greater  honor  to  his 
memory  than  to  bear  In  mind  and  act 
upon  his  mighty  precept: 

By  betaig  men,  we  are  endowed  with  the 
principle  of  freedom;  and  by  being  Intelli- 
gent, we  are  under  obligation  to  make  that 
principle  a  reality. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  the  American  Republics. 
of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  I 
have  had  a  special  interest,  of  course,  in 
all  the  American  Republics  and  their 
solidarity,  but  a  special  interest  tradi- 
tionally in  Cuba.  So  I  am  very  happy  to 
make  these  remarks  today  on  the  cen- 
tenary of  the  birth  of  Jose  Marti. 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OP  STATE  FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Senate  bill  243. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  state  the  bill  by  UUe. 

The  Chief  Clxkx.  a  bill  (S.  243)  to 
amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty-first  Con- 
gress, first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill) ,  to  pro- 
vide for  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(S.  243)  to  amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will 
State  the  first  committee  amendment. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  was.  on  page  1, 
line  8.  to  strike  out  the  word  "There" 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Until  De- 
cember 31,  1956,  unless  fhe  office  shall 
be  abolished  sooner  by  the  President, 
there." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  asking  for  the 
creation  of  this  office  of  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  specifically  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee, as  I  recollect,  that  the  work  of 
the  new  Under  Secretary  of  State  would 
not  last  longer  than  16  or  18  months,  or 
2  years  at  most. 

In  my  opinion  we  should  conform  to 
his  expressed  statement  to  the  commit- 
tee. Therefore,  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. I*  o£Fer  an  amendment,  in  line  6, 
page  1,  of  the  bill,  to  strike  out  '1956' 
and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "1954." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  OaiTX  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  1,  line  6  of  the  bill. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "1956"  and  to 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "1954." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  I  know  of  no  department 
of  government  which  needs  reorganiza- 
tion more  than  does  the  State  Depart- 


ment, and  I  heartily  congratulate  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  his  effort  to  bring 
what  may  be  called  an  efficiency  expert 
into  the  Department  of  State  for  the 
purpose  of  reorganizing  it,  both  In  Wash- 
ington and  in  the  field.  But  since  the 
Secretary  has  stated  to  the  committee 
that  the  work  could  be  accomplished 
within  16  or  18  months,  I  believe  Con- 
gress would  do  well  to  limit  the  term 
to  2  years.  Of  course,  the  term  can  be 
extended  if  for  any  reason  necessity  for 
extending  it  should  become  apparent. 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  per- 
sonally can  agree  to  everything  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  said.  The  committee  had  before  it 
the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  said,  as  I  recall,  that  he  believed 
18  months  to  2  years  would  be  ample 
time;  but.  after  discussing  the  matter, 
the  committee  wrote  this  amendment. 

I  have  not  consulted  with  the  com- 
mittee about  the  matter.  I  think  there 
is  much  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  said,  and  I  personally  would 
make  no  objection.  In  fact,  I  personally 
would  accede  to  his  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment,  although  I  do 
not  believe  I  can  speak  for  the  committee 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  imderstand  that  Mr.  Dulles  has 
approved  limiting  this  measure  to  2 
years.  Although  in  the  committee  I 
voted  for  a  4-year  period,  as  a  member 
of  the  committee  I  am  glad  to  accept  the 
proposed  2 -year  amendment  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  although  I 
cannot  speak  for  it.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  I  am  glad  to  join  in  the  proposal  to 
limit  the  term  to  2  years,  if  we  may  as- 
sume that  in  the  future  there  wiU  be  no 
objection  to  extending  the  period  if 
necessity  to  do  so  should  arise. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  would  be  no  rea- 
son whatsoever  for  objecting  to  that,  and 
I  would  be  glad  to  join  in  such  a  proposal 
if  necessity  arose. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  is  timely.  We  need 
to  conserve  in  every  possible  manner. 
The  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment would  limit  the  term  of  office  of  the 
proposed  new  Under  Secretary  of  State 
to  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  2  years.  I  am 
in  full  accord  with  that  proposal. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  am  in  thorough  accord 
with  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  <3eorgla 
to  the  committee  amendment.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  in  the  committee  I  offered 
such  an  amendment,  since  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  suggested  that  he  believed 
the  work  could  be  completed  within  from 
18  to  24  months.  So  in  the  committee  I 
proposed  the  amendment  to  limit  the 
term  to  December  31.  1954. 

Some  members  of  the  committee  be- 
lieved it  would  be  better  to  provide  for 
service  beyond  that  time,  with  the  pro- 
vision that  the  President  could  termi- 
nate the  position  at  an  earlier  date,  pro- 
vided the  work  were  done.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  believe  the  better  plan  is  the  one 
which  I  suggested  in  the  committee  and 
which  the  able  senior  Senator  from  (Geor- 


gia has  now  suggested  in  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, namely,  that  we  limit  the  term  to 
December  31,  1954;  and  then,  if  neces- 
sary, we  can  extend  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  pending  bill  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ago.  I  objected  to  the 
proposal  on  the  ground  that  the  crea- 
tion of  such  a  position  was  entirely  un- 
necessary. I  wish  to  repeat  that  ob- 
jection today,  and  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain why  in  some  detail. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  the  State  De- 
partment presently  has  both  sufficient 
funds  and  ample  authority  to  do  precise- 
ly what  the  bill  proposes.  Furthermore, 
the  existing  organization  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  embodies  the  position  of 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration— a  Job  which  bears  the 
very  same  responsibility  as  the  new  Un- 
der Secretary,  which  position  the  pend- 
ing bill  seeks  to  create. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  not  one  of  our 
Government  departments  that  does  not 
have  an  official  charged  with  overseeing 
the  administrative  organization  of  that 
department.  In  the  State  Department 
we  have  a  splendid  administrative  official 
in  the  person  of  Mr.  Humelsine,  present- 
ly Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Admin- 
istration. Whether  Mr.  Humelsine  has 
done  a  good  job  in  the  past  or  is  capable 
of  doing  a  good  job  in  the  future  is  not 
the  point.  The  point  is  that  he.  as  Dep- 
uty Under  Secretary  of  State,  is  now 
charged  with  the  duty  of  assuring  proper 
administrative  efficiency  within  the  De- 
partment of  State.  Since  at  present  he 
holds  the  position  of  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Administration,  and 
as  such  is  a  member  of  the  State  De- 
partment's official  family.  I  do  not  see 
why  this  work  could  not  be  done  by  him. 
His  work,  as  I  understand,  as  Deputy  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Administra- 
tion, is  for  administrative  purposes  only. 
That  is  what  he  does. 

I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee which  handles  all  the  appropria- 
tions for  the  State  Department.  I  have 
had  occasion  to  question  Mr.  Humelsine 
quite  often.  I  believe  he  Is  a  capable 
man.  He  is  able  to  do  this  work,  and 
has  sufficient  authority  to  carry  it  out. 

Now.  if  Mr.  Humelsine  is  not  capable 
of  doinK  the  job.  Mr.  Dulles  has  the 
power  to  select  someone  who  can  and 
will. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.      I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  should  like  most 
respectfully  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana  that   while   as   a   result   of   the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  senior  Sen- 
ator  from   Georgia    to    the   committee 
amendment  the  maximum  period  will  be 
2  years,  unless  the  posiUon  is  sooner  ter- 
minated   by   the   President,   the   state- 
ment was  made  yesterday  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  by  the  majority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TaftJ  that  he 
had  been  assilred  by  Mr.  Dulles  that  the 
forthcoming  vacancy  in  the  position  of 
Ambassador  at  Large  would  not  be  filled. 
That  office,  presently  occupied   by  Mr. 
Jessup.  carries  a  salary  of  $25,000,  I  be- 
lieve, whereas  the  salary  of  the  proposed 
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new  Under  Secretary  would  be  $17,500. 
With  the  new  admimstration  coming 
into  office,  and  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  Just  having  assumed  the  heavy 
responsibilities  for  the  reorganization  of 
the  State  Department.  I  hope  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Louisiana  will 
be  willing  to  go  along  with  the  unani- 
mous report  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  in  order  to  give  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  the  tools  he  at  least  be- 
lieves he  needs  in  order  properly  to  reor- 
ganize the  State  Department. 

It  might  well  be  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  believe  that,  in  the  organ- 
izational scheme  of  things  in  the  i:>epart- 
ment.  a  Deputy  Under  Secretary  would 
have  sufficient  authority  or  sufficient 
standing  in  the  Department  as  a  whole, 
and  not  the  authority  or  standing  that 
an  Under  Secretary  for  Administration 
would  have. 

Under  those  circumstances,  and  with 
the  2-year  limitation  which  has  been 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
as  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment,  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  will  be  willing  to  go  along  with 
this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  California,  that  it  is  not  my  purpose 
to  in  anywise  hinder  the  operations  of 
the  State  Department.  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  slow  for  one  moment  any  move 
which  might  make  that  Department 
more  efficient  and  less  costly  to  our  peo- 
ple. I  am  simply  trying  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  facts  as  I  see  them. 

And  it  seems  to  me  that  the  very 
salient  fact  to  be  considered  is  that  it 
is  poor  economy,  indeed,  to  do  away  with 
a  $25,000  Job  and  immediately  create  a 
$17,500  Job,  when  that  very  same  Job 
duplicates  work  and  authority  and  salary 
already  authorized  for  the  Department. 
That  is  false  economy.  As  I  have  said, 
I  understand  that  an  existing  State  De- 
partment official  already  has  authority 
to  do  the  very  thing  this  bill  proposes. 
The  top  officials  of  that  Department  can 
hire  or  fire,  and  the  present  Deputy  Un- 
der Secretary  for  Administration  can 
certainly  not  only  suggest  reorganization 
objectives,  but  can  recommend  that  cer- 
tain positions  and  functions  be  done 
away  with  entirely.  The  creation  of  this 
new  position  means  duplication  of  the 
rankest  kind.  I  say  that  because  there 
is  no  hint  that  the  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Administration  will 
be  abolished. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  As  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  Subcommit- 
tee on  Appropriations  for  the  State  De- 
partment, let  me  inquire  whether  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  agrees  that  there 
is  a  necessity  for  an  overhaul  of  the 
I  -ate  Department,  and  that  if  we  were 
to  spend,  instead  of  $25,000  a  year  for 
an  Ambassador  at  Large  and  $14,500  a 
year,  the  salary  which  Mr.  Humelsine 
now  receives,  the  $17,500  now  proposed, 
we  could  obtain  the  services  of  a  man 
who  could  save  many,  many  times  the 
difference  between  those  amounts.  Cer- 
tLinly  that  is  what  should  be  done,  and 
the  evidence  before  the  Appropriations 


Committee  indicates  that  a  reorganiza- 
tion of  the  State  Department  should  be 
had. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  no  doubt  of  that,  I  may  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan. However,  the  point  I  am  making 
is  that  it  can  be  done  no^,  under  exist- 
ing authority,  within  an  existing  posi- 
tion, without  creating  another  high- 
paying  Government  Job  and  the  trim- 
mings that  go  with  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yields 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  a  moment.  Mr. 
President,  there  is  sufficient  authority 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  fire  and 
hire.  The  work  of  trying  to  remove 
superfluous  employees  from  the  Govern- 
ment service,  as  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan well  knows,  is  very  difficult.  I  care 
not  how  much  investigating  is  done,  we 
shall  always  be  met  with  the  statement, 
"I  do  not  think  a  cut  should  be  made 
here  nor  there ;  the  work  is  all  necessary, 
and  the  present  force  is  Just  about  suffi- 
cient to  carry  on."  What  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  have  to  do  is  start  swing- 
ing the  ax.  I  do  not  mean  the  Secretary 
should  fire  employees  indiscriminately. 
I  do  mean  that  the  framework  within 
which  a  thorough  reorganization  can  be 
accomplished  already  exists.  What  the 
Secretary  should  do,  in  my  humble  opin- 
ion, is  to  use  that  framework  without 
adding  to  it,  especially  so  when  the  ad- 
dition is  substantial  in  cost  and  when  it 
duplicates  existing  authority.  There  can 
certainly  be  no  Justification  in  duplica- 
tion of  jobs  to  prevent  duplication  of 
Jobs. 

Mr.  FERGUS'^N.  Does  the  Senator 
not  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
have  someone  within  the  Department 
who  can  swing  the  ax? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Certainly.  It  must 
be  done  within  the  Department.  But  it 
is  my  opinion  that  there  is  sufficient  per- 
sonnel— sufficient  authority — in  exist- 
ence now.  For  the  life  of  me.  I  am 
unable  to  see  why  the  CMBce  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration 
should  be  created  in  order  to  bring  about 
economies  that  can  be  accomplished 
with  the  present  staff.  I  can  see  no  rea- 
son on  earth  why  an  additional  $17,500 
a  year  must  be  spent,  on  top  of  the 
$15,000  now  being  paid  to  Mr.  Humel- 
sine. in  order  to  accomplish  precisely 
what  Mr.  Humelsine  is  already  empow- 
ered to  do. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  situation  complained 
of  has  existed  in  the  State  Department 
since  Mr.  Byrnes  was  Secretary  of  State, 
since  General  Marshall  was  Secretary  of 
State,  and  while  Mr,  Acheson  was  Sec- 
retary of  State.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
himself,  has  always  wanted  to  reorganize 
the  department.  In  effect,  he  never  has 
been  able  to  pay  any  personal  attention 
to  it,  because  he  is  concerned  with  world 
affairs.  He  has  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  but  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
is  also  involved  necessarily  in  questions 
of  foreign  policy ;  he  has  them  constantly 
on  his  desk,  and  his  attention  is  con- 
stantly devoted  to  them.  His  time  is  en- 
grossed in  global  thinking;  he  has  no 


time  for  the  details  of  administration. 
So  there  has  been  no  adequate  adminis- 
tration  of  the  State  Department. 

The  purpose  of  the  pending  bill  Is  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  man 
with  sufficient  standing  in  the  depart- 
ment, and  with  a  title  which  will  make 
him  superior  to  the  Assistant  Secretaries 
and  all  employees  of  the  Department,  so 
that  he  can  tell  them  where  to  get  off. 
It  is  contemplated  that  he  shall  devote 
his  entire  attention  to  the  organization 
of  the  Department — something  which 
has  been  almost  completely  neglected  be- 
cause, in  the  State  Department,  the  men 
at  the  top,  the  Secretary  and  the  Under 
Secretary,  have  necessarily  above  every- 
thing else  been  obliged  to  devote  their 
attention  to  questions  involvmg  global 
policy,  which  are  of  greater  Importance 
than  the  administrative  details  of  the 
Department.  Until  we  get  a  man  with 
the  title  of  Under  Secretary  for  Ad- 
ministration, with  authority  over  every- 
body else  in  the  Department  except 
the  Secretary  and  the  Under  Secretary, 
I  do  not  think  we  shall  obtain  the  nec- 
essary reorganization.  That  is  our  rea- 
son for  wanting  a  man  who  will  bear 
the  title  provided  by  the  bill. 

After  all,  Mr.  Jessup  was  practically 
appointed  as  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State.  He  was  called  an  Ambassador  at 
Large,  but  his  office  was  here  in  Washing- 
ton. Mr.  Acheson  appointed  him  be- 
cause he  wanted  an  assistant,  and  he  was 
paid  $25,000  a  year.  He  was  made  an 
Ambassador  at  Large,  because  they 
thought  they  could  not  pay  him  enough 
as  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

It  seems  to  me  perfectly  obvious  that 
there  is  sound  reason  for  having  an  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  at  a  high  level, 
with  full  power  to  reorganize  the  De- 
partment, which  everybody  in  the  coun- 
try admits  ought  to  be  reorganized,  and 
to  reduce  its  personnel,  not  only  in  Wash- 
ington but  throughout  the  entire  world. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Let  me  read  to  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Ohio  por- 
tions of  the  bills  that  is  before  us.  This 
measure  provides  for  the  creation  in  the 
Department  of  State  of  a  second  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  who  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  $17,500  per 
year,  and  "shall  perform  such  duties  and 
exercise  such  administrative  powers  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe." 
Mr.  President,  I  repeat  there  is  already 
such  a  position  in  the  Department.  The 
man  who  fills  the  position  serves  as 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Adminis- 
tration. He  is  already  there,  and  that 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Administra- 
tion is,  in  fact,  clothed  with  the  same 
powers  which  are  sought  to  be  attached 
to  the  office  that  this  bill  seeks  to  create. 
It  is  my  opinion,  too.  Mr.  I^esident.  that 
while  the  actual  reorganization  of  the 
Department  of  State  may  require  a  great 
deal  of  time,  it  is  certairdy  no  great  task 
to  see  that  the  Department  is  overstaffed 
in  many  fields — particularly  abroad,  due 
primarily  to  the  fact  that  much  useless 
work  is  heaped  on  our  workers  abroad  by 
Washington.  I  will  be  more  specific 
l&ter  on.  I  believe,  too,  that  whoever 
holds  the  position  of  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary for  Administration — a  position 
which  presently  exists — is  not  only 
authorized    but    able    to    accomplish 
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•  MOWtote  TMrganisRtlon  of  the  Depart- 
ment OertatBly  the  f  Mts  are  there  to 
aee  for  whoever  wlahee  to  look  for  them. 
Durtnff  my  reeent  trin  through  South 
Ammim,  Mr.  PreeMent.  I  became  ae- 
«iMtated  with  much  mmecemary  work 
that  had  to  be  done  through  ordors  fxom 


Ur.UKBMAK.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yleklT 

Mr.  XLUENDER.    I  yteld  to  my  col- 
kaiue  from  New  York. 

Ur.  IXHMAN.  As  many  Members  of 
the  Senate  know.  I  have  not  always  seen 
eye  to  eye  with  Mr.  Dulles,  but  he  Is  now 
Secretary  of  State,  which  Is  certainly 
one  of  the  most  Important  positions  in 
the  entire  administration  and  I  wish  to 
support  him  whenever  I  think  he  is  in 
the  right.  My  feeling  is  that  he  should 
be  given  the  tools  for  which  he  asks,  and 
which  he  thinks  are  necessary  in  order 
to  do  the  kind  of  Job  which  we  all  want 
him  to  do.  I  iHrotested  very  strongly  the 
placing  of  rocul  blocks  in  the  way  of  the 
previous  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Acheson. 
to  the  performance  of  his  duties,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  at  this  time  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  should  place 
any  road  block  in  the  way  of  the  new 
Secretary  of  State,  when  he  feels  that 
a  certain  position  is  necessary  to  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties.  Therefore  I 
shall  vote  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  PEROUSON.    Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan. 

Mr.  PEROUSON.    I  merely  wanted  to 
say  that  Mr.  Humelsine's  present  title  is 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration.   If  there  ever  was  a  time 
when  we  needed  a  man  within  the  State 
Department  in  a  position  above  the  as- 
sistant secretaries  and  all  employees  so 
that  he  may  be  able  to  carry  out  plans 
for  a  proper  reorganizaticm  of  the  De- 
partment. It  Is  now.    As  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee.  I  feel 
that.  If  we  desire  to  obtain  results,  there 
ahould  be  placed  in  the  Department  a 
new  oOcer,  with  responsibility  only  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  to  do  the  work 
we  have  in  mind.    In  that  way  we  can 
anticipate  that  he  will  save  the  Oovem- 
ment  many,  many  thousands  of  dollars. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.    Mr.  President,  as  I 
y  about  to  indicate  awhile  ago.  on  a 
recent  trip  to  South  America  I  found 
that  every  embassy  had  an  administra- 
tive officer  along  with  many  others.    I 
was  told  everywhere  that  there  was  no 
position  in  the  embassy  that  could  be 
dispensed  with ;  they  were  all  necessary. 
they  were  all  important.    Por  example.' 
in  Venezuela  the  economic  and  commer- 
cial section  h^d  within  it  20  employees. 
the  political  section  numbered  7.    Those 
emplojrees  stated  that  they  spent  half 
of  their  time  inreparing  reports  to  be 
sent  to  Washington.    I  believe  that  if 
the  unnecessary  reports  were  eliminat- 
ed—if requests  from  Washington  for 
Infonnatlon  were  kept  within  reason. 
many  of  thoee  Jobs  could  be  eliminated 
Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EUAIDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
fttor  from  Minneeota. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  very  remarks  of  the 
<»rt1ngn1shed  Senator  from  Louisiana 


oravince  me  more  than  ever  that  the 
proposed  new  Under  Secretary  is  needed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator  be 
80  good  as  to  tell  me  Just  what  the  new 
Under  Secretary  is  going  to  do  that  could 
not  be  done  by  the  present  Deputy  Under 
Secretiiry? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  trying  to.  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  permit. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  will  be  pleased  to 
let  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota advise  me.  Let  me  repeat  my 
question.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  what 
the  new  Under  Secretary  is  going  to  do 
that  could  not  be  done  by  Mr.  Humel- 
sine,  who  has  been  in  charge  of  that 
work  for  the  past  4  or  5  years? 

Mr.  THYR  If  the  Senator  wHl  per- 
mit, I  would  say  that,  if  he  has  been  in 
charge  of  that  work  during  the  length 
of  time  mentioned  and  the  situation  ex- 
ists in  South  America  which  the  Sena- 
tor has  just  described,  it  should  be  ap- 
parent to  all  that  he  has  not  accom- 
plished what  he  was  supposed  to  ac- 
complish. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  I  suggest  to 
my  good  friend  let  someone  else  be 
named  by  Mr.  Dulles  who  will  do  the 
Job. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  he  will  permit,  Mr. 
President,  I  would  say  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Louisiana  that  what 
is  needed  is  to  permit  Mr.  £>ulles,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  to  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  world  problems  that  are 
so  pressing  and  in  such  a  chaotic  condi- 
tion, and  to  that  end  to  furnish  him 
with  an  administrative  o£Bcer  who  can 
undertake  to  unload  the  embassies  in 
South  America  which  have  excessive 
personnel.  That  is  going  to  be  a  man- 
sized  Job  in  itself,  I  want  to  give  Mr. 
Dulles  the  personnel  and  the  assistants 
who  will  be  able  to  reduce  the  huge  num- 
ber of  excessive  employees — a  subject  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  so 
ably  referred  and  which  he  has  described 
as  existing  in  the  coimtries  of  South 
America. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  give  the  Secretary 
of  State  an  administrative  assistant  who 
can  undertake  a  study  to  determine 
whether  there  is  excessive  personnel  In 
our  embassies,  and.  if  there  is.  can  pro- 
ceed to  get  rid  of  them.  That  can  be 
accompUshed  only  by  providing  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  the  necessary  person- 
nel who  can  do  the  Job.  because  the  Sec- 
retary win  be  very  busy  in  the  chaotic 
situation  which  faces  the  world  today. 

I  think  my  friend  from  Louisiana  an- 
swered his  own  question  when  he  re- 
ferred to  the  excessive  personnel  in  the 
embassies  of  South  America. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  never  denied 
that  the  State  Department  was  over- 
loaded. As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have  gone 
to  considerable  effort  and  personal  ex- 
pense to  show  many  times  hi  the  past 
Just  what  the  Senator  said.  The  point 
I  am  making  is  that  we  do  not  have 
to  employ  additional  persons  in  order 
to  discharge  excess  employees.  Those 
employees  were  placed  in  their  Jobs  by 
someone.  There  is  full  authority  now 
In  the  State  Department  to  have  super- 
fluous employees  discharged.  We  can 
Change  the  rules  and  regulations  with 
respect  to  the  reports  which  are  required 
of  our  embassies  throughout  the  world 
and  save  probably  20  percent  of  the 


manpower  abroad.  Many  of  these  re- 
ports oome  to  Washington,  and  I  doubt 
if  any  of  them  are  ever  read.  They  are 
pigeonholed,  and  when  a  special  report 
is  asked  for.  in  order  to  bring  out  cer- 
tain facts,  what  happens?  Does  anyone 
go  over  the  reports  previously  furnished? 
No,  Mr.  President.  Some  clerk  in  the 
Secretary  of  State's  office  or  amneone 
in  the  Department  of  Commerce  or  In 
the  Department  of  Agricultiue  sends  a 
telegram  to  VenezueUi,  for  Instance,  and, 
I  suppose,  signs  the  name  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  it.  and  says,  "We  want  a  special 
report  on  such  and  such  a  problem." 
The  reports  which  have  been  previously 
filed  with  the  various  departments,  such 
as  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  might 
easily  answer  the  question,  but.  in  order 
to  save  themselves  work,  these  people 
write  or  cable  the  field  for  new  report* 
when  they  themselves,  working  with  ex- 
isting data,  could  accomplish  what  It 
desired  at  a  great  reduction  in  cost 
That  is  where  some  of  the  trouble  Uea. 

We  do  not  need  to  have  an  expert  to 
spend  2  years  to  find  that  out.  It  could 
be  done  next  week. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  further  shield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  too  good  a  business- 
man to  say  Uiat  we  can  get  rid  of  surplus 
personnel  next  week,  with  a  snap  of  the 
fingers,  because  the  Senator  knows  he 
would  not  eliminate  the  personnel  of 
his  committee  staff  or  of  his  office  hi 
that  way. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  would  not?  The 
Senator  is  mistaken.  I  try  to  keep 
abreast  of  their  work  from  day  to  day 

Mr.  THYE.  Secretary  Dulles  must  not 
be  asked  to  act  in  that  manner  as  Secre- 
tary of  State.  He  must  proceed  with 
the  consideration  of  world  problems.  I 
think  the  Senator  and  I  want  hhn  to 
be  free  to  devote  his  attention  to  a  study 
of  world  affairs,  and  see  if  he  can  bring 
order  out  of  the  present  chaos,  and  bring 
the  permanent  peace  for  which  all  are 
hopmg  and  praying. 

There  is  no  man  in  the  Senate  for 
whom  I  have  a  greater  admiration  than 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana, because  i  have  been  fortunate 
enough  to  serve  on  two  committees  with 
hun  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  Uiank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  for  his  kind  words. 

Mr  THYE.  The  Senator  and  I  want 
to  reduce  the  over-all  cost  of  govern- 
ment, do  we  not? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Yes 

Mr.  THYE.  I  want  to  help  the  Sena- 
tor to  do  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  want  to  help  the 
Republican  Party  to  do  it.  The  Senator 
and  I  differ  in  this  respect,  that  I  do  not 
want  to  create  new  Jobs  to  get  rid  of  old 
Jobs. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  when  we 
reduce  the  number  of  old  Jobs  I  want 
It  to  be  done  in  a  systematic  manner.  I 
do  not  want  to  use  a  meat-axe  and  dis- 
charge good  personnel  while  I  am  trying 
to  root  out  unnecessary  personnel.  I 
would  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State  "Mr. 
Secretary,  proceed  with  the  world's  prob-* 
lems  which  must  be  settled  if  peace  is  to 
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come  to  the  world,  and  we  wfU  gtve  yon 
an  expert  In  the  field  of  administration, 
who  win  undertake  In  an  orderly,  aya- 
tematie,  sdentifie  way  to  reduee  the  per- 
sonnel in  the  Department  of  State,  and 
in  our  embassies  throughout  the  world, 
so  that  there  can  be  a  reduction  In  the 
over-aU  expenditure*  of  government 
which  are  far  beyond  what  the  taxpay- 
ers should  hare  to  pay  for  today." 

I  would  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
"We  win  gire  you  a  man  qualified  In  the 
administrative  field,  who  wlU  be  able 
scientificaUy  to  reduce  the  personnel  of 
the  DeparUnent,  without  dischargli« 
good,  valuable  employees  who  are  legiti- 
mately engaged  in  carrying  out  the  af- 
fairs of  the  State  Department  and  of  the 
Government.- 

I  think  the  able  and  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  would  not  even 
go  into  his  own  sugarcane  field  or  potato 
field  In  his  operations  in  Louisiana  and 
indiscriminately  fire  men  and  women 
without  first  looking  at  their  record  of 
achievement  and  saying.  "I  have  had 
wonderful  service  from  that  man  or  that 
family,  and  I  shaU  retain  them,  but  this 
man  has  never  rendered  good  service, 
and.  therefore,  I  shaU  discharge  him." 

In  that  manner.  Mr.  President,  we 
must  go  about  a  thorough  study  of  the 
personnel  of  the  State  Department  and 
reduce  the  number  without  Injuring, 
destrosring,  and  kislng  competent  help 
by  discharging  persons  who  should  not 
be  discharged. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  says  men 
are  already  available  In  the  Department 
who  can  dispose  of  surplus  employees. 
The  biU  provides  for  giving  the  Secretary 
of  State  an  assistant  who  can  do  the 
housekeeping  work  of  the  Department, 
and  enable  Mr.  Dunes  to  devote  himself 
to  world  affairs  which  must  be  settled. 
or  we  can  not  economize  by  saving  a 
single  dollar. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
rather  glad  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  making  an  issue  of  this  mat- 
ter, because  it  Is  a  departure  from  what 
we  have  experlenoed  during  tiie  past  20 
years.  I  think  of  the  assistants  I  have 
heli>ed.  in  one  body  or  the  other,  to  pro- 
vide for  various  Oovemment  agmdes. 
Some  of  them  had  a  great  passkm  for 
anonymity,  and  some  of  them  had  no 
passion  for  anonymity;  but  whenever 
the  request  was  made,  I  rather  bUthely 
helped  to  approve  It.  with  the  feeling 
that  the  request  indicated  that  they 
were  a  necessary  nuisance. 

The  Secretary  of  State  is  asking  for 
one  person 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  That  Is  Just  a  be- 
ginning. I  understand  that  an  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  for  two  or  three 
Under  Secretaries  of  Agriculture.  That 
proposal  is  in  the  offing  now. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  disagree  with  my 
distinguished  coUeague  from  Mizmesota 
[Mr.  Thti]  as  to  the  technique  to  be 
employed.  Having  labored  for  many 
years  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, I  have  become  confirmed  In  the 
conviction  that  the  way  to  accomplish 
our  objective  is  to  use  a  meat-ax.  The 
Government  has  become  so  big  that  It  is 
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a  dtadel  of  bureaneraoy,  and  we  moct 
tning  about  an  excistoo  of  perwnnti 
^M>m  we  do  not  need.  It  Is  a  surgical 
operatkm.  and  there  has  to  be  an  ex- 
cMon.  I  think,  of  persons  who  are  not 
necessary.  I  hope  the  process  win  net 
take  too  kmg.  but  I  do  not  beUeve  that 
any  Senator  on  the  c^er  side  ot  the 
aisle  should  begrudge  us  a  single  Indi- 
vidual who  is  to  be  appointed  to  perform 
a  very  special  surgical  operation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  I  do  not  begrudge 
the  SenatCHT  or  the  new  admlnlsU^ticm 
anything.  I  am  trjrlng  to  help  the  Re- 
publicans carry  out  their  platform  pledge 
with  reference  to  eccmomy.  That  Is  one 
of  the  main  planks  upon  which  General 
Elsenhower  rode  to  victory. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  frioid  has  a  whole 
sheet  with  reference  to  unziecessary  re- 
ports. He  wants  to  dispense  with  some 
of  the  cmployeea.  We  need  a  great  dis- 
penser to  do  it. 

Mr.  EUENDER.  As  I  have  Just  point- 
ed out,  we  have,  first,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  then  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
then  the  Deputy  Under  Secrets^  for  Ad- 
ministration. It  should  not  take  too  long 
to  determine  that  many  reports  which 
must  deluge  the  various  agencies  every 
day  are  unnecessary  and  should  be  cur- 
tailed. The  moment  the  reports  are  cur- 
tailed we  can  eliminate  some  of  the  per- 
sonnel who  pr^Mire  these  reports. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  wiU  bet  my  friend 
the  best  hat  he  can  buy  in  New  Orleans 
that  it  win  not  take  very  long  to  get  this 
Job  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDeR.  I  hope  not  I  am 
for  itw 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Just  give  us  one  man. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
hare  Just  indicated,  in  Venezuela,  the  po- 
Utical  section  has  seven  employees.  In 
every  embassy  I  visited  I  was  told  that  a 
substantial  number  of  employees  could 
be  eliminated  if  only  it  were  not  neces- 
sary to  prepare  a  great  number  of  re- 
pcHTts  now  caUed  for  by  the  various  agen- 
cies here  in  Washington. 

There  Is  another  consideration.  In 
each  embassy  there  are  Army  attach^. 
Navy  attacMe,  and  Air  attaches.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Secretary  of  State 
eoukl  do  with  reference  to  that  situation, 
but  to  have  air  attach^,  naval  attach^, 
and  military  attach^  in  almost  every 
country  of  South  America  seems  to  me  to 
be  utterly  useless.  TO  my  way  of  think- 
ing considerable  money  is  being  wasted 
In  this  field  alone. 

In  one  country  in  South  America  I 
found  the  Army  had  seven  persons  as- 
signed Just  to  maintain  liaison  with  mili- 
tary devriopments.  It  was  necessary  to 
have  f otu"  automobiles,  paid  for  out  of  the 
Federal  Treasury.  In  most  of  the  South 
American  embassies  there  was  one  per- 
son empkiyed  to  disburse  funds  and 
maintain  records  for  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  attach^,  but  the  naval  attach^  had 
to  have  his  own  personnel  man  f (nt  this 
purpose.  And  this  in  qilte  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  unification  of  the  armed 
services.  It  is  certainly  not  necessary  to 
have  an  expert  naval  attach^  in  a  coun- 
try that  has  no  navy.  Let  us  do  away 
with  such  positions  now.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  have  an  Under  Secretary  to  de- 
termine whether  such  a  person  is  needed. 
In  my  humUe  opinloD,  naval  attach^  in 


one  eoontry  could  do  the  work  of  naval 
Intemgeaec  in  adjacoit  countries.  Or, 
as  an  alternative,  why  eould  not  one  at- 
UcM,  titber  Army.  Air  Force,  or  Navy, 
do  the  work  in  eot^  country  for  an  three 
cervices?  I  found  hi  two  South  Ameri- 
can countries  that  an  Anny  attach^  Is 
satlBfactorfly  handling  the  r^wrting 
needs  of  aU  sendees.  Why  cannot  this  be 
done  in  the  other  countries?  Why  have 
an  these*  oOcmn  on  the  payroll — and 
have  each  supplied  with  aut(»nobUes  and 
clerical  help— one  of  their  functions 
b^ng  to  go  to  parties,  where  they  say 
they  obtain  most  of  theh:  information. 
That  situation  is  one  that  I  believe  can 
be  corrected  without  the  necessity  of 
employing  an  expert. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  agree  thoroughly 
with  the  Senator.  The  attach^  look 
very  nice  in  their  uniforms.  But  I 
found  attach^  in  15  or  16  countries  of 
South  America,  and  I  think  a  good  many 
of  them  could  be  dispensed  with.  I 
wish  the  Senator  would  go  along  with  us 
so  that  we  could  have  a  chief  dispenser 
who  would  do  the  Job. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Does  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  take 
issue  with  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Gh.  no;  not  on  the 
question  of  the  job  to  be  dcme. 

Mr.  ELL£NDER  I  understand;  but 
does  not  the  Secretcuy  of  State  now  have 
power  to  select  someone  to  do  this  work? 
I  should  like  to  see  the  law.  If  there  be 
any,  which  provides  that  he  does  not 
hare  such  power.  He  now  has  the  power 
to  direct  aU  who  are  under  him,  par- 
ticularly the  Depu^  Under  Secretary  for 
Administration  he  now  has.  to  perform 
duties  within  the  functions  that  position 
carries. 

It  occxas  to  me  that  if  Mr.  Humelsine 
has  rendered  poor  service  in  the  past — 
and  I  certainly  do  not  intimate  that  such 
is  the  case — aameoae  ^se  could  be  found 
who  would  do  better,  and  could  do  it 
with  the  staff  the  position  now  possesses 
and  with  the  mosiey  that  Is  now  avafl- 
able. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator, because  it  «cius  to  me  we  ought 
to  take  over  Mr.  Humelsine's  Job,  when 
the  proper  time  comes,  and  substitute 
a  chief  dispenser,  so  that  we  wiU  be  sure 
that,  from  a  fresh  viewpc^t  and  with 
fresh  personnel,  the  woiic  win  be  done. 

Mr.  EUjENDER.  In  Venezuela,  the 
ofltoe  of  military  attach^  emplojrs  4  per- 
sons; the  naval  attach^,  6;  and  the  air 
AtXadai.  ft.  making  a  total  of  16  who 
represent  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
in  Venezuela.  I  dare  say  that  a  naval 
attache  oould  do  the  work  of  the  other 
attach^,  and  that  probably  with  a  thhrd 
the  number  of  persons  now  emi^oyed 
what  is  necessary  oould  be  done. 

Let  us  now  consider  BradL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Before  getting  to 
BrazU.  wiU  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  for  one  observation? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    In  a  moment. 

The  economic  aectifm  in  Brasil  em- 
l^ys  33  persons.  These  people  spend 
their  time  in  preparing  and  amding  re- 
ports to  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  the 
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Mr.  TAFT.  I  announce  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
STALLl  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  IMr.  Ful- 
brightJ  is  absent  because  of  a  death  in 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen- 
NiNGsl  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey  J  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John- 
son I  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  be- 
cause of  a  death  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
McCarran],  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa IMr.  MoNRONETl  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

INVESTIGATION  OP  RECESSION  IN 
FARM  INCOME  AND  PURCHASING 
POWER 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment relative  to  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  may  proceed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  rapidly  declining 
prices  of  farm  commodities  is  not  only 
of  serious  concern  to  farmers,  but  should 
concern  every  wage  earner,  housewife, 
and  businessman  as  well. 

The  drop  in  farm  income  and  purchas- 
ing power  can  have  serious  consequences 
to  the  national  economy  if  it  continues. 

The  extent  of  the  decline  appears  to 
be  unwarranted. 

It  is  true  that  1952  was  a  good  crop 
year.  There  are  surpluses  in  some  com- 
modities, but  they  should  not  be  burden- 
some surpluses. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  will  attempt  to  determine 
what  factors  are  contributing  to  the  un- 
warranted recession  in  farm  income  and 
purchasing  power. 

The  committee  will  very  soon  under- 
take a  thorough  study  of  the  situation. 

Among  the  questions  to  which  we  shall 
seek  answers  are  the  following: 

First.  To  what  extent  has  the  impor- 
tation of  poor  quality  grain,  ostensibly 
imported  for  feeding  purposes,  but  ac- 
tually sold  for  milling  and  export,  con- 
tributed to  the  drop  in  grain  prices? 

Second.  To  what  extent  has  the  sale 
of  large  quantities  of  grain  by  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  beginning 
early  last  fall  and  continuing  to  the  pres- 
ent time,  affected  prices? 

Third.  To  what  extent  has  excessive 
speculation  and  the  possible  failure  of 
commodity  exchanges  to  keep  their 
houses  in  order  added  to  the  economic 
distress  of  agriculture? 

Fourth.  What  factors  Including  price 
controls  are  responsible  for  the  main- 


tenance of  high  meat  prices  to  con- 
sumers and  disastrously  low  prices  for 
livestock? 

Fifth.  Is  the  depreciation  of  foreign 
markets  for  farm  commodities,  particu- 
larly for  wheat  and  cotton,  of  a  tempo- 
rai-y  nature?  I.s  it  necessary  to  continue 
huge  "give-away"  programs  in  order  to 
maintain  foreign  markets? 

These  are  some  of  the  questions  to 
which  your  Committee  would  like  to  find 
the  answers. 

We  may  not  be  100  percent  successful, 
but  it  is  vitally  important  that  we  make 
the  effort  to  find  the  answers  and  find 
them  soon. 

On  Thursday  of  this  week  the  General 
Accounting  Office  will  report  to  the  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  Committee  the  re- 
sults of  its  investigation  relating  to  the 
importation  of  low-crade  grains. 

From  that  beginning,  your  Committee 
plans  to  go  into  each  phase  of  the  whole 
problem  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  if  I 
have  the  right  to  do  so. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  S:'nator 
from  Vermont  be  permitted  to  yield  to 
me  to  answer  one  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Would  this  investiga- 
tion include  the  importation  of  Canadian 
oats,  apparently  at  a  loss,  the  importer 
making  up  his  losses  through  short  sell- 
ing on  the  Chicago  Grain  Exchange? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  sure  that  the  scope 
of  the  proposal  would  include  the  mat- 
ter to  which  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  refers. 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  CLEMENTS.     Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous    consent    that    the    Senator 
from  Vermont  may  have  time  to  answer 
a  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
statement  which  he  read  was  his  state- 
ment, or  is  it  a  statement  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  This  is  a  statement 
which  I  am  making.  However.  I  did 
read  the  statement  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  this  morning 
in  executive  session,  and  the  committee 
approved  it.  Eight  or  nine  members  of 
the  committee  were  present. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Is  the  Senator  now 
making  it  as  a  committee  statement? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  originally  intended  to 
make  it  as  my  own  statement,  but  the 
committee  seemed  to  approve;  in  fact,  it 
did  approve. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  The  reason  I  ask  is 
that  I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  so  understand.  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  just 
as  anxious  as  are  all  the  other  members 
of  the  committee  to  find  the  answers  to 
these  questions  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so 
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Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  make  a 
very  brief  statement. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection.  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  COOPER  Mr.  President.  Janu- 
ary 28  marks  the  one  hundredth  anni- 
versary of  the  birth  of  Jose  Marti,  Cu- 
ban patriot. 

Jose  Marti,  an  advocate  of  the  good- 
neighbor  policy,  wa.s  born  on  January  28, 
1853,  in  the  Province  of  Habana.  Cuba. 
He  is  considered  the  father  of  Cuba  s 
freedom  becau.se.  through  his  tireless  ef- 
fort and  brilliant  leadership,  he  unflag- 
gingly  earned  a  group  of  hard-pressed 
patriots  to  victory. 

Fiom  the  time  he  became  a  political 
prisoner  at  the  age  of  16,  working  in  the 
lime  quarries,  he  carried  the  torch  of 
freedom.  His  health  ruined,  he  was 
allowed  to  go  to  Spain  to  study  but  was 
not  allowed  to  return  to  Cuba.  For  most 
of  his  life  he  was  an  exile,  living  in  Mex- 
ico, Guatemala,  and  Venezuela.  He 
moved  to  New  York  in  1881  and  hved 
there  until  the  beginning  of  the  Cuban 
Revolution  in  1895. 

Marti,  as  a  literary  figure,  had  a  great 
following  in  Latin  America.  For  many 
years  he  wrote  for  La  Nacion.  of  Ar- 
gentina, and  various  papers  in  New  York. 
Venezuela,  Costa  Rica,  and  other  coun- 
tries in  Latin  America.  While  living  in 
New  York,  he  wrote  North  American 
Scenes.  He  is  equally  well  known  as  a 
poet  and  essayist,  and  as  a  dramatist. 
He  was  a  friend  of  Walt  Whitman,  the 
poet,  of  Dana,  of  the  New  York  Sun,  and 
of  Domingo  Sarmiento,  of  Argentina, 
who  wrote  of  him  "If  oi.e  were  to  pick 
any  one  man  to  represent  the  spirit  c» 
Latin  America,  it  would  be  Marti." 

The  North  American  historian.  Willis 
Fletcher  John.son,  author  of  a  history 
about  Cuba,  referring  to  Cuba's  struggle 
for  independence,  expresses  extraordi- 
nary admiration  for  Marti  by  writing: 

The  foremost  director  of  that  war,  its  or- 
ganizer and  Insplrer.  wiiB  Jos*  Marti;  one  of 
those  rare  k;eiiiu.ses  who  have  appeared  occa- 
sionally In  the  hlsUiry  (if  the  world  to  be 
the  Incarnation  of  great  Ideals  of  Justice  and 
human  rights.  He  was  Indeed  many  times 
a  genius;  Organized  economist,  historian, 
poet,  statesman,  tribune  of  the  people, 
apostle  of  freedom,  above  all,  man.  In  him- 
self he  united  the  virtues,  the  enthusiasm, 
and  the  eneri;i?ln^;  vitality  which  his  coun- 
trymen needed  to  have  aroused  In  them- 
selves. To  his  disorganized  and  disheartened 
country  he  brought  a  magic  personality 
which  won  all  hearts  and  inspired  them 
with  all  hla  own  Irrepressible  and  Indestruc- 
tible Ideal,  national  Independence. 

The  thoughts  and  spiritual  inspiration 
of  Jose  Marti  have  a  present-day  sig- 
nificance to  the  Americas  and  to  the 
democratic  nations  of  the  world. 

His  prolific  imagination  analyzed  with 
great  depth  unlimited  aspects  of  human 
relations. 

Mr.  President.  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  a  few  observa- 
tions and  deductions,  taken  at  random 
from  his  writings: 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RacoRO, 
as  follows: 

Excerpts  From  WarriNCs  or  Josi  MartI 

rREXOOM 

He  who  wants  to  make  nationa,  let  him 
make  man. 
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The  trenches  of  ideas  are  worth  more  than 
the  trenches  of  stones. 

We  love  liberty  because  we  see  truth  In  it. 

AMERICA 

America  must  promote  everything  that 
brings  Its  people  closer  together  and  should 
despise  all  that  tends  to  separate  them.  In 
this,  like  In  all  human  problems,  the  luture 
Ls  peace. 

The  problem  of  the  Independence  of 
America  was  not  so  much  the  change  of 
forms,  but  the  change  of  spirit. 

RELIGION 

The  happiness  of  the  people  is  not  con- 
ceivable without  the  separation  of  the  state 
and  the  church. 

Everyone  has  the  right  to  his  own  con- 
.vience.  Tyrant  is  the  Catholic  who  places 
himself  above  the  Hindu  and  the  Methodist 
who  whistles  at  a  Catholic. 

RACE 

Every  race  brings  to  the  world  its  own 
mission  and  each  one  must  be  given  a  free 
way.  so  as  not  to  binder  the  harmony  of 
the  universe. 

The  soul  arises  equally  and  eternally  from 
the  bodies  that  differ  in  form  and  in  color. 

He  who  encourages  and  promotes  opposi- 
tion and  hate  among  the  races,  sins  against 
humanity. 

ART 

Art  like  salt  In  food,  preserves  the  nations. 
Art  Is  to  avoid  the  diminutive  and  to  affix 
oneself  to  the  great. 

LimtATURE 

How  pure  are  the  books  when  they  are 
written  straight  from  the  soul. 

MUSIC 

Music    U   man   escaped   from   himself. 

ORATORT 

A  speaker  without  Instruction  la  like  palm 
trees  without  breeze. 

Inhere  is  nothing  like  thinking  firmly  to 
speak  eloquently.  Whatever  is  definite  in 
Judgment,  wUl  surely  be  well  expressed  by 
the  Upe. 

JOURNALISM 

Journalism  is  not  kind  consent  nor  In- 
sulting anger;  It  is  proposition,  study,  ex- 
amination and  device. 

The  knowledge  of  the  newspaperman  must 
range  from  clouds  to  microbes. 

POETRT 

Verses  are  made  from  greatness  but  only 
from  feeling  come  poems. 

Everything,  Including  pain  Itself,  must 
seem  like  love  to  the  poet. 

CHARACTER 

The  duty  that  has  been  accomplished 
Irradiates  a  light  that  never  appears  In  the 
life  or  the  tomb  of  those  that  have  avoided  It. 

Not  until  everything  has  been  done,  has 
anyone  the  right  to  sit  down  and  rest. 

This  knack  of  being  able  to  see  the  Inside 
of  men  Is  very  bitter  and  not  too  enviable. 

I  enjoy  the  worthiness  of  others. 

LAW 

Law  assures  nations  and  restrains  men. 

A  Just  principle  even  if  It  comes  from  the 
very  depth  of  a  cave  can  accomplish  more 
than  a  whole  army. 

The  right  of  labor  can  never  be  hate  to 
capital;  It  should  be  harmony,  conciliation, 
and  the  mutual  approximation  of  both. 

KOUCATION 

He  who  plants  schools  will  harvest  men. 

INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS 

Nothing  guarantees  so  much  the  peace 
among  peoples  than  free  and  natural  inter- 
ests; nothing  endangers  it  more  than  arti- 
ficial and  forced  agreements. 


FATtionsM 

The  Republic  needs  sacrifices.  It  Is  an 
altar  not  a  pedesUl.  One  serves  it,  but  one 
does  not  use  it  to  serve  oneself. 

Only  virtues  produce  constant  and  serious 
well-being  In  the  nations. 

POLITICS 

He  that  does  not  have  the  capacity  to 
convince  should  not  govern. 

Haters  should  be  declared  traitors  to  the 
Republic.     Hate  is  not  constructive. 

APHORISM 

Conscience  Is  the  citizenship  of  the  uni- 
verse. 

How  great  is  a  man  when  he  knows  how 
to  be  one. 

Enthusiasm  has  never  had  gray  hairs. 

Rights  are  taken  not  asked  for;  they  are 
torn  off.  not  begged  for. 

All  triumphs  cost  blood.  Prom  the  veins 
or  from  the  soul. 

When  man  has  emptied  his  spirit,  he  can 
then  leave  the  earth. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  many 
books  have  been  written  on  Marti  and 
thousands  of  articles  and  essays  about 
his  intense  and  romantic  life  of  patriotic 
sacrifice.  One  of  the  most  recent  books 
entitled  "Marti:  Apostle  of  Freedom," 
was  written  by  Jorge  Manach.  It  has 
been  translated  into  the  English  lan- 
guage. 

He  fell  wounded  on  the  battlefield 
while  leading  and  inspiring  his  com- 
patriots, and  did  not  live  to  see  his  be- 
loved Cuba  an  independent  Republic. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  Marti's  under- 
standing of  human  values  and  his  sincere 
respect  and  tolerance  were  incalculable 
contributions  to  the  solutions  of  race 
problems  in  Cuba  and  other  Latin- 
American  countries.  That  is  why  the 
centennial  of  his  birth  is  being  commem- 
orated this  year  throughout  the  Americas 
with  such  solemnity  and  admiration. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
Jose  Marti,  the  great  Cuban  liberator, 
a  heroic  figure  in  the  history  of  this 
hemisphere,  is  being  honored  today  not 
only  in  his  native  land  but  also  in  the 
other  20  American  Republics.  This  is 
his  centenary.  He  was  bom  January  28, 
1853.  at  Havana.  He  died  only  42  years 
later,  on  May  19.  1895,  fighting  for  the 
independence  of  Cuba,  in  the  battle  of 
Dos  Rios.  It  is  extraordinary  that  a  life 
so  brief  was  so  varied  in  achievement, 
so  consistent  in  purpose,  so  fruitful  in 
result. 

Marti  was  a  statesman.  He  was  a  sol- 
dier. He  was  a  newspaperman,  who,  as 
has  been  often  said,  elevated  journalism 
to  literature  and  who  never  wrote  a  line 
which  did  not  have  as  its  intention  the 
freedom  of  his  country.  He  was  eloquent 
as  poet,  as  prose  writer,  and  as  an  orator 
whose  words  inspired  multitudes.  His 
great  gifts,  and  the  noble  use  he  made 
of  them,  won  for  him  the  title  Apostle  of 
Fi-eedom,  the  phrase  which  Cubans  use 
to  describe  Marti  just  as  we  describe 
Washington  as  "first  in  war,  first  in 
peace,  first  in  the  hearts  of  his  country- 
men." In  their  respective  times  and 
their  respective  environments,  both  de- 
scriptions apply  equally  well  to  both 
these  immortal  national  heroes. 

The  main  facts  of  Marti's  life  can  be 
told  in  few  words,  because  that  life  was 
tragically  short.  He  was  only  42  years 
old  when  he  died  in  battle  in  1895.  While 
hardly  more  than  a  boy,  he*began  his 
lifelong  struggle  for  Cuba's  independ- 


ence. He  was  a  political  prisoner  at 
17.  He  suffered  exile  and  deportation. 
He  traveled  from  country  to  country — 
Mexico,  Central  America,  Venezuela,  Co- 
lombia— striving  to  arouse  support  for 
Cubans  in  their  determination  to  be  free. 
He  spent  many  years  in  the  United 
States,  where  he  made  friends  for  the 
Cuban  cause  among  journalists,  political 
leaders,  and  the  general  public.  From 
New  York,  through  articles  in  the  press 
of  both  the  United  States  and  Latin 
Amerita.  he  attacked  Spanish  rule  in 
Cuba  and  portrayed  eloquently  the  gov- 
ernment which  Cubans  intended  to 
establish  for  themselves. 

He  devoted  special  effort  to  bringing 
about  better  understanding  and  there- 
fore closer  friendship  between  Cuba  and 
the  United  States.  The  most  effective 
help,  he  realized,  would  come  from  those 
convinced  of  the  justice  of  Cuba's  cause; 
and  the  best  way  to  convince  was  to 
establish  the  basis  of  understanding. 
Accordingly,  his  speeches  and  newspaper 
articles  in  the  press  of  this  country  were 
a  series  of  interpretations  of  Cuba  and 
Cubans.  In  the  same  way,  he  strove 
through  articles  published  in  Latin 
America  to  make  Cubans  and  other 
Spanish-speaking  peoples  understand 
the  United  States.  In  New  Ybrk,  New 
Orleans,  Miami,  Tampa,  he  spoke  at  edu- 
cational meetings,  commercial  clubs. 
Masonic  lodges,  labor  organizations.  He 
made  friends  in  high  places,  and  struck 
up  acquaintances  in  restaurants  and 
comer  drug  stores.  And  he  wrote  bril- 
liantly and  continuously. 

His  reports  on  our  country  and  our 
people  were  interesting  reading  more 
than  a  half-century  ago  and  they  are 
interesting  reading  still.  He  wrote  about 
the  opening  of  Oklahoma  Territory  to 
settlement,  about  the  death  of  Jesse 
James,  about  the  first  voting  by  women 
in  Kansas  in  1887.  He  wrote  about  the 
unveiling  of  the  Statue  of  Liberty,  the 
erection  of  Brooklyn  Bridge,  the  return 
of  the  flags  of  the  Confederacy  to  the 
South.  He  wrote  about  Generals  Grant, 
Sherman,  and  Logan;  about  poets  Whit- 
man, Longfellow,  and  Bryant.  He  wrote 
about  our  public  schools  and  our  art  ex- 
hibitions. And  somehow  he  linked  up 
all  these  things,  and  the  many  others 
attracting  his  keen  and  inquiring  atten- 
tion, with  the  right  of  Cuba  to  be  free. 

Charles  A.  Dana,  editor  of  the  New 
York  Sun,  became  Marti's  friend,  and 
opened  the  columns  of  his  paper  to  the 
Cuban  patriot.  A  street  in  the  city  of 
Camaguey  bears  Dana's  name,  in  grate- 
ful recognition  of  this  aid. 

Cuba's  freedom,  for  which  Marti 
strove,  has  been  heroically  attained  and 
steadfastly  upheld.  Long  since,  his 
country  proudly  took  her  place  among 
the  sister  republics  of  this  hemisphere, 
and  has  helped  weld  the  inter-American 
solidarity  which  is  one  of  the  surest  safe- 
guards of  the  free  world.  But  it  is  not 
only  as  a  great  Cuban  hero,  but  as  a  hero 
of  the  Americas  and  of  mankind  that  I 
salute  the  memory  of  Jos6  Marti  here 
today. 

I  feel  it  a  privilege  to  recall,  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  on  this 
centenary  of  Marti's  birth,  how  greatly 
he  contributed  to  the  collective  freedom 
and  security  of  the  American  Republics. 
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We  can  do  no  greater  honor  to  his 
memory  than  to  bear  in  mind  and  act 
upon  his  mighty  precept: 

By  betni;  men.  we  are  endow«d  wttb  the 
principle  of  freedom;  and  by  being  Intelli- 
gent, we  are  xinder  obligation  to  make  tbat 
jninelple  a  reality. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  the  American  RepubUcs, 
of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  I 
have  had  a  special  Interest,  of  course,  in 
all  the  American  Republics  and  their 
solidarity,  but  a  special  interest  tradi- 
tionally in  Cuba.  So  I  am  very  happy  to 
make  these  remarks  today  on  the  cen- 
tenary of  the  birth  of  Jose  Marti. 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OP  STATE  FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
aUon  of  Senate  bill  243. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  state  the  bill  by  Utle. 

The  Cmir  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  243)  to 
amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty-first  Con- 
gress, first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill) ,  to  pro- 
vide for  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(S.  243)  to  amend  Public  Law  73.  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU 
ftate  the  first  committee  amendment. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  was,  on  page  1. 
line  «,  to  strike  out  the  word  "There"' 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Until  De- 
eember  31,  1956,  unless  the  office  shall 
be  abolished  sooner  by  the  President, 
there." 

The  VICE  PRE8IDKNT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr,  President,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  asking  for  the 
creation  of  this  office  of  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  specifically  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee, as  I  recoUect,  that  the  work  of 
the  new  Under  Secretary  of  State  would 
not  last  longer  than  16  or  18  months,  or 
2  years  at  most. 

In  my  opinion  we  should  conform  to 
his  expressed  statement  to  the  commit- 
tee. Therefore,  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, I"  offer  an  amendment,  in  line  6, 
page  1.  of  the  bill,  to  strike  out  'igss" 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "1954." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
Will  state  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  to  the  committee 
amendment 

The  CHixr  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  1,  line  6  of  the  bill. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "1956"  and  to 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "1954." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  I  know  of  no  department 
erf  goremment  which  needs  reorganiza- 
Uon  morrthan  does  the  State  Depart- 


ment, and  I  heartily  congratulate  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  his  effort  to  bring 
what  may  be  called  an  efficiency  expert 
into  the  Department  of  State  for  the 
purpose  of  reorganizing  it,  both  in  Wash- 
ington and  in  the  field.  But  since  the 
Secretary  has  stated  to  the  committee 
that  the  work  could  be  accomplished 
within  16  or  18  months,  I  believe  Con- 
gress would  do  well  to  limit  the  term 
to  2  years.  Of  course,  the  term  can  be 
extended  if  for  any  reason  necessity  for 
extending  it  should  become  apparent. 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  per- 
sonally can  agree  to  everything  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  said.  The  committee  had  before  it 
the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
who  said,  as  I  recall,  that  he  believed 
18  months  to  2  years  would  be  ample 
time;  but,  after  discussing  the  matter, 
the  committee  wrote  this  amendment. 

I  have  not  consulted  with  the  com- 
mittee about  the  matter.  I  think  there 
is  much  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  said,  and  I  personally  would 
make  no  objection.  In  fact.  I  personally 
would  accede  to  his  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment,  although  I  do 
not  believe  I  can  speak  for  the  committee 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  understand  that  Mr.  Dulles  has 
approved  limiting  this  measure  to  2 
years.  Although  in  the  committee  I 
voted  for  a  4-year  period,  as  a  member 
of  the  committee  I  am  glad  to  accept  the 
proposed  2 -year  amendment  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  although  I 
cannot  speak  for  it,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  I  am  glad  to  Join  in  the  proposal  to 
limit  the  term  to  2  years,  if  we  may  as- 
sume that  in  the  future  there  will  be  no 
objection  to  extending  the  period  if 
necessity  to  do  so  should  arise. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  would  be  no  rea- 
son whatsoever  for  objecting  to  that,  and 
I  would  be  glad  to  Join  In  such  a  proposal 
If  necessity  arose. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  Is  timely.  We  need 
to  conserve  in  every  possible  manner. 
The  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment would  limit  the  term  of  office  of  the 
proposed  new  Under  Secretary  of  State 
to  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  2  years.  I  am 
in  full  accord  with  that  proposal 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  am  in  thorough  accord 
with  the  amendment  proposed  by  tlie  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
to  the  committee  amendment.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  in  the  committee  I  offered 
such  an  amendment,  since  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  suggested  that  he  believed 
the  work  could  be  completed  within  from 
18  to  24  months.  So  in  the  committee  I 
proposed  the  amendment  to  hmit  the 
term  to  December  31,  1954. 

Some  members  of  the  committee  be- 
lieved it  would  be  better  to  provide  for 
service  beyond  that  time,  with  the  pro- 
vision that  the  President  could  termi- 
nate the  position  at  an  earlier  date  pro- 
vided the  work  were  done.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  believe  the  better  plan  Is  the  one 
which  I  suggested  in  the  committee  and 
which  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Geor- 


gia ha.s  now  suggested  In  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, namely,  that  we  limit  the  term  to 
E>ecember  31.  1954;  and  then,  if  neces- 
sary, we  can  extend  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  pending  bill  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ago.  I  objected  to  the 
proposal  on  the  ground  that  the  crea- 
tion of  such  a  position  was  entirely  un- 
necessary. I  wish  to  repeat  that  ob- 
jection today,  and  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain why  in  .some  detail. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  the  State  De- 
partment pre.sently  ha.s  both  sufficient 
funds  and  ample  authority  to  do  precise- 
ly what  the  bill  proposes.  Furthermore, 
the  existing  organization  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  embodies  the  position  of 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration—a  Job  which  bears  the 
very  same  re.sponsibility  as  the  new  Un- 
der Secretary,  which  position  the  pend-, 
ing  bill  seeks  to  create. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  not  one  of  our 
Goverrunent  departments  that  does  not 
have  an  official  charged  with  overseeing 
the  administrative  organization  of  that 
department.  In  the  State  Department 
we  have  a  splendid  administrative  official 
in  the  person  of  Mr.  Humelsine.  present- 
ly Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Admin- 
istration. Whether  Mr.  Humelsine  has 
done  a  good  job  in  the  past  or  is  capable 
of  doing  a  good  job  in  the  future  is  not 
the  point.  The  point  is  that  he,  as  Dep- 
uty Under  Secretary  of  SUte,  Is  now 
charged  with  the  duty  of  assuring  proper 
administrative  efficiency  within  the  De- 
partment of  State.  Since  at  present  he 
holds  the  position  of  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Administration,  and 
as  such  is  a  member  of  the  State  De- 
partment's official  family,  I  do  not  see 
why  this  work  could  not  be  done  by  him. 
His  work,  as  I  under.<Htand.  as  Deputy  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Administra- 
tion. Is  for  administrative  purposes  only. 
That  Is  what  he  does. 

I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee which  handles  all  the  appropria- 
tions for  the  State  Department.  I  have 
had  occasion  to  question  Mr.  Humelsine 
quite  often.  I  believe  he  Is  a  capable 
man.  He  is  able  to  do  this  work,  and 
has  sufficient  authority  to  carry  It  out 

Now.  if  Mr.  Humelsine  is  not  capable 
of  doing  the  Job.  Mr.  Ehilles  has  the 
pcwer  to  select  someone  who  can  and 
will. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me' 

Mr.  ELLENDER.      I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  should  Uke  most 
respectfully  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana   that    while    as    a    result   of    the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  senior  Sen- 
ator  from   Georgia    to    the    committee 
amendment  the  maximum  period  will  be 
2  years,  unless  the  position  is  sooner  ter- 
minated   by   the   President,   the   state- 
ment was  made  yesterday  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  by  the  majority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Oliio  I  Mr.  TaftJ  that  he 
had  been  assjred  by  Mr.  Dulles  that  the 
forthcoming  vacancy  in  the  position  of 
Ambassador  at  Large  would  not  be  filled 
That  office,  presently  occupied   by  Mr* 
Jessup.  carries  a  salary  of  $25,000  I  be- 
lieve, whereas  the  salary  of  the  proposed 
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new  Under  Secretary  would  be  $17,500. 
With  the  new  administration  coming 
into  office,  and  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  Just  having  assumed  the  heavy 
responsibilities  for  the  reorganization  of 
the  State  Department.  I  hope  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Louisiana  wlU 
be  willing  to  go  along  with  the  unani- 
mous report  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  in  order  to  give  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  the  tools  he  at  least  be- 
lieves he  needs  in  order  properly  to  reor- 
ganize the  State  Department. 

It  might  well  be  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  believe  that.  In  the  organ- 
izational scheme  of  things  in  the  Depart- 
ment, a  Deputy  Under  Secretary  would 
have  sufficient  authority  or  sufficient 
standing  in  the  Department  as  a  whole, 
and  not  the  authority  or  standing  that 
an  Under  Secretary  for  Administration 
would  have. 

Under  those  circumstances,  and  with 
the  2-year  limitation  which  has  been 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
as  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  will  be  willing  to  go  along  with 
this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  California,  that  it  is  not  my  purpose 
to  in  anywise  hinder  the  operations  of 
the  State  Department.  It  Is  not  my  in- 
tention to  slow  for  one  moment  any  move 
which  might  make  that  Department 
more  efficient  and  less  costly  to  our  peo- 
ple. I  am  simply  trying  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  facts  as  I  see  them. 

And  It  seems  to  me  that  the  very 
salient  fact  to  be  considered  is  that  it 
is  poor  economy.  Indeed,  to  do  away  with 
a  125.000  Job  and  immediately  create  a 
117.500  Job,  when  that  very  same  Job 
duplicates  work  and  authority  and  salary 
already  authorized  for  the  Department. 
That  Is  false  economy.  As  I  have  said, 
I  understand  that  an  existing  State  De- 
partment official  already  has  authority 
to  do  the  very  thing  this  bill  proposes. 
The  top  officials  of  that  Department  can 
hire  or  fire,  and  the  present  Deputy  Un- 
der Secretary  for  Administration  can 
certainly  not  only  suggest  reorganization 
objectives,  but  can  recommend  that  cer- 
tain positions  and  functions  l>e  done 
away  with  entirely.  The  creation  of  this 
new  position  means  duplication  of  the 
rankest  kind.  I  say  that  because  there 
is  no  hint  that  the  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Administration  will 
be  abolished. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  As  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  Subcommit- 
tee on  Appropriations  for  the  State  De- 
partment, let  me  Inquire  whether  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  agrees  that  there 
is  a  necessity  for  an  overhaul  of  the 
£  -ate  Department,  and  that  If  we  were 
to  spend.  Instead  of  $25,000  a  year  for 
an  Ambassador  at  Large  and  $14,500  a 
year,  the  salary  which  Mr.  Humelsine 
now  receives,  the  $17,500  now  proposed, 
we  could  obtain  the  services  of  a  man 
who  could  save  many,  many  times  the 
difference  between  those  amounts.  Cer- 
tainly that  is  what  should  be  done,  and 
the  evidence  before  the  Appropriations 


Conunittee  indicates  that  a  reorganisa- 
tion of  the  State  Depcu-tment  should  be 
had. 

Mr.  ELLENDrR  Mr.  President.  I 
have  no  doubt  ot  that.  I  may  .lay  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan. However,  the  point  I  am  making 
Is  that  It  can  be  done  now.  under  exist- 
ing authority,  within  an  existing  posi- 
tion, without  creating  another  high- 
paying  Government  Job  and  the  trim- 
mings that  go  with  It. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  ?L 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  a  moment.  Mr. 
President,  there  is  sufficient  authority 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  fire  and 
hire.  The  work  of  trying  to  remove 
superfluous  employees  from  the  Govern- 
ment service,  as  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan well  knows.  Is  very  difficult.  I  care 
not  how  much  Investigating  Is  done,  we 
shall  always  be  met  with  the  statement. 
"I  do  not  think  a  cut  should  be  made 
here  nor  there ;  the  work  is  all  necessary, 
and  the  present  force  is  Just  about  suffi- 
cient to  carry  on."  What  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  have  to  do  is  start  swing- 
ing the  ax.  I  do  not  mean  the  Secretary 
should  fire  employees  indiscriminately. 
I  do  mean  that  the  framework  within 
which  a  thorough  reorganization  can  be 
accomplished  already  exists.  What  the 
Secretary  should  do.  In  my  humble  opin- 
ion, is  to  use  that  framework  without 
adding  to  it,  especially  so  when  the  ad- 
dition Is  substantial  in  cost  and  when  it 
duplicates  existing  authority.  There  can 
certainly  be  no  Justification  in  duplica- 
tion of  Jobs  to  prevent  duplication  of 
jobs. 

Mr.  PEROUS'^N.  Does  the  Senator 
not  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
have  someone  within  the  Department 
who  can  swing  the  ax  7 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Certainly,  It  must 
be  done  within  the  Department.  But  it 
is  my  opinion  that  there  is  sufficient  per- 
sonnel— sufficient  authority — in  exist- 
ence now.  For  the  life  of  me,  I  am 
unable  to  see  why  the  Office  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration 
should  be  created  in  order  to  bring  about 
economies  that  can  be  accomplished 
with  the  present  staff.  I  can  see  no  rea- 
son on  earth  why  an  additional  $17,500 
a  year  must  be  spent,  on  top  of  the 
$15,000  now  being  paid  to  Mr.  Humel- 
sine, In  order  to  accomplish  precisely 
what  Mr.  Humelsine  Is  already  empow- 
ered to  do. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  situation  complained 
of  has  existed  In  the  State  Department 
since  Mr.  Byrnes  was  Secretary  of  State, 
since  General  Marshall  was  Secretary  of 
State,  and  while  Mr.  Acheson  was  Sec- 
retary of  State.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
himself,  has  always  wanted  to  reorganize 
the  department.  In  effect,  he  never  has 
been  able  to  pay  any  personal  attention 
to  it.  because  he  is  concerned  with  world 
affairs.  He  has  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  but  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
is  also  involved  necessarily  in  questions 
of  foreign  poUcy ;  he  has  them  constantly 
on  his  desk,  and  his  attention  is  con- 
stantly devoted  to  them.  His  time  is  en- 
grossed in  global  thinking;  he  has  do 


time  for  the  details  of  administration. 
So  there  has  been  no  adequate  adminis^ 
tration  of  the  SUte  Department 

The  rurpose  of  the  pending  bill  is  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  man 
with  sufficient  standing  in  the  depart- 
ment, and  with  a  Utle  which  will  make 
him  superior  to  the  Assistant  Secretaries 
and  all  employees  of  the  Department,  so 
that  he  can  tell  them  where  to  get  off. 
It  is  contemplated  that  he  shall  devote 
his  entire  attention  to  the  organlzaiion 
of  the  £>epartment — something  which 
has  been  almost  completely  neglected  be- 
cause. In  the  State  Department,  the  men 
at  the  top.  the  Secretary  and  the  Under 
Secretary,  have  necessarily  above  every- 
thing else  been  obliged  to  devote  their 
attention  to  questions  involving  glottal 
policy,  which  are  of  greater  importance 
than  the  administrative  details  of  the 
Department.  Until  we  get  a  man  with 
the  title  of  Under  Secretary  for  Ad- 
ministration, with  authority  over  every- 
body else  In  the  Department  except 
the  Secretary  and  the  Under  Secretary, 
I  do  not  think  we  shall  obtain  the  nec- 
essary reorganization.  That  Is  our  rea- 
son for  wanting  a  man  who  will  bear 
the  title  provided  by  the  bill. 

After  all.  Mr.  Jessup  was  practically 
appointed  as  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State.  He  was  called  an  AmtMissador  at 
Large,  but  his  office  was  here  In  Washing- 
ton. Mr.  Acheson  appointed  him  be- 
cause he  wanted  an  assistant,  and  he  was 
paid  $25,000  a  year.  He  was  made  an 
Ambassador  at  Large,  because  they 
thought  they  could  not  pay  him  enough 
as  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

It  seems  to  me  perfectly  obvious  that 
there  is  sound  reason  for  having  an  Un- 
der SecreUry  of  SUte  at  a  high  level, 
with  full  power  to  reorganize  the  De- 
partment, which  everybody  in  the  coun- 
try admits  ought  to  b«  reorganized,  and 
to  reduce  its  personnel,  not  only  in  Wash- 
ington but  throughout  the  entire  world. 

Mr,  ELLENDER.  Let  me  read  to  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Ohio  por- 
tions of  the  bills  that  is  before  us.  Thla 
measure  provides  for  the  icreation  in  the 
Department  of  SUU  of  a  second  Under 
Secretary  of  SUU.  who  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  raU  of  $17,600  per 
year,  and  "shall  perform  such  duties  and 
exercise  such  administrative  powers  as 
the  SecreUry  of  SUU  may  prescribe." 
Mr.  President,  I  repeat  there  Is  already 
such  a  position  in  the  Department.  The 
man  who  fills  the  position  serves  as 
Deputy  Under  SecreUry  for  Adminis- 
tration. He  is  already  there,  and  that 
Deputy  Under  SecreUry  for  Administra- 
tion Is.  in  fact,  clothed  with  the  same 
powers  which  are  sought  to  be  atUched 
to  the  office  that  this  bill  seeks  to  creaU. 
It  is  my  opinion,  too.  Mr.  President,  that 
while  the  actual  reorganization  of  the 
Department  of  SUU  may  require  a  great 
deal  of  time.  It  Is  cerUinly  no  great  task 
to  see  that  the  Department  is  oversUffed 
in  many  fields — particularly  abroad,  due 
primarily  to  the  fact  that  much  useless 
work  is  heaped  on  our  workers  abroad  by  . 
Washington.  I  will  be  more  speciflc 
lliUr  on.  I  believe,  too,  that  whoever 
holds  the  posittt^f  Deputy  Under  Sec- 
retary for  Administration — a  positkia 
which  presently  exists — is  no*  only 
authorized    but    able    to 
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ft  complete  reorganization  of  the  Depart- 
ment. Certainly  the  facts  are  there  to 
see  for  whoever  wishes  to  look  for  them. 
During  my  recent  trip  through  South 
America,  Nfr.  President.  I  became  ac- 
quainted with  much  unnecessary  work 
that  had  to  be  done  through  orders  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league from  New  York. 

ytr.  LEHMAN.  As  many  Members  of 
the  Senate  know,  I  have  not  always  seen 
eye  to  eye  with  Mr.  Dulles,  but  he  is  now 
Secretary  of  State,  which  is  certainly 
one  of  the  most  important  positions  in 
the  entire  administration  and  I  wish  to 
support  him  whenever  I  think  he  is  in 
the  right.  My  feeling  is  that  he  should 
be  given  the  tools  for  which  he  asks,  and 
which  he  thinks  are  necessary  in  order 
to  do  the  kind  of  Job  which  we  all  want 
him  to  do.  I  protested  very  strongly  the 
placing  of  road  blocks  in  the  way  of  the 
previous  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Acheson, 
In  the  performance  of  his  duties,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  at  this  time  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  should  place 
any  road  block  in  the  way  of  the  new 
Secretary  of  State,  when  he  feels  that 
a  certain  position  is  necessary  to  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties.  Therefore  I 
shall  vote  for  this  bUl. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  merely  wanted  to 
say  that  Mr.  Humelsine's  present  title  is 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration.   If  there  ever  was  a  time 
when  we  needed  a  man  within  the  State 
Department  in  a  position  above  the  as- 
sistant secretaries  and  all  employees  so 
that  he  may  be  able  to  carry  out  plans 
for  a  proper  reorganization  of  the  De- 
partment, it  is  now.    As  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee.   I   feel 
that,  if  we  desire  to  obtain  results,  there 
should  be  placed  in  the  Department  a 
new  officer,  with  responsibility  only  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  to  do  the  work 
we  have  in  mind.    In  that  way  we  can 
anticipate  that  he  will  save  the  Govern- 
ment many,  many  thousands  of  dollars. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.    Mr.  President,  as  I 
was  about  to  indicate  awhile  ago.  on  a 
recent  trip  to  South  America  I  foimd 
that  every  embassy  had  an  administra- 
tive officer  along  with  many  others.    I 
was  told  everywhere  that  there  was  no 
position  in  the  embassy  that  could  be 
dispensed  with ;  they  were  all  necessary. 
they  were  all  important.     For  example! 
In  Venezuela  the  economic  and  commer- 
cial section  had  within  it  20  employees, 
the  political  section  numbered  7.    Those 
employees  stated  that  they  spent  half 
of  their  time  preparing  reports  to  be 
sent  to  Washington.     I  believe  that  if 
the  unnecessary  reports  were  eliminat- 
ed— if   requests   from   Washington  for 
Information  were   kept  within  reason. 
many  of  those  Jobs  could  be  eliminated. 
Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
SenaUn*  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
fttor  from  Bilnnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.    The  very  remarks  of  the 
diitlDCulahed  Senator  from  Louisiana 


convince  me  more  than  ever  that  the 
proposed  new  Under  Secretary  is  needed. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator  be 
so  good  as  to  tell  me  just  what  the  new 
Under  Secretary  is  going  to  do  that  could 
not  be  done  by  the  present  Deputy  Under 
Secretary? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  trying  to,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  permit. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  will  be  pleaded  to 
let  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota advise  me.  Let  me  repeat  my 
question.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  what 
the  new  Under  Secretary  is  going  to  do 
that  could  not  be  done  by  Mr.  Humel- 
slne,  who  has  been  in  charge  of  that 
work  for  the  past  4  or  5  years? 

Mr.  THYR  If  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit, I  would  say  that,  if  he  has  been  in 
charge  of  that  work  during  the  length 
of  time  mentioned  and  the  situation  ex- 
ists in  South  America  which  the  Sena- 
tor has  just  described.  It  should  be  ap- 
parent to  all  that  he  has  not  accom- 
plished what  he  was  supposed  to  ac- 
complish. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  I  suggest  to 
my  good  friend  let  someone  else  be 
named  by  Mr.  Dulles  who  will  do  the 
job. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  he  will  permit.  Mr. 
President,  I  would  say  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Louisiana  that  what 
is  needed  is  to  permit  Mr.  Dulles,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  to  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  world  problems  that  are 
so  pressing  and  in  such  a  chaotic  condi- 
tion, and  to  that  end  to  furnish  him 
with  an  administrative  offlcer  who  can 
undertake  to  unload  the  embassies  in 
South  America  which  have  excessive 
personnel.  That  is  going  to  be  a  man- 
sized  Job  in  itself,  I  want  to  give  Mr. 
Dulles  the  personnel  and  the  assistants 
who  will  be  able  to  reduce  the  huge  num- 
ber of  excessive  employees — a  subject  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  so 
ably  referred  and  which  he  has  described 
as  existing  in  the  countries  of  South 
America. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  give  the  Secretary 
of  State  an  administrative  assistant  who 
can  imdertake  a  study  to  determine 
whether  there  is  excessive  personnel  in 
our  embassies,  and.  if  there  is,  can  pro- 
ceed to  get  rid  of  them.  That  can  be 
accomplished  only  by  providing  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  the  necessary  person- 
nel who  can  do  the  job,  because  the  Sec- 
retary will  be  very  busy  in  the  chaotic 
situation  which  faces  the  world  today. 

I  think  my  friend  from  Louisiana  an- 
swered his  own  question  when  he  re- 
ferred to  the  excessive  personnel  in  the 
embassies  of  South  America. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  never  denied 
that  the  State  Department  was  over- 
loaded. As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have  gone 
to  considerable  effort  and  personal  ex- 
pense to  show  many  times  in  the  past 
Just  what  the  Senator  said.  The  point 
I  am  making  is  that  we  do  not  have 
to  employ  additional  persons  in  order 
to  discharge  excess  employees.  Those 
employees  were  placed  in  their  Jobs  by 
someone.  There  is  full  authority  now 
in  the  State  Department  to  have  super- 
fluous employees  discharged.  We  can 
change  the  rules  and  regulations  with 
respect  to  the  reports  which  are  required 
of  our  embassies  throughout  the  world 
and  save  probably  20  percent  of  the 


manpower  abroad.  Many  of  these  re- 
ports come  to  Washington,  and  I  doubt 
if  any  of  them  are  ever  read.  They  are 
pigeonholed,  and  wlien  a  special  report 
is  asked  for,  in  order  to  bring  out  cer- 
tain facts,  what  happens?  Does  anyone 
go  over  the  reports  previously  furnished? 
No,  Mr.  President.  Some  clerk  in  the 
Secretary  of  State's  office  or  someone 
in  the  Department  of  Commerce  or  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  sends  a 
telegram  to  Venezuela,  for  instance,  and. 
I  suppose,  signs  the  name  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  it,  and  says.  "We  want  a  special 
report  on  such  and  such  a  problem." 
The  reports  which  have  been  previously 
filed  with  the  various  departments,  such 
as  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  might 
easily  answer  the  question,  but,  in  order 
to  save  themselves  work,  these  people 
write  or  cable  the  field  for  new  reports 
when  they  themselves,  working  with  ex- 
isting data,  could  accomplish  what  is 
desired  at  a  great  reduction  in  cost. 
That  is  where  some  of  the  trouble  lies. 

We  do  not  need  to  have  an  expert  to 
spend  2  years  to  And  that  out.  It  could 
be  done  next  week. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  too  good  a  business- 
man to  say  that  we  can  get  rid  of  surplus 
personnel  next  week,  with  a  snap  of  the 
fingers,  because  the  Senator  knows  he 
would  not  eliminate  the  personnel  of 
his  committee  staff  or  of  his  office  in 
that  way. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  would  not?  The 
Senator  is  mistaken.  I  try  to  keep 
abreast  of  their  work  from  day  to  day. 

Mr.  THYE.  Secretary  Dulles  must  not 
be  asked  to  act  in  that  manner  as  Secre- 
tary of  State.  He  must  proceed  with 
the  consideration  of  world  problems.  I 
think  the  Senator  and  I  want  him  to 
be  free  to  devote  his  attention  to  a  study 
of  world  affairs,  and  see  if  he  can  bring 
order  ou^  of  the  present  chaos,  and  bring 
the  permanent  peace  for  which  all  are 
hoping  and  praying. 

There  is  no  man  in  the  Senate  for 
whom  I  have  a  greater  admiration  than 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana, because  I  have  been  fortunate 
enough  to  serve  on  two  committees  with 
him  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  for  his  kind  words. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  and  I  want 
to  reduce  the  over-all  cost  of  govern- 
ment, do  we  not? 

Mr.  ELLENDEH.     Yes. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  want  to  help  the  Sena- 
tor to  do  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  want  to  help  the 
Republican  Party  to  do  it.  The  Senator 
and  I  differ  in  this  respect,  that  I  do  not 
want  to  create  new  jobs  to  get  rid  of  old 
jobs. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  when  we 
reduce  the  number  of  old  jobs  I  want 
it  to  be  done  in  a  systematic  manner.  I 
do  not  want  to  use  a  meat-axe  and  dis- 
charge good  personnel  while  I  am  trying 
to  root  out  unnecessary  personnel.  I 
would  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  "Mr, 
Secretary,  proceed  with  the  world's  prob- 
lems which  must  be  setUed  if  peace  is  to 
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come  to  the  world,  and  we  will  give  you 
an  expert  in  the  field  of  administration, 
who  will  undertake  in  an  orderly,  sys- 
tematic, scientific  way  to  reduce  the  per- 
sonnel in  the  Department  of  State,  and 
in  our  embassies  throughout  the  world, 
so  that  there  can  be  a  reduction  in  the 
over-aH  expenditures  of  government 
which  are  far  beyond  what  the  taxpay- 
ers should  have  to  pay  for  today." 

I  would  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
"We  will  give  you  a  man  qualified  in  the 
administrative  field,  who  will  be  able 
.scientifically  to  reduce  the  personnel  of 
the  Department,  without  discharging 
good,  valuable  employees  who  are  legiti- 
mately engaged  in  carrying  out  the  af- 
fairs of  the  State  Department  and  of  the 
Government." 

I  think  the  able  and  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  would  not  even 
i;o  into  his  own  sugarcane  field  or  potato 
field  in  his  operations  in  Louisiana  and 
indiscriminately  fire  men  and  women 
without  first  looking  at  their  record  of 
achievement  and  saying.  "I  have  had 
wonderful  service  from  that  man  or  that 
family,  and  I  shall  retain  them,  but  this 
man  has  never  rendered  good  service, 
and,  therefore.  I  shall  discharge  him." 

In  that  manner.  Mr.  President,  we 
must  go  about  a  thorough  study  of  the 
personnel  of  the  State  Department  and 
reduce  the  number  without  injuring, 
destroying,  and  losing  competent  help 
by  discharging  persons  who  should  not 
be  discharged. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  says  men 
are  already  available  in  the  Department 
who  can  dispose  of  surplus  employees. 
The  bill  provides  for  giving  the  Secretary 
of  State  an  assistant  who  can  do  the 
housekeeping  work  of  the  Department, 
and  enable  Mr.  DuUes  to  devote  himself 
to  world  affairs  which  must  lie  settled, 
or  we  can  not  economize  by  saving  a 
single  dollar. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Loiiisiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
rather  glad  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  making  an  Issue  of  this  mat- 
ter, because  it  is  a  departure  from  what 
we  have  experienced  during  the  past  20 
years.  I  think  of  the  assistants  I  have 
helped,  in  one  body  or  the  other,  to  pro- 
vide for  various  Government  agencies. 
Some  of  them  had  a  great  passion  for 
anonymity,  and  some  of  them  had  no 
passion  for  anonymity;  but  whenever 
the  request  was  made.  I  rather  blithely 
helped  to  approve  it.  with  the  feeling 
that  the  request  indicated  that  they 
were  a  necessary  nuisance. 

The  Secretary  of  State  is  asking  for 
one  person 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  That  is  Just  a  be- 
ginning. I  understand  that  an  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  for  two  or  three 
Under  Secretaries  of  Agricultiu'e.  That 
proposal  is  in  the  offing  now. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  disagree  with  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Minnesota 
I  Mr.  Thyx]  as  to  the  technique  to  be 
employed.  Having  labored  for  many 
years  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. I  have  become  confirmed  in  the 
conviction  that  the  way  to  accomplish 
our  objective  is  to  use  a  meat-ax.  The 
Government  has  become  so  big  that  it  is 
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a  citadel  of  bureaucracy,  and  we  most 
bring  about  iin  excisi<m  of  personnel 
whom  we  do  not  need.  It  is  a  surgical 
operation,  and  there  has  to  be  an  ex- 
cision, I  think,  of  persons  who  are  not 
necessary.  I  hope  the  process  will  not 
take  too  long,  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  Senator  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  should  begrudge  us  a  single  indi- 
vidual who  is  to  be  appointed  to  perform 
a  very  special  surgical  operation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  begrudge 
the  Senator  or  the  new  administration 
anything.  I  am  trying  to  help  the  Re- 
publicans carry  out  their  platform  pledge 
with  reference  to  economy.  That  is  one 
of  the  main  planks  upon  which  General 
Eisenhower  rode  to  victory. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  friend  has  a  whole 
sheet  with  reference  to  unnecessary  re- 
ports. He  wants  to  dispense  with  some 
of  the  employees.  We  need  a  great  dis- 
penser to  do  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  have  Just  point- 
ed out,  we  have,  first,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  then  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
then  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Ad- 
ministration. It  should  not  take  too  long 
to  determine  that  many  reports  which 
must  deluge  the  various  agencies  every 
day  are  unnecessary  and  should  be  cur- 
tailed. The  moment  the  reports  are  cur- 
tailed we  can  eliminate  some  of  the  i)er- 
sonnel  who  prepare  these  reports. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  bet  my  friend 
the  best  hat  he  can  buy  in  New  Orleans 
that  it  will  not  take  very  long  to  get  this 
Job  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  hope  not.  I  am 
for  It 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Just  give  us  one  man. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
have  Just  Indicated,  in  Venezuela,  the  po- 
litical section  has  seven  employees.  In 
every  embassy  I  visited  I  was  told  that  a 
substantial  number  of  employees  could 
be  eliminated  if  only  it  were  not  neces- 
sary to  prepare  a  great  number  of  re- 
ports now  called  for  by  the  various  agen- 
cies here  in  Washington. 

There  is  another  consideration.  In 
each  embassy  there  are  Army  attach^. 
Navy  attaches,  and  Air  attaches.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Secretary  of  State 
could  do  with  reference  to  that  situation, 
but  to  have  air  attach^,  naval  attaches, 
and  military  attach^  in  almost  every 
country  of  South  America  seems  to  me  to 
be  utterly  useless.  To  my  way  of  think- 
ing considerable  money  is  being  wasted 
in  this  field  alone. 

In  one  country  in  South  America  I 
found  the  Army  had  seven  persons  as- 
signed Just  to  maintain  liaison  with  mili- 
tary developments.  It  was  necessary  to 
have  four  automobiles,  paid  for  out  of  the 
Federal  Treasury.  In  most  of  the  South 
American  embassies  there  was  one  per- 
son employed  to  disburse  funds  and 
maintain  records  for  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  attaches,  but  the  naval  attache  had 
to  have  his  own  personnel  man  for  this 
purpose.  And  this  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  unification  of  the  armed 
services.  It  Ls  certainly  not  necessary  to 
have  an  expert  naval  attach^  in  a  coun- 
try that  has  no  navy.  Let  us  do  away 
with  such  positions  now.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  have  an  Under  Secretary  to  de- 
termine whether  such  a  person  is  needed. 
In  my  humble  opinioo,  naval  attaches  in 


one  country  eould  do  the  work  of  naval 
intelUgence  In  adjacent  countries.  Or. 
as  an  alternative,  why  could  not  one  at- 
tach^, either  Army.  Air  Force,  or  Navy. 
do  the  work  tn  each  country  for  all  three 
services?  I  found  in  two  South  Ameri- 
can countries  that  an  Army  attach^  is 
satisfactorily  handling  the  reporting 
needs  of  all  services.  Why  cannot  this  be 
done  in  the  other  countries?  Why  have 
all  these  officers  on  the  payroll — and 
have  each  supplied  with  automobiles  and 
clerical  help — one  of  their  functions 
being  to  go  to  parties,  where  they  say 
they  obtain  most  of  their  information. 
That  situation  Ls  one  that  I  believe  can 
be  corrected  without  the  necessity  of 
employing  an  expert. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  agree  thoroughly 
with  the  Senator.  The  attaches  look 
very  nice  In  their  uniforms.  But  I 
found  attaches  in  15  or  16  countries  of 
South  America,  and  I  think  a  good  many 
of  them  could  be  dispensed  with.  I 
wish  the  Senator  would  go  along  aith  us 
so  that  we  could  have  a  chief  dispenser 
who  would  do  the  Job. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  take 
issue  with  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh,  no;  not  on  the 
question  of  the  Job  to  be  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand;  but 
does  not  the  Secretary  of  State  now  have 
power  to  select  someone  to  do  this  work? 
I  should  like  to  see  the  law.  If  there  be 
any,  which  provides  that  he  does  not 
have  such  power.  He  now  has  the  power 
to  direct  all  who  are  under  him,  par- 
ticularly the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
Administration  he  now  hsis,  to  perform 
duties  within  the  functions  that  position 
carries. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  if  Mr.  Humelslne 
has  rendered  poor  service  in  the  past — 
and  I  certainly  do  not  intimate  that  such 
is  the  case — someone  else  could  be  found 
who  would  do  better,  and  could  do  it 
with  the  staff  the  position  now  possesses 
and  with  the  money  that  is  now  avail- 
able. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator, becatise  it  seems  to  me  we  ought 
to  take  over  Mr.  Himielslne's  Job.  when 
the  proper  time  comes,  and  substitute 
a  chief  dispenser,  so  that  we  will  be  siire 
that,  from  a  fresh  viewpoint  and  with 
fresh  personnel,  the  work  will  be  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  Venezuela,  the 
office  of  military  attach^  employs  4  per- 
sons; the  naval  attach^.  5;  and  the  air 
attach^.  6.  making  a  total  of  15  who 
represent  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
in  Venezuela.  I  dare  say  that  a  naval 
attach^  could  do  the  work  of  the  other 
attach^,  and  that  probably  with  a  third 
the  number  of  persons  now  employed 
what  is  necessary  could  be  done. 

Let  us  now  consider  BrazlL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Before  getting  to 
Brazil,  will  the  Senator  from  Tiouislana 
yield  for  one  observation? 

Mr.  EULENDER.    In  a  moment 

The  economic  secttoi  in  Brazil  em- 
ploys 33  perscms.  These  people  apcsid 
their  time  in  preparing  and  sending  re- 
ports to  ttke  Department  of  Ooounerce. 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  aiid  tt>e 
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Department  of  State,  and  other  agen- 
cies. I  do  not  suppose  that  many  of  the 
reports  ever  see  the  light  of  day.  Not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  such  reports 
are  made  weekly  or  monthly,  whenever 
a  special  report  is  called  for  Iqr  any  of 
the  departments,  instead  of  the  depart- 
ment concerned  going  through  the  re- 
ports which  have  been  received  and  then 
compiling  additional  reports  from  those 
already  in  their  flies,  requests  are  sent 
out  into  the  field  to  prepare  additional 
reports.  That  means  a  duplication  of 
work — a  duplication  which  would  be  un- 
necessary should  departments  utilize  the 
reports  already  in  their  hands.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  employ  an  expert  to 
understand  that. 

Mr.   DIRKSEN.    Mr.  President,   will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  tenure  of  Mr.  Humelsine  is  in  the 
State  Department  at  the  present  time, 
but  certainly  it  is  a  fair  assumption  that 
over  a  period  of  20  years  devotees  of  the 
Pair  Deal,  disciples  of  the  New  Deal, 
and  an  occasional  Democrat  have  got 
into  the  Department  of  State.  We  want 
to  smuggle  in  one  Republican,  in  order 
to  see  if  we  can  do  the  Job  that  needs 
to  be  done. 

Mr.   ELLENDER.     My   guess   Is   that 

there  are  more  Republicans  in  the  State 

Department  tban  there  are  Democrats. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  doubt   that  very 

much. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  think  the 
civil  service  discriminates  in  its  appoint- 
ments, as  the  Senator  may  agree. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct.  How- 
ever, the  new,  fresh  viewpoint  has  to  be 
expressed  in  the  Department  of  State. 
That  is  the  reason  for  proposing  the 
creation  of  the  new  position. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  the  new  admin- 
istration is  making  a  cliange-over  from 
the  top  on  down  to  the  lower  echelons: 
that  is,  I  understand  it  is  proposed  that 
various  officials — high  and  low.  so  to 
speak,  will  be  replaced.  Of  course,  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  been  replaced, 
and  I  presimie  that  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Policy,  and  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration 
will  be  changed,  too.  It  is  In  that  field 
that  the  new  administration  will  need 
the  "new  thought"  about  which  the  Sen- 
ator has  spoken. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  will  take  quite  a 
while  to  get  through  the  political 
trenches  that  have  been  established  dur- 
ing the  period  of  20  years. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  glad  that  it  Is 
proposed  to  change  the  tenure  of  the 
proposed  nevr  Under  Secretary  to  2  years. 
instead  of  4  years,  in  the  effort  to  dig 
down  and  locate  those  trenches. 

It  Is  not  my  intention  further  to  bur- 
den the  Record  with  statistics  of  the 
number  of  employees  in  our  embassie.s 
In  various  countries  throughout  South 
America.  It  is  my  purpose  in  due  time 
to  make  a  report  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  of  my  findings  on  my  re- 
cent trip  through  that  area,  but  before 
Srleldlng  the  floor,  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  the  little  country  of  Uruguay.  One 
can  almost  Jump  across  it.  In  our  Em- 
baaay  In  Uruguay  10  persons  are  em- 
ployed In  the  economic  section,  and  9 


in  the  political  section.  There  are  11 
attach^,  of  whom  3  are  in  the  Army. 
3  in  the  Navy,  and  5  in  the  Air  Force. 
Many  of  them  could  be  dispensed  with. 
It  should  not  require  an  expert  to  come 
to  that  conclusion. 

In  Argentina  the  economic  section  has 
21  employees,  the  political  section  9,  and 
miUtary  attaches  28.  the  Navy  having  7, 
the  Air  Force  14,  and  the  Army  7. 

As  I  have  said  previously.  I  do  not  wish 
to  do  anything  that  would  hamper  the 
Republicans  in  attaining  the  goal  of 
economy,  about  which  they  have  been 
preaching  so  long.  My  desire  is  to  help 
them.  But  we  have  here  an  instance  in 
which  the  party  in  power  could  save  not 
only  $25,000  by  aboUshing  the  position 
formerly  held  by  Mr.  Jessup — the  posi- 
tion of  Ambassador  at  Large — but  also 
the  $17,500  position  which  it  is  proposed 
to  create  could  be  eliminated  and  that 
amount  saved,  too. 

Aside  from  the  $17,500  position,  I  pre- 
sume there  will  be  a  large  number  of 
staff  officers  and  clerical  assistants  re- 
quired to  help  the  new  Under  Secretary, 
and  I  presume  that  the  operation  of 
such  an  office  will  entail  a  large  expend- 
iture of  money. 

I  believe  it  comes  with  singular  bad 
grace  for  the  Republican  Party  to  come 
before  the  Senate  preaching  economy 
but  creating  more  jobs,  in  order  to  do 
away  with  a  few  jobs.  It  does  not  add 
up.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  a  vote  on  the  amendment' 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin? 
Mr.  WILEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  the  committee 
hold  any  hearing  at  all  on  the  question 
of  determining  whether  the  EVepartment 
could  accomplish  what  is  here  sought 
without  the  creation  of  a  new  position'' 
Mr.  WILEY.  We  did  not  hold  any  fur- 
ther hearings  than  those  which  have  al- 
ready been  spoken  of  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  committee  did 
not  have  any  hearing  at  all.  did  it? 

Mr.  WILEY.  That  depends  on  what 
the  Senator  calls  a  hearing.  We  heard 
read  the  letter  from  the  Department, 
and  we  discussed  it  fully.  We  had  the 
judgment  of  men  like  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  QcorgxI,  who  said  today 
that  he  certainly  felt  the  Department  of 
State  needed  an  overhauling,  or  words 
to  that  effect.  That  is  the  sum  and  sub- 
stance of  what  took  place. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  all  the  com- 
mittee had  before  it  was  the  request  of 
Mr.  Dulles,  asking  that  the  position  be 
created,  and  then  the  opinions  and  the 
votes  of  Senators  who  voted  to  report 
the  bill. 

Mr.  WILEY.  That  Is  the  sum  and 
substance  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  George]  to 
the  committee  amendment  on  page  1, 
line  6.  to  strike  out  "1956"  and  insert 
"1954." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee  I  wish  to  thank 


Senators  who  have  participated  in  this 
debate  and  have  covered  most  of  the 
ground  which  I  Intended  to  cover.  I 
thank  them  for  taking  that  load  off  my 
shoulders. 

On  the  other  hand.  I  must  say  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana.  I  believe  that  if 
there  ever  was  a  case  which  was  made 
by  an  opponent,  it  is  this  case.  I  think 
he  has  clearly  demonstrated  that  there 
is  need  for  a  job  to  be  done.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  has  clearly  demon- 
strated that  the  job  has  not  been  done  in 
the  past  20  years  by  those  in  power. 
Moreover,  when  we  take  the  statement 
of  the  distinguished  statesman  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George  1,  who  made  such 
an  eloquent  presentation  of  the  need 
for  this  particular  job,  very  little  more 
need  be  said  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  President,  members  of  the  Senate 
will  recall  that  when  I  reported  Senate 
bill  243  for  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  last  Thursday.  I  announced 
that  I  would  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time. 

The  bill  is  an  amendment  to  Public 
Law  73.  Eighty-first  Congress,  first  ses- 
sion, and  provides  for  the  creation  of  a 
new  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration. The  committee  voted 
unanimously  to  report  the  measure  for 
favorable  action  by  the  Senate. 

As  has  been  said  by  other  Senators,  a 
request  has  been  made  for  a  new  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  For  what  purpose? 
In  order  that  efficiency  may  be  brought 
about  in  the  Department  of  State,  in  or- 
that  expense  may  be  saved,  in  order  that 
excess  material,  human  and  otherwise, 
may  be  disposed  of  so  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  benefit. 

I  need  not  remind  my  colleagues  of  the 
criticism  to  which  the  Department  of 
State  has  been  recently  subjected.  But 
I  take  the  judgment  of  a  distinguished 
Democrat,  whose  statement  was  made  on 
the  floor  today,  to  the  effect  that  there 
i.s  an  imperative  need  for  this  Job  to 
be  done.  When  we  realize  that  it  has 
not  been  done,  there  seems  to  be  but 
one  answer,  and  that  is  to  do  what  the 
Secretary  asks  should  be  done. 

In  part,  the  criticism  of  the  State 
Department  has  questioned  the  need  for 
the  expansion  of  the  Department  in 
terms  of  personnel  and  has  also  been  di- 
rected in  part  against  the  multiplying 
activities  of  the  Department.  >The 
Hoover  Commission  made  recommenda- 
tions for  a  reorganization  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  most  of  these  were  voted  by 
the  Congress.  Nevertheless  the  prob- 
lems of  the  Department  were  not  solved, 
and  administrative  matters  still  continue 
to  require  attention. 

It  is  not  my  purpose  here  to  assess  the 
degree  to  which  these  criticisms  may  be 
justified.  I  would,  however,  hke  to 
point  out  that  over  the  past  few  years 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  found  it  neces- 
sary to  spend  roughly  one-half  of  his 
time  away  from  Washington  at  inter- 
national conferences  and  that  as  a  re- 
sult, the  Under  Secretary  of  State  has 
been  functioning  in  the  capacity  of  an 
Acting  Secretary  of  State.  The  many 
pressures  upon  both  officers  have  made 
it  necessary  at  times  for  them  to  give 
less  than  full  attention  to  administra- 
tive matters   because   of  more  critical 
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and  urgent  business  before  them.  The 
administrative  problems  have  multiplied 
until  they  have  assumed  substantial  pro- 
portions and  now  require  careful  at- 
tention. 

It  is  the  aim  of  S.  243.  whicTi  I  Intro- 
duced at  the  request  of  Secretary  Dulles. 
to  create  a  temporary  office  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration  on 
a  top  level.  It  is  the  hope  of  the  com- 
mittee that  It  will  be  possible  to  attract 
a  top-flight  executive  to  this  post  and 
that  he  will  make  a  thorough  review  of 
the  operations  and  administration  of  the 
State  Department  and  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice of  the  United  States.  It  is  also  the 
hope  of  the  committee  that  the  new 
Under  Secretary  will  initiate  changes 
that  will  improve  the  administration  of 
the  Department,  and  promote  its  effi- 
ciency, and  that  the  changes  he  initiates 
will  result  in  a  simpliflcation  of  opera- 
tions and  the  streamlining  of  both  the 
orfzanization  and  the  procedures  of  the 
Department  and  the  Foreign  Service. 

The  responsibility  of  this  new  officer 
will  cover  the  whole  scope  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Department. 

Let  us  look  at  the  chart  of  organiza- 
tion, which  shows  that  under  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  there  are  the  following: 
Assistant  Secretary  for  United  Nations 
Affairs;  Assistant  Secretary  for  Eco- 
nomic Affairs;  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Congressional  Relations;  SF>ecial  Assist- 
ant on  InteUigence  Research;  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  Affairs;  certain 
legal  advisers;  then  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Administration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WILEY.  Just  a  moment.  The 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Administra- 
tion is  the  gentleman  who  was  men- 
tioned by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
LouLsiana.  His  functions  are  limited. 
They  embrace  the  Office  of  Controls,  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Service,  the  Office  of 
Budget  and  Planning,  and  the  Office  of 
Departmental  Administration.  On  the 
other  hand,  when  we  consider  the  other 
assistant  secretaries,  we  find  that  their 
functions  are  at  least  four  or  five  times 
as  great  as  would  be  the  functions  of  the 
proposed  new  Under  Secretary. 

Mr.  President,  the  Issue  Is  very  plain. 
Secretary  Dulles,  a  man  of  great  ex- 
perience not  only  in  legal  and  btisiness 
affairs,  but  in  the  service  of  this  great 
Nation  throughout  the  years,  in  this  very 
Department,  now  says  to  the  Congress, 
"I  wish  to  do  a  job  of  streamlining.  I 
wish  to  save  overhead.  I  wish  to  get  rid 
of  useless  material,  so  I  ask  you  to  give 
me  an  opportunity  to  appoint  a  man  who 
can  do  the  Job.  I  cannot  do  it  myself 
because  my  function  is  to  deal  with  pol- 
icy matters.  There  is  one  Job  that  I 
should  like  to  do  away  with,  a  $25,000 
Job,  which  might  be  continued  for  years. 
I  wish  to  do  away  with  it  entirely.  Give 
me  an  opportunity  to  appoint  a  man  to  a 
$17,500  job,  a  man  who  has  not  been  so 
close  to  the  trees  that  he  cannot  see  the 
forest,  or  so  close  to  the  forest  that  he 
cannot  see  the  trees.  Give  me  an  op- 
portunity to  appoint  a  man  who  has  had 
experience  in  reorganization  matters." 

When  Mr.  Dulles  makes  the  request  on 
such  a  basis,  I  say  that  there  Is  ample 
Justification  for  his  request. 

As  I  have  said,  it  is  the  hope  of  the 
committee  that  it  will  be  possible  to  ap- 


point a  top-flight  man  to  this  post.  The 
responsibiUty  of  this  new  officer  will 
cover  the  whole  scope  of  the  operations 
of  the  department.  Some  of  the  specific 
major  problems  with  which  he  will  be 
concerned  may  be  mentioned  by  way  of 
illustration.  It  is  expected  that  he  will 
develop  sound  and  efficient  personnel 
poUcies,  and  that  he  will  assiune  respon- 
sibUity  for  the  loyalty  review  procedures 
of  the  department  in  order  to  restore 
public  confidence  in  the  department. 

There  Is  much  that  some  of  us  could 
tell  on  that  subject,  but  for  the  present, 
at  least,  our  Ups  are  sealed.  However, 
one  of  the  needs  is  to  have  a  man  from 
outside  assume  responsibility  for  the 
loyalty  review  procedures  of  the  depart- 
ment in  order  to  restore  public  confi- 
dence in  the  department. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  wish 
to  expand  his  statement  as  to  why  his 
Ups  are  sealed? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Not  at  this  time.  I  have 
seen  the  Senator  from  Oregon  in  the 
same  situation  several  times. 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  do  not  know  when. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  saw  the  Senator  last 
night  on  the  fioor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  did  not  see 
me  with  my  lips  sealed. 

Mr.  WILEY,  Oh.  yes;  they  were 
closed. 

This  new  officer  will  review  the  budget 
to  see  that  it  is  adequate  but  not  exces- 
sive in  order  to  achieve  the  objectives 
of  the  new  administration;  and  that  he 
will  make  a  careful  study  of  the  admin- 
istration of  specific  operating  programs 
such  as  the  consular  service,  and  the 
Technical  Cooperation  Administration. 

The  Department  of  State  has  informed 
the  committee  that  thece  objectives  can 
be  attained  in  a  period  of  18  months  or 
2  years.  In  this  connection  may  I  call 
attention  to  two  amendments  which  the 
committee  recommends  in  the  bill.  The 
first  of  these  aims  at  removing  any  pos- 
sible doubt  on  the  score  that  the  new  of- 
fice is  temporary.  This  is  accomplished 
by  adding  the  following  words  before 
"There"  on  page  1,  line  6,  'Until  Decem- 
ber 31,  1956,  unless  the  office  shall  be 
abolished  sooner  by  the  President." 

The  amendment  adopted  today 
changes  the  period  from  4  years  to  2 
years. 

The  second  amendment  recommends 
striking  out  the  word  "administrative" 
on  page  2.  line  1.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the 
committee  that  the  duties  of  the  new 
Under  Secretary  on  occasion  may  require 
him  to  perform  nonadmlnistrative  func- 
tions. The  retention  of  the  word  "ad- 
ministrative" in  line  1  might  operate  to 
prevent  the  new  Under  Secretary  from 
rendering  the  greatest  possible  service. 
The  ccmimittee  believes  it  wise  to  remove 
any  such  obstacle  at  the  outset. 

In  closing  I  may  say  that  the  bill  Is  In 
full  accord  with  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion's recommendations  and  Is  consist- 
ent with  sound  managerial  practices. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  stood  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  the  other  day  I  called 
attention  to  what  big  business  does  in 
similar  situations.  I  believe  the  analogy 
is  an  appropriate  one  and  a  good  one. 
When  a  big  business  corporation  or  a  big 


Institutior  finds  that  things  are  not 
going  as  tliey  should,  or  when  profits  are 
not  what  they  should  be,  or  perhaps 
when  the  budget  will  not  take  care  of 
overhead,  or  when  in  general  things  are 
not  going  too  well,  what  does  such  a 
corporation  or  institution  do?  Does  it 
pick  a  man  from  its  own  office?  Does  it 
pick  a  man  from  the  business  which  has 
been  manufacturing  the  same  or  similar 
article?  No.  It  picks  a  man  from  the 
outside.  It  picks  a  man  who  has  no 
blinders  on  his  eyes  and  thus  is  able  to 
see  the  true  facts. 

That  is  what  is  needed  In  this  situa- 
tion. In  business  such  a  man  is  called 
an  efficiency  expert,  and  he  is  employed 
to  bring  the  business  out  of  the  red  and 
into  the  black.  That  is  what  the  Repub- 
lican Party  is  trying  to  do  in  this  in- 
stance. It  is  trying  to  take  government 
out  of  the  red  and  put  it  into  the  black. 
It  is  an  attempt  to  eliminate  useless  jobs 
in  government  and  to  dismiss  excess 
personnel  in  goverrunent.  In  other  words 
it  is  an  endeavor  to  put  efficiency  into 
the  Goverrmient.  That  is  the  Job  which 
is  intended  to  be  done. 

Both  the  President  and  Secretary  of 
State  have  recommended  the  creation  of 
this  office  and  the  committee  believes 
their  efforts  to  strengthen  the  Deixart- 
ment  should  be  supported.  American 
foreign  relations  are  steadily  increasing 
in  complexity.  Their  administration 
and  operation  present  a  constant  chal- 
lenge to  the  best  minds  in  this  country. 
It  is  the  otunion  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  that  as  far  as  it  is  possible  for 
the  Congress  to  do  so,  it  should  help  the 
President  and  the  new  Secretary  of  State 
to  secure  cooperation  of  those  minds  in 
bringing  about  greater  efficiency  in  the 
conduct  of  our  foreign  affairs. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
there  should  be  no  question  as  to  what 
the  Senate  should  do,  and  I  ask  for 
prompt  action  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  add  to  the  discussion  of 
the  pending  bill  what  was  to  me  a  very 
interesting  personal  ez[)erience.  I  was 
asked  approximately  a  year  ago  to  ad- 
dress a  kind  of  a  study  club  on  State 
Department  propaganda.  I  went  over  to 
the  State  Department  building  on  Vir- 
ginia Avenue  and  walked  into  a  room 
which  was  considerably  larger  than  half 
the  size  of  the  Senate  Chamber.  The 
room  was  full  of  men  and  women,  all  of 
them  intelligent  looking,  and  all  very 
keen  and  very  eager. 

I  inquired  of  the  official  in  charge  of 
the  meeting  as  to  who  these  p>eople 
were.  He  said,  "These  are  the  people 
who  are  concerned  with  the  various 
branches  of  administration — the  CIA, 
the  Army  intelligence,  naval  InteUi- 
gence, and  various  branches  of  the  State 
Department  concerned  with  the  pres- 
entation of  our  point  of  view  to  the  rest 
of  the  world. 

"Here,"  he  said,  "is  a  diagram  which 
shows  the  organization." 

I  looked  at  the  diagram  and  saw  a 
great  number  of  interdepartmental  com- 
mittees, interbureau  c(»nmittees,  and  in- 
terbureau-lnterbureau  committees,  with 
crisscross  Unes  going  aU  over  the  big 
chart. 
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I  was  sitting  beside  Mr.  Wilson  Comp- 
ton,  who  I  suppose  had  the  primary  re- 
sponsibility for  that  sort  of  thing.  I 
hunted  all  over  that  chart  in  an  effort  to 
find  where  he  appeared  on  it,  but  I  could 
not  see  his  name  on  the  chart.  I  said  to 
him,  "Mr.  Compton,  where  are  you  on 
this  chart?" 

"Oh."  he  said.  "I  am  outside  of  that. 
I  am  not  on  this  chart.  I  am  over  here, 
and  my  organization  is  not  represented." 

I  left  the  meeting  with  a  strong  con- 
viction that  our  program  of  presenting 
our  case  and  helping  our  case  psycho- 
logically before  the  world  was  in  status 
quo.  which,  as  Senators  know,  the  col- 
ored man  thought  meant  "the  mess  we 
are  in." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  2, 
line  3,  to  strike  out  the  word  "adminis- 
trative." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  amend 
Public  Law  73.  Eighty-flrst  Congress, 
first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide 
for  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  (for 
Administration) . 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  the  nomi- 
nation of  Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan, 
to  be  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARUBON.  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service: 
•  John  C.  Allen,  of  Illinois,  to  be  an  Assist- 
ant Postmaster  Oeneral:    and 

Charles  R.  Hook,  Jr..  of  Ohio,  to  be  Deputy 
Poatmaster   General. 

By  Mr.  AIKKN.  from  the  Committee  on 
Agrlcultiire   and   Forestry: 

J.  Karl  Coke,  of  California,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture;  and 

True  D.  Morae.  of  Missouri,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  are 
no  further  reports  of  committees  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


1 
DmECTOR  FOR  MUTUAL  SECURITY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Harold  E.  Stassen.  of  Pennsylvania, 
to  be  Director  of  Mutual  Security. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  before  I 
discuss  the  nomination,  I  wish  to  make 
a  brief  personal  comment  on  another 
matter.  Last  night  my  telephone  at 
home  rang  for  several  hours  because 
some  of  our  radio  commentators  had 
spread  across  the  airways  of  the  coun- 
try some  remarkable  announcements 
concerning  a  physical  ailment  which  I 
suffered  yesterday.  In  fact,  one  of  my 
friends  of  the  working  press  on  one  of 
the  Oregon  newspapers  telephoned  to 
me  and  said,  "Wayne,  the  boys  have  al- 
ready ordered  the  liquid  refreshments 
for  your  political  wake."  The  news 
seemed  to  be  that  I  had  suffered  a  very 
serious  Jieart  attack.  Of  course,  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  are  well  aware 
of  the  effects  of  false  rumors  on  political 
fences.  So  I  am  sure  they  will  permit 
me  to  answer  the  rumor  today — I  have 
a  very  good  heart  physically — although, 
in  the  opinion  of  some,  not  sentimentally 
or  politically.  All  that  happened  yester- 
day was  that  I  spoke  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  following  a  scraping  of  my  jaw- 
bone, at  the  Bethesda  Hospital  yester- 
day morning,  for  a  slight  infection.  The 
doctor  had  supplied  me  with  some  rather 
heavy  loads  of  codeine  pills,  which  I  took 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  during 
the  speech  in  order  to  relieve  the  pain. 
Apparently  I  thought  I  was  a  better  doc- 
tor than  the  doctor  himself,  because  I 
did  not  quite  follow  literally  his  instruc- 
tions, but  took  more  codeine  than  I 
should  have.  So  about  an  hour  and  one- 
half  later,  after  I  finished  my  speech — 
Pulton  Lewis  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing— I  had  what  is  known  as  a 
codeine  blackout,  out  in  the  lounge.  I 
did  not  collapse  in  walking  from  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  following  my  speech.  I 
fainted  about  an  hour  and  a  half  later 
while  in  the  Senate  lounge  after  the 
codeine  pills  started  to  take  effect. 

I  wish  to  say  to  my  friends  that  I  ap- 
preciate very  much  the  courtesies  they 
extended  to  me.  I  wish  also  to  thank  the 
Vice  President  for  the  courtesy  he  ex- 
tended to  me  out  in  the  lounge. 

To  my  political  opposition  I  wish  to 
say,  "Boys,  you  are  going  to  have  to 
wait  for  the  wake,  because  the  time  has 
not  arrived." 

Now.  Mr.  President,  I  proceed  to  dis- 
cuss the  Stassen  nomination.  The  other 
day  I  asked  to  have  it  go  over,  as  will  be 
my  common  practice  in  asking  that  all 
nominations  go  over  until  we  have  had 
an  opportunity  to  look  at  the  record  of 
the  hearings  conducted  on  each  nominee. 
That  is  not  a  new  position  for  me  to 
take.  If  anyone  will  check  my  record 
over  the  past  8  years,  I  believe  it  will  be 
found  that  no  other  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate has  objected  to  more  unanimous- 
consent  requests  for  immediate  action  on 
matters  before  the  Senate  than  I  have. 
I  simply  hold  to  the  view  that  it  is  a  very 
good  parliamentary  practice  to  take  at 
least  enough  time  so  that  we  can  stop, 
look,  and  listen  to  proposals  for  imme- 
diate action  in  the  Senate.    That  has 
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been  my  attitude,  and  will  continue  to 
be  my  attitude  so  far  as  unanimous- 
consent  requests  are  concerned,  always 
reserving  the  right,  when  there  are  spe- 
cial circumstances  which  I  believe  jus- 
tify immediate  action,  to  waive  the  ob- 
jection, as  I  did  the  other  day  in  the 
case  of  the  Lodge  nomination.  As  I  said 
then,  every  Member  of  the  Senate  was 
fully  aware  of  Senator  Lodge's  record  in 
connection  with  the  United  Nations.  We 
had  worked  with  him  as  his  colleagues  in 
the  Senate.  F\n-thermore.  of  course. 
there  is  the  old,  traditional  courtesy  of 
the  Senate,  namely,  that  in  the  absence 
of  good  cause  for  objection,  as  a  matter 
of  courtesy  we  let  the  nomination  of  an 
ex-Senator  go  through.  However,  as  I 
said  the  other  day,  I  would  even  object 
in  such  a  case  if  I  thought  there  was 
really  a  need  to  look  into  the  record  of 
the  nominee.  On  the  other  hand.  I  felt 
no  such  need  in  the  case  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Senator  Lodge. 

I  did  believe  theie  was  such  a  need  In 
the  case  of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stas- 
sen— and  for  reasons  which  I  now  shall 
enunciate. 

A  few  days  ago  I  made  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  a  speech  in  which  I  re- 
capitulated the  criteria  which  In  my 
judgment  the  Senate  historically  has  al- 
ways applied  in  passing  on  the  nomina- 
tions of  Cabinet  members.  I  presented 
that  study  for  the  first  time  on  May  7. 
1945,  and  summarized  it  again  the  other 
day.  I  mention  it  now  by  saying  that 
the  criteria  applied  by  the  Senate  in  pass- 
ing upon  Cabinet  nominations  have  al- 
ways been,  I  believe: 

First,  the  criterion  of  character  and 
mental  soundness. 

Second,  the  criterion  of  loyalty  to  our 
form  of  government. 

Third,  the  criterion  of  a  lack  of  self- 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  job, 
which  would  accrue  out  of  selfish  mo- 
tivations to  the  nominee,  should  his 
nomination  be  confirmed.  It  was  this 
criterion  which  served  as  the  basis  for 
my  objection  yesterday  to  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Wilson.  I  voted  against  that 
nomination  because  I  think  he  still  has 
both  a  direct  and  indirect  interest  in 
General  Motors. 

Last  of  all,  the  criterion  of  competency 
to  carry  out  the  policies  of  the  President. 
I  made  the  point  that,  after  all.  the 
advice  and  consent  clause  of  the  Consti- 
tution, as  it  relates  to  Senate  action  on 
Cabinet  nominations,  happens  to  be 
words  of  limitation  in  relationship  to 
the  appointing  power  in  the  same  section 
of  the  Constitution.  In  other  words,  the 
Constitution  gives  the  President  the 
power  to  appoint,  and  gives  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  the  duty  to  give 
the  President  its  advice  and  consent. 
However,  as  I  have  said,  in  my  judgment, 
at  least,  that  does  not  place  upon  the 
Senate  the  right  to  take  the  position 
that  It  should  not  confirm  a  nomination 
unless  the  nominee  is  the  person  whom 
the  individual  Senators  would  appoint 
if  they  had  the  power  to  appoint.  I  take 
that  position  for  the  reason  that  if  we 
ever  accepted  such  a  principle  as  a  cri- 
terion in  regard  to  nominations,  it  seems 
to  me  that  it  would  be  rather  difficult 
for  any  President  to  make  Cabinet  selec- 
tions which  would  not  result  in  at  least 
a  great  division  of  opinion  in  the  Senate 
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on  the  question  of  whether  those  par- 
ticular persons  should  be  apix)inted. 

In  the  case  of  Mr.  Stassen,  after  hav- 
ing examined  the  testimony  taken  at 
the  hearing,  I  am  satisfied  that  there 
would  be  no  ground  for  objecting  to  his 
nomination  on  the  basis  of  any  of  the 
criteria  I  have  mentioned.  Bo  I  do  not 
intend  to  object  to  his  nomination  or  to 
vote  against  it. 

Certainly,  if  I  were  In  the  position  of 
the  app>ointing  authority.  I  would  not 
appoint  Mr.  Stassen  for  this  position. 
However,  my  personal  lack  of  confidence 
in  his  ability  should  in  no  way  cause 
me  to  vote  against  his  nomination  if 
the  President  has  confidence  in  his  abil- 
ity. It  seems  to  me  that  I  have  no  right 
to  vote  against  the  nomination  because 
of  the  fact  that  I  believe  Mr.  Stassen 
engages  in  a  great  deal  of  fuzzy  and 
confused  thinking  on  subjects  of  great 
public  import. 

The  other  day  I  raised  a  question  con- 
cerning Mr.  Stassen's  attitude  in  respect 
to  the  use  of  Mutual  Security  aid  as  a 
means  or  device  for  interfering  with 
or  influencing  the  internal  operations  of 
Allied  Governments.  I  said  I  should  like 
to  take  time  to  look  at  the  record. 

That  was  on  Friday.  The  record  of 
the  committee  hearings  had  not  even 
been  sent  to  the  Government  Printing 
Office  on  Friday  at  the  time  the  nomina- 
tion was  t)efore  the  Senate.  When  the 
se.ssion  was  over — in  fact,  at  4:15.  to  be 
exact — I  called  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  officially  requested  that 
a  copy  of  the  transcript  be  sent  to  my 
office.  Within  an  hour  the  official  copy 
of  the  committee  transcript,  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  was  sent^--confldentlal 
then:  no  longer  confidential — and  I 
.studied  that  transcript  over  the  week 
end. 

In  regard  to  the  discussion  as  to 
Mr.  Stassen's  philosophy  in  respect  to 
the  policies  which  should  govern  mutual- 
security  aid.  in  which  I  have  heard  many 
participate.  I  note  that,  l)eginnlng  at 
page  39.  volume  1,  of  the  stenographic 
report  of  proceedings  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  on  January 
21,  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stassen, 
the  following  colloquy  took  place  be- 
tween Mr.  Stassen  and  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Humphrey  J : 

Senator  Humpiukt.  I  have  Just  one  or  two 
questions. 

In  reference  to  the  activity  of  mutual  secu- 
rity, Governor  Stassen — let  me  put  It  this 
way:  Do  you  believe  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  ought  to  take  a  direct  hand 
or  by  Indirect  action  Interfere  with  the  com- 
position of  and  the  policy  of  other  inde- 
pendent governments  with  whom  we  may  be 
associated,  with  which  we  may  be  associated? 

Mr.  Stassen.  No;  I  think  the  governing 
policy  on  that  was  also  included  in  President 
Eisenhowers  inaugural  address.  He  specifi- 
cally went  Into  that. 

Senator  Hdmphket.  In  other  words,  you 
feel  that  the  composition  of  a  government 
with  which  we  may  be  associated  is  the  privi- 
lege and  prerogative  of  the  individuals  within 
that  nation  or  state? 

Mr.  Stassen.  It  was  the  fourth  point  in  the 
Presidents  Inaugural  message,  and  I  think 
I  can  never  state  it  any  better,  and  that  it  is 
best  to  refer  directly  to  It.     He  stated  this: 

■  Honoring  the  identity  and  the  special 
heritage  of  each  nation  of  the  world,  we 
shall  never  use  our  strength  to  try  to  Im- 
press upon  another  people  our  own  cherished 
political  and  economic  institutions." 


Senator  Hxtmprxkt.  iind  you  aubecrlbe  to 
that  fully? 

Mr.  8TA88EN-,  Fully. 

Senator  Hdmphkkt.  I  beard  thai,  and  I  felt 
it  was  very  encouraging,  a  very  appropriate 
statement. 

The  reason  I  ask  this  question  \f  th»«  wme 
time  ago  you  were  at  least  reported  tr  h;»ve 
said  that  you  did  not  believe  economic  aid 
ought  to  be  extended  to  governments  of  a 
Socialist  composition.  Do  you  still  hold 
those  views? 

Mr.  Stassen.  The  exact  statement  I  said. 
Senator,  was  that  I  did  not  believe  that 
American  aid  should  be  used  as  a  means  of 
Increasing  the  nationalization  and  sociali- 
zation of  Industries  in  other  countries  be- 
cause thereby  you  would  defeat  the  very  ob- 
jective of  the  aid  itself.  In  other  words,  you 
would  not  strengthen  the  other  country. 
TTie  British  situation  was  one  that  was  p€U-- 
tlcularly  being  discussed  at  that  time. 

I  think  that  that  address  of  mine  was 
misinterpreted  in  part  by  some,  which  is.  of 
course,  not  an  unusual  thing  to  have  taken 
place,  but  I  take  It  that  my  views  have  been 
and  are  now  directly  In  line  with  President 
Elsenhower's  express  policy  in  his  inaugural 
of  yesterday. 

Senator  Humphket.  I  think  It  Is  a  good 
point  to  clear  up.  Governor,  because  there 
has  been  some  comment  about  it,  I  am  sure, 
some  Intentional  distortion  by  some,  and 
others  who  are  genuinely  and  seriously  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Stassen.  Yes. 

Senator  Hitmphket.  If  we  accept  the  the- 
sis of  the  Eisenhower  statement  of  prin- 
ciple, which  I  commend.  It  appears  then 
that  it  would  be  rather  difficult  to  extend 
aid,  let  u-  say.  to  a  country  such  as  Norway, 
which  has  a  Socialist  government  and,  at 
the  same  time,  be  able  to  follow  the  Eisen- 
hower principle  if  we  took  any  line  of  ac- 
tion which  would  deny  them  the  use  of  that 
aid  for  their  own  purposes;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Stassen.  Of  course,  I  assume  the  Sena- 
tor does  not  mean  that  we  would  be  uncon- 
cerned as  to  what  the  country  was  doing. 

Take  a  very  specific  field:  We  have  a  very 
direct  concern,  officially  stated  by  bn  act  of 
Congress,  as  to  East-West  Import  and  export. 

Senator  Hitmphkxt.  Of  course. 

Mr.  Stassen.  Now.  that  is  and  can  be  un- 
der some  circumstances  considered  to  be 
the  Internal  economic  policy  of  that  given 
nation:  but  when  we  are  thinking  of  Amer. 
lean  policy  in  the  building  up  of  free  na- 
tions versus  a  threat,  then  we  must  have 
a  direct  relationship  in  what  we  do  to  what 
they  are  doing  themselves  so  that  It  Is  the 
Elsenhower  principle,  stated  in  the  inaugu- 
ral, that  I  subscribe  to  and  feel  is  sound. 

Senator  Humphret.  The  Eisenhower  prin- 
ciple goes  to  the  basic  institutions  of  their 
government;   is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  Stassen.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Humphket.  And  the  composition 
of  their  government? 

Mr.  Stassen.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Humphrey.  My  point  Is  you,  as 
Administrator  of  Mutual  Security,  will  fol- 
low that  principle  and  In  no  way  use  the 
Mutual  Security  for,  or  funds  or  materials 
to  In  any  way  adulterate  that  principle;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  Stassen.  I  would  administer  the  pro- 
gram under  that  principle  stated  In  the  in- 
augiu-al,  and  in  accordance  with  the  actions 
of  Congress. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  then  pro- 
ceeded to  discuss  another  subject  mat- 
ter. 

I  believe  Mr.  Stassen  made  his  point  of 
view  understandable,  at  least,  although 
I  think  it  is  interesting  in  comparison 
to  read  the  testimony  he  gave  before 
the  committee  a  few  days  ago  in  the 
light  of  a  published  statement  by  Mr. 
Stassen  in  the  May  16.  1952,  issue  of 
U.  S.  News  b  World  Report,  page  60. 


Mr.  Stassen  was  being  subjected  to  a 
series  of  questions  by  the  editorial  board 
of  the  U.  S.  News  b  World  Report,  and 
I  wish  to  read  from  what  was  published : 

Question.  Do  you  think  that  foreign  aid 
Is  popular  with  the  rank  and  file  of  people? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that.  But 
I  think  an  increasing  percentage  of  them 
understand  its  importance. 

Question.  Do  you  think  that,  if  we  de- 
velop a  new  and  more  vigorous  foreign 
policy,  it  should  be  a  bipartisan  foreign 
policy? 

Answer.  Definitely.  The  bipartisan  prin- 
ciple is  sound,  provided  there  is  good  p>ar- 
ticipatlon  in  the  formulation  of  policy  and 
an  understanding  of  its  execution.  We 
veered  off  a  bit  on  foreign  policy.  The 
matter  of  American  economic  and  cultural 
policies  toward  the  world  then  become  ex- 
tremely important.  Because  you  are  then 
engaged  in  a  long-term  competition  or 
struggle  with  communism,  which  may  go 
on  a  couple  of  decades.  In  other  words,  if 
you  can  prevent  them  from  opening  up  a 
world  war — you  keep  very  strong  in  the  air 
and  keep  a  lot  of  resistance  behind  the  iron 
curtain — then  you  are  looking  forward  to 
years  of  competition  across  the  face  of  the 
earth. 

And  that's  where  the  economic  assistance 
comes  In  on  a  very  practical  basis  to  other 
countries.  With  this  should  be  an  insist- 
ence that  the  empire  countries  liberalize 
their  own  economic  and  sovereignty  poli- 
cies. 

Question.  That  will  take  continued  aid 
over  many  yeiu-s? 

Answer.  Oh,  yes.  I  think  that  America, 
as  the  leading  Nation  in  the  world,  from  both 
a  production  and  credit  standpoint,  must 
contemplate  a  continuing  relationship  on 
an  economic-aid  basis.  It  has  to  be  fitted 
into  a  balanced  budget  at  home.  When  you 
think  of  the  long-term  struggle,  you  have 
to  bring  the  domestic  budget  down  Into 
balance.  So,  it  cannot  be  excessive.  I  think 
it  should  have  conditions  on  it,  very  busi- 
nesslike. It  should  insist  that  the  aid  not 
be  used  for  socialistic  schemes,  that  it  does 
not  get  into  the  black  markets,  that  they 
develop  the  raw  materials  that  they  have 
which  we  need  in  our  own  future  economic 
expansion. 

Question.  In  terms  of  military  aid? 

Answer.  Emphasis  on  civilian  aid. 

Question.  Would  you  tie  political  strings 
to  that,  such  as  the  strings  that  I  think  you 
suggested  should  be  attached  to  the  British 
loan  in  the  case  of  nationalization  of  steel? 

Answer.  Yes,  I  would. 

Question.  That  Is.  you  would  say  that  un- 
less the  country  agrees  not  to  nationalize  its 
industry  we  will  not  give  it  economic  aid? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  Wouldn't  that  throw  such  a 
country  into  the  hands  of  Communists? 

Answer.  No.  You  would  have  somewhat 
of  a  struggle  at  the  time,  but  England  would 
be  stronger  today  if  she  had  not  wasted  so 
much  American  aid  in  her  Roclallstlc  schemes 
of  medicine  and  coal  and  so  forth.  Now,  if 
we  had  insisted  that  they  could  not  do  those 
things  while  they  were  on  American  aid. 
you  would  have  had  a  hot  political  argument 
at  the  time,  you  would  have  had  a  certain 
amount  of  turmoil,  but  you  would  also  have 
had  England  now  pulling  up  into  a  much 
stronger  position. 

As  I  read  Mr.  Stassen's  testimony  given 
before  the  committee  the  other  day.  and 
then  as  I  read  his  interview  published 
in  the  U.  S.  News  b  World  Report.  I  form 
the  opinion  that  his  mind  is  not  very 
clear,  and  that  clarity  of  expression  is 
not  one  of  his  mental  fortes.  He  leaves 
the  impression  of  being  "on  again,  off 
again."  He  does  and  he  does  not.  as  I 
interpret  his  language,  believe  that  we 
should,  or  we  should  not,  use  economic 
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aid  to  influence  the  internal  policies  of 
any  country,  because  he  said  to  the  U.  8. 
News: 

ICow  If  we  had  tautstad  that  they  oould 
not  do  tlKMe  thing*  while  they  were  ou  Amer- 
ican aid,  you  would  have  had  a  hoi  political 
argument  at  the  time;  you  would  have  had 
a  certain  anK>unt  of  turmoil,  but  you  would 
also  have  had  England  now  pulling  up  Into 
a  much  stronger  poaltlon. 

I  think  it  la  true  that  there  would  have 
been  plenty  of  hot  political  turmoil  in 
England.  But,  of  course.  Mr.  President. 
I  am  aweve  of  the  fact  that  on  May  16, 
1952.  there  was  sweeping  our  country  a 
political  reacticmary  movement  of  such 
a  nature  that  his  statement  was  good  po- 
litical opportunism.  TTiere  were  politi- 
cal forces  in  the  country  much  interested 
In  a  presidential  political  campaign  at 
that  time  which  would  welcome  the  kind 
of  pc^tlcal  talk  Mr.  Stassen  engaged  in 
when  be  was  interviewed  by  the  editors 
of  U.  8.  News. 

I  thftik  I  make  my  point.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  there  has  been  appointed  to 
this  position  of  Mutual  Security  Direc- 
tor a  very  able  politician.  If  the  Presi- 
dent wants  a  very  able  politician  in  the 
position  of  Mutual  Security  Adminis- 
trator, he  is  certainly  welcome  to  him. 
He  does  meet  the  criteria  I  have  laid 
down  which  I  think  ought  to  guide  me. 
at  least,  in  passing  judgment  upon  Cabi- 
net appointments. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks  a  letter  which  I  have 
received  and  which  I  understand  some 
other  Senators  have  received  from  Nor- 
man Thomas,  putting  forth  some  of  his 
views  in  regard  to  the  problem  of  Cabi- 
net appointments.  I  place  it  in  the 
Rkcoko  only  for  informational  purposes. 

I  close  by  saying  that  I  wish  Mr.  Stas- 
•en  well,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
▼ote  for  him  on  the  basis  of  the  last 
Btat^nent  he  has  made  on  the  subject  of 
the  use  to  which  mutual  security  aid 
should  be  put  in  dealing  with  our  allies, 
namely,  that  he  will  follow  the  principle 
Eisenhower  laid  down  in  his  Inaugural 
speech.  If  he  will  do  that,  then  I  think 
his  record  will  be  characterized  by  much 
more  clarity  than  is  the  record  which 
he  has  made  to  date  on  this  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows : 

POBTWAR    WOKLD    COTJMCrL, 

Nev  York.  N.  Y.,  January  22.  1953. 
Bon.  Watmx  Moaac, 

Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkm  Watwx:  I  have  just  been  reading  the 
Mew  York  Times'  account  of  your  comments 
on  the  WUson  appointment  and  related  mat- 
ters. I  agree  with  all  the  points  you  made 
but  wish  to  suggest  another  which  I  have 
already  suggested  In  a  telegram  to  Senator 

SKLTOtiBTAVL.     It   Is   thls: 

Practlcally  everywhere  I  went  on  two  tripe 
to  Asia,  I  was  told,  more  or  less  {jolltely, 
that  all  or  moat  of  the  American  Interest  lii 
the  Korean  war  was  l>ecauae  of  the  prottt  In 
It  for  American  capitalists.  This  I  earnestly, 
and  I  hope  usefully,  denied.  It  isn't  an 
opinion  bom  whoUy  of  Communist  propa- 
ganda but  Increaaed  by  Communist  propa- 
ganda. How.  to  confirm  the  Wllaon  nomlna- 
tloD  or  aven  to  adopt  some  law  or  rule  which 
would  make  It  poaslble  for  him  to  evade  the 
spirit  ot  it.  would  be  a  free  present  of  in- 
valuahl«  ammunition  to  our  criUcs,  especial- 


ly our  Communist  cxitica  in  Asia,  and  prob- 
ably to  some  extent  in  Europe. 

This  is  not  the  only  consideration  which 
the  Senate  should  take  into  account  but  it 
la  a  consideration  wtilch  I  submit  for  your 
attention.  I  shall  probably  send  a  copy  of 
this  letter  to  two  or  three  other  Senators, 
including  Jim  Dtttt  whom  I  used  to  know  In 
college. 

I  am  not  writing  this  letter  because  I  hap- 
pen to  be  a  Socialist.  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  the  American  people  gave  President 
Usenhower  a  mandate  to  run  a  business  ad- 
ministration, a  big  business  administration, 
even  a  Oeneral  Motors  administration.  The 
electorate  did  not  give  him  a  mandate  to 
upset  conspicuously  the  legitimate,  well  es- 
tablished principle  written  in  law  which  for- 
bids a  high  or  low  ofBclal  to  be  Qnanclally 
interested  In  companies  with  which  the  Oov- 
ernment  does  a  specific  business. 

Elsenhower,  Wilson,  and  the  Republicans 
ought  to  reflect  how  unnecessarily  handi- 
capped Mr.  Wilson  and  the  administration 
would  be  if  any  exceptions  were  made  for  him. 
Tills  on  the  assiunptlon  that  they  want  to 
do  the  right  thing.  In  a  difllcult  decision, 
their  critics  would  make  capital  of  the  fact 
that  for  Mr.  Wilson  more  than  mink  coats 
was  involved. 

Sincerely  yours, 

NoeuAN  Tromas, 

Chairman. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  a 
pleasure  for  me  to  make  a  few  brief  re- 
marks concerning  the  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  my  friend,  Harold  E. 
Stassen,  to  be  Mutual  Security  Admin- 
istrator. In  age,  I  am  many  years  senior 
to  Harold  Stassen,  and  It  has  been  my 
good  fortune  to  observe  and  appraise  him 
from  the  time  he  was  a  very  young  man. 
As  a  young  man.  just  out  of  college, 
he  was  elected  county  attorney  In  one 
of  the  imp>ortant  and  large  counties  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota.  I  observed  him 
in  the  oflBce  of  county  attorney.  His 
administrative  ability  was  not  only  a 
compliment  to  the  legal  profession  but  it 
was  such  that  he  was  elected  president 
of  our  Minnesota  County  Attorneys'  As- 
sociation. He  was  reelected  county  at- 
torney with  a  very  substantial  majority, 
and  he  was  also  reelected.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  correctly,  to  serve  a  second 
time  as  president  of  the  Minnesota  Coun- 
ty Attorneys'  Association. 

As  a  Republican  I  had  seen  the  Re- 
publican Party  go  down  In  defeat  in 
election  after  election,  and  I  joined  with 
a  group  of  other  men  in  1937  in  sponsor- 
ing Harold  Stassen.  then  a  very  young 
man,  for  the  governorship  of  Minnesota. 
He  was  nominated  and  elected,  the 
youngest  State  executive  in  the  Nation. 
He  served  Minnesota  as  Governor  with 
distinction,  and  achieved  a  most  com- 
mendable record.  If  we  examine  the 
record  of  the  State  during  the  period  of 
his  administration  it  will  be  found  that 
as  an  executive  he  not  only  brought  ex- 
cellent business  administration  to  the 
Governors  office,  but  he  introduced  and 
supported  legislation  which  brought 
about  a  reorganiaation  of  the  adminis- 
trative functions  of  thie  government  of 
Minnesota. 

He  reduced  the  ovef-all  cost  of  govern- 
ment. He  reduced  the  number  of  State 
employees  and  prosecuted  those  who  had 
misused  their  public  trust  in  various 
State  agencies  under  the  previous  admin- 
istration. 

Mr.  President,  Governor  Stassen  was 
reelected  overwhelmingly  when  he  came 


up  for  reelection  for  a  second  term.  He 
was  reelected  for  a  third  term  as  gov- 
ernor. At  the  time  he  was  up  for  re- 
election for  his  third  term,  he  informed 
the  people  of  Minnesota:  "I  hold  a  re- 
serve commission  in  the  Navy.  I  feel 
that  I  have  a  responsibility  in  Minnesota 
to  complete  the  reorganization  of  the 
State  government  which  I  advocated  and 
for  which  I  have  worked  during  the 
period  I  have  served  as  Governor.  I 
should  hke  to  continue  as  Governor  until 
we  have  enacted  legislation  which  makes 
possible  the  completion  of  reorganisation 
which  I  and  the  legislative  members  who 
have  worked  with  me  have  advocated." 

He  was  reelected  for  a  third  term, 
knowing  full  well  that  he  was  going  to 
resign  to  take  up  military  duty  the  mo- 
ment the  legislative  session  had  come 
to  a  conclusion  at  the  end  of  the  90-day 
legislative  period.  He  said,  "I  feel  that 
it  is  my  responsibility  to  serve  in  the 
Armed  Forces  with  the  rest  of  the  young 
men  of  this  Nation,  and  that  is  where  I 
want  to  be  as  soon  as  I  have  completed 
my  task." 

True  to  the  positive  statement  which 
Governor  Stassen  made  to  the  people  of 
Mixuiesota,  the  second  day  following  the 
close  of  that  legislative  session  Harold 
Stassen  resigned,  which  was  on  April  27. 
1943.  He  resigned  at  11  o'clock  In  the 
morning,  and  that  afternoon,  at  4:30 
o'clock  a  delegation,  including  myself. 
was  at  the  Union  Station  in  St.  Paul 
bidding  good-by  to  this  young  man.  then 
in  naval  uniform  and  on  his  way  to  the 
naval  service.  He  asked  only  one  thing 
of  this  Nation,  namely,  to  give  him  an 
assignment  on  active  duty.  He  did  not 
ask  for  an  assignment  in  the  security  of 
some  military  ofliee.  After  several 
months  of  Intensive  training  he  was  sent 
to  Admiral  HaLseys  staff  aboard  the  flag- 
ship in  the  South  Pacific. 

Later  I  had  the  good  fortune  to  ride 
with  Admiral  Halsey.  I  was  then  Gov- 
ernor of  Minnesota,  and  Admiral  Halsey 
was  in  our  State  on  what  was  termed 
"Halsey  Day."  On  that  occasion,  while 
riding  through  the  Twin  Cities  of  Min- 
neapolis and  St.  Paul,  Admiral  Halsey 
told  me  that  he  had  observed  Harold 
Stassen  to  be  a  man  of  great  ability  and 
unquestioned  courage,  one  who  had  a 
sense  of  loyalty  to  his  country.  For  Mr. 
Stassen,  Admiral  Halsey  had  only  the 
highest  admiration. 

I  cannot  repeat  verbatim  what  Ad- 
miral Halsey  said,  but  it  was  something 
to  this  effect:  "There  is  nothing  that 
this  Nation  has  to  offer  that  young  man 
for  which  he  is  not  qualified." 

Harold  Stassen  served  well  in  the 
naval  forces,  it  is  not  necessary  to  take 
my  word  for  th.at  statement.  The  naval 
records  themselves  bespeak  that  fact. 
He  .served  in  .i  mo5^t  admirable  and  com- 
mendable ruanner. 

As  UiC  Senator  from  Oregon  stated. 
M:  Stassen  has  been  engaged  in  the  po- 
liUcal  acUvities  of  this  NaUon,  and  that 
is  to  his  credit.  Our  two-party  political 
system  in  this  country  survives,  and  has 
survived,  because  men  have  made  it  their 
business  to  be  engaged  in  poliUcal  con- 
tests. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  our  political 
parties  will  always  be  strong  enough  so 
that  each  will  stand  as  a  check  and  bal- 
ance against  the  other.      Only  in  that 
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manner  can  we  expect  to  have  a  survival 
of  this  Republic  that  we  hold  so  dear. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  Harold 
Stassen  will  give  a  good  account  of  him- 
self, and  will  administer  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Administration  effectively  and  ef- 
lif  iently.  I  believe  that  not  only  will  he 
c-arr>'  out  the  wishes  of  the  President  but 
he  will  also  carry  out  the  will  and  wishes 
of  Congress,  and  will  advise  with  Con- 
.t-ress. 

Mr.  Stassen  may  differ  with  some  of  us 
at  times.  That  is  an  indication  of  his 
strength  of  mind.  That  is  a  credit  to 
liim.  He  will  make  known  his  views.  I 
have  observed  him  In  legislative  commit- 
tee work.  I  presided  over  the  Senate  of 
the  Minnesota  Legislature  when  he  was 
Governor.  Occasionally  he  differed 
witli  us,  but  his  differences  were  never 
argumentative;  they  were  educational. 
We  benefited  from  the  differences  that 
our  5'oung  Governor  oftentimes  had  with 
us  on  legislative  policies  and  questions. 
He  may  differ  with  Congress  at  times. 
but  we  will  respect  him  even  though  he 
differ  with  us.  One  qualification  I  have 
noted  in  Harold  Stassen  is  that  the  man 
has  the  courage  of  his  convictions  and 
the  courage  with  which  to  speak  his 
convictions. 

I  am  confident  that  President  Elsen- 
hower will  find  in  Harold  Stassen  an  able 
administrator,  an  able  executive,  a  man 
without  question  insofar  as  his  loyalty  to 
this  country  is  concerned,  one  whose 
courage  never  will  be  questioned. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  a  pleasure  for  me, 
representing  the  State  of  Minnesota,  to 
know  that  there  is  before  the  Senate  for 
confirmation  the  nomination  of  our  for- 
mer Governor.  I  believe  this  Nation 
will  receive  from  Harold  Stassen  as  Mu- 
tual Security  Administrator,  a  record  of 
service  that  will  be  a  credit  to  his  native 
Minnesota  and  a  credit  to  all  who  have 
enthusiastically  supported  him  In  his 
public  service  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  Harold 
E.  Stassen  is  now  a  Pennsylvanlan. 
About  4  years  ago  officials  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Pennsylvania,  the  largest  insti- 
tution of  learning  in  the  Commonwealth, 
desired  someone  to  direct  Its  affairs. 
They  made  a  very  careful  search 
throughout  the  United  States,  and  the 
committee  making  the  search  unani- 
mously recommended  Harold  E.  Stassen 
for  the  position. 

The  University  of  Pennsylvania  Is 
more  than  200  years  old.  It  is  one  of  the 
outstanding  institutions  of  America. 
Not  only  has  It  a  college  course,  but  also 
it  has  professional  schools  representing 
practically  every  field  of  endeavor  In  our 
country. 

Harold  E.  Stassen  has  made  good  as 
president  of  the  University  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. He  has  extended  Its  curriculum. 
He  has  added  to  its  endowment  fund.  He 
has  pursued  a  building  program  which 
has  been  sound  and  has  redounded  to 
the  benefit  of  the  university. 

I  do  not  desire  to  take  more  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate;  I  wish  only  to  say 
that  Pennsylvania  is  very  proud  to  sup- 
port Harold  Stassen  in  this  most  impor- 
tant appointment. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, which  reported  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Stassen  unanimously,  I  personally 


was  very  happy  to  make  the  report.  I 
have  known  Harold  Stassen  since  1938. 
He  is  a  citizen  of  Minnesota,  a  neighbor 
of  Wisconsin.  Really,  the  Twin  CiUes  of 
Minnesota  are  only  about  100  miles  from 
my  home  town  of  Chippewa  Falls.  Wis. 
I  concur  in  all  the  fine  sentiments  that 
have  been  expressed  today  about  Mr. 
Stassen.  He  is  virile,  he  is  honest,  he 
has  integrity,  he  has  youth,  he  has  tre- 
mendous energy,  and,  of  course,  he  has 
ambition — and  ambition  is  a  good  thing 
in  youth.  Harold  Stassen  will  go  for- 
ward in  the  postion  to  which  he  has  been 
nominated  and  will  do  great  work  for  the 
country. 

In  view  of  the  remarks  the  Senate 
heard  this  afternoon  from  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
MORSK]  with  relation  to  certain  matters 
contained  In  the  hearings  on  the  nom- 
ination of  Harold  Stassen,  in  which  cer- 
tain questions  were  asked  and  certain 
extraneous  matter  introduced,  I  feel  it 
is  only  fair  at  this  time  that  I  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  the  testimony  be- 
ginning on  page  2  of  the  hearings.  Any- 
one reading  that  testimony  would  under- 
stand that  Harold  Stassen  has  a  very 
fine  grasp  of  the  work  entailed  in  the 
position  to  which  he  has  been  nominated. 
Furthermore,  he  is  not  a  person  who 
jumps  back  and  forth  or  off  and  on;  he 
stays  put.  He  htis  remained  steady 
throughout  the  years.  He  has  stayed 
with  his  philosophy.  He  has  stayed  with 
his  party.  He  is  a  person  who  can  al- 
ways be  located,  because  of  his  adher- 
ence to  his  principles. 

Mr.  President,  It  Is  with  pleasure  that 
I  ask  for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Harold  E.  Stassen. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Wat- 
KiKS  in  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  have  certain  material  printed 
in  the  Rkcord? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcokd, 
as  follows: 

The  Chaxxman.  Have  you  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  study  the  •7,80.000,000  program 
which  former  President  Truman  has  re- 
quested for  the  1D54  fiscal  year  budget? 

Mr.  Btasskn.  In  a  preliminary  manner,  to 
the  degree  that  one  could,  not  having  the 
authority,  of  course,  to  go  into  it  fully.  I 
have  studied  it  within  the  limitations  of 
time  since  it  has  been  announced  and.  at 
the  same  time,  of  course,  concluding  my  own 
responsibility  at  the  University  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The  Chaikman.  Do  you  have  any  tentative 
reactions  as  to  the  level  of  the  foreign-aid 
program? 

Mr.  Stasben.  It  is  my  view,  of  course,  that 
It  shoxild  be  at  the  most  limited  level  that 
would  carry  out  the  objectives  of  America  in 
the  situation.  I  do  not  feel  that  at  this 
time  I  should  give  it  In  terms  of  precise 
amounts.  We  must  also  have  In  mind  the 
over-all  budget  situation  of  our  own  coun- 
try and  oiu-  own  defense  program.  These 
matters  must  l>e  evaluated  by  both  the  ad- 
ministration and  Congress. 

INCOBPOaATIOK  OT  ACENCIZS 

The  Chaikman.  Have  you  any  ideas  as  to 
whether  the  Mutual  Security  Program  should 
be  Incorporated  into  the  State  Department 
or,  as  other  proposals  have  suggested,  be 
maintained  separately? 

Mr.  Stasssn.  I  think  that  In  the  final  in- 
stance it  is  a  matter  for  Congress  and  the 
President  to  decide.  I  think  it  can  be  ad- 
ministered in  a  number  of  different  ways,  and 


each  has  certain  assets  and  certain  liabUitles 
related  to  It. 

I  do  feel  that  it  is  important  that  the  lead- 
ership of  the  State  Department  in  foreign- 
policy  formation  must  be  recognized  at  all 
times,  and  the  leadership  of  the  Defense  De- 
partment In  defense-policy  formation,  so  that 
as  it  is  now  constituted  I  feel  one  of  the 
important  aspects  of  the  Director  for  Mutur'. 
Security  is  to  op>erate  a  program  that  is  in 
the  maxlmimi  degree  implementing  the  es- 
tablished foreign  and  defense  policies  of  the 
country  in  accordance  with  the  actions  of 
Congress,  the  decisions  of  the  President,  and 
the  more  direct  policy  decisions  in  Defense 
and  State. 

ftOLE  or  CONCXKSa 

The  Chaikman.  You  pretty  well  answered 
the  next  question  I  wanted  to  ask.  which  was 
the  relation  of  MSA  to  other  agencies. 

Will  you  be  a  little  more  specific  as  to  what 
role  you  believe  Congress  should  play  in  the 
formulation  and  Implementation  of  a  foreign 
policy  of  this  character?  Will  you  keep  Con- 
gress fully  informed  on  matters  within  your 
area  of  responsibility,  and  consult  It  In  other 
major  problems? 

Mr.  Stassen.  It  is  my  view.  Senator,  that 
Congress  and.  particularly,  the  appropriata 
committees,  should  be  kept  fully  Informed, 
and  that  if  they  are  agreeable  advance  consul- 
tations are  extremely  helpful. 

It  is  the  manner  in  which  I  discharged  my 
administrative  responsibility  years  ago  In 
Minnesota,  and  it  would  be  the  manner  I 
know  in  which  the  President  would  want  me 
to  discharge  this  one.  I  would  wish  to  do  so. 
If  this  committee  and  its  appropriate  sub- 
conunittees,  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  in 
the  House  and  its  appropriate  subcommit- 
tees were  agreeable,  I  should  like  to  have  a 
consultation  relationship  along  with  the 
more  formal  reporting  which  occasionally 
might  arise. 

AMOUNT  or  AMBIICAN  PIKBONNSL  OVnsXAS 

The  Chaikman.  Well,  Governor,  I  feel  that 
President  Elsenhower  was  elected  largely  on 
the  theory  that  there  was  going  to  be  a  re- 
duction in  overhead,  stoppage  of  waste,  and 
BO  forth. 

In  my  travels  abroad  I  have  ascertained 
that — at  least  I  believe  that — a  quarter  of 
a  million  Americans  are  now  working  over- 
seas. Do  you  have  any  plan  to  cut  out 
what  has  been  called  the  "fat"  in  the  for> 
elgn-aid  program? 

Mr.  Stassen.  I  do  plan  to  administer  it  as 
economically  and  as  efficiently  as  it  possibly 
can  be  done.  Of  course,  there  are  no  num- 
bers, anything  like  that  which  you  men- 
tion, engaged  in  the  Mutual  Security 
Program. 

The  Chaikman.  Oh.  no;  overseas. 

Mr.  Stabsxn.  I  believe  that  figure  must  also 
Include  the  Territories  and  the  civilian  per» 
sonnel  engaged  in  defense  activities. 

There  is  no  question  that  there  Is  an 
Immediate  administrative  problem  of  what 
numbers  should  be  overseas  in  the  conduct 
of   American   affairs. 

I  intend  to,  if  it  is  decided  that  I  should 
be  in  this  position,  take  very  prompt  steps 
to  evaluate  the  personnel  and  the  program 
toward  t|ie  objective  of  keeping  the  numbers 
at  a  minimum,  and  their  conduct  in  such 
manner  that  it  will  best  serve  America  In  its 
foreign  policy  overseas. 

I  do  have  the  impression  at  this  time  that 
It  will  be  possible  to  make  some  reduction 
in  the  number  of  personnel  who  are  in  the 
Mutual   Security  Program. 

LOTA1.TT    or    PXaSONNKI, 

The  Chaikman.  Tou  know  that  there  is 
considerable  talk  of  late  that  there  are  peo- 
ple in  the  organlaatlon  who  might  involve 
loyalty  and  aecurlty  risks.  I  particularly 
mean  in  the  foreign  cstabllahinent.  Do  yoa 
have  any  plans  cr  any  thoughts  for  assurlBg 
the  absolute  rehabUlty  ct  every  stnglc  Indi- 
vidual In  the  foreign-aid  pro«ram? 
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Mr.  SxAflSKM.  Tes.  I  do.  I  would  anticipate 
having  a  Tery  ably  itaffed  division  on  the 
matter  of  penonnel  security  and  Integrity, 
and  of  cooperating  with  the  FBI,  the  military 
intelligence  agencies,  and  the  orer-all  policy 
of  the  administration  and  of  Oongrees  toward 
the  end  of  assuring  the  very  maximum  of 
security  and  Integrity  In  the  conduct  of  this 
extenslTe  iffogram. 

MTTxans  or  AMBAsaAOOBa 

The  CHAnutAM.  Tou  and  Mr.  Dulles  plan 
a  trip  In  the  near  future  to  Burope.  Will 
you  report  the  findings  of  yovir  trip  to  this 
committee? 

Mr.  STAaenr.  X  will  be  pleased  to  do  so  If 
this  committee  would  permit  me  to  do  so. 

The  CHAiaiCAV.  There  is  one  thought  that 
has  occurred  tc  me  from  talking  with  some 
of  the  Senators,  that  In  Paris  right  now  we 
have  no  fewer  than  four  IndlTlduals  with 
ambassadorial  rank  who  are  administering 
Tarlotts  phasw  of  the  aid  program. 

X>o  you  have  any  plans  as  regards  stream- 
lining the  organtantlon  so  that  there  will  be 
only  one  IndlTldual  in  a  foreign  country  who 
will  q>eak  for  the  TTnlted  SUtee  at  the  high- 
est lerelT 

Mr.  8rAS8Kif.  That  analysis  of  organisation 
win  be  one  of  the  objectives  of  this  trip  with 
Mr.  DoUea.  I  will,  of  course,  ha««  an  oppor- 
tunity of  conferring  extensively  with  him  In 
the  eourse  of  the  journey  as  to  the  beet  way 
In  which  we  might  work  out  that  administra- 
tive relationship. 

X  tfwfuld  add  that  this  particular  matter 
you  lefeiied  to  does  not  primarily  affect  the 
program  In  Prance.  Cxtra  Individuals  with 
the  rank  of  Ambassador  are  engaged  In  the 
Western  Buropcan  or  NATO  program,  but  It 
doee.  so  far  as  loeale  U  concerned,  bring  this 
point  of  four  Indlvldoals  of  the  rank  of 
Ambassador  In  Paris  to  the  fore.  There  is  no 
question  that  that  Is  an  important  admin- 
istration consideration. 

X  would  anticipate  that  It  would  be  the 
wisest  thing  for  us  to  carefully  analyse  that 
apedal  representation  and  the  special  ad- 
ministrative problem  represented  by  Western 
Kurope.  We  should  retain  it  as  it  is  as  we 
approach  the  next  NATO  meeting,  which 
will  be  In  April.  Between  now  and  April, 
with  consultations  with  this  committee,  we 
would  seek  to  determine  bow  it  might  best 
be  administered  after  that  NATO  meeting. 
We  can  then  come  out  of  that  meeting  with 
our  new  administrative  structure,  with  the 
other  countries  at  that  time  understanding 
what  we  are  doing  and  why  we  are  doing  it. 

AMTiciPATiMO   AOMimeTBATioir's   voaciaw-Am 

BZQVXSTS 

The  CBAnucAM.  How  soon  can  we  expect 
the  administration's  foreign-aid  authoriza- 
tion request;  do  you  have  any  idea? 

Mr.  STAssnr.  I  would  think  it  wlU  take  a 
considerable  period  of  time  In  that  it  must 
relate  to  oTir  over-all  policy  dectslona.  Mr. 
Dulles'  trip  now,  and  his  own  early  study  of 
the  basic  foreign-policy  decisions  would  have 
to  be  a  prelude  to  the  foreign -aid  recom- 
mendations. 

I  would  say  that  If  you  had  a  preference 
we  would  make  a  great  effort  to  meet  that 
date,  but  that  it  will  involve  first  certain 
policy  declslans  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary 
of  SUte,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Presi- 
dent, the  building  of  the  program  in  rela- 
tionship to  that  policy  decision,  and  then 
bringing  it  to  you  here  in  Ck)ngre«8. 

ROW   LOWS   rOaSMK    AID   wnx  CONTINXTX 

The  CHAnucAif.  Do  you  want  to  tell  Us 
your  own  idea  of  how  long  you  will  have  to 
continue  the  military  and  economic  aid? 

Mr.  Stassxw.  I  think  the  essential  ingredi- 
ent, in  answering  that  question,  Ls  how  long 
will  there  be  a  serious  threat  from  the  Soviet 
Union  to  world  peaoe  and  to  future  American 
seeurlty.  and  I  feel  that  U  the  basic  fact 
and  It  Is  tmposalbte  to  put  on  a  time  limit 

Our  objMtlva.  of  course,  should  be— And 
mine  would  ba.  and  I  luiow  it  would  be  in 
•oeordane*     with     President     Elsenhower's 


wishes,  as  In  fact  he  expressed  in  that  elo- 
quent statement  at  the  inaugural  of  yester- 
day— that  all  other  free  peoples  should  do 
the  maximum  they  can  do.  along  with  Amer- 
ica, in  the  building  of  the  total  strength  of 
the  free  nations  as  a  whole,  versus  the  threat 
to  their  Joint  and  individual  security. 

BxmaiNO  NomNATioN  TO  coMifrrra 

Senator  Tatt.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  want 
to  interrupt,  but  I  have  to  go  briefly  to  a 
meeting,  and  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Stassen  one 
question  only. 

Is  your  nomination  coming  up  today?  Has 
it  been  sent  up.  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Stasskn.  It  is  my  imderstandlng  that 
it  is;  yes. 

Senator  Tatt.  So  that  it  will  be  and  can  be 
referred   to   this  committee   this   afternoon. 

Mr.  Stasskm.  It  is  my  understanding;  yes. 

AUTHOUZKD    BT7T    UlfKXPKKDXP    APmOPBIATIOMS 

The  CHAiKMAif.  Tou  know  recently  Con- 
greesman  Tabxk.  chairman  of  the  House  Ap- 
propriations Committee,  said  something  that 
I  think  is  of  considerable  Importance.  He 
stated  that  there  would  be  no  further  mutual 
aid  this  year  because  of  the  $10,000,000,000 
authorized  but  unexpended  appropriations. 
What  Is  your  reaction  to  B4r.  Tabkx's 
comment? 

Mr.  Stasskm.  A  very  major  question  which 
we  miut  move  on  promptly  in  the  admin- 
istration Is  this  matter  of  the  large  carry- 
over. I  do  not  have  all  the  essential  facts 
at  this  time  to  report  conclusions  to  you. 
We  are  all  aware  of  the  fact  that  when 
you  put  in  orders  for  the  production  of  long- 
lead  items  In  the  military,  such  as  airplanes 
and  armaments  of  that  kind,  it  Is  a  matter 
of  a  and  sometimes  3  years  before  you  actu- 
ally get  the  flow  of  production.  Thus  the 
heavy  expenditure  <rf  money  for  an  original 
authorization  is  long  delayed  and  it  is  un- 
questionably a  large  amount  In  the  carry- 
over that  is  represented  In  that  form  of  or- 
ders that  have  been  placed  for  essential  mili- 
tary equipment  for  our  Western  European 
friends  that  has  not  yet  been  produiied. 

Likewise,  there  has  been  the  development, 
as  you  know,  of  what  Is  called  the  offshore 
procurement  program,  the  placing  of  orders 
with  Buropean  firms  for  military  end  Items. 
It  takes  a  considerable  period  of  time  for 
them,  as  they  rebuild  from  the  damage  of 
war  and  move  anew  Into  the  production  of 
defense  items,  to  get  production  imder 
way,  but  there  needs  to  be  a  very  early 
commitment. 

It  is  also  clear.  I  think,  that  the  necessary 
diversion  of  military  equipment  to  Korea 
that  had  not  originally  been  ordered  for 
Korea  has  caused  an  additional  volume  of 
this  mutual-security  carry-over. 

In  my  own  mind,  one  of  my  very  early  ad- 
ministrative responsibilities  is  to  get  a  very 
clear  analysis  of  this  carry-over.  What  does 
It  consist  of?  What  are  the  obligations  that 
have  l>een  made?  When  were  they  made, 
and  what  is  the  progress  on  their  produc- 
tion? How  should  this  then  fit  In  with  the 
long-term  sound  building  of  a  strong  posi- 
tion In  Western  Eiirope  and  in  the  other 
portioiu  of  the  free  world,  for  the  security 
of  our  country  and  for  future  peace?  I  pro- 
pose to  do  that,  and  I  will  report  very  frank- 
ly to  this  committee  when  we  are  presenting 
a  program.  If  It  becomes  my  responsibility 
to  do  so,  as  to  what  that  carry-over  situation 
Is. 

I  do  not  feel  at  this  time  I  have  the  facts 
to  be  either  helpful  or  categorical  in  my 
analysis  of  what  that  carry-over  will  mean. 

roaifULATlNG  VOaXICN   POUCT 

The  CHAUtMAif.  I  think  In  view  of  your 
very  important  poaiUon,  particularly  because 
you  are  so  close  to  the  head  of  the  Ctovern- 
ment,  and  as  a  future  Mutual  Security  Ad- 
ministrator, It  would  be  well  to  get  your  idea 
as  to  the  formulation  of  foreign  policy.  Al- 
though I  presume  the  President  yesterday 
defined  i^etty  well  what  that  was,  i  would 
like  to  get  your  own  personal  idea  as  to  the 


formulation  of  foreign  policy.  That  la.  will 
you  outline  to  the  committee  your  Ideaa  o( 
what  our  foreign  policy  should  be  In  regard 
to  Korea,  the  Far  Kast,  the  Technical  Assist- 
ance Administration,  the  Soviet  Union.  West- 
ern Europe,  the  United  Nations,  and  NATO. 

Now,  that  is  a  pretty  big  assignment,  Gov. 
ernor,  but  we  are  now  meeting  for  the  first 
time  since  the  President  has  been  inaugu- 
rated with  one  of  the  men  upon  whom  he 
will  rely  and  consult  with,  and  If  you  want 
to  give  us  some  of  your  Ideas,  we  would  be 
glad  to  have  them. 

Mr.  Stasskw.  Let  me  respond  to  that  ques- 
tion In  this  manner,  Seruitor:  I  would  say 
unequivocally  that  I  feel  that  the  President's 
Inaugural  message  of  yesterday  and,  I  would 
add  with  that  the  Oulldhall  speech  that  ha 
made  as  he  ended  his  successful  con\mander- 
shlp  in  World  War  n,  are  two  of  the  most 
eloquent  statements  and  sound  expressions 
of  the  position  of  America  in  the  world  r»la- 
tlonship  to  foreign  policy,  that  have  ever 
been  made. 

So  far  as  giving  Individual  views  on  the 
detailed  problems,  large  though  each  one 
may  be,  which  you  have  expressed.  It  would 
be  my  view  that  in  my  present  position  I 
should  look  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  Mr. 
Dulles,  for  foreign -policy-formation  leikder- 
ship.  I  should  participate  with  him  as  the 
law  provides,  and  with  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, in  the  National  Security  Council,  iw- 
spondlng  to  siich  inquiry  there  as  the  Pres- 
ident might  make  or  the  others  might  maks 
as  to  my  views  and.  of  course,  responding  at 
any  time  to  any  questions  this  conunlttee  or 
the  Congress  might  have  that  might  be  ap- 
propriate. But  fundamentally  my  respon- 
.slblllty  Is  to  operate  and  lmp4ement  under 
the  foreign  policies  that  are  decided  In  their 
appropriate  spheres  by  the  Prssldeat.  the 
Secretary  of  SUte.  the  National  Security 
Council,  this  committee,  and  the  Oongresa. 

The  CHAnutAN.  Any  questions? 

The  PRESroiNG  OFPICni  (Mr.  Wat- 
Kws  in  the  chair).  The  question  Is. 
Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  nomination  of  Harold  E.  Stassen  to 
be  Director  for  Mutual  Security? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICKR.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  nomination  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  STATB— NOMINA- 
TIONS PASSED  OVER 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Carl  W.  McCardle  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  McCardle  nomination,  as 
well  as  the  nomination  of  'Riruston  B. 
Morton  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  be  passed  over  until  Thursday. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAStJRY 
The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded   to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Department 

of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  all  nominations  in  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President.  wIU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  undersUnd  that 
all  these  nominations  were  uTm.nimrtii«jy 
approved  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  All  these  nomina- 
tions have  been  unanimously  approred 
by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 


CAO 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  nominations  in  the  Department 
of  the  TreasiuT  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  nominations  in  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  which  were  confirmed 
en  bloc  are  as  follows: 

Marlon  B.  Folsom.  of  New  York,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

H  Chapman  Rose,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Elbert  P.  Tuttle,  of  Georgia,  to  be  general 
counsel  for  the  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

T.  Culeman  Andrews,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Ivy  Baker  Priest,  of  Utah,  to  be  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States. 

Alma  K.  Schneider,  of  Colorado,  to  be 
Superintendent  of  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States  at  Denver. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  William  P.  Rogers  to  be  Deputy  At- 
torney GeneraL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Warren  E.  Burger  to  be  Assistant  At- 
torney General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  J.  Lee  Rankin  to  be  Assistant  Attor- 
ney General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  President  be  immedi- 
ately notified  of  all  nominations  con- 
firmed this  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied forthwith. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  THURSDAY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  in  legislative 
sesfiion.  I  move  that  the  Senate  adjoiu-n 
until  noon  on  Thursday,  January  29. 
1953. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  2 
o'clock  and  11  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Thursday,  January  29, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  January  27.  1953 : 

Dkpa«ti«ent  or  Devtnsk 

Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Deputy 
Secretary  of  Defense. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  27.  1953: 
DaicToa,  Mutxjal  Sxcuxitt 

Harold  E.  Stassen,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

TnritMmixsrt  or  thx  TKEAStTST 

Marlon  B.  Polsom.  of  New  York,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

H.  Chapman  Rose,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Elbert  P.  Tuttle,  of  Georgia,  to  be  general 
counsel  for  the  Department  of  the  Treasxiry. 

T.  Coleman  Andrews,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
CommlBsioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 


Ivy  Baker  Priest,  of  Utah,  to  be  Tteararer 
of  the  United  States. 

Alma  K.  Schneider,  o#  Colorado,  to  be 
Superintendent  of  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States  at  Denver. 

DsPAsnczitT  or  Jumncs 
William  P.  Rogers,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Dep- 
uty Attorney  General. 

Warren  E.  Burger,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 

J.  Lee  Rankin,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Assistant 
Attorney  General. 


^■^ 


SENATE 

Thursday,  January  29,  1953 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Eternal  and  blessed  God,  In  the  midst 
of  the  toiling  days  when  the  fever  and 
fret  of  perilous  times  take  their  toll  of 
our  spirits,  we  are  grateful  for  quiet 
arbors  where,  at  an  altar  of  contrition, 
we  may  bow  for  Thy  forgiveness  and 
cleansing.  With  the  refreshing  dew  of 
Thy  strengthening  grace  upon  us  may  we 
go  forth,  on  our  way  attended  by  the 
vision  splendid,  as  we  lift  up  our  hearts 
with  the  glad  Te  Deum,  "He  restoreth  my 
soul." 

Give  us.  we  beseech  Thee,  a  part  In 
making  the  earth's  crooked  ways  straight, 
when  social  and  industrial  relations  will 
lose  their  hard  antagonisms  and  become 
the  hallowed  cooperation  of  comrades  in 
human  service.  Toward  this  high  pur- 
jKJse  may  we  labor  while  our  brief  day 
lasts,  in  quiet  confidence  that  Thou  wilt 
guide  our  steps  and  keep  our  feet  from 
falling.  We  ask  it  in  the  dear  Redeem- 
er's name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday,  January 
27,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina- 
tions were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Rep]*e- 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  42,  section  1815.  United  States  Code, 
the  Speaker  aiuiounced  as  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  the  fol- 
lowing Members  on  the  part  of  the  House: 
Mr.  CoLB  of  New  York,  Mr.  HmsHAW  of 
California,  Mr.  Van  Zandt  of  Pennsylvania, 
Mr.  Jehkixs  of  Ohio,  Mr.  PAmotsoN  of  Con- 
necticut, Mr.  Dttrram  of  North  Carolina,  Mr. 
HounxLo  of  California,  Mr.  Pkicb  of  Illinois, 
and  Mr.  Koaat  of  Texas. 

'  "  » 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  16,  section  1034,  United  States  Code. 
the  Speaker  announced  as  membcn  of  the 


Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Report  the 
following  Members  on  the  part  of  the  House : 
Mr.  Wolcott  of  Michigan,  Mr.  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Tallx  of  Iowa,  Mr.  Bemdix 
of  Ohio,  Mr.  Habt  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Paticam 
of  Texas,  and  Mr.  Boixmc  of  Miseoiu-1. 

Resolved,  That  piirsuant  to  Public  Law  SOI 
of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  the  Speaker 
announced  the  appointment  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Pisheries  of  the  following  Members  to 
serve  as  members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy : 
Mr.  WncHiL  will  serve  as  ex  ofBcio  member 
of  the  Board,  Mr.  Allen  of  California.  Mr. 
8HXEHAN  of  nilnols,  and  Mr.  Ha«t  of  New 
Jersey. 

Resolved,  That  piirsuant  to  the  provisioiu 
of  title  10,  sections  1055  and  1056.  United 
States  Code,  the  Speaker  announced  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  the  following  Mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  House :  Mr.  Canthxd 
of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Gavin  of  Pennsylvania, 
Mr.  Bbown  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Sikes  of  Florida. 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  Public  Law  38. 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  as  amended,  the 
Speaker  announced  the  appointment  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Pisheries  of  the  following  Mem- 
bers to  serve  as  members  of  the  Board  of 
VUltors  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
Academy:  Mr.  Wuchel  will  serve  as  an  ex 
officio  meml^er  of  the  Board,  Mr.  Seelt- 
Bkown,  Jr.,  of  Connecticut,  Mr.  Mumma  of 
Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Ha«t  of  New  Jersey. 

Resolved,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  84,  sections  1038  and  1084.  United 
States  Code,  the  Speaker  announced  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United 
States  Naval  Academy  the  following  Members 
on  the  part  of  the  Hoiise :  Mr.  Jensen  of  Iowa, 
Mr.  Small  of  Maryland,  Mr.  B&ilxt  of  West 
Virginia,  Mr.  Yates  of  Illinois. 


COMMnTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  McCarthy,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
was  authorized  to  meet  this  afternoon 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnston  of  South 
C&roHna,  and  by  unanimous  con.sent.  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
was  authorized  to  meet  this  afternoon 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 


EXECUnVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  Indicated: 
Repokt  on  Emplotment  or  Special  Assist- 
ants BT  DEFAKTICENT  OP  JUSTICE 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
special  assistants  employed  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  for  the  period  July  1,  1952 
to  December  31,  1952  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report);  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

Repoet  on  Tobt  Claims  Paid  bt  Depaktment 
or  DajENsa 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secrftary  of  De- 
fense, reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  that  no 
tort  claims  were  paid  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  during  the  year  ended  Deceml>er  31, 
1962;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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XxTENUOH  or  BrracTivznss  or  Ststsm  or 
Gbadb  DnTsnxmoM  Uiron  Omen  Pxs- 
■omnL  Act  or  liM7 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  continue  In  effect  the 
system  of  grade  distribution  provided  by  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

ErrzNsioir  or  ErrxcnvENKss  or  Pkovisions  or 
THE  Act  or  Ocrosn  31,  1942,  Rxlating  to 

AOJTTSTMCNT  Or  ROTALTOU 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October 
31,  1943,  as  extended,  relating  to  the  adjust- 
ment of  royalties  for  the  duration  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  December  16, 
1950,  and  0  months  thereafter  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Unttzd  Statks  Naval  Postckaduatz  School 
AS  DirosrroaT  roa  Govxbnmzmt  Pubuca- 
Tiowa 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  make  the  United  States 
Naval  Postgraduate  School  a  depository  for 
Government  publications  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

TftAHsrca  or  Cdttain  Land  at  Crzskt 
Poiirr,  N.  C. 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
poMd  legislation  to  authorize  the  transfer 
of  certain  land  located  at  Cherry  Point,  N.  C, 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompany- 
ing pap^r) :  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(3xaTincATX8  or  Asczbtainicznt  or  Phesi- 
DEMTiAL  ELxcToaa  or  States  or  Nebraska 
AND  Vexmont 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  General 
Services  Administration,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  copies  of  certiflcatea  of  ascer- 
tainment of  Presidential  electors  received 
from  the  States  of  Nebraska  and  Vermont 
(with  accompanying  papers);  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

RxPoaT  ON  ToKT  Claims  Paid  bt  Feoexal 
Secubitt  Agency 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Federal 
Security  Agency,  Washington,  D.  C,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  tort 
claims  paid  by  that  agency,  for  the  calendar 
year  1962  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  Choctaw  Nation  and  the  Sioux  Indians 
or  THE  Santxe  Resexvation   in  Nebraska 
Against  the  UNrrED  States  or  America 
A  letter  from  the  Chief  Commissioner,  In- 
dian Claims  Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  a  report  on  the  settlement  of 
the  claim  of  the  Choctaw  Nation,  petitioner, 
and  the  Sioux  Indians  of  the  Santee  Reser- 
vation in  the  State  of  Nebraska,  plaintiffs. 
Against  the  United  States  of  America  (with 
accompanying    papers);    to    the    Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Retobt  or  Untted  States  Atomic  Energt 
Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  and  members 
of  the  United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the  thir- 
teenth semiannual  report  of  that  Commis- 
sion, dated  January  1953  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy. 

Statement  or  Receipts  and  ExPENorn'REs  bt 

CKESATEAKE    &    POTOMAC    TELEPHONE    Co. 

A  letter  from  the  vice  president,  the 
Chesapeake  *  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law 
•  sUtement  of  receipts  and  expenditures  by 


that  company,  for  the  year  1952  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

COMPABATtVE      GENERAL      BALANCE      SHEET      Or 

Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co. 

A  letter  from  the  vice  president,  the 
Chesapeake  Sc  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  comparative  general  balance  sheet  of  that 
company,  for  the  year  1952  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Report  or  Small  Defense  Plants 
Adm  inistr  atio  n 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Small 
Defense  Plants  Administration.  Washington, 
D.  C.  received  on  January  28.  1953.  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  that 
Administration,  dated  January  15.  1953  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

DisposrrioN  of  ExEctmvF  Papers 

A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
Of  papers  and  documents  on  the  flies  of  sev- 
eral departments  ahd  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment which  are  not  needed  In  the  con- 
duct of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  disposition  (with  ac- 
companying papers);  to  a  Joint  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  In  the 
Executive  Departments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Carlson  and  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina  members  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  and  so  forth,  were  laid  before 
the  Senate,  or  presented  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General.  State 
of  New  Hampshire,  Concord.  N.  H..  relating 
to  a  civil  defense  compact  entered  Into  by 
the  Governors  of  the  six  New  England  State's 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Sei^ices. 

A  resolution  adopljPl  by  the  Florida  State 
Townsend  Auxiliary  Unit  No.  36.  of  Tampa, 
Pla.,  favoring  the  substitution  of  the  so- 
called  Townsend-old-age-pension  plan  for 
the  present  social-security  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  extending  felicitations 
to  the  new  Administration  under  the  lead- 
ership of  President  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower; 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

(See  the  above  resolution  printed  In  full 
when  laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  Vice 
President  on  January  17.  1953,  page  586 
Congressional  Record.) 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATING TO  THE  MAKING  OP 
TREATIES  AND  EXECUTIVE 

AGREEMENTS 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
Council  of  Delegates  of  the  Ohio  State 
Bar  Association,  the  Ohio  State  Bar  As- 
sociation, and  the  National  Association 
of  Attorneys  General  relating  to  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  D  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties  and  executive  agreements,  which 
I  Introduced  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
other  Senators  on  January  7,  1953. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu« 
tions  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  council  of  delegates  of 
the  Ohio  State  Bar  Association  approves  for 
consideration  by  Congress  an  amendment  or 
amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  providing  that  a  provision  of 
a  treaty,  contract,  pact,  or  executive  agree- 
ment which  conflicts  with  any  provision  of 
this  Constitution  shall  not  be  of  any  force 
or  effect,  and  further  providing  that  a  treaty. 
contract,  pact,  or  executive  agreement  be- 
tween this  Nation  or  any  other  nation  or  na- 
tion.s  shall  become  effective  as  internal  law 
In  the  United  States  only  through  legislation 
by  Congress  which  it  could  enact  under  its 
delegated  powers  in  the  absence  of  such 
treaty,  contract,  pact,  or  executive  agree- 
ment. 

Reiohed.  That  the  Ohio  State  Bar  Associa- 
tion Is  of  the  opinion  that  In  order  that 
the  principle  of  representative  government 
may  obtain  in  our  foreign  aJIalrs  as  well  as 
our  domestic  affairs,  and  that  any  confusion 
and  ineffectlvene.ss  in  our  foreign  policy  re- 
sulting from  unilateral  foreign  policy  de- 
cisions by  the  Executive  may  be  avoided,  a 
procedure  should,  if  possible,  be  devised  and 
put  into  effect  whereunder  policy  decisions  in 
the  field  of  foreign  affairs  should  be  made  by 
the  executive  department  only  after  obtain- 
ing the  consent  of  Congress,  or  where  this 
Is  impracticable,  of  an  adequately  informed 
representative  committee  or  committees 
thereof  established  by  Congress  for  such  pur- 
jxjse. 

The  Treaty  Power  and  the  Conhth  trrioN  or 

THE  UNrrED  States 

Whereas  artlc'.e  VI  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  of  America  provides  that 
all  treaties  of  the  National  Government  shall 
be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land;  and 

Whereas  this  provision  of  the  Constitution, 
due  to  a  changed  concept  of  international 
relations  and  obligations  of  national  states 
whereby  national  states  now  undertake  obli- 
gations which  are  designed  or  interpreted  to 
directly  affect  the  lives  and  property  of  indi- 
vidual citizens  in  time  of  peace  as  well  as 
war.  which  changed  concept  represents  a 
radical  deviation  from  the  historical  inci- 
dents of  treaty  making  current  at  the  time 
said  article  VI  was  adopted  by  the  founding 
fathers  of  the  Republic,  and  for  the  first 
century  and  one-half  of  our  national  ex- 
istence; and 

Whereas  it  now  becomes  apparent  in  pro- 
posed treaties  and  conventions  under  consid- 
eration in  the  United  Nations,  of  which  inter- 
rational  body  the  United  States  of  America 
is  a  member,  and  will  be  asked  to  ratify 
said  treaties  and  conventions,  that  the  Indi- 
vidual rights  and  privileges  of  American  cit- 
izens as  supposedly  guaranteed  them  by  the 
Constitutions  of  the  United  States  and  the 
several  Slates  may  be  derogated  and  even  de- 
stroyed pursuant  to  possible  Interpretations 
of  said  article  VI;  and 

Whereas  adherence  to  this  new  concept  of 
International  relations  and  obligations  of  na- 
tional states,  directly  affecting  private  per- 
sons and  property  even  when  not  expressly 
required  by  treaty  terras,  has  reached  such  a 
level  of  judicial  acceptance  as  to  be  Incorpo- 
rated in  a  dissenting  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  these  United  States  wherein  the 
general  military  obligations  of  the  United 
States  under  the  terms  of  the  United  Nations 
Charter  and  conventions  and  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  were  advanced  as  justification 
for  the  seizure  of  private  property  by  the 
National  Government  and  might  equally  well 
be  advanced  as  a  justiflcation  for  invasion 
of  the  traditional  liberties  of  our  citizenry; 
and 

Whereas  It  Is  the  feeling  of  tne  National 
Asfiociatiou  of  Attorneys  General   that  the 
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rights  and  prlvilegea  of  American  citizens, 
most  of  which  have  attended  our  people  from 
the  very  formation  of  the  Republic,  and 
which  formed  the  very  jurisdiction  for  the 
American  Declaration  of  Independence  and 
the  founding  of  the  Ilepublic,  should  be  for- 
ever Inviolate  from  even  the  risk  of  deroga- 
tion by  the  treaty-making  power  of  their  own 
National  Government:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 
Resolved.  That  the  National  Association  of 
Attorneys  General  dcHJs  herewith  recommend 
that  steps  should  be  Uiken  to  amend  the  Oon- 
Btltutlon  of  the  United  States  of  America  so 
as  to  subordinate  the  treaty-making  power  of 
the  National  Government  to  each  and  every 
provision  of  the  BUI  of  Rights  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  of  America,  and 
to  each  and  every  similar  provision  in  the 
constitutions  of  the  several  States  except  as 
these  may  be  expres.sly  abridged  by  act  or 
resolution  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 


HOLIDAYS— RESOLUTION  OF  BOARD 
OP  MANAGEMENT  OP  KENTUCKY 
SOCIETY,  DAUGHTERS  OP  THE 
AMERICAN  RE\'OLUTION 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  board  of  management  of  the  Ken- 
tucky Society.  Daughters  of  the  Amer- 
ican Revolution,  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  re- 
lating to  holidays. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  is  at  present  a  movement 
among  certain  groups  and  individuals  to 
place  Important  holidays  on  the  Monday 
nearest  to  the  exact  date — this  being  done 
for  business  reasons  and  for  the  purpose  cf 
extended  week-end  liolldays;   and 

Whereas  the  bolidiys  under  such  consid- 
eration are  of  blstoilc  and  patriotic  value, 
and  stir  such  loyal  interests  as  pertain  to 
our  great  American  traditions  (holidays  so 
considered  for  chan(,'e  are  President's  Day, 
to  the  third  Monday  in  February,  Memorial 
Etey  to  the  last  Monday  in  May,  Independence 
Day  to  the  first  Monday  in  July,  and  Thanks- 
giving Day  to  the  fourth  Monday  in  Novem- 
ber); and 

Whereas  the  chang:ed  dates  would  cause  a 
loss  of  Interest  In  the  persons  and  events 
that  are  memorlaliz«I  by  the  exact  dates  of 
celebration;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  privilege  of  the  States  to 
have  jurisdiction  over  such  holidays:   Be  it 

Resolved.  That  thi;  members  of  the  board 
of  management  of  the  Kentucky  Society. 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  as- 
sembled in  executive  session  on  January  10, 
1953.  at  the  Brown  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.. 
protest  such  change.  In  protesting,  they 
would  call  to  mind  that  the  signs  of  the 
times  indicate  that  it  behooves  all  Individ- 
uals and  organizations  to  be  strengthening 
and  reaffirming  allegiance  to  events  and  in- 
cidents pertaining  tc  the  lives  of  the  patriots 
who  have  contributed  so  much  to  the  founda- 
tion and  growth  o'.  the  great  Republic  which 
is  the  United  States  of  America. 


ORDER  OP  MEMBERSHIP  ON  COM- 
MITTEE ON  INTERSTATE  AND 
FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  of  the 
majority  membership  of  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  be 
amended  so  as  to  make  certain  changes 
which  have  been  agreed  upon.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  of 


membership  on  the  committee  read: 
Charles  W.  Tobey,  of  New  Hampshire, 
chairman;  Homes  E.  Capehakt,  of  In- 
diana; John  W.  Bricker,  of  Ohio;  An- 
drew F.  ScHOEppEL,  of  Kansas;  John 
Marshall  Butler,  of  Maryland;  Dwight 
Griswold,  of  Nebraska;  John  Sherman 
Cooper,  of  Kentucky;  and  Charles  E. 
Potter,  of  Michigan, 

The  proposed  new  order  does  not 
change  the  membership  of  the  commit- 
tee. It  merely  establishes  the  order  of 
seniority  which  has  been  agreed  upon  by 
the  Republican  conference. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted : 

By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

S.  Res.  44.  Resolution  extending  authority 
for  the  investigation  with  respect  to  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  foreign  information  programs; 
without  amendment  (S.  Rept.  24);  and,  un- 
der the  rule,  the  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

8.  Res.  45.  Resolution  extending  the  au- 
thority for  a  study  and  investigation  of  the 
fuel  reserves  and  the  formulation  ot  a  fuel 
policy  for  the  United  States;  without  amend- 
ment, and,  under  the  rule,  the  resolution  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 
AND  ADNfIl«STRATION 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, I  report  favorably  various  resolu- 
tions, some  of  which  I  submit  reports 
thereon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
reports  will  be  received,  and  the  resolu- 
tions Vill  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

The  resolutions  reported  by  Mr. 
Jenner  and  placed  on  the  calendar  are 
as  follows : 

8.  Res.  22.  Resolution  extending  the  time 
for  study  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  organization 
and  operations  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  13); 

8.  Res.  23.  Resolution  extending  the  time 
'for  investigation  by  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  of  certain 
transportation  and  communications  prob- 
lems; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  16); 

8.  Res.  33.  Resolution  continuing  the  au- 
thority for  the  temporary  employment  of  two 
additional  clerical  assistants  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  17); 

5.  Res.  37.  Resolution  authorizing  the  em- 
ployment of  additional  clerical  assistants  by 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare; 
with  an  amendment  'Rept.  No.  18); 

6.  Res.  40.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Goverjiment  Op)eratlons  to 
employ  temporary  personnel  and  increasing 
Its  limit  of  expenditures;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  19): 

8.  Res.  41.  Resolution  to  investigate  cer- 
tain problems  relating  to  interstate  and  for- 
eign Commerce;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
No.  30); 

8.  Res.  42.  Resolution  to  Investigate  prob- 
lems relating  to  economic  mobilization  and 
stabilization,  banking  and  bousing  policies. 


and  certain  other  matters;  with  amendments 
(Rept.  No.  15); 

S.  Res.  46.  Resolution  increasing  the  limit 
of  expenditures  In  connection  with  the  in- 
ternal security  of  the  United  States;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  14); 

S.  Res.  47.  Resolution  increasing  the  limit 
of  expenditures  for  a  review  of  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  22); 

S.  Res.  48.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  make  certain 
expenditures  and  employ  temporary  person- 
nel; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  21) ;  and 

S.  Res.  50.  Resolution  extending  the  au- 
thority of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
for  hearings  and  investigations;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  23). 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Indiana  give 
me  his  attention  for  a  moment?  As  I 
understand,  the  Senator  from  Indiana, 
who  is  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  has  submitted 
ref)orts  on  nimierous  resolutions  which 
his  committee  has  considered.  It  will  be 
necessary  for  tlie  Senate  to  take  action 
on  them,  or  the  procedure  will  become 
quite  involved. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana,  as  chair- 
man, has  submitted  the  reports  of  the 
committee.  Am  I  correct  in  under- 
standing that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  to  call  up  these 
resolutions  tomorrow? 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  is  my  intention  to 
have  them  called  up  tomorrow. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  merely 
wish  the  Record  to  show  that  the  Com" 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration  has 
made  reports  of  various  and  sundry  reso- 
lutions. I  hope  Senators  will  take  due 
notice  of  the  reports  and  be  prepared  to 
act  on  the  resolutions  tomorrow. 

Mr.  CARLSON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  about  to  recognize  the  Senator 
from  Kansas,  unless  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  wishes  to  speak  upon  the  mat- 
ter just  discussed. 

Mr.  KT.IiF.NDER.  I  wish  to  speak  upon 
the  same  matter. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  if  his  committee  held 
hearings  on  any  of  the  various  resolu- 
tions he  has  just  reported? 

Mr.  JENNER  Yes;  the  committee 
asked  the  committees  affected  to  submit 
estimates  of  amounts  that  would  t>e 
needed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  all  that  data 
presented  to  the  Government  Opera- 
tions Committee  be  available  to  the  Sen- 
ate before  the  resolutions  are  taken  up? 

Mr.  JENNER.  To  what  data  does  the 
Senator  refer? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  To  the  data  upon 
which  his  committee  based  its  actions. 
Specifically.  I  mean  the  information  pre- 
sented to  the  Government  Operations 
Committee  to  justify  the  approval  of  the 
expenditures. 

Mr.  JENNER.  No;  we  did  not  have 
any  public  hearings.  It  has  not  been 
the  custom  of  the  committee  to  hold 
such  hearings.  As  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  probably  aware,  many  of 
tho  resolutions  come  in  written  form 
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from    the   various    committees   of    the 
Senate. 

Mr.ELLENDER.  I  wonder  if  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration 
would  be  willing  to  make  available  to  all 
Senators  desiring  it  such  evidence,  or 
such  Justiflcations,  as  were  made  or  pre- 
sented by  those  asking  for  the  various 
amounts  involved. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  committee  did  not 
have  made  a  transcript  or  a  record  of 
the  hearings,  but  I.  or  any  other  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  will  be  glad  to  give 
the  Senator  all  the  information  that  is 
available.  All  members  of  the  commit- 
tee V  ere  present  on  each  occasion,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri (Mr.  HKNNiNGS],  who  was  absent 
yesterday. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  particularly 
anxious  to  ascertain  the  justification  for 
the  so-called  McCarthy  resolution,  which 
I  understand  has  been  reported  this 
morning. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes;  it  has  been  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  calls  for  an 
expenditure  of  about  $200,000,  does  it 
not? 
Mr.  JENNER.  Yes. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand  that 
another  resolution  has  been  reported 
calling  for  $150,000.  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
to  continue  its  investigation  of  commu- 
nism. 

Mr.  JENNER.  That  is  correct.  It  has 
been  reported. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  imderstand  fur- 
ther that  the  resolution  provides  for  an 
Investigation  of  communism  in  schools 
and  colleges,  and  of  other  aspects  of 
communism. 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  does  not  cover  those 
phases.  It  does  continue  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Internal  Security  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Was  any  presenta- 
tion or  specific  indication  made  as  to  the 
subjects  that  would  be  investigated  by. 
for  example,  the  permanent  Subcom- 
mittee on  Investigation  of  the  Govern- 
ment Operations  Committee  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] is  chairman? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes.  The  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  and  the  chief  clerk  of  his 
committee  appeared  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  and 
presented  their  entire  program.  At  that 
time  several  Senators  asked  questions 
concerning  the  program,  and  the  resolu- 
tion was  unanimously  reported. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  there  any  evi- 
dence in  the  form  of  a  written  record? 

Mr.  JEWNER.  No.  The  committee 
did  not  have  a  transcript  made.  It  has 
not  been  customary  to  have  transcripts 
made  of  such  proceedings. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  wonder  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  recalls  my  conversa- 
tion with  him  on  this  subject  some  time 
ago. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  do. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  told  the  Senator 
that  I  thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea 
to  have  a  record  made  of  such  hearings. 
so  that  all  Senators  could  be  informed, 
when  the  resolutions  came  to  the  floor] 
as  to  why  the  various  requests  were  be- 


ing  made   and   why   they   were   being 
approved. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  do  not  recall  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  asking  tliat  a  rec- 
ord be  made.  I  recall  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  saying  that  he  would  look 
upon  such  requests  with  a  very  jaundiced 
eye. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  said  I  would  like 
to  see  something  specific  in  justification 
of  the  requests. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  been  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration as  long  as  I  have  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate.  I  have  served  under 
the  chairmanship  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenI  and  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette]  .  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  I  Mr.  HaydenJ  is  now  on 
the  floor. 

There  has  never  been  a  record  made 
of  the  hearings.  We  request  Senators 
to  come  before  the  committee  with  their 
recommendations  for  their  respective 
budgets — how  much  is  to  be  spent  for 
personnel,  telegraphic  expense,  traveling 
expense,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  not  the  com- 
mittee also  require  information  as  to 
what  subjects  will  be  investigated? 

Mr.  JENNER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  Senators  obtain 
for  their  own  information  a  resume  of 
what  was  stated  and  the  reasons  assigned 
for  the  various  amounts  requested?  Can 
the  Senator  provide  that? 

Mr.  JENNER.  As  I  have  said,  there 
Is  no  stenographic  record,  but  I  shall  be 
glad  to  go  over  these  requests  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenI  is  present, 
as  are  other  members  of  the  committee. 
I  am  sure  that  all  of  us  would  be  glad 
to  give  the  Senator  the  benefit  of  all 
the  information  we  have. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  possible.  I  should 
like  to  have  such  information  before  the 
resolutions  are  taken  up  tomorrow.  It 
may  well  be  that  I  shall  have  no  objec- 
tion, but  I  should  like  to  have  the  infor- 
mation, so  that  the  resolutions  may  be 
presented  to  the  Senate  in  an  orderly 
way.  I  just  want  to  have  all  the  infor- 
mation on  hand,  so  that  the  Senate  may 
make  a  considered  and  well-founded  de- 
cision. I  want  to  be  sure  that  each  of 
these  exi>enditures  is  needed. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  give 
the  Senator  all  the  information  in  my 
possession. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows : 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Martin)  : 

S.  689.  A  bill  to  preserve  the  scenic  beauty 
of  the  Niagara  Palls  and  River,  to  authorize 
the  construction  of  certain  works  of  improve- 
ment on  that  river  for  power  purposes  and 
to  further  the  InteresU  of  national  security 
by  authorizing  the  prompt  development  of 
such  works  of  Improvement  for  power  pur- 
poses; to  the  Con>mlttee  on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capi:ha«t  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bUl,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 


By  Mr.  MCCARTHY   (for  himself.  Mr. 
McClellan,   Mr.   Hoet.  Mr.   Mundt. 
Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine.  Mr.  Dwokshak. 
Mr.  HuMPHRXT.  Mr.  Butlxr  of  Mary- 
land, and  Mr.  Potter)  : 
S.  690.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1049. 
as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Administrator 
of    General    Services    to    enter    Into    lease- 
purchase  agreements  to  provide  for  the  lease 
to   the   United  States   of  real   property   and 
structures  for  terms  of  more  than  8  years  but 
not  In  excess  of  25  years  and  for  acquisition 
of  title  to  such  properties  and  structures  by 
the  United  States  at  or  before  the  expiration 
of  the  lease  terms,  and  for  other  purpo«ee; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  MCCARTHY  (for  hinoaelf,  Mr. 
McClellan,  Mr.   Hoet,  Mr.   MtJNDT, 
Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine.  Mr.  Dworshak, 
Mr   Humphret.  Mr.  Butlkk  of  Mary- 
land. Mr.  Potter,  and  Mr.  Kknnedt  )  : 
S  691.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  to  authorize  the  decentraliza- 
tion of  certain  Government  personnel,  and 
for  other   purposes;    to   the   Committee   on 
Government  Operations. 

By  Mr.  IVES  (for  himself,  Mr.  Htjm- 
PHREY.  Mr.  DtJTT,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr. 
Hendrick-son,       Mr.      Greut.      Mr. 
Lancer,  Mr.   Kennedt,  Mr.  Martik. 
Mr.  KiLGORE.  Mr.  Purtrll,  Mr.  Leh- 
man. Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Magnu- 
soN.  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey,  Mr. 
MuRRAT,    Mr.    ToBiT,    Mr.    Pastobk, 
and  Mr.  Morse)  : 
S  692.  A  bill  to  prohibit  discrimination  In 
employment  because  of  race,  color,  religion. 
national  origin,  or  ancestry;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ivrs  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading;.) 

By  Mr    MARTIN: 

S  693    A  bill  to  provide  for  th«  naturall- 

zation  of  persons  serving  In  the  Armed  Forces 

of  the  United  States  after  June  24,  1950;  and 

S  694.  A    bill    to   prohibit    the   display   of 

flags  of  International  organizations  or  other 

nations  in  equal  or  superior  prominence  or 

honor  to  the  nag  of  the  United  States  except 

under  specified  circumstances,  and  for  other 

purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    CASE: 

S  695.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition 

of  lances  by  the  United  States  required  for 

the  reservoir  created  by  the  construction  of 

Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River  and  for  re- 

habUltntlon  of  the  Indians  of  the  Cheyenne 

River   Sioux    Reservation.   8.    Dak.,    and   for 

other  purposes;  and 

S.  696.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  permit  Mrs.  Mag- 
gie Snowle  to  occupy  and  reside  on  Maggie 
PVaction  Lode  Claim;  to  the  Committee  oa 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By   Mr.   CASK    (for   himself  and  Mr. 

Neely)  : 

S  697.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Delegate  from 

the   District  of   Columbia   to  the   House  of 

Representatives;    to   the  Committee  on   the 

District  of  Columbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Case  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
«  separate  heading  ) 
By  Mr.  T.\FT: 
S  698.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aba  8ze- 
Jnbejm.  Mrs.  Dvora  Szejnbejm,  Shlomo  Sae- 
Jnbejm,  and  Daniel  Szejnbejm; 

S  699.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Anthony 
Zahareas; 

S.  700.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Joeeph 
Welsz  and  his  family;  and 

S.  701.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael  Coe- 
mo  Zullo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 
8.  702.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maarten  Van 
Der  Toorn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 
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By  Mr.  LEHMAN  (for  himMlf.  Mr. 
LANon,  Mr.  Cl^mrntb,  Mr.  Andkb- 
soN.  Mr.  CoKSON,  Mr.  Maonxt80N,  Mr. 
Gnxrrrx.  Mr.  Ncklt,  Mr.  Tobrt,  Mr. 
Grxxm,  Mr.  MuRRAT,  Mr.  Pastorx, 
Mr.  Douglas.  Mr.  Krmnedt,  Mr.  Kil- 
coRZ,  Mr.  Hi-MPHXRT,  Mr.  Balton- 
BTAU.,    Mr.    &IOSSX,    and    Mr.    Hxm- 

NINOS)  : 

8.  703.  A  bill  to  extend  to  uniformed  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Fcrces  the  same  protec- 
tion against  bodUy  attack  as  la  now  granted 
to  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Ju<llciary. 

(See  the  remarks  Qf  Mr.  Lehman  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Kennedy  ) : 

S  704.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  naturaliza- 
tion of  persona  serving;  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  after  June  M,  1950;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lkhman  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  FULBRIOHT: 

8  705.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Lenz; 
and 

S.  70e.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charlotte 
Wltzellng  Robinson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOEY  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
8Mn-H  of  North  Carolina)  : 

8  707.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Spalnhour 
Furniture  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

8  708.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ken  C.  Wu 
and  family;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.  709.  A  bin  to  give  proper  recognition  to 
the  distinguished  service  of  Col.  J.  Claude 
Klmbrough;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  GREEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Pastxnu)  : 

8.  710.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  grants  to  SUte 
unemployment   fimds.    and    for    other    pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 

8.  711.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  grant  easements  for  rights- 
of-way  through,  over,  and  under  the  park- 
way land  along  the  line  of  the  Chesapeake 
ic  Ohio  Canal,  and  to  authorize  an  ex- 
change of  lands  with  other  Federal  depart- 
ments and  agencies,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  InsiUar 
Affairs. 

8.  712.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  R. 
Jackson:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 

8. 713.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1038  to  include  in  the  defi- 
nition of  "agriculture"  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  ditches,  canals,  reservoirs,  and 
waterways  when  maintained  and  operated 
for  farming  purposes,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 

8.  714.  A  bUl  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  In  fee  to  Louis 
W.  MllUken;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
und  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 

S.  715.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  introduction 
or  movement  in  Interstate  commerce  of  arti- 
cles of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrics  which  are 
so  highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous  when 
worn  by  individuals,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce, 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tobet  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  senarate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  TOBEY  (for  himself,  Mr.  Wilet. 
Mr.  KxTAuvEX,  and  Mr.  Hunt)  : 

8.716.  A  bUl  to  prohibit  the  Importing, 
transporting,  and  mailing  of  gambling  mate- 
rials; to  prohibit  the  broadcasting  of  gam- 
bling information;  to  prohibit  the  transmls- 


alon  of  bets  or  wagers  by  means  of  Interstate 
communications;  and  to  prohibit  further  the 
transportation  of  gambling  devices  in  inter- 
state commerce; 

8.  717.  A  blU  to  make  unlawful  the  trans- 
mission in  interstate  commerce  of  gambling 
information  concerning  a  sporting  event 
which  is  obtained  without  consent  of  the 
person  conducting  such  sporting  event;  and 

8.  718.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  licensing 
of  certain  persons  engaged  In  the  dissemina- 
tion of  information  concerning  horse  or  dog 
racing  events  and  betting  information  con- 
cerning other  sporting  events  by  means  of 
Interstate  and  foreign  communications  by 
wire  or  radio,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tobxt  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 

By  Mr.  TOBEY  (by  request) : 

8.  719.  A  bUI  to  provide  transportation  on 
Canadian  vessels  between  Skagway,  Alaska, 
and  other  points  in  Alaska,  between  Haines, 
Alaska,  and  other  points  in  Alaska,  and  be- 
tween Hyder,  Alaska,  and  other  points  in 
Alaska  or  the  continental  United  States, 
either  directly  or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for 
any  part  of  the  transportation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By   Mr.   MAGNUSON: 

8.  720.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Commander 
John  J.  O'Connell,  United  States  Naval  Re- 
serve: and 

8.721.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Spencer  C.  Clark  for  extra  compen- 
sation for  Sunday,  holiday,  and  overtime 
services  performed  between  1929  and  1942; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  8PARKMAN: 

8.  722.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bethe 
Hines;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 

8.723.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose  L. 
Kerrigan;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

8.  724  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  J.  Akers;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

8.  725.  A  bill  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
act  of  May  22,  1928,  as  amended,  authoriz- 
ing and  directing  a  national  survey  of  for- 
est resources:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry. 
By  Mr.  CASE: 

S.  J.  Res.  32.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  the 
act  of  July   1,   1947   (61   Stat.   242);    to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

8.  J.  Res.  33.  Joint  resolution  making  Jan- 
uary 30  of  each  year  a  legal  public  holiday 
in  commemoration  of  the  birth  of  Franklin 
J>lano  Roosevelt;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Lehman  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above-named  blU,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 


NIAGARA  REDEVELOPMENT  ACT  OP 
1953 
Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Martin],  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  pre- 
serve the  scenic  beauty  of  the  Niagara 
Palls  and  River,  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction of  certain  works  of  improve- 
ment on  that  river  for  power  purposes 
and  to  further  the  interests  of  national 
security  by  authorizing  the  prompt  de- 
velopment of  such  works  of  improve- 
ment for  power  purposes.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill,  together  with 
a  Joint  statement  by  me,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania   IMr.  Martin!   and 


Representative  William  E.  Miller,  of 
New  York,  be  printed  in  the  Rccord. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and.  without  objection,  the 
bill  and  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  biU  (S.  689)  to  preserve  the  scenic 
beauty  of  the  Niagara  Palls  and  Piver, 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
works  of  improvement  on  that  river  for 
power  purposes  and  to  further  the  in- 
terests of  national  security  by  authoriz- 
ing the  prompt  development  of  such 
works  of  improvement  for  power  pur- 
poses, introduced  by  Mr.  Capehart  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Martin),  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

riNDING  AND  POUCT 

Section  1.  (a)  TTie  Congress  hereby  finds 
that  the  United  Stftes  is  obligated  to  pre- 
serve and  enhance  the  scenic  beauty  of  the 
Niagara  Palls  and  River. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  it  is  neces- 
sary and  desirable  for  the  public  welfare 
and  for  the  sectorlty  of  the  United  States 
that  the  share  of  the  waters  of  the  Niagara 
River  made  available  for  power  purposes  un- 
der the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  dated  February  27. 
1950,  and  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  on  August  9,  1950,  be  utilized 
promptly. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  low-cost 
power  is  urgently  required  to  supply,  among 
other  ptirposes,  the  greatly  expanded  de- 
mands of  the  Department  of  Defense  upon 
the  electrometallurglcal  and  electrochemical 
industries  and  other  industries  maintained 
in  the  vicinity  of  Niagara  Falls. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  utiliza- 
tion of  the  United  States  share  of  the  waters 
of  the  Niagara  River  for  the  production  of 
hydroelectric  jKiwer  is  not  an  Incident  of 
the  exercise  of  the  public  functions  of  the 
United  States  to  improve  navigation,  fiood 
control,  reclamation,  irrigation,  or  sanita- 
tion. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  in  view 
of  the  public  burden  of  the  increasing  oblU 
gations  of  the  United  States,  it  is  most  de- 
sirable that  development  of  hydroelectrlo 
projects  be  made  by  private  enterprise  and 
without  recourse  to  public  funds  particu- 
larly where,  as  here,  private  enterprise  is 
able  most  promptly  to  commence  actual  con- 
struction of  and  to  put  the  project,  as  here- 
inafter authorized,  into  operation. 

The  Congress  fiu'ther  finds  that  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Act  (49  Stat.  838),  as  amended, 
provides  adequate  safeguards  deemed  essen- 
tial for  the  protection  of  broad  local  and 
national  Interests  in  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States,  at  the  same  time  permitting 
full  development  and  utilization  of  water 
power  resources  with  due  regard  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
herein. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  further 
development  of  any  hydroelectric  project  at 
Niagara  Falls  requires  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation prescribing  special  conditions  to  be 
Incorporated  in  any  license  issued  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  for  such  develop- 
ment as  hereinafter  provided. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  Congress  (1)  to  preserve  the  scenic 
beauty  of  Niagara  Falls  and  its  environ- 
ments; (2)  to  further  the  national  security; 
and  (3)  to  asstire  the  devel«pment  of  low- 
cost  electric  power  under  the  private  enter- 
prise system. 

Sac.  2.  The  FMeral  Power  Commission  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  lanw  as 
soon  as  practicable  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  or  to  any  assodauon  of  such  citrrtts. 
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or  to  any  oorporatlon  organlaad  under  th» 
lawi  oC  any  State,  a  license  for  the  pxirpoea 
of  proaecutlng  works  of  Imivovement  for 
redeveli^Knent  of  the  Niagara  River  In  sub- 
stantial accordance  with  the  project  plans 
outlined  In  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Power 
of  the  VMeral  Power  Commission  dated  Sep- 
tember 38,  1940,  entitled  "PosslbUltles  for 
Redevelopment  of  Niagara  Falls  for  Power — 
Niagara  River — New  TOTk"  (such  works  of 
Improvement  being  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
Che  "project").  The. Commission  shall  have 
authority  to  require  such  modifications  of 
said  project,  not  Inconsistent  with  this  act, 
as  tt  may  deem  advisable  In  accordance  with 
the  nrovlslons  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as 
amended.  In  Isstilng  a  license  under  this 
act,  the  Commission  shall  give  preference 
to  the  applicant  most  able  to  commence 
actual  construction  of  and  put  the  project 
Into  oneration  promptly. 

Sac.  3.  Except  where  Inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  the  license  to  be  Is- 
sued hereunder  shall  Incorporate  all  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as 
simended.  and  In  addition  shall  expressly 
Include  the  following  terms  and  conditions: 

(a)  Any  agency  of  the  United  States  as 
may  hereafter  be  created  for  such  purpose 
or  any  agency  created  and  designated  by  the 
State  of  New  Turk  for  such  purpose  may 
after  BCarch  2,  1971,  upon  not  less  than  2 
years'  written  notice,  take  over  and  there- 
after maintain  and  operate  the  project  upon 
the  condition  that  before  taking  poesesslon 
such  agency  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
State  of  New  York  shall  pay  to  the  licensee 
Its  net  Investment,  as  that  term  is  defined 
In  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as  amended.  In  the 
project.  The  net  Investment  of  the  licensee 
In  the  project  for  the  purpose  of  this  act 
shall  be  determined  by  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  after  notice  and  opportunity  for 
bearing. 

(b)  In  contracting  for  the  disposition  of 
project  power,  jM-eference  shall  be  given  to 
directions  from  the  Department  of  Defense 
tar  supplying  power  to  governmental  instal- 
lations or  to  Industries  requiring  power  to 
produce  materials  essential  to  the  national 
•ectuity. 

(c)  The  licensee  shall  pay  to  the  United 
Statea  and  Include  In  its  net  Investment  In 
the  project  herein  authorized  the  United 
States  share  of  the  cost  of  the  construction 
of  the  remedial  works  to  be  tindertaken  In 
accordance  with  article  n  of  the  treaty  re- 
ferred to  In  the  first  section  of  this  act  when- 
ever such  remedial  works  are  constructed  by 
the  United  SUtes. 

8r.  4.  Upon  the  complaint  of  any  Inter- 
ested State,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
ahall  have  Jurisdiction,  after  due  notice  to 
aU  Interested  SUtes  and  to  the  Ucensee  and 
opportunity  for  hearing,  to  require  the  li- 
censee to  enter  Into  reasonable  and  practical 
arrangements  whereby  project  power  wUl  be 
apportioned  equitably  among  States  within 
•oonomlc  transmission  distance,  subject, 
bowevw,  at  all  times  to  the  priortty  In  respect 
of  project  power  accorded  to  the  Department 
at  Defense  as  hereinabove  provided  In  section 
»  (b). 

Sac.  6.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued as  affecting  any  valid  existing  rights 
under  licenses  heretofore  issued  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (49 
Stat.  838),  as  amended,  ai  as  now  or  here- 
after affecting  the  applicability  of  the  pro- 
visions of  that  act  in  the  case  of  waters  of 
the  Niagara  River  presently  authorized  to  be 
diverted  for  power  purposes  under  licenses 
taeretofore  Issued  under  that  act. 

Sac.  8.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict  between 
tlM  provisions  of  this  act  and  the  provUlons 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  of  the  license 
to  be  granted  for  the  project  herein  author- 
laed.  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  govern 
In  respect  of  the  project  herein  authorteed. 

Sac.  7.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Ni- 
agara Redevelopment  Act  of  1053.** 


The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Capkhabt  is  as  follows: 

STATXMENT   BT  SXNATOES   CaPXHAST  AMD  MAa- 

Tiif  Airs  RxpaxsxNTATivs  WnxiAM  B.  |[in.i.iJi, 

or  Nxw  TosK 

Bills  providing  for  the  development  by  pri- 
vate enterprise  of  additional  hydroelectric 
power  on  the  Niagara  River  were  introduced 
simultaneously  today  in  the  Senate  and 
Hbu^  of  Representatives  of  Congress. 

Coauthors  of  the  Senate  bill  are  Senators 
HoMnt  E.  Capxhart,  of  Indiana,  and  Edwaxo 
Maxtim,  of  Pennsylvania.  The  House  bill 
was  Introdxiced  by  Congressman  Whxiam  E. 
MiLLXx  of  New  York.     AU  are  Republicans. 

The  bills  were  Identical  with  those  Intro- 
duced In  the  Eighty-second  Congress  by 
Senator  Capxhart  and  Congressman  Mn.i.KR, 
with  Senator  Maxtin  joining  as  a  new  co- 
sponsor.  Hearings  were  conducted  during 
the  Eighty-second  Congress  by  the  Senate 
and  House  Committees  on  Public  Works. 

A  treaty  with  Canada,  dated  February  27, 
1950,  and  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  on  August  9,  1950.  requires  that  the 
Congress  specify  the  method  by  which  that 
portion  of  the  United  States  development  la 
to  be  accomplished. 

The  bills  would  commit  Congress  to  the 
principle  that  "in  view  of  the  public  burden 
of  the  increasing  obligations  of  the  United 
States,  It  Is  most  desirable  that  development 
of  hydroelectric  projects  be  made  by  private 
enterprise  and  without  recourse  to  public 
funds  particularly  where,  as  here,  private 
enterprise  is  able  most  promptly  to  cr.n- 
mence  actual  construction  of  and  to  put  the 
project  Into  operation." 

The  bills  have  three  stated  purposes.  They 
are: 

1.  To  preserve  the  scenic  beauty  of  Niagara 
Falls  and  its  environments. 

2.  To  further  the  national  security. 

3.  To  assure  the  development  of  low-cost 
electric  power  under  the  private  enterprise 
system. 

The  bills  authorize  and  direct  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  to  issue  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable to  private  citizens,  any  association 
of  citizens,  or  to  any  corporation  organised 
under  the  laws  of  any  State  a  license  for  the 
purpose  of  prosecuting  works  of  Improve- 
ment "for  redevelopment  of  the  Niagara  River 
In  substantial  accordance  with  the  project 
plana  outlined  In  the  report  of  the  Bureau 
of  Power  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
dated  September  28.  1949,  entitled  "Posfilblli- 
ties  for  Redevelopment  of  Niagara  Falls  for 
Power — Niagara  River— New  York."  The  biUs 
reqiUre  that  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
in  Issuing  a  license,  shall  give  preference  to 
the  applicant  "most  able  to  commence  actual 
construction  of  and  to  put  the  project  into 
operation  promptly." 

The  bills  further  provide  that  after  March 
a,  1971,  any  agency  of  the  United  States  Oov- 
emment  created  for  such  purpose  or  any 
such  agency  created  by  the  Stata  of  New  York 
may,  upon  not  less  than  2  years'  written 
notice,  take  over  and  thereafter  maintain 
and  operate  the  project.  In  that  event,  the 
private  enterprise  operators  would  receive 
their  net  Investment  as  that  term  Is  defined 
In  the  Federal  Power  Act.  The  amount  of 
the  net  Investment  would  be  determined  by 
the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

A  primary  condition  incorporated  in  the 
bills  Is  that  in  the  disposition  of  power  de- 
veloped by  the  project  preference  must  be 
given  to  directions  from  the  Department 
of  Defeivse  for  supplying  power  to  Govern- 
ment Installations  or  to  industries  requiring 
power  to  produce  materials  essential  to  the 
national  security. 

Another  condition  Imposed  on  the  distri- 
bution of  power  developed  in  the  project 
provides  that  If  any  State  within  economic 
transmission  distance  complains  about  Its 
allotment  of  power,  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission may  require  the  operators  to  enter 
Into  "reasonable  and  practical  arrangements 


whereby  project  power  will  be  apportioned 
equitably  among  those  States." 

The  bills  Introduced  In  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  received  Natlon-wtds  support  from 
newspapers,  many  business  organizations, 
civic   clubs,    and    labor    organizations. 


PROHIBITION  OP  DISCRIMINATION 
IN  EMPLOYMENT 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
relating  to  the  prohibition  of  discrimi- 
nation in  employment.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  may  proceed,  as 
requested. 

The  bill  (S.  692)  to  prohibit  discrimi- 
nation in  employment  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin,  or  an- 
cestry, introduced  by  Mr.  Ivbs  (for  him- 
self u'j'i  other  Senators),  was  receired. 
read  tvice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  today  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HuMPHRiYj  and  I  are  reintroducing  the 
bill  to  prohibit  discrimination  in  em- 
ployment because  of  race,  religion,  color, 
national  origion,  or  ancestry.  Thla  bill, 
in  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  was 
known  as  Senate  bill  3368.  If  enacted,  it 
will  be  entitled  "The  Federal  Equality 
of  Opportunity  in  Emplosrment  Act." 

As  cosponsors,  we  emphasize  the  fact 
that  the  bill  lias  bipartisan  sponsor- 
ship— really  tripartlsan  support — con- 
sisting of  nine  Republicans,  nine  Dem- 
ocrats, and  one  Independent,  who.  aside 
from  ourselves,  are  as  follows:  the  junior 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Durrl. 
the  senior  Senator  from  Illlnola  [Mr. 
DOUCI.AS1,  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hkndrickscii].  the  senior 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Oaxnf], 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
I  Mr.  LANcral,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kihiixdy].  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr, 
Martini,  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  IMr.  Kilgom].  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Puinu.]. 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
LkHMANl,  the  senior  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts IMr.  SALToifSTALtl.  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
MacnusonI,  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Smith  1 ,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Mu««ay],  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
IMr.  ToBEY],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  IMr.  Pastork],  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse  ]. 

The  question  of  civil  rights  general- 
ly, and  especially  that  of  discrimination 
in  employment,  should  never  be  allowed 
to  become  partisan  issues. 

Just  as  in  the  present  Instance  this 
bill  is  receiving  bipartisan  sponsorship, 
so  in  the  last  Congress  it  received  bi- 
partisan sponsorsiiip. 

This  bill  recognizes  three  factors  which 
we  believe  to  be  fundamental  in  this 
type  of  legislation: 

First.  It  provides  for  the  maximum  use 
of  educational  programs,  with  emphasis 
placed  largely  on  the  voluntary  proc- 


esses of  conference,  conciliation,  and 
persuasion  in  handling  complaints,  and 
concerted  effort  by  citizens'  councils  iM)n- 
slsting  of  representative  citizens  in  every 
important  community. 

Second.  It  contains  a  minimum  of  en- 
forcement provisions;  but  resort  to  the 
use  of  such  provisions  should  be  wholly 
avoided  save  in  rare  instances  where 
there  may  be  open  and  deliberate  defi- 
ance on  the  part  of  a  violator. 

Third.  Insofar  as  possible,  it  author- 
izes and  encourages  maximum  actual 
participation  by  State  and  local  authori- 
ties in  its  administration  and  enforce- 
ment. 

Elimination  of  discrimination  in  em- 
ployment because  of  race,  religion,  color. 
national  origin,  or  ancestry  is  the  very 
heart  of  the  civil-rights  program.  Such 
discrimination  denies  equality  of  oppor- 
tunity and  constitutes  an  outright  viola- 
tion of  our  American  creed. 

Statements  made  at  one  time  or  an- 
other by  many  of  our  colleagues  in  the 
Senate  indicate  that  they  are  utterly  op- 
posed to  discrimination  in  employment. 

In  offering  this  legislation,  we  who 
sponsor  it  believe  that  It  furnishes  the 
most  practical  and  effective  medium  by 
which  to  guarantee  to  everyone  equal 
opportunity  to  earn  a  living  according  to 
his  ability  and  regardless  of  his  parent- 
age or  religious  faith. 

By  this  process  we  woiild  assist  in 
making  oiu-  American  creed  a  living 
reality  and  in  establishing  at  home  the 
observance  of  the  Ideals  and  principles 
for  which  we  profess  to  stand  among  the 
nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr  IVES.  I  do  not  think  I  have  time; 
but  if  I  have  time,  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANOER.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
or  not  the  Senator  is  obtaining  per- 
mission to  have  the  bill  printed  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  ask  for  that  permission 
at  this  time.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  printed  In  the  Recokd 
in  full  at  the  conclusion  of  these  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  eic— 

SHOBT    TTTLE 

SucnoK  1.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the 
Federal  Equality  of  Opjwrtunlty  In  Employ- 
ment Act." 

riNDINGS   AND   DBClAaATION   OT  POUCT 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Congress  hereby  finds  that, 
despite  the  continuing  progress  of  our  Na- 
tion, the  practice  of  discriminating  In  em- 
ployment against  properly  qualified  persons 
because  of  their  race,  religion,  color,  national 
origin,  or  ancestry  is  contrary  to  the  Ameri- 
can principles  of  liberty  and  of  equaUty  of 
opportunity,  is  incompatible  with  the  Con- 
Mtltutlon.  forces  large  segmenta  of  our  popu- 
lation Into  substandard  conditions  of  living, 
foments  Industrial  strife  and  domestic  un- 
rest, deprives  the  United  States  of  the  fullest 
utilization  of  lu  capacities  for  production, 
endangers  the  national  security  and  the  gen- 
eral welfare,  and  adversely  aflecta  the  domea- 
nr  and  foreign  conuncrcc  of  the  Unlt*»d 
■Slates. 

(b)  The  right  to  employment  without  dis- 
crimination because  of  race,  religion,  color, 
uatlonal  origin,  or  ancestry  U  hereby  recog- 
iileed  as  and  declared  to  be  a  clvU  right  of 
•Ol  the  people  of  the  United  States. 


(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  the 
succeeding  provisions  of  this  act  are  neces- 
sarj-  for  the  following  pxirposes: 

( 1 )  To  remove  obstnacUons  to  the  free  flow 
of  commerce  among  the  States  and  with 
foreign  nations. 

(2)  To  Insure  the  more  complete  and  full 
enjoyment  by  all  persons  of  the  rights,  priv- 
ileges, and  Immunities  secured  and  protected 
by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

(3)  To  advance  toward  fulfillment  of  the 
International  treaty  obligations  Imposed  by 
the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations  upon  the 
United  States  as  a  signatory  thereof  to  pro- 
mote "universal  respect  for,  and  observance 
of,  human  rights  and  fundamental  freedoms 
for  all  without  distinction  as  to  race.  sex. 
language,  or  religion." 

BErunnoNs 
Sec.  3.  As  used  In  this  act- 
la)  The  term  "person"  Includes  one  or 
more  Individuals,  partnershlpM,  associations, 
corporations,  legal  representatives,  trustees, 
trtutees  In  bankruptcy,  receivers,  or  any  or- 
ganized group  of  persons  and  any  agency  or 
Instrumentality  of  the  United  States,  Includ- 
Ing  the  District  of  Dolumbla,  or  of  any  Ter- 
ritory or  poesesslon  thereof. 

(b)  The  term  "employer"  means  a  person 
engaged  In  commerce  or  In  operations  affect- 
ing commerce  having  In  his  employ  60  or 
more  Individuals;  any  agency  or  instrumen- 
tality of  the  United  States.  Including  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  of  any  Territory  or 
possession  thereof;  and  any  person  acting  In 
the  Interest  of  an  employer,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly; but  shall  not  Include  any  State  or 
municipality  or  political  subdivision  thereof, 
or  any  religious,  charitable,  fraternal,  social, 
educational,  w  sectarian  corporation  or  asso- 
ciation. If  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  Inures 
to  the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or 
Individual,  other  than  a  labor  organization. 

(c)  The  term  "employment  agency" 
means  any  person  undertaking  with  or  with- 
out compensation  to  procure  employees  or 
opportunities  to  work  for  an  employer;  but 
shall  not  Include  any  State  or  municipality 
or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  re- 
ligious, charitable,  fraternal,  social,  educa- 
tional, or  sectarian  corporation  or  associa- 
tion, if  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  inures  to 
the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or 
individual. 

(d)  The  term  "labor  organization"  means 
any  organization,  having  60  or  more  mem- 
bers employed  by  any  employer  or  employers, 
which  exists  for  the  purpose.  In  whole  or  in 
part,  of  collective  bargaining  or  of  dealing 
with  employers  concerning  grievances,  lalx>r 
disputes,  wages,  rates  of  pay,  hours  of  em- 
ployment, terms  or  conditions  of  employ- 
ment, or  for  other  mutual  aid  or  protection 
In  connection  with  employment. 

(e)  The  term  "commerce"  means  trade, 
traflic,  commerce,  transportation,  or  com- 
munication among  the  several  States;  or  be- 
tween any  State.  Territory,  possession,  or 
the  EHstrlct  of  Columbia  and  any  place  out- 
side thereof;  or  within  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia or  any  Territory  or  possession;  or  be- 
tween polnta  in  the  same  State,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  any  Territory  or  poesesslon 
but  through  any  point  outalde  thereof. 

(f)  The  term  "affecting  commerce"  means 
In  conunerce,  or  burdening  or  obstructing 
commerce  or  the  free  flow  of  commerce. 

(g)  The  term  "Commission"  means  the 
■quality  of  Opportunity  In  Employment 
Commission,  created  by  section  0  hereof. 

xxncpnoH 

Sac.  4.  This  act  shall  not  apply  to  any 
employer  with  respect  to  the  employment 
of  aliens  outalde  the  continental  United 
States,  Ita  Territories  and  possessions. 

VNi^wrui,  ntPLOTMCMT  FmAcncas  Dsmns 

Sac.  5.  (a)  It  shaU  be  an  tinlawful  em- 
iloyment  practice  for  an  employer — 

(1)  to  refuse  to  hire,  to  discharge,  or 
otherwise  to  discrlmlnata  against  any  indi- 
vidual  with   respeiit   to  hl»  compenaatloo. 


terms,  conditions,  or  privileges  of  employ- 
ment, because  of  such  individual's  face,  re- 
ligion, color,  nat^onal  origin  or  ancestry. 

(2)  to  utllLie  In  the  hiring  or  recruitment 
of  Individuals  for  employment  any  employ- 
ment agency,  placement  service,  training 
school  or  center,  labor  organization,  or  any 
other  source  which  discriminates  against 
such  individuals  because  of  their  race,  re- 
ligion, color,  national  origin,  or  ancestry. 

(b)  It  shaU  be  an  unlawful  employment 
practice  for  an  employment  agency  to  faU 
or  refuse  to  properly  classify  or  refer  for  em- 
ployment, or  otherwise  to  discriminate 
against,  any  Individual  because  of  his  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin  or  ancestry. 

(c)  It  shall  be  an  unlawful  employment 
practice  for  a  labor  organization — 

(1)  to  exclude  or  to  expel  from  Its  mem- 
bership, or  otherwise  to  discriminate  against, 
any  individual  or  any  employer  because  of 
the  race,  color,  religion,  national  origin  or 
ancestry  of  any  Individual; 

(2)  to  cause  or  attempt  to  force  an  em- 
ployer to  discriminate  against  an  Individual 
In  violation  of  this  section. 

(d)  It  shall  be  an  unlawful  emplojmient 
practice  for  any  employer,  employment 
agency  or  labor  organization  to  discharge, 
expel,  or  otherwise  discriminate  against  any 
person,  because  he  has  opposed  any  unlaw- 
ful employment  practice  or  has  filed  a  charge, 
testified,  participated,  or  assisted  In  any  pro- 
ceeding under  this  act. 

THX  XQUAUTT  OF  OFPORTUWITT  IK  XMPLOTUENT 
COMMISSION 

Sec.  6.  (a)  There  Is  hereby  created  a  Com- 
mission to  be  known  as  the  Equality  of  Op- 
portunity In  Employment  Commission, 
which  shall  be  composed  of  seven  members 
who  ShaU  be  appointed  by  the  President  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate.  One  of  the  original  members  shall 
be  appointed  for  a  tarm  of  1  year,  one  for 
a  tarm  of  2  years,  one  for  a  term  of  3  years, 
one  for  a  term  of  4  years,  one  for  a  term  of 
5  years,  one  for  a  term  of  6  years,  and  one 
or  a  term  of  7  years,  but  their  successors 
shall  be  appointed  for  terms  of  7  years  each, 
except  that  any  Individual  chosen  to  fill  a 
vacancy  shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  un- 
expired term  of  the  member  whom  he  shall 
succeed.  The  President  shall  designate  one 
member  to  serve  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission. Any  member  of  the  Commission 
may  be  removed  by  the  President  upon  notice 
and  hearing  for  neglect  of  duty  or  malfeas- 
ance in  olBce,  but  for  no  other  cause. 

(b)  A  vacancy  in  the  Commission  shaU  not 
Impair  the  right  of  the  remaining  n^embers 
to  exercise  all  the  powers  of  the  Commission 
and  three  members  thereof  shall  constitute 
a  quorum. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  have  an  official 
seal  which  shall  be  Judicially  noted. 

(d)  The  Commission  shall  at  the  close  of 
each  fiscal  year  report  to  the  Congress  and 
to  the  President  concerning  the  cases  It  has 
heard;  the  decisions  It  has  rendered;  the 
names,  salaries,  and  duties  of  aU  individuals 
In  ita  employ  and  the  moneys  It  has  dis- 
bursed; and  shall  make  such  further  reports 
on  the  cause  of  and  means  of  eliminating 
discrimination  and  such  recommendations 
for  further  legislation  as  may  appear 
desirable. 

(e)  Each  member  of  the  Commission  shall 
receive  a  salary  of  $15,000  a  year. 

(f)  The  principal  office  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  It 
may  meet  or  exercise  any  or  aU  of  ita  powers 
at  any  other  place  and  may  establish  such 
regional  offices  as  It  deems  necessary.  The 
Commission  may,  by  one  or  more  of  ita  mem- 
bers or  by  such  agenta  as  It  may  designate, 
conduct  any  investigation,  proceeding,  or 
hearing  necessary  to  Ite  functions  In  any  part 
of  the  United  States.  Any  such  agent,  other 
than  a  member  of  the  Commission,  desig- 
nated to  conduct  a  proceeding  or  a  bearing 
shhll  be  a  resident  of  the  Judicial  circuit,  a« 
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defined  la  title  38.  United  States  Code,  chap- 
ter S.  Mctton  41.  wltmn  wtilcli  the  alleged 
unlawful  emidoyinent  practice  occurred, 
(g)  The  Commission  shall  hare  power  - 
(1)  to  appoint,  in  acoordanoe  vlth  the 
ClfU  Berrice  Act.  rules,  and  regulations,  such 
oOcers.  agents,  and  employees,  as  it  deems 
necessary  to  MSist  it  In  the  i>erf(»inanee  of 
Its  functions,  and  to  fix  their  compensation 
in  accordance  with  the  Claselflcatlon  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended;  attorneys  apolnted  tinder 
this  section  may,  at  the  direction  of  the 
Conunlsaion.  appear  for  and  represent  the 
Commission  in  any  case  in  court: 

(3)  to  cooperate  with  and  utilise  regional, 
SUte,  local,  and  other  agencies: 

(3)  to  ftimlSh  to  persons  subject  to  this 
act  such  technical  assistance  as  they  may 
request  to  further  their  compliance  with  this 
act  or  any  order  issued  thereunder. 

(4)  upon  the  request  of  any  employer, 
whose  employees  or  some  of  them  refuse  or 
threaten  to  refuse  to  cooperate  in  effectuat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act,  to  assist  in 
stieh  effectuation  by  conciliation  or  other 
remedial  action; 

(5)  to  make  such  technical  studies  as  are 
appropriate  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and 
policies  of  this  act  and  to  make  the  results 
of  such  studies  available  to  Interested  gov- 
ernmental and  nongovernmental  agencies; 
and 

(6)  to  create  such  loeaL  State,  or  regional 
advisory  and  conciliation  councils  as  in  its 
Judgment  will  aid  in  effectuating  the  pur- 
pose of  this  act,  and  the  Oommlseion  may 
empower  them  to  sttidy  the  problem  or 
specific  instances  of  discrimination  In  em- 
ployment because  of  race,  religion,  color,  na- 
tional origin,  or  ancestry  and  to  foster 
through  community  effort  or  otherwise  good 
will,  cooperation,  and  conciliation  among  the 
groups  and  elements  of  the  population,  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Commission 
for  the  devetopment  of  policies  and  pro- 
cedures in  general  and  in  specific  instances. 
Such  advisory  and  conciliation  councils 
shall  be  oompoeed  of  representative  cltiaens 
resident  of  the  area  for  which  they  are  ap- 
pointed, who  shall  serve  without  compensa- 
tion, but  shall  receive  transportation  and  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  as  authorised  by 
section  5  of  the  act  of  August  3.  1946  (S 
V.  8.  C.  78b-3),  for  persons  serving  without 
eompensation;  and  the  Commission  may 
make  i»ovlalon  for  technical  and  clerical 
assistance  to  such  councils  and  for  the  ex- 
penses of  such  assistance;  the  Commission 
may,  to  the  extent  it  deems  it  necessary, 
provide  by  regulation  for  exemption  of  such 
persons  from  the  operation  of  title  18  Dnlted 
States  Code,  sections  381.  383,  384.  434,  and 
1914.  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(S  U.  S.  C.  99) :  such  regulation  may  be  is- 
sued without  ivlor  notice  and  heKikig. 

pacvm  I'luw  of  ttnlawttji.  turufrwatn 

FSACnCXS 

Skc.  7.  (a)  The  Commission  is  empowered, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  to  prevent  any  per- 
son from  engaging  in  any  unlawful  employ- 
ment practice  as  set  forth  in  section  5.  This 
power  shall  be  exclusive,  and  shall  not  be 
affected  by  any  other  means  of  adjiistment  or 
prevention  that  has  been  or  may  be  estab- 
lished by  agreement,  code,  law,  or  other- 
wise: Provided,  That  an  agreement  between 
or  among  an  employer  or  employers  and  a 
labor  organisation  or  labor  organizations 
pertaining  to  discrimination  in  employment 
shall  be  enforceable  in  accordance  with  ap- 
plicable law.  but  nothing  contained  therein 
shall  be  construed  or  permitted  to  fore- 
cloae  the  Jurisdiction  over  any  practice  or  oc- 
currence granted  the  Commission  by  this 
•et:  FrovUted  further.  That  the  Commission 
ts  smpoweied  by  agreement  with  any  agency 
of  any  State.  Territory,  posseesion  or  local 
government,  to  cede,  upon  such  terms  and 
oottdlttons  as  jnay  be  ngned.  to  such  agency 
Jurladletlon  over  any  cases  or  class  of  cases, 
if  such  agency,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Com- 
mtsslon,  has  effective  power  to  eliminate  and 


prohibit  discrimination  in  employment  in 
such  casee. 

(b)  Whenever  a  sworn  written  charge  has 
been  filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  person 
claiming  to  be  aggrieved,  or  a  written  charge 
has  been  filed  by  a  member  of  tlie  Commis- 
sion, that  any  person  subject  to  the  act  has 
engaged  in  any  unlawful  employment  prac- 
tice, the  CcMnmlsslon  shall  Investigate  such 
charge  and  if  it  shall  determine  after  such 
preliminary  investigation  that  probable 
cause  exists  for  crediting  such  written  charge, 
it  shall  endeavor  to  eliminate  any  unlawful 
employment  practice  by  Informal  methods  of 
conference,  conciliation,  and  persuasion. 

(c)  If  the  Commission  falls  to  effect  the 
elimination  of  such  unlawful  practice  and  to 
obtain  voluntary  compliance  with  this  act. 
or  in  advance  thereof  if  circumstances  war- 
rant, the  Commission  shall  have  power  to 
issue  and  cause  to  be  served  upon  any  person 
charged  with  the  commission  of  an  unlawful 
employment  practice  (hereinafter  called  the 
"respondent")  a  complaint  stating  the 
charges  in  that  respect,  together  with  a 
notice  of  bearing  before  the  Commission,  or  a 
member  thereof,  or  before  a  designated  agent, 
at  a  place  therein  fixed,  not  leas  than  10  days 
after  the  service  of  such  complaint.  Mo  com- 
plaint shall  Isstie  based  upon  any  unlawful 
employment  practice  occurring  more  than  1 
year  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  charge  with  the 
Commission  and  the  service  of  a  copy  thereof 
upon  the  respondent,  unless  the  person  ag- 
grieved thereby  was  prevented  from  filing 
such  charge  by  reason  of  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  in  which  event  the  period  of 
military  service  shall  not  be  included  In  com- 
puting the  1-year  period. 

(d)  The  respondent  shall  have  the  right  to 
file  a  verified  answer  to  such  complaint  and 
to  appear  at  such  hearing  In  person  or  other- 
wise with  or  without  counsel,  to  present  evi- 
dence and  to  examine  and  cross-examine  wlt- 


terim  earnings  or  amounts  eamahle  with 
reasonable  diligence  by  the  person  or  per- 
sons discriminated  against  shall  operate  to 
reduce  the  t>ack  pay  otherwiae  aliowabia. 
Such  <»-der  may  further  require  such  re- 
spondent to  make  reports  from  time  to  tlnae 
showing  the  extent  to  which  It  has  complied 
with  the  order.  If  the  Commission  shall  find 
that  the  respondent  has  not  engaged  in  any 
unlawful  employment  practice,  the  Commis- 
sion shall  state  lU  findings  of  fact  and  shaU 
Issue  and  cause  to  lie  served  on  such  person 
and  other  parties  an  order  dismissing  the 
complaint. 

(k)  Until  a  transcript  of  the  record  in  a 
case  shall  have  been  filed  in  a  court,  as  here- 
inafter provided,  the  case  may  at  any  time 
be  ended  by  agreement  between  the  parties. 
approved  by  the  Commlaslon.  for  the  elim- 
ination of  the  alleged  unlawful  employment 
practice  on  mutually  satisfactory  terms,  and 
the  Commission  may  at  any  time,  upon  rea- 
sonable notice  and  In  such  manner  as  it 
shall  deem  proper,  modify  or  set  aside,  in 
whole  or  In  part,  any  finding  or  order  made 
or  issued  by  It. 

( 1 )  The  proceedings  lield  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  b«  conducted  In  conformity  with 
tbe  standards  and  limitations  of  sections  ft. 
6,  7,  8.  and  11  of  the  Administrative  Pro- 
cedure Act. 

jiroiciAL 


(e)  The  Commission  or  the  meml>er  or 
designated  agent  conducting  such  hearing 
shall  have  the  power  reasonably  and  fairly 
to  amend  any  complaint,  and  the  respondent 
shall  have  like  power  to  amend  Its  answer. 

(f)  All  testimony  shall  be  taken  under 
oath. 

(g)  The  member  of  the  Commissicm  who 
filed  a  charge  shall  not  participate  m  a  hear- 
ing thereon  or  in  a  trial  thereof. 

(h)  At  the  conclusion  of  a  hearing  twfore 
a  member  or  designated  agent  of  the  Com- 
mission, such  member  or  agent  shall  transfer 
the  entire  record  thereof  to  the  Commission, 
together  with  his  recommended  decision  and 
copies  thereof  shall  be  served  upon  the 
parties.  The  Commission,  or  a  panel  of  three 
qualified  memt>ers  designated  by  It  to  sit 
and  act  as  the  Commission  in  such  case,  shall 
afford  the  parties  an  opportunity  to  be  heard 
on  such  record  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  upon  reasonable  notice.  In  Its  dis- 
cretion, tbe  Commission  upon  notice  may 
take  further  testimony. 

(1)  With  the  approval  of  the  member  or 
designated  agent  conducting  the  hearing, 
a  case  may  be  ended  at  any  time  prior  to  the 
transfer  of  the  record  thereof  to  the  Com- 
mission by  agreement  between  the  parties 
for  the  elimination  of  the  alleged  unlawful 
employment  practice  on  mutually  satisfac- 
tory terms. 

(J)  If,  upon  the  preponderance  of  the 
evidence.  Including  all  the  testimony  taken, 
the  Conunlsslon  shall  find  that  the  respond- 
ent engaged  in  any  unlawful  employment 
practice,  the  Commission  shall  state  its  find- 
ings of  fact  and  shall  issue  and  cause  to  be 
served  on  such  person  and  other  parties  an 
order  reqtiiring  such  person  to  cease  and 
desist  from  such  unlawful  employment  prac- 
tice and  to  take  such  affirmative  action,  In- 
eludmg  relnstatment  or  hiring  of  employees, 
with  or  without  back  pay  (payable  by  the 
employer,  employment  agency,  or  lalwr  or- 
ganisation, as  the  case  may  be.  responsible 
for  the  discrimination),  as  wUl  effectuate 
the  policies  of  the  act:  Provided,  That  In- 


Skc.  8.  (a)  The  Commission  shall  have 
power  to  petition  any  United  States  Coiot 
of  Appeals  or,  if  the  court  of  appeals  to 
which  application  might  be  made  ts  in  vaca- 
tion, any  district  court  within  any  dreoit 
or  district,  respectively,  wherein  tbe  unlaw- 
ful employment  practice  in  question  oc- 
curred, or  wherein  the  respondent  resides  or 
transacts  business,  for  the  enforcement  of 
such  order  and  for  appropriate  temporary 
relief  or  restraining  order,  and  shall  certify 
and  file  in  the  court  to  which  petition  ts 
made  a  transcript  of  the  entire  record  in 
the  proceeding.  Including  the  pleadings  and 
testimony  upon  which  such  order  was  en- 
tered and  the  findings  and  the  order  of  the 
Commission.  Upon  such  filing,  the  court 
shall  conduct  f\irther  proceedings  in  eon- 
formlty  with  the  standards,  procedures,  and 
limitations  estatillshed  by  section  10  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act. 

(b)  Upon  such  filing  the  court  shall  cause 
notice  thereof  to  be  served  upon  such  re- 
spondent and  thereupon  shall  havs  Juris- 
diction of  the  proceeding  and  of  the  ques- 
tion determined  therein  and  shall  have  power 
to  grant  such  temporary  relief  or  restraining 
order  as  it  deems  Just  and  proper  and  to 
make  and  enter  upon  the  pleadings,  teeti- 
mony,  and  proceedings  set  forth  in  such 
transcript  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  azMl 
enforcing  as  so  modified,  or  setting  aside 
In  whole  or  in  part  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

(c)  No  objection  that  has  not  been  urged 
before  the  Commission.  Its  member,  or  agent 
shall  be  considered  by  the  court,  unless  the 
failure  or  neglect  to  urge  such  objection  shall 
be  excused  because  of  extraordinary  circum- 
stances. 

(d)  The  findings  of  the  Comml«ion  with 
respect  to  questions  of  fact  if  supported  by 
substantial  evidence  on  the  record  consid- 
ered as  a  whole  shall  be  conclusive. 

(e)  If  either  party  shall  apply  to  the  court 
for  leave  to  adduce  additional  evidence  and 
shall  show  to  the  satisfaction  of  tlie  eourt 
that  such  additional  evidence  is  material 
and  that  there  were  reasonable  grounds  for 
the  failure  to  adduce  such  evidence  in  the 
hearing  before  the  Conunlsslon,  its  member, 
or  agent,  the  court  may  order  such  addi- 
tional evidence  to  be  taken  Ijofore  the  Com- 
mission, its  member,  or  sgent  and  to  Im 
made  a  part  of  the  transcript. 

(f )  The  Commission  may  modify  Its  find- 
ings as  to  the  facts,  or  make  new  findings, 
by  reason  of  additional  evidence  so  taken 
and  filed,  and  it  shall  file  such  modified  or 
new  findings,  which  findings  with  respect  to 
questions  of  fact  if  supported  by  substanttel 
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evidence  on  the  record  conaidered  ai  a  whole 
shall  be  concluaive,  and  its  recommendations. 
if  any.  for  the  modification  or  setting  aside 
of  Its  ortglnal  order.  _    ^  „  ^ 

(g)  Tbe  Jiirisdiction  of  the  eourt  shall  he 
exclusive  and  lU  Judgment  and  decree  ahall 
be  final,  except  that  the  same  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  review  by  the  appropriate  United 
SUtes  court  of  appeals,  if  application  was 
made  to  the  district  court  or  other  United 
States  court  as  hereinabove  provided,  and 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
as  provided  in  Utle  38,  United  States  Code. 
section  1364. 

(h)  Any  person  aggrieved  by  a  final  order 
of  the  Conmilsslon  may  obtain  a  review  of 
such  order  in   any  United  States  court  of 
appeaU  of  the  Judicial  circuit  wherein  the 
unlawful  employment  practice  in  question 
was  alleged  to  have  been  engaged  in  or  where- 
in such  person  resides  or  transacts  business 
or  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  by  filing  in  such  court  a  written 
petition  praying  that  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission be  modified  or  set  aside.     A  copy  of 
such  petition  shall  be  forthwith  served  upon 
the  Commission  and  thereupon  the  aggrieved 
party  shall  file  in  the  court  a  transcript  of 
the  entire  record  in  the  proceeding  certified 
by  the  Commission,  including  the  pleadiiigs 
and  testimony  upon  which  the  order  com- 
plained of  was  entered  and  the  findings  and 
order  of  the  Commission.    Upon  such  filing, 
the  court  shall  proceed  in  the  same  manner 
as  In  the  case  of  an  application  by  the  Com- 
mission under  subsections  (a),  (b).  (c),  (d). 
(e),  and   (f),  and  shall  have  the  same  ex- 
clusive Jurisdiction  to  grant  to  the  Commis- 
sion such  temporary  relief  or  restraining  or- 
der as  it  deems  Just  and  proper,  and  in  like 
manner  to  make  and  enter  a  decree  enforc- 
ing, modifying  and  enforcing  as  so  modified, 
or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part  the  order 
of  the  Commission. 

(1)  Upon  such  filing  by  a  person  aggrieved 
the  reviewing  court  shall  conduct  further 
proceedings  in  conformity  with  the  stand- 
ards, procedures,  and  limitations  established 
by  section  10  of  the  Administrative  Proce- 
dure Act. 

(J)  The  commencement  of  proceedings  tm- 
der  this  section  shall  not,  unless  specifically 
ordered  by  the  covirt,  operate  as  a  stay  of 
tbe  Commission's  order. 

(k)  When  granting  appropriate  temporary 
relief  or  a  restraining  order,  or  making  and 
entering  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  and 
enforcing  as  so  modified,  or  setting  aside  in 
whole  or  In  part  an  order  of  the  Commission, 
as  provided  In  this  section,  the  Jurisdiction  of 
courts  sitting  in  equity  shall  not  be  limited 
by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the 
Judicial  Code  and  to  define  and  limit  the 
Jurisdiction  of  courts  sitting  in  equity,  and 
for  other  purpoees."  approved  March  33.  1933 
(U.  S.  C,  title  39,  sees.  101-116). 

(1)  Petitions  filed  xmder  this  act  shall  be 
heard  expeditiously. 

iHvxsnoAToaT  powxas 
Ssc.  9.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  all  investi- 
gations, proceedings,  or  hearings  which  the 
Commlaslon  deems  neceesary  or  proper  for 
the  exercise  of  the  powers  vested  in  it  by 
this  act,  the  Commission,  or  any  member 
thereof,  shall  have  power  to  issue  subpenas 
requiring  the  attendance  and  testimony  of 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  any  evidence 
relating  to  any  InvesUgaUon.  proceeding,  or 


log,  or  hearing  la  carried  on  or  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  which  said  person  guilty  of 
contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  U  found  or 
resides  or  transacts  business,  upon  applica- 
tion by  the  Commission  shall  have  Jurisdic- 
tion to  issue  to  such  person  an  order  requir- 
ing tUm  to  appear  before  the  Commission, 
its  member,  or  agent,  there  to  produce  evi- 
dence if  so  ordered,  or  there  to  give  testimony 
relating  to  the  investigation,  proceeding,  or 
hearing. 

(d)  Mo  person  shall  be  excused  from  at- 
tending and  testifying  or  from  producing 
documentary  or  other  evidence  in  obedience 
to  the  subpena  of  the  Commission,  on  the 
ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence  re- 
quired of  him  may  tend  to  incriminate  him 
or  subject  him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture;  but 
no  Individual  shall  be  proeecuted  or  subjected 
to  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account 
of  any  transaction,  nuitter,  or  thing  con- 
cerning which  he  is  compelled,  after  having 
claimed  his  privilege  against  self-incrimina- 
tion, to  testify  or  produce  evidence,  except 
that  such  individual  so  testifying  shall  not 
be  exempt  from  prosecution  and  punishment 
for  perjiuy  committed  In  so  testifying.  The 
immunity  herein  provided  shall  extend  only 
to  natural  persons  so  compelled  to  testify. 

(e)  Any  member  of  the  Commission,  or 
any  agent  designated  by  the  Commission  for 
such  purpoaes,  may  administer  oaths,  exam- 
ine witnesses,  and  receive  evidence. 

(f)  Complaints,  orders,  and  other  process 
and  papers  of  the  Commission.  Its  member, 
agent,  or  agency,  may  l>e  served  either  per- 
sonally or  by  registered  mail  or  by  telegraph 
or  by  leaving  a  copy  thereof  at  the  principal 
ofltee  or  place  of  business  of  the  person  re- 
quired to  be  served.  The  verified  retxun  by 
the  individual  so  serving  the  same  setting 
forth  thcr  mazuier  of  such  service  shall  be 
proof  of  the  same,  and  the  return  post-ofllce 
receipt  or  telegraph  receipt  therefor  when 
registered  and  mailed  or  telegraphed  as  afore- 
said shall  be  jM-oof  of  service  of  the  same. 
Witnesses  summoned  before  the  Commission, 
its  member,  agent,  or  agency,  shall  be  paid 
tbe  same  fees  and  mileage  that  are  paid  wit- 
nesses in  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  and 
witnesses  whose  depositions  are  taken  and 
%tae  persons  taking  the  same  shall  severally 
be  entitled  to  the  same  fees  as  are  paid  for 
like  services  in  the  cowts  of  the  United 
States. 

(g)  AH  process  of  any  court  to  which  ap- 
plication may  be  made  under  this  act  may 
be  served  in  the  Judicial  district  wherein 
the  defendant  or  other  person  required  to  be 
served  resides  or  may  be  fotmd. 

(h)  The  several  departments  and  agencies 
of  the  Government,  when  directed  by  the 
President,  shall  furnish  the  Commission, 
upon  its  request,  all  records,  papers,  and  in- 
formation In  their  possession  relating  to  any 
matter  before  the  Oonunisslon. 

XMroBCSMKirr  or  osdkbs  dibsctid  to  covxsn- 
Mxirr  Auxwciia  ams  coimucToas 
Sac.  10.  (a)  The  President  is  authorised  to 
take  such  action  as  may  be  necessary  (1)  to 
conform  fair  employment  practices  within 
the  FMeral  establishment  with  the  policies 
of  this  act,  and  (3)  to  provide  that  any  Fed- 
eral employee  aggrieved  by  any  employment 
practice  of  his  employer  mtist  exhaust  the 
administrative  remedies  prescrll>ed  by  Execu- 
tive order  or  regulations  governing  fair  em- 
ployment iH-actioes  within  the  Federal  estab- 
lldiment  prior  to  seeking  relief  under  the 


lUaUons  to  prevent  the  copunltting  or  con- 
tinuing of  any  unlawful  employment  prac- 
tice as  herein  defined  toy  any  person  who 
makes  a  contract  with  any  agency  or  in- 
strumentality of  the  United  States  (exclud- 
ing any  State  or  political  subdivision  there- 
of) or  of  any  Terrltcnry  or  possession  of  the 
United  States,  which  contract  requires  the 
employment  cA  at  least  fifty  individuals. 
Such  rtiles  and  regulations  ahall  be  enforced 
by  the  Commission  according  to  ttie  pro- 
cedure hereinbtfore  provided. 

NOTICES   TO  BB   POSTVO 

Sxc.  11.  (a)  Kvery  employer,  employment 
agency,  and  labor  organization,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  post  and  keep  posted  in  con- 
spicuous places  upon  its  premises  where 
notices  to  employees,  applicants  for  employ- 
ment, and  members  are  customarily  posted 
a  notice  to  be  prepared  or  approved  by  the 
Commission  setting  forth  excerpts  of  tbe 
act  and  such  other  relevant  information 
which  the  Commission  deems  appropriate  to 
effectuate  the  purpoees  of  the  act. 

(b)  A  willful  violation  of  this  section  Shan 
be  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  lees  than  $100 
or  more  than  $600  for  each  separate  offense. 


Sac.  13.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  any  Federal. 
State,  Territorial,  or  local  law  creating  ^m* 
cial  rights  or  preference  for  veterans. 

BUI.C8    AMD    BBCX7LATIOM8 

Sac.  13.  (a)  The  Commission  shall  have 
authority  from  time  to  time  to  issue,  amend, 
or  rescind  suitable  regulations  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  act.  Regulations  is- 
sued under  this  section  shall  be  in  conforaa- 
Ity  with  the  standards  and  limitations  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 

(b)  If  at  any  time  after  the  Issuance  oC 
any  such  regulation  or  any  amendment  or 
rescission  thereof,  there  is  passed  a  concur- 
rent resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  tbe 
Congress  stating  in  substanoe  that  the  Con- 
gress disapproves  such  regulation,  amend<- 
ment,  or  rescission,  such  disapproved  regu- 
lation, amendment,  or  rescission  shall  not  be 
effective  after  the  date  of  the  passage  (tf  such 
concurrent  rescdution. 

roBCIBLT    BBBISTQtO    THX    COMMISSION    OB    tTB 
BZFBXSXNTATIVXS 

Sac.  14.  Tlie  provisions  of  section  11.  titls 
18,  United  SUtes  Code,  shall  aM>ly  to  oOoers, 
agents,  and  employees  of  the  Commission  la 
the  performance  of  their  oflVcial  duties. 

SBPABAXnJTT  CLAUSB 

Sac.  15.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  thfS 
application  of  such  provision  to  any  person 
or  circumstance  shall  be  held  invalid,  the 
remainder  of  this  act  or  the  application  of 
such  provision  to  persons  or  circtimstances 
other  than  those  to  which  it  is  held  invalid 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 
airacima  batb 

Sac.  16.  This  act  shall  become  effective  M 
days  after  enactment,  except  that  subsec- 
tions 7  (c)  to  (1),  Inclusive,  and  section  • 
shall  become  effective  6  months  after  oaaet- 
ment. 

NONVOTINO    DELEGATE    FOR 

DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 
Mr.  CASE.    Mr.  President,  on  behalf 


hearins  before  the  Commission,  its  member,     iisnmeni  pnur  w  b«vb.lub  •.m^B.   uu<.«.   — «  .......i*    „-h  fK^  canatAr  from  XXtest 

or  agent  inducting  such  InvestigaUou.  pro-      provisions  of  this  act.    The  provision  of  sec-     Ot  B^it,^  the  Senator  ft^^WJ** 
.«rxi*couau       h   ».  w»      «.  k*        ^fgn  g  ghm  not  apply  With  respect  to  an  ot-    Virginia  [Mr.  NbiltI,  I  Introduce  for 


ceedlng.  or  hearing. 

(b)  Such  attendance  of  wltneeses  and  the 
production  of  such  evidence  may  be  required, 
from  any  place  in  the  United  States,  includ- 
ing the  District  of  ColumbU,  or  any  Territory 
or  posseesion  thsreof .  at  any  deaignated  place 
of  hearing. 

(c)  In  case  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to 
obey  a  subpena  issued  to  any  person  under 
tbU  act,  any  district  court  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  which  the  investigation,  {vooeed- 

ZCIZ S$ 


der  of  the  Commission  under  section  7  di' 
rected  to  any  agency  or  instrumentality  ct 
the  United  Statea.  or  of  any  Territory  or  pos- 
session thereof,  or  of  the  District  of  Oolum- 
bla,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof.  The 
Commission  may  reqtiest  the  President  to 
take  such  acttoa  aa  he  deems  Appropriate  to 
obtain  con^dlance  with  such  orders. 


appnvriate  reference  a  hill  to  provide 
for  a  Delegate  frooi  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  the  House  of  RepreaentatiTes. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment relating  to  the  bill  be  printed  hi 
the  RaooBB. 
The  PRESiraNT  pro  tempore.    Th« 


L"',J^L":SSiSS.TrSn^K:    bm  wm  b.  r«el«d  «.d  .pproprl.t.lT 


Tide  for  the  estahUshment  oX  rules  and  reg 


i 


Ain 


rnMr,iiF<;<;TOKAT  RFroRn  —  sfnate 


Januani  29 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


mi 


l!'.^..   *• 


^M^««V«v 


w*    vuv   mi*.    riwMteu, 


ABM  in-     quMUona  of  fact  11  supported  by  nxtetantlal 


610 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  29 


IHi 


it" ' 


hi 


referred,  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  In  the  Rxcobo. 

The  bin  (S.  697)  to  provide  for  a  £>ele- 
Rate  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
the  Hotise  of  Representatives,  Intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Cask  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Nbxlt).  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  EMstrict  of  Columbia. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Casi 
is  as  follows: 

9TATSMZNT  BT  SCNATOB  CaSE 

When  this  Congress  convened,  I  outlined 
b  seven -point  legislative  program  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  which  I  hope  to  develop 
during  the  next  2  years. 

On  January  21,  I  Introduced  the  first  bill 
in  that  program,  a  proposal  to  Increase  the 
number  of  District  Commissioners  from 
three  to  five.  Today  I  am  offering  the  sec- 
ond of  these  measures,  a  bill  to  provide  for 
representation  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  House  by  an  elected,  nonvoting  Dele- 
gate, similar  to  the  representation  provided 
for  Hawaii.  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico. 

This  bin  was  passed  by  the  Senate  last 
year  as  a  part  of  the  so-called  Case  home- 
rule  bill.  The  voteless  Delegate  bill  has  been 
introduced  this  year  in  the  House  by  Con- 
gressman AvcRiNCLoes,  who  also  sponsored  It 
last  year. 

It  provides  merely  for  the  election  of  a 
Delegate  to  the  House  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  with  the  right  to  sit  on  commit- 
tees, enter  into  debate,  sponsor  bills,  and 
participate  in  the  same  way  that  the  Alas- 
kan and  Hawaiian  Delegates  do — but  without 
the  right  to  vote. 

Since  Congress  is  the  "state  legislature" 
for  the  District,  the  bill  also  necessarily  sets 
up  the  election  machinery,  consisting  of  a 
three-man  Board  appointed  by  the  President 
for  3 -year  staggered  terms,  to  maintain  a 
registry  and  conduct  the  elections.  In  ad- 
dition, the  bill  prescribes  voters'  qualifica- 
tions, the  method  of  nomination,  and  other 
detail*. 

I  should  like  to  make  clear  that  I  am  pro- 
posing this  measure  as  a  step  toward  even- 
tual full-fledged  emancipation  of  District 
citizens.  It  may  interest  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  know  that  the  800,000  residents  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  pay  more  Federal 
Income  tax  than  the  people  of  each  of  25 
States,  outnumber  the  people  of  13  States, 
buy  more  than  the  people  of  16  States,  served 
In  greater  numbers  in  World  War  II  than  the 
people  of  14  States.  Yet  they  have  not  a 
voice  In  Congress.  They  cannot  vote  for 
President.  And  only  since  1940  have  they 
had  equal  access  with  other  Americans  to  the 
Federal  courts. 

Not  only  are  they  taxed  wlthmit  repre- 
sentation and  governed  without  their  con- 
sent nationally,  they  must  obey  the  laws  and 
pay  nine-tenths  of  the  cost  of  a  local  govern- 
ment and  school  system  in  which  they  also 
have  no  voice  whatever. 

The  District  never  has  had  voting  repre- 
sentation in  Congress,  although  it  has  been 
suggested  from  the  first  month  that  Con- 
gress met  here  In  1800.  The  last  President 
Waahlngtonlans  helped  to  elect  was  Thomas 
Jefferson,  shortly  before  their  fledgling, 
muddy  village  became  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment. They  last  elected  local  officials  in 
1873.  soon  after  which  Congress  chose  to 
exercise  directly  Its  constitutional  power  of 
exclusive  legislation  for  the  District,  by  then 
a  meUopoUs  of  131,000. 

The  injustice  has  grown  with  the  city.  In 
1050  the  Nation's  ninth  largest  at  802.000. 
Nearly  600.000  are  potential  voters — 21  and 
older,  the  xiaual  voting  age.  About  125,000 
are  Federal  employees;  more  than  200,000  are 
privately  employed. 

Many  of  the  Federal  workers  and  a  few 
others  retain  absentee  voting  rlghU  in  the 
States  from  which  they  came,    hat  upward 


of  half  a  million  Washlngtonlans — Ameri- 
cans— of  voting  age  never  see  a  ballot.  For 
them,  election  day  is  only  a  biennial  re- 
minder of  their  shadow  citizenship. 

I  hope  that  the  Congress -and  the  States, 
by  due  process  of  legislation  and  constitu- 
tional amendment  soon  will  give  the  District 
of  Columbia  Its  full  local  and  national  vot- 
ing rights,  preserving,  of  course,  proper  pro- 
tection of  the  Federal  Interest  In  the  Na- 
tion's Capital  City.  I  am  confident  the 
objectives  are  compatible  and  will  be 
achieved. 

But  I  recognize  that  legislation,  and  espe- 
cially constitutional  amendments,  for  the 
District  necessarily  take  a  back  seat  In  these 
days  of  grave  State,  National,  and  world 
problems  with  which  our  Federal  and  State 
governments  are  preoccupied.  In  .such  cir- 
cumstances I  believe  more  can  be  accom- 
plished by  taking  first  steps,  where  an  area 
of  agreement  and  understanding  exists  or 
can  be  reached  soon,  by  creating  machinery 
and  Institutions  that  can  grow  and  mature 
with  increasing  experience  and  understand- 
ing In  all  quarters. 

In  that  spirit,  I  am  Introduclns;  today  the 
bill  to  provide  a  nonvoting  Delegate  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 


PROTECTION  AGAINST  BODILY  AT- 
TACK ON  UNIFORMED  MEMBERS 
OP  ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakoti  IMr.  Lancer  J,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  IMr.  Clements  1,  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Anderson!,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon  IMr.  Cor- 
don 1 ,  the  Senator  from  Washington  I  Mr. 
MacnusonI,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gn.LE'iTE  1 .  the  j  jnior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  IMr.  Niely],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  IMr.  TobeyI,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  I  Mr.  Green  I . 
the  Senator  from  Montana  IMr.  Mur- 
ray), the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  IMr.  Pas-tore  1,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  (Mr.  Douglas  I,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virsinia  IMr.  KilgoreI, 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  IMr. 
Humphrey),  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts IMr.  Saltonstall ) ,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  IMr.  Morse),  and 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Hen- 
NiNGS  I ,  I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  extend  to  uniformed  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  the  same  pro- 
tection against  bodily  attack  as  is  now 
granted  to  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard. 
The  bill  would  extend  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  the  protection  of  Federal 
law  against  unprovoked  violence  while 
such  personnel  are  on  duty  or  on  account 
of  the  performance  of  their  duty.  It 
would  amend  title  18  of  the  code  and 
would  give  members  of  all  the  armed 
services  the  same  protection  that  is  now 
accorded  to  a  long  list  of  Federal  oflBcers 
and  employees,  including  memt)ers  of 
the  Coast  Guard. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment I  have  prepared  in  explanation  and 
support  of  this  proposal  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
refernjd.  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  703)  to  extend  to  uni- 
formed members  of  the  Armed  Forces  the 
same  protection  against  bodily  attack  as 
is  now  granted  to  personnel  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  introduced  by  Mr.  Lehman  ifor 


himself  and  other  Senators) r  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Lehman  is  as  follows : 

Statement  bt  Senatob  Lehman 

We  have  been  working  on  this  bill  for 
almost  3  years.  I  firbt  Introduced  a  similar 
measure  as  an  amendment  to  the  universal 
military  training  bill  In  the  spring  of  1951. 
During  the  last  session  of  Congress  this 
Identical  bill  was  Introduced  as  S.  3481.  A 
similar  measure  was  Introduced  In  1944,  with 
the  active  support  of  the  then  Secretary  of 
War,  Henry  L.  Stlm*on.  At  that  time  the 
bill  In  question  was  favorably  reported  out 
of  committee  but  never  acted  upon.  In  Its 
present  form,  this  proposal,  as  Introduced, 
has  overcome  the  technical  objections  which 
have  been  raised  In  the  past. 

Last  year  the  Department  of  Defense 
formally  endorsed  this  proposal  and  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Record  I  would  like  to  in- 
clude at  this  point  the  letter  which  I  re- 
ceived setting  forth  that  Department's  views. 

The  simple  effect  of  this  bill  would  be  to 
jirovlde  Federal  sanctions  against  unprovoked 
physical  as.^ault  on  uniformed  military  per- 
.scinnel  If  commllteed  while  such  personnel 
are  engaged  In  performance  of  duty  or  on 
account  of  the  perft/rmance  of  duty.  Per- 
sons charged  «lth  8Uih  assault  could  be  tried 
in  a  Federal  court. 

Tills  Ihw,  If  enacted,  would  be  especially 
effective  In  protecting  servicemen  belonging 
to  minority  groups  or  who  might  otherwise 
be  the  objects  of  prejudice  In  particular  Jo- 
calules  of  our  country.  This  law  would 
make  clear  that  the  uniform  of  our  country 
extends  to  all  Its  wearers  the  protection  of 
Federal  law  In  the  performance  of  duty.  We 
already  extend  such  protection  to  long  cate- 
gories of  Federal  officers  and  employees.  In- 
cluding members  of  the  Coast  Ouard.  These 
officers  range  from  marshals  and  deputy  mar- 
shals to  game  wardens  and  meat  inspectors. 
Certainly  we  should  give  our  servicemen  the 
same  protection  we  now  give  food  and  drug 
inspectors. 

It  Is  common  knowledge  that  In  many  of 
our  localities  where  there  are  large  numbers 
of  servicemen  In  training  camps  and  h&tte 
installations,  the  police  protection  which  can 
be  provided  by  the  local  enforcement  officers 
Is  very  Inadequate. 

Many  local  authorities  have  neither  the 
personnel  nor  the  resources  to  provide  suf- 
ficient protection  to  our  servicemen  against 
violence  and  b<xllly  attack.  A  military  po- 
liceman or  other  military  personnel  who  ts 
on  duty  to  protect  servicemen  and  maintain 
order  must  be  given  adequate  legal  protec- 
tion against  bodily  harm  If  he,  in  turn.  Is  to 
be  an  effective  In.strumeut  of  law  and  order. 
He  must  be  assured  that  persons  assaulting 
him  or  other  personnel  on  duty  will  be 
promptly  apprehended  and  prosecuted. 

The  evidence  over  the  last  few  years  shows 
that  there  Is  often  an  increase  in  Incidence 
of  attacks  on  military  personnel  In  areas 
where  local  enforcement  Is  lax  in  apprehend- 
ing; those  who  provoke  the  assault. 

I  have  In  mind  a  small  town  near  a  large 
Army  camp  where,  within  the  last  few 
'months,  a  Federal  grand  Jury  has  indicted 
tho  entire  police  force  for  falling  to  provide 
protection  lor  the  soldiers  on  leave  in  the 
town,  and  where  unprovoked  attacks  again&t 
military  pt)llce  were  frequent.  According  to 
press  reports,  the  local  police  force  was  in- 
volved In  Importing  Illegal  liquor,  protectlnn 
prostitutes,  and  maintaining  gambling  estab- 
lishments. Tlie  military  police  were  seri- 
ously hampered  In  carrying  out  their  mission 
In  this  community,  and  the  final  result  was 
the  closing  of  the  community  to  aU  military 
personnel. 

Such  cases  are  not  typical,  but  a  law  which 
would  extend  the  protection  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  those  officers  and  men  who 
have   been  assigned   Hie   task  of   protecting 
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soldiers  on  teave,  aeenw  to  ui  to  te  ooly  a 
prerequisite  for  provtcUnB  adaqoato  pro«M- 
tlon  to  our  men  and  women  In  tb*  HnrkM. 
regardless  of  race,  creetf.  color,  or  national 
origin. 

Last  year  I  reported  that  a  atudymade  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  ahowad  that 
between  the  period  of  Jantiary  1  and  Bep- 
tomber  1,  IWl.  lUted  111  cases  oT  pbyalcal 
violence  against  military  personnel  by  ci- 
vilians which  had  gone  unptmlabed  due  to 
failure  of  local  police  oOcwra  and  courte  to 
apprehend  or  punish  the  attackers.  I  have 
recently  requested  the  Department  of  the 
Army  to  make  a  similar  determination  for  the 

year  1952.  .    ^ 

I  quote  an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
Post  which  seta  forth  the  need  for  this  simple 
law,  and  a  letter  from  Charles  A.  CooUdge: 
"paonxrmfo  sotsnas 
"The  files  of  tlie  Army  Department  show 
that  during  the  :rear  1951  there  were  more 
than  a  hundred  cisee  In  which  aasaulU  were 
committed  agclmt  uniformed  membera  of 
the  armed  servlcte  and  no  punishment  was 
meted  out  to  tHoee  who  committed  the 
offenses.  Moreover,  the  Department's  files 
probably  reflect  iio  more  than  a  fraction  of 
the  cases  that  occurred  during  the  year. 
Many  instances  cf  this  sort  of  violence  are 
never  recorded.  The  record  as  It  stands,  how- 
ever. Is  quite  blcck  enough  to  make  plain 
the  need  for  somii  sort  at  Federal  protection 
of  servicemen.  A  bUl  to  provide  such  pro- 
tection was  Introduced  by  Senator  Lehman 
on  behalf  of  hinuelf  and  a  bipartisan  group 
of  a  dozen  coUea{"ues  at  the  tall  end  of  the 
congressional  session.  It  came  too  late  to 
permit  action  bef<ire  the  adjournment.  But 
it  is  useful  to  have  It  available  for  public 
consideration  and  for  congressional  action 
next  year. 

"The  bill  woulC  operaU  quite  aimply  to 
penalize  physical  assault  against  tinlformed 
military  personnel  whenever  It  Is  committed 
against  Indlvldualj  engaged  In  the  perform- 
ance of  duty  or  oo  account  of  the  per- 
formance of  duty.  It  would  make  stich  an 
assault  a  Federal  offense  subject  to  trial  In 
a  Federal  cotirt.  The  doctrine  la  scarcely  a 
novel  one.  As  Senator  Lchican  pointed  out 
In  Introducing  h.s  bill,  'the  protection  of 
Federal  law  Is  already  extended— and  haa 
been  for  many  yeara — ^to  a  long  list  of  cate- 
gories of  Federal  offlcers  ranging  all  the  way 
from  marshals  and  deputy  marshals  to  game 
wardens  and  meat  Inspectors.'  It  Is  already 
extended.  In  point  of  fact,  to  members  of  the 
Coast  Guard.  Thii  Lehman  bUl  would  merely 
extend  the  same  protection  to  members  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 

"Negro  servicemen  have  been,  of  course. 
the  principal  vict.ma  of  the  unprovoked  vio- 
lence which  the  proposed  legislation  alms 
to  penalise.  And  the  harsh  fact  Is  that  in 
some  States  the  local  poUce  have  lacked 
either  the  meann  or  the  determination  to 
provide  protection  or  to  arrest  and  punlah 
the  attackers.  The  Army  has  been  seeking 
protection  for  aervlcemen  ever  aince  Secre- 
tary of  War  Stlinson  first  recommended  It 
In  1944.  There  can  be  no  question  that,  when 
the  Federal  Government  drafU  men  into  Its 
Armed  Forces  and  sends  them  to  training 
camps  far  from  their  homes,  it  owes  them 
a  guaranty  of  rf«pect  for  their  uniforms — 
and  for  tbe  rights  of  eittaenshlp  which  they 
have  been  called  into  uniform  to  defend." 

Mat  as,  1953. 

Deai  SxNAToa  TjEWMAif :  Reference  la  made 
to  your  letter  niqueetlng  the  vtews  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  as  to  the  extent 
which  legislation  should  go  in  protectix^ 
membera  of  the  Armed  Forces  against  phys- 
ical violence,  and  requesting  the  De- 
partment's definition  of  the  term  "on  duty." 

It  is  the  view  of  the  Department  of_De- 
fenae  that  the  protection  afforded  ofBeers 
and  employees  of  the  Government  by  sec- 
tions 1114  and  ill  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  ahould  be  extended  to  membeii  of  the 


Armed  Foroea  for  pertoda  when  they  are 
engaged  in  the  performance  of  oOdal  duttea. 
Soeh  periods  may  ha  more  precisely  de- 
fined as  being  during  the  exeeutlon  ot  duties 
Impcaed  by  statutea.  and  regulations  and 
directives  of  the  Armed  Forces  concerned, 
and  during  the  execution  of  specific  duties 
Imposed  by  order  of  competent  authority. 
It  would  seem  that  it  would  he  unreallatle 
to  attempt  to  extend  such  protecU<m  to 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  periods  not 
involving  the  performance  of  ofllclal  duties, 
such  as  periods  of  leave,  liberty,  or  an- 
thorlaed  absence.  It  is  our  understanding 
that  the  provisions  of  sections  1114  and  111 
have  been  so  construed  in  the  case  of  the 
Coast  Guard.  The  draft  of  hlU  furnished 
you  by  the  Department  of  Defense  on  July 
6.  1951.  wotild  accomplish  this  purpose. 

Tour  letter  specifically  requested  an  In- 
terpretation ot  the  term  "on  duty."  While 
that  term  Is  generally  construed  by  the  De- 
partment to  mean  any  time  during  which  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Foroes  Is  in  receipt 
of  basic  pay.  It  should  not  be  used  in  this 
sense  in  legislation  extending  protection 
against  physical  violence  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  Any  extension  of  such  pro- 
tection to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
ahould  be  limited,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Coast  Guard,  to  periods  when  they  are  per- 
forming offldal  duties. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that 
there  Is  no  objection  to  the  submission  of 
this  letter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

CRAtLCS   A.   COOLXDGC. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  that  this  pro- 
posal has  bipartisan  support,  and  again  that 
It  has  the  approval  of  the  Department  of 
Defense.  Let  tis  hope  that  this  year  Con- 
gress will  be  able  to  act  awlftly  In  providing 
tbe  protection  whl(^  our  military  person- 
nel need. 


NATURALIZATION  OP  CERTAIN  PER- 
SONS SERVING  IN  ARMED  PORCE8 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  msrself  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  KknmxdtI.  I  intro- 
duced for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
provide  for  the  expeditious  naturalisa- 
tion of  persons  who  have  served  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  since 
the  outbreak  of  the  action  in  Korea.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
I  have  prepared  concerning  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Ricom. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  <S.  704)  to  provide  for  the 
naturalization  of  persons  serving  In  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  after 
June  24,  1950,  introduced  by  Mr.  Lxhman 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  KmnncDr) ,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Leh- 
man is  as  follows: 

BTATKlCZin  BT  SXMATOB  LXHUAH 

I  am  today  Introducing  a  bUl  to  provide 
for  the  expeditious  naturalization  of  per- 
sons who  have  served  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  since  the  ootbreak  cf 
the  action  in  Korea.  June  34.  1950.  Many 
of  you  wlU  recaU  that  a  similar  biU  passed 
both  Botises  during  the  last  aeaskm  of  Ood- 
gress.  but  died  when  Congress  adjourned  and 
no  time  remained  to  work  out  the  digerences 
between  the  Hotjse  and  Senate  verstona.  ^ 

At  the  time  the  Senate  bm  wss  reported 
out  oC  committee  in  the  last  session.  I  quea- 
tloned  some  of  the  conunlttee's  amendmenta 
which  would  have  sevarMy  ax»d  unfaHty  re- 


stricted tbe  scope  of  tba  measure,  barring 
hundreds  of  deserving  veterans  of  Korea  from 
the  benefits  of  this  proposal.  These  defects 
are  oorreeted  in  my  propoaed  hlU. 

I  do  not  beUeve  that  the  revlsioa  of  our 
present  lUlbena  immigration  and  naturalisa- 
tion laws  can  be  accomplished  by  the  inefteo- 
tlve  process  of  piecemeal  amendment.  How- 
ever, in  this  caas  I  believe  the  urgency  at 
the  maastire  warrants  immediate  acUon  and 
we  cannot  await  the  time  when  a  full  r«- 
vlsUm  of  our  basic  Isws  is  placed  before  the 
Congress.  It  Is  my  hope  that  In  the  near 
future  a  complete  lewittlug  of  our  basic 
Ixxunigratlon  and  aattwaUzation  laws  will  be 
avaUable  In  order  that  we  may  unwind  the 
maae.  and  undo  the  damage  of  the  Immigra- 
tlOB  and  Naturallaation  Act  of  19&a. 

Although  this  proposal  Is  in  ths  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  McC^rran  Act,  the  need 
for  it  predates  the  passage  of  that  act.  The 
bill  is  meant  to  Include  only  thoee  who  served 
diu-lng  the  Korean  war.  and  Is  ths  same  type 
of  special  provision  itasaed  for  members  of 
the  Armed  I^arces  who  served  during  World 
War  n. 

The  main  purpoee  of  this  bill,  which  has 
the  support  of  many,  many  groups,  is  to  pro- 
vide tluit  persons  who  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  SUtss  and  have 
aerved  in  our  Armed  Forces  since  June  Si. 
1960,  can  attain  cltlaenshlp  without  the 
usual  requirement  of  a  residence  waiting  pe- 
riod. 

I  feel  that  It  is  only  proper  that  we  extend 
the  prlvUege  of  cltlaenshlp  to  those  young 
men  and  women  who  have  Joined  our  Armed 
Forces  and  served  during  this  time  of  world 
crisis.  Evidence  of  a  good  service  record  and 
their  wUlingness  to  Join  in  ths  defense  of 
the  free  world  should  go  far  toward  cutting 
the  red  tape  required  by  our  preeent  restric- 
tive and  confused  nattu^Ilsatlon  laws.  Sx- 
ceptlons  should  certainly  be  made  In  the  case 
of  theee  deserving  Individuals. 

It  U  my  hope  that  this  bill  oan  reeeiva 
speedy  and  favorable  action  of  the  appro- 
priate oommittee,  and  that  it  wlU  be  brought 
before  the  Senate  at  an  early  date. 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  FLAMMABLE 
FABRICS    IN    INTERSTATE    COM- 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
prohibit  the  introduction  or  movement  in 
interstate  commerce  of  articles  of  wear- 
ing apparel  and  fabrics  which  are  so 
highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  individuals,  and  for  other 
purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  by  me  relating  to  the  bill  b« 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Th« 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Rbcokd. 

The  bill  (S.  716)  to  prohibit  the  In- 
troduction or  movement  in  interstate 
commerce  of  articles  of  wearing  apparel 
and  fabrics  which  are  so  highly  flam- 
mable as  to  be  dangerous  when  worn  by 
individuals,  and  for  other  purposes.  In- 
troduced by  Mr.  ToBiT,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  lis  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Tosrr 
is  as  follows: 

BTAitMMMt  wrt  SzvAToa  ToaBT 

Tbe  purpose  at  tbe  btU  is  to  protect  eoifc- 

nMnadtng    the    use    of    liammsble    tcatUe 
laudiac-U  of  typea  wWch  h 
toodlty  lajary  or  dcasb  to 
Ik  Is  UBsttiad  ta 
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or  Mid  for  iiM  In  wearing  i^nx^^l-  ^  ^^11 
outtaw.  for  example,  the  sale  of  highly  fUm- 
mable  children's  cowboy  play  suits  and  the 
so-called  ezploslTe  sweaters  or  Jackets  which 
have  caused  serious  inj\irles  and  taken  a 
number  of  lives  In  recent  years. 

The  bill  Is  Identical  to  S.  2918  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  as  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce by  unanlmoxis  vote.  8.  2918  passed 
the  Senate  but  was  caught  In  adjoiurnment 
rush  and  did  not  get  through  the  Hoxise. 


strictlon  on  the  iise  of  interstate  communi- 
cations to  transmit  bets  or  wagers  and 
broadens  the  controlling  definition  In  the 
Slot  Machine  Act.  Public  Law  906,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  to  tighten  the  administration 
of  that  a&t. 


PROHIBITION  OP  TRANSPORTA- 
TION OF  OAMBLXNO  MATERIALS 
AND  INFORMATION  IN  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  WiLiY],  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see [Mr.  KKrAxrvsRl.  and  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Huirr],  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  Importing,  transporting,  and 
mailing  of  gambling  materials;  to  pro- 
hlUt  the  broadcasting  of  gambling  in- 
formation; to  prohibit  the  transmission 
of  bets  or  wagers  by  means  of  interstate 
communications;  and  to  prohibit  fur- 
ther the  transportation  of  gambling  de- 
vices in  interstate  commerce.  I  aslc 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement  ex- 
plaining the  bill  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcord. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  biU  (8.  716)  to  prohibit  the  im- 
porting, transporting,  and  mailing  of 
gambling  materials;  to  prohibit  the 
broadcasting  of  gambling  information; 
to  prohibit  the  transmission  of  bets  or 
wagers  by  means  of  interstate  communi- 
cations; and  to  prohibit  further  the 
transportation  of  gambling  devices  in 
Interstate  commerce,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Tosrr  (for  himself,  Mr.  Wiley.  Mr.  Ke- 
rAWSR,  and  Mr.  Huht),  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Tobey 
Is  as  follows: 

Statcmxnt  bt  Ssnato*  Tobkt 

On  behalf  of  myself,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wn.«T|,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KxTAirvnl ,  and  the 
senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt), 
I  have  introduced  a  bill  which  would  pro- 
hibit the  importing,  transporting,  and  mail- 
ing of  certain  gambling  materials,  to  pro- 
hibit the  broadcasting  of  certain  gambling 
Information  and  prohibit  the  transmission 
of  bets  or  wagers  by  means  of  interstate 
communications  and  further  prohibits  the 
transportation  of  certain  gambling  devices 
In  interstate  commerce.  This  bill  was 
sponsored  by  the  Special  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate Organized  Crime  in  Interstate 
Commerce  in  the  Eighty-second  Congress  as 
a  major  item  in  their  program  of  proposed 
antlcrlme  legislation. 

The  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  In  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  and  with  certain 
clarifying  amendments  was  reported  unani- 
mously but  died  on  the  calendar.  This  bill 
revises  the  lottery  law  to  include  within  Its 
prohibitions  other  gambling  enterprises  and 
punchboards  and  pushboards  designed  for 
gambling.  Similarly,  it  extends  the  present 
b«m  on  broadcasting  lottery  Information  to 
include  Information  relating  to  other  gam- 
bling enterprlaea,  and  it  imposes  a  new  re- 


reptltiously  or  through  stealth  and  without 
the  permission  of  the  proprietor  of  the  event 
when  such  Information  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  illegal  gambling  purposes. 


ILLEGAL  TRANSMISSION  IN  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE  OP  CERTAIN 
GAMBLING  INFORMATION 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  Wiley  I.  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see [Mr.  Ketauver],  and  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  IMr.  HuntI,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  make 
unlawful  the  transmission  in  interstate 
commerce  of  gambling  information  con- 
cerning a  sporting  event  which  is  ob- 
tained without  consent  of  the  person 
conducting  such  sporting  event.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement  by 
me  regarding  the  bill  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  717)  to  make  unlawful 
the  transmission  in  interstate  commerce 
of  gambling  information  concerning  a 
sporting  event  which  is  obtained  without 
consent  of  the  person  conducting  such 
sporting  event,  introduced  by  Mr.  Tobey 
(for  himself.  Mr.  Wiley.  Mr.  Ketauver, 
and  Mr.  Hxnrr),  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Tobey 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Sknatok  Tobet 

On  behalf  of  myself,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  WoxtI,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  |Mr.  KxrAnvEa|,  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  (Mr. 
Hunt],  I  have  introduced  for  appro- 
priate reference,  a  bill  which  would  make  it 
unlawful  for  any  person  to  transmit  In  Inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  by  means  of  tele- 
phone, telegraph,  or  radio  any  gambling  In- 
formation concerning  any  horse-  or  dog-rac- 
ing event  or  other  sporting  event  when  such 
information  has  t>een  obtained  svirreptl- 
tlously  or  through  stealth  and  without  the 
permission  of  the  person  conducting  such 
event.  This  bill  Is  Identical  with  S.  1564 
which  was  sponsored  In  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  by  the  Special  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate Organized  Olme  In  Interstate 
Commerce.  S.  1564  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
which,  after  extensive  hearings  thereon,  re- 
ported It  favorably.  The  bill.  S.  1564,  died 
on  the  calendar  In  the  last  Congress. 

The  bill  Is  deslgiiied  to  drive  Illegal  gam- 
bling or  horse  and  dog  racing  out  of  Inter- 
state commerce.  It  is  aimed  at  the  source 
of  the  essential  gambling  Information  which 
fiows  to  bookmakers  over  the  so-called  wire 
services.  The  Special  Crime  Committee 
found  that  the  proprietors  of  almost  all 
legitimate  race  tracks  and  sports  events  and 
race  tracks  have  sought  to  restrict  the  opera- 
tion of  the  so-called  wire  service  operators 
by  denying  them  the  right  to  send  out  bulle- 
tins on  betting  odds,  scratches,  times,  re- 
sults, etc.,  from  the  track  or  (inolosure  where 
the  event  takes  place.  Th«  operators  then 
resorted  to  elaborate  subteifuges.  sometimes 
Installing  the  Information  from  blinds  out- 
side the  track  or  enclosure  and  even  using 
walkie-talkie  equipment  from  in.slde.  This 
bill  would  add  a  Federal  sanction  to  local 
efforts  to  curb  this  fiow  by  making  It  a  mis- 
demeanor to  transmit  In  Interstate  com- 
merce gambling  inlormatiou  obtained  sur- 


LICENSING  OF  PERSONS  ENGAGED 
IN  DISSEMINATION  OF  CERTAIN 
GAMBLING  INFORMATION 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  and  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin [Mr.  Wiley  1,  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee ( Mr.  Kefauver  ] ,  and  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  IMr.  Hunt],  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  licensing  of  certain  persons 
engaged  in  the  dissemination  of  infor- 
mation concerning  horse-  or  dog-racing 
events  and  betting  information  concern- 
ing other  sporting  events  by  means  of 
interstate  and  foreign  communications 
by  wire  or  radio,  and  for  other  purposes. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment explaining  the  bill  be  printed  In 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred:  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  718)  to  provide  for  the 
licensing  of  certain  persons  engaged  in 
the  dissemination  of  information  con- 
cerning horse-  or  dog-racing  events  and 
betting  information  concerning  other 
sporting  events  by  means  of  interstate 
and  foreign  communications  by  wire  or 
radio,  and  for  other  purposes,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Tobey  (for  himself.  Mr.  Wiley, 
Mr.  Kefauver.  and  Mr.  Huht),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Tobey 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Tobet 

On  behalf  of  myself,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Wn.ET|.  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  |  Mr.  Kxfauveb]  ,  and  th* 
senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  (Mr.  Hcnt|,  I 
have  Introduced  a  bill  which  would  make  It 
unlawful  for  any  person  to  disseminate  In- 
formation concerning  horse-  and  dog-racing 
events,  betting  information  concerning  other 
sporting  events  by  means  of  interstate  and 
foreign  communications  by  wire  or  radio  un- 
less such  person  has  a  license  Issued  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States.  This 
bill  was  recommended  In  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  by  the  Special  Committee  To  In- 
vestigate Organized  Crime  In  Interstate  Ck)m- 
merce.  Senate  bill  1563.  and  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  for  legislative  action,  since  the 
special  committee  had  no  legislative  author- 
ity. The  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  after  extensive  hearings  on 
this  bill,  reported  the  bill  favorably,  with 
amendments,  and  the  bill  being  offered  at 
this  time  la  Identical  with  the  bill  that  was 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Senate  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
which  died  on  the  calendar. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  bill  the  At- 
torney Oeneral  Is  required  to  grant  a  license 
to  an  applicant  who  desires  to  disseminate 
Information  concerning  horse-  and  dog-rac- 
ing events  or  betting  Information  concern- 
ing any  other  sporting  event  by  means  of 
wire  or  radio  communications  If  such  appli- 
cant shows  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  At- 
torney Oeneral  that  the  Information  to  be 
disseminated  will  not  be  used  primarily  to 
facilitate  gambling  activities  which  consti- 
tute violations  of  State  laws  In  the  States 
where  the  Information  will  be  disseminated. 
The  license  Is  to  i>e  granted  unless  the  At- 
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torney  Oeneral  fln.ls  that  the  public  Intereet 
will  not  be  served  by  such  a  grant  or  unleae 
he  finds  that  the  applicant  U  iK)t  of  good 
moral  character. 

The  bill  speclflcully  exclude*  from  Its  oper- 
ations, by  exemption*,  newspapers  and  pe- 
riodicals of  general  information,  licensed 
radio  stations,  ani  news-gathering  agencies 
engaged  exclusively  In  serving  Buch  news- 
papers, periodicals,  and  stations. 


LEGAL   PUBLIC   HOLIDAY  IN  COM- 
MEMORATION     OF      BIRTH      OF 
FRANKLIN     DELANO     ROOSEVELT 
Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President.  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  joint 
resolution  which  would  make  January  30 
a  legal  holiday  in  honor  of  the  late  Presi- 
dent Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.    I  ask  unan- 
imous consent   that  the  resolution  be 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  to- 
gether with  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
in  explanation  and  support  of  this  pro- 
posal. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Joint  resolution  will  be  received  and 
appropriately  referred,  and,  without  ob- 
jection, the  joint  resolution  and  state- 
ment will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  33) 
making  January  30  of  each  year  a  legal 
public  holiday  in  commemoration  of  the 
birth  of  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  orf  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Renolved.  etc..  That.  In  commemoration  of 
the  birth  of  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt,  the 
30th  day  of  January  In  each  year  is  hereby 
made  a  legal  public  holiday  to  all  Intents  and 
purposes  and  In  ^he  same  manner  as  the  1st 
day  of  January,  the  23d  day  of  February, 
the  30th  day  of  May.  the  4th  day  of  July, 
the  first  Monday  of  September,  the  11th  day 
of  November,  the  fourth  Thursday  of  Novem- 
ber, and  Christmas  Day  are  now  made  by 
law  public  holidays. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Lehman  is  as 

follows : 

Statemeni'  bt  Skmatob  Lehman 

Tomorrow  Is  the  seventy-first  anniversary 
of  the  birth  of  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt. 
It  Is  8  years  now  since  his  death.  While  he 
was  President  hli  birthday  was  observed  by 
many  of  hU  fellow  citizens.  It  came  to  be 
a  sort  of  national  observance,  although  with- 
out ofllclal  auspices.  By  his  wish  these  cele- 
brations became  fund-raising  events  to  com- 
bat the  dread  dLsease  of  poliomyelitis.  The 
March  of  Dimes  which  is  currently  being 
conducted  In  behalf  of  the  fight  against  polio 
still  remains,  for  those  of  us  who  remember, 
a  memorial  to  our  late  great  beloved  Pres- 
ident. 

The  heat  of  the  passion  which  Franklin 
Roosevelt  arouse<l  in  his  lifetime  has  greatly 
abated.  The  vitriolic  partlaanshlp  which  his 
name  aroused  for  so  many  years  even  after 
his  passing  is  ciying  down.  The  party  to 
which  he  gave  renewed  life  and  whose  stand- 
ard bearer  he  wtvs.  the  party  to  which  I  am 
proud  to  belong,  has.  by  the  turn  of  the  wheel 
of  fortune,  beccme  the  minority  party.  I 
think  all  who  have  witnessed  the  change-over 
in  administrations  will  bear  witness  to  the 
fact  that  this  has  been  accomplished  with 
good  grace.  Might  this  not  also  be  an  occa- 
sion for  this  country  to  pay  to  the  memory  of 
Franklin  D.  Root«velt  the  tribute  it  so  richly 
deserves,  without  regard  to  partisanship  or 
political  bias?  He  saved  this  country  and  he 
saved  the  world  from  the  totalitarian  threat 
of  his  day.  He  led  us  to  victory  over  the 
forces  of  evil.  He  presided  over  the  greatest 
expansion  In  our  productive  might  this 
Nation  or  any  nation  has  ever  known.    He 


banished  fear  from  our  midst,  giving  us  new 
hope  and  confidence  in  the  future  of  America. 

We  have  need  of  that  high  spirit  today. 
We  have  need  of  It  whether  we  are  Demo- 
crats or  Republicans. 

I  might  hope  that  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, irrespective  of  party,  will  Join  In  paying 
this  richly  deserved  tribute  to  this  historic 
man  who  already  has  become  in  the  view 
of  history  and  In  the  eyes  of  all  mankind  the 
greatest  single  figure  of  this  generation.  I 
hope  that  the  appropriate  committee  of  the 
Senate  will  give  this  measure  early  consid- 
eration and  favorable  action. 


THREE  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY 
OP  WESTMORELAND  COXJNTY,  VA. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague,  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  IMr.  Byrd],  and  my- 
self, I  submit  for  appropriate  reference 
a  concurrent  resolution  concerning  the 
three  hundredth  anniversary  of  West- 
moreland County,  Va.,  the  birthplace  of 
George  Washington,  James  Madison, 
Richard  Henry  Lee,  Light-Horse  Harry 
Lee,  Robert  E.  Lee,  and  many  others  who 
wrote  their  names  high  upon  the  scroll 
of  fame. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  6),  submitted  by  Mr.  Robertson 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  Byrd)  ,  was  refprred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as 
follows : 

Whereas  Westmoreland  County,  which  Is 
In  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  was  cre- 
ated in  the  year  1653:  and 

Whereas  Westmoreland  County  has  given 
to  the  United  SUtcs  and  the  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia  an  extraordinary  number  of  dis- 
tinguished citizens  and  patriots,  among 
them  George  Washington,  the  Father  of  his 
Country;  James  Monroe,  fifth  President  of 
the  United  Statesf  Robert  E.  Lee.  commander 
In  chief  of  the  Confederate  Armies;  Bushrod 
Washington,  nephew  of  General  Washington 
and  Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States:  Richard  Henry  Lee, 
author  of  the  famous  Westmoreland  Resolu- 
tion, protesting  the  Stamp  Act,  and  signer 
of  the  Declaration  of  Independence;  Gen. 
Thomas  Stuart  Oarnett.  of  Chancellorsvllle 
fame;  Gen.  R.  L.  T.  Beale,  dashing  cavalry- 
man of  the  Confederate  Army;  Gov.  Henry 
(Light-Horse  Harry)  Lee.  general.  United 
States  Army  and  Member  of  Congress:  Fran- 
cis Llghtfoot  Lee.  Member  of  Congress  and 
signer  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence; 
Col.  George  Eskrldge,  Attorney  for  the  King 
In  Westmoreland  County,  Member  of  the 
House  of  Burgesses,  and  guardian  of  Cieorge 
Washington's  mother,  Mary  Ball;  Daniel  Mc- 
Carty,  Member  of  the  House  of  Burgesses 
lor  many  years  and  Speaker  of  the  House  In 
1715  and  1718;  Wllloughby  Newton,  Member 
of  Congress  and  founder  of  the  Virginia  Ag- 
riculture Society;  John  Crltcher,  Member  of 
Congress  and  eminent  Jurist;  and  many  other 
illustrious  persons:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  the  Congress 
Joins  the  county  of  Westmoreland  in  com- 
memorating its  tercentennial  anniversary, 
and  acknowledges  its  contribution  to  the  de- 
velopment and  progress  of  the  Nation. 

Sec.  2.  A  copy  of  this  resolution,  suitably 
engrossed  and  duly  authenticated,  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  clerk  of  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors of  Westmoreland  County. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  POLICY 
GOVERNING  PRIVATE  FINANCIAL 
INTERESTS  OF  EXECXTUVE  OFFI- 
CIAUS 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  junior  Senator 


from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparkmanI,  I  submit 
for  appropriate  reference  a  concurrent 
resolution  calling  for  a  complete  study 
of  existing  laws  and  administrative  re- 
quirements relating  to  the  potential  con- 
flict between  the  public  interest  and  the 
private  financial  interests  of  officials  in 
the  executive  departments  and  agencies. 
The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  7),  submitted  by  Mr.  Murray  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Sparkxan)  ,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as 
follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring)  — 

Section  1.  There  is  hereby  established  a 
temporary  Joint  Conunlttee  on  the  Policy 
Governing  the  Private  Financial  Interests 
of  Executive  Officials.  The  committee  shall 
l>e  composed  o&  five  Members  of  the  Senate, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  five  Members  of  the  Hovise  of  Repre- 
sentatives, to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  the  function  of  tht 
joint  committee — 

(a)  To  make  a  detailed  study  of  problems 
arising  from  the  potential  conflict  between 
the  public  Interest  and  the  private  financial 
interests  of  officials  In  the  executive  depart- 
ments and  agencies; 

(b)  To  make  a  detailed  study  of  the  ex- 
isting laws  and  administrative  requirements 
relating  to  such  conflicts; 

(c)  To  give  particular  attention  In  such 
studies    to    (1)     the    circumstances    under 
which,  because  of  their  private  financial  in- 
terests,   individuals    should    be    disqualified 
from  holding  office  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments and  agencies;    (2)   the  circumstances 
under  which,  because  of  their  private  finan- 
cial interests,  individuals  should  be  disquali- 
fied from  handling  certain  duties  or  func- 
tions   In    the    executive    departments    and 
agencies;    (3)   the  extent  to  which  the  pri- 
vate financial  Interests  of  members  of  the 
Immediate  family  of  an  individual  should  be 
taken  Into  account  In  policies  dealing  with 
potential  conflicts  of  interest;    (4)    the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  individuals  serving 
In     executive     departments     and     agencies 
should  be  allowed  to  engage  in  private  flnan- 
clal  activities  of  their  own  or  receive  outside 
salaries  or  other  forms  of  remuneration;  (6) 
the  conditions  that  should  govern  the  em- 
ployment in  the  executive  departments  and 
agencies  on  the  l»sU  of  no  compensation  or 
nominal  compensation;  (6)  the  prohibitions 
that  should  be  applied   against  the  subse- 
quent employment   by  private  firms  doing 
business  with   Government  departments   or 
agencies  of  Individuals  working  for  such  de- 
partments or  agencies;  and 

(d)  To  file  a  report  with  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  containing  the 
results  of  its  studies  and  such  legislative 
recommendations  as  It  may  deem  advisable. 

Sec.  3.  The  joint  committee  shall  select  a 
chairman  and  a  vice  chairman  from  among 
its  own  members.  It  is  authorized  to  hold 
such  hearings  as  it  deems  advisable,  to  re- 
quire, by  subpcna  or  otherwise,  the  attend- 
ance of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  papers  and  documents,  and, 
within  the  limitation  of  Its  appropriations, 
to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
experts,  consultants,  technicians,  and  clerical 
and  stenographic  assistants,  to  proc\u-e  such 
printing  and  binding,  and  to  make  such  ex- 
penditures, as  It  deems  necessary  and  advU- 
abie.  The  cost  of  stenographic  services  to 
report  hearings  of  the  Joint  conunlttee,  or 
any  subcommittee  thereof,  shall  nol  exceed 
25  cents  per  hundred  words.  The  joint 
committee  l.s  authcwlzed  to  utlllae  the  serv- 
ices. Information,  and  faculties  of  the 
departments  and  esUblUhments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  also  of  private  research 
agencies.  The  Joint  committee  ahall  t«ml- 
nate  its  activities  as  quickly  as  posaihic 
after  the  submission  of  iU  report  and,  la 
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any  esse,  ahall  not  remain  In  existence  after 
DBMUbcr  sr.  ISfiS. 

BBC.  4.  The  Joint  eommlttee.  or  any  duly 
autborlxed  lubccnmnlttee  tbereof.  Is  au- 
thorised to  expend  not  to  exceed  $10,000, 
and  such  expenacs  shall  be  paid  one-half 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 
and  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Housti  of  Representatives  upon  vouchers 
signed  by  the  chairman.  Disbursements  to 
pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  such  contingent  fund 
to  be  reimbursed  from  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  In  the 
amount  of  one-half  of  the  disbursements 
BO  made. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  ap- 
proximately 5  minutes  to  explain  the 
concurrent  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Piesident,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  although  I  assure 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Montana,  that  I  shall  not  object, 
let  me  say  that  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SmathzrsI.  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Stennis],  and  myself  have 
been  waiting  for  some  time  for  the  close 
of  the  morning  hour,  because  we  wish 
to  submit  a  few  remarks  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Then  I  shall  yield. 

Mr.  HILL  No;  I  wish  the  Senator 
from  Montana  to  proceed,  and  I  shall 
not  object  to  his  doing  so.  I  merely  wish 
to  say  that  after  he  has  concluded  his 
remarks,  and  following  the  morning 
hour,  I  hope  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  the  matters  wo  have 
in  mind. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Certainly. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  to  proceed  for 
5  minutes?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Montana  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
concurrent  resolution  I  have  submitted 
calls  for  a  complete  study  of  the  existing 
laws  and  administrative  requirements 
relating  to  the  potential  conflict  between 
the  public  interest  and  the  private  finan- 
cial interests  of  officials  in  the  executive 
departments  and  agencies.  This  study  is 
proposed  to  be  handled  by  a  temporary 
joint  committee  of  Congress,  which  will 
be  expected  to  present  recommendations 
for  improved  legislation  during  the  pres- 
ent session  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress. 

Naturally,  this  resolution  has  a  direct 
and  important  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Charles  E.  Wilson,  the  head  of  General 
Motors,  as  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  the 
announced  plans  concerning  the  nomi- 
nation to  high  posts  in  the  Defense  De- 
partment of  other  men  from  companies 
with  defense  contracts.  The  concurrent 
resolution,  however,  is  not  concerned 
with  whether  the  President  was  well  ad- 
vised in  nominating  Mr.  Wilson  for  this 
post  or  whether,  once  the  nomination 
had  been  made.  Senate  confirmation  was 
appropriate.  The  resolution  deals  exclu- 
sively with  the  much  more  important 
question  of  what  should  be  the  general 
policy  of  the  United  States  to  protect  the 
public  interest  from  being  jeopardized 
as  a  result  of  the  priv-te  financial  in- 
terests of  Government  officials. 


There  are  some  who  would  say  that 
the  existing  laws  on  ttiis  question  are 
too  rigid.  For  example,  the  following 
statement  appears  in  an  editorial  enti- 
tled "Conflict  of  Interest,"  published  in 
the  Washington  Post  on  January  27 : 

There  ought  to  be  some  thcught,  as  a 
general  principle  applicable  In  future  cases, 
to  means  of  maXing  it  easier  for  men  of 
every  station  in  life  to  answer  the  call  to 
public  service.  •  •  •  If  it  is  possible  to 
remove  some  of  the  barriers  without  daniag- 
ing  the  conflict  of  interest  safeguards,  that 
ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  every  Member 
of  the  Senate  can  agree  with  this  ob- 
servation by  the  editor  of  the  Washing- 
ton Post.  Not  only  some  thought,  but 
also  a  considerable  amount  of  thought, 
should  be  given  to  this  problem. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  many 
who  will  quickly  point  out  that  in  some 
respects  the  present  statutes  are  too  loose 
and  too  vague.  Certainly,  it  is  entirely 
possible  that  some  of  the  barriers  to 
which  the  Washington  Post  refers  can- 
not t>e  safely  removed  unless  others  are 
erected  in  their  place. 

Furthermore,  the  di.scussions  that 
have  already  taken  place  concerning  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson  and  his  chosen 
assistants  have  vividly  raised  at  least 
seven  important  questions  of  national 
policy. 

What  policy  should  govern  the  private 
financial  interests  of  a  man's  wife  and 
immediate  family?  Is  a  man  indirectly 
interested  in  the  profits  or  contracts  of  a 
corporation  if  his  wife  owns  $75,000  or 
$100,000  worth  of  stock  in  the  corpora- 
tion? Is  a  man  indirectly  interested  if 
he  transfers  20  percent  of  his  stock  to 
members  of  his  immediate  family? 

Does  a  man  remain  directly  interested 
in  the  profits  or  contracts  of  a  corpora- 
tion if,  upon  being  named  to  a  high 
post,  he  announces  his  unmistakable  in- 
tention at  some  later  date  to  dispose  of 
his  substantial  holdings?  Or  does  he 
somehow  receive,  by  virtue  of  his  state- 
ment of  intention  or  by  virtue  of  con- 
firmation action  by  the  Senate,  a  tempo- 
rary dispensation  which  excludes  him 
from  the  scope  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Criminal  Code? 

Under  what  circumstances  and  to  what 
extent  should  individuals  with  private 
financial  interests  be  disqualified  from 
performing  certain  duties  or  functions 
in  the  executive  agencies? 

Under  what  circumstances  should  they 
be  prevented  from  engaging  in  private 
activities  of  their  own  or  receiving  out- 
side salaries  or  other  forms  of  remunera- 
tion? 

What  conditions  should  govern  the  em- 
ployment of  individuals  in  the  executive 
agencies  on  the  basis  of  no  compensa- 
tion or  nominal  comp>ensation? 

What  prohibition  should  be  applied 
against  the  subsequent  employment  of 
Government  officials  by  private  firms 
doing  business  with  the  Government 
agencies  for  whom  such  officials  have 
previously  worked? 

Should  the  special  provisions  of  the 
law  affecting  the  private  financial  in- 
terests of  members  of  various  independ- 
ent boards  and  commissions  be  extended 
to  cover  the  officials  of  the  regular  de- 
partments of  Government  also? 


Mr.  President,  the  laws  on  our  statute 
books  do  not  provide  a  satisfactory  an- 
swer to  these  questions.  Judicial  deci- 
sions do  not  answer  them.  I  doubt 
whether  any  Member  of  the  Senate  feels 
qualified  at  this  moment  to  attempt  a 
definitive  answer.  I  know  that  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate — and  I  believe  all 
thoughtful  citizens  throughout  this 
country — will  agree  with  me  in  my  con- 
tention that  questions  of  this  type  should 
not  be  left  dangling  in  the  air  but  should 
be  affirmatively  settled  by  action  of  the 
United  States  Congress. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  ask  for  an  additional 
2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  now  requests 
unanimous  consent  that  he  may  proceed 
for  an  additional  2  minutes.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none.  The 
Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  a  great 
forward  step  in  this  direction  has  been 
taken  by  members  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  The  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Virginia 
has  had  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Counsel  prepare  a  special  memorandum 
concerning  existing  statutes  relating  to 
po.ssible  conflicting  interests  of  officers 
of  the  Government.  This  memorandum, 
in  my  judgment,  fully  indicates  the 
vague  and  incomplete  nature  of  existing 
statutory  requirements  in  this  field. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts has  had  another  memorandum  pre- 
pared by  the  Office  of  the  Legislative 
Counsel  concerning  judicial  interpreta- 
tions of  provisions  of  these  present  laws. 
This  memorandum  also  indicates  the 
existing  gaps  in  our  present  policy  in 
this  field. 

These  memoranda,  together  with  other 
important  materials  on  the  subject,  have 
been  brought  together  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  in  a  com- 
mittee print  entitled  "Compilation  of 
Certain  Legal  Materials  Prepared  by  the 
Office  of  the  Senate  Legislative  Counsel 
on  Conflict  of  Interest  Statutes."  A 
careful  reading  of  this  valuable  docu- 
ment will  convince  anyone  that  a  fresh 
and  intensive  study  by  Congress  is 
needed  in  this  field. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  the  most 
expedient  and  effective  method  of  mak- 
ing this  study  would  be  through  a  tem- 
porary joint  committee  set  up  for  this 
specific  purpose.  It  is  my  hope  that  the 
concurrent  resolution  which  I  have  intro- 
duced to  authorize  such  a  committee  will 
be  supported  by  members  of  both  parties 
and  will  be  acted  upon  promptly  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the 
Washington  Post  editorial  from  which  I 
have  quoted. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection? 

There  being  .lo  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Conflict  of  Interest 
Now  that  Charles  E    WlKson  has  agreed  to 
dl.spose  of  his  stock  holdings,  it  Is  hard  to  see 
how  anything  less  can  be  asked  of  the  nomi- 
nees for  SecreUry  of  the  Army  and  Secretary 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


615 


of  the  Air  Force.  If  anything,  the  relation- 
ship of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  the  Tarl- 
ous  industrial  contractors  la  considerably  less 
direct  than  that  of  the  service  secretaries. 
The  services,  as  opposed  to  the  Department 
or  Defense  as  an  entity,  are  actuaUy  engaged 
in  procurement,  and  the  service  aecretaries 
are  responsible  for  executing  contracts. 
After  all  the  attention  focused  on  the  Wilson 
hffair,  it  would  be  damaging  to  permit  a 
half-way  arrangement  for  the  service  heads, 
even  if  they  should  transfer  their  stock  to 
nonvoting  trusts  and  disqualify  themselves 
in  matters  affecting  the  respective  firms. 

The  degree  of  sacrifice  thus  necessitated 
should  not  be  overlooked.  Harold  E.  Tal- 
bott.  the  prospective  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  could  no  doubt  sell  his  Chrysler  Corp. 
and  Auto-Lite  stocks  with  only  a  capital- 
pains  penalty.  But  in  the  case  of  Robert  T. 
Stevens,  Secretary  of  the  Army-designate. 
sale  of  his  holdings  In  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co. — 
which  is  a  large  uniform  supplier — might 
result  in  transfer  of  control  of  the  firm  out- 
side of  his  family.  Por  Mr.  Stevens  personally 
that  would  be  a  high  price  to  pay. 

There  ought  to  be  some  thought,  as  a  gen- 
eral principle  applicable  In  future  cases,  to 
means  of  making  it  easier  for  men  of  every 
fetation  In  life  to  answer  the  call  to  public 
service.  Financial  sacrifices  are,  of  coarse, 
not  the  only  question;  there  is  no  feasible 
way,  say,  to  reimburse  a  man  who  gives  up  a 
hl)?h  private  salary  in  order  to  take  a  Gov- 
ernment Job,  and  there  are  plenty  of  exam- 
ples of  men  who  have  relinquished  fortunes 
111  order  to  serve  the  public  with  no  taint  of 
private  interest.  Nonetheless,  if  It  Is  possible 
to  remove  some  of  the  barriers  without  dam- 
aging the  conflict  of  Interest  safeguards,  that 
ought  to  be  done. 


MEMBERS  ON  PART  OP  SENATE  ON 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING 

AND       JOINT       COMMITTEE       ON 

LIBRARY 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  51),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar, 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following -named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  Joint  committees  of 
Congress: 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing;  Mr.  Jennik, 
of  Indiana;  Mr.  Cakl,son,  of  Kansas;  and  Mr. 
Hayden,  of  Arizona. 

Joint  Committee  of  Congress  on  the  Li- 
brary: Mr.  PuRTELL,  of  Connecticut;  Mr. 
Jfnnee,  of  Indiana;  and  Mr.  BAaaETT,  of 
Wyoming;  Mr.  Green,  of  Rhode  Island;  and 
Mr.  Gillette,  of  Iowa. 


EXTENSION  OP  TIME  POR  COMPLE- 
TION OF  MANPOWER  STUDIES  IN 
EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS  BY 
COMMITTEE  ON  POST  OFFICE  AND 
CIVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  53) ,  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  26)  thereon;  which 
resolution  was  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  or 
any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  there- 
of, under  Senate  Resolution  53.  Eighty-second 
Congress,  agreed  to  on  February  19.  1951 
(providing  for  a  study  and  investigation  of 
the  personnel  needs  and  practices  of  the 
various  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Government),  Is  hereby  continued  to  Feb- 
ruary 15,  1953,  inclusive. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  CERTAIN  EM- 
PLOYEES OF  FORMER  SENATOR 
BLAIR  MOODY 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  54) ,  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  27)  thereon;  which 
resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
the  administrative  and  clerical  assistants  ap- 
pointed by  former  Senator  Blair  Moody,  who 
were  carried  on  the  Senate  pay  roll  on  No- 
vember 4,  1952,  salary  for  services  in  his  of- 
fice for  the  period  November  5,  1952,  through 
December  4,  1952,  or  for  so  much  of  that 
time  through  December  4,  1952,  as  they  were 
not  otherwise  gainfully  employed,  at  their 
respective  rates  of  salary  as  of  November  4, 
1952. 


of  the  Senate,  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  or  any  duly  authorized  subcom- 
mittee thereof.  Is  authorized  during  the  pe- 
riod beginning  on  February  1,  1953,  and  end- 
ing on  January  31,  1954,  to  make  such  ex- 
penditures, and  to  employ  upon  a  temporary 
basis  such  investigators,  and  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants,  as  it  deems 
advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
the  unexpended  balance  of  the  amount  au- 
thorized under  Senate  Resolution  252, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  first  session,  agreed 
to  on  Januai-y  24,  1952.  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  subcommittee,  as  the  case 
may  be. 

AMENDMENT    OF    RULE    RELATING 
TO  MOTIONS  TO  RECONSIDER 

Mr.  GILLETTE  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  57) ,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

Resolved,  That  section  1  of  rule  XIII  of  the 
Senate  is  amended  by  substituting  a  period 
lor  the  conuna  after  the  word  "Vote"  in  the 
eighth  line  of  said  section  and  striking  out 
the  remaining  words  of  that  section  and  sub- 
stituting In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "No 
motion  to  lay  a  motion  to  reconsider  on  the 
table  shall  be  In  order  until  after  1  day  of 
actual  Senate  session  following  the  filing  of 
the  motion  to  reconsider." 


COMPENSATION      OP      EMPLOYEES 

OF    FORMER    SENATOR    FRED    A. 

SEATON 

Mr.  JENNER.  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  52) .  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  25)  thereon;  which 
resolution  was  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Renolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  the 
administrative  and  clerical  assistants  ap- 
IKiinted  by  former  Senator  Fred  A.  Seaton, 
who  were  carried  on  the  Senate  pay  roll  on 
November  4,  1952,  salary  for  services  In  his 
ofBce  for  the  i}erlod  November  6.  1962, 
through  December  4,  1952,  or  for  so  much  of 
that  time  through  December  4,  1952,  as  they 
were  not  otherwise  gainfully  employed,  at 
their  respective  rates  of  salary  as  of  No- 
vember 4,  1952. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  CERTAIN  EM- 
PLOYEES OF  FORMER  SENATOR 
THOMAS  R.  UNDERWOOD 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  55) ,  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  28)  thereon;  which 
resolution  was  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  Calendar,  as  follows: 

Resoli^ed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  the  admin- 
istrative and  clerical  assistants  appointed  by 
former  Senator  Thomas  R.  Underwood,  who 
were  carried  on  the  Senate  pajrroll  on  No- 
vember 4,  1952,  salary  for  services  in  his  of- 
fice for  the  period  November  5,  1952,  through 
December  4,  1952.  or  for  so  much  of  that 
time  through  December  4,  1952,  as  they  were 
not  otherwise  gainfully  emjiloyed,  at  their 
respective  rates  of  salary  as  of  November  4, 
1952. 


ADDITIONAL  PERSONNEL  AND 
FUNDS  FOR  COMMITTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT OPERATIONS 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  re- 
ported an  original  resolution  (S.  Res.  56) , 
which,  under  the  rule,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  In  holding  hearings,  report- 
ing such  hearings,  and  making  Investigations 
as  authorized  by  subsections  (g)  (1)  (B)  and 
(3)   (C)  of  rule  XXV  of  the  SUndlng  Rules 


AMENDMENT  OP  RULE  RELATING  TO 
WEEKLY    APPEARANCES    OP    DE- 
PARTMENTAL AND  AGENCY  HEADS 
IN    SENATE    TO    ANSWER    QUES- 
TIONS OF  SENATORS 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.    On  behalf  of  myself 
and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas   I  Mr. 
Pm-BRiGHT]  I  submit  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  resolution  to  amend  rule  X  of 
the    standing    rules    so    as    to    permit 
weekly  appearances  of  departmental  and 
agency  heads  in  the  Senate  to  answer 
questions  of  Senators.    I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  I  have  pre- 
pared in  cormection  with  the  resolution 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appropri- 
ately referred;  and,  without  objection, 
the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  58),  submitted 
by  Mr.  Kefattver  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
FuLBRiGHT),  was  received  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  rule  10  of  the  standing 
rules  of  the  Senate  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para- 
graph: 

"3.  There  shall  be  held  In  the  Senate  on 
at  least  1  day  in  any  one  calendar  week,  a 
'question  and  report  period,'  which  shall  not 
consume  more  than  2  hours,  during  which 
heads  of  executive  departments  and  agencies 
are  requested  to  answer  orally  written  and 
oral  questions  propounded  by  Members  of 
the  Senate.  Each  written  question  shall  be 
submitted  In  triplicate  to  the  committee  hav- 
ing Jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  of  sUch 
question,  and,  If  approved  by  such  commit- 
tee, one  copy  shall  be  transmitted  to  the 
head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned, 
with  an  Invitation  to  appear  before  the  Sen- 
ate, and  one  copy  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
with  a  request  for  allotment  of  time  In  a 
question  period  to  answer  such  question. 
Subject  to  the  limitations  prescribed  In  this 
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parmgrspli.  Xhe  Committee  on  Rules  shall  de- 
termine the  date  tor,  and  the  leng^  of  time 
of,  each  question  period  to  the  head  of  a 
department  or  Independent  agency  who  has 
Indicated  to  the  committee  his  readiness  to 
deliver  oral  answers  to  the  questions  trans- 
mitted to  him.  All  wrlttei  questions  pro- 
pounded in  any  one  questlcHi  period  shall 
be  approved  by  one  committee.  The  latter 
half  of  each  question  period  shall  be  re- 
served for  oral  questions  which  shall  be 
germane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  written 
questions  by  liemtoers  of  the  Senate,  one- 
half  of  such  time  to  be  controlled  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  which  has  ap- 
proved the  written  questions  propounded  In 
such  question  period  and  one -half  by  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  such  commit- 
tee. The  time  of  each  question  period  and 
the  written  questions  to  be  answered  In  such 
period  shall  be  printed  in  two  dally  editions 
of  the  Recobo  appearing  before  the  day  on 
which  such  question  period  Is  to  be  held, 
and  the  proceedings  during  the  question 
period  shall  be  {Xlnted  In  the  Record  fur 
such  day." 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Kk- 
FAUVER  is  as  follows : 

StATUCCNT  BT  SBIf  ATOK  KCTAtrVEi 

I  am  today  Introducing  a  resolution  to  set 
up  a  report- and-questlon  period  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  at  which  the  heads  of  executive 
departments  and  agencies  are  requested  to 
appear  and  answer  questions  propounded  by 
Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  should  like  this  opportunity  to  explain 
this  proposal,  so  that  other  Members  of  the 
Senate  may  give  it  their  consideration.  It 
Is  neither  new  nor  novel.  I  proposed  it  for 
a  number  of  years  In  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Senator  Polbkicht  has  previous- 
ly offered  similar  resolutions  in  the  Senate. 
The  history  of  similar  efforts  to  ameliorate 
friction  between  the  executive  and  legis- 
lative branches  of  the  Government,  in  fact, 
goes  back  to  the  founding  fathers. 

Mechanically,  the  resolution  call3  for  such 
a  session  at  least  1  day  in  each  period  of 
two  calendar  weeks,  but  not  oftener  than 
1  day  In  any  one  calendar  week.  The  length 
of  any  one  session  Is  limited  to  2  hours,  so 
as  not  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  either  the 
executive  officials  or  the  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

Under  the  resolution,  the  first  part  of  the 
question- and -rei>ort  period  will  be  confined 
to  written  questions,  submitted  In  advance 
by  the  committee  having  Jurisdiction  over 
the  subject  matter  with  which  the  particular 
department  or  agency  is  concerned. 

The  committee  will  submit  one  copy  of 
these  questions  to  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment or  agency  concerned,  with  an  invita- 
tion to  appear  before  the  Senate,  and  another 
copy  to  the  Committee  on  Rules,  with  a  re- 
quest for  allotment  of  time  In  a  question 
period  to  answer  such  questions. 

The  written  questions,  along  with  an  an- 
nouncement of  the  time  set  aside,  will  be 
published  in  at  least  two  daily  editions  of  the 
Rbcoko  prior  to  the  hearing,  so  that  all  Mem- 
bera  may  have  full  notice  of  the  session  and 
an  opportunity  to  familiarize  themselves  with 
the  subject  matter. 

The  latter  half  of  each  question  period 
shall  be  reserved  for  oral  questions  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  The  only  restriction  is 
that  these  questions  be  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject matter.  One-half  of  this  oral  question 
time  will  be  controlled  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  which  prepared  the  written 
questions  and  the  other  half  by  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  that  committee. 

The  entire  proceedings  win  be  printed  in 
the  CoHoaisaioNAL  Record  for  that  day. 

Now  the  purpose  of  this  plan,  I  am  sure,  is 
■elf -evident. 

It  la  Intended  to  provide  for  a  mutual  can- 
▼aaslng  of  problems  between  the  executive 
and  Icglalatlve  branches  of  Government.    It 


Is  Intended  to  make  for  better  tnwlerstand- 
Ing.  between  the  two.  of  mutual  problems. 
Since  proceedings  of  the  Senate  are  open  to 
the  public  and  press.  It  is  intended  also  to 
make  for  better  public  tmderstanding  of 
these  protir.Ti.'^.  Without  public  understand- 
ing and  -iixy^x',''  no  problem  in  a  democracy 
can  be  twlv'^d  sutiafactorily. 

In  short,  this  plan  has  as  its  purpose  better, 
more  responsible  government,  and  is  intend- 
ed to  be  of  benefit  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate,  to  the  Elxecutive.  and  to  the  public 
alike.  It  Is  In  no  sense  a  party  measure — It 
appeals  to  no  partisan  interest,  it  awakens 
no  party  spirit. 

United  States  history  is  rich  with  prece- 
dents for  this  plan.  Our  founding  fathers 
never  intended  that  the  three  divisions  of 
our  Government  should  work  In  water-tight 
compartments.  Rather.  I  think  our  Consti- 
tution Intended  that  some  consultative  cus- 
tom bv"  worked  out.  There  is  nothing  In  the 
Cons  II  jtion  to  prohibit  the  method  which 
has  been  proposed  in  this  resolution  from 
being  that  custom. 

Let  us  examine  some  of  the  historical  back- 
ground for  this  proposal. 

In  the  law  organizing  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, passed  in  1789,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Trea.sury  was  given  the  duty  •"to  make  re- 
ports and  give  Information  to  either  branch 
of  the  legislature  in  person  or  In  writ- 
ing •  •  •  ••  In  the  debate  on  that  bill 
it  was  expressly  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  It  might  lead  to  the  Introduction  of  all 
the  Secretaries  on  the  floor,  but  the  bill  was 
nevertheless  passed,  and  without  so  much  as 
a  denial  that  such  would  be  the  result. 

In  the  early  days  of  the  Government,  the 
Secretaries  were  repeatedly  called  to  the 
presence  of  either  H  mse  for  consultation, 
advice,  and  Information.  There  are  about  14 
Instances  noted  in  the  annals  of  the  First 
Congress  In  which  a  member  of  the  Cabinet 
appeared  before  the  Senate  during  the  Flrfct 
Congress.  There  are  eight  instances  cited 
of  appearances  before  the  House. 

As  an  example  there  Is  this  notation  in 
Annals  of  Congress,  volume  1,  page  51.  First 
Congress; 

•'Wednesday.  July  22,  1789;  The  Secretary 
of  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr  Jefferson)  attended, 
agreeably  to  order,  and  made  the  necessary 
explanations." 

In  the  Executive  Journal  of  the  Senate, 
volume  1,  page  55.  there  is  the  notation  that 
on  August  4.  1790,  President  Washington 
sent  a  message  to  the  Senate  communicating 
the  draft  of  a  secret  article  to  be  incorp>oratecl 
in  a  treaty  with  an  Indian  tribe. 

The  message  closed  with  these  words:  "If 
the  Senate  should  require  any  further  ex- 
planation, the  Secretary  of  War  will  attend 
them  for  that  purpose." 

This,  mind  you,  was  a  message  from  the 
Father  of  our  Country,  the  man  who  presided 
over  the  Constitutional  Convention. 

A  parallel  in  our  history  Is  the  practice, 
usually  followed,  of  the  President  dellvennx 
his  state  of  the  Union  address  In  person.  It 
Is  of  historical  Interest  also  to  note  that  the 
Constitution  of  the  Confederate  States  pro- 
vided that  "Congress  may,  by  law.  grant  to 
the  principal  officer  in  each  of  the  executive 
departments  a  seat  upon  the  floor  of  either 
house,  with  the  privilege  of  discussing  any 
measures  appertaining  to  his  department." 

This  was  In  essence  the  proposal  of  the 
Pendleton  resolution.  Introduced  in  the 
Forty-sixth  Congress.  One  of  the  principal 
objections  to  the  Pendleton  plan  was  that  It 
required  constant  attendance  of  the  admin- 
istrators— something  which  my  proposal  ob- 
viates. However,  it  is  interesting  to  note 
that  among  the  prominent  Americans  who 
advocated  that  plan  were  President  William 
Howard  Taft,  Chief  Justice  Charles  E. 
Hughes,  Ellhu  Root,  John  W.  Davis.  President 
James  A.  Garfield,  President  Woodrow  Wil- 
son, Dr.  Nicholas  Murray  Butler  (then  Gen- 
eral Elsenhower's  predecessor  as  President  of 
Columbl*  University).  Herbert  Hoover  (then 


•  Cabinet  member).  Dr.  Charles  A.  Beard 
(noted  historian),  and  Justice  Story. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  the  need 
of  closer  collaboration  between  Congress 
and  the  administration  has  frequently  been 
felt  and  voiced  In  the  course  of  our  national 
history,  but  was  never  more  essential  than 
now.  In  this  confused  time  which  is  neither 
clearly  peace  nor  war. 

These  are  trying  times,  both  domestic  and 
international.  It  is  very  necessary  that  we 
have  the  best  liaison  and  understanding 
possible.  While  President  Eisenhower  has 
announced  plans  to  carry  on  the  White  House 
press  conferences,  news  from  the  conferences 
does  not  fully  meet  the  needs.  This  pro- 
posed question  and  answer  period  will  give 
Cabinet  members  and  officials  the  oppor- 
tunity to  state  their  plans  and  policies  after 
mature  consideration. 

Effective  cooperation  between  the  two 
great  pollTlcal  branches  of  Government  la 
Indl.'^pensable. 

The  problems  of  Government  are  not  go- 
ing to  become  easier.  They  will  become  more 
complicated. 

If  we  are  to  keep  pace  with  them,  if  we 
are  to  legislate  IntelUsjently,  and  if  we  are 
to  meet  the  great  domestic  and  International 
l.^sues  coming  before  us,  we  must  improve 
our  system  of  securing  information  and 
keeping  up  with  the  administration  of  laws. 

And  we  must  find  a  way  of  having  closer 
teamwork  between  the  executive  and  legis- 
lative branches  of  Government. 


REPORTS  BY  SENATORS  ON  CER- 
TAIN INFORMATION  CONCERNING 
THEIR  EMPLOYEES.  AND  ITS  PUB- 
LICATION 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr,  President.  I  submit 
for  appropriate  leference  a  resolution 
which  would  require  monthly  reports 
from  each  Senator  showing  the  names, 
duties,  and  salaries  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  him.  The  resolution  would 
require  publication  of  such  reports  in 
the  Congressional  Record. 

This  is  a  companion  to  the  bill  I  in- 
troduced to  require  Members  of  Congres.s 
to  report  their  financial  and  commodity 
tran.sactions. 

There  has  been  increasing  public  con- 
cern over  the  financial  transactions  of 
public  servants  and  the  use  of  public 
funds. 

Pas.saGie  of  this  re.'^olution  would  re- 
assure the  public  that  no  Senator  has 
anything  to  hide.  Disclosure  would  pre- 
vent the  development  of  any  situation 
which  a  Senator  would  not  be  willing  to 
defend  publicly. 

In  the  Eightieth  Congress  the  Senate 
adopted  Senate  Resolution  123  which 
requires  similar  reports  from  Senate 
committees.  I  am  advised  by  the  dis- 
bursement office  of  the  House  that  Rep- 
resentatives' payrolls  are  open  to  public 
inspection.    This  has  been  so  since  1932. 

There  can  be  no  reason  for  different 
treatment  of  Senate  payrolls. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
always  advocated  the  fishbowl  approach 
to  public  service.  The  public  has  the 
ripht  to  know  what  Is  going  on  where 
they  cannot  see.  The  public  has  a  right 
to  an  unobstructed  view. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  59),  submitted 
by  Mr.  Morse,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
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mlttee  on  Rules  and  Administrfttion,  as 

follows : 

Reaolved,  That  erery  Senator  aball  report 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Sanata,  within  th« 
first  10  days  of  each  month,  the  name,  duties, 
and  total  salary  of  each  person  employed  by 
him  during  the  preceding  calendar  month 
and  such  Information  shall  be  published 
in  the  first  Issue  of  the  CoNcaBssioNAX,  Rcc- 
oao  published  after  tha  last  day  for  filing 
such  reports.  The  name,  duties,  and  total 
salary  of  each  person  employed  by  each  Sen- 
ator during  the  6-month  periods  ending  De- 
cember 31  and  June  30  shall  be  published 
In  the  first  Issue  of  the  CoifcaEsaiONAL  Rsc- 
OKD  published  after  the  last  day  for  filing 
such  reports  for  the  last  month  In  each 
e-month  period. 


CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

/Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
January  13.  1953.  the  bill  (S.  394)  to  re- 
quire that  collectors  of  customs  and  cer- 
tain other  officers  of  the  Bureau  of  Cus- 
toms be  appointed  in  accordance  with 
the  civil -service  laws,  was  inadvertently 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  It  should  have  l)een 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and 
Civil  Service  be  discharged  from  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  bill,  and  that 
it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Kansas?  The  Chzix  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


PRINTING  OP  REPORT  ON  MISSOURI 
RIVER  DEVELOPMENT  OAHE  DAM 
(S.  DOC.  NO.  11) 

Mr  CASE.  Mr.  President,  Public  Law 
870.  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  ses- 
sion, directed  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  negotiate 
with  certain  Indian  tribes  for  lands 
which  would  be  inundated  by  the  Oahe 
Dam. 

It  provided  in  section  5  of  the  Act  that 
In  the  event  the  negotiating  parties  were 
unable  to  agree  on  any  item  in  the  pro- 
posed contracts  they  should  report  to 
Congress.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  report 
which  has  been  prepared  by  one  of  the 
negotiating  parties,  and  I  submit  it  here- 
with to  the  Senate  by  way  of  reporting 
it  to  Congress. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may 
be  printed  as  a  public  document 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTICLES. 
ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Address  delivered  by  him  at  the  second 
biennial   dinner   of   the   men's   club   of   the 
Adas    Israel    Congregation    of    Washington. 
D.  C,  on  January  28.  1963. 
By  Mr.  FSROUSON: 
SUtement  prepared  by  him  relative  to  the 
twentieth  anniversary  oA  the  Lone  Kanger 
In  radio. 


By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna: 

Address  delivered  by  Hon.  James  A.  Par- 
ley at  the  dedication  of  the  headquarters 
buUdlng  of  the  National  Aasoclatlon  of  Let- 
ter Carriers,  Washington,  D.  C,  August  80, 
1852. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

Address  entitled  "Our  Ancestors  and  Their 
Contribution,"  delivered  by  Dr.  Charles  M. 
Steese  before  the  Women's  Club  of  Lewis- 
burg.  Pa. 

Program  of  service  of  prayer  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Inauguration  of  a  new  President, 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Cabinet,  and  the 
convening  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  held 
at  Washington  Cathedral  on  Sunday.  Janu- 
ary 26.  1963. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 

Statement  Issued  by  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority   entitled   "Taxes   and   Tax   Equlv- 
alenU  Paid  by  TV  A  and  Power  EMstributors 
for  the  ieS2  Fiscal  Year." 
By  Mr.  HOKT: 

Correspondence  between  himself  and  Miss 
Janet  te  Manrlng.  of  Browns  Summit,  N.  C. 
By  Mr.   CLEMENTS: 

Article  entitled  "The  Dulles  Speech," 
written  by  Walter  Lippmann.  and  published 
in  his  syndicated  article  Today  and  Tomor- 
row, in  the  Vaahlngton  Poet  of  January  29, 
1963. 

Editorial  entitled  "  'Never  Not"  Diplomacy," 

published  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star 

of   January   28.    1963.   relating   to   a   recent 

address  delivered  by  Secretary  of  State  Dulles. 

By  Mr.  STENNIS  (for  Mr.  Smathebs)  : 

Article  by  David  Fernaler,  regarding  the 
burial  of  Jos^  Marti. 


MANHATTAN,  KANS. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  1  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Kansas  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  he  may  proceed  for  1  min- 
ute. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas may  proceed. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  Man- 
hattan, Kans.,  has  been  cited  as  a  1952 
Ail-American  City  for  its  outstanding 
citizen  action  In  rebuilding  the  city  after 
the  devastating  flood  in  1951. 

The  award,  sponsored  by  the  National 
Municipal  League  with  the  cooperation 
of  Look  magazine,  is  a  well-deserved  rec- 
ognition of  this  city  and  Its  citizens, 
who  suffered  one  of  the  most  severe  dis- 
asters that  can  befall  any  city. 

The  all -American  cities  awards  are 
made  armually  to  11  United  States  cities, 
selected  by  a  12-man  jury  of  distin- 
guished citizens  and  experts  on  Crovern- 
ment  Impaneled  by  the  National  Munici- 
pal League. 

As  one  who  had  the  opportunity  to 
visit  Manhattan  shortly  after  the  de- 
structive flood  and  observe  personally 
the  ruin,  muck,  and  mire  left  following 
the  flood.  I  can  assure  you  the  situation 
looked  practically  hopeless,  as  was  well 
expressed  in  the  article  by  one  of  the 
soldiers  who  was  carrying  sandbags, 
when  he  said,  "Why  don't  they  just  move 
this  town  some  place  else  and  start  all 
over?" 

It  was  only  a  matter  of  months  later 
that  I  had  an  opportunity  to  again  visit 
Manhattan  and  I  could  hardly  believe 
the  rebuilding  and  restoration  that  had 
taken  place  in  a  few  months.  This 
could  only  have  heta.  aocomidished  by 
the  indomitable  ^Hrit  of  the  citiaeDS  of 
the  city. 


I  salute  Manhattan  and  its  citiaens  on 
receiving  this  aweurd. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  ininted  in  the  Rxcou>  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  very 
brief  article  on  the  same  subject 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  l>e  printed  In  the  Rkcoko, 
as  follows: 

MAMHATTaif,  Kans. 

"Why  don't  they  Just  move  this  town 
some  place  else  and  start  aU  over?"  a  soldier 
carrying  sandbags  is  supposed  to  have  re- 
marked whUe  worUng  to  stem  the  devastat- 
ing flood  that  covered  half  of  Manhattan 
In  the  sxunmer  of  1951. 

The  soldier's  advice  could  have  been  taken. 
Flood  damage  totaled  $22  million,  a  tremen- 
dous sum  for  a  city  of  19,000.  AU  of  the 
downtown  business  district  was  under  water. 
Certain  sections  could  never  be  rebuilt. 

It  took  the  people  of  Manhattan  the  next 
18  months  to  rebuUd  their  city — but  rebuild 
they  did.  Cooperation  was  their  greatest 
weapon,  Kansas  State  College,  for  example, 
was  untouched  by  the  flood  water,  but  teach- 
ers and  students  put  in  countless  hours  at 
hard  labor  repairing  the  damage.  Civic 
groups  did  not  wait  for  the  harried  city 
administration  to  repair  the  damaged  base- 
ment of  the  community  building,  but  did 
the  job  themselves. 

As  the  clean-up  work  progressed.  It  became 
apparent  that  blighted  areas  remained  that 
were  beyond  rehabilitation.  The  dvlo 
groups  proposed  that  the  areas  be  cleared. 
A  bond  Issue  was  passed  enabling  the  city 
to  buy  the  properties  at  preflood  ptrlces. 
This  permitted  residents  of  the  area  to  relo- 
cate in  more  desirable  neighborhoods.  The 
city  promptly  annexed  60  acres  and  extended 
utilities  to  an  area  when  low-cost  relocation 
housing  was  built. 

Eighteen  months  after  the  flood  had  re- 
ceded, Manhattan  was  Indeed  a  new  city. 

Mr,  ROBERTSON.  Mr ,  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  If  I  am  permitted  to 
yield  during  the  morning  hour,  I  am 
happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  merely  wish  my 
distinguished  colleague  to  yield  In  order 
that  he  may  recognize  the  fact  that  on 
that  same  all-American  team  Roan(Ae, 
Va.,  is  playing. 

Mr.  CARLSON.    That  Is  correct. 


F.  A.  MILLER.  EDITOR  AND  PUBLISH- 
ER OF  SOUTH  BEND  TRIBUNE 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  1 
minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  take  a  moment  of  the 
Senate's  time  to  pay  tribute  to  a  man 
who  Is  most  deserving  of  far  more  than 
a  moment  of  time  and  attention  by  this 
body. 

Saturday  will  mark  the  eighty-fifth 
birthday  anniversary  of  Mr.  P.  A.  Miller, 
editor  and  publisher  of  the  South  Bend 
Tribune,  of  South  Bend,  Ind. 

Mr.  Miller  is  known,  either  by  reputa- 
tion or  personally,  to  many  Members  of 
the  present  Senate  and  to  a  great  num- 
ber of  those  who  have  served  before  us. 
Those  of  us  who  know  him  are  always 
ea^er  to  tell  those  who  do  not  know 
him  that  Mr.  Miller  is  the  finest  poirihie 
rqwesentative  of  the  American  ik«ss. 
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I  am  certain  the  entire  United  States 
Senate  will  Join  me  in  wishing  this 
honest,  fair  and  forthright  exponent  of 
American  Jotu'nalism  many  happy  re- 
turns of  the  day  and  many,  many  more 
opportunities  to  receive  the  endearing 
expressions  to  which  he  is  so  richly 
entitled.         

TENNESSEE  VALLKY  AUTHORITY— 
RESOLUTION  OP  THE  TENNESSEE 
GENERAL  ASSEMBLY 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague  (Mr.  Gobe  I  and 
myself,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
this  body  to  a  resolution  of  the  Ten- 
nessee General  Assembly,  which  appears 
on  page  A312  of  yesterday's  Concscs- 
taxmu.  Rbcoko.  as  an  insertion  by  Rep- 
resentative Joe  EvDfS. 

This  resolution  of  the  Tennessee  As- 
sembly calls  attention  to  proposals  which 
have  been  made  to  sell  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  to  private  investors. 
The  resolution  concludes  that  the  Ten- 
nessee General  Assembly  urges  Congress 
*'to  reject  any  such  plan  that  may  be 
submitted  for  its  consideration  and  to 
preserve  the  ownership  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  by  all  the  American 
people,  to  whom  it  rightfully  belongs  and 
to  whose  interest  it  is  dedicated." 

Mr.  President,  we  of  the  Valley  recall 
that  the  Muscle  Shoals  plant  was  built 
during  World  War  I,  because  of  the 
shortage  of  power  that  existed  then. 

After  the  war  there  was  the  Govern- 
ment with  a  dam  and  a  power  plant  on 
its  hands  and  there  were  men  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  who  said 
that  It  would  be  socialistic  for  the  Gov- 
ernment to  use  that  dam  for  the  benefit 
of  all  the  people.  There  were  proposals 
in  Congress  at  that  time  to  sell  Muscle 
Shoals.  Henry  Pord  was  one  of  the 
prospective  purchasers.  Attempts  to  sell 
it  were  frustrated.  But  still — it  just  sat 
there. 

Then,  under  the  administration  of 
Pranklin  Roosevelt,  the  dream  of  TVA 
was  born.  It  seems  everlastingly  right 
to  me  that  the  waters  of  the  rivers,  which 
belong  to  all  the  people,  should  be  har- 
nessed for  the  benefit  of  all  the  people. 
It  seems  everlastingly  right  that  electric 
power,  which  is  a  natural  monopoly,  and 
which  we  are  all  increasingly  dependent 
upon,  should  be  distributed  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  the  people. 

The  facts  prove  the  wisdom  of  this 
conception.  Once  the  South  was  known 
as  the  Nation's  economic  problem  No.  1. 
We  do  not  talk  about  any  section  beinK 
economic  problem  No.  1  any  more.  Cer- 
tainly the  South  is  not.  And  TVA  has  a 
lot  to  do  with  the  fact  that  it  is  not. 

In  helping  rebuild  the  economy  of  the 
South.  TVA  has  helped  rebuild  the  econ- 
omy of  every  other  section.  The  gener- 
ators it  uses  come  from  Schenectady. 
The  steel  from  Pittsburgh.  Salesmen 
follow  the  power  lines  and  sell  things 
manufactured  all  over  the  Nation.  The 
entire  Nation  is  the  beneflciar>'. 

Yet  the  old  ideas  of  reaction  are  re- 
awakening and  stirring  once  more.  It 
has  been  rather  disturbing  to  me.  as  It 
undoubtedly  has  to  the  Tennes.see  Gen- 
eral Assembly,  to  read  the  editorials  in 
the  McCormlck  press  advocating  the  sale 
of  TVA  to  private  interests  just  as  there 


were  advocates  of  the  sale  of  Muscle 
Shoals  to  Henry  Ford  after  World  War  I. 

Mr.  President,  as  pointed  out  by  the 
Tennessee  General  Assembly,  TVA  has 
contributed  immeasurably  to  the  nation- 
al defense  by  providing  an  abundant 
supply  of  low-cost  power  for  atomic 
energy,  plant,  air-research  facilities, 
aluminum  manufacturing,  chemical  pro- 
duction, and  other  mobilization  activ- 
ities which  have  made  the  Tennessee 
Valley  the  inner  citadel  of  the  Nation. 

It  must  be  preserved  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Nation.  "• 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say 
that  the  Senate  will  meet  tomorrow  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  nominations 
which  are  reported  today,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  resolutions  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  dealing  with  numerous 
committees,  and  granting  additional 
funds  to  numerous  committees.  Some 
of  the  resolutions  must  be  acted  upon 
before  the  1st  day  of  Pebruary.  which 
will  be  Sunday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texa.s.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Could  the 
Senator  give  us  any  indication  of  what 
he  expects  to  bring  before  the  Senate 
today,  and  on  what  days  of  next  week 
he  expects  to  have  the  Senate  meet? 

Mr.  TAPT.  So  far  as  I  know,  except 
for  the  consideration  of  nominations 
which  i.re  being  reported,  probably  there 
will  be  nothing  before  the  Senate  except 
possibly  the  bill  extending  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act.  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Senate  to  meet  except 
on  Monday  and  Thursday  of  next  week, 
but  we  may  have  to  meet  more  often  if 
there  is  a  tendency  to  postpone  consider- 
ation of  reports  on  nominations,  be- 
cause the  various  departments  are  very 
anxious  to  get  under  way  as  quickly  as 
possible.  So  far  as  I  know,  that  is  all 
that  will  be  brought  before  the  Senate. 

If  we  can  meet  on  only  Monday  and 
Thursday,  we  .shall  do  so.  However,  in 
order  to  permit  the  passage  of  1  day 
after  a  nomination  has  been  reported, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  have  a  session 
on  some  day  in  addition  to  Monday  and 
Thursday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  When  doe.s 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  expect  that  the 
reorganization  bill  will  be  brought  before 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Not  until  Thursday,  any- 
way. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDEai.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er to  state  that  he  intends  to  have  the 
Senate  consider  certain  so-called  'mon- 
ey" re.solutions  tomorrow? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  the  resolutions  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  made  a  per- 
sonal examination  of  some  of  those  reso- 
lutions, and  I  find  that  the  amount  we 
are  thereby  being  asked  to  approve  for 
expenditure — to  be  spent  in  the  perform- 


ance of  committee  functions — is  far  in 
excess  of  half  a  million  dollars.  I  have 
been  trying  to  gather  information  in  re- 
gard to  these  expenditures.  I  doubt  that 
I  can  complete  that  examination  by  to- 
morrow, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  res- 
olutions have  just  been  reported  today. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  regret  very  much  that 
we  shall  have  to  consider  the  resolutions 
tomorrow,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  as 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  has  indicated, 
we  must  take  prompt  action  in  the  case 
of  these  committees.  Some  of  the  reso- 
lutions relate  to  pay  for  the  staffs  of 
committees  which  otherwise  will  expire. 
All  the.se  matters  have  been  before  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, and  the  Democratic  Members  of 
that  committee  have  attended  the  meet- 
ing.s  and  hearings. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  just  the 
point:  There  were  no  hearings. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  each  case  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  involved  appeared 
before  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration and  presented  his  claim. 
That  is  all  that  has  ever  been  done  in 
these  cases,  as  I  understand. 

So  far  as  the  Senators  questions  are 
concerned,  let  me  say  that  it  seems  to 
me  we  must  proceed  tomorrow  to  act 
on  the  resolutions,  and  it  is  the  inten- 
tion to  have  a  meeting  of  the  Senate  to- 
morrow for  that  purpo.se.  At  the  meet- 
ing tomorrow  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana can  object,  if  he  wishes  to  do  so,  to 
having  the  resolutions  considered,  and 
he  can  present  his  rea.sons  for  making 
such  objection. 

However,  at  this  time  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  anything  except  that  the 
re.solutions  will  be  on  the  calendar.  The 
Senate  itself  can  determine  whether  at 
that  time  action  on  the  resolution-^ 
should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Very  well. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  OP  HON. 
PELISBERTO  M.  VERANO,  MEMBER 
OP  THE  PHILIPPINE  SENATE 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  the 
privilege  of  presenting  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  a  distinguished  and  leading 
meml)er  of  the  Senate  of  the  Republic 
of  the  Philippines.  Senator  Pelisberto 
M.  Verano.  It  is  with  great  pleasure 
that  I  now  present  him  to  the  Members 
of  the  Senate.     I  Applause! 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  thanks  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
.see for  pre.senting  to  the  Senate  this  dis- 
tingui.shed  visitor  from  the  Republic  of 
the  Philippines. 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  majority  leader  whether  he  can  give 
us  some  information  as  to  when  action 
will  be  taken  on  completing  and  reap- 
pointing the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business.  One  reason  for  asking  that 
question  now  is  that  tomorrow.  I  believe, 
or  perhaps  the  next  day,  is  pay  f'ay.  but 
the  employees  of  this  committee  are  not 
able  to  draw  pay,  because  of  the  fact 
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that  under  the  resolution  creating  the 
committee  it  has  to  be  reappointed  every 
2  years. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  hope  we  may  have  the 
list  of  our  members  on  that  committee 
ready  by  tomorrow,  so  tJiat  it  can  be  re- 
ported tomorrow. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
ECONOMIC  REPORT 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  time  I  should  like  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  about  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port, upon  which  he  has  served  so  well. 
I  wonder  when  action  will  be  taken  on  it. 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  also  will  be  no  later 
than  tomorrow. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thank  the  ma- 
jority leader  very  much. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  selection  of  mem- 
bers for  those  two  committees  has  been 
made,  I  believe,  but  has  not  been  finally 
confirmed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
morning  business  has  now  been  con- 
cluded. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  HILL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAPT,    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to 
be  recognized? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  desire  to  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield.  My  remarks 
would  be  quite  as  appropriate  in  execu- 
tive session  as  in  legislative  session. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  When  will  the 
morning  hour  be  concluded?  I  have 
been  waiting  to  make  a  statement. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  Just  announced  the  conclusion 
of  the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  then  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business.  The  Senator  can 
make  a  statement  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


Wlnthrop  W.  Aldrich.  of  New  Tork.  to  be 
Ambaa— dor  Kctraortflnary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Great  Britain; 

Mn.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  Mew  Tork.  to  be 
the  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  on  the  Human  Rights  Commission 
of  the  Btxjnomle  and  Social  CouncU  of  the 
United  Nations  for  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  S  years  expiring  December  31.  1963; 
and 

Herman  Phlcger,  of  California,  to  be  legal 
adviser  of   the   Department  of  State. 

By  Mr.  LANQSR,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Warren  Olney  m,  of  California,  to  be  As- 
sistant Attorney  General,  to  fill  an  existing 
vacancy;  and 

H.  Brian  Holland,  of  Ifaasachusetts.  to  be 
an  Assistant  Attorney  General,  to  fill  aa 
existing  vacancy. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Serrloes: 

Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Deputy 
Secretary  of  Defense. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  messages  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE     REPORTS     OF 
COMMITTEES 

The    following    favorable   reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 
By  Mr.  WIUSY,  from  tlie  Committee  on 

Foreign  Relations: 


STEPHEN  P.  EWJNN  TO  BE  GENERAL 
COUNSEL  OF  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE— EXECUTIVE  REPORT 
OF  A  COMMl'IT'EB 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  I  report  favorably  the 
nomination  of  Stephen  F.  Dunn,  of  my 
own  State  of  Michigan,  to  be  general 
counsel  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. Mr.  Duim  Is  a  noted  attorney 
from  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  and  will  per- 
form great  service  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  I  urge  my  colleagues  to 
support  the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  will  be  received  and  placed 
on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  com- 
mittees, the  clerk  will  proceed  to  state 
the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Carl  W.  McCardle  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Thruston  B.  Morton,  of  Blentucky, 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  the 
vmderstanding  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  both  these  nominations  have 
been  on  the  desk  for  a  number  of  days. 

Is  he  correct  in  his  understanding? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  the  nominations 
went  over  for  2  days. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  there  a  report  from 
the  committee  on  Mr.  Morton? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  a  number  of  re- 
ports have  been  submitted  today,  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Executive  Calendar  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  It  la  not 
customary  to  have  printed  reports  on 
nominations,  except  in  extraordinary 
cases.  Very  seldom  does  a  committee 
submit  a  printed  report  in  connection 
with  recommendations  that  the  nomina- 
tions of  appointees  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
quite  immaterial  to  me  what  is  custom- 


ary and  what  is  not  customary.  I  am 
simply  raising  the  question  as  to  whether 
there  are  any  reports  on  these  nominees. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  Informed,  he  will  state  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  that  there  are  no 
reports  on  Mr.  McCardle  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State,  or  upon  Mr.  Morton 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  whether  the 
chtiirman  of  the  committee  would  ac- 
commodate the  Senator  from  Oregon  by 
advising  us  in  regard  to  Mr.  Morton's 
qualifications.  I  have  no  report  before 
me.  I  know  nothing  about  his  qualifica- 
tions. It  mAy  be  good  procedure  to  con- 
firm nominees  without  knowing  any- 
thing about  them,  but,  speaking  for  my- 
self, I  should  like  to  know  something 
about  them. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Were  the  nominations 
In  question  confirmed,  or  were  they  not? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  would  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  the  McCardle  nomhia- 
tion  was  acted  upon  before  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  arose,  but  the  Morton  nom- 
ination was  not. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
happy  to  say  something  about  Mr.  Mor- 
ton.   I  am  sorry  that  we  have  been  so 
busy  In  the  committee  that  we  have  not 
a  detailed  report,  if  that  is  customary. 
Mr.  Morton  is  a  former  Representative 
in  Congress  from  Kentucky,  and  recom- 
mended very  highly  by  the  distinguished 
Senators  from  Kentucky.    He  has  been 
in  the  armed  services  of  this  country. 
He  appeared  before  the  committee.    The 
report  of  the  committee  is  unanimous 
that  his  nomination  be  confirmed.    He 
is  a  young  man,  I  should  judge  between 
40  and  50  years  of  age,  a  man  of  fine 
appearance,  a  man  of  good,  alert  mind. 
The  report  which  came  from  the  Sec- 
retary's office  is  that  there  is  nothing 
unfavorable  in  the  record  against  him, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  the  committee 
reached  the  unanimous  conclusion  that 
his  nomination  should  be  confirmed.    No 
objection  was  raised  by  anyone.    The 
matter  was  before  the  committee.  I  think, 
for  a  week  or  10  days.    That  is  as  much 
as  I  recall  about  Mr.  Morton  at  this  time. 
I  may  say  we  had  a  hearing  this  morn- 
ing on  two  other  nominations,  which  we 
have  reported  for  the  calendar.    I  refer 
to  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Oswald  B. 
Lord,  to  be  United  States  Representative 
on  the  United  Nations  HimMin  Rights 
Commission,    and    the    nomination    of 
Wlnthrop  W.  Aldrich,  to  be  Ambassador 
to  Great  Britain.    If  it  Is  going  to  be 
Insisted  that  printed  reports,  in  each 
case,  shall  accompany  the  committee's 
recommendations  in  relation  to  nomina- 
tions as  to  which  there  seems  to  be  no 
dispute,  I  suppose  we  shall  have  to  have 
that  done,  but  I  do  not  think  that  has 
been  the  practice  heretofore  to  connec- 
tion with  the  hundreds  of  cases  that 
have  come  before  the  committee.    Only 
In  matters  of  great  significance  and  im- 
portance has  the  question  been  raised. 
Are  there  any  further  questions? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  a  comment? 
Mr.  WILEY.  Certainly. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  think  it 
Is  a  strange  argument  that  there  would 
have  to  be  a  dispute  over  some  nomina- 
tion  before  we  could  be  supidied  with  tb« 
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information  that  those  of  us  not  on  the 
committee  ought  to  have  In  order  to  de- 
termine whether  there  Is  a  basis  for  rais- 
ing a  question  as  to  the  nominee.  In 
regard  to  positions  so  'mportant  as  that 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  St£.te,  it  seems 
to  me  that  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
are  not  on  the  committees  ought  to  be 
supplied  with  an  informative  report  on 
the  background  and  interests  and  all  the 
other  questions  into  which  one  naturally 
goes  when  he  is  passing  Judgment  on  a 
nominee. 

Speaking  for  myself,  and  within  my 
rights  on  the  floor,  I  do  not  propose  to 
pass  upon  nominees  for  high  posts  in  the 
Government  vmder  this  administration 
until  I  know  something  about  them. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
desire  to  read  briefly  from  the  biography 
of  this  nominee.  I  realize  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  should  be  on  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  and  on 
every  other  committee  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Just  a  moment.  I  have 
the  floor.    I  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  the  Senator  has 
made  a  personal  remark,  and  I  intend  to 
answer  him. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Just  a  moment.  Mr. 
President,  who  has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  the  floor. 
Does  the  Senator  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  desire  to  take  the  floor 
in  my  own  right  later. 

Mr.  WILEY.  We  have  a  committee 
system  which  has  existed  for  50  or  60 
years,  but  we  will  not  be  able  to  transact 
business  under  that  system  if  Senators 
who  are  not  members  of  the  particular 
committee  and  who  think  that  the  action 
of  the  committee  Is  erroneous  and  is  not, 
so  to  speak,  according  to  Hoyle,  are  to 
raise  objection. 

In  order  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
may  know  something  about  the  nominee, 
I  may  say  a  memorandvim  has  just  been 
handed  to  me,  from  which  I  read : 

Born  August  19.  1907,  Louisville.  Ky.  Five 
great  grandparents  born  In  Kentucky,  two  In 
Virginia,  one  In  Newfoundland.  Educated 
In  public  schools  In  Jefferson  County,  Ky. 
Graduated  from  Tale  University  In  1939  with 
bachelor  of  arts  degree.  Associated  with 
Ballard  and  Ballard  Co..  a  grain  and  milling 
business  from  1929  until  1941.  Left  the  com- 
pany as  executive  vice  president  to  accept  a 
commission  In  United  States  Navy.  On 
active  duty  with  the  Navy  for  51  months. 
Commanded  three  ships  In  the  Pacific.  Re- 
turned to  Ballard  and  Ballard  as  president  In 
1946  and  continued  In  that  poeltlon  until 
elected  to  the  Eightieth  Congress  In  Novem- 
ber of  that  year.  Was  reelected  to  the 
Eighty-first  and  Eighty-second  Congress. 
While  In  the  Congress  served  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  and  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor.  Mar- 
ried in  April  1931  and  has  two  children,  ages 
ai  and  17. 

As  I  understand,  Mr.  President,  he  did 
not  run  for  reelection. 

That  is  the  biography  of  the  Rentle- 
man.  The  committee  unanimously  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  that  his  nomi- 
nation should  be  conflrmed. 

I  shall  now  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
a  parlian  entary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it . 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Will  the  Chair 
please  state  the  situation  as  it  now  exists 
with  respect  to  the  nomination,  as  to 
whether  the  nomination  is  received, 
whether  it  is  vulnerable  to  objection  on 
the  part  of  one  Member,  whether  it  re- 
quires unanimous  consent,  or  just  what 
the  situation  is? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  was  reported  on  January  26. 
The  McCardle  nomination  has  been  con- 
flrmed by  the  Senate.  When  the  Morton 
nomination  came  up,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  raised  his  point,  and  the  nomi- 
nation is  under  consideration  at  the 
moment. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER  It  is  before 
the  Senate,  then,  on  motion?  Is  that 
correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  was 
reached  in  its  regular  order  on  the  call 
of  the  executive  calendar. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  And  it  is  open 
to  debate,  I  take  It.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Thai 
is  correct. 


WILLIAM  RUFUS  KING.  OP  ALABAMA 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  within  the 
next  few  weeks  a  delegation  of  Alabam- 
ians  will  journey  to  Cuba  to  join  with  the 
people  of  Cuba  to  commemorate  the  one 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  adminis- 
tering of  the  oath  of  office  to  William 
Rufus  King,  of  Alabama,  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  at  Matanzas, 
Cuba,  on  March  24.  1853.  Mr.  King  had 
gone  to  Cuba  seeking  the  restoration  of 
his  health  and  was  p>ermitted  by  act  of 
Congress  to  take  the  oath  there.  Mr. 
King  was  for  many  years  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  Senate  and  served  as  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  this  body  from 
July  1,  1836.  to  March  11,  1841.  The 
people  of  Alabama  deeply  appreciate  the 
honor  the  people  of  Cuba  are  according 
the  memory  of  William  Rufus  King. 
They  hold  the  people  of  Cuba  in  warm 
friendship. 

Mr.  President.  I  desire  now  to  refer  to 
a  great  Cuban  patriot. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Alabama  has  the  floor. 


JOSE  MARTI,  FRIEND  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  yesterday, 
January  28,  was  the  centenary  of  the 
birth  of  Jose  Marti,  the  great  Cuban 
liberator,  and  I  deem  it  a  privilege  to  pay 
tribute  to  him. 

The  life  of  Jose  Marti  was  an  exem- 
pliflcation  of  selfless  devotion  to  a  cause. 
That  cause  was  the  freedom  of  his  coun- 
try. He  dreamed  of  nothing  else, 
worked  for  nothing  else,  lived  for  noth- 
ing else.  He  died  for  that  cause  in  his 
very  first  battle,  and  the  freedom  of 
Cul)a  was  to  strike  root,  and  put  forth 
leaf  and  flower  and  fruit  and  to  grow 
strong,  nourished  by  his  heroic  blood. 
On  horseback,  on  his  way  to  battle,  he 


liad  written  Cuba's  national  anthem 
with  words  that  have  proved  prophetic 
of  his  own  undying  fame,  "To  die  foi* 
the  fatherland  is  to  live." 

There  was  no  room  in  Marti's  faith  for 
failure  or  defeat.  To  such  conviction  as 
was  his,  defeat  can  be  no  more  than  a 
temporary  delay,  and  failure  is  impos- 
sible. 

Marti  came  to  this  country,  a  very 
young  man.  to  seek  the  support  of  our 
citizens  in  his  country's  struggle  for  in- 
dependence. He  found  it  in  abundant 
measure.  The  friendship  between  Cuba 
and  the  United  States  is  deeply  rooted 
in  our  mutual  will  for  liberty  and  has 
been  richly  nurtured  by  valiant  blood  of 
both  nations  shed  in  a  common  cause. 
In  the  great  pacific  work  of  friendship 
as  in  the  great  martial  work  of  liberation, 
Marti  was  leader  and  apostle. 

It  is  interesting  to  recall  that  the  pub- 
lication of  Martis  complete  writings. 
which  has  been  carried  on  in  many  dif- 
ferent places,  in  many  volumes,  was  be- 
Kun  here  in  Washington  in  1900,  5  years 
after  his  death. 

When  Marti  arrived  in  New  York  in 
January  1880,  he  wrote  exultantly: 

At  last  I  am  la  a  country  where  every  man 
."seems  to  be  his  own  master.  One  can 
breathe  freely  here  because  freedom  Is  the 
foundation,  shield,  and  essence  of  life.  Here 
(.  .<    Cf>"  be  proud  of  mankind. 

iV  Is  li  -dful  In  our  Americas  to  know  the 
tr  ith  ab  -ut  the  United  States — 

If  .old  the  Spanish-speaking  peoples. 
He  .ui'ed— 

The  affects  of  the  United  States  should 
noi  b«  Intentionally  exaggerated,  because  of 
a  destr<-  to  deny  It  all  virtues;  neither  should 
itn  def>^crs  be  concealed  nor  applauded  as  If 

they  wer<"  virtues. 

He  broua:ht  a  friendly  but  careful  spirit 
of  apprai.'al  to  his  work  of  interpreting 
our  people  to  Latin  America.  His  atti- 
tude was  one  of  goodwill  and  moderation, 
qualities  which  he  esteemed  highly;  and 
his  philo.-.ophy,  in  his  own  words,  was 
■  constructive  Americanism."  He  found 
here  a  nation  in  which,  summoned  by 
freedom,  all  'cmc's  of  men  and  problems 
have  a  fo-  uni.  And  he  said  of  the 
United  Stal-c  that  :  is  '  *he  only  Nation 
which  hai>  iht  abs->.:t«  duty  of  being 
Rreat.  It  i"  nat\.  •  ^i.  ^c-  added,  speaking 
of  Latin  Am^r  i,a  'r  g,  'neral,  "for  us 
who  Inherited  stoip>-  .o  Uve  with  them. 
This  country — ti."  ruled  States — In- 
herited calmness  i.i^d  grandeur;  it  should 
live  with  these." 

Time  and  again  Martf  advocated  in- 
ter-American solidarity  as  the  only  sure 
basis  for  peace  and  progress  in  this 
hemisphere.  "America  must  encourage 
every  means  of  bringing  the  American 
peoples  closer  together,  and  must  reject 
everything  that  separates  them,"  he  de- 
clared. "In  this,  as  in  all  human  prob- 
lems, the  future  belongs  to  peace."  He 
was  none  the  less  aware  that  peace  must 
be  not  merely  achieved,  but  zealously 
safeguarded. 

So  it  was  in  1893  that  he  said,  in  words 
that  have  a  special  relevance  to  world 
conditions  now,  60  years  after.  "We 
Americans  are  one  in  origin,  in  hope, 
and  in  danger." 

We  rightly  think  of  Marti  as  a  man  of 
vision,  dedicated  to  an  ideal.  But  like 
all  men  who  bring  vision  into  objective 
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reality,  he  based  his  ideal  on  a  solid 
foundation  of  everyday  fact.  His  writ- 
ings and  speeches  were  fllled  with  sound 
common  sense.  The  ownership  of  their 
land  by  small  landholders  was,  he  as- 
serted, "the  guaranty  of  the  Republic. ' 
"An  impoverished  country  will  always 
live  in  tension  and  revolt,"  he  pointed 
out.  "To  create  ownership  is  to  create 
supporters  of  personal  Independence,  and 
the  public  pride  necessary  to  defend 
those  interests." 

He  was  a  strong  advocate  of  the  demo- 
cratic process,  expressing  his  own  deter- 
mination "to  have  it  made  self-evident 
that  in  public  affairs  there  is  no  greater 
will  than  that  of  the  country;  and  the 
country's  welfare  shall  prevail  over  pri- 
vate Interests." 

An  enlightened  patriot,  he  fully  under- 
.stood  the  importance  of  politics  in  the 
life  of  a  democracy;  and  he  insisted  upon 
both  sagacity  and  integrity  in  the  politi- 
cal arena.  He  believed  patience  to  be 
the  greatest  of  all  virtues  in  politics — so 
long  as  patience  Is  not  carried  to  the 
point  of  exaggeration.  A  list  of  pre- 
cepts for  political  life  could  be  compiled 
from  his  writings.  For  instance.  "To 
sic  on  the  dogs  is  a  demagogue's  Job; 
the  patriot's  duty  is  to  be  on  guard." 

He  exipessed  much  the  same  idea  in 
equally  forceful  words  on  another  occa- 
sion: "A  country  should  have  one  gallows 
for  those  who  kindle  needless  hatred, 
and  another  for  those  who  do  not  tell  the 
truth  in  time." 

"That  man  is  a  criminal,"  Martf  said, 
"who  promotes  an  evltable  war;  and  he 
also  is  a  criminal  who  avoids  an  inevita- 
ble war." 

And.  again :  "To  win  a  victory  Is  to  take 
on  a  duty." 

These,  and  all  the  other  luminous 
phrases  of  Marti  speak  as  directly  to  us 
as  they  did  to  his  own  countrymen,  be- 
cause they  voice  truths  dear  to  us  all, 
and  may  well  be  summarized  in  one  sen- 
tence of  his:  "I  cherish  only  a  love  for 
the  growth — and  a  horror  for  the  Impris- 
onment—of  the  human  spirit."  Surely 
in  these  words  we  find  a  noble  parallel 
for  the  immortal  declaration  of  Thomas 
Jefferson:  "I  have  sworn  upon  the  altar 
of  God.  eternal  hostility  against  every 
form  of  tyranny  over  the  mind  of  man." 
Today  all  men  who  love  freedom  and 
cherish  independence  salute  the  heroic 
memory  of  Jose  Marti. 

Mr.  SMATHERS  and  Mr.  MORSE  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  agreed  to  recognize  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  I  Mr.  SmathersI.  who 
desires  to  speak  on  the  subject  Just  dis- 
cussed by  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  a 
news  dispatch  from  Havana  earlier  this 
month  reported  the  death  of  Maj.  Gen. 
Miguel  Varona  y  del  Castillo,  a  veteran 
of  the  Cuban  struggle  for  independence. 
The  death  of  General  Varona,  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  campaign  of  1895  In 
which  Jos6  Marti  was  slain,  is  a  reminder 
of  how  close  In  time  we  are  to  that  epic 
chapter  In  the  history  of  the  American 
Republics.  In  the  early  years  of  the 
nineteenth  century,  the  heroic  figures 
of  Bolivar  and  San  Martin  loomed  large 
in  the  wars  of  Independence  which  freed 
South  America.  Toward  the  close  of  the 
century,  Cuba  was  In  the  throes  of  revo- 


lution, with  Martf,  last  of  the  great  lib- 
erators.  as  her  apostle  of  freedom. 

The  bonds  between  Cuba  and  Florida 
go  back  to  the  very  beginning  of  our 
history;  back  to  Ponce  de  Leon,  discov- 
erer of  Plorda,  who,  wounded  on  those 
fair  shores  by  an  Indian  arrow,  was 
taken  to  Havana  to  die.  But  of  all  the 
many  historical  and  cultural  ties  uniting 
Florida  and  Cuba,  none  has  greater  sig- 
nificance than  the  work  of  Jose  Marti 
in  his  apostolate  for  Cuban  freedom,  es- 
pecially among  his  follow  countrymen 
who  had  found  refuge  in  our  State. 

In  common  with  civic  leaders  at  Tam- 
pa, I  have  been  advocating  the  creation 
of  a  shrme  in  Ybor  City,  Fla.,  commem- 
orating Jose  Marti  and  the  issuance  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  of  a  Jose 
Marti  commemorative  stamp.  Ybor  City 
contributed  in  large  measure  the  en- 
thusiasm, the  encouragement,  the  sup- 
port, which  were  to  lead  to  the  victory 
for  which  Marti  spent  years  in-  prepar- 
ing. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  that  shrine  will 
be  created  at  Ybor  City,  and  will  remain 
for  time  to  come  as  a  memorial  to  the 
indomitable  force  of  the  human  spirit, 
when  armed  with  the  strength  of  noble 
purpose  and  of  selfless  patriotism. 

It  was  in  a  speech  at  Tampa  on  No- 
vember 26,  1891,  that  Marti  made  the 
following  declarations  of  democratic 
principle  for  the  republic  which  his  life, 
and  his  death,  were  to  be  Instrumental 
in  bringing  into  existence: 

If  In  things  concerning  my  country  I 
should  be  given  the  chQlce  of  one  good  above 
all  others  •  •  •  this  is  the  good  that 
I  would  choose:  I  would  have  as  the  corner- 
stone of  our  Republic  the  devotion  of  Cubans 
to  the  full  dignity  of  man,  •  •  •  If  the 
Republic  were  not  to  have  &»  Its  foundation 
the  basic  character  of  every  one  of  her  sons, 
his  own  handiwork,  his  own  habit  of  think- 
ing for  himself,  and  his  respect,  as  If  It  were 
a  matter  of  family  honor,  for  the  unrestricted 
freedom  of  other^— In  short,  the  fervent 
recognition  of  man's  essential  worth — then 
the  Republic  would  not  be  worth  a  single 
one  of  our  women's  tears,  nor  a  single  drop 
of  a  brave  man's  blood. 

Marti  strove  for  survival,  freedom, 
peace.  Mere  survival,  lacking  freedom, 
and  without  peace  as  its  normal  condi- 
tion, did  not  enter  into  his  considera- 
tions. His  nature  was  one  incapable  of 
accepting  defeat;  but  the  only  real  vic- 
tory for  him  was  the  victory  over  injus- 
tice. Intolerance,  and  violence;  the  vic- 
tory of  a  peace  in  which  a  free  people 
would  have  opportunity  for  growth  to 
its  highest  stature. 

The  vitality  and  vigor  of  man's  in- 
domitable will  to  freedom  is  a  recurrent 
theme  in  Marti's  writings  and  his  public 
addresses.  I  like  especially  to  recall  a 
famous  speech  he  made  to  the  Cuban 
cigar  makers  in  southern  Florida  some 
64  years  ago.  He  found  a  symbol  of  his 
purpose  in  the  beautiful  landscape 
around  Tampa,  where  gnarled  and  black- 
ened pine  trunks  were  gloriously  sur- 
mounted by  the  sturdy  green  of  fresh 
growth.    He  said: 

Suddenly  the  sun  broke  through  a  clearing 
In  the  woods  and  there  in  the  daczle  of  un- 
expected light  I  saw,  rising  proudly  from 
amid  black  trunks  of  fallen  trees,  the  flour- 
ishing branches  of  new  pines.  That  is  what 
we  are:  new  plnea. 


It  is  as  a  towering  pine  In  the  forest 
of  American  heroes  that  Cuba,  with  the 
rest  of  the  hemisphere,  remembers  today 
the  soarmg,  triumphant  spirit  of  Jose 
Marti. 


WILLIAM  RUFUS  KING,  OP  ALABAMA. 
AND  JOSt  MARTI.  OF  CUBA 

Mr.  SPARKMAN  and  Mr.  STENNIS 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESroma  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Car  lson  in  the  chair ) .  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  Senator  from  Alabama  IMr. 
Sparkman]. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  as 
has  been  stated  by  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill],  it  was  in  1853.  in  Havana.  Cuba, 
that  William  Rufus  King,  one  of  Ala- 
bama's most  illustrious  sons,  took  his 
oath  of  office  as  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

King  was  already  a  sick  man,  In  the 
last  stages  of  tuberculosis,  when  he  was 
elected  on  the  same  ticket  which  carried 
Franklin  Pierce  into  the  Presidency. 
Although  he  sought  a  cure  in  the  balmy 
climate  of  Cuba,  it  soon  became  plain 
that  his  case  was  fatal.  By  special  legis- 
lative enactment,  setting  a  precedent  in 
our  national  life,  the  oath  of  office  was 
administered  to  him  in  the  Cuban  capi- 
tal ;  and  on  that  occasion,  before  he  re- 
turned home  to  die,  the  citizens  of  that 
beautiful  island  showed  him  friendly  care 
and  consideration  which  we  Alat>aman8 
still  remember  gratefully  after  a  hun- 
dred years. 

In  March  of  this  year  a  number  of 
Alabama  citizens  will  go  to  Cuba,  to  be 
present  at  the  dedication  of  a  plaque 
that  is  to  be  placed  at  Matanzas.  near 
Havana,  by  the  Cuban  people,  honoring 
the  memory  of  William  Rufus  King.  At 
least  two  of  those  whose  names  will  ap- 
pear will  be  descendants  of  William  Rufus 
King.  Mr.  Henry  P.  Johnston,  of  Birm- 
ingham, is  a  collateral  descendant,  and 
the  same  is  also  true  of  Mr.  De  Vance 
Jones,  of  Tuscaloosa.  One  of  the  prin- 
cipal speakers  on  that  occasion  will  be 
Mr,  Thomas  W.  Palmer,  an  Alabamian 
now  living  in  Havana.  One  of  the  cere- 
monies will  be  the  laying  of  a  wreath 
at  the  tomb  of  Jos6  Marti. 

In  the  year  1853.  Jos6  Marti  was  bom 
in  the  saine  city  of  Havana.  Alabama, 
therefore,  feels  a  special  bond  with  Cuba 
on  this  centennial  of  Marti's  birth.  In 
the  name  of  my  State,  I  am  proud  to 
join  in  tribute  to  Marti,  whose  life  story 
is  an  inspiration  for  all  who  believe  in 
the  inherent  right  of  men  to  be  free. 

Marti's  own  impassioned  defense  of 
that  right  awoke  widespread  response  in 
this  country.  That  was  only  to  be  ex- 
pected. In  fact,  even  before  Marti  was 
born,  there  had  been  in  the  United 
States,  and  especially  in  the  South,  many 
advocates  of  Cuban  independence.  In 
1850  three  distinguished  young  south- 
erners, Maj.  Robert  E.  Lee,  Senator  Jef- 
ferson Davis,  and  Governor  Quitman,  of 
Mississippi,  had  been  asked,  each  in  turn, 
to  lead  an  expeditionary  force  to  free 
Cuba.  It  Is  true  that  all  tliree  declined, 
though  all  were  favorable  to  the  cause; 
but  many  young  men  from  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia.  Kentucky.  Mississippi, 
and  other  States,  volunteered  for  the  ex- 
peditkm  which  Narciso  Uipa  led  in  USl, 
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I  am  certain  the  entire  United  States 
Senate  will  Join  me  in  wishing  this 
honest,  fair  and  forthright  exponent  of 
American  Journalism  many  happy  re- 
turns of  the  day  and  many,  many  more 
opportimities  to  receive  the  endearing 
expressions  to  which  he  is  so  richly 
entitled. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY— 
RESOLUTION  OP  THE  TENNESSEE 
GENERAL  ASSEMBLY 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  OorxI  and 
myself,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
this  body  to  a  resolution  of  the  Ten- 
nessee General  Assembly,  which  appears 
on  page  A312  of  yesterday's  Congres- 
8Z0WAI.  Record,  as  an  insertion  by  Rep- 
resentative Joe  Evins. 

This  resolution  of  the  Tennessee  As- 
sembly calls  attention  to  proposals  which 
have  been  made  to  sell  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  to  private  investors. 
The  resolution  concludes  that  the  Ten- 
nessee General  Assembly  urges  Congress 
"to  reject  any  such  plan  that  may  be 
submitted  for  its  consideration  and  to 
preserve  the  ownership  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  by  all  the  American 
people,  to  whom  it  rightfully  belongs  and 
to  whose  interest  it  is  dedicated." 

Mr.  President,  we  of  the  Valley  recall 
that  the  Muscle  Shoals  plant  was  built 
during  World  War  I,  because  of  the 
shortage  of  power  that  existed  then. 

After  the  war  there  was  the  Govern- 
ment with  a  dam  and  a  power  plant  on 
Its  hands  and  there  were  men  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  who  said 
that  it  would  be  socialistic  for  the  Gov- 
ernment to  use  that  dam  for  the  benefit 
of  all  the  people.  There  were  proposals 
in  Congress  at  that  time  to  sell  Muscle 
Shoals.  Henry  Ford  was  one  of  the 
prospective  purchasers.  Attempts  to  sell 
it  were  frustrated.  But  still — it  Just  sat 
there. 

Then,  under  the  administration  of 
Pranltlin  Roosevelt,  the  dream  of  TVA 
was  born.  It  seems  everlastingly  right 
to  me  that  the  waters  of  the  rivers,  which 
belong  to  all  the  people,  should  be  har- 
nessed for  the  benefit  of  all  the  people. 
It  seems  everlastingly  right  that  electric 
power,  which  is  a  natural  monopoly,  and 
which  we  are  all  increasingly  dependent 
upon,  should  be  distributed  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  the  people. 

The  facts  prove  the  wisdom  of  this 
conception.  Once  the  South  was  known 
as  the  Nation's  economic  problem  No.  1. 
We  do  not  talk  about  any  section  being 
economic  problem  No.  1  any  more.  Cer- 
tainly the  South  is  not.  And  TVA  has  a 
lot  to  do  with  the  fact  that  it  is  not. 

In  helping  rebuild  the  economy  of  the 
South,  TVA  has  helped  rebuild  the  econ- 
omy of  every  other  section.  The  gener- 
ators it  uses  come  from  Schenectady. 
The  steel  from  Pittsburgh.  Salesmen 
follow  the  power  lines  and  sell  things 
manufactured  all  over  the  Nation.  The 
entire  Nation  is  the  beneficiary. 

Yet  the  old  ideas  of  reaction  are  re- 
awakening and  stirring  once  more.  It 
has  been  rather  disturbing  to  me.  as  it 
undoubtedly  has  to  the  Tennessee  Gen- 
eral Assembly,  to  read  the  editorials  in 
the  McCormick  press  advocating  the  sale 
of  TVA  to  private  interests  Just  as  there 


were  advocates  of  the  sale  of  Muscle 
Shoals  to  Henry  Ford  after  World  War  I. 

Mr.  President,  as  pointed  out  by  the 
Tennessee  General  Assembly.  TVA  has 
contributed  immeasurably  to  the  nation- 
al defense  by  providing  an  abundant 
supply  of  low-cost  power  for  atomic 
energy,  plant,  air-research  facilities, 
aluminum  manufacturing,  chemical  pro- 
duction, and  other  mobilization  activ- 
ities which  have  made  the  Tennessee 
Valley  the  inner  citadel  of  the  Nation. 

It  must  be  presei-ved  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Nation. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say 
that  the  Senate  will  meet  tomorrow  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  nominations 
which  are  reported  today,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  resolutions  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  dealing  with  numerous 
committees,  and  granting  additional 
funds  to  numerous  committees.  Some 
of  the  resolutions  must  be  acted  upon 
before  the  1st  day  of  February,  which 
will  be  Sunday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Could  the 
Senator  give  us  any  indication  of  what 
he  expects  to  bring  before  the  Senate 
today,  and  on  what  days  of  next  week 
he  expects  to  have  the  Senate  meet? 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  far  as  I  know,  except 
for  the  consideration  of  nominations 
which  i.re  being  reported,  probably  there 
will  be  nothing  before  the  Senate  except 
possibly  the  bill  extending  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act.  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Senate  to  meet  except 
on  Monday  and  Thursday  of  next  week, 
but  we  may  have  to  meet  more  often  if 
there  is  a  tendency  to  postpone  consider- 
ation of  reports  on  nominations,  be- 
cause the  various  departments  are  very 
anxious  to  get  under  way  as  quickly  as 
possible.  So  far  as  I  know,  that  is  all 
that  will  lie  brought  before  the  Senate. 

If  we  can  meet  on  only  Monday  and 
Thursday,  we  shall  do  so.  However,  in 
order  to  permit  the  passage  of  1  day 
after  a  nomination  has  been  reported, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  have  a  session 
on  some  day  in  addition  to  Monday  and 
Thursday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  When  does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  expect  that  the 
reorganization  bill  will  be  brought  before 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Not  until  Thursday,  any- 
way. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EI  LENDER.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er to  state  that  he  intends  to  have  the 
Senate  consider  certain  so-called  "mon- 
ey" resolutions  tomorrow? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Yes.  the  resolutions  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  T  have  made  a  per- 
sonal examination  of  some  of  those  reso- 
lutions, and  I  find  that  the  amount  we 
are  thereby  l)eing  asked  to  approve  for 
expenditure — to  be  spent  in  the  perform- 


ance of  committee  functions — is  far  in 
excess  of  half  a  million  dollars.  I  have 
been  trying  to  gather  information  in  re- 
gard to  these  expenditures.  I  doubt  that 
I  can  complete  that  examination  by  to- 
morrow, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  res- 
olutions have  just  been  reported  today. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  regret  very  much  that 
we  shall  have  to  consider  the  resolutions 
tomorrow,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  as 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  has  indicated, 
we  must  take  prompt  action  in  the  case 
of  the.se  committees.  Some  of  the  reso- 
lutions relate  to  pay  for  the  staffs  of 
committees  which  otherwise  will  expire. 
All  these  matters  have  been  before  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, and  the  Democratic  Members  of 
tiiat  committee  have  attended  the  meet- 
ings and  hearings. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  just  the 
point:  There  were  no  hearing^. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  each  case  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  involved  appeared 
before  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration and  presented  his  claim. 
That  is  all  that  has  ever  been  done  in 
these  cases,  as  I  understand. 

So  far  as  the  Senators  questions  are 
concerned,  let  me  say  that  it  seems  to 
me  we  must  proceed  tomorrow  to  act 
on  the  resolutions,  and  it  is  the  inten- 
tion to  have  a  meeting  of  the  Senate  to- 
morrow for  that  purpo.se.  At  the  meet- 
ing tomorrow  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana can  object,  if  he  wishes  to  do  so.  to 
having  the  resolutions  considered,  and 
he  can  present  his  reasons  for  making 
such  objection. 

However,  at  this  time  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  anything  except  that  the 
resolutions  will  be  on  the  calendar.  The 
Senate  itself  can  determine  whether  at 
that  time  action  on  the  resolutions 
should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Very  well. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  OP  HON. 
PELISBERTO  M.  VERANO,  MEMBER 
OP  THE  PHILIPPINE  SENATE 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  the 
privilege  of  presenting  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  a  distinguished  and  leading 
member  of  the  Senate  of  the  Republic 
of  the  Philippines.  Senator  Pelisberto 
M.  Verano.  It  is  with  great  pleasure 
that  I  now  present  him  to  the  Members 
of  the  Senate.     I  Applause! 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  thanks  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
.see  for  presenting  to  the  Senate  this  dis- 
tinguished visitor  from  the  Republic  of 
the  Philippines. 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  majority  leader  whether  he  can  give 
us  some  information  as  to  when  action 
will  be  taken  on  completing  and  reap- 
pointing the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business.  One  reason  for  asking  that 
question  now  is  that  tomorrow,  I  believe, 
or  perhaps  the  next  day,  is  pay  day,  but 
the  employees  of  this  committee  are  not 
able  to  draw  pay.  Ijecause  of  the  fact 
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that  under  the  resolution  creating  the 
committee  It  has  to  be  reappointed  every 
2  years. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  hope  we  may  have  the 
list  of  our  members  on  that  committee 
ready  by  tomorrow,  so  that  It  can  be  re- 
ported tomorrow. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
ECONOMIC  REPORT 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  time  I  should  like  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  about  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port, upon  which  he  has  served  so  well. 
I  wonder  when  action  will  be  taken  on  It. 

Mr.  TAJFT.  That  also  will  be  no  later 
than  tomorrow. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thank  the  ma- 
jority leader  very  much. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  selection  of  mem- 
bers for  those  two  committees  has  been 
made,  I  believe,  but  has  not  been  finally 
confirmed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
morning  business  has  now  been  con- 
cluded. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  HILL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HUIj.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to 
be  recognized? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  desire  to  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield.  My  remarks 
would  be  quite  as  appropriate  in  execu- 
tive session  as  in  legislative  session. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  When  will  the 
morning  hour  be  concluded?  I  have 
been  waiting  to  make  a  statement. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  just  announced  the  conclusion 
of  the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  then  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business.  The  Senator  can 
make  a  statement  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


Winthrop  W.  Aldrlch.  of  New  York,  to  be 
Aiabii— dor  Bctntonllnary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Great  Britain; 

Mn.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  Tork.  to  be 
the  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  on  the  Human  Rights  Commission 
of  the  Bconomlc  and  Social  Council  of  the 
United  Nations  for  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  S  years  expiring  December  31.  1963; 
and 

Herman  Phlcger,  of  California,  to  be  legal 
adviser  of  the  Department  of  State. 

By  Mr.  LANOKR,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Warren  Olney  m,  of  California,  to  be  As- 
sistant Attorney  Oeneral,  to  &11  an  existing 
vacancy:  and 

H.  Brian  Holland,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
an  Assistant  Attorney  Oeneral,  to  &U  an 
existing  vacancy. 

By  Mr.  SAL'iCnrSTAIX.  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Depnty 
Secretary  of  Defense. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  messages  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting simdry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedkigs.) 


OF 


EXECUTIVE     REPORTS 
COMMITTEES 

The    following    favorable   reports 
nominations  were  submitted: 
By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  CoBomlttee  on 

Foreign  Relations: 


Of 


STEPHEN  P.  DUNN  TO  BE  GENERAL 
COUNSEL  OF  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE— EXECUTIVE  REI*ORT 
OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  POTTER  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce.  I  report  favorably  the 
nomination  of  Stephen  F.  Dunn,  of  my 
own  State  of  Michigan,  to  be  general 
counsel  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. Mr.  Dunn  is  a  noted  attorney 
from  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  and  will  per- 
form great  service  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  I  urge  my  colleagues  to 
support  the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  will  be  received  and  placed 
on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  com- 
mittees, the  clerk  will  proceed  to  state 
the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Carl  W.  McCardle  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Thruston  B.  Morton,  of  Kentucky, 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  the 
understanding  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  both  these  nominations  have 
been  on  the  desk  for  a  number  of  days. 

Is  he  correct  in  his  understanding? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  the  nominations 
went  over  for  2  days. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  there  a  report  from 
the  committee  on  Mr.  Morton? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  a  number  of  re- 
ports have  been  submitted  today,  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Executive  Calendar  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not 
customary  to  have  printed  reports  on 
nominations,  except  in  extraordinary 
cases.  Very  seldom  does  a  committee 
submit  a  printed  report  In  connection 
with  recommendations  that  the  nomina- 
tions of  appointees  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
quite  immaterial  to  me  what  is  custom- 


ary and  what  is  not  customary.  I  am 
simply  raising  the  question  as  to  whether 
there  are  any  reports  on  these  nominees. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  is  informed,  he  will  state  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  that  there  are  no 
reports  on  Mr.  McCardle  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State,  or  upon  Mr.  Morton 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  whether  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  would  ac- 
commodate the  Senator  from  Oregon  by 
advising  us  in  regard  to  Mr.  Morton's 
qualifications.  I  have  no  report  before 
me.  I  know  nothing  about  his  qualifica- 
tions. It  may  be  good  procedure  to  con- 
firm nominees  without  knowing  any- 
thing about  them,  but,  speaking  for  my- 
self, I  should  like  to  know  something 
about  them. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Were  the  nominations 
in  questiondBonfirmed,  or  were  they  not? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  would  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wiflconshi  that  the  McCardle  nomina- 
tion was  acted  upon  before  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  arose,  but  the  Morton  nom- 
ination was  not 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
happy  to  say  something  about  Mr.  Mor- 
ton. I  am  sorry  that  we  have  been  so 
busy  in  the  committee  that  we  have  not 
a  detailed  report,  if  that  is  customary. 
Mr.  Morton  Is  a  former  Representative 
in  Congress  from  Kentucky,  and  recom- 
mended very  highly  by  the  distinguished 
Senators  from  Kentucky.  He  has  been 
in  the  armed  services  of  this  country. 
He  appeared  before  the  committee.  The 
report  of  the  committee  is  unanimous 
that  his  nomination  be  confirmed.  He 
is  a  young  man,  I  should  judge  between 
40  and  50  years  of  age,  a  man  of  fine 
appearance,  a  man  of  good,  alert  mind. 
The  report  which  came  from  the  Sec- 
retary's oflQce  is  that  there  Is  nothing 
unfavorable  in  the  record  against  him, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  the  committee 
reached  the  unanimous  conclusion  that 
his  nomination  should  be  confirmed.  No 
objection  was  raised  by  anyone.  The 
matter  was  before  the  committee,  I  think, 
for  a  week  or  10  days.  That  is  as  much 
as  I  recall  about  Mr.  Morton  at  this  time. 
I  may  say  we  had  a  hearing  this  morn- 
ing on  two  other  nominations,  which  i^e 
have  reported  for  the  calendar.  I  refer 
to  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Oswald  B. 
Lord,  to  be  United  States  Representative 
on  the  United  Nations  Human  Rights 
Commission,  and  the  nomination  of 
Winthrop  W.  Aldrich.  to  be  Ambassador 
to  Great  Britain.  If  it  is  going  to  be 
insisted  that  printed  reports,  in  each 
case,  shall  accompany  the  committee's 
recommendations  In  relation  to  nomina- 
tions as  to  which  there  seems  to  be  no 
dispute,  I  suppose  we  shall  have  to  have 
that  done,  but  I  do  not  think  that  has 
been  the  practice  heretofore  in  connec- 
tion with  the  hundreds  of  cases  that 
have  come  before  the  committee.  Only 
in  matters  of  great  significance  and  im- 
portance has  the  question  been  raised. 
Are  there  any  further  questions? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  a  comment? 
Mr.  WILEY.  Certainly. 
Mr.  MORSEL  Mr.  President,  I  think  it 
is  a  strange  argument  that  there  would 
have  to  be  a  dispute  over  some  nomina- 
tion before  we  could  be  supplied  with  the 
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information  that  those  of  us  not  on  the 
committee  ought  to  have  in  order  to  de- 
termine whether  there  is  a  basis  for  rais- 
ing a  question  as  to  the  nominee.  In 
regard  to  positions  so  important  as  that 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  it  seems 
to  me  that  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
are  not  on  the  committees  ought  to  be 
supplied  with  an  informative  report  on 
the  background  and  interests  and  all  ttie 
other  questions  into  which  one  naturally 
goes  when  he  is  passing  judgment  on  a 
nominee. 

Speaking  for  myself,  and  within  my 
rights  on  the  floor,  I  do  not  propose  to 
pass  upon  nominees  for  high  posts  in  the 
Oovemment  under  this  administration 
until  I  know  something  about  them. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
desire  to  read  briefly  from  the  biography 
of  this  nominee.  I  realize  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  should  be  on  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  and  on 
every  other  committee  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Just  a  moment.  I  have 
the  floor.    I  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  the  Senator  has 
made  a  personal  remark,  and  I  intend  to 
answer  him. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Just  a  moment.  Mr. 
President,  who  has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  the  floor. 
Does  the  Senator  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  desire  to  take  the  floor 
in  my  own  right  later. 

Mr.  WILEY.  We  have  a  committee 
system  which  has  existed  for  50  or  60 
years,  but  we  will  not  be  able  to  transact 
business  under  that  system  If  Senators 
who  are  not  members  of  the  particular 
committee  and  who  think  that  the  action 
of  the  committee  is  erroneous  and  is  not, 
so  to  speak,  according  to  Hoyle,  are  to 
raise  objection. 

In  order  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
may  know  something  about  the  nominee. 
I  may  say  a  memorandum  has  Just  been 
handed  to  me,  from  which  I  read : 

Born  August  19,  1907,  Louisville,  Ky.  Five 
great  grandparents  born  In  Kentucky,  two  In 
Virginia,  one  in  Newfoundland.  Educated 
In  public  schools  In  Jefferson  County,  Ky. 
Graduated  from  Yale  University  In  1929  with 
bachelor  of  arts  degree.  Associated  with 
Ballard  and  Ballard  Co.,  a  grain  and  milling 
business  from  1929  until  1941.  Left  the  com- 
pany as  executive  vice  president  to  accept  a 
commission  In  United  States  Navy.  On 
active  duty  with  the  Navy  for  51  months. 
Commanded  three  ships  in  the  Pacific.  Re- 
turned to  Ballard  and  Ballard  as  president  in 
194S  and  continued  In  that  position  until 
elected  to  the  Eightieth  Congress  in  Novem- 
ber of  that  year.  Was  reelected  to  the 
Blghty-flrst  and  Eighty-second  Congress. 
While  in  the  Congress  served  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  and  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor.  Mar- 
ried In  April  1931  and  has  two  children,  ages 
31  and  17. 

As  I  understand,  Mr.  President,  he  did 
not  run  for  reelection. 

That  is  the  biography  of  the  gentle- 
man. The  committee  unanimously  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  that  his  nomi- 
nation should  be  confirmed. 

I  shall  now  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield  the  floor, 

Mr.  HICKENIiOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it . 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Will  the  Chair 
please  state  the  situation  as  it  now  exists 
with  respect  to  the  nomination,  as  to 
whether  the  nomination  is  received, 
whether  it  is  vulnerable  to  objection  on 
the  part  of  one  Member,  whether  it  re- 
quires unanimous  consent,  or  just  what 
the  situation  is? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  was  reported  on  January  26. 
The  McCardle  nomination  has  been  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate.  When  the  Morton 
nomination  came  up.  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  raised  his  point,  and  the  nomi- 
nation is  under  consideration  at  the 
moment. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  is  before 
the  Senate,  then,  on  motion?  Is  that 
correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  was 
reached  in  its  regular  order  on  the  call 
of  the  executive  calendar. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  And  it  is  open 
to  debate,  I  take  it.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
is  correct. 


WILLIAM  RUFUS  KING,  OP  ALABAMA 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  within  the 
next  few  weeks  a  delegation  of  Alabam- 
ians  will  journey  to  Cuba  to  join  with  the 
people  of  Cuba  to  commemorate  the  one 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  adminis- 
tering of  the  oath  of  oCBce  to  William 
Rufus  King,  of  Alabama,  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  at  Matanzas, 
Cuba,  on  March  24.  1853.  Mr.  King  had 
gone  to  Cuba  seeking  the  restoration  of 
his  health  and  was  iiermitted  by  act  of 
Congress  to  take  the  oath  there.  Mr. 
King  was  for  many  years  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  Senate  and  served  as  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  this  body  from 
July  1.  1836.  to  March  11.  1841.  The 
people  of  Alabama  deeply  appreciate  the 
honor  the  people  of  Cuba  are  according 
the  memory  of  William  Rufus  King. 
They  hold  the  people  of  Cuba  in  warm 
friendship. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  refer  to 
a  great  Cuban  patriot. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Alabama  has  the  floor. 


JOSE  MARTI,  FRIEND  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  yesterday. 
January  28,  was  the  centenary  of  the 
birth  of  Jose  Marti,  the  great  Cuban 
liberator,  and  Ideem  it  a  privilege  to  pay 
tribute  to  him. 

The  life  of  Jose  Marti  was  an  exem- 
plification of  selfless  devotion  to  a  cause. 
That  cause  was  the  freedom  of  his  coun- 
try. He  dreamed  of  nothing  else, 
worked  for  nothing  else,  lived  for  noth- 
ing else.  He  died  for  that  cause  in  his 
very  first  battle,  and  the  freedom  of 
Cuba  was  to  strike  root,  and  put  forth 
leaf  and  flower  and  fruit  and  to  grow 
strong,  nourished  by  his  heroic  blood. 
On  horseback,  on  his  way  to  battle,  he 


had  written  Cuba's  national  anthem 
with  words  that  have  proved  prophetic 
of  his  own  undying  fame.  "To  die  foi- 
the  fatherland  is  to  live." 

There  was  no  room  in  Marti's  faith  for 
failure  or  defeat.  To  such  conviction  as 
was  his.  defeat  can  be  no  more  than  a 
temporary  delay,  and  failure  is  impos- 
sible. 

Marti  came  to  this  country,  a  very 
young  man,  to  seek  the  support  of  our 
citizens  in  his  country's  struggle  for  in- 
dependence. He  found  it  in  abundant 
measure.  The  friendship  between  Cuba 
and  the  United  States  is  deeply  rooted 
in  our  mutual  will  for  Uberty  and  has 
been  richly  nurtured  by  valiant  blood  of 
both  nations  shed  in  a  common  cause. 
In  the  great  pacific  work  of  friendship 
as  in  the  great  martial  work  of  liberation, 
Marti  was  leader  and  aix>stle. 

It  is  interesting  to  recall  that  the  pub- 
lication of  Marti's  complete  writings, 
which  has  been  carried  on  In  many  dif- 
ferent places,  in  many  volumes,  was  be- 
gun here  in  Washington  in  1900,  5  years 
after  his  death. 

When  Marti  arrived  in  New  York  in 
January  1880,  he  wrote  exultantly: 

At  last  I  am  in  a  country  where  every  man 
seems  to  be  his  own  master.  One  can 
breathe  freely  here  because  freedom  is  the 
roitndatlon.  shield,  and  essence  of  life.  Here 
une  can  be  proud  of  mankind. 

It  is  needful  In  our  Americas  to  know  the 
truth  about  the   United  States — 

He  told  the  Spanish -speaking  peoples. 
He  added — 

The  defects  of  the  United  States  should 
not  be  intentionally  exaggerated,  because  of 
a  desire  to  deny  It  all  virtues;  neither  should 
ItH  defects  be  concealed  nor  applauded  as  if 
they  were  virtues. 

He  brought  a  friendly  but  careful  spirit 
of  appraisal  to  his  work  of  interpreting 
our  people  to  Latin  America.  His  atti- 
tude was  one  of  goodwill  and  moderation, 
qualities  which  he  esteemed  highly;  and 
his  philosophy,  in  his  own  words,  was 
■  constructive  Americanism  '  He  found 
here  a  nation  in  which,  summoned  by 
freedom,  all  kinds  of  men  and  problems 
have  a  forum.  And  he  said  of  the 
United  States  that  it  is  "the  only  Nation 
which  has  the  absolute  duty  of  being 
great.  It  Is  natural,"  he  added,  speaking 
of  Latin  America  in  general,  "for  us 
who  Inherited  storms  to  live  with  them. 
This  country— the  United  States— in- 
herited calmness  and  grandeur;  it  should 
live  with  these." 

Time  and  again  Marti  advocated  in- 
ter-American .solidarity  as  the  only  sure 
basis  for  peace  and  progress  in  this 
hemisphere.  "America  must  encourage 
every  means  of  bringing  the  American 
peoples  closer  together,  and  must  reject 
everything  that  separates  them."  he  de- 
clared. 'In  this,  as  in  all  human  prob- 
lems, the  future  belongs  to  peace."  He 
was  none  the  less  aware  that  peace  must 
be  not  merely  achieved,  but  zealously 
safeguarded. 

So  it  was  in  1893  that  he  said,  in  words 
that  have  a  special  relevance  to  world 
conditions  now,  60  years  after,  "We 
Americans  are  one  in  origin,  in  hope, 
and  in  danger." 

We  rightly  think  of  Marti  as  a  man  of 
vision,  dedicated  to  an  ideal.  But  like 
all  men  who  bring  vision  into  objective 
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reality,  he  based  his  ideal  on  a  solid 
foundation  of  everyday  fact.  His  writ- 
ings and  speeches  were  filled  with  sound 
common  sense.  The  ownership  of  their 
land  by  small  landholders  was,  he  as- 
serted, "the  guaranty  of  the  Republic." 
"An  impoverished  country  will  always 
live  in  tension  and  revolt,"  he  pointed 
out.  "To  create  ownership  is  to  create 
supporters  of  personal  independence,  and 
the  public  pride  necessary  to  defend 
those  interests." 

He  was  a  strong  advocate  of  the  demo- 
cratic process,  expressing  his  own  deter- 
mination "to  have  it  made  self-evident 
that  in  public  affairs  there  is  no  greater 
will  than  that  of  the  country;  and  the 
country's  welfare  shall  prevail  over  pri- 
vate interests." 

An  enlightened  patriot,  he  fully  under- 
stood the  importance  of  politics  in  the 
life  of  a  democracy;  and  he  insisted  upon 
both  sagacity  and  Integrity  in  the  politi- 
cal arena.  He  believed  patience  to  be 
the  greatest  of  all  virtues  in  politics — so 
long  as  patience  is  not  carried  to  the 
point  of  exaggeration.  A  list  of  pre- 
cepts for  political  life  could  be  compiled 
from  his  writings.  Por  instance,  "To 
.sic  on  the  dogs  is  a  demagogue's  Job; 
the  patriots  duty  is  to  be  on  guard." 

He  exipessed  much  the  same  idea  in 
equally  forceful  words  on  another  occa- 
sion: "A  country  should  have  one  gallows 
for  those  who  kindle  needless  hatred, 
and  another  for  those  who  do  not  tell  the 
truth  in  time." 

"That  man  is  a  criminal,"  Martf  said, 
"who  promotes  an  evitable  war;  and  he 
also  is  a  criminal  who  avoids  an  inevita- 
ble war."  .... 
And.  again :  "To  win  a  victory  Is  to  take 

on  a  duty." 

These,  and  all  the  other  luminous 
phrases  of  Marti  speak  as  directly  to  us 
as  they  did  to  his  own  countrjrmen,  be- 
cause they  voice  truths  dear  to  us  all, 
and  may  well  be  summarized  in  one  sen- 
tence of  his:  "I  cherish  only  a  love  for 
the  growth— and  a  horror  for  the  impris- 
onment—of the  human  spirit."  Surely 
in  these  words  we  find  a  noble  parallel 
for  the  immortal  declaration  of  Thomas 
Jefferson:  "I  have  sworn  upon  the  altar 
of  God,  eternal  hostility  against  every 
loim  of  tyranny  over  the  mind  of  man." 
Today  all  men  who  love  freedom  and 
cherish  independence  salute  the  heroic 
memory  of  Jose  Marti. 

Mr.  SMATHERS  and  Mr.  MORSE  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  agreed  to  recognize  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  (Mr.  SmathersI.  who 
desires  to  speak  on  the  subject  just  dis- 
cussed by  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  a 
news  dispatch  from  Havana  earlier  this 
month  reported  the  death  of  Maj.  Gen. 
Miguel  Varona  y  del  Castillo,  a  veteran 
of  the  Cuban  struggle  for  Independence. 
The  death  of  General  Varona,  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  campaign  of  1895  in 
which  Jos6  Marti  was  slain,  is  a  reminder 
of  how  close  in  time  we  are  to  that  epic 
chapter  in  the  history  of  the  American 
Republics.  In  the  early  years  of  the 
nineteenth  century,  the  heroic  figures 
of  Bolivar  and  San  Martin  loomed  large 
in  the  wars  of  Independence  which  freed 
South  America.  Toward  the  close  of  the 
century,  Cuba  was  in  the  throes  of  revo- 


lution, with  Martf,  last  of  the  great  lib- 
erators, as  her  apostle  of  freedom. 

The  bonds  between  Cuba  and  Florida 
go  back  to  the  very  beginning  of  our 
history;  back  to  Ponce  de  Leon,  discov- 
erer of  Florida,  who.  wounded  on  those 
fair  shores  by  an  Indian  arrow,  was 
taken  to  Havana  to  die.  But  of  all  the 
many  historical  and  cultural  ties  uniting 
Florida  and  Cuba,  none  has  greater  sig- 
nificance than  the  work  of  Jos^  Marti 
in  his  apostolate  for  Cuban  freedom,  es- 
pecially among  his  follow  countrymen 
who  had  found  refuge  in  our  State. 

In  common  with  civic  leaders  at  Tam- 
pa, I  have  been  advocating  the  creation 
of  a  shrine  in  Ybor  City,  Fla..  commem- 
orating Jose  Marti  and  the  issuance  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  of  a  Jos^ 
Marti  commemorative  stamp.  Ybor  City 
contributed  in  large  measure  the  en- 
thusiasm, the  encoursigement,  the  sup- 
port, which  were  to  lead  to  the  victory 
for  which  Marti  spent  years  in-  prepar- 
ing. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  that  shrine  will 
be  created  at  Ybor  City,  and  will  remain 
for  time  to  come  as  a  memorial  to  the 
indomitable  force  of  the  human  spirit, 
when  armed  with  the  strength  of  noble 
purpose  and  of  selfiess  patriotism. 

It  was  in  a  speech  at  Tampa  on  No- 
vember 26,  1891,  that  Marti  made  the 
following  declarations  of  democratic 
principle  for  the  republic  which  his  life, 
and  his  death,  were  to  be  instrumental 
in  bringing  Into  existence: 

If  in  things  concerning  my  country  I 
should  be  given  the  chqice  of  one  good  sbove 
all  others  •  •  •  this  Is  the  good  that 
I  would  choose:  I  would  have  as  the  corner- 
stone of  our  Republic  the  devotion  of  Cubans 
to  the  full  dignity  of  man.  •  •  •  If  the 
Republic  were  not  to  have  as  Its  foundation 
the  basic  character  of  every  one  of  her  sons, 
his  own  handiwork,  his  own  habit  of  think- 
ing tor  himself,  and  his  respect,  as  If  It  were 
a  matter  of  family  honor,  for  the  unrestricted 
freedom  of  otherrf— In  short,  the  fervent 
recognition  of  man's  essential  worth — then 
the  Republic  would  not  o-i  worth  a  single 
one  of  our  women's  tears,  nor  a  single  drop 
of  a  brave  man's  blood. 

Marti  strove  for  survival,  freedom, 
peace.  Mere  survival,  lacking  freedom, 
and  without  peace  as  Its  normal  condi- 
tion, did  not  enter  into  his  considera- 
tions. His  nature  was  one  incapable  of 
accepting  defeat;  but  the  only  real  vic- 
tory for  him  was  the  victory  over  Injus- 
tice, Intolerance,  and  violence;  the  vic- 
tory of  a  peace  In  which  a  free  people 
would  have  opportunity  for  growth  to 
its  highest  stature. 

The  vitality  and  vigor  of  man's  In- 
domitable will  to  freedom  Is  a  recurrent 
theme  In  Marti's  writings  and  his  public 
addresses.  I  like  especially  to  recall  a 
famous  speech  he  made  to  the  Cuban 
cigar  makers  In  southern  Florida  some 
64  years  ago.  He  found  a  symbol  of  his 
purpose  In  the  beautiful  landscape 
around  Tampa,  where  gnarled  and  black- 
ened pine  trvmks  were  gloriously  sur- 
mounted by  the  sturdy  green  of  fresh 
growth.    He  said: 

Suddenly  the  sun  broke  through  a  clearing 
in  the  woods  and  there  in  the  daszle  of  un- 
expected light  I  saw.  rising  proudly  from 
amid  black  trunks  of  fallen  trees,  the  nour- 
ishing branches  of  new  pines.  That  is  what 
we  are:  new  pines. 


It  is  as  a  towering  pine  In  the  forest 
of  American  heroes  that  Cuba,  with  the 
rest  of  the  hemisphere,  remembers  today 
the  soaring,  triumphant  spirit  of  Jose 
Marti. 


WILLIAM  RUFUS  KING,  OP  ALABAMA. 
AND  JOSE  MARTI,  OP  CUBA 

Mr.  SPARKMAN  and  Mr.  STENNIS 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair  > .  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  Senator  from  Alabama  LMr. 
SparkmanI. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  as 
has  been  stated  by  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr. 
HiLLl ,  It  was  In  1853,  In  Havana,  Cuba, 
that  William  Rufus  King,  one  of  Ala- 
bama's most  Illustrious  sons,  took  his 
oath  of  office  as  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

King  was  already  a  sick  man,  in  the 
last  stages  of  tuberculosis,  when  he  was 
elected  on  the  same  ticket  which  carried 
Franklin  Pierce  Into  the  Presidency. 
Although  he  sought  a  cure  In  the  balmy 
climate  of  Cuba,  It  soon  became  plain 
that  his  case  was  fatal.  By  special  legis- 
lative enactment,  setting  a  precedent  In 
our  national  life,  the  oath  of  office  was 
administered  to  him  in  the  Cuban  capi- 
tal ;  and  on  that  occasion,  before  he  re- 
turned home  to  die.  the  citizens  of  that 
beautiful  Island  showed  him  friendly  care 
and  consideration  which  we  Alabamans 
still  remember  gratefully  after  a  hun- 
dred years. 

In  March  of  this  year  a  number  of 
Alabama  citizens  will  go  to  Cuba,  to  be 
present  at  the  dedication  of  a  plaque 
that  Is  to  be  placed  at  Matanzas,  near 
Havana,  by  the  Cuban  people,  honoring 
the  memory  of  William  Rufus  King.  At 
least  two  of  those  whose  names  will  ap- 
pear win  be  descendants  of  William  Rufus 
King,  Mr.  Henry  P.  Johnston,  of  Birm- 
ingham, Is  a  collateral  descendant,  and 
the  same  Is  also  true  of  Mr.  De  Vance 
Jones,  of  Tuscaloosa.  One  of  the  prin- 
cipal speakers  on  that  occasion  will  be 
Mr.  Thomas  W.  Palmer,  an  Alabamlan 
now  living  in  Havana.  One  of  the  cere- 
monies win  be  the  laying  of  a  wreath 
at  the  tomb  of  Jos6  Marti. 

In  the  year  1853,  Jos6  Marti  was  bom 
In  the  same  city  of  Havana.  Alabama, 
therefore,  feels  a  special  bond  with  Cuba 
on  this  centennial  of  Marti's  birth.  In 
the  name  of  my  State.  I  am  proud  to 
join  In  tribute  to  Marti,  whose  life  story 
is  an  inspiration  for  aU  who  beUeve  In 
the  Inherent  right  of  men  to  be  free. 

Marti's  own  Impassioned  defense  of 
that  right  awoke  widespread  response  in 
this  country.  That  was  only  to  be  ex- 
pected. In  fact,  even  before  Marti  was 
born,  there  had  been  in  the  United 
States,  and  especiany  In  the  South,  many 
advocates  of  Cuban  Independence.  In 
1850  three  distinguished  young  south- 
erners. Maj.  Robert  E.  Lee,  Senator  Jef- 
ferson Davis,  and  Governor  Quitman,  of 
Mississippi,  had  been  asked,  each  In  turn, 
to  lead  an  expeditionary  force  to  free 
Cuba.  It  is  true  that  all  three  declined, 
though  all  were  favorable  to  the  cause; 
but  many  young  men  from  Alabama, 
Florida.  Georgia.  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
and  other  States,  vtrtimteered  for  the  ex- 
pedition which  Nareiso  Ijopea  led  in  1A51. 
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A  gmeration  later,  memories  of  that 
earlier  heroic  but  unsuccessful  attempt 
to  free  Cuba  reinforced  Marti 's  own  per  • 
suasiveness  In  winning  friends  for  his 
cause.  In  the  United  States  Senate,  one 
of  the  most  eloquent  supporters  of  the 
Cuban  patriots  was  to  be  that  noble  and 
high-minded  son  of  Alabama,  Senator 
Edmimd  Winston  Pettus. 

Marti  was,  himself,  one  of  the  greatest 
orators  of  the  hemisphere.  It  has  been 
Justly  said  that  he  is  a  striking  exception 
to  the  general  rule  that  orators  are 
rarely  men  of  action.  In  the  case  of 
Marti,  words  should  be  counted  as  deeds. 
Words,  for  him,  were  a  means  toward 
action,  a  proved  and  effective  means. 
He  viewed,  and  used,  words  as  tools  for 
accomplishment  of  his  undeviating  pur- 
pose— his  country's  freedom.  He  said. 
In  1880: 

I  do  not  come  to  »  literary  tournament, 
I  come  to  revive  with  good  tidings  the  faith 
of  believers;  to  exalt  with  sound  reasoning 
the  falling  strength  of  doubters;  to  rouse 
with  a  friendly  summons  laggards  and  weary 
sleepers;  and  sharply  to  recall  to  honor  de- 
serters from  their  banner. 

And  on  another  occasion,  he  declared 
that^ 

Words  are  superfluous  when  they  do  not 
establish,  when  they  do  not  clarify,  when 
they  do  not  draw  toward  something,  when 
they  do  not  create.  For  what  Is  thinking 
if  not  establishing,  creating? 

For  Cuba  to  take  her  place  among  the 
sisterhood  of  American  Republics  was 
the  steadfast  purpose  of  Marti 's  life. 
It  is  due  to  him.  far  more  than  to  any 
other  one  man,  that  that  purpose  was 
attained.  There  is  an  old  saying  in 
Cuba.  "It  does  honor  to  give  honor." 
We  do  ourselves  honor  today  in  giving 
honor  to  the  unforgotten  and  unforget- 
table achievements  of  Cuba's  great  apos. 
tie  of  freedom,  Jos^  Marti. 


BANKRUPT    FARM    PRICES— THE 
GATEWAY  TO  A  DEPRESSION 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  before  it  the  nomination  of 
True  D.  Morse,  of  Missouri,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  the  nomi- 
nation of  J.  Earl  Coke,  of  California,  to 
be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
I  shall  not  oppose  the  confirmation  of 
these  nominations.  However.  I  feel  that 
at  least  a  brief  statement  should  be  made 
In  the  Senate  before  these  nominations 
are  confirmed  with  reference  to  the  pres- 
ent plight  of  agriculture  in  the  light  of 
the  continued  downward  trend  of  agri- 
cultural prices.  Prom  reading  the  hear- 
ings before  the  committees  one  would 
Judge  that  everyone  recognizes  the  pres- 
ent trend  and  wishes  to  do  something 
about  it:  but  no  one  connected  with  the 
administration  has  yet  suggested  any- 
thing in  the  form  of  a  definite  policy 
recommended  for  enactment  into  law. 

Mr.  President,  the  present  long  con- 
tinued drastic  downward  trend  in  prices 
for  agricultural  products  which  will  soon 
reach  the  bankrupt  level  for  the  farmer 
is  a  forerunner  of,  and  is  fair  warning 
of  what  we  may  expect  for  our  entire 
economy  if  the  trend  is  not  halted.  To 
meet  this  question  squarely  before  more 
harm  is  done  and  to  remove  uncertain- 
tS^  the  Congress  should  enact  within  Uie 


next  30  dasrs  Senate  bill  481  introduced 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  North  Dako- 
ta [Mr.  Young)  and  the  Junior  Senitor 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  RussixlI  extending 
for  at  least  3  years  beyond  1954  manda- 
tory price  supports  at  90  percent  of  par- 
ity for  basic  agricultural  commodities. 
I  believe  that  such  supports  should 
be  continued  as  a  permanent  policy  of 
the  Government.  The  bill  to  which  I 
have  referred  provides  that  they  be  con- 
tinued for  3  years  under  the  present  law. 
which  would  mean  1955,  1956.  and  1957. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  think 
that  if  we  Were  to  assure  the  farmers 
proper  support  for  such  a  term  of  years 
it  would  lend  confidence  to  buyers  and 
probably  affect  the  market  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  thereby  allowing  farmers  to 
receive  better  prices  for  basic  commodi- 
ties? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  answer  to 
the  Senator's  question  is  undoubtedly 
"Yes." 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  being  true,  is  it  not  also  true  that 
the  trouble  with  the  market  today  is  that 
those  who  are  on  the  market  purchasing 
expect  the  market  to  go  down  because 
there  will  not  be  proper  price  supports 
under  the  basic  commodities,  and  that 
that  is  affecting  the  market  at  the  pres- 
ent time? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  emi- 
nently correct.  That  is  one  of  the  major 
contributing  factors  in  the  present  down- 
ward trend  of  the  market.  The  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  continuation  of  his  pro- 
gram and  the  prospect  of  the  termina- 
tion of  our  present  price  support  law  has 
had  the  effect  of  depressing  agricultural 
prices. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  Of  South  Carolina. 
Without  bringing  politics  into  the  dis- 
cussion, is  it  not  also  true  that  during 
the  Eightieth  Congress  the  supports 
were  reduced  and  placed  upon  a  sliding 
scale,  and  that  a  great  many  people 
think  we  are  going  back  to  that  plan? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  When  that  law  was 
enacted  in  the  Eightieth  Congress,  be- 
fore it  ever  came  into  effect,  prices  did 
go  down;  but  when  Congress  met  again 
and  reenacted  definite  price  supports  at 
mandatory  levels,  prices  went  back  up, 
long  before  the  Korean  war  started. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
law  now  in  existence  provides  supports 
only  for  certain  commodities? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  does  not  cover 
many  of  the  commodities  which  are  pro- 
duced by  the  farmer  for  the  consumers 
of  the  Nation? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  Is  correct. 
The  90-percent  support,  price  is  made 
mandatory  by  law  only  With  respect  to 
the  so-called  basic  commodities. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Would  the  Senator  be 
so  kind  as  to  express  his  views  as  to 
whether  or  not  other  commodities  should 
be  taken  care  of? 


Mr.  STENNIS.  With  respect  to  the 
so-called  basic  commodities,  the  manda- 
tory price-support  level  is  90  percent  I 
believe  tiat  the  other  commodities,  the 
perishables,  present  a  somewhat  different 
question,  and  would  have  to  be  handled 
on  a  different  basis.  They  should  be 
considered,  and  everything  possible 
should  be  done  for  them,  as  circum- 
stances may  permit.  However.  I  think 
they  fall  within  a  separate  category. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina, 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  most  people  believe 
that  overproduction  is  probably  causing 
the  present  effect  on  pricey? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  definitely  in 
the  thinking  of  a  great  many  people. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
That  cannot  be  true  in  the  case  of  cot- 
ton. Last  year  we  produced  14,500,000 
bales,  which  most  people  believe  will  not 
be  sufficient  to  supply  the  demand  in  the 
United  States  and  take  care  of  our  agree- 
ments with  foreign  countries,  at  the 
same  time  leaving  a  small  surplus  or 
carry-over  from  year  to  year,  which  we 
must  have. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  Senator  is 
entirely'  correct.  It  is  not  ^fe  to  go 
along  without  a  surplus  of  COTton  from 
year  to  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSrON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  production  of  cotton  last  year  cer- 
tainly cannot  be  affecting  the  price  of 
cotton  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  Senator's  remarks. 

In  advocatint?  such  a  law  as  I  have 
referred  to  I  am  not  asking  a  favor  for 
agriculture,  but  I  am  thinking  in  terms 
of  our  entire  economy — the  housewife, 
the  wage  earner,  the  banker,  the  busi- 
ne.ssman,  the  shopkeeper,  and  the 
farmer. 

Such  a  law  extending  for  the  full  pe- 
riod of  the  Eisenhower  administration 
and  beyond  would  certainly  be  in  line 
vith  President  Eisenhower's  statement 
of  last  October  4,  at  Brookings,  S.  Dak., 
vhen  he  said: 

I  have  In  a  number  of  tests  during  this 
campaign  tried  to  outline  the  specific  posi- 
tion of  the  Republican  Party  and  my  own 
ptrsonal  convictions  atx)ut  atrrlculture.  At 
Kasson  In  Minnesota  some  weeks  back,  later 
In  Omaha,  and  In  a  number  of  so-called 
b;ick -platform  speeches,  I  have  tried  to  make 
my  poHitlon  clear.  The  Republican  Party  Is 
pledged  to  the  sustaining  of  the  90-percent 
parity  price  supp<irt  and  It  Is  pledged  even 
more  than  that  to  helping  the  farmer  obtain 
his  full  parity.  100-percent  parity,  with  the 
guaranty  in  the  price  supports  of  90. 

It  seems  clear  that  without  any  limita- 
tion whatsoever  the  President  is  pledged 
to  a  mandatory  price  support  at  90  per- 
cent of  parity  for  basic  commodities  at 
least.  But  neither  the  President  nor 
anyone  speaking  for  his  administration 
has  ever  made  the  flat  statement  that 
he  favors  a  mandatory  price  support  of 
basic  commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity 
as  contrasted  with  the  sliding  scale 
price  support  extending  below  90  per- 
cent. This  has  created  an  uncertainty 
among  the  farmers  and  the  trade  that  is 
today  undermining  the  strength  of  the 
markets,  and  it  precludes  definite,  long- 
range  planning  by  the  farm  producers 
uho  supply  our  food  and  fiber.    Peison- 
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ally.  I  think  that  the  most  critical  and 
crucial  decision  to  be  made  by  the  Elsen- 
hower administration  is  on  this  basic 
question  of  the  fate  of  agriculture. 

BALAIfCZ  NECZ8SAST 

Our  economic  problem  consists  of 
maintaining  a  balance  between  farm 
prices,  wages,  and  operating  margins  for 
industry.  If  we  maintain  this  balance  in 
the  future,  then  we  can  move  ahead 
without  fear  of  a  depression.  But  the 
cold  facts  of  the  record  prove  that  no  ad- 
ministration can  maintain  even  fair  em- 
ployment and  moderate  prosperity  with- 
out a  sound  foundation  for  agriculture 
tliat  will  insure  a  market  price  some- 
\^here  near  100  percent  of  parity,  and 
to  accomplish  this  a  minimum  price  sup- 
port of  90  percent  of  parity  for  basic 
agricultural  commodities  is  necessary. 
Such  a  program  is  to  l>e  clearly  distin- 
guished from  a  give-away  program  and 
fiom  subsidies. 

The  laborer,  the  businessman,  and  the 
Industrialist  cannot  long  prosper  with  an 
agriculture  that  Is  receiving  less  than 
cost  of  production.  Agriculture  Is  a  pro- 
ducer of  raw  materials,  as  well  as  one  of 
our  primary  industries,  with  a  $172,000,- 
000.000  capital  investment  The  pro- 
duction of  farm  products  Is  both  the 
.source  of  physical  materials  necessary  In 
the  employment  of  labor  and  the  pri- 
mary foundation  of  income  for  all  wage 
payments  and  our  total  national  income. 

The  effect  of  farm  Income  on  our  total 
national  Income  Is  clearly  illustrated  by 
the  fact  that  for  the  past  25  years, 
through  depressions  and  wars  alike,  each 
$1  of  gross  farm  production  has  had  the 
practical  effect  of  creating  a  total  of  $7 
of  national  income.  Prom  1929  to  1951, 
through  prosperity  years,  depression 
years  and  war  years,  gross  farm  Income 
and  nonagricultural  income  have  In- 
creased or  decreased  from  year  to  year 
in  almost  exactly  the  same  ratio.  The 
failure  of  some  of  our  economists,  some  of 
our  industrial  leaders,  some  of  our  labor 
leaders,  and  some  of  our  political  lead- 
ers, to  recognize  and  act  upon  this  defi- 
nite ratio  constitutes  in  my  opinion  the 
greatest  threat  to  the  future  stability  of 
our  economy. 

COST   IS   SUOBT 

Sometimes  the  public  is  led  to  believe 
that  the  farm  support  program  Is  a  dole. 
This  is  not  true.  When  the  long-range 
view  of  the  program  Is  considered  and 
actual  figures  examined,  it  is  found  that 
the  program  for  the  basic  commodities 
has  cost  the  American  taxpayer  very 
little  money,  and.  in  fact,  one  of  the 
major  items  in  the  price  support  pro- 
gram, cotton,  has  actually  netted  the 
Government  agency  which  handled  the 
loan  more  than  $250,000,000  of  profit. 
This  price  support  program  may  be  more 
properly  termed  an  orderly  marketing 
plan  whereby  the  Government  fUmlshes 
the  plan  and  supervises  the  machinery 
to  bring  about  a  fair  market. 

Agriculture  Is  In  part  a  capital  indus- 
try, and  to  survive  as  an  Industry  must 
have  parity  prices  which  in  business 
terms  means  cost  of  production  plus  a 
normal  profit.  The  term  "farm  parity 
prices"  might  be  termed  "equality  for 
agriculture"  or  "Justice  for  agriculture." 
Any  downward  sliding  scale  of  price  sup- 
ports will  eventually  destroy  the  econ- 


omy of  our  agricultural  producers  and 
cause  a  failure  in  the  production  of 
needed  farm  raw  materials,  which  in 
turn  will  cause  a  failure  to  create  the 
Income  necessary  to  pay  the  wages  of 
labor  and  the  costs  of  operating  our 
industrial  machinery. 

The  first  effect  of  a  sliding  scale  sup- 
port price  would  be  to  drive  the  small 
producer,  the  family-size  farmer,  out  of 
production  and  destroy  him  as  an  eco- 
nomic unit.  In  my  opinion,  he  is  today 
America's  greatest  single  asset  In  our  so- 
cial order.  If  acreage  control  is  a  nec- 
essary part  of  the  machinery  for  a  90- 
percent-parity-support  program,  as  I 
think  it  will  be  during  some  years,  it 
will  be  a  part  of  the  program  that  we 
will  have  to  take  and  for  which  we  will 
be  amply  rewarded. 

Farm  price  supports  not  only  protect 
the  agricultural  industry,  but  in  addi- 
tion, they  protect  the  wage  level  of  every 
worker  and  greatly  help  to  supply  a  mar- 
ket for  every  Industry  In  the  United 
States.     The  consuming  housewife  has 
been  led  to  believe,  and  many  of  them 
do  believe,  that  the  price-support  pro- 
gram has  increased  the  cost  of  the  food 
that   goes   into   their   market   baskets. 
Pood  prices  were  considered  high  in  1951, 
the  total  food  bill  being  $60,000,000,000, 
which  was  exactly  21.5  percent  of  the 
national  income.     It  Is  striking  to  note 
that  this  21.5  percent  of  national  income 
was  the  same  as  the  average  percentage 
of  our  national  income  which  was  spent 
for  food  during  each  of  the  years  from 
1929-61.      This  period  of  22  years  In- 
cluded    prosperous    years,    depression 
years,  war  years,   and   postwar  years. 
Incidentally,  this  Is  the  lowest  food  cost 
on  the  basis  of  percentage  of  national 
income  of  any  nation  in  the  world.     L£t 
us  always  remember  that  when  we  enact 
laws  for  support  prices  at  90  percent  of 
parity,  we  are  not  providing  for  high 
prices;    we    are    merely    providing   for 
equality  of  treatment  between  industry, 
labor,  and  agriculture,  or,  perhaps  I 
should    say,    approximate    equality    cf 
treatment. 

There  is.  of  course,  a  strong  sentiment 
to  get  farm  prices  down  so  that  our 
money  will  buy  more.  We  forget  that 
when  the  same  amount  of  money  puts 
more  food  In  the  basket,  there  will  be  less 
money  in  the  purse.  If  we  went  back  to 
1945  price  levels,  the  consumer  would 
have  cheaper  food,  but  he  would  also 
have  less  money  with  which  to  buy  that 
food.  As  heretofore  stated,  the  per- 
centage of  national  Income  spent  for 
food  was  the  same  in  1951  when  we  spent 
$60,000,000,000  for  food  as  it  was  in  1945 
when  we  spent  $36,800,000,000  for  food. 
As  a  normal  pattern,  the  farmer  receives 
about  45  percent  of  the  consumer's  dol- 
lar and  the  other  55  percent  is  paid  out 
for  transportation,  processing,  and  dis- 
tribution through  our  wholesale  and  re- 
tail industries.  The  wages  for  all  these 
workers  have  to  be  met  from  the  mark- 
up which  takes  place  after  the  product 
leaves  the  farmer.  If  farm  prices  should 
continue  to  drop,  every  worker  employed 
in  handling  the  farm  product  from  the 
farm  to  the  ultimate  consumer  would 
have  to  take  a  reduction  In  wages  and 
every  business  Institution  a  reduction  In 
Its  operational  margina. 
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Another  prime  and  major  reason  for 
the  necessity  of  adequate  farm  prices 
is  that  our  rural  areas  arc  a  major 
market  for  Industrial  products. 

I  might  digress  here,  Mr.  President,  to 
say  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  the  in- 
crease In  the  so-called  prosperity  which 
has  been  sustained  throughout  our  Na- 
tion is  the  Increased  buying  power  of  our 
rural  areas  throughout  the  Nation. 

Rural  territory,  which  Includes  all 
towns  of  2.500  or  under,  contains  41  per- 
cent of  the  population  In  the  United 
States.  Because  of  the  agricultural  In- 
dustry, which  Is  not  only  a  consumer  of 
goods  but  also  an  Investor  In  capital 
equipment,  our  rural  States  spend  a 
greater  percentage  of  their  income  for 
goods  than  do  those  living  In  metropoli- 
tan areas.  For  example,  the  State  of 
New  York  spends  about  50  percent  of  its 
income  for  manufactured  goods,  where- 
as in  Mississippi  we  sp>end  70  percent  of 
our  State  Income  for  manufactured 
goods.  This  situation  prevails  in  other 
farm  States.  Por  example,  the  State  of 
Iowa,  one  of  our  leading  farm  States, 
also  spends  about  70  percent  of  Its  In- 
come for  manufactured  goods. 

FYom  a  recent  publication  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics  I  find  that  60 
percent  of  the  manufacturing  workers  of 
the  Nation  are  concentrated  in  8  States. 
This  contrasts  with  a  total  of  11  percent 
of  the  manufacturing  workers  to  be 
found  In  25  States.  The  people  of  those 
25  States,  the  so-called  farm  States,  con- 
stitute the  market  for  the  manufactured 
products  of  the  highly  industrialized 
States.  The  market  thus  constituted  by 
the  people  of  the  farm  States  Is  essen- 
tial, because  the  people  of  the  highly  in- 
dustrialized States  cannot  alone  con- 
sume the  output  of  the  factories  in  their 
States.  Thus  it  is  obvious  that  if  the 
buying  power  of  the  population  of  the 
farm  States  is  curtailed,  the  wheels  of 
the  factories  in  the  eight  highly  Indus- 
trialized States  will  be  slowed  down  or 
stopped. 

Stated  simply,  our  rural  territory  Is 
the  reciprocal  market  for  factory  pro- 
duction. Any  underpayment  to  the  agri- 
cultural Industry  as  a  result  of  too  low  a 
price  is.  In  direct  ratio,  a  loss  of  market 
to  American  industry. 

The  day  will  come  soon  enough  In 
America  when  concern  will  not  be  over 
food  prices  but  over  food  sufBciencles. 
The  population  of  our  Nation  Is  Increas- 
ing at  the  rate  of  2,500,000  per  year.  To- 
day the  farmer  Is  required  to  feed  15 
persons;  by  1975,  at  this  rate  of  Increase, 
he  will  be  required  to  feed  20  people. 
Unless  the  Incentive  for  maximum  pro- 
duction is  maintained  In  the  form  of  fair 
prices,  how  can  we  expect  the  agricul- 
tural Industry  to  accomplish  this  enor- 
mous task? 

There  may  be  years,  and  doubtless  will 
be,  when  the  surpluses  will  accumulate 
under  this  program.  Whatever  prob- 
lems are  presented  thereby  can,  and  will 
be.  dealt  with  as  they  arise,  and  will 
doubtless  cause  from  time  to  time  some 
modification  of  the  program,  without  an 
abandonment  of  the  basic  principle  of 
adequate  price  support, 
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'  The  record  shows  that  the  United 
States  has  never  had  a  serious  or  long- 
lasting  depression  without  having  farm 
prices  lead  the  way  downward. 

Because  of  its  vast  productive  re- 
sources, the  United  States  cannot  go 
bankrupt  from  a  purely  economic  stand- 
point. Our  Nation  can.  however,  go  into 
a  state  of  financial  national  bankruptcy 
through  too  low  a  price  level  for  its 
production. 

Agriculture  produces  approximately 
70  percent,  in  dollar  value,  of  all  raw 
materials  used  in  the  annual  operation 
of  our  economy.  The  physical  produc- 
tion represents  the  materials  that  pass 
through  our  economic  cycle.  Their 
movement  from  producer  to  the  proc- 
essor and  back  to  the  consximer  is  re- 
sponsible for  a  large  part  of  available 
employment  for  our  labor  force. 

-We  must  stop  penalizing  the  agricul- 
tural industry  through  a  drop  in  farm 
prices  due  to  increased  production. 
Otherwise  society  will  find  itself  without 
the  materials  or  the  income  with  which 
to  operate  the  economic  machine  on  a 
basis  of  full  employment  and  prosperity. 

In  the  future  we  shall  have  to  decide 
whether  we  shall  protect  our  national 
Income  and  wage  levels  with  a  founda- 
tion of  farm  income  and  farm  produc- 
tion as  a  support  for  our  industrial  pro- 
ductive capacity.  I  have  said  before,  and 
I  repeat,  that  farm  price  supports  are 
not  a  special  benefit  to  agriculture. 
Farm  price  supports  protect  the  wages 
and  income  of  all  groups. 

TWO  ALTKSKATTVXS 

We  can  accept  one  of  two  things: 
Either  we  can  have  a  fluctuating  price 
level,  with  either  booms  or  busts:  or  we 
can  stabilize  enough  basic  commodities 
to  provide  stability  of  prices  and  income. 

The  current  spot  market  and  loan  sup- 
port price  for  certain  basic  commodities 
are  approximately  the  following : 

Wheat:  Price.  $2.32 — bushel;  loan, 
$2.29 — bushel. 

Com:  Price,  $1.64 — bushel;  loan, 
$1.54— bushel. 

Cotton:  Price,  32.55  cents  per  pound; 
loan,  32  cents  per  pound. 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  each  case  the 
market  price  is  only  slightly  above  the 
loan  price. 

I  am  not  an  expert  on  market  prices, 
of  course,  and  cannot  give  an  expert 
opinion  thereon;  but  I  am  firmly  con- 
vinced that  if  we  had  no  price-support 
program,  each  of  the  foregoing  commod- 
ities would  ah^ady  be  selling  at  far  be- 
low what  is  the  loan-price  level,  and  in 
many  instances  far  below  the  cost  of 
production  under  the  present  scale  of 
production  costs.  With  the  fanners 
buying  power  thus  cut  off.  he  would 
necessarily  drag  down  with  him  the  labor 
and  industrial  segments  of  our  economy. 
That  is  exactly  what  happened  in  years 
past. 

Our  friends,  the  wage  earners,  can 
hardly  realize  the  extent  of  the  drop  in 
prices  for  farm  products.  I  have  before 
me  a  Comparison  of  Economic  Factors, 
based  on  the  1947-49  level  as  100.  It 
shows  the  hoxirly  wage  average  for  all  in- 
dustry, as  of  December  1952,  to  be  128.6 
of  the  base  period.  It  also  shows  the 
spot  market  prices  for  22  farm  commod> 


Ities  to  be  90.5  percent  of  the  base  period. 
Thus  It  is  that  on  the  basis  of  1947-49 
economic  factors,  wage  earners  are  28.6 
percent  above  the  100  level,  while  agri- 
cultural prices  are  9.5  percent  below  that 
level,  a  spread  of  38.1  percent.  But  as 
certain  as  night  follows  day.  and  ac- 
cording to  all  established  records,  con- 
tinued low  agricultural  prices  will  even- 
tually pull  the  wage  averages  down  to  the 
already  destructive  levels  of  agriculture. 

MUST   ACT    NOW 

Mr.  President,  the  time  for  action  Is 
now. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  campaign 
statements  by  President  Eisenhower 
were  idle  gestures  or  what  is  loosely 
called  "campaign  oratory."  They  were 
promises  made  by  a  serious  and  sincere 
man,  and  were  accepted  as  such.  I  do 
not  know  how  Mr.  Benson  or  his  assist- 
ants feel  on  this  subject.  A  great  many 
people  believe  that  Mr.  Benson  is  op- 
posed to  mandatory  price  supports  at  a 
fixed  level.  However  that  may  be.  his 
opinion  is  not  controlling;  he  and  his 
assistants  are  administrators.  The  man 
to  make  the  decision  and  to  take  the  lead 
is  the  President.  I  respectfully  suggest 
that  the  time  has  already  come  for  him 
to  state  his  position  as  President  of  the 
United  States,  so  that  the  Congress  can 
then  expeditiously  proceed  to  the  enact- 
ment of  sound  legislation  on  the  subject. 
To  this  end,  I  believe  that  within  the 
next  30  days  the  Congress  should  enact 
Senate  bill  481.  introduced  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Young  1 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell  1.  as  a  minimum  program 
designed  as  an  immediate  and  necessary 
step  to  meet  the  situation. 


DIPPICULTIES  IN  DEVELOPMENT  OP 
AMERICAN  MERCHANT  MARINE 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
Senators  well  know,  for  some  time  I  have 
called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
what  I  believe  to  be  some  of  the  inherent 
difflculties  in  the  development  of  our 
very  important  merchant  marine.  On 
many  occasions  in  the  past  18  months  I 
have  said  to  the  Senate  that  without 
certain  legislation  and  so-called  tax  de- 
ferments— not  tax  exemptions,  but  tax 
deferments — we  would  have  what  we  call 
an  emergency  block  of  obsolescence  in 
our  entire  fleet. 

At  the  present  time  not  one  passenger 
ship  is  being  built  in  American  yards,  on 
American  ways,  and  only  about  22  com- 
bination freight-passenger  ships.  Only 
a  few  dry-cargo  ship)s  have  been  added 
to  our  fleet  since  World  War  n.  Other 
countries  have  added  over  2,700  ships. 

This  matter  is  very  important  and  very 
alive  in  the  minds  of  many  of  our  peo- 
ple— not  only  the  op>erators  of  the  mer- 
chant marine  but  also  others.  Including 
labor,  who  are  associated  with  our  mer- 
chant marine. 

Mr.  James  A.  Farrell.  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  American  Shipping  Lines 
Serving  Essential  Foreign  Trade  Routes 
and  president  of  Farrell  Lines,  Inc..  of 
New  York,  made  a  statement  on  this 
subject  just  the  other  day,  on  January 
23.  I  ask  that  excerpts  from  his  state- 
ment be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record.    In  his  statement  Mr.  Farrell 


most  succinctly  calls  attention  to  the 
present  serious  situation,  and  reaches 
some  very  intelligent  conclusions  in  re- 
gard to  what  should  be  done. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
from  the  statement  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

American  shipping  faces  grave  ahlp  re- 
placement problems  and  nee<la  atrengthen- 
Ing  of  tax  Incentives  to  the  Industry  rather 
than  restrictions  as  proposed  to  Congress  by 
former  President  Truman  earlier  this  week. 
James  A.  Farrell.  chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  American  Shipping  Lines  Serving  Essen- 
tial Foreign  Trade  Routes,  said  today.  Mr. 
Farrell,  president  of  Farrell  Lines.  Inc.,  of 
New  York,  spoke  In  behaU  of  15  American 
shipping  companies  that  operate  under 
equality-payment  agreements  with  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

As  one  of  the  final  acts  of  his  outgoing 
administration  former  President  Truman 
early  this  week  proposed  to  Congress  that 
tax  deferments  provided  shipping  line*  under 
the  1936  Merchant  Marine  Act  be  eltmlnateiL 
The  act  provides  for  a  system  of  tax  defer- 
ment on  reserve  funds  of  essential  foreign 
trade  route  shipping  lines  In  order  to  en- 
courage accumulation  of  reserves  for  ship 
replacement. 

"Despite  generally  favorable  earnings 
records  of  shipping  companies  since  the  war." 
Mr.  Farrell  said,  "few  compan'es  today  have 
been  able  to  accumulate  suCBclent  reserves 
to  replace  their  fieets  at  very  high  present- 
day  construction  costs.  Within  the  next  8 
to  10  years  must  of  these  ships  will  have  to 
be  replaced. 

"Yet.  either  because  of  lack  of  funds  or 
because  of  uncertainty  In  the  stilpbuUdlng 
picture,  not  one  passenger  or  cargo  ship  Is 
being  built  In  the  United  States  today  for 
private  ownership  and  operation."  he  pointed 
out. 

Mr  Farrell  said  only  18  passenger  or  com- 
bination passenger-cargo  ships  and  only  33 
dry-cargo  vessels  have  been  built  for  Ameri- 
can shipping  lines  since  the  war.  Other 
maritime  nations,  he  emphasized,  have  added 
more  than  2.700  merchant  vessels  to  their 
fleets  in  this  period. 

"Most  people  do  not  realize  that  shipping's 
equipment  costs  are  among  the  highest  In 
American  Industry."  Mr.  Farrell  said.  "When 
an  old  World  War  II  Victory  ship  Is  replaced 
with  a  modern  C-3  type  freighter  the  new 
vessel  costs  roughly  ♦6.000,000.  less  any  Gov- 
ernment construction  allowances.  Passenger 
ship  construction  is  even  higher.  The  re- 
cently completed  United  States  superllner 
Wiis  built  at  an  over-all  cost  of  some  tTS.OOO,- 
000.  more  than  one  and  a  half  times  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  the  Empire  State  Building." 

To  replace  present-day  fleets  with  new, 
modern  vessels,  Mr  Farrell  said,  the  United 
States  Maritime  Administration  estimates 
shipowners  must  pay  at  least  94.50  for  every 
dollar  spent  In  acquiring  present  vessels. 
A  recent  Maritime  Administration  study 
showed  the  lines  receiving  operating  and  con- 
struction equality  payments  would  need  re- 
serves of  nearly  1400.000,000  to  msike 
minimum  required  down  payments  for  ship- 
replacement  purposes.  The  study  showed 
that  company  reserve  funds  were  more  than 
t5 1.000.000  short  of  this  Initial  down 
payment. 

Mr.  Farrell  said  tax  considerations  given 
shipping  companies  are  In  the  form  of  de- 
fermenu  of  tax  payments,  not  exemptions, 
and  that  taxes  are  ultimately  paid  when  the 
funds  are  withdrawn  or  through  depreciation 
allowances  on  vessels.  They  differ  only  In 
form,  he  said,  from  tax  Incentives  supplied 
by  Government  to  other  defense  Industries. 
Tax  deferments  are  given  only  on  funds 
placed  In  reserve  for  ship  replacement,  other- 
wise shipping  companies  pay  Federal.  State, 
and  local  taxes  as  do  other  Industries.  Mr. 
Farrell  pointed  out.  Since  1936.  he  said,  the 
Coveriiment-aided  shipping  lines  liavc  paid 
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more  than  $146,000,000  In  Federal  income  and 
profits  taxes. 

"Tax  deferments  on  reserve  funds  are  sim- 
ply another  way  of  equalizing  United  States 
costs  with  foreign  costs,  a  principle  that  Con- 
gress has  recognized  In  writing  the  1936  Mer- 
chant Mflne  Act."  Mr.  Parrel!  said.  "Like 
operating  and  construction  differential  pay- 
ments designed  to  put  United  States  costs  on 
a  par  with  lower  foreign  costs,  they  simply 
put  Ameilcan  operators  in  position  to  com- 
pete In  world  trade.  Practically  every  other 
major  maritime  nation  provides  tax  Incen- 
tives to  Its  shipping  operators  greater  than 
those  provided  by  this  country." 

Tax  benefits  for  shipping  companies  since 
1937  are  estimated  by  ship  operators  to  be 
nearer  (100.000.000  than  the  9155.000.000  esti- 
mate of  the  Treasury  Department.  Mr.  Far- 
rell said. 

Mr.  Farrell  proposed  that  Instead  of  limit- 
ing tax  Incentives  the  Government  should 
work  with  shipping  leaders  in  strengthening 
the  program. 

He  also  urged  Joint  Government- Industry 
action  in  a  program  to  encourage  shipping 
of  American  exports  in  Unled  States  vessels, 
and  in  the  elimination  of  discriminatory 
practices  by  foreign  nations  that  now  hamper 
American  shipping. 

On  ship  replacement  he  urged  Immediate 
clarification  of  construction  differential  for- 
mulae to  eliminate  uncertainties  that  have 
virtually  brought  shipbuilding  for  private 
ownership  and  operation  to  a  halt.  "If  these 
uncertainties  can  be  resolved,"  he  said, 
"American  shipowners  will  proceed  with  the 
fimds  at  hand  to  modernize  their  fleets  to 
the  best  of  their  ability." 

Shipping  companies  represented  by  the 
Committee  of  iVmerlcan  Shipping  Lines 
Serving  Essential  Foreign  Trade  Routes  are: 
American  Export  Lines.  Inc.;  American  Mall 
Line.  Ltd.;  American  President  Lines,  Ltd.; 
Farrell  Lines.  Inc  ;  Grace  Line.  Inc.;  Lykes 
Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc.:  Mississippi  Ship- 
ping Co.,  Inc.;  Moore-McCormack  Lines, 
Inc  :  New  York  &  Cuba  Mall  Steamship  Co.; 
Paclfic-Agentlne- Brazil  Line;  Pacific  Far  East 
Line.  Inc.;  Pacific  Transport  Lines,  Inc.;  Seas 
Shipping  Co..  Inc.;  the  Oceanic  Steamship 
Co  ,  United  SUtes  Lines  Co. 


NOMINATION  OP  THRUSTON  B. 
MORTON  TO  BE  ASSISTANT  SEC- 
RETARY OP  STATE 

Mr.  MORSE  Mr.  President,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  executive  session  today 
in  the  Senate,  we  proceeded  to  take  up 
the  nominations  then  on  the  calendar. 
The  first  name  called  was  that  of  Carl 
W  McCardle.  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  As- 
si.«;tant  Secretary  of  State.  I  then  looked 
around  on  the  top  of  my  desk,  in  an  at- 
tempt to  find  seme  report  from  the  com- 
mittee about  Mr.  McCardle.  However,  I 
found  none.  Meantime  Mr.  McCardle's 
nomination  was  confirmed.  Not  a  word 
was  said  by  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee by  way  of  informing  the  Senale 
about  Mr.  McCirdle's  qualifications.  It 
seems  to  me  tliat  the  Record  ought  to 
{:how  some  information  about  Mr.  Mc- 
Cardle and  at  least  a  summary  of  the 
committees  favorable  conclusions  con- 
cemine  his  qualifications.  The  i>osition 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  is  no 
minor  position  in  the  executive  branch 
of  our  Government. 

Then  the  name  of  Mr.  Thruston  B. 
Morton,  of  Kentucky,  also  nominated  to 
be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  was 
called.  I  did  not  wait  then  to  look  to 
see  whether  any  committee  report  on  the 
nomination  was  on  my  desk.  I  assumed 
there  probably  was  not;  so  I  asked  if 
xcix 40 


there  was  any  Information  to  be  made 
available  to  the  Senate  by  the  commit- 
tee about  Mr.  Morton.  The  majority 
leader  advised  me  that  it  was  not  cus- 
tomary to  file  printed  reports  on  nomi- 
nations of  this  type;  to  which  I  replied 
it  was  quite  immaterial  to  me  whether 
it  was  customary  or  not.  I  happened  to 
want  to  know  something  about  these 
nominees. 

Then  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Wiley],  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  pro- 
ceeded to  discuss  Mr.  Morton,  but  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks  he  engaged  in  the 
following  comment,  which  in  the  opinion 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon, 
shared  by  the  Parliamentarian,  is  not 
in  conformity  with  the  spirit  and  intent 
of  rule  XIX.  I  have  never  applied  rule 
XIX.  and  I  shall  never  apply  rule  XIX. 
Mr.  President.  I  shall  answer  its  viola- 
tions when  they  involve  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  said: 

Mr.  President,  I  merely  desire  to  read  brief- 
ly from  the  biography  of  this  nominee.  I 
realize  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  should 
be  on  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  and 
on  every  other  committee  of  the  Senate. 

I  suggested  then  that  he  yield,  because 
I  thought  that  was  the  time  for  us  to 
come  to  an  understanding  concerning 
his  sarcastic  remark.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  replied,  so  the  ofiBcial  tran- 
script shows : 

Just  a  moment.  I  have  the  floor.  I  de- 
cline to  yield. 

To  which  I  said : 

But  the  Sanator  has  made  a  personal  re- 
mark, and  I  Intend  to  answer  him. 

Mr.  Wn.EY.  Just  a  moment.  Idi.  President, 
who  has  the  floor? 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin can  engage  in  hit-and-run  debat- 
ing if  he  wants  to,  but  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  apy  time 
he  wants  to  take  me  on  in  a  mutual  ex- 
change of  terms  of  disrespect  for  each 
other,  I  am  ready.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
of  the  fact  that  under  the  operation  of 
the  seniority  system  in  the  Senate,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  Par- 
enthetically and  incidentally,  I  may  say, 
Mr.  President,  I  have  always  been  in 
favor  of  abolishing  that  archaic  rule  of 
the  Senate  and  adopting  a  rule  whereby 
chairmen  of  committees  would  be  chosen 
by  majority  vote  of  the  committees.  In 
previous  speeches  in  the  Senate  in  sup- 
port of  this  recommendation  of  mine 
over  the  years,  I  have  expressed  the  view, 
which  I  reiterate  today,  that  the  elec- 
tion of  chairmen  of  the  committees 
would  give  us  a  greater  guaranty  of 
having  committee  chairmen  who,  in  my 
opinion,  would  be  best  qualified  to  serve 
in  those  capacities. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  not 
only  to  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  but  to  the  chair- 
man of  any  other  coounittee  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  tlie  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon intends  to  continue  to  ask  for  in- 
formation about  nominations  to  high 
posts  of  Government,  made  by  this  ad- 
ministration. If  the  conunittees  do  not 
want  to  supply  us  with  reports  on  the 


nominees  in  advance  of  debating  their 
nominations  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  in  keep- 
ing with  his  rights  as  an  individual  Sen* 
ator,  intends  to  ask  for  all  pertinent  in- 
formation when  the  nomination  comes 
up  for  debate.  If  it  is  necessary  for  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  to  do  such 
Senate  work  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
that  is  where  he  proposes  to  do  it.  But 
let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  comes 
in  very  good  grace  for  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  to  suggest  sar- 
castically that  the  jimior  Senator  from 
Oregon  should  be  on  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Conunittee  and  on  every  other 
committee  of  the  Senate,  when  it  is  per- 
fectly obvious  that  the  sarcasm  thus  in- 
dulged is  bottomed  upon  a  personal  feel- 
ing, and  esp<icially  when  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  feels,  and  as  he  has 
expressed  the  view  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  that  imder  the  legislative  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1946.  he  is  entitled  as 
a  matter  of  right  to  remain  on  the  com- 
mittees on  which  he  served  in  the  last 
session  of  the  Congress. 

The  Senate  has  voted  me  down  on  that 
proposition.  I  have  accepted  the  judg- 
ment and  the  decision  of  the  Senate  be- 
cause I  had  no  other  choice.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Senate  is  right,  either  as  a 
matter  of  law  or  as  a  matter  of  good 
policy  or  as  a  matter  of  fair  play.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  the  Senate  has  to  go 
back  to  1871  to  find  any  precedent  for  its 
committee  treatment  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon.  That  precedent,  as  we 
all  know,  was  at  the  beginning  of  another 
military  administration  in  our  country, 
headed  by  General  Grant.  But  be  that 
as  it  may.  let  me  today  serve  notice  on 
my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  that  I  in- 
tend to  exercise  my  rights  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  in  the  interest  of  repre- 
senting the  people  of  my  State,  and  when 
I  want  to  know  something  about  a  nomi- 
nee to  the  oflBce  of  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  I  believe  I  am  entitled  to  the 
information  I  ask  for,  and  I  am  entitled 
to  receive  it  within  the  spirit  and  the 
meaning  and  the  intent  of  rule  XIX.  If, 
however,  any  Member  of  the  Senate  does 
not  want  to  extend  me  that  courtesy, 
then  I  am  ready  at  any  time  to  take  him 
on  in  a  EXjnnybrook. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
reply  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  shall  first  refer  to  a  great 
Senator  who  today  celebrates  the  sev- 
enty-fifth anniversary  of  his  birth — the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia, 
Walter  George,  a  man  of  wisdom,  a  man 
who  sits  in  committee,  listens  to  the  evi- 
dence, and  then  gives  the  Senate  the 
benefit  of  mature  judgment,  a  man  who 
in  the  Senate  has  always  had  the  respect 
of  every  other  Senator,  because  he  knows 
that  no  one  man  is  big  enough  to  do  the 
job  of  the  whole  Senate.  He  Is  not  one 
who  suggests  that  a  fellow  Senator  in- 
dulges in  hit-and-run  tactics. 

I  have  always  admired  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Oregon.  If  he  will 
read  the  Record,  and  read  it  in  full,  he 
will  see  that  he  did  get  the  information 
he  requested.  I  read  into  the  Record 
the  record  of  Mr.  Morton.  Of  course, 
this  gave  the  distingtiished  Senator  the 
opportunity  again  to  put  himself  in  the 
class  of  the  champion  filibusterer  in  this 
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Congress.  He  has  been  regarded  as  an 
antiflllbusterer.  but  now.  on  every  oc- 
casion when  opportunity  affords,  he  rises 
and  speaks,  consuming  unlimited  time. 
I  recognize  his  rights  as  a  Senator.  We 
have  a  rule  of  unlimited  debate.  I  recog- 
nize that  we  can  place  no  limitation  on 
him  or  on  any  other  Senator,  unless  we 
should  adopt  the  antifllibuster  rule. 
But.  I  say  he  is  again  demonstrating 
that  he  is  the  greatest  fllibusterer  of  this 
session. 

When  he  talks  about  my  being  sar- 
castic, and  saying  something  he  did  not 
like,  when  I  suggested  that  he  should 
have  been  on  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee.  I  only  stated  the  fact. 
I  remember  that  my  good  friend  Wayne 
Morse  fought  in  the  past  for  such  an 
assignment,  and  he  thinks  he  should  be 
on  that  committee.  But  I  did  not  say 
that  he  did  not  merit  such  a  position, 
which  is  what  he  said  about  me.  thereby 
sarcastically  inferring  that  I  had  no 
ability;  and  also  inferring  that  he  pos- 
sesses omniscience.  Where  does  he  get 
the  stuff  that  entities  him  to  stand  on  the 
Senate  floor  and  talk  that  way  about  a 
friend?  If  I  said,  more  or  less  face- 
tiously— as  I  did — that  he  thought  he 
ought  to  be  on  every  committee  of  the 
Senate.  I  think  the  truth  of  that  state- 
ment has  been  demonstrated,  because  on 
almost  every  occasion  when  any  commit- 
tee makes  a  report,  he  rises  to  oppose 
It,  and.  of  course,  he  puts  on  a  show. 
The  galleries  hear  it.  the  press  writes 
It.  On  the  day  of  the  President's  inau- 
guration, in  the  press,  immediately  un- 
der "Eisenhower"  was  "Wayne  Morse." 

We  respect  the  ability  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  The  Lord  has  given  him 
a  great  deal  of  ability.  He  is  versatile 
and  tireless  in  speech.  The  Lord  has 
given  him  opportunity  to  perform  a  great 
service.  But  he  cannot  do  it  success- 
fully as  he  thinks  he  is  doing  it.  He 
should  rise  with  the  occasion,  not  fall 
with  it. 

Mr.  President.  I  rose  to  speak  about  a 
great  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
George],  a  man  who  has  performed 
valuable  service,  who  has  brought  to  the 
Senate  qualities  which  are  much  needed. 
Judicial  qualities,  qualities  which  enable 
men  clearly  to  see  the  issues,  to  forget 
self,  and  to  give  selfless  devotion  to  the 
great  problems  we  are  facing.  There  is 
nothing  of  the  ego  in  Senator  George. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  brought  up 
the  fact  that  he  was  not  assigned  to  the 
committees  to  which  he  thought  he 
should  be  assigned,  one.  of  course,  being 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  but 
everyone  knows  that  he  "jumped  the 
fence"  and  would  no  longer  qualify  him- 
self as  a  Republican.  No;  he  is  the 
great  Independent.  As  a  result,  following 
precedent,  the  Republican  caucus  said, 
"You  are  the  one  who  has  hit  and  run. 
You  jumped  the  fence  and  ran  away." 
So,  Mr.  President,  the  responsibility  is 
his  own.  But  he  will  not  see  it  that  way. 
He  thinks  the  great  group  of  Republicans 
are  unfair.  I  am  sure  that  on  sober 
thought,  if  he  uses  the  same  degree  of 
Judgment  which  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia uses,  he  will  see  that  all  the  Re- 
publicans cannot  be  all  wrong  and  he 
right  on  every  occasion. 


T  am  reminded.  Mr.  President,  of  the 
story  of  the  woman  watching  a  regiment 
of  soldiers  going  down  the  street.  Her 
boy.  Johnny,  was  out  of  step,  but  she 
said.  "They  are  all  out  of  step  except  my 
boy." 

If  we  use  the  proper  teamwork  we  be- 
lieve the  team  can  be  in  step. 

Some  of  us  feel  a  responsibility  to  the 
Nation  in  this  great  crisis,  and  yet  a  few 
days  ago  the  Senator  from  Oregon  said 
that  we  were  not  in  a  crisis,  inferring 
that  such  a  statement  by  the  President 
was  wrong. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  just  another  in- 
stance of  what  I  am  talking  about.  I 
say  the  world  situation  today  is  far  more 
serious  than  it  has  been  for  a  long  time, 
and  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
wrong  again  in  his  appraisal.  I  have 
heard  an  analysis  of  the  world  situation, 
and  I  say  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
again  mistaken. 

The  issue  before  us.  comes  up  in  re- 
lation to  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Morton, 
of  Kentucky,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State.  His  nomination  lay  over  in  the 
committee  until  we  received  a  certificate 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  indicating 
Mr.  Morton's  qualifications.  We  exam- 
ined him,  and  today  I  read  his  biography. 
We  are  now  told  that  every  time  a  nomi- 
nation comes  up  for  confirmation  there 
must  be  on  the  desk  of  each  Senator  a 
report  concerning  it.  The  majority 
leader  stated  that  that  had  not  been 
the  custom.  At  times  there  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  commitee  as  many  as  100 
or  150  nominations  for  positions  in  the 
Foreign  Service.  Can  we.  as  legislators. 
take  time  to  examine  into  the  qualifi- 
cations and  qualities  of  each  one  of  those 
persons,  or  is  it  the  function  of  the 
State  Department  to  go  into  their  record? 
If  we  were  to  examine  each  one  of  them 
we  would  have  to  enlarge  our  committee, 
hold  innumerable  hearings,  and  submit 
reports  on  each  nomination. 

I  am  sorry  that  this  discussion  has  oc- 
curred, if  I  have  said  anything  unseemly 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  an  as- 
sociate. I.  too,  have  at  times  a  feeling  of 
righteousness  with  reference  to  how  we 
should  conduct  ourselves  and  if  I  have 
acted  in  an  unseemly  way.  I  apologize. 

When  it  comes  to  the  words  "best  qual- 
ified." everyone  is  out  of  step  "except 
my  boy.  Wayne"  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  inferred  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  not  qualified.  That  is  a 
fine  statement.  Talk  about  a  violation 
of  a  rule ;  talk  about  stabbing  a  friend  in 
the  back.  Somewhere  it  is  said  "Judge 
not  lest  ye  be  judged." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  that. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  happy  to  have  the 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  on  my  committee.  Always  he 
analyzes;  always  he  stops,  looks,  and 
listens,  and  then  gives  his  judgment.  Al- 
ways he  is  the  helper  and  the  friend. 
That  is  why  the  State  of  Georgia  loves 
him  and  all  America  appreciates  his  self- 
less devotion  to  the  Republic. 

So  I  want  to  conclude,  Mr.  President, 
by  saying  that  we  wish  for  him  many 
more  years  of  constructive  service. 

Good  health  and  prosperity  to  you. 
Senator  George. 


SENATOR        GEORGE'S        SEVENTY- 
FIFTH    BIRTHDAY    ANNIVERSARY 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  must  be  present  at  a  committee 
meeting  at  2  o'clock.  The  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  is  meeting  in  an  attempt 
to  untangle  some  of  the  problems  before 
It.  But  before  I  leave  the  Chamber  I 
desire  to  wish  our  distinguished  col- 
league, the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia, 
a  very  happy  birthday. 

Today  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  75  years  of  age.  Early  this 
morning  I  met  him  at  his  hotel  and  at- 
tended a  very  important  meeting  with 
him.  He  is  in  fine  health  and  has  a 
keen  and  active  mind.  It  is  pretty  difH- 
cult  for  some  of  us  who  look  upon  our- 
selves as  youngsters  actually  to  keep  up 
with  him. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
served  in  this  body  longer  than  has  any 
other  Senator  who  sits  here.  I  doubt 
that  there  is  a  Member  of  this  body  for 
whom  any  of  us  has  more  admiration  or 
greater  respect  and  affection.  On  any 
question  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  addresses  himself  he  always 
commands  the  respect  of  his  colleagues 
and  the  respect  of  a  grateful  people. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  George]  congratulating 
him  upon  his  birthday  anniversary.  I 
did  not  realize  that  tributes  were  going 
to  be  paid  to  him  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  insert  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  at  an  appropriate  place,  In  con- 
nection with  tributes  paid  him  by  other 
Senators,  the  letter  which  I  wrote  to  him. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 

was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro, 

as  follows: 

Janttakt  28.  1953. 

The  Honorable  Walthi  F.  Obobck. 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  DearSknatoe:  Please  permit  me  to  add 
my  felicitations  to  the  many  I  know  you 
have  already  received  upon  the  occasion  of 
your  birthday. 

For  me  this  Is  more  than  Just  the  ordinary 
birthday  greeting.  For  many  yean  I  have 
regarded  you  as  otie  of  the  great  Americans 
of  our  time  and  1  feel  stronger  in  that  re- 
spect after  having  served  with  you  2  years 
In  the  United  States  Senate. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  you  will  have  many 
happy  returns  of  this  day.  and  that  the  good 
lx)rd  will  permit  you  many  years  to  serve  our 
country  and  to  guide  and  counsel  your  col- 
leagues, and  to  Inspire  the  youth  of  our 
country  in  our  great  American  tradition. 

With  best  personal  regards,  I  am 
Sincerely, 

Gborcs  Smathsbs. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President,  I  know  it  is  uimecessary 
for  me  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  try 
to  tell  the  Senate  anything  about  the 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia.  Walter 
George,  but  coming  from  South  Carolina. 
just  across  the  river  from  Georgia.  It 
may  not  be  inappropriate  for  me  to  say  a 
few  words. 

I  have  known  Senator  George  for  a 
long  time,  and  I  am  sure  I  speak  for  the 
people  of  South  Carolina,  as  well  as  for 
the  people  of  Georgia,  when  I  say  tha|i 
the  large  majority  of  the  people  of  both 
States  believe  him  to  be  one  of  the  finest 
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characters  developed  In  the  South  in 
many,  many  years.  We  all  love  him. 
Even  his  enemies  love  and  admire  him. 
His  enemies,  so  far  as  politics  is  con- 
cerned, admire  him  because  they  know 
he  is  fair  always.  They  know  he  is  al- 
ways sincere.  They  know  that  he  is 
trying  to  the  be-st  of  his  abiUty  to  rep- 
resent all  the  people  of  the  United  States 
at  all  times.  So  today,  on  his  seventy- 
fifth  birthday.  Senator  George  is  being 
thought  of  by  many  people.  It  is  my 
earnest  hope  and  wish  that  the  Senate 
may  enjoy  the  benefit  of  his  services  for 
many.  many,  more  years  to  come. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  Join  with  the  minority 
leader,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  Johnsom],  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  IMr.  Wiley],  the  Senator 
from  Florida  IMr.  Smathers].  and  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston  1  in  extending  to  our  col- 
league, the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia. 
our  congratulations,  felicitations,  and 
best  wishes  on  his  seventy-fifth  birth- 
day anniversary.  Senator  George  is  not 
only  from  Georgia  but.  in  the  truest 
sense,  he  represents  the  best  interests  of 
the  United  States  as  a  whole.  As  one  of 
the  new  Members  of  this  body.  I  am  de- 
lighted to  have  this  opportunity  to  ex- 
tend to  him  my  best  wishes,  and  to  ex- 
pre.ss  the  fervent  hope  that  he  will  have 
many  more  years  of  service  in  the  Sen- 
ate and  continue  to  give  me  and  the  other 
Senators  the  fmits  of  his  rich  experi- 
ence and  wise  Judgment. 


NOMINATION  OP  THRUSTON  B. 
MORTON  TO  BE  ASSISTANT  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  without 
desiring  to  interrupt  the  exchange  of 
amenities  between  my  good  friends,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
Wiley),  I  desire  to  address  myself  to 
the  matter  at  hand,  namely,  the  pending 
nomination,  and  particularly  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  for  more 
information. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  sent 
to  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Thrus- 
ton  B.  Morton,  of  Kentucky,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  State.  I  should  like 
to  say  to  my  friend  from  Oregon  that  I 
have  known  Mr.  Morton  and  his  family 
for  more  than  30  years.  On  his  paternal 
side  and  his  maternal  side,  the  Morton 
and  Ballard  families  are  among  the  most 
distinguished  families  of  Kentucky. 

No  families  have  contributed  more  to 
civic,  political  and  philanthropic  activi- 
ties in  Kentucky  than  have  those  fami- 
lies. 

Mr.  Morton  Is  a  yoimg  man.  but  he 
has  already  achieved  great  success  in 
various  fields  Before  World  War  II 
commenced,  he  had  served  as  executive 
vice  president  of  the  largest  milling  com- 
pany in  the  South. 

I  know  how  the  interest  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  in  matters  of  labor  and 
management  relations.  As  a  business 
executive  Mr.  Morton  was  known  for  his 
broad  understanding  of  the  problems  of 


labor,  and  In  his  company  there  were 
enjoyed  most  amicable  relationships  be- 
tween labor  and  management. 

Mr.  Morton  served  in  the  United  States 
Navy  for  more  than  4  years  during  World 
War  n.  His  service  was  distinguished, 
and  his  leadership  is  attested  by  the  fact 
that  he  held  command  of  three  different 
shli)s. 

Upon  his  return  from  the  service,  he 
was  elected  In  1946  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives from  the  third  district  of 
Kentucky  comprised  of  Louisville  and 
Jefferson  County.  It  Is  normally  a  Dem- 
ocratic district  yet  he  was  elected  by  a 
very  large  majority.  He  was  reelected 
In  1948.  and  again  in  1950,  by  very  large 
majorities. 

He  enjoys  the  respect  not  only  of  his 
own  party,  but  also  of  the  Democratic 
Party  and  of  the  independent  voters  who 
live  in  his  district. 

I  know  Mr.  Morton  well.  I  know  his 
intellectual  ability,  his  background,  and 
his  understanding  of  international  prob- 
lems. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  I  laelieve.  because  of  these  quali- 
ties, and  his  integrity.  Mr.  Morton  is 
eminently  fitted  for  the  position  to  which 
he  has  been  nominated.  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  withdraw  his  objection,  so 
that  Mr.  Morton's  nomination  can  now 
be  confirmed. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.     I  only  wish  to  say  that 
the  Senator  Is  quite  mistaken  if  he  thinks 
I  have  raised  any  objection  to  the  nomi- 
nation; I  am  only  seeking  Information. 
Mr.  COOPER.     I  did  not  know.     I  only 
wanted  to  be  certain. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  if 
he  believes  any  great  harm  has  been 
done  to  the  nominee  from  his  State  by 
my  asking  for  some  Information  about 
him? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No:  and  I  have  no  ob- 
jection at  all.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
tried  to  supply  some  information  about 
him, from  my  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  no  reflection  is  cast  upon 
Mr.  Morton  when  a  request  Is  made  to 
have  information  about  him  spread  upon 
the  Record? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  the  Senator 
Is  entitled  to  any  information  he  desires. 
1  merely  wish  to  make  it  plain  that  I  am 
not  going  to  take  part  in  the  interchange 
between  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President— — 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  Is  recognized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  by 
saying  that,  in  characteristic  fashion,  he 
did  not  have  his  facts  straight  In  his  re- 
ply to  me.  If  he  knew  the  position  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  in  re- 
gard to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions matter,  he  would  know  that  there 
is.  and  has  been  for  many  weeks  past,  a 
letter  on  file  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler],  chair- 
man oi  the  Republican  Committee  on 
Committees  in  reply  to  a  letter  I  re- 


ceived from  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
in  which  I  made  very  clear  that  I  did  not 
wish  to  be  assigned  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  simply  is  not  up  to  date  with 
his  Information. 

There  was  a  time,  before  I  had  gained 
the  seniority  I  had  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  and  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  when  I  would 
have  liked  to  be  assigned  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations.  However, 
the  Republican  caucus  did  not  see  fit  to 
put  a  west  cosist  man  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  with  the  result 
that  for  several  years  that  committee  sat 
without  having  a  single  Senator  from  the 
west  coast  on  it.  On  several  occasions 
in  the  Republican  caucus  I  raised  the 
Issue,  and  tlie  record  Is  perfectly  clear 
as  to  my  views.  I  said  that  if  there  was 
any  man  from  the  western  part  of  the 
United  States,  having  greater  seniority 
than  I  had.  who  desired  assignment  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I 
was  in  favor  of  assigning  him  to  that 
committee;  but  that  In  the  absence  of 
such  a  request  from  any  other  western 
Senator.  I  thought  that  one  of  the  cri- 
teria that  sliould  have  been  taken  into 
account  in  filling  the  committee  assign- 
ments was  geographical  distribution.  It 
was  my  position  that  in  that  Instance 
the  Senate  certainly  should  have  taken 
into  account  the  tremendous  interest  of 
the  people  of  the  west  coast  In  Asiatic 
problems,  and  that  there  ought  to  have 
been  a  west  coast  Senator  on  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  now 
says — and.  I  respectfully  suggest.  It  Is  an 
afterthought,  because  not  even  coldprint 
will  sustain  him — that  he  was  speaking 
facetiously.  If  he  was  speaking  face- 
tiously when  he  made  the  sarcastic 
statement  in  his  earlier  remarks,  that 
was  the  time  when  he  could  have  very 
quickly  explained  it  to  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  when  I  asked  him  to 
yield,  and  the  personal  exchange  would 
not  have  taken  place. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is  also 
Incorrect  in  his  reference  to  precedents 
in  connection  with  the  action  taken  by 
.  the  Republican  caucus  this  year  in  the 
handling  of  Independents  or  insurgents. 
In  my  discussion  of  the  issue  when  the 
matter  was  before  the  Senate.  I  cited 
the  one  and  only  precedent  for  the 
course  of  action  that  was  followed, 
namely,  the  precedent  of  1871.  when 
Sumner,  of  Massachusetts,  was  kicked 
off  his  committee. 

The  only  precedent  the  Republican 
side  of  the  aisle  could  offer  with  regard 
to  the  action  taken  was  that  In  some 
Instances  insurgents  who  had  held  com- 
mittee chairmanships  lost  their  chair- 
manships. That  Is  true,  but  they  did  not 
lose  their  positions  on  the  committees; 
and  in  other  cases  such  Senators  were 
dropped  to  the  foot  of  the  list  of  the 
committee,  so  far  as  seniority  within  the 
committee  was  concerned. 

I  expected  such  action  as  that,  and  I 
so  stated  on  the  floor.  I  said  I  thotight 
that  would  be  a  perfectly  proper  course 
of  action  to  take.  But  I  repeat  that 
neither  this  side  of  the  aisle  nor  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  can  justify  going  all  the 
way  back  to  1871  for  a  precedent  in  order 
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to  deny  to  a  Member  of  the  Senate  the 
8  yeais  of  seniority  he  has  on  commit- 
tees, considering  the  meaning  and  im- 
portance seniority  has  in  the  Senate. 
However,  that  has  been  the  will  of  the 
Senate.  The  Senate  must  live  with  it 
unless  it  sees  the  light  and  corrects  its 
mistake,  and  I  am  going  to  hve  with  it. 
Mr.  President.  But  I  am  not  going  to 
sacrifice  any  of  my  rights  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

That  is  why  I  said  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  and  now  say  to  other  com- 
mittee chairmen,  that  I  shall  get  the 
information  I  need,  in  order  properly  to 
represent  the  people  of  my  State  on  is- 
sues as  they  arise  here  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  I  expect  that  there  will  be 
used  against  me.  time  and  time  again, 
all  the  adjectives  which  were  used 
against  me  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. As  a  substitute  for  argument 
and  facts,  I  expect  to  have  my  critics 
resort  to  name  calling,  to  ridicule,  and 
to  sarcasm. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  the  fact  that  two  insur- 
gents from  his  State,  the  two  Senators 
La  Fy)llette.  did  not  always  follow  the  will 
of  the  majority  of  the  Republicans  in 
the  United  States  Sensfte.  They  formed 
a  third  party.  However,  the  Republicans 
of  their  time  did  not  deny  them  the  posi- 
tions which  they  formerly  held  on  com- 
mittees. 

Likewise,  the  great  Norris,  of  Nebraska, 
went  even  further.  He  announced  that 
he  was  an  Independent,  and  stood  for 
election  as  an  Independent.  He  did  not 
even  lose  the  chairmanship  of  his  com- 
mittee. 

Not  many  weeks  ago  former  Senator 
Burton  K.  Wheeler  telephoned  me  to 
discuss  this  matter.  He  pointed  out  that 
In  1924  he  ran  for  Vice  President  on  a 
third-party  ticket  against  his  party,  but 
the  Democrats  did  not  see  fit  to  penalize 
him  in  any  respect  for  exercising  what 
he  considered  to  be  the  dictates  of  his 
conscience  and  his  honest  independence 
of  judgment. 

Thus  we  can  go  down  the  list,  and 
demonstrate  that  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin cannot  substantiate  his  statement 
that  the  Republican  caucus  acted  on  the 
basis  of  precedents,  unless  he  wishes  to 
hold  to  the  precedent  of  1871. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  raised  the  committee  ques- 
tion, let  me  close  my  remarks  by  saying 
to  my  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  that  the  issue  which  was  before 
them  at  the  time  of  the  committee  as- 
signment  fight — I   set  it  forth   in   my 
speech,  but  it  needs  to  be  repeated — was 
whether  minority  rights  were  to  be  pro- 
tected   in    the    United    States    Senate. 
What  my  Democratic  friends  refuse  to 
recognize  is  that,  whether  they  like  it 
or  not,  there  are  three  parties  in  the 
United  States  Senate  today.    There  is 
a     RepuDlican     Party,     a     Democratic 
Party,  and  an  Independent  Party.    Sup- 
pose my  party,  instead  of  having  one 
Member  in  the  Senate  had  three  or  four. 
Does  anyone  think  the  action  on   the 
committee  assignments  would  have  t>een 
the  same?    But  the  principle  would  have 
been  the  same.    The  existence  of  greater 
poUtical     power     in     the     Independent 
Party  would  not  have  changed  the  prin- 
ciple.   If  the  Independent  Party  today 


had  three  or  four  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate instead  of  one.  does  anyone  think  th » 
Democrats  would  have  voted  to  deny 
minority    rights    to    the    Independent 

Party? 

What  did  some  of  my  Democratic 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
say  at  the  time  of  the  committee  assign- 
ment fight?  Some  of  them  have  come  to 
apologize  to  me.  Apologies  are  a  mat- 
ter of  form.  It  is  all  right  if  people 
want  to  apologize;  but  an  apology  never 
righted  a  wrong.  An  aprology  is  a  little 
conscience  salve  being  used  by  the 
apologizer.  When  the  Democrats  came 
to  me  on  the  day  of  the  committee  as- 
signment fight  and  said.  "Wayne,  you 
have  us  in  a  position  where  we  must 
either  vote  for  you  or  vote  against  a 
Democrat,  and  that  is  an  awful  position 
to  be  in."  my  reply  to  each  of  them  when 
they  tried  to  argue  that  I  had  been  ma- 
neuvered into  a  bad  parliamentary  posi- 
tion, was  that  I  had  not  been  maneu- 
vered into  any  bad  position.  I  told  each 
of  them.  "I  am  only  asking  you  to  follow 
the  Reorganization  Act.  It  is  not  an  is- 
sue as  to  whether  you  vote  for  or  against 
a  Democrat.  It  is  an  issue  as  to  whether 
you  vote  for  or  against  a  principle." 

What  was  the  principle?  The  prin- 
ciple of  protecting  minority  interests  and 
rights  in  the  Senate. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  there  was  only 
one  course  of  action  for  the  Democrats 
to  follow.  They  certainly  could  not  ex- 
pect the  majority  to  proceed  to  protect 
the  minority,  because,  as  was  pointed 
cut,  there  is  merit  in  the  position  of  the 
majority  in  wanting  to  keep  at  least  a 
majority  of  one  on  each  committee. 

I  think  that  argument  has  great  mer- 
it. I  said  so  the  day  the  debate  arose. 
But  so  far  as  the  Democrats  are  con- 
cerned, it  was  perfectly  obvious,  it 
seemed  to  me,  that  it  was  in  the  interest 
of  fair  play  that  what  should  have  been 
done  in  respect  to  those  two  committees 
was  to  substitute  a  member  of  the  other 
minority  party  for  the  lowest  ranking 
Democrat  proi>osed  for  meml)ership  on 
each  of  those  committees.  That  is  the 
way  minority  rights  would  have  been 
protected. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  let  the  Democrats  ignore  or  for- 
get that  principle.  The  fact  is  that  they 
have  established  a  precedent  wherety 
they  have  denied  a  member  of  a  minor- 
ity party  his  8  years  of  seniority  rights 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  They  also 
know  that  if  in  the  years  Immediately 
ahead  the  number  of  members  of  the 
Independent  Party  increases  to  three  or 
four  and  the  ratio  between  the  other  two 
parties  changes  only  that  much,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  will  take  the 
same  position  then  that  he  took  when 
this  issue  arose  in  1953.  If  members  of 
the  independent  party  then  should  rai.se 
the  cry,  "Remember  1953,"  it  will  be  my 
position,  "But  we  do  not  resort  to  the 
same  tactics  that  were  adopted  by  the 
Democrats  In  1953.  We  will  protect  mi- 
norities." We  will  not  ask,  if  that  time 
should  come,  that  we  he  permitted  to 
take  advantage  of  the  situation  merely 
because  we  would  then  have  the  clear 
balance  of  power  in  the  Senate. 

Let  me  say  facetiously  that  if  my  par- 
ty had  the  active  membership  of  all  its 
Members  in  the  Senate  who  are  Mem- 


bers by  suppressed  desires,  I  would  have 
quite  a  party  in  the  Senate.    We  arc  go- 
ing to  take  the  question  to  the  polls  In 
1954  and  1956.    I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  after  1954  and  1956  we  shall  have 
more  independent  Senators.     Then  we 
shall  have  an  interesting  discussion  of 
the  rule  of  precedent  which  the  Republi- 
cans  and    Democrats   adopted    In   1953 
with  respect  to  my  committee  assign- 
ments.   When  the  question  of  my  com- 
mittee a.ssignment5  is  raised  here  today 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  at  least 
this  much  good  comes  from  his  speech: 
at  least  he  has  given  me  an  opportunity 
to  present  my  point  of  view  once  again, 
as  to  what  I  think  the  Senate  should  do 
in  the  interest  of  fair  play  and  the  right. 
The  Senate  should  adopt  the  motion 
which  I  have  pending  before  the  Com- 
mittee   on    Rules    and    Administration, 
that  there  be  added  to  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  and  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  an  additional 
Republican,  and  that  then  the  member 
of  the  minority  party,  the  Independent 
party,  have  returned  to  him  the  posi- 
tion which  he  held  on  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and    Public   Welfare.    That   should   be 
done  with  the  understanding,  of  course, 
that  he  be  at  the  foot  of  the  table  as 
far  as  seniority  within  the  committee 
is  concerned.  Just  as  other  Insurgents 
before  me  were  treated,  at  least  in  some 
instances,  as  a  result  of  their  Insurgency. 
Let  me  say  to  my  Democratic  friends — 
and  if  I  am  wrong  I  hope  they  will  cor- 
rect me — that  it  is  my  understanding 
that   when    the   RepubUcan   leadership 
suggested  to  the  leadership  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  aisle  that  an  increase 
be  made  in  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  by  adding  one  Repub- 
lican  to  each  of   those   committees  so 
that   the   member  of   the   independent 
party  could  be  added  to  them.  It  was  the 
Democratic  leadership  which  opposed  the 
proposal.     I  want  the  country  to  know 
It.  because  I  understand  now.  from  some 
of  my  mail,  that  such  is  not  the  position 
which  .some  of  the  Democrats  take  in 
answering  their  mail  on  this  Issue.    Some 
of  them  are  placing  the  blame  on  the 
Republicans  and  hiding  the  fact  that 
the  Democrats  opp)osed  my  motion.    It 
seems  to  me  that  they  have  an  opportu- 
nity to  rethink  this  Issue  and  proceed 
to  do  what  I  believe  is  clearly  right  and 
fair,  and  bring  to  an  end  a  very  bad 
precedent,  the  major  responsibility  for 
which,  in  my  opinion,  rests  upon  the 
Democrats  in   the  Senate.    I  say  that 
because  unless  my  ears  betrayed  me.  It 
was  the  majority  leader,  on  the  Repub- 
lican side  of  the  aisle,  who  raised  the 
proposal  about  adding  an  additional  Re- 
publican to  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee and  to  the  Committee  on  Latwr 
and  Public  Welfare,  and  It  was  the  Dem- 
ocratic   leadership   which   rejected   the 
proFK)sal. 

Some  good  has  come  out  of  this  dis- 
cussion. Mr.  President.  I  hope  at  least 
it  will  be  accepted  as  the  serving  of 
notice  that  no  kind  of  Intimidation,  no 
kind  of  name  calling,  no  resort  to  per- 
sonalities, will  deter  the  member  of  the 
Independent  Party  in  the  United  States 
Senate  from  doing  what  he  thinks  ought 
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to  be  done  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
he  represents,  in  carrying  out  his  duty. 

I  hope  this  little  exchange  today  will 
at  least  have  the  result  of  causing  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  to  recognize  that  if 
we  want  rule  XIX  followed,  then  he  who 
would  throw  the  first  stone  had  better 
keep  it  in  mind  before  he  makes  his  pitch. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  In  the  chah") .  The  question  is. 
Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
nomination  of  Thruston  B.  Morton  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  as  Is 
well  known.  I  very  seldom  speak  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  I  am  suffering  from 
a  bad  head  cold,  as  many  others  are 
doing  at  this  moment.  Therefore  I  have 
been  reminiscing  In  my  own  mind  for  the 
past  half  hour. 

I  remember  that  when  I  was  a  yoimg- 
ster  in  Pike  County,  Ind.,  my  Scotch 
grandfather  used  to  raise  very  fine  white 
sheep.  In  fact,  they  were  about  the 
finest  sheep  In  the  county,  and  they  were 
all  white.  They  had  white  faces  and 
white  legs.  They  were  beautiful  white 
sheep. 

One  spring,  when  I  was  about  8  or  9 
years  of  age,  during  lambing  time  one 
of  the  ewes  (yoes)  had  a  black  lamb. 
I  remember  how  the  white  lambs  and 
white  ewes  (yoes)  stood  around  and 
looked  at  that  little  black  lamb.  I  re- 
member that  the  neighbors  came  from 
all  around  to  see  the  black  lamb.  There 
was  a  black  lamb  In  the  midst  of  all  the 
beautiful  white  ewes  (yoes)  and  white 
lambs.  It  was  the  subject  of  conversa- 
tion at  the  little  church.  It  was  the  sub- 
ject of  conversation  at  the  school.  I  do 
not  remember,  but  I  presume  the  local 
newsc>aper  must  have  printed  an  article 
or  story  about  how  Uncle  Bill  Kelso,  as 
my  grandfather  was  known,  who  raised 
fine  white  sheep,  finally  saw  a  black 
lamb  appear  among  them.  The  black 
lamb  enjoyed  for  many  weeks  the  pub- 
licity which  it  received  and  the  conver- 
sation about  It.  I  do  not  know  whether 
lambs  can  be  Jealous,  but  I  presume 
they  were  Jealous,  but,  in  any  event.  It 
was  not  long  before  that  little  black 
lamb  had  all  the  other  white  lambs  and 
ewes  (yoes)  looking  at  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  for  a 
biblical  quotation? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  refuse  to  yield  at 
this  time.  I  am  Just  reminiscing  about 
an  experience  I  had  years  ago.  It  was 
the  talk  of  the  community.  Everybody 
talked  about  It.  and  speculated  whether 
or  not  the  next  year  all  the  lambs  would 
be  black.  They  wondered  whether  all 
of  Grandfather  Kelso's  sheep  were  going 
to  be  black  sheep  from  then  on.  The 
speculation  was  that  he  might  have  only 
black  sheep  next  year.  However,  as  I 
started  to  say,  It  was  not  long  until  that 
little  black  lamb,  which  had  enjoyed  all 
that  glory  and  all  that  attention  from 
the  community,  stopped  growing.  It 
was  not  long  before  it  died,  and  was 
gone.  So  far  as  I  can  remember,  all  the 
succeeding  laml)s  were  white  lambs. 
Pretty  soon  all  the  people  In  the  com- 
munity forgot  all  about  the  black  lamb. 
Mr.  President,  the  moral  of  my  little 
story  is  that  once  in  a  while  of  course 
there  do  develop  black  sheep  among  a 
lot  of  wonderful  white  sheep,  but  the 


black  sheep  die  off.  They  get  a  lot  of 
attention.  Eventually,  in  the  case  of  my 
grandfather's  sheep,  the  wonderful  blood 
strain  of  his  stock  prevailed,  and  to  this 
day  there  are  only  white  sheep  in  this 
herd.  There  is  not  one  black  sheep 
among  them. 

I  could  not  help  reminiscing  about 
that  experience.  I  do  not  know,  of 
course,  whether  it  has  any  relationship 
to  anything  that  has  happened  in  the 
Senate.  I  remember  the  experience  as 
though  it  had  happened  only  yesterday, 
although  it  happened  45  or  46  years  ago. 
There  are  still  only  white  sheep  on  that 
farm,  and  there  is  not  one  black  sheep 
among  them.  That  black  sheep  cer- 
tainly received  a  lot  of  attention.  I  do 
not  know  how  It  all  happened;  but  such 
things  will  happen,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I 
would  suggest  a  more  appropriate  state- 
ment In  the  words  of  the  Pounder  of  the 
Christian  religion,  who  said: 

I  Bend  you  forth  as  sheep  in  the  midst  of 
ravening  wolves. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
know  that  the  Senator  from  lUinols  made 
his  statement  In  good  humor.  Honestly. 
I  cannot  say  whether  he  Is  a  sheep  or  a 
ravening  wolf.  At  times  I  believe  he  is 
a  sheep,  and  a  very  mild  one.  At  other 
times.  I  think  he  Is  quite  a  wolf. 

I  merely  wanted  to  tell  the  Senate  of 
my  experience  45  years  ago.  because  I  do 
not  think  we  need  to  be  too  much  con- 
cerned about  these  new  situations.  The 
world  will  go  on.  the  Senate  will  go  on. 
and  I  think  our  Government  will  go  on. 
While  It  may  be  nice  to  sit  around  and 
listen  to  talk.  talk,  talk,  let  us  not  how- 
ever take  ourselves  too  seriously,  because 
the  black  sheep  do  pass  from  the  herds. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  a  short  statement  which  I 
should  like  to  make  on  another  subject. 
However,  if  we  are  ready  to  proceed  to 
vote  on  pending  nominations,  I  do  not 
wish  to  delay  such  a  vote.  However,  if 
the  display  of  erudition,  the  resort  to 
allegory  and  witticism,  and  the  expound- 
ing of  parliamentary  law  for  the  benefit 
of  the  general  education  of  the  Senate 
and  the  public  are  to  continue  for  an 
indefinite  period,  I  believe  I  should  be 
permitted  to  make  my  statement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  yield  for  1  minute  so 
that  I  may  reply  to  my  good  friend  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  yield.  I  do  not  like  to  delay  a 
vote  on  the  nominations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  happy  to  get  the  admission  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CapehaktI 
that  at  least  by  analogy  he  considers 
Senators  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  to  be 
political  sheep.  I  think  that  is  about 
the  way  they  have  been  acting  in  the 
Senate  since  inauguration  day.  They 
have  been  following  the  leader  without 
much  thought  as  to  where  they  are  go- 
ing. I  believe  it  is  about  tlpae  that  we 
changed  that  course  of  action  In  the 
Senate.  I  think  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana has  done  very  well,  considering  he 
has  a  cold  In  his  head.    Perhaps  I  should 


not  suspect  that  it  is  a  somewhat  per- 
petual ailment  with  him.  I  should  like 
to  suggest  in  a  helpful  vein — because  I 
know  he.  too,  along  with  me,  is  a  farm- 
er— that  the  pronunciation  of  the  word 
for  a  female  sheep  is  ewe — yew. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  is  not  correct 
In  Indiana. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  did  not  Intend  to  get  Into  the 
argument,  but  I  wish  to  testify  that  out 
on  the  prairies  In  Iowa  50  years  ago  when 
farmers  used  to  come  In  to  talk  about 
sheep  I  never  heard  them  say  ewe  (yew) 
until  the  very  erudite  and  educated  gen- 
tlemen started  to  talk  about  sheep. 
The  female  sheep  were  always  called 
ewes  (yoes)  In  my  section  of  the  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  In  the  chair).  The  Chair  is 
ready  to  state  the  question  before  the 
Senate.     

Mr.  HICKENLCX>PER.  I  shall  defer 
my  statement  until  after  a  vote  is  had 
on  the  nominations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Thruston 
B.  Morton  of  Kentucky  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State.  Without  objection, 
the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 

The  next  nomination  will  be  stated. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  True  D.  Morse  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  there  is  to  be  a  discussion  of  this 
nomination  which  will  delay  its  con- 
sideration  

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  we  have 
before  us  the  committee  reports  on  both 
the  Morse  nomination  and  the  Coke 
nomination.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
committee  for  making  available  to  the 
Senate  the  Information  which  I  believe 
ought  to  be  made  available  In  connection 
with  nominations  to  such  high  offices. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  True  D. 
Morse  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture? Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  J.  Earl  Coke  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture.       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  R.  Hook,  Jr.,  to  be  Dep- 
uty Postmaster  General. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder 
whether  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  would 
give  us  a  report  on  this  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  GU8- 
WOLD  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
requested  Information  with  regard  to  the 
hearings  on  the  nomination  of  Charles 
R.  Hook,  Jr.,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Deputy  Post- 
master General. 

Hearings  were  held  on  the  nomination, 
and  I  have  copies  of  the  testimony  which 
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Party  would  not  have  changed  the  prin- 
ciple.   If  the  Independent  Party  today 


ty  had  the  active  membership  of  all  Its 
Members  in  the  Senate  who  are  Mem- 


Independent  Party  in  the  United  States 
Senate  from  doing  what  he  thinks  ought 
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was  taken  by  the  eammlttee.  The  hear- 
ing were  not  ordered  to  be  printed  with 
reference  to  the  three  nominees  who  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  at  that 
time.  I  shaU  be  pleased  to  give  the  Sen. 
ator  from  Oregon  the  branscript  ot  the 
hearings,  and  I  shall  also  be  glad  to  glTe 
any  information  which  appears  In  the 
record  with  respect  to  Mr.  Book  and  Mr. 

Mr.  MORSB.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Senator  need  to  give  me  the  transcript 
of  the  testimony.  I  wcmder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  could  give  us  a 
very  brief  oral  summary  of  the  testi- 
mony. I  do  not  know  the  gentlemen  at 
alL  I  should  like  to  know  something 
about  them. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  made  a  very  fair  re- 
quest. I  am  very  pleased  to  state,  on 
the  basis  of  the  transcript  of  testimony 
taken  at  the  hearing  on  January  27, 1953. 
that  Mr.  Charles  R.  Hook.  Jr..  lives  at 
Gates  Mills,  Ohio;  that  he  was  bom  in 
Middletown,  Ohio,  on  December  22. 1914. 
and  was  graduated  from  Tale  University 
In  19S7.  He  is  married  to  former  Louise 
Bforgan,  of  New  York,  and  they  have  five 
chUdroL  Mr.  Hook  has  been  vice  presi- 
dent—personnel— of  the  Chesapeake  k 
Ohio  Railway  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  since 
January  1,  1948.  He  Joined  the  railway 
company  as  assistant  to  president — 
personnel — on  July  15.  1948. 

In  1946  he  was  appointed  a  member  of 
a  seven-man  advisory  council  to  assist 
the  War  Department  General  Staff  in 
personnel  phases  of  the  War  Department 
reorganization. 

He  also  served  as  an  industry  member 
of  the  National  War  Labor  Board  and  as 
a  manag«nent  adviser  for  the  Training 
Within  Industry  Division  of  the  War 
Manpower  Comml.vrion. 

In  1944  he  coauthored  with  Lee  H.  Hill 
a  book  entitled  'Management  at  the 
Bargaining  Table." 

He  is  a  director  of  the  American  Arbi- 
tration Association  and  a  former  director 
for  two  terms  of  the  American  Manage- 
ment Association. 

As  the  industry  member  of  the  Joint 
Bolivian-American  Labor  Commission 
named  by  the  State  Department,  he 
spent  several  months  in  Bolivia  in  1943, 
studying  the  labor-management  rela- 
tions at  the  tin  mines. 

Mr.  Hook  is  a  member  of  the  personnel 
advisory  council  of  the  American  Man- 
agement Association,  and  formerly  held 
the  same  position  with  the  National  In- 
dustrial Conference  Board.  He  is  a 
trustee  of  the  Musical  Arts  Association 
in  ClevelaiKl.  and  a  trustee  of  the  Cleve- 
land Mental  Health  Association. 

I  believe  that  concludes  most  of  the 
stat«ncnt  regarding  Mr.  Hook. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr-  CARLSON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Was  the  committee 
unanit"^"«^v  in  support  of  the  nomina- 
Uon? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  committee  was 
unanimous  in  voting  in  favor  of  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Tr%n«am  personally  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Hook? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  No;  I  am  not  Let 
me  say  that  we  inquired  of  Mr.  Hook 
about  his  interests  in  steamship  lines,  air 
lines,  and  railroads,  the  groups  with 
which  the  post  office  deals.  He  assured 
us.  as  to  each  of  them,  that  he  has  only 
100  shares  of  stock  in  an  air-line  com- 
pany, and  that  he  is  disposing  of  that 
holding. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  next  point 
about  which  I  wished  to  inquire.  I  now 
imderstand  the  Senator  from  Kansas  to 
say  that  Mr.  Hook  has  no  financial  in* 
terest  which  should  be  disposed  of  before 
he  serves  in  the  position  to  which  he 
has  been  nominated.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  That  is  what  we  were 
informed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Hook,  whom  I  happen  to  know  personally. 
His  father  is  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Rolling  Mill  Co.  Mr.  Hook  was 
brought  up  in  Middletown,  near  Cincin- 
nati. Ohio.  He  has  in  no  way  been  in- 
volved in  politics  of  any  kind.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  he  was  in  no  sense  a  political 
nominee  or  recommendation;  and  he 
took  no  part,  from  any  point  of  view, 
I  believe,  in  the  recent  campaign.  Mr. 
Hook  was  found  by  Mr.  Summerfleld  in 
his  desire  to  obtain  the  services  of  men 
with  actual  business  experience,  particu- 
larly in  the  field  of  transportation,  to 
undertake  a  reorganization  of  the  Poet 
Office  Department.  I  was  very  glad.  In- 
deed, that  Mr.  Summerfleld  happened  to 
select  Mr.  Hook,  although  he  had  not 
been  my  recommendation.  I  do  not 
think  we  could  find  a  better  man  for  the 
job.  He,  together  with  one  or  two  oth- 
ers whom  Mr.  Summerfield  is  bringing 
into  the  service,  will,  I  am  confident,  be 
able  to  put  the  Post  Office  Department 
on  the  business  basis  on  which  it  should 
be  placed.  

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Charles  R. 
Hook.  Jr..  of  Ohio,  to  be  Deputy  Post- 
master General. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


JOHN  C.  ALLEN 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
nomination  on  the  Executive  Calendar 
will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  John  C.  Allen,  of  Illinois,  to  be 
Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Kansas  to 
give  us  a  similar  summary.  Let  me  make 
clesLT  that  it  is  only  in  connection  with 
appointments  to  what  all  of  us  recog- 
nize are  major  [tosltions  In  the  Govern- 
ment that  I  ask  for  this  Information, 
when  the  committee  has  not  supplied  it 
in  printed  form. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  the  case  of  the 
Public  Health  Service,  for  example,  we 
usually  confirm,  en  bloc,  50.  60,  or  75 
ziominaUons  of  persons  who  have  been 


closely  checked  by  the  committee  and  by 
the  Public  Health  Service.  In  such  cases 
I  have  no  Intention  of  requesting  infor- 
mation about  the  nominees,  because  the 
positions  to  which  they  are  nominated 
are  not  policy-making  ones. 

However,  when  we  are  dealing  with 
major  poets  in  the  Government  service 
that  do  have  great  administrative  re- 
sponsibility and.  in  many  Instances,  a 
considerable  amount  of  administrative 
policy-making  responsibility.  I  believe  it 
to  be  only  proper  that  the  Rscosb  show 
the  kind  of  information  that  I  am  re- 
questing today. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  assure  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
I  am  most  pleased  to  give  the  informa- 
tion that  is  contained  in  the  transcript 
which  was  taken  on  Tuesday,  January  27, 
at  which  time  John  C.  Allen,  the  nomi- 
nee to  be  Assistant  Postmaster  General, 
appeared  before  our  committee.  More 
than  a  quorum  of  the  committee  was 
present  at  that  time.  I  read  the  follow- 
ing from  the  transcript: 

Mr.  John  C.  Allen  was  bom  In  ralrhaTcn. 
Mass.  on  August  23,  100«.  and  WM  gnKt- 
uated  from  Wesleyan  UnlvenUy  at  Middle- 
town.  Conn..  In  1938. 

Mr.  Allen  has  been  general  traffic  manager 
of  Seara  Roebuck  ft  Co..  Chicago.  111.,  ilnoe 
April  I94S.  He  joined  the  company  tn  March 
1932,  and  practically  all  of  hit  buslneaa  ex- 
perience with  Sean  has  been  devoted  to 
transportation  actlTltlea.  Prevloua  to  that, 
he  was  associated  with  Mandel  Broa.  de- 
partment store  In  Chicago,  and  at  the  time 
be  left  ibis  company,  he  was  tralBc  manager. 

Mr.  Allen  Is  a  member  of  the  executive 
committee  of  the  National  Indiutrlal  Traf- 
fic Lea^e  and  la  chairman  of  the  LCL  and 
merchandise  committee  of  that  league.  Be 
Is  a  member  of  the  transportation  oommlt- 
tce  of  the  United  Statea  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, and  he  aerree  on  the  transportation 
committee  of  the  National  Betall  Federa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Allen  lives  In  Lombard,  ni.  He  la  mar- 
ried to  the  former  Kathleen  Bdwarda  of  Chi- 
cago, and  they  have  a  eon,  18.  and  a  daugh- 
ter, 14. 

I  wish  to  say  for  myself,  as  chairman 
of  the  committee,  that  Mr.  Allen  was 
interrogated  by  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee; and  he  assured  us  that  he  had 
no  connections  which  would  in  any  way 
violate  the  confllct-of-interests  statute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  President  be  no- 
tified forthwith  of  the  nominations  con- 
firmed today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


STATEMENTS  BY  FORMER  PRESI- 
DENT TRUMAN  REGARDING  RUS- 
SIAN ATOMIC  EXPLOSIONS 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  statement  I  am  about  to  make 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  is  somewhat 
delayed,  for  the  Senate  was  not  in  ses- 
sion yesterday.  However,  I  feel  duty- 
bound  to  make  this  statement  today,  for 
the  public  record. 

On  the  morning  of  January  27,  former 
President  Tnunan  was  quoted  in  a  news 
dispatch  as  saying  that  he  had  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  Russians  had 
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an  atomic  bomb.  He  also  admitted  that 
he  had  announced  positively  on  three 
diJTerent  occasions,  beginning  in  1949, 
that  Russia  had  first  released  an  atomic 
explosion,  and  on  two  different  occasions 
later  stated  that  Russia  had  exploded 
atomic  bombs.  When  confronted  with 
that  statement  later  by  the  press,  Mr. 
Truman  is  reported  to  have  said  some- 
thing to  the  effect  that  he  was  saying 
ihose  things  at  that  time  in  order  to 
make  the  American  people  aware  of  the 
danRcrs  which  might  be  facing  them. 

Mr.  President.  I  state  to  you  that  if 
Mr  Truman  made  positive  statements 
of  that  nature— which  he  did.  In  1949 
and  subsequently — and  if  when  he  made 
those  statements  he  had  doubts  in  his 
own  mind  that  Russia  had  atomic 
weai>ons,  and  if  Mr.  Truman  made  those 
statements  merely  to  frighten  the  Ameri- 
can people,  then  It  Is  one  of  the  most  rep- 
rehensible misrepresentations  any  man 
in  public  life  ever  made  to  his  people,  to 
whom  he  owed  a  responsibility. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.    By 
law.  that  committee  has  the  right  to  re- 
ceive information  about  the  services  and 
all  the  other  operations  of  the  depart- 
ments and  agencies  of  the  Government 
insofar  as  atomic  developments  are  con- 
cerned.    In  fact,  there  is  in  the  law  a 
mandate  upon  those  agencies  to  inform 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
of  atomic  developments.    I  say  to  you, 
Mr.  President,  that  regardless  of  whether 
Mr.  Truman,  while  he  was  President  of 
the  United  States,  either  could  under- 
stand or  was  fully  aware  of  the  informa- 
tion which  should  have  been  given  to 
him.   and   upon   which   apparently,   he 
based  his  three  flat  statements,  that  the 
Russians  had  released  atomic  energy,  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  did 
receive   full    scientific    and    highly   re- 
sponsible  Information,   based   upon  all 
manner  of  evaluation  and  all  manner  of 
intelligence  which  thoroughly  convinced 
able  and  inteUlgent  representatives  of 
this  Government  that  Russia  had  indeed 
in    1949,    and    subsequently,    released 
atomic  explosions. 

If  Mr.  Truman,  who  made  those  flat, 
positive  statements  on  his  own  respon- 
sibility, had  any  doubts  about  that  mat- 
ter, either  then  or  thereafter.  It  was  his 
legal  duty,  under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act. 
immediately  to  Inform  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy:  but  he  never 
at  any  time  so  Informed  the  joint  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  President.  It  comes  with  poor 
grace  for  a  man  who  is  now  a  private 
citizen  to  comment  so  glibly  and  appar- 
ently so  irresponsibly  upon  matters  of 
high  secrecy  and  high  sensitivity  to  the 
security  of  the  United  States  and  the 
world,  based  upon  information  which  he 
solemnly  received  under  his  responsi- 
bility as  the  highest  executive  of  this 
land. 

No.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  question 
in  my  mind,  although  I  am  not  an  ex- 
pert or  a  scientist,  and  I  must  rely  upon 
the  reliable  persons  In  our  Government 
who  are  Intelligently  capable  of  evaluat- 
ing these  things.  In  full  reliance  upon 
their  positive  assurance  in  the  past,  I 
say  to  you  that  I  am  convinced  that  Rus- 
sia has  released  atomic  explosions  in 
the  past,  approximately  at  the   times 


when  they  were  announced,  i  Yet  the 
fantastic  statement  is  quoted  or  is  al- 
leged to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Tru- 
man, namely,  that  while  he  said  that 
the  Russians  had  released  an  atomic  ex- 
plosion, he  did  not  say  the  Russians  had 
released  an  atomic  bomb.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  record  shows  that,  according 
to  the  news  story.  Mr.  Truman  said  he 
had  a  doubt  that  the  Russians  could 
make  an  atomic  bomb.  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  It  is  less  complicated  to 
encase  explosive  atomic  materials  In  a 
bomb — that  Is  only  a  matter  of  mechan- 
ical aptitude — than  It  Is  to  create  the 
materials  which  themselves  will  ex- 
plode. So  if  the  Russians  were  able  to 
release  an  atomic  explosion  when  they 
wanted  to.  certainly  the  competence 
that  enabled  them  to  release  such  ex- 
plosion would  be  fully  sufficient  for 
them  to  place  the  material  Inside  a  case 
and  call  It  a  bomb. 

Mr.  Pimident.  it  is  a  startling  thing 
the  former  President  has  done.  In  some 
way  It  smacks  of  Irresponsibility  of  ut- 
terance, which  is  not  without  precedent 
In  his  history.  Just  today  I  am  in- 
formed that,  over  the  news  and  ticker 
services,  the  former  President  released 
another  blast  at  his  critics,  in  v/hich  he 
called  them  pin  heads  and  squirrel 
heads.  Those  appellations  find  their 
counterparts  In  some  of  the  juvenile  ut- 
terances which  have  come  from  the 
White  House  In  the  past  when  Irrita- 
tion and  other  causes  have  brought  out- 
bursts from  that  quarter. 

But,  Mr.  President,  on  the  evening  of 
the  27th.  two  statements  were  released. 
I  released  one  earlier,  on  my  own  respon- 
.sibility.  with  regard  to  the  statement  of 
the  former  President  I  shall  not  quote 
It  at  this  time,  but  I  ask  that  that  state- 
ment be  printed  In  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

Senator  B.  B.  HicKENLOOPni,  Republican, 
of  Iowa,  member  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  ESiergy,  today  issued  the  following 
statement  with  regard  to  former  President 
Truman's  statement  expressing  some  doubt 
that  the  Russians  have  the  A-bomb: 

•In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Truman  Is  a  private 
citizen,  and  I  believe  he  is  entirely  out  of 
place  In  making  any  such  statements  as  a 
private  citizen,  based  upon  sensitive  and 
classified  Information  which  he  may  have 
received  while  he  was  President. 

"He  Is  quoted  as  saying  that  his  former 
announcements  that  the  Russians  had  re- 
leased an  atomic  explosion  'had  been  made 
to  keep  the  American  Nation  fully  Informed 
of  the  peril  they  might  face.' 

"If  Mr.  Truman  made  such  ominous  state- 
ments In  1949.  and  later,  as  President,  for 
the  purpose  of  frightening  the  American 
people  without  being  convinced  that  they 
were  factually  correct,  then  It  U  reprehensi- 
ble, Indeed. 

"I  am  convinced  that  the  Russians  did 
release  an  atomic  explosion  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  and  certainly  if  they  can  release 
an  atomic  explosion  when  they  want  to. 
they  can  make  bombs,  becavise  the  technical 
skill  required  in  putting  together  the  ma- 
terial for  an  explosion  would  not  be  greater 
than  the  mechanics  of  encasing  those  ma- 
terials In  a  bomb. 

"My  Information  on  the  release  of  tne 
atomic  explosion  In  Russia  comes  from  re- 
spoiMlble  officials  In  government,  who  have 


the  responsibility  of  advising  accurately  on 
such  matters,  and  I  have  their  assxirance 
that  atomic  explosions  have  been  released 
In  Russia,  and  I  am  further  convinced  that 
Russia  is  going  forward  with  atomic  devel- 
opment." 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Then.  Mr. 
President.  Representative  Carl  T.  Dur- 
ham, of  North  Carolina,  vice  chairman  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 
Representative  W.  Sterling  Cole,  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  joint 
committee  on  the  House  side,  and  my- 
self, as  the  ranking  Republican  member 
on  the  Senate  side,  joined  in  a  statement 
wliich  is  a  little  more  ample  than  the 
short  statement  I  had  previously  re- 
leased. That  joint  statement  calls  at- 
tention, with  some  shock,  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  former  President,  and  in  a 
very  brief  way  reviews  some  of  the  steps 
to  which  the  Joint  committee  had  gone 
to  assure  Itself  from  competent  author- 
ity that  atomic  explosions  had  been 
theretofore  released  In  Russia.  It  ex- 
presses some  consternation  that  former 
President  Truman  would  make  such  a 
statement.  I  ask,  Mr.  President,  that 
that  joint  statement,  issued  also  on  Jan- 
uary 27,  1953,  be  printed  In  the  Rxc(mid 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Representative  Cakl  DtraHAif , 
Democeat,  or  NoKTH  Carolina,  Retixino 
Chairman;    Senator   Bourke   B.   Hicken- 
LooPER,    Republican,    op    Iowa,    Rankino 
Senate  Majoritt  Member;  and  Represent- 
ative W.  Sterling   Cole,  Republican,  or 
New    York,     Ranking    House    Majorttt 
Member,  Januart  27,   1953 
Today  former  President  Truman  Is  quoted 
as  saying,  "I  am  not  convinced  Russia  has 
the  I  atomic]  bomb     •     •     •    I  am  not  con- 
vinced the  Russians  have  achieved  the  know- 
how  to  put  the  complicated  mechanism  to- 
gether to  make  an  A-bomb  work,  I  am  not 
convinced  they  have  the  bomb." 

The  purpose  of  this  Joint  statement  is  to 
clarify  history  and  to  point  out  that  the 
ex -President's  statement  is  highly  unfortu- 
nate In  that  It  contradicts  indisputable  evi- 
dence not  only  available  today  but  available 
in  1949. 

A  report  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  dated  October  19,  1961.  stated  aa 
follows : 

"In  the  first  months  of  Its  existence  the 
committee  took  two  steps.  ( 1 )  it  pressed  for  a 
strong  United  States  intelligence  effort  di- 
rected at  the  atomic  energy  activities  of  po- 
tential enemies:   and   (2)    it  brought  unre- 
lenting pressure  In  behalf  of  all  endeavors  to 
secure  information  which  would  enable  the 
United  States  to  know  when  any  atomic  test 
explosion  took  place  on  the  continents  of 
Eurasia.    The  intensity  of  the  committee's 
interest  as  to  both  phases  has  continued  at 
peak   level  throughout.      The  active   inter- 
vention of  a  handful  of  Individuals,  some  of 
whom   are    committee   members,   may   well 
have  meant  the  difference  between  failure 
and  success  in  becoming  aware  of  the    •    •    • 
Soviet  bomb  tests  announced  by  the  Presi- 
dent.    Had  these    •     •     •     tests  passed  un- 
noticed  in    the   United   States,   the   conse- 
quences to  ourselves  could  have  verged  upon 
the  disastrous." 

One  individual  is  largely  responsible  for 
successful  United  States  detection  of  the 
three  Soviet  atomic  bomb  test  explosions 
thus  far  announced  from  the  White  House. 
This  Individual  is  former  ABC  Commissioner 
Lewis  L.  BtrauES.  Mr.  Strauss  found  that 
Inadequate  measures  were  being  taken  to 
Inform  the  United  States  about  any  success- 
ful   Russian    weapon    test.    He,    therefore. 
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went  to  Ifr.  ForrMtal  and  Mr.  I>tt«non  and 
other  hlgb-nuiklng  mllltarf  and  clvUlan  of- 
flelala  and  tTi^«t^«H  that  tha  necesaary  meas- 
uiea  b«  updertaken.  In  this  effort  he  had 
the  powo-ful  backing  ot  Senator  Hictlkm- 
loOPXB,  then  chairman  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Energy;  Representative  Cols. 
ranking  majority  member  on  the  House  side; 
and  Senator  UcMahon  and  RepresentatlTe 
DuBxaic.  ranking  minority  members.  It  was 
Mr.  Strauss'  foresight,  relentlessly  endorsed 
by  the  joint  committee — and  assisted  on  the 
technical  side  by  Dr.  Lawrence  B.  Hsfstad. 
now  director  of  ABC  Reactor  Development — 
that  brought  Into  being  many  of  the  vital 
measures  which  averted  the  disaster  that 
might  have  ensued  had  the  United  States 
remained  Ignorant  of  Russia's  success  In 
achieving  the  atomic  weapon. 

In  1949  there  began  to  arrive  Intelligence 
data  Indicating  that  Russia  had  tested  her 
first  bomb.  This  Intelligence  data — like  any 
other  similar  material — had  to  be  carefully 
evalxiated.  Even  In  the  early  phases  of 
evaluation,  however.  It  was  clear  that  In  all 
probability  the  Soviet  explosion  had  been  a 
weapon  test  and  not  an  accident.  Never- 
theless, for  a  few  days.  It  was  possible  to  en- 
tertain narrow  hopes  that  the  explosion  was 
not  an  actual  test. 

During  this  period  of  a  few  days  one  or 
two  high  ofllclals  In  the  executive  branch 
vehemently  took  the  position  that  the  Soviet 
explosion  could  not  have  been  a  bomb  test 
and  that  it  might  have  been  du^to  accident. 
Within  a  very  short  time  thereafter — before 
September  23,  1940 — the  evidence  had  been 
fully  evaluated  and  it  simply  did  not  admit 
of  doubt. 

A  special  board  of  the  Nation's  foremost 
experts  was  called  in  to  review  the  evalua- 
tion. The  board  members — and  there  are 
no  mcve  technically  qualified  individuals 
to  be  found  in  the  United  SUtes— were  com- 
pletely convinced  that  the  Soviets  bad  tested 
a  weapon  device  and  so  reported  on  Septem- 
ber 23.  1949,  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy. 

The  evidence  was  again  reviewed  during 
fall  1949  in  the  Interest  of  supercautlon,  and 
once  again  the  evidence  was  found  by  the 
most  competent  technical  authorities  to 
show  conclusively  that  the  Soviets  had  in- 
deed tested  a  bomb.  Probably  never  in  the 
history  of  intelligence  has  such  clear-cut 
evidence  been  examined  so  exhaustively  so 
often  to  arrive  at  the  same  simple  and  un- 
avoidable  concliision. 

This  whole  episode  has  an  ironical  aspect 
In  that  the  executive  branch,  with  the  back- 
ing of  President  Truman,  determined  before 
September  23,  1949.  not  to  disclose  the  nature 
of  the  evidence  to  the  Joint  committee — a 
decision  violating  the  Atomic  Energy  Act. 
which  requires  the  Joint  conunlttee  to  be 
Informed.  We  term  this  decision  ironical 
not  only  because  the  Joint  committee  already 
knew  the  measures  being  taken  but  had  been 
Itself  highly  Instrumental  in  causing  those 
measures  to  be  adopted  in  the  first  place. 
Soon  after  September  23,  1949,  the  Joint 
committee  did  gain  access  to  all  details 
about  the  first  Soviet  bomb  test. 

On  October  3,  1951,  Mr.  Triunan,  as  Presi- 
dent, himself  publicly  stated — and  we 
quote — "another  atomic  bomb  has  recently 
been  exploded  within  the  Soviet  Union." 
On  October  22.  1951.  the  White  House  an- 
nounced that  a  third  atomic  bomb  explosion 
had  occurred  in  Russia.  It  is  Interesting 
to  note  that  yesterday  the  ex-President  re- 
ferred in  his  statement  to  only  two  Soviet 
tests,  whereas  he  himself — when  President — 
announced  three  such  tests. 

Mr.  HICKKNLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  make  one  other  observation.  It 
haa  generally  been  considered  by  high- 
ranking  officers  of  the  Government,  re- 
gardlew  of  party,  that  when  they  retire 
from  office  and  return  to  civilian  life, 
they  abould  exercise  the  most  meticulous 


care  In  any  statements  they  may  make, 
based  upon  classified,  confidential,  or 
secret  Information  which  they  received 
in  their  capacity  as  guardians  of  the  pub- 
lic security.  I  may  say,  paraphrasing 
the  words  of  a  famous  Ameilcan  patriot 
a  good  many  years  ago,  may  former 
President  Truman  profit  by  their  ex- 
ample in  his  conduct  and  in  the  state- 
ments in  which  he  indulges  in  his  private 
life,  as  a  private  citizen. 


A  large  portion  of  the  information  re- 
vealed to  our  party  is  classified,  secret, 
and  confidential,  and  naturally  will  not 
be  divulged  by  me  except  through  proper 
channels. 

It  is  hoped  that  this  report  will  be  use- 
ful to  the  Congress  in  the  conaideratlon 
and  development  of  legislation  affecting 
Federal  activities  and  personnel  in  over- 
seas areas. 


FINDINGS  OP  SENATOR  JOHNSTON 
OP  SOUTH  CAROLINA  RESULTING 
FROM  HIS  TRIP  TO  EUROPE, 
NORTH  AFRICA,  AND  THE  NEAR 
EAST 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  wish  to  make 
a  report  on  my  findings  in  Europe,  in 
north  Africa,  and  in  the  Near  East  con- 
cerning the  personnel  employed  there. 
This  report  is  based  on  a  personal  study 
of  Federal  pay  and  personnel  practices 
in  the  Near  East,  Africa,  and  Europe. 
A  representative  cross  section  of  Federal 
installations  in  those  areas  was  selected 
for  study  with  the  view  to  obtaining  an 
intimate  understanding  of  the  many 
complex  and  pressing  problems  involved. 

As  the  Senate  knows,  the  Congress  has 
been  required,  with  increasing  frequency 
during  recent  years,  to  consider  special 
pay,  allowance,  leave,  and  other  types  of 
personnel  legislation  for  overseas  em- 
ployees. Action  has  been  taken,  fre- 
quently, in  the  face  of  a  wide  diversity  of 
views  and  often  without  adequate  fac- 
tual information  upon  which  to  base 
decisions.  Accordingly,  Public  Law  201. 
section  5  (b).  enacted  October  24,  1951, 
directed  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  report  "on 
pay  and  personnel  practices  being  fol- 
lowed in  overseas  areas  by  all  depart- 
ments and  agencies.  Including  the  For- 
eign Service  of  the  Department  of  State." 
The  report  was  submitted  April  1,  1952, 
and  is  included  herein  as  appendix  A. 

That  report  indicated,  and  representa- 
tives of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Civil 
Service  Commission,  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  departments  and  agencies 
with  whom  portions  of  it  were  discussed, 
agreed  that  the  personnel  problems 
abroad  are  varied,  complex.  aiKl  not  easy 
of  solution.  Further,  there  was  ample 
evidence  that  prolonged  Inattention  to 
these  problems  had  impaired  the  effec- 
tiveness of  Federal  activities,  nourished 
inefficiency.  undermined  employee 
morale,  and  increased  administrative  and 
operating  expenses  beyond  reasonable 
limits. 

I  respectfully  urge  the  Congress  to  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  immediately  cur- 
tall  certain  useless  and  valueless  activi- 
ties and  to  insist  on  major  organizational 
smd  managerial  reforms  in  overseas 
areas.  It  is  my  conservative  estimate 
that  over  100.000  persons  can  be  removed 
from  United  States  pajrrolls  within  the 
next  12  months  if  this  is  done. 

On  the  basis  of  additional  information 
and  valuable  leads  received  but  not  con- 
tained in  this  initial  report,  I  am  con- 
tinuing my  investigation  of  certain  other 
aspects  of  personnel  practices  in  these 
overseas  installations.  This  will  be  the 
subject  of  a  final  report  at  a  later  date. 
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The  study,  upon  which  this  report  is 
based,  covered  a  representative  cross - 
section  of  Federal  activities  and  installa- 
tions in  the  10  countries  of  Europe,  the 
Near  East,  and  northern  Africa.  Over  a 
thousand  Federal  emplojrees  were  in- 
terviewed during  more  than  two  dosen 
formal  conferences;  other  hundreds  were 
interviewed  at  their  posts  of  duty.  Em- 
ployees were  selected  for  Interview  in  a 
manner  to  represent  all  levels  of  respon- 
sibility, t3rpes  of  program  and  work  from 
the  Ambassador,  administrator,  or  com- 
manding officer  down  through  the  ranks 
to  the  guards  and  messengers. 

Although  the  primary  purpose  of  this 
study  was  to  obtain  first-hand  knowl- 
edge of  conditions  and  problems  in  the 
field  of  pay  administration  and  person- 
nel management,  significant  findings  re- 
sulted in  other  areas.  Therefore,  to  the 
end  that  this  report  serve  usefully  to 
the  greatest  extent  possible,  it  goes  be- 
yond matters  of  strictly  a  personnel  na- 
ture. 

The  study  group  commends  the  cour- 
age and  loyalty  of  some  of  our  employees 
who  have  stuck  to  their  Jobs  in  certain 
areas  despite  the  difficult  drctuutances 
and  conditions.  These  circumstances 
and  conditions  must  be  seen  to  be  ap- 
preciated. In  north  Africa,  France,  and 
parts  of  occupied  Germany  where  new 
con.struction  has  been  raised  from  the 
bombed-out  wilderness,  there  Federal 
employees,  men  and  women  alike,  have 
stood  firm  in  their  Jobs  without  even 
the  least  semblance  of  convenience. 
Their  children  are  going  to  school  in 
Dallas  huts  and  traveling  over  50  miles  a 
day  to  attend  their  classes. 

While  great  progress  has  been  made 
In  the  execution  of  our  many  tremendous 
projects  abroad,  frequently  under  con- 
ditions adverse  in  the  extreme,  it  Is  time 
to  face  up  to  the  fact  that  the  very 
foundation  of  our  foreign  policy  is  being 
damaged  by  an  undertow  that  is  steadily 
increasing  its  pressure.  This  undertow 
derives  its  strength  from  streams  of  in- 
decision, overlapping  authority,  dupli- 
cation of  effort,  wasteful  practices,  over- 
staffing,  and  irresponsible  and  uncoor- 
dinated supervision  and  direction.  Re- 
sponsibility for  the  correction  of  these 
conditions  must  be  assumed  as  appro- 
priate by  the  Congress,  the  President,  the 
executive  departments  aixl  agencies,  the 
supervisory  and  operating  officials,  and 
even  individual  employees,  if  success  is 
to  be  realized  in  our  endeavors  abroad. 

MAJO*   COMCLUaiOIW 

First.  The  Civil  Srnrlce  Commission, 
as  the  central  personnel  agency  for  the 
Federal  Government,  should  recognize 
and  assume  its  responsibilities  abroad. 
Complete  abdication  of  its  responsibil- 
ities in  overseas  areas  has  proven  costly 
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in   terms   of   manpower,   money,   and 

morale. 

Second.  Prompt  steps  should  be  taken 
to  develop  the  full  framework  of  a  com- 
prehensive and  sound  overseas  personnel 
program.  The  system  should  be  de- 
signed to  provide  an'^tension  of  the 
domestic  career  service  to  our  employees 
abroad  but  tailored  to  meet  the  unusual 
problems  peculiar  to  overseas  employ- 
ment. The  lack  of  such  a  system  ac- 
counts for  many  of  the  problems  existing 
today  in  the  field  of  personnel  adminis- 
tration abroad. 

Third.  Immediate  action  should  be  di- 
rected toward  removing  inequities  and 
bringing  about  a  reasonable  degree  of 
uniformity  in  the  administration  and 
operation  of  such  matters  as  (a)  base 
pay  fixing,  (b)  cost-of-living,  rental, 
hardship  and  other  tjTjes  of  allowances, 
<c>  home  leave,  (d)  medical,  educational, 
and  recreational  facilities,  ^e)  travel,  (f ) 
transportation  of  household  and  other 
personal  effects,  (g)  promotional  oppor- 
tunities, and  (h)  retirement  and  separa- 
tion benefits.  It  is  a  situation  that  has 
developed  since  the  Second  World  War. 
The  various  agencies  have  mushroomed 
in  a  hodgepodge  manner,  so  to  speak. 
We  must  assume  our  responsibility,  and 
correlate  them  under  one  head.  Then 
we  shall  have  better  morale  among  our 
personnel  overseas. 

Fourth.  The  variety,  scope,  and  size  of 
our  foreign  programs  and  activities 
should  be  reduced  immediately.  Fur- 
ther, appropriate  measures  should  be 
taken  to  assure  continued  curtailment  as 
warranted  and  to  prevent  irresponsible 
growth  in  the  future.  When  an  agency 
is  set  up  overseas,  naturally  the  desire  is 
to  build  it  up  as  much  as  possible.  That 
is  only  human  nature. 

Fifth.  Responsibility  for  policy  and 
direction  of  foreign  programs  and  activ- 
ities should  be  placed  in  or  under  the 
regular  departments  in  Washington. 
From  somewhere  must  come  the  source 
of  power. 

Sixth.  Responsibility  for  the  admin- 
istration of  all  Federal  programs  and  ac- 
tivities in  each  country  should  be  vested 
in  our  accredited  representative  to  that 
country.  Further,  the  intermediate 
levels  of  responsibility  now  existing 
should  be  abolished. 

We  should  not  have  in  some  countries, 
as  is  now  the  case,  as  many  as  four  am- 
bassadors looking  after  the  interests  of 
America. 

Seventh.  Appropriations  should  be 
consolidated,  administrative  responsi- 
bility defined,  and  accountability  re- 
quired so  that  costs  can  be  determined, 
results  measured,  needs  anticipated,  em- 
ployees utilized,  and  economies  effected. 
Eighth.  The  joint  accounting  project 
of  the  General  Accounting  Office.  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  and  Treasury  Department 
should  be  extended  to  all  overseas  areas 
at  once.  Adequp.te  accounting  systems, 
comprehensive  audits,  and  systematic 
reporting  minimize  the  possibility  of 
fraud,  spot-light  wasteful  practices,  and 
promote  efficiency. 

Ninth.  The  separate  organizational 
units  performing  housekeeping  func- 
tions— personnel,  procurement,  building 
maintenance,  motor  pooU>.  and  so  forth — 
within  each  different  agency  should  be 
abolished.      These    services    can    and 


should  be  performed  at  each  location 
by  a  common  service  staff. 

Tenth.  Immediate  steps  should  be 
taken  to  eliminate  the  costly  and  im- 
necessary  movement  of  iJersoimel.  equip- 
ment and  goods  from  one  location  to  an- 
other, due  mainly  to  the  absence  of 
over-all  planning,  direction,  and  coordi- 
nation. A  great  many  movements  from 
place  to  place  could  and  should  be  elimi- 
nated in  the  future  by  proper  planning. 

riNDINCS  AND  EECOICMENSATIONS 

First.  The  Civil  Service  Commission: 
It  is  the  role  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, as  the  central  personnel  office  of 
the  executive  branch,  to  preserve  and 
improve  the  merit  system  and  provide 
leadership  in  r>ersonnel  administration. 
Conditions  found  to  exist  in  overseas 
areas,  on  the  whole,  provide  the  basis 
for  a  serious  indictment  of  the  Commis- 
sion for  its  failure  to  recognize  and 
measure  up  to  its  responsibilities.  Among 
other  things  it  was  found : 

(a)  That  except  for  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice of  the  Department  of  State  the  over- 
seas personnel  practices  of  the  Federal 
Government  generally  are  not  designed 
to  fit  into  our  concept  of  a  career  service. 
TTiis  accounts,  to  some  extent,  for  the 
problems  of  recruitment,  transfer,  and 
employee  utilization. 

(b)  That  the  diversity  of  statutes  and 
regulations  leads  to  numerous  systems 
of  personnel  administration.  Many  of 
the  problems  which  result  are  beyond 
the  power  of  any  one  agency  to  resolve 
and  there  is  no  coordinating  machinery 
to  bring  the  several  agencies  together. 

(c)  That  little  has  been  done,  except 
on  an  individual  agency  basis,  to  develop 
guides  which  take  into  account  charac- 
teristics essential  to  successful  overseas 
employment.  This  accounts,  in  some 
measure,  for  the  selection  and  appoint- 
ment of  many  employees  who  fail  to 
properly  adjust  themselves  to  conditions 
abroad. 

Certainly  there  ought  to  be  someone 
assigned  who  knows  the  conditions  of 
the  particular  country  involved  before 
anyone  is  sent  abroad.  If  that  were  the 
practice,  I  think  we  would  fare  better 
after  our   representative  arrives  there. 

(d)  That  several  different  perform- 
ance rating  systems  are  used  for  evaluat- 
ing the  work  of  overseas  employees.  The 
variety  of  systems  in  use  destroys  the 
value  of  an  employees  rating,  except  in 
his  own  agency,  leads  to  charges  of  per- 
sonal favoritism,  and  results  in  more 
than  a  normal  number  of  appeals. 

(e)  That  standards  and  job  specifica- 
tions have  not  been  developed  for  many 
positions  peculiar  to  overseas  employ- 
ment. This  makes  sound  pay  adminis- 
tration difficult  if  not  impossible. 

It  is  not  unusual  to  find  such  condi- 
tions. I  once  asked  a  man  who  had  been 
in  about  five  or  six  different  agencies, 
and  who  had  moved  from  place  to  place, 
"Every  time  you  move  do  you  get  a  pay 
increase?"  He  replied,  "I  do  not  know 
whether  you  ought  to  ask  me  that  ques- 
tion or  not." 

(f)  That  several  distinctly  different 
systems  are  used  in  the  examining,  se- 
lecting, and  appointing  of  overseas  em- 
ployees. This  leads  to  an  inevitable  du- 
plication of  forms,  procedures,  and  proc- 
esses, which,  of  course,  results  in  ex- 
tra expense. 


(g)  That  no  audit  has  been  made  of 
the  classification  and  pay  administration 
programs  of  the  agencies  in  overseas 
areas.  The  variance  in  rates  of  pay  be- 
tween agencies  for  positions  of  a  like  na- 
ture indicates  a  serious  lack  of  coordina- 
tion in  the  important  phase  of  manage- 
ment. 

(h)  That  the  wide  diversity  of  prac- 
tices many  times  between  agencies  in  the 
same  country,  with  respect  to  pay,  al- 
lowances, and  other  benefits  for  the 
many  thousands  of  indigenous  p>ersoimel 
employed  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, is  costing  the  taxpayers  millions 
of  dollars,  and  destroying  much  of  the 
good  relations  we  have  sought  through 
our  assistance  programs.  To  cite  one 
of  the  many  examples  encountered;  one 
agency  decided  it  should  give  a  Christ- 
mas bonus  to  its  indigenous  personnel 
without  conference  or  proper  advice  with 
other  agencies  in  the  "^ame  neighborhood. 
Consequently,  the  other  agencies  did  not 
follow  tlK  practice,  and  it  caused  much 
disruption  of  normal  activities.  Fre- 
quently it  is  the  practice  in  these  areas, 
on  the  part  of  local  governments  and  in- 
dustry, which  practice  must  necessarily 
be  followed  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, to  compensate  their  personnel  ac- 
cording to  length  of  service,  number  of 
children  to  be  supported,  whether  an  em- 
ployee is  married  or  single,  and  numer- 
ous bonus  arrangements  which,  com- 
pared with  our  system,  are  extremely 
complicated.  Yet  in  many  areas  we 
found  no  evidence  of  cooperation  be- 
tween agencies,  or  attempts  to  work 
out  a  uniform  approach  to  the  matter. 

RBCOMMENDATTONS 

A.  The  executive  branch  should  de- 
velop and  present  to  the  Congress  appro- 
priate legislation  to  clarify  and  extend 
the  responsibility  of  the  Civil  Service 
Conmiission  for  leadership  in  overseas 
personnel  administration.  Such  legisla- 
tion should  provide  for  the  reorganiza- 
tion and  strengthening  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission,  as  required,  to  enable  it 
to  carry  out  its  duties  and  responsibili- 
ties. 

Some  agencies  are  taking  into  the 
service  persons  from  various  couiatries. 
I  warn  the  Senate  that  we  shall  v.ake  up 
someday  to  find  that  some  of  them  have 
been  placed  upon  our  retirement  rolls, 
and  are  being  paid  in  accordance  with 
the  American  retirement  system.  Others 
will  not.  We  should  look  into  and  cor- 
rect all  such  conditions  before  it  is  too 
late. 

B.  The  Civil  Service  Commission 
should  move  with  force  and  direction  to 
fulfill  its  responsibilities  in  the  areas  in 
which  its  authority  is  clear. 

2.  OVESSKAS  PERSONNEL  PBOGEAM 

It  is  readily  apparent  that  the  Federal 
Government  does  not  have  an  over-all 
personnel  program  designed  specially  for 
overseas  employment.  Current  policies 
and  practices  are  an  unrelated  hodge- 
podge of  laws,  regulations,  and  admin- 
istrative decisions  improvised  on  a  day- 
to-day  basis. 

Although  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
State  Department  has  taken  important 
strides  In  the  development  of  a  person- 
nel system  tailored  for  overseas  employ- 
ment, evidence  indicates  that  adminis- 
tration   of    the    systfem    is    somewhat 
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deficient.  Apart  from  the  matter  of 
actual  administration,  the  State  Depart- 
ment's Foreign  Service  system  has  char- 
acteristics which  are  subject  to  serious 
question.  They  involve  its  isolation  from 
and  lack  of  interchangeability  with  the 
rest  of  the  Federal  service  both  abroad 
and  at  home  and  its  practices  relating  to 
the  selection,  transfer,  and  promotion  of 
employees  and  its  pay-fixing  program 
and  methods. 

The  Foreign  Service  system,  while  it 
is  adaptable  to  a  small,  closely  knit  group 
representing  this  country  in  diplomatic 
circles,  has  serious  weaknesses  when  ex- 
tended to  the  thousands  of  employees 
now  overseas.  Working  in  the  same  job 
and  in  the  same  area  with  employees 
having  diplomatic  status  with  its  spe- 
cial privileges  creates  a  serious  morale 
problem. 

Aside  from  the  foreign  service  the 
tendency  is  to  staff  overseas  activities 
through  contractual  employment  instead 
of  on  a  career  basis.  While  tWs  method 
of  staffing  is  quicker  in  its  initial  stages 
and  has  certain  other  advantages  it  also 
has  some  major  draw-backs.  It  results 
in  a  higher  turn-over  rate  and  denies  the 
Federal  service  the  benefit  of  continuity 
of  service  overseas  and  in  the  United 
States.  Further,  it  does  not  lend  itself 
to  the  development  and  maximum  use 
of  employee  skills  and  knowledges  ac- 
quired in  Government  service. 

Generally,  ijersons  appointed  to  over- 
seas positions  are  not  selected  on  a  com- 
petitive basis  or  required  to  meet  the 
same  standards  set  up  for  employment 
in  the  States. 

Many  employees  were  interviewed  who 
had  not  been  briefed  suflBciently  on  the 
customs,  history,  and  conditions  of  the 
country  to  which  they  were  assigned. 
Others  stated  that  while  they  were  given 
an  orientation  course  l)efore  being  sent 
overseas  it  proved  to  be  of  negligible 
value. 

These  and  many  other  conditions  of  a 
similar  nature  point  to  the  need  for  con- 
structive thinking  and  concerted  action 
In  the  development  of  an  overseas  per- 
sonnel program. 

KZCOMMXNDATIONS 

A.  The  Civil  Service  Commission  should 
take  the  lead  in  developing  the  frame- 
work of  a  complete  overseas  personnel 
program.  While  the  system  should  be 
designed  to  provide  an  extension  of  the 
domestic  career  service  to  employees 
abroad,  it  does  not  follow  that  status 
should  be  conferred  on  all  employees 
«iow  overseas. 

B.  Consideration  should  be  given  to 
removing  the  barriers  that  exist  between 
the  Foreign  Service  and  the  rest  of  the 
Federal  service  so  that  eventually  em- 
ployees overseas  will  be  available  for 
service  in  any  agency  either  at  home  or 
abroad. 

C.  Adequate  entrance  standards  should 
be  developed  and  adopted  to  assure  the 
selection  of  qualified  personnel. 

D.  Proper  orientation  courses  should 
be  given  employees  before  they  are  sent 
overseas. 

s.  oxrrwaMHcia   in   pxksonnel   and   pat 

PRACTICES 

Wide  differences  were  found  to  exist 
In  most  of  the  basic  elements  of  person- 


nel administration  In  overseas  areas.  A 
few  examples  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Position  classification:  Like  posi- 
tions are  allocated  to  different  grade 
levels  in  the  several  agencies.  Some  evi- 
dence was  found  to  indicate  that  the 
grades  of  positions  have  been  raised  as 
a  meanii  of  providing  an  extra  Incentive 
to  overseas  employment.  Position  de- 
scriptions often  are  Inaccurate  and  not 
up  to  date.  Also,  there  is  a  difference  in 
concept  of  pay  administration  to  further 
complicate  the  picture.  In  the  Foreign 
Service  the  salary  of  an  Individual  is 
based  in  part  on  his  rank,  whereas,  in 
other  departments  the  salary  of  an  in- 
dividual is  based  on  an  evaluation  of  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  his  position. 

(b>  Allowances:  Under  a  wide  variety 
of  laws  and  regulations  employees  are 
accorded  allowances  and  differentials  to 
meet  special  problems  and  needs  while 
serving  abroad.  They  are  designed  to 
equate  the  net  comf)ensation  of  em- 
ployees abroad  with  the  compensation  of 
employees  In  the  United  States.  In  gen- 
eral, allowances  are  authorized  to  cover, 
first,  the  cost  of  quarters;  second,  the 
difference  in  cost  of  living  between  an 
overseas  post  and  that  in  Washington; 
and  third,  the  extraordinary  exf>enses 
involved  in  transferring  from  one  post  to 
another.  Certain  types  of  personnel, 
serving  at  designated  hardship  posts,  re- 
ceive in  addition  to  other  allowances  up 
to  as  much  as  25  percent  additional  by 
reason  of  the  assignment  to  such  posts. 
Employees  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  certain  instances  are  provided  educa- 
tional facilities  whereas  employees  of 
other  agencies  are  not  similarly  treated. 

(c)  Home  leave:  Employees  In  the 
Foreign  Service  and  employees  of  MSA 
earn  home  leave  in  addition  to  annual 
and  sick  leave,  whereas  employees  of 
other  departments  and  agencies  earn 
only  annual  and  sick  leave.  This  dif- 
ference in  leave  benefits  is  the  cause  of 
considerable  concern  to  the  agencies  and 
some  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  em- 
ployees. 

(d )  Other  benefits,  and  so  forth :  Wide 
variances  were  found  to  exist  between 
agencies  and  even  within  agencies  in 
such  matters  as  medical  facilities  and 
charges  for  medical  services,  commissary 
and  PX  privileges,  travel  rates  and  trans- 
portation of  household  effects  and  auto- 
mobiles. 

SECOMMKNOATIONS 

A.  The  civil  Service  Commission 
should  be  directed  to  conduct  an  im- 
mediate study  of  pay  and  wage  fixing 
policies  and  practices  in  overseas  areas 
with  the  view  to  developing  a  sound  sys- 
tem of  wage  administration.  The  sys- 
tem should  be  designed  to  remove  exist- 
ing inequities  and  be  suitable  for  use  by 
all  agencies  on  a  uniform  basis. 

B.  Either  by  amendment  of  Executive 
Order  10000  or  by  legislation,  responsi- 
bility for  determining  allowances  and 
administration  thereof  should  be  vested 
in  one  authority.  At  present  the  De- 
partment of  State  has  jurisdiction  in 
foreign  countries  and  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  jurisdiction  in  the  Terri- 
tories and  possessions.  Because  of  the 
relationship  of  allowances  to  pay  admin- 
istration it  would  appear  preferable  to 
centralize  responsibility  for  administra- 


tion of  allowances  In  the  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

C.  Congress  should  enact  legislation  to 
equalize  the  home-leave  t)enefits  of 
overseas  employees. 

I  think  everyone  will  agree  that  it 
should  be  done,  but  we  are  not  doing  It. 

D.  Legislation  is  required  to  equalize 
a  number  of  other  matters  such  as  the 
cost  of  medical  treatment,  transporta- 
tion of  household  effects  and  allowances 
for  educational  purposes. 

4.    VARIETT.    SCOPE,    AND    SIZE    OT   PROOftAlCa 

It  is  self-evident  that  many  of  our  for- 
eign programs  have  served  their  purpose 
and  unless  curtailed  Inmiediately  will 
succeed  only  in  the  future  in  winning  us 
enemies  instead  of  friends.  Other  pro- 
grams have  been  conducted  on  much  too 
grand  a  scale.  One  nnist  meet  with  the 
people  over  there  to  know  just  how  they 
feel  about  Americans  in  the  light  of  such 
actions. 

Still  others  have  been  extended  over 
too  large  a  territory  and  in  too  many  di- 
rections. Some  appear  designed  to  Im- 
pose our  social  standards  upon  other 
peoples  even  against  their  will  or  to  de- 
liberately create  situations  from  which 
we  cannot  withdraw  in  good  faith  in  the 
predictable  future. 

Our  aid  has  increased  employment. 
helped  agriculture  and  industry,  raised 
the  national  Income  and  stabilized  the 
economy  of  Western  Europe  to  a  great 
extent.  Yet  even  in  spite  of  this  we  are 
losinK  the  respect  and  good  will  of  the 
peoples  of  these  countries  for  a  variety 
of  reasons:  Our  wasteful  practices  and 
apparent  disregard  for  the  value  of  a 
dollar  breeds  disgust.  The  large  number 
of  our  employees  and  the  extent  of  our 
operation.s  creates  suspicion.  The  use 
of  scarce  housing  and  other  facilities  by 
our  employees  encourages  contempt. 

Those  of  us  who  are  not  confronted 
with  the  problem  of  scarce  housing  can- 
not appreciate  the  plight  of  those  who 
are  pushed  out  of  their  homes. 

The  plu.«:h  living  of  our  employees  on  a 
comparative  basis  causes  jealousy.  Dis- 
gust, suspicion,  contempt,  and  jealousy 
are  not  foods  upon  which  lasting  friend- 
ships between  individuals  or  nations 
thrive  and  grow. 

REXroM  MCNDATIONS 

A.  Concrress  .should  authorize  and  di- 
rect that  an  Independent  firm  of  ac- 
countants conduct  an  immediate  com- 
prehensive audit  of  each  and  every 
appropriation  from  which  funds  for  for- 
eign programs  and  activities  have  been 
or  are  available.  Among  other  things 
the  audit  report  should  Indicate:  (a> 
Funds  spent — by  country  and  by  object, 
'  b  I  funds  obligated — by  country  and  by 
object,  (o  funds  available-2-limitatlons, 
if  any,  such  as  time  or  object. 

B.  Congress  should  call  for  and  direct 
each  department  and  agency  engaged  In 
overseas  activities  to  prepare  and  sub- 
mit a  current  progress  report  indicating 
among  other  things:  First,  projects  com- 
pleted—location, initial  cost  and  con- 
tinuing annual  cost  of  operation  or 
maintenance;  second,  projects  started 
but  incomplete — location,  cost  to  date, 
cost  to  complete,  anticipated  completion 
date,  continuing  annual  cost  of  operation 
or  maintenance  after  completion;  third. 
projects    committed— location,    antici- 


pated cost,  starting  time,  time  to  com- 
plete, continuing  annual  cost  of  opera- 
tion or  maintenance  after  completion. 

C.  Future  appropriations  should  be 
made  only  on  the  basis  of  an  accurate 
determination  of  the  amount  of  funds 
still  available,  the  amount  of  funds  re- 
quired to  complete  projects  for  which 
we  are  already  obligated,  future  operat- 
ing and  maintenance  costs  and  an  over- 
all appraisal  of  our  total  foreign  pro- 
gram. 

D.  Future  appropriations  should  be  re- 
.strlcted  to  and  based  on  sound  budget 
estimates  for  specific  projects  and  ac- 
tivities. 

E.  Appropriation  language  should  es- 
tablish administrative  responsibility  and 
accountabiUty  and  provide  for  adequate 
auditing  by  the  General  Accounting  Of- 
fice to  assure  that  legislative  intent  is 
being  fulfilled. 

5.    RESPONSIBrMTT    FOR    FOREIGN    PROGRAMS 

There  was  evidence  on  every  hand  of 
confusion,  duplication  of  effort  and  over- 
lapping of  functions  stemming  from  the 
lack  of  cential  direction  and  coordina- 
tion in  Washington.  This  was  evident 
not  only  with  respect  to  the  foreign-aid 
programs  but  in  connection  with  and 
between  the  MAAG  groups  and  the  at- 
tache staffs. 

It  is  obvious  that  such  a  situation  not 
only  impairs  the  efficient  conduct  of  our 
activities  and  pyramids  the  cost  but 
weakens  our  position  In  dealing  with 
foreign  powers  and  their  representatives. 

RECOMMENDATION 

A.  Full  responsibility  for  foreign  policy 
and  the  administration  of  foreign-aid 
programs  should  be  drawn  together  un- 
der the  Department  of  State. 

6.  ADMINISTRATION   OF  FOREIGN   PROGRAMS 

The  organizational  structure  under 
which  our  foreign-aid  programs  are  con- 
ducted varies  widely  in  different  coun- 
tries. Generally  speaking,  lines  of  au- 
thority are  not  clearly  established  which 
leads  to  indecision  and  unnecessary 
delay.  For  example,  in  France  we  have 
three  individuals  with  the  title  of  Am- 
ba.s.«ador  and  three  others  with  the  title 
of  Minister.  In  addition  to  these  six  we 
have  a  score  or  more  with  the  title  of 
administrator,  director,  head  of  mis- 
sion, and  so  forth.  In  Paris  alone,  the 
United  States  Government  has  49  sepa- 
rate agencies,  each  with  separate  au- 
thority and  responsibilities.  Perhaps 
even  worse  than  this  is  the  duplication  of 
staffs  down  through  the  ranks  even  to 
the  mail  clerks  and  messengers. 

In  view  of  this  It  Is  little  wonder  that 
almost  every  foreign  city  of  any  size  is 
"bulging  at  the  seams"  with  American 
employees. 

RSCQMMENDATION 

A.  Complete  responsibility  for  execu- 
tion of  our  foreign  policy  should  be 
vested  in  our  accredited  representative 
to  each  country.  This  individual's  au- 
thority shculd  not  be  diminished  or 
diluted  by  subjecting  him  to  interme- 
diate controls  in  his  contacts  with  or  In 
receipt  of  directions  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  in  Washington. 

7.  STATUS    OF    OBLIGATIONS    AND    FROGRAMa 

It  Is  difficult,  if  not  actually  Impossi- 
ble, to  ascertain  accurately  the  status 
of    our    exi)enditures    and    obligations 


•either  on  a  program,  activity,  project,  or 
country-wide  basis.  Neither  can  the 
number  of  our  emplojrees  be  determined 
either  in  total  or  on  a  country-wide  or 
program  basis.  For  example,  there  is  a 
difference  of  well  over  10,000  in  the  num- 
ber of  employees  rep>orted  to  be  stationed 
overseas  by  two  official  sources  on  the 
same  date.  As  a  further  example,  one 
specific  project  was  reported  by  one 
source  as  costing  in  excess  of  $150,000,- 
000  and  by  another  source  at  less  than 
$90,000,000. 

In  another  Instance  payment  of  over 
$200,000  was  made  to  a  contractor  on 
the  basis  of  his  personal  statement  that 
the  contract  had  been  fulfilled.  Mony 
months  later  it  was  discovered  that  the 
contract  had  not  only  not  t)een  com- 
pleted, but  very  little  work  at  all  had 
been  started  on  it. 

The  reasons  for  this  confused  state 
of  affairs  are  manifold:  For  one  reason, 
the  funds  and  personnel  for  any  given 
program,  activity,  or  function  may  be 
derived  from  a  variety  of  appropria- 
tions or  even  by  transfer  of  funds  and 
personnel  from  one  appropriation  to  an- 
other. For  a  second  reason,  account- 
ability is  neither  clearly  defined  nor 
effectively  executed.  For  a  third  rea- 
son, administrative  responsibility  is  not 
positive  or  coordinated  to  the  extent  that 
systematic  and  reliable  reporting  results. 

It  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that 
consolidation  of  responsibility  for  for- 
eign policy  and  the  administration  of 
foreign-aid  programs  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  coupled  with  the  merging 
of  functions  under  a  responsible  repre- 
sentative in  each  country,  would  pro- 
vide a  businesslike  organization  within 
which  administrative  responsibility  and 
accountability  could  be  effectively  estab- 
lished. 

RECOMMDTOATIONB 

A.  To  the  greatest  extent  possible  ai>- 
propriations  should  be  consolidated  on 
a  program  and  object  basis. 

B.  Blanket  appropriations,  transfers  of 
funds  and  personnel  from  one  appro- 
priation to  another,  and  the  commingling 
of  funds  and  personnel  by  administrative 
action  should  be  held  to  the  absolute 
minimum. 

C.  Congress  should,  through  its  appro- 
priation processes,  require  and  obtain 
reliable  reports  indicating  the  exact 
status  of  past  appropriations,  the  total 
amount  of  outstanding  obligations,  and 
other  data  upon  which  to  base  an  esti- 
mate of  our  future  requirements  in  terms 
of  money  and  manpower. 

8.    ACCOUNTABILITT 

It  was  disturbing  to  observe  the  loose 
maimer  in  which  large  amounts  of  Fed- 
eral funds  are  being  handled  in  overseas 
areas.  In  many  instances,  normally  ac- 
cepted business  practices  were  not  in 
evidence.  Records  and  accounting  pro- 
cedures vary  widely  and  give  every  in- 
dication of  being  inadequate  in  many 
instances.  Regular  audits  have  not 
been  made  and  do  not  appear  to  be 
contemplated. 

Testimony  was  received  to  the  effect 
that  fraud  and  favoritism  have  invaded 
our  procurement  operations.  Some  of 
them  now  would  probably  be  military 
secrets.  The  circumstances  surrounding 
the  letter  of  some  large  construction 
contracts  are  open  to  question.    I  believe 


that  some  mention  of  that  matter  has 
appeared  in  newspapers  in  the  United 
States.  That  news  broke  in  the  field  over 
there  while  I  was  making  an  investiga- 
tion in  that  particular  place.  It  was 
rumored  that  payrolls  are  being  padded 
and  that  incidents  of  alleged  thefts  of 
equipment  and  materials  are  in  fact  sales 
of  such  items  by  Federal  employees  to 
outside  parties. 

Regardless  of  whether  any  or  all  of 
these  allegations  are  true,  there  are  still 
other  rea-sons  for  insisting  on  the  intro- 
duction of  sound  accounting  and  audit- 
ing practices  into  our  overseas  opera- 
tions: First,  the  American  taxpayer  is 
entitled  to  know  that  every  dollar  of 
public  funds  is  being  honestly  handled; 
and,  secondly,  the  introduction  and 
adoption  abroad  of  businesslike  account- 
ing procedures  will  of  itself  bring  about 
worth-while  economies. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.  The  joint  accounting  project  of  the 
Greneral  Accoimting  OfHce,  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  Treasury  Department 
should  be  extended  to  overseas  opera- 
tions as  quickly  as  possible. 

B.  The  General  Accounting  Office 
should  be  authorized  and  directed  to  ex- 
tend its  audit  activities  into  every  phase 
of  our  foreign  operations  and  submit 
periodic  reports  to  the  Congress. 

S.    ADMINISTRATIVE     SERVICES    AND    HOUSEKFEP- 
INO    FUNCTIONS 

It  was  observed  that  an  Inordinate 
proportion  of  employees  abroad  is  en- 
gaged in  the  performance  of  adminis- 
trative and  housekeeping  functions. 
This  is  due  in  part  to  the  lack  of  over-all 
direction,  coordination,  and  planning, 
but  in  the  main  to  the  fact  that  each 
agency,  however  large  or  small,  has  a 
separate  organization  to  carry  out  its 
personnel,  procurement,  payrolling, 
building  maintenance,  motor  pool,  and 
other  service  functions. 

In  Athens  these  common  services  are 
being  performed  by  one  organization 
known  as  Joint  Administrative  Services, 
and  referred  to  as  JAS.  However,  much 
of  the  effectiveness  and  possibly  all  of 
the  economy  to  be  expected  from  such 
a  consolidation  has  been  dissipated  be- 
cause of  the  overly  extensive  and  plu^h 
manner  In  which  JAS  Is  operated.  As 
presently  carried  on,  JAS  is  a  large  op- 
eration. It  has  a  staff  of  over  100  local 
Greek  engineers,  plumbers,  electricians, 
carpenters,  elevator  operators,  char- 
women, and  guards  who  are  engaged  In 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  build- 
ings occupied  by  Federal  employees.  It 
is  responsible  for  the  operation  of  five 
hotels  and  two  mess  halls.  It  supervises 
the  operation  of  a  bus  system  and  a 
far-fiung  taxi  service.  Over  one  million 
bus  passengers  and  over  three-quarters 
of  a  million  car  passengers  were  given 
transportation  during  the  last  fiscal 
year.  The  motor  pool  consists  of  290 
vehicles,  and  has  a  personnel  of  135 
chauffeurs,  40  truck  drivers,  and  70  me- 
chanics. The  supply,  communications, 
publications,  property  maintenance, 
housing,  and  other  services  performed 
by  JAS  are  correspondingly  large. 

I  must  say  that  that  organization  is 
trying  to  correlate  in  some  way  the  vari- 
ous agencies  in  Greece,  but  it  is  a  costly 
organization. 
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A.  The  separate  organizational  units 
performing  common  administrative  and 
housekeeping  functions  in  each  agency 
should  be  abolished,  and  their  functions 
absorbed  by  the  staff  of  our  accredited 
Department  of  State  representative  in 
each  country. 

B.  The  Department  of  State  should 
establish  criteria  for  the  selection  of 
staff  and  the  performance  of  common 
service  functions  to  assure  a  minimum 
operation  and  maximum  efficiency  and 
economy. 

10.    MOVXMEJTT  OF  PIRSONNIX,  EQUIPMENT,   AND 
GOODS 

Evidence  was  received  to  the  effect 
that  employees,  equipment  and  goods 
are  moved  from  one  location  to  another 
with  little  rhyme  or  reason.  One  em- 
ployee stated  that  he  was  assigned  to 
three  different  locations  before  turning 
out  a  full  day's  work.  Another  did  no 
work  until  his  fifth  assignment.  Sev- 
eral did  no  work  until  their  second  as- 
signment. Others  found  work  on  their 
original  assignment,  but  were  moved  to 
posts  where  no  work  existed. 

At  some  installations  a  surplus  of 
heavy  equipment  was  observed.  Much 
of  this  surplus,  now  completely  unusable, 
was  shipped  to  the  installation  just  prior 
to  the  start  of  the  rainy  season,  without 
advance  notice,  and  apparently  with  full 
knowledge  that  adequate  storage  facili- 
ties did  not  exist  at  the  installation. 
Other  installations  did  not  have  similar 
equipment  in  sufficient  quantity  to  keep 
the  project  moving  in  an  efficient  man- 
ner. On  the  other  hand,  other  installa- 
tions, perhaps  close  by.  did  not  have  suffi- 
cient equipment,  but  probably  had  more 
than  ample  storage  facilities.  However, 
much  of  the  equipment  was  shipped  to 
installations  at  which  adequate  storage 
facilities  did  not  exist. 

At  one  point  the  demurrage  bill  alone 
amounted  to  over  $60,000  a  month.  In 
other  words,  Mr.  President,  materials 
and  supplies  were  shipped  so  rapidly 
that  they  could  not  be  unloaded  from 
the  railroad  cars  in  an  expeditious  man- 
ner, but  remained  on  the  railroad  cars 
for  long  periods  of  time,  thus  subjecting 
the  United  States  Government  to  very 
large  bills  for  demiu-rage.  I  do  not  recall 
the  name  of  the  officer  who  made  the 
remark  to  which  I  now  refer;  in  any 
event,  let  me  say  that  when  I  drove  past 
a  man  who  said.  "You  know,  the  goods 
that  were  to  come  in  last  week  haven't 
arrived  yet."  the^  officer  to  whom  he 
spoke  turned  around  to  me  and  said,  "I 
hope  they  don't  come  for  3  months;  I 
have  no  place  to  put  them." 

The  reason  for  this  mismanagement  is 
obvious.  It  is  simply  a  case  of  there 
being  no  coordination  and  planning  at 
the  top  in  the  direction  of  our  multibil- 
lion  dollar  construction  projects  abroad. 

KECOMKENDATIONS 

A.  Authority  and  responsibility  should 
be  drawn  together  under  competent 
management. 

B.  Business-like  accounting  systems 
should  be  installed,  rigidly  followed  and 
utilized  to  improve  operating  and  man- 
agement practices. 

C.  Planning  should  start  at  the  top 
and  be  conducted  on  an  over -all  basis. 


The  main  thing  is,  we  need  a  proper 
coordination  of  all  our  agencies,  which 
we  do  not  have  at  the  present  time. 


Mr. 


ADJOURNMENT 
WELKER.    Mr.     President.     I 


move  that  as  in  legislative  session,  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
January  30.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  ^at  3 
o'clock  and  44  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Friday. 
January  30.  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


♦  ^ 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  January  29,  1953: 
Unitbd   Nations 

James  J  Wadsworth.  of  New  York,  to  be 
the  deputy  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  United  Nations  with 
the  rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary and  Plenipotentiary,  and  deputy  rep- 
resenUtlve  of  the  United  States  of  America 
In  the  Security  Council  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. 

DEPARTMENT   OF  THE   ARMT 

Robert  Ten  Broeck  Stevens,  of  New  Jersey, 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Department  or  the  Navt 

Robert  B.  Anderson,  of  Texas,  to  be  Sec- 
retary cf  the  Navy. 

Dkpaktment  or  the  Air  Force 

Harold  K.  Talbott.  of  New  York,  to  be  Sec- 
retary oi   the  Air  Force. 

National  Mediation  Board 

Francis  A.  ONelll.  Jr..  of  New  York,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  National  Mediation  Board 
for  the  term  expiring  February  1.  1956.  (Re- 
appointment.) 

In  the  Navt  , 

Vice  Adm.  Laurance  T.  DuBose.  United 
State  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank.  pay.  and 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving 
as  commander.  Eastern  Sea  Frontier,  and 
commander.  Atlantic  Reserve  Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  William  M.  Callaghan.  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
commander,  Amphibious  Force.  Pacific  Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  Francis  C.  Denebrink,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  commander,  Military  Sea  Transporta- 
tion Service. 

Rear  Adm  James  I..  HoUoway,  Jr..  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel 
and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel 
In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for  a  term 
of  4  years;  and  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay. 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
(Personnel) . 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  permanent  appointment  to  the  grade  of 
rear  admiral: 

REAR   ADMIRAL,  LINE 


subject  to  qualification  therefor  m  provided 
by  law: 

LINK 

Edward  N.  Parker 


Henry  C.  Bruton 
Joseph  M   Carson 
Charles  P. 

ChlUingworth,   Jr. 
Howard  L.  Collins 
Henry  Cromraelln 
William  L    Erdmann 
Harry  H    Henderson 
Ira  E   Hobbs 
WlUard  K    Goodney 
Peter  W    Haa.s,  Jr. 
Robert  S    Hatcher 
Frederick  N    Klvelte 
WcroT  D   Long 
R'-dHeld  Mason 


Aaron  P   Storrs  3d 
William  K. 

Mendenhall,  Jr. 
Harry  D   Felt 
John  M.  Will 
Leslie  A.  Kniskern 


Lewis  8.  Parks 
Robert  B.  Plrle 
Lester  K.  Rice 
James  S    Rusaell 
John  H.  Side* 
John  Sylvester 
Edmund  B.  Taylor 
John  M.  Taylor 
George  C.  Towner 
David  M.  T^ree 
Frederick  B.  Warder 
Joseph  H    Welllngs 
Austin  W.  Wheelock 
George  C.  Wright 


Armand  M    Morgan 

MEDICAL    COBPS 

Thomas  F    Cooper  French  R.  Moore 

James  R   Fultyn  Ocle  B.  Morrlaon,  Jr. 

Bar'-holomew  W. 
H.  g.«n 

StJPPLT    COKPS 

Charles  G    DeKay 
Frederick  W.  Hesser 

CIVIL  ENCINCn  COftPS 

Joseph  F.  Jelley 

DENTAL    CO«PS 

Ralph  W.  Malone 

The  following-named  ofBcers  of  the  Navy 
for  j)erinanent  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
rear  admiral  In  the  staff  corps  Indicated,  aub- 
jert  to  quaUncation  therefor  as  provided  by 
law: 

chaplain  coaPS 

EJward  B   H.arp.  Jr. 

civil  ENciNna  cokps 
John  R   Perry 

In  th«  Navt 
The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  permanent  appointment  to  the  grade  aud 
corps  Indicated: 

CAPTAIN,    LIN« 

Rudolph  J   Fabian         Bruce  L.  Carr 
WUUam  R    Lefavour     Russell   C.  Williams 


James  H.  Thach,  Jr. 
Richard  W.  Ruble 
Stanhope  C.  Ring 
Charles  F.  Coe 
Thomas  B.  William- 
son 

'  REAR  ADMIRAL,  MEDICAL  CORPS 

Frederick  C   Greaves 
John  Q  Owsley 

REAR  ADMIRAL,  SUPPLT  CORPS 

Joseph  L.  Herllhy 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  temporary  promotion  to  the  grade  of  rear 
admiral  In  the  line  and  staff  corps  Indicated. 


James   M    Wood 
Frank  Ci    Raysbrook 
Luciaii   F    Diidson 
Oscar  E    Hagberg 
Elliott    M     Brown 
Henry   A    F^eiiken 
Freemat^   Cutler 


Charles  B    Brooks,  Jr. 
Victor  H.  Soucek 
Peter  M.  Gavlgllo 
Theodore  A.  Torgerson 
Victor  A.  King 
Lowell   W.   William* 
Robert  E    Hudson 


George  W   Molesworth  Charles  C.  Klrkpatrlck 


Lawsnii  P   Ram  age 
Henry   Mull  ins,   Jr. 
Liiuls   F.  Volk 
John   O.   Miner 
Bafford    E    Lewellcn 
Richard   R    Hay 
Byron  L    Gurnette 


Reld  P  Flala 
Richard  H.  Crane 
Richard  C.  Steere 
William  B.  Sleglaff 
Donald  T.  Wllber 
Alfred  B.  Metager 
Sinclair  B.  Wright 


James   R    Z    Reynolds  Anthony  C.  Roeaaler 
John  B    Fellows,  Jr.     John  F.  Harper,  Jr. 
Arrhie    D.    Fraser  Jay  S.  Anderaon 

George   E    Peckham      Karl  R.  Wheland 
Morris  A    Hirsch  Charles  O.  Cook.  Jr. 

Robert  A  Theobald.  Jr  Harry  M.  S.  Olmber,  Jr. 
Edward   L.   Robertson,  George  B.  Madden 

Jr.  Robert  P.  Beebe 

Claude   V    Hawk  John   H.   Brockway 

Darwin  M    Wlsehaupt  John  A.  Fitzgerald 


George  D    Arntz 
John  G    Lewis 
Carl  F    Nieberle 
Schermerhorn    Van 

Mater 
Raymond  P.  Hunter 
James  M   Peters 


Robert 

CAPT.MN 

John  F  Castree 
Mar.shall  H.  Cox 
Ignatius   N.   Trlpl 

C.\PTAIN. 

George  A.  Rosso 


Sidney  J    Lawrence 
Nelson  M.  Head 
John  N.  Hughes 
Bernard  P.  McMahon 
Robert  A.  Fitch 
Philip    W.    Motherslll 
John  D.  Crowley 

CAPTAIN,    MEDICAL    CORPS 

B.   Brown 


StTPPLT    coaPS 

John  W.  Crumpacker 
Paul  W.  Clarke 
Rot>ert  M.  Bowstrom 

chaplain  corps 


r'rkKm»F<;<sIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  29 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD -— SENATE 


637 


CAPT.\IN.    DENTAL    CORPS 

Wilbur  N.  Van  Zlle 
Alvlu  H.  Gruiiewald 

CCMMANDEK,    LINK 

William  N.  Thl.»  Forrest  A.  Todd 

Hichard  B.  Lanlng  John  P.  Edwards 

Luclan  J.  Hunt,  Jr.  Richard  W.  Parker 

Robert  H.  Paul  I  Richard  M.  NUes 
Arthur   H.  Berndtaon  WUUam  8.  Antle,  Jr. 

Russell  F.  Moon  Allen  P.  Cook.  Jr. 

William  J.  Ciuiparl  William  H.  Mack 


Vincent  P.  Healey 
John  D.  Howell 
Hugh  B.  Vlckery 


Jamea  F.  McRoberts 
Kenneth  G.  Simmons 
Robert  L.  Kalen 
Arthur  L.  Maltby.  Jr.  John  F.  Davis 
George  L.  Block  Edward  P.  Jacobs 

Ralph  P.  Desmcmd,  Jr.  Arthur  G.  Esch 
Eugene  A.  Hem  ley  Harry  C.  White 
Thomas  H  Taylor  John  H.  Boyum 

Robert  H.  Whl  «  Rue  O'Neill.  Jr. 

Albert  W.  Newhall.  Jr.  Douglas  A.  Clark 
Donald  M.  Kable  Carl  A.  Sander.  Jr. 

William  W.  Trl:e  John  L.  Bishop 

Archibald   T.   Nlchol-  Philip  F.  Eckert 

B<jn,  Jr.  Harvey  J.  Smith.  Jr. 

Ashley  J.  Little  James  8.  Elklns.  Jr. 

Harry  P.  Fl-vhiT,  Jr.    Wilbur  G.  Barton 
James  G.  Hedrlck         John  C.  Micheel 
Thomas  R.  Perry.  Jr.   Roger  F.  Smith 
John  B.  Nelson  Stephen  H.  MacOregor, 

William  W.  South  Jr. 

Jacob  V.  Heln.ark  John  E.  Plummer 
Roy  C.  5mallw<Kxl.  Jr.  Everett  M.  Glenn 
Guy  E.  Hearn,  Jr.  Louie  W.  Strum.  Jr. 

Ernest  R.  Pete'son       Leigh  C.  Winters 
Richard  H.  McKlllgott  Jesse  D.  Worley 
William  E.  Westhoff       Julian  T.  Burke,  Jr. 
David  L.  G.  King  Nathan  R.  Lincoln,  Jr. 

Ned  Garrett  Louis  E.  Burke.  Jr. 

Herschel  V.  Sellers.  Jr.  Farrell  B.  McFarland 
Allen  A.  Bergner  William  F.  Laffey 

Irving  J.  Davenport       Richard  W.  Shafer 


William  W.  Braley 
Robert  A.  Bogardus 
David  A.  Marks 
Charles  8.  Walllne 
John  A.  WhlUcre 
John  H.  Caldwell 
Fred  J.  Oorczyk 
William  J.  Keating 


Robert  W.  Mcintosh 
Richard  C.  MueUer 
Stanley  E.  Wagenbals 
John  P.  Wler,  Jr. 
Richard  E.  Brown 
John  H.  Rockwell,  Jr. 
William  A.  Walker  3d 
Hugh  A.  Hanna 
Demetrius  J.  Vellla 


Batcheller.  Edgar  H.     Johnaon,  Nels  C. 
Baumberger,  Walter  H.  Kalt.  Herman  H. 


Becker.  Albert  L. 

Bengston,  Robert  C 

Bentley.  James  C. 

Bertholf,  Charles  M 

Blenman.  Charles,  Jr.    Kossler.  Herman  J 

Bourke.   Robert  E.        Krapf.  Arthur  E. 

Boyle,  Francis  D. 

Brockett,  William  A. 

Brooks.  William  B. 

Bromley.  John  R 


Kane.  Richard  P. 
Keller,  William  W. 
Ketchum,  Gerald  L. 
Klnsella,  William  T. 


Latham,  Richard  C. 
Lautrup,    George    W., 

Jr. 
Lee.  Edwin   8..  Jr. 


Brown.  Samuel  R.,  Jr.Leeman,  Robert  W. 
Browne.  George  H.        Lefelar.  Louis 


Bwift.  Douglas  M. 
Taylor,  Brown 
Taylor.  Keith  E. 
Thompson,  Harry  L. 

Jr. 
Tlbbets.  JoBeph  B. 
TUburne,  Edward  R. 
Townsend,  Robert  L. 
Travis.  Charles  W. 
Upbam.  Frank  K. 
VanArsdaU,  Clyde  J., 
VanLeunen.  Paul.  Jr. 
Vose,  James  E.,  Jr. 


Bruchez,  Ernest  V. 
BuUen,  George  8. 
Bullen,  Jacob  T.,  Jr. 
Cain,  Jamea  R.,  Jr. 
Chambers,  Lester  S. 
Chandler.  Robert  A. 


Lief,   Sam   Alt)ert 
Lord.  Edwin  E..  Ill 
Lowe,  John  T.,  Jr. 
MacKenzle.  Colin  J. 
MacLeod.  Warren  S. 
Maddox.  William  8. 


Chaney,  Wilbur  H..  Jr. Mann,  Charles  C. 
Chrlstensen.  Ernest  E.  Manning.  Arthur  R. 
Chung-Hoon.    Gordon  Marshall,  Frank  G.,  Jr. 
p.  Martin,  John  C. 

Martin,  William  I. 

Maynard.   Rusaell   H. 

Merrill.  Grayson 

Merrill.  Sidney  D.  B. 

Metcalf,  Paul  T. 

Miller.  Henry  L. 

Morgan,  John  C. 

Morland,  John  B. 

Murray,  Hugh  Q. 

McCormlck,      William 
M. 


Clarey.  Bernard  A. 
Clifford.  George  M. 
Close,  Robert  H. 
Coffin.  Albert  P. 
Cole,  AUyn,  Jr. 
Coleman.  Wilson  M. 
Coley,   Charles  C 
Collins,    William    M., 

Jr. 
Compton,  James  R. 
Copeland.  Richard  Q. 
Cordiner.  Douglas  L.     McGlllls.  John  F. 
Craft,  James  P..  Jr. 
Daunls,  Stanley  S. 


Davis,  Eugene  W. 
Day,  Barton  E. 
Day.  Howard  E..  Jr. 
Dean.  WUUam  A..  Jr. 
Deragon.  WUUam  N. 
Dickey.  WiUle  M 


Eugene  D.  Lamlman 

Harold  W.  Blcsemeler  Tom  H.  Well* 

Markeson  Varland  Robert  D.  Qulnn 

Robert  E.  Huddleston  Robert  O.  BUI 

Joseph  Demetree  George  M.  Hawea 

Andrew  H.  Reld  Stewart  W.  Swacker 

Paul  M.  Paul  John  W.  SulUvaa 
Robert  N.  Miller 

COMMANDEX,  SUPPLT  COEPS 

Grover  C.  Heffner         Russell  O.  Merrill 
Olio  V.  Wallgren,  Jr.     WUUam  C.  Nielsen 
William  F.  Harvey,  Jr.  Gardiner  T.  Polllch 
Robert  W.  Oranstoa      James  T,  Hughes 
Earl   O.   Rice,   Jr.         Joseph   H.   Batchelder 
Gordon  M.  Calllson       Fred  Coleman 
Arthur  E.  Desrosler       Harold  H.  Blackman 
Kenneth  L.  Jeffery,  Jr. 

COMMANDEE,  DENTAL  CORPS 

Lyman  H.  Riney 
William  I.  Oullett 
Allen  L.  Mclnturff 

COM  M ANDES,    CIVIL    XNOINEIS    CORPS 

William  E.  Norcroes 

Donald  M.  Rait 

In  THE   Navt 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty  for 
temporary  promotion  to  the  grade  of  cap- 
tain In  the  line  and  staff  corps  as  Indicated, 
subject  to  qualification  therefor  as  pro- 
vided by  law: 

For  temporary  promotion  in  the  Navy: 

LINE 

Adams.  Spencer  M.       Arnold,   Jackson  D. 
Allen,  Russell  B.  Ashley,   James   H.,   Jr. 

Anderson,    Howard   T.Babb,  James  D. 

E.  Bailey.  Claude  P. 

Antonlak,  Charles         Baranowskl.  Walter  E. 


McLaren,  Earle  K. 
Nauman.  Harley  K. 
Neville.    Lawrence    R. 
Newell.  James  H. 
Nichols,  John  C. 
Nichols.  Richard  E. 
Nusom.  Frank  A. 
_  Ogle,  John  N. 

Dlckuiion.'cTarTnce  B-O'fane,  Richard  H. 

Dissette.  Edward  P.       9^'^*'"'  ^°?"^  ^-      , 
Dixon.  Duncan  P..  Jr.O"".   Statton  R     Jr. 
Doss,  Clarence  T..  Jr.     ^vrom.  Robert  J. 
Dry.  Melvln  H.  Owers.  James  E. 

DUBOIS.  Thomas  H.  ^":»°'"'  9'*°^8e  E.  T. 
Dutton.  William  T.  C?  ?°' J^  ^^"^  t^ 
Edwards,  David  8..  Jr.  ?°^'^*^%""'  ^^  ^' 
Fahy,  Edward  J.  ^^''P"'   £°^\^-    ,, 

Fielder.  Charles  W.       ^  f^^'y-  Tl^^  ^-  ^^' 
Fleck.   Francis   E.,    Jr.  P"^^f  •  ^'•8«  ^'.^ 
Fletcher.   Francis     C  J^^Ji.  ^^^  f  b^. 

Foster.  John  L.  mw^J    v.....^.   n 

Puller.  Harold  D. 


Fulp,  Jamea  D.,  Jr. 
Oamon,  John  A.,  Jr. 
Garth.  Craig  R. 
Gebelln.  Albert  L. 
Oerlach,  Charles  H. 
Oralla,  Arthur  R. 
Orange,  Gifford 
Greer,  Harry  H.,  Jr. 
Orlfflth,  Walter  T. 
Gunn,  Frederick  A. 
Guthrie.  William  L. 


Rlttenhouse,  Ellis  B. 
Robblns,  Orme  C. 
Roenlgk,  John  O. 
Rowe.  Hilary  C. 
Rutherford,  Reginald 
Savldge.  Paul  8.,  Jr. 
Scanland,  Francis  W., 

Jr. 
Schantz,  Edwin  H. 
Scherer,  Donald  A. 
Schnable.  Allan  G. 
Schulz.  Lester  R. 


Halligan,  James  E    Jr.  g^n^   Robert  F. 
Hampton.  Isaiah  M.     gemmes.  Benedict  J., 
Hardy,  Robert  J. 
Harllee,  John 
Harper,  Cecil  K. 
Hastings.  WiUard  E. 


Jr. 
Sheffield,   Fletcher  L, 

Jr. 
Shepard,  Richard  D. 


Henderson.  Charles  M.  3^41,0^  ^^^^^  g 
Hoffman    George  D.     gj^^  Lesn^  ^^ 
Horton,  John  A    Jr.     gmith,  Arthur  C. 
House.   Arthur  C..  ^r.^^^^    Bernard  A.  ^ 


Howard,  John  W. 
Hutchings,  Charles  8 
Hutcbings,  Curtis  H. 
Hyde,  John  M. 
Hyland.  John  J. 
Ingram,  Carlyle 
Irvine,   Donald   G. 
Jett,  Charles  M. 
Joachim,  Paul  L. 
Johnson.  James  K. 


Smith,  James  E. 
Smith,  John  V. 
South,  Thomas  W.,  II 
Splcer,  Henry  C,  Jr. 
Staley,  Joseph  J.,  Jr. 
Btephan,  Cbarles  R. 
StirUng.  Cedric  W. 
Stone,  Lester  J. 
Strickler.  Lyle  E. 
Sweeney,  WiUlam  E. 


Walker.  WUliam  W. 
Walsh.  David  J. 
Wells,  George  O. 
Westholm,  Rollin  E. 
Wheeler,  Robert  E. 
Whltaker,' Reuben  T. 
White,  Marshall  W. 
Williams,  Robert  R., 

Jr. 
WUllams.  Vernon 
Wright,  James  M. 
Wyckoff,  John  M. 


MEDICAL  COEPS 


Canty,  Thomas  J. 
Davis,  Jefferson 
Ede.  Shakeeb 
Garrlty,  Richard  W. 
GeU,  Charles  P. 
Goodwin,  Merrill  H. 
Hanner.   Joseph   M. 
Hogan,  Edward  E. 
Lawler,  Arthur  L. 


McLamey.  Edward  P. 
McNamara.  PhUlp  J. 
Metcalfe,  Earle  E. 
MUler,  Walter  R. 
Phoebus,  Clifford  P. 
Roudebush,  Marion  E. 
Syslo,  Joseph  A. 
Walker,  Russell  H. 
Wlsler,  Samuel  J. 


SUPPLT    COEPS 

Ambrose,  Dennieon  C.  Klunk,  Richard  S. 
Cole.  Harold  E.  Robblns.  William  I. 

Pagan,  Edward  M. 

CHAPLAIN  CORPS 

Dlckman,  Paul  W.  J.    Schwyhart,  Robert  M. 
Howe,  Harris  W.  Twltchell.  MarteU  H. 

Redman,  EmU  F. 

ClVn.   ENCINESm   COEPS 

Castelazo,  Arthur  H.     Coxe,  Lewis  C. 
Church,  William  C.  O.  DaUy.  Charles  S.,  Jr. 

DENTAL   CORPS 


Martin.  Niels  R. 
Urban,  Kenneth  L. 
Schlicht,  Otto  H. 
Simpson,  Maurice  B. 


Chastain,  Roger  V. 
Curren.  Gail  T. 
Griffin.  Maine  A. 
Hoffer,  Caryl  J. 
Justice,  Jamea  R. 

For  temporary  promotion  in  the  Naval  Re- 
serve : 

LINE 

Lul.  Edward  B. 
Rowinski.   Nicholas  M. 
SchaU,  Otto  C,  Jr. 

DENTAL  CC«PS 

Ennes,  Ralph  M. 
Henn.   Carl   O. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty  for  tem- 
porary promotion  to  the  grade  of  commander 
in  the  line  and  staff  corps  as  indicated,  sub- 
ject to  qualification  therefor  as  provided 
by  law: 

For  temporary  promotion  in  the  Navy: 


LINE 


Allen.  Joseph  S. 
Baker,  John  R.,  Jr. 
Bayers,  Edward  H. 
BJornson,  Ctordon  B. 
Bode,  Elton   W. 
Boord,   Robert  P. 
Bragg,  Prank  B. 
Brannan,  Leonard  L 
Brooks,  George   W. 
Brown,  Ben  T. 
Brueggemann, 

Arthur  R. 
Btirton,  Roy  E.,  Jr. 
CaUan,  James  E. 
Chase,  WUliam  E. 
Clute,  George  8. 
Commons.  Norbert  A. 
Crawford,  Adna  R. 
Crawford,  Joseph 

W..  Jr. 
Dana.  Martin  L. 
Danlelskl,  Joe  M. 
Davis,  Lewis  B.,  Jr. 
Davol,  Charles  D.,  Jr 
Decker,   Joe  B. 
Deibler,  William  D. 
Dunston,   Charles  E. 
Emslle,  WUlUm  P. 
Bsch.  Robert  R. 
Flrebatigh.  0<HXlon  E. 
ftench.  George  W. 


Glsvold,  Paxil  A. 
Gmyr.  Walter  A. 
Orlinng,  Charles  W. 
Gross,  John  W. 
Harding,  WUliam  T. 
Harlin,  Walter  V. 
Hawk.  Clarence  C. 
Hawkins.   Everett  L. 
Holmes.  WUbur  T. 
Hughes,  James  L.,  Jr. 
Issitt.  Donald  K. 
Jackson.  Richard  J. 
Jones,   Charles  M. 
Kaul.  Frederic  H. 
Keigher,  Joseph  P.. 

Jr. 
Lamka.  Raymond  W. 
Larson,  Vernon  H. 
Lee,  Plom   L. 
Lehan.   John  P. 
Lelchter,   Herbert 

L.,  Jr. 
LeMote,  Norman  N. 
.  Lewlaton.  WUlUm  A. 
Loewer.  Leroy 
Madrlgan,  Fred  J. 
Maurer,  Wlnfleld  O. 
Melusky,  Thomas  A. 
Merritt,  Carl  R. 
MUler.  Otto  C. 
Montf  ort.  Richard  A. 
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McCvtby.  John  F. 
Neely,  Wllllsm  K. 
Newton.  Lewis 
Norrell,  Foxrert  H.,  Jr. 
Odiome.  Robert  Q. 
Oeegueda.  Frank 
Paretsky.  Jacob  S. 
Pease,  William  L. 
Randall,  Arthur  H. 
Reid,  Robert  C 
Rex.  Daniel  F. 
Robertson,  Horace 

L.,  Jr. 
Sanborn.  Francis  R. 
Schultz.  Horace  D. 
Screws.  Frank  M. 
Slbltcky,  Martin  C. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


Bmith.  Ulebael  P. 
Snider,  AUred  C. 
Stetson,  Thomas  H. 
Sullivan.  George  A. 
Swain,  Dean  H. 
Tenanty,  Joseph  R. 
TerrlU.  Ralph  B. 
Thomas.  Willis  L. 
Troemel.  Benjamin  H. 
Violett.  Sam  O. 
Ward.  Arvell  B. 
Watson.  George  S. 
Wlndley,  William  D. 
Wolfe,  Theodore  E.,  Jr. 
Wooldrldge,  Arthur 
R..  Jr. 


Clapper.  Emory  W 
Clark,  Terence  O. 
Clarke.  Henry  E. 
Cleaves.  Alfred  S. 
Cleland.  Cook 


aCZDICAL  COIFS 


Anderson,  Guatave 
Berry.  Richard  G. 
Bills.  Ervlne  S. 
Braff,  Andrew  F. 
Callagan.  Dwight  A. 
Canfleld,  Barle  O. 
Cerzosimo,  Frank  A. 
Cheffey.  John  H. 
Clark.  Gale  G. 
Oalusska,  Albln  A. 
Hall,  William  K. 
Jonas.  Walton  L..  Jr. 
Kaufman.  James  A. 
May,  Romulus  L. 
Maynard,  Russell  M. 
Nadbath,  Rudolph  T. 
Osborne,  David  P. 


T. Pease,  John  A. 
Pino,  Daniel  M. 
Relst,  VorrU  M. 
Sarklslan.  Sarkis  3. 
Schufeldt.  Dean 
Smith,  James  M. 
Smith,  WUUam  L. 
Stryker,  William  S. 
Suddutli.   Herschel 
Sussex,  James  N. 
Wagner.  Henry  G. 
Walker.    GranvlUe 

Jr. 
Weiss.  Harry  A. 
Whoolery.  Lawrence  A 
Yocum.  Thomas  D. 
Zuska.  Albert  J. 


I.. 


SXTrTLT   COBF8 

Allen,  John  P.  Peterson.    George    W., 

Clefton,  Claude  A.  Jr. 

Harrison.  Frederick  D.Peterson,  Rudolph  M, 
Kasdorf ,  Charles  A.,  Jr.  Stafford.  Harry  D. 
Klrby,  Robert  W.  Stern,  Theodore  a 

Loomls,  Floyd.  Jr.  Troth.  Philip 

Mather,  Fred  L 

CIVIL    SNCINXER    COKPS 


Connolly.  Daniel  E. 
GIU,  Samuel  C,  Jr. 


Huey.  Arthur  S..  Jr. 
McCaffrey.  WiUlam  T. 


CHAPLAIN  COKPS 

Albrecht.    Herbert    C.Michaels,  Emmett  T, 


W 

Alley,  James  A. 
Beck.  Max  G. 
Best.  CyrU 
Hester,  James  D. 
Kulinskl,  Arthur  If. 
Marks,  James  R. 
McComas,  Robert  F. 
McDonald,    Joseph    D 


Morton.  Paul  C. 
Read,  Alden  A. 
Reaves.  James  E. 
Ricker,  Richard  W. 
Salyer,  Oswald  B. 
Schnurr,  Herman  J. 
Seymour,  Howard  A. 
Wright.  George  A. 


DKNTAL   COaPS 


Cermak,  George  L. 
Dudley,  George  E. 
Ferris,  John  B. 
Frlesz,  Raymond  H. 
Olelsten.  Howard  P. 
Harrison,  William  J. 
Hlldreth.  Edward  R. 
Hutson,  William  S. 
Jones,  John  P. 
King,  Jan  F. 
Leonard,  Melvln  R. 


Lorlng.  Arthur  J. 
Ownby,  Thomas  J. 
Parker,  John  A. 
Roble,  John  C. 
Rogers,  James  G. 
Sample,  Theodore  O. 
Sheppard.  Furman  L. 
Smith.  George  M. 
Stewart,  Craig  A. 
Walker.  Rupert  S. 
Walsh,  Eugene  A. 


Maeck.  Francis  J. 
MacKinley.     Laurence 

L. 
Martin.  Daniel  A. 
Mattlin.  Harold  C. 


Clement,  Thomas  M.    Maurer,  Robert  A.,  Jr. 
Coleman,  Wade  H.,  Jr.  Mayer.  Robert 
Conrad,  Charles  A,       MlUor.  Alfred  R..  Jr. 


Cox,  Peter  J..  Jr, 
Creed,  James  E. 
Dean.  Frank  K. 
DeLong,  Walter  E 
Denham.  Dale 


Mitchell.  James  M. 
MltcheU,  William  B. 
Moorehead,  John  P. 
Morgan,  Thomas  J. 
Morreale,  Joseph  H. 


BXn>PLT 

Creech,  John  C,  Jr. 
Flnley.   Edley   B. 
Griggs.   Chester  H. 
Hampton.  Deward  B. 
Hawes.  Ernest  L. 
Howlta,  Charles  R. 
Lenahan,  John  P. 
Locke.   Walter   R. 
McElroy.  Benjamin  J 
McHugh.  Daniel  J. 
Murdock,  Clifford  M. 


January  29 

coaps 

Payne.  George  W. 
Prltchard.  William  T. 
Ryan,   John  C. 
Simpson,  Alexander  R. 
Spalding.  Allan  R. 
Wash,   Carroll    B. 
Weske,  Christian  A. 
Wessllng,  Frank  J. 
Wood.  George  S..  Jr. 
Young.  Albert  J. 


DesJardlns.  Paul  B.  G.  Morrison,  Claude  O 


CHAPLAIH    COBPS 


DeWltt,  Bert  F. 
Donald.  Robert  G. 
Donaldson.  James  R. 
Dubrule.  Jean  P. 
Dustln.  Frederick  O. 
Elckwort,  Louis,  III 
Ellis,  Burton  T. 


MSHCAit  navicx  coaps 
Olawson,  Joseph  J.       Knight.  Kenneth  U 
Ooren,  Sydney  Miller.  George  A. 

Holway,  Richard  T.       Taylor,  William  W.,  Jr. 
Far   temporary   promotion   In    the   Naval 
Reserve: 


Allen,  Frederick  8. 
Anderson.  Paul  O. 
Angstadt.  Albert  W 
Ash.  Uoyd  R. 
Barclay.  Ralph  B..  Sr. 
Bartindale.  Richard  M. 
Bates.  Towards. 
Benge.  Leroy 
Bennett,  Howard  F. 
Bentley.  Robert  J. 
Betak.  John  F. 
BUbee,  Charles  L. 
Bishop.  George  W.,  Jr 


Mullen.  John  O. 
MulUns.  Fred  F.,  Jr. 
McGee,  George  J.  M. 
McLaughlin.  David  C. 
McBeynolds,  Robert 
Nelson,  Richard  E. 
Newton.  Roy  M. 


Embry,  Aahton  F..  Jr.Nlsbet.  Robert  A. 

Pane.  Francis  D. 

Fenwlck,  WUllam  F. 

Fink.  Theodore  R. 

Fisher,  Benjamin  H. 

Fisher,  Bernard  R. 

Fisher,  Ferdinand  H. 

Foltz.  Earl  M. 

Poulger.  Frederick  B. 

Frederick,  Joseph  L. 

Puller,  Frank  L. 

Puller,  Nathan  R. 


Black,  Clifford  W. 
Blackwell,  Raymond  E. 
Blanchard.  Jean  J. 
Blauvelt,  Ralph  E. 
Boardman,  Samuel  C. 
Brewer,  John  S. 
Brlggs,  Charles  W. 
Brown,  Lloyd  L. 
Brownlee.  John  H. 
Brownlee.  Marlon  R. 
Carlock.  Lacon.  H.,  Jr. 
Cash.  Mitchell 
Chesser,  Wendell  J. 


Nuelsen.  John  L..  Jr. 
OLeary,  Frazler  L..  Jr. 
Orenateln,  Samuel 
Otteson,  Otto  P. 
Otto.  William  J. 
Paige,  Harvey  C. 
Paxon,  Robert  J. 
Perry.  James  H. 
Pettebone,    Edgar    R.. 

2d 
Plllsbury.  John  D. 
Poklnskl,  Joseph  N. 


Black.  Franklin  C. 
Breen.  William  F. 
Bumis.  Llewellyn  G. 
Carter,  James  L. 
Connolly.  James  C. 
Embry,  Hugh  C. 
dalaty.   Gordon  B. 
Hoglan.  George  W. 
Jones,  Aller. 
Kuolt,  Milton  G. 
Lawler,   Charles   W. 
Lynch.  Edward  M. 
Mulligan,  Edwin  C. 


Fuasell,  Luclan  H. 

Garvan,  Francis  P.,  Jr.  Pool,  Wlllard  R 

Caudreaux,    Laurence  Potts.  John  L 


Gentsch,  Prank  M. 
Gerboth.  Harold   C. 
Gleason,  Maynard  G. 
Gnam.  James  H. 


Powdrell.  Earle  C. 
Powers,  Oscar  S. 
Prior,  Harris  K. 
Reld,  Robert  T. 
Reymann,  Edward  K. 


Goddard.  Lawrence  J. Robinson.  Seymour  J. 
Godfrey.  Robert  B.       Robinson,  Virgil  N. 


Greene,  Frederic  H. 
Gregg,  John  A. 
Griffin,  Oliver  F. 
Grimm.  Robert  S 
Haatvedt,  RoLfe  A. 


Rogers,  Dean  C. 
Rose.  Clifford  A. 
Rowland,  Joseph  M. 
Ryan.  Delbert  O. 
Sabln,  Frederick 


Habermacher,  Andrew  Sanchez,  Alvaro  M. 


Hanor.  Dorman  H- 
Harper,  Edwin  J. 
Harper,  Riissell  F. 
Hart,  John  H. 
Hatfield,  Joseph  L. 
Henaon,  Charles  A. 
Hill.  Augiist  J.  N.  H 
Hogan,  John  H. 


Bewail,  Charles  H. 
Shaul.  Donald  R. 
Shirley.  Henry  A. 
Shyne.  John  W. 
Slmonelll.  Romeo 
Smith,  Gordon  D. 
Smith,  James  C. 
Sommer.  Philip  L. 
Spellman,  Joseph  E. 


Hougland,  Clifford  P.    Spldell.  Emery  P 


Houser.  Lyle  C 
Hudson.  Raymond  G 
Hughson,  Howard  H. 
Hutchison,  Elmo  H. 
Ives.  George  S. 
Jackson.  William  B. 
Jarvls.  Kenneth  L. 
Jennings,  Hubert  E. 
Jewell,  Richard 


Stein.  Irving 
Stemfield.  Bertram  F. 
Stone,  Earle  F. 
Strauss,  Stuart  M. 
Strlckler.  Charles  S. 
Strlckler.  Kenneth  H. 
Sugden.  Greer  W. 
Sveeggen.  Gerald  E. 
Tacker.  Harold  L. 


Jones.  Frederick  H..  Jr.  Tarleton,  Wilson  W. 
Jorgenson,  Irving  N.    Taylor.  Byron  M. 
Kelrstead.  Maurice  3.  Thompson,  Laurence 
Kelley,  Kenneth  K.       Trapolln.  Frank  W. 
Klmmel,  Samuel  Tully,  John  M. 

Klrkham.   Harold  B.     Tyler.  Sidney  P.,  ad 
Kitchen,    Francis    B..Vlachoe,  William  N. 


Jr. 
Klare.  Robert  A. 
Krlsel,  Lionel 
Kuch,  Walter  A. 
Kyle,  Burton  T.  Jr 


VonMach.  George  L. 
Wall,  John  C.  Jr. 
Wallace,  Lowell   D. 
White,  James  F. 
Wlllotighby,  Dike  A. 


LaMonlca.  Thomas  A.  Wilson.  Raymond  S. 


Wlmberly,  Francis  C, 

Jr. 
Wolfe,  Daniel  D. 
Woods.  Ruel  H. 
Wll- Woodson.  Roland  H. 
Woodward.  Donald  P. 


Laznlbat,  John  J 
Ltizott.  Harlow  A. 
Lilly.  McRae  A. 
Llnderman.  John  A 
LoughbcMTOUgh. 

Ham  E. 
MacDonald,  Archibald  Wright.  Weldon  H. 

B.  Zenneck.  Roes 

MSDIcAL  coaPS 
Curtis.  Charles  N.  Kennoy,  John  J. 


Murray,  Alfred  L. 
McGrath.  Timothy  J. 
Organ.  William  J. 
Shackelford,   Clarence 

H. 
Splegelbalter,    George 

B. 
Wallace,  Anthony  T. 
Webster,  Giles  A. 
White.  Walter  H. 
Wiggins.    WiUiam    A, 

Sr. 
Wren,   Leonard   J. 


civn.   EHGiNExa   coap* 


Bailey.  WUUam  D. 
Barrett.  Carl  T. 
Barnard,  Douglas  F 
Bearden.  Walter  C. 
BUSS.  Percy  H. 
Cona,  Peter  A.  C. 
Cross.  James  F. 
Dowd.  John  F. 
Drennon,    Raleigh    E.. 

Jr. 
Ehrnxan,  Kent  3. 
Flynn,  WUllam  P. 
Frlsendaux.  George  M. 
Giesen.  Francis  E. 
Gordon,  Rob  C. 
Graham,  Theodore  R. 
HuglU.  Harry  S. 
Llbby,  Charles  P. 
Meleskl,  Stanley  F. 
MltcheU.  WUlls  H. 


Miirrell,  Drue  L. 
McAllister.  John  A. 
McBurney,  Edward  C. 
Parker,  Frederick  S. 
Parson,  Arvld  F. 
PoUsson,  Paul  A. 
Powell,  Fay  S. 
Powell.  JuUan  O. 
Quinn,  James  B. 
Rayner.  Oliver  G. 
Riley.  Thomas  F. 
Roblson,  Fred  A. 
Rowan,  Everett  L. 
Sanborn,  James  W. 
ScheU.  John  C. 
Sheehy,  Patrick  3. 
Stone.  Thomas  B. 
Storey,  Donald  G. 
WlthereU,  Roger  O. 
Zimmerman.  Abe 


DENTAI.   COXPS 

Bergen,  Samuel  F.         Payne.  Charles  K 


Roasina,  Wesley  R. 
Smith.  Samuel  O. 
TenagUa,  Joseph  I* 


Gorenberg.  PhUlp 
Lane,  Crelghton  L. 
Leahy,  Paul  F. 
Lyons.  Norwood  E. 

The  following -named  women  officers  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  commander  In  the  line  subject  to  qualifi- 
cation therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Dougherty,   Kathryn 

Quick.  Winifred  R. 

The  following -named  officers  of  the  Wary 
for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  (Junior  grade)  in  the  line  and 
staff  corps  Indicated,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Anderson.  Lyle  C. 
Anderson,  Lee  C. 
Anderson,  William  W, 

Jr. 
Andresen.  Ranald  If. 


Abdon.  Albert  L. 

Ackerman,  Warren  J. 

Ackley,  Richard  T. 

Acostii,   WllUam 

Adams.  Robert  C. 

AUlaud,  Emmett  R.,  Jr.  Andrews.  Jack  B.,  Jr. 

Alnswurtb.   Lawson    I.Anfang,  Ralph  X. 

Albright.     Donald     S..Angleman.  Cornell  C 

Jr. 
Albright,  Robert  D. 
Alcock,  Richard  D. 
Aldred,  Eldon  D. 
Alexander.  Robert  H. 
Allen,  Alfred  H. 
Allen.  James  A. 
Allen,  John  R. 
Allen,  Raymond  C. 
Allen.  Richard  L. 
AlUng,  Roger  D. 
Allison,  Paul 
Anderson,  Donald  A. 
Anderson.    Daniel    C. 


Jr. 


Anthony.  John  D.,  Jr. 
Apgar.  WUllam  M. 
Appel,  John  L.  Jr. 
Arbtickle,   Wallace  D, 

Jr. 
Archer,  Martin  D. 
Armstrong.   Robert   J. 
Arnold,  Henry  J. 
Arnold,  Henry  D. 
Arnold,  Julian  M. 
Arnold.  Richard  W.,  Jr. 
Arthur,  Paul  W. 
Ashworth.    Albert    B., 

Jr. 
Aslund.  Roland  K. 
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Attardi,  Anthony  A.      Blamenthal.  Robert  A. 

Attwell,     Leonard    L.,Blyde,  Lewis  J.  N.,  Jr. 

Jr.  Bockstruck.  Arnold  H. 

Augustine.  WUUam  F.Boden,  WlUlam  H.,  Jr. 


Austin,  Fuller  A. 
Averltt.  Gordon  F. 
Axe,  John  R. 
Axell.  Charles  L. 
Avers.  Emory  D. 


Boggs,  GUbert  A. 
Bond.  John  R. 
Bonekamp,  Fred  H. 
Boney.  Paisley.  Ill 
Booth,  Henry  O.,  Jr. 


Ayres.  WUUam  H..  Jr.  BOTgers.  EroU  R. 
Babcock,  Robert  E.        Bossert,  Richard  M. 
Uablngton.  Herbert  R., Boston.  Leo 

Jr.  Bottom,  George  A., 

Bacheller.  Frank  E.       Boulay.  Roger  J. 
Backstrom.  Robert  I.   Bouquet.  Daniel  J. 
Badger,     Sherwln     C..Bowe.  Robert  E. 


3d 


Jr. 
Baggett.  Lee.  Jr. 
Bagley,  Ralph  P..  Jr. 
Bailey,  Donald  J, 
Bailey,  Heiu-y  G. 
Bailey.  WlUlam  C. 
Baker,  Richard  L. 
Bakula,  Joseph  S. 


Bowen.  Donald  C. 
Bowman.  Hamilton  B. 
Boyoe.  WlUlam  R. 
Boyd.  David  S. 
Boyd.   Llewellyn 
Boylan.  Bernard  R. 
Bradberry.  Richard  F. 
Bradford,  John  W..  Jr. 


Baldwin,    Clarence   L.,  Bradley,  WUllam  B. 


Jr. 


Bradshaw.  Dwight  A. 


Ballarlan,   Richard  H.Brady.  Charles  E. 


Barck.  Dale  B. 
Bardeckl.  Frank  J. 
Bardes.  Charles  R. 
Barker,  Franklin  H. 
Barker.  Raymond  H. 
Barnard,  Robert  W. 
Barnette.  Curtis  L. 
Barn  hart.  Robert  W. 
Barrlneau.  Edwin 
Barron.  Joseph  M 


Jr. 


Jr. 


Jr. 


Jr. 
Bellar.  Fred  J.,  Jr. 
Bellmer,  Lee  D. 
Belter.  Robert  H. 
Bender.  Albert  P..  Jr. 
Bender.  Henry  J. 
Benn,  Joseph  W..  Jr. 
Bennett,  Joseph  F. 
Bennle,  Ralph  F. 
Berg,  Robert  L. 
Bergen,   Harold  D. 
Bergeron,  Roy  L. 
Bergman.  Daniel 
Bernard.  Eugene   A. 
Blesterveld.  Thomas  C 
Blgenho.  Roy  M. 
Blgler,  Glade  S. 
Blgley.  Thomas  J. 
Biles.  Joel  T. 
BUllngs.  John  H. 
BU lings,  Randall  K 


Carr,  Edgar  8.,  Jr. 
Carr,  Edward  W. 
Carr.  WUllam  K. 
Carter,  Frank  R. 
CartmeU.  WUllam  C. 
Carver.  Ralph  W. 
CassUly.  Frank  R. 
Catherwood.  BlUy  R. 
Cavauaugh. John  P. 
Cave.  Thomas  H. 
Ceremsak.  Robert  J. 
Chacho.  Victor 
Chaltin.  Nell  D. 
Chambers.  John  J. 
Chanaud.  Henry  L. 
Chaney.  Walter  D. 
Chapman,  Donald  E. 
Chapman.   George    T. 

Jr. 
Chapman,  John  B. 
Chapman,  Robert  W. 
Chappell.  Lawrence  A. 
Cheek.  Eugene  E. 
Childs.  Blair,  Jr. 
Chlpman,  Eugene  N. 


Brady,  Gene  P, 
Bramley,  Leslie  G 
Branson.  John  R. 
Bray.  Kenneth  W. 
Breda.  Sante 
Brett.  Morton 
Brey,  Elwood  E. 
Brick.  John  H. 
Bristol.  Edward  R 
Brogan.  James 
Bartram.  Francis  J..  Jr.  Brook,  WlUlam  K. 
Bassett,  Harmon  B.       Brooks,  John  L. 
Bassett.  James  C.  Brooks,  WlUlam  T..  Jr. 

Basso.  Robert  J.  Brown,  Bonner  B..  Jr. 

Batchelor.  WUllam  M.  Brown.  Charles  D. 
Bate.  Henry  C.  Jr.       Brown,  James  W. 
Bates.  George  M.  Brown.  Robert  S. 

Bates.  George  W.,  Jr.    Brown,  Theodore  L. 
Baty.  Edward  M.  Bruce.  Forrest  T. 

Baumgardner.  Max  G.Brumbach.    Lawrence 
B»umgartner,      James     E. 

V^  Bryan,  Thomas  8. 

Bayreuther.      William  Bryant,  Wenzell  B. 

A..  Jr.  Buck.  Roger  L. 

Beamer.  Clyde  R.  Buckley.  EUls  H. 

Bearer,  Gerald  L.  Burdenskl.  James 

Beavers,  Robert.  A.       Burnett,  Carl  J.,  Jr. 
Beck.  Frederic  E.,  Jr.    Burnett.  Wayne  I 
Becker.  Donald  A.  Burt.  Alexander  R. 

Beckman.  Kenneth  L.  Burton.  Harry  R. 
Belew,    Chapman    H.Burton,  James  L. 
Buseck.  Donald  C. 
Bustard.  Francis  W. 
Buteau.  Bernard  L. 
Butler.  James  E. 
ButEen,  Thomas  P. 
Byron.  Edward  W. 
Byron,  Herbert  I. 
Byron.  John  B. 
Cady.  John  P..  Jr. 
Cagllone.  Joseph.  Jr. 
Caldwell.  Ronald  H. 
Calhoun,  WUllam  P. 
Cal  lento.  Stephen  R. 
Callahan,    Andrew   J., 
.     Jr. 

Cameron.  Allen  K..  Jr. 
Cameron,  David  D.  S.. 

Jr. 
Cameron.  James  M. 
Cammack,  Charles  W.. 

in 


Blnnlon,  Robert  C,  Jr.  Campbell.  Douglas  W. 
Bircher.  WlUlam  B.      CampbeU.  James  S. 
BlrdweU,  Thomas   M,  CampbeU,  Norman  R. 


Jr. 
Blrkel.  WUllam  M. 
Blttner.  Ralph  R. 
Blaha,  Albert  J. 
Blair.  Eddie  R. 
Blake.  Robert  H. 
Blanc.  WlUlam  R. 
Blanchard.  Zane  S. 


Cruse,  Donald  A. 
Crutcher.  William  C. 
Crytser.  WllUam  B. 
Cubbage,  Benjamin  C, 

Jr. 
Ctuinlngham,  RusseU 

P.,  Jr. 
Curran,  James  C. 
Cusack,  Warren  J. 
Cushing,  Eton  J. 
Custer.  James  C. 
Cuthbert,  Thomas  R., 

Jr. 
Czernicki,  Leonard 
Dagg,  Robert  M- 
Dague,  George,  I. 
Damuth.  John  D. 
Dancey.  John  M. 
DannemUler,    Thomas 

E. 
Danzlger,  Robert  F. 
Darfus.  George  H. 
Darnell,  Donald  P. 
Davl.  Jerome  A. 
Davids.  Mark  M. 


Durrett,  Harold  W.       Praasa,  Donald  O. 
Dyer,  Martin  E.  Francis.  George  H. 

Dysart,  Samuel  C,  Jr.  Frank.  EUas  C. 
Eagye.  Thomas  R.,  Sd  Prantz,  Robert  P. 
East.  George  W.  Franz,  Robert  G. 

Ebelacker,  Richard  M.  Frazler,     Montgomery 
Eck,  Robert  J.  J.  L. 

Eckerd,  George  E.         Fredlund,   Keith    E. 
Eckert,  Earl  J.,  Jr.         French.    Norman    M., 
Edney,  Brlggs  B..  Jr.         jr. 
Edwards,  Frederick  A.,  French.  Robert  D. 
Jr.  Frerlchs.  John  8. 

Egan,  David  M.  Prey,  John  M. 

Egan.  Laurence  D.        Prlesen,  Edwin  J. 


EUena,  Euf^ene  D. 
EUlngton.  Edward  P. 
Elliot,  Jared 
Elliott,  James  D. 
Elliott,  Robert  C. 
Emerson,  David  P. 
Emlet,  Harold  B. 
Engel,  Paul  H. 
Engle,  Raymond  E. 


Chlsolm.  Lawrence  W.Davidson,  Harrison  W., 
Chlzlnsky.  George  jr_ 

Choyce.  Charles  V.  Davidson.  Richard  3. 

Chrlstensen.  Robert  L.  Davis.  AUen  B. 
Church.  CUfford  E.,  Jr.  Davis,  Frederick  P. 
Clark,  Fred  P..  Jr.  Davis,  Jack  W. 

Clarke.  Michael  DavU.  Jerome  R. 

Clarke.  Walter  L.,  Jr.     Davis.  Robert  L. 
Clemens,  Porter  E.  DavU,  Walter  E..  Jr. 


Clewett.  Stanley  L. 
Clough.  Robert  S. 
Cobb,  George  B.,  Jr. 
Cochran,  Donald  L. 
Cochran.  James  A. 
Cogdell.  John  B. 
Cole.  Charles  W. 
Cole.  Charles  P. 
Coleman.  Frank  S. 
Coleman.  Gerald  G. 
Colgan,  John  D. 
CoUeary,  John  E.,  Jr. 


Blaney.  WlUlam  C.,  Jr  Carpenter,  George  C, 
Block,  Peter  F.  Sd 

Blonslck,  John  8.,  Jr. Carr,  Carrol  A. 


Davison,  Orrin  H.,  Jr. 
Day,  Lawrence  C. 
De  Carlo,  Michael  A. 
de    Complegne,   Henri 

duP..  Jr. 
De  Graff,  John  T.,  Jr. 
Delanoy.  Douglas.  Jr. 
Delay,  Eddie  J. 
Delllnger,  Donald  B. 
Demers,  WlUlam  H..  2d 
Demmlng,  Raymond 

E..  Jr. 


Colton.  Dudley  T..  Jr.  De  Mott.  Donald  W. 


Colvln,  Robert  D. 
Conatore,  George  E. 
Concannon,  Leslie  K. 
Condlt.  Maurice  J. 
Congdon,  Walter  R. 


Denmark,  George  T. 
Denney,  Clarke  D. 
Dennis,  James  M. 
Desmond,    Joseph   P, 
Jr. 


Conlon.Charles  M..  Jr.  rteasart,  Donald  J. 

Connelly.  Jerald  L. 

Conrad.  Byron  W. 

Conroy.  Thomas  P. 

Cook,  Melvln  S. 

Cook,  Richard  M. 

Cook,  WUllam  G. 

Cooke.  David  H. 

Cooksey.  Edouard  V. 

Cooper,  David  L. 

Cooper,  Jack  E. 

Cooper,  Martin 

Cooper,  Warren  P. 

Corbln,  Rex  G. 

Cortner,  Robert  S. 

Cossaboom,  WUllam 

M.,II 
Costello,  Daniel  J. 
Costello.  Peter  M..  Jr. 
Cos  ten.  Thomas  A. 
Coston.  Kenneth  C. 
Cotchen.  John  J. 
Cotsen.  Lloyd  E. 
Coughlln,  John  T. 
Covington.  Gerald  E. 
Covington.  Hewitt  H. 
Cowhill.  WUUam  J 


Jr. 


Jr. 


de  Victoria,  Jose  L., 
Dewey,  Edward 
Dick.  Ronald  P. 
Dlckert,  Eddie  J. 
Dlehl.  WllUam  F. 
DlUe,  Earl  K. 
Dl  Stefano,  Renato  T.. 

Jr. 
Dixon,  Robert  C. 
Doak,  Samuel  L. 
Doan,  Richard  C. 
Dobbins.  David  F. 
Dolk,  Charles  S. 
Dolllnger.  Richard  E. 
Dombrowskl.   WllUam 

F. 
Donovan.  John  P. 
Donovan.  Timothy  J. 
Dooley,  Gerald  P. 
Dotson,  Bennie  P. 
Dougherty,  Robert  H. 
Downing,  Robert  A. 
Draddy,  John  M. 
Drake,  Richard  P. 
Dreesen,  Robert  P. 


Cowles,  CUfford  M,  III  Dresser,  Duane  W. 
Cowley,  Richard  T.       Drlscoll,  Jerome  M. 


Canaan.  Gerald  C. 
Capper,  Walter  E. 
Carberry,  James  P.,  Jr. 
Carlker,  Jess  L.,  Jr. 
Carlson,  Paul  A. 
Carlton,  George  A. 
Carmlchael,  Robert  C. 
Carpenter,  Alan  P. 


Cox,  BUly  J. 
Cox,  Richard  G.,  Jr. 
Cox.  Richard  A. 
Crajon,  Stephen  D. 
Cramblet.  Prank 
Cranston.  Francis  J. 
Cross,  Daniel  P. 
Crow.  Dayl  E. 
Crow,  Edwin  M. 
Crowl,  Otho  W. 
Crum.  Allen  E. 
Crump,  WiUiam  A. 


Frltsch.  Thomas  D. 
Prltz,  WlUlam  W. 
PrlEEell.  Everett  E. 
Prohrelch,  Richard  A. 
Proslo,  Robert  C. 
Prudden,  Mark  P. 
Pry,  Gayle  A. 
Gabrlelsen,  Donlon  H. 
Gallagher,  Thomas  E 


English,  Ernest  C,  Jr.  Gallagher,    Walter    J, 
Epeneter,  Gus  W.,  Jr.     jr. 
Erlckson.  Arthur  E..  Jr.Oalles,  Thomas  E. 
Erlcson,  Stanton  D.      GaUlon,  John  H. 


Estes,   Robert   8. 
Estes.  Wlndom  L. 
Etherton,  Fred  S. 
Evans,  Hubert  T. 
Everett.  Bernard  A. 
Everett,  Elmer  C. 
Ewertz,  Roy  W..  Jr. 
Eyster,  Rodney  E. 
Fahey,   Richard  S. 
Fahland.  Frank  R. 


Galloway,   Charles  R., 

Jr. 
Gamble.  Francis  T. 
Gano,  Hubert  D. 
Gardiner.  Thcxnas  M., 

m. 

Garland.  John  C. 
Garrett,  Donald  A. 
Gay,  Thomas  D. 
Gedney,  Kendall  C. 


Pahs,  Raymond  Z.,  Jt-Gelst,  Richard  A, 
Pajnor,  John  P.  Geltz,  Kenneth  L. 

Falkensteln,    Rudolph  Gelnaw.  Arthur  V. 

F.  GentUuccl,  August  T., 

Fallandy.  Martin  A.  Jr. 

Palls,  Norton  H.  George,     Thomas     B., 

Paris.  David  W.  Jr. 

Famsworth.     WUUam  Gerhardt,   Charles   J., 

B.,  Jr.  Jr. 

Parrell,  John  B.  Gerhart,  Harold  L.,  Jr. 

FarreU,  John  R.  Ceroid,  William  P. 

Fassula,  Richard  F.       Glanglobbe,  Frank  T. 
Paulkenberry.VlrgU  T.Gibson,  Charles  I*. 
Fauver,  John  K.  GUbert,  Morton 

Peagin,  Frederick  K.    GUdersleeve,    Thomas 
Fears,  Donald  G.  H. 

Featherston,  Daniel  F., Gillespie.  Edward  A. 

Jr.  Gilpin,  Burton  H. 

Featherston.  Prank  HGlorglnl,  Norman  L. 
Fendorf.  James  E.        Glre,  Larold  W. 
Fenler.  Joseph  Glazer,  Jack  H. 

FenneU,  Robert  W.        Gobble,  George  F. 


Ferguson,   George 

in. 

Ferris.  Richard  W 
Ferruccl,  David  E. 
Ferry,  John  W. 
Flers,  Carlisle  W., 
Pinke,  George  A.,  Jr 
Flnley,  Alden  G. 
Plnley,  Hugh  D. 
Flnstrom,  Don  A. 
Fiske,  Timothy 
Fltzpatrick.  John  R. 


D.,Gocheno\u',  David  T. 

Goetz,  Robert  C. 

Goffe.  William  L. 

Goldbeck,    Lewis    B.. 
Jr. 
Jr.Goldman.  Howard  A. 

Goods,  Martin 

Gooding,  Niles  R.,  Jr. 

Ooodspeed.  Richard  E. 

Goodwin.  Edmund  E. 

Gormly,   Matthew    E., 
Jr. 


Fleming,    Francis    L..Oosch,  WUUam  D. 

jr_       '  Gott,  Herschel  L. 

Fleming,  WiUiam  O.    Goyette.  Harold  L. 
Fletcher,  James  L.        Graham.  Walter  M. 
Foley,  Sylvester  R..  Jr. Graham.  WlUlam  H. 
Forbes,  Donald  K.         Granleri,  Alfred  G. 


Drlscoll,  Robert  C,  H 
Duggan,  Frederick  P., 

Jr. 
Duggan,   Richard   W., 

n 

Dukes.  Warren  C. 
Dunaway,  Gene  T. 
Dunn,  Charles  C,  Jr. 
Dunn,  Delma  D. 
Dunning,  Frederick  8., 

Jr. 
Dupnik,  Joseph  J. 


Ford,  WlUlam  W. 
Foreman,  George  E, 
Forest,  Richard  J. 
Porster,  WUlUm  G. 
Porsythe,   Forrest 
Foster,  Douglas  T. 
Foster,  James  R. 
Poster.  Ralph  W.,  Jr. 
Poucht,  Richard  A. 
PDwler,  John  P..  Ill 
Fowler.  Robert  A. 
Pox.  Albert  D. 
Fox.  Duane  C. 
Pox,  George  A.,  Jr. 
Fox.  Richard  T. 


Grask.  Brwin  8.,  Jr. 
Gray,  James  W.  Jr. 
Gray,  Rockwell  M..  Jr. 
Greeley,  WUllam  B. 
Green,  Samuel  O.,  Jr. 
Green.  Thomas  M.,  Ill 
Greene,  Leonard  B. 
Greenwood,  James  W.. 

Jr. 
Greenwood,  Charles  L. 
Greer,  John  C. 
Greer,  Wiley  W. 
Gregg,  WUUam  A..  IV 
Gregory,  George  T. 
Grier.  Joseph  !<..  Jr. 
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OrUBn,  Slesood  V..  Jr.  Hove.  Robert  S. 
OrUnn,  Randolpli  P.     Hobson.  Carroll  D. 
Orlfflth,  Tbomas  J. 
Grigg.  William  H. 
Grimm,   William  F. 
Orlnnell.  John  R. 
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Hockema,  Calvin  L. 
Hoflerth.  Delbert  D. 
Hofflund,  Paul 
Hoffman,  Robert  D. 


Grlaewood.  Norman  C.  Hoffman,  Samuel  D. 
Oross,  Peter  M.  Hofstra,  Bdward  J. 

Urosvenor.  Alexander  Hoge.  Kennetbi  G.,  Jr. 

O.  B.  Holbert.  Richard  A. 

Grote.  Joseph  C.  Holden.  Rothschild  H. 

Grove.  Michael  M.         HoUack,  Michael 
Gruner,  Otto  H..  3d       HoUiday.  Robert  L. 
Grunwald.  Edward  A.Holllster.  Prank  M. 
Gude.  Erik  A.  HoUoman,  George  H. 

Gully,  Robert  L.  Holman,  Rockwell 

Gutknecht.   Lowell   X.Holmes,  John  S. 
Haaa,  Joseph  S.  Hooper,  Charles  S.,  Jr. 

Hackbart.  Robert  W.     Hopkins,  Clifford  D. 


Hackney,  Robert  H. 
Hadley,  Robert  L. 
Hage,  Lealand  P. 
Hahn.  William  S. 
Hain.  Gilbert  N. 
Hale.  George  B. 
Hall.  Donald  C. 
Hall.  Donald  P. 
Hall.  Henry  I. 
Hall.  James  W. 
Halleland.  Henry  Xi. 
Hamann.  Bmer  D. 


Hopkins,  WlUiam  H.  P. 
Hornbeck,  E>onald  R. 
Horton,  Edward  E. 
Hoeeman,  Leland  J. 
Hotchklss,  James  K. 
Hotchkiss,  Eugene,  III 
Hettinger,  George  W. 
Howard,  Joseph  B. 
Howard,  Philip  B. 
Huber,  James  W. 
Hudson,  James  A. 
Hudson,  John  P.,  Jr. 


Hamer,  Robert  R..  Jr.  Huelsbeck,  Gerald 
Hancock,  VirgU  R.       Huff,  Mahlon  S. 


Handy,  Charles  V. 
Hanke.  Carl  C.  Jr. 
Hanson,  Carl  T. 
Hanzo,  Walter  J..  Jr. 
Harber.  Riusell  L. 
Hardin.  David  L. 


Hughes.  Arter  P. 
Hughes.  Prank  W.,  Jr. 
Hughes.  Ray  S. 
Hiighes,  Wayne  L. 
Hugo.  WiUiam  P. 
Hunt,  Donald  B.,  Jr. 


Harding,  Price  P..  Jr.Hussmann.    Harry    L.. 

Hardy.  Corydon  C.  m 

Hardy,  Martin  B.  Huston.  Richard  W. 

Harkin.  Edward  D.       Hutchinson.  William 

Harkness,  Richard  E.        R- 

Harknesa.    Vluton   O..  Hutchinson,  James  D. 

Jr.  Hutchison,  Stuart  M. 

Harris,  Dale  B.  Huth.  Ralph  L. 

Harris,  Edgar  S..  Jr.     Ingram,  Billy  O. 
Harris,  George  B.,  3d  Irish.  George  E. 
Harris.  John  Irwin.  Wayne  R. 

Harris,  Richard  D.         Jackson,  Robert  D. 
Harris.  Robert  D.  Jacobson,  Jacob  H..  Jr. 

Harris,  Robert  D..  Jr.Jaklmler,  Beverly  G. 
Harrison.  James  R.  Jameson,  William  M. 
Hart,  Silas  C  Jr.  Jarrell.  Donald  L. 

Hartnett,  David  H.       Jaso.  John  P.,  Jr. 
Hartwell,  Ralf  L.,   Jr.  Jefferson,  Robert  R. 
Hartzell,  Thomas  H.     Jeffries,  Claude  E.,  Jr. 
Harvey,  John  W.  Jenista,  John  E. 

Haselton.   Waring  B.,.  Jensen,  Arlo  J. 

Jr.  Jensen,  Wayne  L. 

Hastings,   Howard  W.Jessen,  George  E. 
Hawkins,  Larry  L.         Johns,  Ronald  L. 

Johnson,  Arthur  L. 

Johnson,  Bruce  M. 

Johnson,  Clyde  L.,  Jr. 

Johnson,  Daniel  C. 


Hawley.  Frank  J.  Jr. 
Hayes,  John  L. 
Haynes,  Richard  D. 
Hays,  Ronald  J. 


Hayward,  Houston  C.    Johnson.  Harvey  L. 
Healy,  Richard  P.  Johnson,  Homer  R. 

Heerwagen,  David  D.    Johnson,  Ian  J. 
Heidelberg,  Kenneth  E.Johnson,  James  E. 
Heinecamp.  Robert  J.  Johnson,  Lyle  K. 
Helman,  William  W.    Johnson.  Merlin  L. 
Henderson,  Stanley  W.  Johnson,  PhliUp  T. 
Henderson.  Burton       Johnson,  Richard  L, 
Henderson.  William  B.  Johnson,  Richard  D. 
Hennlng,  John  C.  3d  Johnson.  Roy  T. 
Henty,  Ralph  H..'  Jr.  Johnson.  Robert  W. 
Herring,  Harold  Q.        Johnson.  Willard  E. 


Hershel,  John  A. 
Hesse,  Victor  L. 
Hiatt,  Henry  O.,  Jr. 
Hlckok.  Jam«s  K. 
Hicks.  Norman  W. 
Highberg.  Roy  W. 
Hlght,  Albea  D. 
Biles,  John  O. 
HIU.  Allen  B. 
Hill,  Joseph  V. 
Hills.  David  K. 
Hllacher.  Carl  C. 
Hlnkle.  Bwan  M. 
Hlnton,  John  W. 


Jones,  Cecil  B.,  Jr. 
Jones.  Huby  A.,  Jr. 
Jones,  John  P. 
Jones.  Robert  L. 
Jones,   Webster   F. 
Jordan,   Watt   W.,   Jr. 
Joslow.  Bruce  L. 
Joyce.  Edward  R..  Jr. 
Judy,  Bdward  R. 
Jurgielewlcz.    Edward 

P. 
Kaiser.  Robert  D. 
Kangas,  Robert  T. 
Karn^  Dane  L. 


Kaufman,  If  elvln  L^ 
Kaufman.  Richard  F. 
Kaune,  James  E. 
Kavanagh.  Lloyd  R. 
Keeler,  Donald  J. 
Keeling,  James  W. 
Keevers,  Robert  J. 
Keith,  James  N. 


Lattin,  Norman  F. 
Laube,  Robert  E. 
Lawrence.  Gregory 

Jr. 
Lawrence,  John  V. 
LeDew,  Thomas  A. 
Lee,  Byron  A. 
Lee,  Ro^rt  M. 


Kelley.  Robert  D.,  Jr.Leeman,  Donald  J. 


Kelley,  Sidney  B. 
Kellogg,  Paul  L. 
Kelly,  Edward  J. 
Kelly.  Ellis  G. 
Kelly,  Ronald  T. 
Kelly,  William  P.,  Jr. 
Kempf,  Cecil  J. 


Lehman,  Donald  A. 
Lelnberry,  Wilbur  S. 
Lemon.  Robert  T. 
Leonard.  William  J. 
Leser.  John  R. 
Leslie,  Myron  B. 
Lester.  Dick  M. 


Kennedy,  James  R..  Jr.Leue.  David  E. 


Kent,  Paxil  F. 
Kermath,  Addison  H. 
Kerr,  Allen  S. 
Kerr.  Thomas  J.,  Jr. 
Kersch,  Roger  N. 
Kessel,  John  H. 


Lewis,  John  T. 
Libby.  Harold  D. 
Liebenguth,  James  P., 

Jr. 
Lilly,  Douglas  K. 
Lind,  Donald  C. 


Kessler,   Lewis   H.,  Jr.  Llndbeck.  Edwin  E. 
Ketchmark,  Giles  J.     Lindley,  Charles  E. 


Kidd,  Owen  A. 
Klehl,  William  A. 
Kiker,  Herbert  W., 
Kimball,  Edwin  D. 
King,  Robert  A. 
King,  Robert  M. 
King.  Thomas  R. 
King,  WUliam  R. 
Klngery.  Samuel  O, 
Kingsbury.  Ben  P. 


Llndqulst.  Robert  H. 
Llntner,  Richard  W. 
jr.Llsanby.  James  W. 
Littell,  Raymond  W. 
Little,  Frank  K. 
Little.  Harry  M.,  Jr. 
Little.  James  G. 
Llewellyn,  Theodore  C. 
Lochrldge,  Marshall 
A..  Jr. 


Klnnear,  James  W.,  niLockwood,  Harold  R. 
Klrkhom.  Robert  L.      Lodato,  Thomas  F. 
Klrkpatrlck.      Charles  Lohrey,  Curt  T. 

B.  Lonborg.  Arthur  C. 

Klrkpatrlck.  Darrell  F.Long.   Charles   R. 
Kittler,  James  P.  Long,  Donald  C. 

Klvlen,  Alexander  L.     Long,  James  D. 
KJeldgaard,  Peter  D.     Loomer.  Richard  C. 
Kline.  Albert  H.,  Jr.     Loomls.  Aubrey  K. 
Klingensmith,   Joseph  Losey.  Willis  M. 


Kllppsteln,  John  R. 
Klotz,  Kenneth  E. 
Kmak,  Walter  S. 
Knapp,   Donald   J. 
Knight.  Jeff  P. 
Knlghten,  Charles  E. 
Knox,  Edward  P. 


Loux,  Rajrmond  E. 
Loyd.  Rupert  H. 
Lueders,  Robert  E. 
Lyles,  William  D. 
Lyman.  Jack  N. 
Lynam,  Donald  M. 
Lynch,  Douglas  R. 
Lynch,  Osmar  W. 


Knutson,  Crelghton  R.  Lynch.  Robert  M. 


Koch,  Robert  M. 
Kolstad,  Tom  I. 
Kost,  John  D.,  Jr. 
Koth.  Quintus  J.  H. 
Krag,  Robert  L. 
Kramer,  Kenneth  C. 
Kramer,  Robert  P. 


Lytle.  James  H. 
Lyttle,  James  D. 
MacDonald.  Dewltt  K., 

Jr. 
MacDowell.  Charles  R. 
MacParland,      Willard 

C. 


Krantzman,  Harry  M  MacOe,  Thomas  E. 


Kraus,  Rudolf  L 

Kreftlng.  James  I* 

Kremer,  John  L. 

Kresse,  Robert  A. 

Kretchman,  Frank  C 

Krohn,  Stanley  W. 

Kropf,  John  P. 

Kuhlman.  E>onald  A. 

Kulrlck,  Kenneth  E. 

Kunberger.  Albert  w.*^*^'®-  ^"   ^ 

Kunkle,   Floyd   S.,   jr.^^'^y-  ^o^n  E 


Mackell,  Richard  A. 
MacKenzie,  John  D, 
Mackey,  Robert  R. 
Madera.  Harry  P. 
MaegU,  Richard  E. 
Maher.  James  J.,  Jr. 
Mahon,  Richard  B. 
Mahoney.  George  C. 
Maler,  William  J..  Jr. 


Kuns,  Delmer  L. 
Kurser,  Paul  E. 
Kurtz.  James  B. 
Kushnerick,  John  P. 
LaBaw,  Jerome  B. 


Mandevllle,  Robert  C, 

Jr. 
Mangiu.  Thomas  B. 
Manning,  Richard  T. 
Mantz.  Roy  T. 


Lackey,  Vaden  M.,  Jr  ***PP.  Thomas  W. 
Ladner,  Ivan  M.  Marangl,  Leonard  M. 

Lallcker,  Robert  C.         Marcellus,  Russell  A. 
Lamoureux,  PhUip  j.,M^chant   Richard  D. 
T..  *^      '  Marcus.  John  W. 

Marltz,  William  E. 


Jr. 


Lampson,  James  L. 
Landau.  Frederick  P, 
Lang,  Samuel  C. 
Lanlado,  Howard  L 
Laque.  Harold  A. 
Lasell,  Max  H. 
Lasley.  William  W. 
Lasslng,  James  S. 
Latimer,  Hewlett  W. 


Marlln,  Hubert  A. 
Marsh.  Albert  B. 
Marshall,  Alexander 
Marshall,  Lonnle  A. 
Martin,  Gene  A. 
Martin,  Richard  W. 
Martin,  Roger  T. 
Martin.   William   K. 
Marun.  William  W. 


Martlng,  Fredrlc  W. 
Mason,  Sidney  R. 
Massa,  Emiddio 
Massey,   Paul  H. 
Mathis,  Paul  J. 
Matson.  Willis  A..  11 
Mauney,  Thomas  C. 
May.  Dtaryle  C. 
May.  Harry  L. 
Maynard,  Frank  T. 
Mayo,  Daniel  K. 
McArthur,  John  C. 


January  29 

Moeller,  John  H. 
Moffett.  Russell  O. 
Moiling.  Carl  H. 
Molnar,  Joseph  J. 
Monahan.    Robert    X., 

Jr. 
Monroe.  Robert  R. 
Montague.    Bdgar    B., 

Jr. 
Montagxie.  Lloyd  L. 
Montgomery.  John  Du 
Moore,  Jamss  W. 


McArthy,  Richard  L.   Moore.  Thomas  L. 
McBroom,  William  A.   Moore,  William  p. 
McCaine.  George  8.       Morgan.  Hugh  J.,  Jr. 
McCarley.  William  T.    Morin.  Gene  D. 
McCarthy,  William  A..Morltz,  Max  R. 

Jr.  Morris,  Melvyn  C.  m 

Mccarty.  William  D.     Morrison,  Lewis  E. 
McClaran.  Stephen  W   Morrlssey,  John  N. 
McClure,  James  R.       Morton,  John  W.,  3d 
McCormick,  Thomas  F.  Moshler.  Richard  W. 
McCoy,  Ambrose  P..  Jr.  Moss,  Robert 
McCranor.   Craig  J.      Muck.  Floyd  R. 
McCrary.  Dewey  W.     Mudrock,  John 
McCraw,  Frank  M.,  Jr.Muench.  Nils  L. 
McCutchen.  Samuel  P..  Muery,  Robert  W. 

Jr.  Mull.  Charles  L..  IZ 

McCutcheon.  James  N.Muller.  Leonard  A. 
McDonnel,  Harold  A.  Mullin.  Norman  K. 
McDougal.     Alexander  MunseU,  John  G. 

M.  Munson,  Floyd  N. 

McElvery.  Richard  M.  Murphy,  Frank  U..  Jr, 
McFadden.  James  H.      Murphy.  Garrison  B. 
M  Fall.  Albert  D.  Murphy,  John  A. 

McOarrah,  William  B..  Myer.  George  W. 

Jr.  Myers,  Charles  B. 

McQlaughlin,  Thomas  Myers,  Raymond  W. 

H.  Myers,  Robert  G.,  Jr. 

McOrath,  Thomas  C.Mylott,  Thomas  B. 

Jr.  Nail.  Delbert  L. 

McJunkln,  Russell  E.,  Neander.  Stanley  B. 

Jr.  Neely.  Edward  R.,  Jr. 

McKean,  John  W..  Jr.  Nehrllng.  Arno  H..  J*. 
McKee,  Richard  W.       Nelger.  Ralph  E. 
McKinney,  Melvln  J..  Nelthercott,  Robert  A. 

Jr.  Neltling.  Stanley  J. 

McKlnley.  Walker         Nelson.  George  G. 
McKnlght.  Jesse  E.,  Jr.  Nelson,  Marvin  D.,  Jr. 
McKown.  George  M.      Nelson,  Robert  H. 
McLanahan,  Duer,  Jr.  Nelson,  Robert  L. 
McLaughlin.  Daniel  H.  Nelson.  William  B. 
McLeod,    William    H.,  Netro.  Robert  J. 

Jr.  Neustel,  Arthur  D. 

McMasters,    Lewis    L.,  Newark.  Theodore  K, 


Newman,  James  F. 
Newman.  Richard  T. 
Newman  William 
M..  Jr. 


Jr. 
McMlnn.  Earl  C. 
McNabney,  John  F. 
McNally.  John  J..  Jr 
McNamara,  Stuart  D.   Newton.  John  T.,  Jt, 
McPhee.  Roy  D.  Nlchol,  Monte  B. 

McQueen.  Ralph  E.       Nichols,  Howard  P. 
Meade.  Carlton  J..  Jr.  Nlcklin,  John  B. 


Meek,  Donald  B 
Meetze.  James  C. 
Melton,  Frank  D. 
Merkle,  Janies  C. 
Messier.  Albert  C. 
Meyer,  Frank  G. 
Meyer.  Paul  A. 
Mlchaud.  Robert  .^ 
Mlchell,  Robert  E. 
Miller.  Alan  H. 
Miller,  Alfred  B. 
Miller.  Allan  8. 
Miller,  Byron  K. 
Miller,  Charles  J., 
Miller.  Marvin  J. 
Miller.  Richard  A. 
Miller.  Robert  D. 


Niesee,  John  B. 
Nlgels.  Emlle  W. 
Nllon,  Thomas  M. 
Nllsson,  Byron  A. 
Nlnnls.  Robert  V. 
Nlssen,  WlUlam 

C.  Jr. 
Nlver.  George  E.,  Jr. 
Nix,  Henry  J. 
Noble.  James  K.,  Jr. 
Noble,  Thomas  I. 
Noonan,  John  M. 
Nordyke,  Cutlar  J. 
jj    North,  Thomas  G.,  Jlr. 
Notz.  Robert  C. 
Nugent.  George  R. 
Nulton.  Frank  I. 


Miller.  Thomas  G..  Jr.  Nussbaumer,  John  J. 
Miller,  Thomas  B.         Oakes,  Raymond  H. 
MlUer,  WlUlam  A.        Oberholtaer.  James  P. 
MlUpolnter.  Edward  D.OBrlen,  John  W. 
Mills.  Beverly  T.  Ockerlund,  Robert  C. 

MUla!  Joseph  E-'  O'Connor.  Francis  E. 

Mlnnls.  Marion  L..  Jr  0"Don''L  James  H. 
Mitchell,  Alan  R.  ODonnell.  George  J. 

Mitchell.  Charles  J.       ODonnell,  James  J. 
MltcheU,  John  F.  OTWaln,  John  E. 

Moberly.  Ralph  M.,  Jr.Odroblna,  Stephen  R. 
Moberly.    Richard    O.Oglesby.  Micajah  L. 
Jr.  Ohlrich.  Walter  X..  Jr. 


1953 

OhlB,  Karl  B. 
O'Laughlln,  Bernard  T. 
Oliver,  Robert  M..  Jr. 
Oliver,  Robert  P. 
Oliver.  Thomas  M. 
OHendorf.  Joel 
O'Neill,  John  T.,  Jr. 
O'Neill.  Thomas 

P..  Jr. 
O'Reilly.  James  P.,  Jr. 
Orem.  Charles  A. 
Osborne.  Jamss  C. 
Osbourn,  James  B. 
Otten.  Henry  E. 
Ottensmeyer.  Robert 

M. 
Owen,  Charles  K. 
Owen.  Donald  F. 
Owen,  Richard  L.,  Jr. 
Owe ns.  Richard  J. 
Pal  matter,  PbUip  F. 
Palmer.  Gary  H. 
Palmquist,  John  R. 
Parce,  James  R. 
Parent,  Gerald  J. 
Paris,  Ronald  E. 
Park.  Robert  M. 
Parker.  James  W. 
Partjde.  Harlan  D. 
Parrlsh.  William  I. 
Parsons,  Alan 
Paschal.  Joseph  B.,  Jr. 
Patterson,  Herbert 
Patterson,  George 

W.UI 
Pat  terson,  John  R.,  Jr. 
Pauley,  Gordon  L. 
Pausner,  Joseph 

J.  Jr. 
PeaXe,  George  W.,  Jr. 
Pel  ton.  Robert  L. 
Penny,  Stanley  D. 
Perkins,  William 

L..  Jr. 
Perry.  Frank  M.,  Jr. 
Perry.  Rlddell  T. 
Ferryman,  Donald  B. 
Pester,  Fred  J. 
Peterman.  Edward  E. 
Peters.  Lyle  R. 
Peterson.  Gene  8. 
Peterson,  Thomas  A. 
Petrlck,  John  W. 
Petruccl.  Joseph  W. 
Pettlt.  Royce  E..  Jr. 
Petty.  William  G. 
Pezzel,  Engelbert  O. 
Pf elffer.  King  W. 
Pfister,  Robert  J. 
Phillips.  James  L.,  Jr. 
Pickering.  Richard  C. 
Pine.  Emanuel  F. 
Plaster,  Henry  G.,  Jr. 
Platte,  WlUlam  A. 
Pleasants,  Arthur 

L,  3d 
Pleasants,  John  B. 
Pollak,  Stephen  J. 
Pomeroy,  Walter  8.,  Jr. 
Porter,  George  W. 
Porter.  Thomas 
Portnoy,  Howard  R. 
Post,  Stephen  L. 
Potash,  Matthew  B. 
Potter.  Hamilton 

P..  Jr. 
Powel.  Samuel  F..  m 
Powell,  James  R.,  Jr. 
Powell,  Robert  M. 
Prehn,  Frederick 

A  .Jr. 
Prescott,  Richard  J. 
Preston,   Prank  W. 
Vreston,  Joseph  M.,  Jr. 
Preston,  Samuel  D.,  Jr 
Price,   Allen  B. 
Pride.  Alfred  M. 
Prince.  Gordon  A. 
Profllet,  Leo  T. 
Pugliese.  Joseph  A. 
PuUar,  Andrew,  Jr. 
Pulliam,  John  M. 
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Purnell.  Alvard  W. 
Purvis,  BlvlB  B. 
Purvis.  John  A. 
Putnam.  Charles  Ii. 
Quald.  Mamn  U^  Jr. 
Quarles.  Charles  D.,  Jr. 
Qulgley,  Donovan  B. 
Qulnlan,  Ftancls  B. 
Qulnlan.  Francis  X. 
Racy.  Louis  P. 
Radcllffe,  Boderlck  T. 
Radtke,  Herman  J. 
RallU,  ChrU  Q. 
Ramberg.  John  O. 
Ramaden.  John  H. 
Ramsey,  Jack  H. 
Ramsey.  Russell  B. 
Raamusssn,  James  P^ 

Jr. 
Rau.  William  F. 
Ranch,  Ruf  us  W.,  Jr. 
Reagan,  John  H. 
Redmond,  John  O. 
Reed,  Gordon  A. 
Reed,  Sherman  C. 
Reese,  Charles  L.,  m 
Resae,  Warren  P^ 
Reeves.  Gtarrett  M. 
Regan,  Richard  M. 
Regenauer,  Bernard  J. 
Relchl,  Charles  J. 
Reld,  David  N. 
Reld,  Bugene  L. 
Resek,  Lawrence  H. 
Restuocia,  Carmelo  O. 
Reyn,  William  P. 
Reynolds.  Donald  H. 
Reynolds.  Kenneth  C. 
Reynolds,  Richard  J. 
Ribble,  Richard  S. 
Rlccl,  WUlUm  J. 
Rice,   Minor  T. 
Richards.  Francis  J. 
Ricker,  Stanley  S. 
Rico,   Gustavo  V. 
Rlker,  Harland  A.,  Jr. 
Rish,  Richard  H. 
Ritchie,  ae<M*ge  P.,  Jr. 
Rltner,  George 
Robblns.  Donald  K. 
Robertson,  Charles  Q. 

Jr. 
Robinson.  Charles  H. 
Robinson.  James  A. 
Robinson,  Thomas  W., 

Jr. 
Rochester,  Carl  W. 
Rodgers,  Jamss  F. 
Roebuck.  James  W. 
Rogers,  James  H. 
Rogers,  John  T. 
Rogers,  Nelson  K. 
Rogers.  Norman  T.,  Jr. 
Rogers,  Palmer 
Rogers,  Ralph  R. 
Rogers,  Samuel  I.,  Jr. 
Rogers,  Thomas  8.,  Jr. 
Rogers,  Waid 
Rogoway,  Ned  A. 
Rooney,  Peter  W. 
Rosenquifit,  Donald  E. 
Ross,  Henry  L.,  Jr. 
Ross,  Thomas  H. 
Roth,  Franklin  H. 
Roth,  Oustave  A. 
Roth,  Robert  D. 
Rowe,  Alvah  L.,  Jr. 
Rowe,  Bruce  W. 
Rowe,  John  D. 
Rowe,  Richard  O. 
Roy,  Kenneth  B.,   Jr. 
Royal,  Lee  R. 
Rubin,  WlUlam 
Rubins,  Frederick  K. 
Ruble.  Byron  C. 
Rudy,  Bryan  0. 
Ruff,  James  A. 
Rule,  Adrian  O.,  Sd 
Rulls.  Robert  A. 
Rumble.  Maurice  W. 
Rush,  Homer  P.,  Jr. 


Butledge,  Hofward  XL 
Ryan.  James  F. 
Ryan.  John  J.,  Jr. 

(403789) 
Ryan.  John  J.,  Jr. 

(633163) 
Ryan,  PhUlp 
Rychlik,  Leonard  P. 
Bailors,  Benjamin  G. 
Salter,  Winston  W. 
Sample,  Richard  J. 
Sample,  Robert  J. 
Sands,  James  W. 
Banford,  Ronald  J. 
Sanford,  Robert  H. 
Sant,  William  W. 
Baroe,  Chris 
Sartor,  Steven  L. 
Satre,  Robert  8. 
Settler,  Donald  C. 
Sauer.  John  E. 
Saulson.  Stanley  H. 
Sax,  Joe 


Skalla.  Derald  Z. 
Skelton.  Homer  R. 
Skinner,     Clifford    A., 

Jr. 
Skorheim,  Robert  D. 
Slankard,  Max  L. 
Sliwinskl.  Daniel  J. 
Smith.  Edgar  M.,  Jr. 
Smith,  Edward  G. 
Smith,  Floyd  A. 
Smith,  Frederick  IC 
Smith,  Gerald  R. 
Smith,  Jerome  W. 
Smith,  Leland  N. 
Smith,  Leon  W. 
Smith,  Melbourne  L. 
Smith,  Neale  8. 
Smith,  Philip  W. 
Smith,  Porter  J.,  Jr. 
Smith,  Robert  E. 
Smith.  Robert  M.,  Jr. 
Smith,  Thomas  M. 
Smith,  Thomas  W. 


Scarborough,  Jack  C,  Smith,  William  D. 


Smolinskl,   Joseph  P., 

Jr. 
Smoot,  WUllam  N. 
Snyder,  Collins 
Snyder,  John  C. 
Snyder,  Richard  E. 
Snyder,  Roy  D..  Jr. 
Socas,   Roberto   E. 
Soldan.  Harvey  M. 
SolUnger,  David  A. 


Jr. 
Scarsheim.  Hugo  V. 
Schaber,  Rolph  B. 
Schakel,  Raymond  A. 
Schaub,  Robert  L. 
ScheU,  James  F. 
Schenker,  Marvin  L. 
Scherr,   Lawrence 
Scherrer,  Orvil  D. 
Schettlno,  Joseph  N. 
Schiffelbein,  Walter  L.Solomon,    Jerome    B.. 
Schlel,  Norbert  A.  Jr. 

Schmidt,  Ray  A.  Somogye.  Roy  S. 

Schmltt,  Alois  E.,  Jr.    Southall.     Walter     B., 
Scboelen,  Lawrence  A.      Jr. 
Schrler,  Lynn  E.  Space,  David  J. 

Schultz,  George  M.       Sparks,  Harold  A.,  Jr. 
Schultz,  Jesse  Z.  3payde,  Keith  C,  Jr. 

Schultz,  MUton  J.,  Jr.Speer,  Paul  H. 
Schuster.  Robert  J.      Spelser,  Jack  E. 
Schwab,  Robert  W.       SplUer,  John  H.,  Jr. 
Schweitzer.  Lamar  T.  Springer.  Roy  M.,  Jr. 
Scott,  Roger  M.  Springmler,  Robert  S. 

Scribner,  Henry  I..  Jr.SprouU,  Howard  E..  Jr. 

Stack,  Richard  A. 

Stambaugh,  Henry  C. 

Stapp,  Aron  L. 

Stecker.  Albert  L. 

Steentofte,   Brie   EL 

SteUa.  Howard  C. 

Stephenson,  Jack  H. 

Stephenson,  Stuart 
X.,  Jr. 
Shannon,  Rickard  W.  Stewart,  Zach  R. 
Bhannonhouse,    RoyalStewman,  John  A..  Ul 

Q     xn  StUl,  Jack  H. 

Sharpe,  WlUlam  K.      Stimler,  Richard  P. 
Shartel.  Howard  A.       St.  John,  Alvin  P. 
Shattuck,      BenJaminSt.  Louis,  Norman  E. 

2{  Stockelager,  Arthur  J. 

Shaw,  Douglas  C.  Stoffer.  Maurice  H. 

Shea.  Paul  W.  ftolle,  Victor  C^ 

Shearer,  Donald  R.      StoUenwerck,  WUUam 


Seawell,  Jack  W. 
Seeley,  George  H. 
Seeman,  David  B. 
Selpp,  RusseU  M. 
Sellers,  Donald  H. 
Senior,  Bruce  M. 
Shafer,  Walter  R. 
Shaner,  Donald  H. 
Shank,  Bdward  L. 


Sheehy,  WUUam  F. 


M. 


Sheffield,  John  A.,  Jr.  Stone,  Bruce  G. 
Sheffield.  Hughie  D.     Stone.  Douglas  D..  Jr. 


Sheppard,  James  D. 
Sheridan.  WiUiam  R 
Sherln,  Joseph 
Sherman,  John  B. 


Storey,  Joseph  D. 
Stott,  David  R.,  Jr. 
Stratton,  Robert  D. 
Straube,  Gene  F. 


Sherman.  Thomas  H.,Straubel.  John  F 


Jr. 
Shick,  George  B.,  Jr. 
Shimon,  Edward  J. 
Shlpman,  Junioiis  B. 
Shoolman,  Alan  R. 
Shultz,  Robert  T. 
Siegmeister,  Robert 
Slier,  James  R. 
Slmensen,  Richard  E. 
Slmison,  Charles  B. 

Simms.  Charles  H.         sundstrom,  Alex  L, 
Simpson,  Ksnneth  '-.suraci,  Anthony  F. 

J'-  Sutherland.  Donald  G. 

Singleton,  Floyd  R.      Swadener.  John  R. 
Sirrine,  Jack  D.  Swalen.  Jerome  D. 

Slsk,  Robert  J.  Swanson,  Carl  W.,  Jr. 


Strecker.  Raymond  F. 
Streich.  Paul  R. 
Stroupe.  Keith  K. 
StuU.  Donald 
St.  Vine.  Edward  L. 
Subak,  John  T. 
Sullivan,  Don  M. 
Sullivan,  Francis  W. 
Sullivan.  Gerald  J. 
Sullivan.  John  L..  Jr. 
Summers.  GUbert  L. 


Sweeney.    Charles 

Jr. 
Sweeney,  James  R. 
Sweet.   PhlUp  W. 

Jr. 
Swift,  Hugh  O.,  Jr. 
Swingley,  Robert  E. 
Sybeldon,  WiUiam 
Talbot,  warren  C. 
Tanc,  Charles  B. 
Tanner,  George  S. 
Taylor,  Francis  C. 
Tebo.  Ballard  W. 
Tennis,  WUUam  W. 
Terrell,  Fred  W.,  Jr. 
Terrtll,  WUllam  R. 
Tblbault,  Charles  H. 
Thoen,  William  L. 


L..  Warner.  Virgil  W. 

Warwick.  WlUlam  B. 

Washington.  Max  U 
K.,  Weatherly,  Robert 
T.,  Jr. 

Webb,  Richard  C. 

Weeks,  Orady  A. 

Wegener,  Glenn  L. 

Weldon,  John  F. 

Wells,  Alfred  T.,  Jr. 

Wells,  John  L.,  Jr. 

Welsh,  Etichard  W. 

Werner,  Richard  B. 

Werner,  Robert  V. 

West,  Ronald  B. 

West«-velt,  John  C. 

Weymouth,  Btirton  R. 

Whaley,  WUliam  8. 

Whalley,  WUllam  B. 


Thom,  NcMTnan  R. 

Thomas,    Carl   H.,   Jr.Whelan,  James  A. 
Thomas,  Tom  D.  C.       White,  John  B. 
Thomas,  Walter  R.       White,  Robert  W. 
Thompson,    John,    A.  White,  Robert  J. 

Jr.  Whitehead,  Richard 

Thompson,  Raphael  P.     T. 
Thompson,  Robert  C.Whltelaw,  Robert 
Thompson,    Theodore  Whitley,  Walter  J. 

O.  Whitlock,  Richard  T. 

Thompson,  William     Whitlock,  Robert  T. 

B.,  Jr.  Whitman,  Donald  L. 

Thornbtu^,  Thomas  H.  Whitmer,  Don  R.  R. 


Thornton,  John  W 
Thorp,  John  H. 
Thrower,  Guy  T. 
Thurston,  Dick  W. 
Thyberg,  Robert  C. 
Tibbetts.  Alan  D. 
Tinker,  Donald  C, 
Todd,  Troy  B. 
Todd,  WUllam  E. 
Todes,  Lew,  Jr. 
Toland,  Owen  J.,  Jr. 
Toll,  Edwin  A..  Jr. 
Tollgaard,  Elmer  M. 
Tomlinson,  Frank  R. 
Tofitberg,  Robert  B. 
Towles.  William  T. 


Whittle,  WiUiam  B. 
Wlbbenhorst.  WUllam 

R. 
Wick,  Ned  E. 
Wiedmaier,  Harry  O. 
Wiginton,  Bmmett 
Jr.     C,  Jr. 

Wigmore,  John  O. 
WUbur,  Harley  D. 
Wilcox,  James  G. 
Wllgus,  Carlton  L. 
Wllkins.  James  R.,  Jr. 
Willard,  Daniel  D.  M. 
Wllle,  James  E. 
Willi,  Thomas  A. 
Williams,  Franklin  B. 


Tregurtha.   James  D.,WiUiams,  George  N. 


Jr. 

Trevlllyan,  Jacques  I 
Trimble,  Dan  M. 
Trotter,  Robert  J. 
Troutman,  Glean  E. 
Truax,  Charles  J. 
Trultt,  Thomas  D. 
Trzclnskl,   Edward   E 
Tuck,  Edward  n 
Tuomela.  Clyde  H. 
Tvede,  Ralph  M.,  Ji*. 
Twite,  Martin  J.,  Jr. 
Tyson.  James  J.,  Jr. 
Dlbert,  Eugene  T. 
Ullman,  Earl  A. 
Upthegrove,  William 

R. 
Van  Houten,  Louis  A. 
Van  Kleeck,  Justin  L, 
Vassalottl,  Nichols  A. 
Vea,  David  M. 
Vejvoda,  Charles  H. 
Vestal,  Edwin  C,  Jr. 
Villanueva,  Xavler  V. 
Vincent,  George  K. 
Vines,  Thomas  E. 
Vinlng,  Adrian  D. 
Vltcenda.  John  F. 
Voda,  Eugene  M. 
Vollmer,  Robert  J. 
VosseUer,  James  B. 
Wagner,  Eugene  R. 
Wagner,  Robert  H. 
Walt,  James  L.,  Jr. 
Walker,  Merle  R. 
Wallace.  David  T. 
Wallace,  Donald  E. 
Wallace,  Kenneth  R. 
Waller.  Alexander 

E.,  Jr. 
Wallln,  Robert  A. 
Walsh,  Edvrard  J. 
Ward,  Donald  8. 
Warner,  Brooks  F. 


Williams,  Jesse  G. 
.Williams,  Lewis  L. 
Williams,  Roy  B. 
WUliams,  WUllam 

A.,  Ill 
Wilson,  Carlton  D. 
Wilson,  Dcnald  R. 
.Wilson,  James  I. 
Wilson,  Joseph  W. 
Wilson,  Keith  C. 
Wilson,  Richard  F. 
Wilson,  Wayne  R..  Jr. 
WUson,  WiUiam  W. 
Wink,  Jacob  L.  H. 
Wlnneg,  Richard  I. 
Wlnalow,  Donald  F. 
Wise,  Gerald  W. 
Wise,  Harold  O. 
Wise,  Rob«-t  B. 
Wiseman,  Richard  F. 
Wlsenbaker,  Eugene  H. 
Wlss,  Robert  E. 
Wodjenskl,  Joseph  J. 
Wood,  Peter  W. 
Wood,  Raymond 

S.,  Jr. 
Woodall,  James  F. 
Wooddell.  Allen  C. 
Wooden,  Neal  R. 
Woodman,  Gordon  P. 
Woodmansee,  Ernest 

R.,  Jr. 
Woodruff,  Richard  F. 
Woodside,  John  A. 
WoodweU,  George  M. 
Woolcock,  Thomas  E. 
Wooldrldge,  Edmund 

T..  Jr. 
Wooley,  Robert  T. 
Woolf,  John  M. 
Worcester,  Thomas  K. 
Worchesek,  Robert  R. 
Wright,  Rtissell  A. 
Wright,  WUllam  B. 
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Wuathrleh,  Don  L.         Walden.  Walter  A. 
Wutftange,  Wllllam  U.  Wetmore.  Richard  O. 
Wuncli.  Kdward  R.  P.   Agger,  Kllzabeth  J. 
Wunderlieli,  Robert      Allen,  Beverlee  J. 
Wyckoff,  Frederic  I*.       Barteau.  Cella  L. 
Wylle,  Henry  K.'  Bryan.  Eaizabeth  E. 

Yardley.   John  L.   lC.,Cady,  Joan  J. 


Jr. 
TasaltU.  Prank  If 
Young,    Casanave 

Jr. 
Young,  Prank  J. 
Yowell,  Orover  M. 
Zell.  Donald  D. 
Zellmer,  Oeorge  P. 
Zlebarth,  Thomas  A 
ZUls.  Milton  C. 


Caldwell,  Margaret 
Campbell,  Olenna  B. 
H.,  Campbell.  Marian  A. 
Caaaldy.  Joan  K. 
Clark,  Dorothy  I. 
Doyle,  Mary  e! 
Elsen.  Marls  K. 
Plsher,  Mary  C. 
Preethy.  Lauralne  A. 
Gray.  Norma  J. 


Zlmmerly.  Arthur,  m  Harrah.  Betty  L 
Zimmerman,  James  A.  Harrison,  Mary  L. 
Zlnk.  Stewart  T. 


Zwollnskl,  Prank  J. 
Butler.  Donald  D. 
Carnlcon,  Francis  E. 
Clymer.  Roy  E.,  Jr. 
Delia  Rocco,  Peter 
Elliott.  Chester  E. 
Engelman.  Otla  E. 
Olddens.  Homer  A. 
Hamilton.  Oeorge 
Huckaby.  Donnle  W. 
Hutton.  William  U 
Ingram,  Jack  R. 
Ludwig,  Helmuth  A. 
Marclnl,  Armldo  E. 


Helleberg,  Jacqueline 
Hills.  Mary  E. 
Hopf.  Margaret  E. 
Kerr,  Dorothy  C. 
Kraff.  Lorraine 
Lloyd,  Rebecca  A. 
Luddeke,  Rhoda  N. 
Malmone,      Oenevleve 

K. 
McKee,  Fran 
Moore.  Patricia  E.  J. 
Oliver,  Marlella  B. 
Pari  In.  Norma  P. 
Pettlt.  Mary  C. 
Ross,  Mary  L. 


Saunders,  Mary  P. 
Schantz.  Patricia  J. 
Smith.  Anne  P. 
Stalllngs.  Barbara  D. 
Till.  MarUyn  J. 
Walters.  Faith  E. 
Wilson.  Ann  P. 


Marker.  Raymond  K.    Rutherford,  Catherine 

Moore.  Robert  L.  L. 

Murphy,  John  L. 

Pierce.  John  p. 

Pitcher.  Harry  B. 

Reed.  Irvln  W. 

Sentman.  Albert  O. 

Shafer.  Elroy  J. 

Smith,  Jack  D. 

Valek,  John  C, 

SUPFLT  coapa 
Adair.  Leon  M.  Oarchow.  Alvln  R. 

Anderson.  Harry  L.       Oary.  Lewis  E. 
Angner.  Joseph  J.  Oelger.  Merrill  A. 

Ansel.  Donald  R.  Gordon.  Gilbert  H..  Jr. 

Amostrong,  Oeorge  K.  Gove.  Jack  E. 
Barber,  Ray  C.  Greenberg,  Edwin  O. 

Barker,  Richard  T.        Hall,  Richard  A. 
Barrow,  Spencer  A.       Halperln.  Oeorge  B. 


Bauer,  Robert  P. 

Bauusgard,  Perry  E. 

Besemann.  Wllber  C. 

BlUlan.  Douglas  C. 

Bleck.  Robert  O. 

Bohl.  Stanley  C. 

Bown,  Walter  L. 

Burnetta.  Thomas  E. 

Carley,  John  A. 

Carpenter,  Norman  E.    House,  Clyde  V. 

Cassell,  Lewis  D.  Howard,  Donald  S. 

Chandler.  Hugh  H.        Hudson.  Richard  S 

Cheatham,  Guy  C,  Jr.   Huebner.  Donald  E 

Clark.  Charles  A.,  3d      Hughes,  Robert  L. 


Harris,  Walter  P..  Jr. 
Harrison,  John  I. 
Hawkinsbn,  Lloyd  E. 
Henderson,  John  M. 
Hlle.  Robert  H. 
Hogan,  John  E. 
Hoggard,    William    D.. 

2d 
Holcomb.  Franklin  J. 


Hunter.  George  M..  Jr. 
Hurley.  Joseph  D. 
Isaacson.  Robert  L. 
JolUffe,  John  D. 
Jones,  Burton  H. 


Cohen,  Stanley 

Colen.  Paul 

Connell,  James  J.,  Jr. 

Cross.  Richard  J. 

Curley.  Wilfred  B. 

Curian.  William  E..  Jr.  Katz.  Samuel 

Davis,  James  B.  Keeney,  Prank  W. 

Dawklns,    Samuel    D..Kepple.  Philip  E. 

Jr.  Kllbourn,  Garland  R., 

De  Lalttre.  Charles  D.      Jr. 
Dewey,  Wayne  D.  KiUebrew,  Thoman  E. 

Donley.  Harold  C,  Jr.  Klngsberg.  William  J. 
Droge,  William  B.,  Jr.  Klrby,  Frederick  W.. 
Dughl.  Carl  M.  Jr. 

Dunham.    Donald    J..Knowles.  Walter  E.,  3d 


Jr. 
Eckfeld.  Frederick  J. 
Kcklund.  Alan  R. 
Bckmann,  James  L. 
Ely.  James  S. 
Ely.  William  B..  Jr. 
Fillmore.  William  C. 
Flanagan,  Richard  M. 
Francis,  Evans  J. 
Fulton,  Robert  C. 
Fussell,  Theodore  J. 


Krone.  Prank  W. 
Krueger.  John  R. 
Lacombe,  William  G. 
lAndes,  Richard  J. 
Lledtke,  Norman  H. 
Llndberg,  Donald  W. 
Loetscher.  Robert  L. 
I.ynn.  James  W. 
Martin,  Charles  C. 
Martin,  Marvin  D. 
Ma.son.  Philip  J. 


McAden,     Sidney     Y..RLnghaU8en.  Robert  L. 

Jr.  Rlppert.  Donald  J. 

McCUntock.  Harry  C.    Roche.  Clayton  P. 
McCormlck.  Loyd  W.     Rudzlnskl,      Anthony 
McCoy.  DanU-1  J.  W. 

McGoldrlck,     Richard  Schumann.  Merrltt.  J. 

D.  Simons,  Thomas  C. 

McNabb.  Thomas  R.      Smith.  Edward  L. 
Miller.  Donald  W.  Sowle,  Claude  R..  3d 

Morrison.  Richard  W.   Stegner,  Ralph  W. 
Morrison,  Walton  M.     Sterner.  Francis  J. 
Mouch,  Charles  M..  Jr.  Strickland.  Robert  L. 
Mulligan,   Thomas    J  ,  Strobel.  John  R. 


Jr. 

Neff.  Paul  W..  Jr. 
Newton.  Jack  R. 
Newton.   Theodore 

Jr. 
Paine,  Glenn 
Ptirker.  James  A. 


TVaskowsky.     Richard 

A. 
Tveita.  Reynold  C. 
Van.  George  E. 
Waddell.  Herbert  L. 
Wallcer,  George  L. 
Walmsley,  J.  Truman 


Peloquln  Ferdinand  C  Webb,    DavU   L. 


Pratt,  James  R 
Prnvitz.  William  H. 
Reynolds,    Eugene    E 

Jr. 
Rice.  Robert  L. 
Richardson.  Mortimer,  Tupp.  James  U. 

J. 

CIVIL      ENGINEES      CO«PS 


Williams.  Richard  O. 
Williams.    Ross  P.,  Jr. 
Dunnam.  Betty 
Grove,  Mnry  S. 
Breedeu,  Robert  L. 


Austin.  Bruce  O. 
Chesson.  Eugene.  Jr. 
Forehand,  Paul  W. 
Huffman,   James  I. 
I#onard,  Theodore  E. 
Martin,  Hunt  V  .  Jr. 


Simpson,  Sherwofxl  L. 
Skinner.  Charles  E. 
Stetson,  John  B. 
Watjner.  Waller  R. 
Wentz,  Georife   R. 
Whipple.  Caryll  R. 


Mlddleton,  William  D  .Larson,  Theodore  J. 

^^  Norman,  Calvin  C. 

Phelps,  Pharo  A.  Taber.  E>onald  O. 

Puint-r.  William  E.  Jr.WUeox.  Romeo  E. 
Sherman,  George  E. 

MEDICAL      SERVICE      CO«PS 

Adams.  Dwlght  J.  Levlch.  Caiman 

Barkley.  Luclen  E.  LInd.    Vincent    E. 

Beam.  Walter  E  .  Jr.        Marsh,  William  G  .  Jr 
Bergqulst,    Melvln    D  ,  McCarthy,  Daniel  P. 


Jr. 

BlKgs,  Leland  M. 
Bobek.  Francis  R. 
BoKgs,  Clifford  W. 
Boone,  Oeorge  A. 
Bowe.  Warren   C. 
Brciwn,  Albert  E. 
Bryant.  Harvey  P. 
Carr,  Charles  A..  Jr. 
Conrad.  Ray  W. 
Courtney.  John  C. 
Dem[)ewolf,  Eugene  H. 


McDonough,     WlUliim 

A. 
McOulre.  Francis  E. 
Mcllraith,  James  D. 
McKerley,  Lowell  H. 
McMahon,      Talmadge 

G. 
Merrell,  Walter  C. 
Miller,  Edwin  B. 
Moody.  John  A. 
Morgan,     William     J., 

Jr. 


Denningham.  John  S.Murphree.    Hinry    B, 


Devlns.  Thomas  A. 
DeWltt,  Richard  G 
Dinwiddle.  Carl  P. 
Douglas.  George  F. 
Duffey.  William  S. 
Freeman.  Noel  L. 
Ortv,  LaVerne  W. 
OehrinR,  Jack  H. 
Oellman.  Martin 
Gibbons.  Harry  C  . 
Goodrich.   Neil   E, 
Green,  Barney  O. 
Orossiilckle.  Paul  D 
Hamrlck,  David  O. 
llnnavan.   Robert  J. 
Hiirvey.   Dallas  C. 
Hiatt.  B<iger   L. 
Huber.  Godfrey  S. 
Jensen.  Roderick  E. 
Jonen,  William  H. 
Kelly,   Daniel    L. 
Kelly.  James  D. 
Koepke.  MllUm  E. 
Kramer,  Ernest  S. 
Kuhl.  Peter  R. 
Lacy,  Dexter  J. 
Laedtke.   Ralph  H 


Jr. 

Murray.  Reid  F..  Jr, 

Newton.  Richard   R. 

Nicholson.  Earl  M. 

Nygren,  Raymond  A. 

Hfau,  Bernard  J. 

Phelps,  Donald  L. 

Prultt,  John  D. 

Rever,  Rodnev   R. 
Jr  Ridge,  Bradley  B. 
Jr.Sandeen.  Garnet  O. 

Sanders.  James  M. 

Scales.  Thomas  N..  Jr. 

Schwab.  Albert  J. 

Sharp.  Robert 

Stiles,  Thomas  R. 

Stuart.    James    F. 

Hwlndal.  James  R. 

Sykes,  Stanley  E. 

TTiompeon,  Robert  E 

Tuber.  Theodore  W. 

Waggoner.  Edgar  G. 

Warner.  Albert  D. 

Wells.  William  H. 

Wheeler.  Thomas  E 

Wilson.  Henry  B. 

Zaller.  Frank  A. 


1-each.  Thomas  G.,  Jr.  Keating.  Katherlne 
U>e.  Raymond  W.  Murtagh.  Nancy  M. 

IfTTXSB    CORPS 

Anderson.  June  L.         Betzlnger,  Elizabeth  D. 
Bach,  Lillian  M.  Black.  Helen  J. 

Barron,  Joan  L.  Bower,  Joau  E. 


Boyd,  OUTia  O.  Miller.  Joyce  L. 

Brock.  Catherine  M.     Moflltt.  Jeanne  T. 
Brown.  Eleanor  J.         Moody.  Anna  E. 
Bruton.  Annie  R.  Moore.  Lucille  A. 

Buckingham,      Louise  Morlng.  Pattle  W. 

A.  Muhlenfeld,  Loretta  T. 

Carlson.  Doris  J.  Nlcora.  Adeline 

Carpenter,  Lois  T.  Noonen.  Barbara  A. 

Cassanova,  Audrey  M.  Obertance,  Helen  I. 


Clemens,  Rose  M. 
Cooper,  Opal  J. 
Craig.  Florence  V. 
Crowe.  Patricia  P. 
Damasco,  Irene  I. 


Odom.  Thelma 
Patterson,  Rita  M. 
Ploslla.  Edla  M. 
Pluke,  Virginia  M. 
Pommler.  Angelina  T. 


DeMartlno,  TheodoslaRagland.  Wllda  R. 
Dennis.  Catherine  E.     Read.  Anna  C. 


Dial.  Thelma  P. 
Dunn.  Kathleen  M. 
Easter.   Mary  R. 
Kberhardt.   Marie 
Eldrldge.  Ruth  E. 
Elliott,  Laura  S. 
Fliz.  Barbara  O. 
Frame,  Ellen  B. 
Fuller.   Doris  T. 
Gasper,  Pearl  Y. 
Crelbmann.  Mary  A. 
Oreer.  Gi>ldle  D. 
Hancock,  Joan 
Harrlgan,  Nancy  L. 
Hedrick,  Betty  3. 
Henkel.  Dolores  A. 
Hinckley,  Colleen 
Jaeger.  Elizabeth  L. 
Kalian.  Addle  E 
Kellakfher.  VIolett  J. 
Kirkland,  Mnry  E. 
Krlntz,   Betty   R. 
Leutz,   Lillian   D. 
Levin,  Mildred  R. 
Mac  Donald 
M 


Reed,   Sylvia  P. 
Rhodarmer.  Joan 
RIecken.  Margarete 
Rock.  Joele 
Schlachter,  WUma  R. 
selic,   Luella  P. 
Severson.  Shirley  R. 
Sganga,  Anna 
Shafer,  Mary  H. 
Shelton.  Waunle  L. 
Sheridan.  Anne  M. 
Shrout.  Rose  E, 
Slmkins,  Lois  J.     > 
Smith,  Donna  J. 
Smith.  Mildred  M. 
Smith,  Vivian  E. 
Snyder,   Mildred   I. 
Spangler,  Elizabeth  V. 
Sprowles.  Elizabeth  P. 
Htllwell.   Adelaide 
Struble,  Mary  R. 
Sullivan,  Harriet  B. 
Sullivan.  Norma  A. 
Taylor,  Mary  E. 
MaUeMne  Ulrlch.  Marian  J. 

Underwood,  Wanda  D. 


Mac  Donald.  Frances  E.  Wakeman.  Harrlette  U 
Mntjulre.  Prances  P.      Walbert.  Bertha  M. 


Marsch.   Doris  E. 
Martin,  Rosalie  S. 
Melendez,  Rose  M. 
Merrick,  MlUlcent  E 
.Michael,  Thedia  A. 
Miller,  Jean  L. 


Warren,  Ellen  G. 
Wheeler.  Mary  B. 
Whitfield.  Ollda  G. 
Whitfleld,  Gloria  M. 
Williams.  Alice  K. 
Wywlorskl.  Patricia  A. 
For  permanent  appointment  as  an  enalga 
111  the  line  of  the  Navy; 
Parker,  John  R. 

For  permanent  promotion  to  chief  radio 
Plectruiun  in  the  Navy,  subject  Uj  quallflca- 
tion   therefor  as   provided   by   law; 

ManUziik,  Nicholas. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Kxecutivr  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  29.  1953: 

DCPAKTMENT  or  StaTK 

Curl  W  McCardle,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
A.ssistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Thrusujn  B  Morion,  of  Kentucky,  to  be 
AsbUlanl  Secretary  of  State. 

Department  or  Acricxtltttie 
True  D.   Moise.   of   Missouri,    to  be   Under 

Secretary  of   Agriculture. 

J.  Eari  Coke,  of  California,  to  be  As!5lstant 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Post  Offux  Department 
Charles  R.  H<«;k.  Jr..  of  Ohio,  to  be  Deputy 

rofctmaater  General. 

John  C.  Allen,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Assi."(tant 

PoHtmaster  Geiieral. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Till  HSDAV,  J.VM  .un   21),  \\)X\ 

The   Hou.se  met  at   12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

God  of  prace  and  wisdom  unto  whom 
all  heart.s  are  open  and  all  de.sires  known. 
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wilt  Thou  Inspire  us  dally  with  those 
longings  and  hopes  which  Thou  dost 
delight  to  satisfy. 

Help  us  to  believe  that  no  needed  bless- 
ing wilt  Thou  withhold  from  us  if  we 
walk  uprightly  and  that  Thou  canst 
bring  to  fulflllineDt  every  noble  aspira- 
tion which  stirs  our  soul. 

Grant  that  we  may  meet  and  master 
all  our  difficult  national  and  interna- 
tional problems  with  an  assurance  of 
Thy  guiding  and  sustaining  presence. 

May  every  thought  of  our  mind  be 
brought  into  a  glad  and  willing  obedience 
to  the  mind  of  our  blessed  Lord  and  may 
His  spirit  of  love  touch  the  life  of  broken 
and  bleeding  himianity  with  Its  healing 
and  transforming  power. 

In  His  name  we  offer  our  petition. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Monday.  January  36,  1953,  was  read  and 
approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Prazier.  one  of  Its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  a  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  Con.  Res.  24.  ConcurreDt  rosolution  pro- 
viding for  a  Joint  •ession  of  the  Congress  on 
February  2,  1953. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the  following 
title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S  243.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73, 
Elghty-flrst  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat, 
ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State    (for   Administration). 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  been  directed  to  notify  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  under  authority  of 
Public  Law  585.  Seventy-ninth  Congress, 
has  appointed  Mr.  Cokdom,  of  Oregon,  a 
member  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused 
by  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Pastore,  of 
Rhode  Island. 


RECESS  ON  MONDAY.  FEBRUARY  2. 
1953 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  Monday, 
Pebruai-y  2,  1953.  the  Speaker  may  de- 
clare a  recess  at  any  time  subject  to  the 
call  of  the  Chair. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  Tuesday 
next,  February  3,  1953,  it  be  in  order  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  provide  for 
an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration ;  that  such  bill  be  considered 
under  the  general  rules  of  the  House, 
and  that  ttiere  shall  be  not  to  exceed  1 
hour  d<!bate,  to  be  confined  to  the  bill, 
and  equally  divided  and  controlled  by 
the    chairman    and    ranking    minority 


member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADJOURNMENT   UNTIL   MONDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  It  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  may  sit 
and  act  diu'ing  the  session  of  the  House 
today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  may  have 
until  midnight  tonight  to  file  their  report 
on  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  provide  for  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Admin- 
istration. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  THE  UNITEaJ 
STATES  NAVAL  ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  34,  sections  1083  and  1084, 
United  States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy  the 
following  Members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Jinsen,  Iowa;  Mr.  Small, 
Maryland;  Mr.  BAiLnr,  West  Virginia; 
Mr.  Yates,  Illinois. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  THE  UNITED 
STATES  MILITARY  ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  10.  sections  1055  and  1056, 
United  States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Military  Academy  the 
following  Members  on  the  part  of  the 
House:  Mr.  Cantield,  New  Jersey;  Mr. 
Gavin,  Peruisylvania ;  Mr.  Brown,  Geor- 
gia; Mr.  SiKES,  Florida. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  ATOMIC 
ENERGY 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  42,  section  1815,  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  the  following  Members  on  the 
part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Cole.  New  York; 
Mr.  HiKSHAW,  California;  Mr.  Van  Zandt. 
Pennsylvania;  Mr.  Jenkims,  Ohio;  Mr. 
Patterson.  Connecticut;  Mr.  Durham, 
North  Carolina;  Mr.  Holitiild.  Cali- 
fornia; Mr.  Price,  Illinois;  Mr,  Kilday, 
Texas. 


HOUSE  MEMBERS  OF  THE  JOINT 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  ECONOMIC 
REPORT 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  15.  section  1024,  United 
States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Eco- 
nomic Report  the  following  members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Wolcott, 
Michigan;  Mr.  Simpson,  Pennsylvania; 
Mr.  Talle.  Iowa;  Mr.  Bender.  Ohio;  Mr. 
Hart.  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Patmah,  Texas; 
Mr.  Bolunc,  Missouri. 


ADMISSION   TO   HOUSE   FLOOR   AT 
JOINT   SESSION   ON   MONDAY 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
make  a  statement. 

After  consultation  with  the  majority 
and  minority  leaders,  and  remembering 
the  terrific  jams  we  have  had  upon  the 
floor  upon  the  occasion  of  appearances 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  at 
joint  sessions  of  the  Congress,  with  the 
consent  and  approval  of  the  floor  lead- 
ers the  Chair  announces  that  on  Mon- 
day next  the  doors  immediately  opposite 
the  Speaker  will  be  open  and  the  doors 
on  the  Speaker's  left  and  right,  and  none 
other. 

No  one  will  be  allowed  uF>on  the  floor  of 
the  House  who  does  not  have  the  privi- 
lege of  the  floor  of  the  House. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  FRED 
CUMMING8 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Hill]. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Novem- 
ber 10,  1952,  there  passed  away  in  Fort 
Collins,  Colo.,  a  former  Member  of  this 
House,  the  Honorable  Fred  Cummings. 
Mr.  Cummings  was  elected  to  Congress 
In  1932  and  served  until  January  1941. 

Mr.  Cummings  was  a  great  friend  of 
the  farmers  of  the  Second  District  of 
Colorado.  He  battled  to  save  the  sugar 
industry  and  supported  with  all  the 
power  of  his  office  the  approval  of  the 
Colorado  Big  Thompson  project. 

I  insert  as  part  of  my  remarks  his 
obituary  in  the  Fort  CoUins  Coloradoan 
and  an  editorial  from  the  Denver  Demo- 
crat: 

(From  the  Fort  CoUlrui   Coloradoan  of 
November  10,  1962] 

The  honorable  Fred  Cummings.  88,  former 
Congressman  and  46-year  resident  of  Fort 
CoUlns,  died  suddenly  about  11:30  a.  m.  to- 
day at  the  Page  Convalescent  Home  at  211 
Canyon  Avenue. 

Death  followed  a  sudden  heart  attack. 
Relatives  said  he  had  recovered  from  a  recent 
operation  in  a  Denver  hospital. 

Mr.  Cummings,  a  Democrat,  was  elected  to 
Congress  In  1932,  the  year  In  which  Frank- 
lin D.  Roosevelt  defeated  Herbert  Hoover 
for  the  Presidency.  During  his  four  terms 
as  a  Representative  of  the  Second  Congres- 
sional District,  Mr.  Cummings  led  in  the  bat- 
tle for  approval  and  appropriation  for  the 
Colorado-Big  Thompson  project,  now  sched- 
uled for  completion  next  year. 

roucBT  ros  bucak  act 
He  also  took  a  leading  part  In  the  light 
for  Federal  payments  for  sugar  beet  growers, 
which' -cesulted  In  the  Sugar  Act  of  1»M. 
Near  tbe  ckiae  o<  tUs  congreasional  serrtca 
he  was  third  ranking  member  at  ttk*  ll«:ass 
Agriculture  Oommlttca. 
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"Bt^an  entering  Congren.  Ifir.  Cuminings 
had  MTTwl  nieecaalTely  •■  president  of  the 
Mountala.  States  Sugar  Beet  Growers  Uar- 
ketlng  Association  and  Its  Fort  Collins  local, 
and  of  the  National  Sugar  Beet  Growers  As- 
sociation. In  those  jrears  he  was  prominent 
In  the  growers'  struggle  for  favorable  con- 
tracts. 

ICr.  Cummlngs  was  bom  In  New  Hampshire 
September  18,  1864.  At  the  age  of  1  year  he 
was  taken  by  his  parents  to  Clinton,  Iowa. 

rikMMKD  IH  NKBXASKA 

When  he  was  12  his  family  moved  by  ox 
wsgon  to  a  farm  In  Jones  County.  Iowa,  and 
2  years  later  to  Custer  County,  Nebr.  There 
they  built  the  first  sod  house  and  barn 
during  Nebraska's  early  bomesteadlng  era. 
In  later  years  the  youth  hauled  wheat  30 
miles  to  market. 

He  engaged  in  stock  feeding  and  farming 
m  Nebraska  for  many  years.  Before  coming 
to  Fon  CoUlns  In  190«  he  owned  one  of  the 
largest  livestock  businesses  In  northern  Ne- 
braska. 

While  living  In  Nebraska  Mr.  Cummlngs 
studied  for  and  was  admitted  to  the  bar.  at 
the  age  of  30.  Farming  and  stock  feeding 
became  his  major  interest,  however,  and  he 
gave  up  his  law  practice  after  a  few  years. 

OWNKD  SEVKKAL  rASMS 

After  coming  here,  Mr.  Cummlngs  owned 
several  farms  in  Larimer  and  Weld  Counties, 
feeding  livestock  and  raising  sugar  beets. 
He  served  as  a  member  of  the  Fort  Collins 
city  council  before  the  city  charter  was 
adopted  in  1913. 

His  four  terms  In  Congress  ended  In  1941, 
following  his  defeat  by  the  present  Congress- 
man, Wn-LiAM  S.  Hill,  the  Republican  candi- 
date, in  the  1940  election. 

He  married  the  former  Miss  Nancy  Jane 
Sutton  in  1889  In  Nebraska.  Of  their  five 
children,  three  survive:  George  G.  Cummlngs. 
of  Washington.  D.  C:  Ralph  P.  Cummlngs.  of 
Fort  Collins,  and  Mrs.  Raymond  West,  of 
Santa  Ana.  Calif.  Two  sons,  Harry  and  Hugh, 
died  In  1920  and  1902,  respectively. 

Mrs.  Cummlngs  died  In  March  1944  at  their 
home  at  828  West  Olive  Street.  In  October 
1947  Mr.  Cummlngs  married  the  former  Mrs. 
Ina  Graham  of  FalrQeld,  Iowa.  Their  home 
here  was  at  1201  Laporte  Avenue.  She  died 
here  In  September  1951.  Since  then  Mr. 
Cummlngs  had  lived  at  the  Page  home. 

*  WAS   ODD  FXLLOW 

Mr.  Cummlngs  was  a  life  member  of  the 
Odd  Fellows  lodge,  which  he  Joined  In  1888. 
He  filled  all  the  lodge  offices,  and  In  1897  was 
a  past  noble  grand. 

Survivors  besides  the  three  children  In- 
clude four  grandchildren:  Dr.  Fred  Cum- 
mlngs. of  Seattle.  Wash.;  A.  J.  Cummlngs.  of 
Denver;  Mrs.  Lowell  Watts,  wife  of  Captain 
Watts,  serving  with  the  United  States  Air 
Force  In  the  Azores  Islands;  and  Harry  Cum- 
mlngs. of  Denver.  There  are  nine  great- 
grandchildren. 

Funeral  arrangements,  not  yet  completed, 
are  In  charge  of  the  Blythe-Hollowell  Mor- 
tuary. 

[From  the  Denver  Democrat) 
Northern  Colorado  has  lost  one  of  the 
region's  great  champions  with  the  death  of 
Fred  Cummlngs.  former  Congressman  for 
the  Second  District,  and  the  man  whose 
consistent  efforts  In  Congress  we:,  'ai  ^ely 
responsible  for  securing  funds  for  .he  Colo- 
rado-Big Thompson  project. 

When  his  colleagues  in  Congress  were 
skeptical  of  the  idea  of  diverting  water  under 
the  Great  Divide.  Fred  Cummlngs  had  a  larj^e 
scale  model  of  the  prospect  set  up  Just  out- 
side the  doors  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives In  Washington  and  spent  hours  there 
showing  his  fellows  In  Congress  Just  how 
the  project  would  work  and  then  explalnlni;; 
its  great  value  to  tl.^  Nation  and  to  the  West. 


"It  took  sotne  ttane,"  Fred  once  told  me, 
"but  I  finally  converted  them,  they  couldn't 
refuse  to  vote  for  this  project  when  they  saw 
Its  many  benefits,  and  realized  that  it  was 
not  an  expenditure  but  an  investment." 

A  good  farmer  himself,  Cummlngs  was 
always  ready  to  push  legislation  that  aided 
agriculture.  As  one  of  the  original  New 
Deal  Congressmen,  he  fought  with  Roose- 
velt and  Costigan  for  sound  legislation  to 
stabilize  the  prices  of  sugar,  for  rural  elec- 
trification benefits,  for  reclamation  expan- 
sion and  for  a  sound  program  of  low  interest 
rate  farm  loans. 

Cummlngs  believed  in  the  soundness  of 
the  West  and  fought  for  project  after  project 
that  helped  bring  the  Nation  from  the  de- 
spair of  the  late  thirties  to  Its  present  stage. 

His  almost  Inevitable  rule  of  thumb  for 
each  project  he  supported  was.  will  It  repay 
Itself  In  greater  production  for  our  people. 
greater  Income  for  our  farms  and  a  higher 
standard  of  living  for  those  who  work  to 
prrxluce  America's  wealth. 

Northern  Colorado,  the  State,  the  West. 
and  the  entire  Nation  lost  a  real  champion 
In  the  death  of  Fred  Cummlngs,  a  man  who 
gave  generously  of  a  dynamic  energy  that 
America  might  be  a  better  place  In  which  to 
live  and  In  which  to  make  a  living. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Sper'.ter.  I  wi:;h 
to  join  with  my  colleague  from  Colo- 
rado's Second  Congressional  District  and 
acknowledge  the  loss  which  the  people  of 
Colorado  and  especially  those  of  the 
Second  Congressional  District  have  ex- 
perienced with  the  passing  of  the  late 
Fred  Nelson  Cummlngs,  former  Con- 
gressman from  that  district. 

It  was  my  personal  privilege  to  know 
this  capable  and  unselfish  citizen  of 
Colorado  In  his  profession  as  a  lawyer 
and  his  career  as  a  public  servant.  He 
was  industrious,  able,  loyal  to  the  prin- 
ciples in  which  he  believed,  and  most 
successful  in  protecting  and  advancing 
the  interests  of  the  people  whom  he 
represented.  He  came  to  the  Congress 
as  a  Democrat  with  the  election  of 
former  President  Franklin  Delano  Roose- 
velt and  remained  until  the  beginning  of 
Roosevelt's  third  term.  He  gave  unstint- 
ingly  of  his  efforts  and  ability  in  the  in- 
terests, particularly  of  the  farmers,  and 
is  especially  remembered  for  his  activity 
relating  to  the  sugar-beet  indastry.  Hi.s 
was  a  long  and  successful  life,  during 
which  he  endeared  himself  to  countless 
thousands  of  his  fellow  men,  who  will 
continue  to  value  his  personal  accom- 
plishments and  good  deeds. 

I  Join  with  my  colleagues  in  expressing 
my  sympathy  to  his  loved  ones  who  are 
left  to  bereave  his  passing. 

Mr.  RCX3ERS  of  Colorado. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  It 
with  great  regret  that  we  in  Colorado 
learned  of  the  passing  of  Mr.  Cumming.s. 
As  most  of  you  know  he  served  in  this 
House  for  8  years.  Throughout  that 
time  he  was  a  tireless  worker  in  behalf 
of  the  farmers,  the  sugar  beet  growers, 
the  cattlemen,  and  irrigation,  a  subject 
very  dear  to  our  hearts  in  the  State  of 
Colorado.  We  considered  Fred  Cum- 
mlngs one  man  who  was  very  depend- 
able, who  advocated  the  rights  of  the 
people  at  all  times.    In  his  passing  we  in 
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Colorado  feel  we  have  lost  a  friend,  a 
citizen,  and  a  statesman. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Ricord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  join  my  colleagues  from  Colorado 
in  paying  tribute  to  our  former  col- 
league, Fred  Cummlngs.  I  was  indeed 
saddened  last  fall  when  I  learned  of  his 
passing.  It  was  not  my  good  fortune  to 
be  intimately  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cum- 
mlngs. However,  I  was  aware  of  the  out- 
standing service  he  rendered  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body,  and  of  the  esteem  in 
which  he  was  held  by  the  people  of  his 
district.  I  recall  that  he  was  very  active 
In  promoting  the  interests  of  the  sugar 
beet  industry  and  in  supporting  legisla- 
tion for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer.  I 
join  my  colleagues  in  extending  my  sin- 
cere sympathy  to  the  members  of  his 
family. 


BOARD  OF  VISITORS  TO  UNITED 
STATES  MERCHANT  MARINE 
ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

House  of  RtPHESENTATrvrs. 
Washington.  D.  C  .  January  27.  J953. 
The  Speaker, 

The  House  of  Reprenentativea, 
Washxngton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  Pursuant  to  Public  Law 
301  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress.  I  have 
appointed  the  following  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fl.sh- 
erles  to  serve  as  members  of  the  Board  of 
Visitors  to  the  United  States  Merchant  Ma- 
rine Academy  for  the  year  1953:  Hon.  John 
J.  Allen,  Jr.,  California;  H'jn.  Thiothy  P. 
Kheehan.  Illinois;  Hon.  Edward  J.  Hart,  New 
J  er.se  y. 

As   chairman   of   the   Committee  on   Mer- 
rhant  Marine  and  Fisheries.  I  am  authorized 
to  serve  as  an  ex  officio  member  of  the  Board 
Very  sincerely  yuurs. 

Alvin  F.  Weichel, 

Chairman. 


BOARD    OF    VISITORS    TO    UNITED 
STATES  COAST  GUARD  ACADEMY 
The  SPEAKtJl  laid  before  the  House 

the  following  communication,  which  was 

read  by  the  Clerk : 

House  of  Representatives. 
Wa.thington.  D.  C.  January  27,  1953. 
The  Speaker. 

The  House  of  Representativeit. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Speaker:   Pursuant  to  the  act  of 
April     16,     1937,    as    amended     (Public    Law 
38,  75th  Cong,   ist   sess.)    I  have  appointed 
the  following  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Merchant   Marine  and  Fisheries  to  serve   as 
members    of    the    Board    oi    Visitors    to    the 
United  Stales  Coast  Guard  Academy  for  the 
year    1953:    Hon.   Horace  Seel t- Brown    Jr 
Connecticut;      Hon.      Walter     M       Mumma' 
Pennsylvania;    Hon.    Edward    J.    Hart     New 
Jersey. 

As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries,  I  am  author- 
ized to  serve  as  an  ex  officio  member  of  the 
Board. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Alvin  F  Weichil. 

Chairman. 


1953 
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ANNOUNCEMENT 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wUl  at  this 
time  recognize  Members  to  extend  their 
remarks  or  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  before  the  program  for  today 
which  includes  eulogies  on  William  Mc- 
Kinley  and  our  former  colleague,  the 
late  Dr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Por  the  purpose 
of  assisting  the  Chair  in  what  I  believe 
is  in  the  Chair's  mind:  The  Chair  hopes 
there  will  be  no  special  orders  following 
the  eulogies. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  so  desires 
and  hopes  that  requests  for  extensions 
of  remarks  and  1 -minute  speeches  will 
be  made  at  this  time.  As  far  as  the 
Chair  knows  there  are  pending  no  special 
orders  for  today. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  the  Chair 
hopes  that  none  will  be  asked  for  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  so  hopes. 


OPERATION  SMACK 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  Include  cer- 
tain editorial  material  regarding  Opera- 
tion Smack. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  everybody  has  been  very  much 
astoundfKl  and  greatly  shocked  by  the 
so-called  Operation  Smack  In  Korea. 
The  War  IDepartment  has  just  sent  a 
general  to  talk  with  me  regarding  it. 
He  states  that  all  the  Information  they 
have  is  what  the  papers  have  carried, 
but  that  they  have  asked  General  Collins, 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  who  is  now  in  Korea, 
for  a  complete  report.  The  whole  inci- 
dent reminds  xis  of  the  horror  and  trag- 
edy of  war  and  gives  us  a  new  determina- 
tion to  end  it.  I  asked  for  a  general  in- 
vestigation of  the  whole  shocking  inci- 
dent. 

I  wisti  to  read  the  following  editorial 
from  the  Boston  Post  of  January  28: 

The  following  Is  a  letter  received  by  the 
Post  frora  a  Korean  veteran: 

"It  waj  with  actual  waves  of  nausea  that 
I  read  the  article  on  Operation  Smack  in  the 
January  26  paper.  I  wonder  If  the  poor  bat- 
tered gu^^s  who  staged  Operation  Smack  were 
Issued  bc>und  timetables  with  a  pretty  three- 
color  de<:oration  on  the  front  as  were  the 
Invited  guests. 

"What  a  lovely  memento  of  a  joyous  occa- 
sion tha*.  would  have  been.  After  4  hours 
of  bitter  Oghtlng.  many  of  their  buddies  shot 
to  pieces.  111  bet  they  would  have  danced 
with  glee  at  the  sight  of  such  a  bright  little 
souvenir. 

"I  hope  the  guests  enjoyed  the  thrilling 
drama.  Where,  except  in  the  ancient  Roman 
arena,  could  they  witness  a  llfe-and-death 
struggle  and  get  an  ornate  program  card  to 
boot? 

"Better  still,  why  doesn't  the  Army  print 
up  more  copies  and  send  one  to  each  of  the 
mothers  who  lost  a  boy  in  that  engagement? 
Wouldn't  a  cardboard-bound  timetable  with 
a  picture  on  the  front  be  Just  the  thing  to 
mend  a  liroken  heart? 

"Im  slckl" 


A  lot  of  people  are  sick  at  the  incredible 
stupidity  that  devised  that  stunt  In  Korea, 
and  somebody  ought  to  be  given  a  punish- 
ment that  would  fit  the  crime. 

Here  Is  a  quoUUon  from  the  Associated 
Press  report:  'The  raid,  called  Operation 
Smack,  was  witnessed  by  invited  high  officers 
of  the  United  SUtes  Air  and  Ground  Forces 
and  war  correspondents.  Each  held  a  mime- 
ographed seven-page  timetable  bound  in 
cardboard  with  a  three-color  decoration  on 
the  cover." 

Operation  Smack  turned  out  to  be  41^ 
hours  of  bitter  fighting.  In  which  35  Chinese 
were  killed  and  20  wounded.  There  was  no 
report  of  American  casualties,  but  Inasmuch 
as  the  assault  was  on  a  deeply  dug-in  posi- 
tion heavily  fortified  during  the  truce  nego- 
tiations. It  can  be  assumed  that  our  losses 
were  heavy. 

What  in  the  world  kind  of  warfare  Is  this? 
Is  it  Just  an  afternoon's  entertainment  for 
the  brass  and  invited  guests?  Why  don't 
they  issue  engraved  invitations?  "Please  at- 
tend our  live  ammunition  military  display 
on  the  afternoon  of  January  25.  Some  of 
our  men  will  doubtless  be  killed,  and  others 
msimed.  but  don't  let  that  spoil  your  after- 
noon. Programs  will  explain  what  Is  hap- 
pening, provided  the  enemy  cooperates." 

Of  course,  the  enemy  didn't  cooperate  and 
our  men  were  pushed  back  with  heavy 
lasses. 

The  whole  Korean  episode  has  been  marked 
by  the  worst  kind  of  folly  on  the  part  of 
United  Nations  forces,  but  this  stunt  caps 
everything.  If  this  sort  of  thing  had  gone 
on  at  Anzlo  or  Bastogne  there  would  have 
been  a  whole  series  of  courts-martial. 

But  in  Korea  we  aren't  fighting  a  war 
to  win  it.  We  are  carrying  on  a  campaign 
that  is  utterly  senseless,  and  sooner  or  later 
President  Eisenhower  will  have  to  make  up 
his  mind  that  the  American  people  wont 
put  up  with  it  much  longer. 

It  Is  bad  enough  to  be  trapped  In  a  difficult 
situation  without  pulling  such  a  stunt  as 
Operation  Smack.  Of  all  the  senseless  deaths, 
none  in  any  war  can  compare  with  those 
that  came  to  the  boys  who  fell  during  that 
show. 

They  died  so  that  a  group  of  invited  guests, 
calmly  perusing  their  gaily  decorated  pro- 
grams, could  have  an  afternoon  that  through 
some  weird  reasoning  on  the  part  of  some 
commi^nder  was  supposed  to  be  Instructive, 
but  actually  was  jtut  a  show. 

What  if  the  Chinese  position  had  been 
taken?  Would  it  mean  anything  in  the 
kind  of  warfare  that  we  are  waging?  Not 
a  thing,  obviously,  for  we  have  no  Intention 
of  pressing  on  to  victory. 

Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  Communists 
are  scornful  of  our  military  efforts  In  Korea? 
They  fooled  the  U.  N.  forces  for  months  with 
phony  truce  negotiations  during  which  they 
built  up  their  strength.  They  gained  time 
to  build  a  strong  mountain  line  across  the 
peninsula,  against  which  we  throw  our  troops 
In  broad  daylight  according  to  schedule  on 
a    fancy    three-CQlcv    program. 

The  draft  goes  on  and  on,  and  the  effort 
of  the  military  to  put  over  universal  mili- 
tary training  goes  on  and  on.  What  are 
the  boys  being  drafted  for?  To  die  on  a 
Korean  hillside  In  the  afternoon  stin  while 
Invited  guests  stand  off  and  watch?  For  a 
stunt? 

President  Elsenhower  should  take  official 
cognizance  of  this  appalling  stupidity  called 
Operation  Smack.  Those  guilty  of  the  blun- 
der should  be  called  to  account  and  given 
proper  punishment.  If  those  responsible  are 
allowed  to  go  unpunished  there  will  be  no 
morale  either  In  the  service  or  on  the  home 
front. 

Mr.  Elsenhower  made  Korea  an  issue  in  the 
campaign,  and  he'd  better  get  to  work  on 
it  soon  before  tiie  American  peofde  have  loet 
all  confidence  In  the  leadeis  of  that  dreadful 
war  which  Is  turning  otit  to  be  a  thoroughly 
disgraceful  episode  in  Amertcan  hlsiory. 


I  also  wish  to  include  as  part  of  my 
remarks  the  following  article  from  the 
Boston  Post  of  January  26: 
Aixxas    Rrr    Rzns    WrrH    Bn    Punch — But 

Action    FAZUi    To    Disloocx    Chinssx    oh 

Sptto  Hill 

Wkstmn  Front,  Korea.  Monday.  Jantiary 
26.— The  Allies  threw  the  biggest  coordinated 
plane-artiUery-tank-lnf  antry  raid  of  the  new 
year  Sunday  against  UtUe  Spud  Hill,  close 
by  T-Bone  Hill  on  the  western  front. 

But  it  failed  to  knock  out  the  Chinese 
Red  defenders  who  poured  a  withering  hall 
of  cross  fire  and  bursting  grenades  on  the 
American  foot  soldiers  who  charged  up  the 
steep  slope. 

"They  lobbed  hand  grenades  down  on  us  as 
we  started  up  the  hill."  said  one  of  the  wp.lk- 
ing  wounded  later.  "As  we  got  cloee  to  the 
top  they  caught  us  In  a  crossfire.  It  was 
pure  hell." 

The  battered  infantrymen  pulled  back  to 
their  own  lines  after  4Vi  hours  of  bitter, 
close-range  combat  after  reaching  within  16 
yards  of  the  crest. 

"We  simply  could  not  go  any  farther,"  one 
soldier  said. 

Before  the  raid,  briefing  officers  said  the 
coordinated  action  was  to  be  a  raid  and  that 
the  stuck  force  would  pull  back  after  as- 
saulting the  knoll,  shaped  somewhat  like  an 
Idaho  Russet  potato. 

The  coordinated  attack  was  witnessed  by 
Lt.  Gen.  Glenn  Barcus.  commander  of  the 
Fifth  Air  Force;  Lt.  Gen.  Paul  Kendall,  First 
Corps  commander,  and  MaJ.  Gen.  Wayne  C. 
Smith,  commanding  officer  of  the  United 
States  Seventh  Infantry  Division. 

Infantrymen  sprung  their  assault  at  1 
p.  m.,  after  waves  of  jet  fighter  bombers  hit 
the  entrenched  Reds  with  tons  of  high  ex- 
plosives and  searing  nspalm  (jellied  gMo- 
line). 

The  smashing  air  attacks  were  followed  by 
tremendous  artillery  barrages  that  turned 
Spud  Hill  and  Red-held  T-Bone  just  behind 
It  into  an  Inferno. 

Then  Unks  rumbled  out  into  flat  ground 
where  two  small  valleys  led  to  the  base  of 
Spud.  They  fired  volley  aft«r  volley  of  direct 
fire  into  the  Red  bunkers  and  trenches. 
Other  tanks,  firing  from  set  positions  all 
along  the  allied  line,  threw  additional  hua« 
dreds  of  high-velocity  shells  at  the  Reds. 

Sabre  jets  high  over  northwest  Korea  con« 
tlnued  their  deadly  patrol  of  the  Manchurlan 
l>order  Sunday  and  shot  down  one  MIG  and 
damaged  another,  the  Fifth  Air  Force  aa- 
nounced. 

Other  allied  war  planes  swarmed  over 
North  Korea,  blasting  an  estimated  60  Red 
supply  vehicles  and  hitting  hard  at  Bed 
front -line  positions. 


OPERATION  SMACK 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  incident  to  which  our  col- 
league from  Massachusetts  I  Mrs.  Roo- 
ZRS]  has  just  referred,  the  story  that  was 
carried  in  an  AP  dispatch  dated  Korea 
last  Monday  was  followed  by  editorials  in 
some  newspapers.  The  impressioD  with 
respect  to  this  inadent  by  many  of  our 
f  oiks  has  been  that  the  lives  of  our  men 
were  needlessly  sacxifioed  in  vfaat  migbt 
be  termed  a  shonr. 

This  mexviaas  an  AP  refiartcr  called 
and  said  tbatt  itfeie  et^liiedi  mtarmaMian  in- 
dicated (iSatkli  Uite  «0«rasaK  chcce  was  a 
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normal  one:  that  the  only  difference  was 
tn  what  they  called  a  program,  and  I  as- 
sume what  that  amounts  to  was  that  the 
orders  for  attack  were  printed  in  coloi-s; 
that  the  high-ranking  otHcen  who  in  the 
dispatch  were  described  as  invited  guests 
were  officials  of  the  Air  Corps  and  other 
branches  of  the  armed  services  who  were 
on  the  scene  in  order  that  they  might  be 
advised  as  to  the  tactical  maneuvers  and 
the  effect  of  the  operation. 

What  the  facts  are  I  do  not  know,  but 
that  is  the  information  I  have  received. 
I  was  later  advised  by  a  reporter  for  a 
Boston  paper  that  he  had  checked  with 
the  Pentagon  and  was  told  that  the  pro- 
grams— or,  if  you  prefer  "orders" — had 
been  printed  for  8  days  and  that  nothing 
similar  to  this  operation  had  ever  before 
been  ordered  or  carried  out. 

In  the  past  requests  for  appropria- 
tions ninning  into  billions  upon  billions 
of  dollars  made  not  only  by  the  armed 
services  but  by  the  administration,  have 
either  been  based  upon  or  followed  by 
statonents  of  dire  results  as  to  what 
would  most  certainly  happen  to  us  if 
these  requests  were  not  granted. 

For  example,  years  ago  when  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  wanted  billions  to  carry 
on  his  New  Deal,  he  told  Congress  if  it 
did  not  give  him  what  he  asked,  it  was 
more  than  probable  that  planes  from 
Germany  would  be  bombing  Detroit. 
Kansas  City,  and  Omaha — in  fact,  prac- 
tically all  of  our  big  industrial  Midwest 
ciUes. 

The  Congress  swallowed  that  hook  and 
the  appropriations  were  made. 

Then  we  had  our  stories  that  sub- 
marines were  operating  off  the  east  coast. 
Still  later  the  Japanese  submarines  were 
taking  a  look  at  the  shorelines  of  Wash- 
ington, Oregon,  and  California. 

Oh,  there  have  been  a  constant  stream 
of  scare  stories  and  headlines,  all  ap- 
parently intended  to  make  us  believe 
that  if  we  did  not  use  the  last  red  cent 
appropriated,  we  were  unpatriotic,  no 
better  than  traitors  to  our  country. 

So.  naturally,  when  last  Monday,  I  read 
the  Associated  Press  story  that  in  Korea 
a  group  of  invited  guests,  and  I  use  that 
word  "guests"  advisedly,  had  witne&sed 
an  assault  by  oiur  men  on  a  strongly 
fortified  position ;  that  there  were  sound 
and  moving  picture  recordings;  that  the 
guests  had  been  issued  invitations  and 
a  program  in  colors  of  the  proposed  at- 
tack, I,  like  millions  of  other  Americans, 
naturally  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
armed  services  were  putting  on  a  show 
which  necessarily  would  result  in  the 
woimding  and  the  killing  of  our  men.  if 
the  show  was  advance  propaganda  for 
another  drive  on  Congress  to  Induce  us 
to  appropriate  other  billions  while  the 
Armed  Forces  now  have  more  money 
than  they  can  spend,  or  whether  that 
attack  on  Spud  Hill  was  a  normal  war- 
time procedure.  And  I  know  that  officers 
gain  knowledge  which  later  may  save 
lives,  if  permitted  to  witness  attacks, 
make  moving  pictures,  learn  the  results 
of  niilitary  assaults  Just  as  doctors  who 
do  not  participate  therein,  acquire 
knowledge  by  witnessing  major  opera- 
tions. 

So  far  as  I  know,  no  one  criticizes  that 
procedure,   but  If  American  men  are 


being  sent  into  battle  where  they  are 
wounded  and  killed  Just  to  make  propa- 
ganda for  increased  appropriations  for 
the  armed  services,  that  is  something  else 
again  and  our  people  will  never  stand 
for  it. 

To  get  the  facts  back  of  this  Associated 
Press  story,  a  privileged  resolution  of 
inquiry  was  introduced  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  was  asked  to  give  us 
the  facts. 


REPORT  OP  TRIBAL  COUNCIL  OP 
THE  CHEYENNE  RTVER  RESERVA- 
TION. S.  DAK. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  certain  material. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  today 
filing  with  the  Speaker  of  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Tribal  Council  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Reservation  in  South 
Dakota  as  provided  by  Public  Law  870  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress. 

That  law  provided  authority  for  the 
Army  engineers,  jointly  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  Interior  to  negotiate  with  the 
Sioux  Indians  of  the  Cheyenne  River 
Reservation,  for  compensation  for  their 
land  and  improvements  taken  by  the 
United  States  Government  for  inunda- 
tion back  of  the  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Mis- 
souri River  in  South  Dakota. 

The  law  provides  just  compensation 
for  such  land  and  improvements  and  for 
the  cost  of  relocating  and  reestablishing 
the  Indian  people,  their  agency  build- 
ings, shrines,  and  improvements.  Sec- 
tion 4  of  the  act  Includes  other  provi- 
sions beneficial  to  the  Indians  who  are 
parties  to  such  contract. 

It  further  provides  that  in  the  event 
of  failure  of  negotiations  that  such  items 
as  have  not  been  agreed  upon  shall  be 
reported  separately  to  this  Congress. 

Because  of  failuie  to  agree  upon  the 
principal  item  of  the  value  of  the  land 
and  improvements,  negotiations  broke 
down  and  no  agreement  has  been 
reached. 

In  behalf  of  such  tribal  council  I 
therefore  file  with  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  this  report  which  is  today  also 
being  made  to  the  other  body  and  is  ex- 
pected to  be  made  a  Senate  document. 
I  am  today  likewise  introducing  a  bill 
providing  for  such  compensation  as  is 
anticipated  under  this  act  and  which  the 
Indians  of  the  Cheyenne  River  Reserva- 
tion are  willing  to  stand  in  their  agree- 
ment for  settlement. 

MissotiKi  RivEm  DxvSLOPif ENT — Oahk  Dam  and 
Reskkvou  PmoJECT — Refokt  to  the  Sematx 
AND  House  or  Rkpeesentatives  or  the 
Uniteo  States  or  Am euca  im  Conckess  As- 
sembled ON  Negotiations  Undbi  Public 
Law  870.  Eighty -riBST  Congress,  bt  and  roE 
THE  Sioux  Indians  or  Cheyenne  River 
Reservation.   S.   Dak. 

This  report  to  the  Congress  Is  mmde  and 
signed  by  a  majority  of  the  Negotiating  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Tribal 
Council  under  the  authority  of  the  act  of 
September  30,  1950,  Public  Law  870,  Eighty- 


first  Congress,  second  session.     The  said  act 
of  Congress  Is  as  follows: 

"An  act  to  authorize  the  negotiation  and 
ratification  of  separate  settlement  con- 
tracts with  the  Sioux  Indians  of  Cheyenne 
River  Reservation  In  South  I>Rkota  and  of 
Standing  Rock  Reservation  In  South  Da- 
kota and  North  Dakota  for  Indian  lands 
and  rights  acquired  oy  the  United  States 
for  the  Oahe  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Missouri 
River  development,  and  for  other  related 
purposes 

"Be  it  enacted,  etc  ,  That  the  Chief  of  En- 
gineers. Department  of  the  Army,  jointly 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  represent- 
ing the  United  Sutes  of  America,  are  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  negotiate  con- 
tracts containing  the  provisions  outlined 
herein  separately  with  the  Sioux  Indiana  of 
the  Cheyenne  River  Reservation  in  South 
Dakota  and  with  the  Sioux  Indians  of  the 
Standing  Rock  Reservation  In  South  Dakota 
and  North  Dakota,  through  representatives 
of  the  two  tribes  appointed  for  this  purjpose 
by  their  tribal  councils. 

"Sec.  a.  The  contracts  made  pursuant  to 
section  1  of  this  act  shall — 

••(a>  convey  to  Uie  United  SUtes  the  title 
to  all  tribal,  allotted,  assigned,  and  Inherited 
lands  or  Interests  therein  belonging  to  the 
Indians  of  each  tribe  required  by  the  United 
States  for  the  reservoir  to  be  created  by  the 
construction  of  the  dam  across  the  Missouri 
River  In  South  Dakota,  to  be  known  as  Oahe 
Dam.  Including  such  lands  along  the  margin 
of  said  reservoir  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Chief  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  for  the 
protection,  development,  and  use  of  said 
reservoir:  Provided.  That  the  date  on  which 
the  conuact  Is  signed  by  Chief  of  Engineers. 
United  States  Army,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  shall  be  the  date  of  taking  by 
the  United  States  for  purposes  of  determin- 
ing the  ownership  of  the  Indian  tribal,  al- 
lotted, and  assigned  lands  conveyed  thereby 
to  the  United  States,  subject  to  the  deter- 
minations and  the  payments  to  be  made  as 
hereinafter  provided  for; 

■•(b)    provide  for  the  payment  of^ 

"(l)  Just  compensation  for  lands  and  Im- 
provements and  Interests  therein,  conveyed 
pursuant  to  subsection   (a): 

"(2)  coets  of  relocating  and  reestablishing 
the  tribe  and  the  members  of  each  tribe  who 
reside  upon  such  lands  so  that  their  eco- 
nomic, social,  religious,  and  community  life 
can  be  reestablished  and  protected:  Provided, 
That  such  costs  of  relocating  and  reestablish- 
ing the  tribe  and  the  members  of  each  tribe 
who  reside  upon  such  lands  shall  not  result 
In  double  compensation  for  lands  and  prop- 
erties to  the  tribe  and  members  of  each  trlbflw 
and 

•■(3)  costs  of  relocating  and  reestabllsbtng 
Indian  cemeteries,  tribal  monuments,  and 
shrines  located  upon  such  lands; 

"(ct  provide  that  Just  compensation  for 
the  lands  of  Individual  members  of  such 
tribes,  who  reject  the  appraisal  covering 
their  Individual  property,  shall  be  judicial- 
ly determined  In  proceedings  instituted  for 
such  purpose  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
In  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
district  In  which  the  lands  are  situated; 

"(d)  provide  a  schedule  of  dates  for  the 
orderly  removal  of  the  Indians  and  their 
personal  property  situated  within  the  tak- 
ing area  of  the  Oahe  Reservoir  within  the 
respective  reservations:  Provided.  That  the 
Chief  of  Er.glneers  shall  have  primary  and 
final  responsibility  In  negotiating  concern- 
ing the  matters  set  out  in  the  foregoing 
paragraphs   (a)    and   (b)    hereof: 

"(e)  provide  for  the  final  and  complete  set- 
tlement of  all  claims  by  the  Indians  and 
tribes  described  in  section  1  of  this  act 
against  the  United  States  arUlng  because  of 
construction  of  the  0«be  project. 

"Sec  3  To  assist  the  negotiators  In  arriv- 
ing at  the  amount  of  just  compensaUon  as 
provided  herein  In  section  2  (b)  (1),  the 
Stcretary  of  the  Interior  or  bis  dtily  auihor* 
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Ized  reprt'sentative  and  the  Chief  of  Xn- 
gineers,  I>;partment  of  the  Army,  or  bla  duly 
authorized  representatlre  shall  cause  to  be 
prepared  lin  appraisal  schedule  on  an  Indi- 
vidual tract  basis  of  the  tribal,  allotted,  and 
assigned  lands.  Including  heirship  interests 
therein,  located  within  the  taking  areas  of 
the  re8pe<-tlve  reeervatlons.  In  the  prepa- 
ration thereof,  they  shall  determine  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  lands,  giving  full  and 
proper  weight  to  the  following  elements  of 
appraisal:  Improvements,  severance  dam- 
age, standing  timber,  mineral  rights,  and  the 
uses  to  which  the  lands  are  reasonably 
adapted.  They  shall  transmit  the  schedules 
to  the  repiesen  tat  Ives  of  the  tribes  appointed 
to  negotiate  a  contract,  which  schedules  shall 
be  used  as  a  basis  for  determining  the 
amount  ol  just  compensation  to  be  Included 
In  the  contracts  for  the  elements  of  damages 
set  out  In  section  3  hereof. 

"Sec.  4.  The  specification  in  sections  2  and 
3  hereof  of  certain  provisions  to  be  Included 
In  each  contract  shall  not  operate  to  pre- 
clude the  Inclusion  in  such  contracts  of 
other  proYlslons  beneficial  to  the  Indians 
who  are  parties  to  such  contracts. 

"Sec.  6.  (a)  The  contracts  negotiated  and 
approved  jiurauant  to  this  act  ahall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  within  18  months 
from  and  lifter  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

"(b)  No  such  contract  shall  take  effect 
until  It  shall  have  been  ratified  by  act  of 
Congreaa  and  ratified  in  writing  by  three- 
quarters  oi  the  adult  members  of  the  two  re- 
spective tribes  designated  in  section  1  here- 
of, separately,  within  9  months  from  the 
date  of  the  act  ratifying  each  said  contract: 
Prot  tded.  That  in  the  event  the  negotiating 
parties  designated  by  section  1  of  this  act 
are  unable  to  agree  on  any  item  or  provision 
In  the  proposed  contracts,  aald  Items  or  pro- 
visions shall  be  reported  separately  to  the 
Congress  as  an  appendix  to  each  contract, 
and  shall  net  out  the  provisions  In  dispute  as 
proposed  by  the  advocates  thereof  for  consid- 
eration and  determination  by  the  Congress. 

"Sec.  8.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued to  restrict  the  orderly  prosecution  of 
the  construction  or  delay  the  completion  of 
the  Oahe  Dam  to  provide  protection  from 
floods  on  the  Missouri  River. 

"Approved  September  30,  1980.'' 

Under  section  3  of  the  said  act  a  firm  of 
land  appraisers  was  employed  to  "prepare 
an  appralsid  schedule  on  an  individual  tract 
basis  of  the  tribal,  allotted,  and  assigned 
lands.  Including  heirship  InteresU  therein, 
located  within  the  taking  areas  of  the  re- 
spective reservations." 

We  are  not  advised  as  to  the  date  of  the 
contract  with  the  firm  of  appraisers.  We  do 
not  at  thU  time  wish  to  comment  on  the  way 
In  which  the  appraisal  was  made,  but  we 
wish  to  advise  the  Congress  that  a  schedule 
In  writing?  under  the  subject  headings  re- 
quired by  section  3  of  Public  Law  870  was 
submitted  to  the  tribal  council  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Indian  Reaervatlon  on 
or  about  November  16,  1951. 

Immediately  upon  receipt  of  the  appraisal 
schedules  the  negotiating  committee,  by  Its 
own  members,  made  a  complete  check  of  the 
appraisal  schedules  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted against  agency  and  land  records.  The 
committee  found  errors  in  the  original  ap- 
praisal schedules  of  omission  of  tracts  of 
land,  omission  of  improvements,  and  omis- 
sion of  timber.  It  also  found  errors  in  de- 
scription and  omission  of  land  areas  from 
the  schedules  entirely. 

The  nrgoUatlng  oommlttee,  which  had 
been  duly  appointed  by  the  tribal  council, 
thereupon  requested  a  meeting  in  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  with  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  or 
his  reprefcentatlve;  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  or  his  representative.  The  meeting 
was  to  be  held  on  January  7,  1052.  For  this 
purpose   the  entire   negotiating   conunitte* 


earns  to  Washington  and  went  before  the 
OOce  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs 
for  the  purpose  of  arranging  the  proposed 
conference.  It  seemed  necessary  in  view  of 
the  errors  found  In  the  appraisal  schedules 
to  ask  for  such  a  conference.  As  a  result 
of  this  step  a  conference  was  arranged  with 
General  Pick,  Chief  of  Engineers,  United 
States  Army,  which  conference  was  held  on 
January  11,  1952,  at  the  general's  head- 
quarters. 

At  this  conference  there  was  handed  to 
General  Pick  an  8-page  list  of  errors,  small 
or  large  as  they  happened  to  be.  General 
Pick  stated  that  the  errors  must  be  corrected 
before  he  or  any  of  his  subordinates  would 
be  permitted  to  proceed  further.  Where- 
upon, It  was  agreed  verbally  that  the  matter 
of  further  work  on  the  appraisals,  the  de- 
scriptions of  the  acreage  and  the  value  of 
land,  timber.  Improvements  and  severance 
would  be  reconsidered,  checked,  and  brought 
into  agreement.  This  agreement  Is  as 
follows : 

Depastmekt  or  tki  Armt, 
OrriCE  or  the  CHiEr  or  Engineers, 
Washington.  D.  C,  January  11. 19S2. 

Mr.   P<UNK   DUCHENSAXnC, 

Ciatrman,  Committee  of  Cheyenne 
River  Sioux  Tribal  Council,  care  of 
Mr.  Ralph  H.  Case,  attorney.  889 
National  Press  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  DucHXNEAtnc:  Confirming  the 
discussion  with  you  and  the  members  of  your 
council  this  morning,  in  connection  with 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
870.  dated  September  30,  1950, 1  am  agreeable 
to  the  following: 

(a)  The  date  of  Tuesday,  April  15.  1952,  as 
suggested  by  you  for  a  meeting  at  the  Chey- 
enne Agency,  in  South  Dakota,  to  be  attended 
by  your  representatives,  by  representatives  cf 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  my  rep- 
resentatives, for  the  purpose  ol  resolving  fac- 
tual matters  concerning  appraisal  of  lands, 
and  discussing  other  subjects  as  may  be  re- 
quired prior  to  contract  negotiations; 

(b)  Formal  contract  negotiations  to  be 
held  in  Washington.  D.  C,  and  to  start  not 
later  than  September  15,  1952. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Lewis  A.  Pick, 
Lieutenant  General,  Chief  of  Engineers. 
Received  and  agreed  to  January  12,  1952: 
FaANK  Ducheneaux 
(Por  Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Tribal 
Council). 
I  concur: 

Dale  E.  Dott. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Due  to  very  inclement  weather  and  flood 
conditions  on  the  Missouri  River,  It  was  Im- 
possible to  hold  a  conference  at  the  Cheyenne 
River  Agency  on  April  15,  1952,  as  agreed  to 
in  the  above-quoted  memorandum.  The 
da*e  for  the  conference  at  the  Cheyenne  River 
Agency  was  necessarily  advanced  to  May  13, 
1952.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  made 
available  the  services  of  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  investigation  (MRBI)   group. 

The  representatives  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers and  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
the  designated  staff  of  MRBI,  and  the  tribal 
negotiating  committee  met  at  the  Cheyenne 
River  Agency,  S.  Dak.,  on  May  13,  1952.  The 
three  parties  to  the  proposed  contract  were 
at  divergence  on  the  exact  descriptions  of 
land,  on  the  values  of  land  Improvements, 
timber,  and  other  items.  It  was  a  physical 
impossibility  to  adjust  the  differences  exist- 
ing between  the  original  appraisal  schedules 
and  the  schedules  prepared  by  the  negotiat- 
ing committee  from  the  land  records  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Agency,  and  It  was  an  ob- 
vious necessity  that  a  reexamination  of  the 
entire  subject  matter  must  be  undertaken. 
To  that  end  representatives  of  the  three  par- 
ties to  the  negotiations  agreed  to  adjourn 
the  meeting  and  to  reassemble  at  the  ollica 


of  the  district  engineer  at  Omaha.  Nehr..  on 
August  5,  1952.  in  order  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posed reexamination  of  land  descriptions  and 
values  as  above  stated.  It  was  agreed  that 
two  represenutives  of  MRBI,  two  represenU- 
tlves  of  the  district  engineer's  office  at 
Omaha,  and  the  tribal  negotiators  should 
meet  at  the  Cheyenne  River  Agency  and 
make  a  reexamination  of  the  entire  subject 
matter  as  above  referred  to.  The  agreement 
is  as  follows: 

"summarization    or   conterenccs,    mat    is, 

l»52,    CHETENNE   AGEMCT,    B.    DAK. 

"Re  negoUations  with  the  Cheyenne  River 
Sioux  Tribe  under  Public  Law  870, 
Bighty-flrst  Congress. 

•"The  parties,  directed  by  Public  Law  870, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  met  in  conference  in 
accordance  with  the  agreement  dated  Janu- 
ary 11.  1952.  signed  by  Lewis  A.  Pick,  lieuten- 
ant general;  Frank  Ducheneaux.  chairman  of 
the  Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Tribal  CouncU; 
and  Dale  E.  Doty,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

"In  accordance  with  said  agreement,  said 
conference  was  held  at  Cheyenne  Agency. 
S.  Dak.,  on  May  13.  1952.  at  10  a.  m.,  attended 
by  representatives  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  nego- 
tlatlng  committee  representing  the  Chey- 
enne River  Sioux  Tribe. 

"Discussion  between  the  conferees  con- 
tinued throughout  the  day.  and  in  conse- 
quence thereof,  certain  undersUndings  were 
reached  between  the  parties,  of  which  the 
following  is  a  summary: 

"1.  It  is  the  position  of  the  negotiating 
committee  of  the  Cheyenne  River  Sioux 
Tribal  Council  that  there  are  errors  in  the 
appraisals  prepared  by  Gerald  T.  Hart  and 
made  tmder  authority  of  said  Public  Law  870, 
in  descriptions,  areas  of  land,  quality  and 
quantity  of  timber,  extent  and  value  of  im- 
provements, and  in  other  matters  contained 
in  said  appraisal. 

"2.  By  reason  of  the  objections  aforesaid 
by  the  said  negotiating  committee  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Tribal  Council,  it  is 
the  position  of  the  representatives  of  the 
Government  that  proper  steps  of  inspection 
and  correction  of  any  errors,  as  alleged, 
should  be  taken  to  effect  the  purpose  stated 
in  subparagraph  (a)  of  the  agreement  of 
January  11,  1952,  1.  e.,  '•  •  •  purpose  of 
resolving  factual  matters  concerning  ap. 
pralsals  of  land.' 

"It  ^vas  the  suggestion,  which  met  with  the 
tentative  consent  of  aU  parties,  that  a  re- 
examination by  a  committee  should  be  made 
of  the  Hart  appraisal  and  that  the  commit- 
tee should  consist  of  two  representatives  of 
the  Corps  of  Engineers,  two  representatives 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  two 
or  mo!-e  members  of  the  tribal  council  nego- 
tiating committee.  This  was  stated  to  be 
subject  to  approval  of  the  three  principal 
organizations  Involved.  The  committee  is  to 
be  formed  as  soon  as  arrangements  can  be 
made,  and  under  the  supervision  of  their  re- 
spective departments  to  report  all  factual 
matters  concerning  appraisal  of  lands  in  the 
taking  area  to  their  respective  superiors. 

"It  was  further  suggested,  and  tentatively 
agree<l  to.  that  the  rep>ort  of  the  committee 
above -described  should  contain  the  correct 
description  of  the  land  in  each  tract,  the 
correct  acreage  thereof,  the  classification 
and  grade  of  the  land,  the  amount  and  class 
of  standing  timber,  the  description  and  the 
estimated  value  of  the  improvements  within 
the  taking  area. 

"If  divergencies  Ot  opinion  develop  be* 
tween  the  members  of  the  said  committee 
which,  for  purposes  of  identification  staaU 
hereinafter  be  designated  as  the  Reviewing 
Committee,  such  divergencies  may  be  stated 
pro  and  con  by  the  members  of  the  said 
Reviewing  Committee:  all  such  statements 
of  diiipute  shall  be  recorded  by  the  com- 
mittee and  submitted  by  said  oommittee  tt> 
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the  negotiators  of  the  three  inlnclpal   or- 
ganizations Involved. 

"Dated:  ICay  14.  1952.  at  Cheyenne  Agency. 
8.  Dak. 

"A.  B.  MKLzirEB. 

"W.      R.      OOODALI..      Jr., 
"FtANK  DTTCmiraAUX, 

"RAI.FH   H.    Cam." 

Under  section  5  (a)  It  was  required  that 
the  contracts  be  negotiated  and  submitted 
to  the  Congress  "within  18  months  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act," 
September  30,  1951. 

Thirteen  and  a  half  months  had  been  oon- 
aiuned  In  making  the  contract  with  the  ap- 
praisers and  the  work  done  under  said  con- 
tract on  the  appraisal.  It  appeared  certain 
that  section  5  (a)  of  the  said  act.  Public  Law 
870,  did  not  give  sulBcient  time  for  negotia- 
tions. Therefore,  the  negotiating  commit- 
tee, now  reporting,  asked  for  and  the  Con- 
gress passed  an  act  extending  the  time  for 
negotiations  to  Janxiary  31,  1953. 

At  the  Omaha  conference  it  was  further 
•greed  that  the  negotiations  In  Washington 
should  begin  November  10,  1952,  and  con- 
tinue thereafter  for  such  time  as  might  be 
necessary  to  prepare  a  contract  baaed  upon 
an  agreement  as  to  land  descriptions  and 
values. 

Acting  under  the  Omaha  agreement,  the 
recxaxnlnatlon  committee  of  six  or  more  was 
designated  and  did  assemble  and  did  ac- 
complish very  substantial  results.  No  com- 
plete  agreement,   however,   was  reached. 

On  November  10.  195a.  the  negotiating 
ccHumlttee  met  at  the  office  of  Lt.  Oen.  Lewis 
A.  Pick.  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  for  organization  and  agreement  on 
procedure  for  the  subsequent  meetings. 
Thereafter  the  conference  was  to  be  held  in 
the  hearing  room  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  Washington.  D.  C. 

The  first  meeting  of  the  conferees  was  held 
on  Wednesday,  November  12.  It  developed 
then  that  there  still  were  dlflerences  in  the 
appraisal  schedules,  but  that  the  differences 
had  been  materially  reduced.  It  was  also 
developed  that  In  preparation  for  the  meet- 
ing then  being  held,  a  draft  of  a  conuact 
had  been  prepared  and  would  be  ready  for 
presentation  at  the  next  meeting  on  Friday, 
Kovember  14. 

On  November  14  we  delivered  to  the  rep- 
resentative of  the  Chief  of  Knglneers;  to  the 
representative  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, Mr.  A.  B.  Melzner,  copies  of  a  proposed 
contract  which  In  terms  and  In  auKiunts  is 
the  offer  made  by  us,  the  negotiating  com- 
mittee, and  which.  If  accepted  by  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  and  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  would  be  the  settlement  contract  for 
all  pxirpoees  In  respect  to  the  construction  of 
the  Oahe  Dam  and  the  maintenance  and  op- 
eration of  the  reservoir  behind  the  dam. 

We  do  not  present  the  entire  document 
here  nor'  make  It  a  part  of  this  report  for 
the  reason  stated  hereinafter.  We  have  re- 
written the  opening  sections  of  the  pro- 
posed contract,  which  we  handed  to  the  ne- 
gotiators on  November  14.  to  bring  it  in  line 
with  our  present  proposal  to  the  Congress. 
There  were  no  discussions  as  to  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  any  matter  stated  in  the 
IH*oposed  contract.  Obviously,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  both  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  should  have 
time  to  study  the  matter;  therefore,  the  con- 
ference adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday,  No- 
vember 17. 

On  Monday,  November  17.  the  conference 
reconvened  and  discussed  sections  1  and  2 
of  the  proposed  contract.  A  deOnlte  dUfer- 
Mice  appeared  to  exist  between  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  the 
MRBI.  and  the  tribal  negotiators.  It  was 
decided  to  send  representatives  of  the  three 
groups  Into  a  committee  meeting  and,  if 
possible,  the  three  groups  were  to  agree'  on 
acreage  and  on  values.  Again,  the  confer- 
ence was  adjourned  to  Wednesday,  Novem- 
ber 19. 


The  conference  reconvened  at  1:S0  p.  m., 
Wednesday,  November  19.  No  agreement  had 
been  reached  by  the  representatives  of  the 
three  parties  In  the  conference.  It  was 
stated  by  the  representative  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  that  the  Corps  would  deliver 
an  offer  on  land,  improvements,  timber,  and 
severance  damages  at  our  next  meeting,  but 
the  material  was  not  available  on  that  day; 
therefore,  the  conference  again  adjourned 
to  meet  on  Friday.  November  21. 

On  Friday,  November  21,  we  were  advised 
that  the  Corps  of  Engineers  would  submit 
their  offer  in  writing  on  the  following  Mon- 
day. November  24,  1952.  On  Monday,  No- 
vember 24,  the  conference  met  at  1:30  p  m. 
in  the  hearing  room  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Corps  of  Engineers  laid 
down  their  offer  of  92,000,0C)0  for  lands,  tim- 
ber, improvements,  and  severance  damages. 
We,  the  negotiating  committee,  decided  to 
take  the  matter  under  consideration  and 
make  a  counter  offer  In  response  thereto. 
The  offer,  together  with  tabulations  showing 
all  offers  pending  at  that  time,  is  as  follows; 

"STATTMENT  OF  RXPRISENTATTVX  OF  THX  CHirF 
OF  ENGINEERS  SUBMnTED  TO  THE  CHAIRMAN 
OF  THE  TRIBAL  NEOOTIATINO  COMMITTEE  OF 
THE  SIOUX  INDIANS  OF  THE  CHEYENNE  RIVER 
RESERVATION  AND  THE  REPRESENTATIVE  OF 
THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR  AT  A  MEET- 
ING ON  NOVEMBER  24,  1S53,  AT  WASHINGTON, 
D.  C. 

"At  our  last  meeting  on  Friday.  November 
21,  1952,  it  was  brought  out  that  in  the 
various  discussions  among  the  negotiators 
three  sets  of  flgures  have  been  presented 
for  consideration  in  determining  the  Just 
compensation  to  be  provided  for  the  lands 
and  Improvements  and  interests  therein  be- 
longing to  the  Sioux  Indians  of  the  Cheyenne 
River  ReservaUon  and  which  will  be  required 
for  the  Oahe  Dam  and  Reservoir  project. 
The  flrst  set  in  the  amount  of  91.805.410  is 
based  on  the  Htu-t  appraisal,  and  it  was 
stated  that  this  figure  represented  the  offer 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  The  second  set 
in  the  amount  of  92,053,117  constitutes  an 
estimate  prepared  by  the  MRBI  after  re- 
view of  the  Hart  appraisal.  The  third  set 
in  the  amount  of  92,614.778  95  is  the  figure 
prepared  by  the  tribal  negotiators  after  re- 
view of  both  the  Hart  appraisal  and  the 
MRBI  report,  discussions  with  the  Individual 
landowners,  and  Inspections  of  their  lands. 
This  third  figure,  it  was  stated,  represents 
the  offer  of  the  tribal  negotiators. 

"As  the  representative  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers.  I  then  stated  that  since  the  Hart 
appraisal  had  been  made  pursuant  to  section 
3  of  Public  Law  870,  approved  September  30, 
1950,  by  a  recognized  expert  in  the  appraisal 
field  who  was  selected  with  the  approval  of 
the  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  that  from  our  reviews  and  dis- 


cussions to  date.  It  appeared  to  be  based  on 
sound  principles. 

"The  representative  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers recognizes  that  it  Is  not  uncommon  in 
negotiations  for  the  acquisition  of  land  to 
agree  upon  a  price  differing  in  reasonable 
degree  from  the  official  appraisal  figure  where 
such  variation  Is  Justified.  Accordingly, 
while  having  In  mind  that  Public  Law  8^0 
provides  that  the  official  (Hart)  appraisal, 
made  In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  that 
act.  shall  be  used  as  the  basis  for  determin- 
ing the  amount  of  Just  compensation  to  be 
Included  In  the  contract,  we  have  caused  a 
further  analysis  of  the  three  reports  to  be 
made  In  an  effort  to  arrive  at  a  possible  basis 
for  adjusting  the  Chief  of  Engineers"  offer.  A 
tabulation  showing  the  results  of  this  analy- 
sis is  attached. 

"In  making  this  review  we  have  accepted 
the  land  classifications  and  acreage  complied 
by  and  set  forth  In  MRBI  Report  No.  132, 
which  data  was  also  adopted  by  the  tribal 
negotiators,  applying  average  per-acre  valu?s 
derived  from  the  official  (Hart)  appraisal. 
In  respect  to  the  severance  item,  realizing 
that  even  experts  must  use  professional 
opinion  in  determining  such  damages,  we 
have  used  the  value  established  by  the  tribal 
negotiators.  In  respect  to  thr  Improvement 
Item,  wherein  the  official  (Hirt)  appraisal 
included  fences  and  stock-water  ponds  In 
the  land  value  and  not  as  a  separate  classifi- 
cation, we  have  nevertheless  used  the  value 
established  by  the  tribal  negotiators.  In 
respect  to  the  timber  item,  the  previous  dis- 
cussions and  analysis  of  the  report  constrains 
me  to  use  the  MRBI  figure.  This  analjrsis 
resulu  In  a  total  figure  of  91.725.530.59. 
Thus  It  will  be  seen  that  the  different  method 
of  land  classification,  variance  in  severance, 
improvement,  and  timber  valuations,  result 
in  raising  the  official  appraisal  slightly  In 
excess  of  9100.000. 

"I  do  not  accept  the  result  of  this  com- 
putation as  a  proper  basis  for  settlement, 
but  it  has  served  to  clarify,  in  my  mind, 
some  of  the  points  Involved  in  our  negotia- 
tions. Considering  this  computation,  the 
discussions  at  previous  meetings  concern- 
ing Increases  in  land  values,  and  in  an  ef- 
fort to  reach  an  amicable  settlement.  I  have 
concluded  that  the  maximum  figure  which 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  could  support  as  Jvist 
compensation  for  lands  and  Improvements 
and  Interests  therein  to  be  conveyed  \inder 
section  2  (a)  of  Public  Law  870.  approved 
September  30.   1950,  would  be  92.000,000. 

•I,  accordingly,  offer  the  sum  of  92,000,000 
as  the  final  offer  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

"G.  J.  NOI.O. 
"J#a;or  General.  United  States  Army, 
Representative    o/    the    Chief    of 
En^ineera." 
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On  Wednesday.  November  36,  the  confer- 
ence  reconvened   and   we,   the   negotiating 

committee,  submitted  an  offer  in  writing  in 
the  sum  of  92,500,000.  covering  the  same 


OCE  Ri-vifw 


Acres 


403 

12.3011 

U412 

7.VnK7 

3,  .M.'S 

643 


104.420 


Value 


r.  (r4  fi2 

214,322.40 

IM.  4ta  44 

W2.  247  4.S 

21,787  sa 

Q 


1.  277.  «WS  76 
40,  XU  74 

32«.<r3  01 
RI,4M8.(iO 


1.7A5attM 


matters  and  Items  previously  set  out  In  the 
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should  fall,  the  making  of  th«  offer  of  $3.- 
500,000  shall  not  prejudice  our  return  to 
the  original  figure  of  92,614,778.8£." 

The  signed  offer  which  we  made  Is  as 
fol'ows: 

"STATKMKNT  OF  TBS  TBIBAL  nOOTIATIMO  COK- 

Mrrnx  or  rux  CHSTXirNX  »ivn  sioux  tr3ai. 

COTTNCn.     SUBMinUI     TO     TH>     HaOOTUTOBS 
UNCXX  PITBLIC  LAW  870  ON  NOVnOSB  SS,  ItSl 

"We  have  reference  to  the  statement  sub- 
mitted and  signed  by  MaJ.  Oen.  O.  J.  Nold 
on  the  same  matter  now  presented.  We  note 
the  offer  of  92.000,000  U  made  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  for  the  values  set  out  In  the 
engineer's  statement.  In  that  document  the 
offer  by  the  trial  negotiators  was  stated  as 
92.614,778.95  for  land  to  be  conveyed,  for  In- 
dividual severance,  for  private  improvements, 
and  for  timber. 

"The  tribal  negotiators  have  considered 
the  offer  made  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  cannot  agree  to  the  amount  offered.  As 
an  offer  mad*  In  compromise,  the  tribal 
negotiators  now  amend  their  offer  and  say 
that  for  the  sum  of  $3,500,000  for  the  ele- 
ments of  value  above  stated  they  are  willing 
to  go  on  with  negotiations  concerning  the 
remaining  matters  set  out  in  the  draft  of 
contract  heretofore  presented  under  Public 
Law  870  and  as  previously  presented  to  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  We  submit  this  offer  with  th« 
understanding  that  In  the  event  a  compro- 
mise falls,  the  making  of  this  offer  shall  not 
prejudice  our  return  to  the  original  figure,  to 
wit:  93,814,778.98. 

"FMAMK.    DUCBXnAtTX. 

"Chairman, 
"JOHM  L1TTI.B  Cloxid. 

"Member,   j 
"As^x  Chasing  Hawk, 

"Member, 
"Fsux  Bknoist. 

"Member, 
"Smmrr  Cuitmobk. 

"Member. 
"Edward  Clatmorz. 

"Jf  ember. 
•TiOTt)  L«  Bkav, 
"Member.  Neffotiating  Committee, 
"Chevenne  River  Sioux  Tribal  Council. 
"Signed:  November  38,  1953." 

MaJ.  Gen.  Owirge  J.  Nold  stated  In  re- 
sponse to  our  offer  In  compromise  of  93,- 
500.000  that  the  offer  made  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  of  $3,000,000  was  lU  final  offer  and 
our  offer  of  $3,500,000  would  not  be  con- 
sidered. 

The  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  did  not  make  an  offer  and  the  mat- 
ter stood  In  disagreement.  General  Nold 
asked  the  question  whether  or  not  we  cared 
to  discuss  other  provisions  set  out  in  the 
draft  of  contract  which  we  liad  laid  be- 
fore the  conference;  whereupon  we  replied 
that  since  no  agreement  had  been  reached, 
and  since  It  was  evident  no  agreement 
could  be  reached  on  values,  we  regarded  as 
useless  a  discussion  of  further  legislative 
provisions  In  otir  proposed  draft  of  contract 
for  the  Oahe  project.  Thereupon,  on  the 
motion  of  the  representative  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  the  conference  ad- 
journed. 

Attention  is  now  directed  to  the  proviso 
contained  in  section  6  of  Public  Law  870, 
Eighty-second  Congress  hereinbefore  set 
out.  Under  that  proviso  we  are  reporting  to 
the  Congress  on  the  matters  which  have  not 
been  agreed  to  for  consideration  and  deter- 
mination by  the  Congress. 

We  have  rewritten  but  have  not  changed 
materially  the  opening  provisions  of  otir  orig- 
inal draft  of  the  contract  for  the  purpose 
of  stating  the  matter  more  nearly  In  legis- 
lative language.  We  have  in  our  draft  of 
the  proposed  legislation  necessarily  omitted 
references  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  insofar  as  ne- 
gotiations are  concerned. 


The  entire  matter  Is  now  submitted  to  the 
Co  ogress  in  two  Itemis  only:  (1)  this  re- 
port and  (3)  the  bill  which  accompMmies  it, 
to  which  we  give  our  assent  and  to  which 
we  have  complete  confidence  that  our  Slouix 
people  of  the  Cheyenne  River  Reservation 
will  agree. 
BespectfuUj  submitted. 

Prank  DxTCHxarxAtTx, 
Chairman     of     the    Cheyenne     River 
Sioux  Tribal  Council. 

Llotd  Lk  Beau, 
Member  of  Tribal  Council. 
Aixx  Chasing  Hawk, 
ifember  of  Tribal  Council. 
John  Littlz  Cloxtd. 
ifember  of  Tribal  CourtcU. 
Dated:  Jantuur  39,  1958. 


OPERATION  SBCACK 


THE  TOWN8END  PLAN 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
lUlnois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  16 
years  in  this  House  most  of  the  older 
Members  have  come  to  classify  me  as 
one  of  the  conservative  Members  of  the 
House;  but  in  spite  of  that  fact,  I  want 
to  on  this  occasion  say  a  good  word  for 
the  Townsend  plan. 

Mr.  Speaker,  3  years  ago  during  the 
House  debate  on  H.  R.  6000,  a  bill  to  re- 
vamp our  unsound  social-security  sys- 
tem. I  said: 

When  I  compare  the  two  programs  tor 
social  security — ^the  one  contained  in  H.  R. 
6000  and  the  one  contained  In  the  Town- 
send  plan — ^I  am  convinced  that  the  Town- 
send  plan  Is  to  be  preferred  to  H.  R.  8000. 
In  my  opinion,  after  careful  consideration, 
the  Townsend  plan  Is  more  equitable,  more 
practical,  more  Just,  much  easier  and  cheaper 
to  administer,  and  less  costly  In  the  long  rtui. 

Today  the  3,200  members  of  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce  by  the 
overwhelming  vote  of  16  to  1  have  en- 
dorsed the  two  principal  planks  of  the 
Townsend  plan,  namely: 

First.  Complete  coverage  of  all  aged 
people. 

Second.  Pay-as-you-go  basis  for  the 
social-security  system. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  a  Nation-wide  or- 
ganization as  powerful  and  important 
as  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce endorses  the  main  features  of  the 
Townsend  plan,  and  at  the  same  time 
points  out  how  unsound  ou^  present  sys- 
tem of  social  security  is,  that  Is  real 
progress. 

The  fact  that  such  action  was  taken 
by  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce demonstrates  the  effectiveness  of 
the  campaign  that  the  Townsend  dubs 
have  been  carrying  on  in  the  face  of 
ridicule,  political  obstacles,  and  New 
Deal  propaganda.  It  should  also  ad- 
vance the  cause  of  the  worthy  old  people 
of  the  Nation  and  speed  up  the  time 
when  they  will  be  given  just,  proper,  and 
adequate  support. 


Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reference 
has  been  made  this  morning  to  the  so- 
called  Operation  Smack  in  Korea.  I 
knew  nothing  about  this  so-called  opera- 
tion until  last  evening,  when  a  Boston 
reporter  called  me.  This  morning  I 
wish  to  advise  Members  of  the  House 
that  t^  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
has  cflftkacted  the  Vice  Chief  of  Staff, 
General  Hull,  who  is  Acting  Chief  In  the 
absence  of  General  Collins.  He  has  al- 
ready cabled  General  Collins  twice. 
General  Collins  Chief  of  Staff,  who  is  in 
northern  Japan  now  and  has  been  In 
Korea  for  the  past  2  or  3  days,  will  return 
home  over  this  week  end.  He  will  be 
only  too  glad  to  give  us  the  full  facts 
about  certain  allegations  and  charges 
that  have  been  made.  It  is  inconceiv- 
able to  me  that  our  military  leaders  out 
there  would  uselessly  sacrifice  human 
life.  I  cannot  believe  it  I  think  when 
the  full  facts  are  known  the  furor  that 
has  been  created  will  silently  pass  away. 
We  do  want  to  know  the  full  story  and 
get  the  true  picture,  which  I  assure  you 
you  will  get  on  General  Collins'  return. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  BUSBEY  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  10  min- 
utes today,  following  any  s];>ecial  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


FARM  PRICE  SUPPORTS  ' 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  E^ieaker,  I  am 
introducing  a  bill  to  provide  for  price 
support  at  100  percent  of  parity  for  the 
1953  and  1954  crops  to  apply  to  each  of 
the  basic  agricultural  commodities. 

This  bill  is  in  keeping  with  our  Presi- 
dent's commitment  and  I  am  sure  that 
it  is  In  keeping  with  his  present  wishes. 
I  wish  to  quote  an  excerpt  from  our  Pres- 
ident's speech  at  Kasson,  Minn.  I  quota 
verbatim: 

Here  and  now,  without  any  Ifs  or  buti, 
I  say  to  you  that  I  stand  behind,  and  the 
Republican  Party  stands  behind,  the  amend- 
ment to  the  basic  farm  act  to  continue 
through  1954  the  price  supports  on  baalo 
commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  firmly  believe  that  agriculture  la  entitled 
to  a  fair,  fuU  share  of  the  national  income. 

A  fair  ahare  is  not  merely  90  j;>eroent  of 
parity  but  full  parity. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  since  our  President 
has  stated  that  a  fair  share  is  not  merely 
90  percent  of  parity  but  full  parity.  I 
hope  the  Agriculture  Committees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  will  report  this  legis- 
lation favorably  at  the  qul^est  possible 
date  and  that  the  Congress  win  imme- 
diately approve  the  legislation  so  that 
our  President's  promises  to  the  farmers 
can  be  carried  out  without  delay. 

Mr.  ^^eaker.  the  record  is  crystal  dear 
that  the  farmers  are  now  getttnt  hit 
harder  than  any  other  mcuw.nt  ot  oar 
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Kreat  industrial  America  and  by  carry- 
ing out  our  President's  commitmei\ts 
and  wishes  fanners  will  be  afforded  a 
fair  share  of  the  national  income. 


PROPOSED  TAX  REDUCTION 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mi*. 
Speaker,  if  the  people  of  Louisana  indi- 
cated anything  in  the  recent  election,  it 
was  that  they  as  a  whole  want  tax  reduc- 
tion. I  think  the  best  way  to  begin  tax 
reduction  is  to  increase  the  personal  in- 
come-tax exemption,  and  my  bill  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  increase  the 
personal  exemption  from  $600  to  $1,000 
will  accomplish  this  purpose.  I  hope  that 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  will  see 
fit  to  take  up  this  measure  ^nd  incorpo- 
rate its  provisions  in  a  tax-reduction  bill 
to  be  presented  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Regardless  of  what  may  happen  to  this 
bill,  I  stand  for  reasonable  tax  reduc- 
tion. I  read  in  the  press  that  Chairman 
Reed  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
will  present  a  tax  reduction  measure 
during  the  month  of  February,  and  I 
want  to  say  now,  if  the  measure  gives 
hope  of  any  reasonable  tax  reduction  for 
the  average  man.  I  expect  to  support 
it  or  some  similar  measure  which  will 
better  accomplish  this  result 


JOSfi  MARTI  AND  WILLIAM  RUFUS 
KINO 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
lemarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  Jose 
Marti,  the  hero  of  Cuban  independence 
whose  greatness  of  spirit  makes  him  a 
heroic  figure  in  the  history  of  freedom 
throughout  the  hemisphere,  was  born  100 
years  ago,  January  28,  1853,  in  Havana, 
Cuba. 

It  is  fitting  that  we  should  recall  his 
honored  name  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  on  this  centenary  day. 
Marti  believed  in  our  democracy,  and 
sought  in  it  a  pattern  for  his  own  people. 
He  visited  many  countries,  sometimes  as 
a  voluntary,  sometimes  as  an  involun- 
tary, exile,  in  his  campaign  for  the  free- 
dom of  Cuba;  but  it  was  in  the  United 
States  that  he  launched  and  carried  on 
his  most  continuous  and  most  successful 
labors.  His  prolonged  campaigns  in  tiie 
press  and  in  innumerable  public  forums 
were  part  of  a  brilliant  strategy  of  In- 
forming the  United  States,  and  through 
his  contributions  to  the  Latin-American 
press,  the  other  American  Republics 
about  conditions  on  the  Island.  He 
made  friends  for  his  cause:  and  won 
support  among  the  people  generally,  in 
the  Halls  of  Congress,  and  in  powerful 


editorial  columns.  Marti  was  not  to  see 
the  final  victory — he  was,  in  fact,  killed 
in  his  first  battle,  in  1895 — but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  victory  was  largely 
due  to  his  selfless,  tireless  zeal. 

I  fii-mly  believe  that  no  man  in  history 
ever  asked  less  of  his  native  country  than 
Jos^  Marti,  or  gave  It  more.  Cuba  makes 
proud  testimony  of  this  debt.  Every- 
where in  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  In  cities, 
towns,  and  villages,  are  statues  of  Jose 
Marti  erected  by  his  grateful  country- 
men. Parks,  avenues,  and  schools  bear 
his  name.  In  both  poetry  and  prose  he 
is  quoted,  every  day  of  every  year,  more 
often  than  any  other  Cuban.  His  wl.«e 
and  enlightened  statesmanship  is  still 
constantly  invoked.  He  is,  in  short,  a 
livlns  figure  whose  force  was  not  e.\- 
tlnguished  nor  even  diminished  by  death. 

Time  and  again  Marti  gave  eloquent 
expression  to  his  conviction  that  the 
rights  of  a  free  people  are  not  mere  privi- 
leges, but  civic  obligations.  The  real  in- 
dependence of  a  people,  he  held,  con- 
sists in  the  respect  of  the  citizen  for  his 
government  and  likewise  of  the  govern- 
ment for  the  rights  of  every  citizen.  He 
looked  with  yearning  toward  the  peace 
for  which  his  struggles  were  being  waged. 
In  war,  command  means  destruction,  he 
said;  but  in  peace.  It  must  mean  con- 
struction; and  he  added  that  no  edifice 
ever  had  bayonets  as  its  foundation. 
Nevertheless,  for  all  his  love  of  peace, 
his  way  was  a  hero's  way,  and  his  death 
a  hero's  death.  He  might  have  been  de- 
scribing himself,  with  prevision  of  his 
own  fate,  when  he  told  his  fellow-coun- 
trymen that,  fortunately  for  the  world, 
there  will  always  be  some  men  who  are 
willing  to  lead  without  any  thought  of 
reward,  to  suffer  for  the  sake  of  other 
men.  and,  if  necessary,  to  give  their  own 
lives  for  the  burning  in  order  to  light 
the  way  for  others. 

In  the  centenary  of  Jose  Marti,  Ala- 
bama feels  a  special  part.  This  year  is 
also  the  centenary  of  a  memorable  event 
in  Cuban-United  States  relations.  In 
March  1853  William  Rufus  King,  of  Ala- 
bama, was  authorized  by  special  legis- 
lation of  the  Congress  to  take  his  oath 
as  Vice  President  of  the  United  States  in 
Cuba.  This  event  preceded  his  death  by 
a  few  weeks  only.  I  wish  to  associate 
today  the  memory  of  these  two  illus- 
trious Americans;  recalling  the  coinci- 
dence of  history  by  which  that  eminent 
citizen  of  Alabama.  Vice  President  King 
died  in  the  yeaf  which  saw  the  birth  of 
Cuba's  apostle  of  freedom,  Jose  Marti. 


THE  WONDERFUL  WORLD  OP 
BOOKS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Cahfornia.  Mi- 
Speaker,  I  have  just  read  a  book  which 
is  .so  unusual  and  holds  out  such  great 
promise  for  the  future  that  I  think  it 
justifies  the  attention  of  the  House.  Its 
title  is  "The  Wonderful  World  of  Books." 
Its  publication  represents  a  notable  co- 


operative effort  among  the  individuals 
and  organizations  of  our  country  which 
are  mast  concerned  with  education  in 
its  broadest  sense. 

The  Wonderful  World  of  Books  has 
been  edited  by  Alfred  Stefferud,  editor 
of  the  Etepartment  of  Agriculture  Year- 
book. It  is  illustrated  by  Robert  Os- 
borne. The  whole  text  is  a  guide  to  the 
pleasure  and  profits  of  reading.  There 
are  72  articles,  written  by  leading 
authors,  legislators,  clergymen,  educa- 
tors, librarians^  farm  leaders,  book  sell- 
ers, and  publishers.  The  introductory 
article  is  by  our  former  colleague  in  this 
House,  T.  V.  Smith.  Another  contribu- 
tion is  by  that  distinguished  member  of 
the  other  legislative  body,  Senator  Lister 
Hill. 

The  Wonderful  World  of  Books  will 
appear  simultaneously  on  February  25 
in  two  editions,  a  35-cent  paper-bound 
Mentor  book  published  by  the  New 
American  Library  of  World  Literature, 
Inc.,  and  a  $2  cloth-bound  edition  pub- 
lished by  Houghton  Mifflin  Co.,  Boston. 
The  book  will  be  sold  at  book  stores  and 
news!»i;'nds  in  this  country  and  overseas 
and  v.iii  undoubtedly  reach  millions  of 
people. 

As  Alfred  Stefferud,  editor,  says  in  his 
introduction: 

This  ts  a  book  to  encourage  i}eople — all  of 
^'* — I"  rt'ad  more  and  to  encourage  efforts 
to  make  books  more  easily  available  to  more 
I)eople. 

The  articles  cover  every  aspect  of 
books  and  reading,  from  instilling  a  love 
of  reading  in  children  to  the  resources 
of  libraries  from  the  Library  of  Congress 
at  one  end  of  the  .scale  to  the  county 
bookmobile  at  the  other.  An  entire  sec- 
tion of  the  book  is  devoted  to  organizing 
reading  programs  and  to  using  and  Im- 
proving local  library  facilities. 

The  Wonderful  World  of  Books  was 
inspired  by  the  Conference  on  Rural 
Reading  held  in  Washington,  D.  C.  in 
September  1951,  under  the  auspices  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture Extension  Service  with  the  co- 
operation of  the  national  farm,  educa- 
tion, religious  and  labor  organizations, 
the  American  Library  Association,  and 
the  American  Book  Publishers  Council. 
Many  present  at  the  conference  urged 
that  the  illuminating  discussion  be  made 
available  in  greatly  expanded  and  per- 
manent form  to  a  large  audience. 

The  resulUng  collaboration  contains 
information  and  inspiration,  not  only 
for  those  interested  in  rural  life,  but  for 
all  those  interested  in  the  expansion  of 
^'ood  reading  in  our  country.  All  of  us 
in  this  House  know  that  an  informed 
electorate  is  of  the  very  essence  of 
democracy.  I  believe  that  this  book  can 
be  invaluable  in  coniribuUng  to  that 
«rcat  objective. 


VETERANS'  ADMINISTRATION 

CENTER  AT  WOOD.  WIS. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 

for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  exWnd  my 

remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wl.sconsln? 

_  There  wa.s  no  objection. 


■;  t  :• 
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Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  past  several  years,  various  reterans' 
groups  in  Milwaukee  County,  welfare 
organizations,  and  individuals  such  as 
myself,  have  been  seriously  concerned 
about  the  condition  of  facilities  at  the 
Veterans'  Administration  center  at 
Wood,  Wis. 

Of  grave  concern  to  all  of  us  have 
been  the  inadequate  and  outmoded  facil- 
ities at  Wood,  Wis.,  particularly  the 
antiquated,  unsafe  domiciliary  buildings 
which  presently  house  approximately 
1,600  elder  and  disabled  veterans.  Many 
complaints  have  been  received  and  care- 
fully investigated,  and  efforts  have  been 
exerted  to  remedy  the  situation. 

One  of  the  most  pressing  deficiencies 
of  the  hospital  at  Wood,  Wis.,  was,  until 
recently,  the  lack  of  facilities  for  treat- 
ing psychotic,  other  psychiatric,  and 
neurological  cases.  In  an  effort  to 
change  that  situation.  I  had  repeatedly 
conferred  with  Veterans'  Administration 
officials  and  with  the  members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
trying  to  find  some  way  whereby  ade- 
quate funds  could  be  allocated  for  the 
activation  of  a  new  psychiatric  ward. 
The  community  was  immensely  gratified 
when  such  funds  were  finally  allocated, 
and  the  annex  reactivated. 

This  temporary  relief,  however,  did 
In  no  way  diminish  the  need  for  reap- 
praising the  entire  situation  at  Wood. 
Wis.  The  hospital  buildings  remained 
outmoded  and  inconvenient,  and  the 
domiciliary  facilities  as  antiquated,  de- 
teriorated, and  unsafe  as  before.  Despite 
these  severe  shortcomings,  the  author- 
ities at  this  center  have  been  doing  what 
they  could  to  extend  the  best  possible 
service  to  our  veterans,  and  their  efforts 
should  be  commended. 

Bearing  the  above-mentioned  facts  in 
mind,  the  Allied  Veterans  Council  of  Mil- 
waukee County,  composed  of  17  major 
veterans  organizations  in  Milwaukee 
Cotmty,  adopted  the  following  resolution 
which  was  transmitted  to  me  together 
with  the  letter  appearing  below: 
Aixno  Vetbans 
Council  or  Milwauksk  Cotjntt, 

January  20.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Clkicxnt  J.  Zablocki. 
House  of  Repreaentativta. 

WashiTtffton.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dia«  Ma.  Zablocki:  The  AlUed  Veter- 
ans CouncU  of  IfUwaukee  County,  after  long 
and  carefiU  study  of  the  matter,  paaaed  the 
encloeed  reaolutlon. 

The  Allied  Veterans  Council  Is  composed 
of  17  major  veterans  organlcatlona  in  this 
county.  These  organUsationa  are  In  turn 
broken  down  Into  140  veterans  poets  or  units. 
Our  information.  In  addition  to  our  own 
study  of  this  matter,  came  from  the  varlotu 
service  officers  of  these  organiBatlons  who  are 
In  constant  contact  with  the  facilities  at 
Wood,  Wis.  This  Information  convlncea  iis 
of  the  necessity  of  new  hospital  construction 
and  the  early  abandonment  of  many  of  the 
old  buildings,  which,  for  the  most  part,  are 
over  70  years  old. 

We  are  satisfied  that  you  have  the  Interest 
of  the  veterans  of  Wisconsin  at  heart  and 
that  you  will  do  everything  poesible  to  pro- 
mote legislation  directed  toward  remedying 
thts  unfortunate  situation, 
f  ery  truly  youra. 

JOHH  J.  KOCXAM, 

Preatdent. 
RiCHABO  D.  Cabkt, 
Chairman,  Veteraiu  AffairM, 


••Whereas  all  the  member  organlsatlona  of 
the  Allied  Veterans  CouncU  of  ICUwaukee 
County  recognise  the  very  definite  need  for 
a  new  hospital  at  Wood.  Wis.;  and 

"Whereas  the  old  hospital  could  be  utilised 
to  house  domlcUiary  activities  and  thus 
eliminate  the  present  unsafe,  imtenable,  and 
unsightly  domiciliary  buildings;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  hospital  has  inade- 
quate and  outmoded  facilities  and  is  highly 
crowded  and  Inconvenient,  awkward  to  work 
in,  rearranging  and  remodeling  could  not 
correct  the  errors;  and 

"Whereas  Wood,  Wis.,  because  of  the  prox- 
imity of  nationally  known  medical  schools 
and  the  large  number  of  experts  In  the  medi- 
cal field  located  in  Milwaukee,  would  be 
ideally  located  for  the  building  of  such  a 
hospiui;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  hospital-bed  capac- 
ity at  Wood.  Wis.,  is  Inadequate  to  care  tor 
American  veterans  of  all  wars:  Now.  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved.  That  a  new  hospital  be  request- 
ed at  Wood.  Wis,  in  an  area  adjacent  to  the 
existing  hospital  buUding;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  each  of  our  United  States 
Senators  and  each  of  the  Congressmen  from 
the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  to  Carl  R.  Gray, 
Jr.,  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs." 

After  a  careful  examination  of  this  sit- 
uation, and  consideration  of  the  facts 
brought  to  my  attention  by  the  Allied 
Veterans  Council  of  Milwaukee  Coimty. 
as  well  as  by  other  veterans  and  welfare 
organizations,  I  have  prepared,  and  am 
introducing  today,  a  bill  calling  for  the 
construction  of  a  new  1,500-bed  general 
hospital  at  Wood,  Wis.,  and  for  the  con- 
version of  the  present  hospital  into  dom- 
iciliary units. 

My  bill  envisions  a  203 -bed  increase  in 
the  overtaxed  facilities  at  Wood,  Wis.  It 
would  make  possible  substantial  im- 
provement in  the  medical  and  domicili- 
ary services  rendered  to  our  veterans  at 
that  center,  and  it  would  do  away  with 
the  necessity  of  refusing  admittance  or 
transfer  privileges  to  those  Wisconsin 
veterans  who  today  have  to  seek  hos- 
pitalization in  VA  hospitals  located  a 
considerable  distance  from  their  homes 
and  families. 

I  sincerely  hope  this  legislation  will 
receive  early  consideration  and  approval. 


REVISION  AND  EXTENSION  OP  1949 
REOROANEATION  ACT 

Mr.  HOUFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOLLb'lEID.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had 
intended  to  ask  for  a  30 -minute  special 
order  today  to  put  into  the  Rzcord  some 
vital  information  regarding  the  revision 
and  extension  of  the  1949  Reorganization 
Act.  But.  respecting  the  leadership  of 
the  House,  as  I  do,  and  also  knowing  the 
reason  for  the  program  today  in  mem- 
ory of  my  former  esteemed  colleague  on 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  I  re- 
frained from  asking  for  that  special 
order.  However.  I  would  like  at  this  time 
to  ask  unanimous  consult  to  extend  my 
remarks  on  this  subject  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Racoao  and  to  include  a  chart  of 
statistics  and  certain  other  extraneous 
material  bearing  on  the  subject 


The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  win 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIPIELD.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course,  we 
Democrats  on  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  gave  President  Eisen- 
hower complete  support  in  the  bill  which 
he  wanted,  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  HOLIPIELD.  That  is  correct. 
As  the  newspapers  carry  the  story,  15 
Republicans  voted  against  the  act  and 
14  Democrats  voted  to  give  to  President 
Eisenhower  the  same  authority  that  we 
gave  to  President  Truman. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  has  expired. 


MANPOWER    SITUATION    IN    AORI- 
CULTURAL  AREAS 

Mr.  MARSHALLl  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAECEll.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  oi  the  gentleman  frwn 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  994 
central  Minnesota  farmers  attended  a 
meeting  at  Albany,  Minn.,  on  October 
13.  1952,  to  consider  the  growing  soious- 
ness  of  the  manpower  situation  in  the 
agricidtural  areas  of  this  country. 

These  farmers  fully  realized  the  hard 
problem  facing  their  neighbors  on  local 
selective-service  boards  in  meeting  the 
need  for  men  in  the  Armed  Services. 
Recognizing  the  relationship  between 
military  manpower  and  farm  manpower 
problems,  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  wa^ 
a  constructive  one.  In  tfee  traditional 
spirit  of  democracy's  town  hall,  the 
farmers  who  gathered  at  the  meeting 
wanted  to  call  their  problem  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Selective  Service  System 
and  the  Congress. 

Today  I  am  presenting  the  resolution 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  in  the 
sincere  hope  that  these  constructive  sug- 
gestions toward  the  solution  of  this  grave 
problem  will  be  given  every  consideration 
in  the  formulation  of  manpower  policy. 
Following  are  the  resolutions  adopted  at 
the  Albany  meeting: 

Whereas  Steams  County  and  central  Min- 
nesota's main  activity  is  the  diversified  type 
of  farming  In  which  various  technical  farm 
machinery  is  operated  and  selective  regis- 
tered livestock  are  produced; 

Whereas  the  highly  technical  meehaniaed 
equipment  now  in  operation  on  farms,  such 
as  hay  balers,  combines,  etc..  requiring 
skill  and  experience  for  its  operation  which 
can  only  be  acquired  by  apprenticeship  of 
4  or  5  years  of  operation; 

Whereas  the  young  men  of  central  Min- 
nesota, who  have  such  skUl  and  experience 
acquired  same  from  several  years'  experience 
and  training,  they  cannot  be  replaced  by  per- 
sons from  other  walks  of  life  until  such  per- 
sons have  had  several  years'  experience  as- 
suming that  they  would  remain  on  the  farm 
or  in  agricultural  ptnstUt  long  enough  to  ac- 
qiUre  this  ezperlenoe  and  training: 

Whereas  a  great  many  of  the  you 

perteneed  operators,  who  are  being 

from  their  agrtcaltxiral   connection.   raU   to 
return   to   agriculture.   conssqxiNitAy.   U  ts 
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apparent  that  in  the  near  future  the  fathws 
and  older  men  cannot  be  replaced  because 
of  the  lack  of  jroung  trained  agricultural 
workers,  who  are  trained  to  repair  and  c^>er- 
ate  technical  mechanized  equipment  and 
attend  to  valuable  dairy  cowa.  poultry,  and 
other  livestock,  keeping  breeding,  production, 
aad  registration  records. 

Whereas  in  many  instances  when  young 
men  are  taken  from  the  agricultural  pursuit 
and  placed  in  the  military  service  upon  their 
return  they  choose  not  again  to  engage  in 
agriciilture  because  of  the  shorter  hours  they 
have  experienced  and  the  higher  pay  they 
can  secure  in  other  fields; 

Whereas  this  large  mass  meeting  Is  being 
held  on  this  13th  day  of  October  A.  D.  1952, 
at  8  p.  m.  at  the  high-school  auditorium  at 
Albany,  Steams  County,  Minn. : 

Resolved — 

^.  That  the  local  selective-service  board's 
decisions  with  reference  to  classification  not 
be  Interfered  with  unless  in  exceptional 
cases  and  that  In  case  where  an  appeal  has 
been  made. and  a  classification  given  to  the 
registrant,  in  case  of  a  change  in  status  or 
new  evidence,  he  shall  have  the  right  to  have 
same  reviewed  or  reconsidered  by  the  local 
board. 

3.  That  in  determining  the  classification 
of  agricxiltural  workers  that  thfe  unit  system 
be  put  into  effect  and  that  if  a  certain  num- 
ber of  units  exist  that  the  registrant  would 
be  entitled  to  a  certain  classification. 

3.  That  provision  and  consideration  be 
given  to  hardship  cases,  such  as  taking  a  son 
into  service  which  will  result  in  liquidating 
or  selling  a  herd  of  livestock  which  has  been 
the  result  of  30  or  40  years  of  selective  breed- 
ing, thereby  destroying  a  valuable  farm  unit, 
which  It  would  take  years  to  replace. 

We  the  undersigned  having  taken  part  In 
passing  the  above  resolution  do  hereby  sign 
our  names  as  evidence  of  o\ir  support  and 
request  that  said  resolution  be  called  to  the 
attention  of  the  proper  authorities  or  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Dated  at  Albany,  Minn.,  this  13th  day  of 
October  A.  D.  1862. 

Mr.  Speaker,  living  as  I  do  In  a  farm 
community,  I  am  amazed  at  the  shortage 
or  manpower  on  our  farms  today.  In 
my  own  community,  manpower  was  more 
plentiful  during  the  darkest  days  of 
World  War  U  than  it  is  today. 

High  industrial  employment  has  at- 
tracted both  boys  and  girls  from  our 
farms.  Many  returning  from  military 
service  are  unable  to  enter  the  field  of 
agriculture  because  of  the  high  cost  of 
operation.  The  price  of  Minnesota  farm 
land  is  at  an  all-time  high.  It  is  evi- 
dent in  reviewing  farm  records  that  the 
cost  of  operation  continues  to  rise  while 
income  is  steadily  declining  and  reduc- 
ing the  narrow  profit  margin  of  success- 
ful operation.  It  is  impossible  for  farm- 
ers to  pay  the  wages  paid  in  industry 
today.  All  of  these  factors  tend  to  dis- 
courage a  new  operator  from  starting  on 
a  farm  venture. 

Every  local  selective-service  board 
deals  with  many  cases  of  extreme  hard- 
ship caused  by  drafting  farm  workers 
and  they  have  granted  deferments  un- 
der the  law.  However,  the  State  appeal 
board  has  reclassified  men  without  re- 
gard to  hardship  and  has  denied  regis- 
trants the  right  of  appeal  which  I  am 
sure  Congress  intended  to  grant  to  every 
man. 

American  agriculture  is  a  highly  com- 
plex operation,  requiring  not  only  tech- 
nical knowledge  and  ability  to  operate 
machinery  but  the  great  skill  required 


In  the  care  of  livestock.  Our  dairy  farms 
and  livestock  farms  have  been  hit  hard- 
est by  the  manpower  shortage. 

Instances  have  been  called  to  my  at> 
tention  where  the  only  man  in  the  opera- 
tion who  had  knowledge  of  breeding  pro- 
grams was  denied  deferment.  In  some 
instances  the  only  man  on  the  farm 
with  the  health,  knowledge,  and  ability 
to  carry  on  the  operation  has  been  de- 
nied deferment. 

The  loss  to  Minnesota  agriculture  will 
be  felt  for  some  time.  Many  farmers 
have  been  forced  to  reduce  operations 
or  stop  them  entirely.  This  has  meant 
the  end  of  a  lifetimes  work  in  building 
up  breeding  herds  and  improving  the 
farm.  Oftentimes  it  has  meant  forced 
liquidation  at  inopportune  times.  I  am 
sure  this  was  never  intended  by  Con- 
gress in  passing  the  Selective  Service 
Act. 

A  serious  misunderstanding  has  arisen. 
Altogether  too  many  people  working  with 
selective  service  have  said  we  do  not 
need  farmers. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  often  stated  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  that  what  our  enemies 
fear  most  is  our  production.  I  submit 
to  you  that  it  is  not  a  wise  policy  to 
place  our  country  in  Jeopardy  by  cur- 
tailment of  farm  production  which  will 
result  from  our  present  deferment  policy. 

We  must  recognize  the  need  of  pro- 
ducing raw  materials  to  keep  our  indus- 
trial output  high.  This  Congress  has 
a  responsibility  in  defining  a  selective- 
service  policy  to  be  followed  in  agricul- 
tural deferments  in  order  that  our  pro- 
duction will  remain  strong.  I  hope  this 
Congress  will  take  action.  It  is  impera- 
tive that  we  do  so. 


BIRTHDAY  ANNIV'ERSARY  OF  THE 
LATE  PRESIDENT  FRANKLIN  DEL- 
ANO ROOSEVELT 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  addres.s  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
assume  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
Jenkins  I  will  make  some  remarks  today 
with  reference  to  the  birthday  anniver- 
sary of  one  of  our  great  Presidents.  All 
of  us  as  Americans  revere  the  memory  of 
the  late  William  McKinley.  The  re- 
marks that  may  be  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  will  be  such  that  all  of 
us  can  join  with  him  in  them. 

However,  tomorrow  Is  the  birthday 
anniversary  of  another  great  President, 
the  late  Immortal  Franklin  Delano 
Roosevelt.  As  we  are  not  meeting  to- 
morrow I  take  the  opportunity  on  this 
occasion  to  make  reference  to  this  great 
man.  It  is  most  fitting  and  proper,  and 
I  think  highly  commendable  that  the 
House  pause  on  the  birthday  anniversa- 
ries of  Presidents  who  have  taken  the 
journey  into  the  Great  Beyond,  to  make 
reference  to  their  great  services.  It  has 
a  far-reaching  effect  on  our  people,  par- 
ticularly those  attending  our  schools  and 
universities. 


Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt  was  one  of 
the  strong  Presidents  of  our  country. 
Particularly  In  times  of  emergency,  the 
President  has  got  to  be  firm  and  strong, 
because  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Is  sitting  In  the  chair  of  history 
and  of  destiny.  President  Roosevelt  will 
go  down  in  history  as  a  great  humani- 
tarian, but  he  will  also  occupy  prominent 
pages  in  history  as  a  strong  President 
and  a  firm  leader  of  our  people.  Frank- 
lin D.  Roosevelt's  place  in  history  Is  Im- 
portant. Countless  generations  In  the 
future,  in  all  lands,  people  will  talk  about 
him  and  the  great  leadership  he  gave  In 
one  of  the  most  trying  periods  In  the 
history  of  man. 

In  joining  with  my  friend  in  commem- 
orating the  birthday  anniversary  of  the 
late  William  McKinley  I  also  wanted  to 
make  these  few  remarks  about  another 
great  President.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt, 
whose  birthday  anniversary  is  tomorrow. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE 
HOUSE 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  lady  has  already 
had  a  1 -minute  speech  today.  That  is 
the  number  allocated  to  each  Member. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  This 
is  informational.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I 
thought  possibly  I  might  be  allowed  to 
give  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  feels  he 
must  observe  the  rules  laid  down  by  the 
House. 


COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 

OPERATIONS 
Mr.  HALLECK.     Mr.  .Speaker.  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  may  have 
until  midnight  Saturday  night  to  file  a 
report  on  H.  R.  1979.  dealing  with  the 
extension  of  the  authority  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  submit  reorganization  plans. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remark.s. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
for  this  time  in  order  to  make  an  an- 
nouncement regarding  the  program  for 
next  week. 

A.s  has  been  heretofore  arranged  we 
will  have  a  joint  session  on  Monday  to 
hear  the  President  deliver  his  message 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

As  I  understand  it,  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee is  meeting  tomorrow  on  a  resolution 
before  it  to  continue  in  operation  the 
House  Select  Committee  on  Small  Busi- 
nes.s.  If  that  rule  is  reported,  as  I  think 
it  will  be.  I  expect  to  caU  that  matter  up 
on  Tuesday  next. 
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Under  unanimous-consent  agreement 
heretofore  entered  Into,  the  bill  to  pro- 
vide an  Under  Secretary  of  State  will 
come  up  for  consideration  on  Tuesday, 
with  1  hour  of  general  debate.  I  do 
not  know  whether  It  will  be  followed  by 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. I  do  not  know  what  may  happen 
with  respect  to  the  rule  thereon  or  what 
may  ultimately  be  determined  as  to  ac- 
tion in  the  other  body  or  here.  There 
Is  a  possibility  that  that  proposal  coming 
from  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  may  be  called  up  next  week 
although  I  am  not  sure  about  It. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  understand- 
ing I  had  In  committee— of  course,  the 
leadership  determines  the  matter  ul- 
timately— there  was  a  hope  and  inten- 
tion of  bringing  up  the  extension  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  next  Tuesday. 
Would  it  be  possslble  for  the  gentleman 
to  give  a  little  more  specific  Information 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Members,  assuming 
the  rule  Is  reported  out?  Of  course, 
that  bill  would  go  through  the  House 
without  any  controversy  If  a  plain  ex- 
tension of  the  law  can  be  arranged  for. 
I  was  wondering  if  the  gentleman  could 
give  a  more  definite  Idea  as  to  what  day 
It  might  be  called  up. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  certainly  would 
yield  to  my  very  good  friend  from  Mas- 
sachusetts the  right  and  the  power  to 
determine  Just  what  might  be  contro- 
versial, but  in  specific  answer  to  the 
question  I  think  probably  I  could  say 
that  if  the  measure  Is  called  next  week  It 
would  be  on  Tuesday. 


JOHN  C.  MONTGOMERY 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  at  this 
time  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  BusBCY]  to  address  the  House 
under  his  special  order. 

Mr.  BUSB3Y.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sud- 
den and  tragic  death  of  a  certain  person 
has  created  an  atmosphere  of  wonder- 
ment over  the  manner  In  which  official 
Washington  has  permitted  or  not  per- 
mitted this  news  to  get  to  the  press. 

Last  Sunday  morning.  John  C.  Mont- 
gomery, a  42-year-old  State  Department 
official,  took  his  own  life.  His  nude  body, 
with  fragments  of  a  bathrobe  cord  and 
a  hemp  rope,  was  found  In  the  home  he 
shared  with  a  Washington  attorney, 
A.  Marvin  Braverman. 

Montgomery  was  in  charge  of  the  Fin- 
nish desk  in  the  State  Department,  a 
confidential  position  In  which  he  handled 
classified  documents.  It  may  be  no  more 
than  a  coincidence  that  he  worked  In  a 
Government  agency  where  Communists, 
Communist  sympathizers,  and  poor  loy- 
alty risks  have  plagued  our  security.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  Montgomery 
brought  his  own  life  to  an  end.  we  should 
not  assume  that  he  was  Innocent  of  such 
associations.  For  our  own  sakes.  as  well 
as  for  his.  we  should  know  whether  or 
not  he  was  Innocent. 

There  has  been  entirely  too  much  se- 
crecy surrounding  the  death  of  this  State 
Department  official.  There  are  stories 
being  bruited  about  that  police  have  been 


told  not  to  talk.  There  has  been  pro- 
tection. It  Is  said,  for  Montgomery's  for- 
mer associates  and  their  activities.  Of 
course,  the  innocent  should  be  protected, 
but  protection  should  not  be  carried  to 
the  point  where  the  public  may  be  in- 
jured. If  this  Is  a  case  where  a  person 
has  destroyed  his  life  for  personal  rea- 
sons, a  thorough  Investigation  will  estab- 
lish that  fact.  If  it  is  not  such  a  case, 
the  public  Is  entitled  to  know  the  motive. 
Mystery  and  secrecy  will  not  suffice. 

It  has  been  hinted  that  Montgomery 
was  despondent  because  he  was  lonely 
and  unmarried.  From  all  appearances, 
he  was  very  popular  and  was  a  bachelor 
by  choice.  There  are  some  stories  that 
he  was  dissatisfied  with  his  pace  of  pro- 
motion in  his  chosen  field;  yet  it  would 
appear  that  his  promotion  was  fairly 
rapid,  as  he  was  head  of  the  Finnish 
desk  after  about  6  years  with  the  State 
Department. 

We  have  learned  very  little  about  this 
State  Department  official  from  the  news- 
paper accounts  of  his  suicide.  As  I  said 
before,  it  was  reported  that  he  shared  a 
fashionable  Georgetown  home  with  a 
local  attorney.  Neither  Montgomery 
nor  the  Washington  attorney  had  ever 
married.  This  is  not  imusual.  but  It  is 
not  customary.  We  do  know  the  iden- 
tity of  some  of  the  people  with  whom 
these  two  men  spent  last  Saturday  eve- 
ning, but  we  do  not  know  who  was  at 
their  home  the  evening  before. 

The  name  of  the  Washington  attorney 
had,  in  times  past,  been  linked  roman- 
tically with  the  name  of  a  daughter  of  a 
former  President,  and,  on  the  very  eve- 
ning that  tragic  death  called  at  his 
home,  he  had  been  escorting  the  daugh- 
ter of  a  governor  to  a  social  function. 
When  he  arrived  home,  according  to  his 
story,  he  found  the  body  of  his  friend. 

What  did  he  do?  There  are  many 
questions  that  remain  imanswered.  It 
has  been  said  that  this  attorney  called 
a  district  commissioner  at  5  a.  m..  asking 
what  he  should  do.  Does  that  sound 
logical?  What  law  school  did  he  attend? 
As  an  attorney,  or  even  as  an  ordinary 
citizen,  he  should  have  known  that  the 
proper  thing  to  do  was  to  call  the  police, 
and  to  do  that  at  once.  There  Is  reason 
to  believe  that  some  time  elapsed  be- 
tween the  discovery  of  Montgomery's 
body  and  the  call  to  a  district  commis- 
sioner. What  happened  during  that 
time?  Did  Montgomery  leave  a  note,  as 
suicides  generally  do?  Was  such  a  note 
destroyed  to  protect  the  dead,  and  per- 
haps some  living? 

Now  is  the  time  to  investigate  these 
matters — not  6  months  from  now  when 
trails  are  cold  and  witnesses  may  not 
be  available.  From  past  exF>erience  we 
cannot  expect  that  the  State  Department 
nor  the  police  authorities  will  be  either 
anxious  or  willing  to  make  known  to  the 
public  all  the  facts  surrounding  a  case 
of  this  kind.  If  this  was  just  an  ordinary 
suicide,  then  I  would  take  the  position 
that  it  would  be  a  case  for  the  police  au- 
thorities. But  this  is  not  such  a  case. 
Because  it  is  not  such  a  case  I  am  direct- 
ing the  following  letter  to  the  Honorable 
Clark  E.  HomcAif.  chairman  of  the  Gov- 
ernment Operations  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  asking  that  a 


full  investigation  of  this  case  be  made  by 
his  committee: 

jAinrAaT  29.  19S3. 
Hon.  Clakx  X.  HomcAN. 

Chairman.  Government  Operations 
Committee. 

House  of  Representatives. 
ICy  Dear  CoLLXActrz:  I  am  enclosing  a  copy 
of  my  remarks  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives today,  and  respectfully  ask  that  the 
Qovernment  Operations  Committee  make  a 
thorough  investigation  surrounding  the 
death  of  John  C.  Montgomery,  to  the  end 
that  the  public  wUl  be  informed  as  to  the 
facts  connected  with  this  case. 
Sincerely. 

Fbzd  E.  Busbxt. 
Member  of  Congress,  Third  District,  lUinoii, 


h  i  rti 


WILLIAM  McKINLEY 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins]. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the 
outset  I  want  to  thank  you  as  our  pre- 
siding officer  for  your  kindness  in  yield- 
ing to  me  sufficient  time  this  afternoon 
to  have  the  Members  of  our  great  body 
pay  their  respects  to  one  of  the  greatest 
of  many  great  men  that  our  country  has 
produced  and  who  have  been  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

About  20  years  ago.  having  long  since 
been  convinced  that  William  McKinley 
was  one  of  the  greatest  of  all  Congress- 
men, I  thought  it  would  be  very  fitting 
and  appropriate  if  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress would  spend  a  few  minutes  on 
McKinley's  birthday  to  remind  the  peo- 
ple of  this  day  and  generation  what  a 
great  statesman  William  McKinley  was. 
We  have  continued  that  practice  and 
I  hope  we  will  keep  it  up. 

I  think  that  what  the  distinguished 
minority  leader,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCouiack].  Just 
said  about  thl^  custom  that  we  Ohio 
Congressmen  have  followed  is  very  ap- 
propriate. But  I  should  like  to  have  it 
understood  that  those  of  us  who  were 
responsible  for  asking  this  privilege  with 
reference  to  William  McKinley  did  not 
do  so  only  because  we  felt  he  had  been  a 
great  President.  We  did  it  because  we 
felt  that  the  greatest  work  that  William 
McKinley  did  for  his  country  was  the 
work  that  he  did  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  In  a  very  critical  period  in  the 
history  of  our  country. 

When  William  McKinley  was  18  years 
of  age  he  left  the  little  country  school 
where  he  was  a  teacher  and  went  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  where  he  enlisted  in 
the  United  States  Army  in  the  great 
War  Between  the  States.  There  he  met 
Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  who  was  then  a 
-captain  in  the  Army.  A  warm  friendship 
developed  between  these  two  men,  a 
friendship  that  lasted  throughout  their 
lives.  When  Rutherford  B.  Hayes  be- 
came President  his  warmjiersonal  friend 
'became  a  Member  of  Congress — that  was 
the  time  of  the  reconstruction  period 
and  when  the  very  life  of  the  Nation  was 
at  stake  from  a  legislative  standpoint. 
Hayes  and  McKinley  working  together, 
did  a  magnificent  job.  Although  Presi- 
dent Hayes  declined  to  run  for  a  second 
term.  lii.  McKinley  continued  to  serve 
in  Congress  for  many  years. 

When  William  McKinley  got  further 
along  in  the  war  be  distinguished  him- 
self Tery  conspicuously  as  a  great  soldier 
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and  a  great  leader  of  men.  But  we  did 
not  give  special  consideration  to  his  war 
career,  although  it  was  very  outstand- 
ing, for  many  people  have  done  that; 
but  few  if  any  men  have  laeen  so  promi- 
nently connected  with  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  then  gone  to  the 
Presidency.  So  I  am  glad  to  see  today 
again  how  loyally  the  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  wear  the  red  car- 
nation. The  carnation  was  McKinley's 
favorite  flower  and  it  now  is  the  State 
flower  of  Ohio. 

When  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts (Mr.  McCoRKACK]  spoke  I  was 
reminded  of  one  experience  that  has 
come  into  my  life  and  that  is  that  strong 
friendships  are  made  here  in  Congress 
between  men  who  are  nearly  always  on 
opposite  sides  in  legislative  controversies. 
For  instance.  Mr.  Nick  Longworth  and 
Mr.  John  Gamer  waged  many  a  battle 
cm  the  floor  of  this  House  but  I  never 
saw  a  finer  friendship  develop  between 
any  two  individuals  than  developed  be- 
tween Nick  Longworth  and  Jack  Gamer. 

William  McE:inley  sat  over  here  to  my 
left  I  am  told.  In  those  days  they  had 
desks.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  some 
of  you  older  Members  will  remember 
with  pride,  told  me  how  eloquently  Mr. 
McKinley  could  present  the  tariff  issues. 
He  told  me  how  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  there  was  another  man  from  Texas 
who  did  not  agree  with  McKinley  and 
who  with  great  ability  presented  the 
other  side  of  the  issue.  Those  two  great 
statesmen,  one  from  Texas  and  one  from 
Ohio,  were  the  real  leaders  in  their  time. 
There  developed  a  friendship  between 
them  which  historians  say  was  truly 
wonderful.  I  refer  to  Roger  Q.  Mills. 
McKinley  fought  through  the  Civil  War 
In  the  Union  Army  with  great  distinc- 
tion. Mills  fought  through  the  War  Be- 
tween the  States  with  great  distinction. 
Both  fought  each  other  in  Congress  with 
great  ability  and  distinction  and  each 
maintained  his  honor  in  every  conflict 

But.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  not  ask  for 
this  time  to  consimie  it  all  myself.  We 
have  in  our  membership  a  man  who  has 
the  honor  of  representing  part  of  the 
territory  that  McKinley  represented 
when  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  He 
is  Mr.  Olivkr  p.  Boltoit.  I  now  yield 
to  Mr.  Oliver  P.  Boltok  such  time  as 
he  may  desire. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, today  we  memorialize  the  one  hun- 
dred and  tenth  birthday  of  an  Ohio  son. 
the  twenty- fourth  President  of  the 
United  States,  William  McKinley. 
Through  the  years  the  leadership  in  this 
House  has  graciously  granted  the  Ohio 
delegation  the  courtesy  to  say  a  few 
words  in  his  memory.  I  thank  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  the  dean  of  our 
delegation,  the  Honorable  Thomas  A. 
Jknkins,  for  giving  me  the  opportunity 
to  add  my  tribute  to  those  given  here 
today  and  in  the  years  gone  by. 

The  story ^  of  William  McKinley's  life 
is  known  to'  every  schoolboy.  His  rise 
from  average  birth  in  Niles,  Ohio,  in 
1843.  to  the  Presidency  in  1896.  his  re- 
election in  1900  and  his  tragic  assassina- 
tion— these  are  facts  of  history  well 
known  to  all. 

In  these  days  of  turmoil  in  the  world. 
however,  when  once  again  the  threat  of 
total  war  and  of  cheap  money  hangs  over 


our  land,  let  us  honor  the  character  of 
the  man  who  led  this  Nation  out  of  simi- 
lar perils,  in  the  hope,  perchance,  that 
by  considering  his  strength  we  may  forti- 
fy our  own. 

Prom  even  the  briefest  consideration 
of  his  life,  certain  facets  of  William  Mc- 
Kinley's character  stand  out  as  beacons 
to  guide  all  who  would  emulate  him. 
In  all  of  his  dealings,  and  in  his  think- 
ing, he  was  fair  and  courteous.  His  re- 
spect for  others  and  for  their  rights: 
his  sincerity;  and  his  logic  ba.sed  on  a 
knowledge  gained  from  hard  work,  won 
him  admiration  and  respect.  Never  pug- 
nacious, never  profane  or  vulgar,  never 
self-assertive,  he  put  on  no  airs  and  re- 
fused to  indulge  in  personalities.  And 
yet,  he  was  ardent  in  his  advocacy  of  his 
beliefs  and  skilled  in  their  presentation 
and  their  defense.  It  was  his  devotion 
to  his  principles  and  adherence  to  them 
for  which  he  is  perhaps  best  known. 

The  persuasive  advocate  of  the  protec- 
tive tariff,  McKinley  fought  for  it  be- 
cause he  felt  it  offered  beriefits  for  all 
the  people — for  the  growth  of  the  entire 
Nation.  He  did  not  believe  in  class  leg- 
islation or  in  classes  in  America.  Thus, 
he  believed  that  political  issues  should 
divide  the  Nation  vertically,  not  hori- 
zontally; that  rich  and  poor,  high  and 
low.  should  be  found  in  both  political 
parties;  and  that  if  there  was  anything 
intrinsically  dangerous  to  our  political 
system,  it  was  the  effort  to  set  class 
against  class.  Therefore,  he  believed  in 
the  principle  of  protection,  not  for  a 
part  of  but  for  all  the  people,  and  he 
fought  for  it  all  his  life. 

But  let  his  own  words  show  the  depth 
of  his  conviction  and  his  devotion  to  it. 
Olcott  tells  us,  that  during  debate  in  the 
Forty-eighth  Congres.s.  McKinley  was 
speaking  of  the  hardships  that  result  to 
labor  from  free  trade,  saying  "I  speak 
for  the  workingman  of  my  district,  the 
workingman  of  Ohio,  and  of  the  coun- 
try." when  Springer  interrupted  with  tlie 
uncalled-for  remark: 

They  did  not  speak  for  you  very  largely  at 
the  lact  election. 

Quickly  turning  on  his  opponent,  Mc- 
Kinley, with  flashing  eye.  but  with  no 
show  cf  anger,  replied  impressively: 

Ah,  my  friend,  my  fidelity  to  my  constitu- 
ents  la  not  measured  by  the  support  they 
give  me.  [Great  applause]  I  have  con- 
victions upon  this  subject  which  I  would  not 
surrender  or  refrain  from  advocating  if 
10.000  majority  had  been  entered  against  me 
last  October. 

No  partial  recital  of  McKinley's  vir- 
tues would  be  proper,  however,  without 
attention  being  drawn  to  his  intense 
sense  of  honor  and  integrity.  Perhaps 
the  best  illustration  of  this  can  be  drawn 
from  his  remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  Re- 
publican National  Convention  in  1888. 
McKinley  was  there  as  a  delegate  from 
Ohio  pledged  to  his  friend.  John  Sher- 
man. On  the  fourth  ballot,  it  became 
clear  that  a  dark  horse  might  win  but 
that  Sherman  could  not.  Nonetheless, 
when  his  name  was  pressed,  and  though 
he  knew  he  might  win  the  nomination. 
McKinley  rose  to  say,  in  part: 

It  baa  pleased  certain  delegates  to  east 
their  votes  for  mc  for  President.  I  am  not 
Insensible  of  the  honor  they  would  do  me, 
but  in  the  presence  of  the  duty  resting  upon 
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me  I  cannot  remain  silent  with  honor.  I 
cannot  consistently  with  my  own  views  of 
personal  integrity,  consent,  or  seem  to  con- 
sent, to  permit  my  name  to  be  used  as  a 
candidate  before  this  convention.  I  would 
not  respect  myself  if  I  could  find  it  In  my 
heart  to  do  so.  or  permit  to  be  done  that 
which  could  even  be  ground  for  anyone  to 
suspect  that  I  wavered  in  my  loyalty  to  Ohio, 
or  my  devotion  to  the  chief  of  her  choice  and 
the  chief  of  mine.  I  do  not  request — I  de- 
nuind.  that  no  delegate  who  would  not  cast 
reflection  upon  me  shall  cast  a  ballot  for  me. 

This  same  devotion  to  principle,  integ- 
rity, and  recognition  of  the  rights  of 
others  which  were  so  noticeable  during 
his  service  in  Congress  were  the  guide- 
posts  of  his  life.  Along  with  them  was 
a  simple  humility  arising  out  of  his  de- 
votion to  a  cause  and  to  a  Being  greater 
than  us  all,  which  lent  his  life  a  dignity 
and  preatness  for  all  time. 

In  his  last  speech  before  his  death,  the 
fineness  and  beauty  of  his  character 
shine  through  his  words,  which  the  world 
would  do  well  to  remember  today: 

Let  us  ever  remember  that  our  Interest  is  In 
concord,  not  conflict;  and  that  our  real  emi- 
nence rests  In  the  victories  of  peace,  not 
those  of  war.  Our  earnest  prayer  Is  tbat 
God  will  graciously  vouchsafe  prosperity, 
happiness,  and  peace  to  aU  our  neighbors 
and  lik.e  blessings  to  all  the  peoples  and  tb« 
powers  of  earth. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  again  express  my 
appreciation  of  the  privilege  of  present- 
ing thi.s  view  of  a  great  Ohioan,  Presi- 
dent William  McKinley,  who  made  such 
an  outstanding  record  as  a  Member  of 
this  House  as  Well  as  a  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Bowl. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  »s  my  honor 
now  to  represent  in  this  House  the  dis- 
trict that  was  represented  by  William 
McKinley.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that 
the  dean  of  our  delegation,  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  JknkinsI.  arranges 
these  memorials  each  year.  May  I  com- 
pliment the  gentleman  from  Ohio  fMr. 
OLrvER  P.  Bolton  1  on  the  fine  address  he 
has  made  today  on  the  life  of  William 
McKinley. 

The  people  of  the  Sixteenth  District 
revere  the  memory  of  the  great  Mc- 
Kinley. They  revere  him  not  alone  as  a 
preat  President  or  a  great  statesman  but 
as  a  great  friend  and  neighbor.  There 
are  very  few  there  now  who  still  remem- 
ber him.  but  the  story  of  William  Mc- 
Kinley and  his  kindness  to  all  of  his 
neiphbors  and  friends  win  live  In  the 
memories  of  all  the  people  of  the  Six- 
teenth District  throughout  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  happy  to  join  with 
other  Members  of  the  House  today  in 
paying  tribute  to  William  McKinley.  one 
of  this  Nation's  greatest  Presidents,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  one  hundred  and 
tenth  anniversary  of  his  birth. 

William  McKinley,  although  he  was 
not  born  in  my  Sixteenth  Ohio  District, 
did  spend  most  of  his  life  there,  and  we 
in  the  city  of  Canton.  Ohio,  and  sur- 
rounding area  are  extremely  proud  of 
him.  We  take  pride  in  his  record  of  en- 
tering the  Union  Army  as  a  private  and 
emerging  as  a  major. 

We  take  pride  in  his  service  to  our 
community  as  the  prosecuting  attorney 
of  Stark  County,  a  position  he  attained 
when   only   26   years   of   age.     We   are 
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proud  of  the  fact  that  our  forebears  had 
the  wisdom  to  send  William  McKinley 
to  Congress  in  1876,  at  the  age  of  33,  and 
to  keep  him  there  for  seven  consecutive 
terms,  for  it  was  in  this  very  Hou!.e  that 
McKinley  laid  the  ground  work  for  his 
later  elevation  to  the  Presidency. 

We  take  additional  pride  in  the  fact 
that  William  McKinley's  record  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  so  out- 
standing that  not  only  the  people  of  my 
district  but  the  people  of  the  entire  State 
of  Ohio  came  to  recognize  him  as  an  ex- 
ceptionally able  leader.  For  this  reason 
they  elected  him  Governor  of  Ohio  in 
1891  for  the  flrst  of  two  terms. 

While  Governor  of  Ohio,  McKinley 
continued  to  ably  dispatch  the  duties  of 
office  in  such  a  maimer  as  to  gain  further 
attention  from  political  leaders  through- 
cut  the  Nation.  As  a  result,  when  it 
came  time  to  name  a  Repubhcan  candi- 
date for  President  in  1896,  the  name  of 
William  McKinley  quickly  came  to  the 
fore. 

As  every  Member  of  the  House  will 
recall  from  his  study  of  history,  McKin- 
ley won  that  election  of  1896,  and  was 
reelected  in  1900.  His  administrations 
marked  a  high  tide  in  the  progress  of 
the  United  States.  With  the  aid  of 
the  protective  tariffs  which  had  been 
fostered  by  McKinley  while  he  was 
chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  American  industry 
prospered  and  expanded,  providing  em- 
ployment for  an  ever -Increasing  num- 
ber of  people. 

The  growth  of  Industry  brought  In- 
creased prosperity  and  a  higher  standard 
of  living  for  all  Americans.  It  brought 
with  it  more  contact  with  foreign  lands, 
as  is  always  the  case  with  a  growing 
nation.  McKinley  handled  the  foreign 
policy  problems  which  resulted  from  our 
expansion  with  the  same  capability  as 
that  he  displayed  In  solving  domestic 
problems.  As  a  result  of  the  straightfor- 
ward. Christian,  but  firm  foreign  policy 
which  McKinley  fostered,  the  United 
States  of  America  had  by  1900  flnally 
become  recognized  throughout  the  world 
as  a  mature  and  highly  respected  mem- 
ber of  the  family  of  nations. 

These  are  the  facets  of  the  life  of  Wil- 
liam McKinley  which  are  best  known 
by  the  average  American.  His  actions 
as  Member  of  Congress.  Governor  of 
Ohio,  and  President  of  the  United  States 
are  detailed  fully  and  favorably  In  any 
standard  history  book.  And,  as  I  men- 
tioned earlier,  we  In  McKinley's  home 
town  are  proud  of  his  accomplishments 
along  this  line. 

However,  it  is  for  reasons  entirely  aside 
from  his  accomplishments  in  public  of- 
fice that  we  retain  in  our  hearts  a  special 
niche  for  William  McKinley.  Nor  are 
we  alone  in  this  recognition  of  the  other 
special  qualities  which  made  William 
McKinley  great. 

When  one  hears  members  of  the  oppo- 
site political  party  joining  In  the  eulogy 
of  McKinley.  as  has  so  often  happened 
here,  it  is  an  indication  that  McKinley 
was  indeed  a  very  special  sort  of  man. 

When  one  realises  that  the  McKinley 
monument  in  Canton,  Ohio,  was  built 
not  by  the  Government,  nor  by  the  con- 
tributions of  millionaire  friends,  but 
through  the  gift  of  pennies  by  thousands 
of  American  school  children,  there  is 


further  proof  that  William  McKinley 
held  a  special  place  In  the  hearts  of  the 
American  people. 

What  was  this  special  quality?  Was 
It  simply  the  fact  that  McKinley  died 
from  an  assassin's  bullet'.'  Hardly — 
Garfleld  too  was  assassinated,  yet  he 
never  was  held  in  the  high  esteem  of  Mc- 
Kinley, and  I  do  not  wish  to  demean 
President  Garfleld,  of  whom  we  in  Ohio 
are  also  proud. 

No,  there  was  something  special  In 
the  make-up  of  William  McKinley  which 
caused  all  who  knew  him  to  revere  him. 
That  something.  I  am  convinced,  was  an 
ample  .supply  of  the  milk  of  human 
kindness. 

Nearly  every  reference  to  McKinley 
contains  some  allusion  to  his  love  for  his 
fellow  man.  All  who  knew  him  testify 
to  this  great  quality.  In  fact,  among 
those  still  living  who  knew  William  Mc- 
Kinley well,  there  is  usually  more  refer- 
ence to  McKinley's  friendliness,  the  hap- 
piness of  his  home,  and  his  deep  love  for 
his  wife,  Ida  Saxton  McKinley,  than 
there  is  to  his  achievements  in  public 
ofBce. 

Note  the  words  which  appear  on  his 
monument  in  Canton: 

In  memory  of  William  McKinley.  A  good 
citizen,  a  brave  soldier,  wise  executive,  helper 
and  leader  of  men,  exemplar  to  his  people 
of  the  virtues  that  build  and  conserve  ths 
state,  society,  and  the  home. 

Note  again  that  flnal  phrase,  "exem- 
plar to  his  people  of  the  virtues  that 
build  and  conserve  the  state,  society,  and 
the  home." 

That  is  how  the  people  of  William  Mc- 
Kinley's home  town  felt  about  him.  So 
widespread  was  this  regard  and  respect 
for  McKinley  on  the  part  of  his  friends 
and  neighbors  that  today  there  is  hardly 
a  town  in  our  part  of  Ohio  which  does 
not  have  a  McKinley  Avenue,  a  McKin- 
ley High  School,  or  some  other  symbol 
of  the  esteem  in  which  he  is  held.  And 
so  it  will  always  be,  for  William  McKin- 
ley early  in  life  was  marked  down  as  one 
who  loved  his  fellow  men,  and  who,  for 
that  reason,  was  in  turn  loved  by  his 
fellow  men^ 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Memt>ers 
who  desire  to  do  so  may  extend  their 
remarks  on  the  life  and  services  of  the 
late  William  McKinley  at  this  point  In 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  the  last  Spanish -American  War  vet- 
eran In  this  body  my  comrades  of  that 
conflict  would  not  wish  me  to  remain 
silent  when  loving  tributes  are  beflower- 
ing  the  memory  of  William  McKinley. 
On  last  Memorial  Day  in  a  cemetery  in 
Chicago  I  stood  with  the  members  of 
William  McKinley  Camp  of  the  United 
Spanish  War  Veterans  between  the  rows 
of  gray-white  markers  over  the  graves 
of  volunteer  soldiers  and  sailors  who  In 
their  youth  had  answered  the  call  of 
President  McKinley.  It  bespeaks  the 
sentiment  of  Spanish-American  War 
veterans  that  one  of  tlieir  largest  camps 
Is  named  in  his  honor.  I  have  never 
known  a  veteran  of  the  war  with  Spain 
to  mention  the  name  of  William  McKin- 
ley without  revealing  In  the  tones  of  his 


voice  his  deep  and  abiding  affection  for 
the  Commander  In  Chief  in  the  White 
House  when  the  century  was  near  the 
turning  point  and  America  was  starting 
on  the  road  to  world  destiny.  I  think 
it  appropriate  on  this  anniversary  occa- 
sion to  remark  the  sense  of  warm  per- 
sonal affection  which  the  volunteers  of 
1898  felt  for  the  President.  In  unanim- 
ity and  in  sweeping  intensity,  I  venture 
to  say,  it  has  never  been  surpassed.  The 
affection  and  reverence  of  every  Spanish 
War  veteran  for  William  McKinley  con- 
tinues unabated  until  the  end  beneath 
the  gray-white  marker  in  a  cemetery 
where  on  Memorial  Days  other  veterans 
will  come  with  red  carnations  and  the 
other  flowers  of  the  springtime. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  CHARLES  A. 
EATON 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 

[Mr.  FRKLIKGHirrSEN]. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, it  Is  with  a  sense  of  real  sadness  and 
of  personal  loss  that  I  announce  to  the 
House  the  passing,  on  January  23,  1953. 
of  a  distinguished  former  colleague,  the 
Honorable  Charles  A.  Eaton.    Less  than 

3  we^ks  previously.  Dr.  Eaton  had  retired 
from  public  life  after  completing  28 
years  of  uninterrupted  and  outstanding 
service  as  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey. 

Before  discussing  Dr.  Eaton's  achieve- 
ments in  Congress.  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion his  active  early  years,  which  laid 
the  foimdation  for  his  fruitfiU  political 
career.  Born  in  Nova  Scotia  on  M..rch 
29.  1868,  he  was  graduated  from  gram- 
mar school  at  the  age  of  8.  and  became 
head  of  the  family  when  his  father  died 

4  years  later. 

At  the  age  of  16,  while  working  his  way 
through  high  school,  he  decided  to  be- 
come a  minister.  After  graduation  from 
Acadia  University  in  Nova  Scotia  In 
1890,  he  went  to  the  Newton  (Mass.) 
Theological  Institution  from  which  he 
was  graduated  in  1893. 

P^)r  over  a  quarter  of  a  century.  Dr. 
Eaton  followed  a  full  and  successful 
career  as  a  Baptist  minister.  He  met 
his  future  wife.  Miss  Winifred  Parlln. 
during  his  flrst  pastoral  appointment  at 
Natick,  Mass.,  and  they  were  married  In 
1895.  In  that  same  year  he  became  % 
naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
He  served  also  at  the  Bloor  Street  Church 
In  Toronto.  Canada,  at  the  Euclid  Ave- 
nue Baptist  Church  in  Cleveland.  Ohio, 
and  at  the  Madison  Avenue  Church  In 
New  York  City.  In  1919  he  formally  re- 
signed from  the  ministry,  declaring  he 
could  do  more  good  writing  than 
preaching. 

During  World  War  I.  he  served  as  In- 
dustrial relations  consultant  for  the 
Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  and  he 
also  headed  the  National  Service  Section 
of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board. 
This  broadening  of  his  horizons  led  Dr. 
Eaton,  after  the  war.  to  work  as  an  In- 
dustrial consultant  for  the  General  Elec- 
tric Co.,  and  also  to  travel  in  Europe  to 
study  industrial  conditions  there. 

During  his  ministry,  and  afterward. 
Dr.  Eaton  served  as  a  correspondent  for 
several  newspapers.    He  also  awtimrd 
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the  edltonhip  of  Leslie's  Weekly.  These 
manifold  activities,  an  handled  capably 
and  energetically,  give  some  Indication 
of  his  abilities,  his  versatiUty  and  his 
tremendous  Tltali^. 

In  1934  Dr.  Baton  was  elected  to  the 
81zty-nlnth  Congress  from  New  Jersey's 
Fourth  District.  He  served  four  con- 
secutive terms  as  representative  of  that 
district.  When  the  State  was  redis- 
trlcted  he  was  elected  as  representative 
from  the  present  fifth  district,  which  he 
served  for  10  additional  consecutive 
terms,  until  his  retirement  on  January  3 
of  this  year. 

In  Congress,  Dr.  Eaton  served  on  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  acting  as 
ranking  Republican  member  for  many 
years,  and  as  its  chairman  during  the 
Eightieth  Congress.  During  World  War 
II.  he  became  a  foremost  advocate  of  a 
bipartisan  foreign  policy,  supplementing 
the  efforts  of  Senator  Arthur  Vanden- 
berg.  He  helped  draft  the  Republican 
Party's  declaration  of  adherence  to  the 
policy  of  international  cooperation  enun- 
ciated at  Mackinac  Island  in  1943,  and 
was  a  key  figm^  in  the  passage  of  the 
European  recovery  legislation  enacted 
In  1948. 

In  1945  he  served  as  a  United  States 
delegate  to  the  United  Nations  Confer- 
ence In  San  Francisco.  Later  that  same 
year,  he  went  to  London  as  delegate  to 
the  United  Nations  Assembly,  serving  in 
the  same  capacity  in  New  York  in  1946. 

Besides  Dr.  Eaton's  achievements  as  an 
able  and  conscientious  Representative, 
he  had  other  qualities  which  endeared 
him  to  many  friends.  He  was  forth- 
right, candid  and  outspoken,  particu- 
larly regarding  domestic  policies  of  which 
he  did  not  approve.  He  was  an  ex- 
perienced leader,  moreover,  tolerant  and 
wise,  eloquent  in  debate  and  respected 
by  all  who  knew  him. 

His  personality  was  warm  and  out- 
going. Although  advancing  years  finally 
forced  his  retirement,  his  interest  never 
lagged  in  all  sorts  and  conditions  of 
men  and  his  enthusiasm  and  vitality 
sustained  him  to  the  end.  He  was  witty 
and  good  humored,  but  also  kindly, 
thoughtful  and  genUe.  His  life  illus- 
trates the  truth  of  a  Psalm  which  says 
that  "The  steps  of  a  good  man  are  or- 
dered by  the  Lord,  and  he  delighteth  n 
his  way." 

In  his  inaugural  address.  President 
Eisenhower  referred  to  three  qualities 
which  all  Americans  cherish — love  of 
truth,  pride  of  work,  and  devotion  to 
country.  In  his  full  and  varied  life.  Dr. 
Eaton  provided  a  vivid  demonstration  of 
these  basic  virtues.  At  a  meeting  here 
In  Washington  less  than  a  year  ago.  he 
confided  that  the  secret  force  in  his  life 
had  been  service.  Strengthened  by  an 
unwavering  faith  in  Qod,  and  a  devotion 
to  certain  fundamental  Ideals,  he  was 
truly  a  public  servant  cf  whom  the  en- 
tire country  may  be  proud.  His  life  will 
be  a  continuing  inspiration  to  all  of  us 
who  knew  him. 

In  extending  my  deepest  sympathy  to 
Dr.  Eaton's  son  and  to  his  five  daughters. 
I  feel  confident  I  speak  also  for  the  thou- 
sands of  his  constituents  and  hi5  many 
friends  throughout  the  country  who  re- 
Ued  on  his  good  Judgment,  his  steadfast- 
ness and  his  unfailing  solicitude.  I  am 
•ore  that  I  can  speak  also  for  his  many 


colleagues  who  were  privileged  to  serve 
with  him  in  the  service  of  their  country. 

In  conclusion,  I  should  like  to  say.  as 
the  elected  successor  to  Dr.  Eaton,  that 
I  shall  always  seek  to  measure  up  to  the 
high  standards  which  he  has  set.  As  a 
new  Member,  almost  half  a  century  the 
Junior  of  my  distinguished  predecessor. 
I  feel  my  responsibilities  deeply,  and  I 
shall  be  guided  by  the  lofty  principles 
which  shaped  his  career. 

Mr.  Speaker,  1 3rield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck). 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one 
In  this  Chamber  could  be  more  anxious 
than  I  to  pay  full  tribute  to  Charles  A. 
Eaton,  Doc  Eaton  as  he  was  known  to  all 
of  us.        ' 

No  one  has  more  reason  to  mourn  the 
passing  of  a  beloved  colleague  and  friend. 

Well  do  I  remember  my  earliest  days 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I 
was  a  much  younger  man  then,  deeply 
Impressed  by  my  surroundings  and  awed 
by  the  magnitude  of  the  responsibilities 
of  oflBce.  It  is  only  natural,  in  such  cir- 
cumstances that  one  looks  to  the  older 
and  more  experienced  Members  for 
guidence  and  counsel.  In  my  eyes 
Charley  Eaton  appeared  the  epitome  of 
the  honest,  stalwart,  and  wise  public 
servant. 

And  may  I  say  In  all  sincerity  that  my 
earliest  judgment  of  his  character  and 
ability  was  to  be  confirmed,  time  and 
again,  down  through  the  years. 

It  has  been  well  said  that  Doc  Eaton 
was  a  true  friend  of  his  fellowman.  I 
can  attest  to  the  justice  of  that  appraisal. 

To  me  he  proved  everything  that  one 
might  expect  of  a  good  father. 

Charles  Eaton  was  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  spend  his  time  tutoring  a  fresh- 
man Congressman  from  Indiana  In  the 
complexities  of  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Yet  down  through  the 
years  this  kindly  man.  burdened  as  he 
was  with  his  own  tremendous  respon- 
sibilities, went  out  of  his  way  to  give  me 
the  benefit  of  his  experience  and  his  wis- 
dom— and  to  sustain  me  with  encourage- 
ment, with  tolerance  and  with  under- 
standing. 

I  have  no  doubt  there  are  many  others 
who  could  give  similar  testimony  to  his 
generous  and  valued  help.  Tennyson 
has  said,  "I  am  a  part  of  all  that  I  have 
met." 

Certainly,  for  my  part,  any  success  I 
have  achieved,  or  may  achieve  in  the  fu- 
ture, miist  be  shared  in  great  measure 
with  the  memory  of  the  beloved  friend 
whose  passing  we  mourn  today. 

Mr.  PRELJNOHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  minority 
leader,  the  gentieman  from  Massachu- 
setts (Mr.  McCoufACKJ. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
death  of  our  dear  friend  and  former  col- 
league. Dr.  Eaton,  is  a  sad  loss  to  all  of 
us  and  a  great  one  to  our  country  and  to 
me  a  personal  loss.  For  between  us  there 
existed  a  close  and  imderstandlng  friend- 
ship. 

Dr.  Eaton  was  a  man  of  outstand- 
Inc  capacity,  extraordinary  ability,  great 
courage,  all  of  which  he  used  to.  the 
service  of  Qod  and  country. 

As  a  human  being  he  emphasized  to 
""^e  fullest  extent  humanly  possible  the 
•  wo  great  Commandments:  "Love  of 
-w^Dd."  and  "Love  of  Neighbor." 


It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  recount  in 
detail  his  great  achievements  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  They  are  and  always 
will  be  an  important  part  of  the  history 
of  our  country.  Dr.  Eaton  was  a  truly 
great  American.  While  we  deeply  regret 
his  death  and  shall  miss  his  presence 
among  us.  to  those  of  us  who  were 
fortunate  enough  to  know  our  dear 
friend  Doc  Eaton,  as  we  called  him, 
his  memory  will  always  remain  as  an 
Inspiration  and  a  guide.  He  will  always 
remain  as  one  of  our  treasured  monories. 

A  poet  once  said: 

Not  a  soul  beneath  the  sun 
But  what  Is  precious  unto  one. 

Dr.  Eaton  was  precious  to  everyone 
he  met,  to  the  countless  thousands  of 
persons  whom  he  served,  to  tens  of 
thousands  of  others  who  never  met  him 
but  who  knew  of  him.  He  was  one  of  the 
finest,  one  of  the  most  striking  person- 
alities I  have  ever  met;  a  man  of  deep 
faith,  a  man  of  sincere  convictions,  who 
gave  to  society,  gave  to  his  country,  gave 
to  everyone,  of  his  great  capacities  which 
God  gave  him.  contributing  to  the  fullest 
extent  humanly  possible  everything  that 
represented  goodness,  refinement,  and 
progress. 

To  tho.«;e  of  us  who  were  blessed  In 
knowing  Doc  Eaton,  we  have  a  memory 
that  we  shall  never  forget  and  will  al- 
ways carry  with  us  until  the  end  of  our 
time. 

To  the  loved  ones  Dr.  Eaton  has 
left  behind,  his  children  and  grandchil- 
dren. I  extend  my  profound  Sympathy  in 
Uieir  bereavement. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey,  dean  of  the  New  Jersey 
delegation   I  Mr.  WolvirtonJ. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  It 
is  with  a  feeling  of  deep  regret  and  a 
sense  of  real  loss  that  we  learn  that  our 
former  colleague.  Charles  A.  Eaton,  has 
departed  this  life. 

Dr.  Eaton  served  the  Foinrth  which 
subsequently  became  the  Fifth  Congres- 
sional Ehstrict  of  New  Jersey  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  faithfully  and 
well  for  a  period  of  28  years.  He  was 
first  elected  to  the  Sixty-ninth  Congress 
and  afterward  to  each  succeeding  Con- 
gress, including  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress which  was  concluded  on  January  3 
of  this  present  year.  The  large  majori- 
ties that  he  received  in  each  of  his  elec- 
tions, from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of 
his  long  and  eventful  service,  is  an  In- 
dication of  the  high  esteem  in  which  he 
was  held  by  the  constituency  he  so  ably 
served. 

Dr.  Eaton,  or  "Doc"  as  he  was  more  af- 
fectionately called,  won  the  hearts  and 
had  the  respect  of  all  who  knew  him. 
His  kindly  manner  and  plain,  but  wise, 
philosophy  of  life  endeared  him  to  every 
Member  of  the  House,  regardless  of 
poUtical  afllliatior.  His  passing  leaves 
each  with  that  sense  of  loss  that  follows 
the  departure  of  a  tue  friend,  one  who 
in  daily  contact  showed  the  spirit  of  a 
brother  to  his  fellowman. 

His  service  was  one  that  exhibited 
outstanding  ability  and  rare  devotion  to 
duty.  His  activity  was  not  limited  to 
promoting  the  interests  of  the  congres- 
sional district  that  he  represented,  al- 
though he  did  that  in  a  highly  satis- 
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factory  manner;  but  he  also  had  a  part, 
an  important  part,  in  advancing  the 
welfare  of  our  Nation  in  its  IntemaUonal 
affairs. 

In  the  field  of  foreign  affairs  he  was 
privileged,  by  reason  of  his  long  service 
as  a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs — chairman  for  a  time 
and  ranking  Republican  member  for 
many  years — to  exert  a  great  infiuence 
in  determining  the  policies  of  this  Na- 
tion in  relation  to  the  other  nations  of 
the  world.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
United  States  delegation  to  the  United 
Nations  Conference  on  International 
Organization  at  San  Francisco  in  1945. 
He  was  also  a  member  of  the  American 
delegation  to  the  United  Nations  General 
Assembly  at  London  in  1945.  and  at  New 
York  in  1946.  In  the  work  of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee,  on  the  fioor  of  the 
House  and  to  the  international  organi- 
zations to  which  I  have  referred,  his 
voice  was  always  raised  in  behalf  of 
those  principles  that  would  strengthen 
the  peace  and  security  of  all  nations 
throughout  the  world.  His  infiuence  in 
promoting  world  peace  and  advancing 
the  cause  of  freedom  and  justice  has  in- 
deed been  great. 

Dr.  Eaton  lived  a  life  of  great  useful- 
ness both  in  Congress  and  out  of  Con- 
gress. Few  men  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  service  to  their  fellowman  in  so 
many  and  varied  activities.  In  every 
one  of  such  activities  he  has  made  a 
record  of  achievement  that  makes  him 
outstanding.  Recognizing  his  obliga- 
tion to  promote  the  welfare  of  his  fellow- 
man he  labored  faithfully  and  well  to  ac- 
complish those  things  that  would  be  of 
lasting  benefit  to  them.  He  lived  a  use- 
ful life  in  the  highest  and  truest  sense 
of  the  word. 

To  his  family  we  extend  our  heart- 
felt sympathy  and  pray  God  that  each  of 
them  may  find  comfort  in  the  knowledge 
that  their  loved  one  lived  continuously  in 
an  endeavor  to  fulfill  that  which  was  ex- 
pected of  him  by  his  Lord  and  Master 
whom  he  loved  and  served. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio 
I  Mrs.  Frances  P.  Bolton  ]. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  last  Monday,  a  small  group 
of  us  made  a  pilgrimage  to  Plainfield  to 
pay  our  last  respects  to  our  friend  and 
colleague,  the  Honorable  Charles  A. 
Eaton.  We  walked  the  few  blocks  from 
the  hotel  to  the  Park  Baptist  Church 
where  the  services  were  to  be  held.  The 
church  was  white,  a  brilliant  white,  built 
on  very  simple  lines.  Resting  at  the  foot 
of  the  chancel  steps  was  the  casket  cov- 
ered with  a  blanket  of  smilax  with  white 
and  red  carnations.  On  either  side  were 
wreaths  on  standards  straight  across  the 
church,  triumphant,  simple,  exquisitely 
beautiful.  No  sadness  dimmed  their 
message  of  love  and  life. 

The  service  was  very  simple.  Bits  of 
the  Old  Testament  were  read  that  I  hap- 
pen to  know  meant  a  great  deal  to  him — 
a  little  of  the  New — hymns  simg  by  a  so- 
loist with  a  lovely  voice.  The  two  young 
ministers  read  with  such  feeling,  with 
such  understanding,  with  such  meaning. 
They  were  very  unusual  in  thdr  realiza- 
tion that  this  was  a  service  of  victory, 
not  a  service  of  sorrow.  After  all, 
Xdx «a 


Charles  Eaton  had  lived  for  many  many 
years;  he  had  served  his  country  weD; 
he  had  shared  many  years  of  that  life 
with  an  exquisite  woman  who  gave  him 
six  children,  five  lovely  da^ighters  who 
are  all  playing  their  part  In  <construetive 
living,  and  one  son.  yet  the  members  at 
the  family  who  were  there  nimibered 
49;  all  sharing  in  the  heritage  left  them 
by  this  stalwart  servant  of  the  Most 
High. 

We  had  a  few  minutes  in  the  old  home- 
stead that  the  girls  had  opened  up.  For 
myself  I  am  deeply  grateful  for  the  taste 
it  gave  me  of  the  background  of  his  liv- 
ing on  that  farm  about  which  he  and  I 
talked  many  times. 

My  first  knowledge  and  contacts  with 
Dr.  Eaton  were  when  he  was  Dr.  Eaton 
in  the  Baptist  Church  in  Cleveland.  He 
left  a  wonderful  infiuence  on  all  who 
knew  him. 

Many  years  later  I  had  the  great  privi- 
lege of  going  to  Mackinac  for  a  Republi- 
can program  committee  meeting.  There 
I  was  one  of  eight  who  helped  draft  a 
foreign-affairs  plank  for  the  Republican 
Party.  Dr.  Eaton  and  I  represented  this 
House. 

To  watch  him  take  every  word,  think 
It  over,  give  it  deeper  meaning,  was  a 
most  marvelous  experience.  Senator 
Arthur  Vandenberg,  too,  gave  of  himself 
in  a  most  amazing  way.  And  we  were 
all  agreed  at  the  end  of  that  long  day 
that  something  had  happened  in  the 
chamber  where  we  sat.  Something 
greater  than  ourselves  came  there,  some- 
thing that  might  have  been  present  when 
the  Constitution  of  this  country  was 
written.  Such  men  as  Charles  Eaton  at- 
tract such  forces. 

Every  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  on  either  side  of  the  aisle 
appreciated  greatly  his  breadth  of  un- 
derstanding of  human  beings,  his  knowl- 
edge of  world  politics,  and,  most  of  all, 
of  world  psychology. 

Such  amazing  understanding  was  his 
of  the  human  heart  and  the  human  mind. 
Many  times  a  little  quip  from  him  would 
relax  the  whole  committee  when  we  t)e- 
came  too  tense  about  something;  a  little 
wayward  expression,  a  twinkle  in  his  eye 
,  and  we  were  normal  again.  While  h.2 
became  chairman  he  handled  many  of 
us  who  were  pretty  temperamental  opera 
singers  with  Judgment  and  wisdom  and 
kept  us  at  our  task. 

I  think  every  member  of  the  commit- 
tee is  grateful  that  he  had  those  2  years 
of  authority  in  the  Eightieth  Congress. 
Prom  his  example' we  learned  so  much 
of  what  it  means  to  work  with  people. 
And  in  the  years  after  that  when  he  was 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  com- 
mittee he  contributed  so  much  in  wis- 
dom and  understanding  to  the  confer- 
ences that  took  place  at  the  White  House 
which  he  attended,  as  well  as  those  in 
our  own  committee  and  in  the  confer- 
ences with  the  other  body. 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  was  a  great  privilege 
to  have  served  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  with  a  man  of  such  breadth 
of  wisdom,  such  depth  of  understand- 
ing, such  high  ideals. 

My  sympathies  go  to  his  family  be- 
cause he  is  no  longer  with  them.  Yet 
at  the  same  time  I  do  rejoice  with  them 
that  his  spirit,  so  calm  In  Its  simple  dig- 


nity, has  been  so  long  with  them.  I  am 
Jtist  as  certain  as  I  know  they  must  be 
that  the  veil  between  is  very  thin  and 
that  we  have  but  to  reach  out  toward 
him  to  be  aware  that  his  presenct?  is 
nriractilously  close  and  will  be  so  always. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  jrleld  to  ^e  gentieman  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  KiANl. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  Dr.  Eaton's 
life  was  one  of  devotion  to  his  ideals. 
He  believed  thoroughly  in  the  dignity 
of  man  and  his  importance  as  an  indi- 
vidual, and  thus  opposed  domestic  legis- 
lation which  he  felt  would  in  any  way 
impair  man's  right  to  make  the  best  out 
of  his  life  in  his  own  chosen  way. 

He  early  saw  that  the  conflict  between 
communism  and  freemen  was  one  which 
touched  on  the  very  foundations  of  our 
Christian  philosophy  and  doctrines,  and 
so  based  his  policies  on  this  fundamental 
belief. 

In  his  earlier  years  he  gave  what  to 
most  men  would  be  a  lifetime  of  service 
to  his  church.  In  his  latter  years  he 
gave  what  to  most  men  would  be  a  life- 
time of  service  to  his  country.  But 
always  through  his  long  life  he  worked 
for  the  benefit  of  his  fellowmen. 

Verily  here  was  a  man  of  God. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 

[Mr.  AUCHTNCLOSS]. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  It 
Is  hard  to  do  justice  to  the  memory  of 
Doc  Eaton  because  his  life  was  such  a 
full  one  and  he  brought  so  much  courage 
and  affection  to  all  who  knew  him. 
From  his  earliest  days  he  was  interested 
in  human  beings  and  how  they  lived  ma- 
terially and  spiritually.  He  wanted  des- 
perately to  improve  the  human  race  and 
the  world  in  which  he  lived  and,  In  ap- 
proaching his  objective,  he  displayed  a 
rugged  fearlessness  coupled  with  a  rare 
vision.  He  was  afraid  of  nothing  on  this 
earth  and  was  always  prepared  to  meet 
his  Creator,  fearless  and  with  head 
unbowed. 

Doc  Eaton  was  endowed  with  the  spirit 
of  friendship  and  be  made  friends  wher- 
ever he  went.  People  trusted  him  be- 
cause he  trusted  them,  and  they  were 
charmed  by  his  gallantry  and  ready  wit. 
He  had  no  patience  with  the  faker  or 
demagogue;  he  gloried  In  exposing  the 
false  and  in  supporting  the  truth.  His 
show  of  righteous  indignation  against 
insincerity  was  devastating  and  his  sup- 
port of  honesty  was  heartwarming. 
He  was  truly  a  great  man,  although  he 
never  thought  so  himself. 

His  belief  in  God  and  In  the  eternal 
righteousness  of  things  was  founded 
upon  the  rock  of  faith.  He  never 
doubted  the  triumph  of  right  and  the 
eventual  restoration  of  peace  in  the 
world.  When  he  rose  to  speak  in  the 
House,  it  was  always  a  treat  to  his  col- 
leagues, and  the  echo  of  his  admonition 
can  still  be  heard  that  if  we  "have  faith 
in  oiuT«lves,  have  faith  in  our  country, 
and  have  faith  In  our  God"  the  perplexi- 
ties of  the  times  would,  to  due  time,  be 
resolved.  Such  doctrine  preached  by 
such  a  man  tared  courage  and  detenni- 
natk>n  and  hope. 

His  many  friends  moom  his  passing, 
but  they  rejuce  in  the  memory  of  his 
friendship  and  in  the  kxiowMke  that  be 
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was  one  of  God's  nobl<Hnen  on  earth  who 
made  the  world  a  better  place.  The 
strength  and  beauty  of  this  gallant  soul 
will  linger  long  to  uplift  us  when  we  are 
beset  with  doubts  and  fears,  and  to 
brighten  oiu*  path  when  "the  shadows 
lengthen  and  our  work  is  done." 

Spun  like  a  thread  that  fe«cl8  a  weaver's 
loom. 
Until  at  last  the  toller's  task  U  done, 
8o  was  his  life  a  splendid  tapestry 

Of  priceless  faith  and  friendship  he  had 
won. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
Binder  1. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr  Speaker.  I  did  not 
realize  this  morning  that  we  were  going 
to  pay  tribute  to  E>r.  Eaton  or  I  would 
have  prepared  a  paper. 

I  knew  Dr.  Eaton  back  in  my  home 
town  of  Cleveland.  He  was  pastor  of 
John  D.  Rockefeller's  church,  the  Euclid 
Avenue  Baptist  Church,  one  of  the  great 
churches  of  our  community.  For  20 
years  he  worked  with  my  father  at  the 
General  Electric  Co.  He  was  a  friend 
of  my  family  and  my  father's  best  friend. 
The  thing  I  admired  most  about  Dr. 
Eaton  was  his  keen  sense  of  humor.  You 
were  never  sad  when  you  were  around 
Doc  Eaton,  because  he  always  had  some 
choice  story  to  tell. 

I  recall  two  or  three  instances  in  the 
life  of  Dr.  Eaton.  On  one  occasion  when 
in  his  church  on  a  Sunday  morning  there 
were  about  as  many  parishioners  present 
as  there  are  Members  in  the  hall  here 
today.  Dr.  Eaton  moved  his  church  serv- 
ice down  to  the  public  square,  and  of 
course  there  he  had  a  vast  congregation. 
Prom  that  time  on  there  was  not  an 
empty  pew  in  the  Euclid  Avenue  Baptist 
Church. 

On  another  occasion  I  said.  "Doc.  why 
did  you  leave  the  Christian  ministry?" 
Dr.  Eaton  said  to  me,  "My  boy.  I  got 
tired  of  preaching  to  a  lot  of  sleeping 
Christians."  Of  course,  we  know  Dr. 
Eaton  never  left  the  Christian  ministry, 
because  he  occupied  a  greater  place  in 
the  affairs  of  men  and  was  always  a 
Christian  minister  wherever  he  was. 

On  another  occasion  a  man  in  his  con- 
gregation who  loved  to  tell  stories,  and 
whom  everybody  knew  as  the  best  story 
teller  in  town,  had  died.  Everybody  who 
knew  him  turned  out  for  the  funeral 
service  for  their  friend.  Instead  of  Dr. 
Eaton's  reading  words  of  scripture  or 
singing  hymns,  he  spent  an  hour  retell- 
ing the  stories  this  man  had  told,  and 
he  had  the  congregation  in  stitches,  in- 
cluding the  close  members  of  this  man's 
family.  Everybody  loved  it.  That  was 
Dr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  CANPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFTELD.  I  recall  so  well  the 
day  on  which  Dr.  Eaton  was  76  years  of 
age.  As  I  was  walking  over  to  the  House 
floor  I  determined  I  would  make  some 
remarks  about  that  anniversary.  Be- 
fore I  did  so,  I  called  him  on  the  phone. 
First  I  asked  him  if  he  was  coming  to 
the  floor.  He  said.  "No."  i  said.  Doc- 
tor, you  are  76  today,  and  I  want  to  say 
something  about  you.  Perhaps  you  can 
give  me  a  punch  line."  He  thought  a 
moment  and  said,  "All  right.  Gordon   I 


will  give  you  a  punch  line.  You  can  tell 
my  colleagues  in  the  House  that  the 
spirit  of  "76  is  invincible." 

Mr.  BENDER.  There  was  another 
fellow  in  his  congregation  who  loved  to 
sing.  He  was  always  singing  hymns. 
They  had  the  funeral  of  this  man.  whom 
they  all  loved.  So  Dr.  Eaton  brought 
out  all  the  hymn  books  and  they  had 
a  regular,  old-fashioned  hymn  sing  in- 
stead of  preaching  a  tear-jerking  sermon. 
Dr.  Eaton  had  a  keen  sense  of  humor. 
Dr.  Eaton  was  loved  by  all  of  us  because 
of  his  optimism  and  because  of  his 
forthrightness.  I  am  happy  to  say  a 
word  here  because  if  ever  there  was  a 
man  that  everybody  loved,  it  was  "Doc" 
Eaton.  If  the  Lord  will  forgive  me  for 
all  of  my  shortcomings  and  I  am  ];>er- 
mitted  to  enter  the  heavenly  gates.  I 
hope  I  am  assigned  to  the  precinct  over 
which  "Doc"  Eaton  pre.«ides. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer- 
sey (Mr.  CAwriiLD]. 

Mr.  CANPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was 
my  privilege  to  know  Dr.  Eaton  very 
closely  for  every  year  of  his  28  years 
of  service  on  Capitol  Hill.  In  fact,  my 
service  on  the  Hill  antedated  his  service 
by  1  year.  When  my  beloved  chief  and 
predecessor.  Mr.  Seger.  was  called  away 
in  1940,  and  I  was  privileged  to  suc- 
ceed him  in  office.  Dr.  Eaton  then  put 
his  arm  around  me  and  became  sort  of 
a  congressional  father.  He  counseled 
me.  At  times  he  admonished  me.  Dur- 
ing congressional  recesses  he  wrote  me 
lengthy  letters  in  longhand.  Oh.  what 
precious  treasure  those  letters  are  today. 
I  am  so  glad  that  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio  (Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton)  has  re- 
ferred to  the  simple  funeral  services  held 
for  Dr.  Eaton  in  Plainfield.  N.  J.,  on  last 
Monday.  I  was  among  the  Members  of 
Congress  who  attended  those  services, 
and  I  believe  I  know  what  was  meant  by 
the  pastor  in  his  eulogy  when  he  said, 
"A  saint  of  God  has  returned  to  his 
heavenly  home." 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  heart  goes  out  today 
to  members  of  Dr.  Eaton's  family  and 
my  heart  also  goes  out  today  to  a  little 
self-effacing  lady  who  is  listening  to  our 
words  in  the  gallery.  She  was  Dr. 
Eaton's  faithful  and  efficient  secretary 
on  Capitol  Hill  for  all  but  1  of  the  28 
years  of  his  service  here — Miss  Marie 
A.  Texier. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  now  ask  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Record  some  remarks  I 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  House  on  July 
5,  1952.  when  I  addressed  myself  to  Dr. 
Eaton's  announced  retirement: 

Mr.  Canfikld.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  was 
visiting  the  Marines  In  Tientsin.  China,  in 
January  194«  a  young  snappy  marine  came 
up  to  me,  saluted  and  said:  "Congressman 
CANniLD.  I  am  Charles  A.  Eaton  m.  1  think 
you  know  my  grandfather." 

That  grandfather,  who  Is  about  to  leave 
the  House  on  the  completion  of  28  years  of 
faithful  and  effective  service  has  been  a 
congressional  father  to  me  during  my  many 
years  of  service  on  Capitol  Hill.  When  I 
needed  sound  advice,  he  gave  It  to  me;  when 
1  was  sick  he  called  on  me;  and  when  I 
needed  encouragement,  he  was  always  close 
by  to  accord  such.  I  can  hardly  remember  a 
legislative  day  during  my  membership  in  this 
body  that  he  has  not  put  his  arm  around  me 
in  a  friendly  greeting. 

It  has  been  truly  stated  that  Dr.  Eaton,  as 
we  affectionately  call  him.  Is  one  of  the  uiost 


Important  and  least  publicized  men  In  public 
life. 

Beverly  Smith,  Washington  editor  of  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post,  wrote  in  1948: 

"Dr.  Eaton  Is  a  character  from  way  hack. 
He  has  crowded  half  a  dozen  lives  Into  one. 
Forty-flve  years  ago  he  was  a  natlonaUy 
known  pulpit  orator,  and  the  friend  and 
spiritual  adviser  of  John  D.  Rockefeller,  the 
elder.  Thirty  years  ago  he  played  a  leading 
role  in  America's  feverish  World  War  I  ship- 
building effort.  In  his  frail  and  bookish 
childhood  he  was  regarded  as  a  prodigy.  In 
youth  he  was  a  husky  farm  band  and  atar 
football  player.  He  preached  his  way 
through  college.  He  has  been  a  reporter,  a 
labor-relatluns  expert,  a  prosperous  dairy 
farmer  and  the  editor  of  a  national  maga- 
zine. He  Is  a  patriarch  with  21  living  de- 
scendants. He  sees  his  time  on  earth  as  a 
marvelous  adventure,  and  marvels  seek  him 
out  " 

It  Is  Doc  Eaton's  philosophy  that  he  must 
take  time  off  In  life  to  ponder  the  higher 
str.itegy.  He  says:  "If  a  man  lets  his  vision 
become  blurred  with  minutiae,  he  gets  to 
playing  the  ffyspecks  instead  of  the  notes." 

Those  who  will  recall  his  famous  speech 
on  the  Marshall  plan  In  which  he  declared 
that  freedom  was  the  distinctive  glory  of 
man  will  be  interested  to  know  that  In  1901, 
when  he  was  33  years  of  age  he  wrote  a  book 
and  in  the  first  chapter  he  said: 

"The  e.irth  has  shrunk  to  a  neighbor- 
hood •  •  '.No  country  or  civilisation 
is  any  longer  isolated.  •  •  •  The  mighty 
hand  of  Ood  is  pressing  the  nations  together. 
Henceforth  no  man  can  live  or  die  unto  him- 
self •  •  •  Into  the  political  and  com- 
mercial Impulse  which  has  dwarfed  the 
globe  •  •  •  we  must  breathe  the  spir- 
itual impulse  of  Christian  debtorshlp.  Chris- 
tian love  and  brotherhood;  else  the  new 
propinquity  will  mean  anarchy." 

Tht  record  will  show  that  it  was  Doc  Eaton 
who  months  before  Pearl  Harbor  warned  that 
mens  basic  freedoms  would  soon  be  chal- 
lenged by  war  which  would  appear  ftrat  In 
the  Pacific.  And  long  before  the  Western 
World  came  to  realize  the  menace  of  Godless 
communism,  he  was  warning  our  people  of  Its 
dangerous  portents.  With  all  our  woea,  how- 
ever, he  believes  that  this  is  still  God's  world 
and  he  says:  "My  faith  is  unshaken  and  un- 
dlmmed.  The  human  race  was  not  Intended 
by  the  Divine  Creator  simply  to  make  lu 
starless  and  hopeless  way  from  one  obllTlon 
to  another," 

It  Is  my  prediction  that  when  the  hUtory 
of  these  troublesome  years  Is  written,  the 
contribution  of  the  distinguished  dean  of 
the  New  Jersey  congressional  delegation  will 
make  up  one  of  its  most  wholesome  chapters. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  TaberI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  one 
of  the  few  Members  who  were  here  when 
Charlie  Eaton  came  to  the  Congress. 
He  impressed  everyone  here  then  as  al- 
ways as  a  man  of  real  and  rare  courage. 
He  never  had  the  slightest  hesitancy  to 
stand  up  and  take  it  even  If  he  stood 
alone.  He  was  one  of  the  ablest  speakers 
we  have  ever  had  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Although  he  did  not  on 
every  occasion  take  advantage  of  the 
opportunity  to  speak  upon  questions  be- 
fore us,  he  did  on  very  many  occasions 
come  out  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
make  an  outstanding  contribution  to  the 
deliberations  of  this  body.  Seldom  have 
I  seen  one  who  could  do  so  well.  Sel- 
dom have  I  seen  one  who  was  as  devoted 
as  he  was  to  the  responsibilities  which 
he  assumed  in  this  body.  I  am  sure  that 
people  throughout  the  country  who  had 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  him  will  appre- 
ciate the  long  and  faithful  life  of  real 


service  to  the  people  that  Charlie  Eaton 
gave  them.  

Mr.  FRELINGHDYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  fMr.  Merrow]. 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
passing  of  our  former  colleague.  Dr. 
Charles  A.  Eaton,  of  New  Jersey,  the 
Nation  has  sustained  a  heavy  loss.  Dr. 
Eaton  was  a  leader  of  great  stature  and 
during  his  28  years  of  service  in  this 
House  he  demonstrated  again  and  again 
his  farsightendess  as  one  of  our  leading 
statesmen. 

I  first  met  Dr.  Eaton  when  I  came  to 
Congress  in  1943.  F^)r  8  years  it  was  my 
privilege  to  serve  with  him  on  the  For- 
eign Affairs  Committee.  FYom  our  ear- 
liest acquaintance  he  was  always  a 
stanch  friend.  His  wise  counsel  and  ad- 
vice based  on  many  years  of  fruitful 
experience  was  most  helpful. 

During  his  tenure  In  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives Dr.  Eaton  made  a  valuable 
and  an  imperishable  contribution  to  the 
formulation  of  our  foreign  policy.  His 
service  spanned  some  of  the  most  trying 
years  in  the  history  of  the  Republic.  As 
a  member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee and  as  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee during  the  Eightieth  Congress  he 
played  a  major  role  in  drafting  and  in 
putting  through  many  pieces  of  con- 
structive legislation.  Under  his  leader- 
ship the  European  Recovery  Program 
m'as  enacted. 

Dr.  Eaton  possessed  a  most  unusual 
grasp  and  a  keen  understanding  of  inter- 
national affairs.  His  inimitable  and  elo- 
quent manner  of  stating  the  Issues  before 
the  country  always  made  a  profound  im- 
pression upon  his  listeners.  He  was  an 
accomplished  leader,  an  eloquent  orator 
and  a  statesman  of  marked  ability. 

On  innumerable  occasions  in  address- 
ing this  House  he  demonstrated  his  thcr- 
ouKh  knowledge  of  world  affairs.  He  al- 
ways made  an  outstanding  contribution 
to  the  passage  of  the  legislation  under 
consideration. 

Dr.  Eaton  will  be  greatly  missed  by  all 
who  knew  him.  His  many  friends 
throughout  the  country  will  long  cherish 
his  memory.  I  deem  it  a  privilege  and 
an  honor  to  have  worked  and  served 
with  him.  We  have  lost  a  great  and 
good  friend.  The  Republic  in  his  pass- 
ing has  lost  an  outstanding  statesman. 

I  join  with  my  colleagues  in  extending 
profound  sympathy  to  his  beloved  ones. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Ohio  I  Mr.  VorysI. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  body  of 
a  great  warrior  for  the  Lord  has 
been  laid  away,  but  his  spirit  is  still 
with  us.  Dr.  Eaton's  snowy  mane,  his 
big  strong  body,  developed  as  an  ox- 
driver  in  Nova  Scotia,  his  genial  smile, 
his  friendly  but  piercing  brown  eyes,  will 
be  seen  no  more.  We  will  never  again 
hear  his  rich  voice,  uttering  great  and 
noble  thoughts,  spiced  with  incisive  wit, 
and  humble,  gentle  humor.  But  his 
memory  lingers  on. 

He  had  a  great  career,  farmer,  preach- 
er, business  leader,  statesman.  I  served 
under  him  for  14  years  in  the  work  of 
the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee.  He  was 
never  one  to  become  enmeshed  in  the  de- 
tails of  legisJaUon.  but  he  often  said  he 
had  psychic  power  to  sense  the  broad. 


deep,  moving  currents  in  the  turbulent 
affairs  of  life,  and  he  demonstrated  this 
power  again  and  agsun. 

We  think  today  of  our  loss  in  his  pass- 
ing, but  we  should  also  be  thinking  of 
the  great  gain  to  us,  and  to  our  country, 
in  his  life. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  ChiperfieldI. 

Mr.  CHIPERPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker, 
like  so  many  of  us,  I  was  distressed  to 
learn  of  the  death  of  our  former  col- 
league, "Dr.  Charles  A.  Eaton.  It  was 
only  a  short  time  ago  that  he  walked 
among  us.  greeting  us  with  that  mis- 
chievous smile  and  twinkle  under  his 
shock  of  white  hair,  that  he  firmly 
clasped  our  hand  and  encouraged  us 
with  cheerful  words.  These  gestures, 
however  small  or  brief,  gave  each  of  us 
a  great  sense  of  comfort. 

Few  men  have  had  the  versatile  public 
life  that  Dr.  Eaton  had.  He  was  at  var- 
ious times  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  a 
newspaperman,  a  magazine  editor,  a 
labor-relations  expert,  a  statesman,  and 
orator.  In  each  of  these  callings  he 
brought  an  intellect  that  was  incisive  and 
penetrating.  No  mark  of  pettiness  or 
Intolerance  Invaded  his  mind  to  blur  his 
vision  or  dim  his  judgment. 

Prom  the  beginning  of  my  membership 
In  this  body  I  was  privileged  to  serve  with 
Dr.  Eaton  on  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  Members  of  both  parties  recog- 
nized his  capacity  for  constructive  think- 
ing and  sound  decision.  In  the  Eightieth 
Congress  he  reached  new  heights  of 
leadership  as  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs.  He  guided 
through  the  committee  and  the  House 
measures  that  stand  as  landmarks  in 
postwar  foreign  poUcy.  When  the  full 
history  of  that  period  is  written,  I  am 
convinced  that  he  will  be  recognized  as 
the  real  father  of  a  nonpartisan  foreign 
policy. 

I  shall  always  count  among  the  privi- 
leges of  service  in  this  House  the  friend- 
ship Dr.  Eaton  gave  me.  the  counsel  he 
imparted,  and  the  understanding  and 
courage  he  showed.  The  Nation  has  lost 
an  irreplaceable  figure  in  these  trying 
days. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Gordon!. 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the 
passing  of  our  beloved  former  colleague. 
Dr.  Charles  A.  Eaton,  our  Nation  has 
lost  one  of  its  greatest  statesmen. 
Charlie  Eaton  was  first  elected  to  the 
Sixty-ninth  Congress  and.  after  28  years 
of  outstanding  and  unselfish  devotion  to 
his  country's  service,  retired  at  the  end 
of  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

One  of  the  great  experiences  of  my 
career  in  the  Congress  has  been  to  serve 
imder  Dr.  Eaton  when  he  was  chairman 
of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee 
during  the  Eightieth  Congress.  The 
fairness  with  which  he  conducted  com- 
mittee meetings,  his  strong  desire  to  take 
as  little  credit  for  himself  as  possible 
and  to  give  credit  to  others  of  the  com- 
mittee, were  typical  of  the  man.  His  vast 
and  varied  experience  in  human  affairs, 
combined  with  his  superb  mtrilect  and 
understanding  heart,  heli>ed  immeasvir- 
ably  in  preparing  Dr.  Eaton  to  establish 
with  the  late  Senator  Vandenberg  the 


bipartisan  approach  to  foreign  affairs. 
I  beheve  that  this  contribution  to  our 
Nation's  progress  entitles  our  beloved 
Charlie  Eaton  to  a  high  place  among 
our  Nation's  leaders. 

His  was  a  rich  life— a  life  of  devotion, 
a  life  of  supreme  loyalty  to  his  ideals  and 
his  country ;  a  life  free  of  prejudice  and 
petty  ideas,  a  Ufe  of  understanding,  a 
life  of  accomplishment  rarely  equaled  in 
the  annals  of  our  country.  I  shall  al- 
ways consider  myself  privileged  to  have 
served  under  Dr.  Eaton  and  with  him 
on  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee. 
Truly  his  goodness  will  always  be  re- 
membered and  his  service  c^n  only  be  an 
inspiration  to  others. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  JuddJ. 

Mr.  3\JD>D.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  first 
came  to  the  House  10  years  ago,  one  of 
the  first  Members  who  sought  me  out 
was  Congressman  Eaton  whose  passing 
we  mourn  and  whose  memory  we  honor 
today.  He  was  the  beloved  friend  of  all 
of  us.  He  had  been  for  many  years  a 
prominent  Baptist  minister.  Apparently 
he  heard  that  this  young  fellow  coming 
down  from  Minnesota  had  been  for  some 
years  a  medical  missionary  of  a  sister  de- 
nomination in  China.  Naturally  he  was 
interested.  He  was  the  only  preacher  in 
the  Congress  and  I  the  only  missionary. 
He  took  me  under  his  wing  from  the  very 
beginning.  He  called  me.  as  he  did  many 
of  you.  "My  boy."  I  can  say  truthfully 
that  I  have  never  known  a  man  of  nobler 
and  kindlier  spirit. 

He  had  the  great  essentials  for  ex- 
traordinary success  in  any  field.  First, 
spotless  character;  courageous,  strong, 
unwavering  in  his  convictions;  stem  with 
himself,  but  always  gentle,  tolerant,  and 
forgiving  with  others,  perfectly  aware  of 
the  weakness  of  most  human  beings, 
though  he  seemed  not  to  have  them 
himself.  It  was  the  character  of  the 
man  that  gave  content  and  force  to 
whatever  he  did. 

Second,  a  fine  Intellect.  He  had  a 
mind  that  went  quickly  to  the  heart  of 
things.  I  never  knew  him  to  become 
confused  by  the  trees.  He  saw  them  but 
he  was  able  to  see  also  the  forest.  He 
thought  primarily  in  broad  terms.  First 
the  principles,  then  the  details.  He  saw 
the  long-range  issues  in  proper  perspec- 
tive. He  never  allowed  his  thinking  to 
get  bogged  down  in  immediate  difnculties 
so  that  he  lost  sight  of  the  ultimate  ob- 
jectives and  the  main  measures  by  which 
they  could  be  achieved. 

Third,  a  winsome  and  contagious  per- 
sonality, he  had  the  capacity  to  commu- 
nicate his  ideas  to  stimulate  and  inspire; 
you  could  not  talk  with  him  without  be- 
ing more  alert  and  alive — a  better  per- 
son. I  remember  a  story  he  once  told 
me  about  Pearl  Harbor  one  afternoon. 
He,  as  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  was 
called  with  other  congressional  leaders 
down  to  the  White  House.  There  also 
were  Cabinet  members,  military  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  and  key  advisers.  Understandably, 
there  was  considerable  tension,  a  tend- 
ency by  some  to  blame  and  sharply  criti- 
cize those  who  had  not  foreseen  this  or 
prevented  that  There  was  some  back- 
biting, some  bitterness,  and  recrimina- 
tion over  the  mistakes  that  had  led  to 
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the  awful  disaster.  Penally.  Dr.  Eaton 
stood  up  and  said,  in  substance — and 
everyone  who  knew  him  will  understand 
why  he  had  to  say  it:  "This  is  not  the 
moment  to  argue  about  how  we  got  here 
and  who  may  have  been  responsible. 
The  one  fact  is  that  here  we  are.  This 
is  our  country;  we  are  at  war;  our  fleet 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  Pearl  Har'^or;  hun- 
dreds of  Americans  are  dead,  .^hat  are 
we  going  to  do  now  to  retrieve  the  situa- 
tion?" All  of  you  can  see  and  hear  him 
as  he  called  to  higher  levels  of  thinking 
and  resolve.  One  other  who  was  there 
has  said  that  his  pulling  of  the  threads 
together  was  what  lifted  up  their  hearts 
and  did  more  to  develop  real  unity  on 
that  tragic  afternoon  than  any  other 
thing.  I  am  sure  Dr.  Eaton  would  never 
have  said  this  in  public,  but  he  told  me. 
with  a  warm  glow  in  his  eyes,  that  when 
the  meeting  was  ended  and  the  men  were 
to  hasten  to  their  posts  of  duty.  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  held  him  back.  He  pulled 
the  shaggy  head  of  our  dear  friend  down 
beside  his  own  face,  and  said:  "Thanks, 
Doc." 

That  is  the  sentiment,  I  am  sure,  that 
Is  in  the  heart  of  everyone  of  us  who 
have  been  privileged  to  know  and  serve 
with  this  great,  noble  servant  of  Ood  and 
of  our  Republic :  Thanks.  Doc. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers may  be  permitted  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend their  remarks  on  the  life,  charac- 
ter, and  public  service  of  Dr.  Eaton  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  death  of  Charles  A.  Eaton 
there  passed  from  this  earthly  scene  one 
of  God's  noble  men.  A  man  of  brilliant 
Intellect  and  a  flne  sense  of  humor,  he 
won  the  stout  friendship  of  all  with 
whom  he  came  in  contact. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  become  inti- 
mately associated  with  him  during  his 
28  years  of  service  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. We  entered  Congress  to- 
gether and  had  many  things  in  common. 
His  first  pastorate  was  in  Natick,  one  of 
the  towns  in  my  district;  and  several  of 
his  relatives  and  school  boy  friends  were 
my  intimate  friends  in  my  native  town 
of  North  Attleboro.  Through  the  years 
his  warm  friendship  was  to  me  a  great 
pleasure. 

Dr.  Eaton  shone  brilliantly  wherever 
he  served:  As  a  preacher  of  the  gospel; 
as  an  industrial  relations  adviser,  and  as 
a  Member  of  Congress. 

His  service  in  Congress  was  outstand- 
ing. A  brilliant  speaker  with  a  spar- 
kling wit,  his  addresses  were  closely  lis- 
tened to.  Attached  to  the  Foreign  Af- 
fairs Coomiittee.  he  became  a  student  of 
our  international  affairs.  As  chairman 
of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee 
in  the  Eightieth  Congress,  he  won  high 
honor  through  his  brilliant  service. 

He  lived  a  rich,  full  life  and  left  the 
world  better  for  his  having  lived.  To  his 
family  I  extend  my  deepest  sympathy  in 
their  hour  of  sorrow. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  I  am  including  as  part  of  my  re- 


marks a  resolution  unanimously  adopted 
by  our  committee  out  of  respect  for  our 
late  departed  colleague.  Hon.  Charles 
Aubrey  Eaton,  who  served  in  this  House 
for  28  years. 

Mr.  Speaker,  Charlie,  as  he  was  affec- 
tionately called  by  all  of  us  on  our  com- 
mittee, has  made  an  outstanding  con- 
tribution to  the  development  of  foreign 
policy  in  the  ,nany  years  that  he  has  been 
a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.     It  was  his  great  honor 
to  serve  as  chairman  of  that  committee 
in  the  Eightieth  Congress.     He  was  al- 
ways ready  to  help  his  colleagues,  and 
his  ready   wit,   warm   handshake,   and 
genial  smile  will  linger  with  us  as  we 
contemplate  the  work  he  did  here. 
Resolution  or  Respect  and  Giief  roi  the 
HONOKABLE  Charles  Aubret  Eaton.  Former 
Chairman  or  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
ArTAiRS.  Upon  the  Occasion  or  His  Death 
January  23,  1953 

Whereas  the  death  of  our  beloved  colleague 
of  many  years,  the  Honorable  Charles  Aubrey 
Eaton,  leaves  us  with  a  profound  sense  of 
loss: 

Whereas  the  Honorable  Charles  Aubrey 
Eaton's  28  years  in  the  Congress,  as  a  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Fifth  District  of  New  Jersey 
and  as  a  member  and  former  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  were 
characterized  by  a  deep  devotion  to  his  coun- 
try and  to  the  cause  of  peace  and  under- 
standing between   nations; 

Whereas  under  his  kindly  and  wise  guid- 
ance as  chairman  of  the  committee  during 
the  Eightieth  Congress  he  stimulated  the 
analysis  of  international  problems  on  a  non- 
partisan basis  as  the  result  of  which  there 
were  enacted  Into  law  programs  of  profound 
significance  for  the  security  and  welfare  of 
the  United  States  and  the  peoples  of  the 
free  world; 

Whereas  all  who  knew  the  Hono  itle 
Charles  Aubrey  Eaton  loved  him  for  me 
tolerance  he  showed  his  fellowmen.  his 
sweetness  of  disposition  and  the  unfailing 
enrhuslasm  and  devotion  he  brought  to  his 
many  public  services: 

Whereas  the  passing  of  the  Honorable 
Charles  Aubrey  Eaton  brings  to  a  clot,e  a 
distinguished  career  marked  by  statesman, 
ship  and  patriotism  of  the  highest  order; 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  ACTairs  hereby  record  their 
respect  for,  and  tribute  to,  the  Honorable 
Charles  Aubrey  Eaton  as  a  spiritual  leader. 
wise  counselor,  public  servant,  and  stares- 
man  and  their  grief  on  the  occasion  of  the 
passing  of  a  beloved  colleague;   and 

Resolved  further,  That  his  resolution  of  re- 
spect, tribute,  and  grief  be  conveyed  to  the 
family  of  the  Honorable  Charles  Aubrey 
Eaton  and  be  spread  upon  the  Record  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Robert  B.  Chiperfleld.  Chairman:  John 
M.  Vorys;  Frances  P  Bolton;  Lawrence 
H.  Smith;  Chester  E.  Merrow;  Walter  H. 
Judd:  James  O.  Fulton;  Jacob  K.  Ja- 
vits;  Donald  L.  Jackson;  Karl  M.  Le- 
Compte;  Edmund  P  Radwan;  Albert 
P.  Morano:  Marguerite  Stltt  Church; 
E.  Rosa  Adair;  Winston  L  Prouty; 
Alvin  M.  Bentley;  James  P.  Richards- 
Thomas  S.  Gordon;  Thomas  E.  Mor- 
gan; Laurie  C.  Battle;  A.  S.  J.  Carna- 
han;  Thurmond  Chatham;  Clement  J. 
Zablockl;  Omar  Burleson;  Brooka 
Hays;  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  Jr  :  Edna 
P.  KeiJy;  Henderson  L  Lanham;  Burr 
P.  Harrison:  Boyd  Crawford.  Staff 
Administrator. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  all 
been  saddened  by  the  news  of  the  pass- 
ing of  our  distinguished  colleague  and 
friend,  Hon.  Charles  A.  Eaton,  of  New 


Jersey.  I  wish  to  Join  with  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  in  paying  a  tribute 
to  him  and  extending  an  expression  of 
my  sincere  sympathy  to  the  members  of 
his  family. 

Judge  Eaton,  as  he  was  known  to  all 
of  us,  was  a  Member  of  this  Iwdy  for 
more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century.  The 
years  of  his  service  covered  a  period  of 
the  utmost  gravity  In  our  Nation's  his- 
tory. His  service  to  our  country  and  the 
Congress  in  this  critical  period,  was  de- 
voted, untirinp.  and  brilliant.  He  rose 
to  the  high  position  of  chairman  of  the 
great  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of 
the  Hou.se  and  was  one  of  the  architects 
of  the  United  Nations.  Our  Nation  was 
fortunate  in  having  him  present  at  San 
Franci-sco  and  subsequent  meetings  of 
this  great  organization  for  international 
peace— his  life  was  devoted  to  the  service 
of  his  fellowman  and  dedicated  to  the 
cause  of  peace. 

Judge  Eaton  went  about  his  great  work 
In  a  quiet,  modest,  and  unassuming  man- 
ner. He  was  an  inspiration  to  me  as  I 
know  that  he  has  been  an  Inspiration  to 
other  Members  of  the  House.  He  was 
always  kindly  and  especially  helpful  to 
the  younger  Members  of  this  body.  His 
good  will  and  great  heart  knew  no 
boundary  of  aisle,  but  embraced  the  en- 
tire body  of  the  House.  He  will  be 
greatly  missed. 

My  sincerest  sympathy  is  extended  to 
the  members  of  his  bereaved  family 

Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  express  my  heartfelt  appreciation  for 
the  kipdness  which  Dr.  Eaton  showed  to 
me  when  I  became  a  member  of  the  For- 
eign Affairs  Committee.  He  was  ever 
helpful,  and  his  wise  counsel  was  above 
the  line  of  duty.  He  was  a  true  Chris- 
tian, a  man  beloved  by  all  who  knew 
»  im,  and  I  revere  his  memory.  I  pray 
iidt  God  will  comfort  and  bless  his 
family. 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
a  deep  .sen.se  of  personal  appreciation. 
and  with  sincere  admiration  of  Dr. 
Charles  Aubrey  Eaton.  I  add  my  tribute 
with  those  of  his  many  friends  to  one 
of  the  finest  men  I  have  ever  known. 

Dr.  Eaton  just  about  fully  exempllfled 
what  to  me  a  Member  of  Congress 
should  be.  When  I  first  came  to  Con- 
gress 8  years  ago  he  was  one  of  the  first 
Members  to  attract  my  admiration. 
Serving  on  the  House  Committee  on  For- 
eign AfTairs  with  him.  I  soon  found  my- 
self looking  to  his  grasp  of  world  affairs, 
and  to  his  diligent  search  for  the  correct 
answer  to  pioblems  of  world  peace,  for 
my  own  guidance  when  difBcult  decisions 
were  in  the  process  of  being  made. 

The  present  generation  is  always 
prone  to  look  in  the  past  for  men  of 
great  stature  and  even  our  short  na- 
tional life  reveals  many  outstanding  ex- 
amples. However.  Dr.  Eaton's  friends 
recognize  in  him  one  of  the  most  able. 
dependable,  and  devoted  patriots  of  the 
Republic. 

While  I  am  sure  Dr.  Eaton  was  loyal 
to  a  two-party  system  of  government,  I 
am  also  sure  that  no  other  Member  of 
Congress  suipassed  him  in  placing  devo- 
tion to  that  which  is  right  above  parti- 
san expediency. 

In  Dr.  Eaton's  passing,  the  cause  of 
free  men  has  lost  a  powerful  friend;  but 
he  has  left  a  worthy  contribution,  and 
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death  to  such  a  man  is  merely  a  benedic- 
tion to  a  good  life  and  an  invocation  to 
immortality. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker. 
Charlie  Eaton  was  respected  and  loved 
by  all  his  colleagues  in  this  House. 

I  deeply  regret  his  passing,  terminat- 
itv^'.  as  it  does,  an  abiding  friendship  of 
more  than  24  years. 

A  minister  of  the  Gospel,  an  expert  in 
the  field  of  industrial  relations,  an  editor 
and  special  correspondent,  Charlie  Eaton 
became  a  Member  of  the  Sixty-ninth 
Congress  In  1925,  and  served  in  every 
succeeding  Congress  for  a  period  of  28 
years,  his  death  occurring  only  a  few 
days  after  his  retirement. 

For  many  years  he  was  a  leading  mem- 
ber of  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  During  the  Eightieth  Congress 
he  served  as  its  chairman. 

He  was  a  member  of  the  United  States 
delegation  to  the  United  Nations  Con- 
ference on  International  Organization  in 
San  Francisco  in  1945,  and  to  the  United 
Nations  General  Assembly  in  London  in 
1945.  and  in  New  York  in  1946. 

During  his  later  years  he  became  wide- 
ly known,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  be- 
cause of  the  part  which  he  played  in  the 
field  of  cooperation  in  the  Western 
World.  He  was  a  firm  believer  in  the 
doctrine  "In  unity  there  Is  strength," 
and  he  carried  conviction  because  of  his 
sincerity  and  strength  of  character. 

In  his  long  and  distinguished  career  he 
made  a  great  contribution  to  his  State 
and  to  the  Nation. 

He  will  be  greatly  missed  by  all  who 
served  with  him  here.  They  will  remem- 
ber him  for  his  understanding,  for  his 
willingness  to  lend  a  hand,  for  his  never- 
failing  sense  of  humor,  and  for  the  cour- 
age of  his  convictions. 

I  Join  in  heartfelt  sympathy  to  the 
members  of  his  family. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
death  of  Dr.  Eaton,  which  came  so 
swiftly  after  his  retirement  from  Con- 
gress, our  Nation  has  suffered  a  serious 
loss. 

Dr.  Eaton  will  long  be  remembered 
by  those  of  us  who  have  been  privileged 
to  serve  with  him  on  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.  Through  the  years  filled 
with  some  of  the  most  complex  and  criti- 
cal problems  that  mankind  had  ever 
faced.  Dr.  Eaton  had  rendered  dis- 
tinguished service  in  shaping  our  Na- 
tion's foreign  policy  legislative  program. 
His  profound  knowledge  and  under- 
standing gave  him  a  seldom-encountered 
Insight  Into  the  problems  confronting 
our  Nation  and  the  world,  which  was  re- 
flected in  his  imposing  contributions  to 
our  legislative  acts  dealing  with  our  for- 
eign affairs. 

Dr.  Eaton  has  always  been  kind, 
Kenerous,  and  sincere,  and  has  given  un- 
sparingly of  himself  to  those  who  called 
upon  him  for  assistance  and  service.  He 
will  be  sorely  missed  in  these  Halls. 

I  want  to  convey  my  deep  sympathy  to 
the  members  of  his  family,  and  to  ex- 
press my.  prayer  that  the  good  Lord  may 
Krant  him  eternal  rest, 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with 
deep  feeling  that  I  speak  of  our  beloved 
former  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.  Dr.  Charles  A.  Eaton. 
His  qualities  of  heart  and  mind  were  well 


known  and  highly  respected  here  in  the 
House  for  many  years.  But  I  had  per- 
sonal experience  with  him  as  a  member 
of  the  committee  to  which  it  is  a  privi- 
lege to  testify  on  this  occasion. 

I  first  came  to  Congress  m  the  Eight- 
ieth Congress  when  Dr.  Eaton  was,  after 
many  years,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  and  was  as- 
signed to  that  committee.  Dr.  Eaton 
immediately  took  me  in  hand  as  a  fresh- 
man Member,  urged  me  to  participate 
actively,  recognized  me  in  committee  on 
every  suitable  occasion  and  even  en- 
trusted me  with  the  sponsorship  of  com- 
mittee bills.  He  gave  a  magnificent  ex- 
ample of  how  a  chairman  and  a  wise 
elder  statesman  can  bring  along  and 
encourage  new  men  to  do  their  best 
work. 

Dr.  Eaton  was  eternally  young  in  his 
outlook,  always  modem  in  his  conception 
of  events.  I  will  not  soon  forget  either 
his  warm  grasp  on  my  arm  or  his  thun- 
dering reminder  to  us  all  that  In  the 
great  debates  on  foreign  policy  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  we  were  de- 
bating not  a  bill  but  the  future  of  man- 
kind and  of  freedom.  His  leadership 
in  the  writing  of  the  Economic  Coop- 
eration Act  alone  entitles  him  to  a  high 
place  in  American  history.  Dr.  Eaton 
leaves  us  as  well  as  his  family  a  great 
heritage.  He  was  trtily  a  lion  among 
men,  and  I  for  one  shall  remember  him 
and  be  influenced  by  his  personality  all 
my  life. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Rhodes  of  Arizona. 

Mr.  Neal  and  to  include  a  resolution 
forwarded  by  Rev.  Norman  I.  Bromley, 
Huntington.  W.  Va.,  relative  to  social  se- 
curity for  clergymen. 

Mr.  CuKTis  of  Missouri  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Javits  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Tol- 

LEFSON ) . 

Mr.  FiNO  (At  the  request  of  Mr.  DoRir 
of  New  York)  and  to  include  an  article 
from  II  Progresso  entitled  "Our  National 
Shame." 

Mr.  Bender  in  five  instances. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  and  to  include 
a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  McGregor  fat  the  request  of  Mr. 
Betts)  and  to  include  an  article  by  Louis 
Bromfield. 

Mr.  Pattersow  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
O'Hara  of  Minnesota)  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  KxRSTEN  of  Wisconsin  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  matter 
in  each  instance. 

Mr.  Belcher  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Arthur  C.  Butler,  secretary  of 
the  National  PAR  Committee. 

Mr.  WiTHRow  and  to  include  a  letter 
written  to  President  Dwlght  D.  Eisen- 
hower by  Mr.  Gross,  of  Iowa,  and  to  in- 
clude also  a  brief  report  to  which  the 
letter  refers. 

Mr.  SioTH  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Porr  and  to  include  an  editorial 


Mr.  Judd  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter,  one  of  the  in- 
clusions to  be  a  radio  address  d^vered 
by  the  new  Secretary  of  State  expound- 
ing his  views  on  what  American  foreign 
policy  should  be. 

Mr.  Angell  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Goodwin  in  four  instances  and  to 
inc  ude  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Passman  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  a  newspaper  article  and  a  mag- 
azine article. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  California  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Fresno  Bee  of  Jan- 
uary 18,  1953. 

Mr.  Bentsen. 

Mr.  Willis. 

Mr.  ASPINALL. 

Mr.  Fxrn6s-Isern  lat  the  request  of 

Mr.  ASPINALL)  . 

Mr.  WiER  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude two  articles  from  Minneapolis 
newspapers. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  in  five  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  include  two  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  International 
Transport  Workers  Federation, 

Mr.  DoLLiNGER  In  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter, 

Mr.  HoLTZMAN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
DoLLiNCER)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Iii(r.  DiNGELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
DoLLiNQER)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  BoGGS. 

Mr.  FoRAND  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  BdLLiNG  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Brooks  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  to  include 
an  address  delivered  by  Gordon  R. 
Clapp,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it 
exceeds  two  and  one-half  pages  of  the 
Record  and  is  estimated  by  the  Publlo 
Printer  to  cost  $210. 

Mr.  Thomas  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Texas  commending  the  Presi- 
dent on  the  appointment  of  Mrs.  Oveta 
Culp  Hobby  as  Federal  Security  Admin- 
istrator. 

Mr.  Battle. 

Mr.  Carnaham  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Mom.DER  Cat  the  request  of  Mr. 
Caknahan)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McCoKMACK  and  to  include  a  very 
fine  address  made  by  the  gentlewoman 
from  Idaho  I  Mrs.  PtostI. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Beaker  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Jensen  and  to  include  a  letter 
written  to  him  by  former  Representa- 
tive Rich,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RiYERS  and  to  include  an  article 
written  by  him  with  regard  to  America's 
oldest  daily  newspaper,  the  Charleston 
News  and  Courier,  which  on  the  tenth  of 
this  month  celebrated  its  one  hundred 
and  fiftieth  anniversary. 

Mr.  LovKS  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter.  < 

Mr.  Norblab  In  two  Instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 
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January  29 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 


By  unanimous  consent.  leave  of  al>> 
sence  was  granted  to: 

Mr.  JoNKs  of  Alabama  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Rains),  for  an  Indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  illness. 

Mr.  Skldbn  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Raihs)  ,  for  an  indefinite  period,  on  ac- 
count of  illness. 


SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speakers  table 
and,  imder  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

8. 243.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73, 
Zlghty-flrst  Congreos,  first  senlon  (83  Stat. 
IH).  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (for  AdmlnUtratlon) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Tontgn  Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  1  o'clock  and  46  minutes  p.  m. ) ,  un- 
der its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  February  2,  1953. 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  CX>MMUNICLATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken   from   the 

Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

388.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  authorlre  the  trans- 
fer of  certalQ  land  located  at  Cherry  Point. 
N.  C,  and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agrkrulture. 

389.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  conUnue  In  effect 
the  system  of  grade  distribution  provided  by 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947,  and  for 
other  purpoees";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

390.  A  letter  trom  the  vice  president,  the 
Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  trans- 
mitting the  report  made  to  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
pursuant  to  paragraph  14  of  the  act  of  March 
4.  1913:  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Cohimbia. 

391.  A  letter  from  the  vice  president,  the 
Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  trans- 
mitting the  report  of  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures of  the  Chesapeake  A  Potomac  Tele- 
phone Co.  for  the  year  1952.  pursuant  to 
chapter  1828,  acts  of  Congress.  1904;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

392.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  report  showing  the  special 
assistants  employed  during  the  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31.  1952,  pursuant 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1953,  approved  July  10. 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

393.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  make  the  United 
States  Naval  Postgraduate  School  a  deposi- 
tory for  Government  pubUcaUons";  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  House  Administration. 

394.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting 
additional  copies  of  certificates  of  ascertain- 
ment of  presidential  electors,  pursuant  to 
section  8  of  title  3  of  the  United  States  Code- 
to  the  ConuB  :tee  on  House  Administration' 

395.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  SUtea.  transmitting  a  report  of  the 


Archivist  of  the  United  Staees  on  records 
proposed  for  disposal  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  act  approved  July  7.  1943 
(57  Stat.  380),  as  amended  by  the  act  ap- 
proved July  e.  1945  (59  Stat.  434);  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

398.  A  letter  from  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
Indian  Claims  Commission,  transmitting  a 
repwrt  of  conclusion  of  proceedings  with 
respect  to  the  claim  of  The  Choctaw  Nation, 
Petitioner,  v.  The  United  States  of  America. 
Defendant  (Docket  No.  51),  and  the  Sioux 
Indians  of  the  Santee  Reservation  in  the 
State  of  Nebraska.  Plaintiffs,  v.  The  United 
States  of  America,  Defendant  (Docket  No. 
104).  pursuant  to  provisions  of  section  21  of 
the  Indian  Claims  Commission  Act  of  August 
13,  1948  (60  Stat.  959;  25  U  S.  C.  70);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

397.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  the  Eleventh 
Annual  Report  of  Operations  for  the  Fiscal 
Year  Ended  May  31,  1952,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  13  of  the  Boulder  Canyon 
Project  Adjustment  Act  (54  Stat.  774,  ap- 
proved July  19,  1940):  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.. 

398.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  the  report  and  findings 
on  the  Sacramento  Canals  unit  of  the  Cen- 
tral Valley  project.  California,  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  act  of  September  26.  1950 
(H.  Doc.  73):  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
with  illustrations. 

399.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  the 
American  National  Theater  and  Academy, 
transmitting  the  Annual  Report  of  the 
American  National  Theater  and  Academy  for 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

400.  A  letter  from  the  United  SUtes 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  transmitting  the 
Thirteenth  Semiannual  Report  of  the 
United  States  Atomic  E^nergy  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946; 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

401.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  report 
of  all  tort  claims  paid  under  section  2672 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  for  the  period 
January  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Ju  Mr«ary. 

402.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  continue  the  effec- 
tiveness of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Octo- 
ber 31,  1942.  as  extended,  for  the  duration 
of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  De- 
cember 18.  1950.  and  8  months  thereafter"; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

403.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
Defense,  transmitting  a  report  pursuant  to 
Che  provisions  of  Utle  28.  United  States  Code. 
section  2673,  that  no  amounts  were  paid  from 
the  appropriation  "Claims.  Office  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense"  for  tort  claims  arising 
from  the  acts  or  omissions  of  employees  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,  excluding  the 
military  departments,  during  the  year  ended 
December  31,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

404.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Adminis- 
trative Office  of  the  United  States  Courts, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled  "A 
bill  to  amend  sections  371,  372,  and  373  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  with  respect 
to  the  resignation  and  retirement  of  Judges 
and  the  appointment  of  additional  Judges 
when  permanently  disabled  Judges  fall  to 
retire";  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

405.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  Adminis- 
trative Office  of  the  United  States  Courts, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled,  "A  hlli 
tii  amend  title  28.  United  States  Code,  sec- 
tion 458,  so  as  to  increase  to  $15  per  day  the 
limit  on  subsistence  expenses  allowed  to  Jus- 
tices and  Judges  while  attending  court  or 
transacting  official  business  at  places  other 
than  their  official  station,  and  to  authorize 
niimburaement  for  such  travel  by  privately 
owned  automobiles  at  a  rate  of  not  exceed- 


ing 7  cents  p«t  mile";  to  the  Coounlttea  on 
the  Judiciary. 

408.  A  letter  from  the  Dtrector,  Admhi- 
Istrative  Office  of  the  United  State*  Courts, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled.  "A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tional circuit  and  district  Judges  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

407.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary-Treasurer. 
Atlantic  Staf'  Marine  Fisheries  Commission, 
transmitting  che  Eleventh  Annual  Report  of 
the  Atlantic  States  Marine  PUherles  Com- 
mission to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  539.  Seventy-seventh 
Congress,  second  session  (56  Stat.  387).  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  721,  Eighty-first  (Con- 
gress, approved  August  19.  I960:  to  the  Ck>m- 
mlttee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Flsberiw. 

4C8.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  Sti-.tes  Army,  dated  July 
31,  1952.  submitting  a  rri>^r;.  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  '..... stratlons,  on  a 
review  of  reports  on  Mobi'  Harbor  and  River. 
Ala.,  with  a  view  to  determining  If  the  ex- 
isting project  should  be  modified  In  any  way 
at  this  time,  requested  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works.  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, adopted  on  September  27,  1951 
( H.  Doc  74);  to  the  Committee  on  Publio 
Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  two 
illustrations. 

409.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  No- 
vember 7.  1962,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  review 
of  reporu  on  Tampa  Harbor.  Fla..  with  a  view 
to  determining  if  it  Is  advUable  to  modify 
the  existing  project  In  any  way  at  this  time 
to  meet  changes  In  navigation  requirements, 
requested  by  resolutions  of  the  (Committee  on 
Public  Works,  United  States  Senate,  adopted 
on  July  22.  1950.  and  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works,  House  of  RepresentaUves,  adopted 
on  Augiist  18,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

410  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill 
entitled.  "A  bill  to  extend  to  the  Trust  Terri- 
tory of  the  Pacific  Ulands  certain  prortalons 
of  i.-e  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  nar- 
cotlcs";  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

411  A  letter  from  the  director,  national 
legislative  commission,  the  American  Legion, 
transmlttmg  the  proceedings  of  the  Thirty- 
fourth  Annual  National  Convention  of  the 
American  Legion,  held  In  New  York,  N.  T.. 
August  1952.  pursuant  to  Public  Law  M9. 
Seventy-sev  ith  Congress  (H.  Doc.  No.  76); 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  with  lUustratlons. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIH,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.  S.  243.  An  act  to  amend 
Public  Law  73,  Eighty-first  Congreae.  first 
session  (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Administration; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  5).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXU.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mrs.  SUUJVAN: 
H  R.  2218.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Jefferson  Naticmal  Kxpan- 
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filon  Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis. 
Mo.,  in  general  accordance  with  the  plan 
approved  by  the  United  States  Territorial 
tlxpansion  Memorial  Commission,  and  for 
xther  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr.  PRICE: 

H  R.  2218.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
i^t ruction  of  the  Jefferson  National  Sxpan- 
M(^n  Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  in  general  accordance  with  the  plan  ap- 
proved by  the  United  States  Territorial  Ex- 
lianslon  Memorial  Commission,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missotirl; 

H  R  2217.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Jefferson  National  Expan- 
sion Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  In  general  accordance  with  the  plan 
approved  by  the  United  States  Territorial 
Expansion  Mfmorlal  Commission,  and  for 
either  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr.  BISHOP: 

H  R.  2218.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Jefferson  National  Expan- 
sion Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis, 
Mo ,  in  genera;  accordance  with  the  plan  ap- 
proved by  the  United  States  Territorial  Ex- 
pansion Memorial  Commission,  and  for 
other  purpose*;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr.  tTURTIS  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  2219.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Jefferson  National  Expan- 
sion Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis, 
Mo  ,  in  general  accordance  with  the  plan  ap- 
proved by  the  United  States  Territorial  Ex- 
pansion Memorial  Commission  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
min ist  ration. 

By  Mr    SATLOR : 

H  R.  2220.  A  bill  to  provide  for  closer  su- 
pervision of  the  costs  of  constructing  irriga- 
tion and  reclsmatlon  projects,  and  projects 
in  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ENGLE: 

H.  R  2221.  A  bill  to  provide  for  closer  su- 
pervision of  the  costs  of  constructing  Irri- 
gation and  reclamation  projects,  and  proj- 
ects In  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  AITalrs. 

By  Mr.   ABERNTTHY: 

H.  R.  2222,  A  bill  to  Increase  the  level  of 
price  support  for  the  1953  and  1954  crops 
of  any  basic  agricultural  commodity;  to  the 
Committee  on   Agrlcultiu^. 

H  R.  2223.  A  bill  to  retrocede  the  District 
of  Columbia    to  the  State  of  Maryland:    to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  ARENDS: 

H  R.  2224.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Medical  ServUes  Corps  Act  of  1947  (81  Stat. 
734 1 .  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes; 
in  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2225.  A  bill  to  provide  for  sundry  ad- 
ministrative raatters  affecting  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense,  and  for  other  purpoees;  to 
the  Commute*'  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2226.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  provision 
'>f  the  act  of  July  1,  1902  (32  Stat.  662),  as 
amended,  relating  to  pay  of  civilian  em- 
ployees of  the  Navy  Department  appointed 
for  duty  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  t.nd  in  Alaska;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  t>ervlces. 

H.  R.  2227.  A  bUl  to  clarify  the  status  of 
'■iMzens  or  nationals  of  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines  who  are  retired  members  of  the 
uniformed  senices  and  who  hold  offices  of 
profit  or  trust  under  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines,  ar.d  for  other  purpoees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


H.  R.  2228.  A  bill  to  amend  secUon  302  of 
the  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 
H.  R.  2229.  A  bill  to  increase  the  maximum 
amount  of  Federal  funds  which  may  be  ex- 
I^ended  for  any  one  water-facilities  project 
in  the  arid  and  semiarld  areas  of  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 

H.  R.  2230.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
23,  1949,  as  amended,  to  remove  the  monthly 
limitation  on  official  long-distance  telephone 
calls  and  official  talegrams  of  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  without  affect- 
ing the  annua)  limitation  on  such  telephone 
calls  and  telegrams;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 

H.  R.  2231.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  negotia- 
tion and  ratification  of  separate  settlement 
contracta  with  the  Sioux  Indians  of  the 
Lower  Brule  and  the  Crow  Creek  Reserva- 
tions in  South  Dakota  for  Indian  lands  and 
rights  acquired  by  the  United  States  for  the 
Fort  Randall  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Missouri 
River  development;  and  to  authorize  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  removal  from  the  taking 
area  of  the  Fort  Randall  Dam  and  Reservoir, 
Missouri  River  development,  and  the  reestab- 
llshment  of  the  Indians  of  the  Yankton  In- 
dian Reservation.  S.  Dak.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R  2232.  A  blU  to  authorize  the  Issuance 
of  trust  patents  in  lieu  of  land-use-exchange 
assignments  Issued  on  the  Cheyenne  River 
Sioux  Reservation  and  the  Standing  Rock 
Sioux  Reservation  prior  to  January  1,  1961; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  2233.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  lands  by  the  United  States  required 
for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  construction 
of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River  and  for 
rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the  Cheyenne 
River  Sioux  Reservation,  S.  Dak.,  and  other 
related  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BOYKIN: 

H.  R.  2234,  A  bill  to  amend  the  rules  for 
the  prevention  of  collisions  on  certain  inland 
waters  of  the  United  States  and  on  the 
western  rivers;  to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  BRAMBLETT: 

H.  R.  2235.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Basin,  Calif.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr,  BROYHILL: 

H.  R.  2236.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of 

a    Commission    on    Area    Problems    of    the 

Greater   Washington  Metropolitan   Area;    to 

the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  2237.  A  bill  to  Increase  criminal 
penalties  under  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2238.  A  bill  to  Implement  article  I, 
section  7,  of  the  Constitution;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2239.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  appro- 
priation of  funds  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art  as  a  part  of 
a  national  war  memorial  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

H.  R.  2240.  A  bill  to  establish  a  commission 
on  the  legal  status  of  women  in  the  United 
States,  to  declare  a  poncy  as  to  distinctions 
based  on  sex,  in  law,  and  administration, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  2241.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  make  unifonm  the  tax  on 
the  liquidation  and  sale  of  ccH'porate  prop- 
erties; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 
H.  R.  2842.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1982  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  Code;   to  the 
Committee  <hi  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DAOUE: 
H.  R.  2243.  A  bill  to  amend  section  33  (x) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  re- 
move   the    limitations    on    the    amount    of 
medical  and  dental  expenses  which  may  be 
deducted;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DELANEY: 
H.R.2244.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  by  jM^viding 
for  the  regulation  of  chemicals  in  cosmetics; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  2245.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  by  providing 
for  the  regulation  of  chemical  additives  In 
foods;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H.  R.  2246.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  In- 
crease  In  the  strength  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Columbia  and 
to  Increase  the  pay,  retirement  beneflta,  and 
death  bencfita  of  the  policemen  and  firemen 
of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  DOWDY: 
H.  R.  2247.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal- 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
•600  to  $1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Wsys 
and  Means, 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 
H.  R.  2248.  A  bill  to  restore  directory  serv- 
ice for  letters  and  parcels  sent  through  the 
mall;   to"*he  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2249.  A  bill  to  amend  title  H  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  minis- 
ters may  elect  to  receive  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  coverage  by  treating  service 
performed  In  the  exercise  of  their  ministry 
as  8elf-emplo3rment,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2250.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator of  General  Services  to  enter  into 
lease-purchase  agreementa  to  provide  for 
the  lease  to  the  United  States  of  real  prop- 
erty and  structures  for  terms  of  more  than 
5  years  but  not  in  excess  of  25  years  and  for 
acquisition  of  title  to  such  properties  and 
structures  by  the  United  States  at  or  be- 
fore the  expiration  of  the  lease  terms,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

H.  R.-2251.  A  bill  to  dh-ect  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  establish  a  national  cemetery 
in  the  Seventh  Congressional  District  of 
Alabama;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2262.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal- 
income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
•800  to  •1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  2353.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  request 
the  President  to  undertake  to  mobilize  at 
some  convenient  place  in  the  United  States 
an  adequate  number  of  the  world's  out- 
standing experts,  and  coordinate  and  utilize 
their  services  in  a  supreme  endeavor  to  dis- 
cover means  of  curing  and  preventing  can- 
cer; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2254.  A  bill  to  permit  aU  clvU  actions 
against  the  United  States  for  recovery  of 
taxes  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  col- 
lected to  be  brought  in  the  district  oourta 
with  right  of  trial  by  Jury;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2255.  A  bUl  to  allow  a  widow  or  wid- 
ower   to    deduct,    for    income-tax    piuposes. 


^  M 


^. 

X' 

^Bi.f¥ 

■Kf^'^'r 

1 

mi 

i 

K% 

i  ■ 

^t.^-r 

J 

tttl 

5' 

Mr"; 

im 


&  ? 


,;; 


664 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  29 


'i 
I 


amounts  paid  tn  proTlding  for  the  care  of 
children  while  the  taxpayer  la  employed;  to 
the  Committee  (m  Waye  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2256.  A  bill  to  allow  a  deduction  for 
Income-tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  In- 
curred by  the  taxpayer  for  the  education  of 
a  dependent;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  2257.  A  bill   to  provide  for   the   is- 
suance of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  honor 
of  the  American  school  teacher;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  ELUBWORTH: 

H.  R.  2268.  A  bill  relating  to  the  adminis- 
trative J\irtsdlctlon  of  certain  public  lands 
In  the  State  of  Oregon;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KNOLB: 

H.B.2259.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Basin.  Calif.; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

fi.  R.  2260.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate, 
and  maintain  certain  facilities  to  provide 
water  for  irrigation  and  domestic  use  from 
the  Santa  Margarita  River,  Calif.,  and  the 
Joint  utilization  of  a  dam  and.  reservoir  and 
other  waterwork  facilities  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  and  the  Department 
of  the  Navy,  and  iat  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Inferior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FCAAND: 

H.  R.  2261.  A  bUI  to  provide  for  payments 
to  State  unemployment  funds,  and  for  other 
pvu-poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  HAOZN  of  California! 

H.R.  2262.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  the  ojperation 
and  maintenance  of  the  Central  Valley  proj- 
ect, California,  to  the  State  of  California  or  an 
agency  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  HAQEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  2263.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Postmas- 
ter General  to  readjust  the  compensation  of 
holders  of  contracts  for  the  performance  of 
mall-messenger  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2264.  A  bill  to  provide  automatic  an- 
nual pay  increases  for  postmasters;   to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming : 

H.  R.  2266.  A  bill  to  amend  tiUe  U  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  2266.  A  bill  to  provide  that  certain 
costs  and  expenses  incurred  in  connection 
with  repayment  contracts  with  the  Deaver, 
WUlwood.  and  Belle  Pourche  irrigation  dis- 
tricts shall  be  noiu'eimbursable;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2267.  A  biU  to  provide  for  exemption 
from  the  land-limitation  provisions  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws  as  applied  to  sup- 
plemental water  projects;  to  the  Conomittee 
on  Interior  and  InsiUar  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HKSELTON; 

H.  R.  2268.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Joint  reso- 
lution entitled  "Joint  resolution  consenting 
to  an  interstate  compact  to  conserve  oil  and 
gas,"  approved  August  28.  1951,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr,  HYDE: 

H.  R.  2269.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Govern- 
ment procxirement  contracts  shall  be  award- 
ed, wherever  practicable,  so  as  to  increase 
employment  in  areas  suffering  from  unem- 
ployment; to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  JAVrrS: 

R.  R.  2270.  A  bill  to  establlrh  an  Office  of 
Government  Investigation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

H.  R.  2271.  A  bill  to  amend  section  40b  of 
the  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended   (41 


Stat.  759.  777),  to  remove  the  limitation  upon 
the  detail  of  officers  on  the  active  list  for 
recruiting  service  and  for  duty  with  ROTC 
units;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2272.  A  bill  to  authoriae  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  cause  to  be  published  official  reg- 
isters for  their  respective  services;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2273.  A  bill  to  amend  section  301. 
Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  to 
further  limit  the  Jurisdiction  of  boards  of 
review  established  under  that  section;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2274.  A  bUl  to  further  amend  the  act 
of  May  26,  1948,  entitled  "An  act  to  establish 
Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a  civilian  auxiliary  of 
the  United  States  Air  Force  and  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to  extend  aid 
to  Civil  Air  Patrol  In  the  fulfillment  of  Its 
objectives,  and  for  other  purposes";  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2275.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entlUed 
"An  act  to  esUbllsh  Civil  Air  Patrol  as  a 
civilian  auxiliary  of  the  United  SUtes  Air 
Force  and  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  to  extend  aid  to  Civil  Air  Patrol  in 
the  fulfillment  of  its  objectives,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  JUDD: 

H.  R.  2276.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  permit  the  earning  of  $1,200 
in  wages  in  a  year  without  loss  of  old-age 
and  s\irvivors  insurance  benefits,  and  to  In- 
crease from  $900  to  $1,200  the  amount  of  net 
earnings  from  self-employment  which  may 
be  received  in  a  year  without  loss  of  such 
benefits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  KEAN: 

H.  R.  2277.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  Incorporate  the  Roosevelt  Memo- 
rial Association."  approved  May  31,  1920,  so 
as  to  change  the  name  of  such  association 
to  "Theodore  Roosevelt  Association,"  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  KEARNEY: 

H.  R.  2278.  A  bill  to  amend  cerUin  provi- 
sions of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  the  Service- 
men's Indemnity  Act  of  1951;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mrs.  KEE: 

H.  R.  2279.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  pres- 
entation by  the  United  States  of  a  statue 
of  Gen.  George  Washington  to  the  people  of 
Uruguay,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on   Foreign   Affairs. 

By  Mr.   KERSTEN  of  WUconsln: 

H.  R.  2280.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  Increase  from  $75  to  $200  per 
month  the  amount  which  may  be  earned 
without  loss  of  old-age  or  survivors  bene- 
fits; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2281.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  income- 
tax  exemptions,  Including  the  additional  ex- 
emption for  old  age  or  blindness  from  $800 
to  $750,  and  *or  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 

H.  R  2282.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to  a 
movlng-plcture  theater;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  2283.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Hawthorne.  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary, 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  2284.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  honor  of 
Dr.  Elizabeth  Black  well;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2285.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  rates  of 
basic  compensation  of  certain  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government  and 
of  the  municipal  government  of  the  District 
of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 


H.  R.  2286.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  definitions 
of  wholesale  and  retail  dealers  in  liquor;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  MMms. 

By  Mr.  McCULLOCH: 
H.  R.  2287.  A  bill   to  make  uniform  the 
law    of    reciprocal    enforcement   of   support 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;   to  the  Gbm> 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 
H.  R.  2388.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1701  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
exemptions  from  the  tax  on  admission;   to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  2289.  A  bUl  to  preserve  the  acenie 
beauty  of  the  Niagara  Falls  and  River,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  csrtain  works 
of  Improvement  on  that  river  for  power  pur- 
poses, and  to  further  the  Interests  of  national 
security  by  authorizing  the  prompt  develop- 
nient  of  such  works  of  improvement  for 
power  purposes;  to  the  Committse  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr  MORRISON: 
H.  R.  2290.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Pubtte 
Health  Service  Act  to  provide  for  the  estab« 
liahment  of  a  National  Institute  for  Polio- 
myelitis; to  the  Committee  oa  Intsrstats 
and  Foreign  Comiperce. 

By  Mr.  MOSS: 
H.  R.  2291.  A  bill  to  authorlas  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  the  Central  Valley  proj- 
ect,  California,  to  the  State  of  California  or 
an  agency  thereof;  to  the  Cocnmittee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PASSMAN: 
H.  R.  2292.  A  bill  to  provide  for  price  sup- 
port at   100  percent  of  parity  for  the  1953 
and   1954  crops  of  each   baalc  agricultural 
commodity;  to  the  Committee  on  Acriculturs. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H.  R.  2293.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949  so  ss  to  increase  by 
10  percent  the  disability  retirement  pay  paid 
under  section  402  (d)  of  that  act,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  period  during  which  persons  retired 
before  the  effective  date  of  that  act  may  elect 
to  qualify  for  pay  under  that  section;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  PHILLIPS: 
H  R  2294    A    bill    for    the    relief    of   the 
County  of  Riverside,  Calif.,  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr   POWELL:  ; 

H  R  2295.  A  bill  to  provide  mteans  of  fur- 
ther securing  and  protecting  the  civil  righu 
of  persons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  ths 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  PRICE: 
H  R  2296.  A  bill  providing  for  construc- 
tion    of     a     highway,     and     appurtenances 
thereto,    traversing    the    Miaalsslppl    Valley; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H  R  2297.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  supervisors,  and  employees  la 
the  Held  service  of  the  Poet  Ofllce  Depart- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  OSlce  and 
Civil  Service. 

H  R  2298  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  so  AS  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
State  and  local  employees  who  are  covered 
by  retirement  systems;  to  the  Committee  on 
Wavs  and  Means. 

H  R  2299  A  bill  to  extend  the  FMleral 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system  to 
farmers  and  to  broaden  the  coverage  of  such 
system  In  the  case  of  agricultural  laborers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2300.  A  bill  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  2301.  A  bUl  to  repeal  the  $76  work 
clause  that  applies  to  old-age  and  survivors 
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insurance  benefits  under  title  II  of  the  Social 
Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  RIVERS: 

H  R  2302.  A  bill  to  create  an  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Reserve  Affairs;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  23C3.  A  bill  to  provide  that  any  Fed- 
eral employee  who  refuses  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion of  a  conunlttee  of  the  Congress  with 
respect  to  Communist,  Communist -front,  or 
subversive  affiliations,  shall  be  removed  im- 
mediately from  the  position  or  office  held  by 
him;  to  tie  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H  R.  23C4.  A  bill  to  rescind   the  order  of 
the    Postmaster    General    curtailing    certain 
poetnl   services;   to  the  Committee  on  Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service, 
By  Mr   ROONEY: 

H  R  2305.  A  bill  to  extend  to  certain  nat- 
tiralized  citizens  of  the  United  States  the 
benefits  of  the  act  of  May  29,  1944.  entitled 
"An  act  tc  provide  for  the  recognition  of  the 
services  of  the  civilian  officials  and  employees, 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  engaged  In  and 
about  the  construction  of  the  Panama 
Canal";  t(>  the  Conunlttee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H  R  23C>6.  A  bill  to  assist  States  and  cities 
In  fostering  civil  peace  through  public  agen- 
cies set  up  to  improve  group  relations,  to 
provide  for  the  training  of  State  and  local 
law-enforc-ement  oOlcers  in  the  prevention 
and  contr>>l  of  intergroup  conflicts,  and  for 
other  purT>06es;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  I^bor. 

By   Mrs    ST.  GEORGE: 

H  R.  23(>7.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  of  the 
Veterans'  Preference  Act  of  1944  with  respect 
to  preference  accorded  in  Federal  employ- 
ment to  disabled  veterans,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H  R  2308.  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  of  the 
Veterans'  Preference  Act  of  1944  with  respect 
to  preference  accorded  in  Federal  employ- 
ment to  disabled  veterans,  and  for  other 
purp>oees;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SCOTT  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  2309.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  exten- 
sion of  te:-ms  of  patents,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  -he  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    SCRFVNER: 

H  R.  2S10.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction, repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi- 
gation, flood  control,  and  few  other  ptirposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  SHAFER: 

H.  R.  2311.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
change b»!tween  the  United  States  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  of  certain 
lands  and  interests  in  lands  In  Puerto  Rico; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R.  2312.  A  bin  to  repeal  Public  Law  820, 
Eightieth  Congress  (62  Stat.  1098),  an  act 
to  provide  a  revolving  fund  for  the  purchase 
of  agricultural  commodities  and  raw  mate- 
rials to  be  processed  in  occupied  areas  and 
sold;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2313.  A  bill  to  conUnue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  act  of  March  27,  1942,  as  extended, 
relating  to  the  Inspection  and  audit  of  plants, 
books,  and  records  of  defense  contractors,  for 
the  duration  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed December  16,  1950,  and  6  months 
thereaf  te.-;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H.  R.  2314.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  convey  to  the  Tarrant  County 
water  control  and  improvement  district  No.  1 
certain  pio-cels  of  land  in  exchange  for  other 
lands  and  interesU  therein  at  the  former 
United  States  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
Eagle  Mountain  Lake,  Tex.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armec  Services. 


H.  R.  2315.  A  bill  to  retrocede  to  the  State 
of  Virginia  concurrent  Jurisdiction  over  cer- 
tain highways  within  Fbrt  Belvoir,  Vs.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2316.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  restora- 
tion and  maintenance  of  the  U.  8.  S.  Consti- 
tution and  to  authorize  the  disposition  of 
the  U.  8.  8.  Conateliation,  U.  8.  S.  Hartford. 
U.  8.  8.  Olfrnpia.  and  U.  S.  S.  Oregon,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2317.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  furnish  certain  supplies 
and  services  to  foreign  naval  vessels  cm  a 
reimbursable  basis,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  C(xnmittee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  SHORT: 

H.  R.  2318.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  so  as 
to  authorize  civil  defense  aid  between  the 
United  States  and  neighboring  countries;  to 
modify  the  loyalty  oath,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2319.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  and  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  to  repro- 
duce and  to  sell  copies  of  official  records  of 
their  respective  departments,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

H.  R.  2320.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  to  proceed  with  construc- 
tion at  stations  of  the  Alaska  communica- 
tion system;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  2321.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  War  to  approve  a 
standard  design  for  a  service  flag  and  service 
lapel  button;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  2322.  A  biU  to  promote  the  national 
defense  by  authorizing  the  construction  of 
aeronautical -research  facilities  and  the  ac- 
quisition of  land  by  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the 
effective  prosecution  of  aeronautical  re- 
search; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2323.  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  for 
the  transportation  of  household  effects  of 
certain  naval  personnel;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2324.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  inter- 
servlce  transfer  of  commissioned  personnel 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine 
Corps;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2325.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
27.  1940  (54  Stat.  223) .  as  amended,  to  remove 
the  limitation  upon  the  rank  of  the  director 
of  music,  the  leader  of  the  Mlllttu'y  Academy 
Band,  and  for  other  ptirposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2326.  A  biU  to  amend  the  act  of 
August  3,  1950,  as  amended,  to  continue  in 
effect  the  provisions  thereof  relating  to  tlie 
authorized  personnel  strengths  of  the  Armed 
Forces;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2327.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  designate  enlisted  per- 
sonnel of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  as  postal  clerks  and 
assistant  postal  clerks,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H  R.  2328.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  United  States  Air  Fca-ce  Acad- 
emy, and  for  other  purpxjses;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2329.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  Army 
Medical  Service  Graduate  School  to  award 
master  of  science  and  doctor  of  science  de- 
grees in  medicine,  dentistry,  veterinary  medi- 
cine, and  in  the  biological  sciences  involved 
in  health  services,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2330.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Dependents 
Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2331.  A  bin  to  repeal  secUon  205  (b) 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


H.  B.  2333.  A  bill  to  require  sn  anniud 
review  at  military  personnel  requirements, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Bervioes. 

H.  R.  2333.  A  biU  to  authoriae  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  military  departments  to  provide 
for  the  promotion  and  maintenance  of  civil- 
ian recreation  programs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2334.  A  bUl  to  repeal  the  authority  to 
purchase  discharge  from  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine  Corps;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  lUinois: 

H.  R.  2336.  A  bUl  to  increase  to  five  the 
number  of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  UTT: 

H.  R.  2336.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  annuities  for  cer- 
tain wi  flows  who  were  married  at  least  60 
years  to  employees  to  whom  such  act  applied; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.2337.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  certain  faculties  to  provide  water 
for  irrigation  and  domestic  Ufe  from  the 
Santa  Margarita  River,  Calif.,  and  the  Joint 
Utilization  of  a  dam  and  reservoir  and  other 
waterwork  facilities  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  and  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WHTTTKN: 

H.  R.  2338.  A  bin  to  provide  that  pensions 
shall  be  extended  to  the  widows  and  children 
of  deceased  World  War  II  veterans  on  the 
same  conditions  as  they  are  now  extended 
to  the  widows  and  children  of  deceased  World 
War  I  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  2339.  A  bill  to  provide  a  I-year  period 
during  which  certain  veterans  may  be 
granted  United  States  Government  life  (con- 
verted) Insiu-ance  or  national  service  life  In- 
surance, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WIER: 

H.  R.  2340.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  so  as  to  increase  the  minl- 
miun  hourly  wage  from  75  cents  to  $1;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  WIER  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  2341.  A    bill    to    protect   the    public 
health  from  the  dangers  of  fiuorlnation  of 
water;   to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  WIER: 

H.  R.  2342.  A  blU  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  fur  other  ptirpoees;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 

H.  R.  2343.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  401  of 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1953;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 

H.  R.  2344.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  supervisors,  and  employees  In 
the  field  service  of  the  Poet  Office  Depart- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2345.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Octo- 
ber 30,  1951.  Public  Law  233  (82d  Cong),  to 
provide  a  method  of  computing  ann\ml  and 
sick  leave  for  regular  and  substitute  em- 
ployees in  the  postal  service;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2346.  A  bUI  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  WOLVKRTX3N  (by  req\iest) : 

H.  R.  2347.  A  hill  to  permit  continued  exer- 
cise, until  6  months  after  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  December  16, 
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1050.  of  certain  powers,  relating  to  prefer- 
ences or  priorities  In  tJbe  transportation  of 
traiBc,  iinder  sections  1  (IS)  and  430  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act;  to  tbe  Conunlttee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  ZABLOCKI: 

H.  R.  2348.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction of  a  new  i;eneral  medical-surgical 
hospital  at  the  Veterans'  Administration 
Center,  Wood.  Wis.,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans*  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BitOOKS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  J.  Res.  153.  Joint  resolution  abrogating 
Executive  Order  Mo.  .10426.  dated  January  16, 
1953,  relating  to  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CARRIOO: 

H.  J.  Res.  154.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps 
commemorating  the  one  hundred  and 
twenty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
the  first  uniformed  civilian  police  depart- 
ment on  or  about  June  19,  1828;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  J.  Res.  156.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps 
commemorating  the  first  trial  run  of  a  steam 
locomotive,  the  Stourbridge  Lion,  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere  on  August  8,  1829.  at 
Honesdale,  Pa;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  J.  Res.  156.  Joint     resolution     declaring 
Inauguration  Day  to  be  a  legal  holiday:   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DEVKREUX: 

H.  J.  Res.  157.  Joint  resolution  amending 
the  act  of  July  1.  1947  (61  Stat.  242).  as 
amended:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 

By  Mr.  HOLMKS: 

H.  J.  Res.  158.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  lake  to  be  formed  by  the  McNary  lock 
and  dam  in  the  Columbia  River,  Oreg.  and 
Wash.,  at  Lake  Wallula;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  TRIMBLE: 

H.  J.  Res.  159.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  relating 
to  the  selection  of  the  successors  of  the 
President,  Vice  President,  or  Members  of 
Congress  who  become  unable  to  perform  their 
duties;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   WOLCOTT: 

H.  J.  Res.  160.  Joint  resolution  amending 
section  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 

H.  Con.  nes.  27.  Concurrent  resolution 
expressing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  with 
respect  to  the  admission  of  new  members 
to  the  United  Nations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 

H.  Con.  Res.  28.  Concurrent  resolution 
commemorating  the  three-hundredth  anni- 
versary of  the  formation  of  Westmoreland 
County,  Va.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H.  Res.  121.  Resolution  inquiring  as  to 
whether  the  Korean  '"Operation  Smack  "  was 
a  military  attack  or  publicity  or  cold-war 
operation;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

By  Mr.  HELLFR: 

H.  Res.  122.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  Communist  activities  among  mer- 
chant seamen  and  their  unions  and  Commu- 
nist Infiltrations  into  transportation  Indus- 
tries; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  KEAN: 

H.  Res.  123.  Resolution  providing  funds 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Investigation  and 
study  authorized  by  House  Resolution  91;  to 
the  ComnUttee  on  House  Admlnistratloo. 


By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  Res.  124.  ResoluUon  providing  for  ths 
unity  of  Ireland:  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SHORT: 

H.  Res.  125.  Resolution  authorizing  and 
directing  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
to  conduct  thorough  studies  and  investiga- 
tions reh.tlng  to  matters  coming  within  the 
Jurlsdlct.on  of  such  committee  under  clause 
3  of  rule  XI  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of 
Representatives:  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  WOLVERTON: 

H.  Res.  126.  Resolution  directing  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  Investigate  actual  and  contem- 
plated action  affecting  production  or  con- 
sumption of  newsprint:  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  127.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  conduct  Investigations  and  studies 
with  re.spect  to  matters  within  its  Jurls- 
dicllon;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res  128.  Resolution  provlumg  funds 
for  the  investigations  and  studies  made  by 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  pursuant  to  House  Resolution 
127;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADAIR: 

H.  R.  2349.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Luis  De 
La  Vega  VlUarruel;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2350.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leopoldo 
Gonzalez-Garcla:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   ALLEN  of  California: 

H.  R  2351.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sam 
Rosenblat;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BATES   (by  request!  r 

H  R  2352.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rita  (Kes- 
kula)  Vlgla;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas: 

H  R.  2353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fma  She- 
lome  Lawter;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BRYSON: 

H.  R.  2354.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evo^gelos 
Mpompotsls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R  2355.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emille 
Fingerlln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2356.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Ull 
Sunnle;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H.R.  2357.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vitus 
Johannes  E>e  Vries  and  his  wife.  Antonle 
Paula  Else  De  Vries;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUSBEY: 

H  R  2358.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Vahram  Uluhoglan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2359.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Joseph 
Veich,  also  known  as  Gulseppe  Velc;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CHENOWETH: 

H  R.  2360.  A  bill   for  the   relief  of  Lends 
Smith;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri : 

H.  R.  2361.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yee  Kee 
Lam;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R.  2362.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Harriet  Sakayo  Hamamoto  Dewa;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  DEROUNIAN: 
H.  R.  2363.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  H. 
Andrews  and  Joseph  T.  Fetsch;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DEW  ART: 
H.  R.  2364.  A  bill  to  terminate  restrictions 
against  alienation  on  land  owned  by  William 
..•ynn  Engles  and  Maureen  Edna  Bngles;   to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  DORN  of  New  York: 
H  R  2365.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dwejra 
Shaffer  and  daughter.  Haya  Shaffer;   to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ENOLE: 
H  R  23b6    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  B. 
Nlswuuger,    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FERN.-\NDEZ: 
H  R  2367    A    hill   for    the   relief   of   Aoun 
Lou.s  Rachld  Habib;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   FRELINGHUYSKN: 
H  R  2368.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Richard 
E    Rughaase,   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    GOLDEN: 
H.R  2369.  A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Mary 
Muraki.  the  adopted  daughter  of  Staff  Bgt. 
and  Mrs.  Vernon  Cornett,  to  the  Committee 
on    the    Judiciary. 

Bv   Mr.   GORDON: 
H  R  2370    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Jan 
Srudulski;    to    the    Committee    on    the    Ju- 
diciary. 

Bv  Mr   HAYS  of  Arkansas; 
H  R  2371    A    bill    for    th2    relief    of    Mrs. 
Maria   M    Broix;    to  the   Committee  on  the 
Judlcinry. 

By  Mr    HELLER: 
H  R  2372    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Leib 
Chalm  Perl   ( Leb  Chalm  Perl);   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2373  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Feldtnger,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv  Mr    HESELTON: 
H  R  2374    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Casimlr 
Krzyzanowskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  2375    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  You  Soo; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    HILLINGS: 
H  R  2376    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Hagl.shlma  Satchlo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr   HOLTZMAN: 
H  R  2377     A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Aba 
Szejnbejm.    Mrs     Dvora    Szejnbejm.    Shlomo 
S/pJnbeJm.    and    Daniel    Szejnbejm;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr     KORAN: 
H  R  237B    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  H. 
Miller    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    JACKSON: 
H  R  2379    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  es- 
tate of  Robert  J.  Needham,  deceased;  to  the 
Coiiimiitee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr   KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 
H  R  2380    A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Remus 
Tzincoca:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

Bv  Mr    KIIDAY: 
H  R  2:^81    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Winifred 
A    Hunter;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr   KING  of  California: 
H  R  2382    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Psnagol- 
tls  Demetrios  Zeras;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  2383    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlchlo 
Sasaki:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    KLEIN: 
H  R  2384    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelo 
Splnelll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R  2385    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gulseppe 
Fruscione,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 
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LANHAM: 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  M.  Nell 
the   Committee   on  the  Judi- 


By  Mr 

H.R.  2:186. 
Andrew's;  to 
clary. 

By  Mr  LANTAFF: 

H.  R  2337.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
M.  Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 

H  R  23i«  A  bill  for  the  nllef  of  Kaxmin 
Budzlnskt;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    MACHROWICZ: 

H  R  23»9.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martha 
Starke  and  child;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  23!K)  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Ventlmlglia;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  231H.  A    bin    for   the   relief    of  John 
Gieraga;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MAILUARO: 

H  R  ?3i»2  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lee 
Kwang  Nong  (George  Clifford  Roeder);  to 
the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 

H  R  23!»3  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Eugene  Ciunerlato;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  2i3»4  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yoshlko 
(Clara)  Oe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By   Mr.   McCORMACK: 

H  R  23!»5.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Mar- 
den  Construction  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  23l>6  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Clay 
Maull,  Jr  ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary 

H  R  23117.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Benedetto 
Campo:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MERRILL: 

H.  R  23»8.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
Cecil;    to   the   Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H  R  2309    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fidel  A. 
Diaz;  to  Uie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MORANO: 

H  R  241)0  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kllseu 
Joaqulm  lioa.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  2401.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  in  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  section 
4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    the   Judiciary. 

H  R  24D2  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  in  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  section 
4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    the   Judlciaiy. 

H  R  2403  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  In  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  section 
4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    the   Judiciary. 

H  R  2404  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  In  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  section 
4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee   on    the   Judiciary. 

H  R  2405.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  in  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  section 
4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    the   Judiciary. 

H  R  2406.  A  bill  to  adust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  in  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Displaced  Persona  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2407.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  In  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  ot  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2408.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  status  of  a 
displaced  person  In  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  all  the  requirements  of  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  2400.  A  bUl  to  adjust  the  sUtus  of  a 
displaced  person  in  the  United  States  who 
does  not  meet  aU  the  requirements  of  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2410.  A  biU  to  restore  and  continue 
In  full  force  and  effect  patenu  Nos.  4,750, 
16.436,  21  258.  17.679,  and  23,984;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

R  R  2411.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rogers 
Kennedy;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judlclarv. 

H.  R.  2412.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josefina 
V.  Guerrero;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  NORBLAD: 

H  R  2413.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Matsue 
Hashimoto;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr  OBRIKN  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  2414.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
Vasilatos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  OSMERS: 

R  R.  2415.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
John     Mantlcas.     Yvonne     Mantlcas,     Mary 
Mantlcas,  and  John  Mantlcas;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PELLY: 

H.  R.  2416.  A  blU  to  permit  Haruko  ( Yama- 
moto)  Ikl  to  remain  and  reside  permanently 
in    the    United    States    of    America;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 

H  R.2417.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hlroml 
Kashlwagl  Jones;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  2418.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
Abraham  and  Ann  Abraham;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 

H.  R.  2419.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Robert  J. 
McGarry;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona; 

H.  R.  2420.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  D. 
Crunk;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RILEY : 

H.  R.  2421.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Frank  L. 
McCartha;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    ROBERTS: 

H.  R.  2422.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  the  Coosa 
River  Newsprint  Co.;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R  2423.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jaakko 
Olavl  Hurstl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
dlciarv. 

By  Mr   ROONEY: 

H.  R.  2424.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
August  Josefsson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv   Mr.    ROOSEVELT: 

H.  R.  2425.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Okon;    to  the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

H  R.  242C.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  S. 
Stutzer  and  Halya  Stutzer;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2427.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Annie 
Lilke;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2428.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nader 
Taghlnia-Mllani;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2429.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adolf 
Rubinstein;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2430.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ehstathlos 
Arlstidou  Spathls;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  2431.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Renato 
Ugo  RaffaeUl;  to  the  C<xnmlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2432.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  U  Ming; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SMALL: 

H.  R.  2433.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Raymond  Gibson,  a  aainor:  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  3434.  A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Sally 
Kltterman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtuli- 
clary. 


By  Mr.  SMITH  of  UioAs^ppU 
H  R.  »4S5.  A  Mil  for  the  reUef  of  the  Starr 
Construction  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  th« 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 
H.  R  3436.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Anesti  N. 
Balcousheff;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  THOM>J3: 
H.  R.  2437.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Mae 
Hopkins  (nee  Schnurer);  to  the  Committes 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TOLLKFSON: 
H.R  3438.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
P.  Kendrigan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr.   TRIMBLE: 
H.  R  2439.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Joe  G. 
Washbtirn;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.R.  2440.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lldija 
Cimze;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2441.  A  wn  for  the  relief  of  Husnu 
AUullah  Berker;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 

H.  R  2442.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Domenlco 
Basnisco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  2443.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  DImltrlos 
Savvas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  2444.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kocclml- 
des  Nicolas  Katsibrls;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  D'EWART: 

H.  R.  2445.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  in  fee  to 
Mrs.  Vina  Coulter  Wakan;  to  the  Committes 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 

H.  Con.  Res.  29.  Concurrent  resolution 
favoring  the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows; 

30.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Resolutions  con- 
cerning the  extension  of  social  security.  Fed- 
eral payments  in  lieu  of  taxes,  and  Federal 
tax  on  municipal-bond  income  adopted  at 
the  Thirty-seventh  Annual  Conference  of 
the  New  Jersey  State  League  of  Municipal- 
ities. Atlantic  City,  N.  J.;  to  the  Committes 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

31.  By  Mr.  PORAND:  Petition  of  the  De- 
partment of  Rhode  Island.  Italian-American 
War  Veterans  of  the  United  States.  Inc.,  urg- 
ing revision  of  the  Servlcemens'  Indemnity 
Act  of  1951,  to  permit  veterans  of  World 
Wars  I  and  II  to  reinstate  their  national 
service  life  insurance  and  United  States  Gov- 
ernment life  Insurance  which  may  have 
lapsed:  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

32.  By  Mr.  MARSHALL:  Petition  of  O.  J, 
Kaschinltter,  Paynesvllle,  Minn.,  and  others 
urging  revision  of  selective-service  agricul- 
tural-deferment policy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


COMMITTEE  EMPLOYEES 
CoMMrrrxB  om  A6iucui.tt7U 

Jantjakt  9,  1953. 

To  the  Clxxk  of  rm  House: 

The  sbove-mentloned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1948. 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  foUowlng  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  duruac  tike  C-month  period  fron 
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January  29 


July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive. 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


To  til 

griiss 

Name  of  employee 

Profession 

salary 

durine 

i>-moiith 

IieiKxl 

John  J.  Heimhunter... 

Toiinspl  (n 

i.\  (i33.  fm 

Altav!'iic  Clark 

Kxifutive  officer  (pi. 

S.sivlii 

Mub<-1  C.  Downey 

Clerk  (Ci. ._ 

S,  K23.  m 

Lydia  Varin 

Stall  a-ssistdnt  (C)... 

.■1,224  IM 

Alic-c  Baker 

do 

2.  SMV  :t2 

I^orraine  (iroenbaum  . 

do 

2.  ^■lx. :«-.' 

Bt'lty  Preiioso.. 

do 

2.  iZX.  il 

Funds  authorirwl  or  apjiropriatcd  for  com- 
mit t  eo  ex  |)end  i  t  ures  J.vi,  (ino  ni) 

Amount  of  PTpendiHircs  iirpvio«istv  rpporte<l.     18,  HUl.  li 
Anioimt  exiH'iided  from  July   1  to  Dec.  31, 

19,i2 --.'. 10.  IM.  l.i 


Total  amotiMt  pxp*'n'letl  from  July  1  to 

Dec.  31,  iyo2... 28.9.-.»  *'. 


Balance  une.i;i>en<le(J  as  of  Dec.  31.  I9,'i2. 


21.  (M.";.  14 


Haiold  D.  Ooolet, 

Chairman. 

CoMMrmx  on  Appboprutions 

Januakt  15,  1953. 
To  the  Clkik  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1932.  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


T.,t.»l 

(fross 

Name  of  employee 

Profesiiion 

sal'iry 

diiriiiE 

fi-iiionlh 

pel  iod 

George  Y.  Harvey 

Clerk  and  staff  di- 
rector. 

$^  >«23  mi 

Kenneth  Sprankle 

The  a.<si.<t;»nt  clerk 

,V  S23.  (XI 

\\  iliiam  K.  Duvall 

Second    a.ssistaut 
clerk. 

5.  S23.  Ul 

Corhal  P.  Orescan 

Assist.int  clerk   

.">.  <«2n  («) 

Kohert  K.  Ijinibert... 

....  do 

f,  H'/i  im 

I'lul  Vf.  Wilson 

....   .lo 

■\  tV42.  .VJ 

Hos-v  P.  PoiJe 

do 

.^  *Al  .52 

J  IV  B.  Howe 

do.. 

h.  Ml.  S-1 

Arthur  Orr        

do 

S.  2W;.  ^12 

Kobert  P.  Williams... 

do 

5,  1,W.  tW 

1  ran  k  Zanders  _ 

do 

4.  H).i.  «« 

CiMson  W  .  Culp    

do.... 

4.  WW.  ii»i 

Hohcrt  M.  Mover 

..   .   d) 

4.  .fits  (Hi 

HoN'rt  I..  Michaels...! 

.   <lo     . 

:}.  Vt^.\  INi 

l.awruuce  C  .  MiIUt... 

Junior    assistant 
cliik. 

3,  \\h.-36 

O   ITomer  .^karin 

d.) 

2.  lOV  C*) 

K;irl  C.  Sil.<hy 1 

.     .  do  .      ..     .       . 

2.  S2ti.  H) 

^  r:inri<  (1    .N!frr:ll 

Clerk --tcnfwniiiher 

2,  I.HH.  U 

Siiiiiiicl  K.  Pre.ston 

....  do    

2.  1  •««  :h 

RuNTt  M.  Lewis 

.Me.-vsfnurr 

l..S,>4.  7X 

Wniie  Tarrant 

Janilor-nies-^enser 

1.4.'1.7il 

John  C.  Pu(fh 1 

Consiillmu                   1 

l,21H   14 

K.  K.  KcklotT 1 

Clerk  tothcmajontv  1 

4.  tf."!!.'* 

KdNtI  E.  U-e 

Clerk  tothcmiiiDntv  1 

.•i.  ><2:v  mi 

Koss  1).  Krilh  

Clerk-«ti'n(iKr:iphir  ■ 
to  the  ch;iirrn:iii 

l,(i.-sJ.  7S 

I.awri'nce  .\.  Dicenro. 

ClcrW-<lrriOi."-:ll.ti.T 
to  raiikiiiK  nniior- 
il  V  iiu-niU"- 

2,  IsM  .14 

fiilia  M.  Elliott. 

Cl«'rk-strnoi;r,i|iher 
to    siitK<itiiinittce 
clrumuiii. 

2.1H9.34 

William  J.  Neary 

....   do        

2.  isy  .■« 

N  orujean  Ray 

.—   <lo 

2   l.SM  ;u 

Terence  J.  \  cflrath  . 

....   do 

2.  !><<<    il 
2.  IS")  xy 
■1.  1  V.I.  :h 

7.".»  7s 

2.  is«  :h 

2.  U\t  M 

EUiaheth  H.  Pascual. 

dn     .                          1 

Theodora  M.  Orant 

do 1 

I.#na  M.  Adams 

do...   " 

Dorothy  M.  Vilale 

....   .1..     .     

Kthel  M.  Scholl 

Ann  M.  Woodwaril     . 

..      .1.                

.     do                     ■.  ■ 

llarve  W.  MobUy... 

....:■:::::;:::: 

1.4.-.!i.  .V, 

Funds  authorir.ed  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee expenditures $302,215.00 


Amountof  expend  it  ures  pre  viotuily  reported.  None 

Anidunt  e.xpended  from  July  1  to  Dec.  31, 
I'.'V.' 127,  101. ,18 


Totil  amount  expended  from  July  1 

to  Dec.  31.  1»52 127.  101  .W 

nahinc*"  unexiH-nded  as  of  Dec  31.  10.^2 I7.i.  113.  i.2 

Clakence  Cannon. 

Chairman. 

CoMMrrrxE  on  Apphopriattons.  Investigative 

Ftjnction 

January   15,   1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ai)- 
proved  August  2.  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  I>ecember  31.  1952.  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it; 


Name  of  fniployec 


I'rofosion 


'I  ut.ii 

truss 

sil.iry  "^ 

dilniic 

ii-inontli 

Ikti'mI 


John  J.  Donnelly '   Dirpftor   of   slndip^      $,Vs2;i'» 

I      and  iii\  i-stiiniiiiins.   , 

KotuTt  K.  Uiulirinvt-r      lMvcsin:iilnr 

(  li:ir!is  (i.  Hiiynes  ...' do 

John  K.  Doyli'    do 

\  Il  lor  .1.  OrsiiiL'iT ill) 

.'^.  Ctiurchill  Kjinipre        ...    .do. '"' 

I  'iirrejl   D     Donovan  do       . 

M    I'hvlli-;  .MonatfSuin      Clerk  si,.iiii;:ni|>lnr 

iKleu  I'tfrry. do 


4.712  70 

4   .'i<M  'IH 

4.  .'<'!,  'IH 

2.  <««l«)  .'I 

2.  47:t  M 

2.  imi  ;s 

Kti  ;o 

2.  141    ■■! 
2.  m  «  sj 


REIMBURSEMENTS    TO     GOVER.NMENT    AGENCIE; 


I^epartinent   of   A^rri- 

culMiri- 

Ji.lin  J.  Mall.-n     .... 
Kdlow  ().  Piirk.r    . 

Investiirator 

...   do 

$1,  v?i  \^ 

1    111   M 

l)c|i;irtineril  of  the  Vir 
Korif    Kov»  Ijud  W. 

do 

I.  M,l  71 

1  l\ei. 

Department     of     the 
.^^nlv:    Charles    \S  . 

...do 

2,  V2tv  >ji) 

H.ut 

1  lepurlMient   o.   Coiri- 

iiiertr 

Hureaii     o/     Slund- 

anis- 

Chester  H     I'.iKe. . 
l.;ilirislon  S.    1  .ly-. 

...   do 

...   do 

1.  :v.  .«> 

lor 
Civil      .^proImlItl(•'<  !  ...  do 
AdminiNtrat  ion :  1 
Clitford  C.  Hul.se.   | 

Defeii>o    Traii-iiort  \ do. 

A  d  in  i  n  I  •;  t  r  a  I  I  o  M 
Henry  K.  IVIle 
eririo. 
1  )i>lrut  of  Columbia 
OtTici'  of  Cori>ora- 
lion  Counsel; 

John  F    Doyle. do 

Oliver  (iiisch  ...    do 

EfsMioniic      Stabiliza-    Uo 

tion  AEency  Offltv 
of  Price  ."Jiiibdi?.*- 
t  ion  :  .\  le  X  1.-,  IV 
Hukovsky. 
Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vesfiujiiorr 

William    .\I.    Alex-     ...  do 

ander. 
KotM-rt    (>.    Aulen-    do 

l>:»<-|ier. 

C.irl  I,.  Bennett      .J do 

Will  mi  W.  Colhy.    ' do  

Kotxri  J.  DentH>n   ..'....   ilo  

.Arthur     W      Kngs-  I do 

trom. 

Kiwifi  I".  Hair do 

n  iioll  M.  11  iir I..    .   do    ■" 

M.irzuerile  .\.  Han-      Clerk -si  enograi 

SITl. 

AIIhtI  T.  Healy      .      Invesliuator 

John  1".  Kixheiider-  : do 

'■•'■  

Paul  II.  Ia-*is ' do 


1.  7iW,.  1,7 

2.  U70.  JU 


Hdl  Sll 
I .  lis  '<s 
4.  JH  Vs 


her 


2.  >/J3 

(.• 

l.yjll 

77 

3.  S7II 

74 

3  tto 

.VI 

l.'.l'l 

Is 

J.  Mt^ 

IJ 

Wil 

.'..I 

3,  2»w; 

IW 

123 

7.^ 

X  MX 

'II 

3.  -'  1  .-1 

40 

2,>*7'2.15 


Name  of  employee 


AllsTt  (!.  Ma<slon- 

aid. 
M  a  r  (r  a  r  p  t     E  . 

Mil  >irinotl, 
Piiliard  A    Mill«'r   . 
'1  iioinis     .M.     .\Iul- 

henn 
l'e:er  li.  Koth,  Jr., 
Jnhii  A     Kohl 
Ml  U  in  K   "-inirleton 
Kicliiinl  B    ,-ni;th 
Henrv     J     ."Joiners 
K.U  i:.l    r    -l.ii.' 
.'sjnniil  1    \  itileii 
M  11  ni-  -    W.ill:iii' 
Knier'il  (in  iI  Defens.- 

,\dniiiii-.lr  ilion. 
^-l.•|lllen  J    I  inllo     . 
'■  II  lion   M     Jeiieks 
Federal    S  e  (■  i|  r  i  t  y 
A  i.'e  lie  V        y  II  11  I  ic 
H  e  .1  1  I  II    .-^  e  r  V  I  1  e 

Jollll    II      .^i-Tlll.'t"' 

Ceneril    .~er\  :ee<    Ad- 
nun  -Inilion 
Add-on     .s.     Horn 

tnli'el  I 

John    II     Holinead,  ' 

J''  I 

Kiil.ind  H    I'vrie 

(i.orjte    I).   .''II.  Idon, 

Jr  I 

.Mian  '^'ewart  TIiotii 

Kred   W    >oiini[ 

1  »ep.iiiin,iil  ol  JiLslice:! 
Kniiins  .\  D.dv  .  .1 
J. mil"-  ¥    H.iMliin 

De|i-irnneiii     of     the  | 

AltHTi     W       Buik- 
ni.kster  I 

Kills  \I    KI  ne     I 

Ki.  hird  (■    I'.iiil    ...I 
.)  lines  K    1  tionias 

CMi.v  of    D.velisii    .\Io-    I 

l.ll./ltlnn 
*  '  rus'    I  III  I'reP  _  _     ' 

John  I  >    ')  oiini!  > 

.•viuriiies      and      Kx-   i 

eh  J  ri  !.'•■     < '  oiii  in  :  s- 

sion     II     I  loll  ( 'inn- 

niings 
]ie|i.irinienl  of  Stu'e 

r  ■\  i'h..lo';>r.il   s|r.,i  . 

eK>    H.urd     W.ivne 

'r       Mlhlll- 

'I  enntv~.s'   \  :i;iev    \ll- 

Ihoniv       J.inies     K 

i.o-M.ird. 
TriM-'irv     Iii'iMfl- 

p. ■Ill       Hr\  ini      l> 

ll.-rs 
\  rier  ills'  Adii.iiii.slra- 


Profession 


ToUl 
RrxKW 
salary 
diirinr 
li-inontli 
period 


Invrstigator 

Clerk  stenographer 

Invi-stigator 

do 


..lo 
do 
do 
do 
do 
do 
<lo 

-do. 


...do 

-.  do 

--do... 


do    .. 
do    .. 


...   <lo    

...   do 

.   .   do    

do 

do 

...  do   


.  .  <lo 

do 

do . 

C  lerk-steno|{rai>her. 


do 
liives|i|fator 
....  do 


13,  190  41 

J,V)  M 

."5.  **)  M 
4,01ti  36 

1,221  V. 
3.  21.".  40 
1.  .Wx  i\> 
1.  .■<M2  IM 

1,  wn  .1-, 

12.  IIH 

12  m 
3,  1K2.  5s 


4.  6.12  <■.■! 
1.  LM2  K7 
LOi'.'« 


1,340  U 
3,503.ii: 
1. 47fi  on 

2,  7s«  31 

3,  M.vmi 

4,  4<4  .Vi 

1,  fwe  ?> 

2,ti34.  )iU 
3.021  .¥. 

i.otn  4t 

\.*iV>  :(7 
57,"..  S7 


2.  492  M 

2,  iwi.  a 


4,  153.  W) 


.'-.ni  J    Chirk 

\\  illoii  H.  (iii!i,i;:iih 


Z013  *1 
1,  VIW  iU 


Fundi  ^iithoriiei)  or  ai)[)roprlnte<l  for  (X)m- 
in.'.l.s   ev|H-iidiUires    »,^)0. 000  00 

A  'nount  ofexm-ndittiresprPvidiKly  rejmrtesl^  .N'one 

Aiiioini'  .-xisiided  Irom  July  1  io  Dec.  31^ 
l-*'-'     21fl.nK.''07 


Tot.ll  amount  pxpende<l  from  July  1, 

U'liee    31.  IM-SJ    ?I«.  flU^  07 

Pihnee  tine\i».ride!)  as  of  Dec    31.  1952        ..     283.  314. 1(3 
li\'t.eni   o(   tijils  ren  lere<l    lor   prior   fl.scal 
l""''!'"! 5.  485  3« 

CuvRENCE  Cannon, 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  Arm«d  Scrvicxs 

January  2,   1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  «ub- 
commlttee.  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submit* 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31.  1962,  Inclusive. 
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together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


• 

Total 

KTOfH 

Numeof  imployoe 

Profession 

salary 

durin«; 

ft-tnonth 

period 

KiiU-rt  W.  Sniirt 

Chief  eounsel 

$5,823  no 

lohn  K.  Hlandfi.rd   ... 

Coun.s«'l  

6.  K2:i.  mi 

1  h'lrl.s  K.  DucHiider.- 

do 

5.  R23.  on 

riolili  W.  Kelleher  ... 

do 

,^  S23.  mt 

.hiiiliv  An^'ell 

CkTical  irtaff 

2,  >*  1(1.  7(1 

1,.  1.4IU1.S.'  Kills  .    

do... 

2,  sill.  7(1 

Kli/jilsth  ililnma' 

do 

2,  Kid.  7(1 

<  ili?a  K.  (ins'iie    

do 

2,  Hid.  7(1 

du 

3.  Oti.'^   ."IH 

H.rnleiT  Kalinowski.. 

...  <lo 

2.  Md  7ll 

J.ilm  J.  Courtney 

SinvlBl  counsel  (July 
I,  ly.'i2,  through 
Jan.  3,  19.W). 

5,  9211.  U5 

r.4ul  1..  .Monulian 

Assi.stant  to  sp»vlnl 
(XHinsi'l  (July  1, 
1U.V2,  through  Jau. 
3,  lU-V?). 

i!>01.(l8 

KnU-rt  N.  Tvlrr 

do  .- 

.\llfi.fl 

Kli  hitrd  W.  Wehh 

do 

4,  -,Si.  tW 

liiNlller  Kless 

Clerk  (AUL'.  1,  1H.'.2, 
UiriHJKhJan.:i,Ht,')HV 

tStiU.  4S 

."^!.ir>   V    Morrill 

S«'<TelJiry  t)  siH-cial 
is)unsel  (July  1, 
1W.V2.  throutih  Jan. 
;i.  ly.M)  (Offiiv  of 
Sjieclal  Coun.scl 
oixTHtint'  under 
1  .  Kes  3H.  11  Hes 
114.  and  H  livi. 
Uu). 

2,  K-_  -,1 

I  und"  nuih(.rl/e<l  or  approprbited  for  coin- 
iialleiM  xiKiidlluri-8 $l."iO.  0(1(1  00 


.\nioiinl  of  exix'tidilun'S  previously  re- 
l-irud  .  .. .17. 979.  y, 

Aiiiodiii  I  \i>eiid(si  from  July  1,  iw.vj  to  Jim.  3, 
|.\t...   24.9fi2.m 


Total  ^inioiuit  exjiendisl  from  Jan.  1, 

ly.M.toJaii    3,  IW.'v'J R2,941.99 

!'  .Lin(s  no.  xixiideiUsof  Jan.  3,  I9M 07,0.^5.(11 

Carl  Vinson, 

Chairvfian. 

Committee  on   Banking  and  Currewcy 

January  10,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
rt  mmlttee.  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1846. 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952,  to  December  31.  1952.  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
jiropnaied  and  expended  by  It: 


T()t;il 

pniss 

N'al'lP  of  employee 

Profession 

salary 

diiriii)! 

fi-nioiith 

period 

'  iriimn  .'^    1-  ink  

lohll   K.   Hun  lele         .    . 
Willi  ini   1    H'lll.ihiin.  . 
Ms"    1.    iM.iil.l 
l!il.  •    ;■     l.oiit 
'•.imiiile  .M.  De\lin 

rechnicttl  slalT 

-        '1" 

rvx\              

AsslslHiiI  cli'ik 

do             

.•<l411ll^'IiiplUT    ..     

t\  ."VO.  1 2 
4.  0  ■■:!.  -20 
.S.K2:Vdd 
4.  (Mi.  \<1 
2,  K.SK.  I*-. 

Htiy.  ((."i 

\\     Kenneth  Wnikins  i  Coiisidliinr  arehitecl     i  l.ddO  (»i 

Mil'lns!  (liil.l.  ts     ...I  Sleno'.'nipher I      '413.0'. 

"Iivei   K.   Meidows  IllMsiiiiiitor     I  2.  ,'k4K  d  t 

-i  Assistant  clerk '  l,tjyt».  V> 


Jleli-n  A.  \\  iikdit 


.AiiHHiiit'   paid   to   employis-s   of   .■siifK-oniniittis'   on 
noiisiiii:  piirsiiiinl  In  H.  lies"  4.Jii  and  H.  H.  s.  4.(7. 
I  uo'N    iiiihoii7ei1   or   appropriHted    for  ciim- 

iii'ii.e.\|»  ndnui-es IPO,  000  no 

»  iiioijiit  of  I  \|»iiditiiri»<  im'viously  n  i>orted  .     'A,  717.  70 
,^  mount   1  viKiided  from   July   I   to  Di-c.  31, 

mv^ _ IK, 929.  44 


'I'oiiil  amount  exppoded  from  Oct.  17. 

r.'.d  lo  l>.'c.  .11,  iy.'i2 47.fi47  14 

Tl..irii-.    ui»v|,  inle.l  ;i.s  ol   Dee.3t,l%2 22,  :»52.  »«i 

Brent  Spenci, 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  the  District  or  Colxtmbu 

January  26.  1952. 
To  the  Clrsk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  cc»nmlttee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  801.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952,  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Total 
gross 

Name  of  emiiloyee 

Pmftwsion 

salary 

durinV 

ft-montli 

IH'riiKl 

William  N.  McUo<l. 
Jr 

Clerk 

Js'.,  K22.  V, 

Wendell  E.  Cable 

Minoritv  clerk 

A.IWkM 

Hiith  Biitlerwdrth 

Assistiuit  clerk 

3,  4t>:i.  92 

(ieorije  K.  .'stew art 

Coun.scl 

S,  t>42.  .^2 

Marie  K.  Hurda    . 

.Assistant  clerk     

2.  m;.  :«i 

H;u  Inua  .K.  Schwartz. 

Stenoprapher   (July 
J  toS«-pt.30.  1952). 

LO-M.  H3 

Funds   authorized   or   ap|)rol>riate<l   for   eom- 

niittec  exjxMlditures $2.000  00 

Ainount  of  ex;)enditures  previou.sly  reported. .        922  t>7 
.\  mount  ciiH-nded  from  July  1  lo  IJec.  31,  1952.  3  10 


Total  amount  expended  from   Feb.  20, 

19.')1,  to  Dec.  31,  1952.... 92.5.77 

B..1  iiuv  une\|).  dded  as  of  Dec.  31,  1952 1,074.23 

Jno.  L.  McMillan. 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
January  13,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
llie  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
P"blic  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
June  30.  1952.  to  December  31.  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Total 

gross 

\nnie  ofeiniiloyce 

Profession 

s;i!ary 

durinc 

t>-nionth 

IHrio<i 

KhhI  (1.  Hiissiv 

Chiefclerk 

$5.  S23,  on 

.lohn  .'^.  Forsvihe 

(ieneral  eouns<  1 

.5.  KZl  00 

i>avid  -N'.  ileiider.son 

Assistanl  general 
ei)ijn.s«'l. 

5.  823.  dO 

Riis.sidl  C.  Pi'rrick.son. 

Iiuestinutor 

5.  H23.  IK) 

Jolin  ()   Orahani   .     .. 

.Minority  clerk 

5.  «23.  («) 

Miirv  Pauline  Smith.. 

-Assistant  clerk 

;$.  dOl.ml 

Barbara  .\nii  -^tint 

do 

3,(Rll.(i«'. 

Kalhr>n  Kivett   

do.. 

3.  d(ll.»i4i 

Fr,an(s>s  N.  Uolierts... 

do 

3.  noi  fi(i 

Mxrtlc  locher 

A!»sistant  clerk  (uii- 

o,  mn.cio 

uorily). 

Funds  nnlhoriri-d  or  appmpriatod  for  cnm- 

inittec  cvin'iiditurcs $3(1,0(10.00 

«h7.  H9 

:«i,  (X7.  H« 

Amount  of  expenditures  previously  rcport<si.      H,b3K:tO 
Ainouut  cxpendisl  from  June  30  to  llec.  31, 
iy52 -.- 2.07.5.  .^.^ 


Total  amount  expt^nded  fnim  Jan.  1  to 
Dec.  31,  1952... 10.913  K3 

Hjlanceune\pende<la«of  Dec.  31, 19.52 19,  774.  (Hi 

Graham  A.  Barden. 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  Foreign  Aitairs 


January  6,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, piu^uant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  repcM-t  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952.  to  December  31,  1962,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Total 

gross 

Xanie  of  employee 

Pn^fession 

salary 

dtirinp 

6-mont  h 

I)eri<Hl 

Boyd  Crawfonl 

StatT  Rdinini.strator 
and   committee 
clerk. 

»5,  S23. 00 

Sheldon  7..  K.iplan... 

Staff  (sm.sultaiit 

.5.  S23.  00 

Kov  J.  BulliKk     

ito.. 

.5.  K2;i.  110 

AlbertC.  F.  We,stplml. 

...do 

5.  K2:i.  00 

June  NiKh 

Staff  iks-sistant 

.3. 14.5.  -e, 

V\  inifrtsl  ().  Osbonie.. 

.....do 

3.  .3»4  -M 

Helen  C.  Mattas 

do 

3.  145.  25 

.Myrtle  M.  Melvin 

do 

3.  mh. ;« 

Helen  L.  Ilashageil 

'^" 

3, 000. 00 

Funds  authorizes!  or  approprialisi   for  com- 
mittis-  exj)endima'S. $7.5, 000.  no 

-Amount  of  ex|)enditurea  previously  reported.     17,  281.  7ij 
.\mounl  ex|)enried   from   July    1   lo   l>e<'.  31, 

1952 ,1,  4«4.  .5fl 


Tot.il  amount  expende<l  from  Jan.  1  to 
Dec.  31,  19.52 20.74fi..T! 

Dalanci'  unexiicndwl  tis  of  I>ec.  31. 19,W 54. 253.  08 

Jas.  P.  Richards. 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  Government  Operations 

January  7,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  erf  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  January  3,  1953,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


T'nexp»>iidcd  balance.  July  1,  19.52. 


$14H.  291. 


Kxifensf-s  from  July  1,  19,',2,  to  Jan.  3,  1653: 

Full  (simniitUs- 2, 

Inter-tiovernmental  Kelations  Subooin- 
iiiitt<'e,    I'onpressnian    Hkkbekt    C 

BoNNKR,  chairman 13, 

Special  Subcommittis-  Making  Inquiry 
Into  Home  Ixmn  Hank  Board  and 
Kebit4>d  Agencies,  Congrissmau  CHliT 

HoLiKlKi.i).  chairinan 2, 

(iovernment  Oi>eratioiis  Sutx'ommitt^'e, 
ConKres-sinaii    1'okter    Hakiiy,    Jr., 

chairman  -- 40, 

ExeniUve  and  l.<>gislalive  Kisirgaidza- 
lion      .sutusiinmittee.      Congressman 

Chkt  HoLiKiKi.l),  chairman   15, 

Fedenil  Kelations  With  International 
Organizations  Subcommittee,  Con- 
gressman HtNUKkSM.N  L.vN HAM, chair- 
man  r.,  on  OS 


12.V 

23 

435. 

r,5 

412. 

r,'* 

S44 

H<) 

027 

CI 

Total   S|>ent   froin   Jiilv   1,   19,52,    lo 
Jan.  3,  1953 - 80,  759.  4« 


Total  unex|)end(si  Jan.  3.  1H.M. 


67.  5:«.  24 


Total 

gross 

Name  of  employee 

Profession 

lUtliM  y 

durine 

t)-nionlh 

pt-ri(Kl 

Thoma.«  K  Kenne<lv.. 

(lenera!  counsel   

$.5,  M23.  on 

William  A.  Young 

Staff  dl'>'Ct.(»r 

.5,  H2:V(I(I 

Christine  Ray  Davis.. 

Chief  cleik _ 

\H£.i  (KI 

Martha  C.  Roland 

Assistant  chiefclerk 

,5,  290.  92 

J,  RoUrl  Brown 

Res<-;uch  analyst 

4,  ti«l.',  (i(j 

ffl 

;     ' 

■■\ 

K    ' 

"       , 

■  I 

^1 


^  1' 


n 


-m 


rm 

^•:#^ 


f'fi 

"H 


m 


\U 


l^i 


ll-  i 


m 


i>4 


iiii 
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Name  of  emploTce 

»*     -*-        '  -  - 

Total 

KfOM 

salary 

K  imcaBMni 

during 

5- month 

period 

Florence  Hoffmao. 

Awaben  Zae 

Dolores  Fel'Dotto 

AlJM  Cravetts 

» 

Staff     member     to 
minority.  July  1  to 
Sept.  10,  1952. 

Minority  clerk 

Clerk-Menograpber.. 
do 

Si,  651.  22 

4,  KM.  00 
3,  4<->3.  93 
i  667.  30 

Expenses  of  full  committee: 

Stationery  supplies  for  full  committee  and 
subcommittees .  

$367  61 

Perio<lieals  for  use  ( 
Mimeographing . . . 

Telephone 

Taxi  tares,  official  t 
Poeta«e  and  statior 

able  in  stationery 
Plane  transportatk 

subcommittees. . 

>f  committee 

11   .S.'j 

)u.siness. _. 

lery  supplies,  not  avail 

room 

m,  full  committee  anc 

Bft-XS 
18.  SO 

24.36 

1,423.46 

Hotel,  mileage,  meals,  per  diem 

Total 

179.  (If) 
2,125  23 

Inter-Oovemmental  Relations  Subcommittee 
Coa«reesman  Hkrbbet  C.  Bonncr,  chair 
man: 

John  H.  W.  Small,  counsel 

Cora  IXHiise  Harris,  clerk -steno^frapher... 

'illian  E.  Oray,  clerk -stenoerapher 

)  ureau  of  the  Budget,  reimour!«ement  for 
personal  serviises  of  Ray  Ward 

Hotel,  mileage,  meals,  per  diem 

Plane  transportation 

Reporter 

Mimeographing 

Stamps... 

2,203.04 

2,  424.  33 

863.86 

6. 062.  .W 

1.  IM6.  09 

9.^68 

118.75 

9.00 

2.  40 

Total 

13.  43.5.  f,.', 

4.  893.  23 
4,  Ml,  ^7 

1,114.63 

4,893.23 


Special  Subcommittee  Making  Inquiry  Into 

the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  and  Related 

Afcenciee,   Congreesman   Cukt   UoLiriKLO, 

chairman; 

Hyman  L  Fischbach,  reimbursement  for 

hotel,  transportation,  meals,  cab  fares, 

telephone 2.413  32 

Government  Operations  Subcommittee,  Con- 
greesman PORTBR  Hakdt,  Jr.,  ch:iirman: 

Michael  P.  Balwan,  staff  director 

William  A.  Brewer,  couns«'l .    .     . . 

Eugene  F.  Sullivan,  legal  assistant,  July  I 

to  Sept.  20,  1952 

Thomas  O.  Fleming,  administrative  a.s- 

sistant .   .     .     

Lewis  J.  Lapbam,  administrative  Assist- 
ant  .3,84.5.56 

H.  Sander  Bell,  administrative  assistant..  2, 2<J0.  52 
John  C.  Vick,  administrative  analyst  ..  .  2,964.  51 
James  R.  Morgan,  administrative  analyst.        89(1.  74 

Frances  O.  Hardy,  research  clerk 3,683.60 

Sylvia  L.  Swartzel,  clerk 2,649.74 

Mildred  Deen,  clerk-stenofjrapher 2,387.78 

Oamette  8.  Benton,  stencigrapher 609.98 

Gordon  P.  Pevton,  special  counsel 1, 668.  00 

Stephen  P.   Carnes,  Jr..  special  adviser 

into  various  activities  of  V  A 672.  00 

Railroad  transportation 25.96 

Stamps 4.  <»2 

Plane  transportation .._ 348.  .5.5 

Photostating 21.  97 

Telephone 271.  ,55 

Witness  expenses 43.  60 

Eipen.ses,  conducting  investigations  away 
from  Washington,  D.  C 3,238.92 

Total. 40.844.  S6 


Executive  and  Legislative  Reorganlratlon  Snb- 
committt*.  Congressman  Chkt  Uuliitikld, 
Chairman: 

Herbert  Rohack,  .otafl  director .5,OTO.a5 

Dorothy  n.  Morrison,  clerk   3..521.fi5 

Olive  -M.  "tVilleroy.  assistant  clerk. 3,  321  65 

Telephone 123.  25 

Exi)en.«es,  conductlns  Investigations  away 
from  Washington,  U.  C 1,M0  74 


Total. 


1.1  ()•: 


34 


Fe<leral  Relations  With  International  Orsani- 
zations  Subcommittee,  Consres^nian  llt.s- 
PBRsoN  Lanham,  chairman. 

Franklin  D.  Rogers,  Jr.,  clerk 

JohnJ.McElwoe,admlnislrativoa.v'!i.stant' 
Transportation 


4,.31fi.7« 
2,  .544.  78 

52  52 


Total 6.9U08 

William  L.  Dawson. 

Chairman. 

CoMMTrncx  on  House  Administration 

December  31,  1952. 
To  the  Clzsx  of  the  House  : 

The   above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
conunlttee,  pursuant  to  section   134    (b)    of 


the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1048, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submit* 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31.  1952,  tocluslve, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


Name  of  employee 


I.ea  Booth 

Marjorle  Savage... 

J;ick  Watson 

l.ura  Cannon   

Ruth  Bradk'y 


Total 

K  rotes 

Profession 

.salary 
durit'if 

r>- month 

periixl 

Cl.rk       

$4.».-.l    26 

Assi.stant  cUrk 

4.  si:i.  02 

....  do 

4.674  7S 

....  do 

3,  :«M  .V, 

do 

2,  34."*  M 

Thos.  B.  Btanlet, 

Chatrman. 

CoMMrrm  om  Interior  and  Insular  ArvAiRS 

J.ANUART  15,   1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pvirsuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1846, 
Public  Law  601,  3eventy-nlnth  Congress,  ap- 
proved Aug\ist  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31,  195  >,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  autiorlzed  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  it: 


-^^         Name  of  employee 


Professional  staff; 
i're.<ton  K.  I'mlen. 
Jame:i  K.  Carr 


James  R.  Queen 

WiUlamU.  Hackctt 


Clerical  stall: 
\"lrglnia  McMlchael 

Claude  K.  Kaean 

NaiK-y  J    .\ni()l(l 

<  leraUlme  Kaker.  . .. 
Kuth  1   'riiiirnoiiv 
EUrabeth  L.  An^us 


Profe.ssion 


Comniitti>e  coun.^,  1 
Technlfal    ciin«iilt- 

ant    (Irri^alton 

and  Keclauial:!)!!). 
Coii.'iultant    I  Mines 

and  .MininK' 
Consult.mt     I'lCrri- 

tortes  and  In.sular 

AlIair-<). 


Tot.ll 
gru-vi 
salary 
diiniiif 
tVnionth 
[leriod 


I 


A.ssist.int      to 

chairman. 
Chiff  il.Tk   _   .. 
Minority  clerk 

Clerk   

....  <lo 

..do 


the 


6,  'ftj  t.)0 


,5.  571  40 
.5,01i.  UO 

,5,  S23  no 

5,  .H2:t  i») 
4.  WIft  H6 

3,  1 4,5  M 

."..  in,,"  ,> 
2.  <«*..  44 


N0TS9 

(U  Timothy  V.  K.  T)ill()n  cniployofl  as  chief  coiins-1 
on  Seaward  Houndtirfes,  cliiiTKeat.le  .s(>o(uil  fund,  (ircrvs 
salary  $1  ,«I0. 

(2)  (leoree  H.  Soule  em[)U)ywl  as  con.iiiltai.t  on  mitiitig 
and  minerals,  salary  chargeable  to  s^iecial  fund.  (ir(>s> 
iiahiry  during  6-month  period,  $5,82.3. 

(;u  Jacob  N.  Wfis,-«rman,  chief  counsel,  Bureau  of 
Land  .Vlanajremeiit,  on  loan  from  I  >e|>u'liueiit  of  the 
Interior  to  aid  In  the  study  on  revision  of  public  lanci 
laws.  Salu-y  chargeable  to  sijeclal  fund  during  fi-niunth 
licriod,  $3.31.5. 

Funds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee eiiH."nditures $100,000.00 

Amount  of  e\iJendltur»«  previously  re- 
IKjrted     47, 961   49 

Amount  expended  from  July  1  to  l»«c.  31, 
ly.i-' 2.5,901   02 

Total  amount  PTfiended  from  Feb.  2, 

19.51,  to  Dec.  31,  1U.5J 73.Hfl2  51 

Balanceuneipendedasofl>ec.  31, 19.52  2»i,  i.r  4y 

John  R.  Murdoch, 

Chairman. 

HOUSR    COMMriTEX    ON    INTERSTATE    AND 

Foreign  Commerce 

January  15,  1953. 
To  the  Clzrk  or  the  House  : 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section   134    (b)    of 


the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952.  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


Total 

grOBB 

Name  of  employee 

P.  ofosslon 

salary 

during 

6-rnonth 

period 

Clerical  staff- 

KUmi  J,  I. avion 

Clerk       .        

»5. 823  no 

MaroM  W   I.lnculn 

Assistant  ekrk 

3. 066.  58 

Kenni'th  J   I'ainter 

.  do 

3,06,5  58 

(ienriiia   il.    Olas- 

A.*<istant    cl»Tk-»te- 

2,826  HO 

niii:iii. 

norniphor. 

Helen  A.  Orirkis 

do      .         

2.731  02 

Hov  1'   Vi  ilktnsiin 

Assi.stant  clerk   

2,im  34 

Camille  U'R.  Ag- 

Assistant    rlerk-ste- 

2,438  S3 

niw. 

nogriuher  (author- 
\u-i\  M,  Kes.  123 
and  .516). 

^^elt.a  J    cout- 

do 

XTW  14 

iuinikas. 

Louis  Ktjsenman  . 

Research  a.v(lstant 
(authorized  H. 
Kes.  123  and  516). 

2.  375  21 

Maryiirct    P.    Ho- 

.\ distant    clerk  ste- 

2,203.90 

g.iii. 

noeraiiher  (author- 
I'id  11.  Res.  123 
and  5Ii«;. 

rrofi-.s.si.)nal  sfafT- 

Arlm     K      Stock- 

.\vistlrwi  and  engl- 

8,833.00 

tiiirffer 

n<t  ring  coiuultaiit. 

Aiidn-»  .>l<-vcntnn 

ET(«rt 

^KB(0 

Kurt  Horctiardt 

I'mlessKHial  aasinant 

a,ws  00 

Sain  Ci.  .--pal    

Hesi-arch  specialist . . 

^82300 

Knnds  authorized  or  appropriated  for  oom- 
niitte«'  etiienililurei  (fuTnl.s  authunied  un- 
d.T  11.  Kes   lii  and  H.  Ked.  816; $80,000. 00 

Amount  of  eTpenditiin»s  previoiLslj-  reported.     35,  336.04 
.^iiiuiint  expendeii   from  July    1   to   Dec.  31, 
1'.*.''-'     30,3«Z90 


T«ul  antoimt  expended  from  Jan.  >, 

ly.5l,U)DfC    31,  19oJ .«,««.M 

IHlaiKv  umxi-nled  a  o(  Dee.  31,  1943. .__    24, 211.  IM 

RoBzkT  CROssia, 

Chairman, 


CoMMrrrxx  on  thz  Judiciart 

January  15,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  iub- 
commlttee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submlU 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952.  Inclusive. 
toRether  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


Vsme  of  empUiyee 


Profession 


Dick.  Hess  KtTrat 
Hi'MiriM:iii,\\  ,ilu-r 
Ilrukfl.  1.1.  Cyni  K 
tolcy,  Wtlliani  K 

I>ee,  Walter  U 

Snuxllcv,  Vi'lina 
HiTin.  \  i.iirt  T 
<io|.1sniiUi,  Helen. 
Herieer,  Anne  ) 
Ctirist>,  Kmiu-es  . 
C'.lij.'.  Icaiinine  S. 
Cr:iiii.  J  me  H 
K.ksJow,  Berta 


.\1 


Chief  clerk 

1-eci.sluiive  assistant. 
Committee  counsel.. 

-do 

Legi.slative  a.ssLstant 
.\ssistant  chief  clerk 
Clerical  assistant 

do      

Clerk-stenoprai>her  . 

do 

do 


..to 
.do 


Total 
gross 
salary 
during 
6-month 
period 


%.S,Ka.OO 

5,  H23.  00 
5,K33.00 

fi,sa.uo 

5,823.00 
5.823.00 
3,  5K3.  26 
3,  H«>2.  20 
3,  424  OK 
3, 035.  74 
3,  025  74 

3,  Oa5.  74 

4,  246.  02 


195  J 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


671 


1     Vurils  for  prepHraltoii  of  I  nited  '•tMlix:  C<w|(.,   I).^. 
'•Ill  of  Coliuiibta  <'<«1<'.  and  Kr\  isioii  of  lh«    Uiwv. 
\.    I'll  liutilioiiof  m»  r<lllKilinf  I  lllti<l  Sliil<s 
I  'i»le  I  III)  yeal  i  ■ 
1  ii.xio  ii'leii  iMtlance  June  ;m,  19ft2       ..  V>n.9i:t.  W) 
.\  |i|iio|>i  i^il>->l     I>('^i.<.laii\«     Appropna- 
l.iiM  A(l  IXJ 100.000(10 

1.58,913  90 
K\|«  iiili-.l  July  1-I)«c.  31,  19.52 ll,»«*..Vi 


I  iH  \|ii  nded  l>al.inci'  Dec.  31,  19.52 


l47.m7..U 


It.  II 


K'  \  i'ioii  iif  the  1.IWS  l«r>2: 

riH'\|>liile<i  lialuMii  June  '.W.  19.52  .  )l'.3  ft' 

J  il»  lidid  41    :U) 


]t.ilHnn'  (to  1«<  rctuniid  to  Tn'as- 
III  \  )  


lit-x  ision  of  llie  Tjiw«  19.5.'l- 
A  |i|iri>pi  lali'd      l^'KLslalive      A|>pio- 

l<iu*U«ii  Act  lUi3 l.i.  700.00 

I'xiKiuhd O.IWI.M 


Hal.UKi>  rVc.  ."il.  19.52 


7,.VNi  :« 


I'npurution  of  IM'W  eilition  of  District  of 
<  iiMiniliui  Cmle  (no  yearc 

1  lit  xi«  iidid  Imlalin-  JuiH'  M.  1»,'j2 2.5,  437.  72 

KviKiidid Il,n70  W 


Halan«<  IVc.  31,  19.52 
rur^iianl  In  Moll.'*-  Hewilulluii  9.''>  (H. 
4'7.   ,iiiil    H      He-.   «'J>'    I'lniiloyeix   wt-ri 
•lunnie  ih»'  i»Timl  July  1  thrmnrh  l>ecwi 
A  Hill ni -I  Mil'(s)iiiiiiitti'<': 

Miir\    Mieni.  clerk-steiiiiifriiplifr 

h  iU-«-ii  K.  Hrovi  lie.  clei  k      

K.  F.rne-l  Oolilsli'in.  (jiiural  counsel 

J     Hnic<   lliinnaliinl,  rlcrk-lypi.-t . 

\  irv'iiii.i  \  I.I  III.  cUTk-vliiKnirapher . . 
\  eioiiiea  ."^tiinak,  clerk -sl^'iiucraiiher 
.liTiiilil  I,  \\  :ii'.i'ji.  av>lsl»nt  <i>un.>«.l. 
Joliii  y.  Vi  o<>i,  a.ssi.»l.;im  ..-uutuii'l 

Totil 


R.r. 

p»i 
ilier 


.     13.  .Vi7  (M 
.54.  H.  K«t. 
'1   «.•>   follow  •) 
31 ,  19.52. 

..   $1.  C'lO.  .V. 

. .    ;t.  4«i;i.  92 

..  3.  7.52.  .W 
\a\  .34 
..  2, 029.  W 
..  2, 42h.  32 
..  4.  4:<2.  >«i 
. .     3,  463.  92 

..   22,4.57.  2!t 


.'iilHfiTimilHiV  To  Inre«tipate  the  Jnstire  Department: 
M.plKii    \.   .Mitchell,  chief  MtuiUicI  to  Au*!. 

Ill,  1M.52 _ Jl,  .57.5.  (10 

Daimld    Krniiedv,  a.'wiciiile  ruiujsel 2,97*^19 

KotnTf  \  Collier,  chief  cwmsel 9,319.(10 

Arlliur  H.  Cniwl.  Iiivesligiit4jr ;i.  34«).  92 

Morns  Hc.si,  in  vest  ittulor     :<,7.'>1.6.5 

1  lii.iii.vi  J.  Cminor.  jnxe.sliKator-ucruuntHnt.  4.  .501  * 

.lohn  C.  Weltrel,  n-sr«rfh  ;uiMlyst MT.Itl 

Kallir\ii  lleitley,  >lHfT  iii.sl.slailt 37.5.  .V) 

1.4)i«  SjiiHieis,  slati  a.s.'il.HlMiil 1,4M.'.  21 

l>i-ll«l.    Sn\re,  sl»fT  a.vsist»iil 563  27 

KoUlI  Wili.-tt,  |.v»l  clerk   tlTO.  ir2 

Joliii  X.  W  ard,  chief  flli'  ck-rk 2,  l(i5.  70 

Klii.iU'Ui  J.an  .Mixviui,  .secivluiy 1.  8i2.  lU 

<  II  \  ;lli   Mewait,  nieswii;:er. ,  1,  2.57  tV". 

1.4-o.N.  .Nully,  in\<\siijriiioi 750.  3.3 

Mrs.  Ju'lilh  A.  ,<niilli,  sli  ii(%;r!i|ilier    1,011. UK 

Cail  W.  heliher.  U-v-al  clerk >*13  N5 

Naiiiy  L,  li'Koiirke         1.V»i4..';: 

'Ihonias  L.  Howe,  si>eciul  c-ouii.scl a,KKh. M 

lenii  M  .  (iri-«'lie,  .slati  iksslslnnl 

Hetie  U   Wei.  h,  .staff  a«.si.«lant 

<  'hwh's  J.  .M  >  rile,  lnvcsti|iator 

Miirniy  H.  York,  in\c>tiKat4>r 

Kalph  J Cuher.  iiivi-snuatdr 

.Milliiii  K.  .MorXHii,  s|Ni'iiil  eun.suhulil 

Mice  I,.  Kiiplerniuii,  attoniey    

I<ii(ii>  <>.  KinK.  >ii>«-ial  (txinsel 

1  HI  ri'liiilvursuhli' 


876  16 
6.5(1  28 
4,(*i6  37 
1,771,31 
2,  «:«i.  46 
M.5I  27 
1 . 449  24 
2.  1«9.  Ki 


Tot., 


.'.'4 


Emanuel  Cellkr, 

Chairman. 


Committee  on  XIcrchant  Marine 
AND  Fisheries 

December  31,  1952. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
.'ommlttee.  pursuant  to  section  134  <b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1846. 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
lession,  and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
June  30,  1952,  to  December  31.  1952,  Incltisive. 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
i'Pproprinted  and  expended  by  U; 


.Name  of  eni|>l>i}i>c 


Profession 


Total 

(tros.s 

(ialary 

durin'ir 

6-monih 

Ijeriod 


John  M.  I>rewry 

I  lionia.s  F.  Klyiii),  Jr. 

Kitiiiiald  .''.  LoBe«- 

(iu>  ">.  C;iras 

VianoesSliU         ..... 
Ma'lonna  |{a«  oith 


Oeneral  counsel 

ASKistaiit  counsel 

Chief  invest iicator  .. 
InvestiRator  to  the 
niinorily. 

Chi.-f  elcrk 

— - .\ssi.staiit  cUrk   

I..'t«iar<l  P.  Pliska j  Clerk  to  tile  minor- 
ity. 


121.7.5      l.ii.ile  I".  Laiiion 


>eti  clary 


R23.no 
951.26 
XX2.  14 
(i27.  38 

124  00 
MH.  ,V> 
304.  .56 


2.  i>'^7  .30 


'•"lal    I I  31,6M.20 


Edward  J.  Hart, 

C^ia»r7na»i. 

Committee  on  Post  Omc£  and  Civil  Service 

January  2,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorgtmlzatlon  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952.  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It : 


Vanie  of  enuilovee 


Frixlrriek  C.  Belen 

('ImiU'ii  K.  Johuisoii... 

.I.'lili  H.  I'riee 

Lucy  K.  Daley 

Lillian  lloiikiiis 

.\liii  llay.leii 

iKiniiaJ.  Braiuiwk.. 


I'nifession 


Clii.'f  pounsel 

Counsel 

Staff  ii.'«<Mlaiit 

Ansistaut  ckrk 

Se<TetHry..  

Ctenoifrapher _ . 

Ht<'noprapher  (July 
llotsfijl.ao,  19.52J. 


Total 
rn)s.s 
sulury 
during 
6-month 
|»eri(xl 


$.5,  823.  (fl 
.5.43,5.  16 
3.  4««.  92 
3.  224.  94 
•2.  K2tV  fill 
i  667. :«) 
1,014.99 


Tom  Murrat, 

Chairman. 

Committee  on  Public  Works 

January  2,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  e-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


\aiiie  of  eiiipkiyef 

T'ii)(e.s.Ni(>n 

Tot.il 
lfros.s 
salary 
dnrine 
6-month 
period 

Charle.s  (i.  'iieriiey-.. 

KolHTt  F.  McConnell 

S.  Thilip  Cohen 

Joseph   ]l.   Mc<iaun, 

Mrs!     Marxaret     R, 

Cnim.«el,  profession- 
al staff. 

Professional  staff  as- 
sistant. 

Profettsitmal  flaff 

Chief  clerk 

Clerk  

$.5,  82:i.  00 

5,823.00 

5,  H-23.  00 
&  H2:i  00 

4,054.  11 

Keiler. 
Mrs.  Aliw  H.  Nirton. 
Jos.ph   11.   Mc<jaiui, 

Jr. 
Wrs.  Helen  DooL-y.. 
.Mis.  Floivnce  I'aluur 

Assistant  clerk 

do 

do 

do 

4.ft54.  11 
4,054.11 

4,  054.  1 1 
3.  862.20 

EMPLOYBES    UNDER    AUTHORITY    Of    M.    RES.    41 S 


Xume  of  einployi'C 

I'rofi-Mjion 

Total 
pross 
.salary 
ilurini; 
6-niontli 
peri(Hi 

Charle.s  D.  Ciirran 

Charles  F.  Keyser 

Feral  l)avi.s 

Mary  Lu.scJiyk 

Jam.-s  K .  ChriM  iauseu 
Hailev  F.  Mason 

PtafTdirpdor 

Kes»>areli  a.ssi^UUlt... 

tsecri'tary 

do    ...    

Kef»>areli  a.s.sislant.. 
....  do 

$.5.  642.  .52 

1.462.01 

2,34K64 

1,  7X<.  6.5 

7.51.00 

UC.  44 

.lames  W.  Hudson 

Dewitt  V.  Black,  Jr.. 
Paul  E.  Ziihn 

do  ..„ 

do 

do...„ 

7-22.  .57 

494.  .'M 

1.  140.  «2 

Total 

14.803.22 

Funds  authorized  or  appropriated   Jor  com- 
mittee expenditures  $i),5,  ono.  f«1 


.\mount  of  ripoiKliturcs  previously  rcport<sL.  36,0.50.  45 
Amoiuit  expended  from  July  1  to  Dec.  31,  1952.  19, 387.  15 

Total  amount  eipende.]  from  May  31, 

19.51,   lo  Dt-c.  31,  19.52 ^5,4.37.fi« 


BalaiKi  uiieii)oudc<l  as  of  Dec.  31,  1952 39,  562.  4y 

Charles  A.  BtrcKLZY. 

Chairman. 

Committee  on  Rttles 

December  31,  1952. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pvirsuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  x9S2,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total-  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  it. 


Total 

irros.s 

Xanie  of  employee 

PlOfl>S,«ioil 

salarv 

durlup 

9-moiith 

perioil 

Humphrey  P.  Sliaw... 

Clerk 

$.5,WZ  2S 

T.  Howard  Dolan 

Assistant  clerk 

4.  586.  .54 

Frank  K^i»l 

Assistant  to  clerk... 

4.398.(Ni 

Klliodor  M.  Liliunali.. 

Assistant  clerk 

3,  463.  92 

.i.iiic  Snader 

Minority  clerk 

3,  403.  92 

Howard  W.  SMrrn, 
Ranking  Majority  Member. 

CoMMmzs  ON  Un-Amxricam  AcnvrriES 
January  16,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  Hoitse  : 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


Total 

»rros.s 

NameoferaiiloyiM! 

Profession 

Habiry 

during 

6-month 

period 

William  A.  Whe^-ler... 

luvesitfratur 

$.5,  573.  40 

C.  K.  Owens 

do 

6,  296.  92 

C.  E.  McKilliiw 

.lo 

4,  674.  78 

James  A.  Andrew* 

do 

4.  674.  78 

W.  JacLsoii  Joiws 

do 

4,  74:*.  90 

Alvtn  W.Stokes 

do 

4,  4»i7.  42 

Rohrrt  W.  Barker 

do. 

4.88-2.14 

F'nuik  Bonora 

do 

3.  2M  -.2 

iu.kvs,  Earl  L 

do 

4,  74.i  WU 

rt: 


m 


'r*. 


K  ' 


^'1 


€72 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


January  29 


Nwne  of  employee 


ProfeBsion 


Total 
gross 
salary 
during 
6- month 
period 


Raphael  I.  Nixon 

Lillian  E.  Howard 

Helen  I.  Mattson 

AMelia  Poore 

Pe*rl«Oay 

Jane  Collins 

Barbara  Jean  O'Xe&l. 
Marie  SbulU 


Rose  Sanko 

Kiithr]m  Zimmerman 

Josephine  Sheeti 

RiJnr  etnith 

Lorraine  Niofaob 

AlWse  Walker 

Oladjrs  Slack 

Alyoe  Oartrell 

Anniel  Cunningham. 

Ruth  Tansill 

OraceO.  Hall 

VlntiniaTniax 

Lena  W.  Adam* 

Merle  Holton 

House  piiyToH: 

Frank  9.  Tarenner, 
Jr. 

Roeella  A.  Purdy.. 

Thomas  W.  Beale.. 
John  W.  Carrington 

Juliette  Jorny 

I,ouis  J.  Russell  ... 
Thelma  W.  Scearoe. 

Ponald  T.  AppeU.. 

Ann  Turner 

Carolyo  Koberts... 


Director  of  research . . 

Research  clerk 

do 

Editor 

Clerk-stenographer.. 

do 

do 

Clerk-stenographer 
(terminatpd  serv- 
ices Nov.  1.  1952). 

Clerk-stenographer. . 
do 

Telephone  operator. 

Stock  clerk 

Secretary  to  direc- 
tor o( research. 

Information  analyst 

do 

do. • 

do - 

do 

Chief  flic  clerk 

A.isi'itant  file  clerk.. 

Liaison  clerk.. - 

Index  clerk 


Committee  counsel 

Socretary  to  com- 
mittee counsel. 

Assistant  counsel  — 

Clerk  of  committee. 

Secretiry  to  clerk . . . 

Chief  investiffator. . . 

SecrrtsuT^  to  chief  in- 
vestigator. 

Investigator 

Chief  of  flips 

Assistant  chief  of 
flies. 


$5.M«.04 
3,UC5.S8 
3,224.94 
3,304.56 
2,746.98 
2,  667.  30 
2. 348.  64 
1,  957.  30 


2.  746.  98 
2,  746.  98 
1.759,  (IK 
1.6m.44) 
2,7*6.76 

2,  7J6.  98 
2.587.62 
2,«i7.30 
l,f,71.9«i 
2,746.98 
2,  MK  64 
2.  MS.  fi4 
1,56.5.76 
2,348.64 

5,  S23.  00 

4,093.92 

5.  (W9.  .56 
5,  642.  52 
3,105.42 
5.  833.  no 
4,017.90 

5.  71 1 .  70 
4,467  42 
3,304.  56 


the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952.  to  December  31.  1952,  inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


Balance  Jan.  1, 1962,  r5.494.29. 
Funds  authorised  or  appropriated  for  oom- 

mitt««  expenditures $200,000.00 

Amount    of    expenditures    previously    re- 

l>orted -      138.611.78 

Amount  expended  from  July  1  to  I>ec.  31. 

yXM i:!6,33(1  49 

Balance  unexpended  as  of  bee.  31.  iy.'2 lo.  iijo.  U2 

John  S.  Wood, 
Chairman. 

Committee  on  Veterans'  Ajtairs 

Decembeb  31,  1952. 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House  : 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b>  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2.  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952,  to  December  31,  1952,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or 
appropriated  and  expended  by  It: 


Total 

Kro.<s 

Name  of  employee 

Profession 

salary 

during 

6-monlh 

period 

Karl  Standish 

Chief  clerk  ' 

$5,  823. 00 

(isey  M.  Jones  

l'rof«'Ssioual  aide 

5,823.  (W 

ll.irold   A.    L.   Law 

do.' 

970.50 

ri'iKf. 

Fdwin  B.  Patterson... 

do 

fi,  >*23  no 

Ml  Kowan.-     

....  <lo.'   ._ 

.5,  H2:<  in* 

I'lul  K.  Jones      

.\ssistLint  clerk   

4, '.t51   2ti 

.Alice  V.  .Vlattli.'ws   ... 

Llerk-slcnoKrapber.. 

2.  h2ti  60 

Frinci'S  Mont.iiive 

....   .10    .  

2,  826.  60 

B.ksil  C.  Kankin   

Assist iut  clerk  « 

2.  .'flW.  28 

George  J.  Turner 

do.. 

2,  74t).  98 

'  Krtective  Dec.  1.  19.52. 
«  .\ppointed  IAh;.  1,  19,52. 
•  KtTrctive  Dec.  I.  19.52. 
<  .\piMinted  Sept.  1,  1952. 


J.  E. 


RAinan. 
Chairman. 


CoMMrnxx  on  Wats  aud  Mxans 

Dbckmbes  31.  1952. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section   134   (b)    of 


Total 

wrtiM 

Name  of  employee 

Profession 

salary 

during 

6-nH>nIh 

[leriod 

Gordon  Grand.  Jr 

Minority  adviser 
{V). 

%i.  642.  52 

Thomas  A.  Martin  ... 

Professional    assist- 

11  nt  ( I'l. 

3.5o<i. .; 

Ix>o  H.  Irwin  

rUTk  (Ci    --       

\  833  mi 

Susan  Alice  Tiiylor  — 

.Minority  stenoti- 
rapher  (CK 

Z  015.  52 

Frances  C.  Russt-U 

StiitT  n.ssistanf  (C) 

2.  428  32 

Anne  Uorden 

Clerk -slfnoKrapher 

(C). 

2.  332.  74 

Betty  R.  Hill. 

Clerk  stenopriipher 

(C)  (July  1952). 

378.  in 

Virginia  M.  Butler... 

Put!  :»s.<!l.'<tart  (C) 
(July  7.  ly52.  to 
Dee.  31,  19.52). 

1039  32 

June  A.  Kendall 

StatT  a.ssLslant  (C) 
(.\UK  15,  ly5L',  to 
I>oe.  31,  1952). 

1.  714.  32 

HuRhlon  Greene 

Mcswongcr 

1.  575.  42 

Walter  B.  Little 

do 

1.489.  SO 

J ERE  Cooper. 
Acting  Chairman. 

SUBCOMMrrrrE  on  Administration  or  the 
Internal  Revenue  Laws  of  the  Commiitei 
ON  Wats  and  Means 

Januart  12.  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  at>ove-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  sectloa  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved Augu.st  2,  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31.  1952.  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Nkme  of  emi'Uivpe 


Profes.'iion 


Florence  Bn*t'\  . 
Bertha  \.  Brilo 
Hubert  E.  Conn. 


Beatrice  B.  Dil.v 

Barbara  .\.  T)avi<     .. 
Bess  J.  D'Onofrio I 

J  imi's  P.  T'niKivan ' 

( rr:ici'  '^iixmI  I 

l.ub  .\1.  Ilan.s>n j 

B  irhara  Z.  Hc-liwiti  ' 

W  illuni  r.  Hii:  lai,;n.   I 

Jr.  I 

Tliouias  I..  Hi'wc ' 

S.idyi'  B.  Jjc.ib.-!  

M,   Willi, iin    Kra.<l- 

lovsky. 
IIuw;ird  I).  I.evine 

Charles  S,  Lyon 

Carl  M.  MazzKone... 

Jack  C.  r,i.i.or 

James  Q.  Riord.in  

James  M.  K.  Ryan,  Jr 

Arthur  J,  Schixvl 

William  A.  S>Ik 


Tyi-i.-t 

Court  ri'[KirtiT   . 
.Mtorney    (.<ept.    22 

l<>  Oct.   ill. 
.-^l.ill    a.viiitiint     (tu 

July  :il>. 
.-Mvri'l:iry  Mo  Oct    V 
St.itf  .uisistant  ((rum 

Ihw  1'. 
Cliicf  invrstiijator. .. 

.-^t.llT  j,-.^l.sl:illt 

Si  ilT  .L'i.sisl.inl  1  from 

Oct.  :!i. 
Coiirl  r'^portiT 
.\tt(irni'y  ifroni  Oct. 

.\<-.i^l.int  fmm.^il  .to 

.lul>   l.'i. 
.■^l.ilT    >i.-.M>tant     (to 

Sept.  :iil 
.\  1 1  or  nry     ( from 

Se|,i   S' 
Ix'ttal  ilrrk  f!o  July 

l.'p. 
Clni'f     Counsel     (to 

.'-I'l.t    l.V. 
.■^i  tll;i.ssi.<t.int  (Oct. 

1,'.  to  l>cc.  7  . 
Invi-stigator      (July 

Ki  to  .\iiiJ.  151 
.\<~ist  mt  coiin.sol 

(to  Nov    21. 
.Mtoriiey  (from  .\ug. 

.Attorney   (from 

1>1T.    II. 

Attorney  (to  July 
loj. 


Totil 

tl  'I.VN 

salary 

ihirwiK 

6-inniith 

l)eri(>il 


Total 

groiB 

Name  of  employee 

ProfeHion 

salary 

during 

6-monlh 

periiHl 

Joseph  Stem 

.attorney   (from 

$I.4VV31 

.\ug.  27). 

I,illl:u.  .^lillni.an 

StatT  a.s.si slant 

2, 035.  3-: 

ll.TUTt  Slollrr      

Inv.'stiKHlor  (.\ug.  6 
to  Sept.  30). 

614.  IH 

Walter  C.  T.iy\<ii 

Assistant  ci>un«el  (to 
Anir    IW>. 

1.225.  .52 

John  E.  Totnn 

.V^si^i.uit  ciiun.tel  (to 
S<'l't  15),  chief 
(  11  u  IIS  I'l  (from 
Scjil     II". 

5,864.70 

Paul  J.  Vfsaw  K  h 

Attorney  (from 
I'll-.  1). 

sea  7^ 

Kund.s  authorizeil  or  ippropri.ited  (or  com- 

liutlti- ixixii'lituri'N  $2.50.  nOO.  00 


.Amount  of  (nin'iKliliires  previously  re- 
lH)riiMl  iri'pri'Sfiils  JlM.iJ3.1«  ininu.s  Tv- 
fiiml  of  »I,'J<  ,VHi  ...     IM.  124.  M 

Amount  txi'cnil.'.l  Iroin  July  1.  1952,  to 
Ii,H-..ll,  nir.: 80.342.32 

Tot  i1   iiuiMint  i-xiwndivl  from  Apr.  1, 

li*.M.  to  iifc.  Jl,  195J       344.366  90 

Refunds 2.4HS.S3 


j<nn  fm 

2.  H9  Til 

457.  IW 

1J4.  »i.t 

1.  no  s7 

241   9.5 

5,  i:!.'.  If, 

2.  :'.'.*■.  (li 
tf->  I'j 

2. 1  (9  r*) 

1,  I%  ly 

401  'W 
1.2S3  :to 
l.r,7i  42 

iny  15 

3.  125.  00 
KS  26 
335.  U) 

2,  423.  32 
2.111.88 

3.51  61 
185.76 


It.ilance  uneiiM<nd.d  as  of  Dec.  31.  1962 8,  118.93 

Cecil  R.  Kino, 

Chairman. 


Select  Committee  To  Conduct  am  Iwvmtica- 

TioN  or  THr  Pacts.  Evidence,  and  CacuM- 

STANCKS   or   THE    KaTTN    FOREST   Massacrk 

Januait  15,  1953. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601.  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  2,  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31,  1952.  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


Total 

grtMS 

Name  of  ciupluyec 

Profewion 

salary 

duruig 

6- month 

period 

John  J    MiUhell 

Chief    counsel, 
Kalyn     Massacre 
(oinnntti'e       (so- 

$.V«23.00 

Koniaii  ('.  I'uciiiski  . 

Invi-siuMtor.  Katyn 
,\1  Ls„urf       Idm- 

niitti-i'        (select!. 

4,  501  98 

I'..irtiara     It.     Buokc. 

»s><Telary,       Katyn 
M!i.Nsrt<Tr       Corn- 

liut'is-.         (.'iclect) 
ir.-ii:rii'.l  Sept.  30, 
I't'i.M 

1,333.65 

I  iK-lo       S.       Bicbig 

Sicrilaiy,        Krttyn 

2,347  36 

li  iii.st-r. 

M:if;.s8rre       I'ora- 

niiitei'  isel<'ct '. 

Wil.y   T.  .■^wcaii.'ii.'.Ti 

t'liT  k  t  \  pi^t.  Kalyn 

.M.iSS.Uli'          Coiii- 

uinuv  i»»  ii'ct). 

5«iO  03 

TUII.;    rn.lHK.S    ACCDKIiIVU   T<l  rOMMITTRB   UBCOKDS 

lunds    iiitlionrcl  or  aiipropriated  for  ajm- 
niillci'  i\(M'iiil.tiiri  ■. 

AiiMi(.ii/is|  .-;,  [itrinlHT  IU51 $20,ono  no 

Auihoni.il  .Martli  ll*.-2 »),5.  OK).  00 


Total 


Amount  of  t'x[n>nilnuri's  from  Sept.  27  to  Dec. 

31,  19.M  2, 

Amount  of  pviH-mliture.s  from  Jan.  1  to  June 

3i.>.  li).'.! 19.629.83 


H.\ooo  no 

2  523  29 


Total 


Less  criMliUs  from  J m    l  to  June  3ii.  19.^2  . 


22,  1.52.  13 
lf«.  m 


Total  ainoiinf  cTiien'l.'d  from  Sept.  27, 

I'J'.I,  to  June  30,  1^52 21,9H6.M 


195S 
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Amount  of  ezpendMures  or  sbdfated  bom 
July  1  to  Dec.  U,  VtS2 Ml,aGft.89 

T*lal  amoont  txprnded  from  8«pt.  27, 

lUa.  U>  Dec.  31,  1U&3  „ 6t.94&U 

Hal  ince  unexpendM  as  of  Dec.  31,  1952 '  21,  •64. 07 

I  The  fellnwhiR  items  repmcnt  the  only  ohBcations 
wliH:h  will  b«  uicDrred  i»  1M3.    Tikes*  should  b«  sub- 
tracli-'I   from    the   total   une\i>ended   balance  and  will 
n  present  ttie  final  financial  statenMnt  •(  thf  rammittee: 
John  J.  MilcheU,  rtuef  eoan.<^cl,  salary,  $97.06. 
WJey  T.  Swearuigen,  clerk-typist,  salary.  |4i. 
Rat  j.  Maddew, 

Chairman. 

SK"-Ecr  CoMMTrm  To  IwrBmcAT*  Educa- 
tional, TtunriNa,  AWD  Loan  Guaxaivtt 
Proorams  Undu  the  OI  Bill 

Jakuaet  3.  1963. 
To  th«  Cuuut  or  thb  Havax: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  ot 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601,  Serenty-nlnth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  3,  1946.  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  repxirt  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  0-month  period  from 
July  1.  1952.  to  December  31,  1952,  inclusive, 
toi^ether  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  tt: 


1* 

Total 
grosi 

•Name  of  employee 

Trotceakm 

salary 

()llf  IMff 

6-ninnth 

peiHxi 

f Miver  F.  Meadows... 

Clerk 

tl.rM  92 

11.  Icii  A.  Wright '  6tcnograi>her 1,  05<i.  (M 

funds  kiittkr)rized  or  appropriated  for  ooio- 

uiiUe*  eipwidilures. $75,  000.  00 

Amount  of  exi>».nililiire.<i  prevjoosly  repnrted.  71,014.  39 
Amount  eil>ended  fcMB  July   1,  to  Dec.  il, 

l'j:,2  3.Mi.49 


Total  amofint  expended 


74.S49  W 


Balance  unexpended  as  of  Di-c.  31, 1952 150. 31 

OUN  K.  TKA£US, 

ChMlrinan. 

SCLKT    COMMITRX    TO    iMVEarnOATK    THX    UsX 

or  Chemicals  im  Foods  anb  Cosmetics 
DsczMBKaai,  19»a. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  House; 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
eommlttee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganisation  Act  of  1946. 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  a,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  sahu-y  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-montb  period  from 
July  1,  1952.  to  January  8.  1963,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


N'ame  of  cnqiloyM                 Protesiion 

T»tal 
gross 
salary 
diinig 
6- month 
period 

Afil'lrr.1  C.  Harrow 

$2,22S.  83 

\  m.viit  A    Kl.infeld.. 
Ir  iiililin  Binp 

Alvin  L.  Gottlieb 

Cbkf  coiiBsei 

Ti'(*mic,U     consult- 
nnr. 

•A7.44 
6(.  68 

3.411.57 

Total 

S,3e».53 

Select  Commitixk  ok  Small  Business 

Jakcart  1.  1958. 
To  the  Clbk  or  ths  Hotwa: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Eleorganlzatlon  Act  of  1946. 
Fublic  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
pnrved  August  2.  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  fonowlng  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  91,  1952,  Inclnslre. 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Kiinds  aullionred  or  apiiropriated  for  com- 
mittee expeDcfilures 975.000.00 

A  mount  expenditures  prrrioualy  reported.     46, 481.  38  of 
A  mount  expended  from  Jub  1, 1»£2.  to  Jan.  3, 
lUi3 _ 5,434. 10 


Total  amoont  expeiided  Ihxn  Jan.  3, 
1961,  to  Jan.  3.  H»J _ 51.M5.48 


Balanw  unexpended  aa  of  Jan.  3. 1983 SB,  094. !» 

jAMXa  J.  DKLAIEKT. 

CItainnem. 
XCIX 43 


Total 

enws 

Kameofemployae 

Prefoasien 

salary 

during 

(S-morth 

period 

Jean  C.  Curtis 

Clerk 

$1,512.  R7 

\ictor  1'.  Dalmas 

Eiecutiye  director. . 

6.f«3.00 

Jaiie  M.  IXeem..   

Clerk. 

3, 025.  74 

EHzahefh  H.  Feltman 

Secretary... 

8|>ecial  mvesti^ntor. 

2,  .504.  29 

W.  O.  GiNwn      

3,  SftO  Xi 

Charles  A.  Grefe 

Research  analyst 

1,500.93 

Katherine  Nf .  Orwne. 

iStenoRrapher 

IW.  53 

Marion  K.  Harrison  U. 

Investigator 

1, 107.  m 

James  E.  Hav      

.      do 

?.  428.  32 

Louise  KaufTman 

Slenofcrapher 

Z  276.94 

Arthur  K.  Lucas 

Kcoiiomist 

3.  0U6.  :i3 

Kdilh  -Marsh 

AdmiuLstrative    as- 
sistant. 

2,91ii.22 

L.  V.  Moniel _. 

Research  analyst 

3,3n4.5« 

Jereiiii<di  T.  Riley 

Assistant  eounsel 

3, 702.  90 

Mary  ,S)iaw  _   _ 

Ptenocrapher 

2.  276.  !H 

Ernest  L.  .'^lockton...- 

Rc.varch  tinalyst 

4.951.2») 

B«1ty  R.  Thomson.... 

Slenojrrapber 

1 .  093.  ne 

.Mary  I).  Ward  

do 

2.27«.94 

David  E.  Whilft 

Chief  mvciiigator... 

3,f>23.22 

Funrl"!  authorized  or  appropriated  for  com- 
niil tee  exi lendll ures $200, 000. 00 

AmojBit  of  expewlitures  previously  reported     160.3(0.63 
Aniouut  exiwudeU  (roui  July  1  to  Dec.  31, 
iaS2 61,521.40 


Total  amonnt  expended  ttota  Jan.  4, 
1951,  to  l>«e.  31,  1952 221.804.08 

Bafancc  aneicixTi.fed  as  of  I'Hr.^l,  l<>52 3S,  195.97 

Wright  Patman. 

Chairman. 

Select  CoMMimEE  oir  Cukrkht  PoufocRAPHic 
Matkrials 

JAITUART  14,  1953. 

T 1  the  Clkrk  or  thr  House  : 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved Augtist  2.  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from. 
July  1952,  to  January  3,  1953,  Inclusive, 
together  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  it: 


Name  of  employea 


Professiea 


IT.  Ralph  Burton 

GBflordDavia,  Jf.... 

Maroes  K.  Hoveraon. 
Leo  Calllnane 


John  A.  Kendrlck 

J.  Alvin  Kuceliaaa... 
Joseph  B.  McFeely... 

Charles  O.  Pratt 

Walter  K.  Van  Olinda 
riofeaes  O.  Blnlon... 


I/iieUle  n.  Bfooks 

Hope  Dalgneault 

Hetoa  W.  OlUian 

Orof|!»  A.  Martin 

Virginia  L.  Noah 

ieweU  Y.  Seely 


Oeneral  counsel 

Assistant  general 
counsel. 

Clerk 

Special  Investigator. 
pahHe  fce  hasis 
(per  diem  only). 

do - 

d» 

do 

do 

do 

TypHrt,  pnNie  fee 
hasis  (per  diem 
only). 

da 

do 

do 

d« 

iiiiidoiiziriirini; 


Total 
gross 
salary 
during 
6-moatb 
period 


Name  of  employee 

Pr«fessioD 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 
6-moiU.h 
periad 

Charlotte  S.  Croson... 

Ksamel  V.  Pa>Tie 

ireda  H.  Spencer 

Stenographer -typist, 
public  fee  IJasis 
(per  diem  only). 

do._ 

do.._ 



$4fiaw 

1,620.00 
90.00 

Total 

17,IMnL2B 

Funds  authoriae<l  or  appropriated  for  eom- 
mitlee  exiienditures $25.  OoaOO 

Anvwnf  of  expenditures  pievtoosly  reported.  None 

Amount  expended  from  July  1952  to  Jan.  3, 
»53 l«,  M8.74 


Total  amount  exiiended  from  July  1953 
to  Jan.  3.  1953. W  386.  74 


Balaoce  uottxpendcd  as  of  Jan.  U.  1963 4,  733.  26 

E.  C.  Gathiiccs, 

Chairmaiu 

Select  CoMMmxE  To  Investigatk  Founda- 
tions and  OlHiLR  Organxeattons 

Januart  8.  1953. 
To  the  CxESx  or  trz  House: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee,  pursuant  to  section  134  (b)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1948, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved August  a,  IMC,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  it  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1,  1952,  to  December  81,  1952.  Inclusive, 
togetlier  with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap« 
propria  ted  and  ex])ended  by  it: 


K573.  4« 
3,323.82 

1,  568.90 
240.00 


.■59.15 

M«i4ft 

651.  M 

2, 196.  71 

1,920  00 

30&00 


ML  00 

40.00 

349.00 

100.09 

7a  00 
eaoo 


Name  of  employee 

Profession 

Total 

gross 
salarj 
during 
6-month 
period 

Harold  M.  Keele 

Thomas  J.  Feeney 

Edward  C.  KenneUy.. 

Oeneral  eounsel 

SUfI  director 

Atturi^y 

$11,280.00 

&,a3a.i4 

3,  UA.2ft 

Joseph  C.  Kifpr 

Mary  E.  Searigbt 

Edith  M.  Knight 

Russeil    M.    McFar- 

Director  of  research.. 

Clerk 

Administrative    as- 
sistant. 
InvasU^tor . 

4,001.84 
3, 184.  M 
2,  527.  61 

3>4M>4S 

land. 
Gcxjrge  B.  de  Husrar.. 

Roger  H.  Mudd.. 

William  H.tJBape.  Jr.. 
RarahO.Billhigsley... 

Mary  L.Taylor 

Clarence  A.  MeOiUen, 

Jr. 

Marie  A.  Morris 

Research  analyst 

do 

do 

Clerical  assistant 

do 

do 

Secretary. 

3,300.84 
914.18 

L4WI.88 
910.24 

773.  a» 

LM4.«r 

440.30 

Total  

42,822.64 

Fimds  authoriied  or  appropriated  for  com- 
mittee expenditures   $75, 000. 89 

Total  amount  ex  pended  fiom  July  1  to  Dec.  31 .    48. 309. 8S 


Balance  unexpended  as  of  Dec.  31, 1952. 


36, 730b 11 


BTATRMZNT  Or  xxrxsnxTrRRs 
Payroll: 

July  1963 $S.0<».9» 

August  1962 «.  1«L58 

September  1952 7,426.78 

October  1952 a  351. 02 

November  lt«2- 9. 1.58. 99 

Deeeniber  1953 _ -'    9,»6.3» 


Total 


OfBoe  nppKes  and  equipment 

Tele  phone... 

Witness  expense 

Transportation: 

Airline. — 

Railroad - 

Expense  accounts  of  members  and  stail: 

Per  diem  aflowanee  or  subsfstenee 

TratuportatioB - 

Miscenaneous  (telephone,  postage,  etc.). 
Printing 


42, 822. 64 

»10.0» 
404. 4» 

25L01 

8W.R1 

349.33 

1.339.06 

1,13192 

330.06 

38,37 


TotsL. 


48,aBft( 

BaooKB  Hats, 
Acting  Chuirm^m. 


if 

L     hi 

*   :  Hi 
■  ^ 

i  f ; 


^i 


:t-S 


it' 


■■  ■  *:ia 


■^ 


111 
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IS 
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SENATE 

Fkiday,  Jan  laky  30, 19r>3 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  foUowino' 
prayer : 

O  Thou  whose  approval  we  seek  above 
the  hollow  applause  of  men,  we  pause 
In  the  midst  of  thronging  duties  and 
demanding  issues  that  Thou  might  lift 
upon  us  the  light  of  Thy  countenance. 
We  come  with  grateful  hearts  for  the 
gift  of  another  day.  May  its  hours  be 
made  luminous  by  Thy  presence,  who 
art  the  light  of  all  our  seeing.  May  we 
work  with  full  purpose  of  heart  while 
it  is  called  day.  knowing  that  the  night 
Cometh. 

In  all  our  dealing  with  others  grant 
us  the  spirit  of  kindliness,  of  thoughtf  ul- 
ness,  and  of  fair  play.  Deliver  us  from 
all  malice  and  contempt  lest  we  hurt 
others  and  sour  our  own  souls.  May  the 
tyranny  of  expediency  never  bend  our 
conscience  to  low  aims  which  betray 
high  principles.  Hear  Thou  our  prayer, 
as  out  of  the  depths  we  cry.  bowing  at 
the  world's  great  altar  stairs  »  hich  slope 
through  darkness  up  to  Thee.  We  ask 
it  in  the  dear  Redeemer's  name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedlnps  of  Thursday,  Jan- 
uary 29,  1053,  was  dispensed  with. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimou.5 
consent,  Mr.  Maybawk  was  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
on  Monday,  February  2,  1953. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The   PRESIDENT   pro    tempore   laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
ExTr:;«ioN    or    CmxAiN    Pkovisions    or    In- 

TEHNAL   REVINUE   CoDE   TO   TRUST    TtllRITORT 

or  THE  Pacific  Islands 

A  letter  rrom  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draXt  uf  pro- 
posed leKlslatlon  to  ex'end  to  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  certain  pro- 
vlBlnris  (jf  the  Internal  Revenue  C(xle  re- 
lating to  narcotics  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);   to  the  Committee  on  Flnanc*-. 

Report  on  Backlog  or  Applications  and 
Hearings  Cases  in  Fu>eral  Communica- 
tions Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Com- 
munlcntloiis  Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
HUant  to  law.  a  re()ort  on  backlot;  of  pending 
uppllcatluns  and  hearings  cases  In  the  Fed- 
eral CommunlcHtlons  Commission,  as  of  De- 
cember 31,  1952  (With  an  accompanying;  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  or  National  Society  or  Daughters 
OP    American    Revolution 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Smltli- 
.sonlan  Institution,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law.  a  report  of  the  National  Society  of 
the  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution, 
for  the  year  ended  April  1.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  rep>ort);  to  the  Committee 
on    Rules    and    Administration. 


PETITIONS 

Petitions  were  laid  before  the  Senate, 
or  presented,  and  referred  as  indicated: 
By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 

A  resolution  adopted  by  Townsend  Club 
22.  Miami.  Fla..  favoring  the  substitution 
of  the  so-called  Townsend  old-age  pension 
plan  for  the  present  social-security  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr    HICKENLOOPER : 

A  concurrent  res')lutlon  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  ihe  State  of  Iowa;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance; 

"Hotise  Resolution  3 

"Wherea.s  building  of  roads  and  highw.ivs 
since  the  inception  of  our  Government  has 
i>een    primarily    a   State   responsibllltv;    and 

"Whereai  every  Slate  of  the  Union  has  tre- 
mendous pr>  blem.s  in  maintaining,  extend- 
ing, and  building  highways  and  bridges  due 
to  the  lack  of  building  program  during  the 
wax-years  period:  and 

••Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  al- 
ways collected  much  more  than  they  have 
sent  back  to  the  States  for  road-buildlng 
purposes;  and 

"Whereas  the  costs  of  bulldlnt;  and  main- 
taining roads  and  highways  have  Increased 
tremendously:   and 

"Whereas  States  have  demonstrated  they 
are  willing,  have,  and  do  cooperate  In  bulM- 
Ing  the  federally  designated  highways;    and 

"Whereas  the  States  sensed  the  responsi- 
bility nt  an  InlCKrated  highway  system  as 
It  relates  l<j  the  national  wellare;   and 

"Whereas  the  States  have  demonstrated 
that  they  can  build  adequate  highways; 
and 

"Whereas  In  many  Instances.  n>any  econo- 
mies can  be  effected  through  sole  State  re- 
sponsibility of   building   highways;    and 

"Whereas  because  of  the  foregoing  facts 
find  after  due  consideration,  the  Council  of 
.State  Governments  in  the  national  meeting 
December  7  in  Chlmgo  passed  a  resolution 
supporting  this  proposition,  and  the  p:o\ - 
ernors'  confi'icnce  In  the  national  meetlnj^ 
In  July  1952  unanimously  pajssed  a  resolution 
supporting  itus  prc.iposltion ;  Therefore  be  it 

"Resolved  bu  the  House  of  the  Fijty-fifth 
General  Ayirrtibly  of  the  State  of  loini  {the 
Senate  conrurring) .  That  the  Eighty-third 
session  of  Cungress  give  serious  ct)nslderation 
to  the  question  of  elinilnatlng  the  Federal 
gasoline  tax  and  leaving  that  area  oi  taxa- 
tion entirely  to  the  States;    be  It   further 

"Rr.'iolicd.  That  attested  copies  of  this  con- 
current resolution  be  sent  to  the  presiding 
officers  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
■<nd  to  each  member  of  the  Iowa  delegation 
In  Congress,  and  that  printed  copies  thereof, 
showing  that  said  ct)nrurrent  resolution  was 
adopted  by  the  legislature  of  Iowa,  be  sent 
to  each  hou.se  of  the  legislatures  of  the 
States  of  the  Unlteti  States." 


tion  of  the  overseas  information  pro- 
grams of  the  United  States.  The  reso- 
lution called  for  the  committee  to  re- 
port to  the  Senate  prior  to  January  31, 

1953. 

The  subcommittee  has  made  a  pre- 
liminary investigation  under  the  terms 
of  Senate  Re.solution  74,  and  has  pre- 
pared an  interim  report  recommending 
that  it  be  continued  until  June  30.  1953. 
The  subcommittee  did  not  feci  that  it 
had  .sufficient  time  to  make  the  full  and 
complete  study  and  investigation  re- 
quired by  Senate  Re.solution  74  and  pre- 
.sent  recommendations  for  necessary  ap- 
propriations or  leui-slation. 

I  a.sk  that  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  be  authorized  to  submit  the  in- 
terim report  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Overseas  Information  Programs  of  the 
United  States  t>efore  midnight  tonight. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Wi.sconsin?  The  Chair 
liears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Sub.sequently. 

Mr  FULBRIGHT,  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  submitted  the 
above-mentioned  leport,  which  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 


RT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

commit  lee 


REP 

The  follcwinK  report  of  a 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN.  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance : 

S.  242.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  e.stablish- 
ment  of  a  Veterans'  Adminlstrat i(jn  domi- 
ciliary facility  at  Fort  Logan,  Colo.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  29). 


INTERIM  REPORT  ON  INVESTIGA- 
TION OF  OVERSEAS  INFORMATION 
PROGRAMS  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  <S.  REPT.  NO.  30i 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  last  year, 
the  Senate  approved  Senate  Resolution 
74,  authorizing  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  or  a  subcommittee  thereof 
to  conduct  a  full  and  complete  investiga- 


BILLS 


AND    JOINT    RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unan- 
imous consent,  tlie  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 

S  726.  A  bin  to  tx-rmii  shipment  by  mall 
of  live  scorpions  to  be  used  for  medical  re- 
search purposes;   to  the  Caiunnttee  ou  Post 
Omce   and   Civil   Service. 
By   Mr     BARRETT: 

S.727.  A  bill  to  provide  that  certain  costs 
and  expenses  Incurred  in  connection  with 
repayment  contracts  with  the  Deaver,  WUl- 
wof/i.  imd  Belle  Fourche  irrigation  districts 
shall  be  nonreimbursitble  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  aud  Insular  Affairs. 
By    Mr     MANSFIELD: 

S  728  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  lump-sum 
payment  of  the  national  .service  life  Insur- 
ance granted  the  late  l^ester  T.  Brown  to 
his  widow,  Mrs  Oay  D<ibler  Brown;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 
By    Mr     CHAVEZ: 

S  729  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Constantlnrs 
Christ  Lagos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 

S  730    A    bill    fi.r    the    relief    of    Wir.fried 
Kohls:  to  the  Commitiee  on  the  Judiclaiy. 
By    Mr     GREEN: 

S  J  Res  :u  Joiiii  resi>hiiion  authorizing 
the  Secretary  ol  t  !ie  Army  to  receive  for  In- 
si  ruction  at  the  I'nited  States  Military  Amd- 
einy  at  West  Point  two  citizens  and  subjects 
<.f  the  Kingdom  of  Thailand,  to  the  Com- 
niittee   on   Armed   Services. 


.IMENDMENT  OF  RULE  RELATING 
TO  CALLING  OF  A  SENATOR  TO 
ORDER 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a  resolu- 
tion for  a  change  in  the  rules  to  provide 
a  rea.sonable  manner  for  the  application 
of  rule  XDC.  in  regard  to  tlie  calling  of  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  to  order.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement  I 
have  prepared,  explaining  the  purpo.se 
of  the  resolution,  be  printed  in  tlie 
Record. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
re-solutlon  will  be  received  and  appropri- 
ately referred;  and,  without  objection, 
the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Recoid. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  80)  submitted 
by  Mr.  LcHitAN  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  as 
follows : 

Resolved.  That  paragraph  4  of  rule  XIX  of 
the  Staiulmg  Rules  of  th«  Senate,  relating 
to  the  calling  of  a  Senator  to  order  in  dct>ate. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  f  oliowa : 

"4.  (a)  If  a  Senator,  in  spealting  or  other- 
wise, transgreaa  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  the 
Presiding  Officer  sliall,  or  any  Senator  may, 
call  him  to  order.  When  a  Senator  is  called 
to  order  by  another  Senator,  the  Presiding 
Officer  shall,  without  debate,  immediately 
decide  whether  the  Senator  who  has  been 
called  to  order  has  violated  a  Senate  rule. 
The  decision  shall  b<i  subject  to  an  appeal 
to  the  Senate  which  shall,  without  debate, 
be  decided  at  once.  When  the  Presiding  Of- 
ficer calls  a  Senatoi'  to  order,  an  appeal 
shall  He  from  such  action  to  the  Senate  and 
It  shall  t>e  decided  at  once,  without  debate. 

"(b)  When  It  Is  determined  under  this  rule 
that  a  Senator  Is  not  in  order,  he  shall  sit 
down,  and  not  proce<id  without  leave  of  the 
Senate.  If  such  leave  Is  granted.  It  shall  be 
upon  motion  that  the  speaker  be  allowed  to 
proceed  In  order.  This  motion  shall  be 
decided  without  dehite." 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Leh- 
man is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senato*  Ljekman 

My  proposal  to  amend  rule  XIX  is  Intended 
to  restore  to  this  r\ile  the  meaning  which 
analogous  rules  have  in  all  parliamentary 
bodies,  and  to  remove  the  poeaibility  of  ca- 
pricious assault  upon  the  right  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  great  body  to  participate  in  th« 
debates  and  dellberatloias  which  are  the  hall- 
mark; of  the  United  States  Senate. 

I  am  a  great  admirer  of  the  high  traditloaa 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  that  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  should  coodiict  himself  in  debate 
and  otherwise  in  such  a  manner  as  to  avoid 
casting  any  reflection  on  the  honor  or  motives 
of  another  Senator,  except  perhaps  in  such 
Instances  when  the  Senate  is,  in  fact,  slttlnig 
in  Judgment  upon  the  qualiflcatloDs  ol  Its 
own  Members — an  obligation  imposed  upon 
the  Senate  by  the  CoostltutVon.  In  all  other 
situations  our  debate  should,  of  course,  be 
conducted  upon  a  high  and  Impersonal  plane. 
It  was  In  order  to  set  this  standard  that 
rule  XIX  was  included  in  the  Standing  Rules 
of  the  Senate. 

However,  as  rule  XIX  Is  now  written  and 
Interpreted,  any  Member  of  the  Senate  can 
take  any  other  Senator  off  his  feet  and  thus 
deprive  him  of  the  floor  by  the  simple  act 
of  Invoking  rule  XIX.  Under  existing  inter- 
pretation it  does  n3t  matter  whether  the 
Senator  Invoking  rule  XIX  has  any  justi- 
fication or  not.  Every  Member  of  the  Ssu- 
ate  becomes  an  omr-lpotent  judge  arul  Pre- 
siding Officer  to  decide  whether  or  not  the 
Senator  speaking  has  imputed  to  another 
Senator  conduct  or  motives  unworthy  or 
unbecoming  a  UnlUxl  States  Senator.  The 
question  of  whether  the  Senator  speaking 
has.  In  fact,  cast  any  reflection  upon  the 
honor  or  motives  of  another  Senator  can 
never  be  brought  to  Issue.  Rule  XIX  as  now 
written  and  enforced  permits  any  Senator 
to  Invoke  It  without  proof  or  showing  oX 
Just  cause. 

This  seems  to  me  a  complete  negation  of 
the  spirit  of  the  Senate  and  a  complete 
negation  of  the  intent  and  purpose  of  all  the 
other  rules  of  the  Senate  which  are  de- 
signed to  give  each  Member  of  the  Senate, 
aa  a  representative  of  his  State,  the  fullest 
possible  latitude  In  advocating  the  InterasU 
of  his  State  and  of  the  Nation.  I  know  of 
no  other  parliamentary  body  In  the  world 
where  such  a  practice  Is  followed.     Yet  I  can 


see  where  a  literal  Interpretation  of  mle  XEC 
as  ft  Is  now  written  leads  us  to  the  present 
practice. 

I  am,  therefore,  proposing  an  amend- 
ment to  correct  this  Intolerable  situation. 

I  would  propose  that  If  a  Senator  Is  called 
to  order  by  another  Senator,  the  Presiding 
Ofllcer  shall  immediately  decide  whether  the 
Senator  has  violated  the  Senate  rule  of  con- 
duct and  propriety.  The  decision  of  the 
Presiding  Officer  shall  be  subject  to  appeal 
of    the   Senate    without   debate. 

In  the  ease  where  the  Presiding  Officer  on 
his  own  Initiative  calls  a  Senator  to  order, 
an  appeal  from  his  action  can  be  taken  by 
the   Senate    Immediately   without   debate. 

These  are  the  major  changes  which  my 
resolution  would  effect.  It  seems  Inconceiv- 
able to  me  that  the  framers  of  rule  XIX  in- 
tended that  a  single  Member  of  the  Senate 
should  be  able  to  take  another  Senator  off 
his  feet  and  deprive  him  of  the  right  to 
debate. 

The  essence  of  my  proposal  is  to  give  the 
entire  Senate  through  its  Presiding  Officer — 
with  right  of  appeal  from  his  rtiling — the 
right  to  ^dee  the  propriety  of  a  Senator's 
remarks.  This  right  should  not  be  vested 
In  every  Individual  Senator.  That  Is  the 
denial  of  democratic  procedure.  It  opens 
the  way — and  It  has  been  so  used — to  arbi- 
trary Interference  with  the  right  of  each 
Senator  to  debate.  It  Is,  in  my  Judgment, 
a  most  autocratic  rule.  It  could  be  mis- 
used to  destroy  and  paralyze  the  Senate. 

I  hope  that  my  resolution  will  receive  early 
and   favorable   consideration. 


PRINTING  OP  CERTAIN  MATTERS 
RELATING  TO  IMMIGRATION 
LAWS 

Mr.  WATKINS  submitted  the  foUow- 
fng  resolution  (S.  Res.  61),  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary be  authorized  to  have  printed  for 
Its  use  1,500  cc^ies  of  Public  Law  414.  Com- 
parative Print  of  the  Texte  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  and  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Laws  Existing  Prior  to  En- 
actment of  Public  Law  414. 


PAY  OP  CERTAIN  CIVILIAN  EM- 
PLOYEES OP  NAVY  DEPARTMEN  T— 
CHANGE  OP  REFERENCE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
on  January  9,  among  the  ofilcial  referrals 
from  the  Vice  President  to  the  committee 
was  a  communication  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  requesting  introduc- 
tion of  a  bill  regarding  the  pay  of  cirilian 
employees  of  the  Nary  Department  ap- 
pointed for  duty  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  and  in  Alaska. 
This  is  identical  with  S.  1829  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  which  was  han- 
dled by  the  Post  Ofllce  and  Civil  Service 
Committee. 

In  view  of  the  above,  I  re«iuest  that 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  be  dis- 
charged from  further  consideration  of 
the  letter  from  the  general  counsel, 
OfHce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, transmitting  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  repeal  the  provision  ctf  the 
act  of  July  1.  1902  (32  Stat.  062),  as 
amended,  relating  to  pay  of  civilian  em- 
ployees of  the  Navy  Department  ap- 
pointed for  duty  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  and  in  Alaska, 
and  that  the  letter  and  accompanying 
paper  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, adcfresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.. 
\i-ere  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  foUov,^: 

By  Mr.  wnjrr: 
Address   delivered   by  him   before   United 
Nations    General    Assembly,    December    18, 
1962,  answering  certahi  charges  made  against 
the  United  Stete»  by  the  Soviet  Union. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 
Letter    entitled   "Complaint."   written   by 
George  E.  Poote.  and  published  in  the  Eu- 
gene (Oreg.)  Begijster  Guard  of  recent  date. 
Letter  entitled  "Lesson  of  the  Morse  Af- 
fair," written  by  13oren  A.  Torolaix  and  pub- 
lished   In    the    Sz.    Louis    Post-Dispatch    of 
Sunday,  January  18.  1953. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Article    entitled    "Jacob   Brown    Goes    to 
War,"  written  by  Jerome  Kearful.  and  pub- 
lished in  the  National  Guardsman  of  Feb- 
ruary 1963. 


NOMINATION  OP  ROBERT  T. 
STEVENS 

Mr.  MAYBAl^K.  Mr.  President,  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  distinguished 
majority  leader,  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft],  has  stated  Uiat  he  does  not 
intend  to  bring  up  the  nomination  of 
Robert  T.  Stevens,  I  ask  mmnimous  con- 
sent that  at  this  time  I  may  be  permit- 
ted to  speak  out  of  order  on  this  nomi- 
nation for  justi)  minute. 

The  PRESEbfENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  1»  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  is  recognized  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  As  I  look  at  the  dis- 
tinguished Presiding  Officer  IMr. 
Bridges]  I  am  reminded  that  he  is  the 
oaaly  Senator  now  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  as  I  recall,  who  was  a 
member  of  the  old  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  during  the  last  war.  I  had 
the  pleasure  of  .'serving  on  the  committee 
with  the  distinguished  Senator.  During 
the  period  of  my  service  I  was  a  member 
of  several  subcommittees  and  also  a 
member  of  the  Joint  Subcommittee  on 
Deferment,  at  which  time  there  were 
many  occasions  when  I  had  to  contact 
Colonel  Stevens,  who  was  always  cooper- 
ative and  helpful  in  looking  after  the 
interests  of  the  War  Department.  I  also 
talked  to  him  after  his  many  trips.  He 
served  well  and  faithfully  in  the  Quar- 
termaster Corps  for  4  years. 

I  never  knew  a  man  who  performed  his 
duties  in  a  more  perfect  way  than  did 
Colonel  Stevens.  During  my  entire  ex- 
perience with  him  while  I  was  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and 
of  the  varlmis  subcommittees,  I  was 
greatly  impressed  by  his  honesty,  his 
ability,  his  integrity,  and  his  devotion 
to  duty. 

I  understand  that  when  his  nomina- 
tion was  considered  it  was  approved 
unanimously  by  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  The  services  of  Colonel 
Stevens  will  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
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the  country  and  the  people.  I  am  happy 
to  have  the  opportunity  to  make  this 
statement  for  the  Rxcoko  in  behalf  of 
his  nomination. 


UNITED  STATES  FOREIGN  POLICY- 
ADDRESS  BY  HON.  JOHN  POSTER 
DULLES.  SECRETARY  OP  STATE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  Tuesday.  January  27,  1953.  in  a 
coast-to-coast  broadcast  over  the  facili- 
ties of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  Sys- 
tem and  CBS  television.  Secretary  of 
State  John  Foster  Dulles  delivered  an 
address  on  the  subject  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  United  States.  The  ad- 
dress, made  Just  prior  to  a  trip  abroad 
which  Mr.  Dulles  is  beginning  today,  has 
been  the  subject  of  criticism,  both  pro 
and  con,  in  various  newspapers. 

It  is  of  such  great  importance  that 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text 
of  the  address  be  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  RicoRD  in  order  that  it  may  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  all  Senators 
at  the  time  when  Mr.  Dulles  is  beginning 
his  important  trip. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

It  has  been  now  Ju»t  9  days  that  I  have 
been  SecreUry  of  State  and  I  can  assure 
you  that  they  have  been  very,  very  busy 
days.  They  have  been  a  perfect  mass  of 
accumulated  problems,  but  I  hope  never  to 
be  too  busy  to  talk  with  the  Congress  and 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States  so  that 
they  will  know  what  It  U  we're  thinking 
about  and  what  our  purposes  and  Intentions 
are. 

I've  already  met  with  two  congressional 
committees  that  deal  primarily  with  foreign 
affairs  and  now  I  want  to  have  a  chance  to 
talk  with  you.  Of  course  It's  obvious  that 
after  6  days  I  haven't  got  the  answers  to  all 
the  problems.  It  would  be  ridiculous  If  I 
pretended  that  I  did  have  but  I  do  think 
Ifs  worth  while  to  tell  you  what  our  posi- 
tion In  the  world  Is  and  the  spirit  with  which 
we  approach  the  solution  of  these  problems. 

Now  the  first  thing  that  I  want  to  make 
clear  and  I  want  to  make  It  abundantly 
clear  U  that  I  consider  that  It  Is  my  job 
to  work  for  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
I  am  part  of  your  Government;  It's  you  that 
have  hired  me  and  pay  me  and  you're  en- 
titled to  have  me  do  the  best  that  I  can 
for  you.  And  that  Is  going  to  be  the  spirit 
of  the  State  Department  and  of  our  Am- 
bassadors. You  needn't  be  afraid  that  we're 
working  against  you  and  for  others. 

President  Klsenhower  has  often  lued  a 
phrase — It's  the  phrase  "enlightened  self- 
Interest" — that  la  going  to  be  the  guide  as 
we  go  on  to  make  our  foreign  policy.  Now 
in  oxur  own  Interest,  our  enlightened  self- 
interest,  we  have  to  pay  close  attention  to 
what  Is  going  on  In  the  rest  of  the  world. 
And  the  reason  for  that  Is  that  we  have 
enemies  who  are  plotting  our  destruction. 
These  enemies  are  the  Russian  Communists 
and  their  allies  In  other  countries. 

Now  you  may  ask,  how  do  we  know  that 
they  are  really  trying  to  destroy  us?  Well 
the  answer  to  that  one  Is  that  their  leaders 
teach  It  openly  and  have  been  teaching  It  for 
many  years,  and  everything  that  they  do  flu 
into  that  teaching.  And  In  this  country  our 
courts  have  had  to  look  Into  the  question 
and  they've  found  moat  recently,  only  last 
week,  that  the  Com.munlst  Party  In  this 
country  is  part  of  a  gigantic  conspiracy  de- 
signed to  overthrow  our  Oovernment  by 
violence. 

Well  you  may  say.  do  we  need  to  take  this 
threat  sertoualy.  aiMl  the  answer  to  that  la 
that  the  threat  la  a  deadly  aerlous  one.    Pres- 


ident Elsenhower  recently  said  that  the 
NaUon  sUnds  In  greater  perU  than  at  any 
time  In  our  history.  Any  American  who  Isn't 
awake  to  that  fact  Is  like  a  soldier  who's 
asleep  at  his  poet.  We  must  be  awake,  all  of 
us  awake,  to  that  danger. 

Now  already  our  proclaimed  enemies  con- 
trol one-third  of  all  the  people  of  the  world. 
I've  here  behind  me  a  map  which  shows  the 
vast  area  which  stretches  from  Kamchatka 
near  Alaska,  the  northern  Islands  of  Japan 
and  right  on  to  Germany  In  the  center  of 
Europe.  That's  an  area  which  the  Russian 
Communists  completely  dominate.  In  that 
area  are  800.000,000  people  and  they  are  be- 
ing forged  Into  a  vast  weapon  of  fighting 
power  backed  by  Industrial  production  and 
modern  weapons  that  Include  atomic  bombs. 
If  this  block  of  800,000,000  people  U  com- 
pared with  our  population.  abtJUl  150,000.000 
people.  It  means  that  If  we  were  alone 
against  them,  the  population  odds  against  us 
and  In  their  favor  would  be  7  to  1.  Now 
In  the  case  of  the  First  World  War  and  the 
Second  World  War  there  was  a  big  coalition 
on  our  side  against  the  despots  so  that  the 
manpower  ratio  then  was  about  7  to  I  In 
our  favor.  It  wouldn't  be  pleasant  to  have 
a  war  In  which  the  odds  against  us  were 
7  to  1. 

And  another  Important  fact  Is  that  this 
vast  area  of  Asia-Europe,  which  our  enemies 
control,  has  within  it  all  of  the  natural  re- 
sources which  they  need.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  are  largely  dependent  on  overseas 
goods.  For  example,  our  steel  Industry 
which  Is  of  course  baalc.  In  peace  production 
and  war  pruduction,  depend.s  very  largely 
upon  Importations  of  manganese  from  over- 
seas. So,  If  we  were  alone,  not  only  would 
the  manp)ower  odds  be  terrifically  again.<;t 
us,  but  we  would  be  at  a  great  disadvantage 
In  the  production  of  the  weapons  that  we 
needed. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  why  the 
enlightened  self-interest  of  the  United  States 
compels  that  we  should  have  friends  and 
allies  in  the  world.  At  the  present  time, 
the  Soviet  Communists  are  carrylnK  out  a 
policy  which  they  call  encirclement.  That 
means  they  want  to  get  control  of  the  differ- 
ent areas  around  them  and  around  us  so 
they  will  keep  growing  in  strength  and  we're 
more  and  more  cut  off  and  Isolated.  They 
said  they  don't  want  to  start  an  open  war 
against  us  until  they  have  got  such  over- 
whelming power  that  the  result  would  not 
be  in  doubt.  So  that  strategy  has  been  to 
pick  up  one  country  after  another  by  get- 
ting control  of  its  government,  by  political 
warfare,  and  indirect  aggression.  And  they 
have  been  making  very  great  progress. 

At  the  end  of  the  Second  World  War.  only 
a  little  over  7  years  ago.  they  only  con- 
trolled about  200.000.000  people,  and  today, 
as  I  say,  they  control  800.000.000  people, 
and  they're  hard  at  work  to  get  control  of 
other  parts  of  the  world. 

Let  me  now,  with  a  map  before  me.  pick 
out  some  of  the  high  spots  of  trouble.  Let's 
start  with  Korea,  which  naturally  comes  first 
to  our  minds  because  of  the  cruel  and  bloody 
war  going  on  there.  What's  that  all  about.' 
Well,  one  thing  that  it's  about  is  Japan.  You 
see  the  Soviet  Union  has  already  moved  into 
the  northern  Islands  which  are  very  close 
to  Japan,  in  fact  they  are  within  2  miles  of 
northern  Japan,  and  their  planes  are  report- 
ed dally  almost  as  flying  across  the  northern 
part  of  Japan.  And  you  can  see  from  this 
map  that  if  they  had  not  only  this  area  up 
to  the  north  of  Japan,  but  also  had  all  of 
Korea,  then  Japan  would  be  within  the  Com- 
munist pincers.  And  if  the  Russians  or 
Chinese  Communists  got  control  of  Japan 
with  Its  great  Industrial  power,  then  they 
could  use  that  to  process  the  raw  materials 
which  come  from  Asia,  from  Manchuria,  and 
from  China,  a.-.d  to  process  them  Into  arms 
and  weapons  for  ihe  vast  manpower  of  China. 
And  that,  if  it  happ  ned,  would  be  a  very 
unfortunate  thing  for  us.  It  was  hard 
eno\ii{h  for  us  to  win  the  war  against  Japan 


In  the  Pacific  when  Japan  was  alone,  when 
China  was  our  ally  and  the  Soviet  Union  waa 
neutral.  If  Russia,  China,  and  Japan  all 
combined,  it  would  be  pretty  tough  going  for 
us  In  the  Pacific.  Stalin  has  boasted  that 
with  Japan  the  Soviet  Union  would  be  in- 
vincible. We  don't  need  to  believe  that  but 
at  least  we  can  see  that  It  would  be  pretty 
tough  going. 

Now  the  Soviet  Russians  are  making  a 
drive  to  get  Japan,  not  only  through  what 
they  are  doing  in  northern  areas  of  the  Is- 
lands and  in  Korea,  but  also  through  what 
they  are  doing  in  Indochina.  If  they  could 
get  this  peninsula  of  Ind<x:hlna.  Slam.  Burma, 
Malaya,  they  would  have  what  Is  called  the 
rice  bowl  of  Asia.  That  is  the  area  from 
which  the  great  peoples  of  Asia,  great  coun- 
tries of  Asia,  such  as  Japan  and  India,  get 
In  large  measure  their  food.  And  you  can 
see  that  if  the  Soviet  Union  had  control  of 
the  rice  bowl  of  Asia  that  would  be  another 
weapon  which  would  tend  to  expand  their 
control  Into  Japan  and  Into  India.  That  is 
a  growing  danger  and  It  is  not  only  a  bad 
situation  because  of  the  threat  in  the  Asian 
countries  that  I  refer  to.  but  also  because 
the  French  who  are  doing  much  of  the  fight- 
ing there  are  making  great  effort  and  that 
effort  subtracts  Just  that  much  from  the 
capacity  of  their  building  a  European  army 
and  making  the  contribution  which  other- 
wise they  could  be  expected  to  make.  Ill 
touch  on  that  problem  later  on  when  we  gel 
to  Europe. 

Now  then,  we  can  go  on  to  the  next  area 
which  Is  the  Arab  world.  And  In  the  Middle 
East  we  find  that  the  Communists  are  try- 
ing to  iM.'<plre  the  Arabs  with  a  fanatical 
hatred  of  the  British  and  ourselves.  Now 
that  area  contains  the  greatest  known  oil 
reserves  that  there  are  in  the  world,  and  the 
Soviet  interest  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
Stalin  when  he  was  negotiating  with  Hitler 
in  1940  said  that  that  area  must  be  looked 
upKjn  as  the  center  of  Soviet  aspirations.  If 
all  of  that  passed  into  the  hands  of  our  po- 
tential enemies  that  would  make  a  tremen- 
dous shift  in  the  balance  of  economic  power. 
And  furthermore,  this  area  also  has  control 
at  the  Suez  Canal  and  that  l.s  the  portion  of 
the  world  and  the  seaways  of  the  world 
which  has  long  been  guarded  and  called  the 
life  line  which  made  it  possible  for  Europe 
to  be  in  communication  with  Asia.  Then, 
there  are  diffl<.uliles  at  the  present  time  be- 
tween the  British  Government  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Egypt  which  relate  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  defense  and  control  of  the  Sue/ 
Canal. 

Then  if  we  move  on  further,  we  can  go  to 
Africa.  And  throughout  Africa  the  Commu- 
nists are  trying  to  arouse  the  native  people 
Into  revolt  agaln.st  the  western  Europeans 
who  .still  have  political  control  of  moat  of 
Africa.  If  there  should  be  trouble  there. 
that  would  brertk  the  contact  between  Europe 
and  Africa.  Africa  being  a  large  source  of  raw 
materials  for  Europe. 

And  then  we  come  now.  as  we  go  around 
the  globe,  to  Western  Eiu-ope  Itself.  And  In 
Western  Europe  we  find  that  there  Is  In  exist- 
ence there  one  of  our  major  foreign  p>olicles. 
the  foreign  policy  that  is  called  by  the  word 
"NATO"— NATO  standing  for  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization.  The  purpose  there  was 
to  tie  the  Western  Europjean  countries  to- 
gether with  association  from  United  States 
and  from  Canada  so  as  to  create  there  a  com- 
munity which  would  be  ."strong  enough  to 
deter  any  attack  on  Western  Europe  by  the 
Red  armies.  This  area  of  Western  Europe 
has  always  been  historically  an  area  which 
was  strong  In  the  military  sense.  And  the 
countries  have  quite  a  considerable  military 
tradition.  The  trouble  has  been  that  In  the 
past  these  Western  European  countries  have 
used  their  military  strength  with  which  to 
fight  each  other  and  to  bleed  each  other. 
Particularly  France  and  Germany,  as  you 
know,  have  been  fighting  each  other  about 
once  In  every  generation  for  quite  a  long 
time.     The    present   hope    is    that    Geim;>ny 
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and  France  will  Join  In  a  single  European 
defense  community,  and  then  we  would  have 
a  situation  where  they  could  not  fight  each 
other  and  where  their  combined  strength 
with  that  of  their  other  allies  would  make  It 
unlikely  that  the  Red  armies  would  attempt 
to  Invade  Western  Europe.  That's  a  good 
Idea,  and  It  has  had  In  this  country  biparti- 
san support.  Unfortunately,  the  plan  now 
seems  to  be  somewhat  stalled.  And  it  seems 
as  though  some  of  the  French  people  and 
some  of  the  German  people  want  again  to  i;o 
in  their  separate  ways.  That's  one  of  the 
reasons  why  President  Elsenhower  asked  me 
and  Mr.  Stassen.  who  directs  the  mutual  as- 
sistance program,  to  go  to  Europe  this  week. 
We  want  to  look  the  situation  over  at  first- 
hand and  see  whether  this  trend  to  unity  Is 
on  the  upgrade  or  is  on  the  downgrade. 

liCt  me  say  to  you  first  of  all  that  in  this 
trip  we  are  taking  we  are  not  going  to  make 
any  commitments  of  any  kind.  sort,  or  de- 
scription. The  problem  of  making  commit- 
ments Is  for  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  working  In  cooperation  with  the  ex- 
ecutive departments  of  the  Government. 
We  shall  be  there  to  observe  and  to  listen, 
but  not  to  make  any  commitments. 

The  United  States  has  made  a  big  Invest- 
ment in  Western  Europe  on  the  theory  that 
there  could  be  unity  there.     Of  the  $40,000, 
000,000  which  we  have  sent  abroad  since  the 
end  of  the  second  World  War,  almost  »30,- 
000.000.000  have  gone  Into  Western  Europe. 
If  however  there  were  no  chance,  and  that  I 
Just    refuse    to    l>elleve,    but    If    It   appeared 
there    were   no   chance   of    getting    effective 
unity,  and  If  In  particular  France,  Germany 
and  England  should  go  their  separate  ways, 
then    certainly    It    would    be    necessary    to 
give    a    little   rethinking    to   America's   own 
foreign    policy    In    relation   to   Western   Eu- 
rope.    So  you   see   that    as  we   look   around 
the  world  so  far  we've  looked  at  Asia  and 
we've  looked  at  Europe,  and  we've  looked  at 
Africa,   but  then  also  we've  got  this  hemi- 
sphere to  look  at.     And  we  have  to  look  at 
South   America.      Sometimes    we're    Inclined 
to  take  South  America  for  granted.    But  the 
reality  is  that  there  are  strong  Communist 
movements   in   South   America   and   Fascist 
Influences  in  some  quarters  which  are  work- 
ing away,   largely   underground  so  far,   and 
they're    trying    to    destroy    the    traditional 
friendship  between  the  people  of  the  Amer- 
ican republics.    The  past  administration  has 
been    so    preoccupied    with    some    of    these 
problems  of  Europe  and  Asia  and  Africa  that 
I  referred  to.  that  I  fear  It  may  have  some- 
what neglected  South  America  and  taken  It 
for  granted  that  we  could  forget  about  South 
America  for  a  time  and  then  go  back  again 
and  find  everything  the  same  as  It  was  be- 
fore.   But  actually  any  such  policy  of  neglect 
would  lead  to  growing  danger. 

Well  you  can  see  that  there  Is  plenty  of 
trouble  around  the  world:  I've  pointed  out 
some  of  the  high  sp>ots  of  trouble  but  there 
are  many  more.     There  are  plenty  of  areas 
which   are   vulnerable  to  the  political   war- 
fare which  the  Russians  are  waging  and  If 
these  areas  were  lost  then  the  Russian  Com- 
munists would  have  largely  completed  their 
encirclement   of   the   United   States  and   be 
ready  for  what  Stalin  has  called  the  decisive 
blow  against  us  with  the  odds  overwhelming- 
ly in  their  favor.     That's  a  gloomy  picture 
but  It  need  not  and  It  must  not  discourage 
us.      These    Russian    Communists    are    not 
supermen  and  their  strategy  Is  not  Irresist- 
ible    I  feel  absolutely  confident  that  we  can 
make  It  fall.    Now  as  I  said  I'm  not  going  to 
attempt  to  tell   you   tonight   In   any  detail 
what  will  be  the  foreign  policies  of  President 
Elsenhower's  Administration.     It   would  be 
looiuh  to  attempt  to  do  that  so  quickly — It's 
only  a  week  ago  today  that  President  Elsen- 
iKjwer  was  Inaugurated — but  I  think  I  can 
on  the  basis  of  what  I  know  about  him  give 
you  two  Indications  as  to  the  outllne'crf  our 
foreign  policy,  one  negative  and  the  other 
positive.  • 


Now.  first,  the  negative  one.     We  will  not 
try  to  meet  the  Soviet  strategy  of  encircle- 
ment by  ourselves  starting  a  war.     Take  that 
for  certain.     A  few  pjeople  here  and  there  In 
private  life  have  suggested  that  a  war  with 
Soviet  Russia  was  inevitable,  and  that  we'd 
better  have  it  soon  rather  than  later  because 
they  said  time  Is  running  against  us.     Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  Is  absolutely  opposed  to  any 
such  policy  and  so,  of  course,  am  I  and  all 
of   my   associates   in   the   State   Department 
and    the    Foreign    Service.     We    shall    never 
choose  a  war  as  the  Instrument  of  our  policy. 
It  says  In  the  Bible,  you  recall,  that  All 
they   that   take   the   sword   perish    with   the 
sword.     And  even  people  who  do  not  accept 
that  as  a  doctrine  of  faith,  they  should  at 
least  remember  that  twice  within  our  gener- 
ation great  and  powerful  despots  have  taken 
the    sword.     Germany    and    Japan,    for    ex- 
ample, have  taken  the  sword  with  seemingly 
overwhelming  power  only  In  the  end  to  jjerlsh 
miserably.     Now.  of  course,  we  know  that  our 
enemies  do  not  have  moral  scruples.  In  fact 
they  deny  that  there  Is  such  a  thing  as  a 
moral    law.     They    preach    violence.     Stalin 
has  said  and  It  is  taught  to  every  one  of  his 
Communist  followers  that  the  world  trans- 
formation which  they  seek  cannot,  they  say, 
be    achieved   without   violence.     And    Stalin 
went  on  to  say  that  any  who  thought  that 
their  goals  could  be  achieved  peacefully  have 
either  gone  out  of  their  minds  or  are  traitors 
to   the    Communist    cause.     We    know    that 
they've  used  violence,  at  let«t  on  a  local  scale 
In  several  countries  of  the  world  Including 
Korea  and  Indochina.     They're  building  up  a 
vast     military     machine;     they've     rejected 
United  Nat  ons  proposals  for  an  armistice  in 
Korea;  and  they've  rejected  United  Nations 
proposals   for   effective   limitation   of   arma- 
ment.    Therefore  we  ourselves  must  have  a 
strong  Military  Establishment  and  we  should 
encourage  the  creation  of  military  strength 
among  our  friends  but  the  purpose  Is  never 
to  wage  war  but  only  to  deter  war.     Not  only 
shall    we   never   Invoke   war  to   achieve  our 
purposes  but  we  shall  try  to  the  best  of  our 
ability  to  stop  the  wars  that  are  now  going 
on  m  the  world,  notably  these  wars  In  Korea 
and  Indochina.     Today  these  wars  go  on  be- 
cause the  enemy  thinks  he's  getting  an  ad- 
vantage  by   continuing   the   war.     I   believe 
that  General  Elsenhower  will  find  the  ways 
to  make  the  enemy  change  his  mind  In  that 
respect  so  that  they  too  will  want  peace. 

Now    the    other    purpose    of    our    foreign 
policy,  and  this  Is  the  positive  aspect,  must 
be  to  create   in   other  peoples  such   a   love 
and    respect    for    freedom    that    they    can 
never  really  be  absorbed  by  the  despotism, 
the    totalitarian   dictatorship    of    the    Com- 
munist world.    The  Russian  Communists,  as 
I've    pointed   out,    have    swallowed    a    great 
many  people  to  date,  approximately  800,000,- 
000.  but  you  know  there  Is  such  a  thing  as 
Indigestion.       People      dont      always      get 
stronger    by    eating   more;    sometimes    they 
eat  more  than  they  can  digest  and  then  they 
get  weaker  instead  of  getting  stronger.     And 
already  there  are  signs  of  indigestion  within 
the  Russian  Communist  world.    The  purges 
and  the  trials  that  are  going  on  In  Eastern 
Europe,   the   wholesale   executions  that    are 
going    on    In    Communist    China,    all    these 
things  show  the  people  are  restive  and  are 
unhappy.     The    fact    that    the    Communist 
rulers  feel  that  they  have  to  reswt  to  these 
tactics  of   terrorism   In   order   to  make   the 
people  do  their  will,  that  fact  Is  a  sign  of 
weakness,   not   a  sign   of    strength.      And    a 
great  deal  can  be  done  to  make  these  peoples, 
these  captive  peoples,  retain  such  a  love  of 
freedom  and  Independence  and  to  bring  such 
a  love  and  determination  to  keep  Independ- 
ence on  the  part  of  these  peoples  that  I've 
talked   about   who   are   menaced   that    they 
'can't  be  swallowed   and  digested  by  Soviet 
communUm.     And  perhaps  in  time  the  In- 
digestion will  become  so  acute  that  It  might 
be  fatal. 

Now  whafa  our  Job  and  our  Utk  in  that 
rwpect?     Our  Job  to  to  serve  our  own  en- 


lightened self-interest  by  demonstrating  by 
our  own  performance,  by  our  own  examples. 
how  good  freedom  Is  and  how  much  better 
It  Is  than  despotism  Is.  Now  who  can  put 
on  that  performance,  that  demonstration  to 
show  that  example?  The  only  people  In  the 
world  that  can  do  it  are  you.  the  people  of 
the  United  States  of  America.  And  it  means 
that  each  of  you  has  a  task  In  foreign  policy. 
Foreign  policy  Isn't  Just  something  that's 
conducted  by  secretaries  of  state  and  by 
ambassadors  In  different  parts  of  the  world: 
everyone  of  you  has  got  a  part  In  making  a 
successful  foreign  policy  for  the  United 
States,  because  whether  or  not  we  peace- 
fully succeed  will  largely  depend  upon  the 
demonstration  you  make  as  to  the  value  and 
productivity  of  liberty.  You  must  work  hard 
enough  at  whatever  your  task  Is  to  show  that 
freedom  is  more  productive  than  slavery. 
You  must  be  resourceful  and  Inventive 
enough  so  that  our  Instruments  of  peace  and 
If  need  be  war  are  better  than  any  that  can 
be  Invented  by  the  despots  and  their  cap- 
tives. And  we  must  be  compassionate  and 
friendly  and  good  neighbors  because  people 
who  are  wholly  selfish  are  never  an  attractive 
people.  If  each  of  you  will  recognize  that 
yoa  have  a  part  to  play  In  making  freedom 
seem  desirable,  then  all  of  us  together  will 
make  freedom  so  sought  after  throughout 
the  world  that  the  Russian  Communists  will 
be  bound  to  fail  In  th<ilr  strategy  of  en- 
circling tis  by  swallowing  up  the  rest  of  the 
world. 

The  point  I  want  to  emphasize  Is  that  the 
heart  of  a  successful  foreign  policy  Is  our 
national  conduct  and  example  and  that  Is  a 
matter  for  every  Individual  and  not  Just  the 
diplomats.  So  far  as  your  Government  is 
concerned  you  may  be  sure  that  It  will  not 
be  intimidated,  subverted,  or  conquered.  Our 
Nation  must  stand  as  a  solid  rock  In  a  storm- 
tossed  world.  To  all  those  suffering  under 
Communist  slavery,  to  the  timid  and  the 
Intimidated  peoples  of  the  world,  let  us  say 
this,  you  can  count  upon  us.  Together  with 
the  other  free  peoples  of  the  world  we  can, 
I  am  confident,  peacefully  achieve  an  honor- 
able peace. 

Now  I  suppose  some  of  you  are  wondering 
whether  the  State  Department  can  really  be 
trusted  to  take  a  strong  lead  against  Rus- 
sian   communism.     There    have    been   some 
shocking     revelations     which     showed     that 
some    Communists    and    sympathizers    have 
found   their  way   Into  high   places  and   be- 
trayed   secrets — even    that    of    the    atomic 
bomb.     I    can    assure    you    that    all    of    the 
resources  of  Government,  and  that  Includes 
the  FBI,  are  going  to  be  employed  to  be  sure 
that    any    such    people    are    detected    and 
cleaned   out.     I   can   promise   you   that  our 
foreign  policies,  our  new  policies,  will  never 
to  the  slightest   degree   reflect  any   lack  of 
faith    In    the   Ideals   and    the    principles   on 
which    this    Nation    was    founded.     And    let 
me  now  in  conclusion  say  that  I  believe  that 
our  foreign  policies  should  be  open  so  that 
you  can  know  what  they  are  and  they  should 
be  sufficiently  simple  so  that  you  can  under- 
stand them  and  Judge  them  and  they  should 
be  sufficiently  decent  and  moral  so  that  they 
will  fit  Into  your  Idea  of  what  you  think  Is 
right.     These    principles   of    openness,    slm- 
pllcitv,   and   righteousness — those   principles 
are  those  which  are  In  accord  with  what  used 
to  be  the  great  American  traditional  foreign 
policy — that  has  been  our  great  tradition  and 
I  am  proud  that  we  here  In  the  State  De- 
partment   and    In   our   Foreign    Service   will 
have  a  chance  to  carry  on  that  great  tradi- 
tion and  to  live  up  to  It.     And  In  that  way 
we   shall,   I   think,   deserve   and  I   hope   we 
shall  receive  the  support,  the  confidence  and 
the  cooperation  of   the  American  people. 


i.  '   i 


THE  CALENDAR 
The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.     The 
calendar  under  rule  vni   is  in   order. 
The  clerk  will  state  the  first  business  on 
the  calendar. 
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EXTENSION  OP  TIME  FOR  COMPLE- 
TION OP  MANPOWER  STUDIES  IN 

EXECUTIVE     DEPARTMENTS      BY 

COMMITTEE     ON     POST     OFFICE 

AND  CIVIL  SERVICE 

The  resolution  (3.  Res.  53)  extending 
the  time  for  completion  of  the  man- 
power studies  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments by  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  was  announced  as  first 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Piesi- 
dent.  may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the 
resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  this  res- 
olution would  continue  until  February 
15,  1953.  inclusive,  the  present  staff  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  OfBce  and  Civil 
Service  investigating  the  manpower 
policy  and  the  general  civil-service  pol- 
icy of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. The  authority  for  such  in- 
vestigation win  end  on  January  31.  1953. 
unless  otherwise  extended.  This  inves- 
tigation was  given  funds  by  the  Senate 
in  the  amount  of  $50,000  during  1952. 
Of  that  total  approximately  $10,000  re- 
mains, of  which  it  is  expected  that  this 
resolution  would  expend  not  more  than 
$8,000.  Only  about  15  days  remain  for 
the  completion  of  the  report. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  it  true  that  this 
resolution  does  not  entail  any  new 
funds? 

Mr.  JENNER,  It  involves  no  new 
funds. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  was  just  about  to  propound  the  ques- 
tion which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
has  asked.  This  resolution  will  not  even 
use  up  aU  the  funds  the  committee  has. 
The  purpose  is  to  enable  the  committee 
to  complete  its  report. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  53)  was  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  authority  of  the  Ck>m- 
mlttee  on  Post  OHlce  and  Civil  Service,  or 
any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof, 
under  Senate  Resolution  53.  Eighty-second 
Congress,  agreed  to  on  February  19.  1951 
(providing  few  a  study  and  investigation  of 
the  personnel  needs  and  practices  of  the 
▼arlous  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Government),  la  hereby  continued  to  Feb- 
ruary 15,  1963,  inclusive. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  CERTAIN  EM- 
PLOYEES OF  FORMER  SENATOR 
BLAIR  MOODY 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  54)  to  pay 
compensation  for  a  certain  period  to  the 
employees  of  former  Senator  Blair 
Moody  was  considered  and  agreed  to.  as 
follows : 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
the  administrative  and  clerical  assistants  ap- 


pointed by  former  Senator  Blair  Moody,  who 
were  carried  on  the  Senate  payroll  on  No- 
veml)er  4.  1952  salary  for  services  in  his  of- 
fice for  the  period  November  5.  1952,  thrnus;h 
December  4.  1952.  or  for  so  much  of  that 
time  through  December  4.  1952,  as  they  were 
not  otherwise  gainfully  employed,  at  their 
respective  rates  of  salary  as  of  November  4. 
1952. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  CERTAIN  EM- 
PLOYEES OP  FORMER  SENATOR 
THOMAS  R.  UNDERWOOD 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  55 »  to  pay 
compensation  for  a  certain  period  to  the 
employees  of  former  Senator  Thomas  R. 
Underwood  was  considered  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  the 
administrfitlve  and  clerical  assistants  ap- 
pointed by  former  Senator  Thomas  R.  Under- 
wood, who  were  carried  on  the  Senate  payroll 
on  November  4,  1952.  salary  for  services  In 
his  ofllce  for  the  period  November  i.  1952. 
through  December  4.  1952,  or  for  so  much  of 
that  time  through  December  4,  1952,  as  they 
were  not  otherwise  gainfully  employed,  at 
their  respective  rates  of  salary  as  of  Novem- 
ber 4,   1952. 


ADDITIONAL  CLERICAL  ASSISTANCE 
FOR  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  iS.  Res.  33 »  continuing  the 
authority  for  the  temporary  employment 
of  two  additional  clerical  assistants  by 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  3.  after 
"August"  to  strike  out  "1"  and  insert 
*'6"',  so  as  to  make  the  resolution  read: 

Resolved.  That  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  under  Senate 
Resolution  146,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
sgreed  to  Augtist  6,  1951.  and  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 249,  Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to 
January  15,  1952,  authorizing  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  employ  two  addi- 
tional clerical  a.^slstants.  is  hereby  contlnut'U 
until  January  31.   1954. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, may  we  have  for  the  record  an 
explanation  of  the  resolution  from  the 
chairman  of  the  committee' 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very 
happy  to  attempt  to  explain  the  pur- 
pose and  need  of  the  resolution.  Per- 
sonally. I  must  say  that,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  while  many  of  the  executive 
departments  are  overstaffed,  a  great 
many  of  the  legislative  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment are  understaffed.  Personally, 
for  a  long  time  I  have  felt  that  there 
should  be  a  jiermanent  joint  committee 
which  could  sit.  as  an  overall  budget 
committee,  as  it  were,  checking  the  re- 
quests which  we  receive  from  downtown, 
the  requirements,  and  the  cost  of  gov- 
ernment. That  is  where  money  can  be 
saved. 

Be  that  as  it  may.  that  is  not  the 
subject  I  wish  to  dLscass  today.  All  I 
am  asking  now  is  that  the  Senate  con- 
tinue the  situation  which  has  been  in 
effect  under  the  Democratic  administra- 
tion for  a  number  of  years. 

The  workload  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  is  as  heavy  as  that  of  any 
committee  in  the  Senate,  with  the  pos- 


sible exceptions  of  Appropilations  and 
Judiciary,  each  of  which  has  a  much 
larger  staff.  The  Foieit;n  Relation.-.  Com- 
mittee has  a  staff  of  only  12.  including' 
the  2  positions  which  it  is  sought  to 
continue. 

DurinK  the  EiBhty-flr.st  ConKres.s.  the 
Foreign  Rtlalion.s  Commutee  and  its 
legi.slalive  subcommittt'cs  met  175  times. 
In  the  EiKhty-.second  Congress,  tliere 
wore  251  meetint;.s.  In  the  Einhty-third 
ConRres.*;,  the  committee  has  already  met 
many  times. 

Many  of  the.se  meetings  are  neces- 
sarily in  executive  .scs-sion,  but  frequently 
the  tran.scripts  are  later  edited  lor  se- 
curity and  publi.shcd.  This  procedure 
has  been  adopted  in  an  effort  to  make 
sure  that  the  public  has  every  bit  of  in- 
formation that  can  properly  be  made 
public,  while  at  the  same  time  infor- 
mation affecting  our  national  security  Is 
kept  secret.  The  process,  however.  In- 
evitably involves  additional  clerical  work. 
During  the  Eighty-.«econd  Congress,  the 
committee  spent  123  days  in  hearing.^ 
which  filled  10,010  pages. 

The  two  po-sitions  which  we  are  ask- 
ing to  have  couUnued  do  not  represent 
additional  help.  They  will  merely  pre- 
vent a  reduction  in  staff. 

Aside  from  the  full  committee  and  its 
leu;i.slative  subcommittees,  there  are  eight 
consultative  .subcommittees  which  do  not 
handle  legislation  but  which  are  deslgneJ 
for  consultation  with  appropriate  respon- 
sible officials  of  the  Department  of  State 
so  that  committee  members  can  be  kept 
fully  and  currently  informed  on  foreign- 
policy  developments  in  all  parts  of  the 
world.  Each  of  these  subcommittees  re- 
quires staff  work  in  arranging  meeting*;, 
sending  out  notices,  keeping  records,  and 
so  forth. 

The  day-to-day  mail  received  by  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  is  heavy, 
and  there  are  no  indications  that  it  will 
get  any  lighter  in  the  months  to  come. 
On  an  is.sue  of  major  public  interest,  the 
committee  has  received  as  many  as  3,000 
communications  a  week. 

Except  for  the  addition  of  the  two  cler- 
ical assistants  covered  by  this  resolu- 
tion, the  staff  of  the  committee  has  been 
kept  within  the  limits  prescribed  by  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act.  We  do 
not  believe  in  payioll  padding  or  in  excess 
staffing.  As  an  example,  when  the  Sen- 
ate la.st  simimer  in  Senate  Resolution  74 
diiected  a  special  investigation  of  over- 
.seas  information  programs  and  appro- 
priated $50,000  for  that  purpose,  much  of 
the  work  wa.s  done  by  the  committee's 
regular  staff  while  Congress  was  in  ad- 
journment, and  at  a  great  saving  of 
money. 

The  membership  of  the  committee  has 
recently  been  enlarged  from  13  to  15 
members,  and  that  increase  will  entail 
additional  clerical  work  on  the  part  of 
the  staff  if  all  members  of  the  commit- 
tee are  to  receive  the  .service  they  are 
entitled  to. 

Within  the  last  4  years,  the  commit- 
tee has  handled  such  very  important 
items  as  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  the 
big  programs  of  military,  economic,  and 
technical  a.siistance— now  consolidated 
in  the  Mutual  Security  Program — the 
question  of  sending  troops  to  Europe,  the 
Japanese  Peace  Ireaty  and  related  se- 
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curity  pacts  in  the  Pacific,  and  the  _on- 
II  actual  conventions  with  Germany. 

Let  me  say  parenthetically  that  from 
inlormation  which  has  been  brought  to 
ciur  attention  it  is  very  clear  that  there 
will  be  many  more  problems  presented 
to  the  committee  because  of  the  present 
ciitical  situation  of  the  world. 

The  question  of  staffing  was  disctissed 
by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  at 
lis  firt,t  meeting  of  the  year,  and  I  was 
unanlmou.sly  directed  to  submit  this  res- 
olution which  will  maintain  our  staff  at 
the  same  level  It  has  been  for  the  last  2 
years. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 
Mr  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
anticipate  that  the  committee  will  have 
us  many  problems  to  consider  as  it  had 
during  the  past  2  years,  when  It  was 
necessary  to  employ  two  additional 
clerks? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Yes.  I  Just  made  the 
statement  that  In  my  humble  opinion 
the  committee  will  have  many  problems 
to  consider. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  does  the  Sen- 
ator anticipate?  I  can  well  understand 
that  In  past  years  the  committee  had  the 
Atlantic  Pact  and  various  other  proposals 
to  consider.  But  will  the  Senator  be  a 
little  more  specific  and  state  what  new 
problems  he  anticipates? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
expired. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  should  be  very  happy 
if  additional  time  could  be  granted.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  allowed  3 
minutes  additional. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  may  answer  the  question  in 
my  time. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  can  be  specific  only 
in  part,  for  the  simple  reason  that  in 
my  judgment  the  problems  will  be  multi- 
farious. A  statement  given  to  us  yes- 
terday indicates  that  Secretary  Dulles 
leaves  for  Europe  today.  Why  does  he 
leave?  The  answer  is  that  the  European 
situation  is  very  critical  and  complicated. 
I  am  also  concerned  with  the  situa- 
tion In  the  Far  East.  I  should  not  be  in 
the  least  surprised  if.  before  many 
months  have  passed,  we  shall  have  placed 
in  our  lap  the  equivalent  of  NATO  for 
the  Far  East.  We  shall  undoubtedly 
have  to  consider  the  question  of  exten- 
sion of  mutual  aid.  We  shall  have  be- 
fore us  the  question  of  extension  of  mili- 
tary aid.  If  we  do  not  succeed  in  ob- 
taining an  overall  understanding  with 
the  European  nations,  we  may  have  to 
have  bilateral  understandings.  While  I 
am  an  optimist.  I  can  conceive  of  the 
work  being  a  great  deal  heavier  than  it 
ha.s  been  In  the  past,  and  that  we  may 
have  to  request  additional  help.  How- 
ever, at  this  time,  we  are  not  asking  for 
It. 

I  may  say  also  that  we  already  have 
in  our  lap  something  which  we  did  not 
have  last  year  or  2  years  ago.  It  has 
been  indicated  that  120  nominations  will 
be  received  to  fill  positions  from  which 
our  Democratic  friends  have  resigned. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  able  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin to  say  that  during  the  past  4  years 
the  heavy  work  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  has  been  conducted 
with  a  minimum  of  staffing  and  with  no 
excess  payroll "' 

Mr.  WILEY.  With  these  same  two 
assistants. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  the 
committee  had  a  large  volume  of  work 
which  It  did  with  a  saving,  and  the  new 
committee  which  now  comes  along  feels 
that  it  is  neces.sary  to  continue  the  staff 
and  that  It  will  not  be  possible  to  effect 
any  economy. 

Mr.  WILEY.  My  answer  Is  that  the 
place  to  effect  economy  Is  in  procure- 
ment in  the  Military  Establishment  and 
In  the  executive  and  administrative 
branches  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Therefore,  so  far  as 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  is 
concerned,  the  previous  chairman  of  the 
committee,  who  happened  to  be  a  Demo- 
crat from  Texas,  administered  the  com- 
mittee with  efficiency  and  economy? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  talk  to  me  instead  of  to  the  wall 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  say  that  the  previous 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas.  Mr.  Connally.  conducted 
the  work  of  that  committee  with  effi- 
ciency and  economy? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  believe  I  can  say  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  Is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  very  gracious 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  say  it. 
and  I  am  delighted  that  it  has  been  made 
a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Is  that  what  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  was  fishing  for? 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  WILEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
expired. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  be  granted  one  more  minute 
in  order  to  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  may  proceed. 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
record  is  very  clear  as  to  my  opinion 
of  my  former  distinguished  colleague, 
the  Senator  from  Texas,  Mr.  Connally. 
I  have  expressed  my  sentiments  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  was  one  of 
the  first  to  pay  my  compliments  to  him, 
which  I  wish  to  restate.  Compounded 
throughout  the  years,  my  impression  of 
the  distinguished  former  Senator  from 
Texas,  Mr.  Connally,  is  that  he  has  been 
an  efficient  servant  of  his  cotmtry,  one 
whom  we  all  learned  to  love.  He  was  a 
character,  if  you  please,  Mr.  President, 
who  cannot  be  replaced  in  the  Senate, 
because  when  Tom  Connally  came  here 
the  mold  was  broken.  He  was  an  out- 
standing citizen  and  an  outstanding  Sen- 
ator, whom  we  all  love,  and  there  is  no 
question  about  the  fact  that  he  did  his 


work  well  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  desire  to  make  brief  refer- 
ence to  the  subject  before  us  by  way  of 
supplementing  the  statement  of  our  dis- 
tinguished chairman.  We  have  a  staff 
which  is  very  well  trained.  It  is  capable 
and  willing.  I  doubt  if  any  committee  of 
the  Senate  has  a  staff  which  Is  better 
qualified  to  do  Its  work  than  the  staff  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
However,  there  have  been  times  when 
the  staff  has  been  overworked.  I  do  not 
know  how  the  committee  can  possibly  do 
Its  work  In  the  coming  year  with  a  staff 
less  In  number  or  quality. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  staff  of  the 
committee  will  not  be  reduced  at  this 
critical  time  in  our  history. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution, 
as  amended. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  33  ^  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 


INVESTIGATION  OF  PROBLEMS  RE- 
LATING TO  ECONOMIC  MOBILIZA- 
TION 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  42)  to  Investigate 
problems  relating  to  economic  mobiliza- 
tion and  stabilization,  banking  and  hous- 
ing policies,  and  certain  other  matters, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  with 
amendments  on  page  2.  line  2,  after  the 
word  "authorized",  to  strike  out  "during 
the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Eighty-third  Congress.", 
and  in  line  8.  after  the  word  "the",  to 
insert  "reimbursable",  so  as  to  make  the 
resolution  read: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof.  Is  authorized  and  di- 
rected during  the  period  from  February  1, 
1953,  to  January  31,  1954.  inclusive,  to  make 
a  full  and  complete  study  and  investigation 
of  such  problems  as  it  may  deem  proper  re- 
lating to  (1)  economic  mobilization  and 
stabilization;  (2)  domestic  and  international 
banking  policies,  including  Federal  Reserve 
matters  and  deposit  Insurance:  (3)  con- 
struction of  housing  and  community  facili- 
ties in  the  present  national  emergency;  (4) 
Federal  loan  pxjlicles;  and  (5)  war  disaster  in- 
surance. 

SBC.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof.  Is  authorized  until  Jan- 
uary 31,  1954.  Inclusive.  (11  to  make  tuch 
expenditures  as  it  deems  advisable:  (2)  to 
employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such  tech- 
nical, clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it 
deems  advisable;  and  (3)  with  the  consent 
of  the  head  of  the  department  or  agency 
concerned,  to  utilize  the  reimbursable  senr- 
Ices.  Information,  faculties,  and  personnel  of 
any  of  the  departmenU  or  agencies  of  the 
Government. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  to  expend 
not  to  exceed  $23,000  in  addition  to  any 
other  unobligated  balance  of  funds  made 
available  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  248. 
Kighty-second  Congresw.  second  session, 
agreed  to  on  January  24.  1952. 
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Bmc.  4.  Expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  resolution  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chalrm&n  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 


ADTHORIZINO      EMPIXJYMENT      OP 
ADDITIONAL     CLERICAL    ASSIST- 
ANTS   BY    THE    COMMITTEE    ON 
LABOR   AND   PUBLIC    WELFARE 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  coijsider  the 
resolution  iS.  Res.  37  >   authorizing  the 
employment   of   additional   clerical   as- 
sistants by  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration with  an  amendment  in  line 
2,  after  the  word  "until",  to  strike  out 
"otherwise  provided  by  law"  and  insert 
"January  31.  1954",  so  as  to  make  the 
resolution  read: 

Rt  solved.  That  tlie  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  Is  authorized,  until  Jan- 
uary 31,  1954.  to  employ  four  additional  cler- 
ical assistants  to  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  at  rates  of  compensation 
to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman  in  accordance 
with  section  302  (e),  as  amended,  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946  and 
the  provisions  of  Public  Law  4,  Eightieth 
Congress,  approved  February  19,  1947.  as 
amended. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  resolu- 
tion? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  I  am  glad  to 
respond  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  Last  year  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  was  or- 
ganized on  a  dilTerent  business  than 
this  year.  Last  year  the  committee  had 
several  subcommittees,  and  this  year  the 
committee  will  have  the  same  subcom- 
mittees. However,  last  year  the  sub- 
committees had  individual  staffs,  where- 
as this  year  we  decided  to  start  our  oper- 
ations without  separate  subcommittee 
staffs.  The  subcommittees  as  such  will 
have  no  separate  staffs.  In  that  way 
we  have  been  able  to  reduce  the  budget 
of  last  year  by  approximately  $260,000. 
Therefore  we  are  merely  asking  that  we 
be  given  more  clerical  help  for  the  regu- 
lar staff  of  the  committee,  which  is  al- 
lowed by  the  Reorganization  Act,  and 
that  we  may  use  the  staff  to  assist 
the  subcommittees.  The  committee  has 
five  subcommittees,  which  are  the  sub- 
committees on  civil  rights,  education. 
health,  labor,  and  veterans"  affairs. 
Each  of  the  subcommittees  is  organized, 
and  consists  of  a  chairman,  and  four 
members.  They  will  all  try  to  do  their 
work  with  the  aid  ol  the  regular  staff. 
In  the  event  that  the  pressure  of  work 
becomes  too  heavy  we  may  ask  for  ad- 
ditional help,  but  we  are  starting  our 
wwk  without  asking  for  such  additional 
heft).     All  we  are  asking  for  is  addi- 


tional clerical  help  so  that  we  may  han- 
dle the  work  efficiently. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  How  much  addi- 
tional clerical  assistance  would  be  au- 
thorized by  the  resolution? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Two  cleri- 
cal assistants  and  two  clerk-stenoK- 
raphers,  or  a  total  of  four.  The  total 
amount  of  tlie  request  is  $21,529.46. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  stated, 
however,  that  if  the  Senate  should  adopt 
the  resolution,  a  gross  saving  of  some 
$200,000  would  be  realized  over  the  ex- 
pense of  the  committee  last  year. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Two  hun- 
dred and  sixty  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  $260,000  would  be  the  saving 
for  the  entire  Congress.  It  is  a  saving 
of  $130,000  a  year.  Last  year  the  expense 
was  $150,000.  and  the  resolution  asks  for 
$20,000  for  the  first  year.  Therefore,  the 
actual  saving  would  be  $130,000  this  year. 
Presumably  the  saving  would  be  the 
same  next  year,  unless  a  special  investi- 
gation should  be  held. 

I  may  say.  too.  Mr.  President,  that  I 
hope  we  may  make  a  similar  cut  in  funds 
for  the  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port. I  do  not  believe  that  committees 
of  Congress  should  be  re.'^earch  organiza- 
tions. I  do  not  believe  that  they  should 
be  engaged  in  large  research  projects, 
when  there  are  so  many  other  Govern- 
ment agencies  which  conduct  research 
and  who.se  reports  are  available  to  the 
committees  of  Congress. 

The  work  done  by  the  committee  in 
question  was  important  work,  but  most 
of  it  was  done  by  the  staff  and  submitted 
to  the  committee  in  the  form  of  staff 
reports.  The  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  served  on  the  committees  them- 
selves have  never  had  the  time  to  con- 
sider the  reports  which  were  submitted. 
The  hearings  were  conducted  largely  by 
the  staff. 

I  do  not  believe  that  kind  of  work 
should  be  done  by  committees  of  Con- 
gress. Unless  members  of  the  commit- 
tees themselves  care  to  spend  the  time  to 
conduct  such  investigations,  consider  the 
staff  reports,  and  give  enough  time  to 
the  task.  I  do  not  believe  that  kind  of 
work  should  be  done.  I  do  not  believe 
it  falls  within  the  proper  scope  of  com- 
mittee staff  work. 

That  is  very  different  from  a  situa- 
tion in  which  members  of  committees 
themselves  are  actually  interested  in  in- 
vestigations and  where  investigation.s 
ought  to  be  made  only  by  Members  of 
Congress  in  public  hearings.  In  such 
a  case  It  is  a  very  proper  function  for 
committe«;s  to  conduct  such  investiga- 
tions and  hearings,  which  finally  lead 
up  to  action  by  Congress.  I  believe  this 
committee  is  one  of  the  committees 
which  went  rather  wild  in  that  respect, 
making  merely  research  investigations 
which  could  be  made  as  well  by  executive 
agencies.  That  is  why  we  are  asking  for 
a  reduction  in  the  committee's  funds.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  shall  ask  for  in- 
creases in  funds  to  be  granted  to  other 
committees,  whose  members  are  under- 
taking active  investigations. 


Mr.  ELLENDER  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr,  ELLENDER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
when  the  Taft-Hartley  law  was  passed 
the  act  provided  for  a  committee  to  con- 
tinue a  study  of  labor-management  rela- 
tions? 

Mr.  TAFT.     Tliat  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  presume  that  the 
same  work  was  continued  by  subcom- 
mittees thereafter. 

Mr  TAFT.  The  work  continued 
throutih  the  Eightieth  Congress.  We 
were  responsible  for  starting  an  outlay 
of  a  considerable  extra  amount  of  funds. 

Mr.    ELLENDER.     That   is   correct. 

Mr.  TAFr.  Then  the  life  of  the  com- 
mittee was  extended  for  another  year. 
After  that  I  believe  the  work  of  the 
committee  was  completed,  and  we  should 
have  stopped  it.  but  we  did  not  stop  it. 
In  fact,  we  expanded  the  committee  into 
a  still  larger  study  group,  so  to  speak, 
whose  activities  no  longer  commanded 
the  interest  of  tlie  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ELI^NDER.  The  point  I  wanted 
to  make  is  that  the  subcommittee  had 
its  origin  in  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  itself: 
later  the  subcon  mittee  was  extended  for 
a  year,  and  thereafter  continued  in  an- 
other— and  larger — form.  Congress  re- 
newed the  committee  once,  and  that 
committee  estabhshed  a  subcommittee 
which  did  more  work  than  the  previ- 
ously   authorized   committee   did. 

Mr.  TAI'T'.  At  least,  it  spent  more 
money;  I  do  not  know  about  the  work 
it  did. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  desire  to  thank  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  for  expandiuK  the  di.scas.sion  of  thLs 
point,  and  I  think  it  will  be  helpful  to  us 
and  to  the  committee. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  list  of  the  member- 
ship of  the  standing  .subcommittees  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc 
Welfare. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordf-red  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

i>T..NDiNG    Subcommittees    of    the     Senate 
CosuM:ttee  on  Iabor  and  Public  WELrARK 

SUBCOMMITTEE   ON   CIVIL   RIGHTS 

Mr.  Ives  (chairman).  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr.  Grla- 
wold,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr,  Lehman. 

SUBCOMMITTEE   ON    EDUCATION 

Mr  Aiken  (chairman).  Mr.  Taft.  Mr. 
Purtell.  Mr.  Hill,  Mr    Murray. 

SfBCOMMITTTE    ON    HEALTH 

Mr   Purtell   (chairman).  Mr,  Grlswold.  Mr. 

Goldwater.  Mr    Hill,  Mr.  Lehman. 

SUBCOMMITTEE   ON    LABOR 

Mr,  Taft  (chairman) .  Mr.  Ives,  Mr  Purtell. 
Mr  Goldwater.  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Neely.  Mr. 
Kennedy. 

SUBCOMMrTTEE    ON    VETERANS'    AITATRS 

Mr  Grlswold  (chairman).  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr. 
Goldwater.  Mr,  Murray.  Mr.   Kennedy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
C.^pEH.^RT  in  the  chain.  The  question 
now  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Resolution 
37.  as  amended. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 
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EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  INVESTI- 
GATION FY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COM- 
MERCE 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  23)  extending 
the  time  for  investigation  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce of  certain  transportation  and 
communications  problems  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  this  reso- 
lution merely  provides  for  extension  to 
June  30,  1953,  of  the  power  and  authority 
of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Por- 
eien  Commerce  to  complete  the  investi- 
gation authorized  by  Senate  Resolution 
50,  Eighty-first  Congress.  The  commit- 
tee is  in  process  of  the  work  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  The  resolution,  if  agreed  to. 
Will  not  require  the  appropriation  or 
expenditure  of  additional  funds. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
to  me? 

Mr    TOBEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Do  I  correctly  im- 
derstand  that  the  resolution  does  not 
entail  the  appropriation  or  expenditure 
cf  additional  funds  or  new  money? 

Mr.  TOBEY.     That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  23)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Rerolx^ed,  That  the  time  within  which  the 
Committee  on  Interatate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce may  complete  the  Investigation 
authorized  by  Senate  Kesolutlon  50.  Elghty- 
nrst  Congress,  agreed  to  April  11.  1949,  as 
continued  by  Senate  Resolution  308,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  agreed  to  July  27.  1950.  Senate 
Resolution  55,  Elglity-second  Congress, 
agreed  to  February  19.  1951,  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 154.  Eighty-second  Congress,  agreed  to 
June  29,  1951,  and  Ssnate  Resolution  258, 
Eighty-second  Congreia.  agreed  to  January 
24,  1952,  hereby  U  extended  to  June  30,  1953. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  PROB- 
LEMS RELATINCi  TO  INTERSTATE 
AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  41)  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  to  Investigate  certain  prob- 
lems rslating  to  Interstate  and  foreign 
commerce,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  R  Jles  and  Administra- 
tion with  amendments,  on  page  2.  line  11. 
after  the  word  "authorized",  to  strike 
out  "during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and 
adjourned  periods  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress."  and  insert  "until  January  31. 
1954";  in  line  17.  after  the  word  "the", 
to  insert  "reimbursable",  and  in  line  21, 
after  the  word  "exceed",  to  strike  out 
"$125,000"  and  Insert  "$75,000";  so  as  to 
make  the  resolution  read : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Ccmmerce,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  make  a  full  and  com- 
plete study  and  Investigation  of  any  and  all 
matters  within  Its  jurisdiction  as  set  forth 
la  section  (1)  (j)  of  rule  XXV  of  the  SUnd- 
Ing  Rules  of  the  Semite,  and  especially  all 
matters  pertaining  to— 

(1)  communication  by  telephone,  tele- 
graph, radio,  and  television; 

(2)  civil   aeronautic!; 

(3)  domestic  surfaco  transportation; 


(4)  maritime  matters  generally,  and  par- 
tlctilarly  px)rt  security  and  conditions  at  har- 
bors, ports,  and  other  waterfront  facilities 
which  may  affect  the  national  health,  safety, 
and  interest;  and 

<S)  the  duties  and  responslbiUtlee  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  In  the  field  of  for- 
eign commerce  and  International  trade,  in- 
cluding a  reap]>raisal  of  the  effectiveness  of 
measures  and  efforts  instituted  by  Govern- 
ment agencies  to  control  the  shipment  or 
transshipment  of  exported  materials  to  for- 
eign countries. 

Sec,  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized,  until  Jan- 
uary 31,  1954.  (1)  to  make  such  expenditures 
as  It  deems  advisable;  (2)  to  employ  upon  a 
temporary  basis  such  technical,  clerical,  and 
other  assistants  as  it  deems  advisable;  and 
(3)  with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  de- 
partment or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the 
reimbursable  services,  Information,  facili- 
ties, and  personnel  of  any  of  the  departments 
or  agencies  of  the  Government. 

Sec,  3.  The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$75,000.  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  this  resolu- 
tion from  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire?  As  I  under- 
stand the  resolution,  it  entails  the  ap- 
propriation of  $75,000  in  new  funds. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  That  is  correct,  and  it 
is  cheap  at  the  price,  let  me  tell  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  question- 
ing that. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  wanted  to  reassure 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Very  well. 

Will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
tell  the  Senate  whether  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  this  resolution  is  covered  by  the 
resolution  adopted  a  moment  ago.  Sen- 
ate Resolution  No.  23,  which  appears  on 
page  6  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  TOBEY.  There  Is  no  dupUcation 
at  all. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    No  duplication? 

Mr.  TOBEY.     No. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  There  Is  no  connec- 
tion between  the  two? 

Mr.  TOBEY.    No;  not  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  say,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  that 
Senate  Resolution  No.  41  relates  to  the 
following  areas  of  investigation: 

Communications:  Color  television  and 
educational  television  are  both  new  de- 
velopments in  the  communications  field. 
The  committee  should  give  these  devel- 
opments especially  close  attention  due 
to  their  great  Impact  on  the  American 
people.  The  best  possible  service  must 
be  provided  from  these  and  other  new 
developments  in  the  communications 
field,  and  It  should  be  this  committee's 
job  to  see  that  the  industry  and  the  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission  are 
ever  watchful  of  the  publics  interest  in 
these  developments. 

Civil  aeronautics:  With  Great  Britain 
considerably  ahead  of  the  United  States 
In  the  development  of  commercial  jet  air 
transport  facilities,  it  behooves  our  com- 
mittee to  study  the  problem  intensively 
with  the  purpose  In  mind  of  stimulating 
our  own  development  of  this  bold  new 
field.  Also.  In  a  related  field,  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Committee  should  do  a 


particularly  careful  Job  In  the  field  of 
prototype-aircraft  development.  The 
principal  policy  question  here  Is  who  is 
going  to  finance  the  work — private  in- 
dustry or  the  Govenunent.  We  must 
search  out  the  answers  to  such  questions 
as:  How  vital  is  prototype  development 
to  our  military-defense  program;  how 
extensive  must  the  program  be ;  how  have 
similar  programs  been  handled  in  other 
countries? 

Surface  transportation:  The  principal 
problem  facing  the  committee  In  this 
field — that  of  rail  ti-ansportation.  In  par- 
ticular— is  an  overall  examination  of 
the  so-called  Mahaffle  Act,  which  pro- 
vides for  voluntary  reorganizations  of 
railroad  financial  structures.  Since  the 
act  was  passed  as  section  20  (b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  a  number  of 
reorganizations  have  been  carried  out 
under  its  provisions.  In  some  of  these, 
considerable  public  dissatisfaction  has 
been  manifested  with  the  methods  and 
results  of  the  reorganizations.  The  com- 
mittee proposes  to  do  an  intensive  case 
study  of  at  least  one  such  reorganiza- 
tion— the  Boston  and  Maine  Railroad^ 
about  which  many  charges  of  irregulari- 
ties have  been  leveled. 

Maritime  affairs :  The  disclosures  cur- 
rently being  m^de  about  crime  and  cor^ 
ruption  on  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
waterfront  make  it  obvious  that  the  Con- 
gress should  explore  the  situation  in  or- 
der to  determine  what  legislative  correc- 
tions are  called  for.  In  this  greatest  of 
our  ports,  our  foreign  trade  is  being  di- 
rectly hampered  by  these  criminal  activi- 
ties. Somehow  tlie  bottlenecks  here 
must  be  unplugged. 

New  England  economy :  Several  major 
studies  of  the  New  Elngland  economy 
have  recently  been  completed,  and  this 
committee  feels  the  time  is  ripe  for  the 
Congress  to  pay  some  attention  to  this 
region.  Almost  no  Federal  aid  of  any 
kind  has  gone  to  New  England.  Its 
problems  are  those  of  the  oldest  eco- 
nomic region  in  the  coimtry.  They  de- 
serve attention  on  their  own  merits,  but 
have  the  additional  value  of  serving  as 
prototypes  of  problems  facing  regional 
economies  as  they  grow  older. 

So  these  matters  are  on  our  agenda, 
and  they  constitute  the  scope  of  Senate 
Resolution  No.  41.  which  involves  $75,000. 

I  may  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate 
that  under  authority  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion No.  332.  of  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, second  session,  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  has 
just  issued  a  report,  called  the  Wolf  Re- 
port ;  and  In  that  cormection  I  should  like 
to  take  time  at  this  point  to  make  a  com- 
ment of  approvsd  of  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr.  John- 
sonL 

Mr.  President.  In  my  capacity  as 
chairman  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee,  I  have  requested 
the  printing  of  a  report  on  the  opera- 
tions and  organization  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  prepared  by  the 
Wolf  Management  Engineering  Co..  of 
Chicago.  This  study  was  authorized  by 
Senate  Resolution  332  of  the  Eighty - 
second  Congress,  second  session,  imder 
which  the  committee  employed  the  in- 
dependent Wolf  Co.  firm. 

The  completion  of  the  Wolf  report 
should  mark  an  important  milestone  in 
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the  life  of  one  of  the  Nation's  most  im- 
portant governmental  agencies,  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission.  With 
some  of  our  economy's  most  crucial  in- 
dustries and  semipublic  utilities  as  its 
Jurisdiction,  the  Commission  has  suf- 
fered under  the  twin  burdens  of  a  rapidly 
increasing  workload  and  steadily  dimin- 
ishing work  force — the  resiilt  of  inade- 
quate appropriations. 

Aware  of  the  handicaps  which  have 
been  bogging  down  the  Commissions 
work,  my  colleague,  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  JohhsonI,  last  year  urged 
that  a  management  study  of  the  Com- 
mission be  made  by  our  committee.  As 
a  close  and  careful  student  of  the  ICC. 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  been  con- 
vinced that  the  agency  needed  more 
funds,  more  personnel  and  better  ad- 
ministrative methods — under  the  direc- 
tion of  an  administrative  manager.  I 
believe  the  present  study  fully  bears  out 
his  contentions.  It  is  a  monument  to 
his  tireless  work  as  chairman  of  this 
^committee. 

As  chairman  of  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  I  com- 
mend the  Wolf  report  to  the  Interstate 
Commeice  Commission  as  a  thorough  an- 
alysts of  its  administrative  problems. 
Adoption  of  its  recommendations  should 
do  much  to  promote  more  efBcient  and 
more  effective  performance  of  its  many 
and  varied  duties.  I  can  assure  the  Com- 
mission that  in  its  implementation  of  the 
proposed  administrative  changes  it  will 
receive  the  sympathetic  cooperation  of 
this  committee. 

I  also  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  and  the  two  appropriations 
committees  of  the  Congress  to  the  recom- 
mendations embodied  in  the  report. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
.sent  that  a  summary  of  recommenda- 
tions of  this  report,  which  I  have  had 
prepared,  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in   the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Recommendations   Madx   in    Wolf    Report, 

SuKVEY  or  Organization  and  Operations, 

Interstate   Commerce   Commission 

1.  Our  first  recommendation,  therefore.  Is 
that  the  performance  of  all  admlnUtratlve 
functions  of  the  ICC  shall  be  delegated  by 
the  Commission  to  a  managing  director  who 
.shall  be  selected  and  appointed  by  and  be 
responsible  to  the  Commission,  and  who  shall 
have  full  authority  over  all  civil  service  rated 
personnel   of   the   Commission. 

2.  Our  second  reqommendatlon.  therefore. 
la  that  the  present  15  bureaus  be  consoli- 
dated Into  three  general  staff  ofBces:  admin- 
istration, law.  secretary:  and  6  specialized 
iidnilnUtratlve  bureaus:  certificates  and  fl- 
nance.  traffic,  hearings,  transport  services, 
safety  inspection,  accounts  and  statistics. 

3  Our  third  recommendation,  therefore,  la 
that  the  field  operations  be  organized  under 
Hlx  geographic  regions.  The  Internal,  admin- 
istrative service*  to  all  regional  activities  (of- 
tice  arrangement*,  hearing  rooms,  clerical 
aids,  supplies,  deportment  of  field  staffs,  etc  ) 
khould  be  made  the  responsibility  of  a  re- 
gional manager,  one  for  each  region,  who  at 
the  same  time  would  act  as  a  supervisory 
executive  for  one  of  the  specialized  field  serv- 
ices  In   Bucii  region. 

A' 


4.  Our  fourth  recommendation,  therefore. 
Is  that  the  Commission,  under  section  17 
(2)  of  the  act,  delegate  more  regulatory  au- 
thorities to  additional  qualified  boards  of 
employees,  subject  to  specific  reservations 
of  the  Commission,  with  the  Commission,  or 
any  of  Its  divisions,  serving  as  the  appellate 
Jurisdiction. 

5.  Our  fifth  recommendation,  therefore.  Is 
that  a  Section  for  Management  Procedures 
and  controls  under  the  Office  of  Administra- 
tion shall  be  established  and  in-ganl/ed. 
The  specialized  professional  personnel  for 
this  section  Involves,  at  the  outset,  eight 
new  positions:  One  chief  management  spe- 
cialist with  five  assistants  trained  In  meth- 
ods, procedure^)  and  control  techniqueh  and 
two  steno-clerks. 

6.  Our  sixth  recommendation,  therefore, 
is  that  the  Ma-ia^lng  Director,  as  an  aid  to 
his  ofBce.  shall  form  an  Operations  Staff 
Council,  holding  regular  meetiiiKs  with 
agenda  prepared  In  advance.  Members  of 
such  Council  shall  be  the  Managers  of  Staff 
OfTices.  the  Dli-ectors  of  Bureau.i,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

7.  Our  sevet^th  recommendation,  therefore. 
is  that  the  policy  of  appointing  specialized 
technical  review  committees  to  review  and 
guide  the  wor<  of  administrative  bureaus 
shall  be  extended:  that  their  meetings  aiul 
agenda  shall  become  regular  functions  of  the 
bureaus:  and  tliat  the  members  of  such  ciim- 
mlttees  shall  consist  of  Commission  staff 
members,  of  accredited  independent  engi- 
neers and  specialized  technicians  represent- 
ing manageme.it.  labor,  and  other  interests 
according  to  i  he  specliillzed  objectives  vi 
each  particular   bureitu. 

8.  Our  eight: I  recommendation,  therefore. 
Is  that  the  (inanclHl  reallnemeiit  of  the 
budgetary  accwunt  clas.slticatlons  shall  be 
m-ide  simultaneously  and  shall  corre.sp'MKl 
■with  the  allnement  of  activities  under  the 
proposed   organization  structure. 

9.  Ovir  ninth  recommendation,  therefore, 
i.s  that  personnel  manaf^ement  in  the  Com- 
mission receive  increased  recognition:  that 
plans  be  madt-  for  recruiting  and  training 
personnel  to  replace  the  large  .segment  or 
key  persons  ready  to  retire:  and  that  etisentlal 
])ersonnel  programs  be  developed  and  Ciirried 
out. 

10  Our  tenth  recommendation,  therefore, 
is  that  specialized  transportation  consult- 
ants shall  be  ■employed  by  the  Commission, 
tjii  a  w.  a.  e.  baals.  for  the  initiation  and 
development  of  policies  and  programs  which 
may  influence  ihe  regulatory  and  adminUira- 
tive  activities  of  the  Commission,  but  shall 
be  primarily  t>i  "foster  sound  ecunornlc  con- 
ditions in  transportation  •  •  •  to  the 
tnd  of  develo|)lng.  coordinating,  and  pre- 
serving a  natli.r.al  traiisporUitlun  .sjstem  by 
water,  highway,  and  rail,  as  well  as  other 
mt-an.s.  adequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
commerce  ot  the  United  States,  of  the  Postal 
Service,  and  o:    the  national  defense  " 

11.  Our  eleventh  recommendatlim.  there- 
fore. Is  that  a  <taff  Increase  of  30  examiners 
and  approxlmstely  15  steno-clerKs  shall  be 
immedlat.ely  authorized,  and  that  this  per- 
.sonnel  Increase  may  be  reduced  during  the 
following  2  years,  as  older  persons  retire  from 
service.  This  recommendation  Ls  dependent 
up<jn  the  proposed  organizational  structure 
being  made  effective  while  the  older  staffs 
are  still  avalla'jle  before  their  retirement  to 
train  the  new  employees. 

Mr.  EIXENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  j-ield  to  me? 

Ml.  TOBEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  recall,  the 
Senator's  committee  contemplates  in- 
vestigation relating  to  crime  on  the  New 
York  waterfront. 


Mr.  TOBEY.  It  has  not  been  carried 
on,  but  it  is  coming  in  the  near  fuLure. 

Mr.  EXLENDER.  Will  this  committee 
conduct  it? 

Mr.  TOBEY.  The  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  will  con- 
duct the  inve.stigation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. 

On  page  2  of  the  report  on  Senate 
Resolution  41,  I  notice  the  following: 

(4)  Maritime  matters-  The  shocking  reve- 
lations <if  crime  and  p..Utlcal  corruption  on 
the  New  Yirk  water  front  which  have  come 
t.o  llyht  through  the  investigations  of  the 
New  York  State  Crime  Commission  indi- 
cate dramatically  the  need  for  a  major  study 
of  this  and  similar  situations  In  port  areas 
on  both  coasts  of  the  United  Slates. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  may  .say  that  our  in- 
vestigation will  include  New  Orleans, 
also. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand:  in 
other  words,  the  committee  will  proceed 
to  do  what  now  is  beiriK  done  by  the 
New  York  Port  Commission.  Is  that 
correct  ■> 

Mr.  TOBEY.  No;  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  completely  in  error.  Let  me 
explain  to  him.  in  all  kindnes.s 

Mr.  FXLENDER.  I  am  .seeking  in- 
formation. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  That  is  what  I  wi.sh  to 
tiive.  7ho  point  is  that  the  New  York 
Crime  Commi.ssion's  jun.sdiction  stops  at 
the  confines  of  New  York  State.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  are  going  to  New  Jersey, 
where  a  treat  deal  of  rottenne.ss  and 
crookedness  exists  We  are  also  goinu 
to  New  Orleans,  to  California,  and  to 
any  other  place  under  our  flag  where 
yraft  and  corruption  and  crime  exist  in 
connection  with  lran.sportation  matters 
and  where  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce is  hampered  by  crooks. 

Mr  ELI.ENDP:r.  Was  there  evidence 
of  such  corruption"' 

Mr  TOBEY.  I  have  enough  in  my 
pocket  now  to  blow  this  Capitol  sky 
hii;h. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  mean  evidence 
about  activities  in  Ni'w  York  and  New 
Jersey  ' 

Mr  TOBEY.  Throut;hout  the  Nation 
as  a  whole 

Mr.  ELLENDER      I  .see. 

I  read  further  from  the  report: 

Such  a  study  should  emphasize  the  inter- 
state nature  of  this  criminal  activity  and 
i-hould  be  directed  tcjward  protecting  the 
>ecuritv  cif  our  national  Interests  as  they 
are  manifested  In  the  crucial  {x>rt  areas  ot 
the  c  iintry  It  .shimid  be  noted  that  a  study 
oi  this  magnitude  may  become  complex  and 
Involved,  tiius  requiring  more  time  and 
money  than  can  be  l.-resetn  at  prestnt. 

Mr  TOBEY.  No  doubt  before  the 
year  is  over  we  shall  need  more  funds. 
We  are  uoin-  to  do  a  complete  and  thor- 
ough job:  we  are  moiiw  to  clean  the.se 
rats  out  of  the  country,  before  we  get 
through. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor for  his  explanation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  aj:;reeing  to  the  resolution, 
as  amended. 

The  resolution  iS.  Res.  4I>.  as  amend- 
ed, was  agreed  to. 
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EXTENSION  OP  i'lUTHORITY  OP 
COMMITTEE  ON  ARMED  SERVICES 
FOR  HEARINGS  iiND  INYESTiaA- 
•IIONS 

The  resolution  fS.  Res.  50)  reported  by 
Mr.  Bridges  from  tfie  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  on  January  27,  1953,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  was  iinnounced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  that  this  resolution  merely 
extends  the  life  of  the  subcommittee 
until  March.  I  assume  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  my  good  frieml,  the  Senator  from 
Ma.ssachusetta  (Mr.  SALXONsrALLl,  to 
continue  the  subcommittee  after  March. 

Mr.  SALTON8TAI L.  Mr.  President, 
what  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  haa 
said  is  true.  Because  of  the  various 
hearings  on  nominations  before  our 
committee,  we  have  not  had  time  to  hear 
the  final  report  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  and  to  decidi!  just  how  to  con- 
tinue the  subcommittee.  The  commit- 
tee has  voted  to  conti;iue  the  subcommit- 
tee, and  has  left  it  U>  the  chairman  to 
work  out  the  details. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  50)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  Tliat  Senate  Resolution  263, 
Eighty-second  Congreea,  agreetl  to  January 
28.  1952,  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "Janu- 
ary 31,  1953,"  wberey<T  It  appears  therein, 
and    Inserting    In    Ueu    thereof    "March    17. 

i9a3." 


INCREASE  IN  LIMIT  OP  EXPENDI- 
TURES IN  CONNECTION  WITH 
INTERNAL  SECURITY  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

The  Senate  proce<KJed  to  consider  the 
resolution  (8.  Res.  48 »  Increasing  the 
limit  of  expenditure?  in  connection  with 
the  internal  security  of  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  with 
amendments.  In  line  5,  after  the  word 
"unexpended",  to  strike  out  '•balances"; 
in  line  6,  after  the  word  "resolution",  to 
insert  "and  Senau  Resolution  314, 
agreed  to  May  29, 1952,  and  Senate  Reso- 
lution 198,  agreed  to  September  27,  1951, 
and  Senate  Resolution  7,  agreed  to 
January  29,  1951",  find  in  line  11.  after 
the  word  "such",  to  strike  out  "resolu- 
tion" and  Insert  "resolutions",  so  as  to 
make  the  resolutlori  read: 

ReBolvtd.  Tliat  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  3M.  Eighty- 
first  Congreaa,  relatlni:  to  the  Internal  secu- 
rity of  the  United  Sti.tes,  agreed  to  Decem- 
ber 31,  19fi0,  is  hereby  Increased  by  $160,000. 
and  such  sum  together  with  any  unex- 
l>ended  balances  of  tte  sums  previously  au- 
thorized to  be  expended  under  such  resolu- 
tion and  Senate  Resolution  S14,  agreed  to 
May  29,  1952.  and  Senate  Resolution  198. 
a<rreed  to  September  27,  1961,  and  Senata 
Resolution  7,  agreed  to  January  29.  1961. 
shaU  be  paid  from  tlie  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  Uu 


chairman  of  the  committee  and  eovering 
obligations  Incurred  under  such  resolutions 
on  or  before  January  31,  1954. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  requested 
that  Senate  Resolution  46  go  over. 

The  next  resolution  on  the  calendar 
will  be  stated. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  having  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 46  go  over? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Let  me  point  out 
that  Calendar  No.  12.  which  is  Senate 
Resolution  46,  is  the  resolution  which  I 
wish  to  have  go  over. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  mean  that  the  resolution  can 
be  taken  up  later  today? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  know :  I  un- 
derstood that  could  not  be  decided  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  further  proceedings 
In  connection  with  Senate  Resolution  46 
now  go  over?  The  resolution  has  already 
gone  over  once,  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  there  Is 
objection  to  having  the  resolution  go 
over. 

I  rise  now  for  parliamentary  informa- 
tion: Is  a  motion  in  order  to  proceed 
with  the  further  consideration  of  the 
resolution  at  this  time,  or  are  we  simply 
to  complete  the  calendar  now? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  mo- 
tion is  now  in  order  to  have  the  Senate 
proceed  at  tills  time  with  the  further 
consideration  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  par- 
ticular committee  affected  is  not  pres- 
ently on  the  floor. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer]  was  leaving 
for  New  York,  and  he  stated  to  me  he 
would  like  to  have  me  represent  him  in 
this  matter,  since  I  am  to  be  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  concerned. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Calendar  No.  12,  Senate  Reso- 
lution 48. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  is  not  debatable.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  minute?  I  de- 
sire to  join  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
in  his  motion,  because  I  think  that  every 
dollar  that  is  needed  for  an  investiga- 
tion of  subversive  activities  should  be 
granted  by  the  Congress.  Let  us  find 
out  what  the  facts  are.  I  certainly 
strongly  urge  the  adoption  of  the 
motion.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  to 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  46). 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  have  been  agreed  to.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  be  good  enough  to  explain 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  ex- 
plain it.  It  is  to  provide  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  Senate,  known  generally  as  the 
McCarran  subcommittee.  It  provides 
$150,000  in  n*w  money,  and  would  pick 
up  a  balance  of  $72,000  unexpended 
from  previous  appropriations. 

Following  the  policy  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  the  ex- 
penditures are  limited  to  January  31  of 
next  year.  I  have  before  me  a  statement 
of  the  work  of  this  committee  and  a  list 
of  the  prmted  hearings  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  I  do  not  think  I  need 
belabor  the  Senate  regarding  the  valu- 
able work  which  this  subcommittee  has 
done.  I  am  to  be  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  in  this  Congress  and  I  hope 
to  maintain  the  high  standards  of  work 
done  by  it  in  the  past. 

For  the  information  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  it  may  be  in  order  to  give  a 
brief  resume  of  the  work  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, in  order  that  Senators  may  real- 
ize what  it  has  done.  In  the  hearings 
on  the  Institute  of  Pacific  Relations,  69 
witnesses  were  heard  in  open  session.  99 
in  executive  session.  Five  hundred  wit- 
nesses and  informants  were  heard  at 
staff  conferences.  The  staff  examined 
22,000  documents,  about  2,000  of  which 
were  placed  in  the  record  as  exhibits. 
Five  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty- 
four  pages  were  printed  and  published  by 
the  subcommittee,  and  the  final  report 
was  a  234-page  report. 

The  conclusions  and  recommenda- 
tions of  this  investigation  were  fully  set 
forth  in  Senate  Report  No.  2050.  I  refer 
to  the  report  on  the  Institute  of  Pacific 
Relations. 

On  the  subject  of  communism.  41  wit- 
nesses were  heard  in  open  session.  59  in 
executive  session.  One  hundred  pro- 
sr>ective  witnesses  and  informants  were 
interviewed  by  the  staff.  The  printed 
hearings  consisted  of  412  pages.  A  13- 
page  interim  report  was  published  by 
the  subcommittee.  These  hearings  had 
to  do  with  the  problem  of  active  Com- 
munists in  teaching  positions,  who  and 
what  they  were — not  what  they  taught. 
On  the  subject  of  the  loyalty  of  United 
States  nationals  on  the  United  Nations 
staff,  38  witnesses  were  heard  m  open 
session.  49  witnesses  testified  in  execu- 
tive session,  and  150  staff  interviews  were 
held.  The  hearings  totaled  434  prmted 
pages,  and  an  18-page  interim  report 
was  published  by  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  President.  I  could  continue,  but 
I  think  Senators  may  be  interested  m  a 
summary.  For  the  2-year  period,  this 
subcommittee  has  had  available  $366,- 
000.  The  subcommittee,  in  this  2 -year 
period,  has  spent  $297,000.  There  is  left 
approximately  $69,000.  We  are  request- 
ing $150,000  with  which  to  carry  on  the 
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work  of  the  subcommittee.  I  am  unable 
to  make  it  public,  but  for  the  benefit  of 
Senators,  I  hold  In  my  hand  the  tentative 
agenda  of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee, showing  what  it  proposes  to 
do  in  the  coming  year. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  that 
Is  what  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator;  I 
am  anxious  to  ascertain  the  need  for 
continuing  the  committee,  if  the  Senator 
can  tell  us.  So  far  as  I  personally  am 
concerned,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  at 
all  oppose  legitimate  investigations. 
What  I  propose  to  say  in  a  few  minutes 
to  the  Senate  will  be  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  attention  to  the  vast  amount  of 
money  which  has  been  spent  by  the 
Senate  within  the  past  7  or  8  years  on 
investigations — many  of  which  were  du- 
plications of  activities  of  other  commit- 
tees. It  occurs  to  me  that  when  we  are 
demanding  economy  in  other  depart- 
ments of  the  Government,  we  should  be 
able  to  set  the  proper  example.  We  our- 
selves should  practice  economy.  If  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  will,  I  should  like 
him  to  ten  us  what  prompts  the  request 
for  additional  funds.  What  are  they  to 
be  used  for  in  the  way  of  conducting  an 
investigation  that  has  not  already  been 
accomplished? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor that,  naturally,  I  do  not  want  to 
announce  publicly  what  we  propose  to 
investigate  that  has  not  been  investi- 
gated heretofore,  but  I  do  hold  in  my 
hand  a  list  of  the  subjects  the  commit- 
tee has  proposed  to  investigate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  By  whom  was  the 
list  prepwired? 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  was  prepared  by  the 
committee  and  its  staff. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Was  it  prepared  by 
the  professional  staff  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  was  prepared  by 
members  of  the  staff. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  other  words,  the 
list  to  which  the  Senator  referred  was 
prepared  by  persons  who  are  to  be  con- 
tinued in  the  service  of  this  committee. 
That  Is  the  way  these  investigations  are 
usually  begun,  and  the  way  they  are  ex- 
panded. On  Capitol  Hill  we  have  quite 
a  few  professional  Job  holders  who  get 
around  and  convince  some  Senators  of 
the  necessity  of  continuing  investiga- 
tions, not  on  the  former  scale,  but  upon 
an  increased  scale,  as  has  Just  been  dem- 
onstrated by  my  good  friend  from  New 
Jersey.  As  I  mentioned  Just  a  short  time 
ago,  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  provided  for 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  to  study 
labor -management  relations  for  1  year 
following  enactment  of  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act.  Instead  of  winding  up  in  1  year, 
it  was  continued  for  a  second  year. 
Then  instead  of  the  subcommittee  being 
discontinued,  what  happened?  As  was 
just  stated  by  my  good  friend  from  Ohio 
I  Mr.  Taft  1 ,  that  same  work  was  carried 
on  in  another  form,  in  a  bigger  way,  by 
the  same  persons  who  had  previously 
been  employed  on  the  labor-manage- 
ment subcommittee. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  the 
work  of  t^  'j  committee  indicates  what 
Its  duties  are.  I  refer  to  the  Internal 
Security     Committee     of     the    United 


States  Senate.  At  this  Juncture  in  our 
history  I  can  think  of  no  place  where  we 
could  spend  money  to  protect  the  in- 
ternal security  of  this  Nation  to  better 
advantage  than  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed. I  have  recently  read  from  some 
of  the  investigations  in  which  this  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  has  been  engaged. 
A  most  recent  example  is  the  investiga- 
tion of  Communists  in  the"  United  Na- 
tions. I  observe  that  our  new  represent- 
ative in  the  United  Nations,  our  former 
colleague.  Senator  Lodge,  has  requested 
that  security  provisions  be  included  for 
checks  on  employees  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. That  is  the  type  of  work  this 
committee  has  done. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  juncture  in  our 
history,  we  cannot  do  without  the  serv- 
ices of  a  committee  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit. I  should  like  to  propound  a  series 
of  questions  dealing  with  the  resolution. 
I  may  say  at  the  outset,  the  questions 
are  aimed  to  bring  out  the  position  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  that 
the  appropriation  requested  by  the  com- 
mittee should  be  granted. 

My  first  question  is  this;  Does  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  agree  with  me 
that  th'."-e  is  in  the  body  politic  of  our 
countr>'  among  our  people,  a  great  deal 
of  cozicern  over  the  question  as  to 
whether  there  exist  in  our  country  sub- 
versive elements  which,  in  case  of  an  all- 
out  war  with  Russia,  would  work  to  the 
detriment  of  our  security? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  do  not  think  there 
Is  any  question  about  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  if.  as  a  result  of  the  work 
of  the  committee,  one  such  element 
should  be  detected  and  his  or  its  ac- 
tivities prevented,  the  relatively  small 
amount  we  are  asking  to  have  appro- 
priated for  the  committee  would  be  re- 
paid to  our  people  many  times  over  in 
the  benefits  derived? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  us  be  frank,  as  I 
know  the  Senator  from  Indiana  always 
is.  I  am  referring  to  no  Member  of  the 
Senate,  but  does  the  Senator  agree  with 
me  that  there  are  those  in  this  country 
who  seem  to  be  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  any  increase  in  funds  for 
the  investigation  of  subversive  activi- 
ties to  which  the  Senator  has  referred, 
because,  for  their  own  reasons,  none  of 
which  is  good,  they  do  not  want  the 
Congress  to  put  itself  in  a  position  where 
it  will  have  the  funds  to  detect  sub- 
versive activities  in  this  country? 

Mr.  JENNER.  How  is  Congress  going 
to  be  able  to  discharge  its  duty  to  the 
people  unless  It  has  the  funds  necessary 
properly  and  intelligently  to  represent 
the  people  of  the  country? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  goes  to  my  next 
question.  Does  the  Senator  agree  with 
me  that  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  there  is 
much  criticism  today  about  the  Investi- 
gatory activities  of  the  Congress.  It 
nevertheless  happens  to  be  one  of  the 
great  functions  of  the  Congress  in  pro- 


tecting the  country  from  fraud,  corrup- 
tion, subversive  activities,  and  wrong- 
doing against  the  public  interest? 

Mr.  JENNER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  question 
about  the  investigiitive  power  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  being  one  of 
the  great  bulwark.-  of  a  free  people 
against  oppression  and  wrongdoing.  Is 
not  that  correcf 

Mr.  JENNER.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  aKree  with  me  that  there  are 
those  who  are  apparentlv  In  opposition 
to  the  granting  of  the  funds  which  the 
committee  is  asking  for  because  they 
claim  they  do  not  like  the  methods  or 
the  techniques  of  the  Investigations  of 
this  and  some  other  committees  of  the 
Congress? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  presume  that  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr  MORSE.  But  is  not  the  answer  to 
that  not  only  a  refu.sal  to  deny  the  funds 
necessary  for  conducting  fair  investi- 
gations, but  aLso  an  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  Members  of  the  Congress,  in  keep- 
ing faith  with  their  duties,  to  see  to  it 
that  congre.ssional  investigations  are 
fair,  if  it  is  alleged  and  proved  and  shown 
that  they  are  not  fair? 

Mr.  JENNER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
further  for  a  brief  comment.  I  think  the 
last  question  I  have  put  goes  to  the  ker- 
nel of  the  problem  before  us  today.  As 
my  colleaf-'ue.s  know,  I  put  my  cards  on 
top  of  the  table,  and  in  recent  days, 
since  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  have  l)een 
quoted  in  the  newspapers  to  the  effect 
that  more  funds  were  needed  for  their 
committee  work  repre.sentations  have 
been  made  to  me  that  I  ought  to  do  what 
I  can  to  try  to  block  the  granting  of 
those  funds. 

My  response  has  been  that  I  not  only 
will  not  be  a  party  to  an  attempt  to  block 
them,  but  that  I  even  have  doubts  as  to 
whether  the  committees  are  asking  for 
.sufficient  fund.s  properly  to  conduct  the 
investigations.  I  intend  to  accept  the 
figure  for  which  they  have  asked.  I 
serve  notice  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
today  that  I  am  going  to  be  no  party  to 
any  organized  drive  in  this  country.  I 
care  not  how  sincere  the  intentions  of 
those  conducting  it  may  be.  to  prevent 
the  Senate  from  doing  the  investigative 
job  which  needs  to  be  done.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  sit  here  under  a 
great  public  trust,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
assume  or  presume  that  they  will  not 
live  up  to  that  trust  merely  because  some 
persons  do  not  like  some  of  the  commit- 
tee members  pensonally. 

So  far  a.s  I  am  concerned.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  not  going  to  indulge  in  a  pre- 
sumption of  guilt  against  anyone,  includ- 
ing any  colleague  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  I  am  going  to  hold  fast 
and  true  to  a  great  principle  of  Ameri- 
can justice,  namely  the  presumption  of 
Innocence,  and  the  assumption  that 
trials,  investigations,  and  hearings  are 
going  to  be  fair  and  in  keeping  with 
American  principles  of  justice,  until 
someone  shows  me  that  such  an  assump- 
tion Is  not  justified.  If  that  Is  demon- 
strated, then  I  will  deal  with  the  Issue 


195J 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


685 


when  it  arises.  But  I  here  and  now  dis- 
a.ssociate  myself  from  any  movement 
which  seeks  to  prevent  the  granting  of 
funds  necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to 
conduct  an  efficient  and  thorough  inves- 
tigation of  subversive  activities. 

To  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  I  say 
I  wish  him  well  in  the  investigation.  I 
think  the  attitude  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  should  be  to  Judge  the  Senator 
on  the  basis  of  the  results  and  on  the 
ba.sis  of  the  procedures  which  he  fol- 
lows. I  have  no  rea.son  to  believe  that 
those  procedures  and  the  conduct  of  the 
committee  will  not  be  in  keeping  with  the 
hiKh  standards  of  American  justice  and 
fair  play. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  As  a  member  of  the 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee  during 
the  past  2  years  I  have  observed  its  ac- 
tivities and  its  method  of  conducting  in- 
vestigations, and  I  challenge  anyone  to 
po  into  the  records  and  examine  the  con- 
duct of  the  committee  and  find  anything 
It  has  done  that  was  improper.  I  think 
the  committee  has  been  very  objective. 
It  has  considered  the  rights  of  witnesses, 
and  others  whose  names  have  been  men- 
tioned, to  appear  and  have  a  full  opp>or- 
t unity  to  state  their  case.  It  has  not 
been  a  publicity  stunt  in  any  degree.  No 
televising  was  permitted,  and.  with  few 
exceptions,  no  newsreel  or  other  cameras 
were  permitted  to  be  a'^ed  during  the 
period  of  the  hearings.  In  cases  when 
pictures  were  taken  the  witnesses  were 
consulted  whether  they  were  willing  to 
have  their  pictures  taken.  I  have  been 
a  member  of  many  committees  but  have 
served  on  none  that  has  been  more  fair 
than  has  the  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee. 

There  are  many  questions  still  under 
investigation.  Some  hearings  have  been 
started  already.  It  is  dangerous  to  the 
country  to  stop  the  investigations.  We 
cannot  announce  just  what  we  are  go- 
ing to  investigate,  because  we  are  in- 
vestigating subversives,  and  they  would 
be  glad  to  know  Just  what  we  are  in- 
vestigating in  that  field.  It  is  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  the  Senate  should 
take  a  full-faith  statement  from  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  grant 
the  amount  npw  requested,  which  is  nec- 
es.sary.  Every  dollar  will  be  honestly 
accounted  for  in  connection  with  the 
defense  of  this  country  in  the  future. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  prospective  new 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  with  ref- 
erence to  some  justifiable  criticism  which 
ha.s  occurred  within  the  past  2  years.  I 
was  a  member  of  the  full  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  during  that  period,  but  not 
a  member  of  the  subcommittee.  Many 
of  us  found  that  because  of  the  great 
volume  of  testimony  there  was  some- 
times a  delay  in  getting  the  testimony 
pr.nted,  and  because  of  the  fact  that 
some  of  us  were  not  in  attendance  at  the 
hearings  of  the  subcommittee,  when  the 


matters  came  up  before  the  full  com- 
mittee there  was  little  or  no  oppor- 
tunity for  the  other  members  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  to  know  exactly  what 
the  testimony  was,  becaiise  of  its  great 
volume.  There  was  also.  I  think,  justi- 
fiable criticism  that  when  a  preliminary 
report  or  a  full  report  was  made,  it  was 
not  brought  before  the  full  Judiciary 
Committee.  Some  of  us,  who  were  not 
sitting  in  on  the  hearings,  but  who  knew 
the  vast  and  complex  details  that  made 
up  the  testimony  in  the  reixjrts,  al- 
though the  reports  may  have  been  all 
right,  refrained  from  signing  them,  but 
only  because  we  did  not  know  what  was 
in  them:  they  were  too  detailed  and  too 
voluminous. 

I  think  it  would  strengthen  the  work 
of  the  committee  if  some  administrative, 
procedure  could  be  worked  out  whereby 
the  members  of  the  full  committee  could 
know  a  little  more  about  what  is  going 
on  in  the  Subcommittee  on  Internal 
Security. 

I  think  that  is  a  justifiable  criticism. 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  borne  out  by  other 
members  of  the  committee.  Toward  the 
end  of  the  session  we  were  busy  with 
other  matters.  As  I  have  said,  I  am  of 
the  opinion  that  the  work  of  the  com- 
mittee will  be  strengthened  if  the  other 
members  of  the  Judiciary  Conmiittee 
may  have  an  opportunity  to  know  a  little 
more  about  the  agenda,  the  procedure, 
and  so  forth.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
time  during  the  life  of  the  subcommittee 
when  there  was  full  knowledge  of  its 
activities.  I  do  not  criticize  anyone  for 
that;  perhaps  it  is  all  right,  because 
sometimes  it  is  not  desirable  to  have  too 
many  persons  know  what  is  transpiring. 
There  were  times  when  some  Senators 
did  not  know  quite  exactly  what  some 
of  the  objectives  were.  I  think  it  de- 
veloped that  the  objectives  were  com- 
mendable, but  there  would  have  been  a 
great  deal  more  support  in  the  full  com- 
mittee if  a  plan  could  have  been  devised 
to  enable  all  Senators  to  feel  that  they 
had  a  part  in  the  investigation. 

Mr,  JENNER.  I  appreciate  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
excerpts  from  various  newspapers  in 
Washington,  to  the  effect  that  the  com- 
mittee which  is  to  be  headed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wisconsin  [  Mr. 
McCarthy]  will  take  over  the  role  of 
probing  communism  and  subversive  in- 
fluences in  this  country.  Have  the  dif- 
ferences that  formerly  existed  between 
the  Subcommittee  on  Internal  Security 
and  the  so-called  McCarthy  committee 
been  ironed  out,  so  that  there  will  not 
be  any  duplication? 

Mr.  JENNER.  First.  I  may  answer  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  by  saying  that 
there  never  have  been  any  differences 
that  I  know  of.  I  do  not  know  to  what 
articles  the  Senator  refers.  However,  as 
chairman  of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee. I  have  talked  on  many  oc- 
casions to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
with  regard  to  overlapping  and  dupli- 
cation of  work.    The  Senator  from  Wis- 


consin came  before  our  committee,  and 
the  members  of  our  committee  asked 
him  the  very  same  question,  namely,  as 
to  the  field  of  activities  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  proposed  to  investigate. 

Of  course,  investigation  in  the  field 
of  communism  is  handled  by  the  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Security  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  is  present,  and  he 
can  verify  my  statement. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
an  article  published  in  the  Washington 
Post,  from  which  I  read: 

McCarthy  said  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment has  Just  "scratched  the  surface"  in 
attempting  to  rid  Itself  of  subversive  In- 
fluences and  that  his  committee  will  con- 
tinue— "very  definitely" — efforts  to  root 
Osmmunlsts  from  the  Government. 

Not  long  ago  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  took  part  in  a  Meet  the 
Press  program.  At  that  time  I  think  he 
again  indicated  that  he  was  going  to 
keep  a  close  watch  on  the  subcommittee 
of  which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is 
a  member,  on  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  in  the  House,  and 
on  all  other  committees,  and  that  if 
they  did  not  do  a  good  job  of  rooting 
out  communism,  he  proposed  to  take  ac- 
tion through  his  committee. 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  the  first  place.  I 
hope  we  will  maintain  the  fine  record 
established  by  our  subcommittee  during 
the  past  2  years,  when  it  has  been  en- 
gaged in  the  field  of  investigation  of 
communism  and  subversive  activities, 
and  has  achieved  excellent  results. 
Therefore  I  see  no  reason  for  duplica- 
tion by  any  other  committee. 

As  I  read  the  Reorganization  A^t.  I 
think  the  Committee  on  Government'Op- 
erations,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin IMr.  McCarthy]  is  chairman,  has 
a  prop>er  field  of  investigation  without 
going  into  the  field  of  communism  or 
subversive  activities  in  the  Government. 
That  is  the  view  which  our  subcommittee 
intends  to  take  of  the  situation.  It  is 
our  understanding  with  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  such  an  arrangement 
applies  to  similar  activities  on  the  part 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  When  was  that 
understanding  reached? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  talked  with  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  many  occa- 
sions. He  came  before  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration.  I  think 
on  January  22,  requesting  an  appropria- 
tion for  his  committee.  At  that  time 
various  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  asked  him  the 
specific  questions  which  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  has  raised. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  there  is  no 
possibility  of  any  duplication  of  the  work 
of  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations, the  work  of  the  subcommittee  of 
which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  to  be 
chairman,  and  the  committee  headed  by 
Representative  Vklde  in  the  other  House. 
I  have  instructed  the  staff  of  my  com- 
mittee to  work  with  the  staffs  of  the 


■ 


\     f 


\ 


686 


I 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  JO 


:^•: 


I  1 


I     . 


pn^!«; 


comimttee  of  which  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  is  a  member  and  with  the  House 
committee,  and  I  feel  certain  there  is 
no  question  that  that  will  be  done. 

I  do  not  attempt  at  this  time  to  divest 
my  committee  of  any  jurisdiction  which 
it  has.  but  I  can  assure  the  Senate  that 
we  will  not  duplicate  the  work  of  any 
other  committee. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  been  very  much 
concerned  about  subversive  activities 
within  the  Government,  and  I  still  am. 
Whenever  I  find  such  activities  I  intend 
to  take  them  up  with  the  subcommittee 
of  which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is 
to  be  chairman. 

I  can  also  assure  Senators  that  I  am 
not  forgetting  the  issue  of  communism. 
However.  I  understand  that  while  under 
the  Reorganization  Act  there  is  unlim- 
ited Jurisdiction  so  far  as  investigations 
are  concerned,  there  is  no  question  that 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  I  desire 
to  avoid  duplication  of  work. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  CaroUna.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  hap- 
pen to  be  the  only  member  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Security  from 
this  side  of  the  aisle  who  is  now  on  the 
floor.  I  have  been  a  member  of  that 
subcommittee  from  the  beginning  of  my 
service  in  the  Senate.  I  do  not  know 
how  any  committees  proceedings  could 
have  been  conducted  more  expeditiously, 
efficiently,  or  economically  than  have 
been  those  of  that  subcommittee. 

The  fact  that  it  has  reported  unspent 
$69,000  of  the  money  appropriated  for 
it  which  it  could  have  spent,  is  a  good 
Indication  of  the  integrity  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

With  respect  to  employing  personnel 
for  the  subcommittee.  I  know  that  a  very 
high-class  group  of  men  are  working 
for  the  subcommittee.  Many  of  them 
could  command  much  higher  salaries  in 
other  employment  If  they  wished  to  do 
so. 

I  believe  the  subcommittee  has  been 
conducted  according  to  the  very  best 
and  highest  standards  of  judicial  and 
ethical  conduct. 

Some  of  my  colleagues  may  recall  that 
about  a  year  or  more  ago  there  was  some 
criticism  of  the  subcommittee  because 
of  something  said  by  a  distinguished 
Journalist  and  a  distinguished  former 
high  official  of  the  Government.  I  hap- 
pened to  have  heard  of  those  two  gentle- 
men and,  when  the  Investigation  was 
concluded,  I  was  advised  by  them  that 
the  method  of  examination  was  quite 
correct.  There  had  been  some  suspicion 
about  secret  hearings,  but  they  then  un- 
derstood that  the  hearings  were  held  in 
the  way  they  were  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  names  and  reputations 
of  good  men  whose  names  might  have 
been  used  Inadvertently  until  sufficient 
facts  had  been  ascertained  to  Justify 
making  the  facts  public. 

There  was  also  ang||^r  element  in- 
volved.   I  recall  that  TOfere  were  some 


writers — script  writers  and  others — who 
had  been  proscribed  by  Communists,  who 
had  done  some  talking,  and  they  had 
been  kept  out  of  their  work  by  different 
schemes  hatched  against  them.  Of 
course,  it  was  necessary  to  examine  them 
in  executive  session  in  order  to  get  the 
evidence  against  them,  and  they  will- 
ingly and  gladly  cooperated  with  the  sub- 
committee. So  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  ascertain,  the  work  done  by  the  sub- 
committee has  been  on  the  very  highest 
plane,  and  without  the  waste  of  any 
money  whatsoever. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Ct.erk.  On  pace  1. 
line  4.  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
figures  '$150  000"  and  in.sert,  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  figures    $100,000  " 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  reduce 
by  $50,000  the  amount  asked  As  I  in- 
dicated a  while  aso.  it  is  not  my  pur- 
pose to  oppose  any  legitimate  investiga- 
tion. I  think  that  the  Subcommittee  on 
Internal  Security  has  functioned  well  in 
the  past. 

The  distinRuished  Senator  from  In- 
diana (Mr.  jENNERl  indicated  that  the 
amount  spent  during  the  last  2  years 
totaled  about  $300,000.  which  would 
mean  $150,000  per  year.  As  was  stated 
by  my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Smith),  the  sub- 
committee has  at  present  an  unexpended 
balance  of  more  than  $69,000. 

The  effect  of  my  amendment  would 
be  to  allow  the  subcommittee  fui  this 
year  the  same  amount  of  money  that 
was  spent  last  year,  that  is,  $150,000, 
plus  about  $20,000. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  a.sking  that  this 
be  done  becau.se  it  is  my  belief  that  with 
a  committee  doing  similar  work  on  the 
House  side,  and  with  other  committees 
in  the  Senate  delving  into  the  same  sub- 
ject matter,  this  work  could  be  easily 
done  with  the  sum  which  would  be  pro- 
vided if  my  amendment  were  adopted. 

It  strikes  me  that  the  Senate  must 
show  the  way  not  only  in  appropriating 
less  money  but  in  actually  demonstrat- 
ing to  other  departments  of  Government 
that  a  good  job  can  be  done  with  les.s 
money.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a  good 
job  was  done  by  this  committee,  as  my 
good  friend  from  North  Carolina  I  Mr. 
SBtiTHl  stated,  with  the  money  at  hand. 
The  committee  did  not  spend  all  the 
money  which  was  C4ppropriated  last  year. 
If  my  amendment  is  adopted,  it  will  give 
the  committee,  as  I  have  just  indicated, 
$20,000  more  to  spend  than  it  had  last 
year. 

I  should  like  toindicate  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  country  the  increases  in  ex- 
penditures which  have  occurred  in  the 
operations  of  the  Senate.  First,  I  have 
before  me  a  table  showing  the  expendi- 
tures made  by  the  Senate  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  during  the  fiscal  years  1940 
through  1952,  for  investigations  by  the 
standing  committees,  special  committees, 
select  committees,  and  joint  committees. 
I  shall  not  go  into  detail  to  show  what 
each  of  the  committees  has  spent,  but  I 


will  ask  that  the  table  be  placed  in  the 
Record.  I  merely  point  out  to  my  col- 
leagues the  totals  which  have  been  spent 
for  the  purposes  I  have  just  indicated, 
beginning  with  the  year  1940  and  includ- 
ing 1952.  As  I  just  stated,  these  amounts? 
were  for  special  investigations  similar  to 
the  one  we  are  now  considering. 

For  the  year  1940  the  entire  amount 
spent  by  the  Senate  for  all  investigation.s 
was  $170,26804;  for  1941,  the  same 
amount;  for  1942.  S210.000  plus;  for  1943. 
$381  000;  for  1946,  the  last  year  of  oper- 
ation k)efore  the  Reoi-panization  Act  be- 
came effective,  the  amount  spent  was 
$588,000.  During  the  past  year  we  spent 
.*1.727.6C0  In  other  words,  last  year 
the  Senate  spent  for  special  investiga- 
tions 10  times  as  much  money  as  was 
spent  for  that  purpose  in  1940  and  more 
than  double  the  amount  of  money  which 
was  .speiU  for  ir.  vest;  Rations  in  the 
last  year  before  tlu'  Reorganization  Act 
btcame  effective. 

Mr.  President,  it  .strikes  me  that  the 
Senate  ii>  koiiik  somewhat  haywire  on 
some  of  the.se  investigations.  We  are 
ipenduiK  too  much  money.  There  is 
too  much  duplication.  I  am  .salusfled 
that  ijefore  the  year  i.s  out  we  shall  see 
a  little  lu«-of-war  between  some  of  the 
committees  a.s  to  who  .should  investigate 
what.  Some  of  tlu'se  investiMaling  com- 
mittees are  mouik  to  run  out  of  material, 
and  they  will  be  encroachinK  upon  one 
another's  territory,  as  has  occurred  in 
the  past. 

Mr.    WATKINS. 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr    ELJ.KNDER. 

Mr.  WATKINS. 


Mr.   President,   will 


I  yield. 
As  a  member  of  tlie 
committee.  I  hope  we  do  run  out  of  ma- 
terial. I  hope  we  run  out  of  reasons  for 
investigating.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
as  a  memlier  of  that  committee  I  would 
be  willinK  to  stop  the  investigation  the 
first  day  we  find  that  we  have  run  out 
of  subversives. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  anticipate 
that  the  committee  will  expire.  As  I 
indicated  a  while  a^o.  there  are  profes- 
sional mvesti^jators  who  live  on  Capitol 
Hi!I.  and  who  keep  these  committees 
alive.  They  will  always  find  some  way 
to  continue  their  jobs  I  have  no  doubt 
that  is  the  way  a  great  many  investiga- 
tions are  started.  They  are  started  by 
some  professional  investr^ator.  or  some- 
one who  comes  to  us  and  sells  us  an  idea. 
Immediately  a  special  subcommittee  is 
created  to  look  into  it.  As  I  stated  a 
while  ago.  once  a  subcommittee  is  estab- 
li.-=hed.  it  is  never  terminated.  I  shall 
demonstrate  that  later  in  '•onnection 
with  another  resolution  which  is  coming 
up.  dealiHK  with  the  so-called  McCarthy 
subcommittee.  The  forerunner  of  the 
McCarthy  subcommittee  was  the  Tru- 
man committee,  which  rendered  its  final 
report  in  1948.  Nevertheless,  it  was  con- 
tinued— to  do  the  same  work — in  another 
form,  but  on  a  larger  scale. 

Mr.  President,  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcord  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the 
table  from  which  I  have  been  reading. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows; 
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Expenditures  paid  by  the  Senate  from  the  contingent  fund  during  the  fiscal  yearn  ghorm  for  inveslignfionn  h\i  Ike  ^landing  committees  (including 

subcommittees),  special  committees,  select  commttiee*,  and  joint  committees — C'ontiiiii<'<l 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  before  me  a  table  showing  the  sal- 
aries paid  to  employees  of  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate.  Remember,  these 
employees  are  separate  and  apart  from 
those  I  have  just  mentioned,  who  are 
employed  in  connection  with  special  in- 
vestigations. These  employees  that  I 
now  refer  to  do  the  regular  work  of  the 


Senate,    as    employees    of    the    various 
standing  committees  of  the  Senate. 

In  1940  the  amount  of  money  which 
we  spent  to  pay  all  ;uch  expenses  was 
$474,829;  in  1946,  the  last  yea-  before 
the  Reorganization  Act,  we  spent  $948  - 
819:  for  1952  the  amount  spent  was 
$1,213,699.  So  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
expenses  of  operating  our  regular  com- 


mittees have  al."^o  been  increasing  from 
year  to  year. 

I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  have  the 
table  to  which  I  am  referring  printed  in 
the  Record  at  th:s  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  beinti  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows; 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  Let  us  now  consider 
the  expenditures  for  all  Senate  em- 
ployees to  see  how  much  more  is  now 
being  spent  than  has  been  spent  in 
the  past. 

The  last  full  year  prior  to  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  the  Senate  had  1,369  em- 


ployees. That  was  as  of  June  30.  1946. 
The  amou.at  of  money  spent  during  fiscal 
year  1946  was  $5,936,521. 

As  of  June  30,  1951 — and  that  Is  for 
the  fiscal  year  1951,  nearly  5  years  after 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  be- 
came   operative — the    number    of    em- 


ployees had  increased  from  1,369  to  1.808. 
which  cost  the  Goverrunent  $10,871,432. 
as  compared  with  $5,963,521  for  the  fiscal 
year  1946. 

The  percentage  increase  for  1951  over 
1946  was  32  percent  in  employees  and  82 
percent  in  amount  of  money. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Did 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  compare  the 
percentages  with  the  budget  amounts 
now  and  in  the  day.s  which  the  Senator 
used  as  a  basis  of  comparison? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  budget  has  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  think 
the  percentage  does  have  a  great  deal  to 
do  with  it.  Does  net  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  agree  that  today  the  Govern- 
ment Is  engaging  in  many  activities  in 
which  it  did  not  engage  during  1946? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ncirth  Carolina.  And 
that  the  more  activities  the  Government 
ent::ages  in  the  greater  the  need  for  in- 
vestipations.  Is  that  not  correct? 
Would  not  the  Seni.tor  from  Louisiana 
say  that  the  more  activities  the  Govern- 
ment engages  in  the  more  activities  there 
are  to  be  watched  and  investigated  by 
Congress? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  but  it  is  not  in 
direct  proportion. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ncrth  Carolina.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is.  I  asked  the 
Senator  whether  he  has  compared  the 
fipurcs  he  used  with  the  pre.sent  budget, 
showing  the  amount  of  money  being 
spi'nt  by  the  Government.  I  think  that 
should  be  the  test. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  doubt  It.  If  the 
Navy  .'-pends  SIO.OOCOOO  more  this  year 
tlian  it  spent  last  ye.ir  the  work  entailed 
in  looking  into  it  is  almost  the  same.  I 
serve  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, and  I  know  thtt  to  be  the  fact.  We 
must  go  into  practically  the  same  detail, 
and  it  merely  mean;;  that  the  Navy  has 
a  few  more  ships;  but  insofar  as  inve?ti- 
gatlons  are  concern(?d  it  does  not  entail 
very  much  additions!  work. 

Mr.  President,  in  1952  Senate  em- 
ployees increased  from  1.808  on  June  30, 
1951,  to  1,950,  as  of  June  30,  1952.  That 
is  in  the  space  of  1  year.  Senate  ex- 
peases  increa-sed  in  llscal  year  1952  from 
$10,871,432  to  $11,354,594. 

To  put  it  another  way,  the  percentage 
increase  of  1952  over  1951  in  the  case 
of  employees  is  7.7  percent,  and  the  in- 
crease in  expenditures  is  4.5  percent. 
The  increase  of  1952  over  1946,  when  the 
Reorganization  Act  came  into  being,  was 
42.4  percent  for  employees,  and  89  per- 
cent in  the  cost  of  operating  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a  doc- 
ument which  shows  all  Senate  expenses, 
including  salaries  of  Senators,  TTie  fig- 
ures which  I  will  read  include  the  ex- 
penses of  regular  operation  of  the  stand- 
ing committees  of  the  Senate  and  foi 
the  work  these  committees  perform  ordi- 
narily. Included  also  are  special  investi- 
gations. 

In  1940  the  total  amount  of  Senate 
expenditures,  including  the  salaries  of 
Senators,  was  $3,936,986. 

In  1952  that  amount  was  $12,850,183. 
Expenses,  including  the  salaries  of  Sen- 
ators, have  jumped  during  a  period  of  12 
years  from  $3,936,986  to  $12,850,183. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiarui  yield? 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  a  moment.  I  do 
not  believe — in  the  face  of  these  tre- 
mendous increases — that  the  Senate  can, 
in  good  conscience,  ask  for  reductions  in 
agencies  of  the  executive  branch  unless 
we  show  the  way.  and  unless  we,  our- 
selves, are  willing  to  make  cuts. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  which 
I  have  sent  to  the  desk  is  not  to  do 
away  with  the  committee,  I  do  not  wish 
to  reflect  upon  the  committee's  record. 
I  do  believe,  however,  it  should  try  to 
live  within  the  same  amount  of  money 
that  was  provided  for  it  last  year.  That 
is  all  I  am  asking.  Mr.  President.  I  be- 
lieve all  Senators  will  readily  admit  that 
a  good  job  was  done  last  year  by  the 
committee,  but  the  great  diflSculty  is 
that  it  wants  to  expand  its  work  and 
to  continue  to  expand  its  work  and  to 
create  more  jobs.  That  is  the  ultimate 
result,  Mr.  President. 

What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to  save  a 
few  dollars,  that  is  all,  I  am  trying  to 
help  the  Repubhcan  Party  carry  out 
the  economy  plank  in  its  platform.  All 
of  us  heard  last  year  the  campaign  cry 
that  the  Democrats  were  spending  the 
country  out  of  existence.  What  I  am 
trying  to  do,  as  a  Democrat,  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle,  is  to  help  the  Republicans 
carry  out  their  economy  pledge.  I  do 
not  see  why  there  should  be  any  oppo- 
sition to  this  effort  on  my  part.  What 
all  of  us  ought  to  do.  and  what  I  am 
trying  to  do.  is  to  permit  the  committee 
to  continue  in  operation  and  to  perform 
its  work  along  the  same  line  as  last  year, 
by  giving  it  the  same  amount  of  money 
it  spent  last  year,  plus  approximately 
$19,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  at  this 
point,  the  table  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recxjrd,  as 
follows : 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morse  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  As  I 
recall,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  said 
that  the  expenses  in  1940  were  $3,000,000 
as  against  $12,000,000  in  1952.  In  other 
words,  they  increased  considerably  over 
a  period  of  13  years, 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Is  It 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  expenses  of 
government  generally  increased  five 
times  during  that  period  of  time? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  able  to  say 
whether  that  is  correct.  If  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  has  the  figure  I 
shall  be  glad  to  accept  his  word  for  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  No ;  I 
was  merely  asking  a  question.  I  think 
the  exp>enses  increased  many  times. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  know  they  in- 
creased considerably. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  The 
other  question  I  had  in  mind  is  this:  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee  is  going  to  ferret  out  Com- 
munists in  Government  and  in  America 
generally? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  It  is 
in  the  nature  of  treatment  which  an  indi- 
vidual may  get  from  a  doctor,  clinic,  or 
hospital.  In  other  words,  the  fact  that 
a  man  may  not  need  any  medical  or  hos- 
pital attention  one  year  does  not  set  any 
criterion  as  to  the  nature  of  the  expenses 
he  will  have  to  meet  when  he  does  need 
such  attention. 

Mr.  ET.TiKNDER.  But  there  was  a 
great  cry  for  the  investigation,  and  quite 
a  number  of  Communists  were  discov- 
ered throughout  the  country,  or  so  we 
have  been  told.  I  am  not  opposed  to 
getting  Communists  out  of  government, 
if  there  are  any  in  it.  Certainly,  they 
should  be  thrown  out.  All  that  I  am  try- 
ing to  do,  since  the  committee  has  done 
an  excellent  job  with  the  money  we  gave 
it  last  year,  is  to  have  it  continue  its 
investigations,  using  the  same  amount 
of  money. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  we  do 
not  have  the  same  condition  now  that  we 
had  last  year.  According  to  my  good 
friends  across  the  aisle,  we  have  had,  or 
are  going  to  have,  a  complete  change  in 
the  heads  of  all  departments.  We  have 
had  loyalty  boards  established,  which  no 
doubt  will  be  revamped,  and  all  branches 
of  government,  from  Cabinet  positions 
on  down,  have  new  blood  in  them,  and 
I  am  sure  that  they  will  do  a  good  job  in 
weeding  out  Communists,  if  there  are 
any  in  government. 

As  I  have  said,  with  the  new  admin- 
istration coming  in,  and  with  new  heads 
for  each  department,  it  strikes  me  that 
they  will  do  the  job  that  should  be  done. 
They  have  said  that  the  reason  it  could 
not  be  done  by  the  Democrats  was  that 
the  Democrats  had  been  too  long  in  office. 
Now  the  Republicans  have  control,  and 
can  make  a  clean  start.  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  honestly  believe  that 


C  % 


I!  .i 


Pl 


690 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


January  30 


the  work  of  this  committee  should  be  less 
this  year  than  in  the  past. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  fl-om  Louisiana  yield  to  per- 
mit me  to  make  a  brief  comment? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  been  discussing  generally 
a  matter  that  is  of  outstanding  impor- 
tance to  the  Senate.  I  compliment  him 
for  his  statement.  I  do  not  wish  to  dis- 
cuss this  specific  measure:  but  the  criti- 
cism he  has  directed  toward  the  im- 
mense increase  of  expenditures  charged 
to  the  contingent  fund  is  wholly  justified. 
and  the  tremendous  Increase  in  those 
expenditures  is  wholly  inexcusable. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senator  whether,  in- 
stead of  attacking  one  of  these  measures 
as  it  comes  to  the  floor,  it  would  be  more 
salutary  to  attack  the  cause  of  the  situa- 
tion he  has  been  discussing,  as  that  sit- 
uation has  developed  over  the  past  few 
years,  and  particularly  since  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Reorganization  Act. 

I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
practice  we  have  been  following  under 
the  Reorganization  Act.  which  provides, 
with  respect  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  that  the  first  mat- 
ters coming  under  its  jurisdiction  are: 

Matters  relating  to  the  payment  of  money 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 
or  creating  a  charge  upon  the  same;  except 
that  any  resolution  relating  to  substantive 
matter  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  any  other 
standing  committee  of  the  Senate  shall  be 
flrat  referred  to  such  committee. 

I  Wish  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  under  that  practice  and 
under  the  system  which  has  grown  up 
under  it.  when  a  resolution  caUing  for  a 
special  investigation  is  submitted,  it  is  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  in  interest,  the 
committee  which  has  a  vital  Interest  in 
the  particular  resolution  and  its  pur- 
poses. The  resolution  does  not  come  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration until  after  the  committee  par- 
ticularly concerned  with  the  resolution 
and  Its  purposes  has  reported  the  resolu- 
tion, usually  unanimously,  to  the  Senate: 
and  the  Senate  has  no  opportunity  to 
discuss  in  any  way  the  merits  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  that  is  done 
Without  hearings. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  That  is  correct.  Im- 
mediately after  the  resolution  has  been 
reported  to  the  Senate.  It  is  referred  as 
a  matter  of  course  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration.  That  com- 
mittee has  insisted  that  a  proposed 
budget  be  filed  in  connection  with  the 
resolution.  The  only  appearance  before 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion is  that  by  the  party  in  interest, 
namely,  one  or  more  representative  of 
the  committee  which  is  particularly  con- 
cerned with  the  resolution.  Their  testi- 
mony to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  Is,  "We  have  discussed 
the  wisdom  of  making  this  investigation, 
and  we  have  unanimously  agreed  that 
the  investigation  should  be  made.  You 
on  the  Committee  oja^ules  and  Admin- 
istration have  no  jJW-isdiction  of  this 
matter  except  to  (tonsider  how  much 
money  you  will  make  available  to  us. 
We  are  ordering  the  investigation.  All 
you  have  to  do  is  determine  the  amount 
of  money.    We  have  submitted  to  you 


our   budget.    You   can   approve    it   or 
reduce  it.'* 

So  there  develops  the  situation  which 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  is  trying  to 
meet  now.  in  connection  with  the  pend- 
ing resolution.  In  other  words,  the  reso- 
lution comes  to  the  Senate  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
on  the  ba.sis  of  the  representations  made 
in  that  committee  by  the  parties  in  in- 
terest. So  we  have  presented  to  us  a 
proposed  charge  to  be  made  uix)n  the 
contingent  fund.  The  Senate  has  no 
opportunity,  on  the  basis  of  any  pro- 
ceedings, to  pass  on  the  wisdom  or  merits 
of  the  proposed  investiijation  or  to  debate 
it  upon  its  merits. 

After  making  that  comment,  with  the 
kind  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana.  I  now  wish  to  ask  him  the 
following  question:  Would  it  not  be  more 
effective  to  arrive  at  the  ends  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  has  in  mind — and  I 
am  with  him  100  percent — to  correct  the 
rule  under  which  we  are  operating,  so 
that  the  substantive  consideration, 
namely,  the  wisdom  of  ordering  the  in- 
vestigation, could  be  considered  and  dis- 
cussed here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
before  the  investigation  is  ordered? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  answer  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  let 
me  say  that  I  believe  the  matter  could  be 
handled  under  the  present  rule. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  before  these  re.so- 
lutions  were  considered  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration,  I  sug- 
gested to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  JennerI.  who  now  is 
chairman  of  that  committee,  that  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  there  would 
be  hearings  on  these  resolutions  which 
call  for  such  expenditures.  I  think  it  is 
incumbent  upon  those  who  seek  such 
funds  to  show  that  there  is  a  necessity 
for  expending  them.  That  is  what 
prompted  me  yesterday  to  ask  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
I  Mr.  Taft),  the  majority  leader,  to  post- 
pone the  calling  up  of  these  resolutions 
until  next  week,  so  that  we  could  look 
into  them.  I  have  done  the  best  I  could 
in  the  period  of  24  hours.  I  am  sure  that 
if  I  had  more  time  I  would  be  able  to 
look  further  into  them  and  probably 
would  be  able  to  give  more  information 
on  them  to  my  colleagues. 

This  morning  I  made  every  effort  to 
obtain  information  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  spent  on  the  so-called  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee.  I  telephoned 
the  financial  clerk  of  the  Senate,  but  was 
told  by  him  that  he  could  not  give  me 
the  information  because  he  had  received 
Instructions  that  it  could  be  given  only 
to  the  chairman  and  to  the  clerk  of  the 
committee.  I  do  not  see  why  that  in- 
formation should  be  secret.  I  did  not 
ask  about  the  matters  which  would  be 
examined  or  investigated  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. All  I  requested  was  information 
as  to  the  amount  of  money  which  had 
been  spent. 

I  could  not  get  the  information  so  I 
did  the  best  I  could  with  the  data  I  had 
at  hand.  Why  such  instructions  had 
been  given  by  the  chairman  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  and  by  the  clerk  of 
that  committee,  namely,  that  the  finan- 
cial clerk  of  the  Senate  was  not  to  give 
out  that  information  to  anyone,  is  be- 


yond my  comprehension.     What  is  so 
secret  about  the  matter? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 
Mr.    SMITH    of    North    Carolina.     Is 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  referring  to 
the  former  chairman  of  the  subcomit- 
tee? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  No,  I  am  referring 
to  the  new  chairman. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  had 
never  heard  of  any  idea  of  secrecy  about 
such  matters. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  had  not  either. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  be- 
lieve that  everything  the  subcommittee 
has  done  has  been  open  to  any  Senator. 
Certainly  that  has  been  the  case  up  to 
now. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  I  was  trying  to  find 
out.  in  the  short  time  available,  how 
much  money  was  spent  last  year  and  the 
year  before  and  the  year  before  that  by 
the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  was  told  by 
the  financial  clerk  of  the  Senate  that 
he  had  been  instructed  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  as  well  as  by  the  clerk 
of  the  committee,  not  to  divulge  any 
information  of  that  sort  to  anyone.  So 
I  had  to  contend  myself  with  Informa- 
tion I  was  able  to  obtain  in  other  ways. 
I  had  to  a.s.semble  information  in  ttie 
best  way  p().s.s!blp 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Are  not  these 
committees  required  to  make  reports  at 
the  end  of  each  year  as  to  the  amounts 
of  expenditures  and  the  persons  to  whom 
the  money  is  paid''  I  know  that  is  true 
in  regard  to  the  commute  on  which  I 
have  served   as  chairman. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  true.  Why 
the  in.structions  to  which  I  have  referred 
were  i.s.",ued.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  do  not  believe 
such  instruction.s  would  be  valid,  even 
if  they  had  been  issued;  that  is  my 
point. 

Mr.  ELIENDER.  I  wa.s  told  that  I 
could  not  obtain  the  information,  that 
the  information  was  not  to  be  released 
to  anyone. 

Mr  WELKER.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ELLE.NDER      I  vicld. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Louusiana  call  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  (Mr  Lancer  J  and  ask  him  for 
that  information? 

Mr.  ELLENDER      No.  I  did  not. 

Mr  WELKER  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  think  he  should  do  that, 
rather  than  take  hearsay  evidence  on 
that  matter? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  was  not  hearsay 
evidence. 

Mr.  WELKER  Certainly  it  Is  hear- 
say, because  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
did  not  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  myself  shall  be  glad  to  call 
him. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  suppose  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  knows  how  to  conduct 
his  own  business;  and  I  will  conduct 
mine  in  the  way  I  wish. 

Mr.  WELKFJ?.  That  may  be  very 
true;    but  I   think  it  is  unfair   to   the 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


691 


chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
when  he  is  not  on  the  floor  and  will  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  reply.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  contact  him  and  ask  him 
whether  he  did  give  such  an  order. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  he  did  give  it.  If  I  had  any 
doubt  that  he  had  glvi^n  such  an  order, 
I  would  not  have  mentioned  it  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Why  did  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  telephone  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakcta? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  cannot  be  anything  secret  about 
this  because  all  matters  involving  the 
expenditure  of  such  funds  are  legally 
handled  by  way  of  resc'lution.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  all  the  resolutions,  which  are 
matters  of  public  reccrd.  They  are  as 
follows:  Senate  Resolution  366.  $10,000; 
Senate  Resolution  7,  $75,000;  Senate 
Resolution  198.  $117,000;  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 314.  $163,800. 

Then  the  statement  shows  the  ex- 
penditures to  October  31,  1952.  I  have 
all  that  information,  and  I  gave  it  to  the 
Senate  earlier  today.  For  instance,  for 
the  2  years  our  committee  has  received 
$366,000,  and  the  committee  has  spent 
$297,000.  leaving  an  unexpended  balance 
of  $69.G00. 

In  this  resolution  th<'  committ-ee  is  re- 
que.sting  $150,000  of  new  funds,  to  be 
added  to  the  unexpended  balance  of 
$69,000. 

This  situation  has  developed  becau.se 
this  particular  committee,  like  all  other 
committees,  began  slowly,  with  a  small 
staff,  but  has  picked  up  momentum. 
Now  we  are  considering  the  result  of  a 
part  of  the  committee's  work,  as  I  tried 
to  show  earlier  today. 

Last  year  this  committee  spent  in  ex- 
cess of  $200,000. 

Mr  President,  I  am  now  chairman  of 
the  committee.  We  are  concerned  with 
10  different  areas  of  subversive  activity 
and  of  Communist,  activity  in  our  Gov- 
ernment. I  am  asking  for  only  the 
amount  of  money  which  was  used  last 
year  to  do  that  job.  1  do  not  know  how 
many  areas  we  shall  investigate;  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  that  responsibility  as 
chairman  of  the  committee.  However, 
1  know  that  we  are  not  spending  one- 
tenth  of  the  money  the  Mutual  Security 
Administration  is  spending  in  France  to- 
day for  investigators. 

We  have  now — and  I  did  not  want  to 
expose  this — a  project  concerning  Com- 
munists in  our  Army.  Would  the  Sena- 
tor wish  to  deprive  us  of  the  funds  neces- 
sary in  order  to  go  into  that  legitimate 
fiold  of  investigation,  upon  which  the 
peace  and  security  of  our  own  Nation 
miKht  rest?  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  as- 
sume such  a  responsibility. 

I  am  only  requesting  what  the  com- 
mittee had  last  year,  and  what  it  spent 
last  year.  I  know  that  the  costs  of  Gov- 
ernment have  not  diminished  to  any  ex- 
tent. We  are  concerned  now  with  10 
areas.  I  do  not  want  the  responsibility 
of  having  to  pick  and  choose  the  areas 
to  be  included  as  those  which  we  are  to 
investigate.  I  say  they  should  all  be  in- 
vestigated.   So  far  as  the  money  is  con- 


cerned, the  only  way  by  which  any  com- 
mittee can  obtain  funds  is  through  a 
resolution.  Such  a  resolution  is  before 
the  Senate.  It  Ls  a  matter  of  public 
record. 

Mr.  ELLENDSR  All  I  sought  this 
morning  in  the  -Irjrt  period  of  time  I 
had  available  was  information  as  to  how 
much  the  subcommittee  sf>ent  last  year 
and  the  year  before. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  supplied  the  Senator 
with  that  information. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  This  afternoon,  cer- 
tainly. But  what  I  wanted  this  morn- 
ing was  to  be  certain  that  my  amend- 
ment would  provide  the  subcommittee 
with  the  same  amount  of  money  during 
the  year  ahead  as  it  spent  last  year.  I 
have  indicated  the  information  that  I 
received,  namely,  that  the  data  was  de- 
nied me — and  anyone — upon  order  of 
the  chaii-man  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  the  var- 
ious expenses  of  the  Senate  that  I  have 
previously  cited — that  is  maintaining 
various  committees  of  the  Senate,  pro- 
viding employees  of  the  Senate  who  .serve 
Senators,  defraying  costs  of  special  in- 
vestigations— there  is  a  sum.  not  in- 
cluded in  the  resolutions,  authorizing 
these  investigations  but  which  is  inher- 
ent in  these  costs.  I  refer  to  the  amount 
of  money  necessary  to  print  reports  made 
and  hearinfTs  held  by  any  committee. 
I  could  not  obtain  the  amount  spent  last 
year  by  the  House  and  Senate  respec- 
tively within  the  short  time  I  had.  I 
compiled  this  data  rather  hurriedly,  so 
I  must  use  total  congressional  costs. 
For  instance,  the  cost  of  printing  hear- 
ings held  by  committees  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress  last  year  was  $2,035,000. 
The  cost  of  printing  reports,  such  as  we 
have  attached  to  these  resolutions  or  to 
any  bill  that  comes  from  a  committee, 
was  $400,000.  Those  amounts  represent 
an  increase  of  approximately  two  and 
one-half  times  the  amount  spent  in  1946 
when  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
was  placed  on  the  statute  books.  Dur- 
ing that  year,  for  hearings  that  were 
printed,  and  for  reports  that  were  made 
as  a  result  of  those  hearings,  the  Con- 
gress spent  $808,991.  During  the  past 
year  that  amount  increased  to  $2,435,000, 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  will  yield  In  a  mo- 
ment. I  should  like  to  be  somewhat  spe- 
cific. I  want  to  complete  my  statement 
on  this  point. 

Mr.  'WELKER.     Very  well. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  To  be  specific, 
$219,269.61  was  spent  merely  to  print  the 
hearings  that  were  conducted  in  con- 
nection with  the  Pearl  Harbor  investi- 
gation. Of  course  these  were  hearings 
that  occupied  a  great  deal  of  time.  But 
I  cite  that  figure  just  to  indicate  to  the 
Senate  that  the  black  and  white  cost 
of  salaries  and  incidental  expenses  does 
not  tell  the  whole  story  of  how  much 
these  investigations  cost.  Another  in- 
vestigation In  which  I  participated  last 
year,  was  the  investigation  of  storage 
and  processing  activities  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation.  The  Sen- 
ate Agriculture  Committee  spent  almost 
3  months  investigating  the  activities  of 


the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  The 
entire  expense  entailed  in  the  employ- 
ment of  investigators,  stenographic  re- 
porters, and  our  special  staff  was  $37,- 
121.96.  But  in  addiUon  to  that,  the  cost 
of  printing  of  hearings  held  by  the  com- 
mittee— which  expense  was  not  included 
in  the  resolution  authorizing  that  in- 
vestigation—was $25,053.14.  I  think  it 
becomes  obvious,  then,  that  when  any 
Senator  comes  before  the  Senate  re- 
questing $150,000  or  $180,000  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conducting  an  investigation,  the 
amount  requested  does  not  represent  the 
entire  cost.  That  particular  amount  of 
money  would  be  spent  merely  to  pay  the 
employees  necessary  to  conduct  the  in- 
vestigation, to  pay  expense  of  the 
stenographic  reports,  and  to  defray  mis- 
cellaneous costs  such  as  telephone  and 
telegraph  bills,  stationery,  and  so  forth. 
The  printing  of  a  report  and  any  hear- 
ings held  during  that  investigation  is  a 
separate  cost,  and  is  included  in  a  sepa- 
rate appropriation. 

Let  me  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  now 
defunct  Special  Committee  to  Investi- 
gate Crime,  which  was  headed  by  my 
good  friend  from  Tennessee.  The  sum 
expended  for  hearings,  for  the  salaries  of 
staff  members,  and  for  the  stenographic 
notes  taken  in  the  course  of  the  hear- 
ings was  $350,921.  To  print  the  hear- 
ings required  an  additional  sum  of  $134,- 
450.  So  that  when  the  Senate  appro- 
priates, as  I  have  just  indicated,  certain 
sums  with  which  to  conduct  hearings  or 
investigations,  there  are  additional  sums 
which  must  be  provided. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat,  I  am  not  try- 
ing to  do  away  with  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Subcommittee.  All  I  am  trying 
to  do  is  provide  the  same  amount  of 
money  that  the  subcommittee  was  au- 
thorized last  year,  in  the  hope  that  $50,- 
000  can  be  saved.  I  believe  that  the 
work  can  be  easily  continued,  especially 
in  view  of  the  change  in  administration. 
It  is  my  considered  judgment  that  as 
fine  a  job  can  be  done  by  this  subcom- 
mittee during  the  months  ahead  as  was 
done  last  year,  with  the  same  amount 
of  money — the  amount  that  would  be 
provided  if  my  amendment  is  adopted. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
my  friend  from  Louisiana  for  yielding. 
With  respect  to  our  little  colloquy  a  mo- 
ment ago,  I  called  the  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  will  be  glad  to  know  that  he 
stated  to  me  that  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana had  been  totally  and  completely 
misinformed,  that  he  had  never  in- 
structed anyone  to  deny  the  Senator  ac- 
cess to  the  figures  he  requested,  and  that 
as  a  matter  of  law  they  were  open  to  any 
citizen  and  particularly  to  any  Senator 
who  desired  them.  I  feel  sure  the  Sen- 
ator will  be  glad  to  know  that. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  am  glad  to 
know  that,  but  someone  is  in  error.  I 
made  the  request  on  two  occasions.  I 
do  not  recall  the  name  of  the  man  with 
whom  I  talked,  but  I  shall  check  further 
Into  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  be  glad  if  the 
Senator  would  call  the  chairman,  as  I 
did. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  shall  be  glad 
to  do  that. 
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Mr.  President,  that  is  all  I  have  to  say. 
What  I  am  trying  to  do.  as  I  have  pre- 
viously stated,  is  to  save  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  a  few  dollars.  I  am  satis- 
fled  that  with  $50,000  less  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  can  do  as  fine 
a  Job  as  was  done  last  year. 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
serted at  this  point  in  the  Rkcord  two 
statements  to  which  I  made  reference  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 
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Mr  Deab  Sxnator:    As  requested   in  your 
letter  of  January  21,  I  am  sending  you  the 


estimated  cost  of  prlntint;  and  binding  a 
number  of  the  more  voluminous  hearings 
produced  for  the  Senate.  Including  the  hear- 
ings on  Pearl  Harbor  and  those  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
concerning  storage  and  processing  activities 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  The 
charges  vt  estimates  are  as  follows: 
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I  trust  the  foregoing  provides  the  Infor- 
mation you  desire. 

Very  truly  yours. 

JoHif  J.  DrviNT. 

Public  Printer. 
By  Jamxs  W.  Bkodcrick. 

Planning  Manager. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  statement  about  a  possible 
misunderstanding  in  my  committee  as 
to  the  Jenner  subcommittee.  I  should 
like  to  make  it  clear  that  I  wholeheart- 
edly favor  the  appropriation  of  the 
amount  of  money  requested  by  the  Jen- 
ner subcommittee.  I  think  the  McCar- 
ran  committee  did  one  of  the  most  out- 
standing jobs  that  has  ever  been  done 
in  the  Senate  by  any  investigating  com- 
mittee. I  strongly  feel  that  if  that  com- 
mittee had  been  in  existence  and  doing 
that  type  of  work  over  the  past  20  years, 
we  would  have  saved  billions  of  dollars 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  lives.  I 
think  the  committee  should  be  given  all 
the  money  it  needs. 

Mr.  President,  lest  there  be  any  mis- 
understanding about  the  position  of  my 
committee,  and  speaking  for  myself,  I 
take  the  position  that  the  permanent 
subcommittee  on  Investigations,  under 
the  Reorganization  Act.  has  almo.st  com- 
plete unlimited  jurisdiction  to  investi- 
gate the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. We  have  jurisdiction  to 
investigate  subversion,  graft,  and  cor- 
ruption, and  so  forth,  but  it  is  my 
tliought  that  we  should  under  no  cir- 
cumstances exercise  that  jurisdiction 
over  a  subject  which  is  being  investi- 
gated by  the  Jenner  subcommittee.    We 


may  run  into  subversive  activities  as  we 
have  already,  and  if  we  find  that  the 
Jenner  subcommittee  is  not  investigat- 
ing that  particular  matter  and  does  not 
intend  to  go  into  it  and  if  we  feel  it  is 
within  our  jurisdiction,  in  my  opinion  we 
should  investigate  such  subversive  ac- 
tivity. 

I  am  not  attempting  to  divest  our 
committee  of  any  jurisdiction  in  retjard 
to  whether  it  involves  graft,  corruption, 
subversion,  or  anything  el.se. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
take  it  from  the  Senator's  statement 
that  it  will  not  be  the  primary  purpo.se 
or  objective  of  the  permanent  investi- 
gating subcommittee  to  conduct  investi- 
gations from  their  very  incipiency  if  it 
should  appear  that  they  would  overlap 
the  functions  of  the  special  subcommittee 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  but  that 
if  In  the  course  of  investigating  matters 
there  should  come  into  it  some  sub- 
versive activity,  it  should  be  further  pur- 
sued. What  I  understand  the  Senator 
to  mean  is  that  under  such  circum- 
stances, if  the  other  committee  is  not 
investigating  the  same  action,  his  com- 
mittee would  pursue  it  to  its  logical  con- 
clusion. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  There  could  be,  if 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  a  circum- 
stance in  which  the  whole  matter  could 
be  turned  over  to  the  committee,  but 
there  could  also  be  circumstances  which 
would  indicate  that  it  would  be  neces- 


sary  to  pur?;ue  it  to  the  final  objective 
throutjh  the  Senator's  committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Senator 
has  stated  the  situation  very  well,  and  I 
agree  with  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morse  in  the  chair  i .  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  re.solution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  ab.sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names; 


Aiken 

Ortswold 

Mundt 

Anderson 

Haydeii 

Murray 

Barrett 

Heiirtnckson 

Neely 

Bph!1 

Hirlcenlooper 

Payne 

Brirker 

H:ll 

Potter 

Bu>h 

Hoey 

Puriell 

Butler.  Md 

Holland 

RuMteli 

Butl'T   Nfbr. 

Hunt 

Saltonstall 

C'aij«-hart 

Ives 

8mather» 

Ch.->«' 

Jenner 

Bmlth.  Maine 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Ter 

Smith,  N.  J. 

C  it'iiif  Ilia 

J.dinston.  3.  C. 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Cooper 

Kpfaiiver 

Sparkmma 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Btennla 

Daniel 

KllKore 

Symington 

DouBia.'* 

Kucliel 

Taft 

Dwor>hak 

MaKiiuson 

Thye 

Ellender 

Malnne 

Tot)ey 

Fprgu.-oii 

Man-ttleid 

Watkins 

Fvilbr.Klu 

Martin 

Weiker 

Ceori;? 

Mavl>ank 

Wiley 

Gillette 

MrCarthv 

Williams 

Ooldwaier 

MoCleilau 

Touug 

Gore 

Miililciu 

Green 

Mor** 

Mr  SALTONSTALL.  T  announce  that 
the  Senator  ftom  Utah  (Mr.  Bennett  1. 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
BkidcesI.  the  Senator  from  'Vermont 
I  Mr.  Pla.ndersI,  and  the  Senator  from 
California  I  Mr.  K^nowlaNdJ  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  fMr.  Cail- 
sonI.  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
DiRKSEN  1,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr  Duff  i ,  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  IMr.  Lancer]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial busine.s.s. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
ScHOEPPELj  IS  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senators  from  Virginia  IMr.  Byrd  and 
Mr.  ROBERTSON!,  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi I  Mr.  Eastland  1,  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  IMr  Frear),  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  I  Mr  Humphrey],  the  Senator 
from  Washington  IMr.  Jackson),  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  IMr.  Johnson L 
the  St-nator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mi 
Kennedy),  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
(Mr.  Lehm\nI,  and  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Lsiand  IMr.  Pastore).  are  un- 
avoidably aboent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Mi.s.sourl  IMr.  Hew- 
NiNGsi  IS  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  IMr. 
LoNGl.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
McCarranI.  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa IMr.  MoNRONEYl  are  atisent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  hour  of  2  o'clock  having  arrived. 
under  the  rule  the  morning  hour  is  auto- 
matically terminated. 

The  Chair  desires  to  ask  the  majority 
leader  if  he  wi.shes  to  ask  that  the  call 
of  the  calendar  be  continued  after  2 
o'clock. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of  the 
calendar  be  continued  after  2  o'clock. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  the  call  of  the  calendar 
be  continued  after  2  o'clock?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana, on  page  1.  line  4.  to  strike  out 
$150,000  "  and  insert  •■|100.000." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution as  amended. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  BennkttI, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  IMr. 
Bridges  I ,  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  Flanders  ]  are  necessarily  absent. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carl- 
son 1,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
DiRKSENi,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania IMr.  Durrl,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer]  are  alwent 
on  official  business.  If  present  and  vot- 
ing, th».  Senator  from  Kansas,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois,  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  (Mr. 
.^cHOEPPELl,  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
KnowlandI  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd  and 
Mr  Robertson],  the  Senator  from  Mls- 
si.ssippi  IMr.  Eastland],  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  IMr.  Frear],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  IMr.  Humphrey],  the 
Senator  from  Washington  IMr.  Jack- 
son I ,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts IMr.  Kennedy),  the  Senator  from 
New  York  IMr.  Lehman],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Rhode  Island  IMr.  Pastore] 
are  unavoidably  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  H«n- 
KTNGsl  is  absent  t)ecause  of  Illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long),  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarranI,  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa IMr.  MoNRONEY]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  If  PiCsent 
and  voting,  the  Senators  frtm  Mrgin  a 
I  Mr  Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson  ' ,  tl.e  S^r- 
ator  from  Mississippi  [  Mr.  EASTl.^^  u . .  jie 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frbabi.  'iie 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Henninjs], 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey), the  Senator  from  Washington 
IMr.  Jackson),  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado (Mr.  Johnson),  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kknnedy).  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  [Mr.  LongI,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarramJ, 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  IMr.  Mon- 


roneyT,  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastore]  would  each  vote 
•yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  73, 
nays  0,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 73 


Aiken 

arlswold 

Mundt 

Anderson 

Hayden 

Murray 

Barrett 

Hendrlckson 

Neely 

Beall 

Hlckeniooper 

Payne 

Brlcker 

Kill 

Potter 

Bush 

Hoev 

Purtell 

Butler.  Md. 

Holland 

Russell 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hunt 

Saltonstall 

Cape  hart 

Ives 

Smathers 

Case 

Jenner 

Smith.  Maine 

Chavea 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Clement.^ 

Johnston,  H.  C. 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Stennls 

Daniel 

KUgore 

Symington 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Tan 

Dworshak 

Magnusou 

Thye 

Ellender 

Malone 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

klansfleld 

Watklns 

Pulbrlgbt 

Martin 

Weiker 

Oeorge 

Maybank 

WUey 

Gillette 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Ooldwater 

McClellan 

Toung 

Gore 

Mllllkm 

Green 

Morse 

• 

NOT  VOTING— 23 

Bennett 

Frear 

Lehman 

Bridges 

Hennlngs 

Long 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

McCarran 

Carlson 

Jack.son 

Monroney 

Dlrksen 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Pastore 

Duff 

Kennedy 

Robertson 

KastUnd 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Flanders 

Langer 

So  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  46 > ,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  366,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  relating  to  the  Internal  secu- 
rity of  the  United  States,  agreed  to  Decem- 
ber 21.  1950.  Is  hereby  Increased  by  $150,000. 
and  such  sum  together  with  any  unexpended 
balances  of  the  sums  previously  authorized 
to  be  expended  under  such  resolution  and 
Senate  Resolution  314.  agreed  to  May  29,  1952, 
and  Senate  Resolution  198.  agreed  to  Sep- 
tember 27.  1951.  and  Senate  Resolution  7, 
agreed  to  January  29,  1951.  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  and  covering  obligations  Incurred 
under  such  resolutions  on  pr  loefore  January 
31.  1J>S-1. 


FXIilNSION  OF  TIME  FOR  STUDY 
OF  (DRGANIZATION  AND  OPERA- 
TION vOF  II^TERSTATE  COMMERCE 
C'.;M:/I.'iSION 

TYi?  S'.:?te  pro-ieeted  to  consider  the 
resolut.uA-  lb  Re.^  12)  extending  the 
time  for  .*'«ly  Yy  the  Committee  on 
InterLta.e  a<.d  i  oreign  Commerce  of  the 
organize  uon  and  operations  of  the  In  ter - 
sU>tc  Commerce  Commission. 

i»lr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
shouid  li^e  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
comraitiee  whether  or  not  this  resolu- 
tion ?n'.4i.d:.s  \.hc  authorization  of  any  new 
mcne:'. 

hlT.  lOBEY.  It  involves  no  new 
r-'oncy.  There  is  a  hangover  of  $16,000 
w*  clean  up  the  job. 

'.Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tloi  1  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  time  within  which  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Ftx-eign  Com- 
merce may  complete  the  Inveatlgatlon  au- 
thorized by  Senate  Resolution  333,  agreed 
to  June  36,  1952.  hereby  is  extended  to  June 
30,  1963. 


INCREASE  IN  LIMIT  OF  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  REVIEW  OF  ADMINIS- 
TRATION OF  TRADING  WITH  THE 
ENEMY  ACT 

The  Senate  procetKied  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  47)  increasing  the 
limit  of  expenditures  for  a  review  of  the 
administration  of  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  Ttxat  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  245,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  relating  to  an  examination 
and  review  of  the  Administration  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  agreed  to 
March  24,  1952,  Is  hereby  Increased  by  $50,000, 
and  such  sums  together  with  any  unexpended 
balance  of  the  sums  previously  authorized 
to  be  expended  under  such  resolution  shall 
be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  covering  obliga- 
tions Incurred  under  such  resolution  on  or 
before  June  30,  1953. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
the  Senate  have  an  explanation  of  this 
resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  this  res- 
olution involves  an  appropriation  of 
$50,000.  The  cut-off  date  is  June  30, 
1953.  Last  year  the  committee  was 
given  $100,000,  but  it  expended  only  $47.- 
860.  So  actually  this  resolution  will  pro- 
vide the  committee  $97,860  with  which 
to  complete  the  work. 

As  I  imderstand  from  the  hearing  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, this  investigation  started 
in  a  small  way.  The  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  has  been 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  I  note 
that  he  is  present  in  the  Chamber,  so  I 
defer  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina, who,  I  am  sure,  can  answer  all  ques- 
tions on  this  subject. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
President,  I  am  glad  to  tell  the  Senate 
what  I  know  about  the  subject. 

The  amoimt  Involved  is  comparatively 
small  in  the  light  of  the  tremendous 
task  which  the  committee  had.  When 
this  investigation  was  authorized  last 
spring  it  required  some  time  for  the  sub- 
committee to  organize.  We  found  a 
great  many  p>eople  who  wanted  to  see 
certain  properties  sold.  There  were  so 
many  claims  that  we  had  to  be  very  care- 
ful in  the  selection  of  the  counsel  and 
the  staff.  Personally  I  had  to  go  through 
large  lists  of  applications.  Here  and 
there  I  discovered  someone  who  was  in 
a  business  similar  to  one  of  those  which 
was  held  by  the  Alien  Property  Custo- 
dian, or  had  some  connection  with  such 
business.  Finally,  after  much  diflBculty, 
I  obtained  a  lawyer  of  very  great  ability 
from  my  own  State  to  head  the  staff. 
The  committee  members  were  very  par* 
ticular  about  obtaining  a  man  who  was 
reliable  and  well  qualified. 

We  went  into  the  subject,  and  we 
foimd  that  there  were  60.000  claims  filed 
with  respect  to  the  property  held  by  the 
Alien  Property  Custodian.  In  addition 
to  the  claims  for  specific  property,  we 
fotmd  that  there  were  45,000  accounts 
dealing  with  vested  property,  which  was 
claimed  by  former  owners.  That  made 
a  total  of  105,000  items.  We  found  that 
of  the  claims  which  had  been  presented 
atx>ut  15  percent  had  been  liquidated  or 
processed.    We  found  also  that  the  Alien 
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Property  Custodian's  Office  was  organ- 
ized in  such  a  way  that  it  was  quite  dif- 
ficult to  get  the  facts. 

One  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  ap- 
propriated for  this  work.  We  began  our 
work,  and  found  that  before  we  could 
deal  with  the  details  of  various  claims 
and  cases  we  first  had  to  establish  cer- 
tain records  in  order  to  be  able  to  refer 
to  the  various  cases  which  had  been 
called  to  our  attention  initially,  and 
others  which  would  later  be  called  to  our 
attention. 

We  found  some  $60,000,000  referred  to 
as  assets  from  World  War  I.  It  was  very 
difficult  for  some  of  us  to  believe  that 
there  were  any  assets  left  from  World 
War  I  yet  to  be  administered. 

The  situation  was  not  quite  so  bad  as 
some  of  the  reports  set  forth  because  a 
part  of  the  difficulty  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  German  bonds  which  had  been  de- 
posited with  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian shortly  after  World  War  I  were  in 
default.  However,  we  found  that  there 
were  items  yet  to  be  attended  to  and 
processed  or  liquidated.  Many  of  the 
claimants  had  died. 

But  that  was  not  the  big  Job.  The  big 
Job  was  in  connection  with  World  War  II 
assets.  As  most  Senators  will  recall,  I 
am  sure,  there  was  a  provision  in  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  to  the  ef- 
fect that  the  net  proceeds  after  all 
liquidations  should  be  held  for  the  ben- 
efit of  the  veterans'  war  fund. 

We  found  also  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  had  been  turned  over  to  the  War 
Claims  Commission  before  there  had 
been  any  real  solution  of  the  problem 
or  before  there  was  any  real  evidence 
that  there  was  going  to  be  any  net 
amount.  We  found  that  many  things 
had  to  be  investigated.  We  have  issued 
an  interim  report,  which  is  being  printed. 
I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  it.  In  the 
report  we  have  set  forth  some  of  the 
things  we  have  come  In  contact  with. 
We  saw  at  once  that  there  was  no  need 
to  engage  a  large  staff  and  spend  the 
$100,000  in  6  months,  merely  because  we 
had  the  money.  Therefore  we  were  very 
careful  in  choosing  staff  members  and 
accountants  and  others.  The  whole 
committee  worked  together  on  it,  and  we 
had  many  conferences.  Up  to  now  we 
have  s(>ent  approximately  $55,000.  I  be- 
lieve that  is  the  correct  figure. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  FMr. 
Wiley]  was  the  author  of  the  resolution 
and  he  sat  with  us,  and  he  has  been  very 
attentive  in  the  handling  of  these  mat- 
ters. We  have  remaining  approximately 
$40,000  or  $45,000  of  the  original  $100,- 
000.  However,  we  are  just  beginning  to 
scratch  the  surface  so  far  as  getting  to 
the  bottom  and  so  far  as  getting  to  the 
problem  of  handling  alien  property  is 
concerned.  Under  the  plan  which  had 
been  suggested  by  some  persons  the 
Alien  Property  Custodian's  OfHce  would 
go  on  for  probably  another  30  or  40 
years,  unless  something  were  done  to 
work  out  a  program  to  settle  the  claims, 
distribute  the  assets  properly,  and  arrive 
at  a  fair  distribution  of  them. 

There  are  many  lawsuits  involved,  and 
many  of  them  are  still  pending.  Some 
of  the  lawsuits  have  gone  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  there  are  many  other  cases 
{lending.  Some  csuses  involve  dual  na- 
tionality claims.    There  are  the  claims 


of  the  Swiss  people.  There  are  the 
claims  of  people  who  are  accused  of  being 
Germans  and  of  owning  property,  and 
who  are  trying  to  hide  behind  some  kind 
of  dual  nationality  scheme. 

All  these  questions  are  very  compli- 
cated and  will  take  a  considerable  length 
of  time  to  straighten  out.  Therefore 
the  committee  felt  that  to  start  with,  it 
would  ask  for  an  additional  $50,000, 
which,  added  to  the  $40,000  or  $45,000 
unexpended,  would  at  least  carry  the 
committee  over  until  it  got  to  the  point 
where  it  was  in  a  position  to  tell  the 
Senate  how  much  additional  money  it 
would  need  to  complete  its  work. 

The  interim  report  which  I  have  be- 
fore me  will  he  available  in  printed  form 
in  the  next  day  or  two,  and  any  Senator 
who  wishes  to  obtain  a  copy  of  it  may 
do  so.  Every  memlaer  of  the  committee 
has  a  copy  of  the  interim  report. 

Mr.  ELXENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  that  the  first  re- 
port of  the  committee? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Yes; 
it  is  the  interim  report. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  the  committee 
find  any  evidence  of  irregularity  in  the 
handling  of  the  claims? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Evi- 
dence of  irregularity? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  1 
would  not  wish  to  accuse  anyone  of  any- 
thing at  this  time.  At  least,  we  did  find 
what  appeared  to  be  very  poor  practices 
in  business  management,  but  we  would 
not  wish  to  make  any  charges  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  has  no 
doubt  that  much  good  will  come  from 
the  completion  of  the  investigation? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  good  will  come  from 
it,  because  I  believe  we  will  get  at  the 
truth  of  what  has  been  going  on.  Sec- 
ondly, we  will  formulate  a  plan  by  which 
war  assets  and  the  various  claims  can 
be  disposed  of,  instead  of  letting  the 
process  continue  for  30  or  40  years. 

Thirdly.  I  believe  we  will  be  able  to 
formulate  a  plan  for  the  proper  consid- 
eration of  the  claims. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  it  the  Senator's 
judgment  that  the  amount  of  money 
being  asked  for  is  sufficient  to  complete 
the  investigation? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  T 
would  not  wish  to  make  that  statement 
definitely  at  this  time,  because  we  are 
still  In  the  process  of  trying  to  run  down 
all  the  ramifications.  Let  me  illustrate 
it  in  this  way :  A  company,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  German  company,  may  be 
claimed  by  the  Swiss.  It  has  millions  of 
dollars  in  assets.  It  has  many  subsidi- 
aries, and  those  subsidiaries  own  real 
property.  In  some  cases  it  has  been 
charged  that  some  of  the  real  property 
owned  by  the  second  or  third  subsidiary 
removed  from  the  parent  company  has 
been  disposed  of.  There  may  be  no  rec- 
ord of  the  names  of  the  parties  involved, 
except  those  that  come  to  us  in  one  way 
or  another.  We  must  ascertain  whether 
$100,000  worth  of  property  that  may 
have  been  sold  for  $5,000  is  property 


that  should  have  gone  into  the  Cus- 
todian's funds. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  How  will  the  situa- 
tion be  corrected?  Would  it  not  be  nec- 
essary to  go  to  court  in  order  to  de- 
termine the  final  result? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  There 
may  be  cases  which  will  require  court 
action.  There  are  .some  court  cases 
pending  now,  and  some  of  them  have 
been  pendinu:  for  many  years. 

Mr.  ELI.ENDER.  What  can  the  com- 
mittee do  to  correct  the  situation? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  The 
committee  can  get  at  the  facts  and  de- 
termine what  process  of  liquidation 
should  be  followed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  means 
by  way  of  recommendation? 

Mr  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Yes; 
and  by  congressional  enactment.  For 
instance,  there  are  two  or  three  big  cases 
before  the  Cu.stodian  with  respect  to 
which  I  am  told  by  the  lawyers  repre- 
senting the  Custodian  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  as  well  as  by  the  lawyers 
working  for  the  committee,  that  will  re- 
quire legislative  enactments  to  authorize 
certain  thin;rs  to  be  done  so  sis  to  get 
the  assets  in  such  a  position  that  they 
can  be  liquidated.  It  is  quite  a  monu- 
mental task.  The  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  quite  familiar  with  the  situation, 
as  are  .several  other  Senators. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator will  agree  that  the  committee  has 
done  a  splendid  job  up  to  date,  but  that 
it  has  only  touched  the  surface.  t>ecause 
it  has  been  investigative  work  rather 
than  what  might  be  called  regular  com- 
mittee work.  Therefore,  unless  the  work 
of  the  committee  is  continued  the  work 
that  has  been  done  up  to  date  will  repre- 
sent practically  an  entire  loss,  because 
the  committee  has  not  completed  its 
work.  Therefore  it  would  not  be  fair  to 
the  Senate  or  to  the  public  to  allow  it  to 
cease  its  work  at  this  point,  because  the 
work  of  the  committee  has  not  been 
completed.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  That 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  feels  that  it  Is  of  such 
importance  that  it  would  be  well  worth 
while,  even  though  iUs  costs  some  money. 
to  actually  complete  the  investigation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Quite 
so.  when  one  realizes  that  the  Office 
involved  $500,000,000  in  properties  to 
start  with. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Some  of  the  cases 
involve  property  of  citizens,  as  well  as 
property  of  aliens.  In  other  words,  it 
is  not  always  a  matter  of  alien  property. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Oh, 
no. 

Mr  FERGUSON.  It  may  be  either. 
There  may  be  disputes  between  an  alien 
and  a  citizen,  and  the  administration  of 
the  fund.s  is  as  important  as  some  of  the 
judicial  deci.sions. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  Quite 
so. 

Mr  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I 
yield. 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Like  my  colleague 
from  Michigan.  I.  too,  wish  to  commend 
the  distinguished  chainnan's  fine  job  on 
the  subcommittee.  I  merely  want  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  that  if 
the  committee  does  not  do  anything 
else 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  opposing 
the  work  of  the  committee.  I  am  ask- 
lun  for  information,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  understand.  If 
the  committee  does  nothing  else  but 
formulate  some  kind  of  orderly  process 
(if  liquidation  it  will  have  .saved  a  thou- 
.sand  times  the  amount  of  money  that  it 
has  cost,  becau.se  the  Office  of  the  Alien 
Property  has  been  going  on  and  on  and 
on.  and  we  have  World  War  I  cases  still 
IM'iidinc.  The  hope  is  that  we  will  get 
an  ordrrly  procp.s.s  of  liquidation.  In 
that  way  we  will  .save  more  than  100 
limes  over  what  it  has  cast  .so  far. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  state  to  my  good  friend  from 
North  Carolina  that  in  asking  these 
(jue.stions  1  am  not  opposing  the  re.so- 
luiion. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  un- 
derstand. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  My  good  friend 
from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette  I  stated  a  while 
ai;o  that  if  hearings  were  held  on  these 
1  e.solutions  l>efore  they  were  presented  to 
the  Senate,  and  in  that  way  give  the 
Senate  the  benefit  of  what  is  being  done, 
we  could  save  .some  time.  I  am  hopeful 
that  in  the  future,  before  any  request 
is  made  of  the  character  that  we  are  dis- 
cus.vin(;  today,  full  information  will  be 
furnished  to  the  Senate,  -so  that  Senators 
may  make  up  their  minds. 

Mr  SMITH  of  North  Carolina.  I  may 
say  that,  acting  in  accord  with  what  I 
believed  to  be  the  proprieties  of  the  situ- 
ation. I  tendered  my  resignation  as 
chairman  of  the  sulxrommittee.  There- 
fore, from  now  on  the  ball  will  be  ear- 
ned by  someone  else.  I  am  sure  that 
those  now  in  the  majority  on  this  com- 
mittee, who  were  once  in  the  minority. 
Will  do  a  good  job.  because  we  have  had 
perfect  unanimity — if  that  is  the  correct 
expression — in  the  work  of  this  com- 
mittee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  merely 
wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  with  relation 
to  the  matter  which  has  been  under  dis- 
cussion today.  I  am  very  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  whole  proceeding.  I 
auree  fully  with  the  remarks  which  were 
mide  relative  to  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  IMr.  Smith  1.  I  realize,  and  I 
am  sure  every  other  Senator  under- 
st.;inds,  that,  as  stated  by  the  Senator 
iiom  Washington  IMr.  MagwusonI.  this 
IS  a  tremendous  undertaking.  It  in- 
volves, as  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina has  stated,  half  a  billion  dollars, 
with  transactions  running  back  to  im- 
mediately after  the  First  World  War. 
The  purpose  of  the  investigation  was  not 
particularly  to  smell  out  anything 
auainst  individuals. 

Tlie  purpo.se  was  probably  threefold: 
First,  to  ascertain  whether  in  the  future 
we  shr.ll  face  situations  in  which  we 
think  the  proper  method  of  procedure 
in  relation  to  property  of  this  kind  is  to 
pay  for  it  in  the  way  that  has  been  done 


under  the  present  pracUce.    I  was  glad     liaments  of  the  earth  the  privUege  of 
to  hear  the  chairman  of  the  committee     the  fioor. 


say  that  the  committee  would  make  a 
recommendation,  and  perhaps  would 
suggest  the  enactment  of  legislation. 

Second,  to  see  that  there  is  greater  op- 
portunity for  those  who  have  private  in- 
terests to  obtain  justice,  rather  than  to 
have  to  wait  20  or  30  years  and  even  then 
not  obtain  justice. 

Third,  as  has  been  suggested  so  well 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana, in  regard  to  some  of  the  officials 
or  employees  of  the  Senate  to  whom  he 
has  referred,  to  see  whether  we  have  in 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government 
persons  who  wish  to  perpetuate  them- 
selves in  office.  I  think  there  is  every 
evidence  that  there  are  such  persons  in 
the  Government. 

Fourth,  to  see  that  the  Government 
itself  obtains  justice.  As  was  so  well 
^tated  by  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, funds  have  been  transferred 
when  they  should  have  remained  as  they 
were.  I  believe  some  $150,000,000  was 
transferred. 

Incidentally,  of  course,  there  Is  the 
question  of  whether  in  this  way  a  gravy 
train  has  been  provided  for  favorite  sons 
and  whether  there  has  been  efficiency  by 
the  Government  in  the  operation  of  the 
industries  which  are  subject  to  the  Alien 
Property  Custodian,  and.  again,  whether 
.such  operations  have  interfered  with 
private  industi-y.  Some  of  these  insti- 
tutions now  are  in  direct  competition 
with  private  enterprise. 

All  those  questions  have  to  be  more 
or  less  answered  by  means  of  subsequent 
investigations. 

Up  to  date  a  considerable  analysis  has 
been  accomplished  by  a  subcommittee 
headed  by  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina (Mr.  Smith  I ;  and  sufficient  facts 
are  available  at  this  time  to  enable  os 
to  determine  how  these  operations  have 
been  conducted  and  whether  there  has 
been  maladministration. 

So  I  am  very  happy  to  say  a  word 
on  behalf  of  the  subcommittee  and  par- 
ticularly on  behalf  of  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  IMr.  Smith). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Resolution  47. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  limitation  of  expendi- 
tures under  Senate  Resolution  245,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  relating  to  an  examination 
and  review  of  the  Administration  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  agreed  to 
March  24.  1952.  is  hereby  increased  by  $50,000, 
and  such  sum  together  with  any  unexpended 
balance  of  the  sums  previously  authorized 
to  be  expended  under  such  resolution  shall 
be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  covering  obliga- 
tions incurred  under  such  resolution  on  or 
before  June  30,  1953. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  MR.  LIANG 
CHAYAKON,  MEMBER  OF  THE 
SIAMESE  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
pleasure  this  afternoon,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Department  of  State,  to  present 
to  the  Senate  a  member  of  a  sister  par- 
hament.  We  have  a  rule  of  the  Senate 
which  accords  to  members  of  other  par- 


Mr.  President,  there  are  other  govern- 
ments which  do  not  grant  that  privilege. 
I  have  had  experience  with  certain  of 
the  great  governments  of  the  earth  which 
do  not  reciprocate  in  this  regard,  but 
we  in  this  country,  being  the  great  leader 
among  the  democracies  of  earth,  observe 
that  rule.  Today,  I  am  privileged  to 
present  a  representative  from  what  was 
formerly  the  Government  of  Siam,  now 
known  as  Thailand.  He  is  a  member  of 
the  parliament,  as  is  his  wife,  also, 
elected  by  the  people.  His  name  is  Liang 
Chayakon.  I  am  very  happy  to  present 
him  to  the  Senate.    I  Applause.] 


ADDITIONAL  AUTHORIZATION  FOR 
COMMITTEE  ON  JUDICIARY  IN 
CONNECTION  WITH  IMMIGRA- 
TION AND  NATURALIZATION 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  iS.  Res.  48 •  making  an  addi- 
tional authorization  for  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  in  connection  with  im- 
migration and  naturalization,  which  had 
been  reported  by  Mr.  Lancer,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  on  January 
23.  1953.  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  in  holding  hearings,  report- 
ing such  hearings,  and  making  investigations 
as  authorized  by  subsection  (It )  of  rule  XXV 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  or  by 
.•section  134  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1946.  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  or  any  duly  auihorl2»d  subconi- 
miilec  thereof.  Is  authorized  during  the  pe- 
riod beginning  on  February  1.  1953.  and 
ending  on  January  31.  1954.  to  make  such 
expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon  a  tempo- 
rary basis  such  investigators  and  such  tech- 
nical, clerical,  and  other  assistance,  as  it 
deems  advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  wlilch  shall  not  exceed 
$97,000.  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
the  Senate  have  an  explanation  of  the 
resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  in  reply 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana, I  shall  be  glad  to  give  an  explana- 
tion. 

This  resolution  will  permit  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  amount  of  money  that 
has  been  spent  year  after  year.  I  believe, 
by  the  Subcommittee  on  Immigration. 
In  other  words,  certain  laws  which  have 
been  enacted  have  placed  certain  duties 
upon  the  committee.  Last  year  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  disposed  of 
1.263  bills,  of  which  33  were  general  bills 
and  1.230  were  private  immigration  bills. 
Eiach  of  the  latter  must  have  an  indi- 
vidual report,  as  required  by  law. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  wi'l 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Was  any  evideni^e 
adduced  to  show  why  the  number  of  im- 
migration bills  has  increased  to  such  an 
extent? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes:  that  has  occurred 
because  the  immigration  quotas  are 
oversubscribed.    So  private  immigratioa 
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bills  are  introduced,  in  order  to  hare 
certain  special  exceptions  made.  More- 
over, certain  laws  throw  additional  bur- 
dens upon  the  Congress  in  connection 
witli  the  introduction  of  other  immigra- 
tion bills. 

ISx.  ELLENDER.  The  effect  of  the 
private  bills  is  to  permit  the  entry  of 
more  persons  than  now  provided  for 
under  existing  law;  is  that  correct? 

BCr.  JENNER.  That  is  true.  In  fact. 
It  is  estimated  that  between  3,000,000  and 
5.000.000  persons  are  illegally  in  the 
United  States  at  the  present  time.  I  am 
not  an  authority  on  the  subject,  but  I 
understand  that  these  bills  are  primarily 
in  the  interest  of  persons  of  that  class. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Tha*  also  means 
thAt  those  who  are  thus  attempting  to 
become  citizens  cannot  qualify  under 
existing  laws,  and  therefore  their  cases 
are  presented  by  means  of  special  bills. 
Does  not  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
think  that  if  this  process  is  continued, 
the  present  numbers  are  small  indeed  in 
comparison  with  what  they  will  become 
within  the  next  4  or  5  years,  if  we  con- 
tinue to  offer  inducements  for  such  per- 
sons to  enter  the  United  States,  al- 
though they  are  not  entitled  to  entry 
luider  our  existing  laws? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  entirely  correct.  In 
fact,  the  subject  has  been  discussed 
many  times  in  our  committee.  Such 
measures  throw  a  tremendous  burden 
upon  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Never- 
theless, the  provisions  of  the  law  must 
be  followed.  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
committee  that  the  law  reads  as  it  does. 

Mr.  ET  TENDER.  However,  that  is  not 
the  law  which  the  Judiciary  Committee 
is  attempting  to  follow  in  connection 
with  these  matters.  Such  special  bills 
are  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
mitting the  entry  of  persons  who  other- 
wise would  not  be  entitled  to  enter  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  JENNER.  As  I  have  said,  it  is 
estimated  that  between  3,000,000  and 
5.000.000  persons  are  illegally  in  the 
United  States  at  this  time.  The  persons 
covered  by  such  private  immigration  bills 
would  otherwise  be  subject  to  depor- 
tation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  except  for 
these  special  laws,  such  persons  would 
be  returned  to  the  country  of  their 
origin,  would  they  not? 

Mr.  JENNER.  So  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerned, the  law  is  already  about  as  tight 
as  It  can  be  made. 

Let  me  say  that  821  private  Immigra- 
tion bills  were  reported  to  the  Senate, 
and  a  written  report  was  submitted  on 
each  one. 

Special  cases  of  deportation  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  matters  relating 
to  the  statxis  of  aliens  under  the  Dis- 
placed Persons  Act  require  individual 
examination  and  appraisal.  Nine  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  thirteen  cases 
were  handled,  of  which  7,145  were  ap- 
proved, and  2,568  were  held  for  further 
investigation. 

The  following  was  the  backlog  at  the 
end  of  the  Eighty -second  Congress: 
3,496  cases  were  in  preliminary  proc- 
ess; 2,588  were  being  held  for  further 
invtstigation. 

They  constitute  a  total  of  6,064. 


It  is  anticipated  that  upward  of  15.000 
cases  will  come  before  this  Congress. 

One  of  the  requirements  ts  to  try  to 
screen  out  the  subversives,  Commurdsts, 
and  criminals.  Under  the  law.  for  ex- 
ample, if  the  Attorney  Oeneral  wishes 
to  deport  a  person  who  may  have  been 
a  Communist  at  some  time  in  the  past — 
and  in  some  cases  such  a  person  may 
have  resided  for  many  years  in  the 
United  States  and  may  have  10  children 
living  in  the  United  States  at  this  time — 
it  is  the  responsibility  of  Congress  to  in- 
vestigate that  case  and  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  believe  the  record 
should  be  clear  that  any  person  who 
is  allowed  to  enter  the  United  States  as 
the  result  of  the  enactment  of  a  private 
immigration  bill  is  charged  to  the  quota 
of  the  country  of  his  origin.  In  other 
words,  his  entry  does  not  result  in  in- 
creasing that  quota. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes;  that  is  true,  of 
course;  all  such  persons  are  charged  to 
the  quotas. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  the  fact,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 
That  is  in  accordance  with  one  of  the 
policies  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Such  persons, 
when  allowed  to  enter  the  United  States, 
are  charged  to  the  quota  of  the  country 
of  their  origin;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JENNER.     Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  hke  to  point  out  to  my  colleagues 
that  today  we  are  making  available  to 
one  of  our  standing  committees  almost 
half  a  million  dollars.  The  Judiciary 
Committee  ts  entitled,  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act.  to  spend  a  maximum  of 
between  $95,000  and  $96,000.  By  special 
resolutions  adopted  in  the  past  we  have 
provided  for  two  extra  specialists  and 
three  extra  clerks  for  the  committee,  so 
that  the  committee  can  handle  the  pri- 
vate claims  which  are  filed  with  it.  The 
amount  of  money  we  are  spending  at  this 
time  on  private  claims  is  approximately 
50  times  more  than  the  amount  so  spent 
when  we  had  the  former  Claims  Com- 
mittee. The  resolution  permitting  the 
employment  of  the  two  additional  ex- 
perts and  the  three  extra  clerks  was 
adopted  because  of  the  great  amount  of 
work  placed  on  the  committee  because 
of  the  extra  private  claims  bills.  That 
work  had  nothing  to  do  with  immigra- 
tion, which  is  treated  separately. 

I  happened  to  be  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Claims  before  passage  of 
the  Reorganization  Act.  The  record  can 
be  examined,  and  it  will  be  found  that 
the  Claims  Committee  handled  over  50 
percent  of  the  total  number  of  bills 
which  were  passed  in  any  Congress.  We 
operated  then  by  having  each  Senator 
who  served  on  the  committee  handle  a 
certain  number  of  bills,  which  were  as- 
signed to  him  to  examine.  Each  Sena- 
tor reported  on  the  bills  assigned  to  him. 
after  studying  them.  As  a  result,  we 
were  able  to  do  our  work  with  only  One 
clerk,  whose  salary  was  $3,600. 

Today  this  committee  has  six  attor- 
neys.   Of  course,  I  must  admit  that  the 


committee  now  does  work  other  than 
that  handled  by  the  old  Claims  Commit- 
tee. However,  claims  still  constitute  the 
major  part  of  the  committee's  work. 

In  addition  to  the  amount  of  money 
spent  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  on 
these  claims,  we  are  providing  about 
S  100.000  for  the  Justice  Department. 
This  was  not  the  case  prior  to  enact- 
ment of  the  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946.  Today,  as  I  understand — 
and  I  should  like  to  be  corrected  if  I  am 
in  error — these  claims  are  serviced  and 
handled,  not  by  Senators  but  by  clerks. 
The  clerks  report  on  them  to  Senators, 
but  the  Senators  do  not  investigate  them 
F>ersonally.  Am  I  correct  in  that  state- 
ment, or  am  I  incorrect? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  been  a 
member  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  for 
a  long  lime.  The  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin was  chairman  of  the  commitee.  I 
repeat,  there  is  not  a  Senator  on  that 
committee  who  does  not  have  to  study 
three  or  four  hundred  private  claim  bills 
during  a  .session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
refer  to  bills  reported  by  the  staff? 

Mr  MAGNUSON.  The  procedure  is 
for  the  staff  to  examine  them  first.  The 
Si'nator  from  Louisiana  will  remember, 
of  course,  that  when  he  was  on  the 
Claims  Subcommittee,  there  were  times 
when  that  constituted  the  entire  work  of 
the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     No 

Mr  MAGNUSON.  The  Judiciary 
Committee  has  an  Immigration  Subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  work  put  upon  that  committee. 
so  that  It  was  literally  impossible  for 
Senators  even  to  read  all  the  bills  and 
reports. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand.  I 
shall  come  to  that. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  But  we  aU  passed 
upon  them  individually— and  there  was 
no  parti.saiiship— when  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  chairman,  as  well 
a.s  when  the  Senator  from  Nevada  was 
chairman.  We  would  pass  out  these 
bills  as  well  as  we  could  to  so-called 
subcommittees,  usually  composed  of  but 
one  Senator,  who  would  examine  the 
claims  and  the  testimony.  We  had  to 
rely  on  the  staffs. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  want  to  be  a  little 
more  .specific  with  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular committee  than  I  was  in  my 
general  sutement  a  while  ago.  The  Ju- 
diciary Committee  is  entitled,  under  the 
Lcgi.slative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
to  some  $95,000  or  $96,000,  with  which 
to  perform  the  duties  charged  to  it  under 
tlie  act. 

But  what  we  are  doing  today  will  bring 
the  cost  of  the  committee  to  nearly  a 
half  million  dollars.  This  includes  the 
$219,000  for  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee, and  $97,000  for  extra  work 
in  connection  with  immigration.  In  ad- 
dition, there  is  $50,000.  which  was  re- 
ferred to  a  while  ago  by  my  good  friend 
from  North  Carolina,  plus  the  cost  of 
extra  clerical  and  professional  help,  pro- 
vided for  by  resolution,  authorizing  the 
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employment  of  two  extra  attorneys  and 
three  extra  clerks.  This  makes  a  total 
of  $496,000  that  we  are  providing  for 
the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  to  conclude,  I  wish  to 
point  out  again  that  this  is  a  committee 
which  obtains  not  only  $95,000  for  pro- 
fessional and  clerical  help  as  do  all  other 
standing  committees,  but  which,  in  ad- 
dition to  that  has  been  provided  some 
$227,000  merely  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
forming the  ordinary  functioning  of  the 
committee,  exclusive  of  special  investi- 
gations. It  occurs  to  me  that  that  is 
a  little  too  much  money.  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  amend  this  resolution  be- 
cau.se  of  previous  experience  today.  But 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  must  be  a  less 
expensive  way  by  which  these  private 
bills  could  be  handled.  Last  year,  dur- 
ing hearings  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  I  attempted  to  have  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  determine  the 
amount  of  money  spent  to  process  pri- 
vate claims,  in  excess  of  what  was  spent 
prior  to  reorganization.  My  recollection 
is  that  we  have  to  appropriate,  for  the 
Justice  Department,  in  the  neighborhood 
of  $100,000  more  than  was  required  in 
1946.  Having  the  claims  come  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee  necessitates  the 
committee  hiring  all  this  extra  help, 
amounting  to  perhaps  half  or  even  more 
than  half  of  the  $130,000  expended  each 
year  in  order  to  operate  the  committee. 
I  would  say  that  the  staff  probably 
spends  more  than  half  its  time  exam- 
ining these  private  claims  bills.  The 
measure  now  under  consideration,  how- 
ever, does  not  deal  with  private  claims, 
but  deals  solely  and  entirely  with  immi- 
gration cases. 

If  we  continue  the  present  practice, 
instead  of  having  1.800.  the  number  of 
private  immigration  bills  now  being  con- 
sidered, we  shall  have  10.000.  I  think 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  stop  that 
in  some  way.  I  pointed  out  in  the  course 
of  my  previous  remarks  that  it  costs 
$400,000  to  print  the  reports  to  accom- 
pany the  bills  in  the  Senate.  There 
ought  to  t)e  some  way  to  Umit  that  ex- 
pense. Since  private  bills,  as  well  as  im- 
migration bills,  are  the  subject  of  50 
percent  of  the  reports  made  to  the  Sen- 
ate, there  should  be  some  way  in  which 
a  saving  could  be  effected. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Of  course,  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  involved.  But  the  Immigration 
laws  have  been  chimged.  The  Senator 
will  recall  that  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice now  sends  claims  to  the  Senate  en 
bloc.  We  have  a  light  to  veto  them  if 
we  think  it  proper  to  do  so.  We  some- 
times have  a  list  of  perhaps  150.  Those 
cannot  be  examind  by  individual  Sena- 
tors, but  must  be  examined  by  the  staff. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    In  a  moment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  desire  to  answer 
the  Senator  on  that  point 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  wUl  yield  In  a 
moment  The  Senator  will  have  ample 
time  for  reply.  Secondly,  in  the  han- 
dhng  of  private  claims,  the  Senator  is 
an  expert    He  handled  the  old  Claims 


Committee  well  when  he  was  its  chair- 
man. When  we  enacted  the  Federal 
courts  law,  we  thought  we  would  get 
rid  of  these  claims,  but,  as  it  has  turned 
out,  more  claims  bills  are  introduced 
now  than  ever  before.  I  have  tried  ever 
since  becoming  a  member  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  to  point  out  the  fact 
that  most  of  those  who  come  to  us  with 
claims  do  so  because  of  the  slowness  of 
the  Court  of  Claims  in  passing  upon 
claims.  A  case  may  have  been  pending 
for  years,  and  the  cost  to  a  man  living 
in  Louisiana  of  coming  to  Washington  to 
see  his  Senator  regarding  what  he  con- 
siders to  be  a  just  claim  is  prohibitive. 
He  thinks  something  ought  to  be  done. 
The  Senator  is  quite  correct,  because 
this  committee  is  flooded  with  private 
claims  and  immigration  bills  which  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  one  Sena- 
tor to  examine,  assuming  the  claims 
were  divided  up  among  Senators  and 
that  they  si>ent  some  time  on  them. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator 
inform  me  whether,  before  a  private 
claim  is  considered  by  the  committee, 
it  is  investigated  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    No;  it  is  not 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  By  whom  is  it  in- 
vestigated? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  Is  not  investi- 
gated by  anyone.  A  bill  is  introducd 
and  referred  to  the  conunittee.  We  have 
a  staff 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  staff  itself  does 
not  conduct  the  investigation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Sometimes  we  di- 
rect the  staff  to  investigate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  referring 
to  private  claims;  I  am  speaking  of  im- 
migration cases. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  There  is  a  liaison 
with  the  Justice  Department,  and  ad- 
vantage is  taken  of  all  the  information 
the  Department  has  concerning  a  given 
case.  Or,  if  further  information  is  re- 
quired, we  ask  the  Department  to  get  it. 
The  Department  is  contacted  before  the 
case  is  brought  to  us.  I  venture  to  say 
that  50  percent  of  the  private  claims  are 
claims  involving  Army  trucks  which 
perhaps  hit  an  old  lady  on  the  street. 
After  the  war  there  was  a  flood  of  such 
claims.  We  would  contact  the  Army 
and  the  Judge  Advocate  General  would 
give  us  a  report.  That  was  the  natiire 
of  the  liaison,  back  and  forth. 

I  hope  something  can  be  done,  because 
the  Judiciary  Committee  is  flooded  with 
those  two  categories  of  bills.  We  tried 
to  get  the  Defense  Department  to  settle 
claims  up  to  $5,000.  That  would  relieve 
Congress  of  a  great  many  tort  claims, 
usually  automobile  accidents  occurring 
during  and  following  the  war.  The 
Army  can  now  settle  claims  up  to  $5,000 ; 
the  Navy  cannot.  The  Air  Force  can 
settle  claims  only  up  to  $500.  We 
should  make  it  uniform.  If  that  can  be 
done,  it  will  relieve  Congress  of  approxi- 
mately 30  percent  of  the  bills  referred 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  together 
with  the  cost  of  making  reports  and 
hiring  personnel.  The  Senator  knows 
that  on  a  calendar  day  60  percent  or  70 
percent  of  the  bills  on  the  calendar  are 
private  bills. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tiouteiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yiekl. 


Mr.  TAPT.  If  we  establish  an  agency 
to  take  care  of  the  situation,  it  would 
cost  the  Government  approximately 
four  times  as  much  as  it  is  now  costing. 
I  think  Congress  ought  to  get  rid  of  the 
burden,  but  I  think  that  so  far  as  the 
cost  is  concerned,  it  would  be  four  times 
as  much  as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  way  it  now 
operates,  a  great  deal  of  the  work  on 
private  claims  is  done  by  the  Department 
of  Justice.  I  just  pointed  out  that  it 
was  necessary  to  increase  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  appropriation  in  order 
to  provide  them  more  lawyers.  The  ap- 
propriation was  increased  by  more  than 
$100,000.  By  the  same  token,  we  must 
do  the  same  thing  with  respect  to  immi- 
gration bills.  The  amount  of  $97,000  is 
but  a  pittance  compared  to  what  is  spent 
by  the  immigration  authorities  in  run- 
ning down  the  claims. 

It  strikes  me  that  some  new  method 
must  be  evolved  so  as  to  reduce  expenses. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  in  order 
that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [  Mr.  Jenner  1  ? 

Mr.  ELLENDER,.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  my  un- 
derstanding Is  thiit  two  kinds  of  cases 
come  from  the  Department  of  Justice; 
one  is  with  reference  to  the  admission 
of  displaced  persons  and  the  other  is  in 
reference  to  persons  deported.  The  in- 
formation I  have  is  that  during  the  past 
year,  between  9,000  and  10,000  deporta- 
tion cases  were  examined  and  that  only 
approximately  200  persons  were  ordered 
deported. 

Mr.  JENNER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  seems  to  me  that 
such  cases  should  be  handled  by  the  Jus- 
tice Department  iteelf . 

Mr.  JENNER.  That  Is  what  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  felt  when  it  wrote 
the  new  bill. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  the  Senator  satis- 
fied that  it  takes  care  of  the  situation 
completely? 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  still  leaves  criminal 
and  subversive  cases  to  be  referred  to  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  that  burden  can  be 
lifted  from  the  Judiciary  Committee,  it 
will  save  approximately  $25,000  or  $30.- 
000  a  year,  and  the  saving  will  be  the 
same  in  the  House  with  respect  to  other 
classifications. 

If  the  Senator  Is  satisfied  that  the  law 
as  it  is  now  written  will  take  care  of 
the  situation,  I  am  content.  If  not,  I 
should  be  glad  to  Join  with  the  Senator 
in  the  introduction  of  a  bill  which  would 
make  certain  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
burden  would  be  lifted. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  think  the  new  law 
will  take  care  of  it.  If  not,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly be  happy  to  Join  with  other  Sen- 
ators in  introducing  a  bill  which  will 
take  care  of  the  situation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair) .  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  48)  was  agreed 
to. 

The  resolution  as  agreed  to  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Jl^nrfrmf.  That  tn  boldiag  beartngs.  report- 
ing sucii  bearinc^.  and  making  liiv«$:Tantlons 
as  autboriflcd  tanr  subsectloD  (kt  of  ru^  XXV 
or  tbe  StaxMHag  WatSmm  of  Uw  0«na»«,  or  bf 
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section  134  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1SM6.  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  or  any  duly  authorized  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  Is  authorized  during  the 
pwriod  beginning  on  February  1,  1953,  and 
ending  on  January  31,  1954,  to  make  such 
expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon  a  tempo- 
rary basis  such  Investigators  and  such  tech- 
nical, clerical,  and  other  assistance,  as  It 
deems  advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•97.000,  shall  t>e  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


TEMPORARY  PERSONNEL  AND  IN- 
CREASE IN  LIMIT  OP  EXPENDI- 
TURES POR  COMMITTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT   OPERATIONS 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  40)  authoriz- 
ing the  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations to  employ  temporary  personnel 
and  increasing  its  limit  of  expenditures. 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  in  holding  hearings,  re- 
porting such  hearings,  and  making  investi- 
gations as  authorized  by  subsection  (g)  (2) 
(B)  of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of 
the  Senate,  or  any  other  duties  Imposed  upon 
It.  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authorized  during  the  period  be- 
ginning on  Febriuiry  1,  1953,  and  ending  on 
January  31,  1954,  to  make  such  expenditures, 
and  to  employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such 
Investigators,  and  such  technical,  clerical. 
and  other  assistants,  as  It  deems  advisable. 

Szc.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  ex- 
ceed 9189.000  in  addition  to  the  amount 
authorized  under  Senate  Resolution  251. 
Eighty-second  Congress,  second  session, 
agreed  to  January  24,  1952,  shaU  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
Touchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
conunltte«  or  subcommittee,  as  the  case 
may  be. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  are 
we  proceeding  under  the  5-minute  rule? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  ask  that  the  reso- 
lution be  passed  over. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President, 
would  the  Senator  mind  telling  me  his 
reasons  for  wanting  the  resolution  to  go 
over? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Because  I  shall 
need,  more  than  5  minutes  in  which  to 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  the  Sen- 
ator be  able  to  state  approximately  the 
length  of  time  he  would  like  to  consume 
in  discussing  it? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  should  prefer  that 
the  resolution  go  over,  if  possible,  be- 
cause I  should  Like  to  get  a  little  more 
information  regarding  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  the  Senator 
prefer  to  have  it  taken  up  after  a 
quorum  call,  or  would  he  prefer  to  let  it 
go  over  to  another  day? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  should  like  to  have 
it  go  over  until  Monday.  As  I  pointed 
out.  there  were  no  hearings  on  any  of 
these  resolutions,  and  most  of  us  have 
had  only  48  hours  in  which  to  examine 
this  mass  of  resolutions.  I  was  in  hopes 
that  we  might  have  a  little  more  time  in 
which  to  discuss  them. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
gadentand.  it  is  important  that  we  pro- 


ceed at  once,  because  if  the  resolution 
is  agreed  to.  the  employees  will  continue 
in  their  employment.  If  not.  there  will 
be  a  laps*.'  of  employment,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  rehiring  them,  and  so  forth,  will 
be  involved. 

So.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Senate  Resolution  40. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names:  i 


Aiken 

Gore 

Morse 

Anderson 

Green 

Mundc 

Barrett 

Grlswold 

Murray 

BeaU 

Hayden 

Neely 

Bricker 

Hendrlckson 

Payne 

Bush 

Hickenlooper 

Potter 

Butler.  Md 

HlU 

Purtell 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hoev 

Russell 

Byrd 

Holland 

SaltonaUll 

Capebart 

Hunt 

Smathers 

Carlson 

Ives 

Smith.  Maine 

Case 

Jenner 

Smith.  N  J. 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith.  N  C. 

Clements 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Sparkmaa 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Stennis 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Symington 

Daniel 

Kllgore 

Taft 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Thye 

Duff 

MagnuKon 

Tobey 

Dworshak 

Malone 

Watktns 

Ellender 

Maii.sfleld 

Welker 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Wiley 

Fulbrlght 

Maybank 

Williams 

George 

McCarthy 

Young 

OUlette 

McClellan 

Ooldwater 

Miilikxa 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (VLr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  (Mr. 
PiRCtTsow)  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Senate  Resolution  40,  notwith- 
standing the  objection,  which  motion  is 
not  debatable. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  request  that  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  or 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy) make  an  explanation  of  the 
resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
perhaps  make  a  preliminary  statement 
and  then  defer  .to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

This  resolution  came  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  for- 
merly headed  by  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas (Mr.  McCLEtLANi.  The  subcom- 
mittee under  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  HoeyI  has  done  fine  work. 
The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration unanimously  decided  to  approve 
the  request  for  these  funds.  The  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration 
heard  the  evidence,  heard  the  proposed 
program,  examined  the  budget,  and  ex- 
amined the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as 
to  the  fields  of  activity  which  the  com- 
mittee intended  to  enter.  The  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  unani- 
mously approved  the  resolution. 


The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is  pres- 
ent in  the  Chamber  at  this  time,  and  I 
think  he  can  give  a  more  detailed  expla- 
nation than  I  can.  He  can  give  the  same 
detailed  explanation  which  he  gave  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER..    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  the  committee 
have  any  information  at  all  other  than 
what  was  presented  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  support  of 
tlie  resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  No;  the  committee  did 
not. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  other  words,  the 
committee  permitted  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  make  his 
own  case,  and  relied  entirely  on  what  he 
had  to  say? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Just  as  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Iowa  IMr.  Gn,- 
LETTEl  explained,  that  has  been  the 
procedure  and  method  of  the  Senate  for 
many  years.  It  may  be  that  it  is  wrong, 
but  tliat  is  the  way  we  proceed. 

Mr.  EJ  LENDER.  As  I  stated  to  my 
good  friend  a  couple  of  weeks  ago.  I  was 
hopeful  that  the  procedure  would  be 
changed;  I  hoped  that  the  committee 
would  try  to  obtain  from  those  who  pro- 
pose various  resolutions  the  full  facts 
and  the  reasons  for  requesting  such  ap- 
propriation.s. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  may  explain  to  the 
Senator  that  we  require  budgets,  and  de- 
tailed explanations  of  what  it  is  pro- 
posed to  do  with  the  money.  We  require 
information  as  to  what^t  is  proposed  to 
spend,  how  much  is  desired  for  tele- 
graphic expense,  how  much  for  travel, 
how  much  for  investiRators.  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  the  budgets  are 
prepared  by  employees  of  the  various 
committees. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  do  not  know  by  whom 
the  budgets  are  made.  They  come  to  us 
with  the  unanimous  approval  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
Our  committee  has  nothing  to  say  about 
that,  except  that  we  require  those  who 
request  such  appropriations  to  be  spe- 
cific as  to  what  the  money  is  to  be  used 
for,  and  how  much  they  want.  The  only 
jun.sdiction  we  have  is  to  see  that  the 
resolutions  conform  to  the  policies  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. For  example,  one  of  our  policies  is 
that  we  will  not  let  a  committee  ask  for 
an  appropriation  for  a  2-year  period,  or 
for  the  entire  Congress.  We  amended 
most  of  the  resolutions.  I  think  this  was 
one  of  the  resolutions  amended.  It  was 
limited  to  January  31.  1954.  We  also  re- 
quire a  complete,  itemized  budget  show- 
ing what  the  money  is  wanted  for. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  the  committee 
approve  the  entire  amount  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  this  case  we  did.  We 
do  not  in  all  ca.'ies. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  How  much  effort  was 
made  by  the  Rules  Committee  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  this  committee 
could  do  with  less  than  $200,000? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Various  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion a.sked  questions  on  that  subject.  I 
think  the  chief  clerk  of  the  committee 
was  present  to  help  answer  the  questions. 
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The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy! was  present.  He  is  now  in  the 
Chamber,  and  I  think  he  can  give  an  ex- 
planation to  the  whole  body  as  he  gave 
It  to  the  Committer  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  wish  to  compliment  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  HoeyI  on  the  out- 
standing Job  which  he  did  as  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  of  which  I  am  now 
chairman.  He  opi?rated  on  a  rather 
meager  budget.  Ht  saved  the  Govern- 
ment a  tremendous  amount  of  money. 
For  example,  in  the  tanker  cases,  the 
cases  initiated  under  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  and  turned  over  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  Justice  De- 
partment has  begui  to  libel  the  ships 
concerned.  One  of  the  cases  is  now  in 
the  lower  court.  It  appears  that  the 
possibility  of  winning  in  the  higher  court 
is  excellent.  If  that  case  is  won  in  the 
hip  her  court,  it  will  ultimately  mean  a 
recovery  by  the  (Jovemment  in  the 
ndghborhood  of  $f.0,000,000.  I  am  in- 
formed. The  results  of  the  investigative 
work  under  the  man  who  was  the  head 
of  the  staff  at  that  time  have  t)een  ex- 
cellent. Mr.  Francis  D.  Flanagan  is  still 
.'^taff  director  under  the  present  chair- 
man. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Mr.  President 

Mr  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  finish,  and 
then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  budget  of  th<'  permanent  investl- 
pating  subcommitt<e  has  ranged  from 
$100,000  to  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars. 
We  are  asking  for  $200,000.  That  will 
enable  us  to  increas<?  our  stafT  of  investi- 
gators from  7  to  14  or  16.  We  feel  that 
that  is  absolutely  necessary  if  we  are  to 
do  the  job  we  should  do.  We  feel  that 
if  the  committee  does  the  kind  of  job 
we  hope  it  will  do,  we  can  save  many 
millions  of  dollars.  I  assume  that  the 
Senate  and  the  country  are  not  too  fa- 
miliar with  the  so-called  functional  in- 
vestigations conducted  by  the  commit- 
tee. They  are,  of  <;ourse,  aware  of  the 
investigations  covering  graft  and  fraud. 
Some  of  the  functional  investigations  are 
much  more  important.  For  example,  at 
the  present  time  the  joint  staff  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
and  the  investigating  subcommittee  are 
conducting  an  investigation  into  the 
Federal  Security  Agency.  That  investi- 
gation was  ordered  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkan.sas  (Mr.  McClellan  1  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  HoeyI. 
The  staff  has  now  submitted  to  me  a  re- 
port which  indicates  a  very  alarming 
and  wasteful  situation  in  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency,  a  situation  which  has  re- 
sulted in  umiecessaj-y  costs  to  an  extent 
far  greater  than  tlie  entire  budget  we 
are  requesting.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
hold  hearings  on  tliis  subject. 

We  are  now  looking  into  the  rather 
unusual  procurement  practices  indulged 
in  in  some  instance  in  connection  with 
stockpiling.  On  the  surface  the  practices 
appear  to  be  very  wa.steful.  We  have 
been  holding  hearings  on  that  subject 
in  executive  session.  We  expect  to  hold 
open  hearings  on  tliat  subject. 

All  in  all,  I  think  that  the  $200,000 
here  requested  will  be  very  well  spent, 
and  will  result  in  savings  far  beyond  the 
budget  for  this  committee. 


Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  further  answer  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana, I  believe  that  when  the  subject  was 
before  the  Rules  and  Administration 
Committee  for  consideration  we  went 
quite  extensively  into  the  question  of 
the  number  of  investigators  the  commit- 
tee had  been  using,  and  the  reasons  why 
more  were  needed.  One  specific  example 
which  was  brought  out  before  our  com- 
mittee was  in  connection  *ith  the  tank- 
er deal.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas 
(Mr.  McClellan]  was  chairman  of  the 
full  committee,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Hoey]  was  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee.  I  believe  it 
was  brought  out  that  four  investigators 
were  tied  up  for  almost  a  year  investi- 
gating the  tanker  deal  alone. 

In  further  substantiation  of  the  re- 
quest, our  committee  asked  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  questions  concerning  his 
duties  and  activities,  and  the  reasons  for 
the  additional  investigators. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  In  that  connection, 
let  me  say  that  tlie  four  men  who  worked 
almost  a  year  under  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  and  the  Senator  from 
Arkan.sas  cost  the  Government  only  a 
few  thousand  dollars,  whereas  the  ulti- 
mate recovery  by  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment because  of  their  activities  will 
amount  to  $50,000,000,  $50,000,000,  or 
$70.000.C00.  So  the  committee  has  served 
as  a  good  watchdog,  and  has  made  tre- 
mendous savings  to  the  country. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  investi- 
gative agency  in  the  executive  branch 
which  will  have  a  smaller  staff  of  in- 
vestigators than  we  have. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDEIR.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  can  indicate  to  the  Senate  what 
it  is  proposed  to  investigate  which  can- 
not be  investigated,  let  us  say,  by  the 
so-called  Jenner  committee,  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee,  the  Prepared- 
ness Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  or  the  watchdog  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, witli  which  I  am  sure  Sena- 
tors are  all  familiar,  to  investigate  all  of 
our  foreign  expenditures.  As  I  under- 
stand, an  effort  will  soon  be  made  to  en- 
large this  committee  so  that  proposed 
appropriations  will  be  looked  into  and 
studied  before  they  are  actually  made. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  As  I  understand, 
the  question  is  what  we  shall  be  investi- 
gating which  is  not  being  investigated  by 
the  Jenner  committee  and  by 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  did  not  say  "which 
is  not  being  investigated,"  but  "which 
cannot  be  investigated"  by  that  commit- 
tee. I  understood  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  say  some  time  ago  that  he  was 
against  duplication. 

What  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator 
tell  us  is  what 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  the  Sena- 
tor's question.  The  Senate  Appropria- 
tions Committee  the  otlier  day  voted  to 
do  away  with  the  so-called  watchdog 
committee.  That  action,  as  I  recall,  was 
rescinded  l)ecause  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,   the   Senator  from  Nevada 


[Mr.  McCarrakI.  was  not  present.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  IMr.  Ferguson  J 
was  not  present  either,  I  understand. 
That  question  is  coming  up  again  next 
week.  It  is  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  the  watchdog  committee  will  be 
done  away  with. 

However,  answering  the  Senators 
question  further,  one  of  the  subjects  that 
we  are  now  investigating,  which  would 
not  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
of  the  committees  which  the  Senator  has 
mentioned,  is  a  matter  which  has  been 
brought  to  us  by  the  House  Judiciai-y 
Committee,  the  old  Chelf  committee, 
now  the  Keating  committee.  It  has  to 
do  with  certain  irregularities  in  the 
Justice  Department  This  is  how  our 
committee  got  into  the  case.  They  had 
been  working  on  it  for  6  months  when 
they  discovered  that  there  were  ele- 
ments in  the  case  which  did  not  come 
within  their  jurisdiction,  such  as  influ- 
ence peddling  and  fraud.  They  con- 
tacted our  committee  and  we  have  been 
working  on  it  with  them.  Four  of  the 
members  of  our  staff  are  tied  up  in  the 
investigation  with  four  members  of  their 
staff. 

We  are  also  conducting  the  so-called 
functional  investigation.  One  is  of  the 
FSA,  which  was  started  under  the  chair- 
manship of  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Hoey  J .  The  staff  is  doing 
an  excellent  job.  They  have  submitted 
to  me  a  preliminary  report  on  their  work. 
I  do  not  believe  that  subject  would  come 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  the 
committees  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  At  the  present  time  we 
are  investigating  wasteful  and  improper 
practices  in  purchases  for  the  stockpile — 
practices  which  on  the  surface  would 
apE>ear  to  cost  the  taxpayer  many  mil- 
hons  of  dollars. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  believe  that  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  could  look 
into  that  subject? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  possibly  could, 
but  the  point  is,  it  has  not  done  so.  If 
the  members  of  that  committee  care  to 
take  it  over  we  .shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  them  do  so.  The  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  not  been  investigating 
the  matter.  While  under  our  gentle- 
man's agreement  we  do  not  like  to  discuss 
matters  considered  in  executive  session, 
let  me  give  briefly  one  example  of  a  sit- 
uation which  has  existed  during  the  past 
few  years.  We  find,  for  example,  that 
one  of  the  purchasing  agents  has  a  cost- 
plus  contract  with  a  corporation  located 
in  Europe.  That  corporation  also  has 
a  branch  in  China,  and  it  has  a  branch 
in  New  York.  The  cost-plus  contract 
is  with  the  European  branch.  The  Eu- 
ropean branch  of  the  corporation  has 
been  buying  from  the  China  branch  at 
prices  about  double  what  its  New  York 
branch  was  quoting  for  the  same  prod- 
uct. We  found  that  the  product  was 
shipped  from  China,  to  Europe,  proc- 
essed, and  shipped  to  New  York  and  laid 
down  at  about  150  percent  above  the 
ceiling  price.  There  are  many  other 
items  such  as  that,  and  one  investigation 
would  pay  the  cost  of  the  committee  for 
years  and  years  to  come. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  that  ample  fxiods  stuo'jLA  be  pro- 
vided for  ibe  «w^  vl  xi»  0:iiuzi.*;e< 
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on  Government  Operations.  The  chair- 
man of  the  committee  has  ah'eady  made 
reference  to  the  fact  that  an  investiga- 
tion probably  will  be  made  of  the  stock- 
piling program.  All  of  us  recall  that 
Congress,  in  the  enactment  of  the  De- 
fense Production  Act,  laid  down  prin- 
ciples and  mandates  for  the  stock  piling 
of  strategic  and  scarce  materials,  par- 
ticularly minerals  which  are  to  be  used 
in  case  of  global  war.  I  happen  to  come 
from  a  State  which  is  one  of  the  leaders 
in  the  production  of  minerals,  and  dur- 
ing the  past  several  weeks  I  have  made 
a  study  and  an  investigation  to  deter- 
mine the  status  of  the  stockpiling  pro- 
gram. 

I  have  a  great  deal  of  information  and 
material  which  was  furnished  to  me  by 
the  General  Services  Administration  and 
by  the  Defense  Materials  Procurement 
Agency,  but  all  of  it  is  marked  "re- 
stricted." which  means  that  it  would  not 
be  wise  or  ethical  for  any  Member  of  this 
body  to  publicly  use  the  information  in 
support  of  a  certain  viewpoint  or  con- 
tention. 

However.  I  am  sure  that  It  will  be 
entirely  proper  for  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  through  its 
staff  to  investigate  the  stockpiling  pro- 
gram and  the  operations  under  the  De- 
fense Production  Act.  because  some 
shocking  disclosures  may  be  made. 

I  have  in  my  hand  one  of  the  docu- 
ments which  is  marked  "Restricted." 
Without  mentioning  any  specific  infor- 
mation I  should  like  to  point  out  that  at 
a  time  when  the  OPS  ceiling  price  for 
domestic  copper  was  24 '2  cents  and  for 
foreign  copper  36 ''2  cents  there  were 
many  Instances  in  which  the  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency  entered 
into  purchase  contracts,  not  for  a  year 
or  2  years,  but  for  as  long  a  period  as 
8  or  10  yeari.  Many  of  these  purchase 
contracts  run  for  10  years.  What  do  we 
find?  We  find  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  not  obligating  itself  to  pay  24  4 
cents  or  36 '2  cents  a  pound  for  copper. 
In  one  instance  nearly  15,000.000  pounds 
are  being  purchased  over  a  17-month  pe- 
riod at  prices  involving  subsidies. 

We  can  go  down  this  list  and  we  will 
not  find  any  ceiling  prices.  Here  is  an 
instance  where  91  cents  a  pound  was 
paid.  A  few  are  near  the  ceiling  prices, 
but  in  many  instances  one  finds  that 
twice  or  three  times  the  ceiling  price  is 
being  paid  in  the  purchase  contracts 
negotiated  by  the  General  Services 
Administration. 

Mr.  President,  talk  about  economy.  I 
share  the  concern  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  EllenderI  in  his  anxiety 
to  cut  expenses.  How  can  any  Senator 
dare  to  stand  on  this  floor  and  .say  it  is 
wise  to  save  a  few  thousand  dollars  in 
order  to  block  an  investiRation  of  the 
expenditure  of  many  millions  of  dollars? 
Who  is  responsible?  Congress  laid  down 
the  mandate  and  it  is  the  responsibility 
of  Congress  to  check  on  abuses  and  waste 
and  ex».ravagance  in  the  negotiation  of 
purchase  contracts  for  strategic  mate- 
rials, which  are  so  essential  to  our  na- 
tional preparedness  program. 

Members  of  this  body  will  recall  that 
last  summer  one  of  the  President  s  spe- 
cial commissions  made  a  report.  It  was 
called  the  Paley  Commission.  I  hope 
that  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 


sular Affairs  or  another  standing  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  will  investigate  the 
report.  This  report  substantially  rec- 
ommmended  that,  since  the  time  had 
come  when  the  United  States  was  a 
have-not  nation  insofar  as  minerals  were 
concerned,  it  was  no  longer  profitable  or 
feasible  to  develop  and  explore  and  mine 
our  vast  deposits  of  minerals,  and  that 
the  Federal  agencies  in  charge  of  the 
stockpiling  program  should  go  into  for- 
eign countries  and  negotiate  purchase 
contracts  so  as  to  bring  about  an  expan- 
sion of  mineral  production  abroad,  even 
though  it  would  make  the  United  States 
more  dependent  upon  foreign  produc- 
tion of  minerals  and  would  be  a  serious 
threat  and  menace  in  case  of  global  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to  be  per- 
sonal, but  I  am  constrained  to  point  out 
that  one  of  the  members  of  the  Paley 
Commission  was  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Arthur  Bunker.  There  were  five  mem- 
bei-s  of  the  Commission.  The  record 
shows  that  Mr.  Bunker,  who  was  one  of 
the  five  mc.nbeis  of  the  Paley  Commis- 
sion, is  the  president  of  tiie  Climax 
Molybdenum  Co.  Most  of  the  molyb- 
denum is  produced  in  six  or  seven 
Rocky  Mountain  Slates.  Very  little  is 
produced  abroad. 

I  .'■aid  that  the  material  before  me  is 
marked  "restricted."  However,  I  am 
sure  that  the  Committee  on  Go\ernment 
Operations  will  be  under  a  mandate  to 
inveslicate  the  stock-pilin?:  proi;ram.  to 
determine  whether  in  the  name  of  econ- 
omy it  is  wise  to  save  a  few  thou.sand 
dollars  now.  or  to  disclose  expenditures 
of  many  millions  of  dollars,  probably  m 
many  cases  unwi.sely  and  in  a  manner 
which  is  detrimental  to  the  defense  of 
our  country. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  vield  to  me':' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr 
Knowla.nd  in  the  chair  >.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wi.soonsin? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  On  the  question  of 
classification,  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
might  be  interested  to  know  that  we 
were  investigating  the  purchase  of  ma- 
terial from  Red  China:  but  that  infor- 
mation was  classified  as  secret,  appar- 
ently on  the  theory  that  if  we  brought 
out  in  the  hearing  the  fact  that  we  were 
making  purchases  from  Red  China.  Red 
China  would  then  learn  that  we  were 
buying  from  Red  China. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  for  that  contribu- 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  to  return  to  molyb- 
denum. I  find  that  the  General  Services 
Administration  negotiated  a  contract  to 
purchase  85.0C0.0OO  pounds  of  molybde- 
num from  the  Climax  Molybdenum  Co  . 
to  be  produced  in  Colorado  over  a  period 
of  5  years,  at  a  price  of  90  cents  a  pound 

I  find  another  contract  for  50.000.000 
pounds,  with  the  same  company,  over  a 
period  of  10  years,  to  be  purchased  at 
a  price  of  $1  24  a  pound. 

Mr.  President,  anyone  who  knows 
anything  about  mineral  prices  knows 
that  currently,  today,  and  for  many 
months,  molybdenum  concentrat.->s  have 
been  selling  at  60  cents  a  pound  f.  o.  b. 
the  mines. 


On  the  other  hand,  one  contract 
amounting  to  $76,500,000  obligates  the 
United  States  Government  to  pay  90 
cents  a  pound  for  molyt>denum  concen- 
trates, and  another  contract,  amount- 
ing to  $62,000  000.  obligates  the  United 
States  Government  to  pay  $1  24  a  pound 
for  these  molybdenum  concentrates. 

I  know  there  may  be  some  details 
which  are  not  readily  apparent  from  the 
statement  I  am  making,  and  I  realize 
that  the  pos.^ibility  that  low-grade  ores 
involving  molybdenum  may  be  involved 
in  this  case  may  justify  to  some  extent 
a  price  of  90  cents  or  a  price  of  $1.24 
cent.s  a  pound  for  a  mineral  which  cur- 
rently IS  sellinu  at  60  cenLs  a  pound  f .  o.  b. 
the  mines  Nevertheless.  I  wish  to  men- 
tion that  matter. 

Perhaps  I  had  better  refer  to  another 
matter.  We  know  that  in  the  past  year 
the  prices  uf  lead  and  zinc  have  been 
depie.-.sed.  The  OPS  ceiling  price  for 
lead  was  19'..  cents  a  pound,  and  for 
zinc  was  19  cents  a  pound.  However. 
becau'-e  a  larye  amount  of  dumping  of 
those  minerals  has  occurred,  in  the  case 
of  United  Stales  markets,  the  prices  of 
those  minerals  have  declined.  In  one 
specific  instance  Great  Britain  dumped 
30  000  tons  of  lead,  last  summer,  and  de- 
murahzed  the  United  Slates  market  and 
also  the  world  market.  As  a  result,  the 
prices  of  lead  and  zinc  dropped  from 
the  OPS  ceilin';  prices  of  19*2  cents  a 
pound  and  19  cents  a  pound,  respectively, 
to  the  current  price  of  14  cents  a  pound 
for  lead  and  12  cents  a  pound  for  zinc. 

In  this  instance  I  shall  not  mention 
the  name  of  the  company  concerned:  but 
I  do  point  out  that  this  case  involves  a 
contiact  which  covers  33,000.000  pounds 
of  zinc  to  be  produced  over  a  3-year  pe- 
riod The  date  of  the  contract  is  Decem- 
ber 29.  1951:  and  the  unit  price  for  zinc. 
under  the  contract,  is  17  cents  a  pound. 
although  today  throughout  the  United 
States  zinc  producers  are  .selling  their 
product  fur  12  cents  a  p>ound.  I  do  not 
know  why  this  lart;e  operator  was  able 
to  neiiotiaie  a  purcha.^e  contract,  over  a 
3-year  period,  with  Mr.  Jess  Larson  of 
the  General  Services  Administration,  for 
33.000.000  pounds  of  zinc  at  17  cents  a 
pound  .  but  I  w  ish  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Illinoi.i,  would  point  out  the  econ- 
omy in  a  contract  which  commits  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to 
spend  17  cents  a  pound  for  zinc  which 
currently  is  .elim.;  for  12  cents  a  pound. 

I  shall  not  take  more  of  the  time  of 
the  Senate  at  tins  time  to  deal  with  that 
aspect  of  this  economy  problem  in  con- 
necLion  with  the  stockpiling  program. 

I  have  before  me  some  documents 
which  are  restricted.  I  do  not  wish  my 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  to  read  these 
document-s:  but  I  do  wish  to  have  the 
CJovernment  Operations  Investigating 
Committee  sta.i;e  an  all-out  hearing. 
when  the  ofTicials  who  have  been  spend- 
ing these  millions  and  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  the  purchase  of  stockpiled  stra- 
teyic  materials  may  come  before  the 
committee  and  present  the  facts.  Then 
we  shall  know  what  is  being  done  in  the 
way  of  national  defense,  involving  the 
expenditure  of  much  of  this  money. 

I  think  I  should  be  specific  in  another 
instance;  -o  I  .shall  point  out  that  in 
the  restricted  information  which  I  have 
Lcioie  me,  I  now  turn  to  antimony.    It 
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so  happens  that  in  north-central  Idaho—  6  months  to  reopen  the  mining  opera-  That  all  adds  up  tD  the  fact  that  during 

at  Stibnit^we  have  the  Bradley  Mmlng  tlons.  and  probably  just  a  few  months  to  those  first  10  months  of  1952  86  iSrcS^ 

Co.  oPerat  on   which  produces  90  per-  reactivate  the  smelter  and  make  it  pos-  of  our  antimony  imports  can  be^aced 

cent  of  all  the  antimony  produced  hi  s  ble  for  us  to  produce  antimony  in  the  back  to  Bohvia.  Mexico,  and  the  Union 

t  he  United  States.    I  fliid  that  contracts  Umt«d  States  and  not  be  dependent  upon  of  South  Africa,  as  well  as  to  those  coun- 

for  the  purchase  of  anUmony  have  been  a  foreign  supply.  tries  behind  the  iron  cuitain 

negotiated    with   mining   companies   in  But  apparently  the  General  Services  i  hesitate  to  take  much  time  on  this 

Mexico.  Bolivia.  South  Africa,  and  other  Administration-which.  according  to  the  subject    but  1  thfilT  is  uS  in^Jfth 

^'wtf;.  H.  T  flnH  ho.  ~..„^H  i«  tH.  ^n^^l'  ^*«  ^ecn  Paying  IM  Percent  or  the  proposal  of  the  Government  Oper- 

What  do  I  find  has  occurred  In  the  200  percent,  and  in  many  cases  more  ations  Committee  to  make  a  full  inves- 
case  of  the  SUbnite  operations  of  the  than  that,  in  excess  of  the  current  prices  ligation  of  our  stockpiling  program  A 
Bradley  Co^?  We  find  that  that  com-  for  coopper.  lead.  zinc,  tungsten,  man-  few  weeks  ago.  after  studying  this  prob- 
pany  shut  down  its  operations  last  Au-  ganese.  and  other  minerals,  refuses  to  lem.  I  issued  a  release  and  I  am  going 
L'ust.  and  320  persons  were  taken  off  the  take  any  steps  to  safeguard  the  produc-  to  read  certain  parts  of  it  at  this  time- 
payroll:  and  a  smelter  costing  $2,000,-  tion  of  antimony  in  the  United  States.  t-^-  ^--.  r.^^^  v.  ,., 
O0(^although  it  did  not  involve  a  nickel  Mr.  President.  I  contend  that  that  is  exr^:nJ^;:uS3e:?nt?ynsUbiuS^^i'y  t"; 
of  expenditure  in  the  way  of  assistance  not  in  the  interest  of  our  national  de-  Truman  administration  which  have  given 
from  the  Federal  Government — has  been  fense.  preferential  treatment  to  foreign  mining  at 
closed.  It  is  diflBcult  for  me  to  ration-  Mr.  WKTKER.  Mr.  President,  will  »  time  when  mineral  prices  are  depressed 
alize  when  I  see  all  these  millions  of  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  another  '"  *^^  country  and  many  of  our  own  do- 
dollars  being  spent  at  prices  much  higher  question?  mestlc  mines  are  being  forced  to  shut  down, 
than  the  current  world  prices  or  the  do-  Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  yield.  There  are  literally  hundreds  of  small 
mestic  prices.  It  is  difficult  to  jusUfy  Mr.  WELKER.  While  we  are  refer-  mines,  lead,  zinc,  antimony,  and  other 
the  closing  of  the  principal  antimony  ring  to  antimony,  let  me  ask  my  distin-  mines,  being  forced  to  close  down  be- 
smelter  and  mining  operations  in  the  guished  colleague  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  cause  of  renewed  competition  with  for- 
United  SUtes.  thus  subjecting  our  coun-  the  Bradley  Mining  Co.  was  one  of  our  eign  countries  and  the  purchase-con- 
try  to  monopolistic  prices  and  controls  great  producers  of  timgsten  during  tract  program  initiated  and  followed  by 
by  producers  of  antimony  in  Mexico,  Bo-  World  War  II;  and  by  virtue  of  the  clos-  the  General  Services  Administration, 
livla.  and  South  Africa.  ing  of  their  antimony-processing  plant  Quoting  further  from  that  statement- 

It  so  happens  that  In  1951  some  rich  that  company  has  closed  its  explorations  gince  the  outbreak  of  hostuities  in  Korea 
deposits  of  antimony  were  uncovered  in  for  tungsten  in  the  north-central  section  j^  ju^e  i960,  total  loans  and  grants  amount- 
South  Africa.  The  result  was  to  double  of  Idaho?  ing  to  $245,500,000  have  been  made  avaUable 
the  South  African  production  of  anti-  Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  Is  through  Federal  agencies  and  the  Kxport- 
mony.  Of  course.  It  was  inevitable  and  correct.  That  particular  Stlbnite  oper-  import  Bank  to  expand  foreign-mineral  pro- 
natural  that  those  operators  would  dump  ation.  conducted  by  the  Bradley  Mining  duction. 

the  additional  production  of  antimony  Co..  produced  during  World  War  n  ap-  dj^j  senators  get  that  figure?  Ap- 
in  the  United  States,  thus  depressing  proximately  50  percent  of  the  tungsten  proximately  a  quarter  of  a  billion  dol- 
the  price  of  antimony  and  eliminating  which  was  produced  in  the  United  States,  jm-g  qj  ^^g  taxpayers'  funds,  in  loans  and 
competition  in  this  country,  principally  However,  because  of  the  forced  closing  of  grants  and  gratuities  expended  by  the 
in  Uie  State  of  Idaho.  Thereafter,  when  that  operation,  at  this  time  it  is  impossi-  Truman  administration  within  21/2  years 
the  South  African  producers  had  almost  ble  to  obtain  either  tungsten  or  anti-  following  the  Korean  outbreak,  to  ex- 
complete  control  of  the  production  of  mony  from  that  particular  section.  pand  the  production  of  foreign  minerals, 
antimony,  it  would  be  very  easy  for  them  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  stress  to  quote  further- 
to  inflate  the  price  and  exact  a  monop-  another  point  in  connection  with  anti-  ^^^^  ,^^^  ^^^.^  \^^  expended  m  Eu- 
olistic  payment  from  the  United  States,  mony.  This  informaUon  should  be  had  ^ope,  Africa,  South  America,  Canada,  Austra- 
This  would  be  entirely  aside  from  any  by  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  because  jia  and  Mexico  and  cover  manganese,  copper, 
consideration  of  the  hazard  of  having  it  is  our  responsibility  to  see  that  the  cobalt,  nickel,  Bine,  uranium,  sulfur,  and 
the  United  States  be  dependent  upon  national  defense  is  not  placed  in  a  haz-  tungsten.  The  following  shows  the  indi- 
antimony  produced  In  South  Africa,  with  ardous  condition.    What  do  we  find?     I  viduai  items. 

which  a  transportation  problem  might  hold  In  my  hand  information  which  is  j^j.  i>resident,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
arise  in  the  case  of  global  war.  thus  mak-  not  restricted.  It  shows  United  States  gg^t  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
ing  it  extremely  difficult  for  us  to  have  imports  of  primary  antimony  during  the  ^jiis  point  in  my  remarks  a  brief  table 
available  an  adequate  supply  of  anti-  first  10  months  of  1952,  stated  In  short  showing  the  details  of  the  nearly  $1  - 
mony.  tons.    The  first  column  lists  the  coun-  250.000.000  of  funds  which  have  been 

Mr.  WELKER.    Mr.  President.  wUl  my  tries,   and   the   following  columns   are  expended  in  foreign  countries, 

colleague  yield  to  me?  headed  "ores  and  concentrates,  metal.  PT?ir«!TnTT.ir5  nPrnrFR      Tq  th^rp 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER      'Mr.  oxide,  sulfide;'  and  then  the  totals  are  ^J^,.^^^^^°  OFFICER.     Is  there 

Payne  In  the  chair).     Does  the  Senator  given.  i^^^^  L„.„„  „«  „Ki<»«f««r,    ♦>,«  toKi^ 

from  Idaho  yield  to  his  colleague?  What  do  we  find  from  this  table,  Mr.  There  being  no  objection    the  table 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     I  yield.  President?      The    countries    listed    are  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  wish  to  express  to  Belgium.   Luxemburg.  Bolivia,  Canada,  as  follows: 

my  senior  colleague  my  appreciation  for  Czechoslovakia,    France,    Greece,   Italy,  certified  loans  (sec.  302  of  DPA) : 

his  very  learned  discourse  on  the  matter  Mexico,  The  Netherlands,  Peru,  Turkey.        Manganese us.  000, 000 

now  being  presented  to  the  Senate.     I  Union  of  South  Africa.  United  Kingdom.        copper-cobait. aiSSooSS 

should  like  to  ask  him  if  it  is  a  fact  that  and  Yugoslavia.     We  find  that  in  the        proc^"inV"sinc' '  337'  500 

in  the  event  of  a  global  war.  and  if  at  first  10  months  of  1952  those  countries  Export-imiK>rt  Baiik''owa  funds: 

that  time  the  shipping  lanes  were  inter-  produced  a  total  of  10,576  short  tons  of        Manganese 62.  6OO.000 

fered  with  by  the  enemy,  we  would  have  contained  antimony.    Czechoslovakia,  a        Nickel  and  cobalt 6,000,000 

very  definitely  to  rely  upon  the  Bradley  country  behind  the  iron  curtain,  pro-        Loans  for  uranium 42, 400. 000 

Mining  Co..  of  Stibnite,  Idaho,  which  has  duced  and  sold  to  the  United  States  328  increase  of  previous  loan...           100,  000 

produced  90  percent  of  the  domestic  sup-  tons  of  metal.    I  wonder  who  is  so  naive        ^,„"'';;-" """'         sso'  000 

ply  of  antimony.    Where  would  we  be  in  as  to  think  that  the  Congress  passed  bills.        ^^^^^            --"-     jo.  800!  000 

the  event  of  an  interruption  of  our  ship-  now  enacted  into  law,  restricting  the  ex-  i95i"IIIIII""I""I.I_..      76^  725, 000 

pmg  lanes,  and  if  at  that  time  the  opera-  change  of  minerals  and  war  potential               " , 

tionsat  Stibnite.  Idado.  were  closed,  with  products  with  the  countries  behind  the  Total  loans  and  grants..    245,562,500 

the  result  that  not  one  pound  of  anti-  iron  curtain.    But  instead  of  producing  DWORSHAK     I  ask  unanimous 

mony  was  being  produced  from  the  do-  anUmony  in  a  domestic  mine  in  this  "^-      .     ,      ^  ^     .^    R_^.n  -t  this 

mestic  supply  In  Idaho?  country,  the  General  Services  Adminis-  ^^^"f^'^^^f^"  f  ^^^"entitTed 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.    The  problem  con-  tration  is  willing  to  agree  to  buy  328  tons  ^^""^^J^J^^^^  '  ^.li^  Antf 

fronting  us  at  that  particular  point  would  of  antimony  from  Czechoslovakia.    We  "United  States  Imports  of^nmary  Anti- 

be  that  it  would  require  not  less  than  find  Yugoslavia  selling  704  tons  also.  mony.  First  10  Months.  1952. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkxmui, 
as  follows: 

United  States  imports  of  primary  antimonp, 
first  10  months.  1952 

[Short  tons  cooUintd  antimonyl 


Country 

Ore 
■nd 
coa-    Meta; 

cen-  j 

tntei 

1 

O"^*    l^ 

Total 

Brlciom-LuiFinbiirK. . 

1    4M 

146  \ 

639 

Itoltris 

1730  1 

3,730 

C^na'la          ...,_ 

86  1      ... 

OfThooIovakia 

328 

1 

X« 

Franee 

2           6 

15 

H 

<»rfcc« -- 

.— -         i      - 

15 

lu!y 

...   .   '       11 

..::  L  . 

11 

Mexico  ..  

2.0W     sm 

7« 

330         2S 
133 

1 

3,0fi9 

7»i 

2&S 

N>t  her  lands 

i 



1     ifi 

Turkey       

133 

T'nion  of  i^iith  Africa. 

I'nited  KinK<iom 

Yngoslaria 

3«  ' 

2  1     23a 
1     704 

34S 
I.  \M 

Total 

rsS02  |2,9» 

1 

1.073 

16    10,576 

NoTBs. — Source  of  information;  V.  S.  Bureau  of 
Mines.  Main  source  of  ore  for  Belgium-I-uiemNnr? 
smelters:  BoUtia.  Main  source  of  ore  for  United  King- 
dum  ameJten:  L'nion  ol  South  Africa. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.   I  quote  further: 

In  addition  to  tbese  grants,  the  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency  has  utilized 
counterpart  funds  and  other  credits  in  excess 
of  9100,000.000  to  stimulate  foreign  mineral 
production. 

It  is  significant  that  while  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration has  been  encouraging  foreign 
production  of  materials.  It  has  been  extreme- 
ly difficult  for  the  domestic  mining  Industry, 
with  high  operating  expenses,  to  cope  with 
low-cost  foreign  production.  In  case  of 
global  war  it  would  also  be  most  difficult  to 
accelerate  domestic  production  if  and  when 
mineral  Imports  are  disrupted.  It  is  also 
apparent  that  if  foreign  mineral  monopolies 
are  permitted  to  develop  and  domestic  pro- 
duction here  is  materially  reduced,  prices  of 
Imports  may  be  greatly  Increased. 

During  the  past  year  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  set  two  standards  of  pric< 


I  have  already  referred  to  that  In  the 
case  of  copper,  where,  notwithstanding 
the  24 1/2  cents  OPS  ceiling  prices  for 
domestically  produced  copper,  the  OPS 
has  permitted  processors  in  this  country 
to  pay  an  additional  12  cents,  or  a  price 
of  36 'i  cents  for  South  American  cop- 
per, and  the  restricted  information 
shows  that  General  Services  Administra- 
tion has  been  paying  as  high  as  80  and 
90  cents  a  pound  for  millions  of  pounds 
of  copper. 

I  continue: 

The  New  Deal  financing  of  foreign  min- 
eral production  Inrolves  credits  which  have 
been  made  to  the  same  cartels  which  have 
established  international  price  levels,  result- 
ing at  present  In  the  closing  of  antimony 
mines  in  the  United  States  and  forcing  lead 
and  zinc  mines  to  accept  depn-essed  prices 
largely  the  result  of  dumping  of  foreign  lead 
In  this  country.  Many  American  mining 
concerns  have  developed  subsidiary  mining 
activities  abroad  obviously  to  take  advantage 
of  the  low-cost  production  as  well  as  be  bene- 
flclEtrles  of  credits  and  grants  out  of  the 
Federal  Treasury  which  are  not  available  for 
domestic   production. 

I  think  in  all  fairness  I  should  point 
out  at  this  time  that  in  the  expenditure 
of  this  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars  abroad 
to  expand  foreign  mineral  production, 
the  record  will  show  that  many  of  the 
large  mining  operators  in  this  country 
the  large  corporations,  have  established 


subsidiaries  abroad,  so  that  tliey  could 
qtialify  for  preferential  treatment  which 
they  would  not  receive  so  long  as  they 
remained  in  the  status  of  a  domestic 
producer.    I  continue: 

Although  these  policies  have  been  for- 
mulated largely  through  administrative 
agencies.  Congress  can  no  longer  Ignore  Its 
own  responsibility  In  reexamining  these 
trends.  It  may  be  desirable  for  the  United 
States  to  have  available  strategic  minerals 
produced  abroad,  but  it  is  far  more  impor- 
tant to  our  national  security  to  give  equi- 
table treatment  to  our  domestic  mining  in- 
dustry. In  case  of  global  war  we  would  find 
it  hazardous  to  rely  upon  Imports  while 
our  own  domestic  mines  are  restricted  and 
hampered  by  policies  which  cannot  be  de- 
fended. This  problem  should  be  one  of  the 
first  to  be  considered  by  the  Eighty-third 
Congress. 

I  think  the  Government  Operations 
Committee  would  be  the  proper  group  to 
undertake  this  extensive  study  to  deter- 
mine to  what  extent  these  millions  of 
dollars  are  being  expended  for  an  alleged 
stockpile,  in  the  building  of  which  pref- 
erential treatment  has  been  given  to 
these  countries  abroad.  I  have  confi- 
dence in  the  investigating  committee — 
and  I  am  sure  that  the  chairman  and 
his  group  will  undertake  that  study.  I 
think  that  the  American  people  who  are 
interested  in  national  defense  and  na- 
tional preparedness  and  the  mining  in- 
dustry in  this  country,  are  interested 
not  solely  on  a  personal,  selfish  basis,  but 
because,  in  case  of  global  war.  our  do- 
mestic mining  industry  would  be  called 
upon  to  furnish  these  essential  and  stra- 
tegic materials,  without  which  a  war 
could  not  be  successfully  prosecuted.  So 
I  stress  that,  while  we  are  spending  this 
money  under  the  stockpiling  act,  under 
sections  301  and  302  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act.  mandates  laid  down  by  the 
legislative  branch  to  expand  the  domes- 
tic production  of  mineral,  the  record 
shows  that  every  consideration  and  pref- 
erential treatment  has  been  given  to  for- 
eign mineral  producers.  And  I.  for  one. 
cannot  justify  that  kind  of  program. 
Nor  do  I  believe  that  it  was  the  origi- 
nal intent  of  the  Congress  to  discourage 
the  production  of  these  minerals  at  home 
and  place  our  complete  reliance  upon 
foreign  production  of  these  essential 
minerals. 

I  have  already  pointed  out  that  in 
case  of  global  war  the  transportation  of 
these  minerals  might  be  serioiisly  im- 
paired or  interfered  with,  placing  this 
country  in  a  very  serious  situation.  Just 
as  important  as  that,  is  to  remember  that 
following  the  Korean  outbreak  the  price 
of  wool  in  the  South  Pacific,  in  Austra- 
lia primarily,  and  in  some  of  the  South 
American  countries,  doubled  in  price 
within  a  short  time.  We  remember  the 
treatment  we  have  rec«ved  from  our  so- 
called  allies  in  the  procurement  of  rub- 
ber and  tin  and  certain  of  the  other  ma- 
terials which  we  consider  so  vital.  More 
important  than  that.  I  want  to  stress 
that  because  of  this  inconsistent  policy, 
the  lack  of  a  sound  constructive  pro- 
gram, we  shall  probably  face,  according 
to  the  authorities  in  the  mining  indus- 
try, a  situation  not  later  than  1955 
whereby  we  shall  have  encouraged,  both 
abroad  and  at  home,  through  these  pur- 
chase contracts  and  In  many  other  ways, 
that  overexpansion  of  our  mining  in- 


dustry; and  then  what  shall  we  do?  Un- 
less someone  is  willing  to  go  out  and 
create  several  more  cold  wars  such  as 
the  Korean  war.  we  may  find  ourselves 
facing  a  very  gigantic  overproduction, 
a  surplus  of  copp>er,  lead,  and  zinc. 

Then  we  shall  probably  be  faced  in 
the  lesislative  branch  with  a  request  to 
take  some  steps  to  relieve  the  distress 
and  to  make  it  possible  for  our  domestic 
mining  industry  to  operate  In  the  inter- 
est of  the  national  defense. 

I  have  pointed  out  these  matters,  Mr. 
President,  because  I  believe  that  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  agrees  with  me 
that  it  is  our  responsibility,  after  man- 
dates are  is.sued  such  as  are  contained  in 
the  Stockpiling  Act  and  the  Defence 
Production  Act.  sections  301  and  302. 
It  is  the  responsibility  of  someone — the 
individual  Members  of  the  Senate  do  not 
have  the  facilities  or  the  time  to  carry 
through  and  see  that  the  mandates  of 
Congress  are  scrupulously  complied 
with — I  believe  it  .should  be  properly  the 
function  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  to  hold  an  investiga- 
tion. If  the  hearing  should  disclose 
that  there  has  been  no  waste  or  ineffl- 
ciencj-  and  no  abuse  in  preferential  treat- 
ment for  foreign  producers,  no  harm  will 
be  done.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
disclosed  that  we  on  Capitol  Hill  have 
been  lulled  into  a  sense  of  false  security 
because  we  have  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration, the  Defense  Materials  Pro- 
curement Administration,  and  other 
agencies  have  been  doing  an  efficient  job. 
that  fact  can  be  determined.  If  I  were 
connected  with  any  of  those  agencies  I 
would  be  glad  to  appear  in  a  hearing 
before  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  submit  a  full  report  on 
what  has  been  done  in  the  matter  of 
stockpiling  and  in  the  expansion  of  do- 
mestic mining  which  we  deem  to  be  es- 
sential in  promoting  the  national  de- 
fense. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
questions  raised  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  EllbnderI 
regarding  the  pending  resolutions  are 
pertinent  and  proper  and  entirely 
worthy  of  consideration  by  the  Senate. 
I  should  like  to  state  the  position  of 
membf-rs  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  which  favorably  report- 
ed the  re.solutions  and  what  we  are  faced 
with  when  resolutions  of  investigation 
come  before  us  for  action. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  each  and 
every  re.solulion  providing  for  an  inves- 
ti'Tailon  now  on  the  calendar  came  to 
our  committee  with  the  unanimous  en- 
dorsement of  a  standing  committee. 
Were  we  to  assume  they  were  sending  us 
padded  bud^ett?  Were  we  to  assume 
that  the  resolutions  were  drafted  with 
the  idea  that  the  sums  requested  would 
be  reduced?  Like  the  e.stimates  submit- 
ted by  all  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment, we  must  as.sume  that  they  are 
clear  and  proper  budgets  fully  justify- 
ing the  action  .souRht  to  be  taken.  There 
is  much  loose  talk  about  padded  budgets 
coming  to  Congress  from  the  depart- 
ments, but  my  experience  has  been  that 
meat-ax  cuts  made  by  the  Congress  are 
a  mistake  and  that  the  efficiency  of  many 
agencies  has  been  materially  injured  by 
such  arbitrary  reductions.    An  investi- 
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eating  committee  should  either  be  al- 
lowed to  function,  or  It  should  be  abol- 
i.shed.  If  a  certain  activity  is  not  worth 
while  it  should  be  abandoned,  but  if  it 
IS  to  be  carried  on,  it  should  be  properly 
.supported. 

Some  question  has  been  raised  about 
duplication  of  effort.  That  subject  was 
ver>'  carefully  looked  Into  by  the  Com- 
iVuttee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
when  these  several  resolutions  were  un- 
der consideration  before  it. 

It  has  happened  in  my  time  that  both 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Senate  were  investigating  the  same  sub- 
ject matter,  sometimes  seeking  the  same 
witness  on  the  same  day.  That  is  a 
duplication  of  effort  which  should,  if 
po.ssible.  be  avoided.  I  cannot  suggest 
any  better  agency  to  take  care  of  such 
a  situation  than  the  majority  policy 
committee  of  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  that 
if  a  situation  of  that  kind  should  ari.se, 
the  senior  Senator  from  California  I  Mr. 
KnowlandI  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
confer  with  the  House  majority  policy 
committee,  and  if  any  investigation  has 
been  initiated  and  is  being  handled  by  a 
proper  committee  of  the  House,  it  should 
not  be  taken  up  by  a  Senate  investigating 
committee. 

The  Congress  has  a  perfect  right  to 
follow  up  any  appropriated  dollar  to  its 
final  use  and  to  determine  whether  it 
has  been  expended  not  only  according 
to  law  but  according  to  the  intent  of 
ConKiess.  In  the  exercise  of  that  right. 
Congress,  through  its  inve.stigating  com- 
mittees, can  go  into  any  department  or 
a^;ency  to  see  whether  the  business  as- 
signed to  them  is  being  handled  in  a 
manner  .satisfactory  to  the  Congress.  If 
investigations  are  conducted  along  such 
lines.  It  IS  pos.sible  to  save  the  taxpayers 
miuiy  millions  of  dollars. 

It  IS  well  known  that  many  of  the  in- 
vestigating committees  to  which  the 
Senate  has  given  money  have  not  spent 
all  of  It.  It  is  not  necessary  to  assume 
that  if  a  certain  amount  of  money  is 
appropriated  for  a  committee  it  will  all 
be  expended.  The  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana I  Mr.  Ellender  1  has  returned 
money,  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Hoey  1  has  returned  money 
which  was  not  used  by  the  investigating 
committees  over  which  they  had  iuper- 
vision. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  will 
recall  that  I  appeared  t>efore  the  com- 
mittee and  suggested  that  the  money 
which  was  allocated  to  run  the  commit- 
tee generally  be  used  for  that  purpose, 
but  I  was  told  that  could  not  be  done. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I,  as  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
had  the  privilege  of  spending  $95,000  in 
ti.scal  1952  for  salaries  of  employees  of 
the  Standing  Committee,  and  the  rec- 
ord will  show  that  I  spent  only  $37,000. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Arizona  will  re- 
member that  instead  of  asking  for  $50,- 
000  to  Institute  a  special  committee,  I 
desired  to  finance  the  investigation  out 
of  the  $95,000.  I  do  not  see  why  some 
of  the  money  which  is  appropriated  to 
operate  the  ordinary  functions  of  the 
committee  could  not  be  used  for  that 
Purpo.se. 


Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
It  can  expend  up  to  $95,000  in  salaries 
for  committee  employees.  Why  the  reg- 
ular staff  could  not  be  used  to  do  the  very 
things  now  being  considered  without 
creating  a  special  subcommittee  with  a 
special  staff  is  beyond  me. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  An  investigating  com- 
mittee by  a  special  resolution  is  granted 
certain  authority  by  the  Senate  which 
is  not  inherent  In  the  parent  committee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  We  are  not  creat- 
ing a  special  committee. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  the  Senate  is  im- 
posing additional  duties  on  a  commit- 
tee beyond  its  normal  functions  by  way 
of  a  special  investigation,  and  thereby 
making  it  possible  for  the  committee 
not  only  to  employ  necessary  personnel, 
but  to  pay  other  expenses. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  like  to  dif- 
fer with  my  good  friend,  but  the  au- 
thority for  the  inve.'^tigation  stems  from 
the  Reorganization  Act.  The  resolution 
we  are  considering  provides  for  the 
committee  carrying  out  the  duties  im- 
posed upon  it  by  section  (g)  <2)  <B)  of 
rule  XXV.  which  charges  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations  with 
studying  "'the  operation  of  government 
activities  at  all  levels  with  a  view  to  de- 
termining its  economy  and  efficiency." 

Since  the  Reorganization  Act.  and  not 
a  special  resolution,  provides  that  it  shall 
be  within  the  purview  of  the  committee 
to  do  that.  I  do  not  see  why  the  funds 
allocated  for  the  committee  generally 
cannot  be  spent  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  found  it  could 
not  be  done,  and  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  had  to  pro- 
vide his  committee  with  additional 
money.  The  Senator  made  a  corre- 
sponding saving  from  his  regular  com- 
mittee funds.  The  Senator  did  not  em- 
ploy extra  professional  assistants  to 
which  he  was  entitled,  but  used  in  other 
ways  the  money  which  had  been  allotted 
to  his  committee.  His  committee  did  a 
very  commendable  job  for  less  than  the 
amount  which  had  been  estimated. 

The  same  situation  is  true  with  re- 
spect to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina I  Mr.  Hoey  I.  The  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  granted  his 
standing  subcommittee  more  funds  than 
were  actually  expended. 

So  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  when 
a  committee  asks  for  money  that  it  is 
presenting  a  padded  budget  or  that  it 
will  necessarily  spend  all  the  money 
allowed  to  it. 

Senators  .should  appreciate  what  a 
good  investigator  or  a  good  member  of 
a  permanent  professional  staff  can  do. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Jen- 
NERl  and  I  are  both  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing.  We  have 
found  in  times  past  that  there  has  been 
a  vast  waste  and  extravagance  in  Gov- 
ernment printing.  The  largest  printing 
plant  in  the  world,  with  more  than  7,000 
employees,  is  in  Washington,  and  it  is 
required  to  do  whatever  work  is  sent  to 
it  by  the  various  departments  of  the 
Government.  It  has  no  choice  in  the 
matter  so  long  as  an  appropriation  is 
available  to  a  department  to  have  its 
printing  done  at  the  Government  Print- 
ing Office.    But  the  Joint  Committee  on 


Printing  by  use  of  a  qualified  investiga- 
tor from  its  staff  has  stopped  the  print- 
ing of  a  great  deal  of  material  going  from 
the  departments  to  the  Government 
Printing  OfSce.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  join  with  me  in  the 
statement  that  James  Harrison,  the  man 
whom  we  employed,  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  Mrs.  Mary  Norton,  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Expenditures,  has  earned 
his  pay  many  hundred  times  over  by 
reason  of  the  savings  he  has  caused  to 
be  made,  not  only  in  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  but  also  in  other  print- 
ing plants  throughout  the  United  States, 
and  in  Europe  and  the  Orient,  which 
need  to  be  checked  and  examined.  Such 
savings  can  be  accomplished  only  by  the 
use  of  qualified  personnel. 

The  success  of  congressional  investi- 
gations depends  upon  the  type  of  investi- 
gators who  are  employed.  With  trained 
investigators,  there  is  no  trouble  in  ob- 
taining good  results. 

Such  a  position  is  no  place  for  a  po- 
litical hack  and  no  place  to  put  a  friend. 
Only  when  men  of  talent  and  ability 
are  obtained  can  substantial  savings  be 
effected. 

I  wish  to  make  perfectly  clear  to  the 
Senate  that  so  far  as  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  is  concerned, 
it  has  acted  with  respect  to  the  pending 
resolutions  just  as  we  have  acted  here- 
tofore under  my  chairmanship.  That  is. 
we  have  assumed  that  committees  which 
send  us  unanimous  requests  for  funds 
know  what  they  are  doing,  that  the 
budgets  submitted  are  not  padded,  and 
that  we  are  justified,  under  the  circum- 
stances, in  granting  the  money  to  them. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  merely  wish  to 
observe  that  according  to  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act,  the  work  of  the  committee 
on  Government  Operations  must  be  eval- 
uated with  respect  to  the  general  charge 
of  jurisdiction  and  responsibility,  and 
the  obligation  to  study  the  activities  of 
government  at  all  levels,  with  a  view  to 
determining  their  relationship  to  effi- 
ciency and  economy. 

Having  served  on  the  investigating 
subcommittee,  and  also  having  served  as 
chairman  of  the  full  committee.  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  obsei-ve  the  tre- 
mendous benefits  which  have  resulted 
from  the  responsibility  and  authority 
vested  in  the  committee.  Millions  of 
dollars  have  been  saved  the  Government 
as  a  result  of  investigations  the  commit- 
tee has  made  under  that  responsibility. 
Many  of  the  savinf.;s  and  corrections 
made  in  administrative  procedure,  and 
so  forth,  in  different  agencies  of  Govern- 
ment have  never  hit  the  headlines.  Pub- 
lic hearings  have  never  been  held. 
When  the  committee  began  its  investi- 
gations, either  through  its  investigators 
or  by  hearings  in  executive  session,  and 
the  facts  were  revealed,  the  heads  of 
agencies  were  called  in,  the  unsatisfac- 
tory conditions  were  pointed  out  to  them, 
and  administrative  action  was  then 
taken  to  correct  such  conditions. 

Mr.    HAYDEN.     That   was    a   matter 
about  which  I  desired  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.    Has  he  not  found  that  it 
is  not  by  the  spectacular  investigations.' 
which   get   into   the    newspapers,    that 


'.^ 


i!' 


704 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECX>RD  —  SENATE 


Jayniary  SO 


l^^oJ 


CC^IGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SCN  ATE 


I 


|N'I 


money  Is  saved,  but  rather  by  eontact* 
ing  the  department  or  agency  of  gov- 
ernment whose  head  desires  that  it 
XiincUon  in  the  best  possible  manner  and 
who  Is  only  too  glad  to  obtain  and  ac- 
cept the  adrlee  of  a  committee  of  this 
kind?  In  this  way  adjustments  and 
corrections  are  made,  and  very  consid- 
erable simis  are  saved  without  any  fan- 
fare? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  correct. 
It  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  the 
head  of  an  agency  has  willfully  per- 
mitted undesirable  conditions  to  develop, 
or  condones  them.  Sometimes  such 
conditions  are  unknown  to  him. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  IMr.  Horr],  who  has  been  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  and  who 
has  worked  so  assiduously  and  effectively. 
can  cite  instances — and  I  believe  reports 
have  been  submitted  citing  instances — 
of  the  kind  we  are  discussing,  involving 
deficiencies  or  ineflBciencies  which,  when 
the  head  of  the  agency  was  called  in. 
were  corrected  by  administrative  order. 
There  never  was  any  publicity,  and  no 
public  hearings  were  held. 

There  is  an  almost  unlimited  amount 
of  work  a  committee  of  this  type  can  do. 
It  can  render  effective  and  economical 
service.  Whether  $100,000  or  $200,000 
a  year  is  necessary  depends  upon  the 
circumstances  which  arise  each  year. 

I  was  not  present  at  the  full  commit- 
tee meeting.  I  had  to  be  absent  from 
the  Senate  on  the  day  the  conunittee 
was  organized  and  this  matter  was  pre- 
sented to  the  full  committee.  However, 
had  I  been  there,  I  probably  would  have 
gone  along  with  some  increase  in  amount 
for  the  work  of  the  committee,  keeping 
in  mind  that,  as  has  been  the  case  here- 
tofore— and  I  have  served  heretofore  on 
the  subcommittee — if  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  spend  the  money,  it  would  not 
be  spent.  But  there  are  presently  being 
conducted  investigations,  action  on 
which  is  inmiinent  before  the  committee, 
one  of  which  alone,  in  my  Judgment,  so 
far  as  the  case  has  been  developed  up  to 
now,  will  bring  about  savings  that  will 
probably  be  equal  to  the  amount  asked 
for.  or  greater. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  was  called  into 
the  Chamber  because  of  the  discussion 
with  respect  to  stockpiling.  The  John- 
son subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  made  some  very  fine  re- 
ports on  the  stockpiling  of  tin,  lead,  and 
manganese  last  year. 

I  have  discussed  the  matter  with  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCar- 
thy 1 .  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  ques- 
tion of  Jurisdiction.  I  know  I  shall  not 
raise  it.  I  shall  vote  for  this  appropria- 
tion for  his  committee  this  afternoon. 
I  know  that  when  the  two  committees 
are  set  up.  we  can  work  out  any  ques- 
tions of  Jurisdiction  wi.ii  respect  to 
stockpiling.  There  is  plenty  of  room 
for  action  in  the  future.  There  is  plenty 
of  opportiuilty  for  his  committee  to  look 
Into  questions  as  to  what  is  going  on 
behind  the  iron  curtain,  or  wherever  the 
material  Is  coming  from.  But  the  work 
■of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  is 
to  see  that  this  country  has  the  material 
needed.    Is  that  a  correct  statement? 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  so.  I  feel 
sure  that  my  committee  will  never  dupli- 
cate the  work  of  the  Senator's  c(»nmit- 
tee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Jfr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  which 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  Lbgislativi  Clekt.  On  page  1, 
line  12,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "$189.- 
000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$89.- 
000." 

Mr.  ET .LENDER.  Mr.  President,  again 
I  wish  to  assure  Senators  that  I  am  not 
opposed  to  a  continuance  of  the  sub- 
committee ;  I  am  only  trying  to  help  the 
Republicans  carrj'  out  their  economy 
pledge.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  am  not 
succeeding  so  welL  It  may  be  recalled 
that  the  first  bill  passed  by  the  Senate 
a  few  days  ago  created  a  new  position 
in  the  State  Department  which  will  cost 
$17,500,  without  the  trimmings,  the  ob- 
ject being  to  do  away  with  jobs.  When 
the  bill  was  before  us  I  pointed  out  to 
the  Senate  that  under  existing  law  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  ample  authority, 
as  well  as  sufiBcient  funds,  to  achieve  the 
very  objective  that  is  sought  by  the  crea- 
tion of  the  new  position. 

A  while  ago  I  offered  an  amendment 
to  reduce  another  appropriation  which 
was  quite  a  few  thousand  dollars  in  ex- 
cess of  what  had  been  spent  by  the  same 
subcommitee  last  year.  In  this  case  I  am 
trying  to  make  a  similar  effort.  So  far 
we  have  heard  very  little  about  the  fine 
work  which  was  done  by  this  subcommit- 
tee when  it  was  headed  by  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Honr].  I  tliink  he  did  an 
excellent  job.  Last  year  we  provided 
$100,000  with  which  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  the  subcommittee.  Notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  a  good  job  was  done,  it  did 
not  require  the  expenditure  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  and  his  sub- 
committee of  all  the  $100,000.  It  re- 
quired only  $89,000.  What  I  am  trying  to 
do  is  to  provide  additional  money  for  the 
subcommittee,  amoimting  to  $39,000  plus 
$11,000  which  the  committee  now  has 
as  a  carryover.  In  other  words,  this  com- 
mittee would  have  the  same  amount  of 
money  it  had  last  year.  My  friend  from 
Wisconsin  desires  to  double  the  amount. 
He  proposes  to  televise  and  to  broadcast 
all  the  hearings.  He  is  actually  propos- 
ing to  double  the  staff.  According  to  the 
report  which  is  attached  to  the  resolu- 
tion, he  expects  to  hire  the  following : 

Legal  and  InvestlgaUve : 

General      counsel      and      staff 

director •11.646.00 

Cblef  counsel 11,646.00 

Chief  assistant  counsel 10.  068  43 

Assistant  counsel 9,  570.  74 

Do __  B.  570.  74 

Do 9.570.74 

Do 8.006.36 

Do 8.005.36 

Cbler   Investigator 10,068.45 

Investigators 8,  005.  36 

Do 8.005.36 

Do 8,006.36 

Do 7.533.19 

Do. 6.577.27 

Research  director 10.  068.  45 

Accountants     (contracted     on 

per  diem  basis) 10.  000.  00 


The  clerical  staff  will  consist  of  the 
following : 
Clerical: 

Chief  clerk- »5.  525  75 

Assistant    cleric    (secretary    to 

general   counsel) 5.526.75 

Assistant  clerk  (record  clerk).  4.846.61 

AasUtant  clerk  (file  clerk) 4.537.96 

Assistant         clerk          (stenog- 
rapher)    4.537.96 

Do 4.637  96 

Do - 4.537  96 


Total _     34.153.17 


Oraud  total,  salaries. 


180.  500.  00 


Total 146,346.  83 


Mr.  President,  it  strikes  me  that  my 
good  frier.d  from  Wisconsin  Is  trying  lo 
overdo  this  matter,  especially  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  we  now  have  in  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  a  Prepared- 
ne.ss  Subcommittee,  under  the  able  di- 
rection of  my  good  friend  from  Mas- 
sachu.setts  IMr.  Saltohstall].  I  am 
sure  that  he  will  do  a  good  job.  We 
have  in  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee the  so-called  watchdog  subcom- 
mittee. It  will  be  remembered  that  last 
year  my  p-^od  friend  from  Minnesota 
IMr.  ThyeI  submitted  a  re.solution  pro- 
viding for  a  watchdog  subcommittee  to 
examine  appropriation  requests  before 
they  are  granted  and  to  follow  them 
throui,'h  I  am  .sure  that  a  good  deal  of 
the  work  contemplated  by  the  Senator 
from  Wiscon>^in  will  be  done  by  the  Pre- 
paredne-ss  Subcommittee,  by  the  watch- 
dog sutxrommittee,  and  by  various  other 
committees  of  the  S='nate. 

No  doubt  there  will  be  a  great  deal 
of  duplication.  I  am  not  asking  that 
the  subcommittee  be  done  away  with,  but 
am  simply  trying  to  .save  some  of  the 
taxpayers"  money.  Here  we  have  an  op- 
portunity to  save  $100,000. 

What  does  that  mean,  when  we  con- 
.<:idor  who  will  have  to  pay  these  ex- 
penses? I  have  before  me  a  statement 
prepared  by  my  staff.  To  provide  sal- 
aries for  these  12  additional  helpers  will 
require  the  total  income  tax  to  be  paid 
by  333  -soft-coal  miners,  whose  salaries 
average  $4,562.  It  will  require  the  total 
income  tax  to  be  paid  by  602  steelwork- 
ers.  who.se  average  salary  is  $3,720.  It 
will  require  the  total  Income  tax  to  be 
paid  by  363  auto  workers,  whose  salaries 
averape  $4,622.  or  322  oil-refinery  work- 
ers, whose  salaries  average  $4,615.  It 
will  require  the  total  Income  tax  to  be 
paid  by  6  688  textile  workers  to  pay  the 
12  additional  heljiers  who  are  proposed 
to  be  placed  on  the  staff  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  THYE  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  THYE.  Unless  we  can  reduce  the 
expenditures  of  Government,  and  unless 
we  succeed  in  eliminating  waste  from 
goverrunent  expenditures,  the  amounts 
referred  to  by  the  able  and  disUnguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  in  terms  of  taxes 
imposed  upon  textile  workers  and  other 
workers  will  be  continued  to  the  extent 
of  the  excess  amounts  of  taxes  which 
we  are  now  extracting  from  them. 
When  we  talk  about  spending  more  thsui 
$70,000,000,000  in  Federal  taxes,  think 
what  burdens  we  are  going  to  impose 
upon  the  taxpayers.  Unless  we  can 
ehminate  some  of  the  waste,  graft,  and 
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I  rmund  the  disttnculsbed  Senator 
fn.m  Louisiana  thai  IS  years  aco  the 
I' ruled  States  Government  was  spending 
onlv  a  few  billion  dollars  annually.  To- 
dJLT  our  apcaropnaUoos  are  running  more 
:r.An  $7e.0M4Mej0O0  a  year.  U  we  coo- 
;.  r.ue  such  exp«»ditures  the  textile  work- 
er5  and  other  workers  will  ccmtinue  to 
pay  taxes  in  large  amoonts,  which  will 
destroy  everything  they  hokl  dear.  Such 
payments  will  destroy,  as  well,  oppor- 
tunities for  obtaining  v«iture  capital. 
rf  presenting  the  beginning  of  new  busi- 
nesses and  the  creation  of  jobs  for 
worker?-  So  I  say.  Mr.  President,  that 
«  h:le  the  Senator  can  make  out  an  ex- 
cellent case  for  econwny  by  reducing  the 
mTestigaUonal  expense  to  the  extent  of 
$100,000.  unless  we  get  some  of  the  waste 
and  some  of  the  extravagance  out  of  the 
(3ovemment  the  taxpayer  is  not  going 
to  ?et  any  reUef .  Most  of  us  campaigned 
List  year  for  economy  in  go>"emment. 
and  the  votes  of  the  American  people  in- 
dicated that  they  wanted  it  We  cannot 
bring  about  economy  in  government  un- 
less we  can  gel  the  facts.  We  cannot  get 
the  facts  unless  we  scientifically  find  out 
where  the  waste  is.  We  are  not  going  to 
pet  econoifty  by  reducing  an  appropria- 
tion such  as  this.  We  must  find  out 
where  the  actual  expenditures  are  being 
made. 

I  have  found  time  after  time  cases  such 
as  that  of  an  aged  man.  for  example. 
who.  after  operating  an  elevator  in  the 
General  Services  Administration  for 
many  years,  was  disci  arged.  and  within 
a  few  wedcs.  when  he  was  hungry  and 
did  not  know  where  else  to  turn,  was 
taken  on  as  a  new  employee.  He  lo6t  his 
semority  and  he  lost  the  top  wages  that 
he  was  earning  when  he  was  discharged. 
In  other  words  he  was  started  again  as  a 
beginner.  If  that  is  economy.  I  do  not 
want  any  part  of  it. 

But  I  hope  the  investigation  sub- 
committee will  be  able  to  find  out  just 
where  the  waste  Is.  The  committee  can 
find  it  out  with  the  assistance  of  a  good 
staff.  We  do  not  want  to  use  an  axe  on 
poor  elevator  operators,  as  was  done  in 
the  past  few  years.  If  any  Senator 
wants  me  to  give  names  I  shall  be  very 
Rlad  to  show  them  several  cases  like 
that. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  think  increasing 
the  amount  we  are  spending  is  a  poor 
way  to  obtain  economy.  That  is  what  we 
are  proposing  to  do  today. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  a  momenta  As  I 
pointed  out  before  the  Senator  came  into 
the  Chamber,  we  must  consider  for  ex- 
ample, the  Preparedness  Subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  It 
is  doing  the  same  khid  of  work.  There 
are  committees  in  the  House  which  are 
doing  the  same  kind  «)f  work. 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 
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In  a  ■MBMuL  Tlie 
Muinrsou  was  the  aatfaor 
of  a  resohitMo  whicb  was  presented  to 
the  Ooamittce  on  ApfMropriataoos^  to 
create  a  watchdog  coBBittce  which 
wookl  investigate  appropriation  re- 
quests before  appropnatioDS  were  made, 
and  thm  f  oUow  through  on  the  appro- 
priations. How  many  committees  decs 
the  Senator  wtsb  to  create? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr  President,  the  able 
and  distinguished  Senator  from  Loutsi- 
ana  referred  to  a  sSatemoit  he  made 
before  I  came  mto  the  Chamber.  I  wish 
to  correct  that  statement.  I  want  to 
state  to  the  able  and  disunguished  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  that  I  have  been 
on  the  floor  all  afternoon  and  I  have 
heard  aD  the  coUoquy  between  Senators. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  sorry.  I  with- 
draw the  statement. 

Mr.  THYE-  I  heard  all  the  colloquy. 
I  was  the  author  of  the  resolution  which 
sought  to  create  a  watchdog  committee 
within  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. I  will  say  to  my  good  friend  from 
Louisiana  that  one  of  the  reasons  why 
I  proposed  such  a  watchdog  committee 
was  that  I  sat  on  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  list- 
ened to  mihtary  budget  requests  being 
made,  and  I  kno«-  that  neither  I  nor  any 
other  member  of  the  subcommittee  could 
possibly  grasp  and  imderstand  all  that 
was  invoh-ed  m  the  budget  requests  a-ith- 
m  the  limited  time  we  had  to  study  tlie 
requests.  Therefore  I  wanted  to  estab- 
lish a  watchdog  committee  which  could 
work  in  the  interim,  as  well  as  go  out  and 
get  the  facts  for  the  committee. 

I  will  say  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  that  had  such  fL 
watchdog  committee  been  functioning 
we  would  never  have  had  the  waste  of 
taxpayers'  money  in  Africa  on  the  con- 
struction of  runa-ays  and  landing  strips 
on  which  we  were  spending  millions  of 
dollars. 

Therefore.  I  will  say  to  my  good  friend 
from  Louisiana — and  he  is  to  be  com- 
mended for  trying  to  economize — that 
it  is  imposible  to  economize  in  the 
spending  of  millions  and  millions  of  dol- 
lars, if  we  are  not  certain  whether  it  is 
a  good  expenditure,  and  that  cannot  be 
determined  by  curtaiUng  an  appropria- 
tion of  $100,000  for  investigative  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
cannot  quite  agree  with  my  good  friend 
from  Minnesota  that  It  Is  possible  to 
economize  by  spending  more  money. 
That  is  exactly  what  we  are  asked  to  do. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend,  if  he  will  be  good  enough.to  yield 

to  me 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  ask  the  question. 
Would  we  not  have  been  better  off  if  we 
had  used  all  the  investigational  funds 
appropriated  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  made  a  complete  and  thor- 
ough investigation,  rather  than  now  to 
be  uncovering  the  scandalous  conditions 
in  the  movement  of  grain  which  came  in 
from  Canada  as  feed  grain  and  Inedible 
wheat  and  la  now  finding  its  way  into 
our  edible  wheat  supply  and  being  milled 
lor  consumption  by  our  soldiers?  I  think 
that  we  would  have  been  much  better  oil 


had  we  j^pcat  more  of  the  umaed  fUDdb 
for  investtjiatioDal  purposes  rather  than 
to  DOW  have  the  scandalous  cooditMos 

UDCoveredL 

Mr  ELLENDER.  I  thiink  we  dkd  a 
good  job 

Mr.  THYE.  We  should  have  been  at 
it  when  It  was  being  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  report  was 
unanimous,  as  I  rcflBember. 

Mr.  THYE.  We  should  have  been  at 
it  when  it  was  being  done. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  I  doubt  that  it  could 
have  been  done  under  the  reisolutioa. 
because  the  resolution  limited  the  inves- 
tigation to  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor> 
porauon.  and  this  subject  involves  an« 
other  department  of  the  Government 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Louisiana  that  unless  we  as- 
certain the  facts  and  get  the  Govern- 
ment operations  on  rock  bottom  instead 
of  on  a  bog  we  will  not  have  any  econ> 
omy  in  government. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  We  are  not  f:oing 
to  get  economy  by  spending  more  money. 

Mr.  THYE.  We  can  get  U  by  finding 
out  what  the  facts  are.  The  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  would  not 
now  be  uncovering  a  situation  which  d<v* 
veloped  in  the  past  year  if  »-e  had  spent 
the  money  to  get  at  the  facts  while  the 
wrongdoing  was  taking  place.  That  Is 
what  we  should  have  been  doing,  instead 
of  looking  under  the  rug  now.  after  it  has 
been  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDBt.  If  the  Senator  from 
MinnesoU  will  be  fair  to  me.  he  will  ad- 
mit that  the  matter  was  newr  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  THYE.  A  good  investigator  a-ould 
have  found  it  and  brought  it  out  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER  It  was  disclosed  In 
1951. 

Mr.  PERGUSON. 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER 

Mr.    rERGUSON. 


Mr.  President.  wlU 


I  yield. 
Is    that 


not   the 


whole  purpose  of  investigators,  namely, 
to  call  matters  to  the  attention  of  the 
proper  committee? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Oh.  we  could  have 
a  few  snoopers  go  out  into  government 
and  find  out  a  few  little  things  here  and 
there  In  government.  That  is  what  will 
be  done  in  this  case.  That  is  my  guess. 
It  has  not  yet  been  disclosed  what  the 
committee  would  do.  I  remember  hear- 
ing the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
McCarthy]  on  a  Meet-the-Press  pro- 
gram the  other  day.  I  believe  he  said 
that  he  had  10  or  11  subjects  that  he 
wanted  to  investigate,  but  that  he  was 
not  permitted  to  disclose  them.  I  do  not 
know  why  there  should  be  any  secret 
about  It. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
GoLDWATER  in  thtf  chalr).  Does  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  refeiTed  to  Investigators 
as  snooper*.  Whatever  name  one  may 
wish  to  apply  to  investigators,  the  fact 
remains  that  even  though  we  expect  the 
execuUve  branch  of  the  Government  to 
discipline    itself    and    to    bring    these 
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matters  to  the  attention  of  the  public — 
andXam  hoping  that  that  will  be  done — 
the  |Mt  remains  that  if  Congress  is  to 
pass  i^rislation  and  establish  policy,  we 
miist  get  ^e  facts,  and  we  must  have 
men  who  wm  go  forth  and  dig  out  the 
facts.  We  should  not  expect  too  much 
of  human  nature  by  looking  to  Govern- 
ment employees  to  bring  to  our  atten- 
tion facts  which  are  adverse  to  them.  I 
believe  we  should  spend  a  little  money 
on  this  Job. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  think  we  should 
spend  a  little  money,  too.  But  I  want  to 
save  $100,000,  which  has  been  requested 
to  carry  on  wort:  which,  as  I  indicated 
a  while  ago,  will  largely  be  a  duplica- 
tion. 

Here  is  what  will  happen,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. That  $100,000  will  mean  a  lot  of 
fat  jobs  to  a  few  attorneys  on  Capitol 
Hill.  That  is  how  it  is  going  to  end  up. 
We  have,  as  previously  indicated,  various 
committees  of  the  Senate  as  well  as  of 
the  House  which  are  going  to  duplicate 
their  work.  It  is  mighty  poor  economy 
to  spend  more  money  in  order  to  econ- 
omize. I  repeat  that  all  I  am  trying  to 
do  is  to  assist  my  good  friends  across 
the  aisle,  all  of  whom  I  love  dearly,  to 
carry  out  the  platform  of  President 
Eisenhower. 

As  I  indicated  earlier  In  this  discus- 
sion of  the  whole  subject,  once  a  com- 
mittee is  established  it  is  very  hard  to 
do  away  with  it.  The  committee  we  are 
discussing  is  a  continuation  of  the  War 
Investigating  Committee  headed  by  for- 
mer Senator  Triunan.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  committee 
gave  the  country  President  Truman. 
Whether  the  same  path  will  be  followed 
by  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, with  the  result  of  perhaps  giving 
us  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  4  years  after  President 
Eisenhower,  remains  to  be  seen. 

The  Tnmian  committee  was  begun 
during  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress. 
All  of  us  know  that  it  did  a  very  good 
Job.  During  the  Seventy-seventh  Con- 
gress the  investigating  committee  spent 
$265,000.  During  the  Seventy-eighth 
Congress  it  spent  $200,000.  During  the 
Seventy-ninth  Congress  it  spent  $250  - 
000.  During  the  Eightieth  Congress  it 
spent  $175,000. 

Now  it  is  proposed  that  we  appro- 
priate, for  1  year,  almost  as  much  money 
as  was  spent  by  the  Truman  committee 
during  any  2-year  period  when  it  was  in 
existence.  I  am  confident  that  if  the 
staff  of  the  standing  committee  were 
utilized,  and  if  additional  staff  mem- 
bers were  provided  with  the  $89,000 
which  I  propose  to  make  available,  there 
would  be  ample  funds  available  to  em- 
ploy a  suflBcient  number  of  investigators 
to  do  this  work. 

Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  by 
my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona, to  the  effect  that  a  good  investiga- 
tor can  do  a  great  deal  of  good  for  a  com- 
mittee. According  to  the  brochure 
which  has  been  submitted  to  us  in  this 
case,  this  particular  subcommittee  is 
requesting  15  investigators  and  about 
eight  lawyers.  I  plead  with  the  Senate 
to  try  to  save  this  $100,000.  I  am  sure 
that  $89,000  is  enough,  especially  in  view 
Of  the  fact,  as  I  repeat,  that  the  Senate 


has  so  many  other  committees.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  House  committees,  doing 
similar  work. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  But- 
ler of  Maryland  in  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  at  this  point,  following 
my  remarks,  two  tables  from  which  I 
have  read. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Per  family  taxes  required  to  provide  $100,000 
{head  of  houseliold  and  3  dependents) , 
selected  income  groups 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  40)  authorizing  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  to 
employ  temporary  personnel  and  in- 
creasing its  limit  of  expenditures. 

The  tesolution  IS.  Res.  40)  was  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  In  holding  hearings,  re- 
portinc;  such  hearings,  and  malting  Investi- 
gations as  authorized  by  subsection  (gi  (2) 
(B)  of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of 
the  Senate,  or  any  other  duties  imposed  upon 
It,  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authorized  during  the  period  be- 
ginning on  February  1.  1953.  and  ending  on 
January  31,  1954.  to  make  such  expenditures, 
and  to  employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such 
Investigators,  and  such  technical,  clerical. 
and  other  assistants,  as  It  deems  advisable! 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•  189,000  in  addition  to  the  amount  author- 
ized under  Senate  Resolution  251.  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  second  session,  agreed  to 


January  24,  1952,  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  u[X)n  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  subcommittee,  as  the  case  may  be. 


COMPENSATION  OP  THE  EMPLOY- 
EES OF  FORMER  SENATOR  FRED 
A.  SEATON 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  52)  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  the 
administrative  and  clerical  assistants  ap- 
pointed by  former  Senator  Fred  A.  Beaton, 
who  were  carried  on  the  Senate  payroll  on 
November  4.  1962.  salary  for  services  In  his 
office  for  the  period  November  5.  1952. 
through  December  4,  1952,  or  for  so  much  of 
that  time  through  December  4.  1952,  as  they 
were  not  otherwise  gainfully  employed,  at 
their  re.spectlve  rates  of  salary  as  of  No- 
vember 4,  1952. 


MEMBERS  ON  PART  OF  SENATE  ON 
JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING 
AND  JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  LI- 
BRARY 

The  re.solution  fS.  Res.  51  >  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Recoiled.  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  Joint  committees  of 
Congress : 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  Mr.  Jennek, 
of  Indiana:  Mr.  CAaujoN,  of  Kansas;  and  Mr. 
Hayden,  of  Arizona. 

Joint  Committee  of  Congress  on  the  Li- 
brary Mr.  PuRTELL.  of  Connecticut;  Mr. 
Jknner.  of  Indiana,  and  Mr.  BAa«rrT,  of 
Wyoming  Mr  GarrN.  of  Rhode  Island;  and 
Mr.  Gillette,  of  Iowa. 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  NAVAL 
ACADEMY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
Russell!,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  I  Mr. 
DwoRSHAKi,  and  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana I  Mr.  ELLENDER  I  members  of  the 
Board  of  Vi.sitors  to  the  Naval  Academy. 
The  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts  I  Mr. 
SaltonstalM,  beinR  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  is  an  ex- 
officio  member  of  the  Board. 


BOARD  OF  VISITORS  TO  MILITARY 
ACADEMY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoinUs  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Russell  1.  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Pergu.sonI.  and  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  I  Mr.  Robertson  1  members  of 
the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Military 
Academy.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mr.  SALT0N.STALL  1 ,  being  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, is  an  ex  officio  member  of  the 
Board. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  ECO- 
NOMIC REPORT 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  fill  the 
two  vacancies  on  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Economic  Report,  the  Chair  appoints 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr.  Gold- 
water  I  and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 

I  Mr.  FULBRICHTJ. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  the 
Senate  now  proceed  to  consider  executive 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMriTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  8ALTON8TALL.  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services: 

Robert  Ten  Broecli  Stevena.  of  New  Jersey, 
to  be  Secretary  of  tbo  Army: 

Harold  E.  Talbott.  of  New  York,  to  be 
8?cretary  of  the  Air  Force:  and 

Robert  B.  Anderson,  ot  Texas,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

By  Mr.  TAFT,  from  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

Francis  A.  O'Neill.  Jr..  of  New  York,  to  be 
•  member  of  the  National  Mediation  Board 
for  the  term  ezplrUig  February  1,  1956  (re- 
apjxilntraent). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  are 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


UNITED  NATIONS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  York. 
to  be  representative  of  the  United  States 
cf  America  on  the  Human  Rights  Com- 
mission of  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  of  the  United  Nations,  for  the 
remainder  of  the  term  of  3  years  expir- 
ing December  31,  1953. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
thi.s  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  President  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New 
York,  to  this  jxwition. 

I  have  known  Mi-s.  Lord  for  several 
years.  I  know  about  her  excellent  rec- 
ord of  public  service  I  know  about  her 
abiding  interest  In  humanitarian  causes. 
I  know  at>out  the  work  she  has  done  in 
the  Department  of  Defense  in  times  gone 
by.  in  connection  with  the  problems  of 
women  in  the  armed  services.  I  know 
her  to  be  a  great  humanitarian,  in  my 
judgment  one  of  the  great  women  of 
America ;  and  I  am  very  pleased  to  make 
these  favorable  comments  this  afternoon 
about  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Oswald  B. 
Lord. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr  President.  I  desire 
to  5ay  a  word  about  Mrs.  Oswald  B. 
Ijord.  nominated  to  be  a  representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  on  the 
Human  Rights  Commission  of  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council  of  the  Unitsd 
Nations. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  whom  was  referred  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  York. 
to  be  the  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  on  the  Human  Rights 
Commission  of  the  ik;onomic  and  Social 
Council  of  the  United  Nations,  has  unan- 
imously approved  the  nomination  and 
recommends  that  it  be  confirmed  by  the 
Senate. 

Mrs.  Lord's  nomination  Is  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  3-year  term  expiring  De- 


cember 31,  1953.  She  will  succeed  Mrs. 
Eleanor  Roosevelt  as  the  American  rep- 
resentative on  the  Human  Rights  Com- 
mission. 

The  nomination  was  referred  to  the 
committee  on  January  23,  1953,  and  Mrs. 
Lord  testified  at  a  hearing  January  29. 

Mrs.  Lord,  who  Is  the  former  Mary 
Pillsbury  of  Minneapolis,  is  the  mother 
of  two  children  and  has  long  been  ac- 
tive in  civic  aSairs.  She  was  assistant 
regional  director  of  the  OfiBce  of  Civil- 
ian Defense,  1940-43,  and  chairman  of 
the  National  Civilian  Advisory  Commis- 
sion for  the  Women's  Army  Corps.  1944- 
47.  In  1946  she  was  a  member  of  the 
Civilian  Advisory  Commission  to  the 
Personnel  and  Administration  Division 
of  the  Department  of  the  Army.  She 
was  a  member  of  the  board  and  executive 
committee  of  the  National  War  Fund, 
1943-45,  and  was  chairman  of  the  Wom- 
en's Division  in  1943. 

From  1949  to  1951,  Mrs.  Lord  was  ad- 
viser to  the  Department  of  Defense 
Housing  Commission,  and  since  1948  she 
has  been  Chairman  of  the  United  States 
Committee  for  the  United  Nations  In- 
ternational Children's  Emergency  Fund. 

Mrs.  Lord  was  one  of  the  Incorporators 
of  the  Citizens'  Committee  for  the  Hoover 
Report,  and  at  various  times  she  has  been 
secretary  and  member  of  the  board  of 
the  Community  Chest  and  Councils  of 
America,  member  of  the  New  York  State 
Women's  Council,  member  of  the  board 
of  trustees  of  Smith  College,  and  vice 
chairman  of  the  National  Health  Coun- 
cil. 

The  committee  beheves  that  Mrs. 
Lord's  varied  experience  makes  her 
particularly  well  qualified  for  the  difficult 
task  of  representing  the  United  States  on 
the  U.  N.  Human  Rights  Commission.  It 
was  impressed  with  her  understanding 
of  the  work  of  the  Commission  and  of 
the  problems  involved  in  it,  particularly 
so  far  as  the  United  States  is  concerned. 
It  unreservedly  recommends  prompt 
Senate  confirmation  of  her  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that,  following  my 
remarks,  a  short  biographical  sketch  of 
Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BiocKAPHiCAi,    Sketch    or    Mks.    Oswald    B. 

(Mabt  PiLLSBtntT)   Lord 

Bom:  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  November  14, 
1904. 

Family  background:  Daughter  of  Charles 
Btinson  and  Nelle  Pendleton  (Winston) 
Pillsbury. 

Education:  Graduate  of  Smith  College, 
cum  laude:  bachelor  of  arts,  1927. 

Marital  status :  Married  Oswald  Bates  Lord, 
Deceml>er  7.  1929.  ChUdren:  Charles  PUls- 
bury  and  Winston. 

Experience:  Junior  League  of  New  York. 
1936-38. 

Member,  board  of  directors  and  chairman. 
National  Advisory  Commission  on  Woman's 
Participation,  New  York  World's  Fair,  1939- 
40. 

Assistant  director,  Office  of  Civilian  De- 
fense for  region  n,  1940-43. 

Member  board  and  executive  committee. 
National  War  Fund,  1943-46,  chairman, 
woman's  division    (1943). 

Chairman,  National  ClviUan  Advisory  Oom- 
misslon  for  Women's  Army  Corps.  1944-47. 


Chairman,  United  States  Committee  for 
the  United  Nations  International  ChUdren'a 
Emergency  Fund,  194« . 

Secretary  and  member  of  board.  Com- 
munity Chest  and  Councils  of  America,  1949- 
51. 

Adviser  to  the  Dftpartment  of  Defenae, 
Housing  Commission,  1949-51. 

Member,  New  York  State  Woman's  Coun- 
cU.  1949 . 

Member.  Board  of  Directors,  Women's  City 
Club  (N.  Y.),  1940 . 

Member,  Board  of  Trustees.  Smith  College. 
1949 . 

Member,  Board  of  Trustees,  Commtinity 
Service  (N.  Y.),  1940 . 

Member.  CivUlan  Advisory  Commission  to 
Personnel  and  Administration  Division, 
Department  of  the  Army.  1946 . 

Vice  Chairman,  National  Health  CouncU, 
1950 . 

Citizen's  Committee  for  Hoover  Report 
(one  of  the  incorporators  and  member), 
1919 . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Herman  Phleger.  of  California,  to 
be  Legal  Adviser,  Department  of  State. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  nomination  of  Herman 
Phleger  to  be  Legal  Adviser  of  the  De- 
partment of  State,  I  ask  that  the  state- 
ment I  have  before  me  be  incorporated 
in  the  Record,  together  with  a  copy  of  a 
biographical  sketcli. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  biographicsd  sketch  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RxcCurd,  as 
follows: 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  nomination  of  Her- 
man Phleger.  of  California,  to  be  Legal  Ad- 
viser of  the  Department  of  State,  has  -unani- 
mously approved  the  nomination  and  recom- 
mends that  It  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Phleger's  nomination  was  referred  to 
the  committee  January  22,  1953,  and  a  hear- 
ing was  held  January  26  at  which  Mr.  Phleger 
testified. 

The  nominee  was  bom  In  Sacramento, 
Calif.,  in  1890.  He  attended  the  University 
of  California  and  Harvard  Law  School  and 
has  been  in  the  private  practice  of  law  in 
Ban  Francisco  nearly  all  his  adult  life.  Since 
1925,  he  has  been  a  partner  in  the  firm  of 
Brobeck,  Phleger  tc  Harrison. 

In  World  War  I.  Mr.  Pheleger  served  on  (i 
destroyer  in  European  waters,  and  after 
World  War  n,  he  served  for  a  time  as  asso- 
ciate directcx'  of  the  Legal  Division  of  the 
Office  of  Military  Government  In  Germany. 

r*r.  Phleger's  law  practice  has  been  general 
In  character  and  has  Involved  business  trans- 
actions in  foreign  countries  and  foreign  ter- 
ritories. He  is  a  member  of  the  International 
Law  Association. 

He  retired  from  his  law  firm  on  I>ceml)er 
31,  1952,  and  has  resigned  as  a  director  of  the 
Union  OU  Company  of  California  and  the 
California -Oregon  Power  Co.  He  has  likewise 
disposed  of  some  stock  which  he  owned  in 
the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Calif<»iiia. 

The  conomittee  questioned  Iflr.  Phleger 
about  his  conceptlom  of  the  duties  of  the 
legal  advl«er  of  tli«  Department  •  of  State 
and  was  favorably  impressed  with  his  ap- 
proach to  the  problems  which  he  will  en- 
counter in  this  important  ofBce.  It  imanl- 
mously  reconunenda  that  tba  Senat* 
promptly  conflrm  hit  nomination. 
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BXOOUVRICAX.    SXSTCR    OF    HBUfAIf    PhLXCXB 

Home:  Woodslde,  Redwood  City,  Cullf. 

OOcc:  111  Sutter  Street.  San  Francisco. 
Calif. 

Bom:  Sacremento,  Calif.,  September  5. 
1880,  son  of  Charles  W.  and  Mrs.  Mary  (Mc- 
Crory)   Pbleger. 

Education:  Bachelor  of  science.  University 
of  California,  1012;  student  Harvard  Law 
School.  1913-14;  doctor  of  laws.  Mills  Col- 
lege, 1935. 

Married:  Mary  Elena  Macondray,  April  2, 
1921.  Children — Mary  Klena,  Atherton  Ma- 
condray, Anne. 

Experience:  Admitted  to  California  bar, 
1914;  clerk,  later  partner,  Morrison,  Dunne 
&  Brobeck,  San  Francisco  1914-25:  partner 
Brobeck,  Phleger  &  Harrison,  San  Francisco, 
since  1925. 

Director:  American  Trust  Co.;  Union  DU 
Co.;  Pabco  Products.  Inc.;  Flbreboard  Prod- 
ucts. Inc.;  Moore  Drydock  Co.;  Matson  Navi- 
gation Co. 

Military:  Served  as  lieutenant,  United 
States  Navy,  1917-18;  associate  director. 
Legal  Division.  Office  of  Military  Government 
(Germany)    1945. 

Other:  Trustee,  Stanford  University;  presl- 
dent,  board  of  trustees.  Children's  Hospital, 
San  Francisco;  trustee,  Wm.  G.  Irwin  Charity 
Foundation.  San  Francisco. 

Clubs:  Pacific  Union,  Bohemian  (San  Fran- 
cisco), Burlingame  Country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Ques- 
tion Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERV- 
ICE—NOMINATION PASSED  OVER 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nom- 
ination of  Winthrop  W.  Aldrich.  of  New 
York,  to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  Great  Britain. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  committee,  if  it  sees 
fit  to  tlo  so,  spread  on  the  record  some 
of  the  reasons  in  support  of  this  nom- 
ination. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Aldrich  be  passed 
over.  I  promised  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  who  wishes  to  speak 
briefly  on  the  nomination,  and  who  is 
absent  today,  that  I  would  have  the  nom- 
ination passed  over  until  Monday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  passed  over. 


fMJ 


DEPARTMENT  OP  JUSTICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  H.  Brian  Holland,  of  Massachu- 
setts, to  be  an  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  Judiciary  Committee  for 
making  available  to  us  a  report  on  this 
nomination  and  the  one  following  it.  that 
of  Mr.  Warren  Olney  III,  of  California, 
to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General. 

I  have  read  the  reports.  Certainly  in 
my  Judgment  no  cause  is  set  forth  in  the 
reports  to  justify  a  refusal  to  confirm 
these  nominations. 

I  must  say  that  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Holland.  I  was  a  little  surprised  that  he 
showed  so  little  knowledge  about  the 


•T)Iue  ribbon"  Jury  problem.  I  read  now 
from  page  18  of  the  transcript  of  the 
hearing,  at  a  point  where  the  chairman 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  stated  to 
the  nominee: 

1  would  like  to  know  what  your  opinion 
is  on  these  "blue  ribbon"  Juries? 

Mr.  Holland.  I  don't  think  I  have  given 
it  very  much  consideration. 

The  Chahiman.  Well,  Judtje  Knox,  who 
was  here  before  this  committee  a  year  or 
two  ago.  and  he  had  tho  endorsement  of 
Harry  Chandler,  the  Administrative  Assist- 
ant, you  know — they  wanted  to  adopt  fed- 
erally the  New  York  scheme  that  Dewey  In- 
augurated up  there,  where  they  picked  a 
Jury  out  of  graduates  of  colleges  and  out  of 
the  Social  Register,  and  out  of  the  directors 
of  corporations,  and  barred  anybody  who  was 
ever  on  relief,  and  apparentiy  It  was  an  at- 
tempt to  keep  off  the  Jury  the  poor  people. 
Opposition  to  that  was  had  from  Judge  Allen 
of  Cincinnati,  who  came  In  and  protested 
valiantly  against  It.  and  some  other  people. 
But  they  seem  to  be  pretty  well  organized 
to  get  this  "blue  ribbon"  Jury  system  Into 
effect  federally. 

Do  you  not  believe  that  under  our  Con- 
stitution, a  man  Is  entitled  to  be  tried  by 
his  peers,  by  the  rank  and  file  of  the  people? 

Mr.  Holland.  I  think  the  Constitution  Is 
quite  clear  on  that.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  think  that 
these  Jurors  ought  to  be  professional  Jurors 
or  ought  to  be  chosen  from  the  so-called 
higher  strata? 

Mr.  Holland.  Well,  that  Is  a  question  with 
which  I  am  not  too  familiar  in  its  practical 
operation,  Senator,  and  I  think  I  ought  to 
give  It  more  consideration  before  I  expressed 
an  opinion  on  It. 

The  Chairman.  Are  there  any  further 
questions? 

That  will  be  all.  Mr.  Holland. 

I  simply  wish  to  say.  Mr.  President, 
that  I  believe  anyone  appointed  to  the 
position  of  Assistant  Attorney  General 
should  be  a  little  more  familiar  than 
Mr.  Holland  showed  he  was  with  a  very 
important  question  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  and  in  guaranteeing  to 
the  American  people  that  they  shall  be 
judged  by  their  peers,  and  not  by  a  spe- 
cial class  of  persons  to  be  selected  for 
jury  service. 

I  may  be  \vTong  In  my  suspicion,  Mr. 
President;  but  I  am  inclined  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Holland  knew  much  more  about 
the  subject  than  he  testified  to.  and  that 
he  simply  did  not  wish  to  discuss  it — 
which,  of  course,  leaves  me  with  some 
doubt  as  to  what  his  attitude  about  it  is. 
Mr.  Olney  was  a  little  more  communi- 
cative on  the  same  subject,  but  not  much 
more.  Mr.  President,  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  vote  against  these  nominations, 
but  I  do  want  to  say  in  closing  that  I 
think  we  had  better  be  vigilant  in  our 
efforts  to  protect  the  jury  system,  and 
should  see  to  it  that  it  remains  the  jury 
system  that  our  forefathers  had  in  mind. 
I  quite  agree  that  we  ought  to  have  tests 
for  jury  service,  in  that  people  lacking 
in  mental  competence  and  who  are  il- 
literate should  not  serve  on  juries,  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  think  what  has  be- 
come known  as  the  "blue  ribbon"  jury 
system  entails  a  great  many  dangers  so 
far  as  concerns  the  preservation  of  a 
system  of  justice  whereby  all  citizens  are 
judged  by  their  peers  and  not  by  stacked 
juries. 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination? 
The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Warren  Olney  III,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Attorney  General. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Stephen  F.  Dunn  to  be  general 
counsel.  Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stephen  Dunn,  of 
Grand  Rapids,  whose  nomination  to  be 
Solicitor  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce is  now  before  the  Senate  for  its 
advice  and  consent. 

I  have  known  Mr.  Dunn  for  years  as 
an  able  and  outstanding  attorney  in 
Grand  Rapid.s.  Mich.,  and  am  familiar 
with  his  work  as  counsel  for  the  Purnl- 
ture  Manufacturers  Association  of 
Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  and  as  an  author- 
ity on  workmen's  compensation  and  un- 
fair trade  laws. 

Mr.  Dunn  is  widely  known  In  his  home 
State  as  a  man  of  outstanding  character 
and  ability.  His  loyalty  to  our  form  of 
government  has  never  been  questioned  in 
the  slightest  degree  and  that  loyalty  is 
fully  demonstrated  by  his  contributions 
to  our  Government  as  a  member  of  the 
War  Labor  Board  and  the  War  Man- 
power Commission,  as  well  as  his  con- 
tribution to  the  government  of  Michi- 
gan. 

I  am  certain  that  he  has  no  direct 
moneUry  interest  in  any  phase  of  his 
work  as  Solicitor  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  but  it  is  my  belief  that  he 
has.  nevertheless,  a  direct  interest  in  his 
position — the  direct  interest  of  every 
citizen  who  is  vitally  concerned  in  the 
need  for  good  government  and  in  his 
$1,800  share  of  our  national  debt. 

Mr.  Dunn,  I  am  sure,  will  be  a  real 
asset  to  the  new  administration  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  and  I  urge 
the  confirmation  of  his  nomination  by 
the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Ls.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
to  the  nomination  of  Stephen  P.  Dunn 
to  be  general  counsel.  Department  of 
Commerce? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  do 
I  correctly  understand  that  there  is  one 
more  nomination? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  nomination. 
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DEPARTMENT  OP  DEPENSE 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Roger  M.  Kyes  to  be  Deputy  Sec- 
retary of  Defense. 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  before  it  the  nomination  of 
Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be 
Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense.  The 
Armed  Services  Committee,  after  full 
hearings,  has  unanimously  approved  the 
nomination. 

The  vital  area  of  national  security,  the 
effect  on  the  lives  and  future  of  our 
youth  we  are  calling  from  every  com- 
munity and  section  of  the  Nation,  and 
the  sheer  magnitude  of  our  defense  pro- 
gram make  it  imperative  that  it  be  ably. 


effectively,  economically  and  efficiently 
administered. 

Since  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense 
l5  actually  the  alter  ego  of  the  Secretary, 
he  must  have  the  capacity  and  the  quali- 
fications required  of  the  Secretary. 

Roger  M.  Kyes'  accomplishments,  ca- 
pacity and  qualifications  are  known  per- 
.sonally  to  me,  and  I  want  to  tell  the  Sen- 
ate about  him  so  that  Senators  will  share 
the  great  confidence  I  hold  in  the  man. 

Mr.  Kyes  is  a  young  man,  48  years  of 
HBe.  full  of  drive  and  energy,  capable  of 
carrying  the  heavy  load  of  the  ofDce. 
Before  he  came  to  General  Motors,  only 
4  years  ago,  he  already  had  experience 
.such  as  few  men  can  encompass  in  a 
lifetime. 

Before  he  Joined  General  Motors,  he 
already  had  been  a  top  executive.  He 
had  demonstrated  such  capacity  and 
ability  that  General  Motors  reached  out 
for  him.  He  was  given  what  is  known  as 
a  tough  assignment.  During  a  period  of 
critical  material  shortages,  he  so  effec- 
tively secured  and  coordinated  materials 
that  General  Motors  achieved  a  record 
production.  To  accomplish  this,  he  not 
only  drew  on  supplies  from  all  over  the 
world,  but,  with  Mr.  Wilson,  established 
new  facilities  in  both  the  ferrous  and 
nonferrous  fields.  He  knows  the  pro- 
duction capacity  of  individual  steel  mills, 
as  to  amount  and  type  of  product.  In 
the  field  of  copper  mining  and  fabrica- 
tion, and  also  in  other  nonferrous  metals, 
he  knows  how  and  where  these  can  be 
secured  and  how  much  should  be  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  a  given  product. 

Portunately,  because  of  his  long  ex- 
perience in  the  fields  of  design,  tooling, 
and  production,  he  is  equally  well  in- 
formed as  to  the  various  techniques  and 
processes  necessary  for  the  fabrication  of 
these  materials  into  a  flnshed  product. 

Within  2  years  General  Motors  recog- 
nized his  capacity  and  achievement  by 
making  him  a  vice  president  and  a  mem- 
ber of  the  administration  committee — 
the  top  operating  committee  of  Gen- 
eral Motors.  His  ability  to  make  a  sub- 
stantial contribution  to  a  large  organi- 
zation was  thus  recogniied. 

Mr.  Kyestad  to  survive  another  selec- 
tive process  when  Mr,  Wilson,  as  Secre- 
tary of  Defense-designate,  and  with  a 
broad  knowledge  of  the  talent  in  Amer- 
ican Industry,  faced  the  problem  of  pick- 
ing his  alter  ego,  the  Deputy  Secretary 
of  Defense.  He  asked  only  one  man,  and 
that  man  was  Roger  Kyes.  who  patrioti- 
cally responded  to  his  request. 

While  Mr.  Kyes  has  been  with  General 
Motors  only  a  relatively  short  time,  he 
has  spent  most  of  his  business  career 
with  diversified  industries.  He  has  been 
connected  with  small,  medium-size,  and 
large  organizations.  He  knows  what  it 
means  for  a  small -business  man  to  meet 
a  payroll,  and  he  knows  the  problems  of 
a  vast  enterprise. 

When  Henry  Ford  ventured  Into  the 
farm-equipment  field  in  1940,  Roger 
Kyes  organized,  directed,  and  coordi- 
nated all  tractor  and  implement  activi- 
ties of  the  Ford  Tractor-Ferguson  sys- 
tem as  active  head  of  Harry  Ferguson, 
Inc..  in  which  company  he  was  part 
owner.  This  operation  he  built  into  one 
of  the  leading  tractor  and  farm-equip- 
ment organizations  in  the  United  States. 


I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I  have 
not  had  any  acquaintance  with  Harry 
Ferguson,  nor  is  he  in  any  way  related 
to  or  connected  with  the  Senator  from 
Michigan. 

As  we  can  read  in  the  January  15. 1946, 
Issue  of  Modern  Industry,  K^yes  developed 
a  practical  and  sound  technique  for  the 
decentralization  of  industry. 

Taking  110  diversified  manufacturing 
organizations,  each  independently  owned 
and  operated,  he  created  a  production 
mechanism  from  coast  to  coast  which 
competed  successfully  with  the  best  of 
mass  producers. 

His  organization  was  a  super  manage- 
ment team  which  had  final  responsibility 
for  the  design  of  the  product,  the  su- 
pervision of  tooling  for  production,  pro- 
duction control,  and  the  distribution  of 
the  product. 

In  this  activity,  he  showed  great  ca- 
pacity as  an  organizer,  as  an  adminis- 
trator, and  as  a  coordinator  of  compli- 
cated organizations.  His  relationship 
with  suppliers  was  based  upon  contract- 
ing and  subcontracting,  which  developed 
a  keen  sense  of  what  is  involved  as  to 
contractual  relations.  He  also  gained 
considerable  knowledge  of  the  cost  of 
accomplishing  a  production  effort  in  var- 
ious parts  of  the  country. 

He  has  also  had  substantial  experi- 
ence in  the  European  theater,  having 
organized  Harry  Ferguson,  Ltd.,  in  Eng- 
land and  having  established  business 
relationships  throughout  the  sterling 
area,  together  with  Continental  Europe 
and  Africa. 

He  is  also  familiar  with  the  countries 
in  the  Pacific  as  a  result  of  his  travel 
there. 

His  background  has  been  In  aviation, 
farm  tractors  and  equipment,  highway 
equipment,  the  electrical  industry,  and 
the  broad  group  of  products  produced  by 
General  Motors. 

Mr.  Wilson  and  he  have  worked  to- 
gether. They  are  a  great  team.  The 
Nation  is  indeed  fortunate  that  this  rela- 
tively young  man  is  willing,  in  the  mid- 
dle of  his  career,  to  interrupt  it  and  serve 
his  coimtry. 

In  addition  to  his  industrial  experi- 
ence, executive  ability,  and  his  organiz- 
ing and  coordinating  capacity,  Mr. 
Kyes  has  another  side.  Bom  in  a  small 
town  in  Ohio,  he  has  never  lost  touch 
with  rural  America  or  his  contact  with 
people. 

He  is  well  known  In  farm  circles  for 
his  contributions  to  the  betterment  of 
agriculture. 

His  activities  in  the  defense  program 
will  be  in  good  E>erspective  because  of  his 
role  of  leadership  in  youth  activities. 
The  youth  of  the  land  will  be  in  his  heart 
when  he  goes  forward  with  the  defence 
program. 

Let  me  read  a  portion  of  the  acknowl- 
edgment of  his  resignation  as  chairman 
of  the  Sponsoring  Committee  of  the  Fu- 
ture Farmers  of  America  Foundation: 

Your  long  experience  as  a  pioneer  leader 
in  developing  better  mutual  understanding 
and  closer  cooperative  working  relationships 
between  agriculture  and  Industry  has  been 
reflected  favorably  In  the  attitude  of  the 
general  public  toward  the  Future  farmer  or- 
ganization. Tour  untiring  and  alncere  ef- 
forts wUl  long  be  remembered  and  have  won 
for  you  the  respect  and  friendship  of  over 
400,000  farm  boys  throughout  rural  America. 


He  has  contributed  much  to  Junior 
achievement,  4-H  Clubs,  and  the  Future 
Farmers  of  America. 

With  these  facts  before  the  Senate,  I 
know  Senators  will  share  the  confidence 
that  we  are  placing  our  trust  in  good 
hands  as  we  confirm  the  nomination  of 
this  great  young  American,  Roger  M. 
Kyes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  intend 
to  sF>eak  just  a  few  minutes  in  opposi- 
tion to  this  nomination,  because  I  think 
a  record  should  be  made  against  it.  I 
am  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  sen- 
timent of  the  Senate  is  overwhelmingly 
in  support  of  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination.  Therefore,  I  shall  not  call 
for  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  question. 
I  do  want  to  say  that  everything  I  said  in 
my  speech  against  the  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Wilson,  insofar 
as  what  I  conclude  to  be  the  retention  of 
an  indirect  interest  in  the  General 
Motors  Corp.  is  concerned,  applies 
equally  to  Mr.  Kyes. 

So,  Mr.  President,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  record  and  in  order  to  save  the  time 
of  the  Senate,  I  incorporate  by  reference 
everything  said  in  my  speech  against  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Wilson  concerning  the  retention  of  an 
indirect  interest  in  the  General  Motors 
Corp.,  what  I  said  is  as  equally  applicable 
to  Mr.  Kyes. 

In  addition,  I  point  out,  Mr.  President, 
that  Mr.  Kyes,  on  his  second  appearance 
before  the  committee,  agreed  to  sell  or 
give  to  charity  all  his  stock,  including 
approximately  3,000  shares  of  General 
Motors  stock,  and  excepting  shares  in  a 
bank  and  an  insurance  company.  He 
told  the  committee  that  he  hoped  to 
finish  with  the  disposal  by  April  1.  and 
would  try  to  do  it  immediately. 

His  case  is  different  from  the  Wilson 
case  in  this  particular,  in  that  members 
of  his  family  do  not  have  General  Motors 
stock.  However,  Mr.  President,  I  was 
shocked  in  reading  the  record  when  I 
realized  that  we  had  before  us  another 
nominee  who  apf>arently  felt  that  there 
was  involved  no  ethical  principle  in  his 
retaining  stock  and,  at  the  same  time, 
serving  in  a  high  position  in  the  De- 
fense Establishment,  even  though  that 
stock  w^  in  a  company  that  has  billions 
of  dollars  worth  of  defense  contracts,  as 
General  Motors  has  with  the  Defense 
Establishment.  Others  need  not  agree 
with  me,  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
that  is  a  shocking  indication  of  what  I 
consider  to  be  a  lack  of  sensitivity  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Kyes  to  ethical  stand- 
ards. I  think  one  can  take  judicial  no- 
tice of  the  fact  that  when  one  sits  in  a 
position  of  policy  making,  such  as  the 
one  Mr.  Kyes  will  occupy,  he  ought  to 
know  that  while  he  retains  those  stocks 
a  great  many  i>eople  will  hold  him  sus- 
pect, so  far  as  his  value  judgments  are 
concerned,  in  carrying  out  the  duties  of 
his  office.  The  fact  is  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  insistence  of  the  com- 
mittee, neither  he  nor  Mr.  Wilson  would 
have  got  rid  of  their  stock. 

The  next  point  I  wish  to  make,  the 
point  I  made  in  my  discussion  cf  the 
Wilson  case,  is  that  Mr.  Kyes  can  divest 
himself  of  the  stock,  but  he  is  not  going 
to  divest  himself  of  a  feeling  of  affinity 
for  General  Motors.    There  are  many 
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other  poeiUons  In  Oovemment  In  which 
Kyes  and  WUwn  eould  be  used,  without 
placing  them  in  the  one  department 
which  has  supervision  over  the  defense 
contracts  with  General  Motors,  of  which 
concern  Mr.  Kyes  has  been  a  vice  pres- 
ident and  Mr.  Wilson  has  been  the 
president. 

I  think  it  Ls  asking  too  much  and  ex- 
pecting too  much  of  human  natiire  to 
think  that  in  their  positions  as  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  Eteputy  Secretary  of  IDe- 
fense  they  are  going  to  be  unaware  of 
their  past  connections,  and  that  they  are 
going  to  function  as  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense 
without  any  Influence  whatsoever  being 
brought  to  bear  upon  their  judgments 
because  of  their  past  connections  with 
General  Motors. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucHKL  in  the  chair  > .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kew  Jersey? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  recall  that  on 
a  recent  day,  in  discussing  the  Wilson 
case,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  sug- 
gested that  one  of  tne  great  men  of 
America  who  might  have  been  nomi- 
nated  as  Secretary  of  Defense  was  Mr. 
Hoffman.  Is  my  memory  correct  about 
that? 

Mr.  MORSE.    Yes:  that  is  my  position. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Would  the 
Senator  have  expected  Mr.  Hoffman  to 
forget  his  connections  with  the  Stude- 
baker  Corp.,  for  example? 

Mr.  MORSE.     No. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  seems  to  me 
"ttiat  the  two  situations  are  analogous. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  thinJcs  so,  but  I  do  not 
believe  they  are  analogous.  Would  the 
Senator  like  me  to  tell  him  why? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  should  like  to 
have  an  explanation  from  the  Senator, 
please. 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  a  record  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Hoffman 
in  public  service,  in  connection  with  our 
whole  foreign  aid  program,  and  in  a 
field  in  which  I  think  he  was  highly 
qualified  to  perform  his  work,  which  in 
my  opinion,  clearly  demonstrates  the 
impartiality  of  the  man. 

Second,  his  connection  with  Stude- 
baker  was  at  a  time  long  since  past  and. 
in  my  judgment,  there  would  not  have 
been  the  slightest  cause-to-effect  rela- 
tionship which  would  affect  his  judg- 
ment as  Secretary  of  Defense  by  reason 
of  his  past  connections  with  Stude- 
baker. 

In  the  third  place,  it  happens  that 
Studebaker  does  not  have  contracts  In 
any  such  amount  as  General  Motors  has 
and  Hoffman  has  had  no  connection  with 
negotiating  them. 

We  are  here  dealing  with  the  one  com- 
pany in  America  that  has.  far  in  excess 
of  those  of  any  other  company,  tremen- 
dous contracts  with  the  defense  estab- 
lishment, and  Studebaker  is  not  even  in 
that  class.  There  tias  been  a  long  break 
of  association  between  Hoffman  and 
Studebaker,  whereas  In  this  case  Wilson 
Is  stepping  out  from  behind  his  desk  In 
General  Motors  to  behind  a  desk  In  the 
Defense  Establishment,  dealing  with  the 


Tery  contracts  which,  a  few  weeks  ago. 
he  himself  helped  negotiate.  Hoffman 
is  completely  clear  of  any  such  negotia- 
tions whatsoever. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  principle  Is 
quite  the  same. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  does  the  Senator 
mean  when  he  says  the  principle  is  quite 
the  same?  One  cannot  separate  the  ap- 
plication of  negotiations  for  contracts 
from  the  principle  I  am  talking  about. 

I  say  to  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  that  I  think  it  is  highly  un- 
ethical for  Wilson  now  to  be  administer- 
ing, as  Secretary  of  Defense,  defense 
contracts  which  he  himself  helped  nego- 
tiate. Paul  Hoffman  has  never  been  a 
party  to  any  such  negotiations. 

I  took  the  position  the  other  day.  and 
I  adhere  to  it,  that  It  is  desirable  to  have 
men  of  wealth  in  Government,  and  Hoff- 
man is  a  man  of  wealth.  But  I  say  that 
men  of  wealth  in  Government,  like  any- 
one else,  should  have  no  connection 
whatsoever  with  the  duties  they  are  per- 
forming in  the  Defense  Establishment, 
in  relation  to  defense  contracts,  to  the 
negotiation  of  which  they  have  been  a 
party.  I  say  to  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  that  in  my 
opinion,  the  difference  between  the  Hoff- 
man case  and  the  Wilson  case  is  as  great 
In  principle  as  is  high  noon  from  the 
blackness  of  midnight. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  am  glad  that  the  Senator  said  it  was  in 
his  opinion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say  I  would  never 
speak  for  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey, but  I  will  speak  for  myself. 

In  my  judgment,  we  cannot  escape  the 
fact  that  Kyes.  a  vice  president  of  Gen- 
eral Motors,  in  his  own  testimony — and 
I  shall  read  it  in  a  moment — proves  my 
point  as  to  his  feeling  of  affinity  for  Gen- 
eral Motors,  which  he  is  going  to  carry 
over  into  his  work  as  Deputy  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

On  page  50  of  the  first  hearing,  on 
January  16,  Kyes  saw  no  reason  why  he 
should  not  hold  his  approximately  3.000 
shares  of  General  Motors  stock,  of  $120,- 

000  in  value,  and  to  act  on  contracts  with 
General  Motors.  He  said  he  could  make 
decisions  adverse  to  General  Motors.  I 
do  not  believe  he  ought  to  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  doing  so.  I  think  that 
would  be  similar  to  the  case  of  the  juror 

1  spoke  about  recently.  One  reason  for 
the  rule  excusing  from  jury  service  a 
person  who  has  a  financial  Interest  in  the 
case,  or  who  has  had  a  past  connection 
that  indicates  such  an  indirect  Intere-st 
as  to  involve  a  possibility  of  prejudice  in 
his  mind,  is  that  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  human  behavior,  human  na- 
ture, and  human  temptation  are  taken 
into  account. 

Seating  on  a  jury  a  person  who  has  a 
basis  for  prejudicial  action  In  the  case 
is  not  allowed,  not  only  because  it  is 
desired  to  protect  the  litigant  from  such 
a  possibility  of  prejudice,  but.  interest- 
ingly enough,  because  it  is  desired  to 
protect  the  juror  and  our  system  of  jus- 
tice from  the  danger  or  possibility  that 
the  juror  will  lean  over  backward 
against  his  own  interest  and.  thereby 
defeat  the  proper  administraUon  of 
Justice. 

Let  me  state  the  situation  In  this  way: 
Mr.  X  is  called  for  Jury  service.     The 


fact  that  Mr.  X  has  a  connection  with  the 
case  which  might  create  an  atmosphere 
of  prejudice,  so  far  as  his  connection  is 
concerned,  does  not  mean  that  necessar- 
ily he  will  manifest  prejudice.  Mr. 
President,  you  and  I  know  many  per- 
sons who.  when  placed  in  that  position, 
would  lean  over  backward  against  their 
own  interests.  As  jurors  they  might 
render  a  decision  in  such  a  case  in  favor 
of  the  litigant,  or  one  of  the  litigants, 
which  would  not  be  in  keeping  with  a 
fair  and  impartial  administration  of  jus- 
tice, but  would  be  in  favor  of  the  Utigant 
because  such  a  juror,  being  a  person  of 
great  conscience,  would  say  to  himself, 
"I  am  going  to  lean  over  backward  in 
this  case,  against  my  own  interests." 

Mr.  Kyes  thinks  he  can  make  decisions 
adverse  |o  General  Motors.  I  seriously 
doubt  if  he  should  be  put  in  that  position, 
because  I  think  Mr.  Kyee.  as  a  human 
being,  is  going  to  be  confronted  many 
times  with  a  situation  in  which  he  will 
have  to  render  judgments,  and  I  do  not 
want  him  in  a  position  where  he  will  be 
leaning  over  backward  against  General 
Motors,  or  leaning  over  forward  in  favor 
of  General  Motors.  I  am  not  sure  that 
he  will  be  leaning  at  all.  or  that  he  will 
be  sitting  in  the  middle  impartially.  I 
think  it  is  asking  too  much.  But  the 
important  thing  is  that  we  owe  it  to  the' 
administration  of  our  Government  to 
keep  men  out  of  positions  such  as  this, 
where  there  is  danger  that  they  may 
not  be  impartial  because  of  en  indirect 
interest  which  they  have  in  their  former 
associations. 

Listen  to  Mr.  Kyes.  I  read  from  pages 
51  and  52  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  Kyes.  Well.  I  Imagine  after  I  mm 
through  with  my  tour  I  would  go  back  to 
Industry,  becatise  that  la  all  I  know,  aa  you 
can  see  from  my  record. 

Senator  Stennis.  I  think  you  would  have 
every   right  to. 

Mr  Ktes  But  I  think  I  am  beyond  the 
point  where  I  would  be  down  here  on  the 
basis  of  represenUtion.  I  have  gotten  to  be 
an  officer  of  a  corporation  of  a  substantial 
size,  and  I  do  not  think  I  would  take  a  Job 
down  here  on  a  different  basis  than  that. 

Senator  Stennis.  What  I  was  getting 
at 

Mr  Rtes.  Aa  T  said  to  you  very  frankly,  I 
said  my  relationship  is  excellent  with  Gen- 
eral Motors,  and  I  like  my  aaaoclatlon. 

Senator  Stennis.  Yes. 

Mr  Kyes.  While  there  are  absolutely  no 
commitments  at  all,  it  would  be  a  rather 
normal  thing  for  me  to  go  back  If  things  had 
not  changed.  I  might  add  another  thing, 
and  that  Is  that  a  man  has  been  picked  to 
take  my  place,  and  that  slot  la  clewed.  Tou 
know  how  life  is  In  a  corporation;  they  say 
absence  makes  the  heart  grow  fonder,  but  it 
is  nut  so  in  business. 

I  now  read  from  page  49  of  the  hear- 
ings: 

Senator  Johnston  Have  you  any  plana  or 
any  agreements  or  agreement  to  return  to 
General  Motors  following  your  Government 
service? 

Mr.  Kyes.  General  Motors  has  told  me.  be- 
cause of  my  record,  they  woiUd  be  very  hap- 
py to  have  me  come  back  at  any  time.  I 
enjoyed  my  association  with  General  Motors, 
but  there  Is  absolutely  no  commitment  on 
the  part  of  either  party  with  reapect  to  the 
future. 

I  say  that  by  his  own  language  he  in- 
dicates a  feeling  of  affinity  for  General 
Motors.  There  is  no  signed  contract 
with  respect  to  his  going  back  to  General 
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Motors,  but  It  is  my  interpretation  that. 
as  of  now,  depending,  of  course,  upon 
future  events — and  all  of  us  must  depend 
upon  future  events  as  to  what  we  shall 
do  next  month,  next  year,  or  the  year 
thereafter — by  his  own  testimony  there 
is  a  very  strong  indication  that  he  ex- 
pects to  go  back  to  General  Motors. 

There  was  not  even  that  element  in  the 
Wilson  case.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
transcript  of  Mr.  Wilsons  testimony 
which  indicates  that  when  he  gets 
through  with  the  Department  of  De- 
fense job  he  intends  to  go  back  to  Gen- 
eial  Motors.  But  I  say  that  there  is  a 
pretty  strong  indication,  as  of  now.  of  a 
feeling  of  affinity  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Kyes  for  General  Motors,  and  that  the 
feeling  is  such  that  he  intends  to  return 
to  that  corporation  in  some  responsible 
position.  I  say  that  such  an  affinity  is 
an  indirect  interest,  and  that  it  is  rather 
questionable  whether  we  ought  to  place  a 
person  in  a  position  of  policy  making 
and  judgment  when  it  is  clear  tiiat  his 
feeling  of  affinity  for  this  company  is 
such  that  there  is  the  probability,  and 
certainly  the  expressed  intention  on  his 
part,  qualified  as  his  testimony  qualifies 
it.  that  eventually  he  will  go  back  to  the 
corporation  which  has  billions  of  dollars 
of  defense  contracts  over  which,  in  part, 
he  will  have  administrative  supervision, 

I  repeat  what  I  said  the  other  day  in 
connection  with  the  Wilson  case,  that  I 
do  not  believe  that  is  good  Government 
policy.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  a  risk 
ue  ought  to  run.  I  think  it  is  a  mistake 
to  put  both  the  president  and  the  vice 
president  of  General  Motors  in  the  two 
top  positions  in  the  E>efense  Establish- 
ment, with  jurisdiction  over  billions  of 
dollars  worth  of  contracts  with  General 
Motors  with  respect  to  which  they  them- 
selves, as  former  officers  of  the  company, 
must  be  considered  to  have  been  partici- 
pants in  the  negotiation  and  consumma- 
tion. 

What  about  the  bonus  problem?  It  is 
the  same  as  in  the  Wilson  case.  Al- 
though counsel  for  the  bonus  and  salary 
committee,  and  Mr.  Sloan,  as  chairman, 
have  said  that  cash  will  be  given  In  lieu 
of  stock  bonuses  to  be  received  over  the 
next  4  years,  the  fact  remains  that  the 
question  has  not  yet  been  settled.  The 
matter  has  not  yet  been  concluded.  At 
least  there  is  nothing  in  the  printed 
record  which  shows  any  finality  of 
action.  It  is  true  that  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Byrd)  and  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Saltonstall) 
have  no  question  about  the  outcome,  but 
I  point  out  the  fact  that  the  transaction 
has  not  yet  been  concluded  as  far  as 
we  have  been  informed  to  date.  So  as 
of  this  moment  there  is  a  direct  inter- 
e.st.  I  am  not  going  to  vote  for  confirma- 
tion so  long  as  that  direct  Interest  exists. 
I  would  not  vote  for  confirmation  for  the 
other  reasons,  anyway;  but  I  think  a 
cash  payment  Is  not  going  to  weaken  the 
feeling  of  affinity  which  Mr.  Wilson  and 
Mr.  K!yes  have  for  General  Motors. 

There  is  one  other  part  of  the  tran- 
script which  I  wish  to  read.  At  the  last 
hearing,  on  page  3 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  yield  on  the  question  of 
bonuses? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Yes. 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  In  order  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  may  clear 
up  that  matter  and  disclose  what  the 
record  now  shows? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Yes :  T  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for 
that  purpose? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I 
have  received  two  letters  from  Alfred  P. 
Sloan,  Jr.,  one  addressed  to  Mr.  Kyes 
and  one  addressed  to  Mr.  Wilson,  which 
I  should  like  to  place  in  the  Rkcobd  at 
this  point. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Do  they  show  that  the 
cash  settlement  has  been  made? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  read  one 
of  the  letters.    They  are  identical: 

General  Motors  Corp.. 
Kew  York,  N.  Y..  January  29,  19S3. 
Mr.  R.  M.  Ktes. 

The  Westchester  Apartments, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Ktes  :  With  respect  to  the  unde- 
livered Installments  of  your  tx>nus  awards 
which.  If  earned  out  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  General  Motors  bonus  plan 
and  action  of  the  bonus  and  salary  commit- 
tee previously  reported  to  you,  will  be  de- 
livered to  you  In  January  1954,  January  1965. 
January  1956.  and  January  1957,  I  have 
pwUed  the  individual  members  of  the  bonus 
and  salary  committee  and  It  Is  unanimously 
agreed  that,  in  accordance  with  your  request, 
cash  payments  will  be  substituted  for  the 
shares  of  General  Motors  common  stock 
which  would  otherwise  be  delivered  to  you 
on  the  aforesaid  dates. 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing,  no  fur- 
ther payments  will  be  made  to  you  of  divi- 
dend equivalents  which  would  otherwise  be 
payable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
7  (C)  of  the  bonus  plan. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Alfred  P.  SloaW,  Jr., 

Chairman,  Bonus  and  Salary  Committee. 

This  letter  is  identical  with  the  letter 
addressed  to  Mr.  Wilson.  Both  are  dated 
January  29.  1953. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  informa- 
tion is  very  helpful  and  very  fine.  The 
bonus  matter  has  been  cleared  up  in  a 
very  profitable  way  for  Mr.  Wilson  and 
Mr.  Kyes.  but  in  a  way  which,  in  my 
judgment,  will  only  strengthen  the  feel- 
ing of  affinity  they  have  for  General 
Motors.  In  my  judgment,  it  will  have 
a  very  definite  psychological  effect  on 
them  so  far  as  the  question  of  partiality 
is  concerned.  I  think  it  only  bears  out 
my  point  that  we  are  putting  men  in 
the  p>osition  of  judgment  over  General 
Motors  contracts,  through  their  posi- 
tions in  the  E>efense  Department,  a  posi- 
tion which  in  my  opinion  will  make  it 
impossible  for  them  to  avoid  the  suspi- 
cion that  they  are  acting  with  bias  and 
prejudice  in  favor  of  General  Motors. 

Why  not  put  them  in  some  other  gov- 
ernmental job,  where  they  would  not  be 
passing  judgment  on  General  Motors 
contracts,  and  put  somebody  in  the  De- 
fense Establishment  who  has  not  been 
a  party  to  negotiating  defense  contracts 
with  the  E>efense  Establishment,  over 
which  they  will  have  jurisdiction? 

I  wish  to  say  kindly  tliat  few  things 
have  shocked  me  as  much  as  has  Eisen- 
hower's appointment  of  the  president 
and  vice  president  of  General  Motors  to 
be  in  charge  of  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment,   If  I  ever  saw  an  example  of  big 


business  stepping  In  and  proceeding,  as 
big  business  too  frequently  likes  to  do. 
to  be  both  the  judge  and  the  advocate 
in  the  administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment over  its  own  affairs,  the  appoint- 
ment of  Wilson  and  Kyes  prove  my 
point. 

My  colleagues  are  welcome,  if  they 
wish  to  do  so.  to  vest  that  kind  of  arbi- 
trary power  in  big  business,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Ameri- 
can people.  That  is  why  I  oppose  this 
nomination,  as  I  opposed  the  Wilson 
nomination. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  go  back  to  the 
colloquy  between  Mr.  Kyes  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  (Mr.  Hunt]. 

Senator  Hunt.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  havent 
any  questions.  I  Intend  to  vote  with  the 
committee  with  reference  to  Mr.  Kyes'  nom- 
ination. 

He  is  In  exactly  the  same  position:  I  see  no 
difference  at  all  between  his  situation  and 
Mr.  Wilsons,  but  I  do  have,  Mr.  Chairman, 
some  Hesitancy  in  giving  my  full  approval 
to  both  the  president  and  vice  president  of 
the  largest  corporation  that  we  do  business 
with  moving  in  on  one  establishment  ol 
Government,  the  Defense  Establishment. 

Now  these  men  are  absolutely  honest.  I 
think  they  will  bend  backward  to  see  that 
General  Motors  doesn't  get  favors,  but  It 
Just  doesn't  seem  to  me  good  publl-  rela- 
tions or  good  policy,  and  that  Is  all  I  have 
to  say,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  wish  to  say  to  my  good  friend  from 
Wyoming  that  I  agree  with  his  obser- 
vations about  these  men  being  honest. 
I  think  they  are  honest.  I  also  agree 
with  his  observation  that  It  Is  not  good 
public  policy  to  appoint  both  the  presl- 
deht  and  the  vice  president  of  General 
Motors  to  these  top  defense  positions. 
My  only  difference  with  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  with  respect  to  the 
cogent  observation  he  made  during  the 
hearings  Is  that  I  think  the  objection  is 
so  valid  that  I  cannot  vote  to  confirm 
the  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  take  a  minute 
or  two  to  set  forth  some  historical  facts 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  the  confir- 
mation of  nominees,  because  I  have  said 
all  that  I  Intend  to  say  about  the  Kyes 
appointment.  If  the  reader  will  keep  in 
mind  the  fact  that  I  have  Incorporated 
by  reference  all  my  objections  to  Wilson 
as  applicable  to  Kyes,  saving  and  except 
my  comments  In  the  Wilson  case  to  the 
family  holdings  he  will  then  know  my 
full  case  against  Kyes. 

I  wish  the  record  to  show  some  his- 
torical facts  with  respect  to  the  question 
of  nominations  in  our  history  and  of 
Senate  action  with  reference  to  them. 
I  am  no  little  amused  by  the  number  of 
people  I  have  talked  to  who  have  not 
checked  the  history  very  well. 

Under  Zachary  Taylor's  administra- 
tion the  following  experience  was  re- 
corded: 

Mr.  Seward's  first  speech  In  the  Senate  was 
to  aecure  the  conflnnatlon  of  the  Poatmaater 
General,  which  was  threatened  by  an  at- 
tempt to  refer  the  nomination  to  a  com- 
mittee. Mr.  Collamer  being  eingled  out  from 
all  the  others  for  opposition,  because  of  his 
abolition  sentiments  (pp.  140-141.  Hinsdale). 

Under  President  Andrew  Jackson's  ad. 
ministration: 

Inasmuch  as  tlw  OBsMttodl  oonditloB  of  tte 
Senate  mMic  AowMful  tkr  ooBAroaiUoB  oC 
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the  Incoming  Cabinet  with  different  prln- 
dplea  than  the  outgolnc  one,  the  precaution 
«aa  taken  of  having  Katon,  Branch,  and  Ber- 
rien hold  their  seats,  until  the  Secretaries  of 
the  State  and  Treasury  Departments  had 
been  confirmed.  Accordingly,  the  appoint- 
ment* were  not  complete  until  March  9 
(Hinsdale,  pp.  83-84). 

Under   President   Jefferson's    admin- 
istration: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treagury,  Albert  Gal- 
latin, of  Pennsylvania,  assumed  office  by  va- 


cation commission,  May  14.  1801,  a  precau- 
tion which  he  himaelf  urged,  and  which 
sprung  greatly  out  of  the  dislU^e  he  had  In- 
vited from  the  Federalists  by  the  surveillance 
over  Treasury  operations  that  he  had  as- 
sumed in  the  House  of  Representatives 
(Hinsdale,  pp.  41-42). 

The  following  Senate  rejections  of 
nominations  for  Cabinet  positions  are 
compiled  from  Haynes  Commentaries, 
pages  761-762.  volume  II: 


Nominee 

Position 

President 

Date 

Vote 

Roeer  B.  Taney .-. 

Caleb  Cushiag 

i»o 

I)o _.. 

David  Hensh»w 

Secretary  o(  the  Treasury . 

Ja<-ks<)n- 

Tyler 

June  2:i.  IKM 
Mat.     a,  1,S43 
do 

)H  2S 

do 

lU  27 

do 

..      do 

iiv  ;'T 

do... 

Secretary  of  tlie  -Navy 

Secretarv  of  War 

do 

"""do.."""."'""" 

do 

Jan.    15.  1M44 
Jan.    .-Jd.  1X44 
June   \\  1H44 
June     2.  iHtis 
M«r.  Ill  WIS 
•Mar    Iti.  iy25 

James  M.  Porter. 

3  M 

8orretary  of  the  Treasury . 

do 

{i| 

Henry  Sfanbery 

Attorney  General 

Johnson  

rot>lidRe  

do 

11  20 

Cbarles  B.  Warren 

....Mo 

'»>  41 

Do 

do 

3tf  4ti 

■■" 

«  Not  recorded. 

In  1946  President  Truman  was  com- 
pelled by  Senate  opposition  to  withdraw 
Edwin  W.  Pauley's  nomination  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

In  the  Washington  Star  for  January 
22,  1953,  we  find  this  statement: 

Wilson  lant  the  first  to  be  challenged. 
President  Grant  had  his  trouble  over  a  nom- 
ination for  the  Treasury.  He  named  a 
wealthy  New  York  philanthropist  and  mer- 
chant, Alexander  Stewart,  and  the  Senate 
confirmed  Stewart  as  Secretary  but  he  never 
took  office  because  someone  dug  up  a  1789 
statute  forbidding  anyone  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  who  has  a  direct  or  Indirect 
interest  in  commerce.  Stewart  offered  in 
vain  to  let  trustees  run  his  business  while 
he  was  in  office.  Grant,  after  a  futile  at- 
tempt to  have  the  law  changed,  appointed 
another  man. 

The  1780  statute  which  applies  only  to 
the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasiiry  was  resur- 
rected in  1924  and  cited  against  Andrew  W. 
Mellon  who  was  confirmed — opposition  st* ar- 
ming from  Senator  McKellar. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  inserted  the  his- 
torical information  in  the  Rkcoro  be- 
cause some  persons  who  have  written  and 
telegraphed  to  me  seem  to  think  that  the 
position  which  I  have  taken  on  these 
nominations  is  unheard  of  in  the  history 
of  the  Senate.  Of  course,  history  does 
not  bear  them  out.  I  have  followed  no 
course  of  action  different  from  what 
others  in  times  gone  by,  who  have  felt  as 
I  have  felt  about  these  nominations,  fol- 
lowed in  respect  to  nominations  which 
they  believed  to  be  equally  unwise  in 
their  time.  I  have  put  this  historical 
information  into  the  Record  also  to  point 
out  that  the  Senate  has  a  glorious  record 
of  functioning  under  our  constitutional 
Bjrstem  as  a  check  upon  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive. 

I  have  placed  it  in  the  Record  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  wisdom  of  our 
predecessors  in  the  Senate  was  so  far- 
sighted  that  they  recognized  the  impor- 
tance of  preserving  for  the  exercise  of 
any  single  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  the  procedural  prerogative  which 
I  have  exercised  since  the  beginning  of 
this  session  of  the  Congress  in  regard  to 
these  nominations.  As  I  said  in  my  first 
speech  on  the  subject,  it  is  a  very  impor- 
tant check,  vesting  in  each  Member  of 
this  bo<ly  the  right  to  run  up  a  warning 
flir«f  caution.  In  calling  for  fuller  con- 


sideration and  greater  deliberation  upon 
nominations,  as  they  come  before  the 
Senate. 

I  am  fully  appreciative  that  the  fact 
that  I  have  been  the  one  to  hoist  that 
warning  sign  is  bound  to  heap  upon  me 
the  kind  of  criticism  I  have  been  receiv- 
ing; but  let  me  say,  by  way  of  thanlcs 
to  the  many  hundreds  of  persons  who 
have  sent  telegrams  and  letters  to  me 
in  the  days  immediately  past,  that  I  ap- 
preciate their  confidence  and  their  words 
of  encouragement,  as  I  have  seen  fit  to 
put  into  operation  the  principle  of 
checks  and  balances. 

On  the  Wilson  case,  the  latest  count 
In  my  oflBce  shows  that  the  telegrams  and 
letters  have  been  running  at  a  ratio  of 
about  15  to  1  in  support  of  the  position 
I  have  taken.  The  count  in  my  office 
shows  that  the  communications  on  the 
position  I  am  taking  on  the  entire  Cab- 
inet fight  are  running  at  a  ratio  of  bet- 
ter than  9  to  1  in  support  of  the  posi- 
tion I  have  taken.  I  do  not  draw  any 
strong  generality  or  conclusion  from 
those  facts;  I  simply  cite  them  as  some 
evidence  that  in  the  United  States  not 
all  our  citizens  are  accepting  the  claim 
that  if  any  Member  of  the  Senate  raises 
a  question  about  any  recommendation 
fiiade  to  the  Senate  by  President  Dwight 
Eisenhower,  that  Senator  is  not  a  good 
American  in  these  times. 

Let  me  say  then  that,  as  I  said  over 
the  radio  the  other  evening,  that  I  am 
going  to  fight  political  goose-stepping  in 
the  United  States.  Ot  course  the  hour 
is  a  critical  one,  and  it  is  so  critical  that 
every  American  citizen  should  contem- 
plate his  duties  of  citizenship  and  states- 
manship, and  should  recognize  that, 
after  all,  even  though  he  may  disagree 
with  the  action  of  a  Senator  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  that  Senator  has  the  duty, 
so  long  as  he  remains  in  this  body,  of 
following  a  course  of  action  which  will 
check  the  administration  if  he  believes 
more  time  is  necessary  for  consideration 
of  nominations  sent  to  the  Senate  by 
the  President,  regardless  of  whether  that 
President  is  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat. 

Only  in  keeping  with  that  principle 
have  I  followed  the  course  of  action  I 
have  followed  in  the  Senate;  and  I  in- 
tend to  continue  to  follow  it  whenever  I 
believe  a  check  by  way  of  an  objection. 


as  guaranteed  to  me  as  a  Senator,  as  a 
right  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
should  be  exercised  in  what  I  believe  to 
be  the  best  interests  of  my  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Roger  M. 
Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Deputy  Secre- 
tary of  Defense? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  nomination  of  Roger  M.  Kyes  to  be 
Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense  was  sub- 
mitted by  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  and  thereafter  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  heard  Mr.  Kyes,  and  sub- 
sequently was  unanimous  in  reporting 
the  nomination  favorably.  The  Senator 
from  Michigan  has  gone  into  consider- 
able detail  in  discussing  the  life  history 
of  Mr.  Kyes. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  sim- 
ply call  attention  to  the  printed  hear- 
ings in  connection  with  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Kyes;  in  particular.  I  call  atten- 
tion to  page  47  of  the  hearings  of  Janu- 
ary 15.  where  Mr.  Kyes*  life  history  is 
set  forth  in  some  detail;  and  also  to  the 
statement  appearing  on  page  2  of  the 
hearings  of  January  28.  in  which  Mr. 
Kyes  stated  he  has  divorced  himself  com- 
pletely from  General  Motors  Corp. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee for  making  available  to  me,  even 
in  advance  of  the  printing  of  the  hear- 
ings on  these  nominations,  the  commit- 
tee transcript. 

I  also  wish  to  thank  the  gentleman 
who  sits  at  the  right  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.  General  Mudge. 
of  the  professional  staff  of  the  commit- 
tee, for  the  many  courtesies  he  has  ex- 
tended to  me  in  our  discussion  of  the 
nominations,  in  carrying  out  the  chair- 
man's instructions  that  the  informa- 
tion be  made  available  to  me. 

It  has  been  ex.ceedingly  helpful;  and. 
incidentally,  it  has  saved  a  great  deal  of 
time  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  because 
without  that  information  to  study  in  ad- 
vance, undoubtedly  I  would  have  foimd 
it  necessary  to  take  several  times  the 
amount  of  time  I  have  felt  it  necessary 
to  take  this  afternoon  in  discussing  these 
matters  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  appreciate  the  statement  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  made.  I  believe  every 
Senator  is  entitled  to  the  fullest  possible 
information;  and  certainly  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  receive  it  when.  as.  and 
if  it  is  available  from  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Kyes  will  be  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Roger  M. 
Kyes.  of  Michigan,  to  be  Deputy  Secre- 
tary of  Defense? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  notified  forthwith  of  all  nomina- 
tions which  have  been  confirmed  today 
by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  now  move  that  the  Senate  resume  the 
consideration  of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  am  about  to  move  that  the  Senate  ad- 
journ; but  before  doing  so,  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 


MAYME  R.  L.  CRESSE 

Mr  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  granting  of  the  franchise  to  the 
women  of  America — giving  them  the 
right  to  vote — was  one  of  the  great 
advancements  in  our  free  way  of  life. 

I  shall  ever  remember  that  event  which 
occurred  when  I  was  a  very  young  mem- 
ber of  the  district  board  of  elections  in 
my  own  district.  At  that  time  I  had  Just 
returned  from  World  War  I. 

Among  the  women  in  my  State  who 
fought  valiantly  for  the  cause  of  equal 
suffrage  was  a  great  lady  from  a  neigh- 
boring community,  a  community  of  my 
own  county  Her  name  will  ever  be  hal- 
lowed in  Gloucester  County  history. 

I  refer.  Mr.  President,  to  the  Honorable 
Mayme  R.  L.  Cresse. 

On  Tuesday  of  this  week  she  passed 
into  the  Great  Beyond.  Her  passing  is  a 
great  loss  to  the  county,  to  our  State, 
and  to  the  Nation  to  which  her  heart 
and  soul  were  ever  devoted. 

Sometimes,  Mr.  President,  we  are 
given  to  long  memorial  tributes  to  men 
and  women  whose  names  are  known 
throughout  the  world,  and  on  such  occa- 
sions I  often  wonder  whether  we  over- 
look the  more  humble  souls  who  serve 
without  reward  to  keep  our  country 
strong  and  virile  here  at  home. 

Mayme  Cresse  was  one  of  these  many 
unsung  heroes.  She  was  a  good  wife,  a 
good  mother,  a  good  citizen.  I  use  the 
word  "good"  because  the  word  "great" 
is  so  much  overused  in  such  circum- 
stances. But  Mayme  Cresse  was  truly  a 
great  citizen  of  our  Republic. 

Mrs.  Cresse  was  the  wife  of  a  di3tln- 
guished  banker  of  New  Jersey,  Wads- 
worth  Cresse.  Her  only  son.  Wadsworth 
Cresse.  Jr..  was  a  distinguished  soldier 
of  World  War  II,  and  now  is  practicing 
law  in  the  city  of  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  where 
I  live. 

This  great  lady  of  New  Jersey  began 
her  long  political  career  as  an  active 
suffragist,  serving  as  Gloucester  County 
chairman  and  a  member  of  the  State 
board  at  that  time. 

When  women's  suffrage  became  law  in 
New  Jersey,  she  was  appointed  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Republican  State  committee, 
a  post  which  she  has  held  continuously 
since  1920. 

Mrs.  Cresse  was  an  altemate-at-large 
to  the  Republican  National  Convention 
In  Kansas  City  in  1928. 

Mrs.  Cresse  was  also  one  of  the  organ- 
izers of.  and  for  7  years  served  as  presi- 
dent of.  the  Gloucester  County  Health 
Association. 

She  was  also  a  past  president  of  the 
Gloucester  County  Women's  Republican 
Club,  the  Woman's  Club  of  Woodbury, 
and  the  Woodbury  Rotary  Anns. 

She  was  a  member  of  the  National 
Republican  Club;  the  State  Women's  Re- 


publican Club  of  New  Jersey;  the  Acad- 
emy of  Natural  Science,  in  Philadelphia; 
the  Penrvsylvanla  Horticultural  Society; 
and  the  Chester  Coimty  (Pennsylvania) 
Historical  Society. 

Mr.  President,  save  only  our  distin- 
guished colleague,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  SiirrHl.  I  know  of  no 
woman  in  public  life  who  has  served  her 
party  with  the  same  devotion  and  loyalty 
as  has  Mayme  Cresse.  unless  it  might  be 
the  vlves  of  those  who  have  made  pos- 
sible our  success  as  United  States  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  In  Congress. 

Mr.  President.  I  regret  that  my  duties 
as  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee at  a  very  Important  hour  of  the 
Nation's  history  made  it  impossible  for 
me  to  attend  the  last  rites  of  this  great 
lady. 

Mayme  Cresse  helped  give  this  Nation 
the  kind  of  representation  it  will  ever 
so  desperately  need. 

I  bow  my  head  as  I  pay  her  memory 
the  respect  which  her  services  to  her 
community.  State,  and  Nation  so  Justly 
deserve. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until 
12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'clock  and  43  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Monday,  February  2. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


PRAGUE  NEWS  LETTERS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Butler  1  found  it  necessary  to  leave  dur- 
ing the  debate  on  another  matter.  He 
gave  me  the  following  statement,  which 
I  desire  to  read  Into  the  Record  at  this 
point: 

Ever  so  often  our  faith  in  our  free  Insti- 
tutions is  reemphaslzed  by  some  meaningful 
incident.  A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Harold  Hutcheson.  superintend- 
ent of  schools,  Atkinson,  Nebr..  giving  me 
his  views  regarding  a  so-called  news  letter 
which  Is  apparently  being  mailed  to  many 
of  our  schools  by  one  of  the  satellite  em- 
bassies of  the  Communist  empire.  Mr. 
Hutcheson's  highly  commendable  reaction  to 
this  propaganda  technique  demonstrates 
again  the  stability  of  our  educational  insti- 
tutions in  America.  I  am  certain  his  letter 
will  be  of  interest  to  aU  Members  of  this 
body.  Therefore.  I  request  that  the  letter 
be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rxcoso. 

For  Mr.  Butler  of  Nebraska  and  in  his 
name,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
letter  of  Harold  Hutcheson  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

ATKOfSON    PtTBLIC    SCHOOLS. 

Atkinson,  Nebr.,  January  20,  1953. 
1  he  Honorable  Htrcn  Bctlix. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washinffton,  D.  C. 

Sn:  I  received  six  Prague  News  Letters 
from  the  Czechoelovakian  Embassy  addressed 
to  the  Superintendent  of  Schools,  Atkinson, 
Nebr. 

These  papers  are  filled  with  the  Communist 
propaganda  line  and  full  of  vlliflcation  of 
the  United  States. 

The  manner  of  addressing  the  package 
leads  me  to  believe  that  simUar  papers  have 
been  maUed  to  most  of  the  schools  in  the 
United  States. 

I  don't  believe  this  type  of  fu-opaganda  can 
have  any  effect  upon  the  superintandenta 
of  schools  of  the  United  States  but  the  at- 
immpi  to  do  so  irks  me. 
Very  truly  yotirs, 

HaaOLD    HUTCHBBOM. 

Superintndent  o/  ScfiooU. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  January  30,  1953: 
Untted  Natiows 

Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  York,  to  b« 
the  representative  of  the  United  States  ot 
America  on  the  Human  Rights  Commission 
of  the  Economic  and  Social  CouncU  of  the 
United  Nations,  for  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  3  years  expiring  December  31,  1953.    ) 

Department  or  Statx 
Herman  Phleger,  of  California,  to  be  Legal 
Adviser,  Department  of  State. 

Depasticent  or  Dbrnsk 
Roger  M.  Kyes,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Deputy 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

Dkfaktment  or  Justice 
H.  Brian  Holland,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
an  Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Warren  Olney  III.  of  Calilornla.  to  be  As- 
sistant Attorney  General. 

Department  or  Commebcc 
Stephen  F.  Dunn,  of  Michigan,  to  be  gen- 
eral counsel,  Department  of  Commerce. 


SENATE 

Monday,  February  2,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  Ood.  our  Father,  lead  us  who 
seek  Thy  face,  to  still  waters  and  green 
pastures  where,  in  some  quiet  shrine  of 
the  spirit,  we  may  be  reassured  of  those 
values  which  are  excellent  and  perma- 
nent, and  which  assert  their  sovereignty 
in  all  life's  changing  scenes. 

As  we  bow  at  this  altar  of  prayer,  with 
poignant  sympathy  we  lift  our  suppli- 
cations for  those  who  are  In  great  lam- 
entation today  because  of  the  devasta- 
tions of  tempest  and  of  sea  In  the  terri- 
fying catastrophe  which  has  swept  the 
shores  of  ancient  lands,  our  partners  In 
the  free  world.  While  today  with  the 
Nation's  Chief  Executive  we  come  to  a 
place  in  these  solemn  times  when  the 
state  of  the  Union  is  examined,  may  we 
carefully  examine  the  state  of  our  own 
hearts,  our  ideals,  our  motives,  our  rul- 
ing passions,  knowing  that  out  of  men's 
hearts  are  the  issues  of  life.  And  so. 
near  the  forum  with  Its  clash  and  din  of 
human  Interest,  may  we  ever  raise  an 
altar  where  a  constant  sense  of  the 
etemabmay  save  us  from  splrittial  de- 
cay, from  moral  cowardice,  and  from  any 
betrayal  of  the  highest  public  good.  We 
ask  it  in  the  dear  Redeemer's  name. 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  Jan- 
uary 30,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 
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COMMTTTEE  MIDSTINGS  DURINO 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  was  authorized  to 
meet  this  afternoon  during  the  session 
of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Wilet,  and  by 
imanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  was  authorized  to  hold 
a  hearing  this  afternoon  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Saltonstall,  and 
by  unanimous  consent,  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  were  au- 
thorized to  sit  this  afternoon  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

BXQunKMENT  oT  Mexchant  Seamen  To 
Undesstand    Okdees    Given     in    English 

LANCtrAOE 

'  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasiiry,  transmitting  a  draft  of  propcaed 
legislation  to  require  that  merchant  seamen 
be  able  to  understand  orders  given  In  the 
English  language,  and  for  other  purposes 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Refobt  ok  Stnthetic  Liquid  Fuei-s 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on 
synthetic  liquid  fuels,  for  the  calendar  year 
1952.  together  with  parts  I  and  XI.  entitled 
"Oil  From  Coal"  and  "Oil  From  Oil  Shale," 
respectively  (with  accompanying  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Tbansfeb  or  Right,  Title,  and  Interest  or 
THE  United  States  in  a  Cebtain  Invention 
TO  FmEDEXiCK  W.  Lex 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  transfer  to  Frederick  W.  Lee  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States 
In  and  to  a  certain  invention  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Rbpokt  or  BUKEAU  or  Public  Roab3 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1B52  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

RKPORT  or  INTEKSTATE  COMMEXCE  COMMISSION 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  the  sixty-sixth  annual  report 
of  that  Commission,  dated  November  1,  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report):  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Rxpokt  on  Pinal  Valuations  of  Propekties 
or  Certain  Interstate  Carhiess 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  In^rstate 
Commerce  Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  copies  of  the  final  valuations  of 
properties  of  certain  carriers  (with  accom- 
panying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Information  and  Civilian  Education  for 
Personnel  or  Armed  Forces 
A  letter  from  the  general  counsel.  Office 
Of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
iMtjlRtlnn  to  authorise  the  furnishing  of 
|i2«imion  and  clvUlan  education  for  per- 


sonnel In  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for  other 
purpose*  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report  or  Administrator  or  Gknxrai. 
Services 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  General 
Services  Administration,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  his  report  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

Statement  or  Eusiness  of  Washington  Gas 
Light  Co. 

A  letter  from  the  president.  Washington 
Gas  Light  Co  .  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  statement  of  the  bu.siness  of  that  com- 
pany, together  with  a  list  of  stockholders, 
for  the  year  ended  December  31.  1952  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Retort  of   Capital  Transit  Co. 

A  letter  from  the  president.  Capital  Transit 
Co..  Washington,  D.  C,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  report  of  that  company  for 
the  calendar  year  1952  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report):  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

Report  or  Potomac  Eiectric  Power  Co. 

A  letter  from  the  president.  Potomac  Elec- 
tric Power  Co  .  Washington,  D  C  ,  tran.s- 
mlttlng.  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of  that 
company,  for  the  year  enrtfd  December  31. 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 


PETmONS  AND  MEMORIALS 
Petitions,   etc.,   were   la'd   before   the 
Senate,   or  presented,   and   referred   as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  Of  the  State 
of  Nebraska:  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"Whereas  vesicular  exanthema,  hog  chol- 
era, trichinosis,  and  other  diseases  of  swine 
are.  or  may  be,  transmitted  by  the  '^^rfing  of 
raw  garbage:  and 

"Whereas  these  diseases  cause  heavy  'osses 
to  the  swine  industry  of  the  Nation:  and 

"Whereas  Nebraska  and  some  of  her  sister 
States  have  enacted  laws  designed  to  pre- 
vent the  spread  of  these  diseases  by  prohib- 
iting the  feeding  of  raw  garbage,  but  other 
States  have  not  done  so;  and 

"Whereas  a  part  of  the  problem  is  inter- 
state In  character,  hence  not  amenable  to 
effective  control  by  the  States:  Now.  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  members  of  the  Nebraska 
Legislature   in  s  xty-fifth  session  assembled : 

"1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  urged  to  enact  legislation  forbidding  the 
shipment  of  raw  garbage  across  State  lines 
for  feeding  purposes. 

"2.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  further  urged  to  enact  legislation  for- 
bidding the  shipment  of  swine  across  State 
lines  If  such  swine  have  been  fed  on  raw 
garbage. 

"3.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  trans- 
mitted by  the  clerk  of  the  legislature  to  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  as  Pres- 
ident of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  each  Member 
from  Nebraska  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  In  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States." 

A   Joint    resolution   of   the   Legislature   of 
the   State   of   Idaho;    to   the    Committee   on 
Interstate   and   Foreign   Commerce: 
"To  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives   of    the    United    States    m 
Congress  assembled: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  In  its  thirty- 
second  session,  do  respectfully  represent 
that — 


"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho  produces  let- 
ter than  750,0(X)  [tounda  of  trout  annually 
for  food:  and 

"Whereas  the  production  of  trout  for  com- 
mercial purpos'-s  Is  one  of  the  main  Indus- 
tries in  Idaho;  and 

"Whereas  the  trout  produced  In  Idaho  Is 
of  superior  quality,   and 

"Whereas  Idaho  trout  men,  licensed  In  the 
State  of  Idaho,  In  cooperation  with  trout 
men  from  adjoining  States,  have  gone  to 
considerable  exp>ense  In  order  to  advertise 
their  product;    and 

"Whereas  foreign  nations  can  and  do  Im- 
port trout  of  an  inferior  quality  at  greatly 
reduced  prices;   and 

"Whereas  foreign  trout  are  t>eing  sold  as 
Idaho  trout,  or  Rocky  Muunlaln  trout.  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolred  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  thirty-second  session  of  the  Legisla- 
tare  in  the  State  of  Idaho  {the  Senate  con- 
curring).  That  we  hereby  urge  upon  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  pass  an 
act  requiring  that  all  imported  trout  sold 
In  the  L'nlted  States  be  labeled  as  to  Its 
r>rlKln  and  the  date  of  processing  and  that 
a  fine  be  Imposed  up<jn  any  wholesale  or 
retail  handler  removing  said  label;  be  it  fur- 
ther 

•Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  be  and  he  is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed,  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States" 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and   Foreign   Commerce; 

".^ssembly    Joint    Resolution    5 
"Joint  resf)lutlon  relative  to  the  use  of  the 
word    'California'    on    labels    of    garments 
manufactured     by    out-of-State     garment 
manufacturers 

"Whereas  for  several  year;!  the  apparel  In- 
dustry m  California  has  been  concerned  over 
Injuries  to  It  suffered  as  a  result  of  the 
practice  by  some  nut-of-State  firms  of  label- 
ing their  apparel  In  such  manner  as  to  lead 
the  public  to  assume  that  such  goods  are 
in.mufartured   In  California:   and 

"Whereas  by  the  use  by  out-of-State  firms 
cf  the  word  'California.'  or  other  similar  de- 
vices, such  firms  are  attempting  to  capi- 
talize on  the  sales  value  of  said  word  In  con- 
nection with  the  apparel  Industry,  which 
word  the  public  has  learned  to  associate 
with  superior  styling  of  certain  apparel 
manufactured   In   California:    and 

"Whereas  such  practice  has  been  sufB- 
clently  widespread  to  be  of  a  major  con- 
cern to  the  apparel  Industry  of  California 
and  Is  Injurious  to  other  California  Indus- 
tries which  use  the  name  •California'  on 
their  labels:   and 

"Whereas  under  the  Federal  law  (15  U.  8. 
C  A.  sec  1123)  any  person  who  affixes  or 
uses  111  ct>nnection  with  any  goods  or  serv- 
ices a  false  desianailnn  of  origin  and  with 
knowledge  of  such  falsity  causes  or  procures 
the  same  to  be  transported  or  used  In  com- 
merce Is  liable  to  a  civil  action  by  any  per- 
son doing  business  In  the  locality  falsely 
Indicated  as  that  of  origin  or  by  any  per- 
.•'on  who  believes  that  he  Is  or  is  likely  to 
be  damaged  by  the  use  of  such  false  de- 
scription or  rcpresentati<3n;   and 

"Whereas  lawsuits  Instituted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enjoining  such  activities  and  for  the 
collection  of  damages  suffered  thereby  are 
costly,  lengthy,  and  In  many  cases  unsuc- 
cessful due  to  the  difficulty  of  proof  required; 
and 

•  Whereas  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
has  In  some  Instances,  under  Its  power  to 
prohibit  unfair  methods  of  competition,  in- 
vestigated such  activities;  and 

"Whereas  It  is  felt  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  California  that  this  is  the  moet 
proper  and  efficient  method  of  controlling 
such  unfair  activities  and  that  the  Federal 
Trade    Commission    shotild,    with    renewed 
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vigor,  continue  Ita  patrol  of  such  offenses 
and  in  proper  cases  Issue  cease-and-desist 
orders:    Now,   therefore,   be   It 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate 
of  the  State  of  California  (fointly) ,  That  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  be  respectfully 
requested  to  henceforth  investigate  all  in- 
stances of  the  use  of  the  word  'California' 
on  labels  by  flrma  in  the  apparel  industry 
other  than  those  who  actually  manufacture 
such  apparel  in  California  and,  in  the  proper 
ca^es,  issue  cease-and-desist  orders;  and  t>e 
It  further 

"Resolved.  Tliat  the  chief  clerk  of  the 
assembly  be  directed  to  transmit  copies  of 
this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  and 
to  each  Senator  and  Representative  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  from  Cali- 
fornia." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Cuyahoga 
County  Bar  Association.  Cleveland.  Ohio, 
favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  pro- 
viding two  additional  Federal  Judgeships. 
for  the  northern  district  of  Ohio;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Iowa,  relating  to  the 
elimination  of  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  and 
leaving  that  area  of  taxation  entirely  to  the 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Iowa  printed  In  full 
when  presented  by  Mr  Hickknlooper  on 
January  30,  1953,  p.  674,  ConcribjIonal 
Record.) 

By  Mr.  AIKEN: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Vermont;  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table: 

"Whereas  the  administration  of  Dwlght 
D  Elsenhower  is  about  to  embark  on  a  most 
jierilous  Journey,  and  the  way  ahead  is  beset 
with  soul-testing  trials  that  might  cause 
others  to  question  the  course  to  be  taken  by 
our  leader:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  th^  senate  and  house  of 
representatives:  That  we  go  on  record  as 
endorsing  the  hopes  and  visions  of  our 
President.  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower,  who,  on 
January  20,  1053,  becscoe  our  thirty-fourth 
President;  and 

"That  we  exivess  our  confidence  in  his 
leadership  and  Join  with  him  In  pledging 
our  lives  and  fortunes  In  the  fight  against 
totalitarian  powers  who  arc  seeking  to 
destroy  our  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment; and 

"That  we  express  to  him  and  bis  admin- 
istration our  confidence  in  bis  expressed 
desire  to  bring  light  to  the  people  in  the 
world  who  are  In  darkness;  and 

"That  we  want  him  to  know  his  hopes  are 
cur  hopes  and  we  pledge  to  him  and  his 
administration  all  that  is  ours  in  his  effort 
'to  build  and  unify  the  strength  of  the  free 
peoples  of  the  world  for  peace";  and 

"That  we  are  ready  to  make  "whatever 
sacrifices  may  be  required  to  us'  to  accom- 
plish this  purpose;  and 

"That  we  pray  his  hopes  and  visions  for 
all  mankind  will  receive  the  support  of  all 
free  thinking  people;  aud 

"That  by  the  wisdom  of  his  policies,  with 
^  the  aid  of  the  American  people,  we  pray  that 
his  course  shall  be  guided  toward  peace, 
I)rogress  and  prosperity  at  bome  and  abroad 
and  that  by  his  actions  he  shall  keep  and 
maintain  the  highest  and  truest  traditions 
In  our  Government  that  will  give  to  the 
world  a  true  picture  of  our  country;  and 

"That  we  extend  to  him  and  bis  aides  our 
heartfelt  wishes  for  good  health  and  a  long 
life  with  abundant  happiness  for  all;  and 

"That  his  uttered  prayer.  Is  our  prayer; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be 
directed  to  forward  a  certified  copy  of  these 
resolutions   to  President  Dwlght   D.   Eisen- 


hower, Hon.  George  D.  Aiken.  Hon.  Ralph  K. 
Flanders,  and  Hon.  Winston  L.  Prouty. 
"CoNSUELo  N.  Bailet, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
"Joseph  B.  Johnson, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  January  27,  1953. 

"Lxx  E.  Emerson. 

"Governor," 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislattu'e 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  3 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorlallElng    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  His  Excel- 
lency, the  President  of  the  United  States; 
to  take   action   regarding  the  land   to  be 
Inundated  by  the  Missouri  River  develop- 
ment, the  appraisal  of  said  land,  the  peo- 
ple dispoosessed  and  other  pertinent  mat- 
ters in  relation  thereto 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of    South    Dakota    (the    House    concurring 
therein) : 

"Whereas  the  Missouri  River  development 
program  will  permanently  Inundate  thou- 
sands of  acres  of  hay  meadow,  pasture,  tim- 
ber, and  farm  land;  and 

"Whereas  many  farm  families  of  long  es- 
tablished residence  will  be  dispossessed;  and 
"Whereas  many  other  farm  acreages  will  be 
reduced  so  greatly  that  their  operation  would 
not  be  economically  sound;  and 

"Whereas  the  land  Involved  in  this  devel- 
opment program  Is  adapted  to  livestock  rais- 
ing: and 

"Whereas  livestock  raising  requires  pro- 
grams extending  over  a  long  term  of  years 
to  provide  sufficient  feed  and  equipment  for 
this  type  of  agriculture;  and 

"Whereas  the  families  affected  are  re- 
quired to  dispose  of  their  property  on  a  closed 
or  forced  market  and  are  required  to  secure 
replacements  on  an  open  market  at  a  time 
when  It  Is  recognized  that  farm  lands  are 
selling  at  inflated  values:  Now,  therefore, 
be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  thirty- 
third  session  of  the  South  Dakota  Legisla- 
ture, the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring therein,  do  memorialize  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  require  that  in  all 
land  appraisals  that  these  facts,  including 
the  good  will  of  the  people  Involved,  be  con- 
sidered and  that  the  appraised  value  of  the 
land  be  known  by  both  parties  making  the 
transaction;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  requirement  that  the 
money  received  from  the  sale  of  dispossessed 
land  be  reinvested  In  land  within  1  year  or 
requiring  the  payment  of  income  tax  be 
extended  so  that  parties  involved  will*  not 
be  required  to  purchase  land  during  the 
period  of  Inflated  values:  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  t>e  forwarded  to  His  Excellency,  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  chairmen  of  the  Committees  on  Agricul- 
ture of  both  Houses  of  Ck)ngre88,  to  United 
States  Senator  Francis  Case,  to  United  States 
Senator  ELarl  Mundt,  to  Congressman  E.  Y. 
Berrt.  to  Congressman  Harold  O.  Lovre, 
and  to  the  Presiding  Officers  of  both  Hotises 
of  Congress. 

••Rex  Tehrt, 
"Lieutenant  Governor. 
"Niels    P.    Jensen, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate, 
"HoBART  H.  Gates, 
"Speaker  of  the  House, 
"W.  J.  Matsok, 

"Chief  Clerk." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  South 
Dakota,  identical  with  the  foregoing, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


AMERICAN  HISTORY  MONTH  IN 
KENTUCKY— PROCLAMATION  BY 
THE  GOVERNOR  OP  KENTUCKY 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  just  received  from  Mrs.  W.  H.  Noel, 
of  Harlan,  Ky.,  State  chairman  of  the 
Americanism  committee  of  the  Kentucky 
Society,  Daughters  of  the  American 
Revolution,  a  copy  of  a  proclamation 
issued  by  the  Honorable  Lawrence  W. 
Wetherby,  Governor  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Kentucky,  on  January  9,  1953, 
designating  the  month  of  February  1953 
as  American  History  Month  in  Kentucky. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  this  procla- 
mation was  issued  at  the  request  of  the 
Kentucky  Society,  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution,  and  certainly  In 
view  of  the  need  at  all  times,  particu- 
larly in  these  days  of  international  strife 
and  oppression,  to  keep  alive  the  great 
principles  and  goals  emphasized  in  the 
pages  of  our  glorious  American  history, 
I  am  indeed  glad  to  send  this  proclama- 
tion to  the  desk  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record 
and  be  thereafter  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  procla- 
mation was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

To  All  to  Whom  These  Presents  Shall  Come: 

Whereas  the  strength  of  our  Nation  de- 
pends upon  the  great  principles  of  life, 
liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  for  all 
people;  and 

Whereas  such  goals  can  only  be  achieved 
if  the  youth  of  our  Nation  Is  educated  and 
Indoctrinated  in  these  principles;  and 

Whereas  such  education  is  now  imperative 
because  of  the  growing  force  of  communism 
with  its  oppression  of  small  nations  which 
look  to  us  for  help  and  Inspiration; 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Lawrence  W.  Wetherby, 
Governor  of  the  Oommonwealth  of  Kentucky, 
do  hereby  proclaim  the  month  of  Febrvuuy^ 
1963  as  American  History  Month  in  Ken- 
tucky and  urge  all  homes,  schools,  colleges, 
and  universities,  and  the  people  of  Ken- 
tucky generally  to  especially  emphaaUM 
American  history  during  the  month  and  to 
Impart  knowledge  of  the  pledge  of  allegiance 
to  the  flag,  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Done  at  Frankfort,  Ky.,  this  the  8th  day 
of  January  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1953, 
and  In  the  year  of  the  Commonwealth,  the 
one  hundred  and  sixty-first. 

Lawrencx  W.  Wethebbt, 

Governor. 
Charlxb  K.  O'Connxll, 

Secretary  of  State. 
Susan  B.  Ruthextoro, 

Assistant. 


RESOLUTIONS  OF  WISCONSIN  SWISS 
AND  LIMBURGER  CHEESE  PRO- 
DUCERS' ASSOCIATION.  MONROE, 
WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  was 
glad  to  receive  from  Al  Stoldt,  president 
of  the  Wisconsin  Swiss  and  Limburger 
Cheese  Producers'  Association,  a  series  of 
three  resolutions  which  had  been  adopt- 
ed by  that  fine  organization  at  its  four- 
teenth annual  meeting.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  resolutions  J)e 
printed  in  the  Record ,  and  be  thereafter 
appropriately  referred.  » 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  oa 
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Banking  and  Currency,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BMBOLxmom  Adopted  at  trx  Tawnaamt 
AmtTTAi.  Mketing.  WiacoMBiir  Swiss  akd 
VsMMomatM    Crkesx    Fioducbb'    Associa- 

TXOM,  ItOJTBOK,   WIS. 

PUCK    KQUAUBATIOir 

Jt«tolMd,  That  the  Wisconsin  Swiss  and 
Llmburger  Cheese  Producers'  Association 
recommend  to  Federal  and  State  lawmakers 
that  they  keep  in  mind  the  necessity  of  uni- 
formity of  the  prices  of  farm  products  and 
the  prices  of  the  things  the  farmer  must  buy: 
that  if  farm  prices  go  down,  other  prices  must 
go  down  in  proportion;  that  we  also  advise 
that  farm  groups  in  other  States  make  simi- 
lar recommendations  to  their  representatl^  es. 

■I71>POKT   or   FAKM    PUCES 

Whereas  the  economic  welfare  of  the  Na- 
tion is  inseparable  from  protection  against 
unreasonable  declines  in  farm  prices. 

Resolved,  That  the  Wisconsin  Swiss  and 
Llmburger  Cheese  Producers'  Association 
recommends  continued  farm-price  supports 
as  price  floors,  along  with  intelligent  research 
designed  to  achieve  Improvement  in  the 
realistic  determination  and  administration 
of  such  farm-price  supports. 

INTBtNATIONAI.    TXAOC 

We  recognize  the  importance  of  inter- 
national trade  not  only  upon  our  own  econ- 
omy, but  also  upon  that  of  those  nations 
friendly  to  us  in  our  struggle  to  retain  free- 
dom as  a  part  of  our  lives  and  of  their  lives. 

It  is  our  conviction,  however,  that  recipro- 
cal trade  agreements  must  be  balanced  in 
their  application  to  all  parts  of  our  economy, 
and  we  disapprove  trade  policies  which  un- 
duly curtail  imports  of  Indxistrlal  commod- 
ities while  liberalizing  imports  of  agricul- 
tural products. 

Resolved,  That  we  urge  corrective  measures 
under  appropriate  legislation  to  assure  agri- 
culture relief  from  excessive  imports. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  AIKEN  (by  request) : 

8.  731.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer  of 
certain  land  located  at  Cherry  Point.  N.  C. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 

8.  732.  A  bill  to  create  an  additional  dis- 
trict Judgeship  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Texas,  and  to  make  permanent  the  district 
Judgeship  for  the  southern  district  of  Texas 
created  by  the  act  of  August  3.  1949;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

8.  733.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Federal 
Board  of  Parole  shaU  consist  of  five  members 
not  more  than  three  of  whom  shall  be  from 
the  same  political  party;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Thti  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
•  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  HUX.: 

8.  734.  A  bUl  to  amend  paragraph  IV  of 
part  I  of  Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a)  to 
Include  survivors  of  deceased  veterans  who 
at  the  time  of  death  are  totally  disabled  and 
whose  disabilities  were  service  connected;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  ORISWOLD: 

8.  736.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Col.  Harry 
F.  Cunningham:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

8.  73«.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Curtis  W. 
McPhall;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  KENNEDY: 

8.737.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  Mll- 
tlades  lordanopoulos; 

S.  738.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Busa: 

S.  739.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Guntram 
WeLssenberger; 

8.740.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Santa  Mucl- 
accla  (Sister  Maria  Frldiana),  Teresa  Sara- 
gaglia  (Sister  Maria  Eutropla),  and  Caterlna 
Isonnl   (Sister  Maria  Olovlta); 

S.  741.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henryk  S. 
Ryniewicz- Wl.snlewskl ; 

S.  742.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Manuel  Se- 
quelra; 

S.  743.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  P. 
Khourl: 

S.  744.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cosmo  Spl- 
nosa; 

S.  745.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Do  Rego 
Dias  Pereira; 

S.  746.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kerop  Naha- 
bedlan  and  Ardemls  Nahabedlan;  and 

S.  747.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jacek  Von 
Henneberg;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr     HAYDEN: 

S.  748.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Clark 
Vyse;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

S.  749.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  on 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  on  the  claims  of  Ira  T. 
Todd  and  Major  C.  Todd,  copartners,  trading 
as  Todd  Bros.;  and 

S.  760.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  ren- 
der Judgment  on  the  claims  of  O.  W.  Todd 
and  Lloyd  Parks,  copartners,  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   MANSFIELD: 

S.  751.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  lump-sum 
payment  of  the  national  service  life  insur- 
ance granted  the  late  Lester  T.  Brown  to  his 
widow,  Mrs.  Gay  Dobler  Brown  Choquette; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

S.  752.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 

S.  753.  A  Mil  to  provide  stand-by  economic 
controls,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capehart  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By    Mr.    HOEY : 

8.  754.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  Hudson 
Morrison;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By    Mr.    BEALL: 

S.  755.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  treatment 
of  users  of  narcotics  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; to  the  Committee  on  the  DLstrict  of 
Columbia. 

By  Mr.  AIKEN: 

S.  J.  Res.  35.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
and  requesting  the  President  to  designate 
1953  as  the  fiftieth  anniversary  year  of  farnx 
demonstration  work;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

8.  J.  Res.  36.  Joint  resolution  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Mary- 
land and  Virginia  and  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
providing  for  Joint  planning  in  the  building 
and  Improvement  of  roads  leading  in  and 
out  of  the  National  Capital  and  in  the  beau- 
tiflcatlon  of  roadsides  and  public  parks  with- 
in the  metropolitan  area  of  the  National 
Capital,  and  Joint  execution  of  such  plans; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 


MEMBERSHIP  OP  FEDERAL  BOARD 

OP  PAROLE 

Mr.  THYE.     Mr.  President,  I  Introd- 

duce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 

provide  that  the  Federal  Board  of  Parole 


shall  consist  of  Ave  members  not  more 
than  three  of  whom  shall  be  from  the 
same  political  party.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  very  brief  statement  pre- 
pared by  me  in  explanation  of  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  733  >  to  provide  that  the 
Federal  Board  of  Parole  shall  consist  of 
five  members  not  more  than  three  of 
whom  shall  be  from  the  same  political 
party,  introduced  by  Mr.  Thye,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Thyb 
Is  as  follows: 

Statimznt  bt  Senatok  Thts 

•  I  have  Introduced  a  bill  relating  to  the 
Board  of  Parole  in  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice. The  bill  would  amend  Public  Law  865, 
Eighty-flrst  Congre-ss.  TTiese  amendments 
have  a  twofold  purpose  First,  to  emphasize 
a  small  element  of  economy  by  reducing  the 
Board  of  Parole  from  eight  to  five  members; 
and.  secondly,  to  provide  In  the  law  for  fair 
representation  of  each  party  m  the  member- 
ship of  the  Board. 

Reorganization  of  the  Board  of  Parole,  as 
aJTected  by  Public  Law  865.  increased  the 
number  of  members  from  five  to  eight,  but 
experience  has  shown  that  five  members  are 
entirely  adequate  to  conduct  the  important 
functions  of  the  Board.  In  fact,  no  effort 
has  been  made  since  the  law  was  passed  In 
1950  to  Implement  the  new  provisions  of  the 
law.  and  five  members  are  carrying  the  work 
now. 

It  seems  to  me  tr.at  If  five  members  of  the 
Federal  Board  of  Parole  can  adequately  and 
efBclently  do  the  Job,  as  they  have  been  do- 
ing, there  is  no  need  of  providing  for  a  Board 
of  eight  members.  Furthermore,  there  is  no 
Indication  that  a  larger  Board  will  be  needed 
in  the  near  future. 

As  to  the  second  point,  with  reference  to 
representation  on  the  Board.  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  this  is  now  one 
of  the  few  Important  boards  and  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  where  the  law 
does  not  require  division  of  representation. 

Consequently.  I  am  proposing  an  amend- 
ment to  provide  that  on  the  five-member 
Board  of  Parole  not  more  than  three  mem- 
bers shall  be  from  the  same  political  party, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 


EDITORIALS,      ARTT- 
PRl>rrED  IN  THE  AP- 


ADDRESSES, 
CLES,  ETC. 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By   Mr.   KNOWLAND: 

Address  delivered  by  him  at  dinner  honor- 
ing   J.    Francis    Cardinal    Mclntyre    in    Lo«  "* 
Angeles.  Calif..  January  28.  1953. 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  California 
Motor    Transport    Association    at    Coronado. 
Calif  .  on  January  30,  1953. 
By   Mr.   HILL: 

Article  entitled  -Student  Exchange  Pro- 
gram." written  by  Donald  Michael  Rauh.  and 
published  In  the  Washington  Sunday  Star  of 
February   1,   1953. 

By   Mr.    MARTIN: 

Article  entitled  "Art  of  Being  Happy,"  writ- 
ten by  Norman  Vincent  Peale,  and  published 
In  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  magazine  oX 
February  l,  1953. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  I»resldent.  It  is  the 
Intention  to  have  the  Senate  meet,  after 
today.  Wednesday  and  Friday,  unless  it 
becomes  necessary  to  change  the  sched- 
ule." Probably  the  sessions  will  not  be 
very  long,  because  I  know  of  no  legisla- 
tive business  that  is  liiely  to  come  before 
the  Senate,  although  the  Reorganization 
Act  may  be  considere<l  at  the  end  of  the 
week. 

However,  there  will  be  nominations  to 
be  considered,  and  it  is  important  that 
they  be  confirmed  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
I  urge  Senators  to  return  to  the  Cham- 
ber after  the  joint  session  is  concluded. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  to  have  tlie  Senate  proceed 
this  afternoon  with  the  consideration  of 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  I  shall  propose  that 
the  Senate  proceed  this  afternoon  to  the 
consideration  of  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar,  namely,  the  nomi- 
nations of  Winthrop  W.  Aldrich.  Robert 
Ten  Broeck  Stevens.  Robert  B.  Ander- 
.son.  Harold  E.  Talbo^t,  and  Francis  A. 
O'Neill,  Jr. 


JOINT  SESSION  OF  THE  TWO 
HOUSES— ADDRESS  BY  THE  PRES- 
IDENT (H.  DOC.  NO.  75) 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Pr«?sident.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  House  Con- 
current Resolution  24,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  now  proceed  W)  the  Hall  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  the  pur- 
pose of  hearing  an  a<ldress  to  be  deliv- 
ered by  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDin^T.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agieed  to. 

'Thereupon  (at  12  o'clock  and  7  min- 
utes p.  m.),  the  Senate  preceded  by  its 
Secretary  (J.  Mark  Trice),  its  Sergeant 
at  Arms  <  Forest  A.  Harness ) ,  and  the 
Vice  President,  proceeded  to  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  such  communica- 
tion as  the  President  of  the  United  States 
may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them.) 

(For  the  address  delivered  today  by 
the  President  at  the  joint  session  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress,  see  pp.  748-753 
cf  the  House  proceedings  of  today.) 

The  joint  session  having  been  dissolved, 
the  Senate,  at  1  o'clock  and  41  minutes 
p.  m.,  returned  to  its  Chamber,  and  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Vice  President. 


EMERGENCY  STABHJZATION  ACT 
OF  1953 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of 
President  Eisenhower  In  respect  to 
price,  wage,  and  rent  controls  and  other 
features  of  the  pre;jent  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act. 

It  also  covers  some  features  not  con- 
tained in  the  President's  recommenda- 
tions of  a  few  minutes  ago.  most  impor- 
tant being  the  subject  of  stand-by  con- 
trols. Small  Defense  Plants  Administra- 
tion, and  other  matters. 


Introduction  of  this  bill  will  enable 
the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Com- 
mittee to  hold  hearings  and  accept  testi- 
mony from  all  classes  of  our  people  cov- 
ering all  viewpoints  of  this  complex  and 
controversial  subject. 

This  is  my  chief  purpose  In  Introduc- 
ing the  omnibus  bill. 

It  certainly  Is  not  perfect  and  some 
win  disagree  with  some  of  its  features, 
but  the  best  way  to  bring  out  the  bad  as 
well  as  the  good  in  any  proposed  legisla- 
tion is  an  open  discussion  in  open  hear- 
ings and  that  Is  what  your  Senate  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  will  make 
every  effort  to  do. 

To  this  end,  the  Senate  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  will  begin  open 
hearings  on  this  bill,  and  any  others  per- 
taining to  controls,  starting  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  on  Monday  morning.  February  16. 

The  first  witnesses  will  be  the  heads 
of  those  departments  of  our  Govern- 
ment in  the  executive  branch  vitally 
concerned  with  these  problems. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill, 
together  with  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared,  and  a  summary  of  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  wUl 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  bill,  state- 
ment, and  summary  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  753)  to  provide  stand-by 
economic  controls,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, introduced  by  Mr.  Capehart.  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "Emergency  Siabilization  Act 
of  1953.' 

DECLAKATIOir  Of  POLICT 

Sec.  2.  In  spite  of  substantial  Increases 
which  have  occurred  since  the  outbreak  of 
the  conflict  In  Korea,  prices  are  now  general- 
ly in  normal  relationship  and  the  economy 
as  a  whole  is  relatively  stable.  It  is  the 
sense  of  the  Congress  that  this  stability  can 
be  maintained  by  the  full  and  effective  use 
of  indirect  controls  barring  unanticipated 
and  adverse  international  developments. 
There  is,  however,  the  ever  present  possibility 
of  further  Communist  aggression  which  may 
seriously  Jeopardize  the  American  economic 
system  unless  proper  legislative  and  organi- 
zational safeguards  exist  for  the  immediate 
imposition  of  economic  controls.  The  neces- 
sity for  such  safeguards  is  emphasized  by  the 
speedy  destructive  force  of  modern  warfare 
which  allows  no  delay  In  the  taking  of  Execu- 
tive action  to  insure  preservation  of  the  well- 
being  of  the  economy.  The  purpose  of  this 
act  is  to  provide  the  basis  for  such  action 
in  the  event  serious  economic  dislocations 
threatening  the  national  security  or  welfare 
develop. 

It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  direct 
economic  controls  are  Incompatible  with 
the  American  free  enterprise  system  and 
should  be  invoked  only  if  an  emergency 
arises  serious  enough  to  threaten  the  eco- 
nomic well-being  or  national  security  of 
the  United  States  and  within  the  framework 
as  far  sls  practicable  of  the  American  system 
of  competitive  enterprise.  But  if  such  an 
emergency  should  develop,  the  President 
must  have  full  powers  to  employ  immediate 
economic  controls  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  national  security 
and  welfare. 

In  order  that  this  Nation  be  prepared.  It 
Is  the  policy  of  the  Congress  that  agencies 
be  provided  on  a  limited  stand-by  basis,  to 


be  ready  at  all  times  to  take  appropriate  ac- 
tion in  the  event  of  such  an  emergency.  It 
is  the  fiuther  sen^e  of  the  Congress  that  all 
other  agencies  of  Ctovernment  shall  cooper- 
ate to  the  fullest  extent  in  assisting  these 
agencies  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act. 

It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  a 
stand-by  program  Of  the  kind  here  author- 
ized wUl  provide  for  the  national  security, 
the  general  welfare,  and  implement  the  for- 
eign policy  of  the  United  States  in  the  event 
of  serious  economic  dislocations  and  that 
the  powers  granted  herein  shall  be  used  for 
those  purposes.  This  program  may  require 
diversion  of  certain  materials  and  facilities 
from  civilian  use  to  mUitary  and  related  pur- 
poses, and  may  require  expansion  and  main- 
tenance of  productive  facilities  beyond  levels 
needed  to  meet  civilian  demand.  Such  a 
program  should  insure  against  the  ravages 
of  inflation.  Such  a  program  should  operate 
to  assure  against  dissipation  of  defense  ap- 
propriations in  an  economic  emergency;  to 
stabilize  the  cost  of  living  for  workers  and 
other  consumers  and  the  costs  of  production 
for  farmers  and  businessmen  during  such 
an  emergency.  Such  a  program  should  pro- 
hibit proflteerlng,  hoarding,  manipulation, 
speculation,  and  other  disruptive  practices 
resulting  from  abnormal  market  conditions 
or  scarcities  if  a  crisis  develops.  It  should 
protect  consumers,  wage  earners.  Investors, 
and  persons  with  relatively  fixed  or  limited 
incomes  from  undue  impairment  of  their 
living  standards  in  an  emergency.  It  should 
safeguard  against  economic  disturbances, 
labor  disputes,  interferences  with  the  effec- 
tive mobilization  of  national  resources  and 
impairment  of  national  unity  and  morale.  It 
should  also  protect  the  national  economy 
in  a  time  of  crisis  against  future  loss  of 
needed  purchasing  power  by  the  dissipation 
of  individual  savings. 

TrrLK  I — PRiOBmE.s  and   Allocations 
Sec  101.  (a)  The  President  is  hereby  au- 
thorized   (1)    to   require   that   performance 
under  contracts  or  orders  (other  than  con- 
tracts of  emplojrment)  which  he  deems  nec- 
essary or   appropriate   to   promote   the   na- 
tional defense  shall  take  priority  over  per- 
formance under  any  other  contract  or  order, 
and.  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  such  pri- 
ority,  to   require    acceptance   and    perform- 
ance of  such  contracts  or  orders  in  prefer- 
ence  to   other   contracts   or   orders    by   any 
person  he  finds  to  be  capable  of  their  per- 
formance, and  (2)  to  allocate  materials  and 
facilities  in  such  manner,  upon  such  condi- 
tions, and  to  such  extent  as  he  shaU  deem 
necessary    or    appropriate    to    promote    the 
national  defense.     No  restriction,  quota,  or 
other  limitation  shall   be  placed  upon  the 
quantity  of  livestock  which  may  be  slaugb- 
tered    or    handled    by    any    processor.     Nor 
shall  any  restriction  or  other  limitation  be 
established  or  maintained  upon  the  species, 
type,   or   grade   of    livestock   killed   by    smy 
slaughterer,  nor  upon  the  types  of  slaugh- 
tering op>erations,  including  religious  rituals, 
employed  by  any  slaughterer;  nor  shall  any 
requirements  or  regulations  be  estatilished 
or  maintained  relating  to  the  allocation  or 
distribution  of  meat  or  meat  products  un- 
less, and  for  the  period  for  which,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  shall  have  determined 
and  certified  to  the  President  that  the  over- 
all   supply   of   meat   and  meat  products    is 
Inadequate  to  meet  the  civilian  or  military 
needs  therefor:    Provided,  That  nothing   in 
this  act  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the 
President   from  requiring   the   grading   and 
grade  marking  of  meat  and  meat  products, 
(b)   When  aU   requirements   for   the   na- 
tional security,  for  the  stockpiling  of  critical 
and  strategic  materials,  and  for  military  as- 
sistance to  any  foreign  nation  authorized  by 
any  act  of  Congress  have  been  met  through 
allocations  and  priorities  it  shaU  be  the  pol- 
icy of  the  United  States  to  encotirage  the 
maximum  supply  of  raw  materials  for  the 
civilian  economy,  including  small  business, 
thus   Increasing  employment  opportunities 
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and  minimizing  Inflationary  preaaurea.  No 
agreement  ihatl  be  entered  Into  by  the 
United  States  Umltlng  total  United  States 
consvunptlon  of  any  material  unless  such 
agreement  authorizes  domestic  users  In  the 
.United  States  to  purchase  the  quantity  of 
such  material  allocated  to  other  countries 
participating  In  the  International  Materials 
Conference  and  not  used  by  any  such  par- 
ticipating country.  Nothing  contained  In 
this  act  shall  Impair  the  authority  of  the 
President  under  this  act  to  exercise  alloca- 
tion and  priorities  controls  over  materials 
(both  domefltlcally  produced  and  imported) 
and  facilities  through  the  controlled  mate- 
rials plan  or  other  methods  of  allocation. 

Sac.  102.  In  order  to  prevent  hoarding  no 
person  shall  accumulate  (1)  in  excess  of  the 
reasonable  demands  of  business,  personal,  pr 
home  consumption,  or  (2)  for  the  purpose 
of  resale  at  prices  In  excess  of  prevailing 
market  prices,  materials  which  have  been 
designated  by  the  President  as  scarce  mate- 
rials or  materials  the  supply  of  which  would 
be  threatened  by  such  accumulation.  The 
President  shall  order  published  in  the  Fed- 
eral Register,  and  in  such  other  manner  as 
he  may  deem  appropriate,  every  designation 
of  materials  the  accumulation  of  which  is 
unlawful  and  any  withdrawal  of  such  desig- 
nation. In  making  such  designations  the 
President  may  prescribe  such  conditions  with 
respect  to  the  accumulation  of  materials  In 
excess  of  the  reasonable  demands  of  b\isl- 
ness,  personal,  or  home  consumption  as  be 
deems  necessary  to  carry  out  the  objectives 
of  this  act.  This  section  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  limit  the  authority  contained  in 
aectlons  101  and  706  of  this  act. 

Sxc.  103.  Any  person  who  willfully  per- 
forms any  act  prohibited,  or  willfully  falls  to 
perform  any  act  required,  by  the  provisions 
of  this  title  or  any  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
thereunder,  shall,  upon  conviction,  be  fined 
not  more  than  110,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

Sac.  104.  Import  controls  of  fats  and  oils 
(Including  oU-bearlng  materials,  fatty  acids. 
and  soap  and  soap  powder,  but  exclxxllng 
petroleum  ai)d  petroleiun  products  and  coco- 
nuts and  coconut  products) ,  peanuts,  butter, 
cheese,  and  other  dairy  products,  and  rice 
and  rice  products  may  be  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  essential  security  Interests 
and  economy  of  the  United  States  in  the 
existing  emergency  in  International  relations, 
and  imports  into  the  United  States  of  any 
such  commodity  or  product,  by  types  or  vari- 
eties, shall  be  limited  to  such  quantities  as 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  finds  would  not 
(a)  Impair  or  reduce  the  domestic  produc- 
tion of  any  such  commodity  or  product  be- 
low current  production  levels,  or  below  such 
higher  levels  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  deem  necessary  In  view  of  domestic  and 
International  conditions,  or  (b)  Interfere 
with  the  orderly  domestic  storing  and  mar- 
keting of  any  such  commodity  or  product,  or 
(c)  result  In  any  unnecessary  burden  or 
expenditures  under  any  Government  price 
support  program:  Provided,  however.  That 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  after  establish- 
ing Import  limitations,  may  permit  addi- 
tional imports  of  each  type  and  variety  of 
the  commodities  specified  in  this  section,  not 
to  exceed  15  percent  of  the  Import  limitation 
with  respect  to  each  type  and  variety  which 
he  may  deem  necessary,  taking  Into  consid- 
eration the  broad  effects  upon  international 
relationships  and  trade.  The  President  shall 
exercise  the  authority  and  powers  conferred 
by  this  section. 

Sbc.  105.  Before  Initially  Invoking  any  au- 
thority granted  by  this  title,  the  President, 
after  consulting  the  National  Advisory  Coun- 
cil, by  Executive  order  shall  find  and  declare 
that  the  exercise  of  any  power  conferred  by 
this  title  Is  necessary  in  the  Interest  of  na- 
tional security  or  economic  stability. 

Tnu  n — AtTTHORrrr  to  RxQxnsmoN  and 

Comruv 
Btc.  201.   (a)   Whenever  the  President  de- 
termines ( 1 )  that  the  use  of  any  equipment, 


■uppllea,  or  component  parts  thereof,  or  ma- 
terials or  facilities  necessary  for  the  manu- 
Smctun.  servicing,  or  operation  of  such  equip- 
ment, supplies,  or  component  parts,  is  needed 
for  the  national  defense,  (2)  that  such  need 
Is  immediate  and  impending  and  such  as 
will  not  admit  of  delay  or  resort  to  any  other 
source  of  supply,  and  (3)  that  all  other 
means  of  obtaining  the  use  of  such  property 
for  the  defense  of  the  United  States  upon 
fair  and  reasonable  terms  have  been  ex- 
hausted, he  is  authorized  to  requisition  such 
property  or  the  use  thereof  for  the  defense  of 
the  United  States  upon  the  payment  of  Just 
compensation  for  such  property  or  the  use 
thereof  to  be  determined  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided. The  President  shall  promptly  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  the  compensation  to  be 
paid  for  any  property  or  the  use  thereof 
requisitioned  pursuant  to  this  title  but  each 
such  determination  shall  be  made  as  of  the 
time  It  is  requisitioned  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  for  Just  compensation  In  the 
fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  If  the  person  entitled  to 
receive  the  amount  so  determined  by  the 
President  as  Just  compensation  Is  unwilling 
to  accept  the  same  as  full  and  complete  com- 
pensation for  such  property  or  the  use  there- 
of, he  shall  be  paid  promptly  75  percent  of 
such  amount  and  shall  be  entitled  to  recover 
from  the  United  States,  In  an  action  brought 
in  the  Court  of  Claims  or,  without  regard 
tc  whether  the  amount  Involved  exceeds 
$10,000,  In  any  district  court  of  the  United 
States,  within  3  years  after  the  date  of  the 
President's  award,  an  additional  amount 
which  when  added  to  the  amount  so  paid  to 
him.  shall  be  Just  compensation.  No  real 
property  (other  than  equipment  and  facil- 
ities, and  buildings  and  other  structures,  to 
be  demolished  and  used  as  scrap  or  second- 
hand materials)  shall  be  acquired  under  this 
subeectlon. 

(b)  Whenever  the  President  deems  it  nec- 
essary in  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  he 
may  acquire  by  purchase,  donation,  or  other 
means  of  transfer,  or  may  cause  proceedings 
to  be  Instituted  in  any  court  having  Juris- 
diction of  such  proceedings  to  acquire  by  con- 
demnation, any  real  property,  including  fa- 
cilities, temporary  use  thereof,  or  other  In- 
terest therein,  together  with  any  personal 
property  located  thereon  or  used  therewith, 
that  he  deems  necessary  for  the  national  de- 
fense, such  proceedings  to  be  In  accordance 
with  the  act  of  August  1,  1888  (25  Stat.  357). 
as  amended,  or  any  other  applicable  Federal 
statute.  Before  condemnation  proceedings 
are  Instituted  pursuant  to  this  section,  an 
effort  shall  be  made  to  acquire  the  property 
Involved  by  negotiation  unless,  because  of 
reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
owner  or  owners,  because  of  the  large  num- 
ber of  persons  with  whom  it  would  be  nec- 
essary to  negotiate,  or  for  other  reasons, 
the  effort  to  acquire  by  negotiation  would 
Involve,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  President, 
such  delay  in  acquiring  the  property  as  to 
be  contrary  to  the  interest  of  national  de- 
fense. In  any  condemnation  proceeding 
Instituted  pursuant  to  this  section,  the 
court  shall  not  order  the  party  in  pos- 
session to  surrender  possession  in  advance 
of  final  Judgment  unless  a  declaration  of 
taking  has  been  filed,  and  a  deposit  of 
the  amount  estimated  to  be  Just  compen- 
sation has  been  made,  under  the  first  section 
of  the  act  of  February  26,  1931  (4fl  Stat. 
1421),  providing  for  such  declarations.  Un- 
less title  is  In  dispute,  the  court,  upon  appli- 
cation, shall  promptly  pay  to  the  owner  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  amount  so  deposited, 
but  such  payment  shall  be  made  without 
prejudice  to  any  party  to  the  proceeding. 
Property  acquired  under  this  section  may  be 
occupied,  used,  and  improved  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section  prior  to  the  approval 
of  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required 
by  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended. 

(c)  Whenever  the  President  determines 
that  any  real  property  acquired  under  this 


title  and  retained  is  no  longer  needed  for  the 
defenae  of  the  United  States,  he  shall.  If  the 
original  owner  desires  the  property  and  pays 
the  fair  value  thereof,  return  such  property 
to  the  owner.  In  the  event  the  President 
and  the  original  owner  do  not  agree  as  to 
the  fair  value  of  the  property,  the  fair 
value  shall  be  determined  by  three  ap- 
praisers, one  of  whom  shall  be  chosen  by  the 
President,  one  by  the  original  owner,  and 
the  third  by  th«  first  two  appraisers;  the 
expenses  of  such  determination  shall  be  paid 
In  equal  shares  by  the  Government  and  the 
original   owner. 

(d)  Whenever  the  need  for  the  national 
defense  of  any  personal  property  acquired 
under  thU  title  shall  terminate,  the  Presi- 
dent may  dispose  of  such  property  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  deem  appro- 
priate, but  to  the  extent  feasible  and  prac- 
ticable he  shall  give  the  owner  of  any  prop- 
erty so  disposed  of  an  opportunity  to  re- 
acquire It  ( 1 )  at  Its  then  fair  valiie  as  de- 
termined by  the  President,  or  (2)  if  It  Is  to 
be  disposed  of  (otherwise  than  at  a  public 
sale  of  which  he  is  given  reasonable  notice) 
at  less  than  such  value,  at  the  highest  price 
any  other  person  Is  willing  to  pay  therefor: 
Provided,  That  this  opportunity  to  reacquire 
need  not  be  given  In  the  case  of  fungibles  or 
items  having  a  fair  value  of  less  than  il.OOO. 

Sxc.  202.  Before  initially  Invoking  any  au- 
thority granted  by  this  title,  the  President, 
after  consulting  the  National  Advisory  Coun- 
cil, by  E^tecutlve  order  shall  find  and  de- 
clare that  the  exercise  of  any  power  con- 
ferred by  this  title  Is  necessary  In  the  in- 
terest of  national  security  or  economic  sta- 
bility. 

TrrLx  III — E^xPANsioN  or  Pioductiv* 
Capacity  and  Supply 

Sec  301.  <a)  In  order  to  expedite  produc- 
tion and  deliveries  or  services  under  Gov- 
ernment contracts,  the  President  may  au- 
thorize, subject  to  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  thr  Department  of  the  Army, 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force,  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, and  such  other  agencies  of  the  United 
States  engaged  In  procurement  for  the  na- 
tional defense  as  he  may  designate  (here- 
inafter referred  to  as  "guaranteeing  agen- 
cies"!, without  regard  to  provisions  of  law 
relating  to  the  making.  perfor;nance.  amend- 
ment, or  modification  of  contracts,  to  guar- 
antee in  whole  or  In  part  any  public  or  pri- 
vate financing  institution  (Including  any 
Federal  Reserve  bank),  by  commitment  to 
purchase,  agreement  to  share  losses,  or  oth- 
erwise, against  loss  of  principal  or  Interest 
on  any  loan,  discount,  or  advance,  or  on 
any  commitment  in  connection  therewith, 
which  may  be  made  by  such  financing  In- 
stitution for  the  purpose  of  financing  any 
contractor,  subcontractor,  or  other  person 
In  connection  with  the  performance,  or  In 
connection  with  or  In  contemplation  of  the 
termination,  of  any  contract  or  other  oper- 
ation deemed  to  the  guaranteeing  agency  to 
be  necessar>'  to  expedite  production  and  de- 
liveries or  services  under  Govemmftit  con- 
tracts for  the  procurement  of  materials  or 
the  performance  of  services  for  the  national 
defense. 

(bi  Any  Federal  agency  or  any  Federal 
Reserve  bank,  when  designated  by  the  Presi- 
dent. Is  hereby  authorized  to  act,  on  behalf 
of  any  guaranteeing  agency,  as  fiscal  agent 
of  the  United  SUtes  In  the  making  of  such 
contracts  of  guarantee  and  In  otherwise 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  section. 
All  such  funds  as  may  be  necessary  to  en- 
able any  such  fiscal  agent  to  carry  out  any 
guarantee  made  by  it  on  behalf  of  any  guar- 
anteeing agency  shall  be  supplied  and  dis- 
bursed by  or  under  authority  from  such 
guaranteeing  agency.  No  such  fiscal  agent 
shall  have  any  responsibility  or  account- 
ability except  as  agent  In  taking  any  action 
pursuant  to  or  under  authority  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section.  Each  such  fiscal 
agent  shall  be  reimbursed  by  each  guaran- 
teeing   agency    for    all    expenses    and    losses 
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Incurred  by  such  fiscal  agent  in  acting  as 
agent  on  behalf  of  such  guaranteeing  agency. 
Including  among  such  expenses,  notwith- 
standing any  other  provision  of  law,  attor- 
neys' fees  and  expenses  of  litigation. 

(c)  All  actions  and  operations  of  such 
fiscal  agenU  under  authority  of  our  pursuant 
to  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  super- 
vision of  the  President,  and  to  such  regula- 
tions as  he  may  prescribe;  and  the  President 
is  authorized  to  prescribe,  either  specifically 
or  by  maximum  limits  or  otherwise,  rates  of 
Interest,  guaranty  and  commitment  fees,  and 
other  charges  which  may  be  made  in  con- 
nection with  loans,  discounts,  advances,  or 
commit  menu  guranteed  by  the  guaranteeing 
agencies  through  such  fiscal  agents,  and  to 
prescribe  regulations  governing  the  forms 
and  procedures  (which  shall  be  uniform  to 
the  extent  practicable)  to  be  utilized  in  con- 
nection with  such  guaranties. 

(d)  Each  guaranteeing  agency  is  hereby 
Buthorlzed  to  use  for  the  purposes  of  this 
section  any  funds  which  have  heretofore 
been  appropriated  or  allocated  or  which 
hereafter  may  be  appropriated  or  allocated 
to  It.  or  which  are  or  may  become  available 
to  it,  for  such  purixwes  or  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  necessities  of  the  national 
defense. 

8rc-  302  To  expedite  production  and  de- 
liveries or  services  to  aid  in  carrying  out 
Government  contracts  for  the  procurement 
of  materials  or  the  performance  of  services 
for  the  natii  ssl  defense,  the  President  may 
muke  prijvlsic  n  for  loans  (including  partlci- 
pntions  In,  or  puHranlles  of,  loans)  to  prl- 
v.ite  business  enterprises  (Including  research 
corjxiratlons  not  organized  for  profit)  for  the 
expansion  of  capacity,  the  development  of 
technological  processes,  or  the  production  of 
e.ssential  materials.  Including  the  explora- 
tion, development,  and  mining  of  strategic 
and  critical  metals  and  minerals,  and  manu- 
facture of  newsprint.  Such  loans  may  be 
made  without  regard  to  the  limitations  of 
existing  law  and  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  the  President  deems  necessary,  ex- 
cept that  financial  assistance  may  be  ex- 
tended only  to  the  extent  that  It  Is  not 
otherwise  available  on  reasonable  terms. 

.Sec  303  ( a )  To  assist  In  carrying  out  th» 
objectives  of  this  act.  the  President  may 
moke  provision  (1)  for  purchases  of  or  com- 
mitments to  purchase  metals,  minerals,  and 
other  materials,  for  Government  use  or  re- 
sale; and  (2)  for  the  encouragement  of  ex- 
pl(.rat:()n,  development,  and  mining  of  crit- 
ical and  strategic  minerals  and  metals: 
Provided,  hotcever,  That  purchases  for  resale 
under  this  subsection  shall  not  Include  that 
part  of  the  supply  of  an  agricultural  com- 
modity which  Is  domestically  produced  ex- 
cept insofar  as  such  domestically  produced 
supply  may  be  purchased  for  resale  for  In- 
dustrial uses  or  stockpUlne,  and  no  com- 
modity purchased  under  this  subsection  shall 
be  scid  at  less  than  the  established  celling 
price  for  such  commodity  (except  that  min- 
erals and  metals  shall  not  be  sold  at  less 
than  the  established  celling  price,  or  the 
current  domestic  market  price,  whichever  Is 
liiweri .  or.  If  no  celling  price  has  been  estab- 
lished, the  higher  of  the  following:  (1)  The 
current  domestic  market  price  for  such  com- 
modity, or  (II)  the  minimum  sale  price  es- 
tablished for  agricultural  commodities  owned 
or  controlled  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration as  provided  in  section  407  of  Public 
Law  439,  Eighty-first  Congress:  And  pro- 
vided further.  That  no  purchase  or  commit- 
ment to  purchase  any  Imported  agricultural 
commodity  shall  be  made  calling  for  delivery 
more  than  1  yew  after  the  expiration  of  this 
act. 

(b)  Subject  to  the  limitations  In  sub- 
section (a),  purchases  and  commitments  to 
purchase  and  sales  under  such  subsection 
may  be  made  without  regard  to  the  limi- 
tations of  existing  law,  for  such  quantities, 
and  on  such  terms  and  conditions,  including 
advance  payments,  and  for  such  periods,  but 


not  extending  beyond  .  as  the  Presi- 

dent deenu  necessary,  except  that  purchases 
or  commitments  to  purchase  Involving  higher 
than  established  ceiling  prices  (or  if  there  be 
no  established  celling  prices,  currently  pre- 
vailing market  prices)  or  anticipated  loss  on 
resale  shall  not  be  made  unless  it  is  deter- 
mined that  supply  of  the  materials  could  not 
be  effectively  Increased  at  lower  prices  or  on 
terms  more  favorable  to  the  Government,  or 
that  such  purchases  are  necessary  to  assxu'e 
the  availability  to  the  United  States  of  over- 
seas supplies. 

(c)  If  the  President  finds — 

( 1 )  that  under  generally  fair  and  equitable 
celling  prices  for  any  raw  or  nonprocessed 
material,  there  will  result  a  decrease  In  sup- 
plies from  high-cost  sources  of  such  material, 
and  that  the  continuation  of  such  supplies 
is  necessary  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of 
the  act;  or 

(2)  that  an  increase  in  cost  of  transpor- 
tation is  temporary  in  character  and  threat- 
ens to  Impair  maximum  production  or  supply 
In  any  area  at  stable  prices  bf  any  materials, 
he  may  make  provision  for  subsidy  pay- 
ments on  any  such  domestically  produced 
material  other  than  an  agricultural  com- 
modity In  such  amounts  and  in  such  man- 
ner (including  purchases  of  such  material 
and  Its  resale  at  a  loss  without  regard  to  the 
limitations  of  existing  law  i ,  and  on  such 
terms  and  conditions,  as  he  determines  to  be 
necessary  to  Insure  that  supplies  from  such 
hi?h-co6t  sources  are  continued,  or  that 
maximum  production  or  supply  in  such  area 
at  stable  prices  of  such  materials  is  main- 
tained, as  the  case  may  be. 

(d)  The  procurement  power  granted  to  the 
President  by  this  section  shall  Include  the 
power  to  transport  and  store,  and  have 
processed  and  refined,  any  materials  procured 
under  this  section. 

(e>  When  in  his  Judgment  It  will  aid  the 
national  defense,  the  President  Is  authorized 
to  Install  additional  equipment,  facilities, 
processes,  or  Improvements  to  plants,  fac- 
tories, and  other  Industrial  facilities  owned 
by  the  United  States  Government,  and  to 
Install  Government-owned  equipment  in 
plants,  factories,  and  other  Industrial  facil- 
ities  owned   by    private    {>ersons. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  For  the  purposes  of  sections 
302  and  303.  the  President  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  utilize  such  existing  departments, 
agencies,  officials,  or  corporations  of  the 
Government  as  he  may  deem  appropriate,  or 
to  create  new  agencies. 

(b)  Any  agency  created  under  this  section, 
and  any  department,  agency,  offlclal,  or  cor- 
poration utilized  pursuant  to  this  section  Is 
authorized,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
President,  to  borrow  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States,  such  sums  of  money  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  its  functions 
under  sections  302  and  303:  Provided.  That 
the  amount  borrowed  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  by  all  such  borrowers  shall 
not  exceed  an  aggregate  of  $  outstand- 

ing at  any  one  time;  Provided  further.  That 
when  any  con tractT  agreement,  loan,  or  other 
transaction  heretofore  or  hereafter  entered 
Into  pursuant  to  section  302  or  303  Imposes 
contingent  liability  upon  the  United  States, 
such  liability  shall  be  considered  for  the  pur- 
poses of  sections  3679  and  3732  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  as  an  obligation  only 
to  the  extent  of  the  probable  ultimate  net 
cost  to  the  United  States  under  such  trans- 
action; and  the  President  shall  submit  a  re- 
port to  the  Congress  not  less  often  than  once 
each  quarter  setting  forth  the  gross  amount 
of  each  such  transaction  entered  into  by  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  Government 
under  this  authority  and  the  basis  for  de- 
termining the  probable  ultimate  net  cost  to 
the  United  States  thereunder.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  borrowing  as  authorized  by  this  sub- 
section, the  borrower  may  issue  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  its  notes,  debentures, 
bonds,  or  other  obligations  to  be  redeemable 
at  Its  option  before  Biaturlty  in  such  man- 


ner as  may  be  stipulated  In  such  obligations. 
Such  obligations  shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
taking  into  consideration  the  current  aver- 
age rate  on  outstanding  marketable  obliga- 
tions of  the  United  States  as  of  the  last  day 
of  the  month  preceding  the  Issuance  of  the 
obligations.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  purchase  such 
obligations  and  for  such  purpose  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as 
a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the 
Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  is- 
sued under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  are  extended  to  Include  any  ptir- 
chases  of  obligations  hereunder. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  (1)  It  is  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  that  small-business  concerns  be  en- 
couraged to  make  the  greatest  possible  con- 
tribution toward  achieving  the  objectives  cf 
this  act.  In  order  to  carry  out  this  policy 
there  is  hereby  continued  the  Small  Defense 
Plants  Administration  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  Administration) ,  created  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended.  The  Administration  shall 
be  under  the  general  direction  and  supervi- 
sion of  the  President  and  shall  not  be  af- 
filiated with  or  be  within  any  other  agency 
or  department  of  the  Federal  Government. 
The  principal  oflBce  of  the  Administration 
shall  be  located  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
but  the  Administration  may  establish  such 
branch  offices  in  other  places  In  the  United 
States  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Admin- 
istrator of  the  Administration.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section,  a  small-business  con- 
cern shall  be  deemed  to  be  one  which  is 
independently  owned  and  operated  and 
which  Is  not  dominant  in  Its  field  of  opera- 
tion. The  Administration,  in  making  a  de- 
tailed definition,  may  use  these  criteria, 
among  others:  Independency  of  ownership 
and  operation,  number  of  employees,  dollar 
volume  of  business,  and  nondominance  In 
its  field. 

(2)  TTie  Administration  is  authorized  to 
obtain  money  from  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  for  use  in  the  p)erformance 
of  the  powers  and  duties  granted  to  or  im- 
posed upon  it  by  law,  not  to  exceed  a  total 
of  $50,000,000  outstanding  at  any  one  time. 
For  this  purpose  appropriations  not  to  ex- 
ceed $50,000,000  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
made  to  a  revolving  fund  In  the  Treasury. 

•Advances  shall  be  made  to  the  Administra- 
tion from  the  revolving  fund  when  requested 
by  the  Administration.  This  revolving  fund 
shall  be  used  for  the  purposes  enumerated 
subsequently  In  subsection  (b)  (1)  (B),  (C). 
and  (D).  Reimbursements  made  to  the  Ad- 
ministration under  these  operations  shall 
revert  to  the  revolving  fund  for  use  for  the 
same  purposes. 

(3)  The  management  of  the  Administra- 
tion shall  be  vested  In  an  Administrator  who 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
and  who  shall  be  a  person  of  outstanding 
qualifications  known  to  be  familiar  and 
sympathetic  with  small-business  needs  and 
problems.  The  Administrator  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  $17,500  per  an- 
num. The  Administrator  shall  not  engage 
In  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employ- 
ment than  that  of  serving  as  Administrator. 
The  Administrator  is  authorized  to  appoint 
two  Deputy  Administrators  to  assist  in  the 
execution  of  the  functions  vested  in  the  Ad- 
ministration. Deputy  Administrators  shall 
be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $15,000  per  annum. 

(4)  The  Administration  shall  not  have  suc- 
cession, beyond  June  30,  1954,  except  for  pur- 
poses of  liquidation.  It  shall  have  power  to 
adopt,  alter,  and  use  a  seal,  which  shall  be 
Judicially  noticed:  to  select  and  employ  such 
officers,  employees,  attorneys,  and  agents  as 
shall  be  necessary  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness of  the  Administration;  to  define  their 
authority  and  duties,  require  bonds  of  them. 
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•zut  fts  the  pmaltles  thereof.  The  Admlnli- 
tntUoB.  with  the  consent  oi  may  board,  com- 
ao:  HtoD.  Independent  eetabUahment.  or  exec- 
utive depertnMnt  of  the  Ooremment,  may 
«riU  ttaetf  of  the  uac  of  infonnatloa.  serv- 
ici».  facilities.  Including  any  field  service 
Viereof.  offlcers.  and  employees  thereof  In 
cvrylng  out  the  proTlslons  of  this  section. 
(5)  All  moneys  of  the  Administration  not 
ot.'Mrwlse  employed  may  be  deposited  with 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  subject  to 
check  by  authority  of  the  Admlnlstratkm  or 
in  any  Federal  Reserve  b«uik.  The  Federal 
Reserve  banks  are  authorized  and  directed 
to  act  as  depositaries,  custodians,  and  fiscal 
agents  for  the  AdmlnlstraUon  in  the  gen- 
eral performanec  of  Its  powers  conferred  by 
this  act.  All  Insured  banks,  when  designated 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall 
act  as  custodians,  and  Onancla)  agents  for 
the  Administration. 

(b)  (1)  Without  regard  to  any  other  pro- 
Tlslon  of  law  except  the  regulations  pre- 
scribed under  section  201  of  the  First  War 
Powers  Act.  1941.  as  amended,  the  Adminis- 
tration Is  empowered — 

(A)  to  recommend  to  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  loans  or  advances,  on 
such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such 
maturity  as  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  may  determine  on  Its  own  dis- 
cretion, to  enable  small-business  concerns  to 
finance  plant  construction,  conversion,  or 
expansion.  Including  the  acquisition  cf  land; 
or  vO  finance  the  acquisition  of  equipment, 
facilities,  machinery,  supplies,  or  materials: 
or  to  finance  research,  development,  and 
experimental  work  on  new  or  Improved  prod- 
ucts or  processes;  or  to  supply  such  concerns 
with  capital  fo  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
articles,  equipment,  supplies,  or  materials 
for  defense  or  essential  civilian  purposes:  or 
to  establish  and  operate  technical  labora- 
tories to  serve  small-business  concerns:  EUch 
loans  or  advances  to  be  made  or  effected 
either  directly  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  or  in  cooperation  with  banks  or 
other  lending  institutions  through  agree- 
ments to  participate  in  insurance  of  loans. 
or  by  the  purchase  of  participations,  or 
otherwise; 

(B)  to  enter  Into  contracts  with  the  United 
States  Oovernment  and  any  department, 
agency,  or  officer  thereof  having  procurement 
powers  obligating  the  Administration  to  fur- 
nish articles,  equipment,  supplies,  or  mate- 
rials to  the  Oovernment; 

(C)  to  arrange  for  the  performance  of 
such  contracts  by  letting  subcontracts  to 
small-business  concerns  or  others  for  the 
manufacture,  supply,  or  assembly  of  such 
articles,  equipment,  supplies,  or  materials, 
or  parts  thereof,  or  servicing  or  processing 
in  connection  therewith,  or  such  manage- 
ment services  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable 
the  Administration  to  perform  such  con- 
tracts; and 

(D)  to  provide  technical  and  managerla'. 
aids  to  small-business  concerns,  by  main- 
taining a  clearinghouse  for  technical  infor- 
mation, by  cooperating  with  other  Govern- 
ment agencies,  by  disseminating  Information, 
and  by  such  other  activities  as  are  deemed 
appropriate  by  the  Administration. 

(2)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Administra- 
tion certifies  to  any  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment having  procurement  powers  that  the 
Administration  Is  competent  to  perform  any 
specific  Government  procurement  contract 
to  be  let  by  any  such  officers,  such  officer  shall 
be  authorized  to  let  such  procurement  con- 
tract to  the  Administration  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  may  be  agreed  upon  be- 
tween the  Administration  and  the  procure- 
ment officer. 

(c)  (1)  Whoever  makes  any  statement 
knowing  it  to  be  false,  or  whoever  willfully 
overvalues  any  aecurlty.  for  the  purp>ose  of 
obtaining  for  himself  or  for  any  applicant 
any  loan,  or  extension  thereof  by  renewal, 
deferment  at  action,  or  otherwise,  or  the 
•cc^tance,  release,  or  substitution  of  se- 
curity therefor,  or  for  the  purpose  of   In- 


fluencing in  any  way  the  action  of  the  Ad- 
ministration, or  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
money,  property,  or  anything  of  value,  under 
this  section,  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  (S.OOO  or  by  imprisonment 
for  not  more  tbian  2  years,  or  both. 

(2)  Whoever,  being  connected  in  any  ca- 
pacity with  the  Administration  (A)  em- 
bc^ea.  abstracts,  purloins,  or  willfully  mis- 
applies sny  moneys,  funds,  securities,  or 
other  things  of  value,  whether  belonging  to 
It  or  pledged  or  otherwise  entrusted  to  it,  or 
(B)  with  Intent  to  defraud  the  Administra- 
tion or  any  other  body  politic  or  corporate, 
or  any  Individual,  or  to  deceive  any  officer. 
auditor,  or  examiner  of  the  Administration 
makes  any  false  entry  in  f.ny  book,  report, 
or  statement  of  or  to  the  Administration. 
or.  without  being  duly  authorized,  draws  any 
order  or  issues,  puts  forth,  or  assigns  any 
note,  debenture,  bond,  or  other  obligation. 
or  draft,  bill  of  exchange,  mortgage.  Judg- 
ment, or  decree  thereof,  or  (C)  with  intent 
to  defraud  participates,  shares,  receives  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  any  money,  profit,  prop- 
erty, or  benefit  through  any  transaction, 
loan,  commission,  contract,  or  any  other  act 
of  the  Administration,  or  (D)  gives  any  un- 
authorized information  concerning  any  fu- 
ture action  or  plan  of  the  Administration 
which  might  affect  the  value  of  securities, 
or.  having  such  knowledge.  Invests  or  specu- 
:ates,  directly  or  Indirectly,  in  the  securities 
or  property  of  any  company  or  corporation 
receiving  loans  or  other  assistance  from  the 
Administration  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  tlO.OCO  or  by  imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(di  (1|  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Ad- 
ministration and  It  Is  hereby  empowered,  to 
coordinate  and  to  ascertain  the  means  by 
which  the  productive  cap.iciiy  of  small- 
business  concerns  can  be  most  effectively 
utilized  for  national  defense  and  essential 
civilian    production. 

(2)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Adminis- 
tration and  it  Is  hereby  empowered,  to  con- 
sult and  cooperate  with  appropriate  govern- 
mental agencies  in  the  Issuance  of  all  orders 
limiting  or  expanding  production  by.  or  in 
the  formulation  of  policy  in  granting;  priori- 
ties to.  business  concerns.  All  such  govern- 
mental agencies  are  required,  before  issuint; 
such  orders  or  announcing  such  priority 
policies,  to  consult  with  the  Administration 
In  order  that  small-business  concerns  will  be 
most  effectively  utilized  In  the  production 
of  articles,  equipment,  supplies,  and  mate- 
rials for  national  defense  aud  essential 
civilian  purposes. 

(e)  The  Administration  shall  have  power, 
and  It  Is  hereby  directed,  whenever  It  de- 
termines such  action  Is  necessary — 

(1)  to  make  a  complete  Inventory  of  all 
productive  facilities  of  small-business  con- 
cerns which  can  be  used  for  defense  and  es- 
sential civilian  production  or  to  arrange  fur 
such  Inventory  to  be  made  by  any  other 
governmental  agency  which  has  the  facili- 
ties. In  making  any  such  l<^'-entory.  the  ap- 
propriate agencies  in  the  p.verai  States  shall 
be  requested  to  fiu-nish  an  Inventory  of  the 
productive  facilities  of  small-business  con- 
cerns In  each  respective  State  if  such  an  In- 
ventory Is  available  or  in  prospect; 

(2)  to  coruult  and  cooperate  with  officers 
of  the  Oovernment  having  procurement 
powers.  In  order  to  utilize  the  potential  pro- 
ductive capacity  of  plants  operated  by  small- 
bualneas  concerns; 

(3)  to  obtain  information  as  to  methods 
and  practices  which  OovernnMnt  prime  con- 
tractors utilize  in  letting  subcontracts  and 
to  take  action  to  encourage  the  letting  of 
subcontracts  by  prime  contractors  to  small - 
business  concerns  at  prices  and  on  conditions 
and  terms  which  are  fair  and  equitable; 

(4)  to  take  such  action,  authorized  under 
this  section,  as  U  necessary  to  provide  smail- 
businesa  concerns  with  an  adequate  incen- 
tive, excluding  subsidies,  to  engage  in  de- 
fense and  essential  civilian  production  and 
to  facilitate  the  conversion  and  equipping  of 


plants  of  small-business  con;%rns  for  such 
production; 

(5>  to  determine  within  any  indtutry  the 
concerns,  firms,  persons,  corporations,  part- 
nerships, cooperatives,  or  other  business  en- 
terprises, which  are  to  be  designated  "small- 
business  concerns"  for  the  purpose  of  effec- 
tuating the  provision  of  this  section; 

|6)  to  certify  to  Government  prociirement 
officers  with  respect  to  the  competency,  as  to 
capacity  and  credit,  of  any  small-business 
concern  or  group  of  such  concerns  to  per- 
form a  specific  Government  procurement 
contract; 

(7)  to  obtain  from  any  Federal  depart- 
ment, establlsliment.  or  agency,  engaged  in 
defense  procurement  or  In  the  financing  of 
defense  procurement  or  production  such  re- 
ports concerning  the  letting  of  contracts  and 
subcontracts  and  making  of  loans  to  business 
concerns  as  It  may  deem  pertinent  in  carry- 
ing out  its  functions  under  this  act; 

(8)  to  obtain  from  suppliers  of  materials 
information  pertaining  to  the  method  of 
filling  orders  and  the  bases  for  allocating 
their  supply,  whenever  it  appears  that  any 
small  business  is  unable  to  obtain  materials 
for  defease  or  essential  civilian  production 
from  itfi  normal  sturces; 

(9  I  to  make  studies  and  recommendations 
to  the  appropriate  Federal  agencies  to  insure 
a  fair  and  equitable  share  of  materials,  sup- 
plies, and  equipment  to  small-business  con- 
cerns to  effectuate  the  defense  program  of 
for  essential  civilian  purposes, 

I  10)  to  con.sult  and  cooperate  with  all 
Governmenl  axeiicles  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
suring that  small -buiiiness  concerns  shall  re- 
ceive fair  and  reasonable  treatment  from  said 
agencies,   and 

(11)  to  establish  such  advisory  boards  and 
committees  wholly  representative  of  small 
bu5lne.4s  as  may  be  found  necessary  to 
achieve  the  purposes  of  this  section. 

(f)  (1)  In  any  case  In  which  a  small- 
business  concern  or  Ki'oup  of  such  concerns 
has  been  certified  by  or  under  the  authority 
of  the  Administration  to  be  a  competent 
Government  contractor  with  respect  to  ca- 
pacity and  credit  as  to  a  specific  Government 
procurement  coti tract,  the  officers  of  the  0:3\- 
ernmeiu  having  procurement  powers  are  di- 
rected to  accept  such  certifications  as  con- 
clusive, and  are  autJiorlzed  to  let  such  Gov- 
ernment procurement  contract  to  such  con- 
cern or  group  of  concerns  without  requiring 
It  to  meet  any  other  requirement  with  re- 
spect to  capacity  and  credit. 

•  2)  The  Congress  has  as  its  policy  that  a 
fair  proportion  of  the  total  purchases  and 
contracts  for  supplies  and  services  for  the 
Government  shall  be  placed  with  small- 
business  concerns  To  effectuate  such  pol- 
icy, small  business  concerns  within  the 
meaning  of  thl«  section  shall  receive  any 
award  or  contract  or  any  part  thereof  as  to 
which  It  Is  determined  by  the  Administra- 
tion and  the  contracting  pri>curenient  agen- 
cies (A)  to  be  In  the  interest  of  moblllzlrg 
the  Na'tlon  s  full  productive  capacity,  or  (B) 
to  be  In  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense 
program,  to  make  such  award  or  let  such 
contract  to  a  small- business  concern. 

(3)  Whenever  materials  or  supplies  are  al- 
located by  law.  a  fair  and  equlUble  per- 
centage thereof  shall  be  allocated  to  small 
plants  unable  to  obtain  the  necessary  ma- 
terials or  supplies  from  usual  sources.  Such 
percentage  shall  be  determined  by  the  head 
of  the  lawfui^allocatlng  authority  after  giv- 
ing full  consideration  to  the  claims  pre- 
sented by  the  Administration. 

(gl  The  Administration  shall  make  a  re- 
port every  90  days  of  operations  under  this 
title  to  the  President,  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Such  report  shall  include 
the  names  of  the  busmess  concerns  to  whom 
contracts  are  let.  and  for  whom  financing  is 
arranged,  by  the  Admlnlstrstlon.  together 
with  the  amounts  involved,  and  such  report 
shall  Include  such  other  information,  aiMl 
such  comments  and  recommendations,  with 
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respect  to  the  relation  of  small-btwlnesB  con- 
cerns to  the  defense  effort,  as  the  Adminis- 
tration may  deem  appropriate. 

(h)  The  Administration  is  hereby  empow- 
ered to  make  studies  of  the  effect  of  price, 
credit,  and  other  controls  Imposed  under  the 
defense  program  and  whenever  it  finds  that 
these  controls  discriminate  against  or  im- 
pose undue  hardship  upon  small  business,  to 
make  recommendations  to  the  appropriate 
Federal  agency  for  the  adjustment  of  con- 
trols to  the  needs  of  small  business. 

(1)  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion is  authorized  to  make  loans  and  ad- 
vances upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration  as  pro- 
vided in  (b)  (1)  (A)  of  this  section  not  to 
exceed  an  aggregate  of  $100,000,000  outsUnd- 
Ing  at  any  one  time,  on  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions and  with  such  maturities  as  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  may 
determine. 

(J)  The  President  may  transfer  to  the  Ad- 
ministration any  functions,  powers,  and  du- 
ties of  any  department  or  agency  which  re- 
lates primarily  to  small-business  problems. 
(k)  No  loan  shall  be  recommended  or 
equipment,  facilities,  or  services  furnUhed 
by  the  Administration  under  this  section  to 
any  business  enterprise  unless  the  owners, 
partners  or  officers  of  such  business  enter- 
prise ( 1 )  certify  to  the  Administration  the 
names  of  any  attorneys,  agents,  or  other  per- 
sons engaged  by  or  on  behalf  of  such  busi- 
ness enterprise  for  the  purpose  of  expediting 
applications  made  to  the  Administration  for 
assistance  of  any  sort,  and  the  fees  paid  or  to 
be  paid  to  any  such  persons;  and  (2)  exe- 
cute an  agreement  binding  any  such  busi- 
ness enterprise  for  a  period  of  2  years  after 
any  assistance  is  rendered  by  the  Adminis- 
tration to  such  business  enterprise,  to  re- 
frain from  employing,  tendering  any  office 
or  employment  to,  or  retaining  for  profes- 
Biohal  services,  any  person  who,  on  the  date 
such  assistance  or  any  part  thereof  was  ren- 
dered, or  within  1  year  prior  thereto,  shall 
have  served  as  an  officer,  attorney,  agent  or 
employee  of  the  Administration  occupying  a 
position  or  engaging  in  activities  which  the 
Administration  shall  have  determined  in- 
volve discretion  with  respect  to  the  granting 
of  assistance  under  this  section. 

(1)  To  the  fullest  extent  the  Administra- 
tion deems  practicable,  it  shall  make  a  fair 
charge  for  the  use  of  Government-owned 
property  and  make  and  let  contracts  on  a 
basis  that  will  result  in  a  recovery  of  the 
direct  costs  incurred  by  the  Administration, 
(m)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
and  appropriate  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
provisions  and  purposes  of  this  section. 

Sec  306.  ThU  title  shall  be  deemed  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  authority  contained  in  title 
III  and  section  714  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950.  as  amended,  and  all  assets,  funds, 
contracts,  loans,  liabilities,  commitments, 
authorizations,  allocations,  and  records  pri- 
marily related  to  the  exercise  of  functions 
under  title  III  and  section  714  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950  are  hereby  continued 
In  the  administration  of  this  title. 

Tm-s  IV — Paicx  and  Wage  Stabu.izatiom 
Sec.  401.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  provUlons  of  this  title,  the  Office  of 
Price  StablUzation  and  the  Wage  Stabiliza- 
tion Board  as  hereinafter  constituted  are 
hereby  continued  and  any  activation  of  ceil- 
ings on  prices  or  the  stabilization  of  wages, 
salaries,  or  other  compensation  shall  be  exer- 
cised through  these  agencies  or  such  other 
agencies  as  the  President  may  designate. 

(b)  The  Office  of  Price  Stabilization  shall 
be  directed  by  an  Administrator,  who  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  «nd 
he  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of 
$16,000  per  annum.  The  principal  office  of 
the  Administrator  shall  be  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  but  he  or  anj  duly  authorized 
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representative  may  exercise  any  or  all  of  his 
powers  in  any  place.  The  President  is  au- 
thorized to  transfer  to  the  Office  of  Price 
Stabilization  any  of  the  powers  relating  to 
allocations  and  rationing  conferred  by  law 
upon  any  other  department  or  agency  with 
re8p>ect  to  any  particular  material  or 
materials. 

( c )  ( 1 )  The  Wage  Stabilization  Board  shall 
be  composed  of  15  members  representative 
of  the  general  public,  labor,  and  business  and 
Industry.  The  principal  office  of  the  Board 
shall  be  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  the 
functions  of  the  Board  may  be  performed  by 
duly   authorized   regional    boards. 

(2)  The  members  of  the  Board  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Pres- 
ident shall  designate  a  Chairman  and  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Board  from  among  the 
members  representative  of  the  general  public. 

(3)  Each  member  representative  of  the 
general  public  shall  receive  compensation  at 
the  rate  of  •15,000  a  year,  and  while  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  shall  engage  in  no  other 
business,  vocation,  or  employment.  Each 
member  representative  of  labor,  and  each 
member  representative  of  business  and  In- 
dustry, shall  receive  $50  for  each  day  he  is 
actually  engaged  In  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  a  member  of  the  Board,  and  In 
addition  he  shall  be  paid  his  actual  and 
necessary  travel  and  subsistence  expenses  in 
accordance  with  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of 
1949  while  so  engaged  away  from  his  home 
or  regular  place  of  business.  The  members 
representative  of  labor,  and  the  members 
representative  of  business  and  Industry, 
shall,  in  resp>ect  of  their  functions  on  the 
Board,  be  exempt  from  the  opyeration  of  sec- 
tions 281,  283,  284,  434.  and  1914  Of  title  18 
of  the  United  States  Code  and  section  190 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S.  C.  99). 

(4)  Except  insofar  as  stabilization  of 
wages,  salaries  or  other  compensation  Is  In- 
volved, the  Board  shall  have  no  Jurisdiction 
with  respect  to  any  labor  dispute  or-  with 
respect  to  any  Issue  Involved  therein.  La- 
bor disputes,  and  labor  matters  in  dispute, 
which  do  not  Involve  the  Interpretation  or 
application  of  wage  stabilization  regulations 
or  policies  shall  be  dealt  with.  If  at  all.  Inso- 
far as  the  Federal  Goveriunent  Is  concerned, 
under  the  conciliation,  mediation,  emer- 
gency, or  other  provisions  of  laws  heretofore 
or  hereafter  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

(5)  The  President  may,  notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  this  title,  authorize 
the  continuation  of  the  Salary  Stabilization 
Board,  the  Railroad  and  Airline  Wage  Board, 
and  the  Construction  Industry  Stabilization 
Commission,  and  delegate  such  functions  to 
them  as  he  deems  advisable.  TTie  members 
of  these  Boards  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

(d)  Upon  the  activation  of  ceilings  on 
prices  and  the  stabilization  of  wages,  salaries, 
or  other  compensation  the  operations  of  the 
Office  of  Price  Stabilization,  the  Wage  Sta- 
bilization Board,  and  any  other  agencies  the 
President  may  create  under  this  title,  shall 
be  under  the  supervision  and  control  of  an 
official  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
It  shall  be  the  express  duty,  obligation,  and 
function  of  such  official  to  coordinate  the 
relationship  between  prices  and  wages. 

Szc.  402.  In  the  absence  of  the  activation 
of  oelllngs  on  prices  or  the  stabilization  of 
wages,  salaries,  or  other  compensation  It  shall 
be  the  continuing  function  of  the  Office  of 
Price  SUbllizaUon  and  the  Wage  Stabiliza- 
tion Board  to  establish  and  maintain  pro- 
cedures for  the  study  and  evaluation  of  price 
and  wage  trends;  to  make  monthly  reports  to 
the  Congress  with  respect  to  these  and  re- 
lated matters,  and  any  special  reporU  that 
bear  upon  the  proper  artmlnlstratioo  o(  this 
title;  to  formulate  and  recommend  to  the 
President  general  policies  and  reg:tilatta»s  re- 
lating to  controls  on  prices  and  on  mtpt. 


salaries,  and  other  compensation;  to  consult 
with  advisory  committees  with  respect  to 
price  trends  and  the  improvement  of  pricing 
techniques  which  may  be  employed  in  fu- 
ture regulations;  to  draft  for  possible  futiu-s 
use  new  and  simplified  regulations  Incor- 
porating Improved  techniques  suggested  by 
such  conunittees  and  prior  experience  in  the 
administration  of  controls;  to  conduct  such 
protest  and  review  proceedings  as  may  be  ap- 
propriate under  sections  407  and  408  of  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended; 
to  ccHnplete  promptly  investigations  of  vio- 
lations of  regulations  or  orders  relating  to 
prices  or  to  wages;  salaries  and  other  com- 
pensation arising  under  the  Defense  Produc- 
tion Act  of  1950,  as  amended;  to  assist  the 
Attorney  General  In  the  prosecution  of  any 
suits  or  actions  based  upon  such  violations; 
to  fiu-nlah  information  and  special  reports 
at  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  the  Federal  Trade  Conunlsslon,  and 
the  Department  of  Justice;  to  advise  and 
consult  with  other  governmental  agencies 
concerning  the  pricing  of  materials  required 
In  the  defense  mobilization  program;  to 
maintain  current  rosters  of  qualified  per- 
sons who  would  be  available  in  the  event  of 
the  activation  of  controls  to  agencies  con- 
trolling prices  and  wages;  and  to  devise  and 
perfect  the  appropriate  pattern  of  organiza- 
tion and  procedures  which  would  be  required 
in  the  event  it  should  become  necessary  to 
imp>ose  selective  or  general  controls. 

Sec.  403.  (a)  (1)  The  President  may  issue 
regulations  and  orders  establishing  a  celling 
or  ceilings  on  the  price,  rental,  commission, 
margin,  rate,  fee,  charge,  or  allowance  paid 
or  received  on  the  sale  or  delivery,  or  the 
purchase  or  receipt,  by  or  to  any  person,  of 
any  material  or  service;  and  the  President 
shall  at  the  same  time  issue  regulations  and 
orders  stabilizing  wages,  salaries,  and  other 
compensation  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section. 

(2)  Action  under  this  section  may  be 
taken  either  with  respect  to  individual  ma- 
terials and  services  and  to  individual  types 
of  employment,  or  with  respect  to  materials, 
services,  and  types  of  employment  general- 
ly. Whenever  any  action  is  taken  with  re- 
spect to  any  particular  material,  service,  or 
type  of  emplojrment  or  with  respect  to  ma- 
terials, services  or  types  of  emplosmient  gen- 
erally, celling  prices  shall  be  fixed  and  the 
wages,  salaries,  and  other  compensation  shall 
be  stabilized  at  the  level  prevailing  as  of  the 
close  of  business  on  the  business  day  next 
preceding  the  day  on  which  the  action  is 
taken.  As  soon  thereafter  as  practicable 
(within  a  period  of  90  days  after  the  tak- 
ing of  such  action,  if  possible,  and  within  a 
period  of  6  months  after  the  taking  of  such 
action  in  any  event)  the  President  shall  ad- 
Just  such  celling  prices  and  such  wages,  sala- 
ries, and  other  compensation  in  the  manner 
provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Whenever  a  celling  has  been  imposed 
with  respect  to  a  particular  material  or  serv- 
ice, the  President  shall  stabilize  wages,  sala- 
ries, and  other  compensation  in  the  indus- 
try or  business  producing  the  material  or 
performing  the  service. 

(4)  Whenever  ceilings  on  prices  have  been 
estaUl&hed  on  nuiterlals  and  services  com- 
prising a  substantial  part  of  all  sales  at  re- 
tail and  materially  affecting  the  cost  of  liv- 
ing, the  President  (1)  shall  impose  ceilings 
on  prices  and  services  generaUy,  and  (11) 
shall  stabilize  wages,  salaries,  and  other  com- 
pensation generally. 

(b]  In  stabilizing  wages  under  this  sec- 
tion, the  President  shall  issue  regulations 
prohibiting  Increases  In  wages,  salaries,  and 
other  compensation  which  he  deenos  would 
require  an  increase  In  price  ceilings  or  im- 
pose hardships  or  inequities  on  sellsrs  oper- 
ating under  price  ceilings. 

(c)  6o  for  M  practicable,  in  exercising  the 
autbOTlty    oonfened    In    this   section,    tbe 
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President  shall  ascertain  and  give  due  con- 
sideration to  comparable  prices,  rentals, 
commissions,  margins,  rates,  fees,  cliarges, 
and  allowances,  and  to  comparable  salaries, 
vages,  or  otber  compensation,  which  he  finds 
to  be  representative  of  those  prevailing  dur- 
ing the  period  from  ,  to  ,  Inclu- 
sive, or.  In  case  none  prevailed  during  this 
period  or  If  those  prevailing  during  this  pe- 
riod were  not  generally  representative  be- 
cause of  abnormal  or  seasonal  market  con- 
ditions or  other  cause,  then  those  prevail- 
ing on  the  nearest  date  on  which,  in  the 
Judgment  of  the  President,  they  are  gen- 
erally representative.  The  President  shall 
also  give  due  consideration  to  the  national 
effort  to  achieve  maximum  production  In 
furtherance  of  the  objectives  of  this  act. 
In  determining  and  adjusting  ceilings  on 
prices  with  respect  to  materials  and  services, 
he  shall  give  due  consideration  to  such  rele- 
vant factors  as  he  may  determine  to  be  of 
general  applicability  in  respect  of  such  ma- 
terial or  service,  including  the  following: 
Speculative  fluctuations,  general  Increases  or 
decreases  in  cost  of  production,  distribution, 
and  transportation,  and  general  Increases  or 
decreases  In  profits  earnt^  by  sellers  of  the 
material  or  by  persons  performing  the  serv- 
ice, subsequent  to  ;  but  no  such  ceil- 
ings shall  be  established  for  the  purpose  of 
controlling  profits.  In  stabilizing  and  ad- 
Justing  wages,  salaries,  or  other  compensa- 
tion, the  President  shall  give  due  considera- 
tion to  such  relevant  factors  as  he  may 
determine  to  be  of  general  applicability  in 
respect  of  such  wages,  salaries,  or  other 
compensation.  Any  regulation  or  order 
under  this  title  shall  be  such  as  in  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  President  will  be  generally  fair 
and  equitable  and  will  effectuate  the  pur- 
poses of  this  title,  and  shall  be  accom- 
panied by  a  statement  of  considerations  in- 
volved In  the  Issuance  of  such  regulation  or 
order.  The  President.  In  establishing  and 
adjusting  ceilings  with  respect  to  materials 
and  services,  and  in  stabilizing  and  adjust- 
ing wages,  salaries,  and  other  compensation, 
shall  make  such  adjustments  as  he  deems 
necessary  to  prevent  or  correct  hardships  or 
Inequities. 

(d)  (1)  Regulations  and  orders  Issued 
under  this  title  shall  apply  regardless  of  any 
obligation  heretofore  or  hereafter  Incurred, 
except  as  provided  in  this  subsection;  but 
the  President  shall  make  appropriate  provi- 
sion to  prevent  hardships  and  inequities  to 
sellers  who  have  bona  fide  contracts  in  effect 
on  the  date  of  issuance  of  any  such  regu- 
lation or  order  for  future  delivery  of  mate- 
rials In  which  seasonal  demands  or  normal 
business  practices  require  contracts  for 
future  delivery. 

(2)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  this 
section,  no  wage,  salary,  or  other  comp>ensa- 
tlon  shall  be  stabilized  at  less  than  that  paid 
during  the  period  from  ,  to  ,  In- 

clusive; no  regulation  or  order  shall  be  Issued 
or  remain  in  effect  under  this  title  which 
prohibits  the  payment  or  receipt  of  hourly 
wages  at  a  rate  of  $1  per  hour  or  less;  and 
no  action  shall  be  taken  under  authority  of 
this  title  with  respect  to  wages,  salaries,  or 
other  compensation  which  is  Inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  or  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act.  1947.  or 
any  other  law  of  the  United  States. 

(e)  In  order  to  carry  out  the  objectives 
of  this  title,  the  President  may  encourage 
and  promote  voluntary  action  by  business, 
agriculture,  labor,  and  consumers.  In  pro- 
ceeding under  this  subsection  the  President 
may  exercise  the  authority  to  approve  vol- 
untary programs  and  agreements  conferred 
on  him  under  section  707,  and  may  utilize 
the  services  of  persons  and  agencies  as  pro- 
vided in  section  713. 

Sec.  404.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In 
section  403 — 

(a)  No  ceiling  shall  be  established  or 
malntalaed  for  any  agricultural  commodity 
below   the  highest  of  the  following  prices: 


(1)  The  parity  price  for  such  commodity,  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
In  accordance  with  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  adjusted 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  grade, 
location,  and  seasonal  differentials,  or  (2) 
the  highest  price  received  by  producers  dur- 
ing the  period  from  .  to  ,  In- 
clusive, as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  adjusted  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  for  grade,  location,  and  sea- 
sonal differentials,  or  (3)  in  the  ca8««  of  any 
commodity  for  which  the  market  was  nut 
active  during  the  period  .  to 
inclusive,  the  average  price  received  by 
producers  during  the  most  recent  repre- 
sentative i)erlod  prior  to  ,  In  which 
the  market  for  such  commodity  was  active 
as  determined  and  adjusted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  a  level  in  line  with 
the  level  of  prices  received  by  producers  for 
agricultural  commodities  generally  during 
the  period  ,  to  ,  inclusive,  and 
adjusted  by  the  Secretary  for  grade,  loca- 
tion, and  seasonal  differentials,  or  (4)  In 
the  case  of  Hre-cured  tobacco  a  price  (as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  A^;rlcuUure 
and  adjusted  for  grade  differentials)  equal 
to  75  percent  of  the  parity  price  of  Burley 
tobacco  or  the  corresponding  crop,  and  In 
the  case  of  dark  air-cured  tobacco  and  Vir- 
ginia sun-cured  tobacco,  respectively,  a 
price  (as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Ar;rlculture  and  adjusted  for  t;r;ule  differ- 
entials) equ  U  to  66 -J  percent  of  the  parity 
price  of  Burley  tobacco  of  the  corresponding 
crop. 

(b)  No  ceilings  shall  be  established  or 
maintained  hereunder  for  any  C'lmmodity 
processed  or  manufactured  In  whole  or  sub- 
stantial part  from  any  ai^ilcuUural  cjm- 
modlty  below  a  price  which  will  reflect  to 
producers  of  such  agricultural  commodity  a 
price  for  such  agricultural  commodity  ecjual 
to  the  highest  price  therefor  s[>eci(ied  in 
this  subsection-  Provided.  That  In  pstabilsh- 
Ing  and  maintaining  ceilings  on  products 
resulting  from  the  processing  of  agricul- 
tural commodities,  Including  livestock,  a 
generally  fair  and  equitable  margin  shall  be 
allowed  for  such  processing;  and  equitable 
treatment  shall  be  accorded  to  all  such 
processors. 

(c)  Whenever  a  ceiling  has  been  estab- 
lished under  this  title  with  respect  to  any 
agricultural  commodity,  or  any  commodity 
processed  or  manufactured  In  whole  or  in 
substantial  part  therefrom,  the  President 
from  time  to  time  shall  adjust  such  celling 
in  order  to  make  appropriate  allowance  for 
substantial  reduction  in  merchantable  crop 
yields,  unusual  increases  In  costs  of  produc- 
tion, and  other  factors  which  result  from 
hazards  occurring  in  connection  with  the 
production  and  marketing  of  such  agricul- 
tural commcdlty:  and  In  establishing  the 
celling  (1)  for  any  agricultural  commodity 
for  which  the  1953  marketing  season  com- 
menced prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act 
and  for  which  different  areas  have  different 
periods  of  marketing  during  such  season, 
or  (2)  for  any  agricultural  commodity  pro- 
duced for  the  same  general  use  as  a  com- 
modity described  in  ( 1 ) .  the  President  shall 
give  due  consideration  to  affording  equitable 
treatment  to  all  prcxlucers  of  the  commodity 
for  which  the  celling  is  being  established. 

(d)  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  construed  to  modify,  repeal.  8UF>ersede, 
or  affect  the  provisions  of  either  ( 1 )  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  or  (2) 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937.  as  amended,  or  to  invalidate  any 
marketing  agreement,  license,  or  order,  or 
any  provision  thereof  or  amendment  thereto, 
heretofore  or  hereafter  made  or  issued  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended. 

(e)  Ceiling  prices  to  producers  for  milk 
used  for  distribution  as  fluid  milk  In  any 
marketing  area  not  under  a  marketing  agree- 
ment, license,  or  order  Issued  linder  the  Agri- 
cultural Marketing  Agreement  Act  of   1937, 


as  amended  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  s 
non-Federal  marketing  area),  shall  not  be 
less  than  ( 1 )  parity  prices  for  such  milk,  or 
(2)  prices  which  In  any  such  area  will  bear 
the  same  ratio  to  the  simple  average  of  the 
prices  payable  to  producers  for  milk  used 
for  distribution  as  fluid  milk  In  all  Federal 
marketing  areas  as  the  prices  for  fluid  milk 
in  the  non-Federal  marketing  area  bore  to 
the  averaKe  of  the  prices  for  such  milk  la 
all  Federal  marketing  areas  on 

(f)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
parity  price  of  any  agricultural  commodity 
as  of  any  date  shall  be  the  parity  price  of 
such  commodity  as  of  the  beglnnlr^  of  the 
then  current  marketing  year  or  season  for 
the  commodity,  except  that,  in  the  event 
tliat  the  marketing  year  or  season  then 
current  commenced  prior  to  May  1,  1953, 
such  parity  price  as  of  any  date  during  such 
year  or  seas(jn  shall  be  the  parity  price  for 
the  commodity  publLshed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  on  April  29.  1953.  The  mar- 
keting year  or  season  lor  a  commodity  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture: and,  In  the  ca.se  of  a  commodity  which 
the  Secretary  determines  Is  not  marketed  on 
a  marketing  year  or  season  basis,  shall  b« 
the  calendar  year. 

Sfc  405  lai  The  authority  conferred  by 
this  title  shflll  not  be  exercised  with  respect 
to  the  following 

( 1 )    Pi  ices  or  rentals  for  rer^l  property; 

(2  Rates  or  fees  charged  for  professional 
services.  wai»es.  salaries,  and  other  compen- 
sation paid  to  physlci.nn;;  employed  In  a  pro- 
fessional rapiicity  by  licensed  hospitals, 
clinics,  and  like  medical  Institutions  for  the 
care  of  the  sick  or  disabled,  wages,  salaries, 
and  other  compensation  paid  to  attorneys 
licensed  to  practice  law  employed  in  a  pro- 
fes-slonal  capacity  by  an  attorney  or  flrm  of 
attorneys  engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  or 
their  profession;  wasjes.  salaries,  and  ether 
c  impensation  paid  to  prrifes.slonal  engineers 
employed  in  a  profe,«sional  capiclty;  wages, 
salaries,  and  other  compensation  paid  to 
pri'fes.slonal  architects  employed  In  a  pro- 
fes.sional  rapacity  by  an  architect  or  firm  of 
architects  en^.H^od  In  the  practice  of  his  or 
their  profession,  and  wa^jes.  salaries,  and 
other  compensation  paid  to  certified  public 
accountants  licensed  to  practice  as  such  em- 
ployed m  a  profe.ssional  capacity  by  a  certified 
public  accountant  or  firm  of  certlfl?d  public 
accountants  engaged  In  the  practice  of  his 
or  their  profession; 

(3  I  Prices  or  rentals  for  (A)  materials  fur- 
nl.«hed  for  publication  by  any  press  associa- 
tion or  feature  service,  or  iBi  b  )Oks.  mas;a- 
zlnes,  motion  pictures.  perlf)dlcals.  or  news- 
pa  jwrs.  (.ther  than  as  waste  or  scrap;  or 
rates  charijed  by  any  person  In  the  business 
of  operating  or  publishing  a  newspaper,  perl- 
odtctl.  or  maR;>z!ne.  or  operating  a  radio- 
broadcasting or  television  station,  a  motion- 
picture  or  other  theater  enterprise,  or  out- 
door advert l.slng  facilities; 

(4)  Rates  charged  by  any  person  In  the 
business  of  selling  or  underwriting  Insurance; 

(5)  \.\\  Rates  and  charges  by  any  com- 
mon earner  or  other  public  utility,  includ- 
ing rates  changed  by  any  person  subject  to 
the  Shippii;>;  Act.  1916  (Public  Law  260,  64th 
Cong  ).  as  amcncted,  and  Including  compen- 
sation for  the  use  by  others  of  a  common 
carriers  cars  or  other  transportation  equip- 
ment, charges  for  the  u.se  of  washroom  and 
toilet  facilities  in  terminals  and  stations,  and 
charges  for  repairing  cars  or  other  transpor- 
tation equipment  owned  by  others;  charges 
for  the  use  of  parking  facilities  operated  by 
common  carriers  In  connection  with  their 
common-carrier  operations;  and  (B)  charges 
paid  by  common  carriers  for  the  perform- 
ance of  a  part  of  their  transportation  services 
to  the  public,  including  the  use  of  cars  or 
other  transportation  equipment  owned  by 
a  person  other  than  a  common  carrier,  pro- 
tective service  against  heat  or  cold  to  prop- 
erty transported  or  to  be  transported,  and 
pickup  and  delivery  and  local  transfer  serv- 
ices. Provided,  That  no  common  carrier  or 
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other  public  utility  shaH  at  any  time  after 
the  President  shall  have  Issued  any  stabili- 
zation regulations  and  orders  under  subsec- 
tion (a)  of  section  403  make  any  Increase  in 
Its  charges  for  property  or  services  sold  by 
it  for  resale  to  the  public,  for  which  appli- 
cation Is  filed  after  the  date  of  issuance 
of  such  stabilization  regulations  and  ordnv, 
before  the  Federal.  State,  or  municipal  au- 
thority, if  any,  having  Jurisdiction  to  con- 
sider such  Increase,  unless  It  first  gives  30 
days'  notice  to  the  President,  or  such  agency 
as  he  may  designate,  and  consents  to  timely 
intervention  by  such  agency  before  the  Fed- 
eral, State,  or  municipal  authority,  If  any, 
having  Jurisdiction  to  consider  such  In- 
crease: And  prot'<ded  further.  That  the  OflBce 
of  Price  Stabilization  or  its  successor  shall 
not  intervene  in  any  case  Involving  increases 
in  rates  or  charges  proposed  by  any  com- 
mon carrier  or  other  public  utility  except  as 
provided  In  the  preceding  proviso; 

(6)  Margin  requirements  on  any  commod- 
ity exchange; 

(7)  Prices  charged  and  wages  paid  for 
services  performed  by  barbers  and  beauti- 
cians; 

(B)  Rates,  fees,  and  charges  for  materials 
or  services  supplied  directly  by  the  States. 
Territories,  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  and  their  political  Bubdivlslons  and 
municipalities,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
any  agency  of  any  of  the  foregoing; 

(9)  Wages,  salaries,  or  other  compensation 
of  persons  employed  In  small -business  enter- 
prises as  defined  in  this  paragraph:  Pro- 
ndfd,  however,  That  the  President  may  from 
time  to  time  exclude  from  this  exemption 
such  enterprises  on  the  basis  of  Industries, 
types  of  business,  occupations,  or  areas.  If 
their  exemption  would  be  unstablUzlng  with 
respect  to  wages,  salaries,  or  other  compensa- 
tion, prices,  or  manpower,  or  would  other- 
wise be  contrary  to  the  purposes  of  this  act. 
A  small -business  enterprise,  for  the  purpose 
of  this  paragraph,  is  any  enterprise  in  which 
a  total  of  eight  or  less  i>ersons  are  employed 
In  all  its  establishments,  branches,  units,  or 
afBliates; 

(10)  Prices  charged  and  wages  paid  by 
bowling  alleys; 

(11)  Wages  paid  for  agricultural  labor. 
(bi   The  President.  In  or  by  any  regulation 

or  order,  may  provide  exemptions  for  any 
materials  or  services,  or  transactions  therein, 
or  types  of  employment,  with  resoect  to 
which  he  finds  that  (1)  such  exeirption  Is 
necessary  to  promote  the  national  dofense; 
or  (2)  it  Is  unnecessary  that  ceilings  b*  ap- 
plicable to  such  materials  or  ser^  ices,  i 
transactions  therein,  or  that  ccmpe.'sat.s  . 
for  such  types  of  employment  be  8tabi'i>'<o. 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  u 
title. 

(c)  The  powers  granted  In  this  title  i  '\td 
not  be  used  or  made  to  operate  to  cr.-n\  tl 
changes  In  the  business  practices,  cost  T  ■  '  - 
tices  or  methods,  or  means  or  aids  to  J'^ 
trlbutlon.  established  in  any  Industry,  ex- 
cept where  such  action  Is  afflrmatively  found 
by  the  President  to  be  necessary  to  prevent 
circumvention  or  evasion  of  any  regulation, 
order,  or  requirement  under  this  title. 

(d)  Nothing  In  this  title  shall  be  con- 
strued ( 1)  as  authorizing  the  elimination  or 
any  restriction  of  the  use  of  trade  and  brand 
names;  (2)  as  authorizing  the  President  to 
require  the  grade  labeling  of  any  materials; 
(3)  as  authorizing  the  President  to  stand- 
ardize any  materials  or  services,  unless  the 
President  shall  determine,  with  respect  to 
such  standardization,  that  no  practicable  al- 
ternative exists  for  securing  effective  price 
control  with  respect  to  such  materials  or 
services;  or  (4)  as  authorizing  any  order  of 
the  President  establishing  price  ceilings  for 
different  kinds,  classes,  or  types  of  material 
or  service,  which  are  described  In  terms  of 
specifications  or  standards,  unless  siKh  speci- 
fications or  standards  were,  prior  to  such 
order,  in  general  use  In  the  trade  or  industry 
affected,  or  have  previously  been  promulgated 


and  their  use  lawfully  reqtilred  by  another 
Government  agency. 

(e)  No  rule,  regulation,  or  order  Issued 
tinder  this  title  shall  require  any  seller  of 
materials  at  retail  to  limit  his  sales  with  ref- 
erence to  any  highest  price  line  offered  for 
sale  by  him  at  any  prior  time. 

(f)  Where  the  sale  or  delivery  of  a  mate- 
rial or  service  makes  the  pwrson  selling  or 
delivering  it  liable  for  a  State  or  local  gross 
receipts  tax  or  gross  income  tax,  he  may 
receive  for  the  material  or  service  Involved, 
In  addition  to  the  celling  price.  (1)  an 
amount  equal  to  the  amount  of  all  such 
State  and  Icx;al  taxes  for  which  the  trans- 
action makes  him  liable,  or  (2)  1  cent,  which- 
ever is  greater.  For  the  purposes  of  the  pre- 
ceding sentence,  the  amount  of  tax  liability 
shall  be  computed  on  shipping  units  at  {,he 
ceiling  price,  and  a  fractional  part  of  a  cent 
In  the  amount  of  tax  liability  shall  be  dis- 
regarded unless  It  amounts  to  one-half  cent 
or  more,  in  which  case  it  shall  be  Increased 
to  1  cent. 

(g)  No  rule,  regulation,  order,  or  amend- 
ment thereto  Issued  under  this  title  shall 
fix  a  ceiling  on  the  price  paid  or  received 
on  the  sale  or  delivery  of  any  material  in 
any  State  below  the  minimum  sales  price 
of  such  material  fixed  by  the  State  law  (other 
than  any  so-called  fair  trade  law)  now  in 
effect,  or  by  regulation  issued  pursuant  to 
such  law. 

Sec.  406.  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  the  President  shall,  so  far  as  prac- 
ticable, advise  and  consult  with,  and  estab- 
lish and  utilize  committees  of,  representa- 
tives of  persons  substantially  affected  by 
regulations  or  orders  issued  hereunder. 

Sec.  407.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful,  regard- 
less of  any  obligation  heretofore  or  hereafter 
entered  into,  for  any  person  to  sell  or  deliver, 
or  in  the  regular  course  of  business  or  trade 
to  buy  or  receive,  any  commodity  or  service, 
or  otherwise  to  do  or  omit  to  do  any  act. 
In  violation  of  this  title  or  of  any  regula- 
tion, order,  or  requirement  Issued  thereunder, 
or  to  offer,  solicit,  attempt  or  agree  to  do 
any  of  the  foregoing.  T^e  President  shall 
also  prescribe  the  extent  to  which  any  pay- 
ment made,  either  in  money  or  property,  by 
any  person  in  violation  of  any  such  regiila- 
tion,  order,  or  requirement  shall  be  disre- 
garded by  the  executive  departments  and 
other  governmental  agencies  in  determining 
the  costs  or  expenses  of  any  such  person  for 
the  purposes  of  any  other  law  or  regulation, 
including  bases  in  determining  gain  for  tax 
purposes. 

(b)  No  employer  shall  pay,  and  no  em- 
I  loyee    shall    receive,    any    wage,   salary,   or 

her  compensation  in  contravention  of  any 
regulation  or  order  promulgated  under  this 
tlile.  The  President  shall  also  prescribe  the 
•xtent  to  which  any  wage,  salary,  or  com- 
pensation pmyment  made  in  contravention 
jt  an^  such  regulation  or  order  shall  be  dis- 
rega/J'Xl  by  the  executive  departments  and 
olhc.  governmental  agencies  in  determining 
'he  costs  or  expenses  of  any  employer  for 
the  V lirpt"^"'  of  any  other  law  or  regulation. 

fjtc.  40B.  Nothing  In  this  title  shaU  be 
construed  to  require  any  person  to  sell  any 
material  or  service,  or  to  perform  personal 
services. 

Sec.  409.  (a)  At  any  time  within  6  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  any  regulation  or 
order  relating  to  price  controls  under  this 
title,  or,  in  the  case  of  new  grounds  arising 
after  the  effective  date  of  any  such  regula- 
tion or  order,  within  6  months  after  such 
new  grounds  arise,  any  person  subject  to  any 
provision  of  such  regulation  or  order  may.  In 
accordance  with  regulations  to  be  prescribed 
by  the  President,  file  a  protest  specifically 
setting  forth  objections  to  any  such  provision 
and  affidavits  or  other  written  evidence  in 
support  of  such  objections.  Ststements  in 
support  of  any  such  regulation  or  order  may 
be  received  and  incorporated  In  the  transcript 
of  the  proceedings  at  such  times  and  in  ac- 
cordance with  such  regulations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  President.    Within  a  rea- 


sonable time  after  the  filing  of  any  protest 
under  this  section,  btit  in  no  event  more 
than  SO  days  after  such  filing,  the  President 
shall  either  grant  or  deny  such  protest  in 
whole  or  in  part,  notice  such  protest  for  hear- 
ing, or  provide  an  opportunity  to  present 
further  evidence  In  connection  therewith.  In 
the  event  that  the  President  denies  any  such 
protest  In  whole  or  in  part,  he  shall  Inform 
the  protestant  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
such  decision  is  based,  and  of  any  economic 
data  and  other  facts  of  which  the  President 
has  taken  official  notice. 

(b)  In  the  administration  of  this  title, 
the  President  may  take  official  notice  of 
economic  data  and  other  facts,  including 
facts  found  by  him  as  a  result  of  action 
taken  under  section  708  of  this  act. 

(c)  Any  proceedings  under  this  section 
may  be  limited  by  the  President  to  the  filing 
of  affidavits,  or  other  written  evidence,  and 
the  filing  of  briefs:  Provided,  hoicever.  That 
upon  the  request  of  the  protestant,  any  pro- 
test filed  in  accordance  with  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shall,  before  denial  In  whole 
or  In  part,  be  considered  by  a  board  of  re- 
view consisting  of  one  or  more  officers  or  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  designated  by 
the  President  in  accordance  with  regulations 
to  be  promulgated  by  him.  Such  regulations 
shall  provide  that  the  board  of  review  may 
conduct  hearings  and  hold  sessions  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  or  in  any  other  place, 
as  a  board,  or  by  subcommittees  thereof,  and 
shall  provide  that,  upon  the  request  of  the 
protestants  and  upon  a  showing  that  ma- 
terial facts  would  be  adduced  thereby,  sub- 
penas  shall  Issue  to  procure  the  evidence  of 
persons,  or  the  production  of  docviments,  or 
both.  The  President  shall  cause  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  board  such  evidence,  including 
economic  data,  in  the  form  of  affidavits  or 
otherwise,  as  he  deems  appropriate  in  sup- 
port of  the  provision  algalnst  which  tha 
protest  is  filed.  The  protestant  shall  be  ac- 
corded an  opportunity  to  present  rebuttal 
evidence  In  writing  and  oral  argument  before 
the  board  and  the  board  shall  make  written 
recommendations  to  the  President.  The 
protectant  shall  be  informed  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  hoard  and,  in  the  event 
that  the  President  rejects  such  recommenda- 
tions In  whole  or  in  part,  shall  be  Informed 
of  the  reasons  for  such  rejection. 

(d)  Any  protest  filed  under  this  section 
shall  be  granted  or  denied  by  the  President, 
or  granted  In  part  and  the  remainder  of  It 
denied  within  a  reasonable  time  after  it  is 
filed.  Any  protestant  who  Is  aggrieved  by 
undue  delay  on  the  part  of  the  President 
In  disposing  of  his  protest  may  petition  th^ 
Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  for  relief;  and 
such  cotu-t  shall  have  Jurisdiction  by  ap- 
propriate order  to  require  the  President  to 
dispose  of  such  protest  within  such  time 
as  may  be  fixed  by  the  court.  If  the  Presi- 
dent does  not  act  finally  within  the  time 
fixed  by  the  court,  the^  protest  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  denied  at  the  expiration  of 
that  period. 

Sbc.  410.  (a)  Any  person  who  is  aggrieved 
by  the  denial  or  partial  denial  of  his  protest 
may,  within  30  days  after  such  denial,  file 
a  complaint  with  the  Emergency  Court  of 
Appeals  specifying  his  objections  and  pray- 
ing that  the  regulation  or  order  protested  be 
enjoined  or  set  aside  in  whole  or  in  part. 
A  copy  of  such  complaint  shall  forthwith  be 
served  on  the  President,  who  shall  certify 
and  file  with  such  court  a  transcript  of  such 
portions  of  the  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  protest  as  are  material  under  the 
complaint.  Such  transcript  shall  Include 
a  statement  setting  forth,  so  far  as  practi- 
cable, the  economic  data  and  other  facts  of 
which  the  President  has  taken  ofltcisd  notice. 
Upon  such  filing,  the  court  ahall  have  ex- 
clusive Jurisdiction  of  the  proceeding  and  of 
all  questions  determined  therrin.  and  shall 
have  power  to  grant  such  temporary  relief 
or  restraining  order  as  it  deems  just  and 
proper,  to  permanentlj  enjoin  or  set  aside. 
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In  whoI«  or  In  part,  the  regulation  or  order 
or  the  amendment  of  or  supplement  to  the 
regulation  or  order  protested:  to  make  and 
enter  upon  the  pleadings,  evidence,  testi- 
mony, and  proceedings  set  forth  In  such 
transcript  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  and 
enforcing  as  so  modified,  or  setting  aside 
In  whole  or  In  part  the  order  of  the  Presi- 
dent; to  dismiss  the  petition:  or  to  remand 
the  proceeding  to  the  President  for  further 
action  In  accordance  with  the  court's  de- 
cree: Provided,  That  the  regulation  or  order 
may  be  modified  or  rescinded  by  the  Presi- 
dent at  any  time  notwithstanding  the  pend- 
ency of  such  complaint.  No  objection  to 
such  regulation  or  order,  and  no  evidence  In 
support  of  any  objection  thereto,  shall  be 
considered  by  the  court,  unless  such  ob- 
jection shall  have  been  set  forth  by  the 
complainant  In  the  protest  or  such  evidence 
shall  be  contained  in  the  transcript.  The 
findings  of  the  President  with  respect  to 
questions  of  fact,  if  supported  by  substan- 
tial evidence  on  the  record  considered  as  a 
whole,  shall  be  conclusive.  If  application 
is  made  to  the  court  by  either  party  for  leave 
to  Introduce  additional  evidence  which  was 
either  offered  to  the  President  and  not  ad- 
mitted, or  which  could  not  reasonably  have 
been  offered  to  the  President  or  Included  by 
the  President  In  such  proceedings,  and  the 
court  determines  that  such  evidence  should 
be  admitted,  the  court  shall  order  the  evi- 
dence to  be  presented  to  the  President.  The 
President  shall  promptly  receive  the  same, 
and  such  other  evidence  as  he  deems  neces- 
sary or  proper,  and  thereupon  he  shall  certi- 
fy and  flle  with  the  court  a  transcript  there- 
of and  any  modification  made  in  the  regula- 
tion or  order  as  a  result  thereof:  except  that 
on  request  by  the  President,  any  sucli  evi- 
dence shall  be  presented  directly  to  the 
court. 

(b)  The  Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  is 
hereby  continued  for  the  purpose  of  the 
exercise  of  the  Jurisdiction  granted  by  this 
title,  with  the  powers  herein  specified,  to- 
gether with  the  powers  heretofore  granted 
by  law  to  such  court  which  are  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  provisions  of  this  title. 
The  court  shall  have  the  powers  of  a  district 
court  with  respect  to  t/ie  Jurisdiction  con- 
ferred on  it  by  this  title.  So  far  as  neces- 
sary to  decision,  the  court  shall  decide  all 
relevant  questions  of  law.  interpret  consti- 
tutional and  statutory  provisions,  and  Inter- 
pret the  meaning  or  applicability  of  the 
terms  of  any  official  action  under  this  title 
or  under  this  act.  as  amended,  of  which  this 
title  is  a  part  and  with  respect  to  this  title. 
^The  court  shall  exercise  its  powers  and  pre- 
scribe, rules  governing  its  procedure  in  such 
manner  as  to  expedite  the  determination  of 
cases  of  which  it  has  jurisdiction  under  this 
title. 

(c)  Within  30  days  after  entry  of  a  Judg- 
ment or  order.  Interlocutory  or  final,  by 
the  Emergency  Court  of  Appeals,  a  petition 
for  a  writ  of  certiorari  may  be  filed  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and 
thereupon  the  Judgment  or  order  shall  be 
subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  In 
the  same  manner  as  a  Judgment  of  a  United 
States  court  of  appeals  as  provided  in  sec- 
tion 1254  of  title  28.  United  States  Code. 
The  Supreme  Court  shall  advance  on  the 
doclcet  and  expedite  the  disposition  of  all 
causes  filed  therein  pursuant  to  this  sub- 
section. The  Emergency  Covut  of  Appeals, 
and  the  Supreme  Court  upon  review  of  Judg- 
ments and  orders  of  the  Emergency  Court  of 
Appeals,  shall  have  exclusive  Jurisdiction  to 
determine  the  validity  of  any  such  regula- 
tion or  order  iMued  under  this  title.  Ex- 
cept as  provided  In  this  section,  no  court, 
Federal,  State,  or  Territorial,  shall  have  Ju- 
risdiction or  power  to  consider  the  validity 
of  any  such  regulation  or  order,  or  to  stay, 
restrain,  enjoin,  or  set  aside,  in  whole  or  iii 
part,  any  provision  of  this  act  authorizing 
the  lABuance  of  such  regulations  or  orders, 
or  any  pronBion  of  any  such  regulation  or 


order,  or  to  restrain  or  enjoin  the  enforce- 
ment of  any  such  provision. 

(d)  Within  30  days  after  arraignment,  or 
such  additional  time  as  the  court  may  allow 
for  good  cause  shown.  In  any  criminal  pro- 
ceeding, and  within  5  days  after  Judgment 
In  any  civil  or  criminal  proceeding,  brought 
pursuant  to  section  411  or  709  of  this  act. 
or  section  371  of  title  18,  United  States  Code, 
Involving  alleged  violation  of  any  provision 
of  any  such  regulation  cr  order,  the  defend- 
ant may  apply  to  the  court  in  which  the 
proceeding  is  pending  for  leave  to  file  In  the 
Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  a  complaint 
against  the  President  setting  forth  objec- 
tions to  the  validity  of  any  provision  which 
the  defendant  Is  alleged  to  have  violated 
or  conspired  to  violate.  The  court  in  which 
the  proceeding  is  pending  shall  grant  such 
leave  with  respect  to  any  objection  which 
It  finds  is  made  in  good  faith  and  with  re- 
spect to  which  it  finds  there  is  reasonable 
and  substantia:  excuse  for  the  defendant's 
failure  to  present  such  objection  in  a  pro- 
test filed  In  accordance  with  section  409  of 
this  title.  U{X)n  the  filing  of  a  complaint 
pursuant  to  and  within  30  days  from  the 
granting  of  such  leave,  the  Emergency  Court 
of  Appeals  shall  have  Jurisdiction  to  enjoin 
or  set  aside  in  whole  or  in  part  the  provi- 
sion of  the  regulation  or  order  complained 
of  or  to  dismiss  the  complaint.  The  court 
may  authorize  the  introduction  of  evidence, 
either  to  the  President  or  directly  to  the 
court,  in  accordance  with  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section.  The  provisions  of  sul>secti'-)ns 
(b)  and  (c)  of  this  section  shall  be  appli- 
cable with  respect  to  any  proceeding  Insti- 
tuted in  accordance  with  this  subsection. 

(e)  In  any  proceeding  brought  pursuant 
to  section  411  or  7C9  of  this  act.  or  section 
371  of  title  18,  United  States  Code.  Involving 
an  alleged  violation  of  any  provision  of  any 
such  regulation  or  order,  the  court  shall  stay 
the  proceeding — 

( 1 »  during  the  period  within  which  a  com- 
plaint may  be  filed  in  the  Emergency  Court 
oi  Appeals  pursuant  to  leave  granted  under 
subsection  (d)  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  such   provision; 

(2)  during  the  pendency  of  any  protest 
properly  filed  by  the  defendant  under  sec- 
tion 409  of  this  title  prior  to  the  institution 
of  the  proceeding  under  section  411  or  709 
or  this  act.  or  section  371  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  setting  forth  objections  to  the 
validity  of  such  provision  which  the  court 
finds  to  have  been  made  In  good  faith;  and 

(3)  during  the  pendency  of  any  Judicial 
proceeding  instituted  by  the  defendant  under 
this  section  with  respect  to  such  protest  or 
Instituted  by  the  defendant  under  subsection 
(d)  of  this  section  with  respect  to  such  pro- 
vision, and  until  the  expiration  of  the  time 
allowed  in  this  section  for  the  taking  of 
further  proceedings  with  respect  thereto. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection,  stays  shall  be  granted  thereunder 
In  civil  proceedings  only  after  Judgment 
and  upon  application  made  within  5  days 
after  Judgment.  Notwithstanding  the  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection.  In  the  case  of  a 
proceeding  under  section  411  or  709  of  this 
act,  the  court  granting  a  stay  under  this 
subsection  shall  issue  a  temporary  Injunc- 
tion or  restraining  order  enjoining  or  re- 
straining, during  the  period  of  the  stay, 
violations  by  the  defendant  of  any  provi- 
sion of  the  regulation  or  order  involved  in 
the  proceeding.  If  any  provision  of  a  regu- 
lation or  order  is  determined  to  be  invalid  by 
Judgment  of  the  Emergency  Court  of  Appjeals 
which  has  become  effective,  any  proceeding 
pending  In  any  court  shall  be  dismissed,  and 
any  Judgment  in  such  proceeding  vacated, 
to  the  extent  that  such  proceeding  or  Judg- 
ment is  based  upon  violation  of  such  pro- 
vision. Except  as  provided  in  this  subsec- 
tion, the  pendency  of  any  protest  under  sec- 
tion 409  of  this  title,  or  Judicial  proceeding 
under  this  section,  shall  not  be  grounds  for 
staying  any  proceeding  brought  pursuant  to 


aectlon  411  or  709  of  this  act.  or  section  371 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code:  nor,  except 
as  provided  in  this  section,  shall  any  retro- 
active effect  be  given  to  any  Judgment  set- 
ting aside  a  provision  of  a  regulation  or  order 
Issued   under  this   act. 

Sec  411.  (a)  Whenever  In  the  Judgment 
of  the  President  any  person  has  engaged  or 
Is  about  to  engage  in  any  acts  or  practices 
which  constitute  or  will  constitute  a  viola- 
tion of  any  provision  of  section  407  of  this 
title,  he  may  make  application  to  any  district 
court  of  the  United  States  or  any  United 
States  court  of  any  Territory  or  other  place 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  for  an  order  enjoining  such  acta  or 
practices,  or  for  an  order  enforcing  compli- 
ance with  such  provision,  and  upon  a  show- 
ing by  the  President  that  such  person  has 
engaged  or  Is  atxjut  to  engage  la  any  such 
acts  or  practices  a  permanent  or  temporary 
Injunction,  restraining  order,  or  other  order, 
with  or  without  such  injunction  or  restrain- 
ing order,  shall  be  granted  without  bond. 

(b)  Any  person  who  willfully  violates  any 
provision  of  section  407  of  this  title  shall  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall,  upon  con- 
viction thereof,  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $10,000.  or  to  imprisonment  for 
not  more  than  1  year,  or  both.  Whenever  the 
President  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  per- 
son is  liable  to  punishment  under  this  sub- 
section, he  may  certify  the  facts  to  the  At- 
ttirney  General,  who  may.  in  his  discretion, 
cause  appropriate  proceedings  to  be  brought. 

(c)  if  any  person  selling  any  material  or 
service  violates  a  regulation  or  order  pre- 
scribing a  celling  or  ceilings,  the  person  who 
buys  such  material  or  service  for  lise  or  con- 
sumption other  than  in  the  course  of  trade 
or  business  may.  within  1  year  from  the  date 
of  the  occurrence  of  the  violation,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided,  bring  an  action  agairut 
the  seller  on  account  of  the  overcharge.  In 
any  action  under  this  subsection  the  seller 
shall  l)e  liable  for  reasonable  attorney's  feet 
and  costs  as  determined  by  the  court,  plus 
whichever  of  the  following  sums  Is  greater: 
( 1 )  Such  amount  not  more  than  three  times 
tlie  amount  of  the  overcharge,  or  the  over- 
charges, upon  which  the  action  is  based  ajs 
the  court  in  Its  discretion  may  determine, 
or  (2)  an  amount  not  less  than  »25  nor  more 
than  »50  as  the  court  in  its  discretion  may 
determine:  Prorided,  however.  That  such 
amount  shall  be  the  amount  of  the  over- 
charge or  overcharges  if  the  defendant  proves 
that  the  violation  of  the  regulation  or  order 
In  question  was  neither  wlP'ul  nor  the  result 
of  failure  to  take  practicable  precautions 
against  the  occurrence  of  the  violation.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  section  the  word  "over- 
charge" shall  mean  the  amount  by  which  th« 
consideration  exceeds  the  applicable  celling. 
If  any  person  selling  any  material  or  service 
violates  a  regulation  or  order  prescribing  a 
celling  or  ceilings  and  the  buyer  either  falls 
to  Institute  an  action  under  this  subeectioa 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  the  occur- 
rence of  the  violation  or  la  not  entitled  for 
any  reason  to  bring  the  action,  the  President 
may  Institute  such  action  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  within  such  1-year  period,  or 
compromise  with  the  wller  the  liability 
which  might  be  assessed  against  the  seller 
in  such  an  action.  If  such  action  Is  Insti- 
tuted, or  such  liability  is  compromised  by 
the  President,  the  buyer  shall  thereafter  be 
barred  from  bringing  an  action  for  the  same 
violation  or  violations. 

(d)  Any  action  under  subsection  (c)  by 
either  the  buyer  or  the  President,  as  the  case 
may  be.  may  be  brought  in  any  court  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction.  A  Judgment  in  an  ac- 
tion for  damages,  or  a  compromise,  under 
subsection  (o  shall  be  a  bar  to  the  recovery 
under  that  subsection  of  any  damages  In  any 
other  action  against  the  same  seller  on  ac- 
count of  sales  made  to  the  same  purchaser 
prior  to  the  institution  of  the  action  In 
which  such  Judgment  was  rendered,  or  prior 
to  such  compromise.    The  President  may  not 
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institute  any  action  under  subsection  (c)  on 
behalf   of   the  United  States — 

(1 1  if  the  violation  arose  because  the  per- 
son selling  the  material  or  service  acted  up>on 
and  in  accordance  with  the  written  advice 
and  instructions  of  the  President  or  any  offi- 
cial authorized  to  act  for  him;  or 

1 2 )  If  the  violation  arose  out  of  the  sale  of 
any  material  or  service  to  any  agency  of  the 
Government,  and  such  sale  was  made  pur- 
suant to  the  lowest  bid  made  in  response  to 
an  Invitation  for  competitive  bids. 

(ei  The  President  shall  also  prescribe  the 
extent  to  which  any  payment  n&ade  by  way 
of  fine  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section,  or  any  payment  made  to  the  United 
States  or  to  any  buyer  in  compromise  or  sat- 
isfaction of  any  liability  or  of  any  right  of 
action,  suit,  or  Judgment,  authorized  pur- 
eu  mt  to  subsection  (c)  of  this -section  for 
selling  any  material  or  service,  in  violation 
of  a  regulation  or  order  providing  a  ceiling 
or  ceilings,  shall  t>e  disregarded  by  the  execu- 
tive departments  and  other  governmental 
agencies  in  determining  the  costs  or  expanses 
of  any  such  person  for  the  purposes  of  any 
other  law  or  regulation. 

(f)  The  term  "court  of  competent  Juris- 
diction "  as  used  in  this  section  shall  mean 
any  Federal  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction 
regardless  of  the  amount  in  controversy  and 
any  State  or  Territorial  court  of  competent 
Jurisdiction. 

Sec  412.  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  the  President  Eball.  so  far  as  prac- 
ticable, advise  and  consult  with,  and  estab- 
lish and  authorize  committees  of.  representa- 
tives of  persons  substantially  affected  by  reg- 
ulations or  orders  issued  hereunder. 

Ebc  413  Before  initially  issuing  any  regu- 
lation or  order  controlling  prices  or  wages, 
salaries  or  other  compensation  authorized  by 
this  title,  the  President,  after  consulting  the 
National  Advisory  Council,  by  Executive  or- 
der shall  find  and  declare  that  the  exercise 
of  any  such  authority  is  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  national  security  or  economic 
stability;  and  in  any  event  before  imposing 
controls  generally  under  this  title,  the  Presi- 
dent, after  consulting  the  National  Advisory 
Council  with  respect  thereto,  shall  by  Execu- 
tive order  make  a  similar  finding  and  decla- 
ration. 

Sec  414  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  that  price  and  wage 
controls,  if  activated,  shall  be  terminated  as 
soon  thereafter  as  possible  consistent  with 
the  policies  and  purposes  set  forth  In  this 
act;  and  that  the  President  shall  suspend 
price  and  wage  controls  in  the  case  of  any 
material  or  service  or  type  of  employment 
where  such  factors  as  condition  of  supply, 
existence  of  below  ceiling  prices,  historical 
volatility  of  prices,  wage  pressures  and  wage 
relationships,  or  relative  importance  in  rela- 
tionship to  business  costs  or  living  costs  will 
permit,  and  to  the  extent  that  such  action 
will  be  consistent  with  the  avoidance  of  a 
cumulative  and  dangerous  unstablllzlng  ef- 
fect. It  is  further  the  policy  of  the  Congress 
that  when  the  President  finds  that  the  ter- 
mination of  the  susjjension  and  the  restora- 
tion of  ceilings  on  the  sales  or  charges  for 
such  material  or  service,  or  the  further  sta- 
bilization of  such  wRges.  salaries,  and  other 
compensation,  or  both.  Is  necessary  In  order 
to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  act,  he  shall 
by  regulation  or  order  terminate  the  sus- 
pension. 

Sec  415  In  the  administration  of  this 
title,  the  President  may  suspend  any  require- 
ments with  respect  to  the  furnishing  of  re- 
ports or  other  Information  relating  to  sales 
of  materials  or  services  at  prices  which  are 
below  ceiling,  if  such  person  certifies  to  the 
President  that  such  sales  were  made  at  such 
prices. 

Tttle  V — Rent  Cont»ol 

8bc  501.  Subsection  (e)  of  section  4  of  the 
Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended. 
Is  amended  by  striking  out  "at  the  close  of 
April  30.  1953  •  and  inserting  la  Ueu  thereoX 


"upon  the  expiration  of  title  V  of  the  Emer- 
gency Stabilization  Act  of  1963." 

8k;.  502.  Subsection  (f)  of  section  204  of 
the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947.  as 
amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"(5)  (A)  Notwithstanding  any  provision 
of  paragraph  (1)  of  thU  subsection,  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  remain  In  force 
after  April  30,  1953,  on  a  stand-by  basis  for 
the  fixing  of  maximum  rents — 

"(1)  in  the  areas  described  In  subpara- 
graph (1)  (B)  and  (C)  of  this  subsection  In 
which  maximum  rents  were  In  effect  on  April 
30,  1953.  and 

"(ii)  in  any  area  which  prior  to  or  subse- 
quent to  April  30.  1963,  Is  certified  under  sub- 
section (1)  of  section  204  of  this  act  as  a 
critical  defense  housing  area; 
but  before  initially  Invoking  any  authority 
granted  by  this  title  U  as  to  areas  In  (1)  or 
(11),  or  both,  the  President,  after  consulting 
the  National  Advisory  Council,  by  Executive 
order  shall  find  and  declare  that  the  exer- 
cise of  any  power  conferred  in  this  title  II 
Is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  secu- 
rity or  economic  stability. 

"(B)  In  the  case  of  housing  accommo- 
dations for  which  a  maximum  rent  is  estab- 
lished or  reestablished  pursuant  to  subpara- 
graph (A)  of  this  paragraph,  the  maximum 
rent  shall  be  the  maximum  rent  in  effect  on 
April  30,  1953,  for  such  housing  accommoda- 
tions under  Federal  rent  control  plus  or 
minus  applicable  adjtistments;  or  If  no  maxi- 
mum rent  was  in  effect  for  such  housing  ac- 
commodations on  such  date,  the  maximum 
rent  shall  be  the  rent  generally  prevailing 
for  comparable  controlled  housing  accom- 
modations within  such  area,  plus  or  minus 
applicable  adjustments." 

Etc.  503.  Section  204  of  the  Housing  and 
Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  adding  to  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsection: 

"(r)  Regulations  or  orders  under  this  title 
II  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  proceedings 
for  protest  and  review  as  are  provided  for 
regulations  or  orders  relating  to  price  con- 
trols by  sections  409  and  410  of  the  Emer- 
gency Stabilization  Act  of  1953." 

Tttle  VI — Control  or  CoNsuMEm  and  Real 

Estate  Credit 
this  tttlk  authorizes  the  rbculation  or 
consumer  credit  and  real  estatx  con- 
struction credit  only 
Sk:.  601.  To  assist  in  carrying  out  the  ob- 
jectives Of  this  act.  the  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  Is  authorized, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  386,  Eightieth  Congress  (61  Stat.  921), 
to  exercise  consumer  credit  controls  in  ac- 
cordance with  and  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  Numt>ered  8843  (August 
9,  1941 )  until  such  time  as  the  President 
determines  that  the  exercise  of  such  controls 
is  no  longer  necessary,  but  in  no  event  be- 
yond the  date  on  which  this  section  termi- 
nates. 

Sec.  602.  (a)  To  assist  in  carrying  out  the 
purposes  of  this  act,  the  President  Is  au- 
thorized from  time  to  time  to  prescribe 
regulations  with  respect  to  such  kind  or 
kinds  of  real  estate  construction  credit  which 
thereafter  may  be  extended  as.  In  his  Judg- 
ment. It  Is  necessary  to  regulate  In  order  to 
prevent  or  reduce  excessive  or  untimely  use 
of  or  fluctuations  In  such  credit.  Such 
regulations  may.  among  other  things,  pre- 
scribe maximum  loan  or  credit  values,  mini- 
mum down  payments  in  cash  or  property, 
trade-in  or  exchange  values,  maximum 
maturities,  maximum  amounts  of  credit, 
rules  regarding  the  amount,  form,  and  time 
of  various  payments,  rules  against  any  credit 
In  specified  circumstances,  rules  regarding 
consolidations,  renewals,  revisions,  transfers, 
or  assignments  of  credit,  and  rules  regarding 
other  similar  or  related  matters.  Such  regu- 
lations may  classify  persons  and  transactions 
and  may  apply  different  requirements  there- 
to, and  may  include  such  admlnlstraUve  pro- 


visions as  In  the  Judgment  of  the  President 
are  reasonably  necessary  In  order  to  effectu- 
ate the  ptirposes  of  this  section  or  to  prevent 
evasions   thereof. 

In  prescribing  and  suspending  such  regu- 
lations. Including  changes  from  time  to  time 
to  take  account  of  changing  conditions,  the 
President  shall  consider,  among  other  fac- 
tors, (1)  the  level  and  trend  of  real  estate 
construction  credit  and  the  various  kinds 
thereof,  (2)  the  effect  of  the  use  of  such 
credit  upon  (1)  purchasing  power  and  (11) 
demand  for  real  property  and  improvements 
thereon  and  for  other  goods  and  services,  (3) 
the  need  In  the  national  economy  for  the 
maintenance  of  sound  credit  conditions,  and 
(4)  the  needs  for  Increased  defense  produc- 
tion. 

(b)  No  person  shall  extend  or  maintain 
any  real  estate  construction  credit,  or  renew, 
revise,  consolidate,  refinance,  purcl^ise,  sell, 
discount,  or  lend  or  borrow  on,  any  obliga- 
tion arising  out  of  any  such  credit,  or  ar- 
range for  any  of  the  foregoing.  In  contraven- 
tion of  any  regulation  prescribed  by  the  Pres- 
ident pursuant  to  this  section.  Any  person 
who  extends  or  maintains  any  such  credit, 
or  renews,  revises,  consolidates,  refinances, 
purchases,  sells,  discounts,  or  lends  or  bor- 
rows on,  any  obligation  arising  out  of  any 
such  credit,  or  arranges  for  any  of  the  fore- 
going, shall  make,  keep,  and  preserve  for 
such  periods,  such  accountf ,  correspondence, 
memoranda,  papers,  books,  and  other  records, 
and  make  such  reports,  under  oath  or  other- 
wise, as  the  President  may  by  regulation  re- 
quire as  necessary  or  appropriate  In  order  to 
effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  section:  and 
such  accounts,  correspondence,  memoranda, 
papers,  books,  and  other  records  shall  be  sub- 
ject at  any  time  to  such  reasonable  periodic, 
special,  or  other  examinations  by  examiners 
or  other  representatives  of  the  President  as 
the  President  may  deem  necessary  or  appro- 
priate. The  requirements  of  this  section 
apply  whether  a  person  Is  acting  as  principal, 
agent,  broker,  vendor,  or  otherwise. 

(c)  To  assist  in  carrying  out  the  purpoffs 
of  this  section,  the  President  by  regulation 
may  require  transactions  or  persons  or  classes 
thereof  subject  to  this  section  to  be  regis- 
tered; and,  after  notice  and  opportunity  for 
hearing,  the  President  by  order  may  suspend 
any  such  registration  for  violation  of  this 
section  or  any  regulation  prescribed  by  the 
President  pursuant  to  this  section.  The  pro- 
visions of  section  25  of  the  Securities  Ex- 
change Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  shall  apply 
In  the  case  of  any  such  order  of  the  Presi- 
dent in  the  same  manner  that  such  provi- 
sions apply  in  the  case  of  orders  of  the  Secu- 
rities and  Exchange  Commission  under  that 
act.  In  carrying  out  this  section,  the  Presi- 
dent may  act  through  and  may  utilize  the 
services  of  the  Board  of  Governors  o'  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks,  and  any  other  agencies.  Federal  or 
State,  which  are  available  and  appropriate. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  un- 
less the  context  otherwise  requires,  the  fol- 
lowing terms  shall  have  the  following  mean- 
ings, but  the  President  may  In  his  regula- 
tions further  define  such  terms  and,  in  ad- 
dition, may  define  technical,  trade,  account- 
ing, and  other  terms.  Insofar  as  any  such 
definitions  are  not  Inconsistent  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section. 

(1)  "Real  estate  construction  credit" 
means  any  credit^whivh  (1)  Is  wholly  or  partly 
secured  by,  (11)  'is  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing or  carrying,  (111)  Is  for  the  purpose 
of  financing,  or  (Iv)  involves  a  right  to  ac- 
quire or  use,  new  construction  on  real  prop- 
erty or  real  property  on  which  there  Is  new 
construction.  As  used  In  this  paragraph  the 
term  "new  construction"  means  any  struc- 
ture, or  any  major  addition  or  major  im- 
provement to  a  structure,  which  has  not  been 
begun  before  .     As  used  in  this  para- 

graph the  term  "real  property"  Includes 
leasehold  and  other  Interests  therein.  Not- 
withstanding the  foregoing  provisions  of  tbl^ 
paragraph,  the  term  "real  estate  construction 


i,^     :.!- 


IK 


726 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


m 

Jn|  ,- 

IH. 


m 


rt< 


^1 


credit"  ahall  not  loclude  any  loan  or  loans 
made,  InBured,  or  guaranteed  by  any  depart- 
ment. Independent  estabUsbment,  or  agency 
In  tbe  executive  brancb  ot  the  United  States, 
or  by  any  wholly  owned  Goremment  cor- 
poration, or  by  any  mixed  ownership  Oovem- 
ment  corporation  as  defined  In  tbe 
Govemment  Corporation  Control  Act.  as 
amended. 

(2)  "Credit"  means  any  loan,  mortgage, 
deed  of  trust,  advance,  or  discount:  any  con- 
ditional sale  contract:  any  contract  to  sell  or 
sale  or  contract  of  sale,  of  property  or  serv- 
ices, either  for  present  or  future  delivery, 
under  which  part  or  all  of  the  price  Is  payable 
subsequent  to  the  making  of  such  sale  or 
contract;  any  rental-purchase  contract,  or 
any  contract  for  the  bailment,  leasing,  or 
other  use  of  property  under  which  the  bailee, 
lessee,  or  user  has  the  option  of  becoming 
the  owner  thereof,  obligates  himself  to  pay 
as  compensation  a  sum  substantially  equiva- 
lent to  or  In  excess  of  tbe  value  thereof,  or 
has  the  right  to  have  all  or  part  of  the  pay- 
ments required  by  such  contract  applied  to 
the  purchase  price  of  such  property  or  sim- 
ilar property;  any  option,  demand.  Hen, 
pledge,  or  similar  claim  against,  or  for  the 
delivery  of  property  or  money;  any  purchase, 
discount,  or  other  acquisition  of,  or  any 
credit  under  the  security  of,  any  obligation 
or  claim  arising  out  of  any  of  the  foregoing; 
and  any  transaction  or  series  of  transactions 
having  a  similar  purpose  or  effect. 

Sec.  603.  Any  person  who  willfully  violates 
any  provision  of  section  601,  602.  or  605  or  any 
regulation  or  order  Issued  thereunder,  upon 
conviction  thereof,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $5,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than 
1  year,  or  both. 

Six:.  604.  All  the  present  provisions  of  sec- 
tions 21  and  27  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (relating  to  Investi- 
gations, Injunctions,  Jurisdictions,  and  other 
matters),  shall  be  as  fully  applicable  with 
respect  to  the  exercise  by  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  of  credit 
controls  tmder  section  601  as  they  are  now 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  exercise  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  of  Its 
functions  under  that  act.  and  the  Board  shall 
have  the  same  powers  In  the  exercise  of  such 
credit  controls  as  the  Commission  now  has 
under  the  said  sections  21  and  27. 

Sxc.  606.  To  assist  In  carrying  out  the  ob- 
jectives of  this  act  the  President  may  at  any 
time  or  times,  notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  law,  reduce,  for  such  period  as 
he  shall  specify,  tbe  maximum  authorlaed 
principal  amounts,  ratios  of  loan  to  value  or 
cost,  or  maximum  maturities  of  any  type  or 
types  of  loans  on  real  estate  which  there- 
after may  be  made,  Insured,  or  guaranteed 
by  any  department.  Independent  establish- 
ment, or  agency  In  the  executive  branch  of 
the  United  States  Government,  or  by  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation  or  by 
any  mixed -ownership  Government  corpora- 
tion as  defined  in  the  Government  Corpora- 
tion Control  Act.  as  amended,  or  reduce  or 
suspend  any  such  authorized  loan  program, 
upon  a  determination,  after  taking  Into  con- 
sideration the  effect  thereof  up>on  conditions 
In  the  building  Lndtutry  and  upon  the  na- 
tional economy  and  the  needs  for  Increased 
cefense  production,  that  such  action  Is  nec- 
essary In  the  public  Interest :  Provided,  That 
In  the  exercise  of  these  powers,  the  President 
ahall  preserve  the  relative  credit  preferences 
accorded  to  veterans  under  existing  law. 
Subject  to  the  provision  of  this  section  with 
respect  to  preserving  the  relative  credit  pref- 
erences accorded  to  veterans  under  existing 
law.  the  President  may  require  lenders  or 
borrowers  and  their  successors  and  assigns 
to  comply  with  reasonable  conditions  and 
requirements,  in  addition  to  those  provided 
by  other  laws.  In  connection  with  any  loan 
of  a  type  which  has  been  the  subject  of 
action  by  the  Preatdent  under  this  section. 
Such  conditions  and  requirements  may  vary 
tor  classifications  of  persons  or  transactions 
as  the  President  may  prescribe,  and  failure 


to  comply  therewith  shall  constitute  a  viola- 
tion of  this  section. 

Sxc.  806.  Before  any  authority  granted  by 
this  title  may  be  Initially  Invoked  with  re- 
spect to  either  consumer  credit  controls  or 
real  estate  construction  credit  controls,  the 
President,  after  consulting  the  National  Ad- 
visory Council,  by  Executive  order  shall  find 
and  declare  that  the  exercise  of  power  to 
Invoke  consumer  credit  controls  or  real  estate 
construction  credit  controls,  or  both,  as  the 
case  may  be.  is  necessary  in  the  Interest  of 
national  security  or  economic  stability. 

TnxE  VII — General  Provisions 
Sec.  701.  As  used  In  this  act — 

(a)  The  word  "person"  includes  an  Indi- 
vidual, corporation,  partnership,  association, 
or  any  other  organized  group  of  persons,  or 
legal  successor  or  representative  of  the  fore- 
going, and  Includes  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof,  or  any  other  government,  or 
any  of  Its  political  subdivisions,  or  any 
agency  of  any  of  the  foregoing:  Provided. 
That  no  punishment  provided  by  this  act 
shall  apply  to  the  United  States,  or  to  any 
such  government,  political  subdivision,  or 
government   agency. 

(b)  The  word  "materials**  shall  Include 
raw  materials,  articles,  commodities,  prod- 
ucts, supplies,  components,  technical  Infor- 
mation, and  processes. 

(c)  The  word  "facilities"  shall  not  Include 
farms,  churches,  or  other  places  of  worship, 
or  private  dwelling  houses. 

(d)  The  term  "national  defense"  means 
the  operations  and  activities  of  the  Armed 
"(.:ces,  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  or 
any  other  Government  department  or  agency 
directly  or  indirectly  and  substantially  con- 
cerned with  the  national  defense,  or  opera- 
tions or  activities  in  connection  with  the 
Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 

(e)  The  words  "wages,  salaries,  and  other 
compensation '  shall  Include  all  forms  of 
remuneration  to  employees  by  their  em- 
ployers for  personal  services.  Including,  but 
not  limited  to,  vacation  and  holiday  pay- 
ments, night  shift  and  other  bonuses,  in- 
centive payments,  year-end  bonuses,  em- 
ployer contributions  to  or  pajrments  of  in- 
surance or  welfare  benefits,  employer  con- 
tributions to  a  pension  fund  or  annuity, 
payments  in  kind,  and  premium  overtime 
payments. 

Sec.  702.  There  Is  hereby  established  a 
National  Advisory  Council  composed  of 
members  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate.  The  membership  shall  be  repre- 
sentative of  business  and  Industry,  agricul- 
ture, labor,  the  military,  and  consumers. 
The  President  shall  designate  a  Chairman 
from  among  the  members.  Such  Council 
shall,  upon  request,  advise  the  President  on 
general  policies  relating  to  economic  mobili- 
zation. In  addition  to  performing  the  func- 
tions prescribed  elsewhere  in  this  act.  Each 
member  may  receive  compensation  not  In 
excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  each  day  he  Is 
actually  engaged  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  a  member,  and.  while  away  from 
his  home  or  regular  place  of  business,  he 
may  be  allowed  transportation  and  not  to 
exceed  $15  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence 
and  other  expeuses  while  so  employed.  The 
members  shall.  In  respect  to  their  functions 
on  the  Council,  l>e  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tion of  sections  281,  283.  284,  434.  and  1914 
of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  and 
section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  3. 
C.  99). 

Sec.  703.  Any  provision  of  this  act  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding,  the  President  may 
exercise  any  authority  granted  to  him  by 
this  act  without  prior  consultation  with  the 
National  Advisory  Council  In  the  event  of 
state  of  war  exists. 

Sec.  704.  (a)  In  order  to  carry  out  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  that  small-business 
concerns  be  encouraged  to  make  the  great- 
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est  poesfble  contribution  toward  achieving 
the  objectives  of  this  act — 

(1)  the  President  shall  provide  small-busi- 
ness concerns  with  full  information  concern- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  relating  to,  or 
of  benefit  to.  such  concerns  and  concerning 
the  activities  of  the  various  departments  and 
agencies  under  this  act; 

(2)  such  business  advisory  committees 
shall  be  appointed  as  shall  be  appropriate 
for  purposes  of  consultation  during  the 
period  prior  to  activation  of  controls  author- 
ized by  this  act  and  in  the  formulation  of 
rules,  regulations,  or  orders,  or  amendments 
thereto  Issued  under  authority  of  this  act, 
and  In  their  formation  there  shall  be  fair 
representation  for  independent  small,  for 
medium,  and  for  large  business  enterprises, 
for  different  geographical  areas,  for  trade 
association  members  and  nonmembers.  and 
for  different  segments  of  the  Industry; 

(3)  In  administering  this  act.  such  exemp- 
tions shall  be  provided  for  small-business 
concerns  as  may  be  feasible  without  imped- 
ing the  accomplishment  of  the  objectives 
of  this  act:  and 

(4 1  In  administering  this  act,  special  pro- 
vision shall  be  made  for  the  expeditious 
handling  of  all  requests,  applications,  or  ap- 
peals from  small-business  concerns. 

(b)  Whenever  the  President  Invokes  the 
powers  given  him  in  this  act  to  allocate,  or 
approve  agreements  allocating,  any  material, 
to  an  extent  which  the  President  finds  will 
rerult  in  a  significant  dislocation  of  the 
normal  distribution  In  the  civilian  market, 
he  shall  do  so  In  such  a  manner  as  to  make 
available,  so  far  as  practicable,  for  business 
and  various  segments  thereof  in  the  normal 
channel  of  distribution  of  such  material,  a 
fair  share  of  the  available  civilian  supply 
based,  so  far  as  practicable,  on  the  share  re- 
ceived by  such  business  under  normal  con- 
ditions during  a  representative  period  pre- 
ceding .  and  having  due  regard  to  the 
current  competitive  position  of  established 
business:  Provided.  That  the  llmltaUons  and 
restrictions  Imposed  on  the  production  of 
specific  items  shall  not  exclude  new  con- 
cerns from  a  fair  and  reasonable  share  ot 
total  authorized  production. 

Sec.  705.  (a)  The  President  may  delegate 
any  power  or  authority  conferred  upon  blm 
by  this  act  to  any  officer  or  agency  of  th« 
Government,  including  any  new  agency  or 
agencies,  and  he  may  authorize  such  redele- 
gatlons  by  that  officer  or  agency  as  tbe  Presi- 
dent may  deem  appropriate:  except  that  be 
may  not  delegate  the  function  of  consulting 
with  the  National  Advisory  Council  as  re- 
quired by  this  act.  The  President  U  au- 
thorized to  create  such  new  agencies,  and 
to  continue  such  existing  agencies  estab- 
lished under  the  Defense  Production  Act  ot 
1950  or  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947, 
as  he  deems  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act.  and  any  such  agency  may 
be  placed  on  a  standby  basis  prior  to  tbe 
activation  of  any  title  contained  In  this  act, 
to  perform  such  functions  as  the  President 
may  delegate  to  It.  The  President  is  au- 
thorized to  appoint  heads  and  assLsUnt  heads 
of  any  such  new  agencies,  and  other  officials 
therein  of  comparable  status,  and  to  fix  their 
compensation,  without  regard  to  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  the  head 
of  one  such  agency  to  be  paid  at  a  rate  com- 
parable to  the  compensation  paid  to  tbe 
heads  of  executive  departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  other  such  heads,  assistant 
heads,  and  officials  at  rates  comparable  to 
the  compensation  paid  to  the  beads  and 
assUtant  heads  of  Independent  agencies  of 
the  Government.  Any  officer  or  agency  may 
employ  civilian  personnel  for  duty  in  the 
United  SUtes.  including  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, or  elsewhere,  as  the  President  deems 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act. 

(b)  The  head  and  assistant  heads  of  any 
Independent  agency  created  to  administer 
the  authority  conferred  by  title  IV  of  this 
act  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
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and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate There  shall  be  Included  among  the 
}K>llcy-maklng  officers  of  each  regional  office 
administering  the  authority  conferred  by 
title  IV  of  thii  act  a  resident  of  each  SUte 
served  by  such  office  whose  governor  re- 
quests such  repret'   .  -ition. 

Sec  706.  The  President  may  make  such 
rules,  regulations,  and  orders  as  he  deems 
necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  act.  Any  regulation  or 
order  under  this  act  may  be  established  in 
such  form  and  manner,  may  contain  such 
classifications  and  differentiations,  and  may 
provide  for  such  adjustments  and  reasonable 
exceptions  as  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Presi- 
dent are  necessary  or  proper  to  effectuate  the 
purposes  of  this  act,  or  to  prevent  circum- 
vention or  evasion,  or  to  facilitate  enforce- 
ment of  this  act,  or  any  rule,  regulation, 
or  order  Issued  under  this  act.  No  rule, 
reKUlatlon.  or  order  Issued  under  this  act 
which  restricts  the  use  of  natural  gas  (either 
directly,  or  by  restricting  the  use  of  facili- 
ties for  the  consumption  of  natural  gas.  or 
in  any  other  manner)  shall  apply  in  any 
State  in  which  a  public  regulatory  a':;ency 
has  authority  to  restrict  the  use  of  natural 
pas  and  certifies  to  the  President  that  it  la 
exercising  that  authority  to  the  extent  neces- 
sary to  accomplish  the  objectives  of  this  act 

Sec.  707.  (a)  The  President  Is  authorized 
to  consult  with  representatives  of  industry, 
business,  financing,  agriculture,  labor,  and 
other  Interests,  with  a  view  to  encouraging 
the  making  by  such  persons  with  the  ap- 
proval by  the  President  of  voluntary  agree- 
ments and  programs  to  further  the  objectives 
of  this  act. 

( b )  No  act  or  omission  to  act  pursuant 
to  this  act  which  occurs  while  this  act  Is 
in  effect.  If  requested  by  the  President  pur- 
suant to  a  voluntary  agreement  or  program 
approved  under  svibsectlon  (a)  and  found 
by  the  President  to  be  in  the  public  Interest 
as  contributing  to  the  national  defense,  shall 
be  construed  to  be  within  the  prohibition  of 
the  antitrust  laws  or  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mlFston  Act  of  the  United  States.  A  copy 
of  each  such  request  intended  to  be  within 
the  coverage  of  this  section,  and  any  modifi- 
cation or  withdrawal  thereof,  shall  be  fur- 
nished to  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
when  made,  and  it  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  \inless  publication 
thereof  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Presi- 
dent, endanger  the  national  security. 

(c»  The  authority  granted  in  subsection 
(b)  shall  be  delegated  only  (1)  to  officials 
who  shall  for  the  purpose  of  such  delega- 
tion be  required  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  unless  otherwise  required 
t)  be  so  appointed,  and  (2)  upon  the  con- 
dition that  such  officials  consult  with  the 
Attorney  General  and  with  the  Chairman  of 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  not  less  than 
10  days  before  making  any  request  or  finding 
thereunder,  and  (3  I  upon  the  condition  that 
such  officials  obtain  the  approval  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  any  requests  thereunder 
before  making  the  request.  For  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  the  objectives  of  title  I  of 
this  act,  the  authority  granted  In  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  this  section  shall  not  be  dele- 
gated except  to  a  single  official  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

(di  Upon  withdrawal  of  any  request  or 
finding  made  hereunder  the  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  subse- 
quent act  or  omission  to  act  by  reason  of  such 
finding  or  request. 

(e)  The  Attorney  General  Is  authorized  to 
make,  or  request  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion to  make  for  him.  surveys  for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  any  factors  which  may 
tend  to  eliminate  competition,  create  or 
strengthen  monopolies,  injure  small  busi- 
ness, or  otherwise  promote  undue  concen- 
tration of  economic  power  In  the  course  of 
the  administration  of  this  act;  and  the  At- 
torney General  shall  submit  to  the  Congress 


and  the  President  at  such  times  as  be  deems 
desirable,  reporU  setting  forth  the  resulU  of 
any  such  surveys.  Including  such  recommen- 
dations as  he  may  deem  desirable. 

(f)  No  voluntary  program  or  agreement 
for  the  control  of  credit  shall  t>e  approved 
or  carried  out  under  this  section. 

SK.  708.  (a)  The  President  shall  be  en- 
titled, while  this  act  Is  In  effect  and  for  a 
period  of  2  years  thereafter,  by  regulation, 
subpena.  or  otherwise,  to  obtain  such  Infor- 
mation from,  require  such  reports  and  the 
keeping  of  such  records  by,  make  such  In- 
spection of  the  books,  records,  and  other 
writings,  premises  or  property  of.  and  take 
the  sworn  testimony  of.  and  administer  oaths 
and  affirmations  to.  .any  person  as  may  t)e 
necessary  or  appropriate,  In  his  discretion, 
to  the  enforcement  or  the  administration  of 
this  act  and  the  regulations  or  orders  Issued 
thereunder.  The  President  shall  Issue  regu- 
lations insuring  that  the  authority  of  this 
subsection  will  be  utilized  only  after  the 
scope  and  purpose  of  the  Investigation.  In- 
spection, or  Inquiry  to  be  made  have  been 
defined  by  competent  authority,  and  it  is 
assured  that  no  adequate  and  authoritative 
data  are  available  from  any  Federal  or  other 
responsible  agency.  In  case  of  contumacy  by, 
or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  served  up>on, 
any  person  referred  to  In  this  subsection,  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  any 
district  in  which  such  person  Is  found  or 
resides  or  transacts  business,  upon  applica- 
tion by  the  President,  shall  have  Jurisdiction 
to  Issue  an  order  requiring  such  person  to 
appear  and  give  testimony  or  to  app>ear  and 
produce  documents,  or  both;  and  any  failure 
to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may  be 
punished  by  such  court  as  a  contempt 
thereof. 

(b)  No  person  shall  be  excused  from  com- 
plying with  any  requirement  under  this  sec- 
tion or  from  attending  and  testifying  or  from 
producing  books,  papers,  documents,  and 
other  evidence  in  obedience  to  a  subpena 
before  any  grand  Jury  or  in  any  court  or  ad- 
ministrative proceeding  based  upon  or  grow- 
ing out  of  any  alleged  violation  of  this  act 
on  the  ground,  that  the  testimony  or  evi- 
dence, documentary  or  otherwise,  required 
of  him  may  tend  to  incriminate  him  or  sub- 
ject him  to  penalty  or  forfeiture;  but  no 
natural  person  shall  be  prosecuted  or  sub- 
jected to  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  In  any 
court,  for  or  on  account  of  any  transaction, 
matter,  or  thing  concerning  which  he  Is  so 
compelled,  after  having  claimed  his  privilege 
against  self-incrimination,  to  testify  or  pro- 
duce evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise,  ex- 
cept that  such  natural  person  so  testifying 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  prosecution  and 
punishment  for  perjury  committed  In  so  tes- 
tifying: Provided.  That  the  immunity  grant- 
ed herein  from  prosecution  and  punishment 
and  from  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  shall  not 
be  construed  to  vest  In  any  Individual  any 
right  to  priorities  assistance,  to  the  allocation 
of  materials,  or  to  any  other  benefit  which  Is 
within  the  power  of  the  President  to  grant 
under  any  provision  of  this  act. 

(c)  The  production  of  a  person's  books, 
records,  or  other  documentary  evidence  shall 
not  be  required  at  any  place  other  than  the 
place  where  such  person  usually  keeps  them, 
if.  prior  to  the  return  date  sp>ecified  In  the 
regulations,  subpena.  or  other  document  is- 
sued with  respect  thereto,  such  person  fur- 
nishes the  President  with  a  true  copy  of  such 
books,  records,  or  other  documentary  evi- 
dence (certified  by  such  person  under  oath 
to  be  a  true  and  correct  copy)  or  enters  Into 
a  stipulation  with  the  President  as  to  the 
Information  contained  In  such  booiu,  rec- 
ords, or  other  documentary  evidence.  Wit- 
nesses shall  be  paid  the  same  fees  and  mile- 
age that  are  paid  witnesses  In  tbe  courts  of 
the  United  States. 

(d )  Any  person  who  willfully  performs  any 
act  prohibited  or  willfully  falls  to  perform 
any  act  required  by  the  above  provisions  of 
this  section,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
thereunder,  shall  upon  conviction  be  fined 


not  more  than  $1,000  or  Imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

(e)  Information  obtained  under  this  sec- 
tion which  the  President  deems  confidential 
or  with  reference  to  which  a  request  for  con- 
fidential treatment  is  made  by  the  person 
furnishing  such  Information  shall  not  be 
published  or  disclosed  unless  the  President 
determines  that  the  withholding  thereof  Is 
contrary  to  the  Interest  of  the  national  de- 
fense, and  any  person  willfully  violating  this 
provision  shall,  Ufwn  conviction,  be  fined 
not  more  than  $10,000,  or  Imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

(f)  Any  person  subpenaed  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  have  the  right  to  make  a  record 
of  his  testimony  and  to  be  represented  by 
counsel. 

Sec.  709.  (a)  Whenever  In  the  Judgment  of 
the  President  any  person  has  engaged  or  is 
about  to  engage  in  any  acts  or  practices 
which  constitute  or  will  constitute  a  viola- 
tion of  any  provision  of  this  act,  he  may 
make  application  to  the  appropriate  court 
for  an  order  enjoining  such  acts  or  practices, 
or  for  an  order  enforcing  compliance  with 
such  provision,  and  upon  a  showing  by  the 
President  that  such  person  has  engaged  or 
Is  about  to  engage  In  any  such  acts  or  prac- 
tices a  permanent  or  temporary  Injunction, 
restraining  order,  or  other  order,  with  or 
without  such  injunction  or  restraining  oider, 
shall  be  granted  without  bond. 

(b)  The  district  courts  of  the  United 
Stales  and  the  United  States  courts  of  any 
Territory  or  other  place  subject  to  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  United  States  shall  have  Juris- 
diction of  violations  of  this  act  or  any  rule, 
regulation,  order,  or  subpena  thereunder,  and 
of  all  civil  actions  under  this  act  to  enforce 
any  liability  or  duty  created  by.  or  to  enjoin 
any  violation  of.  this  act  or  any  rule,  regu- 
lation, order,  or  subpena  thereunder.  Any 
criminal  proceeding  on  account  of  any  such 
violation  may  be  brought  In  any  district  In 
which  any  act.  failure  to  act,  or  transaction 
constituting  the  violation  occurred.  Any 
such  civil  action  may  be  brought  In  any  such 
district  or  In  the  district  In  which  the  de- 
fendant resides  or  transacts  buslners. 
Process  in  such  cases,  criminal  or  civil,  may 
be  served  In  any  district  wherein  the  defend- 
ant resides  or  transacts  business  or  wherever 
the  defendant  may  be  found:  to  subpena 
for  witnesses  who  are  required  to  attend  a 
court  In  any  district  In  such  case  may  run 
Into  any  other  district.  The  termination  of 
the  authority  granted  In  any  title  or  section 
of  this  act.  or  of  any  rule,  regulation,  or 
order  Issued  thereunder,  shall  not  operate 
to  defeat  any  suit,  action,  or  prosecution, 
whether  therefore  or  thereafter  commenced, 
with  respect  to  any  right,  liability,  or  offense 
Incurred  or  committed  prior  to  the  termina- 
tion date  of  such  title  or  of  such  rule,  reg- 
ulation, or  order.  No  costs  shall  be  assessed 
against  the  United  States  In  any  proceeding 
under  this  act.  All  litigation  arising  under 
this  act  or  the  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder  shall  be  under  the  supervision 
and  control  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Sec.  710.  No  person  shall  be  held  liable  for 
damages  or  penalties  for  any  act  or  failure  to 
act  resulting  directly  or  Indirectly  from  com- 
pliance with  a  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
Issued  pursuant  to  this  act.  notwithstand- 
ing that  any  such  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
shall  thereafter  be  declared  by  Judicial  or 
other  competent  authority  to  be  Invalid.  No 
person  shall  discriminate  against  orders  or 
contracts  to  which  priority  Is  assigned  or  for 
which  materials  or  facilities  are  allocated 
under  title  I  of  this  act  or  under  any  rule, 
regulation,  or  order  Issued  thereunder,  by 
charging  higher  prices  or  by  Imposing  differ- 
ent terms  and  conditions  for  such  orders  or 
contracts  than  for  other  generally  compa- 
rable orders  or  contracts,  or  in  any  other 
manner. 

Sec.  711.  The  functions  exercised  under 
this  act  shall  be  excluded  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Adminlstratire  Procedure  Act 
(00  SUt.  237)  except  as  to  tbe  rec^Uirements 
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of  aectlon  S  thereof.  Any  rule.  ivfulAtlon. 
or  order,  or  amendnaeDt  thereto,  lasued  under 
authority  of  this  act  shall  be  acoomiianied 
by  a  statement  that  In  the  formulation 
thereof  there  haa  been  conaultatlon  with  In- 
dustry repreeentatlTcs.  Including  trade- 
aaaoclatlon  representatives,  and  that  consid- 
eration has  been  given  to  their  recommen- 
dations, or  that  special  circumstances  have 
rendered  such  consultation  Impracticable  or 
contrary  to  the  Interest  of  the  national  de- 
fense, but  no  such  rule,  regiilatlon,  or  order 
shall  be  Invalid  by  reason  of  any  subsequent 
finding  by  Judicial  or  other  authority  that 
such  a  statement  Is  Inaccurate. 

8k.  712.  (a)  The  President,  to  the  extent 
he  deenu  It  necessary  and  appropriate  In 
order  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
Is  authorlaed  to  place  positions  and  employ 
persons  temporarily  In  grades  16,  17.  and  18 
of  the  general  schedule  established  by  the 
Classification  Act  of  1S>40.  and  such  positions 
ahall  be  additional  to  the  number  authorized 
by  section  505  of  that  act. 

(b)  The  President  U  further  authorized,  to 
the  extent  he  deems  It  necessary  and  appro- 
priate in  order  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  and  subject  to  such  regulations  as 
he  may  Issue,  to  employ  persons  of  outstand- 
ing experience  and  ability  without  compensa- 
tion: and  he  Is  authorized  to  provide  by  reg- 
ulation for  the  exemption  of  such  persons 
from  the  operation  or  sections  281,  283.  284. 
434.  and  1914  of  title  18  of  the  United  Statrs 
Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(5  U.  S.  C.  9'^).  Persons  appointed  under 
the  authority  of  this  subsection  may  be 
allowed  transportation  and  not  to  exceed 
$15  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  while 
away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of 
business  pursuant  to  such  appointment. 

(c)  The  President  is  authorized,  to  the 
extent  be  deems  it  necessary  and  appropriate 
In  order  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  to  employ  experts  and  consultants  or 
organizations  thereof,  as  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 55a  of  title  5  of  the  United  States  Code. 
Individuals  so  employed  may  be  compensated 
at  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  and  while 
away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of 
business  they  may  be  allowed  transportation 
and  not  to  exceed  $15  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
subsistence  and  other  expenses  while  so  em- 
ployed. The  President  Is  authorized  to  pro- 
vide by  regulation  for  the  exemption  of  such 
persons  from  the  operation  of  sections  281, 
283.  284.  434.  and  1914  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  and  section  190  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  8.  C.  99). 

(d)  The  President  may  utilize  the  services 
of  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies  and  may 
utilize  and  establish  such  regional,  local,  or 
other  agencies,  and  utilize  such  voluntary 
and  uncompensated  services,  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  needed;  and  he  Is  authorized 
to  provide  by  regulation  for  the  exemption 
of  persons  whose  services  are  utilized  under 
this  subsection  from  the  operation  of  sec- 
tions 231.  283.  284.  434.  and  1914  of  title  18 
of  the  United  States  Code  and  section  190 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S.  C.  99). 

(e)  Whoever,  being  an  offlcer  or  employee 
of  the  United  states  or  any  department  or 
agency  thereof  (including  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives) ,  re- 
ceives, by  virtue  of  his  office  or  employment, 
confidential  Information,  and  (1)  uses  such 
information  in  speculating  directly  or  Indi- 
rectly on  any  commodity  exchange,  or  (2) 
discloses  such  information  for  the  purpose 
of  aiding  any  ather  person  so  to  speculate, 
shall  be  flnea  not  more  than  $10,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  1  year,  or  both.  As 
used  in  this  section,  the  term  "speculate" 
■hall  not  Include  a  legitimate  hedging  trans- 
action, or  a  purchase  or  sale  which  is  ac- 
companied by  actual  delivery  of  the  com- 
modity. 

(f)  The  Prealdent.  when  he  deems  such 
action  necessary,  may  make  provUlon  for 
the  printing  and  distribution  of  reports,  in 


mich  number  and  In  such  manner  as  he 
deems  appropriate,  concerning  the  actions 
taken  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of  this 
act. 

8ac.  718.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  apftroprlated  such  sums  as  may  be  nec- 
essary and  appropriate  for  the  carrying  out 
of  the  provisions  and  purposes  of  this  set 
by  the  President  and  such  agencies  as  he 
may  designate  or  create.  Funds  made  avail- 
able for  the  purposes  of  this  act  may  be  al- 
located or  transferred  for  any  of  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act.  with  the  approval  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  any  agency  desig- 
nated to  assist  in  carrying  out  this  act. 
Funds  so  allocated  or  transferred  shall  re- 
main available  for  such  period  as  may  be 
specified  in  the  acts  making  such  funds 
available. 

Sac.  714.  (a)  The  Joint  Committee  on  De- 
fense Production  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  committee)  created  by  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950.  as  amended,  is  hereby 
continued  and  shall  continue  to  be  com- 
posed of  10  members  as  follows: 

(1)  Five  members  who  are  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  of 
the  Senate,  three  from  the  majority  and  two 
from  the  minority  party,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee;  and 

(2)  Five  members  who  are  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  three  from 
the  majority  and  two  from  the  minority 
party,  to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee. 

A  vacancy  la  the  membership  of  the  com- 
mittee shall  be  filled  In  the  same  manner 
as  the  original  selection.  The  committee 
shall  elect  a  chairman  and  a  vice  chairman 
from  among  Its  members,  one  of  whom  shall 
be  a  Member  of  the  Senate  and  the  other  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  function  of  the  com- 
mittee to  make  a  continuous  study  of  the 
programs  authorized  by  this  act.  bo»h  be- 
fore and  during  activation  of  controls,  and 
all  problems  affecting  consumer  Interest, 
giving  special  attention  to  prices  charged 
the  ultimate  consumer  for  (ood,  fuel,  and 
clothing  and  the  costs  and  methods  of  pro- 
ducing, processing,  and  distributing  these 
and  other  consumer  goods,  and  to  review  the 
progress  achieved  in  the  execution  and  ad- 
ministration of  this  act.  Upon  request,  the 
conunittee  shall  aid  the  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  Congress  having  legislative  Juris- 
diction over  any  part  of  the  programs  au- 
thorized by  this  act;  and  It  shall  make  a 
report  to  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, from  time  to  time,  concerning 
the  results  of  its  studies,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  It  may  deem  desirable. 
Any  department,  official,  or  agency  adminis- 
tering any  of  such  programs  shall,  at  the 
request  of  the  committee,  consult  with  the 
committee,  from  time  to  time,  with  respect 
to  their  activities  under  this  act. 

(c)  The  committee,  or  any  duly  author- 
ized subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to 
hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  such 
times  and  places,  to  require  by  subpena  (to 
be  issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chair- 
man or  vice  chairman  of  the  committee)  or 
otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  papers, 
and  documents,  to  administer  such  oaths, 
to  take  such  testimony,  to  procure  such 
printing  and  binding,  and  to  make  such  ex- 
penditures as  It  deems  advisable.  The  cost 
of  stenographic  services  to  report  such  hear- 
ings shall  not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per 
hundred  words.  The  provisions  of  sections 
102  to  104.  Inclusive,  of  the  revised  statutes 
shall  apply  in  case  of  any  failure  of  any 
witness  to  comply  with  any  subpena  or  to 
testify  when  sxunmoned  under  authority  of 
this  subsection. 

(d)  The  committee  is  authorized  to  ap- 
point and,  without  regard  to  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  fix  the  com- 
pensation of  such  experts,  consultants,  tech- 


nicians,    and     organizations     thereof,     and 

clerical    and    stenographic    assistants    as    it 
deems  necessary  and  advisable. 

(e)  The  expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  section,  which  shall  not  exceed  $50,000 
In  any  fiscal  year,  shall  be  paid  one-half 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  and 
one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  upon  vouchers 
signed  by  the  chairman  or  vice  chairman. 
Disbursements  to  pay  such  expenses  shall  be 
made  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  such  contingent 
fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  in  the  amount  of  one- 
half  of  disbursements  so  made  without  re- 
gard to  any  other  provision  of  law. 

Sec.  715.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  United  States.  Its  Terri- 
tories and  possessions,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Sec  716.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  of  such  provision  to  any  person 
or  circumstances  shall  be  held  invalid,  the 
remainder  of  the  act.  and  the  application  of 
such  provision  to  persons  or  circumstances 
other  than  those  as  to  which  it  is  held 
invalid,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec  717  No  person  may  be  employed 
under  this  act  who  engages  In  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of 
Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a 
member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Sutes  by  force  or  violence:  Provided. 
That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit 
shall  be  considered  prima  fade  evidence  that 
the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  con- 
trary to  the  provisions  of  this  section  en- 
gaged in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that 
asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  or  that  such 
person  does  not  advocate,  and  Is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the 
overthrow  of  the  Gavernment  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided  further. 
That  any  person  who  engages  In  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 
of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the 
right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who 
Is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advo- 
cates, the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and 
accept*  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for 
which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation  or 
fund  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  guilty  of 
a  felony  and.  \i\,.  n  conviction,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  SIOOOO  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  five  years,  or  both:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be 
In  addition  to.  and  not  in  substitution  for, 
any  other  provisions  of  existing  law. 

Sec  718  (ai  Title  VII  of  this  act  shall  be- 
come effective  upon  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act. 

(b)  Titles  rv  and  V  of  this  act  shall  be- 
come effective  on  May  1,  1953. 

(c)  Titles  I.  II.  III.  and  VI  of  this  act  shaU 
become  effective  on  July  1.  1953. 

Sec.  719,  (at  (1)  Except  as  otherwise  In 
this  act  provided,  this  act  and  all  authority 
conferred  thereunder  shall  terminate  at  the 
expiration  of  90  days  after  the  President  pro- 
claims that  the  existing  International  emer- 
gency  requiring  the  Involvement  of  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  in  actual  hos- 
tilities In  the  Korean  conflict  has  ended. 

(2)  Title  III  of  this  act  and  all  authority 
conferred  thereunder  shall  terminate  at  the 
close  of  June  30.  1954. 

(3)  Title  VII  of  this  act  shall  terminate 
at  the  time  provided  in  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  subsection  or  at  the  close  of  June  30l 
1954,  whichever  is  later. 
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(b)  WotwlthsUndlng  the  foregoing— 

( 1 )  The  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution 
or  the  President  by  proclamation  may  termi- 
nate this  act  prior  to  the  termination  other- 
wise provided  therefor. 

(2)  The  Congress  may  also  provide  by  con- 
current resolution  that  any  section  of  this 
act  ^nd  all  authority  conferred  thereunder 
shall  terminate  prior  to  the  termination 
otherwise  provided  therefor. 

( 3 )  Any  agency  created  under  this  act  may. 
In  the  discretion  of  the  President,  be  con- 
tinued In  existence  for  purposes  of  liquida- 
tion for  not  to  exceed  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  provision  authorizing  the 
creation  of  such  agency. 

(c)  The  termination  of  any  section  of  this 
act.  or  of  any  agency  or  corporation  utilized 
under  this  act,  shall  not  affect  the  disburse- 
ment of  funds  under,  or  the  carrying  out  of, 
any  contract,  guarantee,  commitment,  or 
other  obligation  entered  Into  pursuant  to 
this  act  prior  to  the  date  of  such  termina- 
tion, or  the  taking  of  any  action  necessary 
to  preserve  or  protect  the  Interests  of  the 
United  States  in  any  amounts  advanced  or 
paid  out  In  carrying  on  operations  under 
this  act. 

The    statement    and    summary    pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Capehart  are  as  follows: 
Stattmewt  bt  Senatoe  Capehaxt 

1  have  Just  introduced  a  bill,  the  Eco- 
nomic stabilization  Act  of  1953 — which  pro- 
poses, among  other  things,  a  stand-by  sys- 
tem of  economic  controls. 

As  Members  of  this  body  well  know,  and 
as  does  anybody  who  Is  at  all  acquainted 
with  my  record  on  various  economic  and 
social  questions.  I  have  always  been  promi- 
nently identified  with  those  who  believe 
and  strongly  advocate  that  the  less  Govern- 
ment control  and  the  less  Government  In- 
terference in  our  economic  and  social  life, 
the  better.  I  have  been  nourished  on  free- 
dom. 

To  me  free  competitive  enterprise  Is  not  a 
glib  phrase  or  some  loose  or  abstract  termi- 
nology To  me  It  has  been,  truly,  a  way  of 
life.  It  Is  a  way  of  life  that  has  profound 
meaning  for  me  and  which  I  have  done 
everything  In  my  power  to  preserve, 
strengthen,  and  develop  and  to  which  1 
shall  continue  to  dedicate  my  life. 

It  Is  exactly  because  our  system  of  free 
competlilve  enterprise  means  too  much  to 
me.  and  because  I  believe  American  enter- 
prise unfettered  by  controls  and  Govern- 
ment regulation  functions  at  Its  optimum 
th.Tt  I  am  Introducing  the  Economic  Sta- 
bilization Act  of  1953  today. 

No  doubt,  this  sounds  somewhat  strange 
and  paradoxical.  But  I  have  only  decided 
to  Introduce  the  bill  after  a  great  deal  of 
thoughtful  deliberation  based  on  long  ex- 
perience working  on  the  subject  of  eco- 
nomic controls  as  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  and  as 
one  who  had  personal  experience  with  con- 
trols as  an  industrialist  during  World  War 
II 

You  will  recall  when  I  first  came  to  the 
Senate  In  1945  I  fought  hard  along  with 
other  Senators  to  amend  the  price-control 
bill  so  that  It  would  operate  more  equitably, 
efficiently,  and  without  unnecessary  inter- 
ference with  our  production  machinery. 
Tou  will  remember,  also,  when  it  appeared 
to  many  of  us  that  the  price-control  pro- 
gram was  doing  more  barm  than  good  to 
our  production  and  distribution  machinery 
that  I  with  others  sought  to  abolish  it. 

More  recently  you  will  recall  my  efforts  in 
attempting  to  amend  the  Defense  Produc- 
tion Act  so  that  it  would  be  administered 
more  fairly  imd  so  as  to  insure  that  prodiic- 
tlon  would  not  be  discouraged. 

No  one  who  understands  and  appreciates 
our  American  economic  system,  no  Member 
of  this  lllustrous  body — all  good  independent 
and  free  Americans — likes  or  prefers  a  sys- 
tem of  price  and  production  controls  of>- 
eratlng  over  our  economy.    A  great  major- 


Uy  of  us  will  be  glad  to  see  the  end  of  all 
price  controls  on  April  30.  Not  one  Member 
of  this  body.  I  am  confident,  wants  to  see 
controls  continued  one  day  longer  than  they 
think  they  are  necessary.  No  one,  least  of 
all  I,  want  to  see  controls  ever  reimpoeed 
once   they   are   removed. 

Certainly  this  is  our  feeling  now  after  2 
years  of  economic  controls.  It  was  our  feel- 
ing In   1946  after  4  years  of  controls. 

Yet,  Just  as  surely  as  Congress  voted  for 
the  Emergency  Price  Control  Act  of  1942  after 
the  Japanese  Invaded  Pearl  Harbor,  and  again 
In  1950  after  the  North  Koreans  crossed  the 
thirty-eighth  parallel.  Just  as  surely  shall 
we.  much  as  we  detest  controls  over  our 
economic  life,  do  the  very  same  thing  again. 

It  is  my  considered  Judgment  that  it  is 
out  of  the  haste  with  which  Congress  and 
the  administration  has  had  to  act  In  enact- 
ing the  legislation  and  In  getting  the  pro- 
gram Into  operation  that  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  our  difficulties  and  problems  with 
the  operation  of  a  control  program  arises. 
When  you  stop  to  consider  the  difficulties  of 
trying  artificially  to  control  and  direct  an 
economy  as  large,  varied,  and  as  complicated 
and  dynamic  as  ovu-s,  you  wonder  how  any- 
one would  be  so  bold  as  to  attempt  It.  Yet. 
attempt  it  we  did.  and  on  balance.  It  seems 
to  me,  it  was  better  for  America  and  the 
world  that  we  did.  Naturally  any  system  of 
controls  will  give  rise  to  some  problems  and 
will  result  In  a  certain  amount  of  Inequities 
and  unfairness.  The  problem  Is  how  to  mini- 
mize them.  To  a  large  extent  this  is  a 
problem  which  takes  time,  hard  study,  ex- 
perience, and  continuous  cooperation  be- 
tween business,  labor,  Congress,  and  the 
administration. 

It  Is  the  height  of  Impracticability  to  ex- 
pect that  Congress  can  do  a  proper  Job  of 
legislating  a  good  controls  law  into  effect 
In  a  period  of  less  than  3  months,  and  for 
such  a  law  to  begin  properly  functioning 
within  7  months  from  the  Incidence  of  the 
request  for  the  legislation.  To  expect  Con- 
gress to  act  within  a  few  days  or  a  few 
weeks,  or  for  an  agency  to  begin  a  reason- 
ably adequate  administration  of  such  an  act 
earlier  than  4  months  from  the  date  it  Is 
enacted  is  to  Ignore  valuable  experience.  But 
even  3  months  is  not  enough  time  in  which  to 
frame  a  good,  workable,  and  fair  law.  es- 
pecially in  a  time  of  high  tension,  emotion, 
and   accelerated   economic   change. 

But  what  happens  in  a  period  of  3  months 
or  7  or  8  months  after  the  Incidence  of  an 
economic  emergency?  The  very  evil  which 
we  try  to  control  or  stop  makes  its  greatest 
headway.  People  l>ecome  panicky  and  In 
an  effort  to  avoid  the  higher  prices  which 
they  expect,  rush  out  and  clean  off  the 
shelves,  hoard  for  anticipated  needs;  sav- 
ings are  converted  into  goods,  and  the 
stream  of  spending  expands  In  an  accel- 
erated and  explosive  fashion. 

Business  does  likewise.  It  expands  greatly 
Its  buying,  accumulates  excessive  Inventories 
and  sells  them  at  higher  and  higher  prices. 
The  price  mechanism  almost  ceases  to  func- 
tion for  consumers  and  businessmen  alike. 
Prices  become  a  secondary  consideration  and 
the  Inflationary  spiral  is  already  Ticiously 
destroying  our  purchasing  power  and  in- 
creasing the  cost  of  our  defense  production 
and  our  cost  of  Government. 

In  June  1950.  when  the  Korean  conflict 
began,  Industry  was  producing  at  very  high 
levels  and  consumer  demand  was  being  fair- 
ly well  satisfied.  There  were  no  backlogs 
of  demand  like  there  were  after  World  War 
II  and  no  cut-backs  were  called  for  in  the 
production  of  consumer  dvirables.  Yet  the 
vicious  Inflationary  process  took  place  pretty 
much  in  the  manner  I  Just  descrltied.  From 
June  1950  to  January  1951  when  price  con- 
trols were  finally  ini^xxed,  the  cost  of  living 
had  increased  by  7  percent.  It  is  estimated 
that  this  increase  cost  the  American  dtiaena 
approximately  $18,000,000,000. 

More  Important  than  the  money  it  cost 
la  the  human  suffering  which  is  unneces- 


sarily created  and  the  strain  and  stresses 
It  puts  on  our  economic  system.  It  creates 
all  sorts  of  dislocations,  inequities,  disequi- 
libriums, friction,  and  disruptions  in  oiu: 
personal  lives  and  in  our  productive  system 
which  take  years  to  rectify,  and  in  many 
cases  are  never  corrected.  Most  important, 
it  dela3rB  and  hinders  our  chief  objective  at 
such  times — organizing  and  increasing  our 
production  potential  for  our  nationU  de- 
fense. 

Now,  I  am  not  so  naive  as  to  think  an 
economy  like  ours  can  shift  from  a  peace- 
time economy  to  wartime  economy,  without 
some  Inflationary  effects.  But  the  effects 
need  not  be  so  great,  nor  must  they  take 
place  before  the  shifts  or  changes  in  produc- 
tion actually  occur. 

Members  of  this  body  will  recall  how  in 
June  1950  I  tu^ed  an  across-the-board  freeze 
on  all  prices,  wages,  and  salaries.  If  we  had 
been  able  to  do  that  when  the  Korean  con- 
flict began  and  adjusted  the  inequities  later. 
we  would  have  avoided  a  large  part  of  the 
inflation  we  experienced  In  the  8  months 
before  the  freeze  was  finally  imposed. 

The  bill  which  I  have  Introduced  would 
permit  the  President,  after  certain  findings 
have  been  made,  or  in  the  event  a  state  of 
war  should  come  to  pass,  God  forbid,  to  freeze 
all  prices,  wages,  and  salaries  as  of  the  busi- 
ness day  preceding  the  date  of  the  Imposi- 
tion of  the  freeze.  He  would  then  have  3 
months,  but  in  no  event  more  than  6  months, 
to  make  adjustments  in  such  prices,  wages, 
and  salaries,  the  adjustments  to  be  made  in 
accordance  with  fair  and  equitable  standards 
known  and  clearly  set  forth  in  the  bill. 
Imagine  how  fortunate  we  would  have  been 
to  have  such  a  law  on  the  books  on  June 
24,  1950.  Or.  think  of  how  foolish  It  is  not 
to  Ise  prepared  for  such  an  eventuality — 
especially  when  we  know  there  is  an  enemy 
increasingly  arming  Itself  for  the  purpose  of 
destroying  us. 

We  are  not  a  militaristic  nation.  Yet  we 
prepare  for  war.  We  are  not  a  nation  of 
soldiers,  yet  we  have  a  selective  service  and 
a  military  reserve  system  in  peacetime.  The 
fact  Is  that  we  do  prepare  for  war  and  have 
such  a  system  ready  to  operate  effectively 
and  efficiently  to  help  mobilize  our  military 
might.  This  Is  an  important  reason  why  we 
have  been  able  to  do  that  part  of  our  Job 
with  relative  smoothness,  speed,  and  with  a 
minimum  amount  of  dislocation.  There  Is 
no  question.  If  we  were  similarly  prepjared 
for  economic  mobilization,  we  would  be  able 
to  do  that  p)art  of  our  Job  more  efflaiently, 
effectively,  and  with  considerably  less  dis- 
location. 

At  the  present  time  our  economy  is  In 
fairly  good  economic  shape.  Prices  are  in 
fairly  normal  relationship.  We  are  close 
enough  in  tune  to  controls  to  know  a  good 
deal  about  them  and  their  administration — 
in  the  Congress,  in  the  Executive  Offices,  and 
throughout  indtistry.  We  are  not  being 
moved  by  emotion  or  fearing  Imminent 
changes  in  our  economy,  or  in  our  consumer 
needs,  or  do  we  expect  radical  changes  in 
our  industrial  outlook.  We  have  a  law  that 
is  operating  and  being  tested  dally.  We  know 
its  faults  and  its  good  pxsints.  if  anyone  will 
agree  such  a  law  can  have  good  points.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  this  is  the  ideal 
time  for  Congress  to  legislate  on  the  subject 
of  controls,  free  as  it  Is  froij^the  stress,  strain, 
and  tensions  of  a  great  national  emergency. 

Moreover,  as  I  indicated  before.  3  months 
Is  hardly  enough  time  in  which  to  write  an 
economic  controls  law  from  scratch.  Even 
starting,  as  I  do,  pretty  much  from  our  pres- 
ent law,  and  with  all  the  advantages  the 
present  time  offers  in  writing  such  a  law. 
the  existence  of  such  a  law  on  a  standby 
basis  would  give  those  who  would  be  admin- 
istering it,  and  those  business  and  labor 
advisory  groups  who  would  be  constantly 
meeting  and  working  together  with  them, 
time  and  opportunity  to  perfect  recommen- 
datloxis  for  clumges  in  the  law  or  in  regu- 
lations which  might  be  issued  if  such  a  law 
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ever  w«re  Invoked.  Oongren  would  reeelv* 
monthly  reports  on  tbe  agency's  operations 
and  would  continuously  be  kept  Informed 
and  educated  with  respect  to  the  various 
problems  that  arise  or  might  develop  If  the 
controls  were  Invoked.  In  my  conception 
such  a  standby  agencyls  Important  functions 
and  that  of  the  advisory  committees  would 
be  constantly  to  study  and  agree  on  wajrs 
and  means  of  perfecting  the  basic  statute 
and  develop  efBclent,  effective,  and  fair  means 
of  administering  It. 

It  seems  to  me  that  Industry  and  agrlcul- 
tiu^,  most  of  all.  would  benefit  from  such  a 
standby  program.  During  ivevlous  times 
Industry  and  agrlciilture  had  no  such  op- 
portunity to  help  In  framing  the  law  or  to 
assist  to  any  great  extent  In  helping  to  de- 
velop and  formulate  the  regulations.  Under 
the  pressure  of  time.  It  was  almost  impos- 
sible, even  if  the  administration  had  desired 
It.  for  business  and  agricultural  groups  to 
play  such  an  important  and  constructive  a 
part  In  the  controls  program.  Speed  was  of 
the  very  essence.  A  standby  type  of  organi- 
zation and  a  standby  type  of  law  will  afTord 
the  time  and  the  opportunity  for  business  to 
share  its  know-how  with  the  administra- 
tion and  the  Congress  in  the  formulation, 
revision,  administration,  and  operation  of 
such  a  law.  should  it  ever  be  Invoked.  With- 
out such  a  law,  this  Is  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses impossible. 

In  addition  to  this.  Industry  and  agricul- 
ture and  labor  representatives  can  become 
acquainted  with  the  key  staff  that  will  op- 
erate the  program,  if  such  a  time  should  ever 
arrive;  and  they  can  be  familiar  with  the 
organizational  structure  and  the  full  mean- 
ing of  the  law  and  the  regulations  issued 
under  It.  In  a  word,  millions  of  man-days 
of  study,  friistrating  search  for  information, 
advice,  and  decision  would  be  spared,  not  to 
mention  the  millions  of  man-days  saved 
business,  the  administration,  and  the  Con- 
gress in  attempting  to  straighten  out  and  re- 
vise what  had  already  been  done  Improperly 
or  unfairly. 

Also.  Industry,  In  the  process  of  working 
with  such  a  standby  agency,  in  constantly 
thinking  about  such  problems  that  might 
arise,  would  keep  itself  educated  with  re- 
spect to  the  law  and  Its  operation  and  would, 
therefore,  be  able  to  adjust  Itself  to  its  re- 
quirements more  efficiently  and  with  less  cost 
In  time  and  money.  Personnel  who,  because 
of  their  knowledge  of  the  law  and  of  the 
standby  agency,  would  not  only  be  valuable 
to  the  industry  Involved,  but  such  personnel 
would  also  be  listed  In  the  roster  of  quali- 
fied persons  available  in  the  event  of  activa- 
tion of  controls  as  provided  In  the  bill. 

With  Industry  being  forced,  as  it  were,  to 
meet  with  those  studying  price,  wage,  and 
salary  trends  and  other  conditions  in  the 
various  industries  and  in  the  economy  gen- 
erally. It  is  quite  conceivable  that  many  of 
the  problems  that  might  arise  and  eventu- 
ally lead  to  the  imposition  of  controls  could 
be  foreseen  and  adjusted,  or  taken  care  of 
volur  tarlly  without  the  need  for  Invoking 
the  law. 

With  the  bill  providing,  as  It  does,  a  Na- 
tional Advisory  Council  composed  of  distin- 
guished representatives  of  business.  Industry, 
agriculture,  labor,  the  military,  and  the  con- 
sumers, all  of  whom  are  subject  to  Senate 
confirmation,  to  advise  the  President  on  the 
imposition  of  each  of  the  controls  In  the 
different  titles  of  the  bill  and  to  advise  the 
President  generally  on  policies  relating  to 
general  mobilization,  I  am  sure  you  will  agree 
that  we  have  provided  sufficient  opportunity 
for  the  President  to  secure  the  best  advice 
avaUable  before  taking  any  action.  I  am 
Mtlsfled  that  such  a  council  will  prevent 
any  hasty  or. unwise  decisions  in  the  use  of 
»ny  of  the  authority  granted  in  the  bill. 

The  moet  Important  functions  price,  wage, 
•nd  salary  controls  can  perform.  In  my  opin- 
ion, Is  to  give  assurance  to  the  consumers 
that  prices  will  remain  relatively  stable. 
Once  the  freeae  took  effect  In  January  1951, 


the  kverage  citizen  seemed  satisfied  that 
prices  were  not  going  up  very  much  more, 
and  inunediately  the  enormous  pressure  on 
consumer  durables  began  to  drop  off.  With 
the  outlook  for  prices  fairly  stable,  the  aver- 
age consumer  purchased  only  what  he 
needed,  and  again  he  began  to  save  rather 
than  spend  his  surplus.  It  Is  this  peychologl- 
eal  effect  that  price  control  has  on  the  con- 
sumer that  encourages  him  to  save  rather 
than  spend.  This  in  turn  reduces  the  flow 
of  income  into  consumer-goods  industries 
and  relieves  the  marginal  pressures  on  prices 
for  these  goods.  At  the  same  time  the  in- 
creased savings  serve  as  a  source  of  invest- 
ment capital  for  defense  industries.  All  this 
makes  price  controls  an  effective  instrument 
of  economic  stability  in  periods  of  emer- 
gency. 

A  stand-by  law  would  cause  consumers  and 
businessmen  to  have  that  same  sense  of  as- 
surance that  prices  would  not  be  allowed  to 
spiral  upward,  and  as  a  result  they  would 
not  rush  out  with  the  first  sign  of  an  emer- 
gency in  panic  to  stock  up  on  all  they  could 
get  their  hands  on.  Thus  prices  would  tend 
to  remain  more  stable,  as  would  savings,  and 
the  very  need  for  Invoking  a  control  program 
might  be  avoided  by  the  very  confidence  It 
would  engender.  If  controls  finally  bad  to 
be  Invoked,  fear  of  price  Increases  would  be 
considerably  lessened  and  so  to  would  the 
problem  of  controlling  such  prices. 

I  have  devoted  most  of  my  remarks,  thus 
far,  to  my  philosophy  and  approach  to  the 
problem  of  price,  wage,  and  salary  control, 
and  the  need  for  and  the  good  practical 
sense  of  a  stand-by  system  of  such  controls. 
The  reason  I  have  done  so  Is  because  this  Is 
the  more  controversial  part  of  my  propwsal 
and,  if  I  may  say.  the  side  which  I  have 
heard  very  little  argument  for,  and  which.  It 
seems  to  me.  ought  to  get  some  very  serious 
consideration.  It  should  be  given  especially 
serious  consideration  by  those  who  have  been 
most  unsatisfied  with  controls.  I  think  a 
stand-by  control  law  offers  the  best  means 
that  I  know  of  by  which  the  most  Irritating 
and  unsatisfactory  effects  of  controls  can  be 
eliminated  or  considerably  lessened. 

Very  briefly,  the  bill  would  continue  until 
June  30,  1934,  the  various  loan,  purchase, 
loan-guaranty,  and  development  programs 
of  financial  aid  to  business  and  would  like- 
wise extend  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Admlu- 
istration. 

It  would  continue  the  priority  and  alloca- 
tions programs  of  title  I,  and  the  power  of 
condemnation  and  requisition  in  title  II.  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act,  on  a  stand-by 
basis.  The  authority  in  these  titles  could 
only  be  Invoked  after  consultation  with  the 
National  Advisory  Council,  except  In  the  case 
of  war.  In  which  event  the  President  may  act 
immediately  in  respect  to  all  titles. 

Similarly,  rent  control  would  be  continued 
on  a  stand-by  basis  with  the  National  Ad- 
visory Council  advice  necessary  to  Invoke  it 
initially  on  critical  defense  areas.  Its  ad- 
vice would  also  be  necessary  when  rent  con- 
trols are  initially  invoked  on  defense  rental 
areas. 

Credit  control  would  likewise  be  on  a 
stand-by  basis  and  could  be  Invoked  Initially 
on  consumer  goods  (regulation  W)  only  after 
consulting  the  National  Advisory  Council. 
A  similar  procedure  would  be  required  for 
the  activation  of  real-estate  credit  control 
(regulation  X). 

Price  and  wage  controls  would  be  con- 
tinued on  a  stand-by  basis  and  the  necessity 
of  advising  with  the  National  Advisory  Coun- 
cil would  be  required  before  Invoking  in- 
itially either  selective  or  general  controls. 
With  a  few  exceptions  the  price  and  wage 
provisions  are  similar  to  those  In  the  present 
act.  It  is  left  to  Congress  to  decide  on  the 
representative  base  period  for  adjusting  cell- 
ing prices  after  the  freeze  which  would  be 
Imposed  on  prices  and  wages  on  the  business 
day  preceding  the  impoeltlon  of  the  control 
or  controls. 


The  necessity  for  a  sUnd-by  bill  wUl  ezplr* 
with  our  present  emergency  and  therefors 
titles  I,  II,  IV.  V.  VI  expUe  90  days  after  the 
end  of  hostilities  In  Korea.  Title  III  U  ex- 
tended for  a  definite  period  of  1  year  and  ex- 
pires June  SOT  1954.  Title  VII  which  contains 
general  provisions  and  Is  needed  when  any 
other  titles  of  the  act  are  In  effect  expires  at 
the  end  of  hostilities  in  Korea  or  June  30, 
1954.  whichever  event  occurs  last. 

In  Introducing  this  bUl,  I  am  aware  that 
there  are  many  who  have  long  shared  my 
point  of  view  on  most  economic  and  social 
problems  who  nray  disagree  with  me  at  this 
point.  To  those,  all  I  can  say  is  that  my 
views  have  not  changed.  My  experience  and 
my  study  of  this  subject  have  increased 
my  knowledge  about  it.  In  sponsoring  this 
legislation.  It  Is  my  most  profound  and  con- 
sidered opinion  that  I  am  laying  the  best 
groundwork  I  know  of  to  further  promote 
and  facilitate  the  system  of  free  competi- 
tive enterprise,  which  has  been  the  basis  of 
my  whole  economic  philosophy.  It  wouI'.i 
take  a  great  deal  less  courage  and  would 
result  m  a  great  deal  lees  criticism,  no  doubt. 
If  I  chose  not  to  Introduce  such  a  bill.  But 
I  t)eUeve  It  is  my  responsibility  and  my  duty 
as  a  Senator  and  one  who  Is  privileged  to 
serve  as  the  chairman  of  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  to  bring  this  bill  be- 
fore you  for  yuur  thoughtful  deliberation 
and  action. 

The  bill  does  not  contain  all  the  provisions 
that  I  would  prefer  it  to  have,  nor  does  It 
exclude  many  of  the  provisions  that  I  would 
prefer  to  see  out  of  the  bill.  It  probably  can 
be  Improved  in  many,  many  respects;  but  I 
believe  It  does  offer  a  reasonable  and  satis- 
factory basis  upon  which  you  can  begin 
thinking  and  acting.  It  l.s  modeled  after  the 
most  recent  bill  Congre.ss  enacted  last  session. 

If  all  my  efforts  but  result  In  greater 
knowledge,  if  not  action,  my  purpose  will 
have   been  served. 

Summary  or  the  Economic  STA8n.izATioir 
Act  or   1953 

The  bin  permits  price,  wage,  and  rent  con- 
trols to  expire  April  30,  1953.  and  allocation 
and  other  fontroLs  to  expire  June  30,  1953, 
as  provided  in  the  Defen.se  Production  Act 
Amendments  of  1952.  The  loan,  loan  guar- 
anty, purchase,  and  development  programs 
providing  financial  aid  to  defense  Industries, 
authorized  in  title  III  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and  tha 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration,  au- 
thorized in  section  714  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950.  as  amended,  are  con- 
tinued until  June  30,   1954. 

The  bill  continues  on  a  stand-by  basis 
until  90  days  after  the  termination  of  hos- 
tilities In  the  Korean  conflict  power  to  es- 
tablish priorities  and  make  allocations,  to 
requisition  and  condemn,  to  control  prices. 
rents,  consumer  and  real  estate  credit,  and 
to  stabilize  wages,  salaries,  and  other  coni- 
pensatlon. 

The  bill  recognizes  In  the  declaration  of 
policy  that  direct  controls  are  Incompatible 
with  the  American  free  enterprise  system 
ai.u  that,  since  prices  are  now  generally  In 
nor  nal  relationship,  direct  controls  are  no 
longer  necessary  to  malnUln  economic 
stability.  But  it  further  recognizes  that 
the  ever-present  threat  of  further  Commu- 
nist aggre*«ion  and  that  the  speedy  destruc- 
tive nature  of  war  requires  swUt  Executive 
action.  Controls  should  only  be  Invoked  if 
an  emergency  develops  involving  serious  eco- 
nomic dislocations  threatening  the  national 
security  and  welfare. 

A  National  Advisory  Council  composed 
of  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, subject  to  Senate  confirmation,  who 
are  representative  of  business  and  industry, 
agriculture,  labor,  the  military,  and  con- 
sumers. Is  established  by  the  bill. 

Before  the  President  can  initially  Invoke 
any  controls  under  any  title  of  the  bill  he  is 
required  to  consult  with  this  councU.    Th* 
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council    Is    also    ftuthorVzed    to   advlae    the 

President  on  general  policies  relating  to  eco- 
nomic mobilization. 

The  President  is  required  to  consult  with 
the  National  Advisory  Council  before  he  can 
initially  Impose  selective  controls  on  prices 
and  wages  and  again  before  he  can  Impose 
general  controls  on  prices  and  wages.  Like- 
wise, the  President  Is  required  to  consult 
with  the  National  Advisory  Council  before 
he  can  initially  impose  rent  controls  in  an 
area  declared  to  be  a  critical  defense  area 
and  again  before  he  can  initially  Impose  rent 
controls  In  a  rental  area  that  had  taken 
affirmative  action  In  requesting  that  the  area 
remain  under  Federal  rent  control  prior  to 
September  30,  1952.  He  would,  similarly, 
have  to  consult  with  the  Council  before  he 
can  Impose  either  regulation  X  or  regula- 
tion W.  Only  In  the  event  that  a  state  of 
war  exists  can  the  President  Invoke  any  of 
the  controls  without  consulting  the  National 
Advisory  Council. 

The  priorities  and  allocations  title  (I), 
and  the  requisitioning  and  condemnation 
power  title  (II) ,  except  for  the  trigger  device 
of  consulting  with  the  National  Advisory 
Council,  are  the  same  as  in  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended.  The 
credit  control  title  (VI)  is  substantially  the 
same  as  title  VI  of  the  Defense  Production 
Art  of  1950  as  originally  enacted,  except  for 
the  trigger  device.  Title  III  (expansion  of 
productive  capacity  and  supply)  Is  the  same 
as  title  III  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950.  as  amended,  but  It  also  contains 
provisions  relating  to  the  Small  Defense 
Plants  Administration  which  are  Identical 
with  the  provisions  of  section  714  of  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950.  This  title 
Is  operative  after  June  30.  1953,  without  use 
of  the  trigger  device.  It  expires  on  June  30, 
1954.  The  protest,  court  review,  appeal,  and 
penalty  provisions  are  substantially  the  same 
as  In  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended. 

The  price  and  wage  stabilization  title  (IV), 
except  for  the  added  trigger  device,  follows 
In  general  the  provisions  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950.  as  amended.  The  spe- 
cial provisions  for  agricultural  conunodltlee 
are  the  same  except  for  certain  provisions 
In  connection  with  milk  celling  prices.  The 
bill  does  not  contain  the  1952  amendment 
excluding  fresh  and  processed  fruits  and 
vegetables  from  controls. 

As  stand-by  agencies  the  OPS  and  WSB 
would  be  required  constantly  to  study  and 
evaluate  wage  and  price  trends,  to  formu- 
late and  Improve  general  regulation  tech- 
niques of  controls,  patterns  of  organization 
and  procedure  in  case  of  future  use.  to  main- 
tain a  loster  of  qualified  persons  who  would 
be  available  In  the  event  of  the  activation  of 
controls,  to  advise  the  President  generally 
with  respect  to  the  proper  administration  of 
the  aft.  and  to  make  monthly  and  special 
reports  to  Congress  on  its  activities  and  its 
recommendations.  The  President  is  given 
the  power,  after  affirmative  action  on  his 
part,  to  continue  any  existing  control 
agencies  and  also  to  create  any  new  agencies 
he  deems  necessary  during  the  period  when 
controls  are  In  a  stand-by  status. 

Whenever  the  President  takes  any  price  or 
wage  action,  selectively  or  generally,  he  is  re- 
quired to  freeze,  either  selectively  or  gen- 
erally as  the  case  may  be,  prices  and  wages 
at  the  levels  prevailing  on  the  business  day 
preceding  the  day  on  which  the  action  was 
taken.  He  is  then  required  within  90  days, 
if  possible,  but  in  any  event  within  6  months, 
to  adjust  such  price  celling  or  ceilings  and 
wages. 

In  adjusting  such  price  celling  or  ceilings 
and  wages  the  President  is  authorized  In 
accordance  with  the  same  general  require- 
ments of  the  Defense  Production  Act  to  take 
Into  consideration  comparable  prices,  rentals, 
commissions,  margins,  rates,  fees,  charges 
and  allowances,  and  comparable  salaries. 
wages,  and   other  compensation   which   he 


finds  to  be  repreaentattv«  et  thoee  prevailing 
in  a  base  period,  the  dates  of  which  are  left 
blank.  The  bill  provides  that  no  such  ceil- 
ings shall  be  established  for  the  purpose  of 
controlling  profits. 

A  number  of  the  technical  and  administra- 
tive provisions  which  were  added  to  the  De- 
fense Production  Act  in  1951  and  1952  to 
correct  what  the  Congress  believed  were  in- 
equities resulting  from  the  admlnlsUatlon 
of  the  act  or  were  caused  by  particular  situa- 
tions or  circumstances  which  existed  at  the 
time  were  not  included  In  the  provisions  of 
this  bin.  Accordingly,  the  Capehart.  Her- 
long.  and  Pugate  amendments  and  certain 
minor  administrative  and  technical  amend- 
ments were  not  included  in  this  bill. 

The  Wage  Stabilization  Board  authorized 
by  the  bill  has  substantially  the  same  powers 
as  In  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended.  The  bill  provides  that  the  15 
members  shall  be  representative  of  the  gen- 
eral public,  labor,  business,  and  Industry, 
leaving  the  exact  composition  of  the  Board 
for   the   President  to   determine. 

This  bill  authorizes  the  President  to  en- 
courage and  promote  voluntary  action  by 
business,  agriculture,  labor,  and  the  con- 
sumer, but  he  is  not  required  to  utilize  the 
voluntary  procedure  before  Invoking  the  con- 
trol provisions. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     I  yield. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  whether  the  bill  which 
he  is  introducing  contains  in  it  a  pro- 
vision for  stand-by  legislation  on  price- 
and-wage  controls  in  the  event  of  a 
national  emergency? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  Is  exactly 
what  it  doss  contain.  It  does  contain 
such  a  provi-sion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  With  respect  to  prices 
and  wages? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes;  and  also  with 
respect  to  rents. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  that  not  differ 
somewhat  from  the  message  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  which  the  President 
has  delivered  today? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  It  certainly  does  to 
that  extent. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP  A 
COMMTITEE 


THE  CALENDAR— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  Sen- 
ate rule  VIII,  a  call  of  the  calendar  is 
mandatory  on  Monday,  unless  suspend- 
ed by  unanimous  consent.  There  is  one 
bill  on  the  calendar,  which  the  cleric 
will  state  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill,  S.  242, 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Veterans'  Administration  domiciliary 
facility  at  Fort  Logan,  Colo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 
I  do  not  think  any  notice  was  given  of 
it.  It  is  no  doubt  a  meritorious  bill,  but 
I  ask  that  it  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  wUl 
go  over. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 


The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

Robert  W.  Burgess,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Director  of  the  Census. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomi- 
nations on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


DIPIX5MATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Winthrop  W.  Aldrich  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  Great  Britain. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
:.ent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  an- 
ticipate that  there  wiU  be  a  voice  vote  on 
this  nomination,  and  I  should  like  the 
record  to  show  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  give  us  a 
statement  regarding  Mr.  Aldrich,  setting 
forth  why,  in  the  opinion  of  the  com- 
mittee. Mr.  Aldrich  is  qualified  to  serve 
as  Ambassador  to  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very 
happy  to  address  myself  to  the  request 
made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  was  referred  tJbe  nomination  of 
Mr.  Winthrop  W.  Aldrich,  of  New  York, 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Great  Britain,  has  approved 
the  nomination  and  recommends  that  it 
be  confirmed  by  the  Ssnate. 

Mr.  Winthrop  W.  Aldrich  is  a  son  of 
former  Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrich.  of 
Rhode  Island.  He  is  a  graduate  of 
Harvard  University,  from  which  he  re- 
ceived the  degree  of  bachelor  of  arts  in 
1907  and  the  degree  of  bachelor  of  laws 
in  1910.  He  received  the  degree  of  doc- 
tor of  laws  from  Colgate  University  in 
1937;  from  Northeastern  University,  in 
1938;  from  Washington  and  JeSerson 
College  in  1939;  from  Brown  University 
in  1944;  from  Columbia  University  in 
1946 ;  from  New  York  University  in  1950, 
and  from  Georgetown  University  in  1962. 

Mr.  Aldrich's  nomination  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  23,  1953. 
He  ap[>eared  at  a  hearing  held  on  Janu- 
ary 29,  at  which  time  he  very  frankly 
discussed  his  aflaii's  and  his  point  of 
view  with  the  committee.  The  vote  of 
the  committee  recommending  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination  was  unanimous, 
with  the  exception  of  one  vote,  that  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Lancer  1 . 

As  I  said,  Mr.  Aldrich  is  a  son  of  for- 
mer Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrich.  of  Rhode 
Island.  He  became  president,  and  later 
chairman  of  the  board,  of  Chase  National 
Bank  of  New  York.  Mr.  Aldrich  has  had 
extensive  experience  in  international  af- 
fairs generally,  and  in  Great  Britain  in 
particular,  which  the  committee  believes 
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makes  him  wen  qiialifled  to  represent 
the  United  States  in  London. 

Mr.  MORSK.  lir.  President,  does  the 
Senator  mind  being  interrupted,  or 
would  he  prefer  to  finish  his  statement 
before  yielding  for  a  question?  I  will 
follow  the  Senator's  pleasure. 

B«r.  WILEY.     I  jrleld. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Can  the  Senator  tell  the 
Senate  anything  In  regard  to  any  Inter- 
national holdings  on  the  part  of  the  bank 
of  which  Mr.  Aldrich  has  been  president? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Yes.  That  was  gone 
Into  very  thoroughly.  As  I  recall,  the 
testimony  shows  that  the  bank  has  no 
International  holdings,  and  that  all  it 
does  in  its  London  o£Bce  is  limited  to 
dealings  back  and  forth,  as  it  were,  over 
the  counter. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  the  committee^  go 
Into  the  question  of  the  holdings  of  some 
of  the  major  clients  of  the  bank  in  inter- 
national cartels? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  recall  no  questions  rel- 
ative thereto,  but  as  Mr.  Aldrich  has  sold 
his  interest,  and,  as  I  recall,  has  no  fur- 
ther Interest  in  the  bank  except  his 
Interest  in  a  fund  from  which  he  derives 
a  pension,  that  matter,  as  I  understand, 
would  not  have  any  bearing  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  expresses 
the  view  of  the  committee  that,  insofar 
as  no  present  holdings  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Aldrich  himself  are  found  to  exist,  the 
fact  that  he  has  been  president  of  the 
bank,  advising  with  clients,  as  bankers 
do,  in  legard  to  their  great  economic  em- 
pires that  spread  around  the  world  In 
no  way  creates  any  problem  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  this  appointment.  It  creates 
no  affinity  of  interest  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Aldrich  In  the  perpetuation  of  a  sys- 
tem of  international  cartels,  which  in 
the  opinion  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  perhaps  are  a  very  serious  threat 
to  the  preservation  of  peace  in  the  world. 

Mr.  WILEY,  I  am  not  informed  as  to 
the  existence  of  what  the  Senator  claims 
to  be  facts.  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Aldrich, 
contrary  to  the  accepted  opinion,  is  a 
relatively  poor  man.  His  total  estate,  I 
understand,  is  worth  about  $300,000,  as  I 
think  the  testimony  shows.  That  does 
not  include  the  pension  fund. 

As  to  the  bank's  having  dealings  with 
International  concerns,  an  institution 
ouch  as  the  Chase  National  Bank  un- 
doubtedly does  have.  But  what  sur- 
prised me  was  that  the  testimony  shows 
that  it  had  very  few  foreign  offices.  I 
think  it  has  an  office  in  Canada  and  an 
office  in  London.  There  were  inquiries 
as  to  other  places,  where  it  had  no  offices. 
The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  corrects 
me  as  to  the  office  in  Canada.  It  had  no 
offices  in  Canada.  I  stand  corrected  as 
to  that. 

Mr.  Aldrich  was  admitted  to  the  New 
York  bar  in  1912.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  list  of  positions  or  offices 
formerly  held  by  Mr.  Aldrich. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE2^T.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Formerly  member  of  law  firms  Byrne. 
Cutcbeon  &  Taylor  and  Murray.  Aldnch  & 
Webb:  preeldent.  Equitable  Trust  Co.  of  New 
York;  director.  Pederai  Reserve  Bank  of  New 


York:  trustee.  Rockefeller  Poundation:  trtia- 
tec.  General  Education  Board:  oyerseer.  Har- 
vard College;  founder  and  president.  Brttlsb 
War  Relief  Society,  during  World  War  11: 
president.  National  War  Fund.  World  War  II: 
chairman.  President  Truman's  Committee  on 
Financing  Foreign  Trade,  from  Its  foundation 
until  It  was  disbanded  (194S-50):  president. 
International       Cbamber      of       Commerce, 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  Aldrich  resigned 
from  those  various  positions.  His  only 
present  connections  are  as  trustee  of  the 
Riverside  Presbyterian  Church,  trustee 
of  Presbyterian  Hospital,  president  of 
the  visiting  committee  of  Harvard  Grad- 
uate School  of  Business  Administration, 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Advisory  Coun- 
cil of  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  Aldrich  occupied  all  of  the  follow- 
ing positions  or  offices  until  the  time  of 
his  nomination  to  be  Ambassador  to 
Great  Britain,  from  which  positions  or 
offices  he  has  now  resigned.  He  was 
chairman  of  the  board  of  the  Chase  Na- 
tional Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York,  a 
director  of  the  American  Telephone  L 
Telegraph  Co..  director  of  the  Interna- 
tional Paper  Co.,  director  of  the  Metro- 
politan Life  Insurance  Co..  director  of 
the  Westinghouse  Electric  Corp..  direc- 
tor of  thie  New  York  Central  Railroad 
Co.,  president  and  director  of  the  Chase 
Safe  Deposit  Co.,  director  of  the  Discount 
Corp..  trustee  of  the  Tuskegee  Normal 
and  Industrial  Institute,  treasurer  and 
member  of  the  executive  committee  of 
the  Welfare  Council  of  New  York,  vice 
president  of  the  National  Institute  of  So- 
cial Sciences,  director  of  the  American 
Cancer  Society,  director  of  the  Nassau 
Hospital  Association,  trustee  of  Barnard 
College,  and  president  of  the  board  of 
managers  of  the  Home  for  Incurables. 

He  has  had  military  service,  and  has 
been  a  lieutenant  commander  in  the 
United  States  Naval  Reserve  from  19J0 
to  date. 

I  might  state  further,  Mr.  President, 
that  he  was  president  of  the  National 
Chamber  of  Commerce  from  1945  to  1947. 
He  resigned  from  the  positions  which  I 
have  just  enumerated  when  he  was  nom- 
inated to  be  Ambassador  to  Great  Brit- 
ain. 

The  committee  discussed  with  Mr. 
Aldrich  some  of  the  problems,  particu- 
larly economic  problems,  which  will  con- 
front him  in  London,  and  was  favorably 
impressed  with  his  grasp  of  world  mone- 
tary and  economic  affairs.  The  commit- 
tee believes  Mr.  Aldrich  is  well  quali- 
fied to  make  an  outstanding  contribution 
to  Anglo-American  relations,  and  it  rec- 
ommends that  the  Senate  confirm  his 
nomination  promptly. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  stated  that 
Mr.  Aldrich  was  the  head  of  the  Chase 
National  Bank.  In  this  world  where 
problems  are  so  complex,  as  has  just 
been  outlined  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  speech  before  the 
Joint  session  of  the  Congress,  it  is  well 
that  America  should  have  the  best  brains 
in  key  positions.  Through  the  years  Mr. 
Aldrich  has  been  privileged  to  serve  in 
various  positions,  and  the  fact  that  he 
has  accumulated  merely  $300,000  indi- 
cates that  he  is  the  type  of  man  we  need 
in  positions  of  trust  and  of  leadership. 

I  believe  he  is  a  man  who  can  go  to 
London— and,  after  all,  London  is  still 


very  Important — and  serve  the  best  In- 
terests of  his  country. 

I  particularly  inquired  of  Mr.  Aldrich 
in  relation  to  a  statement  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  to  the  effect  that 
many  of  our  posts  are  over-staffed,  and 
he  stated  that  that  was  one  of  the  things 
which  he  would  look  into.  He  said  that 
he  himself  felt  that  we  should  not  apply 
meat-ax  methods,  but  that  if  there  is 
excess  overhead  he  will  see  to  it  that  the 
situation  is  prop>erly  corrected. 

I  have  personally  known  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  only  2  or  3  weeks.  I 
met  him  when  I  was  at  the  United  Na- 
tions. That  was  my  first  acquaintance 
with  him.  I  met  him  again  when  he 
was  a  guest  at  the  home  of  Mr.  Dulles, 
where  I  happened  to  be  at  the  time.  I 
saw  him  the  third  time  in  Washington. 
My  impression  of  him  is  that  in  him  we 
have  a  man  who  is  competent  and  able 
and  who  has  a  selfless  desire  to  serve  the 
Republic  in  this  period.  I  wish  we  had 
more  of  that  t.vpe  of  person  in  positions 
of  trust. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  aT?o 
tell  us  that  Mr  Aldrich  has  been  deco- 
rated by  the  British  Government? 

Mr.  WILEY.  There  was  evidence  of 
a  certain  type  of  humanitarian  service 
he  had  rendered.  As  I  recall,  there  was 
a  joint  relief  society,  in  which  Prance 
and  EnulaiKl  participated,  and  of  which 
he  was  the  founder  and  president.  Then 
the  society  was  divided,  and  he  engaged 
in  the  .self.e.s.s  work  of  war  relief  during 
World  War  II,  and  for  that  service  he 
was  given  some  decoration.  I  have  for- 
gotten just  what  it  was. 

I  atjain  say.  Mr  President,  that.  In  my 
humble  opinion,  he  is  the  tjrpe  of  man 
who  undertakes  to  fill  a  position  not  for 
what  he  can  pet  out  of  it.  but  for  what 
he  can  eive..  We  need  more  and  more  of 
that  type  of  person. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  dis- 
sent will  be  very  brief. 

I  think  it  is  most  unfortunate,  in  fact, 
I  think  It  is  very  undiplomatic  of  the 
Ei.senhower  administration,  to  nominate 
for  the  Ambassadors  post  in  London  the 
head  of  a  great  financial  institution,  the 
Chase  National  Bank,  which,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  has  come  to  .symbolize  In  many 
areas  of  the  world  American  dollar  ;iiplo- 
macy.  I  think  it  is  very  unfortunate  and 
is  anything  but  diplomatic  to  appoint  to 
the  amba.ssadorship  to  the  British  Em- 
pire a  man  who  in  the  minds  of  maiiy 
Englishmen,  and  particularly  those  who 
are  to  be  found  in  the  party  affiliations  of 
the  Labontes.  is  looked  upon  as  a  symbol 
of  economic  exploitation  of  peoples  in 
the  backward  areas  of  the  world.  I  think 
it  is  most  unfortunate  to  appoint  to  this 
particular  position,  when  we  are  trying 
to  develop  the  unity  we  need  in  Western 
Europe  to  meet  the  great  threat  of  Rus- 
sian communism,  a  man  who  personifies, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  in  the  eyes  of  many 
Europeans,  the  American  dollar  sign. 

Because  I  think  It  Is  an  undiplomatic 
appointment  I  shall  vote  against  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination.  I  think 
Aldrich  has  too  much  self-interest  in  the 
appointment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
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sent  to  the  nomination  of  Winthrop  W. 
Aldrich  to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  Great  Britain? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr  President,  may  I 
Inquire  If  I  correctly  understood  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  say  that  Mr. 
Aldrich  is  worth  only  $300,000? 

Mr.  WILEY.  That  is  my  recollection. 
He  estimated  that  his  capital  investment 
was  approximately  $300,000. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  At  one  time  he  was 
reputed  to  be  a  very  wealthy  man. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  know  nothing  about 
that. 

Mr  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wiscon5.in  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Montana  Is  mistaken.  The  wile  of 
Mr   Aldrich  is  very  wealthy. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Aldrich  also  Is  very  wealthy.  He  ap- 
peared before  a  committee  of  the  Senate 
in  1938 

Mr.  WILEY.  Much  water  has  gone 
over  the  dam  since  that  time. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  understand  that, 
but  at  that  time  he  took  a  very  strong 
pasition  against  the  economic  reforms 
which  haU  taken  place  in  this  country. 
He  said  he  was  oppos<?d  to  the  Pederai 
deposit  insurance  system  which  we  have 
adopted  In  this  country,  and  he  also  criti- 
cized very  severely  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  which  undertook 
to  regulate  the  New  York  Stock  Ex- 
change. At  that  time  I  asked  him  what 
his  objection  was,  and  he  said  It  went 
too  far.  I  said,  'Do  you  not  think  the  re- 
form should  go  far  enough  to  prevent 
Wall  Street  from  cheating  the  American 
people  out  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars by  manipulations  of  stocks?" 

He  seemed  to  think  that  the  stock  ex- 
changes of  the  country  should  not  be 
letjulated. 

It  seems  to  me  we  are  selecting  a  man 
who  represents  great  wealth,  and  I  am 
sure  he  must  have  great  wealth  himself. 
I  know  the  Chase  National  Bank,  be- 
cause of  many  of  Its  manipulations,  came 
into  very  serious  critlclcm  following  the 
crash  In  Wall  Street  In  1929.  It  sold 
people  its  own  stock  across  the  country 
and  many  American  people  wore  influ- 
enced Into  buying  It  at  that  time.  The 
stock  was  manipulated  In  such  a  man- 
ner that  people  were  Induced  to  buy  It, 
thinking  they  were  investing  their  money 
in  sound  and  safe  stock,  but  very  soon 
the  stock  began  to  go  down. 

The  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate  examined  into  the 
operations  of  those  in  control  of  the 
Cha.se  National  Bank  and  found  many 
Instances  of  manipulations. 

It  seems  to  me.  Mr.  President,  that 
if  Mr.  Aldrich  has  only  $300,000.  he  will 
not  be  able  to  represent  very  well  the 
position  of  Ambassador  to  Great  Britain, 
because  It  will  probably  require  a  little 
more  money  than  that  If  he  Is  going 
to  represent  the  conservative,  reaction- 
ary Interests. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Montana  has  filled  the  Record  with  the 
statements  he  has  just  made.  First,  his 
attitude  implies  that  because  a  man  rep- 
resents wealth,  he  is  a  crook;  second, 
that  if  he  represents  wealth,  but  does  not 


have  wealth  of  his  own.  he  Is  a  crook.  I 
do  not  like  to  hear  that  kind  of  talk  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  feel  that  if  there  Is  anything  that 
should  be  said  about  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Aldrich,  it  is  that  the  great  President 
of  the  United  States  has  seen  fit  to  send 
his  nomination  to  the  Senate  for  confir- 
mation. We  have  listened  to  the  Presi- 
dent today,  and  we  must  say  that- he 
showed  a  pretty  thorough  gratsp  of  the 
issues  before  the  American  people. 

Mr.  MORSE  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  In  a  moment.  Let  me 
carry  through  with  my  thought. 

I  say  that  the  President  showed  a  good 
grsisp  of  the  issues  now  confronting  this 
country.  Among  other  things,  he  said  he 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  the  crookedness  and 
the  graft  that  have  come  to  light,  and 
he  is  choosing  people  whom  he  will  hold 
accountable  to  see  that  the  house  is 
cleaned. 

The  President  chose  Mr.  Wilson  to  be 
Secretary  of  Defense.  As  the  evidence 
shows.  Mr.  Wilson  was  a  rich  man,  yet 
he  set  an  example  before  the  country  by 
offering  to  take  a  loss  of  $600,000.  I 
wonder  how  many  of  us,  faced  with  a 
similar  situation,  would  be  able  to  meet 
the  issue  squarely,  as  did  Mr.  Wilson. 
He  is  the  type  of  man  we  want  to  have 
in  public  office.  Furthermore  we  want 
men  who  can  create  wealth,  who  can 
create  jobs,  who  can  bring  about  har- 
mony. 

Such  a  man  is  found  in  the  person  who 
has  had  the  experience  Mr.  Aldrich  has 
had  in  various  organizations,  a  man  who 
has  engaged  In  eleemosynary  activities, 
for  which  he  was  decorated,  a  man  who 
now  says  that,  outside  of  his  pension 
fund,  he  estimates  the  total  market 
value  of  his  assets  to  be  $300,003,  a  man 
who  has  lived  a  long  life,  and  who  now 
desires  to  render  public  service  in  one  of 
the  key  positions  of  our  Government. 

There  was  no  claim  by  anyone  that 
Mr.  Aldrich  was  dishonest,  that  he  did 
not  have  competency,  that  he  was  not 
efficient.  There  is  nothing  to  that  effect 
in  the  testimony.  To  the  contrary,  it 
was  demonstrated  by  the  Republicans 
and  the  Democrats,  including  every 
member  of  the  committee,  that  he  was 
an  ideal  man  for  the  position  to  which 
he  had  been  appointed,  because  all  mem- 
l)ers  of  the  committee  voted  to  confirm 
the  nomination,  except  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer],  who  said  he 
would  not  support  confirmation  of  the 
nomination.  That  is  tlie  situation  as  it 
stands. 

I  am  now  very  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire 
to  speak  for  a  moment  in  my  own  right. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  had  not  intended  to 
say  anything,  but  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Wiley],  by  his  comments, 
has  moved  me  to  make  a  few  remarks. 

I  am  perfectly  happy  to  have  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  express  his  views 
as  to  the  address  just  delivered  by  the 
President,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Senator's  use  of  the  plural 
"we."  loecause  I  do  not  think  the  ad- 
dress by  the  President  showed  any  such 
thing  as  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 


indicated.  So  far  as  my  Judgment  is 
concerned,  the  address  was  full  of  some 
interesting  preachments,  and  some  sound 
principles.  I  only  pray  that  it  will  not 
take  us  down  toward  the  goal  of  war. 
which  I  say  loecause  I  think  the  Presi- 
dent's discussion  of  Formosa  was  most 
unfortunate.  I  would  have  been  very 
happy  to  have  the  President  of  the 
United  States  discuss  the  Formosa  issue 
after  he  had  given  us  evidence  that  there 
also  had  laeen  discussion  with  our  allies 
alMut  it. 

We  cannot  avoid  the  fact  that  at  the 
time  the  United  States  became  embroiled 
hi  the  Korean  war,  we  moved  very  quick- 
ly to  make  it  a  United  Nations  war.  Al- 
though the  order  of  the  then  President 
of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  the 
U5e  of  the  Seventh  Fleet  was  in  a  very 
real  sense  a  unilateral  order,  it  was,  nev- 
ertheless, an  order  uix)n  which  our  allies 
have  come  to  rely. 

So  far  as  the  major  premise  Is  con- 
cerned, let  me  make  very  clear  that  I  am 
anxious  to  have  us  tJike  the  steps  neces- 
sary to  guarantee  the  security  of  my 
country  at  all  times.  I  recognize  that 
the  greatest  threat  to  my  country  Is  Rus- 
sia, and,  further,  I  do  not  have  any  doubt 
about  what  her  intentions  vill  he  if  Rus- 
sia ever  catches  us  off  guard  and  finds 
us  weak  enough.  In  that  event,  she  will 
probably  try  to  destroy  us.  That  is  why 
I  think  it  is  so  important  that  we  move 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  our  allies  on 
the  whole  international  front.  I  do  not 
see  any  escape  from  the  fact  that  our 
allies  have  come  to  accept  the  program 
in  Asia  as  an  allied  program.  A  part  of 
that  program  has  been  the  position  we 
have  taken  in  connection  with  the  u:e 
of  the  Seventh  Fleet. 

What  concerns  me  In  following  the 
recommendation  of  the  President  today 
is  what  is  going  to  happen  if  Nationalist 
China  should  decide  that  It  wants  to 
fight,  and  then  moves  on  to  the  mainland 
of  China,  is  driven  off,  let  us  assume 
hypothetlcally  for  a  moment,  and  then 
gees  back  to  Formosa  Are  we  going  then 
to  give  the  Nationalists  our  protection? 
Could  not  such  an  incident  be  used  as  a 
basis  for  the  claim  on  the  part  of  seme 
that  we  are  now  expanding  the  war  to 
all  of  Asia,  and  be  recognized  as  the  spark 
that  ignites  the  third  world  war?  I 
am  still  not  willing  to  accept  the  view 
that  we  cannot  avoid  such  a  war  and 
nevertheless  defeat  communism,  but  I 
think  we  shall  have  to  do  it  with  our 
allies,  and  not  unilaterally. 

I  thought  we  had  laottled  up  pretty  well 
for  determination  some  time  in  the  fu- 
ture the  question  of  who  has  title  to 
Formosa ;  whose  territory  it  is.  I  am  very 
much  concerned  about  the  fact  that  in 
the  course  of  history — I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  be  50.  75,  or  100  years 
hence,  or.  as  I  hope,  sooner  than  that — 
there  will  be  established  a  universal 
system  of  international  Justice  through 
law,  such  as  the  great  late  Senator 
from  Michigan,  Arthur  Vandenberg, 
used  to  plead  for  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate,  and  which  those  of  us  who 
were  his  disciples  and  sat  at  his  feet 
agreed  was  right  in  principle.  He  con- 
tended that  we  must  stand  together 
with  the  free  nations  of  the  world  and 
keep  ourselves  so  strong  that  Russia 
would  not  dare  to  attack  us.    We  must 
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stand  together  until  Russia  begins  to  dis- 
integrate and  dissolution  begins  within 
her.  and  wedges  of  dissension  can  be 
driven  between  her  and  her  satellites. 
Eventually  the  Jurisdiction  over  For- 
mosa should  go  to  the  World  Court  for 
final  settlement.  However,  that  is  prob- 
ably years  away. 

What  bothers  me  is  the  kind  of  recom- 
mendation the  President  of  the  United 
States  made  to  the  Joint  seseion  of  Con- 
gress today.  His  address  may  play  into 
the  hands  of  Russia,  in  that  it  may  be 
the  source  of  a  wedge  being  driven  among 
our  allies  over  the  Formosa  issue.  I 
think  we  should  stand  united  and  not  act. 
unilaterally  on  Asiatic  problems.  We 
should  not  proceed  unilaterally,  although 
it  is  true  that  our  action  in  regard  to 
Formosa  always  has  been  our  own  action, 
separate  and  distinct  from  United  Na- 
tions action.  However.  I  believe  it  is  also 
true  that  some  of  our  allies  in  the  United 
Nations  have  come  to  consider  the  policy 
of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  For- 
mosa as  a  status  quo  situation  on  which 
they  could  rely  without  consultation  and 
Joint  decision.  So  I  am  concerned  about 
that  point  in  the  President's  address. 

Of  course.  I  have  always  said  I  am 
concerned  about  Yalta  and  about  the 
serious  mistakes  which  were  made  at 
Yalta.  But  I  think  the  cause  of  the  mis- 
takes made  at  Yalta,  was,  after  all,  ill- 
ness. More  than  anything  else.  I  think 
it  was  illness  that  caused  us  to  make 
many  mistakes. 

Mr.  CAPEH^RT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.  Not  at  prej-ent. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  we  made  grave  mis- 
takes at  Yalta.  I  think  the  whole  matter 
in  regard  to  the  handling  of  China  was 
one  of  the  mistakes  that  goes  back  to 
Yalta. 

My  point  Is  that,  sooner  or  later,  the 
world  is  going  to  have  to  decide  what  is 
to  be  done  with  Formosa.  Certainly  it 
is  not  American  territory,  and  we  do  not 
want  it  as  American  territory.  How- 
ever, I  think  it  is  sound  foreign  policy 
to  take  the  position  that,  for  the  time 
being,  in  the  interest  of  peace  and  the 
preservation  of  peace,  we  are  not  going  to 
let  Formosa  become  the  cause  of  war. 

As  I  understood  it,  that  was  the  posi- 
tion we  had  taken  in  regard  to  Formosa. 
We  were  not  going  to  let  the  Red  Chi- 
nese take  it  to  be  used  as  a  bastion  for  a 
possible  attack  on  our  Pacific  holdings 
and  our  Pacific  friends.  The  President's 
proposal  may  be  the  course  of  action  we 
should  take  now.  but  I  say  that  I  am  wor- 
ried. I  am  worried  about  the  Nationalist 
Chinese  and  what  they  may  do.  I  am 
worried  as  to  the  effect  of  what  they  do 
nay  have  upon  us,  and  the  effect  of 
what  they  may  do  may  have  upon  the 
I)eace  of  the  world. 

So  I  hope  that  at  least  concurrently 
with  the  President's  decision  to  follow 
this  course  of  action  in  Formosa  he  will 
at  least  discuss  it  with  our  allies,  because 
I  cannot  think  of  anything  worse  than 
to  allow  divisions  of  opinion  to  develop 
between  ourselves  and  our  allies. 

In  the  main,  Mr.  President.  In  my  opin- 
ion, there  is  not  the  unity  of  action 
among  the  allies  in  Asia  that  there  ought 
to  be.  I  think  there  is  need  of  conduct- 
ing negotiations  with  our  allies  to  see  if 
V9  jsaonot  get  together  on  a  common 


program  for  cctlon  in  coxmectlon  with 
the  Korean  war. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  MORSE.  Not  Just  now. 
I  beheve  we  need  a  common  program  of 
action  in  respect  to  the  Korean  war. 
such  as,  for  example,  an  agreement  on 
all  sides  to  stop  the  shipment  of  any 
economic  goods  into  China.  I  think  we 
ought  to  sit  down  with  our  allies  and  see 
how  far  we  can  get,  if  we  can  get  any- 
where at  all,  on  a  common  agreement  as 
to  the  kind  of  blockade  we  are  going  to 
carry  on  against  the  coast  of  China. 

In  my  judgment,  we  cannot  afford  to 
run  the  risk  of  unilateral  action.  What 
worries  me  is  that  the  kind  of  proposal 
the  President  makes  today  may  result 
in  more  and  more  unilateral  action  by 
lis.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  do  this  job 
alone.  I  think  we  have  the  right  to  call 
upon  our  allies  to  help  us  more  than  they 
are  helping  us.  and  that  we  have  the 
right  to  call  upon  our  allies  to  stop  ship- 
ping into  Red  China  goods  which  can  be 
used  directly  or  indirectly  to  kill  Amer- 
ican boys  in  Korea.  It  Is  difBcult,  in  my 
Judgment,  to  name  any  economic  goods 
that  are  not  of  great  assistance  to  Red 
China  now,  whether  they  be  domestic 
goods  which  help  the  domestic  economy, 
or  war  munitions. 

Stopping  their  shipmr'nt  Is  what  Is 
nacessary  by  way  of  negotiation.  Yet 
when  we  pick  up  the  New  York  Times 
this  morning  we  s?e.  even  before  the 
views  expressed  by  the  President  in  the 
joint  se:sion  this  afternoon  became  of- 
ficial, disagreements  among  our  allies  in 
regard  to  this  subject.  I  think  the  prob- 
lem should  have  been  s.Htled  In  ad- 
vance. 

Eo  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I  know 
it  Is  true  of  every  other  Member  of  the 
Senate — once  we  mark  out  a  course  of 
action,  once  we  have  had  full  dij^cussion 
and  the  decision  has  been  made,  then 
it  is  the  duty  of  each  of  us  In  the  Con- 
gress to  help  execute  the  program,  no 
matter  what  the  consequences  may  be. 
But  in  these  critical  days,  when  it  comes 
to  the  formation  of  policies,  we  all  find 
ourselves  in  a  delicate  position  in  the 
carrying  out  of  our  legislative  responsi- 
bihties.  Here  in  the  Congress  we  have 
the  duty,  it  seems  to  me,  to  raise  ques- 
tions and  suggest  weaknesses  whltfh  we 
may  see  in  the  program.  I  wish  greater 
opportunity  could  be  provided  us  to  do 
these  things  in  advance  of  the  decisions. 
I  have  been  heard  to  say  before,  under 
other  administrations,  that  It  seems  to 
me  that  in  the  field  of  foreign  policy  too 
frequently  decisions  are  made  and  we  in 
the  Legislature  are  confronted  with  an 
accomplished  fact.  Then  when  one  crit- 
icizes, when  he  suggests  that  perhaps 
the  decision  is  not  so  sound  as  some 
think,  he  opens  himself  to  the  danger  of 
being  charged  with  not  cooperating  with 
his  Government. 

I  have  made  these  remarks  because 
some  of  the  things  which  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  said  justfy  them,  in  my 
Judgment,  at  least  so  far  as  concerns 
separating  myself  from  the  general  con- 
clusions which  he  has  reached  concern- 
ing the  Eisenhower  speech. 

But  if  this  is  to  be  the  policy,  we  must 
get  behind  the  policy  and  give  the  Presi- 
dent the  support  he  must  have.    How- 


ever, that  does  not  mean  that  we  should 
be  silenced.  Nor  does  It  mean  that  we 
should  hesitato  to  suggest  that  he  may 
be  moving  too  fast,  or  that  we  should 
not  suggest  that  in  the  mattor  of  Asiatic 
poUcy  he  ought  to  confer  with  our  allies 
before  the  fact  rather  than  aftor  the 
fact. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  knows  whether 
or  not  the  President  consultod  with  our 
allies,  and  whether  or  not  they  a'ere 
Informed  of  the  statement  which  he  was 
about  to  make  to  us.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  or  not  the  President  had 
an  a:j;reement  with  our  allies  that  he 
would  follow  the  course  of  action  which 
he  followed  today?  I  do  not  know.  I  am 
asking  if  the  Senator  knows. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know;  but  I 
certainly  think  that  If  he  did  he  owed  It 
to  us  to  tell  us.  What  a  great  strength 
that  would  have  given  to  his  recom- 
mendation. If  the  American  people 
could  be  told,  at  the  same  time.  "This 
action  is  going  to  be  a  unlt<xl  action  on 
the  part  of  the  free  nations  of  the  world 
in  Asia."  that  would  be  one  thing.  But 
if  he  did  not  see  fit  to  tell  us.  In  my 
judgment,  until  he  does  toll  us  to  the 
contrary,  I  think  it  is  fair  to  assume  that 
Uiere  has  been  no  meeting  of  the  minds 
on  the  part  of  our  a.ssociatos  within  the 
United  Nations  concerning  this  subject. 
Ix  there  had  been  such  a  meeting  of  the 
mind.s.  probably  the  press  would  have 
carried  something  about  it.  I  know  of 
no  formal  representations  which  have 
teen  made  in  this  matter  in  any  discus- 
sions in  the  United  Nations. 

Let  me  make  one  further  observation 
v.uh  regard  to  the  Aldrich  appointment. 
I  join  with  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  I  Mr.  Lancer  I  in  my  opposition  to 
the  Aldrich  appointment  for  the  reasons 
heretofore  expressed. 

Mr  IVES.  Mr.  Pre.sldent.  I  cannot 
remain  in  my  seat  and  hear  a  personal 
friend  of  mine  maligned  undeservedly. 
I  realize  that  the  attacks  which  have 
been  made  against  Mr.  Aldrich  have  not 
Ueen  direct  attacks,  but  by  Indirection 
they  amount  to  almost  the  same  thing. 

I  have  known  Mr.  Aldrich  for  many 
years.  The  people  of  New  York  City  and 
of  Ne\»rVork  State  know  Mr.  Aldrich.  I 
refer  to  my  colleague  across  the  aisle 
I  Mr.  Lehman!  for  correction,  but  never 
in  my  life  have  I  heard  the  slightest  criti- 
cism of  him  with  respect  to  his  integrity 
or  his  honor. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr   IVES.     I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  seruor  Senator 
from  New  York  is  entirely  correct.  I 
have  known  Mr.  Aldrich  for  a  great  many 
years,  and  I  coasldcr  him  a  man  of  very 
high  character  In  every  way  and  of  great 
ability.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
objection  which  has  been  raised  against 
him  on  the  ground  that  he  has  received 
a  decoration  from  Great  Britain  should 
serve  as  a  basis  for  criticism.  That  dec- 
oration was  awarded  to  him  because  of 
unusual  service.  In  1939  and  1940  the 
British  people  were  fighting  our  battles. 
Mr.  Aldrich  was  the  head  of  what  was 
then  known  as  British  War  Relief.  My 
wife  and  the  wife  of  the  senior  Senator 
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from  New  York  [Mr.  IvesI  were  very 
active  in  the  Albany  chapter  of  that  or- 
ganization. They  were  in  complete  sym- 
pathy with  its  efforts  as  was  I.  So  I  do 
not  think  the  circumstance  of  the  deco- 
ration should  give  any  jusUflcatlon  for 
criticism.  It  was  evidence  of  the  appre- 
ciation and  regard  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  Aldrich  has  long  been  a  great 
friend  of  Great  Britain  and  he  has  tried 
to  serve  and  strengthen  the  cause  of  de- 
mocracy in  the  west  during  the  years 
when  it  was  under  very  great  stress  from 
the  Nazi  hordes  under  the  leadership  of 
Hitler. 

I  will  be  glad  to  vote  for  the  confirma- 
tion of  Wlnthrop  Aldrich  as  Ambassa- 
dor to  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  thank  ,my  distinguished 
colleasue  for  that  splendid  contribution 
to  this  discussion. 

To  continue,  for  my  own  part.  I  polfft 
out  that  the  question  which  seems  to 
have  been  raised  in  connection  with  the 
confirmation  of  Mr.  Aldrlch's  nomina- 
tion is  a  question  which  seems,  by  indi- 
rection, to  have  been  raised  also  in  con- 
nection with  the  confirmation  of  other 
nominations  which  have  come  before  the 
Senate.  I  refer  to  the  question  of  the 
material  wealth  of  the  nominee. 

I  riise  that  jxjint.  Everybody  knows 
that  I  am  a  person  of  very  moderate 
circumstances.  The  point  I  raise  is: 
Have  we  in  this  Government  of  ours 
come  to  the  condition  where  we  must 
recognize  for  appointment  to  public  serv- 
ice— and.  of  course,  eventually  it  will  also 
come  to  apply  to  recognition  in  the  mat- 
ter of  election — only  persons  who  are,  In 
effect,  paupers?  That  Is  what  it  amounts 
to.  Is  the  i>erson  who  has  been  suc- 
ce.ssful  in  business  or  finance,  and  has 
accumulated  some  wealth  in  the  proc- 
ess, to  be  condemned  and  not  be  per- 
mitted to  hold  public  office  on  that 
ground''  I  disagree  wholeheartedly  with 
that  kind  of  philosophy,  and  I  know  that 
the  country  as  a  whole  disagrees  with  it. 

I  went  Into  this  question  during  the 
last  campaign  becau.se  I  was  faced  with 
it,  at  least  by  indirection,  and  I  handled 
it  in  a  straightforward  manner  directly 
with  my  audiences.  Everywhere  I  went 
I  founri  a  favorable  response  to  the  posi- 
tion I  took  then  and  have  taken  since. 
Likewi.se,  in  this  Instance,  I  think  we  had 
better  forget  all  about  any  financial  con- 
nection or  any  financial  prosperity  or 
well-being  of  the  individual  with  respect 
to  the  office  to  which  he  has  been  nomi- 
nated by  the  President,  provided  the 
function  of  that  office  in  no  way  is  con- 
nected with  any  financial  Interest  he 
may  have. 

As  I  understand,  the  appointment  of 
an  Ambassador  to  the  Court  of  St. 
James's  Involves  nothing  which  in  any 
way  should  interfere  with  Mr.  Aldrlch's 
qualification  to  serve  in  that  capacity. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.  In  my  judgment  he  will 
serve  our  country  there  with  distinc- 
tion. The  very  fact  that  he  appears  not 
to  have  accumulated  much  wealth  him- 
self should  in  no  way  condemn  him,  and 
the  fact  that  he  has  been  honest  all  his 
life  should  be  a  factor  strongly  sup- 
porting his  appointment.    Therefore.  I 


wholeheartedly  endorse  the  nomination 
and  I  shall  vote  for  confirmation. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Was  the  Senator 
from  New  York  a  delegate  to  the  Re- 
publican Convention  in  Chicago  last 
year? 

Mr.  rVES.     I  was. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  from 
New  York  must  be  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  the  Chicago  Tribune,  on  ts 
front  page,  not  once  but  several  times, 
published  items  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Aldrlch's  crowd — not  he  personally  but 
apparently  with  his  consent — offered 
$10,000  to  a  delegate,  to  another  dele- 
gate $3,000.  and  so  on,  naming  the  dele- 
gates. 

Mr.  IVES.  Does  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  believe  everything  he 
reads  In  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  not  all.  As  a 
member  of  the  committee  I  voted  against 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Aldrich.  I  voted  against  confirma- 
tion because  when  I  asked  about  that 
published  statement,  he  said,  "I  saw  It, 
but  I  did  not  want  to  bring  a  hbel  suit." 
Mr.  President,  when  Is  a  libel  suit  justi- 
fied if  it  Is  not  justified  when  a  state- 
ment such  as  that  is  made  about  a  man 
by  a  newspaper  which  is  financially  re- 
sponsible? 

Mr.  IVES.  My  ansv.'er  is  that  the 
Chicago  Tribune  has  printed  at  one 
time  or  another  editorially  enough 
against  me  to  justify  my  suing  It  for 
libel  at  any  time  that  I  might  want  to 
do  so.  I  would  not  stoop  to  such  a  level. 
I  am  sure  that  Mr.  Aldrich  has  shown 
that  he  Is  the  kind  of  man  who  also 
would  not  stoop  to  It. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Of  course  if  he  Is 
willing  to  have  a  newspaper  lie  about 
him  and  libel  him  without  bringing  suit 
against  the  newspaper  he  is  not  the 
kind  of  individual  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  is. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  base  my  position  en- 
tirely on  the  kind  of  newspaper  involved. 

Mr.  LANGER.  On  three  different  oc- 
casions I  filed  libel  suits  and  In  every  care 
I  received  a  verdict,  the  last  one  being 
for  $25,000  in  settlement  against  a  Bos- 
ton newspaper.  The  time  has  not  come 
when  a  man  in  public  life  must  stand 
silent  while  being  maligned  and  lied 
about.  I  was  particularly  Interested 
when  the  nominee  said  that,  although  he 
considered  doing  so,  he  had  not  brought 
a  libel  suit  against  the  Chicago  Tribune. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  have  answered  that  mat- 
ter from  my  own  standpoint.  I  do  not 
expect  to  bring  a  libel  suit  against  the 
Chicago  Tribune  or  any  similar  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  want  time  to  pass,  in  view  of 
some  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
on  the  fioor,  without  making  a  few  ob- 
servations. 

First  of  all,  I  wish  to  associate  myself 
with  the  remarks  of  the  senior  Senatoy 
from  New  York  [Mr.  IVEsl.  I  agree  that 
it  would  be  a  very  sad  situation  in  this 
country  If  an  otherwise  qualified  person 
were  to  be  foreclosed  from  representing 
his  Government  or  serving  in  his  Gov- 
ernment, either  at  home  or  abroad,  mere- 
ly because  he  had  been  successful  in  a 
business  or  profession. 


I  also  was  rather  surprised  at  what  I 
at  least  interpreted  to  be  the  argument 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  that,  because  the  former  Labor 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  or  some 
of  its  members,  might  object  to  a  man 
of  Mr.  Aldrlch's  standing,  he  should  not 
be  accredited  to  the  Court  of  St.  James's. 
Mr.  President,  since  when  are  we  select- 
ing our  Ambassadors  to  represent  the 
Socialist  form  of  government  of  Great 
Britain.  Our  Ambassadors  are  sent 
abroad  to  represent  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  They  are  sent  abroad  to 
represent  the  American  constitutional 
economic  system.  They  are  not  sent 
abroad  to  please  the  former  Labor  Gov- 
ernment of  Great  Britain. 

Secondly,  l'  was  somewhat  disturbed 
by  the  remark  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray]  in 
which  he  Indicated  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  that  Mr.  Aldrlch's  appointment 
represented  a  point  of  view  which  fa- 
vored the  exploitation,  presumably,  of 
the  people  in  more  backward  countries. 
I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  suggestion 
represents  the  thinking  of  Mr.  Aldrich 
In  any  sense  of  the  word,  and  I  do  not 
know  of  anyone  who  will  get  any  satis- 
faction out  of  a  statement  of  that  kind, 
unless  It  be  the  men  in  the  Kremlin,  for 
use  over  their  equivalent  of  the  Voice 
of  America,  which  might  be  the  voice  of 
the  Soviet  Union  wherever  that  voice  is 
being  broadcast. 

I  also  wish  to  discuss  the  question 
raised  by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer]. 
I  think  a  careful  examination  of  the 
hearings  will  show  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  specifically 
asked  Mr.  Aldrich  whether  there  was 
any  basis  In  fact  for  the  newspaper  ar- 
ticle to  which  reference  has  been  made. 
I  think  the  record  will  show  that  he 
clearly  indicated  that  there  was  no  basis 
in  fact  for  it.  regardless  of  his  own  per- 
sonal idea  as  to  whether  he  should  or 
should  not  file  a  libel  suit. 

So  much  for  the  Aldrich  nomination, 
for  the  confirmation  of  which  I  shall  vote. 
I  believe  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  a  right  to  designate  his  Am- 
bassadors, who  represent  abroad  the 
Chief  Elxecutlve. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  discuss  very 
briefiy  a  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  in  regard  to  the  mes- 
sage delivered  today  by  the  Pi-esident  of 
the  United  States.  I  have  particular  ref- 
erence to  action  concerning  the  neutral- 
ization of  Formosa.  I  differ  quite  con- 
siderably with  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
because  It  seems  to  me  that  since  June 
25,  1950,  our  Nation  and  all  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  been  bearing  the  over- 
whelming brunt  of  the  fighting  in  Korea, 
insofar  as  United  Nations'  members  are 
concerned.  Of  course,  the  little  Repub- 
lic of  Korea  has  borne  grievous  wounds 
and  has  suffered  heavy  casualties,  far 
more  than  we  have;  but  I  am  sure  the 
Senate  will  recall  that  the  Republic  of 
Korea  is  not  a  member  of  the  United 
Nations,  having  been  kept  out  of  that 
body  by  the  veto  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
So,  Mr.  President,  as  we  meet  here  in  the 
Senate,  more  than  2^2  years  after  the 
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outbreak  of  hostilities  In  Korea,  it  is  eor> 
rect  to  say  that,  insofar  as  the  members 
of  the  United  Nations  are  concerned,  up 
to  today  the  United  States  of  America 
alone  has  supplied  more  than  90  percent 
of  the  manpower  of  the  United  Nations 
members  used  in  Korea  and  has  suffered 
more  than  95  percent  of  the  casualties  in 
Korea  among  forces  of  members  of  the 
United  Nations. 

Therefore  it  seems  to  me  there  is  an 
obligation  upon  the  Qovemment  of  the 
United  States  to  change  some  of  the  poli- 
cies wtiich  have  led  to  the  present  stale- 
ment  condition  in  Korea.  Certainly,  as 
the  President  very  correctly  pointed  out. 
regardless  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
unilateral  action  we  took  in  Korea  on 
the  25th.  36th.  and  27th  ttays  of  July. 
1950,  m&y  have  justified  President  Tru- 
man's action  In  neutralizing  the  island 
of  Formosa  or  in  preventing  attacks 
from  the  mainland  of  China  upon  the 
island,  such  neutralizing  action  in  rela- 
tion to  Formosa  lost  its  validity  when 
the  Communist  forces  in  China  joined 
the  forces  in  North  Korea  in  the  attack 
upon  the  Republic  of  Korea  and  upon 
the  United  Nations  forces  then  in  Korea, 
where  those  United  Nations  forces  were 
active  in  resisting  the  aggression  from 
North  Korea. 

As    the     President    quite     correctly 
pointed  out,  the  action  at  that  point  was 
tantamount  to  the  use  of  the  United 
States  Navy  to  defend  a  part  of  Commu- 
nist China  at  a  time  when  Communist 
China  was  attempting   to  destroy   our 
own  forces  and  was  inflicting  heavy  cas- 
ualties upon  our  forces  in  Korea.    I  be- 
lieve that  quite  generally  the  American 
people  will  applaud  this  forthright  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  at  least  not  using  the 
American  Navy  as  an  adjunct  to  the 
Communist  forces  in  Korea,  for  even  if 
the  Republic  of  China  does  not  move  a 
single  soldier  across  the  Formosa  Straits, 
the  Communists  will  never  know  when 
and  under  what  circumstances  the  Re- 
public of  China  will  move  soldiers  there. 
Therefore,  instead  of  making  it  pos- 
sible for  the  Chinese  Communists  to  con- 
csntrate  their  forces  in  Korea,  as  they 
have  been  able  to  do,  for  the  purpose  of 
inflicting    casualties    upon    our    forces 
there  and  for  the  purpose  of  attempting 
to  destroy  our  forces  there  or  to  drive 
them  into  the  sea,  if  they  can.  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  will  have  to  begin  to 
move  their  forces  along  the  long  coast 
line  of  China,  some  several  thousand 
miles  In  length,  never  knowing  at  what 
point  a  commando  raid  may  become  a 
full-scale  Invasion  and  never  knowing 
when,  under  those  circumstances,  they 
will  have  to  move  some  of  their  troops 
and  some  of  the  materiel  in  order  to 
oppose  such  an  attack.    Thus  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  will  have  to  bear  a 
great  economic  strain  in  order  to  build 
coastal  fortifications  and  new  supply  de- 
pots, for  they  will  never  know  when  or 
where   their   Unes   of   communications 
may  be  cut.    As  a  result,  it  will  become 
mrore  dlfBcult  for  the  Chinese  Commu- 
nists to  concentrate  their  forces  for  the 
purpose   of   destroying   our   forces   in 
Korea. 

I  am  also  a  lltUe  disturbed  by  the 
statement  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
IMr.  MoasKj  that  he  thought  the  For- 


mosa question  had  been  "put  on  ice"  '  ^r 
a  while.  Although  he  conceded  that 
perhaps  we  would  not  let  the  Chinese 
Communists  take  Formosa  by  force,  at 
least  he  implied  that  perhaps  by  a  far- 
eastern  Munich  we  would  be  willing  to 
hand  over  Formosa  to  the  Chinese 
Communists  if  they  would  be  good  boys 
and  would  agree  to  an  armistice  in 
Korea. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  the  American 
people  have  determined  once  and  for  all 
that  we  are  not  going  to  barter  away  the 
rights  and  freedoms  of  human  beings  at 
another  Yalta  or  another  Munich.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  administration 
worthy  of  the  respect  of  the  American 
people  or  of  the  free  world  could  even 
consider  entering  into  a  negotiation  with 
the  Chinese  Communists  or  the  Russian 
Communists  with  the  result  of  bartering 
away  the  rights  of  the  8.000.000  human 
beings  on  the  Island  of  Formosa,  who 
represent  the  free  people  of  China.  Mr. 
President,  if  China  Is  ever  to  be  free, 
those  8.000.000  human  beings  are  the 
seed  corn  for  a  free  China  which  some 
day  may  exist  on  the  mainland  of  China. 
These  who  hold  to  the  old  ideas  of 
Yaltas  and  Munlchs.  the  idea  that  one 
can  baiter  away  the  freedom  of  human 
beings,  may  have  gotten  some  satisfac- 
tion under  past  administrations;  but  I 
do  not  believe  such  persons  will  get  any 
satisfaction  under  the  administration  of 
President  Elsenhower.  I  do  not  believe 
the  American  people  would  countenance 
for  a  moment  the  surrender  of  the  lives 
and  liberties  of  human  beings  by  any 
such  future  Yaltas  and  Munichs.  Fur- 
thermore, I  believe  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  made  that  point  very 
clear  in  his  message  to  the  American 
people  and  to  the  Cor  gress.  when  he  said 
that  even  insofar  as  such  past  secret 
executive  agreements  are  concerned,  he 
would  suggest  to  the  Congress  the  pas- 
sage of  a  joint  resolution  which  would 
make  very  clear  that  anything  which 
would  result  in  a  permanent  surrender, 
into  the  hands  of  a  godless  Communist 
tyranny,  of  the  lives  and  liberties  of  our 
fellow  human  beings  would  not  be  bind- 
ing upon  the  American  people. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  comment  on  the  remarks  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  (Mr.  Knowland], 
and  thereafter  I  shall  return  to  a  con- 
sideration of  the  Aldrich  nomination  and 
shall  make  some  comments  on  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Ives] . 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  language 
forms  are  always  very  interesting  de- 
vices for  leaving  impressions  or  imputing 
motives  or  even  implying  accusations 
pertaining  to  others,  even  though  with- 
out relationship  in  fact  to  the  views  such 
persons  entertain  or  to  the  statements 
they  have  made.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  let  the  official  transcript  of  the  Con- 
gressional Record  of  my  earlier  remarks 
answer  the  Senator  from  Cahfomla  in 
connection  with  the  assertion  I  now 
make,  namely,  that  not  a  word  in  that 
transcript  will  support,  even  by  the  most 
elastic  stretching  of  anyone's  imagina- 
tion, an  Interpretation  to  the  effect  that 
I  favor  or  propose  a  Munich  in  Asia 
Let  me  assure  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  California,  that  he  is  no  more  op- 
posed than  I  am  to  Munlchs  in  Asia  or 


anywhere  else:  nor  Is  the  Senator  from 
California,  in  my  opinion,  any  more  cog- 
nizant than  I  am  of  the  great  danger  to 
freedom  which  Russian  communism  pre- 
sents to  the  world. 

What  I  did  plead  for  earlier  this  after- 
noon was  a  recognition  of  the  importance 
of  our  taking  steps  in  our  Asiatic  policy 
so  as  to  make  clear' to  our  allies  that  we 
want  more,  not  less,  support  from  them 
in  Asia.  If  I  correctly  Interpret  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  California, 
that  IS  a  part  of  his  thesis,  too,  and  has 
been  for  several  years,  as  we  may  judge 
by  his  statements  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  The  Senator  from  California 
and  I  have  more  than  once  stood  to- 
gether in  demanding  greater  aid  in  Asia 
from  our  allies.  That  was  the  thesis  of 
the  argument  I  tried  to  impress  upon 
the  Senate  today. 

I  said  that  in  my  Judgment  the  first 
negotiation  that  Is  needed  In  connection 
with  the  foreign-policy  problems  which 
confront  our  country  is  a  negotiation 
with  our  allies,  for  I  t>elieve  we  must 
bring  to  an  end  the  statistics  which  have 
been  most  correctly  stated  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  CallfonUa. 
namely,  that  approximately  95  percent 
of  the  United  Nations'  costs  and  casual- 
ties connected  with  the  Korean  war  have 
been  American  costs  and  casualties.  I 
cannot  reconcile  that  situation  with 
really  unified  allied  action  in  Asia. 

That  is  why  I  said  earlier  this  after- 
noon, Mr  President,  that  I  believe  the 
so-called  unity  among  our  allies  in  Asia 
is  pretty  much  in  name  only;  and  that 
is  why  I  believe  we  should  take  our  steps 
in  Asia  very  carefully  until  we  can  as- 
certain whether  our  United  Nations'  al- 
lies have  any  intention  of  going  along 
with  us  or  whether  we  are  going  to  have 
to  handle  the  entire  Korean  matter  on 
a  unilateral  basis.  Believe  me,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, if  it  ever  becomes  clear  that  the 
latter  is  all  that  is  open  to  us  In  our 
endeavor  to  end  th#  sacriflce  of  precious 
American  lives  in  Korea,  then  I  will  be 
found  arKuing  for  unilateral  action. 

All  I  tried  to  do  was  to  express  my 
concern  and  some  of  my  worries  as  to 
whether  the  action  now  proposed  in  con- 
nection with  Formosa  is  such  an  action 
as  should  be  undertaken  before  we  at 
least  have  with  our  allies  the  kind  of  ne- 
gotiations to  which  I  referred,  and  which 
I  have  in  mind  in  connection  with  the 
whole  Korean  war.  I  said  in  my  earlier 
remarks  that  I  thought  we  ought  to  flnd 
out  from  our  allies  what  help  we  can  get 
from  them  in  unity  of  action,  in  ending 
the  .<;hipment  into  Red  China  of  eco- 
nomic goods  of  any  kind  that  will  be  of 
as.«:istance  to  Red  China  in  the  war  now 
being  carried  on  against  us  in  Korea. 
Such  traffic  ought  to  stop.  It  ought  to 
be  stopped  by  our  allies  who  may  indulge 
in  it,  and  likewise  we  should  s;e  to  it  that 
an  end  is  brought  to  the  activities  of  any 
economic  or  business  group  In  our  coun- 
try that  uses  any  neutral  flag  to  trans- 
ship to  Red  China  from  neutral  ports 
goods  manufactured  in  America  and 
shipped  in  the  first  instance  to  such  neu- 
tral ports.  That  ought  to  stop,  because 
such  traffic  results  in  killing  American 
boys  in  Korea. 

I  do  not  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California;  I  do  not  yield  to  any  other 
Senator  in  my  patriotic  desire  to  take 
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the  steps  necessary  to  brinfir  the  Korean 
war  to  a  successful  conclusion.  It  can- 
not go  on  in  the  way  it  has  been  pro- 
ceeding. All  I  tried  to  point  out  was 
that  I  thought  we  ought  to  try  to  bring 
about  this  result  through  negotiations 
with  our  allies  first.  I  therefore  ex- 
pressed worry  and  concern  as  to  how 
the  action  recommended  by  the  Presi- 
dent today  is  going  to  be  interpreted  in 
certain  of  the  capitals  of  the  world 
among  our  allied  nations. 

The  New  York  Times  this  morning 
gave  us  a  little  forerunner  of  the  reac- 
tion. I  did  not  think  it  was  very  good, 
nor  that  it  was  Indicative  of  increasing 
unity.  I  thought  the  dispatches  in  the 
Times  were  written  in  terms  of  disunity, 
dis.<^ent,  puzzlement,  disagreement,  and 
doubt,  rather  than  unity.  That  Is  the 
way  I  judged  their  tenor. 

Now  let  us  take  the  reference  of  the 
Senator  from  California  to  Munich  and 
his  intimation  that  apparently  I  thought 
Formosa  was  "on  ice."  I  want  to  be  fair 
with  him.  but  he  used  language  that 
meant  to  me.  at  least,  that  he  was  seek- 
ing to  give  the  impression  that  I  was 
favoring  or  advocating  some  kind  of  Mu- 
nich procedure  with  Red  China  and  Red 
Russia  over  Formosa.  Not  at  all,  Mr. 
President.  What  I  did  say — and  let  tiie 
Record  speak  for  itself — and  what  I  did 
point  out  was  that  I  thought  a  great 
many  serious  mistakes  had  been  made  at 
Yalta,  and  I  said  I  thought  the  chief 
cause  of  them  was  illness.  I  said,  fur- 
thermore, that  I  thought  one  of  the  great 
mi.stakes  made  at  Yalta  was  in  regard  to 
Cliina  policy.  In  fact,  I  am  a  little  sur- 
prised that  the  Senator  from  California 
did  not  recall  our  joint  action — his  and 
mine — on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  since 
Yalta,  when,  as  Senators  from  the  west 
coa5t.  we  both  expressed  our  concern  In 
regard  to  Asiatic  policy,  and  why  we 
thour.ht  our  country  ought  to  adopt  a 
stronger  policy  looking  to  tlie  saving  of 
China  rather  than  losing  it.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  he  did  not  recall  some  of  the 
criticisms  I  have  made  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  In  the  past  few  years  against 
the  Slate  Department  for  what  I  consid- 
ered to  have  been  a  whole  series  and 
chain  of  very  bad  judgments  on  the  part 
of  that  Department  in  connection  with 
China  policy. 

What  I  tried  to  point  out  this  after- 
noon. Mr.  President,  was  that  at  some 
time  in  the  future — and  I  said  I  did  not 
know  when;  50,  75.  100  years  from  now; 
perhaps  fooner — the  Formosa  issue  will 
have  to  come  before  a  great  International 
tribunal,  in  keeping  with  the  great  prin- 
ciple for  which  former  Senator  Vanden- 
berg  fought  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
namely,  a  system  of  international  jus- 
tice through  law.  That  is  what  I  alluded 
to.  I  had  reference  to  no  proposal  for 
any  armistice  talks  with  Red  China  or 
with  Red  Russia  over  Formosa.  That 
would  be  furthest  from  my  intention. 

What  I  am  trying  to  say,  Mr.  President, 
Is  that  until  such  time  as  the  Formosa 
issue  comes  before  an  international  court 
of  justice  for  final  disix>sition  in  keeping 
with  principles  of  international  law.  I 
think  it  sound  policy  for  the  United 
States  to  say  we  are  not  going  to  let  For- 
mosa fall  into  Conununist  hands,  to 
become  a  tlireat  to  American  possessions 
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and  interests  In  the  Pacific.  That  is 
what  I  said,  and  that  is  what  the  Record 
will  show  when  it  is  read  tomorrow.  Not 
a  word  or  phrase  did  I  use  which  justi- 
fies, by  the  most  elastic  stretch  of  the 
imagination,  the  implication  that  I  am 
proposing  a  Munich  with  Red  China  or 
with  Red  Russia. 

What  I  am  proposing,  Mr.  President, 
Is  that  we  get  together  with  our  allies 
and  say  to  them,  "Now,  we  are  either 
going  to  flsh  or  cut  bait;  we  are  going 
to  find  out  what  our  unity  of  program  is 
going  to  be."  But  I  say  again,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, that  in  my  judgment  the  kind  of 
action  proposed  by  the  President  today 
would  have  been  better  undertaken  after 
consultation  with  our  aUies  in  advance. 
I  repeat  my  assumption  that  there  had 
been  no  consultation,  or  at  least  agree- 
ment on  such  action,  because,  had  there 
been,  I  cannot  imagine  the  President 
of  the  United  States  failing  to  say  that 
he  had  taken  it  up  "with  the  foreign  min- 
isters of  the  following  countries,  and  we 
are  in  agreement." 

I  said  also  earlier  this  afternoon  that 
our  original  action  was  unilateral,  not 
United  Nations  action,  and  we  have  the 
legal  right  to  act  unilaterally  now,  if  we 
want  to.  The  old  question  arises  as  to 
whether  the  exercise  of  one's  technical 
legal  right  is  the  best  way  to  settle  a 
lawsuit  or  whether  to  propose  negotia- 
tions with  one's  allies  might  not  be  the 
better  way. 

So.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to  clinch 
the  point  I  was  making  in  regard  to 
which  I  think  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia completely  misunderstood  my  in- 
tentions and  my  motives,  I  said  earlier 
this  afternoon  that  Senator  Vanden- 
berg's  point  was,  that  we  have  got  to 
hold  fast  with  our  allies  and  have  got 
to  maintain  a  strong  mutual  military, 
economic  security  program  with  our 
allies  for  as  many  years  as  necessary, 
until  division  starts  to  break  up  the  Rus- 
sian empire.  I  think  that  time  will 
come.  Vandenberg  very  often  said  to  us 
in  conversation  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  hold  together  for  25  years.  I  do 
not  either,  Mr.  President,  unless  we  let 
them  reverse  the  tables  on  us  and  drive 
wedges  between  and  among  the  allies. 

That  is  my  position  on  that  issue,  and 
I  close  that  part  of  my  remarks  by  say- 
ing to  the  Senator  from  California  that, 
as  I  have  for  the  past  several  years,  so 
now  do  I  stand  with  him  and  every  other 
Senator  on  this  floor,  in  following  what- 
ever course  of  action  the  facts  show  to 
be  necessary  to  best  protect  the  security 
of  my  country.  But  I  think,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  need  to  watch  and  to  be  on 
guard  against  a  tactic  which  I  notice  is 
developing  in  debate  in  the  Senate, 
namely,  that  if  we  suggest  disagreement 
with  a  proposal  of  the  administration, 
if  we  utter  a  criticism  of  the  new  Presi- 
dent, it  is  said  that  our  words  will  be 
pleasing  to  the  men  in  the  Kremlin. 

Mr.  President,  in  keeping  with  our  sys- 
tem of  government,  if  we  are  going  to 
carry  out  our  legislative  functions,  ex- 
pressions of  disagreement  must  be  made 
from  time  to  time,  and  if  we  feel  that 
criticisms  of  the  administration  are  due, 
we  owe  it  to  the  country  to  make  them. 

When  men  of  good  faith  stand  up  and 
express  their  honest  judgment  and  con- 


cliisions  about  an  Issue,  even  though 
their  conclusions  differ  from  the  con- 
clusions of  other  Members  of  the  Senate, 
or  from  the  President  or  other  officers  of 
the  executive  branch,  I  hope,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, for  the  last  time  we  have  heard 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  comment 
that  the  mere  expression  of  such  views 
or  criticisms  will  be  interpreted  as  music 
to  the  ears  of  the  Kremlin.  That  is  not 
in  keeping  with  fair  debate;  it  is  not 
in  keeping,  in  my  judgment,  with  our 
system  of  republican  government.  Tac- 
tics of  that  type  are  aimed  at  silencing 
and  muzzling  speech,  and  there  is  no 
place  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  such  tactics. 

As  for  me,  Mr.  President — and  I  think 
it  is  true  of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate^ 
I  will  have  to  answer  for  myself  when  I 
think  a  comment  of  disagreement  with 
policy  should  be  made,  and  I  intend  to 
continue,  unless  attacked  personally,  to 
make  my  comments  above  the  level  of 
personal  debate. 

I  desire  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Knowland]  that  in  appoint- 
ing an  ambassador  to  the  Court  of  St. 
James's  we  are  appointing  someone  to 
represent  the  American  people.  There 
is  no  question  about  that.  I  suppose  that 
almost  everyone  agrees  that  when  it 
comes  to  the  appointment  of  an  ambas- 
sador we  should  take  into  account  the 
reaction  to  the  appointment  in  foreign 
capitals.  Although  that  is  only  one  of 
the  factors  involved,  and  I  am  not  saying 
it  should  be  the  controlling  factor,  it 
certainly  should  be  considered  when  we 
are  appointing  someone  who,  to  a  large 
segment  of  the  population,  might  be  per- 
sona non  grata.  That  is  not  improving 
relations  between  this  country  and  an- 
other country.  One  of  the  functions  of 
an  ambassador  is  to  try  to  improve  un- 
derstandings and  relationships  between 
this  country  and  the  nation  to  which 
he  is  assigned. 

I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
California  that  we  should  not  refuse  to 
appoint  Mr.  Aldrich  to  the  Court  of  St. 
James's  even  if  the  Labor  Party — and  it 
has  not — by  formal  resolution  had  said, 
•'We  do  not  want  him."  In  fact,  that 
kind  of  action  would  cause  me,  at  least, 
to  entertain  to  some  extent  the  feeling, 
"We  will  appoint  whom  we  want  to,  and 
if  that  is  the  way  you  feel  about  him. 
you  will  get  him  any  way."  That  is  a 
normal  reaction. 

But  all  I  said,  Mr.  President,  was  that 
there  was  a  certain  segment  of  the  Brit- 
ish population,  and  I  think  it  is  best  rep- 
resented by  members  of  the  Labor  Party, 
who  look  upon  Mr.  Aldrich  as  a  personi- 
fication of  the  dollar  sign  or  dollar  diplo- 
macy, rightly  or  wrongly.  I  think  that 
is  true.  If  we  check  the  British  press,  we 
will  flnd  that  sentiment  is  expressed  by 
many  persons.  It  is  one  of  the  factors 
that  should  be  taken  into  account.  That 
is  all  I  said. 

We  do  not  know  when  political  changes 
may  take  place  in  Great  Britain,  so  I  do 
not  think  we  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  should  be  too  sure  that  we  can 
follow  the  course  of  action  proposed  in 
regard  to  our  relations  with  Oreat  Brit- 
ain without  giving  at  least  some  consid- 
eration to  the  attitude  of  the  other  major 
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political  party  In  Great  Britain.  We 
should  consider  It  as  one  of  the  factors. 
A  word,  Mr.  President,  in  regard  to 
what  my  good  friend  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Ivxs]  has  said.  I  apparently  can- 
not correctly  use  the  English  language; 
apparently  I  am  failing  to  make  clear 
my  meaning,  but  in  all  the  comments 
I  have  made  during  the  past  few  days  I 
have  tried  to  make  clear,  and  once  again 
I  shall  try,  that  I  am  not  objecting  to  any 
of  these  nominees  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  wealthy  men.  I  shall  go  along 
with  any  Member  of  the  Senate  to  fight 
for  and  to  protect  the  right  of  the 
wealthy  to  participate  in  public  service, 
as  well  as  the  right  of  those  who  are  not 
wealthy.  There  is  not  a  sentence  in  any 
of  my  utterances  in  the  past  few  days 
that  would  Justify  anyons  in  reaching 
the  conclusion  that  I  am  against  X.  Y, 
or  Z  because  of  the  fact  that  he  is  a 
wealthy  person.  The  tenor  of  my  re- 
marks, the  major  thesis  which  I  have 
sought  to  develop,  is  that  we  have  had 
throughout  our  history  the  long-estab- 
lished policy  that  we  do  not  confirm  the 
nominations  of  men  for  high,  responsible 
Government  positions  if  we  can  find  di- 
rect or  Indirect  economic  interests  which 
will  accrue  or  may  accrue  to  them,  or 
which  might  prejudice  their  minds  in 
performing  the  functions  of  the  position 
to  which  they  are  appointed. 

Men  of  equal  sincerity,  and  certainly 
with  faith  as  good  as  mine,  have  di.s- 
agreed  with  my  conclusions  in  regard  to 
the  existence  of  an  indirect  interest  on 
the  part  of  Wilson  and  Kyes.  That  is  an 
honest  difference  of  opinion.  I  have 
studied  the  record :  I  have  taken  my  work 
In  connection  with  these  nominations 
just  as  seriously  and  just  as  conscien- 
tiously as  has  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate,  and  my  conclusions  in  regard  to 
Wilson  and  Kyes  have  nothing  to  do  with 
their  wealth.  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  because  of  the  positions  which  they 
have  held  in  General  Motors  as  President 
and  Vice  President,  respectively,  because 
of  the  fact  that  they  have  been  parties  to 
negotiating,  in  round  numbers,  approxi- 
mately $5,000,000,000  worth  of  defense 
contracts  with  our  Government,  they 
had  an  Indirect  interest,  which  we  would 
have  to  concede,  and  that  therefore, 
there  is  at  least  a  danger,  which  we 
ought  to  avert,  that  unconsciously,  if  not 
consciously,  unintentionally,  if  not  in- 
tentionally, they  will  be  influenced  by 
their  feeling  of  affinity  for  General 
Motors. 

That  was  the  burden  of  my  argument. 
Mr.  President.  I  stated  in  my  first  speech 
on  the  subject,  "It  makes  no  difference  to 
me  what  the  situation  is  in  regard  to 
their  stocks;  it  is  their  connections  that 
give  me  concern."  I  said.  "I  think  there 
are  positions  to  which  these  men  can  be 
appointed  without  placing  them  in  these 
particular  posts." 

I  was  asked  on  a  radio  proRram  yester- 
day afternoon  this  question;  "Where 
would  you  put  Wilson?" 

It  is  not  for  me  to  say  where  he  should 
have  been  put,  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  where  I  think  we  could  have  put  him, 
with  a  great  responsibility  involved! 
There  Is  a  good  man  there  now.  He 
could  have  been  made  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, and  there  would  not  be  involved 


the  problem  of  the  relations  of  General 
Motors  to  the  Defense  Establishment. 

That  is  the  burden  of  my  argument. 
Mr.  President. 

I  have  no  objection  to  Mr.  Aldrich  be- 
cause of  any  wealth  he  may  have  or  may 
not  have.  That  is  not  the  burden  of  my 
objection  to  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination.  The  burden  of  my  objec- 
tion is  that  he  has  been  the  head  of  a 
great  financial  international  empire — 
the  Chase  National  Bank,  with  far-flung 
holdings. 

The  Chase  National  Bank  Is  both 
praised  and  criticized  in  many  parts  of 
the  world — and  I  have  been  in  many 
parts  of  the  world.  I  have  listened  to 
members  of  foreign  governments  discuss 
their  economic  problems.  What  we  have 
talked  about  in  terms  of  diplomacy,  I 
have  heard  them  discu.ss  in  terms  of 
the  exploitation  of  their  natural  re- 
sources by  great  American  financial  in- 
terests, some  of  them  the  clients  of  this 
bank. 

When  we  are  dL-^cussing  the  building 
up  of  diplomatic  relations.  I  merely  wish 
to  express  my  concern  about  appointing 
the  president  of  the  Chase  National 
Banc  to  a  position  so  important  as  the 
one  to  which  he  has  been  nominated, 
considering  the  vital  economic  problems 
we  shall  have  to  work  out  with  our  allies, 
including  Great  Britain,  in  the  years 
immediately  ahead. 

That  is  why  I  5aid  it  was  my  judi- 
m?nt  that  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Aldrich 
was  a  bad  one.  not  becau.«e  he  was  a  man 
of  wealth,  but  because  of  his  past  activi- 
ties as  the  president  of  the  Cha.'^e  Na- 
tional Bank,  and  becau.se  of  that  bank's 
activities  in  International  economics. 
That  is  my  position,  and  I  stand  on  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr.  Ken- 
nedy in  the  chain.  The  question  is, 
Will  the  Senate  adv,s?  and  con.sent  to 
the  nomination  of  Winthrcp  W.  Aldrich 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Great  Britain. 

The   nomination   was  confirmed. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ark 
unanimous  consent  that  the  President  be 
notified  at  once  of  the  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Aldrich. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notiaed 
forthwith. 


i;OMINATION  OP  ROBERT  TEN 
BROECK  STEVENS  TO  BE  SECRE- 
TARY OP  THE  ARMY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Robert  Ten  Broeck  Stevens  to 
be  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Thp 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  LEHMAN  and  Mr.  HENDRICK- 
SON  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  last 
week,  on  January  26.  when  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  to  be 
Secretary  of  Defense  was  before  the 
Senate,  I  voted  against  the  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination.  I  did  eo  reluc- 
tantly, because  I  believe  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  should  have 


broad  latitude  In  selecting  his  immediate 
advisers,  and  that  a  vote  of  confirma- 
tion should  not  seek  to  pass  judgment 
on  the  abstract  views  or  political  phila«^o- 
phy  of  the  individual  named  by  the 
President  to  serve  as  a  member  of  his 
Cabinet.  My  vote  of  opposition  was  cast 
reluctantly,  too.  since  I  did  not  wish  to 
express  any  doubt — because  I  had  none — 
as  to  Mr.  Wil.son's  high  character  or  his 
determination  to  serve  his  country  with 
complete  loyalty  and  integrity.  My  vote 
againkSt  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Wilsons 
nomination  was  cast.  Mr.  President,  after 
deep  refiection.  during  which  I  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Wilson's  desig- 
nation and  confirmation  were  inconsist- 
ent with  both  the  .spirit  and  the  letter 
of  the  law  now  on  our  statute  books  for- 
bidding the  -service  of  any  official  of  the 
Government  in  a  capacity  in  which  there 
would  be  a  conflict  of  interest,  direct  or 
indirect,  with  his  own  personal  interest. 
Mr.  Wilson  has  such  a  conflict. 

Mr  President,  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Stevens  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
now  before  the  Senate.  I  have  care- 
fully read  the  record  of  testimony  be- 
fore the  Armed  Services  Committee,  and 
have  studied  all  the  available  facts,  basf d 
largely  on  Mr.  Stevens'  own  statements 
before  the  committee.  I  have  looked 
again  at  the  law.  I  arrive  at  the  same 
conclusion  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Charles 
E.  Wilson.  I  cannot  vote  for  the  con- 
firmation of  Mr  Stevens'  nomination.  I 
.'^^hall  vote  ai^ainst  it.  again  with  a  deep 
reluctance,  especially  becau5e  I  have  had 
the  privilege  cf  knowing  Mr.  Stevens 
personally.  Over  the  years  I  have  met 
him  on  a  number  of  occasions.  I  know 
him  to  be  a  fine  gentleman,  of  complete 
int??nty.  Iryalty.  and  pood  purpose.  As 
an  old  textile  man  I  have  had  personal 
kncwied.qe.  for  more  than  50  years,  cf 
the  fine  textile  firm  of  which  Mr.  Stevens 
has  been  head  for  many  years.  The 
Sleven.-  Cj.  has  long  been  one  of  the 
most  re  ponsible  firmo  in  tlie  field  of  tex- 
tiles. 

But  I  shall  vote  again.^t  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  Stevens"  nomination  becaa'^e 
I  feel  that  his  appointment  is  inconsist- 
ent With,  indted  is  contrary  to.  the  spirit 
and  letter  of  the  law  governing  confiicts 
of  interest.  The  pertinent  section  of  the 
law  has  been  referred  to.  It  is  in  the 
record  of  the  hearings.  Let  me  read  it. 
It  .says: 

Wh.^ver.  being  an  oHcer.  ajfent.  or  mem- 
ber uf,  or  directly  or  Indirectly  interested  in 
the  pecuniiiry  pr..nt.s  or  contracts  of  any  cor- 
poration. Joint  stock  company,  or  associa- 
tion, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
busine.s.s  entity.  Is  employed  or  acts  as  an 
tffler  or  apent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  businesi 
entity,  shall  b*  fined  not  more  than  $2.tOO 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or  both. 

The  facts  are  clear  and  simple.  By  the 
candid  admi.ssion  of  Mr.  Stevens  him- 
self, he  has  43.000  shares  in  the  J.  P. 
Stevens  Co  .  almost  one-third  of  whose 
business  ia.<=t  year  was  with  the  Defense 
Department  of  the  Government.  Mr. 
Stevens,  him.self.  has  been  chairman  of 
the  board  of  this  company,  which  is 
largely  a  family  owned  concern.  Mr. 
Stevens  has  agreed  to  divest  himself  of 
his  personal  holdings.  This  willingness 
we  must  applaud,  because  it  will  Involve 
a  gjnsiderable  financial  sacrifice.     But 
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even  after  Mr.  Stevens  has  divorced  him- 
self from  his  own  stockholdings,  his  im- 
mediate family,  according  to  the  record 
of  the  hearings,  will  retain  about  30,000 
shares.  Even  more  significant  is  the 
fact  that.  In  addition  to  these  family 
holdings,  there  is  held  In  trust,  under  the 
terms  of  his  father's  will,  approximately 
206,000  shares  in  this  company,  of  which 
nearly  70.000  shares  will  revert  to  Mr. 
Stevens  on  the  death  of  his  mother.  Of 
this  interest  Mr.  Stevens  cannot  legally 
divest  himself.  The  trust,  created  by  his 
father's  will,  cannot  be  set  aside,  nor  can 
Mr.  Stevens'  interest  in  it  be  ceded  or 
eliminated.  This  large  block  of  stock 
represents.  In  my  reluctant  judgment,  a 
very  direct  interest,  on  Mr.  Stevens'  part, 
in  the  Stevens  Co. 

Indeed,  the  opinion  of  Mr.  John  W. 
E>avis,  a  great  lawyer,  whose  counsel  Mr. 
Stevens  solicited  and  whose  opinion  was 
entered  into  the  record  by  Mr.  Stevens, 
makes  It  very  clear  that  the  disposal  by 
Mr.  Stevens  of  his  F>ersonal  holdings  of 
the  stock  will  not  divest  Mr.  Stevens  of 
an  undeniable  and  Inalienable  Interest  In 
a  company  with  which  the  Army  De- 
partment must  and  will  do  substantial 
business.  Mr.  Davis  points  out  that  Mr. 
Stevens  must  retain  that  Interest  under 
the  terms  of  his  father's  will. 

But  Mr.  Davis  goes  on  to  say  that  the 
letter  of  the  law  can  still  be  satisfied  if 
Mr.  Stevens  will  disqualify  himself  from 
participating  In  decisions  Involving  Army 
contracts  with  the  Stevens  Co.  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  and  I  have  a  great  re- 
spect for  the  legal  talents  of  Mr.  John  W. 
Davis.  But  I  have  been  in  public  life  for 
?.  Mreat  many  years,  and  have  held  some 
positions  of  executive  responsibility.  I 
cannot  see  how  the  head  of  a  depart- 
ment, any  more  than  the  governor  of  a 
State,  can  disqualify  himself  or  other- 
wise divest  himself  of  a  responsibility 
for  performing  functions  Imposed  upon 
him  by  law.  That  res]x>nsiblllty  is  his. 
He  may  delegate  It  to  others,  to  his  sub- 
ordinates, or  even  to  his  superior,  but 
that  delegation  does  not  divest  him  of  his 
own  ultimate  responsibility.  The  law 
Rives  it  to  him.  He  cannot  escape  It. 
The  confiict  of  interest,  forbidden  by  law. 
is  present,  even  though  in  the  present 
lixstance  Mr.  Stevens  might  not  per- 
sonally take  part  In  the  award  of  con- 
tracts to  the  Stevens  Co.  He  would 
have  the  res];}onslbllity  for  the  award- 
ing of  contracts.  No  Executive  order 
could  change  that.  A  way  may  have 
been  found  technically  to  get  around  the 
letter  of  the  law.  although  I  do  not  think 
the  way  wholly  satisfies  the  law.  Qut 
the  spirit  of  the  law  would  be  clearly 
violated. 

Under  these  conditions  I  cannot  vote 
for  confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Stevens. 

I  wish  again  to  emphasize  that  my  de- 
cision to  vote  against  Mr.  Stevens  in- 
volves no  doubt  of  his  high  character, 
integrity,  loyalty,  and  good  will.  I  have 
a  high  personal  regard  for  the  man,  and 
a  great  respect  for  his  achievements  and 
talents.  But  to  confirm  him  would  be 
further  to  undermine  (ind  virtually  to 
destroy  a  vital  principle  of  govern- 
ment— a  principle  upon  which  rests  that 
delicate  and  precious  structure,  the  pub- 
lic faith.  Destroy  that  and  we  destroy 
all.   W«  cannot  venture  even  to  endanger 


It,  however  merltorlus  the  exception  we 
seek  to  make  from  the  impersonal  and 
general  rule. 

It  is  bad  government  to  destroy  the 
letter  or  spirit  of  a  law  merely  to  fit  a 
particular  situation.  I  predict  that  the 
confirmation  of  the  nominations  of  Mr. 
Stevens  and  Mr.  Wilson  will  In  the  fu- 
ture be  advanced  as  precedents  to  justi- 
fy the  confirmation  of  the  nominations 
of  other  less  worthy  men.  In  good  con- 
science I  must,  therefore,  vote  against 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Stevens. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  nomination  of  Robert  Ten  Broeck 
Stevens  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Army 
should  be  confirmed.  This  nomination 
is  one  of  the  most  noteworthy  made  by 
President  Elsenhower. 

I  do  not  say  this  merely  because  Mr. 
Stevens  happens  to  come  from  my  State 
of  New  Jersey,  but  knowing  him  as  I  do, 
I  would  be  remiss.  Mr.  President  if  I 
left  unsaid  that  which  I  now  say. 

Mr.  Stevens  Is  In  the  prime  of  life.  Just 
a  little  yotmger  than  I  am.  He  Is  full 
of  energy,  has  outstanding  qualities  of 
leadership,  and  possesses  the  necessary 
administrative  ability  which  can  be  ac- 
quired only  through  long  experience. 

The  Secretaryship  of  the  Army  is  es- 
sentially an  administrative  position,  re- 
quiring executive  talents  of  the  highest 
order,  including  the  knack  of  getting 
things  done  quickly  and  right,  and  the 
ability  to  cause  persons  of  divergent 
views  and  opinions  to  work  together  as 
a  team. 

This  is  the  kind  of  work  which  Mr. 
Stevens  has  been  doing  for  more  than 
30  years  In  industry  and  in  government. 
In  the  Army  and  In  private  enterprise, 
through  two  World  Wars  and  In  the  quasi 
peace  between  and  since. 

To  be  specific.  Mr.  President,  Mr. 
Stevens,  educated  at  the  Phillips  An- 
dover  Academy  and  Yale  University, 
entered  the  employ  of  J.  P.  Stevens  b 
Co.,  Inc.,  In  1921  and  has  been  chairman 
of  the  board  since  1945. 

This  is  one  of  the  largest  textile  firms 
in  the  United  States,  and  from  Its  found- 
ing 140  years  ago,  during  the  War  of 
1812.  It  has  been  connected  with  the 
Stevens  family. 

He  is  a  director  of  many  other  suc- 
cessful business  enterprises,  greatly  di- 
versified as  to  type  and  scattered  geo- 
graphically over  a  large  part  of  the 
United  States. 

Among  these  organizations  which  have 
profited  by  his  genius  are  the  General 
Electric  Co..  General  Foods  Corp..  Jack- 
son Mills,  Wellford,  S.  C,  the  Marion 
N.  C.  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  York 
Telephone  G»..  Alexander  Smith  tt 
Sons  Carpel  Co.,  Whitney  Chair  Co., 
Owens-Coming  Fiberglass  Corp.,  Toledo. 
Ohio. 

Mr.  Stevens  is  also  a  trustee  of  the 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co.  of  New  York, 
and  a  director  of  the  American  Cotton 
Manufacturers  Institute,  Inc. 

FV)r  almost  20  years  Mr.  Stevens  has 
been  a  director  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  New  York,  and  he  has  been 
Chairman  of  the  Board  since  1948. 

For  more  than  10  years  Mr.  Stevens 
has  been  a  valued  member  of  the  Busi- 
ness Advisory  Council  for  the  Depart- 


ment of  Commerce  and  for  the  years  1951 
and  1952  was  its  chairman. 

In  addition  to  all  this  very  success- 
ful large-scale  administrative  experi- 
ence, Mr.  Stevens  has  served  in  the  Army 
in  two  World  Wars. 

In  the  First  World  War  he  was  a  sec- 
ond lieutenant  of  Field  Artillery,  and  in 
the  Second  World  War,  having  gradua- 
ted from  the  Command  and  General 
Staff  School  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  be- 
came a  colonel  in  the  office  of  the  Quar- 
termaster General. 

He  was  awarded  the  Legion  of  Merit 
Medal  and  the  Distinguished  Service 
Medal. 

His  patriotism  Is  unquestioned.  His 
work  for  his  country  during  World  War 
n,  and  before,  during  the  depression 
years,  was  arduous  and  voluntary,  and 
was  undertaken  at  real  sacrifice  In  order 
to  be  helpful  in  time  of  need. 

He  is  too  modest  to  say  much  about 
these  sacrifices,  and  we  must  gather 
some  of  this  Information  as  best  we  may 
from  brief  published  biographical 
sketches  and  personal  knowledge. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  as  he  approaches 
this  new  and  greater  task,  involving  new 
and  greater  sacrifices,  he  will  be  disen- 
tangling himself  from  the  burdens  of  in- 
dustry which  he  has  borne  so  long  and 
so  well  to  answer  his  country's  call. 

He  has  assured  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  a  member, 
that  he  will  divest  himself  of  all  stock 
holdings  in  various  companies  and  cor- 
porations doing  business  with  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army,  including  his  in- 
terest in  the  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co. 
What  more  could  be  asked? 
Furthermore.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Ste- 
vens" fine  family  should  be  consldert;d 
an  asset  and  a  recommendation  for  this 
work.  In  ancient  times  were  not  family 
men  preferred  In  the  Roman  Senate  and 
the  Jewish  Sanhedrin? 

Mr.  Stevens'  four  sons — one  of  whom, 
casting  aside  service  deferment  as  a  stu- 
dent, is  now  serving  as  a  private  over- 
seas— and  one  daughter  should  certainly 
be  a  powerful  personal  Incentive  for  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  to  do  all  within 
the  power  of  his  high  office  in  order  to 
bring  to  a  quick  and  successful  conclu- 
sion the  present  war  in  Korea  as  well  as 
any  future  conflict  which  may  be  forced 
upon  us. 

Certainly  then  this  nomination  should 
be  confirmed. 

By  training  and  experience  Mr.  Ste- 
vens is  the  man  for  this  vital  task. 

His  work  in  World  War  11  in  the  office 
of  the  Quartermaster  General  was  just 
the  training  designed  to  enable  him  to 
solve  the  great  problems  of  logistics  with 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  has  to 
deal,  and  which  at  this  very  moment  are 
awaiting  the  touch  of  executive  genius. 
We  need  this  tower  of  strength  at  this 
critical  hour.  One  of  the  ancients  said: 
Not  stones,  nor  timber,  nor  the  art  of 
building  conetitute  a  state;  but  wherever 
men  are  who  know  bow  to  defend  them- 
selves, there  Is  a  city  and  a  fortress. 

I  shall  sleep  better  at  night  with  Rob- 
ert Ten  Broeck  Stevens  as  Secretary  of 
the  Army. 

The  nomination  of  Robert  Stevens 
should  be  confirmed.  I  am  confident, 
Mr.  President,  that  it  will  be. 
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Mr.  1IOR8E.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  seek  only  information. 
The  Senator  said  that  Mr.  Stevens 
agreed  to  sell  all  his  stoclc  I  have  been 
trying  to  check  the  record  hurriedly. 
Will  the  Senator  point  that  out  to  me? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  have  not  the 
notation.  I  heard  him  agree  to  it.  It 
is  in  the  record,  if  the  Senator  will  look. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  been  looking,  and 
I  have  not  been  able  to  find  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  did  not  mark 
the  record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  WUl  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  for  the  purpose  of  aslcing  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  if  he  can  an- 
swer the  question? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield 
lor  that  purpose. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
Mr.  Stevens  and  Mr.  Talbott  agreed  to 
give  up  their  stock  in  an  afternoon  ses- 
sion in  executive  session,  when  no  ste- 
nographer was  present,  so  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  record  of  his  statement  that 
he  agreed  to  give  up  the  stock. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  could  not  ttnd  it.  It  Is 
one  of  the  points  which  I  intend  to  make 
in  my  argiunent  when  I  take  the  floor  in 
my  own  right.  I  find  nothing  in  the 
record  which  supports  the  statement. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  do  not  wish  to  disagree  with  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  but  I  think  Mr. 
Stevens  agreed  in  open  session  to  divest 
himself  of  his  stock. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  to  page  39 
of  the  second  voliune  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  MORSE.     What  is  the  date? 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     The  dates  are 
January  28  and  29. 

Mr  HENDRICKSON.  January  28 
and  29. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  When  Mr.  Ste- 
vens was  t>efore  the  committee  he  said — 
and  this  part  of  the  testimony  appears 
at  page  39  of  the  hearings; 

Mr.  Sttvins.  II  the  committee  feel«  that 
I  Kbould  dispose  of  my  stock,  I  am  prepared 
to  dispose  or  It.  but  I  hope  that  the  commit- 
tee will  not  take  quick  action  on  this  and  un- 
derestimate the  seriousness  of  the  precedent 
and  the  principle  that  I  In  my  heart  deeply 
believe  Is  facing  us  and  Is  going  to  do  harm 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  United  States. 
Now.  I  plead  with  you  to  do  that  before  you 
reach  a  decision  on  what  you  think  I  should 
do. 

That  Is  on  page  39.  Later  he  came 
before  the  committee  and  the  members 
of  the  committee  said  that  they  did  be- 
lieve he  should  dispose  of  his  stock,  and 
he  promptly  agreed  to  do  so. 

Mr.    HENDRICKSON.     That   is   cor- 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Will  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  yield  for  me  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee? 

Mr,  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  glad  to 
yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  know  of  course  that 
Mr.  Stevens  has  divested  himself  of  his 


personal  holdings  of  43.000  shares,  or 
has  agreed  to  do  so.  I  may  say  paren- 
thetically that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  stated  nothing  which  is  any 
more  complimentary  to  the  character 
and  ability  of  Mr.  Stevens  than  was 
stated  by  me  in  my  remarks.  However, 
I  am  deeply  concerned  with  the  question 
of  direct  or  indirect  conflict  of  interest. 
I  think  it  is  very  clear  that  in  this  case 
such  a  conflict  does  exist.  While  I  know, 
as  I  have  stated,  that  Mr.  Stevens  has 
promised  to  divest  himself  of  his  per- 
sonal holdings  of  43,000  shares.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  or  could  be  taken  by 
which  Mr.  Stevens  would  divest  himself 
of  the  reversionary  interest  in  the  trust 
fund  set  up  for  Mr.  Stevens'  benefit  in 
his  father's  will,  under  which  he  will  re- 
ceive, on  the  death  of  his  mother,  ap- 
proximately 70.000  .shares  of  stock. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  committee 
discussed  that  point  very  briefly,  and  the 
members  of  the  committee  did  not  feel 
that  they  should  go  that  far.  They  felt 
it  was  something  that  would  come  up  in 
the  future.  The  committee  felt  that  if 
and  when  the  event  actually  took  place, 
it  could  be  guided  by  the  circumstances 
then  existing,  or  ask  Mr.  Stevens  to  be 
guided  by  them.  We  felt  that  it  would 
be  looking  too  far  into  the  future,  that 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  his  mother  or  to 
his  family,  and  that  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion with  which  the  committee  should 
immediately  concern  itself. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr,  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Heh- 
DRicKSON)  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  an- 
other question  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  understand  of  course 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  has 
stated  that  Mr.  Stevens  still  holds  the 
reversionary  interest  in  the  trust  fund 
set  up  by  his  f^ither.  I  should  like  to 
quote  a  very  small  part  of  the  letter 
written  by  the  Honorable  John  W.  Davis 
to  Mr.  Stevens  in  reply  to  a  request  from 
him. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  At  what  page 
of  the  hearing  does  the  letter  appear? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Page  14.  in  the  hear- 
ings of  January  28  and  29,  Mr.  Davis 
writes: 

You  have  for  some  years  been  chairman  of 
the  board  of  directors  of  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co  . 
Inc  .  a  manufacturer  of  textiles.  You  have 
recently  resigned  that  position,  but  you  still 
hold  approximately  42.486  shares  of  the  com- 
mon stock  of  the  company,  constituting  a 
little  over  1  percent  of  the  approximate 
4.000,000  shares  now  outstanding.  The  pres- 
ent market  value  of  the  stock  Is  about  t34 
a  share.  Other  holdings  by  your  wife  and 
children  bring  the  toui  shares  owned  by  your 
Immediate  family  to  approximately  75,000. 
In  addition,  approximately  206,OCO  shares  of 
such  stock  are  held  in  trust  under  a  trust 
instrument  which  provides  that  the  Income 
therefrom  is  payable  to  your  mother  during 
her  life,  with  provision  that  after  her  death 
one-third  of  said  206.000  shares  of  stock  are 
to  be  delivered  to  you.  the  other  two-thlrda 
going  equally  to  your  two  brothers. 

I  am  skipping  part  of  the  next  few 
lines.  Then  I  read  at  the  beginning  of 
the  third  paragraph  of  the  letter  on 
page  14; 


You  are  of  course  no  longer  an  officer  or 
agent  of  J  P  Stevens  ft  Co..  Inc.  However. 
I  believe  that  you  would  be  held  under  the 
above  sUtute  to  be  "directly  or  indirectly  in- 
terested In  the  pecuniary  profits  of  con- 
tracts" of  that  company.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  go  Into  the  question  of  how  large  a  man's 
stock  interest  must  be  to  bring  him  within 
this  language,  as  yours  Is  sufficiently  sub- 
stantial to  make  It  applicable, 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  very  definite 
statement,  and  that  is  what  I  am  con- 
cerned about.  I  want  to  emphasize  with 
all  the  force  at  my  command  that  my 
unwillingness  to  vote  for  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  Stevens'  nomination  is  in  no 
way  an  Indication  of  any  reservation  on 
my  part  with  regard  to  the  ability  or 
character  of  Mr.  Stevens,  of  both  of 
which  I  have  the  highest  opinion. 

The  fact  is  we  have  a  law  on  the  books 
which  covers  the  situation.  It  was 
drafted  as  a  matter  of  wisdom  and  ne- 
cessity. I  do  not  believe  anyone  will 
quarrel  with  the  wi.sdom  or  necessity  of 
that  kind  of  law,  We  are  not  proposing 
to  amend  or  repeal  the  law.  We  are 
merely  closing  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
the  law  is  being  disobeyed,  disregarded, 
and  repudiated  if  we  fconfirm  the  nomi- 
nations of  men  like  Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr, 
Stevens.  I  believe  it  is  an  extremely 
danKerou.s  precedent  to  establish. 

I  do  not  agree  at  all  with  Mr.  Davis 
that  a  man  by  his  own  act  or  by  the  act 
of  his  superior  can  disqualify  himself 
from  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  law. 
any  more  than  I  could  disqualify  myself 
when  I  was  Governor  of  my  State  from 
the  performance  of  duties  which  were 
assigned  to  me  by  law. 

I  merely  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of 
my  colleagues  In  the  Senate  to  what  i3 
proposed  to  be  done  and  to  express  my 
very  sincere  and  deep  fear  that  we  are 
letting  ourselves  in  for  precedents  which 
will  plague  us  and  which  may  lead  to  the 
nomination  of  men  who  may  be  un- 
worthy and  to  the  lowering  of  the  stand- 
afd.s  of  our  Government. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about 
ethics,  and  that  it  is  even  sinister  to 
accept  a  dinner  from  another  person; 
yet  we  close  our  eyes  to  a  matter  which 
I  believe  will  deal  a  serious  blow  to  the 
maintenance  of  ethics  in  government 
and  in  the  procurement  of  supplies  for 
the  Government.  We  are  being  asked  to 
do  it  merely  to  meet  the  need  of  one  man 
or  two  men.  I  am  against  it  for  that 
reason,  not  because  I  have  any  question 
about  the  ability  or  character  of  the  men 
who  have  come  before  us 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield? 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
say  to  my  colleague  from  New  York  that 
I  disagree  most  heartily  with  him  when 
he  states  that  the  committee  has  disre- 
garded the  law.  If  the  Senator  had  sat. 
as  I  did.  through  at  lea.st  7  or  8  hours  of 
the  hearings  he  would  be  convinced  that 
It  was  our  determination  to  have  the  law 
obeyed.  Certainly  there  were  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  table  who  felt 
strongly  that  we  should  make  sure  that 
the  law  was  obeyed. 

Furthermore,  when  we  considered  a 
strict  legal  interpretation  of  the  law  and 
considered  Mr.  Stevens'  personaUty  and 


knew  that  while  he  served  in  the  Quar- 
termaster Corps  of  the  Army  for  4  years 
during  the  war  he  never  allowed  the 
Stevens  Co's.  business  to  come  to  his 
desk,  the  committee  felt  that  there 
would  be  no  conflict  of  interest.  Every- 
one agrees  with  what  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  stated,  that  Mr.  Stevens' 
personahty  and  patriotism  are  of  the 
highest.  Mr.  Stevens  has  four  sons  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  his  country  and  he 
him.self  served  in  the  Armed  Forces  dur- 
ing WoKld  War  II.  In  view  of  the  fine 
.spirit  he  showed  before  the  committee  as 
I  think  the  Senator  would  agree  if  he  sat 
on  the  committee.  Mr.  Stevens,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  is  entitled  to  be  con- 
firmed as  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  Davis'  opinion  was  written  on  the 
premise  that  Mr.  Stevens  would  not  dis- 
pose of  his  stock.  He  has  disposed  of 
his  stock.  Therefore  he  has  no  stock  or 
other  interest  of  any  kind  in  the  com- 
pany today. 

Secondly,  he  ha.s  stated  unequivocally 
that  he  himself  will  not  do  any  business 
in  a  situation  involving  the  Stevens 
company.  In  the  third  place  he  must 
comply  with  a  specific  order  from  Mr. 
Wilson,  directed  to  all  the  departments, 
.stating  that  any  man  in  Mr.  Stevens' 
position  cannot,  whether  he  wishes  to 
or  not.  do  any  business  with  a  company 
with  which  he  was  formerly  connected. 

It  .seemed  to  the  committee  that  there 
was  compliance  with  the  law  and  that 
in  the  Stevens  case  there  was  no  conflict 
of  interest.  The  committee  felt  that  Mr. 
Stevens'  Interest  in  his  father's  estate 
and  the  Interest  of  his  wife  or  children 
in  Mr.  Stevens'  father's  estate  were  so 
remote  as  not  to  raise  any  question  con- 
cerning the  observance  of  the  law. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL,  I  have  con- 
cluded. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  simply  wish  to  say 
that  I  believe  that  the  principle  here 
involved  far  transcends  in  importance 
the  qualifications  of  any  one  man. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Of  course  we 
must  .see  that  the  law  is  obeyed;  but  I 
believe  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
who  was  a  judge,  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  and  all  other  Senators  will  agree 
with  me  that  every  criminal  statute 
must  be  strictly  construed  in  relation  to 
the  facts  and  the  character  of  the  person 
involved,  before  determining  that  any 
person  has  engaged  in  criminal  action  in 
violation  of  the  statute. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  reply,  let  me  say 
that  we  are  not  here  in  a  court  of  law; 
we  are  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yes,  but  we  are 
construing  a  law. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senate  has  the 
responsibility  of  confirming  or  not  con- 
firming presidential  nominations.  In 
this  case  the  situation  is  absolutely  clear 
to  me,  because  the  nominee  cannot  divest 
himself  of  a  reversionary  interest.  In 
that  case  the  Senate  by  confirming  the 
nomination,  will  be  completely  nullify- 
ing the  law  which  the  Senate  itself 
passed   only   3   or   4   years  ago.    That 


Is  what  I  object  to;  and  that  Is  why 
I  warn  that,  in  my  opinion,  confirmation 
of  this  nomination  will  lead  to  many 
difficulties  in  the  future.  By  confirming 
this  nomination  we  shall  be  setting  a 
precedent  which  I  am  convinced  will 
rise  up  to  plague  us  many  times  in  the 
years  ahead. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield 
again  to  me? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  the  ut- 
most resr>ect  for  the  opinions  and  judg- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  but 
I  say  most  respectfully  that  I  simply  dis- 
agree with  him  on  his  statement  of  this 
question.  As  I  view  this  matter,,  the 
statute  is  a  criminal  statute  which  must 
be  interpreted  before  it  is  applied  to  any 
individual  case;  and  in  this  case  our 
committee  has  interpreted  the  statute  as 
it  may  apply  to  the  present  nominee. 
The  committee  believes  that  this  nominee 
has  placed  himself  beyond  the  possibility 
of  a  conflict  of  interest,  and  has  done  so 
siifflciently  to  justify  Senate  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  make  a  brief  statement  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Stevens,  because  I  have 
known  him  for  a  long  number  of  years 
and  I  know  him  to  be  a  man  of  excep- 
tionally high  character  and  great  ability 
and  very  great  patriotism. 

If  the  nominations  of  men  such  as 
Bob  Stevens  cannot  be  conflrmed  by  the 
Senate  because  of  a  contingent  interest 
which  may  fall  to  them  later,  then  I 
believe  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  in  a  poor  way  in  respect  to  get- 
ting the  very  best  talent  which  can  be 
obtained  in  the  handling  of  its  affairs. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  my  own  position  clear.  Section 
434  and  all  the  other  sections  which  have 
been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate are  not  sections  prescribing  the  quali- 
fications of  a  public  officer.  They  are  not 
that  at  all,  but  we  have  treated  them  as 
if  they  were.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
are  sections  of  the  code  which  provide 
that  if  one  who  becomes  an  officer  of 
the  Government,  does  a  certain  act.  he 
then  is  subject  to  a  very  severe  penalty, 

Mr.  President,  when  a  judge  goes  on 
the  bench,  he  recuses  himself  in  every 
case  in  which  he  or  his  family  has  a  di- 
rect pecuniary  interest.  He  should  do 
that;  it  is  the  ethics  of  the  profession, 
and  has  become  statutory  in  most  of  our 
States.  Section  434  and  all  the  other 
sections  merely  provide  that  when  a  per- 
son becomes  an  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  an  agent  of  the  Government,  if 
he  then  transacts  business  with  a  firm 
or  corporation  or  co-partnership  in 
which  he  is  interested,  and  so  forth,  or 
makes  a  contract  with  such  a  firm,  he  is 
subject  to  a  penalty.  The  statute  is  un- 
doubtedly a  very  wise  one;  it  is  un- 
doubtedly founded  upon  sound  public 
policy.  I  am  not  quarreling  with  it  at  all. 
It  has  become  statutory  in  the  case  of 
Federal  officers.  After  all,  it  lays  down 
broadly  the  ethics  which  should  govern 
every  person  in  public  office. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  here  is 
a  statute  which  prohibits  the  doing  of 
certain  things'  by  a  person  who  has  be- 
come an  officer  or  agent  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  power  to  bind  the  Govern- 


ment. Mr.  Stevens  has  said  that  he 
would  not  make  any  contracts  with  the 
J.  P.  Stevens  Co.  or  have  anything  to 
do  with  any  business  with  the  J.  P, 
Stevens  Co.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
knowing  Bob  Stevens  as  I  do  know  him, 
I  would  accept  his  word.  Of  course, 
that  is  not  a  wholly  satisfactory  way  of 
doing  business,  because  others  might  not 
know  Mr.  Stevens  so  well.  But,  Mr. 
President,  he  came  into  the  Government 
service  as  an  officer  of  the  Army,  when 
his  country  called  him.  back  in  1942. 
He  entered  the  Quart;ermaster  Corps  of 
the  Army.  At  that  time  not  a  single 
patriot  raised  his  voice  against  Bob  Ste- 
vens, although  he  went  into  the  Quarter- 
master Corps  which  has  directly  to  do 
with  purchases.  At  that  time  he  said, 
be  it  said  to  his  honor,  that  he  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Stevens 
Co.  business.  Those  of  us  who  know 
him  know  that  he  lived  up  to  his  state- 
ment In  fact,  he  leaned  backward.  He 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. "  One 
of  the  first  things  he  did  after  he  entered 
the  Quartermaster  Corps  was  to  say  that 
nothing  affecting  his  company  or  any 
other  company  in  which  he  had  any  in- 
terest should  come  over  his  desk  in  any 
way  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  another  reason 
why  such  a  contingent  interest,  until  it 
accrues,  should  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  question  of  confirmation 
of  this  nomination.  That  reason  is  that 
none  of  these  statutes  are  qualifying 
statutes.  I  am  not  merely  making  a 
technical  point  in  order  to  be  technical, 
but  there  is  a  good  reason  for  this  point. 
These  statutes  prescribe  a  code  of 
ethics — in  this  case  a  code  of  ethics  which 
has  been  enacted  by  Congress  in  statu- 
tory form.  That  is  sound  and  proper. 
However,  it  is  not  the  talcing  of  the  office 
that  subjects  the  person  to  a  penalty, 
although  he  may  own  stock  in  any  or  in 
every  company  on  the  face  of  the  globe: 
it  is  the  doing  of  something  after  he  has 
become  a  Government  officer. 

In  the  present  case  it  is  said  by  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Lehman],  that  because  Mr. 
Stevens  has  a  reversionary  interest  in 
some  stock — an  interest  which  may  not 
be  in  existence  at  all  when  the  trust  ma- 
tures, or  it  may;  I  maice  no  point  of  that; 
or  the  stock  may  have  been  disposed  of, 
anyway — his  nomination  should  not  be 
confirmed.  At  any  rate,  Mr.  Stevens 
does  not  have  that  stock  now.  When  he 
gets  it,  of  course  he  should  disqualify 
himself.  On  the  other  hand,  he  has 
done  that  in  advance;  he  has  said  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  that  he 
would  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Stevens  Co.  stock. 

In  this  case  there  is  an  additional  rea- 
son why  we  should  not  hesitate  to  con- 
flrm  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stevens. 
That  is  that — as  opposed  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Wilson,  who  could  not  divest  him- 
self of  his  responsibility — Mr.  Stevens, 
as  of  the  service  Secretaries,  can  divest 
himself  of  the  responsibility.  Indeed,  a 
careful  reading  of  the  entire  Unification 
Act  indicates  strongly  that  Mr.  Stevens 
will  not  have  to  do  dii-ectly  with  procure- 
ment, but  will  deal  with  it  only  as  a  sort 
of  hoi^sekeeping  matter. 

On  the  other  hand,  he  can  divest  him- 
self of  that  responsitiility;  he  can  say  to 
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tbe  Secretary  of  Defense.  "Mr.  Secre- 
tary. I  am  disqualified  with  respect  to 
every  omtract  that  is  to  be  made  by 
eomi>anies  A.  B.  and  C.  or  partnerships 
X  Y.  and  Z,  and  therefore  I  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them." 

'ICr.  Stevens  has  done  that;  he  has  ex- 
pressly said  it.  He  can  divest  himself 
of  that  authority.  Not  only  can  he 
divest  himself  of  that  authority,  but  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  himself  can  and 
must  take  away  that  authority.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  Riven  the  broad- 
est power,  in  my  Judgment,  of  any  single 
head  of  a  Federal  agency  or  department 
of  Oovemment  known  to  our  law.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  given  extremely 
broad  powers. 

On  the  28th  of  January  he  issued  an 
order,  directed  to  all  the  service  Secre- 
taries, expressly  disqualifying  them  in 
any  case  and  in  all  ca.ses  which  may  come 
to  their  desks  in  which  they  have  any 
pecuniary  interest.  Undoubtedly  the  re- 
versionary stock  will  be  received,  al- 
though it  certainly  could  not  be  held  to 
be  disqualifying  until  the  trust  actually 
matures  and  until  there  is  a  distribution 
of  the  stock.  But,  since  Biir.  Stevens 
has  a  remote  contingent  interest  in  it. 
he  has  properly  disqualified  himself 
with  respect  to  all  matters  in  which 
the  Stevens  Co.  has  any  interest  what- 
ever; and  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
exercising  his  broad  authority  and 
power,  has  expressly  taken  away  from 
Mr.  Stevens  any  authority  whatever  to 
make  any  contracts  with  J.  P.  Stevens  k 
Co..  or  with  any  other  company  in  which 
he  has  an  interest,  direct  or  indirect. 
There  ought  to  be  no  quarrel  with  the 
ethics,  there  ought  to  be  no  quarrel  with 
the  statute,  which  is  a  statutory  require- 
ment of  a  sound  principle  of  ethics;  but 
until  the  occasion  arises,  or  until  Mr. 
Stevens  actually  is  in  a  position  to  do 
something  which  would  constitute  a 
breach  of  that  law  or  that  code  of  ethics, 
we  should  not  withhold  confirmation. 
That  is  the  situation  before  us  as  I  see  it. 
Ml.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President 
Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator has  brought  this  out,  but  I  should 
like  to  have  him  make  it  absolutely  clear. 
It  is  his  opinion,  is  it  not.  that,  if  and 
when  Mr.  Stevens  Is  confirmed  as  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army,  he  will  be  required 
to  take  some  affirmative  step  before  he 
may  involve  himself  under  section  434. 
which  is  the  conflict-of-interest  statute, 
a  penal  statute?  In  other  words,  the 
mere  fact  that  he  is  Secretary  of  the 
Army  and  takes  no  steps  does  not  bring 
him  ipso  facto  into  conflict. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  undoubtedly 
so.  I  said  it  was  not  a  qualification  for 
office.  It  is  not  intended  to  be  a  quali- 
fication for  office. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Nor  is  it  a  dis- 
qualification. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Nor  is  it  a  disqualifi- 
cation. He  can  own  stock  in  anything 
and  everything  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
But  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilson,  I  think 
the  committee  very  properly  said  'Since 
you  cannot  divest  yourself  of  this  author- 
ity"— and   the  act  expressly  says   so 

"and  since  you  must  exercise  this  author- 
ity  or   bear    this   responsibility,   if   we 


confirm  your  nomination,  we  know  that 
you  cannot  function  as  Secretary  of  E)e- 
fense  until  you  have  gotten  rid  of  this 
stock."  That  is  an  altogether  different 
case. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Then  there  is 
another  ix>int  which  runs  through  the 
Senator's  statement  and  my  own  feeling, 
namely,  that  all  the  business  with 
Stevens  L  Co.  is  a  competitive  business — 
99  percent  of  it  is  competitive. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  that  is  actually 
true.  I  do  not  want  to  make  any  per- 
sonal statement,  but  when  Mr.  Stevens 
was  asked  to  come  here  and  to  enter  the 
Quartermaster  Corps,  he  read  every  one 
of  these  statutes.  He  consulted  his  coun- 
sel, among  whom  was  none  other  than 
the  former  Governor  of  North  Carolina. 
Hon.  O.  Max  Gardner,  who  was  en  route 
to  the  Court  of  St.  James's  when  he  was 
stricken  in  New  York,  where  he  passed 
away.  As  I  have  said,  Mr.  Stevens  him- 
self read  these  statutes,  and  he  requested 
an  interpretation  of  them.  When  he  was 
assigned  to  the  Quartermaster  Corps,  he 
said.  "I  can  have  nothing  to  do  with  any 
company  in  which  I  am  interested,  al- 
though my  company,  by  and  large,  is  sell- 
ing standard  merchandise,  and  must  sell 
on  a  competitive-bid  basis.  But  I  do  not 
want  to  have  anythinj:  to  do  with  it  in 
any  event."  So.  at  his  instance,  that  be- 
came the  order  in  the  Quartermaster 
Corps,  and  there  was  express  direction 
that  certain  officers  above  him  should 
handle  anything  in  which  his  company 
might  be  remotely  interested  or  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more 
question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  question  Is 
this:  In  determining  whether  to  confirm 
the  nomination  of  a  man  for  this  posi- 
tion, the  Senate  is  entitled  to  consider, 
first,  the  man's  personality  and  charac- 
ter, and.  second,  his  knowledge  of  this 
criminal  statute.  If  he  states  that  he 
knows  it,  it  will  then  make  it  less  likely 
that  he  will  get  into  trouble.  So  our 
main  job  is  to  make  sure  that  he  has  a 
high-class  personality  and  also  a  full 
understanding  of  the  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  that  Is  true. 
In  Mr.  Stevens'  case.  I  do  not  believe 
anyone  questions  his  high  character.  I 
am  certain  that  even  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  does  not  ques- 
tion it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly,  not  for  a 
moment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Nor  Is  his  ability 
questioned.  Mr.  Stevens  is  in  all  respects 
qualified.  His  company  must  sell  its 
merchandise  on  an  open,  competitive 
basis.  But  that  is  not  the  controlling 
point.  He  himself,  though  he  is  the 
holder  of  but  a  mere  contingent-re- 
mainder interest,  is  disqualifying  him- 
self, and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  has 
already  issued  an  order,  dated  January 
28,  which  is  in  the  Record,  divesting  all 
the  service  Secretaries  of  any  power  or 
authority  to  deal  with  matters  in  which 
they  have  a  pecuniary  interest,  direct 
or  Indirect,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  So  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Stevens  should  not 
be   confirmed,  and   it  is  with  a  great 


deal  of  pleasiire  that  I  support  confirma- 
tion. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  will  re- 
member that  in  referring  to  the  steps 
taken  in  erder  to  make  Mr.  Stevens  eli- 
gible to  the  office  to  which  he  has  been 
nominated.  I  made  the  statement  that 
I  did  not  think  the  divesting  of  hold- 
ings, which  had  been  Invoked  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  wholly  cared  for 
this  situation.  It  might  be  that  it  would 
be  a  technical  cure  for  a  breach  of  the 
letter  of  the  law.  though  I  did  not  for 
a  moment  believe  that  would  effect  a 
cure  of  a  breach  in  the  spirit  of  the  law. 
The  section  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  provides: 

Whoever,  being  an  ofBcer,  agent,  or  mem- 
ber of,  or  directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  in 

the  pecuniary-  proflta — 

I  emphasize  the  words  "directly  or  In- 
directly interested."  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia,  or  anyone  else,  would  claim 
that  the  large  reversionary  interest  be- 
longing to  Mr.  Stevens  through  the  trust 
set  up  in  his  father's  estate  does  not 
constitute  an  indirect  Interest,  at  best. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh.  not  at  all.  It  does 
constitute  an  indirect  interest.  There 
is  no  question  about  that  in  my  mind. 
It  is  true  he  could  not  divest  himself  of 
it.  He  might  disclaim  his  right  to  take 
under  the  trust,  but  presumably  he  could 
not  do  that  in  this  particular  case.  But 
he  has  disclaimed  any  intention  to  pass 
upon  any  contract  or  anything  which 
affects  the  Stevens  company.  The  Secre- 
tary himself  has  issued  the  order  which 
is  in  the  form  of  a  directive,  which,  I 
take  it.  is  binding.  I  assume  that  no  one 
would  accuse  Mr.  Wilson  of  playing  fast 
and  loose  with  the  Senate,  and  that 
when  he  issues  an  order  he  will  not  re- 
voke it.  But  whether  he  permits  It  to 
stand  or  not.  when  Mr.  Stevens  gives  his 
word  that  he  is  not  going  to  exercise  any 
power  he  may  have,  however  remote  the 
po.sslbility  of  the  exercise  of  the  power 
may  be.  he  is  a  man  of  such  character 
that  his  word  can  be  relied  upon. 

If  this  reversionary  interest,  however, 
stands  in  Mr.  Stevens,  and  if  he  does 
undertake  to  do  anything  which  is  for- 
bidden by  a  sound  code  of  ethics  which 
has  now  statutory  approval,  of  course  he 
would  be  subject  to  the  severe  penalties 
of  the  law.  He  says  himself  that  he 
understands  it.  He  says  himself  that  he 
will  not  do  anything  against  it. 

I  think.  Mr  President,  it  is  as  much  as 
could  be  asked  of  anyone,  that  when  he 
parts  with  all  his  own  personal  holdings 
and  is  merely  a  contingent  beneficiary 
under  a  will  executed  by  his  father,  that 
ought  not  to  stand  as  a  disqualifying 
factor,  because  the  statute  is  not  a  dis- 
qualifying one.  But  if  there  should  be 
any  violation  of  the  statute  by  Mr. 
Stevens  he  should  be  subjected  to  the 
penalties  of  the  law. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor again,  that  I  have  no  doubt  whatso- 
ever of  the  high  character  or  the  good 
purpose  of  Mr.  Stevens.  We  have  a  law 
on  the  books  which  reflects  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Congress  with  regard  to 
ethics    which    should    be    followed    by 


14  c 


a  cents  who  are  concerned  in  any  way 
with  the  procurement  of  supplies  for  the 
Government.  I  think  that  when  we  try 
to  make  the  law  fit  the  case  of  one  man — 
and  I  think  we  may  all  agree  that  no  one 
man  is  indispensable — it  is  unwise,  and 
that  we  may  Uve  to  regret  the  action  in 
many  cases  in  the  future.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  a  man  who  is  appointed  the 
head  of  a  department  can  completely  di- 
vest himself  of  direct  or  indirect  inter- 
ests, and  that  is  why  I  raised  the  ques- 
tion. I  have  no  illusions;  I  know  that 
Mr.  Stevens'  nomination  will  be  con- 
lirmed;  but  I  feel  that  I  would  not  be 
true  to  my  own  conscience  if  I  did  not 
bring  these  Issues  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  and  did  not  give  evidence  of  my 
disagreement  with  what  appears  to  be 
the  majority  sentiment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
has  very  sincerely  and  very  clearly  stated 
his  belief;  but,  as  one  who  heard  all  the 
testimony,  who  had  several  conversations 
with  Mr.  Stevens,  and  who  listened  to 
liim  when  he  finally  decided  to  dispose 
of  all  his  stock.  looking  at  the  man  and 
hearing  the  evidence,  in  this  instance,  as 
one  juror  versus  another  juror,  I  would 
respectfully  disagree  with  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  to 
Join  with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Lehman),  and  I  do  so  on  the  major 
premise  that  I  think  there  i&  involved  a 
matter  of  law  in  this  appointment. 

I  was  very  much  Interested  In  the 
comment  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chu.'.etti,  which  I  think  was  a  very  novel 
one.  because,  if  I  correctly  understood 
him.  he  argued  that  if  we  find  that  a 
man  knows  of  the  existence  of  a  crimi- 
nal statute,  the  fact  that  he  has  knowl- 
edge should  be  an  argument  in  favor  of 
the  confirmation  of  his  nomination.  We 
are  not  interested  in  whether  he  has 
knowledge  of  it;  we  are  Interested  in  the 
statute. 

I  was  very  much  Interested  in  the  very 
able  argument 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
in  making  that  statement,  that  if  an 
honest  man.  a  man  of  the  quality  and 
character  of  Mr.  Stevens,  says  he  knows 
of  the  existence  of  the  statute,  at  least 
he  is  not  willingly  or  intentionally  going 
to  disregard  the  statute. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  still 
pay  it  is  a  very  novel  argument.  The  ex- 
istence of  the  statute  and  his  knowledge 
of  it  does  not  have  anything  to  do  with 
his  fitness  for  the  position.  We  should 
look  at  the  contents  of  the  statute  in 
relation  to  the  nominee's  direct  and  in- 
direct interests  in  the  job. 

We  have  the  duty,  as  guardians  of  pub- 
lic policy,  not  to  confirm  the  nomination 
of  a  man  for  a  high  office  whose  holdings 
place  him  in  a  position  where  he  can 
even  be  suspect.  We  have  the  duty  of 
following  very  carefully  a  well-estab- 
lished, sound  public  policy  which  is  very 
clearly  expressed  in  the  statute  which  I 
am  going  to  read  in  its  entirety  in  a 


moment,  by  not  placing  in  positions  of 
pubUc  trust  mt^^n  who  have  holdings  or 
interests,  direct  or  Indirect,  which  may 
create  temptations  either  for  themselves 
or  for  others.  The  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  such  a  man  will  become 
a  precedent. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  Is  quite 
correct  in  saying  that  in  confirming  a 
whole  series  of  such  nominations  we  are 
establishing  a  very  bad  precedent.  We 
are  not  going  to  find  that  all  nominees 
possess  the  person?.!  qualifications  these 
men  possess,  and  we  cannot  rise  here  and 
testify  in  such  laudatory  terms  of  others 
what  has  been  testified  in  connection 
with  Wilson,  Kyes,  and  Stevens.  We  are 
establishing  a  precedent,  and  I  think  it 
is  a  very  bad  one. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  statute,  Mr. 
President.     It  provides: 

Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent,  or  mem- 
ber of.  or  directly  or  indirectly  Interested  in 
the  pecuniary  profits  of  contracts  of  any 
corporation,  joint-stock  company,  or  asso- 
ciation, or  of  any  firm  or  partnership,  or  other 
business  entity,  is  employed  or  acts  as  an 
officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  business 
entity,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or 
both. 

Mr.  President,  the  restriction  Is  on 
the  employment.  The  restriction  is  very 
clear  that  men  with  such  direct  or  in- 
direct interests  should  not  be  employed 
in  the  first  place.  Certainly,  techni- 
cally it  can  be  said  that  this  is  not  a 
qualification  statute  under  any  heading 
of  the  code  that  deals  with  the  subject 
of  confirmation,  but  it  is  a  clear  crim- 
inal statute  that  makes  very  plain  that 
persons  with  these  qualifications  or  in- 
terests should  not  be  employed,  because 
if  they  are  employed  in  the  D?fense  Es- 
tablishment they  are  employed  for  the 
transaction  of  business. 

They  are  not  employed  to  sit  down 
and  do  nothing — or  they  should  not  be. 
I  cannot  read  the  law  in  any  other  way, 
or  find  any  other  legal  meaning  in  the 
statute,  than  that  there  is  a  prohibition 
against  employing  a  person  who  has  a 
direct  or  an  indirect  financial  or  eco- 
nomic interest  which  could  affect  the  po- 
sition to  which  he  is  appointed.  That 
is  the  first  premise. 

The  second  premise  Is  that.  In  my 
Judgment,  we  are  not  here  dealing  with  a 
case  even  as  strong  as  the  Wilson  and 
Kyes  cases,  which,  I  believe,  were  bot- 
tomed entirely  upon  indirect  interests. 
I  think  that,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute,  there  is  in  this  case  a  direct  in- 
terest to  the  tune  of  about  $2,100,000. 
It  is  in  a  trust  fund,  but  it  is  a  true  re- 
mainder, and  the  beneficiary  of  it,  of 
course,  has  a  deep  interest  in  it. 

I  shall  come  to  the  Davis  opinion  in  a 
moment,  because  even  Stevens'  own  at- 
torney was  concerned  about  the  trust 
fund.  Not  even  Stevens'  own  attorney 
gave  him  a  clean  bill  of  health  on  this 
point.  He  recognized  that  the  matter 
was  still  problematical  and  questionable. 
I  shall  come  to  his  language  in  a  moment. 
First  I  wish  tx)  drive  home  the  point  that 
we  are  dealing  with  a  true  remainder  in 
a  trust  fund. 

I  have  not  seen  the  trust  language, 
and  what  I  now  say  may  not  be  correct ; 
but  as  a  lawyer  I  know  that  trusts  of 


this  nature  are  of  a  stereotyped  pattern, 
and  I  shall  be  very  much  surprised  if 
the  trust  in  this  case  does  not  provide 
an  even  more  direct  interest  than  I  have 
already  mentioned,  in  that  if  Mr.  Stev- 
ens should  not  outlive  his  mother,  his 
family  will  benefit  from  the  trust  as  a 
part  of  his  estate,  when  it  comes  to  set- 
tlement of  his  estate. 

So  there  is  involved  a  direct  financial 
Interest.  Certainly  Mr.  Stevens  did  not 
create  it  of  his  own  volition,  and  his  at- 
torney may  be  right  when  he  says  it  may 
be  difficult  for  Stevens  to  do  much  al)out 
it.  But  I  cannot  help  that,  and  neither 
can  you,  Mr.  President.  It  merely  hap- 
pens to  be  one  of  the  operative  facts  in 
the  picture.  Stevens  has  a  true  remain- 
der in  a  trust  fund  in  this  company,  and 
the  company  will  be  doing  business  with 
the  E>efense  Establishment.  At  least,  we 
should  not  close  the  doors  aiKl  prevent 
the  company  from  doing  business  with 
the  Defense  Establishment. 

As  I  argued  last  week  in  connection 
with  the  nominations  of  Wilson  and 
Kyes,  I  certainly  think  it  is  bad  public 
policy  for  the  Senate  to  confirm  the 
nominations  of  men  who  have  been  of- 
ficials in  great  corporations  in  the  United 
States,  on  the  basis  of  a  premise  that 
those  companies  wUl  not  be  allowed  to  do 
any  bidding  on  defense  contracts.  We 
need  the  production  of  all  companies 
qualified  to  provide  the  defense  produc- 
tion that  is  needed.  I  do  not  think  the 
interests  of  individual  persons  should  be 
placed  above  the  welfare  of  the  Defense 
Establishment,  so  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  it  to  go  into  the  open  market 
and  get  bids  from  any  company  in  the 
country  to  help  manufacture  needed 
siaews  of  defense,  merely  because  an 
officer  of  the  company  held  a  position  in 
the  Defense  Establishment.  If  the  idea 
is  that  in  order  to  have  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Stevens  confirmed,  the  Stevens 
Co.  will  agree  that  it  will  not  make  any 
bids;  I  think  that  is  bad  public  policy. 

Let  us  move  to  the  next  premise.  I 
also  think  it  is  bad  public  policy  to  en- 
gage in  what  I  believe  to  be  pretty  much 
of  a  fiction,  namely,  that  Mr.  Stevens 
will  disqualify  himself  in  the  case  of 
Stevens  Co.  contracts,  and  that  Mr.  Kyes 
will  disqualify  himself  in  the  case  of 
General  Motors  contracts— if  you  get  my 
meaning,  Mr.  President.  I  cast  no  re- 
flection on  the  individual  men  con- 
cerned, but  we  ought  to  be  realistic,  and 
recognize  that  it  is  not  good  public  pol- 
icy to  confirm  such  nominations  for  top 
jobs  in  the  Defense  Establishment.  Be- 
cause I  am  making  no  personal  attack, 
I  shall  use  references  to  the  alphabet. 

It  is  not  good  public  policy  to  confirm 
Mr.  A,  from  Y  corporation,  on  the  basis 
of  an  assumption  that  when  Y  corpora- 
tion matters  come  before  the  Defense 
Department,  Mr.  A  will  not  act  on  them; 
and  to  confirm  the  nomination  of  Mr.  B, 
from  X  corporation,  on  the  assumption 
that  he  will  not  act  on  any  matters  com- 
ing from  X  corporation ;  but  that  he  will 
act  on  Y  corporation  matters,  and  Mr.  A 
will  act  on  X  corporation  matters.  It  is 
just  not  realistic.  That  is  the  way  abuse 
develops. 

The  situation  Is  similar  to  that  In- 
volving interlocking  directorates  in  re- 
speot  to  which  opportunities  for  collu- 
sion are  developed.    It  seems  to  me  that 
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the  answer  is  obvlotts.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, we  should  not  confirm  such 
nominations.  Some  other  positions 
should  be  found  for  them.  Before  we 
move  the  defense  establishment  from 
Washington.  D.  C.  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  or 
elsewhere,  an  effort  should  be  made  to 
bring  to  Washington  persons  from 
throughout  the  United  States  who  are 
not  connected  with  corporations  that  are 
doing  business  with  the  defense  estab- 
lishment. 

Mr.  President,  this  question  will  not 
be  tested  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  as 
the  final  step  in  this  argument.  I  un- 
derstand that  steps  will  be  taken  to  test 
it  in  the  court  of  the  United  States,  be- 
cause I  believe  the  precedents  that  are 
being  established,  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
srPALLl,  are  so  serious  in  these  cases  that 
It  will  be  necessary  to  refer  them  to  the 
courts  for  a  decision  on  the  interests,  di- 
rect and  indirect,  of  the  men  whose  nom- 
inations are  sought  to  be  confirmed  for 
the  defense  establishment.  There  is  a 
law  covering  the  situation,  and  I  think 
that  now  it  will  have  to  be  interpreted  by 
the  coiu^. 

Irrespective  of  what  the  courts  may 
find,  there  is  involved  an  even  greater 
question  of  public  policy.  I  say  it  Is  a 
dangerous  public  policy  to  confirm  the 
nominations  of  men  who  in  their  official 
capacities  within  the  defense  establish- 
ment have  feelings  of  affinity,  which  I 
think  are  the  real  indirect  interests  that 
are  alarming  in  these  cases,  with  com- 
panies which  will  be  doing  business  with 
the  defense  establishment,  even  though 
the  Judgments  or  decisions  may  be  made 
by  their  associates  in  the  defense  estab- 
lishment who  are  from  other  corpora- 
tions. 

Let  me  point  out  that  in  1952  the  Stev- 
ens company  did  business  with  the  de- 
fense establishment  in  the  amount  of 
$125,000,000.  Stevens  had  42.486  shares, 
at  a  value  of  $34  a  share,  or  a  total  of 
about  $1,450,000.  That  is  a  nice  sum 
of  money.  I  think  there  will  be  a  con- 
tinuation of  a  feeling  of  affinity  on  the 
part  of  Stevens,  even  after  he  sells  the 
shares.  I  certainly  think  he  is  going 
to  be  very  much  interested  in  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Stevens  company,  in  view  of 
the  trust  fund  of  about  $2,000,000.  The 
yearly  dividend  has  been  approximately 
$84,000. 

It  Is  true  that  all  the  business  of  the 
Stevens  company  with  the  Government 
has  been  on  a  competitive-bid  basis.  But 
who  knows  when  a  situation  will  again 
develop,  as  it  did  during  World  War  II. 
when  very  often  it  became  the  policy  not 
to  take  bids,  but  to  enter  into  contracts 
on  a  negotiated  basis? 

In  this  debate,  reference  has  been 
made  to  competitive  bidding.  There 
seems  to  have  been  an  assumption  that 
competitive  bidding  is  bound  to  be  the 
practice.  Not  at  all.  That  policy  can  be 
changed  by  the  executive  branch.  It  can 
be  changed  by  the  legislative  branch.  It 
was  not  a  uniform  policy  during  the  war 
So  I  say  that  even  the  argument  or  the 
rationalization  that  in  some  way  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Mr 
Stevens  can  be  Justified  on  the  basis  of 
the  fact  that  there  wiU  be  compeUtive 
bidding  does  not  hold  up.  Even  in  the 
case   of   competiUve   bidding   someone 


must  decide  who  the  lowest  bidder  is. 
The  lowest  bidder  is  not  necessarily  the 
bidder  who  submits  the  lowest  figure. 
Other  criteria  are  taken  into  account  be- 
sides the  lowest  figure.  Under  the  com- 
petitive bidding  system  if  A  makes  one 
bid.  we  will  say.  of  $1,000,000,  and  B 
makes  a  bid  of  $1,100,000.  It  does  not 
necessarily  follow  th^t  A  will  get  the  con- 
tract. If  the  brochures  of  the  two  com- 
panies show,  for  example,  that  from  the 
standpoint  of  facilities,  financial  re- 
sponsibility, and  ability  to  deliver 
quickly,  B  can  get  the  goods  out  quicker, 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  awarding  the 
contract  to  B.  I  presume  there  Is  hardly 
a  Senator  who  has  served  here  for  any 
substantial  period  of  time  who  has  not 
received  complaints  from  constituents 
representing  companies  in  their  own 
States,  on  the  ground  that  they  failed 
to  receive  contracts  when  they  were  the 
lowest  bidders.  But  in  many  Instances 
when  we  examined  such  cases  we  found 
that  there  were  very  good  reasons  why 
the  lowest  bidder  did  not  receive  the  con- 
tract. So  even  that  argument  needs 
qualification. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt)  was  very  much  disturbed  in  the 
first  hearing,  as  I  recall.  I  have  gone 
through  these  records.  On  page  79  of 
the  first  hearing  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  said: 

-Senator  .Hunt  Mr.  Stevens,  I  am  wonder- 
ing If  you  will  not  Hnd  yourself  In  a  position 
where  you  will  need  to  divest  yourself  and 
shut  yourself  out  of  many,  many  decisions 
which  should  go  to  you  for  top-level  findings. 

The  companies  here  in  which  you  are  in- 
terested and  own  stocic  In.  there  are  so  many 
of  them  and  they  are  so  diversified,  and  they 
affect  practically  all  of  our  manufacturing 
and  our  lives  In  the  United  States,  I  Just 
do  not  see  how  you  can  effectively  ge»  out 
from  constantly  having  to  face  up  to  cer- 
tain problems  that  would  come  to  you 
with  reference  to  those  companions. 

Mr.  Sttvens.  Well.  Senator  Hunt,  I  had 
not  given  that  point  a  great  deal  of  thought, 
but  In  respect  to  the  companies  In  which 
I  own  a  limited  number  of  shares.  If  I  should. 
by  any  chance,  find  that  that  was  a  problem, 
I  would  dispose  of  those  shares. 

The  great  hardship  In  my  case,  as  In  other 
similar  cases,  would  be  a  requirement  by  the 
committee  or  by  the  court  or  whatever  higher 
authority,  that  I  must  divest  myself  of  my 
SteTens'  stock  In  order  to  serve;  the  Impact 
of  that  would  be  very  severe. 

I  think  it  would  be  very  inconvenient. 
Mr.  President.  But  there  constantly 
creeps  into  this  debate,  as  there  did  ear- 
lier this  afternoon,  the  argument  that 
these  men  are  making  great  sacrifices. 
That  simply  is  not  so.  If  the  argument 
is  made  on  the  basis  of  financial  sacri- 
fice, all  these  men  are  doing  is  selling 
their  stock,  and  at  a  good  profit;  and 
they  are  paying  taxes  on  the  profits. 
One  would  think  we  were  taking  money 
away  from  them.  We  are  not.  I  am 
sure  that  any  comment  I  might  make 
would  have  no  effect  on  the  stock  mar- 
ket, so  I  feel  very  free  to  say  that  I  am 
not  so  sure  that  Mr.  Wilson  will  not  dis- 
cover in  time  that  he  made  the  greatest 
possible  profit  out  of  the  sale  of  his 
General  Motors  stock  which  he  will  be 
able  to  make  for  some  time  to  come. 
I  am  not  so  sure  that  we  are  not  near 
the  top  of  the  peak  so  far  as  profits  on 
that  stock  are  concerned.  So  he  may 
discover  that  selling  his  General  Motors 


stock  now  would  net  him  a  very  much 
greater  profit  than  selling  it  at  a  later 
date.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  the  only 
point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  these  men 
are  paying  taxes  on  profits.  There  is  no 
confiscation  involved  here,  and  no  great 
sacrifice. 

When  we  look  at  the  second  hearing, 
the  second  time  Mr.  Stevens  was  before 
the  committee,  we  see  that  he  continued 
to  be  very  reluctant  about  selling  his 
Stevens  company  stock.  On  page  11  of 
the  second  hearing  Mr.  Stevens  twice 
stated  his  reluctance  to  part  with  his 
Stevens"  company  stock,  and  stated  that 
it  would  create  a  bad  precedent  for  other 
businessmen  entering  pubUc  service. 

That  Is  a  novel  argiunent.  too.  It  is 
a  bad  precedent  for  other  businessmen 
to  conform  to  a  statute  which.  I  think,  is 
a  clear,  mandatory  prohibition  upon 
their  owning  stock  in  companies  having 
contracts  with  the  Government.  I  have 
not  heard  anyone  propose  the  repeal 
of  the  statute.  If  we  are  not  going  to  re- 
peal it  we  ought  to  follow  it.  So  I  say 
that  Mr.  Stevens  showed  a  remarkable 
reluctance  about  getting  rid  of  his  stock 
so  as  to  conform  to  the  statute.  He 
argued  that  It  would  be  a  bad  precedent. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  John 
W.  Davis  opinion,  to  which  I  shall  come 
in  a  moment.  But.  first,  let  us  call  at- 
tention to  page  16  of  the  second  hearings, 
where  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
(Mr.  Saltonstall]  said: 

Chairman  Saltonstall.  And.  secondly.  If 
the  committee  should  decide.  In  spite  of 
your  statement,  that  It  believes  you  abould 
sell  this  stock,  what  position  do  you  take? 

Mr.  Stevens.  Well.  I  think  on  the  basis  of 
the  opinion  of  Mr  Davis,  coupled  with  the 
statement  of  the  facts  in  the  case  that  I 
placed  before  you,  and  having  In  mind  the 
precedent  and  the  principle  with  which  I 
am  deeply  concerned,  I  should  be  most  reluc- 
tant to  do  so,  but  I  am  perfectly  wJllUis, 
nut  only  perfectly  willing  but  I  would  like 
very  much  to  receive  the  advice  of  this  com- 
mittee as  to  what  you  think  I  should  do. 

On  pages  27  and  28  of  the  transcript 

we  find  the  following: 

Senator  Smith.  Mr.  Stevens.  If  1  under- 
stand the  law  correctly.  In  our  considera- 
tion of  your  appointment  as  Secretary  of 
Defense  we  are  concerned  with  your  contracts 
with  the  Department  of  the  Army,  not  with 
the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force.  Did  I  under- 
stand you  to  say  to  Senator  Byac  that  you 
would  provide  us  with  a  breakdown? 

Mr  Stevens.  I  will.  Senator  Smith. 

Senator  Smith    Based  on  the  past? 

Mr.  Ste\ens  That's  rlpht.  and  I  would 
estimate  that  It  would  be  somewhere  In  the 
neighborhood  of  two-thirds  for  Army  use. 

Senator  Smith.  Mr  Stevens,  if  the  com- 
mittee, when  we  get  to  the  point  of  a  de- 
cision on  your  confirmation,  decides  that  It 
is  necessary  m  keeping  with  the  existing  law 
to  ask  you  to  divest  yourself  of  your  stoclc 
In  the  J.  P  Stevens  Co..  did  I  understand 
you  to  say  you  would  do  so? 

Mr  Stevens.  No;  I  didn't  say  that.  Senator 
SMrTH.  I  think  that  Is  a  very  good,  fair,  and 
appropriate  question. 

I  think  what  I  said  wa."? — It  la  the  way  I 
feel  now,  anyhow— I  am  trying  to  weigh,  If 
that  occasion  arises.  I  will  try  to  weigh  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  public  InteresU  of  the 
precedent  and  the  principle  which  I  have 
enunciated  here  on  the  one  hand,  and  my 
possible  service  as  Secretary  of  the  Army  on 
the  other  hand. 

I  feel  very  deeply  about  this  principle  and 
precedent,  and  I  have  not  yet  made  a  con- 
clusion on  that  because,  u  X  lAld  to  tb« 
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chairman.  I  need  the  help  of  this  eommlttee. 
I  welcome  it.  I  want  It.  becftuae  I  am  ao 
anxious  to  do  the  right  thing  by  the  United 
States  of  America. 

Senator  Smith.  I  personally  feel  that  If 
viiu  divest  yourself  of  your  stock  you  still 
iant  help  being  Interested  In  the  company 
that  you  have  come  up  with  through  the 
years,  but  as  a  member  of  the  committee  I 
iiisu  must  remember  that  there  la  a  law 
that  we  must  think  about. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs, 
Smith!  was  quite  right  in  her  observa- 
tion. It  is  very  difficult  for  us  to  divest 
ourfelves  of  the  conviction  that  he  will 
c  ntlnuc  to  have  quite  a  feeling  of  affin- 
ity for  the  Stevens  Co. 

Coming  back  to  the  transcript: 

Mr   Stivcns.  That  Is  right. 

Senator  Smtth.  And  I  would  like  your  an- 
swer "yes"  or  "no"  as  to  whether  you  wUl. 
if  we  consider  It  necessary,  divest  yourself 
of  the  stock? 

Mr.  Stcvkns.  May  I  think  about  that  aa 
the  discussion  goes  along,   Senator  Smith? 

She  could  rwt  get  a  yes  or  no  answer 
from  him. 
Senator  SMrrH.  Yes.     Thank  you. 

On  page  33  of  the  second  hearing  we 
find  the  following: 

Senator  Hunt.  Now  one  more  question,  if 
I  may.  I  am  sorry  that  I  had  to  leave  the 
hearing  and  didn't  get  all  of  your  statement, 
am  I  correctly  Informed  that  you  wlU  divest 
yourself  of  all  of  your  stocks,  excepting  the 
one  owned  by  your  family? 

Mr.  Stevxns.  That  la  correct,  sir. 

So  even  that  late  In  the  hearing  he  still 
was  holding  out  with  respect  to  the 
Stevens  Co.  stock. 

On  page  39  of  the  second  hearing  we 
find  the  following: 

Senator  SMtrH.  Mr.  Stevens,  do  I  under- 
stand that  your  answer  to  my  question  Is 
"Yes."  if  the  committee  feels  that  we  must 
vote  In  accordance  with  the  law  as  we  un- 
derstand It? 

Mr.  Stevens.  If  the  committee  feels  that 
I  should  dispose  of  my  stock.  1  am  prepared 
to  dispose  of  it,  but  I  hope  that  the  com- 
mittee will  not  take  quick  action  on  this 
and  underestimate  the  seriousness  of  the 
precedent  and  the  principle  that  I  In  my 
heart  deeply  believe  is  facing  us  and  is  going 
to  do  harm  to  the  best  Interests  of  the 
United  States.  Now,  I  plead  with  you  to  do 
that  before  you  reach  a  decision  on  what 
you  think  I  should  do. 

He  still  does  not  want  to  give  it  up. 
He  still  thinks  It  would  be  a  bad  prece- 
dent. Apparently  he  thinks  the  com- 
mittee should  not  take  the  position 
which  it  was  indicating  it  was  going  to 
take,  as  a  matter  of  law.  Many  times 
during  the  hearing  Mr.  Stevens  was  pre- 
sented with  the  question  with  respect  to 
his  direct  and  indirect  Interest  in  this 
company  through  his  holding  of  stock. 
He  showed  great  reluctance  to  say,  sim- 
ply. "I  will  follow  the  law.  If  the  law 
says  to  get  rid  of  the  stock,  I  will  get  rid 
of  it."  They  had  to  drag  It  out  of  him. 
Of  course,  that  gives  me  some  insight 
into  his  mental  operations. 

I  am  afraid,  Mr.  President,  that  we 
are  dealing  here  with  a  man  who  Is  go- 
ing to  go  only  so  far  as  he  thinks  the 
technicalities  of  the  law  require  him  to 
go,  whereas  the  great  issue  before  us  is 
that  of  public  policy  underlying  the 
whole  question  which  gives,  or  should 
give,  assurance  to  the  American  people 
that  defense  contracts  which  are  costing 


the  Nation  millions  and  millions  of  dol- 
lars will  be  negotiated  by  men  who  not 
by  the  slightest  connection  have  any  in- 
terest in  such  contracts,  and  whose  judg- 
ments cannot  possibly  be  prejudiced  or 
infiuenced  by  past  association  as  officers 
of  companies  bidding  on  or  holding  con- 
tracts with  the  Defense  Establishment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  GoaE 
In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  was  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate  this  afternoon  when  a  num- 
ber of  Senators  who  engaged  in  colloquy 
with  me  said  they  realized  that  both  the 
personal  holdings  of  Mr:  Stevens  and  the 
remaining  interest  which  he  had  in  a 
trust  fund  set  up  by  his  father's  will  con- 
stituted an  interest  in  the  company  as 
defined  by  law.  They  made  no  distinc- 
tion between  the  remainder  interest  and 
Mr,  Stevens"  personal  holdings. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  was  created  by  a 
trust. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Can  the  Senator  un- 
derstand, any  more  than  I  can  under- 
stand, why  they  were  so  insistent  on  his 
divesting  himcelf  of  only  one  part  of  his 
interest,  namely,  his  personal  holdings? 
They  acknowledged  that  all  of  his  hold- 
ings constituted  an  interest  in  the  com- 
pany, but  they  claimed  to  believe  that,  as 
suggested  by  Mr.  £>avis,  Mr.  Stevens 
could  disqualify  himself.  If  that  is  the 
case,  I  do  not  understand  why  they  were 
so  insistent  on  his  divesting  himself  of 
the  43,000  shares,  which  really  have  no 
different  status  from  his  other  holdings. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  York.  I  completely 
agree  with  him.  I  think  their  argument 
on  the  disqualification  is  their  own  re- 
buttal. They  rebut  themselves  when 
they  take  the  position  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  him  to  divest  himself  of  a  part 
of  his  holdings.  When  they  make  that 
admission  they  admit  that  he  has  an 
interest.  If  he  has  an  interest  his  nom- 
ination should  not  be  confirmed.  How- 
ever, the  Senator  from  New  York  and  I 
are  in  the  minority.  Other  Senators  will 
have  to  refer  to  the  record  in  the  future, 
mark  my  word,  and  I  believe  many  Sen- 
ators will  rue  the  day  that  the  precedent 
was  established. 

Going  back  to  the  point  I  was  making 
with  reference  to  the  millions  of  dollars 
of  defense  contracts  and  the  relation- 
ship of  such  contracts  to  the  national 
debt,  about  which  we  heard  so  much 
today  in  the  President's  State  of  the 
Union  message,  I  suggest  that  we  had 
better  keep  the  cost  of  the  contracts 
down  and  we  had  better  keep  the  profits 
on  them  down  if  we  want  to  keep  the 
national  debt  down,  and  we  had  better 
assure  the  American  people  that  the  in- 
dividuals who  are  passing  on  the  defense 
contracts  have  no  affinity  of  interest  with 
the  companies  which  are  manufacturing 
the  defense  goods. 

I  cannot  make  It  any  more  simple. 
The  question  gets  down  to  whether  or 
not  an  individual  in  his  own  conscience 
believes  there  is  involved  a  question  of 
political  ethics.  I  think  such  a  ques- 
tion Is  involved. 


Mr.  President.  I  close  by  saying  that  I 
do  not  think  Mr.  Stevens'  own  attorney 
was  of  any  great  help  to  him  in  the  final 
position  which  Mr.  Stevens  took,  as  is 
apparent  from  his  attorney's  own  opin- 
ion. I  read  from  page  14  of  the  first 
hearings.  It  is  Mr.  Davis'  opinion  to  his 
client,  to  which  the  Senator  from  New 
York  referred.    I  read: 

Tou  are  of  course  no  longer  an  ofllcer  or 
agent  of  J.  P.  Stevens  tt  Co..  Inc.  However. 
I  believe  that  you  would  be  held  undo:  the 
above  statute  to  be  "directly  or  indirectly 
interested  in  the  pecuniary  profits  of  con- 
tracts" of  that  company.  It  Is  not  necessary 
to  go  Into  the  question  of  how  large  a  man's 
stock  Interest  must  be  to  bring  him  within 
this  language,  aa  yours  is  sufficiently  sub- 
stantial to  make  It  applicable. 

It  follows  that  If  you  assume  the  position 
of  Secretary  of  the  Army?  the  section  I  have 
quoted  will  be  violated  if,  while  your  stock 
Interest  continues,  you  act  for  the  United 
States  In  connection  with  the  transaction  of 
business  with  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Later,  speaking  about  the  trust  fund, 
Mr.  Davis  said: 

However,  it  does  not  provide  a  complete 
solution  in  the  case  of  your  connection  with 
J.  P.  Stevens  &  Company.  Inc.  Even  if  ycu 
sold  the  42,486  shares  which  you  own  out- 
right, your  remaining  Interest  In  the  stock 
now  held  in  trust,  over  which  you  do  not 
have  control,  might  be  sufficient  to  present 
a  question. 

His  own  attorney  had  the  same  doubts 
the  Senator  from  New  York  and  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  have  expressed 
this  afternoon.  They  are  not  doubts 
about  any  indirect  interest,  either. 

Therefore  I  close  by  summarizing  my 
opinion  on  the  Stevens  case: 

First.  The  same  question  of  public 
policy  which  was  involved  in  the  Wilson 
and  Kyes  cases  is  involved  in  the  Stevens 
case,  and  I  incorporate  by  reference 
every  argument  I  made  against  those  two 
nominations. 

Second.  In  connection  with  the  Stevens 
case  we  have  a  new  feature.  There  is 
involved  in  round  figures  $2,000,000  in  a 
remainder  interest,  a  valuable  interest 
which  he  automatically  gets.  At  least 
the  committee  has  not  shown  us  that  he 
will  not  get  it.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  direct 
interest  in  the  company,  not  an  indirect 
interest.  '  ( 

Lastly.  Mr.  President,  we  are  consider- 
ing a  man  who  dragged  his  feet  all  the 
way  through  the  hearings.  It  was  not 
until  the  very  last — and  then  we  are  told 
that  the  statement  was  made  in  execu- 
tive session,  and  we  really  do  not  have 
the  full  statement  about  it — it  was  not 
until  the  last,  as  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  now  tells  us,  that  Mr.  Stevens 
finally  agreed,  in  the  last  executive  ses- 
sion, to  divest  himself  of  any  and  all 
stock,  save  of  course  the  stock  of  which 
he  could  not  divest  himself,  and  that  is 
his  interest  in  the  trust  estate. 

Mr.  President,  the  administration 
ought  to  find  some  other  position  for 
him.  They  ought  to  keep  him  out  of 
an  office  that  is  going  to  have  so  much 
to  do  with  defense  contracts.  He  should 
not  be  put  in  a  position  where  he  must 
disqualify  himself  tx)  pass  on  some  con- 
tracts, because  that  is  an  admission  of 
his  lack  of  qualification  for  the  job.  It 
is  a  rebuttal  of  the  very  arguments  that 
have  been  made  in  favor  of  the  con- 
firmation of  his  nomination.    It  is  * 
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rebuttal  of  the  argument  that  he  does 
not  violate  the  statute.  If  he  must  dis- 
qualify himself.  It  Is  because  he  can  not 
meet  the  statute. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  for  the  rea- 
sons I  have  given,  I  believe  the  nomina- 
tion should  not  be  confirmed,  and  I  shall 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
believe  I  can  add  anything  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  nomination,  but  I  should 
like  to  put  my  own  position  on  record 
with  regard  to  it. 

I  fully  agree  with  Mr.  Stevens  in  his 
dragging  of  his  feet.  I  think  the  com- 
mittee made  a  mistake  when  it  required 
,  him  to  seU  his  stock.  I  think  that  if 
that  policy  is  pursued  we  will  disqualify 
hundreds,  of  abla  men  from  assuming 
Government  i>ositions.  It  seems  to  me 
perfectly  clear,  from  a  reading  of  the 
statute,  that  there  is  no  violation  of  it 
unless  a  man  really  acts  in  a  case  in- 
volving a  company  in  which  he  has  an 
interest.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly 
clear  that  in  all  subordinate  positions 
a  man  who  is  forced  into  the  position  of 
acting  in  cases  which  concern  his  com- 
pany can  be  relieved  of  that  responsibil- 
ity ;  and  that  can  apply  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  as  well  as  to  anyone  else. 
I  think  the  present  case  is  distinguished 
very  clearly  from  the  Wilson  case,  be- 
cause I  do  not  believe  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  can  relieve  himself  of  that 
responsibility  without  an  additional 
statute.  Under  the  statute  relating  to 
the  Department  of  Defense  it  is  stated 
very  clearly  that: 

Under  the  direction  of  the  President,  and 
eubject  to  the  provision*  of  this  act.  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  have  direction, 
authority,  and  control  over  the  Department 
of  Dsfense.  The  Departmenta  of  the  Army. 
Navy,  And  Air  Force  shall  be  separately  ad- 
ministered by  their  respective  Secretaries, 
under  the  direction,  authority,  and  control 
Of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is  merely  a 
subordinate,  similar  to  any  other  sub- 
ordinate in  the  Department  of  Dafense. 
If  in  any  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
is  presented  with  the  duty  of  dealing 
with  his  own  company,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  can  order  him  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  that  matter,  and  can  assign 
It  to  someone  else,  and  should  neces- 
sarily assign  it  to  someone  who  is  not  a 
subordinate  of  the  man  he  is  relieving. 
In  that  way  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
can  be  ordered  not  to  deal  with  his  own 
company,  and  can  be  prevented  from 
doing  so.  If  that  policy  is  pur.sued,  it 
is  very  clear  that  there  will  not  be  a 
violation  of  the  law. 

I  can  conceive  of  a  case  In  which  an 
appointee's  Government  job  might  be 
such  that  If  he  were  disqualified  from 
dealing  with  his  own  company,  that 
might  amount  to  such  a  substantial  in- 
terference with  his  duties  in  his  Govern- 
ment Job  that  he  could  not  properly  per- 
form them.  That  is  largely  the  case  of 
Mr.  Wilson,  and  that  is  another  reason 
why  it  was  necessary  to  require  Mr.  Wil- 
son to  sell  his  stock  in  General  Motors 
Corp.  The  business  done  by  General 
Motors  Corp.  relates  in  so  many  ways  to 
the  acUviUes  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense that  If  we  were  to  say  that  the 
present  Secretary  of  Defense  must  be 
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disqualified  from  deahng  with  General 
Motors  Corp.,  he  could  scarcely  serve  as 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  take  the  view 
that  any  person  who  has  an  interest  of 
any  kind  in  a  company  which  deals  with 
the  Government,  which  perhaps  sells  the 
Government  one  out  of  the  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  products  the 
Government  purchases,  must  sell  his 
stock  in  that  company  before  he  can 
accept  a  position  in  the  Government 
service,  we  shall  encounter  great  diffi- 
culties in  obtaining  the  services  of  desir- 
able men.  for  many  men  in  such  circum- 
stances will  refuse  to  sell  their  stock. 
They  may  own  stock  in  a  family  business 
to  which  they  look  for  support  in  their 
old  age,  or  to  which  they  look  for  the 
supp>ort  of  their  children.  So  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  application  of  such  a  policy 
will  simply  make  it  impossible  to  employ 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  capable  men 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

Incidentally,  Mr.  President,  such  situ- 
ations arise  as  a  rule  in  the  case  of  men 
with  connections  with  smaller  busi- 
nesses, rather  than  with  large  ones — men 
who  have  small  family  businesse.s.  men 
who  have  not  been  connected  with  big 
business.  The  small-bu.';me.ss  men  will 
be  the  ones  to  be  disqualified  under  such 
a  policy. 

I  realize  the  law  and  th-^  circumstances 
which  relate  to  the  case  now  before  us, 
and  I  certainly  am  not  disposed  to  criti- 
cize the  action  taken  by  the  committee  in 
this  case.  However.  I  think  the  principle 
the  committee  has  established— a  prin- 
ciple aeainst  which  Mr.  Stevens  pro- 
tested by  the  •dragging  of  his  feet."  as 

mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 

is  a  wrong  principle.  If  it  is  not  reversed. 
I  think  the  Congre^^s  should  proceed, 
with  due  consideration  after  proper 
hearings,  to  amend  the  law.  so  as  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  in  such  a 
case  a  man  can  be  relieved  of  responsi- 
bility, so  long  as  the  particular  matter 
concerned  is  only  an  occasional  part  of 
his  entire  service  in  the  Government 
agency,  a  matter  which  may  come  before 
him  perhaps  only  once  or  twice  a  year, 
among  many  thou.'^ands  of  other  trans- 
actions. It  seems  to  me  that  we  should 
amend  the  law  so  as  to  make  it  per- 
fectly clear  that  such  men  can  be  made 
eligible  to  serve  the  Goverrunent  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  m.? 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  beeh  very  much 
interested  in  hearing  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  say  that  scores  of  de- 
sirable persons  would  be  disqualified. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  believe  that  anyone 
is  indispensable  to  the  Government 
service. 

As  I  look  back.  I  can  mention  a  great 
many  persons  who  have  had  no  conflict 
of  interest  such  as  we  have  been  dis- 
cussing here,  and  yet  have  made  very 
excellent  public  officials.  Among  the 
many,  I  can  mention  to  my  colleagues 
Secretary  of  Defense  Porrestal;  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  Lovett ;  Secretary  of  War 
Newton  D.  Baker,  under  whom  I  served 
for  a  time :  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Jona- 
than Daniels,  under  whom  I  served  for 


a  time:  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Prank 

Knox ;  Secretary  of  War  Stimson 

Mr.  TAFT.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York  that  all  those  men  and 
also  former  President  Truman  bitterly 
protested  the  fact  that  they  had  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  services  of 
qualified  men  in  subordinate  positions  in 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Once  in  a  while  it  Is  possible  to  obtain 
the  services  of  a  man  who  happens  to 
have  no  connection  with  a  firm  doing 
business  with  the  Government,  and 
sometimes  it  is  possible  to  find  a  man 
who  IS  willing  to  sacrifice  all  the  per- 
sonal poMtion  he  has  acquired.  But  that 
does  not  change  the  general  fact,  which 
has  been  called  to  our  attention  by  all 
tho.se  who  have  just  been  mentioned  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  because  cf 
their  difficulty  in  obtaining  competent 
assistants  to  serve  the  Government  in 
positions  which  require  business  experi- 
ence. It  seems  to  me  that  the  need  I  am 
stating  has  been  admitted  to  exist  in  the 
last  administration. 

Ml  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  again  to  me? 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr  LEHMAN.  Let  me  say  that  the 
positions  to  which  we  now  have  refer- 
ence are  not  at  all  subordinate  positions. 
One  of  them  is  Secretary  of  Defense,  one 
of  the  highest  positions  in  the  Govern- 
ment. The  other  position  is  that  of  Se9- 
retary  of  the  Army,  certainly  an  ex- 
tremely high  position.  I  doubt  that 
many  persons  would  reject  an  offer  to 
serve  in  either  of  those  positions. 

Mr  Ti».Fr.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  that  Mr.  Stevens  would  have 
refu.sed.  I  believe,  if  he  had  known  what 
was  coming;  in  that  event  I  do  not  think 
he  would  have  considered  for  a  moment 
takin.t;  this  position.  At  least,  that  is 
my  impression. 

I  know  of  another  gentleman — a  very 
clos?  friend  of  mine— who  declined  to 
accept  a  position  in  the  Government 
service  because  he  has  a  company  which 
has  wai  contracts. 

So  I  think  there  is  a  real  danger  In 
adoptm','  the  policy  which  the  commit- 
tee has  pursued. 

My  remarks  do  not  apply  to  Mr.  Wil- 
.son.  for  two  reasons:  First,  I  do  not  think 
Mr.  Wilson  can  disqualify  him.self,  be- 
cause he  is  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
can  disqualify  himself  unless  a  new  stat- 
ute to  that  effect  Is  enacted.  In  the 
second  place,  Mr.  Wilson  as  Secretary  of 
Defense  will  necessarily  deal  with  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corp.,  which  has  $6,000,000,- 
000  of  contracts  with  the  Government. 
As  a  result.  General  Motors  Corp.  is  af- 
fected by  almost  every  policy  established 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  So  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Wilson  were  deprive'd  of  any  duties 
in  connection  with  Government  business 
with  General  Motors  Corp..  he  would  be- 
come a  rather  ineffective  Secretary  of 
Defen.se.  and  for  that  reason  would  be 
di.squahfied  from  serving  as  Secretary  of 
Defen.se. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
coasent  to  the  nomination  of  Robert 
Ton  Broeck  Stevens,  of  New  Jersey  to 
be  Secretary  of  the  Army? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 
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DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  NAVY 


U'^ 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  B.  Anderson,  of  Texas,  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  take  great  pleasure  in  urging 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  my 
good  friend  and  teWovi  Texan.  Robert  B. 
Anderson,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Bob  Anderson  is  one  of  the  best  known 
and  most  highly  respected  citizens  of 
ray  State.  He  has  a  reputation  for  out- 
standing integrity  and  ability.  I  do  not 
believe  there  Is  a  single  Texan  who 
would  not  take  Bob  Anderson's  word  as 
his  bond. 

For  a  number  of  years  Bob  Anderson 
has  been  the  manager  of  one  of  the 
largest  and  most  far-flung  business 
enterprises  in  our  State.  In  that  capac- 
ity he  has  exhibited  executive  and  ad- 
ministrative talents  that  can  be  matched 
by  few  persons. 

But  it  is  not  in  the  field  of  business 
enterprise  alone  that  Bob  Anderson  has 
distinguished  himself.  He  is  a  former 
law  professor  at  the  University  of  Texas. 
Fi'om  a  sense  of  puollc  spirit  he  has 
.'^erved  as  chairman  cf  the  Texas  State 
Board  of  Education. 

All  his  friends  know  Bob  Anderson  to 
be  a  man  who  would  resolve  any  conflict 
between  national  anc  personal  interest 
in  favor  of  the  United  States.  He  has 
already  shown  his  complete  willingness 
to  enter  his  new  ofDce  without  any  ties 
that  might  prove  to  l)e  embarrassing. 

Mr.  President,  as  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  Bob  Anderson  will  make  a  fine 
contribution  to  the  Nation's  defense.  I 
hope  his  nomination  will  be  unanimously 
and  promptly  confirmed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  pleased  to  say  l.hat  I  believe  this 
nominee  is  highly  qualified. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
the  committee  was  unanimously  agreed 
about  this  nomination.  The  nominee  Is 
a  fine  person,  as  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  said,  and  has  no  confiicting  holdings. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Robert  B. 
Anderson,  of  Texas,  to  be  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Harold  E.  Talbott  to  be  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  am  told 
that,  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  I  Mr.  KEFAUvnil.  the  commit- 
tee Is  holding  some  further  hearings.  I 
ask  that  this  nomination  be  passed  over 
for  the  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 

The  Chief  Clerk  rtsad  the  nomination 
of  Francis  A.  O'Neill.  Jr.,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  National  Mediation  Board. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  Mr.  CNeiU 
has  been  a  member  of  the  Board  for  some 
time.  His  term  expired  yesterday,  and 
he  has  been  reappointed  for  a  period  of 
3  years.  There  has  been  no  objection  to 
his  nomination,  so  far  as  I  know.    Mr. 


OTNTeill  Is  a  citizen  of  New  York,  and  his 
work  on  the  National  Mediation  Board 
has  been  highly  spoken  of. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Without  objection,  the  President  will 
be  notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
today.  ^^ 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  As  in  legislative  session. 
I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until 
Wednesday  next,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4 
o'clock  and  41  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Wednesday,  Feb- 
ruary 4,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


n 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  2.  1953: 

DIPLOMATIC  AKD  FOREIGN  SCXVICC 

Wlnthrop  W.  Aldrlch,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Great  Britain. 

Depaktment  or  the  Ajiut 

Robert  Ten  Broeck  Stevena,  of  New  Jersey, 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Depaktment  of  the  Navt 

Robert  B.  Anderson,  of  Texas,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

National  Mediation  Boakd 

Francis  A.  O'Neill.  Jr.,  of  New  York,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  National  Mediation  Board 
for  the  term  expiring  February  1,  1956. 

»»         aa^        >■ 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  Feiirl'.\by  2,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  supreme  source  of  Ufe  and 
light  of  wisdom  and  truth,  wilt  Thou 
inspire  us  during  this  day  with  a  re- 
assuring sense  of  Thy  companionship 
and  the  conquering  power  of  Thy  divine 
spirit. 

Grant  that  the  moral  and  spiritual 
forces  may  be  greatly  strengthened  as 
we  seek  to  establish  the  kingdom  of 
universal  peace  and  brotherhood. 

May  our  President,  our  Speaker,  and 
all  who  hold  positions  of  leadership  and 
authority  in  our  Republic  be  animated 
by  sincere  and  lofty  ambitions. 

Help  us  to  walk  circumspectly  and 
with  dignity  and  humility  as  we  meet 
the  duties  and  responsibiUties  of  our 
high  vocation. 

To  Thy  name  we  ascribe  the  praise. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  January  29,  1953.  was  read 
and  approved. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  50,  Rept. 
No.  7),  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Retolved,  That  the  Cbmnalttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, effective  u  of  January  3.  1953.  acting 


as  a  whole  ot  by  subeommittee.  Is  autborind 
and  directed  to  conduct  thorough  studies 
and  Investigations  relating  to  matters  com- 
ing within  the  JvirlsdlcUon  of  such  com- 
mittee under  rule  XI  (1)  (1)  ot  the  Rule* 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  for 
such  purposes  the  said  committee  or  any 
subcommittee  thereof  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  sit  and  act  during  the  present  Congress 
at  such  times  and  places  within  the  United 
States,  its  Territories,  and  possessions, 
whether  the  House  is  in  session,  has  recessed, 
or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  and 
to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  at- 
tendance and  testimony  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  records, 
correspondence,  memoranda,  papers,  and 
documents,  as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas 
may  be  issued  over  the  signature  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  or  any  member  of 
the  committee  desigiuited  by  him,  and  may 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  thereof  may  ad- 
minister oaths  to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  R«preKentatives  during  the 
present  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  Investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable. 

With  the  followinjj  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  5,  after  the  word  "under,"  In- 
sert the  words  "clause  12  of." 

Page  1,  line  5.  after  "XI",  strike  "(1)   (1)." 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  "States",  strike  out 
the  comma  and  Insert  the  word  "and." 

Page  1,  line  10,  after  "tories".  strike  out 
".  and  possessions." 


SMALL  BUSINESS 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  22,  Rept. 
No.  8),  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That,  effective  January  3,  1953, 
there  U  hereby  created  a  select  committee 
to  be  composed  of  11  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by  the 
SjTeaker.  one  of  whom  he  shall  designate  as 
chairman.  Any  vacancy  occurring  in  the 
membership  of  the  committee  shall  be  filled 
In  the  manner  in  which  the  original  appoint- 
ment was  made. 

The  committee  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  conduct  a  study  and  investigation  of  the 
problems  of  small  business,  existing,  arising, 
or  that  may  arise,  with  particular  reference 
to  (1)  whether  the  potentialities  of  small 
business  are  being  adequately  developed  and. 
If  not,  what  factors  have  hindered  and  are 
hindering  the  normal  operation  of  estab- 
lished small  business  and/or  its  develop- 
ment and  enterprise;  (2)  whether  agencies, 
departments  of  the  Government,  or  Ctovern- 
ment-owned  or  controlled  corporations  are 
properly,  adequately,  or  equitably  serving  the 
needs  of  small  business;  (3)  whether  small 
business  Is  being  treated  fairly  and  the  pub- 
lic welfare  properly  and  Jiistly  served  through 
the  allotments  of  valuable  materials  In 
which  there  are  shortages,  in  the  granting  of 
priorities  or  preferences  In  the  use,  sale,  or 
purchase  of  said  materials;  and  (4)  the  solu- 
tion of  the  problems  of  small  business  during 
the  continuance  of  the  existing  national 
emergency. 

The  committee  may  from  time  to  time 
submit  to  the  House  such  preliminary  reports 
as  it  deems  advisable:  and  prior  to  the  close 
of  the  present  Congress  shall  submit  to  the 
House  Its  final  report  on  the  results  of  its 
study  and  InrestigaUon.  tosether  with  such 
recommendations  as  It  deeo»  adrtsable.  Any 
rt^port  submitted  whtan  the  Hoose  Is  not  in 
sesalon  max  ^  A*>^  «*^  **>•  Ctark  of  Um 
Boose. 
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For  the  purpoces  of  this  resolution  the 
committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places,  whether 
or  not  the  House  is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or 
has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  re- 
quire the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents,  and  to  take  such  testimony,  as 
It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  Issued 
under  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the 
conunlttee  or  any  properly  designated  chair- 
man of  a  subcommittee  thereof,  or  any  mem- 
ber designated  by  him,  and  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  member  thereof  may  administer  oaths 
,to  witnesses. 


AIJETJDING    REORGANIZATION   ACT 
OP   1949 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  129.  Rept. 
No.  9 ) .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Jteaolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  to  amend  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1940  so  that  such  act  will 
apply  to  reorganization  plans  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1, 
1955.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall 
be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue 
not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  the  mu  shall  be  read 
for  amendment  under  the  5- minute  rule. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill 
for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  Chair  declares  the 
House  in  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
Chair. 

Thereupon  (at  12  o'clock  and  4  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess, 
subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 


AFTER  RECESS 
The  recess  having  expired,  the  House 
was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker  at 
12  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m. 


JOINT  SESSION  OP  THE  HOUSE  AND 
SENATE  HELD  PURSUANT  TO  THE 
PROVISIONS  OP  HOUSE  CONCUR- 
RENT RESOLUTION  24.  TO  HEAR 
AN  ADDRESS  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  presided. 

The  Doorkeeper  annoimced  the  Vice 
President  and  the  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  who  entered  the 
Hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
Vice  President  taking  the  chair  at  the 
iMS^^  ^^e  Speaker  and  the  Members 
3|3^c  Senate   the  seats  reserved  for 


The  SPEAKER.  On  the  part  of  the 
House  the  Chair  appoints  as  members  of 
the  committee  to  escort  the  President  of 
the  United  States  into  the  Chamber  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HaixeckJ. 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Abends],  and  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
IMr.  Rayburn). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  On  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  committee  of  escort  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  TaftI,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  IMr.  Millikin],  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [  Mr.  Johnson  1 . 

The  Doorkeeper  announced  the  Am- 
bassadors. Ministers,  and  Charges  d'Af- 
faires  of  foreign  governments. 

The  Ambassadors.  Ministers,  and 
Charges  d'Aflfaires  of  foreign  govern- 
ments entered  the  Hall  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  took  the  seats  re- 
served for  them. 

The  Doorkeeper  announced  the  Cabi- 
net of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  members  of  the  Cabinet  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  entered 
the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  took  the  seats  reserved  for  them  in 
front  of  the  Speaker's  rostrum. 

At  12:30  o'clock  p.  m.  the  Doorkeeper 
announced  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  es- 
corted by  the  committee  of  Senators  and 
Representatives,  entered  the  Hall  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  stood  at 
the  Clerk's  desk.  [Applause,  the  Mem- 
bers rising.] 

The  SPEAKER.  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress. I  have  the  distinguished  honor  of 
presenting  to  you  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  [Applause,  the  Members 
rising.] 

THE  STATE  OF  THE  TJNION — ADDRESS  BT  THE 
PRESIDENT  or  THE  UNnXD  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.    73) 

The  PRESIDENT.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Members  of  the  Eighty-third 
Congress,  for  the  warmth  of  your  recep- 
tion my  deep  and  grateful  thanks. 

I  welcome  the  honor  of  appearing  be- 
fore you  to  deliver  my  first  message  to 
the  Congress. 

It  is  manifestly  the  joint  purpose  of 
the  congressional  leadership  and  of  this 
administration  to  justify  the  summons 
to  governmental  responsibility  issued 
last  November  by  the  American  people. 
[Applause.] 

The  grand  labors  of  this  leadership 
will  involve: 

Application  of  America's  Influence  In 
world  affairs  with  such  fortitude  and 
such  foresight  that  it  will  deter  aggres- 
sion and  eventually  secure  peace 
[applause]; 

Establishment  of  a  national  adminl-s- 
tration  of  such  integrity  and  such  effi- 
ciency that  its  honor  at  home  will  insure 
respect  abroad  I  applause  1 : 

Encouragement  of  those  Incentives 
that  inspire  creative  initiative  in  our 
economy,  so  that  its  productivity  may 
fortify  freedom  everywhere;  and 

Dedication  to  the  well-being  of  all  our 
citizens  and  to  the  attainment  of  equal- 
ity of  opportunity  for  all,  so  that  our 
Nation  will  ever  act  with  the  strength 
of  unity  in  every  task  to  which  It  is 
called. 

The  purpose  of  this  message  Is  to  sug- 
gest certain  lines  along  which  our  joint 


efforts  may  immediately  be  directed  to- 
ward realization  of  these  four  ruling 
purposes. 

The  time  that  this  administration  has 
been  in  ofiBce  has  been  too  brief  to  per- 
mit preparation  of  a  detailed  and  com- 
prehensive program  of  recommended 
action  to  cover  all  phases  of  the  respon- 
sibilities that  devolve  upon  our  country's 
new  leaders.  Such  a  program  will  be 
filled  out  In  the  weeks  ahead  of  us  as, 
after  appropriate  study,  I  shall  submit' 
additional  recommendations  for  your 
consideration.  Today  can  provide  only 
a  sure  and  substantial  beginning. 
II 

Our  country  has  come  through  a  pain- 
ful period  cf  trial  and  disillusionment 
since  the  victory  of  1945.  We  antici- 
pated a  world  of  peace  and  cooperation. 
The  calculated  pressures  of  aggressive 
communism  have  forced  us,  instead,  to 
live  in  a  world  of  turmoil. 

From  this  costly  experience  we  have 
learned  one  clear  lesson.  We  have 
learned  that  the  free  world  cannot  In- 
definitely remain  in  a  posture  of  para- 
l.vzed  tension.  [Applause]  To  do  so 
leaves  forever  to  the  aggressor  the  choice 
of  time  and  place  and  means  to  cause 
greatest  hurt  to  us  at  least  cost  to 
himself. 

This  administration  has,  therefore, 
begun  the  definition  of  a  new.  positive 
foreign  policy.  [Applause.!  This  pol- 
icy will  be  governed  by  certain  basic 
ideas.     They  are  these: 

First.  Our  foreign  policy  must  be  clear, 
consistent,  and  confident.  This  means 
that  it  must  be  the  product  of  genuine, 
continuous  cooperation  between  the  ex- 
ecutive and  legislative  branches  of  this 
Government.  (Applause.!  It  must  be 
developed  and  directed  in  the  spirit  of 
true  bipartisanship.  And  I  assure  you 
Members  of  this  Congress  I  mean  that 
fully,  earnestly,  and  sincerely. 

Second.  The  policy  we  embrace  must 
be  a  coherent  global  policy.  The  free- 
dom we  cherish  and  defend  In  Europe 
and  in  the  Americas  is  no  difTerent  from 
the  freedom  that  Is  Imperiled  in  Asia. 

Third.  Our  policy,  dedicated  to  mak- 
ing the  free  world  secure,  will  envision 
all  peaceful  methods  and  devices — ex- 
cept breaking  faith  with  our  friends. 
I  Applause  ]  We  shall  never  acquiesce 
in  the  enslavement  of  any  people  in  or- 
der to  purchase  fancied  gain  for  our- 
selves. [  Applau.se.  1  ^  I  shall  a^k  the  Con- 
gress at  a  later  date  to  join  in  an  appro- 
priate re.solutlon  making  clear  that  this 
Government  recognizes  no  kind  of  com- 
mitment contained  in  secret  under- 
standings of  the  past  with  foreign  gov- 
ernments which  permit  this  kind  of 
enslavement.     [  Applause.  1 

Fourth.  The  policy  we  pursue  will  rec- 
ognize the  truth  that  no  single  country, 
even  one  so  powerful  as  ours,  can  alone 
defend  the  liberty  of  all  nations  threat- 
ened by  Communist  aggression  from 
without  or  subversion  within.  Mutual 
security  means  effective  mutual  cooper- 
ation. For  the  United  States,  this  means 
that,  as  a  matter  of  conunon  sense  and 
national  interest,  we  shall  give  help  to 
other  nations  in  the  measure  that  they 
strive  earnestly  to  do  their  full  share  of 
the  common  task.  (Applause!  No 
wealth  of  aid  could  compensate  for  pov- 
erty of  spirit.    The  heart  of  every  free 


nation  must  be  honestly  dedicated  to  the 
preserving  of  its  own  independence  and 

security. 

Fifth.  Our  policy  will  be  designed  to 
foster  the  advent  of  practical  unity  in 
Western  Europe.  The  nations  of  that 
region  have  contributed  notably  to  the 
effort  of  .sustaining  the  security  of  the 
free  world.  Prom  the  jungles  of  Indo- 
china and  Malaya  to  the  northern  shores 
of  Europe,  they  have  vastly  improved 
their  defensive  strength.  Where  called 
upon  to  do  so,  they  have  made  costly 
and  bitter  sacrifices  to  hold  the  line  of 
li\.'cdom. 

But  the  problem  of  security  demands 
clo-ser  cooperation  among  the  nations  of 
Europe  than  has  been  known  to  date. 
Only  a  more  closely  integrated  economic 
and  political  system  can  provide  the 
greatly  increased  economic  strength 
needed  to  maintain  both  necessary  mili- 
tary readiness  and  respectable  living 
standards. 

Europe's  enlightened  leaders  have  long 
been  aware  of  these  facts.  All  the  de- 
voted work  tliat  has  gone  into  the  Schu- 
man  plan,  the  European  army,  and  the 
Strasbourg  Conference  has  testified  to 
their  vision  and  determination.  These 
achievements  are  the  more  remarkable 
when  we  realize  that  each  of  them  has 
narked  a  victory — for  France  and  Ger- 
many alike — over  the  divisions  that  in 
the  past  have  brought  tragedy  to  these 
two  great  nations  and  to  the  world. 

The  needed  unity  of  Western  Europe 
manifestly  cannot  be  manufactured  from 
without;  it  can  only  be  created  from 
within.  But  it  Is  right  and  necessary 
that  we  encourage  Europe's  leaders  by 
informing  them  of  the  high  value  we 
place  upon  the  earnestne.-s  of  their  ef- 
forts toward  this  goal.  Real  progress 
will  be  conclusive  evidence  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  that  our  material  sacrifices 
in  the  cause  of  collective  security  are 
matched  by  essential  political,  economic, 
and  military  accomplishments  in  West- 
ern Europe. 

Sixth.  Our  foreign  policy  will  recog- 
nize the  importance  of  profitable  and 
equitable  world  trade. 

A  substantial  beginning  can  and  should 
be  made  by  our  friends  themselves.  Eu- 
rope, for  example,  is  now  marked  by 
chcclered  areas  of  labor  surplus  and 
labor  shortage,  of  agricultural  areas 
needing  machines  and  Industrial  areas 
needing  food.  Here  and  elsewhere  we 
can  hope  that  our  friends  will  take  the 
initiative  in  creating  broader  markets 
and  more  dependable  currencies,  to  al- 
low greater  exchange  of  goods  and  serv- 
ices among  themselves. 

Action  along  these  lines  can  create  an 
economic  environment  that  will  invite 
vital  help  from  us. 

Such  help  Includes: 

First.  Revioing  our  customs  regula- 
tions to  remove  procedural  obstacles  to 
profitable  trade.  I  further  recommend 
that  the  Congress  take  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Agreements  Act  under  immediate 
study  and  extend  it  by  appropriate  leg- 
islation. [Applause.]  This  objective 
must  not  Ignore  legitimate  safeguarding 
of  domestic  Industries,  agriculture,  and 
labor  standards.  [Applause.!  In  all 
Executive  study  and  recommendations 
on  this  problem,  labor  and  management 


and    farmers    alike    will    be    earnestly 
consulted. 

Second.  Doing  whatever  our  Govern- 
ment can  properly  do  to  encourage  the 
flow  of  private  American  investment 
abroad.  This  involves,  as  a  serious  and 
explicit  purpose  of  oui-  foreign  policy,  the 
encouragement  of  a  hospitable  climate 
for  such  investment  In  foreign  nations. 

Third.  Availing  ourselves  of  facilities 
overseas  for  the  economical  production 
of  manufactured  articles  which  are 
needed  for  mutual  defense  and  which 
are  not  seriously  competitive  with  our 
own  normal  peacetime  production. 

Fourth.  Receiving  from  the  rest  of  the 
world,  in  equitable  exchange  for  what 
we  supply,  greater  amounts  of  Important 
raw  materials  which  we  do  not  ourselves 
possess  In  adequate  quantities, 
ni 

In  this  general  discussion  of  our  for- 
eign policy,  I  must  make  special  mention 
of  the  war  in  Korea. 

This  war  is,  for  Americans,  the  most 
painful  phase  of  Communist  aggression 
throughout  the  world.  It  is  clearly  a 
part  of  the  same  calculated  assault  that 
the  aggressor  Is  simultaneously  pressing 
in  Indochina  and  in  Malaya,  and  of  the 
strategic  situation  that  manifestly  em- 
braces the  Island  of  Formosa  and  the 
Chinese  Nationalist  forces  there.  The 
working  out  of  any  military  solution  to 
the  Korean  war  will  inevitably  affect  all 
these  areas. 

The  administration  Is  giving  Imme- 
diate increased  attention  to  the  develop- 
ment of  additional  Republic  of  Korea 
forces.  The  citizens  of  that  country 
have  proved  their  capacity  as  fighting 
men  and  their  eagerness  to  take  a 
greater  share  in  the  defense  of  their 
homeland.  Organization,  equipment, 
and  training  will  allow  them  to  do  so. 
Increased  assistance  to  Korea  for  this 
purpose  conforms  fully  to  our  global  pol- 
icies.    [Applause.] 

In  .fune  1950,  following  the  aggressive 
attack  on  the  Republic  of  Korea,  the 
United  States  Seventh  Fleet  was  in- 
structed both  to  prevent  attack  upon 
Formosa  and  also  to  insure  that  Formosa 
should  not  be  used  as  a  base  of  opera- 
tions against  the  Chinese  Communist 
mainland. 

This  has  meant.  In  effect,  that  the 
United  States  Navy  was  required  to  serve 
as  a  defensive  arm  of  Communist  China. 
Regardless  of  the  situation  in  1950,  since 
the  date  of  that  order  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists have  invaded  Korea  to  attack 
the  United  Nations  forces  there.  They 
have  consistently  rejected  the  proposals 
of  the  United  Nations  command  for  an 
armistice.  They  recently  joined  with 
Soviet  Russia  In  rejecting  the  armistice 
proposal  sponsored  In  the  United  Nations 
by  the  Government  of  India.  This  pro- 
posal had  l>een  accepted  by  the  United 
States  and  53  other  nations. 

Consequently  there  is  no  longer  any 
logic  or  sense  In  a  condition  that  re- 
quired the  United  States  Navy  to  assume 
defensive  responsibilities  on  behalf  of 
the  Chinese  Communists.  [Applause.! 
This  permitted  those  Communists,  with 
greater  impunity,  to  kill  our  soldiers  and 
those  of  our  United  Nations  allies,  in 
Korea. 


I  am,  therefore.  Issuing  Instructions 
that  the  Seventh  Fleet  no  longer  l>e  em- 
ployed to  shield  Communist  China. 
[Applause.]  Permit  me  to  make  crystal 
clear,  this  order  implies  no  aggressive  in- 
tent on  our  part.  But  we  certainly  have 
no  obligation  to  protect  a  nation  fighting 
us  in  Korea.    [Applause.] 

IV 

Our  labor  for  peace  in  Korea  and  in 
the  world  imE>eratively  demands  the 
maintenance  by  the  United  States  of  a 
strong  fighting  service  ready  for  any 
contingency. 

Our  problem  Is  to  achieve  adequate 
military  strength  within  the  limits  of 
endurable  strain  uix>n  our  economy.  To 
amass  military  power  without  regard  to 
our  economic  capacity  would  he  to  de- 
fend ourselves  against  one  kind  of  dis- 
aster by  inviting  another. 

Both  military  and  economic  objectives 
demand  a  single  national  mUltary  policy, 
proper  coordination  of  our  armed  serv- 
ices, and  effective  consoUdation  of  cer- 
tain logistics  functions. 

We  must  eliminate  waste  and  duplica- 
tion of  effort  in  the  armed  services. 
[Applause.] 

We  must  realize  clearly  that  size  alone 
Is  not  suflBcient.  The  biggest  force  is  not 
necessarily  the  best  force — we  want  the 
best. 

We  must  not  let  traditions  or  habits  of 
the  past  stand  in  the  way  of  developing 
an  efficient  military  force.  All  members 
of  our  forces  must  be  ever  mindful  that 
they  serve  under  a  single  flag  and  for  a 
single  cause.     [Applause.] 

We  must  effectively  integrate  our 
armament  programs  and  plan  them  in 
such  careful  relation  to  our  industrial 
facilities  that  we  assure  the  best  use  of 
our  manpower  and  our  materials. 

Because  of  the  complex  technical  na- 
ture of  our  military  organization  and  be- 
cause of  the  security  reasons  involved, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  must  take  the 
initiative  and  assume  the  responsibility 
for  developing  plans  to  give  our  Nation 
maximum  safety  at  minimum  cost.  Ac- 
cordingly the  new  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  his  civilian  and  military  associates 
will  in  the  future  recommend  such 
changes  in  present  laws  affecting  our  de- 
fease activities  as  may  be  necessary  in 
order  to  clarify  responsibility  and  Im- 
prove the  total  effectiveness  of  our  de- 
fense effort.     [Applause.! 

This  effort  must  always  conform  to 
policies  laid  down  In  the  National  Secu- 
rity Council. 

The  statutory  function  of  the  National 
Security  Council  Is  to  assist  the  Presi- 
dent in  the  formulation  and  coordina- 
tion of  significant  domestic,  foreign,  and 
military  policies  required  for  the  secu- 
rity of  this  Nation.  In,  these  days  of  ten- 
sion, it  is  essential  that  this  central  body 
have  the  vitality  to  perform  effectively 
Its  statutory  role.  I  propose  to  see  that 
it  does  so. 

Careful  formulation  of  policies  must 
be  followed  by  clear  understanding  of 
them  by  all  peoples.  A  related  need, 
therefore,  is  to  make  more  effective  all 
activities  of  the  Government  related  to 
International  infoi-mation. 

I  have  recently  appointed  a  commit- 
tee of  representative  and  Informed  citi- 
zens to  survey  tills  subject  and  to  make 
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recommendations  In  the  near  future  for 
legislative,  administrative,  or  any  other 
action. 

A  imifled  and  dynamic  effort  in  this 
whole  field  is  essential  to  the  security 
of  the  United  States  a^d  of  the  other 
peoples  in  the  community  of  free  na- 
tions. There  Is  but  one  sure  way  to 
avoid  global  war — and  that  is  to  win  the 
cold  war.    [Applause.] 

While  retaliatory  power  Is  one  strong 
deterrent  to  a  would-be  aggressor,  an- 
other powerful  deterrent  is  defensive 
power.  No  enemy  is  likely  to  attempt  an 
attack  foredoomed  to  failure. 

Because  the  building  of  a  completely 
Impenetrable  defense  against  attack  is 
still  not  possible,  total  defensive  strength 
must  include  civil  defense  preparedness. 
Because  we  have  incontrovertible  evi- 
dence that  Soviet  Russia  possesses 
atomic  weaponc,  this  kino  of  protection 
becomes  sheer  necessity.    [Applause.] 

Civil  defense  responsibilities  primarily 
belong  to  the  State  and  local  govern- 
ments, including  recruiting,  training, 
and  organizing  volunteers  to  meet  any 
emergency.  The  immediate  job  of  the 
Federal  Government  is  to  provide  leader- 
ship, to  supply  technical  guidance  and 
to  continue  to  strengthen  its  civil  de- 
fense stockpile  of  medical,  engineering, 
and  related  supplies  and  equipment. 
This  work  must  go  forward  without  lag. 

V 

I  have  referred  to  the  inescapable  need 
for  economic  health  and  strength  if  we 
are  to  maintain  adequate  military  power 
and  exert  influential  leadership  for  peace 
in  the  world. 

Our  immediate  task  is  to  chart  a  fiscal 
and  economic  policy  that  can: 

First.  Reduce  the  planned  deficits  and 
then  balance  the  budget,  which  means, 
among  other  things,  reducing  Federal 
expenditures  to  the  safe  minimum  [ap- 
plause]; 

Second.  Meet  the  huge  costs  of  our 
defense; 

Third.  Properly  handle  the  burden  of 
our  Inheritance  of  debt  and  obligations; 

Fourth.  Check  the  menace  of  infla- 
tion; 

Fifth.  Work  toward  the  earliest  pos- 
sible reduction  of  the  tax  burden; 

Sixth.  Make  constructive  plans  to  en- 
courage the  initiative  of  our  citizens. 

It  is  important  that  all  of  us  under- 
stand that  this  administration  does  not 
and  cannot  begin  its  task  with  a  clean 
slate.  Much  already  has  been  written  on 
the  record,  beyond  our  power  quickly  to 
erase  or  to  amend.  This  record  includes 
oiu-  inherited  burden  of  indebtedness  and 
obligations  and  deficits. 

The  current  year's  budget,  as  you 
know,  carries  a  5.9  billion  dollar  deficit, 
and  the  budget  which  was  presented  to 
you  before  this  administration  took  of- 
fice. Indicates  a  budgetary  deficit  of  9.9 
billion  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1954.  The  national  debt  is  now  more 
than  365  billion  dollars.  In  addition,  the 
accumulated  obligational  authority  of 
the  Federal  Oovemment  for  future  pay- 
ment totals  over  80  billion  dollars.  Even 
this  amount  Is  exclusive  of  large  con- 
tingent liabilities,  so  numerous  and  ex- 
tenalTe  as  to  be  almost  beyond  descrip- 
tion. 


The  bills  for  the  payment  of  nearly  all 
of  the  80  billion  dollars  of  obligations 
will  be  presented  during  the  next  4  years. 
These  bills,  added  to  the  current  costs  of 
government  we  must  meet,  make  a 
formidable  burden. 

The  present  authorized  Government 
debt  limit  is  275  billion  dollars.  The 
forecast  presented  by  the  outgoing  ad- 
ministration with  the  fiscal  year  1954 
budget  indicates  that — before  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  year  and  at  the  peak  of  de- 
mand for  payments  during  that  year — 
the  total  Government  debt  may  approach 
and  even  exceed  that  limit.  Unless 
budgeted  deficits  are  checked,  the  mo- 
mentum of  past  programs  will  force  an 
increase  of  the  statutory  debt  limit. 

Permit  me  this  one  understatement: 
To  meet  and  correct  this  situation  will 
not  be  easy.  I  Laughter  and  applause! 
Permit  me  this  one  assurance:  Every 
Department  head  and  I  are  determined 
to  do  everything  we  can  to  resolve  it. 
[Applause.) 

The  first  order  of  business  is  the  elim- 
ination of  the  annual  deficit.  This 
cannot  be  achieved  merely  by  exhorta- 
tion. It  demands  the  concerted  action  of 
all  those  in  responsible  positions  in  the 
Government  and  the  earnest  cooperation 
of  the  Congress. 

Already,  we  have  begun  an  examina- 
tion of  the  appropriations  and  expendi- 
tures of  all  departments  in  an  effort  to 
find  significant  items  that  may  be  de- 
creased or  canceled  without  damage  to 
our  essential  requirements. 

Getting  control  of  the  budget  requires 
also  that  State  and  local  governments 
and  interested  groups  of  citizens  restrain 
themselves  in  their  demands  uf>on  the 
Congress.     [Applause.) 

A  balanced  budget  is  an  essential  first 
measure  in  checking  further  deprecia- 
tion in  the  buying  power  of  the  dollar. 
This  is  one  of  the  critical  steps  to  be 
taken  to  bring  an  end  to  planned  infla- 
tion. Our  purpose  is  to  manage  the 
Government's  finances  so  as  to  help  and 
not  hinder  each  family  in  balancing  its 
own  budget.     [Applause.! 

Reduction  of  taxes  will  be  justified 
only  as  we  show  we  can  succeed  in  bring- 
ing the  budget  under  control.  [Ap- 
plause! As  the  budget  is  balanced  and 
inflation  checked,  the  tax  burden  that  to- 
day stifles  initiative  can  and  must  be 
eased. 

Until  we  can  determine  the  extent  to 
which  expenditures  can  be  reduced,  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  reduce  our  revenues. 
[Applause.] 

Meanwhile,  the  tax  structure  as  a 
whole  demands  review.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  undertaking  this  study 
immediately.  We  must  develop  a  sys- 
tem of  taxation  which  will  Impose  the 
least  possible  obstacle  to  the  dynamic 
growth  of  the  country.  This  includes 
particularly  real  opportunity  for  the 
growth  of  small  businesses.  Many  read- 
justments in  existing  taxes  will  be  neces- 
sary to  serve  these  objectives  and  also  to 
remove  existing  inequities.  Clariflcation 
and  simplification  in  the  tax  laws  as  well 
as  the  regulations  will  be  undertaken. 

In  the  entire  area  of  fiscal  policy 

which  must,  in  its  varioiis  aspects,  be 
treated  in  recommendations  to  the  Con- 
gress in  coming  weeks— there  can  now  be 
stated  certain  basic  facts  and  principles. 


First  It  Is  axiomatic  that  our  economy 
Is  a  highly  complex  and  sensitive  mecha- 
nism. Hasty  and  ill-considered  action 
of  any  kind  could  seriously  upset  the 
subtle  equation  that  encompasses  debts, 
obligations,  expenditures,  defense  de- 
mands, deficits,  taxes,  and  the  general 
economic  health  of  the  Nation.  Our 
goals  can  be  clear,  our  start  toward  them 
can  be  immediate — but  action  must  be 
gradual. 

Second.  It  Is  clear  that  too  great  a  part 
of  the  national  debt  comes  due  in  too 
short  a  time.  The  Department  of  the 
Treasury  will  undertake — Indeed  has  un- 
dertaken— at  suitable  times  a  program  of 
extending  part  of  the  debt  over  longer 
periods  and  gradually  placing  greater 
amounts  in  the  hands  of  longer-term 
investors. 

Third.  Past  differences  In  policy-  be- 
tween the  Treasur>'  and  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board  have  helped  to  encourage 
inflation.  Henceforth,  I  expect  that 
their  single  punose  shall  be  to  serve  the 
whole  Nation  b^  policies  designed  to  sta- 
bilize the  economy  and  encourage  the 
free  play  of  oui  r^'^r' e's  genius  for  indi- 
vidual initiative      !  Applause.  ] 

In  encouraging  tnis  initiative,  no  single 
Ite.m  in  our  current  problems  has  re- 
ceived more  thoughtful  consideration  by 
my  associates,  and  by  the  many  indi- 
viduals called  into  our  counsels,  than  the 
matter  of  price  and  wage  control  by  law. 

The  great  economic  strength  of  our 
democracy  has  developed  in  an  atmos- 
phere of  freedom.  The  character  of  our 
people  resists  artificial  and  arbitrary 
controls  of  any  kind.  Direct  controls, 
except  those  on  credit,  deal  not  with  the 
real  causes  of  infiation  but  only  with 
its  symptoms.  In  times  of  national 
emergency,  this  kind  of  control  has  a  role 
to  play.  Our  whole  system,  however,  is 
based  upon  the  assumption  that,  nor- 
mally, we  should  combat  wide  fiuctua- 
tions  in  our  price  structure  by  relying 
largely  on  the  effective  u.se  of  sound  fiscal 
and  monetary  policy,  and  upon  the  nat- 
ural workings  of  economic  law. 

Moreover.  American  labor  and  Ameri- 
can business  can  best  resolve  their  wage 
problems  across  the  bargaining  table. 
I  Applause  1  Government  should  refrain 
from  sitting  in  with  them  unless,  in  ex- 
treme cases,  the  public  welfare  requires 
protection. 

We  r.re.  of  course,  living  In  an  Interna- 
tional situation  that  is  neither  an  emer- 
gency demanding  full  mobilization,  nor  is 
it  peace.  No  one  can  know  how  long  this 
condition  will  persist.  Consequently,  wo 
are  forced  to  learn  many  new  things  as 
we  go  along— clinging  to  what  works, 
discarding  what  does  not. 

In  all  our  current  discussions  on  these 
and  related  facts,  the  weight  of  evidence 
is  clearly  against  the  use  of  controls  In 
their  present  forms.  [Applause.!  They 
have  proved  largely  unsatisfactory  or 
unworkable.  They  have  not  prevented 
Infiation;  they  have  not  kept  down  the 
cost  of  living.  [Applause]  EMssatisf  ac- 
tion with  them  is  wholly  justified.  I  am 
convinced  that  now— as  well  as  In  the 
long  run— free  and  competitive  prices 
will  t)est  serve  the  interests  of  all  the 
people,  and  best  meet  the  changing, 
growing  needs  of  our  economy.  [Ap- 
plause.] 
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Accordingly,  I  do  not  intend  to  ask 
for  a  renewal  of  the  present  wage  and 
price  controls  on  April  30,  1953.  [Ap- 
plause.) In  the  meantime,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  eliminate  controls  in  an 
orderly  manner,  and  to  terminate 
.special  agencies  no  longer  needed  for 
this  punx)se.  (Applause.!  It  is  obvi- 
ously to  be  expected  that  the  removal 
of  these  controls  will  result  in  indi- 
vidual price  changes — some  will  move 
up.  .some  down.  But  a  maximum  of 
freedom  in  market  prices  as  well  as  in 
collective  bargaining  is  characteristic  of 
a  truly  free  people. 

I  believe  also  that  material  and  prod- 
uct controls  should  be  ended,  except 
with  respect  to  defense  priorities  and 
scarce  and  critical  items  essential  for 
our  defense.  I  shall  recommend  to  the 
Congress  that  legislation  be  enacted  to 
continue  authority  for  such  remaining 
controls  of  this  type  as  will  be  necessary 
after  the  expiration  of  the  existing 
statute  on  June  30,  1953. 

I  recommend  the  continuance  of  the 
authority  for  Federal  control  over  rents 
in  those  communities  in  which  serious 
housing  shortages  exist.  These  are 
chiefiy  the  so-called  defense  areas.  In 
the.se  and  all  areas,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  withdraw  from  the  control 
of  rents  as  soon  as  practicable.  But  lae- 
fore  they  are  removed  entirely,  each 
legislature  should  have  full  opportunity 
to  take  over,  within  Its  own  State,  re- 
sponsibility for  this  function.  [Ap- 
plause.! 

It  would  be  idle  to  pretend  that  all 
our  problems  in  this  whole  field  of 
prices  will  solve  themselves  by  mere 
Federal  withdrawal  from  direct  con- 
trols. 

We  shall  have  to  watch  trends  closely. 
If  the  freer  functioning  of  our  economic 
system,  as  well  as  the  indirect  controls 
which  can  be  appropriately  employed, 
prove  insufficient  during  this  period  of 
strain  and  tension,  I  shall  promptly  ask 
this  Congress  to  enact  such  legislation 
as  may  be  required. 

In  facing  all  these  problems — wages, 
prices,  production,  tax  rates,  fiscal 
policy,  deficits — everywhere  we  remain 
constantly  mindful  that  the  time  for 
sacrifice  has  not  ended.  But  we  are 
concerned  with  the  encouragement  of 
competitive  enterprise  and  individual 
initiative  precisely  loecause  we  know 
them  to  be  our  Nation's  abiding  sources 
of  strength. 

VI 

Our  vast  world  responsibility  accents 
with  urgency  our  people's  elemental  right 
to  a  Government  whose  clear  qualities 
are:  loyalty,  security,  eflflciency,  econ- 
omy, and  integrity. 

The  safety  of  America  and  the  trust 
of  the  people  alike  demand  that  the  per- 
sonnel of  the  Federal  Government  be 
loyal  in  their  motives  and  reliable  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties.  Only  a  com- 
bination of  both  loyalty  and  reliability 
promises  genuine  security. 

To  state  this  principle  is  easy :  to  apply 
It  can  be  difflcult.  But  this  security  we 
must  and  we  shall  have.  By  way  of  ex- 
ample, all  principal  new  appointees  to 
departments  and  agencies  have  been  in- 
vestigated at  their  own  request  by  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 


Confident  of  your  understanding  and 
cooperation.  I  know  that  the  primary  re- 
sponsibility for  keeping  out  the  disloyal 
and  the  dangerous  rests  squarely  upon 
the  executive  branch.  When  this  branch 
so  conducts  itself  as  to  require  policing 
by  another  branch  of  the  Government, 
it  invites  its  own  disorder  and  confusion. 
[Applause.] 

I  am  determined  to  meet  this  respon- 
sibility of  the  Executive.  The  heads  of 
all  executive  departments  and  agencies 
have  been  Instructed  to  initiate  at  once 
effective  programs  of  security  with  re- 
spect to  their  personnel.  The  Attorney 
General  will  advise  and  guide  the  de- 
partments and  agencies  in  the  shaping 
of  these  programs,  designed  at  once  to 
govern  the  employment  of  new  person- 
nel and  to  review  speedily  any  deroga- 
tory information  concerning  incumbent 
personnel. 

To  carry  out  these  programs,  I  believe 
that  the  powers  of  the  executive  branch 
under  existing  law  are  sufficient.  If  they 
should  prove  inadequate,  the  necessary 
legislation  will  be  requested. 

These  programs  will  be  both  fair  to 
the  rights  of  the  individual  and  effec- 
tive for  the  safety  of  the  Nation.  They 
will,  with  care  and  justice,  apply  the 
basic  principle  that  public  employment 
is  not  a  right  but,  a  privilege.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

All  these  measures  have  two  clear  pur- 
poses. Their  first  purpKJse  Is  to  make 
certain  that  this  Nation's  security  is  not 
jeopardized  by  false  servants.  Their 
second  purpose  Is  to  clear  the  atmos- 
phere of  that  unreasoned  suspicion  that 
accepts  rumor  and  gossip  as  substitutes 
for  evidence. 

Our  people,  of  course,  deserve  and  de- 
mand of  their  Federal  Government  more 
than  security  of  personnel.  They  de- 
mand, also,  efficient  and  logical  organi- 
zation, true  to  constitutional  principles. 

I  have  already  established  a  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Organization.  The 
Committee  is  using  as  its  point  of  de- 
parture the  reports  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission and  subsequent  studies  by  sev- 
eral independent  agencies.  To  achieve 
the  greater  efficiency  and  economy  which 
the  Committee  analyses  show  to  be  pos- 
sible, I  ask  the  Congress  to  extend  the 
present  Government  Reorganization  Act 
for  a  period  of  18  months  or  2  years  be- 
yond its  expiration  date  of  April  1,  1953. 

There  is  more  involved  here  than  re- 
alining  the  wheels  and  smoothing  the 
gears  of  administrative  machinery.  The 
Congress  rightfully  expects  the  Execu- 
tive to  take  the  initiative  in  discover- 
ing and  removing  outmoded  funcUons 
and  eliminating  duplication.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

One  agency,  for  example,  whose  head 
has  promised  early  and  vigorous  action 
to  provide  greater  efficiency  is  the  Post 
Office.  One  of  the  oldest  institutions  of 
our  Federal  Government,  its  service 
should  be  the  best.  [Applause.]  Its 
employees  should  merit  and  receive  the 
high  regard  and  esteem  of  the  citizens 
of  the  Nation.  There  are,  today,  in 
some  areas  of  the  postal  service,  both 
waste  and  Incompetence  to  be  cor- 
rected. With  cooperation  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  taking  advantage  of  Its  ac- 
cumulated experience  In  postal  affairs, 
the  Postmaster  General  will  institute  a 


program  directed  at  improving  service 
while  at  the  same  time  reducing  costs 
and  decreasing  deficits.     [Applause.] 

In  all  departments,  dedication  to  these 
basic  precepts  of  secxirity  and  efficiency. 
Integrity  and  economy  can  and  will  pro- 
duce an  administration  deserving  of  the 
trust  the  people  have  placed  in  it. 

Our  people  have  demanded  nothing 
less   than   good,    efficient    government. 
They  shall  get  nothing  less.    [Applause.] 
vn 

Vitally  Important  are  the  water  and 
minerals,  public  lands  and  standing  tim- 
ber, forage  and  wildlife  of  this  country. 
A  fast-growing  population  will  have  vast 
future  needs  in  these  resources.  We 
must  more  than  match  the  substantial 
achievements  In  the  half  century  since 
President  Theodore  Roosevelt  awakened 
the  Nation  to  the  problem  of  coiiser- 
vation. 

This  calls  for  a  strong  Federal  pro- 
gram in  the  field  of  resource  develop- 
ment. Its  major  projects  should  be 
timed,  wherever  possible,  to  assist  in  lev- 
eling off  peaks  and  valleys  in  our  eco- 
nomic life.  Soundly  plaimed  projects 
already  initiated  should  be  carried  out. 
New  ones  will  be  planned  for  the  future. 

The  best  natural  resources  program 
for  America  will  not  result  from  exclu- 
sive dependence  on  Federal  bureaucracy. 
It  will  involve  a  partnership  of  the  States 
and  local  communities,  private  citizens, 
and  the  Federal  Government,  all  work- 
ing together.  This  combined  effort  will 
advance  the  development  of  the  great 
river  valleys  of  our  Nation  and  the  power 
that  they  can  generate.  [Applause.] 
Likewise,  such  a  partnership  can  be  ef- 
fective in  the  expansion  throughout  the 
Nation  of  upstream  storage;  the  sound 
use  of  public  lands;  the  wise  conserva- 
tion of  minerals;  and  the  sustained  yield 
of  our  forests. 

There  has  been  much  crItlcIsmT  some 
of  it  apparently  justified,  of  the  confu- 
sion resulting  from  overlapping  Federal 
activities  in  this  entire  field  of  resource 
conservation.  This  matter  Is  being  ex- 
haustively studied  and  appropriate  re- 
organization plans  will  be  developed. 

Most  of  these  particular  resource  prob- 
lems pertain  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  Another  of  its  major  concerns 
is  our  country's  Island  possessions.  Here, 
one  matter  deserves  attention.  The  plat- 
forms of  both  political  parties  promised 
Immediate  statehood  to  Hawaii.  The 
people  of  that  Territory  have  earned  that 
status.  Statehood  should  be  granted 
promptly  with  the  first  election  sched- 
uled for  1954.  [Applause.] 
vni 

One  of  the  difflcult  problems  which 
faces  the  new  administration  Is  that  of 
the  slow.  Irregular  decline  of  farm  prices. 
This  decline,  which  has  been  going  on 
for  almost  2  years,  has  occurred  at  a 
time  when  most  nonfarm  prices  and 
farm  costs  of  production  are  extraordi- 
narily iiigh. 

Present  agricultural  legislation  pro- 
vides for  the  mandatory  support  of  the 
prices  of  basic  farm  commodities  at  90 
percent  of  parity.  The  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture and  his  associates  will,  of 
course,  execute  the  present  act  faithfully 
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and  thereby  seek  to  mitigate  the  conse- 
quences of  the  downturn  in  farm  income. 
[Applause.] 

This  price-support  legislation  will  ex- 
pire at  the  end  of  1954. 

80  we  should  begin  now  to  consider 
what  farm  legislation  we  should  develop 
for  1955  and  beyond.  Our  aim  should 
be  economic  stability  and  full  parity  of 
Income  for  American  fanners.  [Ap- 
plause.] But  we  must  seek  this  goal  in 
ways  that  minimize  governmental  inter- 
ference in  the  farmers'  aflTairs.  that  per- 
mit desirable  shifts  in  production,  and 
that  encourage  farmers  themselves  to  use 
Initiative  in  meeting  changing  economic 
conditions. 

A  continuing  study  reveals  nothing 
more  emphatic  than  the  complicated 
nature  of  this  subject.  Among  other 
things,  it  shows  that  the  prosperity  of 
our  agriculture  depends  directly  upon  the 
prosperity  of  the  whole  country — upon 
the  purchasing  power  of  American  con- 
sxmiers.  It  depends  upon  the  oppor- 
timlty  to  ship  abroad  large  surpluses  of 
particular  commodities,  and  therefore 
upon  sound  economic  relationships  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  many  for- 
eign countries.  It  involves  research  and 
scientlflc  investigation,  conducted  on  an 
extensive  scale.  It  involves  special  credit 
mechanisms  and  marketing,  rural  elec- 
trification, soil  conservation,  ard  other 
programs. 

The  whole  complex  of  agricultural  pro- 
grams and  policies  will  be  studied  by  a 
Special  Agrlciiltural  Advisory  Commis- 
sion, as  I  know  it  will  be  by  appropriate 
committees  of  the  Congress.  A  nonparti- 
san group  of  respected  authorities  in  the 
field  of  agriculture  has  already  been  ap- 
pointed as  an  interim  advisory  group. 

The  Immediate  changes  needed  in  agri- 
cultural programs  are  largely  budgetary 
and  administrative  in  nature.  New  poli- 
cies and  new  programs  must  await  the 
completion  of  the  far-reaching  studies 
which  have  already  been  launched. 
re 

The  determination  of  labor  policy 
must  be  governed  not  by  the  vagaries  of 
poUtical  expediency  but  by  the  firmest 
principles  and  convictions.  Slanted  par- 
tisan appeals  to  American  workers, 
spoken  as  if  they  were  a  group  apart, 
necessitating  a  special  language  and 
treatment,  are  an  affront  to  the  fullness 
of  their  dignity  as  American  citizens. 
[Applause.] 

The  truth  In  matters  of  labor  policy 
has  become  obscured  in  controversy.  The 
very  meaning  of  economic  freedom  as  it 
affects  labor  has  become  confused.  This 
misunderstanding  has  provided  a  climate 
of  opinion  favoring  the  growth  of  govern- 
mental paternalism  in  labor  relations. 
This  tendency,  if  left  uncorrected,  could 
end  only  by  producing  a  bureaucratic 
despotism.  £:conomic  freedom  is,  in  fact, 
the  requisite  of  greater  prosperity  for 
every  American  who  earns  his  own  liv- 
ing. 

In  the  field  of  labor  legislation,  only 
a  law  that  merits  the  respect  and  sup- 
port of  both  labor  and  management  can 
help  reduce  the  loss  of  wages  and  of  pro- 
duction through  strikes  and  stoppages, 
and  thus  add  to  the  total  economic 
"" ,  of  the  Nation. 
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We  have  now  had  5  years*  experience 
with  the  Labor  Management  Act  of  1947. 
commonly  known  as  the  Taft-Hartley 
law.  That  experience  has  shown  the 
need  for  some  corrective  action,  and  we 
should  promptly  proceed  to  amend  that 
act. 

I  know  that  the  Congress  Is  already 
proceeding  with  renewed  studies  of  this 
subject.  Meanwhile,  the  Department  of 
Labor  is  at  once  beginning  work  to  de- 
vise further  specific  "recommendations 
for  your  consideration. 

In  the  careful  working  out  of  legisla- 
tion, I  know  you  will  give  thoughtful 
consideration — as  will  we  in  the  execu- 
tive branch — to  the  views  of  labor,  of 
management,  and  of  the  general  public. 
In  this  process,  it  is  only  human  that  each 
of  us  should  bring  forward  the  argument 
of  self-interest.  But  if  all  conduct  their 
arguments  in  the  overpowering  light  of 
national  interest — which  is  enlightened 
self-interest— we  shall  get  the  right 
answers.  [Applause.]  I  profoundly 
hope  that  every  citizen  of  our  country 
will  follow  with  understanding  your 
progress  in  this  work.  The  welfare  of  us 
all  is  involved. 

Especially  must  we  remember  that  the 
Institutions  of  trade  unionism  and  col- 
lective bargaining  are  monuments  to  the 
freedom  that  must  prevail  in  our  indus- 
trial life.  They  have  a  century  of  hon- 
orable achievement  behind  them.  Our 
faith  in  them  is  proven,  firm,  and  final. 
Government  can  do  a  great  deal  to  aid 
the  settlement  of  labor  disputes  without 
allowing  itself  to  be  employed  as  an  ally 
of  either  side.  Its  proper  role  in  Indus- 
trial  strife  is  to  encourage  the  processes 
of  mediation  and  conciliation.  These 
processes  can  successfully  be  directed 
only  by  a  government  free  from  the  taint 
of  any  suspicion  that  it  is  partial  or  puni- 
tive.    1  Applause.  1 

The  administration  Intends  to 
strengthen  and  to  improve  the  services 
which  the  Department  of  Labor  can  ren- 
der to  the  worker  and  to  the  whole  na- 
tional community.  This  Department 
was  created — just  40  years  ago— to  sei-ve 
the  entire  Nation.  It  must  aid,  for  ex- 
ample, employers  and  employees  alike  in 
improving  training  programs  that  will 
develop  skilled  and  competent  workers. 
It  must  enjoy  the  confidence  and  respect 
of  labor  and  industry  in  order  to  play  a 
significant  role  in  the  planning  of 
America's  economic  future.  To  that  end. 
I  am  authorizing  the  Department  of  La- 
bor to  establish  promptly  a  tripartite  ad- 
visory committee  consisting  of  repre- 
sentatives of  employers,  labor,  and  the 
public. 

X 

Our  civil  and  social  rights  form  a  cen- 
tral part  of  the  heritage  we  are  striv- 
ing to  defend  on  all  fronts  and  with  all 
our  strength. 

I  believe  with  all  my  heart  that  our 
vigilant  guarding  of  these  rights  is  a 
sacred  obligation  binding  upon  every  cit- 
izen. To  be  true  to  ones  own  freedom 
is,  in  essence,  to  honor  and  respect  the 
freedom  of  all  others. 

A  cardinal  ideal  in  this  heritage  we 
cherish  is  the  equality  of  rights  of  all 
citizens  of  every  race  and  color  and 
creed. 


We  know  that  discrimination  against 
minorities  persists  despite  our  allegiance 
to  this  ideal.  Such  discrimination — con- 
fined to  no  one  section  of  the  Nation — is 
but  the  outward  testimony  to  the  persist- 
ence of  distrust  and  of  fear  in  the  hearts 
of  men. 

This  fact  makes  all  the  more  vital  the 
fighting  of  these  wrongs  by  each  individ- 
ual, in  every  station  of  life,  in  his  every 
deed. 

Much  of  the  answer  lies  In  the  power  of 
fact,  fully  publicized;  of  persuasion,  hon- 
estly pressed:  and  of  conscience,  justly 
aroused.  These  are  methods  familiar  to 
our  way  of  life,  tested  and  proven  wise. 

I  propose  to  use  whatever  authority 
exists  in  the  office  of  the  President  to  end 
segregation  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  Federal  Government,  and 
any  segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
[Applause! 

Here  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  seri- 
ous attention  should  be  gi'  »n  to  the  pro- 
posal to  develop  and  10  authorize, 
through  legislation,  a  system  to  provide 
an  effective  voice  in  local  self-govern- 
ment. While  consideration  of  this  pro- 
ceeds. I  recommend  an  immediate  in- 
crease of  two  in  the  number  of  District 
Commissioners  to  broaden  representa- 
tion of  all  elements  in  our  local  popula- 
tion. This  will  be  a  first  step  toward  in- 
suring that  this  Capital  provide  an  hon- 
ored example  to  all  communities  of  our 
Nation. 

In  this  manner,  and  by  the  leadership 
of  the  office  of  the  President  exercised 
through  friendly  conferences  with  those 
in  authority  in  our  States  and  cities,  we 
e.xpect  to  make  true  and  rapid  progress 
in  civil  rights  and  equality  of  employ- 
ment opportunity. 

There  i.s  one  sphere  in  which  civil 
rights  are  inevitably  involved  in  Federal 
legislation.  This  is  the  sphere  of  immi- 
gration. 

It  is  a  manifest  ripht  of  our  Govern- 
ment to  limit  the  number  of  immigrants 
our  Nation  can  absorb.  It  is  also  a  man- 
ifest right  of  our  Government  to  set  rea- 
sonable requirements  on  the  character 
and  the  numbers  of  the  people  who  come 
to  share  our  land  and  our  freedom. 

It  is  well  for  us,  however,  to  remind 
ourselves  occasionally  of  an  equally  man- 
ifest fact:  We  are— one  and  all— immi- 
grants or  the  sons  and  daughters  of  im- 
migrants.    1  Applause.] 

Existing  legislation  contains  injustices. 
It  does,  in  fact,  discriminate.  I  am  in- 
formed by  Mcmbci-s  of  the  Congress  that 
it  was  realized  at  the  time  of  its  enact- 
ment that  future  study  of  the  proper 
basis  of  determining  quotas  would  be 
necessary. 

I  am  therefore  requesting  the  Con- 
gres-s  to  review  this  legislation  and  to 
enact  a  statute  which  will  at  one  and  the 
same  time  guard  our  legitimate  national 
interests  and  be  faithful  to  our  basic 
ideas  of  freedom  and  fairness  to  all. 

In  another  but  related  area— that  of 
social  rights — we  see  most  clearly  the 
new  application  of  old  ideas  of  freedom. 

This  administration  is  profoundly 
aware  of  two  great  needs  born  of  our  liv- 
ing in  a  complex  industrial  econemy. 
First,  the  individual  citizen  must  have 
safeguards  against  personal  disaster  in- 
flicted by  forces  beyond  his  control. 
Second,  the  welfare  of  the  people  de- 
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mands  effective  and  economical  per- 
formance by  the  Government  of  certain 
indispensable  social  services. 

In  the  light  of  this  responsibility  cer- 
tain general  purposes  and  certain  con- 
crete measures  are  plamiy  indicated  now. 

There  is  urgent  need  for  greater  effec- 
tiveness in  our  programs,  both  public 
and  private,  offering  safeguards  against 
the  privations  that  too  often  come  with 
unemployment,  old  age,  illness,  and  ac- 
cident. The  provisions  of  the  old-age 
and  survivors'  insurance  law  should 
promptly  be  extended  to  cover  millions 
of  citizens  who  have  been  left  out  of  the 
social  security  system.  No  less  impor- 
tant is  the  encouragement  of  privately 
sponsored  pension  plans.  Most  Impor- 
tant of  all,  of  course,  is  renewed  effort  to 
check  the  inflation  which  destroys  so 
much  of  the  value  of  all  social -security 
payments. 

Our  school  system  demands  some 
prompt,  effective  help.  During  each  of 
the  last  2  years,  more  than  Hi  million 
children  have  swelled  the  elementary 
and  secondary  school  population  of  the 
country.  Generally,  the  school  popula- 
tion is  proportionately  higher  in  States 
with  low  per  capita  Income.  This  whole 
situation  calls  for  careful  congressional 
study  and  action.  I  am  sure  you 
share  my  conviction  that  the  firm  con- 
ditions of  Federal  aid  must  be  proved 
need  and  proved  lack  of  local  income. 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  de- 
mands special  attention.  The  school 
population  of  many  districts  has  been 
greatly  increased  by  the  swift  growth  of 
defense  activities.  These  activities  have 
added  little  or  nothing  to  the  tax  re- 
sources of  the  communities  affected. 
Legislation  aiding  construction  of 
schools  in  these  districts  expires  on  June 
20.  This  law  should  be  renewed;  and, 
likewise,  the  partial  pajTnents  for  cur- 
rent operating  expenses  for  these  partic- 
ular school  districts  should  be  made,  in- 
cluding the  deficiency  requirement  of 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

Public  interest  similarly  demands  one 
prompt  specific  action  in  protection  of 
the  general  consumer.  The  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  should  be  author- 
ized to  continue  its  established  and 
necessary  program  of  factory  inspec- 
tions. The  invalidation  of  these  inspec- 
tions by  the  Supreme  Court  of  December 
8.  1952,  was  based  solely  on  the  fact  that 
the  present  law  contains  inconsistent 
and  unclear  provisions.  These  should 
be  promptly  corrected. 

I  am  well  aware  that  beyond  these  few 
Immediate  measures  there  remains  much 
to  loe  done.  The  health  and  housing 
needs  of  our  people  call  for  intelligently 
planned  programs.  Involved  are  the 
solvency  of  the  whole  security  system; 
and  its  guarding  against  exploitation  by 
the  irresE>onsible. 

To  bring  clear  purpose  and  orderly 
procedure  into  this  field,  I  anticipate  a 
thorough  study  of  the  proper  relation- 
ship among  Federal,  State,  and  local 
programs.  I  shall  shortly  send  you  spe- 
cific recommendations  for  establishing 
an  appropriate  commission;  together 
with  a  reorganization  plan  defining  new 
administrative    statusr  for   all   Federal 
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activities  In  health,  education,  and  social 
security. 

I  repeat  that  there  are  many  impor- 
tant subjects  of  which  I  make  no  mention 
today.  Among  these  is  our  great  and 
growing  body  of  veterans.  America  has 
traditionally  been  generous  in  caring  for 
the  disabled — and  the  widow  and  the 
orphan  of  the  fallen.  These  millions  re- 
main close  to  all  our  hearts.  Proper 
care  of  our  uniformed  citizens  and  ap- 
preciation of  the  past  service  of  our  vet- 
erans are  part  of  our  accepted  govern- 
mental responsibilities. 

XI 

We  have  surveyed  briefly  some  prob- 
lems of  our  people  and  a  portion  of  the 
tasks  before  us. 

The  hope  of  freedom  itself  depends. 
In  real  measure,  upon  our  strength,  our 
heart,  and  our  wisdom. 

We  must  be  strong  in  arms.  We  must 
be  strong  in  the  source  of  all  our  arma- 
ment— our  productivity.  We  all — work- 
ers and  farmers,  foremen  and  financiers, 
technicians  and  builders — all  must  pro- 
duce, produce  more,  and  produce  yet 
more. 

We  must  be  strong,  above  all.  in  the 
spiritual  resourcer.  upon  which  all  eke 
depends.  We  must  be  devoted  with  all 
our  heart  to  the  values  we  defend.  We 
must  know  that  each  of  these  values  and 
virtues  applies  with  equal  force  at  the 
ends  of  the  earth  and  in  our  relations 
with  our  neighbor  next  door.  We  must 
know  that  freedom  expresses  itself  with 
equal  eloquence  In  the  right  of  workers 
to  strike  in  the  nearby  factory — and  in 
the  yearnings  and  sufferings  of  the  peo- 
ples of  Eastern  Europe. 

As  our  heart  summons  our  strength, 
our  wisdom  must  direct  it. 

There  is — in  world  affairs — a  steady 
course  to  be  followed  between  an  asser- 
tion of  strength  that  is  truculent  and 
a  confession  of  helplessness  that  is  cow- 
ardly. 

There  is — in  our  affairs  at  home — a 
middle  way  between  untrammeled  free- 
dom of  the  individual  and  the  demands 
for  the  welfare  of  the  whole  Nation. 
This  way  must  avoid  government  by  bu- 
reaucracy as  carefully  as  it  avoids  neglect 
of  the  helpless. 

In  every  area  of  political  action,  free 
men  must  think  before  they  can  expect 
to  win. 

In  this  spirit  must  we  live  and  labor: 
Confident  of  our  strength,  compassionate 
in  our  heart,  clear  in  our  mind. 

In  this  spirit,  let  us  together  turn  to 
the  great  tasks  before  us. 

Thank  you  very  much  ladies  and  gen- 
tlemen. [Applause,  the  Members  ris- 
ing] 

At  1  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m., 
the  President,  accompanied  by  the  com- 
mittee of  escort,  retired  from  the  Hall 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Doorkeeper  escorted  the  invited 
guests  from  the  Chamber  in  the  follow- 
ing order: 

The  Ambassadors,  Ministers,  and 
Charge  d'Affaires  of  foreign  govern- 
ments. 

The  members  of  the  President's  Cab- 
inet. 


JOINT  SESSION  DISSOLVED 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  declares 
the  joint  session  of  the  two  Houses  now 
dissolved. 

Thereupon  (at  1  o'clock  and  35  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Joint  session  of  the  two 
Houses  was  dissolved. 

The  Members  of  the  Senate  retired 
to  their  Chamber. 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  JOINT  SESSION 
ORDERED  PRINTED 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  message  of  the  President  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  and  or- 
dered printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  LUCAS  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  tomorrow 
for  5  minutes,  following  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


TERCENTENARY  OF  NEW  YORK 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  is 
the  tercentenary  of  the  establishment 
of  the  city  of  New  York  on  February  2. 
1653.  It  is  a  good  day  to  sF>eak  some 
truths  about  my  native  city.  Too  often 
here  and  elsewhere  the  significance  of 
this  greatest  of  our  own  and  the  world's 
cities  has  been  written  down  as  some 
province  fenced  off  from  the  rest  of  our 
country  by  a  different  way  of  life  and 
point  of  view,  peopled  by  citizens  not 
quite  American  by  reason  of  background 
and  ideology  and  living  in  a  stew  of 
municipal  corruption.  We  have  our 
share  of  troubles  but  these  are  careless 
thoughts  irreverent  of  the  majesty  of 
New  York  and  of  the  8,000,000  patriotic 
and  essentially  religious  Americans  who 
are  the  New  Yorkers.  For  this  mighty 
and  magnificent  city  is  not  alone  un- 
paralleled in  the  physical  aspects  of  its 
gleaming  man-made  pinnacles  but  is  the 
very  expression  of  the  modernity,  the 
drive,  the  creativeness,  and  the  adven- 
ture of  our  coimtry.  More  people  live 
in  New  York  than  in  all  of  Arizona,  Dela- 
ware, Idaho,  Maine,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Mexico,  North  and 
South  Dakota,  Rhode  Island,  Utah.  Ver- 
mont, and  Wyoming.  New  Yoric  City 
gave  1,000,000  young  men  and  women 
to  our  Armed  Forces  in  World  War  n. 
New  York  City  is  a  vital  element  in  what 
makes  our  country  strong  in  body.  mind, 
and  spirit.  Let  us  make  a  resolve  on 
this  tercentenary  day  to  learn  to  know 
New  York  and  to  be  proud  of  her  as  our 
queen  of  cities  and  a  national  treasxn^. 
And  I  predict  that  to  learn  to  know  ber 
with  sympathy  and  pride  will  be  to  learn 
to  love  her. 
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I  am  today  Iiisertlng  In  the  Appendix 
from  a  special  issue  of  the  New  York 
Times  magazine,  published  Sunday.  Feb- 
ruary 1.  an  article  on  the  history  of 
New  York  City  since  its  founding  300 
years  ago  by  Meyer  Berger;  an  article 
on  New  York  as  it  compares  with  other 
cities,  entitled  "Rivals:  A  Vote  for  New 
York"  by  R.  L.  Duffus;  and  finally  an 
article  on  the  staggering  statistics  about 
New  York  by  Gilbert  Millstein. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MASON  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30  min- 
utes on  Monday  next,  following  the 
legislative  business  of  the  day  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


SECRET  YALTA  PACT  AND  THE 
PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  and  to 
Include  a  resolution  pertaining  to  Yalta 
Introduced  by  me  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  President  Eisenhower's  state  of 
the  Union  message  rings  with  long  over- 
due confidence  in  the  natural  strength 
of  America. 

It  puts  faith  in  the  people  and  not  in 
the  planners.  It  is  a  challenge  to  all 
citizens  of  good  will  to  rededicate  our- 
selves to  the  ideals  of  our  forefathers. 

The  President's  speech  will  give  the 
Kremlin  gang  deep  dismay.  From  it 
they  know  that  their  dream  that  the 
American  economy  will  sink  into  the 
slough  of  socialism  will  simply  not  come 
true.  It  lets  them  know  that  we  do  not 
acquiesce  in  the  Communist  conquest  of 
China  and  Eastern  Europe  which,  if  they 
can  consolidate,  would  give  them  a  pool 
of  manpower  and  natural  resources  to 
carry  out  their  plan  of  world-wide 
domination.  It  denounces  the  secret 
Yalta  agreement  which  was  never  rati- 
fied by  Congress  or  the  American  people 
and  which  gave  Stalin  a  seemingly  legal 
strangle  hold  on  his  criminal  gains. 

The  Yalta  agreement  violated  the  sov- 
ereign rights  of  Poland  and  China  with- 
out the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the 
Polish  or  Chinese  people.  It  gave  Stalin 
a  strategic  hold  on  Asia  and  Eastern 
Europe  that  has  enabled  him  to  keep  the 
initiative  in  the  cold  war.  By  reversing 
the  process  of  the  Yalta  agreement  and 
by  permitting  the  forces  of  freedom  of 
Poland  and  China  to  be  reborn,  we  will 
seize  the  initiative  from  the  Communists 
and  win  the  cold  war.  The  Communist 
conspiracy  cannot  be  contained,  it  can- 
not be  negotiated  with.  No  sound  agree- 
ment can  ever  be  entered  into  with  it. 
The  Communist  conspiracy  must  ulti- 
mately be  defeated.  This  is  the  surest 
road  to  permanent  peace. 

For  this  reason,  I  have  introduced  to- 
day a  resolution  declaring  the  Yalta 
agreement  null  and  void  and  not  bind- 
ing on  the  United  States.    I  wish  to  in- 


clude with  my  remarks  the  text  of  the 

resolution  as  follows: 

Hoiue  Joint  Resolution  162 

Joint  resolution  declaring  the  Yalta  agree- 
ment null  and  void  and  not  binding  ou  t^e 
United  States 

Whereas  the  private  atrreement  signed  at 
Yalta.  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics, 
on  February  11,  1945.  by  J.  Stalin.  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt,  and  Winston  S.  Churchill,  rep- 
resents a  denial  of  the  principles  of  national 
freedom  and  self-government,  as  expressed 
In  the  North  Atlantic  Charter  and  our  own 
Declaration  of  Independence,  which  prin- 
ciples have  always  been  cherished  by  the 
American  people  and  for  which  millions 
fought  In  World  War  II;   and 

Whereas  the  Yalta  agreement  was  not  legal 
or  binding  on  the  United  States  since  It  was 
signed  by  Mr.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  as  an 
individual  and  was  not  signed  by  him  In  his 
otBcial  capacity  as  President  of  the  United 
State.s;  nor  was  the  agreement  approved  by 
the  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  as  Is  required 
of  any  political  agreement  jnder  section  2 
of  article  II  of  the  United  fitates  Constitu- 
tion: and 

Whereas  under  the  Yalta  agreement,  Mr. 
Roosevelt  attempted  to  commit  the  United 
States  to  an  Infringement  cf  the  sovereign 
rights  of  Poland  and  cf  tue  Republic  of 
China  by  attempting  to  maki  concessions  to 
the  Soviets  at  their  expense.  In  violation  of 
treaties  and  of  the  natural  law  Itself,  and 

Whereas,  speciflcaUy,  the  Yalta  agreement 
attempted  to  sanction  Soviet  domination  of 
eastern  Europe  and  east  Asu.  the  betrayal 
of  Poland  and  the  mutilation  of  Its  natural 
boundaries,  the  transfer  cf  the  national 
allegiance  of  millions  of  pe-sons  without 
plebiscite  or  other  recognition  of  their  rights 
to  self-determination,  and  thf  uprooting  of 
other  millions  of  persDn.s;  anc 

Whereas  the  Yalta  asreemei  t  violated  the 
national  sovereign  rights  of  t)>e  Republic  of 
China  by  attempting  to  grant  .errltorlai  con- 
cessions to  the  Soviets  and  a  preferred  posi- 
tion in  Manchuria,  the  richest  and  most  in- 
dustrialucd  area  of  China,  in  violation  of  the 
Nine-Power  Treaty  of  February  6.  1922,  and 
the  Sino-Soviet  Treaty  of  1924;  and 

Whereas  under  the  Yalta  agreement  Mr. 
Roosevelt  agreed  to  take  measures  on  the 
advice  of  Marshal  Stalin,  a  foreign  despot, 
to  obtain  the  concurrence  in  the  agreement 
of  Generalissimo  Chiang  Kai-shek,  an  obliga- 
tion beyond  his  power  or  rit;ht  as  President 
of  the  United  States  or  as  a  private  Individ- 
ual  to  perform:    and 

Whereas  J.  Stalin,  a  party  to  the  Yalta 
agreement,  has  consistently  disregarded  the 
provisions  of  the  agreement  which  he  has 
found  inconvenient  to  honor,  IncluUlnj  the 
provisl.jn  for  free  and  unfettered  elecUor.s 
In  dismembered  Poland  and  the  provlsl.ms 
for  treating  Germany  as  an  economic  unit 
and  for  encouraging  free  political  parties  in 
Germany:   and 

Whereas  the  Soviets  under  the  direction 
of  J.  Stalin,  has  also  forcibly  Interfered  in 
the  Internal  affairs  of  Albania.  Bulgaria, 
Czechoslovakia,  Hungary,  Rumania,  and 
Yugoslavia,  thus  making  it  Impossible  for 
the  respective  peoples  of  such  nations  to  hold 
free  elections  to  form  governments  of  their 
own  choice;   and 

Whereas  the  denial  by  the  United  States 
of  the  validity  of  the  Yalta  agreement  for 
the  above  reasons  will  reemphaslze  to  the 
peoples  of  the  world  the  adherence  of  the 
United  States  to  the  principles  of  the  At- 
lantic Charter  and  our  own  Delcaration  of 
Independence,  and  will  serve  to  give  hope 
to  the  subjugated  peoples  of  the  world 
through  the  knowledge  that  the  United 
States  Is  mindful  of  their  desire  to  achieve 
Independence  and  self-government:  There- 
fore be  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  private  agreement 
signed  at   Yalta.   Union  of  Soviet   Socialist 


Republics,  In  February.  1945.  Is  hereby  de- 
clared to  be  null  and  void  and  of  no  blading 
force  whatsoever  on  the  United  States. 


THE   PRESIDENT'S    STATE   OP   THE 
UNION  ADDRESS 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Ricord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  measured  up  today.  He 
was  at  his  best.  In  my  29  years  on 
CapitQj  Hill  I  have  never  heard  a  more 
dynamic  and  forthnyht  address  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

When  I  was  in  Korea  last  \nril  I  ras 
appalled  at  what  I  saw.  Most  of  the 
fighting  and  dying  on  our  side  wm  by 
American  boys  and  ROK  troops.  Later  I 
saw  on  Formosa  the  Nationalist  Chinese 
soldiers  making  up  the  largest  Asiatic 
anti-Communist  army  in  the  world. 
While  we  had  a  mi.ssion  of  400  American 
ofTicers  training  them  they  had  been  neu- 
tralized as  combatants  by  our  Govern- 
ment. They  were  anxious  to  regain  their 
mainland  where  so  many  of  their  loved 
ones  were  active  in  the  underground.  I 
wondered  how  long  these  good-looking. 
healthy  men  could  be  held  together. 
Why.  I  asked  publicly,  could  they  not 
help  relieve  the  pressure  on  our  men  in 
the  heartbreak  ridges  of  Korea? 

I  am  «Iad  the  President  has  instituted 
po.sitivc  action  to  remedy  the  stalemate. 

For  years  I  have  urged  governmental 
action  to  repudiate  the  infamous  Yalta 
agreements  .«:ellinK  the  liberty-loving 
people  of  Poland  down  the  river,  and  I 
am  prei;ared  to  vote  now  on  a  proper 
resolution  to  this  end. 

Since  President  Truman  reported  to 
the  Congrcs.s  the  fust  atomic  explosions 
in  the  .^o-.ict  Union  I  have  insisted  that 
we  in  Washington  have  been  most  re- 
mits in  our  appraisal  of  civil  defense 
needs.  There  are  too  many  among  us 
wlio  hold  "It  ju.st  cannot  happen  here" 
or,  ii  it  could,  "there  is  nothing  that  can 
be  done  about  it."  I  am  pleased  that 
Pre.sident  Ei.senhower  senses  the  danger 
and  means  to  do  something  about  it. 

For  .some  time  I  have  known  that  bet- 
ter mail  .'service  to  the  people  of  the 
United  State.s  was  clo.'^e  to  the  hearts  of 
our  new  President  and  his  Postmaster 
General,  Arthur  E.  Summerfield.  I  have 
contended  that  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment has  become  outmoded  and  archaic. 
It  was  only  yesterday  that  an  irate 
patron  wrote  me  that  to  him  at  least  an 
improved  mail  fervice  meant  more  than 
a  moderate  reduction  in  taxes.  He  said 
he  was  the  father  of  a  lad  fighting  in 
Korea. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Forrester  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Wainwright  and  to  include  an  ar- 
ticle prepared  by  William  C.  McCollom. 
sheriff  of  Suffolk  County 
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Mr.  Ctntns  of  Missouri  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hillings  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Javits  in  four  Instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Tribime. 

Mr.  Oliver  P.  Bolton  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  LrCoifPTE  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Pelly  and  to  Include  a  letter  and 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  WicGLESwoRTH  and  to  include  a 
letter. 

Mr.  D'EwART  in  two  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Cederberg  and  to  include  three 
resolutions  and  a  letter. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  in  two 
instances  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Price  In  two  Instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Philbim  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Carnahar  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BoGCS. 

Mr.  SiiiJiNSKi  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  In  two 
Instances. 

Mr.  Gordon  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Feichan  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  articles. 

Mr.  HoLiriELD  in  five  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  RoDiNo  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
RoDiNO)  in  five  instances  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  POACE  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  MoLLOHAN  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Thornberry  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Addonizio  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  DoYLE  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Hacen  of  Minnesota  In  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly <  at  1  o'clock  and  42  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tues- 
day, February  3,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker  s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

412.  A  letter  from  the  president.  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Co.,  transmitting  the  report 
of  the  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  lor  the 


year  ended  December  81.  1952.  as  required 
by  an  act  of  Oongress,  approTed  March  2. 
1907;  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

413.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  legislation  entiUed  "A  blU  to  au- 
thorize the  furnlslilng  of  information  and 
civilian  education  personnel  for  personnel 
In  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," and  a  sectional  analysis  thereof;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

414.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  District 
of  Columbia  Armory  Board,  transmitting  the 
Fifth  Annual  Report  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Armory  Board,  pursuant  to  section 
10,  Public  Law  605.  and  act  of  June  4,  1948; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

415.  A  letter  from  the  president.  Capital 
Transit  Co.,  transmitting  a  report  covering 
the  operations  of  Capital  Transit  Co.  for  the 
calendar  year  1952.  with  balance  sheet  as  of 
December  31,  1952.  pursuant  to  section  10 
of  an  act  of  Congress  approved  June  10. 
1896,  and  paragraph  14  of  section  8  of  an 
act  of  Congress  approved  March  4,  1913  (Pub- 
lic 435);  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

416.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  tJnlted  States  transmitting  a  re- 
port with  reference  to  Illegal  expenditures 
made  by  the  Department  of  the  Navy  In  con- 
nection with  the  suit  brought  by  the  United 
States  against  Fallbrook  public  utility  dis- 
trict, and  others.  In  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia. Southern  Division;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 

417.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the 
advisability  of  making  a  special  audit  of 
the  corporations  and  lending  agencies  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  of  the  close 
of  business  Januarj-  31,  1953;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

418.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  synthetic  liquid  fuels  for  the 
calendar  year  1952,  pursuant  to  the  Syn- 
thetic Liquid  Fuels  Act  of  April  5,  1944  (30 
U.  S.  C.  321-325  as  amended);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

419.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  transmitting 
the  Sixty-sixth  Annual  Report  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

420.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Pacific 
Marine  Fisheries  Commission,  transmitting 
the  Fifth  Annual  Report  of  the  Pacific  Ma- 
rine Fisheries  Commission  for  the  year  1952, 
pursuant  to  section  2  of  Public  Law  232, 
Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

421.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro- 
posed blU  entitled  "A  bill  to  require  that 
merchant  seamen  be  able  to  understand  or- 
ders given  m  the  English  language,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 

422.  A  letter  from  the  president,  Washing- 
ton Gas  Light  Co.,  transmitting  a  statement 
of  business  of  the  Washington  Gas  Light 
Co..  together  with  a  list  of  stockholders.  ,for 
the  year  ended  December  31,  1952,  ptirsuant 
to  chapter  2510  of  the  act  of  Congress  ap- 
proved March  2,  1907  (34  Stat.  1133);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

423.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  administration  of  ftinctlons 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1952,  pur- 
suant to  section  212  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

424.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  transmltttng 
copies  of  certain  final  valuations  of  prop- 
erties ol  carriers,  pursuant  to  section  19a 


of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

425.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting  a 
report  on  backlog  of  pending  applications 
and  hearing  cases  in  the  Federal  Commu- 
nications Commission  as  of  December  31, 
1952,  pursuant  to  section  5  (e)  of  the  Com- 
munications Act,  as  amended,  July  16,  1952, 
by  Public  Law  664;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce. 

426.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro- 
posed bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to 
Frederick  W.  Lee  the  right,  title,  and  in- 
terest of  the  United  States  in  and  to  a  cer- 
tain Invention";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan :  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  H.  R.  1979.  A  bill 
to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  so 
that  such  act  will  apply  to  reorganization 
plans  transmitted  to  the  Congress  at  any 
time  before  April  I,  1955;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  6).  Referre<'.  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  50.  Resolution  authoriz- 
ing the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  con- 
duct studies  and  investigations  relating  to 
matters  within  Its  jurisdiction;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  7).  Referred  to  the 
House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  22.  Resolution 
creating  a  select  committee  to  conduct  a 
study  and  Investigation  of  the  problems  of 
small  business;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  8).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  129.  Resolution  providing 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  1979.  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  so  that 
such  act  will  apply  to  reorganization  plans 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  at  any  time 
before  April  1,  1955;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  9).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal* 
endar.  4f^ 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  £^everally  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  ANGELL: 

H.  R.  2446.  A  bill  Pay-as-you-go  Federal 
Social  Security  for  all.  To  provide  every 
adult  citizen  In  the  United  States  with  equal 
basic  Federal  social-secui'lty  payments,  per- 
mitting retirement  with  benefits  at  age  60, 
and  also  covering  total  dlsabUity,  from  what- 
ever cause,  for  certain  citizens  under  60;  to 
give  protection  to  widows  with  children;  to 
provide  an  ever-expanding  market  for  goods 
and  services  through  the  payment  and  dis- 
tribution of  such  benefits  In  ratio  to  the  Na- 
tion's steadily  Increasing  ability  to  produce, 
with  the  cost  of  such  benefits  to  be  carried 
by  every  citizen  In  prop>option  to  the  Income 
privileges  he  enjoys;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SECREST:  ^ 

H.  R.  2447.  A  bill  Pay-as-you-go  Federal 
Social  Security  for  all.  To  provide  every  adult 
citizen  In  the  United  States  with  equal  basic 
Fede(^  social -security  payments,  permitting 
retirement  with  benefits  at  age  60,  and  also 
covering  total  disability,  from  whatever 
cause,  for  certain  citizens  under  60;  to  give 
protection  to  widows  with  children;  to  pro- 
vide an  ever-expanding  market  for  goods  and 
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Bcrvlces  through  the  pajrment  and  distribu- 
tion of  such  benefits  In  ratio  to  the  Nation's 
steadily  increasing  ability  to  produce,  with 
the  cost  of  such  benefits  to  be  carried  by 
every  citiaen  In  proportion  to  the  income 
privileges  he  enjoys;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
H.  R.  2448.  A  bill  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  construction  of  a  building  for  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  authorized  under  section 
101  of  the  Public  Buildings  Act  of  1949.  on  a 
site  in  Mount  Hope.  W.  Va.,  which  has  been 
donated  to  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

H.  R.  2449.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Bureau  of 
Clinics  for  the  treatment  of  chronic  alcohol- 
ics and  narcotics  addicts;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  2450.  A  bUl  to  credit  the  Oglala  Sioux 
Tribe  with  the  proceeds  of  Oglala  Sioux 
tribal  lands;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2451.  A   bill    to   amend    the   Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950.  as  amended,  to  pro- 
hibit the  grading  of  Uvestock  and  to  remove 
price  ceilings   from  Uvestocls;    to   the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  BOGGS: 
H.  R.  2462.  A    bill    to    provide    dispensary 
treatment  and  hospitalization  in  Army  and 
Navy  hospitals  for  retired  enlisted  personnel 
of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H.  R.  2453.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions  to 
a  moving-picture  theater;  to  the  Committee 
on  Wavs  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  FOR  AND: 
H.  R.  2454.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  frigate   Constellation;   to   the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  2455.  A  bill   to  grant   additional   In- 
come-tax exemptions  to  taxpayers  support- 
ing blind  or  aged  dependents;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Meana. 
By  Mr.  HART: 
H.  R.  2456.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober 11.  1951.  authorizing  the  President  to 
proclaim  regulations  for  preventing  collisions 
at  sea,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  H^ERT: 
H.  R.  2457.  A  bill  for  improvement  of  the 
Mississippi  River-Gulf  outlet  and  the  Mobile 
to  New  Orleans  Intracoastal  Waterway;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 
H  R.  2458.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer 
of  certain  land  located  at  Cherry  Point.  N.  C  , 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  KINO  of  California: 
H.  R.  2459.  A  bill  to  reduce  the  rate  of  poet- 
age  on  third-class  matter  consisting  of  sam- 
ple ballots  and  other  official  election  material 
mailed  by  States  and  political  subdivisions 
thereof:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

Bv  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H.  R.  2460.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Credit  Unions  Act;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.  R.  2461.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  subsist- 
ence,   expenses,    and    mileage    allowances    of 
civilian  officers  and  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government;   to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

H.  R.  2462.  A  bill  to  waive.  In  the  case  of 
certain  veterans  of  World  War  I  over  70  years 
of  age,  the  Income  limitation  restricting  their 
right  to  receive  non-service-connected  disa- 
bility compensation:  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans"  Affairs. 

By  Mr    McCORMACK: 
n.  R.  2463.  A  biU  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 


By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H.  R  2464.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Highway  Act  so  as  to  permit  the  charging  of 
tolls,  under  certain  conditions,  on  federally 
aided  highways;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 
H.  R.  2465  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  April 
23.  1930,  relatlna;  to  a  uniform  retirement 
date  for  authorized  retirements  of  Federal 
personnel:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  2466.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
12.  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat.  336),  as  amended, 
which  authorizes  free  postage  for  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
ppeclfled  areas:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Penn.sylvanla- 
H.  R.  2467.   A    bill    to    permit   shipment    by 
mail  of  live  -scorpions  to  be  used  for  medical 
research  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H.  R.  2468.  A  bill  to  promote  equal  tre.nt- 
ment  for  disabled  veterans  by  providing  that 
the  Increase  in  compensation  granted  by  the 
first  section  of  the  act  of  M  ly  23.  1952.  shall 
be  15  percent  In  nil  cases,  wilhuul  regard  to 
degree  of  disability;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  .\ftalrs. 

By  Mr.  SECREST  (by  requ«>sn  : 
H.  R.  2469.  A   bill   to   Increase   the   rates  of 
service-connected  death  compensation   pay- 
able to  dependents'  parents,  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs, 
By  Mr.  SUTTON: 
H.  R  2470.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ts.sulng 
of  policies  of  national  service  life  Insur.viice 
to   certain   veterans;    to    the    Committee    on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 
II.  R.  2471.  A   bill   to   provide   that   the   tax 
on  admis.slons  shall  not  apply  t  )  artmi-sluns 
to   a   movin^-picture   theater,    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  M 'ans. 
By   Mr.    V.HITTEN: 
H.  R  2472.  A  bill  to  channel  Into  Govern- 
ment hands  excess  productn  n  i<l  basic  com- 
modities   needed    for   defense    purposes    and 
to  prevent  the  price  depressive  effects  of  siii:h 
production;    to   the   Committee  on    A^jncul- 
ture. 

By  Mr.  VTIER : 
H  R  2473.  A  bill  to  provide  for  di.ssolu'ion 
of    Interstate    bank    holding    companies;    to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.  R.  2474.   A  bill  to  provide  equitable  com- 
pensation for  Saturday.  Sunday,  holiday,  and 
overtime   duty    In    the   Federal    Qovernment 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OlBce  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R  2475.  A  bill  providing  for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances 
thereto,  traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H  R  2476.  A  bill  to  regulate  subsistence, 
expenses,  and  mileage  allowances  of  civilian 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  YORTY: 
H.  R  2477.  A  bill  outlawing  the  poll  tax  as 
a  condition  of  voting  In  any  primary  or  other 
election  for  national  officers;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  2478.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establUh 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use,  control,  exploration,  de- 
velopment, and  conservation  of  certain  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  out- 
side of  State  boundaries;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOPE: 
H.  J.  Res.  161.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
and   requesting   the   President   to   designate 
1953  as  the  fiftieth  anniversary  yeau'  of  farm 


demonstration  work;   to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 

H  J  Res  162  Joint  resolution  declaring  the 
Yalta  agreement  null  and  void  and  not  bind- 
ing on  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By   Mr.  DOLLINOER; 

H  Res  130  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  Investigation  and 
study  regarding  the  reestablishment  of  car- 
tels, resumption  of  power  by  former  Nazis, 
and  resurgence  of  fascism  and  anti-Semitism 
la  Gt-rmany;   to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXIT,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr  GOODWIN;  Memorial  of  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature  )felatlve  to  passing 
legislation  to  Incorporate  Franco-American 
War  Veterans,  Inc  ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  California,  relating  to 
their  senate  joint  resolution  No.  9.  relative 
to  the  sl-.ortage  of  ho.'pital  beds  for  California 
veterans,  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
AlTairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  relative  to  requesting  the 
eractmeiit  of  fuch  remedial  legislation  a« 
may  te  necessary  to  permit  the  deduction 
from  income  taxes  of  expenses  incurred  lor 
travel  to  and  from  work,  expenses  incurred 
by  working  mothers  and  fathers  for  the  care 
and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  and  to 
exempt  from  Income  taxes  remuneration  re- 
ceived by  coal  rnioTs  in  th'  form  of  miner's 
pension,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

A'so.  memorial,  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Iowa,  relative  to  requesting  certain 
changes  in  the  field  of  taxation  so  as  to  give 
several  States  of  the  Union  an  Increased  cp- 
ixjrtunity  to  levy  additional  taxes  without 
increasing  the  burden  cf  the  taxpayer;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial,  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nebra.ska.  relative  to  requesting  the 
enactment  of  leclslation  forbidding  the  shlp- 
m  Mit  of  raw  g.irt)age  across  State  lines  for 
feeding  purposes,  to  the  ConmUttee  on  Inter- 
state  and    Koremn   Commerce. 

AI.so.  mem'Tial.  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Sou'h  Dakota,  relative  to  requesting 
takiiig  action  regarding  the  land  to  be  In- 
\indated  by  the  Missouri  River  development, 
the  apprai.sal  cf  said  land,  the  people  dis- 
possessed and  other  pertinent  matters  in  re- 
lation thereto,  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works, 

Also,  memorial,  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wa-^hmgton.  extending  Its  felicita- 
tions, and  Its  earnest  and  sincere  best  wishes 
to  the  new  national  administration,  under 
the  leadership  of  the  Honorable  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  re.solutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

Bv  Mr    ALEXANDER: 
H  R  2479    A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Spain- 
hour  Furniture  Co  .  Inc.,  to  the  Committee 
on   the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    ANGELL: 
H.  R  2480.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charlotte 
Margarita  Schmidt;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   BAILEY: 
H.  R  2481.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dulin  O. 
Westfall;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    BENDER: 
H  R.  2482.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Barbara 
Jeanne    Kane;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 
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H  R.  2483.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giacomo 
Bartolo  Vanadia;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H  R.  2484.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Issuance 
of  patents  in  fee  to  Oliver  P.  Livermont;  to 
the    Committee    on    Interior    and    Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr   BOGGS: 
H  R  2485.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Libera  AndreuzzI  Popovich;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H  R  2486.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Maria 
(Henrlette)   Zagrabowlcz;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOVAN: 
H  R.  2487.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of  Maria 
del  Carmen  Gago  Santana;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2468.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Grossman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlci- 
arv. 

H  R  2489.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul, 
Zelma,  and  Ivan  Fulop;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    DOYLE: 
H  R  2490.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oldrlch 
(Oldai    Evse  Spytlhnev  Karlik;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FALLON: 
H  R  2491    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    the 
Lacchl  Construction  Co.;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2492.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panayotls 
Koutsoyannopoulos;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2493.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Poulicos 
S  Loucacoe,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FEIGHAN: 
H  R  2494.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  AntonU 
Maler,    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.  2405.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of   Jozlca 
Zorman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    FORD: 
n  R  2496.  A    bill    for   the   relief   of   John 
Jacob  Wagner;  to  the  Conmtilttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    OARMATZ: 
H  R.  2497.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Mary 
Catherine   Flowers,    widow    of    John    Eklward 
Flowers:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HARVEY: 
H  R  2498.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
B    Garner,   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr   KILDAY: 
H  R  2499.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Adolfo 
L.  Kalb.  and  his  wife,  Mrs.  Eugenia  O.  Kalb; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H  R.  2500.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanislaw 
Mtijzner  (alias  Stanley  Maianer) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   McDONOUOH: 
H  R  2501.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mahmud 
All  Mahmud  Arelquat;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2502.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Abdullah 
Hasan  Arelquat;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MERROW: 
H  R.  2503.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Christian 
Schmldt-Courvoliiier;    to  the  Commltte  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  NICHOLSON: 
H  R  2504.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Bisters 
Adelaide  Canelas  and  Maria  Isabel  Franco; 
to  the  Commute*'  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  IhinoU: 
H  R.  2506.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of  Lajoe 
Schmidt  and  his  wife,  Magda;  to  ttie  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2506.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
members  of  the  Missionary  Sisters  of  the 
Sacred  Heart;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  8ECRE8T: 
H.  R  2507.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alfonso 
Cattl;  to  the  Conuulttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  STEED: 
H.  R.  2508.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  property  In  Shawnee,  Okla., 
by  quitclaim  deed,  to  Alfred  P.  Hunter;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   WALTER: 
H.  R.  2509.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emanuel 
Maltese;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETmONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

33.  By  Mr.  SADLAK:  Resolution  adopted 
by  the  New  Haven  Jewish  Community  Coun- 
cil, New  Haven,  Conn.,  protesting  and  con- 
demning the  anti-Jewish  campaign  con- 
ducted In  Eastern  Europe  in  the  guise  of 
antl-Zlonist  charges  of  international  Jew- 
ish conspiracies;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

34.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Walter 
C.  Peterson,  city  clerk,  Los  Angeles.  Calif., 
relative  to  requesting  the  enactment  of  leg- 
islation and  to  make  an  investigation  into 
the  alarming  curtailment  of  hospital  beds 
and  other  medical-care  programs  for  vet- 
erans In  the  State  of  California;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  ACTairs. 

35.  Also  petition  of  chief  of  police,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  requesting  the  establishment 
of  an  agency  on  the  national  level  to  aid 
local  law  enforcem«nt  in  combating  or- 
ganized crime;  to  the  committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

36.  Also  petition  of  Oerasslmos  T>etoulls, 
Montreal,  Canada,  relative  to  stating  a  griev- 
ance in  regard  to  the  Greek  immigration 
quota;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  February  3, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Dr.  Abraham  Shusterman.  rabbi,  Har 
Sinai  Congregation,  Baltimore,  Md.,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

Heavenly  Father,  in  whose  hands  are 
our  lives  and  destinies,  we  lift  our  hearts 
unto  Thee  in  thanksgiving  and  praise. 
We  render  thanks  unto  Thee  for  our 
country  and  for  those  brave  men,  the 
quick  and  the  dead,  who  have  preserved 
its  integrity  as  a  land  of  justice  and 
freedom.  May  our  devotion  to  the  ideals 
for  which  they  lived  and  died  ever  bear 
witness  to  our  gratitude  and  our  faith. 
Enlighten  with  Thy  wisdom  and  uphold 
with  Thy  strength  all  who  guide  our 
free  iristitutions.  Bless  those  who  serve 
within  the  several  branches  of  our  Gov- 
ernment; grant  them  the  courage  and 
faith  to  lead  our  Nation  and  all  who 
look  to  it  for  guidance  toward  that  goal 
of  peace  and  i^urity  which  Thou  hast 
ordained  for  all  Tliy  children.  Uphold 
the  arms  of  the  Members  of  this  House ; 
set  their  minds  and  hearts  on  Thee. 
Speed  the  day  when,  united  in  loving 
service,  we  may  eslablish  Thy  kingdom. 
Establish  Thou  also  upon  us  the  work 
of  our  hands;  yea,  the  work  of  our  hands 
establish  Thou  it.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


the  Senate  had  adopted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  51) : 

Resolved,  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be,  and  they  are  hereby  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  follovrlng  Joint  committees  of 
Congress : 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  Mr.  Jenner. 
of  Indiana:  Mr.  Carlson,  of  Kansas;  and  Mr. 
Hatden,  of  Arizona. 

Joint  Committee  of  Congress  on  the  Ll' 
brary:  Mr.  Pxtetell,  of  Connecticut;  Mr.  Jen- 
NER,  of  Indiana:  and  Mr.  Barrett,  of  Wyo- 
ming: Mr.  Green,  of  Rhode  Island;  and  Mr. 
Gii^^xTTE,  of  Iowa. 

The  message  also  announced  that  Mr. 
ToBEY,  of  New  Hampshire,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  of  the  Senate,  had  appointed 
Mr.  Pastore,  of  Rhode  Island,  and  Mr. 
Butler  of  Maryland,  as  members  of  the 
Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy. 

Mr.  ScHOEPPEL,  of  Kansas,  and  Mr. 
MONRONEY,  of  Oklahoma,  were  appointed 
as  members  of  the  Board  of  'Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Merchant  Marine 
Academy. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  had  appointed 
Mr.  Stennis,  of  Mississippi,  a  member  of 
tht  National  Forest  Reservation  Com- 
mission in  lieu  of  Mr.  George,  of  Georgia, 
resigned. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  had  appointed 
Mr,  GoLDWATER,  of  Arizona,  and  Mr,  Fcl- 
BRiGHT,  of  Arkansas,  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  had  apF>ointed 
Mr.  Cordon,  of  Oregon,  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  in 
lieu  of  Mr.  Pastore,  of  Rhode  Island, 
resigned. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  had  appointed 
Mr.  Russell,  of  Georgia ;  Mr.  Dworshak, 
of  Idaho;  and  Mr.  Ellender,  of  Loui- 
siana, members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors 
to  the  Naval  Academy.  Mr.  Saltonstall, 
of  Massachusetts,  being  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate,  is  an  ex  officio  member  of  the 
Board. 

SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  BURDICK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day  and  any  other  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  LANE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  today  for 
10  minutes,  following  the  legislative  busi- 
ness of  the  day  and  any  other  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


COMMUNISM 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 
A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 


Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.       

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
our  recent  change  in  national  adminis- 
tration there,  are  positive  evidences  that 
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there  will  be  no  change  in  our  domestie, 
nor  in  oiir  international,  firm  stand 
against  communism.  We  are.  under  the 
Eisenhower  administration,  uncompro- 
misingly determined  to  d^end  and  to 
perpetuate  the  democratic  way  of  life. 

However,  the  godless,  militant,  adroit, 
and  powerful  force  driring  toward 
world-wide  dictatorship,  imder  the  Rus- 
sian banner  of  so-called  international 
communism,  is  still  very  much  on  their 
Job.  Their  self-assigned  task  is  to  dom- 
inate all  the  world,  and  to  rule  by  brute 
force  by  enslaving  individual  human 
beings  everywhere. 

By  force,  using  their  well-known  tac- 
tics of  slave-labor  camps,  extortion,  per- 
secution, and  murder,  they  claim  to  be 
bringing  relief  and  peace  to  those  they 
enslave.  They  parade  under  a  banner  of 
peace.  We  must  be  very  sure  that  we 
are  not  deceived  and  fooled  by  this  clever 
Communist  hoax  which  they  say  is  peace. 

Peace  to  the  Communist  dictators 
means  something  radically  different 
from  what  peace  means  to  freemen.  To 
the  Communist  masters,  peace  means 
merely  submirsion  without  resistance  to 
the  ruling  Communist  clique.  Its  in- 
evitable result  to  Individual  human 
beings  is  poverty,  disease,  misei-y,  anC 
slavery.  In  a  life  of  fear.  Peace  to  free- 
men means  abundance,  happiness,  secu- 
rity, and  freedom,  in  a  life  of  opportu- 
nity. Thus,  until  we  positively  know  the 
Communist  meaning  of  peace  has  com- 
pletely changed,  we  should  not  be  de- 
ceived by  any  Communist  peace  move- 
ment. 

I  am  sure  that  no  man  living  today  is 
more  determined  than  President  Eisen- 
hower to  effectively,  successfully,  and  as 
quickly  as  possible,  turn  back  these  Com- 
munist dictators — destroyers  of  peace — 
and  make  .secure  this  free  way  of  life  we 
know  and  love. 

Our  recent  transition  of  the  reins  of 
government  from  one  of  our  major  po- 
htical  parties  to  the  other,  a  normal 
process  for  a  free,  democratic  people, 
gives  little  hope  to  those  who  would  de- 
stroy our  form  of  Government.  The 
retiring  President  riding  with  the  new 
President  to  the  inauguration,  and  the 
two  sharing  mutual  loyalties  and  mutual 
determinations,  must  have  t>een  perplex- 
ing and  discouraging  to  those  who  claim 
that  democracy  and  private  enterprise 
will  not  work. 

While  we  believe  In.  are  devoted  to, 
and  operate  under  a  two-party  system  of 
government,  this  does  not  mean  that 
party  loyalty  overshadows  the  basic  prin- 
ciples of  free  government.  Both  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans  equally  value 
American  citizenship  and  know  that  no 
privilege  is  afforded  to  human  beings 
which  means  more  to  an  individual  than 
being  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

This  rich  heritage  carries  sobering  ob- 
ligations and  responsibilities.  We  must 
defend  and  expand  what  we  have  if  we 
hope  to  perpetuate  it.  We  can  remain 
free  only  by  encouraging  others  to  em- 
brace and  develop  for  themselves,  in 
their  own  way,  a  free  pattern  of  life 
which  will  bring  to  them  abundance, 
happiness,  security,  and  peace.  The 
United  Nations  is  an  organization  con- 
ceived and  designed  to  build  and  expand 
this  democratic  concept  of  world  peace. 


It  deserves  our  support.  It  also  demands 
constant  vigilance  to  see  that  none  of  its 
groups  hinder  oiu*  causft  rather  than 
help.  Devotion  to  the  cause  of  freemen 
eversrwhere  Is,  and  must  continue  to  be, 
our  compelling  aim. 


RECIPROCAL  TRADE   AGREEMENTS 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  some 
time  now.  I  have  been  working  on  a  pro- 
gram designed  to  bring  about  a  more 
realistic  approach  to  our  trade  agree- 
ments program — one  which  would  pro- 
vide needed  protection  to  American  in- 
terests and  also  allow  for  reasonable 
trade  relations  with  other  countries. 

I  have,  therefore,  today  introduced  a 
bill  to  extend  the  Trade  Agreements  Ex- 
tension Act  of  1951  with  amendments 
which  will  make  the  act  more  practical. 

The  President  has  advocated  an  ex- 
tension of  the  present  act.  but  in  so  do- 
ing pointed  out  the  necessity  of  provid- 
ing legitimate  safeguards  to  domestic  in- 
dustry, agriculture,  and  labor  standards. 

The  Reciprocal  Trade  Act  as  applied 
during  the  past  20  years,  has  come  to  be 
a  one-way  street.  Industries  of  the 
United  States,  in  many  instances,  have 
been  sold  down  the  river  through  the 
granting  of  inequitable  tariff  concessions. 

Some  people,  and  certain  countries, 
imply  that  the  United  Suites  has  been 
obstructing  world  trade. 

This  iSk  far  from  being  factual.  The 
complaining  countries  have  restrictive 
barrier.s  between  themselves  and  against 
us,  their  trade  has  diminished  from  loss 
of  possessions  and  colonies  and  now  they 
demand  that  the  United  States  become 
the  dumping  grounds  for  their  excess 
production. 

An  article  In  the  January  24.  1953, 
Issue  of  the  California  Farmer  points 
out  this  fact.  Reference  is  made  therein 
to  a  statement  by  "Ca.sey"  J.  M.  Jones, 
executive  secretary  of  the  National  Wool 
Growers  Association,  when,  in  appear- 
ing before  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission, he  said: 

We  are  one  of  the  lowest.  If  not  the  lowest, 
tariff  country  In  the  world.  The  average 
rate  applying  to  tariffs  collected  on  all  Im- 
ports coming  Into  the  United  States  Is  about 
5'i  percent;  Into  Canada.  10.2  percent;  Italy, 
11  percent;  United  Kingdom,  11  percent; 
Prance,  11.2  percent;  Australia.  17.1  percent; 
Mexico,  22.5  percent;  and  India.  25.3  percent. 

These  figures  do  not  tell  the  entire  story. 
On  top  of  the  big  tariffs  these  countries  also 
pile  import  licenses,  embargoes,  and  cur- 
rency manipulations. 

Many  American  industries  and  work- 
ers will  continue  to  suffer  unless  the 
reciprocity  feature  of  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Act  is  brought  into  a  more  equi- 
table balance.  I  believe  that  domestic 
standards  may  be  provided  adequate 
protection  while  at  the  same  time  avoid- 
ing the  impeding  of  world  trade. 

In  introducing  my  bill  to  extend  the 
present  act  for  a  period  of  2  years,  I  have 
given  this  phase  of  the  legislation  par- 


ticular attention.  As  the  act  now  stands, 
the  Tariff  Commission  conducts  hearings 
and  reports  the  peril  point  on  all  arti- 
cles which  will  come  up  for  discussion 
at  trade  meetings.  That  report  goes  to 
the  President  and  is  then  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Com- 
mittee, but  there  is  nothing  which  pro- 
hibits this  group  from  negotiating  below 
the  predetermined  peril  point. 

My  bill  would  reverse  this  procedure. 
The  President  could  not  authorize  a  con- 
cession on  any  article  in  violation  of  the 
peril  point  without  first  submitting  hia 
propcsal  to  Congress  and  obtaining  af- 
firmative action  by  the  Congress  to  cir- 
cumvent the  provisions  of  the  peril  point. 

In  other  word.s,  the  responsibility  of 
placing  a  dome.stic  industry  in  a  position 
of  possible  danger  through  tariff  con- 
cessions would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Congress,  where  it  rightfully  belongs. 


THE  PUNXSUTAWNEY  GROUND 
HOG 

Mr.  G.'WTN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret 
very  much  that  I  was  unable  to  call  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress  yesterday 
the  prediction  of  that  great  prognosti- 
cate'- of  the  weather,  the  Punxsutawney 
ground  hog.  President  Eisenhower  de- 
livered his  state  of  the  Union  message 
and  I  therefore  was  unable  to  present 
the  prediction  of  that  great  prophet  for 
the  coming  6  weeks. 

Well,  the  ground  hog  saw  his  shadow 
at  7:38  a.  m.  on  Gobbler's  Knob  at 
Punxsutawney.  in  the  hills  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  announced  to  his  millions  of 
followers  that  severe  winter  weather 
would  continue  until  mid-March.  And. 
as  usual,  there  were  the  regular  oppor- 
tunists, quacks,  fakes,  interlopers,  and 
nature -fakers  of  low  degree  who  again 
intruded  on  the  sacred  tradition  of  the 
Punxsutawney  ground  hog  in  the  same 
obnoxious  manner  as  they  have  inter- 
jected themselves  in  the  past. 

Whenever  I  hear  of  these  synthetic 
ground  hogs  and  alley  cats  impinging  on 
the  one  and  only  official  forecaster — the 
Punxsutawney  ground  hog — it  is  my  in- 
tention to  expose  them:  quacks  such  as 
the  one  from  Quarryville.  Pa.,  Sun  Prai- 
rie, Wis.,  West  Virginia,  Arkansas,  and 
other  points. 

It  might  be  said  that  yesterday  the 
chuck's  .shadow,  as  usual,  was  duly  re- 
corded by  the  official  shadowgraphers  of 
the  Punxsutawney  Ground  Hog  Club. 

After  making  his  prediction  of  6  weeks 
more  of  winter  weather,  he  was  asked 
if  there  was  anything  in  particular  he 
wanted  to  get  off  his  chest.  He  paused 
moment&rily,  then  launched  into  a 
scathing  tirade  against  those  fakers 
who  have  attempted  to  discredit  him  as 
")  the  top  weather  prophet  of  the  world. 
"Why,"  he  said.  "I've  been  forecasting 
the  weafher — and  accurately — before 
some  of  those  guys  were  out  of  knee 
pants,  and  they  had  better  leave  the 
job  of  forecasting  the  weather  to  an  ex- 
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perienced  head  who  has  been  giving  out 
the  right  dope  for  more  than  50  years." 
This  was  a  fine  forthright  statement 
from  the  seer  of  seers. 

I  might  say,  my  colleagues,  that  I  am 
proud  and  honored  to  represent  Jefferson 
County  and  Punxsutawney — the  home  of 
the  Punxsutawney  ground  hog — and  I 
want  to  serve  notice  at  this  time  that  I 
will  continue  to  defend  this  great  mete- 
orologist to  the  t«st  of  my  ability  from 
these  periodic  attacks  upon  the  one  and 
only  forecaster  who  has  accurately  pre- 
dicted the  weather  for  nearly  a  century 
from  his  home  on  Gobbler's  Knob  in 
Pennsylvania's  hills. 

I  shall  continue  to  Ignore  and  disre- 
gard the  petulant  predictions  of  those 
pestiferous  piggeries  parading  under  the 
guise  of  and  basking  in  the  glory  of 
Punxsutawneys  ]>eerless  prophet. 


AMENDING    REORGANIZATION   ACT 
CP   1949 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  129  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  co.isideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resoli^ed.  That  immediately  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  this  resoiLtlon  1.  shall  be  In  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Iteelf  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1979)  to  amend  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  sc  that  such  act  will  apply 
to  reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1,  1955. 
7hat  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be 
confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to 
exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controUed  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  mi- 
nority member  of  the  Committee  on  Oovern- 
ment  Operations,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  mtiy  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Smith)  and  at  this  time 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  need. 

Mr.  Speaker.  House  Resolution  129 
makes  m  order  consideration  of  the  bill 
<H.  R.  1979),  as  amended,  which  is  a 
bill  to  extend  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949.  The  bill  as  it  is  presented  to  the 
House  carries  two  provisions;  one.  the 
provision  contained  in  the  original  bill, 
as  I  personally  introduced  it.  to  change 
the  expiration  date  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  from  April  1.  1953.  to 
April  1.  1955.  It  also  contains  an 
amendment  submitted  by  tlie  gentleman 
from  Michigan  (Mr.  Hoffman]  which 
would  change  the  vote  necessary  for  the 
rejection  of  a  Presidential  organization 
plan  in  either  House  from  a  constitu- 
tional majority,  or  218  in  the  House  or 
49  in  the  Senate,  to  a  simple  majority 
of  those  present. 

Before  discussing  the  merits  of  this 
bill,  as  they  will  be  discussed  fully.  I 
am  sme,  in  general  debate,  I  should 
point  out  that  this  rule  not  only  makes 
H.  R.  1979  in  order  but  provides  2  hours 
of  general  debate,  following  which  the 
House  will  resolve  itself  into  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  where  amendments  may 


be  offered  and  considered  imder  the  5- 
minute  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  I  should  give  to  the 
House  some  explanation  of  the  situation 
which  confronts  us. 

The  Reorganization  Act  of  1949,  which 
would  be  extended  by  this  bill,  was 
adopted  in  the  Eighty-first  Congress  and 
conferred  upon  President  Truman  the 
power  and  authority  to  submit  organiza- 
tion plans  to  the  Congress,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  if  these  organization 
plans  were  not  rejected  by  one  body  or 
the  other  by  a  constitutional  majority 
they  would  become  effective  within  60 
days  after  submission. 

At  the  time  we  had  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949  before  this  body  we  voted,  by 
not  a  too  heavy  majority,  to  require  that 
both  bodies  of  the  Congress  reject  the 
reorganization  plan  or  plans  by  a  ma- 
jority vote  of  both  bodies.  The  bill  was 
sent  to  the  other  body  and  there  they 
wrote  into  the  bill  the  simple  majority 
provision  or  that  the  reorganization  plan 
could  be  rejected  by  a  simple  majority 
of  a  single  House.  The  measure  then 
went  to  conference  and  was  in  confer- 
ence for  from  4  to  6  weeks.  There  was 
considerable  discussion  of  the  constitu- 
tional question  as  to  whether  or  not  Con- 
gress could  give  to  the  President  greater 
legislative  power  than  they  themselves 
had.  Finally,  as  a  matter  of  compro- 
mise, the  1949  Reorganization  Act,  as  we 
now  know  it,  was  accepted  by  both 
Houses,  following  the  submission  of  the 
conference  report  that  a  reorganization 
plan  can  be  rejected  by  a  constitutional 
majority  of  either  House. 

As  I  submitted  and  introduced  this  bill, 
H.  R.  1979,  and  as  it  was  referred  to 
the  House  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  it  carried  a  very,  very  simple 
amendment  to  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949,  which  simply  changed  the  expira- 
tion date  from  April  1.  1953,  to  April  1, 
1C55.  The  bill  was  written  to  accomplish 
one  purpose  and  one  purpose  only,  and 
that  was  to  extend  the  1949  Reorgani- 
zation Act  for  2  years,  or  until  April  1, 
1955.  This  was  believed  necessary  in 
order  to  give  to  the  President  power  and 
authority  to  submit  reorganization  plans 
to  Congress  during  the  next  2  years,  and 
to  permit  their  consideration  by  Con- 
gress. 

I  think  T  should  be  frank  enough  to  say 
to  the  House  that  I  had  a  rather  lengthy 
and  a  very  fine  discu.-^sion  with  General 
Eisenhower  in  New  Vork  some  time  be- 
fore he  assumed  the  Presidency.  I  found 
him  to  be  very  much  interested  and  very 
much  colicerned  about  the  proper  reor- 
ganization of  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government.  We  did  not  discuss  de- 
tails as  to  how  this  should  be  done,  but 
at  that  time  he  expres.sed  the  feeling  that 
the  Reorganization  Act  should  be  ex- 
tended, and  I  agreed  with  him  in  that 
position.  Later  on  those  who  represent 
him  in  the  executive  branch  in  connec- 
tion with  reorganization  matters  came  to 
see  me  and  to  discuss  rather  thoroughly 
and  fully  the  different  methods  by  which 
reorganization  plans  could  be  submitted 
and  considered  by  the  Congress.  At  that 
time  the  question  came  up  as  to  whether 
or  not  any  bill  had  been  introduced  in 
either  branch  to  extend  the  reorganiza- 
tion authority  contained  in  the  1949  Re- 
organization Act.    Upon  investigation  it 


was  found  such  a  bill  had  not  been  Intro- 
duced. Thereupon  I  introduced  this 
measure,  H.  R.  1979. 

We  asked  for  early  consideration,  by 
the  House  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  so  as  to  give  sufficient  time 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  and  also 
so  the  President  might  promptly  know 
the  length  of  time  he  would  have  in  which 
to  submit  reorganization  plans.  Later 
advice  was  brought  to  me  and  to  some  of 
the  other  members  of  the  committee  that 
the  other  body,  which  had  been  so  in- 
sistent when  the  original  1949  act  was 
before  us,  that  a  reorganization  plan 
could  be  vetoed  by  a  simple  majority  of 
either  House,  that  the  other  body  was 
ready  to  report  a  bill  which  contained  a 
provision  so  as  to  require  only  a  simple 
majority  to  reject  a  reorganization  plan, 
rather  than  a  constitutional  majority  as 
now  provided  in  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1949. 

Then  a  discussion  was  held  as  to 
whether  or  not.  in  order  to  avoid  any 
long-drawn-out  conflict  between  the 
two  Houses,  the  House  committee  should 
accept  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which 
I  had  introduced  so  as  to  make  it  carry 
the  same  wording  as  the  bills  before  the 
Senate. 

I  agreed  that  if  this  action  was  de- 
sired, it  would  be  satisfactory  with  me. 
While  I  had  the  feeling  there  was  a 
constitutional  question  involved,  I  was 
not  in  position  to  pass  upon  it,  and  was 
therefore  perfectly  willing  to  give  to 
the  President  the  same  power  President 
Truman  had  during  the  past  2V2  or  3 
years.  I  then  stated  that  if  the  amend- 
ment to  put  the  House  bill  in  line  with 
the  proposed  Senate  bill  was  desired,  the 
amendment  should  be  prepared  and 
submitted  to  me.  • 

That  amendment  was  prepared,  and  it 
was  not  prepared  on  Capitol  Hill.  It 
was  later  submitted  to  the  chairman  of 
the  House  committee,  who  had  at  pre- 
vious times  expressed  his  belief  that  a 
simple  majority  of  one  House  was  all 
that  should  be  required  to  veto  or  re- 
ject a  Presidential  reorganization  plan. 
The  amendment  was  introduced  by  him 
in  very  good  faith,  with  the  understand- 
ing that  the  simple  majority  arrange- 
ment was  entirely  satisfactory  to  those 
representing  the  President  in  reorgani- 
zation matters.  The  amendment  was 
adopted  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

Let  me  say  frankly  that  our  minority 
members  of  the  committee  expressed  a 
desire  to  give  the  new  President  the 
same  or  even  greater  powers  than  the 
1949  act  gave  to  President  Truman. 

I  was  very  much  touched  by  the  great 
sympathy  expressed  by  my  Democratic 
colleagues  on  the  committee  for  our 
President.  I  am  very  grateful  to  them. 
I  am  sure  they  will  continue  to  coop- 
erate with  the  President  on  the  adop- 
tion of  all  his  reorganization  plans  in  the 
future.  We  look  forward  to  their  as- 
sistance and  their  aid  in  all  these 
matters. 

May  I  say  that  some  of  the  minority 
members  of  our  committee,  and  I  am 
saying  this  seriously  and  very  frankly, 
have  been  very  helpful  in  the  enactment 
of  reorganization  legislation  in  the  past. 
However,  I  am  sure  that  at  that  time 
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they  did  not  have  the  same  understand- 
ing of  the  situation  as  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee. 

As  evidence  that  the  Republican  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  acted  fairly,  and  did 
only  that  which  they  believed  was  right. 
I  point  to  the  official  press  statement 
released  later  at  the  White  House,  in 
which  it  was  stated  there  had  been  some 
sort  of  an  agreement  made  to  accept  the 
simple  majority  provision  contained  in 
the  bill  reported  in  the  other  body.  That 
press  statement  made  it  clear,  of  course, 
why  the  Republicans  on  the  House  com- 
mittee went  along  with  the  Senate  pro- 
vision. 

As  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
I  am  willing  to  tnist  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  with  the  simple  majority 
provision.  I  am  convinced  the  President 
of  the  United  States  will  send  to  this 
Congress  reorganization  plans  so  sound 
that  they  will  only  have  the  support  of 
my  Democratic  coll^tgues  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Reorganization,  but  will  also 
have  the  support  of  the  entire  Congress, 
With  but  few  exceptions. 

I  think  this  whole  matter  has  be?n 
magnified  by  the  press  and  by  others  at- 
tempting to  make  it  appear  there  was 
a  conflict  developing  between  the  Re- 
publicans on  Capitol  Hill  and  the  Re- 
publicans in  the  White  House.  Of 
course.  I  do  not  blame  my  colleagues  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle  for  attempt- 
ing— well,  let  me  put  it  the  other  way  — 
at  least  they  did  not  do  anything  to 
dampen  those  wild  news  reports  or  to 
quiet  theci.  down.  It  has  really  been 
quite  a  tettipest  and  teapot,  may  I  say. 

While  the  President  has  said  through 
•his  official  statements  that  he  did  not 
seek  any  more  power  than  contained  in 
the  bills  reported  by  the  other  body,  the 
Republicans  in  the  Congress  and  on  our 
committee,  with  few  exceptions,  are  per- 
fectly willing  and  ready  to  give  the  Pres- 
ident all  the  reorganization  power  he 
can  use  constitutionally.  We  certainly 
are  ready  to  give  him  as  much  author- 
ity as  President  Truman  was  given, 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  May  I  please 
complete  my  thought,  and  then  I  will  be 
glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Would  the  gentle- 
man  yield  for  a  slight  observation? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  I  may  pler.-^e 
complete  my  thought,  then  I  will  be  glad 
to  yield  for  the  gentleman's  observation. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  It  is  apropos  of  what 
the  gentleman  has  just  said. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  just  want  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  that,  of  course,  the  mi- 
nority— the  temporary  minority — be- 
lieves in  really  sound  organi;^tion,  and 
we  want  to  go  along  with  sound  policies. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  That  is  very 
gracious  of  you. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  would  like  to 
know  what  the  majority  is  going  to 
stand  for  so  far  as  reorganization  is  con- 
cerned from  one  week  to  the  next.  That 
has  been  bothering  us  during  the  last  10 
days. 


Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  sure  there 
have  been  a  great  many  things  bothering 
the  minority  recently. 

Blr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  has 
been  so  lucid  in  his  explanation  of  the 
statements  made  at  the  White  House, 
and  the  action  of  the  committees. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Let  us  not 
make  a  speech.  Mr.  Speaker,  please. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  This  is  my  first  op- 
portunity to  speak  in  this  session. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  me  time  from  his  side  if  I 
yield  to  him  until  my  time  expires? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  just  want  to  say  we 
would  like  to  know  what  the  program  is. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  We  shall  cer- 
tainly look  forward  to  having  the  gentle- 
man's cooperation.  I  can  understand 
that  the  leadership  on  the  E>emocratic 
side  has  been  somewhat  confused  about 
what  to  expect,  and  I  know  you  are 
greatly  concerned  about  some  of  these 
situations,  especially  as  to  the  future,  as 
well  as  the  present.  But.  we  are  look- 
ing forward  to  having  your  cooperation. 
We  are  very  happy  that  you  have  gone 
on  record,  as  minority  leader,  in  support 
of  the.se  Presidential  pap'i'rs.  We  Icok 
forward  to  your  aid  in  putting  the  Presi- 
dent's reorganization  plans  through  the 
Congress,  and  we  are  very,  very  appre- 
ciative. 

Mr.  HCFP?.iAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  BROWN  cf  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  If  I  may 
ar\swer  the  gentleman,  it  will  be  a  whole 
lot  better  than  what  we  have  had  in  the 
]?r,t  10  years.  He  need  not  worry  about 
tiiat.     He  can  rest  assured  of  that. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  very 
proud  of  the  fact  that  we  can  siy  to  the 
former  Sp;aker  that  President  Eisen- 
hower is  perfectly  willing  to  tru.st  the 
Congress  of  the  Un'ted  States,  and  so 
has  expres.'^ed  himself  through  h.s  offi- 
cial press  releases. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  conclude,  If  I  may, 
qu.ckly.  pointing  out  that  this  bill  will, 
of  course,  be  brought  up  under  the  5- 
minute  rule  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
where  amendments  may  be  offered,  and 
at  which  time,  of  course,  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Hoffman  1,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  will  move  to 
adopt  the  committee  amendment  con- 
tained in  the  bill.  Upon  amendment 
each  of  you  may  vote  as  you  decide  is  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  Government,  and 
as  to  whether  you  want  to  change  from 
the  constitutional  majority  requirement 
to  a  simple  majority  provision. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Will  the  gentle- 
man state  what  his  position  is  today? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  My  position,  as 
the  gentleman  well  know.s — and  the  gen- 
tleman, of  course,  cannot  misrepresent 
me  on  the  floor,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  would  desire  to  do  so — was  to  give  the 
President  the  exact  power  contained  in 
the  1949  act.  Then,  in  view  of  the  situ- 
ation which  developed  in  the  other  body, 
which  indicated  this  bill  might  be  sent 
to  conference  and  develop  into  the 
same  situation  which  endangered  the 
1949  act  under  the  gentleman's  able 
leadership,  where  it  was  tied  up  for  6 


weeks  between  the  two  Houses,  I  agreed 
to  accept  the  Senate  amendment.  I  also 
took  this  position  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
I  was  given  to  understand  the  amend- 
ment was  entirely  satisfactory  to  the 
President,  as  was  later  made  clear  by 
the  statement  issued  by  the  official  press 
secretary  to  the  President. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  cannot  yield 
too  long.     My  time  is  short. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  anxious  to 
know  what  the  gentleman's  position  Is 
today. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  have  said  I 
was  perfectly  willing  to  give  the  Presi- 
dent the  p>owers  contained  in  the  bill  as 
I  introduced  it,  even  though  he  did  not 
request  them. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words, 
you  are  going  to  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Certainly,  since 
there  has  been  an  understanding  reached 
with  the  other  body  ehminating  the  need 
for  such  an  amendment,  and  I  hope  you 
will  al:^J. 

Mr.  McCOHMACK.  Well,  I  do  not 
know  of  any  understanding. 

Mr  BRCWN  cf  Ohio.  Of  course  you 
dj  not.  That  is  the  trouble.  Like  some 
cf  the  rest  of  us,  you  are  perhaps  rather 
uninformed,  may  I  add.  on  all  matters. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tl  man  from  Ohio  has  again  expired. 

Mr  SMITH  of  Vu  ginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  think  this  matter  is  quite  as  con- 
troversial as  it  might  appear  to  be.  In 
Its  final  analysis  it  is  rather  simple. 
During  the  Democratic  administration 
we  pa.sscd  a  Reorganization  Act,  In  which 
the  President  could  make  proposals  for 
r-orr;aniz.ilion,  which  would  become  ef- 
fective unless  a  constitutional  majority 
of  one  Hous?  voted  against  it.  I  think 
It  has  been  clearly  demonstrated  In  the 
ccmmittcc,  and  here  this  morning,  that 
the  minority  party,  the  Democratic 
Party,  is  anxious,  as  well  as  willing, 
cooperate  with  the  President  in  givif 
him  an  opportunity  to  carry  out  sound 
policies.  Therefore,  the  Democratic  side 
has  proposed,  and  I  understand  will  vote, 
and  did  vote  in  the  committee,  to  give  to 
Pre.'^ident  Eisenhower  ju.st  as  much  power 
and  authority  in  reorganization  matters 
as  wc  gave  to  the  Democratic  President. 
As  a  practical  matter,  that  is  about  the 
only  way  you  are  going  to  bring  about 
efTertive  reorganization.  We  are  anxious 
to  coopc-iate  to  that  end.  but  let  me  for 
the  moment  explain  what  the  parlia- 
mentary situation  is  today. 

TTie  gentleman  from  Ohio  fMr. 
Brown  1  introduced  a  simple  bill  which 
amended  existing  law  on  reorganization, 
by  simply  ext/ending  the  date — changing 
the  date  .so  that  it  would  expire  2  years 
from  now  in.stead  of  this  year.  In  the 
committee,  by  a  vote  of  the  majority 
party  that  power  of  the  President  wsia 
limited  by  this  amendment  which  will 
be  proposed  as  a  committee  amendment. 
That  limitation  provided  that  any  re- 
organization plan  proposed  by  the  Presi- 
dent could  l>e  defeated  by  a  simple  vote 
of  a  majority  of  the  Members  who  might 
be  sitting  on  the  floor  at  the  time  the 
bill  came  up,  rather  than  a  constitutional 
majority:  that  is,  a  majority  of  the  whole 
elected  membership  of  the  House  or  of 


,.i 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


761 


the  Senate,  as  the  case  might  be.  So 
that  when  this  bill  comes  to  the  floor  srou 
will  be  presented  with  a  committee 
amendment  which  restricts  the  President 
in  his  power  to  reorganize,  so  that  a  sim- 
ple majority  of  the  House  could  vote  it 
down. 

If  you  believe  In  giving  the  President 
more  extended  power.  If  you  believe  in 
giving  him  the  same  power  the  Demo- 
crats gave  a  Democratic  President,  then 
you  will  vote  with  us  to  defeat  that 
amendment  so  that  the  law  may  be  con- 
tinued just  as  the  original  bill  Introduced 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  provided, 
namely,  merely  changing  the  date  of  ex- 
piration. 

I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
that  I  have  only  one  more  speaker;  so 
if  the  gentleman  will  use  all  but  one 
speaker  on  his  side  I  will  then  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 

McCORMACK  1. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Peruvsylvanla  [Mr.  Scott  1. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure 
we  are  all  appreciative  of  the  fact  that 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Ebdth  I  has  explained  the  parliamentary 
situation;  therefore,  what  I  am  about 
to  say  will  not  add  much  of  anything 
new,  because  I  agree  that  the  Congress 
is  the  final  judge  as  to  the  powers  to 
be  given  to  the  executive  department  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind. 

The  executive  departm»nt  has  cer- 
tainly Indicated  that  it  will  be  sati'ficd 
with  whatever  action  Is  taken  by  the 
legislative  department,  that  It  does  not 
press  for  any  specific  or  particular  action 
by  this  body.  It  docs  seem  to  me,  how- 
ever, that  the  powerr.  which  were  given 
to  previous  Presidents  could,  with  pro- 
priety, be  given  to  the  new  President. 
This  view  is  supported  by  the  letter,  ap- 
pearing in  the  committee  report,  of  for- 
mer President  Hoover  who  Indicated  his 
favorable  attitude  toward  the  continu- 
ance of  the  act  for  a  2-ycar  period  with- 
out change  and  under  the  same  powers 
which  were  given  President  Truman. 
Those  who  feel  as  President  Hoover  feels 
and  as  President  Truman  felt  need  only 
vote  down  the  committee  amendment 
and  we  will  have  a  simple  extension  of 
the  act. 

Mr  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  McCofmackI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  the  statements  made  by  my  friend 
from  Virginia  IMr.  Smith!  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Scott] 
present  the  legislative  situation:  That 
those  Meml)ers  on  t)oth  sides  of  the  aisle 
who  want  to  give  President  Eisenhower 
at  least  the  same  authority  that  was 
given  to  former  President  Tr\mian  can 
do  so  by  voting  down  the  committee 
amendment  when  it  comes  up  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  There  will  be 
no  necessity,  as  I  understand,  for  a  mo- 
tion to  move  the  amendment  or  strike  it 
oiit,  because  it  is  an  amendment  to  a 
bill  reported  out  of  a  committee  and  will 
come  l)efore  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
under  the  5-minute  rule  as  an  amend- 
ment. 

Without  regard  to  the  confusion  of  the 
last  week,  and  I  am  not  going  to  enter 


into  that  too  extensively,  because  I  want 
to  be  considerate  of  the  disturbed  views 
and  mental  state  of  my  friends  on  the 
Republican  side  where  they  find  them- 
selves on  the  first  miportant  measure  of 
this  administration  following  the  leader- 
ship of  the  Democratic  Party,  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  only  yesterday 
the  President  In  his  message  said: 

I  have  already  established  a  Committee  on 
Government  Organization.  The  Commit- 
tee la  using  as  its  point  of  departure  the  re- 
porta  ol  the  Hoover  Commleslon  and  subae- 
quent  studies  by  several  independent  agen- 
cies. 

I  also  call  your  attention  to  what  Pres- 
ident Elsenhower  then  further  said  only 
yesterday : 

To  achieve  the  greater  efiBclency  and  econo- 
my which  the  Committee  analysis  showed  to 
be  possible  I  ask  the  Congress  to  extend  the 
present  Government  Reorganization  Act  for 
a  period  of  18  months  or  2  years  beyond  its 
expiration  date  of  April  1,  1953. 

We  all  know  that  President  Eisen- 
hower's press  secretary  last  Thursday  did 
say  that  the  simple-majority  amendment 
adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  committee 
was  acceptable  to  President  Eisenhower. 
We  also  know  that  the  leader  in  the 
other  body  next  day  said  he  did  not  think 
It  was  agreeable.  We  all  know  that  our 
own  distinguished  majority  leader,  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI, 
according  to  a  newspajwr  statement  that 
I  read  Saturday,  as  a  result  of  the  con- 
ference held  with  representatives  of  the 
White  House,  decided  to  go  through  with 
the  existing  law. 

Without    regard    to    the    statements 
that  have  been  made  within  the  past  10 
days,  the  President  himself  stated  clearly 
yesterday  that  he  wants  extended  the 
present  law  and  not  the  bill  as  reported 
out  of  the  committee.     I  am  not  going 
to  make  any  further  comment  because 
I  have  too  deep  a  personal  respect  and 
ofBcial  respect  also  for  my  distinguished 
friends  on  the  Republican  side;  but  the 
fact  remains    that   the    14   Democratic 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment'   Operations     voted     against    the 
amendment.    We  voted  to  give  to  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  the  same  authority  that 
was  given  by  the  Congress  to  ex-Presi- 
dent Truman  a  little  over  2  years  ago. 
Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  make  this  further 
observation  on  the  merits  of  the  legis- 
lation.    I  recognize  there  are  some  who 
feel  that  there  is  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion involved,  and  I  respect  their  views. 
I  recognize   that   the   gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  Hoffman]  strongly  feels 
that  way,  and  I  deeply  respect  his  views. 
I   recognize  also   there   are  some  who 
favor  a  simple  majority  as   against  a 
constitutional  majority,   and  I  respect 
their  views.     But,  having  lived  with  this 
question  as  some  of  us  have  for  years, 
we  realize,  first,  that  the  Congress  in  its 
entire  history  has  never  made  a  reor- 
ganization of  the  executive  branch  of 
Government.     In  order  to  do  so  there 
must  be  some  practical  action  taken  to 
accomplish  that  end.    We  realize  that 
we  have  to  delegate  administrative  au- 
thority—not   legislative    authority    but 
administrative  authority — to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  who  is  charged 
with  the  responsibility  to  submit  to  the 
Congress  his  plans. 


Under  the  law  that  was  passed  3  years 
ago  and  previously  there  were  particu- 
lar legislative  standards  prescribed  that 
the  President  must  comply  with.  So  it 
is  not  a  blanket  delegation  of  legislative 
authority.  If  we  were  to  pass  a  law  just 
delegating  it  without  general  standards, 
I  would  agree  that  there  is  a  constitu- 
tional question  involved  and,  frankly,  I 
agree  that  we  have  no  constitutional  au- 
thority to  do  so.  But  that  is  not  what 
we  have  done. 

We  have  laid  out  broad  legislative 
standards.  There  is  legislative  criteria 
contained  in  the  present  law  and  will  be 
In  the  law  if  extended  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  must  comply  with. 
Then  we  have  the  rejection  which  exists 
in  the  legislative  branch,  reserving  to 
us  the  power  of  rejecting  any  plan  sut)- 
mitted  to  the  Congress  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  The  gentle- 
man has  made  a  very  fair  statement.  I 
wonder  if  he  will  permit  me  in  turn  to 
ask  a  question? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  be  glad  to 
yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  I  understood 
the  gentleman's  position  correctly,  both 
in  committee  recently  and  in  1949  when 
we  had  the  original  1949  Reorganization 
Act  before  us.  It  was  his  position  that 
there  should  be  given  to  the  President 
the  power  to  put  into  effect  a  reorgani- 
zation plan  unless  a  constitutional  ma- 
jority ot  both  Houses  rejected  it.  Was 
that  the  position  of  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No ;  that  was  not 
my  position. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Was  that  not 
the  gentleman's  position? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No.  My  position 
was  that  unless  there  was  a  concurrent 
resolution  introduced,  which  meant  that 
both  bodies  had  to  reject  it  by  a  simple 
majority. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Then  the  gen- 
tleman stood  for  rejection  by  both 
bodies? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     Yes. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     In  1949? 
Mr.     McCORMACK.     We     passed     it 
through  this  branch. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     That  is  right. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     And  that  was  the 
follow-up  of  the  two  previous  laws. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     That  was  In 
1949? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     Yes. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     That  was  the 
gentleman's    position.     The    gentleman 
served  on  the  conference  committee. 
Mr.  McCORMACK-     Exactly. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     And  the  gen- 
tleman brought  in,  did  he  not 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  A  constitutional 
majority,  exactly;  reluctantly  so,  yes; 
reluctantly  so. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    I  understand. 
Mr.     McCORMACK.     I     wanted     the 
two-body  rejection.     Yes,  I  reluctantly 
agreed  to  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  All  right.  Let 
us  go  ahead. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  All  right. 
Mr.    BROWN   pf    Ohio.     Let    us   be 
logical. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  admit 
that  my  friend  is  always  logical,  and  I 
shall  try  to  i-espond. 


762 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


February  3 


(I 


!:i; 


1* 


I 


m* 


Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  AH  right. 
Thank  you.  Now  the  gentleman  in  1949 
was  faced  with  a  practical  situation  as 
the  result  of  the  position  taken  by  an- 
other body  of  this  Congress. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes;  but  when 
we  went  into  the  conference  we  had 
something  to  compromise  on.  We  did 
not  compromise  before  we  went  there. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  All  right. 
jTUst  a  moment. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Go  ahead. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman 
was  practical  enough  that  he  accepted 
8  situation,  reluctantly,  as  he  pointed 
out,  which  confronted  him. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  WeU,  that  is  a 
fair  statement. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  You  have  no 
criticism  of  anyone  for  reluctantly  ac- 
cepting some  sort  of  a  situation  when  the 
other  body  has  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  do  not  think  I 
criticized  anybody.  I  am  going  along 
with  a  very  understanding  mind  and  a 
mind  of  generosity.  For  whatever  value 
my  opinion  might  be  worth.  I  think  the 
President  ought  to  be  given  authority 
to  do  the  Job.  We  can  talk  back  and 
forth,  but  we  want  results.  We  are  com- 
ing now  to  a  vote  on  this  bill.  No  mat- 
ter what  somebody  might  have  said 
about  the  position  here  in  the  past  5 
days,  in  the  final  result  we  want  legisla- 
tion that  is  in  the  best  interest  of  our 
country.  Without  regard  to  party.  I 
think  it  Is  for  the  best  interest  of  the 
country  to  give  to  President  Eisenhower 
the  authority  contained  in  the  present 
law.  I  would  go  further.  I  will  be  frank, 
I  would  go  for  a  two-House  veto;  I  be- 
lieve in  it,  but  that  question  is  not  before 
the  House  today.  The  question  before 
the  House  is  whether  you  are  going  to 
give  the  President,  when  he  submits  a 
plan,  a  constitutional  majority  to  reject 
it  or  a  simple  majority.  I  think  it  is  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  people  and  of  our 
Government  to  give  to  President  Eisen- 
hower the  same  authority  we  gave  to 
Pi-esident  Truman.  I  hope  when  that 
vote  comes  that  you  Republicans,  or 
enough  of  you  Republicans,  will  join  with 
us  Democrats  to  give  the  leadership  to 
the  country  that  will  bring  about  a  strong 
bill  and  to  give  to  President  Eisenhower 
the  power  to  eCBciently  and  effectively 
make  reorganizations. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman   from   Michigan    IMr.    Oak- 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  a  telegram  re- 
ceived from  Charles  B.  Coates. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pres- 
ent effort  to  reduce  the  powers  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  with  re- 
spect to  reorganization  of  the  executive 
branch  of  Government,  constitutes  in  my 
opinion  a  direct  repudiation  of  one  of 
the  most  solemn  promises  made  by  the 
Republican  Party,  in  the  course  of  the 
recent  election  campaign. 

In  support  of  my  thesis  that  the  Amer- 
IcftB  people  want  and  expect  the  new 


administration  to  reorganize  and  stream- 
line   the   Federal   Government,   let   me 
quote  briefly  from  the  Republican  plat- 
form of  1952. 
Said  the  platform: 

We  pledge  a  thorough  reorganization  of  the 
Federal  Government  In  accordance  with  the 
principles  set  forth  In  the  report  of  the 
Hoover  Commission,  which  was  esUbllshed 
by  the  Republican  Eightieth  Congress. 

Nothing  could  be  clearer  than  thit. 
Mr.  Speaker.  Republican  leaders  made 
a  definite  promise.  The  voters  took  that 
promise  into  consideration  when  they 
gave  President  Eisenhower  the  biggest 
vote  ever  given  to  an  American  President. 

Now  we  are  presented  with  our  first 
major  opportunity  to  support  the  Presi- 
dent in  his  effort  to  make  good  on  the 
campaign  promises  wliich  enabled  him 
to  lead  his  party  back  into  control  cf 
both  legislative  and  executive  branches 
of  the  Government. 

This  promise  to  reorganize  and  stream- 
line the  Government  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  set  forth  in  the  Hoover 
report  is  no  less  important  to  the  welfare 
of  the  American  people  than  is  that  other 
promise  to  seek  an  honorable  aiid  vic- 
torious end  to  the  war  in  Korea. 

We  carmot — we  must  not — fail  to  sup- 
port the  President  now.  We  must  retain 
to  him  those  adequate  powers  to  reor- 
ganize the  executive  branch  of  Govern- 
ment which  were  posse.ssed  by  his  prede- 
cessor in  office.  In  my  own  opinion,  we 
would  do  well  if  we  should  .strengthen 
rather  than  weaken  those  powers. 

Origina'.ly  the  Hoover  Commission  rec- 
ommended to  the  Congress  that  both 
Houses  should  have  to  veto  a  reorgani- 
zation plan  proposed  by  the  President  in 
order  to  set  it  a.side.  The  final  decision 
to  permit  a  veto  by  either  or  both  Houses 
was  a  compromise. 

That  there  may  have  been  rea.son  for 
the  compromise,  at  the  time  it  was  made, 
is  more  than  possible  in  the  light  of  an- 
other paragraph  in  the  Republican  plat- 
form. 

Said  the  platform: 

We  denounce  the  duplicity  In  submlttine; 
to  Congress  for  approval,  reorganization 
plans  which  were  represented  as  being  In 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  recommendations,  but  whlrh  in 
fact  were  actually  Intended  to  further  parti- 
san political  purposes  of  the  administration 
In  power. 

The  compromise  was  made  before  my 
time  on  this  floor,  and  so  I  know  little  of 
the  specific  considerations  on  which  it 
was  based.  But  I  do  know,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  46  public  laws  have  teen  passed, 
implementing  the  Hoover  report,  and 
30  or  more  proposals  by  the  Demo- 
cratic administration  were  approved. 

This  means  that  approximately  50 
percent  of  the  Hoover  Commission 
recommendations  today  are  in  effect. 
Government  oi>erational  savings,  as  a 
result,  are  estimated  at  $2,000,000,000 
annually.  That  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration more  than  offset  these  savings 
by  expenditures  elsewhere,  is  beside  the 
point  at  this  time. 

In  any  event,  political  scientists  and 
other  students  of  government  know  that 
because  of  failure  to  complete  properly 
the  job  of  reorganizing  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Federal  establishment,  it 


Is  not  the  President,  not  the  Congress, 
not  the  American  people,  but  the  bu- 
reaucrats who  have  been  running  the 
people's  business — the  Federal  Govern- 
ment— for  too  long. 

Because  of  these  things.  It  is  quite 
understandable  that  some  Members  of 
this  honorable  body  should  entertain 
hvely  fears  as  to  the  possibility  of  fur- 
ther misuse  of  the  reorganizing  power. 
No  doubt  they  recognize,  as  we  all  must, 
that  even  Presidents  and  their  advisers 
are  human,  and  that  power  tends  to 
corrupt. 

But  in  view  of  the  accomplishments  of 
tlie  new  administration  in  the  first  2 
weeks  of  its  existence,  and  in  view  of 
the  program  laid  down  by  President 
Eisenhower  in  his  message  on  the  state 
of  the  Union.  I  think  we  can  rest  assured 
that  any  new  reorganization  plans  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  will  be  such  as 
the  Hoover  Commission,  in  its  wisdom, 
really  intended. 

Still  further,  it  seems  to  me,  we  can  be 
sure  that  the  new  President  and  his  ad- 
visers will  take  a  good  look  at  the  re- 
organization plans  already  approved  and 
in  tffect,  with  a  view  toward  making 
them  conform  more  closely  with  the  in- 
tent of  the  Hoover  Commission,  and 
hence  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

It  may  be  argued  that  Congress  is  the 
real  governing  bcdy  of  the  Federal 
Union,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Con- 
press  Itself  to  handle  the  reorganization 
in  all  Its  details.  These  arguments  are 
not  to  be  controverted. 

From  the  theoretical  standpoint,  they 
are  gcod  arguments.  They  are  quite  un- 
answerable. But  we  are  faced  here,  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  a  condition  and  not  a 
theory.  Experience  has  shown  that  the 
Congress,  by  rca<^on  of  so  many  conflict- 
ing interests  and  ideas,  cannot  effectively 
reorganize  the  executive  branch  of  Gov- 
ernment. 

Past  efforts  by  Congress  to  legislate  re- 
organization of  the  various  agencies  of 
Government.  I  believe,  too  often  have  re- 
sulted in  compromise,  wiien  compromise 
served  only  to  render  the  reorganization 
futile.  The  sole  cure  for  this  condition.  I 
submit,  is  to  continue  the  reorganization 
power  in  the  hand.s  of  the  President,  and 
to  give  him  authority  consonant  with  his 
responsibility. 

If  the  President  of  the  United  States 
must  tailor  each  reorganization  proposal 
to  meet  the  possibility  of  veto  by  a  simple 
majority  of  either  Hou.se  of  Congress, 
then  he  may  find  it  necessary  to  com- 
promise with  the  facts,  if  not  with  his 
own  conscience. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  he  fee!s  confident 
that  his  propo.^als  will  not  be  defeated 
by  a  minority,  he  can  be  expected  to  make 
them  such  as  may  redound  to  Govern- 
ment economy  and  efBciency.  and  to  hon- 
esty in  the  conduct  of  public  affairs. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States, 
may  I  say,  constitutes  the  largest  and 
most  powerful  corp>oration  on  the  face  of 
the  glot)e.  As  such,  and  within  the 
framework  of  constitutional  law  and  the 
facts  of  political  life,  it  must  be  trans- 
formed into  the  ultimate  exemplar  of 
corporate  efficiency. 

Now  we  have  a  President  who  can  be 
trusted,  on  his  record,  to  use  the  reorgan- 
izing power  to  good  and  honorable  ad- 
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vantage.  We  know.  In  any  event,  that 
powers  which  Congress  confers.  Congress 
can  take  away. 

Then  let  us  give  to  the  President  the 
reorganizing  power,  subject  to  veto  only 
by  a  constitutional  majority  of  either 
House  of  Congress.  I  do  not  believe  that 
one  House  or  the  other.  In  the  unlikely 
event  a  proposal  should  be  foolish  or 
wrongful,  would  fail  to  veto  it  by  such 
a  majority. 

On  this  basis.  Is  there  any  reason  why 
we  should  load  the  dice  against  a  full 
and  effective  reorganization  of  the  ex- 
ecutive branch?  On  the  contrary,  there 
Is  every  reason  why  we  should  not. 

As  for  myself,  I  would  paraphrase,  the 
statement  of  a  former  Secretary  cf 
State;  but  please  note,  in  a  different  con- 
text and  with  implications  quite  to  the 
contrary. 

I  would  say :  "I  shall  not  be  one  to  turn 
my  back  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States." 

Niw  ToKX,  N.  Y .  Fetfruary  2,  1953. 
Hon.  Chabx.es  O.  Oakman, 

House  Office  Building: 
We  share  your  concern  over  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  bill  extending  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1»49.  In  our  view  the  sub- 
stitution of  an  ordinary  majority  for  a  con- 
stitutional majority  in  either  House  greatly 
endangers  the  outlook  for  any  substantial 
action  on  reorganization.  In  effect  It  means 
that  25  Members  of  a  Legislature  of  531  can 
negate  the  President's  proposals,  even  though 
these  may  fully  express  the  best  thinking  of 
the  administration  of  the  Congress  as  a  whole 
and  the  public.  This  amendment  represents 
a  long  step  backward  at  the  very  time  when 
the  Nation  should  be  moving  forward  to  In- 
sure a  well-organized  compact  responsive  ex- 
ecutive branch  so  gravely  needed  In  a  time 
of  crisis.  I  am  sure  that  Dr.  Pollock  and  the 
other  members  of  the  Hoover  Commission 
share  this  view.  In  the  absence  of  Chairman 
Sidney  A  Mitchell  please  accept  the  assur- 
ance that  the  Citizens  Committee  for  the 
Hoover  Report  strongly  urges  renewal  of  the 
Organization  Act  of  1949  without  amend- 
ment. 

Charles  B.  Coates, 
Vice  Chairman  and  GencTal  Manager, 

Citizens  Committee  for  the  Homier 

Report. 

Phh-adelphia,  Pa  ,  February  3.  1S53. 
Hon    Charles  O.  Oakman. 
House  of  Representatives, 

House  Office  Building. 
Dear  Mr.  Oakbcan:  Thank  you  for  your 
telegram  of  February  2  regarding  the  re- 
organization bills  reported  by  the  House 
and  Senate  committees  permitting  veto  of 
presidential  plans  by  a  simple  majority  of 
either  Chamber.  I  share  your  concern  about 
this  proposed  curtailment  of  the  President's 
powers.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  President 
Elsenhower  should  have  at  least  as  much 
authority  with  respect  to  reorganlzaUon  as 
was  enjoyed  by  the  outgoing  administration. 

Obviously  If  the  proposal  to  permit  veto 
by  a  simple  majority  goes  through,  little,  if 
any.  reorganization  of  an  effective  nature 
can  be  obtained.  We  are  working  very  hard 
to  provide  the  special  committee  with  worth- 
while recommendations  to  the  end  of  In- 
suring the  soundest  possible  management  of 
the  executive  branch.  I  hope  that  Congress 
will  support  us  In  our  efforts  by  granting 
the  President  the  kind  of  reorganization 
powers  which  he  needs  to  do  his  Job. 

My  friend,  Jim  Pollock,  as  a  former  Hoover 
Commissioner,  undoubtedly  thoroughly  un- 
derstands the  seriousness  oX  the  proposed 
curtailment   oX    the    President's    powers.     X 


very  much  appreciate  your  getting  In  toach 
with  me,  and  I  wish  you  tbe  best  oC  suc- 
cess In  your  efforts. 
Sincerely. 

RoBZKT  L.  Jomrsoir, 
Director,  Temple  University  Survey 
of  Federal  Reorganissation. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
quite  obvious  we  are  getting  away  to  a 
good  start  in  this  Congress.  We  have 
Democrats  in  the  leadership,  including 
my  very  estimable  friends,  ex-Speaker 
Rayburn  and  ex-Majority  Leader  Mc- 
CcRi«.«cK.  who  want  to  go  along  with  the 
administration.  For  that  I  am  very 
happy.  I  do  not  know  how  long  that  will 
last.  Maybe  a  little  later  on  we  will  be 
dividing  up  the  men  from  the  boys,  I  do 
not  know,  but  we  hope  it  will  last  for  a 
long  time,  because  Mr.  Raybttrn  has 
spoken  a  time  or  two  of  the  temporary 
minority  in  which  he  presently  finds 
himself.  May  I  say  that  I  can  under- 
stand his  disappointment  at  being  in 
the  minority,  but  he  can  probably  look 
forward  to  a  very  considerable  service 
in  that  capacity. 

I  want  to  commend  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  (Mr.  Brown  1,  who  has  made 
such  an  able  statement  here.  May  I  call 
the  attention  of  those  of  you  who  may 
have  forgotten  it,  and  maybe  some  who 
are  newcomers  here  who  never  did  know 
about  it,  to  the  fact  that  it  was  he  who 
back  in  the  Republican  Eightieth  Con- 
gress Initiated  the  action  that  created 
the  Hoover  Commission.  Insofar  as 
the  reorganization  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  is  concerned, 
that  was  the  starting  point  for  about 
everything  that  has  been  accomplished 
that  has  been  worth  while. 

There  is  more  work  to  be  done  and  we 
hope  to  get  it  done,  but  let  us  not  forget 
as  we  talk  about  who  is  going  to  carry 
on  the  processes  of  reorganization,  and 
there  certainly  is  much  room  for  reor- 
ganization, that  it  was  the  Republican 
Party  and  the  majority  leadership  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress  that  started  the  show. 
The  Commission  operated  under  the 
leadership  of  ex-President  Hoover  and 
did  a  good  job,  everything  considered. 
As  I  say,  many  of  their  recommendations 
are  yet  to  be  acted  upon. 

There  is  another  thing  that  has  come 
out  of  all  this.  I  realize  with  many  that 
there  has  been  something  of  a  tempest  in 
a  teapot,  because  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  to  be  too  much  concerned 
about.  But  one  thing  is  crystal  clear  and 
that  is  that  we  have  in  the  White  House 
today  a  President  of  the  United  States 
who  by  his  every  act  and  word  convinces 
me.  as  he  must  convince  you,  that  he 
wants  to  cooperate  with  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  that  he  wants  to  grant 
and  yield  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  its  rightful  position  as  the  legisla- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  under  our 
time-honored,   constitutional   tripartite 

system. 

I  know  there  are  some  people  present 
who  do  not  think  much  of  the  method 
of  reorganization  that  is  here  proposed. 
They  did  not  like  it  when  it  started.  I 
can  remember  those  early  days  when  we 
had  some  bitter  battles  here  under 
Democratic  leadership,  when  the  right 


was  sought  to  Interfere  with  the  Comp- 
troller General  who  is  an  officer  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  alone,  and 
when  the  right  was  sought  to  destroy  the 
great  quasi-legislative  agencies  of  the 
Government.  Those  proposals  were 
turned  back.  But  finally  in  1949,  after 
the  creation  of  the  Hoover  Commission, 
I  think  it  was  generally  recognized  that 
this  sort  of  arrangement  was  desirable 
in  the  public  interest. 

It  does  do  some  violence  to  the  con- 
cept of  legislative  authority  under  which 
we  initiate  legislation  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  because  what  we  real- 
ly do  is  transfer  to  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  the  power  to  initiate 
the  legislation,  reserving  to  ourselves  the 
right  of  veto.  However,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  so  well  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI. 
I  think  experience  has  demonstrated 
that  it  is  necessary  on  occasion  that  we 
have  that  device  in  order  to  bring  about 
effective  reorganization. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man f.''om  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  not  an  un- 
limited delegation,  but  it  is  a  broad, 
general  delegation. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  Is  true. 
In  order  that  my  position  may  be  made 
perfectly  clear,  I  am  going  to  suppwrt 
this  bill,  I  ahi  going  to  vote  against  the 
amendment,  if  it  is  offered,  and  I  am  go- 
ing to  vote  for  the  bill  on  passage.  I 
think  that  is  the  attitude  that  most  of 
us  are  going  to  take. 

There  has  been  talk  about  a  simple 
majority  and  a  constitutional  majority. 
The  matter  was  discussed  at  the  White 
House  when  we  were  down  there.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  a  great  many 
people  in  this  body  and  the  other  body. 
Democrats  and  Republicans,  have  firmly 
believed  for  years  that  the  simple  ma- 
jority route  is  the  best  route.  They  be- 
lieve that  they  can  sustain  it  with  good 
argument. 

We  all  realize  that  earlier  when  this 
matter  was  before  the  other  body  there 
was  insistence  on  the  simple  majority. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  by  my  friend 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown]  that  the  matter 
was  long  in  conference.  It  became  some- 
thing of  a  crisis  before  the  matter  was 
brought  out  of  conference.  So  I  can 
understand  the  things  that  were  in  the 
minds  of  our  people  on  the  committee. 

Let  me  make  this  further  point — that 
I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  that  our 
people  on  that  committee  acted  the  other 
day  upon  information  which  under  the 
circumstances,  would  be  considered  re- 
liable. They  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  the  simple  majority  route  was  per- 
haps not  desired  by  certain  people  at  the 
White  House  but,  at  least,  in  the  attitude 
they  have  taken  of  cooperation  and  ab- 
sence of  dictation  And  domination,  may- 
be it  would  be  agreeable. 

But  since  that  time  it  is  now  evident 
and  apparent  to  all  of  us  that  what  is 
really  desired,  and  what  we  ought  to  give 
to  the  President  is  the  power  contained 
In  the  bill  as  originally  introduced  by  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Brown  1. 
And  certainly  the  fact  that  he  intro- 
duced that  bill  in  that  form  is  evidence 
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of  his  8^ood  faith,  and  evidence  of  the 
good  faith  on  the  part  of  everyone  who 
undertook  to  deai  with  this  matter. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  difference  the 
matter  of  the  simple  majority  and  the 
matter  of  the  constitutional  majority 
would  make  in  practice.  I  understand 
that  in  this  body  there  was  only  one  oc- 
casion when  a  plan  would  have  been 
defeated  under  the  simple  majority  op- 
eration, but  it  did  carry  and  was  not 
vetoed  here  because  of  the  requirement 
for  the  constitutional  majority.  Now, 
certainly  if  the  experience  in  the  other 
body  were  the  same  as  that,  then  it 
would  be  tweedledee  and  tweedledum  as 
to  which  plan  we  adopted. 

But  in  any  event  the  President  'of  the 
United  States  through  his  campaign  ex- 
pressed himself  as  being  highly  desirous 
of  bringing-about  much  needed  reorgani- 
zation in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  I  think  everyone  who 
heard  him  here  yesterday  is  impressed 
with  his  sincerity  and  with  his  devotion 
to  the  accomplishment  of  the  objectives 
which  he  outlined.  I.  for  one,  want  to 
give  him  the  right  and  the  power  and  the 
opportunity  as  far  as  I  can  do  so  under 
the  Constitution,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  dictates  of  my  conscience,  to  make 
It  possible  for  him  to  accomplish  those 
objectives  and  do  the  job  that  I  know 
needs  to  be  done  in  the  matter  of 
streamlining  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  for  more  efBciency  and 
economy  in  our  whole  operation. 

So  thanks  again  to  all  of  you  people 
for  just  going  along  with  us.  We  are 
glad  to  have  you,  and  as  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  said,  we  hope  it  will  last  a 
long  time,  because  although  we  might  be 
able  to  do  it  by  ourselves,  if  it  is  possible 
that  you  go  along  with  us.  and  we  need 
not  do  it  by  ourselves,  it  will  be  just  that 
much  better. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question  on  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  to 
amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949 
so  that  such  act  will  apply  to  reorganiza- 
tion plans  transmitted  to  the  Congress  at 
any  time  before  April  1,  1^5;  and  pend- 
ing that  motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
who  speak  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
may  have  permission  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend their  remarks  and  include  certain 
other  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.^  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 


sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  1979.  with  Mr. 
Jenkins  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Brown- 
soNl.  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
persistent  attempts  of  the  minority  to 
suggest  that  utter  confusion  exists  in  the 
ranks  of  the  Republican  Party  are  obvi- 
ously moves  to  stress  partisan  politics  at 
a  time  when  the  citizens  are  much  more 
interested  in  action  toward  sound,  eco- 
nomical, efficient  Government. 

What  are  the  facts?  Simply  the.se. 
There  were  several  conferences  and  con- 
versations last  week  between  the  Presi- 
dent and  his  advisers  and  representa- 
tives of  the  leadership  of  Cone;ress.  In- 
stead of  recognizing  these  conferences  as 
worthwhile  meetings  of  able  leaders  in 
search  of  a  solution  to  the  problem  of 
reorganization,  the  opposition  chooses, 
quite  arbitrarily,  to  condemn  them  as 
confusion. 

After  discu^sine:  this  legislation  with 
my  colleagues.  I  find  that  I  am  one  of 
the  many  of  the  majority  side  of  the  aisle 
who  are  not  disturbed  by  these  frank 
discussions  between  the  executive  branch 
and  the  representatives  of  our  legisla- 
tive bodies.  Attempts  to  adjust  the  deli- 
cate balance  between  the  power  of  the 
Executive  and  the  power  of  Congress  are 
normal  to  our  form  of  Government. 
Dr.  Ernest  S.  Griffith,  director.  ley;isL\tive 
reference  service,  in  his  valuable  study, 
Congress:  Its  Contemporary  Role,  dis- 
cusses the  problem  of  executive-legis- 
lative relations  at  great  length  in  chapter 
4.  using  as  his  lead  paragraph  the  fol- 
lowing thought  which  seems  particularly 
applicable  to  the  informal  maneuvering 
of  the  past  week: 

Far  more  attention  has  been  paid  to  the 
clashes,  rivalries,  and  differences  bttwet'u 
the  executive  In  general,  and  the  President 
In  particular,  on  the  one  hand  and  Congress 
on  the  other  than  to  their  cooperation.  We 
must  grant  that  it  Is  sociologically  inherent 
that  two  coordinate  centers  of  power  operat- 
ing in  a  common  area  will  be  Jealous  of  each 
other  and  will  each  strive  to  gain  the  ascend- 
ancy. But  It  Is  also  psychologically  true  that 
there  will  be  accommodation  when  the 
shared  end  Is  great  enough  to  con.mand  a 
common  loyalty  or  urgent  enough  to  force 
a  solution.  If  the  persons  Involved  are  pub- 
lic-spirited, naturally  friendly,  and  broad- 
gaged — and  more  often  than  not  the  Presi- 
dent, the  department  heads,  and  the  Con- 
gressmen are  all  three — the  Governm«nt  be- 
comes workable.  Their  mutually  Indepen- 
ent  positions  also  have  this  advantage,  that 
each  usually  la  required  to  convince  the 
other — always  a  humbling  and  wholesome 
experience — before  effective  action  can  be 
taken. 

To  me.  and  to  the  American  people,  it 
is  refreshing  to  have  a  President  in  the 
White  House  who  will  discuss  these  im- 
portant reorganization  proposals  in  a 
series  of  meetings  with  the  leaders  of 
Congress.  It  is  reassuring  to  have  a 
Chief  Executive  who  does  not  make  de- 
mands on  Congress;  who  does  not  send 
down  directives  to  a  rubber-stamp 
House.  It  is  certainly  different  to  have 
a  President  with  whom  it  is  possible 
for  the  leaders  of  Congress  to  exchange 
ideas  in  deliberative  discussions,  calcu- 


lated to  produce  the  best  posible  reor- 
ganization legislation. 

Already  in  this  debite  the  argument 
has  been  frequently  advanced  that  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  should  be  granted  at 
least  as  much  authority  as  former  Presi- 
dent Truman  was  given  by  the  EUghty- 
first  and  Eighty -second  Congresses. 
While  I  appreciate  the  desire  of  those 
who  advance  this  theory  to  cooperate 
fully  with  the  President.  I  do  not  find 
this  reason  a  valid  argument  in  favor  of 
the  legislation  which  we  are  considering 
today. 

It  does  seem  to  me.  however,  that  there 
exists  a  most  valid  reason  for  extending 
to  Pre.sident  Ei.«enhower.  at  this  time, 
the  full  authority  to  reorganize  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, which  has  been  enjoyed  by  other 
Presidents.  This  reason,  which  tran- 
scends the  f.elds  of  personalities  and 
politics  is  ba.sed  on  the  fact  that  many 
of  the  Hoover  Commi-ssion  proposals, 
published  in  1949.  have  not  yet  been 
piven  .serious  consideration  by  the  legis- 
lative committees  of  the  Congress  and 
have  not  yet  been  reported  out  for  action 
on  the  floor  of  the  Hou.se  either  as  a 
Presidential  reorganization  plan  or  in 
the  form  of  congres.sionally  drafted  leg- 
islation. This  reason  is  entirely  beyond 
the  argument  that  this  power  was  pre- 
viously given  to  President  Truman.  It 
is  a  line  of  reasoning  based  entirely  on 
the  enormity  of  the  job  that  is  still 
ahead. 

The  best  estimates  that  I  have  been 
able  to  Kei  from  political  scientists  and 
other  observers  of  this  area  of  reorgani- 
zation, indicate  that  only  approximately 
50  or  55  percent  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission recommendations  have  been 
adopted.  That  leaves  an  all-important 
area  of  45  to  59  percent  of  the  Com- 
mi.s.«ions  recommendations  yet  ahead 
of  us. 

I.I'imbrrs  of  the  House  far  more  exper- 
ienced that  I  am  in  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation tell  me  that  the  45  to  50  percent 
cf  the  Hoover  Commission  recommenda- 
tions which  have  not  yet  been  considered, 
represent  the  really  difficult  achieve- 
ments in  reoreanization.  The  road 
ahead  is  difficult  to  travel  into  areas 
where  reurganization  will  be  difficult — 
areas  where  pressures  from  the  agencies 
and  pres.sures  from  interest  groups  will 
be  heaviest.  With  the  difficult  problems 
attendant  upon  reorganizing  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, the  Veterans'  Administration, 
and  social  security  facing  President 
Eisenhower.  I  maintain  that  it  is  essen- 
tial that  we  continue  the  reorganization 
authority  as  it  exists. 

While  I  realize  that  at  most,  the  re- 
ports of  the  Hoover  Commission  were 
intended  to  serve  only  as  a  guide  to  Con- 
gress and  were  never  considered  at  any 
time  to  constitute  a  mandate  either  to 
the  Executive  or  to  Congress.  I  do  be- 
lieve that  the  18  areas  of  reorganization 
covered  by  the  Commission  represent 
fields  in  which  some  action  should  be 
taken.  If  we  are  to  assume  that  reor- 
ganization of  one  type  or  another  Is  de- 
sirable in  these  18  areas,  let  us  look  for 
a  moment  at  the  reorganization  box  score 
approximately  as  it  appears  today.  Ob- 
viously, it  is  unlikely  that  any  two  au- 
thorities would  agree  exactly  on  the  per- 
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cent  of  reorganization  achieved  in  any 
given  field. 

However,  the  percentages  I  shall  quote 
Indicate  approximately  the  current  box 
score  on  Hoover  Commission  reorgani- 
zation. 

In  the  area  of  general  management 
there  has  been  an  estimated  80  percent 
of  the  reorganization  accomplished  and 
legislation  enacted,  with  20  percent  to 

go. 

The  field  of  personnel  management 
does  not  look  quite  so  good,  with  only 
35  percent  enacted  and  65  percent  to 
go. 

As  far  as  the  office  of  General  Serv- 
ices and  Supply  Activities  is  concerned, 
we  find  95  percent  enacted;  5  percent 
to  go. 

Post  Office  Department,  30  percent  en- 
acted :  70  percent  to  go. 

Area  of  foreign  affairs,  80  percent  en- 
acted and  20  percent  to  go. 

Department  of  Agriculture,  zero  per- 
cent enacted;  100  percent  to  go. 

Area  of  budgeting  and  accounting,  85 
percent  enacted:  15  percent  to  go. 

National-security  organizations,  95 
percent  enacted :  5  percent  to  go. 

Veterans"  affairs,  5  percent  enacted;  95 
I)ercent  to  go. 

Department  of  Commerce,  70  percent 
enacted;  30  percent  to  go. 

Treasury  Department,  40  percent  en- 
acted :  60  percent  to  go. 

Regulatory  agencies.  66  percent  en- 
acted: 34  percent  to  go. 

Department  of  Labor,  80  percent  en- 
acted: 20  percent  to  go. 

Department  of  Interior,  20  percent  en- 
acted :  80  percent  to  go. 

Social  Security  and  Indian  Affairs,  5 
I)ercent  enacted:  95  percent  to  go. 

Medical  activities,  10  percent  enacted; 
90  percent  to  go. 

Federal  business  enterprises,  25  per- 
cent enacted ;  75  ijercent  to  go. 

Overseas  organizations.  Federal  and 
State  Relations  and  Federal  Research, 
60  iiercent  enacted ;  50  percent  to  go. 

General  Management,  80  percent  en- 
acted :  20  percent  to  go. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  prefer  to  take 
the  position  that  this  House  may  at  some 
time  reach  a  point  where  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  delegate  reorganization  author- 
ity; a  point  where  it  will  be  possible  for 
all  reorganization  legislation  to  come 
through  committee  as  any  other  legisla- 
tion would  come,  so  that  the  will  of  the 
House  may  be  worked  upon  this  legisla- 
tion in  committee,  and  so  that  the 
amendments  of  the  House  might  be  ac- 
cepted in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Unfortunately,  I  do  not  believe  that 
time  has  yet  come.  I  am  hopeful  that 
with  the  vigorous  attention  to  the  field 
of  reorganization  which  President  Eisen- 
hower pledged  to  us  yesterday  in  his 
state  of  the  Union  message,  this  is  the 
last  time  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to 
meet  here  in  this  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  delegate  some  of  our  legisla- 
tive power  to  the  Executive.  However, 
I  feel  that  with  the  area  of  accomplish- 
ments that  still  he  ahead  of  us,  with  the 
way  progress  has  been  delayed — and  I 
make  no  charges  of  a  partisan  nature  in 
marking  that  delay,  we  must  continue 
the  full  reorganization  authority  of  the 
President.  In  3  years  we  have  consid- 
ered only  55  percent  of  the  total  Hoover 


Commission  program.  On  that  basis  I 
say  that  this  authority  is  needed,  and  it 
is  needed  without  amendment,  if  we  are 
going  to  proceed  on  toward  a  real  solu- 
tion to  the  reorganization  problems  of 
the  Federal  Government  and  make  it 
practical  for  President  Eisenhower  and 
for  all  of  us  in  Congress  to  bring  about 
a  realization  of  the  campaign  promises 
on  which  we  were  elected  in  this  last  elec- 
tion; promises  of  efficiency,  economy, 
and  common  sense  in  Government. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  my  distinguished  chairman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  made  a  most  instructive 
statement  when  he  told  us  the  various 
percentages  of  the  Hoover  reconunenda- 
tions  which  have  been  effectuated.  The 
gentleman  recalls,  of  course,  that  Repub- 
licans introduced  bills  to  implement  every 
one  of  the  Hoover  Commission's  recom- 
mendations way  back  when  the  opposi- 
tion was  in  full  control.  If  there  is  any- 
thing to  be  said  about  their  not  being 
effectuated  it  rests  not  with  the  present 
majority,  but  with  the  minority  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  certainly  agree 
with  my  distinguished  chairman,  for  I 
well  remember  the  great  difficulty  I  had 
trying  to  get  some  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission legislation  considered  in  the  last 
session  of  Congress  when  the  Democratic 
•Party  controlled  our  subcommittees  and 
our  committee. 

Since  our  distinguished  committee 
chairman  commented  on  the  percentage 
of  achievement  figures,  it  may  be  of  in- 
terest to  suggest  what  these  uncompleted 
areas  might  be  expected  to  mean  in  dol- 
lar economies.  The  Hoover  Commission 
task  force  on  personnel  estimated  a  sav- 
ings of  between  $256,000,000  and  $600, 
000,000  when  Its  recommendations  were 
enacted  and  r>ersonnel  reorganization 
was  completed.  Since  we  still  have  65 
percent  of  the  way  to  go  In  this  field.  It 
may  be  possible  to  predict  savings  of 
between  $166,000,000  and  $390,000,000  if 
this  reorganization  Is  productive  of  the 
economy  its  planners  predict. 

In  the  field  of  veterans  affairs  possible 
savings  of  $71,000,000  might  result  if  the 
other  95  percent  of  reorganization  could 
be  completed  in  such  a  manner  that 
benefits  to  the  veteran  would  not  suffer. 

In  the  area  of  revolving  funds  and 
business  enterprises  with  75  percent  of 
the  way  yet  to  go,  toward  the  task  force 
estimate  of  $30,000,000  In  savings,  it  ap- 
pears that  $22,500,000  may  be  saved  by 
completing  reorganization.  Add  to 
these  an  estimated  savings  of  $44,000,000 
in  agrlcultiu-e  activities.  In  which  area  no 
reorganization  progress  has  lieen  re- 
ported and  a  possible  $98,000,000  saving 
In  the  completion  of  reorganization  of 
the  Post  Office  Department  and  you  have 
between  $400,000,000  and  $620,000,000 
which  may  be  saved  annually  If  President 
Eisenhower  is  given  the  authority  to 
complete  the  reorganization  program 
started  in  1949  on  the  basis  of  legislation 
passed  by  the  RepubUcan  Eightieth 
Congress. 

The  stakes  are  high;  the  need  is  des- 
perate. The  responslblUty  is  oiu-s.  Once 
the  controversial  portions  of  the  Hoover 
Conunission  recommendations  have  re- 


ceived a  fair  hearing,  I  can  see  no  need 
for  further  delegation  of  legislative  au- 
thority; a  delegation  which  I  know  is 
distasteful  to  many  thoughtful  students 
of  government  in  this  House. 

As  for  myself,  I  shall  vote  against  the 
amendment  and  in  favor  of  the  bill  in 
order  that  the  desire  of  the  voters  for 
efficiency  and  economy  In  Goverrunent. 
through  reorganization,  will  not  be  frus- 
trating in  this  Republican  administration 
as  It  has  been  for  the  past  2  years. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  with  pardonable 
pride  that  I  rise  to  address  you  at  this 
time;  I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that  the 
committee  of  which  I  was  the  chairman 
was  responsible  for  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949  under  which  65  percent — 
and  I  have  the  authority  of  the  Citizens 
Committee  on  the  Hoover  Report  for 
that  figure — 65  percent  of  the  recom- 
mendations were  effectuated  either  by 
legislation  or  by  planning.  I  am  proud 
also  of  the  fact  that  I  belong  to  the 
party  that  gives  reorganization  not  a 
mouth  service  but  a  real  service.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  people  of  these  United 
States  are  entitled  to  reorganization  in 
the  executive  department.  We  know 
that  the  executive  department  has  grown 
through  the  years,  because  of  war  and 
because  of  the  necessity  of  rapidly  meet- 
ing emergencies  that  have  arisen,  that 
many,  many  agencies  came  Into  being 
until  now  the  executive  department  Is  a 
sprawling,  loosely  arranged  orgamzatlon 
and  badly  needs  reorganizing.  We  also 
know  something  of  the  difficulties  of  re- 
organization, because  every  head  of  every 
department,  bureau,  or  commission 
wants  reorganization,  but  not  of  his  own 
agency;  consequently,  when  legislation 
was  sought  from  the  Congress  the  head 
of  any  department  to  be  reorganized 
was  foimd  not  only  objecting  himself 
but  going  throughout  the  country  and 
raising  a  lobby  that  would  bring  pressure 
upon  different  Congressmen  against  re- 
organizing that  department.  So  that 
when  Congress,  in  its  judgment,  turned 
over  to  the  head  of  the  executive  depart- 
ment, the  President,  the  duty  of  sub- 
mitting reorgamzatlon  plans.  It  took  the 
opportunity  out  of  the  hands  of  the  heads 
of  bureaus  and  commissions  and  reUeved 
them  of  the  task  of  lobbying  against  the 
bin,  because  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
head  of  any  bureau,  department,  or  com- 
mission in  the  Federal  Government 
would  come  up  here  and  lobby  against 
a  plan  that  had  been  submitted  to  us 
by  the  President;  so  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  In  order  to  reorganize  the  ex- 
ecutive department  that  we  put  the  re- 
sponslblUty in  the  hands  of  the  Chief 
Executive. 

Experience  has  shown  that  we  still 
ought  to  give  him  sufficient  power  and 
authority  that  any  upsetting  of  the  plan 
could  come  about  only  after  due  delib- 
eration and  due  debate  In  this  Congress. 
That  was  shown  because  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act,  known  as  the  Economy  Act 
of  1932,  which  was  the  same  act  that 
this  law  as  amended  would  be,  the  simple 
one-House  veto,  President  Hoover  sent 
up  many  plans,  but  not  a  single  plan 
sent  up  by  him  under  that  law  was 
ever  enacted  into  law. 
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Mr.  HOFnCAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Hi.  DAWSON  of  Illinois,  I  will  always 
yield  gladly  to  my  distinguished  chair- 
man. 

Mr.  HOPPMAN  of  Michigan,  And 
they  were  rejected  by  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress, were  they  not? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  And  it  looks 
like  President  Eisenhower's  requests  are 
going  to  be  turned  down  by  a  Republican 
majority,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Wait 
and  see. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  No.  we  will 
not  wait  and  see,  because  in  my  judg- 
ment you  now  know  it  is  not  a  good  thing 
to  tie  President  Eisenhower's  hands  by 
such  a  law.  I  am  proud  that  in  the 
committee  the  Democratic  members  oi 
the  committee,  who  had  given  so  much 
time  and  attention  to  the  subject  of  re- 
organization, were  willing  not  to  tie  the 
hands  of  the  President  but  were  willing 
to  give  him  sufficient  authority  to  enable 
him  to  do  a  good  job  of  reorganization. 
We  were  willing  not  only  to  go  beyond 
the  constitutional  majority  of  either 
House  but  to  require  a  majority  of  both 
Houses  in  order  to  defeat  a  Presidential 
plan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
correction? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  yield  once 
again  to  my  distinguished  chairman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  do  not 
propose  and  never  did  propose  to  tie  the 
hands  of  the  President. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  If  the  gen- 
tleman will  make  his  statement  in  his 
own  time  I  would  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  want 
the  constitutional  authority  vested  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  re- 
main there. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  The  gentle- 
man talks  about  constitutional  authority. 
That  is  not  a  new  question,  because  Con- 
gress after  Congress  has  given  the  Presi- 
dent the  power  to  reorganize,  beginning 
with  President  Hoover  on  down,  and  not 
once  has  it  been  attacked  and  found  un- 
constitutional as  far  as  the  delegation 
of  power  was  concerned.  So  the  gentle- 
man lives  in  a  yesteryear,  the  gentleman 
will  not  recognize  what  is  happening 
every  day;  the  real  fact  is  that  the  gen- 
tleman does  not  believe  in  any  tjrpe  of 
reorganization.  That  is  why  he  was  for 
the  simple  majority  of  either  House, 
which  is  shown  both  by  his  words  and 
by  his  vote  in  the  committee. 

In  giving  due  deference  to  the  Demo- 
crats on  that  committee,  I  could  not 
be  fair  if  I  did  not  state  that  the  vote 
in  committee  was  15  to  14.  There  are 
30  members  of  that  committee.  One  Re- 
publican voted  "present."  I  could  not 
be  fair  unless  I  paid  deference  to  that 
one  Republican  who  because  he  believed 
that  the  President  ought  to  be  given  ade- 
quate power,  because  he  knows  the  diffi- 
culty of  getting  reorganization  through 
this  Congress,  would  not  vote  with  us 
but  would  not  vote  with  them.  So  the 
vote  stood  14  to  15  in  committee  with 
one  voting  "present." 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  hopeful  that  when 
this  amendment  comes  before  the  House 
the  House,  as  well  as  the  other  body. 


will  support  the  hand  of  our  new  Presi- 
dent and  that  the  Congress  will  give  at 
least  the  power  that  was  given  to  former 
President  Harry  S.  Truman.  And  while 
I  am  standing  here  as  a  Member  of  the 
House,  I  want  to  say  once  again  that  I 
am  proud  to  be  a  Meml>er  of  this  body 
when  I  see  what  the  House  has  always 
done  about  reorganization. 

Out  of  all  of  the  plans  submitted  by 
the  President  there  was  only  one  plan 
defeated  in  this  House.  That  was  the 
plan  to  give  to  FSA  cabinet  status  and. 
in  my  opinion,  that  was  rather  a  per- 
sonal matter  than  one  aimed  against  the 
plan  itself.  So  we  have  the  situation 
where  every  plan  submitted  by  the  past 
President  except  one  was  accepted  by 
this  House.  Any  plans  that  were  de- 
feated was  done  over  in  the  other  body. 

So.  as  we  stand  here  talking  about 
reorganization.  I  am  hopeful  that  the 
Republicans  will,  as  a  matter  of  pride, 
abandon  that  stand  and  I  am  hoping 
they  will  agree  with  the  Democratic  mi- 
nority that  does  not  play  politics  with 
matters  of  interest  to  our  country. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  always 
yield  to  one  whom  I  regard  so  highly. 
a  distinguished  member  of  our  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  regard  which  he  knows  I  share 
in  equal  measure  for  him.  But  does  the 
gentleman  think  that  cither  Republicans, 
or  Democrats  sought  to  abandon  what 
they  regard  as  important  principles,  just 
because  the  President  is  of  their  party? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  think  the 
Republicans  ought  to  learn  the  difference 
between  principles  and  good  judgment. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Some  of  us  have  crusaded 
all  these  years  for  principles.  We  think 
they  are  more  important  than  men — any 
men.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  would 
not  ask  us  to  abandon  what  we  l)elieve 
to  be  constitutional  principles  ju.st  be- 
cause it  might  be  more  expedient  and 
might  be  better  politics  and  perhaps 
might  be  portrayed  as  better  judgment. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  The  gentle- 
man does  not  understand  anything  I 
said  if  he  puts  that  construction  on  my 
language.  I  thought  I  had  the  powers 
of  expression.  None  of  us  would  aban- 
don principles,  and  it  is  good  principle 
of  government  administration  to  give  the 
President  of  the  United  States  power  to 
reorganize  the  executive  department. 
If  Congress  holds  to  its  right  to  initiate 
all  legislation  on  reorganizing  the  execu- 
tive department,  why  has  it  not  done  so? 
Why  did  it  not  do  it  throughout  all  these 
years?  In  all  these  years  Congress  has 
not,  on  its  own  motion,  taken  the  time 
to  go  Into  extensive  reorganizations  of 
the  executive  department.  Let  us  do  it. 
And,  when  they  start  it,  they  will  find 
pressure  will  be  brought  on  them  that 
cannot  be  brought  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  because  he  is  the  head  of 
the  executive  department,  and  those  who 
would  bring  pressure  on  Congress  would 
not  bring  it  on  him. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  sorry  if  I  misunder- 
stood. The  gentleman  knows  that  both 
he  and  I  have  favored  reorganization 
powers  and  plans,  but  it  is  the  method 
and  the  final  authority  on  which  we  dis- 
agree. 


Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  That  is  why 
I  am  wondering  why  you  are  abandoning 
your  P*resldent. 

Mr.  JUDD.  We  are  not  abandoning 
our  President.  We  are  refusing  to  aban- 
don our  conviction  that  on  every  matter 
of  legislative  responsibility  the  final  say 
must  be  in  the  Congress.  It  is  not  that 
we  love  our  President  less,  but  that  we 
love  our  Constitution,;  as  we  understand 
it,  more. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  We  love  our 
Nation  more  than  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  New  York  [Mrs.  St. 
George). 

Mrs.  ST  GEORGE.  Mr.  Chairman, 
may  I  say  that  I  al.'^o  agree  in  the  state- 
ment that  was  recently  made  that  we  are 
getting  off  to  a  very  good  start.  We  get 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy,  solicitude, 
and  humor  from  our  friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  and  we  also  get  rapped 
on  the  knuckles  by  them  quite  frequent- 
ly. But  may  I  say  that  this  whole  mat- 
ter has  been  made  rather  larger  and 
more  important  than  it  should  be.  It  is 
merely  a  question  of  perhaps  a  slight 
misunderstanding.  Certainly,  the  Re- 
publicans on  the  committee  as  far  as  I 
know  were  In  favor  of  reorganization. 
There  h.is  never  been  any  question  of 
that  in  anyone's  mind.  There  may  have 
boen.  indeed,  and  quite  properly  so,  a 
question  as  to  method,  a  question  as  to 
the  coastitutiontihty,  a  question  of  what 
kind  of  majority  would  be  preferred; 
constitutional  or  a  straight  majority. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  were  assured  that 
this  amendment  as  it  was  offered  and 
passed  by  the  committee  was  written 
downtown  and  was  entirely  acceptable. 
This  was  verified  when  Mr.  Hagerty 
made  a  statt-mrnt  to  the  press  that 
the  President  had  no  objection  to  the 
amendment.  Now  in  the  course  of  time 
it  appears  that  it  is  not  so  desirable;  that 
it  would  impair  the  powers  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  that  his  thought  has  been 
changed.  I  am  not  one  who  objects  to 
people  changing  their  minds;  in  fact,  I 
belong  to  a  sex  that  has  always  upheld 
that  prerogative.  Not  only  that.  I  am 
al.so  a  great  believer,  and  I  recommend 
it  to  a  great  many  of  my  colleagues,  that 
con.sistency  is  the  vice  of  little  minds. 
It  is  a  pood  thing  to  be  able  to  learn,  it 
is  a  good  thing  to  be  able  to  change,  and 
I  for  one  propose  to  change,  because  I 
told  my  people  before  the  election  that 
one  of  the  things  I  would  do  in  this  Con- 
Bre.s.s  would  be  to  support  President 
Eisenhower,  that  if  at  any  time  or  on 
any  occasion  his  judgment  and  mine 
should  claj^h,  I  would  submit  my  judg- 
ment to  his.  because  I  feel  that  he  has 
proved  in  the  past  and  will  prove  in  the 
future  that  his  judgment  is  far  better 
than  mine.  Therefore  this  change  will 
not  upset  me  in  the  least  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  going  to  upset  many  people 
on  the  committee.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
our  friends,  the  press,  who  still  hold  con- 
sistency as  the  greatest  virtue,  will  make 
the  most  of  it.  and  my  reply  to  them  is, 
go  ahead  and  try  to  do  It.  As  long  as  the 
people  understand  the  situation  we  do 
not  have  to  worry  about  a  few  smart 
remarks  and  a  few  humorous  quips, 
which  we  are  glad  to  accept  at  any  time. 
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Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  IMr.  Holifield]. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
during  the  recent  campaign.  President 
Eisenhower  made  a  promise  to  the 
American  people  that  when  he  was 
elected  he  would  initiate  plans  to  reor- 
ganize and  streamline  the  administrative 
and  executive  branch  of  Government. 
In  his  speech  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  Octo- 
ber 20,  1952,  he  spoke  on  this  subject  in 
some  detail.  That  our  President  was 
sincere  in  this  pledge  Is  evidenced  by  his 
request  that  Congress  extend  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949.  in  order  that  he 
might  have  the  authority  to  present  to 
the  Congress,  under  special  conditions, 
certain  plans  to  reorganize  the  executive 
departments  of  Government. 

Further  evidence  of  his  sincerity  is 
given  in  the  fact  that  his  first  request 
for  legislation  from  Congress  was  the 
particular  request  to  extend  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949.  Additional  evi- 
dence is  furnished  by  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Dodge,  the  new  Director  of  the  Budget, 
appeared  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  on  January 
27.  1953.  and  conveyed  to  us  the  wishes 
of  the  President. 

In  not  less  than  eight  instances,  Mr. 
Dodge  made  quite  clear  that  the  admin- 
Lstration  wanted  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1C49  extended  without  change,  modi- 
fication or  amendment. 

If  the  Members  will  consult  pages  9 
and  10  of  the  report  they  may  read  the 
exact  words  Mr.  Dodge  used  before  the 
Government  Operations  Committee.  I 
notice  that  the  majority  report  of  our 
committee  aLso  quotes  the  Honorable 
Joseph  M.  Dodges  endorsement  of  H.  R. 
1979. 

Let  me  pause  at  this  point  to  empha- 
size the  fact  that  Mr.  Dodges  testimony 
In  favor  of  H.  R.  1979  pertained  to  the 
bill  as  originally  introduced  in  the  House 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  the  Honor- 
able Clarence  Brown,  and  as  originally 
Introduced  In  the  other  body  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  Dodge's  endorsement  did  not  per- 
tain to  the  bill  as  amended  by  the  Hoff- 
man amendment.  This  is  brought  out 
clearly  by  his  answers  to  questions  on 
the  possible  effect  of  this  type  of  amend- 
ment. You  will  find  those  answers  on 
pages  9  and  10  of  the  report. 

Mr.  Dodge  was  the  only  witness  be- 
fore our  committee  on  this  bill,  with  the 
exception  of  the  sponsor  of  the  bill,  the 
Honorable  Clarence  Brown,  who  is  a 
member  of  the  committee.  No  testi- 
mony was  received  from  witnesses  on 
behalf  of  the  Hoffman  amendment.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Dodge,  and  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Brown  on  l>ehalf  of  his  bill,  the  Hoffman 
amendment  was  offered  and  was  adopted 
by  a  vote  of  15  Republicans  in  the  af- 
firmative, one  Republican  voting  present, 
and  14  Democrats  voting  against  the 
amendment  to  substitute  a  simple  ma- 
jority for  the  constitutional  majority  re- 
quired in  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949. 
Up  to  this  point,  the  record  on  han- 
dling this  legislation  was  fairly  clear, 
but  from  this  time  forward  the  guidance 
of  the  legislation  becomes  somewhat  con- 
fused. 


There  was  an  immediate  outcry  from 
responsible  newspapers,  such  as  the  New 
York  Times,  the  Washington  Evening 
Star,  and  the  Washington  Post,  not  to 
mention  others,  condemning  this  par- 
ticular nullification  of  the  powers  of  the 
President  to  reorganize  the  Goverrunent 
in  line  with  his  campaign  promises. 
The  press  pointed  out  that  this  was  a 
denial  of  power  and  a  demonstration  of 
a  lack  of  confidence  in  our  new  Presi- 
dent. It  was  also  pointed  out  that  the 
Congress  was  refusing  the ,  President's 
first  legislative  request  and  was  not  giv- 
ing to  the  new  President  the  same  powers 
which  we  gave  to  President  Truman. 

Democratic  Members  who  are,  and 
have  been,  exponents  of  reorganization 
of  Government  In  order  to  eliminate 
waste  and  inefficiency  took  exactly  this 
position.  Prom  long  experience  we  knew 
that  unless  the  President  was  granted 
an  extraordinary  arrangement,  reorgan- 
ization plans  which  he  might  send  to  the 
Congress  would  be  defeated. 

As  pointed  out  in  our  report,  pages  8 
and  9,  an  attempt  to  reorganize  the  ex- 
ecutive departments  under  this  method 
of  simple  majority  rejection  failed  com- 
pletely in  1932.  President  Hoover  sent 
11  plans  to  the  Congress  in  that  year 
and  they  were  all  rejected  by  a  simple 
majority  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
On  the  other  hand,  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949,  which  required  a 
constitutional  majority  to  reject,  41 
plans  were  presented,  29  became  effec- 
tive, 11  were  rejected,  and  one  was  super- 
seded by  law. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  briefly  at  this  point? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  think  the  record 
should  show  that  that  was  the  Demo- 
cratic Congress  in  1932  which  defeated 
those  reorganization  plans. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  That  is  true;  that 
is  true,  it  was  a  Democratic  Congress, 
but  I  point  out  that  the  method  used 
is  the  thing  that  is  important,  in  my 
opinion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield  to  my  chairman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean  by  that  last  statement 
to  say  that  we  must  have  a  law  in  order 
to  make  the  Democrats  behave  and  go 
along  with  what  is  good  for  the  country? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  My  chairman  may 
put  any  construction  he  wishes  to  on 
my  remark;  that  is  his  privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  was 
asking  you.    I  was  asking  you. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  On  the  other  hand, 
under  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949, 
which  required  a  constitutional  majority, 
as  I  said  before,  41  plans  were  presented 
and  29  became  effective. 

The  proponents  of  this  weakening 
amendment  may  tell  you  that  President 
Eisenhower  will  send  to  the  Congress 
only  plans  which  the  Congress  will  be 
glad  to  approve.  May  I  suggest  that  this 
files  in  the  face  of  experience  and  this 
condition  has  never  existed  under  any 
former  President. 

The  present  honeymoon  between  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower  and  the  Congress  may 
be  of  short  or  long  duration,  but  that 
the  honeymoon  will  end  is  a  certainty 


as  proven  by  the  records  of  past  honey- 
moons. 

On  January  29.  1953,  beginning  on 
page  A343  of  the  Congressional  Record, 
I  placed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a 
chart  showing  the  21  recorded  votes  on 
reorganization  plans  sent  to  Congress 
under  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949. 

As  you  may  remember,  these  plans 
were  sent  to  the  Congress  in  line  with 
the  Hoover  Commission  recommenda- 
tions. A  ftudy  of  that  chart  reveals  an 
amazing  and  possibly  significant  record 
of  the  attitude  of  the  Republican  Party 
toward  reorganization.  It  points  out 
that  in  17  cases  out  of  the  21,  a  majority 
of  the  Republicans  voting  voted  against 
reorganization.  This  causes  the  thought- 
ful to  ask  "Is  the  Republican  Party  really 
in  favor  of  reorganization  of  the  execu- 
tive departments?" 

The  record  seems  to  indicate  other- 
wise in  the  compilation  of  votes  during 
the  years  1949  to  1952,  inclusive. 

Their  unanimous  passage  of  the  Hoff- 
man amendment  which  weakens  the 
chance  of  reorganization  plans  being 
accepted  by  the  Congress,  is  consistent 
with  their  past  record  of  antagonism  to 
reorganization. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  suggestion? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    In  1945. 
168   Republicans   voted   for   this  same 
amendment. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  That  is  true.  The 
Republicans  voted  for  the  simple  ma- 
jority amendment,  and  that  proves  my 
point,  that  they  want  a  simple  majority 
amendment  in  ordei-  to  be  able  to  defeat 
reorganization  plans  because  we  all  ad- 
mit under  the  simple  majority  plan,  it  is 
easier  to  defeat  a  plan  than  under  the 
constitutional  majority  system. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MEADER.  I  wonder  if  the  gen- 
tleman will  also  recall  that  2  years  ago 
when  the  Emergency  Reorganization  Act 
was  before  us,  the  simple  majority  was 
adopted  by  this  House  under  Democratic 
control  by  a  vote  of  158  to  61. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  remember  it  very 
well.  I  remember  that  the  gentleman 
who  addressed  me  presented  the  amend- 
ment, and  he  specifically  stated  that  it 
applied  only  to  emergency  reorganiza- 
tion plans  and  did  not  apply  to  perma- 
nent reorganization  plans,  and  to  follow 
up  the  gentleman's  comment,  I  will  point 
out  that  after  his  amendment  was  adopt- 
ed, in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
the  bill  was  defeated  later  in  the  House 
because  of  that  amendment. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  T  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman  think 
that  any  plan  sent  down  by  any  Presi- 
dent, that  accomplishes  real  efficiency 
and  economy,  will  be  rejected  by  a  simple 
majority  of  this  House? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  can  only  go  by  the 
record.  I  know  that  the  pressure  on  the 
Members  of  Congress  from  different  bu- 
reaus and  agencies  and  their  friends 
back  home  is  tremendous.  I  know  that; 
over  a  period  of  the  last  30  years  it  has 
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been  impossible  fen*  the  Oongresi  to  en- 
act any  reorganization  unless  they  had 
the  benefit  at  a  special  arrangement  as 
contemplated  in  the  plan. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman  know 
of  any  reorganization  plan  that  was 
turned  down  by  the  elected  representa- 
tives of  the  people  in  Congress,  that 
should  have  gone  into  effect,  as  you  look 
back  over  it  today? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  think  I  can  re- 
member severaL  I  cax>  go  back  over  the 
record. 

Mr.  JUDD.  T  do  not  think  any  plan 
ought  to  go  into  effect  if  a  majority  of 
either  House  of  the  Congress  disap- 
proves. Nothing  else  becomes  law  unless 
it  is  approved  by  both  branches  of  the 
Congress.  Why  should  a  reorganization 
plan? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  am  not  going  to 
quarrel  with  the  gentleman  in  his  posi- 
tion on  a  constitutional  question.  I 
recognize  he  has  a  right  to  his  opinion 
on  that  question.  However.  I  disagree 
with  him. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  the  gentleman  five  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  If  you  take  the 
stand  that  reorganization  is  unconstitu- 
tional. I  think  you  are  in  a  consistent 
position  to  vote  for  a  simple  majority 
amendment,  because  it  weakens  the  abil- 
ity to  reorganize.  You  are  also  consist- 
ent if  you  vote  against  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act.  I  respect  you  for  taking  that 
position  but  I  do  not  agree  with  you. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  have  never  voted  against 
a  Reorganization  Act.  I  have  not  been 
against  reorganization.  I  am  in  favor 
of  the  delegation  to  the  President  of 
the  authority  to  prepare  plans.  He 
is  in  a  better  position  than  we  to  pre- 
pare plans  and  he  has  got  to  take  the 
leid.  but  I  cannot  abdicate  my  responsi- 
bilities under  the  Constitution  to  have 
the  final  say  on  each  plan.  It  is  not  be- 
cause I  do  not  want  reorganization. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  accept  the  gen- 
tleman's statement  of  his  position,  but  I 
uill  ask  him  to  obtain  his  own  time  to 
explain  his  position  more  fully. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  simply  wanted  to  get 
that  position  clear  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  We  members  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  who  have  proven  over 
the  years  by  our  actions  that  we  do 
desire  reorganization,  are  ready  and 
willing  to  give  to  President  Eisenhower 
the  same  jwwers  of  reorganization  that 
we  gave  to  President  Truman.  But,  in 
view  of  the  history  of  the  bill  now  before 
us  and  the  attitude  of  the  Republican 
leadership  toward  reorganization,  we 
must  pause  and  consider  the  situation. 

That  there  has  been  confusion  both  at 
the  White  House  and  on  Capitol  Hill  no 
one  can  deny.  First  we  have  Mr.  Dodge, 
director  of  the  budget,  asking  for  a  sim- 
ple extension  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1949  without  amendment.  Then  we 
have  the  action  of  the  two  Republican 
controlled  committees  of  Congress  rr- 
Jecting  Mr.  Dodge's  request  and  dras- 
tically curtailing  the  power  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  reorganize.  Following  an  outcry 
in  the  press  at  the  amazing  action,  the 
President's  press  secretary  issues  a  very 
confusing    and    unclear   statement    in 


which  he  somehow  conveys  the  Impres- 
sion that  President  Eisenhower  had  been 
consulted  and  had  agreed  to  the  proposal 
that  his  hands  be  tied  in  this  matter. 

Two  days  later,  we  have  another 
press  report  apparently  quoting  the 
Republican  policy  leader  in  the  other 
body  in  which  he  changes  the  signals 
again  and  states  that  they  are  perfectly 
willing  to  give  President  Eisenhower  a 
simple  extension  of  the  act  as  originally 
requested  by  Mr.  Dodge. 

Then,  yesterday,  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message.  President  Eisenhower 
says  as  follows: 

To  achieve  the  greater  efficiency  and  econ- 
omy which  the  committee  analyses  show  to 
be  poMlble,  I  ask  the  Congress  to  extend  the 
present  Government  Reorganization  Act  lor 
a  period  of  18  months  or  2  years  beyond  lU 
expiration  dat«  of  April  1.  1953. 

In  View  of  all  of  these  suggestions  or 
opinions  and  switches  of  signals  and  con- 
fusion on  the  part  of  the  Republican 
leadership.  I  want  to  ask  this  question: 

Can  it  be  that  the  responsibilities  of 
leadership  are  more  difficult  than  was 
foreseen  during  the  November  cam- 
paign? Can  it  be  that  there  is  a  divi- 
sion of  opinion  in  the  Republican  Party 
as  to  the  reorganization  of  the  executive 
departments?  Can  it  be  that  there  is  a 
desire  to  control  in  fewer  hands  on  Capi- 
tol Hill  the  destiny  of  legislation  sug- 
gested by  President  Eisenhower  and  his 
businessmen-Cabinet? 

I  confess  that  I  am  somewhat  confused 
by  the  record  which  has  l>een  made  by 
the  new  majority  party  on  this  first  leg- 
islative matter.  As  a  believer  in  execu- 
tive reorganization,  I  personally  would 
like  to  see  President  Esenhower  have 
the  same  trust  and  confidence  of  the 
Congress  as  was  evidenced  towa-d  Mr. 
Truman.  In  my  own  mind  1  had 
planned  to  vote  to  strike  out  the  Voffman 
amendment,  thereby  assuring  the  Presi- 
dent the  same  authority  which  we  gave 
Mr.  Truman. 

Under  the  confusing  circumstances 
created  i)y  the  administration  and  the 
majority,  however,  I  am  confronted  with 
a  dilemma. 

If  President  Eisenhower  really  wants 
the  power  to  reorganize,  as  his  repre- 
sentative Mr.  EXxlge  requested,  and  as 
contained  in  his  speech  yesterday.  I  am 
anxious  to  give  it  to  him.  But  if  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  does  not  realize  the  im- 
portant difference  between  a  simple 
majority  and  a  constitutional  majority 
approving  reorganization  plans,  and  is 
willing,  as  Mr.  Haggerty's  statements 
seem  tj  indicate,  to  accept  the  simple 
majority  provision  which  spells  disaster 
for  reorganization,  then  I  must  consider 
carefully  how  I  shall  vote  on  this  matter. 

As  the  debate  unfolds,  we  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  trust  that  we  will  have  a 
clarification  of  leadership:  That  those 
in  charge  of  this  bill  on  the  Republican 
side  will  give  to  the  Democrats  a  clear 
cut  expression  of  their  attitude  toward 
effective  reorganization.  We  Democrats 
can  assure  you  Republicans  that  we  are 
in  favor  of  eliminating  waste  and  dupli- 
C£.tion  in  government.  We  are  in  favor 
of  streamlining  our  departments  to  make 
them  more  efficient.  We  have  proven 
this  by  our  record  of  accomplishment  in 
the  field  of  reorganization  and  we  would 
like  to  cooperate  with  our  new  President 


In  completing  this  work  of  reorganiza- 
tion, so  much  of  which  was  accomplished 
during  the  Democratic  administration. 

As  heretofore  stated,  over  65  percent  of 
the  Hoover  Commission  recommenda- 
tions were  effected  under  the  Democratic 
administration.  As  a  member  of  this 
committee  who  has  studied  for  Eome 
years  this  matter,  I  challenge  the  ma- 
jority members  of  the  committee  and 
the  majority  Members  of  the  Congress 
to  effect  in  the  next  2  years  the  balance 
of  these  recommendations  and  put  them 
into  operation.  Now  that  the  responsi- 
bility for  effecting  these  recommenda- 
tions is  in  your  hands  let  us  see  what 
you  will  do  '-'.th  the  responsibility  of 
effecting  the  balance  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission recommendations,  and  I  assure 
you  that  you  will  have  a  great  deal  of 
support  from  the  Democratic  side  on 
plans  to  reorganize  which  are  proven 
to  be  effective  and  efficient.  We.  of 
course,  always  reserve  the  privilege  of 
opposing  plans  which,  in  our  opinion, 
are  not  ba.sed  on  merit. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tlewoman from  Illinois  I  Mrs.  Church  1. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  had 
hoped  to  speak  at  some  time  during  this 
debate  in  favor  of  H.  R.  1979  and  par- 
ticularly in  favor  of  striking  out  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  since  there  has  been 
no  time  during  my  experience  on  the 
committee  or  as  a  Member  of  the  House 
that  I  have  not  taken  the  following  view- 
point: First,  that  reorganization  is  des- 
perately necessary;  and,  second,  that  if 
we  give  the  Executive  the  power  to  re- 
organize it  is  neither  wise  nor  necessary 
to  curb  that  power.  May  I  say  inciden- 
tally that  I  think  any  question  of  con- 
stitutionality lies  in  whether  the  Con- 
gress has  a  right  to  bestow  the  pDwer 
rather  than  in  the  amount  that  we  be- 
stow. I  personally  favor  the  extension; 
and  am  against  the  committee  amend- 
ment requiring  a  simple  majority  rather 
tlian  a  constitutional  majority  for  veto. 

I  did  not  mean  to  bring  up  what  hap- 
pened in  executive  session  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations.  I 
rather  think  that  executive  sessions 
should  remain  executive,  however  much 
has  been  reported  by  others  of  action 
taken.  However,  the  former  chairman 
of  the  committee  has  today  kindly  re- 
ferred to  my  vote  when  this  bill  was 
under  consideration,  and  undertaken  to 
interpret  to  the  committee  by  reasons 
for  voting  "Pre/Lent."  I  am  sure  that  he 
meant  well,  but  he  misinterpreted  my 
reason  for  so  voting.  The  fact  is  that, 
believing  as  I  do  in  the  necessity  for  re- 
organization, I  could  not  bring  myself 
to  vote  to  curb  the  power  of  the  Presi- 
dent by  not  requiring  a  constitutional 
majority;  nor  could  I  bring  myself  to 
offer  a  rebuff  to  the  President  by  voting 
"No"  on  what  had  lieen  reported  to  us 
as  his  request.  I  voted  "Present"  rather 
than  "No"  because  I  really  looked  upon 
that  request  for  a  simple  majority  as 
did  the  other  Republican  members  of 
the  committee,  as  the  first  request  I  had 
had  from  President  Eisenhower ;  and  my 
decision  to  vote  "No"  was  not  because  I 
would  not  desert  my  fellow  Republi- 
cans— I  am  afraid  that  I  would  do  so 
anytime  in  the  interest  of  my  convic- 
tions— but  because,  I  repeat,  I  could  not 
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quite  bear  to  refuse  the  first  request  that 
had  come  from  the  President. 

Returning  to  the  more  important  sub- 
ject, the  bill  Itself,  I  favor  the  right  of 
rejection  only  by  a  constitutional  major- 
ity. But  I  particularly  welcome  this  op- 
portunity to  follow  my  former  subcom- 
mittee chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Executive  and  Legislative  Reorganiza- 
tion, who  Just  shed  such  crocodile  tears 
over  the  Republican  Party.  I  am  sure 
that  he  will  soon  realize  that  his  interest 
and  his  sympathy  should  be  for  his  own 
party. 

In  the  remaining  minutes  at  my  dis- 
posal. I  would  most  respectfully  urge  my 
former  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Executive  and  Legislative  Reorgani- 
zation, on  which  I  had  the  privilege  of 
serving  for  2  years,  to  consider  and  re- 
gret not  only  the  deplorable  record  of  hla 
own  party  as  regards  reorganization  in 
the   Eighty-second   Congress.     As   has 
been  said,  Republlc£.ns,  as  well  as  Demo- 
crats in  that  Congress,  offered  identical 
bills  calling  for  enactment  of  the  19  re- 
maining Hoover  provisions.    I  had  the 
privilege  myself  of   Introducing  H.   R. 
3406,  to  create  a  commission  to  investi- 
gate the  administration  of  our  overseas 
spending.    I  do  not  believe  that  there  is 
even  one  Democrat  who  would  not  think 
that  such  an  investigation  would  pro- 
duce desirable  results.    That  bill,  never- 
theless, never  even  came  out  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic-controlled subcommittee.   As  re- 
gards the  other  Hocver  Commission  pro- 
posals, before  we  adjourned  in  October 
1951  I  personally  wrote  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  then  known  as  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Exec- 
utive Departments,  my  good  colleague 
from  Chicago,  reminding  him  that  in  our 
section  of  the  country  there  was  great 
interest  In  enactment  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  plans,  and  begging  him  as 
gently,  as  politely  but  as  strongly  as  I 
could,  to  look  over  the  plans  which  he 
had  held  In  conunittee  during   the  9 
months  that  he  had  been  In  control,  to 
see  If  perhaps  there  were  not  at  least 
1  or  2  of  the  19  profiosals  that  he  thought 
sufficiently  meritorious  to  bring  up  for 
committee  consideration.     That  letter 
still  remains  the  only  letter  that  I  have 
sent  to  a  Congres.sman  which  is  as  yet 
unanswered,  nor  was  action  taken. 

In  addition  to  that,  to  me  It  was  trav- 
esty as  well  as  tragedy  for  the  Demo- 
cratic-controlled Subcommittee  on  Ex- 
ecutive and  Legislation  Reorganization, 
and  for  the  whole  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures In  the  Executive  departments, 
in  the  Eighty -second  Congress  finally  to 
hold  hearing  on  these  reorganization 
bills  last  June  when  there  was  not  a 
chance  in  the  world  for  enactment  and 
when  the  only  obj<Jct  was  for  the  Demo- 
crats to  be  able  to  say  when  they  went 
home  that  these  bills  had  been  con- 
sidered. 

For  the  same  D<:mocrats  now  to  come, 
claiming  a  greatei:  interest  in  reorgani- 
zation and  sheddiog,  as  I  said,  crocodile 
tears  over  the  Republican  Party,  to  me 
expresses  the  paucity  of  their  honesty, 
and  probably  also  their  regret  that  they 
can  no  longer  block  the  very  necessary 
reorganization  of  executive  depart- 
ments.   I  think  tliat  if  anything  healthy 


has  come  out  of  this  whole  discussion, 
it  is  the  fact  that  at  long  last  there  is  a 
President  In  the  White  House  who  does 
not  want  dictatorial  powers,  but  who  has 
freely  said  that  he  will  take  what  power 
the  Congress  gives  him.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  want  to  give  him  more  power 
than  he  has  asked  for.  I  am  siure  that 
power  will  be  wisely  used. 

There  has  been  aroused  strong  public 
opinion  demanding  reorganization  and 
full  extension  of  reorganizing  power. 
The  American  people  are  demanding  not 
only  integrity  but  efficiency  and  economy. 
The  same  American  people  recognized 
last  November  that  imder  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  they  could  not  obtain  it; 
they  tiuTied  over  the  leadership  to  the 
Republicans;  and  I  assure  my  former 
subcommittee  chairman,  the  Republican 
Party,  in  assuming  that  responsibility, 
needs  no  sympathy.  The  Republican 
Party  feels  no  confusion.  We  recognize 
the  mandate  that  was  given  us  and  have 
a  magnificent  leader  to  help  us  carry  out 
that  mandate.  No  amount  of  political 
sophistry  can  delude  the  American  people 
Into  believing  that  the  RepubUcans  are 
not  for  reorganization.  The  record  of 
the  Republican  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Goverrunent  Operations  in 
subcommittee  and  in  the  full  committee 
for  years — and  in  the  House — has  proven 
their  stand.  Let  me  repeat  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  HoLirnsLD] : 
shed  no  more  tears  for  us.  We  need  no 
sympathy.    We  are  on  our  way. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Lantaff]. 

Mr.  LANTAPF.    Mr.  Chairman,  not- 
withstanding   what    the    distinguished 
majority  leader  said  with  reference  to 
his  thanking  the  Democratic  Members 
for  going  along  with  him.  I  would  like  to 
thank  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
for  going  along  with  the  minority  mem- 
bers   of    the    Oovemment    Operations 
Committee  in  opposing  the  adoption  of 
the  so-called  Hoffman  amendment.    All 
we  have  to  do  when  we  analyze  the  issue 
before  us  today  is  to  turn  to  the  com- 
ments on  the  Hoffman  amendment  re- 
cently submitted  to  the  committee  and 
to  the  minority  leader  of  our  committee 
by  the  Citizens  Committee  for  Adoption 
of  the  Hoover  Report.    The  obvious  pur- 
pose of  this  reorganization  bill  is  to  en- 
able this  Congress  to  carry  out  some  of 
the    recommendations    of    the    Hoover 
Commission  and  those  presented  to  us 
for  streamlining  Government  operations 
by  our  new  President.    Here  Is  the  com- 
ment of  the  Citizens  Committee  for  the 
Adoption  of  the  Hoover  Commission  Re- 
port on  the  Hoffman  amendment  which 
we  will  have  before  us  shortly  to  vote  on: 
H.  R.  1979,  as  approved  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  contains 
an  amendment  whereby  an  ordinary  major- 
ity of  either  House  may  disapprove  a  Presi- 
dential reorganization  plan.    U  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1949  fell  short  of  the  Hoover 
Commission's  expectations,  then  surely  this 
bUl  as  amended  represents  a  step  backward 
from  the  best  principles  of  reorganization  at 
the  very  time  when  the  Nation  expects  both 
the  Congress  and  the  administration  to  step 
forward. 

That  sums  up  the  issue  in  a  nutshell. 
If  you  want  to  take  a  step  backward  at  a 
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time  when  the  people  of  this  coxmtry 
have  just  put  into  the  White  House  a 
man  who  has  pledged  himself  to  reor- 
ganize the  executive  branch  of  this  Oov- 
emment in  the  hopes  of  achieving  fur- 
ther economies,  then  you  will  vote  for  the 
Hoffman  amendment.  If  you  want  to  go 
forward  in  the  hope  of  adopting  the  bal- 
ance of  the  Hoover  Commission  recom- 
mendations and  in  support  of  our  new 
President  in  his  effort  to  achieve  effi- 
ciency and  economy,  then  you  should 
vote  against  the  Hoffman  amendment  |j| 

and  give  President  Eisenhower  the  same  P 

power  that  we  extended  to  President 
Truman. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  one  fur- 
ther point.  Before  this  committee  there 
was  not  one  single  bit  of  testimony  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Horr- 
MAN]  and  adopted  by  the  majority  mem- 
bers of  this  committee.  Former  Presi- 
dent Truman,  former  President  Hoover, 
the  Citizens  Committee  for  the  Adoption 
of  the  Hoover  Commission  Report,  the 
new  Director  of  the  Budget,  Mr.  Dodge, 
and  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce have  all  urged  this  House  not  to 
adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  and  approved  by 
the  Repubhcan  memliers  of  this  com- 
mittee. So  rather  than  our  joining  with 
you.  as  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  I  urge  the  Members  of 
this  House  to  join  with  the  minority 
members  of  this  committee,  to  join  with 
the  citizens  committee  for  the  suloption 
of  the  Hoover  Commission  Report,  to  join 
with  Mr.  Dodge,  Director  of  the  Budget, 
to  join  with  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  to  join 
with  two  past  Presidents,  to  join  with  the 
United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
passage  of  this  bill  without  amendment 
extending  the  power  to  reorganize  the 
executive  branch  requested  yesterday  by 
President  Eisenhower. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan,  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tlewoman from  Indiana  [Mrs.  HakokhI. 
Mrs.  HARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  happy  to  give 
President  Eisenhower  the  best  possible 
law  under  which  to  reorganize  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  our  Government.  The 
committee  action  apparently  resulted 
from  a  misunderstanding  of  the  Presi- 
dent's wishes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender  1. 

Mr.  BENDER.  For  the  past  20  years 
we  have  had  nothing  but  confusion  here.  m 

I  am  sure  it  was  not  the  Republicans  m 

who  were  confused.   I  am  sure  the  coun-  \  M 

try  voted  last  November  for  the  Repub-  ^ 

licans  not  because  of  the  confusion  on 
our  side  but  because  of  the  confusion 
everywhere  created  by  the  New  Deal. 

This  is  my  thirteenth  year  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  It  has  been  perfectly  amaz- 
ing how  httle  has  happened  in  that  com- 
mittee when  the  Democrats  were  in  con- 
trol. Most  of  the  time  it  was  the  burying 
ground  of  every  investigation.  Every 
legitimate  investigation  that  was  brought 
before  that  committee  was  buried  in 
committee.  The  only  time  the  commit- 
tee was  really  active  was  in  the  Eightieth 
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Congress,  when  real  Government  reor- 
ganization became  effective.  Thus  far 
In  this  Republican  Ck>ngres8  we  have 
shown  some  real  activity. 

As  for  the  statement  that  the  Repub- 
lican members  of  this  committee  have 
a  desire  to  embarrass  President  Elsen- 
hower, of  course  such  a  charge  is  ab- 
surd. Certain  newspaper  editorials  have 
been  referred  to.  They  say  that  some 
of  the  Taft  people,  commenting  about 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Brown  J, 
coming  from  Taft  territory,  and  some 
of  the  rest  of  us  as  having  been  orig- 
inal supporters  of  Rob«ht  Taft,  were  try- 
ing to  embarrass  the  President.  Is  not 
that  an  absurd  charge,  because  the  peo- 
ple coming  from  that  part  of  the  country 
where  they  were  strongest  for  Taft  voted 
the  largest  majorities  for  President  Ei- 
senhower. Ohio  went  for  Elsenhower  by 
over  a  half  million  votes.  The  big  city 
counties  in  all  this  Taft  territory  were 
carried  with  substantial  majorities  by 
President  Elsenhower. 

We,  of  course,  are  supporting  Elsen- 
hower. We  loved  him  yesterday  when 
he  appeared  before  us  and  made  the  fine 
statement  he  did.  We  appreciate  his  sin- 
cerity. We  in  this  comarittee  have  dif- 
ferences. We  have  our  own  ideas.  We 
are  not  abdicating  our  opinions,  because 
we  were  elected  by  our  constituents  to 
represent  them  and  to  do  our  own  think- 
ing. We  were  not  elected  as  rubber 
stamps. 

We  propose  to  give  the  administra- 
tion the  kind  of  support  the  country 
expects  us  to  provide  the  new  President. 
He  Is  a  sincere  man.  He  Is  a  good  man. 
This  Republican  majority  will  do  a  real 
job  of  delivering  on  our  campaign  pledges 
made  last  fall. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr. 
Kasstin]. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  those  of  us  who  are  Interested 
In  reorganization  are  anxious  to  see  » 
bill  passed  which  will  enable  the  Presi- 
dent to  carry  out  an  effective  program. 
It  is  our  desire  to  try  to  cooperate,  rather 
than  to  obstruct,  but  I  feel  I  must  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  the  serious 
weakness  In  the  legislation  which  is  now 
before  us.  Over  the  last  20  years  we 
have  developed  a  system  for  govern- 
mental reorganization  under  which  great 
accomplishments  have  been  made.  This 
system  Is  the  reverse  of  the  usual  pro- 
cedure in  the  passage  of  bills  and  reso- 
lutions. Simply  stated,  the  system  has 
enabled  the  President  to  recommend 
plans  to  the  Congress  which  have  t)e- 
come  effective  unless  either  House  re- 
jected them  by  a  constitutional  majority. 

The  new  administration  requested  an 
extension  of  the  law  under  which  we 
have  been  operating.  Such  an  extension 
amounts  to  nothing  more  than  changing 
the  date  in  the  present  act  to  1955,  and 
the  bin  as  originally  presented  by  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio  [  Mr. 
Brown]  provides  for  that.  However, 
during  the  hearings  an  amendment  was 
offered  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  which  would  repeal  the 
constitutional  majority  provisions  of  the 
law  and  would  provide  that  any  plan 
could  be  rejected  by  a  simple  majority 
of  either  House.    Such  an  amendment 


appears  to  be  only  minor,  but  when  this 
is  translated  into  actual  practice  it 
means  theoretically  that  110  Members 
of  the  House  would  be  srifllcient  to  de- 
feat a  reorganization  plan,  or  25  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  body  could  effectively 
block  any  program. 

E>uring  the  committee  hearings  it  was 
disclosed  that  the  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  preferred  an  exten- 
sion of  the  law  without  weakening 
amendments,  and  his  position  was  sup- 
ported by  not  only  the  Citizens  Com- 
mittee for  the  Hoover  Report  but  also 
former  President  Hoover  and  former 
President  Triunan. 

There  was  practically  no  debate  on 
the  merits  of  the  Hoffman  amendment 
and  the  majority  report  is  silent  on  this 
point.  The  report  simply  states  that  the 
amendment  was  offered  and  adopted, 
which  perhaps  is  not  the  whole  story, 
but  that  is  what  happened  in  the  com- 
mittee. 

Perhaps  we  do  not  know  the  real  rea- 
sons for  the  amendment,  but  I  am  glad 
a  member  of  the  minority  did  not  spon- 
sor it,  for  that  would  have  been  classi- 
fied as  legislative  sabotage.  Instead,  the 
minority  is  trying  to  cooperate  in  order 
to  give  the  President  the  authority  he 
will  need  If  he  is  going  to  cnisade  in 
the  field  of  reorganization. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Fine]. 

Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wanted 
first  to  take  this  opportunity  to  remind 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  Bendir]  that  the  people  did  not 
give  the  Republican  Party  its  full  sup- 
port, but  actually  elected  President 
Elsenhower  as  an  individual.  And  re- 
member this,  too,  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  President  Truman, 
built  up  President  Eisenhower  by  making 
him  the  great  general  that  he  became, 
and  made  it  possible  for  him  to  come  be- 
fore the  American  people  as  a  great  hero. 
You  can  look  at  the  record  and  see  just 
as  well  as  I  can  that  every  time  a  Presi- 
dent is  elected  overwhelmingly,  he  car- 
ries with  him  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  his  party  to  the  Congress.  But,  this 
time  if  you  look  at  the  number  of  Re- 
publicans, you  find  that  there  are  ap- 
proximately 221,  and  we  have  approxi- 
mately 212  Democrats.  Two  have  died 
since  so  that  it  would  have  been  221  to 
214.  I  think  that  that  does  not  show 
that  the  American  people  have  support- 
ed the  Republican  Party.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman] 
think  so? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  was 
not  listening  very  carefully  to  the  gen- 
tleman. I  was  so  Intent  on  the  question 
I  want  to  ask  him,  or  rather  in  order  to 
correct  the  gentleman.  In  my  own  dis- 
trict, the  general  did  get  more  votes  than 
I  did,  but  in  the  adjoining  district  of 
my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Grand 
Rapids  [Mr.  Ford),  he  led  the  President 
there  by  something  like  8,000  votes,  and 
way  up  in  the  northern  end  of  the  State, 
my  distinguished  colleague  PMr.  Ben- 
nett! carried  every  county  in  his  district, 
while  the  candidate  for^President  lost  at 
least  one.  and  I  think  two  counties  and 
fell  way  below. 


Mr.  PINE.  Of  course.  I  do  not  know 
what  happened  out  in  those  territories 
that  you  are  referring  to.  but  I  will  tell 
you  this.  Back  in  New  York  City,  which 
is  predominantly  a  Democratic  city,  they 
gave  the  President  of  the  United  States 
Eisenhower  a  very  big  vote,  and  at  the 
same  time  they  came  back  and  voted 
for  Congressmen  on  the  Democratic 
ticket.  So  we  found  out  that  what  they 
were  doing  was  voting  for  Eisenhower. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PINE.  I  always  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman.      

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Do  you 
mean  that  you  Democrats  In  New  York 
rode  in  on  Ike's  coattails? 

Mr.  FINK  Mr.  Hoffman,  even  your 
agile  mind  should  not  have  come  to  that 
conclusion  because  you  know  very  well 
that  my  name  appeared  on  the  Demo- 
cratic line  and  Mr.  Eisenhower's  on  the 
Republican  line,  and  what  I  am  telling 
you  now  is  that  the  people  who  wanted  to 
vote  for  Eisenhower  voted  for  him  and 
not  the  Republican  Party,  and  then  they 
came  back  and  voted  for  the  Democrats. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FINE.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Since  this  matter  has 
risen  as  to  who  is  responsible  for  this 
Congress  being  pretty  evenly  divided.  I 
would  like  to  put  in  my  nickel's  worth. 

Mr.  FINE.  If  I  may  interrupt  the 
gentleman,  I  merely  want  to  point  this 
out  to  the  gentleman.  You  sec,  I  have 
my  own  thoughts  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  JENSEN.     And  so  have  I. 

Mr.  FINE.  Of  course,  so  does  the 
gentleman.  I  have  a  pretty  deep  convic- 
tion that  it  was  not  what  you  fellows  did 
in  Congress  the  last  2  years  that  made 
the  difference,  but  perhaps  one  or  two 
statements  which  President  Elsenhower 
made  during  the  campaign  which  might 
have  influenced  a  lot  of  the  people.  Just 
for  instance,  this  price  control  that  he 
was  going  to  continue;  and  yesterday  he 
made  the  statement  that  he  is  now  going 
to  do  away  with  it — or  rent  control — 
those  things  can  make  a  lot  of  differ- 
ence— or  even  Korea — can  make  a  lot  of 
difference  to  women  and  housewives. 
Will  you  agree  to  that? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  We  will  grant  that- 
all  right.  But  the  American  people  dis- 
covered also'  that  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  misinformation  about  the 
Eightieth  Congress  through  the  press 
and  by  the  then  President  of  the  United 
States.  There  was  no  particular  fight 
on  Congress  as  a  Congress.  In  fact,  the 
people  were  saying,  "Thank  God  for  Con- 
gress." They  said,  "Congress  stopped 
Mr.  Truman  and  the  New  Deal-Fair  Deal 
from  putting  in  their  Socialist  program." 
So  there  was  no  fight  on  Congress  as  a 
Congress.  In  fact,  the  fight  was  on 
Trumanism.  I  can  name  possibly  40  or 
50  Members  of  Congress  on  your  side 
who  voted  with  Mr.  Truman  every  time, 
most  evei-y  time,  some  of  them  every 
time,  voted  for  everything  he  wanted, 
and  the  people  were  not  looking  into  that 
matter.  They  said,  "Thank  God  for 
Congre.ss."  So,  as  I  say,  there  was  no 
fight  on  Congress.  Hence,  you  fellows 
who  had  supported  Mr.  Truman  and  the 
New  Deal-Pair  Deal  program  had  no 
particular  fight  on  you  by  the  American 
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people.  The  only  f  jht  on  you  was  from 
your  opponent.  generaBy  speaking.  So 
you  slid  through,  even  though  you  had 
supported  everythiag  Mi*.  Tnmian  had 
asked  for. 

Mr.  PINE.  Let  me  tell  you  this,  in  aU 
candor:  I  think  that  what  the  American 
people  found  out  in  this  campaign  is  that 
they  had  a  national  hero,  Eisenhower. 
and  they  wanted  to  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity to  run  this  <»untry.  Then  when 
he  made  several  emotional  statements 
which  permitted  him  to  Influence  a  lot 
of  the  women  and  housewives,  that  also 
made  a  difference.  I  think  Elsenhower 
as  a  candidate  overshadowed  what  we 
in  the  Congress  did. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Oh,  the  people  in  my 
part  of  the  Unlt«l  States  know  what 
we  did. 

Mr.  PINE.  I  might  say  this  to  you: 
that  if  the  President  of  the  United  States 
had  made  the  same  speech  he  made  yes- 
terday, just  prior  to  election  he  would 
still  be  general  of  the  armies. 
Mr.  JENSEN.  Oh,  no. 
Mr.  PINE.  I  do  not  mean  from  my 
point  of  view.  I  mean  from  the  point  of 
view  of  you  fellowi  on  that  side  who  did 
not  go  along  with  him  entirely. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  President  Elsenhower 
yesterday  simply  reiterated  his  campaign 
pledges,  and  he  is  a  great  man  and  will 
make  a  great  President,  and  we  are  going 
to  support  him,  but  we  are  going  to  see 
to  it  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  brings  back  to  the  Congress  the 
prerogatives  which  are  ours  under  the 
Constitution.  That  la  all  we  are  doing 
today. 

Mr.  PINE.  I  want  you  to  know,  and  I 
am  speaking  for  the  Democratic  Party 
when  I  tell  you  now,  that  we  hope  he 
makes  a  good  Piesident  We  hope  he 
does  well.  Whenever  he  submits  a  pro- 
gressive program,  we  will  go  along  with 
him,  but  I  am  not  so  sure  that  all  of  you 
fellows  on  that  side  wiU.  That  is  when 
the  country  will  feel  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  pleased  to  note  in 
this  morning's  New  York  Times  that  the 
Republican  leadership  yesterday  pledged 
to  President  Eisenhower  precisely  the  re- 
organization authority  he  wanted.  This, 
of  course,  overrules  action  taken  the 
other  day  by  the  Republican-controlled 
House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations.  For  a  while  it 
seemed  to  me  that  the  Republican  Party 
had  forgotten  its  campaign  promises  to 
streamline  our  Government  in  the  inter- 
ests of  economy,  and  had  confirmed 
statements  made  by  me  during  the  recent 
campaign  that  the  OOP  talked  of  econ- 
omy, but  that  was  all — just  talk. 

Actually,  the  reorganization  bill  pre- 
sents a  simple  issue — whether  or  not  you 
believe  the  President  ought  to  be  empow- 
ered to  reorganize  the  executive  branch 
of  Government.  If  you  feel  as  I  do  that 
the  Congress  is  not  geared  to  do  the  Job 
as  a  practical  matter,  why  then  you 
ought  to  give  the  President  an  effective 
law.  to  the  end  that  reorganization  of 
the  executive  department  might  Increase 
efficiency,  reduce  expenditures,  and  re- 
sult in  economy  in  government. 

The  President  came  close  to  losing  the 
opportunity  to  make  good  on  his  own 
campaign  promises.  However,  please 
note  that  the  Democrats  voted  unani- 
mously in  committee  to  uphold  the  Pres- 


ident for  the  best  Interests  of  the  country. 
Let  xis  review  the  record  of  what  has 
happened  to  date  on  this  problem.  The 
Eighty-third  Congress  convened  on  Jan- 
ijary  3,  1953.  Before  the  month  was  out. 
the  very  first  important  bill,  H.  R.  1979. 
granting  reorganization  powers  to  the 
President,  was  considered  in  the  Re- 
publican-controlled House  and  Senate 
Committees  on  Government  Operations. 
It  was  the  first  important  measure  which 
the  President  considered  as  must  leg- 
islation. The  President's  new  Director  of 
the  Budget,  Joseph  M.  Dodge,  appeared 
before  the  committees  and  voiced  the 
President's  and  his  own  unequivocal  sup- 
port of  the  bill.  There  were,  in  addi- 
tion, the  supporting  testimony  of  two 
former  Presidents,  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr. 
Truman,  and  letters  from  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  the 
Cltlzeas  Committee  for  the  Hoover  Re- 
port. The  unanimous  approval  of  those 
who  have  either  had  the  responsibility 
for  executive  reorganization  or  have 
made  an  Intensive  study  of  this  impor- 
tant problem  clearly  demonstrates  the 
wisdom  of  and  the  need  for  effective  re- 
organization legislation. 

In  urging  the  House  committee  to  ex- 
tend reorganization  authority,  Mr. 
Dodge  testified  that  President  Eisen- 
hower wanted  the  same  powers  Presi- 
dent Truman  enjoyed  because  he  con- 
sidered it  "a  vital  and  necessary  measure 
for  the  promotion  of  improved  organiza- 
tion and  businesslike  management  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government." 
The  President  apparently  wants  to  com- 
plete the  reorganization  job.  He  ap- 
pointed an  able  three  member  advisory 
committee,  headed  by  Nelson  Rocke- 
feller, to  aid  him  in  formulating  a  num- 
ber of  plans. 

With  this  array  of  support  there 
should  have  been  no  doubt  of  the  final 
action  to  be  taken  by  the  Members  of 
the  Republican  controlled  committees 
for  the  first  Republican  President  in  20 
years.  The  President  had  the  right  to 
expect  at  least  the  same  treatment  which 
a  Democratic  Congress  accorded  Presi- 
dent Truman  during  the  last  3  years. 
Unless  the  President  Is  given  adequate 
basic  reorganization  authority  and  sup- 
port, the  Republican  Party  undoubtedly 
will  fail  in  Its  campaign  promises. 

The  President  did  not  get  what  he 
wanted  last  week.  The  two  Republican 
controlled  committees  voted  out  a  bill 
with  limitations  on  the  President  which 
would  result,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
in  the  defeat  of  most  of  his  reorganiza- 
tion plans.  The  vote  to  deprive  the 
President  of  full  powers  of  reorganiza- 
tion came  from  the  Republicans.  House 
Etemocrats  voted  solidly  with  the  Presi- 
dent. This  action  has  caused  quite  a 
stir  in  governmental  circles  because  the 
President's  Budget  Director  had  vigor- 
ously opposed  any  change  and  had  urged 
that  nothing  be  done  to  make  it  more 
difllcult  for  President  Elsenhower  to  re- 
organize effectively  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government.  Now  the  President 
himself,  in  his  first  State  of  the  Union 
message,  has  requested  full  reorganiza- 
tion powers. 

Effective  reorganization  can  save  bil- 
lions of  dollars  annually.  The  estimated 
saving  of  former  President  Truman's 
reorganization  plans  would  come  to  ap- 


proximately four  billion  dollars  an- 
nually. Many  billions  more  are  in 
sight — an  economy  undoubtedly  worth 
striving  for. 

I  am  happy  that  the  Democrats  in 
Congress  kept  the  Republicans  from  go- 
ing off  the  track  before  their  adminis- 
tration was  a  month  old.  I  am  sure 
that  the  Democrats  will  continue  to  sup- 
port President  Eisenhower  on  any  pro- 
gressive programs. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  lUinols.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, how  much  time  have  I  remaining? 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  has  20  minutes  remaining. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  niinoia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  I  Mr.  MeaderI. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  in- 
tend to  vote  to  extend  for  2  years  the 
President's  power  to  present  reorganiza- 
tion plans.  I  also  intend  to  vote  for  the 
committee  amendment  which  will  permit 
either  House  of  the  Congress  to  reject 
such  plans  by  a  majority  of  those  present 
voting,  which  Is  the  usual  method  of 
taking  legislative  action. 

In  this  position  I  am  supporting 
President  Eisenhower  in  carrying  out 
the  program  he  has  promised  the  Amer- 
ican people. 

In  public  life  we  must  constantly  con- 
front positions  fallaciously  presented. 
The  situation  we  face  today  is  an  inter- 
esting study  in  the  technique  of  clever 
propaganda  calculated  to  make  black 
seem  white. 

Candidate  Eisenhower,  in  the  cam- 
paign, promised  a  change.  He  promised 
to  respect  the  Congress  and  its  preroga- 
tives. He  affirmed  the  constitutional 
separation  of  governmental  powers  and 
disavowed  any  intention  to  invade  the 
legislative  field.  He  condemned  the  past 
usurpation  of  policy-making  power  by 
New  Deal  and  IF^ir  Deal  Presidents.  He 
asserted  his  faith  in  democratic  proc- 
esses, his  confidence  in  the  individuals 
elected  by  the  people  to  their  Congress, 
and  his  belief  that  a  popular  Execu- 
tive and  the  people's  representatives,  la 
an  atmosphere  of  mutual  respect,  could 
work  together  for  the  welfare  of  our 
country. 

President  Eisenhower,  in  his  only  pub- 
lic statement  on  the  subject,  has  reaf- 
firmed his  campaign  statements  to  the 
electorate.  He  has  asked  for  power  to 
reorganize  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government:  to  clean  out  the  mess,  to 
establish  common  sense  and  business 
principles,  to  weed  out  waste  and  can- 
cerous growths  In  the  executive  bureauc- 
racy. But  he  has  also  reasserted  his  be- 
lief that  this  job  can  be  done  in  coop- 
eration with  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.    I  believe  he  is  right. 

There  are  those,  many  of  whom  pose 
as  liberals,  who  hold  that  the  elected 
Members  of  the  Congress  are  incompe- 
tent to  pass  judgment  on  national  af- 
fairs. Some,  including  a  former  Mem- 
ber, have  called  us  squirrelheads. 
They  say  we  are  irresponsible,  subject 
to  pressures,  and  indifferent  to  the  pub- 
lic good.  They  say  we  are  not  capable 
of  deciding  upon  national  policy.  They 
go  further.  They  say  we  are  not  even 
competent  to  prevent  a  program  iMX)pa- 
gated  by  the  bureaucrats,  in  whom,  by 
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implication,  resides  all  wisdom  and  de- 
votion to  American  ideals. 

What  is  this  trick? 

It  Is  simple.  It  is  so  simple  as  to  ap- 
proach inspired  ingenuity. 

They  argue:  Congress  gave  Truman 
and  Roosevelt  power  to  reorganize  which 
Congress  could  check  only  by  heroic 
effort.  If  you  do  not  give  equal  power  to 
President  Eisenhower,  you  are  rebuffing 
a  great  man.  a  crusader,  a  popular  hero, 
the  only  man  who  has  been  able  to 
carry  the  Republicans  to  victory  in  two 
decades. 

With  this  trick  the  bureaucrats  hope 
to  consolidate  their  gains  over  supine 
Congresses.  They  hope  to  forestall  any 
trend  toward  the  restoration  of  that 
marvelous  equillbrlimi  in  governmental 
forces  devised  by  our  founding  fathers 
to  protect  us  and  our  posterity  from 
the  blight  of  tyranny.  They  hope  to 
continue  the  gravitation  of  public  power 
from  the  Congress  to  the  Executive,  and 
away  from  the  people. 

Shall  we  be  deceived?    I  fear  we  shall. 

Yet  President  Eisenhower  was  not  de- 
ceived. He  asserted,  in  effect,  that  if  he 
presented  a  plan  which  could  not  muster 
the  support  of  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  either  House  of  the  Congress 
present  and  voting,  that  plan  should  not 
take  effect. 

Let  us  support  President  Eisenhower 
In  his  statesmanlike  regard  for  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  a  coordinate 
branch  of  the  Oovemment.  Let  us  agree 
with  him  that  we  are  responsible  public 
officials,  whose  familiarity  with  national 
affairs  and  whoee  Judgment  are  entitled 
to  weight. 

Let  us  not  abjectly  admit  with  our  de- 
tractors that  we  do  not  possess  the  ca- 
pacity to  determine  national  policy, 
which  our  friends  who  sent  us  here  be- 
lieved we  had. 

Now  let  us  take  this  propostion  apart. 
Let  us  use  our  minds,  not  our  emotions. 
Let  us  assume  we  are  reasonable  men  and 
forget  the  tricks,  the  generalities,  the 
headlines  and  the  possible  political  re- 
I>ercussions  of  our  decision. 

The  subject  matter  Is  the  set-up  in 
the  departments  and  agencies,  boards 
and  commissions  of  the  Federal  CJovem- 
ment.  All  of  these  exist  only  because  of 
statutes  passed  by  the  Congress.  Only 
the  President  himself  owes  his  origin  to 
the  Constitution. 

These  executive  agencies  were  created 
by  the  legislative,  policy-making  branch 
of  our  Oovernment  to  meet  a  public  need, 
to  carry  out  a  public  purpose.  Their  au- 
thority and  the  limits  thereon  were  pre- 
scribed by  statute.  Except  for  the  Re- 
organization Act,  their  reconstitution 
can  occur  only  by  congressional  enact- 
ment. 

With  the  advent  of  the  New  Deal  in 
1932  Congress  granted  a  popular  Presi- 
dent power  to  reorganize  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Oovemment  by  submit- 
ting plans.  But  the  Congress  retained 
the  right  to  veto  those  plans.  Such  re- 
organizations as  did  not  infringe  upon 
statutory  structure  could  always  be 
made.  They  can  now.  Agriculture  Sec- 
retary Benson  has  already  effected 
such  a  reorganization  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 


In  1932  our  national  annual  budget 
was  $3,925,000,000.  Employees  in  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  totaled  583.196.  Today, 
after  20  years  of  elimination  of  waste 
and  duplication  through  well-heralded 
Presidential  reorganizations,  we  have  an 
annual  budget  of  $78,587,000,000  and 
2,500,000  employees. 

Let  us  not  kid  ourselves.  The  Presi- 
dent has  no  more  hours  in  his  day  than 
you  and  I  have.  These  plans  are  not 
originated  by  him.  They  are  not  even 
originated  by  the  men  he  appointed  to 
the  Cabinet.  They  originate  in  the  sec- 
ond, the  fifth,  the  twelfth,  or  the  lower 
echelons  of  the  huge  bureaucracy  the 
Democratic  Congresses  have  built  up 
downtown.  Neither  we  nor  the  public 
are  unaware  of  the  empire-building  pro- 
clivities of  this  bureaucratic  monster  we 
have  permitted  to  grow  to  a.stoni.shing 
projxjrtions. 

The  proponents  of  the  con.stitutional 
majority  argue:  You  gave  Truman  thi.s 
power.  Why  deny  it  to  President  Eisen- 
hower? 

Who  gave  Truman  such  power? 

Certainly  I  did  not. 

I  have  consistently  advocated  with  all 
the  force  at  my  command  that  the  Con- 
gress recapture  the  legislative  authority 
the  strong  Executives  of  the  New  Deal 
have  usurped  from  weak  New  Deal  Con- 
gre.s-ses  in  the  past  two  decades. 

Did  Republicans  give  Truman  such 
power? 

A  few  of  them  did.  A  few  Republican 
Members  of  Congress,  a.s  we  all  know, 
vote  consistently  with  the  New  Deal 
Democrats. 

But  the  vast  majority  of  Republicans 
resisted  and  opposed  this  transfer  of 
legislative  authority.  In  this  stand  they 
were  joined  by  many  Democrats  who 
were  unwilling  to  pres.s  their  party  loyal- 
ty to  the  point  of  being  mere  rubber 
stamps. 

Even  the  Democratic  Eighty-second 
Congress  went  on  record  clearly  and  of- 
ficially as  being  overwhelmingly  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  constitutional 
majority  for  rejecting  reorganization 
plans. 

March  13,  1951,  this  House  had  before 
it  the  emergency  reorganization  bill  of 
1951.  That  was  the  quickie  reorgan- 
ization bill.  That  day  I  proposed  an 
amendment,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to 
provide  that  emergency  reorganization 
plans  could  be  rejected  by  either  House 
by  a  simple  majority  rather  than  a  con- 
stitutional majority.  The  amendment 
was  debated  heatedly  and  extensively. 
On  a  teller  vote,  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  adopted  the  simple  majority  rule 
by  158  to  61,  a  vote  of  better  than  2'2 
to  1 — CowcREssioNAL  RzcoRD,  volumc  97, 
part  2.  pages  2329-2334. 

Now  it  is  suggested  that  a  Republican 
Congress  should  do  exactly  what  a  Demo- 
cratic Congress  expressly  and  over- 
whelmingly refused  to  do  less  than  2 
years  ago. 

Do  you  see  how  fallacious  the  argu- 
ment of  the  New  Dealers  is? 

I  believe  the  American  people  are  op- 
posed to  the  further  surrender  of  legis- 
lative power  to  the  Executive.  I  believe 
they  made  that  opinion  crystal  clear  last 
November  4. 


President  Eisenhower  In  a  speech  at 
St.  Louis.  Mo..  September  20,  1952,  said: 

ThU  same  unity  require*  a  new  era  of 
cooperation  between  the  Executive  and  Con- 
greaa.  The  ConaiUution  of  the  United  States 
doe*  not  place  the  President  above  Congreaa, 
nor  does  It  put  Congreas  above  the  Preaklent. 
In  the  business  of  Government.  Congress  and 
the  President  are  coequal  partners.  We 
will  make  It  a  working  partnership. 

Again  President  Ei-senhower  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  on  September  18,  1952. 
said: 

1  will,  with  the  cooperation  of  Congreaa, 
strive  to  turn  this  tide.  I  shall  seek  and 
need  the  coofieralion  of  Congreaa — always  the 
cooperation  of  Congress.  The  next  adminis- 
tration will  not  be  a  one-man  show. 

To  me.  the  question  here  involved  is 
not  one  of  personalities,  but  one  of 
fundamental  principle. 

If  you  put  the  question:  'Would  you 
trust  Ei-senhower  further  than  you  would 
Truman?"  My  answer  would  of  course 
tie  an  unqualified  "Yes." 

But  If  you  ask  me:  •Will  you  pass  over 
to  the  Executive  the  power  and  the  re- 
.sponsibility  the  Constitution,  which  you 
.swore  to  uphold,  vests  in  you  and  your 
colleagues?"  My  answer  has  been  and 
must  be  an  unqualified  "No."  That  an- 
swer must  be  the  same  even  though  the 
present  occupant  of  the  Presidency  is  of 
my  own  party  and  a  leader  in  whom  I 
have  supreme  confidence. 

It  may  seem  to  some  that  I  have  been 
arRuing  agaln.st  granting  the  President 
any  reorKanizins  power  at  all.  Let  me 
make  my  position  on  that  principle  clear 
beyond  any  que.stion. 

It  is  true  that  presidential  reorgani- 
zation with  the  congressional  veto  is  leg- 
islation in  reverse.  However,  the  subject 
matter  is  at  least  theoretically  the  man- 
agement of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  and  the  executive  power  of 
the  Government  is  vested  by  the  Con- 
stitution in  the  President.  Of  all  of  the 
fields  of  national  policy  the  area  of  ex- 
ecutive manaKement  is  one  peculiarly 
appropriate  for  the  exercise  of  Presiden- 
tial discretion. 

The  difficulty  is  that  It  seems  to  be 
lmpo.s,sible  to  separate  and  distinguish 
matters  of  pure  administrative  structure 
and  procedures  from  matters  ol  substan- 
tive national  policy.  If  such  a  separation 
could  he  made,  it  would  he  appropriate 
and  corustitutional.  in  my  opinion,  to  give 
the  President  complete  and  permanent 
authority  to  make  administrative  re- 
alinemenLs.  In  fact,  where  statutory 
safeguards,  checks,  and  limitations  are 
not  infringed,  the  President,  without  any 
legislation  already  possesses  reorganizing 
powers. 

Not  being  able  to  separate  the  purely 
administrative  from  the  purely  policy 
making,  it  i.s.  in  my  opinion  appropriate, 
and  constitutional,  to  authorize  the 
President  to  present  reorganization 
plans,  for  a  limited  time  and  under  spe- 
cial circumstances — such  as  the  present 
change  in  administration.  But  this  de- 
vice, which  admittedly  is  a  legislative 
short-cut  or  makeshift,  should  be  em- 
ployed only  where  the  Congress  retains 
a  real,  not  an  illusory,  power  to  reject 
plans  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Con- 
gress, are  contrary  to  national  policy. 
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This  Is  why  the  simple  or  constitu- 
tional majority  issue  becomes  so  impor- 
tant. How  difficult  should  it  be  for 
Congress  to  veto  reorganization  plans? 
That  is  the  basic  issue. 

We  must  all  admit  that  the  Congress 
has  failed  to  keep  pace  with  the  rapid 
growth  of  the  country.  It  Is  attempting 
to  deal  with  1953  problems  and  issues 
with  an  1875  legislative  machine. 

I  have  consistently  urged  that  the 
Congress  modernize  and  strengthen  it- 
self. I  have  suggested  that  this  can  be 
done  by  acquiring  sizable,  competent, 
and  loyal  Investigative  staffs  for  its  com- 
mittees— the  instnmaent  through  which 
the  Congress  can  train  the  spotlight  and 
the  microscop)e  on  areas  of  national  in- 
terest. When  we  have  developed  fact- 
finding techniques  we  will  be  able  to  act 
on  knowledge  rather  than  ignorance,  on 
facts  and  logic  rather  than  emotions  and 
generalities.  We  will  then  be  able  to 
demonstrate  the  workability  of  the  proc- 
esses of  self-government  in  modem  com- 
plex society.  Then,  and  then  only,  will 
we  be  able  to  write  laws  which  are  clear 
and  specific,  delegating  no  more  author- 
ity to  executive  agencies  than  Is  neces- 
sary to  accomplish  the  public  piuTX>se. 

Lacking  the  abihty  to  write  the  people's 
will  in  clear  and  unambiguous  terms, 
the  Congress  will  presumably  continue  to 
legislate  by  announcing  broad  objectives 
and  then  creating  a  board  or  commis- 
sion, vested  with  legislative,  administra- 
tive, and  Judicial  powers,  to  accomplish 
them.  Since  this  necessarily  entails  a 
delegation  of  an  excess  of  public  power, 
I  hope  we  will  continue  to  Impose  stand- 
ards for  its  exercise  and  checks  and  limi- 
tations calculated  to  prevent  abusive  and 
tyrannical  exercise  of  that  power. 

For  two  decades  In  a  period  of  great 
national  stress,  the  Congress  has  been 
pouring  national  power  into  an  executive 
bureaucracy  which  has  swollen  to  mon- 
strous proportions.  Yet,  Congress  has 
sought  to  put  curbs  and  checks  on  that 
power  to  keep  empire-btiildlng  bureau- 
crats from  running  wild.  Such  checks 
have  not  been  completely  and  universal- 
ly effective.  Nevertheless,  they  have 
been  the  best  the  Congress  could  do  im- 
der  the  circumstances.  And,  they  have 
unquestionably  prevented  abuses  of  au- 
thority. If  such  checks  and  restraints 
are  now  removed,  the  result  will  l>e  the 
vesting  of  far  greater  authority  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government 
than  the  Congress  Intended  to  grant. 
This  would  unquestionably  be  a  matter 
of  national  policy — not  mere  adminis- 
trative reallnement. 

The  Congress  must  retain  a  practical 
and  workable  means  of  preventing  such 
Executive  pollcjonaklng. 

It  Is  always  helpful  in  understanding 
and  appreciating  the  force  of  general 
principles  to  talk  about  specific  cases. 

A  good  example  of  policy-making 
through  reorganization  plans  is  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1951.  abolish- 
ing the  board  of  directors  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  and  vest- 
ing the  broad  lending  authority  of  that 
corporation  in  a  single  Administrator. 
Congress  had  sought  to  prevent  parti- 
sanship, sectionalism,  and  graft  in  the 
exercise  of  this  vast  power  over  public 


funds  by  providing  that  not  more  than 
three  of  the  five  directors  of  RFC  should 
be  of  the  same  political  party,  that  not 
more  than  one  director  should  come  from 
any  Federal  reserve  district,  and  that  the 
directors'  terms  were  limited  to  2  years. 
The  reorganization,  by  vesting  powers  of 
the  board  of  directors  In  a  single  Ad- 
ministrator with  no  fixed  term,  removed 
these  checks  against  abuse  of  authority. 
Two  hundred  Representatives  thought 
the  plan  was  bad  and  voted  against  It, 
while  only  197  voted  for  it  Yet  the  plan 
became  effective  for  lack  of  the  constitu- 
tional majority  of  218. 

I  believe  the  press,  the  public,  and  even 
Members  of  the  Congress  do  not  fully  ap- 
preciate the  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  con- 
stitutional majority  to  override  a  Presi- 
dential reorganization  plan. 

Half  of  the  authorized  membership 
sounds  relatively  innocuous.  It  does  not 
seem  to  approach  in  difficulty  the  two- 
thirds  of  those  present  and  voting  neces- 
sary to  override  a  Presidential  veto  of 
legislation. 

A  brief  review  of  the  roll-call  votes  of 
the  last  Congress,  however,  will  quickly 
convince  the  dispassionate  observer  that 
the  requirement  of  a  constitutional  ma- 
jority is  a  formidable  obstacle  to  the  ex- 
pression of  congressional  will. 

I  requested  the  Congressional  Quar- 
terly to  make  an  analysis  of  the  roll-call 
votes  in  the  two  sessions  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress.  That  analysis  Is  set 
forth  In  the  tables  which  I  Include  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks: 

Roll  Calls,  Eichtt-second  Congress 
riasT  SESSION   (lov) 


Number  voting  on 

1:  423.  Wednesday 
2:  426,  Wednesday 
3:   423.  Wednesday 
4:   365,  Wednesday 
5:  377,  Tuesday 
6:  390,  Wednesday 
7:  393,  Wednesday 
8:  386.  Wednesday 
0:   396.  Tuesday 
10:  398,  Wednesday 
11:  390.  Wednesday 
12:   274,  Wednesday 
13:  394,  Tuesday 
14:  409.  Tuesday 
15:  417,  Friday 
16:  416.  Friday 
17:  363,  Wednesday 
18:   397,  Wednesday 
19:  396,  Wednesday 
20:  399,  Wednesday 
21:   392.  Wednesday 
22:   397,  Wednesday 
23:   397,  Wednesday 
24:   391,  Wednesday 
26:  393,  Wednesday 
26:  378,  Thursday 
27:  294,  Friday 
28:   289,  Friday 
29:  375,  Wednesday 
30:  380,  Thursday 
31:  388,  Thursday 
32:  387,  Thursday 
33:  233,  Monday 
34:  234,  Monday 
35:  338.  Tuesday 
36:  340,  Wednesday 
87:  380,  Thursday 
38:  335.  Wednesday 
39:  236,  Friday 
40:   384.  Monday 
41:  391,  Friday 
42:  393.  Friday 
43:  291,  Monday 
4i:  857,  Tuesday 


the  following  roll  calls: 


46: 

379,  Wednesday 

46: 

388,  Thursday 

47: 

387,  Thursday 

48: 

390,  Thursday 

49: 

382.  Friday 

50: 

391.  Friday 

51: 

388,  Friday 

52: 

268.  Sattirday 

53: 

393.  Thursday 

64: 

413,  Friday 

66: 

415,  Friday 

56: 

416.  Friday 

67: 

416,  Friday 

68: 

417,  Friday 

69: 

417,  Friday 

60: 

415.  Friday 

61: 

415,  Friday 

62: 

414,  Friday 

63: 

416,  Friday 

64: 

415,  Friday 

66: 

414,  Friday 

66: 

416,  Friday 

67: 

415,  Friday 

68: 

374,  Wednesday 

69: 

387.  Thursday 

70: 

380,  Friday 

71: 

363.  Friday 

72: 

374.  Monday 

73: 

374,  Monday 

74: 

359,  Tuesday 

75: 

360,  Thursday 

76: 

358,  Tuesday 

77: 

364.  Tuesday 

78 

375,  Wednesday 

79: 

372,  Wednesday 

80 

372,  Wednesday 

81 

374.  Wednesday 

82 

363,  Monday 

83 

360.  Monday 

84 

363,  Monday 

85 

:  361,  Monday 

86 

:  261,  Friday 

87 

:  291,  Monday 

88 

:  828,  Tuesday 

89:  323, 
90:  342, 
91:  345. 
92:  337. 
93:  333. 
94:  299. 
95:  326, 
96:  325. 
97:  310. 
98:  320. 
99:   326, 


Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Monday 

Tuesday 

Tuesday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 


100: 
101: 
102: 
103: 
104: 
105: 
1C6: 
107: 
108: 
109: 


321, 
312, 
361, 
328. 
313. 
346. 
344, 
345, 
340. 
276, 


Thursday 

Monday 

Tuesday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Saturday 


110: 

111: 

112: 

113: 

114: 

115: 

116: 

117: 

118: 

119: 

120: 

121: 

122: 

123: 

124: 

125: 

126: 

127: 

128: 

129: 

130: 

131: 

132: 

133: 

134: 

136: 

138: 

137: 

138: 

139: 

140: 

141: 

142: 

143: 

144: 

145: 
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284. 

292. 

368. 

357, 

355, 

264. 

362. 

345, 

253, 

354, 

339, 

383. 

392. 

396. 

394. 

392. 

396, 

395, 

396. 

391. 

376. 

340. 

336. 

348. 

349. 

328, 

346, 

253. 

348. 

347, 

341, 

327, 

328. 

318. 

323. 

300. 


359.  Tuesday  146: 
316.  Friday  147: 
342,  Tuesday  148: 
334,  Wednesday    149: 
332,  Wednesday    150: 
320.  Monday 
390,  Tuesday 
398.  Tuesday 
288.  Monday 

320,  Tuesday 

321,  Tuesday 
319,  Tuesday 
331,  Tuesday 
327,  Tuesday 
361,  Wednesday  160 
349.  Thursday       161 

360,  Friday 
358.  Friday 
358,  Thursday 
306,  Friday 
325,  Monday 

322,  Monday 


151: 
152: 
153: 
154: 
165: 
156: 
157: 
158: 
159: 


162 
163: 
164: 
165 
166: 
167; 


374,  Wednesday  168: 

352,  Friday  169: 

329,  Friday  170: 

322,  Friday  171: 

265,  Friday  172: 

334,  Wednesday  173: 
361,  Wednesday  174: 
315,  Wedneaday  175: 
343,  Thursday  176 
343.  Wednesday  177 
336,  Thursday  178 
333,  Thursday  179 

335,  Thursday  180 
324,  Thursday  181 


Friday 

Monday 

Friday 

Friday 

Friday 

Monday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Monday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Tuesday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Saturday 

Saturday 

Monday 

Monday 

Monday 

Wednesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Friday 

Friday 


(Prepared  by  Congreaslonal  Quarterly  for 
Representative  Meadex.) 

KlOHTT -SECOND    CONGRESS ^ROLL    CaLL    VOTCl 

Arranged  accoRoiNO  to  Number  Votino 


1:  426 
2:  423 
3:  423 
4:  417 
6:  417 
6:  417 
7:  416 
8:  416 
9:  416 
10:  416 
11:  416 
12:  416 
13:  415 
14:  416 
15:  415 
16:  415 
17:  414 
18:  414 
19:  413 
20:  409 
21:  390 
22:  398 
23:  398 
24:  397 
25:  397 
26:  397 
27:  396 
28:  396 
29:  396 
30:  396 
31:  395 
32:  395 
33:  394 
34:  394 
36:  393 
36:  393 
87:  393 


38:  393 
39:  392 
40:  392 
41:  392 
42:  391 
43:  391 
44:  391 
45:  391 
46:  390 
47:  390 
48:  890 
49:  390 
60:  388 
61:  387 
52:  367 
63:  387 
64:  386 
66:  383 
66:  382 
67:  380 
68:  380 
69:  380 
60:  379 
61:  378 
62:  377 
63:  376 
64:  376 
66:  375 
66:  374 
67:  374 
68:  374 
63:  374 
70:  374 
71:  872 
72:  372 
73:  368 
74:  368 


76:  365 
76:  364 
77:  363 
78:  363 
79:  363 
80:  S62 
81:  361 
82:  361 
83:  361 
84:  360 
86:  360 
86:  359 
87:  359 
88:  358 
89:  358 
90:  368 
91:  367 
92:  367 
93:  356 
94:  355 
95:  354 
96:  353 
97:  353 
98:  363 
99:  362 
100:  361 
101:  350 
102:  349 
103:  349 
104 r  348 
105:  348 
106:  847 
107:  846 
108:  346 
109:  845 
110:  345 
111:  345 


112: 

113: 

114: 

116: 

116: 

117: 

118: 

119: 

120: 

121: 

122: 

123: 

124: 

126: 

126: 

127: 

128: 

129: 

130: 

131: 

132: 

133: 

134- 

136: 

136: 

137: 

138: 

139: 

140: 

141: 

142: 

143: 

144: 

146: 

146: 

147: 

148: 


344 

343 

348 

342 

842 

341 

340 

340 

340 

339 

388 

337 

830 

338 

335 

336 

334 

384 

383 

338 

382 

831 

329 

338 

328 

828 

838 

827 

337 

328 

S26 

835 

S26 

834 

338 

323 

xn 
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^: 


149: 

3» 

158: 

S13 

167: 

291 

176: 

355 

150: 

331 

159: 

313 

168: 

289 

177: 

355 

151: 

331 

160: 

310 

169: 

388 

178: 

251 

152: 

330 

161: 

305 

17  : 

384 

179: 

238 

153: 

320 

163: 

800 

171: 

384 

180: 

334 

154: 

330 

163: 

2Utt 

17;*: 

376 

181: 

233 

155: 

31» 

164: 

394 

173: 

374 

156: 

318 

165: 

303 

174: 

268 

157: 

316 

166: 

291 

175: 

364 

(Prepared  by  Canc^resslonal  Quarterly  for 

Representatlve  IiIeaocr.) 

There  were  181  roll  calls  In  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress.  The  highest  number 
of  Members  ever  present  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  those  roll  calls  was 
426.  The  lowest  number  present  was 
233.     The  average  was  about  357. 

There  were  only  20  roll  calls  on  which 
more  than  400  were  present.  There 
were  almost  20  roll  calls  on  which  less 
than  300  Members  were  present.  If  a 
reorganization  plan  came  up  when  there 
were  only  233  Members  present  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  although  all 
of  the  Members  opposed  the  plan  except 
16  of  them,  the  plan  would  still  go  into 
effect  Thia  requires  an  almost  unani- 
mous vote. 

On  42  roll  calls,  a  little  less  than  one- 
fourth  of  the  total,  there  were  327  or 
fewer  Representatives  present.  A  con- 
stitutional niajority  on  those  occasions 
would  have  been  the  equivalent  of  two- 
thirds  of  those  present  and  voting. 

Aside  from  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  a 
constitutional  majority  there  are  other 
features  of  the  present  Reorganization 
Act  which  are  given  too  little  notice. 

First,  a  reorganization  plan  may  not 
be  amended.  Clarification  or  even  the 
elimination  of  typographical  errors  is 
impossible.  There  is  an  insurmountable 
gag  rule  on  reorganization  plans.  Many 
of  us  have  tried  to  see  if  this  phase  of 
reorganization  legislation  could  not  be 
improved.  There  seems  to  be  no  feasible 
method  of  permitting  amendment  in  this 
novel  device  of  legislation  in  reverse. 

Second,  committee  study  of  a  plan  Is 
limited  to  10  days.  It  should  not  be  nec- 
essary to  point  out  that  this  much  time 
does  not  permit  adequate  study.  Our 
pitifully  deficient  committee  staffs  could 
not  begin  to  cope  with  complex  and  far- 
reaching  plans  in  this  period.  There 
would  not  be  time  to  sift  opinions  and 
consider  the  ramifications  of  a  plan  and 
give  sound  advice  to  committee  mem- 
bers. Committee  hearings  must  be 
short,  hasty,  and  ill-prepared,  as  must 
be  the  committee's  report  to  the  House. 

Consider  the  possibility  that  a  far- 
reaching  reorganization  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  and  related  agencies, 
such  as  the  National  Security  Council, 
the  National  Security  Resources  Board, 
and  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency, 
may  be  presented-  Such  a  plan  would 
be  the  equivalent  of  amending  the  Na- 
tional Security  Act  of  1947.  Does  any- 
one believe  that  decent  and  worthwhile 
study  by  a  committee  of  such  a  plan 
could  be  completed  in  10  days? 

Third,  although  plans  are  submitted 
in  the  name  of  the  President,  we  all  kiu>w 
that  as  a  practical  matter  they  are  pre- 
pared in  the  first  instance  by  anonymous 
authors  in  the  lower  echelons  of  deparl- 
ment&and  bureaus.  The  screening  proc- 
esses d  the  President  may  or  may  not 
purify  and  improve  the  program.s  of  bu- 
reaucrats not  famous  for  iheu:  reticence 


In  asking  for  more  authority,  more  em- 
ployees, more  monry,  and  more  freedom 
from  congressional  control. 

Fourth,  and  most  important,  the  re- 
organization plan  device  is  the  means 
whereby  a  ruthless  and  dictatorial  Pres- 
ident may.  for  all  practical  purposes. 
siphon  off  the  legislative  authority  of  the 
Congress.  This  is  the  channel  through 
which  a  totalitarian  system  could  be  es- 
tablished. This,  the  Congress  mu.st  be 
alert  to  prevent. 

I  cannot  agree  that  you.  my  colleagues, 
are  pin-heads  or  squirrel-heads.  I 
cannot  agree  that  the  bureaucratic  mon- 
ster which  has  risen  up  in  the  past  two 
decades  is  the  fount  of  all  wisdom  and 
goodness.  I  do  agree  that  the  Congress 
is  weak  and  inadequate.  I  emphatically 
assert  that  the  crying  need  of  our  day  is 
the  strengthening  and  the  improvement 
of  the  Congress.  The  way  to  do  this  is 
not  to  detract  still  further  from  the  pow- 
ers and  responsibilities  of  the  Congress. 
Let  us  give  the  new  President  a  new 
broom  to  sweep  away  the  trash  and 
debris  accumulated  in  20  years  of  m:s- 
rule.  but  let  the  Congress  at  least  hold 
the  dustpan. 

Let  us  demonstrate  to  the  people  that 
we  know  they  voted  for  a  change — ^not 
just  a  change  in  faces — but  a  change 
in  philosophy  of  government — a  restora- 
tion of  the  constitutional  equihbrium  of 
a  Government  of  limited  powers. 

Let  us  not  imitate  supine  New  Deal 
Congresses  and  in  our  fust  major  art 
give  impetus  to  the  20-year  trend  away 
from  self-government. 

Let  us  for  once  stand  courageously  fast 
in  the  face  of  fallacious  propaganda  un- 
afraid of  the  threats  of  distorted  appeals 
to  public  emotion.  Let  us  redeem  our 
oaths  and  preserve,  protect,  and  defend 
the  integrity  of  the  Congress  of  which 
we  are  a  part. 

I  include  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an 
editonal  from  the  Jackson  <Mich.)  Citi- 
zen Patriot  of  January  30.  1953; 
Rbgaininc  Lost  Powek 

Somehow  we  can't  get  excited — as  have 
some  political  bigwigs  and  analysts — ovtr 
the  action  ot  the  House  Government  Opera- 
tions Committee  In  trimming  the  reorgani- 
zation powers  of  President  Eisenhower. 

Of  course.  It  would  have  been  very  con- 
venient for  the  nvm  administration  to  have 
an  unabridged  extension  of  the  law  which 
requires  a  veto  by  a  full  majority  of  the 
House  or  Senate  to  kill  an  administration 
reorganization   measure. 

TTie  bill,  as  revised  by  Representative  Hoff- 
man's committee,  would  jjermlt  a  congres- 
sional veto  of  a  reorganization  plan  by  a 
simple  majority  of  those  present  and  voting. 
If  Anally  adopted,  this  bill  will  result  in  the 
death  of  some  needed  reorganization  plans. 
Congressmen  who  love  the  smell  of  pwrlc 
won't  have  much  trouble  In  drumming  up 
a  simple  majority  on  reorganization  plans 
that  interfere  with  their  own  little  empires. 

At  the  same  time  the  Hotlman  amendment 
Is  a  move  to  recapture  some  of  the  legisla- 
tive powers  that  tiave  been  delegated  to  the 
administration  and  to  a  mass  of  commissions 
and  agencies.  Ttie  powers  of  these  agencies 
to  malce  rules  and.  In  effect,  write  laws, 
brought  on  the  conditions  that  caused  the 
people  to  vote  for  a  change. 

The  original  reorganization  bUl  delegated 
a  great  deal  of  power  to  tiie  White  House. 
Vli^e  dont  doubt  that  President  Elsenhower 
would  use  this  power  wisely  If  It  were  granted 
to  him.  but  we  keep  remembering  the  words 
oX  the  late  Franklia  D.  RuoseveiU 


In  the  e.irly  days  of  the  New  E)eal,  when 
Congress  literally  was  abdicating  In  favor  of 
a  strong  executive  branch.  P.  D  R  frankly 
staled  that  the  powers  he  sought  might  be 
dangerous  In  other  hands.  President  Elsen- 
hower s  calm  ui-ceptance  oi  the  Hoffman 
amendment  shows  that  he  does  not  thirst 
for  legislative  ptiwers. 

The  American  system  of  Government  pro- 
vides for  the  protecti'in  of  freedom  with  a 
system  of  checks  and  balances,  with  the 
power  to  legislate  placed  exclusively  In  the 
hands  of  Congress  Any  time  that  balance 
is  destroyed  the  opp<.>rtunity  for  restricting 
freedom  grows  larger. 

Tlie  Republican  Congress  faces  a  challenge 
after  20  years  of  criticism  of  Democratic 
methods.  It  must  legislate  wisely  and  well. 
It  canni't  meet  the  challenge  unless  It  re- 
covers some  of  the  powers  Us  predecesaora 
gave  away. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  yield  7  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri   (Mr.  CitrtisJ. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, my  remark.s  have  more  importance 
in  view  of  the  statements  made  by  the 
former  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson  1 
that  the  con.stilutional  question  is  moot 
because  for  20  years  Congress  after  Con- 
gress may  have  acted  unconstitutionally. 
If  there  is  any  basis  to  this  request  it 
becomes  even  more  important  that  this 
Congress  reassert  'he  significance  of  its 
aim  to  defend  and  support  the  Con- 
stitution. 

I  do  not  rise  to  participate  in  this  de- 
bate with  any  pleasure.  The  position  I 
am  forced  to  take  on  this  important 
piece  of  legislation  probably  has  htle  sup- 
port in  this  body  if  I  am  to  judge  by  the 
consideration  given  by  the  Committee  on 
Governmental  Operations  and  the  de- 
bate which  has  gone  on  here  in  the  Com- 
nuttee  of  the  Whole.  However.  I  shall 
not  belabor  the  point  which  has  been  so 
well  and  ably  expressed  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Governmental  Op- 
eiation-s,  Mr  HorrnAN,  in  the  report  of 
the  committee,  accompanying  the  bill. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  bill,  basically; 
whether  ii  is  amended  or  not  amended 
makes  no  difference.  It  is  unconstitu- 
tional. The  Constitution  prescribes  that 
the  Congress  shall  legislate  and  that  the 
President  may  veto;  not  that  the  Execu- 
tive Branch  of  Government  shall  legis- 
late and  the  Legislative  Branch  veto. 
The.se  basic  powers  cannot  be  granted 
away  except  if  the  people  of  this  coimtry 
in  their  wisdom  and  in  accordance  with 
the  methods  prescribed  by  the  Constitu- 
tion for  amendment,  decided  to  do  so. 

My  colleagues,  we  have  no  power  to 
change  the  Constitution  by  simple  legis- 
lation. Do  not  misunderstand  me.  I  am 
well  aware,  all  too  aware,  of  the  fact  that 
the  Constitution  has  been  disregarded  by 
Congresses  which  have  preceded  us. 
When  I  speak  of  power  I  mean  legal 
power,  power  granted  to  us  by  the  Con- 
stitution, and  we  do  not  have  the  legal 
power  to  grant  to  the  executive  branch 
of  Government  the  power  to  legislate. 

That  we  have  it  in  our  actual  power 
without  check  from  the  Judicial  branch 
of  Government  to  do  many  unconstitu- 
tional things  is  a  matter  of  history. 
Many  persons  do  not  understand  this. 
They  are  of  the  erroneous  belief  that  the 
judicial  branch  of  Goverrunent  stands 
as  a  check  over  the  actions  of  the  Con- 
gress and  the  President  when  these  two 
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branches  of  Government  pass  legislation 
which  is  contrary  to  the  Constitution. 
1  he  truth  is  that  the  judicial  branch  of 
Government  only  stands  as  a  possible 
check  when  the  property  rights  or  indi- 
vidual civil  rights  of  citizens  have  been 
affected  by  a  certain  piece  of  legislation 
and  the  matter  of  controversy  between 
legal  parties  is  presented  to  the  courts  for 
decision. 

Legislation  such  as  this  and  legislation 
such  as  that  which  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  passed  in  Ita  first  session  to 
create  an  executive  commission  to  write 
the  legislation  establishing  universal 
military  training  have  as  their  only  check 
the  oaths  of  ofQce  which  we  as  Congress- 
men and  the  Executive  as  the  President 
take  to  uphold  and  support  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

Only  your  and  my  consciences  stand 
between  the  enactment  of  unconstitu- 
tional legislation  of  thia  nature. 

There  may  be  some  who  sincerely  be- 
lieve that  this  Reorganization  Act  is 
constitutional.  If  so.  for  the  sake  of  this 
debate,  I  laelieve  it  is  important  that  they 
present  the  reasons  behind  such  a  behef . 
For  I  know  there  are, many  Members 
who  have  made  up  th^lr  minds  to  vote 
for  this  legislation  because  of  expediency. 
The  first  argument  of  expediency  is 
that  if  the  past  President  was  granted 
the  power  to  write  legislation  stream- 
lining the  executive  department  then  the 
new  President  should  have  this  power. 
This  is  a  forceful  argument.  I  want  to 
grant  to  the  new  President  all  the  powers 
he  feels  he  needs  to  carry  out  his  ideas 
of  how  to  meet  the  momentous  problems 
that  confront  our  beloved  country,  if 
those  powers  are  within  our  power  to 
grant. 

The  second  argument  of  ext>ediency  is 
that  Congress  would  be  under  too  much 
pressure  to  enact  legislation  which  would 
streamline  the  executive  departments. 
Specifically  it  is  argued  the  Congress 
could  never  reorganize  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration or  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture under  the  pressures  that  would 
be  exerted  against  it. 

Yes:  it  will  be  a  tough  job.  In  fact. 
It  is  a  tough  job  to  legislate  on  any  con- 
troversial matter.  Perhaps,  though,  it 
will  be  a  less  tough  job  if  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  would  change 
the  policy  of  its  predecessor  and  crack 
the  whip  to  prevent  its  various  depart- 
ments, bureaus,  authorities,  boards,  com- 
mands, corporations,  divisions,  groups, 
commissions,  administrations,  and  so 
forth,  from  lobbying  with  Federal  funds 
to  prevent  these  reorganizations  from 
coming  about.  It  is  not  pressure  from 
the  people  the  C(mgress  needs  to  worry 
about  on  these  matters  but  it  is  the 
executive  agents  fighting  for  their  em- 
pires with  the  il.egal  use  of  vast  sums 
of  Federal  money  that  are  our  concern. 
Cracking  the  whip  would  mean  no  more 
than  having  thi?  Justice  Department 
prosecute  a  few  executive  agents  for  en- 
gaging in  this  illegal  lobbying. 

I  think  this  Congress  is  ready  to  step 
up  to  the  job  it  has  to  do.  I  see  no 
reason  why  this  new  administration  can- 
not determine  what  reorganization  bills 
it  would  like  to  see  passed  and  present 
them  to  the  Congress  in  an  orderly  man- 
ner. There  is  no  reason  why  the  execu- 
tive branch  should  not  make  the  original 


draft  of  the  proposed  legislation.  Draw- 
ing the  original  draft  is  not  the  art  of 
legislation.  It  is  the  consideration  from 
there  on  where  the  art  lies:  the  hearing 
and  questioning  of  interested  and  in- 
formed witnesses,  the  weighing  of  word 
and  sentence  meanings,  the  changes  and 
the  amendments,  the  deletions  and  ad- 
denda, under  the  heat  of  controversial 
committee  debate  and,  finally,  on  .the 
floor  of  the  Hotise,  the  hammering  out 
of  the  product  by  the  party  in  power 
upon  the  sturdy  anvil  of  the  opix)si- 
tion. 

Under  the  reorganization  bill  the  Con- 
gress cannot  amend  the  draft.  It  can- 
not really  study  it.  It  must  accept  or 
reject.  It  must  veto  or  approve.  This 
is  not  legislating. 

The  Speaker  stated  in  his  acceptance 
address  to  this  body  that  he  was  anxious 
to  see  the  Congress  regain  the  authori- 
ties it  had  lost.  The  President  has  stated 
in  his  speeches  that  he  believed  in  the 
separation  of  powers  provided  for  in  the 
Constitution.  These  are  fine  generali- 
ties; we  are  now  in  the  process  of  con- 
sidering the  details  which  alone  can  give 
them  real  meaning. 

The  issue  is  simple.  Either  this  act 
Is  constitutional  or  it  is  not.  Those  who 
believe  it  is  unconstitutional,  as  I  do, 
must  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
.[Mr.  Fountain]. 

Mr.  FOUNTAIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a 
memlser  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations,  I  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Etodge 
in  support  of  H.  R.  1979  and  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Hoffman  amendment  which 
would  make  possible  the  disapproval  of 
a  presidential  reorganization  plan  by  a 
simple  majority  of  either  the  House  or 
the  Senate,  conceivably  by  as  few  as  25 
Members  of  the  Senate  or  110  Members 
of  the  House. 

I  also  paid  close  attention  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Hoffman  1.  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  Brown  ] ,  and  others  in  the 
committee  in  support  of  the  Hoffman 
amendment.  I  have  read  Mr.  Hoffman's 
views  as  expressed  in  the  report  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations. As  a  new  Member  of  Congress, 
in  the  short  time  p>ermitted,  I  have  en- 
deavored to  familiarize  myself  with  pre- 
vious reorganization  plans  and  the  con- 
tentions of  both  proponents  and  oppo- 
nents of  reorganization  of  the  executive 
department  by  the  President,  pursuant 
to  authority  delegated  by  Congress.  I 
am  frank  to  say  that  I  made  this  study, 
not  as  a  Democrat,  but  as  a  citizen  and 
a  Member  of  Congress  interested,  as  all 
of  us  are,  in  doing  that  which  I  think  is 
for  the  best  interest  of  America.  Inci- 
dentally, in  this  fast  moving  world,  and 
particularly  in  the  field  of  government, 
we  are  seldom  certain  that  what  we  do  is 
best  for  all  concerned. 

I  supported  H.  R.  1979  and  opposed  the 
Hoffman  amendment  in  our  committee 
for  a  number  of  reasons.  While  I  have 
no  great  enthusiasm  for  this  type  of  leg- 
islation wherein  Congress  delegates  its 
authority  and  responsibility  to  others,  I 
do  believe  that  the  passage  of  H.  R.  1979 


is,  contrary  to  the  contention  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  IMr.  Hoffmatt] 
in  his  views  expressed  in  the  committee 
report,  necessary.  I  do  not  beUeve  it  is 
an  unconstitutional  grant  of  legislative 
power,  and  I  do  believe  reorganization 
of  the  executive  departments  can  result 
in  more  honesty  and  integrity,  and  more 
economy  and  efficiency  in  government, 
especially  in  the  executive  departments. 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan IMr.  Hoffman  1  that  a  grant  of  such 
legislative  power  does  not  insure  either. 
The  result  depends  upon  the  motives,  the 
determination,  the  fearlessness,  and  the 
devotion  to  service  of  the  one  or  ones 
who  initiate  the  plans  and  the  ones  who 
put  them  into  effect. 

As  a  member  of  the  State  Legislature 
of  North  Carolina,  wherein  this  question 
of  the  constitutionaUty  of  the  delegation 
of  legislative  authority  to  various  ad- 
ministrative agencies  has  been  debated 
for  years,  I  have  long  since  satisfied  my- 
self that  if  a  State  legislature,  or  ii  Con- 
gress is  unwilling  or  is  not  equipped,  be- 
cause of  circumstances  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  either  to  do  a  certain  job,  then 
when  either  delegates  its  authority,  that 
in  effect  is  the  passing  of  legislation, 
both  presently  and  in  advance.  These 
matters  bothered  me  for  a  long  time  be- 
cause of  my  knowledge  of  constitutional 
provisions,  as  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  Hoffman],  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  (Mr.  JuddI,  and  others 
have  already  pointed  out,  placing  legisla- 
tive responsibihty  upon  the  legislative 
branch  of  government. 

I  have  long  since  concluded,  as  I  have 
concluded  in  this  instance,  that  there 
are  certain  administrative  functions — 
especially  in  view  of  the  growth  of  gov- 
ernment and  governmental  responsibili- 
ties— which  no  legislative  branch  can 
adequately,  proiaerly.  and  efficiently  dis- 
pose of.  There  are  many  instances,  I 
believe,  where  legislative  branches  of 
government  have  shirked  their  responsi- 
bilities by  delegating  to  administrative 
agencies  the  authority  to  make  law  and 
to  make  a  violation  of  this  administra- 
tive law  a  criminal  offense. 

Then,  too,  in  this  particular  Instance, 
while  we  are  delegating  some  of  our  re- 
sponsibilities and  our  power,  there  is  an 
opportunity  to  check  upon  the  work  of 
our  agents.  Under  H.  R.  1979,  either 
House  of  Congress,  by  a  majority  of  its 
Members,  may  reject  any  proposals  sub- 
mitted by  the  President.  I  agree  that 
in  most  instances  a  simple  majority  of 
either  House  would  be  the  preferable 
method  of  passing  upon  the  acts  of  our 
agents.  However,  iji  recent  years,  with  ^ 
the  advent  of  one  emergency  after  at^- ' 
other  and  of  wars,  Government  has  be- 
come so  big,  and  in  many  ways  so  cum- 
bersome, that  Congress  needs,  and  does 
have,  the  help  of  experience  and  of  ex- 
perts to  assist  it  in  performing  its  duties. 
After  we  pass  this  legislation  by  a  simple 
majority,  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  require  a  constitutional  majority  of 
either  House  to  reject  or  disapprove  any 
reorganization  plans  submitted.  After 
the  President  has  done  his  job  in  pre- 
paring plans,  pursuant  to  authority 
given  him  by  what  legally  could  be  a 
simple  majority  of  Iwth  Houses,  I  doubt 
the  wisdom  of  permitting  ourselves  later 
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on  to  destroy  all  of  his  labors  by  that 
same  majority  in  either  House.  The 
reasons  are  obvious. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  is 
elected  by  a  vote  of  all  the  people  of 
America,  and  is  primarily  obligated  or 
committed  to  no  congressioiuil  district 
or  State  in  the  Union.  It  is  a  matter  of 
common  kno«v ledge  that  he  owes  no 
allegiance  to  any  particular  section  of 
the  country  because  he  is  elected  by  aU 
of  the  people.  I.  therefore,  think  it  is 
good  judgment  for  Congress  to  delegate 
this  authority  to  the  President. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  committed  himself  to 
the  American  people  to  reorganize  and 
to  streamline  our  Federal  Govenuncnt, 
particularly  the  executive  branch,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principles  outlined  in 
the  report  of  the  Hoover  Commission. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  was  a  pledge  in 
the  Republican  platform;  and,  person- 
ally, in  my  own  campaign  for  Congress, 
I  committed  myself  to  support  such  leg- 
islation as  could  result  in  the  elimination 
of  unnecessary  and  burdensome  agencies 
and  departments,  in  a  reduction  of  the 
expenses  of  Government,  and  in  the 
elimination  of  such  waste  and  extrava- 
gance as  is  discover  ?d  in  our  govern- 
mental operations.  The  people  of  my 
district,  and  I  believe  a  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  America,  are  now  think- 
ing In  terms  of  more  economy  in  Gov- 
ernment, greater  efBciency,  and  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  tax  burden  as  soon  as  is 
practicable. 

We  have  a  new  President  who  has 
requested  that  we  delegate  to  him  the 
necessary  authority  to  continue  a  job — 
already  begun — in  compliance  with  his 
commitment  to  the  American  people,  and 
I  might  say  a  most  praiseworthy  com- 
mitment. In  his  inaugural  address  to 
the  joint  session  of  Congress,  he  very 
vigorously  and  unhesitatingly  obligated 
himself  to  exercise  wisely  and  discreetly 
the  powers  contained  in  H.  R.  1979.  I 
believe  it  would  be  unwise  and  imprac- 
ticable in  this  particular  instance  to 
make  the  President  our  agent  in  the  do- 
ing of  a  job  and  then  say  to  him  a  bare 
majority  of  either  House  may  disapprove 
the  action  which  he  takes  pursuant  to 
legislative  authority  granted,  not  by  a 
constitutional  majority,  but  by  a  simple 
majority  as  is  true  in  the  case  of  all  leg- 
islation passed  by  Congress.  Then,  too, 
I  believe  it  might  be  considered  a  reflec- 
tion upon  our  President  to  give  him  less 
authority  along  these  lines  than  was 
given  to  our  former  President.  Having 
been  elected,  he  Isecomes  the  President 
of  all  of  the  people  of  America,  regard- 
less of  their  party  affiliations.  T  repeat:  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
(Mr.  HorFMAMl  that  reorganization  does 
not  necessarily  insure  either  economy  or 
efficiency,  but  I  believe  presidential  re- 
organization, fearlessly,  honestly,  and 
intelligently  done,  will  result  in  substan- 
tial financial  savings  to  our  people  and 
In  greater  efficiency  of  operations.  A 
great  job  still  lies  ahead  in  this  field. 

While  I  am  a  Democrat  from  head  to 
foot,  in  every  bone,  muscle,  and  nerve  of 
my  body,  I  am  not  blinded  to  the  fact 
that  mistakes,  as  well  as  war  and  emer- 
gencies, and  additional  re.sponsibilities 
h.iTe  resulted  in  a  tremendous  increase 
in  ttft  agencies  of  the  executive  depart- 


ment, many  of  which  are  loosely  put  to- 
gether and  are  bcully  in  need  of  being 
straightened  out  or.  even  in  many  cases, 
eliminated.  Our  people  are  fed  up  with 
so  much  red  tape  and  so  many  rules  and 
regulations  which  somehow  seem  to  have 
taken  from  them  some  of  the  freedom 
which  they  have  so  long  cherished. 
Congress  has  iK>t  heretofore  assumed  its 
full  share  of  the  responsibility  of  reor- 
ganizing the  executive  branch  of  gov- 
ernment. It  is  obvious  that  Congress 
never  will.  Who  then  is  better  equipped  ? 
Who  has  at  his  beck  and  call,  training, 
experience,  and  expert  advice?  To 
whom  are  the  people  looking  primarily 
for  the  fulfillment  of  the  innumerable 
obligations  and  responsibilities  of  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  government.  If  there 
is  failure  in  a  job  of  reorganization, 
whom  will  the  people  look  upon  as  re- 
sponsible? The  an.swer  is:  The  President 
of  the  United  States.  Should  there  be 
any  division  of  responsibility  in  icesping 
the  executive  branch  of  government 
clean  honest,  economically  and  efficient- 
ly opt'rated?    The  answer  is  "No." 

May  I  inject  here  this  thought — and  I 
do  it  sincerely — I  do  not  believe  that  big 
governm  >nt.  too  far  removed  from  the 
people,  is  the  responsibility  or  the  work 
of  any  particular  political  party.  It  is, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  the  result  of  a 
number  of  factors,  among  which  have 
t)een  war — actual  and  cold,  emergency 
and  world-wide  responsibilities,  and  at 
timos  the  indifference  of  the  American 
people,  and  the  unwillingness  of  local 
and  State  governments  to  assume  their 
full  share  of  responsibility  for  services  to 
their  respective  peoples. 

I  thinlc  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  Pres- 
ident, his  subordinates,  and  the  leaders 
in  Congress  got  their  wires  crossed  about 
this  resolution.  I  was  impressed  by  Mr. 
Dodse.  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget.  When  he  testified  before  our 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
he  spolce  with  apparent  authority.  Here 
are  some  of  his  statements: 

I  tlilnk  a  simple  majority  would  make  It 
almost  In.postlble  for  the  President  to  act  In 
tbe  nianner  In  which  you  expect  him  to 

If  there  ever  was  a  time  when  the  President 
should  be  given  adequate  powers.  It  is  the 
leadei  of  the  incoming  administration.  His 
poweis  certainly  should  not  be  weakened. 

Thf  President  has  very  determined  ideas 
of  wt.at  lie  would  like  to  accomplish,  what 
he  be  leves  the  people  expect  of  this  admin- 
tration;  and  I  think  he  is  entitled,  under  all 
these  circumstances,  to  have  his  hand 
strenfrthened  aa  much  as  possible,  and  cer- 
tainly   not   weakened. 

Th«  public  record  shows  this  has  been  dls- 
cus8e<l  with  leaders  of  the  Congress.  I  am 
testifying  as  to  the  act  presented  here.  We 
would  pref  r  an  extension  without  modifica- 
tion or  weakening  of  the  present  act. 

And,  then,  in  answer  to  questions  of 
Mr.  RirHLMAN  and  of  Mrs.  St.  George,  he 
made  the  following  statements: 

Mr  Rnsn.MAN.  I  am  sorry  I  was  not  here 
to  hear  your  opening  remarks.  However,  I 
am  ol  the  opinion  that  you  are  wholeheart- 
edly la  accord  with  the  extension  of  the  pres- 
ent act  aa  It  la.  wlttiout  any  modlflcatlon 
whatsoever? 

Mr.  DoDcx.  That  Im  right. 

I  believe  that  the  President  thould  be 
given  an  effective  tool  for  carrying  out  his 
respotisibllittea   within   such   hmlta   m   are 


reasonable,  and  thonc  established  now  ap- 
pear to  be  reasonable. 

•  •  •  I  think  practice  has  shown  that 
the  decision  under  the  1949  act  was  adequate, 
and  we  prefer  that  this  be  continued  as  Is 
and  not  weakened  In  any  way  nor  modified 
by  exceptions 

Mrs.  St.  Okokcx.  Mr.  Dodge,  am  I  correct 
In  assuming  that  tbls  bill  that  we  have 
before  us  has  been  cleared  by  the  present 
administration,  that  It  Is  regarded  as  the 
minimum  on  which  they  can  work? 

Mr.  DoDGX.  That  is  correct. 

I  am  delighted  to  krww  now  that  the 
Republican  leadership  in  Congress  con- 
descended to  yield  to  the  wishes  of  the 
President  and  the  views  of  Mr.  Dodge, 
who  minced  no  words  in  his  opposition 
to  the  Hoffman  amendmen,^.  It  is  con- 
soling to  know  that  the  experience  and 
the  expert  advice  of  so  many  individuals 
and  groups  have  finally  made  an  im- 
pression upon  the  Republican  leadership 
in  Congress.  The  oldest  living  former 
President  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Her- 
bert Hoover,  expressed  himself  in  sup- 
port of  H.  R.  1979  without  amendment 
He  is  the  last  person  any  Democrat 
would  expect  to  see  asking  for  a  grant 
of  authority  not  ju.stifled  by  the  facts. 
The  studies  and  recommendations  made 
by  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce and  the  Citizens  Committee  for 
the  Hoover  Report,  and  by  other  inter- 
ested and  experienced  individuals  and 
groups  of  Americans,  deserve  our  most 
careful  nonpartisan  consideration. 

The  only  difficulty  I  can  foresee  from 
the  passage  of  this  legislation  lies  in 
the  fact  that  the  President's  reorgani- 
zation plan  must  be  rejected  or  accepted 
in  its  entirety.  If  I  am  correctly  informed. 
I  do  believe  that  Congre.ss  should  give 
serious  consideration  tx)  some  kind  of 
legislation  which  will  either  permit  an 
amendment  to  the  plans  submitted — and 
this  could  be  dangerous — or  a  means  of 
coordination  between  responsible  leaders 
in  Congre.ss  and  the  President  so  that  the 
President,  himself,  may  amend  his  own 
plans,  in  keeping  with  constructive  sug- 
gestions from  Congress,  before  they  are 
acted  upon. 

By  way  of  summarization  of  what  I 
have  said.  I  repeat  in  another  way:  Re- 
organization is  necessary.  It  can  result 
in  a  sub.stantial  reduction  of  expendi- 
tures and  of  our  tax  burden.  It  can  re- 
sult in  more  efficiency  in  Government. 
Should  it  be  undertaken  by  the  Presi- 
dent because  of  a  desire  to  make  provi- 
sion for  patronage  for  an  untold  num- 
ber of  supporters,  then  it  is  doomed  to 
failure  and  it  could  be  a  crime  against 
the  American  people.  If.  however,  re- 
organization is  attempted  by  the  Presi- 
dent in  a  nonpartisan  way,  without 
thought  of  his  party  affiliation,  without 
fear  of  political  repercussions  if  certain 
supporters  of  his.  or  friends  of  his  sup- 
porters, lose  their  jobs  or  places  of  trust ; 
if  it  is  attempted  by  him  vigorously  and 
honestly,  as  I  believe  it  will  be  at- 
tempted, it  can  well  result  in  substan- 
tial improvement  and  efficiency  of  the 
executive  arm  of  Government  and  in 
substantial  reduction  of  our  expendi- 
tures, both  at  home  and  abroad. 

He  has  requested  that  we  appoint  him 
our  agent  to  do  this  job.  He  has  com- 
mitted himself  to  do  it  thoroughly,  hon- 
estly, and  well.  I  have  confidence  in  his 
integrity  and  his  sincerity  of  purpose  and 
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his  willingness  to  carry  out  essential  or- 
ders to  hts  subordinates.  I  likewise  have 
sufficient  confidence  in  the  Members  of 
Congress  to  believe  that,  regardless  of 
party  affiliation,  u  substantial  majority 
of  the  membership  of  one  House  or  the 
other  win,  first,  reject  any  plan  that  Is 
not  right  and,  secondly,  in  the  future, 
refuse  to  extend  aiy  authority  not  prop- 
erly put  into  execution.  In  this  program 
of  contemplated  action,  and  in  all  other 
programs  affectini?  the  welfare  of  all  our 
people,  let  us  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder, 
without  thought  cf  party  affiliation,  and 
do  those  things  which  we  sincerely  be- 
lieve are  for  the  best  interest  of  our 
country.  As  we  lake  these  periodic  in- 
ventories of  the  needs  and  responsibil- 
ities of  Government,  I  suggest  it  is  both 
fitting  and  appropriate  that  we  take  a 
spiritual  inventory  of  our  own  lives,  both 
as  private  citizens  and  public  servants. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  (Mr.  DoddI. 

Mr.  DODD.  Ml .  Chairman,  I  rise  here 
briefly  not  only  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  but 
as  well  as  one  wno  has  been  chairman 
of  the  Citizens  Ccmmittee  for  the  Adop- 
tion of  the  Hooker  Report  in  my  own 
State  of  Connecticut.  I  suggest  to  my 
colleagues  at  this  time  that  we  of  the 
Citizens  Committee,  which  I  may  say 
was  made  up  of  members  of  both  po- 
litical parties,  have  approached  this 
problem  of  support  for  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission, in  a  bipartisan,  indeed.  In  a 
nonpartisan  manner.  We  have  been  for 
and  are  now  for  a  continuation  of  this 
reorganization  program.  I  voted  in  com- 
mittee against  what  is  called  the  Hoff- 
man amendment,  because  I  thought  it 
would  be  a  restriction  on  the  new  Presi- 
dent which  wai.  not  Imposed  on  his 
predecessor  and  because  we  of  the  Citi- 
zens Committee  feel  and  have  felt  that 
the  job  of  reorganization  Is  difficult 
enough  and  that  it  is  in  the  best  interest 
of  the  country  tliat  a  constitutional  ma- 
jority be  required  in  order  to  further 
this  reorganization  program.  I  am 
aware  that  there  are  those  both  on  my 
side  of  the  aisle  and  on  the  other  side 
who  have  grave  concern  about  the  con- 
stitutional question  of  the  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  receipt  of  a 
telegram  from  Mr.  Charles  B.  Coates. 
vice  chairman  and  general  manager  of 
the  Citizens  Committee  for  the  Hoover 
Report,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Jandakt  31,  1953. 
Hon.  Thomas  J.  Eodd, 

Old  House  Ojjlce  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Heartily  urge  you  to  oppose  amendment 
substitution  simple  majority  for  constitu- 
tional^ majority  in  H.  R.  1979  for  Reorgani- 
zation Act  extension.  This  amendment 
would  seriously  damage  chances  for  much 
needed  continuation  of  Federal  reorganiza- 
tion so  well  begun  by  bipartisan  Hoover 
Commission.  As  umended  this  bill  makes  It 
possible  for  25  out  of  the  total  of  631  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  to  defeat  any  Presidential 
renrganlBStlon  pUn  In  practice.  I  fear  that 
this  would  work  out  so  that  almost  any 
worth  while  reorganization  could  easily  be 
killed  without  "the  Congress  even  half  think- 
ing atmut  It."  as  the  saying  goes.  Remem- 
bering your  sterling  work  as  voluntary  chair- 
man of  the  Conm^ticut  Citizens  Committee 
lor  the  Hoover  B^port,  I  feel  sure  you  will 


agree  that  this  amendment  not  only  repre- 
sents a  dangerous  set-back  in  the  reorgani- 
zation process  but  a  bitter  disappointment 
to  the  thousands  of  pubUc-splrlted  cltlaens 
of  both  parties  who  stand  ready  to  support 
the  Congress  and  the  administration  In  the 
vital  task  for  making  our  Government 
stronger,  more  efBclent,  and  more  effective 
In  this  time  of  crisis. 

CHABI.E8   B.   COATXS, 

Vice  Chairman  and  General  Man- 
ager. Citizeru  Committee  /or  the 
Hoover  Report. 

I  imderstand  their  concern.  I  lean 
toward  that  side  myself.  I  want  the 
Congress  to  retain  its  constitutiocM  au- 
thority. I  feel  that  the  problem  which 
confronts  us  today  is  of  such  a  peculiar 
nature,  and  the  difficulties  which  attend 
reorganization  are  so  great,  that  it  is 
fair  and  not  unreasonable  to  suggest 
that  we  do  pass  this  bill  and  continue 
this  act  as  it  has  been  written  hereto- 
fore and  as  it  is  written  today. 

May  I  remind  my  colleagues,  the  five 
of  them  from  Connecticut  who  are  on 
the  other  side.  I  being  the  only  Demo- 
cratic Memtier  from  my  State,  that  I 
do  believe  it  is  accurate  to  say  that  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  people 
not  only  of  my  own  district  but  of  our 
entire  State  are  /ery  much  in  favor  of 
the  continuation  of  this  plan  and  are  in 
favor  as  well  of  the  continuation  of  the 
constitutional  majority  provision. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  the  balance  of 
my  time. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  under  no  illusions 
about  what  will  happen  to  this  commit- 
tee amendment,  which,  by  the  way,  was 
offered  by  me  after  I  was  assured  that  it 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  adminis- 
tration. 

But  to  be  frank,  let  me  say  that  regard- 
less of  what  the  administration  wanted 
I  would  have  offered  the  same  amend- 
ment. It  is  in  the  bill  that  was  reported 
out  without  objection  in  the  other  body 
previous  to  the  time  our  committee  meet- 
ing was  held.  That  amendment  but  ex- 
presses the  opinion  which  I  have  held 
ever  since  I  came  here  in  1935. 

I  might  add  that  the  Congressional 
Records  on  the  table  back  there,  which 
I  did  not  bring  down  to  the  well  with 
me,  contain  the  record  showing  that  pre- 
viously when  there  was  a  record  vote  on 
reorganization  plans  practically  the 
same  amendment  which  I  offered  to  the 
committee  and  which  is  in  the  bill  today 
was  offered,  and  was  supported  on  one 
occasion  by  168  Republicans.  I  will  not 
now  embarrass  my  colleagues  by  recit- 
ing that  roll  call.  We  have  now  a  Pres- 
ident upon  whom  we  can  rely.  That 
amendment  received  the  suppwrt  of  the 
Republican  leadership,  including  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Halleck],  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, our  present  able  Speaker,  my 
friend  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown],  and 
many  others,  not  only  on  that  occasion 
but  on  every  other  occasion  when  it  was 
offered. 

Later  on  we  were  told  by  the  admin- 
istration advisers  that  the  committee 
amendment  was  not  wanted.  That  put 
14  committee  members  on  the  spot 
That  change  in  orders  left  14  members 
of  the  committee  out  on  a  llmt)— which 
later  was  sawed  off  behind  them.  Being 
loyal  Republicans,  being  liberal-minded. 


and,  I  assume  this  is  the  reason,  willing 
to  go  along  with  the  first  Republican 
President  in  20  jrears — one  in  whom  they 
have  confidence — they  are  now  voting 
against  the  amendment  which  they  voted 
for  in  committee,  after  they  were  advised 
that  the  amendment  would  meet  the  ap- 
proval of  the  administration. 

I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  that  The 
administration  just  got  its  signals 
crossed — only  temporarily.  I  have  not 
yet,  in  all  the  years  I  have  been  here, 
criticized  any  Member  of  this  House,  be- 
cause of  his  or  her  vote,  and  I  never 
intend  to  do  so. 

One  serious  constitutional  objection  is 
met  by  the  committee  amendment  The 
unamended  act  requires  that  a  majority 
of  the  authorized  membership  of  each 
House  is  necessary  to  reject  a  reorgan- 
ization plan.  The  amendment  would  re- 
store the  historic  constitutional  test  for 
effective  action  of  the  Houses  of  Con- 
gress. 

Those  who  feel  that  218  affirmative 
votes — a  majority  of  the  authorized 
membershii>— should  be  necessary  for 
effective  legislative  action  in  the  House, 
or  49  affirmative  votes  in  the  Senate, 
should  address  themselves  to  a  constitu- 
tional amendment. 

To  call  such  a  requirement  a  "constitu- 
tional majority"  is  a  farce.  It  is  an  in- 
novation of  the  New  Deal,  repugnant  to 
and  designed  to  frustrate  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

No  such  test  for  legislative  action  Is 
recognized  by  the  Constitution.  None 
can  be  imposed  by  legislation  short  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

Figures  which  show  the  number  of 
recommendations  of  the  past  two  admin- 
istrations that  were  turned  down  are 
Irrelevant.  Congress  now  hasVaith  and 
confidence  in  our  President.  President 
Eisenhower  does  not  need  unconstitu- 
tional devices. 

The  bill  without  the  amendment  per- 
mits a  plan  sent  down  by  the  President's 
advisers — for  presumably  he  knows 
nothing  about  it — to  become  the  law  of 
the  land  if  217  Members — one  less  than  a 
majority  of  the  House — vote  against  a 
resolution  rejecting  the  plan  or  are  not 
present.  While  those  who  oppose  a 
simple  majority  rejecting  a  plan,  they 
swallow  without  a  quiver  to  their  Adam's 
apple  legislation  which  has  never  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  a  majority;  the 
same  result  would  obtain  in  the  other 
body.  That  position  is  absurd  for  while 
they  insist  that  only  a  majority  of  those 
elected  can  reject  a  plan  they  accept  the 
passage  of  legislation  by  less  than  that 
number — they  accept  legislation  adopted 
by  a  majority  of  those  present  when  the 
vote  is  taken — even  when  on  one  occasion 
as  in  the  Senate  the  President  and  only 
one  Memt)er  was  present. 

Now  why  do  I  oppose  this  reorganiza- 
tion bill  with  or  without  the  amendment, 
if  you  please?  Because  I  do  not  believe 
that  Congress  should  delegate  its  legis- 
lative power  to  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government 

A  COMPARISON   OF  TBX   PBOVISIOirS  OT  THX   KZ- 
OBCANIZATION  ACT  WITH  OCK  CONaTITUTIOM 

Most  school  Children  know  that  we  get 
our  laws  by  the  concurrent  action  of  the 
Houses  of  Congress,  followed  by  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President  or  the  overriding 
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of  the  President's  veto  by  a  two-thirds 
vote  of  each  House. 

The  Reorganization  Act  tries  to  pre- 
scribe another  method  for  making  laws. 

Secticm  1  of  article  I  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  reads : 

All  legislative  power  herein  granted  shall 
be  vested  In  a  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
which  shall  consist  of  a  Senate  and  House  ol 
Bepreaentatlves. 

The  Reorganization  Act  vests  in  the 
President  the  power  to  originate  a  "re- 
organization plan"  which  unless  rejected 
by  a  House  of  Congress,  becomes  the  law 
of  the  land. 

Section  7  of  article  I  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  reads  in  part: 

Kvery  order,  resolution,  or  vote  to  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  may  be  necessary  (except  on 
a  question  of  adjournment)  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United  States: 
and  before  the  same  shall  take  effect,  shall  be 
approved  by  him.  or  being  disapproved  by 
hlxn.  eh&U  be  repassed  by  two-thirds  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  and  llmliationa  prescribed 
In  the  case  of  a  bill. 

The  Reorganization  Act  provides  that 
the  plans  originated  by  the  President 
shall  be  filed  with  each  House  of  Con- 
gress and.  luiless  rejected  by  the  affirma- 
tive vote  of  more  than  half  the  author- 
ized membership  of  either  House,  shall 
become  law.  Under  the  proposed  amend- 
ment, a  plan  would  become  law  if  not 
rejected  by  a  majority  of  either  House. 

The  constitutional  powers  of  Congress 
are  specified  in  section  8  of  article  I — 
see  also  section  3  of  article  III.  sections 
1  and  3  of  article  IV,  and  article  V.  The 
last  clause  of  section  8  of  article  I  reads : 

To  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  Into  execution  the 
foregoing  powars.  and  all  other  powers  vested 
by  this  Constitution  In  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  in  any  department  or 
officer  thereof. 

The  Reorganization  Act  attempts  to 
place  in  the  Executive  power  and  au- 
thority, not  only  to  abolish  agencies,  ex- 
cept departments,  but  even  to  abolish 
any  function  of  the  Government,  except 
that  he  must  leave  each  department  with 
one  function. 

The  first  sentence  of  section  1  of  ar- 
ticle II  of  the  Constitution  is: 

The  executive  power  shall  be  vested  In  a 
President  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  Reorganization  Act  makes  it  pos- 
sible for  either  House  of  Congress  to  veto 
a  Presidential  reorganization. 

The  constitutional  issue:  Having  in 
mind  these  provisions  of  our  Constitu- 
tion. Attorney  General  Mitchell — Thirty - 
.seventh  Opinions  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, pages  56,  63 — analyzed  the  consti- 
tutional question  presented  to  him  on 
the  basis  that,  unless  the  function  were 
executive,  the  delegation  would  be  un- 
constitutional, and  If  the  function  were 
executive,  the  setting  up  of  a  method 
whereby  one  House  of  Congress  could 
disapprove  executive  action  violated  ar- 
ticle II,  section  1.  With  all  due  respect 
for  the  statement  of  Tom  Clark — then 
Mr.  Trumans  Attorney  General — that 
Attorney  General  Mitchell  based  his 
opinion  on  an  unsound  premise.  Mr. 
Mitchell's  analysis  seems  determinative 
to  me.       ' 


The  Constitution  is  violated  when 
Congress  attempts  to  transfer  legislative 
powers  to  the  President — Schechter 
Poultry  Corp.  v.  U.  S.  (295  U.  S.  495  >  ; 
Panama  Refining  Co.  v.  Ryan  <293  U.  S. 
388)  ;  Yakus  v.  U.  S.  »321  U.  S.  414 >. 

The  Supreme  Court  distinguishes  an 
unconstitutional  delegation  of  legisla- 
tive power  by  Congress  from  "a  mere  ex- 
ercise— by  the  Executive — of  adminis- 
trative di-scretion  under  valid  legislative 
authority— Ljc/iier  v.  U.  S.  (334  U.  S. 
742.  775    . 

Generally.  Supreme  Court  cases  dis- 
cuss whether  Congress  has  sufficiently 
laid  down  "its  policies  and  standard.s  in 
order  that  the  administrative  authority 
granted  may  not  be  an  uncoro-stitutional 
delegation  of  its  own  legislative  power." 
acknowledging  that  this  test  is  a  mat- 
ter of  desjree  "not  capable  of  precise  defi- 
nition'    id.  at  779' . 

The  draftsmen  of  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949  made  a  studious  effort  to 
comply  superficially  with  the.-e  tests  of 
constitutionality — see  sections  2  and  3  of 
the  act.  But  on  amount  of  careful 
draftsmariship  can  conceal  the  basic  dif- 
ficulty pre.sented  by  the  very  .scope  of 
the  delegation  in  the  reorganization  act. 

Except  for  itsjmmediate  predecessors. 
I  know  of  no  attempted  delegation  by 
Congress  in  any  way  compaiable  in 
breadth  with  the  authority  attempted  to 
be  delegated  in  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1949. 

Under  that  act,  any  function  of  any 
agency  can  be  abolished  by  the  Execu- 
tive. The  Marine  Corps,  and  its  roles 
and  mi.ssions  could  be  abolished. 

All  veterans'  benefits  can  be  invali- 
dated by  a  ukase.  The  FBI  could  be  put 
out  of  business.  All  farm  price  supports 
can  be  eliminated. 

There  is  hardly  an  activity  of  the  Gov- 
ernment that  a  President  could  not 
eliminate,  except  that  he  must  leave  the 
nine  major  departments  with  at  least  one 
function  each. 

That  act  tries  to  give  away  the  power 
and  duty  of  Congress  to  make  laws  re- 
garding the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  silly  to  compare  that  kind 
of  a  delegation  with  the  Renegotiation 
Act,  or  any  other  type  of  statute. 

The  standards  and  limitations  .set 
forth  in  the  Reorganization  Act  would 
be  adequate  for  a"  delegation  of  pwwer 
to  reorganize  the  F^sh  and  Wildlife  Serv- 
ice: possibly  they  would  be  adequate  for 
a  delegation  of  power  to  reorganize  or 
even  abolish  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, though  that  I  doubt.  But,  a  dele- 
gation of  the  scope  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  cannot  be  validated  by 
a  legislative  preface  of  generalities 
as  to  i>ermissible  aims  —see  A.  L.  A. 
Schechter  Poultry  Corp.  v.  United  States, 
supra,  and  compare  Fahey  v.  Mallonee 
1 332  U.  S.  245  > ,  in  which  the  Court  slides 
over  the  practical  absence  of  standards 
because  it  is  dealing  with  a  narrow  and 
customary  field  of  delegation. 

We  have  confidence  in  the  Pi-esident 
of  the  United  States.  He  now  has  the 
power  to.  and  I  believe  he  will,  clean 
up  the  "mess"  in  the  executive  depart- 
ment. But  we  have  a  Government  of 
laws.  A  decision  that  this  act  is  con- 
stitutional cannot  rest  in  the  fact,  which 
I  proclaim,  that  we  have  a  good  and 


competent  President.  And  there  is  noth- 
ing else  on  which  it  can  rest. 

Carved  into  stone  over  the  door  of  the 
Supreme  Court  is  the  legend  "Equal  jus- 
tice under  law."  That  is  the  foundation 
upon  which  our  Government  rests.  Con- 
stitutional Government  is  the  basic  rea- 
son we  here  have  a  greater  degree  of 
freedom,  prosperity,  and  security  than 
in  any  other  country.  The  constitu. 
tional  system  of  checks  and  balances, 
which  has  served  us  individually  and  as 
a  Nation  so  well,  will  ultimately  he  de- 
stroyed if.  little  by  little,  first  one  con- 
stitutional provision  anci  then  another 
IS  either  ignored  or  overridden.  That 
we  are  on  the  way  toward  dictatorship 
is  shown  by  the  willingness  of  the  Con- 
gre.ss  to  surrender  the  legislative  author- 
ity granted  to  it  by  the  Constitution. 

The  Congress,  of  course,  can  delegate 
to  the  Executive  administrative  func- 
tions. But  under  the  Constitution  the 
Congress  cannot  veto  any  executive  ac- 
tion, the  power  to  i>erform  which  is  given 
to  the  President  by  the  Constitution. 
And  yet  in  this  bill  what  do  we  do?  We 
grant  legislative  power  to  the  President 
and  then  we  violate  another  provision  of 
the  Constitution  by  writing  in  and  claim- 
ing the  right  to  veto  that  executive  ac- 
tion. Twice  in  the  same  bill  we  violate 
the  Constitution. 

Now  why?  Why  should  we  do  it?  In 
addition  to  my  contention  that  this  leg- 
islation is  uncorustitutlonal,  I  say  it  is 
unnecessary  It  comes  to  me  with  a  feel- 
ing of  gratification  to  have  our  Demo- 
cratic friends  come  up  here  after  20 
years,  with  the  exception  of  2  years,  of 
absolute  control  over  every  branch  of  this 
Government — and  I  speak  advisedly  and 
with  all  due  respect  because  our  judges 
are  Democratic  appointees — they  come 
to  us  now  and  say  in  effect  that  this 
country  is  in  a  mess  and  the  people  in 
November  agreed  with  them  that  the 
country  will  be  ruined  unless  we  grant 
legislative  powers  to  the  President. 
Have  they  so  misconducted  themselves 
over  these  20  years  that  they  have  this 
Government  in  this  kind  of  a  situation 
where  the  Congress  itself  must  abdicate 
and  give  to  the  President  the  powers 
which  the  people  have  reposed  in  us? 
Surely.  Eisenhower  is  my  President  and 
I  expect  to  go  along  with  him.  I  expect 
to  strain  my  con.science  a  little  here  and 
there  on  occasion,  if  I  must,  to  go  along — 
that  is,  just  strain,  not  di-sregard  it.  But, 
after  all,  the  people  in  my  district  are  my 
bo.sses  and  I  follow  their  orders  after  I 
have  strained  them  through  my  con- 
.science and  u.sed  my  good  judgment  to 
test  them  by  constitutional  standards. 
That  is  all  I  can  do.  and  that  is  just  what 
I  have  always  done,  just  what  I  intend 
to  keep  on  doing,  so  long  as  I  am  here. 

But  this  is  only  the  latest  of  the  futile 
efforts  to  find  a  panacea  for  waste  by 
reorganizing.  Way  back  in  1888  the 
Cochrell  Commission  reported  its  find- 
ings. Then  the  Dockery-Cochrell  Com- 
mission was  established  in  1893.  Both 
were  legislative  creations,  but  the  Keep 
Committee  was  established  by  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt  in  1905,  and  func- 
tioned until  1909. 

In  1910,  Congress  appropriated  $100.- 
000,  and  in  the  following  3  years  an  addi- 
tional $160,000,  which  provided  for  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the  Prts- 
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ident's  Commission  on  Economy  and  Effl-  prepared  by  the  Brookings  Institution  have  been  submitted  under  this  author- 
ciency.  Although  the  Commission  made  and  published  as  Senate  committee  ity;  29  have  gone  into  effect;  11  were  re- 
numerous  recommendations,  no  legisla-  prints.  jected  by  Congress;  and  1  was  superseded 
tive  action  was  tiiken.                                      In  March  1936,  President  Roosevelt  ad-  by  law.    The  authority  granted  by  the 

The  Division  of  Efficiency,  created  in     vised  the  Congress  that  he  was  going  to  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  would  expire, 

1913.    was    later    given    reorganization     appoint  a  committee  to  formulate  a  plan  except  for  the   now-proposed   amend- 

f unctions,  and  the  President  was  author-     for  the  reorganization  of  the  executive  ment,  on  April  1,  1953. 

ized  to  abolish  duplications  of  service     branch  of  the  Government  and  asked  Under  the  personal  dft-ection  of  its 

which  It  found  to  exist.                                the  cooperation  of  the  Senate  select  com-  president,  Robert  L.   Jolinson.   former 

"Vast  war  reorganization  power,  during     mittee  in  that  project.     The  President  chairman  of  the  Citizens  Comanittee  for 

World  War  I,  was  given  President  Wilson    then  appointed  Louis  Brownlow.  Charles  the  Hoover  Report,  Temple  University  is 

by  the  Overman  Act.                                     E.  Merriam — who  died  in  January  1953 —  now  making  a  survey. 

After  the  war  the  Budget  and  Account-     and  Luther  Oulick  as  the  President's  jq  November  last  then  P^feldent-elect 

Ing  Act  of  1921  created  the  Bureau  of  the     Committee  on  Administrative  Manage-  Eisenhower     wrote     Dr.     Johnson,     as 

Budget  and  established  the  General  Ac-     ment.    The  committee  submitted  its  re-  follows: 

counting    Office     as     an    independent     port  in  1937  with  the  following  main  rec-  dea.  db.  Johnson:  Thank  you  for  your 

agency.                                                                  ommendations:  First,  expansion  of  the  ^^^^^  ^  November  14,  in  which  you  advise 

In  the  SIxty-si:?th  Congress.  In  1919,  a     White  House  staff;  second,  strengthening  me.  of  the  nonpartisan  review  and  study  of 

Joint  Committee  on  Reorganization  of     and  developing  the  managerial  agencies  Government  reorganization  which  has  been 

the  Administrative  Branch  of  the  Gov-     of  the  Government,  such  as  those  dealing  undertaken  by  Temple  University,    it  u  my 

ernment  was  established.                               with  the  budget  and  personnel;   third,  understanding  that  this  wiu  integrate  and 

in  1921  the  President  was  authorized     extension  of  ,"\«  "^^^J^f  ^^^f^^  ^°"f  *J:  mi^laX^,'*lS'ciuX^  thT ie^o'n  o^h: 

to  appoint  a  representative  to  cooper-     grouping  of  Independent  agencies  and  ^^^^   commission.    This   undertaking   is 

ate   with   this  committee.     Among   the     units  in  12  major  executive  departments;  ^^^  timely  and  should  be  very  helpful  to 

recommendations  of   the  committee  in     and,  fifth,  establishment  of  accountabil-  the  prospective  members  of  the  new  admln- 

1924  were:  First,  the  coordination  of  the     ity  of  the  Executive  to  the  Congress  by  istratlon. 

Military  and  Naval  Establishments  un-     providing  an  independent  post  audit  of  i  am  appointing  a  committee  composed  of 

der  a  single  Cabinet  officer    as  the  Da-     all  fiscal  transactions.  Nelson  A.  RockeXeller,  Arthur  8.  Plemmlng. 

partment  of  National  Defense— a  pro-         The   Reorganization   Act   of   April   3,  »°d^"«"^°  Eisenhower  to  represent  me  and 

posal  which  was  adopted  some  25  years     1939-Public  Law  19- Seventy  sixth  Con-  l^^^^Z  t^J  BXt^Di^ecr  in^STc" 

later;  second,  tnmsf er  of  all  nonmihtary     gress.  first  session.  Fifty-third  Statutes  ^^^^  ^.^^  ^^^  ^^^^^     ^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 

functions  from  the  War  and  Navy  De-     page     561 — gave     President     Roosevelt  ^^^^  y^e  appointment  of  the  new  cabinet 

partments    to     civilian    departments —     power  to  reorganize  through  the  device  win  soon  be  complete,  i  would  like  to  make 

chiefly  Interior  and  Commerce;   third,     of  reorganization  plans  which  were  to  be  available  to  the  cabinet  designees  the  expe- 

elimlnatlon   of    all    nonfiscal    funcUons     submitted  to  the  Congress.    Disapproval  rience  and  findings  of  the  experts  wb%»r« 

from  the  Treasury  Department;  fourth,    by  both  Houses  within  60  days  was  re-  °°^,,''°^:f"^i^f„^„^*  r^7'';^-„,  ,„ 

establishment  of  a  new  Department  of     quired  to  defeat  plans  and  a  Ume  limit  ..^i^i^rLVo^foTinThL^^ri^r.^'*^"'' 

Education  and  Welfare;  fifth,  change  the     for   submission    of   plans — January    21,  sincerely, 

name  of  the  Post  Office  E>epartment  to     1941 — was  included.    Under  the  author-  '     d^cht  d.  Eisenhow«, 

Department   of   Communications;    and.    ity  given  him,  the  President  submitted  ^    ..                   ,.         ^      ^^-          *. 

sixth,  the  attacliment  to  the  several  de-    five  extensive  plans  of  reorganization,  all  To  the  average  taxpaying  «tizen  who 

partments  of  all  independent  establish-     of  which  were  approved.  has  knowledge  of  the  President  s  desire  to 

ments  except  those  which  perform  quasi-        The  next  major  action  relative  to  re-  f^'"«^P^^  °^  Government   of  his  au- 

judicial  functions  or  act  as  service  agen-     organization  came  in  1945,  although  the  thority,  there  would  seem  to  be  httle  need 

cles  for  all  departments.                                President  had  been  given  wartime  powers  for  further  research.    Present  conditions 

There  was  some  coordination  of  units     of  great  scope.    The  Reorganization  Act  f^e  obvious.   The  cure-Executive  action 

of  the  Veterans'  Administration  by  Presi-     of  1945— Public  Law  263,  Seventy-ninth  ^.  available.    Why  spend  further  tune  m 

dent  Hoover  un<ler  act  of  July  3,  1930.         Congress,  first  session.  Fifty-ninth  Stat-  diagnosis. 

Authority  vei-y   similar  to  that  con-     utes   page  613— gave  the  President  au-  Does  the  President  need  the  uncon- 

tained  in  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949,     thority  again  to  submit  reorganization  stitutional  power  of  this  Reorganization 

If  committee  amendments  are  adopted,     plans  subject  to  the  disapproval  of  both  Act?    I  say  '  No."    Has  reorganization 

but  not  as  complete,  was  contained  in  ( Houses  of  Congress.    Seven  plans  were  been  effective  in  years  gone  by?    I  say 

the   Legislative   Appropriations   Act  of     submitted  under  the  authority  of  this  ""<>•'    We  have  had  reorgamzaUon  plan 

1933.                                                                 act-  two  were  rejected  by  both  Houses;  after  reorganization  plan,  and  what  Is 

No  plans  proposed  by  President  Hoover     two  were  disapproved  by  one  House  but  the  situation?    There  have  been  more 

under  this  authority  became  law,  and     went  into  effect;   and  three  were  ap-  employees,  with  one  exception,  in  each 

Attorney  General  Mitchell  found  the  act.     proved  without  serious  objection.  of  the  3  years  after  every  reorganization 

so  far  as  it  attempted   to  provide  for         m  July  1947  Congress  estabUshed  the  act  was  adopted  than  there  were  before, 

reorganizations,  to  be  unconsUtutional—     Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Ex-  and  we  have  spent  more  dollars  by  the 

Thirty-seventh  Opinions  of  the  Attorney     ecutive  Branch  of  the  Government,  bet-  billions  after  the  adoption  of  reorganiza- 

General,  pages  56,  63.                                     ter  known  as  the  Hoover  Commission,  tion  plans  than  we  did  before. 

The  Treasury  and  Post  Office  Appro-  After  2  years  of  extensive  study  and  the  Here  is  a  list  of  civilian  employees  of 
priations  Act  of  1934  gave  President  exp>enditure  of  a  little  less  than  the  executive  departments  for  each  of 
Roosevelt  power  to  issue  Executive  orders  $2,000,000  the  Commission  in  1949  issued  the  3  years  immediately  following  the 
subject  to  ccngressional  disapproval  a  series  of  reports  on  various  phases  or  adoption  of  enabling  reorganization  leg- 
within  60  days  for  the  purpose  of  gov-     units  of  the  Federal  Government.    Nine-  isiation: 

ernmental   reorganization.     The  Presl-     teen  reports  were  submitted  to  Congress     ^^^^  rj^^  ^^ 

dent  submitted  six  Executive  orders  dur-     along  with  accompanying  task  force  re-  igas""""""!!"!"!!-!""!      830, 122 

ing  1933  and    '934  in  accordance  with     ports  and  other  supporting  data.    It  has     1936.II" 846,316 

this  grant  of  power.    All  the  orders  be-     been  estimated  that  over  half  of  the  rec-     1940 _  1, 183,344 

came  effective,  and  are  known  as  the  first     ommendatioixs  of  the  Hoover  Commis-     1941 1, 670,922 

Roosevelt  reorganization  plan.  slon  have  been  adopted.    The  Congress    1942 2.8io,87i 

On    February    25,    1936,    the    Senate     might  weU  adopt  the  remaining  Hoover     194« - 1999431 

passed  a  resolution  establishing  the  Se-     Commission's  recommendations  before  it    J^^ HIIIIIIII"!  2.075, 569 

lect  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Execu-     seeks  others.  j^qq                         I'llllllllll  2,  lai.  in 

tive  Agencies  of  the  Government.    Com-         In  1949  Congress  passed  the  present     ig5il"_V..Z—~.V- 2,  518, 137 

posed  of  five  members,  headed  by  Sena-     Reorganization  Act  authorizing  the  Pres-     1952 2, 562, 792 

tor  Harry  F.  Byrd,  the  committee  was     Ident   to   submit  reorganization   plans.  «„««i.,c5««  10  rfo»rir,n.:tpot.Prt 

appointed  by  tl-.e  President  of  the  Senate     This  time,  however,  the  disapproval  of  a  l^e  same  conclusion  is  demonstrated 

and  drew  its  funds  from  the  contingent     constitutional    majority    of    only    one  by  the  civilian  payroU  of  the  executive 

funds  of   the  Senate.    The  committee     House  of  Congress  was  sufficient  to  reject  branch  of  the  Qovermnent  for  eacn  01 

was  responsible  for  a  series  of  14  reports    a  plan.    So  far,  41  reorganization  plans  the  3  years  Immediately  foUov^-mg  the 
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adoption  Of  enabling  reorganization  leg- 
islation : 

J  933  Reorganization  Act 

WiA 91.  151,  547.  000 

10S« _ 1.106.383.000 

IBM — —     1,  584.  485,  000 

1939  Reorganization  Act 

1940 •!,  955.  088.  000 

1»41. 2.  501.  106,  000 

1942 -     4.408.873.000 

1945  Reorganization  Act 

1946 •«.  717.  837.  000 

1947 5.  722.  339.  000 

1948 —     6.  178.  414.  000 

1949  Reorganization  Act 

1950 - 88  <»e9.  504.  000 

1951. B. 'j34.  728.000 

1952    estimate _     C,  433.  613.000 

So.  is  authority  to  submit  reorganiza- 
tion plans  the  remedy?  Look  at  these 
books  on  this  table  in  the  well  of  the 
Hoxise.  Do  you  know  what  these  are? 
The  Veterans'  Administration  paid  S605.- 
000  for  that  study  of  how  to  reorganize 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  which  was 
completed  last  year.  Then  they  did  not 
use  the  plans.  Then  the  VA  came  out 
with  this  other  book,  beautiful  maps  and 
tables,  telling  why  they  did  not  use  the 
$605,000  plan.  If  you  will  read  it,  you 
will  learn  that  they  did  not  adopt  it  be- 
cause of  convention  resolutions  and  pro- 
tests that  came  to  the  head  of  the  Veter- 
ans' Administration  from  several  groups. 
8ix  hundred  and  five  thousand  dollars 
down  the  drain.  Why  argue  in  support 
of  things  like  that?  An  Executive  order 
from  the  President  to  put  it  Into  effect 
would  have  done  the  job. 

Then   you   say,   "Why   don't   you   go 
along  with  this?"     I  do  not  believe  the 
President   needs   this   bill.     Why?     Be- 
cause he  is  the  head  of  this  Government. 
The   President   appoints    the    heads   of 
these  departments — all  of  them.     He  Is  a 
military  man.     He  is  a  man  of  experience 
in  administrative  line.s.     He  has  absolute 
charge.     He  can  call  for  their  resigna- 
tion any  time  he  wants  to.     He  has  the 
power.     He  is  accustomed  to  giving  or- 
ders— let  him  give  a  few.     Did  not  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  give  up  $2,500,000 
in  stock  just  to  get  a  job  that  he  does  not 
need  just  to  serve  his  country?     That  is 
some  power,  is  it  not,  to  make  you  let  go 
of  that  much  money?     Tlie  President  of 
the  United  States,  being  a  man  of  in- 
tegrity, being  a  man  of  determination, 
accustomed  to  giving  orders,  what  does 
he  need  to  do  to  get  eflQciency  and  econ- 
omy?    Certainly  not  to  send  down  plans. 
Oh.  let  him  crack  the  whip  a  bit  over 
his  own  appointees  and  their  deputies. 
He  can   do  it.     Administration  officials 
are  dependent  upon  him.     We  are  not. 
We  are  dependent  upon  our  people  for 
our  jobs,  for  our  continuation  iiere;  to 
them  we  report;  for  them  we  serve.     So 
all  the  President  needs  to  do,  having  a 
de.sire     to     economize,     and      knowing 
how,    as    he    does,    is    to    give    orders. 
It     is     an     insult     to     the     intelligence 
of  this  Congress,  it  is  a  slur,  you  might 
say,  on  our  faithfulness  to  our  constit- 
uents to  argue  here  that  if  your  President 
sends     down     a     sound     reorganization 
proposal  we  will  not  go  along      Of  course 
we   will.     Have   we    not   had    the    most 
soimd  pledges   from   the   minority  that 
they  would  go  along?     They  have  given 
us  their  word  that  they  would  go  along. 


Do  you  know  how  long  they  will  go  along? 
Until  tlie  President  sends  down  the  first 
bill  which  will  kick  out  of  office  some  of 
the  incompetenLs  that  came  in  during  the 
last  administration.  Then  we  will  see 
them  all  going  toward  the  rear  in  jet 
planes.  They  will  not  be  with  us.  Do 
not  be  deceived  with  that  foolishness. 
They  will  desert  before  the  day  is  over. 
But  we  on  this  side  will  stand  by  the 
President. 

How  do  you  legislate?  Do  any  of  you 
know  a  school  boy  or  girl  who  will  not 
tell  you  when  you  ask  that  question  as 
to  who  makes  the  laws,  that  Congress 
makes  ;hem  with  the  approval  or  over 
the  veto  of  the  President' 

Would  you  favor  permanent  legisla- 
tion which  takes  away  this  power  that 
the  Constitution  puts  in  Congress?  If 
we  pa.s.s  a  bill  which  gives  a  Pre.sident 
permanent  authority  to  send  down  these 
plans,  the  plans  would  become  law  if 
neither  House  takes  any  action,  or  even 
if  majorities  of  both  Houses  disapprove 
the  plans.  That  is  not  the  way  the  Con- 
stitution Ls  written. 

I  will  tell  you  why  they  do  not  want  to 
give  to  the  executive  branch  that  legi.s- 
lative  power  permanently,  they  just 
want  to  let  go  of  it  for  a  little  while.  But 
if  Congress  lets  go  of  iis  con.stitutional 
powers  for  a  httle  while  now.  the  loss 
may  later  be  permanent.  Any  bill  re- 
pealing a  reorgamzation  act  must  have 
a  majority  vote  of  both  Hou.ses.  and  if 
the  President  vetoes  it.  it  takes  two- 
thirds  of  each  Hou.se  to  override  the  veto. 
Do  you  see  where  ue  are  gettmy? 

Some  muy  say  they  have  no  objection 
to  giving  a  President  temporary  powers, 
but  po'ACi  granted  to  a  benmn  President. 
to  a  Republican  Pre&;dent  in  whom  we 
have  fuiih  and  confidence.  mit;ht.  as  they 
have  told  u.s  over  here,  after  the  expira- 
tion of  his  term  vest  in  the  hands  of  an- 
other Truman,  and   then   where   would 
we    be?     We    could    not   get    nd    of    it. 
There  i.s  the  daimer.     Some  are  not  op- 
posed to  a  little  unconstitutionality,  but 
they  do  not  want  too  much  of  it.    They 
do  not  want  it  to  become  a  settled  policy, 
or  .so  they  say.     I  cannot  go  along  with 
that.     We  have  heard  an  eloquent  plea 
today  from  our  majority  leader  who  sits 
here,  the  fcntleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr. 
HalleckJ.     I    recLiU    distinctly    that    he 
made  .some  eloquent  and  forceful  argu- 
ments here  when  we  exempted  21  agen- 
cies from  reorganization.     On  another 
occasion  I  think  it  was  7  or  8.  and  now 
we  do  not  exempt  any.     Where  are  we 
going?     Little  by  little  the  Executive  is 
encroaching  upon  the  power  of  the  Con- 
gre.ss;  and  while  I  will  go  along  with  the 
President  on  any  proposed  economy  or 
efficiency  legislation  which  he  may  send 
down  here,  and  as  I  said  a  moment  ago, 
while  I  will  strain  my  conscience  just  a 
little  to  do  that,  I  will  never  go  along 
with  the  grant  of  a  constitutional  power 
to  anyone  in  the  executive  department. 
I  cannot  vote  for  this  bill,  because  to- 
days  grant  of  unconstitutional  power  to 
a  liberty-loving  President  may  be  tomor- 
row s  weapon  in   the  hands  of  a   now 
unknown  tyrant. 

CONTHIRTNG  LECISLATIVC  POWFX  UPON  A  PKESI- 
ttCNT  TO  RKOKCANIZK  THE  EXECUTIVE  DEPAET- 
MINTS   LS   UNNECESSAET 

<a)   Because  a  President  now  ha.s  the 
authority  to  appoint  the  heads  of  the 


executive  departments  and  to  force  them 
to  adopt  practices  which  will  bring  about 
both  economy  and  efficiency  of  admin- 
Lstratlve  functions; 

<  b>  Because  a  willing  Congress,  know- 
ing the  urgent  need  for  both  economy 
and  efficiency  in  the  operation  of  the 
executive  departments,  will  enact  any 
and  all  nece.ssary.  con.structlve  legisla- 
tion which  he  may  send  to  it  by  either 
bill  or  resolution .  and 

'CI  Because  we  now  have  a  President 
who  has  the  admini-strative  ability,  the 
courage,  the  deMre,  and  the  determina- 
tion to.  by  Executive  order,  or  the  ap- 
proval of  bills  or  recommendations  sub- 
mitted to  Congres.s.  'clean  up  the  mess" 
which  was  so  large  a  factor  in  his  elec- 
tion. 

Now.  it  is  quite  true  that  obviously,  in 
a  busine.s.s  as  lar^e  and  as  sprawlmg  as 
Ls  the  Federal  Oovei-nment.  there  must 
be  over-all  plans  No  one  contends  that 
this  Government  of  ours  or  any  one 
branch  of  it  can  be  successfully  operated 
without  plans  and  organization. 

Equally  true  is  ii  tnat  no  legislation, 
no  organizational  .«.et-up.  will  either  op- 
erate Itself  or  can  be  made  foolproof. 
Inefficient  administration  will  wreck  the 
most  perfect  oi  ghiuzation. 

The  President  is  aware  of  the  danger 
to  our  economic  structure;  he  is  un- 
doubtedly determined  that,  in  the  execu- 
tive depaiiments,  we  shall  have  both 
efficiency  and  economy;  he  is,  as  the  peo- 
ple decided  in  .November,  a  superlative 
administrator,  a  man  accustomed  to 
command  the  obedience  of  tho.se  under 
him.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  our  Presi- 
dent cannot,  why  he  will  not.  attain  the 
lons^'-.souglit  objective  of  an  economic. 
efficient  administration  in  the  executive 
departments. 

For  my.'-elf.  I  prefer  to  retain  our  con- 
stitutional government,  rely  for  the  need- 
ed reforms  upon  the  unquestioned  abili- 
ty, integrity.  coura;ie.  and  determination 
of  our  President. 

That  I  am  justified  In  this  belief  is 
evidenced  by  order  No.  1  of  Attorney 
General  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr .  which 
demands  that  the  employees  under  him 
give  the  service  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  so  long  been  entitled,  to  which 
the  people  have  been  looking  forward^ 
i^ee  exhibit  A. 

Tliere  is  al.so  proof,  in  a  release  by 
Secretary  Bi-iLson.  that,  in  the  Agricul- 
ture Department,  a  similar  drive  is  on— 
see  exhibit  B. 

Ju.st  10  days  ago.  President  Elsenho'.v- 
er  took  over.  and.  within  that  10-day 
period,  we  have  not  only  these  two.  but 
several  other  orders  which,  if  followed 
throughout  the  executive  departments. 
will  give  us  the  needed  cure. 

What  more  evidence  does  the  most 
skeptical  New  Dealer  want  to  convince 
him  that  we  are  on  the  road  toward  a 
more  economical.  :;  more  efficient  execu- 
tive department,  a  balanced  budget,  a 
lower  tax  rate? 

What  this  counti-y  needs  is  not  an  un- 
constitutional grant  of  legislative  power 
to  the  executive  department,  but  faith  in 
the  Chief  Executive,  an  opportunity 
given  him  to.  may  I  state,  crack  the 
whip,  let  the  subordinates  know  that  he 
means  business. 

If  the  President  finds  that  he  can- 
not bring  about  necessary  and  desirable 


reforms  under  the  power  he  now  has,  or 
through  resolutions  sent  to  a  more-than- 
willing  Congress,  the  Congress  can  easily 
and  quickly  charge  its  procedure  to  in- 
sure immediate  consideration  of  new  leg- 
islation. 

Exhuut  a 

Omot  OF  TH«  Attobickt  OcNBua.. 

Washington,  D.  C, 

OK3XB   NO.    I 

To  All  Officials  and  Employeea  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Ju3.xe: 

The  buslneaa  hours  of  the  Department  for 
all  offlcea,  Includlag  the  field,  are  hereby 
established  as  9  a.  m.  to  6:30  p.  m..  Monday 
through  Friday,  Inclusive.  Variations  In  the 
established  worltwi?ek  or  Irregular  toura  of 
duty  may  be  fixed  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  law  or  the  needs  of  the  aervlce.  Th^  hours 
of  duty  must  be  strictly  obaerved. 

A  schedule  for  lunch  periods  will  be  estab- 
lished In  each  office  on  a  staggered  basis  so 
that  someone  will  be  present  at  all  times  to 
answer  Inquiries  or  handle  routine  business. 
Any  abuses  of  the  time  allotted  for  lunch 
should  be  corrected  by  administrative  action 
either  as  a  charge  against  annual  leave  or 
appropriate  disciplinary  measures. 

Unavoidable  or  necessary  absence  from 
duty  not  In  excess  of  30  minutes  and  tardi- 
ness may  be  excus4>d  by  the  supervisor.  The 
lime  must  be  mt.de  up  either  by  charge 
against  overtime  previously  worked  or  subse- 
quent overtime.  Elabltual  tardiness  will  not 
be  excused  and  will  be  charged  against  an- 
nual leave  or  corrected  through  disciplinary 
action.  The  minimum  charge  for  annual 
leave  regardless  of  the  period  of  tardlneaa  Is 
1  hour. 

Complete  recordo  must  be  maintained  by 
the  time  and  attendance  clerk  on  all  periods 
of  overtime.  All  paid  overtime  must  be 
ordered  by  the  head  of  the  division  or  office 
and  approved  In  advance  by  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General  or  the  Administrative 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 

This  order  becomes  effective  Immediately. 
Hjbbxkt  Brownkix,  Jr.. 

Attorney  General. 

ExRiBrr  B 
UNrriB  States  D«PA«TMK>rr 

OF  AOEICULTTTIS. 
OmCE  OF  THE  SECarTABT, 

Washington,  January  22,  1953. 

aaCKXTAST  BENSON  MOVES  TO  OVEEHALTL  DEPAKT- 
MENT  OF  AQKICXJLTtTKE 

The  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, largest  of  all  the  Nation's  civilian  agen- 
cies, swollen  Into  a  huge  bureaucracy  of  20 
agencies  and  bureaus  In  the  last  20  years,  la 
getting  a  major  overhauling. 

Ezra  Taft  Benson.  Secretary,  announced 
today  that  he  Is  regrouping  the  Department's 
services  Into  four  divisions  for  administra- 
tive purposes.  Another  division,  that  of  the 
Solicitor's  office,  wUl  remain  as  presently 
constituted. 

"This  action,"  stated  Benson,  "will  make 
possible  a  cloaer  coordination  of  related  ac- 
tivities. All  the  regrouped  agencies  retain 
their  present  structure  with  the  exception  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  program. 
lIUs  will  be  transferred  from  the  Production 
and  Marketing  Administration  and  placed 
with  the  Research,  Extension,  and  Land-Use 
group. 

"What  we  intend  Is  a  gradual  streamlining 
of  the  Department's  services  In  the  Interest 
of  economy  and  greater  efficiency.  The  ac- 
tion is  taken  after  weeks  of  study  and  con- 
ferences with  congressional  leaders,  the 
members  of  the  President's  Committee  on 
Reorganization,  our  own  Interim  Agricul- 
tural Advisory  Committee,  and  members  of 
the  Hoover  Commission." 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  a  memorandum  to  agency  heads  and 
employees,    announcing    the    new    grouping 


and  outlining  the  new  lines  of  authority  in 
his  Administration.  Secretary  Benson  had 
this  to  say  about  policy: 

"As  public  servants,  we  must  recognize 
the  duty  and  responsibility  we  have  to  serve 
the  public  efficiently  and  well.  The  people  of 
this  country  have  a  right  to  ezpiect  that 
every  one  of  us  will  give  a  full  day's  work  for 
a  day's  pay.  They  have  a  right  to  expect  that 
we  will  find  more  effective  and  economical 
ways  of  doing  our  job.  In  these  times  of  un- 
precedented public  debt  and  continued  high 
Federal  expenditures,  the  public  rightfully 
expects  us  to  put  forth  even  greater  effort  to 
effect  savings  In  Government  operations  and 
to  reduce  public  expenses.  Fulfillment  of 
this  responsibility  will  require  the  undivided 
loyalty  and  support  of  every  agency  head  and 
employee  In  the  Department.  We  must  work 
as  a  team  If  we  are  to  meet  the  problems  that 
He  ahead  and  render  the  greatest  p>08Sible 
service  to  the  farmers  of  America,  the  entire 
agricultural  Industry,  and  to  this  great  and 
good  country  we  love  bo  much." 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  In 
favor  of  granting  President  Eisenhower 
the  necessary  powers  to  reorganize  our 
governmental  system  so  that  it  may  con- 
tinue to  function  smoothly  and  effi- 
ciently. 

The  bill,  which  came  to  us  from  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
calling  for  amendment  of  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1949,  actually  seeks  to  shear 
the  President  of  effective  power  and  au- 
thority to  undertake  such  reorganization 
plans  of  our  Government  departments, 
agencies,  and  bureaus  as  the  times  and 
circumstances  would  require.  The  com- 
mittee's formula  to  substitute  so-called 
simple  majority  of  those  present  and 
voting  instead  of  a  constitutional  major- 
ity of  all  Members  of  Congress,  in  my 
opinion,  constitutes  a  weakening  of  Pres- 
idential power. 

At  a  time  such  as  this,  when  we  are 
beleaguered  with  so  many  problems  at 
home  and  abroad,  we  should  utilize  every 
opportunity  to  strengthen  the  hand  of 
our  Government  and  its  responsible  lead- 
ers so  that  this  country  can  continue  to 
exert  its  influence  for  the  good  of  all. 

I  am  heartily  in  agreement  that  Con- 
gress should  grant  a  2 -year  extension  of 
the  same  reorganization  powers  to  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  as  that  held  by  his 
predecessor,  Harry  8.  Truman.  I  feel  he 
deserves  every  opportunity  and  support 
to  carry  out  the  pledge  he  has  made  to 
the  American  people  to  effect  economies 
in  Government.  Whether  we  be  Demo- 
crat or  Republican,  in  a  matter  such  as 
this  we  should  not  take  a  strictly  partisan 
approach.  We  must  adapt  ourselves  to 
new  situations  and  meet  the  challenge 
of  the  times  as  statesmen  and  leaders  of 
a  great  Nation. 

Let  us  not  hesitate  to  give  President 
Eisenhower  the  encouragement  he  needs 
and  the  power  to  act  when  the  time  for 
action  is  at  hand.  The  welfare  of  the 
country  demands  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of 
the  time  on  this  side. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  for  gen- 
eral debate  having  expired,  the  Clerk 
will  read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (b)  of 
section  6  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949 
(5  U.  S.  C.  sec.  133Z-3  (b))  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "AprU  1,  1963"  and 
inserting  in  Ueu  thereoX  "AprU  1, 185d." 


With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add  the  following: 

"Sec.  2.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  '(a)  Except  as  may  be  otherwise  pro- 
vided pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of  thla 
section,  the  provisions  of  the  reorganization 
plan  shall  take  effect  upon  the  expiration 
of  the  first  period  of  60  calendar  days,  of 
continuous  session  of  the  Congress,  follow- 
ing the  date  on  which  the  plan  Is  trans- 
mitted to  It:  but  only  If,  between  the  date 
of  transmittal  and  the  expiration  of  such 
60-day  p>erlod,  there  has  not  been  passed  by 
either  of  the  two  Houses  a  resolution  stating 
In  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor 
the  reorganization   plan.'  "• 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  com- 
mittee amendfnent. 

Mr.  Chairman,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  shall  not  prolong  the  discus- 
sion. You  all  know  where  I  stand  on 
this  matter.  I  merely  want  to  say  that 
from  the  practical  standpoint,  and  I  do 
not  know  what  action  the  other  body 
has  taken  or  will  take  on  this,  the  same 
amendment  is  in  a  bill  reported  out  by 
the  corresF>onding  committee  of  the 
other  body  without  objection.  If  that 
body  takes  the  bill  its  committee  has 
reported  we  will  go  to  conference.  In 
£Uiy  event,  by  insisting  on  striking  this 
amendment  which  is  not  necessary  to 
the  adoption  of  effective  reorganization 
plans  the  administration  may  lose  some 
support  in  the  other  body  by  those  who 
wish  to  adhere  to  constitutional  pro- 
cedure which  it  otherwise  might  have. 
Why  does  the  leadership  fight  for  some- 
thing it  does  not  need  when  by  so  doing 
It  opens  the  way  for  a  future  President 
to  take  over  our  duty  to  legislate? 

Mr.  HOLIFlEIiD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  this  time  to 
state  my  position  against  the  Hoffman 
amendment  and  to  again  reaCQrm  the 
position  that  has  been  consistent  on 
the  Democratic  side.  If  we  are  going 
to  have  effective  reorganization,  we  must 
give  to  the  President  peculiar  powers  in 
a  special  arrangement  whereby  plans  he 
has  drafted  can  be  considered  by  the 
Congress  in  such  a  way  they  will  actually 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  Con- 
gress and  not  be  rejected  by  a  small 
minority  of  the  membership.  I  there- 
fore ask,  when  the  vote  occurs  on  the 
Hoffman  amendment,  that  it  be  voted 
down. 

Mr.  JI7DD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

(At  the  request  of  Mr.  HomcAN  of 
Michigan,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  time  of  Mr.  Jttdd  was  extended  5 
minutes. ) 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  recog- 
nize that  my  position  on  this  amend- 
ment is  a  very  difficult  one  to  discuss  and 
that  whatever  one  says  on  that  position 
will  be  misinterprted  by  some  as  lack  of 
confidence  in  our  President  or  opposition 
to  him.  But  I  think  I  probably  am  as 
good  a  person  to  contend  for  it  as  any- 
one because  I  do  not  think  anybody  can 
rightly  say  that  I  do  not  have  confidence 
In  President  Eisenhower.  No  one  tried 
harder  than  I  did  for  a  whole  year  in 
almost  every  State  of  the  Union  to  get 
him  nominated  and  elected;  nobody  has 
been  prouder  ol  Xixe  vay  he  is  conducting 
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himself  and  the  responsibilities  of  his 
office.  Every  prediction  and  every  assur- 
ance that  I  gave  to  voters  when  urging 
them  to  support  his  candidacy  has  been 
fulfilled  in  fullest  measure.  I  am 
stronger  for  him  today  than  I  ever  was 
before.  Nevertheless,  if  this  amendment 
Is  adopted,  it  will  be  pwrtrayed  that  our 
approval  of  it  means  that  Republicans 
are  not  supporting  their  own  Republican 
President.  It  will  be  said  Republicans 
are  not  willing  to  give  Elisenhower  what 
the  Democrats  gave  Roosevelt  and  Tru- 
man. That  is  true,  but  not  for  the  rea- 
son implied.  We  did  not  want  to  give 
such  power  to  Presidents  Roosevelt  and 
Truman,  not  because  we  had  lack  of  con- 
fidence in  them  but  because  we  believed 
there  were  certain  constitutional  princi- 
ples and  responsibilities  it  is  our  obliga- 
tion to  uphold,  just  as  the  President  has 
certain  principles  and  responsibiUties  it 
is  his  obligation  to  fulfill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  which 
is  being  offered  now,  is  the  very  same 
amendment  I  offered  in  O:tober  1S45.  It 
came  within  14  votes  of  being  adopted. 
I  offered  iX.  again  in  1949  and  it  almost 
carried.  Practically  all  the  Republicans 
voted  for  it  and  a  good  many  E)emocrats 
voted  for  it.  It  is  the  same  amendment. 
If  I  believed  it  was  sound  principle  when 
we  were  in  the  minority,  it  is  still  sound 
principle  when  we  are  in  the  majority. 

In  discussion  of  the  amendment  on 
October  4,  1945, 1  said  in  part: 

The  people  of  this  country  are  crying  out 
against  overgrowtb,  overlapping,  duplication, 
and  waste  In  Oovernment.  They  are  crying 
out  against  centralization  of  power.  Yet  In 
this  very  bill.  In  which  we  provide  for  re- 
organization with  the  Idea  of  achieving 
economy  and  more  efficiency  and  eliminat- 
ing duplication,  we  are  making  a  vast  grant 
of  power  to  the  President,  without  reserving 
Xor  ourselves  the  right  to  pass  on  whether  or 
not  he  uses,  that  [Kiwer  wisely. 

I  am  not'^frald  of  granting  him  that  power 
If  we  ha'Pft  a  chance  to  review  it.  1  want 
him  to  have  the  pKJwer.  I  know  he  Is  In  a 
better  pooltlon  to  provide  a  good  reorganiza- 
tion plan  than  any  of  tis  here  Is,  but  I  cannot 
believe  that  it  Is  a  wise  or  sound  legislative 
policy,  for  us  to  make  a  delegation  of  power 
to  the  President  to  prepare  a  reorganization 
plan  and  then  allow  the  plan  to  go  Into 
effect — even  though  one  Hou.se  disapproves 
It. 

To  do  that  is  to  abdicate  our  responsibility 
for  making  sure  that  the  power  which  we 
have  properly  delega'tiM,  is  wisely  used,  in 
accordance  with  the  objectives  we  have  laid 
down  in  section  2  of  Uje^iU.  I  am  not  sug- 
gesting any  lack  of  con&dence  in  the  present 
President  of  the  United  States — 

Who  at  that  time  was  President  Tru- 
man only  a  few  months  after  he  became 
President — 

because  I  personally  have  great  confidence 
in  his  integrity  and  the  soundness  of  his 
Judgment:  but  no  President  or  his  advisers 
can  be  all-wise.  That  Is  why  we  have  di- 
vision of  responsibilities  under  our  Consti- 
tution. We  in  Congress  have  certain  re- 
sponsibilities we  cannot  escape.  One  of  them 
Is  for  the  form,  character,  and  functions  of 
executive  agencies. 

I  believed  that  then,  I  believe  it  now. 
Having  crusaded  up  and  down  this  coun- 
try for  many  years  for  principles — for 
government  by  law.  not  by  men — I  can- 
not do  other  than  continue  to  take  that 
poeitlon.     It  is  not  against  anybody  in 


the  elective  branch  now  as  it  was  not 
then.  When  we  had  the  1949  bill  up  I 
said  on  that  very  point: 

If  I  felt  sure  the  President  would  always 
send  what  I  personally  would  regard  as  the 
best  reorganization  plan  ever  devised,  I  still 
would  be  opposed  to  a  system  whereby  tlie 
House  could  not  hold  that  plan  up  IX  a  ma- 
jority should  think  It  unwise. 

That  is  the  system  by  which  we  legis- 
late. It  is  the  method  established  under 
the  Constitution.  Action  in  the  Houses 
of  Congress  is  decided  by  a  simple  ma- 
jority, except  in  one  case,  that  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution.  Such 
an  amendment  has  to  have  a  two-thirds 
majority  of  all  of  the  actual  Members  of 
the  House.  Except  that  single  case,  a 
simple  majority  determines  the  will  of 
this  House.  Therefore,  reluctantly,  and 
recognizing  that  doubtless  some  will 
misunderstand  or  misrepresent,  I  still 
have  to  take  the  position  that  I  think  is 
my  duty  and  responsibility  to  take — just 
as  I  totally  respect  the  President  as  he 
carries  out  his  duty  and  responsibilities 
as  he  sees  them. 

There  is  only  one  thing  in  this  whole 
episode  that  has  given  me  a  little  disap- 
pointment. Some  Republicans  who  ap- 
plauded our  sticking  to  constitutional 
principles  when  the  President  of  the 
United  States  was  Franklin  Roosevelt  or 
Harry  Truman,  now  ask  us  to  abandon 
those  same  principles  just  because  the 
President  now  is  Dwight  Eisenhower.  I 
believed  them  before:  I  believe  them 
now.  It  was  not  against  President  Roose- 
velt or  President  Truman  then;  it  is  not 
against  President  Eisenhower  now.  It  is 
for  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
as  many  of  us  see  it,  and  I  respect  totally 
those  of  you  who  do  not  agree  with  my 
position.  If  the  amendment  is  voted 
down.  I  shall  vote  for  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  as  I  did  in  1945  and  1949. 

That  brings  me  to  the  other  point.  In 
addition  to  the  principle  involved,  there 
is  a  practical  matter  involved.  Some 
have  said  that  if  we  adopt  this  amend- 
ment it  will  prevent  reorganization.  I  do 
not  think  as  a  practical  matter  it  would 
prevent  any  effective  reorganization 
The  fact  is,  it  was  easier  to  get  a  con- 
stitutional majority  against  any  plan 
sent  down  by  President  Truman,  because 
the  House  did  not  have  confidence  in 
those  around  him,  than  it  will  be  to  get 
a  simple  majority  against  a  plan  sent 
down  by  General  ELsenhower,  because 
there  is  confidence  in  him.  This  amend- 
ment would  not  block  effective  reorgani- 
zation. Anything  that  comes  down  here 
that  is  sound  and  ought  to  be  passed  will 
be  pa.ssed.  You  cannot  possibly  get  a 
majority  of  this  House  to  oppose  any 
plan  that  g.ves  real  economy  and  real  ef- 
ficiency; whether  it  is  a  constitutional  or 
a  simple  majority.  I  think,  is  relatively 
insignif.cant  when  we  have  an  adminis- 
tration in  which  a  majority  of  the  Con- 
gress, t)oth  parties,  has  confidence. 

Mr.  HAl.I.FCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  says, 
and  I  think  with  some  force,  whether 
the  amendment  is  adopted  or  not  it 
might  not  have  any  substantial  prac- 
tical effect  on  reorganization.     If  that 


Is  true,  then  why  not  go  along  with  us 
who  think,  when  this  authority  was 
granted  to  the  preceding  President,  it 
might  well  be  granted  to  this  President? 
If  any  reorganization  plan  is  presented 
that  is  thoroughly  bad  and  the  Congress 
feels  it  is  bad,  I  think  we  will  be  able  to 
muster  a  constitutional  majority.  The 
point  I  am  making  is.  as  I  said  earlier, 
much  ado  has  been  made  of  this  whole 
proposition.  I  think,  in  the  light  of  his- 
tory and  the  experience  we  have  had, 
it  just  has  not  been  worthy  of  that  sort 
of  empha-sis.  However,  there  are  a  great 
many  people  who  have  worked  diligently 
for  reorganization,  have  spent  a  lot  of 
time  on  it,  have  been  trying  to  build  up 
sentiment,  have  figured  out  the  plans, 
who  are  very  much  concerned;  they  are 
afraid  if  we  go  to  the  simple  majority 
there  might  be  a  very  definite  road  block 
in  the  way  of  effective  reorganization. 
In  view  of  that,  does  not  the  gentleman 
a^ree  with  me  that  we  had  better  go 
^  along  with  the  bill  as  originally  intro- 
duced:' 

Mr.  JUDD  No;  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
apree  with  the  gentleman.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  make  much,  if  any,  differ- 
ence in  actual  reorganization  achieved. 
But  the  principle  involved  is  of  the  great- 
est importance.  So  I  think  that  from 
the  standpoint  of  both  principle  and 
practicality  the  thing  to  do  is  adopt  this 
amendment  and  preserve  the  basic  sys- 
tem under  which  our  Government  has 
operated  until  recent  years,  when  too 
often  grants  were  given  to  Presidents 
just  because  somebody  asked  for  them 
and  a  majority  of  tlie  Members  went 
along. 

Mr  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr    JUDD     1  yield  to  my  chairman. 

Mr  HOFFMAN  of  Michican.  I  know 
the  gentleman  was  campaigning  for  the 
President  lone,  long  before  the  conven- 
tion, before  many  others  who  came  in 
later  were  saying  a  word  in  his  behalf. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  think  the  Presi- 
dent should  trust  the  Congress  a  little 
bit  to  go  along  with  him.  in.<ftead  of  ask- 
inK  us  to  do  .something  which  we  think 
is  unconstitutional? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  do  not  blame  General 
Eisenhower  for  this  request  for  power. 

Mr  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  was 
not  blaming  him. 

Mr  JUDD.  I  think  it  was  inevitable 
and  natural,  and  I  would  have  been  sur- 
prised if  he  and  thase  around  him  had 
not  asked  to  have  extended  to  him  the 
.same  powers  previous  Presidents  were 
given.  That  is  perfectly  normal,  and  I 
have  no  criticism  of  it  whatsoever.  H? 
probably  has  not  eone  into  our  side  of  it 
as  you  and  I  need  to.  His  obligation  is 
to  the  executive  branch  and  our  obliga- 
tion is  here 

Mr  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  further  ob- 
servation? 

Mr  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  sure  tlie  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  would  agree  with 
me  that  the  President  has  been  most 
mai^'nanimous  in  his  attitude  toward  this 
whole  matter. 

Mr.  JUDD.    That  Is  certainly  true. 
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Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  said  earlier, 
there  has  been  no  effort  at  dictation, 
there  has  been  no  effort  at  dominlition. 
On  the  contrary,  every  evidence  points 
to  the  fact  that  he  wants  to  cooperate 
with  the  Congress  and  is  going  to  co- 
operate with  the  Congress.  That  is  the 
reason  I  feel  strongly  about  the  adop- 
tion of  this  measure. 

Mr.  JUDD.  As  I  said  at  the  outset. 
It  is  mighty  hard  in  my  first  statement 
in  this  new  Congress  to  oppose  what 
looks  like  an  extremely  Important  mat- 
ter from  the  standpoint  of  the  executive 
branch.  I  do  not  like  to' do  it.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  know  the  President  will 
respect  me  for  sticking  by  my  convic- 
tions as  I  respect  him  for  sticking  by 
his. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

(On  request  of  Mr.  Byrnes  of  Wiscon- 
sin,  and   by   unanimous   consent,   Mr. 
JuBD  was  allowed  to  proceed  for  three 
additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  It  seems 
to  me  no  resolution  to  reorganize  that 
is  sent  up  that  cannot  muster  the  ap- 
proval of  a  simple  majority  has  any 
right  to  become  law. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  la  exactly  right. 
But  actually  the  bill  makes  it  even 
harder  to  defeat  a  plan.  It  goes  into 
effect  unless  we  muster  a  majority  to 
disapprove  it.  Believe  me,  something 
has  to  be  awfully  bad  before  a  majority 
of  this  House  will  rise  up  and  publicly 
disapprove  a  plan  sent  down  by  the 
Piesident  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
not  in  the  least  alarmed  about  the  re- 
sults from  the  standpoint  of  reorganiza- 
tion. I  want  that  as  badly  as  the  gen- 
tleman does. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Is  not 
that  the  only  proposal  that  is  consistent 
with  the  theory  of  legislation  by  the 
Congress  rather  than  legislation  by  the 
Executive? 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  Is  the  way  I  regard 
it,  entirely. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  believe  one  of  the 
reasons  the  gentleman  is  known  for  his 
forthrlghtness  and  for  principle  in  this 
House  is  because  of  stands  such  as  the 
one  he  has  taken  today.  I  find  myself 
In  very  much  the  same  position  as  the 
gentleman.  I  congratulate  him  upon 
his  stand  upon  principle,  and  I  asso- 
ciate myself  with  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Nobody  who  knows  me,  I  think,  will 
imagine  I  would  get  up  here  and  say 
what  I  have  said  today  without  a  con- 
siderable wrestling  within  my  soul.  But 
I  took  an  oath  to  support  and  defend 
the  Constitution.  I  have  to  interpret  it 
as  I  see  it  to  the  best  of  my  ability.  I 
respect  fully  those  who  do  not  see  It 
that  way.  It  may  be  that  this  kind  of 
start  is  the  best  way  to  have  the  best 
relations  between  the  Executive  branch 
and  the  Legislative  branch  through  this 
new  administration,  which  for  my  coun- 
try's sake  I  hope  and  pray  is  going  to  do 
all  the  things  you  and  I  want  It  to  do. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  always  talking 
about  principles.  Now  is  the  time  to 
stick  to  principles. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr, 
Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hoftmak  of 
Michigan:  Page  2,  add  a  new  section  3  as 
follows: 

"Sec.  3.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of 
said  act  Is  amended  by  striking  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof  and  substituting  for  said 
period  the  following:  ':  or";  and  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph   (7)   thereto  as  follows: 

"'(7)  minimizing  or  transferring  from  or 
consolidating  with  any  other  agency  the 
roles,  missions  or  functions  of,  or  atx>lishlug 
the  United  States  Marine  Corps.'  " 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  at  a  previous  session  of  the 
Congress,  50  Members  I  think  from  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  offered  identical  bills 
which  had  for  their  purpose  increasing 
the  size  and  insuring  the  roles  and  miss- 
sions  of  the  Marine  Corps.  As  I  recall 
It,  such  legislation  was  enacted.  When 
we  were  rewriting  the  reorganization  bill 
in  January  of  1947,  both  General  Eisen- 
hower and  Admiral  Nimitz  were  wit- 
nesses. Testimony  was  taken,  and  a 
quote  from  Admiral  Nimitz,  who  was  one 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  referring  to 
the  issues  which  were  carried  on  in  JCS 
1478/10  and  JCS  1478/11,  was  read  into 
the  record  of  the  hearings  on  H.  R.  2319 
at  page  640.  This  statement  was  as  to 
what  the  Army  was  proposing  to  do  to 
the  Marines.    I  quote : 

The  basic  and  major  Issues  considered  in 
JCS  1478  10  and  JCS  1478/11  comprise  a 
proposal  on  the  part  of  the  Army  (a)  to 
eliminate  the  Marine  Corps  as  an  effective 
combat  element,  reducing  It  to  the  status 
of  a  naval  police  unit  with  possibly  certain 
ancillary  service  functions  In  respect  to 
amphibious  operations,  and  (b)  to  abolish 
an  essential  component  of  naval  aviation 
which  operates  from  coastal  and  Island 
shore  bases.  To  those  ends  these  papers  pro- 
pose to  discard  agreements  on  these  matters 
which  have  been  arrived  at  between  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  from  time  to  time  over 
a  period  of  more  than  20  years,  and  which 
have  resulted  In  a  responsibility  for  func- 
tions proven  highly  effective  In  World  War  II. 

That  was  Admiral  Nimitz's  statement 
as  to  what  the  Army  Chief  then  repre- 
sented by  our  President  proposed  to  do 
to  the  Marines.  Now,  I  am  not  out  of 
order  in  proposing  that  following  our 
previous  efforts,  we  protect  the  Marine 
Corps  from  any  reorganization  plan 
which  anyone  may  have  in  mind,  either 
now  or  at  some  sutisequent  date. 

I  want  to  repeat  what  I  said  before 
once  on  the  floor  of  this  House — our 
distinguished  majority  leader  advocated 
that  21  agencies  be  exempted.  Some 
agencies  were  at  one  time  exempted.  So 
now  I  claim  the  same  right  to  suggest  we 
here  and  now  try  to  ensure  that  the 
Marine  Corps  will  be  protected  in  any 
reorganization  plan  that  may  come 
down.  There  was  a  determined  effort 
at  one  time  to  minimize  the  functions 
of  the  Marine  Corps,  and  this  amend- 
ment would  give  it  protection  against 
such  move. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 


Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.      Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hoitman  of 
Michigan:  On  page  2,  after  line  9,  Insert: 

"Sec.  3.  Section  6  of  said  act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsection: 

"  '(d)  If  at  any  time  within  the  said  60-day 
period,  a  resolution  of  either  House  stating 
in  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor 
the  reorganization  plan  shall  be  defeated, 
after  a  resolution  of  the  other  House  stating 
In  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor 
the  reorganization  plan  shall  also  have  been 
defeated,  the  provisions  of  the  reorganization 
plan  shall  take  effect  immediately'." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  is  rec- 
ognized. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  preliminary  to  making  a 
statement  about  this  amendment,  be- 
cause, and  only  because,  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Halleck]  stated  a 
while  ago  that  he  thought  the  President 
had  been  very  magnanimous  in  dealing 
with  the  Congress,  let  me  say  this:  I  do 
not  consider  it  any  great  generosity  for 
anyone  to  recognize  my  constitutional 
right  to  do  what  I  think  should  be  done 
with  reference  to  legislation.  The  de- 
sire for  "rubber-stamp  Congressmen"  for 
"yes  men"  went  out  several  years  ago. 
The  Members  of  Congress  are  entitled 
to  vote  as  judgment  may  dictate.  The 
President  himself  should  and  I  think 
would  be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to 
try  to  dictate  to  us  what  we  should  do, 
even  though  all  of  his  life  he  has  been 
a  military  man  and  most  of  that  time 
subject  to  and  the  giver  of  orders.  I 
do  not  have  any  idea  that  he  intends  to 
attempt  to  tell  Congresswomen  and  Con- 
gressmen what  to  do. 

Now,  let  us  just  see  whether  an 
amendment  will  be  defeated  even  when 
the  purpose  is  to  make  this  legislation 
more  effective.  I  do  not  like  this  bill — 
I  will  not  vote  for  it  for  the  reasons  I 
have  given  but  as  it  will  become  the 
law  of  the  land  I  want  to  make  it  as 
effective  as  pMjssible.  What  will  this 
amendment  do?  Over  the  years  in  dis- 
cussion on  reorganization  legislation 
Members  have  complained  that  there 
might  be  a  situation  late  in  a  session 
where  a  proposed  plan  came  down,  came 
down  too  late  to  be  made  effective,  or 
where  effectiveness  might  be  unduly  de- 
layed, and  it  was  discussed — and  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Brown]  will  agree  with  me — it  was  dis- 
cussed in  committee  and  with  admin- 
istration leaders  as  to  how  that  situa- 
tion could  be  remedied.  So  this  amend- 
ment provides  that  in  certain  contingen- 
cies, if  certain  events  happen;  that  is,  a 
rejection  of  a  resolution  disapproving  a 
plan  by  either  House;  that  is,  a  rejection 
of  a  disapproving  resolution  by  both 
House  and  Senate,  then  on  adoption  of 
a  resolution,  the  act  would  become  ef- 
fective immediately.  How  does  that 
strike  my  friends  on  the  minority  side 
for  cooperating  with  the  President? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    I  yield, 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  understand  it. 
the  gentleman's  amendment  would  sim- 
ply accelerate  the  effective  date  of  a  re- 
organization plan,  upon  determination 
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that  neither  House  was  willing  to  over- 
ride. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Has  the  gentleman 
given  thoiight  to  the  legality  of  that  op- 
eration as  against  a  resolution  that 
might  be  affirmatively  adopted  for  a 
plan? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes.  I 
have  considered  both  and  I  thought  this 
was  the  quicker  way.  This  would  do  the 
job  now.  I  have  made  some  study  of 
this  and  have  consulted  legal  experts, 
and  I  was  assiu'ed  it  was  constitutional. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  I  cannot  quite  fix  the 
occasion  in  my  mind,  but  it  seems  to  me 
there  was  an  occasion  where  the  question 
was  raised  as  to  the  legality  of  this  ap- 
proach. That  is  the  only  reason  I  in- 
quired of  the  gentleman,  because,  as  I 
say,  somewhere  in  my  recollection — I  am 
not  able  to  say  just  where — there  was 
some  such  question  raised. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Not  ex- 
actly on  this  particular  amendment  but 
on  this  very  point,  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  BrowhI  raised  a  similar  ques- 
tion whether  both  Houses  could,  by 
affirmative  resolution,  put  a  plan  into 
immediate  effect.  This  is  just  a  little  bit 
quicker,  as  it  is  a  part  of  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  itself — and  if  adopted  will 
make  unnecessary  additional  legislation 
to  bring  the  same  result. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Ume  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  may 
we  please  have  the  Clerk  again  report 
the  amendment? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
again  reported  the  pending  amendment. 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word.  Prom 
the  standpoint  of  clarification  of  the 
amendment,  I  would  direct  this  ques- 
tion to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  if  the  only  thing  this  amend- 
ment does  is  speed  up  the  effective  date, 
in  case  there  has  been  action  on  the 
part  of  one  House  disapproving  the  reso- 
lution, or  if  it  makes  contingent  upon 
that  action  the  fact  that  both  Houses 
must  have  taken  that  action?  In  other 
words,  the  gentleman  by  his  amend- 
ment is  requiring  both  Houses  to  take 
action  to  reject  a  plan,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Only 
the  legislative  procedure  prescribed  in 
the  Reorganization  Act  which  is  that  if 
within  60  days  either  House  adopts  a  dis- 
approving resolution — the  gentleman 
knows  the  way  we  do  that:  The  resolu- 
tion comes  from  the  committee  stating 
that  the  House  disapproves;  if  that  reso- 
lution is  voted  down  here  and  over  there 
then,  of  course,  the  plan  becomes  effec- 
tive and  that  takes  care  of  the  objec- 
tion which  the  gentleman  and  others 
raise  about  plans  coming  down  late  in 
the  60-day  period. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  But.  of  course,  the 
gentleman  takes  away  from  the  other 
body  the  right  to  take  opposite  action 
from  the  action  taken  by  the  first  body 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Oh.  no ; 
no. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  My  understanding 
of  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  that 
If  one  House  takes  action  disapproving 


a  resolution  of  disapproval,  then  the 
other  House  takes  action  approving  the 
disapproval  resolution,  then  it  must 
necessarily  take  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion in  order  to  make  the  plan  effective. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Oh,  no. 
no:  it  just  accelerates  it.  I  call  on  the 
gpntleman  now  to  give  us  that  support 
in  behalf  of  the  President  on  reorgani- 
zation which  he  pledged  a  little  while 

ago.      

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  merely  provides  that  if 
a  resolution  which  is  brought  in  here  to 
disapprove  a  plan  is  defeated  and  a 
resolution  is  brought  up  in  the  other 
body  and  that  resolution  is  defeated, 
then  the  plan  goes  into  effect  immedi- 
ately instead  of  waiting  60  days;  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LANTAFF.  Just  one  observation: 
If  the  disapproving  resolution  is  adopt- 
ed by  a  majority  of  the  House  then 
action  by  a  majori  y  can  disapprove  a 
reorganization  plan,  and  this  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  Ls  merely  a  device  to  have  a 
majority  approve  a  disapproving  reso- 
lution which  would  in  effect  put  the 
House  right  back  in  the  position  of 
adopting  the  original  Hoffman  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  JUDD  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JUDD.  The  observation  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  is  not  accurate; 
it  is  not  a  device  to  do  by  another  meth- 
od the  same  thins  as  the  former 
amendment.  If  a  resolution  disapprov- 
ing a  plan  pa.s.sed  in  one  House  by  a  sim- 
ple majority,  it  would  not  kill  the  plan, 
but  the  plan  would  not  ro  into  effect 
until  the  full  60  days;  that  is  all  If. 
however,  the  plan  were  disapproved  by 
a  constitutional  majority  that,  of  course, 
would  kill  the  plan,  just  as  under  the 
present  provisions  of  the  act. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
view  of  the  confusion  attendant  upon 
the  interpretation  of  this  amendment 
which  has  not  been  presented  to  the 
committee,  has  not  been  given  con.sid- 
eration  by  the  committee.  I  ask  that  this 
amendment  be  voted  down. 

If  action  of  that  type  on  a  reorgani- 
zation plan  is  desired  it  can  always  be 
taken  by  concurrent  resolution  after 
action  on  the  part  of  each  House  on  the 
same  subject  matter.  Therefore  I  ask 
that  the  amendment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  before  us  but 
one  question;  The  President  of  the 
United  States  has  asked  us  to  extend 
the  present  law  under  which  he  can  send 
up  reorganization  plans  to  accomplish 
the  balance  of  the  Hoover  Commission 
recommendations  and  to  achieve  the 
efficiency  and  economy  he  pledged  dur- 
ing the  campaign.  The  House  has  clearly 
indicated  its  desire  to  give  the  President 
that  power.  But  now  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  our  committee  is  offering 


us  another  amendment,  a  double  nega- 
tive. If  you  please,  under  which  he  seeks 
to  introduce  a  new  procedure.  A  resolu- 
tion disapproving  a  plan  could  be  adopted 
by  a  simple  majority  thus  thwarting 
President  Eisenhower's  wishes  on  the 
first  thing  he  has  asked  us  to  accomplish. 
We  must  beware,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  Brown)  put  it  so  well  the 
other  day.  of  Greeks  bearing  gifts.  The 
proponents  of  this  amendment  are  the 
same  Members  who  would  deny  the 
powers  sought  by  the  President.  Let  us 
vote  down  this  amendment  and  support 
Mr.  Eisenhower  in  the  first  thing  he 
has  asked  for — merely  an  extension  of 
the  power  of  reorganization. 

Mr  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCOFlMACK.  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  tlie  membership  oil  both  sides  to 
the  language  of  this  amendment; 

If  at  any  time  within  the  said  60-day 
period  a  resoiuUuu  staUng  lu  subelauce. 

Now.  that  Is  rather  strange  language. 

Mr  Jl'DD.  That  is  the  very  language 
in  the  bill. 

Mr  McCORMACK.  If  the  amend- 
ment clearly  undertakes  to  accomplish 
what  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  says 
it  will  accomplish,  that  is  one  thing;  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  this  amendment  Is 
capable  of  two  constructions.  It  has 
never  been  pre.sented  to  or  considered  by 
a  committee  of  the  Congress.  I  am  ac- 
cepting the  gentleman's  word  that  it 
means  what  he  said  it  means  and  I  am 
accepting  the  word  of  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Judd).  But  this 
particular  amendment  has  never  been 
considered  by  any  committee.  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  unwise  to  adopt  the 
amendment  at  the  present  time  without 
further  study  of  its  implications.  While 
I  shall  vole  against  the  amendment  my 
vote  will  not  be  any  indication  as  to  my 
state  of  mind  on  the  amendment  if  I 
had  an  opportunity  to  study  it  and 
understand  what  its  significance  is  and 
what  it  means. 

Mr.  HALLECK  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr  HALLECK.  I  think  in  fairness  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  it  should 
be  pointed  out  that  the  Reorganization 
Act  ;tself  u.ses  the.se  words: 

A  rpwihitlnn  s'atlnif  In  substance  that  that 
H   ute  dies  ni.t  fa\i3r  the  reorganization  plan. 

So  the  language  incorporated  in  the 
amendment  is  in  line  with  the  language 
in  the  act. 

Mr    McCORMACK.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr  HALLECK.  May  I  just  make  this 
one  other  statement.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  did  not  indicate  to  me 
he  was  gomg  to  offer  this  amendment. 
Probably  there  is  no  reason  why  he 
should.  But  as  far  as  having  the  op- 
portunity to  look  uito  It  and  to  see  what 
its  effect  might  be,  I  have  not  had  that 
opportunity.  From  what  I  can  under- 
sUind  of  the  amendment,  and  I  want  this 
in  the  Record  in  the  event  it  is  adopted, 
the  only  effect  of  the  amendment  that 
could  possibly  be  found  in  the  language 
would  be  to  accelerate  the  effective  date 


195S 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


783 


of  the  reorganization  plan.  This  accel- 
eration would  come  about  by  action  of 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate  in  refus- 
ing to  adopt  a  disapproving  resolution 
on  a  reorganization  plan. 

I  have  rK)  great  feeling  about  the 
amendment.  It  may  be  that  it  is  F>er- 
fectly  all  right  and  would  work  to  the 
best  Interest  of  reorganization,  but.  as  I 
say.  I  do  not  know.  Maybe  I  ought  to 
have  a  definite  opinion  about  it,  but  I 
do  not.  As  it  appears  on  its  face  I  do 
not  see  where  it  could  be  destructive  of 
what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In  an- 
swer to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana.  I 
want  to  beg  his  pardon  for  not  submit- 
ting it.  We  have  been  present  here,  we 
have  been  busy  in  committee,  and  it  was 
only  late  yesterday  that  I  whipped  the 
amendment  into  shape  after  discussion 
of  the  matter. 

Mr  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
my  position  is  pretty  much  the  same  as 
that  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana (Mr.  HalleckI.  If  appropriate 
language  was  considered  by  a  committee 
that  would  accelerate  the  going  into  ef- 
fect of  a  reorganization  plan  after  the 
terms  of  the  reorganization  law  had  been 
complied  with  by  t>oth  branches,  a  dis- 
appro>'ing  resolution,  that  would  be  one 
thing  and.  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
think  I  would  approve  it.  But.  on  the 
other  hand.  I  am  not  so  sure  this  amend- 
ment accomplishes  that  purpose. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  amendment  accomplishes 
Uiis:  Under  the  present  law,  a  matter 
comes  up  in  the  House  when  a  disap- 
proving resolution  is  filed  in  that  House, 
and  if  no  disapproving  resolution  is  filed 
in  the  House  then  the  plan  will  become 
a  law.  but  under  this  amendment  it  com- 
pels two  shots  at  turning  it  down.  If  it 
IS  brought  up  in  one  House,  then  by  vir- 
tue of  having  been  brought  up  in  that 
House  it  is  thereby  brought  up  in  the 
other,  though  that  House  has  not  filed  a 
di.vapproving  resolution.  So  we  see  once 
more  those  who  are  against  the  bill  are 
trying  to  kill  the  Prc-^ident's  plan  as  sent 
down. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  this  matter  wa^  discussed  in 
tlie  committee,  if  the  gentleman  will  re- 
call. The  discussion  appears  on  page  22 
of  the  printed  hearings.  The  question 
before  the  committee  there  was,  How 
could  this  be  done?  It  seems  to  me  there 
was  agreement  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
way  of  accelerating  the  effective  date  of 
the  reorganization  plan,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  clearly  accom- 
plishes the  purpose  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  JUDD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  always  glad 
to  yield  to  my  friend.  By  the  way,  in  all 
fairness.  I  want  to  make  this  observa- 
tion. Anyone  who  should  place  any  con- 
struction on  the  position  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Mirmesota  as  being  opposed 
to  the  effect  of  this  bill  would  be  doing 
not  only  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
an  injustice  but  doing  himself  an  injus- 
tice, because  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota is  taking  a  position  in  accordance 
with  his  judgment  and  his  conscience. 
While  a  Democrat.  I  respect  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota,  and  I  know  that 
the  remarks  that  he  made  today  and 
the  position  he  takes  are  actuated  by  the 
exercise  of  his  judgment  and  his  con- 
science. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  appreciate  deeply  the 
confidence  of  the  gentleman,  and  he 
knows  It  is  reciprocated.  I  agree  that, 
with  so  much  confusion  regarding  this 
amendment,  perhaps  it  ought  not  to  be 
passed  today.  I  do  not  want  it  to  go 
through  if  anybody  thinks  it  is  a  trick  to 
defeat  reorganization.  All  it  could  do 
would  be  to  speed  it  up  a  few  days,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  Republic  is  going  to 
stand  or  fall  on  whether  a  plan  goes  into 
effect  a  few  days  earlier  or  at  the  end  of 
the  60  days'  period. 

I  think  I  can  testify  as  to  the  good 
faith  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Hoffman].  I  would  rather  have  the 
amendment  fail  than  to  have  anybody 
thinking  or  saying  that  it  is  an  attempt 
to  play  an  underhanded  trick  to  defeat 
reorganization.  That  is  not  its  objective. 
Mr.  McCORMACK  That  is  not  my 
state  of  mind  and  I  have  no  such  opinion 
as  that  I  do  not  think  that  is  anyone 
else's  position.  However,  I  think  the  ob- 
servation that  this  amendment  comes 
from  a  source  that  is  opix)sed  to  any 
reorganization  is  a  proper  argument  to 
make  and  proper  for  us  to  consider,  not 
on  the  question  of  a  trick  but  on  the 
question  of  consideration  of  the  amend- 
ment itself. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  think 
this  way.  I  will  have  to  take  this  bill 
and  as  that  is  the  situation  I  would  like 
to  make  it  as  effective  as  possible.  I 
would  like  to  see  the  President  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  a  good  job  and  do  it  quickly. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  no  doubt 
as  to  the  gentleman's  intention  and  I  am 
not  arguing  with  the  gentleman  as  to  his 
purpose,  but  I  do  say  that  I  have  grave 
uncertainty  as  to  whether  or  not  this 
amendment  will  accomplish  this  piuTpose. 
It  has  never  been  considered  by  the  com- 
mittee. I  have  never  considered  it  and  I 
certainly  have  been  on  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  for  some  few 
years  now  in  the  consideration  of  the 
present  bill  and  the  one  in  1949  and  I  am 
acquainted  with  the  history  of  past 
handling,  and  I  think  that  it  would  be 
unwise  to  adopt  this  amendment  because 
of  the  uncertainty  and  the  confusion  that 
exists  in  relation  to  its  meaning  and  its 
effect;  not  its  intent,  but  its  effect. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  IMr.  Hoffman]. 
The  amendinent  was  rejected. 


Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  H.  R. 
1979  has  my  full  support.  I  think  it 
should  be  passed  unanimously.  There 
should  be  no  difference  between  Repub- 
licans and  Democrats  on  a  question  of 
the  reorganization  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  to  improve 
the  administration  of  the  Government, 
save  taxpayers'  dollars  in  its  costs,  and 
eliminate  red  tape,  overlapping,  and 
duplication. 

In  order  to  reorganize  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government.  President 
Eisenhower  should  have  the  same  powers 
we  gave  President  Truman  under  simi- 
lar circumstances.  I  therefore  feel  that 
the  limitations  placed  on  the  power  of 
the  Chief  Executive  by  the  amendment 
which  Republican  members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Goverrmient  Oper- 
ations grafted  on  to  this  bill  should  be 
removed.  The  amendment  should  be  de- 
feated. I  trust  that  by  action  of  this 
body  this  afternoon  it  will  be  defeated. 

I  am  anxious  to  see  our  new  President 
go  forward  with  his  aimoimced  inten- 
tion of  reorganizing  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  to  cut  costs  and  in- 
crease efficiency.  I  shall  cooperate  with 
him  in  this  endeavor  in  every  way  I  can. 
The  plans  submitted  by  the  President 
should  become  law  imless  rejected  by  a 
constitutional  majority  of  one  House  of 
the  Congress.  During  the  Eighty-first 
and  Eighty-second  Congresses  some  30 
reorganization  plans  became  law.  Bil- 
lions of  dollars  have  been  saved  in  the 
fields  of  military  and  civilian  buying  by 
our  Government  as  a  result  of  these  re- 
organization plans  which  became  the  law 
governing  operations  of  various  Govern- 
ment departments  and  agencies. 

Let  us  not  only  give  President  Eisen- 
hower the  same  reorganization  powers 
President  Truman  had.  but  let  us  help 
President  Eisenhower  achieve  the  same 
record  of  accomplishment  in  this  field 
President  Truman  did.  If  we  do  that, 
and  ii"  the  President  follows  throiigh  by 
submittmg  to  us  wise  and  needed  plans, 
the  job  of  reorganization  will  virtually 
be  complete. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  r.Ue,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Jenkins,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1979)  to  amend  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  so  that  such  act  will  ap- 
ply to  reorganization  plans  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  at  any  time  before  April 
1,  1955,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution 
129.  he  reported  the  bill  back  to  the 
House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  389.  nays  5.  not  voting  38. 
as  follows: 


Judd 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kean 

Kearney 

Kearns 

KeatlDK 

Keltey.  Pa. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kersten.  Wla. 

Kllbum 

Kilday 

King.  Calif. 

King.  Pa. 

Klrwaa 

Klein 

Kluczynskl 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanham 

LantafT 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Le^lnskl 

Long 

Lovre 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McConneil 

ItlcCormack 

Mcculloch 

McDonough 

Mclntlre 

McMillan 

McVey 

Machrowlcz 

Mack.  111. 

Mack.  Wash. 

Madden 

Magnu-son 

Malion 

Matlliard 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Matthews 

Meader 

Merrill 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Calif. 

Miller.  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Miller.  N.  Y. 

Mollohan 

Morano 

Morgan 

Morrison 

Moss 

Mutter 

Miimma 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norblad 

Oakman 

O'Brien,  111. 

OTIara.  Dl. 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

ONelU 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patman 

Patieu 

Patterson 

PeUy 

Perkins 

Pfa-,t 

Philbin 

Phillips 

Pillion 

Poage 

Po« 

Polk 

Poulson 

Powell 

Prestoa 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Rains 

Ray 

Raybum 

Reams 

Rctiil,  111. 


(Ron   No.   3] 

YEAS— 389 

Abemetby 

Dempsey 

Adair 

Derounlan 

Addonizlo 

Devereux 

Albert 

D'Ewart 

Alexander 

Dies 

Allen.  Calif. 

DtngeU 

Allen,  m. 

Dodd 

Andersen. 

DolllnKer 

H.Carl 

Dolliver 

Andre&en, 

Donovan 

August  H. 

Dom,  N.  T. 

Andrews 

Dom,  S.  C. 

Angell 

Dowdy 

Arends 

Doyle 

A&plnall 

Eberharter 

Auchlncloog 

Edmondson 

Ayrea 

FUlott 

Bailey 

Engle 

Baker 

Evlns 

Bates 

Fallon 

Battle 

Feighan 

Beamer 

Fenton 

Becker 

Pine 

Belcher 

Fino 

Bender 

Fisher 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Forand 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Ford 

Bentley 

Forrester 

Bentaen 

Fountain 

Berry 

Frellnghuysen 

Betts 

Frledel 

Bi.ohop 

Fulton 

Blatnik 

Frazler 

Boggs 

Gamble 

Boland 

Oarmatz 

Boiling 

Gary 

Bolton. 

Gathlngs 

Frances  P. 

Gavin 

Bolton, 

Gentry 

Oliver  P. 

George 

Bon  In 

Golden 

Bosch 

Goodwin 

Bow 

Gordon 

Bramblett 

Graham 

Bray 

Granaban 

Brooks,  L*. 

Grant 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Gregory 

Brown,  Oa. 

Gross 

Brown,  Ohio 

Gubaer 

Brownsoa 

Gwlnn 

BroyhiU 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Bryson 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Buchanan 

Hale 

Budge 

Haley 

Burdlck 

Halleck 

Burleson 

Hand 

Busbey 

Harden 

BUiih 

Hardy 

Byrd 

Harris 

Byrne.  Pa. 

Harrison,  Nebr 

Byrnes.  Wis. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Camp 

Hart 

Campbell 

Harvey 

Canfleld 

Hays,  Ark. 

Cannon 

Hays,  Ohio 

Carlyle 

Heller 

Carnahan 

Herlong 

Camgg 

Heselton 

Case 

Hess 

Cederberg 

Hiestand 

Celler 

Hill 

Chatham 

HUlelson 

Cheuoweth 

Hillings 

ChudolT 

Hlnshaw 

Church 

Hoeven 

C  lardy 

Hoffman.  111. 

Clevenger 

Holifleld 

Cole,  Mo 

Holmes 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Holt 

Colmer 

Holtzman 

Condon 

Hope 

Coon 

Horan 

Cooper 

Hoamer 

Corbett 

Howell 

Cotton 

Hruska 

Coudert 

Hull 

Cretella 

Hunter 

Crosse  r 

Hyde 

Criimpacker 

Ikard 

Cunningham 

Jackson 

Curtis,  Mass. 

James 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Jarman 

Dague 

Javlts 

Davis,  Oa. 

Jenkins 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Jensen 

Davis,  Wis. 

Johnson 

Dawson,  111. 

Jonas.  111. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Jonas.  N.  C. 

DcAne 

Jones,  Mo 

Delaney 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Reed,  N  Y. 

Shuford 

Van  Zandt 

Rees,  Kana. 

Sieminskl 

Velde 

Regan 

Slkes 

Vinson 

Rhodes,  Arts. 

bimp)son,  111. 

Wa  iiwrlt;ht 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Walter 

Richards 

Small 

Wanipler 

Rlehlman 

Smith.  Kans. 

Warburton 

Rivers 

Smith.  Mlsa. 

Watts 

Roberts 

Smith.  Va 

Welchel 

Robeson,  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

West  land 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Spence 

W'lartou 

Rod  1  no 

Springer 

Wheeler 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Staggers 

Whitten 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Stanley 

Wickers-ham 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Steed 

WidnaU 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Stringfellow 

Wier 

Rooney 

Sulllvau 

Wlgnlesworth 

Roasevelt 

Sutton 

Williams,  N   Y 

ijadiak 

Taber 

Willis 

St  George 

Talle 

Wil.'^on.  Calif. 

Savior 

Taylor 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Schenck 

Teague 

Wn>on,  Tex. 

Scherer 

Thop.ia.s 

Winstead 

Scott 

Thompson.  La. 

Withers 

Scrivner 

Thompson, 

Withrovr 

Scudder 

Mich 

Wolvertoa 

Secresl 

Thompson.  Tei 

Yorty 

See:  y- Brown 

1  hornberry 

Young 

Selden 

Tollefson 

Younger 

Shafer 

Trimble 

Zablockl 

Sheppard 

Ult 

Shori 

Van  Pelt 
NAYS— 5 

Curtis.  Mo. 

Hoffman,  Mich 

WilUams,  Miss 

Hebeit 

Mason 

NOT   VOTING- 

-38 

Abbitt 

Fernandez 

OBrien.  N  Y. 

Bar.len 

fogarty 

O  Koa-.ki 

Barrett 

Green 

Raoajt 

Bonner 

Harrison.  Wyo 

Reere.  Telin. 

Boykin 

Jones,  Ala. 

RUey 

Buckley 

Kee 

Sheehan 

Che.f 

McGregnr 

i-helley 

Chiperfleld 

Miller,  Kans. 

Stauffer 

Cooiey 

Mills 

Vorys 

Dor.dero 

Moulder 

Vursell 

Dorohu©- 

Murray 

Wolcolt 

Durham 

Norrea 

Yates 

Elisworih 

OBrien.  Mich. 

So  the  bill 

was  passed. 

The   Clerk   announced 

the   folic  win 

pairs: 

Mr.  Chiperfleld  with  Mr    Cooiey. 

McGregor  with  Mr,  Riley. 

Vorys  with  Mr    Yates. 

Sheehan  with  Mr  OBrien  of  New  York. 

Dondero  with  Mr    Rabaut. 

Wolcott  with  Mr    Buckley. 
Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Green. 
Mr.  Ellsworth  with  Mrs    Kee. 

Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  Mr.  Shelley. 

OTConskl  with  Mr.  Moulder. 

Reece  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Donohue. 

Stauffer  with  Mr.  Fogarty. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr 


COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  22,  and  ask  for  its  im- 
mediate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Kesolved.  That,  effective  January  3.  1953. 
there  Is  hereby  created  a  select  committee 
to  oe  composed  of  U  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker,  one  of  whom  he  shall  designate  as 
chrlrman.  Any  vacancy  occurring  In  the 
membership  of  the  committee  shall  be  filled 
in  t  he  manner  In  which  the  original  appoint- 
ment was  made. 

The  committee  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  conduct  a  study  and  Investigation  of  the 
problems  of  small  business,  existing,  arlsln'.^, 
or  that  may  arise,  with  particular  reference 
to  (1)  whether  the  potentialities  of  small 
business  are  being  adequately  developed  and. 
if  not.  what  factors  have  hindered  and  are 
hindering  the  normal  operation  of  estab- 
lished small  business  and,  or  its  development 


and  enterprise:  (21  whether  agencies,  depart- 
ments of  the  Government,  or  Oovernment- 
uwiied  or  controlled  corporations  are  prop- 
erly.  adequately,  or  equitably  serving  the 
needs  of  small  bvislness:  (3)  whether  small 
business  Is  being  treated  fairly  and  the 
public  welfare  properly  and  Justly  served 
through  the  allotments  of  valuable  materials 
in  which  there  are  shortages.  In  the  granting 
of  priorities  or  preferences  in  the  use,  sale, 
or  purchase  of  said  niaterials;  and  (4)  the 
Kolutlcjn  (if  the  problems  of  small  business 
during  the  continuance  of  the  existing  na- 
tional  emergency. 

The  committee  may  from  time  to  time 
submit  to  the  House  such  preliminary  re- 
ports as  It  deems  advisable:  and  prior  to 
the  cliwe  of  the  present  Congress  shall  sub- 
mit to  the  House  its  final  report  on  the 
results  of  Its  study  and  Investigation,  to- 
gether with  such  recommendations  as  it 
deems  advisable  Any  report  submitted 
when  the  House  Is  not  In  session  may  b« 
filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

For  the  purpxises  of  this  resolution  the 
conmilttee.  or  any  subcommittee  thereof.  Is 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places,  whether 
or  not  the  House  Is  sitting,  has  receaaed.  or 
lias  adjiiurned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  to 
require  the  attei'idance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
diKViments.  and  to  take  such  testimony, 
as  It  deems  iicressary,  Subpenas  may  be 
l.ssued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman 
fif  the  rrmmlttee  or  any  properly  designated 
chairman  of  a  subcommittee  thereof,  or  any 
member  designated  by  him.  and  may  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
ch.iirniaii  or  member  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  thereof  may  ad- 
minister oaths  to  wltr.esses. 

Mr  LATHAM.  Mr  Speaker.  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia I  Mr.  Smith  1. 

Mr  Speaker,  I  do  not  think  that  this 
resolution  requires  any  extended  debate 
or  discu.ssion  It  is  merely  an  extension 
of  the  Small  Business  Select  Committee 
of  the  Hou.'-e  The  provisions  are  exactly 
the  same  as  tho.se  that  were  written  into 
the  law  last  year.  I  have  no  requests  for 
time. 

Mr  SMITH  of  VirKlnia.  Mr,  Speaker. 
as  the  pentleman  from  New  York  has  so 
aptly  .said,  this  re.solution  merely  extends 
the  Small  Business  Committee  that  has 
bten  in  operation  in  the  last  several  Con- 
gresses. 

I  have  no  requests  for  time  over  here. 
I  think  the  House  is  unanimously  in  fa- 
vor of  this  committee.  If  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  desires  to  move  the  pre- 
vious question,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time 

Mr  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  pentleman  from  New 
Jersey    i  Mr,  C»,nfield1. 

Mr,  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  gives 
me  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  add  my 
voice  in  support  of  House  Resolution  22 
reestablishing  the  Select  Committee  on 
Small  Bu.siness  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
.^^entative.s.  This  committee,  in  my  opin- 
ion, has  performed  outstanding  service 
for  the  small  businessmen  of  the  United 
States  The  work  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ne.ss  Committee  on  the  materials  prob- 
lem alone  would  warrant  its  reestablish- 
ment  by  this  House.  In  fact,  the  com- 
mittee has  not  only  rendered  yeoman 
service  in  the  solution  of  the  problems  of 
small  business  in  the  field  of  materials 
but  has  performed  equal  service  in  prac- 
tically every  pha.se  of  business  activity. 
Whether  the  problem  be  one  of  securing 


u 


a  fair  share  of  Government  contracts,  or 
whether  it  be  financing,  or  whether  it 
be  an  effort  to  secure  equality  of  oppor- 
tunity and  basic  Justit^  in  the  problems 
of  small  businejs,  the  Small  Business 
Committee  has  rever  faltered  in  its  ob- 
jective to  render  maximum  service. 

I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
House  to  the  work  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee  in  the  field  of  economic  con- 
trols set  up  under  the  Defense  Produc- 
tion Act.    The  field  hearings  of  the  com- 
mittee provided  (i  forum  for  small-busi- 
ness   men    when    no    other    competent 
forum  was  available.     The  Small  Busi- 
ness  Committee,   I   believe,   held   some 
thirty-odd  hearings  in  every  geographi- 
cal section  of  our  country.    The  hearings 
were  informal  and  provided  an  atmos- 
phere  of   friendliness   and   cooperation 
which  the  small- business  man  welcomed 
enthusiastically.    Here  he  was  able  to  tell 
of  his  problems  in  connection  with  price 
controls,  wage  controls,  salary  controls, 
materials  controls,  credit  controls,  or  any 
other  problem  which  impeded  his  prog- 
ress in  the  business  world.    These  hear- 
ings were  not  empty  gestures.    The  com- 
mittee came  back   to  Washington  and 
started  to  work  en  the  problems  present- 
ed at  the  hearings.     I  know  first-hand 
that  the  record  was  carefully  analyzed 
and  that  the  problems  were  taken  up 
with  the  appropriate  agencies  and  that 
recommendatiors  were  made  to  the  Con- 
gress, many  of  which  were  enacted  into 
law.    I  know  of  this  first-hand  because 
of  my  many,  many  contacts  with  the 
committee,    and    I    have    been    greatly 
plea.sed  with  the  thorough  and  business- 
like  manner   in    which    the   committee 
tackled  the  problems  of  small  business. 
Now,  may   I   inject  a  more  personal 
equation  into  this  statement.    I  have,  as 
I  know  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  hav<'  also  done,  called  upon 
the  Small  Business  Committee  for  help 
on  the  individual  problems  of  many  of 
my  small -busini^&s  constituents.     It  has 
been  a  source  cf  gratification  to  me  to 
find  that  these  individual  problems  re- 
ceived immedia.e  and  intelligent  atten- 
tion.    In  every   instance  when  I  have 
called  upon  the  committee  for  assistance, 
it  has  been  rendered  cheerfully  and  with 
a  degree  of  promptness  that  was  most 
commendable.    Moreover,  in  practically 
every  instance  £.  solution  for  the  individ- 
ual problem  was  found. 

As  I  stated  In  the  beginning  of  these 
remarks.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  more  than 
happy  to  add  my  voice  in  support  of 
House  Resolution  22.  I  wish  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Business  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  in  the  Eighty- 
third  Congresi.  every  success.  Many 
problems  of  small  business  are  continu- 
ing ones  and  need  the  ever-watchful  eye 
of  this  committee  to  secure  the  proper 
treatment  for  the  small-business  man 
everywhere.  ]  have  every  confidence 
that  the  committee  will  accept  its  re- 
sponsibilities and  perform  its  duties  in  a 
manner  which  will  reflect  credit  upon 
the  entire  membership  of  this  House. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  h(?  desires  to  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  HillI. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Business  is  pri- 
marily a  service  committee  which  coop- 
erates with  Meaabers  of  Congress  in  solv- 


ing individual  problems  of  small  business 
firms  arising  in  the  various  districts. 
This  program  not  only  assists  the  mem- 
bers but  enables  the  committee  to  secure 
a  cross-section  picture  of  the  problems 
which  affect  all  small  business. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Small  Busi- 
ness, in  its  final  report  in  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  has  stated  the  concept 
of  small  business  and  many  of  the  prob- 
lems confronting  persons  engaging  in 
small  business  today.  Prom  that  report 
I  have  extracted  the  following  remarks — 
I  am  sure  the  membership  of  the  House 
will  find  them  interesting: 

The  great  majority  of  American  business 
firms  are  small.  Excluding  agriculture,  the 
Bureau  of  Census  estimated  that  there  were 
at  the  close  of  1951  a  total  of  3.991.200  busi- 
ness firms  In  operation  In  the  United  States. 
Of  these,  approximately  1,686,000  were  in 
retail  trade:  855,000  were  In  service  Indus- 
tries; 366.000  were  In  construction;  349.000 
were  In  finance.  Insurance,  and  real  estate; 
303.000  were  In  manufacturing;  204,000  were 
In  wholesale  trade;  and  the  remainder  were 
In  mining,  transportation,  communications, 
and  miscellaneous  Industries. 

On  the  basis  of  1939  figures,  only  3.5  per- 
cent of  the  retail  stores  had  annual  sales  In 
excess  of  $100,000.  More  than  half  had  sales 
below  $10,000.  Over  1.600,000  units,  91  per- 
cent of  the  total,  employed  fewer  than  100 
persons.  Only  about  100,000  of  these  firms 
were  Incorporated. 

In  manufacturing,  the  distribution  In  1947 
of  240881  firms  according  to  number  of 
employees  was  as  follows: 

Table  1. — Size  of  firms  according  to  number 
of  employees  (,1947) 
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It  thus  appears  that  only  about  500  firms, 
two-tenths  of  1  percent  of  the  total,  em- 
ploy 2.500  or  more  persons.  Only  about 
4.200  firms  employ  500  or  more.  These  con- 
stitute only  about  2  percent  of  the  total. 

MILJTART    PBOCtJKXJCEIfT 

There  Is  a  strong  tendency  In  a  period  cf 
Industrial  mobilization  for  Government  pro- 
curement to  favor  the  large  firm  over  the 
small.  During  World  War  II,  51  percent 
of  all  prime  contracts  went  to  33  corporations, 
each  of  which  received  $1,000,000,000  or  more. 
The  need  for  large  physical  resources,  engi- 
neering skill,  ability  to  experUoent,  and  over- 
all productive  capacity  encourages  the  utili- 
zation of  the  larger  firms.  Procurement  of- 
ficials follow  the  line  of  least  resistance  and 
concentrate  the  placing  of  contracts  with  a 
few  large  producers  and  allow  the  prime  con- 
tractors to  deal  with  the  smaller  concerns 
on  a  subcontracting  basis.  The  larger  con- 
cern is  In  addition  much  better  equipped 
to  handle  negotiations  with  the  Government 
than  the  small  enterprise. 


This  tendency  to  utUiie  the  large  concern 
has  many  Indirect  effects  that  work  to  the 
hardship  of  small  business.  New  plants  are 
built  and  existing  facilities  expanded  under 
especially  favorable  circumstances,  fre- 
quently at  Government  expense.  In  World 
War  n  the  250  largest  corporations  operated 
79  percent  of  ali  new  plant  facilities  buUt 
with  Federal  funds  and  operated  by  private 
Industry.  The  prime  contractor  Is  given 
first  claim  to  scarce  materials  which  be  doles 
out  to  his  subcontractors.  Acqtilsltlon  of 
new  capital  Is  facilitated  by  Government 
loans.  Virtually  every  asjiect  of  Government 
procurement  during  periods  of  defense  mo- 
bilization Imposes  undue  hardships  on  small 
business. 

PKICE   AND    WAGE   CONTROLS 

The  controls  necessary  to  mobilize  Indus- 
try effectively  also  frequently  place  small 
business  at  a  competitive  disadvantage.  It 
Is  very  difficult  to  avoid  leaving  scars  on  our 
economy,  the  deepest  of  which  appear  on 
small  business.  Regulations  such  as  those 
controlling  prices,  wages,  and  the  utilization 
of  scarce  materials  are  themselves  violative  of 
the  principles  of  free  enterprise.  The  fact 
must  never  be  lorgotten  that  although  they 
may  be  necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try, they  do  mean  a  definite  even  though 
temporary  departure  from  free  competition. 
Unless  great  care  Is  exercised  In  framing 
regulations,  therefore,  serious  damage  may 
be  done  to  small  business.  Many  Instances 
can  be  cited  to  Illustrate  this.  Numerous 
price  regulations,  for  Instance,  have  con- 
tinued unfair  trade  practices  In  determining 
prices.  The  danger  here  is  In  perpetuating 
what  can  become  a  serious  threat  to  com- 
petition. Again,  several  price  regtilatlons 
have  endorsed  foUow-the-leader  practices. 
In  fact,  the  general  ceUlng  price  regulation 
ties  the  price  of  a  seller  of  new  coomiodltles 
to  those  of  the  most  closely  competitive 
seller.  Several  regulations  have  established 
ceilings  on  the  basis  of  maintained  resale 
prices.  Unless  price  relationships  are  care- 
fully adjusted,  price  squeezes  appear  at  vari- 
ous stages  of  the  productive  process. 

SCARCE     MATEUALS 

Likewise  in  the  area  of  control  of  ma- 
terials, the  smjiU  firm  is  placed  in  jeopardy. 
The  basic  fact  is  that  a  free  market  in  these 
materials  ceases  to  exist  once  an  elaborate 
scheme  of  control  such  as  the  Controlled 
Materials  Plan  Is  Instituted.  Furthermore, 
the  practice  of  channeling  many  materials  to 
subcontractors  through  prime  contractors 
gives  the  latter  the  power  of  life  or  death  over 
the  smaXl-buslness  man  who  becomes  de- 
pendent on  his  large  prime  contractor  for 
the  materials  necessary  to  remain  In  oper- 
ation. Unless  checked,  matolal  controls 
generally  encotirage  Integrated  operation,  af- 
filiations with  large  concerns,  and  favoritism 
in  the  placement  of  orders.  All  of  these  en- 
h£ince  the  power  of  the  large  suppliers. 

TAXATION 

In  normal  times  the  typical  small  firm 
depends  upon  the  savings  of  the  owner  for 
Its  Inception  and  upon  the  earnings  of  the 
company  for  future  development  of  the 
business.  The  impact  of  high  tax  rates  on 
current  business  earnings  has  not  only  af- 
fected the  operating  position  of  the  small 
concern  with  regard  to  the  defense  period, 
but  may  impair  Its  future  status.  The  high 
surtax  on  low  levels  of  corporate  earnings 
and  the  excess  profits  tax  have  hindered 
small  concerns  in  their  accumulation  of  suf- 
ficient funds  from  profits  to  finance  work- 
ing capital  and  Investment  requirements. 
In  many  ways  the  small  business  bears  a 
greater  tax  burden  than  the  large  concern. 
While  some  recognition  has  been  made  in 
the  tax  laws  of  the  financial  difficulties  of 
small  btislness,  additional  revisions  are 
needed  to  erase  tax  inequities  and  to  remove 
the  relatively  large  tax  burden  Imposed  on 
small  enterprises. 
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AMD  TUB  COMJ'UIIIVB  STSTCK 

Tbe  essence  of  tbe  American  economic  sys- 
tem of  private  enterprise  Is  free  competition. 
Only  Uirough  competition  can  a  free  market. 
tree  Investment  opportiuxlty.  free  entry  Into 
Industry — In  a  word,  free  enterprise — survive. 
This  has  long  been  the  basic  principle  of 
American  governmental  policy  toward  indus- 
try and  was  stated  succinctly  In  a  recent 
Supreme  Court  opinion,  whlcb  said,  "The 
heart  of  our  national  economic  policy  long 
has  been  faith  in  the  value  of  competition." 
Competition  is  the  basic  regulator  of  eco- 
nomic activity  and  the  onlV  device  that  en- 
ables us  to  avoid  complete  governmental 
regimentation. 

Small-business  enterprise  provides  the 
most  fertile  soil  in  which  healthy  competi- 
tion may  flourish.  Small  and  Independent 
business  supplies  the  strength  and  vigor  so 
necessary  to  the  growth  of  our  competitive 
forces.  There  is  no  better  assurance  of  our 
ability  to  maintain  competition  than  a  flour- 
ishing community  of  small  and  independent 
business  enterprises.  Any  development 
which  makes  it  more  dlfBcult  for  efficient 
small  flrms  to  survive  strikes  a  blow  at 
competition. 

Just  as  small  business  provides  a  favorable 
economic  climate  for  the  development  of 
healthy  competition,  so  competition  is  the 
greatest  safeguard  for  small  biisiness.  Small 
business  needs  freedom  of  entry  into  new 
Industries  and  occupations.  It  demands 
freedom  to  stait  and  freedom  to  grow.  It 
Is  dependent  on  personal  Initiative  and  the 
individual  judgment  of  its  owner.  It  must 
be  free  of  controlled  prices  and  restrictive 
practices  of  all  kinds. 

LscisLAnoN  APracmfo  small  vusTtnsa 
As  the  role  of  Government  becomes  more 
and  more  intimately  connected  with  the 
operation  of  American  business,  the  impor- 
tance of  Federal  agencies  concerned  with 
small  business  has  proportionately  Increased. 
Today  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, the  Small  Etefense  Plants  Administra- 
tion, the  National  Production  Authority,  the 
Sconomic  Stabilization  Agency  (OPS,  WSB. 
8SB),  the  Defense  Production  Administra- 
tion and  the  Munitions  Board,  among  others, 
are  affecting  the  operation  of  every  small 
business,  and  especially  so  if  a  particular 
business  deals  with  the  Oovernment  in  its 
tremendous  procurement  program. 

Through  the  years  the  Congress  has  taken 
a  direct  and  specific  Interest  in  small  busi- 
ness and  its  problems,  dating  back  to  the 
earliest  tariff  laws  and  to  such  fundamental 
antitrust  legislation  as  the  Sherman  Act  of 
1890.  Over  80  bills  were  Introduced  In  the 
Eighty- second  Congress  having  a  direct  bear- 
ing on  antitrust,  monopoly,  or  small  busi- 
ness. That  this  Congress  saw  flt  to  con- 
sider very  few  of  the  proposals  presented  to 
it,  and  to  actually  enact  even  fewer,  does  not 
necessarily  Indicate  a  dUinterestedness  on 
the  part  of  Congress  nor  a  lack  of  Impor- 
tance of  the  measures  themselves.  But  it 
does  indicate  that  many  problems  worthy  of 
solution  remain  unsolved. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Colorado  [Mr.  Chkno- 
wrrH]. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
happy  to  support  the  resolution  continu- 
ing the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Busi- 
ness. I  feel  that  this  committee  in  past 
years  has  done  a  good  job  and  there  is 
a  definite  need  for  its  activities  at  the 
present  time. 

I  am  happy  and  proud  to  note  that 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  Colo- 
rado (Mr.  Hill]  is  to  be  the  new  chair- 
man of  this  important  committee.  Mr. 
Hill  has  served  on  this  committee  for 
many  years  and  has  been  a  most  active 


and  prominent  member.  I  am  sure  that 
under  his  able  direction  this  committee 
will  be  of  even  more  service  to  the  small- 
business  man  of  the  country. 

It  should  be  obvious  to  everyone  that 
the  small -business  man  is  in  need  of  all 
of  the  a.ssistance  we  can  give  him.  Dur- 
ing a  period  like  this,  when  huge  pur- 
chases are  being  made  for  our  military 
services,  it  is  natural  that  most  of  these 
purchases  are  made  from  large  com- 
panies. It  iS'much  easier  for  a  procure- 
ment ofBcer  to  make  a  purchase  from 
one  company  than  It  is  to  buy  the  same 
amount  from  10  small  companies.  How- 
ever, in  the  interest  of  protecting  the 
economy  of  our  Nation.  I  feel  that  more 
attention  should  be  given  to  the  small 
concern  so  that  it  may  participate  in 
this  program.  I  am  hoping  that  the 
committee  will  give  more  study  to  this 
problem  in  the  coming  months,  to  the 
end  that  the  smaller  contractors  and  In- 
dustrial plants  may  receive  a  greater 
share  of  the  defen.se  purchases. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  resolution. 

According  to  latest  official  figures,  100 
large,  favored  corporations  have  cor- 
nered 62  percent  of  the  dollar  value  of  all 
military  contracts  let  in  the  continental 
United  States. 

At  the  tail  end  of  this  situation,  small 
business  is  receiving  only  19  to  24  percent 
of  the  dollar  value  of  such  military  con- 
tracts. 

These  official  figures  document  the  vir- 
tual freeze-out  of  small  business  in  re- 
cent years,  and  make  clear  the  need 
for  a  watchdog  committee  in  the  interest 
not  only  of  small  business  but  of  the  tax- 
payers. 

Look  at  Munitions  Board  Report  3-A. 
Here  we  see  that  an  astounding  average 
of  about  80  percent  of  the  dollar  value 
of  all  military  contracts  are  negotiated 
or  cost-plus  instead  of  let  on  a  com- 
petitive basis.  As  I  have  said  before  in 
this  House,  how  can  the  taxpayers  obtain 
dollar-for-doUar  value,  much  less  any 
bargains,  without  competitive  bidding? 

If  the  House  Select  Committee  on 
Small  Business  can  channel  into  com- 
petitive bidding  even  one  fair-sized  con- 
tract, slated  to  be  dished  out  on  a  juicy 
negotiated  or  cost-plus  basis,  it  will  save 
so  much,  over  and  above  the  cost  of  its 
existence  under  this  resolution,  that  it 
will  amount  to  a  gilt-edge  investment 
for  the  taxpayers. 

Let  us  keep  this  committee  in  business, 
and.  in  so  doing,  provide  at  least  an  op- 
portunity to  derail  some  of  these  nego- 
tiated, cost-plus  gravy  trains  which 
make  hamburger  out  of  small  business 
and  the  taxpayers. 

Mr,  LATHAM.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  resolution. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  SPEAICER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  House  Resolution  22.  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  Select  Committee  To 
Conduct  a  Study  and  Investigation  of 
the  Problems  of  Small  Business  the  fol- 
lowing Members  of  the  House:  Mr.  Hill, 
Colorado,  chairman:  Mr.  Riehlman.  New 
York:  Mr.  Seely-Brown,  Connecticut; 
Mr.  McCuLLocH,  Ohio;  Mr.  Sheeihn,  Illi- 


nois; Mr.  HosMEX.  California;  Mr.  Pat- 
MAH,  Texas;  Mr.  Evihs,  Tennessee;  Mr. 
MxjLmi.  New  York;  Mr.  Yatis,  Illinois; 
Mr.  Stkxo,  Oklahoma. 


PROVIDING  FOR  AN  UNDER  SECRE- 
TARY OP  STATE  (FOR  ADMINIS- 
TRATION) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  move  that  the  Hou.se  resolve  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  amend 
Public  Law  73,  Eighty-first  Congress. 
first  session  '63  Stat.  HI  > ,  to  provide  for 
an  Under  Secretary  of  State  (for  Ad- 
ministration > . 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  withhold  his  motion  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.     Yes. 
Mr.   HALLECK.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
matter  that  Is  before  us  Is  here  under  a 
unanimous-con.«!ent  agreement  entered 
into  the  other  day  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  measure  under  the  ordinary 
rules  of  the  House.  Unless  there  are 
Members  who  desire  to  make  some  re- 
marks in  respect  to  this  bill,  it  occurs 
to  me  that,  since  the  bill,  as  I  understand, 
was  unanimously  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  it  could  be 
pas.sed  under  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest for  its  immediate  consideration. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  have  no 
objection  to  that  procedure.  The  bill 
was  unanimously  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs.  It  relates  to 
the  authorization  of  the  appointment  of 
an  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  see  here  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  RicH- 
ARDsl.  who  I  know  is  interested  In  the 
matter.  He  is  the  ranking  Democrat  of 
the  committee.  I  wonder  if  he  would 
express  his  wishes  in  respect  to  the  mat- 
ter. I  would  a.ssume,  of  course,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  anyone  desiring  to  extend 
his  remarks  in  connection  with  this 
measure  could  extend  them  at  this  point 
in  the  Record. 

Mr,  RICHARDS.  I  have  no  disposi- 
tion to  object  to  such  a  unanimous-con- 
sent request. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Why  does  not  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  make  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  that  the  bill  be 
considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  That  would  obvi- 
ate the  rule  matter,  and  anyone  who  de- 
sires to  offer  an  amendment  by  way  of 
striking  out  the  last  word  would  be  able 
to  do  so  in  the  Hou.se  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  and  it  would  obviate  gen- 
eral debate  also. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas,  if  we  adopted  that 
procedure,  although  I  take  it  there  would 
be  no  objection  if  someone  would  object, 
then  we  would  be  faced  with  the  necessity 
of  keeping  218  Members  here  in  order  to 
maintain  a  quorum.    If  I  put  the  unani- 
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mous-consent  request.  I  take  it  that  un- 
der a  reservation  of  objection  with  re- 
spect thereto  brief  remarks  might  be 
made  and  extensions  of  remarks  might 
be  made  if  that  be  deemed  desirable. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Just 
want  to  point  out  ihat  there  is  no  dis- 
position on  my  part  as  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  to  oppose  ttiis  bill,  but  I  do  feel 
that  the  House  should  know  what  it  Is 
doing.  I  feel  that  the  House  should  be 
informed  as  to  the  action  taken  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  why 
our  committee  took  that  action  because 
this  is  a  pretty  important  matter.  If 
there  is  any  way  under  regular  parha- 
mentary  procedure  that  I  can  call  a  few 
matters  to  the  att<!ntion  of  the  House 
without  prolonging  debate,  I  will  cer- 
tainly be  willing  to  cooperate. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  renew  my  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin (Mr.  Smith  J 
The  motion  was  t^greed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  re.solved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  (S.  243)  to  amend  Pub- 
lic Law  73,  Eighty -first  Congress,  first 
.session  <63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (for  Adminis- 
tration), with  Mr.  Keating  in  the  chair. 
The  Clerk  read  ttie  title  of  the  bill. 
By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  disjjensed  with. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  will  not  take  up  much  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee  except  to  explain  the 
bill  briefly.  This  matter  is  before  us  in 
the  form  of  a  bill  passed  by  the  other 
body.  It  was  passed  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  vith  an  amendment. 
Tills  bill  amends  Public  Law  73  of  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  to  authorize  the 
appointment  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ad- 
ministration. There  would  be  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  the  Under  Secretary,  and 
then  this  additional  Under  Secretary. 
His  rcsponsibihty  would  be  comparable  to 
a  general  manager  of  the  Etepartment. 
In  other  words,  he  would  have  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  personnel,  and  over  the 
internal  operations  of  the  Department. 
The  lequest  for  this  additional  Under 
Secretary  comes  as  a  result  of  a  condi- 
tion which  has  been  recognized  by  the 
public  over  the  years,  namely,  that  there 
is  need  for  a  close  look  at  the  organiza- 
tion and  operation  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

What  the  committee  amendment  does 
Is  merely  to  determine  the  line  of  suc- 
ce.s.slon.  Policy  matters  will  be  handled 
by  the  Under  Secretary — not  the  individ- 
ual who  will  occupy  this  new  position  of 
Under  Secretary  for  Administration. 

Among  the  responsibilities  of  the  new 
Under  Secretary  will  be  the  review,  eval- 
uation, and  operation  of  the  loyalty  and 
security  programs.  He  will  make  a  care- 
ful examination  of  the  budget  to  assure 
that  it  is  adequate  but  not  excessive. 
He  will  assure  the  coordination  of  the 
Technical  Cooperation  Administration 
and  the  International  Information  Ad- 
ministration with  related  programs  of 
the  Department  and  with  other  agencies. 
The  committee  was  unanimous  in  feel- 


ing that  the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to 
have  this  additional  office.  In  these  crit- 
ical days  it  Is  necessary  for  the  Secre- 
tary to  be  away  about  50  percent  of  the 
time.  In  his  absence  the  Under  Secre- 
tary Is  called  upon  to  act  in  his  place. 
This  second  Under  Secretary  would  not 
deal  in  matters  of  policy.  His  will  be  a 
purely  administrative  Job. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  that  mean  now 
that  there  are  only  two  Under  Secre- 
taries of  State? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  There  is 
only  one. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  there  would  be  one 
additional? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  There 
would  be  one  additional. 

Mr.  GROSS.  How  many  Assistant 
Secretaries  of  State? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  There  are 
10. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  is  here  proposed  to 
create  another  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
to  be  paid  $17,500.  How  much  more  in 
clerical  help  will  be  asked  to  support 
this  office? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  No  more. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  office  of  Ambas- 
sador at  Large  which  Mr.  Jessup  held 
has  been  abolished.  That  was  a  $25,000 
job.  This  position  pays  $17,500,  so  that 
from  a  monetary  standpoint  we  are  sav- 
ing money  on  this  operation. 

Mr.  GROSS.  So  that  by  the  creation 
of  this  job  and  by  the  elimination  of 
the  other  job  we  would  be  saving  the 
magnificent  sum  of  $5,000,  approxi- 
mately? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  It  Is  a 
saving. 

Mr.  GROSS.    A  very  small  saving. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  think  this 
is  a  position  that  should  be  created  to 
insure  more  efficient  administration. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  will  say  to  the  gentle- 
man that  I  thought  the  Republican  Party 
was  out  to  eliminate  a  lot  of  jobs  instead 
of  creating  jobs.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  May  I  re- 
mind the  gentleman  that  the  office  is  for 
2  years,  unless  the  Secretary  determines 
that  the  job  has  been  done  before  that. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentlemen  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  whether  or  not  this  new  em- 
ployee at  $17,500  a  year  is  to  have  a  sec- 
retary or  is  he  to  work  without  one? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  suppose 
he  is  to  have  one. 

Mr.  ROONEY.    How  many? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man realize  that  under  the  provisions 
of  this  pending  legislation  you  are  set- 
ting up  a  whole  new  echelon  in  the  State 
Etepartment.  to  do  work  that  was  for- 
merly done  by  one  man? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Unfortu- 
nately it  was  never  done. 

Mr.  ROONEY.    What  was  never  done? 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  The  De- 
partment is  in  a  mess.  We  have  heard 
all  about  this  mess. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  WeU.  the  Department 
Is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  gentleman's 
party.  We  shall  see  what  mess  there  is. 
But  we  are  talking  about  setting  up  an 
entirely  new  echelon  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment. May  I  ask  the  gentleman  whether 
or  not  this  is  pursuant  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Hoover  Commission, 
or  whether  or  not  it  is  contrary  to  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Hoover 
Commission. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  cannot 
answer  that  question  because  the  mat- 
ter was  not  discussed,  but  this  does  not 
caU  for  more  money.  It  is  within  the 
appropriations  as  they  exist  today. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  saj's 
the  job  does  not  call  for  more  money? 
You  are  not  setting  up  a  new  job  for 
$17,500  a  year  without  setting  up  a  whole 
new  echelon.  The  gentleman  knows 
that. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.     The  testi- 
mony we  have  had  does  not  indicate  that. 
Mr.  JUDD.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Ml-.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Was  not  the  testimony 
before  our  committee  that  the  new  Sec- 
retary said  that  the  Secretaries  were  so 
harassed  by  administrative  matters  that 
they  did  not  get  a  chance  to  study  mat- 
ters of  organization,  which  is  the  first 
job  we  want  to  think  about  for  efficiency. 
He  asked  for  this  man  temporarily  to  go 
m  there  and  take  a  fresh  look  at  the  De- 
partment. He  was  convinced  that  if  this 
were  done,  we  could  reduce  many  opera- 
tions of  the  Department.  If  personnel  m 
the  Department  is  to  be  reduced,  an  ex- 
pert should  be  brought  in  to  make  a  care- 
ful study,  rather  than  depend  on  people 
who  are  involved  in  it  to  clean  up  them- 
selves. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
exactly  right.  Testimony  before  our  com- 
mittee showed  that  the  Secretary  was  so 
absorbed  in  policy  questions  that  he 
could  not  study  administrative  pro- 
grams. That  is  the  testimony  on  the 
part  of  the  men  who  are  presently  in  the 
Department. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Who  is  the  expert  who 
is  supposed  to  be  hired  to  fill  this  job? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  can  only 
repeat  from  hearsay:  A  gentleman  by  the 
name  of  Lourle. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Donold  Lourie,  president 
of  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.,  in  the  gentle- 
man's own  district. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  is  not  In  my  district. 
Does  being  president  of  the  Quaker  Oats 
Co.  qualify  him  to  be  Under  Secretai-y  of 
State? 

Mr.  JUDD.  No;  but  he  has  demon- 
strated the  qualities  to  be  a  successful 
administrator  of  a  large  establishment. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  WiU  the  gentleman 
assure  the  House  that  the  filUng  of  this 
new  position  by  an  officer  from  Quaker 
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Omts  la  not  going  to  require  the  employ- 
ment of  additional  personnel  in  the  De- 
partment  of  State  to  work  under  him? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  go- 
ing to  leave  that  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  But  the  gentleman 
wants  to  authorize  this  inan  to  have  a 
desk  at  $17,500  a  year  to  do  work  that 
has  been  carried  on  by  one  man. 

Mr.  SBCTH  of  Wisconsin.  He  will 
have  the  desk  that  Mr.  Jessup  had. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
mittee that  I  intend  to  support  this  bill. 
I  think  the  committee  knows  what  it  is 
doing.  I  have  an  idea  that  if  this  bill 
had  come  up  last  year  you  would  have 
really  heard  something  in  this  House. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  bill  does  some- 
thing for  the  new  President  and  the  new 
Secretary  of  State,  both  fine,  patriotic 
Americans,  and  both,  I  am  sure,  intend 
to  do  what  they  think  is  t)est  for  this 
country.  They  are  coming  here  and 
asking  this  Congress  right  off  to  cre- 
ate a  new  Under  Secretary.  I  think  they 
have  pretty  good  grounds  for  this  action. 
As  things  stand  now,  we  have  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  and  10  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
State.  I  think  the  new  administration 
should  justify  a  request  for  the  creation 
of  an  additional  high-level  job  when 
they  make  it,  and  I  think  they  have 
Justified  this  request.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  as  has  just  been  said,  everybody 
knows  the  Secretary  of  State  now  can- 
not do  the  job  that  is  sought  to  be  done 
here;  in  the  first  place,  he  is  out  of  the 
country  half  the  time  dealing  with 
United  States  responsibility  in  world  af- 
fairs. W!ien  he  goes  out  of  the  country 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  takes  his 
place  and  has  all  policy  matters  under 
his  control.  What  time  is  he  going  to 
get  to  attend  to  the  administrative  de- 
tails of  the  Department  and  to  clean  out 
ans^hing  down  there  that  is  wrong? 

Mr.  Acheson.  the  former  Secretary  of 
State,  whom  I  think  will  go  down  in  his- 
tory as  one  of  the  greatest  Secretaries  of 
State  this  country  has  ever  had,  had  a 
hard  time  because  he  did  not  have  time 
to  devote  his  attention  to  administrative 
details  in  the  Department;  and  neither 
did  his  Under  Secretary  of  State  have 
time. 

I  think  Mr.  Dulles  is  on  the  right  track 
when  he  says  he  wants  a  man  who  can 
do  the  jobs  that  he  is  going  to  be  unable 
to  do  in  view  of  his  duties  as  Secretary 
of  State. 

As  far  as  saving  money  Is  concerned, 
that  is  a  horse  of  another  color.  Even 
if  this  bill  does  not  save  money,  I  think 
it  would  still  be  a  good  thing.  This  new 
Under  Secretary  of  State  will  be  paid 
$17,500  a  year.  Each  one  of  the  Assist- 
ant Secretaries  of  State  is  now  paid  $15  - 
000.  They  have  been  operating  down 
there  with  two  Deputy  Under  Secretaries 
of  State  whom  I  think  receive  $15,000. 
It  was  said  that  we  would  save  money 
because  Mr.  Jessup,  Mr.  Truman's  roving 
Ambassador,  has  been  let  go.  i  do  not 
know  about  that;  all  I  know  is  that  we 
are  providing  in  this  bill  $17,500  for  a 
new  Under  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  President  Elsenhower  is 
XMt  tolng  to  appoint  him  a  roving  Am- 


bassador  and  pay  him  $25,000,  which  he 
can  do  under  existing  legislation.  I  am 
not  basing  my  support  on  the  claim  that 
this  is  in  the  interest  of  economy;  I  am 
basing  it  on  the  claim  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  orderly  government  and  or- 
derly procedure  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  GROSS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GROSS.  I  would  suggest  to  the 
gentleman  that  if  these  Secretaries  of 
State  would  stay  home  and  attend  to  the 
business  of  this  country  there  would  be 
more  money  in  the  United  States 
Treasury. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Well,  maybe  so. 
May  I  say  that  they  have  had  John 
Peurifoy  down  there  trying  to  do  the  job. 
and  he  did  a  wonderful  job  before  he  left 
to  become  our  Ambassador  to  Greece. 
They  have  had  Carlisle  Humelsine  as 
Deputy  Secretary  of  State.  He  has  done 
a  fine  job  and  has  made  a  lot  of  progress. 
They  have  had  Mr.  Webb,  who  had  to  get 
into  policy  matters  while  Secretary 
Acheson  was  away,  and.  therefore,  did 
not  have  time  to  go  into  the  field  of  ad- 
ministration to  the  extent  he  would  have 
liked  to.  Mr.  Bruce  has  been  a  particu- 
larly able  Under  Secretary,  and  I  am  sure 
he  wanted  to  do  more  than  he  was  able 
to  Improve  the  organization  and  opera- 
tion of  the  Department.  All  these  men 
have  made  good  records  for  thera.selves. 
I  believe  Mr.  Dulles,  if  given  a  fair 
chance,  will  make  a  great  record  for 
himself.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  United  States  to  provide  this  Under 
Secretary;  but  let  us  not  do  it  in  the 
guise  of  economy,  because  you  are  not 
economizing.  That  is  all  there  is  to  It. 
If  you  pass  this  bill  you  are  going  to  do 
it  because  you  feel  it  is  a  good  invest- 
ment. It  is  entirely  possible  that  it  will 
cost  $25,000  more  than  you  are  paying 
now  for  the  same  kind  of  service.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  President  will  not 
exercise  the  right  that  he  has  to  appoint 
somebody  in  Mr.  Jessup's  place. 

I  hope  every  Member  of  the  House  will 
vote  for  this  bill,  but  I  want  you  to  do  it 
with  your  eyes  open. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  (Mr.  BentleyI. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.    May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man, is  there  also  to  be  set  up  a  posi- 
tion to  be  known  as  Assistant  Deputv 
Under  Secretary  for  Administraticn' 
Mr.   BENTLEY.     No. 
Mr.  ROONEY.    Is  that  contemplated'' 
Mr.    BENTLEY.     No. 
Mr.  ROONEY.     Do  you  mean  to  say 
that  this  man  is  not  to  have  an  assist- 
ant, the  man  who  is  going  to  fill  this 
job? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  believe  the  testi- 
mony before  the  committee  was  that  Mr 
Humelsine.  who  is  technically  an  Assist- 
ant Secretary  today,  holding  the  title  of 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Administra- 


tion, would  resume  his  title  as  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  under  the 
new  Under  Secretary  for  Administration. 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  That  Is  my  under- 
standing. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  So  that  you  will 
have  an  Under  Secretary  for  Administra- 
tion, you  will  have  an  Assistant  Secre- 
tary for  Administration,  and  you  will 
have,  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  RooNrv)  said  earlier,  an  entirely 
new  echelon  to  be  administered  by  a  new 
Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

Mr.  BENTLEY.     That  is  possibly  so. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  freshman  Mem- 
ber of  the  House.  I  certainly  intend  to  be 
as  brief  as  possible  in  my  remarks  on  the 
consideration  of  S.  243  which  creates  the 
post  of  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Administration.  I  would  not  even  pre- 
sume upon  the  time  of  my  colleague  were 
it  not  for  the  fact  that  I  consider  that 
more  than  8  years  of  service  with  the 
State  Department  and  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice enable  me  to  speak  with  at  least  a 
relative  amount  of  experience  in  this 
field. 

On  the  basis  of  these  8  years'  service. 
there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  in  my 
mind  that  a  tremendous  job  of  reorgani- 
zation is  badly  needed  within  the  De- 
partment of  State,  the  Foreign  Service, 
and  related  special  programs.  Such  a 
task  cannot  and  should  not  be  the  direct 
responsibility  of  the  Secretary  nor  even 
of  the  permanent  Under  Secretary.  If 
we  want  Mr  Dulles  und  General  Smith 
free  to  perform  their  most  urgent  re- 
.iponsibilities  and  duties,  they  should  and 
must  be  permitted  to  formulate  and  exe- 
cute over-all  foreign  policy  without  be- 
ing burdened  by  the  details  of  organiza- 
tion and  administration. 

However,  these  details  are  too  weighty 
and  the  job  to  be  done  is  too  important 
for  1  of  the  10  Assistant  Secretaries, 
The  job  will  require  the  full  time  of  a 
top-level  man  who  Is  free  to  devote  his 
entire  energy  to  the  important  task  of 
pruning,  cutting,  and  reorganizing  where 
such  functions  have  to  be  performed. 

S.  243  provides  for  an  initial  2-year 
tenure  of  office  for  the  position  we  are 
presently  considering.  I  believe  this 
time  to  be  ."lufflcient  to  organize  our  for- 
eign-relations activities  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  I  c.-rtainly  do  not  want  this  to 
be  considered  a  permanent  State  De- 
partment job. 

My  own  service  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment convinced  me  of  the  urgent  need 
for  reorganization  in  the  name  of  econ- 
omy and  improved  service.  I  am  equally 
convinced  that  such  reorganization  can 
only  be  accomplished  by  the  creation  of 
this  temporary  position.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  strongly  urcre  the  pa.spage  of  S.  243  as 
amended  in  our  committee  to  establish 
the  order  of  precedence  in  the  State  De- 
partment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  (Mr.  Roosevelt] 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
think  there  is  a  reasonable  argument  in 
favor  of  this  legi.slation. 

Although  I  do  think  that  I  am  accurate 
When  I  .<:ay  that  there  was  no  great  en- 
thusia.sm  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  for  this  propo.^^al,  we  unanimous- 
ly went  along  with  it  because  it  was  the 
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considered  judgment  of  all  members  of 
the  committee  to  give  the  new  adminis- 
tration at  its  inception  the  tools  it  thinks 
it  needs.  The  most  Important  argument 
that  was  presented  to  us,  and  which  has 
not  yet  been  mentioned  by  my  colleagues, 
was  that  the  job  of  reorganizing  and  of 
pruning  within  the  Department  of  State 
and  of  cutting  down  on  the  requests  for 
reports  by  other  Departments  cannot  be 
handled  by  a  Deputy  Under  Secretary  or 
by  an  Assistant  Secretary,  because  they 
lack  the  prestige.  If  you  will  remem- 
ber, throughout  our  hearings,  the  word 
prestige  came  up  frequently.  Mr.  Dulles 
and  Mr.  Humelsine  in  their  testimony 
stated  that  the  Under  Secretary  would 
have  sufficient  prestige. 

I  personally  do  not  think  that  the 
creation  of  an  Under  Secretary  Is  the 
only  way  and  certainly  not  the  most  eco- 
nomical way  of  reorganizing  the  Depart- 
ment of  State.  But  I  am  going  along  al- 
though reluctantly,  because  of  this  ques- 
tion of  prestige  that  they  consider  so 
important.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Lourie 
must  be  able  to  have  that  prestige  of  a 
title  when  he  goes  over  to  talk  to  Mr. 
Wilson  of  the  Defense  Department. 

For  these  reasons.  I  will  support  this 
legislation  very  reluctantly.  But  I  do 
not  think  this  is  a  measure  of  economy. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  JavitsI. 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think 
this  is  a  case  very  much  like  the  Hoover 
Commission  case  where  money  had  to  be 
invested  In  order  to  save  money.  Now 
if  we  are  spending  $17,500  or  even 
$25,000.  and  it  will  cut  down  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  waste  In  the  State  De- 
partment, which  every  foreign  traveler 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  has  reported, 
that  is  not  only  a  good  Investment  but 
it  Is  what  we  did  with  the  Hoover  Com- 
mi.ssion.  If  that  Is  the  preferable  way, 
we  are  putting  a  man  in  charge  who  has 
had  great  experience  in  business,  and 
thereby  cut  out  waste  and.  further,  it 
will  bolster  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
United  States, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  1  minute  for  the  pm-- 
pose  of  reading  into  the  Record  a  state- 
ment by  Mr.  Humelsine.  who  was  Deputy 
Undersecretary  of  State,  which  you  will 
find  on  page  2  of  the  hearings: 

TTiere  has  been  continual  need  for  better 
organization  In  the  Department  of  State — 
better  organization  than  It  has  today.  I  be- 
lieve that  there  could  be  economies  prac- 
ticed In  the  Department  of  State  beyond 
those  that  we  have  been  able  to  put  Into 
effect  In  the  past  years.  This  would  create 
rtn  Under  Secretary  who  would  spend  his 
whole  time  looking  at  the  problems  of  the 
Department  of  State  and  trying  to  see  that 
It  was  organized  properly.  He  would  try 
to  carry  out  reorganizations  where  they  were 
iieces-^ary.  and  he  would  have  the  authority 
to  see  that  point  4  was  properly  managed  and 
npcntted;  to  see  that  the  Information  pro- 
gram was  properly  managed  and  operated. 

In  a  nuUhell,  that  is  the  desire  of  the  ad- 
ininlsiration — to  have  a  man  that  can  do 
that  Job. 

'rhere  is  no  position  in  the  Department  of 
State  at  the  present  time  that  will  allow 
that  sort  of  a  Job  to  be  performed. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross  J. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  interesting  things  I  have 
seen  in  the  House  of  Representatives  in 
the  4  years  I  have  been  a  Member.  Here 
today  are  the  Democrats  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs  gaily  going  along 
with  the  creation  of  a  new  job  In  the 
State  Department  at  $17,500  a  year,  plus 
a  staff,  to  take  out  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment the  lard  they  put  in. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Richards], 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  say  this  to  the  Members  of  the 
House.  The  kind  of  man  you  get  for 
this  job  is  far  more  important  than  the 
question  of  creating  the  job.  The  kind 
of  man  this  administration  needs,  if  it 
will  take  my  humble  advice,  is  not  a  man 
who  has  made  $5,000,000  from  the  inven- 
tion of  a  rat  trap  or  something  like  that 
and  shown  his  ability  only  in  that  field. 
It  should  not  be  some  academician  or 
someone  already  in  the  Department. 
You  need  a  double-barrelled  man.  a  man 
who  has  proven  his  business  ability,  a 
man  that  knows  something  about  the 
State  Department  and  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice, so  he  will  not  find  himself  in  a  dead- 
end street  down  there  as  have  a  good 
many  of  his  predecessors. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  1  of  the 
act  of  May  28.  1949  (63  Stat.  Ill;  5  U.  8.  C. 
151a),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following: 

•'Until  December  31.  1954.  unless  the  office 
shall  be  abolished  sooner  by  the  President, 
there  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  State  a 
second  Under  Secretary  of  State  (for  Admin- 
istration )  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Pres- 
ident, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
(for  Administration)  shall  receive  compen- 
sation at  the  rate  of  $17,500  per  annum,  and 
shall  perform  such  duties  and  exercise  such 
administrative  powers  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  prescribe." 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  after  line  5.  strike  out  the  remain- 
der of  the  page  and  all  of  page  2  down  to  and 
Including  line  4,  and  insert  the  following: 

'Until  December  31,  1954.  unless  the  office 
shall  be  abolished  sooner  by  the  President, 
there  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  State  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  AdmlnUtration 
who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  who  shall  take  precedence  in  the 
Department  of  State  next  after  the  Secre- 
tary and  the  Under  Secretary.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  AdmlnUtration  shall 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  917,500 
per  annum,  and  shall  perform  such  duties 
and  exercise  such  administrative  powers  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe." 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dies  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment:  On  page  2,  line  13.  after 
"rate  of",  strike  out  "$17,500"  and  Insert 
"$12,500.  •• 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  of- 
fered this  amendment  because  for  a  long 
time  Congress  has  been  creating  Jobs 
and  paying  salaries  that  are  consider- 


ably higher  than  the  salaries  received 
by  Members  of  the  House  and  of  the 
Senate. 

When  I  came  to  Congress  in  1931  a 
Congressman  or  a  Senator  got  $10,000  a 
year  and  paid  $250.  approximately,  in 
Income  tax.  The  purchasing  po-ver  of 
his  $9,750  would  buy  in  Washington  more 
than  $20,000  will  buy  now.  I  bought  a 
3-sfc?>ry  brick  house  near  Sixteenth 
Street  for  $8,800.  $1,250  down  and  $40 
a  month. 

Coming  back  to  Washington  after  8 
years,  I  find  that  Members  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Senate  are  underpaid  or  else 
the  bureaucrats  are  overpaid.  I  cannot 
imderstand  why  they  want  to  create 
jobs  and  pay  $17,500  to  men  in  the  de- 
partments when  we  pay  ourselves  $12,- 
500.  I  do  not  think  there  ought  to  be 
anybody  in  the  Government  outside  of 
the  President,  and  possibly  the  Vice 
President,  who  should  receive  more  than 
Members  of  the  House  and  of  the  Senate. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  stupid 
errors  that  have  occurred  have  been  the 
result  of  executive  mismanagement.  In 
my  judgment,  the  composite  judgment 
of  this  House  is  superior  to  the  judgment 
of  the  executive  branch  of  our  Govern- 
ment. 

As  a  result  of  my  own  service  here, 
and  the  fact  that  my  father  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  for  many  years.  I  found 
out  that  the  average  Congressman  who 
serves  on  a  committee  and  the  average 
committee  is  far  better  informed  on  any 
economic  or  political  question  than  the 
average  man  who  is  imported  to  the 
executive  department  and  heralded  as  a 
brain  truster.  I  think  we  ought  to  re- 
store the  dignity  and  prerogatives  of  the 
riouse  of  Representatives.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  if  we  had  asserted  our  preroga- 
tives and  our  independence  15  years  ago, 
we  would  have  spared  this  country  some 
of  the  tragic  errors  that  have  occurred. 
So  I  think  it  is  a  good  beginning  to  es- 
tablish a  precedent.  If  you  are  going 
to  create  executive  officers,  then  they 
ought  not  to  receive  any  more  money 
than  the  Senators  and  the  Representa- 
tives. Let  us  put  a  ceiling  on  it.  A  ceil- 
ing that  will  require  them  to  live  on 
the  same  salary  and  the  same  income 
as  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  We  have  a  responsible  job.  Our 
cost  of  living  is  just  as  high  as  the  cost 
of  living  of  the  average  bureau  chief. 
I  never  could  imderstand  why  we  have 
an  inferiority  complex  about  our  service 
here.  We  have  literally  wasted  billions 
of  dollars  all  over  the  earth,  and  we 
have  never  been  reluctant  to  vote  bil- 
lions of  dollars  for  appropriations.  We 
have  people  traveling  all  over  the  earth, 
enjoying  almost  unlimited  expense  ac- 
counts. We  have  not  l)een  economical 
in  our  dealings  with  the  executive  de- 
partment. We  gave  the  President  $50,- 
000  tax  exemption  which  was  equiva- 
lent to  almost  one-half  million  dollars  of 
income.  It  would  seem  to  me.  therefore, 
that  we  have  a  splendid  opportunity  this 
afternoon  to  establish  a  precedent,  which 
we  ought  to  follow  from  now  on,  and 
that  is  to  Umit  the  salary  and  the  in- 
come of  every  agent  or  every  officer  that 
we  create  to  the  sum  of  $12,500.  I  offer 
this  amendment  in  good  faith,  and  with 
the  earnest  hope  that  it  will  be  adopted. 
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'Mr.  HALLECEL  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIES.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man has  done  us  a  great  service  in  call- 
ing our  attention  to  some  of  these  mat- 
ters, but  I  trust  that  his  amendment  does 
not  prevail  because  it  may  be  that  he 
has  the  cart  before  the  horse.  However, 
I  do  want  to  commend  the  gentleman 
for  calling  these  matters  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Congress  and  the  country. 
Mr.  DIES.  I  appreciate  the  commen- 
dation, but  still  the  logic  of  the  situa- 
tion is  with  me.  If  we  serve  here  as 
Members  of  the  Congress  and  of  the 
other  body  for  $12,500.  and  if  we  are 
adequately  paid,  and  our  jobs  are  as  re- 
sponsible as  they  are,  then  it  seems  to 
me  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  ought 
to  serve  for  the  same  money. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  Diis]. 

The  question  was  taken;   and  on  a 
division  (demanded  bt  Mr.  Dixs).  there 
were — ayes  55.  noes  &1, 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  CHAIRMAN.     Tire  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  while  he  is  not  of  the 
same  political  party  as  I  am.  he  Is  a 
personal  friend  of  mine.  Friendship  to 
me  transcends  the  middle  aisle,  as  it 
does  with  all  of  us.  Certainly  I  try  to 
follow  that  policy.  My  friends  are  my 
friends,  without  regard  to  their  political 
aflailations.  racial  origin,  or  religion,  or 
anything  else. 

I  was  very  pleased  to  note  recently 
that  one  of  our  former  colleagues  who 
served  in  this  House  with  ability,  dis- 
tinction, and  courage  was  appointed  to 
the  responsible  position  of  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  liaison  with  Congress. 
I  refer  to  our  good  friend  Thruston  Mor- 
ton from  Kentucky.    That  brought  great 
pleasure  to  me.    My  years  of  association 
with  him.  I  think  he  was  here  6  years, 
were  most  pleasant.    He  was  a  valued 
Member  of  this  House.    He  did  not  seek 
reelection.    He  gave  to  this  House  the 
benefit  of  his  knowledge  and  experience. 
He    gained    in    this    House    experience 
which  he  will  carry  with  him  into  his  new 
position  of  responsibility.    I  congratulate 
President    Eisenhower    and    Secretary 
Dulles  in  appointing  Thr\iston  Morton. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  in  his  new  position 
he  will  have  every  happiness  and  suc- 
cess. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  Is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  that  the  Committee  do  now 
rise   and   report   the   bill   back   to   the 
House  with  an  amendment'  with  the  rec- 
ommendation that  the  amendment  be 
agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  Comimittee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  Kbating,  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  DqI^.  reported  that  that  Committee 
having  md  under  consideration  the  bill 
(6. 243)  to  amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty- 


first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill)  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State  (for  Administration),  had  di- 
rected him  to  report  the  bill  back  to 
the  House,  with  an  amendment,  with  the 
recommendation  that  the  amendment  be 
agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  move  the  previous  question  on  the 
bill  and  amendment  thereto  to  final 
passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  the 
third  time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  ayes  ap- 
peared to  have  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  is 
not  present,  and  I  make  the  point  of  or- 
der that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting]  One  hundred  and 
eighty-four  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  vill  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  342,  nays  18,  not  voting  72. 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  4] 
YEAS— 343 


Adair 

Addonlzlo 

Allen,  Calif. 

Allen.  111. 

Andersen, 
H  Carl 

Andresen. 
August  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Asplnall 

Auchlncloss 

Ayres 

Bailey 

Baker 

Bates 

Battle 

Beamer 

Becker 

Belcher 

Bender 

Bennett,  FHa. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Bentley 

Bentsea 

Berry 

Betts 

Bishop 

Blatnlk 

Boggs 

Boland 

Boiling 

Bolton, 

Frances  P. 
Bolton. 

Oliver  P. 
Bonln 
Bosch 
Bow 

Bramblett 
Bray 

Brooks.  La. 
Brooks.  Tex. 
Brown,  Ga. 
Brown,  OhiO 
BrownsoQ 
BroyhlU 
Bryson 
Buchp.nan 
Rudge 
Burleaoa 


Busbey 

Bush 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Byrnes,  Wl.s. 

Campbell 

Canfleld 

Carlyle 

Carnahan 

Carrigg 

Cec'prberg 

Celler 

Chatham 

Chenoweth 

Chudoff 

Church 

Clevenger 

Cole.  Mo. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Coimer 

Condoa 

Coon 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Cotton 

Coudert 

Cretella 
Grosser 

Crumpacker 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

D»g\ie 

Davis,  Ga. 

Davis.  Tenn. 

Davis,  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

DKwart 

Dies 

Dodd 

Dol  liver 

Donovan 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Doyle 

Eberharter 

Edmondsoa 


Elliott 

Kngle         J 

Pc:ghan    J 

Penton 

Pino 

Pisher 

Porand 

Pord 

Forrester 

Friizler 

Frellnghuysen 

Pulton 

Ci.inible 

Gary 

Oathings 

Gavin 

Gentry 

George 

Goodwin 

Gordon 

Grannhan 

Grant 

Gregory 

Gubser 

Gwinn 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Hale 

Haley 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hart 

Hays.  Ark. 

Hebert 

Heller 

Herlong 

He.«!elton 

Hesa 

Hlestand 

Hill 

HiUelson 

Hillings 

Hln.shaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  m. 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Holme* 

Holt 


Holtznuin 

Hope 

Horan 

Hoamer 

Howell 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

Jensen 

Johnson 

Jonas.  111. 

Jonas,  N  C. 

Jone«,  Mo. 

Judd 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kean 

Kearney 

Kearns 

Keating 

Kelley,  P». 

Kelly.  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kersien.  Wis. 

Kilburn 

Kllday 

King,  Calir. 

King.  Pa. 

Kirwan 

Kluczynskl 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanham 

Lantaff 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Lealnskl 

Long 

Lovre 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

MrCnrmack 

McCulloch 

McDonough 

Mclntire 

McMillan 

McVey 

Mack.  111. 

Mack,  Wajsh. 

Madden 

Magnuson 

Mnhon 

MaiUiard 

Martin.  Iowa 

Mstthpws 

Meader 

M^rrUl 


Abernethy 

Alexander 

Hurdick 

Bvrd 

Dowdy 

Fountain 


Merrow 
MetcaU 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Miller,  N.  T. 

MuUohan 

Morrison 

Mom 

Muiter 

Mununa 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norblad 

NorreU 

Oakman 

O'Brien,  111. 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

ONelll 

Comers 

Ostertac 

Pa.saman 

Patman 

Patten 

Patteraon 

Pelly 

Pfost 

Phllbln 

Phillips 

Plllloa 

Poage 

Poff 

Polk 

Poulson 

Preston 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Ralna 

Ray 

Ray  bum 

Reams 

Reed.  Ill 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Re«s,  Kans. 

Regan 

Rhodes.  Arli. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Richards 

Riehlman 

Rivers 

Roberta 

Robeaon,  Va. 

Robalon,  Ky. 

Rodino 

Rogers.  Colo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Roosevelt 

Badlak 

St  George 

Saylor 

NAYa— 18 

GroM 

Hays,  Ohio 
Hull 

Jones,  N.  C. 
Lucas 
Mitrahall 


February  3 

Bcbenck 

Scherar 

Scott 

ScrlTner 

Scudder 

Becrest 

Seely-Brown 

Belden 

Sbafer 

Sheppanl 

Short 

Bleminakl 

Blkea 

Simpson,  ni. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith.  Mln 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wla. 

Spcnce 

8t«CB*ra 

Stanley 

BteM 

StrlncfeUow 

Sullivan 

Sutton 

Taber 

Talle 

Taylor 

Teague 

Thompson.  La. 

Thompaoo, 

Mich. 
Thorn  berry 
ToUefson 
TrlmbU 
Dtt 

Van  Pelt 
Van  Zandt 
Velde 

Walnwrlght 
Walter 
Wampler 
Warburtoa 
WatU 
Welchel 
Westland 
Wharton 
Whltten 
Wtckersham 
Wldnall 
Wlgglesvorth 
Williams.  Mlsa. 
Willis 

WUson.  Calif. 
Wllaon.  Ind. 
Wlnstead 
Withers 
Wlthrow 
Wolverton 
Yorty 
Younf 
Younger 
Zablockl 


O'Bara.  Dl. 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Rooney 

Shuford 

Wheeler 

Wlar 


Abbltt 

Albert 

B.irdcn 

Barrett 

Bonner 

Hoy  It  in 

Uuckiey 

Camp 

C.innon 

Case 

Chelf 

Chlperfield 

Clardy 

Cooley 

Dawson,  111, 

Din  gel  1 

Doliinger 

Dondero 

Donohue 

Durham 

E'ii.swonh 

Evuis 

Fallon 

Fernandez 


NOT  VOTINO— 72 

Murray 
O'Brien.  Mich, 
O'Brien.  N.  Y. 
O'Konakl 


Fine 

Fonarty 

Frledel 

Oarmatz 

Golden 

Graham 

Green 

Harris 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Holifleld 

Javtu 

Jenkins 

Jones,  Ala. 

Kee 

Klein 

McGregor 

Machrowlcx 

Ma.son 

Miller,  Kana. 

Mills 

Morano 

Morgan 

Moulder 


Perkins 

Powell 

Rabaut 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Riley 

Sheehaa 

Shelley 

Simpson.  Pa. 

SmaU 

Springer 

Stauffer 

Thomas 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Vltuon 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Williams.  N.  T. 

Wilson.  Tex. 

Wolcott 

Yates 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced   the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  Chlperfield  with  Mr.  Cooley. 

Mr    Vorys  with  Mr.  RUey. 

Mr  Javits  with  Mr.  Yates. 

Mr.  Dondero  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  New  York. 
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Mr   Graham  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

Mr.  McOregor  wltb  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr   Case  with  Mr.  Qreen. 

Mr.  Jenkins  with  Mrs.  Kee. 

Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Shelley. 

Mr.  Wolcott  with  Mr.  Donohue. 

Mr.  Sheehan  with  Mr.  Pogarty. 

Mr  Simpson  of  Penneylyanla  with  Mr. 
Garmatc. 

Mr   Vursell  with  Mr.  FrledeL 

Mr.  ElUworth  with  Mr.  Pine. 

Mr   Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  Mr.  Klein. 

Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Dolllnger. 

Mr   Springer  with  Mr   Camp. 

Mr.  WUllams  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Bar- 
rett 

Mr    Mason  with  Mr    Abbltt. 

Mr.  Morano  with  Mr   Dlngell. 

Mr    O'Konskl  wltb  Mr    Morgan. 

Mr    H&rvey  with  Mr    Moulder. 

Mr    Stauifer  with  Mr.  Powell. 

Mr    Clardy  with  Mr.  :Machrowlcz. 

Mr   Golden  with  Mr.  Kvlns. 

Mr   Small  with  Mr   Pullon. 

Mr.  Hunter  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay  "  to  "yea." 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  changed  his  vote 
from  "present"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  annoimced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73.  Eighty- 
first  Congres-s.  first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill) . 
to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Administration." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  20  minutes  on  Monday  next, 
following  the  legislative  business  of  the 
day  and  any  other  special  orders  here- 
tofore entered. 


ADJOURNMENT    UNTIL   FRIDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  It  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Friday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  a-as  no  objection. 


HON.  THOMAS  B.  STANLEY 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Smith  1 . 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  have  asked  for  recognition  at  this  time 
In  order  that  I  might  regretfully  an- 
nounce the  retirement  from  Congress  of 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  the 
Fifth  IXstrict  of  Virginia.  Hon.  Thomas 
B.  Stanlty. 

Mr.  Stanley  has  served  in  the  Seven- 
ty-ninth. Eightieth,  Eighty-first.  Eighty- 
second,  and  Eighty-third  Congresses. 
Since  he  has  been  here  he  has  endeared 
himself  to  the  Members  of  the  House,  to 
his  friends  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and 
I  am  sure  you  all  join  with  me  in  re- 
gretting that  he  is  leaving  this  body. 

During  the  last  Congress  he  was  chair- 
man of  the  important  Committee  on 
House  Administration  where  he  served 
as  he  did  on  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  with  great  dis- 
tinction. 


Mr.  Stanley  has  a  long  public  career : 
He  was  first  a  businessman,  a  fanner, 
then  he  engaged  extensively  in  the  furni- 
ture manufacturing  business.  But  there 
never  was  a  time  in  the  life  of  this  busy 
man  when  he  was  not  wllUng  to  lay  aside 
his  own  fortunes  and  affairs  in  order 
to  serve  his  county,  his  State,  and  his 
Nation. 

He  was  for  six  terms  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Delegates  of  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia where  he  served  with  great  dis- 
tinction, and  owing  to  his  ability,  his 
popularity  with  his  colleagues,  became 
and  remained  for  three  terms  in  the  leg- 
islature. Speaker  of  the  House  of  Dele- 
gates of  Virginia. 

He  became  known  here  for  his  cour- 
age, his  conservatism,  and  his  allegiance 
to  conservative  and  sane  measures  that 
were  presented  to  this  House. 

I  shall  feel  a  sense  of  personal  loss 
when  Mr.  Stanley  retires  from  the  Con- 
grc-rs.  and  I  am  sure  our  State  and  the 
Nation  v/ill  suffer  a  loss.  I  regret  to  see 
him  go. 

I  yield  to  the  distinguished  minority 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Rayburn). 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  join 
with  t.'ie  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SMi-rnJ  in  regretting  tliat  Mr.  Stanley 
has  made  up  his  mind  to  work  in  another 
field  of  endeavor  and  leave  us  where  he 
has  been  such  a  great  joy  to  many  of  us 
\.  ith  his  fine  personality  and  his  splendid 
legislative  experience  that  he  brought 
here  from  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Vir- 
ginia. 

Further  than  that.  I  feel  almost  a  kin- 
ship with  Mr.  Stanley  because  in  his 
county  in  the  State  of  Virginia  my  an- 
cestors are  buried,  in  Henry  County.  I 
went  down  there  and  had  a  delightful 
visit  with  him  and  his  charming  lady.  A 
great  improvement  was  going  on  there 
and  my  ancestors  had  to  be  moved  out  of 
the  old  family  grave  and  brought  over 
to  another  cemetery  and  I  was  down 
there  at  the  dedication. 

I  enjoyed  my  visit  in  that  fine  part  of 
old  Virginia,  for  it  brought  back  things 
that  my  mother  had  told  me  about  her 
grandfather  and  grandmother  who  lived 
in  that  neighborhood  and  who  are  now 
buried  there. 

It  is  with  regret  that  I  lose  the  asso- 
ciation of  this  fine  friend,  this  fine  leg- 
islator. I  wish  him  well  in  any  field  of 
endeavor  he  desires  to  enter  or  into 
which  his  ambition  may  lead  him. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  thank  the 
minority  leader  and  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gary]. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  marks 
a  milestone  in  an  outstanding  legisla- 
tive career  which  has  spanned  nearly  a 
quarter  century.  Twenty-three  years 
ago  Thomas  B.  SxANLrr  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Vir- 
ginia. It  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
him  in  that  body  for  two  terms,  during 
which  I  formed  a  very  strong  attach- 
ment for  him.  His  ability,  sound  judg- 
ment, and  qualities  of  leadership  were 
soon  recognized,  and  in  1942  he  was  ele- 
vated to  the  office  of  speaker  of  the  oldest 
law-making  body  on  the  American  con- 
tinent, in  which  capacity  he  served  for 
three  terms. 

In  1946,  when  the  beloved  Representa- 
tive of  the  Fifth  Congressional  District, 


the  Honorable  Thomas  Burch,  retired 
from  thlB  House,  Tom  STANLrv  was 
elected  to  succeed  him.  Here  he  has 
displaj^ed  the  same  quality  of  service 
and  leadership  as  in  the  Virginia  As- 
sembly. His  broad  and  varied  experi- 
ence as  a  businessman,  farmer,  and 
statesman  have  enabled  him  to  establish 
an  enviable  record.  He  has  served  with 
distinction  as  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration  and  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  His  Vir- 
ginia colleagues  are  loath  to  see  him 
leave  the  House  of  Representatives,  but 
their  feelings  are  assuaged  by  the  fact 
that  he  is  resigning  today  in  order  that 
he  may  offer  his  services  to  the  Old  Do- 
minion in  an  even  more  important 
capacity. 

There  is  one  thing  about  Tom  Stanley 
particularly  that  wc  all  admire  extrava- 
gantly, and  that  is  his  lovely  wife.  She 
is  one  of  the  most  charming  ladies  I  have 
ever  known.  Throughout  his  entire  ca- 
Teer  she  has  been  ever  by  his  side  fur- 
nishing the  encouragement  and  inspira- 
tion for  his  accomplishments.  No  wife 
has  ever  been  more  faithful.  No  wife 
has  ever  been  more  helpful.  Our  love 
and  best  wishes  go  with  both  Tom  and 
Ann  Stanley  as  he  leaves  the  halls  of 
Congress  to  seek  greater  opportunities 
for  service. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  majority  leader,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
glad  to  have  this  opportimity  to  con- 
tribute a  few  comments  from  this  side 
of  the  aisle  to  the  send-off  we  are  giving 
one  of  our  distinguished  colleagues  to- 
day. I  have  known  Tom  Stanley  best  as 
chairman  of  a  committee  on  which  we 
served  together  for  several  years — the 
House  Administration  Committee.  The 
committee  is  perhaps  a  mild  enigma  to 
some  of  our  Members  who  are  not  fa- 
miliar with  its  myriad  functions.  We 
usually  take  for  granted  the  fact  that 
someone,  somewhere,  is  bearing  the  mul- 
tiple administrative  burdens  that  go  into 
the  operation  of  a  very  complex  legis- 
lative body,  but  we  do  not  often  stop  to 
ponder  his  problems  unless  we  disagree 
with  some  policy  that  affects  our  own 
oflSces.  The  committee  is  not  well  known 
to  the  ladies  and  gentlemen  in  the  press 
gallery  because  it  has  seldom  been  a 
wellspring  of  exciting  headlines. 

We  can  call  it  our  housekeeping  com- 
mittee because  its  activities  include  even 
the  most  petty  housekeeping  and  person- 
nel problems,  as  well  as  some  rather 
weighty  ones.  But  whatever  we  call  it, 
its  chairmanship  requires  a  solid,  stable 
person  with  a  back  broad  enough  to  carry 
435  trunks  around  on  it.  Tom  Stanley 
has  borne  these  trunks — sometimes 
bloody  but  always  unbowed.  One  of  the 
chairman's  chief  functions  is  to  serve  as 
watchdog  over  the  multi-million-dollar 
contingent  fund  of  the  House.  As  you 
know,  being  a  watchdog  and  being  popu- 
lar are  generally  mutually  exclusive  con- 
ditions. But  I  think  that  Tom  Stanley 
has  shown  us  that  there  is  such  a  legis- 
lative species  as  the  popular  watchdog. 

To  Tom  Stanley  something  is  "good 
business"  or  it  is  something  to  be  re- 
jected.   We    "vtho    have    been    trying 
through  all  these  years  of  free-wheeling 
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spending  sprees  to  attain  fiscal  integrity 
in  Government  and  who  have  sought 
some  reasonable  economy  wherever  it 
could  be  applied  are  going  to  miss  the 
sound  business  sense  of  Tom  Stanliy. 
He  has  been  a  stalwart  warrior  in  our 
battle  for  economy. 

Today  the  House  loses  a  grand  fellow 
and  an  able  business  executive.  I  know 
of  no  higher  tribute  to  Ton  Stanlky's 
faithful  service  in  this  Congress  than  to 
say  that  his  service  has  been  altogether 
true  to  what  Virginians  like  to  call  the 
good  old  tradition. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
I  Mr.  WolvertohJ. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.     Mr.  Speaker,  it 
has  been  my  privilege  and  a  happy  op- 
portunity to  be  associated  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  [Mr.  Stanley]  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.    As  chair- 
man of  that  committee  I  regret  exceed- 
ingly that  he  has  removed  himself,  by 
resignation    from   Congress,    from    the 
councils  of   our  committee.     We  shall 
miss  him  greatly.    IXiring  the  years  that 
he  has  served  on  that  committee  he  has 
shown  a  sincerity  of  purpose  that  was 
striking,  indeed.    Likewise  his  ability  was 
outstanding.     He  was  faithful  and  ex- 
tremely conscientious  in  the  perform- 
ance of  all  his  duties.    His  sound  judg- 
ment and  great  experience  made  him  a 
valuable  Member.    When  it  came  to  the 
attention  of  our  committee  a  few  days 
ago  that  he  was  about  to  leave  Congress 
in  order  to  be  a  candidate  for  Governor 
of  his  native  State,  I  took  occasion  to 
speak  of  the  service  he  had  rendered  as 
a  member  of  the  committee  and  as  a 
Member  of  Congress,  which  was  so  out- 
standing and  worth  while.     I  had  been 
rather  fulsome  in  my  praise  of  the  gen- 
tleman on  that  occasion,  and  when  I  had 
finished  my  remarks  a  member  of  his 
own  party  remarked  to  me,  "You  better 
be  careful  of  what  you  say,  he  may  use 
it  in  his  campaign."     I  replied,  "I  have 
said  nothing  but  what  came  from  my 
heart,  and  whatever  I  have  said  that  will 
prove  beneficial  to  him  he  certainly  is 
entitled  to  use  It."    I  have  a  high  regard 
and  great  respect  as  everyone  else  has. 
for  Mr.  Stanley  and  the  service  that  he 
has  rendered  in  this  Congress.    He  is  the 
type  that  his  district  may  well  be  proud 
of.    and    certainly    the    State    of    Vir- 
ginia would  do  itself  a  great  service  if  it 
elevated  him  to  the  high  office  to  which 
he  aspires.    He  has  my  best  wishes  and 
I  will  follow  his  future  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  and  proud  of  the  fact  that  I 
had  the  opportunity  to  be  associated  with 
him  in  the  work  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  I  Mr 
LeCompte  J . 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
doubt  if  anyone  in  this  House  will  miss 
our  colleague.  Tom  Stanley,  as  I  will. 
because  I  have  been  associated  with  him 
very  closely  in  the  House  Administra- 
tion Committee.  I  succeeded  him  as 
chairman  of  that  committee.  Mr.  Stan- 
ley is  one  of  the  most  careful  legisla- 
tors that  I  have  ever  met.  one  of  the 
most  conscientious  men.  and  with  his 
fine  feeling  of  the  eternal  fitness  of 
things  he  is  retiring  from  the  House 
£0  that  he  wiU  not  by  any  stretch  of 


imagination  neglect  any  of  the  duties  in 
the  House  while  he  is  engaged  in  the 
campaign  for  a  higher  office.  He  has 
always  been  for  economy  and  for  effi- 
ciency, and  he  has  brought  atx)ut  a  con- 
siderable measure  of  both  while  he  has 
been  at  the  head  of  the  administration 
committee.  If  the  people  of  Virginia 
in  their  wisdom  decide  to  elevate  Con- 
gressman Tom  Stanley  to  the  position 
of  chief  executive  of  the  Old  Dominion 
State,  he  will  indeed  add  one  more  star 
to  the  fine  galaxy  of  statesmen  who 
have  come  from  that  State  down  through 
the  years  since  colonial  days.  I  regard 
his  departure  as  a  distinct  loss  to  the 
House,  but  we  are  happy  to  have  him 
make  his  own  decision  and  I  wish  for 
him  many  good  things. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Harbison  1. 

Mr.     HARRISON     of     Virginia.     Mr. 
Speaker.  I  do  not  exactly  like  the  tone 
the  way  things  are  going.      I  want  to  say 
something  nice  about  Tom  St\nley.  but 
after  what  was  said  by  the  two  gentle- 
men   from    Virginia,    and    the    distin- 
guished majority  leader,  and  the  minor- 
ity leader,  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  and  the  gentleman  from  Iowa.  I 
do  not  know  just  exactly  what  is  left  foi 
me  to  say.     My  distinguished  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Gary! 
stole  my  thunder  when  he  proceeded  to 
make  such  a  nice  statement  about  Toms 
wife  who.  as  everybody  in  Virginia  knows, 
is  one  of  the  loveliest  women  in  Virginia 
and  who,  incidentally,  looks  like  Toms 
daughter.     At  any  rate,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
want  to  say   that  I  claim   I   have  not 
reached  the  age  in  hfe  where  time  pa.s.ses 
so  fast  that  6  years  seems  like  yesterday. 
It  is  true  that  Tom  and  I  came  into  thi.s 
body  the  same  day  to  fill  a  vacancy  in 
the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  which  was 
more  than  6  years  agt.     But.  as  I  look 
back  on  that  exceedingly,  friendly  a.sso- 
ciation.  it  seems  to   me  that  time  has 
gone  only  too  fast.     The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  I  Mr.  Stanley!  is  a  man  of  out- 
standing character,  and  ability,  and  in- 
tegrity.    Above  all  he  is  a  man  of  lov- 
able nature,  and  those  of  us  who  have 
had  the  privilege  of  serving  with  him 
here  during  the  years  are  going  to  miss 
him  a  great  deal  in  the  years  to  come. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Hardy  1. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel 
somewhat  like  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Harrison  I .  only 
I  think  I  am  approaching  this  particular 
situation  in  a  slightly  different  light  in 
that  I  have  a  feeling  of  mixed  emotions. 
One  is  a  feeling  of  pei  sonal  loss  that  Tom 
has  seen  fit  to  separate  himself  from  us. 
Another  is  maybe  just  a  little  bit  of  hurt 
feeling  that  he  should  aspire  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  people  in  Richmond  rather 
than  those  who  have  been  associated 
with  him  here.  I  suppose  it  might  be 
natural,  however,  that  anyone  who  i.s 
dedicated  to  a  life  of  public  service  would 
aspire  to  broader  fields,  so  I  shall  not 
hold  that  against  him. 

During  the  6  years  I  have  been  in 
Congress  Tom  and  I  have  occupied  offices 
pretty  close  to  each  other  on  the  third 
floor  of  the  Old  Building.  For  that  rea- 
son I  have  had  a  chance  to  see  him  per- 


haps more  often  than  a  good  many  other 
Members  except  thosie  who  have  served 
on  committees  with  him. 

I  think  one  of  the  finest  things  about 
Tom  Stanley  is  the  warmth  of  personal- 
ity he  possesses  and  the  feeling  of  friend- 
ship that  develops  so  easily.  But  way 
beyond  that  I  would  have  to  emphasize 
just  a  little  what  my  good  friends.  Burr 
Harrison  and  Vaughan  Gary,  have  said 
that  the  best  thing  about  Tom  is  that 
charmin?  wife  of  his.  To  know  her  is 
to  love  her.  The  people  of  Virginia,  I 
know,  feel  about  her  just  about  as  I  do. 
Others  who  have  preceded  me  have 
spoken  aptly  of  Tom's  experience  and 
splendid  personal  qualities.  In  his  vol- 
untary separation  he  takes  these  same 
qualities  with  him.  and  in  addition  to 
his  record  of  achievement  he  leaves  here 
a  host  of  friends.  I  think  we  in  the  Vir- 
ginia delegation  will  feel  most  keenly  the 
absence  of  his  friendship  which  has  been 
warm  and  steadfast. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Burle.son  1. 

Mr.  BURLESON.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the 
past  6  years  it  has  been  my  privilege  and 
pleasure  to  have  had  a  rather  close  and 
intimate  as,^ociation  with  our  esteemed 
colleague  from  Virginia.  Tom  Stanley. 

DurinR  a  part  of  this  period,  he  has 
chairmanned  the  Committee  on  House 
Admini-stration  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
ber. In  these  years  I  have  learned  to 
appreciate  him  and  the  qualities  which 
we  all  admire  in  any  man. 

During  this  time  I  have  come  to  respect 
him  as  a  man  deeply  devoted  to  his  du- 
ties and  respjnsibilities. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee,  Tom 
Stanleys  basic  concept  of  operations 
has  derived  from  a  store  of  old  and  tested 
Jeffersonian  principles  that  he  had 
packed  away  during  17  years  in  the  Vir- 
f^inia  General  Assembly— and  that  serv- 
ice. I  mi'.,'ht  add.  included  6  years  as 
speaker  of  the  house.  Tom  Stanleys 
idea  of  pood  lepi.'^lation  is  never  based 
on  who  is  ri^^ht  but  what  is  right. 

The  great  State  of  Virginia  holds  a 
unique  place  in  the  Union  of  States.  The 
state.smen  it  ha.s  produced  have  left  their 
indelible  mark  of  leadership  upon  the 
pai:es  of  history  of  this  Nation.  Many 
bright  star:;  shine  in  the  firmament  of 
its  political  history,  and  among  those 
today  repose.",  the  .'■tar  of  Tom  Stanley. 
Certainly  the  good  people  of  Virginia 
need  no.  be  told  how  to  vote  by  an  out- 
sider, and  no  such  intent  is  conveyed  in 
the^e  remark:,  but  I  hope  the  citizens 
of  Virginia,  for  the  good  of  the  State 
and  of  the  Nat:on,  will  elevate  this  quiet. 
modest,  and  able  leader  to  the  highest 
office  within  the.r  gift. 

If  th.s  moden.  self-effacing  Virginia 
gentleman  prefers  to  transfer  his  busi- 
ness acumen  to  the  admlnistraUon  of 
his  native  Commonwealth,  then  he  richly 
deserves  the  opportunity.  If  we  are  los- 
ing a  good  buEine.'^^s  head.  Virginia  is 
gaining  one.  No  matter  where  he  goes. 
Tom  Stanley  will  find  peace  in  the  power 
of  his  own  principles. 

Your  good  friends,  Tom,  will  be  watch- 
ing with  the  greatest  of  interest  the  de- 
velopments as  they  occur,  and  I  Join 
with  many  others  in  wishing  for  you  and 
your  lovely  wife  the  best  of  aU  good 
things. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  our  colleague  the  gentleman 

from  Virginia  (Mr.  Robeson], 

Mr.  ROBESON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  happy  association  with  our 
distinguished  colleague,  Thomas  B. 
Stanley,  who  has  so  capably  represented 
the  Fifth  Congressional  District  of  Vir- 
ginia, has  not  been  confined  to  serv- 
ice in  the  Congress.  Our  friendship  and 
my  high  personal  regard  for  him  devel- 
oped because  of  his  fine  service  to  our 
people  in  the  Virginia  Assembly  and  his 
leadership  as  a  successful  industrialist, 
farmer,  and  citizen. 

Like  many  of  our  Virginia  citizens,  I 
will  be  proud  to  have  Tom  Stanley  as 
the  next  Governor  of  Virginia,  but  I  also 
recognize  that  our  delegation  loses  a 
most  useful  Member  whom  we  love  and 
respect. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  LyleI. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  very 
happy  to  pay  my  tribute  to  this  splendid 
gentleman  from  Virginia.  He  is  a  man 
of  great  executive  abihty,  a  man  of  honor 
and  of  faith.  It  Is  quite  certain  that 
our  Nation  needs  strength  in  the  State 
governments.  During  the  past  few  years 
our  State  governments  have  degenerated 
and  our  Federal  Government  has  become 
more  powerful  and  more  oppressive.  We 
need  an  actual  rejuvenation  of  strength 
and  vigor  in  our  State  governments,  and 
I  am  certain.  Tom.  that  your  people  will 
r)ermit  you  to  give  them  the  benefit  of 
your  wisdom,  your  executive  ability,  your 
courage,  and  your  faith  to  help  carry  on 
the  traditions  of  your  great  State.  It 
has  been  a  great  privilege  to  have  served 
with  Tom  Stanley,  and  I  am  very  pleased 
that  I  shall  continue  to  have  him  as  our 
neighbor,  and  that  I  shall  continue  to 
enjoy  his  friendship. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Lucas). 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  with  our 
distinguished  former  Speaker,  my  col- 
league from  Texas  [Mr.  RayburnI,  my 
own  family  sprang  from  Virginia,  and 
the  congressional  district  of  the  able  Tom 
Stanley.  I  have  visited  many  times  in 
Wytheville.  where  my  kinspeople  have 
resided  since  the  founding  of  the  town, 
and  I  was  dehghted  to  learn  that  those 
people  think  as  affectionately  of  Tom 
Stanley  as  I  have  felt  since  first  coming 
to  know  him. 

TcM  Stanley  has  earned  the  respect 
and  admiration  of  every  Member  of  this 
House  by  his  earnest  attention  to  his  du- 
ties. His  good  judgment  stands  out 
among  his  many  other  virtues  and  I  am 
not  ashamed  to  confess  that,  in  the  press 
of  legislative  matters  when  I  have  not 
had  time  to  examine  thoroughly  the 
question  before  us,  I  have  relied  upon  his 
leadership  unquestioningly. 

I  know  that  whatever  he  may  choose  to 
do,  wherever  he  may  choose  to  apply  his 
talents,  the  best  wishes  of  a.l  of  us  here 
in  the  House  go  with  him. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  to  our  distinguished  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Stanley ] . 

Mr.  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
never  been  made  to  feel  so  humble,  so 
grateful,   and   so   appreciative  for   the 


most  generous  things  that  have  been  said 
about  me  here  this  afternoon.  I  am 
most  grateful  to  our  beloved  dean  of  the 
Virginia  delegation  and  to  all«f  you  who 
have  spoken  so  nicely  of  me.  and  I  am 
especially  glad  to  have  a  record  of  what 
my  colleagues  from  Virginia,  whom  I 
have  learned  to  love  so  dearly,  have  said. 
I  hope,  and  I  am  sure,  that  it  is  going 
to  be  a  very  great  help  to  me  In  realizing 
my  ambition.  This  was  a  hard  decision 
for  me  to  make,  but  I  felt  compelled  to 
make  It  at  this  time  for  two  reasons: 
First.  I  wanted  my  successor  to  come  here 
to  the  Congress  and  begin  serving  the 
people  from  the  district  that  I  now  have 
the  honor  to  represent.  I  want  to  say 
that  I  do  not  know  who  this  person  will 
be,  but  the  district  that  I  now  represent 
will  send  someone  that  you  will  be 
pleased  to  have  here.  He  will  ably,  and 
with  great  honor,  to  himself  and  to  his 
district,  to  the  State  and  to  the  Na- 
tion, represent  the  Fifth  District  of  Vir- 
ginia in  Congress. 

The  second  reason  for  my  resigning 
from  Congress  today  is  the  pressing  de- 
mand upon  my  time  In  planning  and 
conducting  my  campaign  for  the  Demo- 
cratic nomination  for  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  to  be  held  on 
July  14,  1953. 

I  was  first  elected  to  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress  but  I  never  sat  in  that  body  be- 
cause it  had  adjourned  at  the  time  I 
was  elected.  So  I  first  came  here  when 
the  Eightieth  Congress  was  being  organ- 
ized. At  that  time  I  was  with  the  minor- 
ity party  and  this  House  elected  the  pres- 
ent distinguished  Speaker  of  the  House 
as  their  presiding  officer.  It  also  elected 
as  majority  leader  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]. 
They  were  Indeed  patient  and  kind  to 
me,  as  well  as  to  all  other  Members  of 
this  House.  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to 
them  for  the  fine  way  in  which  they 
presided  and  managed  the  operation  of 
this  body. 

Two  years  later,  the  majority  of  the 
House  shifted  to  this  side  of  the  aisle. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas 
(Mr.  RaybuhnJ  was  elected  Speaker  and 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr.  McCormack]  was  elected 
majority  leader.  They,  too,  were  patient 
and  kind  through  the  two  Congresses 
that  I  had  the  pleasure  to  serve  under 
them.  I  want  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  express  to  the  presiding  officers,  and 
to  the  majority  leaders  who  have  been 
so  kind  to  me  all  the  time  I  have  been 
here,  my  deep  appreciation.  I  do  not 
want  to  stop  here,  however  for  it  has 
been  a  real  privilege  to  serve  with  the 
members  of  the  committees  that  I  have 
been  connected  with  since  I  came  here. 
I  have  learned  to  know  those  gentleman 
better  than  any  of  the  others.  My  first 
committee  assignment  was  with  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration,  un- 
der the  leadei-ship  of  my  good  friend 
Karl  LbCompte.  We  have  served  to- 
gether on  that  committee  imtU  this  date. 
Again  I  congratulate  this  House  on  hav- 
ing him  as  chairman  of  that  splendid 
group. 

I  also  had  the  privilege  of  serving  dur- 
ing the  Eighty-first  and  Eighty-second 
Congresses  on  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  first  under 
the  chairmanship  of  the  very  distin- 


guished gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Gros- 
ser] and  at  the  present  time  under  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  Jer- 
sey (Mr.  WolvertonJ.  With  those  gen- 
tlemen, as  well  as  the  other  fine  distin- 
guished members  of  that  committee.  It 
has  been  my  very  great  privilege  to  have 
served  with  them. 

My  service  here  has  taught  me,  among 
other  things,  some  measure  of  tolerance. 
I  find  that  this  is  a  great  body  in  which 
to  serve,  and  if  you  stay  here  long 
enough  you  will  learn  to  respect  the 
other  person's  view.  I  feel  that  my  life 
has  been  Improved,  and  I  hope  that  I  am 
a  better  man  for  having  had  the  great 
opportunity  of  serving  with  you  in  this 
the  greatest  legislative  body  in  the  whole 
world. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers may  have  an  opportunity  to  extend 
their  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  It 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  and  being 
associated  with  Thomas  B.  Stanley  for 
a  number  of  years.  I  have,  of  course, 
been  intimately  associated  with  him 
since  I  became  a  Member  of  this  Ixxiy 
early  in  1948. 

Tom  Stanley  is  one  of  the  finest  Chris- 
tian gentlemen  I  have  ever  had  the  privi- 
lege to  be  associated  with.  He  Is  kind, 
considerate,  courageous,  gentle,  but 
firm  and  stanch  in  his  belief. 

I  admire  Tom  highly.  He  is  an  able 
legislator  who  Is  familiar  with  the  most 
Intricate  problems  of  government  and 
one  of  the  best  informed  Members  of 
this  body.  I  am  proud  to  call  him  my 
friend. 

This  body  will  miss  his  wise,  able,  and 
inspiring  leadership,  but  I  am  proud  to 
know  that  our  colleague  Is  not  retiring 
from  public  duty  but  Is  aspiring  to  be  of 
greater  service  to  the  people  of  the  great 
State  of  Virginia,  and  I  am  proud  to  do 
what  little  I  can  to  be  of  assistance  to 
him  in  this  undertaking. 

Wherever  Tom  shall  go,  our  best  wishes 
and  hopes  for  success  will  follow  him. 
His  life  and  service  as  we  know  it  and 
as  it  is  known  by  the  good  people  of  Vir- 
ginia speaks  for  itself.  He  and  his 
wife  Ann  are  good  examples  of  the  kind 
of  leaders  we  in  our  country  need  today. 
We  shall  miss  them,  and  our  hope  is 
that  the  future  will  reward  them  gen- 
erously. 

IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN 
RESIDUAL  OIL 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
this  very  minute  a  ship  is  tied  up  at  an 
east  coast  dock  carrying  disaster  to  a  seg- 
ment of  our  national  economy  in  much 
the  same  way  as  rat-infested  vessels 
brought  disease  Into  otir  port  cities  in 
years  gone  by. 
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That  ship  is  unloading  foreign  residual 
oil  into  an  electric-utility  plant  or  other 
industrial  facility  that  has  traditionally 
depended  upon  coal  for  its  heat  and  pow- 
er. And  tack  in  the  coal-producing 
areas — in  qiy  home  district  and  else- 
where in  Pennsylvania.  West  Virginia. 
Kentucky,  and  other  coal  States — many 
miners  are  at  home  today  because  there 
is  no  work  for  them. 

There  is  no  work  for  them  because  of 
that  ship  and  other  ships  that  bring  the 
left-overs  from  foreign  refineries  into 
this  country  at  the  rate  that  reached  an 
average  of  607,200  barrels  a  day  during 
one  week  of  January. 

Last  year  those  ships  unloaded  128,- 
000,000  barrels  of  this  alien  residual  oil 
on  our  shores.  That  is  enough  to  dis- 
place 31,000,000  tons  of  coal  and  to  throw 
32,256  miners  out  of  work  for  a  full 
year. 

It  also  creates  heavy  unemployment 
for  railroaders  in  my  district  and  in 
other  shipping  centers. 

In  addition,  this  flood  of  foreign  oil 
that  displaces  domestic  fuels  weakens 
national  security  to  a  highly  perilous 
level. 

Rear  Adm.  D.  V.  Gallery,  United  States 
Navy,  declares  in  last  week's  Saturday 
Evening  Post  that  UKlay  Russia  has  more 
than  300  submarines,  as  compared  with 
Germany's  fleet  of  only  60  at  the  begin- 
ning of  World  War  n. 

Now  please  think  back  to  1942  when 
tankers  carrying  oil  from  our  own  ports 
on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  were  torpedoed 
right  in  our  own  coastal  waters. 

I  ask  this  legislative  body  whether  we 
can  afford  to  permit  the  weakening  of 
the  coal  industry  when.  In  the  event  of  a 
national  emergency,  it  would  naturaUy 
have  to  carry  a  tremendously  greater 
energy  load. 

I^t  us  not  delay  in  acting  immediately 
to  correct  a  situation  in  which  a  foreign 
Import  is  gnawing  away  at  the  vitality 
of  the  coal  industry  and  the  life  line  of 
our  national  security. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  TRANSFERRED 
Mr.  LONG.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous  consent   to    transfer   the   special 
order  of  1  hour  which  I  had  for  today  to 
Friday,  February  6. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INDUSTRY-WIDE  BARGAINING 
The  SPEAKER.     Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Lucas  1   is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  despite  the 
lateness  of  the  hour,  I  think  the  subject 
on  which  I  shall  speak  justifies  the  use  of 
5  minutes'  time  of  the  House  and  I  beg 
of  you  to  remain  long  enough  to  listen 
to  the  few  words  I  have  prepared  con- 
cerning a  subject  which  I  think  com- 
prises the  greatest  danger  which  faces 
America  domestically,  and  I  am  speak- 
ing of  the  question  of  industry-widp 
bargftiDing. 

TtM  W*ge  disputes  in  the  steel  and  coal 
ladustrlts  during  the  year  just  passed 


should  have  Illustrated  clearly  for  the 
Members  of  this  House  the  evils  of  a  con- 
tinuing pattern  in  industrial  relations 
which  ha^come  to  be  generally  known 
as  industry-wide  bargaining.  These  dis- 
putes also  underscore  the  rise  of  big  gov- 
ernment to  handle  such  matters,  for  It 
was  only  because  of  intervention  by  the 
White  House,  at  the  expense  of  further 
inflation,  that  these  disputes  were  finally 
brought  to  an  end. 

The  steel  strike  ran  for  55  days  during 
which  time  we  saw  every  legal  measure, 
except  use  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act.  re- 
sorted to  by  the  Government  in  addition 
to  the  illegal  seizure  of  this  industry.  It 
can  be  said  without  refutation  that  no 
one  won  this  battle.  The  steel  workers 
lost  $390,000,000;  the  Nation  lost  16.300.- 
000  tons  of  steel.  25,000,000  tons  of  iron 
ore,  and  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 
in  both  civilian  and  defense  products 
that  could  have  been  produced  during 
this  period  if  it  were  not  for  the  strike. 
It  would  appear  that  the  only  possible 
victors  were  the  heads  of  the  steel  union 
who,  with  the  connivance  of  the  Federal 
Government,  strengthened  their  stran- 
gle-hold  on  the  rank-and-file  steel 
workers,  and  the  entire  industry. 

The  coal  wage  di.spute  later  in  the 
year  further  illustrates  the  evil  effects 
of  gigantic  labor  monopoly.  A  strike 
was  avoided  in  this  instance,  but  at  the 
expense  of  total  wrecking  of  what  re- 
mained of  the  stabilization  program. 
Nonetheless,  the  situation  in  the  coal 
industry  represents  a  primary  example 
of  what  can  happen  if  labor  monopoly  is 
allowed  to  run  riot. 

This  situation  is  one  that  has  occu- 
pied the  attention  of  the  Congress  on 
many  occasions. 

In  1949,  after  John  L.  Lewis  forced 
his  3-day  work  week  and  other  con- 
tractual provisions  on  this  industry,  the 
Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tee held  hearings  on  the  economic  power 
of  labor  organizations.  The  committee 
report  reached,  the  following  conclusion : 

If  this  usurpation  and  abuse  of  the  power 
to  control  production  and  price  U  tolerated 
by  the  Congress,  Us  unbridled  use  will 
quickly  spread  from  union  to  union,  from 
Industry  to  Industry,  and  the  Congress  will 
never  regain  Its  narrowly  circumscribed 
power  to  control  the  economy  of  the  Nation 
consistently  with  the  Constitution  ol  the 
United   Slates. 

Since  that  time  I  have  seen  nothing 
in  the  field  of  industrial  relations  which 
leads  me  to  believe  that  the  trend  which 
the  Senate  committee  warned  about  has 
been  reversed. 

It  should  be  clear  by  this  time  that 
the  practice  of  so-called  industry-wide 
bargaining  is  a  basic  cause  of  continu- 
ing labor-management  unrest.  I  say 
"so-called"  industry-wide  bargaining  be- 
cause admittedly,  industry-wide  bargain- 
ing exists  only  in  a  handful  of  indus- 
tries of  which  coal  is  the  notable  ex- 
ample. However,  under  this  general 
heading  there  are  other  types  of  bar- 
gaining including  association  bargaining 
regional  bargaining,  pattern  bargaining 
and  union-wide  bargaining,  which  fur- 
ther weaken  the  power  of  the  local  union 
I  like  to  characterize  all  of  these  meth- 
ods as  monopoly  bargaining. 

Past  legislative  efforts  to  deal  with  this 
relatively  new  type  of  monopoly  have  not 


been  successful.  During  the  original 
Taft-Hartley  debate,  the  House  passed  a 
provision  banning  this  type  of  bargaining 
and  it  failed  In  the  Senate  by  only  one 
vote.  With  the  1947  action  of  this  House 
in  mind,  I  am  reintroducing  a  bill  to  cur- 
tail all  types  of  monopoly  bargaining. 
The  bill  would  not  disturb  bargaining  on 
a  company-wide  basis  for  multlplant 
companies.  It  consists  of  the  provisions 
of  the  old  Hartley  bill  dealing  with  this 
problem.    It  would  : 

First.  Prevent  the  NLRB  from  certify- 
ing a  common  bargaining  representatwe 
for  the  employees  of  competing  em- 
ployers, with  a  special  exemption  for 
small  businesses  in  the  same  metropol- 
itan area. 

Second.  Make  it  an  unfair  labor  prac- 
tice for  employers  to  engage  in  monopo- 
listic lock-outs  or  for  labor  to  engage  In 
monopolistic  strikes.  Both  are  defined 
similarly  as  concerted  Interference  with 
employment,  or  an  employer's  operation 
in  accordance  with  a  common  plan  of 
action  by  two  or  more  competing  em- 
ployers, or  by  the  employees  of  two  or 
more  competing  employers,  unless  there 
Is  a  certified  common  bargaining  agent. 

Third.  Enforcement  would  be  left  to 
the  NLRB  subject  to  the  procedures  now 
in  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  for  dealing  with 
secondary  boycotts. 

Fourth.  A  grace  period  Is  provided  for 
both  manapement  and  labor  to  adapt 
themselves  to  the  new  law. 

Opponents  of  this  course  of  action  will 
say  tnat  to  restore  the  rights  of  local 
and  independent  unions  In  the  manner 
set  forth  in  my  bill  would  be  disruptive 
of  lone  established  industrial  relations 
patterns.  To  them.  I  say  that  monopoly 
bargaining  is  a  relatively  new  arrival 
dating  its  beginnings  back  only  to  the 
Norris-LaOuardia  Act  of  1932. 

I  should  also  like  to  point  out  to  the 
Members  of  this  House  that  my  bill  may 
not  receive  unanimous  support  from  the 
ranks  of  indastry.  While  major  indus- 
trial organizations  are  on  record  as  being 
opposed  to  industry-wide  bargaining. 
there  are  spokesmen  for  some  Industries 
who  have  been  captured  by  Industry- 
wide bargaining,  and  whose  jobs  depend, 
to  a  large  extent,  on  Its  continuation. 
For  this  rea.-,on.  we  can  expect  opposition 
from  the  shipping,  pulp  and  paper,  glass. 
vitreous  china,  stove,  wallpaper  baking 
and  parts  of  the  coal  industries.  In  ad- 
dition, local  employer  groups,  particu- 
larly on  the  west  coast,  are  committed  to 
the  practice  known  as  group  bargaining, 
with  which  my  bill  will  Interfere  to  some 
extent,  so  we  can  expect  to  hear  from 
them. 

In  a  recent  speech,  I  said: 

Whatever  form  of  collective  bargaining 
which  may  be  carried  on  In  any  Industry 
and  which  resuiu  In  collective  bargaining 
decisions  by  competing  employer*  U  monop- 
olistic. Conversely,  collective  bargaining  on 
behalf  of  employees  of  competing  employ- 
ers Is  equally  monopolistic.  Both  ahould  be 
prohibited. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  my  bill  to  accom- 
plish just  this  result  which  I  believe 
would  establish  equality  of  economic 
power  between  labor  and  management 
and  restore  bargaining  rights  to  those 
most  concerned,  that  is.  the  ofQcers  and 
membership  of  local  unions. 
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Recent  surveys  have  shown  that  work- 
ers generally  believe  that  their  imlon 
leaders  are  losing  touch  with  the  rank 
and  file.  The  McGraw-Hill  research  de- 
partment's twelfth  survey  of  workers' 
opinion  showed  that  52  percent  of  the 
workers  believe  that  local  bcurgalnlng 
would  mean  shorter  strikes  and  46  per- 
cent frei  Ihat  they  would  get  better 
breakf  from  local  bargaining,  while  only 
14  pe'^i-erit  believed  that  they  would  be 
worye  off  if  bargaining  were  returned  to 
thei  -  own  liands.  One  local  union  oflBcer 
put  \<  this  way: 

tJ^v  that  everything  U  decided  at  a  bar- 
gain' 1^  t-ble  located  maybe  a  thousand  or 
two  I'.Ues  away,  we  guys  here  In  the  town 
and  the  plant  are  nothing  but  reporters  and 
small-time  policemen.  The  cloeer  our  big 
fxjys  get  to  company  and  Industry  top 
brass — and  to  Washington — the  further  away 
they  move  from  xis  and  the  members  we 
have  to  answer  to — that  Is,  li  we're  going 
to  hold  our  union  Jobs.  j«  . 

When  I  Introduced  this  legislation  last 
year.  I  was  told  that  my  proposal  would 
destroy  the  International  union.  This 
l.s  simply  not  true.  Have  trade  associa- 
tions been  destroyed  because  they  can- 
not regulate  th?lr  members'  prices?  Of 
course  not.  Similarly.  International 
unions  can  exercise  their  power  and 
management  for  good  purposes  without 
possessing  monopoly  control  over  the 
wape  rates  of  their  locals  and  rights  of 
their  members  to  work. 

I  do  not  say  that  my  proposal  Is  the 
ultimate  answer  to  this  vital  problem, 
but  I  believe  that  by  adopting  it — 
whether  in  this  form,  or  some  other — 
the  Congress  will  have  moved  one  long 
step  toward  more  democratic  practices 
in  labor-management  relations  and  will 
have  provided  the  protection  our  society 
needs  against  monopoly  bargaining  and 
Its  attendant  evils. 


THE  UNITED  NATIONS  CHARTER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Burdick]  Is  recog- 
nized for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
nothing  against  you  or  against  the  help 
here  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I 
see  only  three  Congressmen  here  and 
the  only  reason  they  are  here  is  because 
they  want  to  speak. 

I  had  something  to  say  and  I  expected 
to  say  it  this  afternoon,  but  I  think  I 
can  .say  it  to  the  country  without  harm- 
ing anyone  here  or  wearing  out  your  pa- 
tience. The  subject  I  was  going  to  speak 
on  and  now  do  speak  on  is:  "What  can 
this  country,  the  United  States,  do  to 
prevent  the  United  Nations  from  de- 
.'^troying  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  the  various  States  of  the 
Union? 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  stayed  because  I  wanted 
to  hear  the  distinguished  gentleman,  not 
because  I  wanted  to  make  a  speech.  He 
does  bring  to  mind  om;  thing  the  people 
of  the  United  States  coald  do;  they  could 
urge  their  Congressmen  to  pass  these 
various  resolutions,  one  of  which  I  in- 


troduced which  would  amend  the  Con- 
stitution and  provide  that  no  treaties  en- 
tered Into  would  become  internal  law 
until  overtly  made  so  by  direct  action  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.    That  would  be  one  safeguard. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  That  would  be  one 
way  to  do  it,  and  I  am  glad  the  gentle- 
man contributed  that  suggestion.  But  if 
you  are  Interested  In  how  to  do  It  you 
are  not  going  to  find  out  from  me  this 
afternoon;  you  will  have  to  read  this 
speech. 

Mr.  LYLE.    I  will  be  delighted  to. 

Mr.  BURDICK  And  there  you  will 
find  out  how  you  can  do  it  by  legislation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  sjxaken  many  times  on 
the  question  of  what  a  treaty  is;  with 
whom  a  treaty  can  be  made;  and  the 
effect  of  a  treaty  on  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  this  country. 

One  of  the  early  cases  involving  this 
matter  was  the  Head  Money  case — One 
Hundred  and  Twelfth  United  States  Re- 
ports, page  190 — of  Edye  et  al.  v.  Robert- 
son, collector  at  the  port  of  New  York. 
In  this  case  the  collector  went  on  board 
a  foreign  vessel  having  on  board  a  great 
number  of  immigrants  and,  under  an  act 
of  Congress,  collected  50  cents  per  head 
for  all  aliens  seeking  entry  into  the 
United  States.  This  money  was  paid  to 
the  collector  under  protest,  and  the  ac- 
tion was  brought  to  recover  the  amount 
paid.  The  defense  was  that  the  col- 
lector had  proceeded  in  the  matter  as 
provided  by  an  act  of  Congress  regulat- 
ing immigration.  The  plaintiff,  however, 
asserted,  and  presented  provisions  of 
treaties  with  foreign  nations  in  regard 
to  immigrants  coming  from  foreign 
countries,  that  the  act  of  Congress  regu- 
lating immigration  was  passed  after  the 
said  treaties  had  been  made. 

On  this  subject  Justice  Miller,  who  de- 
livered the  opinion  of  the  Court,  said: 

A  treaty  Is  primarily  a  compact  between 
Independent  nations.  It  depends  for  the  en- 
forcement of  Its  provisions  on  the  interest 
and  honor  of  the  governments  which  are 
parties  to  It. 

The  Constitution  gives  It  (a  treaty)  no 
superiority  over  an  act  of  Congress,  which 
may  be  repealed  or  modified  by  an  act  of 
a  later  date. 

In  short,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that,  so 
far  as  a  treaty  made  by  the  United  States 
with  any  foreign  nation  can  become  the  sub- 
ject of  Judicial  cognizance  In  the  courts  of 
this  country,  it  Is  subject  to  such  act  of 
Congress  as  It  may  pass  for  Its  enforcement, 
modification,  or  repeal. 

The  action  against  the  collector  was 
dismissed. 

In  the  case  of  Whitney  v.  Robertson 
(124  U.  S.  190)  where  the  United  States 
Imposed  a  tariff  on  products  from  the 
Dominican  Republic,  the  matter  of 
treaties  was  fully  discussed  by  Justice 
Keld.  In  that  case  the  Dominican  Re- 
public relied  on  a  treaty  which  we  had 
made  with  the  King  of  Hawaii,  in  which 
similar  products  were  admitted  free  of 
duty,  and  that  our  treaty  with  the  Do- 
minican Republic  recited  that  in  trade 
with  this  country  we  would  place  no 
higher  duty  on  the  Importation  of  prod- 
ucts from  the  Dominican  Republic  than 
Imposed  against  like  products  from  any 
other  country. 

Since  the  act  of  Congress  providing 
for  a  duty  on  the  imports  of  products 


from  the  Dominican  Republic  was  passed 
after  the  treaty  with  the  same  republic 
was  made,  the  matter  of  the  importance 
of  a  treaty  came  directly  up  for  a 
decision. 
On  the  matter  Justice  Field  said : 
By  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
a  treaty  and  a  statute  are  placed  on  the 
same  footing,  and  if  the  two  are  Inconsistent, 
the  one  last  In  date  will  control. 

Justice  Field  cited  and  approved  the 
decision  in  the  case  I  have  first  cited. 
Head  Money  cases  ai2  U.  S.  580). 

In  the  case  of  Chae  Chan  Ping  v. 
United  States  reported  in  One  Hundred 
and  Thirtieth  United  States  Reports, 
page  581,  Justice  Field  again  presented 
the  opinion  of  the  Court.  In  this  case  the 
plaintiff,  who  had  resided  In  this  coun- 
try for  several  years,  visited  China  and 
on  his  return  was  denied  entry  in  the 
United  States  becaixse  of  an  act  of  Con- 
gress passed  in  his  absence.  Being  held 
in  custody,  he  applied  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus,  and  the  matter  came  be- 
fore the  Court  on  that  issue. 

Justice  Field,  after  citing  his  opinion 
In  the  Head  Money  cases,  said: 

The  power  of  the  Legislative  Department  of 
the  Government  to  exclude  aliens  from  the 
United  States  is  an  Instance  of  sovereignty, 
which  cannot  be  surrendered  by  the  treaty- 
making  power. 

The  act  excluding  Chinese  laborers  from 
the  United  States  wajs  a  constitutional  exer- 
cise of  legislative  power  and.  Insofar  as  It 
conflicted  with  existing  treaties  between  the 
United  States  and  China,  it  operated  to  that 
extent  to  abrogate  them  as  a  part  of  the 
municipal  law  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  case  of  Horner  v.  United  States 
(143  U.  S.  570).  where  a  treaty  with 
Austria  was  pled  in  defense  of  the  action 
of  the  plaintiff  in  violating  the  postal 
laws  of  the  United  States,  Justice  Blach- 
ford,  in  rendering  the  opinion,  said: 

The  proposition  that  that  section  (of  the 
p>ostal  laws)  Is  void  If  it  contravenes  a  treaty 
between  the  United  St^ites  and  Austria  Is  not 
tenable. 

The  statute  is  a  law  equally  with  the  treaty 
and.  If  subsequent  and  conflicting  with  the 
treaty,  suf>ersedes  the  latter. 

Judge  Harlan,  in  the  case  of  Sanchez 
V.  United  States  (216  U.  S.  167).  said  in 
the  majority  opinion: 

It  Is  true  that  Congress  did  not,  we  as- 
sume, intend  by  the  Foraker  Act  to  modify 
the  treaty  with  Spain,  but  If  that  act  were 
deemed  Inconsistent  with  the  treaty,  the  act 
would  prevail;  for.  an  act  of  Congress,  passed 
after  a  treaty  takes  place,  must  be  respected 
and  enforced,  despite  any  provisions  or  exist- 
ing treaty  provision  on  the  same  subject. 

TREATIKS 

With  regard  to  the  ratification  of  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  question 
naturally  arises: 

Did  the  Senate  have  any  authority  to 
ratify  that  document? 

In  regard  to  this  power  of  ratification 
of  treaties  by  the  United  States  Senate, 
the  Constitution  provides: 

Article  VI:  This  Constitution,  and  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  which  shall  be 
made  In  pursuance  thereof;  and  all  treaties 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land; 
and  the  Judges  In  every  State  shall  be  bound 
thereby,  anything  In  the  constitution  or 
laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. 
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If  any  ratification  of  the  United  Na- 
tions' Charter  wa«  validly  made  at  all, 
It  would  have  to  be  made  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  States.  In  other 
words,  there  mast  have  been  authority 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  make  a  valid 
ratification. 

This  treaty  was  not  i^tified  by  an  act 
of  Congress,  but  the  document  came  be- 
fore the  Senate  as  a  treaty.  The  ratifica- 
tion could  not  have  been  made  by  the 
Senate  alone,  unless  it  was  a  treaty. 

The  courts  from  time  immemorial, 
with  respect  to  treaties,  have  held  that 
a  treaty  is  a  contract  between  this  Na- 
tion and  some  other  nation.  No  indi- 
vidual nation  ever  offered  that  treaty 
for  our  ratification.  It  was  offered  by 
no  nation  or  more  than  one  nation;  it 
was  offered  by  the  United  Nations  and 
no  one  else.  It,  therefore,  seems  impor- 
tant to  determine  what  was  the  United 
Nations  at  the  time  this  Charter  was 
offered.  Was  it  a  nation?  Did  it  have 
standing  as  a  nation  capable  of  offering 
a  matter  for  ratification? 

At  the  time  this  Charter  was  offered, 
the  United  Nations  was  the  agency  of 
several  nations  pledged  to  worlc  for  the 
peace  of  the  world.  It  was  an  agent  of 
all  nations  who  had  Joined  the  United 
Nations,  but  did  not  then  or  now  exist 
as  an  entity  entitling  it  to  be  ranked  as 
a  nation  with  whom  we  could  make  a 
treaty.  The  very  purpose  was  for  this 
agency  to  work  for  the  peace  of  the  world 
as  agents  of  the  several  nations  who 
were  members.  The  question  now  arises, 
can  the  United  States  make  treaties  with 
agents  of  foreign  governments? 

It  is  clear,  from  a  digest  of  the  fore- 
going cases  that — 

First,  a  treaty  is  a  compact  between 
Independent  nations. 

Second,  since  the  approval  of  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations  was  not 
a  compact  between  the  United  States 
and  any  independent  nation,  the  ap- 
proval was  void. 

Third,  that  a  treaty  cannot  in  any 
case  abrogate  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
United  States  or  any  State  in  the  Union. 
Fourth,  that  an  existing  treaty  may 
be  amended,  modified,  or  repealed  by  any 
act  of  Congress. 

Fifth,  that  where  a  treaty  conflicts 
with  a  law  passed  by  Congress  subse- 
quent to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty, 
that  the  act  of  Congress  prevails. 

Applying  these  legal  principles  to  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations,  we  find 
first,  that  the  ratification  of  any  agree- 
ment made  with  agents  of  several  gov- 
ernments does  not  establish  such  body 
as  an  independent  nation  with  whom  we 
could  make  a  treaty. 

Assuming  that  the  United  States  had 
the  power  to  make  a  treaty  with  this 
body  of  agents  of  independent  nations, 
such  ratification  could  not  contain  any 
language  or  agreement  that  would  abro- 
gate the  sovereign  power  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State  in  the  Union. 
The  decision — the  very  first  decision 
coming  up  imder  the  Charter  of  the 
United  Nations — was  in  the  Fujii  case 
In  California,  where  the  court  held  that 
since  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California 
in  reference  to  the  ownership  of  land 
by  certain  nationals  were  antagonistic 
to  the  United  Nations  Charter  and  Dec- 
laraUon  of  Human  Rights,  that  the  law 


of  California  must  give  way  to  the  su- 
preme law  of  the  land  doctrine  contained 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
This  decision  was  clearly  erroneous,  be- 
cause it  is  within  the  sovereign  power 
of  the  State  of  California  to  make  any 
law  it  may  think  proper  to  regulate  aliens 
in  that  State. 

One  of  the  provisions  of  the  Charter 
of  the  United  Nations  reads: 

All  members  shall  give  the  United  Nations 
every  assistance  In  any  action  It  may  take 
In  accordance  with  the  present  Charter,  and 
shall  refrain  from  giving  assistance  to  any 
state  against  which  the  United  Nations  Is 
taking  preventive  or  enforcement  action. 

This  means  that  whatever  measures 
the  Security  Council  takes,  whether  in 
violation  of  our  sovereignty  or  not.  we 
agree  to  comply. 

This  provision,  though,  must  be  mean- 
ingless,  for  Russia  has  violated  this  prin- 
ciple with  impunity  in  giving  assistance 
to  the  Red  Koreans  and  the  Red  Chinese. 

Article  6  reads: 

A  member  of  the  United  Nations  which 
has  persistently  violated  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  present  charter  may  be  expelled 
from  the  organization  by  the  General  Assem- 
bly upon  recommendations  of  the  Security 
Council. 

No  action  has  been  taken  against  Rus- 
sia although  the  evidence  befcjre  the 
Security  Council  is  overwhelming  that 
through  the  aid  by  Russia  given  to  the 
aggressor  in  Korea  the  war  there  is 
continuing. 

Article  21  provides: 

The  members  of  the  United  NaUons  agree 
to  accept  and  carry  out  the  decisions  of  the 
Security  Council  In  accordance  with  the 
present  charter. 

Article  43  provides: 

All  members  of  the  United  Nations.  In 
order  to  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of 
international  peace  and  security,  undertake 
to  make  available  to  the  Security  Council, 
on  Its  call  and  In  accordance  with  agree- 
ment or  agreements.  Armed  Forces,  assist- 
ance and  facilities.  Including  the  right  of 
passage,  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining International  peace  and  security. 

Under  this  provision  the  Korean  war 
was  started,  and  the  United  States  found 
itself  at  war  in  a  foreign  country  without 
a  declaration  of  war.  The  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  had  clothed  Con- 
gress, and  no  other  body,  with  power  and 
responsibility  to  declare  war.  This  sec- 
tion of  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations 
violates  the  Constitution,  as  it  takes  the 
ix)wer  to  declare  war  away  fiom  Con- 
gress and  places  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Security  Council  of  the  United  Nations. 

Article  55.  subdivision  (a),  says; 

The  United  Nations  shall  promote  (In 
every  country)  higher  standards  of  living, 
full  employment,  and  conditions  of  economic 
and  social  progress  and  development. 

This  section  opens  the  doors  to  the 
promotion  of  all  sorts  of  social  experi- 
ments in  the  attempt  to  build  an  Utopian 
state.  We  have  seen  some  of  these  ex- 
periments tried  in  this  country  by  the 
New  Deal,  and  this  provision  of  the 
Charter  authorizes  it  specifically.  The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  does 
not  guarantee  all  these  Utopian  desires 
of  its  citizens,  but  it  does  guarantee  that 
every  citizen  shall  be  entitled  to  life  lib- 
erty, and  the  pursuit  of  happiness   and 


that  he  shall  have  an  equal  opportunity 
to  pursue  his  way  of  life  the  same  as  an- 
other citizen.  This  means  that  our  Con- 
stitution confers  upon  no  one  a  special 
privilege  which  cannot  be  enjoyed  by  all. 
That  is  all  any  government  can  promise 
and.  clothed  with  these  opportunities,  it 
is  up  to  the  individual,  through  his  own 
efforts,  to  realize  his  ambition.  The 
Constitution  does  not  guarantee  every 
person  employment  any  time  he  wants  it. 
but  it  does  guarantee  him  an  equal  op- 
portunity for  employment. 

This  section  makes  it  possible  to  set  up 
a  communistic  state,  and  since  Commu- 
nists were  the  chief  authors  of  this  whole 
Charter,  it  Is  not  accidental  at  all  that 
the  provLsions  I  mention  here  were  in- 
serted In  that  Charter. 

Under  the  miscellaneous  provisions  of 
the  Charter  relating  to  the  International 
Court  of  Justice,  set  up  by  the  United  Na- 
tions, the  powers  of  this  country  over 
our  own  treaties  have,  by  this  Charter, 
been  transferred  to  this  International 
Court. 

Article  36  of  the  statute  of  the  Inter- 
national Court  of  Justice  of  the  United 
Nations  provides  as  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
this  court: 

The  Jurisdiction  of  the  court  comprtae* 
all  cases  which  the  parties  may  refer  to  it 
and  all  matters  specially  provided  for  In 
the  Charter  of  the  United  Nation*  or  to 
treaties  and  conventions  In  force. 

The  states  parties  to  the  prcMnt  statut* 
may  at  any  time  declare  that  they  recognlae 
as  compulsory,  ipso  facto  and  without  special 
agreement.  In  relation  to  any  other  state  ac- 
cepting the  same  obligation,  the  JurUdlcUou 
of  the  court  in  all  legal  disputes  concerning: 
(a)  the  Interpretation  of  a  treaty;  (b)  any 
question  of  International  law;  (c)  the  exist- 
ence of  any  fact  which.  U  established,  would 
constitute  a  breach  of  any  International  ob- 
ligation. 

In  the  event  of  a  dlspuU  as  to  whether 
the  court  htm  Jurisdiction,  the  matter  shall 
be  settled  by  a  decUlon  of  a  court. 

Nothing  could  be  more  simple. 

The  effect  of  these  statutes  passed  by 
the  United  Nations  is  to  take  from  the 
courts  of  this  country  their  power  to  con- 
strue treaties  made  by  the  United  States 
and  violate  the  provisions  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  as  to 
treaties. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
section  2  of  article  in.  provides: 

The  Judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases. 
In  law  and  equity,  arising  under  the  Con- 
stitution, the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or 
treaties  made  or  which  shall  be  made,  under 

their  auth(jrUy. 

In  spite  of  these  provisions  there  are 
many  advocates  of  the  United  Nations 
Who  claim  no  attempt  is  being  made  to 
undermine  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

When  we  find  that  UNESCO,  a  sub- 
sidiary of  the  United  Nations.  Is  en- 
gaged in  a  wholesale  campaign  of  prop- 
aganda, week  after  week  on  the  radio, 
at  the  taxpayers'  expense,  training 
teachers  to  teach,  and  teaching  that  love 
of  country— this  country— by  reference 
to  our  great  leaders  like  Washington. 
Jefferson  and  Lincoln,  creates  a  strong 
nationality,  we  wonder  at  what  place 
the  United  Nations  will  stop  in  its  efforts 
to  destroy  the  American  system  of  Gov- 
ernment. This  organization  wants  no 
strong  national    spirit    of    the  United 
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states,  but  loyalty  to  a  world  govern- 
ment. This  is  an  alarming  situation  and 
yet  the  people,  generally,  are  not 
aroused.  They  have  been  told  so  many 
times  that  the  United  Nations  is  the  only 
in-strument  of  peace  we  have;  that  peace 
IS  what  the  United  Nations  is  trying 
to  obtain,  the  people  believe  in  it,  and 
believing  it,  they  are  lulled  to  sleep 
while  the  United  Nations,  conceived  and 
inspired  by  Communists,  seeks  to  destroy 
the  Government  we  have. 

If  the  past  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  are  to  be 
followed,  there  is  no  danger  that  a  treaty 
can  disturb  the  Constitution  of  the  Na- 
uon  or  interfere  with  the  sovereign  rights 
of  States,  and  no  constitutional  amend- 
ment is  necessary. 

If  these  decisions  are  to  be  followed. 
Congress  has  the  power  by  a  congres- 
.sional  act  to  revise,  amend  or  abrogate 
a  treaty  entirely.  This  being  true,  many 
amendments  will  be  offered  repealing  va- 
rious parts  of  the  Charter,  especially 
that  provision  which  gives  the  Security 
Council  power  to  start  a  war  and  ignore 
the  powers  and  responsibilities  of  Con- 
gress. 

Of  course,  we  are  never  sure  what  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  will 
hold.  In  the  steel  seizure  case  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Coiu-t.  In  his 
dissenting  opinion,  held  the  President 
had  the  power  to  seize  the  steel  industry, 
and  based  his  arguments  on  the  fact  that 
we  had  assumed  a  new  responsibility 
when  the  Senate  adopted  the  Charter  of 
the  United  Nations,  and  that  here  in  this 
document  is  found  the  power  and  au- 
thority of  the  President  to  seize  the  steel 
industry,  although  elsewhere  in  the  Con- 
stitution no  such  specific  authority  could 
be  found.  This  opinion  reaffirms  the 
ratification  of  the  Charter  of  the  United 
Nations  and  makes  this  document  super- 
ior to  our  own  Constitution  and,  in  effect, 
amends  our  own  Constitution  without 
resorting  to  the  constitutional  process  by 
which  our  Constitution  Ls  amended.  It 
Is  a  shortcut,  entirely  ignoring  the  Con- 
gress and  the  people,  and  promulgated 
by  a  body  representing  64  foreign  nations 
and  the  United  States. 

This  is  an  amazing  doctrine,  and  if  the 
majority  of  the  Court  were  of  the  same 
opinion  as  the  Chief  Justice,  the  Con- 
•stitution  of  the  United  States  would  have 
been  scrapped  and.  in  its  place,  the  Char- 
ter of  the  United  Nations  would  be  in 
full  control  of  our  liberties. 

I  cite  this  dissenting  opinion,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  excoriating  the  Chief 
Justice,  but  to  point  out  the  danger  our 
Constitution  is  in  since  the  ratification 
of  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations. 
Fortunately  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  the  majority  of  the  Court  could 
not  entertain  any  such  doctrine,  and  the 
Constitution  of  this  country  was  pre- 
served. 

It  is  most  likely  that  no  Senator  who 
voted  for  the  ratification  of  the  Charter 
of  the  United  Nations  had  the  least  idea 
that  the  Charter  went  further  than  to 
provide  the  organization  with  all  proper 
tools  to  bring  about  world  peace;  it  is 
also  likely  that  no  Senator  who  voted 
for  the  ratification  saw  in  the  wording 
of  the  document  the  hidden  purpose  of 
changing  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State  or  any  law  of  the 


United  States,  or  any  law  of  one  of  the 
States  of  this  Union.  But  the  purpose 
to  do  so  is  now  obvious.  The  exclusion 
laws  of  the  State  of  California  did  not 
suit  the  majority  of  the  memliers  of  the 
United  Nations'  representatives,  and  they 
implanted  in  this  Charter  the  intended 
power  to  change  our  laws.  When  the 
Fujii  case  in  California  reached  the  court 
of  api)eals.  the  learned  judge  said: 

The  Charter  as  ratified  by  the  Senate  has 
become  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and 
hence  the  provisions  of  the  California  Exclu- 
sion Act  conflict  with  the  Charter  of  the 
United  Nations,  and  hence  the  California 
law  must  be  set  aside. 

It  was. 

It  is  likely  that  no  Senator  ever 
dreamed  that  the  United  Nations  would 
ever  attempt,  either  through  the  Charter 
or  by  any  subsequent  convention,  to 
change  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  But  that  has  already  happened, 
insofar  as  showing  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  United  Nations  to  change 
our  Constitution. 

One  of  these  conventions  will  come  be- 
fore the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
shortly.  It  attempts  to  write  a  new  def- 
inition of  free  speech,  free  religion,  and 
a  free  press.  Copies  of  this  intended 
move  have  been  circulated  and  can  be 
found.  The  very  cornerstones  of  our 
liberty  are  free  speech,  free  religion,  and 
a  free  press^  and  before  the  United  Na- 
tions made  this  attempt,  no  one  in  this 
country  who  is  familiar  with  our  history 
ever  thought  for  a  minute  that  these 
cornerstones  could  be  removed  without 
constitutional  amendments  in  which  all 
the  people,  through  their  duly  elected 
representatives,  would  have  a  voice. 
Now  read  this  intended  new  definition  of 
these  cornerstones. 

In  regard  to  these  cornerstones  of  our 
liberty,  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  provides: 

Amendment  No.  1 :  Congress  shall  make  no 
law  respecting  the  establishment  of  religion^ 
or  permitting  the  free  exercise  thereof,  or 
abridging  the  freedom  of  speech,  or  of  the 
press,  or  the  right  of  the  people  to  peace- 
fully assemble,  and  to  petition  the  govern- 
ment for  a  redress  of  grievances. 

The  provisions  of  the  Covenant  of 
Human  Rights,  proposed  and  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Senate  for  ratification,  in 
respect  to  the  above  quotation  from  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  are : 

Everyone  shall  have  the  right  to  freedom 
of  expression;  this  right  shall  Include  free- 
dom to  seek,  receive,  and  impart  Information 
and  Ideas  of  all  kinds,  regardless  of  frontiers, 
either  orally.  In  writing  or  In  print.  In  the 
form  of  art,  or  through  any  other  media  of 
choice  •  •  •  but  this  right  Is  subject  to 
certain  restrictions,  but  these  shall  be  such 
only  as  are  provided  by  law  or  are  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  national  security,  public 
order,  safety,  health  or  morals,  or  of  the 
rights,  freedoms,  and  reputation  of  others. 

Freedom  to  manifest  one's  religion  or  be- 
liefs shall  be  subject  only  to  such  limitations 
as  are  pursuant  to  law  and  are  reasonable  and 
necessary  to  protect  the  public  safety,  order, 
health  or  morals  or  the  fundamental  rights 
of  others. 

The  most  ardent  and  unreasonable 
supporter  of  the  United  Nations  must  ad- 
mit that  here  in  these  sections  proposed 
by  the  United  Nations  the  proposal  to 
amend  our  Federal  Constitution  is 
clearly  obvious.    Loaded  down  with  all 


these  restrictions  and  conditions — to  be 
interpreted  by  the  United  Nations— it 
must  be  clear  to  all  that  the  attempt  is 
being  made  to  destroy  these  fundamental 
freedoms  as  expressed  in  our  Constitu- 
tion. 

The  United  Nations,  created  as  its 
sponsors  said,  to  pieserve  the  peace  of 
the  world,  evidently  has  found  out  that  it 
cannot  accomplish  its  original  purpose 
when  its  own  members  are  at  war  against 
each  other,  and  have  now  started  out  on 
a  broad  grandiose  poUcy  of  changing  the 
Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

I  should  not  be  doing  my  full  duty  to 
this  House  or  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  if  I  did  not.  in  the  Ught  of  these 
decisions,  present  the  quickest  possible 
way  in  which  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  can  remove  the  dangers  to  our 
Government  in  the  language  contained 
in  the  Charter  and  covenants  of  the 
United  Nations. 

I  propose  and  have  introduced  today, 
acts  providing: 

First.  That  no  treaty,  now  existing  or 
to  be  hereafter  negotiated,  shall  in  any 
way  abridge  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  State,  nor  shall 
such  treaty  change,  amend,  or  abridge 
any  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
State  in  the  United  States. 

Second.  That  in  cases  where  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  provisions  of  any  treaty 
is  at  issue  and  to  which  the  United 
States  is  a  party,  the  question  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  adjudication,  notwith- 
standing any  provision  in  any  treaty  to 
the  contrary. 

Third.  That  neither  the  Security 
Council  nor  any  other  agency  of  the 
United  Nations  shall  have  any  power  to 
call  on  this  country  for  armed  troops  to 
serve  in  any  foreign  country,  without 
first  obtaining  the  consent  of  Congress 
therefor,  notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  any  treaty  to  the  contrary. 

There  are  other  provisions  of  the 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations  that 
should  be  amended  or  entirely  reE>ealed, 
but  the  three  changes  set  forth  herewith 
are  imperative. 

I  am  in  favor  of  constitutional  amend- 
ments such  as  limiting  what  may  be  • 
contained  within  a  treaty,  as  proposed  by 
Senator  Bricker.  and  the  one  making 
Congress,  and  not  the  Senate  alone,  re- 
sponsible for  approving  treaties,  as  I 
have  proposed  in  a  Constitutional  amend- 
ment; but  since  this  Congress  has  the 
power  now  to  pass  acts  limiting  the  ex- 
tent of  treaties,  this  power  should  be 
exercised  without  delay.  The  F*ujii  case 
in  California,  and  the  dissenting  opinion 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  steel  seizure 
case,  is  warning  enough  that  it  is  direct- 
ly up  to  this  Congress  right  now  to  pre- 
serve the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this 
country,  regardless  of  any  insidious  at- 
tempt, from  any  quarter,  to  destroy 
them. 


.r..   L 


OLD-AGE  PENSION  FOR  ALL  OVER  65 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Lane]  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 
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Mr.  LANK  Mr.  Speaker,  everybody  is 
talking  about  national  security  these 
days. 

Most  of  the  money  taken  from  us  in 
taxes  is  being  spent  to  provide  us  with 
defenses  against  outside  foes. 

But  what  is  being  done  to  protect  our 
own  people  against  hunger,  want,  and 
'ear — the  age-old  enemies  of  human  be- 
ings before  we  ever  heard  of  fascism, 
communism,  or  any  other  "ism"  that 
may  arise  to  plague  the  world? 
The  answer  Is:  Not  enough. 
Apologists  of  the  go-slow  school  point 
by  way  of  defense,  to  our  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  program  and  to  the 
old-age  assistance  program. 

Taken  together,  they  only  provide  a 
skeleton  of  social  security. 

All  people  over  65  are  not  covered  and 
benefits  are  paid  in  dollars  that— in 
number  and  in  content— are  suffering 
from  malnutrition. 

To  make  the  United  States  secure  at 
home,  we  must  protect  our  old  people 
from  privation  and  worry,  and  the  most 
efficient  way  of  doing  it  Is  to  provide  a 
$100-a-month  pension  to  all  citizens 
65  years  of  age  and  older,  based  on  quali- 
fying age  and  citizenship,  and  without 
any  further  red  tape,  so  that  administra- 
tive costs  will  be  held  to  a  minimum. 

Social-security  taxes  are  going  up  any- 
way by  fractions.  A  slight  increase 
would  finance  a  complete  coverage  and 
eliminate  the  confusion  and  himiihation 
that  attend  our  present  piecemeal  pro- 
gram. 

The  need  for  a  national  pension  is  evi- 
dent to  those  who  are  not  afraid  to  face 
the  facts,  here  they  are— not  pulled  from 
a  hat,  but  based  on  actuarial  findings 
by  our  life-insurance  companies. 

Take  100  men  at  the  age  of  25  and 
then  follow  their  journey  up  to  the  age 
of  65.  How  many  are  left,  and  what  is 
their  fate? 

Thirty-six  wUl  be  dead,  and  "econo- 
misers"  will  not  be  troubled  by  them 
Five  will  be  self-supporting 
Four  wiU  be  well-to-do. 
One  will  be  wealthy. 
Fifty-four  will  be  broke  or  dependent 
That  last  figure  is  the  shocker 
.    Over  one-half  of  the  original  hundred 
will  be  stripped  of  their  human  dignity 
forced  to  beg  from  public  welfare  or  to 
accept  charity  from  the  very  ch'udren 
they  brought  into  the  world. 

Wait  a  minute.  You  cannot  dismiss 
their  plight  by  saying  "Ifs  their  own 
fault.  They  should  have  thought  of 
themselves  alone  and  should  have  saved 
up  for  a  rainy  day." 

Remember  that  we  had  four  depres- 
sions between  1900  and  1942  that  wiped 
out  the  savings  of  workers. 

Within  less  than  25  years  depression 
unemployment,  and  war  have  cost  us 
close  to  a  trUlion  doUars-one  thousand 
Diiiion. 

One  cannot  blame  the  average  Amer- 
ican worker  for  the  blunders  and  the 
delays  and  the  greed  that  failed  to  ore- 
vent  depression  and  wars.     Today  we  are 

T!oSnnV^'  "°^^  "^^^^  ^°^  -e^nd 

But  when,  like  Oliver  Twist,  we  ask  for 

a  little  more  for  our  own  people    therP 

iS^S^S>st'^  Pl-c-  w'ho'complaS 
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Our  modem  Industrial  economy  is  a 
great  one,  but  it  cannot  survive  if  it  is 
wrecked  in  every  generation  by  short- 
sighted leaders  who  fail  to  learn  the  les- 
son of  the  century— that  we  cannot  have 
either  peace  or  prosperity  without  first 
insuring  sustained  production  and  pur- 
chasing power  first  of  aU  in  the  United 
States.  The  number  of  our  people  over 
65  is  increasing.  Many  of  them,  by  that 
fact  alone,  are  excluded  from  employ- 
ment. What  are  they  going  to  do  for 
purchasing  power? 

I  do  not  plead  on  humanitarian 
grounds,  for  there  are  many  ears  that  are 
closed  to  such  an  appeal. 

But  on  the  basis  of  economics,  which 
affect  the  financially  secure  as  well  as 
the  insecure,  I  say  that  we  should  leg- 
islate a  national  pension  voluntarily 
before  we  are  compelled  to  do  it  by  the 
revolutionary  forces  at  work  in  human 
society. 

Those  who  resist  change  endanger  all. 

The  principle  of  pensions  is  firmly 
established. 

But  we  have  not  developed  it  to  its 
logical  conclusion. 

Whether  it  is  called  disabUity  compen- 
sation or  retirement  or  by  any  other 
name,  it  is  still  a  pension. 

Veterans  of  the  armed  services  re- 
ceive pension,  and  rightly  so.  even  though 
they  have  completed  but  20  years  of 
service,  have  not  yet  reached  the  age  of 
40.  and  are  able  to  handle  a  full-time  job 
after  retirement. 

They  gave  service  to  the  country  and 
so  have  those  who  have  worked  in  a 
civilian  capacity  and  for  a  much  lon-'er 
p>eriod.  ° 

Now  at  an  age  where  they  cannot  do 
as  much  physical  work,  or  are  e.xcludcd 
from  many  types  of  employment  our 
older  citizens  deserve  first  consideration 
because  the  concept  of  a  pension  was 
originally  intended  for  them 

t^^;  ^"  ^°»V'  Y^^^^  ^  ^™  P^°"d  to  brin- 
to  your  attention,  would  e:<tablish  this 
nght  as  a  matter  of  national  policy 

of  niH*f°'il'^  ^^  ^^^'^^"^  ^«  o^'-  millions 
of  old  folks  and  would  attract  confidence 
in  our  leadership  throughout  the  world 
One  hundred  dollars  a  month  for  all 
citizens  over  65  will  be  the  sign  that  the 
Umted  States  stands  for  human  a^  well 
as  material  secuiity. 


February  S 


Mr.  Smith  of  Mississippi  in  four  In- 
stances and  to  Include  extraneous  mat 
ter. 

Mr.  Kaistu*  of  Missouri  and  to  include 
an  article  appearing  in  the  Washington 
Star. 

Mr.  PATTiasoN  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  HorrMAW  of  Illinois. 

Mr  Javits  and  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  Boccs  and  include  extraneous  ma- 
terial. 

Mr.  CoLMK  and  Include  an  editorial 
Mr.    PoAGK    and    include    extraneou^ 
matter. 

Mr.  Mtjltkh  in  two  separate  Instances 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter 

Mr.  Teacue  in  four  separate  instances 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  material 

Mr.   RoosEVKLT  in  four  separate  in 
stances.  In  each  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  Dowdy  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Metcalf  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Dodo  to  revl.se  and  extend  his  re- 
marks and  include  a  telegram. 

Mr.  Keoch  and  to  include  an  editorial 
appearing  in  the  New  York  Times 

Mr  KEI.LEY  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
include  an  editorial  appearing  in  The 
Commonweal. 

Mr.  Delaney  and  to  include  extrane- 

ous  matter. 

Mr.  Maddfw  and  to  Include  an  address 
Mr  ToLLEFsoN  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr  WoLVERTON  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  JtTDD  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
elude  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  G-Ai.NN  in  two  instances 

Mr^  Rogers  of  Florida  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Wh\rton. 

Mr  RoDiNo  and  to  include  an  article, 
matter       ""^  ^"d  to  include  extraneous 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


801 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  ABENDS),  for  1  week,  on  ac- 
count of  death  in  family. 

Mr.  Stauffer  (at  the  request  of  Mr 
GRAHAM),  indefinitely,  on  account  of  ill- 
ness. 

Mr.  VuRSELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr 
Arends),  for  2  weeks,  on  account  of  ill-' 
ness. 


ADJOURNMENT 

th?!'".H^''?P-'^^'^^-    ^'^  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

(.Vl^  "^,°^'P"  ^'^^^  agreed  to;  accordingly 
fat  5  0  clock  and  41  minutes  p.  m  )  un- 
der iLs  provious  order,  the  House'  ad- 
ourned  until  Friday.  February  6.  1953. 
'It  IJ  0  clock  noon. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

PvS,^""^'^™?'^  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 

SS^anted^t?:^^^-'^-^-^— ks. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneou^  Lal 

Mr.  Lane  In  four  Instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  execu- 
uve  communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
low  s . 

Ge''nJr«f  'r^lf  ''■"'"  ^^^  A*^*"^  Comptroller 
General  ot  the  United  States.  trarJnltUng 

AntV^oH  %"  ^''^  "^'^'^  ""^  Tennessee  Valley 
Author       loT  the  fi.sc.il  year  ended  June  30. 

ciVern^T?"'  ^°  "-^^  requirements  of  the 
?S  C  84n  r;'^'?;''»'°"  control  Act  (31 
mUtee  ni  r  ^^  ^"^  ""' =  ^  ^^e  Com- 
OTde^H  t?.K-  ''*'■""'*'"*  Operations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed 

thf  Lw  ^1'"  ^'■°'"  '^'  ^'^^'"B  Secretary  of 
Reoon  on  ,V'"'';^P""*"8  "*•  ^""'"^  Annual 
frtv  h^  p       ^  Disposal  of  Navy  Exceaa  Prop- 

1952  n,fr  ^^?  '""^^''  ^°'  ^^'^  Calendar  Ye^ 
1952.   pursuant   to   section   404    (d)    of   th* 


Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Serr- 
ices  Act  of  1949;  to  the  Committee  on  Oor- 
ernment  Operatlona. 

429.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Ccm- 
m^:ce.  transmitting  the  Twenty-first  Quar- 
terly Report  required  under  the  Export  Con- 
trol .\ct  of  1949:  to  the  Committee  on  Banlt- 
ini  and  Currency. 

430.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of 
Federal  Security  Agency,  transmitting  a 
diaft  of  a  blU  entitled  "A  biU  to  protect  the 
public  health  and  welfare  by  restoring  au- 
thority for  factory  Inspections  under  the 
Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act";  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

431.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  a  rcp)ort  concerning  the 
progress  miMle  In  the  improvement  of  Fed- 
rral-ald  highways  and  other  Information  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  Jtine  30.  1953.  pursuant 
to  section  10  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  18.  1934  (48  Stat.  983);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  DINGKLIj: 

H.  R.  2510.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  aiKl  Labor. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  2511.  A  biU  to  amend   the  National 
Labor   Relations   Act,    as    amended;    to    the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  B.\RTLETT: 

R.  R  2512.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  purchase  of  pub- 
lic lands  for  home  and  other  sites."  ap- 
proved June  1.  1938  (52  Stat.  609).  as 
amended:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H  R  2513.  A  bm  to  provide  Incocne  tax 
relief  for  parents  of  minor  chUdren  under 
age  of  18;  to  reduce  the  percentage  deple- 
tion deductions:  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Wajrs  and  Meana. 
By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H  R.  2514.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payment  of 
death  gratuity  to  beneficiaries  at  certain 
members  of  the  Udlted  States  Naval  Eteserve 
and  United  States  Marine  Corps  Reserve  who 
suffer  death  from  disease  contracted  whUe 
on  active  naval  or  mUltary  service;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.   BURDICK: 

R.  R.  2515.  A  bUl  providing  that  In  the  in- 
terpretation of  any  treaty  made  between  the 
United  States  and  any  other  independent 
state,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  shaU  be  the  sole  judge  hereof,  not- 
withstanding the  provision  of  any  treaty 
now  existing  or  hereafter  to  be  made,  to  the 
contrary,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2516.  A  bUl  providing  that  no  treaty 
now  existing  or  hereafter  to  be  created  shall 
contain  any  provision  abridging  the  aovo^lgn 
power  of  the  United  States,  nor  of  any  State 
thereof,  nor  shaU  any  treaty  amend  or  abridge 
any  law  of  the  United  States  or  at  any  State 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  FH}relgn  Affairs. 

H.  R  2517.  A  bUl  limlUng  the  power  of  the 
Sectirlty  CotincU  of  the  United  Nations  or 
any  other  agency  created  by  treaty  to  call  for 
troops  of  the  United  States  to  serve  in  for- 
eign countries,  without  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  2518.  A  blU  to  repeal  certain  legisla- 
tion relating  to  the  purchase  of  sUver.  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  tM^^nif, 
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By  Mr.  CHUDOFF: 

H.  R.  2519.  A  bUl  to  establUh  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  2520.  A  blU  to  provide  for  a  physical 
assay  and  inventory  of  all  gold  owned  by  the 
United  States,  and  to  provide  that  the  results 
of  such  assay  and  inventory  shall  be  reported 
to  the  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  2521.  A  bill  to  permit  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  to  elect  certain  contingency 
options,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Mlssotirl: 

H.  R.  2522.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  annuities  of 
certain  retired  employees  who  served  In 
Alaska  and  on  the  Isthmus  of  Panama;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  2523.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage 
of  special  50-cent  pieces  In  commemoration 
of  the  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary 
of  the  purchase  of  the  Louisiana  Territory 
from  France  by  President  Jefferson  In  1808; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 

H.  R.  2524.  A  bUl  to  repeal  certain  mis- 
cellaneous excise  taxes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2525.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
Income  tax  In  the  c£.se  of  retirement  annui- 
ties and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2526.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of  the 
Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain  postal 
services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 

H.  R.  2527.  A  bUl  to  amend  aectlon  124A 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect 
to  the  basis  of  certification  of  certificates 
of  necessity  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H.  R.  2528.  A  bUl  to  provide  appropriate 
lapel  buttons  for  widows,  p«u-ents.  and  next 
of  kin  of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who 
lost  their  Uvea  in  the  armed  services  of  the 
United  States  during  the  present  hostilities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2529.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
I,  1948,  to  authorlM  the  erection  of  ap- 
propriate Government  headstones  or  markers 
In  cemetery  plots  in  memory  of  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  who  died  while 
serving  In  the  overseas  theaters  of  opera- 
tions and  whose  bodies  have  not  been  re- 
covered or  identified  or  have  been  burked  at 
sea;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2530.  A  bUl  to  extend  the  period 
within  which  courses  of  instruction  may  be 
Initiated  piu^uant  to  the  Servicemen's  Re- 
adjtistment  Act  ot  1944,  as  amended,  by  cer- 
tain veterans  unable  to  avail  themselves  of 
such  educational  benefits  because  of  illness 
or  physical  disablUty;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2631.  A  bill  to  establish  a  National 
Superhighway  Commission  to  provide  for 
plans  and  surveys  for  the  construction  of  a 
national  superhighway  system;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on    Public  Works. 

H.  R.  2632.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  an  addl- 
tl(Xial  United  States  Military  Academy  to  be 
located  In  the  Seventh  Congresalonal  Dis- 
trict of  Alabama,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2633.  A  bill  to  permit  the  po8tp<»e- 
ment  of  Income  tax  with  respect  to  a  por- 
tion of  earned  net  Income  paid  to  a  re- 
stricted retirement  fund;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  2534.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  sever- 
ance of  a  senrlce-connected  disabUlty  which 


has  been  In  effect  for  10  or  more  years:  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2535.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  preven- 
tion of  water  pollution  by  allowing  amounts 
paid  for  Indtjstrlal  waste  treatment  works  to 
be  amortised  at  an  accelerated  rate  for  In- 
come-tax purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2536.  A  bin  to  establish  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy  in  the  Seventh 
Congressional  District  of  Alabama;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.R.  2537.  A  bUl  to  enable  the  mothers 
and  widows  of  deceased  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  now  Interred  in  cemeteries 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  or  in  Alaska  to  make  a  pilgrimage  to 
such  cemeteries;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  GUBSER: 

H.  R.  2638.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
6.  1950.  to  provide  an  equitable  readjust- 
ment of  benefits  for  certain  annuitants  and 
survivors  of  annuitants  who  retired  under 
the  ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930,  prior  to  AprU  1.  1948;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  2539.  A  biU  to  authorize  payment  for 
the  transportation  of  household  effects  of 
certain  naval  personnel;  to  the  C<»nmltte« 
on  Armed  Services. 

By   Mr.   HOLMES: 

H.R.  2540.  A  blU  to  authorise  the  con> 
structlon  of  the  Kllckiut  unit  of  the  Wa- 
pato  project,  Yakima  Indian  Reservation. 
Wash.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  aiKl  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2541.  A  biU  authorizing  flood -control 
works  on  the  Yakima  River  and  tributaries; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By   Mr.    JAVITS: 

R  R.  2542.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended:   to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  2543.  A  bill  to  allow  a  taxpayer  to 
deduct  for  Income-tax  purposes  amounts 
paid  for  the  care  of  dependents,  while  th« 
taxpayer  Is  employed;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and   Means. 

By  Mr.  LATHAM: 

H  R.  2544.  A  blU  to  authorise  the  con- 
struction of  a  Federal  building  at  Jamaica, 
Long  Island,  N.  Y.;  to  the  Committee  on 
PubUc  Works. 

By  Mr.  LUCAS: 

R.  R.  2545.  A  bill  to  diminish  the  harmful 
effects  of  labor  disputes  upon  the  general 
public  and  the  national  defense  by  encour- 
aging  collective  bargaining  between  employ, 
ers  and  their  own  employees,  and  for  oth^ 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.   LYLE: 

H.  R.  2646.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  to  make  husbands 
eligible  for  stirvlvor  benefits  under  sections 
6  and  6.  regardless  of  status  or  dependency: 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa: 

H.R.  2647.  A  bUl  providing  for  construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  Mississippi  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  2648.  A  bill  to  provide  that  equip- 
ment for  use  In  the  third-  and  fourth-class 
poet  offices  shall  be  furnished  by  the  Post 
Office  Department,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  ClvU 
Service. 

H.  R.  2549.  A  bill  to  amend  the  ClvU  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2560.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Post- 
master General  shall  furnish  flat-top  stools 
for  post-office  clerks  who  perform  the  duty 
of  distributing  mall;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  OOoe  and  ClvU  Service. 
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H.  R.  2561.  A  bin  to  amend  tbe  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  aa  amend- 
«1.  wltli  reapect  to  ofllcen  and  employees  of 
tbe  Public  Health  Service  aaalgned  to  duty 
requiring  contact  with  persona  afflicted  with 
leproay:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2552.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of 
the  Postmaater  General  curtailing  certain 
postal  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  2553.  A  blU  to  amend  section  1   (d) 
of  the  ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29,  1930.  aa  amended,  so  as  to  provide  certain 
benefits  for  employees  engaged   In   law-en- 
forcement work  who.  because  at  disability  or 
other  reascna.  are  unable  to  complete  20  years 
of  service  In  stich  work;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.  R.  2554.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938.  as  amended;   to  the 
Committee  on  Bd\icatlon  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  minols: 
H.  R.  2555.  A   bill   to   amend   the   Housing 
•nd  Rent  Act  of  1947.  as  amended:   to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois : 
H.  R.  255«.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3185  of 
title   18.  United  States  Code;    to   the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2667.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  of  Jan- 
nary  12.  1951.  as  amended,  to  continue  in 
effect  the  provisions  of  title  n  of  the  First 
War  Powers  Act.  1941;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2558.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  sp- 
pointment  of  additional  circuit  and  district 
judges  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  25S0.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  371. 
872.  and  373  of  title  28.  United  States  Code, 
with  respect  to  the  resignation  and  retire- 
ment of  Judges  and  the  appointment  of  ad- 
ditional Judges  when  pernuinently  disabled 
Judges  fall  to  retire;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2560.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October 
31.  1943.  as  extended,  relating  to  the  adjust- 
ment of  royalties,  for  the  duration  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  December  16. 
1950.  and  6  months  thereafter;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2561.  To  further  amend  the  act  of 
May  29.  1945.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  settlement  of  claims  of  military  per- 
sonnel and  civilian  employees  of  the  War  De- 
partment or  of  the  Army  for  damage  to  or 
loss,  destruction,  capture,  or  abandonment 
or  personal  property  occurring  incident  to 
their  service"  by  extending  the  time  for  filing 
certain  claims  thereunder;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2562.  A  bill  to  consider  residence  in 
American  Samoa  or  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands  by  certain  employees  of  the 
governments  thereof,  and  their  dependents, 
as  residence  in  the  United  States  for  naturali- 
zation purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2563.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  sections  794.  2151,  2153.  2154, 
and  2388  as  extended  to  continue  In  effect 
the  provisions  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2564.  A  bill  to  make  the  provisions 
of  section  1362  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  injury  to  or  Inter- 
ference with  communications  systems  oper- 
ated or  controlled  by  the  United  States,  ap- 
plicable to  and  within  the  Canal  Zone;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2565.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act 
of  January  2,  1942.  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  claims 
for  damages  occasioned  by  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  forces  in  foreign  countries"- 
to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2686.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Contract 
Settlement  Act  of  1944  so  as  to  establish  a 
tlm*  UmltAUoa  upon   the   filing  of  certain 
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claims  thereunder;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2567.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
26.  1947  (61  Stat.  493),  relating  to  the  relief 
of  certain  disbursing  officers;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas; 

H.  R.  2568.  A  bill  to  amend  the  ClvU  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  approved  May  29,  1930, 
aa  amended,  so  as  to  exempt  annuity  pay- 
ments under  such  act  from  taxation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  2569.  A  bill  to  reclassify  supervisory 
employees  In  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  Into  step  rate  grades  com- 
parable with  those  for  other  |x>6tal  em- 
ployees and  employees  In  other  Federal  serv- 
ices and  to  adjust  Inequities;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  2570.  A  bUl  to  provide  equitable  com- 
pensation for  Saturday,  Sunday,  holiday,  and 
overtime  duty  In  the  Federal  Government 
service:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  2571.  A  bin  to  regulate  subsistence, 
expenses,  and  mUeage  allowances  of  civilian 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida : 

H.  R.  2572.  A  bill  providing  that  certain 
real  properr.y.  together  with  Improvements 
thereon,  acquired  for  mUltary  purposes,  or 
for  housing  projects,  national  parks,  or  mon- 
uments, shall  not  be  exempt  from  taxation 
by  the  States  and  their  political  subdivi- 
sions; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 
H.  R.  25l>!  A  bill  to  provide  greater  secu- 
rity for  veterans  of  the  Spanish-American 
War,  Including  the  Boxer  RebeUlon  and  the 
Philippine  Insurrection,  In  the  granting  of 
emergency  hospital  care  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  2574.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  monthly 
rates  of  pen.slon  payable  to  certain  widows  of 
deceased  veterans  of  the  Spanish-American 
War.  Including  the  Boxer  Rebellion  and  the 
Philippine  Insurrection;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans    Affairs. 

H.  R.  2575  A  bill  to  Increase  the  monthly 
rates  of  dlsubUlty  compensation  payable  to 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans- 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    ROOSEVELT: 
H.  R  2576    A    bill    to    prohibit    discrimina- 
tion  In   employment   because  of   race,   color, 
religion,  national  origin,  or  ancestrv,  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr    SCUDDER: 
H.  R.  2577.  A  bill  to  extend  the  authority 
of  the  President  to  enter  Into  trade  agree- 
ments under  section  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
By  Mr   SHAFER: 
H  R.  2578.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  Statea  Code  so  as  to  transfer  certain 
counties  from  the  eastern  district  of  Michi- 
gan to  the  western  district  of  Michigan,  to 
provide    for   the   appointment   of   additional 
district  Judges  for   the  Judicial   dUtrlcts  of 
Michigan,    and    for   other   purposes;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr    SHORT; 
H.  R.  2579.   A  bill  to  authorize  the  furnish- 
ing  of    Information    and    civilian   education 
for  personnel  In  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  2580.  A  bUl  to  create  a  committee  to 
study  and  evaluate  public  and  private  ex- 
periments In  weather  modification;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By   Mr.    SUTTON: 
H.  R.  2581.  A  bUi  to  provide  that  each  per- 
sonal income   tax   exemption   of   a   taxpayer 


(Including  the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the 
exemption  for  a  dependent,  and  the  addi- 
tional exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  for 
any  taxable  year  shall  be  Increased  above 
»600  In  the  same  ratio  as  the  Consumers" 
Price  Index  for  such  year  la  above  the  index 
for  the  period  1935  through  1939,  to  the 
Committee  oq  Wavs  and  Means. 
By  Mr,  TALLE 

H.  R.  2582.  A  bill  to  amend  section  12  of 
chapter  V  of  the  act  of  June  19.  1934.  as 
amerided.  entitled,  "An  act  to  regulate  the 
business  of  life  Insurance  In  the  District  of 
Columbia";  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  VAN  PELT: 

H  R  2583.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1020c 
title  12.  Banks  and  Banking.  United  States 
Code,  and  to  provide  for  payment  by  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  of  the 
unpaid  balance  due  on  defaulted  joint-stock 
land  bank  bonds;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By   Mr    WALTER: 
H  R  2584    A   bill   to  clarify  the  copyright 
laws   with   respect   to   the   renewal  of   copy- 
rights;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H  R.  2585.  A  bill  to  reclassify  supervisory 
employees   In    the    field    service    of    the    Post 
Office  Department  Into  step  rate  grades  com- 
parable  with  those  for  other  postal  employees 
and  employees  In  other  Federal  services,  and 
to  adjust  Inequities:    to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  .Service. 
Dy  Mr.   ZABLOCKI: 
H  R  2586    A  bill  to  exempt  the  field  serv- 
ice of  the  Post  Office  Department  from  sec- 
tion   1310   of   the   Supplemental    Appropria- 
tion  Act.    1952;    to   the   Committee   on   Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R.  2587  A  bill  to  encourage  the  States 
to  hold  preferential  primary  elections  for  the 
nomination  of  candidates  for  the  office  of 
President,  and  fur  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr  HESS: 
H  J  Res  163  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  7-day  period  beginning  October  18,  1953, 
as  Cleaner  Air  Week,  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    McCORM.\CK: 
H  J  Res.  164    J<,int    resfilutlon    to    provide 
for  Investigating  the  feasibility  of  establlsh- 
Ing  a  coordinated  local.   State,   and   Feder'l 
program   In   the   city  of  Boston.   Mass     and 
general   vicinity   thereof,   for   the   purpose  of 
preserving    the    hi.storic    properties,    objects, 
and  buildings  in  that  area;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr    BERRY: 
H  J  R(>s.  I6j    Joint     resolution     provldln" 
f<3r  the  establishment  of   a  Commission  on 
Retirement  of  the  National  Debt;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    HINSHAW: 
H  J  Res   lee    Joint  resolution  to  establish 
a  Joint  Committee  on  Science;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules 

By  Mr    ZABI.OCKI: 

H  Con  Re.s  30  Concurrent  resolution  to 
provide  for  the  creation  of  a  Joint  committee 
to  study  and  Investigate  all  matters  perUln- 
ing  to  the  election  of  the  President  and  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    HILL: 

H  Res  131  Resolution  to  provide  funds 
for  the  expt-n.ses  of  the  study  and  Investiga- 
tion authorized  by  House  Resolution  22  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration 


MEMORIALS 
Under  claa^e  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr  HESELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  pass  legU- 
latlon  to  Incorporate  Franco- American  War 
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Veterans.   Inc.;    to   the   Committee   on   tha 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  His 
Fxcellency.  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  take  action  regarding  the  land  to 
be  Inundated  by  the  Missouri  River  develop- 
ment, the  appraisal  of  iiald  land,  the  people 
dispossessed,  and  other  pertinent  matters  in 
relBilon  thereto;  to  tbe  >:;ommitt«e  on  Public 
Wjrka. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  iiile  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  w  are  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr.    BARRETT: 

H  R.  2588.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lulgl 
Masclttl;  to  the  Comndttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BATES  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  2589.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Birs. 
Prancls  McDowall;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOGOS: 

H  R  2690.  A  bill  for  ;he  relief  of  Martin 
M  Sorensen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By   Mrs.    FRANCES   P.   BOLTON: 

H.  R.  2591.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Elizabeth 
Koczl;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON: 

H.  R.  2692.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul  E. 
Socke;   to  the  Commltt(«  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr   BRAMBLEIT: 

H  R  2593.  A  bill  for  ';he  relief  of  Emmet 
Wood  and  Viola  Wood;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2594.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Grace 
Cheng  and  Philip  Chenj;;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2595.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
garetha  Rath  Rahneberi;  and  Erich  Rahne- 
berg:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2596.  A    bUl   for    the    relief    of    Jalal 
Rashtlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  BURDICK 

H  R  2597.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Ray  Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BYRNE  of  Pentuylvanla: 

H  R  2598.  A  blU  for  the  relief  o<  Colleen 
Gloria  Chen  Bee;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2699.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jaq>er 
Gladstone  Chen  Sec;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE: 

H  R  2600,  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Hedwig 
Hollweg;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2801.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fran- 
cesco Msdciottl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H,  R.  2602.  A  blU  for  tie  relief  of  Elzblet& 
Grzymkowska  JarosK;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2603  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carmela 
Daiiio  Davenla;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  N<!W  York: 
H  R.  3604.  A   blU   for    the   reUef  of  Laurl 
Allan  Tornl;  to  the  Comaalttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT 
H  R  2605.  A  bill  for  i,he  reUef  of  Salva- 
tore  Glanna;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  CRETELLA: 
H  R.  2606.  A  bUl  for  tlie  relief  of  Dalmaslo 
De    Domlnicls;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary, 

By  Mr.  GROSSER: 
H  R.  2607.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cllflord 
Robinson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CUNNIMaiLAM: 
H.  R  2608.  A   blU   for   the   relief   of  Km* 
Zenau  and  her  minor  cbildren;  to  tbe  Ckxn- 
mlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Mlssotirl : 
H.R.  2609.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Frieda  Fleischer;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  2610.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
vancement on  the  retired  list  of  Commander 
Buell  F.  Brandt,  United  States  Navy  (retired) . 
to  the  grade  of  captain;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah: 
H.R.  2611.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gerrlt 
Been;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2612.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Bouessa  Deeb;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DIES: 
H.  R.  2613.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Melvln  Welsbeck;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONDERO: 
H.R.  2614.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  James 
Harry    Martin;    to    the   Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FERn6S-ISERN: 
H.R.  2615.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Julio 
Mercado  Toledo;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2616.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Oenerosa 
Bonet;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2617.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gulllermo 
Morales  Chacon;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  2618.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Santos 
Sanabria  Alvarez;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2619.  A  b  11  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Aurelia  Yanguas  Teres  and  Sister  Matllde 
Cuevas  San  Martin;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2620.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gabriel 
Zamorano-Estape;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  2621.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Maria 
Rozaa  Esplnelra  de  Colchero  Arrubarrena; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2622.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Ortega  Perez;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2623.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jose  M. 
Thomasa-Sanchez;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FISHER: 

H.R.  2624.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Paola 
Boezl  Langford;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN: 

H.R.  2625.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Anna  Ungaro  Dell'OgUo;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GORDON: 

H.  R.  2626.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Wencenty 
Peter  Wlnlarskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GUBSER: 

H  R  2627.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Cecilia 
Lucy  Boyack;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2628.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yulchl 
Matsumoto;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  B(r.  HELLER: 

H,  R.  2629.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Emanuel 
and  Maria  Pulelo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  263C.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Balblno 
Acuain  Ariasa;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HIUJNGS: 

H.R.  2631.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Jeanne  Laplerre  O'DonneU;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLT  (by  request) : 

H.R.  2632.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Huppert  and  Marta  Huppert;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2633.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lee  Slg 
Cheu;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

H.  R.  2634.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
T.  Douds;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

H.R.  2635.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Olga 
Abltla;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H.R.  2636.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Japhet;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.R.  3637.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Albert 
Rossi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

H.  R.  2638.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Sauber;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  2639.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  George 
Lahood;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  3640.  A  bill  for  the  Relief  of  Wadlh 
Bakhos  Boula;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2841.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theresia 
Hotter;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  2642.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Morgan 
M.  Whlters;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2643.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  William 
E.  Ackerknecht;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2844.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
J.  Farrell;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2646.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James  Darmody;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2646.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Marcel 
Duvlvler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2647.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelita 
Haberer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R,  2648.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Giovanni 
Lazarlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2649.  A  bUl  for  1  he  relief  of  Orham 
AM  Erensel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Juc*^- 
clary. 

H.  R.  2650.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Anna  Ettl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  R,  2651.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elle  Jo- 
seph Hakim  and  family;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  2652.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Constance 
Brouwer  Scheffer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H,  R.  2653.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Michael 
Cllve  Ossorto;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 

H.R.  2654.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stetert 
Linda  Salerno,  Lulglana  C.  Cairo,  Antonietta 
Implert,  Anna  Implert.  Roslna  Scarlato,  lo- 
landa  Gaglianone,  Maria  Assunta  Scara- 
musrao,  Prancescalna  Conteruocl,  and  Fllo- 
mena  Luplnacd;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORGAN: 

H.  R,  2655.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Constan- 
tlnos  G.  Samonas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlcltuy. 

H.  R.  2656.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Markos  M. 
Perlvolarls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl-  * 
clary. 

H.  R.  2657.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs, 
Eirlnl  Baslll  Pagonls;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R. 2658.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Algie 
Yuasa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2669.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
L.  Klkta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   MULTER: 

H.R.  2660.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Juan  Antonio  Rivera,  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  An- 
telo.  Mrs.  Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs.  Otto  Resse, 
and  Mrs.  Hugo  Soria;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2661.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Josef 
Aszer  Grosman;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2662.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Issac 
Brecher;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'NEILL: 

H.  R.  2663.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice 
Haldostlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  2664.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Sonla 
Sookhdeo  Wall;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiclanr. 
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By  Mr.  RADWAN: 
H.  R.  2«66.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Lampaces;   to  the  Committee  oq  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mi.  reed  of  Illinois: 
H.  R.  2668.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
O.  Scott  and  Hanna  von  Ousmann;   to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2667.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Len- 
nle  P.  Rlggs.  James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon 
\j.  Ransom;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  2668.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anasta- 
slos  John  Kouvaras:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 
H.  R.  2669.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Qual- 
tiero  Oaldlnazzl;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  2670.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Pletro  Dl 
Pllippo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSK3: 
H.  R.  2671.  A   bill   for   the  relief   of   Jozef 
Podlackl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2072.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    8gt. 
Januz  Plucinski;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMALL: 
H.  R.  2673.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  N. 
Wilson  and  Hamilton  M.  Webb;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  STAGGERS: 
H.  R.  2674.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Paul 
Keuk  Chang;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
R.  R.  2675.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Alkoe  Giagtzis;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By     lAi.     WIGGLKSWORTH     (by     re- 
quest) : 
H.  R.  2676.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Valentin 
Flnkler  Romanos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  2677.  A   bill    for    the   relief   of   Mary 
Sirg-Gleu  Carleton;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana: 
H.R.  2678.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carl  A. 
Annls.  Wayne  C.  Cranney,  and  Leslie  O.  Ya-^- 
«\>od;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PEimONS.  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows  : 

37.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Resolutions  adopt- 
ed by  the  Catholic  War  Veterans  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  New  Jersey  State 
Department,  West  New  York,  N.  J.,  calling  for 
Immediate  appropriation  of  adequate  funds 
to  continue  the  hospital  and  medical  pro- 
grams of  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

38.  By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri:  Petition  of 
Dr.  R.  J.  Brennan  and  120  other  farmers  of 
Livingston  County,  Mo.,  asking  Congress  to 
amend  the  present  PHA  title  I  program  or 
enact  new  legislation  similar  to  FHA  title  I 
BO  that  they  can  obtain  insured  loans  for 
financing  of  soil  fertility  and  conservation 
on  their  farms;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

■■  *■»         »■ 


SENATE 

Wkdnksiuy,  Febri  ahv  4,  l*).');} 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harrjs.  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  Ood  and  father  of  all  man- 
kind, whose  paths  are  mercy  and  truth. 


before  the  white  splendor  of  whose  pu- 
rity every  vileness  shrinlts  away :  Lift  us. 
we  beseech  Thee,  above  the  immediate 
and  set  our  lives  in  the  wide  horizons  of 
abiding  verities;  strengthen  our  inner  re- 
sources that  we  may  go  forth  against  un- 
numbered foes  with  the  whole  armor  of 
faith  and  righteousness,  pledging  our 
loyalty  to  Thy  kingdom  of  love,  never  let- 
ting our  conlidence  in  it,  nor  our  devotion 
to  It,  fail  because  of  the  fury  of  the  wicked 
when  they  boast  themselves  in  the  day 
of  their  pride.  As  Thy  servants  and  the 
people's,  in  this  temple  of  democracy, 
save  us  from  the  perversion  of  power  that 
has  not  Thee  in  awe.  In  this  day  of  des- 
tiny for  us  and  for  the  world,  make  us 
worthy  of  our  vocation  as  keepers  of  the 
sacred  flame.  We  ask  it  in  the  dear  Re- 
deemer's name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tait,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  February 
2,  1953,  was  disF>ensed  with. 


MESSAGES    PROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  were  communicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S.  243'  to  amend  Public 
Law  73,  Eighty-first  Congress,  first  ses- 
sion (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (for  Adminis- 
tration), with  amendments,  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  to 
amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  so 
that  such  act  will  apply  to  reorganiza- 
tion plans  transmitted  to  the  Congress 
at  any  time  before  April  1,  1955,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Clemints,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  McCarran  was 
excused  from  attendance  on  tlie  session 
of  the  Senate  today. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Wiley,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  was  authorized  to 
meet  this  afternoon  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate. 


EXECIHTVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore  the   Senate   the   following   letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
Report  on  Payment  or  Certain  Cij(Ims  bt 
TBEAstryr  Department 

A  letter  frnm  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,   tri'-nsmltting,  pursuant   to  law,  a 


rep<wt  on  the  payment  of  certain  claims  re- 
lating to  correction  of  military  records,  for 
the  6-month  perUxl  ended  December  31.  196'2 
(with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

RETomr  ON  Average  Montklt  Plight  Pat  or 
Certain  OmcESS  or  Coast  Guard 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  repwrtlng.  pursuant  to  law.  on  the 
average  monthly  flight  pay  F>aid  to  certain 
officers  of  the  Coast  Guard;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on   Armed  Services. 

Report  on  Foreign  Excess  Property  Disposal, 
Navy  Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  SecretaiTT  of  the 
Navy,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re- 
port on  foreign  excess  property  disposal  by 
the  Navy  Department,  for  the  calendar  year 
1952  (With  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

Report  on  Export  Control 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmlttln;;,  pursuant  to  law,  the  twenty- 
first  quarterly  rept)rt  (jn  export  control  (with 
an  accompanying  rep'irii;  to  the  Committee 
on   Bunking  and  Currency. 

Report  Relating  to  Illegal  ExpENonuRES  by 
Navy  Department 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  for  the  Information  of  the 
Senate,  a  report  with  reference  to  illegal 
expenditures  made  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  In  connection  with  the  suit  brought  by 
the  United  States  against  Pallbrook  Ptibllc 
Utility  District,  and  others.  In  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Sjuthem  Dis- 
trict of  California.  Southern  Division  (with 
an  accompanying  report  i;  to  the  Committee 
on    Government    Operations, 

Audit  Report  on  Tenneasex  Valley 
Authority 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  an  audit 
report  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report!;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Factory  Inspections  Under  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Co3Mmc  Act 
A  letter  from  the  Admlnl8tratf)r,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed IcgLslatlon  to  protect  the  public  health 
and  welfare  by  restoring  authority  for  fac- 
tory Inspections  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Art  (with  an  accompany- 
ing paper  I ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  aiid 
Public  Welfare. 

Repoet  of  Pacihc  Marine  Fisheries 
Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Pacific  Ma- 
rine Fisheries  Cummlsslon,  Portland.  Greg,, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  the  report  of 
the  Commission  for  the  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report  i ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 
Petitions,   etc.,   were   laid   before   the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated: 

By   the  PRESIDENT  pro   tempore: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State   of    California:    to   the    Committee    on 
L<.bor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  9 

"Joint  resolution  relative  to  the  shortage  of 

hospital   beds   for    California   veterans 

"Whereas  there  Is  an  alarming  shortage  of 
hospital  beds  available  In  California  for  Cali- 
fornia veterans  provided  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, and  the  number  has  been  de- 
creased by  2.000  beds  since  June  1950;   and 

"Whereas  there  are  approximately  4.600 
veterans  In  California  State  mental  Instltu- 
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tlons  of  which  approximately  1,500  have 
service-connected  disabilities  entitling  them 
to  hospitalization  and  c«re  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration;  and 

"Whereas  In  October  of  194«  the  Federal 
Government  approved  the  building  of  a 
1  000-bed  neuropeychiati  ic  hospital  in  San 
Francisco,  which  hospital  has  never  been 
built  due  to  the  failure  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  appropriate  lunds  to  build  thla 
hospital;  and 

'Whereas  a  200-bed  general,  medical,  and 
surgical  hospital  in  San  Diego  was  approved 
bill  has  never  been  built  due  to  the  failure 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  appropriate 
the  necessary  funds  therefor;  and 

"Whereas  the  standard  of  medical  care  for 
ralifornla  veterans  In  the  existing  hospitals 
has  been  adversely  affected  by  reductions  in 
the  budget  of  the  Veterans'  Administration; 
and 

"Whereas  It  is  a  well  krown  fact  that  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  veti'rans  have  been  mi- 
grating to  the  State  of  California  from  every 
State  of  the  Union  since  the  close  of  World 
War  I  and  the  veteran  population  of  Cali- 
fornia will  continue  to  increase  by  reason 
of  the  Korean  emergency,  and  for  that  rea- 
son applications  by  veteraru  for  hospitaliza- 
tion have  shown  a  steady  Increase;   and 

"Whereas  the  Veterans'  Administration  ha> 
not  only  caused  a  cutback  in  the  number  of 
o()erattng  beds,  but  it  hu  also  reduced  the 
standard  of  medical  care,  the  amount  of 
out-patient  treatment  for  veterans,  the 
amount  of  medical  reaearch,  and  a  shortage 
In  the  medical  supplies  in  these  veterans' 
hospitals:   Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Rfsolved.  by  the  Seiate  and  Assembly 
o^  the  state  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  respect- 
fully memorialize  the  Congreaa  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  and  to  appro- 
priate moneys  necessary  to  bring  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  I'lOepltal  program  to 
the  needed  standards  tc  meet  the  needs  of 
the  veteran  population  of  California;  and  be 
It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  the  sen- 
ate be  hereby  directed  to  transmit  copies 
of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  U|^ 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Spea^r 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  and  to  each  Senator  and 
Representative  from  California  In  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States." 

A  }olnt  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"Senate   Joint   Memorial   3 

"Whereas  the  working  man  and  woman  of 
America,  is  being  burdened  by  high  taxa- 
tion, and  that  to  alleviate  some  of  this  bur- 
den, the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
should  enact  remedial  li^tslation;  and 

"Whereas  the  expenses  incurred  by  work- 
ers, are  not  now  exempt  or  deductible  as 
expenses  from  Income  taxes;  and 

"Whereas  expenses  Incurred  by  parents 
for  the  care  of  minor  children,  while  said 
parents  are  employed,  are  not  deductible 
from  Income  taxes;  and 

"Whereas  coal  minen  now  receiving  pen- 
sions from  the  welfare  fund  of  the  United 
Mine  Workers  of  Amerl(;a  are  taxed  on  mon- 
eys received  as  pensions :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Reifohed  by  the  Senate  of  the  Thirty- 
ninth  General  Assemtly  of  the  State  of 
Colorado  ( the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curring herein).  That  the  Congreaa  of  the 
United  States  be  and  It  is  hereby  memorial- 
ized to  enact  such  remedial  legislation  as 
may  be  necessary  to  permit  the  deduction 
from  Income  taxes  of  (xpensea  Incurred  for 
travel  to  and  from  work,  expenses  incurred 
by  working  mothers  and  fathers  for  the  care 
and  maintenance  of  m.nor  children,  and  to 
exempt   from    Income    taxes    remuneration 


received    by   coal    miners   in    the    form    of 
miner's  pension;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
furnished  to  each  of  our  Members  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  and  to  the  appro- 
priate officer  in  each  House  of  Congreaa. 
"Gordon  Allott, 

"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred  H.  THesswell, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"David  A.  Hamil, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

"Lee  Matties, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Washington;  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  2 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwight   D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Honorable  Richard   M.  Nixon,  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the   Senate   and  House   of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  in  Congress 
assembled  : 
"We,   your   memorialists,   the   Senate   and 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  State 
of  Washington,  in  legislative  session  assem- 
bled, respectfully  represent  as  follows: 

"Whereas  there  was  held,  on  November  4, 
1952,  a  national  election  for  the  purpose  of 
electing  officers  to  various  national  and  State 
offices;  and 

"Whereas,  as  the  outcome  of  said  national 
election,  a  new  administration  in  the  Na- 
tional Government  of  the  United  States  is 
assuming  office  under  the  leadership  of  the 
Honorable  Dwtght  D.  Elsenhower,  thirty- 
third  President  of  the  United  SUtei:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington  does  hereby  extend  to 
the  new  national  administration,  under  the 
leadership  of  the  Honorable  Dwigbt  D.  Elsen- 
hower, President  of  the  United  States.  Its 
felicitations,  and  Its  moat  earnest  and  sin- 
cere best  wishes  that,  with  God's  guidance, 
it  may  meet,  with  wisdom  and  foresight, 
th^  momentous  matters  which  are  now,  and 
will  in  the  ensuing  years,  be  placed  before 
It  for  consideration;  be  it  hereby  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  memcH-lal 
be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  each  member  of  the  Washington  congres- 
sional delegation, 

"Passed  the  house  January  19.  1953. 
"R.  MoRT  Pratn, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Passed  the  senate  January  19,  1953. 
"Emmett  T.  Anderson, 
"President  of  the  Senate." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Florida  State 
Townsend  Auxiliary  Unit,  No.  52,  Jackson- 
ville, Pla.,  favoring  the  substitution  of  the 
so-called  Townsend  plan  for  old-age  assist- 
ance for  the  present  social -security  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  statement  in  the  nature  of  a  memorial, 
adopted  by  the  council  of  the  American 
Physical  Society,  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  relating 
to  visa  and  passport  restrictions;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Council  of 
the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  favoring  an 
investigation  by  the  Congress  of  the  con- 
tinued curtailment  of  hospital  beds  and 
other  medical-care  programs  for  veterans 
within  the  State  of  California;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By   Mr.    8ALTONSTALL    (for    himself 
and  Mr.  Kknmkot)  : 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Conunonwealth  of  Massachusetts;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 


"RESOLtrnoNs  Memorializino  thx  Congress 

OF  thx  Unitxd  States  of  Ambuca  To  Pass 

Legislation     To      Incorporate      Fkamco- 

Amkrican  War  Vxtxrans,  Inc. 

"Whereas  Franco-American  War  Veterans, 
Inc.,  whose  membership  and  officers  consist 
solely  of  honorably  discharged  American  war 
veterans  who  have  rendered  service  in  the 
United  States  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
Coast  Guard,  or  Air  Force,  is  desirous  of 
being  officially  recognized  as  a  veterans'  or- 
ganization by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America:  and 

"Whereas  such  incorporation  would  benefit 
a  large  number  of  Massachusetts  citizens 
who  are  already  included  in  the  membership 
of  this  patriotic  society:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Re.iolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts hereby  memorializes  and  petitions 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  pass  legislation  to  incorporate  Franco- 
American  War  Veterans,  Inc.;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  duly  certified  copies  of 
these  resolutions  be  transmitted  by  the  sec- 
retary of  state  to  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives from  Massachusetts  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

'In  senate,,  adopted,  January  15,  1953. 
"Irving  N.  Hatdem, 
"Clerk. 

"In  house  of  representatives,  adopted,  in 
concurrence,  January  21,  1953. 

"IjAWxxncx  R.  Grovk, 

"CUrk.- 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts;  to  thm 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"REsoLxmoNS  Memorializing  Congress  To 
Pass  a  Federal  Fair  Emplotment  Prac- 
tices Act 

"Resolved.  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  hereby  urges  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  pass  legislation  creat- 
ing a  Federal  Fair  Employment  Practices  Act 
with  enforcement  provisions  adequate  to  in- 
sure compliance  by  employers;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  state 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Congress, 
and  to  the  Members  thereof  from  this  Com- 
monwealth. 

"In  house  of  representatives,  adopted  Jan- 
uary 15.  1953. 

"Lawrzncx  R.  Grovk. 

"Clerk. 

"In  senate,  adopted,  in  concurrence,  Jan- 
uary 22,  1953. 

"Irving  N.  Hatocn, 

"Clerk." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Gen- 
eral Court  of  the  Cotomonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  identical  with  the  fore- 
going, which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska : 
A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Nebraska;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"Legislative  Resolution  4 

"Whereas  vesicular  exanthema,  hog  chol- 
era, trichinosis,  and  other  diseases  of  swine 
are,  or  may  be,  transmitted  by  the  feeding 
of  raw  garbage;  and 

"Whereas  these  diseases  cause  heavy  losses 
to  the  swine  industry  of  the  Nation;  and 

"'Whereas  Nebraska  and  some  of  her  sister 
States  have  enacted  laws  designed  to  pre- 
vent the  spread  of  these  diseases  by  pro- 
hibiting the  feeding  of  raw  garbage,  but 
other  States  have  not  done  so;  and 

"Whereas  a  part  of  the  problem  is  inter- 
state in  character,  hence  not  amenable  to 
effective  control  by  the  States;  Now.  there- 
fore, be  It 
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"Resolvtd  by  the  memhers  of  the  Ne- 
hraaka  legislature  in  sixty-fifth  aession  as- 
sembled: 

"1.  Tbat  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  urged  to  enact  legislation  forbidding  the 
shipment  of  raw  garbage  across  State  lines 
IcH'  feeding  purpoaes. 

"2.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  further  urged  to  enact  legislation  forbid- 
ding the  shipment  of  swine  across  State 
lines  if  such  swine  have  been  fed  on  raw 
garbage. 

■"3.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  trans- 
mitted by  the  clerk  of  the  legislature  to  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  each  Member 
from  Nebraska  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States." 


ELIMINATION  OP  FLOOD  CONTROL 
FEATURES  OP  JOHN  DAY  DAM- 
RESOLUTION  OP  IRRIGON 
GRANGE,  IRRIGON,  OREG. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Irrigon  Grange,  at  Irrigon,  Oreg.,  favor- 
ing the  elimination  of  flood  control  fea- 
tures of  the  John  Day  Dam. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rscord,  as  follows: 
Resolution  To  Eliminate  Flood-Contkol 
FiiATTJKis  OP  John  Day  Dam 

Whereas  in  May  1950  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  passed  a  law  providing  for  a 
40-foot  flood-control  feature  to  be  con- 
structed above  the  255-foot  pool  of  the  au- 
thorized John  Day  Demi;  and 

Whereas  such  a  flood  control  dam  would 
drown  out  Arlington,  Boardman,  Irrigon.  and 
the  north  part  of  Umatilla  In  Oregon,  and 
Rooeevelt,  Patterson,  and  Plymouth  in 
Washington,  and  other  valuable  acreage  on 
both  Bides  of  the  Columbia  River;  and 

Whereas  the  said  flood  control  dam  will 
eliminate  the  construction  of  the  much 
needed  Industrial  plants  on  the  255-foot  level 
of  the  John  Day  Dam  pool,  as  It  is  impossible 
to  build  Industrial  plants  where  the  water 
level   would   have   a  40-foot    variation;    and 

Whereas  the  proper  location  for  all  flood 
control  dams  are  in  the  upper  reaches  of 
the  Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers  where  the 
Army  engineers  308  plan  had  them  all 
located  originally;  and 

Whereas  the  flood-control  dams  In  the  up- 
per reaches  of  the  rivers  would  flrm  up  the 
power  of  8  or  10  big  dams  below  them 
instead  of  only  2  like  the  2  aided  by  the 
John  Day  Dam;   and 

Whereas  the  61,5JO  acres  proposed  to  be 
flooded  by  the  proposed  John  Day  flood-con- 
trol dam  would  destroy  the  earliest  crops  of 
fruit  and  vegetables  in  the  Columbia  Basin 
area,  said  damage  being  far  in  excess  of  any 
possible  protection  'hat  might  be  rendered 
to  the  lower  sections  of  the  Columbia  River 
in    case   of   an   occasional   flood;    ai^d 

Whereas  the  flooding  of  this  area  will 
cause  enormous  sand  blows  worse  than  those 
of  1894,  which  took  years  to  get  rid  of  after 
that  flood:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved.  That  Irrigon  Grange  asks  Con- 
gress through  our  congressional  delegation 
to  have  the  Army  engineers  review  the  pro- 
posed John  Day  Dam  with  the  idea  of  elim- 
inating the  flood  control  feature  of  said  dam. 

M.   A.   BizpiK. 

Master, 

*.  Bessie  Hobbs. 

Secretary. 


INTERNATIONAL  WHEAT  AGREE- 
MENT—RESOLUTION OP  BOARD 
OP  DIRECTORS  OP  NORTH  PACIFIC 
GRAIN  GROWERS.  INC..  PORT- 
LAND. OREG. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  pre.sent 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  North  Pacific 
Grain  Growers.  Inc.,  at  a  meeting  on 
January  16  and  17,  at  Portland.  Oreg.,  in 
which  they  recommend  the  renewal  of 
the  principles  of  the  present  Interna- 
tional Wheat  Agreement. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  board  of  directors  of  North  Pacific 
Grain  Growers,  Inc.,  at  a  meeting  held  in 
Portland  on  January  16  and  17,  unanimously 
adopted  a  resolution  strongly  recommending 
the  renewal  of  the  principles  of  the  present 
International  Wheat  Agreement. 

Farmers  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  are 
greatly  concerned  with  the  marketing  prob- 
lems confronting  the  Nation,  and  especially 
the  Pacific  Northwest,  and  are  anxious  to 
assist  In  formulating  a  s<jund  agricultural 
program  that  will  be  most  helpful  to  not  only 
the  farmers,  but  to  the  national  economy 
Our  board,  represents  12.600  grain  growers 
in  the  three  Pacific  Northwest  States. 


RESOLUTIONS  ADOPTED  BY  THE 
OREGON  WHEAT  GROWERS 
LEAGUE,  PENDLETON.  OREG. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference  and  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
Oregon  Wheat  Growers  League,  at  its 
twenty-fifth  annual  meeting  on  Decem- 
ber 6,  1952,  at  Pendleton.  Oreg..  relat- 
ing to  the  renewal  of  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement,  the  development  of  a 
long  range  farm  program  for  wheat,  and 
freight  rates  on  wheat. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Joint  Meeting  of  the  Wheat  Disposal  and 
Transportation  and  Federal  Acricultur.\l 
Programs  Committees 

The  Oregon  Wheat  Growers  League  en- 
dorses an  active  program  for  the  export  of 
wheat  and  wheat  products  from  the  United 
States.  For  the  promotion  of  exports,  we 
recommend   that^— 

(a)  Recognizing  the  Importance  of  the  In- 
ternational Wheat  Agreement  In  furthering 
friendly  international  relations;  and  recog- 
nizing the  urgent  need  to  maintain  every 
possible  outlet  for  wheat,  the  Oregon  Wheat 
Growers  League  strongly  urges  the  continua- 
tion and  renewal  of  the  International  Wheat 
Agreement  with  all  terms  as  favorable  to 
the  United  States  as  is  possible  to  secure; 

(b)  If  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
is  not  renewed,  an  alternative  program  be 
developed  to  facilitate  the  export  of  wheat, 
and  wheat  products  in  competition  with 
other  exporting  countries;   and 

(c)  Immediate  steps  be  taken,  either  In- 
side or  oxitside  of  IWA  to  enable  the  ex- 
ports of  wheat  and  flour  from  the  United 
States  to  rice-deflclent  areas  of  the  Par  East. 

2.  The  Oregon  Wheat  Growers  League  rec- 
ognizes the  necessity  of  building  a  sound 
long-range  farm  program  and  shall  diligently 
seeU  the  cooperation  of  all  laim  groups  and 


organizations  In  so  doing.  The  Oregon 
Wheat  Growers  League  believes  the  proper 
function  of  a  Federal  farm  program  is  to 
avert  disaster  rather  '.han  to  guarantee  farm- 
ers a  profit  at  the  expense  of  our  national 
economy.  Farmers  desire  to  pay  their  own 
way.  In  line  with  this  policy  we  shall  work 
for  the  following  principles  in  a  long-range 
farm  program : 

(a)  Least  possible  cost  to  the  Government. 

(b)  Least  possible  Government  control  on 
how  you  operate   your  farm. 

(C)  Parity  only  on  wheat  used  for  food 
In   the  United   States. 

(d)  Floor  under  wheat  prices  in  cases  of 
emergencies. 

(ei  Maintain  the  productivity  of  the  soil 
for  future  generations. 


RESOLT-riON  Adoptt-D  bt  Oregon  Wheat  Gaow- 
EK.s  Leac.ve    December  6.    1952 

Wiiereas  the  matter  of  rea.sonable  trans- 
portation rates  are  of  paramount  Impor- 
tance to  producers  vt  wheat  located  In  Ore- 
gon as  well  as  in  other  States  of  the  Paclhc 
Northwest;    and 

Whereas  the  markets,  other  than  IcTcal.  for 
wheat  and  flour  produced  in  Oregon  and 
the  Pacific  Northwest  are  in  the  export  trade, 
California  and  in  ataies  east  of  the  Rocky 
Muuntaln.s.  particularly  the  territory  east  of 
the  Missiiisippi  River  where  ihe  heavy  cen- 
ters of  population  are  K>caied.  and 

Whereas  there  have  been  numerous  per- 
ceniatie  JreiKht-rate  Increases  authorized  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  the 
past  6  years,  such  Increases  being  added  to 
the  existing  grain  rates  thereby  discriminat- 
ing against  the  long  haul  shipper,  as  such 
Increases  disturb  preexisting  market  rela- 
tionships;   and 

Whereas  It  is  estimated  that  there  will 
be  a  lar^'e  carry-over  of  wheat  on  July  1, 
1953.  amounting  to  over  550.000.000  bushels 
or  more  than  double  the  254.000.000  bushels 
for  the  crop  year  ending  July  1.  1952;  that 
it  appears  that  exports  of  Pacific  Northwest 
wheat  will  be  reduced  thereby  producing 
large  surpluses  which  cannot  be  disposed 
of  in  former  domestic  markets  account  of 
adverse  freight  rales  restricting  the  move- 
mcr. I  to  local  and  nearby  points;  and 

Whereas  this  sectl  m  is  a  producer  of  stir- 
plus  agricultural  pr.>ducts  and  the  restric- 
tion of  the  market  where  such  products 
may  be  sold  or  disposed  of  may  well  affect 
the  economy  of  the  entire  area;   and 

Whereas  eff.  rts  to  .secure  a  modification 
In  tl.e  freight  rates  upon  wheat  and  wheat 
pmducls  have  been  unavailing;   and 

Whereas  the  mailer  of  equitable  freight 
rates  up  jh  products  of  acriculture  Is  of  vital 
concern  to  the  welfiu-e  of  the  people  of  the 
Pacific  Northwest,  and  the  c(X)peratlon  of 
State  aRencles  In  obtaining  freight-rate  ad- 
justments that  will  permit  the  free  move- 
ment of  agricultural  prfxlucts  to  deficit  con- 
suming markets  is  desirable  and  necewary  in 
.sviih   an   underiakinR     Now.   therefore,  be  it 

Rrxohed.  That  the  Oregon  Wheat  Grow- 
ers  League  in  meeting  In  Portland.  Oreg, 
does  herel)y  direct  to  the  attention  of  the 
executive  heads  and  the  public  service  com- 
missions of  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Idaho 
the  serious  nature  of  this  problem  and  urge 
their  cooperation  and  assistance  In  iu  solu- 
tion; be  it  further 

Rrsohrd.  That  copies  of  this  re.solutlon  be 
sent  to  the  governors.  United  States  Sen- 
ators and  Representatives  and  to  the  public 
service  commissions  of  Oregon,  Waohlnglun, 
and  Idaho. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committ-ees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

S  10  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  transponallon 
of  obscene  matters  In   mtersiaie  ur  fureitu 
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commerce;  without  amfmdment  (Rept.  No. 
31 1 :  and 

s  24.  A  bill  to  permit  judicial  review  of 
decisions  of  Government,  contracting  ofllcers 
Involving  questions  of  fact  arising  under 
Government  contracts  in  cases  other  than 
those  In  which  fraud  Is  alleged;  with  amend- 
ments (Rept.  No.  32). 

By  Mr.  IVES,  from  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
In^;  and  Currency: 

t;  J  Res  27.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act.  as 
amended;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
34).  

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  ri?solution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
R  756    A  bill  for  the  lellef  of  James  Pled- 
rafite:  and 

S  757    A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Bas- 
tlnelle:  to  the  Commltti-e  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUSH: 
S  758    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Andrew 
F.Medmann  and  Vera  Frledmann.  nee  Gorog; 
and 

S  759  A  bill  for  thu  relief  of  Chenoch 
l.ieberman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciarv. 

By  Mr    MARTIN: 
S  760    A    bill    to    revise    requirement    for 
award  of  additional  disability  compensation 
to   veterans  who  have  dependents,  and   for 
other  purposes; 

S  761  A  bill  to  amend  section  304  of  the 
World  War  Veterans*  Act.  1924,  relating  to 
reinstatement  of  war  risk  yearly  renewable 
term  Insurance  and  U:ilted  States  Govern- 
ment life  Insurance  by  service-connected 
d:.«abled  World  War  I  veterans;  and 

S  762  A  bill  to  llb«'ralize  the  basis  for 
establishing  wartime  service  connection  for 
active  tuberculosis,  the  psychoses,  and  mul- 
tiple sclerosis;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr  CLEMENTS: 
S  763.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Inauguration 
Day  shall  be  a  national  holiday;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S  764.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisition 
fif  land  for  expansion  of  the  Zachary  Taylor 
National  Cemetery;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr  KEFAUVER: 
S  765.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Constantln- 
ous  Tzortzls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By    Mr.    MURRAY    (for    himself.    Mr. 
HUMPHRET,    and   Mr.   Lehman): 
.S  766    A   bill    to   amend   the   exUtIng   laws 
nyainst  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies. 
to   provide   additional   punishment   for   vio- 
lations   of    such    laws,    and    to    permit    the 
United  SUtes.  as  well  as  private  persons,  to 
con^mence    treble-damage    actions;     to    the 
C  inimitlee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    YOUNG: 
R  767.  A  bill   for   the   relief   of  Walter  L. 
Monson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 
S  7C8.  A    bill    to    amend    part    II    of    the 
Itilerbtale  Commerce  Act  to  provide  for  filing 
of    equipment    trust    agreements    and    other 
documents    evidencing    or    relating    to    the 
lease,    mortgage,    conditional    sale,    or    ball- 
nient   of   trucks   and    trailers;    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
t>  769.  A   bill    for    the   relief   of   Maria    E. 
Laedel:  and 

8  770  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  H.  O.  Schun- 
dler  and  others;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    MANSFIELD: 
S  771    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Annl  Wolf 
and  her  minor  son;  and 

S  772.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Dlmitrl  N. 
Berkoff  (Berkov),  his  wife.  Lydie  M.  Berkofl, 


and  hU  sons,  Michael  Berkoff  and  Nicholas 
D.  Berkofl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FREAR: 
8.  773.  A  bill  relating  to  the  appointment 
of   postmasters,  and  for  other  purposes;    to 
the    Committee    on    Poet    Ofllce    and    Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  GREEN: 
8. 774.  A    biU    for    the    relief    of    Eugene 
Kahan.  Olzelia  Kahan,  and  Kathleen  Judith 
Kahan;  and 

S.  775.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  Greek 
aliens;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GREEN   (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Pastore ) . 
8.  776.  A  bill   to  repeal   section   10  of  the 
act  entitled   "An   act  to  provide   conditions 
for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making 
of  contracts  by  the  United   States,  and  for 
other  purfjoses,"  approved  June  30.  1936  (the 
so-called   Walsh-Healey   Act);    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  TOBEY   (by  request)  : 
S.  777.  A    bill    to    require    that    merchant 
seamen  be  able  to  understand  orders  given 
in  the  English  language,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By     Mr.     EASTLAND     (for     Mr.     Mc- 
Cakran  )  : 
S.  778.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Juan  Jose 
Golrrigalcarrl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
S.  779.  A  bill  to  Indemnify  drivers  of  motor 
vehicles  of  the  postal  service  against  lia- 
bility lor  damages  arising  out  of  the  opera- 
tion of  such  vehicles  in  the  performance  of 
official  duties;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  KucHEL)  : 
S.  780.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  through  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation, to  construct  and  operate  the  De 
Luz  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Santa  Margarita 
River,  Calif.,  to  construct,  operate,  and  main- 
tain certain  facilities  to  provide  water  for 
irrigation  and  domestic  uses  from  said  reser- 
voir, and  to  provide  for  the  joint  utilization 
of  the  reservoir  and  other  waterworks  facil- 
ities by  the  Department  of  the  Navy  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
8.  781.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jacob 
Grlffel;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 
S.  782.  A  bill  to  grant  an  exemption  from 
the  admissions  tax  to  certain  national  folk 
festivals;   to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S.  783.  A  bill  to  protect  the  surface  values 
of  lands  within  the  national  forests,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Anderson  when  he 
Introduced  the  last  above-named  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Young)  : 
S.  784.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  blending  of 
wheat    imported   as   unfit   for   human   con- 
sumption  with    wheat  suitable   for   human 
consumption;     to    the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BENNETT: 
S.  785.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  claims  of  the  Uintah  and  White 
River  Bands  of  Ute  Indians  asserted  in  Court 
of  Claims  case  No.  47568  and  to  provide  for 
the  administration  of  the  lands  and  moneys 
paid  or  to  be  paid  Indians  in  settlement;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BEALL: 
8.  786.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  N.  Wil- 
son and  Hamilton  M.  Webb;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

S.  787.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  extension 
of  terms  of  patents,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  ou  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  HUMPBOIEY: 

8.  788.  A  bill  establishing  a  general  policy 
and  procedures  with  respect  to  payments  to 
State  and  local  governments  on  account  of 
Federal  real  property  and  tangible  personal 
property,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  th» 
Committee  on  Government  O[>eratlons. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphret  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.   CLEMENTS: 

S.  J.  Res.  37.  Joint  resolution  to  authorise 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  to  Sara  Louisa 
Rittenhouse  in  Montrose  Park.  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Adminibtration. 


PROTECTION  OP  SURFACE  VALUES 
OP  LANDS  IN  NATIONAL  FOR- 
ESTS 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  protect  the  surface  values  of  lands 
within  the  national  forest  and  for  other 
purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  the  bill  and 
a  statement  I  have  prepared  explain- 
ing the  bill  and  a  letter  addressed  to  me 
dated  January  19,  1953,  signed  by  Hugh 
B.  Woodward,  president.  New  Mexico 
Game  Protective  Association,  expressing 
the  feeling  of  that  association  with  re- 
gard to  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the  bill, 
statement,  and  letter  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  783)  to  protect  the  sur- 
face values  of  lands  within  the  national 
forests,  and  for  other  purposes,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Anderson,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  Its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  hereafter  mining 
locations  made   under    the   mining   laws  of 
the   United   States   upon    lands   within    the 
national  forests  shall  confer  on  the  locator 
the  right  to  occupy  and  use  so  much  of  the 
surface  of  the  land  covered  by  the  location 
83  may  be  reasonably  necessary  to  carry  ou 
prospecting  and  mining,  including  the  tak- 
ing of  mineral  deposits,  and  no  permit  shall 
be  required  or  charge  made  for  such  use  or 
occupancy:  Provided,  That  any  person  enter- 
ing said  lands  shall  not  acquire  title,  pos- 
sessory or  otherwise,  to  the  timber,  now  or 
hereafter  growing  thereon,  which  timber  may 
be  managed  and  disposed  of  by  the  United 
States  as  is  or  may  be  provided  by  law.  ex- 
cept that  such  person  shall  have  the  right 
to  use  so  much  of  the  timber  thereon  as  may 
be  necessary  in  the  development  and  opera- 
tion of   his   mine   until  such  time  as  such 
timber  Is  disposed  of  by  the  United  States, 
but  tlmt>er  cutting  by  the  locator  shall  be 
conducted   in  accordance  with  sound   prin- 
ciples of  forest  management  as  defined  by  the 
national  forest  rules  and  regulations  except 
where    clearing    is    necessary    in    connection 
with  mining  operations  or  to  provide  space 
lor  buildings  or  structures  used  in  connec- 
tion with  mining  operations:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  no  use  of  the  surface  of  the  claim 
or   the   resources   therefrom   not   reasonably 
required    for   carrying    on    mining    or    pros- 
pecting shall  be  allowed  except  under  the  na- 
tional forest  rules  and  regulations,  nor  shall 
the  locator  prevent  or  obstruct  other  occu- 
pancy or  use  of  the  surface  under  authority 
of    national   forest    regulations,    or    permits 
Issued  thereunder,  if  such  occupancy  or  use 
is  not  In  conflict  with  mineral  development: 
And  provided  further.  That   placer   mining 
operations   shall   be   conducted   under   such 
rule*  and  regulations  as  the   Secretary   ot 
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Agrl<rult\xre  may  adopt  for  the  minimizing 
of  soil  erosion,  pollution  of  the  water  re- 
sources, and  damage  to  watersheds,  and  for 
restoration  of  the  surface. 

Bwc.  2.  All  patents  Issued  under  the  min- 
ing laws  of  the  United  States  on  locations 
hereafter  made  on  lands  within  the  national 
forests  shall  convey  title  to  the  mineral  de- 
posits within  the  claim,  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  1  of  this  act  relative  to  tim- 
ber cutting  and  other  occupancy  of  the  sur- 
face resources  and  to  the  conduct  of  placer 
mining  operations,  and  each  patent  shall  re- 
serve to  the  United  States  all  title  In  or  to 
the  surface  of  the  lands  and  products  there- 
of, and  no  use  of  the  surface  of  the  claim  or 
the  resources  therefrom  not  reasonably  re- 
quired for  carrying  on  mining  or  prospecting 
shall  be  made  by  the  bolder  of  such  claim. 

Sec.  3.  Valid  mining  claims  existing  on  the 
date  of  this  act  and  thereafter  maintained  tn 
compliance  with  the  law  under  which  they 
were  initiated  may  be  perfected  under  the 
law  under  which  they  were  Initiated:  Pro- 
vided, That  all  such  claims  must  be  recorded 
In  the  United  States  district  land  office  of 
the  land  district  in  Which  the  claim  is  situ- 
ated within  3  years  from  the  date  of  this  act, 
such  recording  to  describe  the  claim  in  suffi- 
cient detail  to  locate  it  definitely  with  re- 
spect to  legal  survey  corners,  or,  in  unsur- 
veyed  areas  with  recognizable  landmarks, 
and  failure  to  record  the  claim  within  this 
period  shall  constitute  abandonment  of  the 
claim:  Provided  further.  That  If  patent  shall 
not  have  been  applied  for  within  5  years 
from  the  date  hereof  the  location  shall  be- 
come null  and  void  unless  the  claim  is  re- 
located under  the  provisions  of  this  act :  Pro- 
vided further.  That  development  worlc  done 
on  claims  located  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act,  if  relocated,  shall  be  applicable  to 
patents  Issued  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act:  And  provided  further,  That  not  more 
than  2  years  shall  be  allowed  after  applica- 
tion for  patent  for  the  correction  of  defects 
in  the  submission  of  proof. 

Sec.  4.  Nothing  contained  herein  or  in  the 
mining  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  in- 
terfere with  or  abrogate  the  right  of  the 
United  States  to  use  the  surface  of  any  lo- 
cation made  or  patented  under  this  act  for 
national  forest  purposes,  lr.cl\iding  the  har- 
vesting of  timber,  so  long  sk  such  occupancy 
or  use  does  not  unreasonably  Interfere  with 
the  claimant  In  the  development  of  the  claim 
or  In  the  extraction  or  removal  of  the  min- 
eral deposits. 

Sac.  5.  No  mining  locat'.onv  hereafter  made 
on  lands  within  the  national  forests  shall  be 
valid  until  filed  for  record  In  the  United 
States  district  land  office  of  the  land  district 
in  which  the  claim  is  situated.  The  record- 
ing must  describe  the  claim  in  sufficient  de- 
tail to  locate  it  definitely  with  respect  to  le- 
gal survey  corners  or,  in  unsurveyed  areas, 
with  recognizable  landmarks. 

S»c.  6.  A  mining  claim  on  the  national  for- 
ests may  be  determined  to  be  Invalid  for 
failure  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this 
act  or  other  laws  applicable  thereto.  Includ- 
ing but  not  limited  to  a  showing  that  (1) 
the  deposits  discovered  are  insufficient  to 
Justify  further  development  of  a  claim  as  a 
mining  property  or  (2)  that  assessment  re- 
quirements have  not  been  met. 

Sec.  7.  A  claim  on  the  national  forests 
Shall  automatically  become  invalid  if  no  ap- 
plication for  patent  is  made  within  10  years 
after  establishment  of  the  claim.  After  ap- 
plication for  patent  has  been  made,  not  more 
than  2  years  shall  be  allowed  for  correction 
of  defect  In  the  submission  of  proof. 

The  Statement  presented  by  Mr,  Aw- 
PERSON  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Anderson 
The  principal  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  per- 
mit the  United  States  to  retain  title  to  the 
surface  of  mining  claims  within  the  national 
forests  with  the  right  to  use  and  manage 
the  sxirface  and  the  right  to  dispose  of  the 


timber  Insofar  as  such  would  not  Interfere 
with  the  rights  granted  to  the  mining  claim- 
ant or  the  patentee. 

The  United  States  mining  laws  under  which 
mining  claims  are  located  and  entered  are 
administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment. The  Forest  Service  and  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  work  in  close  coopera- 
tion in  examining  mining  claims  within  the 
national  forest.  In  accordance  with  regu- 
lations relating  to  claims  procedure,  the  Bu- 
reau of  Land  Management  refers  all  patent 
applications  for  claims  on  the  national  for- 
est to  the  Forest  Service  for  recommenda- 
tions. 


The  mining  examiners  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  and  the  Forest  Service 
frequently  collaborate  tn  examining  mining 
claims  to  determine  whether  the  claims  are 
In  accordance  with  law.  The  mining  laws 
do  not  require  the  locator  of  the  claim  to 
file  notice  of  his  location  with  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  and  for  that  reason  It  is 
not  possible  to  obtain  the  exact  figures  on  the 
number  of  locations  made  or  the  status  of 
all  of  them. 

I  have  had  the  Forest  Service  prepare  a 
summary  of  mining  claims  on  national  for- 
es's  in  the  Western  Slates  The  following 
table  gives  this  information: 


Estimated  number  of  unpaimled  niint'ng  claims  on  the  national  forests  [as  uf  Jan.  /,  195S) 
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It  is  Interesting  to  note  that  only  about 
2  percent  of  the  mining  claims  are  currently 
pr(Xlucing  nnliierais  in  commercial  quantities. 
In  view  of  this,  consideration  should  be 
given  to  the  question  of  whether  or  n-'i 
actual  production  of  minerals  in  commercial 
quantities  ought  to  be  a  requirement  for  a 
patent  rather  than  a  mere  discovery  of  min- 
eral which  shows  promise.  I  believe  that 
this  situation  is  t.aken  care  of  by  this  bill. 

The  situation  with  regard  to  timber  on 
mining  claims  is  also  of  interest.  It  is  esti- 
mated that  the  average  claim  has  over 
♦600  worth  of  merchantable  Umber.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Forest  Service  it  is  easy  to 
locate  claims  in  the  Douglas  Fir  Region  of 
Washington  or  the  Sugar  Pine  Forest  of  Cali- 
fornia with  $20,000  to  $30,000  worth  of 
merchantable  timber  on  a  claim.  Such 
claims  with  a  valid  mineral  discovery  can 
be  patented  provided  the  claimant  does 
$500  worth  of  development  work  and  pays 
about  $500  for  survey  and  the  sum  of  $1U5 
to  the  United  States.  It  is  easy  to  see. 
therefore,  that  by  paying  alx)ut  $1,100.  a 
person  might  obtain  $20,000  to  $30,000  worth 
of  timber  on  a  mining  claim.  This  is  a 
real  temptation  for  unscrupulous  person.s 
attempting  to  get  title  to  Government  lar.d 
and  timber  under  the  guise  of  the  mining 
law. 

I  am  informed  that  not  long  ago  a  larce 
number  of  pumice  claims  totaling  somethint; 
like  60,000  acres  were  located  In  the  heavy 
Douglas  Fir  stands  of  timber  in  Washington 
and  Oregon  and  that  these  locations  will 
seriously  impede  timber  sale  operations.  In 
my  own  State  of  New  Mexico  on  the  Santa 
Fe  National  Forest  we  have  been  exjjeriencinc 
some  difficulty  with  rather  large  pumice 
operations  in  the  Santa  Fe  National  Forest. 
In  these  operations  the  trees  are  all  cut  and 
the  surface  cleared  and  a  type  of  strip  min- 
ing is  carried  on  leaving  the  land  subject  to 
erosion  and  subjecting  the  streams  to  pol- 
lution and  the  carrying  of  large  amounts  of 
silt  into  reservoirs  below.  Under  the  pres- 
ent mining  laws  there  Is  not  much  the  Forest 
Service  can  do  about  this  type  of  operation. 
The  locator  of  a  valid  mining  claim  has 
surface  rights  to  the  claim  and  a  possessory 
Interest  in  the  timber.  The  United  SUtes 
cannot  sell  the  timber  on  a  valid  claim  ex- 
cept by  obtaining  a  waiver  Irona  the  claim- 


ant. Miiunc:  claims  often  Interfere  with  the 
orderly  harvesUn^;  of  mature  timber.  It  is 
frequently  neces.'ary  t«  leave  sizable  blocks 
of  uiimature  timber  uncut  The  Forest  Serv- 
ice also  advises  me  that  It  hiis  difficulty  in 
K>cating  timber  access  roads  around  mining 
clalm.s  and  must  spend  a  great  deal  of  time 
in  investigating  lt>catl(.)n  monuments  and 
old  Corners  to  tx;  sure  uf  where  active  claims 
are   located. 

Mining;  claims  also  Interfere  with  recrea- 
tion to  some  extent.  Many  presumably  In- 
valid claims  have  been  located  along  impor- 
tant scenic  highways  on  which  the  United 
States  has  spent  nullions  of  dollars  so  that 
vacationists  and  local  residents  could  enjoy 
driving  through  the  National  forest  to  en- 
Joy  the  scenic  beau  y  and  to  camp  and  picnic 
in  the  forest.  A  few  invalid  claims  can  ruin 
the  whole  recreation  program  along  impor- 
tant parts  of  a  highway  or  a  stream. 

These  are  only  some  of  the  possible  abuses 
of  the  nuning  laws  ar,d  interference  with 
the  management  of  the  National  forest. 
There  is  another  side  which  needs  considera- 
tion. 

A  commercinlly  successful  mine  may  or 
may  not  represent  the  highest  use  of  a  par- 
ticular trart  of  forest  land.  In  any  event 
the  other  public  values  should  be  protected. 
There  should  be  some  provisions  which 
ould  permit  the  consideration  of  relative 
values  ill  arriving  at  a  decision  as  to  whether 
a  given  tract  should  be  devoted  to  mining 
or  to  pnduction  of  timber  or  some  other 
purpose  The  only  solution  to  this  problem 
would  be  to  modify  the  mining  laws  so  that 
a  mining  claimant  would  get  title  only  to 
the  minerals  and  the  right  to  the  use  of 
the  surface  for  mining  purposes. 

That  is  what  I  hope  this  bill  will  accom- 
plish. The  Congress  has  already  passed  sev- 
eral acts  applicable  to  small  areas  of  Na- 
tional forest  land  on  which  mining  claim- 
ants are  limited  to  mineral  development. 
Two  examples  are  the  act  of  June  11,  1946. 
affccUng  the  Catallna  recreation  area  on  the 
Coronado  National  Forest  in  Arizona,  and  a 
bill  which  I  sponsored  and  which  was  passed 
June  10,  1949,  becoming  Public  Law  94  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress  affecting  the  Aspen 
Basin  in  the  SanU  Fe  National  Forest  In 
New  Mexico, 
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The  bin  which  has  been  Introduced  today, 

would  if  passed,  do  much  to  discontinue  lo- 
cation of  fraudulent  mining  claims.  There 
would  be  no  Incentive  to  locate  lands  ex- 
cept for  the  mineral  values.  I  believe  this 
Icgi.  latlon  would  save  the  United  States 
nuich  expense  in  investigating  Invalid  min- 
ing claims  and  would  prevent  a  great  deal 
of  damage  to  resources  and  Interference 
with  orderly  management  of  national  forest 
Uiiids.  Moreover  this  legislation  should  ben- 
efit the  legitimate  miner  and  stimulate  min- 
ing development  by  preventing  the  promis- 
cuous filing  of  claims  for  other  purposes 
whl<h  often  Impede  the  honest  prospector 
and  miner  as  well  as  the  Forest  Service. 
This  legislation  would  not  Interfere  with 
pro^pecting  for  minerals  or  the  development 
of  minerals,  and  the  legitimate  miner  would 
have  all  the  rights  reasonably  necessary  to 
develop  mineral  resources  In  the  national 
forest. 

The  letter  presented  by  Mr.  Anderson 
is  as  follows: 

New  Mexico  Game 

PaorBcnvK  AssociATioif, 
Albuquerque.  N.  Mez..  January  19,  19S3. 

Hon.   CLINTON    P.  ANDE«80W, 

United  States  Senator  From  Sew  Mexico, 
Senate  Office  Butldtng, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  CXint:  Thank  you  so  much  for  send- 
ing me  a  copy  of  the  act  you  are  planning 
to  Introduce  with  reference  to  mining  claims 
on  the  nauonal  forests.  I  have  looked  it  over 
carefully  and.  to  use  a  T.  R.  exprualon.  I 
think  It  Is  "Bully." 

By  reason  of  my  past  experience  I  have 
considerable  knowledg*  concerning  some  of 
these  problems.  When  I  was  district  attor- 
ney of  the  Eighth  District,  which  embodied 
Tuos  County,  for  a  period  of  4  years  I  had 
many  contacU  with  the  United  SUtes  For- 
est Service  and  their  problems,  particularly 
where  they  had  occasion  to  resort  to  State 
laws  In  the  matter  of  protecting  United 
States  forest  lands. 

From  1929  to  1933,  when  I  was  United 
Ptates  attorney,  I  had  many,  many  problems 
of  the  Forest  Service  come  to  my  office,  and 
to  my  desk. 

In  both  official  positions  I  gave  special  at- 
tention to  all  Forest  Service  matters  because 
of  my  personal  Interest  In  the  United  States 
forest  program.  As  a  kid  In  Penn  State  when 
education  In  forestry  was  Jtist  beginning,  I 
took  2  years  of  college  work  In  forestry — in 
fact,  at  that  time  I  seriously  considered  ma- 
joring In  forestry  and  following  that  as  a  life 
work.  Since  then  I  have  a  background  which 
has  always  challeitged  my  Interest  In  Forest 
Service  problems. 

In  the  United  States  attorney's  office  I  be- 
came acutely  aware  of  thm  practice  of  filing 
on  United  States  forest  lands  under  some  of 
the  old  mineral  acts  and  securing  a  patent 
to  desirable  lands  under  color  of  mineral 
claims  when  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  locator 
never  dreamed  of  actually  attempting  to  de- 
velop any  bona  fide  mining  operations. 

I  vividly  recall  one  case.  You  probably 
remember  Mr.  Stromqulst.  who  was  a 
plumber,  and  his  wife,  Anna  Stromqulst.  who 
was  the  "burning  bush"  in  the  WCTU  for 
many  years.  They  filed  a  stone  claim  on 
lands  within  the  Cibola  Forest  adjacent  to 
the  State  Highway  06  on  the  north  side,  Just 
west  of  the  Juncture  of  the  State  road  that 
leads  to  Forest  Park  and  the  ski  run.  The 
land,  as  I  recall,  had  living  water  on  It,  and 
had  potential  value  for  stunmer  home  sites. 
I  was  consulted  In  an  official  capacity,  as  It 
was  entirely  apparent  that  there  was  no 
commercial  quarry  or  potential  quarry  on 
tl  e  land.  We  resisted  the  claim  on  that 
ground,  but  lost  out  and  the  patents  were 
Issued  to  the  Btromqulats.  They  built  a 
beautiful  summer  home  overlooking  th« 
vaUey  on  the  land.  To  this  good  day  not  a 
pound  of  stone  has  ever  been  removed  from 
the  entire  area  for  commercial  purposes. 


We  had  other  mineral  claims  filed  on  other 
Forest  Service  lands  where  there  were  traces 
of  minerals  sufficient  to  make  a  colorable 
claim,  and  which,  despite  resistance  to  the 
claims,  were  patented  and  have  been  utilized 
for  summer  home  sites  and  recreation  pur- 
poses, the  mineral  values  being  utterly  Insuf- 
ficient to  ever  Justify  development. 

Tou  are,  of  course,  familiar  with  the  many 
thousands  of  acres  which  hsve  been  located 
as  pumice  claims  upon  the  Santa  Fe  Na- 
tional Forest  and  of  the  utter  destruction  of 
timber  and  surface  values  in  exploration  and 
development.  Not  5  percent  of  these  pumice 
claims  will  ever  be  commercially  utilized 
within   any  foreseeable  future. 

In  making  a  trip  to  Lake  Mead  last  spring 
my  attention  was  called  to  the  filing  of  min- 
eral claims  covering  United  States  Forest 
lands  at  the  place  where  the  Arizona  State 
highway  to  the  Grand  Canyon  leaves  66. 
These  claims  were  so  spotted  as  to  control 
the  area  adjacent  to  this  Intersection,  which 
has  great  value  for  the  development  of  serv- 
ice stations,  cabins,  and  other  commercial 
development. 

I  know  that  It  U  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  Forest  Service  to  exchange  such  lands 
for  other  lands  where  the  commercial  value 
is  greatly  in  excess  of  values  of  timber  and 
other  forest  values.  However,  It  seems  to  me 
a  crime  that  under  a  speclotis  mineral  claim 
a  locator  with  no  thought  of  ever  commer- 
cially developing  the  located  area  for  min- 
eral purposes  can,  under  such  color  of  claim, 
proceed  to  patent.  In  my  Judgment  the 
statute  which  you  have  proposed  is  very 
necessary  to  abate  this  unfortunate  and  un- 
fair practice.  Such  a  statute  will  work  no 
undue  hardship  upon  bona  fide  mining  in- 
terests and  will  certainly  serve  to  eliminate 
the  acquisition  of  valuable  tracts  of  forest 
lands  under  color  of  claims  located  under  the 
mining  laws. 

You  are  performing  a  valuable  service  in 
directing  the  attention  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  this  situation.  Your  action 
in  so  doing  will,  I  know,  receive  the  com- 
mendation of  everyone  who  becomes  familiar 
with  the  unfair  practices  which  the  statute 
is  designed  to  eliminate. 

I  hope  that  your  office  will  have  the  AP 
correspondent  in  W^ashington  give  a  news  re- 
lease which  can  be  carried  in  all  of  the 
western  papers  where  many  people  who  are 
aware  of  the  unfortunate  situation  can  learn 
of  yoiu  efforts  in  trying  to  correct  It. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Hugh  B.  Woodward, 
President.  New  Mexico   Game  Pro^ 
tective  Aaaociation. 


PAYMENTS  TO  STATE  AND  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS  ON  FEDERAL  REAL 
PROPERTY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
introduce/or  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provldfe  for  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes 
to  State  and  local  governments  on  Fed- 
eral real  estate  now  exempt  from  local 
property  taxes.  This  proposal  was  orig- 
inally submitted  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  is  similar  to  legislation  which 
I  introduced  last  year. 

The  bill  would  authorize  five  types 
of  payments  to  State  and  local  govern- 
ments: 

First.  Regular  ad  valorem  taxes  on 
properties  owned  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment but  leased  to  private  users  or 
sold  to  them  under  conditional  sales 
contracts. 

Second.  Annual  payments  determined 
by  each  Federal  property-owning  agency 
on  the  basis  of  an  application  from  the 
affected  State  or  local  government  and 


in  conformity  with  Government-wide 
standards  and  procedure  for  properties 
in  each  class.  This  woiild  be  the  most 
common  type  of  payment  under  the  bilL 

Third.  Transition  payments  on  a  de- 
clining bas^s  over  a  10-year  period. 

Fourth.  Special  payments  in  unusual 
situations  where  a  taxing  jurisdiction 
can  demonstrate  that  Federal  activities 
are  imposing  a  local  hardship  for  which 
no  other  aid  is  available  from  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

Fifth.  Special  assessment  for  local  im- 
provements, substantially  the  same  as 
for  private  property. 

The  bill  would  repeal  more  than  20 
statutory  provisions  authorizing  special 
types  of  payments  and  would  substitute 
general  provisions  applying  to  specified 
properties  of  all  Federal  agencies.  Rules 
and  regulations  to  guide  the  property- 
owning  agencies  would  be  issued  by  a 
commission  consisting  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  Administrator  of 
General  Services,  and  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  bill  would  not  apply  within  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  island  ix>s- 
sessions,  which  usually  have  been  the 
subject  of  special  arrangements  adapted 
to  their  special  relationships  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  Likewise,  the  bill  does 
not  cover  public -domain  lands  which 
have  never  been  on  the  tax  rolls;  most 
of  these  lands  are  subject  to  present 
revenue -sharing  arrangements  which 
would  not  be  disturbed  by  the  new  bill. 

My  own  experience  as  mayor  of  Min- 
neapolis and  as  chaiiman  during  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  of  the  Senate  Sub- 
committee on  Intergovernmental  Rela- 
tions has  persuaded  me  that  this  prob- 
lem is  vital  and  should  be  acted  upon 
as  soon  as  possible.  Local  governments 
have  lost  a  great  deal  of  tax  revenue  as 
a  result  of  Federal  Government  defense 
activities  since  1939.  In  addition,  be- 
cause of  the  Federal  activities,  many 
communities  have  had  to  build  schools, 
hospitals,  houses,  and  otherwise  provide 
for  the  influx  of  new  population, 

I  am  presenting  this  bill  in  the  hope 
that  it  will  provide  a  basis  for  further 
hearings  and  intelligent  action  so  as  to 
solve  the  problems  today  facing  local 
and  State  governments.  The  adoption 
of  a  reasonable  solution  will  spread  Gov- 
errmient  costs  more  equitably  and  will, 
in  my  judgment,  strengthen  our  Federal- 
State  system  of  government.  The  in- 
tegrity and  independence  of  the  local 
government  is  at  stake. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  letter 
dated  January  13,  addressed  to  me  by 
former  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Director 
Lawton,  and  a  letter  addressed  to  Sen- 
ator McClellan  from  Director  Lawton 
dated  November  14, 1951,  be  incorporated 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred ;  and,  without  objection,  the  let- 
ters will  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

The  bill  (S.  788)  establishing  a  general 
policy  and  procedures  with  respect  to 
payments  to  State  and  local  governments 
on  account  of  Federal  real  property  and 
tangible  personal  property,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Humphbbt. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
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referred  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

The  letters  presented  by  Mr.  Hum- 
PHKET  are  as  follows: 

Exactmvx  Omcm  or  thx  Pbxsiseiit, 

Bttskau  or  THE  BrnxsET, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  19,  1953. 
Hon.  HuvBT  H.  Humpksxt, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dbab  Sznatob  Httmfhrxt:  In  accord- 
ance with  the  request  In  your  letter  of 
August  14,  1053.  staff  of  this  Bureau  has 
conferred  from  time  to  time  with  Mr.  H.  C. 
LoefBer  of  the  staff  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  regarding  the 
status  of  S.  2268.  a  bill  drafted  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  which  you  Introduced  In  the 
Eighty-second  Congress.  This  Is  the  bill 
to  establish  a  general  policy  with  respect 
to  payments  to  State  and  local  governments 
on  account  of  Federal  real  estate  and  certain 
other  property. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  made  a  re- 
port to  the  committee  on  this  bill  on  Novem- 
ber 14,  1961.  I  enclose  a  copy  of  that  report. 
Recently  Mr.  Loeffler  asked  that  we  give  you 
the  comments  of  this  Bureau  on  the  views 
which  various  agencies  of  the  executive 
branch  have  expressed  In  reports  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  bill,  most  of  them  submitted 
since  our  earlier  letter  was  written.  This 
letter  Is  In  response  to  that  request. 

The  bill  which  became  S.  2268  was  drafted 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  In  accordance 
with  an  agreement  reached  at  a  conference 
on  Intergovernmental  fiscal  relations  con- 
ducted In  April  1949,  by  officials  represent- 
ing the  Federal,  State,  and  local  govern- 
ments. In  the  preparation  of  the  draft  bill, 
the  Bureau  consulted  with  the  Interested 
Federal  departments  and  agencies  and,  to 
a  lesser  extent,  with  representatives  of  the 
major  organizations  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernment officials  who  attended  the  1049  con- 
ference.  The  objectives  of  the  bill  were  In 
accord  with  the  program  of  the  President 
and  were  broadly  endorsed  by  most  of  the 
executive-branch  agencies  submitting  com- 
ments to  your  committee.  However,  as  I 
explained  In  submitting  the  bill,  there  has 
been  considerable  diversity  of  opinion  about 
the  detailed  provisions,  so  that  the  specific 
provisions  are  those  which  Bureau  staff  con- 
cluded would  be  generally  practical,  equi- 
table, and  most  likely  to  be  acceptable  to 
the  various  groups  concerned. 

The  following  comments  are  based  on 
copies  of  reports  submitted  to  the  Senate 
committee  during  1052  by  the  Departments 
of  Agriculture,  Commerce,  Justice,  and  State, 
the  Post  Office  Department,  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency,  General  Services  Administra- 
tion, Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency, 
Veterans'  Administration,  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  and  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation.  We  have  had  before  us, 
also,  the  report  submitted  by  the  Treasury 
Department,  January  7,  1953. 

The  views  which  have  been  expressed  by 
agencies  of  the  executive  branch  fall  into 
two  main  categories.  Several  agencies  ques- 
tion the  handling  In  S.  2268  of  certain 
major  procedural  or  policy  points.  Prac- 
tically every  agency  makes  suggestions  for 
technical  corrections  or  revisions.  I  should 
like  to  comment  on  each  of  these  categories. 
The  major  procedural  or  policy  points 
mentioned  In  the  agency  letters  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

(a)  The  Bureau  proposed  January  1,  1946, 
as  a  cut-off  date  for  Identifying  those  ac- 
quired Federal  properties  on  which  payments 
may  be  made,  but  pointed  out  that  an  earlier 
or  later  date  might  be  Justified,  and  that 
the  choice  of  an  appropriate  date  Is  largely 
^  aiflber  ot  compering  the  cost  to  the  Fed- 


eral  Government  with  the  current  burdens 
which  Federal  property  ownership  may  create 
for  local  taxpayers.  Several  agencies  would 
prefer  a  later  date;  one  favor  a  date  before 
World  War  II. 

(b)  The  Bureau  recommended  that  the 
day-to-day  administration  of  the  payments 
be  delegated  to  the  property-owning  agencies 
and  that  they  be  required  to  make  the  pay- 
ments to  State  and  local  governments  from 
appropriations  or  other  funds  available  to 
them  to  finance  the  Federal  programs  for 
which  the  property  Is  held.  Several  agencies 
express  a  strong  preference  for  central,  in- 
tegrated administration  and,  especially,  for 
central  appropriations  for  these  payments 
apart  from  the  appropriations  for  financing 
the  program  operations. 

(c>  The  Bureau  recommended  that  "in- 
direct benefits"  should  not  be  considered  an 
offset  to  the  administratively  determined 
payments  authorized  under  title  I  of  the 
bill,  although  they  might  profiertly  toe  taken 
Into  account  in  the  special  cases  coming  un- 
der title  IV.  Some  agencies  contend  that 
the  Feder.'jl  Government  should  be  allowed 
credit  under  title  I  for  these  "indirect  ben- 
efits." 

(d)  Several  agencies  mention  problems  re- 
lated to  Federal  property  ownership  that  will 
not  be  solved  or  will  be  only  partly  remedied 
by  this  bin.  Among  these  are  the  provision 
of  aid  for  building  or  operating  schools  In 
communities  especially  affected  by  the  de- 
fense effort  or  other  Federal  activities,  for 
which  existing  legislation  has  made  broader 
provision  than  S.  2268.  though  on  a  tempo- 
rary basis:  and  the  problem  of  gradually 
transferring  to  the  States  and  local  govern- 
ments responsibility  for  providing  health, 
welfare,  and  education  services  to  Indians 
as  to  other  members  of  the  population. 

All  these  major  points  were  before  thl.s 
Bureau  at  the  time  the  draft  bill  was  pre- 
pared. The  reasons  for  our  recommenda- 
tions are  indicated,  in  most  instances,  in 
the  explanatory  statement  which  accom- 
panied my  letter  of  August  16.  1951.  trans- 
mitting the  bill  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  As 
I  stated  at  that  time,  these  and  many  other 
issues  involved  in  the  bill  are  controversial 
and  complicated.  I  believe  the  proposals  in 
the  draft  bill  provide  the  most  equitable 
and  practical  solutions  consistent  with  the 
general  objectives  of  the  legislation,  and 
that  the  alternative  provi.slons  which  have 
been  suggested  would  open  up  other  issues 
or  be  less  equitable. 

As  to  the  suggestions  for  various  technical 
corrections  or  revisions,  most  of  them  are 
aimed  at  more  precise  specification  of  prop- 
erties on  which  payments  may  be  made,  the 
conditions  or  procedures  for  payments,  and 
similar  provisions.  However,  our  experience 
in  preparing  the  original  bill  demonstrated 
the  extreme  interdependence  of  all  the  var- 
ious provisions,  so  that  each  change  must 
be  carefully  examined  to  avoid  Inadvertent 
effects  on  other  provisions.  To  date,  our 
work  on  the  1954  Budget  has  prevented  us 
from  making  an  extensive  examination  of 
all  the  suggested  changes.  On  the  basis 
of  our  general  review,  however,  we  find  that 
a  few  suggestions  are  based  on  misunder- 
standings, and  some  are  proposals  which 
this  Bureau  had  previously  considered  and 
either  rejected  or  modified,  often  in  the 
light  of  advice  from  other  affected  agencies. 
In  several  instances,  the  criticism  appears  to 
be  valid  but  the  specific  proposal  for  change 
needs  revision  to  avoid  creating  new  prob- 
lems. In  summary,  it  appears  that  in  all 
probability  the  bill  would  be  improved  by 
Incorporating  some  of  these  amendments  or 
modifications  of  them. 

If  you  decide  to  revise  the  bill  for  Intro- 
duction In  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  we 
shall  be  glad  to  give  whatever  assistance 
we  can  in  evaluating  the  specific  revisions 
that  have   been  suggested   in  the  agencies' 


letters  and  in  working  out  necessary  revisions 
of  language. 

Sincerely  yours. 

F.  J.  Lawton.  Director. 

Executive  Orncx  or  the  Peesident. 

BuKEAu  of  the  Budget, 

Washington.   D    C.   Not^ember   14,   1951. 
Hon.  John  L.  McClellan. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Department.^.  United 
States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 

My  Deae  Senatoe  Mc-Cleli-an  :  This  is  in 
response  to  your  letter  of  October  20.  re- 
questing the  views  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  on  S  2268.  a  bill  "Establishing  a 
general  policy  and  p>rocedure8  with  respect  to 
payments  to  State  and  local  governments 
on  account  of  Federal  real  property  and 
tinglble  personal  property,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

As  you  know.  S  2268  is  practically  identi- 
cal with  a  draft  of  legislation  prepared  by 
staff  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  In  ful- 
fillment of  an  assignment,  accepted  at  a 
conference  on  Intergovernmental  relations 
in  April  1949.  to  develop  a  comprehensive 
set  of  recommendations  dealing  with  this 
long-standing  problem.  The  draft  legisla- 
tion was  submitted  by  me  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate  on  August  16.  1951.  with  a 
recommendation  that  full  opportunity  b« 
given  all  Interested  agencies  and  groups  to 
present  their  views,  since  many  controver- 
sial las' JOS  are  Involved  In  this  proposal. 

The  objectives  of  S  2268  are  in  accord  with 
the  program  of  the  President.  The  detailed 
provisions  of  the  bill  are  those  which  Bureau 
staff  concluded,  after  extended  coosultatlons 
with  the  Interested  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  and  some  discussion  with  represent- 
atives of  State  and  local  government  organ- 
izations, would  be  generally  practical,  equi- 
table, and  most  likely  to  be  acceptable  to  the 
various   groups   concerned. 

In  view  of  the  many  diverse  suggestions 
which  your  committee  undoubtedly  will  re- 
ceive from  Federal  agencies.  State  and  local 
governments,  and  other  interested  groups, 
we  should  like  to  withhold  our  detailed  com- 
ments until  there  has  been  an  opportunity 
to  evaluate  their  views  and  suggestions. 
Many  of  the  suggestions  that  will  be  made 
were,  of  course,  considered  and  modified  or 
rejected  while  the  draft  of  legUlatiou  was 
1..  preparation.  We  may.  however,  wish  to 
recommend  some  changes  in  the  light  of  new 
suggestions  or  new  Information,  and  we  may 
also  be  able  to  assist  your  committee  by  in- 
dicating why  we  did  not  Incorporate  in  our 
draft  some  of  the  changes  that  will  again 
be  suggested. 

Sincerely  yours, 

P.  J.  Lawton,  Director. 


CONSOLIDATED    GENERAL    APPRO - 
*'RIATION  BILL 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  ."^enior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TArr),  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Sal- 
TONSTALLl,  the  .Senior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  Clements),  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  1  Mr.  Jenner  I .  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander- 
son), the  Senator  from  Utah  IMr.  Ben- 
nett), the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio 
I  Mr.  Bricker  1 .  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land (Mr.  BtJTLER],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  IMr.  Butler),  the  senior 
Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Capehart). 
the  junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Cooper],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr. 
Cordon),  the  junior  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois (Mr.  DirksenI.  the  senior  Senator 
from  Illinois  IMr.  Douglas),  the  junior 
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Senator  from  Pennsylvania  TMr.  Durrl, 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Pergu- 
son!.  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders],  the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  GiLLrrTKJ.  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona (Mr.  Golowateb],  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  IMr.  Giiswcuji].  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
HendricksonI,  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  HeunincsI.  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  IMr.  Hickenloopek  1 ,  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  IMr.  Hunt!,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  IMr.  Ivisl.  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson  1, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  Kx- 
pacvxr],  the  Senator  from  California 
IMr.  Kuchel],  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
(Mr.  Malone],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  MartiwI.  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr.  McCar- 
thy], the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
(Mr.  MundtI.  the  junior  Senator  from 
Maine  (Mr.  PatniI.  my  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Rob- 
ertson), the  Senator  from  Kansas  (Mr. 
ScHOEPPELl.  the  Senator  from  Florida 
IMr.  Smathers  1 ,  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  (Mr.  Smith] ,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  (Mrs.  Smith] ,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Thte],  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
IMr.  Tobet],  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
IMr.  Welkkr],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wiley],  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  (Mr.  Williams  1,  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
YooNcJ,  I  submit  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  concurrent  resolution  providing 
for  a  consolidated  general  appropriation 
bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
concurrent  resolution,  together  with  an 
explanatory  statement  prepared  by  me 
be  printed  in  the  Recokd. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
concurrent  resolution  will  be  received 
and  appropriately  referred ;  and.  without 
objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  and 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res  8 » .  submitted  by  Mr.  Btrd  (for  him- 
5elf  and  other  Senators),  was  received 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  effective  on 
the  first  day  of  the  second  regular  session 
of  the  Eighty-third  Congress,  the  Joint  rule 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives contained  In  section  188  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganlxatlon  Act  of  1946  la 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  subsections: 

"<ci  (1)  AU  appropriations  for  each  fiscal 
year  shall  be  consolidated  in  one  general  ap- 
propriation bill  to  be  known  as  the  Con- 
solidated General  Appropriation  Act  of  - 
(the  blank  to  be  filled  In  with  the  appro- 
priate fiscal  year).  The  consolidated  general 
appropriation  bill  may  be  divided  Into  sepa- 
rate titles,  each  title  corresfMsndlng  so  far 
as  practicable  to  the  respective  regular  gen- 
eral appropriation  bills  heretofore  enacted. 
As  used  in  this  paragraph,  the  term  'apjiro- 
priations'  shall  not  Include  deficiency  or 
supplemental  appropriations,  appropriations 
under  private  acts  of  Congress,  or  rescissions 
of  appropriations. 

"(2)  The  consolidated  general  appropria- 
tion bill  for  each  fiscal  year,  and  each  de- 
ficiency and  supplemental  general  appro- 
priation bill  containing  appropriations  avail- 
able for  obligation  during  such  fiscal  year, 
shall  contain  provisions  limiting  the  net 
amount  to  be  obligated  during  such  fiiscal 


year  In  the  case  of  each  appropriation  made 
therein  which  la  available  for  obUgaUon 
beyond  the  close  of  such  fiscal  year.  Such 
consolidated  general  appropriation  bill  shall 
also  contain  provisions  limiting  the  net 
amounts  to  be  obligated  during  such  fiscal 
year  from  all  other  prior  appropriations 
which  are  avaUable  for  obligation  beyond 
the  close  of  such  fiscal  year.  Each  such 
general  appropriation  bill  shall  aleo  contain 
a  provision  that  the  limitations  required  by 
this  paragraph  shall  not  be  construed  to 
prohibit  the  Incurring  of  an  obligation  in 
the  form  of  a  contract  within  the  respec- 
tive amounts  appropriated  or  otherwise  au- 
thorised by  law,  if  such  contract  does  not 
provide  for  the  delivery  of  property  or  the 
rendition  of  services  during  such  fiscal  year 
in  excess  of  the  applicable  limitations  on 
obligations.  The  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  shall  not  be  applicable  to  appro- 
priations made  spieclfically  for  the  payment 
of  claims  certified  by  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  and  of  judgments, 
to  amounts  appropriated  under  private  acts 
of  Congress,  to  appropriations  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Interest  on  the  public  debt,  or  to 
revolving  funds  or  appropriations  thereto. 

"(3)  The  committee  reports  accompanying 
each  consolidated  general  appropriation  bill, 
and  any  conference  report  thereon,  shall 
show  In  tabular  form,  for  information  pur- 
poses, by  Items  and  totals — 

*'(A)  the  amount  of  each  appropriation, 
including  estimates  of  amounts  becoming 
available  in  the  fiscal  year  under  permanent 
appropriations; 

"(B)  estimates  of  the  amounts  to  be 
transferred  between  such  appropriations; 

"(C)  estimates  of  the  net  amotmt  to  he 
expended  in  such  fiscal  year  from  each  ap- 
propriation referred  to  in  clause  (A): 

"(D)  estimates  of  the  net  amount  to  be 
expended  In  such  fiscal  year  from  the  bal- 
ances of  prior  appropriations; 

"(E)  the  totals  of  the  amounts  referred  to 
in  clauses  (C)  and  (D);  and 

"(F)  estimates  of  the  total  amount  which 
will  be  available  for  exj>endlture  subsequent 
to  the  close  of  such  fiscal  year  from  the  ap- 
propriations referred  to  in  clause  (A). 
The  committee  reports  accompanying  each 
deficiency  and  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  containing  appropriations  available  for 
obligation  or  expenditure  during  such  fiscal 
year,  and  each  appropriation  rescission  bill, 
and  any  conference  report  on  any  such  bill, 
shaU  Include  appropriate  cumulative  revi- 
sions of  such  tabulations. 

"(4)  The  committee  reports  accompanying 
each  consolidated  general  appropriation  bill, 
and  any  conference  report  thereon,  shall 
show  in  tabular  form,  for  information  pur- 
poses, for  each  wholly  owned  Government 
corporation  or  other  agency  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  is  authorized  to  receive  and  ex- 
pend receipts  without  covering  such  receipts 
into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  and 
which  uses  a  checking  account  maintained 
with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  for 
that  purpose  (A)  the  estimated  expenditures 
(other  than  retirement  of  borrowing)  to  be 
made  out  of  such  checking  account  for  the 
fiscal  year,  (B)  the  estimated  receipts  (other 
than  borrowing)  to  be  deposited  in  such 
checking  account  for  such  fiscal  year,  and 
(C)  the  difference  between  (A)  and  (B), 

"(6)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (2), 
(3),  and  (4)  shall  not  be  applicable  to  ap- 
propriations of  trust  funds  or  to  transac- 
tions involving  public-debt  retirement. 

"(0)  No  general  appropriation  bill  shall  be 
received  or  considered  in  either  House  un- 
less the  bill  and  the  report  acoonxpanylng  it 
conform  with  this  rule. 

"(7)  The  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  two  Houses  may  hold  hearings  simulta- 
neously on  each  general  appropriation  bill 
or  may  hold  joint  hearings  thereon. 

"(d)  The  consolidated  general  appropria- 
tion bill  for  each  fiscal  year,  and  each  defi- 
ciency and  supplemental  general  appropria- 


tion bm  containing  appropriations  available 
for  obligation  during  such  fiscal  year,  shall 
at  the  time  the  biU  is  reported  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  to  the  Senate  con- 
tain in  the  body  of  the  bill  or  in  a  preamble 
thereto,  as  the  respective  committees  may 
deem  appropriate,  a  current  estimate  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  over-all  Fed- 
eral receipts  for  such  fiscal  year." 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Byrd 
is  as  follows : 

Statxmemt  bt  Sknatob  Btbd 
Nearly  half  of  the  Senate  membership  to- 
day joined  in  submitting  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution to  establish  procedures  by  which  Con- 
gress could  regain  control  of  annual  obliga- 
tions for  Federal  expenditure. 

This  approach  to  the  recapture  of  fiscal 
control  would  be  accomplished  by  provisions 
in  the  bill  under  which  Congress  annually 
would  fix  limitations  on  "obligations  for  ex- 
penditure by  Federal  agencies  from  balances 
they  have  built  up  in  appropriations  pre- 
viously enacted  for  them,  as  well  as  obliga- 
tions against  new  authorizations  in  current 
appropriation  bills." 

The  importance  of  expendittires  from  bal- 
ances in  old  appropriations,  over  which  Cton- 
gress  has  been  exercising  virtually  no  control, 
is  emphasized  by  the  following  facts  to  be 
found  in  the  Tniman  budget  document  of 
January  9: 

1.  He  estimated  expendittires  in  the  next 
fiscal  year,  beginning  July  1,  at  $78,600,- 
000.000. 

2.  He  estimated  revenue  at  968.700,000 X)00. 

3.  He  estimated  the  deficit  at  98,900.- 
000.000. 

4.  He  estimated  that,  of  the  $78,600,000,000 
total  expenditures,  only  $41,100,000,000  wiU 
be  from  the  $72.900.000,0(X)  he  requested  in 
new  appropriations  to  be  enacted  this  year. 

5.  He  estimated  that  $37.5(X).000,000  of  the 
total  expenditures  will  be  from  the  $102,300.- 
000,000  in  balances  of  old  appropriations  and 
other  authorizations,  enacted  in  previous 
years,  which  are  to  be  carried  over  into  the 
new  year. 

6.  He  estimated  that  if  his  deficit  calcu- 
lations are  acctirate  the  Federal  debt  will  be 
within  $1,200,000,000  Of  the  $275,000,000,000 
statutory  debt  limit  this  time  next  year. 

Under  present  practices.  Congress  ordi- 
narily acts  only  on  new  appropriations  re- 
quested, without  exercising  control  over  ex- 
penditures from  balances  in  old  appropria- 
tions which  are  to  be  carried  over. 

To  attempt  to  balance  the  budget  by  ac- 
tion only  on  that  part  of  new  appropriations 
for  expenditure  in  the  coming  ye^r  would 
require  excessively  heavy  reductions  on  half 
of  the  expetKliture  budget,  whUe  that  half 
to  be  spent  from  old  appropriations  would  be 
exempt  even  from  review  for  reduction. 

SponscMv  of  this  concurrent  resolution  do 
not  claim  it  is  the  complete  solution  to  the 
taU-wagging-the-dog  situation  created  by 
uncontrolled  expenditure  from  tremendoiu 
carry-over  balances  but,  among  other  re- 
forms in  fiscal  legislative  procedure,  it  Is 
largely  directed  at  this  problem. 

Provisions  of  the  concurrent  resolution 
may  be  divided  generally  into  three  parts: 

1.  They  would  provide  that  Congress  con- 
sider all  appropriations  in  one  package,  in- 
stead of  a  dozen  scattered,  uiu-elated  bills 
as  at  present,  so  Members  and  the  public  can 
see  the  whole  picttire  as  the  spending  side  of 
the  budget  is  enacted. 

The  so-called  single  appropriation  bill  of 
1950  merely  collected  all  of  the  regular  ap- 
propriations between  two  covers  of  the  bill, 
and  that  was  as  far  as  its  similarity  to  this 
proposal  went. 

2.  They  would  provide  that  (Congress  shall 
write  into  the  appropriation  bill,  against  all 
items  involved,  limitations  on  annual  obliga- 
tions for  expenditure  from  all  appropria- 
tions— those  previously  enacted  as  well  as 
those  currently  under  consideration. 
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Th«  importance  of  provisions  in  this  cate- 
gory may  be  seen  from  the  fact  that  as  of 
next  June  30  tbe  build-up  of  unexpended 
balances  In  old  appropriations  and  authori- 
zations wUI  exceed  $100,000,000,000.  While 
a  large  part  of  this  total  will  be  called  obli- 
gated, the  validity  of  some  of  the  so-called 
obligations  should  be  subject  to  scrutiny  In 
review. 

It  should  be  noted  also  that  it  is  annual 
expenditures — not  annual  appropriations — 
against  annual  revenue  which  result  In  an- 
nual deficits  or  surpluses;  and  that  it  is  an- 
nual deficits  which  pile  up  public  debt. 

3.  They  would  provide  also  that  conunlt- 
tee  reports  on  appropriation  bills  shall  show 
annual  expenditure  estimates  which  could  be 
compared  with  revenue  estimates,  and  that 
revised  revenue  estimates  shall  be  requested 
from  the  Treasury  from  time  to  time  dur- 
ing consideration  of  the  bill,  so  that  the 
budget  may  be  kept  in  balance  during  the 
process  of  appropriation  bill  enactment. 

The  language  of  this  concurrent  resolu- 
tion is  practically  Identical  with  that  of 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  27  of  the  past 
session  of  Congress,  frequently  referred  to 
as  the  single- appropriation  bill. 

This  concurrent  resolution  CM-iglnally  was 
drafted  in  1947  when  it  first  became  evident 
that,  even  under  peacetime  conditions  Con- 
gress was  losing  annual  control  over  Fed- 
eral expendltxires. 

Tbe  concurrent  resolution  is  designed  to 
recapture  a  measure  of  that  control, 
through  its  obligation-limitation  features, 
and  at  the  same  time  provision  would  be 
made  for  necessary  long-term  contracts  such 
as  those  required  for  heavy  and  intricate 
military   equipment. 

The  language  of  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion has  been  carefully  worked  over  by  fis- 
cal experts  and  drafting  technicians,  and  it 
has  been  approved  three  times  by  the  Sen- 
ate Rules  Committee;  once  with  a  Repub- 
lican majority,  and  twice  with  Democratic 
majorities.  It  has  been  passed  once  by  the 
Senate  as  a  whole. 


INVESTIGATION    OP    NATIONAL 
PENITENTIARIES 

Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  reported  an  original  reso- 
lution (8.  Res.  62),  and  submitted  a  re- 
port (No.  33)  thereon:  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  in  holding  hearings,  report- 
ing such  hearings,  and  making  investigations 
a  J  authorized  by  subsection  (k)  (6)  of  rule 
XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  or 
by  section  134  (a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1946,  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  or  the  standing  Subcommittee 
on  National  Penitentiaries,  is  authorized 
during  the  period  beginning  on  February  1. 
1953.  and  ending  on  January  31,  1954,  to 
make  such  expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon 
a  temporary  basis  such  investigators,  and 
such  technical,  clerical,  and  other  assistants, 
as  it  deems  advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  conunlttee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•5.000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


AMENDMENT    OP    RULE    RELATING 
TO    CLOTURE 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
(Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Mis-  >^ 
.souri  IMr.  Hennincs],  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  LMr.  HumphritJ.  the  senior 


Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kil- 
coRil,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  MAcmrsowl .  the  junior  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  PastoreJ. 
I  submit  for  appropriate  reference  a  res- 
olution to  amend  the  standing  rule  of  the 
Senate  relating  to  cloture.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  to 
explain  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred,  and.  without  objection, 
the  Senator  from  New  York  may  proceed, 
as  requested. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  63  >.  submitted 
by  Mr.  Lehman  <for  himself  and  other 
Senators  >  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  (a)  subsection  2  of  rule 
XXII  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate, 
relating  to  cloture,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"2.  If  at  any  time,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  rule  III  or  rule  VI  or  any  other 
rule  of  the  Senate,  a  motion,  signed  by  16 
Senators,  to  bring  to  a  close  the  debate  upon 
any  measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness, is  presented  to  the  Senate  pursuant  to 
this  subsection,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall  at 
once  state  the  motion  to  the  Senate,  and 
1  hour  after  the  Senate  meets  on  the  follow- 
ing calendar  day  but  one.  he  shall  lay  the 
motion  before  the  Senate  and  direct  that 
the  Secretary  call  the  roll.  and.  upon  the 
ascertainment  that  a  quorum  Is  present,  the 
Presiding  Officer  shall,  without  debate,  sub- 
mit to  the  Senate  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote  the 
question : 

"  'Is  it  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  tbe 
debate  shall  be  brought  to  a  close?" 

"And  if  that  question  shall  be  decided  In 
the  affirmative  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  those 
voting,  then  said  measure,  motion,  or  other 
matter  pending  before  the  Senate,  or  the 
unfinished  business,  shall  be  the  unfinished 
business  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  business 
until  disposed  of. 

"Thereafter  no  Senator  shall  be  entitled 
to  speak  In  all  more  than  1  hour  on  the 
measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  jjendlng 
before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  business, 
the  amendments  thereto,  and  motions  af- 
fecting the  same,  and  It  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  Presiding  Officer  to  keep  the  time  of  each 
Senator  who  speaks.  &cept  by  unanimous 
consent,  no  amendment  shall  be  in  order 
after  the  vote  to  bring  the  debate  to  a  close, 
unless  the  same  has  been  presented  and 
read  prior  to  that  time.  No  dilatory  motion, 
or  dilatory  amendment,  or  amendment  not 
germane  shall  be  in  order.  Polnte  of  order. 
Including  questions  of  relevancy,  and  appeals 
from  the  decision  of  the  Presiding  Officer, 
shall  be  decided  without  debate." 

(b)  Subsection  3  of  rule  XXII  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  relating  to 
cloture,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"3.  If  at  any  time,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  rule  III  or  rule  VI  or  any  other 
rule  of  the  Senate,  a  motion,  signed  by  16 
Senators,  to  bring  to  a  close  the  debate  upon 
any  measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness. Is  presented  to  the  Senate  pursuant  to 
this  subsection,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall  at 
once  state  the  motion  to  the  Senate,  and  1 
hour  after  the  Senate  meets  on  the  four- 
teenth calendar  day  thereafter  (exclusive  of 
Sundays  and  legal  holidays)  he  shall  lay  the 
motion  before  the  Senate  and  direct  that  the 
Secretary  call  the  roll,  and.  upon  the  ascer- 
tainment that  a  quorum  is  present,  the  Pre- 
siding Officer  shall,  without  further  debate, 
submit  to  the  Senate  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote 
the  question: 

"  Is  it  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the 
debate  shall  be  brought  to  a  close?' 


"During  the  period  intervening  between 
the  statement  of  the  motion  to  bring  debate 
to  a  close  and  the  taking  of  the  vote  thereon, 
the  time  for  general  debate  on  such  motion 
shall  be  equally  divided  between  the  propo- 
nents and  the  opponents  thereof,  and  shall 
be  controlled  by  one  Senator  designated  by 
the  Presiding  Officer  to  control  such  time  for 
the  proponents  and  one  Senator  designated 
by  the  Presiding  Officer  to  control  such  time 
for  the  opponents.  Time  available  to.  but 
not  used  by.  either  such  side  shall  be  yielded 
to  the  other  side. 

"IT  the  question  so  submitted  on  the  mo- 
tion to  bring  debate  to  a  close  shall  be  de- 
cided In  the  affirmative  by  a  majority  vote  of 
those  voting,  then  said  measure,  motion,  or 
other  matter  pending  before  the  Senate,  or 
the  unfinished  business,  shall  be  the  un- 
finished business  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other 
business   until    disposed    of. 

■'Thereafter  no  Senator  shall  be  entitled 
to  speak  In  all  more  than  1  hour  on  the 
measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  pending 
before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness, the  amendments  thereto,  and  motions 
affecting  the  same,  and  It  shall  be  the  duty 
of  the  Presiding  Officer  to  keep  the  time  of 
each  Senator  who  speaks.  Except  by  unani- 
mous consent,  no  amendment  shall  be  in 
order  after  the  vote  to  bring  liie  debate  to  a 
close,  unless  the  same  has  been  presented 
and  read  prior  to  that  time.  No  dilatory  mo- 
tion, or  dilatory  amendment,  or  amendment 
not  germane  shall  be  In  order.  Points  of 
order,  including  questions  of  relevancy,  and 
appeals  from  the  decision  of  the  Presiding 
Officer,  shall  be  decided  without  debate." 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  my 
views  on  the  subject  of  cloture  in  the 
United  States  Senate  are  well  known. 
I  am  intere.sted  in  providing  a  reason- 
able and  effective  method  by  which  the 
basic  riKht  of  the  Senate  to  vote  and 
the  basic  right  of  the  Senate  to  debate 
can  be  protected.  I  believe  the  Senate 
must  have  effective  rules  which  protect 
not  only  the  minority's  right  to  full  and 
free  debate,  but  also  protect  the  ma- 
jority in  its  right  to  vote  on  matters 
which  affect  the  welfare  of  our  country 
and  the  world. 

This  resolution  which  we  are  submit- 
ting today  provides  for  cloture  after  2 
days  of  debate,  if.  when  the  cloture  pe- 
tition is  brought  to  a  vote,  two-thirds  of 
the  Senators  vote  to  end  the  debate.  This 
type  of  cloture  i.s  intended  to  be  invoked 
in  case  of  national-emergency  legisla- 
tion. Another  section  of  the  rule  per- 
mits cloture  by  majority  vote  but  only 
after  15  days  of  preliminary  debate. 
Even  after  clotuie  is  invoked,  each  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  is  permitted  I  hour 
of  debate  on  the  pending  proposal  be- 
fore a  final  vote  is  in  order. 

Section  3  of  the  present  rule  sfacil 
is  eliminated,  thus  ridding  the  Senate 
of  the  present  impa.ssable  roadblock  to 
future  rules  changes  by  permitting  clo- 
ture to  be  invoked  on  motions  to  change 
the  rules: 

During  the  debate  at  the  opening  of 
the  Senate  of  this  Congress,  we  heard 
promises  from  the  majority  leadership 
that  the  entire  subject  of  cloture  would 
be  fully  considered  by  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee and  that  during  this  session  we  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  an  effec- 
tive cloture  measure.  It  is  my  hope  that 
hearings  can  be  started  in  the  near  fu- 
ture, and  we  will  have  this  resolution, 
or  a  comparable  resolution,  reported  to 
the  Senate  early  in  this  session. 
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EXTENSION    OF    REORGANIZATION 
ACT  OP  1949 — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  tlie  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey  1,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wsishington  [Mr.  Jackson], 
I  submit  for  appropriate  reference  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
us,  jointly,  to  the  bill  (S.  597)  to  amend 
and  extend  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949.  The  amendment  provides  for 
striking  out  all  of  section  2. 

I  ask  unanimous  conaent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  a 
statement  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
IMr.  Jackson],  and  myself  in  support 
of  this  amendment;.  At  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  on  Goveniment  Opera- 
tions on  January  27.  1953,  I  reserved 
the  right  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
bill  <S.  597)  which  was  ordered  reported 
by  the  committee.  The  purpose  of  my 
amendment  was  t3  restore  the  provi- 
sion in  the  present  law  under  which  no 
fewer  than  a  constitutional  majority  of 
either  House  could  upset  reorganization 
plans  submitted  by  the  President.  The 
Senators  from  Minnesota  and  Washing- 
ton have  joined  me  in  a  statement  of 
Individual  views  which  we  intended  to 
be  printed  in  the  committee  report  on 
S.  597.  I  now  understand  that  the  com- 
mittee report  may  be  held  up  indefinitely 
and  consequently  I  ask  that  our  state- 
ment be  printed  8.t  this  point  in  the 
Record,  together  w.th  an  editorial  from 
the  New  York  Time;?  of  January  29,  1953. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  "tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  and  will  be  printed,  and. 
without  objection,  the  statement  and 
editorial  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  statement  and  editorial  are  as 
follows : 
iNOivmuAL   Viiws   or    Stnators   Humphxit, 

KXNNKDT,    .IND   JaCKSON 

We.  the  undersignel  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Govemmerit  Operations,  find  our- 
selves unable  to  agreo  with  the  views  of  the 
committee  as  expressed  in  the  foregoing  re- 
port. Although  we  strongly  support  section 
1.  which  would  extend  tlie  Presidents  au- 
thority to  submit  reorganisation  plans  to 
the  Congress  for  2  more  years,  we  cannot 
agree  to  section  2,  which  would  limit  the 
President's  exercise  of  this  authority  by 
amending  the  existing  law  so  as  to  enable 
dlsappn-oval  of  any  reorganization  plan  which 
he  might  submit  to  the  Congress,  by  a  simple 
majority  vote  of  elt:aer  House  of  Congress. 
Tills  amendment  wcmld.  in  our  Judgment, 
drastically  weaken  tlie  President's  reorgani- 
zation power. 

Experience  has  demonstrated,  beyond  any 
question,  that  the  reorganization  plan  device 
is  the  best  method  for  achieving  efficiency 
and  economy  In  government.  Our  Govern- 
ment has  grown  IntD  a  large  and  unwieldy 
apparatus  which  is  urgently  in  need  of 
streamlining,  if  we  are  to  accomplish  our 
objectives  In  an  efficient  and  effective  man- 
ner. It  is  our  desire,  therefore,  to  afford  the 
new  Chief  Executive  an  opportunity,  free  of 
as  much  restraint  as  poasibie  consistent  with 
congressional  responsibility,  to  carry  on  his 
responsibilities.  This  Inclusion  of  section  2 
of  s.  597,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  would 
In  our  opinion  have  the  opposite  effect. 

An  examination  of  reorganisation  experi- 
ence during  the  past  4  years  amply  supports 
our  position.    President  TBuamn  (ubmltted 


to  tbe  Congress,  under  authority  of  the  Re- 
organization Act  of  1949.  a  total  of  41  reor- 
ganization plans,  of  which  11  were  rejected 
and  30  became  effective.  An  examination  of 
the  voting  record  will  show  that  two  other 
plans.  No.  9  of  1950,  providing  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
and  No.  1  of  1951,  reorganizing  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  would  have 
also  been  rejected  had  the  simple  majority 
provision  been  in  effect.  It  may  also  be 
fairly  assumed  that  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1  of  1952,  placing  officials  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  under  the  classified  civil  service, 
might  have  also  been  rejected.  In  the  latter 
case,  although  there  was  a  substantial  ina- 
jority  against  the  resolution  of  disapproval. 
it  is  generally  accepted  that  the  vote  would 
have  been  entirely  different  had  the  rejecting 
resolution  required  only  a  simple  majority 
of  those  present  and  voting. 

Under  existing  law,  the  President  can,  until 
April  1,  1953,  submit  reorganization  plans 
subject  only  to  disapproval  by  a  constitu- 
tional majority  of  either  House.  But  if  S. 
697  in  the  form  reported  by  committee  were 
now  enacted  into  law  all  reorganization  plans 
would  be  immediately  subject  to  disapproval 
by  a  simple  majority  vote  by  either  House, 
thereby  making  it  more  difficult  for  the 
President  to  accomplish  his  reorganization 
program. 

Under  section  2  of  8.  697  as  reported  by 
the  committee,  conceivably  as  few  as  25 
Senators  or  110  Congressmen  could  kill  any 
reorganization  plan.  Under  our  amendment, 
as  under  existing  law,  reorganization  plans 
of  the  President  could  not  be  killed  by  fewer 
than  49  Senators  or  218  Congressmen. 

Acccoxllngly,  we  are  offering  an  amendment 
to  S.  697,  which  retains  the  provisions  of 
existing  law  whereby  a  resolution  of  disap- 
proval must  be  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the 
authorized  membership  of  either  House, 
rather  than  by  a  simple  majority,  as  proposed 
in  8.  507. 

(From  the  New  York  Times  of  January  29, 

1953] 

Sham  "Reokganization" 

In  their  first  Important  legislative  action 
under  the  new  administration.  Republican- 
dominated  committees  of  both  House  and 
Senate  have  delivered  a  severe  blow  to  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  on  one  of  the  key  points 
of  the  program  that  helped  elect  him  (and 
them)  to  office. 

The  President  had  urgently  requested  ex- 
tension of  the  authority  Mr.  Truman  had 
had  to  reorganize  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Federal  Government.  Under  existing 
law,  which  expires  March  31.  it  requires  a 
constitutional  majority  (more  than  half  of 
all  the  Members)  of  either  branch  of  Con- 
gress to  overturn  a  presidential  reorganiza- 
tion plan.  But  now,  under  the  bill  approved 
on  Tuesday  by  House  and  Senate  commit- 
tees, reorganization  proposals  can  be  killed 
by  simple  majority  (one  more  than  half  a 
quorum)  of  either  branch. 

It  will  literally  be  Just  about  twice  as  easy 
to  wreck  any  given  reorganization  plan  under 
the  new  arrangement  as  under  the  old,  and 
the  brutal  fact  Is  that  if  the  present  pro- 
posal Is  enacted  it  will  be  almost  Impos- 
sible for  any  really  controversial  reorgani- 
zation plan  to  become  effective.  Since  some 
of  the  most  important  ones  yet  to  come  are 
also  among  the  most  controversial  because 
they  step  on  the  toes  of  special-interest 
groups,  the  prospects  of  further  genuine  ad- 
vance In  governmental  reorganization  are 
not  particularly  hop>eful — unless,  of  cotu-se. 
the  committee  recommendations  are  over- 
turned, as  we  hope  they  will  be,  on  the  floor 
of  Congress. 

Inasmuch  as  one  of  the  major  themes  of 
the  Republican  campaign  was  that  the  GOP 
would  bring  greater  efficiency  Into  govern- 
ment, it  is  a  reflection  on  the  Republican 
Party  tlxat  In  the  House  committee  the  bill 


was  brought  down  to  its  present  feeble  state 
by  a  solid  Republican  vote.  If  Senator  Tait 
is  serious  about  his  own  bill  (ignored  by  tbe 
committee),  which  would  give  President 
Elsenhower  as  much  power  as  President 
Truman  had  In  this  field,  he  had  better 
start  working  on  some  of  his  colleagues  at 
both  ends  of  the  Capitol  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment.  Otherwise  the  Republicans 
will  have  to  bear  the  major  responsibUity 
for  passing  a  reorganlr^ition  bill  that  to  all 
Intents  and  purposes  Is  a  phony,  a  siiam. 
and  a  delusion. 


UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  amendments  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
from  the  Senate  (S.  243)  to  amend  Pub- 
lic Law  73,  Eighty-first  Congress,  first 
session  (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (for  Admin- 
istration), which  were,  on  page  1,  to 
strike  out  lines  6  to  10,  inclusive,  and 
on  page  2  to  strike  out  lines  1  to  4,  inclu- 
sive, and  insert: 

Until  December  31,  1954.  unless  the  office 
shall  be  abolished  sooner  by  the  President, 
there  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  State 
an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Administra- 
tion who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  and  who  shall  take  precedence  in 
the  Department  of  State  next  after  the  Sec- 
retary and  the  Under  Secretary.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration  shaU 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $17,500 
per  annum,  and  shall  perform  such  duties 
and  exercise  such  administrative  powers  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty- 
fir^t  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill) , 
to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Administration." 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  bill  passed  the  Sen- 
ate on  January  29,  1953,  and  the  House 
amended  the  bill  to  include  the  following 
language:  "and  who  shall  take  prece- 
dence in  the  Department  of  State  next 
after  the  Secretary  and  Under  Secre- 
tary." 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement  pre- 
pared by  me  on  the  subject  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATnfENT  BT  SEMATOX  WnjCT 

Senate  bill  243  provides  for  the  new  posi- 
tion of  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Admin- 
istration. After  consideration  by  the  Sen- 
ate Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the  bUl 
was  unanimously  reported  to  the  Senate  on 
January  23.  On  January  27  the  Senate 
passed  the  bill  adopting  the  conunlttee 
amendments. 

Aware  of  the  urgency  of  the  matter,  the 
House  of  Representatives  yesterday  passed 
S.  243,  with  an  amendment,  by  a  vote  of 
341  to  18. 

The  House  version  Lb  to  all  Intents  and 
purposes  the  same  as  that  of  the  Senate. 
The  House  has  provided  by  amendment  that 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Administration  shall 
take  precedence  in  the  Department  of  Stat* 
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next  Kfter  the  Secretary  and  the  Under  Sec- 
retary ot  State.  This  appears  to  be  a  wise 
amendment  entirely  conalstent  with  the  ac- 
tion taken  in  the  Senate. 

In  recommending  Senate  consent  to  the 
House  amendments  I  should  like  to  make 
three  points. 

First,  one  of  the  campaign  hopes  ot  tbe 
new  President,  and  a  subject  which  he  men- 
tioned In  his  state  of  the  Union  message  on 
Monday,  was  to  bring  greater  efficiency  to 
the  Government.  It  is  expected  that  S.  243 
will  be  a  long  step  In  this  direction.  It  cre- 
ates a  new  Under  Secretary  who  will  devote 
his  entire  attention  to  the  vast  problem  of 
the  operation  and  administration  of  the  De- 
partment and  the  Foreign  Service.  Senators 
win  recall  that  it  Is  hoped  that  the  needed 
r^rganlzation  can  be  accomplished  in  13 
mk)9:ths  to  2  years,  and  that  this  position  is 
a  temporary  one,  to  be  terminated  on  De- 
cember 31,  1954.  "unless  the  office  shall  be 
abolished  sooner  by  the  President." 

Second,  as  the  committee  reported  to  the 
Senate,  for  many  years  it  has  been  neces- 
sary for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  out  of 
the  city,  or  even  out  of  the  country  for  a 
great  deal  of  the  time.  Indeed,  he  is  away 
at  present.  Diirlng  his  absence,  the  Under 
Secretary  acts  In  his  place,  and  as  a  conse- 
quence administrative  matters  have  not  been 
given  the  attention  they  have  needed.  The 
new  Under  Secretary  for  Administration  is 
needed  now  to  bring  about  efficiency  in  the 
Department. 

Third,  the  new  administration  has  taken 
a  Judicious  and  speedy  Initiative  in  facing 
the  administrative  problem  In  the  State  De- 
partment. I  feel  that  we  In  the  Senate 
should  do  our  part  In  assisting  the  Execu- 
tive in  his  vigorous  start. 


AMENDMENT  OP  REORGANIZATION 
PLAN  OP  1949 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1979)  to  amend  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  so  that  such 
act  will  apply  to  reorganization  plans 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  at  any  time 
before  April  1,  1955,  was  read  twice  by 
Its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Op>erations. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  be  given  per- 
mission to  report  the  bill  (H.  R.  1979) 
just  laid  before  the  Senate  up  to  mid- 
night tonight,  and  to  submit  a  report 
thereon,  or  on  any  other  bill  dealing  with 
a  similar  subject. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject— I  shall  go  along  with  this  unani- 
mous consent  request,  because  all  this  is 
is  a  formality  of  filing  a  report  by  mid- 
night tonight  which  could  not  be  filed 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate  this 
afternoon.  If  objection  were  made  to 
this  request,  the  Senate  undoubtedly 
would  meet  tomorrow.  I  think  that 
would  be  an  unnecessary  inconvenience 
to  the  Senate.  The  main  thing  is  that 
this  bill  will  be  available  to  us  tomorrow 
for  our  study  when  Senators  come  to 
their  oCBces;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  not 
object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  request  is  agreed  to. 

Subsequently, 

On  request  of  Mr.  McCarthy,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  was  authorized 
to  meet  this  afternoon  during  the  session 
of  the  Senate,  for  the  purpose  of  holding 


hearings  on  the  reorganization  bill  (H.  R. 
1979). 

Subsequently, 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  1979) 
to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949 
so  that  such  act  will  apply  to  reorgan- 
ization plans  transmitted  to  the  Con- 
gress at  any  time  before  April  1.  1955. 
reported  it  without  amendment,  and 
submitted  a  report  iNo.  36)  thereon. 


SUSPENSION  OP  CERTAIN  IMPORT 
TAXES  ON  COPPER 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Committee  on  Pinance  has  ordered  that 
the  bill  iH.  R.  568  •  to  continue  until 
the  close  of  June  30.  1954,  the  suspen- 
sion of  certain  import  taxes  on  copper, 
be  reported  favorably.  I  ask  unanimous 
con.sent  that  the  committee  may  have 
until  midnight  tonight  to  report  the  bill 
and  to  submit  its  report  thereon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
am  I  correct  in  my  understanding  that 
all  committees  have  until  midnight  to- 
night to  file  reports? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  understand.s  that  specific  authori- 
zation from  the  Senate  is  required  for 
each  committee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  I  under- 
stand, there  are  now  two  committees 
that  have  such  authorization,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  and 
the  Committee  on  Pinance.  in  behalf  of 
which  the  Senator  from  Colorado  ha.s 
ju.st  obtained  permission  to  submit  a 
report. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  has  received 
such  permission. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Chair. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  MILLIKIN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Pinance.  to  which  was  referred  the 
bill  (H.  R.  568)  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  su.spen.sion 
of  certain  import  taxes  on  copper,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment,  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  35)  thereon. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Statement  made  by  him  before  House  Ap- 
propriations Committee   today   with   respect 
to  supplemental  funds  for  VA  hospitalization 
in  Philadelphia. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHRETY: 
Address  entitled  "National  Defense  In  Our 
Soli.'  delivered  by  Senator  Morse  at  a  ban- 
quet of  the  National  Agricultural  Limestone 
Institute,  Inc.,  on  January  21,  1953. 
By  Mr    DIRKSEN: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  regarding  an 
award    made    by    the    National    Municipal 
League  to  the  village  of  Brookfleld,  111. 


By  Ur.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Caro- 
lina (for  Mr.  McCakraN) 
Address  delivered  by  Dr  W.  R.  Slovall, 
Chief,  Medical  Division,  Office  of  Aviation 
Safety.  Civil  Aeronautics  Admlnl-stratlon.  at 
luncheon  meeting  of  Institute  of  Aeronau- 
tical Sciences  on  January  29.  1953.  together 
with  Introductory  statement  of  Senator 
McCakra  n  . 

By  Mr    KEFAUVER: 
Article    entitled    -India  s    Ties    to    United 
States  Sharply  Impaired."   published   In   the 
New  York  Times  of  Sunday,  January  25.  1953. 
By  Mr    CLEMENTS: 
EdiUirlal  entitled  "Signposts  Are  Not  Very 
Clear   Along   the   Great   Middle   Way."   pub- 
lished In  the  Louisville  (Ky.)  Courier-Journal 
of  February  3.  1953 

By  Mr    GILLETTE: 
Article  entitled     Nonsense  About  Chiang," 
written    by   Joseph    and    Stewart    AIsop   and 
published  In  the  Wa.shlngton  Post  of  Febru- 
ary 4.  1953. 

By  Mr.  HILL- 
Article  entitled   'H-Bomb  Outl<xik."  writ- 
ten by  Mtirqiil.s  Chllds,  and  published  In  the 
Washinnton  Po.st  of  February  4.  1953. 
By  Mr    DOUGLAS 
Article  on  the  subject  of  excessive  allow- 
ances  for   armed    services    personnel   abroad, 
entitled   'G     I    Joe     Europe's   New   Royalty," 
written    by   Edward   Boyd,   and   published   In 
the  February  1953  Issue  of  American  maga- 
zine. 

By  Mr    HUNT- 
Letter    dated   January   26.    1953.    repardln^ 
formulation  of  policies  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  written  by  A.  M. 
Downey. 

By  Mr    BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
Editurial  entitled   ■  I'he  Baltimore  Plan  Is 
Ready  for  Appraisal  "  published  In  the  Balti- 
more Sun  of  Saturday,  January  31.   1953. 


LETTER  OF  CHAIRMAN  OP  JOINT 
COMMH^EF  ON  REDUCTION  OF 
NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL  EX- 
PENDITURES 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures  for  some  time  has 
btcn  .studyint;  the  .subject  of  unexpended 
balances  in  Federal  appropriations  and 
other  authorization.^  for  expenditure. 

At  present  llie  committee  is  in  the 
procp.-^s  of  publishing  a  series  of  reports 
on  this  subject.  The  first  of  these  re- 
ports was  a  compilation  of  these  bal- 
ances, by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  as 
e.'-timated  for  June  30.  1953.  The  second 
of  these  reports  was  based  on  actual  flg- 
ure.s  as  shown  in  its  October  trial  balance 
by  the  Treasury  Department. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as 
part  of  my  remarks  the  text  of  a  letter 
dated  January  28.  1953.  which  covered 
the  first  of  these  reports  to  Members  of 
Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
wa.s  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Truman  bud(?et  of  January  9  requested 
new  appropriations  totaling  •73.000.000.000. 
of  which  $41, 000, 000  000  w:us  for  expenditure 
In  fiscal  year  19,'>4,  beginning  July  1.  the  re- 
main ler  was  for  expenditure  In  some  future 
year. 

Expenditures  for  the  coming  fiscal  year,  be- 
ginning July  1,  were  estimated  in  the  Janu- 
ary 9  document  at  •79,000,000.000.  •41.000.- 
000,000  out  of  appropriations  to  be  enacted 
this  year,  as  noted  above,  and  riSOOO.OOO  000 
from  appropriations  and  other  authorizations 
enacted  In  prior  years. 

The  deficit  a«  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1954, 
1  year  from  June  30,  was  estimated  at  •10.- 
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000.000,000.  On  the  basis  of  this  deficit  esti- 
mate the  January  budget  document  forecast 
the  Federal  debt  a  year  from  now  at  within 

•  1.250.000.000  of  the  §275,000,000,000  statu- 
tory limit. 

The  •41,roo.000,000  of  new  appropriations 
requested  for  expenditure  in  the  coming  year 
Includes  •6.400.000,000  for  interest  on  tbe 
debt.  •4,500.000,000  in  statutory  program  pay- 
ments, more  than  tlO.OOO.OOO.OOO  in  troop 
pay  and  sustenance,  and  9600,000,000  In  pos- 
tal deficit — all  of  which  are  difficult  to  re- 
duce. This  would  leave  leas  than  •20,000,- 
000.000  in  appropriations  ordinarily  before 
Congress  at  this  session  to  which  reductions 
could  be  applied  in  an  effort  to  overcome  a 

•  10,000.000,000  deficit  and  balance  the  ex- 
penditure budget  with  estimated  revenue. 

It  is  obvious  that  expenditures  from  un- 
expended balances  in  prior  appropriations 
must  be  llnrlted  and  controlled  either  by 
legislative  action   or  Executive  order. 

In  addition  to  appropriations  to  be  en- 
acted In  the  current  session,  these  unex- 
I>ended  balances,  as  of  next  June  30,  are  esti- 
mated at  more  than  •100,000,000.000.  More 
than  •60,000,000.000  is  in  mUltary  accounts: 
more  than  •10,000.000,000  is  in  foreign  aid 
accounts,  and  the  remainder  Is  scattered 
throughout  the  Government.  To  conform 
with  budget  figures  the  total  Includes  some 
Government  corporation  capital,  revolving 
funds,  and  reserves,  such  as  those  of  the 
?'DIC,  but  the  aggregate  of  these  is  rela- 
tively small. 

The  enclosed  Committee  Print  No.  1  is  the 
first  of  a  series  on  this  subject.  In  it  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  compiled  agency 
repcjrts  as  to  that  part  of  these  balances 
which  is  obligated.  But  it  should  be  noted 
that  experience  indicates  the  firmness  of 
some  of  the  so-called  obligations  may  be 
subject   to  review. 

(Signed  by  the  chairman.) 


FEDERAL  BUILDING  AT  TWO  HAR- 
BORS, MINN.— ARTICLE  PROM 
TWO   HARBORS   CHRONICLE   AND 

TIMES 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  article 
from  the  January  8  issue  of  the  Two  Har- 
bors Chronicle  and  Times,  Two  Harbors, 
Minn.,  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record.  This  article  cites  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  members  of  Agate  Bay 
Post,  No.  4454,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
requesting  the  Federal  Government  to 
appropriate  necessary  funds  for  the 
building  of  a  Federal  building  to  house 
the  post  ofBce  and  other  Federal  sub- 
divisions. 

I  also  ask  that  there  be  included  in  the 
Record,  portions  of  a  letter  received  by 
me  from  members  of  the  Agate  Bay 
Post,  No.  4454,  signed  by  Adjutant  Octave 
Desilet,  explaining  the  reason  for  the  re- 
quest of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
and  portions  of  a  letter  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
VFW  Favors  New  Federal  Building  Here 

Members  of  Agate  Bay  Post,  No.  4454,  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars,  at  their  regular  meet- 
ing held  last  Monday,  approved  and  passed 
a  resolution  requesting  the  United  States 
Government  to  make  the  necessary  appro- 
priations and  plans  for  the  building  of  a 
greatly  needed  Federal  building  to  house  the 
post  office  and  other  Federal  subdivisions 
operating  through  and  from  this  community. 

The  post  plans  to  appeal  to  the  Congress- 
men In  this  district  and  Minnesota  for  action 
in  appropriating  funds  for  this  building. 
They  also  made  a  special  appeal  to  all  organ- 
izations to  support  and  take  part  in  this 
request. 


This  course  was  taken,  according  to  mem- 
bers, because  no  action  has  ever  been  taken 
by  the  Government  to  erect  a  building  on 
land  that  was  purchased  by  tbe  Government 
from  the  Salvation  Army  In  June  1940.  The 
property  discussed  Is  directly  south  of  the 
Army  citadel,  in  lot  9,  block  6. 

The  portions  of  the  letter  presented  by 
Mr.  Humphrey  are  as  follows: 

Deai  Senator  Humphrxt:  I  am  enclosing 
a  newspaper  clipping  from  the  Two  Harbors 
Chronicle  and  Times  of  January  2,  as  regards 
action  taken  by  Agate  Bay  Post,  No.  4454, 
of  tbe  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  at  Its  meet- 
ing of  January  5. 

During  the  Christmas  rush  of  business,  the 
employees  of  the  post  office  rendered  the  best 
service  they  could  under  the  limited  and 
congested  space  they  bad  to  work  In.  But,  as 
for  the  people  waiting  in  line  for  long,  that 
was  not  very  pleasant. 


PROSECUTION  OP  SUIT  AGAINST 
PALLBROOK  PUBLIC  UTTLITY  DIS- 
TRICT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  some  corre- 
spondence I  have  had  with  the  Comp- 
troller General  of  the  United  States, 
relative  to  the  action  of  the  former  ad- 
ministration, particularly  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  and  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, relative  to  their  ignoring  the 
mandate  of  Congress  and  the  law  in  the 
so-called  Santa  Margarita  controversy. 
The  correspondence  I  now  submit  in- 
cludes a  letter  from  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  to  the  Con- 
gress, a  memorandum,  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Senate  and  the  Assembly 
of  the  State  of  California,  and  corre- 
spondence relative  to  this  matter  with 
the  Comptroller  General,  which  I  had 
over  a  period  of  several  months. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence and  attached  matters  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Januabt  30,  1953. 
Hon.  William  F.  Knowland, 

United  States  Senate. 
Mt  Dear  Senator  Knowland:  I  am  enclos- 
ing for  your  Information  a  copy  of  the  Comp- 
troller General's  report  to  the  Congress  of 
today,  with  enclosures  therein  referred  to, 
relative  to  the  legality  of  expenditures  by 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  in  connection 
with  the  prosecution  of  the  suit  entitled 
"United  States  of  America  v.  Fallbrook  Pub- 
lic Utility  District  et  al,"  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  prior  communication  between  you 
and  this  office. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Prank  L.  Tates, 
Acting  Comptroller  General 

of  the  United  States. 

COMPTROLLEm   GENERAL    OF   THE 

UNirKD  States, 
Washington,  January,  30,  1953. 
The  Congress: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  312 
of  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921  (42 
Stat.  26),  directing  the  Comptroller  General 
to  specifically  report  to  the  Congress  every 
expenditure  made  by  any  department  in  any 
year  In  violation  of  law,  the  following  report 
Is  submitted  relative  to  payments  deliber- 
ately made,  and  apparently  being  made,  by 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  In  direct  con- 
travention of  law  after  being  authoritatively 
Informed  that  such  a  course  of  action  would 
be  a  violation  of  law. 


Section  208  (d)  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice Appropriation  Act,  1953  (66  Stat.  560), 
provides  as  follows: 

"None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
title  may  be  used  in  the  preparation  or 
prosecution  of  the  suit  in  the  United  States 
District  Covirt  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  Southern  Division,  by  the  United 
States  of  America  against  Fallbrook  Public 
Utility  District,  a  public  service  corporation 
of  the  State  of  California,  and  others." 

The  lawsuit  referred  to  in  the  section  was 
instituted  by  the  Department  of  Justice  at 
the  request  of  the  Navy  Department.  By 
reason  of  the  prohibition  against  tbe  use  of 
Department  of  Justice  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1953  in  the  preparation  or  prose- 
cution of  the  said  suit,  the  former  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  requested  in  letter  dated  August 
18,  1952,  that  the  Comptroller  General  ren- 
der a  decision  as  to  whether  the  appropria- 
tions available  to  that  Department  are  af- 
fected in  any  way  by  the  provisions  of  the 
above-quoted  section.  By  decision  of  Au- 
gust 29,  1952,  B-1 10945,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  was  informed  that  the  employment  or 
retention  and  pajrment  from  the  funds  avail- 
able to  the  Navy  Department  of  counsel  di- 
rectly to  represent  the  United  States  in  the 
preparation,  prosecution,  or  defense  of  the 
lawsuit  would  be  in  direct  contravention  of 
law  and  was  not  authorized. 

The  decisions  of  the  Comptroller  General 
respecting  the  availability  and  use  of  public 
funds  appropriated  by  the  Congress  are  by 
statute  made  final  and  conclusive  up>on  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  Sec- 
tion 8  of  the  act  of  July  31,  1894  (28  SUt. 
208 ) ,  as  amended  by  section  304  of  the  act 
of  June  10,  1921  (42  Stat.  24,  31  U.  S.  C.  74K 
(See  5  Comp.  Gen.  822,  824;  14  Id.  648,  650; 
33  Op.  Atty.  Gen.  265;  26  id.  609:  23  id.  468; 
22  id.  581.)  Thus,  upon  the  rendition  of  the 
decision  of  August  29,  1952,  It  was  the  plain 
duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  under  the 
law  to  accept  as  final,  and  properly  apply, 
such  decision.  Nevertheless,  the  Secretary 
deliberately  chose  to  violate  the  law  and  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  continued  and  ap- 
parently Is  continuing  the  unlawful  payment 
of  salaries  and  other  expenses  Incident  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  Fallbrook  suit.  This  was 
not  a  passive  or  inactive  disregard  of  the  law; 
It  was  an  active  violation  with  full  knowl- 
edge thereof.  In  an  impossible  effort  to  sup- 
port such  action  the  former  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  contended  that  he  is  required  to  pro- 
tect the  Interests  of  the  United  States  and 
that  his  legal  advisers  Informed  him  that 
the  actions  taken  in  the  matter  are  lawful. 

When  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  requested 
and  obtained  a  decision  of  the  Comptroller 
General  It  was  not  left  to  the  Secretary's 
legal  advisers  to  Inform  him  one  way  or  the 
other  on  the  subject  matter.  The  decision 
of  the  Comptroller  General  concluded  the 
matter — It  was  final  upon  the  executive 
branch.  That  Is  the  simple  truth  of  the 
matter  and  that  was  well  known  by  the  Sec- 
retary's legal  advisers. 

Furthermore,  It  was  not  left  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  decide  whether  prose- 
cution of  the  suit  was  necesary  to  protect 
the  Interests  of  the  United  States.  That 
matter  was  decided  by  tbe  Congress  through 
enactment  of  the  provision  under  discus- 
sion. It  is  fundamental  in  our  Government 
that  it  is  for  the  Congress  to  say  how  and 
on  what  conditions  the  public  moneys  shall 
be  spent;  and  It  Is  not  the  province  of  the 
executive  or  accounting  officers  to  question 
the  wisdom  of  legislative  enactments  upon 
the  use  of  the  public  moneys  no  matter  how 
much  a  different  result  at  times  might  seem 
desirable. 

For  use  by  the  Congress  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  repKjrt  there  is  attached  a  memo- 
randum setting  forth  the  material  facts  and 
circumstances  in  this  matter,  together  with 
a  copy  of  the  decision  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  dated  August  39,  1952. 

In  conclusion,  I  repeat,  the  action  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  in  this  matter  wm. 


816 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


February  ^ 


i 

•f 


■■:! 


II' 


I'  < 


m^ 


ii 
r, 


and  apparently  continues  to  be.  a  willful  and 
deliberate  violation  of  the  law.  Therefore, 
to  the  extent  that  the  General  Accounting 
Office  la  empowered  to  do  so  It  will  hold  re- 
sponsible officials,  and  their  sureties.  Qnan- 
clally  liable  for  all  expenditures  of  public 
funds  determined  to  be  Illegal. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

LlNDSAT  C.  WaKKIN, 

Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

MxMOBAKDnif  Rkpoct  or  thx  Comftxoixex 
Gemxral.  to  thx  CONcazss  Relj^tivk  to 
Ilxkcal  EzpUfDrrTTXCs  bV  thx  Depastmknt 
or  THX  Navt  nt  Conwxction  Wrrn  Pxosx- 
ctmoN  or  THX  Strrr  EimTLED  "UNrrxD 
Btatks  or  AMxaiCA  v.  Faixbbook  Pttblic 
Uthjtt  Distxict.  xt  al." 

comptkollkx  gzmxkal 

or  THX  UNrrxD  Statts. 
Washington,  January  30.  1953. 
Section  208  (d)  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice Appropriation  Act,  1953,  approved  July 
10,  1952  (86  Stat.  580) ,  provides  as  follows: 

"None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
title  may  be  used  In  the  preparation  or  prose- 
cution of  the  suit  in  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Call- 
Xorula.  Southern  Division,  by  the  United 
States  of  America  against  Fallbrook  Public 
Utility  District,  a  public  service  corporation 
of  the  State  of  California,  and  others." 

The  referred-to  suit  was  instituted  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  on  or  about  January 
25,  1951,  at  the  request  of  the  Department 
of  the  Navy.  It  appears  that  the  United 
States  owns  approximately  135.000  acres  of 
land  on  the  Santa  Margarita  River.  Calif., 
presently  utilized  for  the  Marine  Corps 
training  base  at  Camp  Joseph  H.  Pendleton, 
the  United  States  Naval  Depot  at  Fallbrook. 
Calif.,  and  the  United  States  Naval  Hospital 
at  Camp  Pendleton.  The  purpose  of  the  said 
suit,  as  appears  from  the  complaint  filed 
therein,  was  to  have  the  rights  of  the  United 
States  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  the  Santa 
Margarita  River  declared  and  the  title  to 
those  rights  quieted  against  the  defendants 
named  therein.  The  suit  was  prepared,  filed, 
and  conducted  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
to  a  certain  point  by  one  William  H.  Veeder, 
then  employed  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
as  a  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. 

The  prosecution  of  the  suit  by  the  Govern- 
ment, beyond  the  effective  date  of  the  re- 
ferred-to statutory  prohibition.  July  10.  1952, 
was  first  brought  to  my  attention  In  com- 
munications from  various  Members  of  the 
Congress.  As  a  result  thereof,  under  date 
of  July  30,  1952,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Attorney  General  calling  attention  to  the 
restrictive  provisions  of  section  208  (d)  and 
to  the  congressional  inquiries  concerning  the 
expenditure  of  public  funds  In  contravention 
thereof.  A  report  was  requested  as  to  the 
steps  taken  in  the  preparation  or  prosecu- 
tion of  the  suit  after  July  10,  1952,  together 
with  a  statement  as  to  the  appropriations  or 
funds  used  for  such  purposes,  and  a  refer- 
ence to  the  statutory  or  other  authority 
therefor.  By  reply  of  August  7,  the  Attorney 
General  stated  that  there  was  no  record  of 
any  expenditures  from  the  Department's  ap- 
propriations in  connection  with  the  suit  since 
the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act.  1953.  July  10.  1952;  and 
that  the  Department  had  advised  the  Navy 
Department  it  Intended  to  abide  by  the  will 
of  the  Congress  in  the  matter. 

In  that  connection  there  Is  on  file  In  the 
General  Accounting  Office  a  copy  of  letter 
from  the  Attorney  General  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  dated  August  11.  1952,  which 
referred  to  the  restrictive  provisions  of  said 
section  208  (d),  and  stated  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  could  not  continue  to  pre- 
pare for  or  proceed  to  trial  in  the  Involved 
Bult.  The  letter  further  stated  that  the 
Department  was  advised  of  the  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the 
Muin*  Corps  that  the  case  should  proceed 


because  of  Its  great  Importance;  that  In 
recognition  of  that  urgent  necessity  the 
Department  was  willing  that  the  case  go 
forward  and  would  be  glad  to  qualify  Navy 
Department  attorneys  as  special  assistants 
to  the  Attorney  General;  but  that  in  order 
to  comply  with  the  will  of  the  Congress,  the 
Navy  Department  must  bear  all  of  the  costs 
In  connection  with  the  preparation  and 
prosecution  of  the  suit. 

On  the  afternoon  of  August  12.  1952,  the 
then  Secretary  of  the  Navy  met  with  me  in 
my  office  for  the  purpKjse  of  discussing  the 
matter  of  the  suit  in  question.  In  that 
meeting  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  stated  that 
he  had  been  advised  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  of  the  Navy,  who  was  also  present, 
that  appropriations  made  to  his  Department 
for  the  fiscal  year  1933  are  available  for  the 
prosecution  of  the  suit,  notwithstanding 
the  statutory  prohibition  In  the  Department 
of  Justice  Appropriation  Act.  1953.  and  that 
in  reliance  on  such  authority  he  had  pro- 
posed and  obtained  the  agreement  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Navy  Department  law- 
yers to  continue  with  the  suit.  I  advised  the 
Secretary  that  the  General  Accounting  Office 
was  aware  of  the  situation,  had  not  taken 
any  position  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  sua;- 
gested  action,  but  that  the  matter  was  such 
as  to  require  a  formal  decision.  By  letter 
dated  August  18.  1952.  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  wrote  to  me  requesting  a  decision  In 
the  matter. 

In  compliance  with  the  Secretary's  request, 
a  decision  was  rendered  to  him  under  date 
of  August  29.  1952.  B- 11 0945.  In  the  said 
decision  It  was  stated  that  the  Important 
question  Involved  In  the  case  was  whether 
the  law  and  appropriations  nnade  available 
to  the  Navy  Department  expressly  authorize 
or  require  that  Department  directly  to  insti- 
tute, prosecute,  and  defend  action  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  In  matters  Involving 
court  proceedings.  In  connection  therewith 
the  decision  quoted  pertinent  provisions  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  codified  as  Fifth  United 
States  Code  49,  306.  307.  309.  312.  314.  and 
316,  and  section  5  of  Executive  Order  6166 
of  June  10.  1933.  Issued  In  pursuance  of 
section  16  of  the  act  of  March  3.  1933  (47 
Stat.  1517).  which  plainly  vested  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  the  power  and  au- 
thority to  represent  the  United  States  in 
the  courts.  Thus.  It  was  stated  that  by  rea- 
son of  the  plain  and  unambiguous  terms 
of  such  provisions  of  law  and  in  the  lleht 
of  decisions  by  the  courts,  the  declsluns 
of  the  accounting  officers  have  long  recog- 
nized the  rule  that.  In  the  absence  of  specific 
authority  by  the  Congress  for  departments 
and  establishments  of  the  Government  to 
resort  to  litigation  'n  the  courts,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  performance  of  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  with  which  they  are  charged, 
it  Is  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General,  as 
chief  law  officer  of  the  Government,  to  insti- 
tute, prosecute,  and  defend  action  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  In  matters  Involving; 
court  proceedings,  and  to  defray  the  neces- 
sary expenses  Incident  thereto  from  funds 
expressly  provided  therefor  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
no  specific  authority  was  contained  In  title 
IV  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1953.  approved  July  10.  1952  (66 
Stat.  523).  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  the  Navy,  or  other  law.  whic^i 
would  authorize  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
to  represent  the  United  States  In  matters 
Involving  court  proceedings,  or  Incur  expend- 
itures directly  connected  therewith.  The 
decision  applied  the  rule  to  the  present  case 
and  concluded  that  the  funds  appropriated 
to  the  Department  of  the  Navy  were  not 
available  for  the  purpose  desired. 

With  respect  to  the  Secretary's  conten- 
tion that  the  duty  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  to  safeguard  the  prop- 
erty of  the  United  States  requires  that  every 
legal  means  be  employed  to  secure  a  Judicial 
determination  of  the  Governments  right 
here  Involved,  the  decision  cited  the  case  of 


United  States  ▼.  California  (332  U.  8.  19, 
27-28),  wherein  the  Court  said  that  article 
4.  section  3.  clause  2  of  the  Constitution 
vests  in  the  Congress  the  power  to  dispose  of 
and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations 
respecting  property  belonging  to  the  United 
States,  and  that.  In  the  exercise  of  such 
power,  the  Congress  may  limit  the  power  of 
the  Attorney  General  to  prosecute  claims  for 
the  United  States.  Of  course  the  primary 
duty  of  the  executive  branch  is  to  see  that 
the  laws  are  faithfully  executed — not 
violated. 

Returning  to  the  specific  question  pre- 
sented for  decision,  namely  whether  appro- 
priated funds  available  to  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment are  aJIecled  In  any  way  by  the  provi- 
sions of  section  208  (d),  It  was  said  in  the 
decision  that — 

"I  fully  appreciate  the  deep  concern  which 
you  and  others  feel  in  this  matter.  However, 
the  matter  has  received  careful  considera- 
tion, and  In  answer  to  the  specific  question 
presented  in  your  letter  it  mu.si  be  held  that 
the  employment  or  retention  by  you  and 
payment  from  the  funds  available  to  the 
Navy  Department  of  counsel  directly  to  rep- 
resent the  Unit«d  States  In  the  preparation, 
prosecution,  or  defense  of  the  suit  In  ques- 
tion, and  the  defrayment  therefrom  of  ex- 
pen.ses  connected  with  such  litigation, 
would  be  in  direct  contravention  of  law  and 
is  not  authorized  Such  being  the  rule,  the 
answer  is  obvious  as  tn  why  it  was  unnec- 
es.sary  for  the  Congress  to  apply  the  prohi- 
bition to  other  than  the  Department  of 
Justice  appropriations.  If  the  rule  were 
otherwise,  the  evident  purpose  of  the  Con- 
gress In  approving  the  provision  In  question 
seems  so  clear  that  I  could  not  approve  pro- 
cedural or  mechanical  devices  designed  to 
overcome  a  technicality  in  order  to  circum- 
vent that  purpose." 

Shortly  before  the  decision  of  Augtist  29, 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  my  attention 
was  called  to  the  continued  prosecution  of 
the  suit  by  Mr  William  H  Veeder,  special 
assistant  to  the  Attorney  General,  and  to  the 
confiicting  Information  furnished  by  tho 
Justice  and  Navy  Departments  concerning 
Mr.  Veeder's  employment  status,  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  stating  that  Mr.  Veeder 
was  tran-sferred  to  the  Navy  Department  as 
of  August  4.  while  the  Navy  Department 
denied  that  he  was  on  It.?  payroll.  Under 
d;iie  of  August  20.  I  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  Attorney  General  requesting  a  copy  of 
Mr.  Veeder's  notification  of  personnel  action 
or  other  pertinent  papers  showing  the  nature 
of  the  action,  if  any,  which  resulted  In  bis 
separation  from  the  Department  of  Justice. 
By  reply  of  August  25.  the  Alti>rney  General 
stated  that  Mr.  Veeder's  appointment  In  his 
Department  was  terminated  at  the  close  of 
business  Augu.st  1.  due  to  his  transfer  to  the 
Navy  Department  on  Auijust  4.  and  furnished 
a  copy  of  the  requested  nf>tiflcation  of  per- 
sonnel action  which  confirmed  said  state- 
ment. 

Representatives  of  the  General  Accounting 
Office  Interviewed  Mr  Veeder  on  September  9. 
concernir.t;  his  activities  in  the  Fallbrook 
suit  in  relation  to  the  provisions  of  section 
208  (di.  He  stated  that  he  departed  Cali- 
fornia by  plane  on  July  12.  1952,  returned  to 
Washington.  D  C  .  on  the  same  date,  and 
piTfornied  no  work  on  the  Fallbro<jk  suit 
until  Auf;ust  5.  that  It  was  his  understand- 
ing an  aj;reement  was  reached  between  the 
Justice  and  Navy  Departments,  concurred  in 
by  the  heads  thereof,  that  he  would  be  trans- 
ferred on  that  date  to  the  Navy  Department 
on  a  contract  bn.sis  to  continue  the  suit,  and 
that  all  expenses  incident  thereto  would  be 
defrayed  by  the  Navy  so  that  the  Department 
of  Justice  would  not  be  violating  the  prohibi- 
tion of  section  208  (d)  ;  that  It  was  recognized 
by  all  concerned  that  the  arrangement  mere- 
ly was  a  method  that  would  enable  him  to 
continue  with  the  Pallbrcxsk  suit  as  a  special 
assistant  to  the  Attorney  General:  that  he 
left  Washington  for  California  on  August  6  In 
a  Marine  Corps  plane,  accompanied  by  Mr. 
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David  W  Agnew.  attorney  In  the  Navy  De- 
partment, and  Lt.  Col.  E.  B.  Robertson, 
USMC.  for  the  purpose  of  drafting  the  pre- 
trial order  in  the  Fallbrook  suit;  that  he  re- 
mained in  California  until  August  25,  when 
the  pretrial  order  was  approved  by  the  court; 
that  he  left  California  by  Marine  Corps  plane 
on  August  26.  accompanied  by  Mr.  Agnew  and 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Robertson,  and  arrived 
In  Washington  on  August  27;  and  that  since 
the  latter  date  be  has  worked  In  his  office 
in  the  Department  of  Justice  on  cases  other 
than  the  Fallbrook  suit.  Mr.  Veeder  appar- 
ently was  reinstated  on  the  rolls  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  effective  September  2. 

C<jncernlng  his  employment  and  payroll 
status  during  the  period  he  was  in  California 
for  the  Navy  Department,  namely,  August  6 
to  27,  Mr.  Veeder  stated  that  while  in  Cali- 
fornia he  read  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment had  both  issued  press  releases  denying 
that  he  was  on  their  payrolls,  but  that  there 
never  was  any  question  in  his  mind  but  that 
the  agreement  for  his  transfer  to  the  Navy 
Department  was  In  effect;  that  he  was  going 
to  be  paid  by  that  agency;  and  that  during 
his  Infrequent  telephone  conversations  with 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy  no 
question  as  to  his  status  ever  was  raised. 
Mr  Veeder  further  stated  that  on  August  29, 
he  was  Informed  by  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General,  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  had 
slated  he  could  not  pay  him  (Veeder)  for  the 
period  in  August  during  which  he  worked  on 
the  Fallbrook  suit,  but  that  he  would  take 
care  of  his  expenses — as  distinguished  from 
his  ."^lary — the  amount  of  which  should  be 
communicated  to  Mr.  John  H.  Dillon,  ad- 
ministrative assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy.  Mr  Veeder  went  on  to  state  that  he 
telephoned  Mr.  Dillon  and  Informed  him  that 
he  had  been  In  California  on  Fallbrook  busi- 
ness 21  days,  which  at  the  established  per 
diem  rate  of  $9  per  day.  would  be  $189.  but 
that  during  such  period  he  had  spent  a  total 
amount  of  $358  of  his  own  funds  for  living 
expenses.  Mr.  Veeder  stated  that  shortly 
thereafter  a  messenger  arrived  and  gave  him 
•350  In  cash  and  being  surprised  as  to  such 
method  of  payment  he  Immediately  tele- 
phoned Mr  Dillon  who  assured  him  that  the 
payment  represented  Federal  funds  which 
had  been  made  available  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

Confining  consideration  at  this  point  to 
the  source  of  funds  used  for  the  payment  of 
$350  to  Mr.  Veeder,  I  am  informed  that  such 
payment  was  charged  to  the  so-called  con- 
tingency fund  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
That  fund  Is  Included  under  the  appropria- 
tion "Service-wide  operations"  contained  in 
title  IV  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Ap- 
propriation Act.  1953.  approved  July  10,  1952 
(66  Stat.  527.  528).  li.  pertinent  part  as  fol- 
lows "Not  to  exceed  $9,132,000  for  emer- 
gencies and  extraordinary  expenses,  as  au- 
thorized by  section  6  of  the  act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S  C.  419c) ,  to  be  expended  on  the 
approval  and  authority  of  the  Secretary,  and 
his  determination  shall  be  final  and  con- 
clusive upon  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Government." 

In  the  light  of  Mr.  Veeder's  statements  set 
forth  above,  and  the  source  and  nature  of 
the  funds  used  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  reimburse  him  for  the  expenses  Incurred 
In  connection  with  the  Fallbrook  suit  dur- 
ing August,  the  mystery  as  to  his  employ- 
ment status  and  authority  to  participate  in 
the  suit.  In  the  face  of  denials  by  the  Attor- 
ney General  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
that  he  was  on  their  payrolls  during  that  pe- 
riod, now  Is  all  too  clear.  Apparently  the 
transfer  of  Mr.  Veeder  to  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment effective  August  4  never  was  taken  up 
by  that  agency  so  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  technically  could  state  that  he  was  not 
on  the  payroll  of  his  Department.  But  neT- 
ertbelesa  It  appears  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  sought  and  agreed  to  utilize  Mr. 
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Veeder  In  the  prosecution  of  the  suit;  that 
Mr.  Veeder  proceeded  to  California  by  Ma- 
rine Corps  plane  pursuant  to  the  Secretary's 
directions  without  intention  of  rendering 
services  gratis;  and  that  while  there  he  car- 
ried out  his  instructions,  used  Navy  facili- 
ties, and  otherwise  was  under  the  Secretary's 
Jurisdiction  and  control.  Such  facts  appear 
conclusive  by  virtue  of  the  Secretary's  action 
in  charging  the  payment  made  by  him  to  Mr. 
Veeder  to  the  so-called  contingency  fund, 
the  express  provisions  of  which  make  his 
determinations  with  regard  to  expenditures 
therefrom  final  and  conclusive  upon  the  ac- 
counting officers  of  the  Government.  Under 
such  circumstances,  who  is  to  question  the 
Secretary's  determination  to  use  the  fund? 

Notwithstanding  the  adverse  decision  cf 
August  29.  concerning  the  availability  of 
Navy  appropriations  for  preparation  or  prose- 
cution of  the  Fallbrook  suit,  the  Secretary 
did  not  discontinue  unlawful  activities  and 
expenditures  with  respect  to  the  suit,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  continued  prosecution 
thereof.  In  that  connection,  the  Attorney 
General  on  September  9.  at  the  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  qualified  Mr. 
David  W.  Agnew  of  the  Navy  Department  as 
a  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General 
for  the  express  purpose  of  handling  the  Fall- 
brook suit.  It  is  understood  that  Raymond 
de  S.  Shryock.  commander,  United  States 
Navy.  Is  associated  with  Mr.  Agnew  in  the 
conduct  of  the  suit.  In  an  interview  with 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy  on 
October  3.  that  official  stated  that  the  Navy 
Department  disagreed  with  the  decision  of 
August  29.  and  that  the  Department  was  go- 
ing ahead  with  suit  even  though  certain  ex- 
penditures might  be  disallowed  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office. 

Under  date  of  November  28.  I  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  again 
calling  attention  to  the  prosecution  of  the 
Fallbrook  suit  and  to  my  decision  in  the 
matter.  There  was  requested  a  complete  ex- 
planation as  to  the  action  taken  by  the  De- 
partment In  the  suit  since  the  date  of  my 
decision,  namely  August  29,  and  the  legal 
basis.  If  any.  therefor;  for  a  complete  cita- 
tion to  all  vouchers,  showing  the  appropria- 
tion charged,  on  which  salary  and  expenses 
connected  with  the  preparation  and  prosecu- 
tion of  the  suit  have  been  paid  by  the  De- 
partment since  July  10.  1962;  and  for  a  state- 
ment as  to  what  action  the  Department  pro- 
posed to  take  In  the  future  with  a  view  to 
complying  with  the  intent  of  the  Congress 
in  enacting  the  subject  provision  of  law  and 
the  decision  construing  the  same.  By  letter 
of  the  same  date,  I  wrote  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  transmitting  a  copy  of  my  letter 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  requested 
his  comment  on  the  matter  and  a  report  as 
to  the  action  taken  in  connection  therewith. 

By  reply  ol  December  22  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  stated  that  he  had  circularized  the 
appropriate  agencies  of  his  Department  for 
the  purpose  of  preparing  a  complete  cita- 
tion to  all  vouchers  evidencing  expenditures 
connected  with  the  Fallbrook  stiit.  and  that 
he  would  render  a  complete  reply  in  connec- 
tion therewith  at  a  later  date  when  the  neces- 
sary Information  is  available.  The  reply  re- 
lated the  activity  of  the  Navy  Department  in 
the  prosecution  of  the  suit  and  the  court 
status  thereof.  It  pointed  out  therein  that 
trial  of  the  suit  commenced  on  October  29 
before  Judge  Leon  R.  Yankwlch  In  the  United 
States  District  Court.  Southern  District  of 
California.  Central  Division;  that  an  order 
by  the  United  States  Court  of  Apf>eals,  Ninth 
Circuit,  served  on  Judge  Yankwlch  on  that 
date  stayed  further  proceedings  In  the  dis- 
trict court  sigainst  the  Fallbrook  Public 
Utility  District;  that  the  trial  proceeded  with 
the  Santa  Margarita  Mutual  Water  Co..  the 
State  of  California,  and  the  United  States 
as  parties:  and  that  the  trial  was  terminated 
on  November  28,  with  the  Government  pre- 
vailing in  the  matter  of  the  suit.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Fallbrook  PubUc  Utility  District. 


the  reply  points  out  that  the  order  of  the 
court  of  appeals  on  the  district  court  stay- 
ing proceedings  against  the  said  company 
was  granted  pursuant  to  a  petition  by  the 
company  for  a  writ  of  mandate  or  a  writ  of 
prohibition  alleging,  among  other  things, 
that — 

"Trial  proceedings  should  be  suspended  by 
reason  of  section  208  (d)  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1953." 

The  reply  further  states,  in  pertinent  part, 
as  follows: 

"You  will  note  that  your  letter  to  me  of 
August  29.  1952.  is  among  the  authorities 
cited  by  Fallbrook  to  sustain  Its  position  that 
section  208  (d)  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act  requires  the  suspension  of 
the  trial  proceedings. 

"Thus,  It  is  that  the  issue  of  the  legality 
of  the  action  I  have  taken  In  this  matter  Is 
squarely  before  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals,  Ninth  Circuit,  for  decision.  The 
court  of  appeals  has  not  rendered  a  decision 
nor  has  It  set  a  date  for  a  hearing  on  the 
Fallbrook  petition.  Meanwhile,  action  In 
the  district  court  involving  Fallbrook  is 
stayed. 

"I  know  you  are  aware  of  my  position  that 
my  statutory  duty  and  my  oath  of  office 
require  that  I  take  all  legal  means  available 
to  protect  the  Government  property  en- 
trusted to  my  care.  I  have  been  advised, 
and  I  believe,  that  my  actions  are  within 
the  sanction  of  law.  In  this,  of  course,  you 
and  I  are  in  disagreement,  a  situation  which 
I  regret. 

"Since,  however,  the  very  Issue  upon  which 
we  differ  Is  pending  before  the  court  of 
appeals,  since  a  decision  favorable  to  my 
point  of  view  was  rendered  by  Judge  Yank- 
wlch on  August  28  in  denying  a  motion  for 
a  continuance,  and  since  the  merits  of  the 
Government's  cause  of  action  have  been 
blessed  by  a  favorable  decision  In  the  district 
court.  I  venture  to  express  the  hope  that 
you  will  see  fit  to  rest  the  controversy  In  the 
courts.  Should  the  decision  of  the  courts 
go  against  me.  I  will,  of  course,  retire  com- 
pletely from  pressing  the  suit  further." 

The  reply  of  the  Secretary  of  Defenpc 
dated  January  2,  1953,  referred  to  the  reply 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  December  22. 
and  stated  that  his  egal  advisers  Informed 
him  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  actions  de- 
scrll>ed  in  the  latter  letter  and  taken  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Na%'y  to  protect  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  Government  are  lawful.  Also, 
the  reply  stated  that  the  matter  of  the 
propriety  of  the  use  of  Navy  funds  In  con- 
nection with  the  suit  is  now  before  the  court, 
and.  under  such  circumstances,  corrective 
action  by  him  at  this  time  hardly  Is  In  order. 

It  will  be  seen  from  these  replies  that 
nothing  Is  contained  therein  other  than  to 
confirm  a  deliberate  and  flagrant  disregard 
for  statutory  law  and  the  plain  Intent  of  the 
Congress.  It  Is  for  the  Congress  to  say  how 
and  on  what  conditions  the  public  moneys 
shall  be  spent,  and  when  the  Congress  has 
so  expressed  Itself,  as  i%  did  in  the  enactment 
of  section  208  (d),  It  Is  not  given  to  the 
administrative  or  to  the  accounting  officers 
of  the  Go%  eminent  to  question  its  wisdom 
or  substitute  their  Judgment  for  that  of  the 
Congress.  The  General  Accounting  Office,  as 
the  agent  of  the  Congress,  is  responsible  for 
seeing  that  the  appropriations  made  by  the 
Congress  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  law 
are  disbursed  and  accounted  for  In  accord- 
ance with  the  laws  relating  'hereto.  In  the 
exercise  of  its  authority  to  decide  upon  the 
construction  of  law  involving  the  legal  avail- 
ability of  an  appropriation  for  a  proposed 
use  Its  decision  in  the  matter  Is  final  and 
not  subject  to  the  review  of  any  administra- 
tive official. 

The  General  Accounting  Office,  therefore, 
will  take  appropriate  action  to  disallow  in 
the  accounts  of  accountable  officers  the  il- 
legal payments  of  expenses  Incurred  by  the 
Navy  Department  in  the  preparation  or  pros- 
ecution ol  the  Fallbrook  suit. 
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(Prom  the  Pallbrook  BnterprlM  of  January 
23.  19531 

Statk  Assioifs  Fttwos  To  Fight  WA-m  Surr — 
RxsoLtmoN    Passed   nf   Sknatx    amd    As- 

SKICBLT 

(PoUowlng  ia  a  copy  of  California  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  29  sent  to  the  Enter- 
prise by  Senator  Nelson  S.  Dllworth  and 
adopted  In  the  senate  and  In  the  assembly  on 
January  17,  1953:) 

Whereas  on  the  25th  day  of  January  1951 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
acting  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  commenced  an  action  In  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  California,  southern  division,  being 
clvU  action  No.  1247 — SD  against  the  Fall- 
brook  Public  Utility  District  and  numerous 
other  defendants  within  -he  watershed  of  the 
Santa  Margarita  River;  and 

Whereas  In  Its  complaint  the  United  States 
claimed  that  all  of  the  defendants,  whether 
riparian,  overlying  landowners,  or  appropri- 
ators,  vere  by  their  diversions,  "encroaching" 
upon  "the  paramount  rights"  of  the  United 
States  and  asked  the  court  to  "forever  en- 
Join  these  defendants  from  encroaching  or 
Infringing  upon  •  •  •  the  rights  of  the 
United  States"  as  In  Its  complaint  set  forth; 
and 

Whereas  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
California  In  Its  Assembly  Joint  Resolution  8 
of  the  1952  regular  session,  denounced  the 
action  brorght  by  the  United  States  as  an 
unwarranted  and  unnecessary  threat  to  the 
water  laws  of  the  State  of  Califorula,  and  the 
water  rights  of  Its  citizens;  and 

Whereas,  to  assist  the  harassed  defendants 
and  to  better  prepare  a  defense  against  the 
threatened  assault  upon  the  State '.<<  property 
and  the  State's  rights  to  control,  regulate, 
and  dispose  of  the  use  of  the  waters  of  the 
Santa  Margarita  River,  the  legislature  ap- 
propriated in  the  budget  act  ox  1952  $150,000 
to  be  expended  by  the  division  of  water  re- 
sources of  the  department  of  public  works 
for  surveys  and  Investigation  of  the  water 
resources  of  the  Santa  Margarita  River  water- 
shed and  for  the  use  and  distribution  of  the 
waters  thereof  for  beneficial  purposes;    and 

Whereas  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
money  so  appropriated  by  the  legislature 
remains  unexpended :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
California  (the  Assembly  thereof  concur- 
ring). That  the  State  engmeer  and  the  divi- 
sion of  water  resources  are  requested  to  ren- 
der to  the  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District 
and  to  the  other  public  agencies  defendants 
In  the  action  and  in  the  case  of  United  States 
V.  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District  all  such 
engineering  and  legal  assUtance  as  may  be 
possible  within  the  limits  of  the  appropria- 
tion made  by  Item  262.S  of  the  Budget  Act 
of  1952,  to  the  end  that  Justice  may  be  done 
and  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  up- 
held and  the  JurUdlction  of  the  division  of 
water  resources  of  the  State  be  recognized 
and  established  and,  the  proper  administra- 
tion of  our  water  laws  by  State  officials  be 
freed  from  threats  of  Federal  interference; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate 
Is  directed  to  submit  a  copy  of  this  resolu- 
tion to  the  State  engineer  and  the  Fallbrook 
public  utility  district. 

July  15.  1952. 
Hon.  LiNDSAT  C.  Waiuien, 

Comptroller  General,  General   Account- 
ing Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  c. 

Dear  Mr.  Warren:  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  recent  article  which  appeared  in 
the  San  Diego  Evening  Tribune  of  July  8. 
This  article  would  Indicate  that  the  Justice 
Department  plans  to  go  ahead  with  the 
prosecution  of  the  case  against  the  Fallbrook 
Public  Utility  District  et  al. 

Recently  the  Senate  and  House  agreed  on 
•n  amendment  which  I  proposed  to  the 
State.  Justiee.  and  Commerce  appropriation 
bill.  H.  &  Tan,  which  states  that  "none  of 


the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  may  be 
used  in  the  preparation  or  prosecution  of  the 
suit  in  the  District  Court  for  the  Southern 
District  of  California,  Southern  Division,  by 
the  United  States  of  America  against  Fall- 
brook Public  Utility  District,  a  public  serv- 
ice corporation  of  the  State  of  California  et 
al."  This  bill  was  signed  into  law  by  the 
President  on  July  10,  1952. 

Will  you  kindly  check  into  the  expendi- 
tures that  are  now  being  made  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  for  the  preparation  or 
prosecution  of  the  above-mentioned  case 
and  kindly  Informf  me  what  funds  have  been 
expended  since  July  1.  1952,  and  from  what 
sources  they  were  derived. 

With  kind  regards,  I  remain 
Sincerely    yours, 

William  F.  Knowland. 

Comptroller  Gei^eral  or  the 

United  States. 
Washington.  July  30,  1952. 
Hon.  William  P.  Knowiand. 

United  States  Senate. 
Mt  Dear  Senator  Knowland:  I  have  your 
letter  of  July  15.  19j2.  enclosing  a  news 
item,  which  appeared  in  the  San  Diego  Eve- 
ning Tribune  of  July  8.  which  you  state 
would  Indicate  that  the  Department  of  Ju.s- 
tlce  plans  to  go  ahead  with  the  prosecution  of 
the  case  against  the  Fallbrook  Public  Utility 
District  in  contravention  of  the  provisions 
of  section  208  (d)  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1953,  approved 
July  10.  1052  (66  Stat,  556.  560 1 .  which  ex- 
pressly prohibit  the  use  of  funds  appropri- 
ated to  the  Department  In  that  act  for  such 
purposes.  You  request  that  this  office  check 
into  the  expenditures  that  are  now  being 
made  in  the  Department  of  Justice  for  the 
preparation  or  prosecution  of  the  alxsve- 
referred-to  case,  and  Inform  you  with  re- 
spect to  the  funds  that  have  been  expended 
since  July  1.  1952.  and  the  source  thereof. 

By  letter  of  today,  the  Attorney  General 
is  being  requested  to  furnish  a  rej>ort  in  the 
matter.  Upon  receipt  thereof,  the  matter 
will  receive  further  consideration  and  I  shall 
be  pleased  to  advise  you  further  with  respect 
thereto  at  a  later  date. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  C    Warpen. 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

August   13.   1952. 
Hon.  Lindsay  C.  Warren, 
Comptroller   General. 

General  Accounting  Office, 
Washington.   D.   C. 

Dear  Mr.  Warren:  Today  I  have  been  ad- 
vised by  Mr.  MulUn,  public  Information 
officer  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  that 
Mr.  William  H.  Veeder  Is  no  longer  with  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  has  not  been 
since  the  4th  of  August  and  that  he  has  bet-n 
transferred  to  the  Navy  as  of  that  date. 

As  you  know.  Mr.  Veeder  has  been  working 
for  the  Department  of  Justice  In  their  prose- 
cution of  the  suit  against  the  Fallbrook 
Public  Utility  District  et  al.,  in  the  Federal 
District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California.  Section  208-d  of  the  appro- 
priations bill  for  the  Department  of  Justice 
prohibits  the  use  of  funds  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  the  prosecution  of  this  suit. 

I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  and  have  been  Informed 
by  his  office  that  Mr.  Veeder  Is  not  now.  and 
has  never  been  employed  by  the  Department 
of  the  Navy.  Nevertheless.  It  Is  my  informa- 
tion that  the  case  against  the  Fallbrook 
Public  Utility  District  continues  and  that 
Mr.  Veeder  is  representing  the  United  States 
Government. 

It  would  be  greatly  appreciated  If  you  could 
look  Into  this  matter  and  Inform  me  what 
the  source  of  Mr.  Veeder 's  compensation  from 
the  United  States  Governmtnt  has  been 
since  August  4. 

With  kindest  regards. 
Sincerely  yours. 

William  F.  Knowland. 


CoMP.aoLLEm  Genkeai. 

or  THE  Unitkd  Btatcs. 
Washington.  August  20,  1952. 
Hon.  William  F.  Knowland. 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Knowland:  I  have  your 
letter  of  August  13.  1952.  with  further  ref- 
erence to  the  suit  by  the  United  States 
against  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District,  a 
public  service  corporation  of  the  State  of 
California,  and  others.  In  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California.  Southern  Division,  which  was  the 
subject  of  your  letter  dated  July  15.  1962, 
and  office  reply  thereto  of  July   30. 

You  state  In  your  letter  that  It  Is  your 
Information  the  suit  In  question  continues, 
and  that  Mr.  William  H  Veeder.  the  attorney 
who  has  been  conducting  the  suit  for  the 
Department  of  Justice,  is  representing  the 
United  States  In  the  matter.  You  further 
state  that  you  have  been  advised  by  Mr.  Mul- 
Un. public  information  officer  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  that  l/Lr.  Veeder  Is  no  longer 
With  that  Department,  having  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  Department  of  the  Navy  as  of 
August  4.  and  that  you  have  been  Informed 
by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
that  Mr.  Veeder  Is  not  now,  and  has  never 
been,  employed  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy.  You  request  that  this  office  look  Into 
the  matter  and  Inform  you  with  respect  to 
the  source  of  Mr.  Veeder 's  compensation 
from  the  United  States  since  August  4. 

By  letter  of  today,  the  Attorney  General 
Is  being  requested  to  furnish  a  report  in  the 
matter.  Upon  receipt  thereof,  the  matter 
will  receive  further  consideration  and  I  shall 
be  pleased  to  advl.se  you  further  with  re- 
spect thereto.  Including  the  matter  referred 
to  in  y  ur  letter  of  July  15. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Lindsay  C   Warren. 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  Statej. 

Comptroller  General 
OF  the  United  States, 
Wa.shington.  August  21,  1952. 
Hon.  William  F.  K.nowi.and. 

United  States   Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Knowland:  Further 
re'ertnce  Is  made  to  your  letters  of  July  15 
and  August  13.  1952.  acknowledged  on  July 
30  and  Avigust  20.  1952.  respectively,  con- 
cerning the  suit  brought  by  the  United 
States  apalnst  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  Dls- 
tric.  and  o*her<=.  In  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia. Southern  Division. 

As  Mr  Keller,  a.'sslstant  to  the  Comptroller 
General.  Informed  your  administrative  as- 
sistant. Mr.  Wilson,  by  telephone  today,  the 
Department  of  Ju  lice  notified  this  office  by 
letter,  dated  August  7,  1952,  that  the  De- 
partment had  advised  the  Navy  Department 
of  the  prohibition  in  the  Department  of 
Ju.'itire  Approprl'ition  Act.  1953.  and  that  It 
Intended  to  abide  by  the  will  of  the  Con- 
gress In  the  matter.  The  Department  also 
stated  that  there  is  no  record  of  any  funds 
having  been  exj>ended  from  the  Department's 
appropriations  In  connection  with  the  law- 
suit Kinte  the  approval  of  the  appropriation 
act  for  the  tisral  year  1953,  namely,  July  10. 
1953.  For  your  Information,  I  am  enclosing 
a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Department  on 
the  subject.  However,  after  receiving  your 
letter  of  Augtist  13.  1952,  as  I  advised  you  by 
letter  of  August  20,  1952,  I  requested  the 
Attorney  General  to  furnish  me  further  In- 
formation concerning  Mr.  Veeder's  employ- 
ment by  the  Department  of  Justice.  When 
reply  Is  received  from  the  Attorney  General. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  advise  you  further  with 
respect  to  this  phase  of  the  matter. 

Also,  for  your  Information,  there  has  been 
received  here  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  dated  August  18.  1952.  asking  for 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  appropri- 
ated funds  available  to  the  Navy  Department 
are  affected  In  any  way  by  the  prohibition 
against   preparation   or   prosecution   of    the 
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suit  by  the  United  States  In  the  Department 
of  Justice  appropriation  act.  The  question 
presented  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is 
now  under  consideration  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  advise  you  of  the  decision  reached. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Lindsay  C.  Warren. 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States. 

August  28,  1952. 
Hon.  Lindbat  C.  Warren, 
Comptroller  General, 

General  Accounting  Office, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Warxxn  :  With  further  reference 
to  the  suit  brought  by  the  United  States 
fcgainst  the  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District, 
et  al.,  and  especially  to  my  letter  of  Augtist 
13  concerning  the  person  of  Mr.  William  H. 
Veeder,  I  would  like  to  call  your  attention  to 
a  telegra^n  from  the  Attorney  General  to 
Hon.  Donald  L.  Jackson,  of  the  Sixteenth 
Congressional  District  for  California.  En- 
closed Is  a  copy  of  the  telegram. 

According  to  the  Attorney  General's  tele- 
gram. Mr.  Veeder  is  a  special  assistant  to 
the  Attorney  General  assigned  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy  for  the  handling  of  the 
Fallbrook  case  and  that  all  compensation  and 
expenses  are  being  paid  by  the  Navy.  The 
date  of  the  telegram  should  be  noted, 
August  22. 

On  Augufct  13.  I  Informed  you  that  I  had 
been  advised  by  Mr  Mullln.  Public  Informa- 
tion Officer  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
that  Mr.  William  H  Veeder  had  not  been  with 
the  Department  since  August  4  and  that  as 
of  that  date  he  had  been  transferred  tc  the 
Department  of  Navy.  The  matter  was  laken 
up  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  I  was 
tnid  by  his  office  that  Mr.  Veeder  had  not  been 
employed  by  the  Navy. 

After  being  Informed  of  the  contents  of 
the  telegram  of  August  22  to  Congressman 
Jackson,  a  member  of  my  stall  again  con- 
tacted a  responsible  officer  of  the  Department 
of  Navy  The  Navy  reiterated  Its  previous 
statement  that  Mr.  Veeder  was  not  on  the 
Department's  payroll.  At  this  point.  It  seems 
that  both  Departments  contend  that  Mr. 
Vee<ler  Is  not  a  compensated  representative  of 
either  Department.  In  that  both  Depart- 
ments allege  that  Mr.  William  Veeder's  name 
does  not  appear  en  their  payrolls. 

Due  to  the  discrepancy  In  the  two  reports, 
the  Department  of  Justice  declaring  that  Mr. 
Veeder  is  no  longer  with  them  and  that  he 
had  been  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  and  the  latter  denying  the  allega- 
tion that  Mr.  Veeder  Is  employed  by  them.  I 
would  like  to  ask  two  questions: 

1.  How  can  Mr.  Veeder.  apparently  not 
on  any  Government  payroll,  be  assigned  as 
special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General 
lor  the  handling  of  the  Fallbrook  case  to  the 
Department  of   tl.e  Navy? 

2.  If  not  on  the  official  payroll  of  any  Gov- 
ernment department,  how  Is  It  that  Mr. 
Veeder  was  furnished  with  Government 
transportation,  at  he  was.  to  California,  and 
be  provided  with  personnel  assistance  from 
Navy    resources? 

It    would    be    jreatly    appreciated    If    you 
would    look    into    these    two    questions    and 
inform  me  of  their  answers. 
With  kindest  regards,  I  remain 
Sincerely  yours, 

William  F.  Knowland. 


Comptroller  General 

or  the  United  States. 
Wa'htngton,  August  29,  1952. 
Hon.  William  F.  Knowland, 

United  States  Senate. 
My  Dear  Senator  Knowland:  Further  ref- 
erence Is  made  to  your  letters  of  July  15  and 
August  13,  1952.  acknowledged  on  July  SO 
and  August  20.  respectively,  and  referred  to 
In  office  letter  of  August  21  tc  you,  concern- 
ing the  suit  brought  by  the  United  States 
against  Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District  and 
others  In  the  United  States  District  Court  for 


the  Southern  District  of  California,  Southern 
Division. 

As  stated  in  office  letters  of  August  20  and 
21,  the  Attorney  General  was  requested  to 
furnish  a  further  report  with  respect  to 
Mr.  Veeder's  employment  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  since  August  4.  There  has  now 
been  received  from  the  Attorney  General  a 
letter  dated  August  25.  1952.  copy  enclosed, 
which  states  that  Mr.  Veeder's  appointment 
In  that  Department  was  terminated  at  the 
close  of  business  August  1.  1952,  due  to  his 
transfer  to  the  Navy  Department  on  August 
4.  1952.  However,  this  Office  has  been  In- 
formally advised  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  that  Mr.  Veeder  Is  not  now  and  has 
never  been  employed  by  that  Department. 
However.  In  view  of  your  letter  of  August  28. 
the  matter  is  being  investigated  further,  and 
you  will  be  advised  with  regard  thereto  at  a 
later  date.  In  that  connection,  and  as  stated 
In  office  letter  of  August  21,  1  am  enclosing 
also  for  your  Information  a  copy  of  decision 
of  today,  B-1 10945.  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy.  In  which  it  is  held  that  appropriations 
available  to  that  Department  may  not  be 
used  In  the  prosecution  or  defense  of  the 
Fallbrook  suit. 

I  trust  that   the   foregoing  furnishes  the 
Information  you  desire. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  C.  Warren. 
ComptrolleT  General 

of  the  Unxtcd  States. 

Comptroller  General  or  the 

United  States, 
Washington,   August    29.    1952. 
The  honorable  the  Secritiary  of  the  Navy. 

My  I>ear  Mr  Secretary:  Reference  is  made 
to  your  letter  of  August  18.  1952.  stating 
that  a  matter  of  gravest  Importance  to  the 
Navy  Department  has  recently  arisen  as  a 
result  of  the  enactment  of  section  208  (d) 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation 
Act.  1953.  approved  July  10.  1952  (66  Stat. 
560).  as  follows: 

"None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
title  may  be  used  In  the  preparation  or  prose- 
cution of  the  suit  In  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia. Southern  Division,  by  the  United 
States  of  America  against  Fallbrook  Public 
Utility  District,  a  public  service  corporation 
of  the  State  of  California,  and  others." 

You  state  that  the  lawsuit,  entitled  "United 
States  of  America  v.  Fallbrook  Public  Utility 
District,  et  al,"  referred  to  In  the  quoted 
legislative  provision,  was  instituted  by  the 
Department  of  Justice,  at  the  Instance  of 
your  Department,  for  the  purpose  of  quieting 
the  title  of  the  United  States  to  Its  vested 
rights  in  the  Santa  Margarita  River,  Calif.; 
that  the  litigation  involves  the  primary  water 
supply  for  Camp  Joseph  H.  Pendleton, 
Oceanslde,  Calif.,  a  major  Marine  Corps  in- 
stallation; that  If  the  said  litigation  Is  not 
successfully  prosecuted,  the  utility  of  the 
military  Installation  will  be  most  seriously 
impaired;  and  that  It  is  the  view  of  the 
Navy  Department  that  the  provisions  of  the 
above-quoted  section  208  (d),  making  un- 
available appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  the  preparation  or  prosecu- 
tion of  the  suit  In  question  are  limited  to 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  do  not  extend 
to  all  appropriations  or  operate  to  destroy 
whatever  claim  or  cause  of  action  the  United 
States  may  have  in  this  suit. 

It  is  stated  ftu-ther  that  the  duty  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  to 
safeguard  the  property  of  the  United  States, 
requires  that  every  legal  means  be  employed 
to  secure  a  determination  of  the  rights  here 
Involved  by  the  Judicial  processes  provided 
by  law,  and  that  the  Navy  Department,  be- 
cause of  its  vital  Interest  In  the  matter, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  contemplates  providing  the  neces- 
sary personnel  for  the  conduct  of  the  suit 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  to  assume 
euch  other  obligations  as  may  be  required 


and  fcr  which  appropriated  funds  are  avail- 
able to  your  department. 

Tou  request  a  decision  before  taking  such 
action  as  to  whether  or  not  appropriated 
funds  available  to  the  Navy  Department  are 
affected  in  any  way  by  the  provisions  of 
section  208  (d),  supra.  For  consideration  by 
this  office  in  reaching  a  conclusion  in  the 
matter  your  letter  cites  various  current  ap- 
propriation acts,  which  contain  legislative 
prohibitions  limiting  or  restricting  the  ex- 
penditure availability  of  funds  provided  for 
therein,  and  certain  published  and  unpub- 
lished office  decisions,  which  enunciate  the 
statutory  principle  that  legislative  restric- 
tions placed  upon  the  expenditure  of  funds 
appropriated  for  a  department  or  agency 
of  the  Government  do  not.  as  a  matter  of 
law.  apply  to  similar  expenditures  otherwise 
properly  incurred  under  appropriations  of 
other  departments  and  agencies,  and  that 
where  the  Congress  Intends  a  complete  pro- 
hibition against  the  use  of  appropriated 
funds  for  a  particular  purpose  it  has  in- 
variably used  the  words  "In  this  or  any 
other  act"  or  words  of  similar  Import,  to 
describe  the  funds  intended  to  he  encom- 
pa.ssed  by  a  particular  prohibition. 

This  office  extends  full  recognition  to  such 
well-established  principles  of  statutory  con- 
struction, but  submits  that  in  each  of  the 
Cited  cases,  the  Interpretation  there  given 
has  been  based  upon  the  context  of  the  law 
being  construed  together  with  a  considera- 
tion of  the  particular  facts  and  circum- 
stances involved.  And  In  none  of  those 
cases  was  the  rule  applied  so  as  to  com- 
pletely dissipate  the  effectiveness  of.  and 
make  meaningless,  the  provision  in  the  ap- 
propriation act  to  which  applied.  That 
would  be  the  result  where  such  rule  applied 
here.  In  that  connection,  It  Is  worthy  of 
note  that  the  decision  (30  Comp.  Gen.  516i, 
cited  and  partially  quoted  in  your  letter,  after 
holding  that  the  Economic  Stabilization 
Agency  was  not  subject  to  the  exoenditure 
restrictions  contained  In  section  1212  of  the 
General  Appropriation  Act.  1951  (64  Stat. 
768) ,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  funds  for  the 
Agency  were  not  contained  In  the  said  act. 
went  on  to  state  "However,  having  in  mind 
that,  by  the  enactment  of  said  provision 
(section  1212],  the  purpose  of  the  Congress 
was  to  restrict  generally  payment  to  Gov- 
ernment employees  for  any  annual  leave 
earned  during  the  calendar  year  1950  and 
unused  at  the  close  of  business  on  June  30. 
1951,  it  would  appear  to  be  in  keeping  with 
the  spirit  of  tbe  act  if  you  recommended  to 
employees  of  your  agency  that  their  1950 
annual  leave  be  used  by  June  30,  1951." 
But  however  that  may  be,  th?  more  important 
question  presented  in  this  case  is  whether  the 
law  and  appropriations  made  available  to  the 
Navy  Department  In  pursuance  thereof  ex- 
pressly authorize  or  require  that  depart- 
ment directly  to  institute,  prosecute,  and  de- 
fend action  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
in  matters  Involving   court   proceedings. 

Consideration  of  that  question  necessarily 
Involves  the  provisions  of  sections  189,  357, 
359,  361,  363,  365,  and  367.  of  the  Revised  Stat, 
utes,  codified  as  5  U.  S.  C.  49,  306,  307,  309. 
312,  314,  and  316,  respectively,  as  follows: 

"Sec.  49.  No  head  of  a  department  shall 
employ  attorneys  or  counsel  at  the  expense 
of  the  United  States;  but  when  In  need  of 
counsel  or  advice,  shall  call  upon  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  the  officers  of  which  shall 
attend  to  the  same. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Sec.  306.  The  officers  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  under  the  direction  of  the  Attor- 
ney General,  shall  give  all  opinions  and 
render  all  services  requiring  the  skill  of  per- 
sons learned  In  the  law  necessary  to  enable 
the  President  and  heads  of  departments,  and 
the  heads  of  bureaus  and  other  officers  in  the 
departments,  to  discharge  their  respective 
duties;  and  shall,  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  procure  the  proper  evidence  for.  and 
conduct,  prosecute,  or  defend  all  suits  and 


I 


1 

■4- 


I 
l 


'■"\ 


w 


0i 


820 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


February  ^ 


u 


I 


m 


4* 


proceedings  In  the  Supreme  Court  and  In 
the  Court  of  Claims.  In  which  the  Uolted 
States,  or  any  officer  thereof,  as  such  officer. 
Is  a  party  or  may  be  Interested;  and  no  fees 
shall  be  allowed  or  paid  to  any  other  attorney 
or  counselor  at  law  for  any  service  herein  re- 
quired of  the  officers  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  except  In  the  cases  provided  by  sec- 
tion 313  of  this  title. 

"Sac.  307  Whenever  a  question  of  law 
arises  in  the  administration  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  War  or  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
the  cognizance  of  which  is  not  given  by 
statute  to  some  other  officer  from  whom  the 
head  of  the  Department  may  require  advice, 
it  shall  be  sent  to  the  Attorney  General,  to 
be  by  him  referred  to  the  proper  officer  in 
his  department,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  as 
he  may  deem  proper. 

•  •  •  •  • 

•*Sec.  309.  Except  when  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral in  particular  cases  otherwise  directs,  the 
Attorney  General  and  Solicitor  General  shall 
conduct  and  argue  suits  and  appeals  in  the 
Supreme  Court  and  suits  in  the  Court  cf 
Claims  in  which  the  United  States  is  inter- 
ested, and  the  Attorney  General  may,  when- 
ever he  deems  it  for  the  Interest  of  the 
United  States,  either  in  person  conduct  and 
argue  any  case  In  any  court  of  the  United 
States  in  which  the  United  States  Is  inter- 
ested, or  may  direct  the  Solicitor  General  or 
any  officer  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
do  so. 

•  •  •  •  • 
"Sxc.    312.  The    Attorney    General    shall, 

whenever  in  bis  opinion  the  public  Interest 
requires  it.  employ  and  retain,  in  the  name  of 
the  United  States,  such  attorneys  and  coun- 
selors at  law  as  he  may  think  necessary  to 
assist  the  district  attorneys  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  and  shall  stipulate  with  such 
assistant  attorneys  and  counsel  the  amount 
of  compensation,  and  shall  have  supervision 
Of  their  conduct  and  proceedings. 

•  •  •  •  • 
"Sic.  314.  No  compensation  shall  be  al- 
lowed to  any  person,  besides  the  respective 
district  attorneys  and  assistant  district  at- 
torneys for  services  as  an  attorney  or  coun- 
aelor  to  the  United  States,  or  to  any  branch 
or  department  of  the  Government  thereof, 
except  in  cases  specially  authorized  by  law, 
and  then  only  on  the  certificate  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  such  services  were  actually 
rendered,  and  that  the  same  could  not  be 
performed  by  the  Attorney  General,  or 
Solictor  General,  or  the  officers  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  or  by  the  district 
attorneys. 

•  •  •  •  • 
"Sec.   318.  The  Solicitor   General,   or   any 

officer  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  may  be 
sent  by  the  Attorney  General  to  any  State  or 
district  in  the  United  States  to  attend  to  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States  In  any  suit 
pending  in  any  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  or  in  the  courts  of  any  State,  or  to 
attend  to  any  other  Interest  of  the  United 
States." 

Section  5  of  Executive  Order  6166  of  June 
10.  1933,  Issued  In  pursuance  of  section  16 
of  the  act  of  March  3,  1933,  47  Stat.  1517. 
provides,  in  pertinent  part,  as  follows : 

"The  functions  of  prosecuting  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  claims  and  de- 
mands by.  and  offenses  against,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  and  of  defend- 
ing claims  and  demands  against  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  of  supervising  the  work  of 
United  States  attorneys,  marshals,  and  clerks 
In  connection  therewith,  now  exercised  by 
any  agency  or  officer,  are  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

"As  to  any  case  referred  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  prosecution  or  defense  in  the 
coiurts,  the  function  of  decision  whether  and 
In  what  manner  to  prosecute,  or  to  defend, 
or  to  compromise,  or  to  appeal,  or  to  abandon 
prosecution  or  defense,  now  exercised  by  any 
agency  or  officer.  Is  transferred  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice." 


By  reason  of  the  plain  and  unambiguous 
terms  of  these  provisions  of  the  law  and  In 
the  light  of  decisions  by  the  courts,  the  deci- 
sions of  the  accounting  officers  have  long 
recognized  the  rule  that,  in  the  absence  of 
sptecific  authority  by  the  Congress  for  de- 
partments and  establishments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  resort  to  litigation  in  the  courts. 
In  connection  with  the  performance  of  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  with  which  they 
are  charged  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Attorney 
General,  as  chief  law  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  institute,  prosecute,  and  defend 
action  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  In 
matters  Involving  court  proceedings,  and  to 
defray  the  necessary  expenses  Incident  there- 
to from  funds  expressly  provided  therefor. 
See  Causey  v.  United  States  (240  U.  S.  399, 
402)  and  cases  cited  therein;  United  States  v. 
California  (332  U.  S.  19.  27-28);  United 
States  V.  Hall  (145  Fed.  (2d)  781);  Booth  et 
al.  V.  Flttcher  (101  Fed.  (2d)  676,  681);  Suth- 
erland, Alien  Property  Custodian,  v.  Interna^ 
ttonal  Insurance  Co.  of  Sew  York  (43  Fed. 
(2d)  969,  certiorari  denied  (282  U.  S.  890 1; 
12  Comp.  Dec.  742;  22  Id  230;  4  Comp.  Gen. 
386;  6  id.  517;  15  Id.  5;  17  Id  58;  24  Id.  216 
Cf.  A-7(550.  April  24,  1925;  A  27566,  June  29, 
1929;  &  34946.  June  9.  1943;  15  Id.  81;  19  Id. 
551.  Such  rule  has  also  been  recognized  by 
the  Attorney  General.  See  21  Op.  Atty.  Gen, 
195. 

I  am  ,\ware  of  no  specific  authority  in  title 
rv  of  tl.e  Department  of  Defense  Approprl.i- 
tlon  Act.  1953,  approved  July  10,  1952,  66 
Stat.  523,  making  appropriations  for  the  De- 
partment of  the  Navy,  or  other  law,  which 
would  authorize  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
to  represent  the  United  States  in  matters 
involving  court  proceedings,  or  Incur  ex- 
penditures directly  connected  therewith.  Ac- 
cordingly, no  reasonable  basis  appears  for  not 
applying  the  cited  rule  to  the  Instant  case. 
With  respect  to  your  contention  that  the 
duty  of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  safeguard  the  property  of  the  United 
States  requires  that  every  legal  means  be 
employed  to  secure  a  Judicial  determination 
of  the  Government's  right  here  involved.  In 
the  case  of  United  States  v.  California,  supra, 
the  court  said  that  article  4,  section  3.  clause 
2  of  the  Constitution  vests  in  the  Congress 
the  power  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful 
rules  and  regulations  respecting  property  be- 
longing to  the  United  SUtes,  and,  that  in  the 
exercise  of  such  power,  the  Congress  may 
limit  the  power  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
prosecute  claims  for  the  United  States. 

I  fully  appreciate  the  deep  concern  which 
you  and  others  feel  in  this  matter.  How- 
ever, the  matter  has  received  careful  con- 
sideration, and  in  answer  to  the  specific 
question  presented  in  your  letter  it  must 
be  held  that  the  employment  or  retention 
by  you  and  payment  from  the  funds  avail- 
able to  the  Navy  Department  of  counsel  di- 
rectly to  represent  the  United  States  In  the 
preparation,  prosecution,  or  defense  of  the 
suit  in  question,  and  the  defrayment  there- 
from of  expenses  connected  with  such  liti- 
gation, would  be  in  direct  contravention  of 
law  and  is  not  authorized.  Such  being  the 
rule,  the  answer  is  obvious  as  to  why  it  was 
unnecessary  for  the  Congress  to  apply  the 
prohibition  to  other  than  the  Department  of 
Justice  appropriations.  If  the  rule  were 
otherwise,  the  evident  purpose  of  the  Con- 
gress in  approving  the  provision  in  question 
seems  so  clear  that  I  could  not  approve  pro- 
cedural or  mechanical  devices  designed  to 
overcome  a  technicality  in  order  to  circum- 
vent that  purpwse. 

There  has  also  been  received  a  letter  dated 
August  21,  1952,  with  enclosures,  from  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy  to  Mr. 
E.  L.  Fisher  of  this  office.  One  of  the  en- 
closures is  in  the  form  of  a  copy  of  a  cross- 
complaint  filed  in  the  suit  in  question  on 
July  14,  1952.  by  attorneys  for  defendants 
Max  M.  Henderson  and  Aurelle  3.  Hender- 
aoo. 


It  la  stated  that  the  cross-complaint  was 
filed  under  authority  of  section  308  (a)  of 
the  E>epartment  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act, 
1953,  supra,  which  gives  statutory  consent  to 
Join  the  United  States  as  a  defendant  in  a 
suit  such  as  the  Pallbrook  caae.  It  is  sug- 
gested that  such  cross-complaint  makes  the 
United  States  a  defendant  In  the  suit  and 
imposes  upon  the  Attorney  General  a  duty 
to  defend  the  rights  of  the  United  States, 
pointing  out  that  the  prohibition  of  section 
208  (di.  supra,  against  the  use  of  funds  ap- 
propriated for  the  Detriment  of  Justice  in 
the  preparation  or  pposecutlon  of  the  Pall- 
brook suit,  contains  no  restriction  upon  the 
use  of  such  funds  by  that  Department  in 
defense  of  the  said  suit. 

The  Judi?e  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy 
further  states  that  It  is  his  Information  that 
the  court  In  which  the  Fallbrook  suit  is 
pending  will  Incorporate  in  the  pretrial  order 
a  stipulation  substantially  as  follows: 

"The  Court  finds  that  it  is  in  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  parties  and  in  the  public  in- 
terest that  all  rights  to  the  use  of  water  in 
the  Santa  Margarita  River  of  all  parties  to 
this  action  be  determined  as  against  all  others 
and  that  the  filing  of  cross-complaints  is 
unnecessarily  burdensome  and  expensive, 
provided  that  the  order  setting  this  cause 
for  separate  action  is  not  affected." 
and  that  It  appears,  therefore,  the  United 
States  must  defend  against  the  asserted 
claims  of  all  other  parties  to  the  suit,  and 
that  the  adjudication  will  quiet  and  fix  not 
only  the  rights  of  the  United  State*  but  the 
rights  of  all  other  parties  thereto. 

It  Is  manifest  that  It  is  not  a  function  of 
this  office  to  concern  Itself  in  procedural 
matters  In  the  cuurt.  Furthermore,  whether 
or  not  It  Is  a  duty  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice to  defend  the  rights  of  the  United  SUtes 
by  reason  of  the  counter  claim  asserted 
against  It  by  the  defendants  Max  M.  Hender- 
son and  Aurelle  S  Henderson  and  similar 
claims  which  might  be  considered  by  the 
court  during  the  proceedings,  and  whether 
or  not  such  action  is  without  the  purview  of 
the  prohibition  of  section  a08  (d).  supra,  are 
matters  primarily  for  consideration  by  that 
Department. 

Under  section  8  of  the  act  of  July  31,  1804 
(28  Slat.  207.  as  amended,  31  U.  S.  C.  74),  the 
authority  of  the  Comptroller  General  to 
render  decisions  to  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments or  establishments  encompasses  only 
questions  involving  payments  "to  be  made 
by  them  or  under  them."  (See  18  C<Mnp.  Gen. 
217.  220  I  Hence.  I  do  not  have  Jurisdiction 
and  shall  not  attempt  to  decide  on  the  basis 
of  the  present  letters  that  part  of  the  con- 
tention which  concerns  the  availability  of 
funds  appropriated  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  use  In  the  defense  of  acUona 
arising  from  the  Fallbrook  case. 
Smcerely  yours, 

Lindsay  C.  Wakkkm, 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

NOVEMBKX  7,  1953. 
Hon   T.iND.sAT  C  Warren. 
Comptroller  General 

of  the  United  States, 

General  Accounting  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr  Warren  ;  On  August  28,  1952,  In 
your  opinion  Bl  10945.  you  advised  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  that.  In  the  case  entitled 
"United  States  of  America  v  Pallbrook  Pub- 
lic Utility  District,  et  al."  "it  must  be  held 
that  the  employment  or  retention  by  you 
and  payment  from  the  funds  available  to 
the  Navy  Department  of  Counsel  directly  to 
represent  the  United  States  In  the  prepara- 
tion, prosecution,  or  defense  of  the  suit  in 
question,  and  the  defrayment  therefrom  of 
expenses  connected  with  such  litigation, 
would  be  In  direct  contravention  of  law  and 
is  not  authorized.  Such  being  the  rule,  the 
answer  Is  obvious  as  to  why  it  was  unneces- 
sary for  the  Congress  to  apply  the  prohibi- 
tion to  other  than  the  Department  of  Jua- 
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tice  appropriations.  If  the  rule  were  other- 
wise, the  evident  purpose  of  the  Congress  in 
approving  the  provision  in  question  seems 
so  clear  that  I  could  not  approve  procedural 
or  mechanical  devices  designed  to  overcome 
a  technicality  lu  order  to  circumvent  that 
purpose." 

Your  opinion  was  de  ivered  in  conjunction 
with  section  208  (d)  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  Appropriation  Act  of  1953.  approved 
by  the  President  on  July  10.  1962  (66  Stat. 
.S60).  which  said:  "None  of  the  funds  appro- 
priated by  this  title  m(.y  be  used  in  the  prep- 
aration or  prosecutlo:i  of  the  suit  In  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  South- 
ern District  of  California.  Southern  Division, 
by  the  United  Stateti  of  America  against 
Fallbrook  Public  Utility  District,  a  public 
.service  corporation  of  the  State  of  California, 
and  others."  For  your  Information,  I  am 
enclosing  an  article  «hich  appeared  in  the 
San  Diego  Evening  Tiibune  of  November  1 
and  I  call  your  attention  to  the  paragraph 
marked  in  red  which  says.  "Hall  was  called 
U)  the  stand  by  Comdr.  Raymond  Shryock, 
counsel  for  the  Navy.  He  is  associated  with 
David  W.  Agnew  as  Government  counsel  In 
the  suit." 

In  view  of  the  above  statement,  it  would 
.''eem  that  the  Department  of  Navy  has  ap- 
peared In  court  on  liehalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  case  entitled,  "United  States 
of  America  v.  Pallbrook  Public  Utility  Dis- 
trict, et  al."  Considering  the  law  quoted 
above  and  your  opinion  Bl  10045,  I  would 
greatly  appreciate  being  advised  as  to  what 
action  can  be  taken  to  Insure  th^t  the  Exec- 
utive Agency  of  the  Government  complies 
with  the  law  and  with  your  opinion. 
Sincerely  youra, 

Wn.LiAit  P.  Knowla-td. 

COMFTBOL:.Ca    OXMEmAL 

or  THE  UNrrxD  Statxs, 
Washington.  Not^mber  28,  1952. 
Hon.   William  P.   Knciwland. 

Unitrd  States  Senate. 

Mr  Dkai  Senator  Knowlamd:  I  have  your 
letter  of  November  7,  1952,  with  enclosure, 
with  further  reference  to  the  suit  by  the 
United  States  against  Fallbrook  Public  Util- 
ity District,  and  others,  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  prior  communications  between  you 
and  this  office. 

You  enclose  In  yo'jr  letter  a  news  item, 
which  appeared  in  the  San  Diego  Evening 
Tribune  of  November  1,  which  would  seem 
to  Indicate  that  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
has  appeared  in  cour'.  on  behalf  of  the  Gov- 
ernment In  the  suit,  and  quote  the  provi- 
sions of  section  208  (d)  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  Appropriation  Act  1953,  approved 
July  10.  1952.  66  Statute  660,  which  prohibit 
the  use  of  funds  appropriated  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  for  such  purposes  as 
well  as  a  portion  of  office  decision  of  August 
29,  1952.  B-1 10945,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  in  connection  therewith.  You  request 
to  be  advised  as  to  what  action  can  be  taken 
to  Insure  that  the  executive  agency  of  the 
Government  compUeti  with  the  law  and  the 
iited  office  decision. 

I  am  today  requesting  a  complete  explana- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to 
what  action  has  been  taken  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy  in  the  suit  since  the  date 
of  my  decision  of  August  29,  1962,  to  him  and 
the  legal  basis,  if  any,  therefor;  for  a  com- 
plete citation  to  all  vouchers  showing  the 
appropriation  charged  on  which  salary  and 
expenses  connected  with  preparation  and 
prosecution  of  the  suit  have  been  paid  by 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  since  July  10, 
1952,  the  date  of  appioval  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  Appropriation  Act  1963;  and  for 
a  statement  as  to  what  action  the  Depart- 
ment proposes  to  te.ke  In  the  future  with 
a  view  to  complying  with  the  apparent  In- 
tent of  the  Congress  in  enacting  the  said 
provision  of  law  and  the  office  decision  con- 
struing the  same.  Also,  since  the  Navy  De- 
partment under  se<:tion  4  of  the  act  of 
Auguat  10,  1»49.  fi  United  States  Code  171. 


Is  •  military  department  within  the  Depart- 
ment  of  E>efense,  a  copy  of  the  letter  has 
been  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense for  his  consideration  and  such  action 
as  he  deems  advisable  with  a  report  to  this 
office  thereon. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  said  reports,  the  mat- 
ter win  be  given  further  consideration  and 
I  shall  be  pleased  to  advise  you  further 
with  respect  thereto.  Also,  while  this  office 
has  completed  a  preliminary  investigation 
of  Mr.  William  H.  Veeder's  connection  with 
the  suit  pursuant  to  your  letter  of  August 
28.  1952,  which  was  acknowledged  August  29, 
since  the  reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Navy  and  of  Defense  may  shed  additional 
light  thereon,  further  reply  to  the  questions 
raised  in  that  letter,  if  agreeable  to  you, 
will  be  deferred  until  such  reports  are  re- 
ceived and  considered. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  C.  Warren. 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 


THE  SITUATION  IN  FORMOSA— AR- 
TICLE BY  HAROLD  LAVINE  AND 
INTERVIEW  WITH  MAJ.  GEN.  WIL- 
LIAM C.  CHASE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  two  very  interesting  articles 
which  will  appear  in  the  magazine  News- 
week for  February  9.  The  magazine  is 
not  released  until  Thursday,  but  special 
permission  has  been  given  by  the  pub- 
lishers to  make  these  two  articles  avail- 
able. 

One  of  them  Is  an  article  by  Mr.  Har- 
old Lavine.  Newsweek  associate  editor, 
who  has  Just  returned  from  Formosa.  It 
gives  his  report  on  the  condition  of  the 
Chinese  Nationalist  forces.  I  call  this 
article  particularly  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  because  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  comment,  both  in  some 
Government  quarters  and  in  some  edi- 
torial ofBces,  by  persons  who  have  had 
no  first-hand  information  sis  to  condi- 
tions in  that  area  of  the  world.  I  think 
this  article,  by  a  comF>etent  magazine 
editor,  should  he  of  interest. 

The  second  article  appears  on  page  34 
of  the  same  publication.  It  is  an  in- 
terview with  MaJ.  Gen.  William  C. 
Chase.  As  I  am  sure  Senators  know. 
Major  General  Chase  is  the  man  who  is 
heading  our  mission  to  the  government 
of  the  Republic  of  China.  This  is  an  in- 
terview which  Mr.  Lavine  had  with  Gen- 
eral Chase  relative  to  the  present  condi- 
tion, the  morale,  training,  and  equipment 
of  the  forces  of  the  Republic  of  China  on 
Formosa.  I  think  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  public  generally  will  find  the 
articles  of  Interest.  While  I  would  not. 
of  course,  personally  underwrite  every- 
thing which  Mr.  Lavine  has  said  in  the 
article,  representing  his  own  personal  ob- 
servations, having  been  in  Formosa  on 
several  occasions  I  believe  that  he  is  sub- 
stantially accurate  in  his  report.  I  think 
it  contains  information  which  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  country  are  entitled  to  have. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
and  interview  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Ricord,  as  follows: 

CHiAifc's  Txoops:  Tmrr  are  Raeik'  To  Ficht 
Back 

(By  Harold  Lavine) 
There  are  more  than  half  a  million  sol- 
diers, sailors,   airmen,  and   marines  on  the 
iBland  of  Fwmosa  who  don't  think  Mao  Tse<- 


tung  la  here  to  stay.  They  could  be  wrong, 
but  the  United  States  is  now  betting  about 
•300,000,000  a  year  on  them,  and  so  far  the 
bet  has  paid  off.  They  are  the  men  who 
refused  to  siurender  when  Mao's  Red  army 
swept  Chiang  Kai-shek  from  the  mainland 
of  China.  They  came  to  Formosa  in  rafts 
and  sampans  and  Junks.  Now  they're  liv- 
ing only  for  the  day  when  they  can  go 
back.  Ilieyre  certain  that  If  they  ever 
get  on  the  mainland  they  can  overthrow  the 
Reds.  The  United  States  Is  betting  only 
money  on  them.    They  are  betting  their  lives. 

These  Chinese  Nationalists  are  realists. 
They  know  the  <xlds  are  against  them. 
Mao's  army  outnumbers  them  eight  or  nine 
to  one.  And  they  know  that  Mao  defeated 
them  on  the  mainland  only  because  they 
first  defeated  themselves.  They  make  no 
bones  about  it.  Tliey  were  rotten  with  cor- 
ruption. They  didn't  know  how  to  fight,  and 
they  hadn't  the  will  to  fight.  All  right,  they 
say;  that  was  on  the  mainland;  things  are 
different  now.  And  they  are  quite  Justified 
In  saying  so. 

Formosa  is  not  Utopia.  And  the  National- 
ist army,  as  MaJ.  Gen.  William  C.  Chase, 
commander  of  the  United  States  Military  As- 
sistance Advisory  Group  In  Formoea,  puts  It, 
still  isn't  capable  of  "playing  In  the  big 
leagues."  Nevertheless,  the  fact  remains 
that  the  Nationalist  Government  and  army 
have  changed  greatly  in  the  past  3  years. 

The  United  States  wrote  off  Chiang  when 
he  fled  the  mainland.  It  even  played  with 
the  idea  of  recognizing  Mao  and,  had  It  done 
so.  Chiang  would  have  been  through.  Ac- 
tually, it  was  the  Korean  war  that  saved 
Chiang.  When  the  North  Korean  Reds 
crossed  the  thirty-<nghth  parallel,  the  United 
States  Government  had  some  sober  second 
thoughts.  If  the  North  Korean  Beds  took 
South  Korea  and,  at  the  same  time.  Mao  took 
Formosa,  the  problem  of  defending  Japan 
would  become  Immensely  more  complicated. 
So,  when  Harry  S.  Truman  made  his  decision 
to  send  United  States  troops  into  Korea,  he 
also  decided  to  "neutralize  Formosa." 

ARMS    AND    KNOW-HOW 

Once  that  policy  was  adopted,  the  subse- 
quent developments  became  Inevitable.  It 
obviously  made  no  sense  to  rely  on  United 
States  forces  to  protect  Formosa  if  the  Na- 
tionalists could  be  trained  and  equipped  to 
protect  themselves.  In  1951,  therefore,  the 
United  States  resumed  sending  arms  to 
Chiang,  as  well  as  officers  and  NCO's  to  show 
Chiang's  men  how  to  use  those  arms.  In 
addition.  It  started  helping  to  build  up  For- 
mosa's economy  so  that  It  could  eventually 
support  the  Nationalist  Army.  The  United 
States  help  so  strengthened  the  Nationalists 
that  soon  they  were  able  to  raid  the  main- 
land. In  1952,  they  succeeded  in  launching 
380  raids.  Although  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment didn't  sponsor  them  officially,  it 
was  the  United  States  policy  of  sending  aid 
to  Chiang  that  made  them  possible. 

Chiang  has  10  armies,  each  consisting  of  2 
divisions,  plus  an  Independent  division. 
They  are  somewhat  smaller  than  United 
States  divisions  but  bigger  than  Mao's.  He 
also  has  an  organized  guerrilla  force,  which 
holds  31  Islands  off  the  mainland  and  stages 
the  raids.  In  one  hit-and-run  operation  last 
year,  Chiang  was  able  to  put  a  full  division 
on  the  mainland  and  keep  it  there  for  3  days. 
His  men  took  800  prisoners. 

Chiang  has  a  marine  corps  consisting  of 
two  brigades  plus  smaller  elements.  His 
navy  has  80  ships,  including  a  destroyer.  6 
destroyer  escorts,  10  L>ST's,  7  mine  sweepers, 
0  LCI's,  and  6  LSM's.  His  air  force  consists 
of  four  groups  of  fighter-bombers,  a  group 
of  what  the  Chinese  call  medium  bombers 
(they  would  be  light  bombers  In  the  United 
States  Air  Force),  a  group  of  supply  craft, 
and  three  photo-reconnaissance  squadrons. 
At  present.  Chiang's  planes  are  propeller- 
driven,  but  the  United  States  plans  to  send 
him  jets. 
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On  tbfe  mainland.  Uie  Natlonallfit  Army 
was  UtUa  better  than  a  rabble.  Men 
weren't  drafted  into  the  army,  they  were 
ahanghaled.  They  were  clothed  In  rags. 
They  never  were  given  enough  to  eat  and 
therefore  had  to  live  aO  the  country,  which 
Is  one  reason  why  China's  peasantry  turned 
against  them.  The  Nationalist  Army  had  no 
finance  office.  Generals  were  given  the  money 
to  pay  their  men.  but  frequently  they  simply 
pocketed  it.  The  army  also  lacked  a  real 
supply  service,  and  it  wasn't  unusual  for 
high-ranking  officers  to  sell  what  equipment 
they  received  on  the  black  market.  The 
men  were  treated  like  animals.  They  had 
no  reason  for  fighting,  and.  in  plain  fact, 
most  of  them  surrendered  at  the  first  op- 
portunity. 

That  was  on  the  mainland.  It's  quite  a 
different  army  that  Chiang  now  has  on  For- 
mosa. Mow  Chiang's  men  are  well  clothed. 
And  by  Chinese  standards  they  are  well  fed. 
(United  States  nutritionists  would  throw  up 
their  hands  in  horror  at  the  food  they  get, 
but  they  seem  to  find  It  ample.)  They  aren't 
paid  much  (a  private  gets  $15  Taiwan  a 
month,  which  is  less  than  91,  United  States, 
at  the  ofBcial  rate) ,  but  at  least  they  are 
paid.  And  they  are  treated  with  respect. 
A  soldier  has  rights,  which  no  officer  can 
lightly  disregard,  and  the  army  has  a  system 
very  much  like  the  Inspector-General's 
Office  in  the  United  States  Army  to  see  that 
he  doesn't. 

BXLT-KXIJAIVCX 

One  of  the  most  striking  things  about  the 
new  Nationalist  Army  is  the  way  the  men  are 
encouraged  to  speak  up.  Soldiers  are  ex- 
pected to  obey  orders,  of  course — but  not 
blindly.  A  soldier  la  entitled  to  ask  his  offi- 
cer why  he  issued  a  certain  order,  and  he 
may  argue  with  the  officer  about  It.  He  not 
only  may,  the  chances  are  he  will. 

The  army  now  has  a  kind  of  0-5.  called 
the  political  department,  which  is  run  by 
Chiang's  elder  son,  Lt.  Gen.  Chiang  Chtng- 
kuo.  The  political  department  has  a  variety 
of  Jobs.  It  acts  as  a  U60.  and  otherwise  at- 
tempts to  bolster  morale.  It  educates  the 
men,  and  already  has  almost  succeeded  In 
Wiping  out  Ullteracy.  It  Indoctrinates  the 
soldiers  with  an ti- Communist  pro-National- 
ist Ideas.    And  it  acts  as  a  thought  police. 

When  General  Chase  and  the  United  States 
Iklilltary  Assistance  Advisory  Group  first  ar- 
rived In  Formosa,  25  percent  of  every  soldier's 
time  was  devoted  to  Indoctrination  and  edu- 
cation. At  United  States  insistence,  this  was 
cut  in  half.  Many  United  States  officers  feel 
the  political  department  stUl  Is  taking  up 
too  much  time.  The  Chinese  disagree.  They 
say  that  one  reason  they  lost  on  the  main- 
land was  Communist  propaganda,  which  in- 
spired disaffection  among  their  men.  They're 
determined  to  Insulate  the  men  against  such 
propaganda  now. 

The  men  in  the  armed  forces  average  29 
years  of  age.  With  few  exceptions,  they  all 
have  seen  at  least  3  years  of  service.  Nlne- 
tenths  of  them  are  combat  veterans.  By 
American  standards,  about  a  tenth  of  them 
would  be  4-F'8;  there  is  a  great  deal  of  tuber- 
culosis in  the  army,  for  example.  However 
they  don't  look  sick.  On  the  contrary,  they" 
are  the  very  picture  of  health.  They  are 
muscular.  specUcularly  agile,  and  have  far 
more  endurance  than  American  troops. 

The  enlisted  men  are  well  trained;  in 
fact.  MaJ.  Robert  B.  Carney,  the  senior 
United  States  marine  officer  on  Formosa  and 
son  of  the  admiral,  believes  "they  are  prob- 
ably the  best-drilled  soldiers  in  the  world." 
He  says,  "I'd  have  no  hesitation  about  going 
Into  combat  with  them." 

The  morale  of  the  men  is  high.  They 
obviously  enjoy  even  the  most  arduous  train- 
ing. They  train  with  live  ammunition  and 
show  complete  scorn  for  the  danger.  United 
States  officers,  who  can  understand  Chinese. 
■*ythelr  chief  topic  of  conversation  \b  going 
b^  to  the  mainland.  They're  busting  to 
fignVc 
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Most  of  the  men  are  married.  All  have 
families  on  the  mainland.  They  consider 
Formosa  an  alien  land.  The  people  speak 
a  southern  Chinese  dialect  which  few  of 
them  can  understand.  They're  homesick, 
and  they  know  they  can't  ever  get  home 
unless  they  first  overthrow  the  Beds. 

CI.ASS    STSTEU 

Whether   the  officers   are   as   good  as  the 

enlisted  men  and  have  equally  high  morale 
no  one  can  say  for  certain.  They  can  jMrove 
themselves  only  in  combat.  A  good  many 
are  United  States  trained  and  seem  efficient. 
Many,  however,  owe  their  rank  to  politics. 
Moreover,  the  system  of  promotion  in  the 
Nationalist  army  militates  against  efficiency. 
The  Nationalists  have  what  they  call  "the 
class  system."  A  man  who  dldnt  graduate 
from  a  proper  military  academy  has  a  hard 
time  getting  ahead.  Only  rarely  Is  a  man 
who  graduated  In  one  year  promoted  ahead 
of  one  who  graduated  the  year  before.  This 
practice  exists  to  some  extent  In  all  armies. 
Including  the  United  States  Army,  of  course, 
but  the  Nationalists  follow  It  with  amazing 
rigidity. 

The  army  has  other  deficiencies.  On  the 
mainland.  It  was  so  decentralized  it  actually 
became  disorganized.  Now  It  seems  over- 
centralized.  There  are  rules  and  regula- 
tions covering  even  the  most  minor  matters, 
which  must  be  obeyed  religiously.  There 
is  a  rule,  for  example,  that  a  battery  or 
a  tire  cannot  be  changed  unless  it  has  gone 
18  months  or  18,000  miles.  IX  a  battery 
goes  dead  after  say  15  months  and  16.000 
miles,  the  car  will  be  immobilized  for  3 
months. 

"I  know.  It  sounds  silly,"  a  high  Nation- 
alist officer  explained.  "However,  you  have 
to  view  the  rule  In  the  light  of  our  history. 
On  the  mainland.  It  was  standard  oper- 
ating procedure  for  officers  to  sell  a  car's 
battery  or  tires  on  the  black  market  and 
then  they  often  dismantled  the  car  and  sold 
the  parts.  We  can't  let  that  sort  of  thing 
happen  again,  and  this  Is  the  only  way  we've 
figured  out  to  prevent  It." 

Another  obvious  deficiency  of  the  Na- 
tionalists la  their  lack  of  understanding  of 
the  Importance  of  maintaining  equipment. 
They're  great  at  repairing  equipment,  but 
they  also  have  a  talent  for  wrecking  It.  At 
the  Plngtung  air  base  Is  a  hangar  full  of 
airplane  engines,  101  of  them  at  last  count. 
They  haven't  run  a  mile,  and  thev  are  rotten 
with  rust. 

TUaN -ABOUT 

The  Nationalists  expect  to  defeat  the  Com- 
munists In  precisely  the  way  the  Commu- 
nists defeated  them.  They  believe  the  peas- 
antry Is  fed  up  with  the  Communists.  They 
say  the  police  force  U  ripe  with  disaffection. 
And  they  say  that  even  rank-and-file  party 
members  are  turning  against  Mao,  especially 
because  of  his  subservience  to  Joseph  Stalin 
and  the  Kremlin. 

They  believe  that  if  they  can  establish  a 
beachhead  and  hold  it  for  a  while,  the  coun- 
tryside will  rise  against  the  Communists  and 
that  Maos  army  will  desert  him,  as  the  Na- 
tionalists deserted  Chiang  when  he  was 
on  the  mainland.  Meanwhile,  they'll  be  help- 
ing to  create  an  uprising  by  chopping  up  the 
Communist  communications  system  and 
thereby  wrecking  the  economy. 

The  Nationalists  are  aware  that  it  would 
be  Impossible  for  them  to  establish  a  beach- 
head without  the  help  of  United  States  naval 
and  possibly  air  power.  They  argue  that  it 
would  be  very  much  In  the  United  States  In- 
terest to  srupply  It.  A  landing  some  place  In 
South  China,  they  say.  would  at  once  make 
a  solution  of  Asia's  problems  possible.  It 
would  cut  the  Communist  communications 
lines  to  southeast  Asia  and  thereby  help  to 
end  the  Red  revolutions  there.  And  It  would 
force  Mao  to  switch  men  and  equipment 
from  Korea. 

Meanwhile,  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  among  the  Nationalists  about  the 
possibility   of   a   trial   invasion— on   Hainan 


Island.  That  also  would  force  Mao  to  divert 
men  and  equipment  south.  It  would  wrest 
from  the  Communists — and  gain  for  the 
West — an  Important  source  of  Iron  ore.  And. 
say  the  Nationalists,  It  would  prove  to  a 
world  which  saw  them  collapse  on  the  main- 
land how  much  they  have  changed.  It  would 
prove  they  are  now  a  good  investment. 

Chiang  Almost  Rxaot 
(By  MaJ    Gen.  William  C.  Chase) 

"What  are  the  present  capabilities  of 
Chiang  s  forces?" 

Chiangs  troops  have  doubled  their  combat 
efficiency  In  the  past  year.  They  have  been 
training  like  hell,  and  they  are  finally  be- 
ginning to  get  the  hardware  the  United 
States  promised  them  after  the  Korean  war 
broke  out.  They  are  not  yet  yeady  to  play  in 
the  big  leagues,  but  they  will  be  soon. 

"How  soon?" 

It  all  depends  on  the  United  States  Gov< 
ernment,  on  how  quickly  the  new  adminis- 
tration sonds  more  hardware  and  on  how 
many  more  military  advisers  It  sends.  Good 
as  these  men  are,  they  still  need  more  equip- 
ment and  they  could  do  with  more  training. 
My  military  mission  is  supposed  to  have 
about  800  officers  and  NCO's.  We  actually 
have  about  700.  and  we  could  use  1.800.  If 
the  administration  Ls  wllUng  to  make  the 
effort,  these  men  could  be  ready  to  play  in 
the  big  leagues  by  the  end  of  this  year. 

"On  the  mainland,  the  Nationalist  Army 
was  notoriously  corrupt  and  inefficient. 
Whole  divisions  surrendered  without  flght- 
ing.  Why  do  you  have  faith  in  the  National- 
ists now?  " 

It  is  true:  On  the  mainland,  the  National. 
Ists  had  a  record  for  doing  everything  wrong. 
Thpy  them.selves  are  the  first  to  admit  it. 
They  suffered  one  of  the  most  disastrous 
defeats  in  history,  and  they  know  they  have 
no  one  to  blame  but  themselves.  However, 
lets  stop  dragging  up  bygones.  These  are  the 
Nationalists  who  did  not  surrender.  They've 
analyzed  the  reasons  for  their  defeat,  and 
they're  doing  their  darndest  to  eradicate 
them.  They  haven't  entirely  succeeded. 
After  all.  the  buUd-up  of  the  NationalUt 
Army  started  only  in  1951.  There's  sUll  a 
considerable  amount  of  inefficiency  In 
Chiangs  forces,  but  there's  damned  little 
corruption.  Morale  is  high.  Every  man 
in  the  army  dreams  of  nothing  but  going 
home.  He  knows  he  can  get  home  only  by 
destroying  the  Reds. 

"Chiang  has  about  half  a  million  men  In 
uniform,  the  Reds  between  4,000,000  and 
6,000.000.  What  makes  you  think  500.000 
men  can  lick  millions?" 

Id  say  the  Reds  probably  have  5.000,000 
men,  and  I  can  tell  you  what  the  National- 
Ists  think  Tljey  believe  that  If  only  they 
can  get  on  the  mainland  and  hold  a  beach- 
head  long  enough— 6  or  7  months,  say— the 
country  will  rally  around  them.  Unless  all 
the  Nationalist  intelligence  Is  wrong  the 
pe<^)ple  on  the  mainland  are  fed  up  with  the 
Communists,  and  that  goes  for  much  of  the 
Red  army. 

After  all.  when  Mao  Tse-tung  started  out, 
he  didn't  have  as  many  men  as  Chiang  has 
now.  and  Chiang  then  had  5.000,000  Or  put 
It  another  way.  at  least  1,500,000  of  the  men- 
In  the  Red  army  are  former  NatlonalLst 
soldiers,  who  surrendered  to  Mao.  Isn't 
there  a  good  chance  they'll  switch  sides 
again  If  the  countr-  really  is  sick  of  the 
Communists? 

•Could  the  Nationalists  Invade  the  main- 
land and  hold  a  beachhead  without  outside 
help?" 

No.  They  haven't  the  ships.  They're  ca- 
pable of  putting  a  division  on  the  mainland 
and  keeping  it  there  for  3  days.  They've 
done  It.  And  they're  capable  of  conducUng 
a  fairly  effective  blockade.  They're  doing  it 
now.  although,  of  course,  they  don't  call  It  a 
blockade.  However,  for  a  real  offensive 
theyd  need  the  United  States  Navy.  They'd 
need   It  for  anv  oreoaratory  bombardment. 
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and  they'd  need  It  for  logistical  support.  If 
iiur  present  expansion  plans  are  carried  out, 
they'll  have  enough  ilr  force  to  give  the  In- 
vading troops  close  ground  support,  but  for 
strategic  bombing  they'd  probably  need  help, 
too. 

"Up  to  now.  United  States  policy  hasn't 
called  for  helping  Clilang  Invade  the  main- 
land. Unless  it  Is  changed — and  a  real  in- 
vasion carries  the  risk  of  world  war — aren't 
we  wasting  money?" 

On  the  contrary,  the  build-up  of  Chiang 
has  already  helped  the  United  States  and 
the  United  Nations  Immeasurably.  The  mere 
existence  of  the  Nationalist  forces,  the  raids 
which  they're  constantly  conducting,  and  the 
|Mj!^8lbllity  that  some  day  they  may  attempt 
an  invasion  have  forced  the  Communists  to 
keep  troops  and  arms  in  south  China  which 
they  otherwise  would  have  been  able  to  send 
to  Korea  and  Indochina.  Moreover,  take  a 
look  at  the  map.  Jii^t  think  of  what  would 
happen  to  our  far-eastern  defenses  If  For- 
mosa fell  Into  Communist  hands;  Just  think 
if  what  would  hapf>en  to  Japan's  defenses. 
And  consider  this:  Supfxislng  there's  another 
big  show;  think  of  how  valuable  Formosa 
could  be  offensively. 

It  8  not  my  Job  to  worry  about  long-range 
policy.  That's  Washington's  Job.  I'm  here 
Just  to  carry  the  policy  out.  Until  now,  I've 
been  concerned  only  with  helping  to  build 
up  Chiangs  forces  to  defend  Formosa.  And 
I  say  that  every  nickel  the  United  States 
IS  spending  for  that  helps  the  United  States. 
If  the  United  States  wants  to  help  the  Na- 
tionalists Invade  the  mainland,  I'm  convinced 
they  will  give  a  good  account  of  themselves. 
And  If  a  third  world  war  breaks  out — well, 
Formosa  is  a  fine  naval  base;  it's  an  unslnk- 
able  aircraft  carrier;  and  500,000  troops, 
equipped  with  United  States  arms  and  United 
States-trained,  would  be  damned  valuable  to 
have   fighting   on  our  side. 


GRAVE  AMERICAN  DAIRY  PROBLEM 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  farm 
.situation  in  our  Nation  has  been  grow- 
ing increasingly  serious  as  farm  prices 
have  nose-dived  further  and  further 
down,  while  surpluses  have  soared  fur- 
ther and  further  up. 

This  is  not  merely  a  matter  of  deep 
concern  to  the  agricultural  segment  of 
our  economy,  but  rather  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  as  a  whole. 

Statisticians  have  proved  conclusively 
that  every  major  American  depression 
has  begun  with  the  falling  of  farm  prices. 
When  the  farmer  is  unable  to  buy  com- 
modities produced  in  the  cities,  the  im- 
pact of  his  reduced  purchasing  power 
.spreads  throughout  the  entire  economy. 

I  have  prepared  a  brief  statement  on 
the  dairy  situation  in  particular. 

I  send  it  to  the  desk  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Congressional  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

Statement  bt   Senator  Wilet 

daiet   price  decune   threatens   wisconsin, 

midwest.  and  the  nation 

A  grave  series  of  danger  signals  have  begun 
to  appear  in  the  entire  dairy  economy  of  our 
Nation. 

Wisconsin,  America's  dairyland,  has  been 
Increasingiy  hard  hit.  A  huge  dairy  sur- 
plus is  building  up,  particularly  because  milk 
production  tnls  past  fall  and  present  winter 
soared  to  tremendous  helghU.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  level  of  dairy  price  sup- 
ports becomes  a  crucial  factor  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  dairyman  and  all  who  depend 
upon  the  dairyman. 


As  yet.  Secretary  of  Agricvilture.  Eera  Ben- 
son, has  not  announced  his  final  over-all 
position  on  future  parity  levels,  and  so,  tt  is 
most  important  that  an  announcement  be 
made  at  the  earliest  possible  date  in  order 
to  clarify  the  situation. 

A  number  of  factors  have  contributed  to 
the  present  dairy  problem,  such  as — 

1.  For  several  years,  the  shift  from  dairy 
to  beef  has  been  reversed  and  dairy  herds 
have  been  built  up. 

2.  Comparatively  low  prices  received  for 
cull  cows  have  caused  farmers  to  retain  many 
head  that  they  would  have  sold  had  a  fav- 
orable beef  price  continued. 

3.  At  the  end  of  1952,  milk  prices  were 
comparatively  favorable  and  this  served  to 
stimulate  production. 

4.  We  fortunately  had  fine  weather  for 
1952  production  and  this  gave  us  high  quan- 
tity roughage  and  a  good  grain  and  corn  crop. 

DAIXT     SUBSTITXTTEB     POSE     DimcULT     PROBLEM 

6.  Still  another  problem  is  provided  by  the 
increasing  competition  of  dairy  substitutes 
which  I  for  one  had  predicted  when  the 
Wiley  amendment  to  the  oleomargarine  law 
was  taken  up  on  the  Senate  fioor  and  un- 
fortunately defeated. 

I  had  warned  when  the  Wiley  amendment 
was  up  for  debate  exactly  what  has  since 
come  to  pass,  namely,  that  natural  dairy 
products  would  be  hard-hit  and  that,  as  a 
result  American  health,  American  agricul- 
ture, American  soil  conservation  would  feel 
an  increasingly  harmful  Impact.  In  1953, 
the  sale  of  oleomargarine  will  far  exceed  the 
sale  of  butter,  and  other  synthetic  sales  are 
also  rising. 

Of  course,  we  have  always  recognized  the 
right  of  Individual  consumers  to  choose  what 
they  please,  as  regards  a  table  spread  and 
other  Items  In  their  food  budget.  But  we 
want  to  point  out  that  giving  to  a  synthetic 
product — oleo — complete  legal  leeway  to  imi- 
tate a  natural  product — butter — can  cause, 
and  has  caused,  exceedingly  harmful  reper- 
cussions. 

FARM  MANPOWER  HAS  DECLINED 

Throughout  our  entire  country,  there  has 
been  a  population  drift  away  from  agricul- 
ture. More  and  more  farms  have  been  auc- 
tioned off.  Elderly  farmers  have  retired  and 
young  farmers  have  not  replaced  them.  The 
drafting  of  farm  manpower  has  seriously  de- 
pleted the  availability  of  skilled  hands  to 
run  the  modern  dairy  farm. 

rOREICN   FARM    IMPORTS  POSE   A   DILEMMA 

Against  the  background  of  this  increas- 
ingly difficult  situation  we  view  the  problem 
of  competitive  Imports  from  abroad. 

This  Is  a  difficult  problem.  Indeed,  and  it 
is  made  even  more  so  by  America's  pre-emi- 
nent position  in  the  world. 

UNITED  STATES  MtJST  BUT  IP  IT  IS  TO  BELL 

We  recognize,  of  course,  that  in  this  con- 
tracted world  of  the  atomic  age,  the  United 
States  must  buy  if  it  expects  to  sell.  Trade 
must  be  a  two-way  street.  There  must  be 
reciprocity,  real  reciprocity  in  spirit  and  in 
letter. 

President  Eisenhower  recognized  all  of 
these  facts  in  his  reference  to  this  over-all 
problem  in  his  state  of  the  Union  message 
where  he  urged  extension  at  the  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  program  with  careful  re- 
gard, however,  for  the  needs  of  the  American 
market. 

My  own  view  has  always  been  that  the 
American  market  is  the  greatest  in  the  world 
and  it  mtist  be  protected  primarily  for  Amer- 
ican producers. 

We  have  already  tremendously  reduced  our 
United  States  tariffs.  Thousands  of  items 
are  on  the  free  list  entirely.  We  have  thus 
more  than  signified  our  awareness  of  Eu- 
rope's economic  dilemma. 

raXM    TRAI>E     IS    NOT     THE     ANSWER 

But  we  know  that  the  answer  to  that 
dilemma  is  not  In  a  policy  of  virtually  free 
trade.     Tbat  could  b«  dleastrous,  and  th« 


American  people  definitely  oppose  it.  Even 
if  there  were  such  free  trade,  there  would 
still  be  a  grave  dollar  gap,  and  Europe's 
problems  would  )>ersl8t  and  would  ever  be 
magnified  manyfold,  by  the  resultant  eco- 
nomic havoc — closed  factories  and  unemploy- 
ment which  would  occur  in  America. 

I  have  had  a  gcKxl  deal  of  discussion  and 
correspondence  on  this  over-all  issue,  par- 
ticularly on  Its  dairy  phases  which  especially 
concern  my  own  State — Wisconsin. 

But  I  am  mindful  of  the  problems  of  all 
48  States,  mindful  of  the  millions  of  Jobs 
which  depend  on  United  States  exports  and 
the  millions  of  Jobs  which  are  affected  by 
imports. 

Much  has  been  written  about  this  prob- 
lem— Its  pros  and  cons.  To  hear  some  peo- 
ple talk,  one  would  think  that  folks  In  the 
Midwest,  or  In  the  dairy  heartland  in  par- 
ticular, were  completely  oblivious  of  the 
need  for  world  commerce  and  trade. 

On  the  contrary.  I  dont  believe  that  I 
have  ever  spoken  to  a  leader  of  the  dairy 
industry  who  has  not  evidenced  his  aware- 
ness of  the  fact  that  nations  must  Increas- 
ingly trade  with  one  another  if  there  is  to 
be  economic  health  In  the  world.  At  the 
same  time,  we  note  a  tremendous  demand 
abroad  for  foreign  products,  including  dairy 
Items,  to  pour  Into  the  American  market, 
while  the  European  market  Is  almost  ignored. 

The  American  dollar  is  still  Just  about  the 
most  prized  currency  in  the  world,  and  it 
is  little  wonder  that  foreign  lands  desire 
to  trade  for  our  dollars  rather  OiMxi  for  less 
valuable  currencies. 

EUROPE     SHOULD     SEE     ITS    OWN    OPPOR'l'UNlTIES 

I  have  urged  the  European  nations,  how- 
ever, to  recognize  the  great  opporttinlties 
In  the  Evu-opean  market  Itself  if  the  nations 
there  were  to  cut  down  on  ctistoms  barriers 
and  other  restrictions. 

I  have  pointed  out  that  the  American 
dairyman,  like  the  American  manufacturer, 
welcomes  fair  competition.  But  he  knows 
that  In  a  great  many  respects,  competition 
from  abroad  htis  often  not  been  fair.  It  has 
often  been  heavily  subsidized.  Rates  paid 
to  dairy  hands  abroad  are  so  nmch  lower 
than  for  farm  labor  in  the  United  States 
as  to  make  It  extremely  difficult  for  the 
American  dairyman  to  compete  with  the  for- 
eign Import. 

I  ask  very  definitely:  How  can  we  help 
Europe's  economy  If  we  wreck  the  American 
dairyman — dairying  which  provides  the  back- 
bone for  American  farming — dairying  which 
is  the  greatest  single  source  of  cash  In- 
come for  the  farmer,  dairying  which  is  indis- 
pensable In  the  Nation's  health  and  to  the 
welfare  of  the  Nation's  soil? 

I  repeat;  although  I  have  focused  on 
dairying  In  particular,  It  is  but  one  phase 
of  this  over-all  import-export  problem.  It 
is  a  particularly  acute  phase,  however,  be- 
cause of  the  recent  decline  in  farm  prices. 

MIDDLEMEN     KECDVE     MAJOR     SHARE     OF     DAIRT 
DOLIAR 

Unfortunately,  one  of  the  paradoxes  of  the 
dairy  situation  is  that  when  farm  prices 
fall,  consumers  rarely  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  decline,  because  the  dairy  product  goes 
ttirough  so  many  hands  between  farmer  and 
consumer. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  matter  whether 
dairy  prices  rise  or  fall,  the  plain  fact  Is  that 
the  farmer  receives  only  a  small  fraction  of 
the  total  retu.n,  considering  his  tremendous 
labors.  A  farmer  in  Wisconsin  may  get 
around  7  cents  for  his  quart  of  milk,  where- 
as a  consumer  will  pay  around  three  times 
that  total,  meaning  that  two-thirds  of  the 
cost  has  gone  to  middlemen  in  the  compli- 
cated distribution  process. 

The  farmer  does  the  work.  He  has  the 
tremendous  investment.  He  bears  the  great- 
est risk  from  weather,  from  livestock  dis- 
eases and  insect  ravages,  from  a  surplus 
glut;  but  he  gets  what  often  amounts  to  a 
pitifully  small  return. 
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On  the  other  hand,  when  h«  goes  to  the 
city  having  had  to  sell  hia  milk  at  whole- 
sale, he  must  thereafter  buy  his  own  goods 
at  retail.  This  Is  his  perennial  problem. 
Tet  the  farmer  provides  the  greatest  single 
source  of  purchasing  power  of  any  group  In 
America,  and  once  that  purchasing  power 
begins  to  skid,  the  rest  of  the  economy  will 
soon  start  down  the  toboggan. 

COVnOTICZNT     OTTEH     TOIXOWS     COWTUADICTOKT 
FOUCIZS 

Obviously,  there  must  be  careful  consid- 
eration given  to  the  relation  between  farm 
parity  supports  and  the  level  of  tariffs.  It 
Is  rldlculo\is  for  the  Federal  Government  to 
spend  considerable  sums  of  money  to  support 
farm  prices,  and  at  the  same  time  to  follow 
the  contradictory  policy  of  permitting  the 
pouring  into  the  American  market  of  such 
vast  quantities  of  farm  items  as  to  force 
farm  prices  still  lower  and  thereby  Increase 
the  Government's  costs  of  the  farm  price 
support  program. 

MAMT  oaouPS  inrsT  work  on  solution 

What  Is  the  solution? 

To  help  find  a  solution.  I  have  talked  and 
corresponded  with  a  great  many  dairy  or- 
ganizations, with  the  Dairy  Industry  Commit, 
tee,  the  National  Creameries  Association,  the 
American  Butter  Institute,  the  National 
Cheese  Institute,  the  Evaporated  Milk  As- 
sociation, the  American  Vary  Milk  Institute, 
and  with  many  dairy  groups,  particularly 
at  the  SUte  level. 

I  have  discussed  this  problem  also,  how- 
ever, with  representatives  of  Interested  for- 
eign governments,  with  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  State,  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
because  I  recognize  that  we  must  bear  in 
mind  the  whole  picture,  not  just  one  phase 
of  It. 

I  am  indeed  hopeful  that  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  will  help  to  provide  a  solution  for 
the  problem;  that  the  14-man  Agriculture 
Committee  appointed  by  President  Elsen- 
hower will.  In  cooperation  with  the  Senate 
and  House  Agrlcultvire  Committees,  with  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  and  Senate  Finance 
Committees,  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission, the  State  Department,  and  Com- 
merce Department  work  out  what  we  hope 
will  be  an  equitable  answer  to  this  problem. 

We  want  European  countries  to  be  self- 
sustaining.  We  want  their  peoples  to  en- 
Joy  an  ever  higher  standard  of  living,  but  we 
always  want  to  be  mindful  of  our  para- 
mount responsibilities  to  our  own  people  and 
of  the  fact  that  Europe  must  not  become  so 
exclusively  preoccupied  with  the  American 
market  that  It  forgets  Its  own  opportunities 
at  home. 

The  PRESroENT  pro  tempore.  Morn- 
ing business  is  closed. 


ANNOUNCERfENT  AS  TO  PROCEDURE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  may  state 
that  when  the  Senate  concludes  its  busi- 
ness today,  I  intend  to  move  a  recess 
until  Friday;  and,  on  Friday  we  shall 
take  up  the  bill  dealing  with  the  re- 
organization powers  of  the  President. 


CX)MPLEnON  AND  REAPPOINTMENT 
OP  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  propound  a  question  to  the 
able  and  distinguished  majority  leader. 
Last  week,  before  the  end  of  the  week, 
I  said: 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  majority  leader 

whether  he  can   give  us   some   Information 

^  to  when  action  will  be  taken  on  complet- 

*lBg  and  reappointing  the  Select  Oommlttea 


on  Small  Business.  One  reason  for  asking 
that  question  now  Is  that  tomorrow,  I  be- 
lieve, or  perhaps  the  next  day,  is  pay  day. 
but  the  employees  of  this  committee  are  not 
able  to  draw  pay,  because  of  the  fact  that 
under  the  resolution  creating  the  commit- 
tee it  has  to  be  reappointed  every  2  years. 

The  majority  leader  replied: 
I  hope  we  may  have  the  list  of  our  mem- 
bers on  that  committee  ready  by  tomorrow, 
so  that  it  can  be  reported  tomorrow. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  majority  leader  to  the 
fact  that  these  employees  are  still  with- 
out pay,  and,  furthermore,  that  the  work 
cannot  be  planned.  The  committee  is 
simply  at  a  standstill.  I  am  receiving 
a  great  deal  of  maU,  and  I  am  certain 
that  other  members  of  that  committee 
are  receiving  a  great  deal  of  mail.  I  now 
ask  the  question  again  of  the  majority 
leader,  and,  in  so  doing,  urge  very 
strongly  that  action  be  taken  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  I  can  promise  the 
Senator  this  time.  I  only  expressed  the 
hope  before,  but  I  can  promise  the  Sen- 
ator that  on  Friday  the  committee  will 
be  appointed. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator very  much. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  rail  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded  and 
that  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
be  dispensed  with. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  object.  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard.  The  clerk  will  proceed 
with  the  call  of  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Flanders 

Kerr 

Anderson 

Frear 

Kilgore 

Barrett 

Pulbrlght 

Knowland 

Beall 

George 

Kuchel 

Bennett 

GUlette 

Langer 

Brlcker 

Ooldwater 

I^ehman 

Bridges 

Gore 

Long 

Bush 

Green 

Magnuson 

Butler,  Md. 

Grlswold 

Malone 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hayden 

Mansfield 

Byrd 

Hendrlckson 

Martin 

Cape  hart 

Hennlngs 

Maybank 

Carisoa 

Hickenlooper 

McCarthy 

Case 

Hill 

McClellan 

Chavez 

Hoey 

Millikln 

Clements 

Holland 

Monroney 

CJooper 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Cordon 

Hunt 

Mundt 

Daniel 

Ives 

Murray 

Dlrksen 

Jackson 

NeelT 

Douglas 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Duff 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Payne 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Potter 

Kastiand 

Johnston,  8.  0. 

PurteU 

Ellender 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Ferguson 

Kennedy 

BuHelt 

Salton.iUll 

Stennls 

Welker 

Schoepi>el 

Bymlngton 

Wiley 

Suiathers 

Tari 

Williams 

Smith.  Maine 

Thye 

Young 

Smith,  N  J. 

TolK-y 

Sparkman 

Watklns 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarranI 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith  J  ii  absent  on  oCficial  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

JOINT    COMMITTEE    ON   IMMIGRA- 
TION AND  NATIONALITY  POLICY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  in  legis- 
lative ses.<^ion,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Policy  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lan- 
cer 1 .  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [  Mr. 
DiRKSEN  I ,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McC.^RRxNl,  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Eastland]. 


MEMBER  OP  BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO 
COAST  GUARD  ACADEMY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  In  legis- 
lative session,  the  Chair  apix)lnts  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bush] 
as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  Coast  Guard  Academy. 


MEMBER  OF  BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO 
MERCHANT  MARINE  ACADEMY 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  in  legis- 
lative ser-^sion.  the  Chair  appoints  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivisl  as  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the 
Merchant  Marine  Academy. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED— 
WITHDRAWAL  OP  NOMINATIONS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  me.s.'^aqes  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  refeired  to  the 
appropriate  committees;  and  withdraw- 
ing the  nominations  of  Earl  Dallam 
John.'=on,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  8c3rmour  J. 
Rubin,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Assistant  Direc- 
tor for  Mutual  Security  and  Deputy  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Mutual  Defense  As- 
sistance Control  Act  of  1951,  and  Francis 
Shackelford,  of  Georgia,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  which  were  sent 
to  the  Senate  on  January  9,  1953. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE   REPORTS  OF 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTAIX,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

Frank  C.  Nash,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense; 

John  A.  Hannah,  of  Michigan,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  Defense; 

Charles  S.  Thomas,  of  CaUfomla,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy;  and 

Earl  Dallam  Johnson,  of  Connecticut,  to 
be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

By  Mr.  AIKEN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry: 
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John  H.  Davis,  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation: 

Rumeo  E.  Short,  of  Arkansas,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber ol  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation; 

True  D.  Morse,  of  Missouri,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation:   and 

J.  Earl  Coke,  of  California,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

By  Mr.  WIUEY.  from  the  Committee  on 
Fjrelfju  Relations: 

Walter  B  Smith,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  Under  Secretary  of  State;  and 

James  B.  Conant.  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
United  States  High  Commissioner  for  Ger- 
many and  Chief  of  Mission,  class  1.  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
11^40. 


NOMINATION  OP  HAROLD  E.  TAL- 
BOTT  TO  BE  SECRETARY  OP  THE 
AIR  FORCE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  first  nomination  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harold  E.  Talbott,  of  New  York, 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination  of  Harold  E.  Tal- 
bott to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  be  heard  briefly  on  the 
nomination.  At  my  request  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  through  its 
able  chairman,  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mr.  SaltonstallI.  called  Mr. 
Harold  E.  Talbott  back  before  the  com- 
mittee for  further  examination  last 
Monday. 

I  have  in  my  hand  the  printed  tran- 
script of  those  hearings.  I  feel  sure  that 
it  has  been  available  to  all  Senators  who 
wished  to  study  the  hearings. 

I  should  like  to  state  my  own  attitude 
In  asking  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  to  conduct  these  further 
hearings  and  my  attitude  now  that  they 
have  been  completed. 

When  I  read  the  record  of  the  earlier 
hearings  at  which  Mr.  Talbott  testi- 
fied— hearings  from  which  I  was  absent, 
unfortunately,  because  of  an  attack  of 
influenza — I  was  disturbed  to  see  that  he 
had  passed  over  the  Hughes  investiga- 
tion with  a  reference  to  the  effect  that 
the  company  with  which  he  was  asso- 
ciated had  done  no  wrong. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to  censure 
any  man  for  what  happened  more  than 
30  years  ago.  What  happened  then  was 
not  and  is  not  the  main  point  in  con- 
sidering the  nomination  of  Mr.  Talbott. 
Certainly  a  man  is  entitled  to  be  forgiven 
for  some  impropriety  after  so  long  a  time. 
However,  I  did  regard  his  present  atti- 
tude toward  an  occurrence  which  clearly 
showed  the  exercise  of  improper  influ- 
ence in  connection  with  Government 
contracts  to  be  an  important  considera- 
tion in  connection  with  his  nomination 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force.  The 
same  or  a  similar  situation  might  arise 
again,  and  I  felt  that  in  the  public  inter- 
est it  would  be  well  to  know  how  the  new 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  would  meet  it. 
To  me.  Mr.  President,  the  actions  of 
Colonel  Deeds,  and  the  relationship  he 


continued  with  certain  offlcials  of  the 
Dayton -Wright  Corp.,  after  he  became 
head  of  the  Procurement  Division  of  the 
Signal  Corps,  which  secured  airplanes, 
was  indefensible  and  against  the  public 
Interest,  and  I  believe  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  distinguished  jurist  and 
citizen,  the  Honorable  Charles  Evans 
Hughes,  to  the  effect  that  Colonel  Deeds 
be  court-martialed,  were  fully  and  en- 
tirely justified.  Therefore  I  asked  that 
Mr.  Talbott  be  recalled  for  further  ques- 
tioning on  this  subject.  The  fiasco  of 
our  airplane  production  and  Colonel 
Deeds'  performance  at  that  time  have 
been  generally  known  and  discussed  for 
many  years. 

The  other  subject  I  wanted  to  inquire 
into  was  Mr.  Talbott's  attitude  toward 
pricing  practices  in  the  automobile  in- 
dustry with  regard  to  spare  parts.  These 
practices,  involving  two  companies  with 
which  he  had  been  associated,  were 
brought  out  in  House  Report  No.  1811 — 
the  so-called  Hardy  report — which  was 
dated  April  25.  1952. 

I  may  say  that  I  found  Mr.  Talbott's 
attitude  thoroughly  satisfactory  as  to 
these  pricing  policies.  For  the  benefit 
of  tho.se  who  may  not  have  read  the  re- 
port, the  Hardy  in'estigation  showed 
that  on  bids  for  spare  parts  the  basic 
manufacturers  were  bidding  a  higher 
price  to  the  Government  than  they  were 
to  a.^semblers.  and  assemblers  were  bid- 
ding a  much  higher  price  than  they  paid. 
A  specific  example  concerned  1.000 
generators  which  were  manufactured  by 
Electric  Auto-Lite.  It  sold  the  genera- 
tors to  Chrysler  for  $52.  The  Govern- 
ment asked  for  bids.  Electric  Auto-Lite 
bid  $87;  Chrysler  bid  $77.20.  Of  course, 
Chrysler  was  awarded  the  contract  and 
then  the  generators  actually  were  shipped 
from  Electric  Auto-Lite  to  Rossville  Ar- 
senal, a  distance  of  10  miles,  without  even 
passing  through  Chrysler,  but  Chrysler 
got  a  profit  of  $25.20  on  each  generator. 
I  wanted  to  ask  Mr.  Talbott  about  this 
matter  because  he  was  a  director  in  both 
companies  and  was  chairman  of  the 
finance  committee  of  the  EHectric  Auto- 
lite  Co.  I  thought  it  would  be  a  good 
occasion  to  bring  out  this  practice, 
which  had  cost  the  Government  untold 
millions  of  dollars,  and  it  seemed  to  me 
that,  being  a  director  in  both  companies, 
he  might  know  something  about  it. 

His  attitude  was  thoroughly  satisfac- 
tory. While  he  denied  knowing  any- 
thing about  the  pricing  policies  of  the 
companies,  he  stated  unequivocally  that 
as  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  he  would 
take  steps  toward  preventing  such  ma- 
nipulations. If  he  is  successful,  of 
course,  he  would  save  the  Government 
millions  of  dollars  a  year.  The  House 
committee  estimated  that  the  loss  to 
the  Government  through  that  kind  of 
practice  over  a  period  of  3  years  was 
about  $305,000,000. 

I  was  not  satisfied  with  Mr.  Talbott's 
attitude  toward  the  revelations  of  the 
Hughes  investigation.  I  felt  that  Mr. 
Talbott  was  equivocal  and  protested  too 
much  by  saying  that  what  the  company 
with  which  he  was  associated  had  done 
was  not  wrong. 

The  Hughes  report — and  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  a  detailed  discussion  of  it,  be- 
cause the  testimony  is  arailable — showed 
that  Colonel  Deeds,  who  had  been  asso- 


ciated as  one  of  the  officers  of  the  com- 
pany, succeeded  to  a  controlling  ixwition 
on  the  Aircraft  Production  Board  and 
had  charge  of  procuring  aircraft  for 
the  Signal  Corps. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  the  Senator's  in- 
tention to  have  the  Hughes  report 
printed  in  the  Recohd  as  a  pail  of  his 
speech? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Hughes  report 
is  a  public  docimient.  It  is  also  at- 
tached to  the  Hoiose  committee  report 
which  investigated  the  same  matter  in 
the  Sixty-sixth  Congress. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  not  a  very  long 
report. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  had  not  expected 
to  ask  that  it  be  made  a  part  of  the 
Record.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  may 
make  that  request 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  ask  that  it  be 
made  a  part  of  the  Senator's  remarks, 
because  I  believe  it  ought  to  be  in  the 
Record,  so  that  people  referring  to  the 
discussion  on  the  nomination  may  turn 
immediately  to  the  Hughes  report. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Hughes  report — and  it  is  a  very  well  doc- 
umented repoii;  in  connection  with 
which  a  great  deal  of  testimony  had  been 
taken — showed  that  while  Colonel  Deeds 
was  head  of  the  aircraft  procurement 
division,  he  conducted  improper  com- 
munications with  his  former  asso- 
ciates at  the  Day  ton- Wright  Corp.,  thus 
giving  them  an  advantage  over  other 
companies.  These  communications  made 
available  to  his  associates  confidential 
information,  and  they  were  very  severely 
criticized  by  Mr.  Hughes.  As  I  said  be- 
fore, it  was  upon  that  basis  that  Mr. 
Hughes  recommended  that  Colonel 
Deeds  be  court-martialed. 

The  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  approved  that  request.  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  United 
States  approved  it.  Colonel  Deeds  was 
later  released  from  court-martial  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Baker,  under  cir- 
cumstances which  are  discussed  at 
length  and  bitterly  condemned  by  the 
House  committee. 

When  Mr.  Talbott  was  first  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  he  was  in- 
terrogated by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  RtJssELL],  about  the  Hughes  report. 
Mr.  Talbott  said,  in  substance,  that  the 
only  thing  wrong  with  the  telegrams 
which  had  been  sent  was  that  they  were 
marked  "confidential,"  and  that  he  did 
not  think  anything  wrong  had  been  done 
by  his  company. 

On  page  97  of  the  hearings  we  find  this 
statement  by  Mr.  Talbott: 

There  never  was  any  improper  action  of 
any  kind. 

Unfortunately,  at  thai  first  hearing 
Mr.  Talbott  testified  that  the  Hughes  in- 
vestigation and  report  brought  about  a 
lawsuit  between  the  Dayton-Wright  Co. 
and  the  Government;  and  that  after  a 
long  litigation,  the  company  won.  The 
attitude  then  in  the  Senate  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  seemed  to  be — although 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell  1 
is  not  in  the  Chamber  at  this  time,  and 
of  course  I  cannot  speak  for  him — that 
since    the    controversy    had    developed 
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Into  a  lawsuit  and  since  the  company 
had  won  the  lawsuit,  that  settled  the 
matter. 

Unfortunately,  Mr.  Talbott  was  wrong 
In  testifying  that  the  Hughes  investiga- 
tion and  report  had  resulted  in  a  law- 
suit. Later  he  sent  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  a  letter,  which  was  placed 
in  the  record  when  Mr.  Wilson  was  testi- 
fying, pointing  out  that  they  were  two 
entirely  separate  and  distinct  matters. 

The  fact  is  that  the  Hughes  report  was 
made  to  the  President  on  October  25, 
1918;  and  the  lawsuit  in  which  the  Gov- 
ernment sued  the  Dayton-Wright  Co. 
was  not  filed  until  1922.  At  the  first 
hearing  the  question  of  Mr.  Talbotfs 
present  attitude  about  the  transactions 
between  his  company  and  Colonel  Deeds 
was  not  gone  into  fully,  and  that  is  why 
I  felt  Mr.  Talbott  should  be  called  back 
for  further  hearings. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL  In  the  chair ) .  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  yield  to  thf  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
lawsuit  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  the  Hughes  investigation? 
Is  it  not  true  that  the  lawsuit  had  to 
do  with  a  tax  matter? 

Mr .  KEFAUVER.  The  lawsuit  had 
nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  the 
Hughes  investigation  or  with  the  investi- 
gation by  a  select  committee  of  the  House 
which  went  fully  into  the  matter  and 
sustained  the  Hughes  report  all  the  way 
through.  The  lawsuit  came  some  4  or 
5  years  later.  The  complaint  in  the  law- 
suit is  set  forth  in  the  hearings  which 
Members  of  the  Senate  now  have  before 
them,  beginning  on  page  24. 

The  substance  of  the  lawsuit  was  that 
Dayton-Wright  Co.  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently charged  against  the  Government 
certain  items  amounting  to  approxi- 
mately $3,000,000.  whereas  the  Govern- 
ment contended  that  those  items  should 
not  have  been  charged  against  it.  I  put 
in  the  Record  the  answer  of  the  com- 
pany, which  I  believe  follows. 

In  fairness,  let  me  say  that  the  ca.se 
was  tried  at  Cincinnati  before  Federal 
District  Judge  Hickenlooper.  a  kinsman 
of  our  colleague,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  Hickenlooper  1.  Judge  Hicken- 
looper found  substantially  for  the  Gov- 
ernment. His  finding  was  appealed  to 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Sixth 
Circuit,  which  remanded  the  case,  and 
a  finding  was  made  in  favor  of  the  Day- 
ton-Wright Co.  The  opinion  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  of  appeals  is  also  to  be  found 
in  the  hearings  which  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  before  them. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  me  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  the  Record  to  be 
perfectly  clear  on  this  point.  Do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  agrees  with  me  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  court  in  that  case  had  nothing 
whatsoever  to  do  with  the  charges  which 
were  made  against  the  company  in  the 


Deeds  matter  by  Charles  Evans  Hughes 
or  by  the  House  committee? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Yes,  that  Is  entirely 
correct;  they  are  separate,  and  have  no 
relationship  one  to  the  other. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Do  I  also  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see agrees  with  me.  therefore,  that  any- 
one who  cites  the  court  decision  by  way 
of  any  basis  for  an  exoneration  of  the 
company  in  connection  with  the  Charles 
Evans  Hughes  investigation  is  citing  an 
authority  which  is  not  at  all  relevant  to 
the  Hughes  investigation? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Yes;  that  us  cor- 
rect. They  are  separate  and  distinct 
matters,  as  was  testified  to  by  Mr.  Tal- 
bott himself,  after  he  had  apparently  re- 
freshed his  memory. 

Mr.  Talbott  was  inclined  to  defend  the 
activity  when  he  was  again  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  last  Monday. 
Although  he  defended  the  action,  he 
later  said,  when  he  was  pressed  on  the 
point,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  such 
action  as  a  matter  of  public  policy;  that 
he  would  not  allow  such  a  thing  to  hap- 
pen while  he  was  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force;  that  he  would  take  action  against 
an  oCBcer  who  did  what  Colonel  Deeds 
did — although  at  other  points  in  the 
hearing  Mr.  Talbott  said  he  did  not  think 
Colonel  Deeds  did  anything  wrong. 

I  read  now  from  page  10  of  the  later 
hearings. 

Senator  Kefauver.  To  answer  that,  .some 
were  before  and  some  were  after  the  signing 
of  the  contract.  They  are  all  set  out  in  this 
report.  Let's  t;et  this  straight.  Do  you 
think  the  tele^^rams  are  all  right,  the  ex- 
change of  telegrams? 

Mr.  T.\LBOTT.  Senator.  I  think  they  were 
perfectly  proper.  Unfortunate  In  their  im- 
plication, but  perfectly  proper. 

Later,  as  appears  on  page  11,  when  Mr, 
Talbott  was  asked  again  about  the  tele- 
grams, and  was  a.'=ked  whether  they  were 
perfectly  proper,  he  replied: 

No,  from  the  public  implication.  1  think 
they  were  perfectly  hone.st  in  their  intent. 
but  they  were  unfortunate  and  they  should 
not  have  been  sent. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  that  is 
an  equivocal  attitude  toward  an  occur- 
rence which  I  believe  constitutes  one  of 
the  dark  spots  in  the  history  of  aircraft 
procurement  for  ti.is  Nation.  This  is  a 
matter  aoout  which  there  should  be  no 
equivocation.  It  was  highly  improper  to 
give  one  company  an  advantage  over  an- 
other— as  Mr.  Hughes  found  had  been 
done — and  to  continue  a  confidential  re- 
lationship with  officials  of  the  company 
with  whom  Colonel  Deeds  had  been  as- 
sociated. 

I  agree  with  the  finding  of  the  House 
committee  which  investigated  the  mat- 
ter, namely,  that  Mr.  Charles  Evans 
Hughes'  condemnation  was  fully  justi- 
fied, and  that  his  recommendation  that 
Colonel  E>eeds  be  court-martialed  was 
fully  sustained  by  the  facts.  Colonel 
Deeds'  action  was  condemned  in  very 
strong  language  in  the  report  by  Charles 
Evans  Hughes,  and  also  in  the  House 
committee  report. 

So  I  do  not  s^e  how  anyone  could  prop- 
erly have  an  eqiuvocal  attitude  about  the 
matter,  or  how  anyone  could  properly 
leel  that  it  was  perfectly  proper,  but 


unfortunate,  for  such  action  simply 
should  not  be  tolerated  in  Govern- 
ment procurement  agencies,  which 
should  be  governed  by  proper  procure- 
ment policies  fair  to  all  companies  and 
fair  to  the  United  States  Itself.  So  that 
this  situation  persuades  me  that  I  must 
cast  my  vote  against  the  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Talbott.  I  re- 
gret this.  I  had  planned  to  vote  for  all 
of  those  nominated  by  President  Eisen- 
hower, in  order  that  he  might  get  his 
new  administration  under  way.  I  have 
heretofore  voted  to  confirm  every  nomi- 
nation sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  new 
President  and  considered  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  But  there  are  such  serious 
doubts  in  my  mind,  not  arising  from  an 
occurrence  which  happened  a  long  time 
ago,  but  because  of  a  present  attitude, 
tliat  I  cannot  in  conscience  vote  for  the 
confirmation  of  Mr.  Talbotfs  nomina- 
tion. I  hope  that  I  may  be  shown  to  be 
wrong  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Talbott  is  undoubtedly  a  man  of 
ability  and  of  much  exi>erience.  He  has 
had  many  business  connections.  He 
knows  a  great  deal  about  the  airplane 
industry.  I  hco'  that  Mr.  Talt)ott  will 
prove  a  success  as  Secretary  of  Air.  and 
that  his  conduct  of  the  department  will 
be  withou:  question.  But.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  is  a  hope  for  the  future.  This 
i.s  a  vote  today,  and  today  I  cannot  assent 
to  the  confirmation  of  his  nomination. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
the  question  before  the  Senate  is  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Harold  E.  Tal')ott  to  be  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force.  Mr.  Talbott  appeared  before 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  on 
three  .separate  occasions.  He  testified 
at  length,  and  the  record  of  the  hearings 
is  on  the  desk  of  each  Senator.  No  ques- 
tion was  raised  at  any  time  regarding 
Mr.  Talbotfs  personal  qualifications  for 
the  position.  His  character,  his  in- 
t'^LTity,  his  per.sonality  were  not  ques- 
tioned. There  was  a  very  great  question 
at  one  time,  under  the  conflict-of-in- 
terest.s  statute,  as  to  whether  certain 
stock.s  which  he  held  in  various  com- 
panies doing  business  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Air  would  interfere  with  the  per- 
formance of  hi.s  duties.  On  his  second 
appearance.  Mr.  Talbott  agreed  to  sell 
all  those  stocks.  I  name  them:  The 
Chrysler  Corp  .  stock  which  he  held  in 
hi  5  own  name,  the  Electric  Auto-llte 
Co..  which  he  held  in  his  own  name, 
and  Standard  Packaging  Corp.  stock, 
winch,  from  the  first  time  he  appeared 
before  us.  he  had  always  agreed  to  sell. 
In  addition  to  these  stocks,  there  was  a 
holding  by  him  of  a  6'..  percent  Interest 
in  the  so-called  Talbott  Holding  Co.,  a 
family  concern.  That  concern  held  2,000 
shares  of  Chrysler  stock. 

Mr.  Talbott  acrr.'ed  with  the  commit- 
tee that  either  the  Talbott  holding  com- 
pany would  dispose  of  that  stock,  or  else 
he  would  get  out  of  the  Talbott  holding 
company.  He  has  agreed,  therefore,  to 
di.spo.se  of  all  stock  that  might  Interfere 
with  his  duties  as  Secretary,  and  thus 
avoid  the  so-called  conflict-of- Interests 
statute. 

During  the  hearing,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  Russell]  asked  some  ques- 
tions   concerning    the    Charles    Evan* 
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Hughes  report  in  1S18.  That  was  a  re- 
port which  was  made  to  the  House  in- 
vestigating committee  at  that  time,  rela- 
tive to  aircraft  procurement 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  the  Record  may  be  correct, 
I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  Hughes  report  was  made  to  the 
House  Investigating  committee.  I  un- 
derstand that  that  is  not  a  fact.  Presi- 
dent Wilson,  as  I  think  the  record  will 
show,  appointed  Mr.  Charles  Evans 
Hughes  as  a  special  assistant  to  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  report  was  made  in  that  ca- 
pacity. The  House  report  was  made  by 
a  select  committee  which  had  made  an 
investigation  entirely  separate  from  the 
HuKhes  investigation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator  is 
entirely  correct,  and  I  thank  him  for  the 
correction  of  my  statement.  There  was 
a  House  investigating  committee. 
Charles  Evans  Hughes  was  appointed  by 
the  President  to  be  Assistant  Attorney 
General  to  investigate  the  questions  also. 
The  important  report  was  that  of  Charles 
Evans  Hughes,  which  recommended  that 
a  Colonel  Deeds  be  court-martialed.  The 
report  was  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
Mr.  Newton  D.  Baker.  On  page  15  of  the 
record  of  the  hearings  of  February  2, 
1953,  there  Is  a  copy  of  Mr.  Baker's  letter 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. That  letter  is  printed  in  full 
in  the  report  of  the  hearing.  One  brief 
paragraph  of  the  letter  Is  as  follows: 

Tlie  unanimous  report  oX  this  board  of 
review,  approved  by  the  Acting  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  recommends  that  Colonel 
Deeds  be  not  tried  by  court-martial  on  any 
of  the  grounds  suggested,  and  this  recom- 
mendation has  been  approved  by  me. 

The  final  paragraph  of  Mr.  Baker's 
letter  reads  as  follows: 

Inasmuch  as  the  purpose  of  Judge  Hughes' 
suggestion  has  been  accomplished.  I  have 
directed  that  all  the  records  In  this  case  be 
tiled  In  the  War  Department  and  that  this 
matter  be  considered  as  closed. 

That  letter  Is  dated  January  16.  1919, 
and  signed  "Newton  D.  Baker,  Secretary 
of  War." 

So.  Mr.  President,  it  was  recommended 
by  the  Army  Board  that  no  action  be 
taken  against  Colonel  Deeds,  and  New- 
ton D.  Baker,  a  highly  respected  public 
official,  agreed  with  that  recommenda- 
tion, and  ordered  the  report  of  Mr. 
Hughes  in  the  Colonel  Deeds  case  to  be 
filed. 

Mr.  President,  who  was  Colonel  Deeds? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President.  In 
order  to  have  the  whole  story  in  proper 
sequence,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts agree  with  me  that  on  page  13 
of  the  printed  hearings  there  appears  the 
condemnation  by  the  House  Select  Com- 
mittee of  Secretary  Baker's  action  in  ex- 
onerating Colonel  Deeds?  It  is  found  on 
pages  13  and  14  of  the  hearing. 


In  that  report  the  House  committee 
said: 

This  action — 

Referring  to  the  action  of  Secretary 
Baker — 

your    committee    U    Informed,    ia    unprece- 
dented. 

Colonel  Deeds'  attorney  and  two  business 
associates,  connected  with  these  same  Gov- 
ernment contracts,  were  thereupon  heard 
and  a  new  report  rendered  exonerating  Deeds. 
Secretary  Baker's  activities  In  protecting 
Deeds  against  Justice  Hughes'  finding  Is  at 
once  astonishing  and  significant.  With  a 
record  that  affected  lives  of  men  and  charges 
of  Inordinate  selfishness  reported  by  sp>eclfic 
facts.  Deeds  should  have  been  placed  on 
trial,  to  be  convicted  If  guilty,  to  be  vindi- 
cated if  Innocent.  According  to  the  testi- 
mony. Secretary  Baker  prevented  such  action. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  I  read  the  record,  the  House  com- 
mittee disagreed  with  the  action  of 
Mr.  Baker,  a  very  highly  resjjected  Sec- 
retary of  War,  in  p>ermitting  further 
witnesses  to  appear  before  the  military 
board  which  was  established.  The  sum 
and  substance  of  it  is  that  they  did  not 
agree  with  Mr.  Baker's  action. 

But.  Mr.  President,  the  final  conclu- 
sion of  the  matter  was  that  while  Mr. 
Baker  did  consider  a  court-martial,  as 
recommended  by  Mr.  Hughes,  a  board 
of  review  decided  against  it.  and  Mr. 
Baker  approved  the  findings  of  that 
board. 

Mr.  President,  who  was  Colonel  Deeds? 
According  to  the  record,  he  was  a  suc- 
cessful businessman  In  1917,  who  later 
became  the  head  of  the  National  Cash 
Register  Co..  a  very  successful  company, 
and  was  called  to  Washington  in  con- 
nection with  aircraft  procurement.  At 
that  time  we  had  no  aircraft  industry. 
We  had  no  concerns  that  built  aircraft 
or  knew  how  to  build  them.  Colonel 
Deeds  was  called  to  Washington  to 
stimulate  the  building  of  aircraft  for  our 
military  forces. 

He  was  a  successful  financier.  He  had 
Interests  in  various  companies,  one  of 
which  was  the  Dayton- Wright  Co.,  in 
Dayton,  Ohio.  The  chairman  of  the 
board  of  the  Dayton-Wright  Co.  was  Mr. 
Talbotfs  father.  Mr.  Talbott  himself 
was  listed  as  the  president  of  the  com- 
pany, but  actually  was  the  operating 
manager  In  the  shop.  Colonel  Deeds  had 
a  financial  interest  in  that  company. 
Various  telegrams  were  sent  by  Colonel 
Deeds  to  Mr.  Talbott,  Sr.,  which  Mr. 
Talbott,  Jr..  the  nominee,  never  saw  and 
knew  nothing  about.  This  event  oc- 
curred 35  years  ago,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  Talbott  was  questioned  by  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KEFAtrvER], 
and,  at  one  time,  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  as  to  an  event 
which  occurred  35  years  ago  when  he 
was  30  years  of  age.  Most  of  the  things 
which  occurred  at  that  time  in  connec- 
tion with  Colonel  Deeds  he  knew  nothing 
about,  as  he  was  on  the  floor  of  the 
factory,  and  they  were  over  his  head, 
so  to  speak,  in  the  top  office. 

As  I  understand,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  brings  these  matters  up  to 
show  that  there  may  be  a  wrong  atti- 
tude of  mind  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Talt)ott 
with  relation  to  his  duties  as  a  public 
official.    As  I  say,  Mr.  President,  these 


things  occurred  35  years  ago,  and  about 
most  of  them  he  knew  nothing. 

In  answer  to  straightforward  questions 
by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  he  stated 
that  if  and  when  he  should  become  Sec- 
retary he  would  not  approve  the  send- 
ing of  telegrams  of  the  kind  which 
passed  between  Colonel  Deeds  and  Mr. 
Talbotfs  father,  and  that  he  believed 
that  was  not  the  type  of  operation  a  wise, 
honest,  and  public-minded  official  in  the 
Air  Force  should  carry  on.  In  effect,  he 
was  asked,  in  a  way,  to  criticize  the  ac- 
tion of  his  father  35  years  ago,  his  father 
being  now  dead  and  Colonel  Deeds  being 
dead.  Mr.  Talbott  stated  very  frankly 
that  he  would  not  permit  such  things  to 
take  place  in  his  department. 

The  other  matters  which  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefaitver]  brought 
up  had  to  do  with  things  that  occurred 
a  few  years  ago.  Mr.  Talbott  stated  that 
he  was  chairman  of  the  finance  com- 
mittee of  another  concern,  but  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  its  pricing  policy. 
He  expressed  his  own  attitude  of  mind 
which  the  Senator  from  Tennes.see 
stated  frankly  was  satisfactory  to  him. 
Therefore,  there  is  no  question  of  con- 
flict of  interests  under  the  statute.  No 
question,  as  I  have  said,  has  been  raised 
or  asked  regarding  the  personality,  in- 
tegrity of  character,  or  present  business 
activities  of  Mr.  Talbott.  The  only  ques- 
tion is  as  to  his  attitude  of  mind  when 
as  a  30-year-old  man  he  worked  on  the 
floor  of  a  factory  In  the  First  World 
War.  In  that  connection  It  would  be 
well  to  bear  in  mind  that  at  that  time 
there  was  no  aircraft  industry,  no  pro- 
duction line  for  the  building  of  airplanes, 
and  no  greatly  advanced  knowledge  ol 
how  to  build  airplanes. 

As  I  understand,  the  exchange  of  tele- 
grams came  about  in  this  way:  One 
DeHavilland  plane  had  been  shipped  from 
Elngland  to  the  United  States,  to  be  used 
as  a  model.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
in  using  the  model,  the  guns  and  gasoline 
tanks  had  to  be  changed,  and  various 
other  experiments  had  to  be  conducted. 
The  plane  was  shipped  very  secretly  to 
the  Dayton-Wright  Co.  Why  should  the 
Dayton-Wright  Co.  have  been  chosen? 
No  one  can  say.  No  one  else  had  any 
knowledge  of  the  shipment.  Colonel 
Deeds,  as  a  public-spirited  citizen,  but 
perhaps  unwisely,  because  he  had  a 
financial  interest  In  the  company,  had 
the  plane  shipped  to  the  Dayton-Wright 
Co.  He  sent  telegrams  stating  that  he 
wanted  the  company  to  be  very  careful 
not  to  permit  any  of  the  information  to 
be  disclosed  in  any  way,  or  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  Those  are  the 
circumstances  that  happened  35  years 
ago. 

As  I  have  said.  Colonel  Deeds  was  ulti- 
mately cleared  by  Secretary  Baker,  and 
continued  throughout  his  life  to  become 
an  even  more  successful  businessman, 
a  man  of  recognized  character,  if  you 
will,  because  he  held  important  positions 
in  concerns  like  the  National  Cash  Reg- 
ister Co. 

Mr.  Talbott  had  no  personal  relations 
with  Colonel  Deeds.  It  was  his  father, 
the  elder  TallMtt,  with  whom  Colonel 
Deeds  commxmicated.  Mr.  Talbott,  Jr., 
was  brave  enough,  or  frank  enough,  if 
we  wish  to  use  those  terms,  to  say  that 
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undoubtedly  mistakes  had  been  made, 
but  nothing  was  presented  to  show  his 
connection  with  those  occurrences. 

Under  all  the  circumstances,  your 
committee,  by  a  voice  vote,  but,  to  the 
best  of  my  knowledge  by  an  actual  vote 
of  14  to  1,  recommended  to  the  Senate 
that  the  nomination  of  Harold  E.  Talbott 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  be  con- 
firmed. Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the 
Senate  will  soon  approve  his  nomination 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  believe  that  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  some- 
what mistaken  in  placing  all  the  burden 
for  the  receipt  of  the  telegrams  on  Mr. 
Talbott's  father.  Unquestionably  the 
evidence  shows  that  telegrams  had  been 
sent  to  the  company  itself,  because  in 
one  telegram.  Mr.  Kettering  suggested 
that  all  confidential  telegrams  be  sent 
to  Mr.  Talbott,  Sr.,  or  to  Mr.  Smith,  who 
was  the  confidential  man  for  Deeds. 

It  will  be  found  also  that  many  tele- 
grams were  sent  to  Mr.  Kettering.  The 
telegrams  speak  for  themselves,  but 
they  cover  a  great  variety  of  matters, 
not  only  the  one  DeHavilland-4  plane. 
For  example,  they  cover  matters  per- 
taining to  the  acquisition  of  land. 

One  telegram  began  by  stating: 

For  your  personal,  confidential  Informa- 
tion, as  coming  from  your  attorney. 

Colonel  Deeds  then  advised  what  sort 
of  procedure  would  be  followed  in  the 
Department  with  respect  to  information 
he  had  obtained  confidentially. 

So  I  do  not  believe  Mr.  Talbott's  son 
should  share  the  whole  responsibility. 
As  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has 
said,  I  think  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Talbott, 
Jr.,  was  second  in  command.  Undoubt- 
edly his  father  was  the  dominating  in- 
fluence. But,  after  all,  Mr.  Talbott,  Jr., 
was  president  of  the  Dayton  Metals  Co., 
which  owned  the  Dayton-Wright  Air- 
plane Co.,  and  he  was  general  manager 
of  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  From 
both  positions  he  received  a  salary  of 
$46,000  a  year,  so  he  was  not  an  insig- 
nificant person  in  connection  with  the 
operation  of  the  company.  However,  in 
fairness,  I  think  he  knew  less  about  what 
was  happening  in  connection  with  the 
exchange  of  telegrams  than  did  his 
father. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALIi.  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that  it  is 
my  understanding  that  the  telegrams 
came  to  the  Dayton- Wright  shop,  or  the 
central  office,  and  that  Mr.  Talbott,  Sr., 
felt  that  there  might  be  leaks  in  that 
oflBce,  so  he  asked  that  all  future  tele- 
grams be  sent  to  the  office  in  town,  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Talbott.  Sr.,  personally. 
or  to  Mr.  Smith,  his  general  man  of 
affairs. 

Thereafter  I  believe  that  was  done.  I 
think  the  evidence  is  clear  that  the 
younger  Talbott,  being  an  appointee, 
and  the  factory  manager,  did  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  office  in  town, 
and  had  no  conn<H:tion  with  the  top 
management,  except  as  factory  producer. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  first,  on 
the  question  of  the  confirmation  of  this 
nomination,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  Join 
with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
KEFAUVER )  in  opfxjsition  to  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harold  E.  Talbott  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force.  I  have  tried  to  think 
of  a  more  appropriate  term  for  describ- 
ing properly  my  feelings  in  connection 
with  this  particular  nomination. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  nomination,  be- 
cause I  think  it  stinks,  and  the  terrific 
odors  emanating  from  it  are  sufficient  to 
give  warning  of  the  great  danger  of  the 
decay  of  the  whole  pattern  of  ethical 
standards  of  government. 

If  the  Senate  does  not  stop  confirming 
for  high  office  the  nominations  of  men 
who  I  think  are  involved,  as  the  nominee 
under  consideration  is  involved,  in  a 
background  of  relationship  with  the 
Defense  Establishment,  the  men  thus 
nominated  will  be  suspect  from  the  mo- 
ment they  are  confirmed. 

To  my  way  of  thinking,  it  is  incumbent 
upon  the  Senate  to  lean  over  backward 
to  keep  out  of  office  men  whom  a  large 
segment  of  our  population  view  with  sus- 
picion and  distrust.  I  do  not  know  wh^t 
character  of  mail  other  Senators  are  re- 
ceiving, but  I  know  the  kind  of  mail  I  am 
getting.  I  need  only  to  read  my  own  mail 
to  know  that  there  is  anything  but  una- 
nimity on  the  part  of  the  American 
people  with  regard  to  the  nominations  to 
the  Defense  Establishment.  I  believe  we 
are  going  to  discover  that  millions  of 
American  people  are  going  to  be  shocked 
by  this  nomination,  as,  indeed,  I  think 
they  ought  to  be  shocked  by  it. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  record.  Last 
Thursday.  January  29.  the  committee 
recommended  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Talbott.  with  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KefauverJ  dis- 
senting. 

Over  the  week-end  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  SaltonstallI  agreed 
that  further  hearings  would  be  held  on 
Talbotfs  World  War  I  connections  with 
two  aircraft  companies  whose  dealings 
were  highly  suspect  and  were  criticized 
by  Charles  Evans  Hughes  after  he  con- 
ducted   hearings    on    their    operations. 

The  Talbott  company  was  criticized 
by  a  man  who  was  appointed  as  a  special 
investigator  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States;  criticized  by  a  man  who 
became  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States;  criticized  by  a  man  who  made  a 
great  record  as  an  Investigator  of  fraud 
and  corruption  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  government;  criticized 
by  a  man  whose  report  was  joined  in, 
so  far  as  approval  was  concerned,  by  the 
House  committee;  criticized  by  a  man 
whose  report  was  not  set  aside  until 
what?  Until  we  saw  in  operation  what 
we  see  so  frequently.  Throughout  our 
history,  whenever  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment has  gotten  into  trouble,  we  have 
found  that  there  were  those  in  our  Gov- 
ernment who  tried  to  gloss  it  over  and 
excuse  it.  Mr.  President,  the  final  drop- 
ping of  the  proceedings  against  Deeds 
by  the  then  Secretary  of  War  does  not 


change  a  word  nor  answer  an  accusation 
or  charge  made  in  the  Charles  Evans 
Hughes  investigation  or  in  the  House 
committee  report. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  satis- 
fied as  to  what  happened.  It  was  de- 
cided that  there  had  been  enough 
pointing  out  of  how  bad  it  was.  and  that 
steps  should  be  taken  to  correct  the  sit- 
uation In  order  that  .some  faces  might  be 
saved.  That  Is  what  happened  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
War.  But  the  wrong  wsis  not  righted. 
Nor  was  the  basis  for  the  Hughes  charges 
changed.  They  rested  on  facts.  So,  Mr. 
President,  unle.ss  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
read  them  in  totality.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  In  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
excerpts  from  the  report  of  the  House 
committee  and  the  report  of  Charles 
Evans  Hughes  In  connection  with  the 
Deeds  and  Talbott  matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

IH    Rept    No    637.  66th  Cong..  2d  aess.I 
E.xPE.NDiTi-aE3     IN     THB     Wa«     Dkpabtment: 

AVIATIO.N  -  Rr.PlJRT         SUBMITntD         BT         Mb. 

Graham    or    Illinois.    Proh    thb    Suxct 

roMMITTEE    ON    EXPENOrrUBES    IK    THE    WaB 

Department 

Subcommittee  No  1.  on  Aviation,  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Expenditure*  In  the 
War  Department,  and  cumpoaed  of  Hon. 
James  A.  FYear.  chairman,  and  Hon.  Walter 
W  Mai;ee  and  Hon.  Clarence  F.  Lea.  were 
given  the  following  JurUdlctlon  by  said  »elect 
committee : 

•'Thl.s  Bubcommltee  will  have  jurisdiction 
over  all  expenditures  and  contract!  of  the 
Signal  Corps  and  for  aviation  generally. 
whether  such  supplies  were  purchased  or 
contracts  made  by  the  Signal  Corps  or  by 
any  other  subsequently  organised  bureau  or 
division  of  the  Army.  This  will  Include  all 
aviation  pxi>enditures  In  the  United  States 
and  until  the  supplies  for  which  such  ex- 
penditures are  made  are  landed  In  foreign 
countries  By  arrangement  between  Sub- 
committees No  1  and  No  3  this  subcommit- 
tee may  make  Inve.stlRatlons  In  Its  work 
as    to   activities    in    foreign    countries. 

"Included  in  the  worx  of  this  subcommit- 
tee will  be  the  Spruce  Production  Division 
and  all  aviation  fields  of  the  Military  Kstab- 
lishmeiu  of  every  kind,  with  their  supplies 
and  equipment." 

Since  Its  appointment,  on  June  17.  1919, 
the  subcommittee  has  been  Investigating  the 
various  matters  submitted  to  It  and  has 
taken  a  very  great  volume  of  testimony, 
which  will  be  found  in  the  printed  hearings 
of  the  committee,  pages  1  to  3880.  serial  2. 

On  February  9,  1920.  the  said  subcommit- 
tee presented  its  rep<5rt  to  said  select  com- 
mittee, which,  on  motion,  has  been  adopted 
as  the  report  of  said  committee  and  Is  as  fol- 
lows, to  wit: 

The  Select  Committee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  War  Department  was  directed  by  House 
resolution  of  June  4.  1919,  to  Investigate  all 
contracts  and  expenditures  made  by  the  War 
Department,  or  under  Its  direction,  during 
the  war.  Pursuant  to  such  resolution  the 
committee  of  15  members  therein  provided 
divided  the  work  emong  five  subcommittees, 
of  which  -Subcommittee  No.  1  ( Aviation »." 
consisting  of  James  A.  Frear.  chairman.  Wal- 
ter W  Magee,  and  Clarance  K.  Lea,  were  given 
Jurisdiction  over  all  expenditures  and  con- 
tracts of  the  Signal  Corps  and  of  aviation. 

The  following  summary  includes  a  review 
of  the  Investigation  hearings,  which  com- 
prise about  3,900  printed  pages; 


i4 


195  J 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


829 


During  our  19  months  of  war  with  Ger- 
many the  American  Congress  appropriated 
lor  Signal  Corps  and  aviation  purposes  as 
lollows: 

Appropriations... •1,692.  336,424 

He  vocation    of    excess    after 

the  war  (Feb.  5,  1919) 487.000,000 


Balance    available    for 

use... 1.205.336,424 

rrxpended     or     obligated     to 

June   30,    1919... 1,051,511,988 

The  above  statement  Is  approximately  cor- 
rect.    (Exhibit  9,  p.  2856.) 

During  this  period  expenditures  or  com- 
mitments of  over  11,000,000,000  produced  the 
following  machines  used  by  American  avi- 
ators on  the  French  fighting  front: 

Amerlcan-bullt     pursuit     or     combat 

planes None. 

Amerlcan-bullt  bombing  planes None. 

Amerlcan-bullt      observation      planes 

(DH-*'8) 213 

Machines  bought  from  our  Allies .        527 


Total    planes   on   French    front 

Nov.   11,   1918 ._        740 

(Pp    178.  179.  180.  185.) 

These  facts  confronted  the  committee  at 
the  outset  of  this  Investigation  and  what- 
ever explanations  or  excuses  may  be  oflered 
of  prospective  quantity  production,  the  fact 
remains  that  while  the  American  Congress 
and  the  people  gave  ungrudgingly  and  were 
beguiled  by  responsible  officials  with  promises 
n(  20,000  American  airplanes  that  were  to 
precede  our  American  armies  to  France,  when 
the  armistice  was  signed  over  2.000.000 
American  soldiers  had  reached  France  and 
turned  defeat  Into  victory,  while  America's 
(Ightlng  airplane  expectations  and  promises 
existed  only  on  paf>er. 

Three  thousand  American  aviators  availa- 
ble for  flying  were  In  readiness  on  the  front 
In  August  1918,  but  fighting  planes  were  not 
to  be  had,  according  to  testimony  of  Oeneral 
Kenly,  Director  of  Aviation  and  an  experi- 
enced aviator  (  p.  3494  ) . 

The  number  of  American  flyers  on  Novem- 
ber 11,  1918,  was  11,425,  of  whom  4307  were 
iti  Europe  and  7.118  In  the  United  States 
(P    284). 

Testimony  October  31.  1919.  before  the 
Joint  Military  Committee  briefly  gives  the 
story  of  America's  aviation  record  from  a 
witness  of  acknowledged  authority: 

"Senator  Chambeblain.  Did  you  at  any 
time  have  enough  planes  of  any  make  of 
American  or  foreign  to  train  that  body 
I  aviators  then  In  France]? 

"Oeneral  Pebshinc.  No;  we  were  always 
short, 

"Senator  Chambeblain.  In  other  words,  we 
had  a  body  of  young  men  over  there  to  be 
trained  that  could  not  be  trained  because  we 
did  not  have  the  facilities  to  train  them. 

"Oeneral  Pebbhing.  "yes.  sir.  That  Is  true 
I  p.   1693.  Joint  military  hearings). 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  James.  How  many  American  flghtlng 
planes  were  there  In  France  at  the  signing 
of  the  armistice? 

"Oeneral  Pebshimo.  None.  We  had  the 
De  Havllland  4'8. 

•  •'  •  •  • 
"Mr.  Milleb.  I  mean  combat  planes. 
"Oeneral  Pebshinc.  No  combat  planes. 

•  •  •  *  • 

"Mr.  Keabns,  Do  you  know  the  reason  why 
there  were  no  other  American -made  planes 
over  there? 

"General  Pebshinc.  I  know  very  little  of 
the  construction  program  In  America  nor 
the  reasons  why  we  had  no  further  planes. 
The  only  reason  that  I  can  give  Is  that  there 
were  no  planes  ready  to  ship  (p.  1611,  Joint 
military  hearings)." 


Bearing  on  the  same  question  Colonel  Pat- 
rick. Chief  of  Air  Service,  AKF,  In  August 
1918  testified: 

"Mr.  Fbear.  Two  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  twenty  machines  were  necessary  for 
1.000,000  men  (or  3.400  machines  for  Ameri- 
can forces  at  the  front )  ? 

"Colonel  Patbick.  That  would  be  It,  ap- 
proximately. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  Fbcab.  So  we  were  woefully  weak  In 
our  own  air  service,  both  In  machines  and 
men? 

"Colonel  Patbick.  Tes.  sir"  (p.  187). 

Our  utter  failure  to  produce  flghtlng  planes 
after  19  months  of  war  Is  disclosed  by  one 
question ; 

"Mr.  Magee.  As  far  as  the  manufacture  of 
pursuit  planes  or  bombing  planes  In  the 
United  States  Is  concerned,  we  are  practically 
In  the  same  position  (August  1919)  we  were 
In  when  we  entered  the  World  War? 

"Co:onel  Patbick.  Quite  true"  (p.  232). 

That,  In  brief.  Is  the  story  of  America's  air- 
craft production  failure,  occasioned  by  a 
record  of  stupidity  and  stubbornness  that 
Involved  Inexcusable  waste  of  men  and 
money  and  Invited  military  disaster. 

The  details  would  fill  volumes,  but  this 
committee  can  only  point  out  briefly  recog- 
nized causes,  as  set  forth  In  this  and  previ- 
ous Investigations,  and,  so  far  as  possible,  tlx 
responsibility  for  the  record  made. 

War  means  waste  and  extravagance,  and, 
u...less  expenditures  are  of  a  questionable 
character,  criticism  does  not  ordinarily  fol- 
low. Where  Incompetence,  Inexperience, 
blundering,  or  personal  Interests  were  per- 
mitted to  delay  or  thwart  aviation  produc- 
tion and  thereby  Jeopardize  the  winning  of 
the  war  with  attendant  unnecessary  loss  of 
lives,  responsibility  should  be  placed  upon 
those  In  actual  authority.  Tour  committee 
presents  what  are  believed  to  be  the  facta 
In  the  firm  hope  that  the  Government  may 
profit  from  errors  of  the  past.  Apologists 
can  offer  their  own  explanations. 

The  members  of  this  committee  were  ap- 
pointed without  solicitation,  but  Influenced 
by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  House  they  ac- 
cepted the  assignment  from  a  sense  of  public 
duty.  Notwithstanding  propaganda  of  a  po- 
litical character  designed  to  discredit  and 
Interfere,  begun  before  a  single  witness  haul 
been  called,  the  hearings  covering  testimony 
of  over  100  witnesses  tell  the  story,  and  this 
brief  report  Is  offered  without  conscious 
prejudice,  political  or  personal. 

SCOPE  or  THE  investigation 

Several  years'  time  and  an  expensive  audit 
would  be  necessary  to  complete  an  Investiga- 
tion of  all  aircraft  expenditures  and  com- 
mitments. About  700  contracts  of  over 
$100,000  each  for  aviation  are  set  forth  from 
pages  286  to  336  of  the  record.  Some  of 
these  contracts  severally  Involve  millions  of 
dollars  and  numerous  contracts  were  can- 
celed before  completion.  Thousands  of 
small  contracts  also  were  made  for  aviation 
purposes  during  the  war.  so  that  a  mere 
statement  of  the  situation  will  Indicate  the 
narrow  scope  necessarily  followed  In  any 
practical  Investigation  directed  by  the  House. 

Numerous  business  and  military  organiza- 
tions connected  with  aircraft  production 
were  found  broken  up  and  scattered  many 
months  before  this  committee  was  appointed, 
thereby  preventing  the  location  of  certain 
disinterested  witnesses  on  Important  mat- 
ters. It  was,  therefore,  deemed  the  proper 
function  of  this  committee  to  ascertain.  If 
possible,  what  aircraft  was  sectired  after  an 
expenditure  of  more  than  $1,000,000,000.  If 
failure  to  produce  results  occurred,  then  to 
learn  why  and  who  were  responsible.  If  un- 
due waste  or  specific  fraud  was  discovered, 
to  fix  responsibility  ao  far  as  possible,  leav- 
ing to  the  proper  legal  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment the   decision   as   to   the   character 


and  weight  of  evidence  produced   affecting 
clvfl  liability  a^d  fraud. 

i: 

TTPES  or  PLANES  IN    USE   APTEB   TWO  AND  ONE- 
HAU*  TEAXS  of  EtntOPEAN  WAB 

England,  France.  Italy,  and  Germany  pro- 
duced many  thousands  of  combat  planes  of 
numerous  types  prior  to  our  entry  into  the 
war.  Including  the  English  De  Havllland.  the 
Spad,  the  Capronl,  the  Albatross,  and  Ger- 
man Fokker. 

Improvements  In  planes  were  continual, 
but  at  the  end  of  the  war  the  above  types, 
including  the  Spad  and  Capronl,  were  as 
valuable  as  at  the  beginning  of  the  war, 
while  2Vi  years  of  world  war,  prior  to  our 
entry,  had  emphasized  the  fact  that  speed 
in  production  of  planes  then  In  use  was  of 
supreme  importance.  Perfection  In  air- 
planes, battleships,  machine  guns,  or  rifles 
was  impossible,  and  if  conditions  and  weap- 
ons were  nearly  equal,  victory  followed  those 
who  got  there  first  and  in  sufficient  numbers. 

This  truism  of  war  Is  mentioned  because 
no  excuse  can  be  offered  for  our  pitiful  fail- 
ure to  prepare  prior  to  our  entry  into  the  war. 

THE    triTEBLT    UNSAFE    DE    HAVILLAND    4     PLANE, 
KNOWN  AS  THE  FLAICING  COFFIN 

The  only  American  plane  that  ever  was 
used  at  the  front — the  De  Havlland  4 — was 
not  a  combat  plane  and  was  exceptionally 
dangerous  to  pilots  and  observers  because  of 
Its  defective  construction.  This  fact  and  the 
general  estimate  of  the  De  Havllland  4  Is  set 
forth  In  the  testimony  of  General  Mitchell, 
in  command  of  American  aviation  In  France 
(pp.  2823,  2845).  Major  Muhlenberg  (pp.  194- 
195),  Colonel  Clark  (p.  191),  Rickenbacker 
(pp.  197-198),  Eastman  (p.  2391),  Archibald, 
of  the  Suicide  Club  (pp.  1177-1179),  Major 
LaGuardia  (pp.  144-146),  Major  Melssner  (p. 
3629),  Major  Fouloia  (p.  388),  Captain  Dls- 
sette  (p.  2724),  Captain  Helsen  (pp.  2449- 
2452),  and  other  reputable  flyers  or  experts. 
Including  also  many  who  appeared  before  the 
Thomas  Senate  committee  (p.  34),  and  cor- 
roborated by  General  Pershing's  cablegram 
(p.  203). 

A  specific  indictment  against  the  De  Havl- 
land 4,  that  speaks  for  Itself,  was  presented 
by  the  recent  transcontinental  race  (October 
1919).  General  Mitchell  reported  (pt.  31^ 
concluded,  p.  148,  committee  hearings)  that 
73  airplanes  of  different  types  were  In  that 
race  and  that  10  aviators  were  killed.  The 
following  table  Is  self-explanatory: 

October  1919  military  transcontinental 
airplane  race 


Num- 
ber of 
planes 

Men 
killea 

rnoonv«>rt<'<l  De  Havillaml  4's 

C'onvfrtecl  Ih-  Ha\  illaud  i'siuid  niis- 
irllsineuu.s  planes 

S9 
34 

9 

1 

Total 

73 

10 

Nine  exp>ert  aviators  in  39  unconverted 
DH-4'6  were  killed  during  less  than  60  hours 
of  flying.  This  tragic  record  In  time  of 
peace  does  not  tell  the  whole  story,  because 
many  of  the  39  unconverted  DH-4's,  apart 
from  those  in  which  the  9  aviators  were 
killed,  were  wrecked  or  disabled  and  would 
have  been  captured  if  In  enemy  country. 

A  bullet  penetrating  the  unprotected  gas 
tank  of  a  DH-4  plane  would  set  the  plane 
on  fire,  leaving  slight  chance  for  any  pUot 
or  observers,  Jaut  that  kind  of  plane  was  the 
only  one  of  American  make  that  we  gave  our 
aviators  with  which  to  fight  the  Germans. 

On  page  556b  of  the  hearings  a  statement 
submitted    by    General     Menoher,     present 
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Chief  of  Air  Service,  shows  that  the  battle 
fatalities,  for  hours  flown,  of  American  avia- 


tors were  three  times  as  great  as  either  the 
British  or  Belgian.    The  statement  follows: 


Battle  fatalities,  pilots  only 


Period 

Flours 
tlovm 

KsUli- 

A  vpric" 
iwro'iit  of 
fatahtit-i 

III  lllilU 

111  the 

BritLsh    

July-Ortobpr  1918 

2-'""i  ^42               24H               3  2 

*tj.  ll<!l)    1                    *.i    1            CJ 

3.")  747  1             im".  1            7  -1 

BvlRian 

iai4-i8    ...    . 

American  Expediticaary  Forces 

March-N'ovi'iiilHT  \'j\H 

»  No  data. 

American  aviation  statistics  also  disclose 
that  In  proportion  to  the  number  engaged 
five  times  as  many  American  fliers  were 
killed,  compared  with  officers  of  all  other 
branches  of  the  service,  and  accidents  to 
aviation  officers.  In  round  numbers,  were  50 
times  as  great.    At  the  signing  of  the  armis- 


tice 740  planes  were  In  use  on  the  front  by 
American  aviators  and  236  rfflcers  had  been 
killed  In  battle,  or  more  than  double  the 
number  given  by  General  Mencher  In  preced- 
ing table  and  a  large  proportionate  Increase 
in  fatalities  compared  with  above-named 
countries. 


fyrom  .\ir  S^^rvice  N'cws  Lfltcr  No.  7 

,  P   121 

Officers 

Overieas 

by 
tattle 

Deaths 

r.y 

a«iil<-nt 

Dnaths 
I'y 

tlHltUj 
Bll'l 

nociilt-nt 

.■■..■12 
2.  144) 

l>e«th  rule  iMT  I, (Ml  who 
M-rvfl  over .■«■«» 

Battle    1  Aoident 

1 

TolJil 

FlyinK 

4.318 
0C.4M 

230                 2<.)r. 
2.  ((01                1  <".» 

,V4  6 
20  7 

..,.   , 

All  others. 

1   4                22   1 

ToUl 

100,802 

2,237 

4,i5 

2.672 

22.2 

4  3 

2»i.  J 

riKDINGS  or   OTHn  IKVrSTIOATOBa 

After  several  months  of  Indecision,  con- 
fusion, and  falliu-e  to  get  results  in  aviation, 
following  our  entry  Into  the  war,  Outzon  J. 
de  la  M.  Borglum  made  public  certain  specific 
charges  of  Incompetence  or  worse  against  re- 
sponsible aviation  officials  and  he  was  given 
letters  of  authority  from  President  Wilson 
to  fully  investigate  conditions.  H.  Snowden 
Marshall,  of  New  York,  also  made  a  report 
that  In  substance  agreed  with  Borglum's 
charges,  and  the  Providence  Journal,  wblch 
made  many  independent  and  valuable  inves- 
tigations during  the  war,  disclosed  waste.  In- 
efficiency, and  indefensible  delay  in  aircraft 
production  that  challenged  public  attention 
and  compelled  official  notice. 

Early  in  1918  Justice  Charles  E.  Hughes 
was  commissioned  to  make  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation of  the  entire  subject  at  the  per- 
ronal  request  of  President  Wilson.  Seven- 
teen thousand  pages  of  typewritten  testi- 
mony were  taken  by  Justice  Hughes  and  At- 
torney Meier  Stelnbrlnk,  who  were  engaged 
5  months  In  the  probe,  acting  with  the  co- 
operation and  constant  attendance  qf  the  At- 
torney General  or  hU  assistant.  The  Hughes 
report  made  in  October  1918,  of  nearly  200 
printed  pages,  was  confirmed  in  all  essential 
particulars  by  the  Attorney  General.  The 
Hughes  hearings  reached  every  phase  of  alr- 
=raft  management  and  production  and  it  Is 
worthy  of  note  that  neither  Justice  Hughes 
nor  Mr.  Stelnbrlnk  would  accept  any  re- 
muneration from  the  Government  for  their 
extended  service  to  the  country. 

Many  evidences  of  Incompetence  and  worse 
disclosed  by  the  Hughes  report  are  summed 
up  in  Justice  Hughes'  statement: 

"The  defective  organization  of  the  work  of 
aircraft  production  and  the  serious  lack  of 
competent  direction  of  that  work  by  the  re- 
sponsible officers  of  the  Signal  Corps  to  which 
the  delays  and  waste  were  chiefly  due.  were 
matters  for  administrative  correction  through 
uniflcation  of  effort  under  competent  con- 
trol. The  provisions  of  the  criminal  statutes 
do  not  reach  inefficiency"   (p.  3806). 

Justice  Hughes  was  primarily  Investigating 
charges  of  alleged  criminality  against  re- 
sponsible officials  and  neither  hU  Jurisdic- 
tion nor  that  of  Congress  could  reach  In- 
efficiency Which  occurred  through  adminis- 
trative laxity. 


FINDINCS    or    JUSTICE     HUGHES     AND     ATTORNET 
GENERAL    GRECOBT 

No  unprejudiced  man  will  question  the 
Judgment  of  President  Wilson  in  appouitmg 
Justice  Hughes  to  Investigate  and  report  why 
our  aviation  branch  of  the  service  has  been 
a  failure.  No  intelligent  man  will  question 
Justice  Hughes'  ability,  thoroughness,  and 
fairness  as  disclosed  by  his  voluminous  re- 
port found  on  pages  3712  to  3806  o{  the 
record.  With  his  conclusions  of  Incompe- 
tence and  Inefficiency  In  American  aircraft 
production  there  can  be  no  reasonable  dU- 
ference  of  opinion,  and  this  committee  rec- 
ommends a  careful  reading  of  that  exhaus- 
tive report  to  anyone  who  desires  to  know 
the  appalling  record  of  orders  and  counter 
orders.  Ignorance  and  bickerings,  waste  and 
extravagance,  evidences  of  self-interest,  and 
of  improper  practices  disclosed.  A  con- 
densed statement  of  certain  importai.t  flnd- 
Ings  In  that  report  Is  attached,  as  addenda 
A.  to  this  report. 

Justice  Hughes'  conclusions  were  acn-eed 
to  by  the  chief  legal  advl.ser  of  the  Govern- 
ment when,  on  October  31.  1918,  or  12  days 
before  the  signing  of  the  Armistice,  Att^r- 
ney  General  G.  W.  Gregory  supported  the 
Hughes  report  ip.  3706).  No  higher  author- 
ity need  be  offered  by  any  committee  to  sup- 
port findings  and  conclusions  of  Incompe- 
tence and  Inefficiency  than  the  reports  of 
Justice  Hughes  and  of  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States. 

FINDINGS    or    THE    THOMAS    SENATE    COMMITTEE 

The  Hughes  hearings  were  conducted  be- 
hind closed  doors,  so  that  In  May  1918.  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  act- 
ing on  evidence  of  gross  Inefficiency  and  fail- 
ure to  get  results  in  aviation,  appointed  a 
subcommittee — over  a  year  after  Americas 
entry  Into  the  war— to  Investigate  the  air- 
craft situation.  That  committee  consisted 
of  Senators  Thomas  of  Colorado.  Reed  of 
Missouri,  and  Hoke  Smith  of  Georgia,  Demo- 
craU,  and  New  of  Indiana,  and  Prellnghuy- 
sen,  of  New  Jersey.  Republicans.  It  held  ex- 
haustive hearings  for  several  months  cov- 
ering   over    1,200    printed    pages    In    extent. 

Unwarranted  political  charges  of  partisan- 
ship or  of   prejudice   may   have   been   made 
against     this     committee,     against     Justi.  e 
Hughes,  or  against  Attorney  General  Gregory 
but  if  so  no  intelligent  man   will   question 


the  ability  and  absolute  fairness  of  the 
strong  Senate  subcommittee,  a  majority  of 
whfise  members  were  Demo<-ratic  Senators  of 
national  reputation,  and  who  were  demand- 
ing air  protection  for  our  country  and  for 
our  forces  overseas. 

AN    UNANSWERABLE    INDICTMENT    OT    AMEKICA's 
AIRCRAFT    PRODUCTION    RECORD 

The  Senate  committee's  report,  made  to 
the  Senate  late  In  August  1918,  Is  found 
on  pages  3693  to  3706  of  the  Record  and,  like 
the  Hughes  report,  ia  there  printed  In  full 
because  of  its  definite  criticisms  as  to  ineffi- 
clei.iy  at  a  time  when  our  country  was  en- 
gaged In  the  mightiest  struggle  of  all  hUtory. 
Ill  view  of  the  necessity  for  careful  state- 
ment plain  speaking,  and  unquestioned  au- 
thority during  times  of  war.  the  Thomas 
St-natc  subcommittee  report  is  astounding 
in  character  and  certain  In  Its  conclusions. 
Quoting  an  extract  from  that  report,  we  And 
stated  (p   3693) : 

•On  April  6.  1917.  the  United  SUtes  en- 
tered the  war.  On  June  8,  1917,  public  an- 
nouncement was  made  that  a  great  fleet  of 
25  000  airplanes  was  about  to  be  created  and 
Would  be  derisive  of  the  war  months  before 
an  effective  Army  could  be  put  In  turopw?. 

"July  24.  1917.  Congress  appropriated 
•34u.0O0.000  U)  carry  out  the  aircraft  pro- 
gram. The  fund  has  been  either  by  actual 
expenlUure  or  by  commitments  exhausted. 
A  further  appropriation  of  W84.304.768  has 
been  found  necessary. 

"In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  a  sub- 
sUntlal  part  of  the  first  appropriation  was 
practically  wasted;  while  an  Army  of  3,500.000 
men  has  been  raised,  the  aircraft  situation 
IS  as  follows: 

■  tai  Six  hundred  and  one  De  HavlUand  4's 
have  been  embarked  for  FYance  up  to  August 
1,  1918.  Of  these,  67  reached  the  front  by 
July  1 

"(b)  We  have  not  a  shigle  American-made 
Chasse  or  bombing  plane  upon  the  battle 
front. 

"(C)  We  have  not  a  single  American-made 
heavy  bjmblng  plane  upon  the  battle  front. 

"(fli  We  hive  m  t  developed  or  put  in 
quantity  production  a  successful  Chaaae  or 

lighting  plane. 

"(e)  Our  attempt  to  create  a  flghtlng 
plar.e  w.i.s  ceiitpred  in  an  attempt  to  adopt 
the  Bristol  n^hter  and  De  HavlUand  to  the 
Lib  Tty  HP. tor.  nie  Bristol  was,  without  suf- 
fl.ieiit  tcsus,  put  In  quantity  production, 
(•■er  JO  >00.0O0  expended,  and  the  Uvea  of 
several  pHllant  men  sacrihced,  when  the  ma- 
chine  wn.s  condemned  and  Its  manufacture 
di.«;cot;iuiuPd. 

"  <  f  I  1  he  .standard  J  training  machine  was 
equipped  with  the  Hall-Scott  engine  and  put 
in  ciu.Tntity  production  After  more  than 
l.aoo  had  been  manufactured  at  a  cost  of 
»6o<X)uoo  the  machine  thus  equipped  was 
coi.demiied  as  dangerous  and  placed  in 
ttorage. 

"(S)  The  Spad  Is  a  Chasse  or  flghtlng 
plane  of  the  hlRhest  type.  Early  in  Septem- 
l'"r  an  oral  order  was  given  to  the  Curtlss 
Aircraft  Corp  for  the  manufacture  of  3,000 
oi  theoe  machines.  Work  was  at  once  begun 
and  dr.iwiiigs  practirally  completed.  Octo- 
ber 8  the  contract  was  canceled,  the  reason 
given  being  that  the  slni<le-seat  fighter  was 
regarded  as  ob.'^oiete.  But  the  fact  Is  that 
on  April  23,  1918.  a  contract  was  let  to  the 
Curtlss  Co.  to  build  1.000  sliigle-seat  fighters 
known  ns  the  SE  5.  which  Is  the  English 
equivalent  of  li.e  French  Spad. 

■■(i|  The  cancellation  of  the  Spad  contract 
and  the  failure  of  the  Bristol  left  us  without 
either  a  sm-le  or  two  seated  fighter.     •     •     • 

"Ik)  As  early  as  the  month  of  October  1917 
wo  were  in  po&scs.lon  of  the  necessary  facil- 
ities to  coiLstruct  the  Capronl.  a  powerful 
and  successful  heavy  bombing  plane  ap- 
proved both  by  Italian  and  EnglLsh  aeronau- 
tical engineers.  Expert  Italian  engineers 
have  been  upon  the  ground  since  the  month 
of  January,  yet  the  fact  remsuns  that  we  have 
up  to  date  coiioiructed  only  one  experimental 
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machine,  which  Is  equipped  with  Liberty 
motors. 

'•(1)  The  Handley-Page  heavy  bombing 
machine  furnishes  another  example  of  delay. 
Flans  were  furnished  the  Signal  Corps  In  the 
summer  of  1917,  but  were  not  availed 
of.  •  •  •  A  sample  plane  ordered  in 
March  1918  was  fiown  last  July.  Tests  are 
not  yet  complete." 

The  foregoing  record  of  our  tragic  failure 
In  aircraft  production,  as  determined  by  a 
Senate  committee  late  in  August  1918,  short- 
ly before  the  end  of  the  war,  is  here  submit- 
ted, together  with  the  caustic  rep)ort  of  Jus- 
tice Hughes  and  Attorney  General  Gregory 
made  late  In  October  1918.  These  nonparti- 
san. Impartial,  and  vigorous  reports  show  the 
deplorable  conditions  existing  In  our  aircraft 
program  Just  prior  to  the  armistice  and  after 
an  expenditure  or  commitment  on  contract 
at  that  time  of  a  large  part  of  the  91,000,- 
000.000  eventually  sjtent. 

AMERICA'S    HUMILIATING    AUirLANC-PKODCCnON 
RECORD 

Undisputed  f^cts  found  by  the  Thomas 
Senate  committee  disclose  that  on  August 
1.  1918,  about  16  months  after  the  declaration 
« f  war,  67  DH-4  observation  planes — Ameri- 
ca's only  contribution — had  reached  the 
flghtlng  front.  On  November  11,  1918,  3 
months  thereafter,  when  the  war  ended,  the 
67  DH-4  observation  planes  in  operation  on 
the  front  had  Increased  to  213  (p  190). 
Apart  from  627  foreign  machines  begged, 
bought,  or  borrowed  from  our  Allies,  whether 
up  to  date,  obsolescent,  or  obsolete.  It  is 
conceded  America  only  had  213  observation 
planes  of  American  make  on  the  front  No- 
vember 11,  1918  (p.  178),  with  which  to 
supply  1.250.000  American  soldiers,  then  on 
the  battle  line  (p.  186).  The  French,  after 
many  losses  In  battle,  had  3,321  planes  for 
their  1,500,000  French  soldiers  then  on  the 
line,  an  insufficient  number,  but  15  times 
as  many,  proportionately,  as  those  of  Ameri- 
can make. 

The  British  had  1.758  planes  for  their  900.- 
000  men.  or  a  slightly  less  proportion  (p. 
1701.  The  Germans,  though  hard  pressed 
toward  the  end,  with  many  destroyed  ma- 
chines, still  had  2.730  planes  on  the  line  (p. 
170 1.  Tlie  527  foreign  machines  used  by 
American  aviators  at  the  front,  whether 
c  bsolete  planes  or  otherwise,  were  borrowed 
or  bought  from  our  sorely  pressed  Allies,  who 
needed  them.  If  serviceable,  for  their  own 
use. 

In  response  to  the  contention  of  apologists 
that  Allied  planes  were  used  to  protect 
American  soldiers,  the  patent  fact  remains 
that  the  Allies  were  short  of  planes,  and  If 
the  planes  which  we  received  froi^  them  were 
of  any  value,  then.  In  helping  America,  they 
necessarily    weakened    themselves. 

TE.STIMONT    FROM    AMERICA'S    GREATEST    AVIATOR 

The  following  from  America's  greatest 
aviator.  Eddie  Rlckenbacker,  tells  the  actual 
situation  at  the  front  during  the  momentous 
summer  of  1918.  Rlckenbacker's  book  was 
recommended  to  the  committee  by  Secretary 
of  War  Baker.  Rlckenbacker  and  Melssner, 
two  of  America's  best  fighters  and  best 
Judges  of  fighting  planes,  both  testified 
before  the  committee  confirming  conditions 
graphically  contained  in  the  book,  and 
Rlclcenbacker  said  that  statements  set  forth 
In  his  book  were  at>solutely  true  and  based 
on  accurate  data  made  by  him  at  the  time. 

On  page  14  he  says  (p.  196  of  the  record)  : 

"The  Germans  •  •  •  had  seen  the 
spring  months  pass,  and  Instead  of  viewing 
with  alarm  the  huge  fleet  of  20.000  aeroplanes 
sweeping  the  skies  clear  of  German  Fokkers 
they  had  complacently  witnessed  the  Fok- 
kers occupying  the  air  back  of  our  lines  when- 
ever they  desired  it  with  never  an  American 
plane  to  oppose  them." 

Of  equally  thrilling  Interest  are  his  vivid 
descriptions  of  our  air  helplessness  on  pages 
197  and  198  of  the  record. 


Again  he  says  (p.  119  of  his  book) : 

"From  the  frequency  of  accidents  to  our 
Nleuport  It  may  be  wondered  why  we  contin- 
ued to  use  them.  The  answer  Is  simple;  we 
had  no  others  we  could  use.  The  American 
Air  Forces  were  In  dire  need  of  machines  of 
all  kinds.  We  were  thankful  to  get  any  kind 
that  would  fly.  The  French  had  already  dis- 
carded the  Nleuport  for  the  steadier,  stronger 
Spad,  and  thus  our  Government  was  able  to 
buy  from  the  French  a  certain  number  of 
these  out-of-date  Nleuport  machines  for 
American  pilot.s — or  go  without.  Conse- 
quently, our  American  pilots  In  France  were 
compelled  to  venture  out  In  Nleuports  against 
more  experienced  pilots  In  more  modern 
machines.  None  of  us  In  France  could  under- 
stand what  prevented  our  great  country  from 
furnishing  machines  equal  to  the  best  in  the 
world. 

"Many  a  gallant  life  was  lost  to  American 
aviation  during  those  early  months  of  1918, 
the  responsibility  for  which  must  lie  heavily 
upon  some  guilty  conscience." 

The  German  Fokker,  Rlckenbacker  said, 
was  8up>erior  to  any  fighting  plane  p>06sessed 
by  the  Allies  and  far  excelled  the  discarded 
French  Nleuport  or  even  the  French  Spad 
(pp.  3649-3650). 

Colonel  Patrick,  when  before  our  commit- 
tee, speaking  of  Rlckenbacker,  says  (p.  197)  : 

"He  had  26  victories,  I  think.  I  decorated 
him.  I  gav>  him  the  Distinguished  Service 
Cross  '■ 

Disclosing  our  complete  helplessness  in  the 
face  of  the  enemy,  Rlckenbacker  again  says: 

"The  truth  Is  that  not  one  American-made 
fighting  machine  came  to  the  front  until  the 
war  was  ended"  (p.  197). 

RECKLESS  BLUNDERING  OF  RESPONSIBLE  OFnCIALS 

Responsible  American  officials  who  refused 
to  have  manufactured  recognized  typ>es  of 
fighting  machines  then  In  service;  who  reck- 
lessly blundered  with  attempted  quantity 
production  of  the  worthless  Bristol  that  could 
not  carry  the  Liberty  motor;  who  canceled 
the  3.000  Spad  order  given  our  factories 
In  September  1917;  who  ignored  General 
Poulols'  request  from  France  early  In  July 
1917,  for  800  8E>-5's,  800  Spads,  800  Sopwlths, 
and  8,000  specifically  named  fighting  ma- 
chines like  planes  then  In  use  (p.  360-670); 
who  Ignored  the  request  of  General  Mitchell 
and  the  French  Government  (p.  2614-2617) 
for  planes  and  aviators,  have  not  suffered 
from  "guilty  conscience,"  but  have  sought  to 
Justify  their  record  of  mistakes  and  their 
appalling  inefficiency  with  flimsy  excuses. 

Swlvel-chalr  experts  have  declared  to  our 
committee  that  American  aviators  were  fur- 
nished similar  machines  to  those  used  by 
our  allies  and  that  the  213  DH-4's  eventually 
furnished  by  America's  expert  designers  on 
the  front  were  the  equal  of  machines  pos- 
sessed by  the  allies  or  by  the  enemy.  Chief 
Ace  Rlckenbacker,  Melssner,  Archibald,  Gen- 
eral Mitchell,  General  Kenly  (p.  3496),  and 
many  others  have  nailed  such  untrue  state- 
ments In  their  testimony  (pp.  2623,  3498), 
while  many  other  authorities  have  shown 
the  uselessness  of  the  DH-4  in  any  real 
flghtlng. 

Like  the  promised  20,000  to  25,000  Ameri- 
can planes,  fabrications  regarding  produc- 
tion were  used  to  deceive  the  American  peo- 
ple; but  that  those  at  the  front  In  France, 
who  were  meeting  great  odds,  knew  the  truth. 
A  billion  dollars  for  aircraft,  a  large  part  of 
which  the  Thomas  committee  found  to  have 
been  wasted,  was  a  miserable  record,  but  of 
little  Importance  compared  to  Rlckenbacker's 
brief  comment,  "Many  a  gallant  life  was  lost 
to  American  aviation  •  •  •  the  respon- 
sibility for  which  must  lie  heavily  upon  some 
guilty  conscience."  The  Hughes  and  Thomas 
investigations  have  placed  the  facts  before 
the  country  for  consideration  of  those  who 
ungrudgingly  raised  a  billion  dollars  that  our 
troops  might  be  protected  with  aircraft. 
Congress  appropriated  every  dollar  asked  for, 
according  to  General  Squler  (p.  3590),  and 
with  this  record  of  failure,  Colonel  Deeds, 


Director  of  Aircraft,  who  had  been  removed 
and  who  had  been  recommended  for  court 
martial  by  Justice  Hughes,  was  banqueted  in 
Washington  by  Chief  Signal  Officer  Squler 
and  other  admirers  for  the  kind  of  record  he 
had  made  (p.  59) . 

Rlckenbacker  repeatedly  describes  the 
helplessness  of  the  DH-4  on  pages  197  and 
198  of  the  committee  record. 

"FLAMING   COFTINS"    FURNISHED   AMERICAN 
AVIATORS 

What  more  fearful  arraignment  can  be 
offered  than  the  following  description  by 
Rlckenbacker  of  their  helplessness  In  action 
(p.  198  of  record)  : 

"From  every  side  Fokkers  were  picking 
upon  the  clumsy  Liberty  machines  (DH-4'6) 
which,  with  their  criminally  constructed  fuel 
tanks,  offered  so  easy  a  target  to  the  Incen- 
diary bullets  of  the  enemy  that  their  unfor- 
tunate pilots  called  this  boasted  achievement 
of  our  Aviation  Department  their  "flaming 
coffins.'  During  that  one  brief  flight  over 
Grand  Pre  I  saw  three  of  these  crude  ma- 
chines go  down  in  flames,  an  American  pilot 
and  an  American  gunner  In  each  'flaming 
coffin,"  dying  this  frightful  and  needless 
death."" 

Equally  vivid  Is  the  following  brief,  bitter 
experience  that  needs  no  additional  explana- 
tion. Captain  Sweeney,  an  American  engi- 
neer, testified  before  our  committee  as  fol- 
lows  (p.   1354)  : 

"On  the  22d  of  Augtist  1918,  In  Clarmont, 
France,  about  16  men  (American  aviators) 
were  lined  up  that  had  been  ordered  to  the 
front.  I  think  there  were  about  four  or  six 
DH-4  machines,  and  the  rest  were  French 
machines  •  •  •.  They  were  second- 
grade  machines.  The  French  did  not  give 
the  first-class  machines  to  the  Americans 
•  *  •.  They  shook  hands  with  everybody 
and  said,  'Well,  this  is  not  au  revolr;  this  is 
goodby.'  Captain  Williams  (in  charge  of  the 
aviation  group)  and  I  were  standing  opposite, 
and  I  asked  him  why  all  this  gloom  •  •  *. 
He  said,  'Well,  those  American  machines 
have  no  protection.  As  soon  as  a  bullet  hits 
that  gasoline  tank  it  Is  certain  it  will  take 
fire  immediately,  and  the  men — the  pilot  and 
observer — have  no  chance  to  get  away.'  He 
said  the  boys  called  those  'fiamlng  coffins." 

"Mr.  Magee.  Sure  death? 

"Captain  Sweenet.  I  presume  so.  I  did  not 
ride  in  any  of  them. 

"Mr.  Magee.  What  did  he  say  about  that — 
the  captain  in  charge? 

"Captain  Sweeney.  He  said  they  would  not 
come  back;  that  when  one  of  the  machines 
was  struck  it  was  the  finish.  The  French 
machines  were  old  and  not  up  to  date.  They 
were  not  as  fast  as  the  German  machines 
and,  therefore,  they  did  not  figure  they  had 
much  chance  in  these  machines,  either.  I 
saw  Captain  Williams  about  a  month  after- 
ward and  asked  him  partlculsirly  if  those 
fellows  came  back.  He  said  he  had  never 
hearC  of  any  of  them.  He  said  they  had 
fallen  Inside  the  German  lines  and  had  been 
captured  or  killed." 

Captain  Sweeney's  statement  and  Rlcken- 
backer's vivid  description  can  be  fully  under- 
stood when  9  men  where  killed  In  39 
unconverted  DH-4'8  In  the  recent  October 
transcontinental  races  and  many  other 
DH-4  machines  like  those  we  sent  to  France 
were  wrecked  or  damaged,  which  in  battle 
would  have  meant  certain  death  or  captui'e 
to  the  fliers  engaged. 

RESPONSIBILITY     FIXED     FOR     USE     OF     "UiTUlLT 
UNSAFE"    PLANES 

In  spite  of  wanton  waste  of  lives,  these 
DH-4's,  the  only  American-made  planes  that 
reached  the  front,  were  kept  in  production 
after  their  dangerous'  and  clumsy  construc- 
tion was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge. 
The  last  Director  of  Aircraft,  Mr.  John  D. 
Ryan,  Just  prior  to  his  long  Etiropean  trip 
with  Secretary  Baker  In  August  1918,  testified 
before  the  Thomas  Senate  subcommittee  a 
few  weeks  after  he  had  canceled  the  order  for 
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the  utterly  useless  Bristol  that  could  not  thousanm  of  unsafe  plawm  vmvt  wtth  mtll  orawwo  ow  ouk  exhausted  allies 
caiT7  the  Liberty  motor.  The  following  kkowledce  of  theie  defects  Mr  CYowcIl  Includes  Penguin  wooden  grass- 
testimony  Is  from  Director  Ryan  on  the  Many  combat  flyers  testified  before  the  hoppers  in  his  list  of  planes  ar.rt  also  scores 
DH-4.  His  responsibility  lor  aviation  and  Hughes  Investigation,  the  Thomas  commit-  of  worthless  Brlstols  and  1,680  condemned 
needless  waste  of  life  was  then  being  weighed  tee,  and  this  committee  regarding  the  unsafe  Standard  J  training  planes  (p.  3769 K  to- 
by that  committee:  and  clumsy  DH-4  planes,  but  not  1  witness  gether  with  other  similar  disastrous  CEperl- 

"Senator  Run.  You   know   that   the   best  Q^t  of  the  740  American  flyers  at  the  front  ments.  Including  4,000  utterly  unsafe  DH-4"s, 

and   most  experienced   fliers,   a    numtier   of  has  been  found  to  defend  Its  use  for  fighting  In  order   to  reach  the  figures  conUlned  In 

them  In  this  country,  have  testified  before  purposes  In  battle.  his  remarkable  stat-ment.  but  when  he  states 

this    committee    that    they    regard    the    De  one  thousand  and  ninety-seven  of  these  that  "3.328  fighting  planes"  were  produced 

Havllland  machine  as  utterly  unsafe  and  that  dH-4  machines,  which  Rlckenbacker  called  In  America,  the  astonishing  error  Is  manifest, 

they  would  refuse  to  go  up  In  it  or  send  sub-  criminally    constructed,    were    produced    In  Rlclienbacker's  brief  statement  Is  undented 

ordinates  up  in  it?  October  1918  alone  at  a  cost  of  $10,000,000  to  (p.  197)  :   "The  truth  is  that  not  one  Amer- 

"Mr.  Rtan.  I  understand  that  some  have  $15.000.000.  and  they  were  kept  in  production  lean-made    fighting    machine    came    to    the 

testified  that  they  have  refvised  to  go  up  in  ^p  to  the  end  of  the  war.     A  certainty  exists  front   until   the  war  was  ended."     Secretary 

It  or  let  subordinates  go  up  In  It.  that     fatalities     among     American     aviators  Baker.  Mr.  Ryan.  General  Pershing,  and  all 

"Senator  Reed.  You  propose  to  go  on  mak-  would  have  largely  Increased  but  for  the  fall-  other   witnesses   before   all    the   committees 

Ing  the  De  HaviUand-4  machines?  ure  of  General  Pershing  to  receive  mere  than  agreed  to  this  proposition.     Neither  3328  nor 

"Mr.  Rtan.  Until  we  can  put  the  De  Havil-  213  of  these  DH-4's  with  which  to  face  the  any  American-made  fighting  machines  were 

Iand-9  In  production.  enemy.  produced  for  use  before  the  end  of  the  war, 

"Senator  Reed.  Do  you  Intend  to  do  that  Good  Judgment  was  displayed  when  over  but  Mr    Crowell's  statement  calls  to  mind  a 

regardless    of   any    testimony    that    may    be  I.OOO  DH-4's   were  scrapped   and  burned   in  most  pitiful  picture  of  our  own  inefficiency 

given  by  exi>erienced  fliers  that  the  machine  France     after     the     armistice,     whereas     we  during    the    war    when    he    says    that    6.000 

Is  utterly  unsafe?  brought  back  1.000  used  and  unused  foreisrn  planes  of  various  types,  largely  training,  In- 

"Mr.  Ryan.  I  am  not  convinced  that  the  planes.   Including   about   300  obsolete  Nleu-  ciudmg    over    2,(X)0    obsolete    Nleuports    and 

burden  of  testimony  of  the  fliers  throughout  ports  and  Sopwlths.  discarded  by  the  Allies  Soj  withs.    were    purchased    from    the    Allies 

the  country  la  that  the  De  Havllland-4  Is  an  jong   before   the  end   of   the   war    (p    3317>.  coring  the  war,  equal  In  number  to  the  total 

unsafe  machine"  (p.  42).  Very  few  of  these  were  new.  and  yet  were  real  fighting  planes  on  the  front  owned  by 

This  testimony  is  taken  from  the  official  sent  here  In  preference  to  the  utterly  unsafe  France    and    England     combined.     Bleeding 

record    of   the    Thomas    Senate    committee  dH-4"-  (pp.  3317-20).  France   and  exhausted   England,   with  their 

hearings  to  show  the  pvirpose  of  responsible  General    Pershing's    cablegram     (p.    203^,  backs  against  the  wall,  with  reserves  strained 

American  aircraft  production  officials  from  showing  over  50  defects  In  DH-4  planes  re-  to  the  utmost  limit,  were  called  on  to  furnish 

Bquler    and    Deeds,    at   the    beginning,    and  ceived  by  him   In  Europe,  specifically   indl-  planes    to    the    opulent,    prosperous    United 

down  to  Ryan  at  the  finish,  to  keep  manu-  catcd   the  clumsy,  dangerous  machine,   and  States  that  had  raised  a  billion  dollars  for 

facturlng  for  use  of  American  aviators  the  apart   from  the   213   used  at  the   front,  the  planes  and  then  had  to  depend  on  the  Allies 

"utterly     unsafe"     DH-4.     Equal     responsi-  remainder  of  the  DH-4s  were  put  to  better  fur  527  fighting  planes.  Including  Nleuports 

blllty  rests  with  the  head  of  the  War  Depart-  use  by  being  kept  boxed  and  stored  In  this  and    Sopwlths     ail    that   we    could   get — be- 

ment   who   was   Informed   of   the    facts — for  country  as  cofftn-shaped  monuments  to  offl-  cause  of  our  own  fnllure  to  produce.     Oen- 

Secretary   Baker,  who  approved   the   Squler  clal  stupidity  and  criminal  stubbornness.  eral  Perslilnj;  test  "fled  that  we  were  short  of 

program    at     the    outset,     was    before    the  Sending    American    aviators    into    action  both    fi^'htmg    planes    and    training    planes. 

Thomas  committee  In  Augtist  1918,  when  the  with  these  DH-4's  was  more  wasteful  of  hu-  Criminally  short,  he  might  truthfully  have 

following  startling  statement  was  made  to  man    life,    even    In   the   hands   of   the    best-  added, 

him  by  a  Senator  of  that  committee:  trained  aviators,  than  It  would  have  been  to  The  picture  Is  humiliating  when  we  con- 

"Senator  Nrw.  It  Is  a  fact  that  every  flyer  equip     shock    troops     with     wooden     guns,  template  the  efforts  of  our  Allies  to  provide 

that  we  have  had  before  this  committee  as  a  American  aviators  made  a  name  for  American  planes  fur  their  own  protection,  as  disclosed 

witness,  including  several  who  have  seen  long  valor,  courage,  and  skill,  although  equipped  by  the  testlm-iny,  and  by  their  payment  to  us 

service  abroad,  both  In  our  own  forces,  the  with  second-  or  third-rate  machines,  as  de-  per  thousand  feet,  on  a   10-percent  salvage 

Brlttah  forces,  and  the  French  forces,  have  scribed    by    the    different    witnesses.     Indi-  basis,    of    $802  20,    $287  20,    and   $895.20.    for 

testified  that  the  De  Havllland-4  machine,  vldual  aviators  stood  out  brilliantly,  but  with  spruce,  fir.  and  cedar,  respectively,  which  was 

With   the  defects  appearing  In  it  as  it  has  all   their   bravery,    which   was   emulated    by  used  by  them  in  building  planes  for  our  mu- 

been  produced  at  the  Dayton-Wright  factory,  their  comrades  on  the   ground   when   goln?  tual   defense    (p    2304),   while  many  of  our 

is   highly   dangerous   and   ought   not   under  over  the  top,  the  fact  remains  that  nothing  own  factories  were  standing  Idle,  according 

any  circumstances  be  used;  and  at  least  one  injured  the  morale  of  flyers,  or  of  the  soldiers  to  the  Huqhes  report. 

officer  has  testified  that  he  would  no  longer  whom    they    were     protecting,     more     than  We  had  the  factories,  men.  and  money,  and 
•end  men  up  from  his  field  in  a  machine  knowledge  that  their  machines  In  use  were  mlijht  have  turned  out  planes  at  a  wholesale 
of   that   type   until   after  these  defects   had  dlscar4ed  French  Nleuports  or  unsafe  Amer-  rate,  when  the  uselessness  of  DH-4'8  in  battle 
been  remedied.     In  view  of  that  condition,  lean  planes  far  Inferior  to  machines  then  In  was   demon<;t rated    at   the   outset,   but   that 
as  It  has  been  expressed  and  recorded  by  the  use  by  the  enemy  (pp.  3649-52).  wi\s  the  only  American  machine   ever  pro- 
men  who  are  best  qualified  to  pass  upon  the  misleading  pboductiok  ncuRis  ^uced  for  u-e  at  the  front. 
condlUons  and  quality  of  that  machine.  I  at  misleading  pboductiok  noURES  American  air- 
least  think  that  it  wu  a  very  great  error  of  Testimony  was  placed  before  the  commit-  .^5'  3drrt^L  rt,  Jfn^  lo  rnn^th.  ^  llr 
policy  and  judgment  to  have  sent  them  for-  tee    relating    to    production    figures,    actual  \?^^J'^^TJ^^  ?,Tr7'ilr^^^^ 
i«Td   befori  these  mistakes  were  corrected,  and  prospective.     Estimates  were  frequently  1' d  unMl  re^nonlih  e  Am.rir«n^offlMJ..  de 
and  I  wanted  to  know  whether  or  not  you  measured  by  the  imagination  of  wl"    -.ve^.  ^."f  "";"  hnim    ^nnH/ r!r,rnnu     »n^    J^^^ 
agreed  with  that  view  while  grossly  misleading  evidence,  cci:.  ..sing  ^"'^^,    ^°    ^"  'f    Spads     Capronls,    and    real 

"Mr  BA«.    ThJsu^mmittee.  of  course,  to  the  average  mind,  shows  that  anything  ««/;''"^  machines,  without  constantly  can- 

has  a  great  advantage  over  me  in  ihat  I  have  may   be  proved   by   figures.  T^IZ"J'',^\'^'J-''^  ^T  "''°'°  ^T'"' 

not  been  permitted  to  see  any  of  the  testl-  As  stated.  Secretary  Baker  testified  In  effect  n„^  f  °  \      „       ^^I  ^    l^  nf^^^ 

mony  the  committee  has  taken,  so  that  I  do  before   our  committee   that   at   the   end   of  Z.    Zu        r,           I     }     reacnea  744.     beven 

not  know  anything  about  this  concurrence  the  war  we  had  not  a  single  Amerlcan-bullt  LIh       /""*'^^-    ^^^^^^^    strenuous    war 

of  opinion  to  which  you  refer.  fighting  or  bombing  plane  at  the  battle  front,  ^f„^*^-    American    production    reached    489 

••Senator  New.  I  ail  telling  you  now  what  and    Colonel    Patrick    stated    that    the    only  o^f ''?'", '^"^"^^    ^!.^®-  ?'  \}°^  °'  f^"J 

that  oplnioa  is"  (p.  34).  machines  in  use  at  the  front  by  Americans  J^Jarv          *'''°'P"^**    '"^*'    '*"    ™°°"'    °^ 

More  specifically.  Secretary  Baker  testified  were  527  foreign  bought  or  t>orrowed  planes.  ^' 

before  our  own  committee,  July  31,  1919,  as  supplemented    by    213    observation    DH-4's  American  airplane  production,  1918  (p.  518) 

follows   (p.  42):  (p.   178).                                                                               January _       744 

"Secretary  Bakek.  Mr.  Ryan  and  I  talked  General  Pershing  testified  before  the  Joint     February 725 

over  the  general   question     •      •      •     and   I  Military  Committee  that  we  never  had  any     March .V.W                                      934 

approved  that  we  should  not  suspend  making  American-built  fighting  plane  at  the  front,     April Tri-                                           728 

any  machine  we  were  then  making,  but  we  yet  we  find  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Crow-      May 11"!                                             "       698 

should  go  on  and  make  it  and  get  ready  to  ell,  in  a  report  on  American  munitions  (p.  June..r."*J                                                      448 

make  others."  243   of  report),  giving  figures  that  carry  a  July.V.V.'.V.                                                      666 

This  was  Mr.  Baker's  Judgment  when  the  wealth   of   misinformation   characteristic   of  AugilstV"_'."__V                                                   439 

only    machine    apart    from    training    planes  similar  testimony  placed  before  the  commit-  September                                                     "       450 

then  or  thereafter  produced  by  the  United  tee  and  before  the  country.     He  says:  October.                                                                 554 

States  was   the  utterly  unsafe  DH-4  plane.  "On  the  day  the  armistice  was  signed  we  " 

Secretary   Baker   and   Mr.   Ryan,    his    ap-  had  received  from  all  sources  16,952  planes.  "^^^  foregoing  does  not  include  the  "quan- 

polntee.  were  both  faced  by  the  Senate  com-  Of  these,  6.198  had  been  produced  for  us  by  ^'^y  production"  of  DH-4"s,  but  It  does  In- 

mlttee  with  these  facts,  which  were  pressed  the  Allies."  elude  all  training  planes,  sea  sleds,  and  aev- 

upon   them   when  they  sailed   together  for  Of  11,754  planes  claimed  to  have  been  built  "al  hundred  Penguins,  or  what  are  known 

Kurope  in  August  1918,  at  which  time  Mr.  in  America,  according  to  this  same  authority,  as    wooden    grasshoppers.     It    also    includes 

Zl^  t^Jf^"^  *°  Senator  Reed  that  he  pro-  we  had  produced  3,328  fighting  planes.    That  1.660  discarded  worthless  Standard  J  planes. 

poMd  to  go  on  making  the  dangerous  DH^s,  U  his  statement.  described  In  the  Thomas  committee  report. 
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and  scores  of  Brlstols.  also  discarded.  About 
4  .WO  useless  DH-4"8  were  paid  for  by  th« 
United  States  at  a  cost  of  over  $60,000,000. 

The  following  statement  gives  comparative 
production  of  airplanes  In  Italy,  Prance.  Erg- 
l.iiid,  and  the  United  States  by  months  from 
January  1  to  September  30,  1918,  according  to 
testimony  of  General  Menoher,  Chief  of 
Air  Service: 

Total  production  of  airplanes  in  Italy.  France, 
England,  and  United  States,  by  months, 
from  Jan.  1  to  Sept.  30.  191» 


lt»ly 

Franc* 

Enit- 
land 

TniUMl 

r.il^    Jiituiiiry   

K<  l'ai;iry  

Nliu-ch 

\\<r',\ 

3Hh 

:hu 

18U 
Uil 
2UI 

4.W 
3t^^ 
374 

2,W8 

1.4H4 
l.ftLS 

i.nw 

2.  ISO 
2.U2:i 
2.262 
2..'iM.'; 
2.H.%7 
2.23H 

2.M7 
2.2»« 
2.,W7 
2.  I<i7 
3.0.M 
2.ft5U 
3.474 
2.27V 
2.726 

729 
7(4 
tJ:« 
743 

May          .     ... 

7.11 

Jullf       

7M 

July       

.\ll?U.'it    

b«'l>U'IulnT 

713 
1,207 

Tutal 

1«,»33 

23.900 

7,74fl 

1  I  li*-  ;i|i|>iirfiit  >li.<cn'i>anoy  in  .\nu'riran  Siri'lMn-  pro- 
d'lctiim  shown  f>y  the  2  tiihlf*  is  rtiw  to  the  DH-I's, 
*»bicli  w  ituludi-d  in  tlu'  M»c«n>l  Labli-. 

WASTED    3    T  :    5    MONTHS 

Mtrch  13,  1918,  Gen.  Pershing  cabled  Gen. 
Squier: 

•  Approximately  700  cadets  in  Europe  await- 
ing flying  training.  These  cadeU  have  al- 
ready wasted  from  3  to  5  months  for  training 
and  it  is  estimated  some  of  them  will  have  to 
waste  at  least  4  months  before  their  training 
can  be  commenced.  •  •  •  These  condi- 
tions have  produced  profound  discourage- 
ment among  cadets"  (p.  3751). 

The  whole  country  was  becoming  discour- 
aged with  Squler.  Deeds,  et  al..  and  no  relief 
ever  In  sight. 

Vice  President  Keys,  of  the  Curtlss  Co..  sets 
furih  some  of  the  contradictory  orders  re- 
ceived (pp  3481-3483)  while  789  changes 
were  made  under  orders  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  the  attempted  production  of  the  dis- 
carded Bristol.  The  following  testimony  is 
illuminating  regarding  this  one  firm  manu- 
(aciuriiig  planes: 

Mr.  Freak.  How  many  men  were  you  em- 
pluvlng? 

"Mr.  Kets.   18.700. 

"Mr.  Feeae.  What  was  your  possible  pro- 
duction capacity? 

"Mr.  Kets.  Our  plant  was  designed  for  a 
maximum  of  1(X)  machines  a  day  of  any  type 
small  machines.  •  •  •  We  contracted  in 
September.  1918.  to  deliver  100  machines 
(fighting  planes)  a  day"  ( pp.  3456-3457 ) . 

The  Curtlss  firm  received  an  order  for  3.000 
fi^hling  "Spads"  on  September  19,  1917.  The 
order  was  cyiceled  November  7.  1917.  (P. 
3755  )  But  this  one  factory  could  have  pro- 
duced 30.000  fighting  planes  a  year,  according 
to  Keyes,  If  given  a  free  hand. 

Borglum  stated  several  months  before  the 
Hughes  Investigation  was  started  that  at  the 
Curtlss  plant  13,000  or  14.000  people  were  on 
the  payrolls  (cost  plus)  and  "It  has  been 
frufTering  from  60  to  70  percent  Idleness.  Very 
much  the  same  conditions  prevail  at  the 
SUmdard  Co."  (p.  27).  All  were  waiting  for 
orders  from  the  experimenting  experts. 

General  Squler.  before  the  Senate  Military 
Committee.  January  30,  1918.  explained  his 
own  state  of  mind  at  that  early  date  when  he 
said 

"I  think  we  shipped  no  training  planes  to 
France  at  all.  It  is  looming  on  the  horizon 
that  we  may  be  producing  more  than  we  can 
get  across  and  thereby  be  upsetting  Industry" 
(P   24). 

UPSSTTINC    INDITSTET 

General  Squler's  statement  before  the  Sen- 
ate  Military  Committee  was  made  shortly 
before  General  P«rshlng  cabled  to  blm  that 
7U0  flying  cadets  had  been  from  3  to  5  months 
delayed  in  their  training  because  of  absence 
of  planes. 
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While  General  Perahing,  General  Mitchell, 
Major  Foulols.  and  others  in  Prance  were 
frantically  calling  for  planes  with  which  to 
train  and  fight.  General  Squire  was  calmly 
studying  the  horizon  to  discover  whether 
we  should  upset  Industry. 

Upsetting  industry  has  been  a  besetting 
fear  with  the  War  Department,  which  made 
8  hours  a  day's  work  for  soldiers  on  the 
coast.  It  has  salvaged  airplanes,  copper, 
trucks,  and  all  other  properties.  Including 
foodstuffs  in  a  manner  not  to  upset  industry. 
It  has  frequently  sold  back  for  a  song  arti- 
cles produced  under  Government  contract, 
to  the  original  producers  in  order  not  to 
upset  Industry.  Airplanes  costing  the  Gov- 
ernment $20,000,000  were  resold  to  the  Cur- 
tlss factory  for  $2,700,000,  or  about  13  per- 
cent of  cost.  Thousands  of  American  avi- 
ators were  compelled  to  buy  at  full  price 
from  the  Curtlss  Co.  if  they  wanted  these 
machines. 

In  his  final  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
evidencing  the  failure  to  receive  American 
planes.  General  Pershing  says  (p.  76  of 
report)  : 

"In  aviation  we  were  entirely  dependent 
upon  oi»  alUes.  •  •  •  Without  going 
into  a  complete  discussion  of  aviation  ma- 
terial, it  will  be  sufficient  to  state  that  it 
was  with  great  difficulty  that  we  obtained 
equipment  even  for  training." 

Nothing  need  be  added  to  this  significant 
statement  of  failure  of  responsible  officials 
In  this  country  to  provide  airplanes. 

America's  aviators,  with  all  their  handicaps 
through  poor  planes,  are  described  as  follows 
by  the  same  high  authority: 

"As  to  our  aviators,  many  of  whom  trained 
with  our  allies,  it  can  be  said  that  they 
had  no  superiors  In  daring  and  In  fighting 
ability.  During  the  battles  of  St.  Mlhlel  and 
Meuse-Argonne  our  aviators  excelled  all 
others.  They  have  left  a  record  of  courageous 
deeds  that  will  ever  remain  a  brilliant  page 
in  the  annals  of  our  Army." 

HT7CHES    AKD    THOMAS   COMMriTKE   EXPOSTS 

This  committee  has  embodied  In  Its  hear- 
ings as  exhibits,  the  hearings  and  reports  of 
Justice  Hughes  and  of  the  Senate  subcom- 
mittee, because  early  t  the  investigation  it 
was  determined  to  avoid  duplicating  hearings 
and  overlapping  of  investigations  so  far  as 
possible.  With  that  purpose  in  view,  your 
committee  has  accepted  the  concliulons 
based  on  specific  facts  of  the  two  other  in- 
vestigations with  a  belief  that  the  desire  of 
the  House  is  to  have  facts  brought  down 
to  date,  together  with  an  Investigation  of  the 
spruce  situation,  which  was  suggested  In  the 
Hughes  report.  The  Major  Ray  spruce  in- 
vestigation, and  various  hearings  in  other  in- 
vestigations, are  also  herein  referred  to. 

The  Hughes  report  fixed  responsibility  on 
certain  officials,  from  General  Squler  and 
Deeds  down  to  subordinate  officers,  and  re- 
cited failures  In  measuring  up  to  require- 
ments. The  Thomas  Senate  committee' re- 
port devoted  brief  consideBatlon  to  individual 
inefficiency,  but  jx>lnted/out  the  disastrous 
pKJllcy  pursued  In  sacrificing  everything  and 
subordinating  all  energies  to  perfecting  the 
Liberty  motor. 

In  the  Judgment  of  this  committee  t>oth 
the  Hughes  report  and  the  Thomas  report 
reached  correct  conclusions,  and  it  Is  not 
necessary  to  reiterate  those  conclusions;  but 
responsibility  for  failures  should  be  charge- 
able to  those  at  the  top  who  permitted  in- 
efficiency and  stupidity  to  govern  what  ought 
to  have  been  a  vigorous  branch  of  our  mili- 
tary program.  Addenda  A  in  part  2  of  this 
report  gives  an  extended  summary  by  Justice 
Hughes  of  production  figures  and  other  data 
down  to  October  1918. 

omciAL  axsPONsiBiLrrT  roa  aviatiom  rAtmaza 
A  sufficient  warning  was  given  the  Depart- 
ment by  General  Squler  before  the  Senate 
Military  Committee.  January  SO.  1918.  when 
be  said: 


"We  had  to  make  a  momentous  decision 
back  in  April  1917,  when  we  decided  to  make 
the  Liberty  motor.  •  •  •  We  had  to  throw  tlie 
die.  I  think  we  did  right.  We  had  to  decide 
whether  we  would  go  over  to  England  and 
get  those  planes  and  engines  and  try  to 
produce  them  or  try  to  pool  everything  we 
had.  That  decision  was  taken  boldly,  and  I 
think  it  was  a   very  wise  one"    (p.  23). 

Justice  Hughes'  report  says  of  General 
Squler  ( p.  3773 ) : 

"The  duty  of  providing  an  adequate  organ- 
ization for  aircraft  production  was  left  to  the 
Signal  Corps.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this 
undertaking  was  beyond  the  competency  of 
the  Chief  Signal  Officer." 

This  reckless,  foolish  policy  threw  aside 
every  tried  life  preserver,  every  efficient  air 
weapon  used  by  all  other  countries  after  30 
months  of  war,  and  resulted  in  disastrous 
blunders  and  Inexcusable  delays,  when  de- 
lays meant  unnecessary  loss  of  life  and  passi- 
ble loss  of  battles.  General  Squler  threw  the 
die  In  April  1917,  and  pooled  everything  for 
the  Liberty  motor  experiment,  which  was 
used  in  the  hopeless  DH-4's  ignoring  all  other 
weapons. 

Secretary  of  War  Baker,  while  before  our 
committee,  said  he  approved  General  Squler's 
course  when  he  responded,  "That  was  my 
Judgment  at  the  time  and  still  is  my  judg- 
ment" (p.  23). 

On  Secretary  Baker's  shoulders  must  rest 
equal  responsibility  for  failure  to  procure 
other  engines  and  other  planes  when  pooling 
all  energies  in  the  Liberty  motor.  Thou- 
sands of  workmen  were  idle  In  airplane  fac- 
tories waiting  for  work,  while  Europe  ahouted 
for  planes.  General  Squler  was  finally  re- 
lieved from  active  production  about  the  time 
he  testified  before  the  Senate  committee  after 
9  months  of  valuable  time  had  been  wasted. 
All  energies  continued  to  be  bent  in  buUdlng 
the  useless  DH-4,  as  shown  by  Director  Ryan's 
testimony  previously  cited,  and  the  same  dis- 
astrous policy  was  thereafter  pursued  to  the 
end  of  the  war  and  approved  by  Secretary 
Baker  (p.  42). 

It  Is  not  the  province  of  this  committee  to 
declare  the  measure  of  responsibility  of  any 
official,  but  we  would  be  derelict  In  duty  if 
we  failed  to  present  to  the  Hotise  what  we 
believe  to  be  the  catises  for  America's  aviation 
failure  and  the  resulting  lack  of  confidence 
In  any  present  War  Department  aviation 
plans. 

Official  responsibility  reaches  back  prior  to 
the  war  when  Congress  created  a  CouncU  of 
National  Defense.  August  29,  1916.  An  active, 
virile  organization,  that  would  insure  ample 
protection  to  the  country  In  time  of  peace 
and  full  preparation  if  our  country  became 
involved  in  wblt.  was  needed.  Over  6  months 
elapsed,  "while  Rome  was  burning,"  before 
the  council  was  finally  organized  on  March 
3,  1917,  with  Secretary  of  War  Baker  as  chair- 
man. General  Squler.  then  Chief  Signal 
Officer,  was  in  control  of  aircraft  matters. 
Nothing  had  been  done  in  aviation — nothing 
was  likely  to  be  done.  He  pooled  everything 
on  the  Liberty  motor  when  he  did  start,  after 
the  war  was  on,  and  put  all  the  Nation's 
aviation  program  eggs  In  one  basket. 
HisPONSisnJTT  roK  mocos 

Col.  Edward  A.  Deeds,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  was 
placed  In  charge  of  the  Equipment  Division 
of  Aviation  under  General  Squler  in  August, 
1917,  4  months  after  our  entry  into  the  war. 
Nothing  appears  in  any  of  the  hearings  of 
any  investigation  to  show  why  Deeds  was 
appointed.  Deeds  knew  nothing  of  aircraft. 
Deeds  had  never  been  connected  with  any 
Government  activity.  Secretary  Baker  says 
he  never  saw  Deeds  until  after  his  appoint- 
ment, although  Deeds  and  Secretary  Baker 
were  both  from  Ohio. 

Justice  Hughes'  report  found  that  Deeds 
began  his  activities  by  centering  aircraft  op- 
erations at  Dayton,  Ohio;  that  he  gave  large 
contracts  to  his  business  associates — Ketter- 
ing, Talbott,  and  others  in  that  city,  al- 
though they  had  no  previous  experience  in 
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such  matters:  that  he  located  several  avia- 
tion fields  around  Dajrton  In  Improper  loca- 
tions, and  also  located  fields  In  Florida  with- 
out authority  or  explanation;  that  Deeds 
was  largely  Interested  In  corporations  con- 
trolling the  Oelco  Ignition  system  used  In 
the  projected  Liberty  motor,  whereas  prior 
to  lU  use  on  the  Liberty,  the  ihagneto  sys- 
tem had  been  used  on  all  airplane  engines 
(p.  58). 

The  following  Is  from  the  Hughes  report 
(p.  57  of  record)  : 

"At  the  Inception  of  the  Government's 
aviation  activity  In  connection  with  the  war 
and  within  the  sphere  of  Colonel  Deeds'  im- 
portant If  not  commanding  Influence,  his 
former  business  associates  were  placed  at 
once,  through  Government  contracts.  In  a 
position  where  they  had  assurance  of  very 
large  profits  upon  a  comparatively  small  in- 
vestment of  their  own  money,  and  in  addi- 
tion were  able  to  secure  generous  salaries 
which  they  charged  against  the  Government 
as  part  of  the  cost  of  manufacture." 

After  reciting  evidence  in  support  of  his 
conclusions.   Justice  Hughes  finds: 

"The  evidence  with  respect  to  Col  Edward 
A.  Deeds  should  be  presented  to  the  Secretary 
of  War.  to  the  end  that  Colonel  Deeds  may 
be  tried  by  court-martial  under  articles  95 
and  96  of  the  Articles  of  War   • 

Justice  Hughes'  report  in  part  2  of  this 
report  Includes  a  detailed  .itatement  of  testi- 
mony on  which  the  finding  was  based 

In  the  Attorney  Generals  report  (p  58  of 
the  record  )  this  finding  appears : 

"I  acquiesce  In  the  recommendations  of 
Judge  Hughes  that  the  facts  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  War   " 

Because  of  these  findings  and  recommen- 
dation for  court-martial  it  Is  proper  to  say 
that  about  4  years  before  his  appointment 
to  produce  aircraft.  Deeds  achieved  consid- 
erable notoriety  In  Ohio,  where  he  was  prose- 
cuted in  the  Federal  court  for  alleged  bribery 
and  criminal  methods  in  driving  his  com- 
petitors out  of  the  cash-register  business, 
and  was  convicted  by  a  jury  after  a  trial  last- 
ing over  a  month  and  sentenced  to  Imprison- 
ment for  1  year. 

An  appeal  was  taken,  with  50  assignments 
of  error,  and  the  case  was  reversed  and  no 
retrial  was  ever  had  (p.  50-52 1.  Deeds'  in- 
nocence may  be  conceded,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  though  no  second  trial  occurred, 
but  the  charge,  conviction,  and  court  record 
were  enough  to  put  any  responsible  official 
on  Inquiry  before  giving  Deeds  a  place  of 
transcendent  Importance  in  charge  of  mat- 
ters  about   which    he    knew    nothing. 

WHY     WAS     DEEDS'     COURT-MARTIAL     PREVENTED' 

For   Deeds'   alleged    efforts   to   place    large 
Government  contracts  with  his  business  as- 
sociates In   Dayton,   under  questionable   ar- 
rangements, and  for  other  reasons  stated  in 
hls_  report.    Justice    Hughes    recommended 
Deeds  for  court-martial   (p.  57-58),  and  At- 
torney General  Gregory  Joined  in  the  report 
to  the  extent  of  declaring  Colonel  Deeds'  con- 
duct inexcusable,  reprehensible,  and  censur- 
able, and  recommended  that  all  the  facts  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War   ip    58 1. 
Based  on  the  Hughes  record,  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocatf^  General's  office  on  November  11.  1918. 
submitted  Its  report  approving  the   Hughes 
recommendations  and  holding,   in   addition, 
that  if  Colonel  Deeds  was  under  oath   when 
testifying   before   the   Senate  committee   he 
should  be  court-martialed  for  perjury,  if  fal.se 
statements  were  shown  to  have  been  made 
(p.    2652). 

Subsequently.  Secretary  of  War  Baker  .=ent 
word  to  the  Judge  Advocate  Generals  office 
requesting  that  other  witnesses  be  heard 
on  behalf  of  Deeds  and  that  the  report  be 
reconsidered  (p.  2653).  This  action,  your 
committee  Is  Informed,  was  unprecedented. 
Colonel  Deeds'  attorney  and  two  business  as- 
sociates, connected  with  these  same  Gov- 
ernment contracts,  were  thereupon  heard 
■""^•new  report  rendered  exonerating  Daeds 
').    Secretary  Baiter's  activity  in  pro- 
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tectlng  Deeds  against  Justice  Hughes'  finding 
Is  at  v^nce  astonishing  and  significant.  With 
a  record  that  affected  lives  of  men  and 
charges  of  Inordinate  selfishness  supported 
bf  specific  facts.  Deeds  should  have  been 
placed  on  trial  to  be  convicted  If  guilty,  to 
be  vindicated  if  innocent.  According  to  the 
testimony.  Secretary  Baker  prevented  such 
action. 

Colonel  Deeds  was  thereafter  banqueted 
In  Washington  (p  59 »  and  praised  by  Gen- 
eral Squier  for  his  record  in  aircraft  produc- 
tion. 

The  approval  of  Deeds  by  Squier  and  the 
saving  of  Deeds  from  court  martial  by  Sec- 
retary Baker  require  no  further  discussion 
to  reveal  disheartening  conditions  surround- 
ing .American  aircraft  prtxluction  in  1917, 
Whether  conditions  ever  imprnved  Is  a  mat- 
ter cif  grave  doubt.  General  Squier  Is  still 
Chief  Signal  Officer  ard  General  Menoher 
is  now  in  charge  of  aviation — an  Artillery 
officer,  courteous  and  obliging,  but  without 
aviation  training  or  experience  S?cretary 
Baker  s  Judgment  Is  a  matter  of  record. 

Deeds,  after  filling  many  posittniis  In  the 
aircraft-production  branch  of  the  Signal 
Corps,  wa.s  finally  sidetracked  abiut  Janu- 
ary 1918.  and  Ccl  Rcbert  L  M  ;ritg  imery.  a 
bond  dealer,  was  placed  at  the  head  ut  the 
equipment  division,  but  despite  the  change 
In  technical  relation  it  Is  apparent  that 
Colonel  Deeds  remained  m  practical  chariie, 
under  the  Chief  Signal  Oificer,  of  production. 
(Hughes'    refxjrt  » 

POTTER  AND  RYAN    DIRECTORS 

In  February  1918,  William  C  Potter  be- 
came the  head  of  the  equipment  division  and 
remained  In  this  position  until  Mtv  20.  1918. 
when  General  Squier  was  removed  trom  avia- 
tion duties  and  John  D  Ryan,  who  had  been 
acting  since  April,  was  appointed  Director 
of  Aircraft  Production,  with  Potter  as  As- 
sistant  Director, 

Ap;u-t  from  the  responsible  officers  named 
a  number  of  advisory  boards  existed- of 
doubtful  value,  and  with  no  powers  of  re- 
sponsioUities.  They  included  an  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics,  a  Joint  Army  and 
Navy  Technical  Aircraft  B.-ard.  an  Aircraii 
Pr.jduction  Board,  and  an  Aircraft  Board. 
These  Boards  were  in  existence  at  different 
times  but  could  only  advl.se  and  rccoininei.d 
To  what  extent  their  advice  was  followed 
or  ignored  does  not  appear,  other  than  as  it 
may  have  been  adopted  by  Deed.^.  Potter,  or 
Ryan,  who  were  the  responsible  avi.ition  offi- 
cers durina  practically  all  the  time  from 
August   1917  to  the  end  of  the  war 

In  an  official  War  Department  i)ubliration, 
published  by  Major  Mixter.  on  Aircraft  Pro- 
duction Facts,  appears  the  Icjllowlnt;: 

"In  January  1918,  W.  C.  Potter,  cif  the  Gug- 
genheim interests,  became  Chief  of  the 
Equipment  Division.  When  the  Air  Service 
was  separated  from  the  Signal  Corps  in  May 
1918,  John  D  Ryan,  of  the  Anaconda  Copper 
Co,  was  appointed  Director  of  Aircrait  Pro- 
duction and  later  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War  and  Director  of  Air  Service.  Mr  Potter 
continued  as  First  Assistant  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production'  ip.  61  of 
the  record  ) , 

ThLs  statement,  presented  under  military 
authority,  proudly  ,sets  forth  the  great  copper 
Interests  of  Mr.  Potter  and  Mr.  Ryan,  of 
which  they  were  the  respective  heads.  It  Is 
no  part  of  this  report  to  recite  the  enormous 
increa.se  m  profits  of  these  copper  Interests 
during  the  war,  as  shown  by  the  hearings 
(pp.  73,  86),  nor  of  their  dealings  with  the 
Government,  as  disclosed  at  pages  63,  64, 
73,  74,  75,  84,  85.  and  86  of  the  hearings! 
These  controlling  copper  Interests  of  which 
Ryan  and  Potter  were  the  heads  are  alleged 
to  have  added  $50,000,000  more  to  their 
coffers  since  the  war,  according  to  state- 
ments heretofore  presented  to  the  House  by 
another  subcommittee  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  Fifteen  appointed  to  Investigate 
the  expenditures  of  the  War  Department. 
The  intimate  connection  of  these  powerful 


Interests  and  of  Mr  Potter  and  Mr  Ryan  with 
Secretary  Baker,  representing  the  Govern- 
ment, has   never   been   explained. 

DEEDS.  POTTER,  AND  RTAN  WirHOLT  ANT  KNOWL- 
EDGE  OF   AIRCRAIT 

Deeds  had  no  knowledge  of  aircraft  nor 
have  any  known  reasons  ever  been  given  for 
his  appointment.  Equally  Inscrutable  are 
reasons  for  appointment  by  Secretary  Baker 
of  either  Potter  or  Ryan  to  their  positions  of 
great  aircraft  responsibility  Testifying  be- 
fore the  Thomas  Senate  Committee,  Direc- 
tor Ryan  was  asked 

"Senaii^r  Reed  What  was  Mr.  Potter's  oc- 
cupation (jr  business  before  he  came  In? 

Mr  Ryan  He  was  In  the  mining  and 
metallurgical  buhlness  and  connected  with 
the  GUKgenheims 

■  .Senator  Reed  And  never  had  anything  to 
do   with   alrcraff 

Mr    Ryan     I  think  not'   (p    65). 

That  briefly  presents  Potter's  aircraft 
qualifications 

Tesufyiiu:;  bef<ire  the  same  Thomas  Senate 
C<.mmlttee  Director  Ryan  was  asked  regard- 
iin;  Potter.  KelloKK.  Wolff.  Brown,  Fletcher, 
rx,wnpy,  Lockhart  Mixter,  and  Leadbetteri 
all  (if  whom  were  his  assUiiants  In  aircraft 
production  : 

•  Sonat.,r  Refd    There  was  not  a  single  one 
of  these  men  who  had  had  experience  so  I.ir 
as  y.'U  know  In  aircraft  pnxluction? 
■Mr    Rya.n    Not  so  far  as   I  know 

".Seiia-or  RffD  They  were  men  that  you 
think  had  the  final  say  In  regard  to  contracts 
bef'  re  y  )U   took  charge ■» 

Mr  Ryan  .'Subject,  of  course,  to  General 
Squier  who  was  Chief  of  the  Signal  Corps. 
They  were  under  him'  ip    70  i . 

Tiiese  men  had  charge  of  aircraft  pro- 
duction duriiii;  the  mofit  critical  months  of 
the  w;ir  with  Germany  Mr  Rvan  was  ap- 
jMilnted  director  Mav  20,  1918  '  In  July  he 
went  to  Portland.  Ore^  .  and  other  places,  as 
will  later  ap[)ear.  returning  from  his  6,OC0- 
mile  trip  in  August  and.  after  a  few  days 
spent  in  the  E.tM  sailed  for  Euro}>e  In  Au^'ust 
in  conii.iaiiy  with  Secretary  of  War  Baker. 
who  had  made  Mr  Ryan  al.so  an  Assi.stant 
Secretary  of  War  a  day  or  so  before  they 
."^ailed  Both  remained  away  until  October 
1:?.  or  st'.orily  before  the  end  of  the  war. 
Apart  fr<jm  the  two  trips  that  Kxik  him  away 
from  aircraft  duties  In  Wiishlimton  for  sev- 
eral months,  Mr  Ryan  had  large  private  busi- 
ness Interests  and  other  duties  to  care  for. 
His  absence  was  commented  ui>on  by  Henry 
F')rd.  who  was  complaiiun:;  about  delayed 
producti,,ti  In  aircraft  during  those  critical 
times  of  war  and  gave  his  reasons  to  the 
Thomas  committee  Mr  Ford,  of  Detroit, 
wius  probably  the  largest  producer  of  aircraft 
enL'ines  in  the  country  during  the  war. 

MR        FORDS      CRlTIClS.MS      "OBVIOUSLY      TRUE"— 
BAKER  ■* 

In  July  1918  he  said  (p  38  of  the  record^  : 
'I  do  not  know  how  you  can  have  the  head 
of  the  Aircrait  Du  iskjii  around  New  York 
sittini;  down  there  and  have  him  do  very 
much  Thi.s  is  the  first  time  I  have  said  anv- 
thlng  about  Mr  Ryan  and  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  him.  I  think  they  ought  to 
b'-  on  Uie  Job  no  matter  who  they  may  be 
••  It  Is  necessary  to  have  somebody 
woo  is  broad  and  knows  what  he  Is  talking 
about  to  k'o  around  to  the  different  factories 
and  tell  them  what  U)  do." 

To  this  common-sen.se  view  Secretary  Baker 
responded  to  our  committee   (p    38 1  : 

'Well,  his  (Mr  Fords)  observations  are 
hot  only  those  of  a  very  great  expert,  but 
they  are  obviously  true." 

Mr.  Fords  testimony  before  the  Senate 
committee  was  given  several  weeks  prior  to 
the  extended  trip  to  Europe,  taken  bv  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  War  and  Aircraft  Director 
Ryan  with  Secretary  Baker. 

No  higher  authority  in  administration 
circles  need  be  quuied  than  Mr.  Ford,  yet  so 
far  as  appea.-r  irom  testimony  before  the 
committee,  none  of  the  various  officials  in 
charge  of  aircraft  production  Irom  Director 
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Ryan  down  had  any  particular  knowledge  of 
the  subject,  nor  did  they  go  around  to  the 
different  factories  and  tell  them  what  to  do 
for  obvious  reasons. 

Ri:SPONS3ILlTT    or    AKICT    OFTICIALS 

rvcsponsiblllty  for  failure  of  our  aircraft 
program  rested  upon  those  In  authority,  who 
have  been  named,  and  with  equal  force  re- 
s!K>nsibillty  rested  on  Army  officers  In  this 
country  whose  duty  It  was  to  provide  an  effi- 
cient aircraft  force.  Officers  of  the  Axx^j. 
who  for  many  years  have  t>een  subject  to 
strict  Army  discipline,  generally  are  loath  to 
express  themselves  freely  when  their  asso- 
ciates or  superiors  are  concerned.  Tertlmony 
from  three  responsible  aviation  officials,  two 
ol  whom  were  In  France  charged  with  work 
fin  the  front.  Is  self-explanatory.  All  these 
officers  were  old  experienced  flyers  of  un- 
d  uibled  ability. 

General  Foulols.  early  in  1917.  shortly  after 
the  declaration  of  war.  testified  that  he  pre- 
jiared  for  the  General  Staff  and  Congress  an 
aircraft  program  covering  22.625  planes  of 
s;>ecifled  types;  5.000  pilots,  and  50.000  me- 
chanics, at  an  estimated  expense  of  $640.- 
iioo  000,  which  amount  Congress  Immediately 
Bjjproprlated    (p.  367). 

General  Foulola  further  testified: 

"I  was  the  responsible  officer  (In  Prance) 
under  the  commander  In  chief.  •  •  •  Cer- 
t,iin  members  of  the  General  Staff  were  wlll- 
11. K  to  be  educated,  but  that  was  a  very  small 
minority.  Other  members  were  more  or  less 
disinterested  and  a  certain  proportion  op- 
]x)sed  to  aviation. 

Mr     Frear      What    was    that    opposition 
grounded  on? 

"General  Foulois.  •  •  •  We  could  hear 
constant  complaint  about  these  young  avla- 
ti>rs  running  wild  all  the  time,  and  too  much 
rank  and  a  great  many  features  of  that 
kind,  •  •  •  In  my  21  years  of  service  I 
have  never  seen  It  (Jealousy  In  the  Army) 
more  prevalent  than  It  Is  today.  •  •  • 
General  Pershing,  In  my  opinion.  Is  the  best 
fncnd  aviation  has  In  the  Army.  If  It  had 
n  It  been  for  hlra.  on  a  great  many  occasions 
»p  would  not  have  had  any  Air  Service." 

General  Mitchell  was  commander  of  Air 
Service  for  •  long  period  In  Prance  and  was 
111  the  American  Fxpedltlonary  Forces  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  war  and  an 
experienced  aviator. 

G.^neral  Mitchell,  with  Ambassador  Sharp, 
sent  a  cablegram  April  16.  1918.  to  General 
Squier  strenuously  urging  20,000  fighting 
planes  for  control  of  the  air  as  described  In 
program  submitted  (p.  2615).  Again  In  May 
1918,  a  strong  cablegram  was  sent  General 
S()uier  (p  2618).  These  telegrams  were 
never  acknowledged.  "They  did  not  know  In 
this  country  whether  we  knew  anything 
about  it,  TTiere  were  no  dealings  with  the 
SiKnal  Office.  We  could  get  absolutely  noth- 
ip.R  out  of  them"  (p.  2838). 

General  Kenly  was  Chief  of  Air  Service 
from  May  1918  to  practically  the  end  of  the 
war  He  testified  before  the  committee  to 
the  following  effect;  That  apptolntments  to 
the  Air  Service,  as  well  as  to  the  command 
ol  the  Air  Service,  were  not  made  because 
of  any  experience  of  the  one  appointed,  and 
thrit  such  condition  exists  today.  It  may 
be  due  to  favoritism  or  due  to  relationship, 
but  It  affects  the  morale  of  the  Department. 
General  Kenly  advised  that  the  Air  Service 
should  be  put  Into  the  hands  of  a  man  con- 
versant with  the  work  and  thoroughly  in 
earnest  about  It  (p.  3497). 

THE    DH-4    AND    ITS    3.600    CHANCES 

Testimony  before  the  committee  showed 
that  789  changes  were  ordered  In  the  con- 
struction of  the  Bristol,  which  was  a  reckless 
attempt  to  fit  a  foreign  machine  to  the  heavy 
Liberty  motor  In  which  all  our  Interests  were 
pooled  (p.  3450).  After  wasting  $6,000,000, 
according  to  the  Thomas  Senate  committee 
report,  the  Bristol  was  discarded  early  in 
1918.  According  to  the  Hughes  report,  sub- 
ject to  salvage,  $17,500,000  was  wasted  on 
1.600  8,  J,-l  training  planes.     About  $50,000,- 


000  was  spent  for  4,000  utterly  dangerous 
DH-4"a  during  the  war.  This  accounts  for 
nearly  $75,000,000  largely  wasted  on  three 
useless  experimental  planes. 

No  question  exists  but  that  the  Liberty 
motor,  when  finally  developed  In  1918,  could 
be  used  for  bombing  and  observation  planes, 
but  for  fighting  planes  It  was  entirely 
unfitted. 

The  claim  that  approximately  3,600  changes 
were  made  In  the  DH-4  observation  plane 
during  Its  development  and  that  engine  ex- 
p>erlmental  development  was  equally  difficult 
and  Involved,  gives  full  significance  to  the 
danger  of  pcxjllng  all  interests  In  experiment- 
ing on  one  air  machine  or  on  one  engine  for 
all  air  machines. 

Apart  from  DH-4's,  the  record  of  airplane 
production,  good,  bad,  and  Indifferent,  none 
of  which  were  fighting  planes,  reached  a  total 
of  6,342  during  the  10  months  of  1918,  when 
the  country  supposed  production  was  five 
times  that  number  of  fighting  machines. 
What  Is  more  remarkable,  the  first  5  months' 
total  of  3.729  dropped  to  2.613,  or  about  a 
30-percent  loss  during  the  last  5  months  of 
war  (p.  518). 

WASTED     PUBLIC     FUNDS 

A  brief  examination  of  the  Hughes  and 
Thomas  hearings,  covering  an  aggregate  of 
probably  20,000  typewritten  pages  of  testi- 
mony, discloses  great  waste  of  time  and 
money  accompanying  many  activities  of  air- 
craft production.  Evidence  of  waste  and  of 
glaring  mismanagement  and  Inefficiency  set 
forth  In  the  Hughes  and  Thomas  reports  are 
found  In  this  committee's  hearings,  but  will 
not  again  be  recited  at  length.  Although 
reckless  expenditures  reached  a  large  part 
of  the  great  total  appropriation  made  for 
aircraft  by  Congress,  It  Is  wasted  time  to 
mourn  for  water  that  has  gone  over  the 
wheel. 

Fabulous  amounts  were  expended  or  con- 
tracted for  castor  oil,  used  as  a  lubricant, 
acetone  used  for  dope,  spruce  used  for  wing 
beams,  and  for  various  other  things  that 
went  into  airplane  construction. 

A  statement  covering  the  operations  of 
either  branch  of  production  necessarily 
reaches  beyond  the  limits  of  any  report  that 
will  be  read  or  digested  by  the  House.  Jus- 
tice Hughes,  however,  said  In  his  report: 

"In  particular  It  Is  recommended  that  the 
activities  in  relation  to  spruce  production, 
which  being  largely  centered  on  the  Pacific 
coast,  it  was  Impracticable  to  embrace  in  the 
present  Inquiry,  should  be  carefully  scru- 
tinized "  (p.  3806).  I' 

SPRUCE    PRODUCTION   BBCOKO 

The  Committee  of  Fifteen,  of  which  the 
aviation  subcommittee  is  a  part,  by  unani- 
mous vote  directed  that  the  spruce  produc- 
tion investigation  be  undertaken  and,  pursu- 
ant to  that  vote,  hearings  were  held  by  us  on 
the  Pacific  coast  where  spruce  activities 
were  centered.  Several  investigations  had 
previously  occurred  and  reports  rendered  to 
the  War  Department,  including  the  Stans- 
bury  report  and  Major  Howes"  report,  the 
latter  being  based  on  extended  examination 
covering  40  pages  of  committee  hearings, 
which  investigation  was  conducted  by  Lieu- 
tenant Kerrigan  and  a  number  of  military 
operators  In  the  employ  of  the  Inspector 
General's  Department  (pp.  2342-2384) .  Ker- 
rigan, a  former  member  of  the  San  Pranclsco 
Police  Department,  seemed  to  be  fearless  and 
thorough  in  his  work. 

Major  Howes  sent  a  telegram  dated  No- 
vember 23,  1918.  to  the  Intelligence  E>epart- 
ment.  Washington  (p.  97).  A  brief  extract 
la  submitted: 

"Lumbermen  of  the  Northwest  unanimous 
in  demanding  Federal  investigation  of  lum- 
ber situation.  Their  principal  contentions 
are:  That  John  D.  Ryan  was  director  Mil- 
waukee Railroad;  that  be  was  instrumental 
in  giving  cost-plus  contracts  Siema-Carey- 
Kerbaugh  Corp.  for  building  railroad  across 
Washington  Peninsula  which  tapped  hold- 
ings of  the  Lacey  interest  and  the  Milwau- 


kee Land  Co.;  that  Sawyer,  former  chief  engi- 
neer of  the  Milwaukee  Railroad,  was  made 
major  in  spruce  production  division  and  is 
building  the  road  which  Joins  the  Milwaukee 
at  Joyce,  Wash. 

"Ryan  approved  the  lending  of  $6,000,000 
to  the  Siems-Carey-Kerbaugh  Corp.,  and 
the  copy  of  the  mortgage  is  on  file  in 
Clallam  County,  Wash.,  approved  by  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  War  Crowell.  This  road, 
according  to  Kerbaugh,  has  cost  about  $12,- 
0<X).(X)0  and  taps  no  spruce  until  it  travels 
over  40  miles,  which  brings  It  Into  the  hold- 
ings of  Lacey's  and  the  Milwaukee  Land  Co." 

SECRET.\KY    BAKER'S    REPKESENTATIVE 
INVESTIGATES 

Captain  Gund,  an  attorney,  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  and  MiJ.  Martin  Ray,  of  the  Inspec- 
tor General's  Department,  were  sent  by  Sec- 
retary Baker  to  Investigate  the  charges  of 
Major  Howes. 

On  December  28,  1918,  after  a  personal  in- 
vestigation, Gund  sent  the  following  tele- 
gram to  the  War  Department,  Washington 
(p.  3446): 

"Have  unearthed  evidence  indicating  enor- 
mous graft,  but  do  not  consider  case  as  yet 
ready  for  submission  to  legal  prosecution. 
I  deem  it  absolutely  essential  in  obtaining 
connecting  evidence  to  unearth  contents  of 
private  offices.  Doubt  any  present  authority 
to  act.  I  am  proceeding  with  investigation 
as  rapidly  as  possible  pending  your  explicit 
confirmation,  which  I  again  repeat  is  abso- 
lutely essential. 

"Gund." 

Lieutenant  Kerrigan's  supplemental  report 
(pp.  3444-3448)  states  that  on  December  18. 
10  days  prior  to  Gurid's  telegram,  he  was 
called  before  Major  Ray  and  "placed  under 
oath,  warned  that  anything  I  might  say  could 
be  used  against  me."  Kerrigan  says  he  was 
not  further  consulted,  although  he  had  ac- 
cumulated much  data,  and  in  view  of  Ray's 
attitude  he  did  not  offer  further  information 
(pp.  2342-2384).  Gund,  on  his  own  Initia- 
tive, learned  of  matters  on  which  his  tele- 
gram was  based.  Gund  suddenly  left  for  San 
Francisco  and  did  not  return,  and  Major  Ray, 
who  Is  alleged  to  have  announced  on  Decem- 
ber 18  that  Kerrigan  had  nothing  but  "the 
statements  of  a  few  Seattle  lumbermen,"  was 
left  In  charge  to  conduct  the  investigation 
(p.  3444). 

•  •  •  •  • 

SECRETART   OF    WAX   BAKEX 

Secretary  Baker  is  properly  chargeable  with 
any  success  or  failure  of  America's  aircraft 
program.  31s  selection  at  a  critical  time  for 
the  important  department  of  governmental 
war  activities  by  President  Wilson  promised 
official  capacity. 

Whether  Mr.  Baker  was  equal  to  the  de- 
mands of  war  must  be  determined  from  the 
record.  Men  accepting  public  obligations  are 
measured  by  that  standard,  and  your  com- 
mittee has  presented  a  brief  review  of  air- 
craft activities. 

Prior  to  our  entry  Into  the  war  the  world 
had  been  on  fire  for  2%  years.  Aircraft  had 
become  a  recognised  important  arm  of  the 
military  service.  It  was  a  time  when  any 
responsible  official  primarily  charged  with 
public  safety  and  with  war  preparation 
should  have  provided  the  country  with  the 
best  available  war  equipment,  or  should  have 
placed  definite  plans  before  Congress  to  that 
end.  It  was  a  time  when  a  man  of  capacity 
and  force  should  have  been  selected  and 
placed  in  charge  of  aircraft,  prepaied  for 
any  reasonable  war  emergency. 

As  a  Government  we  were  permitted  to 
drift  without  rudder  or  sail  in  our  aircraft 
program  from  the  time  Secretary  Baker  as- 
sumed charge  of  the  War  Department  down 
to  the  end  of  the  war. 

Mr.  Baker's  appointment  of  General  Squier, 
in  charge  of  aviation,  and  his  agreement  with 
the  foolhardy  April  1917  aviation  program 
(p.  23);  his  appointment  of  Coloned  Deeds 
and  unprecedented  act  in  preventing  Deeds' 
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court  martial,  which  was  recommended  by 
Judge  Hughes  (p.  2655);  his  appointment  of 
Mr.  Potter  as  aircraft  director;  a  man  with- 
out knowledge  of  aviation  (p.  65)  and  In- 
terested In  enormous  copper  contracts  with 
the  Government;  his  appointment  of  Mr. 
Ryan  as  aircraft  director,  also  without 
knowledge  of  aviation  (p.  66)  and  president 
of  the  Anaconda  Copp)er  Co.  that,  through 
the  United  Metals  Selling  Co.,  controlled  all 
copper  contracts  made  with  the  Govern- 
ment; his  appointment  of  Colonel  Disque, 
who  was  equally  without  knowledge  of  the 
business,  and  his  dlreclions  to  limit  to  8 
hours  per  day  all  work,  civilian  or  military. 
In  Oregon  and  Washington  during  times  of 
war  and  to  pay  the  soldiers  the  prevailing 
civilian  wages;  his  approval  before  the 
Thomas  Senate  committee  of  Mr.  Ryan's  de- 
termination to  continue  all  efforts  in  the 
production  of  the  extremely  dangerous 
DH-4  (p.  42):  his  extended  European  trip  In 
company  with  Aircraft  Director  Ryan  In  the 
midst  of  America's  aircraft  failure  and  dur- 
ing the  most  critical  hours  of  national  de- 
fense activities — these  were  matters  pre- 
sented to  your  committee  in  the  hearings  and 
speak  for  themselves. 

WASTKFUL    MITHODS 

We   feel   that  It  Is  our   duty    to   call   the 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  country  to 
the  large  amount  of  spruce  going  to  waste 
in    Washington   and   Oregon   as   a   result   of 
the    riving    and    cutting    operations    of    the 
Spruce      Production      Corp.      in      the      for- 
esU  of  those  States.     Newspaper  publishers 
throughout   the  United   States   are   so   hard 
pressed  to  get  sufficient  newsprint  paper  to 
meet    their    requirements     that    some    steps 
should    be    taken    to    utilize    this    available 
spruce.     Trees   have   been   cut   from   C   to   8 
feet    and    more    above    the    surface    of    the 
ground.    The  reason  given  was  that  the  butt 
of    the    tree   was    not   straight   grained    and 
unsuitable   for   aircraft   lumber.     When   we 
consider  that  the  trees  averaged  several  feet 
In  diameter,  It  becomes  apparent  how  great 
the   wastage   has   been.     Evidence   taken    at 
the    hearings   shows    that    the   spruce    trees 
cut  In  Prance  for  aircraft  purposes  were  cut 
as  near  to  the  surface  of  the  ground  as  the 
saw  could  be  operated.     The  trees  thus  cut 
were  planted  by  the  thrifty  French  several 
centuries    ago.      Besides,    riving    operations 
were  extremely  wasteful  of  the  spruce  tim- 
ber.     In    this   connection   we   do   not   speak 
In   any  spirit   of  criticism,    but   because   we 
feel    that   enough  spruce   la   going   to   waste 
in  those  forests  to  furnish  sufficient  news- 
print   paper    to    meet    the    requirements    of 
American  newspapers  for  some  time  to  come. 

It  win  be  apparent  to  any  fair-minded 
person  who  will  carefully  read  the  evidence 
that  the  stake  being  played  for.  In  the 
abortive  attempt  to  produce  spruce  lumber 
in  Washington  and  Oregon,  was  for  the  con- 
trol of  the  lumber  Interests  in  the  North- 
Vest  after  the  war.  In  exposing  this  scheme 
the  patriotic  loggers  and  lumbermen  on  the 
coast  and  the  Providence  Journal  have  ren- 
dered a  great  public  service. 

It  should  be  a  perpetual  warning  to  men 
holding  high  official  positions  that  they  must 
not  use  their  official  power,  particularly  in 
time  of  war,  to  advance  commercial  Interests 
at  governmental  exp>ense. 

OCH    AVIATION    PRODUCTION    WAR    PROGRAM 

Briefly  stated,  the  American  Congress  dur- 
ing the  war  appropriated  over  H. 000. 000. 000 
that  was  expended  for  aircraft  activities. 

Apart  from  training  planes  practically 
nothing  but  a  handful  of  DH-4  "flaming  cof- 
fins" was  produced.  The  sorely  pressed  Allies 
were  p«rsuaded  to  sell  us  a  few  largely  ob- 
solescent planes,  with  which  we  equipped  our 
aviators.  In  all  lines  of  aircraft  production 
we  subordinated  speed,  Immediate  needs,  and 
experience  to  be  gained  from  other  nations 
to  "quantity  production."  Instead  of  in- 
viting all  agencies  to  aid,  the  War  Depart- 
ment engineering  "experts"  Jealously  refused 


Intelligent  and  experienced  help.  These  ex- 
perts during  the  war  tried  to  develop  an 
automobile  engipe  and  fit  It  Into  all  types 
of  aircraft.  The  result  was  an  Impossible 
program  that  for  a  year  and  a  half  awaited 
the  experiments  of  military  engineering  ex- 
perts. Battle  or  pursuit  planes  would  not 
have  reached  quantity  production  In  1919, 
Judging  from  past  experience  In  1917  and 
1918  and  with  a  scarcity  of  planes  possessed 
by  our  allies  every  gift  or  sale  by  them  was 
at  a  tremendous  military  and  national  sacri- 
fice. Inexperience,  Ignorance  of  the  bu.sl- 
ness.  and  Inefficiency  from  laeginnlng  to  end 
marked  our  aircraft-production  program 
during  the  war.  Our  strongest  asset  was  the 
airplane  production  of  our  allies,  the  splen- 
did fighting  spirit  of  Ar.ierican  aviators,  and 
the  weakness  of  the  enemy  toward  the  end. 
for  all  of  which  our  aircraft-production  pro- 
gram was  In  no  way  resp)onslble. 

Waste  of  the  larger  part  of  $1,000,000,000 
win  not  be  entirely  lost  If  we  have  learned 
a  lesson  from  the  past. 

Lack  of  public  confidence  In  War  Depart- 
m.ent  aviation  plans  appears  well  grounded. 
America  should  keep  abreast  of  modern  air- 
craft th.-u?ht,  and  Invention  must  not  be 
permitted  to  lag  behind,  but  the  great 
stumbling  block  today  lies  In  a  knowledge 
by  Congrecj  and  to  a  large  extent  by  the 
country  that  the  War  Department  has  made 
a  mess  of  America's  aircraft  protram  and 
has  not  developed  any  competent  head  to 
Inspire  public  confidence. 

A     SEPARATE    AIR    SERVICE    INDISPENSABI  E 

Any  investigation  to  be  of  permanent  value 
should  offer  a  solution  for  the  problem  of 
Intelligent   aircraft   advancement. 

Fortunately,  or  unfortunately,  the  striking 
failure  of  the  War  Department  to  rise  to  the 
alI^:raft  emergency,  either  In  peace  or  in  war. 
has  made  necessary  the  creation  of  a  sepa- 
rate bureau  or  department  of  aeronautics. 
Therein  all  governmental  activities  should 
be  centered  with  a  capable,  progressive  of- 
ficial at  the  head. 

Practically  every  wltneFs  examined  on  the 
subject  of  future  American  air  scrvlc3  united 
in  a  plea  for  separate  independent  control. 
From  penerals  to  lieutenants,  from  private 
citizens,  familiar  with  the  subject,  and  from 
every  experienced  aviator  appearing  before 
our  committee,  including  Generals  Mitchell. 
Kenly.  and  Foulols.  military  aircraft  authori- 
ties, and  LaOuardla.  Melssner.  Klndley.  aiKl. 
last  but  not  least,  Rlckenbacker— men  who 
upheld  American  air  laurels  at  the  front,  all 
unanimously  urge  a  separate  air  service  that 
will  work  and  cooperate  with  the  Army. 
Navy.  Post  Office,  and  Interior  Departments 
In  the  development  of  aviation.  We  feel  that 
real  progress  In  aviation  must  depend  In  a 
material  degree  upon  encouragement  given 
to  civil  and  commercial  aviation. 

Adequate  appropriations,  wisely  expended, 
are  necessary  to  put  America  to  the  front 
where  she  belongs.  The  Imperative  necessity 
for  this  policy  must  be  apparent  to  all  who 
have  studied  the  constantly  Increasing  .scope 
of  aeronautics.  Cooperation  with  and  en- 
couragement to  Inventors  and  manufacturers 
and  a  broad.  Intelligent  policy  Is  demanded. 
Practically  all  other  countries  have  adopted 
that  course,  and  ours  must  not  fail  at  this 
crucial  period,  to  do  so. 

The  future  of  aviation  Is  beyond  our  pres- 
ent dreams  or  imderstanding.  and  our  Gov- 
ernment must  do  her  full  part  In  leading  in 
Its  development. 

EXPENSES   OF  THIS  CONORESSIONAL 
INVESTIGATION 

Your  committee  has  worked  hard  and 
faithfully  for  over  6  months  and  submits 
the  record,  without  apologies,  for  whatever 
Its   value   may   be. 

The  committee  of  15  selected  to  investigate 
War  Department  expenditures  possesses  no 
member.  Republican  or  Democrat,  who  de- 
sired the  thankless  task  that  entailed  hard 
work  without  reward.    Once  appointed,  how- 


ever. It  became  a  public  duty  that  could  not 
be  avoided. 

This  comment  Is  offered  In  conclusion  be- 
cause the  committee  of  15  was  brought  Into 
being  by  a  unanimously  adopted  resolution 
of  the  House  and  every  Member  has  direct 
responsibility  for  Its  existence.  Members  of 
Congress  get  their  commission  direct  from 
the  people,  and  in  any  painstaking  congres- 
sional Investigation  of  public  expenditures 
the  facts  are  sought  and  given  to  those  who 
ultimately  pay  the  bills.  Critics  who  ques- 
tion the  expense  of  Investigations  are  often 
Influenced  by  motives  other  than  public- 
money  expenditures,  but  they  are  here  re- 
minded that  directions  to  Incur  such  expense 
came  from  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  House, 
and.  as  we  understand,  all  expenditures  of 
the  five  subcommittees  combined  will  not 
equal  much  more  than  the  cost  to  the  Gov- 
ernment uf  1  mi'e  of  the  Lake  Crescent  Rail- 
road, or  1  mile  of  the  Newport  Railroad,  or  of 
the  Alsea  Railroad.  All  the  combined  five 
subcommittee  expenditures  presumably  will 
not  equal  5  percent  of  the  cost  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Slems-Carey  sawmill  folly, 
or  2  percent  of  public  money  wasted  on  the 
worthless  BrI.stol  plane.  Your  subcommittee 
on  aviation  has  tried  to  perform  Its  duty  and 
offers  liie  record  as  an  evidence  of  how  Utile 
was  realised  by  the  Government  from 
$1,000,000,010  ostensibly  expended  for  air- 
cr.ilt. 

The  committee  has  endeavored  to  present 
a  temperate,  unbhised  report  devoid  of  sen- 
sationalism, which  IS  sustained  In  Important 
es.senilals  by  the  reports  of  Justice  Hughes 
and  the  Thomas  Senate  subcommittee.  The 
facts  have  been  presented  squarely  without 
Inuendo  and  responsibility  has  been  lodged 
8;j;ain£t  those  in  positions  of  authority. 
Pages  of  record  on  which  such  testimony 
appears  has  been  cited  with  names  of  wit- 
nesses This  was  our  commission  from  the 
House,  and  It  has  been  faithfully  performed. 
Experience  in  prior  Investigations  has 
disclosed  whitewash  reporu  and  efforts  to 
rmcther  or  discredit  anything  reflecting  upon 
the  War  Department.  In  an  effort  to  distract 
public  attention  from  the  findings  of  fact 
reached  by  Justice  Hughes  and  the  Thomas 
committee,  as  Etated  at  the  outset  of  this 
rep<irt.  apologists  f(  r  Indefensible  Inefficiency 
and  extravagance  may  seek  to  mislead  public 
opinion  and  endeavor  t<i  confuse  the  situa- 
tion by  refiections  upon  the  committee  which 
was  unanimously  selected  by  the  House  to 
get  the  facts  Such  methods.  If  pursued. 
strikinjjly  Illustrate  a  course  of  procedure 
adopted  in  responsible  quarters  of  trying 
to  minimize  anything  affecting  the  air  serv- 
ice. War  Department,  or  administration.  No 
honeEt  or  reputable  Member  of  Congress 
can  afford  to,  take  the  position  and  your 
committee  presents  the  hearings,  testimony, 
and  reixirt  iis  conclusive  evidence  In  support 
of  the  flndines  submitted. 

If  from  the  record  we  may  find  helpful 
suggestions  regarding  pitfalls  to  be  avoided 
and  a  .'•oiuthHi  for  the  permanent  advance- 
ment of  aeronautics,  then  the  money,  time, 
and  labor  exf>ended  by  your  committee  wi.l 
not  have  been  in  vain. 

Addenda  A 
Tills  Is  an  extract  from  the  report  of  Hon. 
Charles  E    HuKhes      Wherever  any  substance 
is  omitted  that  omission  will  be  Indicated  by 
asterisks. 

Washington  D  C  .  October  25,  1918. 
The   Atiorney   General: 

I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following 
report  of  the  aircraft  Inquiry: 

The  Investigation  has  been  concerned  with 
aircraft  production.  Other  activities  relating 
to  aviation,  but  not  to  production,  have 
been  touched  only  Incidentally.  Thus,  up- 
ward of  thirtj  training  or  flying  fields  with 
numerous  structures  have  been  provided,  and 
to  meet  other  aviation  needs  a  great  variety 
of  construction  has  been  required,  here  and 
abroad.    These  cnlerprUes,  being  aside  from 
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aircraft  production  Itaelf,  have  not  been  the 
subject  of  thit;  Inquiry,  save  as  transactions 
relating  to  WUbur  Wright  Field  and  McCook 
Field  have  Invited  scrutiny  by  reason  of  the 
aircraft  enterprises  centered  at  Dayton,  Ohio, 
and  the  activities  of  Edward  A.  Deeds  and  hla 
former  business  associates. 

Another  governmental  activity  which  does 
relate  to  aircraft  production,  but  Is  con- 
ducted separately  from  the  orders  for  air- 
planes and  engines,  is  known  as  the  Sales 
Department.  The  Government  Itself  pur- 
chases large  quantities  of  lumber,  fabric, 
chemicals,  etc.,  which  It  resells.  When  these 
cnmmodltles  are  supplied  by  the  Government 
to  contractors,  the  Sales  Department  is 
credited  and  the  Items  are  transferred  to  the 
c  ther  appropriate  accounts.  The  largest  item 
of  this  sort  is  for  spruce.  The  account  of  the 
Sales  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1918,  shows  that  spruce  orders 
amounted  to  $76,211,360.35  on  which  there 
had  been  deliveries  and  payments  aggregating 
$6,357  853  83,  leaving  unfilled  orders  of  $69,- 
85.3  506  5'2;  and  of  the  spruce  delivered  the 
Government  had  resold  to  the  extent  of  $3,- 
(579. 155  95.  It  appears  that  the  Government 
had  also  (to  June  30.  1918)  Invested  In  its 
rut -up  plant  at  'Vancouver,  Wash.,  the  sum  of 
»1  487.237  81.  While  to  some  extent  testi- 
mony has  been  taken  bearing  on  the  spruce 
contracts.  It  became  evident  as  the  Inquiry 
proceeded  that  It  would  be  Impossible  to 
reach  any  satisfactory  conclusion  with  re- 
spect to  the  transactions  of  the  Spruce  Pro- 
duction Division  without  a  special  Inquiry 
in  the  Pacific  coast,  which  In  view  of  the 
extent  and  character  of  the  activities  In- 
volved would  probably  take  several  months. 
It  hufi  not  been  practicable  to  undertake  this 
as  yet.  in  view  of  the  magnitude  of  the  work 
Involved  In  other  branches  of  the  investiga- 
tion, and  accordingly  It  has  been  left  to  be 
undertaken  hereafter  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  as  It  may  be  advised.  For  this  reason, 
a  report  on  the  operations  of  the  Spruce  Pro- 
duction Division  or  of  the  Sale*  Department 
win  not  now  be  attempted.  Also,  In  view  of 
the  Importance  of  the  present  Inquiry  In  Its 
f-pecial  relation  to  airplanes  and  airplane  en- 
gines, transactions  of  the  Balloon  Division 
h.tve  not  been  examined. 

Aside  from  these  limitations,  the  Inquiry 
has  taken  a  wide  range.  It  has  been  prose- 
cuted without  pause  since  It  was  begun  In 
the  latter  part  of  May  last.  About  280  wit- 
nesses have  been  examined  and  over  17.000 
pages  of  testimony  have  been  taken.  The 
mure  Important  plants  have  been  visited,  and 
a  lartie  part  of  the  testimony  has  been  taken 
at  these  plants  where  books,  records,  em- 
j  loyees.  and  Government  representatives 
have  been  available.  To  compass  all  the 
artivltles  Involved  In  aircraft  production, 
reaching  into  a  great  variety  of  contracts  and 
( perations  Involving  numerous  plants  and 
the  expenditure  of  many  millions  of  dollars, 
wnuld  require  the  constant  efforts  of  a  force 
of  investigators  for  a  year  or  more  longer 
and  also  the  services  of  an  army  of  account- 
ants charged  with  the  responsibility  of  check- 
l:ie  and  auditing  the  work  of  the  hundreds 
of  Government  representatives  now  super- 
vising the  contractors'  accounts.  It  is  Im- 
possible, of  course,  to  say  what  Irregularities 
or  offenses  such  a  protracted  Inquiry  would 
bring  to  light,  but  the  Investigation  has  been 
sufficiently  comprehensive  to  give,  it  is  be- 
lieved, a  survey  of  the  field  as  a  whole  and 
to  disclose  the  facts  bearing  upon  the  serious 
charges   which   have   been   made. 

In  addition,  and  as  a  result  of  Information 
received  through  this  inquiry,  there  have 
been  special  proceedings  before  grand  Juries. 
Thus,  on  Information  of  violations  of  the 
sabotage  act  at  the  Hammondsport  (N.  Y.) 
plant  of  the  Curtlss  Aeroplane  &  Motor  Corp., 
the  matter  was  examined  by  the  grand  Jury 
and  Indictments  were  returned  in  the  west- 
ern dUtrlct  of  New  York,  and  there  have  also 
been   indictments   in   the  same  dUtrict  for 


violations  of  this  act  at  the  North  Elmwood 
plant,  Buffalo,  of  the  same  corporation. 
There  also  has  been  a  special  Investigation 
by  the  grand  Jury  at  Sacramento,  with  re- 
spect to  conditions  at  the  Liberty  Iron  Works. 
It  is  manifestly  impracticable  to  state  the 
details  of  even  the  more  important  evidence, 
but  the  salient  and  controlling  facts  which 
tave  been  elicited  will  be  set  forth,  so  far 
as  this  is  deemed  to  be  compatible  with 
military  exigency. 

1.    AFFmOPSIATIONS    AND    KXFENDITUmES 

•  •  •  •  • 

STATEMENT    FOB    nSCAL     TEAR    JUNE     30,     1917, 
TO   JUNE    30,    1918 

•  •  •  •  • 

OBLIGATIONS    OTHEK    THAN    FOB    AIBPLANBS    AND 
KNCINZS 

,         •  •  •  •  • 

OBLIGATIONS    rOB    AIBPLANKS    USD    ENGINES 

The  amount  of  the  estimated  obligations 
for  airplanes  and  engines,  and  spare  parts  of 
both  (Including  experimental  and  develop- 
ment work )  charged,  to  June  30.  1918,  against 
the  aeronautical  appropriations  for  the  fic- 
cal  year  1917-18  was  as  follows: 

Charged     to    the    $640,000.- 

000.000  appropriation $457,379,122.15 

Charged    to    other    appro- 
priations   17,  531,  584.  40 


Total 474,  910,  706.  55 

ACTUAL    DISBURSEMENTS    POR    ALL    AERONAUTICAL 

PURPOSES 

•  •  •  •  • 

ACTUAL  DISBURSEMENTS  FOR   AIRPLANES   AND 
ENGINES 

The  actual  payments  for  the  fiscal  year 
1917-18  against  the  estimated  obligations  for 
airplanes  and  engines,  and  spare  parts  of 
both  (Including  payments  for  experimental 
and  development  work ) ,  are  reported  by  the 
Finance  Division  of  the  Bureau  of  Aircraft 
Production  as  amounting  to  $155,535,946.41 
as  follows : 

Disbursed   from    the    $640.- 

000.000  appropriation $142,908,398.95 

Disbursed  from  other  ap- 
propriations         12,  627,  547.  46 


Total 155,  535,  946.  41 

These  disbursements  Included  not  only 
payments  to  contractors  for  articles  deliv- 
ered or  on  account  of  work  and  materials,  but 
also  advances  In  the  nature  of  loans  to  con- 
tractors, upon  security,  made  by  the  War 
Credits  Board,  and.  In  addition,  the  pay- 
ments which  had  been  made  for  the  manu- 
facture of  planes  and  engines  overseas. 

The  payments  for  manufacture  overseas 
amounted  to  $25,605,074.31,  as  follows: 

Cash  remittances  to  overseas 
disbursing  officers  for  pay- 
ment on  overseas  con- 
tracts for  airplanes  and 
engines $16,600,000.00 

Paid  on  purchase  of  mate- 
rials, supplies,  etc.,  pur- 
chased by  United  States 
for  shipment  abroad  to  be 
used  In  overseas  manufac- 
ture of  airplanes  and  en- 
gines   -. '9,005,074.31 


Total-. 25,  605,  074.  31 

'  This  Includes  the  compensation  of  the 
purchasing  agent,  the  J.  G.  White  Engi- 
neering Corp.,  amounting  to  3  percent  of 
the  purchases,  or  $262,662.02. 

The  unpaid  balances  of  advances  to  con- 
tractors (whose  contracts  are  embraced  In 
the  obligations  for  airplanes  and  engines 
above  described),  these  advances  being  re- 
payable to  the  Government,  amounted  on 
June  30,  1918  (exclusive  of  interest)  to 
$21,491,551.14.      The    principal    contractors 


who  have  received  these  advances  are  speci- 
fied below: 


Balance  un- 

Contractor 

.Advances 
author- 

Advances 
made 

paid 
Juno;*0,  1918 

ized 

(without 

inter.'Sl) 

Curti.ss  .Aeroplane  & 

-Motor  Corp 

$8.  OOn.  000  $«,  000.  000  $5.  561.  M.V  94 

Dayton  Wri>!ht  Air- 

plane Co 

2,  50(1. 000 

2,  OOO.  00(J 

1,  405,  222.  57 

Dufst'nlHTg  Motors 

Corp   .       ,    

i.fi.'io.noo 

1.  f..*,  000 

1,  632.  447  97 

Kishcr  Hoilv  Corp  ,. 

2.  (K)ri,(IO(l 

2.  00(1.  000 

1.944.933.33 

Lincoln  Motor  Co    . 

6.  501),  («I0 

6,  ."iOII.  000 

6.  255,  392. 00 

Nonlykv     A     Mar- 

mon  Co 

•2.  OUO.  (Mb 

2,0(B,000 

2. 000. 000.  00 

l'a<k;ir(l  Motor  Car 

■ 

Co...    

5. 000. 000 

5.000,000 

1,731.232.00 

Trcpo  .Motors  Corp. 

315.000 

2«.'>,  («I0 

2Kl,fi9.'i  70 

V,  illvs-Ovi-rland  Co 

2.500.000 

2,500,000 

451,titll.25 

VarioiiK    other    con- 

tractors          . 

227.  120  .•« 

Total 

21.491.551.  14 

The  amounts  paid,  to  June  30,  1918.  on 
account  of  experimental  and  development 
work  on  airplanes  and  engines  amounted  to 
$1,697,830.19,  of  which  the  principal  items 
are  these: 

Expenditures  of  experiment- 
al station  at  McCook  Field.         $974,  300.  20 

Director,  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards  

Department  of  Agriculture.. 

Packard  Motor  Car  Co 

Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co.'_ 

Dayton  Metal  Products  Co 

Miscellaneous    payments 


Total - 


64.  077.  33 
34,  540.  82 

249.  159.  10 
48,  120.39 
66,  097.  14 

261.535.21 

1.  697.  830.  19 

'  Other  vouchers  allowed  before  June  30, 
1918.  but  not  paid  until  later,  $89,630.52. 

Deducting  these  advances,  and  the  pay- 
ments of  experimental  and  development 
work,  the  disbursements  to  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year,  June  30.  1918,  for  airplanes  and 
engines,  and  their  parts,  manufactured  or 
In  process  of  manufacture  In  the  United 
SUtes  amounted  to  $106,741,490.77,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Total  disbursed  for  airplanes 

and  engines .'_  $155,535,946.41 


Less — 

For  overseas  manufac- 
ture.  :^.     25,  605,  074.  31 

For  advances  to  con- 
tractors      21,  491,  551.  14 

For  experimental  and 
development  work 1,  697,  830. 19 


48,  794.  455.  61 


Disbiu-sed  on  account 
of  production  in 
United  States 106,741,490.77 

AIRPLANES      AND      ENGINES      DELIVERED      DUBINO' 
FISCAL  TEAK  ENDING  JUNE  30,    1918 

The  reported  deliveries  of  airplanes  and 
engines  made  prior  to  June  30,  1918,  are  as 
follows: 

Airplanes 
Elementary  training  planes: 

JN4-D 2,  972 

SJ-1.. 1,  600 


Total 4.  572 


Advanced  training  planes: 
JN4-H— 

Training 402 

Gunnery 321 

JN6-HB 100 

84-B-.. ___ 100 

S4-C 73 

Penguin 60 


Total 1,  046 


I 
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Airplanes — Continued 
Combat  and  bombing  planes: 

DeH-* _  529 

Bristol   Fighter 24 

Total _  563 

Total   planes 8. 171 

Engines 

Elementary  training: 

OX-5 5.  474 

A7a 2.  188 

Total 7.662 

Advanced  training: 

Hlspano,  150-baraepower 2. 188 

Gnome,   100-borsepower 209 

Le  Rhone,  80-horsepower 68 

Lawrence,  28-borsepower 114 

Total 2.579 

Combat  and  bombing: 

United  States  12-cyllnder— 

Army  type 1.615 

Naval  type 775 

Hlspano.  300- horsepower 2 

Total 2.  392 

Total   engines . 12.633 

Por  some  of  the  units  thus  delivered  pay- 
ments bad  not  yet  been  made  at  the  close  of 
the  fiscal  year.  The  payments  to  June  30, 
1918.  covered  about  5,530  of  the  airplanes 
delivered  and  about  9.750  of  the  engines 
delivered.  In  addition,  there  had  been  deliv- 
eries of  various  planes  and  engine  parts,  and 
the  greater  part  of  these  were  also  covered 
by  the  payments  above  mentioned.  And 
there  were  also  large  payments  to  contractors 
under  cost-plus  oontracts  for  labor,  materi- 
als, and  overhead  charges  In  connection  with 
work  In  process. 

ALXocanoiT  or  FATicarrs  to  xutat  so,  itis 

•  •  •  •  • 

nzBS-vftiCK  coMTaacTs 

•  •  •  •  • 

COST-PLUS    CONTKACTS 

•  •  •  •  • 
APPaOPKIATIONS     AND     OBLIGATIONS     POR     FISCAL 

TEA«    JUNI    30,    IBIS,    TO    JUNE    30.    1910 

Continuance  of  prior  appropriations 
The  act  of  July  9.  1918,  making  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  1918-19.  con- 
tinued the  prior  appropriations  of  $640,000- 
000.  and  other  aeronautical  appropriations. 
thus  making  them  available  for  the  {M-esent 
fiscal  year  and  for  the  pajrment  of  obligations 
Incurred  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act. 
Under  this  provision  the  production  orders 
given  in  the  last  fiscal  year,  which  remain 
uncanceled,  will  be  continued  and  payments 
will  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  existing  contracts  as  production 
progresses. 

New  appropriations 
The  act  of  July  9,  1918.  also  made  a  new 
appropriation  for  the  Air  Service  of  $884304.- 
758.  This  appropriation  Is  available  for  the 
purchase,  manufacture,  maintenance,  repair, 
and  operation  of  airships,  war  balloons,  and 
other  aerial  machines,  with  equipment,  avia- 
tion stations,  schools,  and  fields;  for  the  ex- 
penses of  officers,  enlisted  men.  and  civilian 
employees;  and  also  for  training,  exfierimen- 
tai  work,  creation,  expansion,  acquisition. 
and  development  of  plants,  etc.  Of  this 
amount  there  has  been  apportioned  for  Air 
Service  production  the  sum  of  $760,000  000, 
of  which  $200,000,000  has  been  set  aside  for 
airplanes,  their  spare  parts.  Instruments  and 
accessories,  $250,000,000  for  engines,  their  re- 
pair parts.  Instruments  and  accessories,  and 
$200,000,000  for  foreign  expenditures.  Vari- 
ous items  for  balloons,  oils,  gases,  and  chemi- 


cals, transportation,  plants,  miscellaneous 
equipment  and  supplies,  experimentation, 
and  pay  of  Reserve  Corps  and  civilians  make 
up  the  remainder. 

Against  this  new  appropriation  thus  ap- 
portioned the  obligations  incurred  to  Sep- 
tember 30,  1918  (exclusive  of  the  sales  de- 
partment), amounted  to  $151.580.503  35.  of 
which  $21,603,470  90  Is  for  airplanes,  their 
spare  parts,  etc  ,  and  $102,746,372  91  Is  for 
engines,  their  repair  parts,  etc.  The  total 
payments  against  the  new  obligations 
amounted,  to  September  30.  1918,  to  $3,670.- 
707.66  (exclusive  of  foreign  expenditures  and 
transfers  to  other  departments ) .  leaving  then 
unexfjended  of  the  new  appropriation  of 
$760,000,000,  apportioned  to  Air  Service  pro- 
duction, the  sum  of  $756,329,292  34. 

Payments    since    June    30,    1918,    and    total 
payments  to  date 

The  last  financial  reports  available  are  of 
September  30.  1918  The  disbursements  to 
that  date  which  were  made  after  June  30. 
1918.  for  all  aeronautical  purp>oses  and  were 
chargeable  to  the  appropriations  for  the  prior 
fiscal  year  (continued  as  above  stated)  are 
as  follows : 

Disbursed  from  the  $640- 
000.000  appropriation  (act 
of  June  24.  19171 -    $128.  265.  038  31 

Disbursed  from  other  aero- 
nautical   appropriations.  7.250.915  36 


135.  515.953   67 


Total  disbursed  since 
June  30,  1918.  un- 
der prior  appropri- 
ations for  aertjnau- 
tlcal  purposes 

The   total   disbursements   for   aeronautical 
purposes   from   June   30.    1918,   to  September 
30.  1918.  are  in  the  aggregate: 
Under  appropriations  prior 

to  June  30.    1918 $135.  515.  953  67 

Under   appropriations   after 

that  date,  as  above 3.670.707.66 


Total 139.166.661    33 

These  dlaburaements  for  all   aeronautical 

purposes  cannot  at  present  tie  appt)rt»oned 
so  as  to  show  separately  ihe  amounts  dls- 
btirsed  since  June  30.  1918,  for  airplanes 
and  engines,  and  parts. 

Deliveries   to  October   It.   1918' 
The   total   deliveries   of   airplanes   and   en- 
gines   (exclusive   of  spare  parts)    to  October 
11.    1918,    appear,    by    the    Governments    re- 
pwrts.  to  be  as  follows: 

Training  planes 
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'  See  addenda  X  for  deliveries  to  December 
1.  1918. 

ENGINES  roi  snvicE  planes 
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Engines  for  training  planes 
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PAYMENTS   POB   AIRPLANES   CONDEMNED 

Standard  J  1  training  planes 
This  type  of  plane  was  condemned  as  dan- 
Remus  In  June  1918.  because  of  the  unsuit- 
abllity  of  the  motor  (Hall-Scott,  A7a)  used 
with  It  There  were  1,600  of  these  8J-1 
planes  ordered  and  delivered,  and  all  deliv- 
eries had  been  made  prior  to  June  30,  1918, 
The  entire  amount  disbursed  for  these  planes 
and  their  spare  parts  to  September  30,  1918. 
the  date  of  the  last  financial  statement,  la 
$11,027,733  61.  of  which  $8,593,576.11  was  un- 
der cost-plus  contracts. 

There  were  2.250  A7a  engines  ordered  for 
these  planes,  all  of  which,  with  parts,  have 
been  delivered.  The  amount  dUbursed  for 
these  engines  and  parts   (exclusively  under 
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fixed-price  contracts)  to  September  30.  1918, 
amounted  to  $6,487,134.76. 

The  aggregate  cost  of  the  SJ-1  planes  with 
A7a  engines,  with  spare  parts,  to  September 
30.  1918,  amounted  to  $17,514,868.36. 

There  appears  to  have  been  no  defect  In 
the  SJ-1  plane  Itself,  and  there  is  an  ex- 
pectation that  it  may  be  utilised  by  the  In- 
stallation of  another  engine.  Ths  cost  of 
adapting  these  planes  to  such  an  Installation 
may  amount  to  $2,000  a  plane. 

What  salvage  may  ultimately  be  gained  In 
this  way  or  on  the  A7a  engines  cannot  now 
be  determined. 

BrtsfoJ  fighters 

The  Bristol  Fighter  was  condemned  as  un- 
safe In  July  1918  A  contract  for  2.000  of 
these  planes  and  for  1.200  sets  of  spare  parts 
had  been  placed  with  the  Curtiss  Aeroplane 
&  Motor  Corp,  on  a  cost-plus  basis  at  an  estl- 
inaled  cost  of  $19,190,100.  Orders  were  also 
gi\en  to  the  Hayes-Ionia  Co,  and  to  the 
Lewis  Spring  Sc  Axle  Co  .  each  for  400  sets 
of  sp;»re  parts,  at  the  estimated  cost  of  $1.- 
890,000.  or  $3,780,000  in  all.  The  estimated 
rust  III  the  Bristol  planes  and  spares  was 
thus  $22,970,100. 

Only  27  had  been  delivered  prior  to  cancel- 
lation, but  there  was  a  large  amount  of  work 
111  [jrocess  The  amount  shown  by  the  ac- 
iiiurits  of  the  Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production 
to  have  been  paid  on  these  contracts  to  Sep- 
tember 30.  1918  (exclusive  of  Increased  fa- 
cilities owned  by  the  Government).  Is  about 
»-' 350  (X)0.  Taking  the  materials  purchased 
lur  the  Bristols.  the  labor,  and  estimated 
overhead  charges,  it  would  appear  that  the 
total  amount  expended  by  the  Curtiss  Co. 
in  the  course  of  the  production  of  the  Bris- 
tols was  about  $3,000,000.  This  does  not  in- 
clude any  claim  for  damages  for  the  cancel- 
lation of  the  contract.  The  Finance  Division 
of  the  Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production  makes 
a  Reneiiil  estimate  (which  includes  unpaid 
Miuchers  and  ptisslble  claims  for  damages 
growing  out  of  the  cancellation  of  contracts) 
that  the  aggregate  cost  of  the  BrUtol  will 
amount  to  about  $8,500,000.  What  salvage 
there  may  be  on  the  materials  cannot  now 
be  determined. 

The  Liberty  engines  intended  to  be  used 
In  the  Bristols  can  be  utilized  In  other 
jilaiies. 

On  this  estimate,  the  cost  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  SJ  1  planes  (with  engines),  and 
on  the  Bristol  planes,  subject  to  reduction 
by  whatever  salvage  there  may  be,  amounts 
to  $24,000,000,' 

2      RESPONSIBLE    OmCERS    AND    ADVISORY    BOARDS 

Bv  the  act  of  July  24.  1917.  full  authority 
w;i!,  Kiven  to  the  President  to  provide,  through 
t!ie  War  Department,  for  the  purchase,  manu- 
facture, maintenance,  and  operation  of  all 
types  of  aircraft,  with  all  necessary  equip- 
ment. 

Signal  Corps 

Under  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  authority 
to  establish  the  aircraft  program  and  the 
control  and  administration  of  matters  relat- 
ing: to  aircraft  production  for  the  Army  were 
vested  In  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  Brig.  Gen. 
Geor«e  O  Squier.  It  was  under  his  direction 
th;it  the  organization  of  the  aviation  section 
of  the  Signal  Corps,  with  its  various  depart- 
menu  of  production,  supply,  inspection,  and 
accounting,  was  effected.  The  matter  of 
aircraft  production  was  entrusted  to  the 
E()uipment  Division,  vkhich  was  organized  on 
Auaust  2.  1917.  Edward  A.  Deeds  was  made 
Chief  of  this  Division,  with  Sydney  D.  Wal- 
don  as  his  assistant.     At  the  same  time  Rob- 


•  Further  information  has  been  received 
that  a  contract  is  contemplated  under  which 
about  $3,500,000  of  Bristol  parts  may  be  used 
In  a  new  type  of  plane  which.  If  successful, 
would  reduce  the  estimated  loss  on  the  Bris- 
tols to  $3,000,000  and  the  total  loss  on  SJ-Ts 
and  Bristols.  subject  to  salvage  on  the  SJ-l's, 
to  $20,500,000. 


ert  L.  Montgomery  was  made  Chief  of  the  Fi- 
nance and  Supply  Division.  There  was  a  re- 
organization on  August  29.  1917,  by  which 
these  two  Divisions  were  abolished  and  the 
functions  of  both  were  transferred  to  a  new 
Equipment  Division,  with  Edward  A.  Deeds 
in  charge.  Robert  L.  Montgomery  was  made 
the  head  of  the  Finance  Department  of  the 
Equipment  Division.  Deeds,  Montgomery, 
and  Waldon  had  been  members  of  the  Air- 
craft Production  Board  and  in  or  about  Au- 
gust 1917  they  were  commissioned  with  the 
rank  of  colonel.  Thus  Colonel  Deeds,  as  the 
head  of  the  Equipment  Division,  had  direct 
charge,  under  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  of  all 
matters  relating  to  aircraft  production.  On 
January  14.  1918.  Colonel  Deeds  became  in- 
dustrial executive  in  the  Executive  Division 
of  the  Signal  Corps,  and  was  succeeded  by 
Colonel  Montgomery  as  head  of  the  Equip- 
ment Divis'on;  but.  despite  the  change  in 
techniCEil  relation,  it  Is  apparent  that  Colonel 
Deeds  remained  in  practical  charge,  under 
the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  of  production.  In 
February  1918  William  C.  Potter  became  the 
head  of  the  Equipment  Division  and  re- 
mained in  this  position  until  the  passage  of 
the  act  of  May  20.  1918. 

Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production 

By  order  of  the  President,  dated  May  20. 
1918  (promulgated  May  24.  1918).  the  Chief 
Signal  Officer  was  put  in  charge  of  military 
signal  duties,  not  connected  with  the  Avia- 
tion Section:  Gen.  W.  L.  Kenly  was  appointed 
Director  of  Military  Aeronautics  and  charged 
with  the  duties  which  had  formerly  per- 
tained to  the  Aviation  Section,  except  so  far 
as  they  related  to  aircraft  production,  and  for 
the  latter  purpose  the  executive  agency 
known  as  the  Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production 
was  established.  Mr.  John  D.  Ryan  was  ap- 
pointed head  of  this  Bureau  and  thus  be- 
came Director  of  Aircraft  Production,  Mr. 
Potter  taking  the  post  of  Assistant  Director. 

ADVISORY  BODIES 

National  Adr^'isory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics 


Joint  Army  and  Navy  Technical  Aircraft 
Board 


Aircraft  Production   Board 

•  •  •  •  • 

Aircraft  Board 

•  •  •  •  • 

3,     PERSONAL     INTERESTS 

There  are  no  common-law  offenses  against 
the  United  States,  and  a  charge  of  crime 
under  Federal  law  must  rest  exclusively  upon 
the  violation  of  a  Federal  criminal  statute 
{United  States  v,  Eaton  (144  U.  S.  677.  687), 
United  States  v.  George  (228  U.  S.  422)  ). 

The  applicable  statutes  of  the  United 
States  dealing  with  the  question  of  personal 
interest  of  officers  and  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Government  contracts  are  the  fol- 
lowing: 

1.  Section  41  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  the 
United  States,  formerly  section  1783  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  provides: 

"Sec  41.  No  officer  or  agent  of  any  corpora- 
tion. Joint-stock  company,  or  association,  and 
no  member  or  agent  of  any  firm,  or  person 
directly  or  Indirectly  Interested  in  the  pe- 
cuniary profits  or  contracts  of  such  corp>ora- 
tlon,  Joint-stock  company,  association,  or 
firm,  shall  be  employed  or  shall  act  as  an 
officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  such  corpora- 
tion. Joint-stock  company,  association,  or 
firm.  Whoever  shall  violate  the  provision  of 
this  section  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$2,000  and  imprisoned  not  more  than  2 
years." 

Under  this  statute  It  is  not  enough  that  an 
Interested  person  merely  recommends  or  ad- 
vises transactions  with  the  Government.  To 
constitute   a   violation  of   the   statute,   the 


Interested  person  must  "be  employed"  or  "act 
as  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  for 
the  transaction  of  business  with  such  cor- 
poration." etc. 

2.  Section  3  of  the  act  of  Augtist  10,  1917 
(food  and  fuel  control  act)  provides: 

"Sec.  3.  That  no  person  acting  either  as  a 
voluntary  or  paid  agent  or  employee  of  the 
United  States  in  any  capacity,  including  an 
advisory  capacity,  shall  solicit.  Induce,  or  at- 
tempt to  Induce  any  person  or  officer  author- 
ized to  execute  or  to  direct  the  execution  of 
contracts  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to 
make  any  contract  or  give  any  order  for  the 
furnishing  to  the  United  States  of  work, 
labor,  or  services,  or  of  materials,  supplies,  or 
other  property  of  any  kind  or  character,  if 
such  agent  or  employee  has  any  jjecunlary 
interest  in  such  contract  or  order,  or  if  he  or 
any  firm  of  which  he  is  a  member,  or  cor- 
poration. Joint-stock  company,  or  association 
of  which  he  Is  an  officer  or  stockholder,  or  In 
the  pecuniary  profits  of  which  he  Is  directly 
or  Indirectly  Interested,  shall  be  a  party 
thereto.  Nor  shall  any  agent  or  employee 
make,  or  permit  any  committpe  (ir  other  body 
of  which  he  Is  a  member  to  ni.ike.  or  partici- 
pate in  making,  any  recommendation  con- 
cerning such  contract  or  order  to  any  coun- 
cil, board,  or  commission  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  member  or  subordinate  there- 
of, without  making  to  the  t)est  of  his  knowl- 
edge and  belief  a  full  and  complete  disclo- 
sure in  writing  to  such  council,  commission, 
or  subordinate  of  any  and  every  pecuniary 
Interest  which  may  have  in  such  contract  or 
order  and  of  his  Interest  In  any  firm,  corpo- 
ration, company,  or  association  being  a  party 
thereto.  Nor  shall  he  participate  In  the 
awarding  of  such  contract  or  giving  such 
order.  Any  willful  violation  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  punishable 
by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  im- 
prisonment of  not  more  than  5  years,  or 
both:  Proiidrd  That  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  change,  alter,  or  rep)eal  sec- 
tion 41  of  chapter  321,  Thlrty-fiUh  Statutes 
at  Large." 

This  section  covers  those  who  act  In  an 
advisory  capacity.  It  has  no  application  to 
transactons  occurring  before  Its  passage. 

It  Is  apparent  that  the  section  was  guard- 
edly drawn  and  Its  limitations  should  be 
noted.  Tlie  first  sentence  of  the  section  ap- 
plies to  interested  jjersons  only  where  they 
"solicit.  Induce,  or  attempt  to  Induce"  any 
person  or  officer,  who  Is  "authorized  to  exe- 
cute, or  to  direct  the  execution  of  contracts," 
to  make  any  contract  or  give  any  order  for 
labor,  services,  materials,  etc.  The  use  of 
different  expressions  in  the  different  clauses 
of  the  section  suggests  possible  shades  of 
meaning.  The  act  of  recommending  does  not 
come  within  the  first  sentence  unless  it  is 
found  to  amount  to  "soliciting,"  "Inducing," 
or  "attempting  to  induce."  nor  does  the  first 
Sentence  cover  solicitations  addressed  to 
others  than  the  persons  or  officers  duly  au- 
thorized to  make  the  contracts  or  give  the 
orders. 

The  second  sentence  relates  to  "recom- 
mendations" by  interested  persons,  but  it  Is 
limited  to  recommendations  made  "to  any 
council,  board,  or  commission  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  member  or  subordinate  there- 
of" in  the  absence j3f  the  disclosure  described. 
Apparently  this  sentence  does  not  cover  rec- 
ommendations made  to  individual  officers 
acting  under  the  authority  conferred  upon 
them  by  law.  who  are  not  members  or  sub- 
ordinates of  a  "council,  board,  or  commis- 
sion." 

The  third  sentence  provides  that  the  In- 
terested person  shall  not  "participate  in  the 
awarding  of  such  contract  or  giving  such 
order."  This  would  seem  to  relate  to  those 
who  take  part  In  the  actual  awarding  of  the 
contract  or  giving  of  the  order  and  not  to 
those  who  act  In  an  advisory  capacity  only. 

The  section  concludes  with  the  proviso 
that  Its  provisions  shall  not  alter  or  repeal 
section  41  of  the  Criminal  Code  above  quoted. 
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To  come  within  tbcac  aiattites  an  Inter- 
ested person  must  either  (I)  set  as  an 
oOco'  or  agent  of  the  Oovemment  for  the 

transaction  of  business  with  the  concern  in 
which  he  is  interested,  or  (3)  solicit.  Induce, 
or  attempt  to  induce,  the  person  or  officer 
who  is  autlxn-tsed  to  execute  or  direct  the 
execution  of  contracts,  to  make  a  contract 
with,  or  give  an  order  to.  the  concern  to 
which  the  Interest  relates,  or  (3)  talu  part 
in  a  recommendatlOD  to  a  "council,  board, 
or  commission"  or  subordinate  or  members 
thereof,  without  the  disclosure  stated,  or 
(4)  participate  in  ttie  award  of  the  contract 
or  giving  of  the  order. 

In  connection  with  these  statutes  atten- 
tion may  tie  called  to  the  fallowing  proviaion. 
which  appears  as  a  rtder  in  the  appropriation 
act  of  March  3.  1917,  immediately  following 
an  appropriation  for  the  distribution  of  doc- 
umente  (39  Stat.,  p.  1106) : 

"Frovided,  That  on  and  after  July  1.  1919. 
no  Qovemment  ofllclal  or  employee  shall  re- 
cetre  any  salary  In  connection  with  his 
aerrlces  as  such  an  official  or  employee  from 
any  source  other  tiian  the  Goremment  of 
the  United  States,  except  as  may  be  con- 
tributed out  of  tl»e  treasury  of  any  State, 
county,  or  municipality,  and  no  person,  as- 
sociation, or  corporation  shall  muke  any  con- 
tribution to.  or  In  any  way  supplement  the 
salary  of,  any  Government  official  or  em- 
ployee for  the  services  performed  by  him  for 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Any 
person  violating  any  of  the  terms  of  this  pro- 
viso shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor, 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  pun- 
ished by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  •1,000  or  Im- 
prisonment for  not  less  than  6  months,  or  by 
lx>th  such  fine  and  Imprisonment  as  the 
court  may  determine." 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  provision,  en- 
acted In  March  1917.  Is  not  to  be  operative 
until  July  1.  1919.  It -may  be  contended  with 
force  that  this  constitutes  a  legislative 
declaration,  by  Implication,  that  the  action 
described  by  the  provision— that  is.  the  mere 
supplementing  of  the  pay  of  Government  of- 
ficials by  private  contributions — should  not 
be  deemed  contrary  to  law  prior  to  the  date 
fixed. 

INDIVIDUAL   KKLATIONS   OF   OmciALS 
•  •  •  •  • 

omczxs  or  the  signal  corps  roxMcitLT  in 

CONTSOL  or  AIKCXAPr   PBODUCnON 

1.  The  Chief  Signal  Officer;  It  docs  not 
appear  that  General  Squler  had  any  interest 
in  any  corporations  or  concerns  transacting 
business  with  the  Signal  Corps.  The  dcfecU 
in  the  organization,  which  was  created  under 
his  direction  for  the  purpose  of  aircraft  pro- 
duction, are  matters  distinct  from  any  ques- 
tion of  personal  Interest  and  will  be  consid- 
ered In  another  division  of  this  report. 

2.  Col  Edward  A.  Deeds:  The  charges  per- 
taining to  personal  Interest  In  Government 
contracts  relate  particularly  to  Col.  Edward 
A.  Deeds  and  grow  out  of  the  highly  sugges- 
tive transactions  with  his  former  business 
associates  at  Dayton.  These  transactions 
have  been  subjected  to  careful  scrutiny. 

Colonel  Deeds  was  born  near  Granville. 
Ohio,  on  March  12,  1874.  There  is  testimony 
that  he  once  said  that  his  name  originally 
was  Dletz.  No  public  record  has  been 
found  to  this  effect.  Cotonel  D?ed.s  denies 
making  the  remark  attributed  to  him  and 
states  that  his  family  has  borne  the  name 
of  Deeds  for  at  least  four  generations — his 
great-grandfather  of  that  name  coming  from 
Pennsylvania.  For  many  years  Colonel  Deeds 
was  an  officer  of  the  National  Cash  Register 
Co..  and  was  one  of  several  connected  with 
that  organization  who  were  Indicted  in  the 
Federal  District  Court  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  in  1912.  for  violation  of  the 
Sherman  Antitrust  Act.  Upon  the  trial 
Deeds,  with  other  defendants,  was  convicted. 
but  this  conviction  was  set  aside  by  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  [Patterson  v.  United 
State*.  222  Fed.,  599).  and  the  prosecution 
went  no  further. 


At  the  time  of  our  entry  into  the  war.  Mr. 
Deeds  had  large  bosiness  Interests  at  Dayton. 
His  intimate  business  associates  were  Charles 
F.  Kettering  and  H.  K.  Talbott.  Mr.  Deeds 
snd  Mr.  Kettering  (an  inventor  and  engineer 
of  ability)  have  been  Jointly  associated  In 
many  enterprises  with  equal  shares.  It  being 
their  policy  to  organise  corporations  and  to 
take  their  respective  interests  In  stocks.  Mr. 
Deeds  has  supplied  the  financial  talent  and 
Mr.  Kettering,  who  is  without  any  aptitude 
for  business  details,  the  engineering  skill. 
They  have  had.  and  still  have,  a  common 
agent  of  a  highly  confidential  sort,  George  B. 
Smith,  of  Dayton,  who  holds  the  power  of 
attorney  of  each,  keeps  their  respective  books, 
has  charge  of  their  bank  accounts,  signs  their 
checks,  and  generally  looks  after  their  finan- 
cial affairs.  They  are  still  associateo  in  vari- 
ous undertakings  and  their  relations  are  of 
the  most  intimate  character. 

In  1904  Kettering  was  employed  in  the  Na- 
tional Cash  Register  Co  as  a  designer  In  the 
engineering  department,  and  later  he  became 
associated  with  Deeds  In  the  development  of 
what  Is  known  as  the  Delco  Ignition  system 
for  automobiles.  In  the  course  of  this  de- 
velopment Deed.s  and  Kettering  organized 
the  Dayton  Engineering  Laboratories  Co  . 
known  as  the  Delco  Co.  The  enterprise  whs 
successful  and  the  common  stock  was  sold  by 
Deeds  and  Kettering  in  1916  to  the  United 
Motors  Corporation  forse\era:  million  dollars 
in  cas,h  and  certain  shares  of  stock.  Deeds 
and  Kettering  each  retained  a  few  shares  of 
preferred  stock.  Deeds  continued  as  president 
of  the  corporation,  with  a  salary  of  8(S0  000  a 
year,  as.d  Kettering  as  vice  prebldent.  with  a 
salary  nf  $.50  000 

In  April  191.5  Deeds  Kettering.  H  E  Tal- 
bott. Sr  .  and  his  son  H  E  Talbott,  Jr  . 
orpanized  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co 
with  a  capital  stock  of  »200.000  T7ic  stock 
was  held  as  follows:  Talbott.  Sr  .  900  shares; 
Deeds.  600  shares;  Kettering.  499  shares; 
Talbott.  Jr.  99  shares:  Charles  H  Mead.  1 
share;  and  George  B  McCann.  1  share.  Prior 
to  cur  entry  into  the  war  this  company  had 
profitable  fuse  contracts  with  the  British 
Go\ernment  and  had  accumulated  a  con- 
siderable surplus  It  appears  that  in  the 
spring  of  1917  both  Deeds  and  Talbott  were 
appointed  on  the  subcommittee  on  fu.ses  and 
detonators  of  the  Munitions  Standards 
Board.  In  1916.  the  company  had  a  contract 
with  the  Navy  Department  lor  fuses,  and  it 
received  other  fuse  contracts  from  the  Navy 
and  the  Ordnance  Department  of  the  Army 
in  1917  As  vice  president  of  this  company. 
Deeds  had  a  salary  of  $2.5.C(X)  a  year  The 
relation  of  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co. 
to  aircraft  production  Is  that  thU  company, 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  1917.  acquired 
all  the  stock  (save  four  qualifying  shares) 
of  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  and  also 
has  subcontracts  for  metal  parts  with  con- 
tractors making  airplanes  and  engines.  The 
Dayton  Metal  Products  Co.  al.so  subscribed 
and  paid  for  1,000  shares  (par  value  $100  000) 
of  the  stock  of  the  Lincoln  Motor  Co.  which 
was  organized  to  build  Liberty  engines  and 
has  a  paid-up  capital  stock  of  $850,000. 

In  September  1916,  Deeds  and  Kettering 
organized  the  Domestic  Building  Co..  of 
Dayton,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  and 
financing  plants  for  the  use  of  various  com- 
panies. The  capital  stock  is  now  $1,000,000 
of  which  all  but  four  qualifying  shares  are 
held  by  Deeds  and  Kettering  in  equal  parts. 
This  company  owned  the  land  and  erected 
the  building  acquired  by  the  Dayton-Wright 
Airplane  Co.  for  its  principal  airplane  plant. 
On  April  9.  1917.  the  Dayton-Wright  Air- 
plane Co.  was  incorporated  with  a  capital 
stock  of  $500,000  by  Deeds,  Kettering,  H.  E. 
Talbott,  and  H  E.  Talbott,  Jr.,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  OrvlUe  Wright.  They  had  taken 
over  the  former  Wright  orEanljation  and 
thus  had  started  an  airplane  enterprise  at 
Dayton  in  a  small  way  In  the  summer  of  1918. 
The  larger  enterprise  of  the  Dayton-Wright 
Airplane  Co.  was  launched  about  the  time  of 
our  entry  Into  the  war,  manifestly  with  the 


expectation  of  obtaining   Government   con- 
tracts.   While  Deeds  was  one  of  the  incorpo- 
rators, be  did  not  become  a  stockholder,  the 
subscriptions  for  the  first  5.000  shares  being 
as  follows:  H.  X.  Taltxitt.  IJHM)  shares:  C.  F. 
Kettering.    2.000   shares:    H     E.    Talbott.   Jr , 
990  shares:   George  H    Mead,   10  shares;  and 
C.  A.  Craighead.  10  shares.     In  Augvut  1917 
the  capital  stock  was  increased  to  $1,000,000 
($600,000   common   and   •400.000   preferred). 
The    new  common  stock   was   taken   by  the 
Messrs.    Talbott   and    Kettering    in    the    pro- 
portion  of   two-fifths,    two-fifths,   and   one- 
fifth.     There   were   early   negotiations   for   a 
Government  contract,  and  as  early  as  June 
12,    1917.   a  contract   with   the   company   was 
recommended    by    the    Aircraft    Production 
Board      The  contract   was  executed  on   Au- 
gust 17.  1917  I  under  date  of  August  1.  1917), 
and  was  f<;r  40  Standard  J   1  training  planes 
at   the  fixed   price  of  $6,500  each.     For  this, 
there    wa.s    substituted    the    contract    dated 
.September    7.    1917.    which    was    also   recom- 
mended   by    the    Aircraft    Production    Biard 
and  was  approved   by  General  Squler.     This 
contract    was   for   4a6   Sfandard-J    airplanes. 
2  000  De  Havllland  9  s    and  1.500  Martlnsydes 
with  spare  parts      By  later  modifications  the 
Martlnsydes     and     be     Havllland     9s     were 
omitted    and    provUslon    wa.s    made    for   4.000 
De  Havllland   4'8.     These  contracts  were  on 
a  cost-plus  basis,  the  estimated  amount  In- 
volved   beint?   upward   of   $30.000  000      There 
was    to    be    a    fixed    profit    of    $620    on    each 
Standard-J  plane  and  $875  on  each  De  Havll- 
land    making   a    total    fixed    profit    of    about 
$."?  7.50.000    exrlu.slve  of   fixed  profit  on   spare 
parts  covered  by  the  contract,  thus  expected 
to  be  earned    ac-ordinj?  to  the  contemplated 
deliveries  before  the  end  of  1918      The  con- 
tract also  provided   for  additional   profits  to 
the  extent  of  25  percent  of  the  saving  under 
the    b  jgey   or   estimated    cost    of    the    planes 
($7,000  on  the  De  HavlUands).  and  It  is  esti- 
mated   that    the    additional    profit    on    th.s 
basis  would   have  amounted   to  over  $2  600,- 
000      When  the  bo«ey  cost  of  $7,000  was  fixed, 
letters     were     obtained     from     the     Dayton- 
Wright   Airplane  Co    and   from   Fisher   Body 
Corp     (Which    also    had    a    contract    for    De 
HavUlands  i    that  after  250  machines  had  been 
produced  there  would  be  an  equitable  adjust- 
ment If  the  bogey  cost  was  found  to  be  ma- 
terially   wr<.i;c       A-cordinglv.    a    contract    U 
now  about  to  be  signed  reducing  the  bogey 
cost    to   $5,000   and    the   fixed    profit    to   $«25 
per  plane. 

Even  at  this  rate,  the  fixed  profit  on  the 
4.0<.0  De  HavUlands  will  be  $2,500,000  and  it 
is  belitvtd  th:a  there  will  be  an  additional 
profit  through  .sa\lng  under  the  bogev  cost 
and  on  .«pare  part.^  <,f  not  less  than  $i  000  - 
000  In  August  and  September  1917,  when 
the  first  CSovernment  contracts  were  awarded, 
the  capital  stock  of  the  company  ($1COO- 
OOni  had  not  been  paid  In.  It  was  not  paid 
Hi  until  LVcmbcr  1.  1917.  when,  in  one  trans- 
action, the  stock  wa.s  paid  for  and  all  the 
shares,  preferred  and  common,  .save  five 
qualifying  shares,  were  transferred  to  the 
Dayton  MeUl  Products  Co  ,  which  thus  be- 
came and  still  remains  the  owner  of  the 
Dayion-Wright  Airplane  Co.  As  the  latter 
company  practically  received  nothing  on  the 
l.-.sue  of  Its  capital  .-tock  save  the  fixed  prop- 
erty represented  by  its  plants,  it  was  lacking 
in  working  capital,  and  this  at  the  outset 
was  supplied  by  various  loans  and  advances 
of  the  interested  parii.  s.  In  December  the 
Government  agreed  to  advance  the  company 
$2  500.000,  of  which  $1,500,000  was  advanced 
at  once. 

The   name  of   Orvllle   Wright  was   used   in 

this  enterprise,  but  his  chief  activity  l^as 
been  ajs  a  consulting  engineer  m  connection 
with  experimental  work.  He  has  not  been  re- 
sponsible for  production.  Mr.  Kettering  U 
an  engineer  of  ability,  but  his  work  also  has 
been  that  of  experimental  engineering-  he  is 
not  a  manufacturing  or  production  Miiert. 
Much  emphasis  u  placed  by  the  parties  con- 
cerned upon  the  fact  that  they  were  able 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  old  Wright  organ- 
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Izatlon  which  had  l>een  continued  as  already 
stated.  But  this  was  a  very  slender  basis  for 
the  prompt  selection  of  this  newly  organised 
company,  which  had  not  even  completed  Its 
financial  arrangements,  as  one  of  the  few 
companies  immediately  admitted  to  the  ad- 
vantages of  large  and  highly  profitable  Gov- 
ernment contracU.  The  promoters  of  thU 
enterprise,  not  content  with  these  profits 
which  were  to  accrue  to  them,  either  directly 
or  through  their  ownership  of  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co..  at  once  took  advantage 
of  the  opportunity  to  Increase  their  gains  by 
salaries  as  executive  officers  of  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Airplane  Co.  Dating  from  August  1. 
1917,  the  salaries  thus  allowed  were  as  fol- 
lows: H.  E.  Talbott,  Sr.,  $35,000:  C.  F.  Ket- 
tering, $35,000:  and  H.  E.  Talbott.  Jr.  (30 
years  old.  who  was  made  president  of  the 
company),  $30,000.  Talbott.  Sr..  was  at  the 
time  receiving,  and  continued  to  receive, 
$60,000  a  year  as  president  of  the  Dsyton 
Metal  ProducU  Co;  Kettering  received  a 
salary  of  $26,000  from  the  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co.  and  $50,000  from  the  Delco 
Co  ;  and  Talbott.  Jr  .  was  also  receiving  a 
salary  of  $18,000  from  the  Dayton  Metal 
Produ^-ts  Co. 

There  would  seem  to  be  no  question  but 
that  the  members  of  the  Aircraft  Production 
Board  In  recommending  contracts  had  con- 
fidence in  the  capacity  of  those  undertaking 
the  venture,  and  the  previous  success  of  this 
gr  )up  while  Mr.  Deeds  had  been  associated 
with  them  was  well  known  But  the  fact  re- 
mains that  practically  at  the  Inception  of 
the  Government's  aviation  activity  In  con- 
nection with  the  war.  and  within  the  sphere 
of  Co'.onel  Deeds"  Important,  If  not  com- 
manding. Influence,  his  former  business  as- 
sociates were  placed  at  once  through  Govern- 
ment contracU  In  a  position  where  they  had 
the  assurance  of  very  large  profits  upon  a 
relatively  small  Investment  of  their  own 
m  )ney,  and  in  addition  were  able  to  secure 
generius  salaries,  which  they  charged  against 
the  Government  as  part  of  the  cost  of  man- 
ufacture. 

That  Deeds.  Kettering,  and  Talbott  con- 
tinued to  be  on  the  most  Intimate  and  confi- 
dential footing  In  connection  with  the  prose- 
cution of  the  Government  work  by  the  Day- 
t.in-Wrlght  Airplane  Co.  Is  apparent  from 
their  correspondence,  of  which  the  following 
are  excerpte: 

(Letter   Deeds  to  Kettering,  June   13.   1917] 

Washington.  June  13,  1917. 
Mr    C    P.  Kettkbing. 

City  National  Bank  Building. 
Dayton.  Ohio. 

Mr  Deas  C.  P.:  You  will  be  interested  to 
know  that  the  standard  training  machine  Is 
going  to  be  called  the  United  States  primary 
training,  and  will  not  be  called  the  Curtlss 
J  N.  This  was  decided  last  week,  and  I  for- 
got to  tell  you  when  In  Dayton. 

Provision  will  be  made  for  either  Mr. 
Coffin  or  myself  to  appear  before  the  S.  A.  E.' 
ar.d  as  I  am  one  of  the  committee  on  ar- 
rangements, will  see  that  the  plans  of  the 
Aircraft  Production  Board  get  properly  be- 
fore the  association. 

Relative  to  the  design  of  planes,  I  do  not 
care  to  write  what  Is  being  done,  but  will 
discuss  It  with  you  when  I  get  home  and 
you  will  see  that  we  have  already  gone  away 
down  the  pike  In  this  matter.  Everything 
Is  lining  up  now  In  pretty  good  shape. 

Yours,   very   truly, 

E.  A. 

[Telegram  Deeds  to  Talbott,  July  3,  1917] 

JULT  3,  1917. 
Mr  H.  K.  Talbott, 

Dayton,  Ohio: 
General  Squler  went  direct  to  Detroit.  Will 
probably  spend  Fourth  at  his  old  home  in 
Michigan.  May  be  in  Dayton  Thursday  or 
Friday,  arriving  there  from  Detroit  or  from 
Champaign.     III.    Harold,     Kettering, 

■Society  of  Automotive  Engineers. 


Wright  can  take  care  of  him.  He  will  be 
interested  in  the  Dayton  Wright  factory  and 
laboratory.  Orvllle  Wright  Uboratory.  snd 
especially  Mr.  Kettering's  views  on  scientific 
subjects.    In  general  he  is  highly  technical. 

E.  A.  Dbcos. 

(Telegram  Kettering  to  Deeds.  August  4. 1917] 

Datton,  Ohio.  August  4.  1917. 
B.  A.  Deeds. 

Room  527,  Munaey  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
We  believe  all  confidential  telegrams  should 
be  sent  to  Mr.  H.  E.  Talbott.  Sr..  City  National 
Bank  Building,  or  George  B.  Smith,  instead 
of  the  Dsyton  Wright  Airplane  Co. 

C.  F.  KrrTExiNO. 


(Telegram  Deeds  to  Kettering.  August  4, 
1917] 

August  4.  1917. 
Mr.  C.  F.  Ketteking. 

City  National  Bank  Building, 
Dayton.  Ohio: 
Hereafter  all  confidential  telegrams  will  be 
sent  to  H.  E.  Talbott.  Sr..  Instead  of  to  the 
Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

(Telegram  Deeds  to  Talbott.  September   16, 
19171 

Old  Point.  Va..  September  16,  1917. 

H.  E.  Talbott. 

Dayton,  Ohio: 
For  your  personal  Information  as  coming 
from  your  local  attorney.  Judge  Advocate 
General  has  ruled  it  legal  for  Government  to 
select  one.  contractor  one.  and  the  two  a 
third,  as  appraisers  of  market  value  of  plant 
at  expiration  of  contract.  If  you  care  to 
raise  the  question  the  above  will  l>e  found 
to  be  the  final  ruling. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

When  this  last  telegram,  which  pute  In  a 
stronger  light  the  relations  of  the  parties, 
was  sent.  Deeds  was  an  officer  In  the  Army. 
This  highly  Improper  conduct  in  holding 
communication  In  this  manner  with  his  for- 
mer business  associate  In  a  transaction  pend- 
ing between  the  Dayton-Wright  Co.  and  the 
Government  department  in  Colonel  Deeds' 
charge  demands  the  attention  of  the  mili- 
tary authorities. 

But  evidence  of  favoritism.  Influence,  or 
confidential  communications  of  this  sort, 
however  otherwise  reprehensible,  do  not 
make  out  criminal  liability  under  the  stat- 
utes above  quoted,  unless  It  appears  that  the 
representative  of  the  Government  has  a  pecu- 
niary interest  in  the  Government  contract 
or  order,  or  is  an  officer  or  stockholder  of.  or 
has  a  pecuniary  Interest  in.  a  corporation, 
firm,  or  association  which  is  a  party  to  the 
Government  contract  or  order.  And  the 
question  is  whether  Colonel  Deeds  had  such 
an  Interest.  His  statement  is  that  he  had 
no  such  Interest,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had 
given  up  large  salaries  to  devote  himself  to 
the  Government  service. 

The  facts  with  respect  to  the  disposition 
of  Colonel  Deeds'  Interests  (so  far  as  perti- 
nent to  this  inquiry)  and  the  method  of 
disposition  are  as  follows: 

UNrTED    motobs    coxp.,    datton    xngineexing 

LABOXATOKIXS  CO. 

The  only  transfer  made  by  him  of  any  of 
his  shares  in  that  company  was  by  gift  to  his 
wife.  He  endorsed,  for  transfer,  the  certifi- 
cates for  17.500  shares  on  October  13.  1917, 
and  they  were  transferred  to  Mrs.  Deeds' 
name  on  October  17.  1917.     •     •     • 

If  there  were  evidence  that  Colonel  Deeds 
had  acted  as  officer  or  agent  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  transactions  with  the  Delco  Co., 
or  with  the  United  Motors  Corp.,  prior  to 
October  13,  1917,  there  would  be  ground  by 
reason  of  his  interest  for  charging  a  viola- 
tion of  the  statute,  and  it  may  be  doulited 
whether  there  was  then  or  thereafter  such  a 
transfer  as  would  avail  to  take  the  case  out 


of  the  statutory  prohibition.  But  there  is 
no  evidence  that  Deeds  acted  for  the  Oot- 
emment  in  any  transaction  with  either  of 
these  corporations.  8o  far  as  appears,  the 
Government  made  no  oontracte  for  Delco 
ignition  either  with  the  Delco  Co.  or  with 
the  United  Motors  Corp.  The  contracts  for 
the  Deloo  83rstem  were  made  by  the  con- 
tractors who  were  manufacturing  the  en- 
gines under  contracte  with  the  Oownment, 
and  the  dealings  with  the  Delco  Co.  or  with 
the  United  Motors  Corp.  in  relation  to  the 
Delco  system  were  had  by  these  con- 
tractors.    •     •     • 

His  statement  to  the  Aircraft  Production 
Board  on  August  28.  1917.  that  he  had  made  a 
bona  fide  transfer  of  all  his  stock  in  the 
United  Motors  Corp.,  when  the  stock  had  not 
In  fact  been  transferred,  and  at  most  he  con- 
templated s  gift  of  the  stock  to  his  wife, 
was  neither  candid  nor  truthful,  and  is  cer- 
tainly not  to  be  regarded  as  s  "full  and  com- 
plete disclosure."  But  in  the  absence  of 
proof  of  solicitation,  inducement,  or  recom- 
mendation by  him,  or  action  on  his  pait  as 
an  officer  or  agent  of  the  Government  in 
transactions  with  the  United  Motors  Corp.  or 
the  Delco  Co.,  there  are  no  fscts  bringing 
the  case  within  the  statutory  prohibition. 

OOMXBTIC  BUILDING  CO. 

In  his  letter  of  August  28.  1917.  to  the 
Aircraft  Production  Board.  Colonel  Deeds 
stated  that  he  had  made  a  bona  fide  transfer 
of  his  stock  In  this  company.  This  was  not 
true.  It  appears  that  on  that  date  he  re- 
signed the  office  of  president  of  the  company, 
but  he  did  not  dispose  of  his  stock.  The 
stock  of  that  company  is  still  held  in  equal 
portions  by  Deeds  and  Kettering. 

Colonel  Deeds  was  plainly  led  to  make  the 
statement  in  his  letter  by  the  fact  that  the 
Domestic  Building  Co.  had  acquired  the  land 
and  had  erected  the  building  which  was  in 
course  of  completion  and  was  then  occupied 
and  Intended  to  be  used  as  the  principal 
plant  of  the  Dayton- Wright  Airplane  Co. 
for  the  manufacture  of  airplanes.  It  is  said 
that  m  anticipation  of  a  lease  of  the  prop- 
erty to  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.,  It 
had  been  agreed  prior  to  August  28.  1917, 
that  Deeds'  stock  In  the  Domestic  Building 
Co.  should  be  sold  to  Kettering.  But  there 
Is  not  sufficient  evidence  of  a  definite  and 
binding  agreement  to  that  effect,  or  of  any- 
thing more  than  a  loose  understanding  be- 
tween intimates,  whose  arrangemente  could 
at  any  time  be  adjusted  to  suit  their  mutual 
convenience.  Certainly  there  had  been  no 
transfer  of  the  stock.  It  was  not  until  No- 
vember that  there  was  an  adjustment  of  ac- 
counts with  this  company,  and  then.  Instead 
of  a  sale  of  his  stock  by  Deeds,  he  retained 
his  stock  in  the  Domestic  Building  Co..  and 
the  plant  erected  by  that  company  was  pur- 
chased by  Talbott.  Sr..  Kettering,  and  Tal- 
bott. Jr.,  who  at  once  transferred  it  to  the 
Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co. 

DATTON-WXICHT    AIRPLANE   CO. 

Colonel  Deeds'  statement  in  his  letter  of 
August  28.  1917,  that  he  had  never  been  a 
stockholder  In  this  company  was  true.  The 
stock  is  owned  by  the  Dayton  Metel  Prod- 
ucts Co..  and  if  Colonel  Deeds  had  or  has 
any  Interest  through  stock  ownership  In  the 
profite  on  its  contracte  with  the  Government 
this  Interest  must  be  derived  from  an  in- 
terest In  the  stock  of  the  Dayton  Metal  Prod- 
ucts Co. 

His  relation  to  the  organization  of  the 
Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co.  is  this:  He  was 
an  incorporator,  and  while  he  did  not  sub- 
scribe for  stock  and  none  was  issued  in 
his  name,  the  payment  of  the  stock  of  the 
company  to  the  extent  of  upward  of  four- 
fifths  of  its  par  value  was  made,  in  sub- 
stance, by  the  transfer  to  the  company  of 
the  plant  built  by  the  Domestic  Building 
Co..  owned  by  Deeds  and  Kettering,  and  this 
company  received  therefor  unsecured  notes 
of  Talbott.  Sr..  Mr.  Kettering,  and  TalboU. 
Jr.,  only  a  sokaU  part  of  whicb  has  been  paid. 
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Thua.  Deeds  and  Kettering,  through  the  Do- 
mestic Building  Co..  virtually  furnished  the 
main  plant  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane 
Co.  on  a  credit  to  the  Talbot  is  and  Ket- 
tering.   The  transaction  was  as  follows: 

The  airplane  factory  was  erected  on  a  tract 
which  the  Domestic  Building  Co.  had  ac- 
quired from  the  Moraine  Development  Co. 
(a  corporation  In  which  Deeds  and  Ketter- 
ing were  largely  Interested)  at  a  price  a 
little  over  $753  an  acre.  The  building  was 
Intended  for  the  use  of  the  Domestic  En- 
gineering Co..  another  concern  owned  by 
Deeds  and  Kettering,  which  was  engaged  in 
the  business  of  supplying  Delco  lights  for 
general  Illuminating  purposes.  It  was  later 
decided  that  it  should  be  used  by  the  Dayton 
Wright  Airplane  Co..  which  entered  into  pos- 
session. 

Still  later,  it  was  arranged  that  the  syn.ii- 
cate    composed    of    Talbott.    Sr  ,    Kettering. 
and  Talbott,  Jr..  should  purchase  the  plant 
from   the   Etomestic   Building   Co.   and   con- 
vey  it   to   the   Dayton   Wright   Airplane   Co. 
In  November   1917   (while   the   building  was 
still  incomplete).  Mr.  Allan  R.  Smart,  a  pub- 
lic accountant  (of  Barrow.  Wade,  Guthrie  & 
Co.).  made  an  adjustment  of  the  account.s  of 
Daeds.  Kettering.  Talbott.  Sr..   and  Talbott. 
Jr.,    for    variou.s    advances,    and    a    balance 
was    struck    of   $683,732,16    as    owing    to    the 
Domestic  Building  Co.     In  this  adjustment 
the    land    (25.55    acres)     was    taken    at    $1,- 
200  an  acre,  and  the  building  at  the  amount 
of    the    expenditures    upon    it,    making    the 
price     of     the     plant     (called     the     M   rain- 
plant)    $836,401.08.      The    balance    of    ?683 - 
732.16  was  covered  by  three  individual  notes 
of     Talbott,     Sr.,     Kettering,     and     Talbott. 
Jr..    in    the    proportion    of    two-flfths.    two- 
fifths,  and  one-fifth,  as  follows:    H.  E.   Tal- 
bott. $273,492.87;  C.  F.  Kettering.  S273,4C2  87- 
and  H.  E.  Talbott.  Jr.,  $136,746.43.       All  oi  the 
notes  were  dated  November  4,  1917,  and  were 
payable  to  the  Domestic  Building  Co.  1  year 
after  date  with  6-percent  interest.    The  notes 
are  unsecured.    The  makers  of  the  notes  have 
paid    Interest    cuarterly;    and.    in    addition. 
Talbott.     Sr.,     has     paid     $i,492,87     on     the 
principal  of  his  note,  reducing  it  to  $270,000, 
and    Talbott.    Jr.,     has    paid    $26.746  43    oii 
the    principal    of    his    note,    reducin';    it    to 
$110,000.     It  appears  that  Mr.  Kettermi?  has 
made  payments  of  $6,000.     This  transaction 
left  the  Talbotts  and  Kettering  as  the  own- 
ers of  the  Moraine  plant,  which  the  Dnyton 
Wright  Airplane  Co.  was  operating,  and   the 
stock  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co,  for 
which    they    had    subscribed    had    not    been 
paid  in. 

The  payment  of  the  subscriptions  for  the 
stock  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co,,  the 
concurrent  payment  by  that  company  for 
two  plants  (the  Moraine  plant  already  men- 
tioned and  another  at  Mlamisburgi,  and  the 
tran.sfer  of  its  stock,  thus  paid  for,  to  the 
Dayton  Metal  Products  Co,,  were  effected  by 
an  exchange  of  checks  on  December  1.  1917. 
Shortly  before,  the  Miamisbur?  plant  had 
been  acquired  by  Talbott,  Sr,  (for  the 
Fyndlcatei  for  the  sum  of  $60,000  and  was 
turned  over  to  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane 
Co.  at  1127.202,  the  profit  being  divided  be- 
tween himself,  Kettering,  and  Talbott,  Jr.. 
according  to  their  respective  interests  in 
the  syndicate. 

To  accomplish  the  desired  result,  the  fol- 
lowing procedure  was  adopted: 

The  Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co.  gave  to 
the  syndicate  its  check  for  the  sum  of 
$955,071.25  made  up  of  the  purchase  price  of 
the  Moraine  and  Mlamlsburg  plants  ($836.- 
401.C8  less  an  item  of  interest  ($8,531.8:}  i  for 
the  Moraine,  or  main  plant,  and  $127,202  for 
the  Mlamlsburg  plant).  The  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co.  gave  its  checks  to  the  syndicate 
for  $183,459.55  for  various  balances  of  ac- 
counts, and  for  $999,500,  the  purchase  price 
at  par  of  the  stock  of  Dayton  Wright  Air- 
plane Co.  (less  five  shares  retained).  The 
syndicate  thus  received  checks  to  the  aggre- 
gate amount  of  $2,138,030.80.    The  syndicate 
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gave  their  check  to  the  Dayton  Wright  Air- 
plane Co.  in  payment  of  the  capital  stock  of 
$1,000,000  and  another  check  to  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co.  for  $1,136,537.20  as  the 
purchase  price  of  certain  securities  which  the 
Dayton  Metal  Products  Co.  sold  to  the  syndi- 
cate, making  the  total  of  the  syndicates 
checks  $2.136,537  20.  The  Dayton  Wright 
Airplane  Co.  gave  its  check  to  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co  In  repayment  of  advances 
for  $44,928.75,  the  difference  between  the 
sum  of  $955  071  25  paid  by  the  company  for 
the  plants  and  the  sum  of  $1,000,000  received 
for  its  stock.  The  transaction  was  accom- 
plished with  a  minimum  use  of  cash  (less 
than  $1,500).  and  as  a  result  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co.  had  all  the  stock  (save 
five  shares)  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane 
Co  :  the  Daytun  Wright  Airplane  Co  had  the 
Moraine  and  the  Mlamlsburg  plants:  Mes.-^rs. 
Talbotts  and  Kettering  had  the  securities 
which  they  had  purcha.sed  from  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co  :  and  the  Domestic  Build- 
ing Co.  (owned  by  Deeds  and  Kettering)  con- 
tinued to  hold  the  notes  which  the  Talbotts 
and  Kettering  had  given  to  that  company  on 
the  settlement  in  November. 

DAYTON     MrTAL    PRfirtTTS    CO. 

Colonel  Deeds  ( riglnally  held  one-fourth 
of  the  stock  of  this  companv  ir  500  shaies. 
It  appears  from  the  miiuues  ot  the  board  of 
directors  that  at  a  meetine  of  the  b  lard  in 
Dayton  on  May  21,  1917.  President  Talfc  ,tt 
stated  that  the  company  had  been  advised 
by  the  Ordnance  Department  of  the  Army 
"that  in  all  probabllltv,  the  entire  facilities 
of  the  cnmp:iny  wouKi  be  utilized  for  muni- 
tion work.  and.  in  all  probabUltv,  contracts 
would  be  piven  to  the  companv' as  soon  as 
appropriations  were  made  bv  the  Govern- 
ment •'  It  is  further  set  forth'"that  Mr  E  A 
Deeds  expiamed  that  he  had  been  called  to 
Washlni:ton  and  rrquesred  to  take  place  on 
some  of  the  committees  of  the  Council  of 
National  Deienje;  that  he  had  treen  to  Wash- 
ington and  that  he  had  accepted  the  call 
and  he  thfrefore  dCMred  it  that  iie  mi"ht  act 
as  uninterested,  duectiv  or  indirect:v  \x\  any 
manufacturins?  pla-it  which  was  contpm'- 
platm^  bu.«lness  with  the  Government  and 
that  he  desired  to  offer  his  resunation  a.s 
vice  president  and  as  director  o:  the  com- 
pany •  Tlie  minutes  .<;h(,w  the  ac.ert:ir.ce  of 
this  resignation  and  that  Mr  Ketterintj  was 
elected  vice  president  The  minutes  of  the 
meeting  of  May  21.  1917,  conclude  witn  the 
following  statement: 

"At  this  meeting  Mr.  Deeds  rffered  for  sale 
and  discussed  probatile  purcha.sers  f.:r  his 
stock  in  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co  .  and 
Mr.  Deeds  offered  to  the  directors  his  entire 
holdings  of  sUA:k  at  its  book  value  less  15 
percent  to  cover  costs  and  prGbab:e  losfe^  in 
view  of  the  pos.-^ibiUty  of  no  future  G.,vern- 
ment  contracts  being  secured  and  the  busi- 
ness of  the  company  would  have  to  be  re- 
adjusted into  lines  being  developed  by  the 
experimental   department  " 

S  me  time  sub.sequently— In  the  early  part 
of  the  year  1918 — the  accountant  drew  a  line 
across  the  last-mentioned  statement  In  the 
minutes.  He  explains  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  a  coiporate  record,  but  a  matter 
between   the  stockholders. 

The  testimony  of  the  parties  concerned  Is 
that  Talbott.  Sr  .  Kettering,  and  Talbott,  Jr 
purchajed  all  Deeds'  shares  in  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co.  at  their  book  value  as  of 
May  1,  1917.  less  15  percent,  and  gave  In 
settlement  of  the  purchase  price  their  notes. 
as  follows: 

H.  E    Talbott,  200  shares $207  706 

C   P.  Kettering.  200  shares 207  706 

H.  E.  Talbott,  Jr  ,   100  shares 103^  853 

The  notes  were  dated  May  22,  1917.  were 
payable  to  Deeds"  order  1  year  after  date 
with  interest  at  4'2  percent,  and  were  placed 
in  the  hands  of  George  B.  Smith,  the  confl- 


dential  agent  of  I>«d8  and  Kettering.  The 
notes  were  wholly  unsecured.  According  to 
the  stock  certificate  book  the  old  certificates 
were  canceled  and  new  certificates  issued  to 
the  Talbotts  and  Kettering  under  date  of 
May  22.    1917. 

It  Is  not  only  open  to  doubt  whether  th<! 
transaction    descrlt)ed    In    the    minute    book 
took   place  on   May   21,    1917,   but   on   all  th« 
evidence  it  Is  reasonably  clear  that  it  did  not 
take  place  on    that  date      The  minutes  are 
typewritten  and  pa.^ted  m  the  minute  book. 
No  one   of   the   parties    is   willing   to  testify 
positively  that   the  proceedings  described  In 
the    minutes    took    place    on    that    day       Mr. 
S    S    King,  of  the  Dayton   Lumber  k  M.inu- 
facturlnn  Co  .  has  testified  that  he  and  Deeds 
went    to   Washington   on    the  same   t  aln   on 
May  18.  1917,  and  that  they  were  in  c.  -nmu- 
r.ication  every  day  in  Washington.  1       n  May 
19   to  23      Furthermore.    It   appears   t  .    i  on 
May  21.  1917.  when  Mr    Deeds  is  represented 
a.-;   making   his  statement   at   the  meeting  of 
directors  in  Dayton,  he  was  making  his  first 
\;M)earanc(".  according  to  the  minutes  of  the 
A'rcrait  Production  B<jard    at  a  meeting  held 
t-y   that    board   on    that   day   in   Washincton. 
He  him.'elf  te?ti;ies  that  he  was  In  Washing- 
t"n  on  that  day      While  Mr    Deeds  is  repre- 
sented as  resi-ning  his  office  as  vice  president 
of    the    Dayton    Metal    Products    C~>     In    Mr; 
1917,  he  continued   to  draw   his  salary   uiitil 
the  end  of  June  1917      The  notes  were  placed 
in    the    cust<xly    of    the    confidential    agent 
Smith    but  he  made  no  entry  in  Deeds"  biKj 
receivable  book  of  these  notes  until  Septem- 
ber     It  does  not  satisfactorily  appear,  in  v.e-* 
of  the  nature  of  some  of  the  item-;,  that  the 
adju.stment    of   accounts   In    flxini?   the    b(X>k 
\aluc  and  the  detf'minaMon  of  the  amoun-,s 
of    thp   notes   could    have   been    made   before 
June  .30     1917      Tliere   are   stork   certlficat-s 
bear:i;g   the  date  of   May   22     1917.   and   pur- 
r>ortin>::   to  have   been   Is.med   after   the   Issue 
of   the   new  certificates   to   the   Talbotts  and 
Ketterini:    for    the    Deeds'   shares,    but    the.«e 
certif-rat'-s    were    )<.^ued    ti    members    of   th- 
Talh.'t    family   divullnt;    the   shares    he   had 
forme-ly    held. 

Upon  all  th"  evidence  It  Is  not  establi'he-l 
that  the  sfoclc  w.is  pur<  luo^ed  as  early  as 
M'ly  22.  1917.  and  there  ar»  many  indlcat*oi.s 
th^'t  the  transaction  was  dated  back  to  that 
date. 

However  Colonel  Deeds'  ."^fx-k  was  actuary 
tran.-:ferred  on  the  b.n  ks  of  the  comfianv. 
and  the  notes  dated  May  22.  1917,  were  given 
apparently  not  later  than  September   1917, 

On  December  31.  1917,  interest  w  ;\s  paid  by 
the  m.ikers  on  their  res|-,ec;ive  notes  to  that 
date-;  and  Inf  rest  was  paid  riu irterlv  there- 
aftj^r  On  January  18.  1918.  T.ilbott.  Sr  .  paid 
$7.70C  en  account  of  the  principal,  reducing 
hi.  ncte  to  $200  000,  in  February  1918  Tal- 
bott. Jr,  paid  $3,801  on  account  of  the  prin- 
clpal.  reducing  his  note  to  $lcO,000.  and  on 
September  11.  1918.  Kettering  paid,  on  ac- 
count of  his  note,  the  sum  of  $10,000, 

If  the  tran.sactlon  was  a  bjna  fide  sale  of 
the  stock,  Coh^ne!  Deeds  thereby  parted  with 
all  his  stock  interest  In  the  DavKui  Metal 
Products  Co,  and  thus  did  not  have,  by 
virtue  of  an  interest  in  that  stock,  an  In- 
tere,<t  in  the  profits  of  the  Davton-Wrlght 
Airplane  Co,  The  parties  all  deny  Uiat  there 
Is  anv  secret  agreement  or  option  or  under- 
tt,,ndins  of  any  sort  for  a  retransfer  of  the 
shares  to  O.lonel  Deeds,  or  for  a  sharing  of 
profits  with  him. 

To  conclude  The  fact  Is  that  the  transfer 
of  the  shares  in  the  D.iyton  Metal  Products 
to.  whu-h  owns  the  stock  of  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Airplane  Co,  Wius  made  to  Colonel 
Deeds  Intimate  business  associates  on 
their  unsecured  notes,  which  are  overdue 
and  unpaid  save  to  a  small  extent.  But 
there  is  no  proof  upon  which  it  can  be 
charged  that  Colonel  Deeds  retained  an  in- 
terest in  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co  .  and 
thereby  in  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co. 
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OTHEB  AVTATIOM  ACTIvmBS  CENTEXED  AT  DATTON 

The  Wilbur  Wright  Field 
This  Is  a  tract  of  about  3,245  acres  leased  to 
the  Government  by  the  Miami  Conservancy 
Dutrict,  of  which  Mr.  Deeds  was  the  bead.  It 
was  a  portion  of  the  area  selected  by  the 
Miami  Conservancy  District  for  the  Impound- 
ing of  waters  In  the  event  of  a  serious  flood. 
The  property  was  acquired  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  flying  field  and  was  developed  by 
the  erection  of  hangars,  barracks,  a  store- 
house, and  other  structures.  Upward  of  $3,- 
OoO.OO"  has  been  expended  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  development. 

•  •  •  *  • 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  of  Ezra  }t. 
Kuhns,  the  secretary  of  the  Miami  Conserv- 
ancy District,  that  at  the  time  of  our  entry 
Into  the  war  the  district  had  been  able  to 
secure  options  on  only  about  300  acres  of  the 
tract  in  question,  but  when  negotiations  with 
the  Government  began  there  was  swift  ac- 
tion. Mr.  Deeds  had  brought  the  matter  to 
the  attention  of  Mr.  Waldon  as  early  as  April 
24.  1917,  and  had  sent  to  him  one  of  the  dis- 
trict s  engineers  with  maps.  The  following 
telegrams  show  the  activity  of  Deeds  and 
Talbott: 

[Telegram.  Deeds  to  Kuhns,  April  30,  1917] 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  30,  1917. 
Ezra  M.  Kuhns, 

Miami  Conservancy  Distrct, 

Dayton,  Ohic: 
Fubject  of  our  trip  yesterday  moving  very 
rapidly  and  very  satisfactorily.  There  Is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  but  what  we  will  be  suc- 
ce.soful  Avoidance  of  publicity  very  essen- 
tial. Ins|)ectlon  will  be  made  end  of  this 
week  or  first  of  next.  "You  and  Morgan* 
must  plan  now  as  though  it  was  decided. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

(Telegram.  Deeds  to  Kuhns.  April  30,  1917  ] 

Washington.  D.  C  .  ApriJ  30,  1917. 
E/«A  M    KyHNs, 

Miami  Conseriiancy  District. 

Dayton.   Ohio: 
Options  should  be  rushed  In  the   vicinity 
ol  Fairfield,  raising  the  price  If  necessary. 

E.   A.  Deids. 

ITilegram.  Ekeeds  to  Kuhns,  April  20,   1917] 

Washington,  D.  C.  April  30,  1917. 
Ezra  M   Kdhns. 

Afiami  Conseri^ncy  District, 

Dayton.  Ohio: 
Ohio  State  University  is  ordered  today  to 
cooperate  with  the  Dnyton  school,  and  Ma- 
gruder.  Lord,  and  Knight  Instructed  to  re- 
port at  Camp  Borden.  Canada,  Monday  to 
learn  course  of  Instruction.  Publicity  will 
follow  these  Instructions,  and  no  one  outside 
of  Signal  Corps  officers  know  of  our  plan  for 
the  larger  school,  and.  so  far  as  everyone  la 
concerned.  Dayton  school  Is  the  Wright  Field 
civilian  schcx)l.  Think  you  should  advise 
Wright.  Morgan.  Harold  Talbott.  and  Ket- 
tering so  that  they  will  not  disclose  anything 
Inadvertently.  The  civilian  school  will  con- 
tinue, regardless  of  what  Is  done  with  the 
other  plan,  and  Ohio  State  will  give  the  pre- 
liminary Instruction  In  military  tactics  and 
all  classroom  work,  while  the  Wright  Field 
Co  will  give  the  Instruction  In  aviation. 
Harold  Talbott  should  be  the  channel 
through  which  publicity  Is  given  out,  and 
theie  Is  no  objection  using  the  last  state- 
ment. If  called  upon. 

E.  A.  D. 

(Telegram.  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  11,  1917] 

Washington,  d.  C,  May  11,  1917. 
H    E    Talbott,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Think  your  whole  plan  ideal. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 


*  Morgan  was  the  engineer  of  the  Miami 
Conservancy  District. 


[Telegram.  Talbott  to  Deeds.  May  11.  19171 

Mat  11,  1917. 
E.  A.  Deeds, 

Care  New  Willard,  Washiiigton.  D.  C: 
Contracts  remaining  secured  to  cover  2.500 
acres  will  be  closed  by  tomorrow  evening. 
Will  start  Monday  on  immediate  possession 
of  land  so  the  fields  will  be  ready  when 
buildings  are  finished.  This  applies  to  cen- 
tral 1,000  acres  in  front  of  building.  Builders 
may  retain  use  of  buildings  and  barns  for  a 
few  months,  and  In  some  cases  until  winter, 
but  main  fields  must  be  prepared  without 
delay  if  they  are  to  be  used  this  fall.  Think 
best  to  give  no  reason  for  Immediate  pos- 
session, and  feel  sure  we  can  arrange  it.  We 
can  arrange  financial  matters  as  suggested. 
Wire  If  you  approve. 

H.  E.  Talbott. 


[Telegram.  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  11.  1917] 

Washington.  D.  C.  May  11.  1917. 
H.  E   Talbott. 

City  National  Bank  Building,  Dayton, 
Ohio: 
With  few  exceptions  owners  can.  If  neces- 
sary, continue  to  live  In  their  houses  for  a 
year,  thus  avoiding  necessity  of  moving  this 
summer.  Their  teams  will  be  employed,  giv- 
ing revenue  to  them.  District  wants  to  try 
out  flying  on  a  large  scale,  and  wants  to  try 
experiment  at  once.  This  Is  only  a  sugges- 
tion. You  doubtless  may  have  a  lietter  one. 
May  be  necessary  to  exercise  option  at  once, 
and  If  so  I  will  gladly  go  on  district's  note  for 
full  amount. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

(Telegram.  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  12.  1917] 

Washington,  D.  C.  Afoy  12,  1917. 
H   E.  Talbott. 

City  National  Bank  Building.  Dayton. 
Ohio: 
Suggest  Kuhns.  Emmett.  Grant,  and 
Brown  be  here  Monday  morning  for  confer- 
ence on  conservancy  bringing  description  of 
entire  2.C00.  Tax  value  and  tax  rate  of  prop- 
erty under  discussion.  Will  be  helpful. 
Publicity  can  be  delayed  at  this  end  without 
difficulty.     Everything  moving  nicely. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

The  partiality  for  this  site  does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  been  warranted  by  any  ad- 
vantages It  can  be  said  to  possess.  Indeed, 
no  satisfactory  reason  appears  for  the  secur- 
ing of  so  large  a  tract,  as  apparently.  1.400 
or  1,500  acres  would  have  answered  the  pur- 
pose. 

Fields  of  about  650  acrej  were  selected  at 
Rantoul  and  Detroit  for  two-squadron  fields 
and  the  field  at  Dayton  was  for  four  squad- 
rons. Both  the  lease-hold  Interest  and  the 
option  to  purchase  are  subject  to  a  flood  ease- 
ment. The  evidence  Is  that  In  case  of  a 
flood,  such  as  that  of  the  year  1913,  the  Im- 
pounded water — that  Is.  after  the  completion 
of  the  dam  which  It  is  understood  will  be 
completed  In  2  or  3  years — would  cover  the 
lowlands  to  a  depth  of  about  40  feet;  the 
lowest  hangar  would  have  24  feet  of  water — 
that  is,  over  the  eaves — and  the  highest 
hangar  would  have  13  feet  of  water.  The 
barracks  and  various  buildings  which  stand 
on  higher  ground  would  not  be  seriously 
affected.  The  warehouse  itself — a  large  struc- 
ture— Is  In  a  dry  place;  and  the  suggestion 
that  some  of  the  property  stored  there  dur- 
ing the  past  year  has  suffered  from  moisture 
is  not  supported.  Aside  from  the  conse- 
quences of  flood  in  the  Miami  Valley  and 
the  use  of  the  area  as  a  detention  basin,  it 
should  be  added  that  a  considerable  part  of 
the  tract  consists  of  swamp  land  which  Is 
unsulta'ble  for  the  use  for  which  it  was 
leased. 

•  •  •  •  • 

THE    contract    FOR    THE    DEVELOPMENT    OF    THE 
WILBUR  WRIGHT  FIELD 

The  next  step  was  the  placing  of  the  con- 
tract  for    development.     The    contract    was 


signed  by  Captain  Edgar  under  the  direction 
of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  and  its  terms 
were  not  unreasoniible.  It  was  on  a  cost- 
plus  basis  with  a  sliding  scale,  which  as 
applied  to  the  amount  actually  expended 
gives  the  contractor  a  commission  of  7  per- 
cent with  a  maximum  limit  of  $140,000. 
The  contractor,  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manu- 
facturing Co.,  was  recommended  by  Deeds. 
This  company  had  done  nothing  in  an  ex- 
tensive way  for  several  years,  having  been 
engaged  since  the  year  1908  in  selling  mate- 
rial, and  In  operating  a  planing  mill  and  a 
lumber  ysuxl.  Its  capital  stock  was  $75,000. 
Prior  to  April  1917,  one  S.  S.  King  had  owned 
117  r'  the  750  shares.  King's  holdings  were 
then  Increased  to  417  shares,  and  in  acquir- 
ing these  300  shares  King  was  backed  by  H.  E. 
Talbott,  who  as  president  of  the  City  Na- 
tional Bank  of  Dayton  arranged  for  a  loan  of 
$60,000  for  the  purx>o6e.  Klrg  wrote  Tal- 
bott on  April  25,  1917:  "As  to  the  ownership 
of  the  stock.  If  you  see  fit  to  back  me  up  in 
it  this  can  be  determined  In  any  manner 
that  you  see  fit."  It  was  not  long  after  the 
control  of  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manufac- 
turing Co.  was  thus  acquired  that  the  ar- 
rangement was  made  for  giving  to  this  com- 
pany the  contract  to  develop  Wilbur  Wright 
Field.  King's  narrative  of  the  circumstances 
In  which  this  contract  was  obtained  is  Very 
illuminating,  and  affords  a  notable  contrast 
to  the  difficulties  of  many  who  unavalUngly 
sought  contracts  with  the  Government. 

K.ng  was  sent  for  by  Talbott  and  Informed 
that  he  (King)  had  been  recommended 
down  at  Washington  to  assume  the  respon- 
sibility of  putting  up  some  buildings  for 
Wilbur  Wright  field,  and  suggested  that  he 
Immediately  set  about  effecting  an  organi- 
zation for  the  purpose.  This  was  on  Satur- 
day. May  17,  1917.  and  on  Sunday  Talbott 
telephoned  to  King,  asking  him  to  leave  im- 
mediately for  Washington.  Accordingly 
King  went  to  Washington  on  Sunday  after- 
noon, taking  the  same  train  with  Daeds.  It 
was  arranged  that  King  should  call  the  next 
day  at  Deeds'  office,  which  he  was  informed 
was  on  the  same  floor  with  that  of  the  con- 
tracting officer.  Captain  Edgar.  Accordingly 
on  the  following  day.  May  19,  Deeds  intro- 
duced King  to  Captain  Edgar  and  in  2  or  3 
days,  on  May  23.  the  contract  was  signed. 
As  Colonel  Edgar  testlfles:  "King  was  brought 
down  here  by  Colonel  Deeds  and  recom- 
mended to  us  as  a  proper  contractor,  the 
most  available  In  Dayton  for  the  work." 

The  following  Is  a  portion  of  the  corre- 
spondence between  Deeds  and  Talbott  relat- 
ing to  this  contract: 

[Telegram,  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  23,  19171 
Washington.  D.  C,  May  23,  1917. 
H.  E.  Talbott, 

City  National  Bank  Building, 
Dayton,  Ohio: 
King  probably  returns  to  Da3rton  this  eve- 
ning. He  is  undertaking  something  which 
he  alone  is  unable  to  get  through  with.  It 
will  be  Important  that  you  give  him  a  vision 
of  this  Job  and  some  very  definite  suggestions 
how  to  hit  it  in  a  big  way.  This  is  the  big- 
gest undertaking  that  has  ever  been  put 
across  in  Dayton. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

[Telegram,  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  23,  1917] 
Washington,  D.  C.  May  23,  1917. 
H.  E.  Talbott, 

Dayton,  Ohio: 
Suggest  you  personally  direct  publicity  re- 
garding contract  to  be  given  soon,  so  that  it 
will  avoid  criticism  and  at  the  same  time  tell 
the  story,  nils  is  particularly  vital  because 
of  Captain  Waring  to  start  work  Friday  and 
the  visitors  whom  I  am  bringing,  who  may 
read  the  papers.  Your  good  Judgment  Is 
needed  on  this. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 
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ITelegram.  Deeds  to  Talbott.  May  24,  1917] 

WASHiMOTOif,  D.  C,  May  24.  1917, 
H,  E.  Talbott, 

City  National  Bank  Building, 
Dayton,  Ohio: 
In  arranging  for  contract  do  not  overlook 
a  local  contractor  and  lumberman  In 
Oabome.  EzrtL  Kuhns  knows  his  name. '  He 
has  been  friendly  to  us  and  I  promised  him 
something  to  do  on  this  job. 

E.  A.  Deeds. 

(Telegram.  Talbott  to  Deeds.  May  28,  1917] 

Mat  28.  1917, 
E.  A.  DzB>s, 

Core  New  Willard.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Just  to  remind  you  charted  accountants 
of  Government  selection,  expense  to  be  paid 
by  contractor  and  charged  to  cost  of  work. 
Piecework  for  labor  only  on  various  unit 
sections  in  various  classifications  of  work  will 
do  much  toward  spteed  and  economy.  Each 
Individual  transaction  to  have  the  approval 
of  officer  In  charge  before  it  Is  effected. 

H.  E.  Talbott. 

[Telegram,  Deeds  to  Talbott,  May  31.  1917) 

Mat  31,  1917. 
H.  E.  Talbott,  Sr.. 

Dayton.  Ohio: 
Wire  what  progress  has  been  made  on  Day- 
ton field.  This  is  for  our  report  to  the  coun- 
cil. If  foundations  have  been  started,  for 
Instance,  and  how  many  men  on  the  Job. 
This  only  needs  to  be  a  rough  estimate. 

Defds. 
Aircraft  Production  Board. 


(Telegram,  Talbott  to  Deeds.  June  1,   1917] 

Junk  1.  1917. 

DZIDS. 

Aircraft  Production  Board. 

United  States  War  Department, 
Washington,  D.  C: 
Steam  shovel  and  large  trench  digging  ma- 
chine now  in  place.  Three  cutting  gangs  at 
work.  Teams  and  tractors  on  ground.  Car- 
jjenters  finishing  sheds  and  office  for  con- 
struction purposes.  Foundation  excavations 
In  progress.  Have  plant  and  equipment  for 
Blx  concrete  gangs  which  will  be  at  work 
early  in  the  week.  Sidewalks  progressing. 
Repairing  highways  to  facilitate  trucking  op- 
erations from  Dayton.  Purchased  five  new 
Packard  trucks  to  augment  transportation 
over  the  existing  available  trucks.  Next  week 
will  see  everything  booming  along.  All  ma- 
terial, lumber,  cement,  planks,  board  roofing 
located  and  on  the  way.  Wish  you  would 
think  over  method  of  authority  which  can 
be  given  me  to  rush  transportation  of  rail- 
way cars.  This  looks  like  the  main  point  of 
congestion.  All  departments  of  construction 
now  organized  with  experienced  and  com- 
petent supervisors  and  foremen.  All  this  In 
spite  of  the  fact  that  it  has  rained  every  day 
since  Waring  has  been  here. 

H.  E.  Talbott. 

Despite  the  Indications  of  these  messages, 
and  of  his  transactions  with  King.  Mr.  Tal- 
bott testifies  positively  that  he  had  no  in- 
terest in  the  enterprise,  except  as  a  citizen 
of  Dayton,  and  got  nothing  out  of  it  beyond 
6-percent  Interest  received  by  the  Dayton 
Metal  Products  Co.  on  money  loaned. 

King  had  no  capital  available  for  the  enter- 
prise, nor  had  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manu- 
facturing Co.     King's  testimony  Is: 

■Q.  Did  you  have  the  capital  to  swing 
that? — A.  Not   without  assistance. 

"Q.  Where  did  you  expect  to  get  the  as- 
sistance?— A.  When  I  talked  to  Mr.  Talbott 
he  told  me  on  the  Saturday  afternoon.  I  said. 
•Well,  this  will  take  a  good  deal  of  money.' 
He  said.  "Yea,  but."  he  said,  "you  need  not 
worry  about  that.  We  will  work  out  some 
way  for  that.'  He  said,  'I  do  not  know  how 
we  will  work  It  out,  but  we  will  work  cut 
acme  way  for  that.'  " 

The  financial  assistance  that  King  needed 
was  obtained  upon  the  credit  of  the  Dayton 


Metal  Products  Co.,  supported  by  the  per- 
sonal guaranties  of  H.  E.  Talbott  and  C.  F. 
Kettering.  Notes  of  the  Dayton  Lumber  & 
Manufacturing  Co.  to  the  extent  of  »400,000 
were  discounted  by  the  Dayton  Metal  Prod- 
ucts Co.  with  the  American  Exchange  Na- 
tional Bank  of  New  York.  It  was  originally 
contemplated  that  these  notes  should  be  en- 
dorsed by  Deeds  and  Talbott.  as  is  shown 
by  the  following  extract  of  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Talbott  from  W.  H  Bennett,  vice  president 
of  the  American  Exchange  National  Bank, 
under  date  of  June  25,  1917: 

"Referring  to  the  conversation  which  the 
writer  had  with  you  on  Thursday,  I  have 
conferred  with  Mr.  Kenzel.  assistant  cashier 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  and  upon  your 
statement  that  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manu- 
facturing Co.  Is  under  contract  with  the 
United  Stales  Government  for  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  aviation  field  at  Dayton,  and 
that  said  company  Is  to  receive  payments  on 
the  10th  of  each  month  on  the  presentation 
of  receipted  vouchers  for  work  completed  In 
the  previous  month:  and  that  It  Is  the  Inten- 
tion of  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co.  to 
make  advances  to  said  Dayton  Lumber  & 
Manufact'irinR  Ct.  of  amounts  ne'^essary  to 
carry  on  the  work,  he  ruled  that  the  paper 
executed  by  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manufac- 
turing Co  and  endorsed  by  the  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co.  to  cover  said  funds  so  advanced 
win  be  elie:ible  for  rediscount  with  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Bank. 

"Therefore,  we  feel  that  It  will  probably 
be  of  miilUHl  advantarje  to  provide  for  the 
advance  of  MOO.OOO  requested  from  us  by 
a  3-months'  note  executed  by  the  Dayton 
Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co.  to  the  order 
of  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co  and  en- 
dorsed by  Mr.  H.  E.  Talbott  and  Mr.  E  A. 
Deeds.  If  you  so  desire,  the  endorsement 
of  the  Individuals  can  be  secured  by  an  as- 
signment from  the  Dayton  Metal  Products 
Co.  of  certain  eecurfties  now  In  safe-keeping 
with  us  to  the  Individuals  referred  to." 

It  was  subsequently  arranged  that  the  en- 
dorsements should  be  those  of  Talbott  and 
Kettering,  who  also  gave  their  separate 
agreement  of  guaranty.  The  avails  of  dis- 
counted paper  were  puissed  by  the  American 
Exchange  Bank  to  the  credit  of  the  Dayion 
Metal  Products  Co.  It  appears  from  tne  ac- 
counts between  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Manu- 
facturing Co  and  the  Dayton  Metal  Products 
Co.  that,  while  the  latter  company  ultimately 
paid  the  notes,  their  proceeds  were  used  In 
large  part  from  time  to  time  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co. 

The  credit  to  the  Dayton  Lumber  k  Manu- 
facturing Co.,  thus  extended  to  It  up<.)n  its 
notes,  was  furnished  without  security,  or,  as 
Mr.  Talbott  put  It,  with  "no  further  security 
except  in  the  man  (King).  I  trusted  the 
man;  I  knew  his  contract.  "  After  the  con- 
tract had  been  obtained.  King  increased  his 
stockholdings  in  the  Dayton  Lumber  &  Man- 
ufacturing Co.  by  the  purchase  of  104  addi- 
tional shares,  borrowing  for  the  purpose 
$20,000  from  the  Dayton  National  Bank. 

It  appears  that  the  total  amount  paid  by 
the  Government  under  the  contract  with  the 
Dayton  Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co.  to  Au- 
gust 14,  1918,  amounted  to  $3.115,16194. 
This  represents  the  amount  paid  for  the  cost 
of  the  work— that  is.  for  lumber,  material, 
etc.  The  commission  or  profits  of  the  con- 
tractor, which  had  been  paid  to  that  date, 
amounted  to  $102.436  04.  There  has  been 
considerable  trouble  In  connection  with  the 
contract,  and  the  accounts  are  far  from  being 
in  satisfactory  shape.  An  audit  of  the  books 
of  the  company  was  made  by  Barrow,  Wade. 
Guthrie  &  Co.  to  November  30,  1917.  They 
reported  that  they  found  "the  payrolls  very 
Incomplete,  full  of  errors,  corrections,  and 
erasures,"  and  that  there  was  "abundant  evi- 
dence that  great  laxity  and  carelessness  has 
been  exhibited  by  the  employees  of  the  com- 
pany, especially  those  In  the  paymaster's  de- 
partment" The.«e  statements  are  amply  con- 
firmed by  the  evidence  in  this  Investigation. 


and  the  accounts  are  In  course  of  being  re- 
audlted  by  Government  accountants.  The 
consideration  of  the  various  irregularities  In 
the  accounts  and  of  the  questions  to  which 
they  give  rise  must  await  the  result  of  this 
examination.  It  will  t)e  observed  that  the 
Government  has  withheld  a  large  part  of  the 
compensation  of  the  contractor  until  a  satts- 
factfjry  adjustment  has  been  made.  Of  the 
profits  received  from  the  Government.  Jt 
would  appear  that  the  moneys  have  been  re- 
tained In  the  business  of  the  company,  ex- 
cept to  the  extent  of  a  dividend  of  $37,500 — 
that  Is,  50  percent  on  the  capital  stock.  Of 
this  dividend.  King  was  entitled,  on  the  521 
shares  acquired  in  his  name,  to  $26,050,  and 
of  this  amount  It  appears  that  he  had  re- 
ceived 70  percent,  or  $18,235,  to  July  1,  1918. 
He  had  paid  $11,000  on  account  of  his  loan 
($21,000)  to  the  Dayton  National  Bank.  He 
had  paid  nothing  on  the  $60,000  loan  from 
the  City  National  Bank.  No  agreement  has 
been  proved  for  a  division  of  profits  on  this 
contract,  and  there  is  no  proof  that  Colonel 
Deeds  has  had  an  Interest  In  the  contract  or 
in  the  D.iyton  Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co. 
Even  if  it  appeared  that  the  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co  Was  Interested  in  the  contract 
(Which  would  explain  transactions  otherwire 
difficult  to  understand),  this  fact  would  not 
aJTect  Colonel  Deeds  unless  he  were  found  to 
be  intere.sted  In  that  company.  The  ques- 
tion wojld  thus  come  back  to  the  transfer  of 
his  stock  m  the  Dayion  Metal  ProducU  Co., 
which  has  already  been  considered. 

M  COOK     FIELD      iroBMERLT     KNOWN     AS     NORTH 
riELO) 

This  Is  a  fleUl  of  approximately  200  acres 
In  and  Rdjacent  to  Dayion.  which  was  leased 
by  the  Gjvernment  from  the  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co  and  ha.s  been  used  for  the  pur- 
po.'e  of  makin»j  vHrious  tesu.  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Vincent  first  suggested  another  field 
(South  Field,  or  Moraine  Field)  and  brought 
the  m.Uter  to  the  attention  of  Colonel  Deeds, 
by  whom  that  field  was  princlpallv  owned. 
On  St-ptember  27.  1917.  Colonel  Deeds  sent 
the  fi>;iowlnK  telegram  to  Mr    Talbott: 

Washington,  D   C  .  September  27.  1917. 
Mr    H    E   Tai.bott. 

City  Suliu'tal  Bank  Building. 

Dap  ton.  Oh  {or 
Colonel  Clark  takes  letter  regarding  Mo- 
raine flyini^  field  with  him  to  Dayton  tonight. 
Georce  'IcCann  has  another  letter  for  Mr. 
Ketterint,'  Government  will  lease  land,  put 
up  huilding.";,  and  operate  experimental  field. 
I,e;u'e  will  be  for  3  years  without  privilege  of 
pun  ha.se.  as  that  Is  not  necessary.  Have 
complete  description  of  property  prepared; 
aL-io  statement  of  c<«t  of  buildings  already 
erected  and  sueeested  monthly  rent  arrange- 
ment, and  have  George  McCann  bring  them 
to  Washington  to  C(jmplete  lease.  Have  him 
prepare  deed  Tor  this  property  to  Mr  Ketter- 
K'  who,  in  turn,  will  lease  It  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Deeds,  Equipment  Division. 

•  •  •  •  • 

SOUTH    FIELD,   0«    MORAINE   flELD 

•  •  •  •  • 

ACCEPTANCE  PTELD 

•  •  •  •  • 

OTHER    omciALS 

Lt   Col.  Jesse  G    Vincent 

•  •  •  •  • 

Both  before  and  after  Major  Vincent  re- 
ceived his  commi.ssion  in  the  Army,  he  had 
iransaction.s  with  the  Packard  Motor  Co..  in 
whK  h  he  acted  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 

•  •  •  •  • 
The  irregularity  of  proceeding  In  this  man- 
ner without  a  contract  or  proper  order  in 
writing  i.s  apparent.  No  price  had  bee-  fixed 
for  the  work  or  materials.  If  only  outlays 
were  to  be  reimbursed,  it  was  necessary  that 
fiuilays  should  be  approximately  proved  be- 
fore payment  was  made,  and  this  had  not 
been  done  in  the  case  of  the  first  three  pay- 
ments.    Nor  does  It  appear  that  at  the  lima 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


845 


the  first  voucher  for  $104,500  was  passed,  on 
or  about  August  11.  1917.  Mr.  Deeds  had  any 
authority  In  the  absence  of  a  written  con- 
tract or  a  proper  written  order  to  give  the 
certificate.  The  chief  signal  officer  testifies 
that  he  did  not  have  such  authority.  Nor 
was  his  certificate  itself  accurate  in  Its  terms, 
as  there  was  no  agreement  for  a  price,  and 
If  there  was  an  agreement  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  actual  outlays,  the  voucher,  being  a 
mere  estimate,  was  not  in  accordance  there- 
with. 

It  should  be  said,  however,  that  the  evi- 
dence does  not  afford  ground  for  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  Goverrunent  was  defrauded 
or  that  there  was  any  intent  to  defraud  the 
Government  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  parties 
concerned. 

•  •  •  •  • 

A  distinct  question,  however,  is  presented 
as  to  Lieutenant  Colonel  Vincent.  Section 
41  of  the  Criminal  Code  explicitly  prohibits 
any  person  who  is  directly  or  Indirectly  In- 
terested in  the  pecuniary  profits  or  contracts 
[if  a  corporation  from  acting  as  an  officer  or 
agent  of  the  United  States  for  the  transac- 
tion of  business  with  such  corporation.  It 
is  manifest  that  Lieutenant  Colonel  Vincent 
acted  as  an  officer  and  agent  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  transaction  of  business  with  the 
Packard  Motor  Car  Co.  in  which  he  was  a 
M<x-kholder,  and  that  this  was  In  violation 
of  the  statute. 

Lt    Col.  George  W.  Mixter 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Mixter.  formerly  vice 
president  of  Deere  &  Co  .  of  Moline.  111.,  man- 
ufacturers of  agricultural  machinery,  came 
to  Washington  In  July  1917  to  undertake  the 
organization  of  the  Inspection  department 
of  the  Aircraft  Engineering  Division  of  the 
Signal  Corps.  He  was  later  chief  of  the  In- 
s[)ectlon  Departmen*  of  the  Equipment  Divi- 
sion of  the  Signal  Corps.  He  was  commis- 
sioned as  an  officer  in  the  Signal  Corps,  with 
the  rank  of  major,  about  August  15.  1917. 
The  work  of  the  Inspection  department  cov- 
ered the  Inspection  or  acceptance  of  mate- 
rial and  manufactured  articles  furnished  to 
the  Signal  Corps,  including  the  inspection  of 
airplanes  and  engines  manufactured  under 
contracts  with  the  Government.  As  chief  of 
the  department.  Major  Mixter  dealt  with 
matters  of  organization  and  personnel  and 
exercised  a  general  supervision  over  the  de- 
partment In  matters  of  administrative  policy. 
In  May  1918  Major  Mixter  was  made  produc- 
tion manager  and  on  the  reorganization 
which  resulted  In  the  establishment  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production  he  continued 
to  carry  the  title  of  production  manager,  be- 
liie  directly  under  Archer  A.  Landon.  who  Is 
Director  of  the  Production  Division,  which  Is 
broadly  charged  with  the  actual  execution 
of  the  aircraft  program  after  the  receipt  of 
enelneerlng  data. 

Prior  to  his  connection  with  the  Govern- 
ment Mr  Mixter  held  25  shares  (par  value. 
$2„'>00)  of  the  preferred  stock  of  the  Curtlss 
Aeroplane  &  Motor  Corp.  He  has  not  dis- 
pensed of  this  stock  He  testifies  that  he  had 
sold  his  common  stock  In  the  company  about 
2  years  ago.  and  that  he  had  not  given 
thought  to  the  retention  of  the  few  preferred 
shares:  that  his  personal  accounts  are  kept 
at  his  office  In  Moline,  and  are  In  charge  of 
his  secretary.  The  Curtlss  company  had  im- 
portant contracts  with  the  Government  for 
the  production  of  airplanes,  and  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Mixter  was  In  charge  of  the  organ- 
ization of  the  Inspection  of  materials  and 
products  at  Its  plant  as  well  as  at  other 
plants,  and  he  visited  the  Curtlss  plant  from 
time  to  time  In  the  exercise  of  his  authority 
as  head  of  the  Inspection  department  and  as 
production  manager,  and  ajs  an  officer  of  the 
Government  he  dealt  with  such  questions 
at  this  plant  as  required  attention. 

The  statutory  phrase  "transaction  of  busi- 
ness" Is  broad  enough  to  embrace  the  activity 
of  officers  or  agents  of  the  United  States  who 
are  heads  of  divisions  having  charge  of  the 
inspection  of  products  under  contracts  re- 


quiring the  action  of  Government  Inspectors 
in  course  of  performance.  It  would  be  a 
narrow  construction  to  hold  that  the  statute 
(Crlm.  Code.  sec.  41 )  is  limited  to  the  making 
of  contracts  or  the  placing  of  orders  or  trans 
actions  relating  to  payment  or  discharge.  It 
would  seem  to  be  quite  as  important  that 
the  chief  of  a  department  of  inspection,  se- 
lecting the  inspectors  who  act  under  his  in- 
structions at  the  plants  of  contractors,  should 
be  free  from  interest  in  the  corporation 
whose  work  is  Inspected  as  the  inspectors 
themselves,  and  both  the  chief  of  an  inspec- 
tion department  and  the  Inspectors  may 
properly  be  regarded  as  agents  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  transaction  of  business  with 
the  corporation.  The  same  would  be  true 
of  the  production  manager  having  super- 
vision of  production  under  contracts  with 
the  Government.  No  ruling  in  the  Federal 
courts  with  respect  to  the  appUcability  of  the 
statute  to  such  an  officer  or  agent  of  the 
Government  has  been  found.  In  the  view 
that  the  statute  has  the  scqpe  suggested, 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Mixter  acted  as  an  officer 
or  agent  of  the  United  States  contrary  to  the 
prohibition,  for  the  transaction  of  business 
with  the  Curtlss  Aeroplane  &  Motor  Corp..  in 
which  he  was  a  stockholder.  His  holdings 
were  small,  but  it  cannot  be  said  that  for 
that  reason  the  statute  is  inapplicable. 
Maj.  Howard  C.  Harmon 

•  •  •  •  • 

Second  Lt.  Samuel  B.  Vrooman,  Jr. 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  a  subsequent  portion  of  this  report, 
reference  is  made  to  the  Mahogany  Manu- 
facturers St  Importers  Association,  a  volun- 
tary association  of  the  leading  mahogany 
manufacturers  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  formed  last  January  In  connection  with 
negotiations  for  the  purchase  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  mahogany  for  airplane  propellers. 
One  of  the  members  of  the  association  Is  the 
S,  B.  Vrooman  Co..  of  Philadelphia.  Second 
Lieutenant  Vrooman  Is  the  son  of  Samuel 
B.  Vrooman.  who  was  the  head  of  this  com- 
pany until  his  death  a  short  time  ago.  Sec- 
ond Lieutenant  Vrooman  is  31  years  of  age 
and  for  upward  of  9  years  was  at  work  In  his 
fathers  company  handling  lumber.  Inspiect- 
Ing.  and  selling.  On  his  marriage  in  June 
1917,  his  father  gave  him  $10,000  In  par  value 
of  the  company's  stock,  which  for  some  years 
has  paid  20  percent  dividends  annually.  This 
stock  he  still  holds.  In  addition  to  the  divi- 
dends on  his  stock,  the  S.  B.  Vrooman  Co. 
has  continued  to  pay  him,  since  he  entered 
the  service  of  the  Government,  the  sum  of 
$50  a  week,  which  Is  the  equivalent  of  the 
compensation  he  previously  received  for  his 
services  to  the  company. 

In  December  1917.  S.  B.  Vrcx)man.  Jr..  be- 
came Identified  with  the  Equipment  Division 
of  the  Signal  Corps  as  a  civilian  and  was 
made  an  Inspector  of  mahogany  purchased 
by  the  Government.  In  February  1918  he 
was  put  in  charge  of  the  inspection  of  all 
propeller  lumber.  He  selected  the  district 
officers,  who  in  turn  selected  the  Inspectors. 
Mr.  Vrooman  Issued  Instructions  to  the  dis- 
trict officers,  visited  the  plants  to  see  that 
the  Inspectors  were  doing  their  duty,  and 
passed  on  disputed  points.  He  has  con- 
tinued In  this  service  and  In  July  1918  re- 
ceived a  commission  as  second  lieutenant. 
Among  the  plants  subject  to  his  Jurisdiction 
as  head  of  Inspection  of  propeller  lumber  Is 
that  of  the  S.  B.  Vrooman  Co..  which  has 
had  contracts  with  the  Government  and  is 
within  the  territory  assigned  to  the  district 
office  at  New  York,  S.  B.  Vrooman,  Jr.,  se- 
lected the  head  of  this  cfflce.  Mr.  McCul- 
lough,  who  was  responsible  to  him  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  inspection  and  for  the 
carrying  out  of  his  Instructions,  which  re- 
lated to  the  inspection  at  the  Vrooman 
plant  as  well  as  others.  The  conclusion  is 
not  to  be  escaped  that  S,  B,  Vrooman,  Jr., 
was  the  agent  of  the  Government  directly  re- 
sponsible for  the  proper  inspection  of  the 
mahogany  delivered  by  the  S.  B.  Vrooman 


Oo.  to  the  Government  under  its  contracts, 
and  that  his  acting  as  such  agent  for  the 
transaction  of  business  with  the  corporation 
in  which  he  was  a  stockholder  was  in  viola- 
tion of  the  statute. 

4.    THE  AIXCRATT  PmOGRAlC 

At  the  time  of  our  entry  into  the  war  we 
had  no  combat  planes,  and  only  a  few  planes 
for  training  and  scouting  purposes.  Approx- 
imately 100  airplanes  had  been  delivered  to 
the  Army  up  to  the  year  1917.  There  were 
few  filers  and  still  fewer  who  had  any  ac- 
quaintance with  aviation  engineering.  The 
airplane  manufacturing  industry  was  in  its 
infancy  in  this  country.  But  these  difficul- 
ties were  not  concealed.  The  necessity  of 
prompt  endeavor  to  curmount  them  and  of 
securing  at  once  the  full  benefit  of  foreign 
experience  was  obvious. 

•  •  •  •  • 

BKPORT   OP    ASBONAUTICAL   COMITISSION 

Two  months  after  we  had  entered  the  war 
an  aeronautical  commislon  was  sent  to  Eu- 
rope. This  commission,  which  sailed  on 
June  17,  1917.  in  charge  of  MaJ.  (afterward 
Col.)  R.  C.  Boiling,  was  composed  of  Army 
and  Navy  experts  and  civilians.  Capt.  Vlr- 
glnlus  E.  Clark  and  Capt.  Edgar  S.  Correll 
represented  the  Army,  and  Navy  Construc- 
tor G.  C.  Westervelt  and  Lt.  Warren  G.  Child 
represented  the  Navy. 

Major  Boiling's  report  was  sent  from  Paris 
on  August  15,  1917.  The  governing  prin- 
ciple for  the  American  production  program 
was  stated  by  Major  Boiling  to  be: 

"First.  The  United  States  must  first  pro- 
vide Itself  with  all  airplanes  and  engines 
required   for  training  purposes   in   America. 

"Second.  The  United  States  must  next  pro- 
vide the  airplanes  and  engines  necessary  for 
use  strictly  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  American  forces  in  the  field.  It  Is  best 
known  In  Washington  what  will  be  the  size 
and  composition  of  the  American  forces  in 
the  field  at  ai.y  given  dates  in  the  future. 
You  have  the  information  as  to  the  number 
of  types  of  airplanes  required  in  direct  con- 
nection with  military  operatio'ns  of  these 
forces.  We  have  learned  nothing  to  change 
the  views  on  that  matter  which  were  held 
by  Major  Foulols  when  we  left  Washington. 

"Third.  After  these  first  two  considerations 
comes  the  American  program  of  putting  Into 
the  field  next  year  air  forces  In  excess  of 
the  tactical  requirements  of  Its  Army  in 
France.  It  Is  generally  desired  that  the 
United  States  shall  do  this.  Such  air  forces 
should  consist  of  fighting  airplanes  and 
bombers."  (Then  follows  a  statement  of  the 
proportions  deemed  advisable.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

PLIGHT    OF    OTJR    CADETS    ABROAD 

There  may  also  be  noted  at  this  point  the 
serious  delays  which  occurred  In  securing 
adequate  provision  for  the  training  of  Amer- 
ican cadets  abroad.  Hundreds  of  these  ca- 
dets were  held  at  concentration  camps  and 
other  places  for  several  months  without 
suitable  training.  This  was  the  more  re- 
grettable because  these  students  embraced  a 
large  number  who  were  exceptionally  pro- 
ficient and  who  had  gone  abroad  early  on 
the  assumption  that  they  would  have  im- 
portant and  superior  advantages  in  training. 
It  is  said  that  their  numbers  were  larger 
than  the  capacity  of  the  French  and  British 
schools  which  It  was  expected  would  receive 
them. 

In  his  cable  of  March  13  General  Pershing 
speaks  of  the  plight  of  these  cadets  as  follows 
(p.  726,  par.  1) : 

Dated  March  13,  1918. 

Por  Chief  Signal  Officer.  Approximately 
700  cadets  are  now  under  flying  training  in 
Europe.  These  cadets  had  to  wait  an  average 
time  of  3  months  t)efore  commencing  flying 
training.  Approximately  700  cadets  in  Eu- 
rope awaiting  flying  training.  These  cadets 
have  already  waited  from  3  to  5  months  for 
training,  and  it  is  estimated  that  some  of 
them  will  have  to  wait   at   least  4  months 
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before  tlieir  training  can  be  oonamenced.  All 
of  those  cadets  would  bave  been  oommla- 
■loned  prior  to  this  date  If  training  facllitlea 
could  have  been  provided.  These  conditions 
have  produced  profound  discouragement 
among  cadets.  In  order  to  remedy  injustice 
and  to  relieve  cadets  in  Europe  on  equitable 
basis  of  rank  with  cadets  trained  In  the 
United  States,  request  -approval  of  plan  to 
Immediately  Issue  to  all  cadets  now  In  Surope 
temporary  or  Reserve  commissions  In  Avia- 
tion Section,  Signal  Corps,  subject  to  revoca- 
tion in  all  cases  where  on  completion  of 
training  cadets  so  commissioned  are  found 
not  to  have  requisite  qualifications  for  of- 
ficers In  the  Air  Service.  If  plan  approved 
will  recommend  cadets  by  groups  according 
to  seniority.     Strongly  recommend  approval. 

PXI£HING. 

The  Secretary  of  War  observed  this  condi- 
tion during  his  visit  to  France  in  the  spring 
and  cabled  that  theee  cadets  should  at  once 
receive  their  commissions,  which  were  to  be 
held  subject  to  revooation  If  later  they  were 
not  found  to  be  qualified.  General  Pershing 
stated  in  his  cable  of  March  30.  1918,  that  this 
relieved  the  principal  difllculty  so  far  as 
training  was  concerned  and  the  situation  as 
It  then  existed  was  "dUBcult  because  of  lack 
of  machines  for  front  and  not  because  of 
lack  of  training  facilities." 

LACK  OF  INrORMATION  HXRE  AS  TO  EXACT  STATUS 

or  roRKicN  oRDcas 
Despite  constant  exchange  of  cables.  Infor- 
mation was  lacking  here  as  to  the  exact 
status  of  the  foreign  orders.  While  cable  in- 
quiries had  been  made  from  time  to  time,  it 
appears  from  a  letter  written  by  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Horner  for  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  to 
Colonel  Boiling,  as  late  as  March  12.  1918. 
that  the  desired  Information  had  not  been 
obtained.  There  had  been  apparently  an 
Utter  lack  of  an  adequate  system  of  commu- 
nication by  which  proper  records  could  be 
kept  here  of  the  transactions  abroad.  Tables 
and  charts  of  the  foreign  orders  and  deliv- 
eries were  finally  received  here,  but  it  seems 
tbat  there  still  was  considerable  uncertainty 
88  to  the  extent  of  the  foreign  obligations, 
•ad  at  the  beginning  of  this  investigation 
the  extraordinary  statement  was  made  by 
Lt.  Col.  S.  S.  Wolff,  then  head  of  the  finance 
division,  that  notwithstanding  repeated  In- 
quiries, extending  over  many  weeks,  he  had 
been  imable  to  ascertain  within  «100,000.000 
what  obligations  had  been  incurred  abroad. 

AGKZEMENT  WITH  FKENCH   COVEHNMENT  OT 

MAT   3,   191S 

•  •  •  •  • 

It  would  seem  that  by  May  23,  1918,  there 
had  been  delivered  by  foreign  governments 
for  our  use  abroad  about  1.400  training 
planes  and  about  350  service  planes.  Since 
that  time  there  have  been  additional  deliv- 
eries, and  according  to  a  list  obtained  by 
General  Kenly.  the  approximate  number  of 
airplanes  received  by  our  forces  from  Euro- 
pean sources  to  July  31,  1918,  were  as  follows: 

School  or  training  planes 1.617 

Service  or  combat  planes i,  512 

FRODUCnON     IN     THE     UNrTED     STATES RECOM- 
MENDATIONS   or    ROLLING   COMMISSION 

While  Major  Boiling's  commission,  in  an- 
ticipation Of  delays  here,  placed  large  orders 
abroad,  it  is  evident  that  the  speediest  pro- 
duction In  this  country  that  was  possible, 
of  a  variety  of  airplanes  and  engines,  was 
contemplated. 

•  •  •  •  • 

PROGRAM    AS    ADOPTEl> KUEMENTART    TRAINING 

PI^NES 

There  were  selected  for  production  to  be 
used  as  elementary  training  planes  the  Cur- 
tiss  type  known  as  the  JN4-D,  with  the  OX -5 
engine,  and  the  standard  type  known  as  SJ-1 
with  the  Hall-Scott  or  A-7a  engine  The 
program  called  for  4.800  JN4-Ds  (later  re- 
duced to  3.702.  and  this  number  was  some- 

Bj-i  8,    ^   T,8wi  OX-5    engines   and   2,750 


Hall -Scott    or    A-7a    engines    (reduced    to 
3,260). 

aDVANCEB  TaAINING   TUlKMB 

Por  advanced  training  It  appears  that  there 
were  originally  choeen  the  Bristol  Scout  with 
the  Le  Rhone  80-hor8epower  engine,  the 
Thomas  Morse  S-4  with  Gnome  100  horse- 
power, and  the  United  States  Training  with 
the  Hispano  (150  horsepower).  There  were 
modifications  which  resulted  In  the  adoption 
of  the  types  known  as  S4-B  (with  Gnome 
100  horsepower),  the  S4-C  (with  the  Le 
Rhone  80  horsepower),  the  JN4  H  and 
JN6-H  (with  the  Hispano  150  horsepower), 
and  the  Penguin  (with  the  Lawrence  28 
horsepower ) . 

SERVICE    OK    COMBAT    AND    BOM8INC    PLANES 

The  types  first  selected  for  production 
were  the  Spad  (single-seater  pursuit)  with 
the  200- horsepower  Hispano  Suiea  engine: 
the  Spad  using  the  V.  S  S  engine: 
the  Spad  Monocoque  using  150- horsepower 
Gnome  engine;  the  Martlnsyde;  the  DH  9. 
the  Capronl.  and  the  Handley-Page.  with  the 
Liberty  engine  (U.  S.-12I.  Subsequently  the 
Martlnsyde  and  the  Spads  were  rejected,  the 
production  of  the  DH-9  was  first  limited 
and  then  postponed,  the  Capronl  and  the 
Handley-Page  were  not  treated  as  a  part  of 
the  immediate  program,  and  the  plans  for 
production  were  centered  on  the  DH  4  and 
the  Bristol  Fighter  with  the  12-cyIlnder  Lib- 
erty engine   (U.  S.-12). 

The  program  charts  which  were  prepared 
show  extraordinary  variations  wiih  respect 
to  quantities  and  surprising  expectatUins  as 
to  deliveries.  Thus  the  program  for  DH  4's 
shows  a  total  program  on  August  2.  1917. 
of  8.000:  August  16.  of  7.500:  August  22.  of 
5,000:  August  24,  of  6.000;  August  25.  of 
15.000;  August  31.  of  6.000;  September  4. 
15.000;  October  17.  of  250;  October  29.  of 
1,000.  at  which  number  it  appears  to  have 
been  continued  until  January  18.  1918.  from 
which  time  It  was  Increased  until  4.500  ap- 
pear In  the  program  of  February  11.  1918.  and 
B.OOO  In  that  of  February  19  and  thereafter 
According  to  this  program  or  schedule.  It 
seems  to  have  been  anticipated  on  August 
2.  1917.  that  25  DH-4S  would  be  delivered 
In  October.  100  In  November.  425  In  Decem- 
ber. 750  In  January,  and  1.000  In  February. 
and  more  In  each  of  the  succeedins  months. 
Even  as  late  as  September  4.  1917.  the  sched- 
ule shows  expected  deliveries  of  62  In  Octo- 
ber 1917;  250  in  November;  1.063  in  Decem- 
ber; and  in  the  program  of  November  5.  50 
were  scheduled  for  delivery  In  December. 
100  for  January,  etc. 

The  program  of  September  5.  1917.  for  the 
DH-9's  calls  for  2.000  of  this  type:  that  of 
October  9,  for  4,000:  October  17.  6.750;  Oc- 
tober 25.  7,750;  October  29.  7.000,  at  which  It 
continued  until  January  18.  1918.  when  It  be- 
came 7,500,  to  be  reduced  on  February  1  to 
5.400;  and  on  February  12  the  DH- 9  sched- 
ule  was  canceled. 

On  September  5.  1917.  accordiI^g  to  this 
schedule,  deliveries  of  DH-9s  were  expected 
as  follows:  November  1917,  50;  December,  200; 
January,  250;  and  300  in  February,  March, 
April,  May.  and  June.  On  November  5,  1917] 
50  seem  to  have  been  expected  In  January! 
and  300  in  February,  1.050  In  March.  1,500  In 
April,  1.900  in  May,  and  2.200  In  June.  As 
late  as  January  18,  1918,  40  are  scheduled  for 
March  and  500  for  April. 

The  program  for  the  Bristol  PiRhters 
started  on  August  2.  1917,  with  1.000.  It  ap- 
pears to  have  been  raised  to  3.000  on  August 
16.  1917;  within  one  week  It  was  dropped 
again  to  1.000,  and  on  November  26  the  pro- 
gram was  finally  raised  to  2,000.  It  s^ems 
that  on  August  2,  1917.  deliveries  of  26  were 
scheduled  for  October.  50  for  November,  100 
for  December.  125  for  January,  etc.  On 
November  5,  1917,  the  schedule  caUs  for  50  in 
January,  150  In  February.  200  in  March,  etc. 
On  August  9,  1917,  the  Capronl  program 
called  for  500;  on  August  16.  for  9.000  on 
August  22,  for  2.0C0;  on  August  24.  for  600 


and  there  were  other  variations  until  the  pro- 
gram appears  to  have  settled  down  after 
September  38.  1917,  to  1.000.  On  February  19, 
1918,  the  program  dropped  to  50;  It  called  for 
250  on  May  3.  1918.  and  was  afterwards 
Increased  to  1.000. 

On  August  9.  1917,  when  the  program  for 
Capronls  called  for  500,  monthly  deliveries 
of  100  were  scheduled  to  begin  In  February 
1918.  A  week  later,  on  August  18.  1917,  when 
the  program  was  Increased  to  ».000,  deliveries 
of  900  were  scheduled  for  December,  1,350  for 
January  and  each  month  thereafter.  When 
the  schedule  was  dropped  to  1.000,  deliveries 
appear  to  have  been  expected  of  100  in  Feb- 
ruary, and  in  February  deliveries  of  100  seem 
to  have  been  looked  for  In  May. 

The  Handley-Page  program  shows  on*  Sep- 
tember 5.  1917.  a  total  of  1.500,  with  antici- 
pated deliveries  of  100  in  December,  300  In 
January.  400  In  February,  etc.  As  late  as 
January  8,  1918,  deliveries  were  scheduled 
for  February  of  110,  190  for  March,  200  for 
April,  etc  On  March  18.  1918,  the  program 
had  dropped  to  a  total  of  50. 

These  programs,  with  their  variations  and 
schedules  of  deliveries,  appear  to  be  grotesque 
In  the  light  of  the  actual  facts,  but  they 
bear  the  Imprlmatui  of  the  planning  depart- 
ment of  the  equipment  division  with  the 
countersign  (except  In  the  case  of  the 
DH-9s)   of  official  approval. 

StTSIENSlON    or   THE    PROGRAM    POR    SINGLE- 
SEATER    PURSUIT    PLANES 

On  OcUiber  5.  1917.  In  reporting  the  fail- 
ure of  the  Spad  Monocoque.  the  cablegram 
from  our  representatives  overseas  also  con- 
tained the  follDwlng  advice  as  to  single- 
seater  pursuit  planes  with  rotary  engines: 
■Recommend  you  build  no  rotary  engine 
single-seater  pursuit  airplanes  to  be  sent  to 
Europe.  Existing  machines  this  type  will  be 
outclassed  by  changing  time  yours  arrive. 
Build  only  what  you  need  for  use  In  United 
States  training  purposes." 

This,  however,  did  not  touch  the  Spad  in- 
tended to  be  used  with  the  fixed  engine; 
that  it,,  with  the  Hispano  Sulxa  englue.  That 
machine  was  not  experimental.  As  early 
as  July  15.  1917.  there  wma  oOclal  advice 
that  200-horscpLiwer  Hispano  Suiza  its)  now 
fighting  on  front  In  Spad  aeroplanes."  Colo- 
nel Boliing  reported  In  his  cablegram  of  Au- 
gust 1,  1917.  that  the  Spad  with  that  engine 
is  the  best  fixed  engine  fighter  now  in  serv- 
ice •  There  Is  no  reason  why  this  fighting 
plane  should  not  have  been  produced  here 
In  quantity  many  months  ago.  The  failure 
to  do  so  was  not  due  to  lack  of  facilities, 
but  simply  to  a  change  of  opinion  at  a  criti- 
cal t;me  as  to  what  was  advisable. 

Responding  to  repeated  and  urgent  recom- 
mendations for  production  of  Spads  in  this 
country,  an  order  for  3.000  Spads  was  placed 
with  the  Curtlss  Aeroplane  &  Motor  Corp. 
under  date  of  September  19.  1917.  But  this 
order  had  barely  been  placed  when  doubt 
was  cast  upon  the  enterprise,  and  after 
preparation  for  production  was  well  under 
way  the  order  was  canceled  on  November  7. 
1917.  This  is  the  date  of  the  canceUation, 
as  testified  by  Mr  Morgan,  then  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Curtlss  Co.  It  was  nearly  6 
months  later  that  the  production  of  a  single- 
seater  pursuit  plane  (the  SE  5 )  was  under- 
taken, and  thus  there  was  a  serious  loss  of 
time  through  a  reversal  of  Judgment,  which 
was  in  turn  reversed. 

It  should  be  noted  that  virtually  all  the 
cables  of  advice  sent  by  our  military  repre- 
sentatives abroad  are  signed  "Pershing  "  but 
doubtless  they  most  frequently  come  from 
subordinate  officers,  and  with  respect  to  the 
subject  under  consideration,  from  those  in 
charge  of  the  Air  Service  overseas  In  a 
cablegram  received  here  on  October  5  1917 
the  following  appears: 

"If  USA  8  cylinder  heavier  than  Hispano 
fauiza  pounds  per  horsepower,  build  no  mono- 
place  pursuit  airplanes  with  USA  8-cyllnder 
engines.  Machine  will  be  useless  by  time  It 
arrives    here.    Increase    number    DH-4's    or 
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DH-9's  by  number  monoplace  pursuit  air- 
planes. This  is  necessary  provided  USA  12 
is  success.  Useful  loads  increasing  so  rapidly 
here  that  engines  now  in  United  States  are 
not  considered  powerful  enough  meet  re- 
quirements. Two-place  pursuit  airplanes 
considered  most  urgently  needed  airplanes 
next  year." 

The  view  thus  set  forth  found  support  In 
Influential  quarters  here.  On  October  27, 
1917.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Clarke  in  a  memo- 
randum sent  to  Mr.  Coffin  expressed  the  opin- 
ion that  "all  fighting  and  bombing  by  day 
will  be  done  in  two-seaters  flying  in  regular 
formation."  And  he  added,  "The  single- 
seater  will  be  eliminated.  '  A  few  days  later 
tlie  following  cablegram  was  received: 

November  8,  1917.  No.  252  (S.  D.  2709), 
paragraph    1. 

"Your  359.  paragraph  7,  and  other  cables 
concerning  American  engine  program.  Situ- 
ation here  has  changed  much  during  3 
m<jnth8  since  original  recommendations  and 
continues  changing  constantly.  Following 
general  principles  appear  clear  to  tis.  First. 
Sln«le-seater  fighter  will  probably  become 
obsolete  general  use  next  year,  although  small 
numbers  will  always  be  used  sp>eclal  purposes. 
Recommend  you  produce  number  already 
actually  under  contract  and  started.  Believe 
we  can  obtain  here  all  this  type  required  fu- 
ture above  number  actually  under  contract 
here  and  America.  This  applies  both  single- 
seater  fighter  airplanes  and  engines.  Second. 
Two-seater  fighter  airplane  with  stationary 
enmne  will  supersede  single-seater;  400 
hurseix)wer  probably  sufficient  next  6  months, 
after  that  500  horsepwwer  necessary.  This 
summarizes  cables  already  *ent  you." 

It  win  be  observed  that  while  this  message 
recommended  against  further  production.  It 
distinctly  stated  t'^.at  the  number  already 
under  contract  and  started  should  be  pro- 
duced.    But  this  was  not  done. 

On  November  30,  1917,  Colonel  Deeds 
cabled: 

"Curtlss  Co.  has  completed  drawings  and 
ordered  material  for  Spad  for  220-horse power 
geared  HIspanos.  We  have  canceled  that 
order  Tulasne  suggests  possibility  of  help- 
ing the  French  program  by  building  Spad 
planes  here  to  be  equipped  with  220-horse- 
power  geared  Hispano  engines  built  in 
France  We  could  get  production  In  Febru- 
ary without  materially  affecting  output  of 
two-place  fighters  We  are  not  urging  this 
because  of  the  fact  that  we  have  ordered  ma- 
terial which  can  be  utilized  In  other  ma- 
chines, but  if  It  would  help  your  program, 
here  Is  a  quick  source  for  these  machines." 

To  this  there  was  a  reply  (from  London) 
on  December  14.  1917.  as  follows: 

••«  •  •  with  reference  to  paragraph  1 
your  cablegram  461  do  not  recommend 
unloni?ed  production  Spad  airplanes  for 
France.  No  such  request  received  from 
French  here.  Believe  they  can  produce  all 
these  airplanes  they  need.  Think  our  only 
efforts  should  be  applied  airplanes  and  en- 
pines  already  on  our  program.  United  States 
should  leave  production  single-place  flshter 
to  Europe." 

The  Spad  contract  having  been  canceled 
and  preparations  for  the  production  of  single 
sealers  In  this  country  abandoned,  In  less 
than  2  months  there  was  an  urgent  request 
from  our  military  representatives  abroad  that 
Spads  be  produced  here.  As  early  as  Febru- 
ary 10,  1918.  It  was  recommended  that  steps 
be  taken  to  "put  Into  production  1,000  Spads 
one-place  with  220-horsepower  Hispano 
Suiza  engines  for  earliest  possible  delivery  in 
1- ranee  "  It  was  said  that  "French  delivery 
of  one-place  Spads  very  uncertain  and  can- 
not be  depended  upon.  Should  have  more 
definite  Information  next  2  weeks  as  to 
whether  your  production  Spad  one-place 
fighter  should  be  further  Increased."  While 
this  new  proposal  was  evidently  the  result  of 
the  breakdown  in  the  French  deliveries.  It 
seems  that  a  closer  inquiry  Into  the  progress 
of  our  deliveries  of  raw  material  abroad  and 
the  conditions  of  French  manufacture  would 


have  revealed  the  Berious  Importance  of  con- 
tinuing the  production  of  single  seaters  in 
this  country  In  accordance  with  the  original 
program. 

However,  the  authorities  here  were  not 
then  ready  to  follow  the  new  recommenda- 
tion, and  2  weeks  later,  on  February  25.  1918, 
they  cabled  the  following  reply: 

"Production  of  Spads  with  220-horsepower 
Hispano  Suiza  engines  does  not  fit  well  into 
our  program,  becatise  engines  cannot  be  put 
In  production  without  material  delay.  Prob- 
ably first  deliveries  in  France  in  December. 
We  could  somewhat  more  easily  produce  the 
•300-horsepower  Hispano  Suiza  engine.  We 
are  now  producing  large  number  of  150- 
horsepower  engines  for  training  planes,  and 
could  even  Increase  protluction.  We  believe 
with  this  information  you  will  probably  de- 
cide not  to  request  production  of  Spads  here. 
Please  give  us  your  full  advice." 

It  was  not  until  March  9.  1918,  that  this 
cablegram  was  answered,  with  the  statement 
that  "question  being  considered.  Will  ad- 
vise you  soon."  On  April  6.  1918,  Mr.  Potter 
cabled  that  the  British  air  board  had  ad- 
vised that  they  could  supply  at  once  200  SE-5 
planes  without  engines.  He  added.  "We  can 
arrange  production  for  180 -horsepower  His- 
pano Suiza  engines  for  same  at  rate  of  five 
per  day  within  30  to  60  days.  Shall  we  ar- 
range engine  supply?  If  "so,  will  you  ar- 
range contract  for  planes?"  On  the  same 
day  Colonel  Deeds  cabled: 

"We  could  within  4  weeks  begin  to  supply 
180 -horsepower  high-compression  direct- 
drive  Hispano  Suiza  engines  to  be  shipped  to 
England  to  be  Installed  In  the  planes  by  the 
plane  manufacturer.  Would  this  type  of 
fighting  machine  be  of  value  to  you.  and  If 
so,  shall  we  proceed  to  provide  them  for  you? 
We  are  advised  that  this  type  Is  in  success- 
ful use  by  the  British  on  the  front." 

On  April  19.  1918,  the  following  urgent 
message  was  received  from  our  representa- 
tives abroad: 

"The  United  States  should  make  imme- 
diate preparations  for  the  production  of 
single-seater  machines  to  supplement  those 
we  may  receive  from  France  and  England." 

But  on  April  21.  1918,  there  was  a  further 
cablegram  (referring  to  Mr.  Potter's  cable 
of  April  6.  1918),  stating  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject was  still  under  consideration.  This  mes- 
sage was  (In  part)   as  follows: 

"Win  the  production  of  180-horsepower 
Hispano  Suiza  engines  tte  interfered  with  by 
contracts  placed  by  French  or  English?  If 
not,  we  strongly  recommend  production  of 
this  motor  for  our  needs  this  year  on  follow- 
ing basis."  (Giving  delivery  dates.)  •  •  • 
"The  situation  with  reference  to  single-seater 
fighters  for  remainder  of  1918  is  as  follows: 
Both  Prance  and  England  have  a  plane  pro- 
duction in  excess  of  their  engine  production, 
and  as  the  ISO-horsepower  Hispano  Suiza  is 
already  in  production  in  the  United  States 
in  small  quantity,  our  only  practical  means 
of  securing  the  necessary  number  of  single- 
seater  fighters  will  be  for  the  production  of 
this  engine  for  overseas  duty  to  be  Increased, 
so  as  to  provide  the  number  indicated  and 
for  us  to  distribute  these  engines  here, 
month  by  month,  as  conditions  require.  The 
entire  question  of  the  provision  of  single- 
seater  airplanes  for  1918  and  1919  Is  being 
thoroughly  investigated  and  a  comprehen- 
sive report  with  all  data  necessary  will  be 
forwarded  by  an  officer  familiar  with  the 
entire  situation." 

On  April  24.  1918.  Mr.  Potter  cabled  that 
contract  could  be  made  with  the  British 
Government  for  SE-5's  at  the  rate  of  30  per 
week  beginning  July  1;  that  180-horsepower, 
high-compression  Hispano  Suiza  motors 
could  be  supplied  from  here  for  those  planes 
at  the  same  rate,  and  that  the  same  machine 
could  be  put  Into  production  here  and  ship- 
ments begun  In  September.  He  asked  quick 
advice  If  arrangements  were  desired  which 
would  permit  of  "quickest  possible  delivery 
of  single-seater  fighting  planes  on  the  front," 
and    be    added    "SE-5    equipped    with    180 


Hispano  is  the  only  machine  we  can  pro- 
duce quickly." 

To  this  an  answer  was  received  on  May 
4,  1918,  disapproving  the  production  of 
SE-5's,  as  follows: 

"Production  of  SE-5  for  180  Hlsp>ano  in 
America  disapproved,  since  It  appears  that 
necessary  planes  for  this  engine  can  be  ob- 
tained In  Europe,  either  SE-5,  Spad,  or  both." 

This  was  followed  on  May  12,  1918.  how- 
ever, by  a  cablegram  stating  that  the  ques- 
tion was  still  open  pending  final  report  of 
board  of  Air  Service  officers  and  that  final 
recommendation  would  be  cabled  In  about 
10  days. 

On  May  16,  1918,  Mr.  Potter  cabled  refer- 
ring to  the  message  from  overseas  of  April 
19,  1918,  urging  immediate  preparation  for 
production  of  single-seater  fighters  and  call- 
ing attention  to  the  fact  that  the  cablegram 
of  May  4,  1918.  was  an  exact  reversal  of  the 
former  recommendation.    He  said: 

"We  took  immediate  action  on  this  recom- 
mendation and  have  given  orders  for  1.000 
SE-5's.  Tour  1052,  paragraph  2-A  exactly  re- 
verses these  recommendations.  In  view  of 
this  inconsistent  information  and  also  due 
to  requests  for  production  of  SE-5  from  Air 
Division  for  training  purposes,  we  have  de- 
cided not  to  change  our  orders  for  produc- 
tion on  these  machines,  and  request  that 
samples  be  sent  promptly  In  accordance  with 
our  London  81,  paragraph  3." 

The  final  result  Is  that  there  has  been  no 
renewed  order  for  the  production  of  Spads, 
and  that  the  order  for  SE-S's  is  being  pro- 
ceeded with,  but  that  the  American  machine 
of  this  type  is  still  In  an  experimental  stage. 
It  Is  understood  that  the  machines  are  being 
tested,  and  that  the  questions  which  have 
arisen  and  have  been  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  authorities  are  receiving  their 
consideration.  We  have  not  as  yet  sent  from 
this  country  to  the  battle  front  a  single  pur- 
suit or  combat  plane,  as  distinguished  from 
the  heavy  observation  or  bombing  planes, 
and,  after  giving  due  weight  to  all  explana- 
tions, the  fact  remains  that  such  pursuit 
planes  could  have  been  produced  in  large 
quantities  many  months  ago  had  there  been 
decision  and  consistent  purpose. 

DELATED    PROGRAM    FOB    THE    HANDLEY-PAGE    AND 
CAPRONI  BOMBING  PLANES 

•  •  •  •  • 

HANDLEY-PAGE   PLANES 

•  •  •  •  • 

CAPRONI  PLANES 

•  •  •  •  • 
POSTPONEMENT  OF  THE  DE  HAVILLAND   9 

In  his  recommendation,  on  his  return  from 
Europe  in  September  1917.  the  De  Havilland 
9's  was  preferred  by  Captain  Clark,  as  the 
DH-4  appeared  to  him  to  be  obsolescent  at 
the  time  the  Boiling  Commission  was  In  Eng- 
land and  the  DH-9  was  designed  along  the 
same  general  lines  as  the  DH-4,  but  with  its 
weaknesses,  from  a  military  standpoint,  cor- 
rected. In  other  words,  he  regarded  the 
DH-9  as  far  better  suited  for  bombing  than 
the  DH-4.  The  principal  distinction  is  that 
on  the  DH-9  the  rear  man — the  gun  fighter — 
is  moved  back  about  20  inches  from  his 
position  on  the  DH-4;  the  pilot  Is  moved 
back  so  that  he  is  placed  immediately  in 
front  of  the  gun  fighter;  the  fuel  Is  moved 
forward  so  that  it  is  near  the  engine,  and 
between  the  fuel  tank  and  the  pilot  is  a 
bomb  compartment. 

The  contracts  with  the  Dayton-Wright 
Airplane  Co..  the  Fisher  Body  Co.,  and  the 
Standard  Aircraft  Corp.  originally  called 
for  DH-9's.  When,  on  September  22,  1917,  the 
program,  as  It  then  stood,  was  submitted  zo 
Colonel  Boiling  on  behalf  of  the  Chief  Signal 
Officer,  It  called  for  2,000  DH-9's  and  the 
reply  was  that  the  number  was  not  suffi- 
cient and  should  be  doubled.  It  may  also 
be  noted  that  In  the  same  cablegram  (Sep- 
tember 22)  from  the  office  of  the  Chief  Sig- 
nal Officer  it  was  stated  that  the  first  deliv- 
eries of  the  DH-9  with  the  Liberty  12  and 
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cynclironiaed    Marlln    piston-type    airplane                                 botabt  emginb  OX-5'b  distributed  among  the  CurtUs  Aero- 
gun would  be  made  In  November  1817.                          •                .                .                ,                ,  plane  &  Motor  Corp  .  t»»e  WlUys-Morrow  and 

The  sample  machine,  however,  which  was                             .^^^  libdtt  rwcwE  Willys-Overland  Cos.     Orders  for  the  Hall- 

llrst  received  Irom  bigland  was  the  DH-4.          ,      .^     ,   ..             .     ,   ...                ,«.,    ...  Scott    engines     (2.250)     were    placed     with 

The  DH-9  had  not  yet  been  put  Into  service  „  ^1  ^°«  Matter   part  of   the   year    1814   the  t^e  Nordyke  A  Marmon  Co..  and   the  Hall- 

at  tbe  front.     Apparently  there  was  no  sam-  Packard  Motor  Car  Co.  decided  to  go  exten-  g^c,^^  Motor  Co.     The  General  Vehicle  Co  re- 

ple  DH-«   available   here   untU   at   the   end  slvely  Into  the  development  of  air  motors,  reived  an  order  for  ill  Gnome  engines  (100 

of  February  1918.  and  It  seems  to  have  been  ^^  had  received  one  of  the  Mercedes  motors.  horscpowen .  and  the  unfilled  portion  of  this 

thought  that  progress  had  been  made  to  such  "»ed    by    the    Germans    In    their    airplanes,  o^jjer   was  taken   over   by   the   Aeronautical 

a  degree  In  the  developing  of  the  design  of  w^'ch  had  been  imported  In  a  racing  chassis.  gnRlne  Co  .  which  also  received  certain  ad- 

the  DH-4  for  production  that  It  was  advls-  Taking  certain  features  from  that  motor  and  dltlonal  orders  for  engines  of  the  same  tyne 

able  to  concentrate  upon  the  production  of  ^""o™  other  motors,  an  engine  was  designed  ^j^e^  the  latter  corporation  was  organized  to 

the   Oa^   to   the   virtual   exclusion   of   the  1"  1915.  a  duplicate  of  which  was  used  In  a  conduct  operations  at  the  plant  of  the  Gen- 

DH-9.     Consequently.  In  the  substitution  of  racing  car.    This  engine  developed  140  horse-  ^ral    Vehicle  Co    after   Its   purchase   bv   the 

contracts,   the  DH-4   took  the   place   of   the  Po^er  at  3,600  revolutions  per  minute.     Anr  Government.     The    Union    Switch   &   Sltrnal 

DH-9  and  it  appears  that  In  February  1918.  other  model,  with  greater  power,  was  com-  co   had  orders  for  2.5O0  LeRhone  engines  (80 

directions  were  received  from  Colonel  Deeds  pleted  In  December  1916.  and  was  also  u.«ed  horsepower  i.     The    orders    for    the    Hlsoano 

and    Colonel    Montgomery    that    orders    for  i"  a  racing  car;  thh  was  rated  at  200  horse-  sulza  engines    placed  with  the  Wrtcht  Mar 

DH-9-8  were  to  be  canceled  for  the  present.  Power   at   2.180  revolutions  per  minute.     It  t,„   Aircraft  Crp  .   have  already  bwn  suffl 

pending  Information  from  abroad.  was  described  In  a  pamphlet  exhibited  ut  the  clently  detailed.     In  addition    orders  for  450 

It  seems  that  with  an  adequate  production  Aeronautical  Show  In  New  York  in  January  of    the    Lawrence    engine     (2iB    horsepower) 

program,  this  improved  type,   or   its  Amer-  ^^IT.  as    'The  Packard  Aircraft  Engine,"  ex-  ^ere  placed  with  the  Excelsior  Motor  Manu- 

Ican   equivalent,  could  have  been   produced  hibited  "as  a  stimulant  to  the  new  aviation  facturlng  Co  .  and  an  order  for  2  000  Bugattls 

here  sometime  ago,  but  It  has  not  yet  been  Industry."     The    work    of    developing    these  was  given  to  the  Duesenberg  Motor  Corp 

put   Into   quantity    production.      It    Is   said.  motors  had  been  under  the  direction  of  J.  G.  .              c,inn,^»,  »„h  f^u  r.,  ioit 

however,  that  the  DH-9  Is  now  "being  put  Vincent,  then  vice  president  of  the  Packard  ^"  ^\      TTf     ,       fi          ^*^  contracts 

cut    Of   production   abroad"    ^Tau«    ot   ?he  Motor  Car  Co.  in  charge  of  engineering      In  ^''''HZ't  mc  tor^a.    A.^w""'"'""    °' 

••coming  In"  of  the  DH-9A  which  is  a  further  the  latter  part  of  May  1917,  Mr.  Vincent  took  ^'^^^  Lioeriy  motors,  as  loiiows. 

Improvement.  his  drawings  to  Washinmon  for  the  purpose      Aug  31.  1917,  Lincoln  Motor  Co 6.000 

axsuLT  of    laying   befure   the   Government    the    plan  Sept    4.  1917.  Packard  Motor  Car  Co..     6.000 

For  obvious  reasons    It  U  not  deemed  ad-  °^    ^^^    Packard    Co.    to    manufacture    these  Sept   7.  1917.  Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co..     3.000 

Tlsable    to   make   public   the   details   of   the  engines  in  large  quantities  through  enlisting      Sept    1 1.  1917.  Trego  Motor  Corp soo 

present  aircraft  program     That  can  be  stated  the   aid  <,f  other   automobile   manufacturers      Nov    22.  19n,  Ford  Motor  Co 8.  OOO 

by    the   military   authorities   whenever   they  ^'^^    ^'-"^    experience    in    high-grade    motor  D.c.  II.  1917,  General  Motors  Corp...     2,030 

think  It  wise  to  do  so.    For  the  present  pur-  *"''''•     ^^^     Vincent     met    Mr.     Deeds.     Mr.  

pose  it  may  be  said  that  the  abandonment  Waldon.    and    others.     The    design    was    not  Total.. 22,500 

of  the  program  for  the  Spads  left  us.  until  deemed  to  be  adequate  fur  the  needs  on  the  ^h^  contract  with  the  Trego  Motor  Corn 

recently,    without   any   program    for    single-  *'?.  ""r,    °k                    "''•^   necessary    to   In-  ^a-,  subsequently  canceled,    only  one  engine 

seater   pursuit   planes,   and   that   also,   until  "^'^'^    "^^'^    horsepo-*er    of    the    motor    with  ^elng  delivered  ' 

recently,  so  far  as  service  planes  were  con-  ^g^^ter  weight  per  horsepower.  Mr  Vincent  p,,^  the  production  of  elementary  training 
cerned.  there  remained  a  program  for  Im-  *"'"/'*/"  "^^'^i'V^^S  '"  ^-^"J"""'""  *'^h  p^^^s  of  the  tvpe  known  as  the  JN4D  re- 
mediate production  which  was  virtually  Mr  E^  J.  Hall,  of  the  Hall-S.-olt  Co.,  making  Iiance  w.is  placed  chiefly  upon  the  Curtlss 
limited  to  De  Havmand-4-8  and  Bristol  sketches  for  the  purpose  of  Improving  the  Aeroplane  ^M  .tor  Co'p  which  haS  aSdl 
fighters.  motor  and  In  a  few  days  a  new  motor  w.is  ni  .riP  >i'  ,n^c  f.,r  .v,«  ni.,,..*,  r^^  a"c»uy 
'The  Bristol  fighter  as  redesigned  to  take  f^'^-f  -^'-^V'^^  ^"  ^  con.derable  extent  ^liSnl^'turordJr,^  were" a^  g^vJn^rThe 
the  Liberty  motor  proved  to  bs  a  failure.  the  engineering  features  which  had  been  de-  spnn.fl.id  Aiuralt  Co  and  the  2an^  an 
and  after  a  series  of  fatal  accidents  was  dls-  '^'"f  f  cluring  the  past  2  years  of  expert-  Airplane  Co  ,  Ltd  )  of  Toronto  A  number 
carded.  The  BrUtol  was  so  far  removed  from  f'^'V  T^\  ^f  ^""T"  7"'  ""'""'"^  ^^  ^'"«"  orders  were  placed  from  tlm^  to 
a  machine  that  could  carry  an  engine  of  that  H'']'  development  of  an  8-cylinder  motor.  time  with  various  concents.  The  t^tal  orders 
power  that  It  has  been  admitted  by  high  ^"^  '"  *  ^^*  "^^^^  Mr.  Vincent  returned  to  to  June  30  1918  were  for  3  975  of  the  JN4  D 
kuthorlty  that  It  was  "a  very  foolUh  thing  ^''''^'-  '^^^''^  ^^'^  Washington  sketches  for  tvi>e  '  ^  ^  ^ 
to  put  the  two  together."  l^^  purpose  of  having  a  wooden  model  made  "  T^e   orders    for    the    St-indard    T    fr»inin„ 

■h^us.  nothing  18  left  of  last  fairs  program  ^V^'^llT'f^?'  "T.  'u'  "^  ^V^'     ^^  P'"""  --re"  JtTlbuted  am"  ng  the  Da  ain! 

for  service  planes  save  the  De  Havlirand-4s.  '^^  U^neTbv  tSVaciarrCo'l^'arder^r^  ^'^'^^^  ^'^'^''-^"^  ^^  ■  '^^  '^^^^  B^dy  Corp  . 

The  course  Of  production  Of  these  planes  is  he  „   ght  Jake  "har^^o^^^^^^  "^'^    the    Standard    cor,x,ratlons    (Standard 

hereafter  stated.     It  appears  that  after  the  "e°^'gf»t  taite  charge  of  the  E.igineerlng  Dl-  Aero    Corp.    and    Standard    Aircraft    Core) 

remedying  of  various  dei^cts.  they  are  being  ^  °«      x^/p^.'u.Tr    ''  °  h  °'  ^^„^'«"^'  The  total  orders  were  for  1  600  of  th  s  SS^ 

successfully  used  as  observation  and  bomb-  ^Zr!.^         ^3  f      k^  ^°    '"^*^*  ^  ful!-sized  Kur  advanced   training  planes   there   were 

ing   planes.     There   are   certain    limitations,  ^^of  ItH!  ds'on  Ju"r  3""La'^r'\'b^u;  ^^""^   ^'^'^^    '«   ^^^   Cu'rtfsi  Aeroplane   and 

Which  It  Is  not  necessary  to  describe,  of  their  ^,^^,,;,a\%,t^^\   Later,   about  M..tor    Corp       (to    June    30     1918 1      for    919 

military  effectiveness  for   this   purpose,   and  ^^^Z    L      '  ^^^P^'^""'""  of  an  8-cyllnder  jn4  „  and  479  JNC  H    to  the  Thomas  Lor^e 

machines  of  the  later  and  Improved  type  are  V^^ZZ        P'^^P^!"^'!,.^"*^    '^«    immediate  Aircraft  Corp    ,  f or  100  S4   B  and  4^0  -tcT 

to  be  provided.     By  reason  of^  lack  o?  ma-  ^^e ".  pe  wa    dec  d'ed'uSo"   '"""   °'    '''"  «"^    ^"    the^Broese   AircLt   Corp     (f^r  S(^0 

neuverablllty    the    De    Havllland-1    cannot          t„  y„P!i      i        .,    ^     '^       ,         v,  Penguin<=i.  ^ 

serve  the  purpose  of  a  pursuit  plane.  „,^"  deve  oping  the  design  for  the  purpose  with  respect  to  both  elementary  and  ad 

*^  of   quantity    production,    various   difficulties  vin,-..ri    tm  „i.    "■"  ,^^^  elementary  and  ad- 

ENCiNBS  Foa  SDViCE  ADUTjtNEB  Were       encountered.     Aside       from       minor  ^f  ""^°  y"'"'"^'  Planes  there  were  also  va- 

•  •                •                .                •  changes  found  to  be  necessary  In  the  course  1      '""'''''"''  '"""  ^P'""*"  P''"''*- 
motLS-aoTC^  .nd  stt^beam  rNciKES-BamsH  °^  Prodiictlon,  the  crank  shafts,  connecting  jJ'^^^ZuZ  4  fw'^  oivored^.!'r!f?H°'«'*'w 

EXFoatNcm  ''°"^'  ""^  bearings  In  the  first  1,000  engines  ^V  /! -   r.     ,        ,.,  /      P'^oted  upon  the  work 

EXFERTENCE  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^    creating  a  dangerous  condl-  ^     '?*^  Dayf.n-Wright   Airplane   Co.   In   con- 

tlon.     The    crank    shafts,    connecting    rtKls  ^^cllon  will,  the  designing  of  the  plane  fer 

THE  HISPANO  SUIZA  EKGINC  and  bearings  had  to  be  redesigned      It  was  ^"''''■'^'^"  P'oductlm.  as  hereafter  explained. 

•  .                 ,                 ,                 ,  alst)    found    to    be    advisable    to   change    the  ^j'"^  *"c  contracts  for  8,500  of  the  DH4'8 
There    Is   ample   basis   for   the   conclusion  system  of  lubrication  and.  again.  It  was  diffl-  ^    "   "*^ 

that   had   there   been    a   sustained   effort    to  ^"^^    ^   obtain    a   development   of   radiators      Dayton-Wrlght  Airplane  Co 4.000 

produce    single-seater    pursuit    planes     and  that   were  suitable  for  a  motor  of  this  size,      f'l^her  B.kIv  Corp 4.000 

with  this  definite   purpose   adequate  orders  ^  ^^^  ^^  "^""^  ^^  °'  ^^'*  ^^'^^  General  Per-      standard  Aircraft  Corp 5OO 

had  promptly  been  given  so  as  to  Justify  the  '^''^^  ^  ^'^^^^  described  a  series  of  defects  in  — 

provision  of  additional  facilities  by  this  com-  motors  which  had  been  shipped  abroad  Tut;d. g  500 

pany     and     the     speedy  .utilization     of     Its  rrm^nf^T'    *'    ^    ""'^^"'tood-    *««   speedily  -^^    contract     for    the     Bristol    Plehters 

highest   capacity,  engines  for   these   pursuit  "f^dled.  .riven  to  th^  r.l^^fJf  A^rl^r^i^n! 

planes  could  have  been  delivered  In  quantity  ,.  I'  ""*  "PP**™  ^  ^e  conclusively  estab-  and  Mot*;  Corn                                     Aeroplane 

through    the    winter    and   spring    and    large  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  Liberty  engine  Is  a  great  sue-  j,^  ^^.^  ,,,  ^^^  „,^„.      .*            .        .»   w. 

numbers  of  these  engines  would  have  been  "**  ^"^  observation  and  bombing  planes,  and  that  Ihe   reLon.iM^  m^i   .*  ^  l"*'''i^'*^'! 

available  by  July  1.  1918.  in  addition  to  the  ^°'  *^^«  P^^P*''^  ''  ^^  ^°""*1  ^'K^  ^avor  with  Coro«    emrus^te      «  ^>,°?,f '*L'  ?'   '^''  f  ^"? 

production    needed    for    advanced    trMnng  ^^'^  ^"^«'-     ^t  U  too  heavy  for  the   lighter  nr^^ctlon  *hoo,H             f*   *'".''  °i   "^^''^^ 

planes  and  without  Interfering  with  the  de!  Pursuit  planes.  production  should  exercise  a  broad  author- 

▼elopment  of  the  high-power  Liberty  motor.  ■•  sd-kction  or  comtractors  and  DisraiBtmoM  .  ,.   . 

This  Is  aside  from  what  could  have  been  ac-                                         or  work  understood  that  It  has  been  taken 

oompUshed    through     timely     arrangements          For  •.ncrinin.  tr.  h.  „.»h  i„  ♦,„!    1          ,  °'''"  ^^  ^^^  Ordnance  Department,  for  tanks. 

-  for  production  by  o.her  compa^nles!"^^  tl.^'^  ZToZe'r''.  T^  June  a^O.^ISlB^L^S  L'  cl^JerilS  "  ''''  "  '''  '''^''"'  '°  '^"'^* 
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Ity.  virtually  unhampered  by  restrictions,  in 
the  selection  of  contractors.  The  Aircraft 
Board,  In  which  the  resFtonsible  Army  offl- 
cers  sat  as  members,  afforded  a  useful  op- 
portunity for  the  comparison  of  views,  but 
not  a  legal  and  only  a  limited  extent 
a  practical  check.  There  have  l>een  numer- 
ous complaints  from  Individuals  and  cor- 
poration^ who  sought  contracts  unsuccess- 
fully. The  extent  to  which  activities  were 
centered  at  Dayton,  the  profitable  contract 
promptly  given  to  Colonel  Deeds'  former 
business  associates,  and  the  preference  of 
a  F.mall  group  of  manufacturers  In  the  al- 
lotment of  the  large  contracts,  created  a 
feeling  of  distrust  which  finds  frequent  ex- 
pression In  the  record  of  this  inquiry. 

There  could  be  no  well-founded  objection 
to  a  well-directed  effort  to  standardize 
products  for  production  In  large  quantities 
under  conditions  favoring  the  most  eco- 
nomical and  efficient  work.  So  far  as  orders 
for  production  of  planes  In  small  quantities 
and  various  spare  parts  are  concerned,  to 
Rive  an  adequate  statement  of  the  facts  with 
respect  to  the  companies  who  received,  or 
which  asked  and  were  refused,  contracts 
would  require  a  great  variety  of  detail  which 
It  Is  Impracticable  to  set  forth.  It  does  not 
appear  'hat  In  the  award  of  these  contracts 
there  was  adherence  to  any  clearly  defined 
principle.  It  Is  sufficient  to  say  that  In  many 
In.stances  the  parties  complaining  have  no 
ground  for  their  complaints,  save  that  others 
In  no  better  situation  obtained  what  the 
complainants  were  denied.  For  while  offers 
or  requests  of  some  manufacturers  went  un- 
heeded because  of  alleged  lack  of  proper  fa- 
cilities or  of  assured  financial  ability.  In 
other  cases,  contracts  were  made  with  parties 
equally  destitute  of  adequate  resources. 
Among  those  whose  facilities  were  apparent- 
ly adequate,  some  were  taken  and  others  were 
left. 

But  aside  from  any  question  of  discrim- 
ination between  manufacturers.  It  Is  obvious 
that  the  exigency  demanded  that  Important 
and  needed  sources  of  supj)ly  should  not  be 
iitglected,  and  In  this  connection,  without 
attempting  to  make  a  comprehensive  state- 
ment of  other  available  resources,  the  case  of 
the  Singer  Manufacturing  Co.  deserves  special 
attention. 

SIMGCX    MAHUTACmnUNC    CO. 


Di.sTmiBunoN  or  work 
Quite  as  Important  as  the  selection  of  con- 
tractors and  the  development  of  adequate 
sources  of  supply,  was  the  distribution  of 
Work  so  as  to  Insure  prompt  and  efficient 
production.  Each  type  of  plane  requires 
special  preparation,  and  the  demands  of 
varied  sorts  of  work  may  easily  be  mutually 
restrictive  and  demoralizing.  A  conspicuous 
Instance  of  this  Is  furnished  In  the  case  of 
the  Standard  Aircraft  Corp.  This  company, 
with  Its  predecessor  (the  Standard  Aero 
Corp  ).  had  the  unusual  features  of  being  a 
manufacturing  corporation  under  the  direc- 
tion of  two  lawyers.  Harry  Bowers  Mingle  and 
Max  J.  Flnklesteln,  of  the  firm  of  Mingle  & 
Finklesteln,  of  New  Tork  City.  It  is  unnec- 
essary to  review  the  financial  history  of  the 
two  Standard  corporations,  with  their  plants 
at  Elizabeth  and  Plalnfleld,  N.  J.  It  Is  suffi- 
cient for  the  present  purpose  to  say  that  from 
the  time  of  the  organization  of  the  Standard 
Aircraft  Corp.  in  November  1917.  it  has  l)een 
the  operating  company,  except  that  recently 
the  Standard  Aero  Corp.  has  t>een  availed  of, 
and  It  has  taken  the  plant  at  Plalnfleld  for 
the  purpose  of  handling  fixed-price  orders, 
the  cost-plus  contracts  being  in  coiu'se  of 
performance  at  the  large  plant  at  Ellza- 
betli.  Both  these  corporations  are  controlled 
by  Mitsui  &  Co..  a  leading  Japanese  firm, 
which  holds  all  the  preferred  stock  and  a 
majority  of  the  common  stock  of  each  com- 
pany. The  orders  which  have  been  given 
by  our  Government  to  one  or  the  other  of 
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these  Standard  companies  exhibit  an  extraor- 
dinary range  of  types  embracing  training 
planes  of  the  8tandard-J  type,  six  machines 
and  spares  of  the  JR^IB  type  for  the  Poet 
Office,  advanced  training  planes  of  the  M- 
Defense  type,  four  Capronls,  the  assembly 
of  Handley-Page  planes,  500  De  Havilland  4's, 
as  well  as  flying  boats  for  the  Navy  and 
various  orders  for  small  parts.  The  effect 
was  to  put  In  this  plant  almost  every  variety 
of  airplane  work,  a  proceeding  which  has 
no  Justification  from  a  production  stand- 
point. Mr.  Charles  H.  Etey,  the  chief  engi- 
neer of  the  Standard  companies,  whose  abili- 
ty l8  generally  recognized,  frankly  admits  the 
serious  disadvantage  of  this  multiplicity  of 
orders.     He  says: 

"There  Is  a  natural  amount  of  confusion 
ITl  having  a  multiplicity  of  those  parts. 
•  *  •  The  engineering  personnel  Is  limited 
by  the  number  of  different  machines  you 
have  to  produce,  and  the  executive  force  is 
limited  by  the  same  amount.  The  physical 
layout  of  the  factory  Itself  is  very  seriously 
affected.  •  •  •  we  have  on  the  HS  boat 
Job  made  entirely  our  own  drawings.  It 
was  out  of  the  question  to  work  to.the  draw- 
ings which  were  supplied  us,  and  we  there- 
fore redrew  the  entire  Job.  That  occupied 
a  great  amount  of  time  of  the  drafting  room 
and  the  engineering  departments  of  the 
Standard  Aircraft.  Then  a  great  amount  of 
drawing  has  been  necessary  on  the  De  Havll- 
land-4"s,  it  being  Impossible  to  get  Vandyke 
drawings  from  the  S'gnal  Corps,  and  we  have 
attempted  to  draw  up  a  great  deal  of  that 
machine,  and  we  have  redrawn  In  its  entirety 
the  Handlcy-Page  machine.  That  involves 
the  engineering  department  and  the  drafting 
department  and  the  bill  of  materials  depart- 
ment, sometimes  known  as  the  specification 
department,  which  is  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant we  have.  Inasmuch  as  under  the  present 
regulations  we  are  not  allowed  to  pvirchase 
material  except  we  bill  the  material.  The 
approvals  officer  will  not  approve  the  mate- 
rials except  on  the  basis  of  a  bill  of  materials 
supplied,  and  making  the  bills  of  materials 
and  completing  the  drawings  on  all  these 
different  machines  has  been  extremely  diffi- 
cult. 

"Question.  Have  you  had  In  your  drawing 
department  the  HS  boats  for  the  Navy— that 
Is.  the  seaplane — the  Handley-Page  planes, 
and  the  De  Havilland  planes,  all  being  worked 
out  at  the  same  time? 

"Answer.  Yes,   sir." 

On  the  same  point,  Mr.  Day  again  testified: 

"The  order  for  the  De  Havilland-4's  Is  a 
very  small  order  comparatively.  •  •  •  If 
we  were  to  turn  over  our  plant  entirely  Into 
building  the  500  De  Havllland^'s  and  had 
to  go  ahead  on  500  De  Havilland-4"s,  It  would 
not  last  very  long.  We  expected  early  In 
this  year  and  were  preparing  to  take  over  a 
large  order  for  Papronls.  That  was  before 
we  had  the  De  Havilland  machines,  and  It 
was  supposedly  to  be  a  thousand  Capronls. 
That  was  a  fair-sized  order,  and  we  expected 
we  would  have  that  alone  and  nothing  else. 
But  that  was  withdrawn,  and  the  order  for 
7(X)  sets  of  spare  parts  for  the  Bristol  and 
1 ,500  sets  of  spare  parts  for  the  De  Havilland-0 
was  given  us,  and  that  was  a  pretty  fair-sized 
order.  Tliat,  in  Itself,  would  have  been  suf- 
ficient for  some  length  of  time,  but  both 
of  'those  orders  were  recalled.  The  Inter- 
ference, BO  far  as  spare  parts  of  machines 
Is  concerned,  would  have  been  less  than  the 
Interference  caused  by  two  orders  for  com- 
plete machines.  It  has  been  impossible  for 
us  to  obtain  a  large  enough  continued  order 
to  actually  know  what  we  were  going  to  do 
and  to  prepare  for  doing  it." 

Criticisms  upon  the  management  of  the 
corporation  do  not  excuse  such  a  state  of 
affairs.  If  a  manufacturing  corporation  Is 
to  be  Intrusted  with  work.  It  is  manifest 
that  It  should  be  given  the  work  It  can 
handle  efficiently;  and  U  Its  efficiency  Is 
distrusted,  there  is  still  less  reason  for  em- 


barrassing It  with  confusing  orders.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  It  Is  deemed  capable  of  suc- 
cessful production  It  should  have  a  suitable 
opportunity  to  develop  It.  The  effect  of 
placing  such  an  asacn^ment  of  orders,  coupled 
with  the  dlfBcultles  besetting  production  in 
this  new  industry,  has  not  only  interfered 
with  production,  but  has  promoted  waste, 
made  it  exceedingly  difficult  to  maintain 
proper  cost  accounts,  and  has  confused  re- 
sponsibility for  delays. 

Other  illustrations  of  a  poor  distribution 
of  work  might  easily  be  given;  the  result 
of  It  is  that  one  part  of  the  Government's 
program  has  stood  In  the  way  of  another. 

6.  THE  cotrasE  or  productiok — delays — 

MISLEADING    PUBLIC    STATEMENTS 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  De  Havillanda 

The  contracts  for  these  planes,  after  the 
substitution  of  DH-4's  for  DH-9'8.  called  for 
8.500  DH-4's.  viz:  Dayton- Wright  Airplane 
Co.,  4.000;  Fisher  Body  Corp.,  4,000;  Standard 
Aircraft  Corp.,  500. 

Under  the  first  contract  with  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Airplane  Co.  (dated  September  7. 
1917).  deliveries  of  the  DH-9'8  then  provided 
for  were  to  begin  in  November,  and  the  entire 
2.000  were  to  be  delivered  by  the  end  of 
June  1918.  Under  the  modified  contract 
(January  17,  1918),  for  1,000  DH-4's  and  3.000 
DH-9's,  deliveries  were  to  begin  In  January 
and  to  be  completed  by  the  end  of  July  1918. 
Under  the  final  contract  (April  1,  1918),  sub- 
stituting 4,000  DH-4's,  the  latter  were  divided 
Into  two  lots  of  2,000  each,  the  first  lot  for 
Immediate  production  to  l>e  delivered  by 
August  1,  1918,  and  the  remainder  to  be 
delivered  as  ordered. 

The  first  DH-4  was  shipped  from  the  plant 
of  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  on  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1918.  It  was  Intended  for  the  Amer- 
ican Expeditionary  Forces  In  Pra*ce,  but  it 
was  not  completely  equipped:  It  did  not  have 
any  bomb  gear  that  would  work.  On  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1918.  the  following  telegram  was 
addressed  by  Mr.  Talbott  to  Colonel  Deeds: 

"Wire  received  reference  Secretary  Redfield 
and  Dr.  Stratton.  Major  Shepler  advised  first 
100  De  Havillands  to  remain  in  this  country. 
If  so,  will  you  recall  plane  shipped  for  foreign 
shipment,  allowing  us  to  substitute  plane 
completely  equipped.  Progress  here  encour- 
aging." 

However,  the  plane  already  shipped  was  not 
recalled.  The  transport  containing  It  sailed 
on  March  22.  and  on  account  of  engine 
trouble  In  the  Azores  It  did  not  reach  Europe 
until  May  4. 

Nine  additional  DH-4'8  were  shipped  by 
the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  In  February 
for  the  use  of  various  fields;  two  on  the  15th, 
one  on  the  16th.  and  two  on  the  17th.  in- 
tended for  Gerstner  Field.  In  Louisiana;  one 
on  the  21st  for  McCook  Field  (which  w&<« 
sent  to  South  Field) ;  one  on  the  22d  for  the 
Fisher  Body  Corp.;  one  on  the  23d  for  the 
Standard  Aircraft  Corp.;  and  one  on  the  25th 
for  McCook  Field.  Four  were  shipped  In 
March,  two  for  Gerstner  Field  on  the  9th 
and  12th,  one  for  McCook  Field  on  the  10th, 
and  one  on  the  21st  was  delivered  to  the 
property  officer  at  the  Dayton-Wright  Air- 
plane Oo. 

There  were  no  shipments  for  the  American 
Expeditionary  Forces  between  February  5  and 
April  3,  1918,  when  four  were  shipped;  four 
more  were  shipped  on  April  14  and  four  on 
April  22,  and  there  were  no  more  shipped 
for  use  abroad  until  May  2.  1918.  That  Is 
to  say,  up  to  May  2  there  had  been  13  DeH-4's 
shipped  for  our  forces  abroad.  It  was  in 
May  1918  that  what  may  properly  be  called 
quanUty  production  of  DH-4's  began.  By 
the  end  of  that  month  193  DH-4s,'  and  by 
the  end  of  June  529  DH-4's  had  been  de- 
livered by  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co. 
Of  these  529.  it  appears  381  had  gone  to 
ports  of  embarkation.  116  to  the  Navy,  and 
32  to  various  destinations  in  Vila  country. 
Including  training  fields. 
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On  June  2S  adrlcea  were  recetved  that 
there  were  serloiia  defects  In  the  planes  which 
had  been  received  abroad.  At  the  meeting 
of  the  Aircraft  Board  on  July  31,  Colonel 
Arnold  stated  that  all  planes  shipped  to  Eu- 
rope by  the  Army  which  were  found  on  ar- 
rival to  have  weaknesses  were  rebuilt  at  the 
aircraft  production  centers.  At  the  same 
meeting  Mr.  Potter  stated  that  the  De  Havll- 
land  planes  for  the  Navy,  which  had  been 
flhlpped  from  the  factory  but  were  not  yet 
floated,  should  be  sent  back  to  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Ckj.  to  be  rebuilt. 

Prom  June  30  to  October  11,  1918.  the 
Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  delivered  1.320 
DH-4'8,  making  1,849  In  all  to  the  latter 
date.' 

In  the  contract  with  the  Fisher  Body 
Corp.  (November  6,  1917)  provision  was 
originally  made  for  3,000  DH-9s,  the 
deliveries  to  be  completed  before  July  1,  1918. 
For  these  there  were  subsequently  substi- 
tuted 4,000  DH-4's,  of  which  2.000  were  to 
be  delivered  by  September  1,  1918 — afterward 
extended  to  November  1.  1918 — and  2.000 
more  at  dates  to  be  fixed.  Up  to  June  30, 
1918,  no  deliveries  of  DH-4'8  had  been  made 
by  the  Fisher  Body  Corp.  This  com- 
pany got  into  quantity  production  in  August 


ind  had  delivered  452  up  to  October  11, 
1918.> 

For  the  order  of  500  DH-9*8  placed  with 
the  Standard  Aircraft  Corp.  (January 
afl.  1918)  there  were  eventually  substituted 
500  DH^'s  by  the  contract  of  March  28, 
1918.  No  deliveries  had  been  made  up  to 
June  30.  1918.  and  only  49  had  been  delivered 
up  to  October   11.   1918.' 

The  total  deliveries  of  DH-4's.  to  October 
11.  1918.  amounted  to  2,350.  Of  these,  1.617 
had  been  floated,  388  were  at  ports  or  in 
transit,  177  had  been  shipped  to  camps  and 
training  fields,  and  168  are  described  as  being 
for  "manufacturers   and   miscellaneous." 

Bristol  fighters 

The  contract  with  the  Curtiss  Aeroplane  & 
Motor  Corp.  called  for  2.000  Brlstols  to  be 
delivered  by  August  31.  1918. 

There  was  no  definite  release  for  produc- 
tion until  February  and  then  only  to  the  ex- 
tent of  25  machines;  400  were  released  for 
production  In  the  latter  part  of  M.irch  and 
400  more  on  April  24.  As  already  stated,  only 
27  were  delivered  in  all,  and  the  order  was 
canceled  in  July. 

Liberty  engines 

The  deliveries  were  to  be  completed  as 
follows: 
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The  total  deliveries  of  Liberty  motors  (U.  S. 
12's)  to  Octob  -  11.  1918.  amounted  to  9,689. 
Of  which  6.895  were  for  the  Army  and  2,794 
for  the  Navy.  Of  those  for  the  Army.  3,555 
had  been  floated.  456  were  at  ports  or  in 
transit;  and  there  had  been  delivered  990  to 
Allied  Governments.  260  to  flying  fields.  1.429 
to  manufacturers,  etc..  the  remainder,  or  205, 
being  turned  over  to  the  Navy. 

Contracts  have  recently  been  made  for  the 
production  of  the  Lll)erty  8  (U.  S.  8).  but  no 
deliveries  had  been  made  on  October  11.  1918. 
•  •  •  •  • 

MISLEADING   PUBLIC   STATEMENTS 

In  the  face  of  the  delays  in  production  a 
series  of  misleading  public  statements  were 

•Addenda  Z: 

Deliveries  of  DH-4s  to  Dec.  1.  1918 

Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co 2.699 

Fisher   Body   Corp 1,372 

Standard  Aero  Corp 80 

Total  to  Dec    1.  1918 4.  151 


made  with  official  authority.  While  these 
statements  were  authfjrized  by  the  Secretary 
of  War.  he  states  that  they  were  Issued  In 
reliance  up>on  Information  furnished  by  the 
Chief  Signal  Officer.  General  Squier.  atid  by 
Colonel  Deeds,  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  actual  conditions.  It  Is  unnecessary  to 
review  the  deluaive  predictions  and  exaggera- 
tions contained  in  these  utterances. 

But  particular  attention  should  be  directed 
to  the  official  statement  released  for  publi- 
cation in  the  papers  of  February  21,  1918, 
which  contained  the  following; 

"The  first  Amerlcan-bullt  battle  planes 
are  today  en  route  to  the  front  In  France. 
This  first  shipment,  though  In  Itself  not 
large,  marks  the  final  overcoming  of  rrrany 
difficulties  met  in  building  up  this  new  and 
intricate  Industry." 

This  statement  had  l*s  origin  In  a  conver- 
sation between  Colonel  Deeds  and  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  Committee  on  Public  Infor- 
mation a  week  or  two  before  the  completed 
statement  was  Issued.    A  draft  was  first  pre- 


pared and  submitted  to  Colonel  Deeds,  who 
examined  it  and  made  some  corrections.  The 
statement  contained  In  the  paragraph  above 
quoted  was  not  only  left  unchanged  but  was 
the  subject  of  special  Inquiry.  Colonel  Deeds 
was  asked  what  was  meant  by  the  "first  ship- 
ment. '  and  he  replied.  "They  are  on  the  water 
now.  on  the  way  to  France. '  He  was  then 
asked.  "How  many?  '  and  he  answered,  "I  do 
not  know,  but  I  do  not  think  more  than  10." 
'I'he  statement  In  Its  final  form  was  then  pre- 
sented to  the  Secretary  of  War,  who  per- 
mitted It  to  be  Issued  Upon  the  understand- 
ing that  It  had  been  verified  by  General 
Squier  and  Colonel  Deeds. 

At  the  time  this  statement  was  Issued 
(Feb  20 1  only  one  plane  had  been  delivered 
for  slilpment  tt)  the  American  Expeditionary 
Forces,  and  while  this  had  l>een  shippted  from 
the  factory  on  February  5.  It  did  not  leave 
the  United  States  until  March  22.  The  only 
other  service  planes  which  had  l)een  deliv- 
ered were  five  DH  4  a,  which  had  been 
shipjied  for  use  at  Gerstner  Field.  La.  No 
additional  shlpment.-i  of  airplanes  lor  the 
ii.se  of  our  forces  abroad  were  made  until 
Ajiril  3.  .Actual  pniductinn  in  quantity  did 
not  really  begin  until  May. 

C<jlonel  Deeds  admits  that  this  statement 
was  brought  to  him  before  Its  publication, 
and  that  he  went  through  It.  He  examined 
it  minutely  enough  to  correct  with  his  own 
hand  one  vi  the  paragraphs  following  that 
above  ([uoted.  which  gave  the  number  of  men 
required  on  the  gmund  lor  every  plane  m  the 
air,  his  correction  making  it  46  instead  of 
45.  Colonel  Deeds  denies,  however,  that  he 
said  In  response  to  the  Inquiry  ujxin  the 
point  that  the  battle  planes  were  "on  the 
water  now.  on  the  way  to  France  "  That  he 
did  make  this  statement  la  testified  to  dl- 
recllv  and  unequivocally  by  John  W  Mc- 
Coiuiughv  and  Marlen  E  Pew.  representing 
the  Coininittee  on  Public  Information. 

When  Colonel  Deeds  wa.s  examined  as  a 
witness  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  of  the  Senate  on  April  2.  1918.  he  was 
asked    this   que.stion   and   gave   this   answer: 

"Senator  W.\dsworth  Did  you  see.  or  do 
you  know  whether  any  other  responsible 
officers  in  yiur  aviation  section  of  the  Signal 
Corps  saw.  the  statement  given  out  by  Sec- 
retary Baker  on  February  I'l  before  It  waa 
published^ 

'Colonel  DrEDs  No  sir;  I  did  not  see  it.  I 
do  not  know  of  anybody  seeing  It  " 

Colonel  Deeds  admits  giving  this  testi- 
mony He  testified  that  he  did  not  then 
recall  the  paper  In  question 

Colonel  Deed's  further  testified  in  explana- 
tion that  when  the  pai>er  was  before  him.  his 
Itiformatmn  was  that  four  planes  were  on 
the  cars  en  rr.u'.e  to  France,  and  that  it 
later  developed  that  only  one  was  sent  and 
the  others  were  diverted  to  Lake  Charles, 
that  Is.  to  Gerstner  Field,  for  tests  on  radia- 
tors. The  shipments  to  Gerstner  Field,  how- 
ever, had  been  made  directly  from  the  Day- 
ton-Wright Airpl:Ane  Co  on  February  15.  16, 
and  17.  and  these  planes  had  not  been 
.•^hipped  from  the  factory  for  the  American 
Expeditionary  Forces  TTiere  Is  evidence, 
also  (ante,  p.  1I3|,  that  on  February  14.  Mr. 
Talbot t  had  telegraphed  to  Colonel  Deeds 
that  Major  Shepler  advised  that  the  first 
100  De  HavUlaiids  should  remain  In  this 
country  and  asking  on.  this  assumption  for 
the  recall  of  the  one  plane  shipped  for  foreign 
shipment,  so  that  another  could  be  substi- 
tuted Completely  equipped. 

There  is  no  question  but  that  this  grossly 
misleading  statement  was  published  on  the 
authority  of  Colonel  Deeds  and  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  relied  upon  the  fact  that  it 
had  Colonel  Deeds  approval  in  giving  it  his 
<<fflcial  sanction.  While  this  conduct  of  Col- 
onel Deeds  does  not  come  within  the  scope 
of  the  criminal  code,  it  deserves  the  prompt 
attention  of  the  military  authorities. 

General  Squier  testifies  that  he  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  statement  that  was  Is- 
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sued  for  publication  on  February  21  and 
that  he  did  not  know  of  It  before  It  waa 
published.  He  testified  that  when  It  waa 
brought  to  his  attention,  he  did  not  regard 
it  as  a  proper  statement  to  have  been  sent 
out.  but  that  he  did  not  institute  an  In- 
quiry to  ascertain  who  was  responsible  for  it. 
It  is  evident  that  the  matter  called  for  Imme- 
diate investigation  and  for  suitable  disci- 
plinary measures,  but  no  steps  were  taken 
either  for  correction  or  punishment. 

The  Secretary  of  War  Btates  that  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  statement  clearly  rested 
with  General  Squier  and  Colonel  Deeds,  and 
that  he  did  not  learn  of  the  Inaccuracies  of 
the  statement  until  his  return  from  Europe 
In  the  latter  part  of  April. 

There  were  earlier  statements  of  a  de- 
lusive character  as  to  the  progress  of  air- 
craft production,  but  the  particular  state- 
ment to  which  attention  has  been  called  was 
Inaccurate  In  Its  specific  statement  of  facts, 
and  Its  misleading  character  was  obvious  to 
anyone  having  knowledge  of  the  actual  con- 
ditions. 

7.  CAUSES  or  DELAT  IN  PBODUCTION 

First.  iMck  of  knowledge  and  experience 

•  •  •  •  • 

Second.  Defective    organization    in    the 
Signal  Corps 

The  duty  of  providing  an  adequate  organ- 
isation for  aircraft  production  was  left  tcfthe 
Signal  Corps.  It  Is  quite  clear  that  this  un- 
dertaking was  l)eyond  the  competency  of  the 
Chief  Signal  Officer,  who  had  neither  training 
nor  experience  for  such  a  large  industrial 
enterprise,  and  those  who  were  brought  to 
the  task  in  his  department  failed  to  produce 
an  organization  which  was  adapted  to  meet 
the  exigency. 

•  ■  •  •  • 

The  situation  as  It  appeared  to  Archer  A. 
Landon  (Mr  Coflln's  assistant)  more  than  6 
•months  after  we  had  entered  the  war  la 
strikingly  shown  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  ColBn 
dated  October  10.  1917,  in  the  courae  of  which 
Mr.  London  said: 

"The  lack  of  organlKstlon  and  continuity 
of  responsibility  is  so  apparent  that  success 
will  be  a  miracle.  •  •  •  If  we  are  to  be 
successful,  there  must  be  fixed,  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
down  almost  to  the  oflBce  boy,  a  direct  line 
of  responsibility  that  will  make  every  Indi- 
vidual assume  the  absolute  responsibility  for 
the  work  be  is  undertaking,  and  under  no 
circumstances  should  any  confilct  of  author- 
ity or  responsibility  occur.  Industrial  men 
of  known  responsibility  and  capacity  for  the 
particular  work  undertaken  must  be  selected. 
They  should  t>e  peculiarly  fitted  for  the  posi- 
tions they  occupy  and  should  be  responsible 
for  their  work  as  In  civil  life.     •     •      • 

"We  men  who  have  come  here  in  an  effort 
to  assist  you  find  ourselves  very  seriously 
embarrassed,  and  Justly  so.  We  are  started 
off  to  do  what  seems  to  be  an  Important  piece 
of  work  only  to  find  that  this  work  has  been 
delegated  to  someoody  else  in  some  other 
department,  and  that  we  are  treading  on 
other  people's  toes.  The  result  is  that  we 
do  not  get  the  information  we  want  and  do 
not  get  anywhere.  They  do  not  throw  us 
out.  but  they  are  all  adept  at  pulling  the 
latest  Washington  game  of  'passing  the 
buck'  or  else  frankly  resenting  our  appear- 
ance in  the  matter. 

"Take  the  spruce  situation  as  an  exaunple 
of  dillydallying  through  a  lack  of  organiza- 
tion. The  first  I  knew  of  the  spruce  situ- 
ation was  around  the  latter  part  of  July  or 
the  1st  of  August.  At  that  time  it  was  one 
of  your  great  worries.  The  entire  aircraft 
program  was  and  is  now  endangered  by  the 
lack  of  ability  to  get  spruce;  and  yet  from 
that  time  until  now.  notwithstanding  re- 
peated conferences,  there  was  nothing  done 
on  the  spruce  situation,  either  toward  closing 
contracts  or  Increasing  production,  until 
October  13.  when  Colonel  Dlsque  was  sent 
west  on  the  situation — a  loss  of  time  of  prac- 
tically   3    months.     If    this    had    been    your 


own  bxudness.  the  ixMn  would  have  b«en  on 
their  way  west  the  day  after  the  matter 
waa  first  brought  up.  The  only  reason  that 
there  was  no  action  in  July  was  because 
we  do  not  possess  an  organization  of  direct 
responsibility,  and  on  that  account  these 
Inefliclencles  are  possible,  and  they  will  con- 
tinue to  occur  until  such  time  as  somebody 
wakes  up  and  thoroughly  organizes  the 
work." 

After  giving  a  further  Illustration  Mr. 
Landon  continued: 

"This  Is  not  Intended  as  a  criticism  of  Gen- 
eral Squier  or  the  other  officers,  but  It  Is 
intended  to  be  a  very  vigorous  criticism  of 
methods  of  organization  that  make  such  a 
condition  possible;  and  I  submit  to  you.  sir, 
that  If  this  same  condition  exists  in  all  de- 
partments and  continues  to  exist  we  might 
as  well  submit  to  the  Germans  now,  because 
the  one  way  you  can  beat  efficiency  Is  to 
match  it  with  efficiency,  and  efficiency  can 
only  be  obtained  by  a  thorough  organizing 
of  our  responsibilities  and  following  them 
through  to  a  definite  conclusion,  which  con- 
clusion should  be  the  winning  of  the  war." 

Mr.  Landon.  leaving  the  aircraft  work  in 
Octoljer  1917,  returned  to  it  in  June  1918, 
then  Ijecomlng  chief  of  the  production  of  air- 
craft in  the  Bureau  of  Aircraft  Pr<xluctlon. 
TJp  to  that  time  the  policy  he  had  recom- 
mended had  not  been  carried  out.  He  testi- 
fies that  he  "could  see  practically  no  change 
in  the  organization  in  6  months";  that  is. 
prior  to  the  new  organization  through  the 
Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production,  which  had 
Just  been  Instituted. 

It  should  be  understood,  of  course,  that 
the  complaint  so  emphatically  voiced  was 
not  Jlrected  at  the  Aircraft  Board,  as  this, 
as  Mr.  Landon  stated  In  his  letter,  was 
"merely  an  executive  advisory  board."  The 
responsibility  lay  with  the  officers  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  effecting  an  adequate  or- 
ganization  for  aircraft  production. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Third.  Lack  of  information  as  to  the  eqnip- 
ment  required  for  weroice  plana 

•  •  •  •  • 

Fourth.  Chxingea  in  desiyn  and  equipr^ent  of 

service  planes 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  delays  at  the  plant  of  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Airplane  Co.,  due  to  these  changes 
in  design,  also  caused  delay  In  the  other 
plants  which  were  to  produce  De  Havllland 
4'8.  for  both  the  Fisher  Body  Corp.  and  the 
Standard  Aircraft  Corp.  were  awaiting  a  defi- 
nite design  and  a  determination  of  equip- 
ment and  proper  drawings  before  proceeding 
to  production.  The  Dayton-Wright  Airplane 
Co.  was  in  advance  simply  because  it  had 
the  advantage  of  the  possession  of  the  model 
and  It  was  working  out  the  necessary  draw- 
ings. 

It  will  be  observed  that  these  changes  were 
required  in  the  course  of  production.  That 
is,  instead  of  proceeding  with  production  on 
the  basis  of  a  given  equlpmerrt  where  chaixges 
In  equipment  would  cause  serious  delay,  and 
introducing  different  equijMnent  In  the 
planes  subsequently  produced,  virtually  the 
entire  production  was  held  up  to  SLCCom- 
modate  the  new  demands.  As  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Horner  testifies,  "We  would  go  on 
changing  this  way  and  that  way  and  let  that 
change  go  through  production,  when  It  could 
be  done  without  Interfering  with  production, 
and  If  we  had  done  It  we  would  have  had 
a  thousand  more  planes  on  the  French  front 
today  than  we  now  have  without  any  ques- 
tion." 

It  is  unnecessary  to  review  the  changes 
In  the  ill-fated  Bristol.  They  were  numer- 
ous, and  related  to  the  Etructiire  of  the  plane 
itself.  Production  was.  of  course,  Impossible 
while  these  changes  were  in  progress.  The 
real  effect  of  the  changes,  however.  In  view 
of  the  result,  was  not  to  retard  the  produc- 
tion of  a  useful  plane,  but  to  cause  an  un- 
necessary exp>endlture. 


Fifth.    Conditions  in  manufaeturinif  plant* 

•  •  •  •  • 

There  have  not  been  lacking  indlcatlona 
of  sinister  influences  at  various  plants.  The 
opportunities  of  workmen  at  aircraft  plants 
to  retard  production  or  to  Injure  material 
and  products  are  quite  obvious,  and  the 
necessity  of  keeping  the  plants  free  of  enemy 
lnfluen<»s  Is  emphasized  In  another  part  of 
this  report.  But,  so  far  as  the  delays  In  pro- 
duction of  service  planes  are  concerned,  It 
Is  Impossible  in  view  of  Interrupted  work 
and  changing  plans  to  attribute  the  delays 
In  any  definite   measure  to  such  a  cause. 

Sixth.  Changes  in  the  Liberty  engine 

In  any  proper  estimate  of  what  should 
have  been  accomplished  in  carrying  out  the 
aircraft  pirograry  it  is  necessary  that  regard 
should  be  had  to  the  development  of  the 
Liberty  motor.  The  airplane  must  have  Its 
motor,  and  it  was  inevitable  that  in  the  de- 
velopment of  a  new  high-power  airplane  en- 
gine, with  the  object  of  securing  higher 
power  with  a  lower  weight  per  unit  of  power, 
that  changes  would  he  found  necessary. 
Needed  improvements  were  constantly  sug- 
gested by  experimentation,  and  the  number 
of  changes  looms  very  large  in  the  testimony 
of  the  experienced  engineers  who  were  en- 
deavoring to  get  Into  quantity  production. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  attempt  a  review  of  these 
numerous  changes,  for  whether  time  could 
have  been  saved  by  greater  expertneas  is  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  in  view  of  the  time 
that  has  frequently  been  spent  In  the  de- 
velopment of  new  types  of  motors,  there  is 
slight  ground  for  criticism  by  reason  of  loss 
of  time  in  perfecting  the  Liberty  motor.  The 
difficulties  were  inherent  in  the  task,  and  the 
task  itself  was  worth  while.  As  has  been 
said,  there  was  no  reason  why  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Liberty  motor  should  have  stood 
In  the  way  of  the  production  of  other  nto- 
tors.  such  as  the  Hlapano  Suiza  for  use  in 
single-seater  pursuit  planes  to  which  the 
Liberty  engine  was  not  adapted.  But,  so  far 
aa  the  heavier  observation  and  bombing 
planes  are  ooncermed,  the  weight  of  opinion  is 
that  it  would  have  taken  about  as  long  to 
put  any  other  high -power  motor  Into  sucoess- , 
ful  quantity  production  in  this  country,  ac- 
cording to  our  methods  of  manufacture,  as  it 
has  taken  to  develop  the  Liberty  motor.  The 
attempt  to  secure  planes  and  motors  through 
foreign  production  for  service  pending  this 
development  has  already  been  reviewed.  By 
pursuing  different  methods  It  is  possible,  as 
testified  by  Lieutenant  Colonel  Hall,  that 
there  might  have  been  a  small  preliminary 
production  of  Liberty  motors  2  or  3  months 
earlier,  but,  making  due  allowances  for  the 
Inevitable  course  of  experimentation,  the 
Liberty  motor  could  not  have  been  put  Into 
large  production  much  earlier  than  it  was. 

What  has  been  called  the  "immaturity"  of 
the  Liberty  motor  placed  a  time  limitation 
upon  the  program  for  the  planes  that  were 
made  to  take  this  motor,  but  it  may  be  ob- 
served that  by  May  4,  1918,  778  Liberty  mo- 
tors (U.  6.  12's)  had  been  made,  of  which 
390  were  taken  by  the  Army,  and  only  36 
DH-4's  had  at  that  time  been  delivered,  and 
no  other  Army  planes  to  take  this  motor  were 
available.  It  can  hardly  be  said  that  unnec- 
essary delays  In  service-plane  production, 
caused  by  bad  organization  and  lack  of  a  set- 
tled design,  were  excused  by  unforeseen  dif- 
ficulties In  the  development  of  the  Liberty 
engine;  and  it  should  also  be  observed  that 
If,  In  the  light  of  general  experience  In  mo- 
tor building,  delay  In  the  development  of  the 
Liberty  engine  was  to  be  feared,  there  was 
the  greater  reason  for  making  sure,  to  the 
full  extent  of  ability,  of  the  Inunedlate  jsro- 
ductlon  of  single-seater  pursuit  planes  for 
which  other  engines  could  be  provided. 

8.   CONTkACTOa'S   PmoTITS 

Under  the  various  fixed-price  contracts,  it 
Is  probable  that  large  profits  have  been 
gained,  but  definite  information  as  to  their 
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extent  wotr^d  not  be  available  without  a  sur- 
vey in  detail  of  manufacturing  conditions 
and  costa  in  a  considerable  number  of  plants. 
an  undertaking  which  would  have  been 
wholly  impracticable  In  this  Inquiry.  The 
profits  allowed  by  the  cost-plus  contracts 
present  a  distinct  question. 

The  justification  for  cost-plus  contracts 
was  found  in  the  fact  that  the  undertakings 
were  novel  and  that  the  malnufacturers  did 
not  have  accurate  data  upon  which  to  make 
a  satisfactory  estimate  of  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. This  was  consplcuotisly  true  In 
the  case  of  airplanes  of  types  with  which 
manufacturers  In  this  country  had  been  un- 
acquainted previously.  For  production 
in  large  quantity  either  new  plants  or 
greatly  enlarged  facilities  of  existing  plants 
as  well  as  special  tools,  would  l>e  required 
to  meet  an  exigency  of  uncertain  duration, 
and  it  would  also  be  necessary  to  procure  the 
requisite  labor  and  materials  for  the  new 
undertalLlngs  In  a  rising  market  and  to  pro- 
vide working  capital  for  long  periods  And 
while  motors  had  been  manufactured  here 
upon  a  large  scale,  the  newly  designed  en- 
gines for  the  service  airplanes  required  such 
a  reduced  weight  per  horsepower  and  such 
delicacy  of  construction,  that  It  was  felt  that 
the  enterprise  had  many  elements  of  uncer- 
tainty. In  these  circumstances,  it  was  not 
an  unreasonable  conclusion  that  If  contracts 
for  the  new  types  of  airplanes  and  for  the 
new  engine  were  offered  solely  on  a  fixed- 
price  basis,  either  manufacturers  would  not 
undertake  the  work  or  would  Insist  upon 
high  prices  as  a  safeguard  against  the 
chances  of  ultimate  loss.  It  was  deemed 
inexpedient  for  the  Government  to  under- 
take the  manufacture  directly,  and  it  was  de- 
cided to  adopt  the  alternative  of  an  assump- 
tion by  the  Government  of  the  cost  of  manu- 
facture through  contracts  upon  a  cost-plus 
basis.  This  practice,  however,  could  not 
properly  outlast  the  reasons  which  may  have 
justified  It  at  the  outset.  Contracts  of  this 
sort  lead  to  waste,  foster  abuses,  and  Impose 
an  almost  Intolerable  burden  of  cost  ac- 
counting. In  Itself  a  hindrance  to  rapid  pro- 
duction. Early  In  this  inquiry  it  was  abun- 
dantly shown  that  It  was  highly  Important 
to  establish  reasonable  fixed  prices  whenever 
experience  afforded  a  fair  basis  for  estimates. 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  fact,  however,  that  a  cost-plus  system 
Is  deemed  advisable  for  a  time  does  not 
Justify  an  exorbitant  fixed  profit.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  out  in  the  case  of  the 
Eteyton  Wright  Airplane  Co.  that  the  con- 
tract for  De  Havllland-4"s  originally  called  for 
B  fixed  profit  of  $875  per  plane.  This  was 
arrived  at  on  the  basis  of  12 '2  percent  of 
the  bogey  cost  of  $7,000.  This,  however,  was 
not  an  actual  cost  and.  as  the  event  has 
shown,  was  very  far  above  the  actual  cost. 
If  it  had  been  thought  fair  that  there  should 
be  a  profit  of  12 '2  percent  per  unit  produced, 
it  would  have  been  a  simple  matter  to  have 
"given  this  percentage  of  the  actual  cost,  as 
the  actual  cost  was  to  be  ascertained  in 
the  course  of  the  accounting,  and  provide 
for  payments  from  time  to  time  on  account. 
There  is  no  conceivable  reason  for  giving  a 
percentage  of  the  bogey  cost,  if  the  object 
were  merely  to  assure  the  contractor  a  profit 
equivalent  to  a  given  percentage  of  cost. 
The  actual  cost  of  the  De  Havllland-4s  at  the 
plant  of  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co., 
despite  all  the  difficulties  of  production  and 
the  enhanced  cost  of  the  first  lot  of  ma- 
chines produced  during  a  period  of  many 
changes  in  design.  Is  understood  to  be  under 
$4,400.  A  fixed  profit  of  12 'j  percent  on 
the  actual  cost  of  each  machine  would  have 
been  about  $550,  Instead  of  the  $875  which 
was  fixed  by  making  the  calculation  on  the 
twgey  cost. 

Again,  In  a  contract  for  manufacturing 
articles  at  the  contractor's  plant,  the  agreed 
profit  upon  a  coet-plus  basis  should  have 
a  proper  relation  to  the  contractor's  actual 
investment  and  rlsJc.  The  contractor  Is  not 
CiUy  reimbursed   for   his   outlays    for    labor 


and  material  but  for  expenses  of  manage- 
ment Included  In  overhead  charges — Includ- 
ing such  reasonable  salaries  of  officers,  man- 
agers, etc.,  as  may  properly  be  allocated  to 
the  Government  work.  There  Is  no  sacred 
formula  by  which  the  Government  la  bound 
to  pay  a  profit  p>er  unit  of  production  re- 
gardless of  the  time  in  which  capital  is 
turned  over.  The  extent  to  which  the  Gov- 
ernment supplies  the  needed  working  capital, 
either  by  payments  on  account  of  work  and 
materials  supplied  or  through  advances, 
should  also  be  considered.  A  percentage  of 
outlays,  or  of  a  bogey  cost,  although  small 
In  Itself,  may  give  an  exorbitant  profit  as 
applied  to  each  unit  of  a  large  production. 

SEHVICX    AIXPLANE    CONTRACTS 

In  thecase  of  the  Dayton-Wrlght  Airplane 
Co.  the  paid-in  capital  wao  $1,000,000.  in- 
vested in  plant.  Advances  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  extent  of  $3,500,000  were  au- 
thorized and  in  Decen^ber  and  January  last 
advances  of  $1,000,000  were  actually  made. 
These  were  followed  by  additional  advances, 
and  the  balance  of  total   advances  on  June 

30.  1918.  was  $1.406.222  57.  Approximately 
$750,000  of  the  money  thus  borrowed  from 
the  Government  at  Interest  is  represented  by 
Investment  in  fixed  assets.  The  plant  is 
exclusively  devoted  to  Government  work  and 
outlays  for  labor,  materials,  and  overhead. 
as  provided  In  the  contract,  are  met  by  the 
Government. 

The  operation  of  this  company  relating  to 
production  may  be  said  to  have  beijun  Au- 
gust 1,  1917  The  total  fixed  profit  on  the 
400  Standard-J  planes  was  $620  per  plane 
and  the  fixed  profit  on  the  4.000  De  Havll- 
lan(1-4's  was  $875  per  plane,  making  a  total 
of  13.748.000  With  the  8avtni»  as  nuw  esti- 
mated of  apprcxlmately  $2,600  under  the 
original  bogey  cost  of  $7,000.  the  additional 
profit  of  25  p)ercent  of  this  saving  would 
amount  to  $650  per  plane,  making  the  total 
profits  on  the  De  Havilland  contract  abtiut 
$1,525  per  plane.  At  the  present  rale  of 
deliveries  the  contract  for  4.00O  DH  4  s  will 
be  completed  before  March  1  ne.xt  The 
total  profits  on  the  4.000  DH  4  s  would  have 
amounted  to  upward  of  $6,100,000.  and  it  is 
safe  to  say  that.  Including  the  profit  of  the 
Standard-J  planes,  the  company  would  have 
earned  a  profit  of  more  than  $6,350,000  under 
the  original  contract.  This  does  not  include 
whatever  profits  would  have  been  made  on 
its  experimental  contract  or  on  the  spares 
for  DH-4's.  It  should  be  added  that  under 
its  contract  It  was  provided.  In  substance, 
that  at  the  completion  or  cancellation  of  its 
contract  the  Government  should  pay  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  Its  plant,  in- 
cluding real  estate,  building,  machinery,  and 
appliances  built  or  otherwise  acquired  for 
the  performance  of  the  contract,  less  what 
was  found  to  be  the  fair  market  value  at 
the  time  when  the  contract  was  completed 
or  canceled,  and  that  in  determining 
(through  a  board  of  appraisers)  this  fair 
market  value,  'the  need  or  requirement  of 
such  a  plant  in  the  neighborhood  and  the 
probability  of  securing  a  tenant  promptly, 
or  having  an  established  business  available, 
should  be  considered  as  one  of  the  important 
factors. 

In  the  case  of  the  Fisher  Body  Corp.,  which 
had  the  other  large  order  for  De  Havilland -4's 
(4.000).  as  well  as  an  order  for  400  Standard 
Js.  the  profits  would  certainly  not  have  been 
less.  Instead  of  establishing  a  new  plant,  as 
did  the  Dayton-Wright  Co  ,  the  Fisher  B(Xly 
Corp.  had  already  effected  a  highly  efficient 
organization  and  had  an  established  plant 
which  required,  however,  a  considerable  ex- 
pansion of  plant  facilities  and  special  equip- 
ment. The  net  Investment  In  fixed  assets. 
Including  building  land,  and  machinery, 
which  was  made  by  the  Fisher  B<Kly  Corp. 
for  the  Government  work  amounted,  to  May 

31,  1918,  to  $860,849  05.  The  corporation  was 
aided  by  an  advance  through  the  War  Cred- 
its Board  of  $2,000,000.  made  last  December. 
Waiting   for   the   necessary   drawings.   It   got 


into  production  later  than  the  Dayton- 
Wrlght  Co.  and  up  to  October  11,  3  918,  bad 
only  delivered  452  planes.  But  It  should 
complete  its  production  of  the  entire  4,000 
within  the  next  6  months. 

As  already  stated,  in  accordance  with  let- 
ters obtained  at  the  time  the  contracts  were 
made  with  the  Dayton-Wrlght  Airplane  Co. 
and  the  Fisher  Bcxiy  Corp  .  which  promised 
an  equitable  readjustment  If  It  was  found 
that  the  bogey  cost  was  too  high.  It  appears 
that  contracts  are  now  being  negotiated  for 
the  reduction  of  the  bogey  cost  of  the  DH~4s 
to  $5,000  and  the  fixed  profit  to  $«25  per 
plane.  The  total  profit  per  plane  with  the 
percentage  of  saving  (exclusive  of  profit  on 
spare  parts)  under  the  new  contract  would 
amount  to  about  $775  j)er  plane,  or  $3,100,000 
in  all.  which  with  the  profit  on  spare  parts 
would  make  the  total  profit  on  the  De  Havll- 
lands  not  less  than  $3,500,000. 

LIDEKTY    ENGINE   CONTBACT8 

The  bogey  cost,  as  first  fixed  In  the  con- 
tracts for  LlbtTty  engines  was  $6,087.  This 
was  approved  by  Mr  R  H  White,  of  Cleve- 
land, and  Mr  Henry  May  of  Buffalo,  to  whom 
the  propriety  of  the  estimate  had  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  fixed 
profit  as  (originally  stipulated  was  15  percent 
of  this  bogey  ct)st.  or  $913  05  per  engine. 
Lieut  Col  Hall  (who  had  had  large  expe- 
rience In  engine  manufacture!  testifies  that 
he  made  an  estimate  about  the  time  that 
contracts  were  being  let  and  told  Colonel 
Deeds  that  $2,400  would  cover  the  cost  of 
labor  and  materials  for  the  Liberty  engine 
wiihout   overhead    charges. 

In  December  1917.  the  bogey  or  estimated 
cost  was  reduced  to  $5.0<X)  and  the  fixed 
profit  put  at  12' 2  {jercent  of  this  sum,  or 
$625  [)er  engine,  and  the  contracts  with  the 
Packard.  Lincoln,  and  Nordyke  St  Marmon 
Cos  were  m<jdified  accordingly.  This  was  In 
consideration  of  further  allowances  for  de- 
preciation and  provision  for  advances  by  the 
Government.  In  last  May.  the  contract  with 
the  Ford  Motor  Co  was  modified  by  the  same 
reduction  of  the  bogey  cost  and  fixed  profit. 
The  c  jntracts  with  the  General  Motors  Co. 
were  put  upon  the  same  basis. 

Even  at  this  reduced  bogey  and  percentage, 
the  profits  allowed  were  very  large 

By  September  6  1918.  that  Is.  within  a  year 
from  the  dale  of  the  contract,  the  Packard 
Co  had  delivered  (according  to  the  Govern- 
ments report  I  3  100  Liberty  12'8.  and  the 
agreed  fixed  profit  on  these  amounted  to 
$1.9:57,500  In  the  following  month  It  pro- 
duced 560.  and  it  should  complete  its  de- 
liveries of  the  6.000  first  contracted  for  not 
later  than  January  1919.  and  on  these  6.000 
engines  the  agreed  fixed  profits  would  be 
$3,750,000.  This  profit  It  would  earn  within 
17  months  after  it  received  the  contract,  and 
If  It  could  have  completed  the  deliveries  as 
contemplated  when  the  contract  was  made— 
that  Is.  according  to  contract  schedule— the 
profit  would  have  been  earned  In  K  months. 
Only  the  fixed  profit  has  been  mentioned,  aa 
this  was  definitely  guarnnteed,  but  In  addi- 
tion to  this  the  company  was  entitled  to  25 
percent  of  its  saving  under  the  bogey  of 
$5,000  The  Governments  estimate  Is  that 
the  actual  cost  of  the  first  600  Liberty  en- 
gines produced  at  the  Packard  plant  was  $3.- 
873  per  engine,  and  that  the  average  cost  of 
the  first  1,200  motors  was  thus  $3,442  per  en- 
gine It  would  seem  that  the  actual  cost 
of  the  entire  6.000  Is  likely  to  be  somewhat 
under  $3,200  ^r  engine  But  on  the  basis 
of  $3,200  there  would  be  an  additional  profit, 
through  the  contractor's  percentage  of  sav- 
ing, of  $450  an  engine,  which  would  make 
$2,700  000  additional  profit,  or  with  the  fixed 
profit  of  $3,750,000,  a  total  profit  of  approx- 
imately $6,450,000  earned  on  the  6.000  en- 
gines within  a  year  and  5  months  despite 
delays  In  prtKluction. 

To  this  there  should  still  be  added  a  con- 
siderable amount  for  profits  on  spare  parts 
on  the  6.000  engines  which  may  be  estimated 
at  upwards  of  $1,500,000.  and  thus  the  aggre- 
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gate  profits  on  the  Liberty  engine  (exclusive 
of  the  original  development  work)  would 
reach  about  $8,000,000.  The  Packard  Co. 
estimated  that  on  May  31,  1918,  from  the 
standpoint  of  plant  values,  the  total  Invest- 
ment exclusively  for  aircraft-motor  work  was 
$11.808,404  47.  Tills  Included,  however,  ad- 
vances by  the  Government  for  working  capi- 
tal amounting  to  $2,145,568.  and  in^wntory 
and  other  items  which  would  be  represented 
In  the  cost  of  labor  and  material  ultimately 
defrayed  by  the  Government.  The  propor- 
tion of  its  plant,  less  depreciation,  employed 
on  aircraft  work  was  estimated  by  the  com- 
pany at  $5,500,000.  It  should  also  be  noted 
that  In  the  contract  reducing  the  bogey  cost 
and  fixed  profit,  it  was  provided  that  on  the 
termination  of  the  contract  the  Government 
should  pay  for  de])reciation  upon  the  heat- 
treating  building  and  equipment  erected  by 
the  contractor  for  the  jiurpose  of  carrying 
out  the  contract,  the  difference  between  their 
cost  and  "the  value  thereof  to  the  contractor 
for  use  in  Its  business.  "  as  determined  by  a 
board  of  appraisers:  and  that  in  determining 
this  value  the  appraisers  should  be  guided 
by  the  use  the  contractor  "shall  have  lor  said 
building  and  equipment  at  the  termination 
of  said  contract.  In  the  ordinary  operation 
of  its  business  of  manufacturing  motor  cars 
and  trucks,  and  shall  not  Include  the  value. 
If  any.  which  the  same  may  have  to  the  con- 
tractor in  the  manufacture  of  further  avia- 
tion motors."  The  Government  was  also  to 
pay  the  full  cost  of  facilities  for  testing  and 
Insjjecting  the  engines,  including  the  build- 
ing and  equipment  erected  by  the  contractor 
therefor,  and  should  also  reimburse  the  con- 
tractor for  the  machine  tools  purchased 
especially  for  the  construction  of  aviation 
engines,  to  be  used  by  the  contractor  without 
rental  but  to  remain  the  property  of  the 
Government. 

The  contract  with  the  Ford  Motor  Co  was 
for  5.000  Liberty  engines.  The  company  did 
not  begin  Its  deliveries  until  the  14th  of  June. 
It  was  estimated  by  its  officers  that  deliveries 
would  reach  1.500  In  October,  and  that  the 
entire  contract  would  be  comoleted  by  the 
let  of  December.  It  is  behind  its  schedule, 
but  between  September  6  and  October  4  it 
delivered,  according  to  the  Government's 
records,  768,  and  it  may  be  expected  that  It 
will  complete  its  contract  for  5.000  by  the 
end  of  January  1919.  Under  the  original 
contract  it  would  then  be  entitled  to  fixed 
profits  on  the  5.000  engines  of  13.125.000  and 
the  additional  jiercentage  of  the  saving  under 
the  bogey  cost  of  $5,000.  With  Its  well- 
known  efficiency  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
by  beginning  later  It  did  not  have  as  much 
difficulty  as  the  Packard  Co  had  experienced. 
It  may  be  assumed  that  the  actual  cost  of 
the  5.000  engines  at  the  plant  of  the  Ford  Co. 
will  be  less  than  $3,200  per  engine,  and  at 
the  rate  of  $450  an  engine — that  is,  25  percent 
of  the  difference  between  $3,200  and  $5.0C0 — 
its  additional  profits  would  amount  to  $2.- 
250.000.  or  its  aggregate  profits  on  the  5.000 
engines  would  be  $5,375,000.  earned  by  Janu- 
ary 1919  The  plant  investment  required  for 
this  production  certainly  cannot  be  regarded 
as  any  greater  than  that  on  the  part  of  the 
Packard  Co.  The  Ford  Co  has  not  received 
advances  from  the  Government.  The  Ford 
Co  also  has  a  contract  for  400,000  cylinder 
forgings  for  the  Liberty  engine  on  a  fixed 
price  basis  of  t8  25  each;  these  are  supplied 
to  the  other  manufacturers.  The  contract 
with  the  Ford  Co.  for  the  Liberty  engines 
provides  that  there  shall  be  allowed  for  de- 
preciation on  the  machinery  and  buildings 
especially  acquired  for  the  performance  of 
the  contract,  in  addition  to  the  facilities 
already  owned  by  the  contractor,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  fair  cost  and  the  fair 
market  value  as  determined  by  appraisers  at 
the  time  of  the  completion  or  cancellation  of 
the  contract. 

The  Lincoln  Motor  Co  has  its  special  fea- 
ture In  that  it  was  a  new  organization  and 
established  a  new  plant  which  Is  devoted 
exclusively   to   the   manufacture   of   Liberty 


engines  for  the  Government.  It  has  a  highly 
expert  organization,  with  Mr.  Henry  M.  Ice- 
land at  the  head.  When  the  bogey  or  esti- 
mated cost  was  reduced  from  $6,087  per 
engine,  with  a  fixed  profit  of  15  percent,  to 
$5,000  per  engln".  with  a  fixed  profit  of  12 1-4 
percent,  the  Government  made  a  special 
agreement  with  reference  to  depreciation, 
which  Is  thus  summarized  In  a  resolution  of 
the  Aircraft  Board: 

"That  the  Government  make  an  allow- 
ance for  depreciation  of  the  company's  heat- 
treating  plant  equal  to  the  difference  be- 
tween the  cost  thereof  and  the  value  to  the 
company  of  the  business  at  the  termination 
of  the  contract:  further,  that  the  cost  of 
the  company's  testing  plant  be  allowed  as 
a  part  of  the  production  cost  of  the  engines 
to  be  manufactured;  further,  that  the  ma- 
chinery and  equipment  used  by  the  com- 
pany In  the  performance  of  the  contract  be 
depreciated  40  percent  over  the  term  of  the 
contract." 

The  Government  made  advances  during 
the  last  fiscal  year  to  the  extent  of  16,500.- 
000;  additional  advances  were  made  in  July 
and  August  of  $4,300,000.  in  order  to  dis- 
charge obligations  r.nd  maintain  a  capacity 
of  1.500  engines  a  month,  making  the  total 
sum  advanced  by  the  Government  of 
$10,800,000. 

Tlie  Lincoln  Motor  Co.  had  delivered,  ac- 
cording to  the  Government's  reports,  only 
580  motors  by  the  end  of  June,  but  It  had 
reached  a  production  of  over  600  per  month 
by  October  4.  and  doubtless  will  soon  be  at 
full  cai)t>clty,  so  that  the  first  6.000  motors 
will  prcbably  be  delivered  before  the  end  of 
January.  For  the  first  600  motors  the  cost 
of  production  at  the  plant  of  the  Lincoln 
Motor  Co.  was  $3,583,  which  was  nearly  1300 
per  motor  less  than  that  of  the  Packard 
Motor  Car  Co  .  and  it  may  be  assumed  that 
its  average  cost  for  the  entire  6,000  will  be 
not  much,  if  any.  more  than  $3,000.  That  is 
the  figure  which  appears  in  the  company's 
estimate  of  profit.  But  on  the  basis  of  an 
actual  cost  of  $3,200  per  motor  the  Lincoln 
Motor  Co.  would  have  earned  by  January 
1919.  thrcu^h  fixed  profits  and  percentage 
of  saving),  on  the  delivery  of  the  6,000 
motors,  about  16,450.000.  There  would  also 
be  profits  on  spare  parts,  which  are  estimated 
at  upward  of  $1,500,000  more,  making  an 
aggregate  profit  of  about  $8,000  000.  This 
would  be  exclusive  of  allowances  by  way  of 
depreciation.  Tlie  investment  In  real  estate, 
buildings,  machinery,  and  equipment  (ex- 
clusive of  the  special  tools  to  be  paid  for  by 
the  Government  and  the  cost  of  testing  and 
Inspection  facilities  on  which  there  is  to  be 
a  depreciation  allowance  of  100  percent) 
amounts  to  approximately  $7,150,000.  of 
which  about  $3,460,000  Is  the  cost  of  ma- 
chinery, tools,  and  equipment  (to  July  31. 
1918)  on  which  the  Government  Is  to  pay  a 
depreciation  allowance  of  40  percent.  In  ad- 
dition to  profits.  The  entire  paid-in  cnpital 
of  the  company   amounts  to  $850,000. 

At  the  outset,  the  company  obtained  on 
the  credit  of  Its  officers  about  $2,000,000, 
which  served  its  purposes  until  It  obtained 
the  amounts  needed  for  its  plant,  equipment, 
and  working  capital,  through  advances  by 
the  Government.  It  is  pointed  out  very 
clearly  that  the  company  has  provided  an 
excellent  plant  for  the  manufacture  of  Lib- 
erty engines  and  that  ultimately  Its  profit, 
after  paying  taxes,  will  represent  only  an 
equity  In  its  plant  without  any  assured  busi- 
ness, as  it  has  been  devoted  exclusively  to 
Government  work.  On  the  other  hand.  It 
may  be  said  that  there  Is  a  very  liberal  flat 
depreciation  allowance  on  machinery,  tools, 
and  equipment;  that  the  plant  Is  a  perma- 
nent one,  admirably  designed  for  commer- 
cial work,  and  not  merely  for  a  temporary 
exigency,  and  that  there  is  every  prospect 
that  it  can  be  successfully  utilized.  It  should 
also  be  said  that  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
Government  It  was  free  to  make  arrange- 
ments with  existing  plants,  and  the  amount 


of  the  profits  it  should  allow  should  be  de- 
termined accordingly. 

It  Is  unnecessary  to  review  the  original 
contracts  with  the  Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co.. 
which  Is  very  far  behind  In  Its  deliveries,  and 
with  the  General  Motors  Co.  (Cadillac  and 
Buick  plants).  The  profit  allowed  per  engine 
was  the  same  as  In  the  other  contracts,  but 
the  contracts  were  for  fewer  engines — 3,000 
In  the  case  of  the  Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co.  and 
2.000  In  that  of  the  General  Motors  Co.  The 
Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co.  received  advances  of 
$2,000,000.  There  were  no  advances  to  the 
General  Motors  Co. 

The  large  percentage  of  the  contractors' 
profits  which  will  be  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment In  taxation  is  strongly  emphasized, 
and.  of  course,  what  the  Government  takes 
back  through  taxation  should  fairly  be  taken 
into  account.  But  the  contemplated  tax 
does  not  Justify  an  extravagant  scale  of 
profits,  which,  even  after  payment  of  taxes, 
would  permit  an  excessive  return  upon  the 
capital  invested.  In  view  of  the  greatly  re- 
duced risks  of  the  contractor  under  the  cost- 
plus  contracts. 

arVISED    CONTRACTS    FOR    LIBERTY     ENGINES 

What  has  been  said  above  relates  to  the 
original  contracts  for  Liberty  engines.  Dur- 
ing a  recent  period  the  contracts  with  the 
Lincoln  Motor  Co..  the  Packard  Motor  Car 
Co..  and  the  Nordyke  &  Marmon  Co.  have 
been  revised  and  put  upon  a  fixed-price  basis 
of  $4,000  an  engine. 

The  revised  contract  with  the  Lincoln 
Motor  Co.  Is  dated  July  31.  1918.  The  former 
contract  for  6,000  engines  Is  canceled  and 
superseded,  and  the  new  contract  provides 
for  9.000  United  States  12's  and  necessary 
spare  parts,  with  an  option  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  require  the  production  of  8.000  addi- 
tional engines  and  spare  parts.  The  sched- 
ule of  deliveries  provided  for  In  the  new  con- 
tract Is  as  follows: 

Previous  to  Aug    1.  1918 1,  003 

August 750 

September 1,  000 

October _._ 1,  500 

November 1.  500 

December 1.  500 

January  1919 1.500 

February 250 

The  price  Is  $4,000  an  engine  The  spare 
parts  are  to  be  delivered  on  a  schedule  basis 
corresponding  to  a  total  price  of  $4 .000  for 
a  completed  engine.  The  contract  provides 
for  payments  by  the  Government  by  way  of 
amortization  upon  a  basis  of  100  percent  of 
the  actual  cost  of  all  testing  and  ins{>ectlng 
facilities  provided  by  the  contractor  with 
the  approval  of  the  Government;  for  pay- 
ment by  the  Government  by  way  of  amortiza- 
tion upon  a  basis  of  40  percent  of  the  actual 
cost  of  the  heat-treating  building  and  equip- 
ment theretofore  provided  by  the  contractor; 
and  payment  by  the  Government  by  way  of 
amortization  upon  a  basis  of  40  percent  of 
the  actual  cost  of  all  machinery,  tools,  and 
other  Items  furnished  by  the  contractor.  It  is 
further  agreed  that  In  case  the  Government 
shall  not  order  from  the  contractor  the  8.000 
additional  engines  for  which  It  has  an  option, 
or  the  contractor  Is  prevented  by  termina- 
tion of  the  contract  from  manufacturmg  and 
delivering  the  9  000  engines  contracted  for 
and  the  8.000  additional  engines,  the  Gov- 
ernment shall  pay  to  the  contractor  a  sum 
equal  to  40  percent  of  the  difference  between 
the  actual  cost  of  its  plant,  Including  real 
estate,  buildings,  machinery,  and  equipment 
built  or  otherwise  acquired  by  it  for  the 
purpose  of  performing  the  contract  (exclusive 
of  any  allowance  of  interest ) .  and  any  and 
all  payments  previously  made  by  the  Gov- 
ernment on  account  of  depreciation  or 
amortization.  While  the  new  contract  Is  on 
a  fixed  price  basis,  provision  Is  made  for  pay- 
ments by  the  Government  within  10  days 
of  the  determination  of  the  various  Items  on 
account  of  the  cost  of  direct  materials,  sup- 
plies, and  labor,  and  also  for  the  payment 
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monthly  of  amounta  equal  to  proper  ordinary 
depreciation  and  otber  proper  Items  of  over- 
bead  expense  not  previously  paid  by  tbe 
Government.  It  is  also  provided  that  In 
case  tbe  actual  cost  of  manufacture  sball  be 
Increased  or  decreased  by  reason  of  any 
cbangea  In  specifications  or  In  tbe  rates  of 
labor,  material,  supplies,  or  equipment,  vary- 
ing from  tbe  rates  In  force  at  tbe  date  of 
tbe  revised  contract,  upon  satisfactory  proof 
tbe  contractor  sball  be  paid  tbe  total  amount 
of  sucb  Increases,  In  addition  to  tbe  fixed 
prices,  or  in  case  of  a  decrease  tbe  fixed  price 
sball  be  reduced  accordingly. 

Up  to  October  4  the  Lincoln  Co.  bad  de- 
livered, according  to  the  Government's  re- 
port, 2,566  engines.  Instead  of  the  2.750  re- 
quired by  the  schedule  to  October  1,  and  It 
Is  likely  to  be  somewhat  behind  its  schedule 
in  tbe  total  deliveries,  but  its  deliveries  of 
9.000  should  be  completed  by  March  next. 
It  may  be  assumed,  as  the  company  assumes 
In  Its  own  estimate,  that  the  9.000  motors 
can  be  produced  on  an  average  cost  of  $3,000 
each,  which  would  leave  $1,000  profit  per 
engine,  exclusive  of  the  spare  parts,  making 
a  profit  on  the  engines  of  $9,000,000  earned, 
it  may  be  expected,  by  AprlL  1:  and  assum- 
ing that  the  profit  on  spare  parts  will  be  25 
percent  of  the  profit  on  the  motors,  there 
would  be  an  additional  profit  of  $2,250  000. 
On  this  basis  the  entire  profits  earned  by 
the  company  on  the  Liberty-engine  contract 
would  be  $11,250,000. 

The  new  contract  with  the  Nordyk?  & 
Marmon  Co.  was  made  under  date  of  August 
31.  1918.  The  former  contract  for  3.000  Lib- 
erty engines  Is  canceled,  and  the  substituted 
contract  calls  for  5.000  U.  S.  12'3  and  spare 
parts,  with  the  option  of  the  Government  to 
order  2,000  additional. 

*  •  •  •  • 

The  contract  Is  on  the  basis  of  a  fixed  price 
of  $4,000  per  engine,  with  a  provision  for  in- 
crease or  decrease  in  case  of  a  change  in  the 
actual  cost  of  manufacture,  similar  to  that 
contained  In  the  revised  contract  with  the 
Lincoln  Co.  The  contract  also  contains  a 
provision  for  special  depreciation,  which  is 
•omewbat  Involved  and  need  not  be  set  forth. 

The  revised  contract  with  the  Packard 
Motor  Car  Co.  was  made  under  date  of  Sep- 
tember 2.  1918.  It  supersedes  the  original 
contract  and  provides  for  12.000  U.  S.-128. 
at  a  fixed  price  of  $4,000  per  engine,  and 
spare  parts  on  the  basis  of  this  price  for  a 
completed  engine.  It  contains  provision  as 
to  an  increase  or  decrease  of  price  in  case  of  a 
change  of  tbe  cost  of  manufacture  similar 
to  that  found  in  the  otber  revised  contracts 
above  mentioned.  The  Packard  Co.  agrees 
to  deliver  tbe  articles  at  the  rate  of  600 
engines  a  month,  beginning  with  September 
2.  1918.  As  the  Packard  Co.  had  delivered 
3.660  engines  up  to  October  4,  1918,  the  en- 
tire 12.000  will  be  delivered  approximately 
by  December  1919.  It  Is  likely  that  the  cost, 
distributed  over  the  12.0C0  engines,  will  not 
be  more  than  $3,000  an  engine,  and  at  this 
rate  the  profit  on  the  12,000  engines  will 
amount  to  $12,000,000,  with  probably  $3.- 
COO.OOO  more  as  the  profit  on  spares,  making 
about  $15,000,000   in  all. 

Under  the  original  cost-plus  contracts  for 
the  Liberty  engines — that  Is,  with  tbe  bogey 
cost  of  $5,000.  a  fixed  profit  of  12 'j  percent 
thereon,  and  an  additional  profit  of  25  per- 
cent of  the  savings  under  the  bogey  cost,  the 
total  profits  per  engine  would  amount  to 
$1,075  on  the  basis  of  an  actual  average  cost 
of  $3,200  per  engine,  or  to  $1,125  on  the 
basis  of  an  actual  average  cost  of  $3,000  an 
engine.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  change 
from  the  cost-plus  contracts  to  the  fixed- 
price  contracts  saves  the  Government  fromi 
about  $75  to  $125  (or  possibly  a  little  more) 
p;r  engine  on  the  fixed-profit  allowance,  and 
also  whatever  expense  may  be  saved  by  the 
reduced  requirements  of  cost  supervision  and 
accounUng  and  in  connection  with  material. 
Upon  ttie  new  fixed-price  contracts  the  con- 


tractor's profits,  though  reduced,  still  remain 
very  liberal. 

It  Is  understood  that  It  has  been  arranged 
that  similar  revised  contracts  on  a  fixed- 
price  basis  will  be  made  wHh  the  Ford  Motor 
Co.  and  the  General  Motors  Co  ,  but  these 
bad  not  yet  been  executed  according  to  the 
latest  Information  received. 

9.    STJPEHVISIOIf    OF    PHODUCTION — WASTE 

•  •  •  •  • 

Labor 

•  •  •  •  • 

Labor  cost 
To  establish  the  labor  cost  under  cost-plus 
contracts  it  was  necessary  that  there  should 
be  proper  time  records  and  suitable  provision 
for  the  identification  and  check  of  employees 
a£  they  entered  and  left  the  factory.  The 
opportunities  for  Irregular  payrolls,  tlirough 
laxity  or  connivance,  are  obviou.s.  The  con- 
ditions In  this  re-spect  at  the  North  Elmwood 
(Buffalo)  plant  of  the  Curtiss  Aeroplane  &. 
Motor  Corp.  were  especially  bad.  It  was  at 
this  plant  (completed  la.t  fall)  that  the  cost- 
plus  work  w.is  done  on  the  Bristt)!  Fighter  for 
the  Army  and  the  HS-1  sraplane  for  the 
Navy.'  There  is  abundant  testimony  with 
the  picturesque  detail  which  cannot  be  given 
here,  to  the  effect  that  at  the  North  Elmwood 
plant  large  numbers  of  emplr.yees  were  kept 
on  the  payrolls  when  they  were  not  needed; 
through  an  utter  lack  of  a  decent  system 
men  and  women  were  paid  when  they  did  not 
worl';  employees  were  able  to  leave  the  fac- 
tory withcui  being  detected  ana  remain  ab- 
sent for  hours  while  recorded  as  on  duty; 
employees  would  ring  another's  time  cards; 
men  who  were  without  work  enough  to  keep 
them  bi;.sy  during  the  day  were  employed 
overtime  at  increased  rate.s;  men  were 
brought  to  tlie  plant  on  Suridays  when  there 
was  virtually  nothing  to  do;  and  for  many 
months  there  was  such  demoralization  at 
this  plant  that  it  became  the  subject  of  con- 
temptujus  gossip  among  the  e.-nployjcs  and 
in  the  community.  One  of  the  inspectors  for 
the  Navy  testifies  that  as  late  as  July,  he  with 
others,  went  through  the  plant  at  night  on 
a  tour  of  inspection,  and  not  only  were  they 
able  to  go  from  one  end  of  the  plant  to  an- 
other without  being  asked  for  their  passes, 
but  they  found  absurd  conditions  of  idle- 
ness. In  one  roon».  the  foreman  and  three 
men  were  sprawled  out  on  the  floor,  and.  as 
he  put  it.  there  were  slackers  from  one  end 
of  the  plant  to  another. 

Employment  of  alien  enemies 

•  •  •  •  • 

German  sympathizers 
Tbe  serious  risk  that  is  taken  in  permit- 
ting men  of  known  pro-German  sympathies, 
whatever  their  citizenship,  to  work  In  air- 
craft plants  in  any  important  capacity  Is 
generally  recognized.  The  opportunities  are 
abundant  for  delays  and  Interferences  in  pro- 
duction through  the  action  or  inaction  of 
those  controlling  the  progress  of  production. 
It  Is  the  assumed  sympathy  with  his  nation 
which  makes  the  employment  of  the  German 
subject  dangerous,  and  the  danger  may  be 
quite  as  great  In  the  case  of  one  who.  al- 
though not  an  enemy  alien.  Is  more  friendly 
to  G?rmany  than  to  the  United  States. 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  the  case  of  the  Ford  Motor  Co.,  one  of 
the  company's  employees  (who  formerly  had 


'■  The  Curtiss  Aeroplane  &  Motor  Corp.  has 
seven  distinct  plants.  At  Buffalo,  the  Church- 
Ill  Street  group  (Including  the  Churchill 
Street  plant  where  training  planes  are  made, 
and  the  plants  at  Niagara  Street.  Bradley 
Street,  and  South  Elmwood.  making  parts  for 
Churchill  Street);  the  Austin  Street  plant, 
doing  Navy  work.  Including  contracts  for  the 
British  Government;  and  the  North  Elm- 
wood Avenue  plant.  At  Hammondsport,  N. 
Y..  motors  are  manufactured  exclusively. 
The  work,  except  at  the  North  Elmwood 
plant.  Is  on  a  fiat-price  basts. 


been  in  the  educational  department  and  had 
represented  tbe  American  Protective  League) 
testified  as  to  his  inquiry  Into  cases  of  dis- 
loyalty. The  reports  obtained  by  him  exhibit 
utterances  of  employees  In  antagonism  to  the 
Government,  insulting  references  to  the  Pres- 
ident, and  praise  of  the  Kaiser.  In  an  ex- 
treme case,  in  which  the  employee  reviled  and 
even  threatened  the  President,  there  was  a 
prosecution  and  a  plea  of  guilty.  The  man 
was  fined  $300,  was  relea.sed.  and  the  testi- 
mony la  that  he  resumed  work  In  the  Ford 
plant.  The  reports  were  numerous,  and  the 
employee  who  obtained  them  testified  that 
there  were  about  200  employees  whose  loyalty 
was  seriously  cp'-n  to  question,  but  how 
many  of  these  were  employed  in  Government 
work  he  could  not  say.  So  far  as  the  Liberty 
engine  was  concerned,  lus  investigation  re- 
lated to  half  a  doz'-n  cases  In  the  drafting 
department  m  the  Ford  Co.  In  this  depart- 
ment there  was  a  serious  situation  which 
engaged  the  atteiit:on  of  tue  management. 
Its  irntxjrtance  w.is  manifest  from  the  f;iCt 
that  the  drafting  department  embraces  the 
tool  design  ai\d  drafting  room  In  which  the 
drafting  work  upon  the  Liberty  engine  Is 
done,  and  It  is  possible  for  one  in  that  de- 
partment to  bring  about  delays,  the  causes 
of  which.  In  view  of  the  multiplicity  of  draw- 
ings Involved,  it  w'luld  be  dlfncult  satisfac- 
torily to  trace.  This  department  was  In 
charge  of  Carl  Emde. 

There  were  repeated  reports  of  pronounced 
pro-German  utterances  by  Emde.  A  for- 
mer employee,  who  had  left  the  plant  vol- 
untarily and  hrd  l.".ter  been  ft  und  with  plans 
and  photograph.s  of  the  plant,  was  a  close 
friend  of  Emde's  and  had  been  employed  In 
hi.s  department  This  man.  It  la  understood, 
has  been  interned  While  nothing  conclu- 
sive could  'oe  established  again."(t  Emde  In 
i^Utlon  to  his  work,  the  advi.sabllity  of  re- 
movin'T  him  from  a  position  of  such  strategic 
importance  wiis  clear  to  some  of  the  m'JSt 
imptrtaiit  men  m  the  management.  A  con- 
ference was  held  on  the  subject  at  which  Mr. 
Ford  and  the  factory  managers  were  present. 
According  to  the  minutes  of  this  conference 
reports  were  read  'from  various  members  of 
the  drafting  department  who  were  In  touch 
with  the  situation,  and  who  felt  that  the 
department  was  practically  a  pro-German 
Institution  "  Several  conferees  expressed 
the  opinion  that  Emde  should  be  removed, 
and  one  said  that  In  his  opinion  "in  the  very 
nature  of  things  Mr  Emde  could  not  give  us 
everything  required  to  assist  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  "  Mr.  Ford,  however, 
was  opposed  to  that  course  and  overruled  hU 
associates  Mr  Ford's  position  and  his  rea- 
sons are  thus  set  forth  In  the  minutes: 

"Mr  Ford  deliberated  and  stated  that  he 
had  heard  numerous  rumors  but  In  speaking 
of  all  he  had  heard  there  had  not  been  one 
thing  shown  him  which  would  make  him 
change  the  present  head  of  the  drafting 
department  He  felt  that  it  was  a  time  of 
sacrifice  -that  in  the  next  few  years  every 
man  would  be  called  upon  to  make  some 
sort  of  sacrifice,  and  that  possibly  Mr.  Emde. 
German  born,  was  making  hU  sacrifice  now 
when  making  drawings  for  the  Liberty  motor 
to   be   used   ultimately   against   Germany." 

This  statement  of  attitude  is  sufficiently 
expressive  and  requires  no  con>ment.  The 
proposed  removal  did  not  take  place.  There 
has  been  a  laxity  at  the  Ford  plant  with 
respect  to  those  of  German  sympathies  which 
Is  not  at  all  compatible  with  the  interests 
of  the  Government.  In  deference  to  Mr. 
Ford's  view,  those  in  direct  charge  of  pro- 
duction, who  were  alive  to  the  situation, 
have  had  to  pursue  a  policy  of  consUnt 
watchfulness  and  supervision  instead  of  be- 
ing free  to  take  the  precautious  which  the 
exigency  demanded. 

Materials 
•  •  •  •  » 

Overhead  charges 
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10.   SPECIAL    MATTHIS 

(1)   Purchase   of   the  plant   of   the  Ger.eral 
Vehicle  Co. 


(2)    Mahogany  Manufacturers  and  Importers' 
Association 


African  Mahogany 

•  •  •  •  • 

(J)     Sabotage    Act — grand    jury    proceedings 

There  have  been  occurrences  in  various 
plants  indicating  efforts  to  Injure  war  ma- 
terial, or  to  make  it  defective,  or  to  conceal 
defects,  but  on  investigation  it  has  generally 
been  very  difficult  to  find  sufficient  basis  for 
criminal  prosecution,  either  for  lack  of  evi- 
dence as  to  the  particular  Individual  who 
had  committed  the  act.  or  because  on  close 
examination  it  appeared  that  the  condition 
of  the  nwterial  could  be  fairly  attributed  to 
carelessness,  und  evidence  of  criminal  intent 
was  wanting. 

Hammondsport  Plant  of  the  Curtiss  Co. 

In  the  course  rf  this  inquiry  Information 
was  received  that  frequent  attempts  had 
been  made  to  conceal  defects  in  motors  and 
their  ditlerent  parts  which  were  in  course 
of  manulacture  at  the  plant  of  the  Curtiss 
Aeroplane  <!k:  Motor  Corp.  at  Hammondiport. 
N  Y  Evidence  having  been  obtained  as  to 
Rj>ecinc  Instances  of  this  practice,  there  was 
an  Investieation  in  July  last  before  a  crand 
Jury  in  tlie  western  district  of  New  York. 
John  W.  Ryan.  Esq  .  of  Buffalo,  being  ap- 
jxiinted  special  counsel  for  the  purpose. 
wiiUh  resulted  in  the  return  of  Indictments 
aj;ai'ist  Lewis  Longwell  and  Hector  Bordeau. 
subf'iremen  in  the  assembly  room  of  the 
Ham>nond.'p<irt  plant,  under  section  3  of  the 
S-.ibotaire  .^ct  of  April  20.  1918.  Demurrers  to 
these  indictments  have  b^en  overruled  and 
the  cjses  are  awaiting  trial. 

North  Elmwood  Plant 

In  view  of  the  conditions  found  at  the 
North  Elmwood  plant  of  the  Curtiss  Aero- 
plane A:  Motor  Corp.  there  was  a  special 
investigation  througli  special  agents  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  the  purpose  of 
discovering  violations  of  the  sabotage  act. 
with  the  result  that  evidence  was  br(jui;ht 
before  the  grand  Jury  In  the  western  dis- 
trict of  New  York,  John  W.  Ryan.  E=q  ,  act- 
ing as  sjieclal  counsel,  and  indictments  were 
obtained  in  S?ptember  against  Richard  East- 
man, foreman  of  the  propeller  department; 
FYaiik  Truell.  an  assistant  foreman;  and 
Ua\id  Rogovan.  a  workman,  under  the  sabo- 
tage act  On  October  9.  thes.c  defendants 
pleaded  guilty  and  were  fined  $600  each. 

Liberty  Iron  Works 

TcFtlmony  given  in  this  inquiry  In  re'ation 
to  alleged  irregularities  at  the  Liberty  Iron 
Works,  at  .Sacramento,  Calif.,  led  to  a  sj)ecial 
Investigation  in  charge  of  John  W.  Preston, 
Esq  ,  fpjcial  assistant  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, before  the  grand  jury  at  Sacramento  in 
Sejt ember  last.  Considerable  testimony  has 
been  taken,  but  no  indictments  have  been 
returned! 

4.  Cross-license  agrrement  as  to  rights  under 
airplane  patents 

In  view  of  claims  under  alleged  patent 
rights,  and  with  the  object  of  facilitating 
aircraft  production  by  providing  for  manu- 
facture on  a  definite  basis,  a  corporation  was 
formed  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York  known  as  the  Manufacturers'  Aircraft 
Association  ( Inc  ) .  This  corporation  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  its  subscribers — 
that  Is.  Us  stockholders — called  the  cross- 
llce*ise  agreement.  The  Government  Is  not  a 
party  to  the  agreement,  but  It  was  recom- 
mended by  the  National  Advisory  Committee 
for  Aeronautics,  was  indorsed  by  the  Aircraft 
Board,  and  received  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

By  the  cross-license  agreement  the  sub- 
scribers grant  to  each  other  licenses  under 


all  airplane  patents  now  or  hereafter  owned 
or  controlled  by  them  In  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  and  dep>endencies  (except 
foreign  patents  and  certain  specified  pat- 
ents); the  corporation  Is  designated  as  the 
agent  of  the  subscribers  to  execute  licenses 
accordingly:  each  subscriber  agrees  that  It 
will  not  enter  into  any  agreement  or  ^- 
rangement  whereby  its  privileges  under 
United  States  airplane  patents  or  inventions 
will  be  diminished  or  surrendered  so  as  to 
exclude  or  restrict  the  operation  of  the  agree- 
ment, and  that  it  will  not  grant  licenses  un- 
der any  such  patents  for  use  In  airplanes 
with  reference  to  which  it  is  receiving  royal- 
ties under  the  agreement  to  any  other  per- 
son, firms,  or  corporation  on  more  favorable 
or  lower  terms  of  royalty  than  those  provided 
in  the  agreement,  or  which  may  become  more 
favorable  or  lower  during  the  term  of  the 
license.  Under  the  agreement  In  its  original 
form.  In  providing  for  the  payments  to  be 
made  by  subscribers,  it  Is  stipulated  that 
each  subscriber  shall  pay  to  the  corporation 
$200  for  each  airplane  sold  and  delivered  by 
the  subscriber  until  the  Wright-Martin  Air- 
craft Corp..  and  the  Curtis  Aeroplane  &  Mo- 
tor Corp.  (these  corijoratlons  claiming  to 
hold  basic  patents)  had  each  been  paid  the 
fum  of  $2,000,000.  A  supplemental  agree- 
ment has  since  been  made  modifying  the 
provision  for  payments  by  subscribers  and 
providing  that  the  aggregate  payments  to 
both  the  Wright-M-  rtln  Corp..  and  the  Cur- 
tiss Co..  should  be  $2,000,000  Instead  of 
$4,000,000. 

The   agreement   has   been   criticized   upon 
the   ^   ound   that   its   provisions  constitute   a 
hindrance  to  the  progress  of  invention  in  the 
Important  airplane  field  and  as  being  in  re- 
straint of  trade.     Whatever  ground  for  crit- 
icism  exists    In   this   respect    is   to   be   found 
in  the  terms  of  the  cgreement  itself,  as  these 
are  quite  definite  and  determine   its  opera- 
tion and  effect.     I  shall   not  deal   with   the 
question  c;f  the  legality  of  the  agreement,  as 
the   question    was   specifically   submitted    by 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Attorney    Gen- 
eral whether  the  association  and  the  acree- 
menl  were  in  contravention  of  the  antitrust 
statu'cs  of  the  United  States,  and  the  opin- 
ic^n  -vas  expressed  by  the   Attorney  General 
that    they    were    not.     That   disposed   of    the 
question,   in   the  absence  of   a  contrary  de- 
cision   by   the   courts,   so   far   as   the   action 
of  the  executive  departments  is   concerned. 
To   the  question   whether   the   patents  of 
the   Wright-Martin   Co.   and   of   the   Curtiss 
Co.  are  basic  patents  and  whether  the  pay- 
ments for  which  the  agreement  provides  con- 
stitutes a  proper  compenfatlon  for  the  rights 
conferred.  It  would  require  an  exhaustive  ex- 
amination of  the  patent  situation  to  give  a 
satisfactory  answer,  and  this  inquiry  has  fur- 
nished no  opportunity  for  such  examination. 
For  this  reason  no  opinion  is  expressed  upon 
the   point   further  than   to  say  that.   11   the 
validity  of   the   agreement  be  assumed,   the 
amount   of   the    payments   was   a   matter  of 
sound  administrative  discretion  and  there  is 
no    ground    for    the    conclusion    that     the 
amount  as  fixed  In  the  supplemental  agree- 
ment could  not  fairly  be  allowed.     It  Is  also 
asserted  that  the  Government  Is  left  liable 
to  other  claimants,  but  this  also  requires  an 
opinion  upon  the  validity  of  certain  patent 
claims  which  could  not  be  dealt  with  in  this 
Inquiry. 

GENERAL   CONCLUSIONS   AND    RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.  The  controlling  facts  and  the  conclu- 
sions in  relation  to  the  matters  reviewed 
have  been  stated  under  appropriate  headings. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  restate  them  in  a 
brief  summary.  The  defective  organization 
of  the  work  of  aircraft  production  and  the 
serious  lack  of  competent  direction  of  th»t 
work  by  the  responsible  officers  of  the  Signal 
Corps,  to  which  the  delays  and  waste  ware 
chiefly  due.  were  matters  for  administrative 
correction  through  unification  of  effort  under 
competent  control.  The  provisions  of  the 
criminal  statutes  do  not  reach  Inefficiency. 


It  Is  not  within  the  province  of  this  report 
to  make  recommendations  w)th  respect  to 
administrative  policy,  but  it  should  be  said 
that  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Ryan  and 
Mr.  Potter  there  has  been  Improvement  In 
organization,  and  progress  has  been  made  In 
gratifying  measure. 

2.  The  evidence  discloses  conduct  which, 
although  of  a  reprehensible  character,  can- 
not be  regarded  a^  affording  a  sufficient  basis 
for  charges  under  existing  statutes,  but  there 
are  certain  acts  shown,  not  only  highly  im- 
proper In  themselves  but  of  esfjecial  signifi- 
cance, which  should  lead  to  disciplinary 
measures.  The  evidence  with  respect  to  Col. 
Edward  A.  Deeds  should  be  presented  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  the  end  that  Colonel 
Deeds  may  be  tried  by  court-martial  under 
articles  D5  and  96  of  the  Articles  of  War  for 
his  conduct  ( 1 )  in  acting  as  confidential  ad- 
viser of  his  former  business  associate.  H.  E. 
Talbott.  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane  Co.. 
and  in  conveying  Information  to  Mr.  Talbott 
in  an  improper  manner  with  resp>ect  to  the 
transaction  of  business  between  that  com- 
pany and  the  division  of  the  Signal  Corps  of 
which  Colonel  Deeds  was  the  head;  and  (2) 
In  giving  to  the  representatives  of  the  com- 
mittee on  public  information  a  false  and 
misleading  statement  with  respect  to  the 
progress  of  aircraft  production  for  the  pur- 
pose of  publication  with  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  War. 

3.  The  absence  of  proper  appreciation  of 
the  obvious  ir.iproprlety  of  transactions  by 
Government  officers  and  agents  with  firms  or 
corporatio.as  In  which  they  are  Interested, 
compels  the  conclusion  that  public  policy 
demands  that  the  statutory  provisions  bear- 
ing upon  this  conduct  should  be  strictly  en- 
forced. It  is  therefore  recommended  that  the 
officers  found  to  have  had  transactions  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  with  corporations 
in  the  pecuniary  profits  of  which  they  had 
an  interest  should  be  prosecuted  under  sec- 
tion 41  of  the  Criminal  Code. 

4.  Tlie  Federal  Trade  Commission  should 
be  requested  to  report  upon  the  proper  cost 
of  mahogany  for  airplane  prop>eUers.  to  the 
end  that  upon  the  coming  in  of  its  report  the 
question  of  the  propriety  of  further  action 
with  respect  to  the  transactions  of  the  Ma- 
hogany Manufacturers'  and  Importers'  Asso- 
ciation may  be  determined. 

5.  It  is  recommended  that  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Department  of  Justice  should 
keep  In  touch  with  the  progress  of  the  re- 
audit  of  accounts  so  that  it  may  be  advLsed 
of  the  complete  enforcement  of  the  rights 
of  the  Government  In  final  settlement  of  ac- 
counts and  that  the  Government  has  been 
fully  protected  against  unnecessary  loss 
through  waste  and  the  absence  of  suitable 
factory  supervision. 

6  Permit  me  also  to  suggest  that  a  special 
division  or  subdivision  of  the  present  Bureau 
of  Investigation  In  the  Department  of  Justice 
should  be  assigned  to  the  consideration  of 
suggested  delinquencies  in  connection  with 
aircraft  production  so  that  the  work  already 
done  may  be  appropriately  followed  up.  In 
particular,  it  is  recommended  Utoat  tlie  ac- 
tivities in  relation  to  spruce  production, 
which,  being  largely  centered  on  the  Pacific 
coast,  it  was  impracticable  to  embrace  in  the 
present  Inquiry,  should  be  carefully  scruti- 
nized. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Charles  E.  Hughes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Hearings  were  resumed 
last  Monday  on  this  nomination,  and 
we  have  all  been  supplied  with  the  re- 
port of  the  hearings.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 
SaltonstallI,  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, for  the  efficient  service  he  has  ren- 
dered the  Senate  as  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  in  making 
available  to  us  at  a  very  early  hour  the 
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report  of    t^e  committee  so    that  we 
might  study  it.  as  I  hare  done. 

In  my  Judgment  there  are  three  main 
questions  involved  in  the  Talbott  case. 
First,  there  is  his  insensitivity  to  the 
conflict-of-interest  problem,  which  I 
think  is  the  same  as  exists  in  the  Wil- 
son and  Stevens  cases.  Here  again  I 
incorporate  by  reference,  so  that  I  will 
not  have  to  repeat  those  long  argimients, 
my  objections  to  Wilson  and  Stevens, 
which  likewise  apply  to  Talbott.  in  con- 
nection with  the  conflict-of-interest 
problem,  and  the  inescapable  affinity  of 
interest  which  they  will  have  in  carry- 
ing out  their  duties  in  the  Defense  De- 
partment in  connection  with  great  con- 
cerns which  are  doing  business  with  the 
Defense  Establishment.  I  say  that  it  is 
not  good  public  policy  to  place  officials 
of  corporations  in  charge  of  the  Defense 
Establishment  when  the  corporations 
which  they  served  are  going  to  do  a 
great  amount  of  business  with  the  De- 
fense Establishment.  Find  other  posts 
for  them  in  the  Government,  but  do  not 
put  them  in  such  positions  of  judgment 
and  decision.  Do  not  put  them  in  a 
position  where  they  will  have  to  dis- 
qualify themselves  with  respect  to  spe- 
cific contracts,  for  that  will  not  remove 
the  suspicion,  because  when  they  dis- 
qualify themselves  from  passing  on  some 
particular  contracts,  all  that  means  is 
that  some  colleague  and  associate  in 
the  Defense  Establishment  will  have  to 
pass  on  such  contracts  for  them. 

I  should  think  we  would  be  better  stu- 
dents of  human  behavior  than  to  assume 
that  association  does  not  breed  intimacy, 
that  association  does  not  result  in  the 
creation  of  very  many  intangible  psy- 
chological factors  of  which  I  think  we 
can  take  judicial  notice — factors  which 
are  bound  to  play  a  part  when  former 
officers  of  great  corporations  come  to 
pass  judgment  upon  negotiations  and 
proposed  contracts  to  be  entered  into 
with  such  corporations  headed  by  men 
who  in  the  past  were  their  colleagues. 
We  ought  to  be  on  guard  against  such 
temptations.  That  is  why  the  burden 
of  my  argument  in  the  other  cases,  as 
in  this  one,  has  been  directed  so  much 
to  the  matter  of  the  indirect  interests 
and  influences  which  motivate  human 
behavior.    These  men  are  human. 

Mr.  Talbott  stated  at  the  second  hear- 
ing: 

In  my  previous  appearance  before  the 
i-rmed  Services  Committee,  I  disclosed  my 
holdings  In  businesses  which  now  have,  or 
reasonably  may  have,  dealings  with  the  De- 
partment of  Defense.  At  that  time  I  did  not 
appreciate  fully  the  fact  that  my  holdings 
In  two  of  the  companies  Involved — namely, 
Chrysler  Corp.  and  Electric  Auto-Llte  Co. — 
would  be  of  moment  In  the  consideration  of 
my  availability  for  the  position  of  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force. 

I  am  surprised  that  he  did  not.  I  am 
surprised  at  such  naivete.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  he  thought  that  question 
would  not  be  raised.  He  leaves  me  with 
the  impression,  as  I  read  his  testimony 
in  cold  print,  that  he  thought  this  nom- 
ination would  glide  through  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  without  any  ques- 
tion being  raised.  He  was  disillusioned. 
Questions  were  raised.  I  think  what  he 
does  not  fully  appreciate  is  that  ques- 
tions will  continue  to  be  raised  so  long 


as  he  occupies  that  post.  It  is  that  in- 
sensitivity about  him  that  bothers  me  in 
connection  with  this  nomination. 

The  next  point  I  raise  is  that  I  believe 
that  holdings  in  corporations  which  do 
business  with  the  Defense  Establishment 
represent  a  continued  indirect  interest 
on  his  part.  In  his  second  hearing  he 
offered  to  divest  himself  of  holdings  in 
the  Talbott  Corp.  or  have  it  get  rid  of 
stock  in  corporations  which  do  business 
with  the  Defense  Department. 

Talbott  is  to  receive  substantial  pen- 
sions fr6m  Standard  Packaging,  Inc., 
amounting  to  $6,000  a  year,  and  from  the 
Talbott  Corp.  amounting  to  $3,000  a 
year.  I  think  those  are  indirect  interests 
which,  in  my  judgment,  disqualify  him 
for  this  post,  and  that  in  the  interest  of 
good  government  and  playing  it  safe  we 
should  not  confirm  the  nominations  of 
men  with  that  kind  of  interest  when 
in  positions  of  decision  and  judgment 
they  themselves  are  going  to  be  involved 
in  defense  contracts. 

The  report  of  the  House  committee 
and  of  the  Hughes  investigation  speak 
for  themselves.  All  I  wish  to  say  in  ad- 
dition, in  connection  with  the  Hughes  in- 
vestigation, is  that  as  a  young  man  30 
years  old  Talbott  was  connected  with 
the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co.  and  the 
Dayton-Wright  Co..  which  was  com- 
posed of  Kettering,  Talbott's  father,  and 
himself.  He  always  had  substantial 
holdings,  but  was  the  smallest  holder  in 
each. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr 
Saltonstall  1  pointed  out  that  as  a  young 
man  he  was  shop  foreman.  However, 
he  had  a  considerable  interest  in  the 
company.  It  may  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  believe 
that  he  knew  nothing  about  the  business 
of  the  company  at  the  time,  but  I  am 
not  so  convinced.  Mr.  Talbott  was  con- 
nected with  the  company.  He  was  active 
in  the  company,  and  had  holdings  in  the 
company.  I  am  not  one  who  thinks  that 
he  was  ignorant  as  to  what  was  going 
on  so  far  as  the  business  of  the  company 
was  concerned.  I  judge  that  he  had  a 
very  close  relationship  with  his  father, 
and  I  presume  that  in  that  kind  of 
father-son  relationship  there  would  be 
a  great  mutual  interest  in  the  business 
of  the  company.  I  think  it  is  a  bit  un- 
believable to  think  that  even  though  he 
was  merely  the  shop  foreman,  although 
a  member  of  the  firm  and  having  hold- 
ings in  the  firm,  he  was  moving  in  a  vac- 
uum. 

These  companies  did  substantial  air- 
plane construction  for  the  Army  Signal 
Corps  during  World  War  I  when  the 
Signal  Corps  was  in  charge  of  all  air 
operations. 

President  Wilson  appointed  Charles 
Evans  Hughes  to  investigate  the  aircraft 
program  and  report  upon  it.  One  of 
the  chief  subjects  of  the  Hughes  inquiry 
was  the  operation  of  Talbott's  compa- 
nies. A  business  associate  of  Kettering 
and  the  elder  Talbott  was  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Deeds  who  participated  in  the 
organization  of  Dayton- Wright  and  had 
been  a  vice  president  of  Dayton  Metal 
Products  Co.  The  Hughes'  report  and 
subsequent  House  report  stated  that 
there  was  a  real  question  as  to  whether 
Deeds  had  in  fact  divorced  himself  from 
the  company's  operations,  and  serious 
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questions  were  raised  also  as  a  result 
of  certain  confidential  telegrams  which 
were  sent  by  Deeds,  here  in  Washington 
on  the  procurement  front,  to  the  com- 
pany. 

Even  35  years  later,  when  one  reads 
those  telegrams,  one  need  not  be  told 
that  some  chicanery  was  afoot. 

Colonel  Deeds  was  in  charge  of  air- 
craft production  for  the  Signal  Corps. 
He  sent  telegrams  to  the  senior  Talbott 
and  Kettering  which  purported  to  be 
confidential  communications  and  were 
related  to  aircraft  procurement  and  the 
procurement  of  land  for  Signal  Corps 
operations  in  and  around  Dayton. 

The  texts  of  the  telegrams  are  set 
forth  on  pages  5  and  6  of  the  hearing  of 
Pebruarj'  2. 

Talbott  in  his  first  committee  appear- 
ance stated  that  these  communications 
were  unfortunately  worded  but  did  not 
constitute  anything  improper.  In  his 
appearance  on  Monday  he  stated  he 
would  fire  anyone  who  emulated  Deeds" 
conduct.  If  there  was  not  anything  im- 
proper about  Deeds'  conduct,  there 
would  not  be  any  basis  for  firing  one 
who  might  emulate  him.  However.  I 
wi.sh  to  say  that  Mr.  Talbott  was  a  Uttle 
better  briefed  and  coached,  apparently, 
by  the  time  he  got  to  the  ."^econd  hearing' 
than  he  had  l>een  before  his  first  appear- 
ance before  the  committee. 

Hughes  recommended  that  Deeds  be 
court-martialed  but  Secretary  of  War 
Newton  D.  Baker  conducted  a  supple- 
mentary inquiry  which  cleared  Deeds  to 
Bakers  .sati.sfaction  and  a  court  martial 
was  not  held,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
Attorney  General  concurred  in  Hughes' 
recommendation  as  did  the  House  com- 
mittee. 

Talbott.  in  his  first  committee  appear- 
ance, stated  that  subsequent  civil  litiga- 
tion which  was  prosecuted  exonerated 
his  companies  from  any  alleged  wrong- 
doing. As  I  brought  out  in  my  colloquy 
with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr. 
KefauverI.  the  civil  litigaUon  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  Hughes  investigation, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  exoneration 
at  all  in  the  subsequent  litigation.  These 
suits  were  for  the  recovery  of  taxes,  and 
the  record  is  in  no  way  explicit  as  to  the 
connection  between  the  tax  suits  and 
Deeds'  activitie.-,.  and  there  is  nothing  in 
the  court  decision  about  it  either.  In 
the  last  hearinfi,  Talbott  said  he  was  in 
error,  and  that  the  suits  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  subject  of  the  Hughes  in- 
vestigation. Apparently  there  was  more 
coaching  and  better  briefing  before  the 
second  hearing. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  possible  to 
gloss  over  that  testimony  and  say  that 
this  experienced  business  executive,  this 
man  of  the  business  world,  when  he  came 
before  the  committee  in  the  first  in^ance 
was  not  famihar  with  the  whole  Hughes 
investiRation  and  its  nature,  not  familiar 
with  the  controversy,  and  not  familiar 
with  his  connections  with  Chrysler  and 
Auto-Llte.  In  fact,  his  attitude  as  is 
apparent  from  the  cold  print  as  I  inter- 
pret It.  impressed  me  in  the  same  un- 
favorable way  as  I  was  impressed  by  the 
attitude  of  Wilson  and  Stevens.  They 
thought  that  they  would  sail  through  the 
committee  hearings  and  would  not  have 
U)  say  very  much.  They  thought  it  would 
be  like  the  case  of  witnesses  who  could 
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not  recall  but  who  really  wanted  to  con- 
ceal and  then  when  the  committee  bore 
in  they  had  to  come  back  a  second  time. 
In  this  instance  the  nominee  had  to  come 
back  a  second  time.  What  the  nominee 
said  the  second  time  is  quite  different 
from  what  he  said  the  first  time. 

I  close  by  saying  that  I  do  not  think 
that  men  who  conduct  themselves  as 
witnesses  in  the  manner  that  this  man 
did  before  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, who  showed  the  lack  of  sensitivity 
they  showed  toward  their  Indirect  in- 
terests, as  involved  in  the  problem  of 
confirmation,  are  men  whose  nomina- 
tions to  high  position  in  the  defense 
establishment  It  is  safe  to  confirm. 
Therefore  I  shall  vote  against  the  con- 
firmation of  this  nomination. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  a 
new  member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  I  would  prefer  to  have  the 
chairman  or  a  senior  member  of  the 
committee  respond  to  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon.  However,  for  the  mo- 
ment the  chairman  of  the  committee  is 
not  on  the  floor.  I  speak  because  as  a 
member  of  the  committee  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  sit  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
let  the  impression  stand  that  the  com- 
mittee did  not  thoroughly  consider  all 
the  matters  which  have  been  placed  be- 
fore this  body  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Tennes-see  I  Mr.  Kefauver]  and  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Morse),  or  that  the  committee  has  been 
insensitive  or  negligent  in  connection 
with  the  nomination. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  that  if  he  can  find  one 
word  in  the  tran.script  of  my  remarks 
which  justifies  such  an  inference,  from 
anything  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  stated,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  produce  the 
word. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  answer  by  saying 
that  it  could  be  inferred  that  the  Mem- 
bers were  in.sensitive  if  the  facts  which 
have  been  stated  dy  the  junior  Senator 
•from  Oregon  were  all  the  facts.  But 
there  are  other  facts  which  are  not  be- 
ing placed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  assure  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  that  he  is  wrong 
in  making  any  such  interpretation  of 
the  motivation  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr  COOPER.  I  am  not  charging  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  with  improper  mo- 
tivation. I  am  speaking  of  the  inference 
that  can  be  drawn  from  his  statement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator's  language 
does  reflect  upon  my  motivations  whether 
he  intends  to  or  not.  I  shall  let  the 
record  speak  for  itself.  I  consider  the 
committee  to  be  an  able  committee,  and 
I  believe  the  members  of  the  committee 
went  into  the  question  thoroughly,  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  they  were  insensitive 
to  the  facts.  I  think  they  made  a  thor- 
ough investigation. 

I  completely  disagree  with  their  judg- 
ment, but  does  that  mean  that  I  am 
charging  them  with  insensitivity?  Of 
course  not.    I  am  not  charging  anyone 


on  the  committee  with  insensitivity  when 
I  state  what  I  think  are  the  nominee's 
direct  or  indirect  interests.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  does  not  share  my 
judgment.  That  is  no  reflection  on  him 
nor  on  me. 

Mr.  COOPER.  No.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
did  not  present  all  the  facts  heard  by 
the  committee  to  the  Senate  when  he 
made  his  statement,  and  I  make  that 
same  observation  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee.  In  its  hearings  the  commit- 
tee has  insisted  in  every  instance  that 
the  appointee  divest  himself  of  any  prop- 
erty assets  which  could  bring  about  a 
conflict  of  interests.  The  committee  has 
gone  even  further.  It  has  rejected  the 
proposition  of  disqualification  which  was 
suggested  by  some  of  the  nominees. 

With  respect  to  the  nomination  we  are 
considering,  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  that  it  is  perfectly  proper 
to  look  into  the  business  transactions  of 
the  company,  of  which  he  was  president, 
with  the  Government  during  the  First 
World  War.  It  is  proper  also  to  ascer- 
tain his  attitude  toward  any  practices 
which  any  Member  of  the  Senate  or  of 
the  committee  think  improper.  I  agree 
perfectly  with  that  attitude. 

What  I  do  disagree  with  is  the  presen- 
tation of  the  facts  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, and  the  emphasis  and  inferences 
they  draw  from  the  facts.  I  do  not  think 
the  full  facts  have  been  laid  before  the 
Senate  today. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  further? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Of  course,  if  I  were  to 
rear"  the  entire  Hughes  report  and  House 
committee  report  into  the  Record  the 
Senate  would  have  all  the  facts  before 
it  that  are  pertinent  to  the  issue  I  have 
raised.  I  have  asked  to  have  them 
printed  in  the  Record.  Surely  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  does  not  wish  me 
to  take  the  time  to  read  the  full  re- 
ports to  the  Senate.  If  he  wants  to 
have  me  do  so,  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  read  them. 

Mr.  COOPER.  No;  but  I  shall  pro- 
ceed with  my  own  statement.  I  think 
I  shall  make  clear  the  difference  be- 
tween what  I  consider  to  be  the  prop>er 
emphasis  and  what  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  considered  to  be  the  proper 
emphasis  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Hughes  report 
is  not,  as  it  might  appear,  directed 
against  the  nominee,  Mr.  Talbott.  It 
covers  the  field  of  aircraft  production  in 
World  War  I.  It  also  was  directed 
against  certain  improper  activities  of 
Colonel  Eteeds.  I  am  not  here  to  defend 
anything  that  Colonel  Deeds  did.  I  sim- 
ply wish  to  point  out  to  the  Senate,  and 
in  particular  to  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  that  nothing  in  the  report 
is  directed  against  the  nominee,  Mr. 
Harold  E.  Talbott,  personally.  In  a  few 
moments  I  shall  proceed  to  refer  to  him 
in  his  official  capacity  as  an  officer  of 
the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  at  that 
time.  But  at  this  point,  it  is  only  fair  to 
make  clear  that  the  report  does  not  con- 
tain any  charges  against  him  personally ; 
it  does  not  charge  him  with  any  per- 
sonal wrongdoing,  nor  does  it  impute  to 
him  any  personal  impropriety. 


Question  then  arises  whether  as  an 
officer  of  the  company  Mr.  Talbott  was 
guilty  of  any  impropriety  or  any  wrong- 
doing. First,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
report  to  indicate  that  Mr.  Talbott  had 
personal  knowledge  of  any  of  Colonel 
Deeds'  telegrams,  and  he  said  to  the 
committee  that  he  did  not  know  about 
them,  other  than  perhaps  the  first  one. 
If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  could  show  that 
the  Dayton-Wright  Aircraft  Co.  in  the 
prosecution  of  its  contracts  during 
World  War  I  was  guilty  of  any  wrong- 
doing or  of  any  improper  transactions 
with  the  Government,  there  would  then 
be  basis  for  a  charge  that,  as  an  offi- 
cer of  that  company,  Mr.  Talbott  was 
chargeable  with  wrongdoing.  I  should 
like  to  take  up  that  point.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  a  very  fine  and  a  very 
thorough  student.  When  he  has  studied 
the  record.  I  think  we  usually  can  say 
he  has  been  very  careful  in  his  study, 
and  that  his  statements  are  correct. 

However,  when  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon states  that  the  case  which  was  tried 
between  the  Dayton-Wright  Aircraft  Co. 
and  the  United  States  did  not  consider 
any  of  the  matters  contained  in  the 
Hughes  report,  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  in  error.  I  shall  pro- 
ceed to  expand  this  point. 

The  Hughes  report  suggests,  among 
other  things,  that  unconscionable  profits 
were  made,  and  suggests  that  there 
might  have  been  some  relationships  be- 
tween Colonel  Deeds  and  the  officers  of 
the  company  which  led  to  improper  real- 
estate  transactions'.    But  in  the  case 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield,  to  permit 
me  to  comment  on  the  profit  point? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  finish 
discussing  this  point,  if  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  permit  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COOPER.  In  the  case  of  Dayton 
Airplane  Company  against  United 
States,  which  was  decided  on  October  4, 
1927,  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Sixth  Circuit,  the  question  of  profits 
and  the  question  of  the  purchase  of  a 
plant  were  considered;  and  in  each  in- 
stance the  court  held  that  there  was.no 
evidence  of  any  wrongdoing  or  any  im- 
proper action  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
pany. It  held  that  there  was  no  evidence 
of  fraud,  as  has  been  suggested. 

I  am  not  defending  the  company,  I 
know  nothing  about  it,  and  I  know  noth- 
ing about  any  of  these  persons;  but,  in 
all  justice  and  fairness,  these  facts 
should  be  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  in  regard 
to  that  fact? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSK  I  think  the  fact  that 
Hughes  charged  the  company  with  un- 
conscionable profits  should  be  in  the 
Record,  and  I  think  there  should  also  be 
in  the  Record  the  fact  that  nothing  on 
the  statute  books  at  the  time  would  have 
permitted  the  court  to  force  a  reduction 
of  those  profits.  But  the  action  of  the 
court  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Hughes 
finding  that  the  profits  were  uncon- 
scionable. What  Charles  Evans  Hughes 
was  telling  the  Congress  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was,  in  effect. 
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that  "Those  profits  should  have  been  re- 
duced." Mr.  President,  certainly  they 
should  have  been  reduced. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  court  was  quite 
correct,  for  on  the  basis  of  the  law  which 
then  existed,  the  court  could  not  say  to 
the  company,  "You  are  not  allowed  to 
deduct  for  tax  purposes  the  deductions 
you  have  made."  for  nothing  then  on  the 
lawbooks  would  have  prevented  the  de- 
duction. 

On  the  other  hand,  Charles  Evans 
Hughes  was  giving  a  repwrt  on  the  basis 
of  public  policy,  and  was  pointing  out 
that  the  conduct  of  that  company  and  of 
other  aircraft  companies  was  such  that 
during  World  War  I  they  mulcted  the 
American  people  by  making  profits  which 
were  too  high. 

Fortunately,  we  now  have  on  the  stat- 
ute books  a  law  by  which  we  can  reach 
such  profits  a  little  easier  than  it  was 
possible  to  do  during  World  War  I. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
Is  failing  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  nature  of  the  Hughes  report  and  the 
nature  of  the  case  which  finally  came  to 
trial. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  be- 
lieve the  difference  is  very  clear,  and  I 
think  it  bears  out  my  point  that  the 
emphasis  on  this  matter  is  misdirected. 

The  real  issue  in  this  matter  is  whether 
there  is  anything  in  the  record  which 
disqualifies  Mr.  Talbott.  I  repeat,  there 
Is  nothing  in  the  Hughes  report  which 
charges  Mr.  Talbott  or  imputes  to  him 
any  improper  conduct  as  an  individual. 

I  repeat  that  in  the  cftse  of  the  Dayton 
Airplane  Co.  against  the  United  States, 
Mr.  Talbott,  being  president  of  the  com- 
pany, the  court  held  that  there  was  no 
Improper  or  unlawful  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  company.  In  all  fairness,  I  think 
these  facts  should  be  made  a  part  of  the 
record  which  is  before  the  Senate. 

So  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rec- 
ord, the  decision  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  in  the  case  of  Dayton  Airplane 
Co.  against  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  California? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  asked  that  the  other 
matter  be  made  a  part  of  the  body  of 
the  Record.  In  view  of  that  fact,  it 
seems  to  me  that,  rather  than  to  have 
the  decision  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  printed  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record,  it  should  be  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  modify  my  request,  by  askint: 
that  the  decision  of  the  court  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  been  out 
of  the  room  for  a  few  minutes.  When 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  placed  in  the 
Record  the  Hughes  report,  was  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Baker, 
Included? 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  was  included ; 
but  if  it  was  not  included,  I  shall  see 
that  it  is. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
make  sure  of  that,  l)ecause  I  think  it 
only  fair  to  have  the  letter  included. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  give  assurance  that  the 
letter  will  be  included. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Case 
in  the  chair).  Is  there  objection  to  in- 
cluding at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as 
a  part  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  the  court  decision  to 
which  reference  has  been  made? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  decision 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Datton  Airplane  Co  r.  United  States  (Cth- 
curr  Court  or  Appeals.  Sixth  Circuit,  Oc- 
tober 4,   19-27— Nos.  4657.  4658) 

1.  Estoppel  o=3  62  (2) — Rules  of  estoppel 
and  fair  dealing  held  applicable  to  Govern- 
ment's wartime  contract. 

Rules  of  estoppel  and  fair  dealing  applying 
between  individuals  held  applicable  to  con- 
tract betwe-n  wartime  contractor  and  G:)v- 
ernment,  acting  through  Secretary  of  War 
and  his  subordinates  exercising  an  unlimited 
discretion. 

2.  United  States  o=>  73— Provision  of  Gov- 
ernments  wartime  cost-plus  contract  for 
airplanes,  requiring  preservation  of  records 
for  6  years,  held  not  to  show  decision  of  ac- 
counting officer  was   not   final. 

That  Governments  wartime  cost-plus  con- 
tract for  airplanes  required  manufacturer  to 
preserve  accounts  and  records,  subject  to  ex- 
amination by  Government,  for  6  years,  held 
not  to  show  that  decision  of  accounting  offi- 
cer in  settlement  of  such  contract  was  not 
Intended  to  be  final. 

3.  United  States  Q — >  75 — Contract  in  set- 
tlement of  GovernnK-tU's  wartime  coniract.'; 
held  final,  unless  impeached  fur  fraud  or 
mistake. 

Government's  contract  with  airplane  man- 
ufacturer in  final  settlement  of  several  prior 
cost-plus  contracts,  after  full  performance, 
held  final,  unless  Impeached  for  fraud  or 
mistake. 

4.  United  States  (O:::;^  75— Allowance  to  war- 
time airplane  manufacturer  under  cost-plus 
contracts  for  depreciation  of  land  and  build- 
ings, held  not  result  of  fraud  or  mistake 
vitiating  settlement   contract. 

Allowance  made  to  wartlnre  manufacturer 
of  airplanes  for  Government  under  cost-plu.s 
contracts,  on  account  of  depreciation  of  out- 
fit of  land  and  buildings  obtained  for  per- 
formance of  contracts,  held  not  re.sult  tif 
fraud  or  mistake,  vitiating  contract  made  by 
Government  and  manufacturer  in  settlement 
of  all  claims  arising  under  prior  contracts. 

5.  United  States  C;:::^  66 — Provision  of  Gov- 
ernment's wartime  cost-plus  contract  re- 
specting depreciation  charges  held  not  so 
manifestly  unfair  as  to  Indicate  inadvertence 
or   overreaching. 

Provision  in  Government's  wartime  cost- 
plus  contract  for  construction  of  airplanes, 
specifically  authorizing  rrranufacturer  to 
charge  as  part  of  costs,  depreciation  of  plant 
arising  from  Inability  to  sell  It  after  passage 
of  war  conditions,  held  not  so  manifestly  un- 
fair to  Government  as  to  warrant  the  con- 
clusion that  it  had  been  inserted  Inadvert- 
ently or  through  overreaching  of  manufac- 
turer. 

6.  Evidence  C::::^  48 — Courts  Judlcally  know 
that  Director  of  Aircraft  Production  must 
act    through    authorized    representatives. 

Courts  may  take  Judicial  notice  that  the 
Director  of  Aircraft  Production,  like  Secre- 
tary of  -War  himself,  must  act  through  his 
authorized  representatives,  and  that,  espe- 
cially in  wartime,  a  contract  must  contem- 
plate such  representation. 

7.  United  States  c=3  75 — Government's 
contract  la  fluai  settlement  with  wartime 


airplane  manufacturer  held  valid  compro- 
mise and  settlement,  unavoidable  by  Gov- 
ernment on  theory  that  certain  claims  re- 
linquished by  manufacturer  lacked  merit. 

Government's  contract  with  wartime  air- 
plane manufacturer.  In  setMement  of  prior 
contracts  made  after  each  party  had  allowed 
and  disallowed  certain  claims  of  the  other, 
held  an  accord  and  satisfaction  or  compro- 
mise and  settlement,  which  could  not  be 
avoided  by  Government  on  ground  of  an 
obvious  lack  of  merit  In  relinquished  claims 
of  contractor. 

8  United  States  o=>  ''S — Particular  Itema 
held  properly  allowed  as  costs  and  bonus 
under  Government's  war  time  cost-plus  con- 
tract for  airplanes. 

Wartime  manufacturer  of  airplanes  under 
cost-plus  contract  held  properly  allowed  to 
charge,  as  part  of  costs,  money  paid  for  serv- 
ices of  public  accountants,  for  railroad  trans- 
portatmn  of  employees,  and  properly  allowed 
to  recover  a  so-called  boims  for  savings  In 
cost  production  over  estimated  or  "bogey" 
price. 

9  United  States  0=3  66^— Provision  of  Gov- 
ernment's cost-plus  contract  for  airplanes, 
allowing  matiufarturer  percentage  of  savings 
over  estimated  cost  of  production,  held  not 
against  public  policy. 

Provision  In  Government's  wartime  ccet- 
plus  contract  ffjr  airplanes,  allowing  manu- 
facturer a  bonu.s  consisting  of  25  percent 
of  money  saved  through  production  at  less 
than  estimated  cost,  held  not  against  public 
policy. 

Appeals  from  the  District  Court  of  the 
Uniied  States  for  the  Western  Division  of  the 
Southern  District  of  Ohio;  Smith  Hlcken- 
looper.  Judge 

Actk^m  by  the  United  States  against  tha 
Dayton  Airplane  Co  Judgment  for  plaln- 
ti!T  for  part  only  of  recovery  sought,  and 
defendant  ap[>eals,  and  plalntlfl  crocs-ap- 
peuU      R"manded  with  directions  to  dismiss. 

Alexander  HoltzofT,  of  New  York  City,  and 
Haventh  E  Man.  United  States  attorney,  of 
CiiKiiUi:if  1.  Ohio  (Herman  J.  Galloway.  As- 
M.'-tant  .Mtorney  (ienerul.  and  John  A.  Mc- 
Cann.  Special  As.sisti'.nt  Attorney  General,  on 
the  brief  I .  for  the  I'nlted  States. 

Judson  Harmon,  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
F  W  M  Cutrheon  of  New  York  City  (John 
B  Mar.sh.  of  New  York  City.  Murray  Smith. 
of  Dayton.  Ohio.  George  Hoadley.  of  Cin- 
cinnati. Ohio,  and  Rollin  Browne,  of  New 
York  City,  on  the  brief),  for  Dayton  Air- 
plane Co. 

Before  Denlson.  Moorman,  and  Knappen. 
circuit  Judges. 

Dcnison.  circuit  Judge'  In  1917  and  1918 
the  United  States,  hereinafter  called  the 
phiintilT.  and  the  D«ivtMn  Airplane  Co,,  here- 
inafter called  the  defendant,  entered  Into  a 
series  of  cost-plus  contracts  for  the  building 
(if  airplanes  for  various  war  purposes.  The 
last  contract  superseded  the  others  in  most 
particulars,  and  contained  detailed  and  elab- 
orate provi,stoiis  for  the  conduct  of  afTairs 
under  it  and  for  the  stejis  to  be  taken  In 
the  final  settlement  thereof.  Performance 
of  It.  as  l,\ter  modified,  was  finished  In  March 
1919.  Thereupon  an  adjustment  of  most  of 
the  matters  involved  was  negotiated  and 
agreed  upon,  whereby  defendant  was  paid 
In  full  for  all  Us  allowed  claims,  and  the 
matter  apparently  closed,  except  that  a  few 
relatively  small  items  were  not  covered,  and 
for  them  defendant  continued  to  prosecute 
its  claims  before  the  proper  departmental 
board  '  Later,  the  successor  board  con- 
cluded that  large  overpaymenu  had  been 
made  by  the  plaintlfT  to  defendant;  and  for 
the  amounts  su  found,  plaintiff  brought  this 


'  We  find  no  tenable  basis  for  the  theory  of 
the  successor  b<.)ard  that  the  contract  had 
not  been  performed  or  terminated  but  only 
suspended,  so  that  power  remained  in  that 
board  to  readjust  and  redetermine  every- 
thing. 
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suit.  The  claims  for  which  it  declared  aggre- 
gated about  93.500,000  made  up  of  nine  items. 
The  case  having  been  transferred  to  the 
equity  docket,  and  coming  on  for  trial  ac- 
cordingly, plalntlfl  abandoned  two  of  the 
items;  upon  four  defendant  prevailed;  and 
upon  two  and  a  part  of  another  plaintiff 
had  Judgment  for  about  $525,000.  From  this 
the  defendant  appeals.  Plaintiff  appeals 
from  the  disallowance  of  interest  and  from 
the  failure  to  award  recovery  upon  three  of 
the  items  claimed.  E>etails  can  be  better 
stated  in  connection  with  the  items. 

( 1 )  It  is  first  to  be  observed  that  this 
contract  and  the  actions  under  It  were  not 
made  or  taken  by  ofltcers  who  must  find 
in  a  statute  clear  authority  for  their  every 
act.  In  such  contracts  with  such  an  officer 
the  public  Is  dealing  with  an  agent  of  known 
and  limited  powers.  Once  beyond  these 
powers,  principles  of  estoppel  or  fair  dealing 
have  no  application  against  his  principal. 
Here  J.he  scope  of  the  contract  was  not 
limited  by  any  statute.  The  Government 
was  acting  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  In  a  na- 
tional emergency  of  the  first  class.  His  dis- 
cretion was  unlimited;  It  must  be  exercised 
through  sulx)rdinates;  In  the  absence  of 
fraud  or  bad  faith,  the  exercise  of  such  dele- 
gated authority  Is  the  Secretary's  exercise 
of  It.  Rules  of  estoppel  and  fair  dealing 
apply  In  full  as  with  Individuals.  In  this 
class  of  contracts,  and  for  effect  on  future 
emergencies.  If  for  no  other  reason,  a  sound 
public  policy  rjiust  require  that  the  Govern- 
ment keep  Its  contracts  and  stand  by  Its 
settlements  as  an  Individual  must.  In  that 
atmosphere  the  questions  of  this  case  are  to 
be  approached  Clark  v,  U.  S  {V5  U.  S.  539, 
544.  24  L,  Ed  518);  Daniels  v.  Tearney  (103 
U  S  415.  422.  26  L  Ed  187  1 ;  St.  Louis  Hay  J[ 
Grain  Co.  v  U  &  (191  U  S  150.  24  S.  Ct  47. 
48  L.  Ed  180) ;  U  S.  v.  Atlantic  Co.  (213  U.  8. 
1.  40  S.  Ct.  423.  S4  L  Ed.  736):  MeArthur  v. 
V  S  (258  U.  8.  11,  13.  43  8.  Ct  226.  €6  L.  Ed. 
4331.  Freund  v.  U  S.  (260  U.  8.  60.  61.  43 
8  Ct.  70.  67  L  Ed  131);  Beadtnff  Co  v.  U.  S. 
(268  U.  8.  186,  188.  46  S.  Ct.  468.  60  L.  Bd.  907) . 

TThe  record  Is  rather  barren  as  to  the  di- 
vision of  departmental  authority.  We  think 
we  may  rightly  Infer  that  next  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  after  the  reorganlEaf  Ion  of  the 
Air  Service  as  a  separate  tvranch  of  the  Army, 
largely  superseding  the  Signal  Service,  was 
a  major  general.  In  charge  of  that  entire  serv- 
ice; that  the  Air  Service  was  divided  Into 
diviFlcms  and  or  bureaus;  that  the  Bureau 
of  Aircraft  Production  had  charge  of  mak- 
ing contracts  and  the  Division  of  Finance  di- 
rected the  making  of  payments  thereon,  and 
necessarily  the  determination  of  the  proper 
amount,  except  as  there  was  later  set  up  the 
Claims  Board  of  the  Air  Service,  which  was 
the  appellate  and  the  final  departmental  ar- 
biter as  to  the  amounts  due  to  all  contractors 
In  this  service.  The  record  shows  that  Lieu- 
tenant Guthrie  was  assigned  to  the  defend- 
ant's plant.  In  the  early  part  of  the  time,  as 
assistant  accounting  officer,  then  as  account- 
ing rfflcer.  and  later  taking  the  title  of  fi- 
nance officer.  He  was  in  frequent  consulta- 
tion with  his  Immediate  superior,  who  was 
Captain  Ong,  and  who  was  district  finance  of- 
ficer ASAP  (Air  Service  Aircraft  Production). 
If  question  arose  as  to  which  of  these  officers 
did  not  wish  to  make  a  decision,  they  con- 
sulted the  Chief  of  the  Finance  Division. 
ASAP,  at  Washington.  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Downey,  With  these  aids  a  tentative  deci- 
sloji  was  reached,  whereupon  the  accounting 
officer  either  issued  a  voucher  entitling  de- 
fendant to  payment,  or  held  the  matter  In 
suspense. 

No  contention  is  made  that  any  officer  who. 
or  board  which,  purported  to  exercise  the 
authority  of  the  War  Department  In  Uklng 
the  various  actions  shown  by  the  record,  did 
not  have  and  exerctee  the  full  authority  of 
the  War  Department  in  that  respect,  save  as 
such  action  was  subject  to  current  revision 
by  the  departmental  superiors. 


During  the  contract  performance,  plaintiff 
had  paid  to  defendant  some  $30,000,000  on 
account  of  the  amounts  being  earned.  After 
performance,  these  payments  were  reviewed, 
further  claims  were  considered,  and  a  com- 
plete account  was  stated  by  the  proper  ac- 
counting officers  of  the  Air  Service  in  the  War 
Department.  These  results  were  embodied  in 
contract  exhibit  18ie-C,  signed  by  the 
parties.  It  contained  an  express  release  from 
the  defendant  to  plaintiff,  covering  all  li- 
abilities in  the  subject-matter.  It  did  not 
contain,  in  terms,  any  release  of  any  claims 
by  plaintiff  against  defendant;  but  there  was 
no  suggestion  of  the  existence  of  any  such 
claim.  The  accounts  had  shown  large  sums 
due  from  plaintiff  to  defendant;  the  net  re- 
sult had  been  reached  by  the  rejecting  of 
some  claims  which  defendant  was  making 
against  plaintiff  and  by  overruling  some  ob- 
jections which  plaintiff  was  making  against 
defendant's  claims.  It  was  a  complete  ac- 
cord; and  it  was  promptly  satisfied  by  the 
payment  by  plaintiff  to  defendant  of  the  full 
amount  so  found  due.  The  procedure,  more 
fully  stated,  had  been  that,  from  time  to 
time,  plaintiff  paid  the  greater  part  of  the 
bills  rendered  under  the  contract;  that  from 
time  to  time  plaintiff's  representative  raised 
questions  about  certain  items,  which  there- 
upon were  laid  over  for  further  consideration; 
that,  after  the  completion  of  the  contract, 
all  these  accumulated  matters  and  claims 
back  and  forth,  as  well  as  defendant's  claims 
presented  as  for  final  settlement,  were  dis- 
cussed by  defendant's  officers  with  plaintiff's 
officer  at  Washington,  in  direct  charge  of  such 
settlemenU;  that  he  decided  all  matters  In 
controversy;  that  his  decision  was  formu- 
lated Into  contract  1816  C;  that  a  further 
reviewing  authority  had  been  reserved  to 
the  Claims  Board  in  the  Air  Service,  and  so 
contract  1816-C  was  expressly  made  subject 
to  the  approval  of  that  board:  that  it  was 
so  approved  by  that  Board;  and  it  was  then 
completely  performed  by  payment.  It  is 
quite  apparent  that  this  ended  the  matter, 
unless  the  plaintiff  could  show  Bufficlent 
reasons  for  setting  aside  this  settlement:  and 
such  reasons  must  be  found  in  mistake  or  in 
bad  faith,  fraud,  or  overreaching  on  the  part 
of  defendant's  officers.  Neither  the  original 
nor  the  amended  complaint  charged  any  bad 
faith,  fraud,  or  overreaching,  except  in  one 
matter  of  appraisal,  nor  charged  any  mutual 
mistake,  unless  such  cliarge  could  ix  found 
In  the  theory  that  some  of  the  items  al- 
lowed and  paid  to  the  defendant  were  wholly 
unauthorized  by  the  c  jntract. 

Not  only  does  the  evidence  demonstrate  a 
definite  and  final  settlement  in  the  nature 
of  an  accord  and  satisfaction,  but  there  are 
express  contract  provisions  as  to  the  finality 
of  decisions  so  reached.  The  contract  pro- 
vided for  the  constant  representation  of  the 
plaintiff  at  the  plant  by  an  "accounting  offi- 
cer."  who  continuously  computed  and  ascer- 
tained the  state  of  accounts.  Article  VIII. 
section  11.  provides  that  a  final  adjust- 
ment [of  the  accounts  due  or  payable 
hereunder)  shall  be  made  upon  the  termina- 
tion of  the  contract,  and  that  any  and  all 
amounts  then  due  by  either  of  the  parties 
hereto  to  the  other  shall  be  Immediately  paid. 
Article  IX  provides:  "The  decision  of  the  ac- 
counting officer  on  questions  of  the  deter- 
mination and  allowance  of  payments  shall 
prevail,  except  that  either  upon  the  comple- 
tion of  the  contract  by  the  contractor  or  its 
termination  by  the  Government,  or  whenever 
claims  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $5,000 
shall  have  been  disallowed  by  the  said  ac- 
counting officer,  the  contractor  may  appeal 
to  a  board  consisting  of  three  persons  ap- 
pointed by  the  Director  of  Aircraft  Produc- 
tion, whose  decision  shall  be  final  and  bind- 
ing upon  twth  parties.  '  Every  matter  which 
has  been  in  controversy  In  this  litigation  is  a 
"question  of  the  determination  and  allow- 
aiu^  of  payments."  We  see  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  words  "shall  prevail"  and  "shall  be 


final  and  condusiTe,"  particularly  when  the 
latter  words  are  used  to  describe  the  effect  of 
an  appeal  from  the  decision  charac  erlzed  by 
the  former  words.  It  Is  not  to  be  euppossd 
that  the  decision  of  this  accounting  officer 
should  prevail  against  one  party  and  not 
against  the  other,  or  that  a  conclusion,  an 
appeal  from  which  is  to  be  final  or  conclusive, 
has  any  less  thdn  final  force  Itself  If  there  Is 
no  appeal. 

It  is  further  to  be  noted  that  every  ques- 
tion now  in  dispute  (save  appraisal,  other- 
wise controlled)  was  of  a  character  fit  to  be 
finally  decided  by  the  accounting  officer  on 
the  ground  at  the  time,  or  his  superior 
officers,  whose  decisions  would  become  his. 
The  true  meaning  of  "actual  cost  of  produc- 
tion." "indirect  labor,"  "other  items  of  over- 
head," "all  expenditures  In  connection  with 
this  contract,"  "other  manufacturing  ex- 
penses necessary,"  etc.,  as  used  in  such  a  con- 
tract, can  be  decided  by  a  court  in  later  Uti- 
gation,  but  they  can  better  be  decided  by  the 
participating  engineer  or  accountant.  In  this 
spirit,  the  conUact  provides  (article  XXII) 
that  the  Director  of  Aircraft  Production  shall 
be  the  final  arbiter  of  "any  and  all  disputes 
arising  hereunder."  The  accounting  officer, 
the  division  finance  officer,  the  Chief  of  Fi- 
nance Division,  and  the  Claims  Board  were 
all  agencies  of  the  Director,  and  their  deci- 
sions, unappealed  from,  were  his. 

(2)  It  is  urged  that  a  decision  of  the  ac- 
counting officer  was  not  intended  to  have 
this  final  character,  because  the  contract 
requires  the  defendant  to  preserve  for  6 
years  all  Its  accounts  and  records  subject  to 
examination  by  the  plaintiff;  and  It  is  said 
that  this  provision  is  inconsistent  with  the 
claimed  finality.  We  do  not  so  regard  it. 
Arbit-'ation.  no  matter  how  final  and  bind- 
ing, may  always  be  revised  and  set  aside  upon 
proof  of  mistake  or  fraud;  and  the  con- 
tingency that  the  award  or  decision  might 
later  be  challenged  on  one  of  these  grounds 
fully  Justifies  and  satisfies  the  provision  lor 
keeping  the  records. 

(3)  We  conclude,  upon  the  ground  of  the 
contract  finality  of  the  decisions  of  the  Air- 
craft Ssrvice  officers,  as  well  as  upon  the 
ground  of  agreed  compromise  and  settlement, 
the  contract  evidenced  by  1816-C  Is  not  to  be 
Impeached  unless  for  mistake  or  fraud. 
U.  S.  V.  Mason  (260  U.  S.  323,  43  S,  Ct.  128, 
67  L.  Ed.  286):  U.  S.  v.  Fuller  ((8  C.  C.  A.)  14 
F.  (2d)  813,827);  V.  S.  v.  Bentley  ((6C.  C.  A.) 
16  F.  (2d)  895,  897);  O?ito  Sav.  Bank  ct  Trust 
Co.  v.  Willys  Corp.  ((3  C.  C.  A.  Dec.  (1926),  16 
F.  (2d)   859). 

(4)  The  chief  item  In  controversy  relates 
to  the  valuation  of  the  plant.  The  contract 
recited  that  defendant  had  provided  Itself 
with  a  large  and  expensive  outfit  of  land  and 
buildings  for  the  performance  of  these  con- 
tracts. It  was  agreed  that  the  complete 
cost  to  the  defendant  of  these  lands  and  im- 
provements should  stand  to  defendant's 
credit  In  th^  final  settlement,  and  that  the 
manufacturing  accounts  should  be  charged 
from  time  to  time  with  the  actual  deprecia- 
tion of  the  property  accruing  while  in  use. 
This  actual  or  accrued  depreciation  was  to 
constitute,  and  was  in  effect  treated  as,  a 
part  of  the  expense  of  operation  from  month 
to  month  in  determining  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. The  contract  further  provided  that, 
in  the  final  settlement  and  before  having 
this  property  ttirned  back  to  defendant  for 
its  further  private  use,  the  defendant  should 
be  credited  with  any  sf)ecial  depreciation 
resulting  from  the  difference  between  orig- 
inal cost  and  the  then  market  value,  due  to 
the  lack  of  any  ready  sale  or  any  normal 
market  for  property  which  had  been  con- 
structed or  acquired  for  war  purposes,  but 
the  need  of  which,  in  Industries  after  the 
war,  might  be  nonexistent.  A  provision  of 
this  kind  was  obviously  appropriate  and  fair. 
This  particular  provision  is  said  to  be  accord- 
ing to  the  standard  form  of  similar  cost-plus 
contracts,  which  form  was  prepared  under 
the  direction  of  the  War  Department  by  a 
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Joint  commlaslon  of  Army  offlcers  and  biisl- 
nessmen.    It  la  quoted  In  the  margin.* 

It  specified  that  the  market  value,  aa  thua 
affected,  should  be  fixed  by  a  board  of  ap- 
praisers like  arbitrators.  This  was  done;  and 
this  board  fixed  all  values,  and  found  and 
stated  that  this  special  depreciation  was 
(upon  the  plan  acquired  froqi  the  Domestic 
Building  Co.)  about  tSU.OOO.  In  determin- 
ing the  amount  to  be  paid  and  which  was 
paid  by  the  plaintiff,  effect  was  given  to  this 
figure.  The  trial  court  found  that  this  spe- 
cial depreciation  was  erroneously  allowed. 
The  sole  pleading  complaint  on  this  score  was 
that  this  appraisal  was  the  result  of  mistake, 
or  fraud,  and  should  be  vacated.  The  trial 
court  did  not.  however,  find  any  fraud  or 
mistake  upon  the  part  of  the  board  in  fixing 
this  amount:  nor  can  we.  The  appraisers, 
including  the  umpire,  are  criticized  because 
their  action  was  hasty.  We  cannot  adopt 
this  criticism.  The  umpire  was  able  and  im- 
partial. He  had  been  constantly  familiar 
with  this  great  plant,  and  with  the  commer- 
cial situation  which  depreciated  its  market 
value.  After  only  brief  specific  attention,  he 
was  Just  as  competent  to  fix  this  deprecia- 
tion, relying  upon  his  judgment  of  the  famil- 
iar situation,  as  he  would  have  been  after 
much  delay  and  hearing  many  witnesses.  It 
is  as  obvious  from  this  record  as  It  was  to 
everyone  at  the  time  that,  whether  the  fair 
valuation  of  this  property  for  turning  back 
to  defendant  under  the  contract  should  ap- 
proximate the  reproduction  value  less  ac- 
crued lepreclatlon,  or  should  be  a  much 
smaller  sum,  dependent  on  the  property's 
availability  for  any  manufacturing  purpose 
which  could  utilize  so  vast  a  plant,  was  a 
question  expressly  decided  by  the  contract. 

On  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  it  is  urged  that 
the  appraisal  is  such  a  gross  undervaluation 
as  to  furnish  Inherent  evidence  of  a  mistake 
or  of   a  reckless   indifference   equivalent   to 


•  "I>epreclatlon:  Depreciation  shall  be 
determined  as  follows:  The  cost  to  the  con- 
tractor of  its  plant,  including  real  estate, 
tu  Idlngs,  machinery,  and  appliances,  built 
or  otherwise  acquired  for  the  performance 
of  this  contract  at  the  date  of  their  acquisi- 
tion, shall  be  determined.  It  is  represented 
by  the  contractor  that  such  cost  so  defined  is. 
In  respect  to  real  estate,  buildings,  and  power 
plant  comprised  within  that  ]x>rtlon  of  their 
plant  acquired  from  the  Domestic  Building 
Co..  the  actual  cost  of  the  purchase  hereof 
by  the  contractor  from  Domestic  Building 
Co.;  and  further  that  such  cost  to  the  con- 
tractor Is  the  amount  of  the  actual  cost  (as 
defined)  to  the  said  Domestic  Building  Co. 
and  the  contractor  hereby  undertakes  that 
the  records  of  such  cost  shall  be  made  acces- 
sible to  the  accounting  officer  forthwith  for 
confirmation  or  adjustment  and  determina- 
tion, the  accounting  officer  to  proceed  imme- 
diately to  examine  the  same  and  to  advise 
the  contractor  thereof  with  due  diligence. 
The  fair  market  value  of  the  same  property 
as  at  the  date  of  the  completion  or  cancella- 
tion of  this  contract  shall  be  determined  by 
a  board  of  three  appraisers,  one  selected  by 
the  Government,  one  selected  by  the  con- 
tractor, and  a  third  selected  by  these  two. 
The  need  or  requirement  for  a  factory  build- 
ing or  completed  plant  of  the  size  and  char- 
acter of  the  contractor's  plant  in  the  nelgh- 
twrhood  where  located  and  the  probability  of 
the  contractor  securing  a  tenant  promptly  or 
having  an  established  business  available  to 
occupy  the  premises  at  a  fair  rental,  shall  be 
considered  as  one  of  the  important  factors 
to  be  taken  into  account  in  arriving  at  a  fair 
market  veJue  of  the  plant  at  the  termination 
of  the  contract:  the  weight  to  be  given 
thereto  l>eing  left  to  the  sound  discretion  of 
the  appraisers.  If  the  said  cost  price  of  the 
same  property  shall  exceed  the  said  fair 
market  value  thereof,  the  -ore-nment  shall 
pay  to  the  contractor  this  differ*,  ice  less  the 
depreciation  already  paid  on  the  same 
prop«rt#.- 


fraud.  The  only  support  which  plaintiff 
claims  for  this  conclusion  la  found  in  the 
8ut>6equent  history  of  the  property.  All  the 
evidence  on  the  subject  la  undisputed;  and 
we  find  nothing  dictating  that  inference.  A 
few  weeks  after  the  appraisal  and  In  connec- 
tion with  the  final  settlement  and  a  tempo- 
rary leasing  of  the  plant  thereafter  to  the 
plaintiff,  defendant  offered  to  sell  the  plant, 
including  some  Items  added,  to  the  plaintiff 
for  precisely  this  appraised  value  at  which  It 
and  they  had  been  chairged  against  defend- 
ant In  the  settlement,  after  deducting  this 
depreciation,  and  which  may  be  roundly 
stated  as  $645,000.  That  the  United  States 
held  for  many  months  an  option  to  buy  this 
property  at  this  appraised  price,  finally  let- 
ting It  lapMe.  does  not  confirn\  the  theory 
that  this  appraised  value  was  fixed  at  an  un- 
reasonably low  figure.  In  order  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  United  States.  A  few  months 
later  defendant  sold  the  property  to  the  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corp..  still  subject  to  this  option 
or  right  of  purchase  by  the  plaintiff  at  this 
appraised  price.  The  fact  clearly  Is,  In  our 
judgment,  that  the  sale  price  from  the  de- 
fendant to  the  General  Motors  Corp.  was  this 
same  appraisal  value,  plus  additions,  viz 
$645,000.  Confusion  about  this  comes,  we 
think,  from  observing  only  the  final  entries 
upon  the  ledger  of  the  General  Motors  Corp., 
and  from  not  giving  proper  force  to  the  origi- 
nal data  and  memoranda  upon  which  these 
entries  were  based.  The  general  negotiations 
for  sale  and  the  final  sale  cover  not  only  this 
particular  plant  but  other  prop>erly  belong- 
ing to  defendant  and  other  properties  be- 
longing to  an  allied  corpwration  ind  also  a 
contract  for  the  personal  service  of  Mr  Ket- 
tering, who  wa.s  a  stockholder  of  defendant 
and  the  other  allied  corporation.  The  entire 
consideration  paid  by  the  General  Motors 
Corp.  for  everything  was  about  $8,000,000. 
paid  In  Its  capital  stock  at  par  ($100.  the 
stock  then  having  a  stated  value  of  $88  per 
share ) .  No  doubt  the  tylng-up  contract  with 
Mr.  Kettering  was  one  of  the  great  objects  of 
the  pvirchaser  In  this  tr.insactlon.  which  was 
undertaken  and  carried  through  as  an  en- 
tity, so  that  It  was  not  very  Imjxirtant  to  the 
purchaser  what  valuation  was  entered  on  Its 
books  for  the  tangible  property:  but  every- 
thing was  separately  and  distinctly  valued  In 
the  various  memoranda  and  the  Instructions 
given  to  the  bookkeepers.  In  the  preliminary 
contract  this  plant  was  given  a  valuation  of 
$500,000.  but  this  was  expressly  said  to  be  an 
estimate.  When  the  final  distribution  was 
made  upon  the  memorandum  of  Instructions 
it  was  given  precisely  the  foregoing  appraised 
value,  as  modified  by  additions  and  changes 
after  the  appraisal.  Some  of  the  property 
covered  by  the  general  purchase  was  bought 
directly  and  some  was  acquired  through  pur- 
chase of  the  stocks  of  formerly  owning  cor- 
porations. The  net  result  was  that  about 
five  and  a  half  million  dollars  were  charged 
either  to  "Investments"  or  "Investments  in 
allied  corporations."  and  about  two  and  a 
half  million  dollars  were  charged  to  "good 
win."  This  particular  tangible  property,  at 
the  same  appraised  value,  formed  one  of  the 
items  making  up  the  total  charge  to  "Invest- 
ments." These  facts  all  support  rather  than 
contradict  the  Inference  that  the  sale  price 
of  this  particular  plant  should  be  taken  as 
$645,000.  approximately,  and  not  as  some  In- 
definitely greater  sum. 

In  this  connection  plaintiff  further  shows 
that  about  a  year  later  the  General  Motors 
Corp.,  In  connection  with  the  separation  of 
prop)ertles  which  it  was  then  making  among 
subsidiaries,  entered  this  particular  plant 
on  its  books  at  the  valuation  of  nearly 
$2.(X)0.000.  However  relevant  such  a  valua- 
tion might  be,  the  evidence  was.  when  offered, 
plainly  incom(>etent,  because  it  was  merely 
the  unsworn  statement  of  a  stranger  to  the 
suit,  being  a  corporation  not  connected  with 
defendant  save  In  the  Indirect  way  that  the 
former  stockholders  of  defendant  had  become 
holders  of  a  relatively  trifling  fraction  of  the 
stock  of  the  General  Motors  Corp.    Later,  the 


defendant,  perhaps  feeling  compelled  by  the 
presence  of  this  testimony  in  the  record,  in- 
troduced as  witnesses  the  officers  of  the  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corp.  who  had  charge  of  this 
revaluation.  Their  explanation  of  what  it 
was  and  of  the  reasons  for  it  is  not  improba- 
ble, is  not  disputed,  and  should  be  accepted. 
They  say  that  the  General  Motors  Corp.. 
having  acquired  several  enterprises  with 
large  good  will  Items,  like  this  one,  found 
its  good  will  account  on  Its  books  at  an 
unsatisfactorily  high  figure.  It  therefore 
determined  upon  the  general  policy  of  re- 
appraising its  physical  properties  at  repro- 
duction value,  less  depreciation;  and  it  had 
such  an  appmtsal  made  of  Its  various  prop- 
erties, Includinn  this  one,  the  appraisal  be- 
ing made  by  professional  appraisers  of  good 
standing.  The  result  was  that  the  book 
valuations  of  many  properties,  including 
this  one.  were  largely  Increased  and  the 
good  will  account  on  Its  books  was  corre- 
spondingly decreased,  leaving  Its  eapltal 
stock  account  unchanged.  It  is  familiar 
knowledire  that  in  1920  or  19'21.  the  repro- 
duction valup  of  such  a  plant  would  have 
been  much  greater  than  Us  cost  In  1916  and 
that  such  reproduction  value  would  not  of 
Itself  control  Its  market  value,  but  that  the 
market  value  of  such  a  plant  In  1919  or 
1920  would  be  highly  speculative,  depending 
upon  finding  a  purchaser  with  need  therefor. 
Ufxin  the  whole  we  do  not  think  that  the 
sale  to  the  General  Motors  Corp.  nor  the 
revaluation  by  th.it  Cf.rporatlon  substantially 
tends  to  impeach  the  fairness  of  the  ap- 
prai.sal  by  the  nppral.sal  board. 

( 5 1  Althout^h  the  district  court  reached  the 
conclusion,  as  we  aLso  do,  that  the  appraisal 
could  not  be  set  aside  upon  any  ground  al- 
leged or  proved,  that  court  was  seemingly 
convinced,  as  we  cannot  be-from  the  record. 
that  the  fair  market  value  was  greater  than 
the  appraisal  by  the  amount  at  least  of 
this  specl.Hl  depreciation.  So  the  court 
came  to  consider  the  making  of  the  contract 
which  had  expressly  provided  that  this  spe- 
cial depreciation  allowance,  on  account  of 
the  UMs.ilabllity  of  the  plant,  should  be  taken 
Into  account  on  final  settlement;  and  It  con- 
cluded that  this  provLslon  of  the  contract 
should  be  .set  aside  or  disregarded  because 
so  manifestly  unfair  to  the  plaintiff  that  it 
must  have  been  included  by  the  Inadvertence 
of  plaintilT's  offlcers  or  through  overreaching 
by  defendant.  We  pa.s.s  by.  without  consid- 
eration, the  lark  of  pleadln^'  allegation  which 
would  Justify  this  treatment  of  the  contract; 
ar.d  we  do  so  because  the  court  below  could, 
and  perhaps  w.)ukl.  upon  proper  terms,  have 
permitted  the  nU'adings  to  be  amended  so  far 
as  necessary.  We  pass  by,  also  without  con- 
sideration, the  difficulties  Inherent  In  setting 
aside  one  element  or  provision  only  of  a 
contract  covering  many  cloeely  Interrelated 
subjects:  and  we  t.ike  up  the  meritorious 
question  considered  by  the  trial  court  In  this 
connection.  Its  view  was  that  this  special 
depreciation  was  dependent  mainly  on  the 
fact  that  this  plant  Intended  to  employ  6,000 
or  more  workmen,  was  situated  several  miles 
from  Dayton,  the  nearest  place  where  work- 
men could  live,  and  that  this  fact  made  It  so 
unsuitable  for  any  business  to  which  It  would 
otherwi.se  be  adapted  as  to  cause  this  lessened 
valuation  The  appraisal  shows  that  this 
element,  location,  was  given  effect  by  the 
board,  but  shows,  too.  that  the  finding  of 
special  depreciation  was  dependent  also  upon 
another  element.  The  great  size  of  the  plant 
made  it.  In  1919,  relatively  unsalable,  regard- 
less of  location.  It  Is  familiar  knowledge 
that  at  that  time  such  plants  usually  could 
not  be  sold,  except  at  sacrifice  prices.  So  we 
cannot  fully  accept  this  view  by  the  court 
below:  but.  resting  on  this  premise.  It  found 
further  that  this  loes  had  been  already  suf- 
fered by  defendant  or  Its  predecessor  In  title 
before  the  contract  with  plaintiff  had  been 
made,  and  hence  that  there  was  no  justifica- 
tion for  permitting  defendant  to  recoup  the 
loss.  In  the  final  settlement  of  this  contract. 
This  conclusion  was  supported  first  by  the 
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view  that,  although  the  sum  fixed  upon  had 
been  the  actual  cost  to  the  defendant  upon 
its  recent  purchase  of  the  property  from  an- 
other company,  yet,  on  account  of  the  Iden- 
tity of  the  two  companies,  the  sale  price  was 
not  controlling,  and  that.  In  any  event,  the 
contract  was  too  late  In  date  to  reach  back 
to  that  sale  for  a  measure.  To  consider  the 
force  t)f  the  first  view  requires  a  further 
statement  of  facts.  Three  men,  Messrs. 
Deeds,  Kettering,  and  Talbot  were,  or  had 
been,  largely  Interested  In  some  or  all  of 
various  Dayton  corporations.  Among  these 
were  the  Dayton  Engineering  Laboratories 
Co  ("Delco").  tho  Dayton  Metal  Products 
Co,  the  Domestic  Building  Co  ,  the  Delco 
Ltcht  Co,  and  the  recently  organized  de- 
fendant, the  Dayton  Airplane  Co.  Prior  to 
the  first  Government  contract  with  defend- 
ant, the  Talbots  and  Kettering  had  become 
ne;u-ly  sole  stockholders  (two-thirds  and  one- 
third)  In  the  Metal  Products  Co.  and  In 
defendant,  and  Kettering  owned  only  a  mi- 
nority Interest  In  the  Domestic  Building  Co. 
The  "Talbots  were  not  then  Interested  in  Delco 
f)r  Delco  Light  or  Domestic  Building.  Ketter- 
ing was  the  only  common  stockholder  In  the 
two  corporations,  vendor  and  vendee,  and  he 
did  not  control  either.  Clearly  the  sale  was 
not  by  one  company  to  Itself  under  another 
name,  and  the  sale  price  cannot  be.  for  that 
reason,  disregarded.  However,  the  existing 
personal  and  the  former  business  relations 
between  these  various  stockholders  were  so 
Intimate  that  perhaps  a  court  of  equity 
shoi  Id  not  be  particularly  Impressed  by  the 
sale  price  which  they  had  fixed.  In  our  view, 
It  is  not  this  sale  price  which  Is  important, 
but  rather  the  actual  cost  to  the  vendor  just 
recently  incurred.  Coming  again  to  the 
facts: 

The  defendant   had  quarters  In  and   near 
Dayton  which  had  been  suffl'^lent  for  Its  rel- 
atively  small   needs.     The   Delco  Light  Co., 
also  operating  In  Dayton,  had   been  greatly 
expanding  and  was  looked  upon  as  needing 
a  very  large  plant.     Accordngly,  the  parties 
Interested,  through  the  medium  of  the  Do- 
mestic  Building    Co.   had    planned    for   and 
substantially   finished  a  plant   Intended   for 
the    Delco   Light   Co.    at   this   point,   several 
miles  from  Dayton,  where   there  were  good 
transportation    facilities    but    no    dwellings. 
Recognizing  the  handicap  of  having  to  bring 
labor  dally  from  such  a  distance.  It  had  been 
a  part  of  the  plan  to  build  near  the  plant  the 
necessary    large    number   of    dwellings,    and, 
In   anticipation,   this  had   been   named   Mo- 
raine City.    At  the  time  Involved,  only  a  few 
hcuses    had    been    built,    but    the    plan    was 
progressing.     It  was  obviously  the  judgment 
of   the  capable   businessmen   who   were   the 
promoters  that.  In  connection  with  this  plan 
for  house  building,  the  location  was  suitable 
for   and   would   be   acceptable   to   the   Delco 
Light  Co  for  carrying  on  Its  anticipated  busi- 
ness.   It  Is  equally  plain  that  If  such  a  plant 
were  erected   at   such   a  place,   but  without 
providing  dwellings  for  the  labor  and  with- 
out  knowledge  of  what  use  could  be  made 
of  such  factory.  Its  unsultabllty  for  sale  upon 
the  general  market  would  Immediately  great- 
ly depreciate  Its  production  cost;  but.  In  con- 
nection with  the  existing  plans,  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  it  was  fairly  worth  its 
full  cost.     The  enterprise  was  at  this  stage, 
when,  about  the  time  the  United  States  en- 
tered  the   war.   the  demand   became   urgent 
for  Immediate  aircraft  production  upon  an 
immense  scale   and  with  great  sp>eed.     The 
defendant  was  as  well  fitted  as  any  concern 
in  the  country,  if  not  better,  to  be  used  as 
a  basis  for  the  development  of  facilities  to 
supply  this  demand;  but,  to  undertake  to  do 
so.  it  must  have  a  great  increase  in  manu- 
facturing  facilities   with   the  utmost  speed. 
It  was  at  once  apparent  that  this  proposed 
and  still  Incomplete  E>elco  Light  plant  was 
the    most    suitable    projjerty    available,    and 
the  associated  parties  controlling  these  cor- 
porations. Domestic  Building  Co.  and  Delco 
Light  Co.,  offered  for  that  purpose  to  turn 


this  plant  over  to  the  defendant  and  to  let 
the  Delco  Light  Co.  meet  its  needs  in  some 
other  way. 

Under  these  circumstances  something 
might  have  been  said  to  Justify  the  demand 
of  a  substantial  bonus  to  the  Delco  Light  Co. 
for  abandoning  Its  new  plant  to  the  de- 
fendant, and  practically  to  the  needs  of  the 
United  States;  but  It  was  arranged  that  the 
plant  should  be  rold  to  the  defendant  at  Its 
exact  cost  to  the  erector,  the  Domestic  Build- 
ing Co..  whereby  this  same  figure  became  the 
cost  of  the  plant  to  the  defendant.  In  these 
transactions  we  find  no  basis  for  adverse 
criticism,  nor  can  we  see  that  the  defendant 
was  planning  to  recoup  from  the  United 
States  a  loss  which  had  already  been  suffered 
by  the  Improvidence  of  the  promoters;  on 
the  contrary,  the  arrangement  seems  com- 
pletely fair  and  Just  to  the  United  States. 

The  only  way  we  can  see  in  which  It  might 
be  urged  that  the  builders  had  already  suf- 
fered a  lo«s  by  erecting  a  great  factory  for 
which,  under  future  conditions,  they  might 
not  find  a  piirchaser.  Is  to  say  that  the  sud- 
denly developed  war  conditions  had  already 
upset  the  plans  of  the  Delco  Light  Co,  for 
Its  future  business,  and  so  the  erection  of 
this  plant  had  become  a  mistake.  Not  only 
do  we  find  no  basis  in  the  record  for  this 
conclusion  but.  If  true.  It  would  hardly  be 
a  controlling  equity  as  against  the  fairness 
of  the  contract  In  question. 

We   do  not   overlook   the  respective   dates 
involved.     In   May    1917.   a   group   Including 
Mr.  Howard  Coffin,  the  chairman  of  the  Air- 
craft Board,  and  Colonel  Foulols,  the  assist- 
ant to  the  head  of  the  Army  Air  Service  (then 
Signal  Corps),  came  to  Dayton  and  Invited 
proposals    from    defendant    for    a    relatively 
small  number  of  training  planes.     In  June, 
they  came  aealn  and  discussed  the  possibility 
of  a  large  contract  for  battle  planes.     They 
then   made   the   suggestion,   or  at  least  ap- 
proved   It.   that   the   new  Delco   Light  plant 
was  Ideally  adapted  for  large-6c»Ie  airplane 
building  and  ought  to  be  made  available  to 
defendant  for  that  purpose.     Accordingly  the 
transfer  of  title  was  arranged,  and  the  sale 
made   In   the  summer  of   1917.     It   Is   to   be 
assumed  that  the  preparation  of  the  property 
for  Its  new  use  went  forward  with  all  nosslble 
speed,   though    the   first   contract.    1495,   for 
400   training   planes,   was   not   actually   exe- 
cuted until  August  1.   1917.     Contract   1816. 
superseding  1495  as  to  training  planes,  and 
covering  also  3.500  battle  planes,  was  dated 
September  7,  1917.     Contract  1816-1.  on  Jan- 
uary 17.  1918,  modified  1816  In  various  Items. 
On  April  1,  1918.  contract  1816-A.  superseded 
and  modified  the  former  ones;  and  contract 
1816-B,   which   Is  the  direct  subject  of   the 
litigation  and  superseded  all  the  others  as  to 
all  the  work  (no  planes  except  the  400  having 
then  been  delivered ) ,  was  signed  on  October 
15,    1918.     It    Is   now   said    that    the   special 
depreciation  clause  of  contract  1816-B  can- 
not be  applied  to  this  situation,  because  the 
property  had  been  bought  by  defendant  be- 
fore the  contract  was  made  and  hence  could 
not  have  been  acquired  for  the  performance 
of  this  contract.     That  Is  too  narrow  a  con- 
struction.    This   contract   was   in   continua- 
tion of  and  substitution  for  the  one  of  Sep- 
tember 7,  1917  (1816),  containing  this  Iden- 
tical   language;    and    there    Is   no   reason   to 
doubt  that  this   property  was  acquired   ex- 
pressly for  the  performance  of  the  contem- 
plated contract  or  contracts,  of  which   1816 
very  soon   became  the   agreed   embodiment. 
Nor  do  we  overlook  the  contention  that  the 
adoption  of  the  original  building  cost  as  the 
base  of  the  special  depreciation  compulation 
was  the  gradual  development  of  a  cunning 
scheme  and  was  probably  slipped  over  on  the 
plaintiff's  offlcers  without   their  clear  com- 
prehension.    This  provision  was,   of  course, 
not  found  in  the  contract  of  August  1  ( 1495 ) , 
because  that  provided  for  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  planes  at  a  fiat  price.     No  ques- 
tion of  plant  cost  or  of  depreciation  was  pos- 
sibly involved.     In   the  first  cost-plus  con- 
tract  (1816)    the  provision  appears  In  lan- 


guage substantially  Identical  with  this.  It 
is  stated  In  such  clear  detail  that  It  could 
not  have  been  misunderstood  by  the  captain 
who  signed  as  contracting  officer,  the  general 
who  signed  as  Chief  of  the  Signal  Corps,  and 
the  able  lawyer  who  had  advised  them  in 
the  matter  and  who  signed  as  a  witness  (Mr. 
Harris).  The  only  distinction  between  the 
provision  as  found  In  1816.  and  as  found 
again  In  1816-B.  Is  that  the  former  contained 
a  clause  that  this  cost  base  should  not  ex- 
ceed a  fair  cost,  and  this  clause  is  omitted 
from  the  latter.  The  argument  is  that  fair 
cost  meant  market  value  at  the  time,  and 
hence  that.  If  there  had  been  a  deprecia- 
tion already  suffered  at  the  date  of  1816.  the 
cost  base  must  be  corresjxmdlngly  reduced. 
We  cannot  give  any  such  Interpretation  to 
fair  cost.  One  who  means  present  market 
value  does  not  say  "cost."  If  fair  cost  had 
in  this  situation  any  meaning  distinctive 
from  that  of  actual  cost.  It  was  prudent 
investment  cost:  and  there  Is  no  suggestion 
In  the  record  that  the  actual  cost  was  not 
the  fair  and  prudent  coet.  Any  explanation 
needed  for  the  omission  of  this  clause  In 
the  second  contract  may  be  found  In  the 
fact  that,  at  Its  date,  the  plant  accounting 
offic(»r  had  made  the  contemplated  Inquiry 
and  had  fixed  the  cost  base  In  accord  with 
contract  1816,  and  had  been  using  It  fcr 
many  months  as  the  basis  of  computing  cur- 
rent monthly  actual  depreciation.  The  repe- 
tition In  the  latter  contract  of  the  provi- 
sions for  Inquiry  into  actual  cost  was  seem- 
ingly unnecessary,  but  might  have  been  ad- 
visable as  a  safeguard  against  errors  which 
might   later  be   found. 

Prom  the  views  so  far  expressed.  It  results 
that  the  decree  below  must  be  reversed  bo 
far  as  It  awards  to  plaintiff  the  Item  of  special 
depreciation. 

"The  decree  below  also  awarded  to  plaintiff 
the  refund  of  about  $30,000,  which  has  been 
paid    to    defendant    for    the    cost    of    main- 
tenance of  a  recreation  and  amusement  perk, 
used  during  the  contract  p>eriod  by  the  em- 
ployees   and    their    families.      The    contract 
provided  that  the  operating  cost  should  in- 
clude   "expenses   of    operation    and    mainte- 
nance of  plant  hospitals;  also  medicines  and 
supplies  for  first  aid  to  the  Injured,  expendi- 
tures for  hospitals  and  other  organizations 
to   cover    a   definite   benefit   to   employees"; 
also  "expenses  In  connection  with  employees' 
welfare,  such  as  group  Insurance,  conductlrg 
club  rooms,  reading  rooms,  and  educational 
classes.  ■      During    the    performance    of    the 
contract   practically   all   of  defendant's   em- 
ployees lived  In  the  city  of  Dayton:   and  In 
that  city  defendant.  In  association  with  other 
companies  engaged  in  war  work,  maintained 
an  amusement  park.    This  was  used  only  by 
employees  engaged  In  war  work.     If  the  park 
had   been   maintained  at  the  plant   and   by 
defendant  alone,  there  would  hardly  be  a  con- 
tention that  It  was  no"   welfare  work  In   a 
broad  sense,  becavLse  contributing  to  the  ef- 
ficiency of  the  employees,   and  so  a   proper 
item    of    operating    expense.      The    clause, 
"such  as  group  Insurance,  conducting  club 
rooms,  etc.,"  is  claimed  to  be  a».  limitation, 
but  It,  at  the  most,  gives  rise  to  ambiguity. 
We  do  not  see  that  the  sharing  of  the  park 
with  other  similar  employees,  working  indi- 
rectly for  the  United  States,  or  Its  location 
away  from  the  plant  and  where  alone  It  was 
accessible  to  the  employees'  families,  makes 
any   difference.      In   this   situation,   the   ex- 
penses of  maintenance  were  at  first  regularly 
credited  up   and  paid  to  defendant.     Later 
those  Items  were  suspended,  and  finally  the 
whole  accumulated  Item  was  submitted,  as 
above  explained,  by  the  defendant  and  the 
plant  accounting  officer  to  Colonel  Downey, 
Chief  of  the  Finance  Division,  A.  S.,  and  it 
was  allowed  by  him.     This  was  a  practical 
construction  by  both  parties  to  the  contract 
of  an  ambiguity  in  It.     It  was  deliberately 
adopted,  after  the  question  was  raised  and 
while  it  was  fresh,  by  thoee  who  had  lived 
in  the  atmosphere  of  the  contract  and  knew 
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lU  spirit.  The  adoption  of  this  meaning  was 
an  element  of  the  general  settlement  then 
reached.  That  meaning  should  not  be  after- 
wards repudiated  by  the  party  who  declared 
It.  even  If  the  contrary  view  might  yean  later 
seem  the  stronger  one. 

The  remaining  item  of  refund  allowed  to 
plaintiff  In  the  court  below  was  the  sum  of 
about  %n.00O,  being  the  coat  of  taking  certain 
motion  pictures.  The  contract  provided  that 
the  defendant  should  refrain  from  publishing 
any  figures  or  other  data  disclosing  the  proc- 
ess of  manufacture.  It  also  provided  that 
all  pictures  relating  In  any  way  to  the  prog- 
ress of  the  work  which  the  defendant  might 
desire  to  publish  It  should  submit  before 
publishing  the  same  to  the  Director  of  Air- 
craft Production,  who  might  permit  such 
publication  and  should  have  the  right  to 
censor  the  same.  During  the  progress  of 
the  work,  there  was  great  difficulty  In  obtain- 
ing labor.  Defendant  thought  that,  by  tak- 
ing moving  pictures  of  the  production  work 
and  its  results,  and  by  exhibiting  these  pic- 
tures in  the  nearby  territory,  interest  and 
enthusiasm  could  be  created  and  much  addi- 
tional labor  be  recruited.  The  plan  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Assistant  Director  of  Aircraft 
Production,  who  answered  the  contract  defi- 
nition of  that  contracting  officer  who  was 
to  represent  the  plaintiff  during  execution. 
He  fully  approved:  and  thereupon  defendant 
caused  the  pictures  to  be  taken,  and  paid 
therefor  the  Item  in  question.  The  question 
as  to  their  exhibition  then  arose.  The  film 
was  then  deposited  in  Washington  with 
Colonel  Churchill  of  the  Military  Intelligence 
Division.  Later  Colonel  Churchill  advised 
defendant  of  the  decision  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  that  the  film  might  be  retained  by 
defendant  for  private  exhibition  among  its 
employees  only,  or  that  it  could  be  turned 
over  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Informa- 
tl'>n  for  such  public  use  as  the  committee 
might  think  wise,  in  which  case  the  de- 
fendant would  be  reimbursed  for  its  cost 
expenditures.  The  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee, the  Creel  committee,  asked  that  the 
film  be  turned  over  to  it,  and  this  was  done. 
What  use  was  made  of  the  film  by  this  com- 
mittee does  not  appear. 

(6)  Save  for  the  express  prohibition  In 
the  contract  against  publication  of  pictures, 
there  was  then  little  or  no  doubt  that  the 
cost  of  this  film  might  rightly  have  been 
considered  as  indirect  labor  (paragraph  4. 
Schedule  A),  or  overhead;  but  the  publica- 
tion which  is  prohibited  cannot  be  Intended 
to  be  merely  that  private  showing  to  a  few 
persons  which  would  be  Inherent  In  the 
making  of  the  pictures,  before  they  could 
be  submitted  to  the  Director  for  his  approval 
and  censorship:  the  prohibition  of  publica- 
tion must  refer  to  the  giving  of  some  general 
publicity.  The  permission  and  approval 
given  by  the  assistant  director  cannot  be 
overlooked.  The  contractor  producing  war- 
time necessities  for  the  Qovernment,  and  who 
comes  for  Instructions  to  the  officer  apparent- 
ly in  charge  of  the  subject-matter,  can  hardly 
demand  from  that  officer  a  written  letter  of 
authority  from  his  immediate  or  remote  su- 
perior before  the  conference  is  undertaken. 
We  may  take  Judicial  notice,  that  the  Di- 
rector of  Aircraft  Production,  like  the  Secre- 
tary of  Wtir  himself,  must  act  through  his 
authorized  representatives,  and  that,  espe- 
cially In  war  time,  a  contract  must  contem- 
plate such  representation. 

The  case  is  not  one  where  It  appears  that 
the  assistant  did  not  have  the  delegation  of 
ajthority  which  the  contractor  might  right- 
fully have  supposed;  that  would  present  an- 
other question.  From  this  record  there  Is  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  assistant  director 
did  have  the  authority  which  he  seemed  to 
have. 

These  considerations  alone  would  support 
the  allowance  of  the  claim  made  by  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Finance  Division,  as  a  contem- 
poraneous construction  of  permissible  ex- 
pnwes,  regardless  of  whether  or  not 
pflrmlasion  to  publish  was  subsequently  had. 


The  allowance  may  also  be  well  supported 
upon  the  express  promise  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  made  through  Colonel  Churchill,  that 
if  this  film  was  turned  over  to  the  Creel  com- 
mittee for  its  use,  the  cost  would  be  repaid 
to  the  defendant.  True,  ujxan  that  theory, 
an  independent  action  might  be  maintained 
by  defendant  in  the  Court  of  Claims;  but 
that  ought  not  to  be  the  exclusive  remedy, 
where  the  svibject  was  merely  one  item  in  the 
execution  of  the  contract,  was  actually  taken 
Into  account  by  the  plaintiff  in  its  settle- 
ment of  accounts  under  that  contract,  and 
was  paid  In  full.  That  circuity  of  action 
should  not  be  necessary. 

(7)  The  three  items  thus  far  considered 
upon  their  merits  are  also  very  well  con- 
trolled by  the  theory  of  accord  and  satisfac- 
tion or  compromise  and  settlement,  already 
discussed.  It  is  true  that,  at  the  time  when 
various  Items  then  In  dispute  were  submit- 
ted to  the  Chief  of  the  Finance  Division  and 
by  him  disposed  of  in  a  way  that  was  aj- 
qulesced  in  by  all,  no  controversy  had  been 
raised  as  to  the  Item  of  8p>eclal  depreciation. 
The  appraisal  had  been  made,  and  the  vouch- 
er for  the  item  had  been  prepared.  No  one 
questioned  Its  propriety.  At  the  same  time, 
it  underlay  all  the  suspense  items  which  were 
submitted  to  Colonel  Downey.  It  was  ex- 
pressly mentioned  and  approved  In  contract 
1818-C.  which  evidenced  the  final  adjust- 
ment. The  effect  of  this  lack  of  contest 
would  be  different  if  there  were  any  way  to 
restore  defendant  to  the  position  it  would 
have  had  If  this  Item  had  been  contested  and 
denied.  It  is  at  least  probably  that  defend- 
ant would  then  have  exercised  Its  right  if 
appeal,  both  as  to  this  and  the  other  items 
which  were  dented.  The  allowance  without 
contest  of  the  special  depreciation  was  a  part 
of  the  consideration  leading  to  defendant's 
acquiescence  in  the  denial  of  th2  other  Items, 
but.  however  much  the  effect  of  the  settle- 
ment contract  may  be  thus  mlrimized  as  to 
the  special  depreciation  item,  this  disparage- 
ment does  not  extend  to  the  amusement  park 
and  motion  picture  Items.  They  w?re  con- 
tested, and  their  allowance  was  deliberately 
considered. 

It  Is  a'so  argued  that  the  Items  disallowed 
by  the  Chief  of  the  Finance  Division  were 
claims  of  such  tenuous  character  that  they 
do  not  carry  substantial  appeal  to  a  court 
of  equity  en  the  ?»Tound  that  acqu;e<?cence  by 
all  In  their  disallowance  makes  It  Improper 
later  to  open  up  the  general  account.  The 
Items  s'.'bmltted  for  allowance  amou.nted  to 
about  tl.OCO.OOO.  A^jout  $200,000  were  al- 
lowed and  tSOO.OCO  rejected.  The  lari^est 
Item  of  the  latter  class  was  a  claim  for  $300.- 
000,  arising  because  the  existing  contract  at 
one  time  called  for  5.000  planes  and  provided 
for  paying  the  contractor  a  percentage  of  the 
saving  made  by  him  In  the  actual  cost  as 
compared  with  the  then  estimated  and 
stated  "bogey"  cost.  Later  there  was  a  modi- 
fication by  which  the  "bogey"  cost  and  per- 
centage were  changed,  so  reducing  the  con- 
tractor's profit.  Defendant  consented  to  this 
change,  upon  the  oral  assurance  that  the 
reserved  rleht  of  cancellation  should  not  be 
exercised.  Later  this  right  was,  In  effect, 
exercised,  and  the  change  in  the  contract  as 
to  the  profit  basis  resulted  In  this  loss  of 
profits  upon  the  planes  actually  made  and 
delivered.  The  claim  was  perhaps  more  ac- 
curately one  for  damages  than  for  profits. 
and  it  very  likely  did  not  have  leq;al  stand- 
ing: at  the  same  time,  It  had  some  equitable 
appeal,  and  could  have  been  pressed  on  re- 
view. The  remaining  $300,000  of  Items  pres- 
ent, so  far  as  we  may  Judge,  only  claims  of 
the  class  likely  to  arise  under  such  a  con- 
tract, and  most  of  which  might  or  might  not. 
upon  consideration,  turn  out  to  be  rightful. 
We  think  the  due  effect  of  these  allowances 
and  disallowances  and  the  acquiescence 
therein  cannot  be  avoided  on  the  ground  of 
obvious  lack  of  merit  In  the  Items  disallowed. 

As  the  account  between  the  parties  was 
left  by  the  performance  of  the  final  settle- 


ment, 181ft-C.  the  defendant's  profits  were 
such  that  it  was  compelled  to  and  did  pay 
to  the  United  States  war  profit  and  Income 
surtaxes  which  In  their  upper  brackets 
amounted  to.  say.  75  percent  of  the  profits. 
The  refunds  ordered  by  the  court  below  were 
all  taken  In  effect  from  these  upper  bracket.^, 
and  defendant  accordingly  claimed  that 
there  should  be  a  decree  against  It  for  only 
25  percent  of  whatever  relunds  were  found 
proper.  Our  disposition  of  the  main  ques- 
tions makes  It  unnecessary  to  consider  de- 
fendant's comnlatnt  with  regard  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  trial  court  upon  this  subject- 
matter. 

Lpon  the  cross-appeal,  the  comment  Just 
made  applies  to  the  subject-matter  of  Inter- 
est upon  the  refunds  concerning  the  disal- 
lowance of  which  Interest  the  plaintiff  com- 
plains and  appeals. 

(8)  The  three  remaining  Items  of  the  croes- 
spp-al  pertain  to  the  action  of  the  trial 
court  In  refusing  to  disturb  the  allowance 
to  the  defendant  and  the  payment  to  It 
cf  the  sums  claimed  for  the  services  of  pub- 
lic accountants.  $62,000  for  money  paid  for 
railroad  transportation  of  employees.  $137.- 
000:  and  for  •■bt)nus  for  savings."  $830,000. 
As  to  all  three  of  these  Items,  the  district 
court  held  that  they  were  either  expressly 
or  fairly  a  part  of  the  expenses  or  profits  to 
which  defendant  was  entitled  by  the  terms 
of  the  contract.  As  to  the  first  two.  we  see 
no  occasion  for  further  detailed  discussion, 
and  we  affirm  the  court  below.  As  to  the 
third,  the  bonus  for  savings,  the  complaint 
Is  that  although  the  contract  expressly  pro- 
vlies  therefor.  It  Is  to  that  extent  void  be- 
cause against  public  pwllcy,  and  that  thle 
position  Is  emphasized  in  the  present  case  by 
file  unconscionable  amount  of  profits  result- 
ing to  defendant.  This  provision  was  com- 
mon In  governmental  contracts  during  the 
war  Although  It  Is  said  to  have  been  new 
In  governmental  contracts  at  that  time,  it 
had  long  been  commnn  in  private  building 
contracts:  indeed.  It  was  almost  a  necessary 
cnrf)llary  or  Incident  of  a  coet-plus  contract. 
Much  Is  to  be  said  both  for  and  against  the 
economic  good  pcillcy  of  cost-plus  contract* 
f  ir  governmental  work:  but  It  Is  well  known 
that,  during  the  war  emergency,  they  seemed 
to  be  necessary,  and  that  they  were  author- 
ized and  employed  to  a  very  great  extent. 
To  preserve  the  motive  of  self-interest  on  the 
part  of  the  contrnctor  and  yet  to  neutrallae 
any  tendency  on  his  part  to  Increase  his 
percentage  by  Increasing  cost,  the  theory 
was  adopted  that  the  parties  should  agree 
upon  an  estimated  price,  which  would  be 
the  probable  cost  as  near  as  they  could  fore- 
see, and  that  then  the  contractor  should 
be  allowed.  In  addition  to  his  flat  percentage, 
a  portion  of  any  savings  which  he  was  able 
to  make  below  the  estimated  or  "bogey"  price. 
In  this  case  that  borfus  was  25  percent,  and, 
as  computed,  it  amounted  to  the  sum 
named. 

(9(  With  regard  to  plaintiff's  claim  that 
tills  provision  was  against  public  policy.  It 
Is  enough  to  say  that  no  authorities  are  cited 
to  that  effect,  and  that  for  the  courts  to 
undertake,  years  afterward,  to  set  aside  a 
wartime  contract  of  the  Government  be- 
cause against  public  policy  should  be  and  la. 
In  our  Judgment,  quite  Impoeslble.  Even  If 
the  subject  were  otherwise  open.  It  would  be 
difficult  to  set  aside  only  one  contract  pro- 
vision which  formed  a  part  of  the  considera- 
tion for  the  counterpromises. 

Nor  are  we  Impressed  that  defendant's 
profits  were  so  unconscionable  as  to  Justify 
taking  them  away  upon  any  vague  grounds. 
If  Indeed,  that  might  ever  be  done.  The 
contract,  or  rather  the  series  of  contracts 
which  were  practically  a  unit,  occupied  some 
18  months:  the  original  capital  Invested  was 
about  $1,000,000  but.  with  borrowed  money, 
general  debts,  and  reinvested  profits,  the 
average  capital  employed  during  the  last 
year  was  some  $5,000,000.  The  toUl  cost  to 
defendant  of  Its  output  was  some  $37,000,- 
000,  and  Its  final  net  profit  from  these  con- 
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tracts,  after  it  had  paid  the  excess  profits 
taxes  Imposed  to  meet  this  kind  of  a  situa- 
tion, was  about  $1,000,000.  Plaintiff  pro- 
poses to  find  a  reasonable  profit  by  com- 
puting an  annual  percent,  of  customary 
amount.  up>on  the  original  capital  invest- 
ment: on  the  other  hand,  where  much  addi- 
tional capital  is  borrowed  and  both  business 
and  reputation.  Indeed  financial  existence, 
are  Involved,  businessmen  commonly  com- 
pare their  profit  with  their  output.  Upon 
this  basis  the  profit,  even  Including  bonus, 
was  nut  over  4  fjercent.  We  ag'ee  with  the 
district  Judge  that,  under  the  circumstarwres. 
"the  actual  profits  of  manufacture  (ex- 
cluding special  depreciation)  were  neither 
exorbitant  nor  excessive." 

Upon  the  entire  record,  the  case  will  be 
remanded,  with  instructions  to  dismiss  tiio 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Did  the 
Chair  correctly  understand  the  Senator 
from  Ma.s.sachu."?ett.s  to  request  that  the 
Baker  letter  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
following  the  printing  of  the  Hughes 
report? 

Mr  S'VLTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  assured 
me  that  the  Baker  letter  will  be  included 
as  a  part  of  the  Hughes  report,  at  the 
end.  That  is  satisfactory  to  me.  but  it 
may  be  put  in  at  this  point,  if  desired. 

(The  Baker  letter  refen-ed  to  is  as 
follows : ) 

Januait  16.  1919. 

Chaipman  C'^MMimnr  on  Military  Aftauis, 
Hnxt'te  of  Representatives. 

Mt  Dka«  .«!«•  Upon  the  submission  to  the 
Pre.^ldent  of  the  report  of  the  Honorable 
Charles  E  Hughes  and  the  report  of  the 
Attorney  General  covering  the  aircraft  in- 
vestigation. I  directed  that  the  specific  rec- 
ommendations contained  In  those  reports  be 
txtiacled  for  my  conslderaiicn  and  for  such 
action  by  me  as  might  be  required  In  the 
premlFPs.  The.se  extraf-ts  were  referred  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Army 
directing  a  thorough  and  cf^mprehenslve  in- 
quiry into  the  allegations  affecting  the  con- 
duct of  Colonel  Deeds  He  was  directed  not 
cnly  to  review  all  evidence  taken  by  Judge 
Hughes,  which  the  Attorney  General  kindly 
n>ade  available,  but  to  secure  all  other  facts 
obtainable  In   this  case. 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  committed 
the  matter  to  a  board  of  review,  consisting 
of  offlcers  of  high  ability  and  character  wholly 
disassociated  from  any  previous  business  or 
personal  relations  either  with  Colonel  Deeds 
or  with  any  matters  affecting  aircraft  pro- 
duction. This  board  carefully  and  system- 
atically examined  all  of  this  evidence  and 
cibialrked  all  possible  additional  facts,  and 
It.s  conclusions  are  therefore  based  upon 
fuller  Inquiry  than  was  found  possible  within 
the  time  and  opportunities  at  the  disposal 
of  Judge  Hughes,  and  this  examination  is. 
In  effec-t.  the  accomplishment  of  the  thor- 
ough inquiry  which  Judge  Hughes  had  in 
mmd  wlien  he  suggested  that  these  transac- 
tions be  examined  by  a  court  martial.  The 
purpose  of  Judge  Hughes'  suggestion  is  there- 
lore  accomplished. 

This  record  undoubtedly  shows  that  Colo- 
nel Deeds,  absorbed  In  the  activities  of  air- 
craft production,  neglected  to  give  his  per- 
sonal attention  to  transactions  affecting  his 
personal  financial  affairs,  and  this  neglect 
on  his  part  gave  rise  to  app>earance  which 
required  painstaking  investigation  In  order 
to  show  their  true  character. 

The  unanimous  report  of  this  board  of  re- 
view, approved  by  the  Acting  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  recommends  that  Colonel  Deeds 
be  not  tried  by  court  martial  on  any  of  the 
grounds  suggested,  and  this  recommendation 
has  been  approved  by  me. 

Colonel  Dieeds  was  one  of  a  large  group  of 
men  who  came  to  Washington  at  great  per- 
sonal and  pecuniary  sacrifice  to  render  serv- 


ice to  the  Government  In  the  great  emer- 
gency caused  by  our  participation  In  the  war. 

My  duty  as  Secretary  of  War,  with  regard 
to  any  public  servant  under  my  Jvirlsdlctlon, 
is  clearly  to  bring  about  proper  punishment 
for  wrongdoing  and  equally  clearly  to  protect 
those  public  servants  whose  conduct  is  faith- 
ful and  upright  against  embarrassment, 
humiliation,  or  loss. 

Very  wide  publicity  has  been  attached  to 
the  acts  of  Colonel  Deeds  as  a  member  of  the 
Aircraft  Board.  I  do  not  know  if  it  will  ever 
be  possible  to  overtake  the  Judgments  which 
have  been  formed  upon  partial  information 
on  this  subject.  This  Department,  however, 
will  make  every  effort  to  secure  the  widest 
publicity  for  the  action  now  taken  and  for 
the  grounds  upon  which  it  rests. 

To  carry  this  into  effect.  I  am  therefore 
transmitting  to  your  committee  for  its  in- 
formation, and  with  the  request  for  Its  pub- 
lication in  the  record,  if  the  proprieties  of 
the  situation  permit,  a  copy  of  the  report  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General.  Similar  copies 
are  being  furnished  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  United  States 
Senate,  the  Attorney  General,  and  Colonel 
Deeds. 

Ina.«much  as  the  purpose  of  Jud^e  Hughes' 
suggestion  has  been  accomplished,  I  have 
directed  that  all  the  records  in  this  case  be 
filed  In  the  War  Department  and  that  this 
matter  be  considered  as  closed. 
Cordially  yours, 

Newton  D.  Baker. 

Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  me, 
to  permit  me  to  have  the  statements  in 
the  Record  appear  in  proper  sequence? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Very  well.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky. 

If  the  Baker  letter  Is  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  together  with  the  Hughes 
report.  I  think  there  should  also  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  immediately  fol- 
lowing the  Baker  letter,  the  extract  from 
the  House  committee  report  which  has 
to  do  with  the  Baker  matter  and  the 
court  martial  of  Colonel  Deeds.  That 
material  appears  in  the  latest  hearing, 
beginning  on  page  13,  and  continuing  to 
the  top  of  page  14. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
material  referred  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
from  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(TTie  following  is  quoted  from  page  18  of 
the  House  report  under  the  headline  "Ra- 
sponsibiUty  for  Deeds.") 

Reeponsibilitt  for  Deeds 

Col.  Edward  A.  Deeds,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  was 
placed  In  charge  of  the  Equipment  Division 
of  Aviation  under  General  Squier  In  August 
1917,  4  months  after  our  entry  Into  the  war. 
Nothing  appears  In  any  of  the  hearings  of 
any  Investigation  to  show  why  Deeds  was 
appointed.  Deeds  knew  nothing  of  aircraft. 
Deeds  had  never  been  connected  with  any 
Government  activity.  Secretary  Baker  says 
he  never  saw  Deeds  until  after  his  appoint- 
ment, although  Deeds  and  Secretary  Baker 
were  both  from  Ohio. 

Justice  Hughes'  report  found  that  Deeds 
began  his  activities  by  centering  aircraft  op- 
erations at  Dayton,  Ohio:  that  he  gave  large 
contracts  to  his  business  associates — Ketter- 
ing, Talbott,  and  others  In  that  city — al- 
though they  had  no  previous  experience  In 
such  matters:  that  he  located  several  avia- 
tion fields  around  Dayton  in  Improper  loca- 
tions, and  also  located  fields  In  Florida  with- 
out authority  or  explanation;  that  Deeds  was 
largely  Interested  in  corporations  controlling 


the  Delco  Ignition  system  used  In  the  pro- 
jected Liberty  motor,  whereas  prior  to  Its 
use  on  the  Liberty  the  magneto  system  had 
been  used  on  all  airplane  engines  (p.  58  of 
record ) . 

The  following  Is  from  the  Hughes  report 
(p.  57  of  record)  : 

"At  the  Inception  of  the  Government's 
aviation  activity  In  connection  with  the  war 
and  within  the  sphere  of  Colonel  Deeds'  Im- 
portant If  not  commanding  Influence,  his 
former  bioslness  associates  were  placed  at 
once,  through  Government  contracts,  in  a 
position  where  they  had  assurance  of  very 
large  profits  upon  a  comparatively  small  In- 
vestment of  their  own  money,  and  in  addi- 
tion were  able  to  secure  generotis  salaries 
which  they  charged  against  the  Government 
as  part  of  the  cost  of  manufacture  " 

After  reciting  evidence  in  support  of  his 
conclusions.   Justice   Hughes  finds: 

"Tlie  evidence  with  respect  to  Col.  Edward 
A.  Deeds  should  be  presented  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  to  the  end  that  Colonel  Deeds 
may  be  tried  by  court  martial  under  articles 
95  and  96  of  the  Articles  of  War." 

Justice  Hughes'  report  in  part  2  of  this  re- 
port includes  a  detailed  statement  of  testi- 
mony on  which  the  finding  was  based. 

In  the  Attorney  General's  report  (p.  58  of 
the  record)   this  finding  appears: 

"I  acquiesce  in  the  recommendations  of 
Jud're  Hughes  that  the  facts  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  War." 

Because  of  these  findings  and  recommen- 
dations for  court  martial,  it  is  proper  to  say 
that  about  4  years  before  his  appointment  to 
produce  aircraft  Deeds  achieved  considerable 
notoriety  In  Ohio,  where  he  was  prosecuted 
In  the  Federal  court  for  alleged  bribery  and 
criminal  methods  In  driving  his  comf>etitors 
out  of  the  cash-register  business,  and  was 
convicted  by  a  Jury  after  a  trial  lasting  over 
a  montli  and  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for 
1  year. 

An  appeal  was  taken,  with  EO  assignments 
of  error,  and  the  case  was  reversed  and  no 
retrial  was  ever  had  (pp.  50-52).  Deeds' 
innocence  may  be  conceded,  for  the  sa'ue 
of  argument,  though  no  second  trial  oc- 
curred, but  the  charge,  conviction,  and  court 
record  were  enough  to  put  any  responsible 
official  on  inqulrjr  before  giving  Deeds  a 
place  of  transcendent  Importance  In  charge 
of  matters  about  which  he  knew  nothing. 

WHY     WAS     deeps'     <X)URT    MARTIAL     PREVENTED? 

For  Deeds'  alleged  efforts  to  place  large 
Government  contracts  with  his  business 
asEOClates  In  Dayton,  under  questionable 
arrangements,  and  for  other  reasons  stated 
In  his  report.  Justice  Hughes  recommended 
Deeds  for  court  martial  ( pp.  57-58 ) ,  and 
Attorney  General  Gregory  Joined  In  the  re- 
port to  the  extent  of  declaring  Colonel 
Deeds'  conduct  inexcusable,  reprehensible, 
and  censurable,  and  recommended  that  all 
the  facts  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
War   (p.  58). 

Based  on  the  Hughes  record,  the  Judge 
Advocate  General's  office  on  November  11, 
1918.  submitted  its  report  approving  the 
Hughes  recommendations  and  Iiolding.  In 
addition,  that  If  Colonel  Deeds  was  under 
oath  when  testifying  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee he  should  be  court  martlaled  for  per- 
jury, if  false  statements  were  shown  to  have 
been  made   (p.  2652). 

Subsequently,  Secretary  of  War  Baker  sent 
word  to  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  office 
requesting  that  other  witnesses  be  heard  on 
behalf  of  Deeds  and  that  the  report  be  re- 
considered (p.  2653) .  This  action,  your  com- 
mittee Is  Informed,  was  unprecedented. 
Colonel  Deeds'  attorney  and  two  business 
associates,  connected  with  these  same  Gov- 
ernment contracts,  were  thereupon  heard 
and  a  new  report  rendered  exctaieratlng  Deeds 
(p.  2687).  Secretary  Baker's  activity  In  pro- 
tecting Deeds  against  Justice  Hughes'  find- 
ing It  at  once  astonishing  and  significant. 
With  a  record  that  affected  lives  of  men  and 
charges  of   inordinate  selfisbness  sup{xtrud 
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by  specific  facta.  Deeds  sbould  Iuit*  been 
placed  on  trial  to  be  conTlcted  If  guilty,  to 
be  vindicated  if  innocent.  According  to  the 
testimony  Secretary  Baker  prevented  lucb 
action. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KEPAUVER  I  was  out  of  the 
Chamber  for  a  few  minutes:  but  I  have 
been  advised  that  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky has  said  that  I  had  not  fully  or 
correctly  stated  the  facts,  and  that  it  is 
a  fact  that  no  charge  was  made  by  Mr. 
Hughes  of  improper  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.  Did 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  make  such 
a  statement? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  said  there  was  no 
charge  against  Mr.  Talbott  as  an  indi- 
vidual of  any  wrongdoing  or  improper 
conduct. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Did  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  say  there  was  no  charge 
of  improper  conduct  or  wrongdoing 
against  the  Dayton -Wright  Airplane  Co.? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  did  discuss  the  point 
of  Mr.  Talbott's  responsibility  as  an  offi- 
cer of  the  company.  I  pointed  out  that 
to  hold  Mr.  Talbott  responsible  as  an 
officer  for  any  wrongdoing  on  the  part  of 
the  company,  there  would  have  to  be  a 
finding  of  some  wrongdoing  on  the  part 
of  the  company.  The  court  held  there 
was  no  wrongdoing  by  the  company. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KEPAUVER.  If  we  examine  page 
4  of  the  latest  hearings,  we  find  that 
Mr.  Hughes  criticized  very  severely  the 
promoters  of  the  enterprise,  namely,  the 
Dayton-Wright  Airplane  Co.,  and  criti- 
cized very  severely  their  action.  I  can 
read  the  particular  paragraphs  bearing 
on  that  matter  if  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky wishes  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  jrield  at  this  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  has  the  floor.  Doe--  he  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  CaUfoiiiia? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  per- 
mit me  to  address  an  inquiry  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  missed  a  part  of 
the  statement  previously  made  by  the 
Senator.  I  have  read  the  hearings  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  am  trying  to 
ascertain  from  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee  whether  there  is  any- 
thing in  either  the  court  decision  or  the 
Hughes  report  which  casts  a  reflection 
upon  Mr.  Harold  E.  Talbott,  whose  nomi- 
nation to  be  Secretary  of  tiie  Air  Force 
is  presently  before  the  Senate  for  con- 
firmation. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Nothing,  except 
that  the  Hughes  report  identifies  him 
as  being  the  president  of  the  Dayton- 
Wright  Co..  and  the  Hughes  report  then 
condemns^  very  bitterly  and  strongly  the 
officers  of  the  Dayton-Wright  Co. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  But  if  it  would  be 
fair  for  the  senior  Senator  from  Cali- 


fornia to  address  the  inquiry  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee,  is  the  Senator  now 
advocating  the  doctrine  of  giUlt  by  as- 
sociation? Is  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see enunciating  the  doctrine  that  because 
charges  were  made  against  other  indi- 
viduals, perhaps  against  a  relative,  35 
years  ago  and  because  this  nominee  hap- 
pened either  to  be  in  the  company,  or 
related  to  someone  who  was  in  the  com- 
pany, the  Senate  should  therefore  with- 
hold confirmation? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  California  has  apparently 
missed  the  entire  argument.  Certainly 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  never 
advocated  guilt  by  association,  and  never 
shall:  and  I  am  somewhat  surprised  that 
the  Senator  from  California  would  insin- 
uate that  that  might  be  the  case  now. 
Holding  the  president  of  a  corporation 
responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  corpora- 
tion is  net  guilt  by  association.  The 
case  here  is  that  Mr.  Charles  Evans 
Hughes  said— and  I  shall  read  but  two 
paragraphs : 

The  promoters  of  this  enterprise,  not  con- 
tent with  these  profits  which  were  to  accrue 
to  them,  either  directly  or  through  their 
ownership  of  the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co  . 
at  once  took  r  jvanUge  of  the  opportunity 
to  Increase  their  gains  by  salaries  as  execu- 
tive officers  of  the  Dayton-Wrtght  Airplane 
Co.  Dating  from  August  1.  1917.  the  sal- 
aries thus  allowed  were  as  follows:  H.  E  Tal- 
bott. Sr.,  $35,000:  C  F.  Kettering,  $35,000. 
and  H.  E.  Talbott.  Jr.  (30  years  old.  who 
was  made  president  of  the  company ) ,  $30,000. 

At  that  time,  H.  E.  Talbott.  Jr..  was 
also  receiving  a  salary  of  $18,000  from 
the  Dayton  Metal  Products  Co. 
I  read  from  the  next  paragraph: 
But  the  fact  remains  that  practically  at 
the  Inception  of  the  Government's  aviation 
activity  In  connection  with  the  war,  and 
within  the  sphere  of  Colonel  Deeds'  impor- 
tant. If  not  commanding.  Influence,  his  for- 
mer business  associates  were  placed  at  once 
through  Government  contracts  In  a  position 
where  they  had  the  assurance  of  very  large 
profits  upon  a  relatively  smaU  Investment 
of  their  own  money,  and  In  addition  were 
able  to  secure  generous  salaries,  which  they 
charged  against  the  Government  as  part  of 
the  cost  of  manufactxire. 

There  are  other  statements  similar  to 
that.  Reference  has  been  made  to  guilt 
by  association.  Mr.  Hughes  talks  about 
the  company,  he  talks  about  the  pro- 
moters, and  officers  of  the  company. 
The  officers  were  Mr.  Talbott,  whose 
nomination  is  now  before  the  Senate, 
his  father,  and  Mr.  Kettering.  I  know 
of  no  one  who  can  be  held  responsible 
for  what  a  corporation  does  other  than 
its  officers. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.     In  the  Senator's  study  of 
the  case,  did  he  find  that  at  any  time 
the  Hughes  report  recommended  any  ac- 
tion  whatever   against   the  junior  Mr 
Talbott? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  No,  I  did  not;  and 
let  me  say  in  fairness,  I  think  he  was  in 
fact  a  junior  officer  of  the  Dayton 
Wright  Airplane  Co.  I  may  say  I  do 
not  think  he  was  the  commanding  fig- 


ure.   But  he  was  one  of  the  ofBcers  and 
one  of  the  promoters. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  Mr.  Hughes  did  rec> 
ommend  that  information  be  placed  be- 
fore the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  end 
that  Colonel  Deeds  might  be  tried  by 
court-martial,  but  he  did  not  make  any 
recommendation  as  to  any  action  against 
Mr.  Talbott,  Jr.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  Hughes  set 
forth  in  his  report  that  unfortunately 
what  was  done  by  the  officers  of  the  com- 
pany, was  not  covered  by  the  criminal 
sections  of  the  code.  He  did  recommend 
that  Colonel  Deeds  be  court-martialed; 
that  is  correct. 

Mr  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  ques- 
tion? 

Mr  KEFAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  and  I  have  discussed  this 
question  in  conversations  in  the  com- 
mittee room  and  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee and  I  agree  that  the  statements 
in  the  Hughes  report  are  critical.  To 
my  way  of  thinking,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that.  But  the  Hughes  report, 
when  it  was  referred  to  Newton  D.  Biker. 
Secretary  of  War,  imposed  upon  the  Sec- 
retary the  duty  of  deciding  whether  to 
proceed  with  the  court-martial.  He  ap- 
pointed a  board  of  review,  which  heard 
additional  witne.sses.  That  apparently 
was  a  procedure  about  which  there  might 
be  some  question,  but  the  Board  heard 
them,  and  was  convinced  that  there  was 
no  evidence  upon  which  to  court-martial 
Colonel  Deeds.  Later,  the  Secretary  of 
War  confirmed  that  action.  So  we  have 
the  ."Situation  of  a  very  distinguished  law- 
yer, Mr.  Hugnes,  being  critical,  but  of 
an  equally  distinguished  lawyer.  Mr. 
Baker,  upon  the  hearing  of  additional 
witnesse.s,  deciding  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence upon  which  to  base  a  court-mar- 
tial, or  that  would  warrent  such  a  court 
martial.    That  is  the  situation:  is  It  not? 

Mr  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  I>resident.  I  beg 
to  differ  with  the  Senator.  That  is  not 
the  situation.  Nowhere  did  Secretary 
Baker  differ  with  the  Hughes  report 
or  with  the  same  findings  by  the  House 
committee,  except  as  to  whether  Colonel 
Deeds  should  be  court-martialed.  There 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  Secretary  Baker,  as  to  the  improper 
action  of  the  Dayton  Wright  Airplane 
Co .  or  its  officers.  The  action  of  Secre- 
tary Baker  referred  only  to  the  calling 
of  another  board,  to  determine  whether 
Colonel  Deds  .should  be  tried  by  court- 
martial.  I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
while  I  have  always  had  a  high  regard 
for  Secretary  Baker,  yet  in  reading  vol- 
umes of  testimony,  as  I  have  within  the 
past  few  days,  his  indifferent  attitude 
toward  airplane  production  during  the 
war  is.  I  fear,  a  rather  sad  picture.  The 
evidence  also  shows  that  when  the  Deeds 
matter  had  been  passed  upon  by  Hughes, 
by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  and  by  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral, for  some  reason  Secretary  Baker 
called  in  another  board.  This  board, 
according  to  the  House  committee,  called 
in  two  former  business  associates,  after 
which  Secretary  Baker  exonerated  IDeeds. 
But  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  fac- 
tual findings  with  reference  to  what  the 
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airplane  company  did.  It  refers  only 
to  the  court-martialing  of  Colonel  Deeds 
and  on  this  score  I  fear  that  somebody 
sold  Secretary  Baker  a  bill  of  goods. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  as  my 
colleagues  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
will  recall.  I  vigorously  opposed  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson  to 
be  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Robert  T.  B.  Stevens,  to  be 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  My  posiUon  was 
not  in  any  way  based  upon  a  lack  of  con- 
fidence in  their  qualiflcations  or  upon 
a  lack  of  regard  and  respect  for  their 
character  and  Integrity.  It  was  based 
solely  upon  the  fact  that  I  felt  the  con- 
firmation of  their  nominations  would 
be  contrary  to  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
the  law  which  is  now  upon  our  statute 
books,  a  law  which  was  wisely  written 
into  our  statutes  in  order  to  prevent  any 
abuse  that  might  come  about  through  a 
Conflict  of  interest. 

I  never  felt  more  certain  of  the  sound- 
ness of  my  position,  or  more  fearful  that 
the  action  of  the  Senate  in  relation  to 
these  two  nominations  would  lead  us 
into  serious  difficulties  in  the  future. 
But  I  do  not  intend  to  oppose  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Harold  E.  Talbott.  Mr. 
President,  because  I  think  the  situation 
is  entirely  different.  Argiunents  have 
been  advanced  today  with  reference  to 
the  relationship  of  Mr.  Talbott  to  the 
defense  of  our  country  and  to  the  pro- 
curement of  supplies  for  it  in  1917  and 
1918.  We  have  heard  quotations  from 
a  very  vigorous  report  by  a  former  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States.  Charles 
Evans  Hughes,  for  whom  no  man  in  this 
country  has  greater  respect  than  I.  But. 
Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  that  such 
delinquencies  as  may  have  existed  in 
the  companies  or  in  the  individuals  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  in  the 
report,  apply  necessarily  to  the  nominee 
whose  name  is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr  President.  I  should  like  to  go  back 
a  little  bit  into  history.  I  think  I  can 
speak  from  personal  experience.  I  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  procurement 
of  war  supplies  in  1917  and  1918.  and  a 
preat  deal  to  do  with  the  logistics  of 
those  critical  years  of  the  First  World 
War.  I  was  then  a  colonel  on  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  and  served  as  the  assistant  to 
Gen.  George  W.  Goethals  during  those 
years.  General  Goethals  was  Director  of 
Purchase.  Storage,  and  Transportation. 
He  had  In  his  cognizance  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility of  procurement,  of  storage, 
and  of  transportation  of  the  supplies 
during  that  war.  It  was  a  highly  Im- 
portant and  difficult  position. 

I  think  it  is  impossible  for  us.  after  so 
long  a  lapse  of  time,  particularly  for 
those  who  were  not  connected  with  the 
war  effort  of  the  First  World  War.  to 
realize  the  difference  in  the  conditions 
existing  in  those  trying  days  and  those 
existing  in  the  Second  World  War  and 
since  then.  We  were  thrown  into  the 
First  World  War  in  April  1917.  No  prep- 
arations whatsoever  had  been  made  for 
the  equipment  of  our  military  forces  or 
for  our  defense.  We  had  virtually  no 
supplies.  We  did  not  have  sufficient  sup- 
plies to  equip  more  than  a  very  few  regi- 
ments. I  recall  that  in  the  spring  of 
1917  I  used  to  go  to  Governor's  Island 
and  drill.  All  I  had  to  drill  with  was  a 
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broomstick.  We  had  no  rifles,  xto  small 
arms,  no  ammunition,  no  tanks,  planes, 
or  anjrthing  else.  What  is  more  impor- 
tant Is  that  we  had  no  standards  of  pro- 
curement. We  had  to  depend  on  our 
own  resources  in  order  to  map  out  and 
trace  the  path  we  would  follow.  We  had 
to  blaze  a  completely  new  trail  in  pro- 
curement and  production. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  At  that  time 
there  was  no  airplane  production  in  ex- 
istence in  this  country,  was  there? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  was  no  air- 
craft production ;  there  was  no  tank  pro- 
duction; and  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  there  was  virtually 
no  production  of  any  kind  for  war  pur- 
poses. 

I  remember  when  I  first  came  to 
Washington  there  was  great  need  of 
haversacks  and  cartridge  belts,  and 
blankets  for  the  soldiers — simple  articles, 
of  course,  as  compared  with  tdrplanes 
and  tanks  and  guns.  I  had  to  go  up 
SUte  to  a  little  island  in  the  Hudson 
River — I  forget  its  name — where  some- 
one had  a  warehouse  full  of  second-hand 
goods  which  he  had  accumulated  to  sup- 
ply the  needs  of  Uttle  countries  in  Europe 
and  Latin  America.  We  bought  those 
goods.  We  did  not  buy  them  under  com- 
petitive bidding;  we  bought  them  at  any 
price  the  owner  wanted  to  charge,  be- 
cause we  desperately  needed  those  things 
to  equip  even  a  handful  of  men.  the  first 
contingent  which  was  sent  to  Europe  a 
few  weeks  later. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  there  were 
things  done  in  the  First  World  War  that 
we  would  not  have  thought  of  condoning 
in  the  Second  World  War  or  in  any 
period  between  the  two  wars,  or  today,  if, 
unhappily,  problems  of  r.  similar  nature 
should  arise. 

For  instance,  I  have  always  been 
against  cost-plus  contracts.  I  was 
against  them  at  that  time  as  I  am 
against  them  today.  But  we  did  not 
have  any  choice.  If  we  were  going  to 
get  any  supplies,  we  had  to  make  the 
incentive  for  manufacture  and  produc- 
tion sufficiently  attractive  to  persuade 
I)eople  to  make  goods  with  which  they 
were  completely  unfamiliar  and  as  to 
which  they  had  no  experience  or  knowl- 
edge whatsoever. 

I  can  say.  Mr.  President,  that  un- 
doubtedly many  of  us  cut  comers  dur- 
ing that  time.  In  those  days,  those  of 
us  who  wanted  to  procure  goods,  who 
wanted  to  get  production,  who  wanted 
to  equip  the  military,  had  to  take  short 
cuts  in  order  to  reduce  delay  and  frus- 
tration. There  was  no  choice  if  we 
wtmted  to  speed  up  production  of  the 
goods  which  were  so  necessary  for  our 
own  defense  and  survivaL 

I  recall.  Mr.  E>resident,  that  during  the 
war  and  a  short  time  after  the  war 
everyone  was  applauding  the  men  who 
produced  and  got  the  goods  for  our  de- 
fense, but  after  the  war,  as  is  so  often 
the  case,  many  were  damning  and  con- 
demning the  very  people  who  were  most 
successful  in  procuring  goods. 

I  recall  painfully  and  with  shame,  that 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Benedict  Crowell,  than 


whom,  in  my  opinion,  there  was  no  finer 
public  servant,  was  indicted  after  the 
war.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  he  escaped 
conviction,  but  he  was  indicted,  and  it 
took  months,  if  not  years,  to  clear  his 
name.  And  even  the  great  Secretary  of 
War,  Newton  D.  Baker,  was  threatened 
with  impeachment 

So  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
If  we  are  going  to  judge  a  man.  particu- 
larly a  very  young  man,  who  was  un- 
doubtedly under  the  in^uence  of  his 
father  and  of  a  partner  of  his  father 
whom  he  respected  very  highly — by  the 
standards  of  today  rather  than  the 
standards  that  were  accepted  and  fol- 
lowed 36  years  ago^we  may  be  doing  a 
grave  injustice  to  him  and  to  the  Presi- 
dent who  has  nominated  him. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Tal- 
bott. I  have  never  met  him.  so  far  as  I 
recalL  I  think  it  was  right  and  just  1x) 
interrogate  him.  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KkfauvekI 
and  other  Senators  did  interrogate  him 
in  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  He 
may  be  a  man  of  high  character  or  he 
may  not  be  a  man  of  high  character;  he 
may  be  a  man  of  great  ability  or  he  may 
lack  ability.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that. 
But  I  believe  the  President  should  have 
wide  latitude  in  the  selection  of  men  for 
key  positions  and  I  am  unwilling  to  op- 
pose his  nominees  unless  I  beUeve  their 
confirmation  is  contrary  to  law.  as  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr.  Stevens,  or 
until  I  am  convinced  that  they  were 
guilty  of  acts  that  were  inmioral  at  the 
time  they  were  committed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     Mr.  President. 

will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.   LEHMAN.    M   the  Senator  will 

permit  me  to  finish  my  statement,  I  shall 

be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  although  I  have  op- 
p>osed  nominations  for  several  defense 
positions  made  by  the  President  sis  vigor- 
ously as  has  any  other  Senator,  because 
I  felt  convinced  they  were  contrary  to 
the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  our  laws,  I 
think  this  case  is  different,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  not  going  to  oppose  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Tal- 
bott whose  name  has  come  before  us  as 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.    Mr.  President* 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 
Mr.   SALTONSTALL     First,  I  thank 
the  Senator  for   his  very  helpful  re- 
marks, which  were  to  the  point. 

The  Senator  referred  to  General  Goe- 
thals, and  the  Liberty  motor,  which 
w£is  used  in  the  first  airplanes  which 
came  from  the  production  line  of  Mr. 
Ford's  factory  and  other  factories,  and 
was  the  result  of  designs  that  were  made 
during  that  time.  I  should  Uke  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  that  was  the  suc- 
cessful airplane  engine  used  in  America 
and  also  in  England  and  France? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  wish  to  rely 
on  my  memory  of  events  that  happened 
in  1917  and  1918,  35  and  36  years  ago.  As 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts knows,  so  many  things  have 
happened  in  my,  life  since  that  time, 
that  I  should  very  much  dislike  to  rely 
on  my  memory  regarding  the  details  of 
our  prociirement  operations  in  World 
War  L 
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Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Cooper],  I  wish  to  sunmuirize  my 
position  in  the  matter  of  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Talbott,  because,  I  say  most  re- 
spectfully to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  I  think  he  has  unintentionally  left 
an  impression  in  the  Record  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  is  not  borne  out  by 
the  facts,  as  the  Record  will  show  when 
the  Senator  reads  it  tomorrow.  My 
summary  of  this  case,  referring  first  to 
the  House  investigation,  is  as  follows: 

First,  the  House  investigation  went 
Into  the  whole  question  of  airplane  pro- 
curement, including  the  airplane  policies 
of  the  Dayton- Wright  Co.,  of  which  the 
present  nominee  was  an  officer  at  the 
time  of  the  investigation. 

Second,  the  Hughes  investigation  went 
Into  the  matter  of  the  conduct  of  Colonel 
Deeds,  and  the  conduct  of  Colonel  Deeds 
was  the  subject  matter  of  the  Baker 
report.  The  Baker  report  did  not  go 
Into  any  finding  of  the  Hughes  report 
as  to  the  manufacturing  and  profits 
policies  of  the  13ayton- Wright  Co..  of 
which  the  junior  Talbott  and  the  senior 
Talbott  were  officers  at  the  time.  The 
Baker  report  went  into  the  matter  of 
whether  or  not  Deeds  should  be  court- 
martialed.  A  reading  of  the  House  com- 
mittee report  will  show  that  it  was  the 
view  of  the  House  committee  that  for 
reasons  of  his  own.  whatever  they  may 
have  been,  although  not  satisfactory  to 
the  House  committee  at  the  time,  what 
Mr.  Baker  had  done  was  to  have  the 
matter  reviewed  by  some  persons  close 
to  Deeds  in  business.  The  House  com- 
mittee did  not  agree  with  Baker. 

Be  that  as  it  may.  the  Baker  report 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  findings  of 
Charles  Evans  Hughes  in  regard  to  the 
unconscionable  conduct  of  certain  air- 
plane companies  during  the  war  in  re- 
spect to  the  huge  profits  that  were  made 
out  of  a  small  investment. 

The  third  point  is  that  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  case  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Deeds  matter.  It  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  profits  matter,  insofar 
as  any  determinative  decision  was  con- 
cerned, with  respect  to  the  question 
whether  Hughes  was  right  or  wrong 
wlien  he  took  the  position  that  the  air- 
plane companies  were  making  uncon- 
scionable profits. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  a  great 
lawyer,  and  he  knows  that  a  court,  in 
handing  down  its  decision,  cannot  go 
beyond  the  pleadings.  He  knows  that 
a  court  cannot  go  beyond  the  terms  of 
reference  in  the  case.  If  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  will  read  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  decision  which  he  has 
placed  in  the  Record,  he  will  see  that 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals  did  not  have 
jurisdiction  over  the  issues  that  Hughes 
was  raising  in  his  report  concerning  the 
conduct  of  the  airplane  companies. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  quite 
right  when  he  pointed  out  that  the 
Hughes  inquiry  was  a  broad  one,  which 
went  not  only  into  the  Dayton-Wright 
Co.  policies  and  practices  but  also  into 
many  other  companies. 

In  my  judgment,  it  was  the  findings  of 
the  report  by  Charles  Evans  Hughes  that 
had  such  great  weight  with  the  House 
comnultee  at  that  time,  ^-d  which  laid 


the  factual  foundation  by  way  of  data 
and  evidence  that  were  needed  for  the 
passage  of  subsequent  legislation  which 
now  makes  it  impossible  to  indulge  in 
such  conduct  as  was  followed  by  air- 
plane companies  during  World  War  I. 
My  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [  Mr.  Lehman  1 ,  does  not  change  the 
fact  by  his  argument  or  rationalization 
that  the  Hughes  report  was  not  very 
complimentary  to  these  companies. 

My  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia (  Mr.  Knowland  I .  is  concerned  as 
to  whether  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
was  indulging  in  an  argument  based  upon 
a  premise  of  guilt  by  association.  If  he 
was,  so  was  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Cooper  I  is  well  aware,  and  I  think  the 
Senator  from  California  I  Mr.  Know- 
land)  should  be  aware,  of  the  rule  as  to 
responsibility  of  corporate  officers  for 
certain  corporate  conduct.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Kefauver  1  and 
I  are  not  raising  the  question,  nor  did 
the  court  pass  on  it  because  it  was  not 
before  the  Court,  as  to  whether  the  offi- 
cers of  the-  Dayton-Wright  Co..  including 
the  nominee  under  consideration,  were 
responsible  for  the  policies  which  were 
followed  by  Dayton-Wripht  during  the 
war,  to  which  Charles  Evans  Hughes  di- 
rected his  attention.  However,  Mr. 
President,  I  think  we  can  take  judicial 
notice  that  they  were  responsible.  They 
were  the  officers.  This  nominee,  even 
thouRh  30  years  old  at  the  time,  as  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  has  pointed  out. 
was  an  officer  of  tlie  corporation.  But 
the  conduct  of  the  corporation  in  respect 
to  the  Hughes  charges  wa.s  not  at  issue 
before  the  court.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  tried  to  make  that  clear. 
Evidently  he  did  not  make  it  clear  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  because  ob- 
viously the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  I 
judge  from  his  remarks,  misunderstood 
or  did  not  hear  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  not  kept 
from  the  Recqrd  today,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing, a  single  operative  fact  connected 
with  this  matter.  I  have  placed  all  the 
facts  in  the  Record. 

My  next  point  by  way  of  summary,  and 
the  one  in  which  the  Senator  frcm  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehm\n)  does  not  agree  with 
me,  but  as  to  which  he  was  willing  to 
agree  with  me  in  the  Wilson  and  Stevens 
cases,  is  the  matter  of  indirect  interest. 
Mr.  Talbott  has  an  indirect  interest.  If 
Mr.  Stevens  and  Mr.  Wilson  had  an  in- 
direct interest,  so  does  Mr.  Talbott  have 
it. 

If  one  of  the' bases  for  the  objection  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  to  Mr.  Wil- 
son and  Mr.  Stevens  was.  as  I  thought  it 
was,  that  he  did  not  think  it  was  good 
public  policy,  because  of  their  affinity  of 
interest,  to  place  men  who  had  been  offi- 
cers of  corporations  doing  business  with 
the  Defense  Department  in  positions  in 
the  Defense  Department  where  they 
could  do  further  business  with  the  De- 
partment, then  he  ought  to  be  standing 
with  me  against  Talbott,  as  well  as 
against  Wilson  and  Stevens.  The  ques- 
tion of  stock  holdings  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  burden  of  our  argument  in 
respect   to  Wilson  and   Stevens.     The 


burden  of  our  argument  is  on  the  basis  of 
affinity  and  indirect  interest. 

That  is  a  summary  of  my  position,  and 
I  stand  on  it  by  saying  that  Mr.  Talbott's 
nomination  should  not  be  confirmed, 
first,  because  he  was  insensitive  to  the 
ethical  problems  involved  and  he  had  a 
very  bad  memory,  although  it  is  un- 
believable that  he  was  not  aware,  when 
he  came  before  the  committee  in  the 
first  place,  of  the  Hughes  incident  which 
occurred  in  the  past  history  of  the  Tal- 
bott companies.  When  he  was  first  be- 
fore the  committee  he  thought  Deeds" 
conduct  was  all  right,  and  when  he  came 
before  the  committee  the  second  time  he 
said  that  if  anyone  conducted  himself  as 
Deeds  did.  and  s»nt  telegrams  as  Deeds 
did.  he  would  fire  him.  That  was  a 
shocking  example  of  backtracking,  I 
think. 

Furthermore,  I  am  against  the  nomi- 
nation becau.sp.  in  my  opinion,  he  con-  • 
tinue.s  to  have  an  indirect  interest  which 
disqualifies  him. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield' 

Mr    MCR5E.     I  yield. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  I  think  the  question  of 
direct  and  indirect  interest  is  a  very  im- 
portant one  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Wilson  and  Stevens  nomination.s.  As  I 
recall,  I  brought  out  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Stevens,  in  addition  to  a  large  interest 
held  by  his  immediate  family,  had  a  re- 
mainder interest  in  a  trust  set  up  by  his 
f.ither  under  his  will,  under  which  70.000 
.shares  would  no  to  Mr.  Stevens  on  tlie 
death  of  his  mother.  That.  I  thought, 
constituted  a  very  larg?  direct  or  indirect 
interest  in  the  company. 

Furthermore.  I  objected  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Wil.son  because  of  the  fact 
that  the  company  which  he  had  repre- 
sented was  the  largest  supplier  of  defense 
materiel  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment.  His  immediate  family  also  had, 
and  continued  to  hold,  very  large  stoc'c 
interests  which  I  believe  constituted  a 
direct  or  indirect  financial  interest  in 
the  company,  and  therefore  emphasized 
the  confl'ct  of  interest  which  exists  to- 
day. As  understand,  the  man  whose 
nomination  is  before  us  today.  Mr.  Tal- 
bott. has  no  interest  what-soever 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  is  not  con- 
cerned at  all  about  the  pensions  which 
he  will  be  receiving?  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator believe  they  create  an  indirect  in- 
terest, even  thoush  one  may  be  only 
$6,000  and  the  other  only  S3. 000? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  believe  that 
a  pension,  which  is  paid  for  past  services, 
afTect.s  the  situation  at  all. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  does  not 
think  the  fact  that  a  man  is  drawing  a 
pension  from  a  company  which  is  doing 
business  with  the  Defense  Establishment 
might  infljence  his  judgment:' 

Mr.  LEHM.AN.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  pension  he  receives  is  in  any  way 
dependent  upon  the  earnings  of  the  com- 
pany. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  would  not  get  it  very 
long  if  the  company  went  broke. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  might  receive  a  pen- 
sion for  .services  rendered  20  years  ago. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  would  not  receive  it 
very  long  if  the  company  went  broke, 
would  he?  If  the  company  had  nothing 
with  which  to  pay  the  pension  he  would 
not  receive  it,  would  he? 
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Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  he  might  easily 
receive  it. 

Mr.  MORSK  Where  would  he  get  It — 
out  of  the  air? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  He  might  get  it  from 
a  fund  set  up  in  trust  for  the  payment 
of  pensions  which  fiad  accrued  to  pre- 
vious servants  of  the  company.  That  Is 
not  an  unusual  thing  at  all. 

Mr,  MORSE.  E)oes  not  the  Senator 
think  it  is  probable  that  on  his  part  there 
will  be  a  desire  to  keep  the  company 
pretty  strong  while  he  Is  receiving  a  pen- 
sion from  it?  Furthermore,  there  is  no 
showing  whatsoever  that  these  pensions 
are  not  dependent  upon  the  continued 
success  of  the  companies. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  my  judgment,  such 
an  interest  is  so  slight  and  so  attenuated 
that  I  do  not  believe  it  would  infiuence 
me  in  my  decision. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  very  good 
naturedly  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  a  remarkable  but  very  unreal- 
istic understanding  of  human  motiva- 
tions. I  think  he  has  failed  completely 
to  distinguish  the  Wilson  and  Stevens 
nominations  against  which  he  voted  with 
the  Talbott  nomination  for  which  he  is 
voting. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  there  are 
two  things  which  I  think  should  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  have  not  heard  all  the 
debate,  but  who  are  present  at  this  time. 
The  discussion  has  turned  upon  two 
documents,  first,  the  so-called  Hughes 
report,  and  secondly,  the  decision  of  the 
appeals  court  in  the  case  of  the  Dayton 
Airplane  Co.  The  central  thing  which 
ought  to  be  kept  in  mind  with  respect 
to  the  Hughes  report  is  that  the  Hughes 
report  made  no  charge  whatsoever 
against  Mr.  Talbott,  Jr.,  or,  for  that 
matter  so  far  as  I  know,  Mr.  Talbott,  Sr. 
The  Hughes  report  did  recommend  that 
the  facts  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
a  Colonel  Deeds  be  placed  before  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  consideration  in 
connection  with  a  possible  court-martial. 
That  later  was  abandoned  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War. 

I  have  been  unable  to  find  any  refer- 
ence in  any  document  to  a  suggestion 
that  the  Hughes  report  threw  any  blame 
upon  Mr.  Talbott,  Jr.,  whose  nomination 
is  now  before  the  Senate.  In  response  to 
my  direct  question,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  I  Mr.  Kefauver  1,  said  that  he 
had  not  been  able  to  find  any.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  Hughes  report  had  in 
any  way  placed  a  finger  on  the  nominee 
whose  nomination  is  now  before  the 
Senate. 

The  other  document  in  question  is  the 
decision  of  the  appeals  court  In  the  case 
of  the  Dayton  Airplane  Co.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  or  not  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  read  that  entire  decision. 
I  heard  him  say  a  few  moments  ago  that 
the  court  said  nothing  about  unconscion- 
able profits,  or  words  to  that  effect. 
Actually,  the  court  did  say  something 
about  unconscionable  profits.  It  ap- 
pears in  the  final  paragraph  of  the 
court's  decision,  which  is  found  at  the 
bottom  of  page  47  of  the  hearings  before 
us  on  the  nomination  now  pending.  At 
the  bottom  of  page  47,  Senators  will  note 


that  in  the  concluding  paragraph  the 
court  said: 

Nor  ar«  ira  Impressed  that  defendant's 
profits  were  so  unconscionable  as  to  Justify 
taking  them  away  upon  any  vague  grounds, 
if  Indeed,  that  might  ever  be  done.  The 
contract,  or  rather  the  series  of  contracts 
which  were  practically  a  unit,  occupied  some 
18  months:  the  original  capital  invested  was 
about  91.000.000  but.  with  borrowed  money, 
general  debts,  and  reinvested  profits,  the 
average  capital  employed  during  the  last  year 
was  some  $5,000,000.  The  total  cost  to  de- 
fendant of  its  output  was  some  $27,000,000, 
and  Its  final  net  profit  from  these  contracts, 
sJter  it  had  paid  the  excess  profits  taxes  im- 
posed to  meet  this  kind  of  a  situation,  was 
about  $1,000,000. 

The  court  further  said : 
Plaintiff— 

Which,  under  its  terminology,  was  the 
United  States — 

proposes  to  find  a  reasonable  profit  by  com- 
puting an  annual  percent,  of  customary 
amount,  upon  the  original  capital  invest- 
ment; on  the  other  hand,  where  much  addi- 
tional capital  is  borrowed  and  both  business 
and  reputation,  indeed  financial  existence, 
are  involved,  businessmen  conunonly  com- 
pare their  profit  with  their  output.  Upon 
this  basis  the  profit,  even  including  bonus, 
was  not  over  4  percent. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to 
that  statement.  That  is  the  statement 
of  the  appeals  court. 

Upon  this  basis  the  profit  even  Including 
bonus,  was  not  over  4  percent. 

That  was  the  court's  answer  to  the 
suggestion  that  unconscionable  profits 
were  involved. 

The  court  continued: 

We  agree  with  the  district  judge  that,  un- 
der the  circumstances,  "the  actual  profits 
of  manufacture  (excluding  special  deprecia- 
tion) were  neither  exorbitant  nor  excessive." 

Upon  the  entire  record,  the  case  will  be 
remanded,  with  instructions  to  dismiss  the 
bill. 

Therefore,  since  none  of  the  docu- 
ments brought  before  the  committee 
showed  any  imputation  of  blame  or  re- 
sponsibility with  respect  to  Mr.  Talbott. 
Jr.,  whose  nomination  is  now  before  the 
Senate,  since  the  Hughes  report  dealt 
only  with  Colonel  Deeds,  although,  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  made,  it  cov- 
ered the  entire  field,  but  found  nothing 
to  say  about  Mr.  Talbott,  and  since  the 
court  of  appeals,  in  considering  the  Day- 
ton airplane  case,  did  not  find  uncon- 
scionable profits.  I  can  find  no  basis  upon 
which  I  should  withhold  my  assent  to 
confirmation  of  the  pending  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  in  saying  that  I  wish  it 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  I  am  not 
insensitive  to  the  question  of  exorbitant 
profits  in  wartime  contracts.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  said  that  the  situa- 
tion as  it  developed  in  World  War  I  laid 
the  basis  for  legislation  which  since  has 
been  enacted  to  make  it  impossible  to 
gain  excessive  or  exorbitant  profits.  To 
a  certain  extent  that  Is  true,  and  the 
Junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  was 
identified  with  the  initiation  of  such 
legislation  during  the  course  of  World 
War  n,  when  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Therefore, 
I  am  not  insensitive  to  the  need  for  cur- 
tailing unconscionable  profits  and  for 
enactment  of  appropriate  legislation  to 


control  such  profits,  particularly  in  war- 
time. 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  found  noth- 
ing in  the  record  to  indicate  that  Mr. 
Talbott,  the  nominee  before  the  Senate, 
was  connected  with  the  questionable  ac- 
tion of  Colonel  Deeds  In  sending  the  tele- 
grams to  Mr.  Talbott's  father.  I  was 
tmable  to  find  anything  in  the  record  to 
indicate  that  Mr.  Talbott  himself  had  in 
any  way  condoned  unconscionable  prof- 
its. In  fact,  on  direct  examination  he 
stated  he  did  not  condone  such  actions 
and  did  not  condone  the  action  of  Colonel 
Deeds.  He  said  that  if  he  were  confirmed 
as  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  such  a  con- 
dition would  not  be  permitted  to  exist  in 
the  Air  Force  while  he  was  Secretary. 

Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
nomination  should  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Anderson 

Green 

McCIellan 

Barrett 

Hendrickson 

MUUkln 

Beall 

Hennlngs 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Htckenlooper 

Morse 

Bricker 

HUl 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Nebr, 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Payne 

Capehart 

Ives 

Potter 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Robertson 

Case 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Russell 

Clements 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Raltonstall 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smathers 

Daniel 

Kerr 

Smith.  Maine 

Dtrlcsen 

KUgore 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Duff 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Dworshalc 

Kuchel 

Stennls 

Eastland 

Langer 

Symington 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Long 

Thye 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Watklns 

Frear 

Malone 

Vl'lley 

Ful  bright 

Macsfield 

WlUiams 

George 

Martin 

Toimg 

GUlette 

Maybank 

Gore 

McCarthy 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  Is 
present. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise 
and  consent  to  the  nomination  of  Harold 
E.  Talbott  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force?  The  yea^  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Gris- 
woLD],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  necessarily  absent.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  the  Senator  from  •'Nebraska, 
the  Senator  from  Indiana,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  Senators  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bttsh  and  Mr.  Pttrtell]  are  absent  on 
oflBcial  business  at  the  Pentagon.  If 
present  and  voting,  ttie  Senators  from 
Connecticut  would  each  vote  "yea."  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
ToBEY] ,  who  is  absent  on  official  business 
at  the  White  House,  would,  if  present 
and  voting,  vote  "yea."  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  OoLOWAml,  who  is 
absent  on  official  business,  would,  if  pres- 
ent and  voting,  vote  "yea," 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 
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the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas  1, 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Haydbn], 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kknnkdt],  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  SMriH]  are  unavoidably 
absent  on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  is  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate,  and  if  present, 
would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that,  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  76, 
nays  6,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 78 


AndcMon 

Green 

McClePan 

Barrett 

Hendrlckson 

MllUkin 

Beall 

Hennlngs 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hlckeniooper 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Hill 

Neely 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Pastore 

Butler.  Md. 

Holland 

Payne 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Ives 

Russell 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Saltonstall 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Daniel 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Dlrksen 

Kuchel 

Stennls 

Duff 

Langer 

Symington 

Dworsbak 

Lehman 

Taft 

Eastland 

Long 

Thye 

EUender 

Magnuson 

Watklns 

Ferguson 

Mai  one 

Wiley 

Flanders 

Mansfield 

Williams 

Frear 

Martin 

Young 

Geo  rue 

Maybank 

GUlett* 

McCarthy 
NAYS— 6 

Pulbrlght 

Kefauver 

Morpe 

Gore 

KUgore 

Murray 

NOT   VOTING— 14 

Aiken 

Orlswold 

Purtell 

Bush 

Hayden 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Chavez 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Douglas 

Kennedy 

Welker 

Goldwater 

McCarran 

So  the  nomination  was 

confirmed. 

PRACTICES  IN  CONNECTION  WITH 
PAYMENT  FOR  ACCUMULATED 
LEAVE   OP  FEDERAL   EMPLOYEES 

.  Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  highly 
questionable  procedure  which  apparent- 
ly has  been  followed  in  the  past  by  some 
of  the  agencies  of  this  Government 
whereby  annual-leave  payments  involv- 
ing hundreds  of  thousands,  if  not  mil- 
lions, of  dollars  have  been  paid  to  Gov- 
ernment employees  without  such  leave 
being  taken  and  while  these  employees 
were  actually  drawing  their  regular  sal- 
aries. 

The  manner  in  which  this  indirect  raid 
on  the  Federal  Treasury  operates  is  that 
the  agency  will  give  the  employee  a  30- 
day  notice  that  he  is  to  be  separated 
from  the  service.  Immediately  upon  the 
date  of  separation  the  employee  is  paid 
in  lump  simi  for  all  accumulated  annual 
leave  up  to  90  days.  The  following  day 
the  same  employee  is  rehired  for  the 
same  job  and  placed  back  on  the  regu- 
lar payroll  where  he  works  for  30  days 
as  a  temporary  employee.  At  the  end 
of  the  30-day  period  he  is  reinstated  as 
a  permanent  employee  and  automatically 
again  begins  accumulating  annual  leave 
all  over  again. 

This  has  the  net  effect  during  the 
perlsd  involved  of  these  employeeo  not 


only  being  paid  double  for  the  work  but 
also  accumulating  annual  leave  for  the 
next  year. 

The  officials  of  the  Rent  Stabilization 
Bureau  have  confirmed  that  this  pro- 
cedure was  followed  in  that  agency,  and 
as  a  specific  example  of  how  the  program 
operates,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  incorporated  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  breakdown  of  the 
lump-sum  payments  to  49  employees  of 
that  agency  totaling  $86,266.88.     In  this 


Instance  these  employees  were  given  a 
reduction-in-force  notice  on  May  26, 
1950.  effective  at  the  close  of  June  25. 
1950.  On  that  date  they  were  separated 
from  the  service  and  they  received  lump- 
sum payments  as  indicated.  The  follow- 
ing day  all  49  employees  were  rehired 
for  the  same  positions  at  the  same  sal- 
ary, only  they  were  $86,266  richer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
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'  Atlanta,  lia. 

'  San  Fraiu  i.sco,  Calif. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr,  President,  im- 
mediately following  this  insertion,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  incorp>orated 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  my  letter  of 
January  28,  1953,  addressed  to  Mr.  Jame.s 
Mclnness  Henderson,  EMrector  of  the 
Office  of  Rent  Stabilization,  along  with 
the  reply  thereto,  signed  by  William  G, 
Barr.  Acting  Director,  under  date  of 
February  3.  explaining  their  position. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  cor- 
respondence was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

UNrTED  States  Senatic. 

January  28,  1953. 
Mr.  James  McTnnfss  Henderson, 

Director,  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization, 
Washington,  D.  C 
Deab  Mb.  Henderson:  As  I  recall,  the  Con- 
gress appropriated  for   the  fiscal  year   1951, 


to  the  Office  of  Housing  Expediter,  some  »2.- 
COO.OOO  which  were  marked  for  the  payment 
of  accumulative  annual  leave  to  those  resign- 
ing from  the  agency  during  the  fiscal  year. 

It  has  come  to  my  attention  that  since 
only  a  Kmall  portion  of  this  appropriation 
would  be  expended  by  reason  of  resignation, 
your  office  executed  a  plan  whereby  many  of 
the  permanent  officials  and  employees  who 
had  accumulated  90  days'  annual  leave  be- 
came aware  of  your  proposed  reduction  In 
accumulated  annual  leave  by  the  Congress. 
Tliese  persons  were  given  the  opportunity  to 
resign  and  were  paid  In  lump  sum  cash  for 
the  90  days'  accumulated  leave,  totaling  any- 
where from  $300,000  to  esOCOOO,  and  on  the 
following  work  day  all  these  permanent 
status  officials  and  employees  were  placed  on 
temporary  status  for  the  period  of  the  ac- 
cumulated leave,  and  at  the  erpiratlon  of 
such  period  were  again  restored  to  permanent 
eittius. 


It  ia  the  purpoM  of  this  letter  to  request 
a  list  of  all  such  officials  and  employees,  to- 
gether  with   their  clvU   service   designation 
and  salaries,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
Awaiting  a  full  report  from  you,  I  am, 
Yours  sincerely, 

John  J.  Williams. 

Oirtci:  or  Rent  Stabilizatton, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  3,  19S3. 
Hon    John  J.  Williams. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Williams  :  This  Is  In  response 
to  your  letter  of  January  28  addressed  to  Mr. 
Henderson  and  your  telephone  conversations 
with  Mr.  Madlgan  on  February  2  concerning 
activities  of  the  Office  of  Housing  Expediter 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951. 

In  that  fiscal  year  the  appropriation  was 
made  available  through  a  series  of  actions 
as  follow: 


Ki)rotK>rTit- 

For  termi- 

1I1K*^X|'*''>^!^ 

ual  leave 

t^iilililimpntal    Appnipriation 

Act.  Itf.M 
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K.iIiprnpriatMl      from      !»'<) 
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i.rflo.  mx) 

Tdtal 

10,  215,iOO 

2,ouu,(n'j 

Proonil  ."^uiiiik'nipntal  .^ppro- 
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liroNcI  Jati.  fi,  IH.'l' 

1,  aoo.ooo 

--— • 

Third    Suppk-nidital    Appro- 

iin.-<tion  Ac'..  I!*.M  'I'ut'lic 
l,aw     4.\    8*1     Cong.,     ap- 

pri)Vi-<l  June  2,  \%'>\  i 

260.000 

-250,000 

FMiirth  .■^iipplfmciital  .\pi  ro 

i.rialioii  Art.  19.^1  il'iillic 
l.aw     4:1,     sal     Coiiit.,     »p- 

pruvnl  May  il,  lyJlj 

7.VI.  nnn 

'    li41\5O0 

1 

-7.*in,non 

Tot,il 

l,0OU,U0U 

The  OHE  was  not  covered  by  the  General 
Appropriations  Act,  1951,  Public  L.aw  579, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  approved  September 
6.  1950,  which  included  the  use  It  or  lose  It 
leave  provision.  There  were  no  mass  resig- 
nations during  that  year.  The  amount  ex- 
pended for  lump-sum  payments  (terminal 
leave)  resulting  from  normal  turnover.  In- 
cluding reductlon-ln-force.  was  $392,789. 

However.  It  seems  to  us  that  your  Inquiry 
may  be  directed  to  activities  In  the  fiscal 
year  1950.  In  that  year  funds  also  were  made 
available  In  other  than  a  single  appropria- 
tion, as  follows: 


For 
oi»rating 
cxi>eii!ies 

For 

terminal 

U-avc 

lli<l(I«Ti(lriit  Officrrt  Apprf)- 
priation  Art.  H»."i(l  i  I'utillC 
l.aw  JtVi,  Mst  Cone,  ap- 
lirii\i'<l    K\ltt    '><     IMW 

117,  500,  000 

1,  400,  000 

Win,  000 

I  rtriil  I)ft\ci»Ticy  Apprnpri- 
Btioii  Act,  I'.i'O  (I'liMu-  l.aw 
4«tf>,  Mst  Cong.,  appr'iviil 
M  ir    ■.•:.  IM.Itl* 

liilliiriK  y  .\ppropriation  Act. 
I'l.VI  il'iiMic  Law  Vvl.  Mil 
Conp  ,  approvf<l  June  29. 
ly.Mli           .     

$2,800,000 

Total       - 

19,  M),  000 

2,800.000 

The  $2,600,000  made  available  by  the  Ur- 
gent Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  con- 
templated the  termination  of  rent  control 
on  June  30,  1950,  although  legislation  was 
pending  to  extend  It  through  June  30,  1951. 
In  view  of  this  and  to  work  cut  necessary 
adjustments  In  the  fjersonnel  of  the  organi- 
zation, reductlon-ln-force  notices  were  Issued 
to  all  employees  under  date  of  May  26,  1950, 
with  active  duty  through  June  6,  1960.  fol- 
lowed by  annual  leave  or  leave  without  pay 
through  June  30,  1950  (unless  prior  to  that 
date  separation  was  requested,  transfer  to 
another  agency  made,  or  recalled  to  active 
duty  J.    Subsequently,    many    uotlces    were 


amended  to  show  last  day  of  active  duty  as 
June  30,  1950.  A  number  erf  employees  let 
their  reduction  In  force  become  effective  at 
the  close  of  June  25,  1950,  and  were  paid 
In  lump  sum  for  the  accumulated  leave  to 
their  credit  at  that  time.  Thereafter  these 
employees  were  given  temporary  appoint- 
ments for  stated  periods  under  authority 
of  the  then  Civil  Service  Commission  Regu- 
lation 2.114  (b)  (3)  and  6.101  (d).  At  vari- 
ous dates  thf  reinstatement  ellglbles  received 
converslon^lo-relnstatement     appointments. 

As  requested  in  your  letter,  a  list  of  these 
employees  is  attached. 

As  of  possible  interest,  of  the  $2,600,000 
available  only  for  terminal  leave  in  the  fiscal 
year  1950.  only  $1,061,494  was  expended  for 
that  item,  some  $827,806  having  previously 
been  expended  for  lump-sum  payments  from 
the  regular  appropriation.  As  indicated 
above,  $1,600,000  of  the  funds  appropriated 
for  1950,  chlefiy  the  balance  In  the  terminal- 
leave  item,  was  reapportioned  as  part  of  otu: 
original  1951  appropriation. 

All  employees  of  the  agency  participated  in 
mass  voluntary  leave  without  pay  for  a  week 
during  June  of  1950  In  order  to  assist  in 
financing  our  operations.  This  included 
those  who  had  accepted  temporary  appoint- 
ments. 

The  total  of  the  lump-sum  payments  to 
the  49  employees  Included  In  the  attached 
list   amounted   to   $86.260  88. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  it  will 
be  made  available  to  you  promptly. 
Sincerely   yours, 

William  G.  Bark, 
Acting  Director  of  Rent  Stabilization. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
fiscal  year  1950.  $1,061,494  was  expended 
by  this  one  agency  alone  on  annual  leave 
with  some  $827,806  having  been  ex- 
pended for  lump-sum  payments  from 
the  regular  appropriations. 

I  have  been  advised  that  this  device 
has  been  used  by  practically  all  the 
agencies  of  the  Government,  and  if  so 
it  means  that  millions  of  dollars  are  in- 
volved in  the  controversy. 

Mr.  President.  I  recommend  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Opierations  ex- 
amine the  extent  to  which  this  question- 
able procedure  has  been  followed  and  if 
laws  have  been  violated,  appropriate 
step  taken.  If  this  represents  a  loophole 
In  the  law.  then  it  should  be  immediately 
corrected  and  the  appropriations  for 
these  agencies  reduced  accordingly. 

To  say  the  least  it  is  an  unjustifiable 
raid  on  the  Federal  Treasury,  and  heads 
of  every  agency  in  the  Government  who 
have  condoned  this  practice  should  be 
called  to  task. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  ,FERGUSON.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  has  exam- 
ined the  law  on  the  question  of  whether 
the  practice  to  which  he  has  referred 
would  constitute  a  conspiracy  by  the 
head  of  an  agency  to  defraud  the  Gov- 
ernment of  money? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  that  I  have  asked 
the  legislative  counsel  to  prepare  a  mem- 
orandum on  the  subject,  and  the  matter 
is  also  being  submitted  to  the  Comp- 
troller General  with  the  thought  that  if 
the  payments  are  not  in  order,  the  indi- 
viduals involved  should  be  made  to  re- 
turn the  money. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  it  goes  fur- 
ther than  a  returning  of  fimds.    I  pick 


one  name  at  random  from  the  table 
which  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has 
inserted  in  the  Record— Edwin  D.  Du- 
pree,  Jr.  He  has  a  rating  of  GS-15,  and 
he  receives  a  salary  of  $10,750.  He  re- 
ceived a  lump-sum  i>ayment  of  $3,654.75. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct.  In 
the  Congressional  Directory  Mr.  Dupree 
is  listed  as  general  counsel  of  the  OfiBce 
of  Rent  Stabilization,  which  is  the 
agency  that  tells  the  landlords  how  to 
check  inflation  by  holding  down  their 
charges. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  He  is  the  chief  legal 
adviser  of  the  agency.  Therefore  it  is 
apparent  that  he'  himself  was  involved 
in  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  Govern- 
ment of  funds. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  These  payments 
were  made  with  respect  to  him  and  to 
seven  other  officials,  who  are  considered 
important  enough  to  be  listed  in  the 
Congressional  Directory  as  top  officials. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  that  I  am 
particularly  interested  in  this  subject  be- 
cause I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  I  know  that  repre- 
sentatives of  the  agencies  come  to  the 
committee  and  ask  for  deficiency  ap- 
propriations to  pay  for  so-called  leaves. 
It  would  appear  now  that  we  have  l>een 
opening  up  a  new  racket  which  has  en- 
abled some  persons  who  have  accumu- 
lated leave — and  it  involves  top  officials, 
as  indicated  in  the  Senator's  table — to 
come  before  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations and  obtain  appropriations  with 
which  to  pay  for  the  leave,  and  then  to 
go  back  on  the  payroll  on  the  next  work- 
ing day  and  proceed  to  accumulate  more 
leave. 

I  should  like  to  ask  one  more  question 
of  the  Senator  from  Delaware.  Has  he 
any  evidence  that  such  employees  have 
received  an  additional  check  for  ac- 
cumulated leave? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  not  followed 
through  on  that  point,  to  find  out  how 
many  payments  were  made  or  whether 
the  same  individual  received  mofe  than 
one  payment  for  accumulated  leave.  In 
that  connection,  however,  I  should  like 
to  read  one  sentence  from  the  letter  sent 
to  me  by  the  Acting  Director  of  Rent 
Stabilization.  Mr.  William  G.  Barr,  under 
date  of  February  3,  1953.  The  letter  is 
being  printed  in  the  Record  as  part  of 
my  remarks.  In  the  letter  Mr.  Barr 
says: 

The  amount  expended  for  lump-sum  pay- 
ments (terminal  leave)  resulting  from  nor- 
mal turnover,  including  reduction  in  force, 
was  $392,789. 

I  read  from  another  portion  of  the 
letter : 

As  of  p>088lble  Interest,  of  the  $2,600,000 
available  only  for  terminal  leave  in  the 
fiscal  ye^r  1950,  only  $1,061,494  was  expended 
for  that  item,  some  $827,806  having  previ- 
ously been  expended  for  lump-sum  payments 
from  the  regular  appropriation. 

Apparently  the  lump-sum  payment 
practice  has  been  a  favorite  pay-off 
throughout  that  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Has  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  referred  this  matter  to 
Mr.  Brownell.  our  new  Attorney  General? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Not  yet. 
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Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  would  do  so.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter which  should  receive  the  very  care- 
ful attention  of  the  Attorney  General. 
He  should  carefully  consider  this  raid 
upon  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  has  made  a  very  good 
suggestion,  because  definitely  if  there  is  a 
loophole  in  the  law  it  should  be  corrected 
immediately,  and  if  laws  do  prohibit  this 
practice  then  appropriate  action  should 
be  taken.  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is 
not  any  Member  of  the  Senate  who  be- 
lieves that  such  a  raid  on  the  Treasury 
is  proper  or  understood  that  these  pay- 
ments could  be  made  in  this  manner. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  in  the  conspiracy  law  any 
loophole  which  would  make  it  possible  to 
defraud  the  United  States  Government 
of  funds. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  occurs  to  me  that 
under  the  rule  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  would  have  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject,  inasmuch  as  there 
are  involved  efiBciency,  economy,  and  ad- 
ministrative operations  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  am  confident  that  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  McCarthy),  will  give  it  im- 
mediate attention.  The  committee  is 
now  implemented  with  a  very  excellent 
staff.  It  is  a  matter  concerning  which 
the  committee  can  make  an  investigation 
of  a  very  fruitful  and  constructive  nature 
without  delay. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
Senator  suggest  that. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  do  not  wish  to 
take  any  credit  from  the  committee 
which  will  investigate  this  matter. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Of  course,  I  under- 
stand that. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  full  credit 
given  to  the  committee  which  will  pro- 
ceed to  investigate  to  see  how  much 
bonus  was  paid,  and  so  forth.  I  merely 
think  this  matter  deserves  the  attention 
of  the  Attorney  General,  from  the  point 
of  view  of  a  possible  prosecution. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  think  the  matter 
should  be  referred  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  also  to  the  General  Accounting 
Office.  I  believe  it  should  be  referred  to 
both  of  them.  Likewise  I  th'i^k  Congress 
should  study  the  problem  and  «top  these 
unwarranted  expenditures. 

Earlier  in  my  remarks  I  stated  that 
I  felt  that  both  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee and  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  should  study  this  prac- 
tice to  ascertain  the  extent  to  which  this 
practice  has  been  followed  and  just  how 
much  it  is  costing  us.  Unquestionably  if 
the  practice  is  followed  throughout  all 
the  Government  agencies,  its  cost  will 
run  into  millions  of  dollars.  I  "hope  we 
will  find  that  the  practice  is  not  wide- 
spread and  that  we  have  checked  it  in 

time.    

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.   I  have  talked  to  Mr. 
Ellis,  the  chief  investigator  for  the  Gen- 
eriljMinunting  Office;  and  he  is  check- 


ing now  to  ascertain  whether  this  prac- 
tive  has  prevailed  in  other  departments. 
I  doubt  whether  such  a  practice  has 
been  found  to  exist  in  other  departments, 
for  in  going  over  the  post  audits  such 
discharges  might  not  be  found.  After 
all,  if  an  employee  was  continued  in  the 
service,  the  audit  would  merely  show 
the  amount  of  money  being  paid  to  him, 
and  it  would  not  necessarily  be  found 
that  later  he  did  receive  such  a  lump- 
sum payment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  believe  it  will  be 
found  now  that  we  know  how  the  plan 
operates. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  This  is  the  kind  of 
Item  which  does  not  show  up  very  freely 
in  the  appropriations  process,  unless  one 
is  looking  for  it  particularly. 

I  think  I  .should  say  now  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  is  entitled  to  con- 
gratulations and  commendation  for  the 
job  he  has  done  in  exposina;  thi.s  condi- 
tion. From  now  on  I  believe  the  ap- 
propriate committees  having  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject  matter  will  be  able  to 
go  into  it.  From  what  I  have  seen  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operation.s.  I 
am  confident  this  matter  will  receive  the 
kind  of  attention  it  richly  de-serves. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
^he  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  mf? 
'  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.  First.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  should  like  to  compliment  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  for  doine:  what 
I  think  is  the  best  job  I  ever  seen  one 
Senator  do  single  handedly  in  rooting 
out  fraud  and  corruption  in  this  Govern- 
ment. Our  committee  will  be  very  happy 
to  proceed  immediately  to  look  into  this 
matter,  if  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
cares  to  refer  his  information  to  our 
committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  all  the  in- 
formation is  available  to  his  committee. 
E^arlier  today  I  stated  that — the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  happened  to  be  out  at 
the  time — that  this  material  was  avail- 
able to  his  committee,  for  I  think  it  is 
the  appropriate  committee  of  Congress 
to  handle  it,  although  I  also  said  that  I 
believe  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
which  will  be  considering  deficiency  ap- 
propriations, as  well  as  the  regular  ap- 
propriations for  these  agencies,  should 
likewise  be  informed. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCarthy,  upon  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiRKSEN],  our  committee  has  appointed 
a  three-man  subcommittee  to  maintain 
constant  liaison  with  the  Appropriations 
Committees  and  to  inform  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
House  of  any  information  which  we  de- 
velop which  we  beheve  might  be  of  inter- 
est to  them.  So  we  shall  be  very  happy 
to  go  into  this  matter. 

I  did  not  hear  the  entire  statement  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  has  made;  but 


from  what  I  have  heard  of  it.  it  would 
seem  that  this  situation  definitely  in- 
volves criminal  action.  Is  that  the  Sen- 
ator's thought? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Not  being  an  attor- 
ney myself.  I  would  not  wish  to  pass  on 
that  point;  but  the  question  has  been 
submitted  to  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  I  asked  the  advice  of  the  leg- 
islative counsel  of  the  Senate.  Also,  as 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  sug- 
gested— and  I  agreed — the  question 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  a  ruling.  These  payments 
are  duplicate  payments.  These  men  are 
being  paid  lump  sums  for  90  days'  leave, 
although  actually  they  are  continuing  to 
work  every  day  for  the  Government  and 
are  being  paid  for  such  work.  I  do  not 
believe  the  law  should  even  permit,  if  it 
does,  such  a  .situation.  It  is  highly  ir- 
regular, to  say  the  least.  If  a  violation 
of  law  is  involved,  of  course  these  mat- 
ters should  be  pro.secuted. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  found  that  the 
amount  of  turn-over  of  new  employees 
stemed  to  be  very  large.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  think  the  situation 
to  which  he  has  referred  would  account 
for  .such  larue  turn-over  figures,  in  view 
of  the  suKiiestion  that  various  Govern- 
ment employees  have  been  listed  as  leav- 
mu  the  Government  .services,  but  have 
returned  the  next  day  to  the  Govern- 
ment service,  and  have  been  accounted 
a.s  turn-overs? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  check  to  see  whether  that 
is  the  ca.se.  However,  the  source  of  in- 
formation, which  called  this  matter  to 
my  attention  in  the  beginning,  pointed 
out  that  on  many  occasions  we  read  in 
the  newspapers  that  X  agency  has  made 
a  reduction  in  force  of  50.  100.  or  500  em- 
ployees; in  reality  they  were  only  paving 
the  way  for  the.se  payments.  I  have 
read  such  notices  many  times,  as  have 
other  Senators:  and  I  have  often  won- 
dered why.  if  .such  large  reductions  in 
force  were  made,  there  was  a  constant 
increa.se  in  the  size  of  the  force. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes;  every  month 
we  would  read  about  a  reduction  of  3,000 
or  4.000. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  And  yet  the  total 
number  of  employees  keeps  increa.sing. 
So  the  point  is:  Are  these  reductions, 
reduction  in  name  only,  and  are  they 
made  only  a.s  an  excuse  to  make  such 
payments  to  the  persons  involved.  For 
in.stance.  in  this  case  the  effective  date 
of  the  termination  was  Sunday,  and  on 
Monday  morning  the  same  employees 
were  back  on  their  jobs,  at  the  same 
desks. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  such  employees 
never  lost  any  pay  for  a  day's  work. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes;  they  never 
missed  a  days  work  and  never  lost  pay 
for  any  day's  work;  they  simply  con- 
tinued on  the  same  jobs  with  the  bonus 
additional. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  WILUAMS.     I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    It  seems  to  me  that 
In  such  case  notification  would  have  to 
be  given  to  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
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sion,  for  time  after  time  that  Commis- 
sion has  pointed  out  to  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  the  amount  of  money 
needed  by  the  Commission  in  making 
field  checks — a  sum  running  up  to  per- 
haps $1,000,000  a  year.  Similarly  the 
Commission  has  referred  to  the  large 
number  of  dismissal  cases,  and  so  forth. 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  ratiier  unusual  that 
this  matter  has  not  come  to  our  atten- 
tion from  an  official  source,  such  as  the 
Civil  Service  Commission.  I  believe 
there  must  be  some  part  of  the  official 
procedure  which  would  account  for  a 
notification  and  a  check.  If  that  has 
not  been  done,  then  there  has  been  some 
dereliction  on  the  part  of  that  agency, 
also. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Unquestionably 
there  has  been  a  slip  somewhere.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  up  to  the  appropriate  commit- 
tee of  Congress  to  ascertain  just  where 
the  slip  was  made,  how  it  happened,  and 
by  whom  it  was  made,  for  all  of  us  to 
recognize  that  we  should  not  p)ermit  a 
procedure  of  this  sort  to  continue. 

At  the  same  time,  it  is  highly  irregu- 
lar, if  not  actually  immoral,  for  the 
heads  of  agencies  to  use  any  such  de- 
vice— as  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has 
pointed  out — to  permit  the  payment  of 
a  $3,600  bonus  simply  for  accepting  a 
termination  notice  30  days  hence,  when 
knowing  at  the  same  time  that  he  would 
not  be  laid  off. 

Mr  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr  CARLSON.  I  commend  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  for  calling  this  mat- 
ter to  our  attention.  I  believe  it  war- 
rants particular  attention  by  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  and  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission.  If  legislation  to 
deal  with  this  matter  is  required.  I  as- 
sure the  Senator  from  Delaware  that  we 
shall  do  everything  we  possibly  can  to 
have  early  action  taken  on  such  legisla- 
tive measures. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  will  yield  to 
me.  let  me  say  that  I  believe  we  should 
give  due  credit  in  this  matter  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  for  he  has  called  it 
to  our  attention.  I  know  that  all  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  appreciate  very 
much  the  action  of  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  in  calling  the  matter  to  our 
attention  today. 

Mr  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 


DIRECTOR  OF  THE  CENSUS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  next  nomination  on  the  ex- 
ecutive calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Robert  W.  Burgess,  of  New  York, 
to  be  Director  of  the  Census. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  immediately  notified  of  the  con- 
firmations made  this  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  so  notified. 


PROPOSED  INCREASE  IN  INTEREST 
RATES  BY  TREASURY  DEPART- 
MENT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  In 
legislative  session,  I  should  Uke  to  make 
a  very  brief  statement  with  reference  to 
the  increase  in  interest  rates  proposed  by 
the  Treasury  Department. 

There  have  been  some  $9,000,000,000 
borrowed  by  the  Government  on  short 
term — II  months — obligations  which  had 
been  at  an  interest  rate  of  V/a  percent. 

Secretary  Humphrey  announced  that 
holders  of  these  current  bonds  and 
future  purchasers  would  be  given  the 
option  of  taking  short-term  bonds  at 
2'4  percent  or  5-year  bonds  at  2 ''2  per- 
cent, an  increase  of  three-eighths  and 
five-eighths  of  1  percent  respectively. 

The  total  cost  of  this  change  will  not 
be  known  until  the  Treasury  announces 
the  extent  to  which  each  option  was 
exercised.  However,  the  minimum  cost 
to  the  Government  would  be  $33,750,- 
000 — if  all  choose  short-term  bonds  at 
2 '4  percent — and  the  maximum  would 
be  $57,250,000 — if  all  choose  the  5-year 
bonds  at  2 '2  percent. 

The  administration's  justification  is 
that  this  move  will  tighten  credit  and 
thereby  reduce  inflationary  trends. 
However,  many  economists  feel  that  this 
could  effect  a  savings  in  Government 
procurement  of  only  a  few  million  dol- 
lars. 

The  administration  also  contends  that 
short-term  bonds  are  too  much  trouble 
to  handle  and  entail  too  much  admims- 
trative  expense. 

The  answer  to  this  is  twofold:  First, 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  too  much 
trouble  if  we  can  save  money ;  and  sec- 
ond, the  Government  will  continue  to 
have  an  immense  number  of  short-term 
bonds  outstanding. 

The  alternative  to  the  Treasury's  ac- 
tion would  be  to  continue  at  current 
rates  with  short-term  bonds  and  refund 
with  the  same  kind  of  short-term  bonds. 

This  move  can  be  criticized  as  a 
strange  beginning  to  the  economy  pro- 
gram promised  by  the  new  administra- 
tion. Quite  clearly  the  many  million 
dollars  of  extra  expense  redounds  di- 
rectly to  the  benefit  of  banks,  insurance 
companies,  and  other  private  investors 
in  Government  obligations,  while  the 
little  people  of  America  foot  the  bill.  It 
is  another  example  of  concealed  pass- 
ing of  the  burden  to  the  little  people. 
It  seems  to  me  to  place  a  dollar  sign 
on  American  patriotism.  Once  the 
American  people  are  enlightened  as  to 
the  need  for  the  sale  of  the  bonds,  I 
think  the  Government  ought  to  be  able 
to  sell  them  without  having  to  buy  pa- 
triotism by  an  increased  interest  rate 
which  would  accrue  to  the  l)enefit  of 
those  who  already  have  bonds,  and  an 
increased  cost  to  those  who  do  not  have 
them. 


HAYS.  KANS. 


sas.  suffered  a  very  disastrous  flood  and 
loss  of  property. 

I  have  been  informed  that  the  mayor 
of  Hays,  Kans..  the  Hon.  Vernon  Meckel, 
through  the  chamber  of  commerce,  asked 
individuals  and  officials  in  Washington 
for  assistance  and  guidance  to  enable 
citizens  of  Hays  to  adopt  Bussom  or  any 
Dutch  town  that  had  suffered  tragic 
loss.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  informa- 
tion was  supplied  as  to  how  the  people 
of  Hays  could  help  during  this  time  of 
difficulty  in  the  Netherlands. 

I  wish  to  commend  such  action  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate.  If  it  could  hap- 
pen that  such  a  spirit  might  permeate 
this  country,  and  catch  on.  so  to  speak, 
what  a  decided  help  would  be  given 
stricken  areas  that  have  suffered  tragic 
losses.  In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  more 
beneficial  than  some  results  that  have 
been  obtained  imder  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on  my  feet, 
I  desire  to  speak  on  another  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas  has  the  floor. 


PAYMENTS       FOR       ACCUMULATED 
LEAVE  OF  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Wil- 
liams] for  the  excellent  presentation  he 
has  made  today,  pointing  out  a  situation 
that  should  by  all  means  be  corrected, 
so  that  it  will  never  occur  again. 


Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  a 
few  days  ago  the  people  of  the  Nation 
were  shocked  by  the  tragedy  that  befell 
parts  of  the  British  Isles  and  parts  of 
the  Netherlands  and  Belgium.  It  was 
only  a  little  more  than  a  year  ago  that 
the  small  town  of  Hays,  in  western  Kan- 


VETERANS'    ADMINISTRATION    FA- 
CILITY AT  FORT  LOGAN,  COLO. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  acting  majority 
leader  whether  it  is  his  intention  to  havs 
S.  242,  which  is  now  on  the  desks  of  Sen- 
ators called  up  at  this  time.  It  is  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Veterans'  Administration  domiciliary  fa- 
cility at  Fort  Logan,  Colo. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  At  this  time  the 
acting  majority  leader  would  say  no. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator 
Inform  me  as  to  when  the  bill  will  be 
taken  up? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  MiLLiKiNl  for  an  answer. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  to  repeat  hiS  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  When  does  the  Sen- 
ator expect  S.  242  to  be  taken  up? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  shaU  suggest  that 
it  go  over  for  today.  However,  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  say  exactly  when  it 
will  come  up. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  been  waiting 
to  learn  when  it  will  be  taken  up,  be- 
cause I  shall  have  to  leave  the  city  on 
Friday  and  may  not  return  until  Monday 
night. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  If  it  will  be  of  inter- 
est to  the  Senator,  I  think  it  is  very  un- 
likely that  it  will  come  up  this  week.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  will  not  be  taken 
up  this  week. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  shall  be  absent 
during  a  part  of  next  week  also,  perhaps 
until  Tuesday. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Then.  I  shall  see  to 
it  that  the  bill  is  not  brought  up  until 
Tuesday  or  later. 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  My  reason  for  mak- 
ing the  request  that  the  bill  be  held  over 
is  this:  The  bill  may  entail  an  expen- 
diture of  thousands  of  doUars  per  year 
for  maintenance  of  a  hospital  in  Colo- 
rado. This  measure  has  been  referred 
to  and  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
It  should  have  been  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Hearings  have  not  been  held,  and  we  are 
¥'-.thout  a  report  from  the  Department 
affected. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  before  the  Senate 
takes  up  a  bill  of  this  type  and  magni- 
tude, hearings  ought  to  be  held  to  deter- 
mine what  will  be  required  in  the  way 
of  funds  during  the  next  2  or  3  years 
in  order  to  maintain  the  facility.  There 
is  no  reason  why  the  Senate  should  go 
into  this  matter  blindfolded,  so  to  speak. 
Hearings  should  certainly  have  been 
held.  A  report  from  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration should  have  been  requested 
and  made  available  to  the  Senate  before 
the  bill  was  presented  for  action.  As  the 
matter  now  stands,  we  have  no  way  of 
knowing  exactly  what  expenditures  will 
be  entailed,  or,  for  that  matter,  whether 
the  facility  is  necessary  at  all.  I  note 
that  the  every  incomplete  report  that  ac- 
companies the  bill  states  that  a  500 -bed 
hospital  is  already  available  at  Denver. 
It  strikes  me  that  the  Senate  should 
know  whether  existing  facilities  are  full 
before  authorizing  the  expenditure  of 
funds  for  a  hospital  that  could  well  re- 
sult in  duplicating  bed-space. 

I  remind  the  Senate  that  the  party 
now  in  power  has  pledged  to  bring  more 
economy  into  the  operation  of  our  Gov- 
ernment. This  is  a  view  I  share  also,  and 
I  frankly  do  not  see  how  we  can  econ- 
omize by  legislating  in  the  dark,  so  to 
speak.  This  bill  authorizes  the  appro- 
priation of  an  unknown  amount  of  funds 
to  accomplish  something  we  have  not 
been  shown  is  necessary — or,  for  that 
matter — even  desired  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration,  since  there  has  been  no 
report  made  by  that  agency. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  minor- 
ity leader  talked  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  yesterday, 
and  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado fMr.  MiLLiKiNl  today,  and  has  re- 
ceived assurances  from  both  Senators 
that  they  do  not  expect  to  call  up  the 
bill  until  the  Veterans'  Administration 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  make  a  full 
report. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  my  opinion,  that 
should  have  been  done  before  the  bill 
was  reported  to  the  Senate.  As  it  is,  we 
have  nothing  to  work  with. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  assure  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  that  that  has 
now  been  done,  and  both  Senators  from 
Colorado  have  assured  me  that  they  do 
not  expect  to  call  up  the  bill  without 
notice.  If  they  do,  the  minority  leader 
will  ask  that  it  go  over. 


JURISDICTION  OP  THE  COURT  OP 
CLAIMS— LETTER  PROM  CHIEF 
JXnXiE  iiARVXS  JONES 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Mr.  President,  last 
week,  during  the  debate  on  resolutions 
reported  by  the  Conamittee  on  Rules  and 


Administration  providing  for  the  appro- 
priation of  money  for  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary,  there  was  colloquy  between 
other  Senators  and  myself  regarding  the 
overwhelming  burden  of  claims  in  im- 
migration cases  before  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  There  seemed  to  have 
been  some  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 
During  the  colloquy  I  may  have  in- 
advertently left  an  impression  as  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Claims  which 
could   have   been   misunderstood. 

As  a  result,  the  Chief  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Claims,  the  Honorable  Marvin 
Jones,  has  sent  me  a  letter  which  clari- 
fies the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  such  matters.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  the  letter  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Unitbd  States  Court  of  Claims, 
Wa!>h.ington,  D  C.  February  3,  1953. 
Hon.  Warrem  O.  Macnusson, 

United  States  Senate. 
My  Deak  Senator:  I  have  read  with  In- 
terest your  statement  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  January  30.  In  which  you  make 
reference  to  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims. 

I  would  like  to  call  you  attention  to  the 
fact  that  thLs  court  has  no  orglnal  Jurisdic- 
tion of  automobile  accidents.  These  come 
under  the  Tort  Claims  Ar'  which  gives  Juris- 
diction to  the  United  States  District  Court 
In  all  claims  of  this  kind.  We  have  only 
appellate  Jurisdiction,  and  this  only  when 
both  parties  agree  to  have  the  appeals  com« 
to  this  court.  Therefore  any  private  bills 
covering  tort  accidents  would  not  come  to 
this  court  unless  by  special  reference  or  by 
special  bill. 

In  the  other  type  of  claims  to  which  you 
refer,  the  Immigration  cases,  we  have  only 
overtime  pay  cases  filed  by  Immigration  in- 
spectors which  are  disposed  of  very  promptly. 
Other  Immigration  cases  do  not  come  to  the 
United   States   Court  of  Claims. 

You  also  nrake  reference  to  what  you  term 
the  slownes.s  of  the  court  In  passing  upon 
claims.  That  may  have  been  true  at  one 
time,  but  In  recent  years  the  average  time 
from  the  filing  of  cases  until  final  disposi- 
tion In  this  court  has  been  less  than  the 
average  time  In  getting  through  the  district 
courts  and  the  courts  of  appeal.  This  Is 
shown  by  the  report  of  the  Director  of  the 
Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States 
Courts.  When  a  case  has  been  completed  in 
this  court  it  Is  In  the  same  position  as  when 
a  case  has  gone  through  the  District  Court 
and  the  court  of  appeals.  Prom  both  the 
Court  of  Claims  and  the  court  of  appeal.s  a 
petition  for  review  may  be  made  to  the  Su- 
preme Court. 

Naturally  the  great  num-ber  of  contract  and 
other  cases  growing  out  of  our  Immense  de- 
fense program  has  greatly  Increased  our 
workload.  More  than  twice  as  many  cases 
are  being  filed  In  this  court  as  were  filed 
some  5  or  6  years  ago. 

We  have  been  endeavoring  to  get  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  to  assign  additional  at- 
torneys to  look  after  matters  pending  before 
this  court.  If  T/e  succeed  In  this  we  will  be 
able  to  continue  to  keep  reasonably  current 
In  our  dlspo.sltlon  of  cases. 

Since  your  remarks,  evidently  made  upon 
a  misapprehension  as  to  our  Jurisdiction. 
may  have  given  an  erroneous  Impression  as 
to  the  reason  for  the  numerous  private  bills 
based  on  personal  Injury  by  Armry  trucks  or 
otherwise,  I  would  appreciate  your  calling  the 
contents  of  this  letter  to  the  attention  ot 
the  Senate. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Maxvxn  Jonxs, 

Chief  Judge. 


COMMENTS    ON    THE    PRESIDEN1"8 
STATE  OF  THE  UNION  ADDRESS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Pre-sident,  in 
my  review  and  study  of  President  Eisen- 
howers  message  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  I  noted  with  approval  and  con- 
siderable interest,  the  first  point  in  ref- 
erence to  our  foreign  pwlicy: 

Our  foreign  policy  must  be  clear,  consist- 
ent and  confident.  This  means  that  It  must 
be  the  product  of  genuine,  continuous  coop- 
eration between  the  executive  and  the  legis- 
lative branches  of  this  Government.  It  must 
be  developed  and  directed  In  the  spirit  of 
true  bipartisanship.  And  I  assure  you  Mem- 
bers of  this  Congress  I  mean  that  fully, 
earnestly,  and  sincerely. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Senators  approve 
that  expressed  sentiment  of  our  Presi- 
dent and  desire  to  work  in  that  spirit. 

Later  in  the  .same  message,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Korean  situation,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  took  very 
forthright  and  firm  action  pertaining  to 
the  use  of  the  United  States  Seventh 
F^eet  in  the  waters  surrounding  For- 
mo.sa.    He  said: 

Thl.i  has  meant,  in  effect,  th.it  the  United 
States  Navy  was  required  to  serve  as  a  de- 
fen.slve  arm  of  Communist  China. 

A  little  further  on.  the  President  said: 

I  am.  therefore.  Issuing  Instructions  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to 
shield  Communist  China.  Permit  me  to 
make  crystal  clear,  this  order  implies  no 
aggressive  Intent  fin  our  part.  But  we  cer- 
tainly have  no  obligation  to  protect  a  na- 
tion tti;hling  us  In  Korea. 

Mr.  Piesident,  my  observation  Is  that 
in  the  early  part  of  the  Presidents  ad- 
dress there  wa.s  a  pledge  of  bipartisan 
foreign  policy.  Possibly  there  was  con- 
sultation in  reference  to  this  funda- 
mental change  in  the  policy  of  our  Na- 
tion. If  so.  I.  as  one  Member  of  tho 
Senate,  did  not  hear  about  it. 

Secondly,  it  is  my  honest  opinion  that 
the  statement  pertaining  to  the  u.se  of 
the  Seventh  Fleet  is  but  part  of  the 
truth.  It  is.  in  fact,  a  rewriting  of  the 
history  of  our  time.  Former  President 
Truman,  in  authorizing  the  use  of  the 
Seventh  Fleet,  or  ordering  its  use  in  the 
waters  surrounding  Formosa,  not  only 
ordered  the  fleet  to  protect  the  main- 
land of  China  from  any  raids  made  from 
Formosa  by  the  Chinese  Nationalists,  but 
also  said  that  he  would  see  to  it  that  the 
Seventh  Fleet  protected  the  security  of 
the  island  of  Formosa  and  the  security 
of  the  forces  of  Chiang  Kai-shek  upon 
that  island. 

Thirdly,  that  the  life-lines  and  supply- 
lines  feeding  into  tiie  bases  in  Korea  and 
other  military  installations  of  the  United 
States  and  the  United  Nations  would  be 
protected. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  saying  that 
what  is  stated  in  the  President's  message 
is  not  factual.  I  am  spying,  however, 
that  what  is  stated  there  is  not  complete; 
and  I.  for  one.  do  not  intend  to  stand 
Idly  by  and  see  the  history  of  our  times 
rewritten.  I  want  to  see  the  history  of 
our  times  written  objectively.  I  have 
previously  said  that  before  one  can  make 
honest  judgments  or  evaluations  of  the 
actions  of  individuals  one  must  have  a 
fairly  good  objective  knowledge  of  the 
history  of  the  times  in  which  we  live. 
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Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  as 
the  distinguished  Senator  Is  saying,  that 
the  straits  of  Formosa  are  not  a  one- 
way street,  but  a  two-way  street?  Three 
liundred  thousand  or  three  hundred  fifty 
thousand  of  Chiang';?  troops  were  on 
Formosa,  while  millions  of  Communists 
troops  were  on  the  mainland  of  China. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  It  seems  to  me.  as 
the  distinguished  Senator  has  said,  that 
it  is  stretching  logic  a  little  to  assume 
that  our  Navy  was  protecting  some  two 
million  Communist  troops  from  action 
by  300.000  or  350,000  at  that  time  un- 
trained and  unequipped  troops  of  Chiang 
Kai-.'^hek. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  not  my  Intention 
at  this  time  to  argue  with  the  policies 
included  In  the  message.  I  say  only 
that  when  we  evaluate  the  foreign  policy 
of  our  Nation  and  formalize  it  in  the 
form  of  an  official  docoment.  It  Is  abso- 
lutely imperative  that  we  have  all  the 
facts.  It  is  my  honest  conviction  that 
policies  deHved  from  false  assumptions 
may  be  more  dangerous  to  the  security 
of  this  country  than  poor  judgment. 
The  falsification  of  history  has  no  place 
in  a  democracy;  and  X  submit  that  the 
full  intent  and  purport  of  this  section  of 
the  state  of  the  Union  message  is  merely 
to  state,  as  is  stated,  in  effect,  that  the 
United  States  Navy  was  required  to  serve 
as  the  defensive  arm  of  Communist 
China.  Mr.  President  that  is  but  part 
of  the  fact.  The  rest  of  the  fact  is  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  served  to  protect  our 
own  installations,  our  own  troops,  and 
served  to  protect  th('  security  of  the 
forces  upon  Formosa  and  to  neutralize, 
at  the  time  the  orde-  was  made,  any 
combat  within  the  aren. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  all  this 
Is  substantiated  by  the  message  of  Presi- 
dent Truman  on  June  57. 1950.     He  said: 

Accordingly.  I  have  ordered  the  Seventh 
Fleet  to  prevent  any  attack  on  Formosa.  As 
a  corollary  of  this  actlor  I  am  calling  upon 
the  Chinese  Government  on  Formosa  to  cease 
all  air  and  sea  operation?  against  the  main- 
land Tlie  Seventh  Fleet  will  see  that  this 
U  dune.  The  determination  of  the  future 
status  of  Formosa  must  await  the  restora- 
tion of  security  In  the  Peclflc,  a  peace  settle- 
ment with  Japan,  or  consideration  by  the 
United  Nations. 

All  I  am  saying  Is  that  but  half  of 
former  President  Truman's  statement 
was  made  the  subject  of  comment  in  the 
state  of  the  Union  message  by  our  new 
President.  President  Elsenhower.  That 
section  of  President  Truman's  order  to 
prevent  any  attack  on  Formosa  was  not 
referred  to.  This  limitation  or  deletion 
modifies  the  intent  of  the  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senatoi  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  T<?xas.  As  I  under- 
stood the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  he 
stated  that  to  the  besi,  of  his  knowledge 
no  Member  of  the  minority  had  been 
consulted  concerning  the  President's  rec- 
ommendations In  corinectlon  with  the 
Seventh  Fleet.    I  beleve  that  In  fair- 


ness I  should  say  that  prior  to  the  Presi- 
dent's state  of  the  Union  message  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State-desiemate  asked  the 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  and  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  together  with  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader  and 
their  counterparts  on  the  House  side, 
to  attend  a  meeting  at  the  State  Depart- 
ment. I  am  not  at  liberty  to  discuss 
what  happened  at  that  meeting.  I  was 
not  of  the  opinion  that  any  great  con- 
sultation took  place,  but  I  think  fairness 
requires  that  I  Inform  the  Senator  that 
the  group  was  informed  about  certain 
statements  which  the  President  would 
make  in  his  state  of  the  Union  message. 

Yesterday  the  minority  leader  brought 
these  matters  to  the  attention  of  the 
Democratic  Policy  Committee.  At  the 
conclusion  of  our  meeting  the  chairman 
of  that  committee  Issued  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  the  Issues  of  war  and 
peace  are  far  too  serious  to  be  settled 
in  the  arena  of  narrow  partisan  debate; 
that  we  felt  they  could  be  solved  only 
by  the  united  wisdom  and  effort  of  all 
Americans,  regardless  of  political  affilia- 
tions, and  that  we  were  ready  and  eager 
to  consult  with  the  President  as  soon  as 
the  machinery  for  such  consultation 
could  be  established. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  pwlnt  a 
copy  of  the  statement  Issued  by  the  Dem- 
ocrats: policy  committee  yesterday. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement   Adopted   bt   Senate   Democratic 
PoLicT   Committee,   February   3,    1953 

Americans  everywhere  have  been  grati- 
fied by  the  President's  call  for  "true  bi- 
partisanship" In  the  development  of  foreign 
and  defense  policies.  Even  more  encourag- 
ing are  statements  that  high  administration 
officials  will  consult  with  members  of  the 
minority  party  before — and  not  after — policy 
has  been  formed. 

We  are  ready  and  eager  to  consult  with 
the  President  as  soon  as  the  machinery  lor 
such  consultation  is  established. 

The  Issues  of  war  and  peace  are  far  too 
serious  to  be  settled  in  the  arena  of  nar- 
row, partisan  debate.  They  can  be  solved 
only  by  the  united  wisdom  and  effort  of  all 
Americans  regardless  of  political  affiliations. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  minority  leader  that  I 
appreciate  the  information  which  he 
has  given  the  Senate,  and  I  greatly  ap- 
preciate the  expression  of  cooperation 
which  he  has  made  here  today.  That  Is 
exactly  the  spirit  which  Is  In  my  heart. 
I  mean  that  In  every  sense,  with  all  the 
sincerity  I  can  command.  Our  foreign 
policy  must  not  be  a  subject  of  partisan- 
ship. It.  Indeed,  must  be  bipartisan. 
But,  bipartisanship  requires  more  than 
just  being  told  or  notified.  I  wish  to  say 
that  If  we  are  to  have  that  spirit  and  If 
we  are  to  get  away  from  what  some  peo- 
ple believe  existed  only  a  few  months 
ago,  we  must  proceed  In  the  full  spirit  of 
consultation,  bipartisanship,  and  fac- 
tual reporting  of  history. 

I  do  not  intend  to  stand  idly  by,  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  or  in  committee,  and 
have  the  history  of  our  times  rewritten 
to  Justify  a  decision.    The  history  of  the 


times  In  which  we  live  is  grave  and  per- 
plexing. The  least  we  should  expect  is  to 
have  the  history  objectively  and  honest- 
ly reix)rted.  so  that  our  assumptions  may 
be  sane  and  sound,  and  that  upon  those 
assumptions  derived  from  study  of  na- 
tional and  international  history  we  can 
work  forward  to  a  policy  which  will  in- 
sure us  what  the  President  and  all  of 
us  want — freedom,  peace  and  security. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  and  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  I  do  not  care  to  become  involved 
in  a  debate  of  the  subject  at  this  time. 
I  believe  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
win  agree  that  this  Is  not  the  time  to  de- 
bate the  question  of  Formosa  or  the 
Straits  of  Formosa.  I  think  that  I  speak 
the  feelings  of  President  Elsenhower 
when  I  say  that  he  has  the  utmost  desire 
to  cooperate  with  Congress  and  that  he 
has  the  utmost  desire  to  work  out  these 
problems  on  a  bipartisan  basis. 

Whether  there  was  a  consultation,  as 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  stated.  I 
will  not  discuss  at  the  present  time,  but 
I  am  confident — and  I  make  this  state- 
ment from  my  heart — that  there  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  President  Elisen- 
hower  to  rewrite  the  history  of  the  United 
States  or  to  state  half-truths,  upon  which 
to  base  assumptions  or  reach  decisions. 

I  would  rather  have  the  debate  on 
that  subject  held  more  fully  at  another 
time.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota will  not  press  the  point  at  this 
time.  He  has  made  his  assertion.  I 
am  confident  that  answer  will  be  made 
by  members  of  the  XliJommittee  on  For- 
eign Relations  at  the  appropriate  time. 
I  hope  we  will  not  get  Into  a  discussion 
of  the  subject  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  no  Intention  of  further  discussing 
the  subject.  I  thank  the  majority  leader 
for  his  spirit  of  understanding.  I  shall 
be  prepared  at  all  times  to  join  the  de- 
bate whenever  It  comes  before  us  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  next  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  with  all 
due  deference  to  the  minority  leader,  I, 
as  one  Senator,  would  like  to  find  out 
from  the  President  what  his  Ideas  are. 
I  am  willing  to  use  my  own  judgment  in 
trying  to  cooperate  with  him  in  his  desire 
to  carry  out  his  Ideas.  However,  the 
point  I  should  like  to  make  is  that  the 
decision  of  the  Minority  Policy  Com- 
mittee Is  not  the  decision  of  the  minority. 
After  all,  I  do  not  want  the  Minority 
Policy  Committee  to  make  a  decision  for 
me.  I  should  like  to  use  my  X)wn  judg- 
ment. 

After  all,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  entitled  at  least  to  a  fair  chance 
to  try  to  carry  out  what  I  consider  to 
be  the  mandate  of  the  American  people. 
However.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  minor- 
ity leader  at  this  time  if  it  is  expected 
by  him  that  what  the  policy  committee 
decides  Is  to  be  the  decision  of  the 
minority  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  minority  leader  merely  read  to 
the  Senate  the  statement  which  was 
adopted  by  the  minority  policy  commit- 
tee. He  did  not  attempt  to  speak  for  any 
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Member  of  the  Senate  other  than  the 
Members  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  know,  but  what 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should  like 
to  finish  my  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the 
statement  and  then  assume  the  same 
position  which  the  nine  members  of  the 
committee  assumed,  well  and  good.  If 
he  does  not  care  to  do  so,  of  course,  the 
Senator  may— and  I  know  he  will — ex- 
press his  own  personal  viewpoint. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  The 
point  I  am  trying  to  make  at  this  time  is 
that,  so  far  as  the  minority  is  con- 
cerned— certainly  so  far  as  I  as  a  member 
of  the  minority  am  concerned — I  do  not 
want  9  Members  of  the  Senate,  out  of 
47  Members  of  the  Senate,  to  decide 
what  should  be  done  and  expect  me  to  go 
along  with  them  if  in  conscience  and  in 
duty  I  feel  differently. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  can  assure 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico — at  least 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  believe  I 
can  say  insofar  as  every  member  of  the 
policy  committee  is  concerned — that 
neither  I  nor  any  of  the  members  of  the 
committee  would  be  so  presumptuous. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  hope  not,  because,  so 
far  as  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is 
concerned,  they  are  not  going  to  speak 
lor  me. 

Mr.  SALTON3TALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
that  he  always  votes  his  own  convictions. 


ORDER  ISSUED  BY  THE  DIRECTOR 
OF  THE  BUDGET 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  speak  on 
the  order  which  was  issued  yesterday  by 
Joseph  M.  Dodge,  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  the  various  de- 
partments and  agencies  of  the  United 
States  Government.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  text  of  the  order  may 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Jackson  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 

<See  exhibit  l.i 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  this 
order  is  in  furtherance  of  the  objective 
which  the  President  made  in  his  mes- 
sage to  Congress  on  the  State  of  the 
Union.  I  am  delighted  to  have  the  sup- 
port of  our  new  administration  in  this 
economy  effort  since  I  have  worked  in 
this  direction  for  years.  The  President 
has  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  administration  to 
balance  the  budget  and  then  proceed  to 
cut  taxes.  He  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  people  of  the  country  the  fact 
that  there  were  available  $80,000,000,000 
in  unexpended  balances  which  did  not 
include  all  funds,  such  as  revolving 
and  management  funds,  and  permanent 
appropriations.  The  joint  committee 
known  as  the  Byrd  committee,  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  is  a  member, 
has  in  its  possession  figures  which  would 
indicate  that  the  total  figure  is  closer 
to  $102,253,000,000  »^  of  June  30,  1953. 
The  order  applies  to  both  new  con- 
struction and  going  construction  proj- 
ects. 


I  wish  to  quote  from  the  budget  page 
1118: 

Authorized  work ;  In  addition  to  the  com- 
mitments to  complete  work  now  under  way 
or  work  to  be  started  In  1954.  agency  reports 
Indicate  that,  on  the  ba.sls  of  present  prices, 
almost  $16  600.000.000  of  construction  work 
has  been  authorized,  either  by  general  or 
specific  legislation,  and  may  be  undertaken 
after  fiscal  1954  If  funds  are  provided.  About 
112,400.000,000  of  this  authorized  work  is  in- 
cluded in  the  rlver-basln  programs  of  the 
Corps  of  Enclneers.  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion, and  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
(P.  1118  or  the  1954  budget  ) 

In  the  present  budT;et  there  is  also 
an  item  for  civil  public  works  of  $27,800.- 
000,000.  the  total  cost  of  programs  either 
under  way  or  requested  in  the  1954 
budget.  We  will  have  expended,  through 
June  30.  1953.  $12,92G.0C0.000  on  the.se 
programs,  and  the  budget  request  for 
1954  is  for  an  additional  $3,920,900,030. 
Mr.  President,  the  order  of  the  Budset 
Director  is  a  bold  move  in  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  new  administration 
to  get  control  of  expenditures  whether 
they  come  from  new  appropriations  or 
unexpended  balances,  and  to  enable  Con- 
gress to  cooperate  in  this  control. 

The  order  apparently  applies  not  only 
to  civilian  construction  but  also  to  mili- 
tary con  Iruction.  It  will  not  take  very 
long  for  the  new  administration  to  make 
the  survey,  and  therefore  there  will  be  no 
unnece.ssary  delay  in  any  es&entisl  proj- 
ect. I  am  sure  that  the  ord.-T  is  intended 
to  apply  to  all  construction  which  has 
not  been  started  as  well  as  to  construc- 
tion which  has  been  started  but  may  not 
be  contjnued.  The  purpose  of  the  order 
is  to  look  over  the  program  and  to  deter- 
mine whether  or  not  such  construction  is 
necessary,  i;  the  construction  is  nccfs- 
sary  the  next  step  is  to  d.neimlne  the 
most  economical  way  of  completin.i^  it. 

There  is  a  further  item  in  the  order 
which  I  should  like  to  call  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate.  It  is  the  part  of  the 
order  which  restricts  recruitment  of  new- 
personnel  unless  deemed  necessary  by 
the  established  criteria.  In  other  words, 
the  agencies  must  show  real  necessity  for 
filling  vacancies  as  they  occur.  I  am  sure 
that  the  discharging  and  immediate  re- 
hiring of  employees,  as  di.scussed  by  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Williams!, 
will  not  now  be  carried  out.  and  that  the 
practice  referred  to  in  his  statement  with 
respect  to  drawing  money  for  annual 
leave  or  other  leave,  will  not  be  continued 
in  the  manner  he  outlined. 

So  we  find  that  from  today  on  we  shall 
have  an  administration  which  will  reduce 
the  number  of  Government  employees, 
not  in   wholesale  firings,   except   when 
agencies   are   abolished,   but   in   a   way 
which   will   really   bring   economy   and 
efficiency.     We  shall  be  able  to  balance 
the  budget,  and  we  shall  be  able  to  re- 
duce taxes,  if  the  people  in  our  respective 
States  will  not  request  more  government 
and  more  spending  than  they  can  afford. 
I  believe  it  is  essential  that  every  per- 
son and  group  really  try  to  cooperate 
with  the  present  administration,  in  order 
that  we  may  have  a  government  of  the 
size  we  can  afford  to  support.     If  we  do 
that,   then    we  can   proceed   to  reduce 
taxes,  and  the  people  will  be  able  to 
spend  their  money  for  the  benefit  of  their 
own  families  and  their  own  businesses. 


rather  than  have  much  of  their  money 
u.sed  in  the  form  of  taxes  to  be  spent  for 
the  operation  of  various  governmental 
agencies. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  me' 
Mr.    SALIONSTALL.      I   yield    for   a 
question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  permit  me  to  make  an  ob- 
servation, following  the  remarks  whicii 
have  just  been  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Michigan'' 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  for  that 
FUrpo.se. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  is  correct. 
I  sincerely  believe  that  in  all  Govern- 
ment departments  the  personnel  could 
be  reduced  to  the  extent  cf  from  10 
prcent  to  15  percent,  and  we  would  still 
have  better  administration  than  exists 
at  the  present  time.  I  make  this  state- 
ment on  the  basis  of  my  service  on  the 
Appropnitions  Committee,  on  which  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  knows  I  have 
.served.  I  firmly  beheve  what  I  have 
ju.' t  .'tated. 

During  the  Eighty-second  Congress  I 
tneci  to  bnn.!,'  about  such  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  Gjvernment  employees. 
I  recommended  such  a  reduction  pt  th.e 
time  when  I  happened  to  be  chairman 
cf  the  Appropriations  Subcommittes 
dc.ilinu  with  appropriation-s  for  the  Fed- 
eial  Security  Af.'ency  and  for  the 
Department  of  Labor.  I  believe  that 
if  those  a;^encies  had  gotten  down 
to  bra.ss  tacks  m  their  operations,  they 
couid  have  reducfd  their  personnel  by 
from  10  i)eiTent  to  15  percent,  and  couid 
.'till  liave  had  better  administration  and 
could  have  rendered  better  .'•ervice. 

Notwithstanding  that  in  that  particu- 
lar appropriaticn  bill  we  did  save  $214,- 
COOOJO.  I  was  unable  to  make  the  per- 
sonnel reductions  which  I  believe  could 
have  been  made.  However,  we  were  up 
acamst  the  idea  of  "bureaucratic  Wash- 
ington." and  we  were  unable  to  have 
such  rerluctions  made  in  the  number  cf 
Government  employees. 

So  I  am  uLui  the  Senator  from  M.chi- 
gan  has  made  the  statement  he  has  made 
today,  and  I  hope  the  suggestion  which 
has  been  made  carries  through.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  I  shall  help  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  Senators  help,  because 
we  sh.ill  need  everybody's  help  on  this 
problem. 

This  order  relates  to  one  other  item, 
I  may  say.  The  budf-et  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  this  Con!;re.ss  by  the  previous 
President  provided  for  140  OCO  additional 
employees.  The  order  to  which  I  have 
referred  afTects  that  item.  Now  neces- 
sity must  be  shown  before  such  employees 
are  hired. 

Mr.  President,  the  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  comes  from  the  city 
of  Detroit.  Mich.  He  is  capable  of  look- 
ing over  the  entire  financial  structure  of 
our  Government  and  has  had  experience 
in  United  States  Government  finances. 
I  know  he  understands  that  field.  He 
is  capable  of  carrying  out  the  necessary 
procedures,  and  is  capable  of  making  the 
es.sential  cuts,  i  know  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  generally,  as  well  as 
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the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives,  ;.n  particular,  will 
find  in  Joseph  Dodg«!  a  very  able  man 
who  will  be  able  to  advise  with  them  and 
will  be  able  to  proceed  to  do  a  Job  which 
is  well  worth  while. 

I  wish  to  complimtnt  him  for  issuing 
the  order  immediately  following  the 
President's  state  of  the  Union  message, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  carried  out  by  the 
administration  with  the  aid  of  Congress. 
Exhibit  1 
ExicxJTivE  Ornct 

OF  THE   PmESIDEKT, 
BUEE.AU  or  THE  BinJCET, 

Wanhinffton.  D.  C.  February  3.  1953. 

Mr  Dear  Me.  Seceitart:  One  of  the  first 
»nd  most  Important  tasks  of  our  new  admin- 
istration Is  to  review  the  1954  budget  and  to 
proceed  toward  the  a<  compllshmeut  ol  a 
balanced   budget. 

This  review  will  taJ.e  the  Initial  steps 
toward  that  goal;  will  establish  in  definitive 
form  how  far  we  can  go  In  that  direction  in 
the  fiscal  year  1954;  and  set  the  stage  for 
the  fi.scal  year  1955.  It  should  help  to  Iden- 
tify Issues  that  will  be  significant  in  the 
formulation  of  the  bu<lget  for  that  year. 

The  problem  Is  complicated  by  Inheritance 
of  the  costs  of  a  FederiJ  debt  of  more  than 
I265.000.OCO.000;  Indlca.ed  deficits  for  the 
fiscal  years  1953  54  totaling  $15,800,000,- 
000;  and  accumulated  unexpended  balances 
of  appropriations  In  ex<yes»  of  tlie  total  new 
obllgatlonal  authority  requested  for  fiscal 
year    1954, 

It  Is  clear  that  this  .iltuatlon  will  not  be 
brought  under  control  without  action  to 
reduce  budgetary  obllgutlonal  authority,  re- 
duce the  level  of  exjienditures,  critically 
ex:imlne  existing  programs,  restrain  commit- 
ments for  new  programs,  and  generally  to 
drive  for  greater  efficiency  and  reduced  costs. 

In  this  review  the  policies  shall  be  as 
fill  lows: 

With  respect  to  personnel;  It  Is  the  policy 
to  reduce  the  number  of  Government  em- 
ployees. Each  department  or  agency  head 
shall  immediately  restr.ct  the  hiring  of  addi- 
tional i)ersonnel.  No  vacancies  shall  b« 
filled  until  the  department  or  agency  head 
shall  have  determined  to  his  sallsfactiou 
that 

(a I  The  positions  represented  by  vacancies 
cannot   be   eliminated. 

(b)  Existing  employi?es  cannot  be  shifted 
to  cover  the  vacancies 

(c)  Increased  efficiency,  better  utilization 
Of  personnel,  or  changes  in  standards  and 
policies  of  department  or  agency  operation 
will  not  make  possible  the  attainment  of 
(a)   and   (b)    ab<jve. 

It  IS  the  policy  to  achieve  a  progressive 
reduction  of  personnel  for  the  remainder  of 
the  fiscal  year  1953  and  for  the  1954  budget. 
Variations  from  this  p4>Ucy,  as  applied  to  In- 
dividual departments  and  agencies,  will  be 
granted  by  the  President  In  his  review  of 
the  1954  budget  only  upon  specific  request 
and  adequate  Justiflciitlon  by  the  depart- 
ment or  agency  head. 

With  respect  to  construction:  It  ia  the 
rolicy  to  proceed  only  with  those  projects 
which  are  deemed  cleej-ly  essential  in  terms 
of  the  objectives  of  this  administration  and 
on  such  projects  to  employ  the  strictest 
standards  of  economy.  Each  department 
and  agency  head  Is  therefore  directed  to — 

(a)  Review  all  proposed  or  authorized  con- 
Btruction  projects  on  which  work  has  not 
yet  begun,  and  to  projXMe  Initiation  of  con- 
struction during  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal 
year  1953  and  the  fiscal  year  1954  only  on 
those  projects  which  he  determines  meet  the 
above  criteria. 

(b)  Review  all  going  construction  projects 
In  the  light  of  the  alxive  criteria  and  take 
such  action  as  be  may  deem  appropriate.  In- 
cluding action  to  stoj)  the  work. 

With  respect  to  ai:.  programs:  It  Is  the 
policy  to  operate  at  a  minimum  level  of  coet 


and  expenditures.  ITils  policy  requires  that 
the  necessity  for  all  work  be  questioned  and 
that  action  be  taken  to  eliminate  unneces- 
sary programs  and  to  hold  the  remainder  to 
minimum  levels.  Each  department  and 
agency  head  Is  therefore  directed  to — 

(a)  Permit  no  Increases  over  the  January 
rate  of  obligations  except  on  complete  Jus- 
tification and  specific  approval,  luiless  such 
Increases  are  clearly  necessary  to  meet  re- 
quirements fixed  by  law. 

(b)  Initiate  an  Immediate  review  within 
his  department  or  agency  calling  for  recom- 
mendations on  the  downward  adjustment 
of  program  levels  and  for  Information  as  to 
the  probable  effect  of  such  adjustments  on 
Government  services. 

The  results  of  these  reviews  should  be  used 
wherever  possible  In  the  1954  budget  revi- 
sion procedure  and  In  the  preparation  of 
submissions  for  the   1955  budget. 

You  are  expected  to  translate  these  guides 
Into  projKJsals  for  specific  revisions  of  the 
budget  figures  for  your  department  or  agen- 
cy and  to  transmit  them  to  this  office  In  the 
form  Indicated  In  the  attachment.  Your 
proposals  should  be  received  by  this  office 
on  or  before  March  2.  1953. 

Pending  the  receipt  of  your  recommenda- 
tions and  the  President's  decisions  on  pro- 
posed revisions  of  the  1954  budget,  any  sig- 
nificant deviation  from  these  policies  and 
criteria  shall  be  reported  to  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

Your  recommendations  pertaining  to  the 
1954  budget  also  should  Indicate  the  pos- 
sibilities of  making  further  changes  In  sub- 
sequent budgets  where  you  propose  that  leg- 
islation now  In  eflect  be  amended  or  re- 
pealed. Where  your  budget  review  Indicates 
the  desirability  of  a  change  In  legislation,  a 
draft  bill  or  other  proposal  for  action  should 
he  submUted  for  appropriate  clearance  as 
promptly  as  possible. 

Legislative  proposals,  originating  either  In 
Congress  or  In  your  department  or  agency, 
which  would  aJIect  financial  requirements  of 
yovor  department  or  agency,  should  be  re- 
viewed In  the  light  of  the  budget  policies  set 
forth  above. 

The  recommendations  which  you  make  In 
response  to  this  letter,  like  all  other  budget 
estimates,  are  In  the  nature  of  advice  for 
the  President,  and  are  highly  confidential 
prior  to  the  time  that  the  President  formally 
has  acted  thereon. 

Sincerely  yours.  ^ 

Jos.  M.  DODCE. 

Director. 


DECLINE  IN  BEEP  PRICES 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     1  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  amazed  to  read  in  this  morning's 
newspaper,  in  an  Associated  Press  dis- 
patch, the  following  statement  regard- 
ing the  new  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Ezra  Taf  t  Benson : 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ezra  Taft  Benson 
yesteday  urged  disturbed  cattlemen  to  drop 
their  "unwarranted  pessimism '  about  de- 
clining prices  and  to  stop  dumping  beef 
cattle  on  the  market. 

I  read  further  from  the  article : 
"The  United  States  economy  is  funda- 
mentally strong."  Benson  said.  "Employ- 
ment and  Incomes  are  higher  than  ever  be- 
fore. This  promises  more  stability  to  cattle 
prices,  particularly  since  reductions  due  this 
year  In  the  supply  of  pork  will  bolster  the 
market  for  cattle." 

Benson  promised  no  Government  action 
to  htlp  stabilize   cattle  prices.    There   are 


no  price   support   programs   for   meat   ani- 
mals, although  they  are  permitted  by  law. 

Benson's  appeal  for  an  "orderly  pattern" 
of  cattle  marketing — 

And  so  forth.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
fearful  that  this  first  statement  by  Sec- 
retary Benson  in  regard  to  what  to  me 
appears  to  be  a  huge  collapse  in  our 
economic  strength  on  the  farms  is  being 
grossly  minimized  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  When  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture asks  the  cattlemen  to  drop 
their  "unwarranted  pessimism"  about 
declining  prices,  he  overlooks  the  fact 
that  from  $5,000,000,000  to  $9,000,000,000 
has  been  wiped  out  of  the  American 
economy  in  the  value  of  livestock  in  the 
last  10  weeks.  Certainly  the  comment 
about  unwarranted  pessimism  existing 
among  the  cattlemen  of  this  country 
does  not  meet  the  problem.  The  cattle- 
men would  like  to  remain  in  business. 
They  are  not  liquidating  their  herds  by 
choice.  But  such  a  situation  is  develop- 
ing across  the  United  States  that  the 
herds  are  being  liquidated. 

Many  banks  who  have  financed  the 
loans  made  to  the  cattlemen  in  order  to 
build  the  herds  and  to  provide  for  the 
United  States  the  90.000,000  head  of 
cattle  that  we  have  today  were  forced 
to  call  the  loans  These  loans  were 
mt.de  on  the  basis  of  70  percent  of  the 
then  market  value  of  approximately  32 
cents  a  r>ound.  Now  banks  are  calling 
all  these  loans,  because  cattle  are  selling 
at  from  15  to  18  cents  a  pound. 

So  the  unwarranted  pessimism  which 
is  said  to  exist  in  the  cattle  industry  to- 
day is  caused  largely  by  the  bankers  who 
have  helped  to  finance  the  increase  in 
the  livestock  herds,  and  who  now  want 
the  loans  repaid  because  the  unusual 
and  rapid  decline  in  price  has  wiped  out 
the  equities  those  cattlemen  have. 
They  now  have  no  place  to  turn  for  pro- 
duction credit. 

This  problem  is  not  faced  only  by  the 
large  ranchers,  although  many  of  the 
most  wealthy  ranchers  are  affected  by 
losses  running  into  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars;  but  it  confronts  also 
the  small  farmers,  those  who  have  bor- 
rowed money  from  a  bank  for  two  cows, 
for  instance.  Because  the  bank  exam- 
iners are  stating  that  the  former  equity 
no  longer  exists  behind  those  loans,  to- 
day virtually  every  small  bank  in  the 
country  is  forced  to  call  loans.  This 
creates  a  stampede  of  cattle  into  the 
market.  In  order  to  liquidate  the  loans 
the  farmer  must  liquidate  his  present 
herds.  Within  a  year  we  may  have  a 
scarcity  of  cattle,  although  meantime  we 
may  enjoy  a  very  brief  respite  in  prices 
as  the  stampede  or  run  occurs  in  the 
market.  But  in  the  long  run  the  Nation 
will  pay  very  dearly  for  the  liquidation 
of  these  herds,  which  is  occurring  while 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  stands  idly 
by  and  issues  statements  in  which  he 
ask  the  cattlemen  not  to  be  unduly  dis- 
turbed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIi.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  disturbed  not 
only  by  statements  similar  to  the  one 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
has  referred,  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  xequests  that  there  be  no 
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undue  pessimism,  but  also  by  requests 
for  commissions  to  study  such  situations. 
The  need  in  this  case  is  for  action. 

Let  me  also  point  out  that  the  Senator 
is  eminently  correct  when  he  says  this 
matter  is  a  very  serious  one  to  all  farm- 
ers, not  only  to  the  large  ranchers. 

I  have  just  returned  from  my  home 
State  of  Minnesota,  where  many  farmers 
are  cattle  feeders.  Simple  mathematics 
shows  that  it  is  not  possible  for  a  farmer 
to  feed  $1.52  corn  to  a  $16  hog  or  to  give 
expensive  feed  to  $17  cattle,  and  to  end 
in  any  condition  except  brcke. 

It  is  true  that  the  banks  are  begin- 
ning to  call  in  their  loans,  and  it  is  true 
that  the  entire  area  of  what  is  known 
as  farm -perishable  commodities  is  under 
severe  economic  pressure  today. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  farmers' 
parity  ratio  as  of  today  is  96.     Tliat 
means,  in  terms  of  prices,  that  in  the 
price  for  which  he  sells  the  farmer  is  4 
percent  below  what  he  has  to  pay  for 
the  things  he  buys.    In  other  words,  he 
pays  a  dollar  for  something;  he  has  96 
cents  with  which  to  buy  that  dollar  com- 
modity.   That  means  he  goes  into  debt 
4  cents  on  every  dollar  unit.     A  year 
ago  it  was  107  percent  parity,  2  years 
ago  it  was  111  percent.    But  at  107  per- 
cent the  farmer  could  make  a  profit.    At 
102  percest  he  can  break  even  or  better 
and  still  have  a  little  profit.    But  at  96 
percent— and.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been 
going  down  every  day — the  promise  of 
"prosperity  around  the  corner"  is  not  go- 
ing to  save  the  situation.    What  is  needed 
ifi  a  firm  policy  aiul  a  determined  atti- 
tude on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
do  as  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  say- 
ing now — to  stop  this  movement  before 
it  gets  out  of  hand.    We  saw  farm  prices 
collapse  once   before,   and   it   not   only 
wrecked    the    farmers    but    the    entire 
economy. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  one  final 
word,   if   the   Senator  will   permit   me. 
With  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  concerning  the  interest  rates  on 
Government  bonds,  I  concur  100  percent. 
I  refer  to  the  interest  rate  that  is  going 
to  be  paid  on  long-term  issues  of  Gov- 
ernment bonds.     Mr.   President,  I  ask 
any  Member  of  this  body  who  represents 
1   farmer  or  100.000  farmers:   What  is 
happening  to  the  interest  rates  to  Mr. 
Parmer?    The  farmers  are  going  to  pay 
and  pay  and  pay.    The  farmer  pays  6, 
7,  and  8  percent  for  short-term  loans.' 
General  Motors  pays  1 '  ^  percent  or  less. 
Mr.  President,  the  solid-dollar  theory 
got  so  solid  once  before  that  it  broke 
every  bank  in  the  country.     I  would  in 
this  hour  add  a  note  of  admonition.    In 
pursuing  this  solid-dollar  theory  based 
on  high-interest  rates  and  limited  credit, 
let  us  not  proceed  to  a  point  where  we 
literally  put  the  economy  on  the  skids. 
That  is  exactly  what  the  Senator  froni 
Oklahoma  is  directing  his  remarks  to. 
and  I  thank  him  for  bringing  this  mat- 
ter to  our  attention. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  thank  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Minnesota. 
Going  back  to  what  the  Secretary  ap- 
peals for  in  the  way  of  an  orderly  mar- 
keting pattern  instead  of  a  stampede, 
the  situation  is  not  going  to  be  remedied 
by  isuing  statements  asking  the  dis- 
turbed cattlemen  to  "drop  their  unwar- 


ranted pessimism."  It  Is  not  pessimism, 
but  they  are  facing  the  facts.  If  the 
stock  market  or  the  eastern  financial  In- 
terests had  seen  $9,000,000,000  wiped  out 
within  10  weeks'  time,  there  would  have 
been  some  commissions  appointed,  and 
some  action  to  correct  the  situation 
would  have  been  taken.  Yet,  despite  the 
fact  that  livestock  represents  more  than 
60  percent  of  the  total  farm  income,  and 
that  every  State  is  affected,  we  find  a 
statement  made,  asking  that  the  cattle- 
men drop  their  unwarranted  pessimism. 
I  should  like  to  see  a  program  designed 
to  provide  emergency  production  credit 
and  to  underwrite  loans  so  as  to  enable 
the  cattlemen  to  carry  their  herds  dur- 
ing the  period  of  this  record-breaking 
decline. 

If  something  Is  not  done  and  done 
promptly  we  are  going  to  see  the  Nation's 
livestock  liquidated  down  to  the  danger 
point  and  the  stock  raisers  forced  into 
bankruptcy.  It  will  then  be  more  than  3 
years  before  we  can  have  adequate  pro- 
duction which,  under  the  law  of  supply 
and  demand,  can  keep  prices  down. 

Mr.  President,  it  would  not  be  so  bad; 
perhaps  if  this  crisis  would  correct  itself 
rather  sharply  and  .'^oon.  If  the  decline 
in  the  livestock  prices  had  been  reflected 
in  the  cost  of  beef  this  might  have  hap- 
pened. But  the  price  of  steak  that  was 
based  on  32-cent  livestock  prices  has  not 
reflected  the  18-cent  livestock  prices  to- 
day, and  consequently  the  market  has 
not  absorbed  or  used  up  the  unusually 
high  market  runs. 

I  would  like  to  be  fair  enough  to  admit 
that  the  drought  triggered  off  this  slide 
in  cattle  prices,  bu'.  it  has  continued  long 
past  the  drought  decline.  And  it  has 
gotten  into  an  accelerated  landslide 
downward,  as  the  cattle  are  stampeded  to 
market  and  as  the  banks  are  forced  to 
liquidate  their  loans  because  the  price 
decline  has  wiped  out  their  equities. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr^  MONRONEY.  I  yield  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.  President,  the 
argument   of   orderly   marketing    needs 
careful  examination.    It  is  impossible  to 
have  orderly  marketing  in  a  depressed- 
price  economy,  unless  there  is  extended 
extensive  long-term  credit.    The  rea.son 
there   is   disorderly   marketing    in   the 
agricultural  field  today,  particularly  in 
regard  to  livestock,  as  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  pointed  out,  is  that  when 
the  note  comes  due,  the  signer  of  the 
note  pays;  and  how  does  he  pay?     He 
has  to  sell,  and  every  time  he  sells  in  a 
depressed  market,   the  price  continues 
to  go  down,  which  in  turn  means  that  he 
must  sell  more  in  order  to  pay  the  note 
he   signed   at   a    time   of    high    prices. 
Thousands    of    farmers    bought    feeder 
cattle  at  $32  a  hundred.  $36  a  hundred, 
$28  a  hundred,  but  the  average  price  is 
now  $17  a  hundred.     I  submit  to  the 
distinguished   Secretary   of  Agriculture 
that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  orderly 
marketing  in  such  a  declining  market 
price.     There  is.  at  present,  no  plan  or 
program  to  check  the  constant  flow  of 
cattle  that  have  to  be  liquidated  in  order 
to  pay  the  notes  which  are  coming  due, 
By  raising  farm  interest  rates,  which  is 
being  permitted  in  this  country,  the  dis- 
orderly marketing  to  which  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  Agriculture  directs  his  attention 
is  only  aggravated. 

I  submit  that  the  wheat  farmer  or  the 
cotton  farmer,  without  his  commodity 
credit  loans,  without  his  price  support 
props,  would  have  as  disorderly  a  mar- 
keting situation  today  as  the  beef 
farmer  has.  Why  does  he  not  have  it? 
He  has  reasonably  orderly  marketing  in 
wheat,  corn,  cotton  and  tobacco,  because 
of  a  .sound  farm  program  which  was 
initiated  and  which  was  effectuated.  I 
realize  that  there  is  no  mandatory  price 
support  program  directing  the  Secretary 
of  Af,'riculture  to  support  livestock  prices, 
but  I  am  fully  aware  and  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  under  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949  there  Is  no  prohibition  on  action. 
It  is  one  of  tho.se  di.scretionary  measures 
which  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  The  need  for  action  is 
here:  the  time  to  act  is  now — yet  we 
hear  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
only  a  plea  for  orderly  marketing  and 
a  request  not  to  be  pessimistic.  It  re- 
minds me  of  the  1930-32  philosophy. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President.  I 
quite  a^Mce  that  the  Secretary  does  have 
power  to  act.  and  that  action  could  be 
taken  immediately  to  provide  production 
credit.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  mere 
matter  of  insuring  these  loans,  through 
production  credit,  would  cost  Uncle  Sam 
perhaps  less  than  $10,000,000.  perhaps 
nothin«  at  all,  and  would  stop  this  dis- 
astrous decline  which  has  already  taken 
about  $9,000,000,000  out  of  the  farm 
economy.  Sixty  percent  of  our  Ameri- 
can aKricultural  profits  come  from  live- 
stock, and  when  the  livesUxk  producer  is 
taken  out  of  busine.ss.  the  market  for  the 
rout-'h  feed,  corn,  and  many  other  sub- 
sidiary Items  on  which  our  agricultural 
prosperity  has  been  ba.sed,  is  destroyed. 
The  time  is  later  than  we  think,  and  the 
danger  is  greater.  We  need  action  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  now. 
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ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  in  legislative 
session.  I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn 
until  Friday  next,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  at^reed  to;  and  lat  3 
o'clock  and  48  minutes  p  m.»  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Friday.  February  6,  I9j3. 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  4,  1953: 

Department   or   Defense 
The    foUowliu'-named    persons    to   be    Aa- 
Bl.starn  Secretaries  of  Defense: 
Jiihti  A    Hannah.  o(  Mlohigan. 
Frank  C  Niush,  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Department  or  the  Akmt 
Earl   Dallam  Juhnsion.  of  Connecticut,   to 
be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Department  or  the  Navt 
Charles   S    Thoma.<!.    of    California,    to   be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Department  or  the  iNnaion 
Ralph   A.  Tudor,  of  Palo  Alto.   Calif  .   for 
the  poeltlon  of  Under  Secretary  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior. 

Fred  G.  Aandahl.  of  LltchviUe.  N.  Dak.,  as 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Department  or 
the  Interior. 

Orme  Lewis,  of  Phoenix,  Ariz  ,  to  be  Aa- 
alfiiant  Secretary  ol  the  Interior. 


Clarence  A.  Davis,  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  be 
Solicitor  for  the  Department  of  tbe  Interior. 

Dkpaktment   or  Comicekck 
Craig  R.  Sheaffer,  of  Iowa,  to  the  position 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  4,  1953: 

Depaktment    or    the    Aix   Fokcz 

Harold    E.    Talbott.    of    New    York,    to   b« 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

DiKECTOB  or  the  Census 
Robert   W.    Burf^ess.    of   New    York,    to   be 
Director  of  the  Census. 


WITHDRAWALS 


Executive      nominations      withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  February  4.  1953: 
Department  or  the  Aemt 

Earl  Dallam  Johnson,  of  Connecticut,  to 
be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army,  which  was 
received  by  the  Senate  on  January  9,  1953. 

Francis  Shackelford,  of  Georgia,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Army,  which  was 
received  by  the  Senate  on  January  9,  1053. 

Mutual  SECumrrr 

Seymour  J.  Rubin,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Director  for  Mutual  Security  and  Deputy 
Administrator  of  the  Mutual  Defense  Assist- 
ance Control  Act  of  1951,  which  was  sent  to 
the  Senate  on  January  9,  1953. 


SENATE 

Frid.w,  Fkiiri'ary  f),  1053 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Eternal  God.  who  art  our  refuge  and 
strength:  We  commit  our  Nation,  our 
cause,  and  ourselves  to  Thee.  Grant  to 
our  anxious,  groping  hearts  the  assur- 
ance that  behind  the  shadows  and  in 
them  standeth  One  who  slumbers  not 
nor  sleeps.  We  are  beset  by  perplexity. 
Our  needs  are  many.  But  our  greatest 
need  is  of  Thee.  Until  we  find  Thee 
and  art  found  of  Thee,  the  laws  of  our 
physical  univer.se  break  our  mortal  life, 
and  the  laws  of  Thy  moral  order  make 
mockery  of  our  futile  rebellion. 

Breathe  now  Thy  peace  on  hearts  that 
pray — the  peace  that  comes  only  when 
earth's  jarring  discords  are  tuned  to  the 
music  of  Thy  will.  Then  as  heralds  of 
Thy  all-embracing  love,  send  us  forth 
across  all  barriers  of  race  and  creed, 
bearing  to  yearning  hearts  as  a  holy 
sacrament  the  white  bread  of  human 
kindness  and  the  red  wine  of  willing 
sacrifice.  In  the  Redeemer's  name  we 
pray.     Amen. 


DESIGNATION    OP    ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT  PRO  TEMPORE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  following 
letter: 

Untted  States  Senate. 
President  pro  tempohe. 
Washington,  D.  C.  February  6,  1953. 
To   the   Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate, 
I  appoint  Hon.  Andrew  F.  Schoeppkl.  a  Sena- 


tor from  the  State  of  Kansas,  to  perform  tlia 
duties  of  the  Chair  during  my  absence. 

STTI.E8  BRmCES. 

President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tapt.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday,  Feb- 
ruary 4,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  were  communicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  reso- 
lutions: 

Resolved.  That  the  following  named  Mem- 
bers be,  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  Joint  committees  of 
Congress : 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  Mr.  Le- 
COMPTC,  of  Iowa:  Mr.  Schenck,  of  Ohio;  and 
Mr.  Trimble,  of  Arkansas. 

Joint  Committee  of  Congress  on  the  Li- 
brary: Mr.  LeCompte,  of  Iowa;  Mr.  Harrison. 
of  Nebraska;  Mr.  Corbett.  of  Pennsylvania; 
Mr.  RiGAN,  of  Texas;  and  Mr.  Buhllson.  of 
Texas. 

Resoli'ed.  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  20,  sections  42  and  43,  United  States 
Code,  the  Speaker  announced  as  members  of 
the  Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  the  following  Members  on  the 
part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Vorys,  of  Ohio;  Mr. 
Johnson,  of  California;  and  Mr.  Cannon,  of 
Missouri. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (S.  243  >  to  amend  Public 
Law  73,  Eighty-first  Congress,  first  ses- 
sion (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for  an 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Adminis- 
tration, and  it  was  signed  by  the  Acting 
President  pro  tempore. 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Mc- 
Carran  was  excused  from  attendance  on 
the  session  of  the  Senate  today. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  McClellan  was  ex- 
cused from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  after  today  and  until 
Wednesday  of  next  week. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent.  Mr.  McCarthy  was  ex- 
cused from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  after  today  and  until 
Wednesday  of  next  week. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent.  Mr.  Ives  was  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
next  week. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Hickenlooper 
was  excused  from  attendance  on  the 
session  of  Senate  today. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURINQ 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Potter,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  was  authorized 
to  sit  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 
this  afternoon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
letters,  which  were  referred  as  indi- 
cated: 

Suspension    of    Deportation    of    Aliens — 
Withdrawal  or  Names 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  with- 
drawing the  names  of  sundry  aliens  whose 
deportation  had  been  suspended,  from  list, 
heretofore  transmitted  to  the  Senate  (with 
accompanying  papers  t ;  to  the  Comnaltteo 
on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Awarding  Young  America:: 
Medals  for  Bravert  and  Servick 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  report- 
ing, pursuant  to  law,  on  the  awarding  o' 
Young  American  Medals  for  Bravery  and 
Service;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Disposal  or  Foreign  Surplus 
Property  bt  Department  or  Commerce 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  that  there  was 
no  disposal,  by  sale,  of  foreign  surplus  p)rop- 
erty  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  during 
the  past  year;  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

Report  on  Officers  Assigned  to  Permanent 
Duty  in  Executive  Element  of  the  Am 
Force  at  Seat  of  Government 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legislation  and 
Liaison,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  re- 
porting, pursuant  to  law,  that  at  the  end  of 
the  second  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1953, 
December  31.  1952,  there  was  an  aggregate 
of  2,507  officers  so  assigned;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Report  of  National  Park  Trust  Fund  Board 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary.  National  Park 
Trust  Fund  Board,  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on  the 
activities  of  that  Board  for  the  fiscal  year 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  AfTalrs. 

Report  of  National  Mediation  Board 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  National 
Mediation  Board,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Board  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952,  including  the  report  of 
the  National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board 
(With  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and>  Public  Welfare. 

Settlement  of  Certain  Personal  Injury  and 
Death  Claims 

A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel.  OfBce  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  further 
amend  the  act  of  July  3.  1943,  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  claims 
for  damage  to  or  loss  or  destruction  of  prop- 
erty or  personal  injury  or  death  caused  by 
military  personnel  or  civilian  employees,  or 
otherwise  incident  to  activities,  of  the  War 
Department  or  of  the  Army"  by  removing 
certain  limitations  on  the  nature  of  per- 
sonal Injury  and  death  claims  (with  an  £ic- 
companylng  paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Retirement    of    Non-Reculab    Ofi  icuts    of 
Armt  and  Air  Force  Under  Cestain  Com- 

DmONS 

A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel.  OfBce 
Of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a 
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draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  the 
retirement  of  non-Regular  officers  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force  having  more  than  30 
years  active  Federal  service  under  the  same 
conditions  presently  provided  for  such  of- 
ficers having  less  than  30  years  service,  and 
tor  other  purposes  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


PROPOSED  PUBLIC  HEARINGS  ON 
AMENDMENTS  TO  LABOR-MAN- 
AGEMENT RELATIONS  ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  I 
take  this  occasion  to  advise  my  col- 
leagues, the  public,  and  all  interested 
parties,  of  the  program  which  our  com- 
mittee intends  to  follow  in  considering 
amendments  to  the  labor  law  during  this 
session  of  Congress. 

It  is  the  present  intention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  begin  public  hearings  on 
amendments  to  the  Labor-Management 
Relations  Act  during  the  first  week  in 
March. 

It  will  be  of  great  assistance  to  the 
committee  If  all  Senators  who  desire  to 
introduce  proposed  legislation  dealing 
with  this  subject  will  do  so  prior  to  Feb- 
ruary 20,  in  order  that  their  proposals 
may  be  officially  before  the  committee 
at  the  time  the  hearings  begin.  The 
committee  has  set  up  a  staff  to  consider 
and  coordinate  these  proposals  before 
hearings  are  begun. 

All  individuals  and  groups  who  have 
definite  proposals  to  offer  by  way  of 
amendment  to  the  act  are  urged  to  send 
their  proposals  to  the  committee  by  Feb- 
ruary 20,  in  order  that  they  may  be 
studied  by  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee and  the  staff. 

All  who  wish  to  appear  at  these  hear- 
ings and  present  testimony  should  write 
to  the  staff  director  of  the  committee. 
Mr.  Philip  R.  Rodgers,  indicating,  as 
specifically  as  possible,  the  subject  upon 
which  they  wish  to  present  their  testi- 
mony. 

I  hope  this  announcement  will  clarify 
the  program  of  the  Labor  Committee 
with  respect  to  the  Labor-Management 
Relations  Act.  and  that  all  groups  in- 
terested in  this  problem  will  cooperate 
with  the  committee  in  the  manner  which 
I  have  outlined. 

I  should  like  to  add  that  since  I  have 
become  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  I  have  con- 
ferred with  Mr.  George  Meany,  president 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
and  with  Mr.  Walter  Reuther  and  Mr. 
James  Carey,  president  and  secretary, 
respectively,  of  the  CIO;  and  I  am  shortly 
to  have  a  conference  with  Mr.  John  L 
Lewis,  president  of  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America,  and  also  with  lead- 
ers of  the  railroad  brotherhoods,  in  order 
to  invite  them  all  to  present,  as  promptly 
as  possible,  their  suggestions  for  labor 
legislation. 

The  committee  is  making  a  careful 
attempt  to  bring  together  suggestions 
from  both  management  and  labor,  in 
order  to  try  to  work  out  in  conference, 
as  far  as  we  can,  necessary  amendments 
to  the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act. 


Wherever  we  find  areas  of  disagreement 
on  this  very  important  subject,  on  which 
it  will  be  necessary  to  take  further  testi- 
mony, it  will  be  our  purpose  to  discuss 
them  with  all  who  are  interested  during 
the  hearings  beginning  the  first  week  of 
March. 
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PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro 
temf)ore; 
Resolutions  adopted  by  the  Florida  State 
Townsend  Auxiliary  Unit,  No,  118,  of  Jack- 
sonville, and  Auxiliary  Unit.  No.  188,  of  Or- 
lando, both  in  the  State  of  Florida,  favoring 
the  substitution  of  ♦he  so-called  Townsend 
old-age  fx?nsion  plan  for  the  present  social 
security  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
F  nance. 

By  Mr    DANIEL  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas)  : 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Texas;   to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs; 

"HcUi-e  Concurrent  Resolution  4 
"Whereas  the  State  of  Texas  retained  all 
of  its  public  lands  upon  annexation  to  the 
United  States  and  such  public  lands  were  at 
that  time  dedicated  by  the  State  to  its  pub- 
lic-school fund;  and 

"Whereas  it  has  been  the  historic  policy  of 
our  Federal  Government  to  gradually  dlvMt 
Itself  of  title  to  public  lands,  granting  these 
lands  to  the  States  foi  educational  purposes, 
to  land-grant  colleges,  and  to  homesteaders; 
and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  now 
owns  24  percent  of  all  the  land  in  the  con- 
tinental limits  of  the  United  States,  not  in- 
cluding the  recently  claimed  submerged 
lands;  and 

"Whereas  the  States  and  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment have  in  recent  years  been  involved 
In  controversy  over  the  ownership  of  sub- 
merged lands  off  the  coasts  of  the  States:  and 
"Wherea.s  $14,372,354  In  rents  and  royalties 
from  the  submerged  areas  are  now  impound- 
ed in  the  United  States  Treasury;   and 

"Whereas  at  present  no  significant  new  de- 
velopment of  offshore  lands  can  be  accom- 
plished because  of  this  attempted  Federal 
grab;  and 

"Whereas  President-elect  Elsenhower  and 
a  majority  of  the  new  United  States  Senate 
and  House  of  Congress  have  spoken  out  fur 
State  ownership  of  submerged  lands;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  session  of  Congres.s 
will  consider  legislation  determining  the  title 
to  offshore  submerged   lands;    and 

"Whereas  the  offshore  area  under  dispute 
Includes  not  only  that  within  the  historic 
State  boundaries  but  also  the  area  to  the 
edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf;  and 

"Whereas  the  technical  ftnd  experienced 
knowledge  of  personnel  of  the  departments 
and  staffs  of  the  States  relating  to  offshore 
development  should  not  be  lost  to  the  Na- 
tion nor  to  the  adjacent  States  In  the  prob- 
lems arising  In  the  Continental  Shelf  area; 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  house  of  representa- 
tives of  the  fifty-third  legislature  (the  senate 
concurring)  most  tirgently  recommends  to 
the  Congress  that  the  entire  tldelands  con- 
troversy be  settled  by  the  early  passage  of  a 
package  bill  which  not  only  quitclaims  to 
the  States  the  land  inside  their  constitu- 
tional State  boundaries  but  which  also  pro- 
vides for  Joint  development  by  the  States 
and  the  Federal  Government  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  area:  and  that  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  sent  to  President  Eisenhower 


and  to  all  members  of  the  Texas  delegation  in 
the  United  States  Congress. 

"Representative  Bux  Daniel 
(And  all  other  members  of  the  Texas 

House  of  Representatives)." 


PROPERTY  BASE  FOR  LOCAL  TAXA- 
TION—RESOLUTION OP  KENOSHA 
(WIS.)  CITY  COUNCIL 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  was  glad 
to  receive  this  morning  from  Mr.  B.  A. 
Hcnmann,  city  clerk  of  Kenosha,  Wis., 
a  resolution  which  had  been  adopted  by 
the  council  of  that  fine  community,  on 
February  2. 

The  resolution  pertains  to  the  very 
important  subject  of  making  sure  of  an 
adequate  property  base  on  which  taxes 
can  continue  to  be  levied  by  local  gov- 
ernments. It  points  out  specifically  the 
problem  posed  by  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernments  contracting  for  national  de- 
fense materials  and  supplies. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  res- 
olution be  printed  in  the  Record  and  be 
thereafter  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  m 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  5208 

Whereas  many  contracts  being  let  at  the 
present  time  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  national  defen.se  materials  and  sup- 
plies remove  such  materials  and  supplies 
from  local  taxation  by  transferring  title  to 
the  United  States  Government  even  when 
such  materials  and  supplies  are  still  in  the 
f'  rm  of  raw  materials  or  goods  In  process  of 
manufacture:    and 

Whereas  the  National  Association  of  A«- 
8es.sing  Officers  and  similar  organizations  of 
public  officials  have,  by  resolution,  con- 
demned this  practice  as  contrary  to  good 
governmental  administration  and  sound 
public  policy,  and  have  pointed  out  that  it 
not  only  imp.iirs  the  property  tax  base  in  the 
cities  affected  but  also  causes  an  unfair  Im- 
position of  the  cost  of  the  defense  effort  on 
those  cities;   and 

Whereas  the  city  of  Kenosha  Is  vitally 
concerned  with  this  problem  because  mate- 
rials of  considerable  value  are  Involved  In 
defense  contracts  between  the  United  States 
Government  and  manufacturers  located  In 
said  city,  and  the  exemption  of  such  mate- 
rials from  local  taxation  would  have  a  seri- 
ous effect  on  the  ability  of  said  city  to  pro- 
vide es.sential  municipal  services  to  these 
manufacturers  as  well  as  to  other  local  tax- 
payers:   Therefore   be   It 

Rc-iohed,  That  the  City  Council  of  the 
City  of  Kenosha  requests  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  appropriate  and 
nece.ssary  action  to  the  end  that  raw  ma- 
terials and  goods  in  process  of  manufacture 
for  defense  purposes  will  not  be  eliminated 
as  a  source  of  revenue  for  the  sufH>ort  of 
municipal  services  until  such  materials  have 
been  resolved  into  actual  implements  of 
defense  and  have  been  accepted  by  the 
United  States  Government:  and  be  It  further 

Re'folvcd.  That  the  city  clerk  be  Instructed 
to  send  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  each 
Member  of  the  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Wisconsin. 

Dated  this  29lh  day  of  January  1953. 
Nicholas  Wade, 
President  of  Council. 
Attest: 

B.  A.  Herkmann, 

Clerk  0/  Council. 


PARCEL  POST  RESTRICTIONS— RES- 
OLUTION OP  OWATONNA  (MQJN.) 
CHAMBER  OP  COMMERCE 
Mr.    HUMPHREY.     Mr.   President,    I 
pre.sent  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
a'k  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Owatonna  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
of    Owatonna.    Minn.      The    resolution 
favors   the   repeal   of   Public   Law    199. 
Eighty-second  Congress,  on  parcel-post 
restrictions. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 
Resolution  or  the  Owatonna  Chambeb  or 

COMUESCX 

At  a  regular  meeting  of  the  board  of  di- 
rectors of  the  Owatonna  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, held  on  Thursday.  January  15,  1953. 
the  following  resolution  was  adopted; 

"Whereas  the  Owatonna  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce Is  Interested  In  the  business  welfare 
of  its  members  in  the  retail,  wholesale,  and 
Industrial  field;  and 

"Whereas  Public  Law  199  (82d  Cong  ) 
places  unreasonable  limitations  on  parcel- 
post  sizes  and  weights,  and  Is  undesirable 
for  the  following  reasons; 

"1.  The  present  law  limiting  the  size  and 
weight  of  parcel-post  packages  discriminates 
against   urban   comn>unitles. 

"2.  It  wastefully  Increases  packing,  ship- 
ping, and  receiving  costs  because  packages 
are  limited  to  40  pounds  and  72-lnch  girth 
between  first-class  post  offices,  zones  1  and  2, 
and  limited  further  to  20  pounds  between 
first-class  post  offices  In  zones  3  to  8.  Former 
limits,  70  pounds  and  100  Inches,  were  rea- 
sonable and  efficient  In  size. 

"3.  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  postal 
deficit  has  been  decreased  by  the  restriction 
In  size  and  weight  as  was  predicted  by  pro- 
ponents of  the  new  law.  The  additional 
man-hours  required  to  handle  an  Increased 
number  of  packages  would  offset  any  ap- 
preciable Increase  In  postage  revenue. 

'"4.  The  present  limitations  deprive  many 
communities  of  adequate,  dependable  pack- 
age-delivery services.  These  are  the  com- 
munities which  are  either  not  supplied,  or 
poorly  supplied,  by  railway  express  and/ or 
other  privately  operated  services. 

"5.  Provisions  of  the  present  law  are  diffi- 
cult for  shippers  and  postal  authorities  to 
administer.  Useless  double  checking  of 
packages  against  this  discriminatory  law  has 
become  the  rule,  rather  than  the  exception: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Owatonna  Chanr>ber  of  Commerce,  In 
behalf  of  lis  members,  urge  all  United  States 
Senators  and  Representatives  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota  to  use  their  best  efforts  to 
effect  an  early  repeal  of  Public  Law  199." 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Board  or  Directors, 
Owatonna  Chamber  or  Commerce, 
By  John  D.  Henderson, 

Executive  Secretary, 

Dated  January  27,  1953. 


PARCEL  POST  RESTRICTIONS- 
RESOLUTION  OP  RETAIL  DIVISION 
OF  NEW  ULM  (MINN.)  CIVIC  AND 
COMMERCE  ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 


In  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  New  Ulm  (Minn.)  Civic  and  Com- 
merce Association.  The  resolution  re- 
lates to  the  repeal  of  Public  Law  199. 
Eighty-second  Congress,  concerning  the 
restrictions  on  parcel  post. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Repeal  or  Public  Law  199    (82d  Cong.) 

The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by 
the  Retail  Division  of  the  New  Ulm  Civic  and 
Commerce  Association,  New  Ulm.  Minn.,  at 
their  regular  weekly  meeting  on  Wednesday. 
January  14.  1953,  at  which  restrictions  on 
size  and  weight  of  parcel-post  packages  were 
discussed : 

"Resolved,  That  all  United  States  Senators 
and  Representatives  from  Minnesota  be 
urged  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  Public  Law 
199    (82d  Cong.)    for  the  following  reasons: 

"(a)  The  present  law  wastefully  increases 
packing,  shipping,  and  receiving  costs  be- 
cause packages  are  limited  to  40  pounds  and 
72  Inches  between  first-class  post  offices. 
Former  limits  of  70  pounds  .and  100  inches 
were  reasonable  and  efficient. 

"(b)  The  present  law  limiting  the  size  and 
weight  discriminates  against  urban  com- 
munities. 

"(c)  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  postal 
deficit  has  been  decreased  by  the  restric- 
tions. 

"(d)  Limitations  deprive  many  communi- 
ties of  adequate  package -dell  very  services 
which  are  poorly  supplied  by  privately  oper- 
ated services  and  by  railway  express.    ' 

"(e)  Provisions  of  the  present  discrimi- 
natory law  are  difficult  to  administer  for 
postal  authorities,  shippers,  and  receivers." 

By  the  unanimous  vote  of  12  retailers  pres- 
ent, the  motion  was  duly  made,  seconded, 
and  passed  to  adopt  the  foregoing  resolution. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

E.   M.   Frahm. 
Chairman.  Retail  DiHsion.  New  Ulm 
Civic  and  Commerce  Association. 

Dated  January  27,  1953. 


GI  LOANS— RESOLUTION  OF  POST 
1947,  VETERANS  OP  FOREIGN 
WARS,  ST.  PAUL,  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
Post  1947,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
St.  Paul.  Minn.,  which  requests  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  to  take  certain 
action  in  connection  with  GI  loans. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  State  Fair  Grounds  Post,  No.  1947, 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States,  is  Interested  In  the  welfare  of  all 
veterans:  and 

Whereas  Government  regulations  prohibit 
banks  and  loan  companies  from  charging  vet- 
erans more  than  4  p>ercent  Interest  on  home 
loans  guaranteed  by  the  Government;   and 

Whereas  said  financial  Institutions  were 
not  willing  to  loan  money  at  4  percent  in- 
terest, but  by  charging  the  seller  a  small 
origination  fee,  they  were  able  and  willing 
to  make  some  GI  loans;  and 

Whereas  on  December  15,  1951.  the  United 
States  Veterans'  Administration  issued  a 
regulation  prohibiting  loan  companies  and 
banks  from  charging  such  fees  to  the  sellers 
of  such  homes;  and 


Whereas  It  Is  not  apparent  why  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  so  interested  in  the  finan- 
cial affairs  of  such  sellers  of  real  estate,  who 
are  usually  not  veterans:  and 

Whereas  as  a  result  of  said  Government 
regulation  prohibiting  charging  such  sellers 
such  a  fee.  it  is  now  practically  impossible 
for  veterans  to  obtain  home  loans  at  4  per- 
cent as  originally  Intended  by  Congress,  and 
as  veterans  usually  only  have  a  small  amount 
of  money  for  down  payment,  they  are  forced 
to  purchase  a  home  under  a  contract  for  deed 
under  which  the  seller  usually  greatly  in- 
creases the  purchase  price  and  also  demands 
6  percent  Interest,  so  that  said  seller  will 
be  able  to  sell  said  contract  for  deed  quickly 
at  a  big  discount  and  readily  realize  all  of 
his  money  from  his  property  at  a  great  and 
unnecessary  expense  to  the  veteran,  and  also 
enable  said  seller  to  cancel  said  contract  for 
deed  and  all  of  the  veteran's  equity  In  his 
home  within  30  days,  if  said  veteran  through 
sickness  or  other  misfortune  should  default 
in  his  payments  under  said  contract;  and 

Whereas  a  survey  showed  that  the  lending 
Institutions  In  the  St.  Paul  area  In  1952 
made  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  GI  loans 
they  made  In  the  previous  year  of  1951, 
thereby  greatly  decreasing  the  work  of  said 
regional  office  at  Fort  Snelling,  said  office  has 
recently  revived  the  objectionable  practice 
of  reiusing  to  answer  all  telephone  calls 
whatever  until  after  2  p.  m.  notwithstanding 
said  big  decrease  in  the  work  at  said  office, 
and  notwithstanding  the  further  fact  that 
a  great  many  real  estate  men  and  others 
report  that  from  numerous  visits  to  the  office 
at  Fort  Snelling  they  found  the  office  help 
apparently  had  very  little  work  to  do,  and 
that  it  takes  practically  a  month  to  have  a 
loan  processed  through  said  office,  and  that 
after  being  informed  by  said  office  that  the 
loan  papers  have  already  been  actually 
mailed,  it  still  takes  5  or  6  days  for  same 
to  reach  St.  Paul,  a  distance  of  only  10  miles, 
thereby  greatly  delaying  the  veteran's  loan 
and  making  it  impossible  for  any  veteran  to 
rely  on  such  information:  Now,  therefore, 
belt 

Resolved  by  the  members  of  State  Fair 
Grounds  Post.  No.  1947,  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States,  located  at  1044 
Front  Street.  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  in  regular 
meeting  assembled  this  20th  day  of  Janu- 
ary 1953.  That  the  Veterans'  Administration 
be  requested  to — • 

1.  Increase  the  interest  rate  from  4  to  4'^ 
p)ercent. 

2.  Revoke  the  regulation  prohibiting  lend- 
ing institutions  from  charging  sellers  of  real 
estate  an  origination  fee. 

3.  That  the  regional  office  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  at  Fort  Snelling  be  requested 
to  accept  and  answer  telephone  calls  regard- 
ing GI  loans  during  all  business  office  hours. 

4.  Reduce  the  time  for  processing  GI  loans. 

5.  Give  accurate  and  reliable  information 
as  to  the  time  of  mailing  the  loan  papers 
pertaining  to  such  loans. 

6.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  mailed 
to  the  Senators  and  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  Minnesota  and  to  Carl  Gray, 
Director  of  Veterans'  Affairs  In  Washington, 
D.  C. 

LOtns   OlTELLETTR, 

Adjutant,  State  Fair  Grounds  Post, 
No.  1947,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 


ASSISTANCE  TO  PEOPLE  OF  AIKEN, 
S.  C.  ON  OCCASION  OF  GAS  EX- 
PLOSION OF  JANUARY  27.  1953— 
CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION  OP 
SOUTH  CAROLINA  LEGISLATURE 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  some- 
time ^go  a  dreadful  tragedy  occurred  in 
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-  Aiken.  S.  C.  as  the  result  of  a  tremendous 
*  gas  explosion  which  seriously  damaged 
property  in  the  city  and  caused  the  death 
of  a  large  number  of  people.  Yesterday 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Legislature 
of  South  Carolina  adopted  a  concurrent 
resolution  expressing  the  thanks  of  the 
State  for  the  generous  and  efficient  as- 
sistance rendered  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  & 
Co.,  Inc.,  and  the  American  Red  Cross, 
to  the  people  of  the  city  and  county  of 
Aiken  in  their  efforts  to  relieve  the  suf- 
fering caused  the  people  of  that  vicinity 
by  the  explosion,  and  the  fire  which  fol- 
lowed. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  concurrent  resolution  be  appropri- 
ately referred  and  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  concurrent  resolution  will  be 
appropriately  referred,  and,  under  the 
rule,  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 
Concurrent  resolution  expressing  apprecia- 
tion for  the  generous  and  efficient  assist- 
ance rendered  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission. E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co., 
Inc.,  and  the  American  Red  Cross  to  the 
people  of  the  city  and  county  of  Aiken  on 
the  occasion  of  the  disastrous  gas  explo- 
sion on  January  27,  1953 

Whereas  the  city  of  Aiken  on  January  27, 
1953,  sustained  its  greatest  single  disaster 
Blnce  the  War  Between  the  States,  when  an 
explosion  of  gas  in  a  building  in  the  com- 
mercial area  resulted  In  the  death  of  about 
10  persona  and  the  eventual  destruction 
of  several  buildings;  and 

Whereas  the  explosion  caused  the  collapse 
of  a  part  of  the  masonry  of  the  buildings 
wherein  several  persons  were  entombed. 
throwing  the  population  into  a  near  panic; 
and 

Whereas  the  city  of  Aiken  and  Aiken 
County  were  not  equipped  with  trained  per- 
sonnel, machinery  or  equipment  to  cope 
with  such  a  situation;  and 

Whereas  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  and 
American  Red  Cross  came  forward  and  gen- 
erously offered  their  services  without  cost; 
and 

Mniereas  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  and 


American  Red  Cross  took  charge  of  the  situa- 
tion, moved  in  adequate  equipment  and 
trained  personnel,  cleared  the  debris,  re- 
moved the  dead,  and  cared  for  the  injured; 
and 

Whereas  the  American  Red  Cross  remained 
constantly  on  duty  and  served  hot  coffee 
and  sandwiches,  and  rendered  assistance 
wherever  possible;  and 

Whereas  with  the  generous  help  of  these 
agencies  a  critical  situation  was  cleared  com- 
pletely in  a  minimum  of  time;  otherwise, 
with  the  limited  equipment  of  the  city  and 
county,  several  days  would  have  been  re- 
quired; and 

Whereas  the  senator  from  Aiken  County, 
the  Honorable  John  H.  Williams,  and  the 
members  of  the  house  of  representatives, 
the  Honorable  Edward  C.  Cushman,  Jr  ,  the 
Honorable  W.  Cecil  Kenney.  and  the  Honor- 
able Franipton  W.  Toole,  Jr.,  have  requested 
the  general  assembly  to  take  recognition  of 
the  generous  and  efficient  assistance  volun- 
tarily rendered  by  these  agencies  to  the 
people  of  the  city  of  Aiken  and  the  county; 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  senate  (the  house  of  rcp- 
resentatne^  concurring) .  That  the  general 
assembly  take  recognition  of  the  efficient 
and  generous  help  which  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co  , 
Inc..  and  American  Red  Cross  voluntarily 
rendered  the  people  of  the  city  of  Aiken  and 
the  county  of  Aiken,  and  go  on  record  as 
expressing  its  appreciation  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  entire  State,  and  particularly 
those  of  Aiken  County,  for  such  humane  and 
public-spirited  assistance;  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  the  Honorable  BtniNET  R 
Maybank  and  the  Honorable  (Xin  D  John- 
ston, in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States; 
the  Congressman  from  the  Second  Congres- 
sional District,  the  Honorable  John  J.  Rilet; 
the  Director  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion, Aiken.  S.  C  ;  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nem- 
ours &  Co  .  Inc..  Aiken.  S.  C  .  and  the  Aiken 
County  Chapter  of  the  American  Red  Cross. 
Aiken,  S.  C. 


ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  February  6,  1953,  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  bill  iS.  243)  to  amend 
Public  Law  73.  Eighty-first  Congress, 
first  session  (63  Stat.  Ill),  to  provide  for 
an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Admin- 
istration. 


JOINT  COMMnTEE  ON  REDUCTION 
OP  NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES  —  SUMMARY  OP 
MONTHLY  REPORTS  ON  CIVIL- 
IAN PERSONNEL  IN  EXECUTIVE 
BRANCH  ISSUED  DURING  RECESS 
OP  CONGRESS 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nones.sential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures, I  submit  a  summary  of  monthly 
reports  on  civilian  personnel  in  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment i-ssued  durine;  the  recess  of  Con- 
press.  The  reports  were  concerned  with 
employment  and  payroll  during  the  pe- 
riod June-November  1952,  inclusive. 

In  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
.several  years'  standinR,  I  request  that  it 
be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks,  together  with  a 
statement  by  me. 

There  beinR  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  summary  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statfmfnt    by    SENA'IOR    Btrd 

civilian  emplnyment  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Federal  Qovernment  decreased 
by  33  781  during  the  period  June  through 
November  195-'  The  total  in  June  waa 
2.596,762.  In  November  there  were  2.562,981 
civilian  employees. 

Employment  by  civilian  agencies  of  the 
Government  showed  a  net  decrease  of  26.377 
during  the  period  from  June  through  No- 
vember 1952.  dropping  from  1.259.590  in  June 
to  i. 233.2 13  in  November.  Civilians  em- 
ployed by  the  Department  of  Defense  de- 
creased 7.404  during  the  same  period,  drop- 
ping from  1.337.172  in  June  tu  1,329,768  in 
No\  ember. 

Of  the  7.404  decrease  in  civilian  employ- 
ment by  the  Department  of  Defense,  more 
than  half  was  in  white-collar  Jobs.  Defense 
Department  Industrial  employment  decreased 
2.801  from  791099  in  June  to  788.298  in 
November;  and  vhlte-collar  employment  by 
the  Defen.se  Department  decreased  by  4,6D3 
irom  546.073  in  June  to  541.470  In  Novemt>er. 

Part  of  the  decrease  in  civilian  agencies 
was  m  seasonal  employment  in  such  agenclei 
as  Agriculture  and  Interior  Departments. 

In  October  the  Federal  civilian  payroll  was 
running  at  an  annual  rate  of  »10. 181, 000.000. 

Tliese  figures  summarize  compilations  of 
monthly  personnel  reports  certified  by  ex- 
ecutive branch  agencies  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures. 
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Tabi-e  I. — ConsoliJaled  table  of  Federal  personnel  inside  and  outside  continental  United  States  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during 
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2.  160 

2.  288 

801 

8,081 

,524 

748 

192 

131 

20.  91 5 

17.5.998 

2 

W  \x  I  "1,1 11  lis  ( 'oninii>v|oii                   

21 

S 

3.'-.7 

10 

321 

6 

3 

34 

12 

14 

2 

503 

22 

Inili  i-iiili  III  .iijiiiii'-^ 

\iiiiii(-an  ll^iltlr  Miiiiiiniiiit.s  Coninii.'i.'iiiin      

1 

2 

Civil  \rron:iuTU"S  Hoiir'l                     . .   . 

K15 

4 
6 

20 

<'i\  il  Sit \  111'  <  'oninu.'iMoM        ..     ...  - -. 

F xiwirl- Inijior t  Hitnk  of  \\';ishin^'lon                . _ 

FiAiral  Co.il  .Mux    .<iif.I\    Hoafl  of  KcMcw  • 

Ftilcral  ('oiiinuiriK-.iIioii-  ("oiiiniivMon 

1.1.18 

1.017 

370 

699 

35.  461 

680 

fi.  114 

29,178 

7,  676 

12,625 

10 

2,093 

15 

7.884 

3M 

13 
301 

1.  1 7:1 
114 
117 

19.  397 

2,  199 
2.  .5.*iO 

867 

8.180 

645 

734 

la-? 

125 

SL.SflO 

174,  .597 

21 

16 

FfitiT.il  Mi'<liiit;"n  .m'l  ('(iTifili.itum  .■-<r\  iif 

2 

5 

41 

6;i8 

1*  f  lit- ral    Irailc  I'oiiiiii  issiori                             .            ... 

33 

(  MTHTil  \  cfoiin t  tnp  otIifT 

139 

67 

(ii-iiiT^ii  Sri"\i(.is  A'lliilMlvtr;iLloIl 

■Mi 
70 

SiVO 

(  Mi\  iTTlIIirtll   I'rilitlliL'  (HTui*                                          .    - 

I.*i0 

1 

36 

10 

200 

9 



46 

111 tUsini? 'i[>'l  Hnnir  Fiikiiwt  APcnov 

181 

Indiin  f'l:iiiTi«  ( 'oilinvsvion 

1 

III t ff't  ilr  ( "(piiiiiirrti'  ( 'i'Mini ;'^<l(l^                         

70 

Mis-wniri  Bii'^in  **^l^^pv  ('niTinii^^tofi 

18 
6" 

14.5 
]■> 

18 

N  ilmiril   \'i\  I'^iTN   <  "i '[uiiiil  I  ••»■  fur   \<T"UaiJlus 

356 

N.ilmri.il  (■:i|>il;il  Hoti'^iri^'  .\nllMtr;ly           

N.iliunal  Cftpilal  rbimimj;  ( 'oriiniijt^JioTi 

Nit  inrial  f':i  >lt:il  St»sfiiiic('iitcrini;il  C'ommi?sion     

N;il  KiMlll  t  111  llT  \    of    \  rt 

3 

1 
12 

32 
12 
15 

9 

659 

4.-. 

1 

N  itKiii:tl  M ""dKiI hill  Hiia'*<l 

^']iIm>iih1  Srn'Tiot'  Kouii'liitiuil                               - -   -       -   -   --- 

4.'a 

39 

262 

e 
2 

6 
3.  107 

66 

99 

121 

14 

1 

n  111  ( 'iiiirl  I  if  1  h*'  1    nil  c*!  Stilt  »'^                                                                      -        -    - 

6 

i.401 

6.415 
26 

385 

V(  lrrun>'  Ailniinislrmion - 

Total,  ox  (hiding  nrnartmi-iil  of  Dt-frnv         

21,471    1             3,550 
17.921 

1,  259.  590 

1,  233.  213 

32,792 

377 

Pc'^i'tnirnt  of  iVfrnsr- 

1,007 

141.277 
13,  524 

81.  103 

7,501 

150.  <*8n 
y.  4."> 

1.181 

148.281 
13.  9:<j 

90.  323 
K»40 

154.  646 
9.  8(10 

114 

7,  n04 
434 

4  220 
839 

S.A66 
342 

21,  619 
21, 

2,285 

492.419 
61.450 

274.670 
55,017 

447.087 
34.244 

2,300 

486,  698 
6Z79e 

276.666 
37,274 

44a  185 
33.838 

24 

i>('{Rirtni4  tit  of  till-  Army. 

6,721 

(Hil.Kiili'  omliiirnliil  fnilj'U  slatis  

Pi|«irlniriit  of  Ihe  \n  Korc<'. 

In.slili'  ^^«ltinl•ntJl  I'nltiMl  Slalom      -y 

1.348 

1.996 
2,257 

r>f|ifirlnii-iit  (if  the  N'avy 

Iii.siilr  (-(inttncntal  rnlto<l  Hlate» 

Oul.M'lr  cnillnrillal  lliitnl  .^tjiUs 

e.902 

406 

Total.  TVpcu-t niont  of  Ocfons" - 

Net  ihanpf,  1  >t|>urtiiKnt  of  I><'fciui- 

404.  yiu 
808.906 

426,529 

619    

1,  337,  172 

1,  329,  708 

5,  G25  1            13,  029 
7.404 

848,446 

43,  090  1             3,  550 
39,  .MO 

1 

2,596,762 

2,562.981 

lZ04n  1 
33, 

■  48,821 

781 

1  NovmilKT  flpuri'  iikIihIi  s  3,318  i'm|)li>y*><'s  of  tlie  National  l'ro<lU(lion  Authority,  a  deercasc  of  1,209  fiom  the  June  figure  of  4,527. 

•  Kxcliisnc  of  ••■ariicn  01     >m-  roils  of  the  Marltinio  A(lnuni.<!tr.iliiin  and  tliiir  l>ay. 

•  Kxclusivr  of  iNT!nininl  ■  .d  pay  of  Ihc  ("ciilnil  Intcilipcnce  .\Fpnry. 

•  Ni»  liKiiicy  (Ti-atril  luirsi.ant  to  Ficrntivc  Order  10392,  datoii  Sept.  4,  1952. 
'  I  ><>:i(  IlvHdd  Ainriisl  19.52  and  riH-orils  transfirriMl  to  Stale  1  )eparlnient. 

♦.Niw  apt-ncy  ci*-al*-<l  |>ursiiunt  Ui  ruhlic  Ij»w  &.'i2.  82*1  Conp,,  approved  July  16,  19.52. 

'  lnelu<l<!ii>rr!ionnel  and  iwv  of  Howard  Inlversity  and  Colunit.ia  In.xlitution  for  the  Hoaf.  .     »,      .    .  .    r-      ,     ,^         .     ,■ 

•Indudis  cinplovci  •!  ajislgiiod  to  Defense  Supply  Management  Agency  and  employees  assigned  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiiauon. 


XCIX- 
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Table  II. — Federal  personnel  inticU  continental  UniUd  Slalfs  employed  by  executive  agencies  during  November  195S.  and  comparison 

with  June  1952 


Department  or  agency 


P. 


« 


;-h 


:itt 


Exerutlve  departments  (eicept  Department 
of  Uefensf"; 

Atrriciilture 

Commerce  ' ' 

Interior 

Jastiff 

Tost  Office 

ytatc    - 

Treasury 

Executive  Office  of  the  rresitlcnt; 

White  Hous*"  Office 

Bureau  of  the  BudRPt 

Council  of  Economic  Advi.sors  

Comnii^'iion  on  Renovation  of  the  Execu- 
tive Mansion.. 

Executive  Mansion  and  rirv)unds 

National  Security  Council  »-.   

National  Security  Resourre«  Board 

Office  of  Defense  Mobilizat  i(  n . 

Office  of  the  Director  for  Mutual  Security 
President's   Commission   on   the    Health 

Needs  of  the  Nation - 

President's  Commission  on  Immigration 
und  Naturalization  • 

Kniernency  agencies: 

l)efen.--c  Materials  Procurement  Aitency  - 

i)efense  Production  Administration 

Defense  Transport  Administration 

Economic  Stabilization  Agency 

Federal  Civil  Defense  .\dministration 

Mutual  Security  Aftency 

National  Security  Training  Commission . . 

Renegotiation  Board. 

Small  Defense  Plants  .\<lminLstration 

Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 

Postwar  agencies: 

Displaced  Person.<i  Commission  '  

Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 

War  Claims  Commission 

Illdei)endent  a^iencies: 

American    Battle   Monuments   Commis- 
sion   

Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board     

Civil  Service  Commission 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington    .      . 
Federal    Coal    Mine    Safety     Board    of 

Review  • 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Federal  Deposit  Insuranoe  Corporation. .. 


June 


7?.  .ITS 
62.040 
52.695 
31.828 
7.714 
521. ft  14 
II.  196 
87,408 

2.S0 

4»x 

34 

10 
121 

'j3 
IK.! 

210 
7» 

67 


Novem- 


71.106 
48.  626 
50.  125 
311,  t:<4 
fi.  59ti 
525.  070 
11.07l"> 
So.  ti88 

2.57 

474 

31 


In- 
crease 


De- 
crease 


Department  or  agency 


3.  426 


1.^7 

490 

2.'M 

17.1,=.: 

1.  Ill 

1,236 

5.59 

324 

31 

.M 

10 

161 


6,771 
572 

4,  TXI 
13ti 


94 

21 

8.5 

LOl 

133 

61 

32 

149 

:{8o 

169 

10,  428 

75.1 

1,067 

fi»-)5 

411 

27 


472 
414 

.S71I 

:.94 

118 

121) 
,  7..0 


24 
3 


in 


lis 

9 


8 

110 

ti.i 

6,  7 '29 

356 

169 


lot) 
87 


Independent  agencies— Continued 

Federal      Mediation      and      Conciliation 

.'MTVKl'  - 

Federal  I'ower  Conuiiisslon 

Federal  Security  .\genr>  ' 

Federal  Trade  Commission      

(ieneril  Accounting  I 'tlice        

(ieiieral  .'^ervii-es  A  dm  in  ist  rat  ion 

(ioveriiment  rriiiting  oituf  

Iloii.-.iiiK  and  Home  Kiimiice  .Agency 

Indian  Claims  Coimnl'iMon  

InliTslate  Commerci   iorniiiis.sjoii 
.Missouri  Basin  Survey  Coninussion 
National    Advistirj    Cunirmtlee   for    Aero- 
nautics 
National  Capital  Housing  Authorilv 
N:it!onal  Cai'ital  I'laninnc  Cnii'iiiis^inn 
National   Capital  .■H-siiniivnleiiiiial   (ipiii- 
mission  . 

NatiiMial  (hiliery  of  Art  

.National  I,.il«ir  Kelalions  BiKird 

.\aliinal  Mediation  Ho;ird      . 

National  Science  Foundation  . 

I'aii. una  Canal 

Kailroail  Ketinn'enI  Ho;ird  

Keconstruetion  Kinaiu-e  <'"r|«.r:ilii>n    

Securities  anil  Ktehanire  ConiniisMoii    

!s«'le<'live  ."HTV  ice  System _    . 

Sniithsoni  ill  InslituUou 

Soldiers'  Home         , 

'i  aritT  ( 'oninii.s.''^n    

Ta\  Court  o(  the  I  niled  States    .    

'rennes.s<-e  \'alley  Authority 

\ele rails'  .KdmiliL-tratioil      .    


June 


3-0 
•  ■99 

S-'v  trw 

i>0 
<■■.  1 1  4 

2''.  i>k;i 

7,  i'7ii 

12!  191 

10 

2.  0  :l 


,884 


ri 

.'(01 
1  "'2 
lU 
117 
5:..'. 

199 
,-.42 
8I'7 
9-22 
I.W 

7:m 

193 

1-2.'. 

:UHi 
11 'I 


.Novem- 
l>er 


In- 
crease 


21 

1  :.t 


R''8 
f.'>8 

34.  477 

>47 

C.  I  '.9 

28.  ,V21 

12.  ■2'»i 

11 

2,0-2:! 

3;i 

7.  .'.'28 

3.'i9 

6 


4.S 

46 

1 

IS 


1,'2' 


20, 
174, 


1 

3  On 

Iji'. 

l.^5 

525 
HO 

■281 

HOI 

V,3 
.'.18 
748 
112 
\M 
'.»\!t 
751 


Dtv. 
cniise 


2 
41 

r>n 
33 

5»i2 
1'I6 


3.S6 


6 

1 

13 

7 

143 

IS 

30 

39 

2r.i 

ff, 

m 

120 

14 

1 

6 

. . 

3M 

i,436 

.   -       . 

1, 11.) 

1,017 


8 

1b3 


14 

6,  71  3 
,553 

5,  '.1.7 
140 

6 
1,0<.'1 
1,033 


H 
19 

ISl  ' 

4     

6  L 

10 ! ".. 


TotMJ.exeluiiing  TVpartmrnt  of  !>,  f.ns..     1.  VM\  1.0    1,  17'2,  774 
Net  (lecre.wse.  excluding   1  8'|MrI  ineiil   of  i                       I 
iA'leus<'        .        .- '  ...       


6,048        2U,3»I 
23.  34fi 


Department  of  Defense- 

Olliee  iif  the  Secretary  of  Defen-ie 
Depanmenl  nflhe    \rni> 

l>ei'artmenl  nfihe    V;r  Kur'.v    

Deparliiieiit  u(  the  .\av  y  _ .     


2.231 

4'r2 

419 

274 

l'.7ll 

447 

(»»7 

I.  2.53 

4sii,  t,'.(<< 
•27^1.  <*'*^ 
44(1.  1(45 


22 
1.996 


5.  721 
t'>.WI2 


Tot.il.  Deiiartment  nf  Defence  1,216,407     l.J(.\Si2 

Net  de<rea.'<e.  Deparlinent  ol  lieleiise I 


Ciriiid    total,    iiiiludini;    Department   of  I 

Defense  .2.412.527 

Net  decrease.  iiKliidiii,;    l>e|Mrtmenl  of 

l>efense 


:7>«,  570 


2,018  I      12.023 
lli.''i(i5 


8,0«6        42,017 
33.951 


•  November  figure  includes  3,31'*  employees  of  the  National  Production  .Authority, 
•  decrease  of  1,209  from  the  June  figure  of  4..V27. 

'  Exclusive  of  seamen  on  the  rolls  of  the  .Maritime  Administration. 

•  E.xclusive  of  [icrsonnel  of  the  Central  Intelligence  .Vgeniy. 

•  New  agency  created  pursuant  l»  Executive  Order  1U392,  dated  Sept.  4,  19j2. 


'  I  leietiv  ilcd  A  urns  I  \'y-^  and  n-ctpfl-  Ir  ui-rerred  t.i  SI  ite  Department. 
•  New  .H.'.-nc\   ircilcl  piir^u  ml  l.p  I'lil'ln    l..r*    .V.j.  sj.l  I  Dn^:  .  aiijiruved  July  16, 
19.;.2 
'  Includes  personnel  of  Hjw.ir.i  rinwrMly  and  (■ipluintua  Institution  for  the  Deaf. 


Table  III. — Federal  personnel  outside  continental  United  Stalfx  emplntjed  by  the  executive  agencies  ditring  Soveinler  lii52.  and  comparison 

xrilh  June  lH'iJ 


Department  or  agency 


Jime 


Novem- 
U'r 


In- 
crt-ase 


De- 
crea.sc 


IVpartment  or  agency 


Executive  departtnents  (except  Department 
of  Defense  : 

.Agriculture 

Commercv 

I'l  tenor 

Justice 

LalKir      - 

I'ost  Office 

State 


Emergency  agencies: 

Defense  Materials  Proour»'ment  .Agency  . 

Economic  Stahiliiation  Agency 

Mutual  Security  -Agency 

Postw;ir  agencies: 

Displaci-d  Persons  Commission 

War  Claims  Commission 

Indeiiendent  agencies; 

.\merit«n  Battle  Monuments  Commission 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Civil  .Aeronautics  Board 

Civil  Service  Commi-sslon 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

FtKleral  Security  .Agency 

(leneral  Accounting  Office 

General  Services  Administration . 


1.921 

3.  7'2.5 

8,  04-^ 

,568 

199 

2,  178 

20,  '2:J5 

l,t>»3 

4 

246 
3,733 

.M 
24 

441 

5 
10 

H 

25 

363 


1,  510 

3.40.1 

ti,  2.">.5 

.V.,l 

147 

2.229 

20,  679 

1,032 


51 
444 


411 

320 

1,789 

9 

52 


06 


8 

129 

,391 


24 

i43 

II 
9 

10 

26 
346 

22 
107 


U 


117 
342 

53 


Indepeniient  agencies     Contmueij 

HoiiMiig  .mil  Home  Fiii:inir  .Ai'incy. 
Natiiin.il  l-aUir  Uelat^nn.-  Hoard 
riinain.i  Canal 
Kc-eon^tnictioii  1  inunc<'  I'uriKir.iiiun 

.•^elective  .Servii'e  .-y^tijii      

Sniithsoniau  In^Iitiitiuii 

Veterans'  .Administration. 


Total,  pxrliidiiie  Deiiartment  of  Defeiis*. 
Net  deerea-se.  excluding    Deiuirtmeiit  of 
Defense 


1 

6 

11 

2 

1 

161 

22 

12 

1 

Department  of  IVfense: 

Otiice  of  the  ."vcntary  of  Defense 
IVpartment  of  the  Armv 

Department  of  the  Air  Korcv 

Department  of  t lie  .Na\y 


Total,  Detiarfment  of  IVfense 

Net  increase,  iHparlment  of  lHfcii.s»> 

Grand  total.  Including  Department  of 

IH'fense 

Net  increase,  including  De|>artnient  of 

Defense 


1953 
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Tablk  l\'.— Industrial  employees  oj  the  Federal  Government  inside  and  outside  eontinerUal  United  SUUes  employed  by  execulive  agencies 

during  November  1952,  and  comparison  with  June  1952 


I'k'iiartiDenl  or  agency 


June 


Ki.culive  iJepartroentR  (except  I">epartment  of 
]  ii  !i  li.s<- ' 

I  .uiiniercv 

lull  riiir - 

I  ie.i.-.ury       ---      

Ilil.  |»  ndent  aifench-P: 

.Atiiinii    Knergy  Commission     

(  oiiiTal  S>  r\  Xfr*  A  din  in  1st  rat  Ion 

)■  in  una  (  anal  

'1  iiiin.ssK'  Valley  .Authority     

Tiil:il.  excluding  D<|xirlment  of  Defence 

N't  ihireji.se,  excluding   Deparlllient  of 

Dt.feii.sc 


Department  or  agency 


28,999 


Department  of  Defense: 

JX'parlment  of  the  Army: 

Inside  oontinenlal  Inited  States 

OuUside  continental  t'nited  Slates 

DciKirtment  of  the  Air  Fijriie: 

Inside  continental  I 'niled  State*   

Out.side  continental  Inited  States 

Department  of  the  Navy- 
Inside  continental  Cniled  States   

OuLsidc  continental  Inited  States 

Total.  IVparlmenI  of  Defense 

Net  decn-a-s*',  Department  of  DefeiiSe 

Grand  total,  including  Department  of 
I  lefense  . .    . 

Net  decri-ase,  including  Dejiartment  of 
Difen.se  


Jiue 


2.54,139 
31,690 

1.59.  .547 
20,275 

299.381 

26.  067 


Novem- 
ber 


251,790 
33,116 

162,  3.W 
21,508 

294.054 
25,  477 


In- 
crease 


1,426 

2,»«nfi 
1,233 


De- 
crease 


2,349 


6,327 
590 


791,099       788,298 


820,098 


81.5,904 


5,465   I       8,266 
Z801 


5,502  !      9,696 
4,194 


Tabi.k  V. —  Federal  cmpUiyrca  asaigned  to  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Program 


Payroll  (in  thousands) 

Civilian  personnel 

Department  or  agency 

In  May 
>k;»s  — 

In  Octot>er 
wai  — 

Increase  (-^) 
or  decria.se 

(-; 

In  June 
nunitiered  — 

In  November 
numbered— 

Increase  (4) 

or  decre^LSO 

(-) 

1    .Lai    

»9. 602                $13,228              -^Kry. 

33.931 

41,  587 

47,656 

Ft.itr  Di  p.irlmcnt   

137 

142 

9 

103 

8.  9-29 

1,»:77 

1,36S 

45 

49 

441 

42.479 

44it2 

4690 

163 

87 

13 

178 

3Z  44S 

5,  118 

3,743 

66 

Mntir.l  Security  Arenrv 

413 

416 

4-6.  '.'.53 

-2.58 

4'J98 

(It!  1..   .1  the  .Sirret.arv  of  Defeiist- 

fi2 

7.  4,5(1 

1,  275 

678 

162 

25.  495 
5.  376 
2,745 

1  ..  p  .rl  III.  Ill  of  Itie  Armv    .     _ 

1 11  j.  iMrtient  of  the  Air  force 

l>e|iartment  of  the  .Na\  y 

ADDITIONAL  REPORT  OP  JOINT 
COMMITTEE  ON  REDUCTION  OF 
NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL  EX- 
PENDITURES—CIVILIAN EMPLOY- 
MENT IN  EXECUTIVE  BRANCH 
FOR   MONTH   OF  DECEMBER    1952 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nonessential  Federal   Expendi- 


tures, I  submit  an  additional  report  on 
civilian  employment  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Federal  Government  for 
the  month  of  December  1952,  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  of  several 
years'  standing.  I  request  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  together  with  a 
statement  by  me. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
and  statement  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Federal    Pessonnel    in    Execttttve    Branch. 
November-December  1952,  and  Pay,  Octo- 
ber-November 1952 

personnel  and  pat  sttmmart 
According    to    monthly    personnel    reports 
for  Decenaber   1952  submitted   to  the   Joint 
Committee    on    Reduction    of    Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures: 


Civilian  jK-rsonnel  in  evecutive  branch 

PajToll  {in  thousands)  in  executive  branch 

IHpai-tmcnt  or  agency 

In  Decenilier    In  Novenil)er 
numtHTcd—  1  numbered— 

In  ere  a."*  (4) 

or 
decrease  (— ) 

In  November 
was— 

In  October 
was— 

Incrca.sp  (4) 

or 
decrea.sc  (— ) 

Total                                                                  

2.  .560  478  1        5  .Vv.5  m7 

-.5.  129 

J76R.  745 

tSlR.  448 

-$79,703 

1     Vii^H  1.  >■  et(  lii«i\e  of  Deimrtment  of  Defense 

2.    1  'i  ;i.irllilent  of  1  >efelise      

1.  '230.  -20,5 
1.  ;«il.  273 

1.  235.  <v{9 
1.  329.  7(« 

-  5.  ta4 
4.^)5 

3S7. 242                421.919 
3>^l.,503                426,5-29 

-34.  fi77 
-4.^.  026 

W  It'. Ill  the  Deji-.irtmi  nt  of  Defens-: 

(  itlld   nf  III-  rvi-ret-iry  of  1  lefeiise 

1  'i  I'lirliiii  lit  of  tlie  .\ri!iy            

i  '<  iKirtiii»nl  of  llie  Air  Kort>' 

1  'ei>arlin(  lit  of  the  .Va\y 

2.297 
53h.  227 
31.5.  140 
474,609 

2.309 
■'*!.  496 
313.  940 
474,023 

-12 

-1.2CA* 

41.200 

4586 

l.fttS 

146.318 

87,605 

146,555 

1.181 

162.239 

9\663 

164,  446 

-1.56 
-1,5.921 
-11.0.58 
-17,881 

Table  I  breaks  down  the  above  figures  cr  side  continental  United  States,  outside  con-  does  not  Include  pay  figures  because  payroll 

empli.yment  and  pay  by  agency.  tinental  United  States,  and  the  number  in  reports  submitted  to  the  committee  by  some 

Tables  II,  III,  and  IV  break  down  the  above  the    so-called    Industrial    categories.      This  agencies  are  Inadequate  Xor  this  purjxise. 

employment  figures  to-show  the  number  In-  ftu-ther  breakdown  In  tables  II,  III,  and  IV 

1  \}<u:  l.^  Consoliitntrtl  talAe  of  Federal  personnel  inside  and  outside  continental  United  Stales  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during 
Dteirtilitr  I'Joji,  and  comparison  with  Xovemher  1052,  and  pay  for  Xovember  1952,  and  comparison  u'ilh  October  1952 


I>e[«irtnient  or  agency 

ray  (in  thousands  of  dollars) 

Personnel 

October 

November 

Increase 

Decrease 

November 

December 

Increase 

Decrease 

I  V.  .  iil!\r  department.'; 
AiTieiilture 

(exwpt  I>eparlment  of  Defcn:*): 

24.609 
21.. 309 
21.7:i«i 
13,  S9». 
2.  94S 
16Z  045 
11.4.35 
33,979 

X.S31 

19.  177 

19.  0-27 

11.. 5.33 

2.  52,5 

159,  fi87 

X,678 
2,192 
2.709 
2,3fi.3 
423 
2,358 
1.  4.59 
4,197 

72,616 
62,031 
56,380 
30.993 
6,743 
627,299 
31.  7,V5 
86,720 

70.722 

61,377 
5.5,  81 1 
30,646 
6.4.50 
625.  217 
32,095 
86,  M6 

1,5«94 

1   ■iinnurn.  '  ' 

6.54 

li.li  riiir 

569 

Jii^-hii. 

347 

l.il.or                                       

293 

I'l.M   Ollu,. 

2,083 

SI. Ill- 

9,976 
29,782 

340 
125 

lii.i.'^ury 



•  ••>•>••■•*>• 

'  I  >e(..  iiilH^r  flpure  Jncliiile<:  3.1,'k-l  eniiiloytfs  of  the  National  Production  .Authority,  a  decrease  of  165  from  the  November  figure  Ol 3,318k 
JJett.'mt>er  figure  is  ciiluinc  of  5,362  seamen  ou  the  rolls  of  the  Maritime  Administration  and  their  pay. 


■f 
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Table  T.— Consolidated  table  of  Federal  personnel  inside  and  outside  continental  United  Statfs  empU^ed  h-/  the  eifrvtive  nqenries  during 
December  1952,  and  comparison  with  November  1952,  and  pay  for  SovemWr  1952.  and  nnn  pan.'ion  u-tth  (hi„),fr  l'j52~{'o\\{[u\H'i\. 


Department  or  a«enc7 


tho  N  I 
iturali^: 


..n  ' 

loll. 


Eieoutive  Office  of  the  President: 

White  Hou.se  Office  

Jiurcau  of  the  Budget 

C'ounril  of  Economic  .\dvisen 

K  \ecut  i  vp  M  an.sion  and  ( !  rounds ., 

National  Security  Council  •     

National  Security  Resources  Board.. 

Otiice  of  Defen.se  Mohilizmion 

Otrice  of  the  Director  for  Mutual  Sectirity. 
rresi<lent's  ronimLs.sion  on  the  Health  Nef-d-i 
I'resiident's  Commission  on  Immigration  and 

Emer([ency  agencies: 

Defense  Materials  Procurement  Agency 

Defense  Production  A'lmini.-itration 

liefense  Trans|:K)rt  AdniinLstralion 

Economic  Stabiliiat ion  Agency   . 

Federal  Civil  Defen.-ie  Administration 

Mutual  Security  Aeency .     

National  Security  Training  Commission 

Rene^jotiat  ion  Board . 

Small  Defense  Plants  Adniiri!.-(.r;itir)n  

Suhvepiive  Activities  Control  board 

Postwar  agencies: 

Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 

War  Claims  Commission "... 

Indejiendent  agencies: 

Americiin  Battle  Monuments  Commission 

Atomic  Energy  Commission . 

Civil  .\eronautic8  Board 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Wishingt'in 
Ftnleral  Coal  Mine  Safety  Boiird  of  Review  . 
FiHleral  Communicatinns  Commission 

Federal  Deposit  Itmuranoe  Corporilnin 

Federal  Mediation  and  Coneilmtioii  Service 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Federal  S«>curity  Agency  • ' ' 

Federal  Trade  Commussion.. 

Oeneral  Accounting  Ollicc  ..       " 

General  Services  Attniinislmtion 

(Jovernment  Printing  Otiice 

Housing  and  Home  Kinance  .\g( ncy 

Indian  Claims  Commission 

Interstate  Commerce  (^onmiission 

Missouri  Basin  Survey  Cmitmssion.  

National  Advisory  Committ<f  for  .Veronauiic; 
National  Capital  Hoii.<uu  .\uth<irity 
National  Capital  Planning  (onmiissloii 
National  Capital  Ses<iuitvnteniii;il  Coiuuij-cv:i 

National  '"rallery  of  Art  .     . 

National  I-abor  Relations  Bo:ird ..V.\. 

National  Mediation  Boanl 

Nitional  Science  Kounduion !I-!!I.[I! 

Panama  Canal 

Railroii<l  Retirement  Bfwrd !!..,.!!!!!! 

Reconstruction  Kinarui-  Corporation !! 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

S*>lective  S<Tvic»>  System ] 

Smithsonian  Institution   "]' 

Soldiers'  Home   ]     ] 

Tariff  Commission  .  ] 

Tax  Court  of  the  liiiti-d  States ].^] 

Tennessee  \alley  Authority   ' 

\'cterans'  .\dmiuistration 


Pay  (in  thciiisands  of  dollars) 


Personnel 


n2 

Jl) 
\: 

5^ 
Wl 
(.> 

:■■* 

1.! 

'••) 
l:!! 

f.  i».'J 

'Wl 

:i 

.'!SC, 


no  i 
i: 


17 


11     

<"*      

t  t       

70  I  2 

30  I 

12    


SO 

l'.<.) 

<,Tiil 


1. 


.lis 

M 


34 

3 

2 

1 

10 

10 


4 

1 

19 

» 

7fis 

I 

175 

47 

2 

1 

i, 


N'overiitier 

1  )eceiiit-er 

IiuTiivse 

I  'ecrease 

?.^7 

or,, 

7 

474 

4:n 

4 

31 

31 

W 

tt5 

1 

21 

21) 

1 

K5 

Wl 

;i 

2<ll 

21.1 
133 

14 

i:« 

CI 

t>i 
t) 

32 

26 

i.ia 

117 

2 

3M) 

374 

u 

ir,» 

lfi7 

■1 

10.  .1.17 

f|    Htl. 

71 1 

71.1 

7''.  I 

s 

4.4.1H 

4,4rt 

lij 

1 

.1 

2 

ffiS 

rwi 

17 

411 

422 

11 

i7 

8 

1 

R 

•305 

234 

1» 

17 

■I 

td 


11 

.•i4'i 

80 

::J 

6 

n 

49 

1 

2 

10 

7 

Total,  excluding  Department  of  Defense 

Net  decrease,  excluding  Dcpartiiicnt  of  Defens 

Department  of  Defense: 

OfTicr  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ' 

l>ci)artment  of  the  .\rniy: 

Inside  continental  (nifed  St.ifes 

Outside  continental  Inited  States ..... 

Department  of  the  .\ir  Force: 

Inside  continental  Inited  .States 

Outside  continental  IniteJ  States 

Department  of  the -Navy 

InsKle  continental  I  nited  States 

Outside  continental  Lnited  States 


Total,  Department  of  Defen.se 

Net  change,  Dciiarlment  of  Defense 

Cirand  total,  Inchiding  Department  of  Defense 
Net  decrease,  including  Department  of  Defen.se 


«  Exclusive  of  personnel  and  pay  of  the  Central  Intelligence  \gencv 

•  Deactivated  Dec.  28.  19,12.     s  S'^"'-*^. 

•  Revised  on  the  basis  of  later  information. 

•  Includes  personnel  and  pay  of  Howard  Cniversily  and  Columbia  In 
'Figures  include  Diysion  of  Commissioned  Officvrs    Publx  He  ilth 

November  figure  has  been  adjuste.l  for  piiri>os<s  of  comparison   to  includ- 
•Includes  275  employees  assigned  to  Defense  Supply  Management  ■V 


2H 
2 


:ii 


s 

33 

7 


:; 

11 

87 

- 

— . _ 

.%ti34 


0,  yw 


stitndon  for  the  Denf 

■  t^:^l,^:n:l:uZu:^:^_  '^°™  '^'^  ^•^^'"^'-     ^■  — '"-'  0-^--  in  December  numbered 
t-eucy  and  4«i  employees  assigned  to  the  North  Atlantic  Ircaty  Or^amiatioa. 


2.807 


1953 
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T.iBLK  U.— Federal  fersonnel  inside  continental  United  Stales  employed  by  executive  agencies  during  Decentber  195S,  and  tomparison 

uith  Xovember  1952 


n«'partment  or  egency 


N'overa-  i   Decitn-        In- 
Imt  tier  crease 


De.       I 
crease 


Depart meJit  or  agency 


>  V,..  nine  depart  men  ts  ieit*]it  Dejiartment  of 
i  'eleli'* 

Aimnlliire 

I   .  Tijiherie  '' 

Jil^Mif    

1       ilHT  

I    -I  I  iffil*  

'1  M.,i«urv 
EveMii  i\  e  I  ifTii-e  of  Ihe  I'reMdeiit: 

\\  I  )ie  Hou>e  ot!ice       

Iturr.iii  o(  I  he  Hii.li'el  

«  i.uiHll  !■!  K.<iino|iiie  .\d  .  isi  r-.         

}  veiulive  .M.iii>.ii.|i  and     iroiiiids    

N  iii.in:il  .st-cunly  ('oiiiu  iM 

N.iiinn.il  Seciinlv  He-ioii  ti's  Ho;ird 

dlluriil  Deteiiw  Mulili/iiiioii 

(Ulii'e  ol  the  DirectiT  for  .'diilu.il  .'^eciiril  y 

J'tesidenlv    ( 'oiimiiv.ioii    on    the    Health 

Nw!'.  i.f  the  N:i!ioM  <    .  . 
Pre^ideiil  >  I  oiiiniisMoii  on   1  iiiniigrMlion 
:iM  !  \  iiiir;ili7alioii 

Ell.el  velir\    .1^'eiH  lev 

lie'ens«'  MalerLiI*  Proniremeiit  .\cency.. 

I'efeiisi'  I'roiliicli'.n  .\dniinistialhin 

1  if(ens«.  Triiiivi«'rt   .\diiiiinMr;it  Ion    , 

Kr.ilii.llllc  SUihllir.lIJiiIl    ,\gni'  \  .       

>eder:il  I'lv  il  liffeiis*'  AdininistratK.li.    .. 

Miiliial  '-enirilv  .\i.'enrv 

N.ilii'ii.il  >ecunl\   'I  raining  I 'oiniiiiv.-ioii    . 

luiiet'.u.iii.iii  Itii.ird    . 

Sni.ill  Uelei]'*  I'lint-.   \dniini>tr:il:oii    

Mii'wrvue  .\(ti\  ilie*  Coiilrol  Hourd 

Pu-I  »  .ir  iii'eiicie* 

.M'li.r  I'.irner  Cl:iirn'  Coninii>'sion 

^\  :ir  I   1.11111-  l'oniiiiis..-1'iii 

lEile|..li(lelit  .ifelielev 

Aiiiiriniii  H:ilil<'  Monuments  ("oninus'-ion 

Ali'inie  Kiierfv  ( 'oiiinr.v-ioii   

(   r.  il    \i -^Miiaurvv  H,i:ir.| 

(    \  il  ^er\  iiv  ( 'oniniiv-i"ii  

>  vi'.'rl  \ui\ft\    I'-iiik  of  W.isloialoii 

>..|.  1  i)   i'..al    Mine   >:iU  ly    H<...rd   of   Ke- 

>i'!ii,ii  (  oniniunii-.ilioiis  ('onmii«sion  .  .. 
>i'lii.il  DepiMt  li.siiraiiei  (iiriXirMiion 
i  rill  r.il      Mi.<!iiitioii      and      Conciliation 

Si  rv  !(■•■  

Fi  ill  r  d  I'owi  r  I  liinnov-ioii 


71,1fV) 
4^,  f>J»i 
H).  12.1 
30.  4.(4 
(..  ,H«i 
.12.1.  07(1 
11.071, 

8,1,  l*)5 


474 

.il 

21 

K1 

2111 

IX\ 


CI 


149 

.{Nl 
lo9 

10.  v>> 

7.1.1 
1,  0<.7 

fi<',.1 
411 

•1^1 

It 

f.  7i.i 

.1"l( 

.1.  11.7 
140 

f, 
1.001 

i.au 


W,  241 

4A.  070 
4W.  tv.1,1 
.iO.  Il«;( 

t..  :i4.i 

.12Z  «t7 
11.04.1 
bo,  his 

2.V1 

470 

:n 

H.1  i 

2(1  ' 

Kl 

21.1  I 

l.i3  ' 


2r. 

Ml 
:i74 

lt,7 

8.720 

7ti.! 

l.oxy 

1 

r,s-> 

422 

2o 

y 

K^4 

14 

fi,  777 

,14>« 

.'.  ZWt 


130 


1 
14 


1,  W-S 
5.'>ti 
470 
341 
2.11 

2,  l.-ii 

31 


CI 


2 
7(») 


17 
11 


lndef>endent  agencies— Continued 

Federal  .-'eiMirity  Agency  •' 

Fe<lera]  Trmle  Commission 

(ieiieral  .\ccoutiting  Olfice    

(leneral  Ser\ic<s  Adniiiiivtratioii 

Coveriinient  Pr intinp  (iffi'oe     _. 

Hoiisine  and  Home  Firianiv  Aiency.. 

Indian  Claims  Coin  mission  . .  .    _ 

lriter--t:ite  Coinmerif  Coniiiii.v-ion   

Missouri  Basin  Survey  Coniniission     . 
National   Advi.sory  Coiiimitli.e  for  .\( 

nautics      

N:itional  CapiUil  Housing  .\iithority . . 
National  Capital  Planning  Criminissi. 
National  Capital  Sesqiiioiitennial  C 

mission  .  

National  fiallery  of  Art    .  

Nilional  Labor  Helatioiis  Bourd    . 

National  Meiliatioii  Hoard 

National  Science  Foundation 

I'anama  Canal      

Railroad  Retirenient  Kimrd       

Reconstruction  Finance  Corixir^tion 
Securilie--  and  Exchange  Commi.ssion 

.'-eliKtive  Servic«'  Sylem 

Smithsonian  Institution..  

SoldiTs'  Home     

'Ian IT  Coniniission  

Tax  Court  of  the  riiiird  Si:i||..> 

TetiMesS'e  \iilley  .\iithont\.      

\  eteraiib'  .\diiiinistration 


Novem-  j   Decera- 
l)er  ber 


In-      I      De- 
crease      CTea.se 


n... 
om- 


30.  R71 

f.47 

ft.  1.19 

•>.  .121 

7.  722 

lZ29f. 

U 

2,023 

33 

7.  .'?*< 

t 

1 

10.>r 
1,21.M 

1 2r. 

Kvl 

2.  U-0 

2,  ^l 

K)l 

7.  .'-.li 

;,\s 

74H 

H'2 

131 

?«i.  !'l  1 

174.7,11 


36.  Wvl 

047 

f\  IfS 

2S.  Wifi 

7.  fi99 

12,  3,V) 

11 

2,017 

27 

7.479 

3.\S 
C 

1 

l..<0,1 

iiy 

14f) 

,i;w 
2.  I'd 
2, 2.19 

i\a 

7,  xzi 

,111 

7.K 

1'.'4 

\Xi 

20,  920 

174,  M4 


90 


111 

34.1 


■a 


49 
1 


10 


11 

14 
31 


Total,  excluding  I  V.'iartmont  of  De'en«e    1,17S,  17u    1,109,449 
Net  decrea.se,  excluding   De|iartnient  of  ■  I 

Defense ' 


14 


2K 

2 


f,  '    '    

1 ,  ns2     9 

i,o.ti    j  2 

^^l  17 

titiO  2      


Department  of  I>cfen'e: 

otiice  ol  tile  Secrelary  of  Defense 

Department  of  the  .\rniy 

1  )epartinent  of  the  .Mr  Force. 

Department  ol  the  .Navy 

Tot'il,  Dejiartnienl  of  Defence      

Nil  incrcit.Se,  DeiKirtineiit  of  Defen.se 

Crand  total,  including  Department  of 

Defense        . 
Net  decrease,  mcludme  liepartmeiit  of 

Dcfen.st 


?.  :.13 

4>vti,  t.i> 
27'i.  t*0 
440. 1K1 


2.239  ' '  14 

4M. :«i8   .1     ].3;io 

277. 7H9        l,12;i    

440,079  1  494 


1,205,  H)2    1.200,075 


1,017  1,344 

27.1 


2,380,572    2,375,524  ]     2,541 


7,989 


6,448 


1  I'lniiitMT  fciire<  inchirh  3.1'3  employees  of  the  National  rro<iii(tion  .\iithority, 
■  diTTi  i.-<    o(    II..'.  from    \o\rn  li-r  fgiirr  o(  ;t.;)lS. 

•  1  '1 1 1  iiilni  lit:uri  :.-  ixcliisi\e  of  .'.,.K.l'  s«an,en  on  the  rolL-  of  the  Maritime  -Adnim- 

K-'r  il  i.iii 
»  Kxilii'ive  i.f  [lenionnel  of  the  Central  InlclllBeiicc  Agency. 
<  I  '.  V  n\,ilei|   I  1..,     >,  19.1.' 

•  Ju  w.Mil  on  biisi.v  of  later  inforiiiation. 


'  Includes  personnel   of  Howard    University   and   Columbia   Institution   for   the 

J  leaf. 

'  1-  ipures  include  Division  of  Commissioned  Oflicers.  Public  Hrnlth  Si-rvice, 
herelolore  excluded  from  Ihi"  reiiort.  Commissionid  oflicers  in  Deceiiiber  nuni- 
N'ri-d  ■.\377,  \o\eiiitMT  fiifure  h;vs  Ijecu  adjusli-d,  lor  purjoscs  of  ConipaliSou,  to 
include  i:,3'Jb  comuiissioiied  ulliceri. 


Tm  i.K  \\\.—  Fulnal  pirfonnil  ouLsidc  continental  United  .^trtm  emploi/rd  },u  the  exccutU-e  agencies  during  Decemhcr  1052,  and  comparison 

with  Xovinthtr  1952 


I'<  |.arl  nienl  or  agency 


I\i.rnt:\e  deparl  ineiilv   (except    Deiiartiiient 
til  I  leliiiv*. 

.If  111  nil  lire  

I  111  11  merit'    

liilenor    

Jii-Iiie    ...     .. 
1    ilKir 

po-i  iiiTu* ■_  .; 

si  lie  _, 

I  rea^iiry  

FmerteiHV  :i;.'eiicies 

Defence  M.uer]:iN  Procurement  .Agency  . 

Ki'oiiniiiic  Stabilizalion  .\gency 

Miiliial  .■Securily  .\gency. 

P'lvl »  .11  airencies 

\\  .11  ('l;iiiiis  Commission 

Imli  piiideiit  agencii-s 

Aiiiericaii  Battle  .Monuments  Commission 

AloiiiK   Knergy  Coinniission 

Civil  Aeronaiiiics  Board    . 

Civil  Ser\  ici-  Coniniission      . 

liitir  il  (  oiTiniiinications  Commission 

l-ider:ii  Security  .\geiicy      

•  iiiiiral  .^(coiiiiiing  OfTice  ..     

'iincTil  Ser\  ici-s  .\dniinistnition 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 


Novem- 
l»r 


1.  .Iin 
3.  4tl1 
6,  2.M 

,1.19 
147 

2.  229 
20.  fi79 

l,0o2 

N 

129 

3,391 

24 

442 

11 

9 

10 

2« 

67(5 
22 

107 

148 


IVci^m- 
Ur 


l,4Sl 

3,  :«o7 

I),  1  .Vi 

.1,1.< 

105 

2.  2M) 
21.0.10 

1,027 

8 
121. 

3,  3h5 

40 

43H 

II 

» 

10 

2« 

677 
23 

108 

14S 


In- 
crease 


51 
371 


De- 

crea.sc 


29 
«h 
U9 
fi 
42 


Department  or  agency 


Nnvem-  '   Decrm-         In-      '     De- 
ber  ber        ;  crca,se      crease 


Ifi 


Independent  agencies— Continued 

National  Latior  Relations  Board 

Panama  Canal 

Reconstruction  Financi'  Corporation 

Selwtlve  Service  System 

Smithsonian  Institution  , 

Veterans'  AdminLstration 

Totjil.  excluding  Department  of  Defense 

Net  increase,  excluding  Dejiarlmenl  of 

DefeiLSe _ 


Department  of  Defense' 

OfliM'  of  the  Secretary  of  Defen.se. 

IVjiarlmcnt  of  the  .^rniy 

Deitartment  of  the  .Mr  Force 

Department  of  the  Navy.. 


r3 

18,  439 

228 

6 

1,247 


23 
18,394 


221 

2 

1,241 


45 


60,669 


tJO.756 


Total.  TVpartment  of  Defense  ._ 

Net  increase,  lA'partraent  of  Defense. 


,16 
52.  79* 
37.274 
33.8.38 


58 
52.  8.19 
37.  ,351 
33.  «.■» 


123.966       124.  19() 


441 

87 

364 

• 

o    ! 

61     ... 

.... 

92         .. 

232  ^ 

232 

Grand  total,  including  Department  of 
I  )efen.se 

Net  increa.se,  including  Department  of 
Defense 


184,635 


184,964 


673 


354 


313 


B 
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Table  IV.— Industrial  employees  of  the  Federal  Government  inside  and  outside  continental  Vnited  States  employed  hy  executive  agencies 

during  December  1952,  and  comparison  with  November  1952 


Department  or  agency 


Executive  departments  (except  Department  of 
Defense): 

Commerce 

Interior 

State 

Treasury -. 

Independent  a*;encies: 

Atomic  Enerjcy  Commission. 

(ipneral  f^crvices  Administration 

I'anama  Canal 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 


Total.  eTclndintr  Department  of  Defense. 

Net  decrease,  excluding  Dei)artment  of 

Defease 


Novem- 
ber 


A53 
3,au6 

1S3 
9,163 


148 

1,475 

12.689 


Decem- 
ber 


ins 

2,523 

1M6 

9,2«0 

94 

152 

1,492 

12.405 


In- 
crease 


De- 
crease 


3 

97 


114 
683 


Department  or  agency 


17  !- 


2!M 


27,606 


26,651 


126  1.  USl 


Department  of  Defense- 

Dtpiirtnienl  of  iho  Army 

In.st(le  contmcntul  rHltf>d  !5f.sf(«!.. 
Outside  contlnentiil  liutpd  .<l.i!es 

Depurtment  of  the  Air  Knrii' 

Inside  contiiicnUil  Inili'd  -Jdi,' 
Out.side  continent.il  liiitiil -■^Uilcs  . 

Deparlrnent  of  the  N'livy 

Inside  continental  I'lilted  States 

Outside  t-ontinetital  I'littoil  St.itw.. 


Total,  nepnrtment  of  Hofon'^e 
Net  increuse,  DcparUm  lU  of  l><fi' 


Orand  total,  tnchidinK   Dep.irlrn.'nt  of 

I  )if('n<e   ... 
Ni't  iiKTi'iise,  IncJu'lmi;   l)cii;irt:ricnt  of 

i  >efca>-<' 


Tablk  V. — Federal  employees  assigned  to  Mulitnl  Defense  AxsiMnnce  I'rugrnm 


Department  or  agency 


I'ayroll  (in  thousin.Ls) 


•  ivili.m  [xrvmncl 


Total 

Ftate  Department 

Mutual  Security  Agency 

()Hice  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

l>ei>artment  of  the  Army 

I>e|>artment  of  the  Air  Force 

Dei)artment  of  the  Navy 


In  OctolHT      I 
w.us    -  I 


$i;j,  228 


n  November   '"'TIT  '  ^  '    '''  NH,.n,N.r   In  IVcvniU-r    '""^r**  ' 


fll.fi9(l 


-t-) 


Etatxment  bt  Senator  Btud 
Civilian  employment  In  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Federal  Government  In  Decem- 
ber Iptaled  2,560,478,  according  to  certified 
reports  from  72  agencies  which  were  com- 
piled today  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Re- 
duction oX  Nonessential  Federal  Expend- 
itures. 

The  December  total  reflected  a  decrease  of 
5,129,  as  compared  with  employment  In  No- 
vember. This  was  the  fifth  consecutive 
monthly  decrease. 

Principal  decreases  were  reported  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Department  of 
the  Army,  and  the  Post  OfBce  Department. 
This  was  the  first  time  In  15  months  that  the 
Post  Office  Department  did  not  rtport  an  In- 
crease. Employment  by  the  Post  Office  Ete- 
partment  decreased  2.082  during  December, 
bringing  the  total  to  525.217. 

Partially  offsetting  these  decreases  were 
Increases  during  the  month  reported  by  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force,  the  Department 
of  State,  and  General  Services  Administra- 
tion. This  is  the  third  consecutive  monthly 
Increase  in  civilian  employment  reported  by 
the  Air  Force.  The  increase  since  September 
has  totaled  4.873. 

Despite  reductions  In  civilian  employment 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  total 
number  of  civilians  employed  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  increased  505  during  De- 
cember to  1,330,273.  There  was  a  net  de- 
crease of  5,634  in  employment  by  the  civilian 
agencies,  bringing  the  December  total  down 
to  1,230.205. 

Employment  outside  continental  United 
States  in  December  totaled  184.954,  an  in- 
crease of  319  over  the  November  total  of 
184.635.  Two  hundred  and  thirty-two  of  the 
increase  were  reported  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  87  were  in  the  civilian  agencies. 
White-collar  employment  in  December  to- 
taled 1,742.882,  a  decrease  of  6,821.  as  com- 
pared with  the  November  total  of  1,749,703. 
Industrial  employment  in  December  totaled 
817.596.  an  Increase  of  1.692,  as  compared 
with  the  November  total  of  815,904. 

In  the  first  6  months  of  the  current  fiscal 
year.  July  i  to  December  31.  total  civilian 
employment  in  the  executive  branch  de- 
creased 38.880.     In  this  period  employment 
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by  civilian  agencies  decreased  31.981,  and 
civilian  employment  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  decreased  6,899.  Civilian  employ- 
ment inside  continental  United  States  de- 
creased 39,334.  and  outside  continental 
United  States  it  increased  504.  White-collar 
employment  decreased  36,378  and  industrial 
employment  decreased  2,502. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr    FULBRIGHT: 

S.  789.  A  bill  to  erctend  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  August  28,  1937.  relating  to  the 
conservation  of  water  resources  In  the  arid 
and  semlarld  areas  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  State  of  Arkansas;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Fut-bbight  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  GILLETTE; 

S.  790.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Irene    J. 
Halkis;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 

S.  791.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yousef  Sa- 
maan  Rauhana;  and 

S  792.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Saltba  Dou- 
aihy;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    CAPEHART; 

S.  793.  A  bill  to  release  all  the  right,  title, 
and  Interest  of  the  United  States  In  and  to 
all  fissionable  materials  In  certain  land  In 
Marlon  County.  Ind.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  794.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paulus  You- 
hanna    Benjamen;    and 

S.  795.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josef  Radzi- 
wlll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   BUSH: 

8. 796.  A  bill  to  permit  the  charging  of 
tolls  on  certain  highways  constructed  with 
Federal  aid;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Bush  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 


By   Mr    CARLSON: 

S  797  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issuance 
of  a  si)ecial  postage  .-stamp  in  commemoration 
of  the  (irganl7atinn  of  the  Future  Farmers  of 
America,  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Cull   Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr    Carlson  when  he 
Introduced  tlie  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  headnig  ) 
By  Mr    KERR: 

S  798  A  bill  to  provide  mandatory  price 
support  for  beef  cattle;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr  Kerr  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate   heading  ) 

By    Mr     .MAYBANK: 

S  799  A  bill  to  amend  the  Defense  Hou."?- 
Ing  and  Community  Facilities  and  Service* 
Act  of  1951,  as  amended,   and 

S  800  A  bill  to  amend  the  Export-Import 
Act  of  1G45.  a.s  amended;  to  the  Committee 
uii  B.mking  and   Currency. 

(See  tl.e  lemark.s  of  Mr.  Matbank  when  he 
Introduced    the    last    above-mentioned    bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr    MACiNUSON: 

S  801.  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Eugenlo  8. 
Roiles; 

S  802  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Ko- 
walczyk; 

S  8U3  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Donald  R. 
Dyson  and  Kenneth  M.  Dyson; 

S  804  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonlos 
VasUlos  Zarkadls;   and 

S  805  A  bin  making  the  first  Tuesday 
after  the  first  Monday  In  November,  In  every 
even-numbered  year,  a  legal  holiday;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  806  A  bin  to  provide  a  3-day  period  for 
the  election  of  Members  of  Congress  and  the 
appointment  of  electors  of  President  and  Vice 
Pre.sldent;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

( -See  the  remarks  of  Mr  Macnuson  when  he 
Introduced  the  hist  two  above-mentioned 
bills,  which  appear  under  a  separate 
heading  ) 

By  Mr    HUNT: 
S  807.  A  bin  to  provide  for  granting  to  the 
.several    States   the   mineral    rights    In   public 
lands    belonging    to    the    United    States,    to 
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the    Committee    on    Interior    and    Insular 
Affairs. 

(See   the   remarks   of  Mr.   Hunt   when   he 
lntri>duced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

8  808  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frederick 
Wiesuiger;  and 

S  e09.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Vlttorla 
Sperti.    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr    PURTELL: 

S  810  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jan  E. 
Tomczyckl;  to  the  Committee  on  yie 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    LEHMAN: 

S  811    A    bill     for    the    relief    of    Georpe 
Mauner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Dy  Mr    YOUNG: 

S  812    A  bin  to  exempt  amateur  and  reml- 

I  roles^ional    baseball    games    conducted    by 

certain     nonprf.t^t    organizations     from     the 

adiiiisslnn.s  tax:  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 

By  Mr    GRISWOLD: 

S  813    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Stem- 
bera,  tn  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    PAYNE: 

S  814  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
?;artha  Fimen,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    TAFT: 

R  81.'>    A    bin    for    the   relief   of   Steven    M. 
r»\nuki.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    RUSSELL: 

.^  P16    A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Bruno  Lanier; 
tj  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    CHAVEZ; 

S  B17  A  bin  for  the  re'lef  of  Rev.  Petros 
Con.'tantiiiP  Remoundos,  to  tlie  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary 

By   Mr    KNOWLAND: 

S  810  A  bill  to  amend  the  Universal  Mili- 
tary Training  and  Service  Act  to  provide 
for  the  deporlutMii  of  certain  aliens  who 
rpp'.y  for  relief  from  li.tblllty  thereunder; 
tj  the  C  immittee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr    SMAIHERS: 

S  819  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue C  ide  to  provide  for  the  sale  at  certain 
l*""^!  offices  of  tobacco.  cWjar,  and  cigarette 
t-Lic  tt.imps;    to  the  Cimmlttee  on   Finance. 

S  820  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  esUte 
of  Cdilos  M    Cochran,  and 

S  b2\.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sarkls  D)ar- 
bekerian  and  his  laniily,  to  ll:e  Committee 
en  the  Judiciary. 

S  822  A  bill  to  provide  biweekly  pay  pe- 
ril id.-,  for  ixjetmasters.  officers,  and  employees 
111  the  postal  field  service:  to  the  Committee 
vn  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

S  823  A  bin  to  provide  for  a  preliminary 
examination  and  survey  to  determine  the 
need  for  improvement  of  East  Pass  Channel 
from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  Choctawhatchee 
Lay.  FI.T  .  via   Destin;    and 

S  824    A    bill    to    aut^.^rl^e    an    Improved 
entrance  and  channel  for  Pensncola  Bay.  Fia.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By    Mr     IIFNDRICK.SON : 

S  P-25  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karin  Rita 
Crubb: 

S  826  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Valentine 
Averd.  ff; 

S  827  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Matthew  J. 
Derckman; 

S  828    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Sonln; 
S  829.   A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Anna 

Eai: 

K  830.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel. 
Agnes,  and  Sonya  Lleberman;  and 

S  831.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Pletro  Me- 
duri,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    WILEY: 

S  832.  bill  to  authorize  acquisition  and 
Interception  of  communications  in  interest 
of  national  security  and  defense;  to  the 
Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Wilet  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bUl,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.; 


By  Mr.  McCLELLAN  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Beaix,  Mr.  Bkickek,  Mr.  BaiocES,  Mr. 
BuTLoi  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Capihart, 
Mr.  Carlson,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr. 
Clements,  Mr.  Cooper.  Mr.  Cordon, 
Mr.  Daniel.  Mr.  Douglas.  Mr.  Duft, 
Mr.  DwoasHAK.  Mr.  EUstland,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Mr.  Flanders,  Mr.  Ful- 
BRiGHT,  Mr.  George.  Mr.  Gillette, 
Mr.  Goldwateb,  Mr.  Green,  Mr. 
Griswolo.  Mr.  Hendrickson,  Mr. 
Hickenlooper,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Hoet, 
Mr.  Holland.  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr. 
Hunt,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Jenner.  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr.  John- 
ston of  South  Carolina.  Mr.  Ken- 
nedy, Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Magnuson, 
Mr.  Malone,  Mr.  M^nnseield.  Mr. 
Martin,  Mr.  Monroney,  Mr.  Morse, 
Mr.  Mundt,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr. 
Neely,  Mr.  Pastore,  Mr.  Payne, 
Mr.  ScHOEPPEL,  Mr.  Smathers,  Mrs. 
Smith  of  Maine.  Mr.  Smith  of  New 
Jersey.  Mr.  Smith  of  North  Caro- 
lina. Mr.  Sparkman.  Mr.  Stennis. 
Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Welker,  Mr.  Wiley, 
and  Mr.  Young  )  : 
S.  833.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Lej-islatlve 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for 
more  effective  evaluation  of  the  fiscal  re- 
quirements of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States:  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Oi>erations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  McClellan  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
S  834.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Clem- 
entine DeRycl:;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (by 
reqi;est  i  : 
8  835.  A  bill  to  protect  the  public  health 
and  welfare  by  restoring  authority  for  fac- 
tory Inspections  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Uru-r.  and  Cosmetic  Act;  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  BYRD  (for  hiniself  and  Mr. 
Robertson  i  : 
S  836  A  tin  to  amend  section  16  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities."  approved  August  2. 
1939;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

By  Mr    JENNER: 
G.  637.  A    bill     for    the    relief    of    Eugene 
Rlvoche  and  Marie  Bartky;  to  the  Comm.tt<.e 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    MAGNUSON: 
S.  838.  A   bill   to  legalize  maritime  hlrln<? 
halls;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  BEALL: 
S.  839.  A  bill  conferring;  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court    of    Claims    to    hear,    determine,    and 
render  judgment  on  the  claims  of  G.  W.  Todd 
and  Lloyd  Porks,  copartners;   and 

S.  840.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  on  the  claims  of  Ira  T.  Todd 
and  Major  C.  Tcdd,  copartners,  trading  as 
Todd  Bros.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
8  841.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Dlonyslo 
Antypas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  IVES: 
8.   842.  A    bill    for   the   relief   of    John   P. 
Hayes;   and 

S  843.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Rabbi  Eugene 
Felgelstock;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado)  : 
S.  844.  A  bUl  to  authorize  Federal  aid  with 
respect  to  the  costs  of  constructing  that  por- 
tion of  an  approved  hospital  project  which 
was  commenced  without  Federal   participa- 
tion  and   prior   to  January    1.    1953;    to   the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
8.  J.  Res.  38.  Joint  resolutions  to  designate 
the  lake  to  be  formed  by  the  McNary  Lock 


and  Dam  In  the  Columbia  River,  Wash.,  and 
Oreg.,  as  Lake  Walltila;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
S.  J.  Res.  39.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  enable  the  Congress,  in  aid 
of  the  common  defense,  to  function  effec- 
tively in  time  of  emergency  or  disaster;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 


EXTENSION  OP  PROVISIONS  OP  ACT 
OP  AUGUST  24.  1937,  RELATING 
TO  CONSERVATION  OP  WATER  RE- 
SOURCES IN  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 
AREAS.  TO  STATE  OP  ARKANSAS 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
August  28.  1937.  relating  to  the  conser- 
vation of  water  resources  in  the  arid  and 
ssmiarid  areas  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  State  of  Arkansas.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  statement  prepared 
by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and 
appropriately  referred ;  and,  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  789)  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  August  28,  1937, 
relating  to  the  conservation  of  water  re- 
sources in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  State  of 
A»ka»sas.  introduced  by  Mr.  Fulbright, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Ful- 
bright is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Fulbright 
At  the  sugt^estlon  of  several  farmers  and 
farm  organizations  in  Arkansas,  and  because 
of  my  own  Interest  In  the  potentiality  of 
irrigation.  I  am  introducing  a  bill  to  extend 
the  Water  Facililles  Act  to  the  SUte  of 
Arkansas. 

This  8ct.  parsed  In  1937,  applies  only  to 
the  17  Western  States  In  accordance  with 
the  Intent  of  Congress.  Legislation  is,  there- 
fore, necessary  to  extend  it  to  Arkansas. 

The  program  under  the  act  is  administered 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  through 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  which, 
of  course,  is  already  operating  in  Arkansas. 
It  involves  two  typ>es  of  assistance  to  farm- 
ers In  maintaining,  or  Increasing  the  pro- 
ductive capacity  of  their  farms  through  the 
development  and  use  of  water  supplies: 

1.  Technical  assistance  is  provided  in  the 
Installation  and  utilization  of  water  facili- 
ties, and  in  the  operation  and  management 
of  farms  using  them. 

2.  Long-term  loans — up  to  20  years,  or 
longer  in  the  case  of  water  associations — - 
at  3  percent  interest,  are  made  for  installa- 
tion and  repair  of  water  facilities,  where  such 
credit  Is  not  available  on  reasonable  terms 
fr^m  private  sources. 

Loans  may  be  made  to  Individual  farmers 
(usually  limited  to  $5,000)  or  to  groups  of 
farmers  organized  Into  Incorporated  associa- 
tions. Group  loans  may  benefit  an  entire 
community  w^here  a  project  is  too  expensive 
for  individual  borrowers. 

Examples  of  the  purposes  for  which  a  water 
facilities  loan  may  be  made  are: 

To  construct  or  repair  a  reservoir  or  pond, 
well,  stock  water  tank.  pump,  or  similar 
facility  to  be  used  for  farming  or  irrigation 
purposes. 

To  acquire  a  sourc*  of  water  supply. 

To  grade  land  so  better  use  can  be  mad« 
of  available  land  and  water. 
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To  refinance  existing  Indebtedness  If  In- 
curred to  Inatall  a  water  facility. 

To  purchase  equipment  needed  by  ruch 
assoclatlona  aa  soil  cooseryatlon  districts  to 
construct  or  maintain  water  facilities. 

The  benefits  under  this  act  are  not  lim- 
ited to  irrigation,  but  are  for  water  use  gen- 
erally. However,  it  Is  In  tbe  field  of  Irriga- 
tion tbat  I  believe  It  could  be  most  bene- 
ficial. Irrigation  has  been  greatly  developed 
In  Arkansas  over  tbe  past  20  years,  princi- 
pally, but  not  entirely,  in  rice  production. 
In  the  principal  rice  area — the  Grand  Prai- 
rie— overdrafts  of  ground  water  have  re- 
sulted in  partial  depletion  and  failure  of 
some  wells. 

There  has  been  some  experimentation  and 
succesful  operations  in  the  irrigation  of  other 
crops  in  other  areas.  Last  year  it  was  esti- 
mated that  sonre  irrigation  was  being  prac- 
ticed in  48  of  the  75  counties.  In  addition, 
the  State  experiment  station  and  the  Uni- 
versity of  Arkansas,  have  undertaken  study 
and  experimentation.  Courses  in  Irrigation 
are  offered  at  the  University  of  Arkansas 
engineering  school.  Periods  of  drought, 
such  as  that  of  last  year,  have  created  great 
interest  in  irrigation. 

I  iMlieve  there  are  great  potentialities  for 
Irrigation  in  Arkansas.  1  hope  the  Introduc- 
tion of  this  bin  will  stimulate  Interest  in 
and  study  of  the  problems  by  the  Federal. 
State,  and  local  agencies,  groups  and  individ- 
uals concerned. 


TOLLS  ON  CERTAIN  HIGHWAYS 
CONSTRUCTED  WITH  FEDERAL 
AID 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  would  permit  States  to  charge 
tolls  on  Federal-aid  highways  which  are 
made  part  of  a  State  superhighway 
system. 

Connecticut,  and  many  other  States, 
are  facing  a  crisis  in  highway  finance. 
Modern  traffic  has  resulted  in  dangerous 
overcrowding  of  local  highways.  There 
is  urgent  need  for  a  system  of  superhigh- 
ways to  relieve  local  congestion  and  to 
permit  safe,  high-speed  traffic  over 
longer  distances. 

Revenues  from  the  gasoline  tax.  the 
typical  method  of  State  highway  financ- 
ing, are  insufficient  to  provide  both  for 
the  regular  system  of  highways  and  the 
new,  high-cost  superhighways  made 
necessary  by  modem  conditions. 

Small  toll  fees  provide  the  most  rea- 
sonable and  equitable  source  of  new 
funds.  In  Connecticut,  and  other 
States,  the  exp)erience  has  been  that 
_  motorists  are  happy  to  pay  a  small 
charge  for  the  safety  and  convenience 
of  multiple  lane,  limited  access  high- 
ways. We  are  planning  to  extend  our 
superhighway  system  in  response  to  an 
Insistent  public  demand. 

An  obstacle  in  the  path  of  extension 
is  Federal  law  which  prohibits  the  col- 
lection of  tolls  on  highways  constructed 
with  Federal  assistance,  although  it 
permits  it  in  the  case  of  bridges  so  built. 

The  bill  I  have  drafted  would  remove 
that  obstacle.  It  is  needed  because  the 
development  of  the  most  efficient  super- 
highway systems  requires  the  inclusion 
of  some  routes  which  have  been  built 
with  Federal  aid. 

1  hope  the  bill  will  be  given  early  con- 
sideration in  the  present  session  of 
Congress. 

The  ACPNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and 
an^copriatelj  referred. 


The  bill  (S.  796)  to  permit  the  charg- 
ing of  tolls  on  certain  highways  con- 
sti-ucted  with  Federal  aid.  introduced  by 
Mr.  Bush,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 


COMMEMORATIVE  POSTAGE  STAMP 
IN  HONOR  OP  ACHIEVEMENTS  OP 
FUTURE  FARMERS  OF  AMERICA 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  '<j'il 
to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  a  sp'-'-ial 
postage  stamp  in  commemoration  ol  »he 
organization  of  the  Future  Farmers  of 
America. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  bill  (S.  797)  to  provide  for  the 
issuance  of  a  special  postage  stamp  in 
commemoration  of  the  organization  of 
the  Future  Farmers  of  America,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Carlson,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Future  Farmers  of  America  is  a  great 
organization  of  American  young  men. 
Through  my  work  as  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Kansas  and  of  the  Congress,  I 
know  intimately  of  the  splendid  work 
this  organization  is  doing  through  the 
schools  in  our  Nation  and  in  the  com- 
munities of  my  own  State  of  Kansas.  Its 
primary  aim  is  the  development  of  agri- 
cultural leadership,  cooperation,  citizen- 
ship, and  patriotism.  It  develops  the 
confidence  of  farm  boys  and  young  men 
in  themselves  and  their  work.  It  creates 
within  these  young  men  an  intelligent 
choice  of  farming  occupations  and  nur- 
tures a  love  of  country  life.  The  F\iture 
Farmers  of  America  is  a  practical  organ- 
ization. It  teaches  a  boy  to  be  the  be.st 
judge  of  a  dairy  cow  or  the  best  tractor 
mechanic.  But  even  more  important 
than  that  these  young  men  learn  what 
is  good  for  our  country  and  to  hold  the 
line  against  those  things  which  are  detri- 
mental to  our  country.  A  Future  Farmer 
believes  that  he  lives  in  the  greatest 
country  in  the  world  and  that  he  should 
share  in  the  responsibilities  of  keeping 
it  that  way.  He  realizes  that  he  must 
work  for  what  he  gets  and  that  to  be  a 
good  citizen  he  must  respect  the  rights 
of  others:  he  is  proud  to  be  an  American. 

One  thousand  nine  hundred  and  fifty- 
three  is  the  twenty-fifth  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  this  great  American  or- 
ganization. It  is  on  the  basis  of  the 
principles  on  which  it  stands  and  of  the 
practical  lessons  learned  by  our  young 
men  that  I  am  introducing  this  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  issuance  of  a  commemo- 
rative stamp  in  honor  of  the  twenty-fifth 
anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the  Fu- 
ture Farmers  of  America. 

That  organization  has  grown  at  a 
rapid  rate.  Today  it  has  chapters  in  all 
48  States,  in  Hawaii,  and  in  Puerto  Rico. 
Its  approximate  membership  is  355,000 
young  men  and  9,000  chapters. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  table 
showing  the  Future  Farmers  of  America 
membership  by  States  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  he  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
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AMENDMENT   OP    EXPORT-IMPORT 
ACT  OP  1945 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Export-Import  Act  of  1945, 
as  amended.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent 
that  a  statement  prepared  by  me  re- 
garding the  bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred:  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  bill  <  S.  800  >  to  amend  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  Act  of  1945,  as  amended, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Maybank.  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  May- 
bank  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senatob  Matbank 
1  have  Introduced  for  appropriate  reference 
a  bill  to  amend  the  Export-Import  Bank  Act 
of  1945,  as  amended,  to  make  it  possible  to 
obtain  Insurance  at  reasonable  rates  for 
goods  shipped  abroad  by  American  nationala 
against  risks  of  war  damage  or  expropriation. 
I  understand  that  at  the  present  time  such 
Insurance  is  not  available  from  any  prlvata 
Insurance  company  or  from  any  Government 
agency.  Legislation  now  on  the  statute 
books   makes  it   possible   for   the   Secretary 
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of  Commerce  to  proTlde  marine  war-risk 
Insurance  on  cargoes.  The  bUI  I  am  Intro- 
ducing expressly  provides  that  It  will  not 
cuver  this  area  to  the  extent  it  is  already 
being  covered  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
under  Public  Law  763  of  the  Elghty-flrst 
C- ingress. 

A  similar  program  of  war-risk  insurance 
has  been  authorized  for  air  shipment  of 
cargoes  under  the  provisions  of  the  Aviation 
War  Risk  Insurance  Act  (49  U.  8.  C.^eupp.  V., 
sec    711  et  seq  ) . 

The  Mutual  Security  Agency  working 
thniugh  the  Export-Import  Bank  presently 
has  authority  to  guarantee  investments 
abroad  In  point  4  countries  with  which 
an  appropriate  agreement  has  been  made 
and  this  guaranty  may  extend  to  a  loss  from 
expropriation  and  confiscation  by  the  gov- 
ernment of  a  nation  participating  in  the 
mutual-security  program.  However.  MSA 
has  no  program  whereby  an  American  citizen 
can  obtain  Insurance  against  expropriation 
or  war  risk  on  a  sp>eclflc  cargo  stored  abroad. 
My  bill  Is  designed  to  create  such  a  pro- 
gram by  granting  the  necessary  authority 
U)  the  Export -I  m|x)rt  Bank.  Under  the  terms 
of  the  bill  that  bank  could  Insure  for  a  rea- 
sonable premium  against  damage  or  loss 
caused  by  war  risk  or  by  expropriation, 
seizure,  or  conflecatlon.  The  Insurance  cov- 
erage under  the  bill  Is  limited  to  those  risks 
which  private  Insurance  companies  testified 
before  our  committee  are  now  excluded  from 
the  policies  written  by  them.  It  is  not  In- 
tended that  the  Government  shall  enter  any 
field  now  being  adequately  covered  by  pri- 
vate insurance  companies  at  reasonable 
rates. 

Much  has  been  said  recently  of  fostering 
a  [xillcy  of  trade,  not  aid.  If  enacted  into 
law.  the  bin  I  am  IntrfKluclng  would  be  one 
concrete  step  along  the  road  to  achieving 
that  policy.  It  would  give  American  citizens 
assurance  that  their  entire  Investment  In 
cargoes  sent  abroad  would  not  be  lost  be- 
cause of  risk  of  war  damage  or  expropria- 
tion, confiscation,  or  seizure,  whether  by  the 
nation  In  which  the  cargo  happens  to  be  lo- 
cated or  by  any  other  nation. 

As  you  know.  I  am  not  one  who  wants  to 
have  the  FVderal  Government  handle  matters 
which  can  be  handled  better  by  private  busi- 
ness However,  there  are  areas  such  as  those 
which  would  be  covered  by  this  bill  which 
private  business  does  not  deem  it  advisable 
to  enter  In  such  areas  I  feel  it  is  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Federal  Government  to  set  up 
a  proffram  in  order  to  assure  continuation 
and  development  of  business  and  industry 
In  this  country.  The  effect  of  the  lack  of  an 
ln.<iurance  program  such  as  that  for  which 
this  bill  would  provide  has  been  to  stifle  ex- 
port of  materials  and  conunodltles  which 
can  be  better  marketed  when  they  are  located 
In  the  country  where  they  are  to  be  used. 
Obviously  the  more  trade  we  engage  in  with 
friendly  foreign  nations  the  more  opportu- 
nity we  have  to  maintain  a  high  standard  of 
living  In  our  own  country.  Encouragement 
of  this  trade  will  also  provide  a  market  for 
the  products  of  the  American  factory  and 
farm.  In  my  opinion,  passage  of  this  bill 
would  remove  one  of  the  existing  barriers  to 
the  encouragement  of  trade  with  friendly 
torelgn  nations. 


INCREASE    OP    CITIZENS'    PARTIC- 
IPATION IN  NATIONAL  ELECTIONS 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  two 
bills,  one  to  make  election  day  a  national 
holiday,  and  the  other  proposing  a  3-day 
election  period.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
explaining  the  bills,  and  the  bills  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bills  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and,  without  objec- 


tion,  the  statement   and   bills   will   be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bills,  introduced  by  Mr.  Macntj- 
soN,  were  received,  read  twice  by  their 
titles,  and  referred  as  follows: 

8.  805.  A  bUl  making  the  first  Tuesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  November,  in  every 
even-numbered  year,  a  legal  holiday;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  806.  A  bill  to  provide  a  3-day  period  for 
the  election  of  Members  of  Congress  and  the 
appointment  of  electors  of  President  and 
Vice  President;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Mag- 
NCSON  is  as  follows: 

Statement   by    Senator   MACNUEOit 

Today  I  have  Introduced  two  bills  de- 
signed to  Increase  participation  by  our  citi- 
zens In  national  elections;  one  to  make  elec- 
tion day  a  national  holiday;  the  other  pro- 
posing a  3-day  election  period. 

To  my  mind,  election  day  is  more  Impor- 
tant than  the  Fourth  of  July.  On  the  Fourth 
of  July,  we  commemorate  our  Declaration  of 
Independence  from  British  rule.  But  on 
election  day  we  exercise  the  freedoms,  liber- 
ties, and  Ideals  imbedded  in  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  and  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States. 

The  opportunity  to  choose  our  own  leaders 
In  Government  is  the  greatest  right  and 
privilege  in  the  world.  More  than  61.000,000 
Americans  exercised  that  right  last  Novem- 
ber. 12,000,000  more  than  at  any  previous 
election. 

Many  millions  of  those  who  voted  did  this 
at  some  sacrifice  and  inconvenience,  taking 
time  off  from  their  Jobs;  in  many  cities  and 
at  many  polling  places  being  required  to 
stand  in  line  for  hotUTs  before  they  could 
cast  their  ballot. 

Women  with  children  at  home  and  hus- 
bands away  at  work  encountered  special  dif- 
ficulties due  to  restricted  hours  during  which 
the  polls  were  open.  It  is  a  tribute  to  their 
fundamental  American  patriotism  that  so 
many  millions  did  go  to  the  polls  while 
casting  no  reflection  on  the  good  intent  of 
other  millions  who  did  not  find  It  possible. 

On  several  occasions  I  have  introduced  and 
advocated  legislation  to  have  election  day, 
in  the  years  when  national  elections  are 
held,  declared  a  national  holiday. 

This  year  I  am  reintroducing  the  bill  and 
also  separate  proposed  legislation  to  provide 
that  our  national  elections  be  spread  over 
a  3 -day  period,  beginning  at  2  o'clock  on  the 
first  Sunday  after  the  first  Sunday  In  Novem- 
ber, and  continuing  through  the  normal 
voting  boiu^  on  the  subsequent  Monday  and 
Tuesday. 

The  2  p.  m.  Sunday  opening  of  the  polls 
would  deprive  no  one  from  meeting  their 
religious  obligations  on  the  day  of  rest  and 
worship,  yet  would  permit  many  people  to 
vote  who  are  unable  to  do  so  without  quit- 
ting their  work  on  Monday  or  Tuesday. 

The  opening  of  the  polls  on  both  Monday 
and  Tuesday  would  relieve  the  burden  on 
our  election  officials,  would  tend  to  prevent 
congestion,  long  waiting  lines,  and  extended 
delajrs  at  the  polls,  and  would  encourage 
all  cltlaens  to  vote.  Including  milUons  who 
heretofore  have  found  It  difficult  or  un- 
feasible. 

I  do  not  claim  originality  in  this  propoeal. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  It  first  came  to  my  at- 
tention In  an  editorial  by  Mr.  William  Ran- 
dolph Hearst,  Jr.,  published  in  the  news- 
papers of  his  organization  on  October  12, 
1952.  well  In  advance  of  the  November  elec- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hearst  kindly  sent  me  a  reprint  of 
hU  editorial — as  I  assume  he  did  also  to 
other  Members  ot  our  National  Legislature. 

Mr.  Tearst  In  his  edltcHial  contended  that 
each  election  should  be  an  expreeslon  of 
the  popular  wUl,  adding: 

"And  that  can  only  be  done  when  the 
highest  possible   niunber  of  eligible  voters 


express  their  choice  at  the  polla."    He  con- 
tinued: 

"The  basic  objective.  It  seems  to  me.  Is 
that  In  this  era  of  rush,  when  we,  all  of  us, 
have  so  many  things  to  do  and  such  little 
time  to  do  them,  the  duty  and  high  privilege 
of  voting  should  be  made  as  easj^  as  p>ossible, 
providing  the  safeguards  surrounding  it  are 
not  thereby  damaged." 

The  editorial  also  pointed  out  that  In  re- 
cent elections  in  Australia,  91  percent  of 
the  eligible  citizens  voted;  In  Great  Britain, 
83  percent;  Sweden,  80  percent;  Western 
Germany,  75  percent;  Canada,  71  percent; 
and  Israel,  72  percent,  while  such  propor- 
tions have  never  been  reached  In  the  United 
States. 

I  do  not  need  to  remind  my  colleagues,  I 
am  sure,  that  I  do  not  always  concvir  with 
the  policies  or  proposals  of  the  Hearst  news- 
papers, but  I  certainly  do  In  this  one. 

The  more  people  who  are  given  the  oppor- 
tunity to  express  their  political  preferences 
at  the  polls  in  national  elections,  the  better 
will  be  our  Government  and  Its  leadership, 
both  In  the  legislative  and  executive 
branches. 

Whether  legislation  to  extend  the  voting 
period  to  3  days  or  to  limit  it  to  the  present 
1-day  period  but  declare  that  day  a  national 
holiday  is  preferable.  Is  a  matter  for  the 
appropriate  committees  and  the  Congress  to 
determine. 

I  can  see  definite  benefits  to  be  derived 
from  each  measure,  and  it  is  my  earnest  hope 
that  the  Congress  give  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion earnest  attention  leading  to  positive 
action  before  the  next  national  convention. 

A  recent  patriotic  expression  came  to  me 
through  the  mall  from  Mliford  E.  Shields, 
titled  "Tbe  Ballot."  It  expresses  well — 
thoughts  and  emotions  that  I  am  stire  all 
of  us  share,  and  I  quote: 

"the  ballot 

"Men  call  me  the  ballot.  I  am  the  voice 
of  their  loyalty,  the  proclamation  of  their 
freedom,  and  the  charge  of  their  authority. 

"I  grow  strong  with  exercise,  virtuous  by 
use.  powerful  in  popularity,  and  Irresistible 
through  enlightenment. 

"I  am  the  staff  of  the  minority,  the  yoke 
of  the  majority,  the  balance  of  equality,  and 
the  root  of  good  government, 

"I  am  the  record  of  men's  determination, 
the  testament  of  their  political  faith,  the 
Jewel  of  democracy,  and  the  hope  of  the 
world." 

May  we  Implement  this  splendid  declara- 
tion by  making  it  possible,  through  the  en- 
actment ol  legislation,  for  more  of  our  good 
citizens  in  exercise  their  franchise  and  cast 
their  ballots  In  our  national  elections. 

The  bills  Introduced  by  Mr.  Macntjsom 
are  as  follows: 

S.  805 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Tuesday  next 
after  the  first  Monday  In  November,  In  every 
even -numbered  year,  Is  hereby  made  a  legal 
public  holiday  to  all  Intents  and  purposes 
and  In  the  same  manner  as  the  Ist  day  of 
January,  the  22d  day  of  February,  the  30th 
day  of  May.  tbe  4th  day  of  July,  the  first 
Monday  of  September,  the  11th  day  of  No- 
vember, the  fourth  Thursday  of  November, 
and  Christmas  Day  are  now  made  by  law 
public  holidays;  and  such  holiday  shall  be 
known  as  National  Election  Day. 

S.  806 

Be  It  enacted,  etc..  That  section  25  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended.  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  25.  The  first  Sunday,  and  the  Mon- 
day and  Tuesday  next  after  the  first  Sunday, 
In  November  of  every  even-numbered  year, 
are  established  as  the  time  for  the  election. 
In  each  of  the  States  and  Territories  of  the 
United  States,  of  Repreaentatlves  and  Dele- 
gates to  the  Congress  commencing  on  the 
third  day  of  January  next  thereafter;  except 
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that  (1)  in  any  State  which  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  thla  amendatory  provision  had 
a  time  for  such  election  different  from  the 
other  States,  the  time  for  such  election  shall 
be  any  three  consecutive  days  not  later  than 
the  first  Sunday,  and  the  Monday  and  Tues- 
day next  after  the  flrst  Sunday,  In  Novem- 
ber, and  (2)  the  time  for  voting  on  Sunday 
Ehall  not  commence  until  after  2  o'clock  post- 
merldan." 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  of  title  3  of  the  United 
States  Code  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"i  1.  Time  of  appointing  electors 

"The  electors  of  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent shall  be  appointed.  In  each  State,  on 
the  flrst  Sundey,  and  the  Monday  and  Tues- 
day next  after  the  flrst  Sunday,  In  November. 
In  every  fourth  year  succeeding  every  elec- 
tion of  a  President  and  Vice  President:  but 
the  time  for  voting  on  Sunday  shall  not 
commence  until  after  2  o'clock  post- 
meridian." 

8»c.  3.  For  the  purpose  of  any  other  law 
and  reference  to  the  day  or  date  of  an  elec- 
tion for  Representatives  and  Delegates  In 
rongress  or  the  day  or  date  for  appointment 
of  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  reference  to  the 
8-day  period  referred  to  in  the  first  sec- 
tion of  this  pict,  except  that  (1)  for  the 
purpose  of  computing  a  period  of  time  prior 
to  an  election,  such  election  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  held  on  the  flrst  day  of  such 
3 -day  period,  and  (2)  for  the  purpose  of 
computing  a  period  of  time  after  an  election, 
such  election  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
held  on  the  last  day  of  such  3-day  period. 


USE  OP  WIRE  TAPPING  EVIDENCE  IN 
FEDERAL  COURTS  IN  CERTAIN 
CASES 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  from  time 
to  time.  I  have  spoken  on  the  importance 
of  plugging  loopholes  in  the  Nation's 
antlespionage  laws. 

In  my  capacity  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I 
feel  a  particular  responsibility  in  this 
field,  I  want  to  do  everything  that  is 
humanly  possible  to  help  enable  my 
country  to  be  adequate  to  the  terrible 
challenge  offered  by  Soviet  techniques 
of  espionage,  sabotage  and  subversion, 
not  only  in  thi*  country  but  throughout 
the  world. 

At  this  time.  I  introduce  a  bill  long 
urged  by  Federal  law  enforcement  au- 
thorities to  permit  the  introduction  into 
Federal  courts  of  evidence  gained  in  na- 
tional security  cases  through  wire  tap- 
ping. 

This  bill  which  sets  up  very  careful 
safeguards  and  which  applies  only  to  a 
select  group  of  crucial  cases  is,  I  believe, 
essential  if  we  are  to  be  adequate  to  the 
needs  of  this  atomic  and  electronic  age. 

I  send  to  the  desk  now  a  brief  state- 
ment on  the  subject  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it,  together  with  the  bill 
and  an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  of  February  3.  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Congressional  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and 
appropriately  referred;  and,  without 
objection,  the  bill,  statement,  and  edi- 
torial will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  832)  to  authorize  acquisi- 
tion and  interception  of  communications 
in  interest  of  national  security  and  de- 
fense, introduced  by  Mr.  Wiley,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to 
tfae  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and 


ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  o  the 
Department  of  Justice;  the  Director  of  the 
BClltary  Intelligence  Division  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army:  the  Director  of  Intelli- 
gence. United  States  Air  Force:  and  the  Chief 
of  the  Ofllce  of  Naval  Intelligence  of  the 
Navy  Department  are  authorized  under  rules 
and  regulations  as  prescribed  by  the  Attorney 
General,  In  the  conduct  of  Investigations,  to 
ascertain,  prevent,  or  frustrate  any  Inter- 
ference or  any  attempts  or  plans  for  inter- 
ference with  the  national  security  and  de- 
fense by  treason,  sabotage,  espionage,  sedi- 
tious conspiracy,  violations  of  neutrality 
laws,  violations  of  the  act  requiring  the 
registration  of  agents  of  foreign  principals 
(act  of  June  8.  1938.  as  amended  (52  Stat. 
631)),  violations  of  the  act  requiring  the 
registration  ol  organizations  carrying  on  cer- 
tain activities  within  the  United  States  (act 
of  October  17.  1940  (54  Stat.  1201)).  or  in 
any  other  mariner,  to  require  that  telegrams, 
cablegrams,  radiograms,  or  other  wire  or 
radio  communications  and  copies  or  records 
thereof,  or,  upon  the  express  written  ap- 
proval of  the  Attorney  General,  that  any 
Information  obtained  by  means  of  lnter«- 
cepting,  listening  in  on,  or  recording  tele- 
phone, telegraph,  cable,  radio,  or  any  other 
similar  messages  or  communications,  be  dis- 
closed and  delivered  to  any  authorized  agent 
of  any  one  of  said  investlgatorial  agencies, 
without  regard  to  the  limitations  contained 
In  section  605  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934  (48  Stat.  1103).  The  Information  thus 
obtained  shall  be  admissible  in  evidence,  but 
only  when  such  evidence  is  offered  in  a  crim- 
inal or  civil  proceeding  Involving  any  of 
the  foregoing  violations  in  which  the  United 
States  Government  is  a  party:  Proitdfd.  That 
prior  to  acquiring  or  intercepting  the  com- 
munications from  which  the  information 
Is  obtained,  an  authorized  agent  of  any  one 
of  said  Investlgatorial  agencies  shall  have 
been  Issued  a  permit  by  a  Judge  of  any 
United  States  court,  authorizing  the  agent 
to  acquire  or  intercept  such  communications. 

(b)  Upon  application  by  any  authorized 
agent  of  any  one  of  said  investlgatorial  agen- 
cies to  acquire  or  Intercept  communications 
In  the  conduct  of  Investigations  pursuant 
to  this  section,  a  Judge  of  any  United  States 
court  shall  issue  a  permit,  signed  by  the 
Judge  with  his  title  of  office,  authorizing  the 
applicant  to  acquire  or  intercept  such  com- 
munications, 11  the  Judge  is  satisfied  that 
there  Is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  the 
communications  may  contain  Information 
which  would  assist  In  the  conduct  of  such 
Investigations. 

(c)  No  person  shall  fall  to  comply  forth- 
with with  the  request  of  any  duly  authorized 
person,  pursuant  to  this  section,  for  the 
disclosure  and  surrender  of  any  telegram, 
cablegram.  radlDgram.  or  other  wire  or  radio 
communication,  or  copies  or  records  thereof 
In  his  possession   or  under  his  control. 

(d)  No  person  shall  divulge,  publish,  or 
use  the  existence,  contents,  substance,  pur- 
port, or  meaning,'  of  any  Information  obtained 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
otherwise  than  for  the  purposes  hereinbefore 
enumerated. 

(e)  Any  persfm  who  willfully  and  know- 
ingly violates  any  provision  of  this  section 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$10,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years, 
or  both. 

(f)  If  any  provision  of  this  section  or  the 
application  of  such  provision  to  any  circum- 
stance shall  be  held  invalid,  the  validity  of 
the  remainder  of  this  section  and  the  appli- 
cability of  such  provision  to  other  circum- 
stances shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

(g)  For  purposes  of  thU  section  the  term 
"person"  shall  Include  any  Individual,  part- 
nership, association,  business  trust,  corpora- 


tion,   or    any    organized    group    of    persons, 
whether  incorporated  or  not. 

(h)  The  Attorney  General  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  prescribe  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

The  statement  and  editorial  presented 
by  Mr.  Wiley  are  as  follows: 

Statembnt    bt     Senator    Alcxande«     Wilet 

On  numerous  occasions.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  this  Nation  is  everlastingly  in  the  debt 
of  the  Honorable  John  Edgar  Hoover  whose 
vigilance  In  protecting  the  national  security 
of  this  country  has  never  been  found 
wanting. 

Not  only  has  Mr  Hoover  developed  what 
Is  by  far  the  outstanding  collection  of  civil 
servants  In  this  Nation,  with  the  finest  morale 
and  esprit  de  corps  of  any  >;overnmental  body 
that  I  know  of.  but  he  has  retained,  and 
rlahtly  so,  the  complete  confidence  of  the 
Congress  and  of  the  people  by  virtue  of  the 
superb  record  whuh  he  has  compiled. 

That  record  speaks  eloquently  for  Itself  in 
terms  of  the  apprehension  of  violators  of  the 
criminal  laws  of  this  Nation,  and  the  near- 
perfect  record  of  convictions. 

But  even  deeper  in  our  consciousness  la  an 
awareness  of  the  great  Job  which  the  FBI 
has  done  in  protecting  this  Nation's  Internal 
security. 

It  Is  Incredible  to  me.  however,  that  In  so 
many  respects,  we  have  tended  to  tie  the 
hands  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
and  other  key  agencies  by  certain  obsolete 
legal  and  administrative  rtqulrements  One 
such  legal  shackle  is  the  present  prohibition 
on  the  adml.ssiblllty  of  security  evidence  ob- 
tained through  wire  tapping. 

PrRPOSE    or    NEW     BILL 

I  am.  therefore.  Introducing  a  companion 
bill  to  H  R  477.  introduced  by  Congressman 
Keating,  of  New  York. 

This  legislation  would  provide  for  the  in- 
terception of  certain  communications  upon 
the  express  authorization  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  making  of  the  information 
so  obtained  admissible  in  evidence  in  United 
States  courts  in  criminal  prosecutions  aris- 
ing out  of  investigations  involving  the  safety 
of  human  life  or  the  national  security. 

It  would  al.so  provide,  however,  a  severe 
penalty  for  the  unauthorlaed  interception  of 
communications.  1  lie  measure  would  thus 
strictly  regulate  wire  tapping,  while  at  the 
same  time  correcting  the  fantastic  and  in- 
congruous situation  which  results  in  the  pro- 
tection of  our  country's  enemies  and  the 
hampering  of  its  protectors. 

WE  ALL   PRIZE  BASIC   RIGHTS   OF  PRiVACT 

I  can  assure  my  colleagues  that  no  one 
deeply  prizes  more  than  I  the  right  of  privacy 
of  every  American  citizen.  But  no  patriotic 
American  citizen  should.  I  feel,  have  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  giving  to  his  sworn 
and  able  protectors  the  right  to  effectively 
serve  as  sentinels  of   his  freedom. 

I  repeat:  The  bill  has  been  very  carefully 
drawn  and  adequate  safeguiyds  establUhed 
in  It. 

I.  for  one.  can  see  no  reason  why  the 
United  States  Constitution  should  continue 
to  be  used  by  the  very  individuals  who  are 
working  night  and  day  to  destroy  that 
Constitution.  And  yet,  the  Bill  of  Rights 
Is  not  sacrificed  in  the  slightest  by  this  pro- 
posed  legislation. 

INTEREST  or  JLT)ICIART   ANT)  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 
COMMITTEES 

I  have  long  been  Interested  in  this  subject 
particularly  because  I  have  served  as  the 
ranking  Republican  on  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  to  which  legUlatlon  of  thU  na- 
ture Is  referred. 

In  1947  and  1948.  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
serving  as  chairman  of  that  committee,  and 
In  that  capacity  had  held  hearings  on  th« 
Mundt-Nixon-Ferguson  legUlatlon— the  for©- 
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runner  of  the  later  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950. 

Those  Judiciary  hearings  gave  me  added 
first-hand  Insight  Into  the  dreadful  menace 
to  t^ls  Nation  offered  by  International  com- 
munism. But  ever  tlnce  1939  when  I  had 
flrFt  come  to  the  Senate.  I  have  sought  to 
make  our  Nation  adequate  to  the  challenge 
from  within  offered  by  those  who  wish  to 
destroy  this  country  and  all  that  It  signifies. 

NEW    SUBCOMMITTEE    ON    SECtJKITT    AFTAIRS 

In  this  Elghty-thlrd  Congress,  it  is  my 
privilege  to  serve  as  <-halrman  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee.  At  the  very 
flrst  meeting  of  this  committee,  I  offered  a 
mutton  to  set  up  a  permanent  Subcommittee 
on  Security  Affairs.  The  motion  was  ap- 
proved  unanimously. 

This  subcommittee  of  which  I  am  chair- 
man and  on  which  .Senators  Fe«cuson  and 
Gillette  serve — will  analyze  the  Impact  of 
international  communism  on  America's  dip- 
lomatic problems  t-aroughout  the  world. 
The  subcommittee  will  consider  the  impact, 
in  particular,  of  Soviet  espionage,  sabotage, 
and  subversion  on  our  foreign  policy. 

The  subcommittee  will  in  no  way  duplicate 
the  work  of  any  of  the  standing  committees 
of  the  Congress.  It  will  concern  Itself  with 
basic  policies  rather  than  with  individual 
cases  as  such  involving  loyalty  and  security. 
Already.  I  have  set  in  motion  machinery  lor 
this  subcommittee  to  get  Into  operation  In 
lull  gear.  A  good  deal  of  correspondence  has 
b«-en  exchanged  with  executive  agencies  and 
private  groupw. 

I  should  like  to  irentlon  too.  that  the 
S;nate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  as  a 
whole  on  Thursday.  February  5.  held  an 
executive  session  in  v.hlch  It  reviewed  the 
broad  i  utlines  of   this  problem. 

The  Security  Affaiis  Sutx-ommlttee  will 
follow  through  in  re\iewing  the  details  of 
this  outline. 

FOLLOW  Ur   on   LEADS 

I  have  directed  coui-sel  for  the  committee 
to  lullow  up  on  a  considerable  number  of 
p<jlicy   leads   already    in   our   possession. 

I  expect  to  report  Irom  time  to  time  to 
the  C  ingress  as  a  whole  on  this  subject, 
particularly  on  recommendations  for  new 
l«^;it.lHiion  which   may   be  necessary. 

Tliese  report.s.  will,  of  course,  be  subject 
to  the  necessary  secur  ty  factors  which  gov- 
ern any  action  in  this  highly  sensitive  field. 

(From  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Evening  Star 
of  February  3.  1953 1 

To  Am  THE  V/AR  on  Spies 
The  new  Congress  properly  concerned  with 
strengthening  national  security,  will  have  a 
good  opportunity  to  help  materially  toward 
that  end  when  a  bill  sponsored  by  Repre- 
sentative Keating  of  New  York  comes  before 
It  The  bill  should  not  be  controversial,  but 
it  Is — because  it  has  to  do  with  wire  tap- 
ping Muddled  thinking  on  the  part  of  op- 
ponents of  even  carefully  restricted  wire  tap- 
ping has  prevented  pf-ssage  of  such  legisla- 
tion In  the  past.  Chief  beneficiaries  of  this 
muddled  thinking  have  been  the  enemy 
agents  in  whose  favor  the  ban  on  wire-tap 
evidence  operates. 

Under  the  Federal  Communications  Act  of 
1934  it  is  Illegal  to  "Intercept  and  divulge  ' 
any  wire  communications.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  held  that  this  bars  the  Introduc- 
tion In  Federal  courts  of  any  evidence  de- 
rived from  wire  tapping.  This  restriction 
has  placed  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion under  a  severe  handicap  in  its  war  on 
spies.  TTie  Keating  bill  would  remove  this 
handicap  by  legallzinf;  wire  tapping  in  es- 
pionage Investigations  and  permitting  the 
use  of  wire-tap  evidence  in  court.  Permis- 
sion of  a  Federal  Judge  first  would  be  required 
In  each  case  where  wire  tapping  was  to  be 
used.  Permissive  legislation  of  this  sort 
should  have  been  adopted  long  ago. 


AMENDMENT  OP  RULE  RELATINO  TO 
OBJECTIONS  TO  CONSIDERATION 
OP  BILLS  ON  CALENDAR 

Mr.  GILLETTE  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  64).  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  rule  VUI  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate  is  amended  by  inserting 
"1."  before  the  flrst  paragr^h  of  such  rule 
and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  such  rule  the 
following: 

"2.  Any  Senator  may  file  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  a  written  objection, 
signed  bv  such  Senator,  to  any  bill  or  reso- 
lution on  the  Calendar  of  Bills  and  Resolu- 
tions, and  any  such  objection  so  filed  shall 
have  the  effect  with  respect  to  such  bill  or 
resolution  of  an  objection  Interposed  under 
subsection  1  of  this  rule,  and  shall  continue 
to  have  such  effect  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Congress  unless  and  until  withdrawn  by  such 
Senator  either  orally  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate or  In  writing  signed  by  such  Senator  and 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  The 
daily  Calendar  of  Business  of  the  Senate  shall 
be  prepared  so  as  to  Indicate  when  an  objec- 
tion as  provided  for  under  this  subsection  is 
on  file  with  respect  to  any  bill  or  resolution, 
and  the  name  of  the  Senator  or  Senators 
filing  such  objection." 


AMENDMENT  OP  RULE  WITH  REPER- 
ENCE  TO  RESOLUTIONS  RELATING 
TO  INQUIRIES  AND  INVESTIGA- 
TIONS AND  COMMITTEE  PERSON- 
NEL 

Mr.  GILLETTE  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  65 »,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved,  That  the  Standing  Rules  of  the 
Senate  are  amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  rule: 

••RLT.E  XLI 

"INQLIEIES  AND  INVESTIGATIONS  AND  COMMITTTE 
PFRSONNEL 

"1.  No  resolution  authorizing  an  Inquiry  or 
Investigation,  or  extension  thereof,  shall 
contain  any  authorization  for  any  payment 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 
Any  committee  reporting  any  such  resolution 
to  the  Senate  Involving  an  Inquiry  or  In- 
vestigation In  the  conduct  of  which  expenses 
win  be  incurred  shall  Include  in  the  report 
on  such  resolution  a  budget  setting  forth  its 
estimate  of  expenses  to  be  Incurred  In  such 
Inquiry  or  Investigation.  Any  such  budget 
shall  Include  separate  estimates  for  p>ersonal 
services,  hearings,  and  travel,  and  shall  con- 
tain such  other  Information  as  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  may  require. 

"2.  Authorization  to  pay  from  the  contin- 
gent fund  of  the  Senate  for  the  exp>enses  of 
any  Inquiry  or  investigation  hereafter  au- 
thorized or  extended  shall  be  made  by  a  reso- 
lution separate  from  the  resolution  authoriz- 
ing such  inquiry  or  Investigation  or  extension 
thereof.  No  resolution  authorizing  or  reau- 
thorizing the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  any 
such  Inquiry  or  investigation  shall  be  agreed 
to  by  the  Senate  until  after  the  resolution 
authorizing  such  Inquiry  or  Investigation,  or 
extension  thereof,  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Senate. 

"3.  The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration is  authorized  and  directed  to  pre- 
scribe uniform  requirements  for  the  form 
and  contents  of  the  budget  required  to  be 
submitted  under  subsection  1  of  this  rule, 
and  to  make  such  studies  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  enable  it  so  to  prescribe. 

"4.  Whenever  the  bead  of  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  of  the  Oovemment  shall 
have  detailed  or  assigned  personnel  of  such 
department  or  agency  to  the  staff  of  any 


Senate  committee  or  subcommittee  thereof, 
the  appropriations  of  such  department  or 
agency  from  which  the  personnel  so  assigned 
or  detaUed  is  paid  shall  be  reimbursed  from 
funds  available  to  the  committee  or  sub- 
committee at  the  end  of  each  quarterly 
period  in  the  amount  of  the  salaries  of  such 
personnel  while  on  such  detail  or  assignment; 
and  the  services  of  any  personnel  so  detailed 
or  assigned  shall  not  be  accepted  or  utilized 
unless,  at  the  time  of  such  detail,  or  assign- 
ment, funds  are  available  to  such  committee 
or  subcommittee  for  the  reimbursement  of 
appropriations,  as  herein  provided,  for  the 
period  of  such  detail  or  assignment." 

Sec.  2.  Paragraph  (o)  (1)  (A)  of  rule  XXV 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(A)  Matters  relating  to  the  payment  of 
money  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  or  creating  a  charge  upon  the  same, 
but  no  resolution  which  authorizes  an  In- 
quiry or  investigation,  or  an  extension  there- 
of, and  does  not  contain  an  authorization 
for  payment  out  of  such  contingent  fund 
shall  be  deemed  to  create  a  charge  upon 
the  same." 

Sec  3.  Senate  Resolution  77.  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  agreed  to  June  28.  1945,  as  amended, 
is  repealed. 


STANDING    COMMrPTEE    ON 
VETERANS'  APPAIRS 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  for  appropriate  reference  a  reso- 
lution to  create  a  standing  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs.  Earlier  in  the  ses- 
sion I  submitted  Senate  Resolution  24. 
for  the  same  purpose,  but  the  shift  in 
the  number  of  members  on  the  stand- 
ing committees  of  the  Senate  necessi- 
tated several  changes,  and  the  resolu- 
tion I  am  now  submitting  is  correctly 
and  carefully  worded  in  terms  of  the  new 
Senate  provisions  with  respect  to  the 
number  of  members  on  committees  of 
the  Senate. 

The  resolution  ( S.  Res.  66  > ,  submitted 
by  Mr.  Perguson.  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows ; 

Re.<^olicd,  That  commencing  with  the 
Eighty-fourth  Congress,  rule  XXV  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating  to 
standing  committees)    is  amended  by — 

(1 )  striking  out  subparagraphs  10  through 
13  in  paragraph  (h)   of  section  1: 

(2)  striking  out  subparagraphs  16  through 
19  in  paragraph   (1)    of  section  1; 

(3)  inserting  In  section  1  after  paragraph 
(o)    the  following  new  paragraph: 

"(p)  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  to 
consist  of  nine  Senators,  to  which  committee 
shall  be  referred  all  proposed  legislation, 
messages,  petitions,  memorials,  and  other 
matters  relating  to  the  following  subjects: 

"1.  Veterans'  measures,  generally. 

"2.  Pensions  of  all  wars  of  the  United 
States,  general  and  special. 

"3.  Life  Insurance  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  service  In  the  Armed 
Forces. 

"4.  Compensation  of  veterans. 

"5.  Vocational  rehabilitation  and  educa- 
tion of  veterans. 

"6.  Veterans'  hospitals,  medical  care,  and 
treatment  of  veterans. 

"7.  Soldiers'  and  sailors'  civil  relief. 

"8.  Readjustment  of  servicemen  to  civil 
life."; 

(4)  Striking  out  section  4  and  inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"(4)  Each  Senator  shall  serve  on  two 
standing  committees  and  no  more:  except 
that  not  to  exceed  19  Senators  of  the  ma- 
jority party,  and  not  to  exceed  7  Senators  of 
the  minority  party,  who  are  members  of  the 
Ckunmlttee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  tb* 
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Committee  on  Government  Operations,  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Offlce  and  ClTll  Service, 
or  tbe  Committee  on  Veterana'  Affairs  may 
serve  on  tbree  standing  committees  and  no 
more."  ' 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATINO  TO  THE  MAKING  OP 
TREATIES  AND  EXECUTIVE 
AGREEMENTS— ADDITIONAL  CO- 
SPONSOR  OP  JOINT  RESOLUTION 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  name  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  ShathersI  be 
added  as  one  of  the  cosponsors  of  the 
joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  1)  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  relative  to  the  mak- 
ing of  treaties  and  executive  agreements, 
and  that  in  any  further  printing  of  the 
joint  resolution  his  name  may  be  in- 
cluded as  one  of  the  original  sponsors, 
thus  making  64  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  have  joined  in  sponsoring  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


CONSOLIDATED  GENERAL  APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL— ADDITIONAL  CO- 
SPONSORS  OF  CONCURRENT  RES- 
OLUTION 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  on  Tues- 
day. February  4,  I  submitted  a  concur- 
rent resolution,  sometimes  referred  to 
as  the  single  appropriation  bill,  to  pro- 
vide for  annual  limitations  on  obliga- 
tions for  Federal  expenditure.  The  res- 
olution is  now  referred  to  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
as  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  8. 

At  the  time  it  was  submitted  45  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  joined  me  as 
sponsors  of  the  resolution.  Since  Tues- 
day four  other  Senators  have  advised  me 
that  they  wish  to  be  included. 

They  are :  The  Senator  from  Maryland 
TMr.  Beall],  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Smith],  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel]. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  record  show  these  Sen- 
ators among  the  cosponsors  of  the  reso- 
lution, and,  in  case  reprinting  of  the 
resolution  becomes  necessary,  to  have 
their  names  inserted  at  the  proper  places 
among  the  cosponsors  of  the  resolution. 

T  may  add  that,  with  the  addition  of 
these  cosponsors,  the  resolution  is  now 
endorsed  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Virginia?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  request  is  granted. 

DIRECTOR  OP  COLUMBIA  INSTITU- 
TION FOR  THE  DEAF 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Saltonstall]  as  Director  of 
the  Columbia  Institution  for  the  Deaf. 


MEMBERS  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE 
ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Chair 
appoints  the  senior  Senator  from  Min- 


nesota [Mr.  ThyiI,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall ] ,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Hendrickson  1 ,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  SchoeppelI.  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  DtttfI,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
I  Mr.  Hunt),  and  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida [Mr.  Smathers],  as  members  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Small  Business. 


/-DDRESPES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTICLES. 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

Address  deivered  by  him  before  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Government  Employees 
on  the  subject  The  New  Administration  on 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  KILGORB: 

Address  entitled  "Shoring  Up  Our  Con- 
victions," del.vered  by  Leonard  RigKleman. 
president  of  Morris  Harvey  College.  Charle.s- 
ton.  W.  Va..  at  the  midyear  commencement 
exercises  at  Ohio  University,  Athens.  Oino. 
on  January  31 .  1953. 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 

Report  by  Navy  Department  with  refer- 
ence to  achievements  of  Eugene  Ely.  of  the 
State  of  Iowa 

By   Mr.   MUNDT: 

Pamphlet  entitled  "The  Supreme  Issue  In 
American  Llle  Today  Is — ,  '  published  by 
the  American  Good  Government  League. 
Washington.  D.   C. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 

Editorial  entitled  "Protect  Our  Constitu- 
tion." published  In  the  Orlando  (Fla.)  Sun- 
day Sentinel-Star. 

Editorial  eni.itled  "Why  Not  a  Pension  f  ir 
Our  Ex-Presidents?"  published  m  the  Miami 
(Fla.)   Herald. 

By   Mr.    LEHMAN: 

Article  by  Mr.  Ben  W.  Gilbert,  appeartnc; 
In  Washington  Post,  outlining  the  slep-s 
which  the  President  can  take  to  abolish 
segregation  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 


IMPORTATION  OP  GRAIN  FROM 
CANADA 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  very  personal 
letter  from  Mullin  &  Dillon  Co..  of  Min- 
neapolis, with  relation  to  the  importa- 
tion of  grain. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mdxlin  &  Dillon  Co., 
Minneapolis,  February  3,  1953. 
Hon.  Gut  M.  GiLurm. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Deab  Senator:  Some  months  ago  we 
wrote  you  protesting  the  policy  the  United 
States  has  pursued  for  several  years  In  per- 
mitting the  Importation  of  grain  from  Can- 
ada, thereby  depressing  prices  to  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  antl  restricting  and  destroying 
the  market  and  outlets  for  his  products. 

We  appreciate  very  much  your  acknowl- 
edgment of  our  letter  and  the  interest  you 
demonatrated  In  the  problem. 


In  the  year  just  cloeed,  1953,  Canada 
shipped  Into  this  country  over  63.000.000 
bushels  of  oats.  As  you  know,  your  State  of 
Iowa  Is  an  Important  producer  of  oata,  and 
has  In  previous  years,  satlsfled  a  part  of  the 
demand  for  this  cereal  In  the  eastern  sec- 
tion of  the  United  States.  This  market  haa 
been  all  but  lost  because  of  the  policy  of  our 
Government  which  permlta  Canada  to  con- 
tinue to  flood  us  with  oats  and  other  grains. 
Right  now  feed  grains  produced  by  the  Amer- 
ican farmer  are  not  only  In  abundant  supply, 
but  the  surplus  Is  of  such  size  as  to  cause 
considerable  concern  and  alarm  among  j>eo- 
ple.  like  ourselves,  who  are  engaged  In  the 
marketing  and  distribution  of  American 
grain. 

In  view  of  the  continued  weakness  of  our 
grain  markets  with  steadily  declining  prices 
and  the  questionable  stability  of  our  whole 
farm  economy,  it  presently  Is  more  ludicrous 
than  ever  for  us  to  continue  a  policy  which 
Is  a  great  factor  In  lowering  prices  to  the 
American  farmer,  while  we  are  at  the  same 
time  spending  billions  of  dollars  of  the 
American  ta.xpayer  in  order  to  support  farm 
prices  of  the  domestic  producer. 

We  hope  that  your  Interest  In  the  welfare 
of  the  American  farmer,  and  particularly 
those  of  the  Midwest,  will  prompt  you  to 
exert  your  Influence  for  a  reexamination  of 
this  whole  policy  and  that  you  will  do  what 
you  can  to  correct  this  very  bad  situation. 
Respectfully, 

Mui.LiN  gc  Dillon  Co., 
W.  E.  Mulun,  President. 


USE  OP  OFFSHORE  OIL  RESOURCES 
TO  PAY  BETTER  TEACHERS'  SAL- 
ARIES 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr  Pre.-^ident.  for 
.some  time  now  the  subject  of  teachers' 
.salaries  has  cau.sed  u.s  all  Rreat  concern. 
The  teaching  profe.s.sion  does  not  pro- 
vide enough  income  for  the  educators  of 
our  youth  to  maintain  adequate  living 
standards.  We  must  take  some  action 
to  correct  this  condition.  Mere  oratory 
and  hand  wringing  will  accomplish 
nothing.     We  need  a  positive  program. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  two 
tables  comparing  the  income  received 
by  teachers  with  that  received  by  mem- 
bers of  other  profe.ssian.s.  I  believe  these 
tables  prove  that  teachers'  salaries  are 
too  low. 

There  beinp  .lo  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  m  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

ffedia'i  uage  nr  >:alary  income  in  1949  acrord- 
mg  to  tfir  1950  census  of  population  ' 

Engineers,    technical $4.  £54 

tkiUed    workers' 3,  lO.j 

Teachers  ' 2!  576 

'  Includes  workers  in  the  experienced  ci- 
vilian labor  force  in  April  1950  who  reported 
II  or  more  of  such  income.  Data  are  based 
on  tabulations  of  a  3', -percent  sample  of 
the  1950  population  census  returns.  The 
medians  are.  therefore,  subject  to  sampling 
variability.  These  figures  are  based  on  Ub- 
ulatlons  which  have  not  yet  gone  through  the 
various  clerical  checking  processes  which  nor- 
mally  precede  publication.  Tlae  figures  are, 
therefore,  subject  to  change, 

'  Craftsmen,  foremen  and  kindred  workers. 

•  Includes  teachers  not  elsewhere  classi- 
fied. College  teachers,  teachers  of  art.  music, 
dancing,  and  a  few  other  subjects  are  in- 
cluded In  other  categories  of  the  classifica- 
tion system.  The  great  bulk  of  elementary 
and  high-school  teachers  are  In  the  category 
presented  here. 
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Average   salaries   of   puhlic-school   teachers, 
doctors,  and  lawyers,  1939-51 


Year 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  I  first  came 
to  the  Senate  in  1949.  I  worked  for  a 
Federal  aid-to-educf>tion  bill.  This 
measure  got  bosged  down,  however,  and 
I  sec  no  hope  for  its  immediate  revival. 
But  Congress  will  very  quickly  get  a 
chance  to  vote  on  another  measure  which 
would  alleviate  the  crisis  in  education 
and  make  possible  better  teachers'  sal- 
aries. This  proposal  is  known  as  the 
Hill  amendment  to  the  offshore  oil  bill. 
I  am  convinced  that  every  teacher  and 
parent  with  school-ape  children  should 
press  for  passage  of  the  Hill  amendment 
with  all  possible  vigor 

The  offshore  oil  bill  itJ^elf  would  take 
away  from  40  to  100  bilUon  dollars  in 
oil  resources  which  no*  belong  to  the  48 
States  and  give  them  Vo  3  States.  These 
oil  deposits  lie  off  the  .shores  of  Texas, 
Louisiana,  and  California  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  Hill 
amendment  would,  instead,  devote  these 
re."^ources  to  the  educational  needs  in  all 
the  States. 

The  thought  of  Concrress  giving  away 
40  to  100  billions  of  dollars  in  oil  re- 
sources, part  of  which  belongs  to  Illi- 
nois, made  me  think  of  the  plight  of 
the  schools  and  school  teachers  in  Illinois 
and  the  whole  country.  Here  are  billions 
of  dollars  which  are  to  be  given  away  at 
the  very  time  when  our  school  districts 
cannot  raise  enough  money  to  educate 
our  children  properly.  School  teachers 
unwilling  to  suffer  a  i  educed  scale  of  liv- 
ing are  leaving  that  profession  because 
.salaries  are  so  low,  and  yet  the  huge  in- 
crea.se  in  births  during  the  past  10  years 
indicate  massive  and  continuous  in- 
creases in  the  number  of  children  which 
we  must  educate.  Moanwhile,  we  are 
forcing  those  teachers  v,  ho  are  devoted  to 
their  work  to  suffer  lower  living  stand- 
ards. This  is  unfortunately  true  in  the 
case  of  both  public  and  privately  en- 
dowed schools,  and  regardless  of  whether 
the  teaching  is  at  the  pi  imary,  secondary, 
or  university  level. 

I  did  some  checking  on  the  teachers' 
salaries  to  see  how  they  have  kept  up 
with  incomes  in  other  professions.    The 


average  income  of  lawyers  Is  three  times 
that  of  school  teachers,  and  doctors  make 
over  four  times  as  much  as  the  educators 
of  our  children.  Skilled  workers  have 
higher  incomes.  Professional  engineers, 
who  have  about  the  same  amount  of 
training  as  teachers,  have  incomes  al- 
most twice  as  high. 

In  short,  when  the  incomes  of  school 
teachers  are  compared  with  the  incomes 
earned  by  persons  in  other  professions, 
the  teachers  are  at  the  bottom  of  the  list. 
The  people  who  must  prepare  our  youth 
to  take  over  the  leadership  of  the  United 
States  are  made  to  suffer  for  their  devo- 
tion. Others  are  leaving  the  teaching 
profession  for  better-paying  positions, 
which  means  inadequate  educational 
facilities  for  American  boys  and  girls. 

We  are  already  in  the  midst  of  a  crisis 
in  education,  and  it  grows  worse  every 
year.  We  need  money  to  correct  this 
situation.  Yet  it  looks  very  much  as 
though  Congress  may  vote  to  donate 
from  40  to  100  billion  dollars  which,  if 
retained,  could  be  used  to  increase 
teachers'  salaries  and  more  properly 
educate  our  children. 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  it  will  be 
understood  why  I  am  against  such  a  give- 
away as  that  provided  by  the  offshore 
oil  bill.  Instead.  I  am  cosponsoring  the 
Hill  amendment  which  would  stop  this 
oil  grab  and  use  the  money  to  better 
the  plight  of  our  schools  and  our 
teachers. 

The  oil-for-education  amendment  is 
a  continuation  of  the  land  grant  col- 
lege policy  fostered  by  Illinoisans  Jona- 
than B.  Turner  and  Newton  Bateman 
and  signed  into  law  by  an  Illinois  Presi- 
dent, Abraham  Lincoln.  Under  that  law, 
the  Morrill  Act,  each  State  was  granted 
30.000  acres  of  Federal  land  or  land 
script  for  each  Senator  and  Representa- 
tive ii,  had  in  Congress,  the  revenues  to 
be  used  to  promote  higher  education. 
The  University  of  Illinois  got  its  start 
through  this  land  grant,  and  perhaps  it 
would  not  have  come  into  being  with- 
out it.  So  there  is  nothing  new  in  de- 
voting public  resources  to  education.  It 
is  a  good  thing  to  do  in  itself.  But  as 
an  alternative  to  making  an  outright  gift 
of  $100,000,000,000.  when  the  Federal 
Government  already  has  a  debt  of  over 
a  quarter  of  a  trillion  dollars,  it  is  abso- 
lutely imperative. 


PRICE  SUPPORTS  FOR  BEEP  CATTLE 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  out  of  or- 
der. I  send  to  the  desk  a  bill,  which  I  ask 
be  appropriately  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  798)  to  provide  mandatory 
price  support  for  beef  cattle,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Kerr,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  be  permitted  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment in  explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  on  Janu- 
ary 7,  I  introduced  Senate  bill  115,  the 
purpose  of  which,  among  other  things, 
was  to  direct  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  make  available  through  loans. 


purchases,  or  other  operations  under 
existing  law,  price  support  for  a  number 
of  additional  farm  commodities  at  100 
percent  of  parity.  One  of  the  items  cov- 
ered by  the  bill  is  beef  cattle. 

At  that  time,  the  bill  was  urgently 
needed.  Since  then,  the  price  of  many 
farm  commodities  has  continued  to  de- 
cline, but  the  price  of  beef  cattle  has 
skidded  until  producers  of  beef  in  our 
country  are  today  faced  with  a  serious 
and  drastic  emergency, 

I  have  now  introduced,  for  appropriate 
reference,  a  bill  to  provide  immediate 
and  mandatory  price  support  for  beef 
cattle. 

It  had  been  my  hor>e.  as  I  know  it  was 
the  hope  of  many  other  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle,  that  the  new  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  would  do  all  within 
his  power  to  check  the  disastrous  decline 
that  has  been  going  on  and  is  still  go- 
ing on  in  beef  cattle  prices. 

On  January  15  last,  the  average  price 
being  paid  for  beef  cattle  was  around 
$19.70  per  hundred.  This  figure  equaled 
about  92  percent  of  parity  and  repre- 
sented a  decline  of  more  than  25  percent 
in  12  months. 

The  average  price  for  all  cattle  on  the 
farms  today  is  estimated  to  be  around 
$17.50  a  hundred,  which  means  that  in 
3  weeks,  the  price  has  gone  down  from 
about  92  percent  of  parity  to  approxi- 
mately 82  percent  of  parity. 

On  January  28.  Secretary  Benson  made 
a  brief  statement  on  farm  prices  in  gen- 
eral in  which  he  noted  that  they  had 
been  declining.  In  the  closing  sentence 
of  his  press  release  he  stated: 

We  shall  continue  to  use  such  price  sup- 
porting devices  as  are  available  to  us  when 
and  if  prices  sag  below  the  levels  prescribed 
by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  the  plain  fact  is  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  author- 
ity to  support  the  price  of  livestock  now, 
but  he  continues  to  fail  utterly  to  do 
anything  about  it.  Therefore,  I  urge  the 
immediate  consideration  and  earliest 
possible  passage  of  the  bill  I  have  just 
introduced. 

On  February  3,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture was  quoted  as  urging  disturbed 
cattlemen  to  drop  their  unwarranted 
pessimism  about  the  declining  prices  and 
to  stop  dumping  beef  cattle  on  the 
market. 

I  wonder.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Secre- 
tary did  not  know  that  one  of  the  reasons 
the  disturbed  cattlemen  were  dumping 
beef  rattle  on  the  market  was  because 
they  were  still  being  compelled  to  do  so 
because  of  one  of  the  worst  droughts  in 
the  history  of  the  Midwest  and  the 
Southwest. 

I  am  sure  Mr.  Benson  knew  or  could 
have  known  that  the  situation  had  be- 
come so  severe  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  declared  an  emer- 
gency and  had  allixiated  money  for  a 
disaster  relief  fund  to  help  make  it  pos- 
sible for  cattlemen  in  the  drought  areas 
to  buy  hay. 

I  am  sure  that  the  Secretary  knows 
or  could  have  known  that  this  drought 
and  diminishing  prices  creating  re- 
stricted credit  compelled  the  livestock 
producers  to  go  to  the  market  with  their 
cattle  and  sell  for  whatever  price  could 
be  had. 
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Mr.  President,  the  decline  in  Urestock 
prices  in  tbe  past  12  months  has  cost 
the  fanners  of  our  country  nearly  a 
billion  dollars  in  1  year,  and.  in  my  Judg- 
ment, the  national  income  is  still  raised 
or  lowered  by  seven  times  the  amo\mt 
by  which  farm  income  is  affected. 

A  few  days  ago,  the  Secretary  said  to 
one  Senator  "talce  off  controls  and  that 
will  eliminate  compulsory  grading."  He 
then  said  "that  will  make  cattle  go  up 
on  the  hoof  and  put  meat  down  in  the 
butcher  shop." 

Mr.  President,  I  never  heard  a  more 
desirable  objective  stated,  nor  did  I  ever 
hear  a  more  erroneous  statement  as  to 
how  it  might  be  achieved. 

Mr.  President,  unless  bold  and  vigor- 
ous action  is  taken  now  to  support  the 
price  of  beef  cattle,  we  have  no  way  of 
knowing  to  what  extent  the  decline  will 
continue. 

At  a  press  conference  yesterday,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  said  "that  cattle 
prices  have  not  sicidded  far  enough  to 
warrant  emergency  Federal  aid." 

Mr.  President,  one-half  of  the  cattle- 
men in  this  country  are  already  broke. 
Dees  the  Secretary  feel  that  they 
should  all  be  bankrupt  before  conditions 
would  "warrant  emergency  Federal  aid"? 
The  Secretary  yesterday  stated  that 
he  believed  "skidding  cattle  prices  will 
level  off  without  the  Government  step- 
ping in." 

Mr.  President,  the  prices  must  do  more 
than  "level  off"  if  farm  prosperity  is  not 
to  be  further  tragically  damaged.  The 
price  of  beef  cattle  should  be  restored 
to  at  least  100  percent  of  parity. 

We  all  know  that  the  price  of  meat  in 
the  butcher  shop  has  not  been  reduced 
proportionately  to  the  decline  in  the 
price  for  cattle  on  the  hoof.  The  bill  I 
have  just  introduced  would  not  aHect 
the  price  of  meat  in  the  butcher  shop, 
Mr.  F>resident,  because  the  price  levels 
are  far  above  those  justified  even  with 
the  farmer  receiving  100  percent  of 
parity  for  his  cattle. 

This  bill  would  direct  the  Secretary  to 
ure  525.000,000  immediately  from  the 
funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  support  the  price 
of  beef  cattle  at  100  percent  of  parity. 
I  am  convinced  that  but  little  of  the 
money  would  have  to  be  spent. 

The  buying  in  the  market  place  today, 
Mr.  President,  is  at  its  declining  level 
because  the  purchasers  continue  to  force 
the  price  down  as  they  try  to  buy  as 
cheaply  as  possible  from  producers  who. 
as  the  result  oi  conditions  beyond  their 
control,  are  compelled  to  sell  for  what 
they  can  get.  If  they  knew  that  throupth 
loans  or  purchases  or  other  means  avail- 
able under  the  law,  the  Secretary  of 
A^'riculture  had  an  emergency  fund  of 
$25,000,000  to  support  the  price  of  beef 
cattle,  it  would  go  a  long  way  toward 
halting  the  decline  in  ptices  and  restore 
their  level  to  the  basis  of  at  least  100 
percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  it  is  not  true  that  when  the 
Secretary  «f  Agriculture  has  merely  an- 
nounced tiiit  he  was  going  to  support 
prices,  it  hca  bad  the  effect  of  stabilizing 
the ! 


Mr.  KERR,  liany  times  when  the 
producers  were  nxnpelled  to  go  to 
market  for  reasons  beyond  their  control, 
the  buyers,  knowing  the  producers  were 
going  to  be  required  to  sell,  lowered  their 
bids.  But  as  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  through  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  moved  in  to  support  the 
price  at  a  fixed  level,  it  was  thereby 
stabilized. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  will 
recall.  I  am  sure,  that  at  one  time  when 
such  a  situation  prevailed  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  gave  indication 
that  he  would  step  into  the  market,  the 
market  began  to  stabilize,  particularly 
with  reference  to  the  storable  commod- 
ities. The  mere  mention  of  the  fact  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  going 
to  use  his  authority  under  the  law  has 
had  a  stabilizing  effect  on  the  market. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct;  and,  by  the  same  token,  when 
the  Secretary  says  that  prices  have  not 
declined  to  a  level  justifying  Federal 
emergency  aid,  he  is  but  gi\ing  a  green 
light  to  purchasers  to  continue  to  force 
the  prices  still  lower. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator is  aware  of  the  statement  recently 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
about  the  desirability  of  orderly  market- 
ing, and  calling  upon  the  farmers  not  to 
be  unduly  pessimistic.  The  Senator.  I 
am  sure,  is  also  aware  of  the  fact  that 
it  is  impossible  to  have  orderly  market- 
ing in  a  price- declining  economy,  when 
as  in  the  case  of  cattle,  notes  at  the 
bank  are  coming  due  on  the  r:attle.  and 
when  the  only  way  by  whiCh  to  pay  off 
the  notes  is  to  sell  at  a  lower  price.  In 
other  words,  under  such  circumstances 
marketing  become  disorderly.  I.s  not 
that  a  fair  statement? 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct,  because  with  each  additional  SI 
per  hundred  decline,  the  banker  sees  the 
margin  of  safety  on  the  notes  of  cattle- 
men further  reduced,  whereupon  loan.s 
are  called  and  additional  cattle  are 
forced  on  the  market,  making  the  pro- 
cedure still  less  orderly. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  farm- 
ers of  America  are  deeply  indebted  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  for  his 
vigilant  leadership  in  the  field  of  as^ii- 
cultural  legislation,  and  I  surely  want  to 
concur  and  associate  myself  with  the  bill 
which  the  Senator  has  introduced  and 
with  which  I  am  familiar.  I  recall  his 
efforts  a  year  ago  in  this  same  area.  But 
he  has  broadened  the  area  of  commod- 
ities now,  which  I  l)elieve  is  highly  com- 
mendable. I  hope  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture will  see  the  light  and  will  seek 
advice  and  counsel  from  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  and  others  in  an  effort 
to  stabilize  this  very  disastrous  market. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  am  very  thankful  to  have 
him  associated  with  me  in  the  bill.  I 
share  in  his  hope  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  will  see  the  light. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
There  seems  to  be  a  tendency  at  the 
present  time  to  believe  that  there  prob- 
ably will  be  nothing  done  in  regard  to 


legislation  for  the  farmer  this  year,  but 
that  there  will  be  an  Investigation  to  see 
what  to  do,  and  to  act  next  year.  If 
that  takes  place,  what  will  happen  in 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  KERR.  In  that  event,  what  will 
happen  will  be  more  of  what  has  hap- 
pened and  what  is  now  happening.  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  that  there  is  little  comfort  and 
only  a  very  slim  hope  for  the  producer, 
faced  with  the  tragic  realities  In  1953, 
In  the  statement  that  a  commission  will 
be  establLshed  to  study  the  problem,  with 
a  directive  to  make  recommendations  in 
1955. 

The  very  uncertainty  which  has 
caused  much  of  the  decline  to  the  pres- 
ent level  will  be  exaggerated  and  accel- 
erated, and  the  disastrous  result  will  be 
increased. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Sojth  Carolina.  I 
gather  from  what  the  Senator  from  Ok- 
lahoma has  .said  that  the  more  quickly 
the  new  Secretary  of  Agriculture  can  let 
us  know  what  the  farm  program  Is,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  the  farmer. 

Mr  KERR.  Provided  that,  when  he 
lets  us  know  wh.U  it  is.  it  is  an  effective 
farm  protrram. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carohna. 
In  other  words,  there  must  be  some  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  KERR.  It  mu.'^t  embody  some 
po.sitive.  dynamic  proposals  and  sugges- 
tions. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
In  regard  to  the  statement  that  the 
farmers  are  urued  to  withold  their 
meat  and  other  products  from  the  mar- 
ket. Is  It  not  a  fact  that  at  this  partic- 
ular time  the  bankers  are  holding  notes 
of  the  farmers  and  calling  on  them  to 
pay.  and.  therefore,  if  the  farmer  should 
request  an  additional  loan  the  banker 
would  say  to  the  farmer,  "You  must  sell. 
The  market  is  poing  down."  Is  not  that 
the  advice  the  farmer  is  getting? 

Mr.  KERR  The  banker  is  t)eing  com- 
pelled to  take  that  pcsition  because  it 
1.S  realistic.  After  all.  his  loans  when 
made  may  have  had  an  adequate  mar- 
f;in,  but  declinina;  prices  have  eliminated 
the  mari^in,  .so  that  the  banker.  In  the 
protection  of  his  own  interest  and  that  of 
his  depositors,  must  call  the  loan,  which 
takes  away  any  protection  from  the  pro- 
ducer and  leaves  him  nothing  to  do  but 
to  sell  on  the  market. 

Mr  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
am  not  criticizing  the  banker.  That  is 
the  only  po.sition  he  can  take,  facing  the 
situation  which  prevails  at  the  pre.'ent 
time,  with  no  assurance  as  to  what  Is 
going  to  happen  in  the  future,  so  far  as 
any  protection  by  the  Government  is 
concerned. 

Mr  KERR.  That  is  correct.  At  the 
same  time,  the  producer  has  the  definite 
knowledge  that  the  Secretary  has  stated, 
as  I  understand,  that  prices  have  not 
yet  declined  enough  to  cause  a  critical 
situation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  gladly  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Minnesota 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  true  that 
once  the  agricultural  price  structure 
starts  to  decline  in  the  rapid  order  in 
which  it  has  begun  to  fall  apart,  the 
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irovement  accumulates  velocity?  In 
other  words,  the  longer  It  declines  the 
greater  Is  the  difficulty  to  stabilize  the 
market  and  get  the  price  structure  back 
en  a  rea.sonable  level? 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  Is  entirely 
correct.  It  should  have  been  done  2 
weeks  ago.  It  can  probably  be  done  bet- 
ter now  than  It  can  b(!  done  2  weeks  from 
today. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
once  agricultural  prices  begin  to  slip  It 
litfially  Involves  the  whole  economy  in 
a  difficult  price  situation?  Here  we  see 
the  agricultural  area  of  our  economy  un- 
der very  difficult  duress  which.  In  turn, 
tian.slates  itself  into  the  economic  trou- 
bles of  the  bankers,  find  also  the  imple- 
ment dealers,  fertilizer  companies,  and 
every  other  aspect  of  the  total  economy 
in  the  agricultural  area? 

Mr  KERR.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct.  The  strength  and  vitality  of 
the  national  economy,,  cannot  remain 
above  the  level  of  that  of  agriculture. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  further 
que.stion? 

Mr    KERR.    I  yield. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Is  It  not  true  that 
the  exi.sting  law  gives  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  the  authority,  within  his  dis- 
cretion, to  stabilize  prices? 

Mr  KERR.  The  Secretary  has  lim- 
ited authority  under  existing  law.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  made  sufficient  under 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  I  have 
Introduced. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator's  bill 
gives  a  directive  to  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture, does  it  not? 

Mr  KFRR.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  exi.sting  law 
rests  upon  the  discretion  of  the  Secre- 
tary. 

Mr  KERR.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Therefore,  the 
question  is.  What  is  the  purpose  and 
what  IS  the  price-support  philosophy  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture?  It  Is  in 
that  ar(  a  that  there  is  great  uncertainty 
in  the  United  States  as  to  ju.st  what  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  intends  to  do 
becau'^e  of  what  I  would  call  a  nebulous 
price-support  philo.sophy. 

Mr  KERR.  There  is  not  only  uncer- 
tainty, but  there  is  a  growing  and  ex- 
panding fear  in  the  heart  of  every  farm 
family  in  the  Nation. 

Mr  SCHOEPPEl..  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr   KERR.     I  yield. 

Mr  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to  a.sk 
the  distinguished  Senator  if  he  does  not 
think  the  removal  of  price-control  ceil- 
ings on  live  animals  will  be  a  very  Im- 
portant factor  in  stopping  this  decline. 

Mr  KERR.  I  will  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Kansas  that  I  cannot  agree 
with  him  in  that  thought,  for  the  reason 
that  the  price  of  cattle  Is  skidding  far 
below  any  proportionate  or  commensu- 
rate price  consistent  with  the  ceiling  on 
the  products.  The  price  of  the  com- 
modity is  already  far  t>elow  the  ceiling, 
and  the  removal  of  the  ceiling  can  have 
no  effect  upon  Increasing  the  price. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Was  not  the  price 
skidding  in  December  1952? 


Mr.  KERR.  It  was.  but  It  had  not  yet 
skidded  much  below  a  hundred  percent 
of  parity.  The  parity  price  for  beef 
cattle  on  the  15th  of  January  was  at  a 
level  of  approximately  r2V2  percent  of 
parity,  but  today  It  Ls  approximately 
82 'iz  percent  of  parity,  and  unless  some- 
thing Is  done.  In  another  week  It  will 
dechne  still  further.  Tlie  purpose  of  my 
bill  is  to  bring  about  support  of  the  price 
of  beef  cattle  at  100  percent  of  parity. 


GRANTING  TO  STATES  MINERAL 
RIGHTS  UNDERLYING  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President.  I  am  send- 
ing to  the  desk  for  appropriate  reference 
a  bill  which  provides  for  granting  to.the 
several  States  the  mineral  rights  under- 
lying public  lands,  ownership  of  which 
"how  rests  in  the  United  States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  807  i  to  provide  for  grant- 
ing to  the  several  States  the  mineral 
rights  in  public  lands  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  introduced  by  Mr.  Hunt, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President.  In  intro- 
ducing this  bill  I  may  say  that  it  is  quite 
consistent  with  views  which  I  have  held 
since  1943,  when,  at  my  direction,  the 
attorney  general  of  Wyoming  allied  him- 
self with  the  attorneys  general  of,  I 
think,  every  other  State  in  the  Union  in 
opposing  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  the  suit  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  gain  control  and  owner- 
ship of  the  so-called  tidelands,  and.  as 
the  Record  will  show.  I  supported  the 
legislation  Introduced  last  year  to  obviate 
the  Supreme  Court  decision. 

Mr.  President,  from  my  point  of  view 
the  underlying  principles  and  conditions 
with  reference  to  the  tidelands  and  sub- 
surface rights  in  pubhc  lands  in  the 
Western  States,  ownership  and  admin- 
istration of  which  are  now  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  are 
identical.  Fifty-three  percent  of  the 
land  area  of  Wyoming  is  Federally  con- 
trolled, and  Wyoming,  therefore,  as  to 
matters  which  to  my  way  of  thinking  are 
purely  local,  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
a  dual  administration. 

For  14  years — 8  years  as  a  member  of 
the  Wyoming  State  land  board,  and  6 
years  as  chairman  of  thai  board — I  par- 
ticipated In  the  administration  of  pub- 
lic lands,  and  therefore  have  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  efficiency  of  the  State 
Government  as  compared  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government  in  the  administration 
of  such  lands,  and  I  am  thoroughly  con- 
vinced that  the"  mineral  rights  under- 
lying Federally  owned  lands  can  be  ad- 
ministered more  directly  and  more 
profitably  by  local  government  than  by 
the  Department  of  the  Interior — and  I 
am  not  one  who,  generally  speaking.  Is 
critical  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

The  bin  removes  from  the  United 
States  Government  and  gives  to  the 
State  all  mineral  rights  underlying  Fed- 
erally-owned lands,  except  national 
forests,  national  parks,  national  monu- 
ments, and  wildlife  preserves,  lands 
that  have  been  entered  upon,  land  that 


has  fissionable  material  in  it,  or  land 
that  Is  being  used  by  the  Government  for 
a  special  service. 

Furthermore,  the  bill  provides  for  the 
assumption  by  the  several  States  of  ex- 
isting leases  and  contracts,  and  provides 
for  the  administration  by  the  States  of 
the  rights  which  will  become  the  prop- 
erty of  the  States. 

I  have  never  been  able  to  understand 
the  theory  or  reasoning  behind  the  re- 
tention by  the  Federal  Government  of 
the  ownership  of  mineral  rights  In  the 
Western  States,  when  that  theory  is  not 
and  never  has  been  applied  to  States  not 
designated  as  public-land  States.  We 
of  the  Western  States  are  as  rightfully 
entitled  to  the  revenues  produced  from 
minerals  under  public  lands  in  our  States 
as  are  the  States  In  coastal  areas  In- 
volved in  the  so-called  tidelands  issue. 

If  these  mineral  rights  are  given  to  my 
State,  income  frcm  them  would  make 
Wyoming  self-supporting  to  a  far 
greater  extent,  and  thus  lessen,  if  not 
entirely  eliminate,  a  need  for  grants-in- 
aid  programs. 

In  the  year  1952  alone,  the  Federal 
Government  was  enriched  to  the  extent 
of  approximatley  $18,000,000  by  mineral 
production  In  Wyoming,  and  since  1920 
my  State  from  such  production  has 
turned  over  to  the  Federal  Government 
$153,250,000,  which  I  may  say,  right- 
fully belongs  to  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Wyoming. 

My  bill  does  not  provide  for  the  trans- 
fer of  surface  rights  to  the  State,  in  that 
I  feel  the  surface  rights — the  extensive 
grazing  areas,  the  huge  wildlife  popula- 
tion, the  national  parks,  the  wildlife  pre- 
serves, and  the  national  forests,  includ- 
ing wonderful  fishing  areas — bring  such 
recreation,  pleasure,  and  profit  to  all  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  admin- 
istration should  remain  with  the  Federal 
Government  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
people. 

THE   PUBLIC   LAND   QUESTION 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  who  has  a  wide 
background  and  has  had  long  experience 
in  the  administrative  affairs  of  the  West- 
ern States,  particularly  of  his  own  State, 
remember  that  over  a  long  period  of 
years,  for  at  least  three-quarters  of  a 
century  following  the  passage  of  the 
Homestead  Act  by  Congress,  It  was  the 
apparent  policy  of  Congress  to  hold  pub- 
lic lands  in  trust  for  the  States  until 
such  time  as  certain  laws  or  arrange- 
ments could  be  made  to  pass  those  lands 
into  private  ownership,  and  thus  make 
them  subject  to  taxation.  Through  the 
Homestead  Act,  which  by  means  of  a  $16 
filing  fee  for  160  acres  of  land  the  indi- 
vidual through  certain  development 
could  own  it.  When  settlers  moved  Into 
western  Kansas,  a  little  drier  comitry, 
the  area  was  Increased  to  320  acres,  the 
additional  Homestead  Act — then  on  Into 
Colorado,  through  the  short-grass  coun- 
try, it  was  made  an  additional  640  acres. 
meaning  that  960  acres  of  land,  called 
the  grazing  homesteads,  could  be  patent- 
ed by  an  Individual.  That  was  an  indica- 
tion that  the  Goverrmaents  purpose  was 
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to  allow  a  man  to  take  up  enough  acre- 
age to  make  a  living,  upon  payment  of 
a  $16  filing  fee  in  each  case,  and  edso 
that  the  policy  of  Congress  was  to  hold 
the  lands  in  tnost  for  this  very  purpose. 
Does  the  Senator  remember  that  trend? 
Mr.  HUNT.  I  remember  that  trend, 
and  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada that  that  purpose  now  has  been 
completely  accomplished. 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  is  absolutely  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HUNT.  No  longer  are  there  any 
homestead  lands  in  my  State.  I  do  not 
know  about  the  Senator's  State  of  Ne- 
vada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Of  course,  the  reason 
why  we  have  public  lands  is  that  there 
has  been  no  attempt  by  Congress,  since 
the  640-acre  grazing  homestead  law  was 
passed,  to  arrange  any  method  by  which 
additional  lands  could  be  passed  to  the 
homesteader  in  one  block,  if  we  may  call 
him  a  homesteader.  At  any  rate  pass 
ownership  to  the  man  who  was  trying  to 
make  a  living  on  those  lands,  in  such 
acreage  as  would  support  a  family. 
That  is  to  say.  to  enable  him  to  raise  a 
couple  of  hundred  head  of  cattle,  or  a 
band  of  1,500  sheep,  a  family  unit. 

There  has  been  no  attempt  to  transfer 
such  land  to  private  ownership  since  the 
Grazing  Homestead  Act  providing  for  a 
tract  of  960  acres,  was  passed,  in  order 
to  provide  enough  acreage  to  enable  a 
man  to  make  a  living  for  a  family. 

Land  which  is  too  poor  on  account 
of  lack  of  water  and  rainfall  to  enable 
a  family  unit  to  exist  on  960  acres  re- 
mains in  public  ownership.  Instead  of 
trying  to  find  a  solution  of  the  problem 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  who  have 
used  public  lands  in  my  State  of  Nevada 
and  your  State  of  Wyoming  for  60  or 
70  years  we  have  ceased  searching  for 
a  method  to  put  those  lands  in  the 
hands  of  men  who  have  continually  used 
them  during  that  period  of  time,  and 
adopted  a  policy  in  1934,  through  the 
Taylor  Grazing  Act,  now  administered 
by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
switching  that  pohcy  to  establish  per- 
manent Government  ownership,  and 
therefore  make  permanent  tenants  out 
of  every  man,  woman,  and  child  who  uses 
the  extensive  lands  in  the  Senator's 
State  of  Wyoming  and  in  my  State  of 
Nevada. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  may  interpolate  to  say 
that  the  young  man  who  desires  to  start 
in  the  livestock  business  in  Wyoming 
today  just  cannot  do  so. 

Mr.  MALONE.  He  cannot  do  it  any- 
where else,  due  to  the  very  fact  that 
the  laws  passed  by  Congress  have  been 
interpreted  by  the  Government  during 
the  past  20  years  in  such  a  way  as  to 
preclude  the  sale  of  the  large  ranches 
to  smaller  owners  because  they  cannot 
transfer  the  range  with  the  patented 
land. 

In  my  State,  and  I  am  certain  the 
same  Is  true  In  the  Senator's  own  State, 
and  also  in  every  other  Western  State, 
a  man  may  take  up  160  acres,  or  what- 
ever the  amount  of  land  might  be,  in 
areas  where  the  supply  of  water  is  un- 
certain. Sometimes  there  Is  a  flash- 
flood  stream,  which  provides  for  only 
one  period  of  irrigation.  Of  course, 
where  the  streams  are  larger,  they  pro- 


vide opportunities  for  the  storage  of 
water,  thus  making  it  possible  to  develop 
valuable  ranches  but  that  is  impossible 
in  the  range  areas. 

Then  there  are  the  stock-water  rights 
Involved  throughout  the  public-land 
area,  and  also  the  irrigation  water  rights 
which  make  it  possible  to  irrigate  the 
tracts  of  land  which  furnish  food  for 
the  winter  period. 

We  also  have  a  very  great  interest  in 
the  livestock  unit,  of  which  the  public 
lands  used  in  connection  with  the  food- 
producing  ranch  is  one  factor,  and  the 
water  rights  necessary  to  irrigate  the 
land  is  factor  No.  2.  Third,  the  patented 
feed-producing  land  is  factor  No.  3.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  HUNT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  have  adopted  a 
policy  through  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  based  upon  the  Taylor 
Grazing  Act  that  established  a  perma- 
nent policy  of  keeping  one  factor  of  a 
settler's  livestock  unit — the  public 
range — in  perpetual  Government  owner- 
ship. It  is  of  course  well  recognized 
that  anyone  who  controls  one  factor  of 
the  livestock  unit,  either  the  range,  the 
water  rights,  or  the  feed-producing 
ranch,  can  destroy  the  investment  over- 
night. Control  of  the  range  factor  has 
been  kept  in  the  hands  of  public  offi- 
cials and  they  are  doing  just  what  I  have 
said  they  could  do.  They  are  now  de- 
stroying the  investment  of  the  rancher 
and  livestock  man. 

I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wyoming  that  I  have  on  my  desk 
letters  from  ranchers  complaining  about 
the  Forest  Service  and  the  Land  Man- 
agement Bureau  and  their  arbitrary 
action  in  this  regard. 

They  retain  the  right  to  cut  the  carry- 
ing capacity  of  the  range  any  time  they 
desire.  They  retain  the  right,  at  their 
discretion,  to  raise  the  price  for  its  use. 
Therefore,  they  can  destroy  at  their  dis- 
cretion the  one  factor  which  is  neces- 
sary for  a  complete  livestock  unit  and 
I  may  add  they  are  doing  just  that. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Every  time  there  is  an 
exchange  of  a  lease,  especially  in  the 
Forest  Service,  the  number  of  cattle  or 
sheep  permitted  on  the  particular  lease 
is  automatically  reduced. 

DESTHUCTION   OF   AN   INVESTMENT 

Mr.  MALONE.  Now  we  come  to  the 
crux  of  the  problem.  That  was  what  I 
was  leading  up  to.  There  is  full  control, 
which  prevents  exactly  what  is  said  to 
be  desirable,  that  is,  the  breaking  up  of 
the  large  livestock  interests. 

The  control  is  retained  and  exercised 
by  the  bureau  which  prevents  the  sale  of 
part  of  the  unit. 

When  a  larger  operator  wishes  to  sell 
to  a  small  rancher  who  desires  to  buy 
from  a  larger  operator  a  unit  which  will 
support  a  family,  there  is  nothing  to  sell. 
There  is  nothing  to  be  transferred  to  the 
smaller  operator  since  the  range  so 
transferred  with  the  feed-producing 
property  can  be  cut  beyond  the  economic 
use  of  the  smaller  unit 

In  Washington  there  are  two  bureaus 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and 
the  Forest  Service,  which  absolutely  pre- 
vent the  very  objective  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wyoming 
knows  is  important  to  his  SUtc  and  to 


my  State,  and  to  every  other  public  land 
State  if  we  are  to  get  out  from  under  the 
status  which  has  been  described;  and 
that  is  the  full  control  of  the  range  use. 

My  own  thought  is  that  Congress  must 
meet  the  situation.  It  must  not  accept 
the  policy  of  perpetual  public  land  own- 
ership in  our  States. 

The  percentage  of  federally  owned 
land  in  my  own  State  is  87  percent. 

We  must  devise  some  way  to  recog- 
nize vested  rights  in  the  range.  Last 
year  I  introduced  a  bill — and  I  intend  to 
introduce  it  again — which  would  turn 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Managament  into  an 
adjudicating  agency,, to  determine  the 
customary  use  of  the  range — not  to  de- 
termine what  it  thinks  the  use  ought  to 
be  and  upset  every  long-time  investment 
in  the  western  country,  as  is  now  being 
done. 

The  worst  of  it  Is  that  the  Bureau 
holds  in  its  hands  the  power  to  do  just 
that.  That  is  what  destroys  the  value 
of  the  investment.  The  bill  to  which  I 
have  referred  would  turn  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  into  an  adjudicating 
unit,  so  that  it  could  determine  where 
the  livestock  interests  had  run  their 
cattle  over  a  period  of  the  60  or  70  years, 
in  connection  with  feed-producing' 
range. 

Thus  the  u^e  of  the  range  would  be 
adjudicated,  just  as  the  use  of  water  is 
adjudicated.  The  State  engineer  does 
not  enter  the  situation  in  connection 
with  a  certain  stream  and  say  to  one 
user,  ■You  have  too  much  water.  We 
will  give  it  to  your  neighbor.  Mr.  Jones." 

Through  hearings,  advertisements, 
and  proper  adjudication  proceedings. 
the  u.se  of  the  water  which  has  been 
enjoyed  over  the  years  Is  determined, 
and  priorities  are  established,  depend- 
ing upon  the  yrar  a  given  user  started  to 
use  the  water,  in  relation  to  other  users 

Mr.  HUNT.  That  is  the  principle  of 
the  beneficial  use. 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  is  correct.  That 
is  the  principle  I  should  like  to  see  ap. 
plied  to  the  range.  It  does  not  involve 
ownership  of  the  land,  but  a  determina- 
tion of  the  use  of  the  feed.  The  feed  is 
absolutely  valueless  to  Uncle  Sam  or  to 
anyone  else  unless  it  is  fed  to  livestock. 
It  can  be  marketed  only  through  live- 
stock ;  and  the  livestock  can  be  run  only 
in  connection  with  the  feed -producing 
ranches,  and  the  water  rights  which  are 
in  existence.  Therefore,  if  we  were  to 
change  the  policy  which  has  been  estab- 
lished through  bureaucratic  control  and 
give  the  users  of  the  range  the  rights  to 
which  I  have  referred,  they  would  not 
own  the  land,  but  they  woulu  own  the 
use  of  the  feed  only  so  long  as  they  used 

I  know  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wyoming,  a  former  Governor  of 
his  State,  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  the  water  user  never  owns  the  water 
He  owns  the  right  to  the  use  of  the  water! 
Such  right  can  be  lost  by  nonuse.  I 
would  treat  the  grass  and  the  feed  in 
the  same  way.  The  user  would  not  own 
the  land  or  the  feed.  He  would  own  the 
use  of  it.  so  long  as  he  conUnued  the 
use. 

This  would  encourage  taking  up  lands 
for  higher  use.  such  as  homesteading. 
II  the  economy  should   change,   water 
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could  be  pumped  in  mmny  instances. 
Such  higher  uses  include  also  use  tar  a 
mining  claim,  a  fish  and  game  preserre, 
or  any  other  higher  use.  The  user  of 
the  grass  would  haye  nothing  to  do  with 
5uch  use.  and  it  would  interfere  with  him 
very  Uttle  in  the  exercise  of  his  right,  so 
long  as  he  used  it.  In  relation  to  other 
users. 

Then  we  eould  go  a  step  further 
and  allow  the  purchase  and  sale  of  the 
range,  just  as  water  is  sold.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming  Is  entirely  familiar 
with  such  procedures.  The  user  of  water 
establishes  his  right  to  the  use  of  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  water  in  the  stream  as  of 
a  certain  date.  He  can  sell  it  to  John 
Jones,  who  is  above  him  or  below  him  on 
the  stream.  He  can  apply  to  the  State 
engineer  for  a  transfer  with  respect  to 
the  place  of  use  or  place  of  diversion. 
NMien  the  maps  are  made  and  the  appli- 
cation is  submitted,  the  State  engineer 
has  only  one  criterion  upon  which  to  re- 
ject such  an  application,  and  that  is  if 
It  injures  a  third  party.  If  the  transfer 
can  be  made  without  injuring  a  third 
party,  he  must  grant  it 

In  that  way  the  range  would  be  blocked 
out.  and  there  would  be  something  to 
sell.  But  it  is  unthinkable  to  me  that 
the  Government  should  hold  this  land  in 
perpetuity  and  make  permanent  tenants 
of  all  the  users  in  the  Senators  State  and 
in  mme.  In  my  State  the  percentage  of 
public  land  is  87  percent. 

Mr  HUNT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  for  his  contribution. 


JOINT  COMMTTTEE  ON  THE  BUDGET 

Mr  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  senior  and  junior 
Senators  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler 
and  Mr.  Be^ll]  ;  the  junior  Senator  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  BbickirI  ;  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridgis]; 
both  the  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  Capkh.irt  and  Mr.  JennerI  ; 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  Mr. 
Ch.^vezJ;  both  the  senior  and  junior 
Senators  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  CtEMiNTS 
and  Mr.  Cooper];  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [  Mr.  Cordon  1 ;  the  junior 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel  1 ;  the 
senior  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Doug- 
las! ;  the  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  Dworshak  and  Mr.  Welkbr]  ; 
both  the  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Mis.sissippi  I  Mr.  Eastland  and  Mr.  Sten- 
Ms  I ;  the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
1  Mr.  Ferguson!  ;  the  junior  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  ;  the  junior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  Fulbricht]  ; 
the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
George  1;  both  the  senior  and  junior 
Senators  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Hickenlooper 
and  Mr.  Gillette  1;  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arizona  (Mr.  Goldw.ater]  ;  both  the 
senior  and  junior  Senators  from  Rhode 
I.sland  ( Mr.  Green  and  Mr.  Pastorx]  ; 
tlie  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
(Mr.  GriswoldI;  both  the  senior  and 
junior  Senators  from  North  Carolina 
(Mr.  HoEY  and  Mr.  Smith];  both  the 
senior  and  junior  Senators  from  Florida 
(Mr.  Holland  and  Mr.  Smathers];  both 
the  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Minnesota  (Mr.  Thye  and  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey]: the  senior  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  Hunt];  both  the  senior  and 
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Jraitor  Senators  from  New  York  IMr. 
ITB  and  Mr.  Lbrmam]  ;  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnsoh]  ;  the 
junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
JoHHSTOM];  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kknnkdt];  the 
senior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
MAcyrmon]:  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  Malons)  ;  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  (Mr.  Mansfield]:  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr. 
MoNRONETl;  the  senior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  (Mr.  Mundt];  both  the 
senior  and  Junior  Senators  from  Wiscon- 
sin (Mr.  Wilet  and  Mr.  McCarthy  1 ;  the 
Junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  (Mr. 
Neelt  ] ;  both  the  senior  and  Junior  Sena- 
tors from  Maine  (Mrs.  SMrrH  and  Mr. 
Payne  1 ;  both  the  senior  and  Junior  Sena- 
tors from  Kansas  (Mr.  Schoeppkl  and 
Mr.  Carlson};  the  senior  and  Junior 
Senators  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hn.L  and 
Mr.  Sparxman]  :  the  Junior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  YonHc] ;  both  the 
senior  and  Junior  Senators  from  Penn- 
sylvania (Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  Durr] ; 
both  the  senior  and  .  unior  Senators  from 
New  Jersey  (Mr.  Smtth  and  Mr.  Hen- 
drickson],  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  amend  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for 
more  effective  evaluation  of  the  fiscal  re- 
quirements of  the  executive  agencies  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  833  >  to  amend  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  of  1946  to  pro- 
vide for  more  efTective  evaluation  of  the 
fiscal  requirements  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  introduced  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Clellan  <for  himself  and  other  Sena- 
tors), was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Govermnent  Operations. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
10  minutes  in  explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas may  proceed. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  to- 
day for  myself  and  on  behalf  of  57  co- 
spK>nsors  I  have  again  introduced  a  bill 
to  create  a  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Budget  A  similar  bill  has  been  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  Congressman  Colmer.  of  Mississippi. 

I  first  introduced  a  similar  bill  on 
February  19.  1950,  in  the  Eighty-first 
Congress.  That  bill  was  known  as  S. 
2898.  Last  year,  in  the  Eighty-second 
Congress.  I  introduced  the  measure  with 
some  minor  revisions.  That  bill  became 
known  as  S.  913.  After  public  hearings 
and  in  due  time,  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  unanimously 
reported  S.  913  favorably,  and  on  April 
8,  1952.  following  full  debate  the  Senate, 
on  a  roll-call  vote,  passed  it  by  55  to  8. 

The  bill  we  are  introducing  today  is 
Identical  with  S,  9il3  as  it  passed  the 
Senate  last  April. 

This  proposed  legislation  Is  designed 
to  remedy  serious  deficiencies  related 
to  appropriation  procedures  and  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  funds.  It  constitutes 
a  ix>sitive  approach  toward  the  elimina- 


tion of  extravaganee.  waste,  axul  need- 
less or  excessive  appropriatkitis. 

The  swollen  cost  of  (iterating  the  Fed- 
eral Government  with  annual  bodgets 
in  excess  of  $70,000,000,000.  and  con- 
tinuous annual  deficits  of  hillions  of  dol- 
lars that  pyramid  the  already  astronomi- 
cal national  debt  dictate  the  compelling 
necessity  of  reducing  the  cost  of  gov- 
ernment where  it  is  prudent  to  do  so  in 
order  to  restore  sound  fiscal  poUcies  and 
balance  the  national  budget,  which.  I 
am  advised,  is  one  of  the  major  goals  of 
the  present  administration. 

Presently,  the  Congress  and  its  Ap- 
propriations Committees  labor  under  a 
tremendous  handicap  is  passing  Judg- 
ment on  budget  requests  for  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  They 
have  thus  far  failed  to  provide  and  are 
now  woefully  lacking  in  adequate  facil- 
ities with  which  to  procure  the  factual 
information  that  is  needed  and  indis- 
pensable to  enable  them  to  make  sound 
and  Judicious  determinations  with  re- 
spect to  appropriations  requested  in  the 
budget  and  as  to  amounts  that  are  suf- 
ficient and  not  excessive  for  the  proF>er 
functioning  of  the  varioixs  departments 
and  agencies  of  the  executive  liranch  of 
the  Government.  Ttiis  legislative  handi- 
cap. Mr.  President,  is  neither  insur- 
mountable nor  unavoidable.  It  can  be 
removed  and  this  vital  deficiency  can  be 
remedied.  That  is  the  purpose  of  this 
bill. 

I  may  point  out  that  paragraph  (1) 
(A)  of  section  1  of  the  bill  charges  the 
Joint  committee  with  the  duty  "to  in- 
form itself  on  all  matters  relating  to  the 
annual  budget  of  the  agencies  of  the 
Umted  States  Government":  (.B)  "to  pro- 
vide the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Sen- 
ate with  such  information  on  items  con- 
tained in  such  budget  and  the  Justifica- 
tion submitted  in  support  thereof,  as  may 
be  necessary  to  enable  said  committees 
to  give  adequate  consideration  thereto.** 
That  is  the  heart  of  the  bill. 

Paragraph  (D)  of  section  1  of  the 
bill  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Joint  com- 
mittee "to  report  to  the  Appropriations 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Senate  its  findings  with 
respect  to  budget  estimates  and  revisions 
in  appropriations  required  to  hold  ex- 
penditures to  the  minimum  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  Government 
operations  and  national  security."  That, 
Mr.  President,  is  the  goal  the  bill  seeks 
to  attain. 

To  enable  the  Joint  committee  to  prop- 
erly function  and  render  the  services  and 
I>erform  the  duties  prescribed,  the  com- 
mittee is  empowered  to  employ  a  pro- 
fessional, technical,  and  clerical  stafF 
and,  upon  the  written  authority  of  the 
chairman  or  the  vice  chairman,  the 
members  of  the  professional  and  tech- 
nical staff  "shall  have  the  right  to  ex- 
amine the  fiscal  books,  documents, 
papers,  and  reports  of  any  agency  of 
the  United  States  Government  within  or 
without  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
data  related  to  proposed  appropriations 
in  the  annual  budget  transmitted  by  the 
President" 

The  Joint  committee  is  also  author- 
ized   to    hold   bearings    at    any    time. 
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whether  the  Congress  is  in  session.  In  re- 
cess, or  has  adjourned,  in  order  to  exam- 
ine into  and  Inform  itself  on  matters 
relating  to  the  Federal  budget,  requested 
appropriations,  and  the  expenditure  of 
public  funds.  It  will  then  report  its 
findings  to  the  two  Appropriations 
Committees. 

The  need  for  this  service  to  the  Ap- 
propriations Committees  and  to  the  Con- 
gress is  obvioiis.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  an  arm  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government,  employs  more  than 
500  people  the  year  around  at  an  an- 
nual cost  in  excess  of  $3,500,000  to  pre- 
pare and  submit  the  annual  budget  of 
the  President  to  the  Congress.  My  rec- 
ollection is  that  for  this  fiscal  year  we 
appropriated  $3,800,000.  in  round  figures. 
Every  agency  and  department  of  Gov- 
ernment has  its  own  budget  staff  and 
employees  separate  and  apart  from  the 
Bureau,  the  number  and  cost  of  which 
is  indeterminable.  All  of  these  Federal 
employees  represent  the  views  of  the 
executive  branch  with  reference  to  ap- 
propriations to  cover  the  operating  cost 
of  that  branch  of  the  Government. 

Under  the  present  statute,  as  it  has 
remained  in  force  for  many  years  dur- 
ing the  growth  of  the  Government,  Con- 
gress is  not  equipped  with  any  facility 
or  any  agency  of  its  own  to  give  its 
undivided  attention  and  effort  to  an 
analysis  of  the  budget  and  to  have  rep- 
resented before  the  appropriations  com- 
mittees any  witnesses  to  present  testi- 
mony primarily  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  people  and  the  taxpayers,  who  are  to 
be  affected. 

When  appropriation  bills  are  before 
the  committees  of  Congress,  the  hear- 
ings conducted  are  ex  parte  in  nature. 
Witnesses  appearing  before  the  commit- 
tee are  the  heads  and  representatives 
of  the  agencies  desiring  the  money  to 
spend.  Their  purpose  is  to  support  and 
defend  the  budget  requests  both  as  to 
necessity  and  amounts. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  4  years  of  ex- 
perience on  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, I  have  never  seen  a  represen- 
tative of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  come  before  the  .'\ppropria- 
tions  Committee  and  ask  for  a  reduction 
in  funds  below  the  amounts  requested  in 
the  budget.  As  I  say.  it  is  their  purpose, 
in  appearing  before  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  to  support  and  defend 
the  budget  request. 

The  Appropriations  Committees  have 
not  heretofore  been  equipped  with  pro- 
fessional and  technical  staffs  charged 
with  the  duty  or  responsibility  of  thor- 
oughly examining  and  evaluating  pro- 
posed expenditures.  Neither  the  Con- 
gress nor  the  taxpayers  are  represented 
by  witnesses  who  are  prepared  and  com- 
petent to  refute  with  facts  and  reliable 
information  the  claims  or  the  evidence 
submitted  by  representatives  of  the 
executive  branch  in  support  of  the  budget 
requests. 

Under  this  procedure  it  is  most  diffi- 
cult, if  not  impossible,  for  the  Appro- 
priations Committees  to  screen  the  re- 
quests before  them  and  make  fair  and 
judicious  decisions  with  reference  to  all 
appropriation  items.  They  hear  only 
one  side  of  the  case.  A  joint  commit- 
tee, as  proposed,  properly  staffed  and 
functioning,  will  be  able  to  present  to 


the  Appropriations  Committees  and  to 
the  Congress  factual  information  that 
will  justify  the  entire  elimination  of 
some  items  and  a  reduction  in  the 
amounts  of  many  others. 

Since  this  joint  committee,  with  the 
powers  and  duties  conferred  upon  it, 
would  constitute  an  overall  watchdog 
committee  over  all  expenditures  in  the 
executive  department,  the  need  for  a 
number  of  existing  special  watchdog 
committees  in  both  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate over  particular  appropriations  and 
expenditures  would  be  obviated.  This 
committee  would  follow  up  on  funds  ap- 
propriated by  the  Congress,  and  would 
report  on  the  prudence  of  their  expendi- 
tures. On  the  basis  of  such  reports,  the 
Congress  would  then  be  able  to  make 
more  intelligent  determinations  with  re- 
spect to  subsequent  appropriations. 

The  need  for  the  kind  of  facility  and 
service  this  measure  would  provide  has 
heretofore  been  recognized  and  con- 
firmed by  both  Houses  of  Congress — by 
the  Senate  in  the  passage  of  Senate  bill 
913  during  the  la.^^t  session  of  Congress 
by  a  vote  of  55  to  8.  and  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  when  its  Appropriations 
Committee  in  the  closing  days  of  the  last 
session  of  Congress  adopted  a  re.solution 
to  increa.se  its  staff  and  a-<;ked  for  a  $250.- 
000  appropriation  to  pay  the  cost  of  such 
increase.  The  Congress  further  gave 
its  approval  by  including  in  the  first  sup- 
plemental appropriation  bill  for  this  fis- 
cal year  an  item  of  $500,000.  $250,000  to 
the  House  and  a  like  amount  to  the  Sen- 
ate, for  increasing  the  staffs  of  their 
respective  Appropriations  Committees. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  Pre.^ident,  that  atten- 
tion was  focused  on  the  immediate  needs 
for  the  facilities  and  services  which  this 
measure  would  provide,  by  rea.son  of  the 
fact  that  at  the  last  .'^es.sion  the  Senate 
passed  Senate  bill  913,  and  when  that 
bill  reached  the  House  of  Repre.senta- 
tives,  a  concerted  effort  was  made  to 
undertake  to  accomplish  indirectly  what 
this  bill  would  accomplish  directly  and 
with  specific  congressional  authority  and 
direction. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say  to  my 
colleagues  the  machinery  is  already  in 
motion,  in  both  Houses,  by  appropria- 
tion and  by  enlargement  of  committee 
staffs,  to  try  to  do  this  very  job. 

The  Congress  cannot  with  good  grace 
and  conscience  continue  to  ride  herd  on 
the  agencies  and  departments  of  the 
executive  branch  for  waste,  duplication 
and  extravagance,  if  it  is  unwilling  to 
set  an  example  by  putting  its  own  legis- 
lative machinery  in  order.  We,  the 
Congress,  cannot  justify  the  hiring  of 
two  persons,  or  two  .'jpecial  profession- 
al and  technical  staffs,  and  the  spend- 
ing of  two  dollars,  when  one  is  sufficient 
to  do  the  job. 

Mr.  President,  unless  this  bill  is  pa.ssed 
or  unless  a  similar  establishment  to  serve 
both  Houses  is  created,  both  Appropria- 
tions Committees,  with  largely  increased 
staffs,  will  be  duplicating  the  same  work 
over  and  over  and  spending  $2  for 
every  $1  that  really  needs  to  be  spent 
As  I  have  said.  I  believe  Congress  should 
."et  the  example  by  itself  refusing  to 
duplicate  and  by  refusing  to  spend  $2 
when  $1  can  do  the  job. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me'^ 


Mr.  McCLF.IJ.AN.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  agree  that  not  only  can  this 
great  amount  of  money  be  saved  in  con- 
nection with  congressional  operations  by 
means  of  this  kind  of  joint  action,  but 
also  that  very  frequently  there  is  a  waste 
of  many  thousands  of  dollars  of  the  tax- 
payers" money  In  conducting  our  com- 
mittee work  on  Capitol  Hill,  when  we 
know,  for  example,  that  the  same  wit- 
nesses from  the  Pentagon  Building  will 
testify  l)efore  both  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee,  where  they 
will  give  exactly  the  .same  testimony;  and 
thereafter  we  submit  duplicate  rejwrts 
on  which  we  spent  many  hours  of  time 
and  large  amounts  of  money,  when  one 
hearing  would  .serve  equally  well  for  the 
purposes  of  both  committees? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  Certainly  such 
action  as  is  proposed  by  this  bill  Is  im- 
perative and  impelling  upon  the  Con- 
gre.<^s.  if  it  expects  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Govf  rnment  to  avoid  waste,  dupli- 
cation, and  extravagance.  The  Con- 
gre.ss  itself  should  provide  its  own  ma- 
chinery and  should  set  such  an  example. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  very  happy 
to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  does  not  fear  that  the  addition 
of  a  third  party  member  to  the  list  of 
cosponsors  of  the  bill  would  handicap  it 
I  would  be  very  happy  to  join  in  sponsor- 
ing the  bill. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President  I 
shall  be  happy  to  place  the  name  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  on  the  bill  as  one 
of  its  cosponsors.  I  have  invited  all 
Senators  who  have  cared  to  do  so  to  join 
in  sponsoring  the  bill. 

Mr.  President.  I  beheve  the  bill  Is  non- 
partisan, for  I  believe  there  are  30  Re- 
publican Senators  and  28  Democratic 
Senators  spon.soring  the  bill,  if  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  kindly  join  us 
in  sponsoring  the  bill,  then  we  shall  have 
all  three  parties  represented.  So  I  am 
very  glad  to  have  him  join  as  a  co- 
sponsor. 

President  Eisenhower  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  message  said: 

Our  Immediate  task  is  to  chart  a  fiscal  and 
erononilc    poli,y    that    can    (1)    reduce    the 
planned  deflnts  and  then  balance  the  budget 
Which  mean.,  am.m^.  other  thln^,.  reducing 
Federal  expendUu.es  to  the  safe  minimum. 

He  further  pointed  out  that— 

t.  r'%^r^^  """^  ^^  '^"""•'ess  is  the  ellmlna- 
achieved  merely  by  exhortation.  It  demands 
,?mp  r'^f.^'^  *^"""  "f  «"  ^^"^^  '"  respon- 
elrn.^r  "•■'  '"  '^^  Government  and  the 
earnest  cix,peration  of  the  Congress. 

The  enactment  of  this  proposed  legis- 
ation  would  be  a  clear  manifestation  of 
the  intent  and  purpose  of  Congress  to 
give  Its  earnest  cooperation  In  charting 
a  fiscal  and  economic  policy  that  would 
reduce  annual  deficits  and  Federal  ex- 
penditures to  the  safe  minimum,  and 
ultimately  would  produce  a  balanced 
budget. 
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This  reform  is  long  overdue  and  is  im- 
peratively needed  in  the  interest  of  a 
sound  economy  and  national  solvency. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  take  occasion 
at  this  time  to  thank  all  Senators  who 
liave  joined  as  cosponsors  of  this  meas- 
ure. This  proposal  is  a  worthy  one,  in 
my  judgment,  and  all  of  us  should  have 
a  share  in  bringing  about  this  reform. 

I  also  wish  to  thank  those  who  so  ably 
assisted  me  in  having  a  similar  measure 
passed  by  the  Senate  last  year. 

Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  hearings 
\n  hich  were  held  on  the  other  bill  in  the 
last  Congress,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
that  bill  was  similar  to  the  one  now  being 
introduced,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
at  the  previous  hearings  all  related  mat- 
ters were  fully  discussed  and  developed. 
I  trust  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  for 
hearings  to  be  held  again,  but  that  the 
committee  will  be  able  to  act  speedily  in 
reporting  the  bill,  so  that  the  Senate 
can  take  action  on  It  at  an  early  date. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  an- 
alysis of  the  bill,  which  I  have  prepared, 
be  printed  In  the  Rxcobd  immediately 
following  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  analysis 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

SEcno.N-BT -Section  Analysis  of  Bill  To 
Ckeatz  a  Joint  Commiitii  on  thk 
B'T>crr,  BT  Senatoe  John  L.  McClellan, 
rr  AL. 

Sectlr>n  1  of  S.  913.  a«  passed  by  the  Senate 
on  April  8.  1952.  amends  section  138  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  as 
follows: 

Subsection  (a)  creates  a  Joint  committee 
fill  the  budget  composed  of  14  members,  to 
coiLsist  of  7  members  each  from  the  Senate 
and  Hfiu.'ie  committees  on  appropriations 
(4  from  the  majority  party  and  3  from  the 
inlnorttv  party),  who  are  to  be  chosen  by  the 
designated  committees. 

Subsection  <b)  provides  that  no  person 
may  continue  to  serve  on  the  Joint  commit- 
tee after  he  has  ceased  to  be  a  memt>er  of 
the  committee  from  which  he  was  chosen, 
but  reelected  Members  of  the  House  may 
continue  to  serve,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
piration of  the  Congress;  a  vacancy  In  the 
Jclnt  committee  shall  be  filled  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  original  selection,  including 
any  vacancy  which  occurs  during  the  ad- 
journment or  recess  of  Congress  for  a  period 
of  more  than  2  weeks.  In  the  case  of  a 
vtcancy  after  the  expiration  of  a  Congress 
which  would  be  filled  by  the  House  commit- 
tee, the  remaining  members  of  the  Joint 
committee  may  designate  as  temporary  suc- 
(fs.sor  a  person  who.  Immediately  prior  to 
such  expiration,  was  a  member  of  such  com- 
mittee and  who  was  reelected  to  tlie  House 
of   Representatives. 

Subsection  (c)  provides  that  the  joint 
committee  shall  elect  a  chairman  and  vice 
chairman  from  among  its  members  at  the 
first  regular  meeting  of  each  session.  During 
cv»>n-numbered  years  the  chairman  shall  be 
selected  from  the  House,  and  the  vice  chair- 
man from  the  Senate.  During  odd-num- 
biied  years  the  order  shall  be  reversed. 

Subsection  (d)  provides  that  a  majority  of 
the  Members  of  each  House  shall  constitute 
a  quorum,  and  that  a  lesser  number  as  may 
he  determined  by  the  Joint  committee  may 
constitute  a  subcommittee  and  be  authorized 
to  conduct  hearings  and  make  investigations. 
Any  member  of  a  subcommittee  may  con- 
duct hearings  or  investigations,  but  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  must  concur  before  any 
report  or  findings  may  be  submitted  to  the 
J<'lnt   committee. 

Subsection  (e)  sets  forth  the  duUes  of 
the  Joint  committee,  as  follows: 


(1)  To  inform  Itself  relative  to  the  an- 
nual budget;  to  examine  reports  submitted 
on  aU  Federal  operations;  to  provide  the 
Committees  on  Appropriations  with  the  nec- 
essary information  for  adequate  considera- 
tion of  the  budget;  to  utilize  all  reports  from 
the  executive  branch  and  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation 
relating  to  estimated  revenues  and  changing 
economic  conditions;  and  to  report  iU  find- 
ings to  the  Appropriations  Committees  with 
respect  to  budget  estimates  and  to  revi- 
sions in  appropriations  which  are  required 
to  hold  expenditures  to  the  minimum  con- 
sUtent  with  the  requlremenU  of  Govern- 
ment operations  and  national  security; 

(2)  To  recommend  to  the  appropriate 
standing  committees  of  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate, changes  In  existing  laws  which  wlU  pro- 
mote efficiency  and  economy; 

(3)  To  make  reports  and  recommenda- 
tions, upon  request,  or  as  the  Joint  commit- 
tee deems  necessary  or  desirable,  on  matters 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  any  standing  com- 
mittee of  Congress,  on  any  subconunittee 
thereof,  relative  to  deviations  from  basic 
legislative  authorization,  or  to  appropria- 
tions approved  by  Congress  which  are  not 
consistent  with  such  basic  legislative  au- 
thorization, or  to  cutbacks  in  previously  au- 
thorized programs  which  require  appropria- 
tions; and 

(4)  To  report  to  the  Committees  on  Ap- 
propriations at  the  beginning  of  each  ses- 
sion the  total  estimated  cost  of  all  author- 
ized programs  and  projects  during  the  cur- 
rent fiscal  year,  the  next  succeeding  fiscal 
year,  and  subsequent  fiscal  years,  and  to 
make  such  interim  reports  as  may  be  deemed 
advisable. 

Subsection  (f)  authorizes  the  Joint  com- 
mittee, or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  to  hold 
hearings  when  Congress  is  In  session,  recess, 
or  adjournment,  to  require  the  attendance  of 
witnesses  by  subpena,  to  administer  oaths, 
to  take  testimony,  and  to  make  expenditures 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  carry  out 
its  functions.  Subpenas  shall  be  Issued  un- 
der the  signature  of  the  chairman  or  vice 
chairman  and  shall  be  served  by  any  person 
designated  by  them.  Witnesses  refusing  to 
testify  or  failing  to  produce  records  are  sub- 
ject to  penalty  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tions 192-194,  title  II,  United  States  Code. 
Subsection  (g)  authorizes  the  Jolpt  com- 
mittee to  employ  and  to  fix  the  compensation 
of  a  staff  director,  an  associate  staff  director, 
and  other  necessary  professional,  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  temporary  or  permanent 
employees.  The  staff  director  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  and  responsible  to  the  members 
of  the  party  of  which  the  chairman  of  the 
Joint  committee  is  a  member,  and  the  asso- 
ciate staff  director  shall  be  appointed  by  and 
responsible  to  the  members  of  the  opposition 
party.  Requires  FBI  loyalty  and  security 
Investigation  of  all  employees. 

Subsection  (h)  provides  that  the  Joint 
committee  shall  make  avaUable  members  of 
its  staff  to  assist  the  staffs  of  the  Commit- 
tees 6n  Appropriations  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  of  the  Senate,  and  subcom- 
mittees thereof,  during  the  periods  when  ap- 
propriation bills  are  pending. 

Subsection  (I)  provides  that  professional 
and  technical  employees  of  the  Joint  com- 
mittee, upon  written  authority  of  the  chair- 
man or  the  vice  chairman,  shall  have  the 
right  to  examine  the  fiscal  books,  documents, 
papers  and  reports  of  Federal  agencies,  and 
data  related  to  the  appropriations  proposed 
In  the  annual  budget. 

Subsection  (J)  requires  that  members  of 
the  staff  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  at  the 
request  of  the  Committees  on  Appropriations, 
or  any  subcommittees  thereof,  shall  attend 
executive  sessions  of  the  committees  to  ex- 
plain the  content  and  basis  of  proposed  ap- 
propriations. 

Subsection  (k)  defines  the  broad  cover- 
age of  the  term  "agency"  as  used  in  the 
biU. 


Subsection  (I)  authorizes  the  requisite  ap^ 
proprlation  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  upon  vouchers  signed  by  the 
chairman  or  vice  chairman. 

Section  2  proposes  a  new  subsection  133 
(g)  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946.  requiring  that  all  bills  and  Joint  reso- 
lutions authorizing  appropriations  which  are 
reported  from  committees  must  include  re- 
ports in  writing  which  estimate  the  proba- 
ble cost  of  carrying  out  the  legislative  pro- 
posals over  the  first  5-year  period  of  its  op- 
eration. Such  estimates  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  review. 
Compilations  of  all  such  estimates  are  to  be 
published   semiannually. 

Section  3  proposes  a  new  subsection  139 
(e)  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946  authorizing  the  Joint  committee  to  rec- 
ommend that  Joint  hearings  be  held  by  the 
appropriations  committees,  and  subcommit- 
tees thereof,  without  affecting  their  power  to 
conduct  separate  additional  committee  hear- 
ings, or  In  any  way  affecting  the  independ- 
ence of  committee  deliberations  and  deci- 
sions. The  new  subsection  further  provides 
that  the  chairman  of  each  Joint  hearing  shall 
be  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, or  of  the  approprtate  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  of  the  House  in  which  the 
bUl  is  pending  at  the  time  of  such  hear- 
ings, and  the  vice  chairman  shaU  be  of  the 
other  body. 

The  VICE  PRESroENT.  Morning 
business  is  closed. 


AMENDMENT  OP  REORGANIZATION 
ACT  OP  1949 
Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Calendar  No.  24.  House  bill  1979.  a 
bill  to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  stated  by  title  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
1979)  to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1949,  so  that  such  act  will  apply  to 
reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1 
1955. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU.  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Anderson 

Frear 

Knowland 

Barrett 

Ful  bright 

Kuchel 

BeaU 

George 

Langer 

Bennett 

GUlette 

Lehman 

Brlcker 

Goldwater 

Long 

Btish 

Grlswoid 

Magnuson 

Butler.  Md. 

Hayden 

Malone 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hendrlckson 

Mansfield 

Byrd 

Hennlngs 

May  bank 

Capehart 

Hill 

McCarthy 

Carlson 

Hoey 

McClellan 

Case 

Holland 

Mlllikin 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Clements 

Hunt 

Morse 

Cooper 

I.es 

Mundt 

Cordon 

Jackson 

Murray 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Pmstore 

Dlrksen 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Payne 

Douglas 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Potter 

Duff 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Purtell 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Eastland 

Kennedy 

RusseU 

Ferguson 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Flanders 

Kllgoi* 

Schoeppel 

■4 
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Smathen  Stennls  Watklna 

Smith,  Maine  Symington  Wiley 

Smitb.  N.  J.  Taft  Williams 

Smith,  N.  C.  Thye  Young 

Sparkman  Tobey 

Mr.  SALTONSTALXi.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  AxkenJ 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Martin],  and  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welkkr]  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hicken- 
LOOPER I  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender], 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  I  Mr. 
Green  I ,  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore  1  is  absent  because  of  illness  in  his 
family. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada   [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
the  pending  bill  is  merely  an  extension 
for  a  period  of  2  years  of  the  reorganiza- 
tion authority  granted  to  President  Tru- 
man under  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949.  It  gives  President  Eisenhower 
exactly  the  same  authority,  and  pro- 
vides for  the  Identical  method  of  dis- 
approval of  any  plans  submitted  there- 
under— by  the  adoption  of  a  simple  res- 
olution of  disapproval  by  a  vote  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  qualified  Members  of  either 
the  House  or  the  Senate. 

The  members  of  the   Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  and  the  Sen- 
ate, have  steadfastly  maintained  that 
the  normal  legislative  process  should  oe 
applied — in  reverse — to  the  broad  legis- 
lative authority  granted  to  the  President 
under   reorganization  acts.     This  view 
was  upheld  unanimously  by  the  Senate 
in  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  when  it  ap- 
proved the  bill  extending  the  1945  act. 
It  was  only  after  weeks  of  deadlock  in 
conference  that  the  present  method  of 
disapproval  was  accepted  as  a  compro- 
mise, on  the  insistence  of  the  majority 
of  the  conferees  from  the  other  body. 
Since  this  has  been  the  unwavering  view 
of  the  Senate,  it  was  considered  only 
proper  that  the  committee  should  con- 
tinue to  express  the  known  views  of  a 
majority  of  the  Senate.     Therefore,  on 
January  27.  1953,  the  committee  voted 
unanimously  to  report  the  bill,  S.  597, 
introduced    by   the   chairman   and   the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, to  extend  the  reorganization  act 
for  2  years,  and  providing  that  either 
House  of  Congress,  by  the  adoption  of  a 
resolution  of  disapproval   by   a   simple 
majority  vote,  could  retain  its  normal 
legislative  control  over  plans  submitted 
under  the  act. 

Following  this  action  by  the  commit- 
tee, the  press  assumed  that  the  Senate 
was  being  urged  to  take  action  which 
was  contrary  to  its  position  in  relation 
to  the  granting  of  reorganization  au- 
thority to  former  President  Truman,  and 
tnat.  through  some  vague  interpretation, 
the  committee's  action  constituted  a  lack 
of  confidence  in  President  Eisenhower 
This  was  far  from  the  truth,  since,  as  I 
hav*  already  pointed  out,  this  action  by 


the  committee  was  exactly  in  accord  with 
the  similar  action  taken  unanimously  in 
the  Senate  in  the  Eighty-first  Congress. 

In  view  of  the  misinterpretation  of  the 
committee's  action,  however,  and  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senate  leadership,  I 
withheld  filing   the  committee's  report 
recommending  the  enactment  of  Senate 
bill  597,  until  it  could  determine  as  to 
what  action  the  House  would  take.    It  is 
my  view  that,  since  the  disapproval  pro- 
cedure prescribed  in  the   1949  act  was 
adopted  as  a  result  of  the  insistence  on 
the  part  of  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  House  conferees,  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  House  to  act  first,  and 
to  take  full  responsibility  for  any  legal 
repercussions  that  may  result  from  the 
adoption  of  plans  which  are  opposed  by 
a  majority  of  the  Members  voting  to  dis- 
approve a  plan  in  either  the  House  or 
the    Senate.      Accordingly,     after    the 
House  had  again  approved  the  provision 
requiring   the  disapproval  of   plans  by 
a  majority  of  the  qualified  Members  of 
either  Housr.  in  its  own  bill.  H.  R.  1979, 
the  Conimitt'-e  on  Government  Opera- 
tions reconsid=ied  its  action  in  reporting 
Senate  bill  59*7,  and  on  February  3.  voted 
unanimously  to  report  the  House  bill  to 
the  Sen?  le. 

There  has  never  been  any  disposition 
on  the  partof  any  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  oovernment  Operations  to  in 
any  way  restrict  or  to  limit  the  reorgan- 
ization authcrit-  being  granted  to  Pres- 
ideni,  Eisenhow-  under  the  pending  leg- 
islation. Rathe-  \he  committee  was  at- 
tcmptiiife  to  C£r:y  out  what  it  consid- 
ered to  be  ihe  ^-'i e.sident's  wishes  in  put- 
ting tiiC-  legislative  and  executive 
branches  on  equal  footing  in  the  consid- 
eration of  reorganizations  affecting  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government. 
I  am  convinced  that  there  is  far  greater 
confidence  in  the  President  at  this  time, 
and  that  there  is  a  much  larger  per- 
centage of  support  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  in  granting  this  reor- 
ganization power  to  the  Chief  Executive, 
than  there  wjis  when  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949  was  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress. Certainly,  therefore,  there  has 
been  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  to  question  in  any  way  the 
use  of  the  power  being  granted  to  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower  under  extension  of  the 
act. 

Although  the  disapproval  procedure 
may  not  conform  to  the  views  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Members  of  the  Senat*.  I 
feel  that  it  will  provide  a  medium  by 
which  many  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Hoover  Commission  which  have  not 
yet  been  approved  may  be  further  im- 
plemented, and  I  strongly  urge  the  ap- 
proval of  the  pending  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President  I 
.«;end  to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clau.se 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing : 

That  subsection  (b)  of  section  5  of  the  Re- 


"(b)  No  provision  contained  In  a  reor- 
ganization plan  shall  take  effect  unless  the 
plan  Is  transmitted  to  the  Congress  belore 
April   1,   1955.' 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

'■(a)  Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 
pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of  this  section, 
the  provisions  oi  the  reorganization  plan 
shall  take  effect  upon  the  expiration  of  the 
first  period  of  60  calendar  days,  of  continu- 
ous session  of  the  Congress,  following  the 
date  on  which  the  plan  Is  transmitted  to  It; 
but  only  If.  between  the  .date  of  transmittal 
and  the  expiration  of  such  eo-day  period, 
there  has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the 
two  Houses  a  resolution  stating  In  substance 
that  that  House  does  not  favor  the  reorgani- 
zation plan.' 

Mr.    McCLELLAN.     Mr.   President.   I 

am  not  offering  the  amendment  ber  'use 
I  am  opposed  to  extending  the  reorgani- 
zation powers  under  the  1949  Reorgani- 
zation Act.  I  believe  that  thos?  powers 
should  be  extended.  Certainly  there 
.still  remains  a  great  deal  of  needed  re- 
organization, and  I  am  sure  it  is  the  hope 
of  all  Members  of  Congress  that  further 
effective  and  1.  eneficlal  reorganizations 
may  take  place  during  this  session  of 
Congress.  Therefore,  the  amendment  I 
have  offered  is  not  in  opposition  to  the 
basic  purpose  of  the  law. 

It  would  simply  amend  section  6  of 
the  1949  Reorganization  Act.  a  section 
which  contains  a  provision  I  have  always 
opposed  in  any  reorganization  act  of 
this  character.  The  basic  purpose  of  the 
amendment  i.s  to  change  the  act  by  pro- 
viding that  a  simple  majority  of  either 
House  may  di.'-approve  a  reorganization 
plan  in  place  of  the  pre.sent  provision 
requiring  a  constitutional  majority  of 
cither  House. 

The  issue  is  not  new.  and  the  principal 
argument  in  support  of  retaining  the  law 
as  It  is  Ls  merely  that  since  the  President 
in  the  past  administration  was  permitted 
to  submit  reorganization  plans  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  section  6.  that  the 
•section  should  not  be  changed,  and  that 
the  new  President  and  new  administra- 
tion should  be  given  powers  identical 
with  the  powers  which  were  granted  to 
the  preceding  administration. 

In  my  lud-tment  that  Ls  the  only  valid 
argument  that  can  po&sibly  be  made  for 
the  provision  which  requires  a  constitu- 
tional majority  of  either  House  to  vote 
favorably  on  a  re.-^olution  of  disapproval 
if  the  plan  is  to  be  rejected. 

I  have  grave  doubts  about  the  efficacy 
of  such  a  procedure  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  Constitution.  It  is  true  that  we 
have  indulged  in  this  procedure  in  the 
past;  but  only  on  the  ground  of  expedi- 
ency has  it  any  persuasion  at  all.  in  that 
it  is  said  that  it  is  dilBcult  for  the  Con- 
gress, with  its  tremendous  burdens  to 
devise  and  formulate  legislation  to  bring 
about  the  reorganizations  that  are 
needed.  So.  after  all.  the  reorganization 
law  IS  a  device  which  undertakes  to  les- 
sen the  burden  on  the  Congress  and  to 
expedite  the  enactment  of  legislation 
dealing  with  reorganization. 

I  may  remind  my  colleagues  that  every 
reorganization  plan  which  will  be  sub- 
mitted under  this  act  will,  if  this  meas- 
ure goes  into  effect,  actually  become  a 
statute,  just  as  much  as  if  Congress  had 
enacted  such  a  reorganization  bill  under 
the  prescribed  and  established  legisla- 
tive procedures  under  which  we  operate 
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In  the  past,  under  the  existing  and  pre- 
ceding reorganization  laws,  each  reor- 
ganization  plan   which  has   been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  has,  if  it  has  gone 
Into  effect,  become  a  statute  in  the  same 
way.     So,  Mr.  President,  under  this  bill 
reorganization  plans  will  be  in  the  same 
category  as  bills  which  are  introduced 
in  the  Congress  by  Members  of  Congress. 
All  of  us  are  familiar  with  the  procedure 
a  bill  must  take — how  it  must  be  proc- 
e.-sed.  and  what  action  must  be  taken 
on  it  before  it  can  become  law.     It  was 
contemplated  by  the  framers  of  the  Con- 
stitution that  Congress,  not  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  would  Initiate  legis- 
lation; but  the  reorganization  law  now  on 
the  statute  books,  i.txA  which  we  now 
propose  to  extend,  grants  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  the  authority 
to  initiate  reorganization  legislation,  and 
makes  certain  distinctions  of  very  great 
significance.     One  is  that  no  affirmative 
action  need  he  taken  by  the  Congress  to 
enable  a  proposed  reorganization  plan 
to  become  law.     Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
believe  that  was  ever  the  intent  of  the 
Constitution,   the   very   first  section   of 
\\hich  provides  that — 

All  legislative  powers  herein  granted  shall 
be  vested  In  a  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
which  shall  consist  of  a  Senate  and  House 

ol  Representatives. 

Nowhere  in  the  Ccnstitution  is  any 
legislative  power  delegated  -to  the  Chief 
Executive,  nor  does  the  Constitution  con- 
tain any  provision  authorizing  the  Con- 
press  to  abdicate  its  responsibility  and 
delegate  to  the  President  the  absolute 
power  to  legislate. 

Since  no  affirmative  action  by  Con- 
gress is  required  in  ord3r  to  have  a  reor- 
ganization plan  become  effective  as  a 
statute,  that  process  amounts  to  the 
delegation  of  a  tremendous  power  and 
the  abdication  of  the  responsibility  of 
the  legislative  branch  under  the  Con- 
ititution. 

By  means  of  that  piocess.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  Congress  abdicates  its  legisla- 
tive power,  and  confers  upon  the  Chief 
Executive  a  power  which  it  is  very  doubt- 
ful that  Congress  has  a  right  to  confer. 
The  Chief  Executive  Is  not  only  given 
the  power  to  enact  law  without  affirma- 
tive action  by  Congress  in  connection 
with  its  enactment  of  a  law,  but  we  pro- 
vide that  either  branch  of  Congress  may 
take  affirmative  action  to  prevent  a 
reorganization  plan  from  becoming  law, 
not  to  enable  a  reorganization  plan  to 
become  law.  Under  the  law  as  it  now 
Mand.s — and  this  is  the  only  feature  of 
the  law  to  which  I  am  objecting— a  con- 
stitutional majority  must  vote  favorably 
in  either  House  upon  a  resolution  of 
disapproval. 

Mr.  President,  no  other  legislation 
which  comes  through  the  regular  proc- 
esses of  congressional  action  is  given 
such  a  favored  status.  What  do  you 
think  would  happen,  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senate  were  to  amend  its  rules  so 
as  to  provide  that,  notwithstanding  the 
House  of  Representatives  may  pass  a  bill 
by  unanimous  vote  and  may  send  it  to 
the  Senate,  before  that  bill  can  become 
law  the  Senate  must  by  a  constitutional 
majority  of  49 — not  by  a  mere  majority 
of  the  Senators  then  present  and  vot- 
ing—pass the  bill?  Why.  Mr.  President, 
w  e  would  soon  have  the  House  of  Repre- 


sentatives retaliate;  probably  It  would 
then  require,  not  a  constitutfonal  ma- 
jority, but  60  percent  of  the  elected 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  vote  in  favor  of  a  bill  before 
it  could  be  passed  and  sent  t«  the  Senate. 
It  may  be  said,  oh,  well,  we  already 
have  a  precedent  for  such  action.  Of 
coiu-se.  that  is  true,  Mr.  President.  On 
the  other  hand,  such  an  argument  is  a 
very  poor  and  unsafe  one,  and  gives  very 
poor  validity  to  a  proposal  to  take  sim- 
ilar action  at  a  future  time. 

I  was  very  much  interested  in  some 
comments  which  were  made  by  several 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  who  have 
said  they  will  support  the  pending  bill 
in  its  present  form.  I  heard  one  of  them 
say,  "I  hope  the  time  will  come  when 
we  can  get  back  on  the  right  track." 

Mr.  President,  this  measure  is  on  the 
wrong  track.  It  violates  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution.  It  establishes  a  dangerous 
precedent.  It  enacts  into  law  a  danger- 
ous procedure  which  can  be  enlarged  and 
expanded.  Until  we  return  to  the  right 
track,  with  traditional,  sound  legislative 
processes,  we  shall  hear  again  and  again 
the  argument,  "Well,  we  did  it  before, 
and  we  ought  to  do  it  for  this  adminis- 
tration," or  "we  ought  to  do  it  for  the 
next  administration." 

Mr.  President,  I  am  ready  now  to  get 
back  on  the  right  track.  Let  me  say  to 
you  that  I  know  this  administration  is 
new.  and  I  also  know  that  the  new  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  has  had  great 
responsibilities  suddenly  thrust  upon 
him,  and  probably  he  has  not  yet  had 
time  to  consider  the  real  danger  that  is 
involved  in  a  procedure  of  this  character. 
I  have  every  confidence  that  if  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  could  have  more  time 
within  which  to  deliberate  upon  this 
matter,  and  to  consider  it  in  the  light 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
he  would  say  to  this  body  today.  "The 
Senate  is  correct.  I  do  not  want  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  vio- 
lated under  my  administration,  either  in 
letter  or  in  spirit,  merely  because  it  may 
have  been  violated  during  some  previous 
administration."  I  believe  that  the  very 
fact  that  this  extraordinary  provision  is 
set  forth  in  the  Reorganization  Act 
caused  the  defeat  of  certain  reorganiza- 
tion plans  which  were  defeated  in  this 
body  after  having  been  submitted  during 
the  preceding  administration. 

I  agree  wholeheartedly  with  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maine  that,  certainly,  there  is  no 
less  confidence  in  the  present  adminis- 
tration than  there  was  in  the  former  ad- 
ministration at  the  time  this  power  was 
conferred.  It  is  not  a  question  of  a  lack 
of  confidence;  it  is  a  question  of  a  new 
administration,  and  of  that  new  admin- 
istration and  the  new  President  helping 
to  get  this  Government  back  on  the  right 
track — getting  back  to  the  Constitution, 
getting  back  to  the  democratic  processes 
which  have  proved  safe  and  sound 
throughout  the  history  of  this  Govern- 
ment. That  is  all  I  am  asking,  Mr. 
President. 

In  my  opinion,  had  the  President  of 
the  United  States — because  there  was 
confusion  about  this  matter  In  the  be- 
ginning— simply  said,  "I  want  you  to 
observe  the  Constitution  In  letter  and 
spirit  in  this  matter,  and  if  you  believe 


that  the  requirement  of  a  constitutional 
majority  is  wrong,  and  that  it  violates 
the  Constitution,  then  amend  the  law 
as  you  extend  it.  to  provide  for  action  by 
a  simple  majority  of  either  House."    Had 
the  President  done  that,  or  if  he  would 
do  it  now,  he  would,  in  my  opinion,  invite 
wholehearted  confidence  not  only  on  the 
part  of  the  Congress,   but  also  of  the 
country,  confidence  that  whatever  reor- 
ganization plans  may  be  submitted,  they 
will  be  sound  and  needed.    Mr.  President, 
the  Congress  in  my  opinion  would  then 
go  along  with  the  President  more  readily, 
because  in  my  judgment  certain  of  the 
plans   that   were   submitted   under   the 
act  during  the  previous  administration 
actually  came  to  the  Congress  with  a 
measure  of  suspicion  and  distrust  at- 
tached to  them  from  the  beginning,  be- 
cause some  of  those  who  had  a  hand 
in  preparing  the  plans  realized  the  diffi- 
culty and  handicap  placed  upon  the  Con- 
gress should  it  desire  to  prevent  those 
plans  from  becoming  law.    I  can  there- 
fore assure  you,  Mr.  President,  having 
had  the  honor  of  occupying  the  p>osition 
of  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures in  the  Executive  Departments 
at  the  time,  that  the  members  of  that 
committee     thoroughly     analyzed     and 
studied  all  the  different  plans.    The  re- 
sult was  that  some  of  the  plans  were 
rejected. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
GoLDWATER  in  the  chair).  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  should  Uke  to  compli- 
ment the  Senator  on  his  very  eloquent 
presentation  of  this  subject.  The  Sen- 
ator is  completely  consistent.  It  was  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  who,  when  a 
reorganization  bill  was  passed  4  years 
ago.  led  the  fight  to  see  to  it  that  each 
House  would  have  the  opportunity  to 
set  aside  unwise  plans.  It  is  worth  not- 
ing that  many  of  the  plans  which  were 
sent  to  the  Congress,  some  of  which 
turned  out  to  be  dangerous  plans, 
amounted  to  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
Executive  to  grasp  more  power  and  more 
authority.  Insofar  as  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  can  determine,  had 
the  provision  as  to  disapproval  by  one 
House  alone  not  been  in  the  law.  the 
probabilities  are  that  not  a  single  one 
of  the  plans,  no  matter  how  dangerous, 
would  have  ever  been  rejected.  There 
was  never  a  time  when  it  would  have 
been  possible  to  get  both  Houses  to  agree 
to  disapprove  a  plan. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  review  this  matter  briefly,  as  I  recall 
the  history  of  legislation  of  this  char- 
acter— and  I  speak  of  the  time  since  I 
first  came  to  the  Congress — the  first  time 
that  I  had  occasion  to  give  study  to  a 
proposed  reorganization  act  was  in  1938. 
I  was  at  that  time  a  Member  of  the 
House.  A  reorganization  bill  passed  the 
Senate  and  came  to  the  House.  I  do  not 
remember  all  the  details  of  the  bill,  but, 
as  I  recall,  it  provided  that  l>oth  Houses 
of  Congress — not  merely  one,  but  Iwth 
Houses — would  have  to  disapprove  a  plan 
within  60  days,  or  within  some  other 
stipulated  time/ 
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li4r.  President.  I  was  but  a  young  Mem- 
ber of  the  Congress  at  that  time,  but  it 
struck  me  that  that  was  a  vicious  vio- 
lation— I  repeat,  a  vicious  violation — and 
a  contravention  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  We  do  not  enact 
legislation  if,  with  a  quorum  present,  one 
House  by  a  majority  votes  against  a  bill. 
What  is  now  proposed  cannot  be  jus- 
tified except  upon  the  basis  of  expedi- 
ency: and,  Mr.  President,  if  the  time 
should  come  when  expediency  prevails, 
when  it  dominates  the  affairs  of  Govern- 
ment, we  shall  be  moving  toward  a  dan- 
gerous if  not  a  fatal  goal. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
Mr.  JOHNSTON   of   South   Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  this  reorganization 
plan  really  is  in  a  way  legislation? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  is  legislation, 
pure  and  simple.  There  is  no  question 
about  it.    It  would  become  a  statute. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
As  I  recall,  one  of  the  plans  w^hich  had 
been  sent  to  us,  and  of  which  the  Sen- 
ate disapproved,  was  a  plan  under  which 
nominations  of  postmasters  would  not  be 
confirmed  by  the  Senate, 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  will  recall  that  there  was 
on  the  statute  books  what  was  known  as 
the  OMahoney  Act,  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress and  signed  by  the  President.  Does 
the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  the  pend- 
ing measure  would  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  make  such  a  change? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  There  can  be  no 
Question  that  it  would  give  the  President 
the  right  to  repeal  certain  laws. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
When  the  Attorney  •  General  appeared 
before  our  committee,  at  the  time  that 
matter  was  under  consideration,  if  my 
memory  serves  me  correctly,  he  ques- 
tioned very  seriously  whether,  under  the 
Reorganization  Act,  we  could  repeal  an 
act  passed  by  the  Congress,  because  we 
would  have  to  go  through  the  same  pro- 
cedure required  in  enacting  a  law,  that 
Is  to  say,  a  bill  would  have  to  be  passed 
by  both  Houses  of  the  Congress  and 
signed  by  the  President.  That  is  the 
proper  way  to  repeal  or  amend  an  act, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  Is  correct. 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  shall 
not  oppose  reorganization  plans,  pro- 
vided at  least  the  constitutional  safe- 
guard is  observed.  We  hear  much  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  majority 
rule.  If,  with  a  quorum  present,  and  by 
a  majority  vote,  either  House  disap- 
proves, I  challenge  the  efficacy  and  va- 
lidity of  any  procedure  that  may  be  writ- 
ten into  a  reorganization  act  that  would 
say  that  that  plan,  under  such  disap- 
proval, becomes  the  law  of  the  land 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
Mr.  President,  is  it  not  true  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  has 
ruled  time  and  time  again  that  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  cannot  dele- 
gate its  right  to  legislate  to  any  body 
outside  the  Congress? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  accept  the  state- 
ment of  the  distinguished  Senator.  I  am 
not  trying  to  say  that  a  court's  decision 
IBNT  affect  the  situation,  but  I  say  that 


of  course,  court  decisions  become  the  law 
of  the  land,  but  I  reserve  the  right  to 
disagree  violently  with  any  decision 
which  provides  that  the  Congress  can  ab- 
dicate its  responsibility  under  the  first 
section  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  I  will  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator,  and  to  my  other  colleagues,  that 
when  the  reorganization  bill  came  over 
to  the  House  from  the  Senate  when  I  was 
a  Member  of  that  body,  it  contained  a 
provision  requiring  both  Houses  to  act 
affirmatively  or  to  veto.  I  raised  my 
voice  against  that  measure  at  that  time. 
I  raised  it  m  1939  in  committee,  and  I 
raised  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  when 
the  1949  bill  was  under  consideration, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say.  Mr.  President, 
that  at  that  time  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Op>erations  reported  a  bill  pro- 
viding that  either  Hou.se. 'by  a  majority 
vote,  might  disapprove  a  bill  containinK 
that  provision,  which  was  approved 
unanimously  in  the  Senate. 

The  bill  wnt  to  conference.  The 
House  bill  provided  that  both  branches 
of  the  Congress  would  have  to  approve  or 
disapprove.  The  bill  remained  in  con- 
ference for  several  weeks.  We  battled 
over  that  and  other  provisions. 

The  House  bill,  Mr.  President,  spe- 
cifically named  seven  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment which  were  completely  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  which 
was  a  serious  handicap  to  the  President. 
It  would  be  a  serious  handicap  this  time. 
Mr.  President,  if  that  provision  should 
be  reinserted  in  the  bill.  We  yielded  on 
that  point  and  were  able  to  pass  a  reor- 
ganization bill  which  did  not  exempt 
any  agency.  We  finally  compromised  on 
the  other  provisions,  and  inserted  pro- 
vision for  a  constitutional  majority  of 
one  House,  instead  of  a  simple  majority 
and  instead  of  a  two-House  disapproval. 
While  I  yielded  most  reluctantly  as  a 
member  of  the  conference  committee.  I 
did  so  then  under  protest.  I  did  so 
simply  because  at  that  time  there  was 
such  strong  sentiment  for  reorganiza- 
tion, and  there  was  so  much  restlessness 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress  to  have  some 
authority  conferred  upon  the  President 
to  expedite  reorganization,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Hoover  Commission  had  al- 
ready submitted  its  reports  and  the  coun- 
try was  reorganization  conscious  and  ex- 
pected some  action  by  the  Congress  to 
carry  out  the  program. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  think  many  of  us  recall 
that  at  that  particular  time  there  was 
enormous  pressure  upon  those  of  us  who 
were  then  serving  upon  the  committee, 
because  the  reorganization  proposal  had 
been  sold  on  the  false  assumption  that 
$5,000,000,000  would  be  saved  by  giving 
the  President  the  authority  which  was 
recommended.  Many  persons  who  or- 
dinarily believed  in  sound  legislative 
processes  were  for  greater  Presidential 
reorganization  powers  because  they 
thought  that  they  were  going  to  get  an 
enormous  tax  reduction  by  saving 
$5,000,000,000.  Since  that  time  some  40 
reorganization  plans  have  come  to  the 
Congress,  and  only  8  have  been  disap- 
proved. I  fail  to  see  that  $5,000,000,000 
was  saved;  I  fall  to  see  that  $5,000,000 


was  saved;  T  fail  to  see  that  $500,000 
was  saved,  and  I  have  serious  doubts 
that  even  $5,000  was  saved  by  Congress 
relinquishinir  a  vast  amount  of  power 
which  properly  should  be  reserved  to  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  that  I  believe 
that  no  such  great  savings  have  been 
effected  by  the  reorganization  plans  so 
far  submitted.  I  also  say  that  while  the 
recommendations  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mi.ssion  may  have  had  the  possibility 
of  saving  three  or  four  or  five  billion 
dollars,  the.se  savings  have  not  mate- 
rialized. It  may  still  have  the  possibility 
of  brincing  about  great  .savings.  The 
possibility  is  in.separable  from  the  merit 
of  the  reorganization  plan  submitted.  I 
will  .say  that  the  plans  which  were  sub- 
mitted and  which  have  become  law  have 
not  resulted  in  the  savings  that  were 
claimed,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  A.';  one  who  had  the  honor 
of  sen'inc  under  the  chairman.ship  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kan-sas.  it  has  been  my  impression,  and 
I  believe  it  would  be  the  impression  of 
tho.'^e  who  have  studied  the  question, 
that  we  shall  never  .save  1  percent  as 
much  by  reorganizing  the  Government 
as  we  could  by  having  careful,  efficient 
administration.  It  is  the  housekeeping 
aspect  that  is  important;  it  is  the  way 
in  which  any  a^'ency  is  administered 
that  saves  money. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  that  is  sub- 
stantially a  correct  statement.  A  reor- 
ganization plan  or  a  new  statute  may 
create  the  potentialities  of  considerable 
savings,  but  a  careless  administrator  who 
cares  nothing  about  economy,  and  per- 
mits waste  and  extravagance,  can  go 
on  spending  if  Congress  appropriates 
the  money. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  has  not  yet 
developed  one  element  in  the  whole  pic- 
ture which  has  always  concerned  the 
junior  Senator  from  Louisiana,  namely, 
the  danger  c:  substantive  legislation  be- 
ing pa.ssed  under  the  guise  that  it  is  a 
reorganization  plan.  I  recall  that  at  one 
time  a  re.sponsible  official  of  the  Gov- 
ernment stated  that  a  certain  type  re- 
organization would  require  substantive 
legislation,  but  we  lived  to  see  a  reor- 
ganization plan  submitted  to  accom- 
pli.sh  exactly  that  change  of  law. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  What  I  understand 
the  able  Senator  is  referring  to  is  that 
the  Director  of  the  Budget,  as  I  recall, 
appeared  before  a  congressional  com- 
mittee and  testified  that  in  order  to  ef- 
fect a  certain  reorganization  which  was 
desired  and  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Hoover  Commission,  it 
would  require  a  change  in  substantive 
law.  and.  therefore,  that  it  was  not  sub- 
ject to  a  reorganization  plan  under  the 
act.  Later  he  changed  his  mind  and 
came  before  the  congressional  commit- 
tee and  stated  that  he  had  changed  his 
mind.  I  can  appreciate  a  change  of 
mind ;  I  am  not  questioning  that.  I  am 
questioning  today  the  efficacy,  the  wis- 
dom, and  the  constitutionahty  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  abdicat- 
mg  powers  to  the  President  in  legis- 
lative matters. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Piist,  I  wish  to  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
upon  the  very  worth-while  proposal  in 
the  bill  which  he  Introduced  today  to 
jjrovide  for  a  consolidated  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  I  was  very  happy  to 
join  with  the  Senator  in  the  introduction 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois.  Tlie  Senator  from 
Arkansas  was  delighted  to  have  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  again  cosponsor  the 
bill  with  me. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  if  it  is  not  true  that, 
oi.  the  whole,  the  public  holds  the  Presi- 
dent responsible  for  effective  adminis- 
tration? It  does  not  liold  Congress  re- 
sponsible, but  it  holds  the  President 
responsible. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  J.  wish  that  were 
wb.olly  true.  Then  I  would  not  get  some 
of  the  letters  I  receive  from  my  constit- 
uents.   Unfortunately,  it  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  is  not  my  state- 
ment largely  true? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  It  should 
be  true  that  the  Pre.sident  should  be 
wholly  accountable  for  the  administra- 
tion of  laws  which  Congress  enacts. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  for  the  or- 
ganization of  executive  departments? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Yes;  organization 
under  existing  statutes  It  is  within  the 
province  and  the  duty  of  the  Congress  to 
prescribe  limitations  emd  other  condi- 
tions up>on  which  any  executive  branch 
or  agency  of  Government  can  exist,  and 
to  prescribe  the  authority  that  shall  be 
conferred  upon  such  branch  or  agency. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true,  how- 
ever, that  if  the  President  were  to  try  to 
consolidate  bureaus,  the  bureaus  would 
then  go  immediately  to  Congress  and 
lobby  against  the  consolidation?  Are 
not  the  forces  of  opposition  against  any 
reorqanization  plan  very  powerful, 
whereas  the  forces  in  favor  of  any  re- 
organization plan  are  diffused  and  weak? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  that  I 
have  found  that  both  the  agencies  that 
oppose  reorganization  and  the  adminis- 
tration forces  that  propose  it  do  a  great 
deal  of  lobbying.  I  know  of  nothing  to 
prevent  Ibbbying.  I  know  of  nothing 
necessarily  wrong  in  allowing  presenta- 
tions by  both  sides. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  say  there  is 
anything  necessarily  wrong  in  such 
lobbying,  but  is  it  not  true  that  any  pro- 
posal for  reorganization  generally  runs 
into  great  opposition,  because  the  pub- 
lic's interest  in  a  given  proposition  is 
diffused  and  weak,  whereas  the  interest 
of  a  particular  bureau  which  feels  it  is 
going  to  lose  responsibility  is  very  strong? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  do  not  believe 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  can  point  to 
any  plan  previously  submitted  to  Con- 
gress by  which  any  bureau  lost  any 
power  or  responsibility.  In  the  case  of 
most  of  the  plans,  greater  powers  were 
conferred  than  were  previously  enjoyed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Suppose  the  Presi- 
dent were  to  decide,  as  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission recommended,  that  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  and  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion .should  be  consolidated.  The  net 
effect  would  be  that  the  Army  Engineers 


and  their  friends  would  descend  upon 
the  Senate  and  House  in  great  strength. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Yes;  but  I  can 
point  to  the  other  side  of  the  picture, 
too.  Representatives  of  the  Southwest 
Power  Administration,  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  and  others,  would 
be  at  the  Capitol  with  their  forces,  in- 
sisting that  the  bill  be  passed. 

There  are  two  sides  to  the  question. 
The  United  States  is  still  a  democracy, 
where  both  sides  can  have  their  say. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true,  how- 
ever, that  since,  in  the  main,  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  held  responsible,  and  since 
the  forces  against  fundamental  reorgan- 
ization will  be  powerful.  Congress  cer- 
tainly should  give  the  President  some 
extra  powers  with  which  to  operate,  so 
that  he  will  not  be  thrown  into  a  bear 
pit  by  the  bureaus  which  will  be  nom- 
inally affected  by  his  plans? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senaior  from  Illinois  that 
he  is  giving  testimony  in  confirmation 
of  the  statement  I  made  earlier  in  my 
remarks,  to  the  effect  that  the  only  argu- 
ment that  could  be  made  in  support  of 
the  propKJsal  is  one  of  exp>ediency.  I 
thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 

I  take  the  position  that  we  ought  to 
stand  upon  the  Constitution  and  the 
powers  therein  conferred,  and  not  make 
a  radical  departure  that  would  contra- 
vene the  traditional  processes  of  legis- 
lation in  this  Nation  under  the  Consti- 
tution, which  confers  upon  the  Congress 
all  power  to  legislate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course,  we  recog- 
nize that  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is 
being  i)erfectly  consistent  in  the  position 
which  he  now  takes. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  trust  I  am  still 
acting  consistently. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  I  understand  It, 
this  is  the  position  which  has  histori- 
cally been  taken  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas.  There  is  no  departure  and 
no  inconsistency  whatsoever  in  his  posi- 
tion. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  Senators 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who  voted  for 
previous  reorganization  plans,  I  am  one 
of  them.  I  think  we  should  not  deny 
to  the  present  President  powers  which 
we  were  willing  to  give  to  the  preceding 
President,  because  the  present  President, 
even  though  of  a  different  political  camp, 
will  be  held  responsible  to  the  voters  for 
the  efficient  administration  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and,  as  Americans,  we  should 
be  willing  to  give  him  power  in  the  same 
way  we  were  willing  to  give  similar  pow- 
ers to  the  President  of  our  political  camp. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Again.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  for  his  testimonial 
regarding  the  position  I  have  taken. 
There  are  only  two  reasons  or  arguments 
that  can  be  presented.  One  is  based  on 
expediency,  and  the  other  is  that  it  has 
been  done  before. 

I  do  not  believe  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  will  rise  to  challenge  the  sound- 
ness of  the  proposal  I  have  submitted, 
which  is  based  upon  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  our  Nation.  I  do  not  believe 
any  Senator  will  challenge  the  sound- 
ness or  wisdom  of  the  Congress  retain- 


ing the  legislative  procedures  and,  there- 
fore, the  respxsnsibility  which  the  Con- 
stitution vests  in  the  Congress,  and  in 
Congress  alone. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  distinguished  and 
able  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas] 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  pjeople  look 
to  the  President  to  administer  the  laws, 
and  to  administer  them  efficiently.  I 
completely  agree  with  that  statement. 
But  is  it  not  also  true  that  the  people 
look  to  Congress  to  set  aside  any  danger- 
ous plan  that  may  be  sent  to  Congress, 
when  there  is  fear  of  the  effect  of  adopt- 
ing such  a  plan? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor's implication  is  correct.  I  believe 
those  who  are  always  insisting  on  major- 
ity rule  are  now  becoming  a  httle  incon- 
sistent in  saying  that  they  do  not  want 
just  a  majority  to  enact  legislation;  that 
they  favor  action  by  a  constitutional 
majority. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  order  to  keep  the 
record  straight,  I  may  say  that  if  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas, 
is  referring  to  the  proposed  antifilibuster 
legislation,  the  group  of  Senators,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions,  who  have  advo- 
cated that  measure  have  never  proposed 
that  action  to  limit  debate  should  be 
taken  by  a  simple  majority.  Instead,  we 
have  favored  a  constitutional  majority, 
as  is  provided  for  in  the  bill  introduced 
yesterday  by  the  distinguished  Senatxjr 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  cospon- 
sored  by  other  Senators.  So  we  are  pK-r- 
fectly  consistent  in  standing  on  our 
position  of  requiring  a  constitutional 
majority. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  have  the  Senator  change  his  posi- 
tion so  that  he.  at  least,  thinks  it  Is 
consistent. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  feel  certain  that  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  agree  that 
there  are  some  Senators  who  are  just  as 
much  against  the  gag  rule  proposal  bs 
they  are  against  the  proposal  to  place 
unlimited  powers  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  effect,  the  pro- 
vision in  the  pending  bill  could  be  con- 
strued, in  one  sense,  to  be  a  gag  rule, 
in  that  a  minority  could  gag  the  major- 
ity, and  prevent  defeat  of  legislation  pro- 
posed by  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Now  we  are  talking  of  gag  rule.  In  its 
final  analysis  and  effect,  that  is  abso- 
lutely what  it  is. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  happy  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  referred  to 
the  steps  that  are  proposed  to  be  taken 
in  the  lifting  of  or  doing  aw«jr  with  fili- 
busters. 
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Mr.  McCI^IXAN.  I  beUeve  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  is  mistaken.  I  did 
not  refer  to  filibusters;  I  referred  to 
majority  rule.  I  believe  the  good  Sen- 
ator very  earnestly  subscribes  to  ma- 
jority rule. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  point  out 
this  very  vital  diHerence — and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  has  indirectly  re- 
ferred to  it — that  the  debate  on  reorgan- 
ization plans  is  limited  to  5  hours,  or 
thereabouts. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  that  it 
is  10  hours. 

Mr.    LEHMAN.    I    stand     corrected. 

Under  the  bill  that  has  been  introduced 

to  invoke  cloture  and  make  it  possible 

to  bring  a  bill  to  a  vote,  provision  is  made 

for  14  days  of  debate. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     Under  what  bill? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Under  the  biU  which 

was  introduced  in  association  with  many 

other  Senators  we  would  allow  14  days 

of  debate  before  trying  to  invoke  cloture. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  may  say  to  the 

Senator    that    it    might    be    worse.    It 

might  be  made  less. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  continue.  We 
have  provided  for  14  days  of  debate;  and 
even  after  cloture  is  invoked,  every  one 
of  the  96  Senators  will  have  the  right  to 
speak  for  1  hour  more.  That  is  cer- 
tainly far  from  gag  rule.  That  certain- 
ly is  giving  every  opportunity  for  full, 
comprehensive,  and  thorough  debate. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Would  not  the 
Senator  say.  since  we  have  been  so  gen- 
erous in  this  legislation  as  to  provide  a 
limit  of  only  10  hours'  debate,  it  is  a 
little  unreasonable  then  to  insist  that, 
although  a  majority  disapproves,  the 
minority  may  force  the  closing  of  the 
debate  which  we  have  granted,  and  also 
force  enactment  of  the  proposed  plan 
when  a  majority  opposes  it? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  reply  to  the 
Senator  that  I  certainly  would  have  no 
objection  to  increasing  the  length  of 
time  a  plan  may  be  debated.  I  am  just 
as  much  opposed  to  gag  rule  as  I  am  to 
any  filibuster. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Does  the  Senator 
object  to  a  majority  disapproving  a  leg- 
islative proposal? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Let  me  say  this 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Does  the  Senator 
object  to  a  majority  disapproving  a  legis- 
lative projjosal? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  biU  to  which  ref- 
erence has  been  made  provides  for  a 
constitutional  majority.  That  is  all  I 
am  arguing  for  now. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  that  he  is 
willing  to  support  my  amendment,  which 
would  require  only  a  majority  vote  of 
those  present? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     No. 
Mr.  McCLELLAN.     Then  the  Senator 
Is  opposed  to  the  majority  present  and 
voting  determining  the  issue. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  certainly  support 
the  right  of  the  Congress  to  determine 
by  a  majority  vote  any  ordinary  leg- 
islation. But  this  bill  differs  from  or- 
dinary legislation  which  may  be  decided 
by  a  simple  majority.  This  bill  gives  the 
Congress  the  right  to  veto  a  proposal  or 
»ct  of  the  President. 

Mr,  McCLELLAN.  There  will  be 
Okher  Important  legislation  coming  be- 


fore this  body  besides  reorganization 
plans.  Would  the  Senator  invoke  the 
same  rule,  that  any  bill,  before  it  passes 
the  Senate,  must  receive  a  constitu- 
tional majority? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  No. 
Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Then  why  should 
there  be  any  difference,  except  for  rea- 
sons of  expediency? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
difference  between  ordinary  legislation 
and  a  reorganization  plan  which  is  sent 
to  Congress  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Will  the  Senator 
point  out  those  differences? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  point 
them  out. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Briefly. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  fully  concur  in  what 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas]  has  said,  that  the  people 
of  the  country  look  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  just  as  in  every  State 
they  look  to  the  chief  executive,  for  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  of  the  State  go\  ern- 
ment,  whichever  may  be  involved. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Just  a  moment. 
Let  me  interrupt  at  this  point.  There  is 
involved  in  this  question  a  legislative 
program  and  legislative  action  which  are 
entirely  separate,  apart,  and  distinct 
from  administration  and  reorganization 
as  such.    Does  not  the  Senator  agree? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  that  certainly 
what  is  contemplated  is  that  the  Presi- 
dent shall  have  the  right  to  draw  up 
plans  of  reorganization  and  submit  them 
to  the  Congress  for  approval  or  for  re- 
jection, if  that  course  is  deemed  advis- 
able in  the  wisdom  of  Congress,  by  a 
constitutional  majority.  Certain  rights 
were  granted  to  the  previous  President. 
President  Truman.  I  see  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  grant  equal  rights  to  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower.  Even  though,  as  the 
Senator  knows,  I  did  not  vote  for  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower,  I  think  his  hand  should 
be  strengthened.  I  think  he  should  have 
every  opportunity  of  submitting  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  hav- 
ing accepted  by  the  Congre.ss  of  the 
United  States — save  by  a  negative  vote 
by  constitutional  majority — any  plans 
which  in  his  wisdom  he  thinks  are  in  the 
interest  of  sound  administration.  He  is 
charged  with  the  responsibilities  of  ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  We  are  giving  the 
President  every  power.  There  is  no  re- 
striction placed  upon  him  with  respect 
to  the  prejjaration  of  his  plans,  what 
they  shall  (5over.  the  scope  and  breadth 
of  them,  and  what  they  may  encompass. 
We  are  making  no  restrictions  whatso- 
ever as  compared  with  the  power  which 
was  given  to  the  previous  President.  We 
are  simply  trying  to  get  back  on  the 
right  track  of  sound  legislative  proce- 
dure. 

Let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor, as  I  stated  earlier,  probably  before 
he  came  into  the  Chamber,  that  if  we 
were  to  change  this  provision  and  re- 
quire only  a  simple  majority,  we  would 
inspire  greater  confidence  throughout 
the  Nation  and  among  the  membership 
of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  any  plans 
which  might  be  submitted. 


The  President  Is  not  going  to  prepare 
these  plans  by  himself.  No  doubt  they 
will  be  submitted  to  him,  and  he  will 
give  consideration  to  them  before  they 
come  to  the  Congress.  However,  the 
basic  work  in  connection  with  such  plans 
is  done  at  other  echelons,  before  the 
plans  come  to  Congress.  Quite  fre- 
quently they  represent  the  views  of  some- 
one not  too  far  from  the  top  in  one  or 
more  of  the  departments  or  agencies. 

We  can  continue,  if  we  wish,  this  de- 
parture  from   constitutional    processes; 
but,  Mr.  President,  it  is  habit-forming. 
Today  we  hear  the  argument,  "We  did 
it  once;  let  us  do  it  again."     We  shall 
hear  that  argument  the  next  time.    Then 
as  time  goes  on  there  will  be  proposals 
for  enlarging  these  powers,  and  prece- 
dent after  precedent  will  be  established. 
I  am  going  to  i^upport  reorganization. 
I  supported  the  previous  measure  under 
the  stre.ss  of  neces.'iity  for  reorganization. 
If  I  am  forced  to  make  the  choice.  I  will 
not  vote  against  enactment  of  the  bill  in 
its  present  form.     However.  I  would  be 
derelict  in  ray  duty  and  false  to  my  con- 
science and  my  concept  of  responsibility 
if  I  did  not  earnestly  plead  with  my  col- 
leagues to  go  along  with  me  today  in 
getting  back  on  the  right  track  and  not 
departing  from  it  any  further.    We  shall 
then  have  sound  government,  and  the 
re.sponsibility    will    remain    where    the 
Constitution  placed  it.    The  responsibil- 
ity for   legi.slation — even   for  reorgani- 
zation— is  definitely  the  responsibihty  of 
the    Congress    under    the    Constitution. 
The  admiruiitration  of  the  law  is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  President  of  the  United 
States;    but   what    that    law    shall    be, 
what  its  provisions  shall  be.  what  re- 
strictions, limitations,  or  conditions  shall 
attach,  are  the  definite,  primary,  consti- 
tutional responsibility  of  the  Congress 
of  the  Uruted  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  labor 
the  question  further.  I  simply  wish  to 
make  my  pasition  clear,  and  to  say  that 
my  views  have  not  changed  since  1938. 
when  we  had  a  Democratic  President.  I 
came  to  the  Congress  with  the  high  hope 
that  we  are  goint;  to  have  a  great  ad- 
ministration: and  in  many  respects  it 
was  a  great  administration. 

If  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  in- 
terested, I  may  say  that  I  did  not  vote 
for  Mr  Ei.senhower.  I  have  £f  great  deal 
of  sympathy  and  respect  for  many  of 
his  policies,  some  of  which  differ  from 
the  policies  of  the  past  administraUon. 
I  shall  suppor*  the  present  President. 
However.  I  .shall  oppo.se  legislation  of 
this  character  when  I  think  it  contra- 
venes the  true  concepts  and  principles 
of  the  Constitution.  I  shall  oppose  it 
irrespective  of  whether  the  present 
President  of  the  United  States  is  a 
Roosevelt,  a  Truman,  or  an  Eisenhower; 
and  I  shall  make  my  posiUon  known  for 
the  record.  I  shall  let  my  words  make 
such  appeal  to  my  colleagues  as  they 
may  feel  they  merit. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas  for 
the  position  he  has  taken  in  regard  to 
the  pending  reorganization  bill.  I  recall 
that  as  a  Member  of  the  House  I  took 
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the  same  position.  I  agree  with  the 
principles  which  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas has  expressed  today.  In  answer 
to  the  argument  advanced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  LEHMAnl  and 
the  Senator  from  Illlnots  [Mr.  Douglas!. 
to  the  effect  that  the  American  people 
are  looking  to  the  President  to  effect 
various  reorganizations  In  Oovemment. 
I  will  say  that  we  know  the  American 
people  have  been  very  critical  of  Con- 
gress as  a  body  and  of  individual  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  for  their  failure  to  ex- 
ercise their  responsibility  in  that  they 
allowed  certain  duties  and  powers  of 
Congress  to  be  delegated  to  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Oovemment.  This  is  a 
case  in  which  we  are  again  delegating 
legislative  power  to  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Oovemment.  and  are  keeping  for 
ourselves  an  executive  function,  that  of 
vetoing  a  legislative  act  by  the  executive 
branch. 

I  had  hoped  that  we  had  seen  the  last 
measure  of  that  kind,  and  that  Con- 
gress would  not  again  pass  legislation 
which  delegates  legislative  powers  to  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  I 
certainly  hope  that  this  will  be  the  last 
time  that  it  will  be  done.  I  am  not  a 
little  chagrined  to  mention  that  I  am  one 
who  this  time  is  yielding  for  the  sake 
of  expediency. 

I  believe  the  President  has  many  re- 
organization plans  which  he  has  ready  to 
.send  to  Congress,  and  I  feel  that  if  the 
Senate  should  adopt  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
.sas  I  Mr.  McClfllan]  amending  the  bill 
as  passed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, the  bill  would  be  tied  up  In  con- 
ference for  perhaps  many  days  or  even 
weeks  or  months,  which  would  in  effect 
hold  up  many  worth-while  reorganiza- 
tion programs.  However,  I  am  in  com- 
plete sympathy  with  the  principles  ex- 
pre.ssed  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan,  and  I  am  glad  that  he  shares 
the  views  I  have  expressed.  If  he  and 
others  would  Join  me  in  voting  for  my 
amendment,  we  would  make  this  last 
time  the  last  time. 

Mr.  POTTER.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  trust  we  will  have 
.<;ome  support,  too.  I  shall  ask  for  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  my  amendment,  after 
\\hich  I  shall  not  Insist  further  if  the 
amendment  should  be  rejected.  I  want 
to  .see  the  Reorganization  Act  continue  in 
effect,  and  I  want  the  administration 
given  every  opportunity  to  submit  to 
Conjrress  plans  which  in  its  Judgment 
and  wi.sdom  are  needed  to  reorganize  our 
Government.  All  I  am  asking  for  is  that 
Congress  not  abdicate  its  responsibility, 
and  burden  itself  with  a  provision  in  the 
act  which  in  my  judgment  clearly  con- 
travenes the  Constitution. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say 
briefly  on  the  subject  which  is  being  dis- 
cussed that  I  share  the  principles  and 
convictions  which  have  been  expressed 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Arkansas  I  Mr.  McClellakI.  I  voted 
with  him  when  the  bill  was  first  before 
the  committee,  and  we  supported  as  long 
as  we  could  the  Senate  position  that  the 
bill  should  provide  for  a  simple  majority, 
in.stead  of  a  constitutional  majority. 
However,  Mr.  President,  I  shall  vote  now 


to  support  the  new  position  of  the  com- 
mittee, for  what  I  consider  to  be  the 
following  valid  retisons: 

We  gave  the  preceding  administration 
and  the  former  President  an  opportimity. 
under  a  certain  formxila,  to  propose  some 
reorganization  plans.  The  administra- 
tion sent  to  Congress  a  number  of  plans, 
some  of  which  were  very  good,  and  some 
of  which  were  not  so  good.  At  least  we 
had  the  opportunity  to  establish  our 
opinion  in  the  Senate  in  the  bill  we 
passed  before  but  we  were  compelled  to 
yield  to  the  position  held  overwhelming- 
ly by  the  House  of  Representatives.  The 
posiUon  of  the  House  favoring  the  simple 
majority  prevailed.    It  became  the  law. 

I  think  it  is  only  simple  Justice  and 
logic  to  give  to  the  new  administration 
the  same  opportunity,  under  the  same 
formula  and  without  changing  the  rules 
of  the  game,  to  submit  its  suggestions 
for  reorganization  plans. 

Since  the  power  and  authority  have 
been  limited  in  the  bill  to  2  years,  I  am 
willing  to  grant  precisely  the  same  legis- 
lative authority  to  the  present  admin- 
istration that  we  gave  to  the  preceding 
one,  after  which  I  am  frank  to  say  I  shall 
do  all  I  can  to  reestablish  the  position 
of  the  Senate  which  is  to  initiate  legis- 
lation, rather  than  to  serve  as  a  vetoing 
authority. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  now  to  address 
myself  to  an  altogether  unrelated  sub- 
ject. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Goldwatkr  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  the  fioor. 


CONVICTION  OP  MINOR  COMMUNIST 
LEADERS 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  under 
normal  circumstances  I  woiild  not  in  the 
least  presume  to  take  the  time  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  for  the  purpose  of  lis- 
tening to  some  quotations  from  what  a 
few  minor  leaders  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  the  United  States  have  to  say. 
Normally,  at  least,  what  they  have  to 
say  Is  mostly  of  little  consequence. 
What  they  have  to  say  on  any  given 
topic  is  almost  always  a  repetition  of 
what  Moscow  has  been  saying  over  and 
over  again — the  most  tedious  kind  of 
ever-the-same  political  propaganda — 
and  I  am  certainly  not  going  to  bother 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  with 
that.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  these 
particular  statements  and  this  particu- 
lar circumstance  are  so  unusual  that  they 
might  justify  a  few  minutes'  discussion 
at  this  time. 

The  Communist  leaders,  who  recently 
were  found  guilty  by  a  court  in  New 
York,  have  inadvertently  written  some 
new  history  in  the  books  of  freedom  to 
be  read  by  students  of  government 
around  the  world.  I  believe  it  would  be 
worth  while  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
our  friends  in  every  country  exactly 
what  happens  in  the  mind  of  an  Ameri- 
can Communist  when  he  is  deprived  of 
an  opportunity  to  consult  with  his  lead- 
ers abroad  and  when  he  is  compelled  to 
arrive  at  a  decision  based  on  his  own 
individual  experience. 

A  few  days  ago  there  occurred  in  a 
courtroom  in  New  York  City  an  extraor- 
dinary event.    It  was  extraordinary  in 


more   than  one   sense.    The  most  ex- 
traordinary thing  about  it  was  that  fori 
once — and,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  only/ 
time — American  Commimist  Party  leadW 
ers  were  compelled  to  take  a  stand  dic4 
tated  by  their  own  interests,  not  by  in4 
structions  from  their  leaders  in  Moscow] 
and  not  on  the  basis  of  evidence  brought^ 
in  by  courier  or  espionage  agent.    For> 
the  first  time  these  American  Commu- 
nists  had   to  make  a  choice  affecting 
themselves,  in  their  own  behalf,  of  their 
own  volition,  and  without  benefit  of  con- 
sultation or  guidance  of  any  land  from 
the  Kremlin.    For  the  first  time  they 
had  to  speak  their  own  minds  one  by  one, 
each  by  himself,  without  consultation 
with  their  cadre  leaders,  and  without 
much   consultation  among   themselves, 
They  had  to  do  it  without  the  protective? 
shield  of  the  so-called  mass  action,  in 
which  Commimists.  by  Indoctrination, 
take  refuge  when  they  do  not  know  how 
to  speak  alone. 

I  believe  my  colleagues  will  agree  that 
these  are  extraordinary  circumstances 
for  a  Communist  Party  leader  to  find 
himself  in  anywhere  in  the  world,  the 
United  States  Included.  It  is  difficult 
for  Communists  to  think  on  their  feet, 
with  no  guidance  from  Moscow.  It  is 
difBcult  not  to  know  precisely  what  the 
party  line  would  have  him  say,  and  with- 
out opportunity  to  consult  the  men  in  the 
Kremlin,  It  is  a  difScult  situation  for 
them  to  have  to  quiver  at  the  thought  of 
making  blunders,  and  to  be  in  fear  of  the 
conclusions  the  political  ctHnmissars 
would  draw.  In  a  word,  these  Com- 
munists had  to  stand  on  their  own  feet, 
and  under  Communist  rules  nothing  is 
more  dangerous. 

But  here  they  were,  13  minor  Commu- 
nist leaders  in  America,  suddenly  faced 
with  a  choice  that  would  decide  their 
own  future;  forced  by  circumstances  to 
disclose  their  inner  thoughts  almost  as  if 
they  were  being  psychoanalyzed. 

It  is  because  of  these  extraordinary 
circumstances  that  I  beUeve  this  matter 
deserves  mention  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  think  it  is  fruitful  as  a  source  of 
study  for  all  American  students  of  gov- 
ernment and  students  of  government 
everywhere  in  trying  to  contrast  the  dif- 
I  f erence  between  a  slave  state  like  Russia 
and  a  free  state  like  America. 

The  plight  of  these  Communist  lead- 
ers might  have  been  somewhat  less  em- 
barrassing by  the  fact  that  it  was  really 
an  easy  choice  with  which  they  were 
faced.  After  a  trial  lasting  months, 
during  which  15,000  pages  of  testimony 
were  taken,  these  13  lesser  Communist 
leaders  were  convicted,  by  a  jury,  of  crim- 
inal conspiracy  to  teach  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Each  Communist  had  had  a  fair  trial. 
Each  had  taken  recourse  to  every  con- 
stitutional tribunal  that  protects  a  man 
in  this  country,  and  which  assures  him 
that  he  is  considered  innocent  imtil 
found  guilty  by  legitimate  court  action. 

Once  the  verdict  of  the  jury  was  in, 
the  judge — his  name  is  Edward  J. 
Dimock.  and  it  should  be  embossed  in 
golden  letters  in  the  annals  of  jurispru- 
dence— had  to  pronounce  sentence.  He 
was  struck  by  what  was  undoubtedly  a 
most  unusual  idea,  and  one  that  I  deem 
to  have  been  a  brilliant  idea.  The  judge, 
if  I  may  presume  to  imagine  jwhat  was 
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In  his  own  mind,  probably  argued  this 
way:  these  13  Communists  have  commit- 
ted a  crime  under  the  Smith  Act;  after 
fair  trial  they  have  been  convicted  by  a 
jury  of  conspiracy  to  teach  the  over- 
throw of  the  United  States  Government. 
They  sought  to  introduce — I  am  still  fol- 
lowing what  I  take  to  have  been  Judge 
Dimock's  train  of  thought — the  Soviet 
system  In  the  United  States,  and  to 
replace  our  private  enterprise,  freedom, 
and  capitalist  system  with  communism 
and  totalitarian  tsrranny.  They  had 
maintained  throughout  their  trial  that 
they  had  simply  followed  their  political 
convictions  and  had  done  so  sincerely, 
that  they  had  done  no  more  than  give 
expression  to  their  beliefs,  in  sincere 
conviction  that  the  Communist  way  of 
life  was  superior  to  ours,  that  the  Rus- 
sian environment  was  a  happier  one  than 
ours,  that  the  Soviet  system  was  a  bet- 
ter one  than  ours. 

But,  In  the  jury's  view,  the  trial  has 
demonstrated  that  the  accused  had  done 
more  than  that:  it  had  demonstrated 
that  they  went  beyond  being  members 
of  the  Communist  Party,  which  is  not 
outlawed  in  the  United  States ;  that  they 
went  beyond  a  belief  in  Communist  the- 
ories—a belief  which,  by  itself,  is  not 
illegal  In  the  United  States.  The  trial 
had  shown  that  they  actually  had  crim- 
inally conspired  to  teach  other  Commu- 
nists that  they  must  work  to  help  over- 
throw the  United  States  Government  and 
to  establish,  by  all  means,  including 
force,  a  Communist  regime  in  the  United 
States.  This  is  the  punishable  crime, 
the  judge  undoubtedly  said  to  himself. 
Mr.  President,  that  is  undoubtedly 
what  the  judge  said  to  himself,  if  i 
may  presume  to  suggest  what  was  in  his 
mind  at  that  time. 

Later,  as  the  court  records  reveal,  the 
Judge  considered  the  crime  which  the 
jury  had  convicted  those  13  Communist 
leaders  of  committing.    It  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  accused  were  second- 
string  Communists;  they  were  not  the 
top-echelon  Communist  leaders.    So  the 
judge   believed  that  they  did  not   de- 
serve the  maximum  penalty.    I,  for  one, 
believe  that  it  was  at  that  point  that 
Judge  Dimock  was  touched  by  a  stroke  of 
judicial  genius.    He  asked  the  United 
States  attorney,  Myles  J.  Lane,  who  was 
the  prosecuting  attorney  in  that  case, 
what  he  thought  of  the  idea  of  permit- 
ting the  defendants  to  avoid  serving  a 
term  in  jail  and,  instead,  to  have  those 
Communist  leaders  go  voluntarily  to  the 
Soviet  Union,  to  live  there  under  the 
regime  which  they  felt  so  worth  while. 
That  was  indeed  a  remarkable  idea. 
I  should  like  at  this  time  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  even  more  remarkable  series 
of  events  which  followed  that  suggestion 
by  the  presiding  judge.     His  suggestion 
all  of  a  sudden  put  all  the  Communist 
defendants  on  their  own,  without  prece- 
dent and  without  guidance  as  to  what 
to  say,  save  for  what  they  really  wanted 
and  preferred.    Each  had  to  speak  for 
himself,  without  consultation  with  his 
Communist  masters  abroad.    Each  had 
to  say  from  his  heart  and  from  his  own 
mind  what  he  believed  to  be  most  prob- 
ably in  his  own  best  interest.    I  recom- 
mend all  that  followed  to  the  attention 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  as  one 


of  the  most  extraordinary  aspects  of  that 
case. 

For  a  moment  or  two.  matters  pro- 
ceeded normally  in  the  court  room.  Mr. 
Lane,  the  prosecuting  attorney,  declared 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  having  all 
13  defendants  head  for  the  Soviet  Union, 
after  they  had  served  their  prison  terms 
under  the  law,  according  to  the  convic- 
tion rendered  by  the  jury. 

But  then  the  scene  in  the  New  York 
courtroom  changed  suddenly  and  dra- 
matically. A  discussion  ensued  which  I 
believe  to  be  unique  in  content  and  in 
circumstances. 

I  should  mention  here  that  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion.  Judge  Dimock 
said  that  he  considered  the  proposal  that 
the  defendants  go  to  the  Soviet  Union 
not  at  all  in  the  sense  of  a  deportation, 
but  as  an  alternative,  a  sort  of  probation. 
and  only — and  this  point  is  deserving  of 
especial  notice — if  the  13  Communist 
defendants  desired  to  do  so,  ra:her  than 
go  to  the  Federal  penitentiary  in  the 
United  States  of  America. 

What  happened?  Defense  counsel 
and  several  of  the  defendants  emphati- 
cally rejected  the  proposal.  To  them, 
the  proposal  to  go  to  the  Soviet  Union 
was  "intolerable."  I  shall  not  here  en- 
deavor to  encumber  the  Congrissional 
Record  with  the  names  and  exact  words 
and  asinine  arguments  of  all  13  of  those 
Communists  and  their  protestations 
against  taking  a  permanent  holiday  in 
the  Soviet  Union.  Suffice  it  to  say  they 
employed  every  dodge  and  subterfuge  in 
protesting  against  the  proposal,  which 
-so  far  had  merely  been  mentioned  to 
their  attorneys. 

Mr.  President.  I  may  add  at  this 
point,  parenthetically,  that  I  have  been 
informed  today  by  the  American  Legion 
that  the  national  commander  of  the 
American  Legion  is  announcing  in  the 
press  that  if  the  judge  will  maintain  this 
ofifer  and  keep  it  open,  the  American 
Legion  is  perfectly  willing  to  finance  the 
trip  to  Russia  for  these  13  defendants. 
So  if  a  lack  of  funds  is  keeping  them 
from  visiting  the  Russia  they  love  so 
much,  instead  of  going  to  a  Federal 
penitentiary  in  the  country  who.se  sys- 
tem they  have  been  trying  to  befoul,  the 
American  Legion  will  be  happy  to  pro- 
vide those  13  defendants  with  tickets  to 
Russia,  the  only  consideration  being  that 
they  simply  be  one-way  tickets. 

One  of  the  defendants  ranted  against 
the  proposal  'or  fully  15  minutes.  It 
was  after  that  tirade  that  the  judge 
asked  the  defendants  point  blank  the 
following  crucial  question  which  I  now 
quote  from  the  New  York  Times  of  Feb- 
ruary 3,  1953: 

"If  something  like  spending  the  rest  of 
your  life  In  Russia  could  be  worked  out." 
the  Judge  asked,  "as  a  substitute  for  prison, 
would  that  Interest  you  at  all?" 

The  answer  was  an  emphatic,  "No;  I 
would  reject  any  such  proposition." 

So  that  was  the  crucial  question  which 
the  13  Communist  leaders  had  to  answer 
to  help  decide  their  own  future.  They 
had  to  decide  whether  they  preferred 
jail  in  the  United  States,  or  whether 
they  preferred  to  go  to  Soviet  Russia 
to  enjoy  what  passes  for  freedom  in  that 
benighted  land,  the  country  they  had 
long  proclaimed  to  be  the  land  where 


freedom  reigns  and  prevails,  "the  work- 
ers' paradise,"  "the  true  democracy," 
"the  great  new  order."  Those  13  Com- 
munists unanimously  rejected  the  op- 
portunity to  Hve  in  that  environment, 
as  an  alternative  to  being  placed  in  a 
Federal  penitentiary  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me  "J 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Case 
in  the  chair  >.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  shall  yield  In  a  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  think  that 
Communists  at  home,  as  well  as  those 
abroad,  might  well  ponder  the  conclu- 
sion reached  by  those  Communist  lead- 
ers. It  .seems  to  me  that  under  normal 
circumstances  they  would  break  out  in 
tirades  of  the  well-known  Kremlin  vin- 
tage if  anyone  were  ever  to  suggest  that 
perhaps  things  are  not  quite  as  good 
in  the  Soviet  Union  as  Communist  lead- 
er.s  claim,  and  that  things  in  the  United 
States  arc  better. 

However,  when  those  13  Communist 
leaders  wore  confronted  with  the  op- 
portunity to  go  to  Russia,  and  to  go  there 
with  the  American  Legion  paying  their 
travel  expenses,  so  that  they  could  re- 
main in  Russia,  they  still  insisted  that 
jail  in  the  United  States  is  far  better 
than  the  synthetic  freedom  existing  in 
the  Soviet  Union  under  the  Russians. 

Mr.  President,  it  must  be  clear  even 
to  the  Communists  in  America,  even  to 
the  synthetic  liberals  and  pseudo-pro- 
gressives whom  the.se  Communists  have 
succeeded  in  befuddling  and  confusing, 
as  it  must  be  clear  to  every  American 
and  every  man  and  woman  under  the 
canopy  of  heaven,  that  there  is  some- 
thing pretty  bad  about  communism  when 
those  who  have  been  convicted  and  who 
have  an  opportunity  to  Hve  in  the  land 
of  the  Communists,  without  any  other 
restrictions  or  restraints,  instead  select 
life  in  pri.son  in  the  United  States,  so 
they  may  someday  once  again  be  free 
under  our  bill  of  riijhts  and  under  our 
Constitution. 

Mr.  MAI.ONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me 
at  this  point:' 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MALONE  Does  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  remember, 
if  not  the  incident  itself,  at  least  the 
historic  reference  that  at  one  time  a  Mr. 
Haywood,  of  Montana,  along  with  a 
female  companion,  whose  name  has 
slipped  my  mind  momentarily  was 
actually  shipped  to  Russia?  They  were 
members  of  the  International  Workers 
of  the  World,  and  they  had  followed  and 
preached  a  policy  and  pruiciple  approxi- 
mately similar  to  those  followed  and 
preached  by  the  Communists  of  the  pres- 
ent day.  Those  two  persons  were  ac- 
tually shipped  to  Russia,  and  spent  the 
remainder  of  their  hves  lamenting  that 
fact  and  suffering  the  consequences.  Is 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  familiar  with  that  episode? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  cannot  say  that  I  am 
familiar  with  it,  but  I  have  a  vague  recol- 
lection of  its  historical  accuracy 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  remember  it  very 
well,  although  at  the  moment  I  do  not 
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remember    the    exact    year    when    It 
occurred. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  may  add,  from  my 
own  experience,  a  statement  of  a  simi- 
lar incident  which  occiu-red  in  1945,  when 
I  was  attending  what  is  normally  called. 
over  there,  a  vodka  banquet.  I  was  then 
in  Russia  as  a  member  of  the  House  com- 
mittee then  studying  UNRRA.  At  that 
l)articular  reception  and  banquet,  while 
moving  around  as  one  does  under  those 
circumstances.  I  came  across  a  woman 
of  past  middle  age,  who  was  introduced 
as  being  one  Anna  Louise  Strong.  The 
name  rang  a  bell  in  my  mind,  so  I  nego- 
tiated myself  into  the  direction  of  that 
lady — not  because  of  any  pulchritudi- 
nous  attraction  on  her  part,  but  because 
of  her  political  reputation.  I  sat  down 
beside  her,  and  said  to  her,  "I  have  heard 
about  you.  Mrs.  Strong.  Were  you  not 
one  of  the  important  Communist  voices 
in  America  for  a  time?" 

She  .said.  "That  is  correct." 

In  the  course  of  the  conversation  we 
then  had,  which  was  kept  on  a  congenial 
basis,  I  said  to  her.  "I  suppoee  you  are 
one  of  the  happiest  women  in  the  world 
now,  because  you  have  lived  in  Russia 
for  some  10  or  15  years  and  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  experience  all  the  advan- 
tages which  you  insist  communism  pro- 
vides. You  must  indeed  be  a  most  happy 
and  gratified  lady." 

That  is  the  substance  of  what  I  said 
to  her  at  that  time,  although,  of  course, 
I  do  not  presume  to  quote  it  verbatim  at 
this  time. 

Whether  It  was  the  influence  of  the 
vodka  or  whether  it  was  because  she  had 
a  temporary  moment  of  complete  hon- 
esty and  candor.  I  do  not  know;  but  I 
recall  vividly  her  saying  to  me  then:  "As 
a  matter  of  fact.  Congressman" — I  was 
then  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  of 
course — "I  am  not  happy  at  all.  As  a 
matter  of  fact.  I  am  a  disillusioned,  bit- 
ter old  woman." 

Then  she  pointed  out  that  the  best 
hotel  or  apartment  rooms  she  had  been 
able  to  get  in  Russia  were  highly  inferior 
to  second-rate  or  third-rate  rooms  in 
the  United  States,  and  that  the  Russian 
experiment  had  not  worked,  but  bad  been 
a  great  disillusionment  to  her. 

So  I  said.  "Well,  that  is  interesting 
and  informative  and  candid.  Why  do 
you  not  return  to  the  United  States  to 
toll  the  people  over  there  about  it?  You 
could  render  a  great  service."  I  recall 
her  answer  to  that  question,  although  I 
cannot  repeat  It  verbatim.  She  said,  "I 
am  too  old  now.  I  have  lost  my  influ- 
ence. I  have  been  away  too  long.  If  I 
were  to  make  speeches  of  that  kind  or 
write  articles  of  that  tyi>e  my  left-wing 
friends  would  consider  me  a  traitor  and 
would  do  everything  they  could  to  dis- 
credit me;  and  those  who  are  conserva- 
tive have  long  ago  discounted  anything 
I  might  have  to  say.  I  think  the  impact 
would  not  be  very  effective,  and  I  had 
better  live  out  my  days  over  here." 

I  have  noticed  in  reading  the  news- 
papers that,  several  years  ago,  Anna 
Louise  Strong  did  come  back  to  this 
country  and  did  make  some  statements 
which  were  derogatory  of  the  Commu- 
nist system.  Later,  I  think  she  befuddled 
those  statements  with  some  other  state- 
ments, so  the  final  result  of  her  report 
vvas  not  very  consistent  and  not  very 


cogent.  But  it  is  very  interesting  to  note 
that  those  Communists  who  have  visited 
Russia  have  almost  invariably  come 
back;  and  when  they  have  come  back 
at  all  they  have  been  completely  op- 
posed to  the  Communist  system — Eugene 
Lyons,  for  example,  as  set  forth  in  his 
great  book.  Assignment  in  Eutopia.  I 
happened  to  visit  one  night  in  an  apart- 
ment in  Moscow,  formerly  owned  by  Eu- 
gene Lyons,  but  in  1945  occupied  by 
Heiu-y  Shapiro,  the  United  Press  corre- 
spondent in  Moscow.  It  is  the  one  which 
was  built  and  made  available  for  Eugene 
Lyons.  It  was  the  best  apartment  I  saw 
in  my  whole  stay  in  Russia,  but  it  was 
Inferior  to  an  American  standard-type 
apartment.  But  Lyons  came  l)ack.  As 
Senators  who  have  followed  the  Commu- 
nist development  down  through  the 
years  may  recall,  Benjamin  Gitlow. 
while  in  Russia,  became  so  completely 
disillusioned  that  today  he  stands  as  the 
only  American  Communist  ever  to  have 
told  Joe  Stalin  to  his  teeth  that  his  sys- 
tem was  a  rotten  and  a  rottmg  failure. 
And  I  know  that  language  bespeaks  the 
deviation  among  those  American  Com- 
munists who  have  stayed  in  Russia  long 
enough  really  to  understand  it — of 
course,  some  of  the  travelers,  some  of 
those  who  make  the  vodka  banquet  cir- 
cuit, some  of  those  who  go  to  Russia  to 
sing,  and  some  who  go  to  study  con- 
spiracy in  the  Lenin  Institute,  of  course, 
come  back  to  carry  on  their  nefarious 
practices  here.  -  - 

KOTXVATION   OT  A  OOMMCinST 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  knowing  that  he  has 
spent,  not  months,  but  years  in  the  study 
of  this  situation,  and  considering  him  to 
be  one  of  the  outstanding  authorities  on 
the  subject  of  the  basic  concept  of  com- 
munism as  it  is  preached  in  this  coun- 
try. In  the  opinion  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  what  is  be- 
hind all  this  preaching,  right  up  to  the 
point  of  experiencing  it?  In  the  opin- 
ion of  these  people,  is  there  something 
to  be  gained  in  prestige  by  them,  so  that, 
if  they  took  over  this  country,  they 
would  then  be  in  authority,  and  they 
themselves  would  improve  their  position, 
even  though  the  rank  and  file  were 
downtrodden?  Or  is  there  some  basic 
semireligious  fervor  which  actuates 
these  people?  What  is  the  Senator's 
opinion  regarding  their  position? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  I  must  say  in 
complete  honesty  to  my  good  friend  from 
Nevada  that  the  reason  the  people  in 
this  country  are  motivated  in  the  direc- 
tion of  communism  varies  tremendous- 
ly with  the  individual,  just  as  the  rea- 
sons why  patriotic  and  loyal  citizens  are 
motivated  in  certain  directions  are 
bound  to  vary.  I  have  asked  that  per- 
plexing question  which  the  Senator  has 
asked  me.  conservatively  I  am  sure,  of 
at  least  30  or  35  American  Communists 
or  former  Communists.  I  suppose  of  the 
35,  20  or  25  have  been  former  Commu- 
nists who  since  then  have  broken  with 
the  past  and  are  doing  their  best  to  re- 
establish themselves;  so  their  answers 


would  be  honest.  I  am  quite  frank  to 
say  that  of  the  other  questions  asked  of 
many  Communists,  there  is  a  grave  rea- 
son to  doubt  the  answers  they  give,  be- 
cause one  of  the  first  axioms  of  the  Com- 
munist Is  to  learn  to  lie  deceptively  to 
one  who  does  not  belong  to  the  creed. 
But  there  are  different  reasons.  I  think 
as  to  some,  the  Senator  is  quite  correct. 
The  first  Communists  I  ever  met  were  fn\ 
Denver,  Colo.,  in  the  early  1930's;  two 
young  men  who  are  very  able,  both  ofl 
whom  were  moved  in  the  direction  of 
communism  because,  in  their  experience, 
religion  had  failed,  and  communism ' 
came  in  to  fill  an  aching  void  and  love, 
when  they  lost  confidence  and  faith  in  ' 
God.  But  that  is  not  true  of  all  Com- 
munists. While  it  is  true  that  all  Com- 
munists ultimately  become  atheists,  be- 
cause there  can  be  no  affinity  between 
religion  and  communism,  that  is  not  al- 
ways the  stepping-stone  by  which  men  \ 
become  Communists.  Some  do  so  for 
prestige.  Some  do  so,  I  think,  motivated 
by  a  desire  for  power.  Some  do  so  be- 
cause it  is  a  racket — and  a  little  safer 
racket  to  follow  perhare  than  peddling 
dope  for  a  white-slave  racketeer,  or 
something  else.  Men  are  motivated  by 
different  reasons,  and  there  is  no  simple 
rule  of  thumb  that  says,  "Here  is  a 
Communist.  I  know  why  you  follow 
that  creed." 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  answered  the 
question  very  ably.  I  know  he  is  well 
aware,  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada beheves  he  also  is  aware,  that  many 
of  those  who  follow  and  support  Com- 
munist theories  are  not  themselves 
Communists.  They  have  some  vague 
reason,  economic  or  otherwise.  They 
may  not  have  done  so  well  under  our 
economic  system,  or  they  may  feel  frus- 
trated. There  seem  to  be  people,  highly 
educated,  who  for  some  reason  think 
they  should  be  getting  along  better  than 
other  people  whom  they  see  without  such 
education. 

There  is  a  feeling  of  frustration  or 
something  which  causes  them  to  follow 
this  theory  as  a  fancied  way  out.  whereas 
they  themselves  would  be  the  first  to 
repudiate  beUef  in  the  precepts  of  com- 
munism. At  least,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  believes  that  to  be  true,  and 
he  beUeves  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota will  recall  that  in  1950,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  rose  on  this  fioor  to 
suggest  that  certain  persons  in  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  were  dangerous 
security  risks. 

A  committee  was  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  investigating  the  charges 
made  by  the  jimior  Senator  from  Nevada, 
and  in  the  course  of  a  hearing  last- 
ing 3  or  4  days,  we  established  the  fact 
that  they  were  actually  dangerous  secu- 
rity risks — the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada did  not  say  they  were  Communists. 
After  3  or  4  days'  hearing.  Secretary  of 
Commerce  Sawyer  rushed  up  to  the  Hill 
and  agreed  to  fire  the  two  men  whom  I 
had  drawn  into  the  net — Lee  and  Rem- 
ington— if  the  hearing  could  be  stopped. 

I  did  not  hear  that  agreement,  but  I 
know  it  was  made,  because  I  could  never 
get  the  committee  together  again. 

I  was  really  after  Mr.  Gladieuz.  secre- 
tary to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  and 
Mr.  Bl&isdell,  who  was  and  had  been 
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during  the  troublesome  period  in  China 
In  charge  of  that  matter  under  my  attack. 
They.  Mr.  Oladieux  and  Mr.  Blaisdell. 
subsequently  quit,  for  reasons  best  known 
to  themselves — they  knew  we  were  on 
their  trail, 

I  believe  that  is  why  they  quit.  As  to 
Remington,  it  was  established  that  he 
perjured  himself  when  he  denied  that  he 
was  a  Commiuilst. 

He  has  now  gone  to  Jail  for  a  3-year 
term — Just  as  in  the  case  of  Alger  Hiss — 
for  perjury. 

But  as  to  Mr.  Lee,  I  am  unable  to  find 
him.  Mr.  Sawyer  perpetrated  a  very 
snide  trick  on  the  American  people  when 
he  went  to  great  pains  to  clear  Mr.  Lee 
of  all  charges  before  he  separated  him 
from  the  Government  pajrroll,  for  which 
he  had  developed  a  great  affinity,  so  he 
could  be  rehired. 

Then  we  have  that  great  number  of 
persons  within  this  country,  as  to  whom 
few  of  us  oelieve  to  be  Communists,  who 
are  supporting  generally  the  theory  of 
communism — perhaps  some  of  them  are 
honest  men  who  are  frustrated  enough 
to  support  the  theory  of  communism  or 
any  other  "ism"  that  might  improve  their 
own  status.  These  people  are  in  some 
ways  even  more  dangerous  than  the 
actual  card-carrying  Communist. 

Does  the  Senator  believe  that  that 
may  be  the  foundation  of  much  of  this 
trouble?  ^ 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  certainly  concur  in 
the  statement  that  a  man  who  is  under 
the   influence   of   communism,   who   is 
dominated  by  the  Communist  concept, 
who  is  doing  as  directed  by  Communist 
masters,  even  though  it  is  unwitting  on 
the  part  of  the  individual,  can  be  fully 
as  dangerous  as  would  be  a  card-carry- 
ing Communist.    I  know  that  we  have 
a  strange,  assorted  group  of  persons  in 
this  country  to  whom  a  writer  has  re- 
ferred as  being  "anti-anti-Communists.'^ 
While  they  proclaim  vigorously  against 
communism,  they  work  more  actively 
against  those  who  attack  communism. 
I  think  we  must  also  recognize  that  this 
strange,  assorted  group  of  individuals 
sometimes  contains  patriotic  persons  who 
are  not  motivated  by  a  lack  of  patriotism 
and  loyalty,  but  who  are  very  dangerous. 
I  sometimes  think  it  does  not  make  very 
much  difference  to  a  man  whose  house 
has  been  burned  down  whether  it  is  done 
by  an  arsonist  who  has  built  a  fire  under 
the  back  porch,  or  by  someone  who  has 
carelessly  thrown  a  cigarette.    His  loss 
will  be  the  same,  regardless  of  the  rea- 
son of  the  person  who  caused  the  fire. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  share 
my  view  that  if  we  take  a  group  of  50 
Communists  and  a  group  of  50  patriotic 
Americans  and  compare  them  we  would 
find  a  very  large  percentage  of  persons 
in  the  Communist  group  who  would  be 
neurotic,  psychopathic,  and  psychologi- 
cally maladjusted,  and  with  ffear  neuroses 
or  emotional  disturbances.  When  we 
analyze  Communists  we  are  dealing  with 
a  group  of  persons  who.  perhaps,  have  a 
larger  percentage  of  psychological  ab- 
normalities among  them  than  can  be 
found  in  a  group  of  normal  patriotic  per- 
sona. It  seems  to  me  that  in  trying  to 
Ogttk^    out    what    makes    Communists 


tick  we  should  recognize,  in  part,  that 
we  are  dealing  with  people  whom  we 
have  to  be  on  guard  against  from  the 
standpoint  of  psychological  disturbances. 
Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  that  is  correct, 
if  we  include  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  MaloniI. 
Sometimes  there  are  neurotic  disturb- 
ances and  biological  difficulties.  I  think 
the  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  we  must  try  to  find  the 
answer  to  why  psychologically  Com- 
munists behave  as  they  do?  Because, 
as  the  Senator  has  pointed  out,  once 
they  see  communism  in  its  true  state, 
they  soon  lose  any  affection  for  it. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think,  in  that  con- 
nection, we  have  been  muffing  a  great 
opportunity  in  our  school  system  in  not 
dramatizing  sufficiently  our  Bill  of 
Rights. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  Involved  in  my 
next  que.stion,  because  I  have  recently 
made  a  recommendation  to  the  Ford 
FVjundation  that  if  it  really  wants  to  do 
.something  very  educational  in  the  whole 
field  of  Americanism,  it  should  sponsor 
a  series  of  television  skits  on  the  mean- 
ing of  the  basic  freedoms  as  guaranteed 
by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
We  talk  a  great  deal  about  freedom,  but 
to  the  average  citizen.  unle.<;s  we  speak 
in  specific  terms,  our  statements  are 
pretty  vague. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  When  the  13  Commu- 
nists were  confronted  with  the  differ- 
ence of  a  temporary  loss  of  freedom  m 
America  for  3  years  and  an  interminable 
loss  of  freedom  in  Russia.  I  believe  it  was 
the  first  time  they  ever  realized  the  im- 
portance of  living  in  America. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  stated  to  the  Ford 
Foundation  that  they  could  demonstrate 
to  the  people  what  freedom  means  by 
sponsoring  a  series  of  television  skits  on 
the  Bill  of  Rights.  I  do  not  know  just 
where  the  failure  occurs  in  our  educa- 
tional system,  but  somewhere  we  are 
failing  to  develop  a  proper  understand- 
ing of  the  difference  between  a  f>olice 
state  and  a  free  state. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  completely,  which,  I 
will  say,  is  a  bit  unusual. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  would  be  surprised, 
if  he  knew  me  better,  at  how  much  we 
do  agree. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BRICKER.  Whatever  the  needs 
of  the  country  may  be,  the  Congress  has 
a  responsibility  to  hold  inviolate  the 
Bill  of  Rights  and  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor agree  with  me? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  do.  and  for  that  rea- 
son I  join  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio  in 
his  important  proposed  amendment  to 
the  Constitution. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  join  with  us  in  the 
amendment,  as  he  did  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
would  not  want  to  leave  the  inference 
that  if  I  do  not  join  him,  therefore,  I  am 
not  a  believer  In  the  Bill  of  Rights? 


Mr.  BRICKER.  I  am  confident  that 
the  Senator  will  join  with  us  when  the 
measure  comes  to  a  vote. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  proceed  without  any  further 
yielding. 

To  get  back  to  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion, the  Communists  in  the  New 
York  courtroom  found  themselves  in 
circumstances  entirely  different  from 
anything  they  had  ever  experienced  be- 
fore. They  were  accustomed  to  sitting 
in  on  public  councils  and  attending  con- 
.spiratorial  meetings.  They  were  con- 
fronted with  a  situation  as  to  whether 
they  wanted  to  stay  In  jail  In  the  United 
States  for  a  few  years,  or  whether  they 
preferred  to  go  to  Russia.  They  acted 
independently  for  the  first  time  in  their 
lives  and  declared.  'Give  us  jail  in  Amer- 
ica rather  than  communism  in  Russia 
or  In  EuroF>e." 

I  think.  Mr  President,  that  Is  a  tre- 
mendou.'^ly  Important  situation. 

These  Communists  now  were  In  cir- 
cumstances entirely  different  from  their 
usual  habitats  of  party  councils,  con- 
.spiratcrial  meetings,  of  huddles  over 
what  to  tell  their  gullible  followers  and 
how  to  promote  communism  In  the 
United  Stales.  Here  they  now  were  faced 
with  the  simple  question  of  whether  they 
wanted  to  stay  in  the  United  States,  but 
in  jail  for  a  few  years;  whether  they  pre- 
ferred to  stay  in  the  United  States — the 
country  they  detested  so  much  that  they 
advocated  the  overthrow  of  Its  constitu- 
tional government;  or— whether,  with- 
out having  to  serve  time  in  jail,  they 
cho.se  to  go  to  their  proclaimed  paradise, 
the  Soviet  Union. 

And  to  a  man.  without  a  single  excep- 
tion, they  all  stated  a  preference  for  jail. 
They  rejected,  with  the  utmost  con- 
tempt, any  iiLsinuation  that  they  would 
prefer  the  Soviet  Union.  One  among 
them  did  so  even  though — or  perhaps 
just  bfcause— he  had  been  born  In  Rus- 
sia. And  they  all  made  certain  that  they 
wished  it  to  be  widely  understood  that 
they  never  had.  or  now  have,  or  ever 
will  have  any  intention  of  going  to  Soviet 
Russia. 

Mr.  Pre'^ident.  all  this  is,  to  a  degree, 
despicable;  to  a  degree  pathetic;  and  to 
a  decree,  perhaps  not  very  Important.  I 
am  quite  aware  of  the  fact  that  these  13 
minor  Communist  leaders  will  spend  no 
more  than  2  or  3  years  in  jail.  But  they 
did  not  know  that  when  they  protested 
against  the  alternative  of  going  to  Rus- 
•"^lii.  You  may  a  bo  .say  it  is  common 
knowledge  how  badly  many  people — and 
e.specially  Communists  on  this  .side  of  the 
iron  curtain— misjudge  conditions  In 
Soviet  Ru.ssia;  how  they  sometimes  be- 
lieve what  they  read  and  hear  from  Com- 
munist propat^anda  organs  to  be  gospel 
truth  and  actual  reality.  That  is  an 
unfortunate  circumstance,  e.specially  for 
those  who  are  the  mi.sled  and  the  gulli- 
ble. It  is  a  circumstance.  I  am  happy  to 
say.  that  has  been  somewhat  corrected 
in  the  past  few  years,  and  not  In  the  least 
by  the  efforts  of  our  own  information 
services.  They  have  made  a  concerted 
and  truly  conscientious  effort  to  inform 
the  world  on  what  is  actually  going  on 
in  Russia.  And  the  Soviets  themselves 
have  by  their  deeds  contradicted  their 
own  words. 
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I  am  happy  to  say  that  during  the  past 
few  years,  as  part  of  the  Voice  of  Amer- 
ica program  of  the  State  Department, 
with  Its  so-called  campaign  of  truth,  we 
have  been  slowly  but  surely  getting 
across  to  people  everywhere,  first,  the 
truth  about  conditions  under  commu- 
ni.'-m  in  Communist  countries,  and  sec- 
ond, what  freedom  means  to  human  be- 
lni;s  In  countries  that  are  still  happily 
free.  But  much  still  remains  to  be  done. 
Much  education  is  still  required,  as  was 
brouK'ht  out  In  the  colloquy  I  have  just 
had  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  The 
Soviets  them.selves  have  contradicted  all 
the  propaganda  they  put  out  as  to  con- 
ditions in  Soviet  Russia. 

I  am  aware  of  all  this;  nonetheless, 
the  case  of  the  13  Communist  leaders  in 
New  York  seems  to  me  to  be  a  striking 
example.  It  is  here  relevant  to  mention 
that  the  defense  counsel  himself  praised 
Judge  Dimock  and  the  Jury  for  the  fair- 
ness of  the  trial.  He  said — and  I  should 
like  to  emphasize  this — that  Judge  Dim- 
ock had  given  a  sample  of  American  jus- 
tice at  its  best.  In  Communist  countries, 
not  even  attorneys  for  the  prosecution 
believe  that  trials  are  fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  not  even 
a  hard-boiled  Communist  can,  deep 
within  his  own  coivscience,  remain  unim- 
pressed by  fair  judges,  fair  juries,  fair 
trials,  and  fair  justice,  and  by  a  fair 
choice  between  freedom  in  Russia  and 
imprisonment  in  America. 

Notwithstanding  their  tirades,  their 
propaganda,  and  their  criminal  and  po- 
litical activities,  I  believe  that  deep 
within  their  own  consciences  Commu- 
nist leaders  know  what  the  real  situa- 
tion is  both  here  and  In  the  Soviet  Union. 

I  believe  this  to  be  true  of  Communist 
leaders  everjrwhere — in  the  United 
States,  in  France,  in  Italy,  in  Poland, 
and  in  the  Soviet  Union  itself.  They 
are  not  bnnd;  they  are  simply  callous 
fakers.  They  are  not  idealists.  They 
are  only  after  careers,  Influence,  ix)wer, 
pomp,  and  authority.  They  are  not  the 
humanitarians  they  profess  to  be.  They 
are  cold-blooded  climbers,  pushy  people, 
seeking  their  own  advantages  sis  mem- 
bers of  the  party  aristocracy  and  the 
ruling  caste. 

When  the  Jig  is  up,  and  suddenly,  as 
happened  to  the  13  Communists  in  New 
York,  all  they  have  learned,  all  they  have 
spoken,  all  they  have  professed,  does  not 
count  any  longer,  and  the  only  thing  that 
counts  Is  compressed  into  a  simple  and 
basic  choice,  how  else  can  It  be  explained 
that  the  13  Communists  chose  jail  in 
preference  to  the  self-styled  paradise  of 
the  Soviet  Union?  The  only  explana- 
tion Is  that  when  all  the  flimflam,  gim- 
micks, subterfuges,  and  deceptions  failed, 
when  they  got  down  to  bedrock,  when 
they  were  suddenly  faced  with  deciding 
by  themselves  and  about  themselves,  they 
naturally  chose  the  safer,  the  better,  and 
the  more  pleasant  future  for  themselves. 

The  13  Communists  saw  in  the 
United  States,  even  with  a  cell  block  for  a 
future,  what  they  could  not  see  in  the 
Soviet  Union,  where  they  might  have 
lived  as  so-called  free  men.  They  saw 
and  chose  Jail  as  the  better  future  and 
the  preferential  present. 

This  case  is  the  most  revealing  spot- 
light yet  to  reach  into  the  mysterious 
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previces  of  the  Communist  mind,  with 
/all  its  deceptions  and  self-deceptions. 
Here  is  something  which  any  school  child 
can  understand,  something  which  any 
American  or  any  foreigner  can  compre- 
hend. It  is  a  case  seriously  deserving  of 
a  place  in  the  permanent  record  of  the 
Communist  mentality. 

In  conclusion,  I  may  say  that  this  case 
Is  going  to  be  projected,  so  I  am  told, 
and  so  I  shall  do  my  best  to  insist,  by  all 
the  media  of  information  available  to 
the  free  world,  particularly  by  the  major 
portion  of  the  Voice  of  America  pro- 
grams for  the  next  60  days,  so  that  every 
foreigner,  wherever  he  lives,  may  hear  on 
the  air,  read  in  pamphlet  form,  or  in 
the  newspapers,  or  see  in  the  motion  pic- 
tures, the  evidence  that,  when  the  chips 
are  down,  jail  in  America  is  better  than 
that  which  passes  for  freedom  in  the 
Soviet  Union. 
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AMENDMENT  OF  REORGANIZATION 
ACT  OF  1949 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
House  bill  1979,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Re- 
organization Act  of  1949. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  and  Mr.  HOLLAND 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
recognizes  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  about  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
qu»t-um.  so  that  a  vote  might  be  taken  on 
M^e  reorganization  bill. 
^  Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  If  the 
Senator  from  California  will  withhold 
his  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quo- 
rimi,  I  should  like  to  be  heard  briefly  in 
support  of  H.  R.  1979,  and  in  opposition 
to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  withhold 
my  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  favor 
strongly  the  adoption  of  House  bill  1979, 
now  pending,  sis  passed  by  the  House  and 
as  reported  favorably  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee. 

I  oppose  adoption  of  the  amendment 
favored  by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  McClellan]. 
Because  of  the  fact  that  I  oppose  his 
amendment,  whereas  I  have  always 
rath2r  consistenly  followed  his  leader- 
ship In  the  field  of  reorganization,  I  feel 
that  I  should  state  for  the  record  the 
reasons  why  It  seems  to  me  adoption  of 
the  amendment  would  not  be  the  proper 
course  to  be  followed  by  the  Senate  at 
this  time. 

First,  I  think  the  field  of  reorganiza- 
tion Is  as  nearly  a  bipartisan  field  as  any 
other  field  that  exists.  We  all  favor  re- 
organization of  our  Government.  All  of 
us  know  that  gross  extravagance,  waste- 
ful practices,  inefficiency,  and  disorgani- 
zation now  prevail  in  many  of  the  mush- 
rooming activities  of  the  executive  de- 
partments. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  2  years  ago 
the  Senate  adopted  the  measure  which 
is  now  proposed  to  be  extended,  it  seems 
to  me  that,  in  the  application  of  a  truly 
bipartisafa  spirit,  it  is  sound  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  extend  the  measure  in  the  form 
in  which  It  was  originally  written.  It 
seems  to  n.e  that  any  other  coiu'se  would 


appear  to  place  the  Senate  in  one  of  two 
positions. 

First,  our  amendment  of  the  proposal, 
so  as  to  give  greater  recognition  and 
greater  weight  to  the  legislative  position 
of  either  House,  and  less  weight  to  the 
Presidential  recommendations,  would 
make  it  appear  that  the  Senate  has  less 
confidence  in  the  present  President  of 
the  United  States  than  it  had  in  his  im- 
mediate predecessor,  to  whom  we  grant- 
ed the  powers,  privileges,  and  responsi- 
bilities that  were  contained  in  the  act 
when  it  was  passed  in  1949. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate,  as 
now  constituted,  has  less  confidence  in 
the  present  President  than  the  Senate 
had  in  his  immediate  predecessor.  That 
is  one  reason  why  I  propose,  if  permit- 
ted, to  vote  for  the  measure  in  the  same 
form  in  which  it  was  adopted  in  1949. 

The  second  reason  why  I  feel  the  pro- 
posed measure  should  be  adopted  as  sub- 
mitted is  that  we  have  been  supporting 
this  whole  program  because  of  an  ardent 
desire  to  reorganize  the  Government. 
There  is  no  Member  of  the  Senate  who 
has  not  expressed  at  home  and  on  the 
Senate  floor,  on  many  occasions,  public 
and  private,  his  desire  to  see  actual  re- 
organization effected.  There  has  been 
too  little  reorganization.  Now  there  is 
an  opportunity  to  have  some  of  the  more 
important  reorganization  accomplished. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  change  in  the 
measure  at  this  time,  which  would  make 
reorganization  more  difficult,  would 
leave  the  inescapable  conclusion  in  the 
minds  of  the  general  public  that  Con- 
gress was  less  ardent  in  its  desire  to 
effectuate  actual  reorganization  than  it 
was  in  the  past. 

For  those  two  reasons,  therefore,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  will  regretfully 
vote  against  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas. I  hope  the  amendment  will  fail  of 
adoption.  If  permitted  to  do  so,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  adoption  of  the  pending 
measure,  by  which  the  act  which  has 
been  in  existence  since  1949  will  be  ex- 
tended, without  change,  until  April  1, 
1955. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President,  to  my  way  of  thinking,  in 
House  bill  1979  we  have  turned  our  form 
of  government  around.  We  have  the 
cart  pulling  the  horse,  so  to  speak. 

I  have  always  thought  that  our  Gov- 
ernment was  divided  into  three  branches, 
namely,  the  legislative,  the  executive, 
and  the  judicial.  In  the  reorganization 
proposal  which  is  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate we  are  not  only  taking  away  from 
the  House  and  the  Senate  the  right  to 
stop  legislation  by  majority  vote,  but 
we  are  making  it  impossible  to  stop  it 
except  by  a  constitutional  majority  in 
one  House  or  the  other  voting  against  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  At  that  point  I 
wish  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor to  the  record  in  connection  with  ac- 
tion of  the  Congress  on  one  of  the  reor- 
ganization plans.  I  refer  to  the  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1  of  1951,  providing 
for  the  reorganization  of  the  ReconstniCi 
tion  Finance  Corporation.  Both  Houses 
of  Congress,  br  majority  vote,  voted  in 
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favor  of  a  resolution  to  disapprove  the 
plan.  Yet,  because  neither  House  had  a 
constitutional  majority — the  vote  in  the 
House  being  200  to  198  and  in  the  Sen- 
ate 41  to  33 — we  have  a  result  whereby 
the  Congress  would  have  rejected  any 
other  proposal,  and  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress actually  disapproved  the  plan.  I 
think  such  a  provision  contravenes  the 
Constitution  in  every  respect. 

The  situation  t6  which  I  have  referred 
actually  occurred  under  the  present  act. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
appreciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  in  calling  my  attention 
to  that  circumstance. 

The  argument  which  a  great  many 
Senators  seem  to  have  in  mind  at  the 
present  time  is  this :  We  gave  this  power 
to  the  Democrats;  and  now  let  us  give  it 
to  the  Republicans. 

In  my  votes  in  the  Senate  I  shall  vote 
on  the  merits  of  various  proposals,  re- 
gardless of  whether  they  affect  the  Office 
of  President  or  any  other  office.  All 
along  I  have  thought  that  we  were  doing 
wrong.  I  thought  we  did  wrong  when  we 
gave  the  former  President  this  author- 
ity. I  voted  against  several  of  his  re- 
organization plans.  I  ask  the  question  at 
this  time.  Does  any  Senator  know  of  a 
single  reorganization  plan  which  saved 
one  red  cent?  If  so,  let  him  name  it. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, which  is  operated  at  a  deficit. 
One  of  the  reorganization  plans  pro- 
vided for  an  additional  office,  namely,  the 
Office  of  Deputy  Postmaster  General. 
That  plan  cost  money.  How  could  there 
be  created  the  new  Office  of  Deputy  Post- 
master General  without  an  increase  in 
the  appropriation?  I  call  upon  Senators 
who  are  members  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  to  tell  me  whether  or  not  the 
Post  Office  Department  decreased  its  ex- 
penditures because  of  reorganization. 

Who  recommended  the  reorganization 
plan  with  respect  to  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment? It  was  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment. Who  recommended  the  plan 
concerning  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture? It  was  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, not  the  President.  The  same 
situation  will  be  found  to  exist  all  along 
the  line. 

In  the  main,  reorganization  has  not 
accomplished  anything  in  the  past.  We 
have  seen  examples  of  what  I  have  re- 
ferred to.  The  House  and  Senate  have 
voted,  by  majority  vote — not  by  consti- 
tutional majority — not  to  allow  a  certain 
plan  to  go  into  effect.  Nevertheless,  it 
went  into  effect.  If  the  House  or  the 
Senate  believes  that  a  certain  reorgani- 
zation plan  is  wrong  and  should  not  be 
placed  in  effect,  is  it  wrong  for  the  House 
or  the  Senate,  by  majority  vote  of  those 
present,  to  vote  against  it?  Did  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  elect  a  President 
to  legislate,  or  did  they  elect  the  Con- 
gress to  legislate?  That  is  the  question 
which  confronts  us. 

When  we  find  that  we  have  made  a 
mistake,  should  we  not  undo  our  mistake 
the  next  time  the  subject  comes  before 
us  for  consideration?  That  is  the  ques- 
tion which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
Personally,  I  believe  that  a  simple  ma- 
jority of  the  House  or  Senate  should 
have  the  right  to  reject  any  reorganiza- 
tion plan. 


Upon  one  occasion  a  certain  bill  was 
before  our  committee.  It  was  felt  that 
It  shoifld  not  be  passed  because  it  would 
be  an  amendment  of  the  O'Mahoney  Act. 
The  bill  could  not  be  brought  up  for  con- 
sideration. Then  a  reorganization  plan 
was  submitted  to  accomplish  the  same 
objective.  We  voted  it  down.  As  I  re- 
member, the  House  passed  it.  but  when 
it  came  to  the  Senate  a  constitutional 
majority  voted  it  down. 

Is  it  wrong  to  allow  a  simple  majority 
of  the  House  or  Senate  to  disapprove  a 
reorganization  plan?  That  is  what  the 
pending  amendment  would  accomplish. 
When  we  disapprove  a  reorganization 
plan,  we  are  in  the  position  of  vetoing; 
but  we  cannot  do  it  by  a  majority  vote. 

The  pending  amendment  provides  for 
disapproval  of  a  reorganization  plan  by 
a  simple  majority  vote  of  either  House. 
I  think  we  are  certainly  protecting  the 
rights  of  the  people  when  we  allow  a 
simple  majority  the  right  to  act. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  are  facing  today  in  the  Senate 
an  issue  that  has  troubled  thinking 
Americans  for  many  years. 

It  is  obvious  that  changing  times  bring 
with  them  the  need  for  changing  Gov- 
ernment machinery.  A  system  that  is 
efficient  and  workable  one  day  may  be- 
come inefficient  and  unworkable  a  year 
or  a  few  decades  later. 

Congress  has  never  been  able  to  meet 
this  problem  adequat'^ly.  Fiom  time  to 
time,  we  have  tinkered  with  the  admin- 
istrative machinery.  But  basically,  we 
are  a  legislative  body,  and  the  problem 
Is  one  of  administration. 

Since  the  earliest  days  of  the  admin- 
istration of  the  late  FYanklin  D.  Roose- 
velt, we  have  been  delegating  the  power 
of  reorganization.  We  have  granted  to 
two  Democratic  Presidents,  subject  to 
certain  congressional  checks,  the  right 
to  reshuffle  the  executive  agencies. 

I  am  one  who  has  never  considered 
the  results  of  this  reorganization  to  be 
as  great  as  its  proponents  have  claimed 
they  would  be.  Only  too  often.  I  am 
afraid,  nothing  has  been  reorganized  ex- 
cept the  labels. 

I  hope  that  the  results  we  all  want  to 
accomplish  will  come  from  this  reorgani- 
zation. 

Nevertheless,  aside  from  the  basic 
questions  of  war  and  peace,  there  are  few 
goals  more  eagerly  sought  by  the  Ameri- 
can p>€ople  than  the  objectives  of  econ- 
omy and  efficiency. 

I  do  not  want  to  block  any  step  which 
might  lead  to  a  more  orderly  process  of 
governmrnt. 

There  is  a  vital  need  for  conservation 
of  our  resources — for  reducing  the  tre- 
mendous burdens  which  Goverrunent 
places  upon  our  people — for  keeping  our 
national  economy  solvent.  Even  though 
it  may  not  achieve  all  the  desired  results. 
Government  reorganization  is  a  step 
toward  those  ends. 

Democratic  Congresses  of  the  past 
have  voted  this  power  to  Democratic 
Presidents.  I  cannot  see  my  way  clear 
to  opposing  a  similar  grant  of  authority 
to  another  President,  regardless  of  his 
political  affiliations. 

We  are  confronted  with  a  proposal  to 
place  a  certain  limitation  upon  those 
powers.  The  suggestion  is  advanced  that 
the  Senate  should  have  the  right  to  an- 


nul the  Presidents  reorganization  plans 
by  a  simple  majority  which  could  mean 
by  25  Senate  votes.  Under  the  provisions 
of  past  measures,  we  have  made  that 
rightr— which  has  been  described  as  a 
veto — operative  only  upon  a  constitut- 
tional  majority— 49  Senate  votes. 

Those  who  argue  for  the  right  of 
veto  by  25  votes  contend  that  Cdngress 
should  retain  closer  checks  upon  the 
process.  Those  who  argue  for  the  49- 
vote  veto  argue  that  reorganization 
will  be  largely  ineffective  unless  there  are 
greater  checks  upon  Congress. 

Whatever  the  merits  of  these  argu- 
ments, there  are  certain  points  that  to 
me  are  inescapable. 

First.  The  President  believes  that  In 
order  to  carry  out  his  program  of  bring- 
ing efficiency  and  economy  to  the  Gov- 
ernment he  should  have  powers  equal  to 
those  voted  to  previous  Presidents. 

Second.  Regardless  of  the  difference 
between  a  25-  and  a  49-vote  veto.  Con- 
gress always  has  an  ultimate  check  upon 
abuse  of  the  reorganization  authority. 
It  can  repeal  the  act  itself  or  simply  per- 
mit it  to  expire  at  the  end  of  2  years  or 
if  the  proposed  reorganization  plan  is 
obviously  atrainst  the  public  interest  I 
hope  and  believe  at  least  49  Senators  will 
oppose  it. 

To  vote  lesser  authority  to  the  Presi- 
dent than  has  been  granted  to  previous 
Presidents  could  give  rise  to  an  unfor- 
tunate interpretation  in  the  country.  It 
could  mean  to  .some  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  lacks  confidence  in 
the  present  Chief  Executive. 

It  could  be  interpreted  by  some  people 
as  an  effort  to  hamstring  the  new  Presi- 
dent at  the  very  outset  of  his  adminis- 
tration. 

I  have  made  it  clear  that  I  am  skep- 
tical as  to  the  beneficial  results  that  will 
flow  from  this  reorganization.  But  I 
cannot  stand  upon  that  thought  alone 
as  a  basis  for  obstructing  the  President's 
program. 

We  have  voted  these  identical  powers 
to  past  Presidents.  The  achievements 
may  not  have  been  tremendous. 

I  believe  that  Congress  has  retained 
the  proper  safeguards  against  abuse  of 
power. 

Upon  that  understanding,  I  do  not 
believe  that  I  should  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  President's  program  and  that  be- 
lief will  be  reflected  in  my  vote.  I  am 
ready  to  vote  our  new  President  the  same 
grant  of  authority  which  we  have  given 
to  chief  executives  down  through  the 
years. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
has  made  the  argument,  which  I  have 
read  and  heard  elsewhere,  that  a  simple 
majority  of  a  quorum,  only  25  Senators, 
if  a  bare  quorum  were  present,  could  set 
aside  a  reorganization  plan.  It  might 
be  interesting  to  note,  from  the  opposite 
point  of  view,  that  it  would  be  possible 
for  a  reorganization  plan  under  attack 
to  be  sustained  by  one  single  vote  in  the 
entire  Senate.  Such  a  thing  could  hap- 
pen with  a  bare  quorum  present  if  the 
pending  amendment  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  major  premises 
laid  down  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
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from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  JoHivsToif]  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  has  argued 
that  changing  times  justify  our  taking  a 
different  course  of  action  in  carrying  out 
our  duties  In  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  changing  times  cannot 
justify  our  changing  the  legislative  sys- 
tem. I  wish  to  point  out.  as  one  who 
has  always  stood  for  the  principle  of 
majority  rule  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  that  I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake 
to  follow  a  course  of  action  which 
amounts  in  fact  and  in  effect  to  giving 
the  President  of  the  United  States  quasi- 
legislative  powers,  because  that  is  what 
we  would  do  by  the  proposed  legislation. 

There  are  those  of  us  who  have  fought 
this  procedure  in  the  past,  and  I  certain- 
ly do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  that  becau.se  we  gave  quasi-legis- 
lative power  to  President  Roosevelt  and 
to  Pre.sident  Truman  we  should  continue 
to  make  the  same  mistake.  I  say  that 
becau.se  if  we  follow  the  thesis  to  its 
logical  conclusion  we  get  ourselves  into 
the  position  where  we  will  never  correct 
our  mistakes. 

I  believe  we  have  an  opportunity  now 
to  correct  a  very  bad  mistake  which  Con- 
gress made  when  it  in  effect  delegated 
some  very  precious  legislative  powers  to 
the  executive  branch  of  Government. 
When  that  was  done  a  grave  mistake  was 
made.  Legislative  protections  belonging 
to  the  people  were  weakened. 

Our  legislative  system  does  not  belong 
to  us  as  Senators ;  it  belongs  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  The  difficulty  with 
legislative  procedural  issues  such  as  this 
is  that  they  appear  to  be  so  abstract  and 
theoretical  that  many  people  do  not  see 
their  very  direct  relationship  to  our 
precious  system  of  checks  and  balances. 
We  are  in  effect  attempting  to  delegate 
to  the  President  a  very  precious  right  of 
the  American  people,  namely,  that  the 
legislative  function  of  this  Government 
shall  vest  in  the  Congress.  We  increase 
the  danger  of  government  by  mere  men 
when  we  give  any  President  the  power 
provided  in  this  bill. 

The  Chief  Executive  is  not  In  any  way 
handicapped  if  the  legislative  function 
of  Congress  is  kept  inviolate.  He  can 
present  to  the  Congress  any  time  he 
wants  to  a  program  for  reorganization. 
If  it  is  a  sound  program  he  ought  to  be 
able  to  convince  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  that  it  is  a  sound  pro- 
gram. But  certainly,  Mr.  President,  we 
should  not  delegate  to  him  the  right  to 
go  ahead  and  do  whatever  he  wants  to  do 
subject  only  to  a  veto  by  a  constitutional 
majority  rule.  If  a  President  cannot  re- 
ceive approval  of  a  reorganization  plan 
by  a  majority  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
then  it  should  not  be  adopted. 

I  believe  we  ought  to  hold  inviolate  the 
legislative  process  of  Congress.  We 
ought  to  protect  the  majority  vote  rule 
in  Congress  because  it  is  basic  to  main- 
taining democratic  procedures.  We 
ought  to  make  clear  to  President  Eisen- 
hower, as  we  should  have  made  clear  to 
Presidents  in  the  past,  that  we  do  not 
intend  to  increase  executive  pwwer  over 
functions  which  are  basically  legislative 
in  nature. 

After  all,  the  reorganization  of  this 
Government  is  a  legislative  matter.    It 


Is  for  the  executive  to  administer  the 
legislative  powers  and  prerogatives  en- 
acted by  Congress.  It  is  not  for  the  ex- 
ecutive to  determine  those  executive 
prerogatives  and  powers  in  the  first  in- 
stance. In  essence  that  is  what  we  would 
be  doing  if  we  were  in  any  way  to  limit 
the  legislative  authority  of  the  Congress, 
This  bill  cannot  be  reconciled  with 
sound  constitutional  theory  in  respect  to 
the  separation  of  powers  and  in  respect 
to  our  checks  and  balances  theory. 

As  one  who  fears  the  potentiality  of 
a  threatening  Increase  of  executive 
power  in  our  country.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  amendment,  because  I  think  it  repre- 
sents a  much  needed  check  on  the  danger 
of  an  executive  exercising  arbitrary 
power. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
Intrigued  today  by  the  observations  of 
my  good  friend,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  with  re- 
spect to  the  alienation  of  the  legisla- 
tive powers  of  the  Congress. 

I  shall  detain  the  Senate  only  a  min- 
ute or  two  to  reminisce  about  one  of  the 
first  reorganization  committees  which 
was  set  up  at  the  other  end  of  the  Capi- 
tol, and  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to  be 
a  member.  There  was  a  very  ingenious 
Member  of  Congress  at  that  time,  from 
the  State  of  North  Carolina,  to  whom 
I  pay  tribute  because  I  think  he  was  one 
of  the  best  constitutional  lawyers  who 
ever  came  to  Congress,  and  certainly  he 
was  a  fine  lawyer  in  his  own  right.  He 
it  was,  I  believe,  who  hit  upon  the  idea 
of  utilizing  the  rule-making  power  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Senate  for  the 
purpose  of  setting  up  a  negative  ap- 
proach to  legislation  which  should  come 
to  us  in  the  form  of  a  reorganization 
plan.  I  know  of  no  other  precedent, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  whereby  a  reorgani- 
zation proposal  can  take  on  the  form  of 
law  and  can  become  effective  and  can 
embrace  and  involve  the  transfer  of 
funds,  the  abolition  of  functions,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing,  only  if  Congress  as- 
serts its  disapproval.  If  there  is  any 
other  approach  like  that  in  the  field  of 
legislation,  I  am  not  aware  of  it.  But 
It  was  set  up  in  the  first  instance  as  an 
exercise  of  the  rule-making  power  of 
Congress.  So  the  precedent  was  estab- 
lished at  that  time,  and  it  has  obtained 
from  that  day  to  this. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  there  has  been 
over-emphasis,  of  course,  on  the  question 
of  simple  majority  as  distinguished  from 
constitutional  majority,  for  while  I  was 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  I  had  opportunity 
to  examine  a  report  relating  to  the  mem- 
bership on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  when- 
ever a  petition  to  end  debate  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate — in  short,  to  invoke  clo- 
ture— was  filed.  I  bslieve  the  Record 
indicates  that  on  such  occasions  over  a 
period  as  long  as  15  years  an  average  of 
86  Senators  were  ready  and  available 
to  vote. 

A  simple  majority  of  that  number 
would  have  been  45.  and  a  constitutional 
majority  of  the  whole  nimiber  of  Sen- 
ators would  have  been  49.  However, 
when  we  make  allowance  for  the  attri- 
tions which  come  from  ill  health,  hospi- 
talization, and  so  forth,  we  find  that  the 
actual  difference  between  the  two,  when 
there  is  opportunity  to  alert  the  Senate 


that  a  reorganization  proposal  will  be 
on  the  floor  for  a  vote,  would  be  very 
small  indeed. 

So,  as  I  see  coming  from  different  sec- 
tions of  my  State  a  volume  of  mail  to 
the  effect  that  an  effort  was  made  to 
hamstring  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  it  seems  to  me  those  who  write 
such  letters  emphasize  out  of  true  pro- 
p>ortion  the  difference  between  a  simple 
majority  and  a  constitutional  majority. 

As  for  myself,  Mr.  President,  it  makes 
very  little  difference.  I  think  I  could 
support  either  one.  although  I  will  say 
that  I  do  share  some  of  the  misgivings 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] 
with  respect  to  the  alienation  from  Con- 
gress of  a  legislative  power. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  reasonable  and 
appropriate  thing  to  have  done  long  ago 
would  have  been  to  put  this  matter  on  an 
affirmative  basis,  so  that  Congress  would 
not  be  called  upon  to  disapprove,  by  the 
vote  of  one  House,  but.  on  the  contrary, 
would  be  called  upon  to  approve  affirma- 
tively by  majority  vote  any  proposal 
which  includes  within  itself  legislative 
authority,  for  that  is  what  it  amounts  to. 

For  the  life  of  me,  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  see  how  under  a  reorganization  act 
we  can  transpose  to  another  agency  in 
a  department  a  balance  which  accrues 
to  a  certain  function  in  that  govern- 
mental department,  and  still  escape  the 
exercise  of  a  legislative  power.  That  is 
clear  on  its  face.  So  perhaps  this  matter 
should  have  been  reconstituted  in  the 
first  place,  so  that  it  would  have  been  an 
affirmative  approach  to  a  legislative 
duty. 

Hbwever,  that  was  not  done.  In  the 
basic  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949,  that  negative  approach  was  car- 
ried out.  At  this  time,  at  this  la»  date,  I 
am  not  disposed  to  quarrel  with  this  ap- 
proach, because  the  damage,  if  any,  to 
the  whole  theory  of  a  legislative  author- 
ity in  a  constitutional  system  of  govern- 
ment has  already  been  done. 

I  agree  v/ith  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  that  we  are  going  to  pay 
testimony  to  a  violation  of  that  principle 
again  today.  It  is  not  a  very  happy  thing 
to  have  to  confess  in  public,  but  I  shall 
do  it. 

I  think  time  Is  of  the  essence  here: 
and  the  chances  are  that  before  we  could 
get  a  reorganization  bill  ironed  out.  so 
as  to  embrace  an  affirmative  approach, 
several  months  would  pass. 

I  am  not  unmindful  also  of  the  long 
period  of  time  during  which  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  languished  in  the  com- 
mittee of  conference.  As  I  recall,  it  was 
there  for  nearly  2  months. 

I  think  every  reasonable  person  agrees 
that  in  our  huge  and  sprawling  bureauc- 
racy the  time  to  reorganize  has  come. 
Time  cannot  be  lost  if  some  economies 
are  to  be  effected  and  if  the  basic  pur- 
poses of  reorganization — which  are  the 
improvement  of  the  efficiency  of  the  gov- 
ernmental machinery,  the  effectuation  of 
economy,  and  other  kindred  purposes — 
are  finally  to  be  consimunated. 

Consequently,  Mr.  President,  although 
I  do  a  disservice,  I  think,  to  myself  by 
going  along  with  the  kind  of  principle  to 
which  I  have  never  agreed.  I  shaU  agree 
to  do  so  today,  by  voting  for  the  propofsal 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  say 
only  a  few  words  about  the  pending 
amendment. 

As  one  who  once  had  the  honor  of 
serving  on  the  committee  which  was 
considering  the  type  of  legislation  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  extend,  let  me 
say  that  on  that  occasion  I  voted  that 
a  simple  majority  of  either  House  should 
be  able  to  set  aside  a  reorganization  plan. 
It  was  my  theory  that  reorganizations 
should  be  brought  about  by  teamwork 
between  the  Executive  and  Congress, 
and  that  Congress  was  giving  the  Execu- 
tive an  expeditious  way  of  obtaining 
reorganizations  upon  which  both  the 
Executive  and  the  Congress  could  agree. 

However,  when  we  go  beyond  the  pro- 
posal to  make  it  possible  for  a  simple 
majority  to  set  aside  a  reorganization 
plan,  we  are  then  making  it  possible  for 
an  Executive  to  make  a  law  which  the 
Congress  would  not  pass,  but  would  de- 
feat if  the  attempt  were  made. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  we  would  do  much  better  to  limit 
the  Executive  to  reorganization  plans 
which  can  meet  with  the  approval  of 
Congress,  and  give  the  Executive  merely 
an  expeditious  way  of  obtaining  reor- 
ganizations of  that  type. 

It  was  for  that  reason  that  I  sup- 
ported, when  it  was  submitted  4  years 
ago,  the  same  amendment  that  is  being 
offered  at  this  time.  I  support  the  same 
amendment  now. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note,  out  of  the 
experience  we  have  had  with  the  reor- 
ganization plans,  that  almost  half  of 
them  have  not  met  with  any  opposition 
whatsoever.  In  other  words,  almost  half 
the  reorganization  plans  which  have 
been  sent  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Repre^ntatives  did  not  encounter  ob- 
jection to  the  extent  that  any  Member 
of  Congress  would  offer  a  proposal  to 
set  them  aside.  Of  the  plans  proposed, 
only  eight  have  been  disapproved.  I 
do  not  lielleve  that  Senators  generally 
feel  that  we  made  a  mistake  In  reject- 
ing those  eight  reorganization  plans. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  4 
years  ago  the  administration  proposed 
that  in  order  to  set  aside  a  reorganiza- 
tion plan  both  Houses  of  Congress  would 
have  to  vote  aflflrmatively  to  reject  it. 
If  such  an  arrangement  had  been  made, 
experience  now  indicates  that  not  one 
reorganization  plan  would  have  been  re- 
jected. If  that  proposal  had  gone  into 
effect.  Congress  would  have  completely 
handcuffed  itself,  in  that  Congress  would 
have  made  it  virtually  impossible  for 
itself  to  set  aside  reorganization  plans. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  McClellanI,  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
mittee, in  opposing  the  granting  of  such 
additional  powers  to  the  President,  was 
correct.  Experience  has  proved  that  he 
was  correct. 

Furthermore,  it  is  Interesting  to  note 
that  there  have  been  two  reorganiza- 
tion plans  that  went  into  effect  although 
a  majority  of  Senators  voted  against 
them.  One  of  those  plans  involved  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  and  the  other 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation. 
In  either  case  it  was  the  right  of  the 
Presidmt — and  he  certainly  could  do  so 
any  ume  he  cared  to,  in  pursuance  of  the 
powers  which  existed  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act — simply  to  send  to  Con- 


gress a  different  plan,  one  which  did  not 
contain  the  objectionable  features. 

Under  the  bill,  as  the  McClellan 
amendment  proposes,  the  President 
could  send  us  hundreds  or  thousands 
of  reorganization  plans;  but  when  Con- 
gress finds  a  plan  to  be  unsound,  it  seems 
to  me  Congress  would  be  able  to  defeat 
the  plan,  just  as  Congress  could  have 
defeated  it  if  it  had  been  submitted 
in  the  form  of  a  proposed  law.  and  if 
it  had  been  found  that  the  proposed  law. 
when  introduced  as  a  bill,  did  not  meet 
with  the  approval  of  Congress. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me? 
I  should  like  to  inquire  whether  it  will 
be  possible  to  obtain  a  vote  on  this 
measure  before  4  o'clock?  I  have  to 
leave  before  then,  to  take  a  plane  at  4 
o'clock. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  speak  for  only 
a  few  minutes.  I  wish  to  explain  one 
matter. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Very  well.  I  was 
simply  hopeful  that  it  would  be  po.ssible 
for  the  vote  to  be  taken  soon,  for  I  have 
to  take  a  plane. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  take  only  4  or 
5  minutes  on  this  matter.  Mr.  Pre.sident. 

I  believe  one  matter  ha.s  been  over- 
looked in  this  discussion.  We  have  been 
referring  to  reorganization  plans  as  if 
they  were  ordinary  aflftrmative  legisla- 
tion initiated  within  Congress  itself.  Of 
course,  such  legislation  is  always  de- 
cided, and  should  be,  by  majority  vote. 
On  the  other  hand,  what  is  really  the 
situation  in  this  case  is  that  the  power 
to  reject  a  plan  which  is  .submitted  to 
Congress  by  the  President  is  really  the 
power  to  exercise  a  veto  over  a  proposal 
of  the  President.  It  seems  to  me,  in  that 
respect,  there  is  a  very  great  difference 
between  this  kind  of  procedure  in  the 
Senate  and  the  ordinary  procedure  that 
is  followed  in  connection  with  affirma- 
tive legislation  proposed  within  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  itself. 

I  again  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  want  to  uphold  the  hand  of 
the  new  President  in  every  way  possible 
in  his  efforts  to  bring  about  economy  in 
Government.  He  has  recommended 
that  that  be  done;  he  has  pledged  him- 
self to  do  it,  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  am  going  to  give  him  every  opportunity 
to  make  good  his  proposal  and  his 
pledge.  I  am  averse  to  placing  any  road- 
block in  his  way  that  would  be  more 
severe  than  that  which  was  imposed 
upon  the  previous  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  digress,  as  did  the  able 
senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
MuNDTl,  and  advert  for  a  moment  to  the 
subject  of  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States,  and  to  urge  him  and  other 
distinguished  Senators  to  join  me  in  sup- 
port of  my  bill.  S.  200.  which  recognizes 
the  Communist  Party  as  the  evil,  sub- 
versive organization  that  it  is,  and  pro- 
poses that  the  Communist  Party  be  out- 
lawed. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  to  the  pendinfr 
question.  I  sympathize  with  the  point 
of  view  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellanI  re- 
garding the  pending  bill,  a  point  of  view 
which  I  myself  at  first  supported  in 


committee;  but,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  action  was  interpreted  as  a  move  to 
restrict  the  powers  of  President  Eisen- 
hower to  reorganize  the  Government,  I 
urge  that  the  Senate  support  the  com- 
mittee in  its  last  action  and  give  the 
same  authority  to  our  present  Chief  Ex- 
ecutive. President  Eisenhower,  as  was 
given  to  former  President  Truman.  I 
urge  the  Senate  to  reject  the  amend- 
ment, and  to  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  there  has 
been  a  tendency  during  the  discussion  of 
the  pendmg  bill  in  referring  to  the 
President  as  the  head  of  the  executive 
branch,  apparently,  to  express  the  idea 
that  the  F*resident  has  some  particular 
power  in  connection  with  reorganizing 
the  Government,  or  that  there  was  some- 
thing inherent  in  his  office  as  President 
which  endowed  him  with  some  extra 
authority  as  the  reorganizing  agent  of 
the  Congress.  If  I  may.  simply  for  the 
purposes  of  the  record.  I  desire  to  re- 
call the  explanation  I  remember  having 
heard  a  great  many  years  ago  when  the 
first  reorganization  act  was  debated, 
namely,  that  it  was  not  proposed  that 
the  President  act  as  the  President,  and 
It  was  not  proposed  that  the  President 
is.sue  Elxecutivc  orders,  but  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  President  function  as  the 
agent  of  the  Congress.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  correctly,  the  first  reorgani- 
zation act  was  passed  when  the  present 
Chief  Justice,  Mr.  Vinson,  was  a  Member 
of  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives,  and  I 
recall  a  discussion  which  was  partici- 
pated in  by  him.  by  an  eminent  Repre- 
sentative from  Georgia,  Mr  Cox,  recent- 
ly deceased,  and  by  Mr.  John  O'Connor, 
then  a  Member  of  Congress  from  the 
State  of  New  York.  The  discussion 
turned  upon  whether  the  Congress  could 
delegate  legislative  power.  It  was 
brought  out  that  in  a  rather  famous 
case— the  Kan.sas  City  Stockyards  Case, 
or  some  such  ca.se.  if  my  memory  serves 
me  correctly— It  had  been  held  that 
Congress  could  not  delegate  legislative 
power,  but  the  theory  of  the  reorganiza- 
tion act  was  that  the  Congress  could 
create  a  commi.ssioner,  or  could  create 
an  agent  of  the  Congre.ss,  and  could  say 
to  him,  "Make  certain  examinations, 
conduct  investigations,  and  here  are 
some  standards  to  guide  you.  If  you 
find  by  these  standards  that  you  can 
promote  the  better  execution  of  the 
laws  and  can  bring  about  greater  effi- 
ciency and  economy,  then  you  can  make 
a  finding,  and  it  will  become  effective, 
in  the  absence  of  adverse  action  or  di- 
rect legislation  to  the  contrary  by  the 
Congress  •  The  action  of  the  agent 
would  then  become  effective,  because 
the  person  designated  had  acted  as  the 
agent  of  the  Congress.  That  distinc- 
tion was  made,  as  I  recall,  by  the  pres- 
ent Chief  Justice,  in  his  discussion  of 
the  question  at  that  time. 

I  mention  that  incident  at  this  time 
becau.se  in  certain  legislation  which 
has  been  proposed  and  which  probably 
will  be  considered  in  due  course  by  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  question  may  become  important  as 
to  whether  the  Congress  can  say  to  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District- of  Co- 
lumbia or  to  an  elected  council  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  "You  may  act  as 
an  agent  of  the  Congress  and  make  find- 
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Ings.  and  If  you  make  findings  within 
the  standards  set  up  by  the  basic  legis- 
lative act,  then  they  can  have  the  force 
and  effect  of  law,  in  the  absence  of  veto 
action  by  the  Congress  Itself."  I  do  not 
care  now  to  develop  the  subject  particu- 
larly, but  it  seems  to  me  the  discussion 
to  which  I  have  referred  should  be  noted 
as  a  matter  of  historical  record,  because 
I  think  the  concept  set  forth  is  essen- 
tial to  an  understanding  of  the  validity 
of  the  transfer  of  duties  from  one 
agency  to  another,  and  the  repeal,  in 
effect,  of  existing  law.  with  the  creation 
of  new  law. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  friend  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  that  theory  were 
.spelled  out  to  its  logical  conclusion,  I 
would  say  that  if  the  Congress  can  make 
the  President  an  agent  for  one  legisla- 
tive purpose,  the  Congress  can  certainly 
make  the  President  an  agent  for  any 
legislative  purpose.  That  would  neces- 
.sarily  involve  such  a  thing  as  a  declara- 
tion of  war.  So,  if  the  concept  were 
earned  to  its  logical  conclusion  the  Con- 
gress could  then  delegate  to  the  President 
the  power  to  make  a  finding  and  to  de- 
clare war,  instead  of  the  Congress  doing 
It.  To  that  theory  I  certainly  would  not 
subscribe. 

Mr  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  theory 
as  expounded  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  the  original  Reorganization  Act  was 
that  the  creation  of  the  agent  of  the 
Congress  had  to  be  circumscribed  by  cer- 
tain limitations.  The  President,  or  the 
agent  of  Congress,  could  not  make  a  dec- 
laration of  war  unless  he  complied  with 
certain  standards,  and  the  findings 
would  have  to  square  with  those  stand- 
ards. Whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
pet  the  court  to  determine  whether  the 
standards  were  complied  with  I  do  not 
know  I  merely  thought  it  well  to  men- 
tion the  discussion  which  took  place  in 
the  consideration  of  the  original  Reor- 
ganization Act  many  years  ago. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  take  but  half  a  minute  to  file  a  re- 
Rpt>clful  dissent  to  the  doctrine  just 
enunciated  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  (Mr.  Case],  that  legislation  can 
be  pa.ssed  through  some  doctrine  of 
agency.  I  have  now  heard  about  every- 
thing, it  seems  to  me.  in  the  field  of 
legi.slation  when  I  heard  that  novel  argu- 
ment. When  I  hear  that  Congress  can 
delegate  its  legislative  function,  I  reply 
that  in  my  opinion  the  Constitution 
abhors  such  a  doctrine.  The  Constitu- 
tion places  the  legislative  function  in  the 
Members  of  the  Congress,  not  in  any  of 
their  agents.  Mr.  President,  In  suggest- 
ing this  doctrine.  Senators  are  con- 
fronted with  something  that  is  ominous 
from  the  standpoint  of  legislative  theory. 
About  all  that  should  be  necessary  would 
be  to  state  the  premise  that  the  legisla- 
tive functions  of  the  Congress  cannot  be 
delegated  because  that  is  the  premise  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
There  cannot  be  found  in  the  Constitu- 
tion a  syllable  which  empowers  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  legislate  by 
agency. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  in  the 
xcix 58 


nature  of  a  substitute  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc- 
ClellanI . 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  this  is  a  quorum  call  or  a  vote 
on  the  McClellan  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  a 
quorum  call.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered  on  the  question. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Anderson 

Hayden 

McClellHn 

B»rrett 

Hendrlclcson 

Mlllikln 

Bean 

Hennlngs 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hill 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bush 

Holland 

Pastore 

Butler.  Md. 

Humphrey 

Payne 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hum 

Potter 

Byrd 

Ives 

Purtell 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Russell 

Caae 

Johnson,  Colo. 

SaltonsUll 

Cliavez 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Smith.  Maine 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Daniel 

Kerr 

Smith,  N  C. 

Dlrk.sen 

KUgore 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Stcnnls 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Eastland 

Langer 

TaXt 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Thye 

Pr#ar 

Long 

Tobey 

Ful  bright 

Magnuson 

Watklna 

George 

Malone 

WUey 

Gillette 

Mansfleld 

Williams 

Gold  water 

Mavbank 

Young 

Griswold 

McCarthy 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  vote  now 
comes,  does  it  not,  on  the  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  proposed 
by    the    Senator    from   Arkansas    IMr. 

McCLELLAN  ]  ? 

The  VTCE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
Is  correct.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  reject  the  amend- 
ment and  pass  the  bill  as  it  was  reported 
from  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amend- 
ment may  be  again  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  again  state  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  the  following: 

That  Eubsectlon  (b)  of  section  5  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  l£  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 


"(b)  No  provision  contained  In  a  reorganl- 
eation  plan  shall  take  effect  unless  the  plan 
Is  transmitted  to  the  Congress  before  April  1, 
1955." 

6ec.  2.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  ruch 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 
pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of  this  section, 
the  provision  of  the  reorganization  plan  shall 
take  effect  upon  the  expiration  of  the  first 
period  of  60  calendar  days,  of  continuous 
session  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date 
on  which  the  plan  is  transmitted  to  It; 
but  only  if,  between  the  date  oft<ransmlttal 
and  the  expiration  of  such  60-day  period, 
there  has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the 
two  Houses  a  resolution  stating  In  substance 
that  that  House  does  not  favor  the  reorgani- 
zation plan." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  On  this  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr.  Aike"1 
is  absent  because  of  illness.  If  present 
and  voting  he  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senators  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart  and  Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mtindt] 
are  absent  on  official  business.  If  pres- 
ent and  voting  the  Senators  from  In- 
diana and  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota would  each  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Duff],  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Martin] 
are  necessarily  absent.  If  present  and 
voting  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  and 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  would  each 
vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hick- 
enlooperJ  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wel- 
KER]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellen- 
DEB],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  and  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  are  ab- 
sent on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  is  absent  because  of  illness  in  his 
family. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely],  and  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  would  vote 
"nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  16, 
nays  64,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 18 

Cordon  Johnston,  S.  C.  Morse 

Eastland  Kllgore  Russell 

Fulbrlght  Long  Smith.  N.  C. 

Gillette  Maybank  Stennis 

Hill  McCarthy 

Johnson,  Colo.   McClellan 

NAYS— 64 

Anderson  Bricker  Byrd 

Barrett  Bush  Carlson 

Beall  BuUer.  Md.  Case 

Bennett  Butler,  Nebr.  dUkVea 
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Clementa 

Ivea 

Potter 

Cooper 

Jackaon 

PurteU 

Daniel 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Saltonstall 

Dirksen 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Kennedy 

Smathers 

Dworsbak 

Kerr 

Smith.  Maine 

PerguBon 

Knowland 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Frear 

Kuchel 

Sparkman 

George 

Langer 

Symington 

Goldwater 

I^ehman 

Taft 

Griswold 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Bayden 

Malone 

Tobey 

Hendiickson 

Mansfield 

Watklna 

Hennlngs 

MlUiktn 

Wiley 

Hoey 

Monroney 

WtUlama 

Holland 

Murray 

Young 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Hiuit 

Payne 

NOT  VOTING— 16 

Aiken 

Gore 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Green 

Neely 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

Robertson 

Duff 

Jenner 

Welker 

EUender 

Martin 

Flanders 

McCarran 

So  Mr.  McClellan's  amendment.  In 
the  nature  of  a  substitute,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
understand  that  there  is  to  be  no  record 
vote  on  the  final  action  with  respect  to 
the  reorganization  bill.  However,  since 
the  McClellan  amendment  has  been  re- 
jected, if  there  were  to  be  ayea-and-nay 
vote  on  the  bill.  I  would  vote  "yea." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  amendment.  If  there  is  no 
amendment  to  be  offered,  the  question 
is  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  iH.  R.  1979)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


COMMENTS  ON  PRESIDENT  EISEN- 
HOWER'S MESSAGE  ON  THE 
STATE  OP  THE  UNION 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  comment  very  briefly  on  one 
part  of  President  Eisenhower's  message 
on  the  state  of  the  Union.  As  I  reflect 
on  his  address,  particularly  on  the  much 
publicized  decision  to  unleash  the  forces 
of  Chiang  Kai-shek  for  raids  upon  the 
mainland  of  China,  grave  questions 
arise  in  my  mind,  questions  which  I  be- 
lieve should  be  aired  publicly  and  asked 
©f  the  President  and  his  Cabinet  ofBcers, 
because  we  are  here  dealing  with  the 
threat  or  possibility  of  enlarging  the 
war.  perhaps  exploding  it  into  a  global 
war. 

The  flrst  question  which  arises  in  my 
mind  is  as  to  how  much  of  a  policy  is 
contained  in  the  statement  by  the  Presi- 
dent. 

Frankly.  Mr.  President,  I  had  looked 
forward  to  the  President's  state  of  the 
Union  message  with  great  anticipation. 
When  he  went  to  Korea  to  survey  the 
situation.  I  shared  the  hopes  of  millions 
of  Americans  that  with  his  military  ex- 
perience, he  would  find  a  new  solution 
to  hasten  the  end  of  the  flghting.  My 
hopes  were  enhanced  by  persistent  re- 
ports in  the  press  that  General  Eisen- 
hower and  his  Cabinet,  on  their  cruise 
back  to  the  United  States,  were  formu- 
lating a  new  plan  for  Korea.  I  had 
expected  to  hear  the  President  outline 
this  new  plan  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message — since  nothing  could  be  more 
important  to  the  state  of  the  Union 
than  ending  the  Korean  war. 

I  canijot  help  saying,  Mr.  President, 
that  na  hopes  were  dampened  when  I 
leained  that  the  sum  total  of  this  new 


plan  for  Korea  amounted  to  permitting 
the  Chinese  Nationalist  forces  to  op- 
erate from  Formosa  in  making  raids  on 
the  Chinese  mainland. 

My  understanding.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  the  Nationalists  have  already  been 
making  raids.  While  Mr.  Truman's 
original  order  in  June  1950  neutralized 
the  Nationalist  forces  on  Formosa  itself, 
it  did  not  seek  to  prevent,  nor  has  it 
prevented,  pin-prick  raids  by  Chiangs 
forces  from  the  Pescadores  Islands  and 
the  island  of  Quemoy,  much  closer  to 
the  mainland  than  Formosa.  There  have 
been  numerous  reports  on  this  in  the 
press. 

Furthermore.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  our  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
who  was  quoted  in  the  New  York  Times 
of  yesterday  as  saying  that  there  had 
been  raids  made  from  Formo.sa  itself, 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Navy  and 
without  any  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
Navy  to  prevent  such  raids  from  being 
made.  Clearly,  Mr.  President,  there  is  a 
vast  difference  between  hit-and-run 
raids  made  by  small  forces  from  islands 
close  to  the  mainland,  and  large  scale 
attacks  across  90  miles  of  open  water. 
The  flrst  can  be  accomplished  speedily, 
secretly  and  with  a  small,  mobile  naval 
force.  The  second  can  only  be  a  major 
operation,  requiring  substantial  naval 
and  air  protection,  since  they  are  ea.sily 
detectable  during  the  90-miIe  crossing. 

But  graver  questions  also  arise  from 
the  President's  new  Formosan  policy. 

First:  how  much  beyond  the  present 
pin-prick  raids  is  Chiang  capable  of 
mounting  at  the  moment — without 
American  arms  and  men? 

The  answer  seems  to  be:  zero. 

That  answer  comes  from  none  other 
than  Dr.  T.  F.  Tsiang,  Nationalist  Chi- 
nese delegate  to  the  United  Nations.  He 
told  reporters  in  New  York  last  Saturday 
that  Chiang's  forces  alone  would  be  able 
to  operate  for  the  present  only  on  a 
rather  small  scale — as  they  have  been 
operating — and  that  large  scale  opera- 
tions against  the  mainland  could  not  be 
forthcoming  for  a  year  or  two. 

The  second  question  is:  how  much  mil- 
itary aid,  if  any,  does  the  President  pro- 
pose to  give  Chiang  Kai-shek  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  do  more  than  pin-prick 
the  Chinese  mainland? 

Is  this  military  aid  to  be  diverted  from 
other  areas  of  the  world — such  as  Indo- 
china or  E^irope  or  even  Korea?  Is 
this  administration  going  to  increase  the 
amounts  for  mutual  aid  requested  in  the 
1954  budget?    If  so,  by  how  much? 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  there  the  slightest 
question  or  doubt  in  the  Senators  mind 
that  equal  amounts  of  money  oi  equal 
amounts  of  equipment  in  t^ie  hands  of 
South  Korearis  would  be  just  as  effec- 
tive, if  not  more  so,  in  assisting  our 
position  there  than  in  any  other  han  ^s 
the  Senator  can  think  of,  including  those 
of  the  Chinese  Nationalists  on  For- 
mosa? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Certainly  we  know 
that  we  are  much  further  along  in  build- 
ing up  the  South  Korean  forces  than 
we  are  in  rebuilding  the  Nationalist 
forces  on  the  Island  of  Formosa. 


Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  furthT  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  reasonable  to  be- 
lieve that  the  South  Koreans,  who  are 
already  operating  in  the  area  of  combat, 
are  therefore  assisting  us  In  a  position 
held  there  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  It 
much  more  to  our  advantage  to  aid  them 
rather  than  to  take  from  them  in  order 
to  help  others  who  are  not  now  on  the 
mainland  to  get  there? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  certainly  would 
not  be  in  favor  of  taking  aid  from  the 
South  Koreans.  I  wish  to  be  clearly 
understood.  I  have  supported  the  aid 
program  for  Formosa,  and  I  think  we 
are  doing  a  flne  job  there.  I  was  over 
there  in  December,  and  I  saw  some  of  the 
work  that  was  being  done.  But  If  we 
are  going  to  enable  the  Chinese  Nation- 
alists to  make  lar^e-scale  mainland  at- 
tacks, we  mu.st  take  some  armament  and 
equipment  from  someone  in  order  to  give 
them  the  extra  equipment  they  need.  I 
pose  that  as  one  of  the  questions.  Are 
we  going  to  take  it  from  Korea,  from 
Indochina,  or  from  Europe?  I  do  not 
know  what  the  answer  is.  I  "believe  that 
is  a  question  which  ought  to  be  answered 
if  the  American  people  are  to  know  what 
our  program  is  to  be — what  the  new, 
bold,  positive  foreign  policy  is  to  be.  I 
am  simply  trying  to  pose  some  question 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  answered. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  wonder  if  the  Sen- 
ator, who  has  been  referring  to  the  so- 
called  pin-prick  operations,  noted  that 
yesterday  General  Wedemeyer,  In  com- 
menting on  this  same  pin-prick  step, 
praised  President  Eisenhower's  state- 
ment and  at  the  same  time  said  that 
he  hoped  and  expected  that  it  would  be 
followed  immediately  by  certain  steps, 
namely: 

Chinese  Nationalist  raids  against  Com« 
munist  China. 

United  Nations  bombing  of  the  Chinese 
mainland. 

Economic  and  naval  blockade  of  the 
mainland. 

Eventual  invasion  of  the  mainland. 

Removal  of  United  Nations  restrictions 
on  bombing  the  Yalu  River  bridges  In 
Korea  and  as.sembly  points  in  Manchuria. 

Adoption  by  the  United  Nations  of  a 
policy  of  doing  everything  possible  to 
preclude  the  con.solidation  of  Communist 
aggre.ssive  gains  everywhere,  without 
committing  large  American  or  other 
ground  forces  to  the  continent  of  Asia. 

United  States  technical  aid  and  equip- 
ment not  only  for  the  Chinese  National- 
ists, but  also  for  the  Japanese,  Filipinos, 
Malayans,  Burmese,  Indochina,  and 
other  Asians  who  desire  to  defend  their 
countries  against  Communist  aggression. 

Decision  by  the  United  States  to  go  It 
alone  if  its  allies  and  the  United  Na- 
tions fail  to  support  such  a  program. 

Using  the  program  as  outlined  by  Gen- 
eral Wedemeyer.  I  ask  the  Senator.  If 
that  program  were  followed  up,  whether 
he  would  still  designate  It  as  a  pin- 
prick effort? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Not  only  would  I 
not  designate  it  as  a  pin-prick  effort, 
but  furthermore,  I  would  be  willing  to 
hazard  the  prediction  that  by  no  means 
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could  that  kind  of  program  be  put  into 
effect  within  the  budget  which  has  al- 
ready been  submitted  to  the  Congress. 
I  think  the  American  people  are  entitled 
to  know  what  the  program  Is  to  be. 

Let  me  say  In  all  fairness  that  I  do 
not  believe  that  either  I*resident  Eisen- 
hower or  his  administration  has  ever 
contemplated  the  kind  of  program  sug- 
gested. I  have  no  right  to  make  this 
statement  l)ecau.se  I  have  no  way  of 
knowing,  but  I  cannot  believe  that  they 
are  planning  such  a  program.  However, 
that  points  up  something  which  I  wish 
to  bring  out.  and  that  is  danger  of  the 
implications  of  the  mere  statement  that 
we  are  going  to  turn  the  Chinese  Na- 
tionalists loose.  It  starts  people  think- 
ing in  that  direction.  It  causes  them 
to  think  that  we  have  a  plan  to  do  such 
things;  and  when  we  begin  doing  such 
things  as  are  outlined  we  know  what 
the  ultimate  step  is  almost  certain  to 
be.  It  is  tx)und  to  be  war.  and  I  be- 
lieve the  American  people  ought  to 
know  what  it  is  we  are  planning  to  do. 
and  whether  or  not  these  are  steps  which 
may  lead  to  world  war  HI. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  When  the  Senator  says 
that  the  ultimate  outcome  of  such  steps 
is  bound  to  be  war,  does  he  mean  all-out 
world  war  III? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  certainly  do. 
Not  only  that,  but  a  very  significant 
part  of  the  program  outlined  Is  cutting 
loose  from  the  United  Nations  and  go- 
ing it  alone.  That  was  one  of  the 
latter  steps  which  General  Wedemeyer 
suggested,  unless  the  other  nations 
agreed  to  go  along  and  do  what  Is 
outlined. 

Mr.  KERR.  If  we  either  permitted 
ourselves  to  get  Into  the  position  of 
going  it  alone,  or  brought  It  upon  our- 
selves, who  would  suffer  the  most  from 
such  an  act,  and  who  would  profit  the 
most? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  consequences 
of  going  it  alone,  to  my  way  of  think- 
ing, are  so  terrible  that  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  can  speculate  on  anyone  wanting 
to  do  it.    Of  course  we  would  be  Isolated. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  the  Senator  not 
think  that  the  United  States  would 
suffer  most? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  KERR.  And  that  the  Soviet 
Union  would  profit  most? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Certainly  that  Is 
what  the  Soviet  Union  Is  trying  to  do — 
break  the  allies  apart.  Let  me  say  in  all 
fairness  that  President  Eisenhower  made 
a  very  fine  statement  in  his  message  with 
reference  to  the  United  Nations,  and  I 
do  not  want  to  leave  the  Implication 
that  he  is  advocating  going  it  alone.  He 
.■^howed  in  his  message  that  he  was  not 
thinking  of  it.  However,  the  implica- 
tions of  this  bold,  positive  program  which 
was  stated  with  practically  no  clarifying 
statement  makes  people  now  think  along 
the  lines  read  from  the  newspaper  arti- 
cle by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa. 


Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  While  I  agree  per- 
sonally with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Alabama  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  no  intention  of  taking 
those  additional  steps,  does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  the  mere  fact  that 
a  man  like  General  Wedemeyer  has 
made  such  a  statement  means  that  the 
statement  will  be  carried  in  every  news- 
paper in  every  country  throughout  the 
world  this  side  of  and  behind  the  iron 
curtain? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  danger  of  mak- 
ing the  deduction  that  such  a  program  is 
in  the  making  will  face  us  and  stare  us 
In  the  face. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  think  there 
can  be  any  question  about  the  truth  of 
the  Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
If  we  should  carry  out  such  a  plan,  does 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  have  any  idea 
of  what  England,  France,  West  Germany, 
and  Italy  might  do? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  No;  but  I  believe 
the  inevitable  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
drive  them  away  from  us.  We  have  suc- 
ceeded pretty  well  in  the  past  several 
years  in  drawing  the  nations  of  the  world 
to  our  side.  We  have  done  a  very  effec- 
tive job  In  hning  up  the  free  nations  of 
the  world,  and  undoubtedly  that  kind  of 
program  would  not  be  supported  by  those 
nations. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  would  drive  them  away.  In  other 
words. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  would  eventuate 
In  our  going  it  alone,  as  the  article  states 
toward  the  end. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I 'yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  know  whether  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  before  taking  this 
positive  step,  consulted  with  our  friends 
and  allies  abroad,  particularly  England 
and  France? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  will  say  a  word 
about  it  during  the  course  of  the  delivery 
of  my  prepared  remarks. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  President  has 
stated  with  a  degree  of  positlveness, 
which  I  applaud,  that  he  will  pursue  a  bi- 
partisan policy.  I  applaud  that  state- 
ment, because  I  think  that  if  we  are  to 
survive  and  If  we  are  to  be  successful  In 
repelling  the  Soviets  a  bipartisan  jpolicy 
is  absolutely  necessary. 

I  should  hke  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  whether  this  act  was  taken 
after  consultation  with  the  leaders  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  either  through  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  or  other- 
wise, so  that  they  could  discuss  It  and 
consider  It  and  offer  their  advice. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  I  under- 
stand there  was  no  consultation  ahead 


of  time.  There  was  preparation  for  the 
announcement.  They  were  warned  or 
cautioned  or  advised  that  the  armounce- 
ment  was  going  to  be  made. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  was  no  con- 
sultation. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  There  was  no  con- 
sultation So  far  as  developing  a  p>olicy 
was  concerned. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  establish. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  understood  the 
Senator  to  say  that  he  was  in  Formosa 
recently. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct.  I 
was  there  in  December  of  last  year. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Was  the  Senator 
aware — I  was  not  aware — that  the  prin- 
cipal function  of  our  Seventh  Fleet  was 
to  protect  Red  China  from  Invasion  by 
Natlonahst  Chinese  troops  stationed  on 
Formosa?  Was  that  his  Impression 
when  he  was  In  Formosa?  Was  It  his 
impression  that  the  Seventh  Fleet's 
main  function  was  to  protect  Red  China 
from  Nationalist  Chinese  attacks? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Oh.  no;  and  I  be- 
lieve a  reading  of  the  original  order 
would  show  that  that  was  not  the  pri- 
mary function  of  the  Seventh  Fleet.  I 
believe  that  the  Chinese  Nationalists  on 
Formosa  will  themselves  admit  in  so 
many  words  that  they  have  valued  very 
highly  the  protection  which  they  have 
received  from  the  Seventh  Fleet. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  talking 
about  the  protection  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor refers.  I  am  referring  to  the  pro- 
tection of  Red  China  from  the  Chinese 
Nationalists. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  The  primary 
function  of  the  Seventh  neet  was  to  pro- 
tect the  Nationalist  Chinese  on  Formosa. 
It  was  to  protect  Formosa  from  the 
Communists  on  the  mainland. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  I  understood 
the  President  correctly  the  other  day, 
the  whole  Implication  of  his  statement 
is  that  he  Is  taking  away  protection 
from  Red  China.  He  did  not  refer  to 
the  protection  of  Formosa.  The  whole 
point  was  the  removal  of  protection  from 
Red  China  which  the  fleet  had  been  giv- 
ing.   Is  that  not  what  he  said? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  was  con- 
tained in  his  message,  and  I  thought  it 
was  an  unfortunate  statement. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Was  ll  a  true 
statement? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  think  it 
complies  with  the  intent  of  the  order 
directing  the  fleet  into  the  Formosa 
Straits. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  the  removal  of 
protection  from  Red  China  is  of  no  great 
consequence,  as  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor to  say,  then  does  the  President's  state- 
ment constitute  any  real  change  in  the 
existing  policy  at  all? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  No;  and  I  may  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas that  doing  what  has  been  done  was 
inevitable.  In  other  words,  the  fleet  was 
assigned  there  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting Formosa  at  a  time  when  the 
Nationalist  Chinese  on  Formosa  were 
helpless. 
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I  was  there  a  year  earlier.  I  was  there 
a  year  ago  in  December,  and  I  went  into 
the  field  with  General  Chase  and  other 
American  officers,  and  I  saw  what  they 
were  doing. 

There  were  400.000  or  500.000  Chinese 
Nationalists  there,  and  they  were  in  some 
kind  of  army.  However,  when  we  sent 
our  large  military  mission  there  under 
the  leadership  of  a  very  able  and  dis- 
tinguished officer.  General  Chase,  did  he 
accept  that  as  an  army  ready  to  take 
the  field?  Of  course  not.  General  Mac- 
Arthur  advised  our  committee  in  the 
MacArthur  hearings  that  they  were  not 
ready  to  take  the  field.  General  Chase 
first  of  all  found  many  thousands  of 
senior  officers  who  had  to  be  weeded  out 
and  replaced  by  young  officers  who  had 
to  be  trained.  Then  he  started  rebuild- 
ing that  force  right  up  from  the  indi- 
vidual soldier,  unit  by  unit,  through  the 
squad,  platoon,  company,  battalion,  regi- 
ment, to  the  division.  When  I  was  there 
a  year  ago  last  December  he  was  train- 
ing that  force  at  the  battalion  level.  The 
soldiers  were  fine  looking  physical  speci- 
mens. At  the  battalion  level  they  had 
excellent  training. 

Last  December  when  I  was  there  he 
told  me  he  had  several  divisions  which 
he  had  completed  building  and  stream- 
lining and  staffing  with  young  officers. 
They  are  ready  to  do  something  and  to 
advance  themselves.  Therefore  there 
Is  a  certain  amount  of  relaxation  of  the 
urgency  of  the  Seventh  Fleets  defending 
them.  Therefore  I  say  the  other  fea- 
ture was  almost  inevitable  in  coming 
about. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield  further. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  will  agree  with  me.  I  am  sure. 
that  in  the  way  the  statement  of  the 
President  was  phrased  it  was  designed 
to  leave  the  Implication  that  our  policy 
up  to  now  had  been  motivated  primarily 
by  a  desire  to  protect  Red  China  from 
Invasion  from  Formosa.  If  that  is  a 
correct  analysis  of  the  siieech,  does  the 
Senator  think  that  is  designed  to  en- 
hance bipartisan  cooperation  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  in  the  development  of  a 
policy  In  this  field? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  want  to 
use  the  term  "motivated"  or  to  say  that 
the  motive  was  to  do  that,  but  I  do  want 
to  say  that  the  Inevitable  result  was  to 
do  that.  With  the  statement  worded  as 
It  was,  *lt  was  inevitable  that  people 
throughout  the  United  States  would  re- 
ceive the  impression  that  our  Seventh 
Fleet  had  been  there  for  the  purpose  of 
defending  the  Red  Chinese,  when  as  a 
matter  of  fact  we  know,  and  the  Chinese 
Nationalists  on  Formosa  will  admit,  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  has  been  a  wonderful 
source  of  defensive  strength  in  protect- 
ing the  Chinese  Nationalists  on  Formosa 
while  they  were  building  a  force  capable 
of  defending  Formosa. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  If 
♦he  Senator  from  Alabama  will  permit 
me  to  make  a  further  observation,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  against  the  back- 
ground of  the  accusations  that  our  policy 
has  been  dominated  by  pro-Communists, 
such  a  statement  certainly  was  unfor- 
tunate, was  it  not? 


Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  certainly  think  it 
was.  particularly  when  it  is  coupled  with 
a  very  fine  plea  in  behalf  of  a  bipartir an 
foreign  policy.  In  that  connection  I  call 
attention  to  the  words  "developing  and 
directing,"  with  particular  emphasis  on 
the  developing  of  a  bipartisan  foreign 
policy. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  when 
President  Truman  i.ssued  the  order  which 
placed  the  Seventh  Fleet  between  the 
coast  of  China  and  Formcsa,  at  that 
time  the  Chine.se  Reds  had  not  attacked 
the  United  States  forces  in  Korea? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  correct. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Very  well.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  after  the  Chinese  Communists 
attacked  our  forces  in  Korea  the  effect  of 
the  operation  of  the  Seventh  Fleet  was 
to  protect  the  1.500-mile  railroad  which 
supplies  the  Communist  forces  in  Indo- 
china and  also  supplies  the  Chinese  Com- 
munist forces  in  Korea  with  materiel? 
In  other  words,  the  fleet  remained  there 
so  that  no  one  could  cut  that  railroad 
and  no  one  could  attack  the  coast 
of  China. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
chairmaji  of  the  committee  that,  of 
course,  I  realize  some  persons  do  make 
that  argument.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  who  he  thinks  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  cut  that  line  or  to  bomb  it.  Cer- 
tainly the  Chinese  Nationalists  were  not. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  not  so  sure  about 
that. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  believe  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  would  sug- 
gest that  United  States  planes  should 
have  done  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.    No. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Then  no  one  Is  left 
but  the  Chinese  Nationalists,  and  they 
did  not  have  the  planes  or  equipment  or 
men  or  materiel  with  which  to  do  the  job. 
So  the  Seventh  Fleet  was  really  a  protec- 
tion to  Formosa. 

Mr.  WILEY.  .Was  not  It  al.so  a  protec- 
tion to  the  mainland  of  China? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  .see  how 
anyone  can  properly  argue  that  it  was 
actually  and  factually  a  protection  to  the 
mainland  of  China,  when  no  one  wa.s 
capable  of  assaulting  the  mainland  of 
China. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Of  course  I  cannot  agree 
with  that  assumption. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  think  our  mili- 
tary authorities  will  say  that.  Further- 
more, General  MacArthur  said  that  the 
primary  objective  of  the  troops  on  For- 
mosa was  to  protect  Formosa,  and  he 
said  they  were  not  ready. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  agree  that  they  were 
not  fully  ready;  but  it  is  obvious  that  if 
the  Seventh  Fleet  operated  to  protect 
that  railroad,  it  operated  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Communists. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes;  but  it  did  not 
operate  In  that  way.  At  that  time  the 
Chinese  Nationalist  forces  on  Formosa 
were,  with  our  help,  increasing  their 
strength:  and  the  time  may  not  be  far 
distant  when  they  will  be  able  to  do  a 
successful  job  in  cutting  that  road.    It 


was  Admiral  Pechteler,  I  believe,  who  was 
quoted  in  yesterdays  New  York  Times  as 
saying  that  at  no  time  had  our  fleet  tried 
to  prevent  any  sortie  from  Formosa,  and 
that  there  had  been  sorties,  and  that  the 
Navy  knew  about  them  and  did  not  try  to 
stop  them. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  lead  article  in  today's 
New  York  Times.  I  now  read  from  it: 
Nfw   P'li.irT   Opfns   China's   Rail   Lines  to 

R'.iD,     Says     Wilfy— Aim     Is     Nationalist 

BiiMBING  OK  Ma.SC  HURIA-CaNTON  ROAD  WITH 

United    Htate.s-Blh  t   Plancs,    He  Adds — 

Foe  Might  Divtrt  Troops — Joint  Chiets  o» 

St^ff  Direct  End  of  Protectivi  Scxeenino 

OK  KuSMosA  BY  Seventh  Flket 
(By  WUUam  S   White) 

W\';hingt"N,  February  4 — The  Senate's 
Republican  forelcn  affairs  spokesman,  8en- 
Rtor  Ai.EXANDEH  WiiEY.  of  Wlscoiuln,  declared 
today  that  the  Eisenhower  administration's 
new  Asian  \>o\icy  Involved  a  hope  that 
Chinese  Natlnnalists  using  United  Statea 
supiJlied  airrruft  would  break  up  Communist 
rail  coinmutik'atlons  In  mainland  China. 

Tins,  .Senator  WUoy  told  reporters  as  chair- 
man nt  tbe  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee. w;us  the  .s;>eclflc  military  slgnlflcanca 
of  President  Eiseiihowi?r's  order  recalling  the 
United  States  Seventh  Fleet  from  acting  as  a 
shield,  as  the  President  put  It.  Tor  tbe  Com- 
inunl.st   China  mainland. 

"The  purpose  "  Mr.  Wilet  said.  "WM  to 
open  the  way  to  Nationalist  bombing;  ot  the 
2,000-mile  railroad  running  from  Manchuria 
to  Canton,  the  S4)Uth  China  Sea,  and  the 
frontier  of  French  Indochina." 

My  question  Is  this:  Does  not  the  ac- 
tion referred  to  amount  to  more  than  a 
pinpoint  raid?  Does  it  not  amount  to  a 
change  in  the  attitude  of  the  United  Na- 
tions and  the  United  States,  when  using 
the  United  State.s  fleet  and  planes  for 
the  purpo.se  of  smashing  these  rail  lines 
in  the  interior  of  Chirui?  If  this  be  de- 
sirable, should  not  the  minority,  as  well 
a.s  the  majority,  have  been  consulted  or 
at  lea.st  extended  the  courtesy  of  a  noti- 
fication that  this  was  the  purpose  t)ehlnd 
tlie  removal  of  the  Seventh  Fleet? 

It  seems  to  me  we  are  due  an  explana- 
tion as  to  whether  this  information  Is 
to  be  conveyed  only  to  the  majority  par- 
ty, or  whether  both  parties  are  to  be  con- 
sulted somewhat  in  regard  to  a  move  of 
the  importance  of  this  one  and  such  a 
change  in  the  character  of  the  war. 

Mr  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me  at 
this  time? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Let  me  say  that  I  had 
not  .seen  the  article  to  which  reference 
has  just  been  made.  But  I  did  state  pub- 
licly substantially  what  I  have  stated 
here  on  the  floor,  namely,  when  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  who  has  jvist  re- 
turned from  Korea,  withdraws  the  fleet, 
it  must  be.  as  he  stated,  that  the  fleet 
operated  as  a  barrier,  in  substance, 
again.st  the  China  coast.  If  it  operated 
as  a  barrier  against  the  Chinese  coast, 
it  certainly  operated  to  protect  the 
Communists. 

It  is  not  that  the  Chief  Executive  or 
anyone  else  has  said  this  to  me;  but  the 
newspapers  say  that  we  are  sending 
more  and  more  supplies  to  Chiang  Kai- 
shek. 
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Moreover,  as  the  Senator  has  stated, 
already  there  are  fights  occurring  on  the 
islands  off  the  China  Coast. 

The  newspapers  also  say  that  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  have  no  particular 
navy  which  could  withstand  anything 
in  the  shape  of  an  invasion.  If  the 
newspapers  say  that,  what  is  the  com- 
mon.'jense  implication  which  results  from 
the  President's  order?  It  simply  is  that 
in  the  judgment  of  a  great  military  gen- 
ius, which  President  Eisenhower  is.  it 
i.s  in  the  interest  of  the  public  welfare 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States 
of  America  that  the  Seventh  Fleet  be 
withdrawn,  in  order  that  we  shall  not 
make  it  ix)ssible  for  the  Communists  to 
center  their  energies  and  their  attacks 
upon  our  troops  in  Korea. 

In  other  words,  if  there  is  a  diversion- 
ary attack — to  use  the  military  term — 
on  the  coast  of  China,  the  result  will  be 
to  weaken  the  Chinese  Communist  forces 
in  Korea.  That  will  mean  that  our 
troops  there  will  not  be  killed  by  such 
Chinese  Communists  forces  as  have  to 
leave  Korea  and  go  to  the  coast  of  China, 
to  defend  that  coast. 

I  am  sorry  that  I  have  to  leave  the 
Chamber  at  this  time,  for  I  am  compelled 
to  take  a  5  o'clock  train  to  New  York.  I 
did  not  wish  to  have  it  Implied  in  the 
slightest  degree  that  anything  I  said  is 
the  result  of  a  confidence  in  me  by  the 
Chief  Executive.  What  I  said  is,  it  seems 
to  me,  simply  a  common  inference  from 
the  facts. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  chairman  of  the  committee 
leaves  the  Chamber.  I  wish  him  to  under- 
.stand  clearly  that  I  have  not  said  one 
word  in  criticism  of  the  President's  order. 
In  fact,  I  said  it  was  inevitable  even- 
tually. 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  Is  a  good  order;  Ls 
that  what  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
means. 

Mr  SPARKMAN.  I  said  It  was  In- 
evitable, eventually,  that  that  be  done, 
and  that  it  has  been  developing  all 
along.  But  I  said  that  by  stopping  with 
the  simple  statement  that  he  was  doing 
that,  and  by  not  saying  that  such  action 
does  not  imply  any  aggressive  action  on 
our  part,  he  left  unanswered  some  ques- 
tions which  the  American  people  are  en- 
titled to  have  answen'd. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  know  whether  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  were  consulted  prior  to 
this  order? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  have  read  an 
article  by  a  columnist  who  says  they  were 
not  consulted. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  the  Senator 
from  Alabama^ill  permit  me  to  do  so, 
I  .should  like  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  liave  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord, following  the  remarks  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama,  an  article  by  a  well- 
known  columnist,  Marquis  Chllds.  re- 
garding this  matter. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Then.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  join  in  the  request  which  has 
been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
lection.  it  is  so  ordered. 

<See  exhibit  1.) 


Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  my  distinguished  colleague, 
with  whom  I  serve  on  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  that 
Mr.  Dulles  advised  me  that  after  his  trip 
to  Ehirope  he  would  be  very  anxious  to 
confer  with  the  entire  subcommittee, 
both  the  Republican  members  and  the 
Democratic  members,  on  the  entire  pol- 
icy which  now  is  under  discussion. 

I  have  purposely  refrained  from  mak- 
ing any  comments  about  the  matter,  al- 
though I  know  a  little  about  it. 

As  soon  as  possible.  I  plan  to  call  a 
meeting  of  the  Far  Eastern  Subcom- 
mittee, to  go  into  this  entire  matter  and 
to  see  whether  we  can  obtain  a  full 
understanding  of  what  the  whole 
policy  is. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I 
know  how  determined  he  is  to  work  out 
a  bipartisan  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  That  Is 
my  entire  purpose. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  pay  tribute  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  I  say  that 
I  think  Mr.  Dulles  will  strive  to  do  that. 
But  I  make  the  point  that  we  need  some 
very  early  clarification  of  this  matter. 
In  view  of  what  has  been  said  in  various 
columns,  editorials,  and  newspaper 
articles,  such  as  one  referred  to  today  in 
the  Senate  Chamber  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa.  Our  people  should 
know  what  they  are  to  exr>ect. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  seems  evident  to  me 
from  what  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  reported,  and  from  the  statements 
made  by  the  distinguished  Chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  that 
the  implications  of  this  new  policy  as 
enunciated  by  the  President  are  very  far- 
reaching  in  their  effects.  I  think  there 
can  be  no  question  about  that. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  has  re- 
ported with  regard  to  a  visit  he  made  to 
F\)rmosa  last  December,  and  he  has  de- 
scribed the  great  improvement  in  the 
morale  and  in  the  training  of  the  forces 
under  Chiang  Kai-shek.  I  was  very  glad 
to  hear  that  that  change  or  improve- 
ment has  come  about  largely  because  of 
the  protection  afforded  by  the  fleet  which 
was  stationed  there  2  years  ago.  But  I 
may  ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
whether  he.  as  a  result  of  his  observation, 
felt  that,  without  widespread  and  com- 
prehensive help  and  support  from  the 
United  States,  in  the  form  of  planes,  in 
the  form  of  landing  craft,  in  the  form  of 
tanks,  and  in  the  form  of  other  neces- 
sary items,  any  large-scale  oi>erations 
could  be  undertaken  by  the  Nationalists 
within  any  measurable  time. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Oh.  no,  not  at  all; 
neither  would  the  Nationalists  be  at  a 
point  so  far  advanced  as  they  are  now  In 
training  and  in  rebuilding  their  defenses, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  very  great  help 
from  the  United  States,  not  only  in  the 
way  of  materiel  and  supplies,  but  also  in 
the  way  of  fine  military  leadership. 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  that  be  the  case— 
and  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  stated  the  case  accurately — does  it 
not  appear  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
that  the  American  people  should  be 
clearly  advised  as  to  the  implications, 
the  serious  implications,  of  this  whole 
new  policy?  Does  it  not  also  appear  to 
the  Senator  that  our  allies  and  friends 
abroad,  with  whom  we  have  been  work- 
ing in  close  association,  and  on  whom 
we  must  depend  in  the  future  if  we  are  to 
repel  the  aggression  of  the  Soviets,  should 
have  been  consulted,  should  have  k)een 
advised,  and  should  have  had  within 
their  possession  information  as  to  all  the 
facts,  so  they  could  advise  in  regard  to 
the  policy  to  be  taken? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  shall  come  to 
that. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Califoi-nia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama 
whether  he  considers  the  present  con- 
tribution by  our  associates  in  the  United 
Nations  to  the  resistance  of  aggression 
in  Korea  as  being  representative  of  effec- 
tive collective-security  action?  I  call 
the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that, 
of  the  forces  in  Korea,  this  Nation  alone 
has  supplied  more  than  350,000,  and  that 
all  the  other  16  member  nations  of  the 
United  Nations  have  supplied  less  than 
35,000.  Does  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Alabama  consider  that  as  being  rep- 
resentative of  effective  collective-security 
in  action?  If  aggression  were  to  break 
out  elsewhere  in  the  world,  would  he 
want  that  to  stand  as  a  precedent  on  the 
basis  of  which  this  Nation  alone  would 
bear  more  than  90  percent  of  the  man- 
power burdens  and  contribution  of  the 
United  Nations,  and  suffer  more  than  95 
percent  of  the  casualties  of  the  United 
Nations  members? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  distinguished  Senator,  by  the  use  of 
the  term  "representative"  means  ade- 
quate, I  certainly  do  not,  and  I  never 
have  believed  that  they  have  done  their 
share.  But  I  point  out  that  it  is  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  the  world  that  we 
have  been  able — yes,  that  anyone  has 
been  able — to  get  so  many  nations  to 
participate,  even  though  the  participa- 
tion has  been  greatly  inadequate  on  the 
part  of  many  ot'our  allies.  I  believe  in 
all  fairness  the  Senator  will  agree  with 
me  that,  in  considering  this  question  we 
ought  to  remember — and  certainly  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  remembered  when  he 
made  his  address — that  Malaya  and 
Indochina  are  tied  in  with  it,  and  that 
we  are  not  furnishing  the  manpower  in 
Malaya,  the  British  are  furnishing  it 
there;  we  are  not  furnishing  the  man- 
power in  Indochina,  the  French  are 
furnishing  it  there.  I  believe  that  in 
considering  this  subject  we  ought  to  keep 
those  facts  in  mind.  I  certainly  concede 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  that  by  no 
means  have  the  other  members  of  the 
United  Nations  who  agreed  to  take  part 
with  us  in  the  defense  against  aggression, 
contributed  what  they  should  have  con- 
tributed. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKB4AN.  I  jrield  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  will  agree  with  me 
that,  despite  some  of  the  comments  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  American 
people  have  shown  great  restraint  in  the 
war  now  going  on  in  Korea,  because,  un- 
der the  policies  that  have  been  followed 
heretofore,  though  our  planes  have  been 
attacked,  we  have  restricted  our  pilots  so 
that  they  would  not  even  pursue  the 
attacking  planes  in  hot  pursuit  across  the 
Yalu  River,  The  distingiiishcd  Senator 
from  Alabama  will  recall  that  in  the  so- 
called  MacArthur  hearings  the  fact  was 
brought  out  that  it  was  the  unanimous 
recommendation  of  every  one  of  our 
commanders  in  Korea,  air,  sea,  and  land, 
that  at  least  in  hot  pursuit  the  flyers  who 
had  been  fired  upon  should  be  able  to 
attack  those  planes,  even  though  they 
went  back  across  the  Yalu,  and  even 
though  no  bombings  were  carried  on. 
That  was  agreed  to  in  the  highest  levels 
In  Washington,  clear  up  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States;  but,  when  the  mat- 
ter was  submitted  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment, to  some  of  out  embassies,  to  some 
of  the  foreign  governments  overseas,  af- 
ter making  a  few  inquiries  and  finding 
out  that  they  took  a  rather  dim  view  of 
such  a  doctrine  of  hot  pursuit,  the  recom- 
mendation was  completely  dropped.  So  I 
think  the  Senator  will  agree  with  me 
that,  despite  the  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  this  Nation  has  shown  for  2  V2 
years  tremendous  restraint  in  Korea,  un- 
der great  provocation. 

With  that  background,  I  should  like  to 
address  an  inquiry  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama,  who  was  the  Vice 
Presidential  nominee  of  his  party  in  the 
recent  election.  Day  after  day  our  fly- 
ers are  being  subjected  to  attack  south 
of  the  Yalu  River,  many  of  our  planes 
have  been  shot  down,  and  a  number  of 
our  bombers  have  been  shot  down. 
They  have  been  shot  down  by  Soviet- 
manufactured  planes.  We  do  not  know 
who  is  flying  them,  perhaps  Chinese 
Communists,  possibly  North  Korean 
Communists,  or  it  may  be  Soviet  Union 
Communists,  but  since  they  all  do  their 
fighting  north  of  the  present  battle  line, 
we  are  not  quite  sure  even  in  the  case  of 
the  planes  that  are  shot  down  just  who 
the  pilots  are.  They  are  being  pro- 
pelled, however,  by  Jet  fuel. 

I  do  not  know  whether,  in  view  of  the 
considerable  discussion  taking  place  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  there  is  a 
concerted  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Democratic  minority  to  embarrass  the 
new  administration,  but  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama if  he  really  believes  that  this  Na- 
tion should  continue  to  be  complacent 
about  the  shipment  of  jet  fuel  to  China 
when  that  fuel  can  be  placed  in  planes 
which  are  used  against  our  men.  the 
British,  the  French,  the  South  Koreans, 
and  other  allies  present  in  Korea. 
Should  we  complacently  sit  by  and  per- 
mit Finnish  tankers  to  make  the  long 
trip  through  the  Mediterranean  Sea, 
through  the  Suez  Canal,  through  the 
Indian  Ocean,  through  the  China  Sea, 
§«i  finally,  with  the  cargo  safely  in  the 
muds  oi  Communists,  to  be  used  for  the 


purpose  of  inflicting  casualties  upon  the 
American  troops? 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  or  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  can  be 
expected  for  any  prolonged  period  of 
time  to  sit  complacently  by  while  either 
ammunition  or  jet  fuel  is  used  for  the 
purpose  of  inflicting  casualties  upon  our 
troops  in  Korea. 

I  should  like  to  know  the  opinion  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama 
with  reference  to  that  question. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California, 
who  is  very  able  and  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  formerly 
a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, has  covered  a  great  deal  of 
ground  in  propounding  that  question. 
First  of  all,  let  me  say  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  that  I  take  complete  re- 
sponsibility for  the  statement  which  I 
am  making  today,  and  I  may  say.  it  is 
completely  in  line  with  the  statement  I 
made  to  the  press  immediately  following 
the  President's  address.  I  said  just  what 
I  am  saying  now,  except  not  quite  in  such 
great  detail.  I  stated  that  I  felt  the 
President  should,  at  a  very  early  date, 
issue  a  clarifying  statement  in  order  that 
we  in  this  country  might  know  what  the 
full  implications  of  this  new  i>olicy 
might  l>e. 

I  am  not  discussing  the  idea  of  a 
China  blockade:  I  am  not  discussing  the 
question  of  bombing  across  the  Yalu 
River.  L<:;t  me  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  that  I  have  considerable  sympa- 
thy with  our  fliers  who  felt  that  they  had 
to  pull  back  when  they  reached  the  Yalu 
River  in  hot  pursuit.  I  do  not  recall 
that  the  testimony  went  so  far  as  the 
Senator  sjiys  it  did.  I  do  not  recall  the 
testimony  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  I 
am  not  criticizing  the  President's  order. 
Let  me  make  that  clear.  I  said  a  while 
ago  that  I  felt  that  eventually  the  action 
which  haf  been  taken  would  have  to  be 
taken.  It  is  a  development  of  the  fact 
that  as  the  strength  of  the  Nationalists 
is  built  up,  a  change  in  the  status  of  the 
fleet  is  almost  inevitable. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  should  like  to  say 
before  I  lose  the  thought  that  the  point 
I  am  making  is  that  it  does  suggest  im- 
plications 3uch  as  the  Senator  would  read 
in  the  statement  of  General  Wede- 
meyer.  It  does  imply  things  to  the 
minds  of  people  all  over  the  United 
States  which  I  think  should  be  answered. 

Moreover.  Mr.  President,  I  am  eager 
that  we  sliall  not  get  off  on  the  wrong 
foot,  that  we  should  really  have  what  the 
President  said  he  wanted  to  have, 
namely,  bipartisan  cooperation  in  de- 
veloping and  directing — those  are  the 
two  terms  he  used — our  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator,  and  I  stand  to  be  cor- 
rected, that  I  read  the  testimony  not 
very  long  ago,  and  the  fact  is  that  on 
the  doctrine  of  hot  pursuit  not  only  was 
it  agreed  to  by  every  responsible  com- 
mander in  Korea.  Army.  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  but  it  was  transmitted  to  Wa.-^h- 
Ington  and  approved  in  the  very  high- 
est councils  of  the  Government,  up  to 


and  Including  the  then  President  of  the 
United  States  himself.  Then  the  mat- 
ter was  submitted  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  sound  out  some  of  our  allies. 
That  Department  did  not  even  bother 
to  sound  out  all  of  them.  It  made  some 
informal  soundings,  and  when  it  found 
two  or  three  that  did  not  want  to  follow 
the  doctrine  of  hot  pursuit,  it  complete- 
ly Ignored  the  recommendations  of 
every  respon.sible  commander  in  Korea. 
It  ignored  the  recommendations  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  action  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  reason  why  I  think  It  needs  some 
emphasis.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  is 
because  of  the  very  point  which  in  my 
opinion,  the  distinguished  Senator,  able 
as  he  is,  has  missed,  namely,  that  up 
to  the  time  of  the  action  of  President 
Elsenhower,  what  we  have  constantly 
done  has  been  to  signal  in  advance  to 
the  Soviet  Union  just  what  our  future 
course  of  action  would  be,  and  we  have 
also  signalled  it  to  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists, so  that  they  were  In  a  position 
to  bring  their  massed  fleets  of  planes 
down  to  the  very  waters  of  the  Yalu 
River,  Lccause  they  had.  in  effect,  been 
assured  by  the  United  Nations  organiza- 
tion that  no  matter  if  a  Communist 
plane  had  one  wheel  north  of  the  waters 
of  the  Yalu  River,  it  would  not  be  both- 
ered by  a  single  bomber  or  fighter  of  the 
United  Nations*  forces.  80  they  could 
move  their  vast  supply  depot,  their  sup- 
plies of  planes,  their  great  dumps  of  am- 
munition, and  bombs  down  to  the  Yalu 
River  with  absolute  assurance,  as  though 
they  were  in  a  safe  deposit  vault. 

Another  thing  I  want  to  point  out. 
Mr.  President,  becausr  I  think  it  Is  Im- 
portant, Ls  that  when  the  then  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Truman. 
put  the  neutralization  policy  into  effect 
between  Formo.sa  and  the  mainland,  it 
gave  protection  to  the  Island  of  Formo- 
sa at  a  time  when  it  needed  protection, 
but  it  also  gave  precisely  the  same  kind 
of  assurance  to  the  Communist  regime  in 
China  that  it  would  not  be  bothered  by 
raids  upon  the  China  coast.  It  not  only 
gave  that  assurance,  which  may  have 
been  proper  at  a  time  before  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  entered  the  Korean 
War — that  point  can  be  argued  and  men 
may  honestly  differ — but  it  continued  to 
carry  that  assurance  even  after  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  entered  the  Korean 
war  in  force  and  had  been  determined  by 
the  United  Nations  to  be  an  aggressor. 
just  as  the  North  Korean  Communists 
had  been. 

A.S  I  understand  the  argument  of  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  it  is  that  instead 
of  conductirvt,'  a  psychological  campaign 
against  the  Communists,  under  which 
they  will  not  know  from  time  to  time 
necessarily  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
them,  there  should  now  be  a  precise  defl- 
nition  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  and  on  the  part  of  the 
United  NaUons  members  not  only  to  our 
own  people  and  the  people  of  the  free 
world,  but  to  the  men  in  the  Kremlin  and 
at  Peiping,  who  would  give  their  very 
eye  teeth  if  they  could  have  assurances 
so  that  they  might  know  what  their  re- 
quirements may  be  in  the  future  and 
what  they  might  do,  but  also  permanent 
assurance  as  to  what  the  National  Oov- 
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ernment  of  the  Republic  of  China  might 
do. 

To  me.  Mr.  Pr-esident.  It  would  seem  to 
be  the  height  of  folly  to  signal  in  ad- 
vance and  to  give  that  type  of  assurance 
10  the  men  in  the  Kr?mlin  and  the  men 
in  Peiping.  who  are  responsible  today  for 
innicting  130.000  casualties  upon  our 
troops  and  who  have  Inflicted  tremen- 
dou.->  casualties  upon  our  United  Nations 
allies.  I  can  see  no  valid  reasons  for 
siiving  them  any  such  assurance. 

I  should  like  to  see  the  Communist 
world  sit  on  the  anxious  seat  for  while, 
rather  than  have  the  free  world  con- 
.stantly  twiddle  its  thumbs  and  wonder 
what  the  men  in  th(;  Kremlin  may  do 
next. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President, 
again  the  Senator  has  covered  a  great 
amount  of  territory.  He  made  the  state- 
ment a  few  minutes  ago — and  I  wish  to 
a.ssure  him  that  I  agree  with  him — that 
the  American  people  have  shown  great 
restraint.  Regardle&j  of  what  others 
may  have  said,  we  have  leaned  over 
backward  In  the  conduct  of  the  Korean 
war.  In  order  to  try  to  build  up  repre- 
.sentative  assistance,  if  that  is  the  term 
the  Senator  used,  from  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  United  Nations.  I  ;hlnk  we 
can  keep  the  Communists  on  the  anxious 
.seat,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  right  for 
us  to  allow  to  develop,  either  in  the 
United  States  or  among  the  Nationalist 
Chinese,  the  feeling  that  we  are  going  to 
do  all  the  things  mentioned  in  the  article 
read  in  the  Senate  this  afternoon  imless 
it  really  is  our  intention  to  do  them. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  KNOWLAND  1  that  we  must 
not  open  our  hand  and  show  all  our 
cards.  But  when  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  uses 
one  of  the  great  newspapers  of  the  Na- 
tion to  announce  that  the  purpose  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Seventh  Fleet  is  to 
permit  the  furnishing  of  American- 
made  aircraft  In  order  to  bomb  Chinese 
rail  lines,  I  certainly  feel  that  if  such 
information  is  to  be  public  property, 
then,  in  the  confidence  and  secrecy  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  the 
members  of  the  minority  party  should  be 
advised  as  to  what  is  going  on.  That 
does  not  mean  that  the  information 
would  be  disclosed  to  the  Kremlin  or  to 
other  countries  behind  the  iron  curtain, 
but  I  feel  that  we  are  properly  entitled 
to  know,  from  our  representatives  on 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
what  commitments  are  being  made  by 
the  United  States,  what  is  involved  in 
the  withdrawal  of  the  fleet,  and  whether 
v.e  are  going  to  find  ourselves  involved 
m  a  blockade  of  the  Chinese  mainland, 
wiih  bombing  attacks  being  made  by 
American-made  planes,  without  any 
member  of  the  minority  party,  anxious 
to  participate  in  a  bipartisan  foreign 
policy,  knowing  anything  about  such 
action  before  it  happens. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Before  I  ask  my  ques- 
tion, I  think  I  should  say  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  LMr.  Knowland] 
presents  an  unanswerable  proposition 
when  he  points  out  that  there  can  be 
no  justification  at  all  for  the  shipment 
of  Jet  fuel  to  Communist  China  by  any 
economic  group  which  considers  itself 
to  be  one  of  our  allies. 

The  Senator  from  California  and  I 
have  stood  together  on  this  point  for 
some  years  in  the  Senate,  and  I  cer- 
tainly think,  as  I  said  the  other  day  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  we  have  a 
right  to  call  upon  our  allies  to  join  with 
us  in  stopping  the  shipment  into  Red 
China  of  goods  which  are  going  to  be  of 
aid  to  our  enemies,  in  killing  not  only 
our  boys,  but  also  the  boys  of  our  allies. 

However,  I  am  very  fearful  that  if  we 
start  a  course  of  unilateral  action  on 
our  part,  we  might  conceivably  find  our- 
selves standing  alone;  and  I  think  that 
by  standing  alone,  there  is  much  greater 
danger  of  our  becoming  involved  in  an 
all-out  war  with  Russia  than  if  we  are 
standing  with  our  allies. 

So  I  ask  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  if  he  would  find  any  serious 
objection  to  a  conclusion  which  I  have 
expressed  for  some  weeks,  namely,  that 
I  believe  one  of  the  flrst  things  President 
Eisenhower  ought  to  do  is  to  call  for  a 
conference  with  the  top  ministers  of  our 
allies,  to  see  if  we  carmot  come  to  some 
agreement  that  will  bring  an  end  to  the 
actions  which  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia has  so  rightfully  pointed  out,  and 
which  I  think  are  the  cause  of  Russia 
feeling  that  she  is  becoming  successful 
in  driving  wedges  between  and  among 
the  Allies. 

Instead  of  making  announcements  as 
to  what  is  going  to  be  done  with  the 
Seventh  Fleet  in  Asiatic  waters,  and 
taking  other  unilateral  action  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  see  anything  wrong 
in  my  proposal  that  the  President  pro- 
ceed forthwith  to  ask  the  heads  of  Allied 
nations  to  sit  down  with  us,  to  see  if  we 
cannot  negotiate  a  united  Asiatic  pro- 
gram, since  we  have  no  united  Asiatic 
program  today? 

I  believe  that  until  there  is  such  a 
united  Asiatic  program,  there  is  going 
to  be  an  increasing  risk  of  having  this 
country  involved  in  an  all-out  war.  I 
am  convinced  that  once  Stalin  knows 
that  there  is  a  united  Allied  program, 
and  each  of  the  Allies  begins  to  deliver 
its  share,  in  keeping  with  their  obliga- 
tions and  responsibilities  under  such  a 
program,  then,  for  the  first  time  we  are 
going  to  stop  Russia  in  Asia. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
I  have  always  believed  that  the  United 
States  ought  to  be  ready  at  all  times 
to  engage  in  conference  with  the  high 
oflBcials,  or  chief  ministers,  or  whoever 
the  proper  oflBcials  may  be,  of  any  of 
the  Allied  countries.  Somehow  or  other, 
we  seem  to  shy  away  from  conferences. 
I  should  like  to  see  the  United  States 
participate  in  some  conferences.  At 
least,  I  should  like  to  see  this  country 
take  the  position  that  if  any  other  coun- 
try is  willing  to  sit  down  at  a  conference 
table  with  us,  we  will  accept  an  invita- 
tion, or  we  will  offer  an  invitation. 


General  Marshall  once  said  something 
that  impressed  me.  He  said  that  wher- 
ever there  was  a  conference  table,  the 
United  States  ought  to  be  the  first  coun- 
try to  be  present  and  the  last  one  to 
leave.  I  endorse  that  statement.  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  made  the  policy  of 
this  Govermnent. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  United  States  ought  to  be 
willing  to  sit  down  at  conferences,  but 
my  question  is  this:  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  the  United  States 
ought  to  initiate  such  conferences? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes;  I  certainly 
think  we  ought  to  initiate  conferences, 
which  should  promote  helpful  results. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada,  although  I  desire  to 
finish  my  statement  soon. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  is  making  a  very  impor- 
tant statement.  Perhaps  many  of  us 
may  not  f.gree  with  it.  but  at  least  it  is 
important. 

Is  the  distinguished  Senator  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  both  England  and 
FYance  have  independent  economic  and 
military  pacts  with  Russia,  which  read 
startlingly  like  the  North  Atlantic  Pact 
which  England  and  France  have  with  us. 
and  that  the  pacts  with  Russia  are  in 
good  standing  for  another  10  years? 
There  has  never  been  any  move  to  can- 
cel them,  and  perhaps  the  movements 
of  Great  Britain  and  France  in  trying 
to  stop  our  actions  in  the  Pacific  may 
be  in  an  effort  to  live  up  to  their  pacts 
with  Russia. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  have  heard  the 
Senator  make  that  statement.  I  do  not 
know  the  details  of  any  such  arrange- 
ments. However,  I  am  not  arguing  that 
point;  I  have  not  the  time  to  do  so  today. 
I  am  arguing  the  point  of  the  implica- 
tions which  I  think  are  dangerous  in  a 
statement  that  is  left  more  or  less  hang- 
ing in  the  air. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  said 
that  Mr.  Dulles  desires  to  meet  with  the 
Subcommittee  on  Par  Eastern  Affairs 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
as  soon  as  he  returns  from  Europe,  and 
review  the  whole  situation.  I  shall  look 
forward  to  that  conference  with  a  great 
deal  of  interest.  I  hope  it  may  be 
helpful. 

If  I  may  do  so,  I  desire  to  continue 
with  my  statement. 

According  to  the  New  York  Times  news 
summary  of  February  1,  the  naval  forces 
of  the  Chinese  Nationalists  are  com- 
prised of  some  60  boats  and  some  small 
ships,  the  largest  of  which  is  a  1,400-ton 
destroyer. 

Much  has  been  said  here  about  the 
Chinese  air  force,  and  about  the  Seventh 
Fleet  keeping  the  Chinese  from  bombing 
the  mainland,  or  preventing  some  kind 
of  movement  there.  I  submit  that  until 
recently  the  Chinese  Nationalists  have 
not  been  able  to  make  a  movement,  and 
it  will  be  some  time  before  they  are  able 
to  make  a  movement  in  force. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  From  time  to  time 
we  have  heard  reports  similar  to  those  re- 
ferred to  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
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earlier  in  his  statement,  namely,  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  has  permitted  a  series 
of  unpublicized  hit-and-nm  grierrilla 
raids  to  be  made  by  Chiang  Kai-shek 
against  the  Chinese  coast.  Is  it  proper 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama  if  his 
understanding  on  this  point  is  similar  to 
mine? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Let  me  give  my  au- 
thority for  my  statement.  There  was  an 
article  in  the  New  York  Times  of  yester- 
day— if  I  remember  correctly,  an  Asso- 
ciated Press  dispatch — which  quoted  Ad- 
miral Fechteler,  who  is  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations.  I  believe.  He  was  authority 
for  the  statement  contained  in  an  article 
in  the  New  York  Times  which  referred 
to  operations  from  Formosa. 

There  never'^as  been  anything  to  pre- 
vent Chinese  Nationalist  raids  from  the 
islands  along  the  shore.  By  the  way, 
that  is  something  which  many  people 
have  not  understood.  The  Chinese  Na- 
tionalists have  alwiys  controlled  some 
20  Islands  along  the  coastline.  It  is 
(}uite  an  impressive  line  of  islands. 
Never  at  any  time  has  there  been  any- 
thing in  the  order  to  prevent  raids  from 
those  Islands  on  the  mainland;  and  that 
is  where  most  of  the  raids  have  been 
made  from,  although  more  recently,  ac- 
cording to  this  statement,  there  have 
been  raids  from  Formosa  which  ihe  Navy 
at  no  time  tried  to  interfere  with,  al- 
though It  knew  they  were  being  made. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  permit  one  further  com- 
ment? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  knows,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  alwasrs  been  strong  admirer 
of  the  present  President  of  the  United 
States.  He  still  is  an  admirer  of  the 
present  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SPAPJCMAN.  I  join  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  in  that  admiration. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  also  that 
the  Senator  from  IlUnois  agrees  in  gen- 
eral with  the  foreign  policy  which  the 
President  announced  in  his  state-of-the- 
Union  speech.  I  was  however  somewhat 
surprised  because  I  felt  there  were  cer- 
tain ungracious  comments  in  the  speech 
of  the  President  when  he  said  that  un- 
der the  preceding  administration  "the 
United  States  Navy  was  required  to  serve 
as  a  defensive  arm  of  Communist  China." 
As  I  understand  it,  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  like  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
feels  that  this  statement  was  in  error. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  said  it  was  an  un- 
fortunate statement. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  An  unintentionally 
unfortunate  statement. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  do  not  know.  Let 
me  tell  the  Senator  what  I  said  when 
someone  asked  me  about  that.  I  could 
pick  out  several  other  examples.  I 
said.  "Oh,  do  not  worry  about  it.  The 
campaign  is  too  recent.  We  are  still 
making  campaign  speeches,  perhaps." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  if  it  is  true  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  protected  the  Nation- 
alist forces  from  the  Communist  forces 
on  the  mainland  and  for  a  long  period  of 
time  did  a  preat  deal  to  protect  them; 
and  if  it  is  also  true  that,  as  the  Nation- 
alist forces  began  to  increase  in  strength, 
hit-and-run  guerrilla  raids  on  the  part 
of  the  Nationalists  were  permitted  by  the 
fleet  from  Formosa,  the  Pescadores,  and 


other  Islands,  then  would  we  not  get 
much  better  bipartisan  foreign  coopera- 
tion If  thoee  facts  were  stated  and  ad- 
mitted? Would  not  that  be  much  more 
accurate  and  gracious? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  think  that  is  un- 
doubtedly true. 

I  wish  to  refer  to  the  air  forces.  I 
have  just  said  something  about  the  naval 
forces.  I  am  not  saying  this  to  be  de- 
rogatory in  any  sense.  I  wish  to  see  the 
forces  built  up.  I  think  we  are  doing  a 
fine  job  in  building  them  up  and  helping 
them  to  build  up  such  forces.  We  should 
continue  until  we  have  a  fine  fighting 
force,  a  great  bulwark  against  commu- 
nism in  that  part  of  the  world. 

The  air  force  is  comprised  of  some  300 
operable  planes,  including  transports. 
I  should  imagine  that  it  would  be  dis- 
astrous to  attempt  any  large-scale  cross- 
ing of  the  90  miles  of  water  between 
Formosa  and  the  mainland  with  a  force 
of  this  size  unless  the  American  Navy 
^nd  Air  Force  paved  the  way.  There- 
fore, the  next  question  is.  Even  with  sub- 
stantial material  aid  from  America,  can 
Chiang  Kai-shek  carry  out  any  large- 
scale  raids  on  the  mainland  from  For- 
mosa without  either  United  States  naval 
protection  or  United  States  air  protec- 
tion, or  Ixjth? 

I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  a 
couple  of  days  ago  Chiang  Kai-shek  was 
quoted  in  the  press  as  saying  that  he 
did  not  at  any  time  want  any  ground 
forces.  Did  the  omission  of  naval  and 
air  forces  imply  that  he  did  want  them? 
I  do  not  believe  that  he  could  ever  make 
a  succes-^ful  large-scale  raid  without  such 
coverage.  If  he  cannot  make  a  cro.ssing 
without  such  United  States  protection, 
does  the  F*resident  intend  to  commit  the 
United  States  naval  and  air  forces  for 
this  purpose?  I  think  before  we  go  one 
step  Itarther  with  this  supposedly  new 
policy  we  in  Congress  and  the  American 
people  deserve  an  unequivocal  answer  to 
this  question  from  the  administration. 

The  fourth  question  is.  Supposing  that 
Chiang  Kai-shek  is  able  to  make  a  large- 
scale  raid  on  the  mainland  using  only 
material  aid  from  America,  and  .sup- 
posing he  finds  him.self  facing  a  Chinese 
Dunkirk,  having  to  evacuate  large  num- 
bers of  troops  suddenly  and  under  fire; 
what  is  our  course  in  that  event?  Do 
we  commit  our  naval  forces  to  help  such 
evacuation?  Do  we  commit  our  air 
forces  to  protect  such  an  evacuation? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Most  Important  of 
all.  do  we  commit  United  States  ground 
forces  to  help  cover  such  an  evacuation? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Let  me  finish,  very 
briefly. 

Mr.  President,  a  Chinese  Dunkirk  is 
more  than  a  remote  possibility. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  I 
should  dislike  very  much  to  see  it.  be- 
cause I  hope  that  when  the  Chinese  Na- 
tionahsts  move  they  will  be  able  to  hold 
and  will  not  require  help.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  a  possibility  which  we  simply 
cannot  dismiss  without  serious  consid- 
eration. Our  obligation  in  such  an  event 
should  be  considered  now.  It  is  one 
which  the  administration  has  not  yet 
faced  with  the  American  people. 


I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama,  who  F>erhaps  as 
much  as  any  other  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate has  had  experience  with  the  United 
Nations  organization  and  has  been  to 
various  sections  of  the  world,  that  it 
seems  to  me  that  he  is  suggesting — in- 
advertently, I  think — that  the  same  type 
of  signaling  our  course  of  action  in  ad- 
vance should  now  be  followed  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration  as  was  fol- 
lowed with  such  fatal  effect  by  the  Tru- 
man administration.  I  say  that  in  no 
narrow  spirit  of  partisanship  whatever, 
because  with  respect  to  policies  in  Eu- 
rope, when  there  was  a  true  bipartisan 
consultation  I  joined  with  the  late  dis- 
tinguished Senator  Vandenberg  of  Mich- 
igan in  voting,  almost  without  exception. 
for  measures  or  policies  with  respect  to 
Europe,  including  the  Greek-Turkish 
program,  the  NATO  ratification,  and  our 
program  of  economic  aid  to  Europe,  as 
well  as  our  military  assistance  program. 
But  we  did  not  have  that  type  of  real 
bipartisan  consultation  so  far  as  the  Par 
East  was  concerned. 

The  fatal  defect  in  the  foreign  policy 
of  Mr.  Acheson  and  Mr.  Truman  so  far 
as  the  Far  East  was  concerned  was  that 
in  the  earlier  period  they  followed  a 
policy  in  China,  first,  of  suggesting  a 
coalition  with  the  Communists  which 
has  not  worked  anywhere  else  in  the 
world,  and,  .':econdly,  when  the  Chinese 
Nationalist  Government  had  finally  been 
forced  to  withdraw  to  the  Island  of  Por- 
mo=;a.  the  PreUdf-nt  of  the  United  States, 
on  January  6.  1949.  I  believe— and  the 
Secretary  of  State  a  day  or  two  later — 
made  public  statements  which,  of  course, 
were  known  not  only  by  the  American 
people,  but  by  the  men  in  the  Kremlin 
and  these  at  Peiping  as  well,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  send  any  further  arms 
or  ammunition  to  the  Government  of 
the  Republic  of  China.  The  Islands  were 
theirs  almost  for  the  asking. 

The  next  thing  was  that  in  his  speech 
before  the  National  Press  Club  Mr. 
Acheson  on  January  18,  1950,  stated  that 
the  defen.se  line  of  this  Nation  would 
include  Japan.  Okinawa,  and  the  Philip- 
pines, and  he  left  the  Republic  of  Korea 
and  Formo.sa  outside  of  that  defense  line. 

I  know  th-it  what  I  am  about  to  say 
is  always  open  to  the  charge  of  its  being 
hind.Mght  rather  than  foresight,  but  I 
may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  AUbama  that  if  he  cares  to  read 
the  Congressional  Record  of  the  period 
before,  at  the  time,  and  immediately  sub- 
.sequent  to  Mr.  Ache.sons  speech  he  will 
find  that  I  called  attention  to  the  dan- 
gers of  that  type  of  policy.  I  submit 
that  had  Mr.  Acheson,  instead  of  saying 
that  Korea  and  Formo.sa  would  be  out- 
side our  defcn."e  line,  merely  stated  to 
the  National  Pmss  Club  that  we  would 
not  be  unconcerned  by  aj-gre.'-.sion  where- 
ever  it  takes  place,  and  that  if  aggres- 
sion lakes  place  in  the  Far  Ea.st  or  in 
Europe  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  will  ?.t  that  time  take  such  ac- 
tion as  our  national  interests  require, 
the  men  in  Peiping,  the  men  in  the  North 
Korean  capital  of  Pyongyang,  and,  yes, 
tlie  men  in  the  Kremlin,  would  not.  in 
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my  judgment,  have  dared  to  move.  They 
would  have  had  no  assurance  that  they 
could  move  without  some  measure  of  re- 
sistance being  put  u]3  to  them.  But,  hav- 
ing what  they  felt  was  somewhat  of  a 
guaranty  that  ihii.  country  would  be 
unconcerned  with  what  happened  in 
Korea,  we  did  not  prevent  the  Korean 
war;  in  fact,  we  invited  the  Korean  war 
by  such  a  policy. 

I  suggest  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Alabama,  able  as  he  is,  that  if  we 
followed  the  poUcy  which  he  suggests, 
and  if  we  were  to  telegraph  ahead  our 
punches,  both  thosf  of  ourselves  and  of 
our  United  Nations  allies,  and  give  any 
such  assurances  to  either  the  men  in  the 
Kremlin,  or  the  men  at  Pyongyang,  or 
the  men  at  Peiping,  we  might  not  be 
serving  the  cause  of  peace;  in  fact,  we 
misht  be  merely  inviting  other  acts  of 
aggression  on  the  part  of  the  Commu- 
nist world. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry,  but  I  do  not  have  time  to  comment 
on  the  various  points  which  my  very  dis- 
tinguished friend  has  covered.  I  cer- 
tainly challenge  his  statement  that  there 
was  no  bipartisan  policy  established  for 
the  Far  East,  and  some  day  I  shall  show 
him  the  statement  made  by  the  late  Sen- 
ator Vandenberg  on  that  very  point. 

So  far  as  concei-ns  the  coahtion  in 
China  which  the  Senator  has  mentioned. 
I  will  not  debate  it  at  this  time,  but  I 
will  say  it  was  recommended  by  practi- 
cally every  person  whom  we  sent  there 
to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Far 
East,  Including  mililAry  leaders,  and  was 
specifically  recommended  in  a  telegram 
from  General  MacArthur.  General 
Wedemeyer,  and.  and  Admiral  Spruance. 
If  anyone  wishes  to  check  that  state- 
ment, let  him  read  paragraph  13  of  that 
teleeram. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  all 
these  points.  I  cannot  hope  to  do  so. 
I  do  not  say  we  have  to  signal  our 
punches  to  the  Communists;  but,  if  now 
we  are  going  to  do  all  those  things  Gen- 
eral Wedemeyer  says  we  ought  to  do,  and 
those  things  the  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee was  quoted  as  suggesting,  al- 
though I  will  say  in  fairness  to  the 
chairman  that  he  practically  denied  that 
he  was  accurately  quoted,  if  I  under- 
stood him  correctly,  the  Communists  will 
be  put  on  notice. 

The  fifth  question  Is:  Who  protects 
Formosa  in  the  event  Chiang's  raids  pro- 
voke a  Communist  attack  upon  the 
island? 

The  implication  In  the  state  of  the 
Union  message  is  that  President  Eisen- 
hower is  In  full  agreement  with  the  hard 
core  of  Mr.  Truman's  order,  namely,  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  should  protect  For- 
mosa from  attack. 

The  answer  seems  to  be:  We,  the 
United  States,  protect  Formosa. 

I  cannot  help  believing  this  puts  us 
in  a  somewhat  strange  F>osition.  It  is 
our  official  pohcy  to  permit  Chiang  to 
make  large-scale  raids  on  the  main- 
land— beyond  the  "pin-prick"  attacks  of 
the  past.  Yet,  if  the  consequence  of 
these  new  raids  is  an  attack  on  Formosa, 
we,  not  Chiang,  will  bear  the  brunt.  I 
do  not  mean  that  he  would  not  protect 
Formosa ;  of  course  he  would,  but  it  would 
be  our  Seventh  Fleet  and  our  carriers 


and  our  other  forces  that  would  really 
give  protection  against  an  attack  on  the 
island. 

But  there  is  an  even  graver  question — 
one  far  more  dangerous  to  Formosa  and 
to  us  Who  is  to  protect  Formosa  should 
Chiang's  raids  serve  to  provoke  air  at- 
tacks by  the  Communist  air  force — said 
to  be  a  large  and  highly  modem  one? 
Formosa  is  small  and  highly  vulnerable 
to  such  attacks  from  the  air. 

Does  the  President  intend  to  commit 
United  States  Air  Forces  and  personnel 
to  the  protection  of  the  Formosan  skies? 
Or  does  he  intend  to  leave  Formosa  to 
the  mercy  of  the  Communist  air  force — 
for  certainly  the  limited  Nationalist  air 
force  could  not  offer  adequate  protection 
against  the  Communist  planes.  The 
American  people  have  a  right  to  know. 

Actually,  Mr.  President,  all  of  these 
questions  boil  down  to  one  simple  ques- 
tion which  I  am  sure  everyone  can  un- 
derstand: Is  this  the  first  step  toward 
enlarging  the  war  in  Asia?  Is  this  the 
first  step  toward  involving  United  States 
forces  on  the  mainland  of  China?  Is  it 
the  first  step  toward  more  casualties,  in- 
stead of  less?  Is  it  the  first  step  toward 
global  war? 

I  hope  the  answer  to  all  these  ques- 
tions is  "No."  We  do  not  have  the  an- 
swers to  them  yet.  I  hope  we  may  get 
these  answers  from  the  administration. 

Before  concluding,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  at>out  this  process  of  policy-mak- 
ing in  the  field  of  foreign  policy. 

I  £;hould  like  to  call  attention  to  two 
sentences  in  the  President's  state  of  the 
Union  message,  with  which  I  agree 
wholeheartedly : 

The  first  is: 

It— 

Our  foreign  policy — 

must  be  developed  and  directed  In  the  spirit 
oi  true  bipartisanship.' 

The  second  is: 

The  policy  we  pursue  will  recognize  the 
truth  that  no  single  country,  even  one  so 
powerful  as  ours,  can  alone  defend  the  lib- 
erty of  all  nations  threatened  by  Communist 
aggression  from  without  or  subversion  from 
within. 

TTiese  two  truths,  so  aptly  stated  by 
President  Eisenhower,  mean  that  foreign 
pohcy-making  must  at  all  costs  be  de- 
veloped by  a  iJartnership — a  partnership 
of  the  parties  here  at  home,  and  a  part- 
nership with  our  allies  abroad. 

If  this  administration  is  to  build  this 
vital  partnership  arrangement,  it  must 
recognize — and  recognize  now — the 
crucial  distinction  between  being  con- 
sulted as  a  policy  is  being  developed 
and  being  told  about  a  completed  pol- 
icy Just  before  it  is  announced. 

It  was  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  certain  Democratic  leaders  were 
told  of  the  decision  on  the  Seventh  Fleet 
prior  to  its  annoimcement.  That  is  a 
long,  long  way  from  true  consultation 
and  cooperative  building  of  a  policy.  I 
understand  that  our  allies  got  the  same 
treatment.  It  is  now  perfectly  clear  that 
this  Government  went  ahedd  on  its  own 
and  without  any  encouragement  from 
our  allies. 

This,  I  suggest,  is  a  far  cry  from  the 
bipartisanship  that  existed  during  the 
time  of  Senator  Vandenberg — or.  I  may 
say,  as  Senator  Vandenberg  used  to  call 


It.  unpartisanshlp — when  the  Senator 
was  actually  called  in  to  conferences  at 
the  State  Department  and  the  White 
House,  and  actually  helped  to  hammer 
out  pohcies  in  concert  with  the  respon- 
sible officials.  It  is  a  far  cry  from  the 
almost  daily  consultations  with  congres- 
sional leaders  of  both  parties  on  the 
various  drafts  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty. 

It  is  also  a  far  cry  from  any  sort  of 
true  partnership  with  our  allies  abroad — 
at  least  judging  from  the  consternation 
this  new  Formosan  policy  has  caused 
throughout  Europe  and,  I  may  say, 
throughout  the  world.  I  doubt  that  any 
of  us  would  consider  himself  a  true  busi- 
ness partner  if  we  were  merely  told  of 
a  business  decision  just  before  it  was  put 
into  effect. 

President  Eisenhower  himself  seemed 
to  recognize  this  when  he  said  that  for- 
eign poUcy  must  be  developed  and  di- 
rected— note  the  word  "developed" — in 
the  spirit  of  true  bipartisanship. 

Yet  the  very  first  step  taken  has  dis- 
regarded this  pledge. 

We  hear  much  talk  about  a  new  posi- 
tive foreign  policy  of  the  Eisenhower 
administration. 

But  who  among  the  minority  party  is 
being  consulted  In  the  development  of 
this  new  policy?  Who  among  us  is  be- 
ing called — or  is  to  be  called — to  meet  in 
the  heads- together  conferences  where 
policies  are  hammered  out? 

And  who  among  our  allies  has  been 
informed  of  this  positive  new  policy? 
Are  we  to  treat  our  allies  as  partners  or 
as  pawns? 

I,  for  one,  have  no  idea  what  may  be 
the  full  impUcations  of  this  so-called 
positive  new  foreign  policy.  I  find  many 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Congress  equally 
bewildered.  We  ask — and  we  should 
ask — what  this  policy  is  committing  us 
to  or  what  it  is  involving  us  in.  I  am 
unable  to  answer  that  and  T.  doubt 
whether  anyone  else  can. 

The  fight  against  communism  has 
been  very  costly  in  lives  as  well  as  in 
money  and  materials.  There  will  be 
great  costs  in  the  future. 

But  I  would  suggest  that  there  are  two 
costs  of  our  foreign  poUcy  that  we  can 
never  afford  to  pay:  disunity  at  home, 
and  a  spUt  with  our  allies  abroad.  As 
President  Eisenhower  himself  says: 

No  single  country,  even  one  so  powerful 
as  ours,  can  alone  defend  the  liberty  of  all 
nations  threatened  by  Communist  aggression. 

Should  an  Irreparable  split  with  our 
allies  leave  us  standing  alone  against  the 
Communist  world,  we  will  look  back  with 
horror — and  perhaps  with  desperation — 
upon  our  failure  to  make  them  our  full 
partners  in  the  business  of  developing 
and  directing  this  global  conflict  against 
communism. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  emphasize 
that  these  questions  are  asked,  these 
possible  risks  are  raised,  not  m  a  spirit 
of  partisan  criticism,  but  in  the  true 
spirit  of  bipartisanship  in  which  I 
wholeheartedly  believe. 

ESHZBIT    1 

Democbats  Rkvtvx  "Tatt  Wab"   Cbaxck 
(By  Marquis  Chllds) 

Washlnctow. — When  be  was  campaifning 
for  the  RepuMiciin  nomlnatioQ  for  Pre«ulect, 
Senator  Tarr.  Republican  of  Obio,  a  ye" 
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ago  made  an  Important  speech  on  foreign 
policy,  at  Seattle.  He  urged  that  the  Na- 
tionalist forces  of  Chiang  Kai-shek  on  the 
island  of  Formosa  be  given  the  power  to 
assault  the  mainland  of  China  held  by  the 
Communists. 

The  proposal  caused  something  of  a  poli- 
tical uproar  in  Washington.  Senator  Spark- 
man,  Democrat  of  Alabama,  said  it  would 
mean  all-out  war  on  the  Chinese  mainland, 
with  the  United  States  in  the  war.  Senator 
Macnuson,  Democrat  of  Washington,  said 
such  a  move  would  mean  a  "Taft  war"  in 
China,  this  being  a  reference  to  Taft's  de- 
nunciation of  the  "Truman  war"  in  Korea. 

The  more  ardent  advocates  of  the  Nation- 
alists immediately  seconded  the  Taft  pro- 
posal. But  they  pointed  out  that  such  a 
move  could  be  made  only  with  the  help 
of  the  American  Navy  and  Air  power. 

In  the  same  talk  at  Seattle  Taft  declared 
he  had  no  confidence  in  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  He  said  if  he  were  President  he  would 
remove  them.  This  is  interesting  in  view  of 
the  speculation  over  President  Elsenhower's 
decision  on  Formosa  and  how  that  decision 
was  reached. 

It  has  been  reported  that  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  were  not  consulted  on  the  decision 
to  remove  the  Seventh  Fleet  from  the  Straits 
of  Formosa.  This  is  not  strictly  accurate. 
The  sequence  of  events  was  as  follows: 

In  an  early  stage  of  the  state  of  the  Union 
message  the  Joint  Chiefs  were  told  that  such 
a  move  was  being  considered. 

But  President  Elsenhower  indicated  he 
would  reject  it.  Paragraphs  drafted  for  in- 
clusion in  the  message  on  the  subject  were 
torn  up  and  thrown  in  the  wastebasket. 

This  was  the  last  the  Joint  Chiefs  heard 
of  the  matter.  Officially  they  knew  nothing 
more  about  it  until  they  heard  the  President 
read  the  paragraph  in  his  speech  that  drew 
world  headlines. 

The  leak  3  days  in  advance  of  the  message 
Itself  had.  of  course,  made  plain  what  was 
coming.  Significantly,  two  top  military  men, 
both  long  advocates  of  a  strong  policy  in 
Asia,  were  called  upon  for  support.  They 
were  Admiral  William  D.  Leahy  and  Gen. 
Douglas  MacArthur.  both  retired  but  influen- 
tial. It  was  the  first  public  statement  Leahy 
had  made  in  a  long  time. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearings  Into  MacAr- 
thur's  dismissal  by  President  Truman,  the 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  Gen. 
Omar  N.  Bradley,  testified  that  for  the  United 
States  to  become  involved  militarily  in  China 
would  be  the  wrong  war  in  the  wrong  place 
at  the  wrong  time.  His  testimony  angered 
MacArthurs  friends  and  those  who  favored 
a  dynamic  policy  in  Asia. 

The  decision  on  Formosa,  taken  without 
the  prior  knowledge  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  sug- 
gests an  interesting  possibility.  In  settmg 
policy  President  Eisenhower  may  go  around 
them  to  rely  on  other  military  advisers.  One 
of  these  is  Adm.  Arthur  W.  Radford,  the 
Navy's  Conunander  in  Chief  in  the  Pacific 
area. 


SUSPENSION  OP  IMPORT  TAXES  ON 
COPPER 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  House  bill  568,  Calen- 
dar No.  23,  an  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1954.  the  suspension  of 
certain  import  taxes  on  copper. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  568)  to  continue  until  the  close 
of  June  30,  1954.  the  suspension  of  cer- 
tain import  taxes  on  copper. 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  know  how  much  timre  will  be  in- 
volved in  the  consideration  of  House  bill 


568.  I  understand  that  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr.  Ma- 
lone]  will  speak  on  the  bill.  If  he  can 
give  us  an  indication  of  how  long  he 
will  speak,  perhaps  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  can  be  put  over  until 
Tuesday,  as  the  first  order  of  business  at 
that  time.  After  all,  no  notice  has  been 
given  that  the  Senate  would  have  a  long 
session  tonight. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  California  will  yield  to 
me,  let  me  say  that  I  believe  the  course 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado would  be  a  fair  one.  for  the  Finance 
Committee  has  just  concluded  the  hear- 
ings. The  testimony  presented  before 
the  committee  was  available  to  the  Sen- 
ate only  just  before  noon.  So  I  would 
appreciate  having  this  measure  set  for 
Tuesday  noon. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  distinguished  acting 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Certainly. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Would  it  be  conven- 
ient to  the  leadership  to  have  this  bill 
put  over  until  Tuesday  noon,  re.serving 
its  position  in  the  meantime,  and  have 
it  taken  up  at  that  time  as  the  first 
order  of  business? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course  the  bill 
is  now  before  the  Senate. 

For  the  information  of  the  acting 
minority  leader  and  the  other  Members 
of  the  Senate,  let  me  say  it  is  the  pur- 
pose of  the  leadership  on  this  side  of 
the  aisle,  once  our  busine.ss  for  today  is 
completed,  to  move  that  the  Senate  ad- 
journ until  Tuesday. 

If  that  course  is  agreeable  to  the  Sen- 
ate, then  I  shall  immediately  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  execu- 
tive business,  in  order  to  consider  the 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar, 
in  the  hope  that  action  on  tho.se  nomina- 
tions can  be  completed.  If  there  is  any 
serious  problem  in  connection  with  the 
consideration  of  any  of  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar,  any 
nominations  in  that  category  which 
might  not  be  finally  acted  upon  today, 
would  aLso  go  over  until  Tuesday,  in 
which  case  they  would  be  taken  up  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Would  such  nomi- 
nations be  taken  up  first  on  Tuesday, 
or  would  they  be  taken  up  after  House 
bill  568  is  considered  on  Tuesday?  I  ask 
these  questions  for  the  reason  that  the 
present  legislation  on  this  subject  will 
expire  on  February  15,  and  we  must, 
take  action  on  the  bill,  one  way  or  the 
other,  before  the  present  act  expires. 
So  I  wonder  whether  action  on  the 
present  Executive  Calendar,  if  continued 
until  Tue.sday,  would  be  the  first  order 
of  business  at  that  time;  or  would  it  be 
taken  up  later  on  Tuesday? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  be  per- 
fectly frank  with  the  Senator  from 
Colorado.  The  understanding  was  that 
the  Senate  would  adjourn  from  today 
until  Tuesday.  Of  course,  at  the  time 
when  that  understanding  was  reached, 
we  did  not  know  how  late  the  session 
tonight  would  last  or  whether  House 
bill  568  would  be  out  of  the  way  before 
the  Senate  adjourned  tonight. 

The  idea  is  to  take  up  first  the  Execu- 
tive Calendar,  because  there  are  on  it 


some  important  nominations  which  the 
administration  feels  it  is  extremely  im- 
portant to  have  confirmed,  so  that  the 
nominees  can  begin  the  performance  of 
their  duties. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  whether  any  of  the 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar 
will  be  found  to  be  controversial,  so  far 
as  he  knows. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course.  I  can- 
not tell  whether  there  will  be  discussion 
of  the  nominations,  or  how  prolonged 
.'^uch  di.scu-ssion  may  be.  The  nomina- 
tion of  Dr.  Conant  was  reported  from 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  by 
unanimous  vote,  although  I  understand 
there  has  been  considerable  di.scusslon 
regarding  it.  There  might  be  some  dis- 
cu.s.sion  of  the  nomination  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

After  Senators  read  the  report — which, 
I  may  .say.  every  Senator  ha.s  on  his  desk, 
and  has  had  all  day  today,  in  the  case 
of  the  hearings  on  the  nomination  of 
Dr.  Conant — I  am  hopeful  that  .'lome  of 
those  whose  opposition  was  previously 
indicated  may  feel  that  some  of  Dr. 
Conant  s  remarks  have  been  misinter- 
preted 

In  the  case  of  the  nomination  of  Wal- 
ter Bedell  Smith  to  be  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  I  know  of  no  opposition  to  it. 
The  nomination  was  reported  unani- 
mously. I  hope  it  can  be  confirmed  this 
evening. 

In  the  case  of  the  nominations  in  the 
Department  of  Defen.se — namely,  that  of 
Frank  C.  Nash  to  be  A.ssistant  Secretary 
of  Defen.se.  and  that  of  John  A.  Hannah 
to  be  Avsi.stant  Secretary  of  Defen.se — I 
have  heard  of  no  opposition.  I  believe 
those  nominations  were  reported  unani- 
mously from  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  Senator  from  California  will  yield 
to  me.  let  me  say  that  I  hope  all  nomi- 
nations which  have  been  reported  from 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  and  are 
now  on  the  Executive  Calendar  will  be 
acted  on  tonight.  I  know  of  no  objec- 
tion to  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  ca.se  of  the 
nominations  of  members  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration, we  know  of  no  opposition.  I 
think  they  were  unanimously  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
P^orestry. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  IS  true 

Mr  KNOWLAND.  So  I  know  of  no 
opposition  to  them. 

I  hope  that  even  though  it  may  be 
necessary  to  consider  on  Tuesday  some 
matters  on  the  Executive  Calendar,  such 
action  Will  not  delay  the  further  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate  of  House  bill 
568.  which  the  distini-uished  Senator 
from  Colorado  i  Mr.  Mn  iikin  1  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
M.fLONE  I   de-sire  to  di.scu.ss. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  vield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  can  set  at  rest  the 
mind  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  de- 
bate this  measure  at  length.  It  is  my 
intention  to  place  before  the  Senate  the 
facts  as  to  it.  before  the  vote  is  taken. 
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If  the  further  consideration  of  House 
bill  568  is  put  over  until  Tuesday,  I  be- 
lieve that  either  Senators  who  are  inter- 
ested in  the  congressional  principle 
which  might  be  established  by  that  meas- 
ure or  Senators  who  are  interested  in  the 
subject  itself  will  be  familiar  with  it,  and 
that  there  would  be  no  reason  why  in  a 
reasonably  short  time  we  could  not  dls- 
po.se  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  acting  majority  leader  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  So  far  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  concerned,  it 
will  he  all  right  to  have  the  further  con- 
sideration of  House  Bill  568  go  over  un- 
til Tuesday. 

Mr.  MALONE.     I  thank  the  Senator. 


PAYMENT  OF  ACCUMULATED  LEAVE 
TO  PERMANENT  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  my  esteemed  colleague, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Williams!,  on  February  4  called  atten- 
tion to  a  situation  in  the  Office  of  Rent 
Stabilization  by  which  permanent  em- 
ployees were  separated  by  a  reduction  in 
force,  and  collected  lump-sum  payments 
for  accumulated  annual  leave.  It  ap- 
pears that  on  the  day  following  their 
separation  they  were  reinstated  as  tem- 
porary employees,  which  reinstatements, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  accumulated 
leave,  were  converted  to  permanent  ap- 
pointments. 

Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Delaware  has  again  done  a  commend- 
able job.  I  do  not  rise  to  debate  the  mer- 
its or  demerits  of  the  action  that  took 
place  in  June  of  1950,  but  rather  to  in- 
form the  Senate  that  whatever  loophole 
may  have  existed  as  the  result  of  deci- 
sions by  the  Comptroller  General  fol- 
lowing the  adoption  of  the  Lump-Sum 
Leave  Act  of  1944  has  already  been 
plugged  and  corrected. 

I  think  it  my  duty  to  state  here,  for 
the  protection  of  the  employees  involved, 
that  the  practice  was  not  illegal,  pro- 
vided the  particular  employees  did  not 
return  to  their  permanent  appointments 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  time  equivalent 
to  the  amount  of  annual  leave  which  had 
been  accumulated.  I  have  been  informed 
that  they  did  not  do  so  in  this  instance. 
Although  the  practice  was  entirely 
within  the  law.  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  done  may  have  been  Irregular.  I 
trust  that  the  present  head  of  the  Rent 
Stabilization  Agency  will  look  into  the 
facts  more  thoroughly  t)efore  taking  any 
additional  hasty  action  and  discharging 
any  more  employees. 

During  the  Eighty -second  Congress,  as 
chairman  of  the  Past  Office  and  Civil 
S?rvice  Committee.  I  recommended  to 
the  Senate  corrective  legislation,  which 
is  now  Public  Law  233.  Until  Public  Law 
233,  approved  October  30.  1951,  became 
effective  on  January  6,  1952,  there  were 
a  number  of  different  leave  systems  in 
effect  in  the  Federal  service.  Among 
such  systems  were  the  following: 

First.  General  systems:  Approxi- 
mately 75  percent  of  all  Federal  employ- 
ees were  subject  to  the  Uniform  Annual 
and  Sick  Lor.ve  Acts  of  1936,  as  amended. 


However,  because  these  acts  provided  dif- 
ferent benefits  to  temjxjrary  employees 
than  to  permanent  employees,  it  was 
ruled  by  the  Comptroller  General  that 
temporary  and  permanent  employees 
were  under  different  leave  systems. 

Second.  Postal  field  service:  Einployees 
In  the  postal  field  service  were  subject  to 
Public  Law  134. 

Third.  Foreign  Service:  Employees  in 
the  Foreign  Service  of  the  Department  of 
State  were  subject  to  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice Act  of  1946 — Pubhc  Law  724. 

Fourth.  Miscellaneous  groups:  A 
number  of  other  small  groups  of  employ- 
ees were  subject  to  a  variety  of  different 
leave  systems. 

It  was  apparent  to  me  that  these  dif- 
ferent systems,  all  operating  side  by  side, 
caused  confusion,  created  inequities,  and 
affected  employee  morale.  Moreover, 
following  the  adoption  of  the  Lump -Sum 
Leave  Act  of  December  21.  1944,  as 
amended,  the  Comptroller  General  held 
that  when  an  employee  transferred  from 
one  leave  system  to  another,  payment  for 
accumulated  annual  leave  was  required. 
Accordingly,  employees  going  from  one 
job  to  another,  or  changing  from  tempo- 
rary to  permanent  status,  or  transfer- 
ring from  an  agency  under  the  general 
leave  system  to  the  Foreign  Service,  or 
vice  versa,  came  into  a  windfall  for  ac- 
cumulated annual  leave. 

For  these  and  other  reasons,  the  mat- 
ter of  leave  was  the  subject  of  long  con- 
sideration, finally  culminating  in  the 
passage  of  Public  Law  233. 

Under  this  law,  most  of  the  previously 
existing  systems  were  abolished,  and  over 
98  percent  of  all  Federal  employees  were 
brought  under  its  coverage.  Thus,  at 
one  fell  swoop  the  opportunity  of  cash- 
ing in  on  accumulated  annual  leave,  by 
changing  from  one  leave  system  to  an- 
other, was  removed  from  the  reach  of 
most  Federal  employees.  That  was  in- 
tended, and  that  has  been  accomplished 
with  one  remote  exception,  as  follows: 

On  November  26,  1951,  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission  presented  to  the  Comp- 
troller General  for  decision  several  ques- 
tions regarding  the  new  leave  act. 
Among  these  was  one  having  to  do  with 
lump-sum  payments,  reading,  in  perti- 
nent part,  as  follows: 

If  an  employee  who  has  received  a  lump- 
sum payment  for  annual  leave  •  •  •  is 
reemployed  before  the  expiration  of  the  jje- 
riod  covered  by  the  leave  •  •  •  would 
such  an  employee  who  received  a  temporary 
appointment  limited  to  less  than  90  days  be 
required  to  make  refund  and  be  credited 
with  leave? 

In  reply  the  Comptroller  General 
stated : 

Under  the  provision  of  the  Lump-Sum 
Leave  Act  it  seems  clear  that  a  refund  of 
compensation  and  a  corresponding  credit  of 
leave  is  mandatory  in  the  case  of  an  employee 
reemployed  under  an  appointment  of  90  days 
or  more.  However,  the  same  would  not  ap- 
pear applicable  in  all  respects  to  an  em- 
ployee who  receives  an  appointment  for  less 
than  90  days  since  said  act  appears  to 
contemplate  a  refund  only  In  the  event  the 
reemployment  carries  with  It  a  potential 
right,  at  Ipast.  to  the  accrual  of  leave.  Ob- 
viously, an  appointment  for  less  than  90 
days  would  preclude  an  employee  from  being 
entitled  to  any  leave  accruals  unless  he 
should  happen  to  receive  another  appoint- 


ment or  appointments  without  a  brsak  to 
complete  the  90-day  period.  Thxis,  imder 
such  circumstances,  a  refund  of  the  lump- 
sum payment  received  by  an  employee  In  a 
prior  position  would  not  be  required  pro- 
vided the  employee  does  not  receive  another 
appointment  or  an  extension  of  his  short- 
term  appKDintment  of  less  than  90  days  with- 
out a  break  in  service. 

Under  the  ruling,  the  loophole  is  shown 
to  be  similar  to  this:  John  Doe  has,  let  us 
say.  60  days  armual  leave  to  his  credit. 
His  service  is  terminated  on  April  1  and 
he  is  given  a  lump-sum  payment  for  his 
60  days  annual  leave.  On  April  2,  he  is 
.  returned  to  work  under  a  60-day  tempo- 
rary appointment.  After  the  60  days, 
he  remains  out  of  service  for  1  day,  and 
then  returns  to  work  on  a  permanent 
basis.  In  this  manner  he  has  received 
60  days  leave  pay  and  60  days  work  pay 
covering  the  same  60-day  period,  and 
then,  following  the  1-day  break,  he  re- 
enters the  service  on  a  permanent  basis. 

It  is  not  believed  that  this  remote  pos- 
sibility is  the  result  of  law.  but  occurs 
because  of  an  erroneous  interpretation 
given  to  the  law  by  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral. In  hght  of  this,  it  is  believed  that 
the  Comptroller  General  should  again 
consider  the  questions  with  a  view  to 
seeing  whether  it  would  not  be  in  keep- 
ing with  the  intent  of  the  act  to  hold 
that  a  refund  of  compensation  with  a 
corresponding  credit  of  leave  is  required 
when  an  employee  is  reemployed  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  the  period  covered 
by  accumulated  leave  to  his  credit  for 
which  he  is  given  a  liunp-sum  payment. 

Accordingly,  I  have  today  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Comptroller  General  asking 
that  he  review  his  decision  dated  Decem- 
ber 14.  1951,  volume  31,  to  see  whether 
his  ruling  should  not  be  changed,  in 
keeping  with  what  I  feel  t«  be  the  intent 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  con- 
siderable talk  about  so  much  money 
having  been  spent.  If  I  were  here  to  de- 
bate the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  par- 
ticular case  that  has  been  called  to  our 
attention  by  the  Senator  from  IDelaware, 
I  would  have  to  state  to  the  Senate  that 
this  action  on  the  part  of  the  Office  of 
Rent  Stabilization  actually  saved  the 
Government  money.  I  know  there  are 
those  who  may  be  shocked  by  that  state- 
ment. However,  I  can  prove  conclu- 
sively that  the  result  was  a  saving  of 
money  to  the  Government. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  is  no  further  legislative  business, 
I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED — 
WITHDRAWAL  OF  NOMINATIONS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  tbe 
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appropriate  committees:  and  withdraw- 
ing the  nominations  of  Vernon  D.  North- 
rip,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  and  Joel  D.  Wolf- 
solyi,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  which  were  sent  to 
the  Senate  on  January  9.  1953. 

'For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


AUTHORITY  TO  THE  SECRETARY 
TO  RECEIVE  AND  TO  REFER  NOMI- 
NATIONS  PROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Secretarj-  of 
the  Senate  be  authorized  to  receive  from 
the  Pre.sident  of  the  United  States  the 
nomination  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Administration,  and  other 
nominations  to  offices  in  the  Department 
of  State  and  the  diplomatic  service,  dur- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  and 
that  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE    REPORTS    OF 
COMMITIEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SCHOEPPEL,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

Craig  R.  Sheafler.  of  Iowa,  to  the  position 
of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Mr,  BUTLER  of  Nebraska,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

Ralph  A.  Tudor,  of  Palo  Alto,  Calif.,  for 
the  position  of  Under  Secretary  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior: 

Fred  Q.  Aandahl,  of  Lltchvllle,  N.  Dak  .  as 
Assistant  Secrrtary  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior; 

Orme  Lewis,  of  Phoenix.  Ariz.,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Interior;  and 

Clarence  A.  Davis,  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  be 
Solicitor  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  are 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  read  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


UNITED  STATES  HIGH  COMMISSION- 
ER FOR  GERMANY  AND  CHIEF  OP 
MISSION 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  James  B.  Conant,  of  Massachu.<:etts, 
to  be  United  States  High  Commissioner 
for  Germany  and  Chief  of  Mission,  Class 
1.  within  the  meaning  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  nomination  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar,  because  one  of  the  Sena- 
tors would  have  to  be  notified,  and  we 
sent  word  to  him  that  we  would  con- 
sider the  other  nominations  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Walter  B.  Smith,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Eaiiier  in  the  proceedings  of  today. 


Mr.  WILEY  said :  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  associates  that  I  have  to 
leave  now,  to  take  a  train  to  New  York. 
I  had  expected  that  the  nomination  of 
General  Smith  would  come  before  us 
today.  Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
on  the  nomination  of  General  Smith,  to- 
gether with  a  biographical  sketch  of 
General  Smith,  be  printed  in  the  Record 
when  his  nomination  comes  before  the 
Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  biographical  .'^ketch  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
•  follows: 

Statemfnt  by  Senator  Wiley 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on 
February  4  recommended-  by  a  vote  of  15  to 
0 — that  the  Senate  give  its  advice  and  on- 
.«ent  to  the  r.omination  of  Walter  Bedell 
Smith  to  be  Under  Secretary  ot  State.  Aa 
Under  Secretary.  General  Smith  will  be  sec- 
ond In  C(;mmand  in  the  Department  of  State 
and  will  be  Actinc^  -Secretary  of  State  at  such 
times  as  Mr.  Dulles  may  be  absent  from  hia 
post. 

The  position  of  Under  Secretary  of  State 
Is  one  (if  the  mo.st  in.portant  positions  In 
our  Government.  The  selection  of  the  man 
to  occupy  that  post  lm[H).ses  grave  resp m- 
.^Ibllities  upon  the  President  and  upon  tliis 
body. 

In  order  that  the  Senate  might  be  l.i  a 
position  fully  to  discharge  Its  c mfirming 
function  in  this  lmp<  rtant  appointment, 
hearlni^s  were  held  to  examine  the  ciiMliii- 
cations  ot  General  Smith.  Those  hearings, 
edited  to  eliminate  material  ol  a  security 
nature,  are  available  to  the  Senate 

The  Committee  <n  Foreign  Relations  be- 
lieves that  General  Smith  Is  eminently  qua:i- 
fled  to  fill  the  post  of  Under  Secretarv.  He 
has  had  a  dUtlng\jished  military  career  He 
has  a  line  reputation  as  an  able  adminis- 
trator. He  has  served  in  recent  years  with 
distinction  as  our  Amba.ssadnr  to  Moscmw 
and  as  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

To  my  mind.  General  Smith  represents 
that  rare  combination  of  the  military  man 
and  the  civilian  administrator.  His  tranun^' 
and  experience  have  been  in  both  fields. 

It  is  particularly  impijrtant  that  the  t^'p 
officers  in  our  State  Department  thorouglily 
under.stand  the  Soviet  Union,  its  objectives 
and  the  methods  it  uses  to  reach  those  ob- 
jectives. General  Smith  has  had  a  great  deal 
of  experience  In  handling  the  Rus.sians.  He 
understands,  perhaps  as  well  as  anyone  in 
our  Governmer.t,  the  nature  of  the  Commu- 
nist threat  to  us  and  to  the  iree  world  gen- 
erally. 

During  the  cour.^e  of  our  hearing*;,  the 
Committee  on  Forei'^n  Relations  examined 
carefully  ir.to  the  Jeihn  P  Davles  ca;se  which 
has  occupied  public  attention  m  recent  years. 
Mr.  Davies  is  a  Foreign  Service  officer  who 
was  involved  In  a  case  appealed  to  the  Presi- 
dent's Loy.ilty  Review  Board.  That  Board 
affirmed  the  findings  of  the  Department  of 
State  that  there  were  no  grounds  for  dis- 
missing Mr  Davies  from  the  Government 
-service  on  the  basis  of  his  loyalty  to  the 
United  States  after  having  heard  the  testi- 
mony of  General  Smith 

General  Smith  knew  Mr  Davies  while  the 
general  was  serving  as  Ambassador  to  Mos- 
cow and  testified  that  hl.s  experience  with 
Davies  led  him  to  believe  Davies  was  a  loyal 
official.  The  general  wa.s  not  In  a  pcisition, 
however,  to  give  his  Judgment  on  Davle.s' 
motive  In  making  certain  suggestions  to  the 
CIA.  Tlie  committee  examined  this  matter 
most  carefully  with  General  Smith  who 
brought  with  him  the  tran.script  of  his  tes- 
timony before  the  Loyalty  Review  Board. 
The  committee  was  satisfied  that  the  inci- 
dent giving  rl^e  to  a  question  about  Davies' 
loy-.Uy  took  place  nearly  a  year  before  Gen- 


eral  Smith   became   Director  of    the  Central 
Intelligence  .Agency. 

In  order  to  explore  the  matter  fully,  we 
created  a  subcommittee  to  study  testimony 
given  by  General  Smith  to  the  Senate  Ju- 
diciary Committee  in  this  connection.  That 
subcommittee  reported,  and  I  quote,  "We 
concluded,  ujvon  the  basis  of  evidence  which 
was  shown  to  us,  that  there  is  not  lung  of 
substance  in  his  testimony  which  would 
detract  from  his  availability  or  his  .service 
in  the  post  of  L'nder  Secretary  of  State" 

.So  much  for  the  Davies  case  It  is  covered 
In  more  detail  in  the  published  hearings  of 
the  committee. 

The  committee  leartied  from  General 
Smith  that  he  Is  In  full  Hi;repment  with  Mr. 
Dulles  and  the  Presideiit  that  there  must 
be  close  ai;d  continuous  cooperation  between 
the  Fxecutive  and  the  Congress  In  the  de- 
veiopnicnt  of  this  country  s  foreign  policy. 
CJcneral  S.mith  stated  "I  do  not  see  how 
•  •  •  the  Congress  can  be  expected  to  ^ive 
tl.e  'upport  to  our  forei.-n  policy  that  it  mu.nt 
have  If  It  Is  to  be  FUccessful  unless  you 
are  pretty  thortuchly  brought  Into  the  for- 
eign picture,  and  that  means  the  briefing 
from  time  to  time  not  only  on  foreign  af- 
fairs, but  on  the  jjroduct  of  our  Intelligence 
community  " 

This  statement  Is  In  line  with  those  which 
have  been  n'.ade  by  the  President  and  I  be- 
lieve It  is  IncumlxMit  upon  us  to  do  our  full 
part  in  developing  a  clo.<;e  partnership  as  we 
forinul.i'e  our  foreign  ptilicy, 

A  number  of  otlier  matters  were  covered 
In  the  heariiiiTs  which  are  available.  We 
discu.s.^ed  ways  In  which  the  De|>artment 
mli;lu  be  strengthened,  the  neces.sity  o(  c1(js« 
Cooperation  In  f.ishloning  a  more  «-ffecllve 
overseas  information  program,  and  the  de- 
velopment of  a  foreign  policy  toward  the 
Soviet  threat  based  upon  determined  oppo- 
sition, rather  than  up'.n  mfre  containment. 

But  the.se  matters  are  In  the  record  for  all 
to  read  and  I  urge  that  you  do  so. 

In  concluding  my  remarks.  I  want  to  ex- 
press my  persor.al  coiifldcnce  and  admira- 
tion for  tlie  new  Secretary  of  State.  Mr. 
Dulles,  an.d  the  Under  Secretary  designate. 
General  .Smith  President  Elsenhower  is  to 
be  commended  for  their  selection  These 
men  lace  great  t.iska  Our  Nation  needs 
such  men  as  tliese  tii  help  us  meet  the  tre- 
mendous cnalleuge  that  lies  aliead.. 

Bior.RAPHir*!,    BACKCRorND-    Wai.tdi    Brnei.L 

S.MITU,      CiL.NtRAL,      LnITU)     STATEIs      ArMY 

Gen  Walter  Bedell  Smith  was  born  in  In- 
dianapolis, Ind  .  (;n  Octoljer  5,  1895,  the  son 
of  William  I-ong  and  Ida  Frances  (Bedell) 
Smith.  He  married  Mary  Eleanor  Cilne  of 
Indianapolis  on  July  1.  1917. 

General  Smith  beL:an  his  military  career  In 
1910  as  a  private  in  the  Indi.uia  National 
(Kurd  By  1<)17,  wlien  he  entered  the  Officers 
Trainiiii;  Camp  at  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison, 
he  h;id  adv. meed  throuch  the  non-com- 
missioned  officer  ranks  lu  the  grade  of  first 
seri;eant. 

He  W.I.S  comrnissirmed  a  second  lieutenant 
In  the  OlTicors  He.'.er\e  Corps  on  November  27, 
1917  and  moved  through  the  successive  com- 
missioned ranks  to  general  In  the  Armv  of 
the  Lnlted  States  on  July  1,  1951.  He  re- 
ceived his  commission  in  the  Regular  Army 
as  a  flr.-,t  lieutenant  of  infantry  on  Septem- 
ber 23.  1920.  with  rank  from  July  I,  1920. 
His  permanent  rank  as  a  m.ijor  general  on 
the   regular   list   dates  from   March   29.    1942. 

Upon  ijraduation  from  t!ie  Officers  Train- 
ing Camp  in  November  1917.  the  general 
was  a.s.siened  to  the  39th  Infantry  of  the 
Fourth  Divi.sion  and  served  with  this  unit  In 
France  in  1918.  Following  the  war,  he  spent 
SIX  years  In  the  normal  infantry  command 
and  staff  a.ssignments  with  the  379th  In- 
fantry Regiment,  2nd  Infantry  Regiment  and 
the    12th   Infantry   Bri>;ade. 

In  April  1923  he  was  detailed  to  the  Btireau 
of  the  Budtret  where  he  .served  4  years:  first 
as    a.ssistant    to    ttie    chief    coordinator    and 
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later  ns  executive  officer  and  deputy  chief 
chief  coordinator  of  budget.  In  April  1929 
he  was  ordered  to  the  Philippine  Islands  for 
a  2-year  tour  of  duty  with  the  45th  Infantry 
Kegiment  at  Fort  William  McBClnley. 

He  was  returned  to  the  United  States  In 
March  1931  to  attend  the  advanced  course 
of  the  Infantry  school  at  Port  Bennlng.  Ga. 
L'p on  graduation  In  1932  he  was  assigned  as 
sn  retary  of  the  Infantry  school  and  served 
111  this  capacity  until  August  1933  when  he 
was  ordered  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  to 
i.fend  the  command  and  general  staff 
school  In  August  1936  he  was  selected  to 
attend  the  Army  War  College  In  Washing- 
lon.  D.  C  .  and  upon  graduation  he  returned 
to  the  Infantry  schtxjl  at  Fort  Bennlng  for 
all  additional  2  years  as  a  member  of  the 
staff  and  faculty. 

In  October  1939  General  Smith  was  ap- 
1  Hinted  to  the  War  Department  General 
Staff  in  Washington,  where  he  served  first 
as  a.ssistant  secretary  and  later  as  secretary 
to  the  General  Staff  during  the  critical  pe- 
ruxl  between  October  1939  and  January  1942. 
In  February  1942  he  was  appointed  secretary 
to  the  Combined  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  Wash- 
ington. 

In  September  1942  General  Smith  became 
Chief  of  Staff  In  the  European  Theater  of 
Oijcrations,  and  shortly  thereafter  was  ap- 
(■olnted  Chief  of  Staff  to  Gen.  Dwlght  D. 
Fisenhower  In  the  North  African  Theater. 
When  SHAEF  (Supreme  Headquarters  Al- 
lied Expeditionary  Forces)  was  organized  on 
January  1.  1944.  General  Smith  was  ap- 
pointed as  Chief  (jf  Staff  of  this  headquarters 
and  remained  in  this  caijacity  until  the  end 
of  the  war.  On  behalf  of  the  Supreme  Com- 
mander, he  signed  the  Instruments  effect- 
ing the  surrender  of  Italy  and  Germany. 

In  February  1946  he  was  apjiolnted  Ambas- 
sador to  the  S<jvlet  Union,  remaining  In  a 
military  status  during  this  assignment.  His 
resignation  as  Ambassador  was  accepted  by 
the  President  on  March  25,  1949. 

From  April  1949  to  October  1950  he  served 
as  commanding  general  of  the  United  Slates 
First  Army  with  ht  idquarters  on  Governors 
Island  In  New  York  C.*y. 

In  October  19.50.  General  Smith  was  ap- 
pointed by  President  Truman  as  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence  and  UxjJc  the  oath  ol 
office  o!'  October  7.  1950. 

Orx-OKATlCS'i 

VnUrd  Sfafet 

Distinguished  Service  Medal  (with  two 
Onk  Leaf  Clusters) . 

Distinguished    Service    Medal    iNavy). 
Le^'lon  of  Merit. 
Bronze  Star  Medal. 

Foreign 

Kn\phX  Grand  Cri«s,  Order  of  the  British 
Empire. 

Knight  Grand  Cross,  Order  of  the  Lions  of 
the  Netherlands. 

Grand  Cross,  Order  of  the  Crown  of  Bel- 
glum. 

Knight  Grand  Cross.  Order  of  the  Crown  of 
Oi'.k  of  Luxemburg. 

Knight  Commander,  Order  of  the  Bath 
(United  Kingdom) . 

Grand  Office,  Order  of  the  Legion  of  Hon- 
or (  hYatice  »  . 

Grand  Officer.  Order  of  Glory,  Nishtan 
Iftikar  (Tunisia). 

Grand  Officer,  Order  of  Oulssan  Aloulte 
(Morocco) . 

Grand  Officer,  Order  of  Military  Merit 
(Brazil). 

C;rai.d  Officer,  Polonla  Restituta  (Poland). 

Sliver  Cross.  Vlrtutl  Mllitarl  (Poland). 

Cavalier  First  Class,  Order  of  Kutuzov 
(Russia) . 

Croix  de  Guerre  (with  Star),  Prance,  1918. 

Croix  de  Guerre  (with  Palm),  France,  1944. 

Croix  de  Guerre  (with  Palm),  Belgium, 
1944. 

Croix  de  Guerre  (with  Palm),  Czechoflo- 
^akla,  1945. 


HONORART    DEGREES 

Degree.  iTistitution.  and  date 

Doctor  of  Literature  (Lit.  D.),  LouTaine, 
1945. 

Doctor  of  Laws  (LL.  D),  Duquesne  Uni- 
versity. 1949. 

Doctor  of  Military  Science  (D,  Sc.  MU.), 
Pennsylvania  Military  College,  1949. 

DcKtor  of  Laws  (LL.  D),  Hofstra  College, 
1949. 

Doctor  of  Civil  Laws  (D.  C.  L),  Colgate 
University,  1950. 

Doctor  of  Laws  (LL.  D.l ,  Butler  University, 
1950. 

Doctor  of  Laws  (LLD),  Amherst  College, 
1951. 

Doctor  of  Laws  (LL.  D.) ,  Wesleyan  Univer- 
sity, 1952. 

PUBLICATIONS 

Elsenhower's  Six  Great  Decisions,  Saturday 
Evening  Post.  1943. 

My  Three  Years  In  Moscow,  J.  B.  Llppln- 
cott  Co.,   1950. 

Earlier  in  the  proceedings  of  today 
Mr.  FuLBRicHT  said:  Mr.  President.  I 
have  a  short  statement  I  have  prepared 
for  insertion  in  the  Record  after  the 
nomination  of  Gen.  Walter  Bedell  Smith 
is  brought  before  the  Senate.  I  have 
an  appointment  in  my  office,  and  must 
leave  the  floor  now,  but  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  after  the  nomination  is 
made  the  order  of  business,  this  state- 
ment, which  is  in  approval  of  the  nomi- 
nation, incorporating  three  editorials,  be 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  editorials  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statemejtt  bt  Senator  Pitlbright 

It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  be  able  to 
approve  the  appointment  of  Walter  Bedell 
Smith  as  Under  Secretary  of  State.  I  have 
seldom  approved  an  appointment  In  the 
executive  branch  with  as  much  enthusiasm 
as  I  approve  this  one. 

^  I  will  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
relate  the  exjjerlence  and  achievements  of 
General  Smith.  It  is  In  the  report  of  the 
committee.  In  fact,  his  career  In  public 
service  has  been  a  long  one.  and  Is  well 
known.  His  experience  Is  especially  well 
suited  for  this  new  position  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State.  I  think  it  an  excellent  ap- 
pointment and  that  the  country  is  fortunate 
to  have  his  services. 

I  append  hereto  three  editorials  about 
General  Smith,  with  which  I  am  In  agree- 
ment. 


[From    the    Washington    Evening    Star    of 

January  14,  1953] 

General   Smith's   New   Role 

When  he  quits  as  Director  of  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  and  takes  over  as  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  Gen.  Walter  Bedell 
Smith  will  bring  with  him  Into  his  new  office 
a  wealth  of  talent  and  exp)erlence  not 
matched  by  many  Americans  in  either  the 
military  or  civilian   field. 

For  General  Smith — who  will  now  retire 
from  active  service  In  the  Army — has  had  a 
genuinely  distinguished  career  whose  varied 
nature,  both  military  and  nonmlUtary,  has 
well  equipped  him  to  handle  the  heavy  re- 
sponsibilities of  the  second  most  Important 
post  in  the  State  Department.  Top-notch 
soldier,  excellent  staff  planner,  hard-headed 
negotiator.  Impressive  diplomat,  outstand- 
ing intelligence  expert,  and  an  experienced, 
civilian-minded  administrator,  he  clearly  has 
the  qualifications  needed  to  do  a  good  Job  as 
tiiP  chief  deputy  of  Secretary-designate  John 
Fosttr  Dulles. 

A  meati^re  of  General  Smith's  exceptional 
abilities  Is  the  fact  that  he  began  his  Army 
career  with  a  6-year  stint  as  a  private  In  the 
IJational    Guard.     Commissioned    a    second 


lieutenant  in  the  First  World  War,  he  then 
had  behind  him  little  more  than  a  high- 
school  education,  but  over  the  years  he  per- 
formed so  out.standlngly  and  with  such  bril- 
liance— especially  in  planning — that  his  mili- 
tary star  rose  steadily  until  he  became  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower's  chief  of  staff  In  the  Sec- 
ond World  War.  It  was  In  that  capacity  that 
he  earned  the  title  of  "general  manager"  of 
the  massive  and  unprecedented  operations 
against  the  Axis  In  Europe,  and  It  was  dur- 
ing that  period,  too,  that  he  went  to  Lisbon 
to  take  part  in  the  super-secret  negotiations 
on   Italy's  surrender. 

Though  primarily  a  soldier.  General  Smith 
displayed  in  his  wartime  role  a  penetrating 
understanding  of  all  the  immensely  compli- 
cated economic,  political,  and  diplomatic 
problems  Involved.  Accordlnglv,  In  1946,  not 
long  after  VE-day,  the  President  called  upon 
him  to  doff  his  uniform  and  put  his  non- 
military  talents  to  work  as  United  States  Am- 
bassador to  the  Soviet  Union.  Then,  after 
3  years  In  Moscow — where  he  served  with 
distinction  In  the  teeth  of  the  Kremlin's 
mounting  hate-America  campaign — he  re- 
turned to  this  country  to  assume  command 
of  the  First  Army,  his  last  assignment  before 
becoming  head  of  the  CIA — an  agency  still 
subject  to  criticism  but  one  that  has  been 
much  improved  under  his  direction. 

In  view  of  this  record.  It  is  not  surprising 
that  President-elect  Eisenhower  has  singled 
out  his  good  friend — his  "godsend"  dtirlng 
the  war  and  a  man  whom  he  regards  as  one 
of  the  great  chiefs  of  staff  of  all  time — to  be 
second  in  command  to  Mr.  Dulles  In  the 
State  Department. 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  January  12, 

19521 

Bedell  Smith  :  A  Good  Choice 

General  Eisenhower  once  called  Walter  Be- 
dell Smith,  whom  he  has  selected  for  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  one  of  the  great  chiefs  of 
staff  of  all  time.  It  was  General  Smith,  new- 
ly promoted  from  lieutenant  colonel  after  27 
years  in  service,  who  directed  the  detailed 
planning  for  the  Normandy  landing.  As  his 
citation  for  the  Distinguished  Service  Medal 
said,  he  had  Initiative,  foresight,  tact,  and 
administrative  ability  of  a  high  degree,  as 
well  as  superior  Judgment.  He  showed  these 
qualities  in  the  trying  post  of  Ambassador  to 
Russia  in  the  years  1946-49,  and  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  he  showed  them  also  in 
his  subsequent — but  necessarily  not  so  much 
publicized— labors  as  Director  of  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency.  Moreover,  the  work  oi' 
the  CIA,  which  Is  under  the  direction  of 
the  National  Security  Council,  brings  Its 
Director  Into  close  contact  with  the  Inter- 
related problems  of  International  relations, 
mutual  security,  and  defense. 

General  Smith  has  been  a  good  soldier  and 
a  good  servant  of  the  public.  He  Is  a  happy 
choice  for  this  civilian  post.  President-elect 
Eisenhower  and  Secretary-designate  Dulles 
can  be  congratulated  on  getting  his  services, 
and  so  can  the  rest  of  us. 

[From  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  January  12, 1953] 
General  Smith  Has  the  Qualifications 
There  Is  a  strong  traditional  prejudice  In 
this  country  against  placing  military  men  In 
civilian  governmental  Jobs.  Yet  In  recent 
years  this  prejudice  has  had  to  give  way  to 
the  hard  fact  that  In  many  Instances  mili- 
tary men.  on  the  basis  of  their  past  record, 
seem  to  possess  the  best  qualifications. 

That  circumstance  applies  in  President- 
elect Eisenhower's  choice  of  Gen.  Walter 
Bedell  Smith  as  Under  Secretary  of  State. 
The  appointment  Is  of  course  subject  to  the 
confirmation  of  the  Senate.  The  close  rela- 
tionship between  the  two  men  suggested  that 
General  Smith  would  be  singled  out  fvir  a 
p>ost  In  the  new  administration  even  more 
Important  than  the  one  he  has  held  as  *»eAd 
of  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 
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General  Smith's  capabilities  first  came  to 
public  attention  when  he  served  during  the 
crucial  days  In  World  War  II  as  Chief  of 
Staff  to  General  Elsenhower.  More  pertinent 
to  the  post  for  which  he  has  now  been  nomi- 
nated Is  his  3  years'  service  as  United  States 
Ambassador  to  Russia.  The  experience 
gained  there  should  be  of  great  benefit  to 
the  State  Department  In  the  handling  ol  Its 
most  difficult  and  delicate  problem. 

As  an  administrator  General  Smith  has 
shown  singular  talent.  He  should,  therefore, 
be  In  a  position  to  relieve  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  many  routine  details  of  so  large 
a  Department  and  give  him  greater  freedom 
to  work  on  matters  of  policy.  In  short,  on 
past  performance  General  Smith  promises  to 
be  a  valuable  addition  to  the  team  the  Presi- 
dent-elect Is  assembling  around  him  In 
Washington  as  the  Inauguration  approaches. 

Earlier  in  the  proceedings  of  today 
Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey  said:  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, because  I  must  leave  by  train  very 
shortly  in  order  to  keep  an  important 
engagement,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  be  permitted  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  o#  the  Record,  in  connection 
with  remarks  that  may  be  made  on  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Gen. 
Walter  Bedell  Smith,  a  statement  wh\ch 
I  have  prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Statement  by  Senator  Smith  or  New  Jebset 

I  should  like  to  add  a  few  words  to  those 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Conunlttec  on  For- 
eign Relations  In  connection  with  the  ap- 
proval of  Gen.  Walter  Bedell  Smith  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  State.  I  believe  that 
General  Smith  Is  a  most  appropriate  and 
happy  choice  for  this  important  ofllce. 

Secretary  Dulles,  like  his  recent  predeces- 
Bors,  Is  finding  that  his  office  requires  him  to 
be  absent  from  Washington  much  of  the 
time.  During  the  Secretary's  absence  his 
deputy,  therefore,  in  fact.  Is  the  Secretary  of 
State.  That  was  true  of  James  Webb,  of 
Robert  Lovett.  and  of  David  K.  Bruce,  who 
served  for  long  periods  as  Acting  Secretaries 
during  the  absences  of  Secretaries  Marshall 
and  Acheson. 

The  selection  of  General  Smith  Is  most 
appropriate  for  he  brings  to  his  office  a  fine 
combination  of  unusual  talents.  By  tem- 
perament, training,  nature,  and  endowment 
he  possesses  the  ability  to  make  decisions 
and  to  administer  large  organizations  and 
great  numbers  of  men.  He  also  has  the 
ability  to  Inspire  confidence  In  others  and  to 
assume  leadership  In  a  most  persuasive  and 
dignified  way.  His  years  of  training  as  Am- 
bitssador  to  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  have  given  him 
an  Intimate  knowledge  of  Russia,  Its  gov- 
ernment and  people.  And  since  Soviet  Rus- 
sia is  the  most  powerful  nation  with  which 
we  have  to  doal,  and  since  the  world  to  a 
very  large  extent  is  led  by  the  United  States 
and  the  USSR,  it  Is  very  important  that  the 
State  Depa-tment  should  have  at  its  head 
a  man  who  knows  our  most  powerful  op- 
ponent In  the  cold  war.  Not  only  does  Gen- 
eral Smith  know  the  Soviet  Union,  but  he 
also  knows  communism,  to  which  the  Soviet 
leadership  is  Inextricably  wed.  He  has 
learned  at  his  post  as  head  of  the  Central 
Intelligence  Service  the  true  state  of  aSalrs 
with  respect  to  communism  both  at  home  and 
abroad.  He  knows  how  Russian  expansionism 
operates  both  in  the  open  and  clandestinely, 
and  he  is  trained  in  assessing  the  moves  uf 
communism  so  that  in  meeting  its  many 
threats  he  will  be  able  to  guide  American 
policy  In  ways  most  appropriate  to  each  oc- 
casion. I  believe  that  in  this  respect  he  will 
bring  to  the  Department  of  State  a  talent 
Which  tt  hw  needed  for  a  long  time. 


I  am  fully  aware  that  the  recounting  of 
bis  peculiar  qualifications  for  the  position 
of  Undersecretary  of  State  may  sound  like  a 
eulogy;  but  eulogy  or  no,  these  are  the  facts. 
And  I  am  sure  that  the  unanimous  vote  of 
our  committee  to  recommend  him  to  the 
Senate  for  favorable  action  is  a  testimony 
of  the  cr.mmlttee's  great  confidence  in  Gen- 
eral Smith's  ability. 

There  was  only  one  question  raised  In 
connection  with  this  appointment,  and  on 
that  matter  the  chairman  has  spoken,  name- 
ly. General  Smith's  relations  with  John  Pat- 
ton  Davles.  I  would  only  like  to  add  to  our 
chairman's  statement  that  the  matter  was 
gone  Into  most  thoroughly  before  o\ir  com- 
mittee; and  I  am  sure  that  there  no  longer 
can  be  any  doubt  In  the  minds  of  any  of  the 
members  of  our  committee  that  General 
Smiths  actions  and  relations  in  this  mutter 
were  appropriate,  sound,  and  consistent  with 
the  security  interests  of  the  United  States. 
Incidentally,  the  Davles  case  concerned  a 
matter  that  had  occurred  over  a  year  before 
General  Smith  became  the  head  of  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency,  and  so  concerned 
him  only  Indirectly.  Let  me  assure  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  examination  of  General  Smith's 
testimony,  and  Y.'ui  oral  testimony  before  our 
committee  and  sulx:ommittee  set  ip  to  lotjk 
Into  certain  aspects  of  his  background  only 
served  to  make  entirely  clear  his  eminent 
qualifications  for  the  position  fur  which  he 
has  been  designated. 

In  closing  these  brief  remarks,  Mr  Presi- 
dent, permit  me  to  say  that  It  is  my  consid- 
ered opinion  that  the  app>olntment  of  Gen. 
Walter  Bedell  Smith  to  be  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  Is  timely,  fanUghted,  and  in- 
spired. His  great  reputation  for  outstanding 
service  to  his  country,  his  loyalty,  and  his 
exceptionally  extensive  and  Intimate  knowl- 
edge of  the  forces  with  which  the  United 
States  must  deal  In  the  world  make  him  an 
outstanding  appointment.  I  am  convinced 
that  he  will  be  able  to  Inspire  new  confidence 
in  the  State  Department  and  bring  back  to 
It  the  public  esteem  which  Is  so  Important 
for  its  effective  functioning.  Personally  I 
wish  to  cungratulate  President  Elsenhower 
and  Secretary  Dulles  on  this  appointment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT    OP   DEFENSE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Frank  C.  Nash,  of  the  Di-strict  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  De- 
fense. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  John  A.  Hannah,  of  Michigan,  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  i  Man- 
power and  Personnel). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Earl  Dallam  Johnson,  of  Connecticut, 
to  be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  S.  Thomas,  of  Califor- 
nia, to  be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORA- 
TION—MEMBERS OP  THE  BOARD 
OF  DIRECTORS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  True  D.  Morse,  of  Missouri,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  J.  Earl  Coke,  of  California,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  H.  Davis,  of  Virginia,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Romeo  E.  Short,  of  Arkansas,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  tlie  President  be  notified  of  the 
confirmation  of   the«e  nominations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  IS  so  ordered. 


UNITED  STATES  HIGH  COMMISSION- 
ER FOR  GERMANY  AND  CHIEF  OP 
MISSION 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  James  B.  Cjnant,  of  Massa- 
chu-setLs.  to  be  United  States  High  Com- 
missioner for  Germany  and  Chief  of  Mis- 
sion, Class  1,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Conant  to  be  United  States 
HiRh  Commissioner  for  Germany  and 
Chief  of  Mis.sion.  practically  an  Ambas- 
sador to  Germany,  presents  a  very  difD- 
cult  problem  for  me.  which  grows  out  of 
the  po.'^iUon  which  Mr.  Conant  took  in 
an  addre.s-s  delivered  at  a  luncheon  of 
the  Foreinin  Policy  Association  in  New 
York  City  on  October  7,  1944.  In  that 
particular  address  Mr.  Conant  set  forth 
a  dimand  for  the  disarmament  of  Ger- 
many, winch  included  several  state- 
ments which  I  fear  will  make  it  exceed- 
uwly  difficult  for  him  to  be  efTective  in 
the  position  for  which  he  has  been  nom- 
inated. 

For  Mr.  Conant  as  a  .scientist  I  cer- 
tjunly  have  a  very  hish  respect.  As  the 
person  to  e.xpre.ss  tlie  current  policy  of 
the  United  State.s  Government  in  brin^- 
nu:  Germany  into  the  Western  European 
d. 'fen.se  community,  however,  I  have  very 
grave  doubt. 

In  the  fall  of  1947  the  junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  together  with  the 
present  occupant  of  the  Chair,  the  dis- 
tinsuished  Vice  President  of  Llie  United 
States,  wa.s  a  member  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Aid,  c'esiG;nated  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  vi.sit  Europe  and  to  consider  economic 
conditions  and  social  and  political  con- 
ditions there,  as  a  backdrop  to  the  pro- 
posals under  the  Marshall  plan,  which 
was,  at  that  time,  of  course,  not  law. 
The  committee  was  more  popularly 
known  as  the  Herter  committee,  and  was 
divided  into  subcommittees  assigned  to 
various  countries.    It  fell  to  my  lot  to  be 
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assigned  to  Germany,  and  I  was  chair- 
man of  a  subcommittee  consisting'  of 
five  Members  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives and  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee. The  other  members  of  that 
committee  were  the  distinguished  Rep- 
resentative from  Ohio,  Mr.  Vorys,  the 
distinguished  Representative  from  Illi- 
nois, Mr.  Vurscll;  the  distinguished 
Representative  from  Georgia.  Mr.  Cox, 
who  recently  passed  away;  and  the  dis- 
tiiif^uished  Representative  from  Lou- 
i..iana.  Mr.  Overton  Brooks. 

We  spent  between  5  and  6  weeks  in 
Germany  and  Austria,  following  a  study, 
which  was  an  intensive  one,  in  which 
we  went  from  community  to  community, 
day  by  day,  and  held  meetings  day  and 
night  and  on  Sundays  with  our  own  rep- 
resentatives in  the  military  government 
and  with  German  oflBcials.  We  wrote  a 
report.  Our  recommendations  are  a 
matter  of  record.  Certainly,  the  recom- 
mendations which  the  committee  made 
are  considerably  at  variance  with  the 
recommendations  which  Mr.  Conant 
made  in  his  speech  of  October  7,  1944. 

I  recognize,  of  course,  Mr.  President, 
that  Mr.  Conanfs  address  was  delivered 
during  the  war,  and  that  the  recom- 
mendations which  our  committee  made 
had  the  t)enefit  of  the  developments  of 
2  years  of  postwar  realinements  and  re- 
vealments.  No  one  would  say,  I  think, 
that  anyone  In  October  1944  knew  the 
full  import  of  the  policies  of  Russia  or 
her  hopes  or  ambitions  as  they  are  evi- 
dent today,  and  probably  not  even  as  we 
felt  them  to  be  evident  in  1947.  But  the 
attitudes  expressed  and  the  recom- 
mendations made  in  Mr.  Conanfs  ad- 
dress in  1944  must  be  regarded  as  pretty 
much  the  forerunner  of  the  so-called 
Morgenthau  plan. 

On  pages  27  to  32,  inclusive,  of  the 
committee  report  there  is  a  reprint  of 
Mr.  Conanfs  address,  and  from  that  I 
wish  to  read  a  few  sentences  as  indicat- 
ing the  difficulty  which  Mr.  Conant 
would  have  as  an  Ambassador  to  Ger- 
many under  the  ciurent  policies  of  the 
country. 

As  I  say  this,  I  recognize  that  some 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  disturbed  by  some  of  the  testi- 
mony which  came  before  that  committee, 
have,  as  I  have  understood,  contacted 
the  Bonn  government  and  have  received 
a.ssurances  that  that  goverimient  would 
w  elcome  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Conant. 
In  comment.  I  merely  wish  to  say.  in 
fairne.s,s  to  all  concerned,  that  probably 
this  address  has  not  been  made  available 
or  has  not  been  widely  circulated  in 
Germany,  but  I  see  in  it  and  in  the 
attitudes  which  Mr.  Conant  expressed 
the  po.ssibility  of  certainly  grave  diffi- 
culties, if  not  dangers,  when  it  comes  to 
implementing  the  current  policy  of  the 
United  States,  of  NATO,  and  of  the  Euro- 
pean defen-jp  community. 

In  his  address  at  that  time,  President 
Conant  said: 

it  Is  when  we  look  into  the  more  distant 
future  that  doubts  arise.  For  some  maintain 
tluit  to  be  6ucces.sful  the  disarmament  of 
Ciermany  and  Japan  will  require  a  profound 
nlteratlun  of  the  industrial  potentialities  of 
tl:ese  countries.  Indeed,  to  my  mind,  there 
ti<n  be  no  escai)e  from  this  conclusion. 

In  his  address  President  Conant  then 
developed  the  theory  that  all  the  sources 


of  electrical  power  for  Germany  should 
be  outside  Germany,  and  that  the  indus- 
trial plants  of  Germany  should  be  broken 
down.  This  proposal  was  the  forerunner 
of  the  dismantling  pohcy  which  our 
country  followed,  unfortunately,  for 
some  period  of  time,  without  adequate 
consideration  of  the  cost  to  this  coun- 
try, or  the  implications  for  the  defense 
of  Western  Europe. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  fiom  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  merely  wish  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  the  fact  that, 
as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  I  sat  throughout  the 
hearings  on  the  nomination  of  Dr. 
Conant.  I  may  say  that  when  the  ad- 
dress to  which  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator is  now  referring  was  first  called 
to  my  attention.  I  had  somewhat  the 
same  feelings  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  just  expressed.  However, 
after  listening  to  the  testimony  of  Dr. 
Conant  before  the  committee,  I  felt  that 
an  entirely  different  light  had  been 
thrown  uixm  him. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  page 
83  of  the  hearings,  a  copy  of  which  is 
on  the  desk  of  each  Senator.  Dr. 
Conant  there  said: 

The  origin  of  my  remarks  on  this  highly 
controversial  subject  was  quite  different  from 
those  of  most  people.  What  1  had  In  mind 
In  making  this  speech  was  something  that 
very,  very  few  people  knew  at  that  time; 
namely,  that  we  were  In  the  process  of  de- 
veloping an  atomic  bomb.  Whether  It  would 
be  used  before  the  war  was  over,  none  of 
us  knew.  We  were  not  quite  certain  that 
It  would  work,  but  I  was  convinced  by  the 
fall  of  1944  that  It  would  work  sometime. 

Needless  to  say.  I  could  not  under  any 
conditions  reveal  that  knowledge.  I  was, 
however,  speaking  In  terms  of  what  I  fore- 
saw about  the  future  when  atomic  bombs 
would  be  a  weapon.  This  Is  shown  by  some 
Introductory  statements  In  this  speech. 

I  say.  for  example.  In  apologizing  for 
speaking  to  the  a.ssembled  group  of  the  For- 
eign Policy  Association  on  a  subject  which 
was  not  particularly  In  my  field,  1  said,  "A 
layman " 

Senator  Smh-h.  Will  you  give  tis  the  date 
of  that? 

Mr.  Conant.  Yes;  this  Is  October  7,  1944. 
It  was  the  first  and  only  time  that  I  made 
a  public  address,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  on 
this  subject. 

I  may  say  parenthetically  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  that  the  Mor- 
genthau  plan  was  proposed  in  1943,  so 
by  no  stretch  of  the  imagination  could 
Di-.  Conanfs  speech  in  1944  have  been 
considered  the  forerunner  or  the  activat- 
ing agent,  so  far  as  the  so-called  Morgen- 
thau  plan  was  concerned. 

Di*.  Conant  continued  by  saying: 

I  may  say  this  speech  was  subsequently 
printed  In  Life,  I  think.  In  April;  I  cannot 
give  the  exact  date.  In  April  of  1945. 

Senator  Ferguson.    April  2. 

Mr.  Conant.    Thank  you. 

Senator  Taft.  It  was  printed  In  full  in 
Vital  Speeches,  November  1944. 

Mr.  Conant.  I  am  using  the  text  here  that 
was  in  my  files,  and  I  say,  "TTiese  views  of 
mine  as  a  layman  are,  by  necessity,  highly 
flavored  with  my  experience  with  problems 
of  .science  and  technology  as  they  affect  the 
military  situation  of  a  country  in  these  days." 


And  In  the  third  paragraph  I  say.  "The  un- 
derlying thesis  of  my  remarks  Is  simple.  It 
can  be  summed  up  in  a  few  words.  Modern 
science  and  technology  have  so  transformed 
the  art  of  war  as  to  require  vis  to  rethink 
many  of  the  problems  Involved  In  an  inter- 
national attempt  to  keep  the  peace." 

I  shall  not  continue  to  quote.  I  mere- 
ly wished  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  greatest  scientists  of  our 
countrj-,  a  great  chemist,  perhaps  one 
of  our  leading  chemists,  had  gone  to 
the  Whit«  House,  together  with  Dr.  Van- 
nevar  Bush,  to  consult  with  the  then 
President  of  the  United  States.  FrankUn 
D.  Roosevelt,  relative  to  the  atomic  pro- 
pram  which  was  then  in  a  more  or  less 
theoretical  stage. 

Dr.  Conant  had  knowledge  which  ver>' 
few  Americans  possessed.  Yet  he  knew 
the  dangers  of  an  industrial  complex  in 
a  nation  which  possibly  could  use  such 
facihties  for  developing  an  atomic 
weapon,  which  this  Nation  itself  had  not 
even  at  that  time  developed.  I  think  Dr. 
Conant  was  trying  to  point  out  some  of 
the  dangers  of  an  Industry  that  could  be 
used  for  mihtary  purposes,  unless  there 
was  some  kind  of  basis  for  controlling 
it,  or  at  least  of  preventing  its  use  for 
aggressive  warfare. 

If  that  connotation  can  be  inferred 
from  or  placed  upon  Dr.  Conanfs  speech 
of  1944,  I  think  we  can  then  see  a  vast 
difference  between  his  views  and  the  so- 
called  Morgenthau  plan,  which,  as  I  have 
always  understood  it,  was  primarily  for 
the  purpose  of  returning  Grermany  to  a 
rural  or  an  agricultural  economy — and 
Dr.  Conant  in  his  testimony  before  the 
committee  made  perfectly  clear  that 
such  a  plan  was  not  in  his  mind.  It  was 
not  Dr.  Conanfs  idea  that  Germany 
should  have  no  industry.  To  the  con- 
trary, instead  of  its  being  a  very  bitter 
speech,  following  the  general  outlines  of 
the  Morgenthau  plan.  Dr.  Conanfs  ap- 
proach. I  think,  if  the  entire  speech  is 
read,  definitely  shows  a  sympathy  for 
the  problems  of  the  people  of  what  was 
at  that  time  an  enemy  coimtry.  and  an 
understanding  of  the  facts  once  the  war 
was  over,  and  the  Alhes  had  won  it.  He 
was  merely  pointing  out  that  some  con- 
sideration must  be  given  to  the  question 
of  how  the  industry  might  be  used, 
whether  it  would  be  used  for  the  manu- 
facture of  armaments  and  as  a  threat 
to  the  peace  of  the  world. 

In  all  fairness,  I  have  pointed  out  these 
facts. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  I  Mr.  SaltonstallI  has 
called  my  attention  to  page  86  of  the 
hearings,  where  the  following  occurred: 

Senator  SMrrn.  Doctor,  did  you  advocate 
the  destruction  of  the  German  Industrial 
plants? 

Mr.  Conant.  No;  what  I  advocated  was  a 
cautious  rebuilding  of  them  and  a  redistribu- 
tion of  Industry.  I  spteak  of  electrical  p)ower, 
I  speak  with  favor  of  a  book  which  was  much 
discussed — a  book  by  Marlow  and  Moulton,  In 
which  the  authors  suggested  that  Germany's 
main  source  of  electrical  power  might  be 
located  beyond  her  borders. 

Now.  I  know  the  Importance  of  electrical 
power  for  manufacturing  bombs.  'What  I  was 
envisaging  was  what  has  come  to  pass  in 
Russia,  not  what  has  come  to  pass  In  Ger- 
many; namely,  the  possibility  of  apparently 
Innocuous  Industrial  plants  producing  atomi.' 
bombs  without  anybody  knowing  it.     TTiis 
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I  thought  the  Senator  might  like  to 
have  that  infonnation. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California 
place  that  information  in  the  Rkcord. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  had  hoped  to  de- 
velop both  those  points.  I  am  glad  to 
have  in  the  Rkcord  the  parts  which  the 
Senator  has  read. 

It  is  true  that  Dr.  Conant  was  one  of 
the  original  committee  which  had  to  do 
with  the  development  of  the  Manhattan 
District  project,  which  was  the  code 
name  used  for  the  atomic-energy  pro- 
gram in  its  early  phases;  and  it  is  true 
that,  reading  his  speech  in  its  entirety, 
as  I  have  done,  one  can  see  throughout 
the  speech  the  fears  which  could  grow 
out  of  his  knowledge  of  the  importance 
of  electrical  energy  in  the  development 
of  atomic  power. 

There  are,  however,  some  phases  of  it 
to  which  I  wish  to  draw  further  atten- 
tion. I  should  hke  to  quote  further  from 
page  84.  in  the  paragraph  following  that 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California  has  read,  these  sentences: 

I  did  not  fore«ee  the  occupation  of  Ger- 
mar.y  by  the  powers;  I  did  not  foresee  the 
whole  Russian  pn-oblem;  I  do  not  claim  to 
have  foreseen  the  developments  of  the  post- 
war period  except  In  one  respect,  and  that 
is  the  tremendous  potential  for  Immediate 
war  destruction  by  a  highly  Industrialized 
country,  which  had  no  inspection. 

The  total  intent.  I  think,  of  Dr. 
Conanfs  speech  at  the  time  was  largely 
to  plead  for  setting  up  some  sort  of  in- 
ternational inspection  which  would, 
when  buttressed  by  a  redistribution  of 
the  industrial  plant  of  Germany,  make 
it  impossible  for  Germany  to  engage  in 
secret  production  of  the  atomic  bomb.  I 
recognize  that.  However,  in  pursuing 
that  objective  Dr.  Conant  certainly  did 
make  some  statements  which  were  un- 
fortunate, it  seems  to  me,  and  which 
might  be  embarrassing  in  connection 
with  the  administration  of  his  duties  as 
ambassador.  For  example,  at  page  29  in 
the  reprint  of  that  article,  we  find  the 
following  language: 

There  Is  little  doubt  that  a  considerable 
proportion  of  the  German  youth  today  are 
convinced  believers  in  all  that  Germany  has 
Bto-Dd  for  in  the  last  10  years.  It  would  be  a 
miracle  Indeed  If  bitter  defeat  suddenly 
cl'.anged  their  minds.  One  has  to  be  an  In- 
curable optimist  to  believe  that  any  process 
of  ec'uci.ticn— particularly  one  spons.wed  by 
other  nations  and  Imposed  from  without— 
will  change  the  views  of  these  youths  hard- 
ened by  the  party  discipline.  In  time,  of 
course,  we  can  hope  for  m<xli£lcatlon  of  this 
a-.titude.  But  the  time  is  not  10  years  or 
even  20,  It  Is  the  span  of  life  In  which  those 
nnw  young  become  old  and  In  which  new 
s  icial  forces  arise  to  in.luence  a  new  gen- 
eration of  German  people. 

What  concerns  me  is  that  Dr.  Conant 
now  is  assigned  the  ta.-^k  of  accomplish- 
ing in  8  years,  and  within  the  first  10 
years,  the  modification  of  the  attitude 
which  he  at  that  time  said  could  not  be 
hoped  for  in  10  years  or  even  20  years 
I  am  afraid  that  tliese  statements  wili 
plague  him.  it  would  be  naive  to  expect 
that  statements  in  this  article  and  his 
whole  testimony  will  not  be  circulated 
Within  Western  Europe  and  within 
Western  Geraxany. 


Continuing  with  the  article,  Dr. 
Conant  says: 

To  return  now  to  a  consideration  of  the 
measures  to  be  employed  If  the  disarmament 
of  Germany  is  to  be  effective  for  a  genera- 
tion—I  believe  that  It  can  b»  demonstrated 
that  a  drastic  change  In  the  German  Indus- 
trial scene  and  a  considerable  degree  of  tr- 
distrlbutlon  of  European  Industry  will  b« 
required. 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  Dr.  Conant  will  be 
over  there  to  rebuild  the  industry  which 
was  destroyed  during  the  dismantling 
period. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  the  fact 
that,  first  of  all,  we  must  constantly 
keep  in  mind  the  knowledge  which  Dr, 
Conant  had,  which  probably  not  more 
than  a  handful  of  Americans  posses.'^ed 
at  the  time,  and  consider  that  situation 
in  connection  with  the  speech  which  he 
made. 

Secondly.  I  respectfully  submit  that  we 
should  also  keep  in  mind  that  it  was  a 
very  restrained  speech,  in  a  way.  becau.se 
even  then  this  country  was  enga'^ed  in 
a  vast  struggle  with  the  Nazi  ruiers  of 
Germany.  We  must  remember  that  the 
speech  was  made  during  a  period  when 
we  were  actually  engaged  and  our  armies 
were  locked  in  war  in  Europe. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  di.stin- 
guii^hed  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to 
the  fact  that,  on  the  other  side  of  the 
world,  there  was  a  distinguished  Ameri- 
can who.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  partici- 
pated and  played  a  very  important  part 
in  the  defeat  of  the  forces  of  the  Japa- 
nese Empire  then  under  the  leadership 
of  Tojo   and   others.     Yet   he   went   to 
Japan  as  the  supreme  commander    and 
I  believe  that  at  the  time  he  left  Japan 
he  commanded  more  respect  than  any 
other  American  has  ever  commanded  in 
a  foreign  country  in  our  entire  history 
and  probably  more  respect  than  any  for- 
eigner has  ever  commanded  m  any  other 
nation  of  the  world  in  all  hi.story      So 
the  fact  that  Dr.  Conant  may  have  made 
the  speech  to  which  the  Senator  referred 
should  be  considered  in  the  li^ht  of  the 
discussion  which  we  have  had  here  today 
I  beheve  that  the  people  of  Germany  wi'l 
recognize  him  for  the  great  scientist  that 
he  is.  and  as  a  very  great  pre.^-idcnt  of 
one  of  the  leading  American  universities. 
In  his  testimony  before  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  I  was  very  much 
impressed  by  the  discussion  which  Dr 
Conant  had  with  the  committee,  and  by 
the  clarification  which  he  afforded     He 
made  it  very  clear  that,  as  United  States 
Ihiih  Commi.^sioner.  and  ultimately  as 
Amba.ssador.  it  would  of  course  be  his 
duty,  his  de.sire.  and  his  interest  to  cany 
out  the  pohcies  of  the  President  of  the 
United    States,    the   State   Department 
and  the  Congress  in  relation  to  Germany! 
So.  I  think  that,  with  the  exception  of 
those  who.  of  cour.se,  will  always  try  to 
make  trouble  abroad,  the  great  bulk  of 
the  German  people,  when  they  under- 
stand the  background  of  the  situation, 
will  recognize  that  Dr.  Conant  is  com- 
ing there  as  a  distinguished  American 
who  desires  to  help  the  people  of  Ger- 


many remain  a  part  of  the  free  world  of 
freemen. 

Mr.  CASE,  Mr.  President,  let  it  be 
clearly  understood  that  nothing  that  I 
am  saying  is  intended  in  any  way  to  dis- 
parage Dr.  Conant  as  a  great  American 
or  a  great  scientist.  However,  in  look- 
ing over  the  picture  which  is  presented 
in  the  hearings  before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  It  seems  to  me  that  I 
cannot  escape  noting  those  things  which 
will  make  it  difHcult  for  him  to  accom- 
pli.^h  the  mission  on  which  It  is  proposed 
to  send  him. 

The  suggestion  was  made  with  respect 
to  a  drastic  change  in  the  German  in- 
dustrial scene  because  of  the  disman- 
tling of  its  industrial  plants.    I  know  to 
a   certain   degree   thj   bitterness  which 
that   program   developed    in    Germany. 
This  speech  in  October  1944.  whatever 
its  timing  may  have  been  with  relation 
to  the  Morgenthau  plan  or  the  plan  pre- y 
sented  at  Quebec,  was  pretty  much  the*^ 
thesis  which  was  adopted  in  the  Potsdam 
Agreement  in  July  1945.     The  disman- 
tling of  German  industry  was  written 
into  the  a!,reement  in  order  to  guarantee 
reparations  to  the  Russians  of  possibly 
$11,000,000,000     worth     of     equipment. 
They  were  a.ssurrd  control  of  the  indus- 
trial equipment  in  that  portion  of  East- 
ern Germany  which  was  assigned  to  Po- 
land.    They  were  a.ssigned  all  the  dis- 
mantled plants  in  the  eastern  zone,  that 
is,  in  the  Soviet  zone  of  Germany.     In 
addition,  they  were  promised  25  percent 
of  the  dismantled  plants  in  the  western 
zones;  and  an  additional  15  percent  of 
the   dismantled   plants   in   the   western 
zones  was  to  be  made  available  to  the 
satellite  powers  of  communism.     That 
was   the  continuation   of   the   idea   ex- 
prc',.td  by  Dr.  Conant  when  he  called 
for  this  drastic  chan-c  in  the  G.^rman 
industrial  scene.     Then  he  went  on  to 
say  in  his  address: 

To  be  .sure,  I  suppos»  no  one  would  advo- 
cr.te  thai  we  .should  build  up  Germany  as  a 
great  lIldu^t^al  pjwer  immediately  the  war 
is  win.  1  suppo.'ie  no  one  who  pavs  even  lip 
.'service  to  the  ih?ory  of  d:sarmii."?  our  en- 
emies would  propose  to  lend  money  freely  to 
Germany  to  rebuild  tho  indu^tnal  plants 
now  being  reduced  to  ruin. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  exactly  the  pol- 
icy of  the  Unitfd  States  today.  Initially 
in  the  Marshall  plan  we  did  not  stop  the 
di.smanlhng  pro-rum.  It  was  the  recom- 
mendation of  tho  subcommittee  of  which 
I  had  the  honor  to  be  a  member  which 
included  such  a  rccomm'-ndUion  among 
it.;  other  recommendations  in  the  fall  of 
1347.  that  di.  ir.,aKliii-  of  plants  in  We^t^ 
c;n  G.  r.Tiany  bo  .stopped. 

I  read  from  the  committee's  economic 
rccom.'nendations: 

5  T}.at  the  di.smantling  of  plants  In  West- 
ern Germaijy  be  tu-^penclcd  m  order  that  the 
Ut  of  thnsp  srtudulr-d  lor  dUinianihn«  may 
be  rei,tudl,d  by  a  cor.-rv.  .sional  commatce 
to  determine  vtnere  they  can  best  be  UK-d  :cr 
the  economic  recovery  of  Europe,  or  alterna- 
tively, that  a  procedure  for  review  of  tlie 
list  be  establnhed.  with  application  to  all 
of  We.stern  Germany  if  possible.  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  [jermit  full  weluht  to  conrud- 
erationa  of  BJuronean  recoverv,  and  full 
knowledge  of  the  facts  by  the  Congress. 

Consistently  vdth  that  recoiamenda- 
t!on  I  introduced  two  resolutions  in  the 
Hou.-.e  of  Representatives.     One  was  a 
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resclution  of  inquiry,  asking  for  an  in- 
\e>t;cation  of  or  for  further  infonnation 
en  the  dismanthng  program.  The  reso- 
lution was  adopted  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. The  other  resolution  I  in- 
troduced requested  that  the  dismantling 
program  be  su5pended  until  the  purposes 
of  the  resolution  of  inquiry  were  accom- 
plished. 

Growing  out  of  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  by  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives there  was  an  investigation,  and 
there  was  adopted  the  so-called  Hum- 
phrey report,  which  resulted  in  reclaim- 
mc — I  forget  the  exact  number — ap- 
proximately 186  plants  which  had  been 
scheduled  for  dismantling. 

We  were  witnessing  in  Germany  in 
1947  the  carrying  out  of  this  program  of 
redistribution  of  German  industry. 
Plants  were  being  dismantled  and  taken 
to  Russia.  I  remember  very  well  the 
story  we  were  told  about  the  ball-bearing 
plant — and  ball  bearings  are  a  strategic 
Items — which  was  being  dismantled,  a 
part  of  it  being  sent  to  Britain  and  a 
part  to  Russia.  I  remember  the  story 
we  were  told,  to  the  effect  that  1,500 
German  workers  in  E-sen  were  engaged 
for  a  year  and  a  half  in  tearing  down 
the  largest  steel  mill  in  the  Ruhr,  and 
bein;:  fed  and  paid  by  funds  which  we 
provided  in  conjunction  with  the  British. 
That  big  steel  plant  was  being  sent  to 
Russia  as  a  part  of  the  reparations  and 
as  a  part  of  the  plan  for  redistributing 
the  industrial  potential  of  Germany. 
The  American  taxpayers  then  were 
called  upon  to  provide  funds  with  which 
to  rebuild  the  plants  of  Germany  itself, 
as  well  as  of  other  countries  of  Western 
Europe,  in  order  to  restore  the  indus- 
trial capacity  which  in  1944  Dr.  Conant 
went  on  record  as  saying  should  be 
redistributed. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  address; 
Few.  Indeed,  would  advocate  that  American 
firms  once  again  be  permitted  to  build  huge 
factories  In  Germany  which  might  become 
a.'ieii.us  for  our  enemies  as  such  factorlea 
are  today.  But  there  will  be  those  who  wish 
to  start  the  discussion  of  the  disarmament 
of  Germany  from  the  premises  that  nothing 
mu.-st  be  planned  which  will  seriously  dislo- 
cate the  economic  life  of  the  German  people. 
Here  u  the  real  laue. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say: 

Tho6€  who  object  to  the  approach  which  I 
have  Just  advocated  paint  a  terrible  picture 
of  the  reaulu  of  the  policy  in  question. 
Without  the  rebuilding  of  Industrial  Ger- 
many they  declare.  Kurope  wUl  be  In  chaoa 
for  a  decade.     I  would  reply: 

Which  IS  worse,  tiie  see  le  you  depict  or  a 
third  World  war?  You  speak  of  the  bitter- 
ness which  drastic  ciianges  wiU  caa>e  among 
the  German  people,  but  this  bitternefis  wUl 
be  but  a  small  addition  to  the  hatred  Inevi- 
tably present  In  a  defeated  nation,  particu- 
larly a  nation  nurtured  on  the  Nazi  doctrine. 

That  of  itself  is  evidence  that  even  at 
the  time  Dr.  Conant  was  voicing  that 
theory  there  were  those  who  feared  the 
bitterness  which  those  changes  would 
produce,  and  those  who  feared  that  with- 
out rebuilding  industrial  Germany  Eu- 
rope would  be  in  chaos  for  a  decade. 

It  would  appear  on  the  evidence  as  of 
today  that  those  who  disagreed  with  Dr. 
Conant  at  the  time  were  clearer  in  their 
vision  of  what  would  come  after  the  war 
than  was  Dr.  Conant, 
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That  is  not  to  disparage  Dr.  Conant  as 
the  great  scientist  he  is.  He  was  pos- 
sessed by  the  idea  that  there  must  not 
be  a  place  for  the  development  in  secret 
of  an  atomic  bomb  or  anything  corre- 
sponding to  it.  But  the  fact  remains 
that  his  statement  is  a  matter  of  rec- 
ord. It  is  published  in  the  hearings  of 
the  committee.  It  will  be  circulated  in 
the  area  in  which  Dr.  Conant  is  to  take 
over  in  an  effort  to  try  to  eradicate  the 
bitterness  which  tl-iat  policy  had  ea- 
gendered. 

Mr.  KNOT7LAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  First  of  all.  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  I  congratulate  hirn 
and  the  House  committee  on  the  stand 
talien  by  the  committee  in  1947.  I  may 
say  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  IMr.  rEHcusoN],  the  Senator 
from  Massachasetts  IMr.  Saltonstall], 
and  perhaps  some  other  Senators  in  ad- 
dition to  the  semor  Senator  from  Cali- 
forma,  were  members  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  v<e 
were  also  in  that  part  of  the  world  at  ap- 
proximately the  same  time  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota  vis- 
ited there.  He  was  then  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  remember  very  well  the  hearings 
which  were  held  in  Germany  in  1947. 
We  came  to  practically  the  same  conclu- 
sions tiiat  were  reached  by  the  committee 
of  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  he^ 
lieve  they  were  proper  concliisions.  But 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  the  fact 
that  both  of  those  committees  were  in 
Germany  in  the  year  1947.  Perhaps  we 
would  have  had  the  same  foresight  in 
1944,  but  I  rather  doubt  if  in  the  midst  of 
the  war — and  some  of  us  served  in  that 
war  and  had  friends  and  associates 
kiUed  in  it — we  would  have  been  quite  so 
temperate  in  1944  as  we  were  in  1947. 

I  beheve  it  would  be  imfair  to  have  the 
impression  left  that  Dr.  Conant  was  ad- 
vocating the  sending  of  these  plants  to 
the  Soviet  Union.  Many  of  us  were  very 
critical  of  the  policy  that  was  being  fol- 
lowed in  1946  and  1947.  But  also,  in 
fairness,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  So- 
viet bear  had  shown  its  teeth  with  a  good 
deal  more  vigor  than  many  Americans 
had  thought  it  would  when  we  were 
fighting  as  allies  and  associates  of  the 
Soviet  Union. 

I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  tliat  the  administration 
was  a  little  naive,  because  as  late  as  1946 
and  1947,  after  the  bear  had  shown  its 
teeth  and  after  the  agreements  of  Yalta 
had  been  violated,  it  was  still  following 
a  policy  which  did  not  make  sense  to  us. 

In  all  fairness  to  Dr.  Conant.  it  should 
be  stated  that  his  speech  was  not  made 
in  1947.  with  the  knowledge  we  were 
fortunate  enough  to  have  in  that  year, 
but  it  was  made  3  years  earlier,  while  we 
were  engaged  in  a  life-and-death  strug- 
gle both  with  Germany  and  Japan. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  South  £>akota 
yield,  to  permit  a  brief  addition  to  the 
statement  which  has  just  been  made? 

Mr,  CASS.    I  am  happy  to  yiekl. 
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Mr.  SALTONST.'^LL.  I  do  not  wish  to 
prolong  the  dricussion,  I  should  merely 
like  to  add  to  what  my  colleague  from 
California  has  said  thai  of  my  own  per- 
sonal knowledge  Mr.  Conant  m  the 
years  1943  and  1944  spent  much  of  has 
time — many  months  of  it — in  working 
on  the  atom  bomb.  At  that  time  not 
even  his  own  wife  knew  his  address, 
which  was  at  some  general  location  in 
eilher  New  Mexico  or  Montana.  No  one 
at  Harvard  University  knew  where  Dr. 
Conant  was  at  that  time.  I  cite  that 
because  the  entire  endeavor  of  his  bril- 
liant mind,  his  entire  endeavor  m  the 
hard  work  he  did.  was  centered  on  de- 
veloping the  atom  bomb. 

Then  he  returned  in  October  1944  and 
made  the  speech  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  At  that  time  he  had  in  his 
mind  the  entire  background  which  the 
Senator  from  California  has  so  well  de- 
scribed. 

I  wish  to  add  that  to  what  my  col- 
league from  California  has  said  regard- 
ing the  attitude  of  Dr.  Conant 'a  mind 
on  October  7.  1944. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  what  I  am 
saying  is  not  intended  to  be  a  censure  of 
Dr.  Conant  for  having  the  point  of  view 
he  had  in  1944.  Impressed  as  he  was 
With  and  engrossed  as  he  was  by  the  po- 
tentialities of  the  atom  bomb,  and  en- 
grossed as  he  was  in  his  work,  and  be- 
ing the  great  scientist  tJiat  he  is,  it  was 
natural  tlaat  he  should  see  the  poten- 
tialities of  a  German  industrial  plant 
when  applied  to  the  producUon  of  the 
atomic  bomb. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  personally  re- 
call that  when  Gen.  George  Marshall 
appeared  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Hou.se  of  Representatives  Appropriations 
Committee,  of  which  I  was  then  a  mem- 
ber, when  we  were  discussing  appropri- 
ations for  the  Manhattan  District  proj- 
ect, in  the  year  1944  and  in  the  spring  of 
1945,  on  two  different  occasions  when 
questions  were  being  raised  by  some 
members  of  the  committee  as  to  whether 
we  should  give  the  Army  engineers  an- 
other biUion  dollars,  the  argument  that 
General  Marshall  used  was  that  we  were 
then  engaged  in  a  race  of  time  with  the 
Germans,  that  we  knew  the  Germans 
were  engaged  in  work  on  heavy  water 
and  in  experiments  on  heavy  water;  and 
General  Marshall  feared  at  the  time 
that  unless  we  proceeded  with  the  work, 
it  might  be  possible  that  the  Germans 
would  beat  us  to  development  of  the  atom 
bomb.  Those  conversations  were  had  in 
very  secret  executive  sessions  which  were 
held  at  the  time.  Of  course  much  of  that 
which  transpired  then  has  since  ap- 
iseared  in  the  public  press  and  in  the 
article  by  former  Secretary  of  War  Stim- 
son,  which  appeared  in  the  Saturday 
Evening  Post  some  months  ago.  in  which 
he  spoke  of  the  skepticism  which  was 
raised  in  the  committee  about  continu- 
ation of  those  appropriations. 

I  was  one  of  those  who  supported  con- 
tinuation of  the  appropriations  for  th? 
Manhattan  engineering  project  at  the 
time  when  that  matter  was  being 
weighed  in  the  balance  by  the  House  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  when  some 
of  the  members  of  the  committee 
thought  that  the  fact  that  a  billion  dol- 
lars had  been  committed  and  the  fact 
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that  there  was  little  of  a  definite  nature 
to  show  for  it  should  be  brought  to  atten- 
tion on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

So  I  am  not  surprised  that  Dr.  Conant 
was  impressed  by  the  potentialities  of 
the  atomic  bomb  when  joined  with  the 
industrial  plant  of  Germany.  General 
Marshall  was  afraid,  at  the  time,  that 
the  Germans  might  get  the  atomic  bomb 
before  we  used  it. 

So  the  point  of  view  of  Dr.  Conant  at 
the  time  is  not  being  censured  by  me. 
Nothing  that  I  say  is  intended  in  that 
way. 

I  am  simply  suggesting  that  the  ex- 
pressions he  gave  to  some  of  those  views 
and  the  way  he  gave  them  at  the  time 
create  a  tremendous  problem  and  a 
serious  doubt  as  to  how  he  would  be  able 
to  perform  the  responsibilities  he  would 
have  in  going  to  Germany  at  this  time. 

For  instance,  let  us  consider  questions 
he  raised  in  his  address,  as  appears  at 
page  31  of  the  hearings — and  this  is  Dr. 
Conant  speaking: 

Consider  the  situation  In  the  1950's — 
which  would  be  preferable,  a  Germany  In- 
dustrially strong  still  occupied  by  foreign 
troops  ready  to  act  If  reconversion  to  arma- 
ment manufacture  starts,  or  a  weak  Indus- 
trial Germany  readjusted  to  a  new  life  and 
free  from  alien  soldiers?  Which  is  preferable 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  eventual  re- 
entry of  the  German  people  Into  the  family 
of  equal  nations?  Which  Is  likely  to  be 
more  successful,  a  disarmament  plan  restlni; 
on  military  force  which  must  act  rapidly 
when  the  alarm  is  sounded,  or  a  plan  based 
on  a  low  industrial  potential? 

Dr.  Conant  was  pleading  for  the  latter. 
namely,  "a  weak  industrial  Germany  re- 
adjusted to  a  new  life  and  free  from  alien 
soldiers." 

But  today  the  American  policy,  the 
policy  of  the  European  Defense  Com- 
munity, calls  for  a  Germany  which  is  in- 
dustrially strong.  That  policy  is  in  di- 
rect contrast  to  the  implications  of  the 
statement  Dr.  Conant  made  at  that  time, 
when  he  was  considering  the  situation 
which  would  exist  in  the  1950's  and  was 
asking  which  would  be  preferable. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  now  in  the 
1950's.  Dr.  Conant  is  now  to  be  sent  to 
Germany,  to  the  industrially  strong  Ger- 
many which  he  decried  in  1944.  I  sug- 
gest that  point  simply  in  an  endeavor  to 
measure  the  problem  which  confronts 
Dr.  Conant  if  he  now  goes  to  Germany. 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  extremely  diCBcult. 
I  hesitate,  Mr.  President;  I  might  cite 
some  instances  in  which  other  persons 
at  the  same  time  had  different  points  of 
view  as  to  the  economic  future  of  Eu- 
rope and  as  to  what  was  necessary  for 
the  economic  health  of  Europe. 

I  could  even  cite  the  speeches  which 
some  of  us  made  in  the  middle  of  1941, 
when  we  thought  it  would  be  much  bet- 
ter to  let  Germany  and  Russia  destroy 
each  other,  because  in  1941  we  were  not 
enamored  of  either  nazism  or  commu- 
nism. Anyone  who  wishes  to  be  spe- 
cific on  that  point  might  refer  to  the 
speech  I  made  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  July  3,  1941.  In  that 
speech  I  made  that  point,  and  at  that 
time  I  said  that  we  should  address  our 
efforts  to  getting  the  war  in  the  west 
called  off  and  letting  nazism  and  com- 
munism engage  in  mutual  destruction. 


But  I  do  not  stress  that,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, because  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
it  would  be  possible,  probably,  for  any- 
one to  have  gone  through  the  war  pe- 
riod, in  World  War  II.  without  express- 
ing ideas  which  would  indicate  that  he 
wanted  the  United  States  to  win  the  war. 
We  were  in  the  war,  and  we  wanted  to 
win  it. 

However,  when  a  man  is  nominated  to 
be  our  Ambassador  to  Germany  under 
present  conditions,  to  carry  out  present 
polif  ies,  and  when  he  may  be  confronted 
by  .«;catements  which  called  for  a  destruc- 
tion of  the  industrial  plant  of  Germany 
and  its  redistribution  and  the  setting  up 
of  another  economic  pattern,  and  when 
he  has  spoken  about  the  difficulty  of 
reorienting  the  German  mind,  and 
when  now  he  would  be  called  upon  to  go 
to  Germany  and  do  the  exact  opposite 
of  what  he  prescribed,  the  situation  is  a 
very  difficult  one. 

I  might  proceed  at  some  length  to 
quote  other  paragraphs  or  recommenda- 
tions in  1947  of  the  Herter  subcommit- 
tee, for  Germany  and  Austria:  but  I 
think  the  point  I  wish  to  make  is  clear. 

Inasmuch  as  the  statements  I  made  at 
those  times  were  made  on  record  before 
the  war,  during  the  war,  and  following 
the  war,  and  also  in  1947 — statements 
regarding  what  I  believed  to  be  necessary 
for  the  development  of  conditions  under 
which  Europe  would  live  in  peace — and 
inasmuch  as  in  the  report  we  pointed 
out  that  the  economic  health  of  Europe 
centered  so  strongly  about  Western  Ger- 
many and  what  was  necessary  there,  I 
find  myself  in  a  very  difficult  position, 
now  that  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Conant 
is  before  the  Senate. 

I  felt  that  I  would  be  unfair  to  the 
recommendations  we  made  and  to  the 
commitments  and  statements  I  had  made 
in  the  past  unless  I  pointed  out  this  dif- 
ficulty and  made  perfectly  clear  the  basis 
upon  which  I  shall  have  to  re.solve  my 
own  doubt  when  the  matter  comes  to  a 
final  decision. 

I  thank  the  Senatt  for  its  courtesy  to 
me. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Piesident.  I 
find  myself  in  about  the  same  position 
as  that  in  which  my  colleague,  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case  I, 
finds  himself,  regarding  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Conant  to 
be  United  States  High  Commissioner  for 
Western  Germany. 

I  can  share  entirely  my  colleague's 
views  in  questioning  the  qualifications  of 
Dr.  Conant.  in  the  light  of  what  has  oc- 
curred concerning  the  treacherous,  in- 
sidious Morgenthau  plan.  The  record 
shows  that  a  few  of  us  had  the  courage 
to  stand  in  this  Chamber  back  in  the 
Eghtieth  Congress,  and  some  of  us  prob- 
ably prior  to  that  time,  and  point  out 
that  it  would  be  complete  folly  to  de- 
stroy the  potentialities  of  Germany,  in 
view  of  her  strategic  situation  in  West- 
ern Europe,  and  to  try  to  keep  her  in  a 
submerged,  subdued  agricultural  and  in- 
dustrial status. 

I    believe    that    developments    have 
shown  how  fallacious  and  how  unwise 
was   the   viewpoint  of   those  who  sup- 
ported the  Infamous  Morgenthau  plan. 
I  am  surprised  that  at  this  late  hour 
with  only  seven  or  eight  Members  of  the 


Senate  in  the  Chamber,  we  should  con- 
sider this  important  nomination. 

I  realize  that  the  new  administration 
is  entitled  to  a  full  measure  of  coopera- 
tion, and  I  have  pledged  that  I  would 
give  such  cooperation,  because  I  think 
that  on  November  4.  the  people  voted  for 
a  change.  Now  the  people  have  a  Re- 
publican executive  department  of  gov- 
ernment and  Republican  control  in  the 
Congre.ss. 

But  I  wonder  whether  we  are  justified 
in  proceedin;;  at  this  time  with  this 
nomination.  The  Chairman  of  the  Por- 
eit^n  Relation.s  Committee  is  not  present. 
I  have  a  hi^h  regard  for  the  distin- 
guished Chairman  of  the  Republican 
Policy  Committee,  the  senior  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Kwowland),  who 
is  acting  majority  leader  at  this  time, 
during  the  debate;  but  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  a  portion  of  the  hear- 
ings appearing  on  page  109.  I  have  had 
considerable  doubt  about  Dr.  Conant. 
because  I  am  not  one  of  tliose  who  go 
along  blindly  and  with  complete  servility 
merely  becaure  the  question  In  issue  in- 
volves a  great  American  who  has  ren- 
dered a  service  to  his  country.  Of 
cour.se  all  Americans  should  render  serv- 
ice to  their  country  when  they  are  called 
upon  to  do  so. 

Of  course.  Dr.  Conant  Is  a  great  college 
president  and  a  noted  scientist.  Ad- 
mittedly he  has  done  much  in  contribut- 
ing to  the  development  of  our  atomic 
prouram.  But  I  was  shocked  when  I 
attended  briefly  the  hearings  earUer  this 
week,  when  this  nomination  was  con- 
sidered by  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, and  when  Dr.  Conant  was  a  wit- 
ness. I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  and  the 
Senator  from  California  to  the  few  brief 
excerpts  which  I  shall  read  from  page 
109  of  the  hearings,  because  I  should  like 
to  have  their  comments. 

I  read: 

Senator  Pehicuson.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
so  that  I  might  ask  one  question? 

Mr  Conant.  1  want  to  a&k  a  question  m 
to  whether  or  not  you  had  been  offered  the 
High  Commlsslunershlp  by  President  Tru- 
man? 

Mr.  Conant.  Yes:  I  was  offered  It  by  the 
then  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Acheson.  who 
said  he  was  si>eaklng  fur  the  I»resldent. 

Sen.itor  Percus(  n    When   was   that? 

Mr  Conant  It  was  discussed  with  me  In 
September,  let  me  see.  18  months  ago.  that 
would  be  a  ye:ir  bro  last  September— I  have 
got  to  get  niv  clHtes.  We  are  In  1953— thai 
Would  be  In  September  1951. 

Senator  FER<.r.soN  It  U  apparent  from 
the   fact    that   %ou   did    not   accept    It? 

Mr    C()N\NT    I  did  not  accept  It. 

Senator  Ftkguson.  Was  there  any  par- 
ticular rea.son 

Mr.  Conant  This  was  the  Ambassador- 
ship, did  you  say? 

Senator  Ferguson  No;  I  said  High  Com- 
ml.ssloncr. 

Mr.  Conant  No;  then  I  am  wTong.  I  was 
not  offered  the  High  Commlsslonershlp;  1 
was  ottered   the  Ambassitdorshlp. 

That  was  18  months  ago. 

Senator  Ftrguson.  Well,  18  months  ago 
we  didn't  have  an  Ambassador. 

Mr.  Conant.  No;  they  were  looking  for- 
ward to  having  one. 

Senator  Ferguson.  I  see  Were  yoti  offered 
the  High  Commlsslonershlp? 

Mr.  Conant.  No;  I  was  not. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


931 


Senator  Fergttsok.  Waa  the  President  an- 
ticipating that  when  they  got  an  Ambassa- 
dorship there,  as  to  whether  or  not  you 
would  serve  as  Ambassador? 

Mr    Conant.  Correct. 

S«  iiator  FoicusoN.  Of  course.  It  was  not 
ci[)en  at  that  time. 

Mr.  CoNAi«T.  Well,  I  refused  before  events 
sh   wed  that  It  was. 

Senator  Txncxison.  Will  you  give  lu  yotir 
re.isons  for  refusal. 

Mr  Conakt.  Well,  It  seemed  to  me  that  It 
w.is  going  to  be,  from  their  point  of  view,  a 
short  lime.  An  election  was  coming  up;  the 
question  of  who  would  be  President  after 
January  20.  1953,  was  open.  It  was  under- 
f^;<K)d  that  this  would  be  until  that  date. 
Miilchever  party  was  In  control.  Presumably 
they  wanted  to  change  the  Ambassador.  It 
w.is  quite  Impossible  for  me  to  leave  Har- 
\ard  under  a  leave  of  absence. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr  DWORSHAK.    Yes;  briefly. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  the  Senator  suggesting, 
or  is  it  a  correct  statement  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  testimony  that  he  is  reading, 
that  Dr.  Conant  was  the  Trumau-Ache- 
son  selection  for  this  position? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  not  making  that  charge.  He 
IS  merely  referring  to  the  printed  testi- 
mony appearing  on  page  109  of  the  hear- 
ings; and  those  questions  and  answers 
can  speak  for  themselves.  It  is  my  own 
interpretation  that  the  famous  Secretary 
of  State.  Mr.  Acheson.  and  his  President 
and  Commander  in  Chief.  Mr.  Truman, 
18  months  ago.  offered  the  Ambassador- 
ship to  Dr.  Conant.  That  is  what  I  am 
saying. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KurHKL  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Califurnia? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.    Yes;  briefly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  first  place, 
the  distinguished  Senator  made  a  re- 
mark which  was  quite  correct,  although 
perhaps  I  missed  a  part  of  it,  but  hav- 
ing served  on  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee myself,  I  know  the  Senator  does 
not  bow  in  servility  before  any  admin- 
istration. Republican  or  Democratic; 
and  I  may  say  to  my  colleague  from 
Idaho  neither  does  the  senior  Senator 
from  Cali'ornia. 

There  were  but  six  Members  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  who 
voted  against  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Dean  Acheson.  and  the 
present  senior  Senator  from  California 
was  one  of  the  six  who  did  so.  I  am  not 
greatly  impressed  by  the  argument  that 
because  a  man  was  tendered  the  position 
of  Ambassador  to  Germany  should  that 
p'jsition  open  up.  but  did  not  accept  it. 
fhould  be  foreclosed  from  consideration 
by  the  Elisenhower  administration. 
Only  today  we  have  confirmed  Gen.  Wal- 
ter Bedell  Smith,  who  has  had  a  long 
and  distinguished  career  in  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  who  has  served  In  vary- 
ing capacities  under  the  previous 
administration.  I  would  say  to  my 
friend  from  Idaho,  and  most  respect- 
fully, that  if  we  followed  the  doctrine 
that  no  one  who  had  either  been  offered 
a  position  or  who  had  served  his  Gov- 
ernment in  an  appointive  capacity  with- 
in the  past  twenty-odd  years  should  be 


considered  for  appointment  by  this  ad- 
ministration, we  would,  I  think,  close 
our  eyes  to  some  able  and  conscientious 
public  officials. 

Secretary  of  State  Dulles  served  as 
Ambassador,  and  did,  I  think,  an  out- 
standing job  in  the  organization  of  the 
United  Nations  and  in  the  negotiation  of 
the  treaty  of  peace  with  Japan.  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  think  the  fact  that  he 
had  held  an  appointment  under  the  pre- 
vious administration  should  foreclose 
consideration  of  him  for  employment 
under  the  present  administration.  I 
think  there  may  be  other  such  men.  Re- 
publicans or  Democrats,  who  have  great 
capabilities,  and  each  one,  of  course, 
would  have  to  be  judged  on  his  own 
merits.  So  I  most  respectfully  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  knowing  as  I  do 
his  great  interest,  his  sense  of  fairness, 
and  the  fact  that  he  himself  has  been 
very  critical  of  the  program  of  dis- 
mantling the  industry  of  Germany — as 
was  the  Senator  from  California — it  does 
not  make  sense  that,  by  inference  at 
least,  the  fact  that  he  was  offered  an  ap- 
pointment by  a  previous  administration 
should  be  charged  as  a  responsibility  of 
Dr.  Conant 's. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
thank  my  colleague  from  California  for 
that  observation,  and  I  wish  to  say  that, 
having  ser\'ed  ...ih  him  as  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  and  In 
other  capacities,  I  can  testify  to  his 
courage  and  to  his  complete  independ- 
ence in  discharging  his  duties.  I  may 
merely  cormnent  briefly,  Mr.  President, 
on  the  suggestion  that  because  a  person 
has  been  rendering  service  to  the  Tru- 
man administration  in  some  capacity, 
that  should  disqualify  him  for  service  in 
the  pre.sent  Eisenhower  administration, 
I  certainly  would  not  be  so  stupid  as  to 
make  such  a  contention.  But,  in  partial 
answer,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  one  more 
question  and  answer,  appearing  on  page 
110.  in  the  questioning  of  Mr.  Conant  by 
the  Senator  from  Michigan: 

Senator  Pehcdson.  But  did  the  question 
of  policy  that  Mr.  Acheson  might  have 
wanted  carried  out  enter  your  mind  as  the 
reason  you  declined  to  accept  the  offer  of 
Ambassador? 

Mr.  Conant.  No,  I  would  not  think  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     Yes;  briefly. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  is  putting  his  finger  on 
the  thing  that  disturbs  me  in  connection 
with  this  nomination.  Certainly,  Mr. 
President,  many  men  have  rendered  very 
able  service  to  the  Government  in  the 
Truman  administration,  and  they  cer- 
tainly are  not  disqualified  for  further 
service  in  Goverrunent  because  of  that 
fact.  What  disturbs  me  is  the  identifi- 
cation of  Dr.  Conant  with  the  policies 
expressed  in  the  Potsdam  agreement 
and  the  fact  that  I  think  current  policy 
calls  for  a  disassociation. 

I  noted  a  few  days  ago  the  President's 
denunciation  of  commitments  made  in 
secret  conferences,  and  I  carmot  be- 
lieve that  the  background  of  Dr.  Conant 
was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
President. 

Again  I  say,  not  with  any  Idea  of  cen- 
suring Dr.  Conant  for  taking  the  posi- 


tion which  he  took  at  that  time,  that  I 
am  pointing  out  the  difficulty  he  will 
have  in  implementing  policies. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  that  observation. 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  at 
this  late  hour,  but  I  should  like  to 
reiterate  that  the  question  which  is 
bothering  me  is  that,  as  High  Commis- 
sioner, possibly  when  agreements  are 
signed  with  Germany  at  some  future 
time.  Dr.  Conant  will  be  reflecting  the 
policy  and  the  political  thinking  on  for- 
eign issues  of  Mr.  Truman  and  Mr.  Ache- 
son. rather  than  reflecting  the  thinking 
of  this  administration. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  may  not  have  been  in  the  Chamber 
at  the  time  I  discussed  that  question  with 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case].  Dr.  Conant  made  it  very  clear, 
because  there  had  been  some  expres- 
sions in  the  committee  that  some  of  his 
remarks  might  be  subject  to  misinterpre- 
tation, that  he  has  a  thorough  under- 
standing of  the  fact  that  as  High  Com- 
missioner he  will  be  representing  the 
Government  of  the  United  States — not 
only  the  President  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment, but  also  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States — in  carrying  out  the  policies 
which  the  Government  now  and  in  the 
future  may  determine  upon. 

So,  I  think  the  record  is  very  clear 
that  he  will  not  be  carrying  out  any 
policies  of  any  past  administration. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  satisfied,  Mr. 
President,  that  that  is  the  interpretation 
placed  upon  this  entire  affair  by  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  California, 
but  I  am  wondering  whether  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  had  ample  assurances 
that  as  High  Commissioner,  Dr.  Conant, 
a  great  champion  of  the  New  Deal — 
I  care  not  whether  he  can  dissociate 
himself  from  his  past  record,  which 
speaks  for  itself — will  not  be  going  back 
to  the  philosophy  of  Mr.  Acheson. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia for  having  voted  against  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Acheson,  but  I  am  wondering  whether 
the  Senate,  in  confirming  this  nomina- 
tion, is  rendering  a  real  service  not  only 
to  the  American  people,  but  to  this  ad- 
ministration. 

Of  course,  the  President  should  have 
the  right  to  select  prominent  Americans 
whom  he  considers  duly  qualified  to  serve 
as  commissioners  and  ambassadors.  But, 
likewise,  under  the  Constitution,  the 
Senate  has  the  responsibility  to  screen 
such  appointments  and  to  confirm  a 
nomination  if  it  is  considered  desirable. 
I  shall  vote  against  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Conant  because 
I  believe  that  in  this  country  today  there 
are  not  only  college  presidents  and 
scientists  who  are  qualified  to  serve  in 
this  exalted  position,  but  I  think  the 
country  needs  outstanding,  highly  patri- 
otic, and  highly  qualified  Americans  to 
serve  in  such  positions. 

It  is  difficult  for  me  to  comprehend 
the  justification  for  such  an  appoint- 
ment at  a  time  when  efforts  are  being 
made  to  cultivate  a  better  understand- 
ing  between   the   nations   in   Western 
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Europe  and  between  Germany  and  the 
United  States.  I  think  a  great  dis- 
service is  being  rendered  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  and  to  the  Republican 
administration  Ly  even  proposing  such 
a  procedure  as  this. 

I  know  that  the  nomination  of  Dr. 
Conant  will  be  connrmed.      There  are 
only  a  few  Members  of  the  Senate  pres- 
ent at  this  late  hour,  and  the  question 
is  not  considered  important  enough  for 
the  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  to  be  present  at  this  time. 
Yes.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  in  coopera- 
tion, but  I  also  believe  in  discharging 
my  duties.    I  may  be  wrong,  but.  at  least. 
I  shall   be   true   to   my  convictions   in 
opposing  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Conant 
to  be  High  Commissioner  and  subse- 
quently to  be  Ambassador  to  Germany 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.     I  yield. 
Mr.   SALTONSTALL.     Mr.  President. 
I  shall  not  reiterate  what  I  said  before 
the  committee  with   reference   to   the 
nomination  of  Dr.  Conant;  but  I  may 
say  to  my  friend  from  Idaho,  who  brings 
up  the  testimony  on  pages  109  and  110, 
that  I  happen  to  know,  as  a  matter  of 
personal  knowledge,  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  criticism  at  Harvard  Uni- 
versity because  Dr.  Conant  had   been 
absent  for  two  or  three  critical  years 
during  the  war.    He  had  been  workinij 
for  the  Government  in  various  capacities. 
I  did  not  know  that  he  had  been  offered 
this  appointment  in  September  of  1951, 
but  I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  if  he 
had  left  Harvard  University  at  that  time 
he  could  not  have  received  a  leave  of 
absence  because  there  was  too  much 
feeling  among  members  of  the  governing 
board  of  Harvard   that  the  university 
needed  its  president  on  the  job  at  that 
time.    As  Dr.  Conant  said,  he  could  not 
at  that  time  take  a  leave  of  absence. 
At  the  present  time  he  can  retire  and 
leave  Harvard  to  choose  a  new  president 
in  an  orderly  way. 

I  say  that,  Mr.  President,  because  I  am 
confident  that  there  is  not  involved  the 
question  of  the  views  of  the  previous  ad- 
ministration or  the  views  of  the  present 
administration.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  that,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge.  Dr.  Conant.  even  if  he  had 
wanted  to  do  so.  could  not  have  obtained 
leave  of  absence  from  Harvard  at  that 
time,  and  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
retire. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  not  answered  my 
query.  It  is  not  a  question  whether  Dr. 
Conant  was  able  to  take  a  leave  of  ab- 
sence from  Harvard  University  prior  to 
his  retirement  age.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  to  tell  me  whether 
it  is  true  that  former  President  Truman 
and  Secretary  Acheson  18  months  ago 
offered  to  Dr.  Conant  the  ambassador- 
ship to  Germany.     Is  that  correcf 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  answer 
the  Senator,  on  the  basis  of  the  informa- 
Uon  contained  on  page  109  of  the  hear- 
ings, that  It  is  true.  I  have  no  personal 
knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Is  It  not  incon- 
sequential whether  Dr.  Conant  at  that 
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time  was  able  to  leave  the  university? 
The  facts  are  not  altered  in  any  way. 
He  was  considered  fit  and  qualified  in 
every  way  by  the  State  Department  and 
by  the  Trimian  administration,  as  far 
back  as  18  months  ago.  to  accept  this 
assignment.  In  view  of  that  irrefutable 
fact,  it  is  diflQcult  for  me  to  imderstand 
why  he  should  be  offered  a  similar  posi- 
tion, at  this  time,  after  the  American 
people,  on  November  4.  rendered  a  ver- 
dict that  they  wanted  a  change.  They 
did  not  want  Achesons  policies  in  the 
foreign  field.  They  want  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Truman  administration.  Is 
not  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  THYE.     Mr.  President,   will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIi.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  answer  that  question? 

I  would  say  to  my  friend  from  Idaho 
that  I  beheve  Dr.  Conant.  whom  I  have 
known  for  a  period  of  40  years,  is  one 
of  the  ablest  men  in  this  Nation  today. 
He  has  proved  himself  as  a  scientist,  as 
a  university  president,  as  an  adminis- 
trator, and  as  an  educator.  Now  he  is 
able  to  retire  from  Harvard  University. 
He  has  no  means  of  his  own.  He  will 
have  to  take  his  retirement  pay  after 
he  ends  his  job  in  Germany.  I  believe 
he  will  be  an  able  diplomat. 

Dr.  Conant  Is  a  controversial  figure 
in  some  of  his  writings.  As  I  said  the 
other  day  before  the  committee,  he  would 
not  have  been  a  good  president  of  Har- 
vard University  if  he  had  not  been  a 
controversial  figure.  As  I  see  it.  a  good 
president  of  a  university  is  a  man  who 
is  thinking  ahead  of  the  rest  of  us, 
who  is  leading  us.  who  is  familiar  with 
the  ways  and  means  of  education,  and 
who  has  knowledge  which  enables  him 
to  give  us  ideas  to  think  about  and  work 
upon. 

Every  president  of  Harvard  Universi- 
ty has  been  a  controversial  figure;  and 
as  a  Harvard  man  myself.  I  venture  to 
hope  they  will  be  controversial  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  brief  question? 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Is  there  anything 
in  the  record  or  in  the  accomplishments 
of  Dr.  Conant  to  indicate  that  he  will  be 
an  able  diplomat? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  may  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
that  I  was  a  classmate  of  Dr.  Conant  iii 
college.  I  watched  him  become  a  great 
scientist,  one  of  this  countr>''s  great 
scientists  in  the  chemical  field,  and  an 
international  figure  in  that  field. 

I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  one  of 
the  governing  boards  of  Harvard  when 
Dr.  Conant  was  nominated  to  be  its  pres- 
ident, and  was  one  of  those  who  had  a 
very  small  part  in  looking  into  his  quah- 
fications  in  order  to  determine  whether 
he  should  be  made  president.  I  said  with 
all  earnestness  then,  as  I  am  saying  now. 
that  a  great  president  of  a  university 
must  be  primarily  an  educator,  and  that 
any  university  which  takes  such  a  man 
must  take  a  chance  on  his  administra- 
tive abilities. 

Dr.  Conant  was  an  educator.  He  has 
become  a  great  administrator  and  a 
great  leader  of  thought  in  this  country 


on  social  and  welfare  questions.    He  has 
ventured  into  the  international  field. 

If  ever  there  was  a  man  with  back- 
ground, with  demonstrated  ability  In 
several  fields,  it  is  E>r.  Conant— a  man 
whom  I  know,  respect,  and  admire. 

I  believe  Dr.  Conant  will  make  an  ex- 
cellent diplomat.  He  knows  what  it 
means  to  follow  the  laws,  to  follow  the 
Constitution,  and  to  uphold  prestige. 
He  knows  what  is  required  to  qualify  one 
as  a  good  diplomat.  I  am  confident  that 
he  will  follow  the  leadership  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  and  of  Secretary  of 
State  Dulles  to  the  best  of  his  ability. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Idaho  and  I 
may  have  a  discussion  on  this  subject  a 
year  from  now.  At  that  time  I  believe 
the  Senator  will  agree  with  me. 

Mr  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Mas.sachusetts  contend  that  hav- 
ing been  a  controversial  figure  through- 
out his  college  career  qualifies  Dr. 
Conant  in  any  way  to  be  a  successful 
diplomat? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  say  it  quali- 
fies him  because  he  had  to  be  a  thinker. 
Not  only  is  he  a  thinker,  but  he  Is  also 
willing  to  express  himself  in  a  way  that 
he  knows  may  bring  up  controversy,  in 
order  to  carry  forward  his  point.  In  order 
to  get  men  like  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
and  myself  to  debate  his  qualifications. 
[Laughter  1 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  Piesident.  will  the 
Senator  yield'' 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  wish  to  propound  a 
question  to  the  able  and  distinguished 
Senator  from  Idaho  with  respect  to  his 
statement  that  Dr.  Conant  had  been  pre- 
viously offered  the  Ambassadorship  and 
had  not  accepted.  Would  not  the  fact 
that  he  did  not  accept  the  Ambassador- 
ship when  it  was  offered  him  be  to  his 
credit? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  reason  why 
he  did  not  accept  the  appointment  was 
that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  take  a 
temporary  leave  of  absence  in  order  to 
fill  the  position  pos.sibly  only  until  Jan- 
uaiT  20.  1953.  when,  as  he  pointed  out 
in  the  heannj^s,  it  was  anticipated  that 
there  miyht  be  a  change  in  adminis- 
tration. 

I  say  that  it  wa.s  not  to  the  credit  of 
Dr.  Conant  that  he  declined  the  invita- 
tion to  serve  as  an  Ambassador  at  that 
time,  becau.se  the  record  seems  to  indi- 
cate that  he  was  acting  .solely  from  a 
selfish  standpoint,  on  the  basis  that  the 
appointment  would  have  been  only  a 
temporary  one,  probably  for  the  space 
of  1  year  or  18  months. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  do  not  see  the  situation 
in  the  same  light  in  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Idaho  sees  it. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that,  Inmieili- 
ately  preceding  the  vote  on  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  nomination,  there  be  printed 
a  biographical  .sketch  of  Dr.  James 
Bryant  Conant.  and  also  a  statement  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [  Mr.  Wiley  1 
on  the  nomination  of  Dr.  James  B. 
Conant  to  be  High  Commissioner  of 
Germany. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  sketch 
and  statement  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SlOGRAPHICAI,    SKZTTH    or    jAlfU    BBTANT 

Conant 

Born:  Dorchester.  Mass.,  March  26.  1893. 
Family   background:   S.  James  Scott  and 
Jt-nnett  Orr  Bryant. 

Education:  Bachelor  of  arts.  Harvard, 
1913;  doctor  of  philosophy.  1916;  doctor  of 
laws,  University  of  Chicago.  1933.  Yale,  1934, 
New  York  University,  1934,  Princeton  Uni- 
versity. 1934.  Amherst,  1935.  College  of 
Charleston.  1935.  College  of  William  and 
M.iry,  1936.  Williams,  1938,  Dartmouth,  1938, 
Tuhine.  1939,  University  of  California.  1940, 
University  of  Pennsylvania,  1940,  Bristol  Unl- 
vcr.sity  (England).  1941;  doctor  of  laws, 
Queens  University,  1941.  University  of  North 
Carolina.  1945,  University  of  Toronto.  1945, 
LHD.  Boston  University.  1934,  Tufts  College, 
1934;  doctor  of  science.  Columbia  University, 
1934;  Stevens  Institution,  1934;  University  of 
Wisconsin.  1935;  Cambridge  University  (Eng- 
land), 1941:  doctor  of  science,  McGlll  Uni- 
versity. 1945;  DCL,  Oxford  University  (Eng- 
land), 1936;  doctor  of  laws.  Baylor  University 
1947..  University  of  Illinois.  1947.  University 
of  Slate  of  New  York  1947.  Doctor  of  llter- 
nry,  Hamilton  College,  1947;  doctor  of  science, 
University  of  London.  1946.  University  of 
Ly  in.s  (France).  1947;  FEIS.  Educational  In- 
stitute of  Scotland,  1947. 

Marital  sUtus:  Married  Grace  Thayer 
Rlrhards.  April  17,  1941.  Children:  James 
Kifhards,  Theodore  Richards. 

Experience:  Instructor  In  chemistry.  Har- 
vard, 1916-17;  assistant  professor,  1919-25; 
associate  professor,  1925-27;  professor,  1927- 
29;  Sheldon  Emery  professor  of  organic 
chemistry.  1929-31;  chairman,  department  of 
chemistry,  1931-33;  elected  president  Harvard 
University  June  21.  1933:  visiting  lecturer 
summer  school.  University  of  California. 
1924;  research  associate,  California  Institute 
of  Technology,  1927;  chairman.  National  De- 
fense Research  Committee,  1941-46;  member. 
Educational  Policies  Committee,  1941^6; 
member,  board  of  scientific  directors.  Rocke- 
feller Institution  since  1960;  member.  Gen- 
eral Advisory  Committee,  AEC,  since  1947; 
Sachs  lecturer,  Teachers  College,  1945;  Terry 
lecturer,  Yale,  1946. 

Awards:  Honorary  fellow  Emanuel  College, 
Cambridge;  Commander  Legion  of  Honor 
(France);  Commander  Civil  Division  Order 
of  British  Empire. 

Military  service:  Served  as  lieutenant. 
Sanitary  Corps,  United  States  Army.  1917; 
Majnr   Chemical   Warfare   Service,    1918. 

Societies:  Member  American  Chemical  So- 
ciety; American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sci- 
ences; American  Philosophical  Society;  Na- 
tional Academy  of  Sciences;  Massachusetts 
Historical  Society;  Royal  Society  (England); 
Royal  Society  of  Edinburgh;  Chemical  So- 
ciety (England);  honorary  member,  Phi  Beta 
Kappa;   Sigma  XI;   Alpha  Chi  Sigma. 

Clubs:  Tavern.  Harvard.  Algonquin  (Bos- 
ton); Century,  Chemists,  University  of  Har- 
vard (New  York);  Cosmos  (Washington); 
Athen.teum   (London). 

Author:  Organic  chemistry,  1928:  the 
Chemistry  of  Organic  Compounds.  1933  (re- 
vl.sed  edition.  1939):  Our  Fighting  Faith, 
1942;  On  Understanding  Science.  1947;  Prac- 
tical Chemistry  (with  N.  H.  Black),  1920; 
Education  In  a  Divided  World.  1948.  Editor 
volumes  II  and  IX.  Organic  Syntheses. 
Home:  17  Qulncy  Street.  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Office:  Harvard  University.  Cambridge  38 
Mass. 

Statement  bt  Sinatoe  Wrunr 
The  nomination  of  Dr.  James  B.  Conant  to 
be  United  States  High  Commissioner  for 
Germany  comes  to  the  Senate  with  the  care- 
fully considered,  unanimous  approval  of  tbe 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Members  of  the  Senate 
are  famUlar  with  Dr.  Conants  world-wide 


reputation  as  a  scientist  and  as  an  educator. 
A  native  of  Massachusetts,  he  attended  Har- 
vard University  and  received  his  Ph.  D.  degree 
In  1916  at  the  age  of  23.  He  was  a  major  In 
the  Chemical  Warfare  Service  of  the  Army 
In  World  War  I  and  returned  to  teach  chem- 
istry at  Harvard  where  he  became  chairman 
of  the  chemistry  department  In  1931.  Two 
years  later  he  was  chosen  as  the  twenty-third 
president  of  Harvard  University  and  he  served 
with  distinction  In  that  Important  position 
until  his  retirement  2  weeks  ago.  He  knows 
Germany — the  people  and  the  language. 

Dr.  Conant  was  one  of  the  first  men  to  see 
the  possibilities  of  making  an  atomic  bomb, 
and  it  was  he  and  E>r.  Vannevar  Bush  who 
persuaded  President  Roosevelt  to  undertake 
the  Manhattan  District  project.  He  has  con- 
tinued his  close  association  with  atomic  de- 
velopments. But  his  contribution  to  na- 
tional defense  has  by  no  means  been  limited 
to  atomic  energy.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
small  group  of  scientists  who  Invented  the 
amphibious  vehicle  known  as  the  "dtick" 
which  was  so  widely  used  In  Invasion  land- 
ings all  over  the  world. 

As  president  of  Harvard,  as  one  of  our  lead- 
ing scientists,  and  as  a  citizen  with  an  ex- 
traordinarily wide  range  of  Interests.  Dr. 
Conant  has  written  and  spoken  extensively 
In  a  frank,  direct,  and  provocative  manner 
on  many  highly  controversial  subjects.  In- 
evitably, he  has  himself  become  a  contro- 
versial figure. 

It  was  perfectly  natural,  therefore,  that 
some  objection  should  be  raised  to  his  nom- 
ination to  an  extremely  critical  diplomatic 
post.  The  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
heard  every  citizen  who  asked  to  be  heard 
on  the  matter.  There  were  only  three  of 
them.  Two  opposed  confirmation  and  one 
favored  It.  In  addition,  the  committee  beard 
Dr.  Conant. 

I  think  It  la  significant  that  out  of  all  of 
Dr.  Conanfs  voluminous  writings  and  other 
activities  only  four  main  points  were  raised 
in  opposition  to  his  nomination.  The  com- 
mittee considered  these  points  carefully.  We 
questolned  Dr.  Conant  about  them,  and  we 
read  the  documents  Involved.  We  unani- 
mously concluded  that  the  Issues  raised  were 
not  sufficient  to  bar  his  confirmation. 

I  think  it  Is  also  significant  that  Mr.  John 
T.  Flynn,  who  rurnished  the  bulk  of  the  tes- 
timony opposing  Dr.  Conant,  made  this  state- 
ment to  the  committee: 

"I  certainly  will  offer  no  objection  to  Mr 
Conanfs  appointment  on  the  score  of  his 
eminence  as  a  scientist,  an  educator,  or  a 
citizen  whose  loyalty  and  capacity  In  his 
field  Is  unchallenged,  and  who  Is  making  a 
sacrifice  to  undertake  a  very  difficult  and 
embarrassing  role.  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  the 
faintest  shadow  upon  his  high  sense  of  citi- 
zenship." 

But  Mr.  Flynn  and  others  do  object  to  Dr. 
Conanfs  appointment  on  other  grounds. 

First,  It  was  charged  that  Dr.  Conant  dur- 
ing the  war  had  supported  the  Morgenthau 
plan  to  reduce  Germany  to  an  agricultural 
and  pastoral  state.  This  charge  was  based  on 
a  speech  which  Dr.  Conant  made  on  October 
7,  1944.  before  the  Foreign  Policy  Association. 
That  speech  Is  Included  In  the  hearings. 
When  •■'•ad  In  full.  It  does  not  sustain  the 
Interpretation  that  It  Is  an  argument  for 
the  Morgenthau  plan.  Further,  we  have  Dr. 
Conanfs  statement  to  the  committee  that 
the  speech  was  written  before  he  ever  heard 
of  the  Morgenthau  plan  and  that  subse- 
quently he  remained  silent  on  the  subject  of 
postwar  control  of  Germany  for  fear  that  his 
views  would  be  mistaken  as  endorsement  of 
the  Morgenthau  plan. 

It  Is  quite  apparent  to  anyone  who  reads 
Dr.  Conanfs  Foreign  Policy  Association 
speech  that  his  views  were  In  no  way  marked 
by  the  vlndlctlveness  which  characterized 
the  Morgenthau  plan,  and  they  were  much 
less  extreme.  Where  the  Morgenthau  plan 
contemplated  a  tremendous  reduction  of 
German  Industry,  Dr.  Conant  spoke  merely 


of  a  redistribution  of  German  industry  and 
of  the  establishment  of  an  International  in- 
spection system.  His  views  on  these  points 
were  conditioned  by  his  foreknowledge  of  the 
atomic  IxDmb  which,  of  course,  he  could  not 
explain  at  the  time  he  was  speaking  in  1944. 
The  second  point  raised  against  Dr.  Conant 
was  that  his  social,  economic,  and  political 
views  are  too  radical  to  be  representative 
of  prevailing  American  opinion.  This  charge 
was  based  on  a  magazine  article  entitled 
"Wanted:  American  Radicals,"  which  ap- 
peared In  the  Atlantic  Monthly  for  May  1943. 
Again,  when  the  article  Is  read  In  full,  It 
seems  effectively  to  dispel  any  doubts  about 
Dr.  (Donanfs  fitness  for  a  high  Government 
post.  It  Is  also  In  the  hearings,  where  Sen- 
ators can  read  It  If  they  wish.  The  article 
describes  the  views  of  a  hypothetical  Amer- 
ican radical  and  specifically  states  that  those 
views  are  not  necessarily  Dr.  Conanfs  own. 
Among  other  things,  the  article  declared 
that  this  hypothetical  radical  would  advo- 
cate the  confiscation  of  all  property  once 
In  every  generation.  In  answer  to  a  spe- 
cific question  from  me.  Dr.  Conant  cate- 
gorically assured  the  committee  that  he  him- 
self did  not  so  believe. 

J  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  a  speech  which  Dr.  Conant  made 
before  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  In  1947 
and  which  states  his  own  political  phi- 
losophy. In  this  speech,  he  said  that  "equal- 
ity of  opportunity"  Is  one  of  the  "unique 
ideals  which  are  the  hallmarks  of  American 
democracy"  and  that  "equality  of  opportu- 
nity could  only  be  a  reality  in  a  political 
democracy;  It  would  have  meaning  only  in 
a  competitive  society  In  which  private  own- 
ership and  the  profit  motive  were  accepted 
as   basic   principles." 

The  third  objection  raised  to  Dr.  Conanfs 
nomination  was  that  he  was  too  tolerant,  or 
naive,  concerning  communism  and  Com- 
munists. This  objection  was  based  primar- 
ily on  the  fact  that  certain  Individuals  have 
been  allowed  to  remain  on  the  Harvard 
faculty.  It  was  based  also  on  Dr.  Conanfs 
final  report  as  president  of  Harvard,  In  which 
he  said  that  there  were  no  open  or  disguised 
Communists  at  Harvard  and  that  "even  If 
there  were,  the  damage  that  would  be  done 
to  the  spirit  of  their  academic  community 
by  an  Investigation  of  the  university  aimed 
at  finding  a  crypto-Communlst  would  be  far 
greater  than  any  conceivable  harm  such  a 
person  might  do." 

It  was  obviously  Impossible  for  the  com- 
mittee to  Investigate  the  Harvard  faculty; 
nor  was  the  committee  called  upon  to  do  so. 
It  is  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Conant  which 
Is  before  us,  not  the  nomination  of  any  of 
his   faculty  members. 

The  committee  did,  however,  question  Dr. 
Conant  closely  on  the  Communist  Issue.  Dr. 
Conant  pointed  out  the  distinction  between 
a  university  and  a  Government  agency,  and 
he  has  certainly  had  ample  experience  In 
both,  including  the  most  sensitive  agencies 
in  Government.  He  stated  that  he  would 
not  tolerate  employees  in  his  organization 
In  Germany  if  there  was  any  doubt  about 
either  their  loyalty,  their  security,  or  their 
fitness.     He  made  the  fiat  statement: 

"I  would  say,  when  In  doubt  in  a  Gov- 
ernment agency,  do  not  employ  him  or  get 
rid  of  him." 

Finally  it  was  asserted  that  Dr.  Conanfs 
views  on  education  rendered  him  unfit  for 
the  post  of  High  Commissioner.  The  main 
supporting  evidence  cited  to  the  committee 
was  in  a  speech  Dr.  Conant  made  last  year 
in  Boston  before  the  American  Association 
of  School  Administrators.  It  has  been 
widely  reported  that  Dr.  Conant  in  this 
speech  declared  that  private  schools  are  di- 
visive. The  speech  Is  In  the  hearings,  and 
Senators  who  read  it  will  find  that  the  word 
"divisive"  Is  not  used  at  all.  Dr.  Conant 
confessed  to  the  committee  that  he  was  not 
even  sure  how  to  pronounce  the  word,  and  I 
sympathize  with  him,  because  I  have  some 
doubts  about  tliat,  also. 
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A  careful  reading  of  tbe  speech  and  of 
otlier  pronouncemenu  on  the  subject  by  Dr. 
Conant  shows  that  he  Is  not  against  private 
schools;  he  Is  for  public  schools.  The  speech 
Bjjeclflcally  states  that  Dr.  Conant  does  not 
question  the  right  of  any  group  to  organize 
Its  own  private  schools.  But  he  does  oppose 
the  use  of  tax  money  to  help  support  private 
schools. 

Whatever  we  may  think  of  this  position 
from  an  educational  point  of  view,  there  Is 
no  question  but  that  it  is  based  squarely  on 
decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  and  Is  unassailable  from  a  legal  point 
of  view.  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  should 
reject  a  man  for  upholding  Supreme  Court 
decisions. 

But,  in  any  event,  we  are  not  considering 
Dr.  Conant  for  the  position  of  Commissioner 
of  Education.  We  are  considering  him  for 
the  position  of  High  Commissioner  for  Ger- 
many. 

The  most  serious  objections  to  Dr.  Conant 
He  In  the  fact  that,  because  of  his  earlier 
views  on  postwar  control  of  Germany,  and 
because  of  his  views  on  education,  he  would 
not  be  acceptable  to  the  German  people. 
On  this  point,  there  is  abundant  evidence 
that  his  appointment  has  been  enthusiasti- 
cally received  by  the  German  Government 
and  the  German  people.  Chancellor  Ade- 
nauer has  publicly  welcomed  the  appoint- 
ment, and  the  non-Communist  German  press 
has  also  hailed  it  as  an  excellent  choice.  Dr. 
Conant  himself  realizes  that  his  views  on 
education  in  the  United  States  would  not  be 
applicable  to  education  in  Germany. 

The  Committee  concluded  that  there  were 
no  reasons  why  Dr.  Conant  should  not  be 
conflrmed.  On  the  contrary,  there  are  a 
number  of  positive  reasons  why  he  should 
be.  He  is  one  of  the  most  distinguished  men 
In  America,  as  a  scientist,  as  a  thin.^er.  and 
as  an  administrator.  His  appointment  Is  in 
line  with  President  Elsenhower's  campaign 
pledge  to  recruit  the  ablest  men  in  the  coun- 
try. It  is  a  compliment  to  the  German  peo- 
ple, and  I  am  sure  that  fact  wUl  not  be  lost 
on  them. 

Dr.  Conant  has  demonstrated  a  capacity 
to  grow,  to  undertake  new  assignments,  and 
to  do  them  superbly  well.  That  U  true  of 
his  scientific  achievements:  it  Is  true  of  his 
administration  as  president  of  Harvard;  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  true  of  his  service  in 
Germany. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  had 
•11  the  evidence  before  it.  The  committee 
heard  testimony  for  2  days  and  conscien- 
tiously studied  the  documents  Involved.  At 
the  end  of  that  time,  the  committee  voted 
15  to  0  to  recommend  Dr.  Conants  nomi- 
nation to  the  Senate.  Who  are  the  15  Sen- 
ators who  without  a  dissenting  vote  have 
concluded  that  Dr.  Conant  is  well  qualified 
lor  this  important  post? 

There  is  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey   [Mr.   Smiths,   a  distinguished   educator 
In  his  own  right.      There  is  the   able  senior 
Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr,  Hickenlooper | ,  who 
has  been  associated  with  Dr.  Conants  work 
In    atomic    matters.      There    is    the    distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hampshire    [Mr. 
ToBETj;  the  Senator  from  Ohio   [Mr.  Taft) 
the     majority     leader;      the     Senator     from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  LangekI.  who  is  so  inter- 
ested  In   German   affairs;    the  Senator   from 
Michigan    [Mr.  PEacusoN);    and  the  Senator 
from      California      (Mr.      Knowl.and[,      the 
chairman  of  the  majority  policy  committee 
On  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  there  Is  the 
distinguished    senior   Senator   from   Georgia 
(Mr.  GEORGKj.  who  has  served  on  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  longer  than  any  other 
member:    the    distinguished    senior    Senator 
from   Rhode   Island    (Mr.   Green |.   who   has 
had  wide  experience  In  Germany;    the  Sen- 
ator   from    Arkansas    (Mr.    Fulbwghtj,    an- 
other distinguished  educator  and  student  of 
European  affairs;  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.   SparkmanI:    the   Junior   Senator   from 
Iowa  IMr.  GiujrrrKj;  the  Senator  from  Min- 


nesota [Mr.  HcMPHarTl:  and  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Montana   (Mr.  Mansftcldj. 

Leaving  myself  out  of  the  picture,  I  sub- 
mit that  the  combined  Judgment  of  these 
men  should  carry  weight  with  the  Senate. 
Everybody  makes  mistakes,  Mr.  President, 
but  these  15  men  do  not  all  make  the  same 
mistake  at  the  same  time. 

It  Is  important  that  Dr.  Conanfs  nomina- 
tion be  confirmed  as  promptly  as  due  delib- 
eration allows.  I  do  not  have  to  emphasize 
to  the  Senate  the  critical  situation  in  West 
Germany.  The  Secretary  of  State  himself 
found  it  necessary  to  go  there  only  yester- 
day. We  need  to  have  a  High  Commissioner 
on  the  spot,  and  we  dare  not  leave  the  p<jst 
vacant   longer  than   is   absolutely   necessary. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  unani- 
mous report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  que.stion 
i.s.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con.sent  to 
the  nomination  of  Jame.s  B.  Conant  to 
be  High  Commissioner  for  Geimany  and 
Chief  of  Mission? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  notified  forth- 
with of  the  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Dr.  Conant. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  immediate- 
ly notified. 


Townsend  R.  Morey, 

Jr. 
Howard  S.  Morton 
Joseph  A    Murphy 
Thomas  W.  Oliver,  Jr. 
Diivid  W.  Onen 
Frank  J    Pauly 
Jiimes  G.  Pcrkln.i.  Jr. 
Richard  L   Perkins 
Michael   H.   Porofeky 
William  H    Porter 
Robert  N    Remund 
Robert  R    Reynolds 
J"hn  F    .S<.-hinidhelnl 
Eu^iene  R   Schutt 
Jack  W.  Scott 
Donald  J.  Smith 
Williiun  L.  Smith 


February  6 

David  B.  Snow 
Charles  W.  Stephens 
William  L.  Stiff 
Robert  J.  Stlnner 
Robert  Techo 
Robert  L.  Thomas 
Sverre  O.  Tinglum 
John  H.  Tinley 
Leonard  M.  Voynow 
Edmund    M.    Waller. 

Jr. 
James  D.  Warren 
Edward  W  V  Webster 
Frunklln  K.  Wheelock 
Dinald  C    White 
Clyde  A.  Williams 
Curtis  B.  Wiuu 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  TUESDAY 
Mr.   KNOWLAND.      As   in   leizislative 

ses.sion,  ]  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn 

until  Tuesday  next. 

The  motion  was  acreed  to;  and  (at  7 

o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Senate 

adjourned  until  Tue,<^day,  February  10, 

1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  6,  1953: 

Dep.vrtment  or  the  Ani   Force 

H.  Lee  White,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

In  the  Navt 

The  following-named  (Naval  Reserve  Of- 
ficers Traiiiing  Corps;  to  be  ensigns  in  the 
Navy; 

William  A    Alfano  John  M.  Green 

James  P.  Anderson  John  D    Gustafson 

Walter  D.    Atchison  Owen   P.    H.irkett 

Clifford  W    Bascom  Richard  H.  Haffner 

Gerald   L.    Boyd  Donald   G    Hallahan 

John  A.  Bcyd.  Jr.  Donald  F    Hamm 

William   E.   Brewer  Lyle  G.  Haneartner 

Carroll   Brown  Kenneth   A    Harris 

Charles  A.  Buell  Alfred   C.   Herzog 

Harold   L.   Burstyn  Edward  W.  Hille 

Robert  H.   Caldwell  John  C.  Hines 
Gordon  N.   Carpenter    WUliam  F.   Homer 

Robert  L.  Cave.  Jr.  James   I.  Johnston 

Bruce  H.   Collins  Sidney  P.  Johnston,  Jr. 

Joseph  P.  Corcoran  Alfred  L.  Jones,  Jr. 

Frederick  K.  Cross  Everett  J.  Jones.  Jr. 

Michael  B.  Crouch  Robert  J.  Kelley 

Wilfred   L.   David  Robert  C.   Kelsoe 

Cameron   V    Dostie  James  K.  Lackore 

John  F.  Drain  Robert   E,    Lay.    Jr. 

William  G.  Drury  Robert  H    Loreaux    Jr 

Franklin  F.  Eckhart  James   W.   Lyle 

David  O.  Etlwards  Harry  E    Lynam 
Newell  LaM.  Erickson,  James  E.   McConnelee 

Jr.  John    T.    McQuesten 
Raymond  T.  Fleming,      Jr. 

'^'■-  Leonard   Martin.   Jr 

George  B.  Praser  WUllam  V.  Matthews 

Owen  K.  Gfirriott  Wayne   P.   Melchiorl 

Peter   P.    Giliis  Richard    P.    Midden- 
Earl  H.  Godfrey  dorl 
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Tlie  following-named  (Naval  Reserve  Of- 
flrers  Training  Corps)  to  be  ensigns  in  the 
Supply  Corps  li  the  Navy; 

R'>scoe  H    Canon,  Jr. 

Robert  S    Divine 

John  A.  Walsh  (Naval  Reserve  OflJcers 
Training  Corps)  to  be  ensign  In  the  CivU 
Engineer  Corps  in   the  Navy. 

The  following-named    (Naval   Renerve  Of- 
ficers Training  Corps  I    to  be  second  lieuten- 
ants In   the  Marine  Corps: 
James  P    Ahearn  Carl    G     Eaton 

James  E   Alexander        Robert   D    Evans 
Curti.s  E.  CaudUl  William  J    Hallam 

William  S    Chambless  Francis  W.  Raskins 
Leon  Hecht,  Jr.  Ruhard    E.    Johnson. 

Christen  B.  Henrick-        Jr. 

^^'^  J 'hn  C    Mason 

Raymond  R    Hower       I>jnald   L.   Meloche 
Richard  Jennings  Richard   E.  Patterson 

Clayton  L    Comfort       Ru.ssell  C   Pearson   Jr 
Joe  D.  Deadwylcr  J,,hn  D   Stewart 

Rich;u-d  G   Deem  George  W.  Swift 

Charles  E    D-.rffeld        Frank  K.  West    Jr 
Beryle  C.  Duca 

Louis  W.  Rodrlgue.  Jr  (Naval  Reserve  Of- 
ficers Training  C(;rps)  to  be  ensign  in  the 
Navy  in  lieu  of  ensign  In  the  Supply  Corps 
In  the  Navy,  as  previously  nominated  and 
confirmed. 

Edwin  S.  Epstein.  Ill   (Naval  Re.serve  Of- 
ficers  Training   Corps)    to   be   ensign    in    the 
Supply  Corps  in  the  Navy  In  lieu  of  ensign  in 
the     Navy,     as     previously     nominated     and      . 
confirmed.  ^ 

Robert  W  Berray  (Naval  Reserve  Offlcers 
Training  Corps  i  U>  be  ensign  in  the  Navy  aa 
prrvuaisly  nominated  and  confimed,  to  cor- 
rect name. 

The  following-named  (Naval  Reserve  avia- 
tors) to  be  ensigns  in  the  Navy: 
Gerald  H    Barkalow       Paul  G.  Merchant 
William  B.  Blckel  Lawrence  T    OToole 

Thomas  L.  Bower«  III  Forrest  C.  Ozburn,  Jr. 
William  J    Burke  Jerry  C.  Patterson 

Ch.-u-les  LeR    Bush         Clav  S    Sayers 
Terry  P.  Carraway  LeRt)y  E.  Souders 

Hamilton  A.  Chandler  Thomas  P.  Stewart 
Carleton  R.  c.>oper       Cha.^les   I.   Stratmann 
iugene  R.  Coulson         Alexander  S.  Stromskl 
James  L.  Ellis  Lonnie    D.    Tennison. 

Edward  J    Fagan  Jr. 

Roy  E  Gro?ier  Tommle  N    Weathers 

Darl   W    Jewell  William  H.   Wells 

Harold  E.  McCumber    Richard  A.  Wigent 
Edwin  D.  McKellar,  Jr. 

The  following-named  (civilian  college 
graduates)  to  the  grades  indicated  In  th» 
Medical  Corps  In  the  Navy: 

LIEUTENANT   COMMANDEB 

William  C    Robinson 

MEUTFNA.NTS     (JUNIOR   GRADE) 

Harold  K.  Alsobrook  Joseph  T.  Horgan 

Harry  H.  Dinsmore  John  J   McGreevy 

John  H.  Ebersole  E;irl  H.  Ninow 

John  P   Egan  Charles     J.     Savarese. 

Robert  R.  Foster  jr. 

James  D   G.u-dam  Martin  G.  Webb    Jr. 

Robert  S.  Graham 


The  following-named  (civilian  college 
graduates)  to  be  lieutenants  (Junior  grade) 
in  the  Chaplain  Corps  In  the  Navy: 

Harold  D    Bodle  Robert  W.  Odell 

Kenneth  W    Carlson  Preston  C.  Oliver 

Calvin  D.  Garrett  Robert  E.  Osman 

Mearle  H    Jay  Herbert  L.  Reld 

Winis  E   Joiner  George  C.  Swanson 

Robert  W.  Klefer  Robert  L.  Trett 

Donald  L.  Kirkbrlde  WUllam  H.  Vinson 
Jay  V.  Nickelson 

Tlie  following-named  (civilian  college 
graduates)  to  the  grades  Indicated  In  the 
Dental  Corps  In  the  Navy: 

LrrUTENANT  COMMANDEB 

Joseph  P.  McGonnell,  Jr. 

LIEUTENANTS 

James  J.  Brown.  Jr.       Robert  C.  Millsop 
Norman  E.  Mann  Winthrop  F.  Smith 

LIEITTENANTB    (.JUNIOK  GRADE) 

Robert  W.  Bagby  George  H.  Green 

R.^l>ert  McL.  Bailey        Edwin  J.  Hodder 
Birnard  Chap  Ralph  C.  Johnson,  Jr. 

Donald  W.  Dike  .John  B.  McVeigh 

Kenneth  E.  Follmar      Robert  R.  Perkins 

Patricia  DeBerry  (civilian  college  gradu- 
Btei  woman,  to  be  ensign  In  the  Medical 
tcr\lce  Corps  in  the  N.ivy. 

The  following-named  (civilian  college 
graduateO  to  be  ens  gns  In  the  Medical 
Service  Corps  In  the  Navy: 

Edward  A.  Ambrose  William  H   Kolb 
Hi  yd  H   Anderson.  Jr.  Robert  L.  Koon 

Paul  P   Bennett,  Jr.  Ru.ssell  D.  Leonard 

Fdward  H.  Blackmon  Clifford  "B"  Longest 

Sialey  W.  Brown  Raymond      J.      Mac- 
BiUy  -B"  Bryant  Crackcn 

Emanuel  N    Buckley  Wilbur  B   McDuffle. 

Howard  b.  Campbell  Allen  E.  McMichael 

James  R  Cole  Alonzo   U    Mangham, 
Jerdon   J.   Dean  Jr. 

William  R.  Dolan  Carl  R.  May 

Gordon  E   Elliott  Buther  L.  Newman,  Jr. 

Milford  D.  Elmore  Harry  A.  Oakes 

Huhard  M    Garver  Joseph  M.  O'Neill 

Robert  L.  Gill  Stanley  C.  Peake 

Hubert  M    Coding  Richard   N.   Roesan 

J   hn  W    Guinn  r)enson  L  Smith 

Ri<  hard  R.  Gutekunst  Edgar  T.  Steward 

l>iu«las  E.  Haggln  Donald  E.  Tapscott 

Andrew  J.  Havlce  Dominic  A.  Verme 

Ernest  J.  Irvin  l,ee  P.  Vise 

Earmon  R.  Jones.  Jr.  John  E.  Wells 

Charles  J.  Jordan  Inland  E.  White 

Paul  N   Jula  James  R.  Wll.son 

Jean  P  Klrsch  John  W.  Wolf 

Jerry  B.  Knight  Johnny  W.  Young 

The  following-named  to  be  ensigns  In  the 
Nurse  Corps  in  the  Navy: 

Anne  C.  Beck  Zulelme  L.  Martin 

Rarhel  Z    Benard  Florence   M.    Meyer 
Robina   W.    Beverldge  Lucille  M    Michaud 

RiUie   J.    Gallineau  Filomena   E.  Ortenzl 

K!!en  G.  Graves  Agnes   E.   Rinas 

t^tephanle  D.   Gurgul  Floy  I.  Smalling 

Rpba  B    Jordan  Ruth  M.  Wiles 
Myrtle    F.   Liu 

Tolbert  F.  Hobson.  .Ir.  (civilian  college 
graduate),  for  permanent  appointment  to 
the  crade  of  second  lieu:enant  in  the  Marine 
Corps. 

The  following-named  ofBcers  to  the  grades 
indicated  in  the  line  (Aviation)  in  the  Navy: 

LIEtTTENANTS    (JtTNIOB  GRADE) 

Fugene  H.  Bouslog  James  P.  Murphy 

James   V.   Clampet  Eugene   R.   Murray 

Henry  C.  Dinger,  Jr.  Jacob  L.  Pawer.  Jr. 

Robert  L.   Field  E;irl  L.  Reardon 

Chester  J.  Harden-  George  E.  Russell 

burg.  Jr.  Kenneth  M.  Sandon 

Edgar  W.  Harlan  H.irold   C.   Schwan 

John  G.  Herndon  Charles  A.  Smith 

Ronald  H.  Jermstad  Stewart  E.  Tangeman 

Robert  C.  Kaiser  Robert  P.  Valentino 

William  H.  Kernan  William  F.  Wade 

James  W.  Kissick,  Jr.  Jchn   W.   Wood 

James  E.  LUes  Charles  M.  Woodworth 
Walter  G.  Markham 
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ENSIGNS 

James  R.  Edixon  William  A.  Wehner 

Sylvester   C.  Messina   Harry  W.  Wright 
Raymond  A.  Pettigrew 

The  following-named  ofBcers  to  the  grades 
Indicated  in  the  line  of  tbe  Navy: 

LIEUTENANTS      (JUNIOR     GRADE) 

Robert  W.  Bennett  Norman  L.  Kaufman 
Michael   Bisceglia,   Jr.  Daniel  A.  Lewis 

Charles  O.  Brown  Charles   H.   Lowry    Jr 

Orval   W.   Buell  WUllam  B.  Shields 

Roger  T.  Burson  William  A.  Skinner 

Edward  J.  Casey,  Jr.  Robert  E.  Taylor 

George  H.  -Davis  Dale  D.  Tool 

Richard   G.    Delozler  Robert  E.  Vaughn 

William   J.   Dixon  Myles  P.  Vayo 

Alvin   H.   Grobmeler  James  E.  Ward 

Stanley   Hecker  Roy  E.  Williams 
James  E.  Henry 

ENSIGNS 

James  E.  Bowen  Emile  E.  Nordan 
James  E.  Breedlove,  Jr. Carroll  S.  Page,  Jr. 

Oe^irge  A.  Church  Archie  E.  Prelogar 

Robert  F.  Clemens  Robert  R.  Reyner 

John  C.  Glore  John  J.  Schlank,  Jr. 

Robert  A.  Hackett  Carl  P.  Solterer 

Carl  O.  Hausler  Gregory  W.  Stanley 

Alfred  C.  Leis  Leon  L.  Stine,  Jr. 

Glenn  8.  Lockhart  John  W.  Ward 

William  G.  McLaine  Donald  B.  Wikeen 

The  following-named  women  officers  to  be 
ensigns  in  the  line  of  the  Navy: 
Mary  M.  Barnett  Doris  E.  Summers 

Nancy  L.  Beecher  Bobbie  J.  Thompson 

Jean  O.  Casanova  Myra  Wallace 

HiUewy  H.  Nordin         Ann  E.  Webster 
Camllle  0'(2onnell  Eleanor  A.  Whitgrove 

The  following-named  ofBcers  to  the  grades 
Indicated  in  the  Supply  Corps  of  the  Navy; 

LIEUTENANTS     (JUNIOR   GRADE) 

Charles  D.  Bridges  IIIThomasF.  Murphy,  Jr. 
Homer  Fults  Monroe  B.  Sorge 

Donald  R.  Haines  Leslie  W.  Williams 

ENSIGNS 

Douglas  E.  Cope  Charles  W.  RLxcy 

Robert  B.  Graham         John  A.  Wasson 
Billy  M.  James 

Marianne  E.  Tomljanovlch.  woman  officer, 
to  be  ensign  In  the  Supply  Corps  in  the  Navy. 

Howard  F.  Noble.  Jr.,  officer,  to  be  lieuten- 
ant (Junior  grade)  In  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  in  the  Navy. 

The  following-named  ofBcers  to  be  lieu- 
tenants (Junior  grade)  in  the  Civil  Engineer 
Corps  in  the  Navy: 

James  A.   Martin 
John  W.  Rasmussen 
Nicholas  F.  Truog 

The  following-named  ofBcers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  to  the  grade  of  second  lleu- 
t?nant  In  the  Regular  Marine  Corps,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  title  34.  United 
States  CcKle,  section  1020e  (b),  or  title  34. 
United  States  Code,  section  634,  subject  to 
qualification  therefore  as  provided  by  law: 
Vincent  A.  Albers,  Jr.  Vincente  T.  Blaz 
William  J.  Alford  James  H.  Bolton 

'Albert   D.    Allen.   Jr.      Rudolph  W.  Bolves 
Terence  M.  Allen  Frank  R.  Booth.  Jr. 

Andrew  J.  Anderson,   Richard  L.  Brenchley 

Jr.  Leslie  R.  Brimmer 

Francis  Andrlllunas       Thomas  S.  Brown 
Charles  Armstrong,       John  G.  Buckman 

Jr.  Talman  C.  Budd  II 

Marion  O.  Austin  Michael  Burin 

Charles  A.  Bacartsse     Charles  W.  Burke 
Richard  C.  Barrett        Francis  M.  Burleigh, 
Olav  Barth  Jr. 

Frederick  M.  Bates       Richard  R  Purrltt 
Charles    M.    Bengele,   Theodore  W.  Busch- 

Jr.  man 

Bruce  Berckmans,  Jr.  Bobby  K.  Chafflns 
Bruce  E.  Blel  Donald  R.  Chapell 

Norman  W.  Blrken-     Frank  R.  Chase.  Jr. 

meler  Charles  C.  Chisholm. 

Russell  P.  Bishop  Jr. 

Charles  T.  Blaine         Stephen  M.  Clark 


James  C.  Click  Thomas  O.  EQett 

Etonald  K.  Cliff  James  C.  Klinedlnst 

John  E.  Coble  William  H.  Knobel 

Joseph  E.  Coleman,     John  J.  Krasovlch 

Jr.  Donald  F.  Lambert 

Francis  X.  Colleton       Roger  R.  Larson 
Gorton  C.  Cook  George  P.  Lawler 

Joseph  H.  Copeland      Robert  E.  Lee 
John  W.  Cottom  William  G.  Lenoir,  Jr. 

Eugene  E.  Crews  James  W.  Lchmeyer 

Robert  J.  Crinnlon       Harold  S.  Lonergan 
Richard  L.  Critz  Thomas  A.  Looney,  Jr. 

Robert  C.  Crosson,  Jr  David  C.  MacMichael 
Francis  M.  Cryan,  Jr.   William  T.  Macy 
Chester  J.  Daigle  George  F.  Maddox 

Richard  F.  Dalton         William  J.  Madigan 
James  L.  Day  Joseph  A.  Mahaney 

Francis  D.  DeGeorge,   Irvin  B.   Maizlish 

Jr-  John  C.  Mandery 

Robert  H.  Dent  Frank  P.  Marcus 

Donald  L.  Diamond       Thomas  E.  Mattimoe 
Frank  DiCillo.  Jr.         Donn  W.  Maurer 
Robert  E.   Dickson        William  H.  May 
Dean  J.  Dion  Joseph  J.  McCaffrey 

Robert  F.Dion  Paul  W.  McGlUicuddy 

Newell   T.   Donahoo      Robert  W.  Mclnnls 
Thomas  E.  Donnelly     Philip  G.  Mclntvre 
Bernard  E.  Driscoll       Roland  O.  McKee 
Jim   T.    Elkins  Hubert  P.  McLoughlln 

Clarence  N.  Ellis  Harold  J.  McMullen 

Frank  B.  Ellis  Dean  E.  Mears 

John  T.  Enoch  Thomas   L.   Miller 

Gerald  A.  Etman  Corbin  B.  D.  Mitchell 

John  E.  Fahey  Joseph  P.  Mitchell,  Jr. 

Norman  c.  Farrington,  Hodgen  P.  Montague. 

Jr.  Jr. 

William  E.  Farrls  Robert  J.  Mooney 

Judson  W.  Paw  Guifford    W.    Moore 

Thomas  J.  Felker  Elliott  T.  Morris 

Walter  K.  Fialkowskl   Ralph  F.  Moser 
Robert  H.  Fields  Joseph  E.  Motherway 

Edwin  A.  Flinn,  Jr.        Richard  A.  Mueller 
Bernard  G.  Fleisch       Arthur  L.  Mullen.  Jr. 
Charles  T.  Ford  John  A.  Murphy,  Jr. 

Robert  J.  Fortin  Robert  P.  Murphy 

Alexander  G.  Fotiades  Richard  V.  Myers 
Norman  D.  Fournler     ^^il  A.  Nelson 
James  E.  Fowler  Clinton  C.  Norment 

John  P.  Freeman  Jaines  T,  Norwood 

Richard  A.  Froncek       Bernard  F.  Oakes,  Jr. 
Malcolm  C.  Gaffen         Terrence  P.  OBrlen 
John  O.  Gallagher         Thomas  S.  Oden 
Emile  E.  Gautier.  Jr.     Victor  D.  Odermat 
Vincent  J.  Gentile         James  H.  Olds 
James  R.  Gibson  Joseph  H.  Oliver,  Jr, 

Paul  R.  Giordanl  Herbert  F.  Olney 

Raymond  D.  Godfrey,    Herbert  F.  Olsen 

Jr.  ■ '   Robert  M.  Otteraaen 

John  J.  Grauer  Bruce  M.  Parsons 

Alfred  M.  Gray,  Jr.       Frank  H.  Peirson 
James  C.  Gray  III         Phillip  L.  Pelletier 
MacDonald  Greer  Louis  M.  Pelost 

Richard  W.  Griggs         Hollis     W.     Plimpton, 
Bernard  V.  Gustitis  Jr- 

Robert  G.  Haggard        Gerald  H.  PolakoC 
Albert  E.  Hawkins  Joseph  V.  Price 

Donald  H.  Helgeson       Louis  G.  Proctor 
Joseph  E.  Hannegan      Robert  D.  Purcell 
Clayton  G.  Herbert,  Jr.^Vancis  X.  Quinn 
Charles  I.  Heverly,  Jr.  James   W.    Quinn 
Billy  J.  Hill  John  C.  Ranney 

James  L.  Hoffman         John  B.  Reddington 
Charles  W.  Hoffner       Edmund  J.  Reagan,  Jr. 
John  S.  Hollingshead  Nathaniel  N.  Reich 
Darren  L.  Howarth       John  A.  Richardson 
Sidney  A.  Huguenin,    William  E.  Riley.  Jr. 

Jr.  Karl  E.  Ringer 

Kenneth  D.  Hyslop       Robert  F.  Ritchie  III 
James  P.  Irish  Stanley  G.  Roberts,  Jr. 

Rhonald  D.  Iverson       William     C      Roberts, 
George  A.  Johnson  Jr. 

Lee  R.  Johnson  Carlo  Romano 

Oliver  K.  Johnson.  Jr.  Earl  N.  Roper 
Joseph  S.  Jordahl  William  M.  Ross 

Daniel  B.  Jordan  Harry  M.  Runkle 

Bernard  A.  Kaasman    Joseph  B.  Ruth,  Jr. 
Raymond  H.  Kansler    John  M.  Schaeffer 
William  H.  Keith  John  H.  Schaefer 

John  E.  Kelleher,  Jr.  Robert  Schell 
Thomas  E.  Kelly,  Jr.    Miles  J.  Schlichte 
Robert  N.  Kennedy       Walter  J.  Schoen.  Jr. 
Kenneth  K.  Kisseile.   Charles  J.  Schix^erinf 
Jr.  John  J.  Scbwaru 
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Lawrence  R.  Seamon 
John  M.  Searcy 
Robert  M.  Searles 
Raymond  C.  Sheehan, 

Jr. 
John  P.  Shaw,  Jr. 
Perry  J.  Shertz 
Edward  H.  Silber 
John  E.  Simmons 
Benjamin  B,  Skinner 
Robert  K.  Slack 
Daniel  L.  Slavens 
Teddy  C.  Smith 
Bradley  S.  Snell 
Kenneth  M.  Sorrells 
Morgan  L.  Spence 
Leonard  D.  Stewart 
Maco  Stewart 
Broman  C.  Stlnemetz 
Collls    P.    Suderman. 

Jr. 
Harry  E.  Summers 
Gordon  A.  Sweltzer 
David    C.    Theophllus 
Joseph  P.  Till 
John  R.  Tobln 


Prank  D.  Topley 
Edward  J.  Townsend 
John  J.  Twomey,  Jr. 
Richard  H.  Vaught 
Ray  B.  Wade 
Phillip  c.  Walker 
Norman  D.  Walls 
Guy  W.  Ward 
Joseph  K.  Welland 
Frederick  R.  Welnert 
Robert  B.   Werckel 
Hugh  S.  West 
Cyrus  N.  White,  Jr. 
Daniel  Wills 
George  M.  Wilson 
John  A.  Wilson 
Charles  R.  Winfleld 
John  G.  Word 
Herbert  L.  Wright 
Austin  N.  Wyrick 
John  T.  Yant 
Donald  P.  Young 
George   P.   Yourishln 
John   S.   Yuraslts 
Bernard  Zlmberg 
Robert  E.  Zubeck 


February  6 


ENSIGNS 

Barbara  A.  Preston 
Helen  G.  Rltchey 

The  following-named  personnel  of  the 
Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appointment  to 
the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  for  limited 
duty: 

Herbert  P.  Buss  Cletus  P.  McOrath 

Merlco  L.  Catallo  Lewis  D.  Minor 

Louis  J.  Clgnottl  Dorris  A.  Reddlck   Jr 

Ernest  L.  DeFazlo  Eddie  P.  Reynolds 

William  E.  Douglass  Allen  D.  Sandy 

William  W.  Draper  Harold  L.  Sawyer 

John  W.  Dugan  Joseph  W.  Scott,  Jr 

Lee  H.  Hardee  Harold  Sobol 

Harley  S.  Hardin  Clifford  M.  Stark 

John  A.  Hedin  James  E.  Stone 

Gerald  G.  Herndon  James      A.      Weather- 
Charles  I.  Herrlotts  spoon 

Henry  R.  Marshall  in  Walter  J.  Zlence 
Jeter  R.  MathJws,  Jr. 

Samuel  P.  Leader,  officer  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  for  permanent  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  first  lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps 
for  limited  duty,  in  lieu  of  captain,  for  lim- 
ited duty,  in  the  Marine  Corps,  as  previously 
nominated  and  confirmed. 


DEPAKTlfKWT   or   StATE 

Walter  B  Smith,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  b«'  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Depaktment  or  Defense 
Prank  C.  Nash,  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

John  A.  Hannah,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  Defense. 

Depahtment  or  the  Akmt 
Earl  DE.llam  Johnson,  of  Connecticut,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Department  or  the  Navt 
Charleji    S.    Thomas,    of    California,    to    be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
To   be    membern   of   the   Board  of   Directors 
True  E.  Morse,  of  Missouri. 
J    Earl  Coke,  of  California. 
John  H.  Davis,  of  Virginia. 
Romeo  E.  Short,  of  Arkansas. 


of  Mississippi,  as  members  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Policy. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Vice  President  had  appointed  Mr.  Bush, 
of  Connecticut,  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Visitors  to  the  Coast  Guard  Academy; 
also  Mr.  Ives,  of  New  York,  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Merchant 
Marine  Academy. 


The  following-named  women  officers  of 
the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for  permanent  ap- 
pointment to  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
in  the  Marine  Corps' 

Grace  M.  Belcuore         Jeanne  M.  Plaja 
Joanne  A.  Bookwalter  Ruth  P.  Reinholz 
Gussle  R.  Calhoun        Ulla  W.  Revsbeck 
Patricia  Cowan  Anne  S.  Ritter 

Helen  M.  Dunkelberg  Louise  M.  Snyder 
Nancy  S.  Flint  Faye  V.  Stewart 

Catherine  M.  Gregory   Mary  E.  Wlcklng 
Blllie  R.  Lowe  Nancy  M.  Williams 

Ruth  J.  G'HoUeran       Mildred  J.  Wright 

The  following-named  officers  to  the  grades 
Indicated  in  the  Nurse  Corps  in  the  Navy: 

uxdtenants 
Florence  E.  Alwyn         Mary  A.  Hester 
Beatrice  B.  de  Paul       Dee  LaV.  Lawson 
Dorothy  R.  Dreyer         Julia  E.  Silver 
Mildred  L.  Gockel 

LIEinXNANT     (JCNlOa    GRADE) 

Lillian  E.  Balnes 


WITHDRAWALS 

Executive      nominations      withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  February  6.  1953; 
Department  or  the  Interior 

Vernnn  D.  Northrop,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior'. 

Joel  D.  Wolfsohn.  of  Illinois,  to  be  As.<;lst- 
ant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


■  ■ 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

FmiuY,  Fkfsri  AHv  fi,  19r):j 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Mr.  Davis  B.  Carter,  of  Beaumont, 
Tex.,  candidate  for  holy  orders  in  the 
Episcopal  Church,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Almighty  God,  who  hast  created  man 
In  Thine  own  ima^e;  grant  us  grace 
fearlessly  to  contend  against  evil,  and 
to  make  no  peace  with  oppression;  and, 
that  we  may  reverently  use  our  freedom' 
help  us  to  employ  it  in  the  maintenance 
of  ju.^^tice  among  men  and  nation.s  to 
the  glory  of  Thy  holy  name.  Through 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Tue.sday.  February  3,  1953.  was  read  and 
approved. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  AND  APPOINT- 
MENT TO  COMMITTEE 
The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 
read : 

February  6.  1953. 
Tlie  Honorable  Joseph  W   Martin.  Jr  . 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Capitol. 

Mt  Dear  Mr  Speaker  I  hereby  resign  as 
a  member  of  the  House  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee  In  order  to  accept  mem- 
bership on  the  Hou.se  IntersUte  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Harlet  O.  Staggers. 

The  SPEAKER  Without  objection 
the  re.siKnalion  will  be  accepted. 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  re.solution  dJ  Res.  132)  and 
a.sk  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Reoolred  That  Hari.et  O  Staccer.s.  of  West 
Virginia,  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  elected  a 
member  of  the  standlnu;  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Represeiitatlves  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  6.  1953: 

VttTTTD  States  High  Commissioner  roB 

QCXMANT   AND  CHIET  Or   MISSION 

James  B.  Conant.  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
United  ideates  High  Commissioner  for  Ger- 
many and  Chief  of  Mission,  class  l  within 
the^eanlpg  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 


MIISSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 
A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of 
the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title: 

S.  243  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73 
Elghty-flrst  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat 
nil.  to  provide  fOr  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  ( for  Administration ) . 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  had  appointed 
Mr.  Russell,  of  Georgia:  Mr,  Ferguson 
of  Michigan;  and  Mr.  Robertson,  of  Vir- 
ginia, members  of  the  Board  of  Visitors 
to  the  Military  Academy.  Mr.  Salton- 
STALL.  of  Massachusetts,  being  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  of 
the  Senate,  is  an  ex  officio  member  of 
the  Board. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Vice  President  had  appointed  Mr   Wat 
KINS,  of  Utah;  Mr.  Langer,  of  North  Da 
kota;  Mr.  Dirksen.  of  Illinois-  Mr  Mc 
Carran.  of  Nevada;  and  Mr.  Eastland 


COMBAT  PAY  ACT  OP  1952 
Mr  VAN  ZANDT  Mr  Speaker.  I  a.sk 
unanimous  con.sent  to  addre.ss  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Penn.sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  addressed  the 
House.  His  remarks  appear  in  the  Ad- 
pendix.l 


WHICH  COMES  FIRST? 
Mr.     MASON.     Mr.     Speaker.     I    ask 
unanimou.s  con.sent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remark.s. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 

noi.s? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON  Mr  Speaker,  we  have 
all  heard  the  old  gag.  -Which  comes  first, 
the  chicken  or  the  et-g:"'  The  modern 
r"'''?.«ll.""*  c"-culating  on  Capitol  Hill 
is:  Which  come.s  flr.st,  tax  reduction  or 
expenditure  reduction?"  The  fact  is 
they  must  come  together,  and  they  must 
come  this  year.  The  budget  must  be 
balanced,   taxes  mu.st   be  cut.   and   ex- 

£^nnn"[f  """"^^  ^"^  reduced  by  $10,000.- 
ooo_  000  if  our  campaign  promises  are  to 
be  kept— and  it  can  be  done 
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Mr.  Speaker,  a  $10,000,000,000  reduc- 
tion in  the  budget  was  promised.  If 
made,  the  budget  can  be  balanced  and 
both  the  excess  profits  tax  and  the  11 
percent  increase  in  individual  income 
taxes  can  be  dropped  June  30.  If  the 
$10,000,000,000  cut  in  expenditures  is  not 
made  then  we  cannot  have  a  balanced 
budget  and  at  the  same  time  make  these 
two  tax  cuts  on  June  30.  The  question 
before  this  House,  therefore.  Is.  "How 
Lest  can  the  job  be  done?"  Personally  I 
believe  it  is  easier  to  cut  expenditures  if 
we  cut  taxes.  "We  cut  our  cloth  to  fit 
our  pocketbook."  Less  cash  in  the 
pocketbook  means  less  cloth  unless  we 
go  into  debt. 

Mr.  Speaker,  what  this  House  needs, 
as  I  see  it.  is  mon?  backbone  and  less 
bickering.  Let  us  co  the  job  the  people 
expect — the  job  we  promised  to  do. 


MEDICAL  CARE  OP  DEPENDENTS 
OP  PERSONNEL  OP  THE  COAST 

GUARD 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut? 

1  here  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
am  today  introducing  legislation  to  pro- 
vide more  equitably  for  the  medical  care 
of  dependents  of  personnel  of  the  Coast 
Guard  under  certain  circumstances. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  make  de- 
pendents of  Coast  Guard  personnel  eligi- 
ble for  treatment  in  hospitals  and  medi- 
cal facilities  operated  by  an  armed 
force  at  places  where  the  Public  Health 
Service  does  not  opf;rate  a  hospital.  Ad- 
mission and  treatment  of  dependents  of 
Coast  Guard  personnel  in  an  armed  force 
hospital  would  be  subject  to  the  same 
conditions  and  limitations  as  apply  to 
dependents  of  naval  personnel.  If  en- 
acted it  would  remove  an  inequality  in 
the  meclical  service  available  to  depend- 
ents of  Coast  Guard  personnel  when  the 
Coast  Guard  is  operating  In  the  Treasury 
Department. 

Dependents  of  Coast  Guard  personnel 
are  eligible  to  receive  hospitalization  and 
other  medical  services  at  hospitals  and 
dispensaries  of  the  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice under  section  326  (b)  of  the  act  of 
July  1.  1944  (60  Stat.  421;  42  U.  S.  C. 
252  (b))  which  provides  that — 

Subject  to  regulation*  of  the  President, 
the  dependent  members  of  families  (aa  de- 
fined In  such  regulaUona)  of  persons  specl- 
lied  in  subsection  (a),  other  than  temporary 
nicmbers  of  the  United  SUtea  Coast  Guard 
Rr.srrve.  shall  be  furnished  medical  advice 
r.nd  out-patient  treatment  by  the  service 
at  lt.s  hospitals  and  relief  stations,  and  they 
shall  also  b«  furnished  hoepltallzatlon  at 
hospitals  of  the  Service,  if  suitable  accom- 
iii'dBtlons  are  available,  at  a  per  diem  cost 
to  tiie  officer,  enlUted  person,  or  member  of 
ii  crew  concerned.  Such  cost  shall  be  at 
s'.irh  uniform  rate  as  may  be  prescribed  from 
time  to  time  by  the  I»resldent  for  the  hos- 
pitalization of  dependents  of  naval  and  Ma- 
rine Corps  personnel  at  any  naval  hospital, 
pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act  oX  May  10 
1943   (57  Stat.  80). 

At  many  places  where  personnel  of  the 
Coast  Guard  are  stationed  the  Public 
Health  Service  does  operate  medical  fa- 


cilities. However,  at  others,  for  exam- 
ple. Honolulu.  T.  H.;  Long  Beach,  Calif.; 
San  Juan,  P.  R.;  and  Argentia,  New- 
foundland, the  Public  Health  Service 
does  not  operate  a  hospital  Dependents 
of  Coast  Guard  personnel  stationed  at 
such  places  miist  travel  at  their  own  ex- 
pense to  a  distant  place  to  obtain  Gov- 
ernment medical  services.  For  example, 
for  those  at  Long  Beach  and  Honolulu 
the  nearest  available  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice hospital  is  at  San  Francisco.  Calif. 
Government  medical  services  are  for  all 
practical  purposes  not  available  to  de- 
pendents so  situated. 

Hospitals  and  medical  facilities  op- 
erated by  an  armed  force  are  in  some  in- 
stances located  at  places  where  Coast 
Guard  personnel  are  stationed  but  where 
there  is  not  a  hospital  operated  by  the 
Public  Health  Service,  for  example,  at 
Honolulu.  T.  H.,  and  Long  Beach.  Calif. 
Although  dependents  of  personnel  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  eligible 
for  treatment  in  such  facilities,  depend- 
ents of  Coast  Giiard  personnel  are  not 
eligible  except  when  the  Coast  Guard  is 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Na\y.  The 
bill  would  make  dependents  of  Coast 
Guard  personnel  eligible  for  treatment 
in  these  facilities  during  periods  when 
the  Coast  Guard  is  operating  In  the 
Treasury  Department. 


SPECIAL   ORDER   GRANTED 

Mr.  ANGELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  today,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


YALTA  AGREEMENT 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  tomor- 
row, February  7,  marks  the  eighth  anni- 
versary of  the  so-called  Yalta  agree- 
ment. Two  years  ago  I  denounced  this 
Infamous  approach  to  a  peace  settle- 
ment of  World  War  n  and  called  for  its 
repudiation. 

Earlier  this  week,  this  Congress  most 
enthusiastically  received  President  Eis- 
enhower's realistic  position  with  respect 
to  the  secret  understandings  of  the  past 
which,  by  their  expedient  or  inexpedient 
provisions,  have  cost  the  United  States 
untold  billions  for  defense,  occupation 
costs,  and  foreign  economic  support,  and 
have  led  the  free  world  to  the  brink  of 
another  global  war. 

I  have  this  day  introduced  a  resolu- 
tion, employing  the  clear  and  simple  lan- 
guage of  the  President's  message,  calling 
for  the  repudiation,  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  of  these  commitxnents 
and  secret  understandings  which  have 
never  been  ratified  by  the  American  peo- 
ple. 

Such  resolution  on  our  part  will  be  a 
positive  step  in  a  positive  foreign  policy 
which  this  Nation  must  pursue  if  It  Is  to 
lead  the  way  from  darkness  into  the 
light. 

While  It  is  true  that  the  passage  of  this 
resolution  will  not  immediately  chase  the 


Communists  out  of  Port  Arthur,  or  re- 
move the  iron  curtain  in  Europe,  never- 
theless it  will  have  tremendous  propa- 
ganda value  throughout  the  world.  The 
cloak  of  legahty.  which  the  Soviet  Gov- 
ernment has  used  whenever  it  suited  its 
purpose,  will  ha\'e  been  removed. 

The  passage  of   this  resolution   Is  a 
necessary  step  in  the  new  foreign  policy. 


USE  OP  NATIONAL  FOREST  LANDS 
Mr.     THOMPSON     of     Texas.       Mr. 
Speaker,   I   ask   vmanimous  consent   to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  today  introducing  a  bill 
to  broaden  the  authority  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  issue  permits  for 
the  use  of  national -forest  lands.  The 
bill  is  designed  to  simplify  and  stream- 
line some  of  the  housekeeping  problems 
of  the  Forest  Service.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  controversy  in  connection  with 
this  legislation.  However,  I  beUeve  that 
a  brief  description  is  appropriate. 

Pursuant  to  the  acts  of  June  4,  1897 

Sixteen  United  States  Code,  551— and 
March  4,  1915— Sixteen  United  States 
Code,  page  497— the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture through  the  Forest  Service  has 
issued  special  use  permits  for  80  dififer- 
ent  types  of  uses  ranging  from  sum- 
mer-home residences  and  resorts  to  pipe- 
lines, sawmills,  and  cemeteries. 

There  are  50,800  permits  in  effect  of 
which  29,200  are  charge  permits  which 
produced  a  revenue  of  $666,197  in  fiscal 
year  1952.  The  remaining  21.600  free 
permits  are  for  uses  of  a  noncommercial 
nature  to  public  or  semipublic  organiza- 
tions, other  Government  agencies,  or  are 
in  connection  with  an  authorized  use  of 
the  national  forests  such  as  the  grazing 
of  livestock. 

The  act  of  June  4.  1897.  authorizes  the 
Issuance  of  revocable  permits  only.  The 
act  of  March  4,  1915,  grants  authority 
to  issue  term  permits  for  summer  homes, 
hotels,  stores,  or  other  structures  needed 
for  recreation  or  public  convenience  not 
exceeding  5  acres  or  of  more  than  30 
years'  duration. 

The  proposed  bill  would  continue  the 
authority  contained  in  the  act  of  March 
4.  1915,  but  broaden  the  acreage  limita- 
tion from  5  to  80  acres  and  add  to  the 
types  of  facilities  which  could  be  author- 
ized. In  addition  to  recreation  It  would 
authorize  the  issuance  of  term  permits 
for  facilities  necessary  in  connection 
with  public  convenience  or  safety;  facili- 
ties and  improvements  for  industrial  or 
commercial  pvuTwses  when  related  to  or 
consistent  with  other  uses  of  the  national 
forests;  and  permits  to  States,  counties, 
municipalities,  or  public  or  nonprofit 
groups  for  buildings  and  facilities  neces- 
sary for  education  of  public  activities. 

^n  example  of  the  need  for  broader 
afithority  involves  the  603  permits  for 
resort  enterprises  on  the  national  for- 
ests. The  area  occupied  by  resort  opera- 
tions varies  frosa  1  to  over  80  acres,  but 
because  of  the  5-acre  limitation  it  is  nec- 
essary, if  the  permittee  requires  a  term 
permit,  to  issue  two  permits — one  a  term 
permit  and  iixt  other  a  rerocahle  permit 
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for  those  using  over  5  acres.  This  not 
only  Increases  the  costs  of  administra- 
tion for  the  Government  but  frequently 
discourages  or  hampers  the  Investment 
of  private  capital  in  providing  resort  or 
other  facilities  needed  by  the  public. 
Most  loaning  institutions  will  not  lend 
money  on  the  basis  of  permits  which  are 
of  a  revocable  nature. 

Under  existing  law  only  revocable  per- 
mits can  be  issued  for  industrial  facili- 
ties such  as  sa^Tnllls.  mining,  lumber, 
and  construction  camp)s  on  national  for- 
est lands.  Although  traditionally  these 
permits  are  seldom  revoked,  permittees 
investing  large  simxs  of  money  on  Gov- 
ernment lands  should  have  greater  as- 
surance of  tenure.  There  are  some  276 
sawmill,  and  347  construction  and  indus- 
trial camp  permits  in  effect. 

A  large  number  of  permits  to  public 
and  nonprofit  organizations  including 
States  and  their  political  subdivisions 
are  in  force.  These  include  212  permits 
for  schools — mostly  the  small  country 
type,  101  churches  and  138  cemeteries,  as 
well  as  permits  for  highway  maintenance 
stations,  storage  grounds,  wharfs,  boat- 
houses,  outdoor  camps,  etc.  Authority 
to  grant  permits  which  provide  greater 
tenure  would  often  facilitate  the  pro- 
grams and  activities  of  these  public 
bodies.  Frequently  local  laws  or  ordi- 
nances prevent  the  expenditure  of  State, 
county,  or  municipal  funds  unless  a  long- 
tei-m  lease  or  permit  carrying  assiired 
tenure  is  secured. 

The  authority  granted  by  this  bill 
would  enable  the  Forest  Service  to  deal 
on  a  more  businesslike  basis  with  thou- 
sands of  permittees  who  desire  to  use  na- 
tional forest  lands  for  commercial  and 
private  uses,  which  will  increase  the  gen- 
eral usefulness  of  the  national  forests 
and  can  be  accommodated  without  detri- 
ment to  the  public  Interest.  It  will  also 
simplify  and  reduce  the  costs  of  admin- 
istering uses  of  national  forest  lands. 


February  6 


DEFERMENT  OP  COLLEGE  STU- 
DENTS UNDER  SELECTIVE  SERV- 
ICE ACT 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
provision  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
permitting  large-scale  deferment  of  col- 
lege students  ought  to  be  repealed.  In 
fact,  it  never  should  have  been  passed 
and  I  so  stated  at  the  time.  It  has  pro- 
duced a  bad  affect  and  growing  resent- 
ment among  thousands  of  families  whose 
sons  have  been  forced  into  service  be- 
cause of  their  inability  to  attend  college. 
This  sort  of  special  privilege  has  no  place 
in  the  American  system. 

A  selectee  upon  being  deferred  so  that 
he  might  enter  or  continue  in  college 
leaves  a  vacancy  in  the  call.  But  the 
quota  must  be  filled  and  the  draft  boards 
mu.st  drop  back  and  pick  up  the  next 
in  line.  This  continues  until  one  is  found 
who  is  Ineligible  for  college  deferment. 


Maybe  he  was  financially  unable  to  at- 
tend college;  or  it  could  be  that  he  just 
did  not  want  to  attend ;  or  maybe  he  did 
enter  but  was  unable  to  keep  up  in  his 
work.  Whatever  the  reason,  it  is  wrong 
to  jerk  him  up,  so  to  speak,  and  place 
him  in  the  service  ahead  of  turn  as  a 
replacement  for  a  selectee  who  was  finan- 
cially able  to  enter  or  remain  in  college 
and  because  of  which  he  was  deferred. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  talked  with  nu- 
merous college  students  about  this  mat- 
ter. Without  exception,  all  have  agreed 
that  such  deferments  are  unfair  and 
highy  discriminatory.  I  particularly  re- 
call that  one  went  further  and  said. 
"But  you  cannot  blame  us."  He  was 
right,  we  could  not  blame  him.  The  Con- 
gress is  to  blame  for  authoiizing  and 
continuing  such  an  intolerable  situation. 
Congress  ought  to  correct  it. 

A  few  days  ago.  in  reading  an  edito- 
rial on  this  subject,  I  came  across  these 
words  : 

By  and  large  It  ha.s  been  the  boy  who  hn.i 
not  been  able  to  go  to  cullege  whose  family 
has  had  to  mourn  In  the  Korean  war. 

Truer  words  were  never  .spoken,  and 
It  is  most  significant  that  thp.se  were  the 
words  of  an  outstanding  educator  and 
very  lately  a  president  of  a  famous 
American  university. 

May  I  respectfully  suggest.  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  this  have  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee and  the  Congress.  I  hope  th.^t 
legislation  will  soon  be  reported  and 
passed  which  will  put  an  end  to  this 
highly  discriminatory  provision  of  our 
Selective  Service  law. 

The  editorial  to  which  I  referred  ap- 
peared in  the  Jackson  (Miss.)  Daily 
News  of  February  1,  1953.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows; 

tJNFArm  Draft  Deferment 
Retiring  as  president  of  Harvard  Univer- 
sity to  become  United  States  High  Commis- 
sioner to  Germany.  Dr.  James  B.  Conant 
strongly  attacked  draft  deferments  for  col- 
lege  boys  as  causing  "growing  popular  re- 
sentment." 

Dr.  Conant's  criticism  Is  consistent  with 
his  previously  expressed  views  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  added  force  to  his  remarks  by  .say- 
ing. "By  and  large  it  has  been  the  boy  who 
has  not  been  able  to  go  to  college  whose  fam- 
ily has  had  to  mourn  In  the  Korean  war." 

The  Dally  New.s  has  steadily  opposed  as 
undemocratic  special  privilege  the  large-.-,caIe 
system  of  college  deferments.  We  have 
pointed  out  that  it  was  bound  to  produce  a 
bad  effect  among  thousands  of  families  whose 
sons  have  had  to  perform  their  2  years  of 
required  military  duty — and  it  has. 

Selective  Service  ofHclals  have  been  assert- 
ing for  months  that  mounting  manpower 
demands  and  falling  manpower  pools  would 
force  stiffer  requirements  In  college  exemp- 
tions, probably  this  year,  certainly  in  1954. 
General  Hershey,  Selective  Service  Director, 
recently  declared  the  aim  should  be  to  get 
more  men  to  start  college  work  after  their 
2-year  draft  hitches.  In.stead  of  before. 

Last  fall  the  number  of  college-deferred 
registrants  was  fixed  at  207.000.  By  next 
autumn,  it  Is  anticipated  100,000  discharged 
men  will  be  ready  to  enter  college.  But  .«iome 
educators  want  the  prelnductlon  deferments 
to  continue,  with,  perhaps,  a  gradual  shift 
from  the  system  eventually. 

This  does  not  squarely  face  certain  stern 
realities.  Draft  calls  this  year  will  average 
50,000  or  so  a  month,  possibly  more.  There 
has  consequently  been  talk  of  Inducting 
fathers:  even  discussion  of  extending  periods 
of  service.    Such  measurcB  would  Intensify 


the  already  strong  feeling  of  resentment 
against  Indl.scriminate  college  deferments. 

In  a  much-needed  Congressional  revision 
of  that  system  the  present  shortage  of  trained 
technician.-)  and  scientists  must,  of  course. 
be  considered  But  adjustment  of  the  draft 
law  to  meet  that  problem  can  be  made  with- 
out retaining  the  unfair  and  Inequitable 
prelnductlon  deferments  over  the  whole 
range  of  higher  education. 

It  i.s  thp  duty  of  young  men  to  get  college 
educations,  but  it  Is  their  tlr.st  and  forenu«5t 
duty  to  serve  their  Government  whenever 
called  upon  to  do  so. 


nNNISH  TANKER  EPISODE 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a.sk  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  Hou.se  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remark.s. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tex;i-s? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  whistling  in 
the  dark  as  a  relief  from  reality  is  both 
trade  and  expensive. 

The  .shameful  incident  of  a  Finnish 
tanker  .sailing  unmple.sted  to  the  strong- 
hold of  our  enemy  carr>-ing  fuel  for 
weapons  of  destruction — destruction  of 
American  and  allied  youth,  destruction 
of  American  and  allied  property,  dra- 
matically focuses  our  attention  to: 

The  folly  that  we  must  halfheartedly 
fight  a  war  to  avoid  war; 

To  the  farce  that  we  may  talk  sense. 
justice,  and  rea.son.  with  vicious  men  who 
have  been  dethroned  of  reason ; 

To  the  fraud  that  we  must  pretend 
friendly  and  diplomatic  relations  with 
Russia,  our  brutal  and  dangerous  enemy; 

To  the  faithlessness  of  allies  who  while 
riding  piggy-back  on  our  strength  and 
resources  continue  to  make  overtures  to 
'  he  enemy. 

Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  whistling  ii.  the  dark 
to  e.scape  the  frightening  countenance  of 
our  true  position  is  tragic  and  expen- 
sive. 

Old-fa.shioned  realism,  courage,  faith, 
and  honor  will  help  us.  An  enemy  who 
makes  war  is  dangerous  until  defeated. 
Those  who  help  our  enemies  are  dan- 
gerous, no  matter  their  diplomatic  words 
of  friendship  or  their  economic  urg- 
ency. 

We  face  the  challenge  of  world  lead- 
ership—positive, honorable,  and  effec- 
tive. Lot  us  not  be  a  front  for  world 
bickering. 

I  proudly  join  General  Elsenhower  a 
great  military  Irader.  and  I  hope  and 
pray  a  great  civilian  and  Presidential 
leader,  in  positive,  firm,  and  determined 
action  to  end  fraud,  farce,  shame,  and 
to  achieve  victory  over  the  enemies  of 
freedom. 


DISSOLUTION  OP  INTERSTATE 
BANK  HOLDING  COMPANIES 
Mr.  WIER  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  WIER,     Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
take  this  very  limited  time  to  announce 
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that  on  last  Monday — February  2 — I  In- 
troduced in  the  House  H.  R.  2473,  a  bill 
to  provide  for  dis.solution  of  interstate 
bank  holding  companies. 

It  is  my  honest  and  candid  opinion 
from  experiences  t^at  the  continued  mo- 
nopoly of  credit  will  eventually  reduce 
the  workingman  and  the  farmer  to  serf- 
dom, and  any  tendency  in  that  regard 
must  be  fought. 

Tlie  concentration  of  tremendous  eco- 
nomic power  through  control  of  banks 
by  the  holding-company  device  is  the 
open  road  to  such  credit  monopoly,  and 
thi.s  danger  is  becoming  more  serious 
every  day. 

Laws  now  forbid  branches  of  banks 
except  within  a  State  or  restricted  area. 
but  holding  companies  know  no  such 
limitations.  Banks  must  confine  their 
activities  to  banking,  but  through  hold- 
ing companies  they  can  control  busi- 
nesses of  all  kinds  all  over  the  world. 

H.  R.  2473  definitely  ends  such  unhm- 
lled  powers  and  leaves  the  control  and 
regulation  of  banks  to  the  States. 

I  am  sure  that  all  bankers  who  are  sin- 
cerely interested  in  the  public  welfare 
will  support  my  efforts  to  obtain  en- 
actment. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  1  hour  on  the  first  legislative  day 
following  February  15,  following  the  leg- 
Irlative  business  of  the  day  and  any 
other  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


VETERANS'  ADMINISTRATION 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
tlie  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  extend  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a 
statement  by  Gen,  Carl  Gray,  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans'  Affairs,  made  before 
our  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  on 
Wednesday.  It  will  exceed  the  cost  al- 
lowed. Notwithstanding  that  fact,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  Inserted, 
because  it  Is  very  valuable  information. 
not  only  to  Members  of  the  House  but 
also  to  the  country.  General  Gray  for 
ahnost  2  hours  gave  a  wonderful  descrip- 
tion of  the  growth  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, Its  functions,  and  the 
economy  which  has  been  shown  in 
operating  those  various  departments.  It 
is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  state- 
ments I  have  ever  heard  the  head  of  any 
department  make. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ma-ssachusctts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ELECTION  TO  JOINT  COMMTTTEEfi 
OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  pre- 
sent a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  133) 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be.  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  foUowlng  Joint  committees  of 
Congress : 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  Mr.  Le- 
CoMiTE.  Iowa;  Mr.  Schxnck.  Ohio;  Mr. 
TaiMBLX,  Arkansas, 

Joint  Committee  on  Congress  on  the  Li- 
brary: Mr.  LeComptf.  Iowa;  Mr.  Harbison, 
Nebraska:  Mr.  Corbett.  Pennsylvania;  Mr. 
RtcAN.  Texas;  Mr.  Bukleson.  Texas. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

The  SPEAKER,  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  20.  sections  42  and  43, 
United  States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of 
the  Smithsonian  Institution  the  follow- 
ing Members  on  the  part  of  the  House: 
Mr.  VoRYs,  Ohio;  Mr.  Johnson,  Califor- 
nia; Mr.  Cannon.  Missouri. 


CONSIDERED   JUDGMENT 
NECESSARY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
these  are  very  trying  days  and  I  think 
each  and  every  one  of  us  should  be  as 
cautious  as  possible  in  forming  our  judg- 
ment and  in  expressing  our  opinions,  be- 
cause in  my  opinion  the  most  serious 
challenge  that  has  confronted  any  living 
generation  of  people  in  the  known  his- 
tory of  man  confronts  men  and  women 
everywhere  who  want  to  be  free. 

Utterances  during  a  campaign  are  one 
thing;  the  responsibility  of  conducting 
government  as  a  majority  party  and  a 
member  of  the  majority  party  is  quite 
another.  We  Democrats  in  the  minor- 
ity very  easily  could  say  we  are  going  to 
vote  to  cut  taxes  and  we  are  going  to  vote 
to  do  this,  and  that,  and  to  do  every- 
thing else;  but  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  am  not  going  to  do  that  if  the  national 
interest  of  my  country  will  be  adversely 
affected  or  imperiled.  I  believe  that  over 
and  above  everything — and  I  know  that 
is  the  view  of  my  colleagues — in  the  per- 
formance of  our  duties  we  should  be  cau- 
tious in  forming  our  opinion  before  we 
get  the  facts  on  the  world  situation  as 
it  develops  day  by  day,  week  by  week, 
and  month  by  month.  I  for  one,  as  a 
Member  of  this  body,  feel  that  my  obliga- 
tion is  not  as  a  Democrat  but  as  an 
American.  It  is  an  American  challenge 
that  confronts  us,  a  challenge  to  all 
Americans.  I  am  going  to  do  everything 
I  can  for  economy  and  tax  relief,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  vote  for  either  if  I  think 
it  is  against  the  national  security  and  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States. 
because  over  and  above  everything  is 
the  national  security  and  national  in- 
terest of  our  country. 

My  remarks  have  no  reference  to  any 
of  my  friends  who  have  made  observa- 
tions, and  I  want  none  of  them  to  think 


I  am  answering  them;  I  am  making  my 
remarks  affirmatively  and  imjiersonally 
and  not  as  a  result  of  views  expressed  by 
some  of  my  colleagues  whose  views  I  pro- 
foundly respect;  I  am  simply  expressing 
my  own  opinion  as  a  Member  of  this  body 
directly  charged  with  responsibility.  We 
are  435  Americans  in  this  body  and  96 
in  the  other  who  are  charged  with  direct 
responsibility,  a  responsibility  that  rests 
upon  each  and  every  one  of  us ;  and  over 
and  above  everything  else  is  the  national 
security  and  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 


ADJOLTINMENT    TO    MONDAY    AND 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  and,  of  course, 
I  shaU  not;  what  may  we  expect  by  way 
of  program  for  next  week? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  may  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader  that  due  to 
the  fact  that  next  week  will  see  the  cele- 
bration of  Lincoln's  birthday  a  heavy 
program  Is  not  contemplated  for  the 
week. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  At  least  there  \vill 
be  nothing  controversial. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  There  will  be  nothing 
controversial. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  withdraw  my  res- 
ervation of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CONFUSION  OR  CONSIDERED  LEGIS- 
LATION?—AN  UNFAIR  CHARGE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  many,  many  times  I  have 
profited  by  the  remarks  made  by  our 
distinguished  colleague  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  McCORMACK].  If  I  imder- 
stood  him  correctly  today — and  if  I  did 
not  I  hope  he  will  correct  me  now — he 
takes  the  position  that  it  is  his  duty  and 
he  intends  to  perform  his  duty  which  is 
to  protect  and  advance  the  interests  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  reserving 
to  himself  the  right  to  determine  on 
each  occasion  what  his  position  should 
be.     Am  I  right? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes.  That  is  a 
broad  statement,  which  is  correct.  I 
was  particularly  emphasizing  the  dif- 
ference between  campaign  promises  and 
the  responsibilities  of  the  majority 
party. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  can  adopt  the  same  theory 
and  I  do  so  now. 

I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  perhaps  we  all  necessarily 
waste  some  of  our  time  if  Members  on 
either  side  challenge   the  integrity  ol 
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other  Members  when  they  take  a  posi- 
tion or  make  a  statement. 

Tuesday  last.  H.  R.  1979.  a  bill  to  ex- 
tend, until  April  1.  1955,  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  under  which  a  President  may 
send  to  the  Congress  a  plan  calling  for 
reorganization  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments, and  which  would  become  the  law 
of  the  land  unless  a  majority  of  the 
elected  Members  of  either  the  Senate  or 
the  House,  within  60  days,  passes  a  dis- 
approving resolution,  was  adopted  by  a 
vote  of  389  to  5. 
My  vote  was  one  of  the  five. 
Press  and  radio  comment  as  well  as 
letters  from  constituents.  Indicate  there 
is  more  or  less  confusion  as  to  the  meas- 
ure which  was  before  the  House. 

The  bill  was  not  a  reorganization  plan. 
It  was  a  bill  giving  the  President  author- 
ity to  send  to  the  Congress,  prior  to 
April  1.  1955.  any  plan  which  he  might 
have  in  mind  and  the  adoption  of  which 
he  thought,  through  reorganization  of 
the  executive  departments,  would  bring 
about  economy  or  efBciency  in  the  execu- 
tive departments. 

As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn,  no 
one  has  any  objection  whatsoever  to  any 
suggestions  of  that  nature  from  any  ad- 
ministration spokesman  or  from  any 
citizen — no  matter  what  his  status. 

Fortunately,  all  discussions  of  legisla- 
tion similar  to  H.  R.  1979  bear  out  the 
fact — and  it  is  an  undisputed  fact — that 
every  President  from  George  Washing- 
ton to  Eisenhower  can  send,  and  in 
practice,  innumerable  times  has  sent  to 
the  Congress  by  way  of  the  executive 
departments  or  his  spokesman,  hundreds 
of  bills  proposing  measures,  many  de- 
signed to  give  the  country  both  economy 
and  efficiency  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

In  my  judgment,  as  I  stated  in  the  de- 
bate on  Tuesday,  a  grant  of  additional 
power  which  enables  a  President  to  pass 
legislation  imless  it  is  vetoed  by  either 
Senate  or  House.  Is  not  only  clearly  un- 
constitutional, but  unnecessary.' 

In  my  opinion,  there  is  not  a  single 
Member  of  the  Congress,  not  a  responsi- 
ble reporter,  editorial  writer,  or  radio 
commentator  who  is  not  of  the  opinion 
that  today,  and  for  at  least  some  months 
any  measure  incorporated  in  a  bill  or  a 
resolution  sent  to  either  branch  of  the 
Congress  which  gave  the  slightest  evi- 
dence of  giving  greater  efficiency,  more 
economical  administration  of  the  execu- 
tive departments,  would  be  approved  al- 
most overnight. 

Nevertheless,  and  apparently  because 
two  former  Presidents  were  granted  this 
authority  to  send  down  plans,  it  was  ar- 
gued that  President  Eisenhower  should 
be  given  like  power,  even  though  he  did 
not  need  it.  Otherwise,  it  might  be  ar- 
gued that  the  Congress  was  expressing 
a  lack  of  confidence  in  the  President ' 
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•  Congressional   RrcoRD,   pp.   764-786     in 
elusive. 

=  Prior  to  1949  It  required  the  veto  of  both 
Houses  to  reject  a  plan  (Public  Law  No  263 
79th  Cong..  Ist  sess. ) .  In  1949.  when  the  law 
was  extended.  It  then  permitted  a  majority 
of  one  House  to  reject  a  plan.  That  action 
was  not  necessarily  an  expression  of  lack  of 
confidence  In  President  Truman;  it  wiu,  a 
recapture.  In  some  degree,  of  the  leRLsUtive 
power  vested  by  the  Constitution  in  the 
Congress. 


Both  Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Tru- 
man were  given  authority  in  more  than 
one  instance  which  should  not  have  been 
given  them  and  which  resulted  in  harm 
to  the  country. 

I  have  no  fear  that  President  Eisen- 
hower will  make  a  like  mistake. 

Because  the  Congress  in  time  of  emer- 
gency gave  one  President  unconstitu- 
tional authority  is  no  reason  why  an- 
other President,  even  though  we  have 
utmost  confidence  in  him,  should  be 
given  like  authority. 

As  was  stated  on  the  floor  in  the  de- 
bate, an  unlawful  grant  of  unconstitu- 
tional power  to  one  President  seems  to 
be  a  strong  argument,  as  was  evidenced 
by  the  debate  and  vote  on  this  bill,  that 
a  similar  grant,  even  though  it  was  ille- 
gal, should  be  given  each  succeeding 
President  who  demanded  it. 

The  acceptance  of  that  superficial  un- 
sound argument  might  destroy  constitu- 
tional government. 

Having  always  been  not  only  an  advo- 
cate of,  but  having  in  my  congre.ssional 
duties  here  practiced  economy,  sought 
efficiency.  I  shall  support  any  and  all  re- 
organization plans  which  the  President 
may  send  down  and  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment, give  promise  of.  if  they  do  not  m- 
sure,  economy  and  efficiency. 

My  emotions  were  deeply  stirred 
Tears  of  happiness  almost  came  to  my 
eyes,  almost  overflowed  upon  the  floor 
as  I  heard  our  Democratic  friends  and 
the  New  E>ealers  on  my  right  pledge  alle- 
giance to  President  ELsenhower  in  his 
efforts  to  bring  about  economy  and 
efficiency. 

Anxiously  do  I  await  the  first  plan 
which  will  come  before  the  House  and 
which  separates  from  office  appointees 
of  the  last  two  administrations  who  have 
shown  either  inefficiency  or  wastefulness 
in  the  performance  of  their  Federal 
duties,  or  whose  services  are  no  longer 

That  the  President  Is  determined  to 
give  us  both  efficiency  and  economy  is 
evidenced  by  the  orders  of  at  least  'two 
members  of  his  Cabinet  and  to  which 
reference  was  made  on  Tue.sday  it  i.s 
my  hope  that  the  house  cleaning  wil'l 
continue.  ^ 

Then,  why  this  statement  todav'  Be- 
cause  and  only  because,  of  what  hap- 
pened on  Tuesday  during  consideration 
or  the  bill. 

Being  practical  and  realizing  that  the 
bill  would  become  the  law  of  the  land 
as  It  will  when  today,  or  soon,  it  is  adopt- 
ed by  the  Senate.  I  desired  to  make  it 
immediately  effective  and  to  prevent  the 
rejection  of  a  plan  because  it  comes  in 
the  closing  days  of  a  .session.  I  there- 
fore, offered  an  amendment— a  perfect- 
ing amendment,  if  you  please— which 
read  as  follows  : 

On  page  2.  after  line  9,  Insert: 

'Sec  3.  Section  6  of  said  act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowlnc 
new  subsection:  *" 

'"'(d)  If  at  any  time  within  the  said  60- 
day  period,  a  resolution  of  either  House  stat- 
ing In  substance  that  that  House  does  not 
favor  the  reorganization  plan  shall  be  de- 
feated, after  a  resolution  of  the  other  House 
stating  in  substance  that  that  House  does 
not  favor  the  reorganization  plan  shall  also 
have  been  defeated,  the  provisions  of  the 
reorganization  plan  shall  u.lce  effect  imme- 
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That  amendment,  considering  the 
language  of  the  reorganization  legisla- 
tion, is.  in  my  opinion,  as  concise,  as 
clear,  as  unmistakable  in  purpose,  as  any 
amendment  which  could  be  written  and 
which  was  designed  to  accelerate  the 
operation  of  the  legislation. 

Nevertheless,  two  distinguished  minor- 
ity Members  of  the  House,  both  lawyers 
of  ability  and  experience  in  the  Congress, 
both  members  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Government  Operations,  the  gentle- 
man from  Florida  I  Mr.  Lantaff]  and  the 

gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dawson  1 

the  latter  to  a  less  extent  than  the  for- 
mer—charged by  innuendo  that  the 
amendment  was  a  tricky  device  to.  by 
indirection,  reinsert  into  the  bill  the 
committee  amendment  which  had  been 
stricken. 

Said  the  gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr 

Lantaff J : 

Mr.  LANTArr  Just  one  observation:  If  the 
disapproving  resolution  Is  adopted  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House  then  action  by  a  majority 
can  disapprove  a  reorganization  plan  and 
this  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
irom  Michigan  is  merely  a  device  to  have  a 
majority  approve  a  disapproving  resolution 
which  would  In  effect  put  the  House  right 
bade  in  the  p*«ltion  of  adopting  the  original 
lioffman  amendment. 

•  • 

But  now  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
our  committee  is  offering  us  another  amend- 
ment, a  double  negative,  if  you  please,  under 
which  he  seeks  to  Introduce  a  new  procedure 
A  resolution  disapproving  a  plan  could  be 
adopted  by  a  simple  majority  thus  thwartlnif 
President  Eisenhowers  wishes  on  the  first 
thing  he  has  asked  us  to  accomplish. 

Said  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr 
Dawson  J : 

Mr  Dawson  of  Illinois  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  amendment  accomplishes  this:  Under 
the  present  law.  a  matter  comes  up  In  the 
House  when  a  disapproving  resolution  Is  filed 
in  that  Hou.se.  and  if  no  disapproving  resolu- 
tion is  filed  in  the  House  then  the  plan  will 
become  a  law.  but  under  this  amendment 
It  compt-ls  two  shots  at  turning  it  down. 
If  it  Is  brought  up  In  one  House,  then  by 
virtue  of  having  been  brought  up  In  that 
House  it  1.S  thereby  brought  up  In  the 
other,  though  that  House  has  not  filed  a 
disapproving  resolution.  So  we  see  once 
more  those  who  are  against  the  bill  are  trr- 
ing  to  kill  the  Presidents  plan  as  sent  down. 


I  apologize  for  my  inability  to  agree 
with  the  inference  drawn  by  my  two 
di.stingui.shed  colleagues  and  as  set  forth 
above.  But,  I  cannot  permit  to  go  un- 
challenKed  their  interpretation  either  of 
the  amendment  offered  or  of  my  motive 

^.^.h"!""'  "■  ,  "  **'  ''^^'^-  as  I  have 
stated  to  accelerate  the  effective  date  of 
the  bill.  No  other  purpose  was  in  mind. 
It  \.as  not  a  device  to  permit  a  major- 
ity to  approve  a  disapproving  resolution 
and  no  reading  or  interpretation  of  it 
r^flf ",  ^^^^  a.s.sertion.  The  amend- 
ment,  if  adopted,  would  not  have  put 

m.'n^  '"-A^^  '^'^  '^^  committee  amend- 
ment.  The  amendment  does  not  justify 
the  statement  that  a  resolution  disap- 
proving  a  plan  could  be  adopted  by  a 
single  majority.  ^ 

it  ^^r^,'^  ^*^^^"  ^"^  yo"  *i"  note  that 
Dlan  no/  ^^^^'^'"^-^  the  date  when  a 
plan,  not  rejected  by  either  House,  would 
become  effective.  uoc.  wuuiu 

IllS.t/f'ilJ^'^T^"^  °^  ^^^  Pentleman  from 
Illinois  (Mr.  Dawson  1  that  the  adoption 
Of  the  amendment  -'compels  two  shots 


at  turning  If — a  proposed  plan — 
"down"  is  erroneous.  Is  apparent  upon  a 
reading  of  the  amendment. 

The  further  statement  by  the  gentle- 
man: "So  we  see  once  more  those  who 
are  against  the  bill  are  trying  to  kill 
the  President's  plan  as  sent  down"  is 
completely  without  foundation. 

Permit  a  repetition: 

Just  why  my  two  colleagues  should 
make  the  insinuations  they  did.  should 
misapprehend  the  purport  of  the  amend- 
ment, is  beyond  my  comprehension. 

The  charitable  construction  to  put 
upon  the  unfounded  charge  they  made 
is  that  they  just  did  not  know  what  they 
were  talking  about. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  misun- 
derstanding, no  further  opportunity  to 
question  the  purpose  or  effect  of  the 
amendment  or  my  motive  in  offering  it, 
I  am  printing  herewith  the  major  por- 
tion of  the  remarks  made  when  it  was 
before  the  House: 

Mr  HorrMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  o!Ter  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

"Amendment  offered   by  Mr.  Hoitman  of 

Mlf  liigan:  On  page  2,  after  line  9,  Insert: 

"  Sex:.  3.  Section  6  of  said  act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsection: 

"  '  "(d)  If  at  any  time  within  the  said  60- 
day  perl<id.  a  resolution  of  either  House  stat- 
ing in  substance  that  that  House  does  not 
lav'ir  the  reorganization  plan  shall  be  de- 
feated, after  a  resolution  of  the  other  House 
stating  In  substance  that  that  House  does 
not  (iivor  the  reorganization  plan  shall  also 
have  been  defeated,  the  provisions  of  the 
reorganization  plan  shall  take  effect  Imme- 
diately".' " 

The  Chahimaiv.  The  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan I  Mr.  HoFTMANl  Is  recognized. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman, 
preliminary  to  making  a  statement  about 
this  amendment,  because,  and  only  because, 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  |Mr.  HallbckI 
stated  a  while  ago  that  he  thought  the 
President  had  been  very  magnanimous  In 
dealing  with  the  Congress,  let  me  say  this:  I 
do  not  consider  It  any  great  generosity  for 
anyi.ne  to  recognize  my  constitutional  right 
to  do  what  I  think  should  be  done  with  ref- 
erence to  legislation.  The  desire  for  "rub- 
ber-stamp Congressmen"  for  "yes  men"  went 
out  several  years  ago.  The  Members  of  Con- 
gress are  entitled  to  vote  as  Judgment  may 
dictate.  The  President  himself  should  and 
1  think  would  be  the  last  man  In  the  world 
to  try  to  dictate  to  us  what  we  should  do, 
even  though  all  of  his  life  he  has  been  a 
military  man  and  most  of  that  time  subject 
to  and  the  giver  of  orders.  I  do  not  have 
any  idea  that  he  intends  to  attempt  to  tell 
Congresswomen  and  Congressmen  what  to 
do. 

Now,  let  us  Just  see  whether  an  amend- 
ment will  be  defeated  even  when  the  purpose 
is  to  make  this  legislation  more  effective. 
I  do  not  like  this  bill— I  will  not  vote  for 
It  fur  the  reasons  I  have  given — but  as  It  will 
become  the  law  of  the  land  I  want  to  make 
It  as  effective  as  possible.  What  will  this 
amendment  do?  Over  the  years  in  discus- 
sion on  reorganization  legislation  Members 
have  complained  that  there  might  be  a  situ- 
ation late  In  a  session  where  a  proposed  plan 
came  down,  came  down  too  late  to  be  made 
effective  or  where  effectiveness  might  be  un- 
duly delayed,  and  It  was  discussed — and  I 
am  sure  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Brown)  will  agree  with  me — It  was  discussed 
In  committee  and  with  administration  lead- 
ers as  to  how  that  situation  could  be  rem- 
edied. So  this  amendmerit  provides  that  In 
certain  contingencies.  If  certain  events  hap- 
pen; that  Is,  a  rejection  of  a  resolution  disap- 
proving a  plan  by  either  House;  that  is,  a  re- 


jection of  a  disapproving  resolution  by  both 
House  and  Senate,  then  on  adoption  of  a 
resolution,  the  act  would  become  effective 
immediately.  How  does  that  strike  my 
friends  on  the  minority  side  for  cooperating 
with  the  President? 

Mr.  Halleck.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  I  yield. 
Mr.  Halleck.  As  I  understand  it.  the  gen- 
tleman's amendment  would  simply  acceler- 
ate the  effective  date  of  a  reorganization 
plan,  upon  determination  that  neither  House 
was  willing  to  override. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  That  Is  right. 
Mr.    Halleck.  Has    the    gentleman    given 
thought    to    the    legality   of    that   operation 
as  against  a  resolution  that  might  be  aCBrm- 
atlvely  adopted  for  a  plan? 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Yes.  I  have 
considered  both  and  I  thought  this  was  the 
quicker  way.  Tills  would  do  the  Job  now. 
1  have  made  some  study  of  this  and  have 
consulted  legal  experts,  and  I  was  assured 
It  was  constitutional. 

Mr.  Halleck.  I  cannot  quite  fix  the  oc- 
casion In  my  mind,  but  It  seems  to  me  there 
was  an  occasion  where  the  question  was 
raised  as  to  the  legality  of  this  approach. 
That  Is  the  only  reason  I  Inquired  of  the 
gentleman,  because,  as  I  say,  somewhere  In 
my  recollection — I  am  not  able  to  say  Just 
where — there  was  some  such  question  raised. 
Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Not  exactly  on 
this  particular  amendment  but  on  this  very 
point,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown] 
raised  a  similar  question  whether  both 
Houses  could,  by  affirmative  resolution,  put 
a  plan  Into  Immediate  effect.  This  Is  Jtist 
a  little  bit  quicker,  as  It  Is  a  part  of  the  Re- 
organization Act  Itself — and  If  adopted  will 
make  unnecessary  additional  legislation  to 
bring  the  same  result. 

The  Chairman.  The  time  of  the  gentle- 
man h.18  expired. 

Mr.  HoLiFiELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we 
please  have  the  Clerk  again  report  the 
amendment? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  again 
reported  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  HoLiFiELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word.  From  the  stand- 
point of  clarification  of  the  amendment.  I 
would  direct  this  question  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  If  the  only  thing 
this  amendment  does  is  to  speed  up  the  ef- 
fective date,  In  case  there  has  been  action 
on  the  part  of  one  House  disapproving  the 
resolution,  or  tf  It  makes  contingent  upon 
that  action  the  fact  that  both  Houses  must 
have  taken  that  action?  In  other  words,  the 
gentleman  by  his  amendment  Is  requiring 
both  Houses  to  take  action  to  reject  a  plan. 
Is  he  not? 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Only  the  legis- 
lative procedure  prescribed  In  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  which  is  that  if  within  60  days 
either  House  adopts  a  disapproving  resolu- 
tion— the  gentleman  knows  the  way  we  do 
that:  The  resolution  comes  from  the  com- 
mittee stating  that  the  House  disapproves; 
If  that  resolution  Is  voted  down  here  and  over 
there  then,  of  course,  the  plan  becomes  effec- 
tive and  that  takes  care  of  the  objection 
which  the  gentleman  and  others  raise  about 
plans  coming  down  late  In  the  60-day  period. 
Mr.  HoLiFiELD.  But,  of  course,  the  gentle- 
man takes  away  from  the  other  body  the 
right  to  take  opposite  action  from  the  action 
taken  by  the  first  body. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Oh.  no;  no. 
Mr.  HoLiriELD.  My  understanding  of  the 
gentleman's  amendment  Is  that  if  one  House 
takes  action  disapproving  a  resolution  of 
disapproval,  then  the  other  House  takes  ac- 
tion approving  the  disapproval  resolution, 
then  it  must  necessarily  take  a  concurrent 
resolution  In  order  to  make  the  plan  ef- 
fective. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Oh,  no.  no;  It 
just  accelerates  It.  I  call  on  the  gentleman 
now  to  give  us  that  support  in  behalf  of  the 


President  on  reorganization  which  he  pledged 
a  little  while  ago. 

Mr.  JuDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HoLiFnxD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JuDD.  It  merely  provides  that  If  a  reso- 
lution which  Is  brought  in  here  to  disapprove 
a  plan  Is  defeated  and  a  resolution  Is  brought 
up  In  the  other  body  and  that  resolution  Is 
defeated,  then  the  plan  goes  into  effect  im- 
mediately Instead  of  waiting  60  days;  that 
Is  all. 

Mr.  Lantaff.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.   I  yield. 

Mr.  Lantaff.  Just  one  observation.  If  the 
disapproving  resolution  is  adopted  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House  then  action  by  a  ma- 
jority can  disapprove  a  reorganization  plan, 
and  this  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  Is  merely  a  devioe  to 
have  a  majority  approve  a  disapproving 
resolution  which  would  in  effect  put  the 
House  right  back  In  the  position  of  adopting 
the  original  Hoffman  amendment. 

Mr.  JtTDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFTELD.   I  yield. 

Mr.  JuDD.  The  observation  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Florida  is  not  accurate;  It  is  not 
a  device  to  do  by  another  method  the  same 
thing  as  the  former  amendment.  If  a  reso- 
lution disapproving  a  plan  passed  In  one 
House  by  a  simple  majority,  it  would  not 
kill  the  plan,  but  the  plan  would  not  go  into 
effect  until  the  full  60  days;  that  Is  aU.  If, 
however,  the  plan  were  disapproved  by  a  con- 
stitutional majority  that,  of  course,  would 
kill  the  plan,  Just  as  under  the  present  pro- 
visions of  the  act. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  view  of 
the  confusion  attendant  upon  the  Interpre- 
tation of  this  amendment  which  has  not 
been  presented  to  the  committee,  has  not 
been  given  consideration  by  the  committee, 
I  ask  that  this  amendment  be  voted  down. 
If  action  Of  that  type  on  a  reorganization 
plan  is  desired  It  can  always  be  taken  by  con- 
current resolution  after  action  on  the  part 
of  each  House  on  the  same  subject  matter. 
Therefore  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  re- 
jected. 

Mr.  Lantaff.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  before  us  but  one 
question :  The  President  of  the  United  States 
has  asked  us  to  extend  the  present  law  under 
which  he  can  send  up  reorganization  plans 
to  accomplish  the  balance  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  recommendations  and  to  achieve 
the  efficiency  and  economy  he  pledged  dur- 
ing the  campaign.  The  House  has  clearly 
indicated  its  desire  to  give  the  President  that 
power.  But  now  the  dlstinguUhed  chairman 
of  our  committee  Is  offering  us  another 
amendment,  a  double  negative,  if  you  please, 
under  which  he  seeks  to  Introduce  a  new 
procedure.  A  resolution  disapproving  a  plan 
could  be  adopted  by  a  simple  majority  thus 
thwarting  President  Elsenhower's  wishes  on 
the  first  thing  he  has  asked  us  to  accom- 
plish. We  must  beware,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  jMr.  Brown]  put  it  so  well  the 
other  day,  of  Greeks  bearing  gifts.  The  pro- 
ponents of  this  amendment  are  the  same 
Members  who  would  deny  the  powers  sought 
by  the  President.  Let  us  vote  down  this 
amendment  and  support  Mr.  Eisenhower  in 
the  first  thing  he  has  asked  for — merely  an 
extension  of  the  power  of  reorganization. 

Mr.  McCormack.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Lantaff.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCoHMACK.  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
membership  on  both  sides  to  the  language  of 
this  amendment; 

"If   at   any   time   within   the   said   60-day 
period  a  resolution  stating  In  substance." 
Now,   that   is  rather  strange   language. 
Mr.  JtnJD.  That  Is  the  very  language  in  the 
bill. 


942 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


III 


Mr.  McCoRSCAcx.  If  the  amendment  clearly 
undertakes  to  accomplish  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  says  It  will  accomplish, 
that  is  one  thing;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
this  amendment  la  capable  of  two  construc- 
tions. It  has  never  been  presented  to  or 
considered  by  a  committee  of  the  Congress. 
I  am  accepting  the  gentleman's  word  that  It 
means  what  he  said  it  means  and  I  am  ac- 
cepting the  word  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota I  Mr.  JuDD|.  But  this  particular 
amendment  has  never  been  considered  by 
any  committee.  It  seems  to  me  It  would  be 
unwise  to  adopt  the  amendment  at  the 
present  time  without  further  study  of  Its 
Implications.  While  I  shall  vote  against  the 
amendment  my  vote  will  not  be  any  Indi- 
cation as  to  my  state  of  mind  on  the  amend- 
ment if  I  had  an  opportunity  to  study  It 
and  understand  what  its  significance  Is  and 
what  it  means. 

Mr.  Halleck.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  Lantaft.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  Halleck.  I  think  In  fairness  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  the  Reorganization  Act 
Itself  uses  these  words; 

"A  resolution  stating  in  substance  that 
that  House  does  not  favor  the  reorjjaniza- 
tlon  plan." 

So  the  language  Incorporated  In  the 
amendment  Is  in  line  with  the  language  In 
the  act. 

Mr.  McCoHMACx.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  Halleck.  May  I  just  make  this  one 
other  statement.  The  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan did  not  indicate  to  roe  he  was  going 
to  offer  this  amendment.  Probably  there 
is  no  reason  why  he  should.  But  as  far 
as  having  the  opportunity  to  look  Into  it, 
and  to  see  what  its  effect  might  be.  I  have 
not  had  that  opportunity.  Prom  what  I 
can  understand  of  the  amendment,  and  I 
want  this  in  the  Recori)  in  the  event  It  Is 
adopted,  the  only  effect  of  the  amendment 
that  could  possibly  be  found  In  the  language 
would  be  to  accelerate  the  effective  date 
of  the  reorganization  plan.  This  accelera- 
tion would  come  about  by  action  of  both 
the  House  and  the  Senate  in  refusing  to 
adopt  a  disapproving  resolution  on  a  reor- 
ganization plan. 

I  have  no  great  feeling  about  the  amend- 
ment. It  may  be  that  It  Is  perfectly  all  right 
and  would  work  to  the  best  Interest  of 
reorganization,  but,  as  I  say,  I  do  not  know. 
Maybe  I  ought  to  have  a  definite  opinion 
about  It,  but  I  do  not.  As  It  appears  on  Its 
face  I  do  not  see  where  It  could  be  destruc- 
tive of  what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman, 
Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Lantaft.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Micliigan. 

Mi\  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  In  answer  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana.  I  want  to  beg 
his  pardon  for  not  submitting  it.  We  have 
been  present  here,  we  have  been  busy  in 
committee,  and  it  was  only  late  yesterday 
that  I  whipped  the  amendment  into  shape 
after  discussion  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  posi- 
tion is  pretty  much  the  same  as  that  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  |Mr.  Hal- 
leck). If  appropriate  language  was  con- 
sidered by  a  committee  that  would  accelerate 
the  going  into  effect  of  a  reorganization  plan 
after  the  terms  of  the  reorganization  law 
had  been  complied  with  by  both  branches 
a  disapproving  resolution,  that  would  be  one 
thing  and.  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  think 
I  would  approve  It.  But,  on  the  other  h.iiid 
1  am  not  so  sure  this  amendment  accom- 
plishes that  purpose. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois.  Bdr.  Chairman  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCoaMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois.  It  seems  to  me  that 

U»e  amendment  accomplishes  this;  Under  the 

^  present  law.  a  matter  comes  up  in  the  House 
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when  a  disapproving  resolution  is  filed  In 
that  House,  and  if  no  disapproving  resolution 
is  filed  in  the  House  then  the  plan  will  be- 
come a  law.  but  under  this  amendment  it 
compels  two  shots  at  turning  it  down.  If  it 
is  brought  up  in  one  House,  then  by  vir- 
tue of  having  been  brought  up  In  that  Hou.-;e 
it  is  thereby  brought  up  in  the  other,  though 
that  House  has  not  filed  a  disapproving  reso- 
lution. So  we  see  once  more  those  who  are 
against  the  bill  are  trying  to  kill  the  Presi- 
dent's plan  as  sent  down. 

Mr.  Meader.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  McCoRMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  Meader.  I  would  like  to  point  out  that 
this  matter  was  discussed  in  the  cummHtec. 
if  the  gentleman  will  reciill.  Tlie  di£cui,- 
sion  appears  on  page  2J  of  the  printed  hear- 
ings. The  question  before  the  comnnttee 
there  was,  How  could  this  be  done?  It  seem.s 
to  me  there  was  agreement  that  there  ousrht 
to  be  a  way  of  accelerating  the  efTective  date 
of  the  reorpaniziition  plan,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  clearly  accomplu.hes 
the  purpose  and  nothluR  else. 

Mr.  Jldd.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  McCormack  I  am  alwavs  glad  to  yield 
to  my  friend.  By  the  way,  in  all  fairness. 
I  want  to  make  iMs  observation.  Anyone 
who  should  place  any  construction  on'  the 
position  of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesot.i 
as  being  opposed  to  the  effect  of  this  bill 
would  be  doing  not  only  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  an  Injustice  but  doin^'  himself 
an  injustice,  because  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  Is  taking  a  position  in  accord- 
ance with  his  Judgment  and  his  conscience 
While  a  Democrat,  1  respect  the  Rentlcman 
from  Minnesota,  and  I  know  that  the  re- 
marks that  he  made  today  and  the  position 
he  takes  are  actuated  by  the  exercise  uf  bis 
Judgment  and  his  conscience. 

Mr.  JuDD.  I  appreciate  deeply  the  confi- 
dence of  the  gentleman,  and  he  knows  it  is 
reciprocated.  I  agree  that,  with  so  much  con- 
fusion regarding  ihU  amendment,  perhaps 
it  ought  not  to  be  passed  today.  I  do  not 
want  it  to  go  through  If  anybody  thinks  It 
U  a  trick  to  defeat  reorganization  All  it 
could  do  would  be  to  speed  it  up  a  few  day.s 
and  I  do  not  think  the  Republic  Is  going  "to 
stand  or  fall  on  whether  a  plan  goes  into 
effect  a  few  days  earUer  or  at  the  end  of  the 
60  days'  period. 

I  think  I  can  testify  as  to  the  good  faith 
of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  |Mr.  Hoff- 
man |.  I  would  rather  have  the  amendment 
fail  than  to  have  anybody  thinking  or  say- 
ing that  It  is  an  attempt  to  play  an  under- 
handed trick  to  defeat  reorganization  That 
is  not  its  objective. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK.  That  is  not  my  state  of 
mind  and  I  have  no  such  opinion  as  that. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  anyone  else's  position 
However.  I  think  the  observation  that  this 
amendment  comes  from  a  source  that  Is  op- 
posed to  any  reorganization  Is  a  proper  argu- 
ment to  make  and  proper  for  us  to  consider 
not  on  the  question  of  a  trick  but  on  the 
question  of  consideration  of  the  amendment 
itself. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCoRMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 

from   Michigan. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan.  I  think  this 
way.  I  will  have  to  take  this  bill  and  a.s 
that  Is  the  situation,  1  would  like  to  make 
it  as  effective  as  possible.  I  would  like  to 
see  the  President  In  a  position  to  do  a  good 
Job  and  do  It  quickly. 

Mr.  McCormack.  I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the 
gentleman's  Intention  and  I  am  not  argu- 
ing with  the  gentleman  as  to  his  purpose 
but  I  do  say  that  I  have  grave  uncertainty 
as  to  whether  or  not  this  amendment  will 
accomplish  this  purpose.  It  has  never  been 
considered  by  the  committee.  I  have  never 
considered  it  and  I  cerUinly  have  been  on 


the  Committee  on  Government  Operations 
for  some  few  years  now  in  the  consideration 
of  the  present  bill  and  the  one  in  1949  and 
I  am  acquainted  with  the  history  of  pa«t 
handling,  and  I  think  that  It  would  be  un- 
wise to  adopt  this  amendment  berause  t.f 
the  uncertainty  and  the  contusion  that  exists 
in  relation  to  its  meaning  and  lu  effect  not 
Its  intent,  but  its  effect. 
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MY  DUTY  AS  A  CONGRESSMAN 
The  SPEAKER.     Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  Hou.se.  J  he  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  I  Mr.  Long)  is  recognized  for 
60  minutes. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr  Speaker.  I  feel  good 
today— you  know.  I  take  Vita-Long,  it 
gives  me  vim.  vigor,  and  vitahty. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  new  Member.  1  wish 
first  of  all  to  e.xpress  my  gratitude  and 
thanks  to  my  folks  back  home  who  have 
honored  me  with  theirjtebest  trust  and 
confidence.  It  is  a  plflKe  as  well  as  a 
duty  and  rr.'^ponsibilltyWhave  been  sent 
here  by  the  democratic  choice  of  one  s 
own  friend.,  afld  neighbors.  They  of  all 
people,  know  all  about  u*— the  worst  as 
well  a.«i  the  be.st.  I  promise  only  that  I 
i>hall  do  my  very  be.st.  day  by  day  to 
merit  the  honor  and  repay  the  confi- 
dence with  .solid  work. 

I  wish  also  to  pay  due  respect  to  thi.s 
aut,'u.n  as.sembly  of  which  I  am  very 
proud  to  be  a  part. 

It  IS  perhaps  appropriate  at  this  time 
that  I  clarify  in  some  degree  my  stand 
on  some  matters,  that  I  give  all  of  you 
some  Idea  of  what  may  be  expected  of 
me  as  a  new  Congressman  representing 
the  Eighth  Di.strict  of  Louisiana. 

1  came  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  Demo- 
crat, and  I  expect  to  go  home  a  Demo- 
crat. I  fout-ht  hard  in  the  past  election 
But  on  January  20,  when  President 
Eisenhower  took  his  oath  of  office  he 
then  became  my  President  as  well  as' the 
President  of  all  the  people.  I  expect  to 
do  all  that  I  can  in  my  small  way  to  help 
him  make  the  best  Piesident  that  the 
United  States  has  ever  had. 

Arid  I  .shall  not  hesitate,  even  as  a 
timid  now  Member,  to  introduce  bills  on 
matters  which,  in  my  judgment,  concern 
the  good  of  all  the  people.     In  that  con- 
nection. I  wish  to  discuss  with  you  this 
afternoon  two  matters  which  in  reality 
are   but  separate  aspects  of   the   same 
major  problem— the  problem  of  Central 
Government    encroachment    on    States 
and  individuals.     I  shall  use  as  illustra- 
tions the  problem  of  the  so-called  tide- 
lands  or  the  submerged  lands,  on  which 
I  have  introduced,  as  of  January  9.  1953. 
a  bill.  H.  R.  1398.     A  second  example  of 
this  nefarious  encroachment  in  the  di- 
rection of  expandin.d  Government  own- 
ership of  lands  and  businesses  is  repre- 
sented by  the  Kisatchie  National  Forest 
in  my  district.     I  shall  introduce  a  bill 
on  that  aspect  of  the  problem  at  an  early 
date. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment owns  approximately  24  percent 
of  all  of  the  land  in  our  mainland.  This 
does  not  include  the  Indian  reservations. 
Hesides  owning  all  of  this  land.  Uncle 
Sam.  apparently  bent  upon  going  into 
this  landlord.  bu.sine.ss  on  a  whole-hog 
basis,  IS  the  proprietor  and  operator  of 
tens  of  thousands  of  hoasing  units  in 
this  country.    He  is  the  largest  rent  col- 


lector In  all  the  world  today  with  the 
txception  of  Russia. 

Only  one  other  government  In  the 
world  is  a  larger  landholder.  This  is 
Red  Russia,  which  owns  or  controls  all 
of  the  land  in  that  communistic,  godless 
country  where  private  ownership  is 
forbidden. 

The  United  States  Government  owns 
L053,161  acres  in  Louisiana  alone.  It 
owns  1.484,733  acres  in  Mississippi.  In 
the.se  States,  as  in  all  the  others,  Federal 
ownership  of  land  is  being  expanded. 
Sixteen  diflerent  Federal  agencies  con- 
trol and  administer  the  federally-owned 
timber  lands.  Forty  different  Federal 
bureaus,  agencies,  and  departments  have 
the  power  to  buy  land. 

Loui.siana  is  a  .small  State,  but  becau.se 
of  the  Federal  Government's  encroach- 
ment upon  our  lands  and  the  taxable 
wealth.  It  becomes  smaller.    And  slowly 
but  surely  this  creeping  socialism  is  com- 
inK  upon  us.    Today  they  own  in  Louisi- 
ana large  blocks  of  rent  houses,  upon 
which  they  collect  the  rent,  and,  as  I 
have  set  out  before,  larre  acres  of  land. 
That  brings  us  to  the  matter  of  the 
Kisatchie  National  Forest.     Gentlemen, 
the  present  area  of  that  forest  exceeds 
the  area  of  any  one  of  the  three  smaller 
pari.shes  of  my  district.     Some  560.685 
acres  are  now  owned  and  administered  in 
five  divisions,  the  exterior  boundaries  of 
w  hich  include  877.066  acres.    That  is  bad 
enough,  but  eventual  purchases  may  in- 
clude as  much  as   1.274,977  acres — be- 
tween one-fifth  and  one-fourth  of  the 
Eighth  Congressional  District  of  Louisi- 
ana.   Many  of  the  purchases  were  made 
between  1933  and  1937  at  prices  ranging 
from  $1.48  to  $4.23  per  acre. 

Having  said  all  of  that.  I  am  still  con- 
cerned with  the  redistribution,  the  de- 
nationalization of  lands  in  my  district 
w  hich  are  good  for  agricultural  purposes. 
Much  of  the  land  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment now  owns  is  agricultural  land, 
land  that  for  generations  was  cultivated, 
land  upon  which  countless  thousands  of 
people  have  lived  and  raised  their  fami- 
lies. It  is  true  that  we  had  difBculties 
in  the  1930s— most  of  the  United  States 
and  the  world  was  having  trouble — but 
most  of  that  land  was  picked  up  for  a 
song  in  time  of  distress.  Today  it  is  a 
wilderness,  set  aside  for  the  purpose  of 
Plowing  timber,  and  it  will  take  many 
years  for  it  to  produce  much  of  value  to 
us. 

The  amount  that  the  parish,  or  county 
receives  from  the  sale  of  this  timber  is 
very,  very  small  indeed,  and  for  that 
reason  the  parishes  find  it  hard  to  obtain 
enough  taxable  wealth  to  exist  on,  while 
at  the  same  time  here  are  hundreds  upon 
top  of  hundreds  of  our  American  soldiers 
who  have  gone  forth  and  fought  to  pre- 
serve the  very  tendency  that  we  are  per- 
mitting this  creeping  socialism  to  de- 
stroy. 

Regardless  of  how  bad  land  is  needed 
for  homes,  this  property  cannot  be 
possessed,  or  cannot  be  bought  by  any- 
one. It  stands  there  as  a  monument  to 
our  Ignorance,  or  I  might  say  lack  of 
interest  in  the  people  who  need  homes. 

These  men  are  housed  in  small  rental 
homes,  and  many  of  them  in  districts 
very  unsanitary  and  unhealthy.    They 
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would  like  to  go  upon  this  land  and  build 
homes  and  there  raise  their  famiUes. 

I  believe  that  it  is  a  God-given  right 
for  our  citizens  to  possess  the  land  upon 
which  they  may  earn  a  living.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  should  retard  progress  by 
trying  to  put  this  land  back  into  a  wil- 
derness, from  which  we  rescued  it  once 
before.  And  I  think  that  we  should  go 
forward  with  progress,  building  homes, 
carrying  out  the  <;ommand  of  the  Bible — 
"be  ye  fruitful,  multiply  and  replenish 
the  earth."  If  that  does  not  mean  that 
the  land  is  meant  for  homes  for  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country,  then  I  do  not  know 
how  to  read. 

Less  than  25  years  ago.  the  United 
States  Government  owned  33  percent  of 
all  the  lands  in  11  Western  States.  To- 
day it  owns  54  percent  of  it.  This  land 
pays  no  taxes  for  the  supr>ort  of  our 
schools,  colleges,  universities,  highways, 
and  other  public  improvements  of  local 
and  State  governments. 

Now  after  acquiring  ownership  of  one- 
fourth  of  the  Nation's  soil  and  a  stagger- 
ing number  of  dwelling  units,  this  Gov- 
ernment is  trying  to  reach  out  to  sea  and 
lay  claim  to  ownership  of  those  areas  off 
the  shore  of  some  of  our  States. 

Right  now  our  "Good  Uncle"  is  seek- 
ing to  grab  the  oil  and  gas  in  these  off- 
shore areas.  Who  knows  w  hen  this  grab 
will  be  extended  to  fisheries,  to  port  and 
dock  rights,  beach  facilities,  and  each 
and  every  other  use  related  to  our  coastal 
waters?  Where  are  we  drifting?  Where 
is  all  of  this  to  end? 

It  is  a  serious,  a  very  critical  situa- 
tion. It  constitutes  a  dire  threat  to  our 
American  system  of  government.  What 
is  to  happen  to  private  ownership  and 
development  under  this  new  system? 
Where  does  it  leave  free  enterprise  which 
Is  the  heart  and  soul  of  our  American 
capitalistic  system? 
It  is  bad  enough  that  Uncle  Sam  has 
na 


gone  into  the  land  aria  housing  business 
in  a  wholesale  way.  He  at  least  pre- 
sumably has  a  sound  and  marketable 
title  to  these  possessions.  In  the  case  of 
the  tidelands,  he  seeks  to  acquire  addi- 
tional possessions  without  any  just  claim 
to  title. 

I  admit  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  power  and  dominion  over 
navigation,  commerce,  war  activities, 
and  so  forth,  but  this  does  not  bestow 
title  to  the  soil  and  resources  in  navi- 
gable waters  upon  the  United  States  nor 
does  it  destroy  title,  whether  in  States 
or  in  private  owners. 

Reverting  to  States'  rights,  who  can 
have  a  better  right  to  the  offshore  tide- 
lands  than  the  State  upon  which  they 
border?  They  say  that  we  can  only  go 
out  3  miles  from  Louisiana.  The  United 
States  Government  has  no  right  to  any 
land,  or  anything  else,  to  which  the 
right  has  not  been  relinquished  by  the 
State.  The  State  of  Louisiana  and  the 
State  of  Texas  have  not  relinquished 
such  rights. 

There,  in  my  humble  opinion,  lies  the 
real  question.  By  what  right  could  the 
United  States  Government  claim  to  pos- 
sess the  lands  beyond  the  3 -mile  limit 
of  Louisiana?  In  my  humble  opinion, 
they  do  not  have  any  more  right  thari 
would  Russia,  should  they  set  claim  to 
the  land  beginning  at  the  3-mile  limit. 
And  if  the  Federal  Government  proved 


conclusively  that  we  do  not  possess  that 
land,  that  the  oil  does  not  belong  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  then  by  what 
right  would  the  Federal  Government 
base  her  claim  that  she  owns  the  off- 
shore oil?  She  could  only  possess  such 
property  and  only  have  such  rights  that 
have  been  reUnquished  to  her  by  the 
sevjral  States. 

We  would  like,  my  friends,  to  obtain 
the  oil  lands  for  Louisiana  in  order  that 
we  can  build  a  better  school  system.  We 
are  now  engaged  in  an  effort  to  give  all 
of  our  citizens  equal  educational  rights. 
We  give  all  of  our  children  now  free 
school  books,  free  hot  lunches,  free 
transportation  to  and  from  school.  But 
we  need  to  enlarge  this  system.  The 
tidelands  oil  would  enable  us  to  do  just 
such  a  thing,  and  I  hope  that  this  Con- 
gress will  pass  such  a  bill  in  order  that 
we  may  go  forward  with  our  educational 
system. 

Title  of  all  States  In  the  American 
Union  to  the  soil  and  all  resources  in 
their  navigable  waters  is  supported  by 
the  Declaration  of  Independence,  the 
Treaty  of  Independence  with  the  British 
Crown,  entered  into  in  1783,  and  several 
United  States  Supreme  Court  decisions. 

I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  will  dis- 
pute the  proposition  that  if  the  United 
States  does  not  have  title  to  the  sub- 
merged lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  the  respective  State  boundaries,  it 
is  not  entitled  to  them  or  whatever  they 
may  produce. 

If  we  are  to  Intelligently  discuss  the 
question  of  title  to  these  submerged 
lands,  we  must  look  back  to  the  original 
source  of  such  title.  This  would,  of 
course,  stem  back  to  the  time  when  the 
original  States  became  free  and  inde- 
pendent sovereign  States  under  the  Dec- 
laration of  Independence  on  July  4,  1776. 

Then,  we  find  that  the  next  link  in  the 
States'  chain  of  title  to  these  lands  was 
developed  by  the  provisional  treaty  which 
was  entered  into  by  and  between  the 
Original  States  through  the  Congress  of 
the  Confederation  and  the  British  Crown 
on  November  30.  1782.  in  which  we  find 
the  following  provision: 

Article  1 :  His  Britannic  Majesty  acknowl- 
edges the  said  United  States,  viz:  New  Hamp- 
Bhlre,  Massachtisetts  Bay.  Rhode  Island  and 
Providence-Plantations.  Connecticut.  New 
York.  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania.  Delaware. 
Maryland.  Virginia.  North  Carolina.  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia,  to  be  free,  sovereign, 
and  Independent  States;  that  he  treats  with 
them  as  such;  and  for  himself,  his  heirs  and 
successors,  relinquishes  all  claims  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, proprietary  and  territorial  rights  of 
the  same,  and  every  part  thereof:  and  that  all 
disputes  which  might  arise  in  future  on  the 
subject  of  the  boundaries  of  the  said  United 
States  may  be  prevented,  it  is  hereby  agreed 
and  declared,  that  the  following  :.re  and  shall 
be  their  boundaries,  viz: 

Article  2:  •  •  •  East  by  a  line  to  be 
drawn  along  •  •  •  the  rivers  that  fall 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  from  those  which 
fall  into  the  river  Saint  Lawrence;  compre- 
hending all  Islands  within  20  leagvies  of  any 
part  of  the  shores  of  the  United  States. 

This  provisional  treaty  was  ratified  by 
the  definitive  treaty  on  April  11,  1783, 
between  the  original  States  through  the 
Congress  of  the  Confederation  of  the 
United  States. 

Therefore,  by  both  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  the  Treaty  with  the 
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British  Crown  which  followed  the  Revo- 
lution, the  original  13  States  were  free 
and  independent  sovereign  States,  to 
whom  the  British  Crown  had  relin- 
quished not  only  all  claims  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  also  aU  proprietary  and 
territorial  rights  of  the  same. 

For  the  next  6  years,  or  until  the 
United  States  Constitution  was  written 
in  the  1787  convention  and  ratified, 
finally,  in  1789,  the  original  States  fimc- 
tioned  under  Articles  of  Confederation, 
article  IX  of  which  provided  that — 

No  state  shall  be  deprived  of  territory  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States.  . 

In  Harcourt  v.   Gaillord   (12  Wheat 
523  (1827) ),  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  held: 

There  was  no  territory  within  the  United 
States  that  was  claimed  In  any  other  right 
than  that  of  some  one  of  the  Confederate 
States;  therefore,  there  could  be  no  acquisi- 
tion of  territory  made  by  the  United  States 
distinct  from,  or  Independent  of  some  one 
of  the  States. 

When  the  Constitution  was  written  by 
the  1787  convention  of  delegates  from 
the  original  States,  they  were  very  care- 
ful to  provide  that  the  blood-bought 
right  of  government  and  their  propri- 
etary and  territorial  rights  confirmed  by 
the  treaty  with  the  British  Crown  in 
•  1783,  was  made  the  supreme  law  of  the 
land  by  a  specific  provision  in  the  United 
States  Constitution,  which  the  people  of 
the  original  States  ratified  finally  in 
1789. 

Article  VI,  clause  2  of  the  United 
States  Constitution  provides: 

This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  which  shall  be  made  In  pur- 
suance thereof;  and  all  treaties  made,  or 
which  shall  be  made,  under  the  authority  of 
the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law 
Of  the  land;  and  the  Judges  in  every  State 
•hall  be  bound  thereby,  anything  in  the 
constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding. 
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In  this  connection,  it  should  be  pointed 
out  that  on  Saturday,  August  25.  1787. 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Madison,  made  in  the 
convention,  article  VIII— later  made  ar- 
ticle VI  by  the  Committee  on  Style  and 
Revision — was  reconsidered  and,  after 
the  words  "aU  treaties  made."  were  in- 
serted the  words  "or  which  shall  be 
made,"  with  the  explanatory  statement 
that — 

This  insertion  was  meant  to  obviate  all 
doubt  concerning  the  force  of  treaties  pre- 
existing, by  making  the  words  "all  treaties 
made-  to  refer  to  them,  as  the  words  con- 
cerned would  refer  to  future  treaties.  (69th 
Cong..  1st  sess.  H.  Doc.  No.  398.  at  p.  618.) 

So,  it  is.  that  the  1783  treaty  of  the 
Revolution  by  which  the  British  Crown 
relinquished  to  the  original  States  all 
proprietary  and  territorial  rights  of  the 
British  Crown  became,  and  is  now  th° 
supreme  law  of  the  land. 

The  same  article  VI  of  the  Constitu- 
tion requires  all  Members  of  Congress, 
and  State  legislatures,  and  all  executive 
and  judicial  officers,  both  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  several  States,  to  sup- 
port this  Constitution,  which  makes  said 
treaty  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has,  on  more  than  one  occasion 
interpreted  and  confirmed  the  proprie- 


tary rights  thus  acquired  by  the  original 
States  in  all  of  the  submerged  lands 
within  their  boundaries.  This  will  be 
clearly  seen  by  a  reading  of  the  decision 
by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in 
the  case  of  Martin  v.  WaddeU  (cited  as 
16  Peters  (41  U.  S.)  367)  and  also  Mc- 
Cready  v.  Virginia  (94  U.  S.  391),  both 
very  old  cases. 

In  the  McCready  case  the  Supreme 
Court  has  this  to  say: 

The  principle  has  long  been  settled  In  this 
Court,  that  each  .^tate  owns  the  beds  of  all 
tidewaters  within  if  Jurisdiction,  unless  they 
have  been  granted  away.  In  like  manner, 
the  States  own  tie  tidewaters  themselves, 
and  the  fish  in  them,  so  far  as  they  are 
capable  of  ownership  while  running.  For  this 
purpo.se  the  State  represents  its  people,  and 
the  ownership  U  that  of  the  people  in  their 
united  sovereignty.  Citing  Martin  v  Wad- 
dell  (1842).  supra.  The  title  thus  held  is 
subject  to  the  paramount  right  of  navigation. 
the  regulation  of  which  in  respect  to  foreign 
and  Interstate  commerce,  has  been  granted 
to  the  United  States.  There  has  been,  how- 
ever, no  such  grant  of  power  over  the  fish- 
eries. These  remain  under  the  exclusive  con- 
trol of  t^':  .'='tate.  •  •  •  The  right  which 
the  people  of  the  State  thus  acquire  comes 
not  from  their  citizenship  alone,  but  from 
their  citizenship  and  property  combined. 
It  is  in  fact  a  property  right  and  n(jt  a  mere 
privilege  or  immunity  of  citizenship. 

THE  TnXi  or  KTW  STATES 

The  title  of  new  States  admitted  into 
the  American  Union  since  the  adoption 
of  the  Constitution,  to  their  submereed 
lands  was  recognized  by  our  Supreme 
Court  in  1845.  In  that  year  the  Court 
in  Pollard  v.  Hagan  (3  How.  212),  had 
this  to  say: 

By  the  preceding  course  of  reasoning  we 
have  arrived  at  these  general  conclusions: 
First,  the  shores  of  navigable  waters,  and 
the  soils  under  them,  were  not  granted  by 
the  Constitution  to  the  United  States,  but 
were  reserved  to  the  States  respectively:  sec- 
ondly, the  new  States  have  the  same  rights, 
sovereignty,  and  J^isdiction  over  this  sub- 
ject as  the  original  States. 


America,  and  they  will  not  have  to  fire 
a  gun. 

Private  enterprise,  Individual  owner- 
ship, the  proud  heritage  of  Americans,  is 
what  sustains  our  Government  today. 
And  as  soon  as  that  is  gone,  then  and 
only  then  will  creeping  socialism  or  com- 
munism take  charj^e  of  our  Government, 
I  pray  that  the  day  never  comes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  It  Is 
hiKh  time  that  we  do  something  up  here 
to  put  our  great  country  back  upon  the 
track  of  democracy,  of  States'  rights 
Let  us  return  to  the  American  system 
that  our  great  founding  fathers  envi- 
sioned. Let  us  take  Uncle  Sam  out  of 
the  land-owning,  rent-collecting.  States' 
nrhts-trrabbinR  category  and  put  him 
back  into  hi.s  rightful  role. 

Let  us  pa.ss  this  Hou.'^e  bill  No.  1398 
which  I  have  introduced  as  one  step  in 
this  direction. 

Let  us  stop  aping  Red  Russia. 

America  is  a  great  country.  Let  us 
help  to  keep  it  great. 
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In  this  and  many  other  cases  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  has  held 
over  a  period  of  many  years  that  the 
various  American  States  have  owned 
their  tidelands. 

You  might  wonder,  and  for  that  mat- 
ter, so  do  I,  why  Ihe  successor  to  this 
same  Court  in  1947  and  a?ain  in  1950 
upset  the  settled  and  accepted  law  of  the 
land  in  the  now  famous  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  tidelands  cases. 
Apparently  without  rhyme  or  reason  was 
this  radical  departure  made  from  the 
sound  and  well-reasoned  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  jurisprudence  and  settled 
law  of  the  land. 

It  can  only  be  explained  by  the  unfor- 
tunate trend  in  recent  years  toward  a 
paternalistic,  a  centralized  government 
This  prompts  the  query.  Whither  are 
we  drifting?  Where  is  all  of  this  to  end? 
Such  a  trend  would  be  logical  in  some 
of  these  Red-dominated  countries,  but  it 
is  certainly  not  in  ours. 

Slowly  but  surely  this  creeping  social- 
Ism  is  taking  charge  of  America.  And 
my  good  friends,  in  spite  of  the  armies 
that  we  can  build,  and  all  of  the  great 
navies,  great  submarines,  the  great  air 
forces  and  the  atomic  bomb,  if  this  thing 
continues,  this  creeping  disease  known 
as  socialism  will  one  day  take  charge  of 


PAY-AS-YOU-GO     FEDERAL     SECU- 
RITY FOR  ALL 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr 
Golden  > .  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
A.NCELL  1  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ore- 
gon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr  Speaker,  on  Feb- 
ruary 2  la.st  I  introduced  H.  R.  2446  and 
our  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
(Mr  SecrestI  introduced  H.  R  2447  an 
idenUcal  companion  bill.  These  "two 
bills  are  practially  identical  with  H  R 
2678  which  I  introduced  in  the  Eighty- 
second  Congre.s.s  with  the  exception  that 
the  tax  levy  is  reduced  from  3  percent  in 
tion  ^  ^  percent  in  this  legisla- 

This  legLsIation.  if  enacted,  will  pro- 
vide a  pay-as-you-go  Federal  security 
program  for  all.  Federal  security  for 
the  aged  and  di.sabled  is  a  most  serious 
and  urgent  problem  facing  us  as  a  Cori- 
gres.s.  The  interest  of  our  colleagues  in 
the  House  in  this  plan  Is  evidenced  by 
the  fact  that  188  Members  signed  the 
petition  to  bring  the  legislation  on  the 
floor  for  consideration  in  the  Eighty, 
second  Congress. 

The  existing  old-age  security  law  has 
now  been  demonstrated  to  be  wholly  in- 
adequate and  ineffective  to  meet  the 
problem.  President  Eisenhower  in  his 
address  to  the  joint  session  of  the  Con- 
gre.ss  on  February  2  said: 

c.a]"nth?f "  ^"'  '■"'"^'^  area^that  of  so- 
cial riRhts  ^we  see  most  clearly  the  new  ao- 
Plicatiun   Of   Old    Ideas   of   freedom  *^ 

This   administration    Is   profoundly   awara 
Of  two  great  needs  born  of  our  living  in   a 

dnXal  '"1""^''-^^  ^'^'^"°™y-  «"t  tL  in! 
dn  dual      citizen      must      have      safeguard. 

beyond  his  cuiitrul.     Second,  the  welfare  of 

Srf«rnf«n  ''"T'''''  '''''''''  ^''^  economical 
performance  by  the  Government  of  certain 
dispensable   social   services.  crrwiia 


In  the  light  of  this  responsibility,  certain 
general  purposes  and  certain  concrete  meas- 
ures are  plainly  Indicated  now. 

There  is  urgent  need  for  greater  effective- 
ness in  our  programs,  both  public  and  pri- 
vate, offering  safeguards  against  the  priva- 
tions that  too  often  come  with  unemploy- 
ment, old  age.  Illness,  and  accident.  The 
provisions  of  the  old  age  and  survivors  In- 
»urance  law  should  promptly  be  extended  to 
cover  millions  of  citizens  who  have  been  left 
out  of  the  Social  Security  System.  No  less 
Important  is  the  encouragement  of  privately 
epons<jred  pensions  plans.  Most  Important 
of  all,  of  course,  is  renewed  effort  to  check 
the  inflation  which  destroys  so  much  of  the 
value  of  all  social  security  payments. 

To  bring  clear  purpose  and  orderly  proce- 
dure into  this  whole  field.  I  anticipate  a 
thorough  study  by  an  appropriate  commis- 
sion of  the  proper  relationship  among  Ped- 
enil.  State,  and  local  programs  In  this  whole 
field.  I  shall  shortly  send  you  specific  rec- 
ommendations for  establishing  such  a  com- 
mission, together  with  a  reorganization  plan 
dffiiiing  new  administrative  status  for  all 
Ft'dcral  activities  in  health,  education,  and 
BociiU  security. 

A  .significant  announcement  recently 
was  made  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  the  United  States  calJing  attention  to 
the  inadequacies  of  the  present  social- 
security  system  and  endorsing  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  covering  all  work- 
ers ba.sed  on  two  major  premises:  First. 
a  pay-as-you-go  system;  .second,  univer- 
.•^al  coverage  to  all  painfully  employed. 
While  this  position  taken  by  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  a  note- 
worthy one  it  is  deficient  in  that  it  does 
not  go  the  whole  way  and  cover  all  aged 
whether  gainfully  employed  or  not.  One 
of  the  major  deficiencies  of  the  existing 
system  is  that  it  is  limited  to  special 
groups  of  employees  and  leaves  unpro- 
tected many  millions  of  both  employed 
and  unemployed. 

There  are  at  present  13.200.000  aged 
65  and  older,  around  one-third  are  pres- 
ently employed— 3.800,000.  Of  the  9.- 
400.000  remaining,  some  3,700,000  are 
receiving  OASI  benefits  and  about 
6.000.000  -are  receiving  railroad  retire- 
ment and  civil-service  benefits.  Under 
the  proposal  of  the  United  States  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  this  would  mean  that 
some  four  or  five  million  may  be  addi- 
tional recipients,  rapidly  decreasing  in 
number  over  the  next  few  years. 

The  release  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  United  SUtes  issued  Janu- 
ary 25,  1953.  is  as  follows: 

Chamber  of  Commcrck 

or  THE  United  States. 
Washington,  January  25.  1953. 

Washington.  January  24.— Members  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States 
have  voted  overwhelmingly  In  a  Nation- 
wide referendum  for  a  sweeping  expansion 
of  the  social-security  program  to  cover  all 
working  and  all  retired  persons. 

Tlie  proposal  was  carried  by  a  16-to-l 
majority.  It  got  the  heaviest  vote  of  any  of 
the  93  referendums  in  the  chamber's  41- 
year  history. 

The  plan  would  extend  social -security 
benefits  to  some  5.000,000  aged  persons  who 
huve  not  been  able  to  qualify  under  the  pres- 
ent program  and  most  of  whom  receive  relief 
checks  under  a  combined  Federal-State  old- 
age  assistance  program. 

In  addition  to  guaranteeing  protection  of 
all  persons  aged  65  and  over,  and  coverage 
of  all  working  persons  under  the  system,  the 
plan,  would  put  social  security  on  a  year- 
to-year,   pay-as-you-go    basia.     It    calls    for 
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paying  benefit*  out  of  each  year's  tax  re- 
ceipts and  eliminating  the  confusion  and 
dangers  of  reserve  financing. 

The  chamber's  3,200  member  organizations 
consist  of  local  and  State  chambers  of  com- 
merce and  trade  associations  with  a  mem- 
bership of  1.500.000  businessmen. 

Text  of  the  policy  statement  follows: 
"Experience  now  demonstrates  that  adher- 
ence to  the  basic  purpose  of  a  sound  social 
security  program  for  the  aged  requires: 

"(a)  Adoption  of  a  reasonable  plan,  in 
lieu  of  Federal  grants  for  old-age  assistance, 
to  extend  immediate  protection  under  the 
old-age  and  survivors'  Insurance  system  to 
the  present  unprotected  aged;  and 

"(b)  Periodic  adjustment  of  the  equal 
taxes  on  employer  and  employee  and  the 
tax  on  self-employed  to  support  benefit  dis- 
bursements on  a  current  basis. 

"Enactment  of  the  chamber  proposal  by 
Congress   would   mean: 

"1.  Paying  basic  OASI  benefits  to  all  to- 
day's unprotected  aged  and  ending  the  pres- 
ent discrimination  against  more  than  h..lf 
ol  the  aged  population. 

"2.  Eliminating  Federal  subsidy  of  State 
relief  programs  for  the  aged,  thereby  saving 
a  billion  dollars  annually  in  Federal  public- 
assistance  grants. 

"3.  Extending  coverage  of  the  old-age  and 
survivors'  insurance  system  to  all  gainfully 
employed,  not  presently  covered  under  con- 
tributory social   security. 

"4.  Financing  benefits  on  a  pay-as-you-go 
basis  thereby  establishing  a  direct  relation 
between  Income  and  outgo." 

The  chamber  made  no  specific  statement 
as  to  how  the  present  $17,000,000,000  trust 
fund  fits  Into  pay-as-you-go  financing.  But 
Dean  Mitchell,  of  Hammond.  Ind..  chairman 
of  the  chamber's  committee  on  social  leg- 
islation, points  out  that  this  balance  rep- 
resents only  about  3  years'  revenue  under  the 
proposed  extension  of  coverage. 

"Actually,"  Mitchell  said,  "this  $17,000.- 
000.000  is  more  of  a  cushion  than  a  reserve 
in  the  actuarial  sense.  It  has  become  evi- 
dent that  the  trust  fund  Is  not  the  proper 
way  to  finance  a  government  program  of  this 
kind.  The  mere  existence  of  a  large  fund  is 
a  constant  temptation  to  raid  It  for  more 
immediate  benefits.  At  the  same  time,  if  the 
social-security  program  follows  lu  present 
course,  the  fund  will  not  be  adequate  to 
meet  the  demands  against  It  when  the  mil- 
lions of  persons  who  have  been  brought  un- 
der the  program  In  the  past  17  years  begin 
to  retire  In  large  numbers. 

"Of  course,  no  one  questions  that  the  fu- 
ture claims  will  be  met.  But  the  Govern- 
ment will  meet  them  by  additional  taxes, 
and  not  by  reliance  on  the  fund. 

"The  present  size  of  the  fund  only  reflects 
the  fact  that  much  more  money  was  col- 
lected In  taxes  than  was  needed  to  pay  the 
relatively  small  number  of  aged  who  could 
qualify  for  benefits.  It  may  be  possible  to 
eliminate  it  entirely  because  the  money  has 
actually  been  used  for  Government  purposes 
and  the  fund  consists  only  of  notes  that  the 
Government  has  issued  as  collateral  for  the 
money  It  took  from  the  fund.  But  I  would 
not  quarrel  with  the  idea  of  keeping  a  rea- 
sonable balance  of  social -security  funds  in 
the  Treasury  to  smooth  out  unexpected  short- 
range  changes  in  revenues  and  benefits." 

Under  the  present  law,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  Involved  in  two  types  of  pro- 
grams for  the  aged.  It  administers  directly 
the  old-age  and  survivors'  Insurance  system 
which  now  covers  less  than  80  percent  of 
the  work  force  and  pays  benefits  to  only  one- 
third  of  the  present  aged. 

It  also  contributes  the  major  part  of  the 
costs  for  the  Stete-Pederal  system  of  old- 
age  assistance,  which  Is  a  relief  program  gov- 
erned by  the  needs  of  the  recipient.  The 
Federal  share  of  old-age  assistance  costs  is 
now  running  at  a  billion  dollars  a  year. 


The  Federal  Government  is  also  involved 
In  the  civil-service-retlrement  program  and 
the  Railroad  Retirement  System,  as  well  as 
in  pension  programs  for  veterans. 

The  Chamber  proposal  does  not  abolish 
civil  service,  railroad  retirement,  or  veter- 
ans' pension  systems,  but  is  intended  to  es- 
tablish a  imiversal  base  for  all  social  secu- 
rity and  to  Integrate  the  present  hodge- 
podge of  Government  retirement  programs. 

The  siie  of  relief  expenditures  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  would  be  substantially  re- 
duced by  ending  the  need  for  Federal  grants 
for  old-age  assistance,  which  now  equals 
more  than  half  of  all  Federal  grants  for  pub- 
lic assistance. 

Congress  originally  visualized  the  old-age 
assUtance  program  as  a  temporary  and 
transitional  program  which  would  disap- 
pear as  the  Social  Security  System  expanded 
and  matured.  Instead.  OAA  has  grown  rap- 
Idly  and  now  has  2.700,000  aged  persons  on 
its  relief  rolls.  Under  the  Chamber  plan, 
the  OASI  system  would  be  immediately  ma- 
tured, the  Federal  Government  would  con- 
sequently immediately  withdraw  from  old- 
age  relief.  Any  need  for  relief  to  needy  aged 
persons,  above  that  provided  by  the  ex- 
tended Federal  OASI  program,  would  be 
much  reduced  In  size  and  left  entirely  to 
States  and  local  communities. 

The  Christian  Science  Monitor  In  its 
issue  of  February  2,  1953.  in  a  leading 
editorial  said: 

Simplifying  Social  Securitt 

After  nearly  18  years  it  is  natural  that 
Americans  should  have  learned  some  things 
about  the  operation  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  of  1935  and  its  amendments. 

Two  significant  surveys  of  opinion  about 
this  subject  were  made  public  last  month. 
Both  are  from  sources  identified  with  busi- 
ness on  a  broad  scale,  yet  neither  Is  un- 
friendly to  the  basic  aims  which  were  set  out 
for  social  security  when  it  became  law  under 
the  New  Deal. 

One  is  a  project  report  by  the  Tax  Founda- 
tion, Inc.,  whose  trustees  include  otBcials  of 
a  number  of  large  corporations.  It  includes 
comments  obtained  by  asking  State  welfare 
administrators  for  their  views  on  the  Federal 
public-assistance  program. 

The  other  is  a  news  release  on  a  referen- 
dum taken  among  the  3,200  member  organi- 
zations of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  SUtes.  The  vote  was  the  most  one- 
sided of  any  such  canvass  taken  in  the  na- 
tional chamber's  41  years.  It  favored  a  pro- 
posal to  extend  old-age  Insurance  under  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  all  working  and  re- 
tired persons,  including  about  5,000,000  aged 
not  now  qualified  for  these  benefits.  It 
would  thereby  seek  to  reduce  the  volume  of 
relief  payments  being  made  through  the 
alternative  plan  of  Federal-State  old-age 
assistance. 

In  other  words,  the  proposal  would  hasten 
the  original  social  security  intent  of  bringing 
virtually  all  under  the  contributory  Insur- 
ance plan  instead  ol  the  public-assiHtance 
dole. 

This  is  characterized  by  the  Chamber  as 
a  move  toward  putting  social  security  on 
a  year-to-year,  pay-as-you-go  basis.  The 
degree  to  which  that  effect  would  follow 
would  depend  on  the  measure  of  abandon- 
ment of  the  Insurance  trust  fund,  which 
now  contains  $17,000,000,000  of  government 
securities.  There  have  been  doubts  whether 
any  real  and  suitable  store  of  value  exists 
In  which  actuarial  reserves  for  so  large 
a  program  can  be  invested,  but  the  head 
of  the  Chamber's  social  legislation  com- 
mittee concedes  that  the  trust  fund  will 
serve  at  least  as  a  ctishion  for  eventual  heavy 
demands. 

Where  the  main  hope  lies  In  such  a  pro- 
gram Is  that  It  will  permit  simpllflcrtion 
and  improvement  in  efficiency  of  the  public 
assistance    program    which    would    remain. 
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and  that  this  function  of  relief  on  the  basis 
of  need  could  be  turned  back  nr.alnly  IX  not 
entirely  to  State  and  local  bands. 

With  this  purpose  the  views  of  the  State 
administrators  largely  concur.  Many  cf 
them  add  that  further  economy  of  money 
and  effort  could  be  made  if  the  four  cate- 
gories of  Federal  support — old-age  assist- 
ance, aid  to  dependent  children,  aid  to  the 
blind,  and  aid  to  the  disabled — were  all 
thrown  into  one  account  and  computed  as 
aid  to  overall  State  programs. 

The  fact  that  such  business  groups  and 
welfare  administrators  favor  assuming  re- 
sponsibility for  another  5.000.000  retired 
persons  through  the  old-age  Insurance 
mechanism  marks  an  acceptance  of  the  idea 
that  older  citizens  deserve  a  floor  of  sup- 
port as  a  matter  of  right  rather  than  having 
to  prove  claim  to  It  on  a  basis  of  need. 

There  are  cases  in  which  special  circum- 
stances call  for  aid  outside  that  minimum. 
The  floor  need  not  be  so  high  as  to  absolve 
clc«e  relatives  from  responsibility  or  to 
estop  the  State  from  recovering  through 
Hens  part  of  the  aid  It  advanced  while  relief 
recipients  retained  use  of  their  homes. 

But  through  broadening  the  coverage  of 
contributory  old-age  insurance  and  dimln- 
Lshing  the  field  of  rellef-tyf>e  assistance  it 
should  be  possible  materially  to  simplify 
the  handling  of  the  social-security  program 
In  the  United  States  while  preserving  Us 
true  objectives, 

H.  R.   2446  and  its  companion  bill. 
H.  R.  2447,  have  for  their  purpo.se  pro- 
viding a  solution  to  this   momentous 
problem  of  old-age  security  on  a  pay- 
as-you-go  basis  with  Federal  old  age  se- 
curity for  all,  as  stated  in  the  title  to 
the  bill.     This  legislation  embodies  the 
program  of  the  Townsend  organization 
which  down  through  the  years  has  waged 
a  relentless  battle  for  the  enactment  of 
legislation  for  nationwide  old-age  Fed- 
eral security  on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis. 
The  thanks  of  the  oldsters  of  America 
are   due   to  Dr.   Francis  E.   Townsend, 
the  founder  of  this  great  humanitarian 
movement,  who  by  his  own  great  cour- 
age,    industry     and     indomitable     will 
power  and  effective  organizational  abili- 
ties has  carried  on  this  relentless  fight 
for  old-age  security.    The  advances  we 
have  made  in  the  last  decade  in  this  large 
field  of  human  rights  are  due  to  a  large 
extent  to  Dr.  Townsend  and  his  loyal 
supporters  and  to  the  legion  of  cowork- 
ers in  the  fight  for  full  and  equal  rights 
to  America's  aged  citizens. 

On  December  31,  1952,  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  records  show  that  there 
was  held  by  it  total  a.<;sets  of  $17  441  718  - 
877  92.  $16,960,377,304.69  of  which.'  -in- 
vested" in  the  so-called  Government 
bonds,  has  already  been  spent  for  carry- 
ing on  the  regular  activities  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. These  funds  are  no  longer 
available  as  assets  for  meeting  the  obli- 
gations of  the  Social  Security  pro!>ram 
and  paying  the  annuities  for  which  the 
fund  was  created.  In  order  to  meet  these 
payments  it  will  be  necessary  to  levy  an 
additional  tax  on  all  the  taxpayers  of 
the  Nation  whenever  current  receipts  are 
insufiBcient  to  meet  these  paymenti. 

As  given  to  me  by  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  the  following  tabulation  sum- 
m.arizes  the  financial  operations  of  the 
old-age   and   survivors   insurance   trust 


February  6 


1953 


fund  for  the  period  January  1.  1937  to 

December  31,  1952: 

Jan.  3,  1937  to  Dec.  31,  1952 

Employers  and  em- 
ployees contributions 
to  trust  fund 123.758,047,894.39 

Interest   on   Investments       2,  327,  332,  603.  09 

Transfers    from    general 

fund 15  386.  400.  00 

Reimbursements  for  sale 
of  surplus  material, 
services,    etc 33.  600  33 


Grand    total 26.100.820.497  81 


Less.   Benefit  payments- 
Administrative 

expenses 

Repayment  to 
general  fund 
for  ta.x  refunds- 


8.  036.  193,  731   22 
58  •   ..07,  868  67 

33.  000.  000  00 


8.659.  101.619  89 


17,  441.  718,  877.  92 


Grand  total 

Total    assets    on    Dec. 
31,  1952 
Total      Investment      In 

Government   bonds 16.060.377,304  60 

Total  cash  on  hand 481.341.373.23 


Grand  total. 


—      17,441,718.877  92 

The  committee  on  .social  le'^islation 
of  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce recommended  that  a  position  be 
taken  by  the  chamber  designed  as  far 
as  possible — 

A.  To  extend  coveraee  to  groups  not 
now  covered,  thus  eliminating  the  lonu- 
range  problem  of  uninsured  at'ed  which 
has  been  used  as  the  excuse  for  Federal 
old-age  a.ssistance.  This  goal  has  con- 
sistently b«en  advocated  in  chamber 
policy. 

B.  To  channel  immediately  the  long- 
range  OASI  sy.stems  fund.s  into  provid- 
ing a  floor  of  protection  for  all  todays 
aged,  thus  reducing  pressure  for  public 
as.sistance.  veterans'  benefits,  further  in- 
creased benefit  levels  and  expansion  to 
disability,  medical  care,  and  so  forth. 

C.  To  eliminate  all  Federal  grants  for 
the  old-age  relief  programs,  leaving  any 
residual  relief  for  State  and  local  action. 

D.  To  achieve  checks  and  balances 
within  the  system  by  creating  an  im- 
mediate relationship  between  current 
benefits  and  the  taxes  required  to  pay 
those  benefits,  thus  eliminating  the  pre,-,- 
ent  temporary  situation  of  deceptive  and 
misleading  low  costs  and  large  reserves 
which  invite  unwise  benefit  increases 
and  improvements. 

The  Tax  Foundation  in  its  projects 
report  No.  31  states: 

The  concept  that  public  aid  be  given  to 
those  unable  to  support  themselves  was 
brought  to  this  country  by  the  early  English 
settlers.  Although  the  basic  idea  of  p.-^o- 
viding  public  relief  for  those  In  need  re- 
mains, there  have  been  three  major  changes 
over  the  years. 

The  first  is  a  change  In  public  attitude. 
RecTpieuts  of  relief  once  were  objects  of  dis- 
grace and  humiliation.  Today  it  is  recoj?- 
nlzecl  that  many  of  these  persons  may  not  be 
to  blame  for  their  plight  and  th.it  const-- 
quently  the  community  should  assist  them. 

The  second  major  change  ha.s  been  a  grad- 
ual shift  away  from  complete  local  resfwusi- 
bility  for  the  support  of  needy  persons 
Originally,  individual  localities  took  care  of 
their  own  indigent.  As  government  became 
Increasingly  centralized.  Incomplete  local 
automony  made  localities  dependent  on  State 


action  for  the  necessary  powers  to  administer 
public  assistance.  State  governments  also 
began  to  share  In  financing  public  assistance. 
By  1931.  they  provided  18  percent  of  total 
public-assistance  expenditures,  while  local 
governments  bore  82  percent  of  the  costs. 

The  continuing  trend  toward  centraliza- 
tion of  Government  power,  plus  Increased 
welfare  costs  that  strained  the  capacities  of 
State  and  local  revenue  system,  finally 
brought  intervention  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, From  a  modest  13  percent  con- 
tributed by  the  Ffderal  Government  In  1936 
after  jiassatje  of  the  Social  Security  Act  of 
1935,  the  Federal  share  grew  to  34  percent 
in  1941  and  48  t>ercent  In  1951.  Over  the 
same  period  local  governments'  financial 
sliare  ol  public  assistance  dropped  to  a  mere 
11  percent  by  1931. 

The  third  major  change  has  been  the 
gradual  f ragnientatmn  of  the  single,  all- 
encompa-sslng  general  relief  program  that 
dat'-d  from  colimlal  days.  In  establishing 
ellt'lbllity  requirements  for  public  assist- 
ance. State  laws  in  the  present  century  have 
differentiated  between  methods  of  treat- 
ment for  specific  types  of  aid.  This  divuion 
of  public  as.-sistance  Into  specific  cla-sses  and 
considerati(Tn  of  each  as  a  separate  entity 
h.is  resulted  generally  in  unlntegraled  and 
Complex  programs. 

Consequently,  there  are  today  five  distinct 
classifications  of  public  assistance:  (1)  Old- 
age  assistance.  Ci)  aid  to  dependent  chil- 
dren. (3 1  aid  to  the  blind.  (4)  aid  to  the 
permanently  and  totally  disabled,  and  (5) 
t'ener.il  a.s.si,stance.  which  usually  Includes 
all  ca.ies  not  coming  under  one  of  the  first 
f.iur  [jrograms  or  under  the  social -Insurance 
programs. 

It  i.s  gratifying  to  the  .supporters  of  a 
rational  overall  old-age  program  on  a 
pay-as-you-go  basis  that  such  outstand- 
ing oruanizations  have  at  last  come 
around  to  supporting  such  a  program 
which  will  replace  the  existing  haphaz- 
ard. inefTicient.  economically  unsound 
and  inadequate  proKram  of  social  secu- 
rity. The  program  we  propose  in  this 
log!.-,!at:on,  it  i.s  believed,  in  the  long  run 
will  cost  the  American  taxpayer  less  than 
existing  piograms  and  will  provide  ade- 
quate .social  security  for  all  of  the  aged 
and  disabled  of  America.  Being  based 
on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis  it  will  obviate 
the  necc-s.sity  of  attempting  to  provide 
for  a  reserve  such  as  is  sought  under 
existing  legislation. 

If  30000.000  workers  In  the  United 
States  are  to  be  promised  pensions  of 
$100  a  month,  and  if  those  pensions  are 
to  be  backed  by  reserves  that  actuaries 
consider  adequate,  then  the  reserves  will 
trow  to  a  total  of  about  $375,000,000,000. 
That  many  billions  of  dollars  will  have 
to  be  invested  in  bonds  or  other  fixed 
interest  .securities  of  the  United  States. 
Yet  all  the  marketable  .securities  of  the 
Federal  Government  total  only  $226,250.- 
000  000.  Pension  reserves  necessary  for 
full  funding  amount  to  nearly  eight  times 
the  total  re.serves  of  all  life-insurance 
companies  in  the  country.  That  is  an 
indication  of  the  size  of  the  problem  in- 
volved and  the  weakness  of  the  social- 
security  reserve  system. 

Arthur  J,  Allmeyer.  Commissioner  of 
the  Social  Security  Administration,  has 
reported: 

When  the  Social  Security  Act  was  passed. 
In  la.jD,  the  basic  idea  was  that  contributory 
social  insurance  'v,,ulcl  be  a  first  line  of  de- 
fense agaln.st  destitution.  It  was  expected 
that,  as  time  went  on.  Federal  and  State 
Governmonts  would  have  less  and  l«s  of  a 
burden    under    the    public-assistance    laws. 


Today,  however,  the  number  of  needy  persons 
receiving  public  assistance  Is  greater  than  It 
has  been  at  any  time  since  the  passage  of  the 
Social  Security  Act.  Moreover,  the  number 
( f  aged  persons  receiving  public  assUtance 
Is  nearly  twice  as  great  as  the  number  of 
persons  receiving  berefiu  under  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system. 

It  is  also  true  that  the  largest  proportion 
of  persons  receiving  what  we  call  general 
assistance,  aid  to  the  blind,  and  aid  to  de- 
pendent children,  consists  of  persons  who  are 
suffering  from  physical  disability.  If  our 
ho«  lal-lnsurance  system  covered  disability,  we 
would  be  able  to  reduce  considerably  the 
burden  on  Stales  and  localities  for  providing 
this    general    assistance. 

The  Advisory  Council  on  Social  Secu- 
rity to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance 
made  its  report  and  recommendations 
some  time  back.  The  Council  consisted 
of  18  outstanding  leaders,  representing 
practically  all  segments  of  our  industrial 
and  .social  life.  Th.?ir  recommendations 
are  .significant  in  th,at  they  point  out  the 
deficiencies  of  the  existing  program  for 
social  insurance.  The  Council  found 
three  major  deficiencies  in  this  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program,  which 
I  quote  verbatim: 

1  Inadequate  coverage:  Only  about  three 
out  of  every  five  Jol:«  are  covered  by  the 
pn  gram, 

2  Unduly  restrictive  eligibility  require- 
ments for  old  workers:  Largely  because  of 
these  restrictions,  only  about  20  percent  of 
those  aged  65  or  over  are  either  insured  or 
receiving  benefits  under  the  program. 

3  Inadequate  beneiits  Retirement  bene- 
fits at  the  end  of  1947  averaged  »23  a  month 
lor  a  single  person. 

While  it  is  true  some  of  these  defects 
have  since  been  corrected,  especially  by 
increasing  monthly  payments,  the  pro- 
pram  is  still  inadequate.  In  the  Federal 
Security  Agency.  Social  Security  Admin- 
istration. Annual  Report.  1947.  section  I 
Viiucs  7.  18.  39.  it  isf^id: 

Under  our  present  provisions  It  would  be 
pos.sible  for  an  individual  to  work  at  some 
tmie  during  the  course  of  his  working  life 
in  Jobs  covered  by  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance,  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act,  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act.  and 
the  retirement  plan  of  a  State  or  locality. 
According  to  the  length  and  timing  of  such 
emi)!nymenls.  he  might  become  eligible  to 
receive  retirement  benefits  under  one  or  more 
or  all  of  these  plans.  Another  man.  with 
similar  earnings  under  several  of  the  pro- 
grams may  go  through  a  working  life  without 
ever  acquiring  retirement  rights  under  any. 
Conceivably  the  survivors  of  a  worker  who 
dies  might  be  eligible  for  benefits  under  a 
F'ederal  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  sys- 
tem as  well  as  under  a  State  workmen's  com- 
pensation law  and  under  general  veterans' 
legislation.  Another  family,  equally  in  need 
of  Income  to  replace  the  father's  earnings, 
may  have  had  no  opportunity  to  gain  pro- 
tection under  any  of  these  programs. 

Arthur  J.  Altmeyer.  Comissioner  for 
Social  Security,  in  an  article  appearing 
in  the  Social  Security  Bulletin  for  De- 
cember 1948.  said: 

Today  we  have  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  and  railroad  social  Insur- 
ance systems  that  cover  the  risk  of  wage 
l<jss  from  old  age.  premature  death,  tempo- 
rary and  permanent  disability,  maternity, 
and  unemployment.  We  have  unemployment 
Insurance  laws  In  all  the  States  and  Terri- 
tories. We  have  1.800  permanent  full-time 
public  employment  offices.  We  also  have 
temporary  di.sability  laws  In  three  States, 
covering  loss  of  wages  due  to  nonlndustrlal 
accident  and  sickness.  Besides  these  forms  oX 
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social  insurance,  we  have  in  effect  federally 
aided  State-wide  old-age  assistance  programs 
In  an  the  States,  aid  to  dependent  children 
In  all  States  but  one.  and  aid  to  the  blind 
In  all  but  four  States. 

It  is  said  that  there  are  more  than  13  - 

000  pension  plans  covering  7.000,000  em- 
ployees in  United  States  industry. 

First  United  States  pension  was  estab- 
lished by  Grand  Trunk  Railroad  in  1874 
Next  came  Consolidated  Edison  Co  of 
New  York,  in  1892.  A  Chicago  bank 
started  one  in  1899.  It  is  an  old  idea  but 
90  percent  of  plans  in  effect  today  are 
less  than  10  years  old. 

Notwithstanding  the  complex  and 
numerous  social-security  programs  Fed- 
eral. State,  and  industrial,  there  are 
millions  of  aged  citizens  in  need  not 
covered  by  any  pension  plan. 

Under  the  Townsend  program  this 
monstrosity  would  be  obviated  The 
money  would  be  collected  from  month  to 
month  to  pay  the  annuities  as  needed 
and  it  would  go  back  into  the  blood- 
stream of  commercial  activities  every 
month  as  spent.  The  payments  under 
the  existing  social  security  law  are  based 
upon  the  amount  of  earnings  received  by 
the  annuitant.  While  these  payments 
in  recent  years  have  been  very  substan- 
Ually  increased,  they  are  still  wholly 
inadequate  to  meet  the  living  needs  of 
these  retired  workers.  Furthermore, 
only  the  favor  groups  coming  under  the 
law  are  entitled  to  participate  in  the 
program. 

Herbert  Hoover,  chairman  of  the 
Hoover  Commission,  in  a  letter  to  Chair- 
man Doughton.  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  on  AprU  25.  1949.  said  in 
part: 

1  wish  to  say  at  once  that  I  strongly  favor 
go\ernmental  provision  for  protection  of  the 
aged  and  their  dependents. 

The  problem  before  the  Nation  is  to  ob- 
tain a  workable  system,  with  a  minimum  of 
aaministrative  cost,  a  minimum  of  bureauc- 
racy, adjusted  to  the  economic  strength  of 
the  country  which  gives  an  assurance  cf  se- 
curity to  this  group.  In  my  view,  we  have 
not  yet  found  that  system. 

I  should  like  to  make  two  general  ob- 
servations: 

1.  There  is  an  Illusion  about  the  whole 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance. 
Because  the  taxes  on  payrolls  are  paid  into 
a  trust  fund  and  paid  out  without  appropria- 
tion by  Congress,  there  Is  an  Idea  that  these 
are  neither  taxes  nor  Federal  expenditures. 
They  are  Just  as  much  a  burden  upon  our 
national  economy  as  any  other  tax  or  any 
other  Government  expenditure.  Also,  pay- 
roll taxes,  however  Justifiable,  are.  like  all 
other  taxes,  a  burden  on  the  standard  of 
living  of  the  whole  Nation.  A  considerable 
part  of  the  payroll  taxes  paid  by  employers 
in  the  long  run  is  passed  to  the  people  as  a 
whole  In  prices,  and  a  considerable  part  of 
the  taxes  paid  by  wage  earners  Is  passed  on 
by  demands  for  increased  wages. 
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3  There  are  serious  faults  in  the  Federal 
insurance  system. 

(a)  The  original  concepts,  as  embodied  In 
the  Social  Security  Act  of  1935,  were  that  the 
money  to  pay  for  the  benefits  would  come 
from  employees  and  employers  by  a  tax  on 
payrolls,  and  that  the  system  would  be  self- 
sustaining.  The  original  actuarial  basis  of 
the  system  was  faulty  and  was  made  worse 
by  the  legislation  of  1939. 

One  Of  the  methods  of  this  system  con- 
templated building  up  a  reeerve  fund  In  the 
early  years  to  compensate  the  sut>6equent 
increased   beneflta.     The   moneys  collected 


from  the  payrolls  have  been,  and  are  at  pres- 
ent, In  excess  of  the  payments  to  the  bene- 
ficiaries, and  the  trust  fund  of  about  »10  - 
000.000,000    has   been    accumulated   and    in- 
vested  In  Government   bonds.     The  growth 
of  expenditures  for  benefits  under  the  pres- 
ent act  apparently  wUl  exhaust  this  reserve 
In  from  5  to  10  years,  and  the  general  tax- 
payer will  be  forced  to  make  up  the  annual 
deficit.    This  deficit,  it  is  estimated,  will  rise 
ultimately  to  about  $1,700,000,000  per  annum, 
(b)   An    additional    burden,    however     Is 
thrust  on  the  general  taxpayer.     Under  the 
present  system  the  Federal  Government  has 
used  the  surplus  Income  of  the  trust  fund 
(amounting   to   the   $10.000.000.000 )    for    its 
current  expenses  and  placed  its  L  O.  U    (in 
the  shape  of  Government  bonds)  In  the  trust 
fund  for  the  money  thus  used.     It  is  esti- 
mated that  the  benefits  paid  out  will  begin 
to   exceed    the    receipts    (upon    the    present 
basis  of  the  payroi:  tax  and  benefits)  in  a  few 
years.     When   thif:   occurs,   the   Government 
must   redeem   lt.s   I.   O.   U.'s   from   the   trust 
fund.      The    money    to    redeem    them    must 
come   from    the   general    taxpayer.     Even    if 
the  bonds  were  sold  to  the  public,  ultimately 
they  must  be  rede<>med  Bv  the  taxpayer     As 
those  who  have  al.^eady  paid  the  payroll  de- 
ductions are  al.so  tf.xpayers.  thev  will."  to  some 
extent,  be  paying  for  their  insurance  twice 
over. 

I  cannot  agree  with  the  economic  argu- 
ments before  your  committee  which  are  to 
the  contrary.  The  simple  fact  is  that  the 
money  has  been  raised  by  a  tax.  and  except 
for  benefits  already  paid,  has  been  used  as 
current  expenditures  by  the  Government 
and  must  be  replaced  from  somewhere— the 
taxpayer. 

I  suggest  that  the  committee  consider 
abandoning  the  whole  reserve  fund  concept 
and  that  the  Federal  insurance  svstem  be  put 
on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis.  It  should  be  no 
niore  difficult  to  calculate  for  a  year  ahead 
the  amount  of  payroll  taxes  required  to  meet 
the  outgo  than  any  other  taxes.  The  pres- 
ent  reserve  fund  of  $10,000,000,000  could  re- 
main as  a  balance  wheel.  It  could  be  drawn 
ujxjn  temporarily  when  advance  calculations 
of  the  tax  prove  inadequate  and  then  could 
be  restored  the  following  year.  This  pro- 
cedure  would  enable  the  Congress  to  fix  the 
tax  as  needed  and  to  appropriate  the  budget 
annually,  in  the  latter  matter.  It  has  no 
voice  at  all  at  present.  Such  a  method  of 
pay  and  collect  as  you  go  would  avoid  the 
faults  pointed  out  in  paragraphs  3  (a)  and 
(b)   above. 

Mr.  Speaker,  oiir  bill  plows  new  ground 
by  providing  for  the  needy  disabled  The 
social-security  agency  reports. 

The  United  States  is  unique  among  major 
Industrial  nations  In  Its  lack  of  a  general 
disability-insiu-ance  system.  Compensation 
for  wage  loss  due  to  Incapacity  Is  confined  in 
this  country  to  work-connected  accidents  or 
diseases  In  industry  and  commerce,  to  serv- 
ice in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  to  employment 
in  the  railroad  industry,  or  by  Government. 
Two  States  provide  benefits  for  temporary 
disability  under  arrangements  similar  to  un- 
employment insurance  and  with  the  same 
coverage.  In  June  1947.  these  special  sys- 
tems, in  the  aggregate,  reached  very  few' of 
the  2,000.000  to  2,500,000  persons  disabled  on 
an  average  day  and  recently  in  the  labor 
force,  who  but  for  their  incapacity  would  be 
working  or  seeking  work, 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  colleague,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  MasowI.  a 
member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, on  January  29  made  a  clear-cut 
appraisal  of  this  Townsend  plan  which  I 
quote: 

Mr.  Mason.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  16  years  In 
this  House  most  of  the  older  members  have 
come  to  classify  me  as  one  of  the  consenra- 
tlve  memben  oX  the  House;  but  in  spite  oX 


H 


948 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


III 


till 

1 


II 


tf 


that  fact,  I  want  to  on  this  occasion  say  a 
good  word  for  the  Townsend  plan. 

Mr.  Speaker.  3  years  ago  during  the  House 
debate  on  H.  R.  6000,  a  bill  to  revamp  our 
unsound  social-security  system,   I  said: 

"When  I  compare  the  two  programs  for 
social  security — the  one  contained  in  H.  R. 
6000  and  the  one  contained  in  the  Townsend 
plan— I  am  convinced  that  the  Townsend 
plan  Is  to  be  preferred  to  H.  R.  6000.  In  my 
opinion,  after  careful  consideration,  the 
Townsend  plan  Is  more  equitable,  more  prac- 
tical, more  just,  much  easier  and  cheaper  to 
administer,  and  less  costly  in  the  long  run. 

"Today  the  3.200  members  of  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce  by  the  over- 
whelming vote  of  16  to  1  have  endorsed  the 
two  principal  planks  of  the  Townsend  plan, 
namely: 

"First.  Complete  coverage  of  all  aged 
people. 

"Second.  Pay-as-you-go  basis  for  the  so- 
cial-security system." 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  a  Nation-wide  organ- 
ization as  powerful  and  important  as  the 
United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce  en- 
dorses the  main  features  of  the  Townsend 
plan,  and  at  the  same  time  points  out  how 
unsound  our  present  system  of  social  secu- 
rity is,  that  is  real  progress. 

The  fact  that  such  action  was  taken  by 
the  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce 
demonstrates  the  effectiveness  of  the  cam- 
paign that  the  Townsend  clubs  have  been 
carrying  on  in  the  face  of  ridicule,  political 
obstacles,  and  New  Deal  propaganda.  It 
should  also  advance  the  cause  of  the  worthy 
old  people  of  the  Nation  and  speed  up  the 
time  when  they  will  be  given  Just,  proper, 
and  adequate  support. 

This    legislation— H.    R.   2446-H.    R. 
2447— would  provide  every  adult  citizen 
in  the  United  States  with  equal  basic 
Federal  annuities  permitting  retirement 
with  benefits  at  age  60  or  for  total  dis- 
ability, from  whatever  cause,  for  certain 
citizens  under  60;  it  would  give  protec- 
tion to  widows  with  children;  it  would 
provide  an  ever-expanding  market  for 
goods  and  services  through  the  payment 
and  distribution  of  such  benefits  in  ratio 
to  the  Nation's  steadily  increasing  abil- 
ity to  produce,  with  the  cost  of  such  ben- 
efits to  be  carried  by  every  citizen  in  pro- 
portion   to   the    income    privileges    he 
enjoys.     It  would  end  for  all  time  the 
unsound    social    security    trust     fund 
which  puts  a  double  burden  on  the  tax- 
payers.   If  we  are  to  preserve  the  Amer- 
ican way  of  life  and  our  economic  and 
democratic  processes  under  free  enter- 
prise, we  must  find  a  solution  not  only 
for  our  unemployment  problems  but  also 
for  the  problems  of  providing  adequate 
care  for  the  aged  and  disabled.     With 
the  accelerating  advance  in  technology 
and  with  the  commercial  development 
of  atomic  energy  presaging  more  rapid 
transitions  in  mass  production,  the  social 
risks  and  hazards  of  unemployment  and 
old  age  are  increased.    Rather  than  see 
workers  pushed  from  active  labor  force 
hit  or  miss,  the  logical  policy  to  follow 
is  one  of  selection.    The  older  group  has 
earned  retirement.     Many  of  them  are 
not  covered  by  the  Social  Security  Act 
By  covering  the  entire  group,  the  whole 
process  of  business  activity  will  be  sta- 
bilized.   Retirement  payments  will  prol 
vide  continuous  buying  power,  will  pro- 
vide the  needed  balance  in  market  de- 
mand,   and  will   help   to   provide   mass 
consumption  without  which  our  mass- 
prtxiuction    economy    cannot    function 
successfully.     It   will  lead   the   way   to 
greater  prosperity  in  our  Nation, 
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The  aged,  through  no  fault  of  their 
own.   through    the   fiat   of   modern   in- 
dustry, are  denied  a  part  in  production. 
They   toiled  the   longest   in   production 
and  .should  not,  when  old.  be  depiived  of 
taking  part  in  consumption.     They  aie 
the  victims  of  an  industrial  system  for 
which  they  are  not  respon.sible.    Society 
owes  a  duty  to  these  old  folks,  and  it 
can  only  perform   this  duty   by   e.stab- 
lishing  a  national  annuity  system  pro- 
viding  against  the   hazards  of  old   a«e 
and  disability.     There  are  now  millions 
among  us  60  years  of  age  and  over  who 
are  not  now  beinj,'  cared  for  in  an  honor- 
able and  just  way  by  the  present  sys- 
tem of  social  security  and  are  receiving 
no   support   from   any   source   or  hope- 
lessly   inadequate    support      This    plan 
would  replace  the  complicated,  arbitrary. 
and  inequitable  provi.^ions  of  the  e.xist- 
ing   law.      It   is   financed    bv   a   gross- 
income  tax  in  which  all  participate.     It 
is  a  pay-as-you-go  system,  and  annuities 
will  be  paid  currently  each  month  out 
of   currently-raised    revenues,    and    the 
sums  so  received  by  annuitants  must  be 
spent  within  30  days.     Under  the  plan 
the  existing  system  of  old-aue  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  and  old-aue  assistance 
will    be  abolished   and   a   new   program 
substituted  therefor.    This  proposal  gives 
recognition  to  the  past  labors  of  the  aged 
and  would  oflfer  them  dividends  from  the 
wealth  of  American  industry  which  they 
helped  to  create.      The.se  annuities  are 
provided  for  those  seIf-re:^pectlng  Ameri- 
can citizens  as  a  matter  of  right. 

Mr.  Speaker,  old-age  security  should 
be  provided  with  neither  the  stigma  of 
charity  nor  of  poverty.  It  should  be 
given  as  a  matter  of  right  as  dividends 
from  the  national  wealth  the  aged  have 
helped  to  create.  Such  a  program  which 
would  replace  the  complicated,  arbitrary 
and  inequitable  provisions  of  the  exist- 
ing law  would  have  a  stimulative  effect 
upon  our  economy  and  would  help  to 
make  available  jobs  to  all  the  voun" 
who  will  replace  the  aged  as  the  "latter 
move  into  retirement  at  a  decent  stand- 
ard of  living.  Only  noncontributory 
annuities  will  meet  the  needs  of  those 
now  grown  old  who  are  in  need  because 
of  past  neglect  in  providing  an  adequate 
contributory  retirement  system. 

There   is   much    confusion   and    mis- 
understanding as   to  the  needs  of  our 
elderly  citizens  in  America  today.     For 
the  middle-aged,  odds  on  reaching  a  r'pe 
old  age  are  about  the  same  now  as  they 
were     in     George     Washington's     day 
Chances  of  living  from  babyhood  to  40 
are  getting  better  all   the   time,     Mo^t 
childhood  diseases  are  about  through  as 
killers.     From    40    on.    life    expectancy 
has  not  improved  much.     Old-age  ail- 
ments still  take  about  the  same  toll,  year 
in  and  year  out.     An  individual  aged  40 
or  over  can  look  forward  today  to  a  life 
span  somewhat  longer  than  his  grand- 
father expected  at  40  a  half  century  ago. 
It  is  claimed  that  a  man  aged  60  can 
expect  to  Hve  no  longer  than  his  ancestor 
could  after  60  at  the  close  of  the  Revolu- 
tion, 170  years  ago. 

New  figures  from  the  United  States 
Pubhc  Health  Service  reveal  that  all  the 
new  drugs,  all  the  new  techniques  of 
surgery,  all  the  scientific  research  to 
date,  are  cioing  little  to  add  years  to  the 
life  of  the  individual  who  has  reached 


middle  age  What  medical  science  has 
done,  so  far.  is  to  add  greatly  to  the 
child  s  chances  of  hving  to  middle  age 
and  beyond. 

Saving  enough  money  to  retire  on  is 
becoming  more  and  more  difficult.  To 
relne  on  $5,000  a  year  takes  $112,000  In 
investments.  That  income  will  buy  old- 
age  comforts  that  $1,500  bought  in  1900, 

Retirement  habits  are  changing 
Most  people  now  look  to  social  security 
and  pensions  to  see  them  through  old 
age.  Back  in  1900.  just  53  years  ago, 
$25,000  was  con.sidered  enough  capital 
f<'r  a  man  and  his  wife  to  retire  on. 
Without  much  trouble  he  could  find  safe 
mortgages  or  other  investments  to  bring 
him  a  return  of  6  percent.  A  $25,000 
Investment,  at  that  rate,  was  good  for 
$1,500  a  year,  which  was  enough  to  sup- 
port a  man  and  his  wife  comfortably  at 
that  time. 

A  resident  of  my  own  district  recently 
wrote : 

My  wife  and  I  are  old.  She  la  75  and  I  am 
81  years.  We  have  worked  hard  and  saved 
c.irefully  a!!  f>ur  lives  that  we  might  have 
eimu^h  lo  t.ike  care  of  us  during  our  de- 
ciiniiig  years.  We  have  a  loUl  income  from 
in'ert'bt  and  d:\iclends  amounting  to  about 
$1  OOO  a  ye;ir.    We  face  stark  despair. 

The  need  for  a  national  old-age  se- 
curity proKram  is  made  crystal  clear  by 
the  following  case  described  in  a  news 
Horn  in  a  leading  newspaper  in  my  own 

district: 

Recently  a  fine  old  man  died  In  the  local 
county   hospital.     He   wiis   86   years   old   and 
for  many  years  liad  been  a  trusted  employee 
of    the    UnivtTMty    of    Washington,    retiring 
prior  to  the  social  security  era  and  before  a 
retirement  .-iystem  could  aid  him.    For  many 
years  he  received  old-nne  assistance  in  Wash- 
ington.   After  his  wife  died  he  sold  his  mod- 
est home  and  had  about  •2.000  when  he  left 
fcoattle    to   come    to   Oregon   to    live    with    a 
uaukiluer.   s-.nie   4    years   ago.     He    waa    told 
hy    the    welfare   authorities   that   he   should 
notify  them  when   his  money  was  uaed  up. 
and   they  would   reinstate   him  on  the  old- 
age    iiisLstance    rolls    of    that    State.      They 
prumi.sed  to  mail  him  two  monthly  old-age 
a.ssij.tance  checks  in  care  of  his  daughter  in 
Oregon,  which  they  did.     Then  the  monthly 
clu-cKs  stopped.    At  the  end  of  3  years  he  had 
u.sed  up  all  (,f  his  savings  for  living  expends 
and  applied  to  the  Washington  State  welfare 
office     for     reinstatement     on     the     old-age 
a.ssistance  rolls.    He  was  refused  further  aid. 
on  the  (ground  that  he  had  been  absent  from 
the  Stace  for  mi. re  than  a  year  and  had  loet 
his  citizenship  there.     Then  he  applied  for 
oki-ai;e    a.ssl.staiice    in    Oregon    but    was    in- 
formed that  he  was  nut  eligible,  because  ho 
had  not  lived  in  OreK'(,n  for  the  required  5 
.vear.s.     In  spite  ..f  the  sincere  efforts  of  the 
Matr  WMrkers  o(  the  Oregon  State  Public  Wel- 
lare  Commi.ssiun  to  try  to  persuade  the  State 
of  Washington  to  help  him.  he  waa  still  re- 
fused  aid.   and  Ore»;on   had   to  put   him   on 
t.ie  t;eneral  assistance  rolls  where  he  still  re- 
mained at  the  time  of  his  death.    He  told  me 
hat  he  received  about  »30  a  month  at  first. 
all  of  which  he  gave  to  his  widowed  daugh- 
ter with  Whom  he  lived.     Later  his  monthly 
grant  was  raLsed  to  »57.     After  his  daughter 
died,  and  later,  shortly  before  his  death    the 
cuple  who  furnii,hed  him  board,  room  and 
care    rtce;ved    a    .somewhat    larger    amount. 
VVelfare   red-tape   made   him   a   "man   wlth- 

c.?se,\f"!"V'^''-     ^    •'"■^^    °'    '"^"y    «"""ar 
cases    of   Injustice    toward    the    aged.     Many 

What  are  the  chances  now  of  a  per- 
son 60  years  old  or  more  taking  care  of 
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himself?  Judged  by  the  experience  of 
our  pre-sent  13,200,000  oldsters  65  and 
over,  they  are  not  very  good.  According 
to  recent  surveys,  almost  half  of  them 
suffer  some  degree  of  economic  hard- 
ship. Theoretically,  a  man  during  his 
working  years  should  pile  up  a  surplus 
:idequate  lo  carry  him  through  retire- 
ment But  in  1948,  only  about  1.500,000 
of  those  65  and  over  could  support  them- 
selves on  income  from  Investments  and 
>avings.  About  3.500,000  had  no  in- 
comes; another  4,500,000  had  incomes  of 
less  than  $1,000  a  year.  Only  1.500,000 
received  social-security  p>ensJons;  2,500,- 
000  fioi  old-age  a.ssistance  payments. 
Chances  of  employment  are  poor.  Even 
it  the  peak  of  the  war  effort,  only  one- 
third  of  the  people  65  and  over  were  em- 
ployed, many  of  them  on  farm  jobs. 

Fifty  years  ago.  no  one  was  troubled 
by  this  que.stion.  There  were  older  peo- 
ple. It  is  true,  but  only  some  3,000.000 
Americans  had  passed  the  age  of  65. 
Today  that  age  group  has  grown  to  well 
over  13,000.000.  Their  number  is  ex- 
pected to  double  in  the  next  25  years. 
At  the  same  time,  their  proportion  to  the 
total  population  has  been  increasing.  In 
1900.  1  out  of  every  25  Americans  had 
celebrated  his  sixty-fifth  birthday.  To- 
day the  figure  is  1  out  of  13. 

The  fundamental  strength  of  our 
democracy  Is  the  recognition  and  appre- 
ciation of  the  fact  that  an  individual 
citiztn  living  happily  and  enjoying  the 
fulfillment  of  his  hopes  and  dreams  for 
personal  welfare  and  security  is  our  rich- 
est re.source.  This  applies  to  individuals 
of  all  ages.  The  United  States,  the 
most  prosperous  Nation  on  earth,  can  ill 
afford  not  to  provide  generous  treatment 
for  Its  aged.  It  is  a  Nation  with  only 
one-sixteenth  of  the  earths  population 
and  only  6  percent  of  the  world's  area. 
but  It  produces  nearly  seven -sixteenths 
of  the  worlds  goods.  Our  people  own 
46  percent  of  the  world's  electric  power; 
48  percent  of  its  radios;  54  i>ercent  of  its 
steel  capacity;  60  percent  of  its  life  in- 
surance; 85  percent  of  its  automobiles; 
with  the  most  schools,  the  most  churches, 
and  the  best  health  record  of  all  nations. 
Yet  we  refuse  to  provide  meager  sub- 
sistence for  our  aged. 

These  senior  citizens  were  the  workers 
of  yesterday.  They  helped  build  our 
cities,  our  roads,  our  Industries,  and 
helped  to  clear  our  lands.  They  were 
the  trail  blazers,  the  pioneers.  They 
built  for  us.  Now  that  they  are  old.  we 
cannot  pass  them  by.  They  do  not  seek 
our  charity.  They  ask  only  simple  jus- 
tice— a  modest  share  in  the  fruits  of 
American  industry,  to  the  production  of 
which  their  labors  in  the  past  have  con- 
tributed. These  aged  American  citizens 
are  entitled  to  have  vouchsafed  to  them 
by  their  country  "life,  liberty,  and  the 
pursuit  of  happiness."  The  American 
Congress  should  prove  that  hiunanity  Is 
still  on  the  march  here  in  America  and 
for  America's  aged  by  enacting  an  old- 
age  annuity  plan  that  will  provide  for 
all  of  our  old  people,  not  only  a  selected 
few,  annuities  sufficient  to  maintain 
them  in  decency  and  health. 

I  most  respectfully  and  sincerely  urge 
my  colleagues  to  give  attention  to  this 
important  problem  of  old-age  security 
at  this  session  of  the  Congress  and  to 
join  with  us  in  an  appeal  to  the  Ways 


and  Means  Committee  to  grant  an  early 
hearing  on  social-security  legislation. 
It  has  been  too  long  put  off.  The  needs 
of  the  aged  suffering  under  the  infla- 
tionary economy  through  which  we  are 
now  passing  make  this  an  emergency 
problem  and  one  that  should  have  early 
consideration. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Wampler.  for  an  indefinite  period 
of  time,  on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Chelf  <at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Watts*,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  ill- 
ness. 

Mr.  HiLLELSON  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arends).  for  1  week.  February  6  to  13, 
1953.  on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Neal,  until  February  13,  1953,  on 
account  of  domestic  affairs  at  home. 


E>rrENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Virginia  Association 
of  Soil  Conservation  District  Supervi- 
sors. 

Mrs.  St.  George  and  to  include  an 
article. 

Mr.  Utt  and  to  Include  a  letter  from 
one  of  his  constituents. 

Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton  and  to  include 
a  letter  from  the  news  director,  Cleve- 
land television  channel  9-WXEL. 

Mr.  Prouty  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Vermont  Legisla- 
ture. 

Mr,  Miller  of  Nebraska  in  two  in- 
stances and  include  letters. 

Mr.  HoRAN  in  two  instances,  and  in- 
clude articles. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Patterson. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Illinois. 
-Mr.  Jackson  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  articles. 

Mr.  Chipereield  in  two  Instances. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  newspaper  arti- 
cles. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Minnesota  and  to  In- 
clude a  newspajjer  editorial. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska  and  to  include 
an  article. 

Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  a  sjjeech  by 
former  Representative  Wood,  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  FiNo  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Rad- 
wan)  and  to  include  a  speech  he  de- 
livered on  February  5. 

Mr.  Radwan. 

Mr.  PouLsoN  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Thornberry  and  to  include  an 
essay. 

Mr.  Boggs  in  two  Instances,  In  each  to 
Include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Abernethy  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  McMillan. 

Mr.  Friedel. 

Mr.  Garmatz  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Friedel). 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  include  a  column 
by  Dorothy  Thompson. 


Mr.  Rogers  of  Colorado  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Denver  Post  of 
Februai-y  2,  1953. 
Mr.  Gathings. 

Mr.  Dempsey  and  include  a  letttr. 
Mr.  Condon  and  to  include  an  article 
from  the  Washington  Post. 

Mr.  Carnahan  in  five  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.   O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  three  in- 
stances. 

Mrs.  Pfost  and  to  Include  an  editorial 
by  Paul  Bitzer  on  minority  rule. 

Mr.  Howell  in  four  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.   RoDiNo    (at   the   request   of  Mr. 
Howell  ) . 

Mr.  Bartlett  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  SiEMiNsKi  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous material. 

Mr.  Eberharter  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Heselton  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Bender  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Broyhill  and  to  include  copy  of 
a  bill  which  he  has  introduced. 

Mr.  Neal  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Washington  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  McDoNouGH  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous material. 

Mr.  GuBSER  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Charles  E.  Moore. 

Mr.  Goodwin  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
include  an  editorial  from  the  National 
Tribune. 

Mr.  Cretella  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion by  the  Jewish  Council  of  New 
Haven,  Conn. 

Mr.  Johnson  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Multer]  may 
include  in  an  extension  of  remarks  cer- 
tain extraneous  matter  which  he  has 
been  advised  by  the  Public  Printer  ex- 
ceeds the  two-page  limit  and  will  cost 
$588. 

The  SPEAKER.  Notwithstanding  the 
excess,  without  objection  the  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Sheppard  and  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Yorty  in  five  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 


SENATE  ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of 
the  following  title: 

8.  243.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  73, 
Eighty-first  Congresa,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Administration. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  12  o'clock  and  36  minutes 
p.  m.).  under  its  previous  order,  the 
House  adjourned  until  Monday,  Febru- 
ary 9,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
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EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

432.  A  letter  from  the  Adjutant  Geueral. 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  transmitting  the 
proceedings  of  the  Pifty-thlrd  National  En- 
campment of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
of  the  United  States,  held  in  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.,  Augtist  3-8,  1852.  piirsxi&nt  to  Public 
Law  249,  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  approved 
September  18.  1941  (H.  Doc.  No.  81):  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  ordered 
to  be  printed,  with  illustrations. 

433.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  covering 
claims  paid  on  account  of  the  correction  of 
military  records  of  Coast  Guard  personnel  for 
the  6  montlia  period  ending  December  31. 
1952,  pursuant  to  section  207  (e)  of  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended.  Public  Law  220,  Eighty-second 
Congress  (5  U.  S.  C.  275  (ej);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

434.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  showing 
by  rank  and  age  group  the  number  of  officers 
above  the  rank  of  major  of  the  Army  or 
lieutenant  commander  of  the  Navy  with  the 
average  monthly  flight  pay  authorized  by  law 
for  the  6-month  period  preceding  the  date 
of  the  report,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  301, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

435.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Legisla- 
tion and  Liaison.  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  transmitting  a  quarterly  report  of  of- 
ficers assigned  or  detailed  to  permanent  duty 
in  the  executive  element  of  the  Air  Force  at 
the  seat  of  the  Government,  for  the  second 
quarter  of  fiscal  year  1953  (December  31, 
1952),  pursuant  to  section  201  (c)  of  the 
Air  Force  Organization  Act  of  1951,  Public 
Law  150,  Eighty-second  Congress:  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

436.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Offlce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
authorize  the  retirement  of  non-Regular  of- 
ficers of  the  Army  and  Air  Force  having  more 
than  30  years  active  Federal  service  under 
the  same  conditions  presently  provided  for 
such  officers  having  less  than  30  years  serv- 
ice, and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

437.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  show- 
ing reservations  made  from  all  appropriations 
lands  within  Indian  reservations  valuable 
for  power  or  reservoir  sites  or  necessary  for 
use  in  connection  with  Irrigation  projects, 
pursuant  to  section  13  of  the  act  of  June 
25,  1910  (36  Stat.  858);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  InsiUar  Affairs. 

438.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  National 
Park  Trust  Fund  Board,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  report  for  the  Na- 
tional Park  Trust  Fund  Board  for  fiscal  year 
1952.  pursuant  to  section  6  of  the  act  to  cre- 
ate a  National  Park  TVust  Fund  Board,  and 
tor  other  purposes,  approved  July  10.  I935 
(49  Stat.  477;  16  U.  S.  C.  19);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

439.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  detailed  list 
of  the  lands  exchanged  for  the  patenting  to 
S.ates,  counties,  and  municipalities  of  lands 
claasifled  chiefly  valuable  for  recreational 
purposes  in  exchange  for  lands  of  equal  value 
or  equal  quantity,  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
June  14,  1926  (44  Stat.  741,  43  U.  S.  C.  sec. 
869);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affair-;. 

440.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  group  of  letters  deaUng  with 
certain  cases  Involving  suspension  of  depor- 
tation, and  requesting  that  they  be  with- 
drawn from  those  before  the  Congress  and 
returned  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  th» 
Judiciary. 


441.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill 
to  further  amend  the  act  of  July  3,  1943. 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  or  destruction  of 
property  or  personal  Injury  or  death  caused 
by  military  personnel  or  civilian  employees, 
or  otherwise  Incident  to  activities,  of  the 
War  Department  or  of  the  Army"  by  removing 
certain  limitations  on  the  nature  of  personal 
Injury  and  death  claims";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

442.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
tran£mittin^  a  report  pertaining  to  an  act 
which  authorizes  and  directs  the  Department 
of  Justice  to  establish  a  Young  American 
Medal  for  Bravery  and  a  Young  American 
Medal  for  Service,  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
August  3.  1950  (64  Stat.  397  398);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

443.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  National 
Mediation  Board,  transmitting  the  Eight- 
eenth Annual  Report  of  the  National  Media- 
tion Board,  including  the  report  of  the  Na- 
tional Railroad  Adjustment  Board:  to  the 
Committee  en  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By   Mr.  BOW: 
H.  R.  2679.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  of  1938  as  amended;    to  the  Cumniittee 
on  Interstate  and  Poreitjn  Commerce. 
By    Mr.    ADDONIZIO; 
H  R  2680.  A    bin    to   amend    the   Housing 
and  Rent  Act  of   1947.   as  amended;    to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 

H.  R  2681.  A  bill  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  claims  for  the  return  of  property  under 
the  Tr;.ding  With  the  Enemy  Act;  to  the 
Cjmm:ttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  BARRETT: 
H.  R.  2682.  A    bill    to   amend    the   Housln;? 
and  Rent  Act  of   1947.  as  amended;    to   the 
Committ»e  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By   Mr.   BARTLETT: 
H  R.  2C83.  A  bill   to  amend  section    12  of 
the  Alaska  Public  Works  .^ct,  approved  Au- 
gust  24,    1949    (63   Stat.   629 1 ;    to    the   Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2684.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
mtrsion  of  Alasjia  into  the  Union;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BROYHILL: 
H  R.  2685.  A  bill  to  readjust  size  and 
weight  limitations  on  fourth-class  parcel 
post;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and 
Civil   Service. 

By  Mr.  BUDGE: 
H  R.  2686.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  leasing 
of  restricted  Indian  lands  for  public,  reli- 
gious, educational,  recreational,  residential, 
business,  and  other  purposes  req  ..irlng  the 
grant  of  long-term  leases;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2687.  A  bill  to  terminate  executive 
power  to  authorize  the  appointment  to  a 
permanent  position  in  the  classified  civil 
service  of  any  specified  individual  who  has 
not  passed  a  competitive  examination;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. 

H  R.  2688.  A  bill  prohibiting  lithographing 
or  engraving  on  envelopes  sold  by  the  Post 
Offlce  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  2689.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  with  respect  to  official 
stations  of  circuit  Judges;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2690.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  grant 
of  certain  lands  to  the  American  Falls  School 
District  No.  381.  American  Falls.  Idaho;  to 
the  Commute*  on  Interior  and  Iniular  Af- 
Xairi. 


By  Mr    CAMP: 

H.  R  2G91.  A  bill  to  amend  section  117  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect 
to  Iron-ore  royalties;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2692.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  estab- 
lishment of  voluntary  pension  plans  by  in- 
dividuals; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr  CHIPERFIELD: 
H  R  2693.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  request 
the  President  to  undertake  to  mobilize  at 
seme  convenient  place  in  the  United  States 
an  adequate  number  of  the  world's  outstand- 
ing experts,  and  coordinate  and  utilize  their 
services  In  a  supreme  endeavor  to  discover 
means  of  curing  and  preventing  cancer,  to 
the  Commit ree  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CLARDY; 
H  R  -'604  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  CiKle  to  permit  the  taxpayer  to 
deduct,  as  a  bu.<iinesa  expense,  the  cost  of 
providing  care  for  children  under  6  years 
of  age.  If  such  rare  is  to  enable  the  taxpayer 
to  be  gainfully  employed,  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Me.ms. 

Bv  Mr  COLE  of  New  York: 
H  R  :iG95  A  bill  to  provide  a  method  of 
p-iVing  referees  in  those  bankruptcy  courts 
where  the  existing  funds  are  Insufficient  to 
pay  .sums  due  such  referees  for  services  ren- 
dered and  e.:penses  incurred;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CONDON: 
H  R  2690.  A  bill  to  provide  a  method  of 
paying  cert.iin  unsettled  clalnas  for  dam- 
ages sustained  as  a  result  of  the  explosions 
at  Port  Chicar-o.  Cnllf..  on  July  17.  1944,  In 
the  amounts  found  to  be  due  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy;  to  the  Committee  on  ttie 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 
H.  R  26'ul.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion   of    certain    public    works    at    Hubbell. 
Nebr  ,  for  flood  control;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

H  R  2698  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion of  certain  public  works  at  Beatrice. 
Nebr  .  for  flood  control;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H  R  2099    A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  as  amend- 
ed, to  provide  annuities  for  widows  of  certain 
former  Federal  employees  who  had  rendered 
30  years  of  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offlce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  D  EWART: 
H  R  2700    A   bill   to  allow   the   deduction 
for  income-tax  purposes  of  amounts  paid  in 
providing  for  the  care  of  children  while  the 
t;ixpayer  Is  employed,   to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr  DINGELLr 
H  R  2701  A  bill  to  grant  additional  in- 
come-tax exemptions  and  deductions  to  tax- 
payers who  are  j)ermanently  disabled,  and  io 
allow  additional  income-tax  exemptions  to 
taxpayers  supporting  dependents  who  are 
permanently  di.sabled;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr    DOIIINGER: 
H  R  2702    A   bill    to   provide   free   postage 
for    members    of    the    Armed    Forces   of    the 
United   States;    to    the    Committee    on   Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  27u3.  A  bill  to  provide  an  additional 
Income-tax  exemption  to  certain  physically 
handicapped  Individuals,  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2704  A  bill  to  provide  Income-tax 
exemptions  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
serving  outside  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  EBe'kH.\R7ER  : 
H  R.  2705.  A  bill  to  extend  the  excess- 
profits  tax  for  1  year,  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R.  2706.  A  bill  to  lmpo.se  a  5  percent 
Federal  excl.se  tax  in  the  case  of  parlmutuel 
betting  on  horse  and  dog  races  and  other 
events;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 
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By  Mr.  ENOLE: 

H  R.2707.  A  bin  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to  admissions 
to   a  moving-picture   theater;    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 

H  R  2708.  A  bill  to  extend  the  Federal 
old-Hge  and  survivors  Insurance  system  to 
individuals  engaged  in  the  practice  of  law; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2709.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
S  >clal  Security  Act  to  provide  that  the  work 
clause  shall  not  apply  to  work  performed  by 
individuals  who  have  attained  the  age  of  70; 
t'l  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2710  A  bill  to  repeal  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2711.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Ccxle  by  Increasing  the  statute 
of  limitations  In  the  case  of  certain  crimes 
Involving  disloyalty  to  the  United  States  to 
15  years;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   FOOARTY: 

H  R  2712.  A  bill  to  prevent  military  per- 
sonnel from  replacing  civilians  In  the  De- 
jMrtn.ent  of  Defense,  to  the  Committee  jn 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  PORAND: 

H  R  2713.  A  bill  to  amend  title  11  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  reduce  to  60 
years  the  age  at  which  women  may  qualify 
lor  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H  R  2714.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949  to  provide  the 
maximum  retirement  pay  for  certain  retired 
enlisted  men  for  the  period  from  July  1.  1942, 
thruush  June  30,  1946;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

H  R  2715  A  bin  to  extend  pension  bone- 
f.t.s  under  the  laws  reenacted  by  Public  Law 
2fi9.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  August  13. 
1J35,  as  now  or  hereafter  amended,  to  certain 
persons  who  served  with  the  United  States 
military  or  naval  forces  engaged  In  hostilities 
in  the  Moro  Province.  Including  Mindanao, 
or  in  the  Islands  of  Samar  and  Leyte,  after 
July  4,  1902.  and  prior  Ui  January  1.  1914, 
and  to  their  unremarried  widows,  child,  or 
children;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans" 
Affairs. 

H  R  2716.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
li.shmeiu  and  maintenance  of  a  fidelity  trust 
lund  in  the  Post  Offlce  Department;  to  the 
Coinnuitee  on  Post  Offlce  and  Civil  Service. 

H  R  2717  A  bill  to  amend  part  VII  of 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a),  so  as  to 
extend  the  period  during  which  vocational 
rehabilitation  training  may  be  afforded  cer- 
t.iin  hospitalized  or  otherwise  Incapacitated 
veterans  and  certain  medical  and  dental 
students;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By   Mr    HELLER: 

H  R  2718  A  bill  to  create  the  United 
States  Medical  and  Dental  Academy;  to  the 
Coinmiiiee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  HIESTAND: 

H  R  2719  A  bUl  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navl- 
trable  waters  within  State  t>oundarles  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H  R  2720.  A  bill  to  amend  chapter  1.  sub- 
chapter C.  <jf  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways   and   Means. 

H  R  2721.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navl- 
irable  waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

H  R.  2722  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navi- 


gable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.  R.  2723.  A  bill  to  provide  a  plan  for 
greater  opportunities  of  employment,  for  dis- 
tribution to  owners,  management,  and  to  all 
other  employees  certain  amounts  of  corpo- 
rate Income,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By   Mr.   KILDAY. 

H.  R.  2724.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th 
Cong.);  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

By   Mr.    LONG: 

H.  R.  2725.  A  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of 
certain  lands  in  the  Kisatchle  National  For- 
est;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By   Mr.   McDONOUGH: 

H.  R.  2726.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  ^Ithln  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the 
use  and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McMILLAN: 

H  R  2727.  A  bill  to  provide  for  price  sup- 
port at  100  percent  of  parity  for  the  1953 
and  1954  crops  of  each  basic  agricultural 
commodity;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

H.  R.  1:728    A  bill  to  designate  the  lake  to 

be  formed  by  the  McNary  loclc  and  dam  In 

the  Columbia  River.  Wash,  and  Oreg..  Lake 

Wanula;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By   Mr.   MAILLIARD: 

H.  R.  27i9.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1701  (c) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide 
that  the  tax  on  admissions  shall  not  apply 
in  the  case  of  concerts  conducted  under 
municipal  auspices,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr,  MILLER  of  Kansas: 

H  R.  2730.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  aban- 
donment of  the  flood-control  project  for  the 
construction  of  the  Tuttle  Creek  Reservoir, 
Kansas;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H  R.  2731.  A  bUl  to  direct  the  Attorney 
General  to  conduct  a  direct  preference  pri- 
mary for  nomination  of  candidates  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  MOSS: 

H.  R.  2732.  A  bill  for  the  addition  of  levee 
and  channel  Improvements  to  aid  flood  con- 
trol  on    the    American    River;    to    the   Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  2733.  A  bill  to  grant  succession  to  the 
War  Damage  Corporation,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

H.R.  2734.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (b) 
(4)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  pro- 
vide that  the  Interest  on  certain  obligations 
issued  by  the  States  and  their  political  sub- 
divisions shall  not  be  tax  exempt;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2735.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949  so  as  to  authorize  longevity 
step  Increases  for  officers  and  employees  In 
grades  above  grade  10  of  the  General  Sched- 
ule; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  2736.  A  bill  to  allow  a  parent,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  deduct  for  income- 
tax  purposes  amounts  paid  for  the  care  of 
children  while  the  parent  Is  working,  and  to 
allow  an  Income-tax  exemption  for  any  child 
who  Is  supported  by  the  taxpayer  and  who 
Is  a  member  of  his  household;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  NORRELL: 

H.  R.  2737.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immunity 
provision  relating  to  testimony  given  by  wit- 
nesses  before   either  House  •of   Congress   or 


their  committees;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2738.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of 
August  28,  1937,  known  as  the  Water  Facili- 
ties Act.  relating  to  the  conservation  of  water 
resources  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of 
the  United  States,  so  as  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  such  act  to  other  areas;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agrlcultiu-e. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota? 

H.  R.  2739.  A  bill  to  amend  subsection 
400  (c)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos- 
metic Act  (relating  to  mlsbranded  food);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 

H.  R.  2740.  A  bill  to  coi.tlnue  untH  the 
close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  suspension  of 
duties  and  Import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By   Mr.   PILLION: 

H.R.  2741.  A  bin  to  grant  additional  In- 
come-tax exemptions  to  taxpayers  .-upporting 
blind  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on 
Waj's  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 

H.  R.  2742.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  to  study  the 
need  for  smog  control  In  the  vicinity  of  air- 
ports In  order  to  promote  safety  In  air  navi- 
gation; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign   Commerce. 

H.  R.  2743.  A  bill  to  amend  chapter  1.  sub- 
chapter C.  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
Bv  Mr.   RADWAN: 

H.  R.  2744,  A  bill  to  Increase  the  annual 
Income  limitations  governing  the  payment 
of  pension  to  certain  veterans  and  their 
dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  2745.  A  bill  to  assist  In  preventing 
defective  construction  of  housing  aided  under 
Federal  Housing  Administration  and  Vet- 
erans' Administration  programs;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  2746.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  section  456,  so  as  to  Increase  to 
$15  per  day  the  limit  on  subsistence  expenses 
allowed  to  justices  and  Judges  while  attend- 
ing court  or  transacting  official  business  at 
places  other  than  their  official  station,  and 
to  authorize  reimbursement  for  such  travel 
by  privately  owned  automobiles  at  a  rate  of 
not  exceeding  7  cents  per  mile;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2747.  A  blU  to  amend  title  17  of  the 
United  States  Code  entitled  "Copyrights" 
with  respect  to  the  day  for  taking  action 
when  the  last  day  for  taking  such  action 
falls  on  Saturday.  Sunday,  or  a  holiday;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  2748.  A  bill  to  provide  certain  bene- 
fits for  persons  who  served  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  In  Mexico  or  on 
Its  borders  during  the  period  beginning  De- 
cember 8,  1910.  and  ending  April  6,  1917, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  2749.  A  bill  to  provide  clerical  allow- 
ances at  certain  post  offices  of  the  fourth 
class;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 

H.  R.  2750.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  City 
and  County  of  Denver.  Colo.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  (by 
request )  : 

H.R.  2751.  A  bill  to  provide  an  educa- 
tional grant  to  children  of  certain  veterans 
who  died  of  service-connected  disabilities; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2752.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  issue  of 
United  States  Government  life  Insurance  and 
national  service  life  Insursmce  under  certain 
circumstances,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
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H  R.  2753.  A  btn  to  provide  certain  In- 
creases of  disability  and  death  compensa- 
tion payable  to  veterans  and  their  depend- 
ents;   to   the   Committee   on   Veterans'   AX- 

falrs. 

By  B«r8.  ST.  GBORGB: 
H.  R.  2754.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  of 
the  Veterans'  Preference  Act  of  1944  with 
respect  to  preference  accorded  In  Federal 
employment  to  disabled  veterans,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2755.  A  bUl  to  provide  that  post- 
ofCce  fixtures  and  equipment  for  use  in  first-, 
second-,  and  third-class  poet  offices  shall  be 
furnished  by  the  Post  Office  Department,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN: 
H  R.  275«.  A  bill  to  provide  more  equitably 
for  the  medical  care  of  dependents  of  per- 
sonnel of  the  Coast  Guard  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances; to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Service*. 

By  Mr.  SHELLEY: 
H.  R  2737.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1701  (c> 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that 
the  tax  on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the 
case  of  concerts  conducted  under  municipal 
auspices,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2758.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1701  (c) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that 
the  tax  on  admissions  shall  not  apply  to 
classical  ballet  performances  conducted  un- 
der certain  auspices;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SMALL: 
H  R.  2759.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  limit  the  taxice.b 
licenses  to  be  Issued  In  the  Dlstnrt  of  Co- 
lumbia; to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Misslsslopl : 
H.  R.  2760.  A  bill  to  permit  In  certain  cases 
children  under  18  years  of  age  who  are  to  be 
adopted   in   the  United   States  to  enter  the 
United  States  as  nonquota  immigrants;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  TALLE: 
H.  R.  2761.  A  bill  to  revive  and  reenact  the 
act  of  December  21,    1944,   authorizing   the 
City  of  Clinton  Bridge  Commission  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  and 
approaches    thereto    across    the    Mississippi 
River,  at  or  near  the  cities  of  Clinton,  Iowa, 
and  Pulton,  111.,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  2762.  A    bill    to    amend    the    act    of 
March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  1086.  1101;  16  U.  8.  C. 
497);  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  TOLLEPSON: 
H  R.  2763.  A  bll!  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  so  as  to  modify  the  duty  on  the  Im- 
portation of  wood  dowels'  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WESTLAND: 
H  R.  2764.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  so  as  to  modify  the  duty  on  the  Im- 
portation of  wood  dowels,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
By  Mr.   VAN   ZANDT: 
H.  R.  2765.  A  bill  providing  a  direct  Fed- 
eral old-age  pension  at  the  rate  of  $100  per 
month  to  certain  citizens  60  years  of  age  or 
over;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H  R  2766.  A   bUl    to    extend    the    benefits 
of  the  Combat  Duty  Pay  Act  of  1952  to  cer- 
tain members  of  the  uniformed  services  who 
hare  served  or  shall  serve  In  a  combat  zone 
In  Korea;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

By  Mr.  WARBURTON: 
H.  R.  2767.  A  bill  to  allow  widows  and  cer- 
tain other  persons  to  deduct  for  income-tax 
purposes  amounts  paid  in  providing  for  the 
care  of  oMdren  under  certain  circumstances; 
to  the  dommlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  2768.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Introduc- 
tion or   movement   in   Interstate   commerce 


of  articles  of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrfea 
which  are  so  highly  flaromable  as  to  be 
dangerous  when  worn  by  individuals,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H  R.  2769.  A  bill  to  amend  section  704  of 
the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
so  as  to  protect  the  public  health  and  wel- 
fare by  restoring  certain  authority  for  factory 
inspections;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By   Mr.   ABBITT: 

H.  J  Res.  167.  Joint  resolution  to  assist  the 
Polycultural  Institution  of  America  In  ex- 
panding further  Its  program  and  activities 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  universal  un- 
derstanding. Justice,  and  ptrm.inent  peace, 
to  assist  such  Institution  In  providing  for 
Its  permanent  plant  and  equipment  in  the 
JJation's  Capital,  and  for  other  purposes,  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Ey  Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  J.  Res.  168.  Joint  resolution  to  acknowl- 
edge, confirm,  and  establish  the  title  of  the 
States  to  the  navigable  waters  and  lands  t>e- 
neath  such  navigable  waters  »;ihln  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  t'^  pr'^vlde 
for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lar.ds  and 
resources;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Ey  Mr.  CELLER: 

H  J.  Res.  169.  Joint  rei'olutlon  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  C  institution  of  the 
United  States  providing  lor  the  nommati  n 
of  the  President  and  Vice  President;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H-  J  Res.  170.  Joint  resolution  prop:)slng 
an  ame.'-idment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  pruvlding  for  the  eloctum  r  f 
President  and  Vice  Pre.'^idenl;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  NORRZLL: 

H.  J.  Res.  171.  Joint  resolution  prop>o£lng 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  Sutes  relative  to  the  making  uf 
treaties  and  executive  agreements,  to  liie 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  J.  Res.  172.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constiiuii-jn  uf  the 
United  States  providing  that  a  provision  of 
a  treaty  which  conflicts  with  aiiy  pruv;.:,:on 
of  the  Constitution  shall  not  be  of  any  force 
or  effect;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr.   PATTERSON: 

H.  J.  Res  173  Joint  resolution  to  change 
the  name  of  the  Savannah  River  project  in 
Georgia  to  the  "Bnen  McMahon  Atomic 
Energy  Plant";  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic   Energy. 

By   Mr    POULSON: 

H.  J  Res.  174.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  intensified  research  Into  the  causes,  haz- 
ards, and  effects  of  air  pollution,  into 
methods  for  Its  prevention  and  control,  and 
for  recovery  of  critical  materials  from  atmos- 
pheric contaminants,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H.J.  Res.  175.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   RADWAN: 

H  Con.R-Js.  31.  Concurrent  resolution   ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect  to   certain  secret   agreements;    to   the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By    Mr.    DINGELL: 

H.  Res.  134.  Resolution  directing  the  ClvU 
Service  Commission  to  furnish  the  House  of 
Representatives  with  a  list  of  Federal  posi- 
tions not  under  civil  service  rules  and  regu- 
lations, together  with  the  names  and  home 
States  of  individuals  occupying  such  posi- 
tions; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
ClvU  Service.     . 


By   Mr    JAVITS: 
H  Res.  135    Resolution  to  bring  about  re- 
scission of  the  order  curtailing  postal  serv- 
ice of  the  Pi«txnaster  General;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Psjst  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clau.ic  3  of  rule  XXIT,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr  GOODWIN  :  Memorial  of  the  MaKa- 
chusetts  Lec^lature  urging  Congress  to  pass 
a  Federal  Fair  Employment  Practices  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr  H.A.LLECK  Memorial  of  the  Eighty- 
elKhth  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  In- 
clKir.a.  men-'cTia!;7ir.s:  the  Congress  of  the 
United  State.-?  to  enact  lesiblatlon  repeal- 
ing laws  which  require  the  States  to  collect 
Federal  eus<jline  taxes,  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means 

by  Mrs  ROOERS  of  Massachusetts;  Me- 
moritU  of  th»  G>i;«r:il  Court  of  Massachusetts 
concerning  KeJeral  Fair  Employment  Prac- 
tices Act.  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and   Labor. 

h\bt>.  mem  rial  of  tlie  General  Court  of 
Mct.s.sacini^etus  c  .i.'^ennng  legislation  to  In- 
corpcrate  Franco-Amencan  War  Veterans, 
Inc     to  ihe  Coinniitiee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  legis- 
lature of  the  Stale  of  Washington,  relative 
to  requestii.g  that  proper  bleps  be  taken 
that  will  effict.vcly  remove  any  discrimi- 
nation aijaiiiit  an  honorably  discharged  In- 
d.an  veteran  itiid  that  all  rlghu  and  privl- 
1-ges  are  accorded  him  that  are  enjoyed  by 
his  fellow  comrades  at  arms;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also.  m?!iiiirlal  of  t>ie  L»-ei»lature  of  the 
St<ite  of  Idahi;,  urging  pafsafec  of  legislation 
requiring  th;it  all  iiii|xjrted  trout  sold  in 
tiie  L'lattd  Slates  be  labeled  as  to  Its  origin 
and  liie  date  of  processing  and  that  a  fine 
be  imposed  u;xn  any  wholesale  or  rolall 
handler  removing  said  label,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means, 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
■Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills    and    resolutions    were    Introduced 
and  .<:evera!ly  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr    ADDONIZIO: 
H  R  2770.  A    bill    for    the   relief    of   Tara 
Singh;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    BATTLE: 
H  R  2771    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Anthony  Desotell;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    BERRY: 
H  R  2772    A   bill    for   the   relief  of   Jessie 
American  Horse;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and   Insular  All.ilrs. 

H  R  2773  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Thunde.'  Hoop;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr    BUCKLEY: 
H  R  2774     A   bill    f.,)r   the   relief  of  Endrs 
Szende,    Zsuz.sanna   Szende.    Katalln    Szende 
(a  minor),  and  Maria  Szende  (a  minor);  to 
the  Committee  on  tlie  Judiciary, 
By  Mr    CAMPBELL 
H  R  2775.     A    bill    for    the    relief    of   Klna 
Kenyel:   Uj  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    CO.NDON: 
H  R  2773.    A   bill   for  the   relief  of  Henry 
N.  Hole,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H  R  2777.    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Gordon  Furman;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   DOLLINGER: 
H  R  2778    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Scorza;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ENGLE: 
H.  R.  2779.  A  bill  to  provide  for  perfecting 
the  title  of  C    A    Lundy  to  cerUln  lands  in 
the  State  of  Call.'ornla  heretofore  patented 
by  the  United  SU.es;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


By  Mr.  PINO: 
H  R  2780.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alfonso 
Reda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PORAND: 
H  R  2781    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Maiook,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GARY: 
H  R  2782    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edmundo 
Belfort  Saralva  de  Magalhaes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    JACKSON: 
H  R  2783    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ponclano 
R    Mauricio,   Jr  ;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary 

By  Mr    JAVITS: 
H  R  2784    A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Nlsslm 
Ttjwflk:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H   R  2785    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Wera 
Fazio,    a    minor;    to   the   Committee   on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    HINSHAW; 
H  R  2786.  A    bill   for   the  relief   of   Homa 
Faily:    to  the  Committee  on  tlie  Judiciary. 

n  R  2787  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseflne 
Hoorn  (Dmytruk);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By    Mr     HOWELL: 
H  R  2768    A  bill  for  the  relief  Of  Martin  J. 
Miller,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciarj-. 
Bv    Mr.    JOHNSON: 
H  R   2789    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs    Lai 
Kun  Tay  Tom;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By    Mr     KIIJDAY: 
H  R  2790    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Louie 
G 'c  Loy    (Mr.s.  Eng  'iec);    to  the  Committee 
on  tlie  Judiciary 

H   R   2791     A  bill  fcr  the  relief  of  Esther  E. 
ETllicott;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr    LYLE: 
H  R  27J2    A   bill   far  the  relief  of   Robert 
Lewis  Curry,  to  the  C^onimiltee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  2793.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of   Mlyoko 

Nagare;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Bv    Mr.    McINTIRE: 

H   R  2794    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 

Claire  Godreau  Daigle;  to  the  Committee  on 

tlie  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    McMILLAN: 
H  R  2795    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
I.ponldas  Camarlnopoulos;  to  the  Committee 
on   the  Judiciary. 

H  R  27P6.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Zeender;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MAILLIARD: 
H  R  2797.   A    bill    f  jr    the    relief    of    Maria 
NarcLso  and  her  daug.Tter,  Maria  Reyan  Nar- 
cibo,   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   MASON: 
H  R  2798    A    bill   for   the    relief   of   H.   O. 
Sthundler  and  others;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr     MOSS: 
H  R  2799.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gertrud 
B:ibette  Kraeutter;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr    MULTER: 
H  R  2800    A  bill  for  the  relfef  of  Francesco 
Cavero;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  NORRELL: 
H  R.  2801.  A    bill   for   the   relief  of   David 
Zorub;    to  the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 
By   Mr    ONEILL: 
H   R  2802.   A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prank  K. 
(Frantlsek)  Binder;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  2803.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Paul  Khourl,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary 

H  R  2804    A  bill  fcr  the  relief  of  Bernard 
Kalos:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   PATTERSON: 
H.  R  2805.  A      bill      for      the      relief      of 
Georgette  Charalambo  Harrison;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  JudlcUry. 
By  Mr.   POAGE: 
H  R.  2806    A   bill   Euthorlzlng   the   United 
States  Government  to  reconvey  certain  lands 
to  Mr   W   C  Pallmeyer  and  Mr.  E.  M.  Cole;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 


By  Mr.  RIEHUifAN: 

H.  R.  2807.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andreas 
(or  Andrew)  Voutslnas;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 

H  R.  2808.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Bernard 
Kalos:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  2808  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ulysses  A. 
Pournaras;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SHELLEY: 

H.  R.  2810.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mate  De- 
rokov  (also  known  as  Matt  Derokov);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2811  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kosta 
Millsav  Bulatovlch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2812.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Shigeru 
Gerald  Nagata;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    SMALL: 

H  R  2813.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
E  Altcheson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    SMITH  of  Virginia: 

H.  R  12814  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Funghin 
Liu  Wang;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv  Mr   SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  R  2815.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Floyd  C. 
Barber;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan : 

H  R  2813.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sachiko 
Yuda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2817.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
A   Ferris;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

33  By  Mr.  BEAMER:  Resolution  of  the 
Indiana  State  Council.  Knights  of  Columbus, 
adopted  at  their  fifty-flrst  annual  State 
meeting:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

40.  By  Mr  BUSH:  Petition  or  memorial  of 
Rev.  Woodrow  J.  Kllnger  and  citizens  of 
Tioga  County.  Pa.,  that  a  law  be  passed  to 
keep  fictitious  crime  out  of  our  living  rooms 
prior  to  9  p.  m.  every  night  of  the  week;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

41.  By  Mr.  HORAN:  Petition  of  citizens  of 
Chelan.  Spokane,  E>ouglas,  and  Pend  Oreille 
Counties.  Wash.,  In  support  of  the  Bryson 
bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign   Commerce. 

42  By  Mr.  MARSHALL:  Petition  of  Mrs. 
Ernest  Wocdrow  and  others  of  Aitkin,  Minn  , 
urging  passage  of  law  to  prohibit  advertising 
of  alcoholic  beverages  in  Interstate  com- 
merce; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

43.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  :  Petition  of 
protest  relative  to  the  removal  of  national 
defense  materials  and  supplies  from  local 
taxation;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

44.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Florida 
State  Townsend  Auxiliary  Unit  No.  118, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  requesting  passage  of  ade- 
quate social-security  program  and  relative  to 
the  Townsend  plan;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

45.  Also,  petition  of  Florida  State  Town- 
send  Auxiliary  Unit  No.  52,  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
requesting  passage  of  adequate  social -secu- 
rity program  and  relative  to  the  Townsend 
plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


COMMITTEE  EMPLOYEES 

(Reports  of  other  House  committees  were 
printed  In  the  Recosd  of  January  29,  1953.) 

Special  CoMurrrEx  to  Investicatx 

Campaign  Expenditores,  1952, 

House  or  Rcprjksintatives. 
To  the  Clerk  or  the  Hottse: 

The  above-mentioned  committee  or  sub- 
committee, pursuant  to  section  134   (b)    of 


the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  ap- 
proved Augiist  2,  1946,  as  amended,  submits 
the  following  report  showing  the  name,  pro- 
fession, and  total  salary  of  each  person  em- 
ployed by  It  during  the  6-month  period  from 
July  1952  to  January  3,  1953.  Inclusive,  to- 
gether with  total  funds  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated and  expended  by  It: 


Name  of  employee 


OiUis  W.  \xM\f 

Walter  L.  Kitzpatrick, 
Jr. 

Farley  W.  Warner 

Ara  M.  lliuiiill     

Miirpanrt  J.  Ri.(><v 

Kiiyniond  I).  Watts... 
Miiiired  Arl>uuna 


Profession 


Total. 


Chirf  eounsol 

ChK'f  investipator. 

-Associate  oounsrl  . 

t'lerk 

StPiiopTniihfr 

Stall  assistant 

Clerk 


I 


Totiil 

salary 

during 

»>-nionih 

PHTioU 


!M,R21  !« 
3,412.78 

I,fi73.fi2 

l,5M.y7 

J*7..V> 

446.  t.7 

i,22y.«i 


14,057.70 


Funds  autlioriwd  or  aiipropriated  for  com- 
niitlrr  PxrN'nilitun'S    $30,000.00 

1  otal  iiiiKiuiit  (•\i><tiil('d  from  July  1952  to 
Jaii.:i,  HI.U,  iuclusnr 20.8,51.87 


Balancr-  nnrxix>ndrd  as  of  Jan.  30, 1953.      «,  148.  13 
HAtx  Boccs,  Chairman. 


^■» 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  F'ebruary  9,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  ofifered  the  following  prayer: 

God  of  majesty  and  mercy,  as  we  ad- 
dress ourselves  daily  to  the  difficult  task 
of  building  a  greater  nation  and  a  better 
world,  may  we  be  supremely  concerned 
about  observing  those  moral  and  spirit- 
ual standards  and  principles  which  Thou 
hast  ordained. 

Grant  that  we  may  do  all  within  our 
power  to  safeguard  and  perpetuate  the 
good  name  of  our  beloved  country  and  to 
extend  its  influence  as  a  vital  force  in 
bringing  peace  and  prosperity  to  needed 
humanity. 

Show  us  how  we  may  encourage  the 
hearts  and  strengthen  the  hands  of  our 
leaders  and  chosen  representatives  who 
are  striving  to  achieve  for  mankind  a 
nobler  and  happier  way  of  life. 

We  pray  that  integrity  of  character, 
reverence  for  human  personality,  devo- 
tion to  duty,  and  the  fear  of  the  Lord 
may  be  the  virtues  whereby  we  are 
known  among  our  fellowmen  and  the 
nations  of  the  earth. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Christ  who 
came  that  we  might  have  life  and  have 
it  more  abimdantly.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  FYi- 
day,  February  6,  1953,  was  read  and  ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  "HE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of 
his  secretaries.  0 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senat.e.  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  amK>unced  thAt 
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IH: 


ill  I 


the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following 
title: 

H.  R.  1979.  An  act  to  amend  the  Reorgani- 
sation Act  of  1949  so  tbat  such  act  wUl  apply 
to  reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  tUe 
Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1,  1955. 


police-action  care  in  the  United  States. 
They  deserve  the  best  and  it  must  be 
given  them. 


CERTIFICATE  OP  ELECTION 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 
read: 

Omcz  or  thx  Cumx. 
House  or  RiPaESENTATivrs. 
Washington.  D.  C,  February  9.  1953. 
The  honorable  the  Spiakzr. 

House  of  Representatives. 
8i«:  A  certificate  of  election  in  due  form 
of  law.  showing  the  election  of  the  Honor- 
able J.  L.  PiLCHEB  as  a  Representative-elect 
to  the  Eighty-third  Congress  from  the  Sec- 
ond Congressional  District  of  Georgia,  to  fill 
the  vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  the  hon- 
orable E.  E.  Cox,  has  been  received  and  Is  on 
file  in  this  office. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Ltlx  O.  Snadix, 
Clerk  oj  the  House  of  Representatiies. 


SWEARING  IN  OP  MEMBER 

Mr.  PILCHER  appeared  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  and  took  the  oath  of- office. 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OP  THE  AIR  CO- 
ORDINATING COMMITTEE  FOR 
1952   (H.  DOC.  NO.  82) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  which  was  read  by 
the  Clerk  and,  together  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce and  ordered  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  the  annual  report 
of  the  Ail  Coordinating  Committee  for 
the  calendar  year  1952. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  February  9. 1953. 


VETERANS'  ADMINISTRATION 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  heard  a  great  many 
vague  and  disturbing  rumors  that  there 
Is  under  consideration  the  absorbing  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  or  large 
parts  of  it,  by  placing  various  functions 
in  another  department.  I  certainly  hope 
that  will  not  be  done.  It  will  mean  utter 
confusion.  It  will  mean  much  poorer 
service  for  the  veterans.  It  will  be  en- 
tirely unsatisfactory.  They  have  called 
the  horrible  war  in  Korea  a  police  action. 
If  you  do  make  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration subordinate  to  some  other  de- 
partment it  will  be  giving  these  veterans 


SMALL  BOAT  CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  PEII,Y.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous cons<;'nt  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPE.^KER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  wa.5  no  objection. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
asked  permission  to  addre.ss  the  Hou.se 
because  I  was  informed  this  morning 
that  the  Bureau  of  Ships  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy  has  just  let  a  contract 
to  build  23  air  rescue  boats  to  a  Canadian 
shipbuilding  firm  to  be  built  in  Nova 
Scotia. 

As  I  am  sure  the  Hou.se  knows,  the 
Bureau  of  Ships  has  in  the  past,  under 
a  so-called  offshore  procurement  policy, 
awarded  contracts  for  building  smaller 
naval  craft  to  foreign  shipbuilding 
plants  in  Holland,  Italy,  and  other  for- 
eign countries. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  criticizing 
the  Navy  or  the  Bureau  of  Ships.  Thi.s 
pMDlicy  is  not  of  their  doing.  I  am  say- 
ing, however,  that  the  Conuress  should 
review  this  policy  which,  I  understand, 
was  dictated  by  former  State  Depart- 
ment officials. 

I  am  asking  for  a  complete,  factual, 
and  immediate  report  from  the  Navy.  I 
wish  to  know  the  percentage  use  of  rated 
capacity  of  our  American  small  boat- 
building facilities  as  against  the  per- 
centage rated  capacity  of  foreign  boat- 
building plants  which  have  been  getting 
contracts  to  build  our  small  naval  ves- 
sels. 

If,  as  I  believe  to  be  the  case,  our 
American  workers  are  suffering  from  lack 
of  employment  while  foreign  boat-build- 
ing plants  are  relatively  busy,  then  such 
a  policy  of  diverting  work  to  foremn 
countries  i.s  distasteful  to  me  and  I  am 
sure  is  distasteful  to  every  American  citi- 
zen and  taxpayer. 


JOINT    CONGRESSIONAL    COMMIT- 
TE:E  on  CONSUMERS 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Hou.se 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPE.\KER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  24  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  both  parties  are  to- 
day spon.soring  a  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Joint  Congressional 
Committee  on  Consumers.  These  are 
Members  representing  big  city  areas. 
The  administration's  decision  to  remove 
a  large  proportion  of  the  controls  on 
cost-of-living  items  and  to  properly  end 
such  controls  except  on  housing,  rents, 
and  strategic  materials  by  April  30  in- 
augurates an  experiment  in  a  free  econ- 
omy during  postwar  mobilization  and  of 
substituting  indirect  controls  over  money 


and  credit  for  direct  controls  over  prices 
and  wages.  Such  a  move  has  the  best 
chance  of  succe.ss  if  all  elements  in  the 
economy  are  equally  vigilant  In  the  pro- 
tection of  their  interests. 

The  President  has  state-*  that — 

We  sh.'tll  have  to  watch  trends  closely.  If 
the  freer  lunctlomng  of  our  economic  sys- 
tem, as  well  as  the  indirect  controls  which 
can  be  appropriately  employed,  prove  insuf- 
ficient during  this  period  of  strain  and  ten- 
sion. I  shall  promptly  atlc  the  Congress  to 
enact  such  legislation  as  may  be  required. 

A  constructive  purpose  can  be  served 
by  the  sponsors  of  this  re.solution  and 
one  very  u.seful  to  the  administration  in 
considering  the  position  of  consumers  as 
it  develops:  if  justified,  the  spon-sors 
could  hold  informal  hearings  for  infor- 
mation on  this  subject  in  preparation  for 
definiuve  hearings  by  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  House  took 
cognizance  of  the  .situation  of  con£imiers 
wiien  last  the  Defen.se  Production  Act 
was  before  it  for  amendment  by  Includ- 
ing among  the  functions  of  the  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  provided  for 
under  such  act  the  function  of  deter- 
mining "the  fairness  to  consumers  of 
prices  auihoMzed  by  this  act."  With 
controls  on  consumer  cost-of-living 
items  beint;  removed,  this  re.sponsibility 
needo  to  be  vested  in  a  new  committee. 

A  constructive  ix)litical  philosophy  for 
our  .society  which  could  well  be  adopted 
by  the  administration  could  be  called 
that  of  a  consumers'  economy.  But  thij 
requires  equally  strong  representations 
from  management,  labor,  farmers,  and 
consumers.  It  is  adequate  consumers' 
representation  which  is  distinctly  lack- 
ing today  and  this  resolution  seeks  to 
make  up  for  it. 

The  text  of  the  resolution  and  the 
names  of  the  sponsors  will  be  found  in 
the  Appendix. 


FUTURE   VETERANS'    ADMINISTRA- 
TION HOSPITAL  NEEDS 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  addre.ss  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks 

The  SPE.AKFR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina? 

There  wius  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRYSON  Mr.  Speaker,  the  latest 
estimate  of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
advi.'^es  that  by  1975  it  will  need  265.960 
hospital  beds  as  compared  with  the  pres- 
ent program  for  131.000.  It  is  indicated 
that  the  avera-e  daily  load  in  hospitals 
in  1975  will  be  232.600  as  compared  with 
an  actual  of  96.305  in  1951.  Assuming 
that  the  experience  of  the  average  Mem- 
ber of  ConL;ress  i.s  similar  to  my  own,  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  membership  has 
been  impre.vsed  with  the  great  demand 
for  hospitalization  and  medical  care  of 
veterans  legitimately  entitled  to  this 
service.  It  w  ill  be  recalled  that  the  Con- 
gress has  repeatedly  sought  to  provide 
necessary  money.s  for  the  construction 
and  operation  of  needed  hospital  facili- 
ties. 

As  evidence  of  what  the  current  vet- 
erans" hospital  situation  is  in  my  State, 


I  attach  hereto  a  copy  of  a  survey  re- 
cently made  and  transmitted  to  me  by 
E.  Roy  Stone.  Jr.,  department  command- 
er, the  American  Legion,  in  South  Caro- 
lina. 

During  the  last  session  of  Congress 
after  having  authorized  the  construction 
of  additional  hospital  facilities  through- 
out the  country,  including  the  cities  of 
Columbia  and  Greenville,  S.  C,  and  after 
having  provided  the  moneys  and  pur- 
chased the  sites,  the  then  President  can- 
celled the  program. 

It  is  indeed  pathetic  that  honorably 
discharged  veterans  are  actually  incar- 
cerated in  the  common  jails  by  reason  of 
the  lack  of  hospital  facilities.  To  be 
sure,  we  are  conscious  of  the  necessity 
to  practice  rigid  economy  but  this  is  an 
instance  of  false  economy.  These  are 
instances  where  young  men  are  being 
called  from  their  homes  into  service  and 
as  they  actually  leave,  their  fathers,  hon- 
orably discharged  veterans,  well  ad- 
vanced in  years  and  many  of  them  bed- 
ridden, are  not  receiving  proper  medical 
or  hospital  care. 

Let  it  not  be  said  that  the  ax  of  econ- 
omy fell  first  upon  those  who  have  given 
so  much  for  so  many  and  are  now  in 
need.  I  am  inviting  the  attention  of 
the  Congress,  the  President,  and  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  to  this  great  and 
Immediate  need. 

Ho.sprTAL  Repo«t 

The  following  report  was  adopted  by  the 
department  executive  committee  at  its  meet- 
ing on  January   11,  1953: 

Ho.spltal  statl.stlc*:  ThKs  hospital  has  a 
standard  bed  capacity  of  609  with  an  operat- 
ing bed  capacity  of  603.  classified  as  follows: 
General  medical  and  turgery.  470;  tubercu- 
losis. 79;  orthopedic  ;ind  neuropsychlatrlc, 
60  As  of  December  10,  1952.  the  operating 
bed  capacity  was  548.  classified  aa  follows : 
General  medical  and  hurgery.  452,  tubercu- 
losis, 79;  orthopedic  and  neuropsychlatric, 
23  This  Is  a  loss  of  55  ojierating  beds  since 
December  1.  1952.  The  waiting  list  for  South 
Carolina  veterans  seeking  hospitalization  as 
of  December  12.  1952,  was  240.  of  this  num- 
ber 65  were  for  treatment  for  orthopedic  dis- 
abilities, and  5  of  the  65  were  service  con- 
nected. The  average  patient  load  has  been 
approximately  536  per  month.  With  a  pa- 
tient turnover  of  approximately  103  percent 
per  month.  The  wa:tlng  list  for  the  12- 
month  period  endlng^  November  30,  1952, 
averaged  97  per  month. 

Veteran  statistics:  In  order  that  a  fair 
comparison,  and  an  overall  picture  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  hospital  operating 
bed  situation,  as  It  pertains  to  South  Caro- 
lina, may  be  realized,  an  analysis  of  com- 
parable veteran  populated  States  and  Vet- 
erans Administration  hospital  bed  capacity 
Is  submitted  for  study  and  consideration: 


SUtes   with   a   small   veteran   population, 
but  having  more  beds  than  South  Carolina: 
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In  view  of  these  statistics,  it  is  easily  un- 
derstood why  the  Department  of  South  Caro- 
lina, the  American  Legion,  feels  that  the 
veterans  of  this  State  do  not  have  adequate 
hospitalization.  It  is  also  easily  understood 
wliy  the  Veterans'  Administration  hospital 
in  Columbia,  S.  C,  is  constantly  crowded 
with  a  long  waiting  list.  The  situation  is 
such  that  untold  numbers  of  veterans  seek- 
ing treatment,  either  do  not  file  or  recall 
their  application  for  hospitalization,  when 
advl.sed  of  the  delay  and  uncertainty  of  their 
admission.  One  can  also  understand  how 
such  a  situation  is  working  a  tremendous 
hardship  upon  those  veterans  who  are  finan- 
cially unable  to  pay  for  private  hospitali- 
zation. 

Tuberculosis  and  neuropsychlatrlc  pa- 
tients: The  situation  is  far  more  serious  In 
relation  to  the  care  and  treatment  of  tuber- 
cular and  neuropsychlatrlc  cases.  South 
Carolina  veterans  are  dep>endent  upon  hos- 
pitals outside  the  State  for  beds  in  these 
two  categories,  and  these  beds  are  difficult 
to  secure.  The  Veterans'  Administration 
hospital.  Oteen,  N.  C.  capacity  997.  for  tuber- 
cular patients  only,  operates  at  capacity  at 
all  times,  and  has  a  long  waiting  list  for 
admission.  Neuropsychlatrlc  beds  are  sim- 
ply unavailable  except  In  service-connected 
cases.  Whether  the  opening  of  the  new 
neuropsychlatrlc  hospital  in  Salisbury,  N.  C.. 
scheduled  for  June  1953,  will  relieve  our  sit- 
uation remains  to  be  seen,  but  it  should 
afTord  some  relief. 

State  institutions:  A  recent  check  with 
the  superintendent  of  the  South  Carolina 
State  Hospital  revealed  tnat  they  are  caring 
for  203  neuropsychlatrlc  and  tubercular  vet- 
erans. It  is  of  Interest  to  note  that  the  State 
hospital  has  only  1  physician  for  every 
486  patients,  while  in  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration hospital,  the  ratio  of  doctors  to 
patients  is  1  to  78.  The  ratio  of  nurses  to 
patients  in  the  State  hospital  is  1  to  223. 
One  can.  therefore,  well  understand  the  need 
for  additional  Veterans'  Administration  hos- 
pital beds  for  South  Carolina  veterans. 

General  summary:  It  is  of  interest  to  note 
relative  to  the  cost  of  hospitalisation  to  vet- 
erans that  the  average  length  of  hospitalized 
days  for  the  various  categories  of  disabilities 
In  Veterans'  Administration  hospitals  Is  as 
follows:  Tuberculosis  cases.  205.8  days;  neu- 
ropsychlatric and  neurological  cases,  178.3 
days;  psychotic  cases,  482.1  days;  and  gen- 
eral medical  and  surgical  cases,  30.08  days. 

From  the  standpoint  of  South  Carolina, 
the  economic  status  of  great  numbers  of  our 
veteran  pK>pulatlon  is  such  that  their  pro- 
ductive capacity  will  be  greatly  impaired  if 
they  are  denied  needed  hospital  treatment 
because  of  prohibitive  costs  in  private  hos- 
pitals and  lack  of  facilities  in  the  Veterns' 
Administration  hospital.  It  also  must  be 
noted  that  consixlerable  sentiment  in  South 
Carolina  to  the  effect  that  if  State  Institu- 
tions have  to  provide  for  tuberculosis  and 
neuropsychlatrlc  veterans  t>ecause  of  lack  of 
Veterans'  Administration  facilities,  then  Con- 
gress should  enact  legislation  and  provide 


necessary  funds  by  which  such  State  insti- 
tutions could  t)e  reimbiiTsed. 

The  American  Legion,  Department  of  South 
Carolina,  and  the  citizens  of  South  Carolina 
generally,  have  been  ever  mindful  of  the 
needs  of  large  numbers  of  war  veterans  of 
our  State,  especially  those  who  are  ill  or  who 
have  physical  disabilities,  service-connected 
or  otherwise.  Continuing  efforts  haVe  been 
made  since  the  very  end  of  World  War  I,  to 
have  sufficient  hospital  and  medical  facilities 
provided  for  the  adequate  and  proper  care 
and  treatment  of  our  comrades  who  needed 
physical  or  mental  rehabilitation  in  order 
that  they  might  be  restored  to  the  status  of 
useful  and  happy  citizenship. 

Unfortunately  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion at  the  national  level,  and  the  various 
other  powers  in  Washington,  Including  the 
Congress,  have  not  always  been  so  considerate 
of  our  State,  as  all  available  facts  will  defin- 
itely show. 

We,  as  citizens  of  South  Carolina  and  as 
good  Americans,  to  be  sure,  stand  firm  in 
our  belief  that  rigid  economy  should  be  prac- 
ticed at  all  levels  of  Government,  but  we 
consider  any  so-called  economy  to  be  short- 
sighted that  permits  billions  to  be  spent,  of 
taxpayers'  money,  on  apparently  unnecessary 
causes,  while  men  who  have  offered  their 
all  for  our  Nation  in  time  of  emergency,  are 
allowed  to  suffer  and  sometimes  cie.  for  lack 
of  badly  needed  treatment  in  hospitals,  and 
by  able  medical  men. 

To  refer  briefly  to  the  historical  record, 
some  12  years  after  the  end  of  World  War  I 
a  hospital  to  be  known  as  a  United  States 
veterans  facility  was  constructed  in  Colum- 
bia. S.  C.  As  it  was  regularly  filled  to  over- 
flowing, largely  with  general  medical  and 
surgical  cases,  an  addition  to  the  existing 
hospital  was  authorized  and  constructed  in 
1937.  Since  that  date  our  Nation  has  expe- 
rienced World  War  n,  with  our  State  send- 
ing more  than  its  quota  of  men  to  the  con- 
flict, and  new  we  are  in  the  midst  of  an- 
other serious  war  in  Korea,  to  which  again 
this  State  has  readily  furnished  Its  full 
quota  of  manpower.  Yet,  not  one  single 
additional  tied  for  the  care  of  veterans  has 
been  provided  in  the  State  by  the  Federal 
Government.  Indeed,  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration has  only  recently,  because  of  cur- 
tailed appropriations,  closed  some  60  of  the 
existing  beds  In  the  Columbia  facility,  and 
this  on  top  of  the  cancellation  for  reasons 
that  were  apparently  political,  in  1948,  of 
the  authorized  addition  to  the  hospital  in 
Columbia,  and  of  the  authorized  200-bed 
hospital  In  Greenville,  S  C,  for  which,  wo 
understand  not  only  authority  but  appro- 
priation had  been  granted. 

The  above  report,  prepared  by  interested 
and  experienced  men  who  know  the  facts, 
will  show  conclusively  that  South  Carolina, 
when  compared  with  other  good  States,  has 
been  treated  in  so  unfair  a  manner  that  it 
is,  indeed,  hard  to  believe  the  actual  facts 
as  given.  We  think  it  only  fair  to  assvune 
that  the  veterans  of  our  sister  States  need 
the  facilities  that  have  been  provided,  and 
that  these  facilities  are  being  put  to  good 
use.  Why,  then  should  South  Carolina  not 
be  given  equal  consideration?  Frankly,  we'd 
like  to  know  the  answer. 

Why,  Indeed,  should  for  example,  another 
State  in  the  sairke  general  section  of  our 
Nation,  with  almost  the  exact  number  of 
veterans  as  South  Carolina,  have  more  than 
four  times  the  number  of  veterans  hospiteil 
beds  as  our  State?  And  there  are  numerous 
other  States,  several  being  referred  to  in  the 
attached  report,  with  a  like  ratio  of  beds  per 
veteran,  in  every  case  showing  that  for  lack 
of  consideration  South  Carolina  leads  all 
the  rest. 

It  Is  our  earnest  hope  that  the  Members 
of  Congress  and  the  officials  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  give  immediate  consideration 
to  the  crying  need  In  our  great  State  for 
more   adequate  care  ol   the   mentally   and 
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physically  ill  veterana  of  the  two  World  Wars 
and  of  the  Korean  conflict. 

NOTK. — The  legislative  committee  la  re- 
quested to  present  the  matter  in  strong 
terms,  at  the  proper  time,  to  the  General  As- 
sembly of  South  Carolina,  through  proper 
channels,  to  the  Governor  of  South  Carolina, 
to  our  Senators  and  Congressmen,  and  to 
the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Thus.  In  view  of  the  preceding  analysis  of 
the  hospital  bed  situation  as  it  affects  vet- 
erans in  South  Carolina,  the  following  rec- 
ommendations are  in  order: 

BZCOMMKNDATIONS 

No.  1 :  That  the  department  of  South 
Carolina,  the  American  Legion,  formulate 
plans  to  secure  an  additional  annex  to  the 
present  Veterans'  Administration  hospital. 
Columbia.  S.  C.  to  provide  200  additional 
beds  for  South  Carolina  tubercular  veterans. 

(a)  This  annex  would  release  the  present 
79  beds  used  for  tubercular  patients  and 
restore  them  to  the  general  medical  and 
surgical  service  where  they  are  badly  needed. 

(b)  This  annex  would  provide  an  addi- 
tional 121  beds  for  the  treatment  of  tuber- 
cular patients  and  partially  relieve  a  serious 
situation  which  now  exists  in  South  Caro- 
lina, and  which  will  increase  in  the  future. 

No.  2:  That  the  American  Legion  Depart- 
ment of  South  Carolina,  urge  the  construc- 
tion of  the  proposed  hospital  for  South  Caro- 
lina be  put  back  in  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration hospital  construction  progrm.  It 
is  further  recommended  that  a  continuing 
study  by  the  Legion  in  South  Carolina  be 
made  of  the  hospital  bed  situation  and  that 
all  i-ublic  authorities  be  fully  informed  of 
the  need  for  additional  hospital  beds  for 
the  veterans. 


CAPITOL  PARKING  PAdLITIES 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  knew, 
of  course,  that  this  was  a  General  Mo- 
tors administration,  but  I  did  not  know 
that  General  Motors  had  a  car  85  feet 
long.  It  so  happens,  however,  that  on 
C  Street  SE.,  between  First  and  Second 
Streets.  85  feet  of  curb  space  is  set  aside 
for  Governor  Adams'  unloading  with 
signs  saying  "No  parking  at  any  time." 
Members  of  Congress,  their  secretaries, 
and  other  eflflcient,  hard-working  Capi- 
tol Hill  employees  need  at  least  part  of 
that  space  to  park  their  own  cars.  If 
he  has  a  car  85  feet  long  he  should  have 
proper  parking  or  unloading  space.  It 
seems  to  me,  however,  that  while  Mem- 
bers of  the  White  House  staff  have  no 
parking  in  front  of  their  homes  then  the 
members  of  the  Cabinet  should  have  the 
same  as  well  as  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  It  might  be 
well  to  inlorm  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  the  cars  of  concessional  secretaries 
are  Impoimded  and  removed  from  that 
area  and  the  same  threat  has  been  made 
against  Members  of  Congress.  Appar- 
ently this  is  the  beginning  of  the  era  of 
domination  of  the  legislative  branch  of 
tiie  Government  by  the  executive. 


Mr.  SUTTON.  Be'ng  a  member  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Committee  and  on 
the  subcomimittee  dealing  with  traffic.  I 
realize  the  traffic  problem  that  we  have 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  Capitol,  and  I  ap- 
preciate the  Member  of  Congress  who 
brought  this  to  my  attention.  This  85 
feet  is  a  very  valuable  spot  and  is  direly 
needed  for  parking  for  Members  of  Con- 
gress as  well  as  their  secretaries. 

I  hope  these  "no  parking"  signs  will 
be  removed. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  YATES  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  Hou.se  for  30  min- 
utes on  Thursday  next,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  Hou.se 
for  10  minutes  today,  followini^  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


NATIONAL  HILLBILLY  MUSIC  DAY 

Mr.  WmSTEAD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
Introduced  for  appropriate  reference  a 
House  joint  resolution  which  states  that 
the  26th  day  of  May  of  each  year, 
beginning  with  the  year  1953.  be  des- 
ignated as  National  Hillbilly  Music 
Day  in  recognition  of  the  contribution 
made  to  American  music  lore  by  the 
writers,  singers,  and  players  of  hillbilly 
music. 

A  statue  will  be  dedicated  in  Meridian. 
Miss.,  to  the  memory  of  its  native  son, 
James  Charles  Rodgers,  on  the  twentieth 
anniversary  of  his  death.  May  26.  1953. 
He  was  universally  known  as  Jimmie 
Rodgers.  the  blues  yodeler  and  America's 
singing  brakeman.  He  was  a  pioneer  in 
that  type  music  that  has  built  an  indus- 
try out  of  hillbilly,  or  country,  music. 

At  14,  Jimmie  Rodgers  became  a  rail- 
roadman, assistant  foreman  to  his 
father.  His  first  job  was  on  a  work  train, 
but  soon  he  had  a  regular  run  on  the 
New  Orleans  &  Northeastern,  from  Me- 
ridian to  New  Orleans.  He  had  always 
wanted  to  sing,  but  lacked  confidence. 
The  railroad  crews  heartily  enjoyed  his 
rollicking  ballads  of  the  railroads,  his 
plaintive  crooning  of  plantation  melo- 
dies, and  songs  of  hills  and  rivers.  He 
was  a  railroadman — and  a  minstrel. 
During  1917  and  1918  Jimmie  served  his 
country  by  doing  what  was  required  of 
all  railroadmen,  attending  to  his  train- 
man's duties.  The  casualty  of  one  of  his 
best  friends  during  World  War  I  caused 
him  to  write  his  first  compKJSition.  a  sen- 
timental song.  Prom  the  first  his  rail- 
road buddies  liked  the  song  and  so  did 
the  young  fellows  in  Meridian. 

In  the  spring  of  1920  Jimmie  Rodgers 
had  a  siege  of  pneumonia  and  for  3 
months  in  the  autumn  of  1924.  he  strug- 
gled desperately  to  overcome  tubercu- 
losis. The  following  years  he  and  his 
wife,  Carrie  Williamson  Rodgers,  fought 
against  poverty  and  the  ravaees  of  tu- 
berculosis.    In   May    1927    the   Jimmie 


Rodgers  Entertainers  broadcast  over  a 
new  radio  station,  WWNC  from  Ashe- 
ville.  N.  C.  By  a  strange  coincidence  the 
officials  of  a  large  recording  company 
tuned  in  on  the  new  station  and  hearing 
Jimmie  Rodgers.  they  found  a  natural. 
His  local  popularity  increased,  but  later 
he  was  truly  discovered  in  Bristol,  Tenn., 
by  a  Victor  record  scout,  who  was  search- 
ing the  hills  for  talent.  Still  batthng 
tuberculosis.  Jimmie  Rodgers  began  a 
career  that  was  fabulous  even  in  the 
phonocraph  indu.^try.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  blues  yodel  records  sold  over 
5,000,000  copies. 

Jimmie  Rodtjers  left  a  mark  on  all 
hillbilly  music.  He  has  been  recognized 
for  the  simplicity  of  his  accomplish- 
ments. His  songs  dealt  with  real  prob- 
lems. They  came  from  the  heart  and 
the  people  responded, 

Jimmie  Rod.uers'  obituary  in  the 
Meridian  Star  stated  that  he  was  an 
honorary  member  of  the  Texas  Rangers, 
a  Ma.son  and  a  Shnner.  but  p>erhaps  his 
clo.^est  ties  of  friendship  always  cher- 
i.shed  by  him  and  frequently  referred  to 
in  many  of  the  songs  of  his  original 
compcsition.  were  found  within  the 
ranks  of  the  railroadmen  of  the  Meridian 
section  with  whom  he  served  as  railroad 
brakeman  before  entering  upon  his  pro- 
fessional career,  and  from  whom  the 
active  pallbearers  were  selected.  The 
Eingin.g  brakeman  died  in  New  York  City 
where  he  had  gone  3  weeks  prior  to  his 
death  to  make  recordings.  Under  the 
care  of  a  full-time  nurse,  he  believed 
himself  able  to  make  further  contribu- 
tions to  the  development  of  coimtry 
music  in  America. 

The  demands  tor  hillbilly  music  have 
continued  to  multiply  since  Jimmie  Rod- 
gers made  his  first  recording,  and  some 
state  as  much  as  five-fold  since  World 
War  II.  Ten  years  ago  if  a  hillbilly 
record  sold  10.000  copies,  it  wus  a  hit; 
today  a  50,000  sale  is  mediocre.  These 
tunes  continue  to  come  from  the  plains, 
the  prairies  and  the  hills.  Once  a  spe- 
cialty product  marketed  mainly  in  the 
deep  South,  hillbilly  music  has  a  nation- 
wide sales  field.  With  the  war.  hillbilly, 
or  country.  mu.sic  quickly  came  out  of 
the  hills.  Many  of  our  large  training 
camps  were  in  the  South.  The  GI's  who 
miKht  never  have  been  exposed  to  this 
relatively  unfamiliar  music  heard  it 
constantly.  They  liked  it— and  brought 
the  songs  home  with  them.  Postwar 
shifts  in  population  helped  spread  it, 
and  disk  jockeys  followed  through  and 
gave  country  music  to  a  widening  audi- 
ence. It  all  tied  in  with  a  trend  toward 
simpler  songs — and  nothing  is  simpler 
than  country  music. 

Back  in  1930  country  singers  started 
going  highly  commercial  when  Gene 
Autrys  popularity  began.  Following  him 
came  a  long  proce.ssion  of  names,  includ- 
ing Hank  Williams,  George  Morgan.  Red 
Foley,  Ernest  Tubb,  Roy  Acuff.  Jimmy 
Wakely,  Eddy  Arnold,  and  others.  The 
home  of  the  Grand  Ole  Opry  has  become 
known  as  the  Broadway  of  country 
music. 

Roy  AcufT  has  said: 

If  you  aren't  a  country  boy,  you  can't  write 
or  sing  country  mu.slc.  It  Is  simplicity  of  our 
songs.  I  guess.  More  than  that.  It  Is  some- 
thing in  here— something  In  the  heart. 
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The  question  has  been  asked:  What 
kind  of  music  is  It?  It  has  never  been 
definitely  named.  Hillbilly  or  country 
music  comes  near.  There  are  many  who 
believe  history  will  write  it  down  as  the 
true  American  music.  Writers  of  this 
type  music,  like  Fred  Rose,  say  theirs  is 
the  music  of  a  people  v/ho  may  not  know 
the  mathematics  of  a  Wagnerian  opera 
or  a  Brahms  symphony,  but  they  know 
what  it  is  to  hear  the  sound  of  songs  like 
those  that  Jimmie  Rodgers  wrote  and 
sang:  Old  Pal  of  My  Heart.  The  Land  of 
My  Boyhood  Dreams.  Mississippi  Moon, 
Waiting  for  a  Train,  and  so  on.  These 
songs  tell  a  story  and  touch  the  heart  of 
country  and  city  folks  alike. 

Mississippi  can  be  truly  called  a  mu- 
.sical  State.  If  one  judges  by  its  singing 
folk,  rather  than  by  the  number  of  Its 
.symphony  orchestras.  Living  close  to 
the  soil,  they  have  retained  the  lore,  the 
customs,  and  the  songs  of  their  ances- 
tors. The  songs  of  the  railroad,  the 
river,  and  the  field  are  a  part  of  our 
heritage.  Jimmie  Rodgers  helped  to 
maintain  that  heritage,  not  only  for  the 
State  of  Mississippi  but  for  all  home- 
loving  Americans. 

My  resolution  is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  tlie  aeth  day  of  May 
of  each  year,  beginning  with  the  year  1953. 
Is  hereby  designated  as  National  Hill  Billy 
Music  Day.  In  recognition  of  the  contribution 
made  to  American  music  lore  by  the  writers. 
•Ingers,  and  players  of  hillbilly  music. 


THE  WASHINGTON  EVENING  STAR 
IS  100  YEARS  OLD 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  include  an 
address. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fiom 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  recess  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  an  important  anniversay  was 
observed  in  Washington.  I  refer  to  the 
completion  of  100  years  of  service  to  the 
Capital  City  and  the  Nation  by  the  Eve- 
ning Star  which  celebrated  Its  centen- 
nial on  December  16,  1952.  This  re- 
markable newspaper  reflects  the  devo- 
tion and  marked  ability  of  Crosby  Noyes 
and  Samuel  H.  KaufTmann  and  their  de- 
scendants. For  three  generations  the 
policies  of  the  Star  have  been  determined 
largely  by  these  families,  and  these  pol- 
icies have  embraced  net  only  problems  of 
the  Federal  Government  but  strictly 
local  interests  as  well.  The  Star  is  a 
Washington  newspaper,  but  its  Influence 
reaches  far  beyond  the  District  limits. 

I  flrst  began  to  read  the  Star  34  years 
ago  while  a  student  in  this  great  city. 
One  of  the  high  points  of  that  period  was 
a  visit  to  the  editor's  office  to  interview 
the  senior  editor.  Theo  W.  Noyes.  I  con- 
tinue to  think  of  him  as  the  embodiment 
of  highest  newspaper  standards.  FYom 
1908  until  1946  he  was  the  Star's  policy 
maker  and  one  of  the  finest  civic  leaders 
Washington  has  ever  produced.  Many 
worthwhile  reforms  and  civic  improve- 
ments must  be  credited  to  him. 

In  the  valuable  document,  the  centen- 
nial edition  recently  Issued  by  the  Star, 
the  careers  of  the  two  families,  Noyes 


and  KaufTmann,  are  depicted.  Pour  gen- 
erations have  participated  in  the  Star's 
impressive  achievements.  On  the  stafl 
at  this  time  are  Crosby  Noyes  Boyd,  Ru- 
dolph Max  Kauffmarm,  John  W.  Thomp- 
son, Jr..  Newbold  Noyes,  Jr.,  Crosby  S. 
Noyes,  Wilmott  Lewis,  Jr.,  Rudolph 
Kauffmann  II,  Godfrey  W.  Kauffmann, 
John  H.  Kauffmann,  and  Samuel  H. 
Kauffmarm,  the  Star's  president  since 
1S49. 

In  1946  Benjamin  M.  McKelway.  the 
able  and  respected  associate  editor,  was 
selected  to  be  the  editor  after  26  years' 
employment  in  various  positions,  begin- 
ning with  copy  reader.  He  fills  a  job 
previously  held  by  only  two  men,  Crosby 
Noyes  and  Theo  Noyes. 

It  has  been  the  privilege  of  many  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  to  become  personally 
acquainted  with  the  splendid  representa- 
tives of  the  Star  assigned  to  Capitol  Hill. 
Serving  now  are  Jerry  O'Leary  and  Rob- 
ert Walsh.  Another  staff  member  whose 
good  work  has  been  noted  is  Caspar 
Nannes.  Many  others  could  be  men- 
tioned. 

In  1907  the  first  cartoons  of  the  fa- 
mous father-son  team — Clifford  and  Jim 
Berryman — appeared,  and  their  draw- 
ings have  produced  many  a  congressional 
chuckle  and  comment. 

I  am  sure  the  Members  join  me  in  ex- 
tending good  wishes  to  the  Star  as  it 
begins  Its  second  century. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I 
Include  the  following  excerpts  from  an 
address  by  Mr.  Samuel  H.  Kauffmann  to 
the  Newcomen  Society,  sketching  the 
Star's  100-year  growth: 

On  next  December  18.  1952,  as  you  know, 
exactly  100  years  will  have  passed  since  the 
Star  began  publishing.  In  that  period  of 
time,  a  new  concept  of  the  Journalistic  func- 
tion has  evolved — the  Idea  that  a  newspaper 
should  have  one  purpose  In  life,  and  only 
one  purpose:  to  serve  the  public:  to  serve 
It  with  the  truth.  As  a  sample  study  In 
the  development  of  this  Idea,  the  Star  has 
an  unusual  advantage.  It  is  not  so  much 
that  our  paper  has  taken  the  Idea  more  seri- 
ously and  applied  It  harder  than  other  news- 
papers, although  we  like  to  think  that  the 
Star  has  been  close  to  the  front  of  the  march. 
It  is.  rather,  a  question  of  continuity  of  de- 
velopment. 

For  the  past  85  years,  ownership  and  man- 
agement of  the  Star  have  been  In  the  hands 
of  one  group  of  people.  In  1868,  Samuel  H. 
Kauffmann  was  elected  president  of  the  com- 
pany. The  ideas  of  the  man  of  the  same 
name  who  had  the  honor  of  taking  over  in 
1949  may  be  different  from  his  grandfather's, 
but  they  descended  from  those  earlier  ideas 
in  an  unbroken  line  of  training  and  experi- 
ence. Opinions  differ,  of  course,  as  to 
whether  this  particular  sort  of  continuity 
Is  desirable — there  are  some  who  think  It 
tends  to  In-grow  the  institution  concerned. 
But  the  stability  of  our  operation  has  given 
those  of  us  working  on  the  Star  today  an 
unusual  perspective  on  the  trend  of  Ideas 
In  our  trade.  And  the  trend  Itself  is  more 
easily  discernible  In  the  case  of  the  Star 
than  In  the  case  of  other  papers.  When  a 
newspaper  changes  hands  frequently,  the 
alterations  of  aim  and  attitude  through 
which  It  passes  can  be  explained  too  easily 
in  terms  of  the  changing  whims  of  manage- 
ment. But  when  a  newspaper  stays  for  a 
long  time  In  the  same  set  of  hands,  the 
development  of  Its  policy  depends  on  the 
natural  process  of  growing  up — the  growing 
up  of  the  entire  industry  as  well  as  the 
individual  paper.  The  Star,  In  other  terms, 
provides  us  with  a  case  history  In  which  we 
can  study.  In  Its  purest  form,  the  process 


by  which  a  newspaper  struggles  toward  ma- 
turity of  conscience. 

The  Star  was  founded  by  a  printer  named 
Joseph  Borrows  Tate,  who  served  in  his  spare 
time  as  an  officer  In  a  military  unit  known 
as  the  Washington  Light  Infantry.  At  34, 
Captain  Tate  had  a  round  beard,  a  flat  press, 
$500 — and  a  simple  but  daring  idea.  He 
thought  he  might  make  a  success  with  a 
nonpartisan  paper,  selling  for  a  penny,  which 
would  concern  Itself  above  all  with  what 
was  happening  In  Washington.  The  prece- 
dents were  against  any  such  notion.  Already, 
more  than  100  newspapers  had  failed  here. 
Of  the  four  which  had  stirvlved,  two  were 
kept  by  political  factions.  The  other  two 
were  the  Congressional  Globe,  which  then 
did  unofficially  what  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord now  does  officially,  and  the  National  In- 
telligencer. Itself  a  Whig  Party  organ,  pub- 
lishing polished  essays  on  highbrow  subjects 
and  evincing  a  profound  disregard  for  the 
actualities  of  the  day.  No  local  paper 
thought  enough  of  local  Washington  news 
to  assign  a  reporter  to  It. 

Good  soldier  that  he  was.  Captain  Tate 
charged  boldly  into  this  forbidding  situation. 
His  bugle  call  was  a  stirring  one:  The  Star, 
he  said,  would  be  "free  from  party  tram- 
mels or  sectarian  Influences  •  •  •  de- 
voted In  an  especial  manner  to  the  local  in- 
terests of  the  beautiful  city  which  bears  the 
honored  name  of  Washington."  That  stands 
as  a  fair  statement  of  our  objective  today. 
Unfortunately,  however,  we  have  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  Captain  Tate  came  at  all 
close  to  keeping  his  promises.  The  flrst  edi- 
tion of  the  paper — the  only  one  produced 
under  his  management  of  which  we  still 
have  a  copy — provides  very  few  encouraging 
clues.  The  contributions  of  the  Star's  single 
reporter  to  the  four-page  sheet,  on  that  day 
at  least,  appear  to  have  been  somewhat  hap- 
hazard. His  chief  claim  to  modern  fame  was 
a  two-sentence  story  beginning:  "Our  courts 
are  sitting,  but  the  business  with  which 
they  are  engaged  is  not  of  a  very  interesting 
character."  Whatever  else  It  may  lack,  that 
statement  has  the  unmistakable  ring  of 
honesty. 

Six  months  after  launching  the  paper,  Cap- 
tain Tate  decided  it  was  time  to  retreat. 
The  Star  was  sold  to  Mr.  Wallach — Steam- 
boat Bill,  you  recall.  For  2  years.  Wallach 
ran  It  In  association  with  a  man  named 
William  Hope.  Thereafter,  for  another  12 
years,  he  himself  was  the  sole  proprietor. 
Tate,  meanwhile,  retired  to  the  salaried  secu- 
rity of  the  cashier's  cage,  where  he  died  In 
1858,  at  the  age  of  39. 

Wallach  was  an  experienced  newspaper- 
man, having  previously  run  a  paper  In  Texas 
and  served  as  associate  editor  of  the  old 
Washington  Union.  His  intentions  with  re- 
spect to  the  Star  were  precisely  what  Tate's 
had  been.  He  was  out  to  make  It,  as  he 
wrote,  "emphatically  the  Washington  news- 
paper." He  wasted  no  time  about  it.  The 
day  he  took  over  the  Star,  he  celebrated  by 
increasing  the  paper's  page  size.  Immedi- 
ately, new  orders  began  pouring  in  to  the 
little  office  at  Twelfth  and  D  Streets,  where 
the  press  rattled  ever  louder  and  more  mer- 
rily in  a  shed  at  the  rear.  The  orders  kept 
pouring  In  until  the  Star  could  boast  that  It 
had  more  circulation  and  advertising  linage 
than  all  other  Washington  papers  combined. 

What  else  did  the  Star  of  Wallach's  time 
have  a  right  to  boast  about?  It  seems  to 
have  had  three  big  qualities,  none  of  them 
usual  in  those  days.  TTie  flrst  and  most  Im- 
portant was  an  attitude  of  honesty,  indefin- 
able, but  nonetheless  genuine.  In  leafing 
through  those  early  pages  of  the  Star,  the 
modern  reader  very  soon  begins  to  feel  some- 
thing more  than  amusement  at  the  quaint 
turns  of  phrase  and  twists  of  Journalistic 
technique.  He  begins  to  feel.  In  short.  tha». 
those  who  were  putting  out  the  paper  were 
doing  their  best  to  be  fair  to  the  people  and 
events  they  were  writing  about. 

Secondly,  the  Star  a  "news"  paper,  even  in 
those  days.     Il  was,  moreover,  a  Wa$hui<:-;ou 
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newspaper,  as  Tate  had  said  It  would  be.  It 
is  bard  for  us  to  realize,  now,  that  the  Inisl- 
ness  of  printing  news — the  ordinary  stuff 
that  mattered  to  people  and  Interested 
thera — was  looked  down  on  by  most  editors 
of  the  time  as  a  somewhat  vulgar  occupation, 
beneath  the  dignity  of  the  true  Journalist. 
The  editor  of  the  Star  did  not  feel  this  way. 
He  told  his  readers  what  was  happening  In 
their  own  back  yards — the  story  of  the  riot 
In  Swampoodle,  the  fire  on  the  Avenue,  the 
debate  in  a  citizens'  political  meeting.  The 
public  was  appreciative. 

Wallach  kept  his  promise  that  the  Star 
would  be  politically  nonpartisan,  and  from 
this  arose  the  paper's  third  good  quality  In 
that  early  period.  Nonpartisanship  then 
was  such  an  unusual  point  of  view  in  the 
Journalistic  profession  that  It  required  con- 
stant definition.  Wallach  was  outraged 
whenever  anyone  called  his  paper  neutral. 
"The  Star,"  he  proclaimed  editorially,  "is 
Independent,  not  neutral.  Neutrality  im- 
plies being  undecided.  No  one  •  •  • 
can  really  fancy  that  It  is  in  our  nature  to 
fall  to  have  an  emphatic  opinion  upon  every 
subject  worth  forming  an  opinion  about." 
The  editor  reserved  his  special  scorn,  how- 
ever, for  critics  who  attacked  the  Star  as  the 
organ  of  this  or  that  political  party.  The 
conflicting  accusations  came  Irom  so  many 
quarters — as  they  still  do  today— that  he 
proposed  the  calling  of  a  convention  to  de- 
cide who  really  owned  his  paper's  editorial 
soxil.  Particularly  persistent  were  charges 
that  the  Star  spoke  for  the  administration 
In  power — then  the  Democratic  adminUtra- 
tlon  of  Franklin  Pierce.  To  these  charges, 
Wallach  gave  a  careful  answer: 

"We  treat  the  present  national  adminis- 
tration," he  wrote.  "Just  as  we  would  feel 
It  to  be  our  duty  to  treat  It  were  the  Whigs 
In  power.  •  •  •  We  have  seen  enough 
of  politics  to  believe  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  independent  press  to  open  the  eyes  of 
the  country  to  the  character  of  much  of  the 
abuse  always  being  heaped  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  we  care  not 
which  party  may  be  in  power."  Thus  wrote 
WiUlam  Wallach,  in  1853.  Those  words  may 
have  echoed  in  our  editorial  subconscious 
mind  ever  since.  Por  if  the  Star  has  dis- 
played any  one  political  tendency  over  the 
years,  that  tendency  seems  to  have  been  to 
take  a  sympathetic  view  of  the  tribulations 
of  the  men  bearing  actual  responsibility  for 
the  conduct  of  our  Government. 

Our  editors  also  seemed  a  little  doubtful 
as  to  how  far  they  should  concern  them- 
selves with  the  accuracy  of  the  news. 
Though  the  Star  could  pride  itself  on  being 
more  reliable  than  Its  competitors,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  its  attitude  on  this  point 
was  more  relaxed  than  it  Is  today.  It  cheer- 
fully parroted  stories  appearing  In  other 
papers — stories  It  had  no  way  of  verifying. 
It  was  known,  on  occasion,  to  kill  somebody 
off  in  an  obituary  and  then  resurrect  him 
the  next  day — after  the  supposed  corpse  had 
put  in  an  appearance,  his  health  sound  and 
his  dudgeon  high.  When  things  like  this 
happened,  the  Star  assumed  the  outraged 
attitude  of  an  Innocent  bystander.  It  had 
been  hoaxed — somebody  had  told  it  a  He, 
which  It  had  accepted  without  further  ques- 
tion as  the  truth.  Such  was  the  unblush- 
ing, and  presumably  satisfactory,  explana- 
tion. Perhaps  It  was  not  wholly  without 
reason  ttxat  the  column  adjoining  the  Star's 
editorials  for  years  was  headed;  Washing- 
ton news  and  gossip." 

Such  practices,  of  course,  were  not  peculiar 
to  the  Star.  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
typical  of  newspapers  of  the  time,  and  more 
typical  of  most  other  papers  than  they  were 
of  ours.  But  the  fact  Is  that  the  Star,  along 
with  other  newspapers,  had  a  good  doal  to 
learn  about  Its  public  responsibility,  it  has 
lieen  learning  ever  since. 

by  the  name  of  Crosby  Noyes  had 

to    do    with    the   first   stages   of   this 

;  process.     A  native  of  Maine,  he  rode 


Into  Washington  on  a  farmer's  wagon  on 
a  New  Year's  Eve  In  1847,  aged  22.  and 
with  H.ai  In  his  pocket.  He  learned  his 
way  around  working  as  a  bookstore  clerk,  as 
a  theater  usher,  as  string  correspondent  for 
a  number  of  northern  newspapers  and  as 
local  route  agent  for  the  Baltimore  Sun. 
He  came  to  work  on  the  Star  In  1853.  and 
soon  was  serving  as  Wallach's  right-hand 
man.  at  a  salary  of  $12  a  week.  The  editor 
relied  on  him;  the  city  and  the  Government 
officials  here  trusted  him.  When  Abraham 
Lincoln  finished  his  second  Inaugural  nrt- 
dress,  it  was  to  young  Mr.  Noyes  tliat  he 
handed  his  script— the  Star  made  the  te.\t 
in  that  evening's  edition.  In  the  p;-)siwir 
years,  as  Wallach's  preoccupation  with  the 
rustic  life  led  him  further  and  further  astray 
from  his  office  desk,  Crosby  Noyes  took  more 
and  more  cont.-ol  of  the  paper's  routine  op- 
eration. When  the  chance  finally  came  to 
buy  the  Star  in  1867,  he  was  ready  and 
willing. 

Pour  friends  Joined  him  In  that  $100,000 
purchase.  There  was  Clarence  B  Baker,  who 
had  been  business  manager  under  Wallach. 
There  was  Alexander  Shepherd,  a  municipal 
pohtlclan  whose  faith  in  Washington— with 
the  Star's  help — was  to  bring  the  modern 
city  into  beln^.  There  was  George  W  Adams, 
able  correspondent  for  the  New  York  World. 
and  several  other  out-of-town  newspapers. 
Finally,  there  wa^  Grandfather  KaufTmann. 
He  had  put  out  i  small  newspaper  in  Ohio 
before  he  came  to  Washington  during  the 
Civil  War  to  work  for  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury Department.  These  five  publl.shed  the 
paper  for  1  year  as  'Noyes.  Baker  &  Co  .'  un- 
til the  present  Evening  Star  Newspaper  Co. 
was  formed  under  a  special  charter  granted 
by  Congress.  Clarence  Baker  dropped  out  in 
a  matter  of  months,  and  Alexander  Shepherd 
•old  his  Interest  to  the  other  partners  in 
1874.  The  Adams.  Noyes.  and  Kauffmann 
families  have  carried  on  ever  since. 

Under  the  dominant  influence  of  Crosby 
Noyes  as  editor,  the  Star  was  to  grow  and 
prosper  for  another  40  years.  It  aUo  was  to 
take  long  strides  along  the  road  leading  away 
from  the  old  idea  of  personal  Journalism, 
toward  the  new  ideal  of  newspaperlng  as  a 
carefully  organized  exercise  in  public  restx^n- 
sibUity.  ' 

This  was  the  era  of  the  emergence  of  the 
yellow  press,  and  the  practices  of  Journal- 
istic sensationalism  that  go  with  the  name. 
Crosby  Noyes  saw  to  it  that  the  Star  not 
only  resisted  the  new  doctrine,  but  also  took 
the  field  as  its  sworn  foe  He  blasted  away 
at  what  he  called  the  'modern  penny  dread- 
ful ••  •  packed  with  horrors'— mur- 
ders,  rapes,  elopements,  divorces,  and  so  on. 
He  predicted  that  in  the  long  run  this  surt 
of  thing  would  never  have  a  chance  against 
"clean,  sane,   reputable  Journals." 

While  all  this  was  going  on.  a  number  of 
younger  men  were  growing  up  with  the  Star. 
The  Ideas  they  acquired  and  the  lessons  they 
learned  were  to  affect  the  character  of  the 
paper  for  nearly  half  a  century. 

There  was  Rudolph  Kauffmann,  eldest  son 
of  the  original  Samuel,  whose  son.  Max.  now 
Is  the  Star's  esteemed  vice  president.  Ru- 
dolph came  to  the  paper  in  1875.  He  was  one 
of  the  first  Washington  reporters  to  cover 
his  assignments  on  a  bicycle,  and  became 
managing  editor  in  1898.  serving  in  that 
position  until  his  death  In  1927.  There  were 
Thomas  C.  Noyes  and  Victor  Kauffmann,  both 
of  whom  went  to  work  in  1889.  Tom  became 
city  editor  and  then  news  manager.  Victor 
made  his  contribution  as  Sunday  editor. 

But  the  men  of  the  then  younger  genera- 
tion who  were  to  lead  the  Star  through  the 
period  of  its  greatest  growth— the  first  team. 
BO  to  speak— were  Crosby  Noyes'  two  older 
sons.  Theodore  and  Frank,  and  Fleming  New- 
bold.  Frank  Noyes'  brother-in-law. 

Theodore  Noyes  Joined  the  Star  staff  in 
1877,  and  10  years  later  was  named  associ.ite 
editor.  He  succeeded  to  the  editorship  upon 
hU  father's  death  In  1908— he  held  that  post 
until  6  years  ago,  when  he  died  at  the  age 


of  88.  Gentle,  kindly — and  extremely  stub- 
born— he  devoted  his  Journalistic  career  to 
three  basic  propositions.  First,  the  people 
of  Wasliington  must  have  the  same  right 
other  Americans  have  to  vote  for  their  na- 
tional Government.  Sscond,  the  rest  of 
America  must  recognize  an  obligation  to  help 
support  the  capital  of  the  United  Slates  of 
America  as  the  Nation's  city.  Third,  the 
Star  must  always  tell  both  sides  of  ev^ry 
story.  No  Washingtonlan  needs  to  l>e  per- 
suaded as  to  the  Importance  of  the  first  two 
points— and  experience  seems  to  Indicate 
that  many  non-Washlngtonlnns  are  yet  to 
be  persuaded  For  the  moment,  it  Is  the 
third  point  which  cjnceriis  us.  Theodore 
Nnyes  made  an  ai>so!ute  fetish  of  It.  If  any- 
one had  a  valid  complaint  that  the  Star  had 
iit»:.iirly  omitted  essential  fn.cte  from  any 
story,  the  Star  would  write  that  story  again. 
It  might  be  days  later— but  the  full,  un- 
bia.sed  rejxjrt  had  to  be  given. 

On  his  editorial  page,  Theodore  Noyea 
shunned  equally  the  pretense  of  omniscience, 
the  bludgeon  of  invective,  and  the  needle  of 
satire.  He  believed  he  had  more  chance  of 
con\ertlng  sinners  to  his  point  of  view  by 
gentle  i>er8Uaalon  than  by  hotly  attacking 
them.  In  all  his  life,  he  never  used  a  type- 
writer. He  made  his  views  known  to  ola 
subordinates  on  the  Star  by  memoranda 
scribbled  on  the  backs  of  envelopes,  letters, 
and  fialley  proofs— or,  when  lUnesB  forced 
him  to  stay  at  home,  through  the  medium 
of  an  old-fiishioned.  two-handed  telephone. 
In  those  later  year?<,  much  of  the  burden  of 
directing  the  paper's  editorial  operation  fell 
to  his  nephew,  Newbf)ld  Noyes.  the  Star's 
ass-x-late  editor.  But  Newlxild  Noyes  died  In 
194-',  and  Theodore  kept  In  consUnt  touch 
with  the  office  almotit  to  the  day  of  his 
death. 

The  second  son.  Frank,  was  primarily  con- 
cerned with  the  business  side  of  the  Star's 
operations— he  .served  as  president  of  the 
company  from  1910  until  a  year  before  his 
death  In  1948  In  this  capacity  he  led  the 
paper  through  a  remarkable  era  of  physical 
growth,  for  It  was  the  two  decades  between 
1910  and  1930  which  saw  the  Star  converted 
from  a  prosperous  smull-town  business  to 
the  great  metropolitan  enterprise  we  know 
today.  But  Frank  Noyes'  Interest  in  Journal- 
ism.  and  his  knowledtte  of  It,  went  far  beyond 
considerations  of  business  management.  He 
had  had  8  years'  exi)erlence  editing  a  news- 
paper in  Chicago,  and  he  had  inherited  from 
his  father  the  same  stern  code  that  made 
Theodore  the  newspaperman  he  was.  The 
full  significance  of  that  code  is  the  more 
readliy  aj, predated  In  Frank's  case  because, 
as  first  and  long-time  president  of  the  mod- 
ern A.ss<;cia'ed  Press,  he  projected  tliese  ideas 
beyond  the  walls  of  the  Star  office  Into  a  field 
where  tiiey  Influenced  the  whole  course  of 
Journalism  in  this  country.  And  the  bread 
which  the  Star  thus  cast  on  the  waters  of  the 
outhlde  Journalistic  world  infallibly  returned 
to  h.-ive  a  m.ignlflod  efTect  on  our  paper. 

Frank  Noyes  did  not,  of  course,  create  the 
AP  In  his  own  Imaije  It  was  the  need  for 
an  Impartially  reliable  news-t;atherlng  serv- 
ice, not  subject  io  anyone's  dictatorial  whim, 
whicli  brought  about  this  great  cooperative 
ep.dca\or.  But  the  philosophy  of  personal, 
sen.suMoiiiil  and  se!fl.shly-controlled  Journal- 
Ism  which  the  AP  had  to  combat  was  pre- 
cisely the  rhilosnphy  which  Crosby  Noyea 
had  despised.  And  when  the  AP  founders 
began  to  l(X)k  around  among  their  number 
for  someone  equipped,  bv  nature  and  train- 
ing, to  lead  the  fl^-hi  for  free,  unbiased  news. 
Frank  Noyes  was  their  logical  choice. 

Now  for  a  few  words  on  the  newspaper 
business  as  a  buiine.ss.  Just  as  the  Star 
grew,  over  the  years.  Into  an  attitude  toward 
the  news  quite  different  from  the  one  It 
held  in  the  e.arly  days,  so  too  It  grew  into 
a  new  sense  of  Its  business  responsibility. 
^elther  development  would  have  had  mean- 
ing without  the  other.  The  idea  that  a 
newspaper  should  not  allow  its  business 
interest    to    affect    Its    news    poUcy   or    edi- 


torial Judgment  Is  now  pretty  generally  ac- 
cepted. But  It  Is  fair  to  say  that  the  Star 
has  carried  this  idea  further  than  many 
other  newspapers.  We  have  found  It  wise 
to  make  a  complete  separation  between  our 
editorial  and  business  functions,  leaving 
them  wholly  Independent  of  each  other. 

The  president  of  the  Star,  for  Instance, 
would  not  more  think  of  directing  Its  editor 
what  position  to  take  in  the  coming  Presi- 
dential campaign,  than  the  editor  would 
think  of  telling  the  president  of  the  Star 
what  advertising  policies  are  to  be  pursued. 
The  editor's  Job.  and  that  of  the  news  de- 
partment, is  to  pass  on  to  the  public  the 
information  and  opinions  which  the  Star  haa 
acquired.  The  Job  of  the  business  manage- 
ment Is  to  bring  our  readers  and  our  ad- 
vertisers into  contact  with  each  other.  It 
is  as  simple  as  that.  This  does  not  mean 
at  all  that  these  two  departments  are  Iso- 
liited  one  from  the  other;  on  the  contrary, 
there  is  the  fullest  exchange  of  Ideas  and 
sviKgestlons.  All  departments  of  the  Star 
are  free  to  offer  comments,  even  criticisms, 
touching  on  ail  phases  of  our  operation. 

The  editor,  like  the  president.  Is  an  elected 
officer  of  the  company,  and  therefore  his  de- 
( Ihlona  are  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
boiu-d  of  directors.  But  the  fact  is  that  no 
Ixiard  of  directors  of  the  Evening  Star  News- 
paper Co.  has  ever  given  an  instruction  to 
the  editor  of  the  Star. 

This  principle  of  editorial  Independence 
lias  been  practiced  on  our  paper  through 
three  generations.  In  1890,  the  Star  was  in 
the  midst  of  a  hard  fight  to  remove  railroad 
tracks  from  the  downtown  streets  of  Wash- 
ington and  from  what  was  to  become  the 
Mall.  Because  of  Its  large  advertising  budg- 
et, the  railroad  undoubtedly  felt  the  Star 
shou'd  accord  it  certain  editorial  courtesies. 
ITie  Star  did  not  budge  an  inch.  It  said: 
"The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  is  a  very  rich 
and  powerful  corix)rallon.  But  it  has  not 
enough  money  to  buy  a  line  of  editorial 
opinion  in  the  Star,  and  this  It  very  well 
knows  "  Shortly  thereafter,  the  tracks  were 
removed  from  Washington's  streets  and  peace 
reit?ned  once  again  on  the  banks  of  the 
Potomac. 

We  have  seen  that  by  the  time  the  Star 
wa.s  f,0  years  old  It  had  accepted  most  of  its 
re>ponsibllltles  as  we  conceive  them  today. 
Tliere  was,  however,  one  field  In  which  It  had 
not  yet  done  so.  Advertising  still  was  in 
pretty  much  the  same  unholy  mess  that  It 
was  In  during  the  Wallach  era.  True,  the 
Government  had  made  some  feeble  efforts 
to  bring  the  medicine  men  within  the  bounds 
of  legality,  but  they  still  were  going  almost 
as  strong  as  ever.  Fakers  in  the  financial 
field,  on  the  other  hand,  were  going  stronger 
than  ever,  promising  huge  dividends  on  the 
most  dubUiis  Investments.  And  merchants 
were  pushing  their  so-called  bargain  adver- 
tising to  lengths  their  forebears  had  hardly 
dreamed  of.  Washington  had  tr'ed  a  sys- 
tem which  worked  In  some  other  cities,  form- 
ing an  advertising  club  of  reputable  local 
merchants  who  might  work  together  to  stamp 
out  piratical  practices  lor  their  own  pro- 
tectlnn.  Here,  however,  the  effort  had 
failed. 

The  man  who  undertook  to  straighten  all 
this  out  was  Fleming  Newbold.  He  served 
a.s  business  manager  of  the  Star  In  Frank 
Noyes'  regime,  and  held  the  president's  Job 
himself  during  the  last  year  of  his  life.  In 
1910.  Mr.  Newbold  recognized  that  the  any- 
thliiK-goes  philosophy  of  newspaper  adver- 
tising was  hurting  the  reputation  of  news- 
papers. He  believed  the  Star  should  accept 
the  same  sort  of  responsibility  for  the  hon- 
esty of  its  advertising  content  that  It  did 
for  the  news  content.  He  knew  If  we  acted 
on  his  theory  It  would  affect  some  advertis- 
ing revenue.  But  he  was  convinced  that 
the  principle  was  sound. 

Other  newspapers,  elsewhere,  had  tried  to 
censor  their  advertising  copy,  but  none  had 
succeeded  In  making  the  censorship  really 


effective.  This  time  It  was  different.  The 
Star  Invited  readers  to  let  It  know  whenever 
they  found  themselves  to  have  been  misled 
by  one  of  Its  advertisements.  Whenever 
there  was  a  Justifiable  complaint,  the  cause 
of  the  complaint  had  to  be  corrected — or  that 
advertiser  had  to  get  along  without  adver- 
tising In  the  Star. 

The  public  cooperated  loyally,  and  so,  of 
course,  did  ail  the  reputable  advertisers, 
which  means  all  the  advertisers  that  mat- 
ter. Today,  we  have  a  really  effective  Ad- 
vertising Club  as  well  as  an  active  Better 
Business  Bureau,  and  with  their  help  the 
campaign  still  is  going  on.  One  result  has 
been  that  advertising  In  Washington  has 
maintained  a  high  level  of  honesty.  Another 
result  has  been  that  the  Star  has  estab- 
lished Itself  more  securely  than  ever  In  Its 
position  of  leadership  in  Washington — not 
only  as  an  advertising  medium,  but  also  as 
a  force  operating  for  the  best  Interests  of 
the  city. 

Tbis  is  the  way  things  have  always  worked 
out  on  our  paper.  If  the  years  have  taught 
us  anything.  It  is  that  the  only  course  which 
makes  any  sense — business  sense,  or  any 
other  kind  of  rense — is  the  course  steered 
by  the  compass  of  public  service.  Our  whole 
experience  leads  us  to  the  conviction  that  so 
long  as  our  first  concern  remains  the  welfare 
of  our  readers,  the  success  of  our  business 
operation  should  be  assured. 

We  have  faced  a  lot  of  competition  in 
our  time,  and  we  never  have  found  ourselves 
disadvantaged  by  standing  as  close  as  we 
could  by  Mr.  White's  brief  commandment. 
Tbe  powerful,  rich,  and  clever  of  the  news- 
paper world,  one  by  one,  have  made  their 
way  to  our  city  and  tried  their  hands  here — 
Frank  Munsey,  Arthur  Brisbane,  William 
Randolph  Hearst,  and  many  other  noted 
Journalists  of  past  and  present  days.  We 
are  always  glad  to  see  them  come.  And  we 
are  always  sorry  to  tee  them  go. 

And  so  tonight,  not  only  are  we  looking 
back  over  the  past  hundred  years  with  a 
feeling  of  honest  pride,  we  also  are  looking 
forward  to  the  next  hundred  years  with  au 
equally  strong  feeling  of  hope. 

Mr.  DOLLIVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkan.sas.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  DOLLIVER.  I  would  like  to  join 
with  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  in 
commenting  upon  the  one  hundredth 
anniversary  of  the  Washington  Evening 
Star.  It  is  a  great  newspaper,  it  has 
given  notable  recognition  of  the  devel- 
opment of  the  city  of  Washington  and 
many  of  its  editorial  policies  have  had 
universal  support  in  this  Congress  and 
elsewhere. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  I  thank  the 
gentleman.  I  am  sure  we  speak  for  the 
Membership  of  the  House  when  we  wish 
the  Star  many  more  years  of  service. 


THE  ALL-PARTY  CONGRESS 
(MOSCOW; 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Sp)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, most  of  us  were  primarily  concerned 
last  October  with  our  very  interesting 
political  campaign,  and  consequently,  the 
American  press  and  radio  largely  ignored 
the  AU-Party  Congress  convened  in  Mos- 
cow to  receive  the  blueprint  for  Soviet 
Russia  s  future  program. 


The  major  theme  of  that  meeting  ap- 
peared to  be  the  Soviet  program  to  de- 
stroy the  free  world's  alliance  against 
communism  through  a  system  of  eco- 
nomic warfare.  Stalin  contended  that 
the  prospect  of  war  between  the  capital- 
ist countries  is  greater  than  the  prospect 
of  war  between  the  Communist  world 
and  the  free  world,  because  of  the  cer- 
tainty of  further  development  of  eco- 
nomic rivalries  between  capitalist  coun- 
tries. 

Yesterday  there  was  a  significant  news 
item  from  Moscow  which  pointed  up  the 
further  implementation  of  the  Soviet 
trade-war  policy.  Premier  Stalin  had  a 
lengthy  interview  with  Senior  Luis 
Bravo,  the  new  Ambassador  to  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  from  the  Argentine.  Exchange 
agreements  for  the  Russian  and  Argen- 
tine products  were  apparently  the  main 
topic  of  the  conversation.  Significantly, 
this  was  Premier  Stalin's  first  interview 
with  a  representative  of  a  western  na- 
tion in  some  4  years. 

The  lesson  for  America  is  obvious.  We 
must  work  quickly  to  eliminate  more  and 
more  of  the  economic  barriers  that  make 
trade  difficult  between  the  nations  of  the 
free  world.  Economic  warfare  between 
the  free  nations  plays  directly  into  the 
hands  of  the  Communists. 

The  Congress  can  take  effective  action 
in  this  field  in  the  next  few  weeks  by  ex- 
tending the  Reciprocal  Trade  Act  without 
the  present  restrictive  amendments 
which  serve  to  nullify  the  purpose  of  the 
law.  Other  steps  to  eliminate  trade  bar- 
riers should  follow  in  rapid  order. 


BIPARTISAN  FOREIGN  POLICY 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  today  introduced  a  resolution  to 
establish  a  bipartisan  joint  congressional 
committee  to  advise  the  President  on 
foreign  policy.  I  believe  this  resolution 
will  set  up  the  machinery  for  a  genuine 
bipartisan  foreign  policy  for  America. 

The  idea  of  a  bipartisan  foreign  policy 
is  not  new,  though  I  believe  my  plan  is 
an  original  method  of  effecting  it. 

Only  yesterday  the  independent  Wash- 
ington Star,  in  an  editorial,  said: 

President  Elsenhower's  promise  of  biparti- 
sanship sounded  fine  but  by  the  end  of  the 
week  there  was  a  rather  hollow  ring  to  its 
echo.  On  the  matter  of  Formosa  there  ap- 
peared to  have  been  little  or  no  bipartisan- 
ship discussion  before  the  action  was  taken. 

I  have  been  thrice  elected  to  Congress 
from  a  Republican  area  with  increasing 
majorities.  I  have  pledged  myself  to 
support  the  best  interests  of  our  country 
and  I  intend  to  do  so.  Since  the  Presi- 
dent has  expressed  his  wishes,  I  believe 
we  Members  of  Cong^ress  should  avail 
ourselves  of  this  opportunity  to  assist  the 
President  in  deciding  upon  a  truly  bi- 
partisan foreign  policy. 

One  week  ago  today  our  President  ap- 
I>eared  here  to  deliver  his  great  message. 
In  that  message  he  asked  for  our  co- 
operation when  he  said  that  "our  loreisn 
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policy  must  be  a  product  of  continuous 
cooperation  between  the  executive  and 
the  legislative  branches  of  this  Govern- 
ment." Furthermore  he  emphasized  the 
need  for  bipartisanship  when  he  ex- 
pressed his  desire  for  a  foreign  policy 
"developed  and  directed  in  the  spirit  of 
true  bipartisanship." 

We  know  of  the  futility  of  the  great 
debate  in  the  last  Congress  which  con- 
sumed many  months  of  our  time  and  at 
best  ended  in  a  draw.  We  all  hope  that 
now  the  shoe  is  on  the  other  foot  we  do 
not  have  a  repetition  of  this  episode.  My 
plan  for  a  genuine  bipartisan  foreign 
policy  would  not  limit  debate.  In  fact, 
it  would  encourage  debate  on  an  in- 
formative basis  totally  removed  from  the 
partisan  criticism  level. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  my  plan  £is  ex- 
pressed in  this  resolution  is  sound  and 
Its  adoption  is  urgently  needed  to  win 
our  fight  for  peace  and  freedom  for  the 
people  throughout  the  world. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  CHARA  of  Dlinois  asked  and  was 
^ven  permission  to  address  the  House 
today  for  45  minutes,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  EBERHAPvTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  the 
remarks    made    by    our    colleague    the 
gentleman   from   Tennessee    [Mr.   Sct- 
TONJ     deserve    consideration.     I    have 
been  informed  by  the  pohce  officers  or 
guards  in  charge  of  the  parking  lot  on 
New  Jersey  Avenue  that  every  momin'r 
they  turn  away  practically  200  to  250 
cars  owned  by  secretaries  who  are  unable 
to  find  a  place  to  park.    Now,  aside  from 
the   action  of   the   District   officials   in 
givint,'  a  mere  employee,  not  an  elected 
official  of  the  White  House.  85  feet  of 
parking  space  up  here  on  Capitol  Hill, 
I  think  perhaps  the  officials  of  the  Con- 
gress should  look  into  the  possibility  of 
acquiring  more  parking  space  so  that 
the  girls,  our  secretaries,  will  not  have 
to  park  maybe  half  a  mile  away  from 
their  place  of  business.    So.  I  thuik  it  is 
deserving  of  sone  cor.sideratioii. 
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adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER,  is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


READING  OP  WASHINGTON'S  FARE- 
WELL ADDRESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unammous  consent  that  on  Monday 
February  23.  1953,  Washington's  Pare- 
well  Address  may  be  read  by  a  Member 
to  be  designated  by  the  Speaker 

The  SPE.AKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


HOLLAND  FLOOD  DISASTER 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 

for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 

my  remarks. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 

Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.     Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Thirteenth  District  of  New  Jersey  has 
many  historic  landmarks.    Not  only  Ls 
the  Statue  of  Liberty  ofiT  its  shores  but 
one  of  the  oldest  churches,  the  Old  Ber- 
gen Dutch  Reformed  Church,  is  in  it 
I  went  to  pubhc  school  No.  11.    Outside 
of  that  great  freedom  school  is  a  statue 
of  Peter  Stuyvesant.     Naturally,  when 
the  recent  disaster  in  Holland  took  place 
It  brought  back  boyhood  recollections  of 
the  early  Netherland  influence  in  my 
district.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  today  intro- 
ducing a  concurrent  resolution  which 
reads : 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  Amenca  in  Congress 
assembled  (the  Senate  concurring) .  That  the 
Congress  hereby  expresses  Its  profound  sym- 
pathy for  the  brave  people  or  the  Nether- 
lands who  have  suffered  such  heavy  losses 
both  In  Uvea  and  In  property  as  the  result 
of  the  recent  storms  and  floods  which  have 
ravaged  their  coxuitry. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  want  to  con- 
gratulate the  gentleman  on  the  intro- 
duction of  the  resolution,  it  is  a  most 
thoughtful  act.  the  adoption  of  which 
will  be  deeply  appreciated  by  the  people 
of  that  grief -stricken  country. 

Mr.  STEMTNSKL    I  thank  the  gentle 
man. 


PARKING  SPACE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  Hou.se  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan. 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.     Mr 
Speaker,  last  week  every  Democrat  who 
voted,  with  two  exceptions,  voted  to  ex- 
tend to  the  President  legislative  func- 
tions.   It  is  the  bill  to  enable  the  Presi- 
dent   to    submit    reorganization    plans 
which    become    law    unless    vetoed    by 
a   majority   of   the   Members   of   either 
House  that  I  am  talkin,'  about.     They 
pledged,  and  you  all  heard  them    oh 
how    they    pledged    allegiance    to'  the 
President.     Today   three  of   them,   our 
colleague    from    Tennessee    [Mr.    Sut- 
ton],   our    colleague    from    Minnesota 
I  Mr,    McCarthy],    and    our    colleague 
from    Pennsylvania    [Mr.    Eberharter] 
come    to    the    well    and   complain    be- 
cause former  Governor  Adams    a  for- 
mer Member  of  this  House— and  mind 
you  in  1945.  he  voted  for  the  amendment 
I  oCfered  the  other  day,  together  with  163 
other  Republicans— just  because  he  has 
a  little  parking  space  somewhere  on  the 
Hill  you  gentlemen  forget  your  profes- 
sion of  conversion  of  last  Tuesday.    You 
come  in  and  complain  about  parking. 
Where  do  you  want  this  capable  Presi- 
dential adviser  to  park,  down  in  Mary- 
land, or  out  in  Virginia  somewhere  and 
then  have  him  walk  in  and  be  late  on 
his  job  of  advising  the  President.    I  am 
certain  he  wants  no  special  privilege,  but 
really  now.  how  can  he  help  the  Presi- 
dent, run  errands  for  him.  if  he  cannot 
park  his  car  somewhere  near  his  home 
his  job? 

Why  not  be  consistent?    Why  "back- 
slide" so  soon. 


ASSISTAxNT  FLOOR  MANAGERS  OP 
TELEPHONES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a  resolution  <H.  Res.  136 »  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  tl.e  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Ri-'solied.  That  effective  February  1.  1953 
there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Hnuse  until  otherwise  provided 
by  law.  nddltlonal  compen.satlon  to  the  two 
a.sslFtfint  noor  mani8;er8  of  telephones  (one 
for  the  minority).  D.>r)rkeeper-8  Department 
Bt  the  basic  rat*"  nf  $500  i>er  annum  each,  so 
lone  as  the  positions  are  held  by  the  present 
Incumbents. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PARKING  FACHJTIES 
Mr.  EBERHARTKR.     Mr.  Speaker    I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 
Mr.  HALLECK.      Mr.  Speaker   I  ask 
unammous  consent  that  when  the  House 


TO  EQUALIZE.  STABILIZE.  AND  RE- 
DUCE FEDERAL  TAXES 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Maso.nJ  is  recognized  for 
30  minutes. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  excerpta  frcxn 
a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  this 
session  bepan.  I  have  introduced  bills  di- 
rected at  various  pha.ses  of  our  national 
tax  .system.  In  the  main,  they  are  pro- 
posals calculated  to  implement  the  ad- 
ministration's expres.sed  program  of  en- 
couragement to  business,  provide  relief 
for  taxpaying  individuals,  and  lend  sup- 
port  to  independent  action  and  prosperity 
in  our  farmin«  communities. 

The  Federal  income  taxes  of  both  Indi- 
viduals and  corporations  are  scheduled 
to  be  automatically  and  substantially  re- 
duced during  the  next  2  years,  regard- 
less of  action  on  the  part  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress.  But  it  is  not  enough 
merely  to  return  to  a  tax  program  which 
was  unsatisfactory  when  it  was  in  effect 
a  tax  program  that  will  certainly  be  no 
more  satisfactory  in  1954.  As  President 
Eisenhower  said  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message: 

Ti^^"  i" /tructure  as  a  whole  demands  re- 

t-Tl;.^        ^-.^  '^*  '""^^  develop  a  system  of 

o^tl^rr^^*"  ^'"  '™P°^^  ^^«  least  possible 
Obstacle  to  the  dynamic  growth  of  the  coun- 


try.  This  includes  particularly  real  oppor- 
tunity for  'Jie  growth  of  small  businesses. 
Many  re  idjustments  in  existing  taxes  will  be 
necessary  to  serve  these  objectives  and  also 
to  remove  e.«lstlng  Inequities. 

Every  American  taxpayer  can  applaud 
those  words.  They  are  words  of  warn- 
ing that  must  he  heeded,  for  it  is  quite 
possible  that  our  revenues  may  be  too 
drastically  cut.  unless  new  and  presently 
untapped  tax  sources  are  immediately 
brought  within  the  taxpaying  fold.  And 
it  is  certain  that  unless  we  adopt  cor- 
rective measures  of  the  kind  that  I  am 
proposing,  all  individual  taxpayers,  all 
bankers,  and  innumerable  businesses  of 
practically  all  kinds  will  remain  in  the 
unhappy  and  inequitable  tax  situation 
which  they  have  occupied  during  the  past 
two  decades;  while  perhaps  half  of  our 
farmers  will  be  required  by  law  to  pay 
Individual  taxes  that  should  by  rights  be 
paid  by  someone  else.  These  inequali- 
ties were  originated  and  promulgated  by 
previous  administrations  dating  back  to 
1916.  They  should  be.  and  must  be.  cor- 
rected. 

We  are  confronted  today.  M*.  Speaker, 
by  the  horns  of  a  dilemma.  On  the  one 
hand,  we  may  sit  calmly  by  and  permit 
automatic  tax  reductions  to  go  into  effect 
as  scheduled.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
may  speed  up  the  time  of  individual  tax 
reduction,  as  urged  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  in  the  hope  that  the  Con- 
gress will  then  cut  the  garment  of  our 
Federal  expenditures  to  fit  the  cloth  of 
our  contracting  revenues.  In  either  case 
our  tax  problem  can  be  more  easily 
solved  if  we  locate  new  sources  of  reve- 
nue at  the  same  time  that  we  give  tax 
relief  to  those  who  are  now  paying  too 
much  in  taxes.    This  can  be  done. 

In  House  Joint  Resolution  61.  which 
I  have  introduced  in  several  previous 
Congresses — even  though  I  knew  that 
the  spendthrift  New  Deal  administra- 
tions would  have  none  of  it — I  am  again 
proposing  a  constitutional  limitation  of 
Federal  income  taxes.  Let  me  say  at 
once,  however,  that  the  percentage  limi- 
tation named  in  this  resolution — 25  per- 
cent— is  by  no  means  conclusive.  As  I 
pointed  out  in  a  speech  on  this  floor  on 
March  17,  1952.  the  rates  can  be  grad- 
uated, low  rates  for  the  little  taxpayer, 
higher  rates  for  the  large  taxpayer,  but 
a  tax  ceiling  low  enough  to  encourage 
individual  initiative  and  business  expan- 
sion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  must  be  definitely  and 
finally  written  into  our  basic  law  that 
there  is  a  limit  to  the  amount  that  Con- 
gress may  take  from  the  incomes  of  its 
citizens  and  their  businesses,  so  that  in 
years  to  come — perhaps  a  generation 
from  now — when  the  spenders  may  once 
more  find  themselves  in  power,  they  will 
be  legally  restrained  from  imposing  such 
intolerable  tax  burdens  as  the  country 
has  had  to  l)ear  in  the  last  two  decades. 
Let  me  say  further  that  such  a  limitation 
of  taxes  must  he  tied  up  with  a  limita- 
tion of  expenditures,  a  limitation  of  the 
Federal  debt,  and  a  provision  that  many 
of  the  unfair  exemptions  and  special 
privileges  that  exist  today  will  be  done 
away  with  for  all  time. 

This  last-named  provision — the  elim- 
ination of  many  of  the  special  tax  privl- 
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leges  now  In  the  law — Is  the  subject  of 
my  bill  H.  R.  1559.  That  bill  proposes 
to  repeal  provisions  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  that  provide  exemption  to 
certain  favored  organizations  and  cor- 
porations from  payment  of  income  tax 
on  earnings. 

You  will  recall.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
first  steps  toward  Federal  income-tax 
equality  of  business  competitiors  were 
taken  in  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951.  They 
were  feeble  steps,  slightly  affecting  build- 
ing and  loan  associations  and  mutual 
savings  banks,  and  quite  unfairly  impos- 
ing upon  farmer  members  of  coopera- 
tives the  income  tax  that  should  be  paid 
by  those  corporations  themselves.  On 
December  17,  1952,  the  Wall  Street  Jour- 
nal made  the  following  pertinent  state- 
ment in  its  weekly  tax  summary: 

Federal  taxes  paid  by  savings  and  loan 
associations  this  year  will  be  small.  Savings 
and  loan  associations,  together  with  mutual 
savings  banks,  became  subject  to  Federal  In- 
come taxes  for  the  first  time  this  year.  They 
are  taxed  only  on  profits  after  dividends  and 
provision  for  a  specific  reserve.  The  asso- 
ciations each  year  can  add  as  much  to  '-his 
bad  debts  reserve  as  they  deem  necessary,  up 
to  12  percent  of  their  total  share  capital  at 
the  end  of  the  taxable  year,  minus  the  sur- 
plus and  reserves  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year,  tut  not  more  than  the  net  Income  for 
the  taxable  year.  Since  reserves  and  undi- 
vided profits  of  savings  associations  generally 
are  lees  than  10  percent  of  saving  capital,  the 
associations  this  year  will  bs  permitted  to 
make  substantial  tax-free  addition  to  re- 
serves. The  associations  also  will  pay  out 
more  In  dividends  this  year  than  they  did 
in  1951. 

The  Journal  concluded  with  a  highly 
significant  quotation  from  a  savings  and 
loan  oflQcial.  who  said: 

The  tax  is  fine  as  it  stands  now.  But  as 
soon  as  Congress  finds  how  little  revenue  it 
produces,  I'm  afraid  the.-t  will  be  agitation 
to  make  it  tougher. 

He  was  quite  right.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
give  notice  here  and  now  that  I  am  ini- 
tiating the  agitation  to  make  the  Fed- 
eral income  tax  tougher  on  all  building 
and  savings  and  loan  organizations. 
And  if  my  motives  are  questioned  in 
seeking  to  put  a  heavier  tax  burden  on 
these  associations  that  still  try  to  main- 
tain the  fiction  that  they  are  solely  for 
the  thrift  of  httle  people,  let  me  call 
to  your  attention  another  article  which 
appeared  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of 
December  26,  1952,  under  feature  head- 
lines on  page  1  that  said,  "FVee  rose 
bushes,  bigger  returns  on  money  boom 
savings  and  loan  groups — Assets  soar  279 
percent  since  prewar ;  competitors'  gains 
range  from  112  percent  to  157  percent — 
Hopalong  is  lending  a  hand." 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  read  the  article, 
but  under  permission  previously  granted 
I  shall  insert  pertinent  parts  of  it  at 
this  point  in  my  speech: 
(By  Llndley  H.  Clark,  Jr.,  staff  reporter  of 
the  Wall  Street  Journal) 

As  a  super -salesman  of  thrift,  Mr.  Hahn 
is  typical  of  a  growing  number  of  executives 
In  the  5,980  savings  and  loan  associations 
scattered  across  the  country.  Many  of  these 
associations  are  handing  their  customers 
evenrthing  from  free  rose  bushes  to  higher 
returns  on  their  money.  And  the  customers 
seem  to  be  loving  it. 

Both  the  salesmanship  and  its  successes, 
its  can  be  noted,  are  coming  In  doses  which 


sometimes  ctirl  the  hair  of  the  s.  St  I.  men's 
arch-competitors — savings  banks,  commercial 
banks,  and  life  Insurance  companies.  The 
savings  and  loan  folks  are  growing  a  lot 
faster  than  these  rivals.  Their  assets  at  tho 
turn  of  the  year  wlU  add  up  to  an  estimated 
$21.8  billion — 279  percent  greater  than  in 
prewar  1940.  Over  the  same  period,  savings 
banks'  assets  have  grown  112  percent,  life 
Insurance  companies'  136  percent.  Time  de- 
posits in  commercial  banks — mostly  savings 
by  individuals — have  risen  157  percent  dur- 
ing the  period. 

Some  of  the  salesmanship  sho'ws  up  in 
advertising  budgets.  Savings  associations 
plunked  down  nearly  $20,000,000  on  ad  cam- 
paigns last  year.  According  to  a  Financial 
Public  Relations  Association  survey,  commer- 
cial and  savings  banks  combined — with  nine 
times  the  assets  of  savings  associations — 
spent  only  $43,000,000. 

Assets  of  savings  and  loan  associations 
rose  a  record  of  $2,800,000,000,  or  15  percent, 
in  1952,  according  to  Charles  L.  Clements, 
president  of  the  United  States  Savings .  & 
Loan  League.  Morton  Bodfish,  chairman  of 
that  industry  trade  group,  adds:  "If  the  pres- 
ent rate  of  growth  continues  for  another 
decade,  ours  will  be  a  $50  billion  business." 

Tlie  growth  of  the  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciations has  been  tied  directly  to  the  Ne  tlon's 
p)06twar  housing  boom.  The  associations  are 
required  to  put  most  of  their  cash  into  resi- 
dential mortgages.  If  houses  hadn't  been 
sprouting  up  all  over,  the  s.  St  1.  men  would 
have  had  no  place  to  Invest  most  of  the 
accumulated  savings. 

Gains  for  some  individual  Institutions  have 
teen  near  fantastic.  Whlttier  Savings  & 
Loan  in  the  Los  Angeles  metropolitan  area 
^as  hiked  assets  174  percent  in  the  past  11 
months.  Home  Federal  in  Chicago  has 
marked  up  gains  of  32  percent  in  the  past 
year  and  194  percent  over  1945.  And  Mr. 
Hrihn's  First  Federal  in  New  York  has  rung 
up  one  of  234  percent  since  World  War  II's 
end. 

Savings  and  loan  associations  are  located 
In  every  State,  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico.  Pennsyl- 
vania has  the  most.  896,  followed  by  Ohio 
with  609,  Illinois  with  577.  and  New  Jersey 
with  488.  And  although  they  are  known  by 
different  names  in  various  places,  they're  the 
same  type  of  institution. 

In  New  England,  for  example,  they're  often 
called  cooperative  banks.  In  Louisiana  they 
are  homestead  associations.  Elsewhere,  they 
are  building  and  loan  associations,  building 
associations,  savings  associations,  building 
and  loan  companies,  building  and  saving 
companies,  savings  and  loan  companies,  and 
home  and  savings  associations. 

One  of  the  biggest  member-getters  for 
these  groups  is  the  relatively  high  rate  of  re- 
turn on  funds  put  in.  Most  places  the  inter- 
est paid  by  savings  and  commercial  banks 
runs  below  the  dividend  rate  of  competing 
savings  and  loans.  For  one  thing,  the  latter 
have  a  much  bigger  proportion  of  their  funds 
invested  in  relatively  hlsher-yielding  mort- 
gages on  homes  than  do  banks  or  insurance 
companies.  For  instance,  mortgage  holdings 
of  the  savings  and  loans  on  one-  to  four- 
family  nonfarm  homes  top  $16,000,000,000. 
more  than  the  total  held  by  savings  banks 
and  Insurance  companies  combined  though 
the  latter  have  fourfold  as  much  total  assets. 

In  Chicago,  the  four  largest  associations  all 
pay  more  than  the  ll^  percent  commercial 
bank  rate.  They  now  pay  from  2  to  2>4  per- 
cent, but  three  of  the  four  plan  January  1 
hoosts  which  will  lift  the  range  to  2Va  percent 
and  2^4  percent. 

Dallas  savings  and  loan  outfits  pay  2y2  to 
3  percent,  compared  with  2  percent  paid  by 
savings  departments  of  commercial  banks  on 
deposits  up  to  $10,000.    Most  downtown  Los 
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Angeles  aasoclatlons  are  now  offering  3  per- 
cent, compared  with  2  percent  for  the  high- 
est-paying bank;  and  big  Coast  Federal  Sav- 
ings &  Loan  Association,  largest  savings  and 
loan.  In  the  city.  Is  boosting  Its  dividend  to 
3>A  percent  at  the  year-end. 

What  such  a  boost  can  mean  was  recently 
demonstrated  In  Rockville  Centre,  N.  Y.,  a 
Long  Island  suburb  of  New  York  City.  Most 
New  York  area  savings  banks  and  savings 
and  loans  alike  pay  a  return  of  2 '2  percent, 
but  the  Couhty  Federal  Savings  &  Loan  of 
Rockville  Centre  Jumped  to  3  percent  last 
December  31.  By  midyear.  Its  assets  had 
soared  39  percent  to  $72,50O,0C'O.  making  the 
Institution  the  largest  association  In  the 
State. 

Southern  California's  fast-growing  asso- 
ciations have  written  some  outstanding  suc- 
cess stories  with  higher  rates,  too.  For  ex- 
ample, one  in  Bakersfleld  pays  a  4-percent 
dividend,  but  you  have  to  wait  your  turn  to 
plunk  down  your  money.  There's  a  lengthy 
waiting  list  of  prospective  members. 

Associations  in  the  Los  Angeles  area  are 
among  the  most  aggressive  business  getters. 
Glendale  associations,  for  example,  advertise 
their  3 '2  percent  Interest  rate  In  New  York 
City  newspapers.  And  on  their  home  ground, 
Los  Angeles  area  associations  are  leaving  few 
stones  unturned. 

•  •  •  •  • 

When  Home  Federal,  one  of  Chicago's  Big 
Pour  associations,  moved   Into  the  Loop  In 


They  have  served  a  good  purpose,  and 
have  accomplished  great  good.  But  the 
same  can  be  said  of  all  commercial  banks, 
of  the  Ford  Motor  Co.,  of  General  Motors, 
and  many  other  corporations — all  of 
whom  pay  the  regular  corporate  taxes. 
Why  should  not  the  savings  and  loan 
associations  and  the  mutual  savings 
banks  pay  the  regular  corporate  taxes 
also?  I  object  strenuously  to  their  pre- 
ten.'^e — and  it  is  a  pretense — that  they 
are  little  agencies  for  the  thrift  of  little 
people.  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  fact.  Whatever  they  may  have  been 
when  they  started,  they  are  today  big 
and  important  bankers,  and,  as  Senator 
Kerr,  of  Oklahoma,  said  in  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  on  September  21. 
1951: 

If  we  leave  them  tax-exempt  the  day  will 
come  when  they  and  the  other  tax-exempt 
organizations  will  have  all  the  money  in  the 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  they  must  be  taxed  and 
taxed  in  full  on  their  earnings.  Such 
taxation  will  equalize  their  operations 
with  those  of  taxpaying  commercial 
banks,  and  they  will  pay  into  the  Treas- 
ury of  :he  United  States  half  a  billion 


^  ,.  dollars,   thereby   providing  some  meas- 

July,  It  gave  to  new  members  such  Items  as  pre'^ently  overburdened 

clock  radios,  fountain  pens,  and  silverware./   "^^."'^^'^V         J,     ^''^'^^'V"-''  ">"^' '>"*"'^"^" 
The  size  of  the  gift  depended  on  the  size  of  i    individuals  and  corporations, 
the  investment— one  of  •LOCO,  for  example,  S     Furthermore,  H.  R.    1559   proposes  to 

fcorrect  the  gross  inequity  that  was  per- 
petrated upon  the  American  farmer  by 
the  inclusion  in  the  1951  Revenue  Act 
of  a  miserable  method  of  making  him 
pay  individual  income  taxes  on  the  earn- 
ings of  his  cooperatives,  even  though  he 
receives  no  cash  patronage  dividend.s  and 
has  no  prospect  of  ever  receiving  cash 
for  the  dead  horse  that  has  been  handed 
him  in  the  form  of  stock  or  scrip  or  book 
allocations.  Only  now.  as  their  Federal 
income  taxes  for  1952  are  falling  due, 
are  the  farmer  members  of  cooperatives 
beginning  to  realize  what  a  dirty  trick 
the  Truman  administration  played  on 
them.  Since  many  of  our  colleagues  in 
the  House,  Mr.  Speaker,  were  unaware 
of  the  injustice  they  were  perp>etrating, 
and  many  others  are  new  and  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  disservice  performed 
upon  their  constituents  by  their  elders 
in  Conpre.ss,  I  want  to  stress  how  the 
officers  and  managers  of  many  coopera- 
tives wheedled  Congressmen  into  accept- 
ing a  tax  on  farmer  members  when  it 
should  have  been  borne  by  the  coopera- 
tives them.^elves. 

Let  us  use  real  names  and  real  places, 
as  supplied  b-y  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture's slick-paper  publication  called 
News  for  Farmer  Cooperatives.  Here 
are  recommendations  taken  from  the 
November  1952  issue  of  that  publication, 
urging  you  to  stock  your  pantry  shelves 
with  such  nontaxpaying  products  as 
Diamond  walnuts,  product  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Walnut  Growers  Association,  of 
Los  Angeles;  Rockingham  turkeys  from 
Rockingham  Poultry  Marketing  Cooper- 
ative, Inc.,  of  Broadway,  Va. ;  picnic 
hams  from  the  Shen-Valley  Meat  Pack- 
ers, of  Timberville,  Va.;  Ocean  Spray 
cranberry  sauce  from  the  National  Cran- 
berry Association,  of  Hanson,  Mass. ; 
Blue  Diamond  almonds  from  the  Cali- 
fornia Almond  Growers  Exchange,  Sac- 
ramento; Clover  Honi-Spred  put  out  by 
the  Finger  Lakes  Honey  Producers  Coop- 
erative, Groton,  N.  Y.;  Land  O'  Lakes 


brought  a  set  of  silverware. 

Results?  Home  Federal's  savings  accounts 
In  July  Increased  by  •14,500,000,  compared 
with  •700.000  In  June  and  «700,000  In  August. 
On  November  30,  its  total  assets  stood  at 
•59,500,000,  up  almost  one-third  from  a  year 
earlier. 

The  cold  hard  fact  is  that  the  Na- 
tion's 5,980  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions are  operating  practically  without 
Federal  income  tax  on  their  huge  earn- 
ings. That  is  why  they  can  afford  to 
give  away  rose  bushes,  clock  radios, 
fountain  pens,  and  sets  of  silver;  that 
is  why  they  were  able  to  spend  $20,- 
000,000  in  advertising  campaigns  last 
year;  that  is  why  they  are  erecting  fancy 
new  buildings,  not  only  in  Washington 
but  everywhere  else;  that  is  why  they 
can  pay  3  percent  interest  on  deposits 
against  1  or  2  percent  of  commercial 
banks,  and  that  is  why  they  look  for- 
ward to  a  $50,000,000,000  business  in 
another  decade. 

They  are  Federal  income-tax  free, 
though  it  is  conservatively  estimated 
that  they  would  have  paid  $249,500,000 
into  the  Treasury  last  year  hi^d  they 
been  taxed  like  the  commercial  banks 
which  are  their  competitors.  A  quarter 
of  a  billion  dollars  that  had  to  be  paid 
by  other  overburdened  taxpayers  be- 
cause New  Deal  administrations  were 
afraid  to  buck  this  growing  octopus. 
Another  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars 
would  come  in  taxes  from  the  mutual- 
savings  banks,  if  they  were  not  pam- 
pered and  petted  and  given  preference 
under  the  fiction  that  they  are  some- 
what different  from  commercial  savings 
banks  that  pay  their  share  of  the  Fed- 
eral costs. 

H.  R.  1559  proposes  to  tax  these  tax- 
dodging  institutions  by  removing  the 
secondary  loopholes  of  escape  that  were 
written  into  the  1951  Revenue  Act. 

Mr.  Speaker,  savings  and  loan  associ- 
ations and  mutual  savings  banks  have  a 
real   place  in  the  American   economy. 


butter  from  Land  O"  Lakes  Creameries. 
Minneapolis;  co-op  eggs  from  Southern 
States  Cooperative.  Richmond,  Va.: 
Sunsweet  prune  juice  and  dried  apricots 
from  California  Prune  and  Apricot 
Growers  A.ssociation.  San  Jose;  Tri- 
Valley  apricot  juice  from  Tri-Valley 
Packing  Association,  San  Francisco; 
Donald  Duck  frozen  orange  juice  from 
Florida  Citrus  Canners,  Lake  Wales: 
Welch's  frozen  grape  juice  from  the 
National  Grape  Cooperative  Association. 
Westneld,  N.  Y.;  GLF  Vitafed  flour  from 
Cooperative  GLF  Exchange,  Ithaca. 
N.  Y. ;  Flav-R-Pack  frozen  strawberries 
of  North  Pacific  Canners  and  Packers, 
Portland,  Oreg. ;  Sunkist  oranges  from 
the  Sunkist  Growers,  Inc  ,  Los  Angeles. 

And  these,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  only  a 
very  few  of  the  tax-escaping  cooperative 
products  that  my  colleagues  will  most 
likely  find  on  their  own  pantry  shelves 
when  they  go  home  tonight — while  they 
fret  and  fume  over  ways  to  cut  taxes 
and  still  meet  the  extravagant  budget 
that  the  Truman  administration  has 
wi.'^hed  off  on  us. 

For  instance,  if  they  come  from  the 
Middle  West,  they  may  use  the  gaa  and 
oil  and  cola  drinks  of  the  Consumers 
Cooperative  Association  of  Kansas  City, 
which  is  so  big  and  so  important  in  its 
tax-dodsing  position  that  it  proposed 
last  year  to  show  Mr.  Mossadegh  of  Iran 
how  to  run  the  oil  refineries  he  had 
snatched  from  Britain. 

If  they  come  from  San  Francisco,  they 
would  almost  surely  find  on  the  pantry 
shelves  the  sugar  of  the  California  b 
Hawaii  Refining  Co. — C.  &  H.  whose 
treasurer  naively  told  a  congressional 
committee  a  few  years  ago  that  "we  be- 
came a  cooperative  to  escape  taxes." 

If  they  come  from  Pennsylvania,  they 
might  smoke  Country  Gentleman  co- 
operative cigars.  If  they  come  from 
Ohio,  they  might  buy  cooperative  in- 
surance; if  they  were  sick  in  Oklahoma, 
they  might  have  a  cooperative  doctor; 
and  if  they  happened  to  die  in  Minne- 
sota, they  might  well  have  a  cooperative 
funeral  accompanied  with  a  patronage 
dividend  in  scrip  on  which  their  estate 
would  have  to  pay  income  tax. 

And  yet.  Mr.  Speaker,  none  of  these 
concerns — practically  all  operating  un- 
der corporation  laws — pay  Federal  in- 
come taxes  because  they  claim  the  mil- 
lions of  dollars  that  they  earn  are 
.'^omchow  unlike  the  dollars  that  other 
companies  earn,  and  that  they  should 
therefore  be  required  to  pay  no  taxes — 
or  little  taxes — or  what  they  themselves 
may  determine  to  be  a  tax — for  the  sup- 
port of  our  boys  in  Korea,  or  for  the 
support  of  our  de.'<perate  program  to 
build  up  armed  forces  that  will  keep 
this  Nation  free.  They  expect  to  be 
protected,  but  they  refuse  to  pay  any 
part  of  the  high  costs  of  protection. 

Mr.  Speaker,  they  must  be  made  to 
pay — regardless  of  the  fictions  with 
which  they  surround  themselves:  The 
fiction  that  they  are  merely  partner- 
ships, although  they  have  organized  as 
corporations;  the  fiction  that  they  are 
agents  of  their  members,  though  the 
agency  provision  of  the  law  was  abol- 
ished nearly  30  years  ago;  the  fiction 
that  they  have  no  tax  liability  under  the 
rules  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau. 
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Here  la  the  first  paragraph  of  a  report  I  now  call  attention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

that  was  submitted  to  the  Ways  and  the  final  section  in  H.  R.  1559,  which  is  |^    WHl'l'l'KN  asked  and  was  given 

Means  Committee  in  the  spring  of  1951  new  and  added  to  the  measure  since  it  permission  to  address  the  House  today 

by  the  wise  and  authoritative  tax  staffs  was  Introduced  before.  jqj.   15  minutes,  following  any  special 

i)f  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Rev-  Section  8  reads  as  follows:  orders  heretofore  entered. 

enue  Taxation  and  the  Treasury  Depart-  The  secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall,  as  ' 

ment.     Listen  while  I  read  It:  promptly  as  feasible,  prepare  and  submit  to  "                         ___„ 

The  fact  that  cooperatives  are  corporations  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  tJNITED    STATES    SHOULD    EXTEND 

and    that    Congress    has   the   constitutional  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Commit-  DIPLOMATIC     RELATIONS     "WITH 

iiower  to  tax  them  as  corporations  may  ap-  tee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  a  plan,  with  REPUBLICS      OP     UKRAINE      AND 

I,ear  so  obvious  that  discussion  of  the  propo-  appropriate    proposed    legislation,    for    sub-  n^^nn  r^z^TiaaT a 

sit  ion     Is     unnecessary.      However,     general  Jectlng   Government   enterprises    of    a    pro-  BYELORUbSlA 

statements  have  been  made  to  the  efltect  that  prletary  and  competitive  nature  to  tax  bur-  .pjjg     SPEAKER     pro     tempore     (Mr. 

the   cooperatives   are   only   agenU.   partner-  dens  equivalent  to  those  Imposed  on  private  Hojyj-j,)        Under  previous  order  Cf  the 

ships,  or  trusts,  with  the  Implication  that  business.  House,  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 

they  are  not  entitles  In  their  own  right  ca-  j  ^jn  told  that  my  estimate  of  half  a  [Mr,  SMITH]  is  recognized  for  20  min- 

pable  of  having  Income  ""bject  to  tajL    For  ^jjjjj^^^  dollars  revenue  to  come  from  the  utes. 

que'sttoTthe  f"arrhT\h:  cCrltivlJTre  taxation    of    such    Government -owned  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin    Mr.  Speak- 

separate  corporate  entitles  which  are  taxable  busines-ses  as  TVA.  Bonneville,  the  Mis-  er.  I  ask  unanunous  consent  to  revise  and 

as  such.  sissippi  Barge  Line,  and  the  many  bank-  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  reso- 

ing  enterprises  which  are  run  on  tax-  lution. 

And  then  our  experts  went  on  to  prove  payers'  money,  is  far  too  low.    Probably  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

In  that  report  beyond  any  possible  doubt  that  is  right,  for  there  are  nearly  100  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 

that  they  are  corporations,  and  taxable  of   these   Government  businesses  com-  consin? 

as  such.    Then  why  not  tax  them?  peting  with  taxpaying  enterprises.  There  was  no  objection. 

If  they  were  taxed,  how  much  money  Mr.  Charles  Edward  Wilson,  formerly  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
would  the  Government  collect?  When  president  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  Speaker,  President  Eisenhower  is  deter- 
that  question  was  asked,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  now  chairman  of  the  Grace  Lines,  mined  to  extend  a  helping  hand  to  peo- 
b.ick  in  the  New  Deal  days,  the  answer  estimated  in  a  speech  before  the  Com-  pie  who  are  enslaved  behind  the  iron 
always  was.  "Oh.  not  very  much."  But  merce  and  Indixstry  Association  of  New  curtain.  His  recent  statements  about 
recently  I  asked  the  tax  experts  of  the  York  last  September  that  the  sale  of  all  a  new  policy  of  liberation  are  clear  and 
joint  committee  the  following  question:  Oovemment-owned     busine.sses     would  unequivocal.      For  the  first  time  since 

What  Is  your  estimate  of  possible  reve-  produce  at  least  $27,000,000,000,  which  1945  enslaved  people  everywhere  have 

rue  to  be  derived  from  taxing  these  various  could  be  used  to  reduce  the  national  heard  a  voice  which  assures  them  that 

<  r^anizations  In  exactly  the  same  way  that  debt;  that  such  a  sale  would  reduce  Gov-  some  day  in  the  foreseeable  future  they 

other  corporations  are  taxed  and  without  errunent's  interest  payments  by  half  a  will  be  free.    John  Foster  Dulles,  the  new 

any  consideration  of  their  claims  that  pa-  ^^^^^Qn  dollars  a  year;  and  that  taxation  Secretary  of  State,  supports  the  Presi- 

t;  unr.se  dividend,  are  net  income?  ^^  ^^^^  businesses  in  private  ownership  dent's  position. 

Let  me  now  read  you  the  answer  to  would  bring  in  $1,000,000,000  a  year  in-  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  today  introduced 

my  question  which  I  received  only  a  few  stead  of  my  more  modest  estimate  of  a  resolution  which  aims  to  express  the 

d.iys  ago.  after  exhaustive  study  by  the  $500,000,000.  sense  of  this  Congress  that  our  Govern- 

cxperts  of  the  joint  committee:  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  ment  should  seek  to  establish  full  diplo- 

some  6  months  ago  ne  made  an  estimate  And  out  the  correct  answer  when  the  matic  relations  with  the  Republics  of 
of  the  revenue  which  would  be  raised  under  provisions  of  H.  R.  1559  become  law.  Ukraine  and  Byelorussia.  We  must 
your  bill.  The  e6timat.e  was  about  •800.-  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  touched  on  a  di-  strive  to  free  these  people  from  the  steel 
000.000.  In  addition  to  the  amount  resulting  versity  of  topics  in  the  short  time  I  have  chains  that  bind  them  to  Communist 
from  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951.  It  should  had  the  floor — tax  limitation  by  consti-  Russia  against  their  will 
be  understood  that  this  estimate  Is  neces-  tutional  amendment;  reduction  of  the  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  obvious  to  all  who 
sariiy  crude  because  we  do  not  have  satis-  national  debt;  reduction  of  taxes  to  in-  want  to  see,  that  the  free  world  is  run- 
fact.:ry  information  ''^J'j^^^^  .^J^''^'^^'^^  dividuals  and  corporations;  and  coUec-  ning  second  to  the  Communist  world  on 
weTe'rcr'c^S'to'^rJS  t^eSr  lhatev«'datl  tion  of  taxes  from  cooperatives,  building  the  propaganda  front.  This  is  an  inex- 
cuuid  be  found.  and  loan  associations,  and  other  tax-  cusable  situation.  Approval  of  my  res- 
exempt  groups.    These  topics  are  all  in-  olution  will  serve  notice  on  the  Kremlin 

In  other  words,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  could  terrelated;  they  are  part  and  parcel  of  that  the  United  States  is  determined  to 
expect  receipts  of  nearly  $1,000,000,000  ^j^g  g^jjjg  ^^x  problem,  and  should  be  reverse  that  situation  and  that  hence- 
f :om  the  taxation  of  cooperatives,  build-  considered  together.  forth  we  shall  take  the  initiative  on  the 
ing  and  loan  associations,  and  mutual-  ^g  must  reduce  Federal  income  taxes,  propaganda  front  all  over  the  world, 
savings  banks  alone,  and  that  estimate  j^^  ^^j.  people  cannot  endure  the  heavy  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Kremlin  has  main- 
is  a  minimum  because,  as  the  reply  ^^^  burden  that  is  now  placed  upon  tained  the  fiction  that  the  Ukraine  and 
clearly  states,  "satisfactory  information  them.  We  must  place  a  limitation  upon  Byelorussia  are  free  and  independent  re- 
cn  current  earnings '  Is  not  available —  goverrmiental  expenditures.  Federal  publics  and  if  one  were  to  believe  what 
l.irgely.  I  presume,  because  of  the  laxity  tg^es,  and  the  national  debt  to  protect  he  can  read  it  would  appear  that  they 
cf  the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  in  en-  ^^j.  economy  from  future  political  spend-  are.  But  I  assure  you  that  it  is  only  a 
forcing  the  1943  requirement  that  tax-  thrifts.  We  must  defend  our  system  of  pretense.  Historically  the  record  shows 
exempt  groups  file  annual  statements.  ^^^  private  enterprise  by  taking  Gov-  that  as  early  as  1921  the  Ukraine  joined 

My  own  estimate  of  the  amounts  that  enunent  out  of  business,  and  we  must  do  in  the  Treaty  of  Riga  with  Poland  and 

would  result  from  full  application  of  the  it   before    the    bureaucrats   become    so  Russia.      This  seems  to  indicate  that 

new  bill  which  I  have  introduced,  H.  R.  strong  and  so  firmly  entrenched  that  Ukraine  enjoyed  a  separate  status.   Also. 

1559,  is  as  follows:  they  and  not  we  will  be  the  bosses.    We  when  the  Union  of  Socialist  Republics 

Farmer  cooperatives $331,645,000  must  also  end  tax  favoritism  to  some  was  organized  in  1923,  the  Ukraine  and 

Consumer  cooperatives 30,353,000  at  the  expense  of  the  rest,  by  a  revision  Byelorussia  was  each  considered  a  sep- 

Retaiier -owned  cooperatives. -      13,863.000  of  our  tax  system  SO  that  all  men  and  arate  nation  and  each  reserved  the  right 

Mutual  fire  and  casualty  insur-  ^^^  corporations  will  pay  on  all  of  their  to  freely  withdraw  from  the  Union. 

ance 71,200,000  gj^j,jjij^s  jn  a  buTst  of  Communist  campaign 

others                      n,  600. 000  ^    Speaker,  is  the  year  In  which  oratory  in  1936  StaUn  boasted  that  these 

^arn^gi-riTan'^^utlo;^:    lllS.Z  thS"  reform  "Should    be    accomplished.  Jwo  RepubUcs  havir^  r^r^ed  t^ 

Production  credit  associations       3,661,000  This  new  administration.  In  turning  over  to  secede  from  the  Umon  that  steps 

National  farm  loan  associations       3.905.000  a  new  tax  leaf,  should  see  to  it  that  the  should  be  taken  to  guarantee  that  uie 

Credit  unions -      12,500.000  ^ew  tax  leaf  will  provide  an  equitable,  constitution  which  bound  the  three  na- 

Government  businesses —  j^  jygt  a  well-balanced,  and  a  bearable  tions  together  should  not  be  a  meaning- 
Federal,  sute.  and  municipal    491.000.000  ^^^^  j^^^j  j^j.  ^^^  ^^le  people  of  America,  less  scrap  of  paper.    What  irony. 
The  grand  toUl  is  Sl.481.145,000— and  We  can  do  it.    Will  we  have  the  cour-  It  is  also  true.  Mr.  SPeaker,  that  this 
that  figure  is  conservative.  age  to  do  it?  constitutional    guaranty   of    autonomy 
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finds  support  in  the  distinctive  national 
banners  and  emblems  of  the  two  states 
and  are  presumed  to  s3Tnbolize  inde- 
pendent sovereignty  of  the  Ukraine  and 
Byelorussia. 

And  further.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  clinch 
the  argument  the  Kremlin  insisted  that 
the  so-called  republics  of  Ukraine  and 
Byelorussia  were  entitled  to  have  a  sepa- 
rate and  independent  status  in  the 
United  Nations.  Delegates  from  these 
countries  sit  today  in  the  United  Nations 
and  their  right  to  do  so  has  never  been 
challenged. 

Why.  then.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the 
United  States  fail  to  establish  full  diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  Ukraine  and 
Byelorussia?  No  logical  excuse  exists 
why  this  has  not  been  done.  There  is  a 
suspicion,  however,  that  to  do  so  would 
be  inconsistent  to  the  Acheson  policy  of 
appeasement. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  convinced  that  the 
policy  of  apE>easement  ended  when 
Dwight  D.  Elisenhower  took  the  oath  of 
office  as  President  of  the  United  States 
on  January  20.  1953. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  new  President  has 
charted  a  new  course  in  foreign  policy. 
He  has  charted  it  with  firmness  and  with 
a  determination  to  carry  it  through.  In 
his  great  speech  to  us  a  week  ago  he  said : 

Our  policy,  dedicated  to  making  the  free 
world  secure,  will  envision  all  peaceful  meth- 
ods and  devices — except  br'.aklng  faith  with 
our  friends.  We  shall  never  acquiesce  In  the 
enslavement  of  any  people  In  order  to  pur- 
chaoe  fancied  gain  for  ourselves. 

Mr.  Speaker,  adoption  of  my  resolution 
Is  only  one  of  the  devices  that  can  be 
used  to  beat  communism  on  the  propa- 
ganda front.  Let  us  start  by  extending 
full  diplomatic  relation-  with  the  Ukraine 
and  Byelorussia.  The  time  to  start  is 
now. 

House  Concur,  .nt  Resolution  58 

Whereas  the  Soviet  Government  In  Moscow 
fosters,  through  propaganda  media  the  ap- 
pearance of  Ir.dependent  will  and  status  on 
the  part  of  the  Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist 
Republic  and  the  Byelorussian  Soviet  So- 
cialist Republic;  and 

Whereas  In  the  historical  order,  the 
Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist  Republic  exer- 
cised Its  complete  sovereignty  as  a  signatory, 
along  wjth  the  separate  states  of  Poland  and 
the  Russian  Soviet  Federative  Socialist  Re- 
public, to  the  treaty  of  Riga  In  1921,  the  offi- 
cial text  of  which  appeared  In  three  lan- 
guages— Ukrainian.  Polish,  and  Ru-ssian:  and 

Whereas  on  the  formation  of  the  Union 
Of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  the  sovereign 
and  independent  status  was  affirmed  to  the 
Ukrainian  S.  S.  R.  and  the  Byelorussian 
8.  S.  R.  by  the  First  Union  Constitution 
which  declared  that  each  of  the  member 
Republics  shall  retain  the  right  to  freely 
withdraw  from  the  Union;    and 

Whereas  the  Soviet  Government  has  given 
the  impression  that  it  favored  the  sover- 
eignty and  independent  status  of  the 
Ukrainian  8.  8.  R.  and  the  Byeloru!!slan 
S.  8.  R.  when  it  was  stated  that  Republics 
should  have  the  right  to  secede  from  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  and  that  such  right  was  to  be  more 
than  a  meaningless  scrap  of  paper;  and 

Whereas  sovereignty  and  independence  of 
the  Ukrainian  S.  S.  R.  and  the  Byelorussian 
8.  S.  R.  is  set  forth  in  the  Constitution  of 
19.36  which  provides:  "The  right  freely  to 
secede  from  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  Is  reserved  to  every 
Union  Republic":  and 

WlMNsa  said  Soviet  Constitution  provides 
tll^Mph  Union  Republic  has  the  right  to 
VbISs  Om  direct  relatlonfi  with  {oreign  states 


and  to  conclude  agreements  and  exchange 
representatives  with  them;  and 

Whereas  said  constitution  also  provides 
that  each  union  republic  has  its  own  repub- 
lican military  formations;  and 

Whereas  the  fundamental  law  as  expressed 
again  In  said  Soviet  Constitution  provided: 
"The  supreme  soviet  of  a  union  repub- 
lic; •  •  •  (e)  decides  questions  of  rep- 
resentation of  the  union  republic  in  its  in- 
ternational relations;  (f)  determines  the 
manner  of  organizing  the  republic's  military 
formations";  and 

Whereas  in  contrast  to  the  conditions  pre- 
vailing in  other  soviet  republics,  the  dis- 
tinctive national  banners  and  emblems  of 
state  maintained  by  the  Ukrainian  S.  S.  R 
and  the  Byelorussian  S.  S.  R.  are  presumed 
to  manifest  symbolically  the  sovereignty  and 
Independence  of  these  states;  and 

Whereas  ".he  Government  of  the  United 
States  recognizes  the  delegations  selected  to 
represent  the  Ukrainian  S  S.  R  and  the  Bye- 
lorussian S.  S.  R.  as  accepted  nations  of  the 
United  Nations;  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States 
recognize  the  sovereignty  of  the  Ukrainians 
and  Byelorussians,  which  Is  In  harmony  with 
the  ideas  e:»pres£ed  In  the  Declaration  cf  In- 
dependence of  the  United  States,  and.  there- 
fore, stand  ready  to  render  to  these  peoples 
and  to  the  peoples  in  the  Soviet  Union  any 
assistance  tor  the  strengthening  of  their  free- 
doms and  their  economic  development;  and 

Whereas  It  is  clearly  incongruous  from 
every  viewpoint  to  maintain  the  recognition 
by  this  Government  of  the  Ukrainian  S.  S.  R. 
and  the  Byelorussian  S.  S.  R.  in  the  United 
Nations  without  the  peace-oriented  oppor- 
tunity to  establish  direct  diplomatic  con- 
course with  their  respective  capitals  of  Kiev 
and  Minsk:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  R-presentatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) .  That  it  Is  the  sense 
of  the  Congress  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  In  support  of  a  policy  of  lib- 
eration, ihould  proceed  to  establish  direct 
diplomatic  relations  with  the  Government  of 
the  Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist  Republic  and 
the  Government  of  the  Byelorussian  Soviet 
Socialist  Republic,  and  in  the  creation  of 
posts  of  representation  in  the  capitals  of  Kiev 
and  Minsk,  respectively,  consistent  with  dip- 
lomatic precedure  in  such  matters. 


THE   LATE    ADOLPH   J.    SABATH 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  an  address  delivered 
by  me  on  January  30.  1953,  at  the  Wash- 
ington Hebrew  Congregation,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  in  connection  with  the 
memorial  services  conducted  for  the  late 
Honorable  Adolph  J.  Sabath. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts' 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  contribution  which  Adolph  Sabath 
made  to  the  United  States  was  more  than 
the  mere  st.itlstlcal  record  of  having  been  a 
Member  of  Congress  longer  than  any  other 
man  In  hLstory. 

His  real  i-ontrlbutlon  wa-s  In  the  service 
he  rendered — service  to  people,  to  ihou.sands 
of  Individuals  whom  he  helped  In  countless 
ways  to  establish  themselves  and  their  fami- 
lies m  this  land  and  thereby  develop  it  into 
the  greatest  nation  on  earth.  And  in  the 
service  he  rendered  In  helping  bring  about 
the  enactment  of  social -security  legislation 
affecting  the  lives  of  millions  of  people,  as 
well  as  many  other  progressive  measures. 

His  real  C')ntributlon  lies  also  In  the  spirit 
he  exemplified  by  his  unceasing  champion- 
ship of  causes  In  behalf  of  the  "little"  per- 
.son.  F^om  his  earliest  battles  In  Congress 
for  Improvement  of  conditions  under  which 
Immigrants  were  brought  Into  this  country 


to  his  equally  zealous  battles  in  behalf  of  the 
humane  legislation  In  his  later  years.  Adolph 
Sabath  could  always  be  found  on  the  side  of 
human  rights. 

But  there  was  one  great  difference  between 
him  and  many  fellow  advocates  of  the  pro- 
gressive causes  which  he  supported  so 
ardently. 

As  a  product  of  the  hard  school  of  politics 
he  realized  the  strength  of  the  opposition  in 
any  given  situation.  He  knew  the  handicaps 
and  the  obstacles  to  achievement.  He  could 
weigh  the  po.ssibllltles.  figure  the  angles,  and 
estimate  the  chance  of  accomplishing  even 
the  minimum  goals.  Likewise  he  could  Judge 
the  political  consequences  fi;r  the  contend- 
ing parties,  of  success  or  failure.  He  realized 
that  progress  came  through  compromise. 

In  other  words,  my  friends,  Adolph  Sabath 
was  that  fftrlty  In  public  life — a  practical 
Idealist. 

Striving  always  toward  goals  that  seemed 
unaiialnable  he  was  never  discouraged  when 
achievement  fell  short  of  the  mark. 

He  might  be  dUsatlsfled  with  the  result, 
hut  dlFcourat;ed  — never.  Every  step  of  prog- 
ress WTHS  to  him  an  urge  to  further  progress, 
every  backward  .step  a  challenge  to  advance. 

AJolph  Sabath  was  a  man  whose  buoyant 
spirit  knew  no  defeat,  but  rose  again  after 
each  reversal,  to  resume  the  fray— because  .le 
believed  In  the  things  for  which  he  fought, 
and  because  they  were  right. 

In  short  he  possessed  that  Inner  spark 
which  we  call  faith— that  striving  toward 
perfection  which  is  man's  link  with  the  Lord. 

You  do  well  to  memorialize  him  at  this 
Sabbath  evening  service  of  the  Washlngloa 
Hebrew  Congregation. 

In  diilng  so  you  honor  a  man  who  through- 
out his  life  llve-J  up  to  the  lujunctlon  of  the 
ancient  prophets  that  we  should  all  "Do 
Justice.  love  mercy,  and  walk  humbly  befor* 
thy  God." 

TUTTLE  CREEK  RESERVOIR.  KAN3. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  Hou.se.  the  j,'entleman  from  Kansas 
I  Mr.  Miller]  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  in 
my  remarks  a  letter  from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  introduced  into  this  Chamber 
H.  R.  2730.  The  purpose  of  this  bill  is 
to  abandon  the  flood-control  project  for 
the  construction  of  the  Tuttle  Creek 
Reservoir,  Kans..  which  was  authorized 
by  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June 
28.  1938. 

H.  R,  2730  is  intended  to  save  the  tax 
payers  of  the  United  States,  from  fifty  to 
one  hundred  millions  of  dollars  in  cold 
cash.  I  shall  prove  absolutely  in  a  few 
words  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  will 
do  just  that. 

In  considerinp;  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
posed Tuttle  Creek  Dam  we  must  bear 
in  mind  that  .soil  conservation  and  flood 
prevention  measures  on  the  uplands  of 
the  Blue  River  Basin  art  absolutely  es- 
sential to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 
That  such  measures  must  and  will  be 
taken  in  the  near  future  and  the  sooner 
the  better.  We  must  consider  also  that 
such  measures,  properly  taken,  will  pre- 
vent, to  a  large  degree,  flooding  of  the 
lowlands.  As  to  what  degree  there  is 
some  difference  of  opinion,  but  it  will  be 
at  least  50  percent.  Some  competent 
engineers  assert  that  this  system  will 
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result  in  100  percent  prevention  of  floods. 
Experience  in  the  Washita  River  Valley 
seems  to  bear  them  out.  But  the  pro- 
posed Tuttle  Creek  Dam  does  not  take 
into  account  any  such  contribution  by 
soil  conservation  measures.  Therefore 
any  contributions  that  may  be  made,  and 
made  they  must  be.  will  render  useless 
the  Tuttle  Creek  Ehim  by  just  so  much. 
This  conclusion  is  so  plain  that  "even  he 
who  runs  may  read." 

Inevitably,  within  a  few  years  when 
these  upland  measures  are  taken,  50,  75, 
or  perhaps  even  100  percent  of  Tuttle 
Creek  Reservoir  wil".  be  rendered  useless. 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  is  not  a  vicious  dupli- 
cation of  effort,  a  useless  waste  of  the 
taxpayers'  money,  then  I  wguld  like  to 
see  an  example. 

In  view  of  these  facts  would  not  the 
Eighty-third  Congress  be  wise  to  with- 
draw all  unexpend(!d  appropriations  for 
the  construction  of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam, 
refuse  any  further  appropriation,  and 
abandon  entirely  a  jthorization  for  con- 
struction until  all  proper  and  necessary 
soil  conservation  and  flood  prevention 
measures  have  been  completed  up- 
stream? Congress  should  in  this  session 
appropriate  sufficient  funds  to  promote 
measures  of  soil  conservation  and  flood 
prevention  In  the  IJlue  River  Basin  with 
all  possible  expediency.  After  such  steps 
have  been  taken,  and  this  can  be  done 
for  a  fraction  of  the  cost  of  the  proposed 
Tuttle  Creek  Dam,  we  can  well  discover 
what  flood  prevention  measures,  if  any. 
may  be  needed  on  the  main  channel  of 
the  Big  Blue  River.  Many  competent 
engineers  assert  that  there  will  be  no 
additional  steps  necessary.  I  submit, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  to  rescind  authoriza- 
tion of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  is  a  measure 
in  full  accord  with  the  annoimced  pur- 
pose of  this  administration  to  eliminate 
all  appropriations  not  presently  essential 
to  the  economy  ol  the  Nation.  It  is  in 
strict  accord  with  the  principles  avowed 
in  the  platforms  of  both  political  par- 
ties, to  cut  exijenst?  and  reduce  taxes  in 
every  possible  manner. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  given  to  this  Con- 
press  reasons  for  abandoning  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  based  on  cold.  hard,  eco- 
nomic facts.  There  is  yet  a  better 
reason,  based  on  roorality  and  elemen- 
tary justice.  On  tliese  grounds  we  dare 
not  construct  Tut.le  Creek  Dam.  We 
must  not  unnecessiiily  drive  3.000  law- 
abiding.  God-fearing  p>eople  from  their 
homes.  If  you.  mj  fellow  Congressmen, 
could  go  among  these  people,  eat  at  their 
tables,  worship  in  their  churches,  visit  in 
their  schools  and  community  activities  as 
I  have  been  privilei?ed  to  do,  there  is  not 
a  single  member  of  this  Congress  who 
would  vote  $1  to  construct  Tuttle  Creek 
Dam  until  all  other  measures  of  flood 
prevention  had  been  completed.  In  the 
interest  of  economy  and  a  proper  regard 
for  humanity  this  Congress  should  pauss 
H.  R.  2730  or  a  bill  of  similar  import. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  received  the  fol- 
lowing letter  from  a  constituent  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter: 

Randolph.  Kans.,  February  2.  1953. 

Dear  Mi.  Miller:  Even  though  we  would 
not  be  directly  affected  by  Tuttle  Creek  Dam, 
I  am  surely  convinced  't  is  terribly  wrong. 
Vdry  few  p>eople  In  the  valley  and  surround- 
ing territory  think  otherwise,  although  the 
engineers  are  trying  to  get  the  story  spread 
that  8o  many  are  selling  their  property  to  the 


Oovernment  and  that  lots  of  people  are 
waiting  to  have  tbelr  appraisal  so  they  can 
sell.  This  la  aU  wrong.  The  few  that  have 
agreed  to  sell  are  very  scattered,  one  here 
and  one  there.  I  know  of  one  case  where  tne 
Army  engineers  were  so  anxious  to  get  a 
foothold  that  they  offered  a  man  $2,600  for  a 
little  old  house  In  the  very  smaU  town  of 
Barrett.  The  man  had  been  wanting  to  sell 
his  house  for  some  time  and  was  asking  $800, 
so,  of  course,  he  took  the  Government  up 
on  such  an  offer.  I  got  this  Information 
from  good  authority,  since  my  niece  has  been 
living  In  the  house.  There  are  several  simi- 
lar cases  scattered  through  the  valley. 

We,  like  everyone  else  around  here,  hope 
and  think  this  terrible  thing  can  be  whipped 
and  are  certainly  pulling  for  you  down  there 
In  Washington. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Ivan  Tsaacscw. 


SCHOOLS  FOR  CONGRESSMEN 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois (Mr.  O'HaraI  Is  recognized  for  45 
minutes. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  administration 
plans  in  the  way  of  rent  control.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  little  in  the  President's 
message  to  lighten  the  concern  of  200.- 
000  Chicago  famihes  who  fear  that  come 
this  spring  they  will  be  evicted  from 
their  homes. 

I  hope  that  my  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  will  remain  to  hear  me 
through.  I  am  trying  to  save  their  party 
from  the  quick  and  big  smash  that  came 
to  it  in  the  last  Republican  administra- 
tion. I  want  two  strong  political  par- 
ties. I  want  to  save  the  President's 
honeymoon  from  being  junked  in  a 
patch  of  blackberry  bushes.  As  things 
are  going  now  it  will  not  be  long  until 
that  happy  honeymoon  has  ended 
among  the  thorns  and  thistles.  I  do  not 
want  that  to  happen  because  these  are 
critical  times  and  if  our  people  remain 
happy  and  contented  and  secure,  it  mat- 
ters little  to  me  who  gets  the  credit. 

I  am  sincere,  and  I  am  speaking  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart,  when  I  seek  to 
open  your  eyes  before,  through  inad- 
vertence, you  join  in  dumping  what 
could  be  a  happy  honeymoon  into  a  bed 
of  thorns  and  thistles. 

I  admit  I  had  been  concerned  that 
among  the  first  100  persons  appointed 
by  this  administration  to  the  family  of 
counselors  to  the  President  were  very  few 
who  are  not  listed  in  the  Social  Register 
and  among  the  directorates  of  big  banks 
and  big  corporations.  My  concern  was 
not  lightened  yesterday  when  I  read  in 
the  Washington  Post  the  article  by  Sigrid 
Ame.  a  news-feature  writer  of  the  As- 
sociated Press.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  this  article  came  from  the 
Associated  Press,  which  all  of  us  know 
is  factual  and  not  sensational  in  its 
treatment  of  the  news.  Mr.  Ame  tells 
us  of  two  schools  established  to  teach 
Congressmen  and  others  in  Government, 
social  manners  so  that  they  can  have 
contact  with  the  Capital's  powerful  new 
people.  One  course  is  to  cost  $100  and 
that  will  consist  largely  of  telling  the 
Congressmen  which  of  the  various  pieces 
of  table  silver  to  use.  The  other  course 
is  to  cost  $300.  That  cours*Js  to  last 
for  6  weeks  and  it  will  be  for  4  afternoons 
a  week  devoted  to  telling  the  Congress- 


men what  to  wear,  what  to  say,  and  just 
when  he  can  enter,  and  just  when  to 
leave  a  social  gathering  of  what  Mr. 
Arne  caUs  the  "powerful"  new  people. 

That  sort  of  thing  is  not  democracy. 
There  are  not,  and  if  this  country  is  to 
achieve  its  destiny  there  never  will  be, 
two  classes  in  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica. There  are  two  classes  in  the  Armed 
Forces.  There  is  the  class  with  all  the 
privileges  socially  and  otherwise  in  the 
Armed  Forces — the  officers  and  the  en- 
listed men.  There  can  never  be  in  the 
civilian  life  of  the  United  States  two 
classes,  the  rich  and  the  poorer  class. 

I  am  speaking  today  for  people  who 
cannot  afford  to  pay  $100  to  $300  for  a 
course  in  social  manners.  I  am  speaking 
for  200,000  families  in  my  city  of  Chicago 
who  fear  that  come  this  spring  they 
will  be  evicted  from  their  homes. 

The  men  of  great  wealth  that  the  ad- 
ministration is  calling  into  the  public 
service  are,  I  take  it,  all  honorable  men 
whose  devotion  to  their  country  is  just 
as  keen  as  my  own.  I  think  they  will 
endeavor  to  render  to  their  country  and 
to  the  administration  the  best  that  is  in 
them.  What  I  am  afraid  of,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, is  that  the  President  having  around 
him  so  many  advisers  living  in  an  atmos- 
phere where  there  is  no  want  cannot 
adequately  be  alerted  to  the  distress  in 
other  areas. 

I  do  not  'mow  what  the  administration 
plans  in  the  way  of  rent  control.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  little  in  the  President's 
message  to  lighten  the  concern  of  200,000 
Chicago  families  who  fear  that  come 
this  spring  they  will  be  evicted  from  their 
homes.  Certainly  the  honorable  and 
estimable  men  and  women  that  the 
President  has  appointed  to  advise  and 
assist  him  have  no  problem  of  trying 
to  stretch  a  modest  pocketbook  into  a 
roof  over  their  families. 

That  is  a  very  real  and  vexatious 
problem  when  you  have  to  Uve  with  it. 
In  my  district,  on  the  South  Side  of 
Chicago,  thousands  of  families  live  with 
that  problem  day  and  night.  They  are 
much  more  concerned  in  how  they  are 
going  to  get  the  money  to  pay  the  rent 
than  they  are  in  the  particular  eating 
utensils  that  they  should  use  when  they 
sit  down  to  dinner.  Mr.  Speaker,  they 
are  harassed  and  worried. 

If  rent  control  is  terminated  this 
spring,  they  face  eviction.  Some  of 
them,  by  sacrificing  in  food  and  cloth- 
ing, may  be  able  to  scrape  up  the  money 
to  meet  the  increase.  Some  may  be  for- 
tunate in  having  landlords  who  will  act 
reasonably.  Indeed,  some  of  the  respon- 
sible real  estate  dealers  in  Chicago  are 
now  seeking  to  get  pledges  from  land- 
lords that  with  a  lifting  of  rent  controls 
rents  will  not  be  increased  to  exceed  10 
percent.  But  they  admit  that  there  are 
plenty  of  vultures  and  that  there  is  no 
way  in  the  world  under  which  they  can 
be  controlled.  By  and  large,  with  the 
lifting  of  rent  controls  this  spring  will 
come  tragedy  and  desperation. 

Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  Missouri. 

Mrs.  SULUVAN.  I  would  like  to  In- 
form some  of  my  colleagues  that  I  repre- 
sent a  district  that  lies  whoUy  within  the 
city  of  St.  Louis.     The  possibility  of 
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dropping  rent  controls  has  made  those 
people  extremely  uneasy  and  fearful.  I 
have  been  flooded  with  letters  asking 
that  something  be  done  to  keep  controls 
on  by  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.    I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  not  alone  a 
question  of  the  thousands  of  families 
alone  in  the  gentleman's  district,  but  in 
other  cities  throughout  the  United  States 
the  same  situation  exists.  The  present 
law,  as  we  know,  is  in  a  sense  a  local  op- 
tion. In  other  words,  it  is  not  Federal 
rent  control  imposed,  but  it  is  where  a 
community  votes,  outside  of  critical-area 
communities,  where  a  community  votes 
by  its  people  in  a  referendum  or  through 
its  duly  elected  officials  to  have  rent  con- 
trol, then  the  Federal  Government  uses 
its  machinery  to  carry  out  the  law.  In 
every  community  where  rent  controls 
have  been  removed,  I  think  it  Is  fair  to 
say  that  within  a  comparatively  short 
time  rents  have  increased,  on  the  aver- 
age from  30  to  close  to  50  percent.  There 
are  thousands  of  communities  through- 
out the  United  States,  under  existing 
law,  where  either  the  people  themselves, 
or  through  their  duly  elected  officials, 
have  voted  in  favor  of  a  continuance  of 
rent  controls.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  recommendation  of  President 
Eisenhower  confines  itself,  so  far  as  any 
future  legislation  is  concerned  after  the 
expiration  of  the  present  rent-control 
law,  to  critical  defense  areas.  Of  course, 
that  means  that  communities  like  Chi- 
cago, Boston,  and  New  York,  and  others 
could  not  be  considered  "critical  area 
districts,"  because  under  the  Federal  law 
a  critical  area  district  has  to  be  one 
where  there  has  been  a  substantial  ad- 
vent of  new  industries  and  a  swelling  of 
population  in  cormection  with  the  na- 
tional defense.  Yet  we  have  that  prob- 
lem in  the  large  cities. 

For  example,  in  Boston,  according  to 
the  last  information  I  have  received,  we 
have  nine-tenths  of  1  percent  vacancies. 
That  is  how  close  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand  is  operating.  That  means  a  sub- 
stantial increase  in  rents  will  follow  fail- 
ure to  extend  the  present  law.  Seven- 
tenths  of  1  percent  of  vacancies  and  two- 
tenths  of  1  percent  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  property.  The  situation  js 
very  much  the  same  in  many  of  the  large 
metropolitan  cities  of  the  country,  par- 
ticularly in  Chicago.  It  would  seem  to 
me  it  would  be  a  serious  mistake  if  the 
present  law  is  not  continued.  I  hope  that 
the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  will 
recognize  the  seriousness  of  the  situation 
and  extend  the  present  law,  which  cer- 
tainly is  the  minimum  that  should  be 
passed.  Under  it  they  are  able  to  bring 
relief  to  millions  of  people  who  come 
from  thousands  of  American  families, 
rehef  in  a  direction  where  relief  is  neces- 
sary. There  should  be  a  continuance  of 
the  present  law. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  contribution  and  for 
hitting  the  nail  on  the  head. 

All  we  are  asking  is  that  In  every  com- 
munity the  right  be  given  to  people  in 
that  commimity  to  solve  their  own  prob- 
lem. Certainly  everybody  wants  even- 
tually te  Me  the  end  of  rent  control,  and 


In  many  localities  It  has  been  possible  to 
do  that.  In  cities  like  Chicago,  and  I 
think  St.  Louis,  and  Boston,  and  others, 
vacancies  both  for  rent  and  for  sale  are 
still  less  than  1  percent  and  everyone  is 
agreed  that  for  stability  there  must  be  a 
5-percent  vacancy.  It  is  a  serious  prob- 
lem when  vacancies  are  below  the  mini- 
mum point  of  safety.  When  the  point  of 
safety  is  reached  the  controls  should  be 
removed.  All  we  are  asking  is  that  the 
people  in  particular  communities  be  per- 
mitted to  decide  when  that  point  has 
been  reached. 

Mr.  HYDE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  T  yield. 
Mr.  HYDE.  I  wish  to  call  the  Kentle- 
man's  attention  to  a  situation  on  the 
.  edge  of  Washington,  which  is  supposed 
to  be  a  critical  area.  They  extended 
rent  control  in  Montgomery  County  net 
so  long  ago.  and  the  following  week  they 
turned  down  a  request  for  apartment- 
house  zoning  on  the  ground  that  they 
had  too  many  apartments. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  situation  in  Maryland, 
certainly  not  as  intimately  as  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  that  State,  but 
I  think  his  appreciated  comment  illus- 
trates the  point  that  .he  gentleman  from 
Ma.ssachusetts  has  made  and  that  I  am 
seeking  to  emphasize:  We  want  the  peo- 
ple of  each  locality,  where  they  are  fa- 
miliar with  the  conditions  in  the  locality, 
to  pass  judgment  on  the  local  problem. 
If  I  should  speak  of  conditions  in  Chi- 
cago and  was  contradicted  by  somebody 
who  never  had  been  in  Chicago.  I  would 
be  in  .^Imost  the  position  as  the  gentle- 
man wo  lid  be  were  I  to  debate  with  him 
conditior.  >  in  his  own  State.  Certain- 
ly the  gentleman  should  not  object  to 
the  peopl<  of  Chicago,  through  the  local 
governin,,  body,  deciding  for  them.'-elves 
when,  in  their  judgment,  rent  control 
sa.^'^'.y  could  be  lifted. 

;  can.iot  say  with  positiveness  and  on 
personal  knowledce  that  it  will  result. 
£S  some  say.  in  200.000  Chicago  families 
bt^np;  evicted  for  sheer  inability  to  pay 
the  boosted  rents.  Some  judges  of  our 
courts  in  Chicago,  honorable  men.  who 
are  on  the  spot  and  who  are  close  to 
people  and  conditions  under  which  they 
live,  say  that  the  number  will  run  that 
high.  Some  say  it  will  run  as  high  as 
300.000.  But  say  that  the  number  is 
only  half  as  great  as  the  200.000  estimate 
of  the  judges  in  our  courts  in  Chicago. 
That  would  mean  100.000  Chicago  fami- 
lies being  thrown  on  the  streets. 

Do  the  Republicans  want  that  to  hap- 
pen? Is  the  smile  and  favor  of  the  real- 
estate  lobby  worth  the  price? 

I  say,  and  I  am  emphasizing  it.  to  you 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  if  you  per- 
mit that  to  happen  you  will  be  reaping  a 
harvest  of  thorns  and  thistles.  If  you 
do  it  with  your  eyes  open  you  will  deserve 
the  thorns  and  thistles.  I  respect  you 
profoundly  as  worthy  colleagues  and  as 
men  of  honor.  I  know  that  with  knowl- 
edge and  with  intention  you  never  would 
be  party  to  throwing  one  hundred  thou- 
sand families  in  my  city  of  Chicago  on 
the  streets  with  no  shelter  to  receive 
them.  I  know  that  many  of  you  come 
from  communities  where  people  are  well 
off  and  there  is  no  housing  problem. 
Many  of  you  come  from  rural  communi- 


ties where  there  is  no  need  of  rent  con- 
trol and  the  vexatious  problems  in  con- 
gested urban  centers  are  entirely  out  of 
the  zone  of  your  existence.  All  that  you 
know  on  this  subject  is  necessarily  sec- 
ond-hand. The  sources  of  your  infor- 
mation are  not  always  &!=  pure  as  they 
are  represented  to  you.  bome  of  your 
informants,  I  concede,  are  sincere,  but 
when  a  man  is  in  the  real-estate  busi- 
ne-s.  values  of  properties  based  upon 
and  soaring  with  increa.'^ed  gro.ss-rental 
receipts,  or  in  the  bu.Mness  of  mortgage 
loans,  the  interest  rates  increa.«:ing  with 
the  cro-ss-rental  revenues:  sincerity  can- 
not be  divorced  entirely  from  interest. 
From  where  he  stands  the  end  of  rent 
control,  even  at  the  cost  of  100  COO  fami- 
lies or  more  in  one  city  being  di.«po.<^ed, 
is  not  only  sound  economically  and  mor- 
ally by  its  pood  business. 

We  in  Chicago  are  not  a.sking  you  for 
anything  except  the  right  to  permit  us 
to  decide  how  we  are  going  to  meet  the 
problem  that  is  our  own  headache.  In 
the  Eighty-flr-st  Congress  when  it  was 
proposed  to  end  all  Federal  rent  control, 
and  it  looked  like  that  would  be  done. 
I,  as  a  member  of  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  was  largely  responsi- 
ble for  the  provision  in  the  rent-control 
law  of  that  period  that  rent  control 
would  be  ended  in  all  communities  ex- 
cept tho.se  where  the  local  governing 
body  by  affirmative  action  had  declared 
for  Its  continuance  I  want  to  stop  here 
to  pay  a  tribute  of  warm  affection  to 
the  memory  of  the  late  Eugene  Cox.  of 
Georgia.  He  was  sincerely  and  strongly 
opto.'^ed  to  rent  control,  both  in  prin- 
ciple and  in  practice.  But  he  did  be- 
lieve in  the  right  of  the  people  in  any 
locality,  in  any  community,  to  decide  for 
itself  how  best  to  meet  the  problems 
that  were  of  personal  and  intimate  con- 
cern to  the  people  of  that  community. 
He  was  on  the  Rules  Committee  in  the 
Eichty-flrst  Congress,  and  when  I  told 
him  of  the  distress  that  the  lifting  of 
rent  controls  would  bring  to  my  con- 
stituents in  Chicago  and  the  constit- 
uents of  other  Mimbers of  Congress  from 
that  great  city,  he  .said  that  he  so  be- 
lieved in  home  rule  that  he  would  vote 
on  the  Rules  Committee  to  report  the 
bill  out  even  though  he  did  not  beUeve 
in  rent  control. 

That  is  all  we  are  asking  now.  We 
are  asking  that  rent  control  shall  be 
continued  only  in  tho.se  communities 
where  the  people  want  it.  Continue 
Federal  rent  control  for  another  2  years, 
on  the  condition  that  in  no  community 
would  it  continue  eiTective  until  first  the 
local  governing  body  by  affirmative  ac- 
tion had  .so  pt'titioned.  I  would  go  fur- 
ther. If  during  the  2-year  p>enod  hous- 
ing conditions  in  any  locality  became  so 
stabilized  that  Federal  rent  control 
safely  could  be  lifted,  and  without  dis- 
astrous repercussions.  I  would  make  that 
position  through  the  simple  expediency 
of  an  action  by  the  local  governing 
board  of  the  community  which  would  be 
in  the  nature  of  a  decontrolling  man- 
date to  the  Federal  rent-control  author- 
ity. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  say  a  word  now 
to  the  country  and  to  the  landlords.  In 
the  Eighty-first  Congress  when  we  had 
public  hearings  before  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  the  spokes- 
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men  for  the  large  real  estate  operators 
came  in.  I  may  have  been  a  bit  rude. 
But  when  the  small  landlords  came  in 
and  we  held  night  sessions  in  order  that 
we  might  hear  them,  even  though  I  was 
for  rent  control  they  seemed  to  sense 
that  I  was  their  friend,  and  I  was  very 
genuinely. 

Before  the  crash  of  1929  we  had  a  vast 
construction  boom.  Luxurious  hotels, 
palatial  apartment  buildings,  and  sky- 
scrapers were  going  up  in  Chicago  and 
in  the  cities  and  smaller  towns  all  over 
the  country.  The  money  came  from  the 
savings  of  little  people  who  invested  in 
what  were  called  gold  real-estate  bonds. 
The  men  of  large  affairs  who  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  financial  advisers  kept  away 
from  them,  but  the  little  people  went  for 
them.  hook.  line,  and  sinker,  and  to  the 
tune  of  over  $5,000,000,000  in  Chicago 
alone,  over  $15,000,000,000  the  country 
over.  That  is  a  lot  of  money.  It  repre- 
sented the  life's  savings  of  many  thou- 
.sands  of  men  and  women  who  depended 
upon  the  interest  from  its  investment  to 
maintain  them  in  old  age  By  buying 
real-estate  bonds  they  were  told  they 
were  fastening  their  savings  on  the  firm 
and  sure  foundation  of  the  best  improved 
real-estate  prop)erties  possible  to  erect. 
They  were  assured  that  after  that  all 
would  be  milk  and  honey. 

The  equities  were  sold  to  other  indi- 
viduals and  groups  representing  the  sav- 
ings of  the  little  people.  They  paid  the 
inflated  costs  of  construction.  They 
paid  the  inflated  costs,  and  too  often 
the  rigged  costs,  for  land  acquisition. 
All  they  had  to  do  was  to  put  up  every 
dollar  they  could  raise,  and  the  rest  was 
easily  arranged  by  mortgage  commit- 
ments. Meanwhile  they  were  the  own- 
ers, the  landlords  if  you  please,  and  they 
thought  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  sit 
by  and  wait  for  the  rents  from  tenants 
to  pay  off  the  bonds  and  the  secondary 
mortgages. 

But  the  properties  had  been  built  in  a 
time  of  prosperity  inflation,  just  as  at 
the  present  time,  and  the  amortization 
of  the  mortgage  indebtedness  was  geared 
on  the  high  rents  continuing  indefinitely. 

Well,  of  course  the  inflated  prosperity 
did  not  continue.  The  crash  came,  the 
properties  all  went  into  bankruptcy,  the 
equity  owners  were  washed  out  com- 
pletely, and  the  bondholders  by  the  de- 
vise of  a  deposit  agreement  printed  in 
agate  line  were  divested  of  their  control 
and  eventually  of  most  of  their  invest- 
ment The  properties  representing  $15,- 
000,000.000  of  their  .savings — and  they 
are  today  among  the  finest  hotels,  apart- 
ment buildings  and  skyscrapers  in 
America — fell  for  the  most  part  into  the 
hands  of  the  persons  who  had  sold  the 
bond.s — at  commissions  as  high  as  25  and 
30  percent — and  who  had  profited  from 
the  real  estate  and  mortgage  transac- 
tions, without  ever  investing  as  much 
as  one  red  cent. 

This  is  the  group  represented  by  the 
real  estate  lobby.  If  the  small  landlords 
think  that  it  represents  them  their  day 
of  disillusionment  will  come  as  surely  as 
night  follows  the  day. 

With  the  then  great  Governor  of  North 
Dakota,  now  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  in  the  other 
body.  I  was  privileged  to  lead  through 
the  Loop  district  of  Chicago  one  of  the 


longest  parades  of  outraged  decency 
that  the  great  city  of  Chicago  has 
ever  seen.  I  want  to  say  that  peo- 
ple of  Chicago  alwaj^  have  had  a 
deep  and  abiding  love  for  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Dakota,  based  upon 
his  concern  for  them  when  they  were 
starving  and  being  kicked  about.  The 
equity  owners  and  the  bondholders  were 
united  in  their  distress. 

We  are  riding  to  the  same  fall  today. 
The  landlords  are  sold  properties  on  the 
base  of  gross  rental  receipts.  The  higher 
the  rents  the  greater  the  property  sells 
for.  The  higher  the  rents,  and  the  pro- 
spective profit  in  ownership,  the  easier  it 
is  for  real  estate  sales  to  move.  Then 
comes  a  recession,  from  inflation  we  get 
back  to  normalcy,  and  with  rents  based 
as  they  always  are  on  the  ability  of  peo- 
ple to  pay  there  just  is  not  the  money 
coming  in  to  the  landlord  to  meet  his 
mortgage  commitments. 

I  know  its  a  pleasant  thing  to  look 
ahead  and  see  nothing  but  roses  and 
sunshine.  To  the  landlord,  who  has  his 
troubles  and  plenty  of  headaches,  the 
prospect  of  quick  and  big  revenues  of 
boosted  rentals  is  an  understandable 
lure.  But  I  do  not  want  to  see  him  wake 
up  with  a  hang-over  headache.  I  don't 
want  to  see  him,  cleaned  out  and  starv- 
ing, marching  with  the  other  victims  in 
another  parade  of  outraged  indignation 
against  the  gentlemen  of  the  real  estate 
lobby.  I  am  the  genuine  friend  of  the 
landlord  as  I  am  of  the  tenant.  I  am  try- 
ing to  save  him  from  the  bad  counsel  of 
those  he  may  now  think  are  his  friends. 
And  it  is  only  because  I  went  through  the 
experiences  of  the  early  thirties  that  I 
see  a  little  more  clearly  than  a  younger 
generation  what  is  ahead. 

In  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com- 
mittee of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  I 
fought  for  the  inclusion  of  the  formula 
that  the  landlord  was  entitled  from  his 
rents  to  receive  sufficient  to  cover  cost 
of  maintenance  and  repairs,  to  allow  for 
depreciation,  and  to  return  a  reasonable 
yield  on  investment.  That  was  fair. 
The  committee  adopted  the  formula,  it 
became  part  of  the  law.  I  would  say 
today  that  under  rent  control  the  land- 
lords are  better  off  than  ever  before  in 
the  history  of  our  country  to  the  extent 
that  their  rental  space  is  occupied,  that 
tenants  are  regular  in  the  payment  of 
rent,  and  that  rental  receipts  uniformly 
provide  some  degree  of  yield  after  main- 
tenance expenses  and  depreciation  al- 
lowance. 

The  premature  hfting  of  controls  will 
change  all  of  this.  It  will  result  in  dis- 
turbances. Some  landlords  may  be  suc- 
cessful in  benefiting  from  large  rent  in- 
creases. But  as  their  profits  increase,  so 
will  the  selling  value  of  their  properties. 
Others  will  rush  in  to  buy,  and  their  ex- 
pectations of  yield  will  be  based  upon  the 
figure  of  their  purchase  price. 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  time  Is 
not  far  off  when  it  will  be  possible  to  lift 
rent  control  in  Chicago  and  maintain 
the  stability  of  the  real-estate  market. 
That  time  has  not  arrived.  The  worst 
thing  in  the  world  that  could  happen  to 
real-estate  owners  in  Chicago  is  to  lift 
the  controls  now.  With  100,000  families 
facing  eviction  anything  can  happen. 
And  from  the  standpoint  only  of  prop- 
erty values,  instability  is  fatal. 


Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  minority  ranking  member 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and 
my  dear  friend  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
When  these  rent  controls  are  taken  ofl 
in  numbers  of  States  and  the  rents  are 
jacked  up  beyond  the  capacity  of  the 
"forgotten  man  at  the  base  of  the  eco- 
nomic pyramid."  as  Roosevelt  put  It,  to 
pay,  and  he  is  ousted,  where  is  he  going 
to  go?  Where  are  those  tenants  going 
to  live? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  There  is  no 
place  for  them  to  live.  I  do  not  by  any 
means  intend  this  as  a  suggestion,  but 
I  remember  back  after  the  smash,  in 
the  last  Republican  days,  when  farmers 
were  being  evicted,  very  conservative 
farmers,  out  in  Nebraska  and  Kansas 
and  that  region.  They  were  being 
thrown  out  of  their  homes  and  they  took 
to  pitchforks.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  in 
that  sort  of  thing.  We  do  not  want  that 
to  happ>en  again,  but  I  do  not  know  what 
is  going  to  happen.  If  you  throw  100,000 
families  in  Chicago  and  a  similar  num- 
ber in  other  communities  out  on  the 
street  and  you  pile  up  their  furniture 
on  the  sidewalk  and  there  is  no  place  to 
go,  I  would  not  wish  to  be  responsible 
for  what  might  happen. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri,  Is  there  any- 
thing to  prevent  the  City  Council  of  the 
City  of  Chicago  or  the  State  Legislature 
of  the  great  State  of  Illinois  from  pass- 
ing a  rent-control  bill  for  the  city  of 
Chicago  if  they  think  it  is  necessary?. 
Is  there  anything  to  prevent  that? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  The  city 
council  of  Chicago  has  no  power  to  act 
in  the  matter  of  rent  control  unless  we 
give  it  that  power  by  extending  the  pres- 
ent law  with  the  provision  that  it  shall 
not  be  effective  in  Chicago  unless  prior 
to  April  30,  1953,  the  city  council  by 
affirmative  action  has  moved  for  its  con- 
tinuance. There  is  no  State  rent  con- 
trol legislation  in  Illinois  and  there  is  no 
reasonable  likelihood  of  its  enactment  in 
the  brief  time  remaining.  The  only 
hope,  as  I  see  it,  is  in  what  we  do  here. 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the  de- 
termination should  be  left  with  the  city 
council  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  The  big  differ- 
ence is  that  if  the  city  council  estab- 
lishes rent  control  there,  then  the  city 
of  Chicago  and  the  taxpayers  of  Chicago 
must  pay  the  cost  thereof.  That  is  right, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Unfortu- 
nately, it  is  not  a  question  of  cost  but  of 
authority.  The  city  council  is  without 
authority  to  establish  rent  control.  -^It 
is  now  dependent  upon  what  we  do. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  think  they 
should  have  the  first  right.  I  think  ail 
controls  should  be  at  the  local  level,  and 
not  be  directed  from  Washington. 

Mr.  CELLER.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  further,  in  my  State  of  New  York 
the  municipal  councils  of  cities  have  no 
power  unless  the  State  legislature  gives 
them  that  power.  The  same  powerful 
interests,  the  real-estate  lobby,  that  are 
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In  control  here  in  Washington  now  and 
are  doing  their  beet  to  take  off  rent  con- 
trol evenrwhere.  are  very  active  up  in 
Albany.  N.  Y..  Rt  the  present  time,  and 
are  seeking  to  circumscribe  and  limit  if 
not  nullify  the  powers  of  municipalities 
to  do  what  is  needful  to  protect  the 
tenants  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  take  it  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  the  State  legisla- 
ture of  the  great  State  of  Illinois  or  the 
State  legislature  of  the  great  State  of 
New  York  from  passing  legislation  to 
make  possible  rent  control  in  any  hamlet, 
village,  or  city  of  their  respective  States. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  would  say  that  is 
rather  naive. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Why  does  the 
gentleman  say  that? 

Mr.  CELL£R.  It  is  naive  because  if 
the  gentleman  goes  up  to  Albany  and 
sees  the  interests  in  control  in  Albany 
and  their  power,  that  eats  into  so  many 
of  the  seats  in  the  assembly  and  senate 
chambers  in  New  York,  he  would  not  say 
what  he  is  saying  now.  It  is  most  diffi- 
cult to  get  the  tenants  represented  or 
have  their  interests  represented  in  the 
legislature  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman mean  that  right  in  the  local  com- 
munity where  the  problem  exists,  it  is 
most  difficult  to  get  that? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  absolutely  do  say 
that. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  May  I  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  the  Chicago  Daily 
News  which,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  is 
a  Knight  newspaper,  and  certainly  sup- 
ported this  administration,  in  an  edi- 
torial some  months  ago  said  that  Fed- 
eral rent  control  in  many  ways  was  pref- 
erable to  State  rent  control.  But  I  want 
to  be  quite  candid  with  my  colleagues 
here.  We  have  no  State  rent  control 
legislation  in  Illinois,  but  we  do  have 
a  Republican  administration.  I  pre- 
sume the  Republicans  there  will  follow 
the  party  line  as  drawn  in  Washington. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  want  to  ex- 
press my  opinion  that  the  gentlerpan 
from  Illinois  should  be  commended  for 
bringing  this  subject  before  us  this 
afternoon.  To  me  it  is  a  very  important 
subject. 

In  line  with  what  was  §aid  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  CellerI.  I 
think  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  same  thing  is  true  in  some  of  the 
capitals  of  the  States  of  the  Union  as 
it  is  true  here  in  Washington,  where  we 
see  a  combination  of  great  wealth  hav- 
ing quite  an  influence  upon  the  legisla- 
tion that  is  passed  in  the  National  Con- 
gress. 

We  all  know  that  the  real-estate  lobby 
Is  one  of  the  highest-spending  lobbies 
that  was  ever  maintained  in  this  Con- 
gress. I  think  I  would  not  be  far  wrong 
if  I  said  that  the  real-estate  lobbies  in 
the  State  legislatures  are  spending  a 
great  deal  of  money,  too. 

Aside  from  that  fact,  in  most  of  the 
State  legislatures  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  both  the  house  and  the  sen- 
ate come  from  rural  areas,  and  they  do 


not  by  any  means  feel  the  acuteness  of 
the  situation  as  we  who  come  from  the 
large  cities  do.  That  is  another  reason 
why  it  is  so  extremely  difficult  to  get  the 
proper  type  of  rent-control  legislation 
through  the  State  legislatures. 

It  also  occurred  to  me  as  I  was  sitting 
here  that  we  know  from  experience 
that  the  one  matter  in  which  prices 
could  not  go  too  high  in  this  country 
during  this  great  inflationary  period  was 
in  the  matter  of  rents.  It  Is  because  we 
have  always  maintained  a  fairly  more 
constructive  rent-control  program  than 
we  did  on  foodstuffs  and  on  building 
construction  and  on  everything  else. 
And  that  is  why  if  the  statistics  are  ex- 
amined, they  will  find  there  was  less  in- 
flation in  rents  than  there  was  in  any 
other  major  item  so  far  as  necessities 
are  concerned.  So,  I  say  again,  I  think 
the  gentleman  should  be  highly  congrat- 
ulated in  bringing  this  subject  before 
us  this  early  in  the  session. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     Of  course,  rent 
controls  are  not  justified  unless  we  are 
in  a  state  of  war  or  in  a  state  of  emer- 
gency.    I  think  we  can  all  agree  on  that. 
I  think  we  all  agree  that  any  kind  of 
controls  are  not  justified  unless  in  time 
of  war  or  in  an  emergency.    I  think  the 
answer  to  my  friend's  question  is  that 
the  justification  for  the  continuance  of 
some  form  of  rent  control  at  the  Federal 
level  is  based  on  the  fact  that  the  pres- 
ent emergency  is  national  in  nature,  and 
is  a  challenge  to  our  Government  and 
to  all  of  our  people.    The  resources  of 
our  Government  are  employed  to  meet 
the  challenge  of  international  commu- 
nism.    As  a  result  of  that,  therefore,  this 
problem  has  an  impact  on  our  economy 
not  only  throughout  the  country  gen- 
erally, but  in  the  several  States  of  the 
Union  and  ihe  communities  of  the  sev- 
eral States.     I  think  the  answer  is  that 
in  time  of  war.  and  .speaking  purely  from 
the   practical   angle,   rent  controls   are 
nece&<;ary  on  a  national  level.     We  all 
know  that  there  was  a  continuation  of 
rent  controls  after  the  termination  of 
World  War  11  in  view  of  the  emergency 
which  now  confronts  us  and  in  view  of 
the  expenditures  of  many  billions  of  dol- 
lars to  prepare  our.selves  for  defense  in 
case  of  attack  by  Stalin  and  his  gang 
of     international     brigands.     That,     in 
turn,   affects   the   economy   and   brings 
about  a  situation  which,  starting  from 
the  Federal  level,  reaches  down  into  and 
affects  us  locally.     The  cause  of  all  this, 
of  course,  is  Stalin,  but  the  cause,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  our  internal  econ- 
omy, is  the  expenditure  of  vast  sums  of 
money   and   the    appropriations    which 
have  been  made  necessary  in  order  to 
prepare  ourselves  to  defend  ourselves  in 
case  of  attack.     That,  in  turn,  has  its 
effect  upon  the  State  and  the  commu- 
nities of  our  Nation.     I  think  under  the 
circumstances,  the  extension  of  the  pres- 
ent law,  reserving  to  the  local  authori- 
ties the  right  of  local  option,  as  is  pro- 
vided in  the  law,  would  be  the  wise  thing 
to   do.     And   under   the   circumstances 
again,  it  being  a  practical  question,  and 
viewing  this  from  a  practical  angle,  is 
advisable. 


Mr.  O'HARA  of  lUinois.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  that  we  should  look  at  it 
from  a  practical  standpoint.  We  would 
not  have  required  rent  controls  if  it  had 
not  been  for  World  War  II.  Now  we  are 
in  another  war.  It  is  a  cold  war.  it  is 
true,  but  it  is  just  as  expensive  and  the 
same  conditions  prevail.  It  is  a  contin- 
uing condition,  and  in  that  continuing 
condition,  certainly  rent  controls  are 
fconomically  and  morally  justified. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
■  .1  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 
Mr.  COLIT  of  Missouri.  To  answer 
my  good  .'liend,  the  distinguished  mi- 
nority le-^.ler,  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. I  would  like  to  say  that  there 
is  not  a  State  legi.slatuie  in  the  entire 
United  States  that  is  not  now  in  session. 
There  is  not  a  State  legi.slature  which,  if 
they  find  locally  a  situation  where  any 
city  in  the  State  needs  rent  control, 
could  not  pass  legislation  to  provide  that 
control.  Do  you  not  think,  may  I  in- 
quire of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts I  Mr.  McCORMACK]  that  all  prob- 
lems can  be  best  solved  at  a  local  level 
and  not  from  Washington? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  cannot  sub- 
scribe to  the  statement  that  all  problems 
can  be  .so  solved.  I  think  probably  we 
can  come  to  a  meeting  of  minds  in  some 
respects  with  regard  to  these  questions. 
But  confining  ourselves  to  rent,  the  gen- 
tleman mentions  that  the  State  legisla- 
tures are  in  ses.sion.  Let  us  assume  that 
all  of  the  legislative  bodies  of  our  respec- 
tive States  are  in  ses.sion  at  the  present 
time.  Let  us  assume  that  for  hypotheti- 
cal purposes.  The  pre.sent  law  enables 
the  State  legi.slature  to  pa.ss  any  such 
law  now.  We  do  not  prohibit  the  legis- 
lature from  stepping  in  now  if  the  legis- 
lature desires  to  do  so,  and  the  legi-slature 
can  pass  State  laws.  But  we  say  that 
this  situation  arising  as  a  result  of  Fed- 
eral activity  and  the  grave  emergency, 
and  in  view  of  the  acute  distress  that  will 
follow,  therefore,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  be  interested  in  solving  this 
problem  and  should  have  some  part  in 
controlling  rents  within  rea.sonable  lim- 
its not  only  from  the  economic  angle 
with  which  countless  millions  of  people 
are  concerned,  but  becau.se  of  the  moral 
i.ssues  involved,  which  to  me  are  much 
more  important  and  which  have  been  so 
eloquently  and  effectively  stressed  by  our 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  iMr. 
OHaraI.  So  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
State  legislatures  have  the  power,  under 
the  present  law.  But  that  does  not 
mean  that  if  they  do  not  exefcise  it  we 
should  not  do  something  about  it. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield.  I 
addres-sed  myself  to  the  Republicans,  and 
I  am  happy  to  accord  them  the  fullest 
participation  in  the  discussion. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  appreciate 
the  gentleman's  attitude.  Why  would  it 
not  be  better  to  permit  each  State,  if 
they  think  it  is  necessary,  to  enact  a 
rent-control  law  and  thereby  stand  the 
cost  of  administering  that  law,  and 
thereby  relieve  the  taxpayers  over  our 
entire  Nation  from  paying  for  something 
in  Chicago  or  something  in  Kansas  City 
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or  something  In  St.  Louis  that  the  State 
could  well  pay  for  itself? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Did  the  gentle- 
man feel  that  that  plan  should  have  been 
followed  during  World  War  n? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Possibly  not, 
but  we  are  not  now  at  war. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  agree 
with  the  gentleman,  with  reservations. 
Technically  we  are  not. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  was  Just 
quoting  your  own  former  President,  Mr. 
Truman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  Is  a  dis- 
tinction, but  to  me  it  Is  only  a  matter  of 
degree.  My  friend's  admission  that  he 
feels  we  were  justified  in  acting  during 
wartime  seems  to  support  my  position, 
with  this  exception:  I  do  not  think  my 
friend  would  confine  it  to  war.  If  an 
emergency  existed  which  justified  con- 
tinuances, the  Federal  Government  again 
should  step  in  and  take  control  of  the 
situation.  I  can  see  where  my  friend 
and  I  might  honestly  disagree,  where 
the  emergency  might  exist,  where  it 
should  be  continued.  I  think  there  are 
conditions  where  the  Federal  Govem- 
mrnt  should  step  in.  Is  that  not  right? 
Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Not  in  a  lo- 
cality. I  think  that  the  local  citizenry 
should  be  able  to  determine  whether  or 
not  an  emergency  exists  and  not  some- 
body in  Washington. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  have  it  un- 
der the  present  law. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  But  the  pres- 
ent law.  as  I  understand  it.  provides  that 
if  a  city  council,  for  instance,  determines 
that  rent  control  is  necessary,  then  the 
Federal  Government  continues  to  main- 
tain an  office  there  and  pay  the  cost  of  it. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  Certainly,  and 
properly  so.  because  there  is  an  acute 
situation  existing  throughout  the  coun- 
try as  a  result  of  the  appropriations  made 
with  reference  to  our  national  defense, 
bringing  that  impact  of  dislocation  upon 
countless  millions  of  American  famiies, 
unless  .something  is  done.  'Viewing  the 
situation  from  a  moral  angle  first,  and 
secondly  from  an  economic  and  practical 
angle,  you  are  going  to  have  an  increase 
in  rents  of  from  30  to  50  percent  when 
controls  are  taken  off.  That  has  evi- 
denced itself  in  areas  where  it  has  al- 
ready happened:  I  understand  what  is 
in  my  friend's  mind. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.    I  am  a  firm 
believer  In  local  self-government. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  But  if  the  gentle- 
man admits,  from  a  practical  angle,  from 
the  practical  situation  that  confronts  the 
country,  what  the  necessities  call  for  us 
to  do,  if  it  is  practical  in  time  of  war  to 
have  rent  control,  certainly  if  an  emer- 
gency exists  it  is  practical  to  have  it  now. 
It  might  then  be  a  question  of  fact  in 
the  minds  of  different  persons  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  emergency  is  acute. 
I  think  the  question  of  whether  the 
Federal  Government  should  step  in  dur- 
ing time  of  grave  emergency  is  well  set- 
tled: and  as  I  view  it  we  have  a  great 
emergency  and  the  Federal  Government 
is  justified  in  entering  into  the  picture 
because  the  situation  arises  from  the 
action  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  MULTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.     I  yield  to  the 
gentleman   from   New   York   who   has 


served  so  ably  on  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  In  three  Con-' 
gresses. 

Mr.  MULTER.    I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  first  add  my  word 
of  commendation  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  for  all  that  he  has  said  here 
and  for  bringing  this  matter  before  the 
Congress  at  this  time.  I  know  how  hard 
he  has  worked  in  previous  Congresses 
upon  this  same  subject;  I  know  that  he  ' 
knows  the  subject  very  well.  I  am  glad 
to  endorse  all  that  he  said  and  to  join  in 
endorsing,  too.  that  which  our  distin- 
guished friend  from  Massachusetts  IMr. 
McCormackI  has  said. 

Let  me  point  out  how  things  are  work- 
ing under  local  rent  control  in  New 
York  under  the  option  given  by  Federal 
legislation.  May  I  say  that  it  is  not 
working  out  well  there.  The  pressures, 
as  was  indicated  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Celler  1 ,  are  terrific  upon 
the  State  legislators.  When  we  set  up 
local  State  control,  the  first  thing  they 
did  was  to  give  an  across-the-board  in- 
crease, and  they  have  now  given  an  off- 
the-record  assurance  to  all  the  landlords 
in  the  State  that  they  are  going  to  get 
another  20-  to  30-percent  increase. 

This  is  not  a  local  problem,  but  it  is 
affected  by  many  situations  and  has  an 
effect  in  many  adjoining  places.  As  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  pwinted 
out  so  very  well,  the  necessity  for  rent 
control  is  brought  about  by  a  national 
emergency.  You  can  try  to  cut  a  httle 
off  the  national  budget  and  maybe  you 
can  take  a  little  bit  off  the  taxpayer's 
national  tax  by  cutting  out  a  national 
rent  control  bureau.  But  bear  in  mind 
that  the  taxpayer  who  pays  his  taxes  to 
the  locality,  whether  it  be  the  munici- 
pality or  to  the  State,  is  the  same  tax- 
payer who  pays  his  tax  to  the  Federal 
Government.  So  if  you  take  off  a  little 
from  the  taxation  necessary  to  support 
this  at  the  Federal  level  you  are  going  to 
have  to  add  it  on  to  the  tax  bill  at  the 
local  level.  You  will  find  all  of  these 
local  forces  given  the  pwwer  to  deal  with 
the  subject  will  shoot  all  of  these  rents 
sky  high.  Instead  of  leveling  off  infla- 
tion and  stopping  it,  it  will  shoot  the 
spiral  of  inflation  still  higher;  because 
every  time  you  add  a  dollar  to  cost  of 
shelter  it  necessarily  pushes  up  that 
spiral  of  inflation. 

You  are  not  going  to  solve  this  prob- 
lem by  letting  rent  control  die  at  the 
national  level.  Look  at  the  situation 
you  have  and  how  this  thing  spills  over 
State  lines.  Take  the  city  of  New  York, 
for  example;  do  you  not  think  that 
across  the  river  in  New  Jersey  they  are 
affected  by  the  defense  building  that  is 
going  on  around  the  city  of  New  York? 
And  what  do  you  think  happened  in 
Chicago,  111.,  and  Gary,  Ind.?  Do  you 
not  think  it  spills  over  State  Unes  there 
too?  What  has  happened  in  Pennsyl- 
vania with  the  building  of  the  new  steel 
mills?  Do  you  not  think  it  spills  over 
State  lines  into  New  Jersey.  New  York, 
and  Delaware?  What  happened  in 
Paducah  where  we  put  in  a  new  atomic- 
energy  plant?  What  has  happened 
along  the  Savannah  River  where  we  put 
in  a  new  atomic -energy  plant?  This 
problem  was  not  brought  about  by  any 
local  need  but  was  brought  about  by 


the  national  emergency,  and  we  must 
solve  it  as  a  national  problem. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 
Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Do  I  imder- 
stand  the  gentleman  to  mean  that  he 
has  no  confidence  in  the  local  govern- 
ment of  his  city  or  his  State,  that  he 
has  no  confidence  in  the  legislatiure  or 
in  his  representative  to  that  body  in  his 
State?  Does  the  gentleman  mean  he  has 
no  confidence  in  the  great  legislative 
body  of  the  State  of  New  York? 

Mr.  MULTER.  Let  us  not  bring  in 
these  outside  things  that  do  not  have  a 
real  bearing  on  the  subject.  Certainly 
I  have  confidence  in  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  but  this  is  not 
a  thing  that  affects  New  York  alone,  not 
at  all;  it  does  not  work  out  at  the  local 
level ;  it  works  at  the  national  level. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  If  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  will  permit  me  to 
answer,  although  I  realize  I  have  no 
right  to  do  it,  because  the  question  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  was  di- 
rected to  the  gentleman  from  New  York : 
I  have  every  confidence  in  the  City  Coun- 
cil of  Chicago,  and  I  am  asking  the  Con- 
gress to  leave  to  the  City  Council  of 
Chicago  the  determination  of  whether 
rent  control  should  be  continued  in  Chi- 
cago. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  has  expired. 

(On  request  of  Mr.  McCormack,  Mr. 
O'Hara  of  Illinois  was  allowed  to  proceed 
for  three  additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker, 
as  far  as  the  legislature  in  Illinois  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  Uttle,  if  any,  chance  of  a 
State  enactment  on  this  subject  because 
of  the  refusal  of  the  legislature  to  redis- 
trict  the  State  as  provided  by  the  State 
constitution.    It  is  a  shameful  condition, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  blame 
belongs  pretty  equally  to  the  down-State 
membership  of  both  parties,  although,  of 
course,  much  the  greater  part  of  the 
down-State  legislators  are  Republicans. 
As  it  now  stands,  Chicago  has  60  percent 
of  the  population  of  Illinois  with  only  39 
percent    of    the    representation    in    the 
State  legislature.    If  we  had  the  repre- 
sentation as  provided  in  our  State  con- 
stitution, there  would  be  no  problem  of 
quick  enactment  of  enabling  legislation. 
The  same  interests,  and  I  am  speaking 
of  the  real-estate  lobby,  that  are  working 
here  to  end  Federal  rent  control,  I  am 
afraid  are  working  even  more  effectively 
in  Springfield.    Unless  we  act  here.  Fed- 
eral rent  control  ends  in   Chicago   on 
April  30,  1953.    In  2  months  after  April 
30,  1953,  the  Illinois  Legislature  will  ad- 
journ.   I  take  it  my  colleagues  will  agree 
with  me  the  real-estate  lobby  will  not 
find  much  difficulty  in  holding  the  fort 
for  two  brief  months.   If  100,000  Chicago 
families  are  to  be  saved  eviction  from 
their  homes,  this  Congress  must  act  and 
act  quickly. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.    Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.   O'HARA  of   Illinois.     I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.     RHODES     of    Pennsylvania.     I 
would  like  to  point  out  that  in  my  dis- 
trict the  real-estate  interests  have  con-- 
stantly  opposed  public  housing  and  rent 
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control.  They  argued  against  rent  con- 
trol, that  rent  control  should  not  be  on 
the  Federal  level,  that  It  should  be  by 
home  rule.  Last  year  the  Congress  gave 
that  right  to  the  localities,  and  last  year 
the  Republican  administration  which 
took  over  Reading,  Pa.,  dropped  rent 
controls,  saying  that  the  Congress  had 
ducked  its  responsibility,  that  it  was 
the  responsibility  of  Congresc  to  enact 
rent  control. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OUARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Are  we  to 
understand  from  what  has  been  said 
here  that  all  of  the  legislatures  in  all 
of  the  States  are  controlled  by  the  real- 
estate  lobby  and  that  we  do  not  have 
men  of  sufficient  courage  to  vote  their 
convictions  in  the  various  States? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  We  are  sim- 
ply saying  to  you  that  you  have  an  op- 
portunity now  of  doing  a  very  simple 
thing,  continuing  the  Federal  rent  con- 
trol law  and  making  it  effective  only 
In  communities  where  local  governing 
boards  have  asked  for  its  continuance. 
That  is  very  simple. 

Let  us  leave  out  all  of  the  pressures. 
If  you  do  not  do  a  simple  thing,  if  you 
do  something  that  causes  in  one  city 
100,000  or  200,000  families  to  be  evicted 
from  their  homes,  then  we  might  sus- 
pect that  perhaps  there  is  somebody  in 
the  corner  calling  the  plays. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  has  expired. 


THE    DEPARTMENT    OP    AGRICUL- 
TURE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  WhittenI  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had 
hoped  to  take  this  subject  up  in  an  of- 
ficial way  with  the  new  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  before  our  Subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Appropriations,  either  be- 
fore now  or  in  the  next  few  days,  how- 
ever, our  original  committee  meeting  has 
been  continued  or  postponed  several 
times  and  I  have  been  advised  that  3  or 
4  weeks  will  elapse  after  we  start  hear- 
ings before  the  Secretary  will  be  before 
us  for  the  purpose  of  answering  ques- 
tions or  discussing  the  many  agricultural 
problems.  Presumably  that  time  will  be 
taken  up  in  trying  to  find  out  just  where 
the  Department  stands  on  various  prob- 
lems in  an  effort  to  try  to  make  the  plat- 
form, the  campaign  promises,  and  the 
effects  of  declining  farm  prices,  all  come 
out  to  one  answer. 

If  that  be  the  fact,  I  should  at  this 
time  place  in  the  Record  some  observa- 
tions based  upon  the  experiences  which 
I  have  had  as  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Agricultural  Appropriations 
during  the  last  4  years.  First,  let  me 
say  that  the  Secretary  is  completely 
wrong  when  he  says  that  this  is  the  most 
over-expanded  example  of  bureaucracy 
in  the  Government.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  the  only  department  of 
Government  that  is  operating  with  40 
percent  less  people  on  30  percent  less 
money  than  in   1940,  before  the   war. 


The  average  of  the  other  departments 
for  increa.se  is  in  excess  of  300  percent. 
The  department  issued  a  three  or  four- 
page  statement  the  other  day.  It  ap- 
peared to  be  the  statement  of  a  splendid 
gentleman.  It  was  filled  with  high- 
sounding  platitudes.  But  it  did  read  like 
the  statement  of  one  who  had  been  in 
conference  with  those  who  spon.sored  the 
Republican  farm  bill  of  the  Eightieth 
Congress — that  law.  you  will  recall,  pro- 
vided that  if  there  was  a  shortage  of  a 
given  commodity,  one  of  the  six  basic 
commodities,  you  could  have  90  percent 
of  parity  support  price.  Of  course,  if 
there  was  a  shortage,  there  was  a  de- 
mand, a  market,  and  therefore  no  need 
for  a  support  price,  but  that  mea.s\ire 
passed  in  the  Eightieth  Conjzress,  pro- 
vided that  if  there  was  a  surplus  of  as 
much  as  30  percent. 'so  there  was  rec;l 
need  for  price  support,  then  the  farmer 
was  assured  of  only  60-percent  support. 
In  other  words,  a  farmer  v;as  told.  "If 
you  do  not  need  it,  we  will  help:  when 
you  really  need  it.  we  won't."  The  farm- 
ers never  did  feel  the  effects  of  that  la-.v 
for  control  of  Congress  was  chanced  be- 
fore its  effective  date  and  the  Democrats 
repealed  it. 

Now  in  that  statement  the  oth^r  day 
the  Secretary  said  that  he  would  carry 
out  the  law.  Well,  that  was  most  era- 
cious  of  him.  There  was  nothing  else 
for  him  to  do  except  to  carry  out  the 
law.  if  he  is  honorable  and  I  know  he  i.s. 
But.  he  did  not  express  any  confidence 
in  or  any  feeling  for  the  existing  agri- 
cultural programs,  which  are  the  only 
things  that  will  save  a  complete  crack- 
up  of  the  farm  picture  today.  When  I 
say  that,  I  am  not  trying  to  represent 
that  you  should  deal  differently  with 
the  farmer.  But,  you  have  your  mini- 
mum wa?e  laws,  you  have  your  protec- 
tive tariffs.  And,  there  was  a  day  when 
you  could  have  cheap  commodities,  low 
priced  commodities,  and  various  raw  ma- 
terials. That  was  a  day  when  we  had 
untapped  billions  of  feet  of  timber;  that 
was  a  day  when  we  had  unlimited  sup- 
plies of  iron  ore;  that  was  a  day  when 
we  had  hundreds  of  millions  of  acres 
of  fertile  land  that  had  never  felt 
the  plow.  That  day  is  gone.  With  a 
greatly  increasing  population,  we  have 
exhausted  about  40  percent  of  the  till- 
able, yes,  fertile  land  of  this  country,  and 
fully  that  much  or  more  of  our  timber. 
You  cannot  have  low  agricultural  prices, 
or  low  priced  agricultural  products  to- 
day, and  make  it  up  by  draining  your 
natural  resources,  because  we  do*  not 
have  them.  If  you  will  check  the  records 
on  every  depression  that  we  have  had, 
Mr.  Secretary,  you  will  find  declining 
farm  prices  were  in  the  lead.  And,  they 
have  been  declining  for  the  last  year  or 
year  and  a  half:  they  are  declining  today, 
and  the  only  thing  that  has  kept  a  com- 
plete break-through  is  the  support  price, 
90  percent  of  parity  for  basic  commodi- 
ties and  much  less  for  other  commodi- 
ties. 

Now  I  have  read  in  the  press  in  recent 
weeks  where  various  writers  have  said: 
Why,  in  regard  to  price  of  farm  prod- 
ucts, in  regard  to  price  of  cotton,  in  re- 
gard to  price  of  anything  else,  they  are 
getting  90  percent  of  a  fair  price. 

Let  me  tell  you  what  parity  is  under 
the  law.    It  is  a  formula  by  which  the 


farmer  Is  given  'n  Rros.s  income  the  pur- 
chasing power,  approximately  equivalent 
to  the  comparative  purcha.<-ing  power 
he  had  in  the  period  1909  to  1914.  In  the 
period  1909  to  1914  the  farmer  did  not 
have  to  si>end  more  than  half  his  gross 
income  for  farm  machinery,  for  insecti- 
cides, for  fertilizers,  and  one  thousand 
and  one  other  things.  So.  if  you  put 
the  farmer  on  the  same  comparative 
level  that  he  had  in  the  ba.se  p>eriod 
1909  and  1914.  in  view  of  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  the  farm  operations,  he 
is  far  behind.  Parity  is  not  and  has 
not  and  has  never  been  claimed  to  have 
been  a  fair  price.  It  is  a  formula,  i03 
percent  of  which,  presumably  would  give 
the  .'■ame  comparative  gros.s  purchasing 
power  as  in  the  base  period  1909  and 
1914.  Why.  that  was  a  period  when  it 
was  understood  that  the  farmer  could 
not  afford  to  .«end  his  children  through 
college  unle.ss  they  worked  their  way. 
when  it  was  taken  for  granted  that  farm 
houses  went  unpainted  and  did  not  have 
bathroom  facilities  in  by  far  a  majority 
of  them,  when  farming  drained  off  our 
.<-0!l.  depleted  our  limber,  and  eroded 
our  lands. 

Of  cour.'^e.  there  were  exceptions,  tho*^e 
with  specially  good  Incaticns.  possessed 
of  extra-management  capacity — but  I 
am  talking  of  the  average,  tho.'^e  who 
had  control  of  the  millions  of  acres  of 
land  now  gone.  Mostly  because,  after 
ur<.;ent  nece.ssilies  were  met.  there  was 
nol  enough  left  to  plow  back  in  the  soil. 
Through  your  farm  programs,  REA,  price 
supports,  soil  programs  wheroby  the  rest 
of  us  put  something  back  in  the  soil,  you 
have  raised  the  living  standards  of  the 
farmers  to  where  they  are  living  like 
the  rest  of  the  population.  I  think  that 
is  a  sound,  progres.sive  step  and  I  think 
it  is  a  step  that  has  helped  to  bring  about 
the  prosperity  of  the  rest  of  cur  people. 
In  saying  this  I  hope  you  do  not  think 
I  am  criticizing  the  new  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Everyone  I  have  heard 
mention  him  has  said  that  he  is  a  fine 
Chri.-tian  gentleman  with  the  greatest 
of  intentions  to  be  a  fine  Secretary  cf 
Agriculture.  I  had  hoped  that  I  could 
give  him  the  benefit  of  my  views  based 
on  what  experience  I  have  had  in  pre- 
siding over  these  hearuigs  on  the  ap- 
propriations for  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture for  the  last  4  years  and  being 
on  the  committee  for  8  years.  I  had 
hoped  I  could  do  that  in  an  official  way, 
but  apparently  that  has  to  be  delayed 
6  or  8  weeks.  If.  in  the  meantime,  those 
in  charge  of  the  Department  are  making 
their  pitch  as  to  where  they  stand,  I 
want  him  to  check  these  matters,  be- 
cause certainly,  now  is  the  time  and  not 
after  this  thing  continues  to  the  point 
that  falling  farm  prices  bring  the  rest 
of  It  in  on  top  of  our  heads. 

I  am  not  going  to  try  to  tell  the  Re- 
publican Party  how  long  they  will  stay 
out  of  office  if  they  let  another  depres- 
sion happen.  I  think  they  are  aware 
of  that.  They  might  not  take  my  advice 
as  being  well-intentioned.  But  I  will 
say  this:  I  am  much  more  interested  in 
the  welfare  of  this  country,  which  I  think 
is  tied  to  the  welfare  of  the  farmer  and 
agriculture,  than  I  am  in  either  party. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?    . 
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Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  Just  wonder 
whether  or  not  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi has  requested  an  opportunity  to 
consult  with  the  new  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture so  that  he  may  have  the  benefit 
of  the  views  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
si'^sippi.  who  has  had  so  much  experience. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  The  Secretary  has 
been  most  courteous  to  me.  When  the 
Secretary  was  in  the  South,  in  Atlanta, 
before  Christmas,  he  called  me  and  we 
had  a  Hne  telephone  visit.  He  has  been 
by  my  pfflce.  I  happened  to  be  out.  I 
have  been  in  contact  with  his  office  and 
was  in  the  Department  although  he  was 
out.  I  am  sure  I  can  personally  sit  down 
and  di.scuss  some  of  these  matters  with 
him.  However,  there  again,  it  will  not 
have  the  efTect  of  official  questions  and 
answers  in  a  consideration  which  I  think 
we  might  have  had  otherwise.  However, 
here  today  I  am  trying  to  point  out  some 
of  the  things  that  certainly  are  involved 
in  this  question  of  farm  prices. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
knows  I  have  gone  along,  and  my  vot- 
ing record  will  show  that  even  though 

I  come  from  a  city  area,  a  large  con- 
sumer area.  I  have  voted  consistently  to 
help  the  farmer.  Is  there  not  something 
wrong  that  requires  Investigation  when 
the  farmer  is  being  pressed  down  and  is 
not  getting  fair  prices,  yet  the  consumer 
is  paying  top  prices?  Is  there  not  some- 
thing wrong  somewhere  in  between  that 
requires  our  attention?  Should  not  the 
farm  and  the  city  representatives  get  to- 
gether and  find  out  what  it  is  that  keeps 
the  farm  prices  down  and  the  consumers' 
prices  up?  What  is  wTong  about  it? 
Does  not  th'it  merit  our  attention? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  It  does.  It  is  hard  to 
do.  We  cannot  pick  out  any  one  seg- 
ment. But  one  thing  I  can  point  out  is 
that  since  World  War  H  there  have  l>een 

II  freight-rate  increases.  I  do  not  pass 
on  the  merits  of  those  Increases.  Per- 
haps behind  them  there  may  have  been 
increased  wage  contracts,  and  behind 
them  there  may  have  been  the  Increased 
cost  of  living.  I  am  saying  you  do  have 
a  cycle  and  where  other  things  keep  costs 
up  you  cannot  make  it  up  by  decreasing 
the  cast  of  farm  commodities  and  have 
the  farmer  make  it  up  by  depleting  the 
soil. 

The  point  I  would  make  here  Is  that 
when  the.se  other  things  are  fixed  by 
order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mi.ssion.  by  the  courts,  by  legislation  we 
pass,  by  protective  tariffs,  by  minimum 
wage  laws,  or  by  the  bargaining  power  of 
labor  unions,  however  they  are  fixed  or 
whatever  the  merit  of  the  change,  if  you 
do  not  put  some  floor  under  the  price  of 
the  original  raw  material  that  goes  Into 
the  price  to  the  consumer,  the  high  prices 
of  these  elements  push  the  price  of  the 
raw  material  right  into  the  ground.  We 
will  either  pay  for  it  now  or  in  the  future 
by  further  exhausting  the  natural  re- 
sources on  which  we  all  are  dependent. 

I  do  want  to  compliment  the  gentle- 
man and  the  Members  from  his  area 
for  the  very  fine  spirit  they  have  shown 
in  the  support  of  agricultural  programs 


in  the  years  I  have  been  in  this  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  has  made  a  very  worth- 
while statement  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
today.  We  have  beeji  talking  in  times 
past  about  inflation.  Deflation  has  defi- 
nitely hit  the  rural  areas  of  this  coun- 
try, and  in  hitting  the  rural  areas  of 
this  country  it  has  an  Impact  upon  their 
purchasing  power.  Already  certain 
farmers  who  are  engaged  In  certain  en- 
terprises have  been  severely  hit.  Some 
of  them  have  lost  the  earnings  of  their 
lifetime.  I  am  thinking  about  the 
farmer  who  spent  money  to  buy  feeder 
cattle  at  a  high  price.  Of  course,  we 
all  know  what  has  happened  to  the  price 
of  feeder  cattle  in  the  last  few  weeks. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman,  how- 
ever, that  I  think  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture has  a  very  definite  responsibil- 
ity to  the  farmers  of  this  country.  Some 
of  his  policies  are  given  to  him  in  broad 
outline  by  the  Congress.  The  gentle- 
man referred  to  the  90  percent  of  par- 
ity provision.  That  applies  to  the  six 
basic  commodities.  But,  the  Secretary 
has  discretion  in  other  items,  and  he 
has  been  reluctant  lately  to  express  his 
opinion  as  to  what  he  should  do  in  that 
regard.  That  has  meant  that  he  has 
placed  the  market  in  a  chaotic  condi- 
tion. I  would  also  like  to  say  that  a 
number  of  farmers  are  approaching  the 
planting  season,  and  If  the  Department's 
policy  Is  going  to  be  one  of  letting  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  be  the  sole 
and  governing  factor  as  to  what  the 
prices  of  agricultural  commodities 
should  be.  the  wheat  farmer  ought  to 
know  that  before  he  plants  his  wheat. 
I  am  referring  now  to  the  spring  wheat 
farmer  so  that  he  can  make  a  proper 
adjustment.  I  know  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  feels  the  same  way  about  cot- 
ton. The  same  thing  is  true  with  all  of 
the  other  crops  that  the  farmer  grows. 
I  know  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture Is  a  fine.  Christian  gentleman.  I 
have  read  that,  although  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  meet  him.  I  am  sure 
he  is  going  to  do  the  very  best  he  can. 
and  I  am  sure  that  we,  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  are  going  to  do  what  we 
can  to  help  him  because  we  do  have  the 
interest  of  these  Individual  farmers  at 
heart.  They  are  the  people  who  give 
us  our  bread  and  butter.  But  we  do 
wish  that  he  would  be  a  little  more  ag- 
gressive in  making  his  views  known.  It 
has  given  some  of  us  the  impression  that 
perhaps  the  Republican  Party  has  not 
had  a  farm  program  that  has  been 
planned,  an  aggressive  program  to  meet 
these  emergencies.  That  is  indicated  by 
the  number  of  commissions  that  we  have 
had  to  refer  these  decisions  to. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man and  I  appreciate  his  statement  very 
much,  because  I  know  he  has  been  very 
active  In  these  matters  here.  I  think 
I  can  point  out  at  this  point,  If  I  may  be 
permitted  one  further  comment,  the 
total  cost  of  all  of  the  price-support  pro- 
grams is  less  than  one-tenth  the  cost  to 
the  Government  of  the  conversion  of 
industry  to  meet  our  wartime  needs. 


The  total  cost  of  all  of  the  price-support 
programs  is  much  less  than  one-tenth 
the  amount  of  money  spent  on  consumer 
subsidies  and  for  increases  In  wages  re- 
sulting from  our  wartime  needs.  So  il 
we  make  that  kind  of  comparison,  you 
ckn  see  where  the  justice  of  the  situation 
lies.  So  far  as  the  cotton  program  is 
concerned,  the  Federal  Government  has 
made  a  profit  out  of  its  cotton  operations 
in  the  field  of  supports.  The  farmer  is 
the  only  one  who  increased  his  produc- 
tion and  his  production  plant  without  a 
firm  contract  at  cost  plus  a  profit.  But 
the  u^ajor  point  of  all  of  this  is  that  we 
are  in  this  boat  together.  I  too  would 
like  to  see  a  balanced  budget.  I  take 
my  hat  off  to  no  Member  of  the  Con- 
gress so  far  as  my  own  efforts  for  a 
balanced  budget  are  concerned,  but  I 
do  point  out  that  we  have  a  national 
debt  of  about  $260,000,000,000.  You 
have  firm  commitments  on  a  large  part 
of  your  expenditures  and  if  you  are  going 
to  meet  this  problem  at  all,  you  will  have 
to  keep  the  wheels  of  industry  turning 
and  we  have  got  to  have  agricultiu-al 
commodities  selling  at  a  price  which 
keeps  the  farmers  prosperous.  If  we  do 
not  do  that,  we  are  going  to  crack  up  re- 
gardless of  how  much  we  cut  the  ap- 
propriations that  the  Congress  makes 
because  these  funds  have  already  been 
spent,  and  they  are  now  outstanding 
obligations.  You  are  already  committed 
to  pay  them.  The  only  way  you  can  do 
it  is  by  having  a  prosperous  economy. 
If  you  are  going  to  let  farm  prices  drag 
you  down,  and  they  have  already  started 
that  tumble,  you  might  just  as  well  look 
for  a  repetition  of  some  of  the  very 
unfortunate  occurrences  of  the  past. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  I  commend 
the  gentleman  for  the  sincerity  of  his 
statement  In  regard  to  the  control  of 
farm  prices.  The  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture happens  to  come  from  my  State, 
and  I  can  testify  to  his  sincerity  and 
to  his  desire  to  do  a  Job.  I  think  the 
gentleman  is  sincere  and  honest  In  what 
he  says.  But  I  would  like  to  know  If 
anything  has  been  done  In  the  last  year 
and  one -half  to  control  the  sliding  down 
of  farm  prices.  I  think  the  gentleman 
stated  that  this  drop  in  prices  has  oc- 
curred in  the  course  of  the  last  year  or 
year  and  one-half.  If  that  is  true,  why 
start  now  to  criticize  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  since  we  have  only  been 
in  office  for  a  month?  What  has  been 
suggested  to  the  predecessor  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  In  regard  to  this 
problem? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  wiU  say  this  to  the 
gentleman.  I  have  had  pending  for  the 
last  year,  and  have  now  pending  sev- 
eral bills  which  would  do  much  to  cor- 
rect this  situation.  I  offered  the  pro- 
vision whereby  a  part  of  the  customs  re- 
ceipts were  used  to  buy  surplus  com- 
modities and  convert  them  to  good  usel 
I  do  not  mean  these  remarks  to  be  criti- 
cal of  the  Secretary's  Inaction.  If  I 
wanted  to  play  politics,  and  If  I  wanted 
to  criticize  the  Secretary.  I  would  wait 
until  after  the  farm  program  of  the  new 
administration  Is  written,  and  then  if 
written  in  line  with  the  thinking  of  many. 
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Republican  leaders,  I  would  have  plenty 
to  criticize. 

I  am  trying  to  point  out  these  matters 
and  things  before  mistakes  are  made. 
Now  I  certainly  am  not  being  merely 
critical,  but  rather  I  view  it  as  giving  n 
very  fine  gentleman  a  chance  to  make 
good — to  profit  by  experiences  of  the 
past,  throw  off  the  counsel  of  those  lead- 
ers who  would  have  wrecked  us  under  the 
law  passed  in  the  Eightieth  Congress. 

I  hope  he  will  accept  the  challenge 
and  be  the  Secretary  for  Agriculture,  for 
the  welf  arp  of  agriculture  is  and  remain.s 
the  base  for  our  general  prosperity  for 
today  and  the  welfare  of  our  children 
tomorrow,  for  how  we  treat  the  land 
will  largely  determine  their  well-being. 


MOSCOW  BURP 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  3  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  an 
ever-increasing  number  of  persons 
throughout  the  world,  the  man  or  woman 
who  embraces  the  Communist  doctrine  is 
of  questionable  intelligence.  Last  week, 
however,  13  Communist  leaders  convict- 
ed here  of  conspiracy  exhibited  what 
must,  under  the  circumstances,  be  con- 
sidered remarkably  good  sense. 

Given  their  choice  of  sentences  by  Fed- 
eral Judge  Edward  J.  Dimock.  the  13  de- 
cided upon  imprisonment  in  the  United 
States  rather  than  deportation  to  the 
Soviet  Union. 

Their  decision  does  not  seem  to  have 
set  too  well  in  Moscow.  On  February  4, 
2  days  after  the  defendants  here  had 
announced  their  preference,  Izvestia 
published  an  editorial  designed  to  offset 
the  embarrassing  implication  t^'it  Rus- 
sia may  not,  after  all.  be  considered 
Utopia  by  all  Communists. 

All  progressive  humanity — 

Izvestia  declared  defensively — 
Is  proud  or  the  Soviet  Union.     •     •     •     The 
Soviet   Union   Is   a   genuinely   popular   state. 
•     •      •     It  enjoys  the  unanimous  support 
and  boundless  love  of  all  the  workers. 

What  prompted  the  13  Communists  to 
reject  the  opportunity  to  live  in  this 
"genuinely  p>opular  state"?  One  reason, 
the  defense  attorney  said,  was  that  Rus- 
sia does  not  customarily  admit  deportees. 

Article  129  of  the  Soviet  Constitution, 
however,  states: 

The  U.  S.  S.  R.  affords  the  right  of  asylum 
to  citizens  of  foreign  countries  persecuted 
for  defending  the  interests  of  the  working 
people. 

There  have  been  several  instances  in 
which  victims  of  such  so-called  persecu- 
tion have  been  accepted  by  the  Soviet 
Union.  Remember  Valentin  Gonzalez. 
Fred  Beal.  Alexander  Weissberg,  and 
Mar&aret  Buber-Neumann? 

Certainly  those  names  are  familiar  to 
the  13  Communist  leaders.  It  is  quite 
possible,  in  fact,  that  the  defendants  had 
the  names  of  men  such  as  Gonzalez  and 
women  such  as  Margaret  Buber-Neu- 
mann in  mind  vhen  they  made  their 
decision. 


Gonzalez  gained  fame  fighting  as  a 
Communist  in  the  Spanish  Civil  War 
under  the  name  El  Campesino — The 
Peasant.  After  the  war  he  fled  to  Mos- 
cow. He  soon  found  himself  branded  a 
Trotskyite. 

Gonzalez  was  assigned  to  manual  la- 
bor on  the  Moscow  underground  railway 
in  1941.  He  escaped  to  Iran  in  1944.  only 
to  be  recaptured  by  the  Soviet  forces 
then  stationed  there.  He  spent  the  next 
few  years  in  slave-labor  camps  from 
Siberia  to  the  Caucasus. 

He  escaped  again — this  time  for 
good — in  1949.  Last  year  he  detailed  his 
experiences  in  Russia  in  a  book  entitled 
"Life  and  Death  in  Soviet  Russia."  He 
revealed  that  in  1939.  on  the  boat  from 
Le  Havre  to  Russia,  he  was  told  by  Soviet 
writer  Ilya  Ehrenberg: 

Youll  have  to  prepare  yourself  for  a  shock 
when  you  see  what  things  are  really  like. 
You  foreign  Communists  have  been  Idealiz- 
ing the  Soviet  Union.  Socialism  isn't  perfect 
yet.  There  are  many  weaknesses  an-l  fail- 
ures— and  many  enemies  and  saboteurs. 
•  •  •  The  "paradise  "  is  a  propaganda  in- 
vention. 

PVed  Beal  is  another  foreign  Commu- 
nist who  fled  to.  and  from,  the  Soviet 
Union. 

In  1929.  Beal.  an  American  Negro 
party  member,  took  part  in  a  strike  of 
textile  workers  in  Gastonia.  N.  C.  Vio- 
lence flared.  The  chief  of  police  was 
killed.  Beal  was  sentenced  to  20  years 
in  prison  in  connection  with  the  murder. 
The  case  was  appealed,  and  he  was  let 
out  on  bail. 

Baal  went  to  Russia.  lie  was  assigned 
to  lecture  throughout  the  country  on  the 
evils  of  life  in  the  United  States.  He  was 
shocked  to  find  ragged  beggars  in  Lenin- 
grad, child  slavery  in  the  Tashkent  silk 
mills,  and  incredibly  poor  conditions  in 
factories  in  Kharkov. 

Beal  left  in  1933  on  the  pretext  of  vis- 
iting Germany.  He  returned  to  the 
United  States  and  surrendered.  He 
served  4  years  in  prison,  then  was  pa- 
roled. Today  he  works  quietly  in  a  knit- 
wear factory. 

Alexander  Weissberg  and  Marraret 
Buber-Newmann  were  among  the  thou- 
sands of  German  Communists  who 
sought  asylum  in  Ru.ssia  after  Hitler  rose 
to  power.  These  Germans  were  forced 
into  slave-labor  camps,  then  handed 
over  to  Hitler  when  the  Nazi-Soviet  pact 
was  signed. 

There  is  a  good  possibility  that  many 
Russians  would  like  to  change  places 
with  the  13  Communists  here. 

The  typical  Russian,  after  all.  gets  less 
than  40  pounds  of  meat  a  year,  while 
the  average  American  prisoner  consumer 
nearly  four  times  that  amount. 

Too.  the  average  urban  dweller  in 
crowded  Russia  is  limited  to  approxi- 
mately'38  square  feet  of  dwelling  space. 
Inmates  of  United  States  prisons  are 
allotted  54  to  65  square  feet  each. 

Of  course,  any  jail  in  a  free  country 
would  be  preferred  by  many  Rassians, 
considering,'  the  purges  now  sweeping  the 
Soviet  Empire. 


VETERANS'    ADMINISTRATION 
SHOULD  BE  CONTINUED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr. 
'peaker,   I   ask   unanimous   consent  to 


address  the  House  for  3  minutes  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  just  returned  from  the 
Senate  side  of  the  Capitol  where  the  Vice 
President  and  members  of  the  California 
delegation  entertained  the  Flying 
Wheels,  the  paraplegic  basketball  team 
from  Long  Beach,  Calif.  I  saw  those 
Flving  Wheel  paraplegics  playing  bas- 
ketball at  the  Walter  Reed  Hospital  last 
night  against  the  Richmond  paraplegic 
basketball  team,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
most  thrilling  games  I  have  ever  seen. 
The  Flying  Wheels,  the  California  para- 
plegics, rolled  up  a  magnificent  score  of 
67.  I  think  the  largest  score  that  has 
ever  been  made  by  any  similar  basketball 
team.  These  boys  play  in  their  wheel 
chairs.  Their  precision,  their  sp>orts- 
man-ship  are  remarkable.  It  was  a  rare 
treat  to  .«ee  them.  I  wi.«h  every  Member 
of  Congress  could  have  been  there.  I 
wish  everyone  in  Washington  could  have 
seen  that  game. 

Mr.  Speaker,  i:  illustrates  ver>'  clearly 
why  we  should  have  a  Veterans"  Admin- 
istration to  take  care  of  veterans.  It 
gives  them  an  opportunity  to  get  their 
health  back,  get  their  strength  back  in- 
sofar as  they  can,  their  rehabilitation, 
and  all  of  the  services  to  which  they  are 
entitled.  If  those  men  are  put  out  of 
Veterans'  Administration  hospitals  into 
Public  Health  hospitals  or  private  hos- 
pitals, they  will  not  have  the  opportunity 
to  progress  and  develop  physically  and 
otherwi.se  that  they  now  have.  This  la 
one  of  the  reasons  I  am  so  anxious  to 
have  the  Veterans'  Administration  be 
kept  as  a  department  by  itself.  We 
created  it  step  by  step  over  the  years. 
The  older  Members  here  in  Congress 
know  that.  First  we  had  the  War  Risk 
Insurance  Bureau  and  the  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Department,  and  hospi- 
tals under  the  Public  Health  Service  and 
ebewhere.  It  was  chaotic;  men's  folders 
were  everywhere;  there  was  no  cohesion, 
no  coordination.  Now  there  is  a  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  It  could  be  im- 
proved, I  know,  and  ought  to  have  more 
money  in  some  ways.  But  to  scrap  it, 
throw  away  what  we  have  already  done 
in  unity,  I  think  would  be  tragic. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.   ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.     I 
yield. 

Mrs  ST.  GEORGE.  I  just  want  to  in- 
terrupt the  gentlewoman,  if  I  may.  for  1 
minute  to  say  how  much  I  want  to  com- 
mend her  personally  for  the  splendid 
work  and  splendid  leadership  she  has 
given  in  the  matter  of  the  care  and  treat- 
ment of  veterans.  She  has  given  years  of 
her  life  to  this  service  and  knows  where- 
of she  .speaks.  Her  enthusiasm,  her  sym- 
pathy, may  I  say  her  love  for  these  boys, 
IS  deeply  appreciated,  and  is  certainly 
appreciated  by  many  of  her  colleagues. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I 
appreciate  very  deeply  those  kind  words. 
I  know  the  interest  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  has  in  these  men;  we 
all  have  an  interest  in  them.  America 
would  not  be  a  free  country  today  if  it 
were  not  for  them.    It  is  just  a  matter 
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of  how  best  to  take  care  of  them.  I  have 
watched  the  wheels  go  around  for  40 
years  here  in  Washington,  and  I  am  so 
anxious  not  to  have  the  organization 
that  has  been  built  up  since  1917  for  the 
veterans  ground  imder. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  imanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  their  remarks  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend 
their  remarks,  was  granted  to: 

Mr.   RiEHLMAN. 

Mr.  HosMER  and  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  Goodwin  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  AucHiNCLOss  and  to  include  a 
statement  by  President  Jones  of  Rutgers 
University. 

Mr.  jAvrrs  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  in  two  in- 
stances, in  one  to  include  excerpts  and 
in  the  other  questionnaires. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  in  three  sepa- 
rate instances,  m  each  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  Laird  and  Include  a  resolution 
from  the  Menominee  Indian  Tribe  of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Radwan  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Abends  > . 

Mr.  Bentley. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  In  two  In- 
stances. 

Mr.  Jensen  explaining  and  compli- 
menting Samuel  Goldwyn  on  his  produc- 
tion of  the  spirit  of  Hans  Christian  An- 
dersen. 

Mr.  Bryson  and  include  a  report  from 
the  Department  of  the  American  Legion 
of  South  CaroUna. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  include  a 
short  editorial. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Celler  I  and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Rains  in  two  instances,  in  each  to 
Include  extran<>ous  matter. 

Mr.  Landrum  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  and  include  an 
article. 

Mr.  Carnahan  in  three  separate  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt. 

Mr.  Belcher  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
WicKERSHAMi  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Oklahoma  Senate. 

Mr.  Yates  in  two  instances,  in  one  to 
include  the  final  address  of  Adlai  E.  Ste- 
venson, and  in  the  other  an  address  of 
Robert  Kuh  before  the  Chicago  Council 
of  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  RoDiNo  lilt  the  request  of  Mr.  Sii- 

MINSKI) . 

Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  a  letter  from 
Prof.  A.  R.  Lauer.  of  Iowa  State  College. 

Mr.  Keating  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  ScuDDER  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial. 

Mr.  McCormack  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial recently  appearing  in  the  New 
York  Times. 

Mr.   SIEMINSKI. 

Mr.  Mm.TER  in  two  Instances,  In  eswh 
to  Include  extraneous  matter. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  1979.  An  act  to  amend  the  R«organi- 
Estlon  Act  of  1949  so  that  such  act  will  apply 
to  reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  at  any  time  before  AprU  1,  1955. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mis.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  2  o'clock  and  14  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House,  pursuant  to  its  previous  order, 
adjourned  until  Thursday,  February  12, 
1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as 
follows : 

444.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  relative  to  transferring  to  the 
Young  Men's  Christian  Association  of  Coatos- 
vUle.  Pa.,  four  28-foot  pulling  whaleboats 
(Without  engines)  hull  Nos.  20204,  20205, 
20206.  and  20207  for  use  In  training  In  boat 
operation,  pursuant  to  section  1  of  the  act 
of  August  7,  1946  (60  Stat.  897.  as  amended; 
34  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  546f ) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

445.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  3?cretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
furnishing  a  tabulation  showing  the  with- 
drawals of  public  lands  In  certain  cases,  for 
the  period  from  January  1,  1952.  through  De- 
cember 31,  1952.  pursuant  to  an  act  approved 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847,  16  U.  S.  C,  sec. 
471,  43  U.  S.  C.  sec.  141,  et.  seq.);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

Bv  Mr.  ABERNETHY: 

H.  R.  2818.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide permanent  price  supports  for  oats,  rye, 
barley,  grain  sorghums,  soybeans,  and  cot- 
tonseed at  90  percent  of  parity;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  2819.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  so  as  to  extend 
for  three  additional  years  the  reqvUrement 
that  prices  of  basic  agricultural  commodi- 
ties be  supported  at  90  percent  of  parity; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN: 

H.  R.  2820,  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide permanent  price  supports  for  oats,  rye, 
barley,  flaxseed,  and  soybeans  at  90  percent 
of  parity;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  2821.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  so  as  to  ex- 
tend for  three  additional  years  the  require- 
ment that  prices  of  basic  agricultural  com- 
modities be  supported  at  90  percent  of  parity; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  ANGELL: 

H.  R.  2822.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act.  as  amended,  to  permit  Individuals 
entitled  to  old-age  or  survivors  Insurance 
benefits  to  earn  $100  per  month  without 
deductions  being  made  from  their  benefits; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 
H.  R.  3823.  A  blU  to  encourage  the  dis- 
covery, development,  and  production  of 
tungsten,  manganese,  chromlte,  mica,  as- 
bestos, beryl,  and  columblum-tantalum- 
bearlng  orea  and  concentrates  In  the  United 
States,  Its  Territories  and  {xxBsesslons,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Con>mlttee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2824.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  discov- 
ery, development,  and  production  of  •tung- 
sten  ores    and   concentrates    In    the    Unit«d 
States,  Its  Territories  and  possessions,  and 
for   other   purposes;    to   the    Committee   on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
H.  R.  2825.  A  bill  to  amend  title  n  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  monthly  In- 
surance benefits  for  dependent  brothers  and 
sisters  of  certain  Insiu-ed  Individuals;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 
H.  R.  2826.  A    bUl   relating   to   withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  public  lands   in   Alaska; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 
H.  R  2827.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Veterans* 
Readjustment  Assistance  Act  of   1952.   with 
respect  to  the   number  of   nonveteran  stu- 
dents required  In   approved  schools;    to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LAIRD: 
H.  R.  2828.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Con- 
gress of  September  3.  1936  (49  Stat.  10851 :  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 
H.  R.  2829.  A  bill  to  permit  the  compelling 
of  testimony  under  certain  conditions  and  to 
grant  immunity  from  prosecution  In  connec- 
tion therewith;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BEAMER: 
H.  R.  2830.  A  bill  to  provide  that  employees 
in  the  postal  field  service  shall  receive  bene- 
fits from  the  proceeds  of  certain  vending 
machines;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OlSce 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  BUSBEY: 
H.  R.  2831.  A  bill   to   authorize   an   appro- 
priation of  $25,000,000  for  emergency  relief 
for  victims  of  the  February  floods  In  Europe; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CHENOWETH: 
H.  R.  2832.  A  bill  to  authorize  Federal  aid 
with  respect  to  the  costs  of  constructing  that 
portion  of  an  approved  hospital  project  which 
was  commenced  without  Federal  participa- 
tion  and  prior  to  January   1,   1953;    to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  COLMER: 
H.  R.  2833.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  war  tax  rate 
on  toilet  preparations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2834.  A  bUl  to  repeal  the  war  tax  rate 
on  certain  admissions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 
H.  R.  2835.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  request 
the  President  to  promote  certain  naval  offi- 
cers and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 
H.  H.  2836.  A    bUl    authorizing    the    con- 
struction and  operation  of  facilities  for  ex- 
periments   In    underground    gasification    of 
coal   and  lignite,   oil   shale,   and   other   car- 
bonaceous deposits  to  promote  the  national 
defense  and  incretise  the  energy  and  chemi- 
cal resources  of  the  Nation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2837.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion of  parking  facilities  for  automobiles  of 
Members  of  Congress  and  their  staff  person- 
nel In  the  courtyard  of  the  Old  Hoiise  Office 
Building;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
H.  R.  2838.  A  bill  to  estebllah  a  program  of 
financial  aid  to  students  In  higher  education, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 
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By  Mr.  FARRINGTON: 

H.  R.  2839.  A  bill  to  enable  the  Hawaiian 
Homes  Commission  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  to  exchange  available  lands  as  des- 
ignated by  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission 
Act,  1920,  for  public  lands;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2840.  A  bill  for  the  transfer  by  the 
United  States  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  of 
certain  land  In  the  city  and  County  of  Hono- 
lulu, Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2841.  A  bin  to  repeal  the  tax  on 
transportation  of  persons;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2842.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  to  transfer  certain  land  and 
access  rights  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  2843.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  investigate  and  report 
to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  develop- 
ment, and  utilization  of  the  water  resources 
of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2844.  A  bill  providing  that  the  rati- 
fication of  the  revenue  bond  act  of  1935. 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  shall  apply  to  all  amendments  of 
said  act  made  by  said  legislature  to  and 
Including  the  acts  of  the  1951  regular  session 
of  said  legislature,  and  to  all  extensions  of 
the  period  for  Issuance  and  delivery  of  rev- 
enue bonds  thereunder,  heretofore  or  here- 
after enacted  by  said  legislature;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2845.  A  bill  to  transfer  to  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii  title  to  property  heretofore 
set  aside  for  the  use  of  the  University  of 
Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2846.  A  bill  authorizing  the  President 
to  exercise  certain  powers  conferred  upon 
him  by  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  In  respect 
of  certain  property  ceded  to  the  United 
States  by  the  Republic  of  Hawaii,  notwith- 
standing the  acU  of  August  5,  1939,  and 
June  16,  1949,  or  other  acts  of  Congress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affalrs. 

H.  R.  2847.  A  bill  to  make  the  calendar 
fixed  and  perpetual;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2848.  A  bill  to  amend  section  89  of 
the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act,  as  amended:  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  2849.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  land 
from  the  War  Department  to  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii",  approved  June  19,  1936;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By   Mr.    FINO: 

H  R.  2850.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  Increase  the  annuities  of  pres- 
ent and  future  annuitants;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  B.  2851.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
__lce  Retirement   Act;    to   the  Committee   on 
I'oet  OfBce  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2852.  A  bill  to  provide  methods  of 
Obtaining  on  a  voluntary  basis  the  opinions 
of  the  qualified  voters  in  each  State  on 
issues  and  questions  of  current  national 
Importance  as  an  aid  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment in  the  formulation  and  execution  of 
policy:  to  the  Committee  on  House  Admln- 
istra  tlon. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  2853.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  rescis- 
sion of  the  order  of  the  Postmaster  General 
curtailing  delivery  of  mall  and  certain  other 
postal  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2854.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  retailers' 
excise  tax  on  p\irses,  handbags,  pocketbocks, 
and  similar  articles;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KRUEGER: 

H.R.a85j,  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  ot  1M9,  Ofi  amended,  so  as  to  provide  per- 


manent price  supports  for  oats,  rye,  barley, 
flax,  grain  sorghums,  and  soybeans  at  95  per- 
cent of  parity;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

H.  R.  2856.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949  so  as  to  provide  that  prices  of 
b€islc  agricultural  commodities  shall  be  sup- 
ported at  95  percent  of  parity  for  the  19£3, 
1954.  1955.  1956,  and  1957  crops;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  LONG: 
H.  R.  2857.  A  bill  to  promote  economy  and 
efficiency  in  the  operations  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  by  providing  an 
equitable  method  of  reducing  the  number  of 
employees  therein:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  McCULLOCH: 
H.R  2858.   A  bill  to  amend  section  474  (a> 
(1)   of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code   (relating 
to  the   excess   profits   credit    In   the   case  ot 
certain   taxable   acquisitions);    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  Wavs  and  Means. 
By  Mr    MARSHALL: 
H.  R.  2859.   A  bill  to  amend  title   18  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  require  manufacturers 
of   farm  machinery  sold   in   Interstate  com- 
merce to  Identify   each  such   m.'ichine  by  a 
serial    number;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H  R.  2860  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  land.s  beneath  nav- 
igable waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  UF.e  and  cuntrnl 
of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

B/  Mr.  ROBERTS: 
H.R.  2861.  A  bill  to  permit  deduction  for 
Income  tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  in- 
curred by  working  mothers  in  providing  care 
for  their  children  while  they  are  at  work;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  i  by 
request )  : 
H.  R.  2862.  A    bill    to    establibh    a    Federal 
Board  of  Hospitalization,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr  6IMP30N  of  Pennsylvania; 
H.  R.  2C63.   A  bill  to  amend  section  3801  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
mitigation  of  statute  of  limitations,    to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2864.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Excess 
Profits  Tax  Act  of  1950  by  adding  thereto  a 
new  subsection  432  (f ) :  to  the  Committee  on 
W^ays  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2865  A  bill  to  amend  section  3801 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect 
to  mitigation  of  statute  of  limitations,  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr  STRINGFELLOW : 
H.  R.  2866.  A  bill  to  permit  veterans  to  sus- 
pend or  delay  their  programs  of  education  or 
training  under  the  Veterans'  Readjustment 
Assistance  Act  of  1952  In  order  to  perform 
services  a.s  mi."=slonarles;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Aff.Tlrs. 

By  Mr.  TALLE  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  2867.   A    bill    to    amend    the    Federal 
Credit  Union  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

H  R.  2868.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Federal 
Credit    Union    Act;     to    the    Committee    on 
Banking  and  Currency. 
By   Mr.   TEAGUE: 
H.  R.  2869.  A  bill   to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Increased  special   pensio..'*   to   per- 
sons   holding    the    Congressional    \  edal    of 
Honor,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  t)ie  Com- 
mittee  on    Veterans'   Affairs. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H  R  2870.  A  bin  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on   imports  of  foreign   residual   fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  2871.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  retire- 
ment of  non -Regular  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  having  more  than  30  years  active 
Federal  service  under  the  same  conditions 
presently  provided  for  sucTh  officers  having 
less  than  30  years  service,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


By  Mr    WARBURTON: 
H  R  2872.  A  bill  for  the  establl.shment  of 
a    temporary    National    Advisory    Committee 
for  the  Blind;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.  R  2373    A  bin  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice   Retirement    Act;    to    the    Committee    on 
Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO  (by  request)  : 
H.  J.  Res.  176.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  pro- 
vide for  the  granting  of  patents  and  copy- 
rights In  perpetuity;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr  ELLIOTT: 
H  J  Res  177.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  continuation  of  the  emergency  hay  pro- 
gram of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  un- 
til April  30.  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

By  Mr    FORD: 
H  J  Res   178    Joint    resolution    pertaining 
to    the    recent    Netherlands    disaster,    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    JAVITS: 
H  J   Re.s.  171)    Joint   resolution   designating 
the  month  of  February  In  each  year  as  Amer- 
ican Heart  Mjnth;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr  LESINSKI: 
H  J  Res.  180.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  is.suance  of  a  special  p.>siage  stamp  In 
commemoration  of  the  ftltleth  anniversary 
of  the  Ford  M  itor  Co  ;  to  the  Comjpiltee  on 
Post  OtTice  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr    M.\CK  of  Illinois: 
H  J  Hps   181    J.. lilt  re.solution  establishing 
a    bipartisan    Join"    congressional    committee 
to  advise  the  President  on  foreign  policy,  to 
the  ComiTiittee  on  Rules 

B,  Mr  WILSON  of  Calil  irnia: 
H  J  Res  182  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constliutlnn  of  lh« 
United  Stales  relative  to  equal  rights  lor 
men  and  women,  to  the  Cjmmiltee  on  the 
Judiciarv. 

By  Mr  WINSTEAD: 
H  J  lies  163  Joint  re»-okitlon  designating 
the  2Cth  day  of  Mty  of  each  year,  beginning 
with  the  year  195J.  as  National  Hill  Billy 
Music  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl« 
clary. 

By  Mr    JAVITS: 
H  Con  Res  32    Concurrent    resolution    es- 
taOUshing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By   Mr    ADDONIZIO: 
H  Con   Res  33    Concurrent    resolution    es- 
tabh.shing  a  Joint  Coiiinutiee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mrs    FRANCES  P    BOLTON: 
H   Con   Res  :H    Concurrent    resolution    es- 
tablishing; a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Commit'ee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    BOLLING: 
H   Con   Res  35.   Concurrent    resolution   es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  C  /mmittee  on  Rules. 
By   Mr.   CELI  ER  : 
H.  Con  R  's  36    Concurrent   resolution   es- 
tabllshint;  a  J'lnt  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    DOLLINGER: 
H  Con  Res  37.  Concurrent   resolution   es- 
tabllshini;  a  Joint  Comnnttee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr    DORN  of  New  York : 
H  Ctin  Res  :i8.  Concurrent   resolution   es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  FRIEDEL: 
H  Con  Res  39.  Concurrent   resolution   es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Con.stuners; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  FULTON: 
H  Con  Res.  40    Concurrent   resolution    es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  GARMATZ: 
H.  Con.  Res.  41.  Concurrent    resolution    es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
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By  Mr.  ORANAHAN: 
H  Con.  Res.  42.  Concurrent  resolution  es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  ConsumerB; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H  Con.  Res.  43.  Concurrent  resolution   es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 
H.    Con.    Res.    44.  Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois: 
H.    Con.    Res.    45.  Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Commltiee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.    Con.    Res.    46.  Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  RODINO: 
H.    Con.    Res.    47.  Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H     Con.    Res.    48.  Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers, to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    ROOSEVELT: 
H.    Con.    Res.    49    Concurrent    resolution 
establishing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  SCOTT: 
H     Con.     Res.    50.  Concurrent    resolution 
establi.'^hlng  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers, to  the  Committee  on  Rulei. 
By  Mrs.   SULLIVAN. 
H.    Con.    Res     51.  Concurrent    resolution 
estabUshing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Contum- 
ers,  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By    Mr.    WIER : 
H.    C<  n.    Res.    52.  Concurrent    resolution 
establlshlnE:  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consum- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr    YORTY: 
H  Con  Res  53    Conciirrent    resolution    es- 
tablishing a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  ZABLOCKI: 
H  Con  Res  54.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  the  creation  of  a  Joint  Committee 
rn    Consumer   Interests;    to   the    Committee 
on  Rules. 

By  Mr  KEATING: 
H  Con  Res  55.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pre.ssinc  the  revulsion  of  the  Congress  at 
the  Inhumane  purge  of  Jews  In  the  Soviet 
Union  and  its  satellites;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  AfTairs. 

By  Mrs    KELLY  of  New  York: 
H  Con  Res  56.  Concurrent  resolution   ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
^[)ect  to  the  Free  Territory  of  Trieste;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign   Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 
H  Con  Res  57.  Concurrent   resolution   ex- 
pressing  the  sympathy   of   the  Congress  for 
the  people  of  the  Netherlands;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  Con.  Res.  58.  Concurrent   resolution   fa- 
voring the  extension  of  diplomatic  relations 
with   the   Republics   of   Ukraine   and   Bvelo- 
rusfela:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 
H  Con  Res  59.  Concurrent  resolution   ex- 
pressing  the   sense   of    Congress   concerning 
the  valor  of  the  Forty-fifth  Division;   to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 
H  Res.  137.  Resolution      authorizing     the 
printing  of   the  Thirty-first  Annual   Report 
of  the  Board  of  Actuaries  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice   Retirement    and    Disability   Fund,    as   a 
House    document:     to    the    Committee    on 
House  Administration. 


izlng  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
enact  appropriate  legislation  repealing  laws 
which  require  the  States  to  collect  and  send 
to  the  Federal  Government  the  tax  on  gaso- 
line; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HESELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  memorializing  Congress  to 
pass  a  Federal  Fair  Employment  Practices 
Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BEAMER:  Memorial  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  State  of  Indiana,  memorlal- 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ANGELL: 
H.  R.  2874.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mary 
K.  Reynolds,  as  successor  In  Interest  to  the 
Colonial  Realty  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2875.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  James 
K-Thong  Yu,  M.  D.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciarv. 

By    Mr.    AYRES: 
H  R.  2876.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of   Leo  i'. 
Finder;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    BAKER: 
H  R.  2877.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Byron 
Marcy   UnKauf;    to    the    Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R  2878.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  E^lemer 
Rostas:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv    Mr.    DONOVAN: 
H.  R.  2879.  A  bUl  to  slay  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Juan  Onatlvla;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on   the  Judiciary. 

Bv    Mr.    FALIX)N: 
H  R  2880.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Max 
Steinsapir;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv   Mr    FARRINGTON: 
H.  R  2881.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rosa- 
line Spaenola;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  2882.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Grace  Arnesch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2883.  A  bill  for  the  relief  oi  James  L. 
Curry  and  Phoebe  Curry;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  2884.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stella 
King  Beardin;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2885.  A  bill  authorizing  and  directing 
the  Commissioner  of  Public  Lands  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  to  Issue  a  right  of  pur- 
chase lease  to  Edward  C.  Searle;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  2386.  A  bill  for  the  relief  Of  the  estate 
of  L.  L.  McCandless.  deceased;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2887.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hilario 
Camlno  Moncado;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2888.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Diana 
Toy  Moncado;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rosalia 
Agmata:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2890.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Paul 
Chun,  Jr.;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2891.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nalanl 
Jean  Etemon;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2892.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jeanette 
Etsuko  Amano;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2893.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Susumu 

Sasaki.;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2894.  A  bUl   for  the  relief  of  Midori 

Kagawa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2896.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Klmiko 

F\ikuda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  judiciary. 

H.R.  2896.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fumle 

Shlmoko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2897.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yukiko 

Nerlta;  to  the  Committtee  on  the  Judiciary. 


H.  R.  2898.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frederick 
Ricard  Conradt;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 
H.R.  2899.  A    blU    for    the    relief    of    Igor 
Shwabe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  2900.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Olzells 
Ostrelcher;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HRUSKA: 
H.  R.  2901.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Tokuko 
Kobayashl  and  her  minor  son;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  2902.  A   bill   for   the   relief  of  Helen 

Stembera;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

H.  R.  2903.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Franti- 

sek  (Prank)  ReJlek;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVITS: 
H.  R.  2904.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Azlzollah 
Halimi;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.R.  2905.  A    bUl    for    the    relief    of    Said 
Cohen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  2906.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helmuth 
S.  Heyl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  0  3TERTAG: 
H.  R.  2907.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth 
Just  Mayer;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  2908.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Christo- 
pher Carl  Moser;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PRESTON: 
H.  R.  1909.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Citi- 
zens Bank  of  Glennville,  Ga.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  STRIMGFELLOW: 
H.R.  2910.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Tonl 
Anne    Simmons    (Hltoml    Urasakl) ;    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH: 
H.R.  2911.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    the 
estates  of   Otto   F.  Hennlng   and   Bessie   M. 
Henninc;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  New  York : 
H.  R.  2912.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Utlca 
Brewing  Co.;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.  R.  2913.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the   Interior    to   issue   a   patent    for   certain 
lands  to  Harold  K.  Butson:  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WOLVERTON: 
H.  R.  2914.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel, 
Agnes,  and  Sony  a  Lieberman;  to  tht  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  peti- 
tions and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's 
desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

46.  By  Mr.  GROSS:  Petition  of  Bettendorf, 
Iowa,  Business  and  Professional  Women's 
Club  and  units  of  the  Siott  County,  Iowa. 
PTA  urging  legislation  making  railroad  cars 
readily  visible  at  night  to  approaching 
motorists;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

47.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Carl  W. 
Burkholder,  Steilacoom,  Wash.,  relative  to 
stating  a  grievance  and  asking  that  a  Judg- 
ment will  be  rendered  granting  him  relief 
from  imprisonment;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

48.  Also,  petition  of  Florida  State  Town- 
send  Auxiliary  Unit,  No.  188.  Orlando,  Fla., 
requesting  passage  of  adequate  social-secu- 
rity program  and  relative  to  the  Townsend 
plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

49.  By  Mr.  HOWELL:  Resolutions  adopted 
by  the  executive  committee  of  the  New  Jer- 
sey Council  of  Churches  on  civil  liberties 
for  use  by  the  churches  of  its  14  member 
denominational  bodies  as  guide  for  further 
consideration  on  this  subject;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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80.  By  tbe  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Dipl- 
Ing.  Oerd  Remagen,  Cologne,  Germany,  rela- 
tive to  the  planning  and  building  of  the 
America  House  In  Cologne.  Germany;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


SENATE 

TiE-SDAY,  February  10,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  oflfered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God,  who  art  in  heaven 
and  in  all  Thy  works,  we  i^ause  at  this 
wayside  altar  of  prayer,  in  the  midst  of 
thronging  duties  and  confused  issues,  to 
commune  with  Thee,  unseen  source  of 
beauty,  goodness,  and  truth,  that  the 
radiance  which  is  the  light  of  the  world 
may  shine  upon  us  and  illumine  our 
path  of  action.  May  we  know  no  glory 
but  the  supreme  satisfaction  of  render- 
ing to  the  Nation  and  to  the  world  our 
utmost  service,  unsullied  by  base  mo- 
tives of  self-interest,  as  again  with  the 
golden  gift  of  a  new  day  at  this  white 
altar  of  devotion  we  pledge  unswerving 
firmness  of  purpose,  integrity  of  char- 
acter, purity  of  heart,  and  cleanness  of 
hands,  in  the  fulfillment  of  our  high  and 
holy  calling  as  servants  of  the  Republic. 
In  the  dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  Feb- 
ruary 6,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 
RECEIVED  DURING  ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the 
Senate  of  February  6,  1953, 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  received 
a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  on  February  7,  1953,  sub- 
mitting the  nomination  of  Donold  B. 
Lourie,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Administration,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  BILL 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced 
that  on  February  7,  1953,  the  President 
had  approved  and  signed  the  act  (S. 
243)  to  amend  Public  Law  73,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  first  session  (63  Stat. 
Ill),  to  provide  for  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Administration. 


MESSAGE   FROM    THE    HOUSE— EN- 
ROLLED BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill 
(H.  R.  1979)  to  amend  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  so  that  such  act  will  ap- 
ply to  reorganization  plans  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  at  any  time  before  April 


1,  1955.  and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice 
President. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  Thye  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  for  the  remainder  of  this  week. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Aiken  was  excused  from  at- 
tendance on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
during  the  remainder  of  the  week. 


COMMITTEE   MEETING   DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Jenner.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  was  authorized  to  meet 
today  during  the  session  of  the  Senate, 


REPORT  OF  AIR  COORDINATING 
COMMITTEE  —  MESSAGE  FROM 
THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  82  • 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  tlie 
Senate  the  following  messat^e  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanyini? 
report,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Congress,  the  annual  report 
of  the  Air  Coordinating  CommiUee  fur 
the  calendar  year  1952. 

DwicHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  February  9,  1953. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Cooperation  With  Mexico  in 
Control  and  Eradication  of  Foot-ano- 
Mouth  Disease 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  re- 
port on  coop>eratlon  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  In  the  control  and  eradication 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  for  the  month  of 
December  1952  (with  an  accompanyuig  re- 
port): to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Laws  Enacted  by  Municipal  Council  of  St. 
Croix,  V.  I. 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
CoiuicU  of  St.  Croix,  V.  I.  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Rkport  on  Exchange  of  Certain  Lands 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  that 
during  the  calendar  year  1952,  there  had  been 
no  exchanges  of  lands  with  States,  counties, 
and  municipalities  which  were  classiQed 
chiefly  valuable  for  recreational  purposes  In 
exchange  for  lands  of  equal  value  or  equal 
quantity;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Repo«t  on  Certain  Laitds  WrrHiw  Indian 
Reservations  for  Power  Sites  in  Connbc- 
TiOH  With  Irrigation  Projects 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  reporting  pursuant  to  law,  that 
during  the  calendar  year  1952  there  had 
been  no  reservations  from  all  lands  within 


Indian  reservations  valuable  for  power  or 
reservoir  sites  or  necessary  for  use  in  con- 
nection with  Irrigation  projects;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Withdrawals  and  Restorations 
or  Certain   Lands 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  on  withdrawals  and  restorations  of 
certain  public  lands  (with  accompanying 
papers):  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
InsuUtr  Affairs. 

Proposfji  Transfer  bt  Navy  Dkpaktment  of 
Foum  Pulling  Whalkboats  to  Young  Mzn's 
Christian  Association,  Coatesvuxe,  Pa. 

A  letter  .'rum  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  rrportlng,  pursuant  to  law,  that  the 
Young  Men's  Christian  Association  of  Coates- 
\  lUc.  Pa  ,  had  requested  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment to  tran.sfer  four  28-foot  pulling  whale- 
boats  (without  engines)  for  use  in  training 
In  boat  operation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

BEACtT-WEi.sH  Co.  Inc.  r  United  States 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
cr;il,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  his  re- 
purt  and  reommendatlon  concerning  the 
claim  of  the  Bracey-Welsh  Co.,  Inc.,  against 
the  Uiiltod  States  (with  an  accompanying 
rcfxirt).  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Reapportionment  of  Appropriation  for 
"Fees  and  E>iPFN.sr.s  of  Witnesses,"  De- 
partment OF  Justice 

A  letter  from  the  Director.  Fxecutlve  Of- 
fice of  ttie  Pre.'-ident,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
reportlnf*.  purj-u.mt  to  law.  that  the  appro- 
printlon  to  the  Department  of  Justice  for 
'  Pi'cs  and  expenses  of  witnesses"  for  ths 
fi.scal  year  I'jTiJ  Ins  been  reapportioned  on 
a  basi.s  which  liidiratcs  a  necessity  for  a  sup- 
plemental estlm.ite  of  appropriation  (with 
an  arcnmpanylng  paper);  to  the  Committee 
on  Approprlatiu:is. 

Report    of    Suuversive    Acrivmss    Control 
Board 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board.  Washlnffion,  D.  C. 
iransmittliig,  pursuant  to  law,  the  second 
annual  report  uf  that  Board,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1951-52  iwith  an  accompanying  re- 
port);  to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petition.s,  etc ,  were  presented,  and 
referred  as  indicated: 

By  Mr    ClILETTK: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Iowa,  relating  to  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  Federal  ga.sollne  tax  and  leaving 
that  area  of  taxation  entirely  to  the  States; 
U}  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  In  fuU 
when  presented  by  Mr  Hickenloopii  on  Jan- 
uary 30.  19,')3,  p  674.  CoNCRES.siONAL  Record  ) 
By  Mr    JOHNSTON  of  S»JUth  Carolina: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  expressing 
appreciation  for  the  generous  and  efficient 
assistance  rendered  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.  E  I  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.. 
Inc  ,  and  the  American  Red  Cross  to  the 
people  of  the  city  and  county  of  Aiken  on 
the  occasion  of  the  dls.nstrous  gas  explosion 
on  January  27.  1953,  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in  full 
when  presented  by  Mr  Maybank  on  February 
6,  1953,  p.  880,  Congressional  Record.) 


TURN-OUT  AT  POLLS  IN  DE  PERE. 
WIS— RESOLUTION  OP  WISCON- 
SIN LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  each 
election  approaches,  the  American  peo- 
ple are  reminded  anew  of  the  fact  that 


our  record  as  regards  the  proportion  of 
our  citizens  who  cast  their  ballot  is  not 
all  that  it  should  be. 

In  this  connection,  however,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  one  city  In  my 
State.  De  Pere,  has  established  a  nation- 
wide reputation  for  a  magnificent  turn- 
out of  99.69  percent  at  the  polls  last 
November. 

Dc  Pere's  great  example  is  something 
of  which  we  of  Wisconsin  are  indeed 
proud,  and  which  we  hoiJe  will  serve  as 
an  inspiring  example  to  communities 
throughout  the  Nation. 

Tlie  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin recently  adopted  a  joint  resolu- 
tion relating  to  the  matter. 

(See  joint  resolution  printed  in  full 
when  presented  by  Mr,  McCarthy  on 
January  23.  1953,  p.  505,  Congressional 
Record.) 

REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANCER,  from  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary: 

S  Res  14.  Resolution  authorizing  a  study 
of  the  antitrust  laws  of  the  United  States, 
and  their  administration,  interpretation,  and 
effect;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  37); 
and.  under  the  rule,  the  resolution  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration. 


REPORT   ON   COPPER   IMPORT-TAX 
SUSPENSION— MINORITY  VIEWS 

Mr.  BUTLER  (for  himself,  Mr.  Flan- 
ders, Mr.  Malone,  Mr.  Bennett,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  and  Mr.  Frear. 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Finance) 
.«-ubmitted  minority  views  on  the  bill 
(H  R.  568  >  to  continue  until  the  close  of 
June  30,  1954.  the  suspension  of  certain 
import  taxes  on  copper,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  as  part  2  of  Report 
No.  35. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  f^rst  time,  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time, 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr    WILLIAMS    (for  himself   and 
Mr.  Kefauver)  : 
8  845    A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reinstate- 
ment of  William  A.  Burkett  as  a  senior  special 
agent.  United  States  Treasury;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Wiluams  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr  SPARKMAN: 
8  846.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Anthony  Desotell;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TAFT  (for  Mr.  Thti  and  him- 
self )  : 
S  847.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  storm-strick- 
en   areas    In    the    Netherlands,    the    British 
Isles,  and  other  areas  of  Western  Europe;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By    Mr.    KILGORE    (for    himself,    Mr. 
Sparkman.  Mr.  Lancer,  Mr.  Jemnek, 
Mr.     Young.     Mr.     Magnuson,     Mr. 
Jackson,   and   Mr.  Fulbricht)  : 
8  848.  A  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and  pro- 
cedure In  connection  with  construction  con- 
tracts made  by  executive  agencies,  and  for 
other   purposes;    to   the   Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 
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(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kilcorx  when  be 
introduced  the  above  bill,  wUcti  appear  un- 
der a  separate  beading.) 
By  Mr.  MURR/Y: 
8.  849.  A, bill  to  encourage  fuller  partici- 
pation by  small  business  concerns  in  soundly 
expanded  foreign  trade  through  Government 
Insurance  for  United  States  exports;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Murray  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate   heading.) 
By   Mr.   JENNER; 
S.  850.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alice  Power 
and  Ruby  Power; 

S.  851.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  M.  Mendenhall; 

S.  852.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zacharias 
Arlstedes  Samothrakls  and  Virginia  Zacha- 
rias Samothrakis;   and 

S.  853,  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jacqueline 
Sue  Lawn  (Akeml  Inoue);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
S.  854.  A   bill    for    the    relief    of   Clara    E. 
Brown;   and 

S  855.  A   bill    for   the  relief  of   KirlU   Ml- 
hailovich  Alexeev,  Antonla  Ivanovna  Alexeev 
and   minor  children.   Victoria  and   Vladimir 
Alexeev;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  LANCER: 
S  856.  A    bill    to    authorize    the    Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  make  and  pub- 
lish  rules   for  procedure  on  review  of  deci- 
sions of  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 
S  857.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Robert   L. 
Hilton:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   JACKSON: 
S.  858.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hide  Yashlma 
Thom|36on; 

S.  869.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States 
to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render 
Judgment  on  any  and  all  claims  In  law  or 
equity,  which  Maqulnna  Jongle  Clapmnhoo, 
of  Neah  Bay.  Wash.,  may  have  against  the 
United  States; 

S.  860.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Juanlta  An- 
drada  Lach  and  Letlcla  Androda  Lach;  and 
S  861.  A  bill   lor  the  relief  of  John   Axel 
Arvldson;    to   the   Committee   on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 
S.  862.  A   bill    for  the   relief   of   Wilton   J. 
Parker;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
S.  863.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chen  Chih- 
Keul;    to   the  Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 
S.  864.  A    biU    for    the    relief    of    Virginia 
Miles;   and 
S.  865.  A 
Whltlatch; 
clary. 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
S.  866.  A    bill  for  the   relief   of   Bronislaw 
Sep  Nadolny; 

S.  867.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Setsuko  Mo- 
tohara  Kibler,  widow  of  Robert  Eugene  Klb- 
ler;  and 

S.  868.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Enrique 
Santamarlna-Becerra;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  ;-emarks  of  Mr.  Bricicer  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S.  869.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Metals  Credit 
Corporation  in  order  to  provide  a  stable 
market  for  and  a  ready  supply  of  domestic 
strategic  and  critical  metals  and  minerals  in 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado   when    he    Introduced    the    above    bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 
8.870.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Henry  T. 
Weber:  and 


bill    for    the   relief   of   Glenn   L. 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl- 


8.871.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  ConsUn- 
tinos  Zografos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE  (by  request) : 

8.  872.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  suspension 
of  the  imposition  or  execution  of  sentence 
in  certain  cases  In  the  Municipal  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  Juvenile 
Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 

S.  873.  A   bill    to    amend    the    District    of 
Columbia  Credit  Unions  Act;    to  the   Com- 
mlttee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 

S.  874.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  E. 
Straus;    to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 

S.  875.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from  in- 
come tax  in  the  case  of  retirement  annui- 
ties and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Smathsrs  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  :^.  FREAR: 

8.  J.  Res.  40.  Joint  resolution  stating  a 
policy  concerning  war  damage:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Frear  when  be 
Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


REINSTATEMENT  OP  WILLIAM  A. 
BURKETT  AS  A  SENIOR  SPECIAL 
AGENT.  UNITED  STATES  TREAS- 
URY 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver],  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  reinstatement  of  William  A. 
Burkett  as  a  senior  special  agent.  United 
States  Treasury.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  by  me  relating  to 
the  bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  845)  to  provide  for  the 
reinstatement  of  William  A.  Burkett  as  a 
senior  special  agent.  United  States 
Treasury,  introduced  by  Mr.  Williams 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  Kefauver).  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Post  OCace 
and  Civil  Service. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Wil- 
liams is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Williams 

The  bill  would  restore  William  A.  Burkett 
to  the  position  of  senior  special  agent.  United 
States  Treasury,  with  the  same  seniority  that 
he  would  have  attained  had  be  not  volun- 
tarily resigned  bis  position  on  August  18, 
1950,  in  order  to  bring  to  light  evidence  of 
corruption  especially  in  the  office  of  the  col- 
lectors of  Internal  revenue  In  Northern  Cali- 
fornia and  Nevada. 

No  better  recommendation  for  the  enact- 
ment of  this  bill  can  be  given  to  the  Senate 
than  to  quote  from  the  book  by  Senator 
Kefauver  entitled  "Crime  In  America." 
This  Is  what  he  said: 

"Credit  for  originally  breaking  the  internal- 
revenue  scandals.  Involving  employees  of  the 
offices  of  the  collectors  of  Internal  revenue 
for  Northern  California  and  for  Nevada  must 
go  to  William  Burkett,  a  young  and  diligent 
former  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment's Intelligence  Unit  In  the  northern  Cal- 
ifornia district.  The  shame  of  It  Is  that 
neither  the  district  oBice  nor  the  Intarnal 
Revenue  Bureau  In  Washington  acted 
promptly  on  Burkett's  disclosures.  Eventu- 
ally the  young  agent  resigned  In  disgust.  •  •  • 
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"Mr.  Burkett's  eotiragc.  bigb  spirit  of  de- 
cency and  loyal  service  to  our  Oovemment 
was  one  of  the  real  bright  spots  In  the 
crlnse  committee's  Investigations,  and  I  bopw 
Mr.  Burkett  will  be  appropriately  rewarded 
for  being  such  an  outstanding  American." 

Mr.  Biu-kett  Is  a  graduate  in  law  and  ac- 
counting and  Is  a  World  War  II  disabled  vet- 
eran with  a  10-polnt  veteran's  rating  under 
clvll-servlce  regulations. 

I  am  not  sure  that  Mr.  Burkett  desires  re- 
employment with  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment at  this  time;  however.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  was  forced  to  give  up  his  em- 
ployment status  In  order  that  he  might  be 
free  to  cooperate  with  the  California  Crime 
Conunisslon,  the  Kefauver  committee,  and 
the  Congress,  I  feel  that  Congress  can  do  no 
less  than  to  reinstate  Mr.  Burkett  with  full 
civil-service  rights,  thus  affording  him  an 
opportunity  to  make  his  decision. 

Prompt  action  by  the  Congress  to  recognize 
the  contribution  made  in  the  Interest  of 
clean  government  by  this  former  employee 
not  only  will  give  proper  recognition  to  the 
outstanding  service  of  Mr.  Burkett  but  also 
will  have  a  tendency  to  reimpress  upon  all 
Federal  employees  that  once  highly  respected 
principle — that  "a  public  of&ce  is  a  public 
trust." 

I  am  Introducing  this  bill  on  behalf  of  my- 
self and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  Mr. 
Ketauvek,  and  together  we  urge  the  prompt 
enactment  of  this  legislation. 


FEDERAL  CONSTRUCTION 
CONTRACT  ACT  OP  1953 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Spakkman],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langer], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner], 
the  junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  Yoxjng],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Magnuson],  the  junior 
Senatpr  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jack- 
son], and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  F^jLBRicHT],  I  introduce  for  appro- 
priate reference  a  bill  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  in  connection  with  con- 
struction contracts  made  by  executive 
agencies,  and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill,  together 
with  an  analysis  of  its  provisions,  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred: 
and,  without  objection,  the  bill  and 
analysis  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  848)  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  in  cormection  with  con- 
struction contracts  made  by  executive 
agencies,  and  for  other  purposes,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Kilcore  <for  himself  and 
other  Senators) ,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "Federal  Construction  Contract 
Act  of  1953." 

Sec.  2  (a)  No  executive  agency,  acting 
either  on  its  own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  any 
other  agency  or  corporation,  shall  award  or 
enter  Into  a  construction  contract  upon  a 
cost-plua-a-flxed-fee  basis  unless  it  shall  be 
provided  In  such  contract  that  all  mechani- 
cal specialty  work  Involved  In  the  perform- 
ance thereof  shall  be  done  by  Independent 
mechanical  specialty  subcontractors  or  by  a 
contractor  qualified  to  perform  such  me- 
chanical specialty  work  and  that,  before  any 
mechanical  specialty  work  la  commenced,  the 
name  of  each  of  the  Independent  mechanical 
specialty  subcontractors  or  the  contractor 
qualified    to    perform    mechanical    specialty 


work  who  la  to  perform  any  of  such  me- 
chanical specialty  work  shall  be  submitted  by 
the  contractor  to  the  procuring  executive 
agency   and   approved   by  such   agency. 

(b)  This  section  shall  not  be  construed  to 
forbid  or  prevent  the  contractor  under  a 
cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  construction  contract 
from  himself  performing  any  kind  of  me- 
chanical specialty  work  under  a  contract 
awarded  to  or  undertaken  by  him  provided 
he  is  a  contractor  qualified  to  perform  such 
mechanical  specialty  work. 

(c)  This  section  shall  not  be  construed 
to  apply  to  the  following  construction  con- 
tracts : 

(1)  Contracts  to  be  performed  outside  of 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States 
which  limits  shall  be  deemed  tu  include 
Alaska. 

(2)  Contracts  in  which  the  aggregate 
amount  involved  does  not,  or  is  estimated 
not  to,  exceed  $25,000 

(3)  Any  contract  with  specific  reference 
to  which  the  agency  head  determines  that 
the  procedure  prescribed  herein  would  re- 
sult in  undue  delay  and  that  the  public 
exigency  will  not  admit  of  the  Incident  de- 
lay. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  No  executive  agency,  acting 
either  on  Its  own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  any 
other  agency  or  corporation,  shall  award  or 
enter  into  a  lump-sum  con.structlon  contract 
unless  (1)  the  names  of  the  subcontractors 
who  will  perform  all  mechanical  specialty 
work  Involved  In  the  performance  thereof, 
and  If  requested  In  the  Invitation  to  bid  or 
otherwise  by  such  executive  agency,  tlie 
names  of  the  subcontractors  who  will  per- 
form such  particular  nonmechanical  work  in- 
volved in  the  performance  thereof  as  such 
agency  may  specify  in  its  request,  and  the 
cost  to  the  contractor  of  the  mechanical 
specialty  work,  and  of  such  nonmechanical 
work  as  may  be  so  specified  by  the  contract- 
ing executive  agency,  to  be  performed  by 
each  subcontractor  named,  is  set  forth  in 
any  written  bid  submitted  in  connection 
therewith  or.  if  there  Is  no  written  bid. 
given  in  a  written  statement  by  the  con- 
tractor to  the  contracting  agency  before  such 
contract  is  awarded  or  made,  and  (2)  tlie 
name  of  each  such  subcontractor  designated 
in  said  bid  or  statement  and  the  cost  thereof 
to  the  contractor  as  set  forth  In  the  bid  or 
written  statement,  is  specified  in  the  con- 
tract. 

(bj^  This  section  shall  not  be  construed 
to  forbid  or  prevent  any  contractor  from 
himself  performing  any  part  of  the  me- 
chanical specialty  work  or  any  particular 
nonmechanical  work  as  to  which  the  con- 
tracting Federal  agency  requests  the  name 
of  the  proposed  subcontractor,  under  a  lump- 
sum construction  contract  awarded  to  cr 
undertaken  by  him  provided  there  Is  speci- 
fied In  the  bid  or  written  statement,  and 
In  the  contract,  as  required  by  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section,  that  the  contractor  will 
himself  perform  such  part  of  the  mechanical 
specialty  work,  or  that  particular  nonme- 
chanical work  specified  by  the  contracting 
agency  in  any  such  request,  and  the  cost  at 
which  he  will  perform  the  same. 

(c)  No  contractor  under  a  lump-sum  con- 
struction contract  shall  have  any  work  per- 
formed by  any  person  other  than  the  con- 
tractor or  subcontractor  specified  In  the  con- 
tract to  perform  the  same,  except  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  subsections 
(d),  (e),  and  (f)  of  this  section. 

(d)  If  a  subcontractor  specified  In  a  lump- 
sum construction  contract  shall  fall  or  re- 
fuse to  perform  or  complete  the  work  so 
specified  to  be  performed  by  him  In  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  of  his  subbld  and  or 
subcontract  therefor,  the  contractor  may  en- 
gage a  substitute  or  different  subcontractor 
provided  he  first  submits  In  writing  to  the 
contracting  agency  the  name  and  contract 
price  of  the  substitute  subcontractor. 

(e)  If  a  contractor  under  a  lump-sum  con- 
struction contract  is  able  to  secure  or  have 


performed  any  kind  of  work  specified  there- 
in to  be  performed  by  a  particular  subcon- 
tractor, by  a  different  or  substitute  subcon- 
tractor at  a  lower  cost  than  the  cost  speci- 
fied In  his  contract,  the  contractor  may  en- 
gage such  sutwtltute  subcontractor:  Pro- 
tided,  That  he  first  submits  to  the  procuring 
agency  In  writing  the  name  of  the  substitute 
contractor  and  a  copy  of  the  proposed  con- 
tract with  such  substitute  subcontractor,  and 
such  substitute  subcontractor  la  approved  In 
writing  by  the  procuring  agency:  And  pro- 
vided further.  That  in  case  of  construction 
contracts  made  or  awarded  after  bids  pur- 
suant to  advertising,  that  such  substitute 
subcontractor  shall  be  one  whose  name  wna 
set  forth  as  a  proposed  »ul>contractor  In  one 
of  the  bids  filed  pursuant  to  such  advertising. 

(t)  In  the  event  a  contractor  shall  have 
work  specified  In  his  contract  to  b«  per- 
formed by  a  parti»ular  subcontractor,  per- 
formed by  a  different  or  substitute  subcon- 
tractor under  paragraph  (d)  or  (e)  of  this 
section,  the  total  cuiUract  price  of  his  lump- 
sum construction  contract  shall  be  adjusted 
by  the  full  net  difference  In  cost  In  the  event 
such  substitutli  11  shall  result  In  a  lower 
cost  to  the  contractor  than  that  specified 
for  such  work  Ir  the  construction  contract. 

(g)  No  executive  agency,  acting  either  in 
Its  own  behalf  or  en  behalf  of  any  other 
agency  or  corporation,  shall  award  or  enter 
Into  a  lump-sum  construction  contract  un- 
less in  addition  to  the  requirements  of  sub- 
section (a)  hereof,  the  name  or  names  of 
all  sub-subcontractors  who  will  perform  me- 
chaiiical  specialty  work  thereunder  and  the 
most  of  all  such  work  to  be  performed  by 
each  such  .subcontractor  shall  be  set  forth 
in  any  written  bid  submitted  In  connection 
therewith,  or  if  there  Is  no  written  bid,  given 
In  a  wTitten  statement  by  the  contractor 
to  the  contract ini»  executive  agency  before 
such  contract   Is  awarded  or  made. 

(  h  )  No  contractor  under  a  lump-sum  con- 
struction contract  shall  have  any  mechanical 
specially  work  performed  thereunder  by  any 
sub-suiK-untractor  other  tlian  one  named 
tlicreui  as  In  sub.^ectton  (g)  of  this  section, 
unless  iind  until  the  name  or  names  of  the 
different  or  substitute  subcontractors  and  the 
contract  price  of  the  mechanical  specialty 
work  to  be  performed  by  each  Is  submitted 
In  writing  lo  the  contracting  executive 
agency. 

(u  This  section  shall  not  be  construed 
to  apply  to  the  following  construction  con- 
tracts: 

( 1 )  Contracts  to  be  performed  outside  the 
continental  limius  of  the  Uiuted  States  which 
limits   shall    be   deemed    to   Include    Alaska. 

(2 1  Contracts  In  which  the  aggregate 
amount  ck>es  not,  or  Is  estimated  not  to, 
exceed  825. 0«X). 

(3 1  Any  contract  with  specific  reference 
to  which  the  agency  head  determines  that 
the  procedure  prescribed  herein  would  result 
In  undue  delay  and  that  the  public  exigency 
will  not  admit  of  the  Incident  delay. 

Sec  4  The  Comptreller  General  or  any  of 
his  duly  authorized  representatives  shall. 
until  the  expiration  of  3  years  after  final 
payment,  have  access  to  and  the  right  to 
examine  any  directly  pertinent  books,  docu- 
ments, papers,  and  records  of  any  contractor 
or  subcontractor  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  and  involving  transactions  related  to  any 
such  construction  contracts. 

Sec  5.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act— 

(1)  the  term  "executive  agency"  means 
any  executive  department  or  Independent 
establishment  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  Including  any  wholly  owned 
Government  corporation. 

(2)  the  term  "construction  contract"  shall 
mean  a  contract  for  the  erection,  repair, 
moving,  remodeling,  modification,  or  altera- 
tion of  any  public  building  or  public 
Improvement  and  the  erection,  repair,  mov- 
ing, remodeling,  modification,  or  altera- 
tion of  any  building  or  structure  upon  real 
estate  Intended  for  shelter,  protection,  com- 
fort, convenience,  or  for  production  or  proc- 
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esslng  Including  without  being  limited  to, 
bridges,  tunnels,  dams,  foundations,  piers, 
abutments,  viaducts,  aqueducts,  reservoirs, 
water-supply  projects,  water-control  proj- 
ects, water  power  development  projects,  hy- 
droelectric-development projects,  disposal 
projects,  transmission  lines,  locks,  docks. 
Jetties,  and  breakwaters. 

(3)  the  term  "mechanical  specialty  work" 
In  connection  with  a  construction  contract 
means  all  plumbing,  heating,  piping,  air 
conditioning,  refrigerating,  ventilating,  and 
electrical  work.  Including  but  not  being  lim- 
ited to  the  furnishing  and  Installation  of 
sewer,  drainage,  water  supply  and  distribu- 
tion piping  and  plumbing,  heating,  piping, 
air  conditioning,  refrigerating,  ventilating, 
and  electrical  materials,  equipment,  and 
fixtures. 

(4)  the  term  "contractor  qualified  to  per- 
form mechanical  specialty  work"  means  a 
"contractor"  as  herein  defined  who  custom- 
arily performs  himself  and  does  not  subcon- 
tract mechanical  specialty  work  and  who  has 
and  maintains  a  supervisory,  administrative, 
and  technical  staff  which  has  proven  on  pre- 
vious construction  work  to  be  competent  to 
supervise,  control,  and  direct  the  kind  of 
mechanical  specialty  work  i.ivotved. 

(5)  the  term  "independent  mechanical 
specialty  subcontractor"  means  a  person  who 
as  subcontractor  undertakes  with  a  contrac- 
tor to  do  and  does  mechanical  specialty  work 
under  a  construction  contract  with  Inde- 
pendent financial  responsibility  to  the  con- 
tractor for  admlnislrative  and  technical 
supervision  of  mechanical  specialty  work  and 
the  completion  thereon  including  the  pay- 
ment for  labor  and  material  thereon,  and 
who  has  adequate  tools  and  capital  equip- 
ment and  who  has  a  technical  staff  which  has 
proven  on  previous  construction  work  to  be 
competent  to  supervise,  control,  and  direct 
the  particular  kind  of  mechanical  specialty 
work  Involved. 

(6)  the  term  "contractor"  means  a  person 
having  a  direct  contractual  relationship  as 
prime  contractor  with  an  executive  agency, 
acting  either  on  Its  own  behalf  or  on  behalf 
of  any  other  agency  or  corporation,  for  the 
performance  of  a  construction  contract. 

(7)  the  term  "person"  means  an  individ- 
ual, corporation,  partnership,  association,  or 
other  organized  group  of  persons.  All  refer- 
encei  to  contractor  or  subcontractor  shall 
Include  Individuals,  corporations,  partner- 
ships, associations,  or  other  organized  groupw 
of  persons  who  are  contractors  or  subcon- 
tractors. 

(8)  the  terms  "lump-sum  contract"  and 
"lump-sum  construction  contract"  means  a 
construction  contract,  whether  awarded  after 
bid  or  negotiated,  under  which  the  price  Is 
fixed  or  to  be  fixed  by  any  method  other  than 
cost  plus  a  fixed  fee. 

(9)  the  term  "sub-subcontractor"  means 
a  person  who  undertakes  with  an  Independ- 
ent mechanical  specialty  subcontractor  to  do 
and  does  mechanical  specialty  work  under 
or  pursuant  to  construction  contracts  pro- 
vided for  In  section  3  of  this  act. 

Sec  6.  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  construed  to  create  any  privity  of  contract 
between  the  United  States  Goverrunent  or 
any  agency  thereof,  and  any  subcontractor 
or  sub-subcontractor  under  any  .construction 
contract,  or  to  give  any  subcontractor  or  sub- 
subcontractor  any  cause  of  action  against 
the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof  aris- 
ing out  of  the  failure  of  any  person  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  7.  Whoever,  being  a  contractor  for  the 
performance  of  a  construction  contract,  shall 
employ  a  subcontractor  to  perform  work 
under  a  construction  contract  specified 
therein  to  be  performed  by  a  particular  sub- 
contractor, or  whoever,  being  a  subcontractor 
for  the  performance  of  mechanical  specialty 
work  under  a  construction  contract,  shall 
employ  a  sub-subcontractor  to  perform  me- 
chanical specialty  work  under  such  construc- 
tion contract  specified  therein  to  be  per- 
formed   by    a   particular   sub-subcontractor. 


other  than  the  one  named  In  such  construc- 
tion contract  or  one  substituted  In  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  of  subsections  (d),  (e), 
or  (h)  of  section  3  of  this  act,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  95,000. 

The  analysis  presented  by  Mr.  Kilgork 
is  as  follows : 

The  Federal   Construction   Contract  Bill 
l  summaity-analtsis  of  provisions 

The  first  part  of  this  bUl  (sec.  2)  la 
applicable  to  Federal  Government  cost-plus 
construction  contracts  only.  It  provides 
that  If  the  general  contractor  holding  a 
cost-plus  contract  is  not  qualified  by  previ- 
ous experience  to  perform  mechanical  spe- 
cialty work  (plumbing,  heating,  piping,  alr- 
condltlonlng,  electrical  work,  and  the  like) 
he  must  subcontract  this  work  to  Independ- 
ent qualified  mechanical  specialty  subcon- 
tractors. Of  course.  It  does  not  require  a 
general  contractor  who  is  qualified  in  these 
fields  to  subcontract. 

The  second  part  of  the  bill  (sec.  3) 
relates  only  to  lump-sum  construction  con- 
tracts made  by  the  Federal  Government  and 
does  not  require  any  contractor  to  be  quali- 
fied by  experience.  It  simply  provides  that 
the  general  contractor  shall  state  in  his  bid 
(1)  the  names  of  the  mechanical  specialty 
subcontractors,  if  any,  that  he  Intends  to  use 
to  accomplish  the  mechanical  specialty  work 
and  such  other  parts  of  the  work  as  may  be 
designated  In  the  advertisement  by  the 
agency  in  question,  and  (2)  the  cost  to  the 
contractor  of  this  work  which  will  be  sub- 
contracted. It  then  provides  that  the  con- 
tractor may  have  the  work  done  by  a  sub- 
stitute or  different  subcontractor  in  the 
event  ol'default  by  the  one  named.  In  such 
event  there  are  no  restrictions  on  who  he 
may  engage  as  a  substitute.  It  also  provides 
that  he  may  engage  a  substitute  or  different 
subcontractor  to  reduce  cost  provided  he 
engages  a  subcontractor  who  has  previously 
filed  a  bid  with  some  general  contractor  and 
provided  the  substitute  subcontractor  is  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Government.  In  the  event 
savings  are  effected  by  the  substitution  of 
different  subcontractors  for  those  named  In 
the  bid,  the  bill  provides  that  such  savings 
shall  be  reflected  In  the  reduction  of  the 
contract  price  payable  by  the  Government. 
The  bill  contains  (In  sec.  3  (g)  and  3  (h) ) 
similar  protection  with  respect  to  subcon- 
tractors of  mechanical  specialty  work. 

The  provisions  of  the  bill  expressly  do  not 
apply  to  contracts  to  be  performed  outside 
of  the  United  States  and  those  for  925,000 
or  less,  or  In  cases  where  the  agency  head 
determines  that  public  exigency  would  war- 
rant waiver  (sees.  2  (c)  and  3  (I).)  The  bill 
expressly  provides  that  It  shall  create  no 
cause  of  action  by  a  subcontractor  against 
the  Government  (sec.  6).  Penalties  for  vio- 
lation are  set  forth  in  section  7.  At  the 
discretion  of  the  contracting  agency  the 
provisions  of  section  3  may  be  extended  with 
respect  to  particular  contracts  to  construc- 
tion subcontractors  In  other  fields. 

II.    BACKGROUND    AND     REASONS     FOR    COST-PLUS 
CONTRACT  PROVISIONS 

The  provisions  requiring  a  contractor  un- 
qualified in  these  fields  to  subcontract  me- 
chanical specialty  work  on  cost-plus  Jobs  is 
urgently  needed  not  only  to  prevent  waste 
of  Government  funds  through  attempts  nf 
inexperienced  people  to  perform  this  complex 
work  on  a  cost-plus  basis  but  to  retard 
absorption  of  indep>cndent  small  and  medium 
businessmen  in  the  mechanical  specialty 
subcontracting  field  resulting  from  what  Is 
in  effect  Government  subsidization  of  the 
integration  of  general  contractors  on  cost- 
plus  work. 

This  problem  was  studied  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  1942,  the  study  involving  testi- 
mony from  more  than  250  witnesses  and 
over  120,000  miles  of  travel.  In  its  conclu- 
sion the  committee  stated  with  respect  to 
cost-plus  contracting: 


"This  type  of  contract  (coet-plus-flzed-fee 
contract),  among  other  things,  led  to  the 
refusal  on  the  part  of  contractors  to  sublet 
specialty  contracts  such  as  electrical  installa- 
tions, plumbing,  heating,  and  the  like  when 
they  were  totally  unprepared  either  to  plan 
or  execute  them."  (H.  Rept.  No.  2272,  77th 
Cong..  2d  sees.,  p.  43.) 

In  1952  this  question  was  again  thor- 
oughly studied  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  and  the  Senate  committee 
report  on  S.  2807  contains  the  following 
conclusion : 

"It  was  pointed  out  that  on  cost-plus  con- 
tracts many  general  contractors  who  lacked 
the  necessary  experience,  skill,  capital  equip- 
ment, and  engineering  know-how  were  un- 
dertaking to  acquire  It  and  set  up  their  own 
mechanical  specialty  subdivisions  at  Govern- 
ment expense.  Since  these  contractors'  op- 
erating costs  are  paid  by  the  Government 
under  the  terms  of  their  contracts  there  is 
an  inevitable  tendency  not  to  subcontract 
this  work  to  the  existing  mechanical  spe- 
cialty contractors  and  the  Government  la 
losing  the  benefit  of  having  this  work  done 
by  experienced  people."  (S.  Elept.  No.  1969. 
82d  Cong..  2d  sees.,  p.  7.) 

During  World  War  II  when  cost-plus  con- 
tracting was  ustial.  the  result  might  have 
been  the  almost  complete  elimination  of  the 
mechanical  specialty  subcontractor  from  the 
economic  scene  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
so-called  OPM  agreement.  Under  this  agree- 
ment sponsored  by  the  officials  of  the  OPM, 
labor  leaders  agreed  to  forego  so-called 
golden  time  on  cost-plus  contracts,  and 
the  Federal  procuring  agencies  agreed  to  re- 
quire subcontracting  of  mechanical  specialty 
work.  If  this  agreement  had  any  legal  force 
it  has  clearly  expired  now  and  there  would 
be  no  protection  to  the  Government  or  the 
subcontracting  Indtistry  if  defense  emer- 
gency should  in  the  future  make  cost-plus 
contracting  usual  on  Federal  construction. 
Of  course,  there  was  a  lot  of  cost-plus  con- 
tracting Inunediately  after  the  Korean  Inci- 
dent and  some  Federal  construction  is  being 
handled  In  this  manner  at  the  present  time. 

Section  2.  dealing  with  cost-plus  contracts 
only,  is  designed  to  prevent  a  general  con- 
tractor from  undertaking  at  Government  ex- 
pense and  without  responsibility  as  to  cost, 
mechanical  specialty  work,  such  as  electrical 
work,  heating  and  plumbing,  with  which  he 
has  no  previous  experience  and  which  he 
normally  subcontracts  to  mechanical  spe- 
cialty contractors.  The  theory  of  this  Is  that 
any  responsible  person  who  Is  willing  to  risk 
his  own  capital  on  a  construction  contract 
which  he  takes  at  a  fixed  price  is  entitled  to 
undertake  the  performance  of  any  part  there- 
of, whether  or  not  he  Is  qualified  by  previous 
experience  to  perform  the  same  cheaply,  but 
that  a  person  without  previous  experience 
and  technical  qualification  In  specialized  me- 
chanical work  has  no  right  to  undertake  such 
work  on  a  cost-plus  Job  and  thereby  gain  his 
experience  and  know-how  at  public  expense. 

The  result  of  this  In  the  past  has  been  im- 
mense waste  of  public  moneys.  It  is  a  totally 
tmj\istlfiable  waste  In  times,  like  the  pres- 
ent, when  able,  experienced  mechanical  spe- 
cialty subcontractors  are  available  to  do  the 
JoD  efficiently  and  Inexpensively,  It  amounts 
to  a  Government  subsidy  of  big  business  by 
means  of  which  small-business  men  may  be 
eliminated  from  the  national  economy — a 
result  which  is  directly  contrary  to  the  fre- 
quently expressed  legislative  policy  of  aiding 
and  protecting  small  business.  It  is  unfair 
both  to  the  taxpayer  and  to  the  thousands 
of  independent  small-  and  medium-business 
men  in  the  highly  competitive  mechanical 
specialty  contracting  Industry  now  qualified 
to  perform  such  work  economically. 

m.    BACKGROUND   AND   REASONS  POR   THI   LUMP" 
SUM     CONTRACT    PROVISIONS 

Only  a  fsw  years  ago  the  percentage  of 
cost  of  construction  represented  by  the  so- 
called   mechanical   specialty    work — heating 
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and  piping,  plumbing,  air  conditioning,  elec- 
trical, and  tlie  like — waa  quite  small.  Today 
It  la  a  very  large  part  of  the  cost  of  any 
construction  Job.  On  many  large  Federal 
projects  It  may  be  as  high  as  50  percent  of 
the  cost.  On  some  much  more.  General 
contractors  do  not  normally  And  It  neces- 
sary to  secure  subblds  for  work  other  than 
mechanical  specialty  work.  The  cost  of  pre- 
paring the  various  subblds  on  mechanical 
specialty  work  is  very  high — perhaps  as  high 
as  or  higher  than  the  cost  of  preparing  the 
general  bid  based  In  large  part  thereon. 

The  general  contractors  may  be  said  to 
fall  Into  two  classes.  The  majority  who 
carefully  obtain  the  lowest  subblds  before 
making  their  general  bid  and  who  use  as 
subcontractors  the  lowest  responsible  sub- 
bidders  on  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  those 
who  Indulge  in  bid-shopping  after  the  award. 
These  last  of  course  are  encoxiraged  by  the 
subcontractors  who  engage  In  bid  Jobbing. 
The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  report  aptly 
defines  these  terms  as  "the  continuation  of 
negotiations  between  the  contractor  and  the 
subcontractor  after  the  former  has  been 
awarded  the  contract  on  the  basis  of  a  bid 
given  him  by  the  latter  and  has  a  virtual 
monopoly  on  the  particular  construction  in- 
volved." (S.  Kept.  1969.  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 
The  practice  and  effect  of  bid  shopping  was 
carefully  explained  by  the  Tax  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  its  findings  of  fact  in  Ring 
Construction  Corp.  (8  T.  C.  1070  (1947)  )  : 

"There  Is  a  practice  among  some  con- 
tractors of  shopping  among  subcontractors, 
after  successfully  bidding  for  a  construction 
Job,  In  order  to  obtain  lower  subcontract 
prices  then  those  previously  submitted  and 
used  in  making  up  the  successful  bid.  Such 
a  contractor  Is  known  as  a  bid  Jobber  or  bid 
shopper,  and  there  is  a  policy  among  sub- 
contractors either  not  to  bid  with  a  con- 
tractor known  to  be  such  a  bid  Jobber  or 
to  bid  so  high  that  he.  the  subcontractor, 
can  still  come  down  on  his  price  and  get 
the  Job.  This  results  in  an  increase  in  the 
price  quoted  to  the  bid  shopper,  but  may 
also  result  in  a  decrease  in  the  bid  made  by 
the  bid  shopper,  who  expects  to  buy  the  sub- 
contractor's services  or  materials  for  less 
than  the  bid  received." 

In  that  particular  case  the  Tax  Court 
protected  the  Government  by  approving  the 
recovery  of  the  unearned  profit,  stating: 
■'Moreover,  we  think  that  the  costs  com- 
puted in  bidding  were  high,  not  only  because 
of  the  general  uncertainty  of  war  market  and 
labor  conditions,  but  because  •  •  •  ex- 
pected to  reduce  them  greatly  by  shopping 
among  or  haggling  with  subcontractors — a 
practice,  under  the  evidence,  causing  sub- 
contractors In  general  to  bid  high  or  refrain. 
He  testified  that  he  actually  did  so  shop  or 
haggle,  and  the  sub-bids  were  thus  reduced 
about  $600,000." 

The  Court,  however,  did  not  have  occa- 
sion to  go.  into  the  most  damaging  aspect  of 
bid-shopping  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
Governmei\t — that  it  has  resulted  in  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  most  reputable  and 
highly  skilled  subcontractors  completely 
withdrawing  from  Federal  construction  work. 
It  stands  to  reason  that  the  consequent  re- 
duction of  the  field  of  open  competitive 
bidding  and  the  tampering  with  competitive 
processes  Involved  has  Increased  the  cost  of 
Federal  construction. 

All  segments  of  the  construction  Industry 
agree  that  bid-shopping  is  an  evil  in  the  in- 
dustry detrimental  to  the  best  Interests  not 
only  of  the  Industry  itself  but  the  Govern- 
ment as  well  on  Federal  construction  proj- 
ects. 

It  Is  forbidden  by  the  code  of  ethics  of  the 
Associated  General  Contractors  of  America. 
Inc..  and  branded  contrary  to  the  be«t  in- 
terests of  the  c\jstomer  In  their  pamphlet 
Undivided  Responsibility — Key  to  Lower 
Construction  Costa. 


It  Is  condemned  by  the  Handbook  of  Archi- 
tectural Practices  Issued  by  the  American 
Institute  of  Architects  as  disadvantageous 
to  the  owner  (Government). 

It  la  contrary  to  the  trade-practice  rules 
promulgated  for  the  electrical  contracting 
industry  by  Federal  Trade  Connnisslon. 

The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  found  the 
practice  to  be  prevalent  and  Increasing,  in 
the  report  which  referred  to  the  increase  in 
the  practice  in  the  following  langxiage: 

"This  obviously,  will  make  it  Increasingly 
difllcult  for  both  the  ethical  general  con- 
tractor and  the  ethical  subcontractor  to  com- 
pete against  those  members  of  the  industry 
who  engage  In  bid-shopping.  The  inevitable 
result  is  to  restrict  the  number  of  qualified 
subcontractors  who  are  willing  to  participate 
in  Government  construction  work,  and  it 
makes  those  who  do  participate  put  in  their 
bids  at  the  last  minute  and  sometimes  at  an 
artlflclally  increased  figure  to  the  distress  of 
the  general  contractors. "  (S.  Rept.  No.  1969, 
82d  Cong.  2d  sess). 

Of  course  the  practice  of  bid-shopping  is 
not  confined  to  Federal  construction  but  it 
is  more  subject  to  the  force  of  public  opinion 
on  private  work  than  on  Government  work 
where  relationships  are  usually  Impersonal 
and  transitory.  Moreover,  the  Congress  nec- 
essarily prescribes  by  legislation  the  rules 
under  which  contracts  will  be  let  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Government  nec- 
essarily determines  the  conditions  on  which 
it  will  do  business.  Failure  to  Include  in  the 
regulation  of  contracting  any  regulation  of 
subcontracting  procedures  has  resulted  In 
waste  and  been  an  encouragement  to  the 
unfair  trade  practice  of  bld-shopoing  In 
addition  to  protecting  itself  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment  shou:d  have  procedures  reflecting 
an  ethical  tone. 

Section  3  dealing  with  lump-sum  contracts 
is  designed  to  reduce  the  incidence  of  bid- 
shopping  by  preventing  unjust  enrichment 
of  unscrupulous  general  contractors  de- 
rived from  shopping  the  bids  of  their  me- 
chanical specialty  tubcontractors,  after  an 
award  vt  contract  has  been  made  to  them 
at  a  figure  based  upon  legitimate  bids  pre- 
pared at  the  expense  of  such  subcontractors. 
The  bill  does  not  prevent  a  general  contractor 
from  securing  mechanical  specialty  work  to 
be  done  at  a  cost  lower  than  that  Indicated 
by  the  bid  upon  which  the  contract  price 
was  originally  based,  but  provides  that  any 
saving  in  doing  so  shall  accrue  to  the  bcn«^- 
flt  of  the  Government  by  reduction  of  the 
general  contract  price.  In  the  case  of  con- 
tracts awarded  after  competitive  bid,  this 
section  also  limits  the  mechanical  specially 
subcontractors  who  may  be  substituted  to 
those  who  have  Invested  their  time  and 
capital  in  preparing  estimates  for  some  bid 
made  on  the  Job. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  Federal  con- 
struction-contract bin  does  not  provide  for 
separation  of  contracts  an  anathema  to  gen- 
eral contractors  provided  In  tJie  legislation 
of  a  number  of  States  Including  Arkansas, 
Ohio.  Delaware,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
North  Carolina.  Nor  does  it  arbitrarily  des- 
ignate the  subcontractors  by  separate  bid- 
ding as  the  Massachusetts  statute  aimed  at 
bid-shopping.  It  accomplishes  the  essential 
purpose  of  this  State  legislation  by  a  method 
leaving  complete  flexibility  to  the  operations 
of  the  general  contractor  and  without  add- 
ing measurably  to  the  administrative  burden 
of  the  executive  agencies. 

IV.    HISTORY    or    THE    LCGISI.ATION    IN    THI 
EIGHTY-SECOND  CONGRESS 

The  Federal  construction-contract  bill, 
S.  2907.  was  Introduced  late  in  the  second 
session  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress  (on 
March  24,  1952)  by  Senators  Kilcore,  Spabk- 
man,  and  Ferguson.  It  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Hearings  were 
held  by  a  subcommittee  appointed  by  Sen- 
ator McCarraN,  of  which  Senator  Kilgore 
was  chairman,  on  April  29,  Ma;  20,  21,  and 


June  3,  1953,  and  have  been  printed  In  full. 
In  the  very  closing  days  of  the  session  the 
bill  was  reported  out  by  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee (3.  Rept.  1969).  It  waa  then  June 
27.  1952.  and  it  did  not  come  to  a  vote. 

In  the  meantime  eight  companion  bills 
were  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives by  Representatives  Jackson.  Bender. 
Jonas.  Miller.  Priest.  Lane.  Shelley,  and 
Havenner.  In  the  House  it  waa  also  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and 
to  a  subcommittee  of  which  Mr.  Lanb  waa 
chairman.  Since  the  bills  were  not  intro- 
duced until  late  In  May  of  1952  there  was  not 
sufficient  time  for  formal  committee  action. 

v.   SUPPORTERS   AND   ENDORSXas   OF  THX   rxDESAL 
CONSTRUCTION  CONTROL  BILL 

This  bill  and  Its  objectives  have  long  been 
advocated  by  the  following  three  national 
a.ssoctatlons  uf  small-business  men  each  long 
established  as  the  spokesman  of  the  indus- 
tries indicated  by  their  names: 

National  Electrical  Contractors  Association, 
Inc.  (organized  1901).  3,100  subscribing 
members. 

National  Association  of  Master  Plumbers 
(organized  1883).  13.000  subscribing  mem- 
bers. 

Heating,  Piping.  Air  Conditioning  Contrac- 
tors National  Association.  Inc.  (organized 
1889).  1.165  subscribing  members. 

Each  of  these  ass'jclatlons  not  only  speaks 
for  the  number  of  Its  subscribing  and  dues 
paying  members  but  believ«B  that  it  repre- 
sents In  this  matter  the  views  of  approxi- 
mately 60  000  other  businessmen  in  the  in- 
dustries Indicated  who  are  not  subscribing 
members. 

Each  of  the  associations  la  organized  In 
local  chapters  throughout  the  country.  For 
example,  the  National  Electrical  Contractors 
Association.  Inc.,  has  99  local  chapters.  The 
National  Association  of  Master  Plumliers  has 
400  local  associations  and  46  State  organiza- 
tions. The  Heating.  Piping.  Air  Condition- 
ing Contractors  National  Association,  Inc, 
has  active  chapters  in  40  cities. 

The  bill  has  also  been  endorsed  by  two 
other  large  orcanlzatlons  of  businessmen  Jn 
the  construction  Industry  and  their  member- 
ship, the  Sheet  Metal  Contractors  National 
Association  with  over  1.200  members  through- 
out the  Nation  and  the  Sheet  Metal  and  Roof- 
ing Contractors  Association.  Moreover,  It  has 
received  the  endorsement  of  a  number  of 
smaller  or  local  organizations  of  businessmen 
Including  the  Massachusetts  Electrical  Con- 
tractors A.ssociatidn.  the  Construction  Indus- 
try Association  of  Mobile,  etc. 

In  addition  to  the  support  from  these  busi- 
ness or  employers  f?rou()8  the  legislation  has 
been  wholeheartedly  endorsed  by  the  A  F.  of 
L  craft  unions  concerned — IBBW  (Interna- 
tional Brntherh  )(d  of  Electrical  Workers) 
VA  (United  As-snclatlnn  of  Journeymen 
and  Apprentices  of  the  Plumbing  and  Pipe 
Fitting  Industry)  and  the  Sheet  Metal  Work- 
ers Union  Secretary  Durkln  filed  a  state- 
ment in  favor  of  its  passage  when  he  waa 
president  ul  UA. 
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AID  FOR  SMALL  BUSINESS  IN 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  encouraee  fuller  participation  by 
small-bu.sme.ss  concerns  in  soundly  ex- 
panded foreiKn  trade  through  Qovern- 
ment  insurance  for  United  States  ex- 
port.s.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
brief  statement  by  me  explaining  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 


The  bill  (S.  849)  to  encourage  fuller 
participation  by  small-business  '  con- 
cerns in  soundly  expanded  foreign  trade 
through  Government  Insurance  for 
United  States  exports,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Murray,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Mur- 
ray is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  MtrnRAT 

TTie  proposed  Export  Insurance  Act  would 
facilitate  through  a  system  of  Insurance  the 
granting  of  sound  credit  terms  to  foreign 
cuftcmers  of  America.  There  is  no  subsidy 
Involved:  the  Export-Import  Bank,  through 
a  Foreign  Trade  Insurance  Division  of  the 
bank  to  be  created  under  the  bill,  would 
have  authority  to  Insure  an  exporter,  par- 
ticularly small-  and  medium-sized  firms, 
against  the  risk  of  nonpayment  by  a  foreign 
customer  because  of  foreign  government  pro- 
hibitions against  the  payment  in  dollars. 
In  such  case  insurance  could  be  issued  up 
to  100  percent  of  the  amount  then  due.  In 
other  Instances,  exporters  could  be  insured 
up  to  90  percent  of  the  amount  due.  Only 
loans  on  sales  with  the  usual  sound  terms 
would  be  made.  The  bank  would  Issue 
capital  stock  of  $100,000,000  subscribed  by 
the  United  States.  The  funds  from  such 
sale  would  finance  the  operations  of  the 
Foreign  Trade  Insurance  division  of  the 
bank. 

Studies  in  past  years  show  that  an  over- 
whelming preponderance  of  our  foreign  ex- 
ports go  to  American  big  business.  The  Ex- 
port-Import Bank  now  makes  loans  to  ex- 
porters. Such  loans,  however,  are  small  in 
number  and  are  made  only  to  very  large  firms 
which  do  not  have  very  much  need  for  the 
kind  of  aid  contemplated  by  the  bill.  Finan- 
cial institutions  which  have  helped  small 
exporters  In  the  patt  have  charged  up  to  10 
percent  for  their  services.  In  view  of  the 
tact  that  many  small  exporters  have  a  profit 
margin  of  not  over  6  percent,  such  charge 
Is  very  high.  On  orcaslon,  therefore,  bank- 
ing firms  have  taken  over  foreign  accounts 
In  which  they  had  an  interest  through  such 
loans. 

The  Congress  shotild  do  everything  possible 
to  enable  American  small-business  firms  to 
obtain  a  fair  share  of  our  foreign  trade. 


BRONISLAW  SEP  NADOLNY 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Bronislaw  Sep  Nadolny. 

The  bill  would  .^rant  permanent  resi- 
dence in  the  United  States  to  a  Polish 
sailor  who  arrived  in  the  United  States 
as  a  stowaway. 

Bronislaw  Sep  Nadolny.  at  the  age  of 
16.  was  a  worker  in  the  anti-Communist 
Polish  underground.  When  he  was  18. 
Ru.ssian  forces  put  him  in  the  Polish 
Navy.  Later  he  served  in  the  Polish 
merchant  marine. 

In  1948.  when  Nadolny  was  21.  and 
serving  on  a  Poli.sh  merchant  ship,  he 
jumped  ship  at  Casablanca,  north 
Africa,  because  he  feared  to  return  to 
Poland.  Later  the  same  year,  he  worked 
his  way  to  Habana,  Cuba,  on  a  Nor- 
wegian boat,  and  from  Habana,  he 
stowed  away  to  New  York.  He  now  lives 
in  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  iS.  865)  for  the  relief  of  Bron- 
l.slaw  Sep  Nadolny,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bricker,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


SETSUKO  MOTOHARA  KIBLER. 
WIDOW  OP  ROBERT  EUGENE 
KIBLER 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Setsuko  Motohara 
Kibler,  widow  of  Robert  Eugene  Kibler. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  admit-  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence Setsuko  Motohara  Kibler. 

Mrs.  Kibler  is  the  widow  of  Robert 
Eugene  Kibler,  an  American  citizen  who 
lost  his  life  in  a  plane  crash  while  serv- 
ing with  the  United  States  naval  forces 
in  Japan. 

I  am  introducing  the  bill  at  the  re- 
quest of  Harvey  A.  Kibler,  of  Manjfleld, 
Ohio,  father-in-law  of  the  woman  for 
whom  relief  is  sought. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  867)  for  the  reUef  of  Set- 
suko Motohara  Kibler,  widow  of  Robert 
Eugene  Kibler,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bricker,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


DR.   ENRIQUE  SANTAMARINA- 
BECERRA 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Dr.  Enrique  Santamarina- 
Becerra. 

Dr.  Enrique  Santamarina-Becerra  is  a 
native  of  Spain  and  a  graduate  of  Ohio 
State  University,  from  which  he  received 
his  degree  of  doctor  of  philosophy  in 
August  1952. 

He  now  holds  the  Muelhaupt  scholar- 
ship, under  which  he  is  pursuing  re- 
search into  the  endocrine  functions  of 
the  pineal  gland. 

Dr.  Enrique  Santamarina-Becerra  is 
married  to  an  American  girl.  He  desires 
to  remain  in  America,  continue  his  scien- 
tific researches,  and  become  an  American 
citizen. 

I  introduced  a  bill  in  his  behalf  in  the 
second  session  of  the  Eighty -second  Con- 
gress, but  it  was  not  reached  for  action. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  868)  for  the  relief  cf  Dr. 
Enrique  Santamarina-Becerra,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Bricker,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  INCOME  TAX 
OF  RETIREMENT  ANNUITIES  AND 
PENSIONS 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
granting  exemption  from  income  tax  in 
the  case  of  retirement  annuities  and  pen- 
sions. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
statement  prepared  by  me  regarding  the 
bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  875)  granting  exemption 
from  income  tax  in  the  case  of  retire- 
ment annuities  and  pensions,  Introduced 
by  Mr.   SMATHERS,  was  received,  read 


twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
SMATHERS  is  as  f ollows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Smathers 

I  have  introduced  for  appropriate  reference 
a  bill  which  would  exempt  from  income-tax 
purposes  all  amounts  up  to  $2,500  received 
as  a  retirement  annuity  or  pension. 

During  the  past  few  years  I  have  had 
occasion  to  learn  a  great  deal  about  the 
problems  of  our  older  jjeople.  and  I  have 
sought  to  aid  them  In  their  struggle  to 
stretch  their  incomes  to  meet  continually 
increasing  living  costs.  Annuities  and  pen- 
sions based  on  an  Income  of  a  decade  or 
even  5  years  ago  do  not  provide  for  the  basic 
needs  of  a  great  majority  of  the  annuitants 
and  pensioners. 

The  bill  would  exempt  any  amount  up  to 
$2,500  of  yearly  income  received  as  a  pension 
or  annuity  from  any  employer,  public  or 
private.  By  not  having  to  pay  tax  on  this 
income,  the  annuitants  would  have  more 
cash  to  cover  the  high  costs  of  food,  shelter, 
clothing,  and  medical  care.  These  people  in 
most  cases  are  not  able  to  supplement  their 
Incomes  tsecause  they  are  either  not  physi- 
cally able  to  work  or  cannot  find  employment 
because  of  their  age.  There  Is  an  obliga- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Congress  carefully  to 
survey  their  needs  and  pro'.ide  relief  which 
is  sorely  needed.  I  believe  that  some  relief, 
as  prescribed  in  this  bill.  Is  warranted. 


POLICY  CONCERNING  WAR  DAMAGE 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce, for  appropriate  reference,  a  joint 
resolution  stating  a  policy  concerning 
war  damage.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  statement  by  me  explaining  the 
joint  resolution  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appropri- 
ately referred;  and,  without  objection, 
the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  40) 
stating  a  policy  concerning  war  damage, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Frear,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Frear  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Prear 

When  I  introduced  a  similar  measure  (S.  J. 
Res.  171 )  on  July  5.  1952.  I  stated  that  I  did 
so  in  order  that  there  would  be  available  for 
consideration  a  proposed  legislative  declara- 
tion of  Federal  Government  responsibility 
with  reference  to  war-caused  damage.  In- 
troduction of  th:it  joint  resolution  was  ac- 
companied by  a  ftatement  summarizing  the 
activities  In  this  field  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Securities.  Insurance,  and  Banking  of  the 
Committee  on  BanlLlng  and  Currency  during 
the  Eighty-second  Congress.  (See  Congres- 
sional Record,  volume  98,  part  7,  page  9588.) 

Having  been  chairman  of  that  subcom- 
mittee throughout  the  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress, I  am  vitally  Interested  in  seeing  that 
the  Congress  adequately  discharges  ita 
responsibility  to  consider  what  Federal  leg- 
islation may  be  required  In  connection  with 
insurance  or  Indemnity  of  war-caused  dam- 
age. 

In  the  Interval  since  adjournment  of  the 
Eighty-second  Congress,  I  have  foiJnd  no 
development  in  oiu-  International  relation 
which  lessens  the  need  for  consideration  of 
this  problem.  I  am  therefore  lntr(xiucing 
anew  prop>OEed  legislation  on  the  subject  of 
war  damage.  As  I  see  it,  unless  the  Congress 
l£  willing  to  recognize  some  responsibility  In 
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this  field,  there  U  little  use  In  trying  to  pre- 
pare detailed  legislation  outlining  the  acts 
to  be  taken  by  the  Federal  OoTemment  to 
Insiire  or  Indemnify  against  war-caused 
damage. 

The  Joint  resolution  can  serre  as  the 
means  of  determining  whether  the  Congress 
is  ready  and  willing  to  take  this  first  step 
by  recognizing  a  degree  of  Federal  responsi- 
bility for  war-caused  damage.  The  Joint 
resolution  contemplates  that  legislation  de- 
tailing the  scope  of  that  responsibility  would 
be  deferred  until  it  becomes  practicable  to 
prescribe  the  precise  steps  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment can  take  to  meet  effectively  and 
equitably  any  responsibility  it  recognizes. 

My  study  of  this  problem  has  led  me  to 
believe  there  is  a  natural  tendency  to  avoid 
Its  consideration  because  of  its  unpleasant 
nature.  But  Ignoring  the  problem  will  not 
solve  it.  It  is  closely  related  to  national  se- 
curity in  two  ways.  Adequate  solution  of 
the  problem  will  provide  the  means  for  con- 
tinuing military  and  defense-supporting  pro- 
duction which  would  otherwise  be  inter- 
rupted or  destroyed  by  war-caused  damage. 
Moreover,  the  more  assurance  people  have 
that  war-caused  damage  will  not  wipe  out 
their  assets,  the  higher  will  be  their  morale 
and  the  more  efBcient  will  be  their  contri- 
bution to  the  national  defense  effort. 

At  the  present  time,  no  insurance  can  be 
obtained  from  private  insurance  companies 
to  cover  the  risk  of  war-caused  damage  to 
real  or  personal  property  in  the  United 
States.  It  Is  therefore  understandable  that 
many  individuals  and  corporations  are  con- 
cerned about  this  matter.  The  problem  stUl 
requires  congressional  consideration. 


EXPRESSION  OP  SYMPATHY  FOR 
PEOPLE  OP  THE  NETHERLANDS  IN 
THEIR  RECENT  FLOOD  AND 
STORM  DISASTER 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  sub- 
mit a  concurrent  resolution  expressing 
the  profound  sympathy  of  the  Ckjngress 
for  the  brave  people  of  the  Netherlands 
who  have  suffered  such  heavy  losses  as 
the  result  of  the  recent  storms  and 
floods.  These  disasters  have  affected  all 
the  Low  Countries  and  the  United  King- 
dom, to  whom  I  think  we  should  express 
our  sympathy,  and  in  particular  to  the 
Netherlands,  which  has  borne  the  bnmt 
of  the  disaster. 

The  resolution  is  designed  as  a  com- 
panion to  the  concurrent  resolution  sub- 
mitted in  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  Mr.  SiEMiNSKi,  of  New  Jersey. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  9 ) .  submitted  by  Mr.  Kennedy,  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

Reaolifd  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of 
Reprer^entatives  concurring) ,  That  the  Con- 
gress hereby  expresses  its  profound  sympathy 
for  the  brave  people  of  the  Netherlands  who 
have  suffered  such  heavy  losses  both  in  lives 
and  In  property  as  the  result  of  the  re:ent 
storms  and  floods  which  have  ravaged  their 
country. 

RULES  OP  PROCEDURE  IN  CONGRES- 
SIONAL INVESTIGATIONS  AND 
DEROGATORY  REMARKS  MADE  IN 
DEBATE  BY  MEMBERS  OP  CON- 
GRESS 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  for  appropriate  reference  two 
concurrent  resolutions,  one  of  which  pro- 
vides for  rules  of  pix>cedure  in  congres- 
sional investigations,  and  the  other  one 
provides  for  rules  of  procedure  for  de- 
rogatory  remarks   made   in   debate   by 


Members  of  Congress.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  prepared  by 
me  explaining  the  concurrent  resolutions 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  concur- 
rent resolutions  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  10),  submitted  by  Mr.  Kefauver, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  as  follows : 

Whereas  congressional  investigations  are 
one  of  the  most  Important  of  the  legislative 
processes,  since  Congress  constantly  needs 
factual,  well-balanced  Inforniatlon  In  many 
different  fields  to  enable  it  to  act  wisely  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

Whereas  the  Investigative  power  of  Con- 
gress affords  protection  agauist  abuse  of 
governmental  power  and  a  most  effective 
means  of  focusing  public  opinion  upon  na- 
tional problefns:  and 

Whereas  the  flow  of  Information  to  the 
people  through  the  medium  of  congressional 
investigations  has  gained  new  Importance 
with  the  advent  of  new  metliods  of  rapid 
communication;   and 

Whereas  such  Investigations  should  be 
preserved  as  a  means  of  effecting  good  gov- 
ernment, witliout  permitting  them  to  be 
used  as  an  Instrument  for  abrldRUit;  the 
constitutional  rights  of  citizens;  Now  there- 
fore be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Houne  of  Rrp- 
reitevtatives  concurring) .  That  the  following 
provisions  of  this  concurrent  resolution  are 
adopted  ( 1  »  as  an  exercise  of  the  rule-making 
power  of  the  S?nale  and  House  of  Kepr.^tiit- 
atlves.  respectively,  and  as  such  they  shall 
be  considered  as  part  of  tlie  rules  of  e.ich 
House,  respectively,  and  (2)  with  full  recog- 
nition of  the  constitutional  riijht  of  either 
Hou.'ie  to  change  such  rules  i  so  far  as  re- 
lating to  the  procedure  in  such  House)  at 
any  time,  la  U-.e  came  manr.er  and  to  the 
same  extent  as  in  the  case  of  any  other  rule 
of  such  House. 

Sec.  2.  Insofar  as  practicable,  any  person 
or  organlzr.tion  whofe  activities  are  the  sub- 
ject of  Investigation  by  a  committee,  or  about 
whom  derogatory  Information  Is  proposed  to 
be  presented  at  a  public  hearing  of  a  com- 
mittee, shall  be  fully  advised  by  the  com- 
mittee as  to  the  matters  into  which  the 
committee  proposes  to  Inquire  and  the  de- 
rogatory material  which  Is  proposed  to  be 
presented.  Insofar  as  practicable,  all  mate- 
rial reflecting  on  the  character  of  any  indi- 
vidual or  organization  which  Is  proposed  to 
be  presented  at  a  public  hearing  of  a  com- 
mittee shall  be  first  reviewed  In  executUe 
session  and  shall  not  be  presented  at  a  pub- 
lic hearing  except  pursuant  to  majority  vote 
of  the  committee. 

Sec.  3  Ai.y  person  or  organization  whose 
activities  are  the  subject  of  any  investigation 
by  a  committee,  or  about  whom  a  derogatory 
statement  is  made  or  material  Is  presented 
at  any  public  hearing  of  a  committee,  shall — 

(1)  be  given  an  opportunity  to  present 
evidence  In  his  or  its  own  behalf  at  the 
same  session  and,  if  possible,  on  the  same 
day: 

(2)  be  permitted  In  appearances  before  the 
committee  to  be  accompanied  and  advised 
by  counsel,  who  shall  within  appropriate 
limits  be  entitled  to  question  such  person 
or  representatives  of  such  organization  in 
order  to  bring  out  all  pertinent  facts; 

(3)  be  permitted  to  file  with  the  com- 
mittee a  limited  number  of  Interrogatories 
to  be  answered  by  witnesses  who  have  testi- 
fied to  derogatory  material  about  such  person 
or  organization; 

(4 )  be  entitled  to  have  the  committee  sub- 
pena  witnesses  for  limited  direct  or  adverse 
examination  by  such  person  or  organization, 
or  by  his  or  Us  counsel,  subject  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  committee;  and 


(5)  be  permitted  to  file  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  evidence  a  rebuttal  attempt,  which 
shall  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  and  con- 
sidered in  the  committee's  report. 

Szc  4.  Any  witness  who  asserts  a  bona  fide 
claim  of  privilege  shall  be  entitled  to  present 
such  claim  to  the  committee,  either  in  his 
own  proper  person  or  through  counsel,  and 
secure  the  committee's  ruling. 

Sec  5.  No  subpena  to  Inquire  Into  the  pri- 
vate affairs  of  any  individual  shall  be  issued 
by  any  committee  except  pursuant  to  major- 
ity vote  of  the  committee. 

Sec  6.  No  person  shall  be  required  to  testi- 
fy in  executive  session  of  any  committee  un- 
less a  majority  of  the  committee  expressly 
rules  that  the  public  Interest  requires  that 
such  person's  testimony  shall  be  kept  secret. 
Any  such  examination  shall  be  held  before 
not  less  than  two  committee  members. 
Testimony  taken  In  executive  session  shall 
be  kept  secret  and  shall  not  be  released,  or 
used  In  public  hearings,  without  the  ap- 
proval of  a  majority  of  the  committee. 

Sec  7  No  witness  before  a  committee  shall 
be  compelled  to  testify  as  to  his  religious  or 
political  belief  unless  the  committee  ru'es 
by  majority  vote  that  such  testimony  is  rel- 
evant to  the  inquiry. 

Sec  8.  Until  after  the  committee  has  been 
given  a  reasonable  time  to  file  Its  report, 
members  of  committees  shall  refrain  from 
makim:  derogatory  comments  about  a  wit- 
ness in  either  House  or  elsewhere  and  shall 
refrain  from  revealing  the  contents  of  any 
c  )inniit»t'e  repi  rt  or  the  conclusions  con- 
tained  In  such   report  prior  to  its  issuance. 

Srr  9  Minority  reixjrts.  If  any.  shall  be 
filed  at  the  same  time  as  majority  reports  on 
lnve.-tiirat.ions  involving  the  private  affairs  of 
indviduals. 

hLc  10  All  of  the  evidence  Involving  the 
private  i.ffnirs  of  individuals  upon  which  a 
cjhunittre  report,  finding,  or  conclusion  is 
b.Lsed  ."^hall  be  made  j  ublic  concurrently  with 
such  ipport.  finding,  or  conclusion. 

Sec  11  A  verbatim  record  shall  be  made 
of  all  hearings.  Records  of  public  hearings 
and  published  p<jrtions  of  executive  hearings 
shall  be  made  available  to  the  public  upon 
payment  of  tlie  cost  thereof. 

Sec  12  Subject  to  the  physical  limita- 
tions of  the  her.rlni^  room  and  consideration 
of  the  physical  comfort  of  witnesses,  equal 
access  for  coverage  of  the  hearings  shall  be 
provided  to  the  varic  us  means  of  communica- 
tions, liicludiiii!:  newspapers,  magazines, 
radio,  news  reels  and  television.  It  shall  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  committee  chair- 
man to  seee  th.-u  the  varlr.us  communication 
devices  and  in.-.truments  do  not  unduly  dis- 
tract or  frijjhten  the  witness  and  Interfere 
with  his  presentation. 

Sbc  13  As  used  in  this  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, tlie  term  commlitec  "  Includes  a  stand- 
ing or  select  C(-mmlttee  of  either  House  of 
Congress,  a  Joint  committee  of  the  two 
Hou:^es.  and  a  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
of  any  of  the  foregoing. 

The  V  oncurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Rp.s.  11 1 .  submiltcd  by  Mr.  Kefauver.  was 
referred  to  the  Comm  ttee  on  Rules  and 
Adm^ni.stration.  as  follows: 

Rc.ulved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
rescMattie.^  concurring) ,  That  no  Member 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives shall  make  before  the  Senate  or  the 
House  of  Representatives,  respectively,  any 
derL>gatory  renmrks  with  respect  to  any  citi- 
zen or  resident  of  the  United  States  without 
makiiis:  a  rea.st,r:able  eff  )rt.  If  time  permits, 
t  J  notify  such  citizen  or  resident  of  the  exact 
nature  of  .suh  remarks,  where  and  approxi- 
mately when  they  will  be  made,  and  the  pro- 
cedure that  such  citizen  or  resident  must 
follow  if  he  desires  to  submit  an  answer  to 
such  remarks  under  this  rule.  If  any  such 
remarks  are  made  without  such  notification, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  or  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  depending  on 
where  such  remarks  were  made,  shall  mail 
to    such    citizens    or    resident's    last-known 
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address  a  printed  copy  of  such  renrarks  and 
Information  concerning  the  procedure  that 
must  be  followed  If  he  desires  to  submit  an 
.  nswer  to  such  remarks  under  this  rule. 
Any  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States 
who  Is  derogated  in  any  remarks  made  by  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentative before  the  Senate  or  the  House 
of  Representatives,  respectively,  may  submit 
an  answer  to  such  remarks  to  either  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Senate  or  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  depending  on  where  such 
remarks  were  made.  If  such  remarks  were 
made  orally  on  the  fioor.  then  the  answer 
shall  be  read  on  the  fioor  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate  or  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  depending  on  where  such 
rermirks  were  made  and  such  answer,  if  re- 
ceived In  time,  shall  be  printed  In  the  dally 
and  permanent  editions  of  the  Concres- 
bioNAi.  Record  Immediately  following  such 
remarks.  If  such  remarks  were  In  the  form 
of  an  extension  of  remarks,  printed  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record,  then  the  an.swer 
shall  not  b»  read  on  the  floor  but  shall  be 
printed  In  the  Appendix.  In  either  case, 
such  answer  shall  be  subscribed  and  sworn 
to  before  any  duly  authorized  notary  public, 
and  shall  not  exceed  In  length  the  remarks 
that  It  answers  or  one-half  a  printed  page 
In  the  Congressional  Record,  whichever  is 
the  greater. 

Sec  3  The  flr't  section  of  thLs  resolution 
shall  be  a  rule  of  each  House,  respectively, 
and  shall  supersede  any  other  rule  thereof 
but  only  to  the  extent  that  It  Is  Inconsistent 
with  such  other  rule. 

The  .statement  by  Senator  Kefauver 
Is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Ketattver 

One  of  the  resolutions  sets  up  a  code  of 
conduct  for  committees  The  other  deals 
with  a  related  problem.  It  might  be  said  to 
set  up  a  code  of  procedure,  where  the  names 
and  reputations  of  Individuals  are  concerned, 
for  the  floor. 

I  do  not  say  that  either  of  the  resolutions 
is  perfect  as  drawn,  because  the  subject  is 
complex.  Their  purpose,  however.  Is  to  set 
up  a  procedure  which  protects  the  funda- 
mental rlRhts  of  the  Individual,  and  yet  at 
the  same  time  preserves  without  Impair- 
ment the  whole  process  of  congressional  In- 
vestigation and  constitutional  Immunity. 
It  Is  not  an  easy  balance  to  strike. 

Let  me  first  consider  the  resolution  estab- 
lishing a  ccKJe  of  conduct  for  committees. 
The  criticism  of  congressional  committees,  I 
believe,  has  generally  centered  around  these 
points; 

(  a  I  Contrres.<^lonal  Investigations  frequent- 
ly assume  the  aspects  of  a  trial  of  an  Indi- 
vidual without  safeguards  of  regular  court 
pr(.>ceedinKs. 

(b)  Legislators  appear  In  ihe  role  of  Judges 
and  combine  the  functions  of  prosecuting 
and  Judfilng  which  should  be  separated. 

(c)  The  witnesses  may  be  exposed  to  such 
penalties  as  loss  of  their  Jobs,  character  as- 
sa.ssliiation,  or  Injury  to  their  reputation,  as 
a  result  of  the  attendant  publicity. 

(di  Appearances  before  investigative  com- 
mittees are  not  subject  to  procedures  laid 
down  by  Congress. 

(ei  Legal  rights  of  Individuals  guaranteed 
by  the  Bill  of  Rights  are  abridged  by  con- 
gressional investigations.  Another  objec- 
tion— somewhat  Intangible — but  of  great 
danger  to  a  democracy.  Is  the  fact  that  con- 
formity to  prevailing  Ideas  is  enforced  by 
fear  of  censure  before  a  congressional  com- 
mittee. In  this  connection  the  question  is 
raised  whether  some  Investigations  do  not 
Impose  tyranny  of  the  prevailing  opinion 
and  feeling  which  John  Stuart  Mill  once  de- 
scribed as  "tendence  of  society  to  Impose, 
by  other  means  than  civil  penalties,  Its  own 
Ideas  and  practices  as  rules  of  conduct  on 
those  who  dissent  from  them." 

As  a  result  of  resentment  against  methods 
employed  by  certain  investigating  commit- 


tees, the  committee  on  the  Bill  of  Rights  of 
the  bar  association  of  New  York  City  made 
a  study  of  the  subject.  In  its  December  1948 
report,  which  was  adopted  by  the  asscKiation, 
the  committee  found  that  most  complaints 
centered  on  the  belief  that  Inquiry  into  wit- 
nesses' personal  affairs  violated  some  right 
of  the  Individual  to  Immunity  from  official 
Inquisition  or  some  right  in  the  nature  of  a 
right  of  privacy.  The  bar  association  com- 
mittee felt  that  some  of  the  conditions  com- 
plained of  are  inherent  in  the  conduct  of  the 
legislative  process  or  are  due  to  the  short- 
comings of  particular  individuals  concerned 
In  making  the  Investigation.  Much  of  the 
criticism,  however,  the  committee  consid- 
ered Justified,  and  It  felt  that  certain  rules 
could  be  adopted  which  would  Insure  to  a 
much  grctiter  degree  the  observance  of  ordi- 
nary principles  of  fairness  and  Justice. 

There  have  been  several  attempts  begin- 
ning In  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  to  pre- 
scribe procedures  of  Investigating  commit- 
tees and  to  protect  the  rights  of  witnesses. 
There  have  been  many  proposals  made  for 
reforms  In  the  conduct  of  congressional  In- 
vestieatlons. 

One  such  proposal  is  the  voluntary  adop- 
tion of  self-imposed  rules  by  Individual  com- 
mittees to  guide  their  conduct.  Such  meas- 
ures have  been  taken  by  certain  committees. 
These  chairmen  are  to  be  commended  for 
their  vision  and  their  pioneering  in  the  field 
of  committee  reform.  However,  it  seems  evi- 
dent to  me  that  rules  Imposed  by  individual 
committees  themselves,  while  a  step  In  the 
right  direction,  are  not  the  final  answer. 
No  halfway  measure  should  stand  in  the 
way  of  congressional  action  establishing 
rules  for  proper  procedure  for  all  commit- 
tees. 

A  code  of  fair  conduct  for  all  Investigat- 
ing groups — adopted  'oy  House  and  Senate  as 
part  of  their  standing  rules — would  have  the 
effect  of  avoiding  confusion  and  promoting 
uniformity.  It  would  give  Congress  and  the 
country  a  yardstick  by  which  to  test  the 
performance  of  every  committee  Investiga- 
tion. A  code  of  procedure  for  administra- 
tive agencies  has  been  established.  Why  not 
a  code  for  congressional  committees? 

I  think  this  code  Is  workable.  All  its 
elements  can  be  found  In  the  best  practices 
of  the  most  successful  and  most  respected 
investigating  committees. 

Brlefiy,  this  Is  what  the  resolution  pro- 
vides: 

1.  That  a  person  or  organization  shall  be 
notified  of  the  nature  of  the  charges  against 
him.  of  the  matters  to  be  Inquired  into,  and 
of  the  derogatory  material  to  be  presented. 

2.  That  he  be  given  an  opportunity  to  pre- 
sent evidence  In  his  own  behalf. 

3.  That  he  be  permitted  counsel,  who  shall 
be  entitled  to  question  him  within  appro- 
priate limits  In  order  to  bring  out  all  perti- 
nent facts. 

4.  That  he  be  permitted  to  file  a  limited 
number  of  Interrogatories  to  be  answered  by 
witnesses  who  have  testified  to  derogatory 
materials. 

5.  That  he  he  permitted  to  file  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  evidence  a  rebuttal  statement. 

There  are  also  outlined  safeguards  regard- 
ing subpenas,  safeguards  for  information 
developed  In  executive  session,  safeguards 
for  the  private  affairs  of  Individuals — and  I 
think  I  should  expound  a  bit  on  how  tele- 
vision has  been  treated. 

In  this  resolution,  we  have  television, 
which  Is  a  new  method  of  communication 
but  one  that  is  here  to  stay  and  with  which 
we  shall  have  to  deal,  Just  like  any  other 
method  of  communication.  In  other  words, 
these  same  rules  would  apply,  whether  the 
hearing  is  conducted  in  executive  session, 
covered  only  by  the  press,  or  covered  by  the 
press,  still  cameramen,  radio,  newsreels,  tele- 
vision, and  so  on.  But  we  have  placed  in  this 
code  the  responsibility  upon  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  to  see  to  It  that  none  of 
the  communication  devices  annoy  the  wit- 
ness.   If  the  chairman  decides  they  do,  then 


It  is  hta  responsibility  to  see  that  the  annoy- 
ance is  ceased. 

Therefore,  the  code  set  up  under  this  reso- 
lution does  not  force  television  upon  any 
committee.  If  the  committee  chairman  de- 
termines that  televising  is  hindering  the 
work  of  the  committee,  then  it  is  his  re- 
sponsibility and  his  duty  to  stop  the  cam- 
eras. 

So  much  for  the  code  of  conduct  fOr  com- 
mittees. Now  let  \is  consider  the  related 
problem  as  It  applies  to  actions  on  the  floor. 

We  are  all  familiar  with  section  6  of 
article  I  of  our  Constitution  which  granted 
constitutional  immunity  for  any  speech  or 
debate  made  In  either  House.  There  is  a 
sound  basis  for  this  guaranty — It  recognizes 
that  free  legislative  debate  is  the  very  bed- 
rock of  freedom  Itself. 

The  second  resolution  which  I  have  intro- 
duced seeks  to  preserve  that  freedom  of  de- 
bate but  it  seeks  also  to  give  an  Individual 
whose  reputation  may  be  harmed  by  having 
his  name  mentioned  In  a  derogatory  manner 
here  on  the  flocr  of  the  Senate,  the  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  himself.  It  seen:..s  to  me 
that  this  Is  a  fundamental  concept — the  con- 
cept of  self-defense. 

Without  going  Into  details,  this  resolution 
which  Is  being  Introduced  today  tackles 
the  problem  In  this  manner:  It  provides 
only  that  Insofar  as  practicable  a  Member 
who  Intends  to  name  an  Individual  or  an 
organization  In  a  derogatory  manner  shall 
first  notify  that  individual  or'organli:atlon  of 
the  nature  of  the  charges  to  be  made.  The 
individual  or  organization  may  then  file  witn 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  a  sworn  statement,  If  he  so  de- 
sires, giving  his  side  of  the  story— .and  this 
swiprn  statement  shall  be  read  en  the  floor 
and  published  In  the  Congressional  Record, 
along  with  the  charges. 

Tliat,  it  may  be  said,  is  all  right  when  a 
Member  knows  10  days  or  a  week  in  advance 
that  he  Is  going  to  make  certain  charges, 
and  thus  has  time  to  notify  the  individual 
or  organization,  but  sometimes  names  are 
mentioned  In  running  floor  debate.  We  have 
taken  care  of  this  eventuality  by  providing 
that  In  such  cases  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  notify 
the  Individual,  or  organization,  at  his  or  Its 
last  known  address  that  such  charges  have 
been  made,  after  which  the  sworn  statement 
may  be  flled  and  read.  In  the  final  printed 
version  of  the  Record  the  denial  shall  follow 
the  charge. 

It  is  obvious  that  this  does  not  completely 
solve  the  problem.  But  it  is  a  step  toward 
providing  a  way  In  which  the  denial  can 
catch  up  with  the  charge  for  the  reader  and 
listener  of  today;  and  it  is  a  further  assur- 
ance that  the  historian  of  tomorrow  will 
find  the  other  side  of  the  story  immediately 
following  the  charges  In  the  pe;-manent 
copies  of  the  Congressional  Record. 

In  conclusion  may  I  say  that  I  do  not  claim 
for  these  resolutions  any  finality  of  drafts- 
manship. These  are  problems  which  have 
worried  many  of  us  and  these  are  the  best 
solutions  that  a  number  of  us,  thinking  and 
working  together,  could  produce  as  a  start- 
ing point.  Undoubtedly,  there  will  be  many 
more  Ideas  on  the  subject  as  these  resolu- 
tions pass  through  committee  and  fioor  con- 
sideration. Let  us  welcome  and  consider 
them  all,  In  a  nonpartisan  manner,  for  these 
are  nonpartisan  matters. 


^^ 


EXPRESSION  OP  SYMPATHY  FOR 
PEOPLES  OP  THE  NETHERLANDS. 
GREAT  BRITAIN,  AND  BELGIUM. 
IN  THE  RECENT  FLOOD  AND 
STORM  DISASTER 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr,  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  I  re- 
port an  original  concurrent  resolution 
expressing    sympathy    for    the    peoples 
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ot  the  Netherlands.  Great  Britain,  and 
Belgium,  in  the  recent  flood  and  storm 
disaster.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  for 
Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  conciu-- 
rent  resolution  will  be  read  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate. 

The.  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  12)  was  read,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  peoples  of  the  Netherlands, 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium  have  suf- 
fered tragic  loss  of  lives,  homes,  and  farms 
from  the  destruction  wrought  by  storms  and 
floods:  and 

Whereas  the  ties  of  blood,  kinship,  and 
fellowship  between  these  countries  and  our 
own  are  of  ancient  tradition,  precious  to  the 
I>eople  of  the  United  States:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring) ,  That  the  Con- 
gress on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  expresses  Its  deep  sympathy,  affec- 
tion, and  concern  for  the  peoples  of  the 
Netherlands,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
Belgium,  whose  countries  have  been  rav- 
aged by  disaster.  Its  admiration  for  their 
courage  In  adversity,  and  Its  hope  for  the 
early  restoration  of  their  homes  and  live- 
lihoods. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  12 >  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  aslt 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record  at  this  point  an  edito- 
rial entitled  "How  To  Aid  HoUand," 
which  appeared  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  Sunday,  February  8, 1953.  I  think  the 
editorial  is  very  stimulating. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

How  To  An>  Holland 

The  response  to  last  week's  disaster  In  the 
Low  Countries  and  Britain  has  been  truly 
heartwarming.  Schoolboys  have  brought 
their  classmates'  pennies  to  the  Dutch  Em- 
bassy here  to  aid  the  victims  of  the  flooding 
from  the  North  Sea.  Numerous  private  aid 
groups  have  been  set  up  In  Washington  and 
other  cities  to  collect  funds  to  help  repair 
the  damage  that  In  Holland  alone  runs  well 
over  a  billion  dollars.  Secretary  of  State 
Dulles  has  been  nanled  by  President  Eisen- 
hower to  head  a  Cabinet  committee  to  rec- 
ommend aid  measures  for  the  stricken 
countries. 

The  question  naturally  arises:  What  kind 
of  aid?  Here  no  decision  has  been  taken. 
Most  Immediate  relief  needs  for  clothing  and 
food  have  been  met  by  the  governments 
concerned,  with  the  help  of  the  United 
States  Army  In  Germany.  Holland  was  of 
course,  the  worst  hit.  The  long-run  choice 
as  respects  the  Netherlands  probably  must 
be  between  aid  for  economic  reconstruction 
and  mllltsuy  aid  to  make  up  Dutch  NATO 
commitments.  The  Dutch  Government  has 
shown  a  commendable  desire  to  do  every- 
thing possible  to  avoid  cutting  its  defense 
contributions. 

This,  It  seems  to  us,  is  a  clue  to  the  best 
kind  of  aid.  Psychologically  it  is  Important 
for  Holland  to  meet  her  defense  commit- 
ments by  herself  as  far  as  possible.  Defense 
Is  the  most  basic  of  national  responsibili- 
ties, and  it  would  be  destructive  of  this 
sense  of  responsibility  If  the  commitments 
were  postponed.  More  productive  use.  no 
doubt,  could  be  made  of  the  same  amount 
of  money  or  goods  by  concentrating  on  eco- 
nomic reconstruction.  The  need  is  of  course, 
prodigious.    Holland's  recovery  has  been  set 


back  3  to  3  years:  90  percent  of  her  onion 
export  crop  has  been  destroyed  and  her  earn- 
ing capacity  has  suffered  many  other  blows. 
Here  Is  a  great  opportunity  for  the  whole 
NATO  community.  The  Netherlands  has 
t>een  •  leader,  not  only  In  furthering  tbe 
European  army  concept,  but  In  the  much 
broader  fleld  of  Buropwan  unity.  Perhaps, 
with  the  leadership  of  the  United  States, 
the  disaster  could  be  treated  as  an  attack  on 
all  the  NATO  countries — an  attack  by  the 
sea  Instead  of  an  army.  Aid  on  that  basis, 
with  each  NATO  country  contributing  a 
share,  could  be  tbe  best  kind  of  evidence  of 
a  spirit  of  unity  and  interdependence  in 
Europe.  This  is  a  chance  to  Introduce  in 
practice  the  all-for-one  and  one-for-all  con- 
cept which  underlies  NATO  and  which  Sec- 
retary Dulles  is  pursuing.  It  would  be  one 
way  to  make  the  calamity  yield  a  dividend 
of  good. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTICLES. 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPEN- 
DIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc..  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 

Address    delivered    by    Senator    Matbank 
before  National  Cotton  Council  of  America 
at  Dallas.  Tex  .  on  January  26.  1953. 
By  Mr.  ELLENDER: 

Address  entitled  "America  and  the  Future." 
delivered  by  him  before  the  Mississippi  Valley 
Association.  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  February  9. 
1953. 

By  Mr.   KKFAUVER: 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  the 
Women's  National  Democratic  Club,  at 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  January  19,  1953. 

Address  entitled  "Chrlstlanltys  Role  In 
Korea."  delivered  by  Hon.  You  Chan  Yang. 
Ambassador  from  Korea,  on  February  5.  1953. 

Address    on     the     sociological     causes    of 
crime,   delivered    by   Prof.   J.   Pope   Dyer,   of 
Chattanooga.   Tenn..   before   the   East   Ridge 
Klwanls  Club,  on  January  29.  1953. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Ameri- 
can Institute  of  Banking,  on  February  7, 
1953,  at  the  Astor  Hotel,  New  York,  N   Y. 

Article  contributed  by  him  to  the  Re-serve 
Officer  magazine  with  reference  to  celebra- 
tion of  National  Defense  Week. 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 

Statement  and  letter  by  Michael  W  Straus 
In  connection  with  his  resignation  as  Com- 
missioner of  United  States  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation, together  with  the  President's  reply. 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

Transcript  of  proceedings  at  dedicatory 
prayer  breakfast  at  the  Mayflower  Hotel, 
Washington.  D.  C.  on  February  5,  1953. 

Sermon    on    the    subject    Why    Has    God 
Blessed  America?  by  Rabbi  Joseph  Utschen, 
of  Beth  Sholom  Congregation,  Topeka,  Kans. 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 

Address  delivered  by  Admiral  Lyndon 
Spencer,  president  of  the  Lake  Carriers'  Asso- 
ciation, before  the  annual  chamber  of  com- 
merce banquet  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Mich., 
on  January  28,  1953.  together  with  a  letter 
from  Hon.  James  Robertson,  mayor  of  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  transmitting  the  address  by  Ad- 
miral Spencer. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Address  entitled  "Righteousness  Exalteth  a 
Nation."  by  Dr.  Julius  Mark,  senior  rabbi  of 
Temple  Emanu-el,  New  York  City,  January 
20,  1953. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

Sermon  entitled  "The  Revolt  Against  In- 
telligence," delivered  by  Rev.  George  S.  Study, 
Jr..   in  the  First   Congregational  Church  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  January  11,  1953. 
By  Mr.  BARRETT: 

Statement  issued  by  Charles  F.  Guild,  1953 
chairman  of  Uinta  County,  Wyo.,  PMA,  giv- 


ing returns  from  questionnaire  sent  to  224 
farmers  and  ranchers  in  bis  county. 
By   Mr.  WILLIAMS: 

Article  entitled  "Flre-and-Rehlre  Racket." 
publUhed  In  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
February  9,  1953.  relating  to  the  discharging 
and  rehiring  of  Government  employees. 
By  Mr    JACKSON: 

Letter    on    the    subject    Northwest    Power 
Shortage,  written  to  the  editor  of  the  We- 
natchee  (Wash  )  Dally  World,  and  published 
In  the  January  3.  1963,  issue. 
By  Mr    PULBRIOHT: 

Editorial  entitled  "He  Gives  Some  Back." 
published  In  the  Northwest  Arkansas  Times, 
of  FayetlevlUe,  Ark  ,  on  February  5.  1953, 
relative  to  a  voluntary  refund  on  a  defense 
contract. 

Article  entitled  "Fulbrlght  Scholars  Show 
Work."  published  In  the  Washington  Post 
on  February  8.  1953. 

By  Mr    ANDERSON: 

Article  entitled  "A  Good  Stewardship,"  pub- 
lished In  the  New  Mexican,  of  Santa  Fe, 
N  Mex  ,  on  January  19,  1953.  In  tribute  to 
the  retiring  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Oscar 
L.  Chapman. 

Editorial  entitled   "Harry  S.  Trumin:    An 
Aj  praisal."  published  in  the  New  Mexican,  of 
Santa  Fe.  N    Mex  .  on  January  18,  1953. 
By  Mr    BRICKER: 

Article  entitled  "Local  Man  Bares  Deal  on 
Beef  Sent  to  United  SUtes."  published  In 
the  Columbus  (Ohio)  Dispatch  of  February 
3.  1953. 

By  Mr   SMATHERS: 

Editorial  entitled  "Tax  Laws  Unfair  to 
Working  Wives."  publUhed  In  Redbook  mag- 
azine for  February  1953. 

By  Mr    MAYBANK: 

Article  entitled  "Man  Becoming  Ace  In 
Record  Time  To  Get  Hero's  Welcome.  "  relat- 
ing to  Capt  D  D.  Overton  III.  of  Andrews. 
8.  C.  publUhed  In  the  Columbia  (S.  C.) 
State. 
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MRS.   DOLLY  CURTIS  GANN 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimou-s  con.sent  that  I  may  make  a 
short  statement  in  tribute  to  Mrs.  Dolly 
Curtis  Gann,  who  recently  passed  away. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  last 
week  one  of  the  Nation's  outstanding 
women  and  a  former  Kansan  passed 
away.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  Mrs.  Dolly 
Curtis  Gann,  who  passed  away  at  the 
age  of  81  years. 

She  had  been  a  resident  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  for  more  than  60  years,  com- 
ing here  with  her  late  brother.  Vice 
President  Chartie  Curtis. 

Mrs.  Gann  was  a  native  of  Topeka, 
Kans..  but  had  ."^pent  most  of  her  life 
in  the  Nation's  Capital.  Mrs.  Gann  took 
a  leading  role  in  Republican  women's 
activitie.s.  She  was  president  of  the 
Washington  League  of  Republican  Wom- 
en Voters  from  1938  until  1944,  and  was 
a  former  president  of  the  Senate  Wom- 
en's Club. 

Survivors  Include  two  nieces.  Mrs. 
Webster  Knight,  of  Providence,  R.  I.,  and 
Mrs.  Charles  T.  George,  of  Port  Worth, 
Tex.,  and  several  grandnephews  and 
grandnieces. 

Funeral  services  were  held  a  week  ago, 
Monday,  at  the  Hines  Funeral  Home  in 
this  city,  and  burial  was  in  Cedar  Hill 
Cemetery. 

One  of  Mrs.  Gann's  very  close  friends 
and  a  very  active  Republican  worker  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Mrs.  Howard 
A,  Coffin,  prepared  a  tribute  to  Mrs.  Ed- 


ward Everett  Gann,  which  was  given 
before  the  League  of  Republican  Women 
at  their  regular  meeting  last  week.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  it  made 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tribute 
wa.s  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

A   Tribute   to   Mas.   Edwakd   Evtsftt   Gawn 

Given      Betoke     League     of     Republican 

Women  bt  Mas.  Howako  A.  CorriN 

TTiere  will  be  laid  In  her  grave  today  one 

of  the  great  women  of  this  country  and  this 

generation. 

Dolly  Gann,  from  Kansas,  known  to  the 
entire  Nation,  personified  for  most  of  us — 
not  only  the  true  spirit  of  the  American 
pioneer  woman,  but  also  symbolized  the 
spirit  of  Republican   women  everywhere. 

Dolly  Gann.  a  really  beautiful  feminine 
woman,  had  unflinching  courage.  She  never 
at  any  time  was  known  to  falter  In  her 
determination  to  carry  on  for  her  principles 
In  the  face  of  any  situation  whatsoever. 

Dolly  Gann  grew  with  the  years.  She  had 
a  wonderfully  inspiring  philosophy  of  not 
permitting  her  Pne  calm  and  dignity  to  be 
disturbed  in  any  circumstance.  She  did  not 
believe  in  worry.  "Do  the  very  best  you  can 
for  your  project,"  she  always  said,  "but  do 
not  spend  valuable  time  and  energy  In 
worry"  She  took  whatever  situation  was 
at  hand  and  never  complained.  She  had 
an  unerring  sense  of  Justice,  and  If  she 
criticized.  It  was  constructive  always. 

She  loved  people  especially,  and  to  mingle 
among  them.  She  had  perfect  loyalty  to  her 
friends  and  was  always  there  with  sage 
advice  and  to  put  In  aword  In  their  behalf. 
One  of  her  favorite  remarks  was,  "Dont 
you  think  people  are  wonderful  to  me?" 
Another  was,  "I  have  had  such  a  happy  life." 

She  lived  actively  and  with  great  zest 
until  the  very  end  of  her  81  years. 

Every  moment  of  her  life  wherever  possible 
Dolly  Gann  was  trying  to  further  the  prin- 
ciples and  interests  of  the  Republican  Party. 

She  was  never  too  busy  or  Important  to 
go  to  a  meeting,  to  speak  when  asked,  to 
collect  a  vote  or  a  dollar,  or  sell  a  ticket — or 
knit  a  bootlc  for  a  baby  or  a  scarf  for  a  soldier. 
Mrs  Gann  had  more  honor  stripes  for  knit- 
ting for  the  Senate  ladies'  Red  Cross  than 
any  other  member. 

She  admired  enormously  our  Republican 
leaders  and  backed  them  up  at  every  opjxjr- 
tunlty. 

A  long-time  president  of  the  League  of 
Republican  Women  and  member  of  the  board 
of  directors,  she  worked  hard  and  made  a 
successful  Job  of  it,  as  many  of  us  old  timers 
know. 

But  after  she  retired  she  made  her  great 
Influence  felt  from  her  home  and  It  was 
alwavs  kindly  and  helpful. 

She  worshipped  her  brother,  the  late  Vice 
President  Charles  Curtis,  and  htr  husband, 
the  late  William  Gann,  and  was  a  wonderful 
wife  and  sister. 

She  was  a  splendid  housekeeper  and  al- 
though she  had  no  children  of  her  own.  she 
was  Aunt  Dolly  to  many  loving  nieces  and 
nephews.  She  loved  young  people  and  they 
returned  it. 

Dolly  was  admired  by  both  Republicans 
and  Democrats — the  latter  recognized  her 
splendid  qualities.  She  was  unanimously 
elected  President  of  the  Senior  Congress 
Club. 

Her  passing  will  be  a  great  loss  in  many 
of  our  lives  but  the  spirit  of  Dolly  Gann 
will  go  marching  on  and  wUl  be  our  Inspira- 
tion always. 


NATIONAL     BOY     SCOUT     WEEK- 
STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  THYE 
Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  there  be  printed  in 


the  body  of  the  Recokd  at  this  point  a 
statement  by  .the  senior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  (Mr.  Thye]  in  recognition  of 
National  Boy  Scout  Week. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Tht« 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  one  of  America's  great 
agencies,  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America,  which 
operates  under  a  Federal  charter  granted  by 
Congress.  The  Boy  Scouts  of  America  was 
established  43  years  ago.  and  Boy  Scout  Week 
Is  now  being  observed  throughout  the  Nation. 
Many  of  you  are  actively  connected  with 
Scouting  and  I  am  sure  that  all  of  you  are 
aware  of  the  effective  program  of  character 
development,  citizenship  training,  and  phys- 
ical fitness  which  It  Is  conducting  for  the 
boys  of  this  Nation.  Over  20,000.000  boys 
and  men  during  the  past  43  years  have  un- 
selfishly rendered  service  to  their  communi- 
ties as  members  of  this  organization.  The 
present  membership  is  over  three  million,  and 
In  these  critical  days  It  is  reassuring  to  know 
that  we  have  such  a  great  force  for  good 
working  in  all  sections  of  the  United  States. 
The  Boy  Scouts  of  America  is  open  to  boys 
of  every  race,  color,  and  religious  belief.  The 
movement  has  reached  into  every  village, 
town,  and  city  neighborhood.  Scout  groups 
are  sponsored  by  churches,  schools,  veteran 
posts,  service  clubs,  granges,  Industrial,  labor, 
and  other  civic  Institutions. 

One  of  the  finest  Nation-wide  good  turns 
was  performed  last  November  when  Scouts 
delivered  30,000,000  Liberty  Bell  doorknob 
hangers  In  connection  with  the  nonpartisan 
get-out-the-vote  campaign.  Scouts  have 
rendered  outstanding  civic  service  also  in 
recruiting  blood  donors,  and  In  training  for 
clvU  defense. 

I  know  of  no  agency  which  is  doing  a 
more  effective  job  of  character  development, 
citizenship  training  and  physical  fitness.  I 
ask  my  distinguished  colleagues  to  Join  me 
in  extending  to  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America 
our  profound  appreciation  and  greetings  on 
this  occasion  of  their  forty-third  anni- 
versary. 

President  Elsenhower,  in  his  first  message 
to  the  Boy  Scouts  of  Amercia  as  their  new 
honorary  president,  told  Its  3.200.000  mem- 
bers that  "if  you  will  follow  the  Scout  oath, 
America  will  be  better  able  to  meet  Its  full 
responsibility  In  cooperation  with  other  na- 
tions In  maintaining  peace  on  earth." 

I  should  like  to  have  President  Eisenhower's 
message  to  the  Boy  Scouts,  which  was  re- 
leased to  the  press  on  Saturday.  Included 
In  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  on  the 
occasion  of  Boy  Scout  Week: 

The  White  House. 

Washington, 
To  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America: 

It  is  with  great  personal  pleasure  that  I 
extend  to  you  my  warmest  congratulations  on 
your  forty-third  anniversary  and  greet  you 
on  the  occasion  of  Boy  Scout  Week  1953. 

Your  present  crusade  "Forward  on  Llljerty's 
Team  "  Is  proving  to  be  most  effective.  Amer- 
icans everywhere  must  be  proud  to  know  that 
the  Boy  Scouts  of  America  registered  Its 
three-millionth  active  member  during  the 
past  year.  I  understand  that  the  present 
membership  has  now  reached  a  new  high  of 
3.2O0.0OO  Scouts,  Explorers,  and  leaders,  and 
that  since  1910  there  have  been  20,200,000 
American  boys  and  men  enrolled. 

This  birthday  message  Is  addressed  to 
every  Scout  and  leader  In  the  Boy  Scouts  of 
America.  I  urge  you  all  to  live  up  to  the 
high  Ideals  for  which  Scouting  stands — 
your  duty  as  patriotic  citizens.  If  you  wUl 
follow  the  Scout  oath,  America  will  be  better 
able  to  meet  Its  full  responsibility  In  coopera- 
tion with  other  nations  In  maintaining  peac* 
on  eartii. 

DWICHT  D,  ElSENBOWZE. 


KJGHT  OP  THE  DAIRYMEN  OF  NEW 
YORK  STATE 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted  to 
address  the  Senate  for  about  3  or  4 
minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
midst  of  our  many  concerns  over  devel- 
opments abroad  and  the  critical  issues 
of  the  present  moment,  I  think  it  would 
be  well  to  see  what  is  happening  to  some 
of  our  forgotten  people  here  at  home, 
I  refer  at  the  moment  to  our  dairy 
farmers." 

I  was  alarmed  to  read  the  testimony 
offered  by  a  spokesman  for  the  Agricul- 
ture Department  before  the  Senate  Agri- 
culture Committee  during  the  past  week 
describing  the  increasingly  critical  situ- 
ation confronting  the  American  farmer. 
Prices  being  received  by  the  farmers  are 
declining  steadily,  while  the  costs  of  what 
the  farmer  must  buy  continue  to  rise. 

Among  all  the  elements  of  the  farm 
population,  none  has  a  greater  claim  on 
our  attention  than  the  dairy  farmers.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
new  administration  and  of  the  Nation  at 
large  to  the  plight  of  the  dairymen  of 
New  York,  who  are  the  backbone  of  one 
of  New  York  State's  great  industries,  and 
who  are  at  the  heart  of  the  agricultural 
economy  of  my  State. 

I  was  interested  in  reading  some 
figures  which  were  put  out  not  long  ago 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  show- 
ing the  return  which  farmers  receive 
for  their  labor.  They  have,  of  course, 
made  great  strides  since  the  early  1930's. 
Their  return  per  hour  of  work  is  several 
times  as  great  as  it  was  in  the  period 
1932-36.  But  it  is  still  very  far  below 
the  level  it  should  be. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
dairy  farmer  in  New  York  State  received 
in  1951  a  return  of  only  78  cents  per 
hour  for  his  work,  including  all  his  in- 
vestment. This  compared  with  a  return 
during  the  same  year  of  $2.20  per  hour 
for  those  Corn  Belt  farmers  who  raise 
grain  for  cash  sale,  and  $2.25  per  hour 
for  farmers  in  that  same  area  who  en- 
gage in  hog  and  beef  fattening.  Sheep 
ranching  paid  up  to  $3.57  an  hour  in 
the  northern  plains  coimtry.  But  the 
dairy  farmer  in  1951  received  a  return 
of  only  78  cents  an  hour  in  the  central 
northeast  area,  81  cents  an  hour  in  east- 
ern Wisconsin,  and  76  cents  an  hour  in 
western  Wisconsin. 

In  1952  dairy  prices  continued  to  go 
down  and  dairy  costs  continued  to  rise. 
I  do  not  have  any  exact  figures  com- 
parable to  those  I  have  cited  for  1952, 
but  I  am  sure  they  would  be  less.  I  have 
seen  an  estimate  from  the  head  of  the 
Dairymen's  League  of  New  York  that  the 
income  of  dairy  farmers  supplying  the 
New  York  City  milk  market  would  drop 
nearly  $6,000,000  in  the  first  half  of  1953. 
This  official  said  that  the  uniform  price 
received  by  dairjTnen  for  milk  in  Janu- 
ary 1953  will  probably  be  62  cents  less 
per  hundredweight  than  in  January  of 
last  year,  and  that  in  February  1953  the 
decline  would  be  75  cents  below  February 
1952. 
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These  figures  sboold  alarm  us  into 
remedial  action.  Tbe  Department  of 
Agriculture  should  immrrtiately  tAke 
steps  to  bring  relief  to  the  dairy  farmers 
of  New  York  State  and  to  other  areas 
where  such  relief  is  required.  An  ade- 
quate short-range  and  long-range  pro- 
gram should  be  instituted  to  meet  the 
short-range  price  sit-uation  and  the  long- 
range  cose  aJod  market  situation  of  the 
dairy  industry.  Neither  New  York  State 
nor  the  Nation  can  afford  a  condition  of 
severe  hardship  upon  the  dairying  in- 
dustry and  the  rast  numbers  ol  people 
dependent  upon  that  industry  in  New 
York  State  and  elsewhere. 

I  remember  the  days  of  tragic  distress 
among  the  dairy  fanners  of  New  York  in 
1932.  1933.  and  1934.  and  the  years  im- 
mediately thereafter.  As  Governor  of 
New  York  I  took  many  steps  calculated 
to  meet  that  distress,  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  the  national 
administration  took  parallel  measures. 
I  hope  we  shall  never  sec  such  conditions 
return  At  the  least  sign  of  them — and 
I  think  there  may  be  such  signs  now — 
preventive  measures  should  be  taken.  I 
hope  the  appropriate  officials  will  move 
to  discharize  their  responsibility  in  this 
▼ital  field  without  delay. 


SOIL  CONSERVATION 

Mr  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
ancient  times  Greece,  Palestine.  China, 
and  many  other  countries  of  Europje  and 
Asia  were  rich  farming  countries.  De- 
forestation and  soil  erosion  by  wind  and 
water  made  them  poor.  It  will  be  many 
years  before  they  fully  recover  f.^om  the 
ill  effects  of  the  neglect  of  their  soil  re- 
sources. In  the  meantune  the  people  of 
tho^e  countries  are  suffering  untold  pov- 
erty and  privation.  .  No  nation  can  pro- 
gre.ss  beyond  the  limits  of  its  sell.  The 
greater  majority  of  our  American  fann- 
ers and  stockmen  have  become  conscious 
of  the  fact  that  not  only  their  own  wel- 
fare but  that  of  the  Nation  is  tied  up  in 
the  soil  and  its  continued  production. 

The  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  our 
best  tool  for  continuing  the  education  of 
our  people  to  a  greater  consciousness  of 
the  need  for  soil  conservation,  as  well  as 
in  carrying  out  the  program  itself.  The 
SCS  has  done  a  good  job  and  has  accu- 
mulated a  wealth  of  experience  and  tech- 
nical ability  that  could  easily  be  dissi- 
pated if  this  agency  should  be  subordi- 
natfd  to  and  •coordinated"  with  and 
.split  up  amon?  other  agencies  responsi- 
ble for  this  program.  The  SCS  is  in  a 
better  position  to  proceed  with  an  orderly 
and  permanent  program  of  soil  conser- 
vation than  any  other  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Soil  conservation  is  a  scientific 
job.  The  program,  as  directed  by  the 
SCS.  has  been  the  scientific  application 
of  soil  conservation  principles  to  the 
land,  and  this  is  one  of  the  main  factors 
in  its  success. 

In  connection  with  this  most  impor- 
tant subject  I  ask  unanimous  coa^ent 
that  an  article  printed  in  the  Country 
Gentleman  for  December  1952,  by  Dr. 
Hugh  H.  Bennett,  former  Chief  of  the 
SCS.  and  entitled  "They  Are  Wrecking 
Soil  Conservation,"  be  Inserted  in  the 

RXCOBO. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
wa^  ordered  to  be  printed  -in  the  Rxcoio, 
as  foUows : 

Thxt  Kz  Wkkcwzmc  Son.  Combixtatiom 

SoU-oonserratlon  progr»«  in  our  country 
ta  in  KTl'JUS  danger.  Force*  are  at  w/rk  to 
weaJten,  render  impotent,  or  even  to  wreck 
the  Soli  Conservation  Service  and  lt«  pro- 
gram— llxe  first  such  program  undertaken 
anywhere  In  tbe  world  and  one  which  now 
is  being  Imitated  In  many  piarta  of  the  world. 

Tbe  boi  I -conservation  program  we  built  so 
carefully  on  a  sound  foundation  of  scientific 
research,  devotion  to  our  land,  and  coopera- 
tion of  fanners  lf>  threatened  by  powerful 
forces  »blcb  would  discard  many  time-te&ted 
in«tb^<ls  of  SCS.  would  thin  out  the  ability 
of  trained  technicians  Uj  do  a  g'xxl  J  jb  would 
diffuse  conservation  research,  and  could  lead 
the  program  into  the  blind  alley  of  poiuical 
control. 

It  seems  almost  incredible  that  I  should 
have  Uj  speak  out  and  express,  my  belief  that 
the  whol*-  great  structure  of  the  .SCS  Is  being 
uiidermined  I  don  t  like  the  role  of  a  critic. 
V.'hen  I  retired  f.'-'-m  the  Department  ol  Ai?rl- 
culture  lift  April,  a.'ter  having  served  neurly 
50  years  I  felt  that  I  was  entuied  to  catch  up 
on  my  hunting  and  Ushing.  In  which  Im 
about  15  years  behind 

Bjt  as  I  observe  what  Is  happening  to  the 
soil-conser-.  ition  program.  I  am  left  no 
choice.  I  couldn't  sleep  liight*  if  I  stayed 
eilent  while  the  Depart.Tseiit  of  Agriculture. 
In  the  gULve  of  "cfxjrdin.itif.in."  puts  C'  ii- 
servation  on  the  wrong  tratic.  A.'ter  all.  I 
spent  28  years  prearhmg  the  need  for  i.o;.ser- 
\;.tion  be;ore  the  Gjvernment  did  anythiTig 
aoout  It  I  spe:.t  18  years  h'lpii.g  tj  build 
t.'-.e  »-•  li-cvf^servation  prot;ram  I  !eel  thai  I 
have  a  siaice  in  the  future  ol  our  land. 

To  gr.e  you  this  uhole.  viialiy  imjwrtant 
picture,  let  s  Kxjk  b:.ck  briefly  The  Soil  Ojn- 
servation  Service  was  esuibiishcd  m  1935  by 
Congress  and  was  an  outgrowth  <_  f  the  earlier 
Soil  Erosim  Service,  started  in  1933.  the  lirst 
attempt  ty  any  nation  to  halt  the  appalling 
losses  of  6<.>il  and  soil  fertility  We  kne*  In 
tne  beginr.mg  that  vjU  conservation  would 
be  a  long  hard  J.b.  without  r^riy  bhort  cuts. 
FiTat.  research  would  ha-.c-  t')  be  c:irried  cut 
to  get  the  needed  answer.s  before  we  could 
make  prarucal  plans  for  farms  When  it 
came  to  actually  stoppiiiij  erosion,  practically 
nothing  was  known  about  the  whole  complt-x 
reiationhhip  between  water,  soil,  slujjes, 
plants,  metliods  of  tillage,  and  so  on. 

We  alsfj  knew  that  each  farm  pre.spnted  a 
septarate  and  distinct  problem  You  C'  uldn  t 
Just  give  a  farmer  a  batch  of  practices 
and  say.  "Here,  these  will  fix  your  s<jil 
No.  you  had  to  have  the  means  to  prescribe 
an  exact  conservation  plan  fur  each  l.irm. 
one  that  t'jok  Into  account  all  these  com- 
plex relan<jnshiF>8  for  that  farm,  and  for 
the  watershed  ol  which  the  farm  was  a 
part. 

We  recognized,  too.  that  the  farmer  would 
have  to  do  the  conservation  job.  The  Gov- 
ernment couldn't  do  it  for  him.  This  meant 
that  the  soil -conservation  program  had  to  be 
decentralized,  with  local  control  and  man- 
agement. This  was  done  through  the  de- 
velopment of  locally  organized  and  farmer- 
operated  8<jll-conservatlon  districts.  The 
SCS  would  furnli-h  the  technical  know-how 
to  aid  the  districts  in  getting  the  Job  done. 

We  have  every  reason  to  be  proud  of  the 
soil-conservation  program  carried  out  under 
thU  system.  Progress  wa.<5  slow  at  ftrst.  But 
each  forward  step  laid  the  way  for  several 
additional  etep«.  In  recent  years  the  pro- 
gram has  been  moving  at  a  propres-lvely 
faster  pace.  In  fact,  as  I  Icxjk  back  over  near- 
ly 50  years  of  study  and  work  on  the  land. 
our  progress  seems  miraculous. 

During  the  past  20  years  we  not  only  built 
a  foundation  of  research,  skill,  and  organi- 
zation—  we  also  completed  about  a  third  of 
the  toul  conjtervatioQ  Job,  a  Job   that   was 


more  tlian  200  years  in  the  making.  Tb« 
SCS  and  the  soll-cunserTatton  dlstrlcta  have 
done  their  work  efflclently.  Pur  every  $1  of 
taxpayers'  money  spent  by  tbe  SCS  more 
than  t5  worth  of  effective  and  lasting  con- 
servation has  been  applied  on  tbe  land. 
Farmers  and  ranchers  are  now  carrying  out 
permanent,  scientifically  planned  conaenra- 
tion  work  on  more  than  140.000,000  acres  in 
BOil-ccnu>er\atlon  districts  and  plans  have 
been  blueprinted  for  246.000.000  acres.  The 
SCS  and  the  dutricts  could  finish  the  re- 
maining conservation  Job  in  only  20  years,  if 
supplied  the  trained  manpower  and  the 
money  And  it  would  be  a  high-quality  con- 
!>er".ati'in  Job 

Thia  could  t>e  done.  If  SCS  were  left  alone 
to  go  ahead  with  Its  Jf  b  But  SCS  hasn't 
been  left  aloi:e  It  Is  being  coordinated 
with  the  ACP— <jr  Agricultural  Conservation 
Program — which  operates  under  the  Produc- 
tion and  Marketing  Administration  In  the 
process  there  Is  a  clear  and  present  danger 
that  SCS  will  become  a  mere  appendage  for 
the   more   p'^werful   PMA 

Let  s  lr>ok  at  ACP  a  moment  Some  folks 
find  it  hard  to  ui.cler:itand  why  we  need  two 
conservation  prn^rams.  both  aimed  at  the 
sanie  land  I-ra::kly,  so  do  I  Of  course  I 
ki.'W  that  when  the  AAA  was  outlawed  In 
1936  by  the  Suprtme  Court,  some  means  were 
needed  to  Ju.-tify  pa; 'ii -n's  to  farmers  co- 
np'>ra'ing  in  ad  u.-tment  programs.  Conser- 
vati'in  was  brc  mjiij;  popular,  so  it  was  Ix-r- 
rowed  a.s  a  ba-ii.«  f'  r  payments  But  while 
the  SCt  has  promoted  permanent  conserva- 
ti'iii  b.'-.-ied  on  cmpl^te  farm  plans  pln- 
p  iinted  to  the  Indiv.dual  farm  the  ACP  has 
been  a  shctgun  affair,  r-fferlng  farmers  a 
catalog  of  practices  fr'm  which  they  can  pick 
and  chf>'ise  antl  fnr  which  they  receive  pay- 
ment Many  nf  these  ACP  practices  are  desir- 
able, but  payme  a  farm'^r  year  after  year  fnr 
applyme  the  .same  practice  to  the  same  land 
J'ost  d'Te.sn't  add  up  to  progress  in  sell  con- 
servaliun.  f'.\en  such  permanent  installa- 
tions as  farm  prjnd.s  or  terrares  don't  add  up 
to  con.«ervat ion  unless  applied  in  the  right 
way.  at  the  ri.'ht  place  on  the  right  land 

ACP  i.s  a  nvnster  of  a  pr'tgram.  spending 
nro'.ind  a  quarter  ct  a  billmn  dollars  a  year 
whfre  .SCS  has  been  costing  abrut  KJO.OOO  OOO. 
hven  s<i.  ACP  i.s  merely  one  of  25  major  opera- 
tions a!:d  around  80  suUperatlons  adminis- 
tered by  PM.^  And  the  whole  theme  of 
PM.\  s  phllf-sophy  L«  economic  controls  ^ind 
subsidy  not  the  single-minded  eclentiftc  ap- 
proach to  loni^-ranjje  protection  atid  wise 
u.se  of  the  land. 

Obviously  It  I.s  wasteful  tn  have  two  Fed- 
eral agencies  filming  at  «oil  conservation. 
The  conservaMoii  propr.ims  !«h<'Uld  be  uni- 
fied But  it  apjicirs  to  me  that  the  p«'wer- 
hungry.  politically  m(  t!va-ed  FMA  now  Is 
entulhng  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  I 
am  sure  that  public  a-ceptance  of  SCS  Is 
such  that  PMA  w.  u!d  not  dare  to  try  to 
t.-tice  over  t^ie  .SCS  soil-con.servat ion  program 
all  at  once  Bit  PMA  can  achieve  the  same 
objective  by  clilppini;  away  at  SCS.  stripping 
the  smaller  ori;  ii.izatlon  of  its  essential 
funrtions,  one  by  one  and  chaiiglng  its  char- 
acter. 

This  chlnplntr  awiv  his  begun  In  earnest 
since  the  Secreiary  of  .\i:ricultures  much- 
publici/ed  M>>n)ur.ii.d:u'  No  1278  of  Febru- 
ary rj.=>l,  wi.,ch  w.iR  supposed  to  coordinate 
the  USDA  s  Conservation  programs.  Under 
this  meni-.rHiicium  all  a-jencles  of  the  USDA 
de:.lin!<  with  soil  resources  were  to  get  to- 
gether. 

As  I  understood  It  the  SCS  was  to  direct 
the  technical  phases  of  the  Department's 
permanent  soil-conservation  work.  At  the 
time  I  believed  this  cixjrdination  to  be  a  step 
in  the  right  direction,  but  in  actual  practice 
I  flm  Hiraid  It  hus  turned  out  to  be  a  trap 
for  SCS.  At  least,  when  SCS  was  responsible 
only  for  running  lu  own  program,  the  qual- 
ity of  con.servation  work  could  be  maintained 
at  a  hliih  level.  Now.  however,  SCS  has  been 
thinned  out  to  some  extent  and  la  tlu-eat- 
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ened  with  still  more  dilution.  SCS  technical 
men  have  been  overburdened,  I  fear,  with 
additional  work  for  the  PMA,  seriously  reduc- 
ing the  assistance  they  can  give  cooperators 
In  soli  conservation  districts.  The  effect  may 
be  to  improve  ACP  practices,  but  It  slows 
down  the  complete  farm  conservation  plans — 
the  only  kind  which  In  the  long  run  can  give 
the  Nation  security  of  Its  soil  resources. 

A  recent  reallnement  of  responsibility 
for  the  survey  and  research  work  In  the  USDA 
would  take  away  from  SCS  much  of  its  re- 
search in  soils,  crop  management,  and  water 
management— and  would  load  down  the  SCS 
with  responsibility  for  national  soil  surveys. 
On  paper  this  might  seem  logical — but  not  if 
you  really  understand  the  needs  of  soil  con- 
servation. The  SCS  evolved  a  unique  kind 
of  land  survey — the  land  capability  survey — 
a  relatively  simple,  streamlined  survey  de- 
signed for  one  purpose:  to  show  the  farmer 
how  his  land  is  classed  from  a  conservation 
standpoint.  Now.  to  divert  the  SCS  to  the 
J  >b  of  gathering  the  great  amount  of  techni- 
cal data  wanted  by  sol!  scientists  for  purely 
cla.'^.^iflcatlon  purposes  is  bound  to  slow  down 
practical  soil  conservation. 

Most  serious.  In  my  opinion,  are  the  moves 
to  take  research  away  from  the  SCS  on  the 
ground  that  It  isn't  a  research  agency.  To 
strip  SCS  of  research  would  be  like  taking  the 
tools  out  of  a  farmer's  shop  on  the  grounds 
that  he  should  take  all  of  his  repair  and 
maintenance  work  to  the  factories  that  made 
hi^  machines  The  nrst  need  of  SCS  was 
special  re.-^earch— in  fact,  before  soil-conser- 
vation work  started,  there  weren't  even  any 
applicable  data  on  the  rate  of  soil  loss  from 
d'fTerent  sloj)es  and  soils  under  various  con- 
ditions of  rainfall  and  cropping.  A  progres- 
sive soil -conservation  program  will  always 
have  need  for  a  closely  geared  research  divl- 
Ki<in  to  Ket  answers  to  the  special  problems 
that  constantly  come  up  In  Qeld  work. 

One  of  the  principal  reasons  advanced  by 
those  who  would  submerge  the  SCS  in  the 
PMA  is  the  char^'e  that  soil -conservation 
work  isn't  moving  fast  enough — and  by  some 
strange  lo^ic  they  reason  that  a  mongrelizxl 
or  divided  program  would  do  the  job  faster. 

Every  year  of  experience  I  have  had  con- 
vinces me  that  the  future  of  our  land  de- 
mands a  clean-cut  program  aimed  directly 
at   one  goal — con.'ervatlon. 

The  soll-con.»ervatlon  program,  if  con- 
tinued at  the  rate  It  has  been  going  re- 
cently, could  be  completed  in  about  35  years 
to  the  stage  where  only  maintenance  would 
e  required.  However.  I  am  convinced  that 
there  would  be  great  savings  of  land  and 
ninney  if  the  piogram  were  speeded  up  to 
aim  at  a  20-year  goal.  As  I  have  figured  It, 
the  longer  period  would  require  the  Invest- 
ment of  280,000  man-years  of  technical  aid 
to  farmers,  while  the  20-year  period  would 
take  only  2  0.000.  Thus,  there  would  be  a 
saving  of  50.000  man-year.s — and  there  would 
also  be  a  saving  of  6.000.000  acres  of  land 
waich  would  be  lost  or  so  seriously  damaged 
by  erosion  as  to  have  little  %'alue  if  we  waited 
an  extra  15  years  to  complete  the  program. 
Altogether,  the  faster  conservation  job  would 
sa  e  us  more  than  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of 
costs  and  land. 

Under  tl  e  speed-up  plan  the  annual  cost 
of  soil-conservation  work  would  rise  as  fast  as 
SCS  could  train  men  for  the  technical  work. 
The  expansion  would  rise  In  5  or  6  years  to  a 
top  of  about  15.000  technical  man-years  a 
year,  and  u  cost  of  about  •100.000.000  a  year. 
This  maximum  would  be  maintained  for  only 
3  years  or  so  and  then  would  steadily  decline. 
At  the  end  of  20  years,  the  basic  conservation 
program  would  be  completed  and  work  would 
level  out  to  a  maintenance  basis  at  around 
6.000  technical  man-years,  costing  about 
135.000,000  or  •40.000.000  a  year— a  cheap 
enough  national  fee  for  nralntaining  our  soil 
reeources  in  a  healthy  state.  Even  in  its  most 
expensive  year  the  speeded-up  soil-conserva- 
tion program  would  not  approach  the  annual 
expenditures  of  the  ACP. 


Por  the  long-run  future  it  should  be  ob- 
vious that  we  cannot  continue  the  amazing 
duplication  of  two  conservation  programs. 
We  must,  sooner  or  later,  come  to  Just  one 
program.  It  seems  to  me  that  common  sense 
dictates  that  It  should  be  the  program  of  the 
SCS. 

If  national  policy  dictates  continuance  of 
conservation  payments  to  farmers,  let  these 
be  made  on  a  selective  basis,  aimed  at  the 
actual  needs  of  the  land.  Let  them  be  made 
for  Installation  and  complete  land-protection 
and  sound  land-use  programs  on  farms  in 
line  with  technical  requirements  of  genuine 
conservation.  Let  them  be  used  to  help  fi- 
nance the  heavy  land-treatment  costs  in- 
volved In  watershed  Improvement  for  up- 
stream flood  control.  Let  them  aid  farmers 
in  developing  needed  new  lands. 

But  lets  stop  this  foolish  business  of  try- 
ig  to  buy  conservation  on  a  catch-as-catch- 
can  basis  at  so  much  per  acre  for  any  and 
all  acres.    It  Just  can't  be  done  that  way. 

Above  all,  let's  take  a  new  sober  look  at 
what  has  been  happening  to  the  Soil  Conser- 
vation Service  and  its  program.  The  soil- 
conservation  program  we  had  before  the 
wreckers  got  to  work  Is  still  the  program  we 
need  for  the  future.  Let's  restore  It  and  give 
It  a  green  light  to  go  ahead  with  Its  Job — a 
Job  that  Is  vital  to  the  future  of  otir  Nation. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT  Mr.  President,  before  re- 
suming consideration  of  the  bill  dealing 
with  the  suspension  of  certain  import 
taxes  on  copper  I  should  like  to  get  the 
executive  business  out  of  the  way  and 
return  later  to  the  consideration  of  legis- 
lative business. 

I  therefore  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED— 
WITHDRAWAL  OF  NOMINATIONS 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees;  and  messages 
withdrawing  the  nominations  of  J.  How- 
ard Rossbach.  of  New  York,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission;  Michael  V.  DiSalle,  of  Ohio, 
to  be  Economic  Stabilization  Adminis- 
trator, and  John  E.  Home,  of  Alabama, 
to  be  Administrator.  Small  Defense 
Plants  Administration,  which  were  sent 
to  the  Senate  on  January  9.  1953 ;  John 
Carson,  of  Michigan,  to  be  a  Federal 
Trade  Commissioner;  which  was  sent  to 
the  Senate  on  January  13,  1953.  and 
Robert  Kiyoichi  Murakami,  of  Hawaii, 
to  be  third  judge  of  the  first  circuit, 
circuit  courts,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  which 
was  sent  to  the  Senate  on  January  9 
1953. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.^ 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS   OP 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

Donold  B.  Lourle.  of  Illinois,  to  he  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration;   and 


James  J.  Wadsworth,  of  New  York,  to  be 
the  deputy  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  United  Nations  with 
the  rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary and  Plenipotentiary,  and  deputy  rep- 
resentative of  the  United  States  of  America 
In  the  Security  Council  of  the  United  Nations. 

By  Mr.  SALTON8TALL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services: 

H.  Lee  White,  of  New  Jersey",  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Robert  Clement  Watson,  of  Maryland,  to 
be    Commissioner   of   Patents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  INTERIOR 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Ralph  A.  Tudor  to  be  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Fred  G.  Aandahl  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Orme  Lewis  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Clarence  A.  Davis  to  be  Solicitor  for 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Craig  R.  Sheaffer  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retarj'  of  Commerce. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  President 
be  immediately  notified  of  all  nomina- 
tions confirmed  this  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  notified 
forthwith. 


NOMINATION  OF  HOWARD  H.  GOR- 
DON TO  BE  A  MEMBER  OF  THE 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS,  COMMOD- 
ITY CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  name 
of  one  of  the  nominees  to  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration was  inadvertently  omitted  from 
the  list  which  was  sent  to  the  Senate  the 
other  day.  I  refer  to  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Howard  H.  Gordon,  of  Virginia.  His 
name  has  been  sent  by  the  President  to 
the  Senate  today.  In  anticipation  of  the 
sending  of  the  nomination  to  the  Senate, 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Pores- 
try  has  already  examined  Mr.  Gordon. 
We  would  like  to  have  his  nomination 
confirmed. 

I  know  of  no  opposition  to  the  nomi- 
nation. All  the  hearings  are  printed, 
and  were  available  last  week. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to 
consider  the  nomination  of  Howard  H. 
Gordon,  of  Virginia. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  noml- 
sation  will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Howard  H.  CJordon.  of  Virginia, 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  EKrectors 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  nomination? 

Without  objection,  the  nomination  Is 
considered  and  confirmed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  now  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  President  be 
notified  immediately  of  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  resume  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resimied  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


SUSPENSION  OP  IMPORT  TAXES  ON 
COPPER 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  <H.  R.  568)  to  continue  until 
the  close  of  June  30.  1954,  the  suspension 
of  certain  import  taxes  on  copper. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
measure  before  the  Senate  is  House  bill 
568,  to  continue  until  the  close  of  June 
30,  1954,  the  suspension  of  certain  im- 
port taxes  on  copper. 

The  same  sort  of  suspension  legislation 
has  been  passed  and  approved  on  three 
prior  occasions.  In  the  Eightieth  Con- 
gress. Public  Law  42,  approved  April  29, 
1947,  provided  for  a  susi>ension  from 
April  30,  1947.  to  March  31,  1949. 

In  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  Public 
Law  33.  approved  March  31,  1949,  pro- 
vided for  a  suspension,  for  the  period 
from  April  1,  1949,  through  June  30.  1950. 

In  the  Eighty-second  Congress.  Public 
Law  38,  approved  May  22,  1951.  sus- 
pended the  import  duty  on  copper  from 
April    1,    1951,    through    February    15, 

1953.  or  the  sooner  termination  of  the 
emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President. 

The  pending  bill  would  suspend  the 
2-cent  tax  on  copper.  I  should  ex- 
plain that  4  cents  is  the  tax  fixed  by  the 
law,  but  this  has  been  changed  to  2  cents 
because  of  reciprocal  trade  agreements. 

The  proposal  is  to  amend  the  law  so  as 
to  continue  the  suspension  until  June  30, 

1954.  The  Committee  on  Finance  has 
approved  the  extension.  There  is  before 
the  Senate  a  majority  report,  and  also 
minority  views  referring  to  one  of  the 
very  important  features  of  this  subject. 
but  which  I  suggest  is  not  directly  in- 
volved in  the  immediate  matter  being 
considered,  although  it  should  not  be 
neglected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  4tetinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  trVl  favor  of  continuing  the 
suspflDBloa  of  the  tariff  on  copper? 


Mr.  MTT.T.ncTTJ  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
particular  measure. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  wish  to  congratu- 
late the  Senator  from  Colorado  in  join- 
ing those  who  favor  a  low  tariff  and  free 
trade,  and  I  hope  that  this  evidence  of 
his  conversion  will  continue  during  the 
session. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  always  supported  the 
reciprocal-trade  system  when  it  had 
proper  provisions  in  it  for  safeguarding 
American  payrolls.  He  has  always  op- 
posed it  when  such  safeguards  were  not 
provided.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  supported  this  particular 
measure  with  some  reluctance  and  re- 
gret because  the  situation  involved  could 
have  been  avoided  by  proper  prior  poli- 
cies affecting  our  domestic  production  of 
minerals. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  permit  me  to  quote  a  lit- 
tle poetry  at  this  time? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    By  all  means. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  I  was  a  boy  in 
Maine  I  used  to  sing  a  hymn  in  the  Con- 
gregational Church  which  I  attended, 
two  lines  of  which  ran: 

And  while  the  lamp  holds  out  to  burn 
The  vilest  sinner  may  return. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  di^^tin- 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois,  and  I  hope 
that  he  will  never  forget  the  Biblical  les- 
son which  he  has  learned,  from  which  he 
departs  sometimes. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
first  public  legislation  passed  by  the 
House  in  this  Congress  was  H.  R.  568.  on 
January  19,  recognizing  the  urgent  need 
for  prompt  action.  Chairman  Reed  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  pre- 
sented the  bill  which  had  been  reported 
unanimously  from  his  committee,  and 
he  was  joined  by  the  ranking  minoiity 
spokesman.  Representative  Cooper,  of 
Tennessee,  in  asking  immediate  consid- 
eration of  the  measure.  The  House  ac- 
tion was  unanimous. 

Now  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance,  after  2  days  of  hearings,  has 
reported  the  House  bill  without  amend- 
ment. I  urge  the  Senate  to  follow  the 
course  adopted  by  the  House  so  that  the 
bill  may  be  disposed  to  today,  and  with- 
out amendment. 

What  does  the  bill  do?  It  simply 
amends  existing  law  by  extending  until 
June  30.  1954,  the  suspension  of  the  im- 
port tax  on  copper.  The  present  sus- 
pension will  expire  on  February  15,  just 
5  days  from  today,  and  I  am  hopeful  we 
shall  act  affirmatively  today. 

Copper  imports  are  essential  to  our 
Nation  and  to  my  State.  Domestic  mine 
production  in  1952  met  only  60  percent 
of  oor  requirements,  a  condition  which 
has  long  prevailed.  I  have  in  my  hand 
an  abstract  of  the  report  of  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  as  It  appeared  in  February  6, 
1953  issue  of  the  American  Metal  Market, 
showing  total  domestic  mine  production 
of  only  924,469  tons.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  article  appear  in  the 
RccoRD  at  this  point. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mine  Pboouctioh  or  Coppkb  nt   UirmcD 
STAira,  195a 

Washinoton — Despite  continuing  require- 
ments for  copper  In  excess  of  supplies  and 
despite  all  eflorU  to  Increase  the  latter,  mine 
production  of  copper  declined  slightly  In 
1952,  amounting  to  924.500  ton*  compared 
with  928,330  tons  In  1951,  according  to  the 
Bureau  of  Mines.  United  State*  Department 
of  the  Interior.  The  year  »a«  relatively  free 
of  labor  strikes,  and  the  dominant  reason 
that  production  failed  to  maintain,  or  better 
the  1951  record  was  that  the  grade  of  ore 
produced  at  some  Important  mines  declined 
In  1952. 

In  Arizona,  the  leading  copper  State,  more 
copper  ore  was  produced  than  ever  before, 
but  output  of  copper  declined  6  percent. 
Copper  production  In  Utah  and  New  Mexico, 
the  second  and  third  largest  producers,  rose 
5  ijercent,  while  in  Montana  (fourth  In  Im- 
portance)   It   gained    10  percent. 

Production  at  the  Greater  Butte  project 
of  the  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company 
began  in  the  Hrst  half  of  1952  and  caused 
Montana's  rise  in  output.  The  Utah  Copper 
mine  of  the  Kennecott  Copper  Corp  at 
Bm(?ham.  Utah,  was  strike-free  In  1952  In 
contrast  with  several  earlier  yeara.  which 
permitted  the  gain  In  the  State  total.  The 
Chino  mine  at  Santa  Rita.  N  Mex  (Kenne- 
cott I  operated  7  days  a  week  throughout  the 
year  and  some  increased  output  resulted 
from   the   uninterrupted   work. 

General  factors  affecting  the  copper  In- 
dustry In  1952  were  discussed  In  MMS  2132 
published  a  few  days  ago.  That  report  con- 
tains data  also  on  smelter,  refinery,  and  sec- 
ondary production,  as  well  as  figures  on  im- 
ports, con.sumptlon.  and  stocks. 

The  following  tables  and  State  reviews  for 
1952  were  obtained  from  current  preliminary 
report.s  on  mine  production  of  gold,  sliver, 
copper.  lead,  and  zinc  prepared  In  the  re- 
gional (.ffic;^  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  The 
mine  data  Included  in  the  regular  monthly 
series  of  reports  on  copper  likewise  are  pre- 
pared In  the  Bureau  s  regional  ofBces.  The 
fit;urps  are  given  In  terms  of  recoverable  cop- 
per Content  of  ores  and  concentrates. 

Arizona:  As  usual  Arizona  was  the  lead- 
ing copt>er-producing  State  In  the  United 
States  In  li*52  Output  dropped  6  percent 
hut  except  for  1951.  1950,  1943.  and  1929  was 
the  highest  on  record.  Prtxluctlon  of  coppter 
ore.  44  525.000  tons  compared  with  42,791,070 
In  1951.  was  the  lari^est  on  record,  but  a  de- 
cline in  the  grade  r.f  ore  mined  at  some  of  the 
large  properties  caused  the  drop  In  recover- 
able copper. 

The  Morencl  mine  continued  to  be  the 
largest  producer,  although  production  was 
13  percent  le.ss  than  In  1951.  followed  by  the 
New  Cornelia.  Ray  (Kennecott).  Inspiration, 
Copper  Queen.  Castle  Dome.  Miami,  Magma, 
Bagdad,  and  United  Verde  mines.  Outstand- 
ing gains  were  made  at  the  Castle  Dome,  In- 
spiration, and  New  Cornelia  properties. 

The  copper  mountain  (Morencl)  main- 
tained Its  rank  as  the  chief  copper-produc- 
ing district  In  1952  with  125.535  tons  (143,- 
921  tons  in  1951).  The  other  districts.  In 
order  of  Importance  with  1951  production  In 
parenthe.se.s.  were  Globe-Mlaml  92.750  (90,- 
225).  AJo  64.150  (63.093),  Mineral  Creek 
(Ray)  47.400  (50.580).  Warren  (Blsbee) 
27.330  (27.271).  Pioneer  (Superior)  17,000 
(17.662).  Eureka  (Bagdad)  8.950  (9,087),  and 
Verde  (Jerome)   4.400  (9,742). 

Open-pit  operations  In  1952  produced 
more  copper  ore  than  In  any  other  year;  out- 
put at  the  six  open  pits — AJo,  Bagdad,  In- 
spiration. Miami  (Castel  Dome),  Morencl. 
and  Ray  was  36,700.000  tons  compared  with 
34.939.237  In  1951.  Both  open-pit  and  un- 
derground methods  are  used  at  Inspliatlou 
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and  Ray.  All  six  copper  smelters — Interna- 
tional Smelting  &  Refining  Co.  at  Miami, 
Magma  Copp)er  Co.  at  Superior,  Phelps- 
Dodge  Corp.  at  AJo,  Douglas  and  Morencl. 
and  American  Smelting  &  Refining  Co.  at 
Hayden — operated  coiltlnuously  throughout 
the  year. 

California:  Except  for  small  lots  of  copper 
are  treated  In  1952  California's  production 
came  mainly  from  ores  mined  principally 
lor  other  metals. 

Colorado:  Copper  production  rose  5  per- 
cent In  1952.  The  Treasury  Tunnel  Black 
Bear  (Idarado)  was  the  only  substantial 
producer  In  the  State. 

Eastern  States:  Production  of  copper  by 
the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  at  Its  Cornwall 
mine  (Pennsylvania).  Tennessee  Copper  Co. 
nt  Its  Tennessee  mines,  and  Vermont  Cop- 
per Co.  at  the  Elizabeth  mine  was  14.946 
tons  compared  with  16,140  In  1951,  or  a  drop 
of  7  percent.  The  steel  strike  In  midyear 
which  closed  the  Cornwall  mine  was  the 
dominant  factor   In   the   decrease. 

Idaho:  Tht  sharp  rise  in  production  In 
1952  was  caused  by  Increased  production  at 
the  Blackbird-Chicago  jnlne.  Blackbird  dis- 
trict. Lemhi  County,  this  mine  t)egan  to 
produce  late  In  1951  and  accounted  for  38 
percent  of  the  total  production  of  Idaho  In 
1952.  Most  of  the  remainder  of  the  output 
came  from  the  Coeur  d'Alene  region. 

Michigan:  The  decrease  of  13  percent  In 
1952  was  caused  mainly  by  a  labor  strike, 
from  September  9  to  November  10,  at  prop- 
erties of  the  Calumet  &  Hecla  Consolidated 
Copper  Co.,  and  to  curtailment  of  operations 


at  the  Champion  mine  of  the  Copper  Range 
Co.  during  a  railroad  strike  from  March  10 
to  April  29.  The  Qulncy  Mining  Co.  operated 
Its  tailings  plant  continuously  throughout 
the  year. 

Missouri:  Lead -copper  ores  of  southeast 
Missouri  yielded  1,726  tons  of  copper  in 
1952,  compared  with  2,422  In  1951. 

Montana:  Montana  was  the  fourth  largest 
copper-producing  State  In  1952  among  lead- 
ing States.  Expanded  production,  10  per- 
cent more  than  In  1951,  can  be  ascribed  very 
largely  to  the  start  of  production  at  the 
Greater  Butte  project  In  the  first  half  of  the 
year. 

Nevada:  Output  In  1952  was  virtually  un- 
changed from  1951.  Production  came  prin- 
cipally from  the  Ruth  and  Klmbley  open-pit 
mines  of  the  Kennecott  Copper  Corp.  (Ne- 
vada mines  division ) ,  and  the  Morris  Brooks 
and  Ruth  Pit  Eictenslon  pits,  operated  by 
the  Consolidated  Coppermlnes  Corp.  Small 
shipments  of  copper  ore  were  made  from 
other  properties,  and  some  production  re- 
sulted from  materials  treated  mainly  for  oth- 
er metals.  Kennecott  continued  to  develop 
the  Deep  Ruth  underground  mine  and  to 
project  plans  for  opening  the  Veteran  pit. 
All  of  the  forezoing  properties  are  In  the 
Robinson  district.  White  Pine  County.  The 
Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co.  pursued  devel- 
opment of  the  Yerlngton  mine.  Lyon  County, 
not  scheduled  for  production  before  the  end 
of  1953. 

New  Mexico:  New  Mexico  was  the  third 
most  Important  copper-producing  State  In 
1952.     Production  was  6  percent  more  than 


in  1051  and  exceeded  output  In  any  year  ex- 
cept 1942.  By  far  the  largest  producer  was 
the  Chlno  open-pit  mine  at  the  Kennecott 
Copper  Corp.  (Chlno  mines  division  at  Santa 
Rita),  which  operated  continuously  7 
days  a  week  throughout  the  year.  Copper 
was  also  produced  at  the  Banner-Miser's 
Chest  group  of  the  Banner  Mining  Co.,  the 
Atwood  mine  near  Lordsburg,  and  some  flux- 
ing ore  was  shipped  from  the  Stauber  open 
pit.  Copper  ore  mined  was  at  a  record  rate 
in  1952;  8,390,000  tons  compared  with  over 
8.024,111    In    1951. 

Utah:  Utah  easily  maintained  its  rank  as 
the  second  most  Important  copper-produc- 
ing State,  accounting  for  nearly  three-quar- 
ters as  much  copper  as  Arizona  and  nearly 
four  times  as  much  as  New  Mexico,  ranking 
first  and  third,  respectively.  Most  of  the 
copper  production  Is  derived  from  copper  ore 
produced  at  the  Utah  Copper  open  pit  (Ken- 
necott Copper  Corp.  at  Bingham) ,  which  op- 
erated continuously  throughout  the  year  and 
Is  regularly  the  leading  copper-producing 
mine  In  the  United  States.  Among  other 
Utah  properties,  only  the  United  States  St 
Lark  group  produced  more  than  500  tons  of 
copper.  These  two  mines  accounted  for  more 
than  99  percent  of  the  State  total.  More 
than  97  percent  of  the  total  ore  mined  and 
treated — 33,000,000  tons  In  1952  compared 
with  31,456.857  in  1951 — was  copper  ore. 

Washington:  The  Increase  of  11  percent 
In  Washington  In  1962 — 4.525  torxs,  compared 
with  4.089  in  1951 — resulted  from  increased 
output  at  the  Holden  mine  of  the  Howe 
Sound  Co. 
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Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Finance  Committee  report  makes  it  clear 
that  our  monthly  requirement  runs 
around  174,000  tons,  so  that  we  must 
import  each  year,  about  600.000  tons  of 
copper.  With  an  import  tax  of  $40.00  a 
ton,  a  great  burden  will  be  placed  un- 
n'^ces.sarily  upon  our  economy  unless  this 
bill  is  passed.  Why  should  we  be  penal- 
ized fcr  importing  a  critical  metal  when 
our  mines  are  unable  to  meet  our  needs? 

Mr.  President,  copper  affects  the  lives 
ol  all  of  us,  both  in  war  and  in  peace. 
Automobiles  take  18  percent  of  our  total 
.«'ipply;  electric  manufacturers  consume 
27  percent,  telephones  5  percent,  light 
and  power  lines  8  percent;  construction 
takes  11  percent,  other  wire  uses  13  per- 
cent, and  all  other  needs  consume  the 
remainder.    The  continued  employment 


of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  workers  de- 
pends upon  assurances  of  uninterrupted 
supplies  of  copper. 

If  we  fail  to  act,  contracts  will  be  dis- 
rupted, price  changes  will  occur  across 
the  entire  economy,  and  production 
schedules  in  our  industries  will  be  seri- 
ously and  adversely  affected.  Copper 
from  such  an  important  source  as  Chile 
may  in  larger  quantities  find  a  way  into 
the  world  market,  and  the  rate  of  im- 
I>orts  wotild  thus  be  decreased. 

So,  Mr.  President,  to  meet  the  needs 
of  our  defense  procurement,  to  assure 
the  boys  in  Korea  that  we  will  not  have 
to  ration  ammunition,  and  to  provide 
for  essential  civilian  needs,  let  us  take 
action  to  assure  continuous  supplies  of 
copper.  Let  us  pass  this  bill  without 
amendment — today. 


Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  a?k 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
whether  one  of  the  reasons  for  question- 
ing the  wisdom  of  continuing  the  2  cents- 
a-p>ound  import  duty  on  copper  might 
not  be  that  it  presents  in  itself  an  un- 
usual anomaly.  We  are  protecting  for- 
eign copper  which  does  not  cost  less  but 
more  than  domestic  copper.  Why  should 
any  duty  be  placed  on  copper  selling  at 
36 '-i  cents  a  pound  when  the  domestic 
price  is  24  cents  a  pound?  Protecting 
copper  which  costs  more  than  domestic 
copper  seems  to  me  to  represent  a  most 
unusual  anomaly. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  T  believe  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Vermont  has 
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pointed  out  one  of  the  most  atrocious 
phases  of  government  policy  which  has 
characterized  our  national  activities.  I 
can  think  of  nothing  which  reaches  the 
height  of  idiocy  that  is  reached  by  our 
present  policy,  under  which  we  maintain 
a  ceiling  on  domestically  produced  cop- 
per while  allowing  the  importation  of 
foreign  produced  copper,  for  which  we 
pay  36  cents-plus  a  pound,  while  our 
domestic  ceiling  is  fixed  at  24  cents  a 
pound. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  fur- 
ther to  explain  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  if  he  needs  explanation,  that 
I  signed  the  minority  views,  on  which 
I  hope  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  will  speak,  merel:'  to  empha- 
size my  conviction  that  in  the  difference 
between  24*2  cents  and  36 ''2  cents  lies 
the  important  problem  with  relation  to 
the  price  of  copper,  and  that  the  2  cents 
a  pound  is  merely  a  fly  bite  or  flea  bite. 
or  something  of  that  sort,  whose  only 
beneficial  effect,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to 
determine  from  the  testimony,  lies  in 
making  it  possible  to  produce  for  the 
American  consumer  some  goods  made 
out  of  copper  at  a  cost  very  minutely 
lower  than  would  prevail  under  normal 
conditions. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  There  are  circum- 
stances in  which  the  2-cent  copper  duty 
might  become  important.  My  own 
judgment  is  that  at  the  present  time  it 
is  a  very  small  tail  on  a  very  large  dcg. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  associate  myself  wholeheartedly 
with  the  views  expressed  by  my  distin- 
guished colleague,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Furtell]  and.  of 
course,  the  views  expressed  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Pinanc?.  the 
Sanator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  MillikinI. 

It  is  seldom  a  tariff  ruestion  is  so 
simple  as  this. 

The  domestic  production  of  copper 
over  the  11  years  1940-51,  averaged  a 
little  more  than  1,000,000  tons  per  an- 
num. The  domestic  consumption  aver- 
aged 1,500,000  tons. 

Currently,  too,  we  produce  about 
1,000.000  tons  a  year,  and  our  require- 
ments are  much  larger — probably  about 
1,500,000  tons. 

Thus,  with  the  absolute  necessity  of 
encouraging  the  importation  of  copper, 
nearly  one-third  of  our  requirements 
being  produced  abroad,  it  would  seem 
almost  suicidal  to  allow  a  duty  on  copper 
to  be  reinstated. 

£0  we  have  here  a  perfect  case.  The 
interests  of  the  national  defense  pro- 
gram, of  labor,  of  management,  of  the 
State  Department,  and  of  Connecticut 
and  all  of  America  all  merge  in  suggest- 
ing a  decision  favorable  to  this  bill. 

I  shall  not  dwell  upon  the  importance 
of  the  bill  to  our  relations  with  foreign 
countries,  particularly  Chile.  Canada, 
and  Mexico,  which  are  affected.  But  I 
should  Uke  to  stress  my  belief  that  en- 
actment of  the  bill  is  essential  to  the 
well-l)eing  of  all  copper  fabricators  and 
of  all  working  men  and  labor  unions  con- 
nected with  the  copper-using  industry. 
Incidentally.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
that  the  bUl  has  the  support  of  all  the 
Important  producers  In  the  copper  in- 
diMtry.  * 


In  my  own  State  of  Connecticut, 
which  is  the  recognized  center  of  the 
copper-fabricating  industry,  the  jobs  of 
thousands  of  workers  are  dependent 
upon  the  maintenance  of  adequate  sup- 
plies of  this  metal.  The  same  may  be 
said  for  many  other  States;  in  fact,  Mr. 
President,  the  American  standard  of  liv- 
ing depends  in  large  part  upon  the  ex- 
istence of  adequate  supplies  of  copper. 

Most  important,  of  course,  is  the  inter- 
est of  consumers  and  taxpayers;  and 
here,  also,  there  can  be  no  rea.son  to 
doubt  that  their  interest  would  be  be.st 
served  by  the  passage  of  House  bill  568. 
The  reimposition  of  a  2-cent  tariff,  when 
the  world  market  pric?  of  coppor  is  50 
percent  above  the  domestic  price,  could 
do  only  harm,  and  no  good  whatsoever. 

Therefore,  Mr  President,  as  I  have 
said,  we  have  here  nearly  a  perfect  case: 
and  I  earnestly  urue  my  colleagues  to 
vote  favorably  on  this  bill. 

In  concluding,  let  im  say  that  in  de- 
termining the  tari  J.  the  question  of  ne?d 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  most  important 
question  to  be  considered.  When  it  is 
necessary  to  import  a  commodity  in 
order  to  take  care  of  our  own  npeds,  it 
would  se?m  to  mc  to  be  a  great  shame  to 
allow  our  Government  to  place  a  tariff 
on  that  commodity  Thf  only  c.Teot  of 
doing  so  would  be  to  increa  .e  the  cost  to 
our  own  people,  which  would  seem  to  mi? 
to  be  a  wholly  unneccs.=ary  and.  in  fact,  a 
suic  clal  thing  to  do. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for 
yiekiin^;  to  m^. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  have  been  slad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Let  me  say  that  I  had  ai-'rerd  to  yield 
at  th's  point  to  the  .^^enior  S°nator  from 
North  Dakota  I  Mr.  L.\n^er  1 ,  but  he  is  not 
now  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  to  import  In 
the  ne  !<hborhood  -of  500.000  or  600.000 
tons  of  copp?r  a  year  to  meet  our  domes- 
tic and  our  fore  gn  needs.  For  that 
reason  it  is  argued  that  the  imposition 
of  a  2-cent  tariff  on  copper  places  a  bur- 
den upon  this  import  requirem?nt.  The 
importation  is  critically  necessary  in  or- 
der that  we  may  obtain  the  copper  metal 
we  must  have  in  our  defense  program 
That  explains  the  reason  why  this  bill  is 
before  the  Senate  today. 

The  Senators  who  have  signed  the  mi- 
nority views  have  done.  I  believe,  a  very 
constructive  thing  in  submitting  tlio.^e 
views.  I  am  in  entire  agreement  with 
the  sentiments  therein  expressed.  I. 
myself,  would  have  signed  the  minority 
views,  except  for  the  fact  that  I  believe 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  chairman  of  a 
committee  to  present  a  committee  re- 
port, if  he  can  do  so,  rather  than  to  join 
in  minority  views. 

The  committee  report  Itself  points 
out: 

Your  committee  haa  taken  cognizance  of 
the  wide  disparity  between  prices  for  dt-mies- 
tlcally  produced  copper  and  prices  paid  do- 
mestically for  foreign  copper  and  of  the  pos- 
sible repressive  efTect  of  this  disparity  on 
domestic   production. 

I  repeat  that  In  the  United  States  we 
are  operating  on  domestically  produced 
copper  with  a  24-cent  ceiling;  and  we 
are  paying,  domestically.  36.5  cents  a 
pound  for  foreign-produced  copper. 
Such  a  situation  cannot  be  defended 


from  any  point  of  view  one  may  take. 
It  is  obvious  that  it  is  dangerously  re- 
pressive from  the  standpoint  of  stimulat- 
ing the  domestic  production  of  copper. 
Our  policies  have  seriously  impaired  our 
stockpiles  by  making  it  necessary  to  re- 
lease copper  from  our  stockpile  for  do- 
mestic industrial  purposes.  Matters 
have  even  gone  to  such  an  *'xtent  that 
money  is  sent  from  the  United  States  to 
foreign  countries,  to  stimulate  the  de- 
velopment of  copper  mines  there,  so  that 
copper  produced  from  those  mines  can  be 
.vhipped  to  the  United  States,  at  the  price 
to  which  I  have  referred,  thus  depressing 
still  further  the  exploration  and  develop- 
ment of  our  own  copper  resources. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  p'ace  in  the 
Re-ord  a  ver>-  brief,  skeletonized  state- 
ment on  this  subject.  I  .shall  quote  again 
from  the  report  of  the  committee  dealing 
with  the  question  of  a  ceiUng  of  24  cents 
in  the  United  States  on  domestically 
prcduced  copper,  while  we  are  paying  38- 
cents-plus  a  pound  on  foreign  produc- 
tion.   I  read: 

Yiiur  committee  has  taken  cognizance  of 
the  wide  di.sp;irl*y  between  prices  for  do- 
mestically produced  copper  and  prices  paid 
domestically  for  foreign  copper  and  of  the 
possibii  repressive  effect  of  this  disparity  on 
dnnif^tic  pr.  iduction.  Amendments  were 
considered  to  deal  with  this  situation  but 
8i"cc  thoy  were  invi>!\ed  in  p)os*lble  future 
price  control  and  future  dom-^stlc  minin? 
Inrei.rive  le^lslati  )n.  it  was  concluded  the 
suV'Jei  t  could  more  appropriately  be  consld- 
ertd  after  there  Is  a  clearer  view  of  the  fu- 
ture iif  price  co!itriils  and  further  study  of 
the  d<jmestlc  mining  situation  and  measures 
necessary  lor  its  Improvement. 

Tlie  distin','u  shed  .senior  Senator  from 
Nebra  ka  took  the  lead  in  .submitting  mi- 
nority views,  to  which  the  Senate  at  an 
appropriate  time  I  hope  will  give  seri- 
ous consideration,  as  a  basis  for  action 
winch  must  be  taken  to  prevent  the  de- 
struction of  our  minintj  industry  In  very 
many  important  aspects. 

The  committee  concluded  that  it  would 
not  be  appropriate  to  take  up  such  a  vast 
subject  in  connection  with  this  relatively 
minor  matter,  which  is  being  con'-ldered 
undrr  a  time  limitation.  Those  who 
favor  this  bill  include,  among  others,  the 
present  Secretary  of  Commerce;  Ben  H. 
Brown.  Jr  .  Actine  A.ssistant  Secretary  of 
State;  and  Jes.s  Larson,  Administrator  of 
the  General  Services  Administration. 
The  followar.,'  copper  producers  have  in- 
dicated approval  of  the  bill: 

Ciilumf  t  &  Hecla.  Consolidated  Copper 
Co  .  Mirhisan:  Ca.'-tl<^  Dome  Copper  Co., 
Arizona;  Copper  Canyon  Mining  Co., 
Nevada;  Copper  Range  Co.,  Michigan; 
Mu.'ma  Copper  Co,  Arizona:  North 
Carolina  E.xplnration  Co.,  North  Caro- 
lina; Phelps  Dodi;e  Corp,  Arizona  and 
Texas:  Quincy  Mining  Co.,  Michigan; 
Tennes.see  Copper  Co.,  Tennessee;  Ver- 
mont Copp  r  Co  ,  Vermont. 

Mr  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr.  LrH- 
M.\s  in  the  chair  > .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  wonder 
whether  the  information  which  the  dis- 
tinguished    chairman     has     Indicates 
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whether  the  firms  whose  names  he  has 
read  are  now  receiving  a  subsidy  for  the 
production  of  copper. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Is  the  Senator  refer- 
ring to  a  subsidy  by  virtue  of  the  differ- 
ential which  we  have  been  discussing? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  No.  Is  it 
correct  that  a  number  of  companies  have 
an  arrangement  whereby  they  receive 
more  than  the  domestic  price  for  their 
product? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  T  believe  that  the 
Government  has  the  privilege  of  paying 
a  base  price  to  several  of  the  companies 
mentioned  for  the  copper  which  they 
produce  out  of  new  development  of  their 
mines,  equal  to  the  present  domestic 
price. 

Mr.  President.  In  dealing  with  the 
.stricken  condition  of  our  mining  indus- 
try, brought  about,  in  part,  by  what  I 
fiugyest  are  the  very  imbecilic  mineral 
policies  which  rests  our  defense  on  for- 
eign production  of  strategic  and  critical 
materials.  I  should  say  that  the  record 
of  the  Senate  has  been  good.  On  three 
or  four  occasions  the  Senate  has  passed 
mining. ncentive  bills  and  bills  intended 
to  remedy  the  existing  defects;  but  the 
bills  got  no  further  than  the  Senate.  I 
hope  that  under  the  new  administration 
and  under  new  auspices  we  may  enact 
legislation,  both  as  to  ceilings  and  as  to 
mining  incentives  which  will  remove  the 
pre.sent  crippling  price  disparity  be- 
tween domestic  and  foreign  copper. 
Those  of  us  from  the  mining  States  have 
frequently  on  the  Senate  floor  pictured 
the  evils  which  would  result  from  the 
policies  we  have  followed.  That  is  no 
lonj^er  a  matter  of  prophecy:  it  has  come 
to  be  an  accomplished  fact  in  all  the 
western  mining  States. 

There  may  be  a  few  exceptions,  but  in 
all  the  western  mining  States,  speak- 
ing generally,  everyone,  every  company, 
and  every  outfit  engaged  in  the  mining 
of  minerals,  unless  possessed  of  very 
rich  veins  of  ore,  or  unless  the  company 
is  very  rich,  is  busted,  or  busting,  or  clos- 
ing down.  The  things  which  we  have  al- 
way.s  prophesied. have  come  to  pass,  so 
that  now  this  great  United  States  of 
America  cannot  confront  its  defense 
problem  with  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
critical  and  strategic  material  produced 
Within  the  United  States  to  enable  it  to 
defend  itself.  I  urge  that  this  bill  be 
pa.sted. 


VISIT    TO    THE    SENATE    OF    LORD 
MILNER   OF  LEEDS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, we  are  honored  today  by  having 
With  us  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  very 
distinguished  guest  from  Great  Britain. 
I  refer  to  Lord  Milner  of  Leeds.  Lord 
Milner  was  chairman  of  the  British  group 
of  the  Interparliamentary  Union  from 
about  1945  to  1950.  and  he  is  still  a  mem- 
ber of  the  delegation  from  that  body. 
Lord  Milner  was  Deputy  Speaker  of  the 
Hou.se  of  Commons  from  1943  to  1951. 
The  King  made  him  a  f>eer  in  1951.  and 
he  is  now  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  know  that  all  Members  of  the 
Senate  welcome  him,  are  very  happy  to 
have  him  with  us  today,  and  glad  to 
have  him  accorded  the  privilege  of  the 
floor. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Leh- 
M\N  in  the  chair) .  The  privileges  of  the 
floor  are  very  heartily  accorded  to  our 
distinguished  guest.  Under  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  a  Member  of  Parliament  is 
entitled  to  the  privileges  of  the  floor.  We 
welcome  him  and  are  very,  very  glad  to 
have  him  with  us.     [Applause.] 


SUSPENSION  OF  IMPORT  TAXES  ON 
COPPER 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  568)  to  continue  until 
the  close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  suspension 
of  certain  import  taxes  on  copper. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  a  moment  I  intend  to  propose  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  under  considera- 
tion, but  before  presenting  the  amend- 
ment. I  desire  to  state  very  definitely  that 
those  of  us  who  have  signed  the  minority 
views  are  not  at  all  opposed  to  the  im- 
portation of  copper  or  any  other  strategic 
material  of  which  we  ourselves  do  not 
produce  a  sufficient  supply.  We  are 
not  opposed  to  the  importation  of  all 
that  is  needed  in  this  country  at  this 
time.  The  only  objective  we  have  is  to 
develop  our  own  natural  re.sources  to  the 
limit  of  their  capacity,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  give  the  producers  of  the  United 
States  the  same  price  we  pay  to  producers 
in  foreign  countries. 

With  that  main  objective  in  view,  I 
have  proposed  an  amendment,  which  I 
shall  read,  myself.  The  amendment 
proposes  to  insert,  on  page  1  of  the  bill, 
following  line  9.  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  After  February  15.  1953,  no  celling 
price  shall  be  imposed  or  maintained  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950.  as  amended,  upon  articles  of  domestic 
production,  of  the  same  typ>e  and  character 
as  those  with  respect  to  which  the  import 
taxes  are  suspended  by  this  act.  unless  such 
celling  prices  are  applied  equally  to  such 
articles  when  Imported. 

Mr.  President,  the  essential  purpose  of 
that  proposed  amendment  is  simply  to 
pay  the  American  producers,  including 
American  laborers,  the  same  price  for  the 
copper  we  use,  whether  it  is  domestic  or 
foreign,  that  we  are  paying  for  foreign 
copper.  In  other  words,  the  objective  of 
the  amendment  is  to  encourage  the  de- 
velopment of  our  own  natural  resources 
and  the  production  to  be  derived  from 
them.  It  is  true  that  we  are  deficient 
now  to  the  extent  of  about  one-third  of 
the  amount  of  copper  we  need,  since,  un- 
der the  program  in  Korea,  we  are  appar- 
ently using  far  more  copper  than  we  ever 
hjid  used  before  in  any  similar  situation. 

None  of  us  wants  to  make  it  impossible 
to  import  sufficient  products  to  meet  our 
needs  to  the  fullest  capacity.  We  have 
been  self-sufficient  with  reference  to 
copper  in  most  of  our  history,  and  I  am 
not  certain  but  what  we  would  be  in 
that  situation  today  if  we  treated  our 
own  producers  as  we  are  treating  the 
producers  of  other  nations.  That  is  the 
main  objective  of  this  proposal. 

Tlie  chairman  of  the  committee  and 
the  other  distinguished  Senators  who 
have  spoken  have  referred  to  the  fact 
that  hearings  were  conducted  before  the 
House  passed  the  bill.  There  were  very 
brief  hearings  t)efore  the  Senate  com- 
mittee reported  the  bill.    I  telegraphed 


to  different,  firms  in  various  sections  of 
the  coimtry  who  I  knew  wanted  to  be 
heard.  None  of  the  representatives  of 
those  firms  was  able  to  get  to  Washing- 
ton in  time  to  be  heard.  One  represent- 
ative got  approximately  half  way  from 
Arizona  to  Washington  by  plane,  but 
when  he  received  my  message  that  the 
hearings  had  been  concluded  and  the  bill 
had  been  reported,  he  returned  to  his 
home  State. 

That  is  indicative  of  the  fact,  Mr. 
President,  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
hearings  held.  The  subject  has  not  been 
sufficiently  explored.  Each  time  a  bill  of 
this  tenor  comes  up  there  is  said  to  be 
emergency,  that  there  are  only  5  days 
left  before  existing  law  expires,  and, 
therefore,  we  must  act. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  we  hear  another 
story;  we  are  told  that  we  will  take 
plenty  of  time  later  on  to  explore  the 
entire  mineral  situation  and  take  some 
affirmative  action  to  develop  the  min- 
eral resources  of  America  in  a  business- 
like manner. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  there  is  only 
one  way  to  proceed  in  an  emergency  of 
this  kind,  and  that  is  to  take  care  of  the 
problem  which  confronts  us  at  the  mo- 
ment. The  problem  is.  Are  we  going  to 
pay  a  12',2-cent  premium  for  the  pro- 
duction and  the  importation  of  foreign 
copper,  while  keeping  domestic  copper 
under  a  24 '2-cent  ceiling,  or  are  we  go- 
ing to  be  fair  with  the  producers  and 
the  miners  in  our  country  and  let  them 
receive  the  same  price? 

My  amendment  is  a  vei-y  simple  one. 
It  would  merely  require  that  the  admin- 
istration permit  domestic  copper  pro- 
ducers to  receive  the  same  price  for  their 
product  as  the  price  received  by  foreign 
copper  producers  on  the  copper  which 
is  imported  into  the  United  States. 

At  present,  domestic  copper  producers 
are  held  to  a  ceiling  price  of  approxi- 
mately 24 '2  cents  a  pound  set  by  the 
Office  of  Price  Stabilization.  By  con- 
trast, imported  copper  has  been  per- 
mitted to  come  into  this  country  and 
bring  whatever  price  the  market  will 
bear.  Thus,  at  present  and  for  some 
time  past,  the  price  paid  in  this  country 
for  imported  copper  has  been  36 '  2  cents 
a  pound. 

This  price  discrimination  in  favor  of 
foreign  copper  production  places  all  the 
incentive  on  the  development  of  foreign 
copper  while  it  operates  as  a  strong  de- 
terrent to  the  development  of  domestic 
copper.  With  the  import  tax  on  copper 
of  2  cents  a  pound  suspended,  foreign 
copper  is  given  a  12-cent  advantage  over 
the  American  product.  Even  if  the  im- 
port tax  should  be  collected  again  after 
Febiuary  15,  foreign  producers  would 
still  have  a  10-cent  a  pound  advantage 
over  domestic  producers. 

In  any  discussion  of  a  tax  of  this  sort 
applied  specifically  to  imports,  we  are 
always  subjected  to  a  barrage  of  propa- 
ganda about  barriers  to  international 
trade.  The  public  is  given  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  a  terrible  thing  to  im- 
pose any  kind  of  a  tax  on  imports.  This 
general  theme  is  repeated  over  and  over 
again  in  many  of  the  leading  newspapers 
and  magazines  and  apparently  it  has 
had  a  considerable  effect  on  public 
opinion.  -  
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Tet.  consider  the  facts  In  this  copper 
situation.  By  operation  of  the  price- 
control  system,  domestic  copper  pro- 
di^ers  suffer  a  discrimination  amount- 
ing to  12  cents  a  poiuid  as  compared  with 
theJr  foreign  cMnpetltors.  In  effect,  it 
Is  thr  same  as  if  domestic  copper  pro- 
ducers were  subject  to  a  Federal  tax  of 
12  centi  a  pound  while  their  foreign 
competitors  were  permitted  to  sell  im- 
ported copper  entirely  tax  free. 

This  12 -cent  discrimination  against 
domestic  copper  producers  is  a  barrier 
to  production  of  copper  in  this  country 
in  Just  the  same  way  that  a  tax  on  im- 
ports i£  a  "trade  barrier"  against  inter- 
national trade. 

If  we  are  not  going  to  place  any  tariff 
or  tax  on  imports,  at  least  let  us  not 
inflict  any  discrimination  on  domestic 
products.  If  we  cannot  give  the  Ameri- 
can producer  an  advtvntage,  at  least  let 
us  give  him  equal  treatment. 

I  have  no  objection  to  Importing  cop- 
per to  supplement  our  own  production 
when  our  needs  are  greater  than  domes- 
tic producers  can  meet;  but  I  believe  it 
is  profoundly  unwise  to  discourage  the 
development  of  domestic  sources  through 
such  gross  discrimination  as  this.  To 
mention  only  the  long-term  national 
defense  aspect,  we  are  very  foolish  not 
to  malce  every  effort  to  locate  domestic 
ore  bodies  and  provide  for  their  proper 
exploitation. 

My  amendment  would  place  both  do- 
mestic and  foreign  copper  production 
on  an  equal  basis.  It  would  not  impose 
any  tariff  or  duty  or  import  tax  on 
foreign  copper.  At  the  same  time,  it 
would  remove  the  present  barrier  to  do- 
mestic production.  I  do  not  see  how  any- 
one can  Justify  continuing  the  present 
situation  under  which  foreign  producers 
are  given  such  a  tremendous  advan- 
tage— 12  cents  a  pounds-over  domestic 
production. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  stated  that  it  is  unfair  to 
give  to  foreign  producers  the  advantage 
of  12  cents  a  pound  over  domestic  pro- 
duction. Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the 
fact  that  in  Peru,  from  which  we  obtain 
much  of  our  copper,  the  American  pro- 
ducers there  are  paid  on  a  basis  of  24*4 
cents  a  pound,  and  that  the  Peruvian 
Government  retains  12  cents? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  think 
the  Senator  is  correct  in  his  statement, 
but  ttie  application  is  to  Chile  rather 
thafi  to  Peru. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  sorry.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  I  meant  Chile.  As 
I  recall,  approximately  90  percent  of  our 
foreign  imports  of  copper  come  from 
Chile,  and  most  of  it  is  produced  by 
American  companies  operating  there, 
which  are  paid  by  the  Chilean  Crovern- 
ment  on  a  basis  of  24  V2  cents.  In  other 
words,  the  Chilean  Government  through 
one  of  its  departments  purchases  all 
copper  produced  by  American  companies 
on  a  basis  of  24  V^  cents  per  pound  and 
resells  it  to  us  for  36^2  cents. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  assist  in  understanding  present 
Federal  operations  with  respect  to  cop- 


per,   the   following   brief   summary    is 
presented: 

The  Offlce  of  Price  Stabilization  has 
placed  a  general  freeze  on  domestic  cop- 
per prices  as  of  the  base  period.  Decem- 
ber 1950-January  1951.  so  that  the  ceil- 
ings for  most  domestic  copper  producers 
are  24 '2  cents  a  pound.  A  few  copper 
producers  which  were  charging  more 
during  the  base  period  have  a  slightly 
higher  ceiling.  Although  some  regula- 
tions have  been  applied  to  importations 
of  copper,  they  have  been  largely  ineffec- 
tive, with  the  result  that  the  market  price 
for  imported  copper  has  been  36 '2  cents 
r  pound  for  some  time. 

The  NPA,  op>erating  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  has 
charge  of  allocations  of  both  domestic 
and  foreign  copper  to  all  essential  users. 
Allocations  are  handled  in  such  a  man- 
ner that  each  copper  fabricator  or  other 
user  receives  an  allocation  of  a  stated 
number  of  pounds  of  domestic  copper 
and  a  stated  number  of  pounds  of  foreign 
copper.  As  a  result,  each  firm  receives 
part  of  its  supply  at  approximately  24 '2 
cents  and  part  at  36 '2  cents. 

There  are  four  principal  programs 
which  provide  a  stimulus  to  domestic 
expansion  of   copper   production: 

First.  The  Emergency  Procurement 
Service — part  of  GSA — is  charged  with 
buying  stockpile  copper.  Data  on  stock- 
pile purchases  are  generally  classified 
information,  so  no  attempt  was  made  to 
secure  any  figures.  However.  EPS  has 
made  no  contracts  with  any  companies 
above  the  OPS  ceiling  price. 

Second.  The  Defense  Minerals  Pro- 
curement Agency — DMPA,  part  of  GSA — 
is  engaged  in  trying  to  maintain  and  in- 
crease the  supply  of  domestic  copper 
through  two  principal  programs.  One 
program  involves  what  are  called  main- 
tenance-of -production  .subsidies.  Under 
this  program,  cash  subsidies  are  paid  out- 
right for  production  in  high-cost  mines, 
whose  costs  are  so  high  that  they  could 
not  continue  to  operate  under  the  domes- 
tic ceiling.  Such  subsidies  range  from 
2  to  10*2  cents  a  pound.  At  present, 
eight  copper  mine  operations  receive  this 
type  of  subsidy.  Two  other  applications 
are  pending,  and  two  additional  applica- 
tions for  the  subsidy  have  been  turned 
down  on  the  ground  that  the  mining  op- 
eration is  not  under  way.  These  latter 
two  operations  will  probably  be  assisted 
to  open  under  another  program. 

The  gist  of  this  whole  Government- 
control  program  as  to  copper  amounts  to 
this,  that  if  there  Is  the  right  kind  of 
an  approach,  the  industry  gets  a.ssistance 
for  the  production  of  high -cost  copper 
and  it  operates  its  mines.  If  it  does  not 
have  the  right  contacts  and  approach, 
it  does  not  get  that  assistance;  which 
indicates  extreme  partiality  in  the  man- 
agement of  these  programs. 

Third.  The  second  DMPA  program, 
which  is  the  more  important  one.  pro- 
vides for  assistance  in  the  developing  of 
new  proved  ore  bodies — with  the  em- 
phasis on  the  "proved" — which  have 
never  been  opened.  This  assistance 
takes  the  form  of  loans.  Government 
purchase  contracts,  or  accelerated  tax 
amortization.  Under  this  program, 
there  were  153  applications  for  produc- 
tion loans,  47  applications  for  purchase 


contracts,  and  41  for  accelerated  tax 
amortization.  In  some  cases,  the  same 
firm  applied  for  two  or  three  of  these 
types  of  assistance.  Of  these  various 
applications,  a  toUl  of  17  have  been 
granted.  In  addition,  there  are  30  appli- 
cations of  various  sorts  that  have  not  yet 
been  finally  passed  on. 

Fourth.  The  Defense  Minerals  Explora- 
tion Administration — DMEA,  under  the 
Department  of  Interior — gives  financial 
a.ssistance  to  the  exploration  of  pros- 
pects. The  standard  form  of  assistance 
is  the  payment  by  the  Government  of 
50  percent  of  the  cost  of  exploration. 
Under  this  program,  during  the  peilod 
from  June  1951  to  December  1952,  a  to- 
tal of  149  applications  for  copper  ex- 
ploration have  been  received,  of  which 
30  are  active — approved — 72  were  de- 
clined. 30  represent  projects  on  which 
exploration  work  has  been  completed  or 
applications  were  withdrawn  or  other- 
wise handled,  and  17  are  pending.  Since 
a  few.  perhaps  a  half  a  dozen,  of  those 
classed  as  withdrawn,  terminated,  or 
otherwise  handled,  were  approved,  and 
did  receive  Government  assistance,  it 
would  be  accurate  to  say  that  between 
35  and  40  of  this  type  of  application 
were  approved  and  did  receive  Govern- 
ment as,<:istance. 

Mr.  President,  the  sum  total  of  this 
activity  is  that  there  have  been  in  the 
neighborhood  of  200  applications — I  got 
the  admission  from  various  departments 
of  the  Government  that  there  had  been 
fully  200  applications  for  assistance  of 
one  kind  or  another,  and  I  believe  per- 
haps there  is  a  large  number  in  excess 
of  that — and  out  of  the  whole  number 
about  17  have  been  assisted. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  it  is  time 
we  stopped  treating  the  copper  situation 
as  an  emerpency  every  time  the  question 
arises,  and  have  only  5  days  left  in  which 
to  hang  a  big  tall  on  a  small  dog.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  other  way  around,  and 
that  we  should  start  now  and  decide  that 
we  are  going  to  treat  the  American  pro- 
ducer at  least  as  well  as  we  treat  the 
foreign  producer.  I  am  asking  no  ad- 
vantage for  the  American  producer:  I 
am  asking  only  that  he  be  treated  fairly, 
as  we  treat  the  foreign  producer. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  few  moments  ago  I  heard  my 
distinguished  colleague  [Mr.  Mn.LiKnf] 
say  that  undoubtedly  there  would  be  In- 
centive legislation  to  promote  mining  in 
this  country.  I  have  in  my  hand  now 
one  proposal  for  such  incentive  legisla- 
tion. It  is  a  bill  to  establish  a  Metals 
Credit  Corporation,  in  order  to  provide 
a  stable  market  for  and  a  ready  supply 
of  domestic  strategic,  critical  metals  and 
minerals  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  contemplates  no  restrictions 
or  barriers  of  any  kind  upon  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  ores  and  foreign  metal. 
it  would  let  them  come  in.  but  it  does 
provide  a  market  for  our  domestic  pro- 
duction. It  does  provide  for  stockpiling 
domestic  production.  It  does  provide 
that  that  stockpile  can  be  sold  to  in- 
dustry, or  can  be  sold  to  our  military  in 
case  of  need. 

I  believe  we  are  laying  ourselves  wide 
open  to  exploitation  by  foreign  producers 
of  metals  if  we  do  not  continue  to  pro- 
duce metals  ourselves.     The  very  fact 
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that  there  Is  a  disparity  between  the 
price  of  copper  produced  by  foreign  peo- 
ples and  copper  domestically  produced 
in  the  United  States  of  12  cents,  I  think, 
should  be  a  warning  to  us  that  we  should 
protect  ourselves  against  that  kind  of 
exploitation.  Perhaps  24  V2  cents  is  a 
.sufficient  price  for  copper.  If  it  is,  that 
is  what  the  price  of  foreign  copper  ought 
to  be.  too. 

My  bill  would  not  Interfere  with  the 
importation  or  purchaise  of  any  foreign- 
produced  metal.  I  realize,  as  does  every- 
one else,  that  we  must  have  metal.  As 
the  leading  manufacturing  and  produc- 
ing country  in  the  world  the  United 
Jr' tales  must  have  metals.  In  fact,  we 
use  50  percent  of  the  production  of  the 
metals  of  the  world,  and  it  is  right  that 
V.  e  should  have  them. 

I  have  also  reached  the  conclusion 
in  the  past  few  years  that  tariffs  do  not 
do  the  job.  I  recall  that  when  I  first 
came  to  the  Senate  we  had  to  abandon 
the  policy  of  protective  tariffs  so  far  as 
the  sugar-beet  and  sugar  industry  In  the 
United  States  was  concerned.  We  had 
to  adopt  another  policy,  and  we  did  adopt 
nnolher  F)olicy  and  another  program. 
The  Congress  enacted  what  was  known 
as  the  Costigan-Jones  Sugar  Act.  That 
was  a  complete  abandonment  of  tariffs. 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  that  law  we 
depended  entirely  upon  a  protective 
t.Triff  to  protect  our  sugar  industry.  I 
think  we  have  now  reached  the  point 
w  here  we  are  going  to  be  compelled  to 
adopt  a  new  approach,  instead  of  a  pro- 
tective tariff,  so  far  as  our  metals  are 
concerned. 

If  my  bill  were  enacted,  we  could  re- 
peal all  tariffs  of  every  kind  and  de- 
.scription  on  all  critical  and  strategic 
minerals.  I  think  that  is  what  our 
country  wants  to  do. 

I  am  not  surprised  that  in  the  new 
r.cpublican  administration,  with  a  Re- 
publican House  and  a  Republican  Sen- 
ate— the  first  such  administration  we 
have  had  in  20  years — the  first  bill  to  be 
enacted  by  the  House  was  to  do  away 
with  an  import  tax  on  copper.  I  am  not 
surprised  that  that  is  the  first  bill;  but 
it  has  a  significance  to  me.  It  means 
that  so  far  as  metals  are  concerned,  pro- 
tective tariffs  belong  to  a  bygone  day. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
JoHN.sTON  of  South  Carolina  in  the 
chair*.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  not  the  situa- 
tion to  which  the  Senator  has  referred 
indicate  that  when  the  Republican  Party 
comes  to  power  it  becomes  more  intel- 
lectually responsible  than  when  it  is  out 
of  power;  and  when  it  is  in  power  it  sees 
that  most  of  the  measures  previously 
taken  by  the  Democratic  administration, 
against  which  the  Republicans  objected 
when  they  were  out  of  power,  are  pretty 
good  policies  after  all? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  un- 
able to  pass  on  that  question.  No  doubt 
my  friend  from  Illinois  is  speaking  from 
the  Gospel,  but  I  do  know  that  whether 
we  have  a  Republican  administration 
or  a  Democratic  administration,  whether 
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we  have  a  Republican  Congress  or  a 
D3mocratic  Congress,  domestic  Industry 
can  no  longer  depend  upon  the  pro- 
tective tariff.  So  I  think  we  must  look 
around  for  other  remedies.  There 
must  be  a  remedy,  because  unless  we 
continue  the  production  of  such  strate- 
gic and  critical  metals  as  copper  and  a 
long  list  of  others,  and  have  a  supply  of 
them  on  hand,  we  are  going  to  be  held 
up  almost  at  the  point  of  a  gun  by 
foreign  producers  of  those  very  metals. 
We  are  getting  it  In  the  neck  now  to  the 
extent  of  12  cents  on  copper.  We  will 
get  it  in  the  neck  with  respect  to  every 
other  ore  and  metal  we  produce,  as  fast 
as  we  pass  out  of  the  production  stage. 
We  shall  be  held  up.  and  we  shall  have 
to  pay  through  the  nose.  We  carmot 
continue  our  economy  without  copper. 
We  must  have  it. 

Our  good  friends  from  Connecticut 
say  that  we  have  only  5  davs  left  in 
which  to  act  on  this  bill.  Connecticut 
is  a  great  protective  State.  In  passing, 
I  must  say  this  about  Connecticut 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Connecticut  is  a  pro- 
tective State  with  respect  to  those  com- 
moditi3s  which  Connecticut  produces, 
but  Connecticut  seems  to  be  a  free-trade 
State  with  respect  to  copper,  so  that  the 
manufacturers  of  Connecticut  may  get 
cheap  copper.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes ;  and 
a  high  price  for  brass. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  is  no  intellec- 
tual or  moral  connotation  m  what  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  says  about  the 
high  price  of  brass.  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No.  Of 
course.  I  meant  metal. 

What  the  Senator  from  Illinois  says 
is  true.  Connecticut  wants  free  trade  so 
far  as  raw  materials  are  concerned,  but 
Connecticut  wants  a  protective  tariff  so 
far  as  fabricated  metals  are  concerned; 
and  Connecticut  gets  such  protection, 
too. 

What  I  am  talking  about  today  is  the 
raw  resources,  the  raw  metals.  I  am  cer- 
tain that  we  carmot  longer  depend  on 
a  protective  tariff  to  protect  the  pro- 
ducers of  such  metals.  I  repeat»-and  I 
should  repeat  over  and  over — that  we 
must  continue  to  produce  them,  unless 
we  want  to  lay  ourselves  wide  open  to 
producers  In  other  countries,  who  will 
make  us  pay  through  the  nose  for  such 
metals. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  copy 
of  the  bill  which  I  am  introducing,  to- 
gether with  a  statement  with  respect 
thereto. 

The  bill  (S.  869)  to  establish  a  Metals 
Credit  Corporation  in  order  to  provide 
a  stable  market  for  and  a  ready  supply 
of  domestic  strategic  and  critical  metals 
and  minerals  in  the  United  States,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  and  statement 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 


rado will  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

The  bill  and  statement  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  Domestic  Metals  and  Minerals 
Act  of  1963. 

DErmiTlONS 

Sec.  2.  As  used  In  this  act — 

(a)  "Domestic  strategic  and  critical 
metal"  shall  mean  any  metal  or  metal  ore 
or  concentrate  not  fabricated  Into  finished 
form  which  comes  from  a  deposit  within  the 
United  States,  and  Is  determined  to  be  stra- 
tegic c-  critical  under  section  2  (a)  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act. 

(b)  "Domestic  strategic  and  critical  min- 
eral" shall  mean  any  mineral  or  mineral  ore 
or  concentrate  not  fabricated  Into  finished 
form  which  comes  from  a  deposit  within  the 
United  States,  and  Is  determined  to  be  stra- 
tegic or  critical  under  section  2  (a)  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act. 

(c)  "United  States"  means  the  8<?veral 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
several  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States. 

DECLARATION    OF   PUKPOSE 

Sec.  3.  It  Is  the  purpose  of  this  act  to  pro- 
vide a  stable  market  for  and  a  ready  supply 
of  domestic  strategic  and  critical  metals  and 
minerals  in  order  to  encourage  and  pre- 
serve the  mining  of  such  metals  and  miner- 
als within  the  United  States,  to  provide  a 
stable  and  ready  supply  of  such  metals  and 
minerals  for  industry  within  the  United 
States,  and  to  provide  for  the  national  de- 
fense. 

CBEATION  OF  CORPORATIOH 

Sec.  4.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of 
this  act  there  Is  created  a  body  corpwrate  to 
be  known  as  the  Metals  Credit  Corporation 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Corporation), 
which  shall  be  an  agency  and  Instrumen- 
tality of  the  United  States,  within  th« 
Depvartment  of  the  Interior,  subject  to  the 
general  supervision  and  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Secretary ) . 

GENERAL    POWERS    OF    THE    CORPORATION 

Sec  5.  The  Corporation — 

(a)  shall  have  succession  In  its  corpor- 
ate name; 

(b)  may  adopt,  alter,  and  use  a  can>orat« 
seal,  which  shall  be  judicially  noticed. 

(c)  may  establish  offices  in  such  place  or 
places  as  it  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable 
In  the  conduct  of  Its  business; 

(d)  may  sue  and  be  sued  but  no  attach- 
ment, injunction,  garnishment,  or  other 
similar  process,  mesne  or  final,  shall  be  issued 
against  the  Corporation  or  its  property.  The 
district  courts  of  the  United  States,  Includ- 
ing the  district  courts  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  of  any  Territory  or  possession, 
shall  have  exclusive  original  jurisdiction, 
without  regard  to  the  amount  In  controversy, 
of  all  suits  brought  by  or  against  the  Corpo- 
ration, except  that  the  Corporation  may 
Intervene  In  any  court  in  any  suit,  action,  or 
proceeding  In  which  it  has  an  Interest.  Any 
suit  against  the  Corporation  shall  be  brought 
In  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  In  the  district 
wherein  the  plaintiff  resides  or  Is  engaged  in. 
business.  No  suit  by  or  against  the  Corpora- 
tion shall  be  allowed  unless  (1)  It  shall  have 
been  brought  within  6  years  after  the  right 
accrued  on  which  suit  is  brought,  or  (2)  in 
the  event  that  the  person  bringing  such  suit 
shall  have  been  under  legal  disability  or 
beyond  the  seas  at  the  time  the  right  accrued, 
the  stilt  shall  have  been  brought  within  3 
years  after  the  disability  shsOl  have  ceased 
or  within  6  years  after  the  rlg-it  accrued  on 
which  suit  is  brought,  whichever  period  Is 
longer.  The  defendant  In  any  suit  by  or 
against  the  Corporation  may  plead,  by  way 
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of  set-off  or  cotinterclalm.  any  cause  of  ac- 
tion, whether  arising  out  of  the  same  trans- 
action or  not.  which  would  otherwise  oe 
barred  by  such  limitation  If  the  claim  upon 
which  the  defendant's  cause  of  action  Is 
based  had  not  been  barred  prior  to  the  date 
that  the  plaintlS's  cause  of  action  aroee. 
except  that  the  defendant  shall  not  be 
awarded  a  Judgment  on  any  such  set-off  or 
counterclaim  for  any  amount  In  excess  (>f 
the  amount  of  the  plaintiff's  claim  estao- 
Ils<->ed  In  the  suit.  All  suits  against  the  Cor- 
poration shall  be  tried  by  the  court  without 
a  Jury.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  thU  act.  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  Corporation.  Any 
suit  by  or  against  the  United  States  as  the 
re  "  party  in  Interest  based  upon  any  claim 
by  or  against  the  Corporation  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  the  provision  of  this  subsection  to 
the  same  extent  as  though  such  suit  were  'jy 
or  against  the  Corporation,  except  that  ( 1 1 
any  such  suit  against  the  United  States 
based  upon  any  claim  of  the  type  enumerated 
In  section  1491  of  title  23  of  the  United 
States  Code  may  be  brought  In  the  United 
States  Court  of  Claims,  and  (2 1  no  such 
suit  against  the  United  States  may  re 
brought  In  a  district  court  unless  such  suit 
might,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  be  brought  In  such  court; 

(e)  may  acquire  personal  property  neces- 
sary to  the  conduct  of  Its  .business  but  shall 
not  i.ave  power  to  acquire  real  property  or 
any  Interest  therein  except  that  it  may  ( 1 ) 
rent  or  lease  office  space  necessary  for  the 
conduct  of  Its  business,  and  (2)  acquire  real 
property  or  any  Interest  therein  where  nec- 
essary to  carry  out  the  Corporation's  stock- 
piling program,  or  to  secure  or  discharge  ota- 
ll<;ations  owing  to  the  Corporation,  or  to 
otherwise  protect  the  financial  Interest  of  the 
Corporation; 

(f )  may  adopt,  amend,  and  rejjeal  bylaws, 
rules,  and  regulations  governing  the  manner 
In  which  Its  business  may  be  conducted  and 
the  powers  vested  In  It  may  be  exerclsoc*.: 

(g)  shall  have  all  the  rights,  privileges, 
and  Immunities  of  the  United  States  wiih  re- 
spect to  the  right  to  priority  of  payn.  •  r  with 
respect  to  debts  due  fronr  Insolvent,  deceased, 
or  bankrupt  debtors.  The  Corjxsratlon  may 
assert  such  rights,  privileges,  and  Immunities 
In  any  suit,  action,  or  proceeding: 

(h)  may  enter  Into  and  carry  out  such 
contracts  or  agreements  as  are  necessary  in 
the  conduct  of  its  business.  State  and  ;ocal 
regulatory  laws  or  rules  shall  not  be  appli- 
cable with  respect  to  contracts  or  agree- 
ments of  the  Corporation  or  the  parties 
thereto  to  the  extent  that  such  contracts  or 
agreements  provide  that  such  laws  or  rules 
shall  not  be  applicable,  or  to  the  extent  that 
such  laws  or  rules  are  Inconsistent  with  such 
contracts  cr  agreements; 

(I)  may  borrow  money' subject  to  any  pro- 
vision of  law  applicable  to  the  Corporation, 
except  that  the  total  of  all  money  borrowed 
by  the  Corporation,  other  than  trust  de- 
posits and  advances  received  on  sales,  shall 
not  at  any  time  exceed  the  aggregate  $6,750.- 
000,000.  The  Corporation  shall  at  all  times 
reserve  a  sufficient  amount  of  Its  authori-'ed 
borrowing  power  which,  together  with  o.her 
funds  available  to  the  Corporation,  will  en- 
able It  to  purcha.se.  in  accordance  with  Its 
contracts  with  lending  agencies,  notes,  or 
other  obligations  evidencing  loans  made  by 
such  agencies  under  the  Corporation's  pro- 
grams; 

(J)  shall  determine  the  character  of  and 
the  necessity  for  Its  obligations  and  expendi- 
tures and  the  manner  in  which  they  shall 
be  Incurred,  allowed,  and  paid; 

(k)  shall  have  authority  to  make  final 
and  conclusive  settlement  and  adjustment 
of  any  claims  by  or  against  the  Corporation 
or  the  accounts  of  Its  fiscal  officers; 

(1)  may  make  such  loans  and  advances  of 
Its  funds  as  are  necessary  in  the  conduct  of 
lyLbusiness;   and 

jMjlB)  shall   have   such    powers    as   may   be 
flHvsary  Or  appropriate  for  the  exercise  of 


the  powers  specifically  vested  in  the  Corpo- 
ration, and  all  such  incidental  powers  as  are 
customary  in  corporations  generally;  but  any 
research  financed  by  the  Corptiration  shail 
relate  to  the  conservation  or  dl8p<^)sal  of 
metals  or  minerals  owned  or  controlled  by 
the  Corporation  and  shall  be  conducted  In 
collaboration  with  research  agencies  ol  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

SPECIFIC    POWERS    OF    CORPORATIO?* 

Sec  6.  In  the  fulfillment  of  the  purposes 
of  this  act  the  CorrKjration  is  authorized  and 
directed   Ut  use  its  general   powers  only  to — 

lai  purchase  d'jmestic  strategic  and  criti- 
cal metals  and  mineral.s  at  prices  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Directors  r.f  the  C  )rp<>rati();i. 
which  in  the  case  of  each  such  metal  or 
mineral  shall  be  not  lets  than  the  average 
cost  of  production  of  such  metal  or  mineral 
In  the  United  States,  and  In  quantities 
deemed  appropriate  by  such  Board  to  carry 
out  the  purpose  of  thus  act; 

(b)  stock-pile  such  metals  and  mlner;il.'? 
In  quantities  deemed  aijpropriate  by  siuh 
Board  to  carry  cut  the  purpose  of  this  act. 

(ci  provide  for  the  storaee.  security,  and 
maintenance  ct  stockpiles  created  under  au- 
thority of  subsection  (c)  of  this  sertion,  and 
provide  thrcuch  normal  c  mmcrcial  channe!s 
for  necessary  refining  or  processing  of  such 
metals  and  minerals  Into  fcrms  most  suitable 
for  stocijpiline:    and 

(di  sell  such  metals  ani  minerals  elrhT 
before  or  after  s^f.ckfillnK  to  indu.itri.Hl  users 
within  the  United  State.,  at  prices  deter- 
mined by  the  Board  of  Dlre<  tor.s  cf  the  Cor- 
poration, which  in  the  ca.se  of  each  such 
metal  or  mineral  shall  be  not  1p=s  than  the 
price  paid  for  the  acquisition  of  such  metal 
or  mineral, 

BOARD    or    DlRErrORS 

Sec  7  The  manai^ement  of  the  Corpora- 
tion .shall  be  vested  in  a  B';ard  of  Directors 
(hereinafter  referred  to  a.s  the  "B)ard». 
subject  to  the  geiipral  su'-ervl-'lon  and  direc- 
tion of  the  .Secretary  The  Secretary  shall 
b?  an  ex  officio  director  and  shall  serve  f-s 
chairman  of  the  Beard.  Tlie  Board  shall 
consist  of  four  memb?rs  (In  addition  to  the 
Secretary  I,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  cm- 
sent  of  the  Senate  In  additu  n  to  their 
duties  as  members  of  the  Board,  such  ap- 
pointed members  shall  perf'  rm  s\!ch  otlipr 
duties  as  may  he  prescribed  bv  tti°  Secretarv 
Each  appointed  member  of  the  Board  shall 
receive  compensation  at  such  rate  not  In 
exce.ss  of  the  maximum  then  payable  under 
the  Cla.ssiflcatlon  Act  of  1949.  as  amended. 
as  may  be  fixed  by  the  ."Secretary,  except  that 
any  such  member  who  holds  another  office 
or  position  under  the  Federal  G  >vernment 
the  compensation  for  which  exceeds  such  rate 
may  elecfcto  receive  compensation  at  the  rate 
provided  for  such  other  office  or  position  In 
lieu  of  the  compensation  provided  by  thi.s 
section  A  majority  of  the  directors  shall 
con.stlttite  a  quorum  of  the  Bf)ard  ni-.d  action 
shall  be  taken  only  by  a  majority  vote  of 
those  present. 

ADVISORY     BOARD 

Sec  8.  In  addition  to  the  Board  of  Direc- 
tors there  shall  be  an  advlsoiy  board  reflect- 
ing broad  mining  and  busine-«  experience  in 
Its  membership  and  consisting  of  five  mem- 
bers who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Pre.-— 
Ident,  and  who  shall  .serve  at  the  pleasure  cf 
the  President.  Not  more  than  three  of  such 
members  shall  belong  to  the  same  political 
party.  The  advisory  board  shall  meet  at  the 
call  of  the  Secretary,  who  shall  require  it  to 
meet  not  less  often  than  once  each  90  days; 
shall  survey  the  main  policies  of  the  Corpora- 
tion. Including  its  policies  In  connection  with 
the  purchase,  stockpiling,  and  sale  of  metals 
and  minerals  under  this  act;  and  .'^hall  advise 
the  Secretary  with  respect  thereto.  Mem- 
bers of  the  advisory  board  shall  receive  for 
their  services  as  members  compensation  of 
not  to  exceed  «50  per  diem  when  actually 
engaged  In  the  performance  of  their  duties 
as  such,  together  with  their  necessary  travel- 


ing expenses  when  going  to  and  coming  from 
meetings. 

EXHtTlVE  STArr 

.SBC  9  The  Secretary  shall  appoint  such 
officers  and  employees  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Corpo- 
ration, define  their  authority  and  duties, 
delegate  to  them  such  of  the  pcwers  vested 
In  the  Ci^irporatu  n  as  he  may  determine,  re- 
quire that  >uch  of  them  as  he  may  designate 
be  bonded  and  fix  the  penalties  therefor. 
The  Corporation  may  pay  th?  premium  cf 
any  b<jnd  or  bonds.  With  the  exception  of 
experts.  apix')intments  shall  be  made  pur- 
huant  to  the  civil-'ervlce  laws  and  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of   194.).  as  amended. 

CArlTAl     STOCK    AP«D    AtTHOHrZATlCN    FOR    APPRO* 
PRIATION    TO    PURCHAEI    SUCH    STOCK 

Sec  10  The  Corporation  shall  have  a  Cap- 
ital st'Kk  Of  $101000  COO  whith  shall  t>e  sub- 
scribed by  the  United  Stales.  There  Is 
herety  auiliorized  to  be  appropriated  to  tne 
Secretary  (jf  the  Treasury  not  more  than 
$10';.i.O'».i^'O  for  the  purpose  (jf  subscribing 
to  suth  si«ick  The  CorporatKm  shall  pay 
interest  to  the  United  States  on  the  amount 
of  Its  capital  stiKk  at  siKh  rate  as  may  b« 
determined  to  be  ajiproprlate  by  the  S,iCre- 
Ury  of  the  Treasury. 

tOVlRNMFNT      CORPORATION      rONTR^L      ACT 
ATPLUADLE    TO    Cf'Rl  OUATJUN 

Sec  11  Section  101  of  the  Oivernment 
Corporation  Control  Act  is  amended  (  1  i  by 
stri.'.ing  out  "and  "  immediately  preceding 
the  iiuine  "Tenne?.«»ee  Valley  Ass-jciated  Co- 
(.perat.ves.  Incorporated,"  and  (2)  by  insert- 
ing imnudiatcly  after  such  name  a  semi- 
colin  and  th-  f^jUowiutj.  "and  Metals  Credit 
Corpora'uoii  " 

tOOFERATlO.N   WITH  OTHTR  COVERN.MENTAL 
AUENCIES 

Sec  12  The  Corixiratlon  may,  with  the 
Content  (jI  the  a.;fncy  concerned,  accept  and 
utilize,  on  a  ci  nipensaied  or  uncom!>ensated 
basis,  the  offl.  ers,  employees,  services,  fa- 
cilities, and  Information  of  aiiy  agency  of 
tile  Federal  Ciovrrnment.  Including  any  bu- 
reau, office.  Hclniii'lstration.  or  other  agency 
uf  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  of 
any  State,  the  Di.strict  of  Columbia,  any 
Territory  or  posse.'sion.  or  any  polulcal  sub- 
division thereof.  Tlie  Corporation  may  allot 
t'l  any  bureau,  office,  administration,  or 
other  arency  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior or  transfer  to  such  otiier  agencies  as 
it  may  refiuest  t  >  assi.^i  it  m  the  conduct  uf 
Its  buaines.s  any  of  the  lunds  a\.illable  to 
it  for  adnunisirative  expenses.  The  per- 
sonnel and  lacUities  of  the  Corporation  may, 
with  the  con.sent  of  the  Corporation,  be 
utilized  on  a  reimbursable  basis  by  any 
agency  of  ttie  Federal  Government,  includ- 
ing any  bureau,  office,  administration,  or 
other  agency  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, iti  the  performance  of  any  part  or 
all  of  the  functions  of  such  aijency. 

EXEMPTION 

f^Ec  13  Strategic  and  critical  metals  and 
minerals  owned  ur  contracted  for  by  the  Cor- 
poration shall  be  erempl  from  the  provisions 
of  section  6  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Slock  Piling  Act. 

ANNUAL    REPORT 

Sec  14  Tlie  Corporation  shall  make  a  com- 
prehensive annual  report  of  its  operations  to 
the  Congress  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
first  day  of  January  la  each  year. 

CRIMES  AND  OFFENSES 

Sec  15.  (ai  Whoever  makes  any  statement 
knowing  it  to  be  fal.se,  or  whoever  willfully 
overvalues  any  security,  for  the  purpose  of 
mnuencmg  in  any  way  the  action  of  the  Cor- 
poration, or  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  for 
himself  or  anr>ther.  money,  property,  or  any- 
thing fif  value,  under  this  act,  or  under  any 
other  act  applicable  to  the  Corporation,  shall, 
upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  imprison- 
ment by  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 
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(b)  Whoever,  being  connected  In  any  ca- 
pacity with  the  Corporation  or  any  of  ita 
programs,  (I)  embezzles,  abstracts,  purloins, 
or  willfully  misapplies  any  money,  funds, 
securities,  or  other  things  of  value,  whether 
belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  pledged  or 
otherwise  entrusted  to  It;  or  (2)  with  Intent 
to  defraud  the  Corporation  or  any  other 
body,  politic  or  corporate,  or  any  Individual, 
or  to  deceive  any  officer,  auditor,  or  examiner 
of  the  Corporation,  makes  any  false  entry  in 
any  book,  report,  or  statement  of.  or  to,  the 
Corporation,  or  draws  any  order,  or  issues, 
puts  forth  or  assigns  any  note  or  other  obli- 
gation or  draft,  mortgage.  Judgment,  or  de- 
cree thereof;  or  (3)  with  Intent  to  defraud 
the  Corporation,  participates  or  shares  in.  or 
receives  directly  or  Indirectly  any  money, 
profit,  property,  or  benefits  through  any 
transaction,  loan,  commission,  contract,  or 
any  otlier  act  of  the  Corj>oratlon.  shall,  upon 
convicilon  thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  mire  than  |10,(KX)  or  by  Imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(CI  Whoever  shall  willfully  steal,  conceal, 
remove  dispose  ol,  o:-  convert  to  his  own  use 
or  to  that  of  another  any  profierty  owned  or 
held  by,  or  mortgaged  or  pledged  to,  the  Cor- 
poration, shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be 
punished   by  a  fine   of  not  more  than  $10,- 

000  <ir  by  Imprisonmijnt  for  not  more  than  5 
years    or  both, 

(di  Whoever  conspires  with  another  to 
accomplish  any  of  th?  acts  made  unlawful  by 
the  preceding  provisions  of  this  section  shall. 
upon  conviction  thereof,  be  subject  to  the 
same  fine  or  ImprlS'inment.  or  both,  as  Is 
applicable  In  the  cate  of  conviction  for  do- 
ing i:uch  unlawful  at  ts. 

(ei  All  the  general  penal  statutes  relating 
t  >  crimes  and  offenses  against  the  United 
Stntes  shall  ajiply  with  respect  to  the  Corpo- 
ration. Its  proi>erty,  money,  contracts,  and 
n'Tteeinents,  employees,  and  operations,  ex- 
cept that  such  general  penal  statutes  shall 
not  apply  to  the  extent  th-^t  they  relate  to 
crimes  and  offenses  punishable  under  sub- 
sectLins  (a),  (b).  (c).  and  (d)  of  this  sec- 
tion 

(fi  No  Individual,  asoclntlon,  partnership. 
or  corporation  sh.iU  use  the  m'ords  "Metals 
Credit  Corporation  "  or  any  combination  of 
the  same,  as  the  name  or  a  part  thereof  under 
which  he  or  it  shall  do  or  piu-port  to  do 
business.  Every  Individual,  partnership,  as- 
f><'Ciation.  or  corporation  violating  this  pro- 
hibition shall  be  gull;  y  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
f  1.000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 

1  ye.Tj.  or  both. 

SrsTTUEtrt  BT  Senatci  Johnson 
Colorado 

The  national  Interest  requires  that  we  keep 
Bn  active,  healthy  mining  Industry.  With 
only  7  percent  of  the  world's  population,  we 
use  approximately  50  percent  of  the  world's 
minerals.  Without  mineral  production,  we 
Would  deteriorate  to  a  third-rate  power  and 
the  greatness  of  our  country  would  gradu- 
aily  fade  out  of  existence. 

In  our  efforts  to  a&iure  ourselves  of  mlnertil 
.•'uppMes,  we  have  i)laced  special  emphasis 
up  .n  foreign  production.  Billions  of  tax- 
payers' money  have  'jeen  shipped  abroad  un- 
der the  guise  of  mutual  and  military  aid 
programs,  but  have  actually  been  used  to 
encourage  the  production  of  minerals  In  for- 
eign countries. 

It  Is  a  well-known  fact  that  docks,  rail- 
roads, and  other  transportation  facilities,  as 
well  as  mills,  have  been  constructed  with 
taxpayers'  money  to  Insure  foreign  produc- 
tion, FlcxDr  prices  :ind  long-term  contracts 
have  been  extended.  Ship  lines  have  been 
subsidized,  and  foreign  production  has  final- 
ly started  to  pour  into  the  United  States. 

Labor  conditions  In  foreign  mines  are  quite 
dissimilar  from  those  In  the  United  States 
In  South  Africa,  for  example,  there  are  sec- 
tions in  which  labor  can  be  had  for  as  little 
as  15  cents  a  day. 


The  metal  mining  Industry  In  the  United 
States  pays  high  wage  scales  and  from  50  to 
75  percent  of  the  coot  of  the  production  of 
metals  is  paid  to  labor.  The  end  result  of 
this  program  is  not  only  denying  the  United 
States  a  healthy,  active  mining  Industry,  but 
Is  denying  American  workmen  the  right  to 
work  In  American  mines  at  American  stand- 
ards and  maintain  American  homes  and  fam- 
ilies In  American  mining  camps. 

Throughout  the  mining  sections  of  the 
Nation,  this  stress  Is  found  on  almost  every 
hand-  men  highly  skilled  In  the  art  of  min- 
ing are  migrating  to  other  districts  where 
compensation  for  their  skills  Is  more  realistic. 

In  my  State  alone,  83  percent  of  the  mines 
have  closed  down  In  the  last  10  years.  In 
California,  77  percent;  In  Arizona,  69  percent; 
Montana,  71  percent;  Idaho.  71  percent; 
Nevada,  62  percent;  Oregon.  92  percent;  New 
Mexico,  73  percent;  Washington,  82  percent; 
Utah.  43  percent;  Wyoming,  75  percent. 
Seventy-three  percent  of  the  mines  in  the 
11  Western  States  have  closed  down  In  the 
last  10  years.  The  situation  is  worse  this 
year  than  at  any  time  since  I  have  served  In 
the  United  States  Senate. 

The  Callahan  Lead  &  Zinc  Co.  mine,  sup- 
porting an  entire  community  and  working 
under  the  most  efficient  methods  known  in 
the  mining  Industry,  has  been  forced  to 
close.  Other  mines  In  other  States — not  Just 
In  the  West,  but  In  the  East,  the  South,  the 
North,  and  the  central  parts  of  our  country — 
have  likewise  been  forced  to  the  wall.  The 
great  Trl-State  District,  consisting  of  Oiila- 
homa,  Kansas,  and  Missouri.  Is  struggling  to 
keep  body  and  soul  together. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
considered  many  pieces  of  legislation  to  help, 
aid.  and  assist  the  mining  Industry,  Tariffs 
have  l>een  imposed  from  time  to  time  be- 
cause certain  other  Industries  enjoy  tariff 
protection  from  low-cost  foreign  comp)€tl- 
tlon.  The  great  manufacturing  centers  of 
the  East  could  not  long  exist  wlthotit  pro- 
tection against  the  Inroads  of  low-cost  man- 
ufactured good  from  the  so-called  back- 
ward nations. 

Tariffs,  however,  are  overcome  by  depreci- 
ated currencies  and  other  adiustments  which 
are  used  by  the  shrewd  foreign  trader  In  his 
effort  to  drive  the  American  worker  out  of 
his  Job.  To  ask  for  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation In  the  form  of  a  high  tariff  for  the 
domestic  mining  industry  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes  that 
any  representative  from  a  raw-materlal-pro- 
ducing  section  of  the  United  States  ever 
made.  A  tariff  of  I'm  cents  on  a  l2-cent 
market  doesn't  compare  with  a  tariff  of  3 
cents  on  a  4  cent  market  and.  therefore,  even 
with  the  relmp)osltlon  of  low  tariffs  on  In- 
flated markets,  the  protection  is  not  given  to 
the  domestic  prcxlucer. 

Others  have  suggested  outright  subsidies, 
premium  price  plans,  and  the  like,  but  In 
each  Instance  there  has  been  splits  recorded 
In  the  mining  Industry  and  the  big  fellows 
continue  to  thrive  with  their  foreign  hold- 
ings while  the  little  fellows  gradually  go  to 
the  slaughter. 

Mr.  President.  It  is  not  a  question  of  efll- 
clency  of  mining  operation — some  of  the 
most  efficient  mine  operators  this  Nation  has 
ever  known  are  today  suffering  economic 
bankruptcy.  It  Is  a  question  of  meeting 
American  standards  and  of  producing  Amer- 
ican raw  materials  for  America's  safety  and 
security. 

Do  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate remember  what  happened  during  World 
War  II  when  59  ships  out  of  61  were  sunk 
carrying  raw  materials  to  our  borders?  Do 
they  not  remember  the  sullen  faces  of  De- 
fense officials  faced  with  the  problem  of 
getting  metals  to  meet  the  national  emer- 
gency? How  many  remember  the  training 
of  boys  with  wocxlen  guns?  How  many 
remember  the  Defense  agencies,  deprived  oi 
substantial  sources  of  raw  materials,  fight- 
ing to  get  them  produced  in  this  country  by 
releasing  thousands  of  men  from  the -armed 


services  to  our  mines — ^yes,  more  than  6.000 
soldiers  were  released  back  to  our  mines 
after  they  had  served  more  than  2  years  In 
the  United  States  Army  becatise  the  number 
one  bottle  neck  was  metal  shortages.  Have 
we  forgotten  the  seriousness  of  these  occa- 
sions? Have  wo  forgotten  that  the  safety 
and  security  of  our  Nation  Is  involved? 
Have  we  forgotten  that  stcKkpUes,  regardless 
of  how  valuable  they  are,  are  known  to  our 
enemies  and  that  the  only  way  we  can  main- 
tain a  safe  economy  In  our  country  Is  by 
maintaining  a  healthy,  strong,  and  vigorous 
mining  industry? 

Win  this  Congress  pass  a  subsidy  bill? 
The  answer  is  quite  obvious — It  will  not  I 
Win  It  enact  legislation  which  will  provide 
long-term  contracts  to  domestic  producers 
similar  to  those  extended  to  our  foreign 
friends?  The  answer  Is  again,  "No."  And  yet 
this  Congress  is  witnessing  the  greatest  de- 
struction of  not  only  our  mines  but  of 
mining  personnel  and  the  ability  of  America 
to  produce.  With  the  disintegration  of  our 
mining  forces  ano  the  closing  of  our  mines — 
what  then? 

Members  of  Congress  recall  the  two-price 
system  which  recently  prevailed  for  metals. 
The  attempts  o:*  our  Government  to  keep 
the  costs  of  our  military  program  as  low  as 
possible  by  keeping  a  celling  on  the  price 
of  metals,  but  did  the  foreign  producers  ac- 
cept these  ceilings  Insisted  on  by  our  defense 
agencies?  They  did  not.  The  foreign  price, 
in  practically  every  Instance,  was  above  the 
domestic  price  and  the  foreign  producer 
laughed  at  the  Untied  States  trying  to  fix 
a  price  for  metal  outside  of  its  boundaries. 
How  silly  can  we  be? 

If  we  get  40  percent  of  our  copper  outside 
the  United  States  and  have  to  pay  36  cents 
a  pound  for  It,  while  oiu-  domestic  producers 
are  compelled  to  pay  24  "j  cents  to  pro- 
duce It.  what  would  happ>en  If  we  had  to 
buy  60  percent  of  our  copper  from  outside 
the  United  States?  What  would  the  price 
of  lead  be  today  to  the  American  consumer 
if  we  had  to  import  all  of  our  lead? 

Look  at  oui  recent  experiences  on  nickel, 
and  tin,  and  copper,  and  a  hundred  and  on« 
other  items  which  were  produced  almost  en- 
tirely outside  our  borders.  We  were  forced 
to  pay  what  the  traffic  would  bear.  We  were 
forced  to  pay  thixiugh  the  nose. 

Can  any  American  citizen  deny  the  Ameri- 
can miner  the  right  to  a  reasonable  profit? 
Can  any  sensible  American  citizen  say  that 
the  United  States  should  depend  upon  for- 
eign production  lor  all  of  Its  metals? 

The  uninformed  seem  to  think  that  we 
can  start  a  mine  like  a  grocery  store  or 
a  factory,  overnight.  The  facts  are  that 
It  takes  years  of  planning — years  of  work — - 
and  years  of  know-how  to  get  the  Job  done. 
We  have  neglected  our  mining  industry  while 
we  have  extended  parity  prices  to  our  farm- 
ers— we  have  refused  to  extend  partty  prices 
to  our  mineral  producers.  The  time  has 
come  to  assure  the  mineral  producer  within 
the  United  States  that  he  can  sell  at  a  profit, 
taking  Into  consideration  American  stand- 
ard costs  of  production. 

The  United  States  Government  has 
financed  an  elaborate  exploration  and  de- 
velopment program  which  Is  most  commend- 
able, but  I  want  to  prophesy  that  the  great- 
est Incentive  which  has  ever  l)ecn  offered 
to  the  domestic  miner  will  be  an  assurance 
that  he  can  take  his  product  into  the  mar- 
ket place  and  sell  it  at  a  profit. 

Tax  relief  is  a  fine  thing,  but  tax  relief 
can't  help  the  man  who  is  going  broke. 
What  we  need  is  a  genuine  incentive,  a 
stimulant  to  greater  production.  This,  my 
bill  provides. 

To  insure  an  active,  healthy  domestic  min- 
ing industry;  to  insure  the  safety  and  secu- 
rity of  this  country;  to  insure  our  very  ex- 
istence in  time  of  war,  I  am  introducing  in 
the  United  SUtes  Senate  today  a  blU  to 
establish  a  metals  credit  corporation  In 
order  ( 1 )  to  provide  a  stable  market  and  ( 2 ) 
a  ready  supply  of   domestic   strategic   and 
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critical  metals  and  minerals  In  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  will  not  interfere  in 
any  way  with  the  domestic  manufacturer 
from  buying  his  metal  abroad  at  the  cheap- 
est possible  price  he  can  buy  it.  It  will  not 
Interfere  with  world  trade,  nor  the  estab- 
lishment of  dollar  credits  In  the  United 
States  with  which  to  buy  our  American  prod- 
ucts. It  will  not  encourage  artlflclal  bar- 
riers between  nations  in  trade  relations.  It 
will  not  Interfere  with  the  reciprocal  trade 
program  of  our  Government.  It  will  not 
violate  any  of  the  solemn  compacts  which 
we  have  entered  into  in  our  efforts  to  bring 
about  peace  In  the  world.  It  will  not  even 
offend  Russia,  nor  change  a  cold  war  to  a 
hot  one.  It  will  be  the  best  Insurance  policy 
this  country  has  ever  adopted.  And  I  proph- 
esy, Mr.  President,  that  If  we  buy  the  pro- 
duction of  American  mines,  we  will  be  able 
to' realize  a  profit  from  this  production  In 
the  long  pull. 

The  demand  for  metals  throughout  the 
world  win  Increase  as  industrialization  takes 
place,  even  in  the  so-called  backward  na- 
tions, and  building  and  establishing  a  sound, 
vigorous  mining  Industry  Is  the  answer  to 
a  great  many  problems  which  heretofore 
have  gone  unsolved. 

Tax  Is  realized  from  active  mines;  em- 
ployment, markets  for  manufactured  goods 
made  along  the  eastern  seaboard,  heavy  vol- 
ume of  traffic  for  railroads  and  truck  lines. 
local  markets  for  p)ower  facilities,  mainte- 
nance of  a  stable  economy  In  a  country 
which  has  known  the  terrors  of  sharp  fluc- 
tuations In  metal  prices — these  are  but  a  few 
of  the  reasons  why  this  legislation  should 
be  enacted  Into  law.  It  will  eliminate  many 
of  the  abuses  of  the  past — it  will  give  sta- 
bility to  the  mining  future — it  will  provide 
safety  and  security  for  our  country  and  will 
give  your  children  and  my  children  a  chance 
to  engage  In  the  mining  business  within  the 
United  States  If  that  is  their  wish. 

Mr.  President.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the 
committee  to  which  this  measure  Is  referred 
win  call  hearings,  not  only  in  Washington, 
but  throughout  the  land,  and  if  there  are 
those  within  our  country  who  want  to  deny 
th^  American  miners  the  right  to  sell  their 
products  at  the  average  cost  of  production 
within  this  country,  then  the  United  State 
Senate  should  know  who  these  people  are 
and  what  the  reasons  are  for  deniying  Ameri- 
can citizens  the  right  to  produce  metals 
within  this  country. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  for  the  Colorado  Mining  As- 
sociation publication.  I  shall  read  only 
a  few  sentences,  to  indicate  the  nature 
of  the  statement: 

The  domestic  mining  Industry  has  come 
upon  evil  days.  Hour  by  hour  it  Is  splut- 
tering toward  a  dead  stop.  Not  only  have 
both  political  parties  been  taken  over  by  the 
internationalists,  but  the  mining  industry 
of  these  UnlCtfd  States  is  completely  domin- 
ated by  them.  I  hear  hopeful  men  say  Con- 
gress will  enact  a  protective  tariff  but  it 
would  "De  easier  to  drive  a  freight  train 
through  the  eye  of  a  needle  than  to  get  a 
protective  tariff  measure  for  domestic  met- 
als through  Congress.  Quite  to  the  contrary. 
the  Importation  of  metals  will  be  stepped  up 
and  there  will  be  no  serious  consideration  of 
protection  of  any  kind  for  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer. Only  the  uninformed  do  not  know 
that  the  Internationalists  In  the  mining  in- 
dustry completely  dominate  the  strategic 
and  Crttleal  metals  vital  to  our  security  and 
t,  heir  direction,  and  our  policies 
to  them,  their  prices,  and  their 
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I  ask  that  the  entire  statement  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  domestic  mining  Industry  has  come 
upon  evil  days.  Hour  by  hour  It  is  splut- 
tering toward  a  dead  stop.  Not  only  have 
both  political  parties  been  taken  over  by  the 
lnternatlonalist.s.  but  the  mining  industry 
of  these  United  States  is  completely  domin- 
ated by  them.  I  hear  hopeful  men  say  Con- 
gress will  enact  a  protective  tariff  but  It 
would  be  easier  to  drive  a  freight  train 
through  the  eye  of  a  needle  than  to  get  a 
protective  tariff  measure  for  domestic  met- 
als through  Congress.  Quite  to  the  con- 
trary, the  importation  of  metals  will  be 
stepped  up  and  there  will  be  no  serious  con- 
sideration of  protection  of  any  kind  for  the 
domestic  producer.  Only  the  uninformed  do 
not  know  that  the  internationalists  in  the 
mining  industry  completely  dominate  the 
strategic  and  critical  metals  vital  to  our  se- 
curity artd  our  defenses,  their  direction,  and 
our  pillcles  with  respect  to  tliem,  their 
prices,  and   their   production. 

Nevertheless  domestic  metal  production  Is 
essential  to  our  seciu-ity  and  our  economy. 
and  I  want  to  do  something  that  will  pie- 
serve  it  and  prosper  it.  And  it  is  later  than 
we  think. 

As  our  domestic  mines  close  down,  our 
mills  and  beneflciation  plants  must  close 
their  operations  too.  Then  will  our  mines 
be  flooded,  caved,  and  ruined  beyond  repair, 
and  following  that  misfortune  our  vaunted 
know-how  and  techniques  will  disappear. 
The  great  skills  we  have  deveU  ped  in  mining, 
handling,  and  treating  ores  will  be  trans- 
planted elsewhere  on  the  globe  and  lost  to 
the  United  States.  Thus  we  become  a  weaker 
and  more  dependent  nation.  International- 
ists think  that  would  be  good  for  both  us 
and  the  world.  I  think  It  wou.d  be  very 
bad  for  all. 

It  may  be  too  late  to  do  anything  about  It. 
but  I  think  Americans  should  make  one  last 
try  to  shake  loose  from  the  shackles  of  the 
international  cartels  and  their  airtight  con- 
trol. There  is  too  much  at  stake  with  re- 
spect to  the  future  of  this  Nation  for  us  to 
succumb  and  surrender  without  a  struggle. 

Accordingly.  I  am  introducing  a  bill  In 
the  Senate  creating  a  Metals  Credit  Corpora- 
tion which  will  be  empowered  to  purchase 
strategic  and  critical  metals  pr(jcluced  do- 
mestically, stockpile,  them,  and  sell  them, 
btit  never  for  less  than  their  purchase  price 

One  of  the  agencies  that  has  rendered  the 
Nation  and  American  farmers  a  splendid 
service,  and  at  the  same  time  has  made  a 
substantial  profit  for  the  Government,  has 
been  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
This  Corporation  has  stabilized  farm  prices 
when  otherwise  the  bottom  would  have 
dropped  out,  and  it  has  accumulated  vast 
supplies  of  food  and  fiber  that  saved  the 
day  when,  through  the  devastation  of  war. 
extreme  shortage  occurred. 

That  Identical  operation  will  save  the  very 
s'  -k  and  dying  domestic  mining  industry 
if  my  bill  is  enacted  into  law.  It  follows 
the  precise  pattern  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  statute,  which  has  worked  so 
well  in  agriculture  for  so  many  years.  The 
only  losses  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion has  Incurred  has  been  in  the  storage  <  f 
perishable  farm  crops,  such  as  eggs,  butter, 
cheese,  and  potatoes.  Since  metals  can  be 
stored  for  thousands  of  years  with(  ut  de- 
terioration, that  difficulty  does  not  encounter 
a  metals  credit   corporation. 

My  bill  proposes  to  store  only  domesti- 
cally produced  ores.  It  permits  foreign- 
produced  ores  to  supply  the  current  needs 
of  American  Industry,  so  the  processors,  fab- 
ricators, and  manufacturers  and  the  pro- 
ponents of  Increased  imports  otight  not  op- 
pose  rt.     In   fact.  I   think  it  Is  a  foolproof 


measure  which  can  be  enacted  and  wcuM 
preserve  and  prosper  domestic  mining  and 
protect  our  emergency  needs  by  building  up 
a  supply  of  the  materials  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  win  the  next  world  war.  Guns  and 
tanks  and  planes  become  ob8<Jlete  overnight 
but  not  the  raw  metals  which  can  be  used 
to  build  late  models. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Pre.sident,  when  I  refer  to  the  interna- 
tionalists I  do  not  necessarily  mean  the 
political  internationalists.  I  mean  those 
who  operate  the  cartels — and  there  are 
cartels  with  respect  to  all  these  metals. 
If  we  neglect  our  production  in  this 
countiy,  we  invite  the  operation  of  metal 
cartels  throughout  the  world,  and  we  are 
poinK  to  be  the  victims  of  them.  We 
are  going  to  be  completely  victimized 
by  them.  So  it  is  very  important  that 
we  enact  some  sort  of  incentive  legisla- 
tion to  keep  our  mining  industry  alive. 

I  hope  that  Senators  interested  in  the 
security  of  America,  in  its  stockpile,  and 
in  all  the  thines  so  essential  and  vital 
to  It  will  look  my  bill  over  very  carefully, 
because  I  think  it  indicates  at  least  one 
way  to  save  ourselves  at  the  present 
time. 

I  have  just  one  word  more  that  I  should 
like  to  say.  In  the  committee  hearings 
on  this  important  bill  the  other  day  I 
was  .surprised  to  di-scover  that,  while  our 
military  needs  for  copper  are  very  great, 
and  while  we  have  adopted  in  Congress 
as  a  policy  the  stockpiling  of  copper  and 
other  strategic  and  critical  metals,  our 
military,  in.stead  of  getting  all  the  copper 
they  need  at  24 '2  cents  a  pound,  must 
buy  40  percent  of  their  copper  at  36 '2 
cents  a  pound  and  60  percent  of  their 
copper  at  24 '  ^  cents  a  pound.  I  was  sur- 
prised and  .shocked  and  astonished  that 
our  Government  should  set  the  price 
of  domestic  copper  and  compel  it  to  be 
.sold  in  this  country.  In  other  words, 
.so  far  as  copper  is  concerned  it  cannot 
be  shipped  out  of  the  United  States:  it 
must  be  sold  at  home,  and  it  cannot  be 
sold  for  more  than  24 'j  cents  a  pound. 

The  pending  bill  is  supposed  to  be  a 
dofen.se  measure,  and  it  is  a  defense 
mea.sure.  I  pre.sume.  under  the  necessi- 
ties of  what  my  colleague  from  Colorado 
has  described  as  policies  that  are  ruin- 
ou.s  However,  our  military  must  pay 
the  high  price  of  36'j  cents  a  pound,  and 
if  we  stockpile  any  of  it  for  our  future 
need.s  for  the  protection  of  our  country 
we  must  pay  36 '^  cents  for  that  copper. 

Mr  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  that  the  amendment  which 
I  have  offered  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr. 
HwDEN  in  the  chair  >.  The  clerk  will 
slate  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  Butler). 

The  Legisi  ATivE  Clerk.  At  the  appro- 
priate place  in  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to 
in.sert : 

Sec  2  After  February  15,  1953.  no  celling 
price  shall  t?  tmp()^ed  or  maintained  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  upon  articles  of 
domestic  production,  of  the  same  "type  and 
character  iis  those  with  respect  to  which  the 
import  taxes  are  suspended  by  this  act, 
unless  such  ceiling  prices  are  applied  equally 
to  such  articles  when  imported. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  the  minority  views 
on  the  pending  bill. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  minority 
views  (Rept.  No.  :i5.  pt.  2)  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  Lie  Record,  as  follows: 

By  way  of  background,  all  Members  of  the 
Senate  should  realise  that  under  policies  es- 
tablished by  the  previous  administration  and 
continued  up  until  now,  the  price  of  donwstlc 
copper  has  been  held  to  approximately  24 >4 
cents  per  pound,  wille  Imported  copper  has 
been  permitted  to  bring  whatever  the  market 
will  bear.  Thus,  during  recent  weeks,  the 
price  paid  In  this  country  for  Imported  cop- 
per has  been  36 '2  cents  per  pound.  This 
strange  result  has  h^en  achieved  through  the 
imposition  of  a  price  celling  on  domestically 
produced  copper,  which  celling  has  not  been 
applied    to   lmp>orted   copper. 

Ibis  extreme  price  differential  In  favor  of 
foreign  copper  production  operates  as  a 
strong  Incentive  to  the  development  of  for- 
eign ores,  and  a  strong  deterrent  to  develop- 
ment of  domestic  C3pp>er  ores.  With  the  2- 
cpnts-jjer-pound  Inrport  tax  on  copper  sus- 
pended, foreign  pro«luctton  has  a  12-cent  ad- 
vantage over  Ameri:an  production.  Even  if 
the  import  tax  should  be  relmposed.  foreign 
producers  would  si  111  have  a  lO-cent-per- 
ix)iuid  advantage  o\er  domestic  producers. 

We  have  no  obJe<'tlon  to  bringing  In  for- 
eign copper  to  supplement  our  own  produc- 
tion when  our  neels  are  greater  than  do- 
mestic production  can  meet.  However,  we  do 
believe  It  is  profoundly  unwise  to  give  a  price 
Incentive  to  foreign  production  while  dis- 
couraging the  development  of  domestic 
sources  through  such  gross  discrimination 
a.s  Is  evidenced  her-.v  To  mention  only  the 
long-range  nations:  defense  aspect,  we  are 
very  foolish  not  to  make  every  effort  to  lo- 
cate domestic  ore  bodies  and  provide  for  their 
prop>er  exploitation 

During  consideration  of  this  bill  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  an  amendment 
was  informally  proTosed  which  would  have 
prohibited  any  price  ceilings  on  domestic 
copper  below  the  price  level  at  which  copper 
was  permitted  to  be  imported — In  other 
words,  the  world  price.  Unfortunately,  the 
urgency  of  committee  action  was  so  ^reat 
that  It  did  not  prove  possible  for  the  com- 
mittee to  give  adequate  consideration  to  this 
major  aspect  of   t^e  copper  situation. 

No  blame  attaches  to  the  conrmittee  for 
I's  inability  to  di'lve  Into  this  question. 
However.  In  our  Judgment.  Congress  would  be 
wi.se  to  explore  the  whole  copi>er  problem 
thoroughly  If  policies  now  or  hereafter  fol- 
lowed result  In  persistent  favoritism  to  for- 
eign production  at  the  expense  of  American 
production,  we  believe  we  may  live  to  regret 
our  lack  of  foresight  In  falling  to  stimulate 
adequate  American  sources  to  carry  us 
through  the  emergencies  we  may  face  In  the 
future. 

Hugh  Butlix. 
Ralph   E.   Flandkrs. 
Geokcc  W.  Malone. 
Wallace  P.  Benkett. 
Edwin  C.  Johnson. 
J.  Allen  FaxAi.  Jr. 

COPPEB — DOMESTIC      PXODUCTION     AND     FOREIGN 
IMPOSTS 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
Rlad  Senators  realize  that  the  general 
disposition  of  mo!;t  Individuals  and  com- 
panies in  the  pro<iuction  field  is  to  be  in 
favor  of  free  trade  on  what  they  must 
buy  and  in  favor  of  a  duty  or  import  fee 
on  what  they  sell  in  competition  with 
foreign  goods. 

This  very  disposition.  Mr.  President, 
makes  such  producers  a  ready  prey  to 
the  international  free-trade  advocates, 
by  pitting  one  against  the  other. 

continual  kmzrgenct  PKEsstnu: 

I  agree  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nebraska  I  Mr.  Butler]  that  mining,  and, 
in  fact,  practically  all  other  industries, 
iiave  been  pressured  almost  beyond  en- 


durance through  emergencies,  both  real 
and  synthetic,  during  the  past  20  years. 

BtJlXAU  OmCIALfl  DECIDE  FATE  OF  BtTSINESS 

We  are  fast  reaching  the  point  where 
the  fate  of  the  entire  industrial  structure 
of  the  Nation  is  in  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment officials,  and,  generally  speaking, 
in  the  hands  of  Ooverrmient  bureaus, 
where  they  know  very  little  about  the 
business  affected  by  their  decisions. 

NOT    aXADT    TO    ABANDON    SMALL    MINER    OR 
BUSINESSMAN 

I  am  not  ready,  as  my  colleague  from 
Colorado  seems  to  be,  to  abandon  com- 
pletely the  small  miner  and  businessman 
of  this  Nation  in  favor  of  imports  pro- 
duced by  cheap  foreign  labor. 

It  is  well  known  that  American  busi- 
ness is  divided,  as  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  stated. 

BIG  VERSUS  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Big  business  generally  is  in  favor  of 
free  trade — no  duty  or  import  fee  to  pro- 
tect our  standard  of  living  in  competi- 
tion with  the  goods  produced  by  cheap 
foreign  labor.  And  httle  business,  gen- 
erally speaking,  is  in  favor  of  such  pro- 
tection— the  floor  luider  wages  and  in- 
vestments. 

Big  business  for  this  purpose  is  de- 
fined as  a  business  of  such  a  nature  and 
of  such  a  size  which  can  place  its  branch 
plants  behind  the  low-wage  curtain  on 
foreign  soil  and  ship  its  products  into 
our  country  at  a  lower  cost  than  the 
wage-living  standards  in  this  country 
will  permit. 

Little  or  small  business  may  be  de- 
fined as  any  business  which  is  not  in 
a  position,  either  through  size  or  type, 
to  so  place  a  branch  plant.  Therefore, 
such  small  business  is  dependent  on  mar- 
kets which  it  can  secure  in  competition 
after  paying  the  wages  and  other  labor 
support  which  obtain  in  this  Nation,  in- 
cluding industrial  insurance,  job  insur- 
ance, social  security,  and  other  emolu- 
ments. 

LABOR  PROTECTION  PAID MORE  THAN  TOTAL 

roR£icN  wage:s 

I  believe  it  is  well  known  that  in  some 
of  the  industries  in  this  country  pro- 
ducers pay  more  for  such  protection 
alone  for  the  worker,  including  indus- 
trial insurance,  job  insurance,  social  se- 
curity, and  other  safeguards,  than  the 
producers  in  many  other  competitive 
nations  pay  in  total  wages. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

AMENDMENT  STIMT7LUB  TO  DOMESTIC  PRODUCERS 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  was  interested  in  hearing  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  say  that  my 
amendment  would  be  a  stimulus  to  the 
small  producers.  I  should  like  to  ask  if 
also  the  large  producers  might  not  in- 
crease their  output  tremendously  if  they 
received  the  price  for  locally  produced 
copper  which  now  obtains  for  imported 
copper. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  may  know 
something  about  the  potential  develop- 
ment of  copper  In  the  Western  States. 
The  report  I  have  received  indicates  that 
we  could  easily  be  self-supporting  if  the 
copper  producers,  large  and  small,  were 


accorded  the  treatment  which  we  are 
giving  to  the  foreign  producers. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has  the  idea 
that  if  all  the  influence  of  the  large 
business  organizations  which  have 
branch  plants  behind  the  low-wage  cur- 
tain were  to  withdraw  at  this  moment, 
the  price  would  soon  be  equalized. 

INCOMPEITNT    BtJREAU    OFFICIALS 

However.  I  will  say  further  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nebraska,  for 
whom  I  have  the  highest  regard,  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  the  only  way  we  will  ever 
equalize  the  price  of  copper  will  be  by 
keeping  the  problem  out  of  the  hands  of 
bureau  officials,  who  in  many  cases  know 
nothing  about  the  copp>er  business,  or 
any  business,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 

That  has  been  the  customary  proce- 
dure. Anyone  who  knows  anything 
about  any  business  or  has  had  any  ex- 
perience in  a  business,  his  appointment 
to  a  position  that  deals  with  such  a  busi- 
ness is  precluded. 

I  believe  that  to  have  been  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  administration  which  has 
been  in  power  for  the  past  20  years. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  CaroUna  in  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  finish 
one  point  first;  then  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  yield. 

AGAIN    DUTY — ^FAIR    AND    RHASONABLX 
COMPETITION 

I  will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nebraska  that  the  only  way  in 
which  we  can  equalize  the  wage-living 
standard  in  this  country  and  the  foreign- 
living  standard  is  through  the  levy  of 
the  duties,  excise  taxes,  or  imposts,  or 
whatever  we  care  to  call  them,  on  the 
basis  of  fair  and  reasonable  competition, 

CONGRESS    DODGED    THE    RESPONSIBILITT 

In  1934  Congress  took  occasion  to 
dodge  that  responsibility  by  transferring 
from  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  is  an 
agency  of  Congress,  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment, which  is  an  agency  of  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government,  the  con- 
stitutional responsibility  with  which  the 
Constitution  charges  the  Congress. 

I  doubt  the  constitutionality  of  that 
act,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 

Only  one  more  step  remains,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. In  article  I.  section  8,  the  Con- 
stitution specifies  that  Congress  is 
charged  with  levying  taxes,  duties,  im- 
posts, and  excises.  Congress  now  has 
kept  only  one  of  those  responsibilities; 
in  other  words,  Congress  can  still  levy 
taxes. 

But  I  suppo.se  It  will  be  only  a  matter 
of  time  until  that  responsibility  and  au- 
thority are  transferred  to  the  Executive. 
For  20  years  the  levying  of  taxes  by 
Congress  has  been  only  a  matter  of  form, 
anyway,  for  Congress  has  simply  read 
the  menu  backward;  Congress  has  as- 
certained what  the  President  wants,  and 
then  has  levied  taxes  to  that  extent. 

Last  fall  the  people  of  the  United 
States  finally  caught  up  with  the  eco- 
nomic one  worlders  and  made  different 
arrangements. 
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If  we  continue  with  the  free-trade 
policy  and  continue  to  place  more  au- 
thority in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Ck>vemment,  removing  it  from  the  leg- 
islative branch,  the  Republican  Party 
will  have  turned  into  a  whitewashed 
Democratic  Party  and  will  probably  get 
Just  what  it  deserves  at  the  next  general 
election. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  w^ill  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
DiRKSEM  in  the  chair ) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota? 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

WHT     STTBSIOIZZ     rOREIGK     PRODUCXmST 

Mr.  CASE.  Last  fall  it  was  my  priv- 
ilege to  visit  the  upper  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  particularly  the  town  of 
Houghton,  and  to  observe  in  that  area 
some  of  the  mines  which  have  been  aban- 
doned, or  at  least  are  not  being  worked 
because  of  the  anomolous  situation  which 
prevails  when  we  have  a  ceiling  price  on 
domestically  produced  copper,  but  invite 
the  importation  of  copper  at  a  much 
higher  price.  Those  Michigan  producers 
found  it  simply  impossible  to  understand 
why  we  should,  in  effect,  subsidize  the 
production  of  foreign  copper  by  denying 
the  domestic  producers  their  natural 
market  at  home  through  the  medium  of 
the  imposition  of  a  price  ceiling  on  their 
commodity,  which  had  the  effect  of  pre- 
serving a  portion  of  the  domestic  market 
for  imported  copper. 

That  is  why  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  seems  to  me 
to  have  particular  justice  and  appeal. 
I  hope  that  before  consideration  of  this 
bill  is  completed  in  the  Senate,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Colorado,  whose 
interest  in  and  support  for  the  domestic 
mining  industry  are  so  well  known,  will 
agree  to  take  the  amendment  to  confer- 
ence, to  see  whether  something  can  be 
worked  out  to  make  it  possible  for  our 
domestic  producers  to  have  a  fair  chance 
at  their  own  market. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
happy  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  injected  that 
thought.  Let  me  say  to  him  that  it  only 
hits  and  glances  off  the  subject.  What 
brought  about  the  ceiling  price  to  begin 
with?  It  was  the  removal  of  or  the 
absence  of  any  tariff,  any  duty,  or  any 
excise  tax  to  equalize  the  production  cost 
due  to  the  differential  in  wage  and  living 
standards  at  home  and  abroad,  in  the 
case  of  the  copper  industry.  That  Is 
what  made  all  of  this  procedure  possible. 

NO  TIME  TO  STUTY  FACTS 

Furthermore,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  said,  prac- 
tically every  time  we  pass  a  bill  we  are 
under  the  heat  of  an  emergency,  and  are 
told  that  the  bill  must  be  passed  at  once, 
either  today,  tomorrow,  or  by  Thursday; 
and  there  is  no  time  for  any  of  us  to  study 
the  bill,  to  ascertain  its  effect.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  it  is  probably  the  only  method 
that  would  work — no  time  to  think. 

CHANCED    7a-TKAH-OLD  POLICT 

So  we  have  changed  a  75-year-old 
policy,  a  policy  of  the  protection  of  the 
workingmen  and  investors  of  the  United 
States,  through  the  imposition  of  import 
lees  or  duties,  as  they  are  called  by  the 


Constitution  of  the  United  States,  to 
regulate  foreign  trade. 

ABANDONKD   WOUUMGMKir  AND  IXVXBTOB8 

We  have  utterly  abandoned  the  work- 
ingmen and  investors  to  their  fate. 

SUBSIDT  rOS  FOBEIGN  GOODS 

Of  course,  as  is  continually  suggested. 
we  can  appropriate  taxpayers'  money  for 
the  purchase  of  all  the  imported  com- 
modities and  goods  together  with  those 
produced  here — for  example,  imported 
textiles,  crockery,  and  machine  tools 
imported  from  Japan  and  Germany  or 
other  low-wage  nations — and  thus  fix 
the  price.  The  price  would  then  be  fixed 
in  a  Government  bureau.  We  tried  that 
policy  out  on  dried  eggs  from  China, 
while  we  stored  our  own  eggs  in  caves. 
We  finally  gave  away  the  powdered  eygs. 

Wc  ought  foreign  potatoes  imported 
under  the  free-trade  policy,  and  then 
painted  the  surplu.s  potatoes  green  and 
bought  kerosene  and  u-sed  it  to  burn  the 
remainder.  We  were  trj-ing  to  stabilize 
the  market  for  all  the  potatoes  grown  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere  in  the  absence 
of  a  duty  on  imports — and.  I  suppose. 
for  all  the  potatoes  grown  in  Europe,  too. 
if  it  were  possible  to  ship  potatoes  that 
far.    Finally  we  burned  the  evidence. 

rCSNISH   COPPER  TO  ERANCE 

In  the  case  of  copper  it  will  be  found, 
if  the  record  is  studied,  that  in  the  case 
of  our  own  ECA  or  point  4  or  Marshall 
plan  or  UNRRA,  or  whatever  it  was 
called  at  the  time — after  all.  the  name 
ic  immaterial,  for  the  final  effect  is 
the  same,  namely,  a  burden  on  the 
wealth  of  the  United  States — we  paid 
the  top  price  for  thou.'^ands  of  tons  of 
copper  and  then  gave  the  copper  to 
France. 

DOMESTIC    INDUSTRIES    NEEDED    COPPER 

No  doubt  that  was  done  at  a  time 
when  the  industries  in  the  State  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Connecticut 
needed  the  copper. 

A   DUTY    OR   IMPORT    FEE    DOES   NOT    PREVENT 
IMPORTS 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  say  that  a  duty 
or  import  fee  does  not  prevent  imports, 
if  such  duty  or  import  fee  is  based  on 
the  differential  of  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion based  on  the  difference  between 
the  standard  of  living  in  the  United 
States  and  the  standard  of  living  in  the 
foreign  country  producing  the  commod- 
ity. Such  a  tariff  or  duty  will  bring 
such  commodities  in  on  our  standard - 
of-living  costs.  Such  a  tariff  or  duty 
will  not  prevent  the  importation  of  1 
j)ound  of  copper. 

VENTURI-CAPITAL    INVESTOl 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MALONE.     I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  agree — and  I  agree 
with  him — that  the  tariff  does  not  im- 
p>ede  the  importation  of  copper,  but  it 
does  place  an  additional  burden  on  the 
consumer,  so  long  as  we  have  to  have 
the  copper. 

What  is  the  justification  for  placing 
the  additional  burden  on  the  consumer? 
That  is  a  question  which  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Nevada  discuss, 
if  he  does  not  mind  doing  so. 


Mr.  MALONE.  I  certainly  am  happy 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
brought  up  that  question  at  this  point. 

Venture  capital  is  the  kind  of  capital 
which  goes  into  a  mining  business,  be- 
cause a  mine  cannot  be  developed  in 
1.  2.  or  3  years;  it  takes  5.  6.  or  7  years 
to  develop  it.  Venture  capital  is  the 
only  kind  of  money  that  ever  goes  into 
a  mining  business  until  the  mine  has 
been  proved. 

So  why  is  the  tariff  necessary?  It  Is 
necessary  becau.se  of  the  necessity  of 
some  a.ssurance  to  the  potential  venture- 
capital  investors  over  a  period  of  years 
and  some  integrity  on  the  part  of  the 
Congress  that  that  policy  will  be  main- 
tained, before  the  investor  will  invest  his 
money. 

The  theory  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Connecticut  advocates,  namely,  to 
have  a  tariff  imposed  only  on  a  com- 
modity where  there  is  an  excess  of  pro- 
duction in  terms  of  the  total  consump- 
tion of  the  Nation,  is  the  most  preposter- 
ous and  fallacious  theory  I  have  ever 
heard  advanced.  In  the  case  of  strategic 
and  critical  minerals  and  materials,  we 
never  would  reach  that  point,  because 
under  tho.se  circumstances  no  investor 
would  invest  his  funds  in  such  a  business. 
What  a.ssurance  does  an  investor  who  is 
300  or  3.000  miles  removed  from  this 
Capital — the  seat  of  Congress — have  that 
when  the  production  equals  consumption 
that  Congre.ss  will  reimpo.se  the  tariff? 
Congress  has  no  ."settled  policy  at  all  in 
connection  with  duties,  imports  or  ex- 
cl.scs.  Additional  co.st.  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Connecticut  has  made  a 
point,  but  in  this  case  the  additional 
price  would  be  $40  a  ton.  which  cannot 
be  found  in  the  price  of  the  fabricated 
product  The  purpose  of  the  duty  or  im- 
port fee  is  to  protect  those  who  Invest  in 
the  property  just  as  the  duty  on  fabri- 
cated brass  products  is  to  protect  tlie 
investor  in  thase  industries. 

In  the  case  of  a  15  p>ercent  to  64  per- 
cent ad  valorem  lax  on  brass  products, 
has  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Con. 
necticut  ever  computed  the  amount  of 
tax  on  the  copper  content?  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  that  question. 
He  will  find  that  it  will  amount  to  sev- 
eral thousand  dollars  per  ton. 

Mr  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  respect- 
fully .say  to  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  that  that  is  beside  the  point  and 
is  not  at  all  pertinent  to  the  question  of 
whether  this  tax  should  be  reimposed. 

The  question  is  why  a  tax  be  reimposed 
at  a  time  when  we  must  import  half  a 
million  tons  of  copper.  That  is  the  real 
question  before  us. 

I  shall  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada  about  some  phases 
of  his  thinking— with  which  I  am  some- 
what familiar— regarding  tariffs.  How- 
ever, when  we  are  faced  with  an  abso- 
lute need  and  when  we  must  impwrt  cop- 
per for  national  security  purposes — for 
all  purposes  we  have  to  import  approxi- 
mately one-third  of  what  we  use— I  can- 
not for  the  life  of  me  see  why  any  one 
should  wish  to  tax  imported  copper,  and 
thereby  automatically  increase  its  cost, 
even  though,  as  the.  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada suggests,  the  tax  or  tariff  is  small 
when  we  translate  it  into  the  cost  of  the 
fabricated  products. 


i    11 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


999 


Mr.  MALONE.  The  reason  for  a  duty 
or  import  fee  on  copper  is  to  Inspire  con- 
fidence in  potential  venture  capital  in- 
vestors. If  such  protection  Is  not  estab- 
lished the  domestic  production  Is  likely 
to  decrease,  not  increase,  since  there  is 
no  floor  under  wages  and  Investments, 
therefore  no  protection  from  the  low- 
cost  foreign-labor  products. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  would  differ  on  that 
point  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
any  lack  of  risk  capital  available,  in  the 
case  of  the  copper  industry.  I  believe 
the  copper  industry  has  done  very  well 
and  has  made  very  good  profits  and  has 
paid  very  good  dividends.  I  have  read 
the  annual  reports  of  some  of  the  copper 
companies,  and  they  seem  to  be  doing 
very  well.  The  stockholders  do  not  seem 
to  be  complaining,  even  though  we  are 
holdmg  down  the  domestic  price  to  2412 
cents. 

TAXPAYERS     IN    THE    COPPER     BUSINESS 

Mr  MALONE.  I  think  the  distin- 
guished Senator  is  entirely  correct  with 
jc-pect  to  three  of  the  principal  com- 
panies. But  does  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  know  what  help 
these  companies  are  getting  from  the 
Government — that  the  Government  is  In 
partnership   with   them? 

Mr  BUSH.  I  know  that  they  are  re- 
ceiving some  assistance  from  the  Gov- 
ernment. They  are  getting  a  great  deal 
of  business. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  xSenator  also 
ought  to  know  that  they  are  getting 
short  amortization  periods  and  a  guar- 
anteed unit  price  in  some  cases  for  the 
investments  they  make.  He  should  know 
that  when  they  go  into  business,  all  ex- 
cept the  very  large  companies,  borrow 
money  from  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration, the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation,  or  some  other  trick 
organization  of  the  Goverrunent,  and 
that  every  taxpayer  in  America  is  in  the 
copper  business  with  them,  except  that 
he  does  not  draw  a  dividend. 

TARIFF   OB    DUTY — NO    ETFBCT   ON   DIVIDENDS 

Mr  BUSH.  I  submit  he  will  draw  less, 
if  a  tax  is  placed  on  copper  imports. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  record  does  not 
support  your  statement.  We  are  pay- 
ing more  for  foreign  copper  now  with 
no  duty  than  ever  before  in  history.  The 
duty  based  on  fair  and  reasonable  com- 
petition will  result  in  more  venture  cap- 
ital invested  in  the  business  and  more 
copper  mined.  With  a  definite  policy 
laid  down  by  Congress,  more  copper 
mines  will  be  found.  The  same  argu- 
ment was  used  on  this  floor  in  1947; 
It  was  said,  "No.  there  are  no  more 
copper  deposits."  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  knew  then  of  a  copper  de- 
posit 100  miles  southeast  of  Reno,  which 
the  Anaconda  Copper  Co.,  one  of  the 
be.st  companies  in  the  world,  is  now 
working.  That  copper  deposit  was  dis- 
covered more  than  40  years  ago;  but 
changing  economic  conditions  had  to 
make  it  feasible  of  operation. 

Under  the  free-trade  policy  we  have 
had  for  20  years,  there  was  no  incentive 
to  invest  the  money  necessary  to  work  it. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Does  the  Senator  seri- 
ously suggest  that,  if  this  bill  should  not 
be  passed  and  the  tax  should  not  be 
waived  for  another   17  or   18  months, 


whatever  the  period  may  be,  it  would 
have  any  serious  influence  on  stimulating 
additional  investment  in  the  copper 
industry? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Oh.  yes;  not  In  the 
case  of  the  companies  that  are  getting 
the  taxpayers'  help,  but  In  the  venture- 
capital  field,  seeking  new  deposits  and 
new  copper.  That  kind  of  capital  simply 
will  not  go  Into  the  business  now. 
The  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound  is  insuf- 
flcient^-but  if  it  became  the  settled  policy 
of  Congress  it  would  encourage  Investors. 
No  one  on  earth,  least  of  all  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  knows  what  our  policy  is 
in  regard  to  foreign  imports  and  foreign 
trade;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  one 
can  go  into  the  mining  business  in  this 
country,  no  one  can  go  into  the  textile 
business,  no  one  can  go  into  the  brass 
business  without  a  duty  or  import  fee. 
The  companies  engaged  in  pushing  this 
bill  through,  without  a  duty  or  import 
fee,  whatever  to  make  up  the  wage  and 
other  cost  differentials  must  have  tariff 
protection;  otherwise  they  would  not  be 
in  business  for  60  days. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

THE  PRICK  or  COPPEB 

Mr.  MALONE.     I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  submit 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada that  what  is  holding  back  invest- 
ment in  copper  on  the  part  of  venture- 
capital  Is  not  really  this  tax  we  are  talk- 
ing about,  nor  Is  such  investment  de- 
pendent on  whether  we  extend  this  tax. 
After  all,  as  the  Senator  himself  has 
pointed  out,  the  ultimate  effect  of  it  on 
the  consumer,  while  adverse,  is  not  very 
great.  The  point  about  which  he  is  talk- 
ing—and I  may  say  I  do  not  think  it  is 
particularly  relevant  to  this  bill,  though 
I  do  not  in  any  way  challenge  the  Sen- 
ator's right  to  discuss  it — is  the  question 
of  the  price  of  copper.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

PARTNERSHIP     WITH     THE     GOVERNMENT — THE 
TAXPAYER 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  price  of  copper. 
Always,  when  there  is  no  emergency  such 
as  we  have  now,  and  such  as  we  have 
had  most  of  the  time  during  the  past 
20  years — when  there  was  no  emergency 
in  1949,. copper  dropped  to  16  cents  per 
pound  because  the  foreign  production 
dominated  the  market. 

The  venture-capital  investors  may  be 
stung  a  couple  of  times,  but  when  he  is 
continually  stung,  and  when  he  can  see 
absolutely  no  policy  in  Congress  in  re- 
gard to  his  investments,  he  finally  gets 
enough  and  quits. 

There  is  no  new  money  to  go  into  the 
mining  business  now  to  get  copper,  tung- 
sten, mercury,  or  any  other  mineral, 
without  some  kind  of  partnership  from 
the  Government. 

They  demand  either  a  short  amortiza- 
tion period  or  a  guaranteed  price,  or  the 
loan  of  money,  or  all  three.  This  is  a 
common  remark,  "make  the  Government 
your  partner,  and  they  will  take  care  of 
us."  So  they  come  back  here.  Who  has 
occupied  most  of  the  hotel  rooms  in 
Washington  during  the  past  15  or  20 
years?  They  have  mostly  been  occu- 
pied by  people  coming  to  Washington 
to  get  the  Government  to  go  in  partner- 
ship with  them.     Why?     Because  the 


policies  of  the  Government  make  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  operate  without  tax- 
payers' money.  It  is  simply  impossible. 
The  mining  industry  is  virtuaDy  shut 
down  at  the  very  height  of  a  war  pros- 
perity, at  the  height  of  employment,  ex- 
cept where  Goverrunent  money  is  in  the 
business.  That  is  a  general  statement, 
and,  of  course,  there  are  exceptions,  but 
they  are  few. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
sympathetic  toward  some  of  the  things 
the  distinguished  Senator  says  about  the 
people  who  come  to  Washington  wanting 
favors  from  the  Goverrunent. 

Mr.  MALONE.  We  say  we  want  to 
lower  taxes,  yet  the  very  policies  estab- 
lished by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  make  it  impossible  for  them  to 
operate  with  the  taxpayers  money. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Many  of  them  come  to 
Washington  in  an  effort  to  cooperate,  too. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  all  want  to  co- 
operate in  the  use  of  the  taxpayers' 
money — I  have  seen  few  exceptions 

Mr.  BUSH.     I  have. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  policies  set  by 
Congress  and  the  Executive  bring;  them 
here  to  survive. 

Mr.  BUSH.  At  least  some  of  them 
have  come  to  Washington  to  attend  to 
their  legitimate  business. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Of  course  it  is  legiti- 
mate business  but  the  congressional 
actions — a  lack  of  definite  policies  create 
the  business. 

Mr.  BUSH.  But  that  has  very  little 
to  do  with  the  import  tax. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  know 
exactly  what  the  distinguished  Senator 
thinks  the  question  is. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  question  is  whether 
we  should  impose  an  additional  cost  on 
consumers  of  copper,  when  there  is  an 
importation  from  foreign  countries  of 
one-third  of  our  annual  need.  The 
question  is,  why  should  we  tax  that  which 
we  ourselves  need? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  thought  I  had  made 
that  entirely  clear. 

Mr.  BUSH.    No,  that  is  not  clear. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Our  wish  is  to  produce 
more  domestic  copp>er — under  a  wage 
standard  of  living  several  times  that  of 
the  competitive  nations — there  is  no  in- 
ducement for  new  venture  capital  to 
prospect  and  explore  for  new  copper 
deposits.  If  independent  capital  is  in- 
vested during  the  present  emergency 
there  is  no  floor  under  this  investment 
and  no  settled  congressional  policy, 
therefore,  when  it  is  over  the  imports 
will  cause  a  drop  in  the  market,  as  evi- 
denced in  1949  and  the  investment  is 
gone — also  the  jobs  are  gone. 

THE     CHILE     WAGE     EARNER 

I  was  coming  to  that  in  my  statement. 
The  amount  is  $1.17  on  the  so-called 
curb  exchange.  The  compiany  has 
agreed  to  pay  $1.00  for  19.37  pesos.  E^ren 
when  the  foreign  producers  pay  $1  for 
19.37  pesos.  Instead  of  the  curb  rate  of 
$1  for  125  pesos,  they  are  not  up  to  the 
wages  which  we  are  paying  in  this  coun- 
try. 

It  is  claimed  that  there  are  other 
emoliunents  which  make  up  part  of  it. 
Africa  will  be  a  large  producer  when  it 
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comes  in.    Our  own  Phelps  Dodge  Co. 
is  interested  in  that  area. 

I  say  to  the  distingiiished  Senator 
from  Connecticut  that  we  must  have  a 
long-range  policy  to  attract  venture 
capital  in  the  mining  business.  It  is 
like  the  Senator's  brass  companies:  If 
Congress  were  nibbling  at  the  duty  and 
fussing  with  it  every  few  days,  they  would 
be  selling  out  within  a  month.  Their 
nerves  could  not  stand  the  strain.  But 
we  have  had  a  definite  policy  of  protec- 
tion for  them  continuously,  and  I  hope 
we  shall  continue  it,  because,  although 
I  have  seen  no  computations  with  refer- 
ence to  it,  I  have  no  doubt  from  the 
state  of  the  business  that  the  duty  is 
adequate. 

The  Connecticut  brass  companies 
manufacture  lipsticks.  One  could  not 
find  the  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound  for 
copper  in  that  commodity  but  it  can  be 
found  when  we  put  a  64  percent  ad  valo- 
rem tariff  on  the  finished  product.  That 
is  why  the  duty  on  the  manufactured 
product  comes  to  as  much  as  several 
thousand  dollars  per  ton  on  the  finished 
product. 

I  am  for  the  duty  on  the  Senators 
brass  products,  but  he  is  against  a  duty 
on  our  raw-copper  mining  which  serves 
the  same  purpose — to  equalize  the 
standards  of  living  of  this  Nation  and 
Chile. 

Mr.  BUSH.     No,  I  am  not. 

Mr.  MALONE.  He  will  finally  be  for 
us  when  we  pull  ourselves  up  by  our  boot 
straps,  when  we  finally  produce  suffi- 
cient copper  to  furnish  the  domestic 
market,  then  the  Senator  would  favor  a 
duty  on  it.  That  is  what  the  Senator  is 
saying. 

I  should  like  to  continue  this  debate 
until  the  Senator  is  satisfied. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  am  sure  that  would  be 
quite  impossible,  with  the  progress  we 
are  now  making. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Will  the  Senator  ask 
the  question  again? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  cannot  possibly  see  the 
need  for  placing  a  tax  on  an  import 
which  we  simply  must  have;  and  regard- 
less of  what  the  Senator  says  about  stim- 
ulating investment  in  copper  mining,  it 
could  not  possibly  change  the  fact  that 
for  the  next  17  or  18  months,  at  least. 
we  are  going  to  have  imports  in  excess  of 
our  domestic  production.  Therefore, 
there  should  be  no  tax  imposed  on  them. 

A    SUBSIDY    ON    IMPORTED    PKODUCTS 

Mr.  MALONE.  What  I  shall  have  to 
do  is  to  turn  the  Senator  over  to  Casey 
Jones,  who  is  the  head  of  the  National 
Wool  Growers  Association.  This  debate 
does  not  cover  wool  but  it  is  in  the  same 
category.  Every  wool  grower,  every 
sheepman,  in  America  is  broke,  because 
on  the  Senate  floor,  in  1947  or  1948 — I 
think  it  was  in  1947.  about  the"  time  we 
had  a  brainstorm  with  reference  to  cop- 
per— we  placed  a  tariff  on  imported  wool. 
The  President  vetoed  the  bill.  We  did 
not  have  sufficient  votes  to  pass  it  over 
the  President's  veto.  So  we  took  his 
advice  and  put  on  a  subsidy.  It  amount- 
ed to  a  45-cent-per-pound  subsidy  on 
every  pound  produced  in  the  United 
States. 


Wool  can  come  into  this  country  from 
anywhere  else  in  the  world  and  enjoy 
free  entry  so  we  pay  a  subsidy  on  all  im- 
ports. 

As  a  result  there  is  less  wool  produced 
in  the  United  States  today  than  there 
was  20  years  ago — than  there  was  5  years 
ago — and  the  amount  is  growing  less  and 
less.  That  is  a  shining  example  of  a 
material  which  we  mu.st  have  and  of 
which  we  produce  approximately  half  of 
the  supply. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  Senator  will  concede, 
will  he  not.  that  the  requirements  of 
copper  are  greatly  swollen  today? 

V,-t:    JVMP    FROM    ONE    EMERGENCY    TO    ANOTHFR 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  is  true  of  wool, 
also.  That  is  exactly  the  reason  for  the 
situation  which  I  have  been  discu.ssint,'. 
People  will  not  put  their  money  into  it  bo- 
cause  they  know  we  have  no  firm  policy. 
or  any  idea  of  what  we  are  doing.  We 
are  simply  jumping  from  one  emertjency 
to  anothei.  and  we  finally  meet  our.selve.s 
coming  hack. 

We  could  go  into  the  subject  of  tex- 
tiles. Connecticut  does  not  produce  all 
the  textiles  it  con^ume.s.  But  there  is  a 
tariff,  and  the  textile  mills  could  not  live 
60  days  without  it. 

Thi.s  is  a  preposterous  line  of  think;nfr. 
If  we  removed  the  tariff  from  evt  ry 
product  in  the  United  State.s  of  which 
we  do  not  produce  enough  for  the  do- 
mestic consumption,  our  economic  struc- 
ture would  sink  without  a  trace. 

COMMUNICATIONS     STSTFMS     KILLED     SHARP- 
SHOOTING 

In  the  old  days,  when  there  was  a  lack 
of  communication,  many  people  asked 
for  a  duty  on  what  they  produced  but 
for  free  trade  on  what  they  bou'^ht,  I 
want  to  point  out  that  with  the  commu- 
nications we  have  today,  when  somebody 
is  continually  broadcasting  over  the 
radio,  no  secrets  will  be  kept  very  lorn,'. 
We  have  passed  the  point  of  such  sharp- 
shooting — we  must  adopt  a  derinile 
policy, 

Mr,  President,  I  had  to  come  to  the 
Senate  to  hear  the  preposterous  public 
argument  that  each  one  should  have  a 
duty  on  what  he  sells  and  should  have 
free  trade  with  reference  to  what  he 
buys,  I  had  never  heard  that  stated 
publicly,  I  had  heard  it  in  oonfidence, 
however.  It  would  be  nice  if  one  can 
get  It, 

Several  things  have  been  mentioned  on 
which  I  should  like  to  touch  liRhlly.  I 
have  a  short  statement  to  make. 

NATIONAL     DEFENSE 

Mr.  President,  we  talk  about  national 
defense.  The  greatest  national  defense 
move  in  the  world  would  be  to  put  a  floor 
under  wages  and  investments  in  this 
country  in  connection  with  the  articles 
we  need  for  national  defense.  It  is  re- 
moving such  protection  that  makes  it 
necessary  to  import  more  and  more  such 
products.  Then  if  we  should  suddenly 
get  into  trouble  we  could  not  keep  the 
lines  of  transportation  open. 

"GOING   OQNCEBN"    INDUHTRHS 

We  must  have  a  'going  concern"  min- 
ing industry,  a  'going  concern"  textile 


Industry,  a  "going  concern"  brass  indus- 
try. That  is  what  we  need — good 
healthy  "going  concern"  industries 
throughout  this  Nation.  How  can  it  be 
done?  Through  protection  of  the  woik- 
ingmen  and  investors. 

COVTRNMENT     DOES     NOT     PAY     TAHirTS 

It  is  said  it  costs  more  for  national 
defon.se  when  there  are  duties  and  import 
fees  on  critical,  strategic  minerals  and 
materials,  I  point  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  does  not  pay 
the  tariff.  When  any  branch  of  the 
Government  brings  in  such  products  for 
national  defense  purposes,  it  does  not 
pay  the  tariff.  If  the  importer  is  a 
pnvatp  company,  it  pays  the  tariff, 
manufactures  the  shells,  or  whatever  the 
product  is,  and  sells  them  to  the  Gov- 
ernment charging  the  tariff  on  copper 
or  any  material  back  to  the  Government 
in  the  price  of  the  munitions  or  other 
material:  so  it  is  just  out  of  one  racket 
and  into  another.  If  Congress  estab- 
lishes confidence  in  potential  investors 
in  the  country,  production  in  strategic 
minerals  and  materials  will  increase. 

Mr,  President,  in  the  minority  views 
is  slated: 

We  have  no  objection  to  bringing  In  for- 
eign copper  to  supplement  our  own  produc- 
t'.iin  when  c^ur  needs  are  greater  than 
cli>me&tlc  pruduction  can  meet. 

I  sipned  the  minority  report,  because. 
of  course,  in  addition  to  destroying 
utterly  the  people  who  are  in  the  copper 
business  in  ^, small  way,  the  independent 
copper  producers,  the  lack  of  a  definite 
policy  IS  deterring  capital  investments  in 
new  copper  deposits. 

CnoWNINC  INStT-T 

Then,  of  course,  the  crowning  insult 
is  to  pay  10  cents  a  pound  more  to  com- 
panies produciniz  copper  where  the  wages 
are  about  SI  17  a  day.  146  pe.sos,  as 
a^rainst  $15  a  day  paid  by  our  domestic 
pr(jducers. 

Mr  President,  to  debate  a  .subject  such 
as  this  before  the  Senate  today  we  must 
first  determine  our  objectives.  What  are 
our  objectives'' 

OBIECnVES 

The  objectives  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  are  the  long  range  develop- 
ment and  stabilization  of  domestic  pro- 
duction, and  to  preserve  the  economic  in- 
tei^nty  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Ci   NcRESS CONSrlriTIONAL    RE.SPONSIBILITT 

The  first  approach  to  these  vital  ob- 
jectives should  be  a  definite  and  settled 
policy  by  the  Congress,  the  legi.slative 
branch  of  the  Government,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  Its  constitutional  responsibil- 
ity to  Teiiulate  foi-eign  commerce — to 
lay  and  collect — duties,  imposts,  and  ex- 
cises"—Article  I,  section  8  of  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Mr  President,  that  first  approach  was 
made  impo-ssible  when  the  Congress,  the 
lenLslative  branch  of  the  United  States 
Government,  retreated  before  the  deter- 
mined attack  of  the  executive  branch 
and  completely  abrogated  its  constitu- 
tional responsibility  to  "lay  duties,  im- 
posts, and  exci.ses.  ■  through  the  passage 
of  the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act. 
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"REcnnrocAL  teade" — ^a  catch  phsask 

Through  that  act,  named  the  "recipro- 
cal trade  act,"  a  catch  phrase  to  sell  the 
one  economic  world  theory  to  the  Ameri- 
can people,  the  Congress,  in  complete 
and  brazen  disregard  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  transferred 
the  power  to  "lay  duties,  imposts,  and 
excises  "  to  the  President — the  executive 
branch  of  the  United  States  Government, 

CONGRE.SS    STILL    HAS    LETT — THE    RIGHT    TO    TAX 

Ail  that  is  necessary  now  is  for  the 
Congress,  the  legislative  body,  to  trans- 
fer to  the  President  the  right  to  tax,  that 
is  about  all  they  have  left. 

I  would  suspect  that  some  Members 
of  the  Congress  would  like  to  do  just  that. 
'I  hey  are  so  proud  that  they  did  transfer 
to  the  President  the  right  to  regulate  for- 
eiun  commerce,  through  the  imposition 
of  duties,  imposts,  and  excises  that  they 
mmht  approve  transferring  the  right  to 
tax. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT ONE   ECONOMIC  WORLD 

PLAN 

The  act  has  been  administered  since 
the  date  of  the  act.  1934.  by  a  State  De- 
partment bent  upon  the  destruction  of 
the  economic  integrity  of  this  Nation  in 
favor  of  the  one  economic  world  theory, 
of  averaging  our  wage-living  standards 
with  the  lower  standards  and  sweat-shop 
labor  of  Europe  and  Asia,  That  is  their 
objective,  as  I  shall  show  in  a  little  while 
as  we  get  along  with  the  subject.  What 
we  are  asked  to  do  today  is  to  take  a 
small  bite,  but  it  is  Just  such  precedents 
which  count  in  this  body. 

Mr  Piesident.  Congress,  not  content 
with  the  State  Department's  random 
cutting  of  practically  all  "duties,  imposts, 
and  excises"  below  the  differential  of  the 
cost  of  production,  due  in  a  large  meas- 
ure to  the  difference  in  the  wage  stand- 
ard of  living  here  and  abroad,  has  started 
to  fu.'-s  and  fiddle  with  what  remains  of 
the  duty  or  excise  tax  set  by  Congress  in 
1932  on  the  important  commodity  we  are 
di.'-cu.ssing. 

The  State  Department  arbitrarily  cut 
tho  duty  from  4  to  2  cents  a  pound  at 
tlu'ir  secret  economic  conference  at  Ge- 
neva. Switzerland,  in  1947.  Every  man 
on  this  floor  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  in  1947  will  recall  that  no  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress,  no  Senator,  and 
no  busines.sman  could  worm  his  way  into 
one  of  those  secret  conferences  in 
Geneva  where  our  State  Department  and 
the  foreign  nations  were  discussing  cut- 
ting tariffs,  import  fees,  and  duties. 

DFSTROTINC  THE  LAST  VESTIGE  OF  POLICY 

The  question  before  the  Senate  today 
is.  Shall  the  Congress  again  defer  the 
pitiful  remnant  of  the  original  4  cents 
a  pound  fixed  by  it  in  1932  and  remove 
the  last  vetige  of  a  floor  under  wages  and 
investments  in  this  Nation?  So  the  po- 
tential investors  of  venture  capital  in  this 
country  are  told,  "Hereafter  you  are  on 
your  own.  We  are  even  destroying  the 
little  poUcy  that  we  have." 

If  we  defer  the  2  cents,  we  are  destroy- 
ing any  semblance  of  congressional 
policy. 


1030   TABirr  ACT 

Under  the  1930  tariff  act,  which  laid 
down  the  policy  of  a  flexible  import  fee 
to  be  adjusted  50  percent  up  or  down  on 
the  basis  of  that  differential  of  the  cost 
of  production,  due,  of  course,  mostly  to 
the  difference  between  the  wage  stand- 
ards in  this  country  and  those  abroad. 

THE    PRINCIPLE    OP    PAIR     AND    REASONABLE 

coMPrrrrioN 
Congress  must  lay  down  a  long-range 
and  well-understood  principle  of  a  floor 
under  wages  and  investments,  supported 
by  flexible  import  duty,  and  adjusted 
upon  the  basis  of  fair  and  reasonable 
competition,  if  venture  capital  is  to  be 
attracted.  That  is  what  Congress  had 
in  mind  in  the  passage  of  the  1930  Tariff 
Act.  For  20  years  we  have  heard  the 
Statement  that  the  Smoot-Hawley  Tariff 
Act  was  a  major  cause  of  the  depression. 
That  act  was  not  passed  until  1930.  and 
the  depression  came  along  in  1929.  That 
was  just  a  small  discrepancy  In  time. 

FALLACIOUS   REASONING 

The  principal  reason  advanced  for  the 
removal  of  the  2  cents  a  pound  duty  is 
that  no  protection  should  be  afforded 
the  workingmen  and  investors  in  any 
field  of  domestic  production  when  such 
production  is  less  than  the  current 
consumption.  It  is  difficult  to  imagine 
a  more  fallacious  and  erroneous  conclu- 
sion. 

The  basic  precept  in  a  nation  of  higher 
living  standards  of  course  must  be  that 
Congress  will  accept  Its  constitutional 
responsibility  to  "regulate  commerce 
with  foreign  nations — to  lay  and  collect 
duties,  imposts  and  excises." 

LONG-RANGE  POLICY — VENTURE  CAPITAL 

As  I  have  said.  Congress  must  then  lay 
down  a  long  range  and  well  understood 
principle  of  a  floor  under  wages  and 
investments — supported  by  flexible  Im- 
port duty — and  adjusted  upon  the  basis 
of  fair  and  reasonable  competition — if 
venture  capital  Is  to  be  attracted. 

This  principle  applies  not  only  to  the 
production  of  copper,  but  to  all  other 
commodities,  including  wool,  cattle, 
sheep,  textiles,  crockery,  zinc,  lead,  mer- 
cury, tungsten  and  watches.  We  cannot 
Indulge  In  sharpshootlng. 

The  time  has  come  when  everyone 
knows  other  peoples  business,  in  regard 
to  what  tariffs,  what  duties,  what  im- 
posts and  what  excises  are  levied,  as 
well  as  what  taxes. 

It  Is  Impossible  now  to  go  before  a 
congressional  committee  and  obtain  a 
duty  on  what  one  sells  and  free  trade  on 
what  one  buys.  That  is,  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  thought  it  was  im- 
possible. But  those  who  are  supporting 
this  extension  are  the  ones  who  are  buy- 
ing this  metal  as  their  chief  raw  mate- 
rial, and  who  have  a  tariff  of  from  15  to 
64  percent  ad  valorem  on  the  fabricated 
brass  products  which  they  sell. 

PRESSURE — BRANCH    PLANTS    BEYOND    LOW-WAGX 

CXTBTAIN 

The  companies  which  produce  the  for- 
eign copper  have  plants  behind  the  low- 
wage  curtain.  Mr.  President,  we  have  not 
heard  the  last  of  that  principle.  Prom 
now  on  when  American  capital  in  a  largf* 


business  can  go  behind  the  low-wage  cur- 
tain with  its  branch  plants  we  shall  have 
pressure  on  the  Congress,  just  as  we 
have  it  now.  It  is  said  that  there  is  an 
emergency,  and  that  we  must  act  by 
Tuesday  or  Thursday.  Why?  The  little 
business  E>eople  are  3.000  miles  away 
from  the  capital  and  invest  their  money 
and  their  work  in  an  effort  to  make  a 
living  do  not  depend  entirely  on  bor- 
rowing money  from  the  Government,  on 
short  amortization  periods,  or  on  a  guar- 
anteed price.  We  make  it  impossible  for 
them  to  operate. 

FREE    TRADE    ONLY    BETWEEN    EQUAL     STANDARDS 

Free  trade  can  be  established  only  be- 
tween nations  of  equal  living  standards, 
without  danger  to  the  higher  standard  of 
living  nation.    It  is  axiomatic. 

CONGRESS   CONTINUALLY    FUSSING    WITH   IMPOBT 
DUTY 

With  Congress  fussing  and  fiddling 
with  the  floor  under  wages  and  invest- 
ments, it  is  like  a  man  fishing  for  cat- 
fish and  continually  bobbing  the  cork  on 
his  line.  He  gets  no  fish;  and  industry 
gets  no  investments  when  the  problem 
is  treated  in  that  way. 

ECONOMIC  LAW  AND  "SNAKE  OIL" 

There  is  little  new  in  the  application 
of  the  basic  economic  laws.  However, 
there  often  crops  up  a  new  brand  of 
snake  oil  to  soothe  the  effect  of  the  abuse 
of  such  laws. 

FLEXIBLE  DUTY  DOES  NOT  PREVENT  IMPORTS 

The  application  of  the  flexible  duty  or 
import  fee,  on  the  principle  of  fair  and 
reasonable  competition,  does  not  pre- 
vent imports,  but  it  does  bring  them  in 
on  our  standard-of -living  level.  The  dif- 
ference is  paid  into  the  United  States 
Treasury  and  is  available  to  apply  to  the 
budget,  to  lowering  taxes,  or  to  pay  on 
the  national  debt.  In  addition.  It  acts 
as  a  floor  under  wages  and  investments 
in  this  Nation. 

One  further  point  is  that  it  acts  as 
an  encouragement  to  raise  the  standard 
of  living  in  other  nations,  in  the  sweat- 
shop labor  nations  and  others,  simply 
because  they  cannot  profit  by  holding  it 
down.  They  will  pay  the  difference  into 
the  United  States  Treasury  a  few  times, 
and  then  they  will  say,  "The  party  is 
over.  We  might  as  well  raise  our  own 
wages  and  standard  of  living,  and  create 
a  market  at  home."  That  is  what  we 
have  done  in  the  past  50  or  75  years. 

ENCOUTIAGE    FOREIGN    NATIONS    TO    RAISE    THEIB 
LIVING    STANDARDS 

As  I  have  said,  an  American  flexible 
duty  or  Import  fee,  adjusted  upon  the 
basis  of  fair  and  reasonable  competition, 
would  encourage  foreign  nations  to 
raise  their  own  living  standards,  since 
they  could  not  profit  from  holding  their 
wage-living  standards  down. 

A    LOADED    GUN    AT   THE    HEAD    OF    WORKINGMEN 
AND  INVESTORS 

With  an  industrially  inexperienced 
and  irresponsible  State  Department  con- 
tinually In  a  position  to  destroy  an  in- 
vestment imder  the  so-called  Reciprocal 
Trade  Act.  and  to  import  unemploy- 
ment— and  that  is  what  v:e  are  doing. 
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Mr.  President — the  effect  is  like  a  loaded 
gun  at  the  head  of  the  workingmen  and 
investors  of  the  Nation.  The  inevitable 
result  is  that,  of  course,  the  independent 
potential  investors  in  prospecting  ana 
exploring  for  new  supplies  are  stopped 
in  their  tracks. 
rzAK  THAT  rLixiBLE  nn»orr  otrrr  wnx  caxjsx 

BkEACH    or   CONTRACT 

A  further  reason  advanced  for  the 
Congress  to  continue  its  interference 
with  the  principle  of  a  floor  under  wages 
and  investments  in  copper  production 
is  that  there  is  fear  of  a  breach  of  the 
contract  between  the  nation  of  Chile  and 
the  private  copper  companies  now  op- 
erating there. 

THE      STATF      DEPARTMrNT      SHOtJLD      ESTABLISH 
MfTECEITT    or    IITVESTMENTS 

If  the  State  Department  is  worth  its 
fait  it  wil|  establish  a  world-wide  policy 
thoroughly  understood  by  all  nations, 
that  the  independence  and  bodily  safety 
of  Americans  must  be  of  first  considera- 
tion, and  that  the  integrity  of  contracts 
with  such  citizens  must  be  preserved. 

rORM    OF    BLACKMAIL 

Beyond  that,  it  is  a  form  of  blackmail : 
and  no  individual  or  nation  can  pay 
such  a  price  without  at  some  not  far 
distant  future  time  creatine;  an  irrepara- 
ble breach  in  diplomatic  re'ations.  Such 
a  breach  will  come  as  soon  as  we  start 
paying  the  blackmail. 

Because  of  our  timidity  in  this  field 
and  our  willingness  to  divide  the  wealth 
of  the  taxpayers  of  this  Nation  with  the 
lower  living  standards  of  the  world  on 
any  and  every  pretext  we  are  continu- 
ally subjected  to  such  pressure. 

If  the  principle  of  bribing  a  country 
to  fulfill  its  contracts  with  our  private 
citizens  or  companies  is  continued,  it  will 
result  in  an  established  policy  of  the 
free  flow  of  cheap  labor  goods  into  this 
Nation  from  wherever  an  American  in- 
vestor may  be  induced  to  establish  a 
manufacturing  or  production  plant. 

FREE  TRADE  SAME  AS   IMPORTATION   OF  LABOR 

There  is  no  effective  difference  be- 
tween the  importation  of  the  products 
of  the  sweat-shop  labor  of  Europe  and 
Asia  and  the  importation  of  the  cheap 
labor  itself. 

FOREIGN     NATIONS    EV\DE     AGREEMENTS 

The  state  Department,  in  its  secret 
1947  Geneva  Trade  Conference,  cut  the 
already  inadequate  copper  tariff  in 
half — from  4  cents  to  2  cents  a  pound — 
on  October  30  of  th:  t  year,  in  return 
for  a  will-o'-the-wisp  fancied  advantage 
for  American  products  to  be  imported 
by  Chile.  Let  us  .see  what  happened. 
These  wshfui  thinking  advantages 
eluded  them  on  the  wings  of  that  na- 
tion's quota  system,  trade  and  exchange 
permits,  manipulation  of  the  value  of 
their  currency  in  terms  of  the  dollar, 
and  other  subterfuges  peculiar  to  pres- 
ent-day foreign  nations'  reaction  to  our 
exports. 

I  certainly  believe,  with  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
l?'r.  Butler],  that  what  is  necessary  is 
a  thorough  overhauling  of  the  foreign 


trade   program,      Connnittees   in    Con- 
gress are  capable  of  doing  just  that. 

MANIPULATION  OP  MONET   EXCHANGE  FOR  TRADK 
ADVANTAGE 

If  we  do  not  understand  the  problem, 
let  us  understand  it.  It  does  not  matter 
what  foreign  nations  do  to  their  tariffs 
in  an  agreement.  All  they  have  to  do  is 
to  create  another  price  for  their  pe<;os 
and  encourage  the  imports  which  they 
want,  while  discoura?;ing  the  imports 
which  they  do  not  want.  Is  it  understood 
by  Senators  that  all  foreign  nations  have 
to  do  is  to  give  some  other  nation  a  mare 
favora'ole  exchange?  There  are  already 
four  or  five  different  rates  of  exchange. 
I  will  come  to  that  question  pretty  soon. 
By  means  of  manipulation  of  the  ex- 
change trade  with  certain  nations  is 
made  advantageous  without  technically 
breaking  a  trade  agreement  with  the 
United  States.  No  Slate  Department  can 
be  so  silly  as  not  to  know  that,  so  it 
must  have  been  intended  to  be  that  way. 

I  should  like  to  .see  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  go  into  the  question  of  trade 
agreements,  which  merely  slide  off  the 
body  politic;  and  also  investigate  their 
currency  manipulations  which  other  for- 
eign nations,  including  the  storlin'4  bloc 
and  other  nations,  indulge  in  to  discour- 
age imports  which  they  do  not  want,  and 
to  encourage  imports  which  th"y  want. 
Their  trade  aerfcmcnts  with  this  Nation 
has  no  effect.  I  say  that  without  any 
fear  of  contrnd:Ction.  Then  what  is  the 
effect,  Mr.  President?  The  effect  of 
every  op."  of  them  is  to  further  divide 
the  wealth  of  this  Nation  with  the  for- 
eign naiicns  of  the  world,  and  to  further 
di<^CGurage  inve.stmcnts  in  this  country. 

Wi?  are  now  in  a  po  lUon.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, where,  if  suddenly  we  were  to  get 
what  we  pr?.y  for — peace  and  no  emer- 
geiKv — our  business  in  tliis  couiitry 
would  be  down. 

One  of  the  customary  methods  uti- 
lized by  foreign  nations,  including  Chile. 
to  evade  our  exports  is  to  give  the  favored 
nation  in  each  case  an  advantage  m  ex- 
change rates  thereby  miiking  it  more 
profitable  to  import  that  nation's  goods. 

As  reckless  as  the  State  Department 
is  with  the  stability  of  Ih.e  inve:  tment s 
in  an  American  industry  through  its 
onc-econcmic  world  conc^'pt  Con  ress 
went  thern  one  better.  While  the  t'tate 
Department  was  negotiating  the  cut  m 
the  duty  or  import  fee  support  of  the 
copper  industry  from  the  aheady  inade- 
quate 4  cents  to  2  cents  per  pound.  Con- 
gress, out  of  a  clear  sky,  removed  it  en- 
tirely, using  the  very  argumer.ts  v.  Inch 
have  been  mad?  on  this  floor  today.  I 
need  not  say  any  more  on  that  point. 

CONGRFSS    DODcrD    ITS    RESPONSIBII  ITY 

Mr.  President,  not  content  with  the 
shifting  of  its  constitutional  re-ponM- 
bility  to  "regulate  foreign  commerce — 
to  lay  and  collect — duties,  imposts,  and 
exciocs"  to  the  President,  thus  dodging 
ah  responsibility  to  the  workingm.in  and 
investor,  the  Congress  gave  the  Presi- 
dent the  right  to  fix  prices — ceiling  prices 
on  all  commod;ties. 

The  President  did  fix  the  ceiling  price 
on  copper.  He  said  24  'j  cents  per  pound 
was  enough  for  an  American  producer. 


The  fact  that  an  American  miner  cannot 
even  produce  copper  for  that  price  in  a 
going  concern  mine,  to  say  nothing  of 
attracting  new  venture  capital  into  the 
business  was  of  course  no  consideration 
to  a  one-economic-world-minded  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States. 

Of  cour.se.  I  do  not  believe  that  he — 
the  President — ever  saw  the  agreement. 
It  was  all  done  by  a  State  Department 
which  had  nothing  on  Its  mind  except 
some  fancied  foreign  advantage  which 
il  never  secured. 

lIUMOnOUS    IF    NOT    TRAGIC 

It  is.  of  course,  a  ridiculous  procedure, 
and  It  would  be  humorous,  if  it  were  not 
tragic.  Mr.  President,  to  fix  an  arbi- 
trary ceiling  price  on  anything  without 
control  of  the  other  factors  entering  into 
the  co.st  IS  like  putting  your  finger  on 
tl;e  snout  of  a  t.-akettie  to  stop  the  es- 
caping steam  without  pulling  the  fire 
under  the  kettle  You  know  you  are 
going  to  get  .scalded,  but  you  do  net 
know  how  badly  or  how  soon. 

cf.ni.Na   PKic;  siiono  be  RrMovro 

The  ceiling  price  should  be  removed 
immediately.  An  amendment  was  of- 
fered in  committi  e  to  remove  any  dis- 
crimination in  price  between  domestic 
and  foreign  copper,  but  it  was  rejected. 
Such  an  am  iLiment  .should  be  attached 
to  the  pendinu  bill.  I  heartily  approve 
of  the  amendment  offfred  by  my  dis- 
tin'-iuish.f^d  friend  the  Senator  from  Nj- 
bra.ska  I  Mr.  BfTLEnl. 

IIVE    MEIU.-OS    i>F    DEiTROYINC    PRIVATE 
INVESTME.STS 

First  Con','res<;.  starting  with  the  19::4 
Trade  Agreements  Act,  created  a  hordj 
of  agencies  and  Clovernment  bureaus  d.^- 
signed  to  deiioerately  hamstring  domes- 
tic investments  in  the  industrial  fields  of 
tins  Nation,  at  first  innocently  enouuh 
by  an  unsu-^pccling  Congress— at  least  I 
hop';>  It  was  unsuspecting,  bocau.se  it 
would  .sound  vei y  bad  now— through  the 
first  Trade  Agre.  ment.s  Act  of  1934.  called 
th'-  Reciprocal  Trade  Act  by  an  inter- 
nationally mmdcJ  administration,  in 
order  to  sell  free  trade  to  an  unsuspect- 
In  ;  American  public. 

Second.  '11;(>  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  m  reaching  out  to  deter- 
mine the  feasibility  of  an  industrv  before 
securities  can  be  -(.ki.  effectively  stops 
the  .sale  of  such  .'ecuritics  in  most  cases, 
exc-pt  where  they  want  to  promote 
someone  in  a  busines.s.  The  situation 
mu  t  still  be  clear  in  the  m'-morv  of  the 
Members  of  the  Senate.  Furthermore, 
when  they  want  to  rum  a  man  in  busi- 
n  =ss.  whether  it  be  mining,  textile,  or 
other  busincs.^,  if,  after  he  starts  to  sell 
securities,  the  Commission  gets  a  crank 
letter,  th^^y  publish  the  letter  to  the 
world  anc!  .say.  -wc  will  investigate  this 
man."  Whatever  the  result,  from  that 
day  on  he  will  never  sell  the  .same  se- 
curities again. 

Wll.r     I.WFSTlGATi;    THr    .•^F'-VRTTIFS    COMMISSION 

Mr.  Prefident.  I  hope  personally  to 
a':ain  look  into  the  policies  of  the  Secu- 
ruie.s  and  Exchange  Commi.ssion,  I 
started  this  inveijtigation  in  1947  and 
1948. 

The  Republicans  lost  control  of  the 
Senate  in  1948  and  I  lost  my  committee. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1003 


m 


I  now  am  chairman  of  the  Minerals  and 
Fuels  Committee,  and  will  proceed  again 
with  the  investigation. 

Third.  Price-control  legislation. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  already  com- 
mented on  what  I  think  of  price-control 
legislation.  In  time  of  peace  or  any  time 
aside  from  time  of  emergency  or  a  con- 
si  tutionally  declared  war.  Of  course, 
there  may  come  a  time  when  labor  is 
not  available  and  when  no  material  is 
available,  and  when  it  is  essential  to 
hold  everything  in  status  quo  for  a  time. 
However,  it  Ls  silly  to  do  so  when  labor 
is  available  and  when  we  are  building. 

Fourth.  Assessing  the  taxpayers  of 
this  Nation  to  support  foreign  countries' 
policies  with  which  we  do  not  agree  and 
over  which  we  have  no  control. 

I  refer  to  their  trade  policies.  I  refer 
to  their  colonial  policies,  I  refer  to  all 
of  the  manipulations  of  monetary  sys- 
tems and  subterfuges  with  which  they 
ent(  r  into  such  manipulation  to  bilk  one 
another  and  us. 

Fifth.  Subsidies  which  can  be  paid  or 
w  ilhheld  on  the  whim  of  a  bureau  of- 
ficial, who  determines  the  ehgibility  of 
an  industry  or  an  individual  citizen  for 
such  subsidies. 

Mr.  President,  we  all  know  that  with 
these  practices  we  have  just  about 
.'■topped  the  wheels  of  machinery,  not 
only  in  mining,  but  in  all  other  busi- 
ne.'-ses  which  are  now  dependent  upon 
an  emergency,  or,  as  the  former  Presi- 
dent u'-ed  to  say,  a  police  action. 

At  least  we  now  have  a  President  who 
is  facing  the  issue. 

THE  CHINESE  CIVIL   WAR 

I  digress  to  say  that  many  of  us  made 
-spreches  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
ehewhere  praying  that  we  would  with- 
c:iaw  the  Navy — the  Seventh  Fleet — and 
allow  the  situation  in  China  to  be  turned 
back  into  a  Chinese  civil  war  which  has 
ontinued  for  5.030  years  of  recorded  his- 
tory. The  State  Department  succeeded 
in  the  5  or  6  years  subsequent  to  'World 
War  II  in  turning  a  Chinese  civil  war 
into  a  war  between  us  and  China.  Now 
I  hope  the  President  will  follow  through 
by  blockading  the  coast  of  China. 

Mr  President,  the  Chinese  have  no 
aviation  gas  except  that  which  either 
England  or  the  United  States  ships  to 
them.  What  is  suppo."^ed  to  be  a  spokes- 
man for  England  said  the  other  day: 
'  W'e  will  defend  our  Chinese  commerce 
w.lh  our  fleet." 

Mr  President,  without  going  further 
into  the  subject,  it  should  be  noted  that 
both  England  and  France  have  inde- 
pendent military  and  economic  pacts 
with  Ru.ssia  which  read  startlingly  like 
the  North  Atlantic  Pact  with  us. 

If  I  were  advising  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  I  would  suggest  that  he 
B  k  England  to  make  up  its  mind  which 
side  she  is  on  because  the  further  we  go 
and  the  more  we  get  into  the  i>ower  of 
this  European  intrigue,  the  more  we  must 
cater  to  their  blackmail  and  submit  to 
the  machinations  of  their  governments 
about  which  we  know  nothing. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  the  hope  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  that  we  are 


witnessing  the  end  of  the  fussing  and 
fiddling  with  the  economic  structure  of 
this  Nation  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  jimior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada also  devoutly  hopes  that  the  new 
administration  and  the  Eighty-third 
Congress  will  again  establish  long-range 
principles  and  policies  concerning  the  in- 
vestment of  venture  capital. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  because  it 
would  take  the  taxpayers  of  this  Nation 
out  of  the  business  of  the  Nation. 

CONGRESS  PTTT  THE  TAXPAYER  IN  BUSINESS 

That  is  to  .say,  it  would  take  the  tax- 
payers out  of  the  business  that  Congress 
has  put  them  in.  Then  we  complain 
about  large  appropriations.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  should  be  ashamed  of  ourselves. 

After  the  things  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred— namely,  the  putting  of  the  tax- 
payers into  the  industrial  business  of  ths 
Nation,  and  then  making  it  absolutely 
necessary  for  those  businesses  to  make 
the  Government  their  partner — the  tax- 
payers of  the  United  States  are  made  the 
partners  of  those  who  go  into  the  busi- 
ness. Congress  laid  down  the  rules  for 
that  process. 

Mr.  President,  we  may  blame  Mr.  Tru- 
man, who  is  gone,  or  Mr.  Roosevelt,  who 
is  dead,  for  all  these  policies;  but  the 
Constitution  provides  that  such  things 
can  be  done  only  if  Congress  votes  them. 

So  the  weight  of  these  difficulties  falls 
on  the  Congress. 

COVERNMEN'T    DOES    NOT    PAT    THE    TARIFF 

Mr.  President,  question  has  been  raised 
as  to  whether  the  Government  pays  the 
tariff. 

The  last  of  the  Executive  orders  ex- 
empting the  Federal  Government  from 
tariff  payments  terminated  with  the 
signing  of  the  Peace  Treaty  with  Japan 
on  April  28,  1952.  However,  under  the 
act  of  June  30,  1914  (34  U.  S.  C.  568 ) .  and 
section  12  of  the  act  of  February  19, 
1948  (5  U.  S.  C.  Sup..  219b,  626e)  ship- 
ments consigned  to  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
and  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  are 
admitted  free. 

Under  section  502  id)  <6)  of  the  act  of 
June  30,  1949  (41  U.  S.  C.  Sup.  204), 
known  as  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad- 
ministrative Services  Act  of  1949.  any  im- 
ported materials  which  the  authorized 
procurement  agency  shall  certify  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  be  strategic 
and  critical  materials  procured  under  the 
Critical  Materials  Stockpiling  Act  (60 
Stat.  696),  are  admitted  free.  So,  Mr. 
President,  I  hop>e  we  hear  nothing 
further  to  the  effect  that  the  tariff  in- 
creases the  cost  of  our  national  defense 
or  retards  our  national  defense  program 
in  any  way  whatsoever. 

Under  no  circumstance  does  a  tariff 
cost  the  Federal  Government  any  money, 
and  this  fact  applies  to  products  fabri- 
cated from  raw  material  upon  which  a 
private  importer  has  paid  a  tariff  and  has 
passed  it  along  in  the  price  of  the  finished 
article.  The  Treasury  Department  col- 
lects the  tariff  when  the  product  enters 
the  country,  and  the  department  of  the 
Federal  Government  purchasing  the 
product  pays  the  tariff  as  part  of  the 


price  when  it  buys  the  finished  iNt>duct. 
It  is  merely  a  bookkeeping  transcM^tion. 
The  money  is  out  of  one  Government 
pocket  and  into  another. 

The  demand  for  free  trade  on  copper 
comes,  as  might  be  expected,  from  the 
brass  fabricators  and  the  companies 
which  have  plants  behind  the  low-wage 
curtain. 

DUTT  ON  brass;  dutt  on  copper 

Sixty  to  seventy-five  percent  of  the 
raw  material  utilized  in  the  production 
of  brass  is  copper.  Therefore  they  make 
much  of  the  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound 
equaling  $40  per  ton. 

They  demand  and  have  an  established 
poUcy  of  a  duty  of  from  15  to  64  percent 
ad  valorem  on  their  brass  fabricated 
products,  and  admittedly  could  not  stay 
in  business  without  it.  The  integrity  of 
their  investment  is  utterly  dependent 
upon  such  protection ;  it  is  the  floor  imder 
the  wages  and  investments  in  the  brass 
business.  Mr.  President.  I  am  thankful 
that  they  have  it,  for  it  holds  up  the 
economic  structure  of  our  coimtry  and  its 
employment  and  investments. 

But  what  are  we  told  by  the  experts 
in  the  trade,  Mr.  President,  especially 
when  not  only  the  brass  business  but  the 
watchmaking  business  and  the  manufac- 
ture of  intricate  tools  are  concerned? 

The  experts  tell  tis  what  we  really 
should  know,  namely,  that  the  workers 
in  those  industries  are  vital  to  us  in  time 
of  war.  At  such  times  we  could  not  do 
without  them.  'What  would  happen  to 
us  in  time  of  war  if  we  were  without 
them,  Mr.  President?  'We  might  learn 
the  answer  to  that  question  the  hard  way 
if  we  continue  this  free-trade  idea  and 
have  duties  or  tariffs  only  on  commodi- 
ties of  which  we  have  an  oversupply. 

So  the  copper  miners  are  asking  sim- 
ilar treatment  from  Congress;  namely, 
establishment  under  the  wages  and  in- 
vestments in  the  copper-mining  business 
of  a  long-range  floor  representing  rough- 
ly the  difference  between  the  wage  and 
standard-of-living  levels  here  and 
abroad,  just  as  the  brass  fabricators 
asked  and  received  years  ago,  and  it 
has  now  become  an  established  policy. 

FACTORS    CLEAR 

Therefore,  a  person  who  wishes  to  go 
into  the  brass  business  knows  with  what 
he  has  to  contend.  He  knows  he  mtist 
contend  with  competitors  in  the  United 
States;  and  he  knows  that  if  he  can 
handle  that  end  of  the  business,  he  can 
make  the  grade. 

He  does  not  have  to  watch  Congress, 
although  Congress  must  be  watched  by 
the  miners,  the  wool  growers,  the  crock- 
ery manufacturers,  the  watchmakers, 
and  those  engaged  in  many  hundreds  of 
other  industries  which  I  could  mention 
if  I  had  time  to  do  so — he  knows  the 
rules  of  the  game. 

On  many  of  the  brass-fabricated  prod- 
ucts the  duty  of  15  to  64  percent  ad  va- 
lorem would  amoimt  to  several  thousand 
dollars  per  ton  on  the  basis  of  the  copper 
content.  So  where  do  we  get  the  idea 
that  a  tariff  of  2  cents  a  povmd  will  make 
any  difference  in  the  selling  price  of  the 
fabricated  products?   In  the  case  of  most 
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of  them,  we  cannot  find  any  difference 
on  that  account,  no  matter  how  sharp 
our  pencils  may  be.  So  it  is  ridiculous 
to  compare  the  15  percent  to  64  percent 
ad  valorem  duty  in  the  case  of  brass- 
fabricated  products  with  the  small  duty 
on  copper,  when  we  consider  the  amount 
of  copper  utilized.  The  $40  per  ton  duty 
which  places  a  floor  under  the  copper 
miners'  wages  is  lost  in  any  computa- 
tions of  cost. 

WOKKZBS'    WAGES CHILE 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  particu- 
lar reference  to  the  production  of  copt>er 
in  Chile,  which  is  the  principal  exporter 
to  the  United  States,  and  will  be  for 
some  time  until  probably  there  is  full 
production  or  increased  production  in 
South  Africa.  One  of  our  domestic  com- 
p>anies  is  interested  in  Africa,  as  also  are 
some  English  companies.  There  is  a 
tremendous  potential  production  there. 
This  problem  has  only  started. 

THE    PUMCIPLE   ONCE   ESTABLISHED 

Once  tae  principle  is  established,  how 
can  we  discriminate  against  South 
Africar  producers,  once  Uiat  production 
begins?  Furthermore,  how  can  such 
foreign  shipments  be  protected  in  ca^e 
of  war? 

I  happened  to  have  represented  the 
Senate  Military  Affairs  Conunittee  be- 
fore the  War  Production  Board  during 
World  War  II.  It  was  found  that  at 
times  approximately  80  percent  to  90 
jjercent  of  the  ships  carrying  chromite 
and  manganese  from  South  Africa  were 
being  sunk.  Those  were  anxious  days, 
end  at  that  time  we  were  really  combing 
the  United  States  for  those  ores.  The 
national  security  is  involved. 

THE  CHILEAN'S  WAGES 

I  hope  now  to  clear  up  the  point  about 
the  wages  paid.  The  Chilean  copper 
worker  receives  an  average  of  about  146 
pesos  a  day.  The  free-market  exchange 
of  the  Chilean  peso  fluctuates  at  around 
125  pesos  to  $1.  Therefore  if  a  copper 
worker  wanted  to  convert  his  wages  into 
dollars,  he  would  receive  about  $1.17  a 
day.  and  he  would  have  about  125  pesos 
with  which  to  buy  food,  clothing,  and 
anything  else  he  wished  to  buy  in  the 
markets  of  Chile. 

The  comparison  of-  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  Chilean  copper  worker  to 
that  of  the  American  copper  worker  is 
$1.17  to  $15.  In  the  United  Stages  there 
may  be  some  copper-mine  workers  wages 
under  $15.  but  that  is  about  the  average. 
Fifteen  dollars  was  the  average  wage 
paid  to  copper  miners  in  the  United 
States  for  the  month  of  November  1952, 
the  most  recent  month  averaged  by  the 
Department  of  Labor.  The  figure  of  $15 
a  day  includes  some  overtime  pay.  It  is 
not  important,  except  to  show  that  a 
copper-mine  worker  in  Chile  receives 
about  one-tenth  of  the  pay  received  by 
copper-mine  workers  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  an  agreement 
between  the  two  copper-producing  com- 
panies operating  in  Chile  and  the  Chilean 
Goverimient  that  they  buy  pesos  at  19.37 
to  the  dollar.  That  makes  the  apparent 
wages  of  the  copper  miners  more,  but 


the  miners  do  not  receive  the  difference. 
The  Chilean  Government  receives  the 
difference  between  the  19.37  and  the  125. 
Therefore,  the  standard  of  living  is 
never  raised. 

Most  of  the  35.5  cents  paid  for  Chilean 
copper  goes  to  the  Government  of  Chile. 
The  purchasing  power  of  the  workers' 
peso  is  only  $1.17  per  day.  and  the  copper 
companies  gross  only  about  8  cents  per 
poimd  on  copper. 

I  want  to  say  right  here,  Mr.  President, 
that  this  information  is  being  gained 
independently  of  the  copper  companies. 
The  net  receipts  for  the  copper  com- 
panies are  much  less.  It  costs  the  copper 
producer  an  average  of  about  $7  54  per 
day  per  worker  for  wages,  not  including 
such  benefits,  as  hoasing.  The  purcha.s- 
ing  ix)wer  of  the  wages  for  the  worker 
is  only  $1  17  and  the  difference  goes  to 
the  Chilean  Government.  We  are  in 
fact  subsidizing  the  Chilean  Government. 
I  am  not  commenting  on  whether  it  is  a 
pood  or  a  bad  idea,  but  I  am  giving  you 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  facts. 

Of  the  current  Chilean  price  of  35  5 
per  pound.  16.5  cents  reverts  to  th" 
Chilean  Government.  The  remaining  19 
cents  accrues  to  the  producing  com- 
panies. The  method  of  imjx)silion  of 
this  tax  IS  as  follows:  a  base  price  of 
13.5  per  pound  for  electrolytic  copper, 
13.25  cents  for  fire-refined  copper,  and 
13.125  cents  for  bes'-emor  copper  is  estab- 
lished by  Law  17ti0  as  amended.  That 
portion  of  the  sale  price  between  13  i 
cents  and  24.5  cents  is  divided  equally 
between  the  companies  and  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  rather  an  intricate  set-up, 
Mr.  President.  The  companies  have 
made  a  contract  with  Chile  giving  that 
nation  $1  for  19.37  pesos. 

The  income  received  by  the  companies 
which  is  subject  to  this  tax  is  as  follow.s: 
income  in  excess  of  13.5  cents  per  pound 
is  deductible  from  taxable  income  for 
the  purpose  of  computing  income  tax. 

NO    DUTY    ON    PRODUCTS    N'T   fRODUCBD    HERE   IN 
COMPETITIVE    QUANTITIES 

There  is  no  duty  on  products  which  we 
cannot  produce  or  do  not  produce  in  suf- 
ficient quantities  for  competition,  such 
as  tin,  nickel,  natural  rubber,  spices. 
hemp,  and  so  forth.  No  one  has  ever 
contemplated  such  a  thing.  That  would 
simply  be  a  tariff  for  revenue  only.  Most 
other  nations  have  it  but  we  do  not.  The 
principal  nation  with  which  we  are  deal- 
ing in  connection  with  this  copper  busi- 
ness has  it. 

However,  we  are  past  the  point  of 
sharpshooting.  You  cannot  say  to  zinc 
and  lead  and  copper  producers  that  you 
must  have  free  trade  because  there  is 
short  supply. 

You  cannot  say  to  the  textile  industry 
that  you  will  lower  the  duty  to  allow 
England  and  Scotland  and  other  com- 
petitors to  come  in  with  their  low-cost 
labor,  and  make  it  profitable  for  those 
countries  to  hold  their  labor  costs  down. 

In  other  words,  if  they  paid  the  dif- 
ference in  the  living  standards  into  the 
United  States  Treasury,  it  would  not  be 
long  until  the  wages  and  the  standard 
of  living  would  go  up  and  create  a  greater 
market  in  their  own  country. 


THE    WOOL    TNDT7ST«T 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  show  further 
the  utter  fallacy  of  the  theory  that  any- 
thing in  short  supply  must  be  free  trade. 
Of  course,  when  you  take  the  duty  off 
then  you  are  always  going  to  be  In  short 
supply. 

The  question  of  wool  is  not  before  us, 
but  I  had  a  telegram  from  K.  C.  Jones, 
who  is  the  .secretary  of  the  National  Wool 
Growers  A.ssociation.  The  telegram, 
from  Denver.  Colo,  reads: 

Allied  W(x.l  Industry  Committee,  with 
National  WckjI  Gn-wers  Aiwoclation.  National 
Wo<  1  Marketing  Corp.  and  Western  Wool 
Handlers  A.S8()Cl;illon.  meeting  In  Denver  to- 
day, adopted  resolution  of  policy  your  state- 
ment on  foreign  trade  aa  made  by  you  lu 
Heno,  May  9.   1952. 

What  was  that  statement.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent' The  wool  people  of  the  United 
States,  represented  nati'^nally  in  Denver, 
adopted  the  principle  that  1  laid  down 
in  one  of  my  ."speeches  und  this  is  the 
paragrapli . 

Promotion  of  world  trade  should  be  on  the 
basi.s  of  fair  and  rea.sonable  comf>etitWin  and 
nui.st  be  done  wlililn  the  principle  k)ng 
maintained  that  foreign  product*  of  under- 
p.ild  foreit^n  labor  shall  not  be  admitted  to 
the  country  on  i«Tins  «inch  endan^cer  the 
living  standards  of  the  American  working 
mm  or  the  American  farmer  or  threateu 
serious  Injury  to  u  domestic  Induatry. 

Mr.  President,  to  establish  the  utter 
fallacy  that  the  duty  should  only  refer 
to  an  industry  where  there  is  full  pro- 
duction for  the  domestic  market  or  an 
overproduction.  I  have  esUblished  here 
tlie  wool  production  for  the  year's  do- 
mestic production  1949.  1950.  and  1951. 
and  the  consumption  for  those  years, 
both  domestic  and  imported. 

I  ask  unanimous  con.«ent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  a  brief  table. 

There  beuK-  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RtcoRD,  as 
follows: 
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Mr.  MALONE.  These  figures  show 
that  we  continually  import  wool,  and 
that  the  imports  are  increasing,  while 
the  domestic  production  is  decreasing  as 
the  result  of  the  very  lack  of  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  which  we  are  discussing  here  to- 
day in  reg;ird  to  copper. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  of  wool  is 
not  befoie  us  but  it  will  be  before  we 
adjourn.  It  i.s  a  .'■trategic  material  be- 
cause we  do  not  produce  the  amount  we 
need.  So  what  did  we  do?  We  im- 
posed a  duty  in  1947  which  was  vetoed 
by  the  President  and  then  a  subsidy  was 
suggested  by  him  and  we  passed  it.  But 
the  subsidy  has  long  since  passed  out  of 
all  u.sefulne.ss  becau.se  it  does  not  make 
up  the  difference  and  we  are  going  out  of 
the  sheep  business  and  wool  business  in 


the  United  States  of  America.  No  one 
in  his  right  mind  is  going  to  buy  a  band 
of  sheep  now  because  of  the  continual 
fussing  with  the  tariff  in  the  Congress  of 
llie  United  States. 

THE    PLANNERS    LONC-KANGE    PLAN 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
evidence  here  which  proves  the  aims  of 
these  international  planners.  I  quote 
from  an  article  by  Arnold  J.  Toynbee.  in 
Look  magazine,  dated  November  18.  1952. 
Mr  Toynbee  is  billed  as  an  Englishman 
and  the  world's  foremost  living  philoso- 
pher-historian. After  he  had  led  up  to 
the  idea  of  one  world  government, 
through  all  this  mess  of  intricate  con- 
gressional maneuvering,  he  writes,  as  the 
crux  of  the  article,  one  paragraph,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Thl.s.  though,  would  be  unlikely  to  be  the 
end  of  the  process  of  western  constitutional 
devehipment.   for   a   western   electorate — 

He  means  the  Atlantic  Pact  govern- 
ments, and  later  he  goes  on  to  say  that 
we  would  include  other  states  as  they 
became  eligible — 

would  soon  beglr.  to  ask  Itself  why  It  should 
not  elect  this  common  western  legislature  aa 
well    as   the   local   national   legislatures. 

Mr.  President.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  refers  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  as  a  "legislature."  I  sup- 
po.'-e  the  State  legislatures  would  then 
become  county  commissioners,  or  would 
be  reduced  to  about  that  stature,  any- 
way.   I  continue  the  quotation: 

If  democracy  means  the  control  of  govern- 
ments by  legislative  bodies  that  are  elected 
and  reelected  by  the  people,  then  democracy 
would  call  for  the  direct  election  of  a  com- 
mon legislative  body  charged  with  the  su- 
preme responsibility  of  coutrciUng  the  west- 
ern community  s  common  executive  services. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  where  you  are 
riding  m  connection  with  free  trade  and 
one  economic  world;  and  when  you  go 
down  this  time.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
it — you  then  join  them  to  save  your^ielf. 

TWO    APPROACHES    TO    THE    ONE    WORLI^^ 
POLITICAL    AND    ECONOMIC 

There  are  two  approaches  to  the  one 
world  objective,  and  I  may  say  that  one 
of  them  is  poUtical  and  the  other  is 
economic. 

The  jxjlitical  on  which  we  are  center- 
ing relates  to  communism.  The  Com- 
munist. Fascist,  and  Socialist  govern- 
ments have  a  common  objective — gov- 
ernment ownership  with  the  individual 
owning  nothing.  They  do  not  differ  ex- 
cept as  to  the  method  of  approach,  and 
except  in  the  matter  of  getting  control 
of  a  government. 

The  Communist  will  shoot  In  order  to 
gain  control  and  the  Socialist  will  spend 
you  into  it.  as  we  have  been  doing  here 
for  20  years.  A  Communist  is  just  an 
impatient  Socialist.  That  is  the  political 
approach. 

What  is  the  economic  approach?  The 
50-called  Reciprocal  Trade  Act  is  the 
start. 

So.  Mr.  President,  we  are  being  led  one 
step  after  another  into  an  economic  trap, 
entanglements  with  other  nations,  and 
finally  we  are  in  Uie  mire  beyond  re- 
demption. 


Mr.  President,  the  extension  of  free 
trade  on  copper  is  the  first  wedge  and  it 
is  only  a  question  of  how  far  they  will 
go  from  here. 

TRADE,  NOT  AID 

Mr.  F*resident,  we  have  been  bombard- 
ed with  another  one  of  those  trick 
phrases  that  attempts  to  lull  the  Amer- 
ican people  into  a  false  sense  of  security 
or  to  believe  something  which  they  w  ould 
know  to  be  false  if  they  knew  the  facts. 
I  refer  to  the  phrase  "Trade,  not  aid." 
Many  people  probably  think  that  this  is 
another  American  idea  and  the  other 
people  who  hof>e  that  the  American  pub- 
lic will  adopt  it  as  their  idea. 

The  propaganda  over  this  Nation  for 
trade,  not  aid.  Mr.  President,  was  a 
foot  deep  during  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, in  almost  every  national  magazine, 
with  "canned"  editorials  in  many  news- 
papers. The  nations  of  Europe  have 
trained  us  to  give  them  our  tax  money 
up  to  $10,000,000,000  a  year,  including 
the  loans  from  the  world  bank  and  other 
lending  agencies.  They  now  propose  to 
let  us  off  the  hook  to  a  slight  extent  if 
we  will  give  them  our  domestic  markets. 

All  they  want  in  order  to  let  us  off  the 
hook  for  a  part  of  the  direct  cash  outlay 
is  for  us  to  give  them  our  markets,  the 
source  of  our  income.  It  is  just  as  if  we 
went  to  a  newspaper  and  said,  "We  do 
not  want  to  ask  you  for  money,  but  give 
us  one-half  of  your  subscription  list.  We 
want  to  start  a  newspaper." 

SOURCE  or  SLOGAN,  "TRADE,  NOT  AID" 

However,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  wishes  to  reveal  tlie  true  source 
of  this  slogan,  and  I  quote  from  an  edi- 
torial in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune, 
Sunday.  February  1,  1953,  the  title  of  the 
editorial  being  "The  'Trade,  Not  Aid' 
Slogan."  reads: 

From  the  moment  that  Great  Britain's 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Richard  A. 
Butier.  coined  the  slogan  "Trade,  not  aid" 
U  entered  general  circulation. 

THE    OLD    MASTER 

Mr.  President,  when  Mr.  Churchill  last 
visited  this  country  he  inadvertently 
claimed  the  slogan. 

He  said,  "What  we  mean  by  'trade  not 
aid'  is  still  lower  American  tariffs." 

They  coined  many  other  phrases,  such 
as  "reciprocal  trade,"  "you  cannot  be 
prosperous  in  a  starving  world,"  and 
others  under  which  we  lived  for  20  years. 
But  we  did  not  pin  it  on  them  then. 
We  are  doing  that  now. 

PROPAGANDA  WIDE  CIRCULATION 

Editorials,  stories,  and  articles 
throughout  the  country  attempted  to 
make  the  American  public  think  it  was 
their  idea  and  that  it  was  a  good  one. 
The  bombardment  is  still  going  on. 

The  internationalists  are  trying  to 
soften  us  up  so  we  will  trade  our  markets 
for  some  agreements  which  will  be  kept 
only  when  it  is  to  the  advantage  of  the 
foreign  country  to  keep  them. 

Treaties  or  agreements  between  coun- 
tries, whether  they  be  militaiy  alliances, 
mutual  protection,  or  trade  treaties,  have 
become  merely  pauses  for  advantage. 


With  reference  to  pwist  trade  agree- 
ments, most  foreign  countries  have  ma- 
nipulated their  currency  values,  utilized 
quotas,  or  some  similar  subterfuge  to 
gain  the  advantage  which  in  effect 
breaks  the  agreement. 

Others  have  caught  us  with  a  shortage, 
as  Chile  did  with  copper,  and  have  boldly 
broken  the  agreement  and  forced  a  new 
one  more  advantageous  to  themselves. 

THE  ENTERING  WEDGE 

Mr.  President,  this  question  of  whether 
or  not  Congress  shall  extend  the  sus- 
pension of  the  import  fee  on  copper  is 
the  first  wedge  which  these  international 
intellectuals  are  driving  to  divide  the 
markets  of  the  United  States  with  the 
rest  of  the  world  and  reduce  our  stand- 
ard of  living  to  a  common  level. 

Lei:  me  say,  Mr.  President,  that  as  they 
induce  the  larger  American  companies 
to  build  plants  behind  the  low-wage  cur- 
tain, those  companies  join  in  the  pres- 
sure, just  as  is  l)eing  done  today,  for  the 
duty  to  be  removed.  That  means  that 
the  low-cost-foreign-sweat-shop  labor  it 
in  direct  competition  with  the  $15  labor 
in  this  country.  Therefore,  no  venture 
capital  is  going  into  the  business. 

THE   DRUT   FENCE 

Mr.  President,  we  are  now  up  against 
a  drift  fence,  and  it  will  not  be  long  un- 
til we  are  up  against  another  in  the  form 
of  propaganda  and  pleas  for  another  ex- 
tension of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  cf 
1934.  This  would  allow  more  agreements 
to  be  made  with  foreign  countries  who 
can  break  them  by  import  license  re- 
strictions, subsidies,  manipulation  of 
currencies,  and  other  similar  methods 
whenever  it  is  advantageous  \o  them. 
These  are  the  drift  fences  which  are 
heading  us  for  a  corral. 

Mr.  President,  that  corral  I  refer  to  is 
called  the  Next  Step  in  History.  That 
will  be  when  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  will  be  changed  and  made 
subservient  to  some  other  document  and 
the  now  sovereign  United  States  of 
America  would  be  only  a  state  in  some 
larger  political  unit. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  included  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  history  of  the  suspension  of 
the  import  tax  on  copper  by  F*ublic  Law 
43,  Eightieth  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair.)  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  history 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

History  of  the  Suspension  of  the  Import 
Tax  on  Copper 

Pijbllc  Law  43,  Eightieth  Congress,  sus- 
pended the  import  tax  on  copper  from  April 

30.  1947.  through  March  31,  1949.  and  Public 
Law  33,  mghty-first  Congress,  enacted  March 

31.  1949,  extended  the  suspension  through 
June  30,  1950.  Although  the  suspension  of 
the  tax  did  not  become  efTective  until  1947. 
most  of  the  large  imports  of  copper  which 
entered  during  the  war  period  were  for  the 
account  of  the  Government  and  were  entered 
free. 

In  the  general  agreement  on  tarlSs  and 
trade  entered  iiiio  at  the  Geneva  Trade  Coa> 
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ventlon  held  In  1947,  the  United  States  re- 
duced the  Import  tax  on  copper  by  50  per- 
cent effective  March  16.  1949.  With  the  ter- 
mination of  the  suspension  of  the  Import 
tax  on  July  1.  1950,  the  tarlfl  on  copper  wajs 
a  cents  per  pound. 

On  April  1.  1951.  the  suspension  of  the 
Import  tax  was  again  made  effective  until 
February  15,  1953. 

"Public    Law    38 — Eichtt -second    Congress 

"(Last  extension) 

"An  act  to  suspend  certain  Import  taxes  on 
copper 

"Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Import  tax 
Imposed  under  section  3425  of  thfe  Internal 
Revenue  Code  shall  not  apply  with  respect 
to  articles  (other  than  copper  sulfate  and 
other  than  composition  metal  provided  for 
In  paragraph  1657  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended,  which  Is  suitable  both  in  its 
composition  and  shape,  without  further  re- 
flning  or  alloying,  for  processing  into  cast- 
ings, not  Including  as  castings  ingots  or  sim>- 
liar  cast  forms)  entered  for  consumption  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse'  for  consump- 
tion during  the  period  beginning  April  1. 
1951.  and  ending  with  the  close  of  [February 
15,  1953,  or  the  termination  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950,  whichever  is  earlier!  June 
30.  1954:  Provided,  That  when,  for  any  one 
calendar  month  during  such  period,  the  aver- 
age market  price  of  electrolytic  copper  for 
that  month,  in  standard  shapes  and  sizes, 
delivered  Connecticut  Valley,  has  been  below 
24  cents  per  pound,  the  Tariff  Commission, 
within  15  days  after  the  conclusion  of  such 
calendar  month,  shall  so  advise  the  Presi- 
dent, and  the  President  shall,  by  proclama- 
tion, not  later  than  20  days  after  he  has  been 
CO  advised  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  revoke 
£uch  suspension  of  the  Import  tax  Imposed 
mder  section  3425  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

"In  determining  the  average  market  price 
•if  electrolytic  copper  for  each  calendar 
mon  *>.  the  Tariff  Commission  is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  base  Its  findings 
upon  sources  commonly  resorted  to  by  the 


buyers  of  copper  In  the  usual  channels  of 
commerce.  Including,  but  not  limited  to, 
quotations  of  the  market  price  for  electro- 
lytic copper,  in  standard  shap>es  and  sizes, 
delivered  Connecticut  Valley,  reported  by 
the  Engineering  and  Mining  Journal's  Metal 
and  Mineral  Markets'." 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement  of 
the  average  earnings  per  day  of  the 
Chilean  copper  worker  from  1937  to  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  average  earnings  per  day  of  the  Ch  lean 
cupper  worker 

Pr.<o-! 

1937 20  8a 

1938 23   80 

1939 25   93 

1940 27   73 

1941 32   82 

1942 38   04 

1943 


f  1    .^5 

69   99 

83  ea 


47   44 

1944 53   91 

1945 

1946 

1947 

1948 101    55 

1949 114   00 

1950 142.  60 

1951 

1952 

Source:  Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  T  a.-^k 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
a  statement  of  Chilean  exchange  quo- 
tations, yearly  averages  from  1930  to 
1953,  showing  by  years  special  ex-official 
exchanges  and  reflecting  the  agreements 
between  private  companies  and  Chile. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


Table  II. —  Chilean  cschnngr  quo'.tiiitnf,  ii'^'rlj  attiagi'',  1030  o3 
li'r.s-js  I'.T  rn:t.'.l  .-'t..ti  <  '\<\Ut\ 


Year 

Pivcial 
(ex-otluial  1 

Export 
Urafl  rale 

oiruui 
1 

1 

1     S|v<ial 

con:ni<r(i:il 

Provisional 

nil'  r;ilc     1       (( iirlii 

lOTl 

>.  2f. 

I 

1 

I'tn 

>■.  2»i 

1 

1 

IK?:'.. 

14.  0.-) 

X\,  WS 

..:."■  ..  .1 : : 

i«:t;< 

l.t.  :!4 

;ii.  IS 

34.02 

1<JC14  

«.  m 

2,"^.  07 

\ 

24.74 

laii''. 

Ml.  .Ci 

24  2fi 

25.  07 
27.  K.5 

i".w»;       .  . 

I'.i  :<.\ 

2''.  II.''. 

" 

1<H7.. 

\\>.  .(7 

■IS.  ,> 

»*.  112 

2fi11 

I'.as 

I'l  :<7 

24.  '.».5 

2>*.  27 

27.14 

VX',\> 

ly.  .■J7 

24.  9H 

rio  w; 

?.2.{C,  1 

1W« 

19  .17 

24.  911 

.«).  92 

32.  «2  1 

1W1 

19.  :i7 

24.  Ml 

:mi.  '.«) 

31    .'4     

1<M2 

19  .•!7 

2.1  (Ml 

:<)  (Ml 

:;i  m   

liM,< 

19.37 

25.  (HI 

31. IK) 





32  16    

1SM4 

19.37 

2.\  (») 

31.1111 

31    iH     

KM.I 

19.  -M 

2.1,  (»1 

'M    IKI 

32(1.5     

IWfi 

19.37 

2.V0II 

31.11(1 

;m  42   

m7 

19.37 

25.  m 

31.110 

47  15     

m4>«  ..  

19,37 

■If    Kl 

31,1111 

43.  no 

59.  S2  1 

iiMy 

19.37 

2.'>.  W) 

31    (HI 

43.1111 

77.74  L 

li.(;'i<i 

19.37 

31    Ki 

43  U) 

so.ori 

W  IHI 

89.  SS  1 

ly.M _ 

19.  .•{7 

31    l«l 

43.1111 

.5(1  INI 

•HI  III 

H.5  4>' 

19.52 

19.  37 

3!  im 

43.  IKI 

.'J  1, 1 « 1 

H\  l«l 

Ill  IK) 

i:v  j: 

l»5a  (Jaii.ai). 

19.37 



31.  U) 

43,1)11 

U\.\X) 

w  m 

11(1,1X1 

127  i»i 

Sources:  Annual  Rf  |K)rt  of  the  ("mtril  Hank  of  {'liili-,  in.'.l.     Initcl  SliUc.';  Koron.'!!  .'^(•rvK.T  rcimrts. 
Ndtk.  — Kor  .■.xiilanulinn  o{  tht  u.v  of  Ihf  \.in.Hi-  r.iti  ^.  -<-<•  altiicli.'.l  cxiiLiii  itmy  nolrs. 
NdTE.'-Tlic  frve  curb  rite  is  anpliraljlt  to  the  w.ii;c  oariicr  in  (lurclixsiiii;  lii.s  supiilir.>  in^l  'Ii'tfrtninc!!  his  li\  inj; 
stan(lar<l. 


DGMT  DUTERENT  EXCHANGES 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  it  adds 
up  to  eight  different  exchanges  which  are 
to  nullify  any  agreement  or  agreements 
made  with  our  State  Department  or 
with  anyone  else,  which  is  to  the  benelit 
of  the  Government  of  Chile. 


This  is  not  an  exception,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; it  is  simply  a  sample.  Every  for- 
eign nation  dealing  with  the  State  De- 
partment works  on  the  same  principle. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in- 
clude in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  table 
explanatoi-y  of  table  No.  2  with  refer- 
ence to  special  exchanges. 


Hank  ratf  W^- 


»|  i»rtil  r'liini; 
(.V)> 


rri  i.ll 


rrovl.>ilonal   r.. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  pruited  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

(  'lirrrut  vtl 
Coi.vi  r-iun    oj   I'Xpoit    prori'ol.*   of 
l:irt'i      III. 11     .I'i'l    1  '■;'!<  r    ii.i!  l!!g 
r>iiii|iiiiji<'S  In   aiiiouiit>^  <'<|ii  tl  tu 
|:iir   liK.il  iii~l-  o(  I'rvxIiK  lioii. 
FxjK'rt  '^r^rt  mtr. ..    T11.-1  iionniii<l  Ih  .l.inii.ir',    \Wti, 

Ulliiiul  Ul/ h-int  lishi'<l  ii.»  o/lii  lal  r.ilr  Juh  31, 

1>12.  I.flcil  to  •*  h:.  h  in  37  W;i.»  I  ll.i 
ofliciil    riti'      ("urriTiiU    ni'i'liol 
to   (iiiviTrwiirni    iiii|niri.>i   aii<l   a 
few     iv«.inli.ii     lliiiit)it.->.    such    ag 
iii'w  --I'mit  .hpI  «ti-j.ir 
Aii|i|l..|  III  iiiil'.,rt.'*  ii(  f»  fr»   cjpsiir. 
iMli  ■!  •■^^■iillal.'- ami  Ih.-  itocc*-!!^ 
Ill  'liMi;ii.ili-il  in  i^illi   .  \|..irl.s 
r^.'-l  for  H  fi  VI  ili-»ii?iiai...|  .•v«,.n|i;J 
liiiiM.rLs  anil  ■li-«ii.'!iah<l  inirtions 
ot  inlr.ili   I  ximrl   jircK  ri  iN 
.\;. I'll.. I   III  ll'f  1  \|i  irl   I'nxttilv  of 
ill  'ifiiuii-'l  m.iiiu/ 11  tijrr>  u;iil  iik- 
riiiilliir.il    lir.nlui  l<    uiiil    lo    tl.<> 
jn  Ml  n"iiiiriTii('nt«  of  hiri'r  nun- 

llil'    <iilll|,:ltllc<    in    i'\<T^~    ut    tlllW 

lli.il  .in  tl  nmri'l  lo  h<  ;'iiri-tiu.-<  I 
al  I  lie-  \'i  IT  riti-  \\-i.  \i^-\  f.ir 
i!f'ii'iiali-'t  irni'iirls  ari''.  aiithof- 
lliil  \t\\  imMi-< 
A|i|illtil  lo  all  tl  I'll'  Ir  ms  ,( liorm 
ami  iuilhiiri7iil  in\  i«il|i'>  not 
.s|«<illmil>  i-miri'il  ti>  oltur  I'X- 
(■!mii;'i'  r  ili--  ('urn  nljy  thi' 
nio.-t  v»iilii>  IJ-4-.1  iiii|i<)rl ■■  xport 
r.,i.' 

I'xil  III  nonlr.iili-  tr I'lsin  tiiin.«  iio( 
«!•«•<  ifn-iilly  iiiilhiif I7i-i|  |iy  (hi- 
(lin.rniii.iit,  lliLs  I.",  not  a  lilailt 
liiarkil  rail',  hiii  ruUnr  a  IoKt- 
utfl  (n  r  111  irki  I. 

ls«i|  (or  ini|iorl»  of  •■[M.fifli-il  himiry 
k'iKHl-  in.j  |i,r  itir  idiu. Tallin  of 
pr-iiil-  Iroin  /oM  ^ui'l  »  ilic  fX- 
lioM- 

In  aililition,  for  1  Uw  «|»i  ifiiM]  u'ricnltunl  rxport'  n 
tniMiii!  i-yti-ni  rjiM«  I  \\\<r  lti;v  *\  M.'in.  rxi-fi.uicr  |iri)- 
1>-><K  .iri- mjW  in  vary  .ii^' ifojiiji  lion- ..ii  ilit-  \  jiious  1  iiaI- 
inc  ra[''S. 

."^ourw    IV|mrtin<>nt  of  rommwce. 

Mr.  MALXDNE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimou.s  con.sent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  table  show- 
ing tlio  production  and  prices  of  Chilean 
copper  from  1930  to  1953.  in  metric  tons 
of  fine  metal  content,  together  with  the 
price. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  lo  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Table  1  -Produrfion   arid  prices  of  Cfiilcan 
copper,  1930-53 


lii>    liuriking  rate 
IIKO. 


y  I'  v  I  or  tl  r  itt     l.;7). 


liiM  rttc  fapjiroxi- 
Uial-  1>   Uuj. 


Prlcr  nl  f],<^ 

TrrvliK  tion 

Ir.ih  ti(  ciiii- 

iiiiilrii   lulls 

iH-r  f. Tl  \|Hirl 

of  dill'  iinl.il 

it)nlcnl) 

.•^I.lli'-    (Tilts 

I«r  |~ mill  it 

.Siw  ^  ork) 

inoo 

23).  12n 
22:*.  '1.1 

(') 

lieu 

1W2 

lli.l.  ir.i 

I') 

lira. 

li..-i.  195 

1') 

lorvi 

2V.  7(MI 

|i) 

1w.^ 

3.7.  (IKl 

1') 

19.)!) 

2.'i<..  2119 

I') 

mi? 

41  1.  2Kf 

1.1  nn 

1U3.S 

351.  IW 

9  IW.5 

IKtU 

3411.  tmi 

K)   7-27 

194«)  

3t\;  041 

III   771) 

l'*41      

4<>.  '*h 

1(1  901 

4M.  3.Vt 

11   trfv4 

1  '1  . 

4'C,  Ml 

11    71X1 

I'Mt    .. 

11    Tfttl 
11.  71X) 

l'.<45 

47(1.  IM 

I't-tf, 

3li|,  0,1^ 

14.790 

l'M7 

42>.,  (■i7() 

21  M4 

IWS 

44.\(M;7 

22  34M 

i*.*4y 

371.1191 
3«'.2.  7'7 

19  421 
21   .MJ 

I'lVl  

I'M 

379.  7J»i 

•Jt>   2iH 

19.i2  ffirst  fi  monlhs) 

I^7.  JIK) 

>  2h  'IHI 

I'l.'J  .l;l,st  (i  Illontll.'il 

(■) 

«3r.  .VH) 

ly.'vt  .  

(') 

3«V  ."lOO 

'  .Not  axailat.l.v 

'  Truv  inpri-asfi!  frniii  2S  .'.  to  rjr,  ',  m  M^y  ig.'-,2. 

•'^oiinv«:  KstailiK!.,-;,  (■|ii|.,...i  i,,nii-i,il  Clijlran  stnti>;fi- 
f-il  |.iililMriiion  Muiithly  iJulklui  of  Hit  (.\'iilril  Dank 
of  Lliilf,  July  lyi2. 


1953 
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TH«  DtTTT   ON   COPPTE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point  section  3425  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Cede,  showing  produc- 


tion. Imports,  and  exports,  1908  to  1952, 
in  short  tons. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 


Sec.  34^5,  Internal  Rivemie  Code  • 
Ilnipf  rt  tax  In  (vnts  per  [lotind  of  (>oii[H>r  content,  unli'.ss  otherwi.so  statrdl 


I'twript  on 

ImpfH-t  tax  rale  in  — 

1').32 

HM5 

19.53' 

t  iipiHr  U'arlne    orrs    an>l    o<inrfntr\lr»    i\ni\ 
.1.  11,  li-M  prin  hIi'iI  for  In  fmr*   311'..  :«.««i.  iM.  .■i.'«7, 
I'.ii.  Iti3t,  l»k'i7,  l(.5h,  or  1  i.i9of  Hit-  laillT  Act 

o!    i'.".*! 

topi"  r  licarlne  on-satu!  cono-nlralcs 

4  

Frw 

4 

2* 

If  pnnliicl.x  iif  CuUi 

Kr.T 

4 

In*. 
2* 

CoTtiposiiliin   nii'l.ij   piii\ii'i'i|   for' In   )<ar. 

4 

11.57.    1  arilT  Arl  of  I9;i(i.  w  liirli  i<  «iiii(a)  |c 
Ixilli  in  lis  fxirniHisii  1  n  an'l  jti;»p«'.  »jlh- 
niir    (urtliir    nliiiiiik'    ami    alio)  ui(;,    for 
priKi  ^Mni-  mill  ^-.l.^^  f  >lli..s. 
f'iip|»r  siilf  ilf                          .    

4 

4 

2. 

Mil.tl  srap  coll  tain  111(1  ctipfx-r 

4   

4  » 

2." 

(MhiT 

4 

3  crnis  per  pound  . .. 

3   perctiit    !»d    \alo- 
n-ni,  nr  '4  ri-nl  inr 
iHiiiml,  »  hichcMT 
Lii  lower. 

4 

2.« 

All  "IlK-r  arlU-UsdiilUilik'  luulcr  tik'  Tarlll  Act 
of  i'.'.'Vi 
111  cliiff  valiU'  of  ctiinnr  (incluilinf  copiht 

in  alliixsi 
I'oni  iiniin;  4  lirivnl  rir  morr  of  (vipiK'r  ly 
wn^lit,  but  uol  ui  i.l.H'1  xalUf  llK'ri-oL 

3  crnts  per  pound   ., 

3    fxTocnt    ad    valo- 
riTii,  or  '« (viii  [UT 
IKmnd,  »  hiclic\cr 
LH  lower. 

1'5  cents  per  pound.' 

Ui  [tcrcent  ad  valo- 
riiii,  or  •'«  (lilt  ix-r 
(Kiund,    whicliivcr 
is  lower.' 

'  IVrivcd  from  mr.  ((II  (c  (7i  of  the  Kcxrniie  Act  of  P'32.  pfTcfMvf  June  21.  1932,  enactefi  for  2  year:  and, after 
irxiral  iitcn.sintis,  ii.aili  i«rni»iienl  lis  «>c.  .'lOl  o(  tin-  Kisniuc  Acl  of  1941.  '1  axes  do  not  apply  if  "ta'aty  provisions 
(if  (he  riuird  Sljjics  ol t.rrw  !•<■  pro\  liif  " 

'  I  In  n-iliiii  d  r;;ir<  111  ilii«  c  iunm  win-  prooliimed,  efTi(>tive  ^f  ar.  p.,  1949,  pursuant  to  conces.sions  (rranted  in  the 
tiiiiiral  .\(:ri-«'n  <'nl  011  T  ar;IT>  ami   rr.«lc  1  (i.\'I  T  1  1  ( icmvai. 

'  l;i,|KirI  i.ivv  haM  Im  II  -.us;«-mleil  for  n.(>--i  of  I  lie  ikth-I  since  Apr.  .30, 1947,  tiy  Tuli'ic  Law  4?.80tli  Tone.  (.\pr.  .30, 
1  It:  M  ir  .11.  194'<i.  I'lil.lu-  I.a»  :vi.  M>l  Coni-  1  Alir  I,  I'.iJy  June  .((1.  ly'O  .  anil  I'ul  lie  I^iw  Us,  S2d  C'on|i.  (Apr.  1. 
l.i'l    Ki  li.  I',  rj5.il        I  tu    lillir  puMic  law   is  due  lo  evpin    at  the  (■lo:^'  of  Keli.  1',  iy.S3. 

«  .--iilijeii  to  note  3,  ctci'pt  iliat  su>it"-nsion  in  rnhlic  I.:iw  :t)4  did  not  apply  lo  tliu,  mcrchandlv.  llencc-,  tax  has 
Ini-ti  iVM«^^itili>  ttii'n'iili  "IIKT  eipinilion  of  I'utille  l-iw   3.1  al  close  of  June  3(1,  19,'i<). 

>  KlTi'iiiM  altnosi  (>iiiC.iiuiiu»l\  from  .Mar.  14,  1942,  uniil  the  pn"^'nl  tune,  the  ilutiei!  and  import  taxes  on  met  1I 
wrap,  inrlijdini.'  ^irap  c  nl  aiiiini:  eiip|>er.  haM-  Uen  siis|N'niled  ti>  I'lililic  l.aw  4''7.  77lli  (or:?  ,  as  amended  :in  1 
ixl.iiiied  li\  vinoiii  id-,  the  List  ol  wlucli  u>  Tuhlic  I..;iw  5.l'i,  approu-J  July  14,  1952,  'ihis  law  is  due  lo  expire  al 
tlic  (.lose  of  June  30,  1;  ,53. 


IMPORTS    Afro    EXPORTS    OF    COPPIR 

Mr  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  now 
request  unanimous  permission  to  insert 
in  the  Record  at  this  point,  a  table  on 
imports  and  exports  of  copper  from 
U'G3  to  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
ua.s  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Production,   im-port.i.  and  ex-ports  0/  copper, 
1908-52.  tn  short  tons 


Production,  imports,  and  exports  of  copper, 
1908-52,  in  short  tons — Continued 


rriiilii't:on 


Year 


Mine 


.^•rap 


.\ew 


did 


Im-     I 
(M  ris    ' 
liin-     i 
n  ai.u- 

facllir- 
ed;      i 


Kx- 

(I'lrH 

(refin- 

e.J> 


IWf)" 

47s,  4211 

('. 

1 
fi,      1 

109.  ''W 

:W(I.  '.£!•* 

vm. 

.Vvt.  :t.i 

!'■  1 

(■  1 

Pill. 91  III 

:,4 1.421 

iw» ^ 

.S4I.  ir.) 

30.  (NMI 

(.».  .'<«) 

172.  21 » 

3.'4.  l.> 

mi 

.V.7.  .K2 

31.(»(HI 

7'i.  IKKl 

P 7.  31 14 

;i9.i.  277 

1912 

(•24.  M7 

M.  -iXf 

107.  00(1 

211'.  12(1 

3K7,  .tOiI 

1913 

r.l7.  7Vi 

4,'i.  (MKI 

91   .VXi 

2i't.  :<'<9 

4(l\9,'<i 

1914 

.574,21c. 

4(1.  (NNi 

S7,  hh2 
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'  January-November,  Inclusive. 

T'repared  hy  n;vse  Metals  Branch,  Minerals  Division, 
Bureau  of  Mines,  Interior  department,  let',  lo,  1953. 

REESTABLISH     CONFIDENCE    IN    CONGRESS 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  let  us 
reestablish  the  confidence  of  the  Ameri- 
can investors  and  workingmen  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

For  the  information  of  Members  of  the 
Senate  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in- 
sert in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks my  statement  before  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate  on  this  impor- 
tant subject  of  protection  for  working- 
men  and  the  investors  through  a  duty  or 
import  fee.  based  on  fair  and  reasonable 


competition,   which   would   establish   a 
floor  under  wages  and  investments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement   of   Hon.    George  W.   Malone,   a 
United  States  Henator  From  the  State  of 
Nevada — Senati:  Finance  Committee 
Senator  Malone.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to 
Bay  that  In  my  opinion  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  United  States  Senate  can  and 
should    be    the   safeguafd    of    the    economic 
system   of  thlB  Nation.     The   question   par- 
ticularly before  us  today  is  that  of  foreiga 


trade. 


RESPONSraiLITT    OF    CONGRESS 


The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
charges  the  Congiess  with  the  responsibility 
of  regulating  foreign  trade  and  this  com- 
mittee Is  charged  generally  with  the  subject 
that  Is  covered  by  the  bill  before  us  that 
relates    to    foreign    trade. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  whole  tone  of  the  Presi- 
dent's message  yet;terday  laid  down  the  policy 
of  constructive  plans  to  encourage  the  Ini- 
tiative of  our  cltU'.ens.  He  was  equally  jxisi- 
tive  in  rejecting  secret  military  treaties  at 
Yalta,  Tehran,  and  Potsdam.  While  he  did 
not  mention  the  name  of  these  pluces.  It 
was  generally  taken  for  granted  that  he 
Included  them. 

The  President  could  well  have  Included 
secret  economic  treaties  made  at  Geneva. 
Switzerland,  and  later  at  Torquay,  England, 
by  that  same  State  Department. 

NO    AMIXICANS    allowed 

Mr.  Chairman,  no  American  workers.  In- 
vestors nor  Members  of  Congress  were  allowed 
to  attend  the  Torquay  Economic  Conference 
sponsored  by  our  State  Department  any 
more  than  they  were  allowed  to  attend  the 
military  conferences  at  Yalta,  Tehran,  and 
Potsdam.  It  was  under  these  conditions 
that  the  agreement  was  made  with  Chile  at 
Geneva,  Switzerland,  to  reduce  the  tariff  on 
copper.  The  floor  under  wages  and  invest- 
ments in  that  important  Industry  of  4  cents 
per  pound  reduced  to  the  arbltrai-y  and 
meaningless  amount  of  2  cents  a  pound. 

LONG-RANGE  WAGE  ECJUALIZING  POLICY   NEEDED 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  crux  of  the  ques- 
tion seems  to  be  whether  the  Congress  should 
resolve  the  equalizing  medium  between  the 
wage  standard  of  living,  here  and  sibroad. 
whenever  the  foreign  price  is  higher,  or  when- 
ever we  do  not  produce  sufficient  copper. 

In  other  words,  the  point  has  been  made 
here  several  times  that  you  only  need  a  tariff 
on  a  product  when  you  have  an  oversupply. 

OBJECTIVES STATE   DEPARTMENT 

To  arrive  at  a  wise  conclusion,  objectives 
must  be  clear  and  well  defined.  The  objec- 
tives of  the  State  Department  have  been 
clearly  to  admit  certain  products  of  their 
own  choosing  of  the  foreign  low-wage  stand- 
ard of  living  for  the  prcxlucts  produced  by 
our  own  standard  of  living  working  people, 
and  therefore  remake  the  industrial  map  of 
the  United  States  of  America. 

It  is  easy  to  do  that.  By  manipulating  that 
protection  that  makes  up  roughly  the  differ- 
ential between  the  wage  living  standard  here 
and  abroad,  you  can  remake  the  wage  stand- 
ard of  living  in  this  country  and  we  have  been 
engaged  in  doing  that  for  20  long  years.  The 
thing  they  have  done  in  many  cases  to  hold 
this  industry  to  a  certain  point  and  not  let  it 
fall  entirely — and  we  are  talking  about  min- 
erals, which  is  in  that  field — was  to  provide 
certain  kinds  of  subsidies,  and  when  we  have 
emergencies — and  they  have  bad  them  almost 
continuously — to  fix  prices,  premium  prices, 
short  amortization  periods,  guaranteed  unit 
prices,  loaning  the  money  direct  to  the 
operator,  and  many  other  subterfuges  to  keep 
the  industry  from  dying  entirely  but  not 
allowing  it  to  stand  on  its  own  feet.  Such  a 
Xallacy  as  the  Slate  Departmeut  txas  foUowed 
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puts  all  investors  In  Jeopardy  and  discourages 
venture  capital  In  tbe  particular  business  and 
the  policy  discourages  such  investments  In 
the  business .  since  it  Is  a  sharp-shooting 
method  and  no  assurance  can  be  given  any 
business  that  it  wiU  not  be  the  next  on  the 
list. 

CONGRESS    DISCOURAGIS     PRIVATK     INVESTMENTS 

I  might  say  that  Congress,  to  the  extent  of 
Its  machinations  in  the  copper  field  and 
other  entries  into  this  field  has  encouraged 
that  feeling.  Congress  has  in  its  power  to 
lay  down  the  principle  upon  which  the  pro- 
tection of  the  worklngmen  and  Investors 
will  be  based  that  will  encourage  the  invest- 
ment of  venture  capital. 

Venture  capital  is  the  only  kind  of  capital 
that  goes  into  a  mining  business  until  the 
soundness  is  proved  In  that  particular  mine. 
In  other  words,  it  is  just  like  a  wildcatter  in 
the  oil  field,  the  prospector  and  the  explorer. 

Unless  they  have  reasonable  assurance  that 
over  the  long  years  stretching  ahead  of 
them,  where  they  have  been  spending  money 
without  rettirn,  that  when  they  find  this 
ore  there  will  be  an  adequate  return,  then 
the  money  will  not  be  spent. 

FLOOm    UNDER    WAGE.     AND    INVESTMENTS 

Such  a  floor  under  wages  and  investments 
should  be  flexible  and  adjvisted  on  the  basis 
of  fair  and  reasonable  competition  and 
should  be.  Mr.  Chairman,  without  any  doubt, 
in  the  hands  of  an  agency  of  Congress.  It 
always  was  in  the  hands  of  an  agency  of 
Congress,  created  by  Congress,  created  by 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gcvernment — 
not  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
or  the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Government, 
but  by  the  legislative  branch  of  tbe  Ctovern- 
ment.     That  was  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Now  whatever  you  call  it,  whether  you  call 
It  a  foreign  trade  authority  or  Tariff  Com- 
mission, that  is  immaterial.  Whether  you 
call  a  tariff  a  cow  or  an  orange  or  an  Import 
fee  it  does  not  make  any  difference.  The 
principle  is  there  and  must  be  maintained 
If  you  are  to  maintain  your  standard  of  liv- 
ing without  a  continual  war,  or  emergen- 
cies, upon  which  ycu  can  base  your  reason 
for  contlaually  raising  taxes  and  issuing 
more  bonds  to  buy  everything  in  sight. 

OBJECTIVES CONGRESS 

The  objective.  Mr.  Chairman,  then  of  the 
Congress  would  be  to  maintain  our  own 
economic  Integrity  and  encourage  the  do- 
mestic production  of  strategic  minerals  and 
materials  in  the  interests  of  national  defense 
and  our  national  economy. 

My  concern.  Mr.  Chairman.  Is  to  develop 
new  copper  supplies  in  the  United  States. 
In  the  mining  industry  you  must  have  pros- 
pectors. You  must  have  investors  wno  are 
willing  to  put  up  their  money  for  explora- 
tion. To  keep  these  men  in  the  field  at  their 
own  expense  they  must  have  reasonable  as- 
surance that  they  are  not  going  to  be  de- 
stroyed from  Washington,  either  by  the  leg- 
islative or  the  executive  department. 

I  point  out  again,  the  executive  depart- 
ment is  always  fighting  for  more  power.  I 
hope  We  have  passed  the  peak  cl  that  fight- 
ing for  power,  and  naturally,  of  course,  the 
Congress  in  days  gone  by  probably  fought 
for  power.  Even  the  Supreme  Court  has  been 
accused  of  trying  to  make  law  through  deci- 
sions. I  am  not  a  lawyer  and  I  will  not  com- 
ment on  that. 

CONGRESS   SHOULD    EXGAIN    ITS   CONSTITUTIONAL 
POWXB 

However,  If  we  could  Just  get  back  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  let 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  regulate 
that  which  it  says  it  must  regulate.  In  this 
case  I  feel  there  would  be  very  little  diffi- 
culty. 

To  ka^theiv  man.  exploration  organiza- 
tions ancT prosper ttira.  In  the  field  at  their 
own  expense,  they  must  have  reasonable  as- 
surance that  they  are  not  going  to  be  de- 
stroyed from  eltlMV  the  executive  or  the  leg- 


islative department  in  Washington.  To  have 
large  mines  you  must  first  have  small  mines. 
For  small   mines  you  must  have  prospects. 

PROSPECTOR — SMALL    MINE — LARGE    MINE 

I  would  say  over  35  years  of  observation 
and  experience,  perhaps  500  prospects  may 
yield  a  small  ."nine  Every  one  of  those  pros- 
pects represents  the  burled  hopes  of  some 
prospector.  Perhaps  he  goes  on.  gets  an- 
other stake  and  goes  to  any  other  prospect. 
While  he  is  digging  in  that  prospect  and 
until  it  pinches  out  on  him  or  until  someone 
convinces  him  it  is  hopeless,  his  full  hope  is 
buried  in  that  one  prospect  Five  hundred 
of  them  would  l)c  a  minimum  for  a  small 
mine. 

Perhaps  100  small  mines — a  pra.'^pect  where 
some  engineer  might  come  in  and  recum- 
mend  to  a  company  with  whom  he  has  con- 
nections or  an  individual  would  spend  ?r><JO 
or  $1,000  or  $5.0C0  or  whatever  It  would 
take — take  100  o!  those  small  mines  and  It 
would  produce  a  larger  mine.  I  expect  If 
the  record  were  searched,  it  would  be  nearer 
200  or  300.  All  along  are  str-  ,vn  the  hcpes 
of  these  men  who  are  trying  t-^  do  this.  Why 
do  they  stay  with  It?  They  \-t  it  because 
prospecting,  exploration,  and  mining  gets  to 
be  a  disease  once  they  are  in  it  ar.d  they 
have  that  bag  of  gold  or  they  think  thry 
hr.ve  it  at  the  end  of  the  ralnb<5w.  That  is 
what  keeps  them  golne;.  Lately  we  have  not 
been  developing  many  of  th"se  men  bec.iusp 
for  20  years  there  has  been  no  hope  becao.'^e 
we  removed  the  bag  of  gold  at  the  end  of  the 
rainbow.  Instead,  what  you  do  is  move  Into 
Wafhingtcn  and  try  to  get  next  to  some 
Government  department  to  loan  you  the 
money  and  guarantee  a  unit  price  and  a  "-hort 
amortization  period  and  maybe  other  emolu- 
ments so  that  what  you  are  doin<^  is  furnisli- 
ing  the  know-how  if  in  fact  yi>u  have  it  and 
a  lot  of  them  get  the  money  who  do  not  have 
it.  The  result  is  that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  are  in  the  biisine.ss  whether 
they  like  it  or  n:^t.  Tliat  of  course,  we  h,i\e 
all  kicked  about,  and  that  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  taxes  are  too  hlgli  and  appro- 
priations are  too  high. 

CO  V  EH  .N  ME. NT   DOCS    NOT  PAY    TARIFF 

The  Government  does  not  pay  the  tariff. 
That  has  been  established  here  before  this 
committee  time  and  again.  That  is  true  on 
any  product  imported  for  the  use  of  the 
Government  or  tho  stockpile.  Tlie  PresidPnt 
has  that  power  and  the  power  h;ts  been 
exercised. 

If  any  material  is  tmjx)rted  by  a  private 
concern  selling  its  products  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  national  defense,  the  tariff  would 
be  paid  to  the  Government  and  charcod  back 
to  it  through  the  manufactured  product. 
In  any  case,  the  cost  of  the  raw  materials 
in  proporti(5n  to  the  labor  and  other  costs 
going  to  the  manufactured  article  is  com- 
paratively small. 

I  want  to  refer  briefly  here  to  a  remark 
that  is  made  in  editorials  and  articles  in 
newsjjapers.  who  either  mistakenly  or  other- 
wise support  such  a  policy,  to  the  effect  that 
the  original  tariff  was  C40  a  ton  on  copper. 
That  sounds  like  an  awful  lot  of  money. 
But  I  would  point  out  that  the  tariffs  on 
the  brass  products  that  are  manufactiued  are 
15  or  64  percent.  There  Is  copper  in  some- 
thing like  a  lipstick  that  costs  a  dollar,  the 
copper  content  would  be  so  small  you  can 
hardly  measure  It,  but  still,  let  us  say  it  wa<! 
half  an  ounce.  What  would  50  percent  ad 
valnrem  on  that  amount  to  per  ton?  Nearer 
$10,000  or  $15,000  a  ton,  I  would  say.  So  I 
agree  fully  with  Senator  Flanders  that  It  has 
no  possible  connection  with  the  flow  of 
copper. 

need  CONSISTENT  CONGRESSIONAL  POLICY 

Of  course,  the  point  is  continually  made 
and  has  been  made  before  this  committee 
this  time,  and  it  wew  made  2  years  ago  when 
this  noatter  was  up  for  extension,  by  the 
advocates  of  free  trade  on  a  certain  product. 


that  since  we  do  not  currently  produce 
enough  copper  for  our  own  use,  we  must 
eliminate  the  protection  to  the  domestic 
producer.  In  fact  concerning  any  product 
which  is  in  short  supply,  free  Uade  should 
be  the  rule. 

The  point  Is  further  made  that  when  we 
reach  the  point  ol  full  and  adequate  domestic 
production  for  the  domestic  market,  then 
such  product  or  Industry  must  have  pro- 
tec  tl-n. 

The  utter  fallacy  and  futility  of  such  a 
policy  Is  fortunately  readily  apparent.  The 
argument  falls  of  Its  own  weight.  The  con- 
clusion is  iiie'^caiiable,  if  you  take  that  phi- 
losophy, then,  that  if  they  believe  that  in  the 
fields  of  minerals,  precision  instruments, 
crockery,  and  dozens  of  other  essential  prod- 
ucts and  industries,  such  Industries  must 
prove  their  ability  to  produce  to  the  satura- 
tion point  of-lhe  American  market  in  com- 
petition with  the  products  of  low-wage  for- 
eign labor  before  protection  will  be  afforded 
them. 

CHURCUILL  CLAIMED  THE   "TRADE.   NOT  AID" 
SLOGAN 

It  Is  a  preposterous  statement.     They  are 

selling  it  to  the  country  through  such  slo- 
gans us  reciprocal  trade,  trade,  not  aid.  and 
ail  the  prei>'>steroui.  slogans  that.  In  the 
first  pi. ice,  Americans  rarely  invent.  The 
l».st  one,  t.'ade,  ni>t  aid.  is  the  only  one 
recently  th.it  I  have  seen  Mr  Churchill 
claim  He  said  when  he  land^  in  America 
that  what  they  meant  by  trade,  not  aid,  was 
lower  American  tariffs.  I  quoted  him  In  a 
relciise. 

In  other  words,  it  was  not  an  American 
slogan.  I  have  a  pile  of  photostats  from 
national  magazines  and  editorials  which 
c overrd  this  country  nearly  a  foot  deep  im- 
mediately followltiK  the  election.  Mostly 
they  were  m  the  weeks  Immediately  follow- 
ing the  week  i^f  the  17th  of  November. 
That  week  w\us  the  thickest  wave  that  went 
ou*    seiUni;  trade    not  aid. 

In  other  words,  they  were  telling  u.s  to 
milk  the  iaxp.iyer->  ol  this  country  and  give 
them  the  money. 

They  Would  let  us  off  the  hook  for  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  that  money  If  we  would  give 
them  our  markets  or  a  .source  of  the  income 
that   we   ha\e. 

REQUIRES  TEAHS  TO  DEVELOP  A  MINE  OR  A  MINER 

It  requires  as  I  h.Tve  already  stated,  years 
to  develop  a  mlr.e  or  a  miner.  A  miner  la 
like  a  WHtchmakcr  or  is  like  a  mechanic  or 
aiiyoi-.e  else  It  takes  years  to  develop  a 
eood  one.  Mere  technical  Information  is  not 
Kuff.  lent.  Nor  is  u  veiy  much  neces.-;ary. 
Experience  is  necessary  lor  a  worklngman 
ill  A  mine. 

Four  or  five  years  Is  necessary  to  develop  a 
mine. 

Mr  Chairman.  I  have  worked  In  the  mines. 
I  hHve  wurke<l  in  the  mills. 

The  first  J.  b  I  had  m  a  mill  was  using  a 
No  2  shovel  on  a  concrete  floor,  on  the  mill 
fl'xir  I  finally  worked  up  to  the  filters, 
which  Is  not  a  highly  technical  Job.  You 
do  not  have  to  understand  all  the  effects  of 
the  chemicals  but  you  have  to  know  the  pro- 
portion.s  to  mix.  Many  of  us  learned  that 
before  we  went  to  the  universities. 

Yon  cannot  develop,  us  1  have  already  said, 
a  mine  during  an  emergency.  It  has  to  be 
done  over  a  period  of  years.  The  history  of 
nearly  all  the  large  mines  -vWX  show  any- 
where from  three  or  four  to  a  half-dozen 
organizations  and  individuals  who  have 
WTecked  them.sclves  and  their  fortunes  in 
working  in  the  mines.  It  is  like  taking  up  a 
homestead.  It  sounds  nice  to  take  up  a 
homestead  out  In  the  sagebrush.  About  the 
third  fellow  who  gets  It  will  make  some- 
thing out  of  it.  The  oilier  two  fade  out  of 
the  picture  for  some  reason. 

The  representative  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion here  yesterday  testified  that  some  of  the 
mines  the  Government  is  financing  or  sup- 
porting In  one  way  or  another  would  requua 
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as  long  as  7  years  to  bring  Into  production. 
I  would  say  that  Is  not  uncommon.  I 
think  they  are  very  lucky  and  they  will  find 
these  mines  they  are  bringing  in  like  the 
Yerlngtou  one  were  very  well  prospected,  as 
much  as  could  have  been  done  with  nominal 
finances,  long  before  these  companies  came 
in  who  now  have  the  Government's  support. 
I  would  say  they  would  be  lucky  if  they  could 
do  It  wltiiin  7  years,  and  after  all  the  work 
had  been  expended. 

The  Anaconda  Co.  will  require  about  5 
or  6  years,  counting  their  exploration  work 
and  expenditure,  before  they  go  into  pro- 
duction. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  went  through  all 
this  work  before  they  were  even  willing  to 
take  the  support  from  the  Government  in- 
cluding the  short  amortization  period  and 
guaranteed  unit  price  to  work  the  mines  for 
them. 

NErD    COINC-CONCFRN    MINING    INDC3TRT 

Mr  Chairman  |Mr.  Millikin|.  you  arc 
from  a  mining  State  and  you  know  the  record 
is  a  familiar  one  In  the  development  of  min- 
ing properties.  This  time  that  it  takes  to 
develop  a  mining  property;  a  long  time  is 
the  rule  and  not  the  exception.  Nothing 
but  exi)erience  develops  a  prospect  or  a  mine. 
Years  and  not  months  are  required  for  tbe 
Job.  Tlierefore,  we  must  have  a  going-con- 
cern mining  Industry.  How  can  you  do  that? 
By  a  Congress  whose  duty  It  is  to  establish 
a  definite  policy  relating  to  the  domestic 
jiroductlon  and  foreign  production  and  for- 
eign trade  and  allowing  such  policy  to  be- 
come the  settled  principle  upon  which  the 
jxDtential  investor  of  venture  capital  can  de- 
|)end.  Congress  set  the  precedent  In  estab- 
lishing the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
on  principle.  The  railroads  had  for  many 
years  treated  shippers  as  individuals  mak- 
ing concessions  as  pleased  them,  every  road 
having  a  different  rate  In  many  cases  and 
almost  a  different  rate  for  every  principal 
shipper. 

CO.NCRESSIONAL   policy  similar  TO   ICC 

Congress  established  the  ICC,  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  CrmmUsion,  to  have  Juris- 
diction over  all  railroad  rates  and  set  down 
a  definite  policy  to  be  followed.  What  was 
that  [Xjllcy?  It  was  the  principle  of  "a  rea- 
sonable return"  on  the  Investment.  They 
did  not  say  that  a  rate  should  t>e  a  certain 
amount  here,  and  a  certain  amnunt  there, 
but  they  said  that  there  should  be  a  rea- 
sonable return  on  the  Investment  and  they 
set  up  the  ICC  to  study  what  that  Invest- 
ment was.  and  to  establish  a  reasonable 
return. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  served  8'<2  years  on  the 
Btate  regulatory  Ixxly  of  my  State  and  have 
held  m:iny  hearings  for  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission.     The  principle  works. 

Congre.ss  could  do  exactly  the  same  thing 
In  this  field  It  could  say  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, or  the  Foreign  Trade  Authority,  or 
whatever  they  wanted  to  set  up  with  that 
responsibility — certainly  not  the  State  De- 
partment—and say  to  them.  "You  shall  deter- 
mine the  tariff  or  the  import  fee,  or  whatever 
you  choose  to  call  that  differential  between 
the  production  cost  in  this  country  and 
abroad  due  mostly  to  the  difference  In  the 
wage  living  standards  here  and  abroad:  you 
hhall  determine  it  on  a  basis  of  fair  and  rea- 
sonable competition."  That  is  what  they 
could  do.  Put  the  resixjnslblllty  where  It 
belongs.     Let  them  go  on  principle. 

There  are  competent  men  In  the  Tariff 
Commission.  I  have  not  rcYlewed  the  list 
very  recently  but  tbe  only  difficulty  with 
them  in  the  last  20  years  is  that  you  have 
had  a  State  Department  and  a  Tariff  Com- 
mission— at  least  two  or  three  members  of 
it— who  have  definite  ideas  on  how  it  ought 
to  be  done.  TTiey  have  no  right  to  Intrude 
their  ideas  on  how  It  ought  to  be  done.  The 
Congress  should  establish  the  policy  as  to 
how  the  Commission  should  proceed,  then 
Uiey  are  the  technicians  to  do  the  worL 
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They  (the  State  Department)  do  have  a 
rtght  under  the  so-called  Reciprocal  Trade 
Act,  which  is  not  reciprocal  at  all,  and  the 
two  words  do  not  occur  In  the  act,  to  mar 
nipulate  tariffs.  The  act  is  a  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act  and  it  Is  simply  an  act  that 
transferred  from  the  long  experienced  Tariff 
Commission,  the  responsibility  of  fixing 
tariffs  to  a  State  Department  that  has  no 
interest  in,  or  knowledge  of,  industry. 

They  have  some  foreign  policy  where  they 
think  they  can  trade  certain  industries  to 
foreign  nations  to  bring  about  free  trade. 

STATE    DEPARTMENT    ESTABLISHEID    FREE    TRADE 

Congress  did  not  set  this  free-trade  policy. 
The  executive  department  set  it  through  the 
State  Department.  In  other  words,  the  mere 
transfer  of  the  responsibility  of  setting  these 
tariffs  did  not  establish  a  free-trade  policy. 
However,  Congress  made  the  mistake  of  be- 
stowing that  power  on  a  State  Department 
that  had  free-trade  ideas.  Therefore  they 
were  free  to  carry  them  out. 

They  proceeded,  of  course,  to  lower  practi- 
cally all  tariffs  below  that  point  of  the  dif- 
ferential of  cost  of  production  here  and 
abroad  due  to  the  differences  in  the  wage 
standa  Is  of  living.  That  has  the  effect  of 
free  trade,  even  if  it  is  only  a  few  percentage 
points  telow  that  differential. 

CONGRESS  MUST  REGAIN  ITS  RESPONSIBILITY 

Now,  Congress,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
must  take  cognizance  of  the  effect  of  trans- 
ferring its  constitutional  re£ix»nsitaillty  to 
the  State  Department  and  regain  and  accept 
its  responsibility.  It  must  return  that  re- 
sponsibility to  its  own  agent,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. If  they  want  to  change  the  Tariff 
Commission  in  any  respect,  they  have  full 
power  to  do  it,  and  lay  down  the  policy 
which  it  Is  to  follow.  Just  as  it  did  in  the 
case  of  the  ICC. 

NO  QLTSTION   OF   HIGH   OR   LOW  TARIFF 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  never  been 
any  question  in  the  minds  of  the  peojile  who 
want  to  protect  the  investor  and  the  work- 
lngmen, of  a  high  or  a  low  tariff.  You  have 
that  thrown  at  you  from  every  side — that 
you  want  to  put  a  fence  around  the  United 
States;  that  you  want  to  preclude  the  entry 
of  all  products.  Nothing  of  the  kind  Is  con- 
templated. Of  cour&e,  an  industry  may  have 
that  wish  at  times,  but  no  one  who  Is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  such  a 
policy  wants  to  do  it.  What  they  want  is  a 
tariff  or  Import  fee,  or  whatever  you  choose 
to  call  tliat  differential,  to  be  based  on  a  fair 
and  reasonable  competitive  basis  where  the 
foreign  countries  have  equal  access  to  our 
markets  but  no  advantage. 

Congress  must  return  the  responsibility  to 
Its  own  agent,  the  Tariff  Commission,  or 
whatever  we  choose  to  call  its  own  agent. 

The  policy  laid  down  should  be  that  of  a 
flexible  tariff  or  Import  fee,  and  be  continu- 
ously adjusted  upon  the  basis  of  fair  and 
reasonable  competition.  When  foreign  wage- 
living  standards  approached  our  own  then 
free  trade  would  be  almost  automatic.  Most 
other  countries  have  this  system,  but  we  do 
not. 

There  Is  no  tariff  on  products  which  we 
cannot  produce  or  do  not  produce  in  suf- 
ficient quantities  for  competition,  such  as 
tin,  nickel,  nattiral  rubber,  spices,  hemp,  and 
so  forth.  No  one  has  ever  contemplated  such 
a  thing.  That  would  simply  be  a  tariff  for 
revenue  only. 

However,  we  are  past  the  point  of  sharp- 
shooting.  Tou  cannot  say  to  the  zinc  and 
lead  and  copper  producers  that  you  must 
have  free  trade  because  there  is  short  supply. 

You  cannot  say  to  the  textile  Industry  that 
you  will  lower  the  tariff  to  allow  England 
and  Scotland  and  other  competitors  to  come 
In  with  their  low-coat  labor,  making  it  profit- 
able for  those  countries  to  bold  their  labor 
costs  down. 

In  other  words,  If  they  paid  the  difference 
Ol  the  wage-living  standards  into  the  United 


States  Treasury  a  while  it  would  not  be  long 
until  the  wages  and  the  standard  of  living 
would  go  up  and  create  a  market  in  their 
own  country. 

THE   WOOL   IKDUSTRY 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  show  further 
the  utter  fallacy  of  the  theory  that  anything 
in  short  supply  must  be  under  free  trade. 
Of  course,  when  you  take  the  tariff  off  then 
you  are  always  going  to  be  In  short  supply. 
The  argument  falls  of  Its  own  weight. 

I  Just  had  a  wire  this  morning  from  K.  C. 
(Casey)  Jones.  I  have  not  seen  F  C.  (Casey) 
Jones,  who  Is  the  secretary  of  the  National 
Wool  Growers  Association,  for  almost  a  year. 
This  is  a  wire  from  Denver,  Colo.,  dated 
the  third: 

"Allied  Wool  Industry  Committee  with 
National  Wool  Growers  Association,  National 
Wool  Marketing  Corp.  and  Western  Wool 
Handlers  Association,  meeting  in  Denver 
today,  adopted  resolution  of  policy  your 
statement  on  foreign  trade  as  made  by  you 
In  Reno.  May  9    1952." 

What  was  that  statement,  Mr.  Chairman? 
The  wool  people  of  the  United  States,  repre- 
sented nationally  in  Denver,  your  own  home 
town.  What  is  this  principle  they  adopted 
on  the  third?  This  is  it.  It  Is  taken  from 
domestic  and  foreign  principles  that  I  laid 
down  in  one  of  my  speeches. 

"Promotion  of  world  trade  should  be  on 
the  basis  of  fair  and  reasonable  competition 
and  must  be  done  within  the  principle  long 
maintained  that  foreign  products  of  under- 
paid foreign  labor  shall  not  be  admitted  to 
the  country  on  terms  which  endanger  the 
living  standards  of  the  American  working- 
men  or  the  American  farmer  or  threaten 
serious  injury  to  a  domestic  industry." 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  establish  the  utter 
fallacy  that  the  tariff  should  only  refer  to 
an  industry  where  there  Is  a  full  production 
for  the  domestic  market  or  an  overproduc- 
tion, I  have  here  the  wool  production  for  the 
year's  domestic  production  1949,  1950,  1951, 
and  the  consumption  for  those  years,  both 
domestic  and  imported.  I  wanted  to  submit 
It  for  the  record. 


Year 

Dfimostie 
prfxluci-d 

InJiXirted 

Consiimp- 
liun 

1949  

1<J.VI 

lyji. 

Poiiridt 
120.  :i7t'.  (H10 
iiy.ON..(Kio 
117,«15,0OO 

Poiindf 
272.  un.  (ton 

4WV,  h4».  two 
361,  21(i,  UOO 

P<yiiTiii> 
.V^.S*'.  1.000 

i\.i4.  Hoy.  otio 

4b4,  167,  000 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  question  of  wool 
Is  not  before  us.  It  will  be  before  we  are 
through.  It  is  a  strategic  material  because 
we  do  not  produce  the  amount  we  this  year 
need.  So  what  did  we  do?  We  passed  the 
tariff  in  1947  which  was  vetoed  by  the  Presi- 
dent and  then  we  passed  a  sul>sldy  suggested 
by  him.  But  the  subsidy  has  long  since 
passed  out  of  all  usefulness  becatise  it  does 
not  make  up  the  difference  and  we  are  going 
out  of  the  sheep  business  and  wool  business 
In  the  United  States  of  America.  Of  course, 
we  will  never  entirely  go  out  dl  it  but  there 
Is  no  incentive  to  go  into  it.  No  one  In  his 
right  mind  Is  going  to  buy  a  band  of  sheep 
because  of  the  continual  fussing  with  the 
tariff  In  the  Congress  and  In  the  State  De- 
partment. The  free  trade  on  wool  together 
vpitli  the  subsidy  caused  us  to  stabilize  the 
world  wool  market  with  our  own  taxpayers' 
money. 

WORKERS'  WAGES CHILE 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  was  particular 
reference  to  the  production  of  copper  in 
Chile,  which  Is  the  principal  exporter  to  the 
United  States  and  will  be  for  some  time  until 
probably  we  are  in  full  production  or  in- 
creased production  in  South  Africa.  One  of 
our  domestic  companies  is  Interested  in 
Africa,  and  I  think  some  English  companies, 
and  there  is  a  tremendous  potential  produc- 
tion there.    This  thing  has  only  started. 
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The  Chilean  copper  worker  receives  an 
average  of  about  146  pesos  per  day.  The  free 
market  exchange  of  the  Chilean  peso  fluctu- 
ates at  around  125  pesos  to  »1.  Therefore.  If 
a  c  ippe-  worker  wanted  to  convert  his  wages 
Into  '-'ollars  he  would  receive  about  »1.17  per 
day.  In  comparison,  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  Chilean  copper  worker  to  the  American 
copper  worker  is  $1.17  to  $15.  We  could  say 
roughly  $15.  There  may  be  some  of  the 
wages  under  $15.  Say  $11  to  $15  In  this 
country.  That  ($15)  was  the  average  wage 
paid  to  copper  miners  In  the  United  States 
for  the  month  of  November  1942.  Novem- 
ber 1952  was  the  n-.ost  recent  month  averaged 
by  the  Department  of  Labor.  The  figure 
of  $15  per  day  Includes  some  overtime  pay. 
It  's  not  Important  except  to  show  that  a 
worker  In  Chile  receives  about  one-tenth. 

Most  of  the  35.5  cents  paid  for  Chilean 
copper  goes  to  the  Government  of  Chile. 
The  purchasing  pvower  of  the  workers'  peso 
Is  only  $1  17  per  day.  and  the  copper  com- 
panies gross  only  about  8  cents  per  pound 
on  copper. 

I  want  to  say  right  here,  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  information  Is  being  gained  independ- 
ently of  the  copper  companies  who  have 
those  contracts,  and  they  are  subject  to  any 
detail  correction. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Malovi.  The  net  receipts  for  the 
copper  companies  is  much  less.  It  costs  the 
copper  producer  on  an  average  of  about  $7.54 
per  day  per  worker  for  wages,  not  including 
benefits.  Yet  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
wages  for  the  worker  is  only  $1.17  and  the 
difference  goes  to  the  Chilean  Government. 
We  are  in  fact  subsidizing  the  Chilean  Gov- 
ernment. I  am  not  commenting  on  whether 
It  is  a  good  or  a  bad  idea,  but  I  am  giving  you 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  facts. 

Of  the  current  Chilean  price  of  35  5  cents 
per  pound.  16  5  cents  reverts  to  the  Chilean 
Government.  The  remaining  19  cents  ac- 
crues to  the  producing  companies.  The 
method  of  imposition  of  this  tax  is  as  follows: 
A  base  price  of  13.5  cents  per  pound  for  elec- 
trolytic copper;  13.25  cents  for  flre-reflned 
copper,  and  13.125  cents  for  bessemer  copper 
Is  established  by  law  1760  as  amended.  That 
portion  of  the  sale  price  between  13.5  cen;s 
and  24,5  cents  Is  divided  equally  between  the 
companies  and  the  Government.  It  Is  rather 
an  intricate  set-up.  Mr.  Chairman.  The 
companies  have  made  a  contract  with  Chile 
which  apparently  sets  the  wage  of  the 
Chilean  copper  worker  at  more  than  $7  per 
8-hour  day,  but  the  exchange  rates  Included 
in  the  contracts  make  it  possible  for  the 
Government  of  Chile  to  receive  most  of  this 
wage,  because  on  the  free  exchange  of  pesos 
for  dollars  the  Chilean  copper  worker's  daily 
wage  would  amount  to  only  about  $1.17  per 
day. 

The  Income  received  by  the  companies 
which  is  subject  to  this  tax  is  as  follows: 
Income  in  excess  of  13.5  cents  per  pound  Is 
deductible  from  taxable  income  for  the  pur- 
pose of  computing  income  tax. 

Now.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  closing — and  I  hope 
that  the  fortner  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
Mr.  Danaher,  or  any  member  of  the  copper 
companies  or  anyone  else  may  feel  free  to 
ask  questions.  I  think  I  am  tough  enough 
to  take  it  and  I  know  it  Is  a  tough  subject, 
and  It  is  going  to  get  tougher. 

SAME    SrrtJATION ZINC    AND    LEAD 

What  I  am  concerned  about  is  that  we  are 
going  to  face  the  same  situation  with  par- 
ticular reference  to  zinc  and  lead  in  a  very 
little  while.  The  Junior  Senator  fr  )m 
Nevada  has  recently  been  appointed  chair- 
man of  the  Minerals  and  Fuels  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Aff.urs 
Committee  and  the  distinguished  Sen.uor 
from  Colorado,  the  chairman  of  this  cum- 
nalttee,  is  a  member  of  It,  and  we  have  our 
work  cut  out  for  us.  We  cannot  read  the 
menu  baokward.  We  have  to  go  Into  tins 
thing  and  determine  a  principle  whicii  wiu 
keep  ua  in  the  mining  business  In  this  cuuu. 


try.  We  have  to  find  out  how  that  principle 
fits  into  the  principle  of  people  in  other 
Industries  in  this  country.  In  other  words, 
how  we  tit  Into  the  intricate  economy  of  this 
Nation. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  to  il- 
lustrate the  steps  leading  us  into  the  one- 
world  trap — I  hope  we  will  not  be  led,  but 
there  is  a  plan  to  do  the  job. 

I  quote  from  an  article  by  Douglas 
Larsen,  the  NEA  staff  correspondent: 

The  offshore  procurement  phase  of  Ameri- 
ca's foreign-aid  program  is  now  considered 
the  most  vulnerable  part  of  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Program  with  the  Incoming  Republi- 
cans promising  drastic   budget  cuts. 

This  is  unfortunate,  too.  Mutual  Security 
officials  say. 

He  then  proceeds  to  outline  the  differ- 
ent phases  of  these  expenditures  which 
are  calculated  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Marshall  plan,  the  EGA,  and  other  ap- 
propriations. 

He  says  in  a  later  paragraph: 

Even  the  United  States  labor  groups  have 
a  motive  for  opp<jslng  offshore  purcha.sing. 
One  of  the  selling  points  on  the  program 
has  been  the  claim  that  lakxir  costs  m 
Europe  are  about  one-third  of  what  they 
are  In  the  United  States.  With  labor  co-sts 
the  biggest  chunk  of  production  costs  It 
makes  the  end  product  considerably  cheaper 
If  purchased  In  Europe,  the  argument  goes. 

THCT    MEAN    CHEAPER    LABOR 

Mr.  President,  it  is  said  that  we  mu.st 
get  these  materials,  not  confining  our- 
selves to  copper,  but  referring  to  min- 
erals, crockery,  textiles,  and  other  prod- 
ucts, whenever  we  can  get  them  from  a 
nation  which  can  produce  them  better. 
What  do  they  mean  by  better?  Thty 
mean  manufactured  at  a  lower  cost,  by 
labor  working  for  lower  wage.s. 

It  is  an  attack  on  the  workingmen  of 
America,  and  it  leaves  the  domestic  in- 
vestor without  any  protection  for  his 
product. 

All  I  have  ever  heard  anyone  in  busi- 
ness ask,  is  for  an  equalizer — it  may  be 
called  by  any  name — a  duty,  impost,  ex- 
cise tax,  tariff,  import  fee — but  have 
something  that  equalizes  the  costs  of 
production,  that  differenoe  in  the  co.st  of 
production  mostly  due  to  the  one  factor 
of  the  difference  in  the  wage  standards 
and  standards  of  living  here  and  abroad. 
They  want  a  flexible  duty  or  import  fee 
based  upon  fair  and  reasonable  competi- 
tion which  would  be  lowered  as  world 
living  standards  improved. 

FOREIGN     INVESTORS — OR     FOREIGN     PURCHA-^rHS 

Mr.  President,  those  who  are  mostly 
Interested  in  evading  this  issue,  or  writ- 
ing down  the  tariffs,  duties,  or  import 
fees,  or  abolishing  them,  are  those  di- 
rectly interested  in  purchasing  com- 
modities abroad  or  in  establishing 
branch  plants  behind  the  low-wage  cur- 
tain to  manufacture  or  produce  the 
products  where  they  can  be  made 
cheaper,  and  lay  them  down  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  with  the  cheap 
water  shipping,  at  costs  lower  than 
those  products  can  be  manufactured  un- 
der our  wage  standard  of  living. 

FACE    THK    ISSUE 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  quarrel  with 
anyone  who  faces  the  issue.  If  anyone 
alleges  we  are  living  on  too  high  a  stand- 
ard, that  we  have  priced  ourselves  out 
of  the  market — il  the  desire  is  to  lower 


wages,  if  the  desire  is  to  lower  the  stand- 
ards of  living  of  the  American  work- 
ingmen, and  to  stabilize  the  costs  at  the 
foreign  level,  I  have  no  quarrel  with  him. 
But  I  do  have  a  quarrel  with  the  man 
who  .says  he  wants  to  uphold  the  stand- 
ard of  living  and  at  the  .same  time  put 
the  American  producer  into  direct  com- 
petition with  goods  produced  by  the 
workingmen  and  investors  of  this  coun- 
try competing  with  those  products  man- 
ufactured by  men  working  for  $2  wages, 
50-cpnt  wages,  or  $5-per-day  wages. 
That  IS  the  man  with  whom  I  have  a 
quarrel. 

TWENTY    YEARS   OF    EMERGENCY   LEGISLATION 

Mr.  President,  the  country  and  the 
workingmen  and  the  investors  have  been 
badgered  for  20  years  with  legislation 
that  could  not  wait  for  adequate  consid- 
eration. 

I  say  without  any  fear  of  contradiction 
that  there  is  not  a  Senator  on  this  floor, 
and  I  include  myself,  who  thoroughly 
understands  the  machinations  and  the 
intrit;ues  and  the  manipulations  of  the 
currency  systems  of  all  foreign  countries, 
which  include  South  America,  Asia,  and 
Europe  to  defeat  the  agreements  made 
with  tlicm. 

In  closing.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  legislation  which  did 
not  pa.ss  this  body  has  seldom  injured 
tliis  Nation,  but  that  the  hasty,  the  ill- 
considered,  so-called  emergency  legisla- 
tion, which  did  pa.ss,  has  done  almost 
irreparable  injury  to  the  basic  principles 
and  concopt.s  of  our  people. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  .senior  Senator  from 
N.'bra.ska  I  Mr   Butler  I. 

Mr  MILLIKIN.  Mr,  President.  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  FRE.SIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  loll. 

The  lemslative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr,  President,  I  a.sk 
un.uumou.s  con.^ent  that  the  call  for  the 
quorum  be  rescinded,  and  that  further 
proceeding. •^  under  the  call  be  dispensed 
with, 

1  he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  .so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  I  Mr.  Butler  1. 

Mr  BUTLER  of  Nebra.ska,  Mr,  Presi- 
dent, in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  was  an 
atzreement  that  nothing  so  controversial 
as  this  amendment  appears  to  be  was  to 
be  brouuht  up  during  this  period.  I  am 
constrained  to  believe  that  the  most 
orderly  thum  to  do.  perhaps,  would  be  for 
me  to  withdraw  my  amendment  so  that 
the  Senate  may  proceed  with  its  action 
on  the  bill,  I  doubt  very  much  if  a 
quo'-Ti  could  be  obtained.  If  we  were 
inciined  to  filibuster.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
my  amendment  would  prevail,  because  it 
is  very  rea.sonable.  However,  under  the 
fircumstances.  I  think  it  would  be  best 
lor  all  concerned  if  the  amendment  which 
I  offered  were  withdrawn,  and  I  now 
withdraw  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Nebras- 
ka is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN,  Mr.  President.  I 
think   the  distinguished   Senator  Irom 
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Nebraska  has  done  a  very  gracious  and 
a  very  proper  thing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  amendment.  If  there  be 
no  further  amendment  to  be  proposed. 
the  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  'H.  R.  568  >  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate adjourn  until  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  <at  3 
o'clock  and  19  minutes  p,  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Friday.  February 
13,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate,  Saturday,  February  7,  1953,  un- 
der authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate 
of  February  6,  1953: 

Department   of  State 

Donold  B  Lourle.  of  Illinois,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration. 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  10,  1953: 

Central  Intelligence  Acenct 

Allen  Welsh  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Director  of  Central   Inlclligence. 

CoMMcjDiTY  Credit  Corporation 
Howard   H.   Gordon,   of   Virginia,    to   be   a 
member   of    the   B  jard    of    Directors   of    the 
Commcxllty  Credit  Corporation. 

Coast   and   Geodetic   SrH\-i:T 

Subject  to  qualifications  provided  by  law, 
the  following  for  permanent  appointment 
to  the  grade  Indicated  in  the  Coast  and 
Co Jdetlc  Surve>  : 

To  be  commissioned  ensign 

Jrihn  J.  Dermody,  effective  January  27, 
1953. 

In  the  Armt 

The  following-named  jjersons  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
St.it es.  in  the  grades  and  corps  specified, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506  of  the 
O.T^rer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381, 
8^th  Cone  ),  title  II  of  the  act  of  August 
5  1947  (Public  Law  365.  80th  Cong  ).  Public 
Law  408.  Eighty-second  Congress.  Public  Law 
759,  Eightieth  Congress,  and  Public  Law  36, 
FiKhtieih  Congress,  subject  to  physical  quall- 
fifiitiun: 

7*0  be  major 

Italo  W    Danlele,  MC,  0424202. 

To  be  captains 
Merrill  M    Becker.  MC.  01705373. 
James  C    Beyer,  MC.  01920534. 
Robert  A,  Gregg.  MC.  0976574. 
Frank  W    Hardy.  MC,  0975901, 
Harold  S   Kolmer.  Jr  ,  MC.  0993979 
Wallace  R   LeBourdals,  MC,  01922384. 
Harold  C.  Murphree.  MC.  01718783. 
Oscar  L.  Sapp  III,  MC,  01918807. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 
Fae  M    Adams.  MC.  K1891744. 
FYanklln   D    Bell.  DC,  0984151. 
Robert  J    Byrne,  VC,  O1715750. 
William  A    Cameron.  JAGC.  0966075. 
Francis  M    Canter,  MSC,  0988538. 
Bruce  T    Coggins.  JAGC,  0543435. 
Garland  R    Farmer,  VC.  0938989 
George  F   Harding  III.  MSC.  0980804. 
Bryce  O    Hartman,  MSC.  0988527. 
Warren  G    Hoag,  VC,  0992472, 
Reid  W  Kennedy,  Jr.,  JAGC,  0961352. 
Kay  W    Ixjrentzen,  VC,  0991125. 
Russell  E.  Mason,  MSC,  Ol 598631. 
Stewart  J.  McConnell,  VC,  02202613. 


Erich  C.  Mehnert.  VC.  01718887. 
James  R.  Olin.  VC.  02208950. 
Raymond  H.  Osterholtz,  DC,  01765661. 
John  C.  Powell.  Jr.,  JAGC.  0552716. 
Krven  A.  Ross,  VC,  0039684. 
Howard  B.  Slider,  Jr.,  VC,  01724873. 
Robert  A.  Sturtevant,  VC,  01776019, 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Elizabeth  A.  Gait,  WMSC,  M2919. 
William  P.  GlUey,  MSC,  01877430. 

The  following-named  person  for  appoint- 
ment as  chaplain  of  the  Regular  Army,  In 
the  grade  of  captain,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  506  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of 
1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th  Cong,),  subject 
to  physical   qualification; 

Aloyslus  M.  Knler,  0931958. 

The  following-named  person  for  reappoint- 
ment to  the  active  list  of  the  Dental  Corps, 
Regular  Army  of  the  United  SUtes,  In  the 
grade  specified,  from  the  temporary  disa- 
bility retired  list,  under  the  provisions  of 
title  IV,  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
(Public  Law  351,  81st  Cong,): 
To  be  captain 

Richard   J,  HUlebrand,   031065. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States  In  the  grades  specified,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  506  of  the  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th 
Cong.),  subject  to  physical  qualification: 
To  be  first   lieutenants 

Sammy  J.  Black,  0964629, 

Jo.se ph  M,  Ebbs,  02210008. 

Lavern  R,   Rlestercr,  0982775. 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
James  Bain.  Jr  ,  Ol  184618 
Gerald  H,  Britten.  01931357. 
Kent  L    Buck,   01875496, 
Milton  G    Carey,  02028668, 
James  M    Compton,  0 1883294. 
Leo   M    DannemiUer,   01880289. 
David    F.    Edwards,    01820960. 
James   A.    Evrard.    01926026, 
Sammle   L    Greene.   02205866, 
Francis  P,   Gross   III.  01889775. 
RfKlolfo    Haeussler.    01887834.  * 

Branch  R.  Hammock,  Oii203116. 
George  R    Hannah,  02204930. 
Thomas  J.  Hennesy  III,  01926139. 
Charles   R.   Htjgge.   Jr,.   01877437. 
Lorell  A,  Holcomb,  099S817, 
Harold  R.   Johnson.   Jr.,   01887673. 
Keith  R.  Kerr.  01885595. 
Jack  H.  Leach,  01690976, 
James  L,  Lester,  01887837. 
Alexander  Lopkoff.  Jr,,  01880262. 
George  W    Love,  0382819. 
Brutus  A.  Lowery.  Jr  .  02205931. 
Francis  J.  Lynch,  01890035. 
Kenneth  L.  Mann. 
James  J.  Martin,  01885420. 
Oliver  J.  Medaris,  01925211. 
Oscar  G,  Mink,  01926300, 
Bernard  R.  Moselcy,  01880265, 
Charles  K,  Nichols,  02038012. 
John  Ozakl,  01887501. 
Joseph  O.  Patterson,  02210663. 
Robert  H.  Reddltt.  01887839. 
Lee  W.  Roberts,  01925753. 
Joseph  H.  Schmalhorst.  01882238. 
Frederick  W.  Siewers,  Jr..  01892344. 
Charles  R.  Smith,   Jr.,  01916182. 
Mario  L,  Urruela,  01887690. 
Glenn  E,  Walls,  02004754, 
Jerry  L.  Welkert,  01926001. 
Hubert  J.  Whitener.  01925694. 

The  following-named  person  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  effective  March  3,  1953,  In  the  grade 
of  second  lieutenant,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  506  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act 
of  1947   (Public  Law  381,  80th  Cong.) : 

Joseph  P.  Seymoe. 

The  following-named  distinguished  mili- 
tary students  for  appointment  In  the  Regu- 
lar Army  of  the  United  States,  In  the  grade 


of  second  lieutenant,  undej-  the  provisions 
of  section  506  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act 
of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th  Cong),  sub- 
ject to  designation  as  distinguished  military 
graduates,  and  subject  to  physical  qualifi- 
cation : 


Charles  P,  Hudson,  Jr. 
Thomas  P.  Joyce,  Jr., 

01888088. 
Charles  £.  Larason. 

01916124. 
Edward  C.  Lungren 
Theodore  R.  Moody. 

01888005. 
Thomas  L.  Stanford, 

Jr. 


Thomas  R.  Sutton 
Sam  S.  Harrell 
Morton  P.  Brann 
Johnny  J.  Churchill 
William  P.  Ferguson 
Edward  C.  Flke 
Clyde  Fisher,  Jr. 
Allan  J,  Francisco. 
01338806. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  10.  1953: 

Department  of  the  Interiob 

Ralph  A.  Tudor,  of  Palo  Alto.  Calif,,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Fred  G.  Aandahl,  of  Lltchville,  N.  Dak.,  to 
be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior. 

Orme  Lewis,  of  Phoenix.  Ariz.,  to  he  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Clarence  A.  Davis,  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  be 
Solicitor  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Department  of  Commerce 
"  Craig  R.  Sheaffer,  of  Iowa,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Commodity    CREDrr   Corporation 
Howard   H.   Gordon,   of   Virginia,   to    be   a 
member   of    the   Board    of   Directors    of    the 
Commodity    Credit   Corporation. 


WITHDRAWALS 

Executive      nominations      withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  February  10,  1953: 
CiRctJiT  Courts,  Territory  of  Hawah 

Robert  Kiyolchi  Murakami,  of  Hawaii,  to 
be  third  Judge,  First  Circuit.  Circuit  Courts, 
Territory  of  Hawaii. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 
John   Carson,   of  Michigan,   to  be  Federal 
Trade   Commissioner. 

Secx^rities   and  Exchange  Commission 
J.  Howard  Rossbach.  of  New  York,  to  be  a 
member    of    the    Securities    and    Exchange 
Commission. 

Economic  Stabilization  Administration 
Michael  V.  DiSalle,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Economic 
Stabilization   Administrator. 

Small  Defense  Plants  Administration 
John  E,  Home,  of  Alabama,  to  be  Admin- 
istrator,  Small   Defense   Plants  Administra- 
tion. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thih.sday,  Febiu  ary  12,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Dr.  Joseph  A.  Mason,  pastor.  First 
Methodist  Church,  Rushville,  111.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  our  Father  in  heaven, 
in  whom  is  wisdom  and  strength  and 
understanding,  we  reverently  and  hum- 
bly invoke  Thy  blessing  upwn  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  and  upon  the 
people  whom  they  represent. 

Keep  us  ever  mindful,  O  God,  of  those 
who  are  venturing  their  lives  in  our  be- 
half, that  whether  by  life  or  by  death 
they  may  win  for  the  whole  world  the 
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fruiUb  of  thei'.-  sacrifice  and  a  holy  peace. 

Grunt  and  continue  unto  our  Nation 
legislators  who  themselves  have  been 
taught  the  wisdom  and  ways  of  the  king- 
dom. 

Endow  all  Members  of  this  Congress 
with  a  right  understanding,  a  pure  pur- 
pose, and  sound  speech. 

Enable  them  to  rise  above  all  self- 
seeking  and  party  zeal  that  that  which 
they  do  here  may  be  unto  them,  and 
unto  Thee,  a  memorial  to  their  devotion 
to  their  country. 

Upon  this  special  day,  O  God,  we  com- 
memorate the  birthday  of  Abraham 
Lincoln,  that  great  humble  man  whom 
Thou  didst  send  to  lead  the  Nation 
through  perilous  times  and  who  like  the 
Master  gave  his  life  to  make  men  free. 

We  thank  Thee,  O  God,  for  this  high 
and  holy  heritage  of  freedom.  Give  us 
grace  to  claim  it  humbly  and  proclaim 
it  proudly  and  to  ever  preserve  it  dili- 
gently and  faithfully  through  Jesus 
Christ,  our  Lord.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Monday.  February  9,  1953,  was  read  and 
approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing title: 

H.  R.  568.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30.  1954.  the  suspension  of  cer- 
tain ImjKJrt  taxes  on  copper. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  Con.  Res.  12.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing sympathy  for  the  peoples  of  the 
Netherlands,  Great  Britain,  and  Belgium  in 
the  disaster  suffered  by  them. 


RESIGNATION  AS  MEMBER  OF  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 
read: 

Pebruart  12.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
United  States  Capitol, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  herewith  submit 
my  resignation  as  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Respectfully  yours. 

John  E.  Moss,  Jr.. 
Member  of  Congress. 

The   SPEAKER.     Without  objection, 
the  resignation  will  be  accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 


DEFENSE  CONTRACTS  LET  IN 
CANADA 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
ttae    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
.frasHJ^gton? 
o<^IMire  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  Mon- 
day I  called  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  a  fact  which  rather 
startled  me,  namely,  that  the  Navy  was 
letting  a  contract  for  construction  of 
certain  small  ships  in  Canada  to  a  firm 
in  Nova  Scotia.  Since  that  time  I  have 
discovered  a  policy  exists  which  I  think 
needs  review.  In  other  words,  in  March 
1950,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  issued  a 
directive  to  the  Air  Force,  the  Army,  and 
Navy,  whereby  each  one  of  them  .should 
spend  in  their  procurement  programs 
$100,000,000  a  year  in  Can? da.  This 
action  was  taken  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  United  States-Canada  Permanent 
Joint  Defense  Council  with  the  United 
States  Munitions  Board  concun-in«. 
One  of  the  reason.s,  as  I  under.stand  it. 
back  of  this  directive  was  to  bolster  the 
economy  of  Canada. 

At  that  time  perhaps  their  economy 
did  need  bolstering,  but  I  do  not  believe 
such  is  the  situation  at  this  time;  there- 
fore. I  am  writing  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  asking  him  to  review  this  pro- 
curement policy.  It  .seems  to  me  that 
the  economy  of  our  American  workers 
is  the  one  that  needi  bolstering  at  the 
present  time. 


ABRAHAM  LINCOLN 

Mr  YOUNGER.  Mr  Speaker.  I  a.^k 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  HoUbC 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  genllenaan  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
in  27  of  these  United  States  and  1  Terri- 
tory on  an  official  holiday,  our  people  are 
meeting  to  pay  their  respects  to  the 
memory  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  our  mar- 
tyred sixteenth  President.  That  the.'~p 
meetings  should  be  held  in  every  State 
is.  I  am  sure,  the  wish  of  a  large  major- 
ity of  our  people.  Sub.scribing  as  I  do 
to  this  same  sentiment.  I  have  today  in- 
troduced a  bill  to  make  February  12  a 
national  legal  holiday.  This  bill,  when 
passed  by  the  Congress  will  be  the  final 
act  in  binding  up  the  Nation's  wound.s. 
I  ask  that  our  colleagues  across  the  ai.'-le 
join  in  this  action  to  make  real  and 
visible  the  recognition  which  is  in  all 
of  our  hearts. 

May  I  quote  from  a  sixth-grade  his- 
tory book,  used  in  the  Virginia  schools, 
entitled  "The  Story  of  Our  Country"  by 
West  and  West,  where  it  says  of  Lincoln : 

In  hl.s  death  the  North  lost  a  loved  aiul 
trusted  leader  but  the  South  lost  iiinnitely 
more — a  great-hearted,  sorely  needed  (riend. 

Jefferson  Davis,  in  speaking  of  Lin- 
coln's death,  said  as  follows: 

Next  to  the  defeat  of  the  Confederacy  the 
heaviest  blow  that  fell  upon  the  South  wa.s 
the  assassination  of  Lincoln.  (Jefferson  Davi.s 
in  The  Growth  of  the  American  People  and 
Nation,  by  Mary  G.  Kelty.) 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr,  REES  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
today  for  10  minutes,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


BETTER    HIGHWAYS 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  Hou.«e  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  obiection. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  obtained  figures  this  mornini? 
which  show  that  tlie  Federal  Govern- 
ment collected  during  calendar  1952  al- 
most $1,000  000.000  from  American  mo- 
torists from  Federal  easollne.  diesel  fuel, 
and  lubncatm;,'  oil  taxes. 

Of  thi.s  huL'e  sum  only  about  $550,000.- 
000.  or  50  cents  of  each  dollar  collected 
from  motor  fuel  taxes,  was  used  for  hi^h- 
wny  con-truction.  More  than  half  a  bil- 
lion dollars  of  lhe.se  revenues  were  di- 
verted to  olhrr  purposes  than  road  build- 
ing. This  diversion  of  gasoline  and 
die.sel  oil  taxes  to  other  than  road  build- 
int;  purposes  should  be  stopped. 

More  American.s  are  slain  each  year 
on  our  h  114 h ways  by  automobiles  than  are 
killed  in  Korea  by  enemy  bullets.  The 
ca.sualty  lists  of  tho.se  maimed  and  crip- 
pled on  our  streets  and  highways  are 
lonuer  than  tho.se  ( f  our  battlefield 
wounded. 

Everyone  knows  that  the  most  effec- 
tive preventative  of  death  on  our  high- 
way.s  i.s  better  road.s.  Yet.  despite  this 
knowledge,  our  hii^hway  building  pro- 
gram apprupnation.s  during  the  past  6 
years  has  remained  almost  stationary 
de.spite  the  fact  that  our  Federal  reve- 
nues from  hii^hway  users  in  that  period 
have  doubled. 

With  more  than  53.000,000  cars  al- 
ready crowding  our  Nations  streets  and 
huhway.s.  an  increase  of  21.000.000  cars 
over  1940.  our  road.s  are  wearing  out  fast- 
er than  they  are  being  rebuilt,  according 
to  Commissioner  MacDonald.  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Public  Roads.  This  trend  must. 
in  the  interest  of  safety,  be  changed. 

The  American  people  will  pay  for  the.se 
better  roads  whether  they  obtain  them 
to  ride  on  or  not.  If  the  roads  are  con- 
structed no  one  can  dispute  that  the  tax- 
payers will  pay  for  them.  If  they  are 
not  built  the  taxpayers  will  pay  for  them 
ju.st  the  .same  in  the  form  of  increased 
doctor,  haspital.  and  repair  bills,  in  in- 
creased maintenance  and  operating 
cost.s  on  their  cars,  and  in  higher  auto- 
mobile insurance  rates. 


ELECTION  TO   COMMITTEES 

Mr  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  re.solution  ( H.  Res.  138  >  and 
a.sk  for  iLs  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Rr^olrrd.  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be.  mid  they  are  hereby,  elected  members 
i<f  the  folliwUik^  standing  committees  of  tlie 
House  of  Kepreseniatives: 

Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia: 
Samuel    N.    Friedel.    Maryland. 

Committee  on  House  Administration:  J.  L. 
PiLCHER.  Georgia. 

Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Plsh- 
erie.s:    CouarNEY    Campbell,    Florida. 

Comnmtee  on  Post  Omce  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice.  John  E    Moss,  CalUornia. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


CONTROL  OF  IMPORTS  AND 
EXPORTS 

Mr.    GROSS.     Mr.    Speaker.    I    ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
mv  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  today 
introducing  in  the  House  a  bill  which 
would  Mive  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
authority  to  control  all  impKjrts  and 
exports  when  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  American  agriculture,  labor,  and 
industry. 

It  is  almost  unbelievable  that  such 
le'^i.^lation  has  never  been  enacted,  for 
the  control  of  imp>orts  and  exports  is 
-n  obviously  necessary  to  protect  the 
American  economy  and  the  American 
people  from  foreign  exploitation. 

Apparently  few  individuals,  in  or  out 
of  the  Federal  Government,  are  aware 
that,  throut?h  the  years,  the  code  per- 
taininR  to  imports  and  exports  has  be- 
come a  hodgepodge,  especially  with 
re.spect  to  imports. 

I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  Hou.se 
«ince  January  of  1949.  and  I  have  yet  to 
find  two  Government,  lawyers  who  will 
a^'ree  what  imports,  under  the  various 
laws,  can  or  cannot  De  controlled.  My 
bill  will  end  that  confusion,  for  under 
this  measure  all  impcrLs  and  all  exports 
can  be  controlled. 

We  .scarcely  need  to  scratch  the  top 
layer  of  our  memories  to  recall  damage 
done  to  our  country  and  our  people  in 
recent  years  by  unwis«?  imports. 

Remember  the  winter  of  1949-50  when 
the  bottom  dropped  out  of  the  egg  mar- 
ket— when  Midwest  farmers  were  re- 
ceiving only  15.  18.  and  20  cents  a  dozen 
for  CKKS?  What  hajjpened?  The  for- 
eiKners-flrst  administration  then  in 
power  agreed  to  take  about  three-fifths 
of  Canada's  egg  prcduclion.  and  per- 
mitted the  importation  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  of  dried  eggs  every 
month  from  Communist  China,  on  top 
of  the  domestic  dried  egg  surplus  stored 
in  the  caves  of  Kar.sas.  Incidentally, 
that  .same  administration  permitted 
Communist  China  to  ship  in  those  dried 
et-'t-'s  for  many  months  after  the  start  of 
the  Korean  war,  ovei  my  repeated  pro- 
le.'-ts. 

Remember  the  canned  hams  from 
Poland;  the  canned  beef  from  Argentina 
at  times  of  drooping  livestock  prices  in 
the  United  States;  and  now  60.000.000 
pounds  of  frozen  New  Zealand  beef,  some 
of  it  .selling  for  as  little  as  39  cents  a 
pound  in  the  form  of  T-bone  and  sirloin 
steaks,  at  a  time  of  u  depressed  Ameri- 
can cattle  market? 

Remember  the  textile  workers  forced 
into  unemployment,  especially  in  the 
knitted-glove  industry,  by  indiscrimi- 
nate imports;  and  now  the  American 
bicycle  and  motorcycle  industries  crip- 
pled by  imports,  to  mention  just  a  few 
examples? 

As  for  industry-wrecking  exports,  re- 
member the  shortages  in  the  months 
following  Korea?  Remember  the  tons 
and  tons  of  good  Amtrican  steel,  copper, 
and  other  metals  exi)orted  all  over  the 
earth  to  foreigners  wlien  our  own  small- 


business  men,  including  military  con- 
tractors and  subcontractors,  schools, 
hospitals,  roads,  and  other  construction 
programs  went  without  and  marked 
time,  with  tens  of  thousands  unem- 
ployed as  a  result  of  these  shortages? 

I  point  out,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  these 
exports  were  permitted  in  the  face  of 
the  so-called  Export  Control  Act  of  1949, 
which  has  been  renewed  on  a  year-to- 
year  basis  since  it  was  first  enacted. 
That  act  ties  the  hands  of  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  the  administrator,  by 
making  it  necessary  for  him  to  crawl  to 
the  State  Department  for  permission  to 
clamp  down  on  exports.  That  flaw  in 
the  act  became  doubly  dangerous  along- 
side an  administration  more  concerned 
al)out  the  possibihty  of  hurting  the  feel- 
ings, or  rackets,  of  foreigners,  or  in  the 
pursuit  of  some  vague  and  vacillating 
foreign  policy,  than  in  the  welfare  of  the 
United  States. 

The  language  of  my  proposed  measure 
'lakes  it  clear  that  as  far  as  exports  and 
imports  are  concerned,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  has  only  one  duty.  That  is 
the  protection  of  the  American  economy 
and  the  American  people  through  con- 
trol of  imports  and  exports.  Under  this 
bill,  the  administrator  will  not  have  to 
consult  the  State  Department,  any  other 
agency,  or  any  crackpot  internationalist. 
When  he  sees  American  agriculture,  la- 
bor, or  industry  injured  by  imports  or 
exports,  he  can  put  a  slop  to  such  abuses 
forthwith. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  legislation  in  the 
interest  of  the  United  States.  I  urge  its 
enactment  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment. 


TAX  CUTS  AND  FEDERAL  SPENDING 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Chicago  Daily  News. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  demand  for  a  drastic  reduction  in 
taxes  and  curtailing  of  F''ederal  spending 
has  not  abated  in  my  district  following 
the  election  of  a  Republican  President. 
The  number  of  letters  and  telegrams,  to- 
gether with  written  petitions  and  ap- 
peals all  dealing  more  or  less  with  the 
problem  of  tax  cuts  and  Federal  spend- 
ing, are  substantially  as  great  as  they 
were  prior  to  November  4,  1952.  All  this 
clearly  demonstrates  to  me  that  the 
people  are  looking  to  Congress  for  re- 
medial legislation  that  will  ease  and 
lessen  the  tax  burden  which  prevails  un- 
der the  present  existing  Federal  taxing 
authorities. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  include  herein  a  very 
interesting  and  elucidative  editorial 
taken  from  the  Chicago  Daily  News  of 
February  9,  1953.  The  editorial  is  help- 
ful In  that  it  analyzes  the  facts  having 
a  decided  bearing  on  economies  in  all 
Government  agencies.  The  editorial 
follows ; 

Taxes  or  Deticits 

President  Eisenhower's  call  for  thrift  was 
followed  promptly  by  a  stern  White  House 
directive   lor   immediate   economies   In   all 


G</verninent  agencies.  There  is  other  evl- 
dfDce  that  the  President  Intends  to  make 
8t.«^ility  of  the  dollar,  by  avoiding  deficits, 
a  n  ajor  concern  of  his  administration. 

The  next  step  is  revision  of  the  $78,600.- 
000.000  budget  prepared  by  Mr.  ITuman. 
UntU  drastic  reduction  Is  accomplished. 
General  Elsenhower's  goal  of  restoring  the 
dollar's  value  will  continue  to  dictate  a  policy 
of  opposing  tax  reduction. 

There  are  two  schools  of  thought  on  how 
best  to  approach  the  problem  of  Government 
economy.  One  is  to  reduce  taxes  first,  on 
the  theory  that  Congress  will  then  have  less 
to  spend.  The  other  is  to  cut  spending,  and 
then  adjust  taxes  downward  to  the  reduced 
need. 

General  Elsenhower  was  elected  on  the 
theory  that  he  is  a  conservative  and  a  com- 
petent administrator.  It  seems  to  us  that 
such  a  man  cannot  fail  to  recognize  that 
lower  taxes  do  not  necessarily  mean  reduced 
spending. 

The  classic  congressional  attitude  Is: 
"Never  vote  against  an  appropriation  nor 
for  a  tax  bill."  Politicians  find  it  much 
easier  to  countenance  deficits  than  to  deny 
requests  for  funds. 

In  this,  however,  the  legislators  have  gen- 
erally taken  their  lead  from  the  executive 
branch.  It  seems  likely,  therefore,  that  the 
new  budget  will  be  Just  about  what  General 
Eisenhower  says  It  shculd  be,  although  Con- 
gress may  take  the  bit  in  its  teeth  on  tax 
reduction. 

The  President's  success  at  economy  will  be 
measured  by  his  ability  to  trim  the  sums 
allotted  for  defense.  That  Department  has 
asked  $46,300,000,000,  exclusive  of  foreign  aid. 

Furthermore.  $10,000,000,000  must  be 
trimmed  from  the  total  Truman  budget  to 
bring  it  down  to  estimated  revenue  in  the 
1953-54  fiscal  year. 

There  are  complications  In  the  picture. 
First,  of  course,  is  the  uneasy  peace,  which 
makes  armed  strength  a  first  consideration. 
There  is  also  some  fear  that,  after  20*  years 
of  inflation,  a  sudden  application  of  the 
brakes  might  rock  the  economy  uncom- 
fortably. 

Regardless  of  theoretical  conclusions,  how- 
ever,  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  a  $10,000,000,- 

000  deficit  without  taking  a  big  whack  at 
the  defense  budget.  The  issue  there  is  how 
much  can  be  trimmed  without  weakening 
our  military  strength.  But  informed  sources 
believe  General  Eisenhower  knows  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  Pentfigon  has  had  both 
Congiess  and  the  White  House  buffaloed. 

Quite  aside  from  waste  in  procurement, 
the  armed  services  have  gotten  themselves 
into  a  personnel  situation  that  would  be 
comic  if  it  were  not  so  expensive.  A  con- 
gressional hearing  developed  evidence  that 
they  are  as  heavy  in  brass  as  the  palace  guard 

01  a  banana  republic. 

The  various  services  have  about  four  times 
as  many  higher-ranking  commissioned  offi- 
cers now.  in  proportion  to  enlisted  men.  as 
they  had  at  the  peak  of  World  War  II.  The 
Regular  Air  Force  has  more  colonels  than 
first  and  second  lieutenants  combined. 

The  Navy,  directly  Involved  In  the  hearing 
In  an  effort  to  avoid  demoting  5.400  junior 
officers,  disputed  the  overall  figures.  But 
the  very  fact  that  such  figures  can  be  dis- 
puted indicates  a  chaotic  personnel  situa- 
tion. 

Economy  in  defense  personnel,  as  well  as 
In  procurement  and  construction,  could 
even  result  In  a  more  efficient,  hence  better, 
defense.  It  can  certainly  make  for  happier 
taxpayers. 

FOREIGN  OIL  OR  AMERICAN  COAL 

Mr.  BISHOP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BISHOP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
just  introduced  a  bill  to  establish  quota 
limitations  on  imports  of  foreign  residual 
fuel  oiL 

Mr.  Speaker,  Illinois  Is  the  Nation's 
fourth  largest  coal  producer,  and  well 
over  one-third  of  the  entire  State  output 
comes  from  the  mines  in  my  congres- 
sional district.  The  coal  industry  is  our 
principal  medium  of  livelihood,  and  as 
such  is  the  largest  contributor  to  the 
whole  economy  of  this  area. 

Last  year  coal  production  in  the  State 
oi  Illinois  aggregated  about  46.000,000 
tons,  as  compared  with  a  total  of 
54,000,000  tons  the  previous  year.  At 
first  glance  a  loss  of  8.000,000  tons  may 
not  appear  so  spectacular  as  to  be  cause 
for  alarm,  but  if  we  examine  conditions 
in  the  coal  areas  a  little  closer,  we  will 
quickly  realize  that  it  has  had  a  very 
serious  effect  upon  the  State's  20,000 
miners  and  their  wives  and  children. 

If  we  apply  that  15-percent  decrease 
to  my  listrict,  the  pi::ture  will  come  into 
somewhat  clearer  focus,  inasmuch  as  it 
is  sufBcient  to  leave  more  than  a  thou- 
sand of  our  miners  without  a  single  day's 
work  for  the  entire  year.  That  is  how  a 
15-percent  drop  in  production  affects  the 
working  populace  of  the  Twenty-sixth 
Congressional  District  of  Illinois,  and,  of 
course,  you  readily  understand  tliat  such 
conditions  create  an  unfavorable  chain 
reaction  on  the  general  economy  of  the 
area  that  is  ultimately  felt  in  every  groc- 
ery stpre,  barber  shop,  gasoline  station, 
and  in  every  other  business  house.  For 
that  matter,  it  is  also  very  definitely  re- 
flected in  the  revenues  of  our  churches 
and  schools,  for  men  who  are  out  of  work 
do  not  have  the  wherewithal  to  contrib- 
ute to  the  upkeep  of  Gods  places  of  wor- 
ship regardless  of  the  intensity  of  the 
desire  to  do  so,  nor  can  they  meet  obli- 
gations of  the  State  and  community  re- 
sponsible for  the  furtherance  of  their 
educational  systems. 

When  such  conditions  prevail,  I  believe 
it  the  duty  of  the  Congressman  respon- 
sible to  those  citizens  to  look  into  the 
matter  and  to  exert  every  means  at  his 
disposal  in  their  behalf.  I  have  investi- 
gated the  problems  that  are  creating 
hardship  in  my  district,  and  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  one  of  the  major 
factors  exerting  a  depressing  influence 
on  the  coal  industry  in  an  otherwise 
brisk  economy  has  its  origin  right  here 
in  the  Capital  of  the  United  States.  I 
find  that  this  Government,  by  its  failure 
to  set  a  sane  limit  on  the  amount  of 
foreign  residual  oil  that  may  be  brought 
into  this  country,  is  answerable  for  the 
distress  that  Is  invading  our  coal  com- 
munities. 

Residual  fuel  oil  is  competitive  with 
coal  for  the  generation  of  electric  power 
and  for  other  Industrial  uses.  The 
amount  of  such  oil  imported  into  the 
east  coast  of  this  country  last  year  was 
sulDcient  to  inflict  a  31.000,000-ton  loss 
on  coal's  markets,  and  no  relief  is  in 
sight  unless  this  Congress  acts  to  curb 
this  tidal  wave  of  disaster  and  poverty 
that  has  its  origin  in  foreign  refineries. 


While  the  Imports  do  not  reach  our 
Midwest  markets,  coal  districts  which 
regularly  serve  the  east  coast  have  found 
their  output  backing  up  and  are  thus 
turning  to  Illnois  and  surrounding  areas 
for  market  outlets.  In  consequence, 
much  of  our  business  is  choked  off,  and 
that  situation  is  the  prelude  to  shut- 
down mine;  and  unemployment. 

I  ask  tht  Members  of  this  legislative 
body  to  join  in  damming  the  flood  of 
foreign  residual  oil  that  is  unfairly  seiz- 
ing coal's  markets  and  bringing  impover- 
ishment to  coal  communities  throughout 
the  Nation. 


PARKING  FACILITIES 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPE.AKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  several  Members  discussed  the 
parking  problem  confronting  Members 
and  employees  of  the  House. 

In  this  connec  '.ion,  I  would  like  to  com- 
mend the  Sergeant  at  Arms.  Mr.  Rus- 
sell, for  making  a  study  of  the  problem  m 
an  effort  to  find  a  solution. 

The  House  parking  lot  is  usually 
crowded  to  overflowing.  This  is  e.spe- 
cially  true  when  the  Hou.se  is  in  session. 

Tlie  only  arr-^wer  to  that  problem  is 
more  parking  facilities. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  consider  underground  parking  or 
perhaps  a  three-story  structure  on  the 
House  lot.  Two  stories  could  be  above 
ground.  The  grade  at  the  lot  would  per- 
mit an  underground  drive-in  at  street 
level  from  Delaware  Avenue.  On  Soutli 
Capitol  Street  the  second  floor  could  be 
reached  by  a  drive-in  at  street  level  with 
a  ramp  leading  to  the  top  floor.  That 
would  triple  the  parking  space  at  the  New 
House  lot.  two-thirds  of  which  would  be 
indoors. 

The  traffic  and  parking  situation  is  a 
difficult  one  everywhere  here  in  Wa.sh- 
ington,  as  it  is  throughout  the  Nation. 

There  are  many  things  that  recent 
Democratic  administrations  have  been 
charged  with  unjustly,  but  they  cannot 
escape  blame  for  growing  parking  and 
and  traffic  problems.  The  increa.sing 
number  of  automobiles  is  the  best  evi- 
dence of  the  high  living  standards  that 
p>eople  have  won  over  the  New  Deal  years. 

Seriously,  a  three-story  structure  on 
the  present  Hou.se  lot  would  co.st  less  than 
buying  land.  It  would  be  more  con- 
venient for  House  Members,  and  would 
be  a  practical  approach  to  cleaning  up 
this  mess. 


BOY  SCOUT  WEEK 

Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  addre.ss  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revi.se  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  with  my  re- 
marks President  Eisenhowers  message 
on  Boy  Scout  Week  which  opened 
on  February  7  and  will  clo^e  on  Febru- 
ary 13. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  you.  my 
colleagues,  I  am  sure  are  aware  by  this 
time  that  Boy  Scout  Week  is  being  ob- 
served throughout  the  Nation.  More 
than  3,000.000  members  of  the  Boy  Scouts 
of  America  are  celebrating  the  forty- 
third  anniversary  of  its  founding.  Six 
years  after  this  great  youth  movement 
came  to  America  Congress  granted  it  a 
Federal  charter  in  recognition  of  its 
effective  program  in  the  development  of 
strong  character,  and  training  in  physi- 
cal fitness  and  alert  citizenship. 

Since  1910  more  than  20,000.000  boys 
and  men  have  had  this  training.  These 
former  Scouts  have  stated  again  and 
again  that  what  they  learned  in  Scouting 
has  been  invaluable  in  their  adult  lives. 

.Some  phase  of  Scouting  is  open  to 
every  American  boy  who  is  8  years  of  age 
or  over,  no  matter  where  he  lives  or  what 
may  be  his  race,  creed,  or  color. 

Scouting  is  sponsored  by  churches  of 
all  faiths;  by  service  clubs,  veterans' 
posts,  .'^chooLs.  and  other  civic  institu- 
tions. Scouting  is  to  be  found  in  every 
American  village,  town,  and  city  neigh- 
borhood. Ihe  Boy  Scouts  of  America 
has  also  organized  Scout  groups  overseas 
at  military  ba.ses  and  in  other  locations 
abroad  where  Anu-rican  boys  live. 

The  Scouting  move  has  always  aimed 
at  making  the  American  boy  "physically 
stron-j,  mentally  awake,  and  morally 
straight*  Its  pie.sent  crusade.  "Forward 
on  liberty's  team,"  is  that  theme  as  ear- 
ned out  by  four  decades  of  Scouting  but 
adapted  to  the  needs  of  this  generation. 
I  am  sure  that  many  of  you.  my  col- 
leagues, perhaps  most  of  you,  have  either 
been  Boy  Scouts  or  Scouters  aiding  in 
this  great  movement.  If  you  have,  you 
recognize  it  as  one  of  Americas  greatest 
assets.  And  I  need  not  urge  you  to  do 
all  in  your  power  to  promote  and  extend 
this  movement.  If  you  do  your  part,  this 
organization,  already  in  this  year  con- 
sisting of  more  than  3,000,000  American 
boys  and  men.  will  carry  on  its  great 
tradition.  But  it  will  always  need  your 
help. 

This  fact  was  recognized  by  President 
Eisenhower  m  his  first  message  to  the 
Boy  Scouts  as  their  new  honorary  Presi- 
dent. On  last  Saturday.  February  7,  he 
told  the  3  000.000  members  that — 

If  V'^u  will  fulUjw  the  Soout  oath.  America 
win  be  better  able  to  meet  its  full  resiponsl- 
bihty  In  cooperation  with  other  nations  m 
maintaln'.n;?  I)eace  on  earth. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  include  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  President  EILsenhowers  mes- 
sage for  Boy  Scout  Week,  which  opened 
February  7  and  closes  February  13.  It 
is  as  follows: 

The  WHrrt  House. 

Washington. 
To  the  Bny  Scouti  of  America: 

It  la  with  great  personal  plea.sure  that  I  e.x- 
tend  to  you  my  warmest  congratulations  on 
your  forty-third  anniversary  and  greet  you 
on  the  occasion  of  Bfiy  Scout  Week,  1963: 

Your  present  crusade.  Forward  on  Liberty's 
Team,  is  proving  to  be  most  efTectlve.  Amer- 
icans everywhere  must  be  proud  to  know 
that  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America  regUtered 
Us  three-millionth  active  member  during  the 
past  year.  I  understand  that  the  present 
membership  has  now  reached  a  new  high  of 
3,200.000  Scout-s,  Explorers,  and  leaders,  and 
that  since  1910  there  have  been  20,200,000 
American  boys  and  men  enrolled. 
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This  birthday  message  is  addressed  to  every 
Scout  and  leader  In  thi;  Boy  Scouts  of  Amer- 
ica. I  urge  you  all  to  live  up  to  the  high 
Ideals  for  which  scouting  stands;  your  duty 
as  patriotic  citizens,  [f  you  will  follow  the 
Scout  oath,  America  v.Ul  be  better  able  to 
meet  Its  full  responsibility  In  cooperation 
with  other  nations  In  maintaining  peace  on 
earth. 

DWICHT   D.   ElSENHOWEK. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Wheeler  I  may  be  granted  a  leave  of  ab- 
sence for  10  days  from  this  date. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tht  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  NETHERLANDS 

Mr  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a^k 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  th^re  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
shocked  and  aggrie\ed  by  the  disaster 
that  made  so  many  cf  our  friends  of  the 
Netherlands  homeless  and  destitute. 
Our  hearts  go  out  to  them  and  we  com- 
miserate with   them  in  their  suffering. 

However,  a  nation  that  the  Dutch 
helped  to  establish  must  not  pause  in  a 
gesture  of  commiseration.  We  shall  act 
and  provide  relief  for  the  victims  of  the 
disaster.  I  have  introduced  today  a  bill 
which  would  admit  1'5.000  of  the  sturdy, 
dependable  Dutch  farmers  and  clo."=e  rel- 
atives of  Americans  who  trace  their  an- 
cestry to  the  Netherlands. 

I  urce  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary to  act  on  this  legislation  at  their 
earliest  convenience  and  I  hope  that  the 
IIou.se  will  follow  sui'.. 

It  is  emergency  let  islation  and  should 
he  treated  as  such.  It  is  an  expression 
of  our  good  will  towf.rd  the  Netherlands 
and  tangible  proof  of  the  everlasting 
bond  that  unites  U5  with  that  nation, 
small  in  size  but  greit  in  heart. 


DOMESTIC  MINING  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a>=k 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  tci  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  thi3  gemleman  from 
Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  de- 
sire to  speak  shortlj  at  this  time  about 
the  current  domestic  mining  industry 
of  basic  metals,  or  rather  to  the  present 
sad  condition  of  such  industry,  for  only 
by  dint  of  great  determination  and  abil- 
ity to  overcome  gr^at  odds  does  that 
industry  exist,  even  in  its  present  ema- 
ciated form.  These  comments  are  not 
designed  to  be  politically  partisan.  The 
present  situation  has  existed  for  some 
time  now.  President  Eisenhower  has 
called  for  sound  conservation  of  our 
mineral  resources  in  his  state  of  the 


Union  address.  He  also  has  called  for 
more  trade  and  less  aid.  The  emphasis 
on  the  reciprocal  trade  program  was  ex- 
tension with  necessary  safeguards  for 
domestic  interests.  Frankly,  I  do  not 
know  what  he  means  by  all  of  this  but 
I  assume  that  time  may  bring  further 
explanation.  I  do  know  that,  in  the  past, 
so-called  sound  conservation  of  our  min- 
erals has  meant  the  closing  down  of  ac- 
tive mines  where  capital  and  men  had 
labored  and  produced.  Apparently  the 
closing  down  program  was  advanced  so 
that  we  might  pay  lip  service  to  inter- 
national equality  in  production.  I  have 
heard  nothing  yet  from  the  State  De- 
partment to  indicate  any  change  in  that 
bias.  I  know  that  the  reduction  of  tariff 
allotments,  plus  currency  depreciation, 
in  regards  to  various  metals  and  ores 
has  meant  little  but  the  depression  of 
price  for  domestic  production  and  the 
concomitant  depression  of  stored  capi- 
tal, skill,  enterprise,  going-concern  value, 
and  other  priceless  national  assets. 
Mines  once  shut  down  may  never  reopen 
due  to  flooding  or  other  causes,  or  if  re- 
opened it  is  only  accomplished  at  great 
waste  and  expense. 

We  of  the  West  are  criticized  for  some 
sort  of  narrow  partisanship,  not  politi- 
cal, because  we  have  a  dedication  to  the 
private,  and  American,  development  of 
vital  mineral  components  of  our  flood 
tide  of  goods  for  use  during  periods  vf 
peace  as  well  as  war.  Perhaps  it  is  parti- 
sanship to  insLst  that  vital  components 
.^hould  have  a  short  lifeline  in  an  age  of 
submarines  and  an  age  when  we  may  not 
have  the  usual  2  years  of  preparation 
and  development  to  rij;e  out  of  past 
blunder  and  error  in  the  event  of  war. 
Another  time  may  find  us  without  friends 
to  held  the  line  while  we  get  ready  to 
swing  our  great  productive  machine  into 
gear.  Perhaps  it  is  a  loyal  partisanship 
to  insist  that  we  have  inside  U.  S.  A.  an 
active  and  going  production  of  all  possi- 
ble metals  and  materials  basic  to  the 
sinews  of  war  as  well  as  peace.  However, 
if  this  is  partisanship,  then  it  is  that 
healthy  and  necessary  partisanship  so 
extolled  as  the  motivating  force  in  our 
sort  of  free-economic  system;  the  pur- 
suit of  enterprising  and  calculating  men 
who  go  into  the  hills  and  down  into  the 
bowels  of  the  earth  in  the  search  of  nec- 
e"^sary  ore.  It  is  high  time,  yes,  and  long 
past,  tliat  these  old-line  American  enter- 
prisers be  given  that  fair  break.  Govern- 
ment protection  if  you  will,  which  is  also 
supposed  to  be  a  part  of  our  American 
way :  a  free  area  in  which  to  pursue  their 
objective — their  contribution  to  our 
economy. 

The  result  has  been  the  outright  de- 
struction of  the  small  American  producer 
for  the  gain  of  a  foreign  producer,  who 
ofttimes  is  the  small  independent's  in- 
dependent big  brother  with  over.'^eas 
holdings.  We  have  seen  feast  or  famine, 
boom  or  bust,  haste  and  waste,  climb  up 
and  fall  back.  Men  of  les.^er  stature 
would  long  have  given  up.  But  not  the 
small  independent  domestic  mineral  pro- 
ducer. He  is  made  of  sterner  stuff.  He 
is  a  hardy,  even  hardheaded  individual 
who  never  gives  up  trying.  He  expanded 
his  production  in  response  to  frantic  and 
wasteful  demand  brought  up  by  World 
War  II — with  its  few  submarines — only 
to  be  cast  aside  in  favor  of  foreign  pro- 


ducers In  an  international  world  pro- 
gram. He  again  went  into  the  mines  in 
response  to  the  need  arising  from  the 
Korean  war.  What  then  is  the  result 
today  of  his  enterprise  and  patriotism? 
The  same  old  boom-and-bust  world. 

The  British  overshot  their  demand  for 
lead  and  ended  up  with  a  nice  stockpile. 
Finding  this  on  their  hands,  they 
promptly  dumped  it  in  bloc  lots  on  the 
world  market  and  the  American  price, 
just  approaching  an  economic  level,  took 
a  nosedive.  The  result  was  as  predict- 
able as  the  rising  of  the  sun.  The  small 
American  producer  sorrowfully  has 
closed  shop,  discharged  vital  labor, 
pulled  out  of  mines  and  wondered  once 
again  how  he  had  been  suckered  into  a 
game  played  with  loaded  dice.  Present- 
ly American  smelters  are  closing  down 
for  a  lack  of  ore,  yet  price  pressure  is 
building  up  with  the  end  of  British 
dumping  and  a  strike  in  Australia.  Is 
this  the  American  way  of  doing  business? 
Are  we  forever  to  impoverish  and  beggar 
the  small  American  metal  producer,  who 
is  the  key  man  in  any  all-out  defense 
effort?  Are  we  to  destroy  him  for  the 
selfish  interests  of  international  cartels, 
state  trading  agencies  and  big  American 
holdings  overseas? 

We  have  no  quarrel  with  international 
trade,  the  old  economic  law  of  buying  in 
the  more  favorable  market.  We  have  no 
quarrel  with  necessary  action  to  give  a 
helping  hand  to  areas  of  the  earth  torn 
down  by  war  or  that  just  now  are  coming 
out  of  bondage  and  into  their  own  sun- 
light. We  are  fully  aware  that  for  some 
American  producers  to  sell  overseas,  it 
is  necessary  that  we  buy  goods  from 
others.  We  know  trade  is  a  two-way 
street  while  aid  a  one-way  avenue  to  no 
good  end.  What  we  quarrel  with  is  that 
aggregatiton  of  policy,  geared  to  these 
concepts,  which  has  virtually  wiped  out 
any  small  independent  domestic  metal 
production,  leaving  us  helplessly  depend- 
ent on  others  in  a  dangerous  world. 
Even  now  we  are  paying  monopoly  prices 
for  vital  materials  only  because  we  have 
no  alternative.  What  would  it  be  with 
the  prowling  enemy  submarine  fleet 
turned  loose  for  war  purposes  in  the 
oceans  of  the  world? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  serve  notiC3 
that  I  intend  to  have  much  more  to  say 
on  this  subject.  President  Eisenhower 
has  made  reference  in  his  message  to  the 
necessity  for  the  extension  of  farm  price 
supports — that  wise  and  basic  program 
insuring  to  the  American  farmer  equality 
in  the  economic  arena.  We  are,  all  cf 
us,  presently  properly  concerned  over 
the  diminishing  net  farm  income.  We 
learned  in  the  twenties  what  happens 
when  you  price  the  farmer  out  of  the 
market.  Is  it  not  time,  then,  that  we 
learned  as  much  of  the  same  lesson  as 
applied  to  the  producer  of  other  equally 
vital  raw  materials — the  family-unit- 
sized  producer  of  lead,  of  zinc,  of  copper, 
and  other  key  parts  of  the  raw  materials 
of  industry?  If  we  are  to  insure  eco- 
nomic equality  and  parity,  and  such  a 
program  seems  to  have  overwhelming 
support,  as  testified  to  by  farm  price 
supports,  air-mail  payments,  ship  sub- 
sidies, minimum  wages,  all  of  which 
serve  to  insure  a  minimum  demand  to 
industry,  then  to  me  it  only  makes  good 
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setise,  economically  and  politically,  that 
vital  mineral  development  and  produc- 
tion be  covered  imder  this  protective 
blanket.  I  shall  do  everything  in  my 
power  to  support  such  a  wise  modifica- 
tion of  the  parity  program. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 


Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  special  order 
granted  to  me  for  today  may  follow  the 
other  special  order  and  may  be  extended 
to  60  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  NAVAL  BLOCKADE  OF  CHINA 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATTLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a 
lot  of  speculation  at  this  time  about  a 
naval  blockade  or  an  embargo  of  ship- 
ments to  China.    It  has  been  my  privi- 
lege to  study  the  subject  of  trade  with 
China   and  the   Communist  bloc  for  a 
long  time.     A  vast  network  of  controls 
exi-'ts  now  which  should  be  reviewed  and 
analyzed  carefully  before  taking  further 
action.     Many  rumors  about  shipments 
of  all  kinds  of  materials  to  Red  China  are 
floating  around.     We  know  that  trade  of 
a  certain  nature  is  carried  on  by  water 
as  well  as  the  regular  overland  routes  of 
exchange  between  China  and  our  Allies. 
China  Is  a  very  large  nation  and  borders 
many  strangelands  in  Asia.     Russia  and 
the  Soviet  bloc  of  course  have  access  to 
China  both  by  water  and  land.     After 
studying  a  large  number  of  factors  in- 
volved in  trade  with  Red  China,  I  think 
It  would  be  entirely  feasible  and  practical 
to  take  an  intermediary  step  as  a  basis 
for    future   action.     This   intermediary 
step  might  be  called  operation  spotlight 
which  would  give  us  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate basis  for  seeing  just  how  present 
controls  are  operating;  just  what  is  go- 
ing to  China  and  from  whom  and  in  what 
quantities  while  simultaneously  we  step 
up  our  negotiations  with  our  Allies  to 
get  better  international  agreements  by- 
laterally  and  multilaterally.     Operation 
spotlight  could   be  a  very  comprehen- 
sive check  by  United  States  Naval  Forces 
under  the  United  Nations  delegated  au- 
thority of  just  how   the  embargo  pro- 
visions of   the  Battle  Act.  Public  Law 
213.  Eighty-second  Congress,  are'work- 
ing,  how  agreements  in  the  international 
coordinating  committe  controlling  trade 
with   China  are  working   and  how  the 
United  Nations  resolution  on  the  same 
subject  are  being  carried  out.    Our  ob- 
jective is  to  win  the  war;  win  friends  and 
not  win  enemies  so  we  must  have  a  firm 
foundation  for  future  procedure  in  this 
most  important  matter.    I  firmly  believe 
this  effort  can  provide  such  a  foundation. 


X.   WHAT    IS   THT    8TATT7S    OF   PSKSKNT   COimOLB 
KrCAlSINO     CHIMA? 

First,  a  brief  review  of  present  con- 
trols involving  shipments  to  China 
should  be  made  and  analyzed.  In  gen- 
eral they  are  pretty  comprehensive  al- 
though the  United  States  and  Canada 
are  the  only  countries  who  do  not  permit 
any  exports  of  any  description  to  that 
area. 

(a)  In  accordance  with  embargo  pro- 
visions of  the  Battle  Act — Public  Law  213, 
Eighty-second  Congress — "^here  no  ex- 
ceptions are  po&sible,  65  countries  who 
are  recipients  of  our  aid  and  certain 
other  nonrecipient  countries  now  have 
a  complete  embargo  on  China  .so  far  as 
shipments  of  arm.«;.  ammunition,  imple- 
ments of  war,  and  atomic  energy  mate- 
rials are  concerned.  Our  intelligence 
knows  of  no  major  ally  who  has  know- 
ingly permitted  shipments  of  .such  war 
materials  in  thi.s  complete  embargo  cate- 
gory either  to  China,  Russia,  or  the  satel- 
lite countries. 

<b>  In  addition,  there  is  an  interna- 
tional coordinating  committee  largely 
composed  of  the  NATO  countries,  West 
Germany,  and  J^pan  where  interna- 
tional a!?reemeni.«  have  been  reached  to 
prohibit  the  shipment  of  a  large  number 
of  strategic  items  to  China.  Russia,  and 
the  Soviet  bloc.  This  int?rnalional  or- 
ganization complies  with  most  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Battle  Act  on  strategic 
trade  with  certain  exceptions  and  weak- 
nesses which  I  will  point  out  in  subse- 
quent reports,  Certain  items  are  pro- 
hibited from  going  to  China  which  are 
permitted  to  go  to  other  Soviet-bloc  na- 
tions. All  vessels  for  direct  military  u.se 
such  as  warships  and  minesweeper.s  are 
embargoed  and  tankers  may  not  be  de- 
livered to  Russia  or  the  sat'^llites.  The 
sale  of  large  merchant  ve.ssels  to  the  So- 
viet bloc  is  prohibited  and  arran??ements 
to  restrict  the  shipment  of  strategic 
cargo  have  been  established. 

<c)  Also,  the  United  Nation.s  has  taken 
action  to  cut  off  strategic  shipments  to 
Communist  China.  The  general  assem- 
bly of  the  United  Nations  on  May  18, 
1951.  adopted  a  resolution  recommend- 
ing that  every  nation  apply  an  embargo 
on  shipments  to  Communist  China  and 
North  Korea  of  strategic  items  which 
are  described  in  the  same  general  lan- 
guage as  used  in  the  Battle  Act.  The 
weakness  in  this  United  Nations  measure 
is  the  fact  that  each  country  determines 
for  itself  which  commodities  fall  within 
the  embargo  category,  and  enforcement 
is  left  up  to  each  nation  too.  Sixty  na- 
tions have  submitted  reports  or  acknowl- 
edgements with  respect  to  this  resolu- 
tion of  which  42  indicate  control  which 
is  regarded  by  the  United  States  officials 
as  generally  satisfactory. 

(d)  Japan  occupies  a  key  position  In 
the  effort  to  control  trade  with  Com- 
munist China  and  has  maintained,  ever 
since  gaining  its  independence,  an  al- 
most complete  embargo  on  shipments  to 
that  area.  In  order  to  broaden  and 
coordinate  the  control  of  exports  to  the 
Soviet  bloc  in  the  Far  East,  as  well  as  to 
encourage  Japan  to  cooperate  as  an  equal 
partner  in  the  program.  Japan  has  re- 
cently—September 1952— been  admit- 
ted to  the  international  coordinating 
groups  and  a  special  committee  has  been 


set  up  in  that  organizational  framework 
to  deal  with  Par  East  matters. 

(e)  Special  arrangements  have  been 
made  in  an  effort  to  regulate  the  flow  of 
strategic  exports  through  the  trans- 
shipment ports  of  Hong  Kong — United 
Kingdom — and  Macao — Portugal.  This 
has  been  difficult  since  both  these  cities 
depend  on  trade  with  the  Interior  of 
China  for  their  exi-stence.  Furthermore, 
Macao  has  never  had  any  customs  regu- 
lations so  that  developing  control  pro- 
cedures for  that  p>ort  has  presented  un- 
usual problems.  Nevertheless,  the  United 
States  has  established  .special  regula- 
tions to  prevent  strategic  materials 
orminating  here  from  getting  through  to 
the  Communi.sts  by  way  of  Hong  Kong 
and  Macao.  Great  Britain  and  Portugal 
are  cooperating  in  taking  measures  to 
brins  traJtic  through  these  ports  under 
control  although  the  situation  remains 
unsatisfactory. 

11.    WHAT  TRADE   WITH   CHINA  CO0U)  BZ  STOPPED 
BT    A    NWAL    BLOCKADE? 

<a>  Recently  Ru-ssia  has  had  as  many 
as  100  foreign  ships  under  charter  at  the 
same  tim?,  which  means  that  during  the 
charter  period  these  vessels  were  largely 
beyond  tlie  control  of  western  nations. 
These  ships  were  leased  in  two  different 
ways:  time  charter  and  voyage  charter. 
The  most  serious  situations  could  arise 
out  of  the  substantial  number  of  ships 
which  were  rented  under  time  charter. 
This  is  very  much  like  a  car  rental  agency 
which  places  certain  general  restrictions 
upon  the  car  before  it  is  taken  out  but 
actually  loses  control  of  it  when  it  is  once 
tal:en  over  by  the  operator,  in  this  case 
Ru.ssia.  Such  ships  would  fly  western 
flags.  Although  there  is  an  international 
agreement  not  to  charter  vessels  to  carry 
strategic  cargoes,  it  is  impossible  to  keep 
tiKht  control  of  this  type  of  shipping. 
Important  shipping  countries  such  as 
Panama,  the  United  Kingdom.  Greece, 
and  Denmark  make  such  transactions  in 
line  with  this  international  agreement. 
Any  such  ships  u.sed  by  Russia  to  go  to 
Chine.se  waters  could,  of  course,  be 
stopped  by  a  naval  blockade.  Steps 
should  be  initiated  by  the  United  Statesi 
to  bring  about  international  agreements 
in  this  type  of  shipping  which  would  help 
in  stoppin'r  the  flow  of  important  ship- 
ments to  Ciuna  and  the  iron-curtain 
countries. 

<b)  Of  course,  a  naval  blockade  could 
stop  any  strategic  or  important  ship- 
ments made  by  water,  such  as  rubber 
from  Ceylon.  Ceylon  has  concluded  an 
agreement  with  Communist  China  to 
provide  her  with  50.000  tons  of  rubber  for 
the  next  5  years  in  exchange  for  rice. 
Rubber  shipment-s  are  made  by  water 
from  Malaya.  Indonesia,  and  other  points 
which  could  be  stopped.  Rubber  ship- 
ments to  the  Communist  bloc  from  the 
small  far  eastern  countries  have  been  one 
of  the  main  reasons  in  the  past  why  the 
United  States  has  not  been  successful  in 
talking  turkey  with  England  on  this  sub- 
ject. While  the  British  do  not  send  rub- 
ber to  China  they  do  ship  rubber  to  Rus- 
sia under  a  quantitative  control  process 
on  the  grounds  that  other  loopholes 
should  be  plugged  up  before  calling  upon 
England  to  sacrifice  the  grain  and  timber 
which  she  needs  very,  very  badly  and 
gets  in  exchange  for  rubber.   Great  Brit- 
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ain  also  maintains  that  they  only  allow 
enough  rubber  to  go  through  to  take  care 
of  the  civilian  needs  of  Russia  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  impossible  to  estimate  or 
differentiate  under  an  aggressive  dicta- 
torship. I  believe  new  sources  of  supply 
can  and  should  be  gotten  so  that  our 
allies  would  not  be  dependent  upon  Rus- 
sia and  such  strategic  materials  would 
be  denied  to  the  Communist  war  ma- 
chines. 

<c>  Perhaps  the  big  physical  job  that 
would  be  performed  by  such  a  blockade 
would  be  stopping  the  trade  of  non- 
strategic  goods  shipped  by  water  to  China 
w  hich  is  not  illegal  under  present  inter- 
national agreements.  This  would  in- 
clude such  things  as  cotton,  jute,  and 
fertilizer.  Although  quite  a  few  coun- 
tries restrict  and  screen  important  items 
from  shipment  to  Red  China,  only  the 
United  States  and  Canati  -  officially  and 
publicly  embargoes  everything  to  this 
nation. 

UI.    HOW    EriBtTIVZ    COtn.D    A    NAVAL    BLOCKADE 
BET 

(a)  We  must  remember  that  China  Is 
a  big  continent  and  not  an  island  that 
can  be  surrounded  by  a  blockade.  Our 
Navy  could  stop  chartered  ships,  rubber, 
cotton  and  other  materials  shipped  by 
sea  which  of  course  is  very  important. 

<b>  Such  a  blockade  would  not  stop 
such  shipments  from  landing  in  Burma, 
India,  Indochina,  and  other  places  and 
sent  by  land  legally  or  illegally  to  Com- 
munist China.  Land  transport  w  ould  be 
very  difficult,  however. 

<c»  Such  a  blockade  would  not  affect 
regular  overland  routes  from  Russia,  the 
Soviet  bloc,  and  China  s  neighbors. 

rv.    IS  A    NAVAL   BLOCKADE   OF   CHINA    WORTH    IT? 

<a)  First,  we  must  objectively  con- 
sider what  kind  of  a  naval  blockade  we 
are  considering.  Are  we  talking  about 
a  complete  blockade  of  all  trade  and  all 
shipping  or  are  we  talking  about  a  block- 
ade of  strategic  trade  in  hne  with  pres- 
ent international  agreements? 

<bt  Are  we  talking  about  a  blockade 
that  will  keep  our  friends  away  from 
China  as  well  as  our  enemies?  For  in- 
stance. England  trades  with  China  in 
nonstrategic  goods  and  evidently  has  no 
intention  of  doing  otherwise. 

•  O  Many,  many  factors  must  be  con- 
sidered before  making  a  logical  and  final 
decision  in  this  important  matter. 
Strictly  from  a  point  of  view  of  trade, 
which  I  have  been  specializing  In,  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  helpful  and  entirely 
practical  to  start  a  screening  operation 
immediately  as  an  intermediary  step  for 
future  action.  A  comprehensive  United 
Nations  naval  operation  could  spotlight 
the  China  shipping  situation  and  give 
us  a  chance  to  see  just  what  is  going  to 
China,  from  whom,  in  what  quantities 
and  how  embargo  agreements  are  being 
carried  out,  \ihile  simultaneously  work- 
ing with  our  Allies  to  get  better  inter- 
national agreements,  bilaterally  and 
multilaterally.  This  step  I  believe  is 
worth  taking  and  will  furnish  us  a  sound 
basis  for  future  action. 


THE  MARDI  GRAS  BALL  IN 
WASHINGTON 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana.    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 


dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Louisiana  is  famous  for  its  his- 
tory, its  industries.  Its  resources,  and  Its 
agriculture  last  but  not  l*»ast  by  any 
means.  We  are  all  proud  of  all  the 
things  Louisiana  is  noted  for. 

I  should  like  to  say  now  that  Louisiana 
this  year  is  celebrating  the  sesquicenlen- 
nial  of  the  Louisiana  Purchase.  I  am 
happy  to  announce  that  President  Eisen- 
hower has  accepted  an  invitation  to  meet 
with  the  President  of  France  in  New 
Orleans,  I  think  in  October,  to  reenact 
that  momentous  historical  event. 

I  wish  to  state  also  that  Louisiana  this 
year,  through  Its  State  society,  is  pro- 
moting the  Mardi  Gras  ball  in  Washing- 
ton which  will  be  well  attended.  We 
have  now  in  Washington,  all  the  queens 
of  the  Louisiana  festivals.  V.  e  have  with 
us  Miss  Angie  Branch.  International  Rice 
Festival;  Miss  Gail  Dugal.  Jambilee 
Festival:  Miss  Janelle  Roy,  Camelia 
Festival:  Miss  Marian  Hodges,  New  Or- 
leans Mardi  Gras;  Miss  Barbara  Huff, 
Rose  Festival;  Miss  Carolyn  Landry, 
Dairy  Festival:  Miss  Betty  Rose  Pigott. 
Paper  Festival:  Miss  Jacqueline  Sandi- 
fcr,  the  Rose  Festival:  Miss  Betty  Lou 
Seabolt,  the  Forest  Festival;  Miss  Sylvia 
Ann  Senura,  Sugarcane  Festival;  Miss 
Mavis  Sinitlere,  Shrimp  Festival;  Miss 
Patty  Pope,  Holiday  In  Dixie  Festival; 
Miss  Dorothy  Etta  Goff,  Peach  Festival. 

I  am  speaking.  I  know,  for  the  entire 
delegation  In  welcoming  these  beautiful 
queens  to  Washington,  with  the  expecta- 
tion that  they  may  bring  a  message  of 
hope  back  to  Louisiana  for  the  welfare 
of  the  country. 


FARM  PRICES 


Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
the  appointment  of  Ezra  T.  Benson  as 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  made,  there 
has  been  unrest  and  consternation  in 
farm  areas  throughout  the  country."  It 
could  not  be  determined  clearly  then, 
or  now,  just  where  Mr.  Benson  stood  on 
the  question  of  farm  supports.  This 
program  had  taken  many  risks  out  of 
farming  operations  by  stabilizing  the 
price  of  commodities  that  the  farmer 
produced,  and  at  the  same  time  limited 
production  to  meet  the  demands  of  the 
domestic  and  world  markets.  There  is 
Little  doubt  existing  anywhere,  appar- 
ently, that  under  the  price  support  and 
quota  systems,  all  segments  of  the  people 
have  been  the  beneficiaries  both  in  war 
and  during  peacetime. 

It  could  not  be  argued  that  a  change 
in  the  price  support  laws  on  basic  com- 
modities by  the  new  administration 
would  save  money  for  the  taxpayers. 
It  is  not  in  the  interest  of  sound  economy 
to  cast  aside  measures  that  had  been 


beneficial  to  farm  and  urban  areas  and 
also  had  earned  a  handsome  profit  as 
well.  Figures  released  recently  by  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  showed  that 
from  all  operations  on  basic  commodities 
from  the  inception  of  the  program  in 
1933  through  December  31,  19G2,  there 
was  a  net  gain  in  the  amount  of  $13,- 
000,000.  On  cotton  there  was  a  profit  of 
$238,000,000. 

Not  until  such  time  as  the  President 
himself  make.s  a  statement  on  the  farm 
support  issue  will  I  be  convinced  that  he 
has  thrown  overboard  his  campaign 
pledge  of  supporting  basic  farm  com- 
modities at  100  percent  of  parily. 

One  hundred  and  seventy-seven  thou- 
sand Arkansawyers  relied  on  the  promise 
made  by  the  then  Candidate  Eisenhower 
and  cast  their  ballots  for  him.  Farmers 
did  not  for  a  moment  doubt  the  sincerity 
or  honesty  of  purpose  of  the  Republican 
nominee's  program  enimciated  in  Octo- 
ber 1952,  in  his  swing  through  the  Mid- 
west. Nothing  was  said  then  alx)ut  "de- 
pendence on  Government  bounty"  and 
a  "free  market"  economy  in  the  planting, 
cultivating,  harvesting,  and  marketing 
of  farm  commodities. 

In  Secretary  Benson's  St.  Paul  speech 
of  February  11,  his  first  utterance  since 
assuming  the  Cabinet  post,  there  is  a 
reasonable  doubt  In  the  minds  of  many 
that  the  philosophy  portrayed  was  that 
of  the  President.  Many  feel,  however, 
that  the  speech  was  cleared  through  the 
White  House  and  the  President's  acqui- 
escence given  before  delivery.  If  that  is 
the  case,  there  is  quite  a  difference  be- 
tween the  farm  program  of  the  Republi- 
can candidate  for  President  who 
preached  100  percent  of  parity  supports 
and  the  elected  official  who  would  con- 
sent to  a  speech  by  a  member  of  his  offi- 
cial family  that — 

Price  supports  which  tend  to  prevent  pro- 
duction shifts  toward  a  balanced  .supply  In 
Items  of  demand  and  which  encourage  un- 
economic production  and  result  in  continu- 
ing heavy  surpluses  and  subsidies  should  b« 
avoided. 

Tills  language  could  be  interpreted  to 
mean  that  the  Secretary  does  not  favor 
any  form  of  price  supports  for  agricul- 
tural commodities,  or  it  could  mean  that 
he  would  favor  the  so-called  sliding  scale 
parity  formula  which  was  incorporated 
in  the  Aiken  bill  and  enacted  in  the 
Eightieth  Congress  and  subsequently  re- 
pealed in  the  Eighty-first  Congress. 
Under  the  sliding  scale  system  the  sup- 
port would  be  less  when  the  supply  in- 
creases. When  the  farmer  needed  the 
protection  most,  the  support  level  could 
drop  to  75  percent  of  parity. 


TAX    CUTS 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  one 
of  the  important  subjects  up  for  dis- 
cussion these  days  is  the  matter  of  tax- 
ation. In  past  years  this  body  alwas^ 
has  had  a  responsible  fiscal  officer  of 
the  Government,  the  Secretary  of  tiie 
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Treasury,  make  suggestions.  Up  to  now 
we  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  any  sug- 
gestion from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should 
reduce  taxes  now,  or  whether  we  should 
wait  until  Mar  to  find  out  what  our 
financial  situation  is.  It  seems  to  me  it 
is  his  responsibility,  as  the  oflBcer  in  the 
executive  department  chiefly  responsi- 
ble for  the  fiscal  affairs  of  this  country, 
to  let  us  know  what  his  position  is.  How 
can  we  legislate  intelligently  and  as  re- 
sponsible individuals  unless  we  hear 
from  the  executive  branch  on  this 
matter?. 


SPECIAL    ORDERS    GRANTED 

Mr.  BUSBEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  today,  following  the  other  spe- 
cial orders. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes  today,  following  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


PARKING  ON  CAPITOL  HILL 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  Administration  Committee  ap- 
pointed a  three-man  subcommittee  to 
collaborate  with  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
to  study  the  increasingly  acute  park- 
ing problem  on  Capitol  Hill.  I  was  ap- 
pointed chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
and  I  am  speaking  today  to  ask  the 
cooperation  of  the  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  in  helping  solve  what 
seems  now  to  be  something  of  an  enigma. 
The  legitimate  demands  for  parking 
space  for  Members  of  thi.s  House  and  es- 
sential workers  on  Capitol  Hill  far  ex- 
ceed the  number  of  spaces  available. 
The  Sergeant  at  Arms  has  received  to 
date  more  than  1.200  requests  for  park- 
ing space  but  only  509  spaces  are  avail- 
able if  we  allow  for  adequate  car  space. 
Parking  bumpe.-  to  bumper  we  may  be 
able  to  squeeze  out  817  places. 

We  must  not  only  seek  an  immediate 
solution  but  also  think  in  the  terms  of 
long-range  planning  as  the  situation  is 
likely  to  become  mure  pressing  in  future 
years. 

In  attacking  the  problem,  we  must  not 
be  selfish.  We  should.  I  think,  make  pro- 
visions for  parking  for  tourists  and 
Oi.hers  who  have  business  on  Capitol  Hill. 
Many  thousands  of  persons,  your  con- 
stituents and  mine,  drive  thousands  of 
miles  every  year  to  come  to  Washing- 
ton to  see  their  United  States  Capitol. 
Thousands  of  others  visit  here  on  busi- 
ness with  their  Senators  and  Represent- 
atives. When  they  get  here  they  should 
have  a  place  to  park. 

Too  often  in  Washington.  Govern- 
ment employees  hav^rtiiogged  choice 
parking  spfu^ea  aroun<IMIieir  buildinKs. 
leaving  the  taxpayers  who  want  to  do 
buslne«s  with  the  Government  they  fi- 
nance to  shift  for  themselves. 

It  la,  I  think  you  will  agree,  a  knotty 
probleo^    fitting    1,200    cars    into    509 


spaces,  and.  of  course.  I  am  not  referring 
to  any  automobiles  85  feet  long. 

I  do  not  believe  that  everyone  will  be 
happy  when  we  are  through  and  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  issues  the  new  parking 
stickers  for  our  windshields.  Neverthe- 
less, we  are  going  to  do  our  best  to  ac- 
commodate all  of  the  legitimate  parking 
requests. 

In  a  few  days,  you  will  be  notified  of 
your  parking  assignments.  I  again  ask 
your  cooperation  in  the  study  of  the 
problem.  We  of  the  committee  will  be 
grateful  to  receive  any  of  your  sugges- 
tions. 

Perhaps  now  we  should  begin  to  think 
of  the  long-range  problem,  too.  of  taking 
slum  areas  near  the  Capitol  and  convert- 
ing them  in  parking  lots  for  both  the 
public  and  ourselves.  This  could  easily 
fit  into  the  plans  for  redevelopment  of 
this  historic  section  of  Washington. 

Serving  with  me  on  the  subcommittee 
are  our  distinguished  colleagues.  Mr. 
Deane,  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina; and  Mr.  William  Cole,  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri.  I  am  sure  I  speak 
for  them  too  when  I  plead  for  your  un- 
derstanding, your  cooperation,  and  your 
help. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michican.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  think 
we  all  agree  with  the  gentleman  about 
folks  who  come  from  home  being  entitled 
to  a  parking  space.  But  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  police  report  that 
out  here  In  front  of  the  Capitol  folks  who 
work  downtown  come  in.  take  a  cab  or 
.streetcar,  then  go  downtown  and  leave 
their  cars  here  all  day. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. That  has  been  reported  and  we 
are  considering  that  very  problem. 


ADJOURNMENT     OVER     AND     PRO- 
GRAM FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois' 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr  Speaker,  re.serv- 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and,  of  course.  I 
-shall  not,  will  we  have  a  legislative  pro- 
grc\m  for  next  week? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinoi.s.  There  may  be 
one  bill,  but  it  Is  not  quite  .settled. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Nothing  controver- 
-sial.  I  take  if  The  tax  bill  will  not  be 
up  next  week? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  No;  I  a.ssure 
the  gentleman  the  tax  bill  will  not  be  up 
next  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  might  .<;ay 
for  the  information  of  the  minority 
leader  that  he  understands  that  there 
will  be  an  appropriation  bill  that  prob- 
ably win  be  called  up  either  on  Tuesday 
or  Wednesday. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  trust  it  will  be  the 
one  that  I  will  be  slightly  Interested  m. 

The  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man Is  Interested  in  all  of  them. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


NETHERLANDS.  THE  UNITED  KING- 
DOM, AND  BELGIUM 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak, 
er,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  Senate  Concur- 
rent Resolution  12. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution, as  follows; 

Wherea.s  the  people  of  the  Netherland*. 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium  have  suf- 
fered triie;ic  Iijss  ol  lives,  homes,  and  farma 
from  the  destructiuu  wrought  by  storms  and 
fljiids.   and 

Whereas  the  ties  f)f  blood,  kinship,  and 
foHoushlp  beiu,  "u  these  countries  and  our 
own  are  of  nnci.-"^*  tradition,  precious  to  the 
people  of  the  [Ji\i'<"^  States     Therefore  be  It 

Rr^olicd  bp  the  St'nate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
re.sentr.tnfs  ri)nrurnug\ .  That  the  ConKreas 
on  beliall  of  the  i>eople  of  the  United  Slates 
exprcs.ses  Us  deep  s.vinpathy.  affection,  and 
ct)ncerii  lor  the  i)eople.s  of  the  Netherlands, 
the  United  KlnRdnm.  and  Belgium,  whose 
cfuntries  have  been  ravaged  by  disaster.  Ita 
admiration  for  their  courage  In  adversity, 
and  it.s  h'<\->e  for  the  early  res.orutlon  of  their 
hon.ef    K!id   UvelihiHKls. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 

con.sin'' 

Mr  MrCORMACK.  Mr  Speaker,  re- 
s'Tving  the  riiht  to  object.  I  think  it 
might  be  well  to  show,  and  I  might  sug- 
gest the  hop"  that  it  will  be  a  unanimous 
vote.  I  think  it  will  be  a  much  more 
powerful  me.ssaee  of  our  feelings  if  we 
manifest  it  by  unanimity. 

The  .SPEAKER  Without  objection.  It 
certainly  i.s  a  unanimous  expression  of 
sentiment. 

Is  ihcrr  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gf^ntleman  from  Wisconsin"' 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  dlvi- 
.'^ion  <clpmand(d  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New 
York'   there  were — ayes  98,  noes  0. 

So  the  re.solution  wa-i  concurred  in. 

A  motion  lo  recon..idcr  was  laid  on 
the  tablp. 

Mr  SMITH  of  Wl.sconsin.  Mr  Speak- 
er. I  nk  unanimous  con.sent  that  all 
Members  may  extend  their  remarks  in 
the  Reco.rd  at  thi.s  poini. 

The  SFE.AKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requesi  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
cunsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  CHiPERFlELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
rise  to  une  my  colleagues  to  support 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  12,  in 
which  the  Congre.ss.  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  expresses  Its 
deep  sympathy,  affection,  and  concern 
for  the  peoples  of  tne  Netherlands,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium  In  these 
days  of  tu'tionai  calamity.  Twice  within 
the  short  .span  of  a  decade  the.se  thr.-e 
countries  have  been  visited  by  devasta- 
tion and  destruction.  Only  a  few  years 
ago  they  endured  the  ravages  and  holo- 
caust of  war.  They  proved  themselves 
wortliy  allies  in  lurnlrg  t^ie  tide  of  bat- 
tle, from  which  they  emerged  battered 
but  unbowed.  Steadfastly  they  devoted 
their  resources  and  talents  to  rebuilding 
their  countries.  More  recently  they  have 
joined  with  us  in  a  common  endeavor  to 
strengthen  the  Atlantic  community. 

Just  as  they  were  enlarging  their  con- 
tributions to  our  joint  effort,  the  forces 
of  nature  unleashed  themselves  on  these 
countries.  We  do  not  yet  know  the  full 
extent  of  the  damage  wrought  by  the 
combination  of  wind,  sea,  and  rain,  but 
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early  estimates  indicate  that  it  wUl  run 
to  several  billion  dollars.  In  character- 
istic fashion  the  peoples  of  the  United 
States  have  already  responded  througn 
many  private  agencies  and  even  indi- 
vidual efforts  to  assist  our  friends  in 
another  dark  hour  of  their  history. 
Equally  characteristic  is  the  grim  deter- 
mination with  which  the  governments 
and  peoples  of  these  three  nations  have 
begun  the  slow  and  costly  task  of  recon- 
struction. The  Congress,  always  proud 
of  these  allies,  is  anxious  to  join  its  ex- 
pressions of  sympathy  with  those  of  mil- 
lions of  American  citizens. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  one  of  those  rare 
occasions  when  the  moment  of  expres- 
sion is  as  Important  as  the  sentiment 
it.self.  Although  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
departures  from  established  parliamen- 
tary procedures.  Members  will  readily 
understand  why  I  urge  the  immediate 
passage  of  this  resolution,  even  though  It 
has  not  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs.  Informal  dis- 
cu.ssions  with  several  of  my  committee 
colleagues  have  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  It  has  their  full  support. 

In  this  case  there  is  a  particular  reason 
why  I  do  not  like  to  depart  from  the 
practices  of  this  House.  An  identical 
expression  of  congressional  sympathy 
was  Incorporated  In  a  resolution  that 
was  introduced  in  this  body  by  the  gen- 
tlewoman from  Ohio  (Mrs.  Bolton  1.  It 
Is  in  keeping  with  her  life-long  devotion 
to  humanitarian  causes.  I  know  few 
women  in  public  life  who  can  match  the 
deep  grasp  of  the  gentlewoman  in  mat- 
ters affecting  human  welfare  and  im- 
provement. Nothing  would  have  given 
me  greater  .satisfaction  than  to  support 
the  measure  of  the  ^'entlewoman.  Only 
the  necessity  for  Immediate  action  makes 
it  desirable  to  pa.ss  upon  the  Senate  ver- 
sion rather  than  that  introduced  by  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  thank  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, the  gentleman  from  Ilhnois.  for 
his  gracious  and  kind  remarks  concern- 
ing my  Introduction  of  House  Concur- 
rent Resolution  61.  which  is  similar  to 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  12.  I  be- 
lieve, however,  it  is  important  that  our 
d;str(s.sed  friends  overseas  get  a  pro- 
foundly sympathetic  expression  from  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  through  the 
Congress,  as  quickly  as  possible,  without 
following  the  usual  procedure  of  com- 
mittee action  before  Hou.se  considera- 
tion, as  the  gentleman  from  Ilhnois  has 
already  explained. 

Two  weeks  ago.  on  February  1,  our 
friends  in  the  Netherlands,  United 
Kingdom,  and  Belgium  suffered  a  griev- 
ous blow  from  the  greatest  storm  in  the 
North  Sea  since  the  storm  of  1703. 
P'loods  resulted  which  inundated  that 
part  of  the  Netherlands  below  the  Hook 
of  Holland  down  through  the  coast  of 
Belgium,  overflowing  the  great  ports  of 
Ostend  and  Antwerp  and  on  the  British 
Isles,  the  mouths  of  the  Humber,  Ouse. 
and  Thames  Rivers. 

The  loss  of  precious  human  lives  and 
property  throughout  these  areas  is  still 
being  calculated.  Current  reports  give 
the  figures  as  follows:  The  Netherlands, 


1.395  known  dead  and  a  further  increase 
feared;  the  United  Kingdom.  283.  to 
which  must  be  added  the  disasters  suf- 
fered by  the  loss  of  the  ferry  boat.  Prin- 
cess Victoria,  and  the  132  people 
drowned;  Belgium,  23  dead.  Thousands 
of  people  have  lost  their  homes  through- 
out the  inundated  areas.  In  the  Nether- 
lands alone  almost  66,000  persons  have 
been  evacuated.  Property  losses  are 
estimated  in  the  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars.  The  latest  estimate  from  the 
Netherlands  is  given  as  $263  million;  in 
Belgium  $27  million  in  public  prop>erty 
and  no  estimate  available  in  private 
property;  damage  in  the  United  King- 
dom has  not  yet  been  reported.  In  the 
Netherlands  330,000  acres  have  been 
flooded,  and  reclamation  of  this  land  will 
be  a  long  laborious  process  because  of 
the  salt  which  has  penetrated  it. 

Relief  has  poured  Into  the  stricken 
areas  from  all  countries.  The  Red  Cross 
societies  of  20  different  countries,  in- 
cluding; Latin  America,  have  already  con- 
tributed over  S4  million  and  it  is  expected 
that  ifx  the  near  future  the  amount  will 
reaa'  SIO  million.  Bedding,  clothing, 
and  kX>d  have  been  sent  by  rehef  organ- 
izations throughout  the  world.  The 
American  people  have  responded  gener- 
ously to  the  cause  of  their  friends.  The 
American  Red  Cross,  including  the 
Junior  Red  Cross,  has  made  available 
cash  and  materials  totaling  at  least 
$250,000  and  other  American  agencies 
such  as  CARE,  the  Church  World  S?rv- 
ice,  the  Foster  Parents  Plan  for  War 
Children,  the  War  Relief  Services  of  the 
National  Catholic  Welfare  Conference, 
the  American  Biptist  Relief,  the  Save 
the  Children  Federation,  and  the  Salva- 
tion Army  have  contributed  approxi- 
mately $400. COD  worth  of  cash  and  ma- 
terial. Our  Armed  Forces  and  forces  of 
other  NATO  countries  have  done  a  re- 
markably fine  job  in  disaster  and  rescue 
work.  Our  helicopters  have  made  spec- 
tacular rescues,  and  in  addition  tons  of 
fresh  water,  medical  supplies,  sand  bags 
and  articles  of  clothing  have  been  fur- 
nished by  them. 

Immediately  following  the  tragedy 
President  Eisenhower  sent  messages  of 
sympathy  to  the  heads  of  state  of  the 
three  countries  which  are  suffering  so 
much.  The  Secretary  of  State,  the  Hon- 
orable John  Foster  Dulles,  sent  his  con- 
dolences and  upon  arrival  in  the  Nether- 
lands Issued  a  statement  which  included 
the  following  words: 

May  we  extend  again  on  behalf  of  our 
Government  and  the  American  people  our 
most  heartfelt  sympathy  for  your  plight. 
We  also  renew  our  pledge  to  assist  in  reliev- 
ing the  suffering  of  your  people. 

The  i>eoples  of  these  countries,  the 
Netherlands,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
Belgium,  are  tied  together  with  us  in  the 
bonds  of  blood,  kinship,  and  fellowship. 
Truly,  the  amazing  courage  which  they 
have  shown  in  the  midst  of  their  great 
adversity  demands  the  admiration  of  the 
world.  To  show  our  feeUngs  of  deep 
sympathy  and  interest,  I  think  it  only 
fitting  that  the  Congress  has  taken  the 
action  proposed  in  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  12.  It  is  in  keeping  with  the 
highest  traditions  of  United  States 
humanitarianism. 


FOREIGN  POLICY 


Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  all 
Members  of  the  House  know  that  the 
administration  is  conducting  psycho- 
logical warfare,  but  we  are  not  absolutely 
sure  who  is  determining  the  policy,  be- 
cause we  get  contradictory  reports.  I 
think  most  of  us  are  in  favor  of  psy- 
chological warfare  as  a  matter  of  foreign 
policy,  but  it  appears  now  it  has  become 
a  part  of  domestic  policy  and  is  directed 
against  the  American  farmer.  I  have 
been  disturbed  by  three  reports  in  the 
papers  today: 

One  is  the  report  of  a  speech  by  Sec- 
retarj'  of  Agriculture  Benson  in  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  my  home  city.  It  seems  that 
his  message  to  the  farmers  in  relation 
to  their  present  problems  is  pretty  much 
that  of  the  man  who,  while  standing  on 
shore,  tells  the  drowning  man  that  all 
he  needs  to  do  is  to  take  a  good  deep 
breath  of  fresh  air  if  he  wants  to  be 
saved. 

The  second  is  the  report  about  the  in- 
ternational wheat  agreement  confer- 
ences. It  appears  that  these  conferences 
are  stalled.  That  is  a  matter  of  great 
concern  to  the  farmers  of  the  Middle 
West,  also. 

The  third  is  the  information  that  Pres- 
ident Elsenhower  has  withdrawn  the 
name  of  John  Carson  for  permanent  ap- 
pointment to  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion. As  you  all  know.  Mr.  Carson  was 
first  strongly  supported  by  the  coopera- 
tive groups  and  the  farm  organizations 
of  the  middle  west,  and  has  since  gained 
recognition  in  support  of  the  excellent 
manner  in  which  he  has  conducted  him- 
self on  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 


BOY  SCOUT  WEEK.   1953 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  fMr.  Reed 
of  New  York>.  Under  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
I  Mr.  Rees]  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  week  more  than  three  and  a  quarter 
million  Boy  Scouts  and  leaders  in  543 
local  councils  from  Maine  to  California 
and  from  Florida  to  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington are  celebrating  the  forty-third 
anniversary  of  the  Boy  Scout  movement 
in  America.  I  am  proud  to  join  more 
than  150.000,003  Americans  in  wishing 
this  great  organization  "happy  birth- 
day and  many  returns  of  the  day." 

Forty-three  years  ago  this  week 
America  was  coming  of  age,  getting  ready 
to  take  its  place  as  a  leader  among 
world  nations.  The  automobile  industry 
was  just  beginning  to  grow;  the  aircraft 
industry  was  in  its  infancy.  A  1910  auto- 
mobile won  three  straight  races  against 
budding  aircraft  in  a  Louisiana  100-mile 
cross  country  contest.  An  almost  un- 
known aviator  named  Glenn  Curtiss  won 
a  $10,000  prize  by  flying,  nonstop,  the 
137-mile  distance  from  New  York  City 
to  Albany.    The  time  was  2  hours  and 
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42  minutes — just  about  the  time  it  takes 
a  jet  plane  to  go  from  New  York  City  to 
Denver  today. 

William  Howard  Taft  was  serving  as 
the  twenty-seventh  President  of  the 
United  States. 

An  American  publisher  returned  from 
London  to  his  home  in  Chicago  with  the 
germ  of  an  idea  that  had  taken  firm  root 
in  England. 

Simply  stated,  it  was  "the  good  turn" 
which  has  come  to  be  a  household  word 
in  this  country  because  of  the  Boy  Scout 
movement.  An  unknown  Scout  in  Lon- 
don had  approached  the  publisher  who 
was  lost  in  a  typical  London  fog  and 
offered  help  to  find  his  destination. 
Upon  arrival,  the  unknown  Scout  re- 
fused any  c6mp>ensation,  with  the  state- 
ment that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Boy 
Scouts,  an  organization  dedicated  to 
helping  others.  Today>  a  monument 
stands  in  England  to  this  unknown  Scout 
whose  good  turn  spread  the  Scout  move- 
ment to  America. 

America  has  reaped  a  bountiful  har- 
vest from  the  seed  implanted  43  years 
ago.  Scouting  has  brought  comrade- 
ship, learning,  adventure,  self-reliance, 
and  above  all,  the  highest  of  ideals  to 
more  than  20,000,000  Americans  who 
have  enjoyed  the  benefits  of  its  pro- 
grams. 

The  Boy  Scouts  of  America  have 
grown  to  be  the  largest  Scout  group  in 
the  world.  The  good  turn  by  the  un- 
known Scout  has  been  repeated  in  a  mil- 
lion different  place.s  and  in  a  million  dif- 
ferent ways.  The  Boy  Scout  has  become 
recognized  as  a  vital  part  of  America. 
He  has  an  enviable  and  unsurpassed 
reputation  for  service  and  kindness  to 
others.  This  is  one  of  the  bulwarks  of 
scouting. 

Few  of  us  know  that  the  Boy  Scout 
movement  originated  because  a  great 
leader  of  the  British  Empire  became 
concerned  at  the  lack  of  certain  traits 
which  were  necessary  in  the  men  being 
sent  out  to  him  in  the  colonial  empire. 
Today  those  traits  which  were  then  lack- 
ing are  known  the  world  over  as 
synonyms  for  scouting.  The  Boy  Scout 
is  characterized  by  dependability,  ini- 
tiative, resourcefulness,  s?lf-reliance. 
and  cooperation.  The  Scouts'  record  of 
service  to  their  country  in  time  of  emer- 
gency or  disaster  is  one  in  which  we 
should  all  take  great  pride.  They  are 
among  the  first  to  volunteer  in  time  of 
floods,  hurricanes,  war  bond  drives,  for- 
est fires,  tornadoes,  relief  collections  of 
food  and  clothino;.  tin  and  paper  salvage, 
and  hundreds  of  other  tasks.  For  their 
unstinting  patriotic  efforts  they  have 
earned  the  personal  thanks  of  every 
American  President  since  1910.  and  the 
gratitude  and  respect  of  the  Nation. 

Last  November  Boy  Scouts  put  re- 
minders to  vote  on  the  door  knobs  of 
30,000,000  American  homes — the  largest 
single  patriotic  good  turn  ever  performed 
by  their  organization.  This  project  was 
hailed  by  all  political  parties  as  deserv- 
ing of  vigorous  and  continued  support. 

Scouting  is  a  program  for  boys  from  9 
years  of  age  all  the  way  up  to  the  time 
when  they  become  voting  citizens.  Its 
programs  are  designed  to  supplement 
the  teachings  of  the  home,  the  church 
and  the  school.  More  than  half  of  the 
troops  are  sponsored  by  churches  of  all 


faiths.  There  is  no  discrimination  be- 
cause of  race  or  creed. 

My  own  feeling  toward  the  Boy  Scouts 
of  America  is  one  of  both  admiration  for 
a  magnificent  accomplishment  and  af- 
fection because  of  the  tremendous  appeal 
of  scouting  to  the  youth  of  our  Nation. 

The  Scout  program  is  based  on  five 
fundamentals:  First,  the  boy;  second, 
trained  leadership:  third,  activity: 
fourth,  organization:  and.  fifth,  the 
ideals.  Tlie  youth  of  America  repre- 
sents our  greatest  natural  resource.  In 
boys  of  Scout  age  we  have  a  vast  reserve 
of  moral  strength,  physical  vitjor.  and 
mental  ability.  But  they  must  have 
training  and  leadert^hip.  To  bring  out 
their  latent  strength,  continued  and 
planned  activity,  such  as  can  come  only 
from  an  efficient  organization,  is  neces- 
sary. These  needs  are  provided  by 
Scouting,  always  with  the  ideals  of  the 
Boy  Scouts  in  the  forefront. 

The  spirit  of  Christianity,  honesty. 
and  intesirity  instilled  in  the.se  youni- 
people  through  Scouting  is  a  reul  factor 
in  placin;?  them  on  the  road  to  be  out- 
standing leaders  in  our  communities. 

The  cardinal  principles  of  ScoutinK  are 
the  best  kind  of  guarantee  as^ainst  the 
spread  of  godlessness  and  evil  which 
flourish  in  some  corners  of  the  world 
today. 

Tlie  problem  of  morality  and  of  the 
way  the  Boy  Scouts  deal  with  it  has  en- 
gaged our  particular  attention.  This 
problem,  as  we  all  know,  grows  much 
more  acute  in  periods  of  war  or  emer- 
gency, even  a  period  of  cold  war  like  the 
present  one.  In  these  times  there  is  .v 
special  premium  on  honest,  capable,  con- 
scientious, and  forward-looking  men  in 
public  and  private  life.  VVe  should  t;ive 
our  strongest  support  to  organizations 
such  as  the  Boy  Scouts,  wherein  lies  our 
best  hope  of  combating  and  destroying: 
evil  trails. 

Thou.sands  of  years  ago  a  great  phi- 
losopher said  that  "a  state  to  prosper 
must  be  built  on  .soundness  of  moral 
character,  and  that  this  moral  character 
is  the  principal  element  of  its  streneth. 
and  the  only  guaranty  of  its  permanence 
and  prosperity."  I  have  always  felt  that 
moral  integrity  is  scmething  innate,  the 
result  of  heritage,  rearing,  education. 
and  training.  This.  I  think.  i.s  implicit 
in  the  Boy  Scout  oath  and  the  Boy  Scout 
law. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  to  repeat  the 
12  points  of  that  law  now.  although  they 
are  very  simple  and  concise.  I  heartily 
recommend  that  each  and  every  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  take  the  time  to  look 
them  up  and  renew  acquaintance  with 
them.  I  will  guarantee  that  we  will  find 
it  an  enriching  and  refreshing  experi- 
ence. I,  for  one,  feel  that  nowhere,  in 
just  12  words,  can  we  find  a  better  guide 
for  our  own  conduct  in  the  performance 
of  our  duties  and  responsibilities. 

On  Monday  of  this  week.  Boy  Scout 
Explorers,  being  all  Eagle  Scouts  selected 
from  various  sections  of  the  country, 
each  representing  his  own  area,  together 
with  the  three-millionth  active  member 
of  Boy  Scouts,  came  to  Washington  to 
deliver  the  report  to  the  Nation  for  the 
Boy  Scouts  of  America.  The  report  was 
delivered  in  person  to  Mr.  Ei.senliowcr, 
President  of  the  United  States. 


Each  Scout  was  greeted  by  the  Presi- 
dent, and  each  received  a  personal  word 
of  greeting  from  the  President. 

Prior  to  these  ceremonies  I  had  the 
honor  to  be  among  the  guests  at  break- 
fast honoring  these  Scouts.  I  was  espe- 
cially honored  for  the  rea.son  that  one 
of  the  10  selected  Scouts  was  my  host  at 
the  breakfast.  He  is  from  my  commu- 
nity. He  IS  Robert  Peterson,  of  Emporia, 
Kans  Robert  is  an  Eagle  Scout  Explorer 
of  post  152.  He  is  al.so  a  member  of  the 
Order  of  the  Arrow  He  is  sponsored  by 
the  First  Methodist  Church  of  our  city. 

The  visitinu  Scouts  left  a  favorable 
impre.s.sion  ujxjn  those  they  met  in  the 
Nation's  Sapital.  We  want  them  to  come 
a^ain. 

A  great  statesman  once  said  "the  youth 
of  a  nation  are  the  trustees  of  our  pos- 
terity "  A  nation,  however  great,  will 
stand  stronger  and  longer  on  the  amount 
of  the  character  of  its  citizens  than  on 
the  strength  of  its  armaments.  Across 
America  today,  over  3.000,000  Scouts  are 
building  the  character  of  our  future  citi- 
zens by  living  according  to  the  Scout 
oath.  Ihey  are  doinK  their  best  to  per- 
form their  duty  to  God  and  country  and 
to  help  other  people  at  all  times.  They 
are  beini,'  tauuht.  and  in  turn  teaching 
others,  to  improve  themselves,  to  render 
service  to  their  communities  and  to  the 
Nation,  and  in  all  ways  prepare  them- 
selves to  take  their  parts  in  building  a 
stroni^er  America.  Scouting  builds  the 
kind  of  buys  that  will  make  the  kind  of 
men  democracy  sorely  needs.  Today'.s 
Scouts  truly  are  tomorrows  citizens,  the 
trustees  of  our  pasterily. 

And  so.  as  we  ob.serve  Boy  Scout  Week 
here  in  Washin;iton  along  with  the  en- 
tire Nation,  I  offer  warmest  congratu- 
lations to  the  Boy  Scouts  of  America  and 
to  the  leaders  who  have  built  up  this 
splendid  youth  movement.  Twenty  mil- 
lion members  who  have  taken  part  in 
this  movement  find  them.selves  better 
men  because  of  it.  The  fate  of  a  nation 
rests  on  its  youth,  and  the  Boy  Scouts  for 
43  years  have  been  molding  our  youth 
to  keep  America  the  greatest  of  all  na- 
tions. May  the  future  hold  even  greater 
success  for  the  Boy  Scouts.  May  they 
continue  to  help  make  America  physi- 
cally strong,  mentally  awake,  and  mo- 
rally strai;;ht. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  include 
as  part  of  my  statement  the  names  of 
the  12  Scouts  heretofore  mentioned  in 
my  statement,  together  with  the  three 
millionth  active  member.  They  are 
Sammy  Tyler.  Eldorado,  111.,  three  mil- 
lionth member:  Henry  Minton.  Danbury, 
Conn.,  sponsored  by  St.  James  Episcopal 
Church;  Edward  Bannigan.  Johnstown, 
N.  Y  .  sponsored  by  St.  Patricks  Church; 
Thomas  B  Carmany,  Lebanon.  Pa  ,  spon- 
.sored  by  Zion  Lutheran  Church;  Emmett 
Sutton.  Toledo,  Ohio,  spon.sored  by  Sher- 
man School  Parent-Teachers  Associa- 
tion; Newt  P.  Harrison.  New  Albany, 
Miss.,  sponsored  by  First  Methodist 
Church:  Robert  B.  Savage,  Rocky  Mount, 
N.  C,  sponsored  by  First  Methodist 
Church:  William  R.  Breedlove.  Flint, 
Mich.,  sponsored  by  High  School  Parent- 
Teachers  Association;  Robert  Peterson, 
Emporia,  Kans ,  sponsored  by  First 
Methodist  Church:  Raymond  W.  Wadde- 
low.  Ponca  City.  Okla..  sponsored  by  First 
Presbyterian  Church;  Harald  C.  Bakken, 
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Atkln.  Minn.,  sponsored  by  American  Le- 
gion, Post  No.  86;  Maurice  W.  Wippel, 
Jr.,  Ellensburg,  Wash.,  sponsored  by 
Knights  of  Columbus;  and  Robert 
Tucker,  Tracy,  Calif.,  sponsored  by 
Church  of  Latter-Day  Saints. 


THE  LATE  DAVID  MKEii  REED 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr   Graham  I. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  be- 
comes my  sad  duty  to  inform  the  Hou.se 
of  the  death  of  former  United  States 
Senator  David  Aiken  Rccd,  who  died  at 
Sarasota,  Fla.,  on  Tuesday,  February  10. 

Senator  Reed  was  born  in  Pittsburgh. 
Fa  ,  December  21.  1880;  attended  private 
schools;  was  graduated  from  Shadyside 
Academy,  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  in  1896.  and 
from  Princeton  University,  Princeton, 
N  J.,  in  1900.  having  entered  the  univer- 
sity at  the  ape  of  15:  he  studied  law;  was 
admitted  to  the  bar  in  1903  and  practiced 
in  Piltsburph,  Pa..  1903-17.  He  was 
chairman  of  the  Pennsylvania  Industrial 
Accidents  Commission  1912-15.  During 
the  First  World  War  he  served  as  major 
of  the  Three  Hundred  and  Eleventh  Field 
Artillery  from  August  15.  1917.  until  his 
di'-charge  February  26.  1919;  lieutenant 
colonel.  Field  Artillery  Reserve.  1919-22; 
awarded  the  Distinguished  Service 
Medal;  chevalier.  French  Legion  cf 
Honor;  member  of  the  American  Battle 
Monuments  Commi.'ssion  1923-48;  re- 
sumed the  practice  of  law  in  Pittsburgh 
in  1919;  delegate  to  the  Republican  Na- 
tional Conventions  in  1924.  1932,  1936. 
and  1940;  appointed  on  August  8.  1922, 
and  elected  on  November  7.  1922.  to  the 
United  States  Senate  to  fill  the  vacancy 
in  the  term  ending  March  3.  1923,  caused 
by  the  death  of  William  E.  Crow,  and  on 
the  same  day  was  elected  for  the  term 
commencing  March  4,  1923;  reelected  in 
1928,  and  .served  from  August  8,  1922, 
to  January  3,  1935:  unsuccessful  candi- 
date fcr  reelection  in  1934;  resumed  the 
practice  of  law  in  Pitt'-burph,  Pa. 

As  a  lawyer  he  had  few  equals.  The 
firm  of  which  he  was  a  member  was  the 
out^'^tanding  legal  firm  in  western  Penn- 
sylvania and  in  the  cour.se  of  his  woik 
he  represented  some  of  the  greatest  cor- 
porations in  the  United  States. 

As  a  Member  of  the  Senate  he  was  an 
unusually  active  and  busy  man,  serving 
during  the  Sixty-seventh  and  succeeding 
Conpre.s.ses  until  his  defeat  in  1934. 

During  the  time  that  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  hLs  colleague  was 
Senator  George  Wharton  Pepper,  and 
probably  at  no  time  in  the  history  of  the 
preat  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
did  two  abler  men  represent  us  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  Both  were 
outstanding  In  service  to  the  people  of 
Pennsylvania  and  to  the  Nation. 

For  a  number  of  years  my  contacts 
with  Senator  Reed  were  close  and  per- 
sonal. He  recommended  me  for  appoint- 
ment as  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  western  district  of  Pennsylvania. 
Sub.sequently  President  Hoover  ap- 
pointed me  and  I  was  confirmed  by  the 
Senate,  and  during  the  strenuous  times 
of  the  prohibition  era  I  had  no  stronger 
supporter  than  Senator  Reed.  He  stood 
back  of  me  and  upheld  me  in  my  work. 


He  once  told  me  that  he  had  no  higher 
ambition  than  to  serve  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States. 

Now  that  he  has  gone,  we  shall  all  miss 
him  and  this  Nation  has  lost  a  great  and 
constructive  statesman  who  did  much 
to  uphold  our  Government  not  only  in  its 
internal  affairs  but  in  its  contacts  and 
relations  with  other  nations.  And  to 
his  family  we  extend  our  deepest  sym- 
pathy. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  PenrLsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  join  with  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  in  the  ex- 
pression of  my  regret  at  the  passing  of 
the  great  former  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, David  A.  Reed.  I  think  he  was 
one  cf  the  most  able  men  that  ever 
served  in  that  body.  I  am  proud  of  the 
fact  that  he  came  from  the  district  I 
now  represent. 

One  of  the  fine  acts  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  did  was  to  help  along  the 
road  my  good  friend  and  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Graham  I ,  who  has  distinguished  himself 
here  as  a  Member  of  this  body. 

We  in  Pittsburgh  always  had  great  re- 
spect for  the  opinions  of  Senator  Reed. 
Of  course,  I  am  of  the  opposite  political 
party:  nevertheless.  I  can  say  honestly 
and  sincerely  that  as  a  much  younger 
man  when  he  was  serving  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  I  followed  his  career 
and  received  much  inspiration  from  it. 

I  join  the  gentleman  in  expressing  my 
regrets  at  his  passing. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 


THE  L^TE  HONORABLE  ROY  O. 
WOODRUFF 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  LMr. 
Hoffman). 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks,  and  also 
that  all  Members  during  any  time  next 
week  when  the  occasion  may  present  it- 
self may  extend  their  remarks  on  the  life, 
character,  and  services  of  our  late  col- 
league, Hon.  Roy  O.  Woodruff. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  M'chigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  morning,  we  learned  that 
our  friend  and  former  colleague,  Roy  O. 
Woodruff,  died  early  this  morning  at 
Walter  Reed  Hospital,  where  he  had  been 
ill  for  several  weeks. 

Our  colleague  was  born  at  Eaton 
Rapids,  Eaton  County,  Mich.,  on  March 
14.  1876.  He  attended  the  public  schools 
and  was  apprenticed  to  the  printing 
business  in  1891. 

He  enlisted  as  a  corporal  in  Company 
G,  Thirty-third  Regiment,  Michigan 
Volunteer  Infantry,  and  served  during 
the  Spanish-American  War.  He  saw 
active  service  and.  after  being  mustered 
out,  entered  and  later  graduated  from 
the  dental  department  of  the  College  of 
Medicine  in  Detroit. 

He  followed  his  chosen  profession  in 
Bay  City.  Mich/v  from  1902  to  1911.    In 


1911,  he  was  elected  mayor  of  Bay  City, 
Mich. 

Always  independent  in  thought  and 
action,  he  was  elected  as  a  Progressive 
Republican  to  the  Sixty-third  Congress, 
serving  from  March  4,  1913,  to  March 
3,  1915. 

He  was  not  a  candidate  for  renomina- 
tion  in  1914.  because  he  desired  to,  and 
did,  serve  in  the  First  World  War  as  an 
infantry  officer.  He  was  promoted  to 
the  rank  of  major  during  his  service 
abroad. 

Upon  his  return  to  this  country,  he  was 
a  candidate  and  was  elected  to  the  Sixty- 
seventh  Congress,  and  served  continu- 
ously thereafter  through  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  and  until  January  3. 
1953. 

Although  urged  to  be  a  candidate  for 
the  Eighty-third  Congress  and  although 
his  reelection  was  assured,  ill  health 
caused  him  to  refuse  to  stand  for  re- 
election. 

When  I  came  here  in  1935,  bur  minor- 
ity leader  was  the  distinguished  gen- 
tlemen from  New  York,  Bertrand  Snell. 

One  of  his  assistants  was  the  able, 
conscientious  legislator,  Carl  Mapes.  cf 
Michigan. 

Another  assistant  leader  who  rendered 
distinguished  service  until  his  tragic 
death  was  William  Ditter,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Another  assistant  who  gave  long  years 
of  service  on  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary was  Earl  Michener,  of  Michigan, 
at  one  time  chairman  of  that  great  com- 
mittee and  who  just  a  short  time  ago,  be- 
cause of  ill  health  in  his  family,  refused 
to  stand  for  reelection. 

Our  colleague  served  for  years  with  ' 
distinction  on  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

During  the  years  of  his  service,  Mr. 
Woodruff  not  only  served  as  chairman 
of  the  Republican  conference,  but  he  was 
the  personal  friend  and  adviser  not  only 
of  the  Members  who  from  time  to  time 
came  to  the  Congress  from  Michigan, 
but  to  every  colleague  who  sought  his 
counsel. 

Mr.  Woodruff  was  a  man  of  even 
temper,  soft-spoken,  considerate,  and 
kindly,  but  nevsrtheless  a  man  of  pro- 
found convictions,  who  wavered  not  at 
all  when  a  question  of  principle  was  in- 
volved. 

He  served  the  people  of  his  district, 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  of  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole,  long,  well,  faithfully. 
and  courageously. 

His  reward,  which  he  realized  and 
cherished,  was  the  friendship,  the  con- 
fidence, and  the  respect  of  every  Mem- 
ber who  over  the  years  knew  him. 

If.  in  the  hereafter,  awards  are  to  be 
made  for  faithful  and  loyal  service  to 
friend  and  to  country,  we  know  that  our 
colleague  will  rank  high  on  the  list  of 
good  and  faithful  servants. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  our  distin- 
guished Speaker  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  was  with  heavy  heart  we 
learned  this  morning  of  the  deatli  of 
Roy  Woodruff.  For  34  years  he  was  a 
valued  Member  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  Here  he  won  many  high 
honors,  first  as  a  member  of  the  old 
Naval  Affairs  Commit  lee.  where  he  aided 
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materially  In  the  building  up  of  the 
American  Navy,  and  in  recent  years  as 
a  valued  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  he  aided  in  the  economic 
progress  of  the  Nation.  He  was  a  man 
of  great  knowledge  and  high  ability.  He 
was  a  kindly  man  and  never  knowingly 
did  an  injustice  to  anyone.  Even  in  the 
midst  of  debate,  he  never  permitted  his 
partisanship  to  do  an  injustice  to  his 
opponent.  To  those  who  were  privi- 
leged to  enjoy  his  trust  and  friendship 
he  gave  a  loyalty  that  was  impressive. 

For  years  Mr.  Woodruff  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Republican  policy  committee 
and  presided  with  skill  and  fairness  as 
chairman  of  the  Republican  conference. 

Although  in  recent  years  a  stout- 
hearted fighter  for  Republicanism,  he 
entered  Congress  in  the  Sixty- third  Con- 
gress as  a  member  of  the  Progressive  or 
so-called  Bull  Moose  Party.  A  veteran 
of  the  Spanish  War.  he  was  a  follower 
of  the  colorful  Teddy  Roosevelt  and  won 
the  election  on  his  ticket  in  1912. 

In  the  readjustment  which  followed 
in  the  next  2  years  he  was  offered  the 
Republican  nomination,  but  preferred  to 
be  a  candidate  on  the  Progressive  ticket. 
He  was  defeated,  as  he  knew  he  would 
be,  but  it  was  characteristic  of  Roy 
Woodruff.  He  would  not  falter  in  the 
carrying  out  of  his  convictions.  Four 
years  later  he  returned  as  a  Republican 
and  continuously  served  thereafter. 

In  recent  years  his  health  has  been 
poor,  and  finally  he  concluded,  much  to 
the  regret  of  his  legion  of  friends,  not 
to  stand  for  reelection. 

During  all  his  congressional  career  his 
devotion  to  his  good  wife  and  her  devo- 
tion to  him  was  touching.  To  Mrs. 
V/oodruff  and  to  other  members  of  his 
family  we  extend  our  heartfelt  sympathy 
in  their  hour  of  sadness.  A  great  Ameri- 
can has  crossed  the  Great  Divide,  havin? 
lived  a  rich  life  and  leaving  his  country 
better  for  his  having  lived. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  could 
not  fail  to  embrace  this  opportunity  to 
raise  my  voice  in  brief  but  very  sincere 
tribute  to  the  life,  character  and  public 
service  of  our  late,  distinguished  col- 
league, and  warm  friend,  the  Honorable 
Roy  O.  Woodruff,  of  Michigan.  It  was 
my  privilege  to  have  served  side  by  side 
with  him  on  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  during  his  entire  period 
of  service  there,  and  to  have  enjoyed  a 
very  warm  friendship  with  him  through- 
out the  years.  He  was  a  man  who  pos- 
sessed the  highest  attributes  of  Christian 
character  as  well  as  all  of  the  sterling 
qualities  of  manhood.  He  was  a  man 
of  outstanding  courage,  great  ability,  and 
of  demonstrated  devotion  to  the  public 
S3rvice.  I  am  sure  I  voice  the  sentiment 
of  all  of  his  friends  in  saying  that  he 
will  be  greatly  missed,  and  we  convey  to 
his  loved  ones  our  deepest  sjrmpathy  m 
the  time  of  their  great  bereavement. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RayburnI. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  40 
years  I  knew  Roy  Woodruff  intimately. 
He  aiMl  I  came  to  the  Sixty-third  Con- 
fether.  He  was  the  type  and 
of  man  who  drew  friends  to 


him  because  he  was  loyal  and  apprecia- 
tive of  friendship.  His  was  a  fine  life. 
His  was  a  great  soul,  and  to  his  loved 
ones  I  send  my  deepest  sympathy  and  my 
warm  affection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Reed). 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  am  profoundly  grieved  this  morning 
because  I  have  lost  one  of  my  dearest 
friends,  who  passed  away  last  night.  I 
refer  to  Hon.  Roy  O.  WoodruiT.  who  has 
served  with  me  on  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  since  1933.  One  of  the  dear- 
est of  friends,  a  stalwart  patriot,  a  sol- 
dier and  officer  of  two  wars.  It  is  said 
that  no  man  is  worth  more  than  he  con- 
tributes to  the  social,  civic,  and  spiritual 
upbuilding  of  the  community  in  which 
he  lives  and  the  .service  he  renders  to 
the  country  to  which  he  owes  alleijiance 
The  contribution  which  our  dear  fncnd 
has  made  is  in  part  a  measure  of  his 
great  worth. 

There  is  another  yard.stick  by  which 
his  services  to  his  country  can  be  mea.s- 
ured.  and  it  is  this; 

That  which  raises  a  country  th:it  wht<-h 
strengthens  a  country,  that  which  dii^nilies 
a  country,  that  which  spreads  her  power. 
creates  her  mor.il  influence,  and  makes  her 
respected  and  submitted  to.  ber.ds  the  hearts 
of  millions,  and  biiws  down  the  pride  <.l 
nations  to  her — the  instrument  of  tjbcdirare. 
the  fountain  of  si'preni.icy,  the  true  throne 
and  scepter  of  a  nation  —  is  char.-icter. 

All  these  fine  attributes  of  character 
we  recognize  in  our  departed  friend. 

The  a -.'iociation  which  I  iiav^  had  with 
Roy  throughout  the  years  has  eiiJeari-d 
him  to  me.  and  I  grieve  his  pa^.'^ini;.  I 
visited  him  at  the  Walter  Heed  Hos- 
pital la.^t  Saturday.  It  was  dinicult  for 
him  to  speak,  but  when  I  told  him  that 
his  colleai-'ues  were  wishing  him  a  spreiy 
recovery  his  eyes  brightened  and  he 
smiled. 

We  know  from  our  a'sociation  with 
Roy  throughout  the  years  why  the  pf^ople 
of  hi.s  district  have  kept  him  in  Con- 
gress for  well  over  a  quarter  of  a  century. 

It  has  been  said  that  character  is  the 
invincible  armor  which  will  withstand 
every  a.ssault  and  march  triumphant  to 
the  highi?st  position  of  honor  and  trust 
within  the  gift  of  a  grateful  people.  He 
has  marched  triumphant,  step  by  step, 
in  war  and  peace,  to  the  position  of  a 
repr  \seniative  of  a  wonderful  sovereign 
people. 

I  believe  I  can  speak  for  my  colleagues 
on  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee, 
and  for  all  Members  in  the  Hou'e  who 
knew  him,  in  saying  that  we  are  proud 
of  his  patriotic  record  and  service  in 
the  Spanish-American  and  the  First 
World  War.  He  was  a  colonel  in  the 
Army  and  distinguished  himself  on  the 
battlefleld  meritoriously.  I  have  seen 
the  record  of  his  activity  in  the  Army — 
the  record  of  a  patriot — a  worthy  ex- 
ample to  others  called  upon  to  the  serv- 
ice of  our  country. 

I  am  sure  that  we  are  all  honored  to 
have  served  with  him  in  the  greatest 
legislative  body  in  the  world.  *  His 
friendship  is  a  priceless  treasure  and 
perpetual  inspiration  to  carry  on. 

I  extend  my  deepest  sympathy  to  Mrs. 
Woodruff,  and  to  his  children  in  this 
hour  of  their  great  bereavement. 


I  wish  to  announce  that  the  funeral 
will  be  held  at  noon  on  February  14. 
Saturday,  at  Joseph  Gawler's  Funeral 
Home.  1750  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW. 
I  hope  that  many  of  the  Members  will 
be  able  to  attend. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio   I  Mr.  Jenkins  1. 

Mr  JENKINS  Mr  Speaker,  of  course 
we  all  join  with  the  gentlemen  who  have 
already  spoken  m  expre.s.sing  our  feeling 
toward  Roy  Woodruff,  because  he  was  a 
man's  man. 

When  I  first  came  to  Congress  he 
hunted  me  up.  He  came  to  tell  me  that 
he  had  bef  n  employed  down  in  southern 
Ohio,  where  I  came  from:  that  he  and  a 
yroup  of  eight  m-'n  had  built  an  electric 
power  line  throu!.;h  our  section.  From 
lliat  time  on  we  were  just  like  boys 
from  h:'me  I  had  him  come  into  my 
district  several  years  later  to  look  over 
some  timbrr  land.  He  was  represent- 
ing the  Government  as  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Comm:t:f  e  on  Reforestation,  whose 
duly  It  was  to  ex'end  Federal  forestry 
developments  where  this  program  was 
feasible  He  recommended  purcha.se  of 
several  thousands  of  acres  in  our  section 
of  Ohio.  That  abo  naturally  cemented 
our  relationship. 

After  that  we  went  on  the  Ways  and 
M\ins  Committee  at  the  same  time,  20 
years  ajo — Mr.  Knutson.  Mr.  Reed  of 
N -w  York.  Mr  Woodruff,  and  myself. 
That  is  the  order  in  which  we  were 
placed.  Of  course,  I  feel  really  bad  in 
my  hc:.rt  that  Roy  is  cone,  because  he 
was  a  warm,  per.sonal,  intimate  friend  of 
mine  A  few  days  a;,'o  I  wrote  Mrs. 
Woodruff  a  letter  and  told  her  I  was 
sure  all  of  his  friends  would  be  glad  to 
do  anylhin-,'  we  cculd  to  help  her  or  him. 
That  IS  the  way  we  all  feel  today. 

Mr.  IIOFT-'MAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Spf  aker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  IMr   M\son  I. 

Mr  MASON.  Mr  Speaker,  those  of  us 
who  believe  m  one  eternal  God.  who  be- 
lieve in  a  life  beyond  the  grave,  who  liave 
faith  in  the  promises  contained  in  the 
New  Testalnient,  to  us  death  does  not 
mean  the  final  termination  of  things; 
death  means  a  temporary  separation. 
The  idea  of  a  temporary  separation,  of 
death  as  being  an  open  door,  a  portal 
to  a  newer  and  lanier  life,  takes  away 
mot  of  the  stin,:^  of  death,  and  it  cer- 
tainly robs  the  grave  of  the  idea  of  vic- 
tory This  thought,  that  life  and  death 
is  but  a  temporary  separation  with  re- 
union later  on  is  so  well  exprcs.sed  in  the 
little  poem  There  Is  No  Death,  by  an 
unknow  n  author,  that  I  want  to  use  the 
words  of  the  author  to  express  my  feel- 
ings at  tills  moment  on  the  passing  of 
Roy  Woodruff.     The.se  are  the  words: 

Tliere  Is  no  death      The  stars  ro  down 

To  rise  upon  some  other  shore. 
And  brit^ht   in  heaven's  Jeweled  crown 

They  shine  forever  more. 

Tliere  Is  no  death.     Tlie  dust  we  tread 
Shall  change  beneath  the  summer  showers 

To  gulden  Rrain,  or  mellow  fruit. 
Or  rainbow- tinted    flowers. 

There  Is  no  death,  although  we  grieve 

When  beautiful  familiar  forms 
That  we  have  learned  to  love 

Are  torn  from  our  embracing  arms. 
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Although    with    bowed    and    breaking   heart 
With  sable  garb  and  silent  tread 

We  bear  their  senseless  dust  to  earth 
And  say  that  they  are  dead. 

Tliey   are   not   dead:    they    have   but   passed 
Beyond  the  mists  that  blind  us  here 

Into  a  new  and  larger  life 
Of  that  serener  cphere. 

Tf'.ou'-'h  disenthralled  and  glorified 
They  still  are  here  and  love  us  yet; 

The  dear  ones  they  have  left  behind 
They  never  can  lorget. 

And  so  on  this  occasion  I  express  my 
feelings  and  I  offer  the  solace  of  these 
words  of  the  poet  to  the  friends  of  Roy 
in  this  House.  Roy  was  my  friend; 
wh-^nce  comes  such  another? 

Mr,  HOFFMAN  cf  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  lo  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  IMr.  C3Le1. 

Mr  COLE  of  N( w  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  .'^hould  like  to  add  a  word  of  tribute  to 
the  memory  of  our  departed  colleague  in 
addition  to  those  expre.ssions  from  his 
closest  a.'^sociates  on  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Mean.'  on  which  he  served 
creditably  for  .so  many,  many  years.  Al- 
though I  never  served  on  that  commit- 
tee I,  like  many  other  Members  of  this 
IIou.se.  loved  Roy  Woodruff  as  fully  and 
as  deeply  as  thouMh  I  had  served  on  that 
committee.  He  was  the  kind  of  Con- 
>;ie'sman  that  other  Members  respect. 
Ills  sincJerity,  his  conscientious  devotion 
to  duty,  his  patriotism  both  on  the  field 
of  battle  and  in  the  Halls  of  Congress, 
as  well  as  his  corcial,  friendly  geniality, 
attracted  him  to  all  of  us. 

Althou' h  my  heart  is  heavy  in  learn- 
ing this  sad  news,  at  the  .same  time  I  re- 
joice m  having  had  the  privilege  of  know- 
mv.  Roy  Woodruff  for  the  e  many,  many 
years,  and  cf  haviim  had  him  before  me 
as  an  example.  Although  he  will  no 
lonser  walk  down  the  e  aisles  nor  sit  in 
these  seats  with  us.  his  memofy  will  live 
with  us  alv.ays.  He  will  continue  to  be 
an  in'^piration  for  all  of  u.s  to  continue 
our  labors  in  this  Chamber. 

Mr  HOFFMAN  of  Michipan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Michigan  I  Miss  Thompson). 

Mi.ss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  greatly  saddened  this 
morning  to  hear  of  the  passing  of  our 
fnend  and  former  colleague,  the  Hon- 
orable Roy  O.  Woodruff.  As  dean  of  the 
Michigan  delegatun  I  was  pleased  lo 
have  him  as  my  friend  during  the  shcrt 
time  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  great 
body. 

He  never  came  or  the  floor  of  the  House 
that  he  did  not  come  and  sit  with  me 
for  a  few  minutes  and  ask  me  if  there 
was  something  he  could  do  in  my  behalf 
and  then  to  encourage  me  in  the  work 
that  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  do.  I 
found  him  always  Lo  be  a  fine  gentleman, 
a  great  statesman,  and  a  kind,  helpful 
friend. 

We  shall  miss  Roy  Woodruff,  with  his 
keen  and  helpful  ccunseling.  and  his  gen- 
uine interest  in  all  of  us.  My  heart  goes 
out  today  in  sympathy  to  his  widow  and 
to  the  members  of  his  family  who  survive 
him. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Penn.sylvania  IMr.  EberharterI. 

Mr.  EBERHARIER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
Join   with   the   many   Members   of    the 


House  this  morning  In  expressing  my 
deep  regret  at  the  passing  of  our  former 
colleague,  and  friend,  Mr.  Roy  Woodruff. 

Aside  from  being  well  versed  in  gov- 
errunental  affairs.  Roy  Woodruff  was  a 
very  kindly  gentleman  in  every  respect. 
1  do  not  think  he  ever  said  a  mean  word 
in  his  life  about  anybody.  Anyone  who 
had  the  privilege  of  serving  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  with  Roy 
Woodruff  would  consider  himself  a  lucky 
individual.  His  deep  knowledge  of  Gov- 
ernment and  governmental  affairs,  in 
the  tax  field  particularly,  he  carried 
with  great  dignity.  On  many  occasions 
I  have  consul  ed  with  him  about  matters 
of  which  I  knew  he  had  a  deep  under- 
standing, especially  in  the  tax  Held.  He 
had  a  host  of  friends. 

I  express  my  very  deep  sympathy  to 
his  devoted  widow,  and  I  regret  person- 
ally very  much  his  passing. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Illinois  iMrs.  Church  I. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
shocked  this  morning  upon  learning  that 
Roy  Woodruff  would  no  longer  walk  with 
us.  We  who  loved  him  had  known  that 
he  was  seriously  ill.  but  we  loved  him  .so 
much  that  we  could  not  entertain  the 
thought  of  actually  seeing  him  go. 

You  will  forgive  me.  I  know,  if  I  say 
that  though  he  came  here  long  before 
the  thirties  he  always  seemed  to  belong 
intimately  to  that  valiant  band  of  men 
of  that  era — men  who  stood  for  their 
principles  and  who,  although  greatly  in 
the  minority,  never  failed  in  their  cour- 
age nor  in  their  faith  that  America 
would  remain  the  America  that  they 
knew,  the  only  kind  of  an  America  that 
they  could  bear  to  envision. 

I  honor  him  as  a  great  lawmaker,  but 
I  honor  him  even  more  as  a  Christian 
gentleman.  I  never  knew  such  gentle- 
ness of  spirit  in  any  man.  He  was  great 
in  his  humility  and  humble  in  his  great- 
ness. 

To  his  wife  I  cffer  signal  sympathy.  I 
would  like  to  remind  the  House  that  the 
Woodruffs  as  a  friendly  team  did  more 
perhaps  than  any  other  couple  'except 
the  D.\N  Reeds,  with  whom  we  always  as- 
sociate them  I,  to  make  life  among  con- 
giTsrional  circles  pleasing,  happy  and 
friendly. 

I  never  speak  at  a  moment  like  this — 
paying  tribute,  in  my  small  way.  to  one 
who  has  really  proved  his  greatness — 
w  thout  a  feeling  of  particular  sadness 
for  the  wife  left  behind.  I  always  come 
back  to  the  same  thought:  I  would  like 
that  wife  and  their  family  to  know  that 
not  even  death  can  take  from  them  the 
love  and  strength  that  has  been  built 
into  their  lives.  I  say  again  to  Mrs. 
Woodruff  and  to  that  family  that  those 
of  us  who  know  that  there  is  indeed 
no  death,  also  know  that  no  person  can 
live,  love,  and  be  honored  without  build- 
ing behind  in  the  hearts  of  his  family. 
and  in  the  hearts  of  his  friends,  both  the 
strength  to  carry  on  and  an  unassailable 
faith  that  separation  is  just  for  a  little 
while. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  Members  may  extend  their  remarks 
on  the  passing  of  our  colleague  and  I 
also  ask,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  all  of 
the  Michigan  Members  except  two  of 


us  are  unavoidably  absent,  that  they  may 
next  week  extend  their  remarks  and 
have  them  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, Roy  Woodruff,  who  retired  from  the 
Congress  only  a  few  weeks  ago,  was  one 
of  the  most  experienced  and  respected 
Members  of  the  House. 

Looking  back  over  his  life  we  find  that 
it  included  service  to  his  country',  both 
in  the  Spanish  War.  and  in  the  AEF 
during  World  War  I. 

It  also  included  service  as  mayor  of 
his  native  Bay  City,  and  for  34  years  as 
a  Member  of  this  House,  where  he  be- 
came an  outstanding  member  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  chair- 
man of  the  Republican  conference. 

He  rendered  a  great  service  to  his  city, 
to  his  State,  and  to  the  Nation. 

Over  the  years  he  has  been  a  close 
friend  cf  mine  and  of  my  family.  I  shall 
miss  him  greatly. 

I  join  in  heartfelt  sympathy  to  his  de- 
voted wife  and  to  the  members  of  his 
family. 

Mr,  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  wish  to  .ioin  with  my  other  col- 
leagues in  paying  tribute  to  former  Con- 
gres-^man  Roy  Woodruff.  I  shall  always 
remember  him  for  his  deep  convictions, 
his  sincere  patriotism,  his  friendly  spirit, 
and  his  quiet  ways.  He  was  indeed  a  fine 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Woodruff  was  a  great  soldier,  citi- 
zen, and  statesman.  He  served  his  State 
and  Nation  well  for  a  long  psriod  of  years. 
His  public  service  const.tuted  a  distinct 
contribution. 

I  wish  to  join  with  my  colleagues  in 
expressing  sorrow  at  his  passin?  and  in 
extending  sympathy  to  Mrs.  WoodruJ 
and  the  other  members  of  his  family. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  join  in  paying  tribute  to  the 
memory  of  my  late  colleague  and  former 
Member.  Roy  Woodruff,  from  the  State 
of  Michigan.  It  has  been  my  privilege 
and  plea<-ure  to  know  and  work  with  Roy 
Woodruff.  I  feel  that  I  am  a  better  and 
wiser  person  for  having  been  privileged 
to  know  him.  He  did  more  for  others 
than  for  himself.  He  made  friends  by 
being  steadfast.  He  kept  them  by  being 
honest.  Durine  his  service  in  Congress 
he  was  faithful  to  every  trust,  conscien- 
tious in  the  performance  of  every  duty, 
and  at  all  times  did  what  his  best  judg- 
ment told  him  was  beneficial  to  those 
whom  he  sought  to  serve.  He  was  strong 
in  his  convictions,  taking  at  all  times 
that  view  which  he  believed  to  be  honor- 
able and  right.  One  of  the  fend  recol- 
lections of  my  service  in  this  distin- 
guished legislative  body  will  ahvaj's  be 
that  I  knew  well  and  enjoyed  the  friend- 
shin  and  companionship  of  Roy  V/ood- 
ruff. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  learned 
with  great  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Roy 
Woodruff. 

He  was  a  gentle  soul  if  there  ever  was 
one.  courteous,  kind,  thoughtful  and 
considerate  and  yet.  during  his  very  long 
service  in  the  House,  he  never  failed  to 
maintain  with  the  utmost  firmness  his 
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Views  as  to  what  was  for  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States. 

There  was  never  the  slightest  doubt  as 
to  where  he  stood  and  no  cross  current 
of  transitory  public  opinion  could  change 
him,  but  in  every  debate  and  in  every  dif- 
ference of  opinion,  he  handled  himself 
in  such  a  way  that  those  who  opposed 
his  views,  grew  to  have  great  respect, 
even  deep  affection  for  him.  I  know  of 
no  Member  who  served  in  the  last  few 
Congresses  who  was  generally  so  beloved 
by  his  fellow  Members. 

I  will  always  cherish  the  memory  of 
my  friendship  with  him  and  his  devoted 
wife,  whose  strength  of  character  did  so 
much  to  aid  him  when  physical  ailments 
in  the  late  years  made  it  difacult  for 
him  to  carry  on. 

My  deepest  sympathy  goes  out  to  her 
in  her  irreparable  loss. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
mine  is  a  tribute  of  affection  to  the  mem- 
ory of  a  comrade.  I  was  shocked  when 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan I  Mr.  Hoffman]  announced  the 
death  of  the  Honorable  Roy  O.  Woodruff. 
When  I  came  to  this  body  in  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress  he  was  among  the  great 
leaders  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle. 
His  was  a  position  of  preeminence  by 
reason  of  his  long  and  honorable  service, 
his  charm  of  personality  and  the  rare 
attributes  of  mind  and  heart  that  es- 
tablished him  in  the  warm  affection  and 
the  high  esteem  of  his  colleagues.  In 
this  I  experienced  a  sense  of  reflected 
pride.  Years  before  he  had  come  to  the 
Congress,  when  the  eager  blood  of  youth 
was  in  our  veins  and  the  cry  of  "Remem- 
ber the  Maine"  was  filling  the  air,  he 
was  my  comrade  in  the  old  Thirty-third 
Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry.  We  were 
together  at  Camp  Eaton  in  Michigan, 
then  a  month  at  Camp  Alger  near  Falls 
Church,  Va..  and  embarking  at  Old  Point 
Comfort,  Va.,  landed  together  from  small 
boats  on  the  coast  of  Cuba  at  Siboney. 
Together  we  were  under  fire  for  the  first 
time  on  July  1,  1898.  members  of  Colonel 
Boynton's  Thirty-third  Michigan,  en- 
gaging Port  Aquadores  while  "Teddy" 
Roosevelt's  Rough  Riders  were  attacking 
San  Juan  Hill,  a  bunch  of  kids  from  the 
high  schools  of  Michigan  filled  with  the 
sense  that  they  were  carrying  forward 
the  destiny  of  these  United  States.  Then, 
after  the  lapse  of  half  a  century  we. 
in  a  sense,  were  comrades  again,  fel- 
low Members  of  this  House  beset  with 
the  problems  of  the  world  leadership 
that  came  to  us  in  a  sequence  of  events 
that  started  with  the  Spanish-American 
V/ar. 

Roy  Woodruff  in  his  long  and  patriotic 
public  service  lived  true  to  the  "Spirit 
of  '98."  I  shall  miss  him  as  another  gone 
from  the  thinning  ranks  of  the  old 
Thirty-third  Michigan.  He  was  in  every 
sense  a  great  American. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker, 
everybody  loved  Roy  Woodruff.  His  gen- 
tle spirit  and  quiet  manner  bred  friend- 
ship and  It  was  always  a  .pleasure  to  be 
with  him.  Roy  Woodruff  loved  his 
friends,  he  never  forgot  them  and  was 
always  ready  and  willing  to  help  them  in 
any  way  he  could. 

His  lifetime  was  one  of  devoted  service 
to  his  country.  He  was  a  soldier  and 
bore  arms  in  our  Nation's  defense;  he 


served  for  many  years  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  was  faithful  to  the 
trust  the  people  of  his  district  had  in 
him.  He  was  loyal  to  his  ideals  and 
stood  firm  on  the  foundation  stone  of 
high  principle.  When  he  disagreed  with 
his  colleagues  his  disagreement  was 
never  tinged  with  rancor,  he  appreciated 
the  other  fellow's  point  of  view.  His  love 
for  his  country  and  its  preservation  was 
outstanding  and  his  affection  for  his  wife 
and  family  was  most  devoted. 

His  death  leaves  a  void  in  the  hearts  of 
his  friends  that  will  be  hard  to  fill,  but 
the  warmth  of  his  friendship  will  la:jt 
forever. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Ir.  Speaker, 
the  eloquent  and  heartfelt  tributes  to 
the  memory  of  our  beloved  former  col- 
league. Mr.  Woodruff,  which  have  been 
offered  by  his  associates  of  a  long  pe- 
riod reflect  the  feelings  of  many  of  us 
who  were  privileged  to  know  him  but  a 
few  brief  years.  One  did  not  have  to 
know  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  very 
long  to  acquire  an  appreciation  of  his 
profound  Christian  character  and  those 
qualities  of  gentleness  and  kindness 
which  distinguished  him  as  a  public 
servant.  At  the  same  time  he  was  a  per- 
son of  firm  convictions  and  a  sturdy 
worker  in  the  causes  in  which  he  be- 
lieved. He  never  sought  advantages 
through  devious  ways  but  was  always 
direct  and  earnest  in  the  presentation  of 
his  views  and  in  the  counsel  which  he 
offered  in  this  Hoase.  The  memory  of 
our  friendship  will  always  be  cherished, 
pnd  the  splendid  example  which  he  set 
will  be  a  constant  inspiration. 


CAPT.  HYMAN  G.  RICKOVER 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  IMr.  Yates]  is  recog- 
nized for  60  minutes. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  talk 
about  waste  by  the  military.  We  are 
galvanized  into  action  by  exce.ssive  ex- 
penditures for  oyster  forks,  or  can 
openers,  or  poorly  designed  airfields  in 
north  Africa,  and  it  is  well  that  we 
should  be.  But  are  we  ever  arou.sed  by 
examples  of  the  appalling  waste  of  men 
and  ability  in  our  Armed  Forces,  par- 
ticularly in  officer  selection?  Rarely. 
Not  nearly  often  enough.  We  are  too 
complacent  and  unwilling  to  question  the 
actions  of  admirals  on  selection  boards, 
even  though  they  "cling  with  rigid  devo- 
tion to  obsolete  tenets  and  routines" — 
to  use  a  phrase  of  President  Eisen- 
hower— and  write  finish  to  the  distin- 
guished careers  of  naval  officers  who  by 
up-to-date,  reasonable  standards  de- 
serve promotion. 

Such  a  case  occurred  on  July  8,  1952, 
to  my  mind  one  of  the  most  shocking  ex- 
amples of  waste  and  profligacy  com- 
mitted by  the  Armed  Forces.  Lattle  has 
been  said  about  it.  and  efforts  are  now 
being  made  to  hush  it  up.  It  is  a  case 
in  which  the  admirals  disposed  of  a 
naval  officer  who  would  not  conform,  an 
officer  who  is  perhaps  the  Navy's  out- 
standing specialist  in  the  field  of  atomic 
energy. 

We  know  so  little  about  the  atomic 
world  which  lies  just  beyond  the  horizon, 
and  there  are  so  few  people  who  are  able 


to  lead  us  to  the  wonders  of  the  new 
world,  particularly  in  the  armed  serv- 
ices. We  have  wealth,  we  have  re- 
sources, but  these  mean  little  without 
the  brains  to  put  them  to  use.  In  times 
like  these,  frantically  engaged  as  we  are 
in  a  de.sperate  race  with  the  Commu- 
nists for  atomic  supremacy,  it  is  shame- 
ful to  indulge  in  the  luxury  of  wasting; 
talent  as  we  would  materials.  Materials 
can  be  replaced.  Men  cannot.  That  is 
why  it  is  so  incredible  that  the  Navy 
should  willingly  discard  its  most  dynamic 
nuclear  engineer.  That  is  why  it  is  no 
exacjgeration  to  say  that  in  rejecting 
Rickover  the  Navy — by  its  own  hand — 
has  cau.*^ed  this  Nation  to  suffer  its  first 
major  ca.sualty  of  the  atomic  cold  war. 

On  July  8.  1952,  a  group  of  nine  ad- 
mirals .sitting  as  a  naval  selection  board 
ruled  that  Capt.  Hyman  G.  Rickover 
should  not  be  promoted  to  rear  admiral. 
This  was  the  second  time  that  a  selec- 
tion board  had  pa.ssed  him  over.  Hav- 
ing served  30  years  in  the  Navy  and  hav- 
ing been  denied  promotion  twice  by  se- 
lection boards.  Captain  Rickover  will  be 
forced  to  retire  from  active  duty  this 
June — at  aae  52  It  may  very  well  be 
that  as  a  result  of  their  nearsightedness 
the  admirals  have  placed  in  jeopardy 
the  success  of  the  atomic  submarine  proj- 
ect, completion  of  which  is  scheduled  In 
1954. 

Who  is  Captain  Rickover?  Why  was 
he  passed  over  for  promotion  by  the  ad- 
mirals? Why  is  it  Important  that  his 
case  be  singled  out  for  consideration  out 
of  all  the  worthy  naval  officers  who  have 
been  passed  over  by  selection  boards? 

Let  me  confess.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  un- 
til I  went  into  the  Rickover  case,  I  had 
assumed  that  selection  boards  were  do- 
ing a  good  job.  I  am  not  willing  to  make 
that  as^iumption  today.  There  are  many 
faults  in  the  selection  board  process 
which  tlie  Congress  must  look  into  for 
the  good  of  the  Navy  and  the  Nation. 
Tho.se  who  run  the  Navy  in  the  final 
analysis  determine  whether  the  Navy 
shall  be  modern  and  fit.  If  service  poli- 
tics or  even  antiquated  standards  are  to 
govern  the  promotion  system,  the  Navy 
and  the  Nation  are  bound  to  be  hurt. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  there  must  be 
hundreds  of  cases  of  deserving  officers 
who  have  never  been  able  to  hurdle  the 
admirals  who  make  up  the  selection 
boards  It  happens  that  I  do  not  know 
of  them;  but  I  do  know  of  the  case  of 
Captain  Rickover  and  can  talk  about 
him. 

In  its  issue  of  September  3.  1951.  Life 
ma!;azine  de.scnbes  Captain  Rickover  as 
one  who  "may  be  destined  to  go  down 
in  naval  history  as  the  man  who  ex- 
erted as  much  influence  on  naval  ship- 
building as  Robert  Fulton."  Compari- 
son of  Rickover  with  Robert  Fulton  is 
no  exaggeration.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  just  as 
Fulton  revolutionized  the  commerce  of 
his  day  by  introducing  steam  as  a  mo- 
tive power  for  ships,  so  Captain  Rickover 
has  been  the  one  most  responsible  for 
the  use  of  nuclear  power  for  the  propul- 
sion of  ships.  A  magnificent  accom- 
plishment by  Rickover — yet  the  admi- 
rals discarded  him. 

Dr  Lawrence  R.  Hafstad.  Director  of 
Reactor  Research  for  the  Atomic  En- 
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ergy  Commission,  has  said  about  Rick- 
over: 

It  U  an  understtctement  when  I  aay  that 
mora  than  any  otber  single  Individual  In 
the  entire  nuclear  iiubmarlne  program.  Cap- 
tain Rickover  la  reiponalble  for  the  present 
rapid  development  of  the  project.  His  care- 
ful and  accurate  planning,  hla  unceasing 
drive,  his  thorough  technical  knowledge, 
along  with  his  exceptional  ability  to  attract 
top-flight  assistants.  Is  unsurpassed  in  my 
experience  of  25  years  of  association  with 
scientific  and  technical  talent.  The  Navy 
Is  to  be  congratulated  that  It  haa  within  Its 
ranks  a  man  of  this  caliber  who  is  able  to 
contribute  so  materially  to  the  country's 
security. 

A  tribute  to  Rickover  by  one  of  the 
leading  scientific  minds  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission — and  still  the  admi- 
rals ruled  that  the  Navy  has  no  further 
use  for  him. 

The  late  Senator  Brien  McMahon. 
w  ho  was  chairman  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Energy,  said  this  about 
Rickover : 

I  wish  I  had  more  men  like  him  and  I  will 
warrant  that  the  Air  Force,  as  it  confronts 
Its  own  project  for  nuclear  powered  vehicles, 
wishes  the  same.  In  all  seriousness,  I  think 
the  whole  country  as  weU  as  the  Navy  owes  a 
debt  to  Rickover.  I  think  he's  proving  that 
the  Impossible  in  the  atomic  field  cannot 
only  be  done  but  done  quickly  and  by  eco- 
nomic means.  ■  *  *  He  has  so  much 
drive  and  determination  that  he  rubs  some 
people  the  wrong  way:  but  if  they  are  worth- 
while people  at  all.  It  is  my  impression  that 
usually  they  wind  up  as  his  fast  friends.  My 
hat  is  off  to  the  man. 

A  fine  commendation  from  Senator 
McMahon,  who  knew  as  much  as  any 
Member  of  Congress  about  the  subject  of 
atomic  energy,  for  Rickover — and  yet  the 
admirals  passed  him  over. 

On  June  14,  1952,  President  Truman 
laid  the  keel  for  the  first  atomic-powered 
submarine  and  in  his  address  he  stated: 

The  Nautilus  will  be  able  to  move  under 
the  water  at  a  speed  of  more  than  20  knots. 
A  few  pounds  of  uranium  will  give  her  ample 
fuel  to  travel  thousands  of  miles  at  top  speed. 
She  will  be  able  to  stay  under  water  in- 
definitely. Her  atomic  engine  will  permit 
her  to  be  completely  free  of  the  earth's 
atmosphere.  She  will  not  even  require  a 
breathing  tube  to  the  surface.  The  engine 
of  the  Nautilus  will  have  as  revolutionary  an 
effect  on  the  navies  of  the  world  as  did  the 
first  ocean-going  steamship  120  years  ago. 

At  the  same  ceremony  Gordon  Dean, 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, stated: 

The  construction  of  the  Nautilus  has  been 
made  possible  through  many  years  of  dedi- 
cated effort  on  the  part  of  men  of  vision 
and  enthusiasm  In  the  Navy,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  and  private  enterprise. 
The  roster  of  outstanding  contributors  in- 
cludes the  Navy  Bureau  of  Ships,  the  Ar- 
gonne  National  Laboratory,  the  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corp..  the  electric  boat  divi- 
sion of  the  General  Dynamics  Corp.,  and  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission's  Reactor  De- 
velopment Division.  The  atomic  submarine 
is  an  Important  concrete  example  of  the 
kind  of  things  that  can  be  accomplished 
through  a  cooperative  effort  by  scientists,  in- 
dustry, military  men  and  a  clvlUan  Govern- 
ment agency. 

There  are  many  p>eople  who  have  played  a 
role  in  events  wtiich  have  led  to  t^ls  cere- 
mony, but.  If  one  were  to  be  singled  out  few 
.special  notice,  such  an  honor  should  go  to 
Capt.   Hyman   George   Rickover,   whose   tftl- 
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•nta  we  share  with  the  Burean  of  Ships,  and 
whose  energy,  drive,  and  technical  com- 
petence have  played  such  a  large  paxt  In 
making  this  project  poasible. 

A  tribute  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  for  Rick- 
over— and  yet  the  admirals  discarded 
lilm. 

On  July  7,  1952,  Secretary  Kimball 
bestowed  a  gold  star  on  Captain  Rickover, 
In  lieu  of  a  second  Legion  of  Merit,  with 
a  citation  reading  as  follows: 

Captain  Rickover.  more  than  any  other  in- 
dividual, is  responsible  for  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  the  nuclear  ship  program.  He  haa 
held  tenaclotuly  to  a  aingle  important  goal 
through  discouraging  frustration  and  op- 
I>oaition.  His  efforts  have  led  to  the  laying 
of  the  keel  of  the  world's  first  nuclear  pow- 
ered ship  weU  in  advance  of  its  original 
schedule. 

Secretary  Kimball  added  the  state- 
ment: 

Rickover  has  accomplished  the  moet  im- 
portant piece  of  development  in  the  history 
of  the  Navy. 

A  medal  and  outstanding  commenda- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for 
Rickover — and  yet  the  admirals  dis- 
carded him. 

On  September  27,  1951.  there  was  a 
meeting  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  to  discuss  the  expanded 
atomic  production  program.  This  col- 
loquy occurred  af  that  meeting: 

Representative  Dukhaic.  I  think  the  Navy 
did  a  very  good  Job  on  the  reactor  for  the 
submarine,  because  that  has  been  pushed 
very  vigorously  since  the  thing  started,  and 
It  has  made  tremendous  progress,  as  we  all 
know. 

The  CHAOtif  AN — 

This  is  the  late  Senator  McMahon — 

This  fellow  Rickover  is  a  tremendous  fel- 
low. 

Representative  Paici.  It  Is  tremendous  that 
we  had  someone  like  that  because  he  was  in- 
terested In  it  and  he  pushed  it  himself  and 
he  did  a  lot  of  pushing. 

Secretary  Kimbaix.  This  Westlngboiise 
bunch  is  a  very  capable  organization  with 
this  very  intricate  manufacturing  thing  for 
this  titanium  they  have  to  make,  and  they 
got  this  machinery  in  12  months  and  I  said, 
"How  did  they  get  it  In?"  And  they  said, 
"Rickover  made  us  get  It  in." 

The  Chairman.  He  stepped  on  a  lot  of  toes 
over  there  and  I  think  he  has  made  some 
enemies,  but  I  think  he  is  a  tremendous  lit- 
tle guy. 

An  acknowledgment  of  real  accom- 
plishment by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  for  Rickover — and  yet 
the  admirals  rejected  him.  Apparently, 
toes  that  are  stepped  on  have  long 
memories. 

On  October  26,  1952,  the  New  York 
Times  magazine  published  an  article  en- 
titled "SSN-571.  Making  of  the  Atomic 
Sub."  The  article  has  this  to  say  about 
the  task  force  which  developed  the  nu- 
clear sub: 

Behind  the  accomplishtnents  Is  the  unique 
task  force,  led  by  Captain  Rickover.  It  is  a 
surprisingly  small  group,  a  varied  one  and 
fiercely  devoted.  It  is  also  slightly  confus- 
ing, because  its  principal  meint>ers  shuttle 
back  and  forth  between  the  ABC  and  Tempo 
3.  There  are  naval  officers  and  civilians  all 
niixed  together,  with  rank  wiped  out.  No 
uniforms  are  worn;  in  aome  cases  officers 
work  for  civilians  and  In  others  commanders 


work  for  lieutenants.  Two  of  the  Navy  men 
were  with  Captain  Rickover  at  Oak  Ridge 
in  1946.  One,  a  Ueutenant,  is  Rickover^ 
over-all  assistant;  another,  a  commander,  la 
a  project  officer,  which  means  he  takes  prime 
responsibility  for  a  given  undertaking.  He 
started  with  the  Nautilus,  later  took  on  • 
aecond  and  different  type  of  submarine  Gen- 
eral Blectric  is  buUding.  is  now  assigned  to 
the  atomlc-pcm^ered  aircraft  carrier  which 
has  been  authorized  and  wUl  move  on  to  a 
fourth  project,  nature  unstated  publicly. 
The  civilians  in  the  technical  groups  are  of 
all  shapes  and  sizes  and  backgrounds — chem- 
ists, physicists,  metallurgists,  engineers,  pro- 
duction men. 

They  have  all  been  recruited  by  Captain 
Rickover,  and  he  is  a  ruthless  recruiter;  he 
has  pulled  men  he  wanted  out  of  big  indus- 
try and  quiet  colleges,  laboratories  and  fac- 
tories (a  >16.000-a-year  man  joined  up  here 
for  t7.500).  They  work  16-hour  days  and 
7-day  weeks  and  there  is  no  premium  pay 
for  them.  They  shake  their  heads  about  it 
but  they  are  so  fascinated  by  it  they  have 
no  thought  of  quitting.  For  one  thing,  they 
see  In  their  boss  a  man  who  outdoes  them 
in  effort. 

This  is  what  his  men  think  of  Captain 
Rickover — and  yet  the  admirals  rejected 
him. 

In  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  for 
Friday,  February  6,  1953.  in  an  article 
entitled  "The  Case  of  Captain  Rickover" 
it  is  said: 

The  man  who,  by  official  cognizance,  has 

done  substantially  more  than  any  other 
individual  to  build  the  United  States  Navy's 
first  atomic  submarine,  twice  has  been  passed 
over  for  promotion  to  rear  admiral.  He  is 
Capt.  Hyman  O.  Rickover.  Unless  positive 
steps  are  taken,  he  will  be  retired  from  the 
Navy  in  June.  As  an  individual  high  in  the 
Pentagon  remarked  to  this  writer,  "We  can 
get  Rick  any  honors  he  wanta,  and  a  big 
paying  job  outside  if  he  wishes,  but  he  can't 
make  rear  admiral." 

This  is  the  difficulty,  the  tragedy  of  • 
specialist  in  miUtary  service:  he  will  always 
remain  a  specialist.  Though  he  may  have 
performed  the  most  meritorious  service  of 
any  individual  in  the  Navy  since  ^'orld  War 
II.  and  even  though  he  knows  far  more  than 
any  other  man  wearing  gold  braid  about  the 
atom  and  has  directed  its  application  to 
ships,  Etui  he  Isn't  qualified  to  command  the 
operation  of  those  ships  tberea:fter.  Of 
course,  he  would  not  have  to  be  a  sea  com- 
mander. He  has  a  life's  work  ahead  on  his 
own  atomic  beach. 

The  atomic  submarine  which  Is  now  being 
built  at  the  Electric  Boat  Co.,  Groton,  Conn., 
is,  by  all  accounts  available  to  members  of 
the  Joint  Congressional  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mittee, coming  along  better  than  anyone 
dared  to  predict.  The  credit,  by  the  few 
official  comments  available,  belongs  almost 
exclusively  to  Captain  Rickover.  He  pro- 
moted the  atomic  submarine  program  orig- 
inally, at  first  -gainst  the  traditionalist  line 
officers  of  the  Navy  who  said  it  wasn't  prac- 
tical. 

After  he  had  won  them  over,  he  had  to 
direct  the  whole  program,  training  and 
developing  a  staff,  moving  quietly,  almost 
mysteriously,  for  5  years,  between  the  Navy 
Department,  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
and  the  shipyards  at  Groton.  In  a  year  or 
so  the  atomic  submarine  will  be  completed 
and  the  Navy  may  have  dropped  its  pilot. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  devoutly  to  be  hoped 
that  the  admirals  have  not  dropped  the 
pilot  too  soon.  Do  they  have  a  replace- 
ment to  compare  with  Rickover? 

Even  if  it  were  not  for  his  monumental 
accomplishments  in  the  field  of  atomic 
energy.  Rickover 's  other  accomplish- 
ments are  such  as  to  make  the  action  of 
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the  admirals  in  refusing  to  promote  him 
almost  mithlnkable.  During  World  War 
n,  Rickover  helped  perfect  an  underwa- 
ter object  locator  which  was  used  to 
penetrate  mine  fields;  he  contributed 
much  to  the  infrared  signaling  device; 
to  new  methods  of  degaussing  ships;  to 
equipment  to  enable  submarines  to  with- 
stand depth  charges  and  countless  other 
devices.  It  is  said  that  a  four-star  ad- 
miral put  the  following  comment  in 
Rickover 's  service  jacket: 

Thla  man  haa  done  more  for  the  Navy  from 
an  engineering  point  of  view  than  any  other 
officer. 

How.  then,  could  this  admiral's  col- 
leagues on  the  selection  board,  in  the 
face  of  such  a  comment,  refuse  to  pro- 
mote him?  I  do  not  know  the  answer. 
Mr.  Speaker.  Only  God  and  the  nine 
admirals  comprising  the  second  selection 
board  know  that  answer  to  that  one,  for 
the  proceedings  of  the  selection  boards 
are  as  deeply  veiled  as  tl^e  most  vital 
military  secret.  For  aU  that  we  know — 
for  all  that  even  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Navy,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  knows,  the  standards  for  promo- 
tion employed  by  the  selection  board  may 
be  those  recommended  by  Admiral  Sir 
Joseph  Porter  in  Gilbert  and  Sullivan's 
Pinafore  when  he  sings : 

X  cleaned  the  windows  and  I  scrubbed  the 

floor 
And  I  polished  up  the  handle  on  the  big 

front  door. 
I  polished  up  that  handle  so  carefulee 
That   now   I   am   the   ruler   of    the   Queen's 

Navee. 

Or— 

I  always  voted  at  my  party's  call 

And  I  never  thought  of  thinking  for  myself 

at  all. 
X  thought  BO  little  they  rewarded  me 
By  making  me  the  ruler  of  the  Queen's  Navee. 

Talk  about  civilian  control  of  the  mili- 
tary— nothing  is  further  from  the  truth. 
The  admirals  are  powers  unto  themselves 
and  unto  themselves  alone.  Woe  unto 
an  oflBcer  who  for  one  reason  or  another 
crosses  an  admiral. 

It  was  probably  an  admiral's  stepped- 
on  toe  with  a  long  memory  which  de- 
prived the  Navy  and  the  Nation  of  Rick- 
over's  further  services.  The  New  York 
Times  magazine  speculates  that  Rick- 
over's  failure  of  promotion  may  be  attrib- 
utable to  the  fact  that — he — Rickover — 

flgbts  without  stint  for  whatever  he  wants 
for  his  projects,  he  fights  for  his  stafiT.  he 
argues  with  his  superiors,  shortcuts  standard 
procedures.  Ignores  protocol,  and  risks  hurt- 
ing the  feelings  of  those  who  do  not  agree. 
Perhaps  in  this  lies  the  reason  he  has  been 
passed  over  twice  for  promotion  to  admiral — ■ 
and  in  such  a  case  Navy  regulations  call  for 
his  Involuntary  retirement,  effective  next 
June. 

There  is  another  possible  explanation. 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  probability  that  the 
Navy  has  no  room  for  an  individualist — 
even  one  possessed  of  the  brilliance  of 
Captain  Rickover.  This  is  what  might  be 
termed  "convoy  mentality."  You  will  re- 
call. Mr.  Speaker,  that  during  the  war, 
the  Navy  <fid  a  magnificent  job  of  con- 
voying men  and  material  to  the  far-flung 
reaches  of  the  world.  One  of  the  rules  of 
the  convoy  restricted  the  speed  of  the 
entire  group  to  that  of  its  slowest  vessel. 
No  matter  how  fast  a  ship  was  capable 
of  traveling,  as  long  as  it  was  part  of  a 


convoy.  It  was  compelled  to  reduce  speed 
to  equal  that  of  the  convoy's  slowest 
member. 

Apparently,  the  admirals  have  trans- 
ferred that  rule  of  the  convoy  to  the  field 
of  officer  selection.  They  demand  uni- 
formity of  thinking.  They  want  a  Navy 
of  yes-men.  Rickover  is  not  of  that 
pattern.  He  is  an  individualist.  When 
he  has  a  job  to  do  he  does  it  as  promptly 
as  possible.  Navy  protocol  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Maybe  this  is 
the  reason  why  six  captains.  Junior  in 
rank  to  him  were  promoted  to  rear  ad- 
miral. In  this  connection.  I  am  informed 
that  in  the  spring  of  1950.  the  Westing- 
house  Co.  was  looking  for  a  subcontrac- 
tor to  build  the  submarine  hull  to  house 
the  nuclear  power  plant.  They  con- 
tacted the  Navy's  submarine  building 
yard  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  and  asked  the 
commanding  officer  if  he  would  design 
and  build  the  submarine  hull  for  West- 
inghouse  powef  plant.  The  commanding 
officer  said.  "No."  Westinghouse  then 
went  to  the  Electric  Boat  Co..  which 
started  work  on  it  the  very  next  day. 
This  is  the  atomic  submarine  which  will 
be  completed  next  year.  The  point  of 
the  story  is  that  the  Portsmouth  captain 
who  turned  down  Westinghouse,  is  him- 
self an  engineering  duty  specialist  like 
Rickover,  and  has  since  been  promoted 
to  admiral. 

Why  is  It  Important  that  Captain 
Rickover 's  case  be  singled  out?  I  think 
it  should  be  singled  out  because  it  raises 
a  serious  question  whether  promotions 
to  the  top  echelons  in  the  Navy  are  made 
on  the  t>asis  of  merit.  The  selection 
board  mentality  is  far  behind  the  needs 
of  the  day.  We  are  entering  the  atomic 
age.  We  are  on  the  threshhold  of  new 
scientific  marvels — new  weapons  for  our 
military  forces  are  on  the  drawing 
boards.  We  need  scientists  among  our 
officers,  not  only  line  officers;  and  what 
qualifications  do  admirals  of  today  pos- 
sess to  pass  on  the  merits  of  those  who 
see  tomorrows  battles  fought  with  to- 
morroWs  weapons?  They  know  little 
about  the  new  vistas  opening  up.  Those 
in  the  service  who  see  the  necessity  for 
progress  are  doomed  to  frustration  un- 
less the  Navy  is  revitalized. 

In  his  book,  Crusade  in  Europe,  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  says: 

Indeed  one  of  the  most  Important  char- 
acteristics of  the  successful  officer  today  is 
his  ability  to  continue  changing  his  methods, 
almost  even  his  mental  processes,  in  order 
to  keep  abreast  of  the  constant  change  that 
modern  science,  working  under  the  com- 
pelling urge  of  national  self-preservation, 
brings  to  the  battlefield. 

Rickover  is  such  an  officer — an  officer 
with  vision,  with  ability  and  with  the 
courage  of  his  convictions;  one  who  is 
imbued  with  the  necessity  of  keeping 
the  Navy  up  to  date.  He  knew  he  was 
right  and  was  willing  to  sacrifice  his 
naval  career  to  combat  the  admirals, 
who  said  his  dream  of  an  atomic  sub- 
marine was  visionary.  Time  has  proved 
him  right.  Not  only  are  we  building 
two  atomic  s-ibmarines  today,  but  an 
atomic-powered  aircraft  carrier  as  well. 
It  is  said  that  by  1965  the  entire  United 
States  Navy  will  be  atom  propelled. 
Moreover,  the  principle  which  saw  the 
use  of  nuclear  power  in  the  submarine 
may  be  applied  as  well  to  the  airplane. 


Yes:  time  proved  that  Rickover  was 
right.  The  irony  is  that  he  will  be  forced 
to  leave  the  Navy,  while  the  admirals 
who  thought  he  was  wrong  and  who 
terminated  his  career  will  still  be  in 
command. 

The  only  check  that  exists  today  In  the 
supreme  control  which  the  admirals  have 
over  the  Navy — the  only  check  against 
the  exercise  of  convoy  mentality  against 
officers  is  a  civilian  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  with  courage  enough  to  stand  up 
and  fight  the  admirals.  James  Porrestal 
was  such  a  Secretary. 

In  the  book  Fleet  Admiral  Ky>g,  a 
naval  record  by  Ernest  J.  King,  fleet  ad- 
miral. United  States  Navy,  and  Walter 
Muir  Whitehill.  commander.  United 
States  Navy  Reserve,  is  the  following: 

Further  difficulties  arose  when  Mr.  For- 
restal  did  n<jt  agree  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  a  Flag  Officers  Selection  Board  of 
which  Vice  Adm  P  N.  L.  Bellinger  was  senior 
membe-.  After  thr  recommendations  had 
laeen  submitted.  Belllnge»  returned  to  his 
CDmmand.  but  Mr.  Porrestal  presently  sum- 
moned the  late  Vice  Adm.  Marc  A.  MItscher — 
the  senior  member  of  the  board  permanently 
on  duty  In  Washington — and  questioned  him 
concernlnt?  the  names  of  the  captains  rec- 
ommended for  promotion  to  the  rank  of 
rear  admiral.  MItscher  explained  that  the 
board  had  made  its  selections  by  established 
procedures  and  In  accordance  with  its  pre- 
cept, and  that  those  officers  reconwnended 
were  the  best  qualified,  but  Mr.  Porrestal 
nevertheless  took  him  to  task  for  what  ha 
considered  poor  recommendations.  When 
King  learned  of  this,  he  made  a  point  of 
Informing  the  Secretary  that  the  report  of 
thp  Selection  Board  was  entirely  proper,  fol- 
lowing the  practice  orthese  boards  ever  since 
their  establishment  In  1916,  and  that  it  was 
distinctly  inappropriate  for  him  to  reproach 
MItscher.  who,  although  the  second  senior 
member  of  the  11 -man  board,  had  only  1 
vote.  Porrestal  asked  King  to  accompany 
him  to  the  White  House  to  discuss  the  rec- 
ommendations, and  while  driving  there  from 
the  Navy  Department.  King  tried  once  mora 
to  get  Mr.  Forresui  to  accept  them,  assuring 
him  that  U  would  t)e  a  serious  mistake  to 
Interfere  with  the  Selection  Board.  In  reply, 
Mr.  Purrestal  simply  stared  at  him.  King 
believed  that  the  Secretary  thought  that  be 
would  be  8up{xjrted  by  Mr.  Truman,  or  that 
King  would  back  down  before  the  President. 
As  It  turned  out.  the  matter  was  not  dis- 
cussed with  the  President  In  King's  presence, 
and  the  list  as  changed  by  Mr.  Porrestal  was 
subsequently  approved  by  Mr.  Truman  with- 
out asklni?  Kind's  views. 

Mr.  Forrestals  action  In  tampering  with 
the  established  processes  of  selection  seemed 
to  King  of  the  gravest  Impropriety. 

James  Forre.stal  was  unique.  He 
fouKht  the  admirals  when  he  thought 
he  was  right,  not  only  about  naval  policy, 
but  about  promotions.  There  are  few 
such  men. 

Secretary  of  the  Navy  Kimball,  in  spite 
of  his  respect  and  admiration  for  Rick- 
over. was  unwilling  to  stand  up  against 
the  admirals.  In  a  press  conference  on 
January  15.  1953.  he  said  that  he  wanted 
Rickover  promoted  to  admiral,  that  he 
thought  Rickover  should  have  been  pro- 
moted to  admiral,  but  that  he  would  not 
insist  that  the  Naval  Selection  Board  do 
so.  In  this  respect  he  was  unlike  Por- 
restal. Porrestal  would  never  have  per- 
mitted the  admirals  to  browbeat  him. 
He  would  have  seen  that  Rickover  was 
promoted. 

We  have  an  unfortunate  situation. 
Mr.  Speaker— what  can  we  do  about  if 
Insofar  as  Captain  Rlckover's  case   is 
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concerned.  I  have  written  to  President 
Eisenhower  asking  his  consideration  of 
the  matter.  Although  he  has  not  seen 
my  letter  or  been  advised  of  the  matter. 
I  have  been  Informed  that  he  will  not 
withdraw  the  pending  appointments.  I 
have  written  also  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  other 
body,  pointing  out  that  the  action  of  the 
Selection  Board  has  resulted  not  only  In 
a  flagrant  injustice  to  a  deserving  naval 
officer,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  may  well 
Jeopardize  the  entire  atomic  submarine- 
construction  project.  I  suggested  that 
confirmation  of  those  selected  by  the 
Selection  Board  be  withheld  pending  an 
Investigation  of  the  entire  matter.  I 
have  not  yet  received  a  reply.  Whether 
anything  will  be  done  remains  to  be  seen. 

Insofar  as  the  future  is  concerned,  and 
other  selection  traards,  I  believe  It  Is  vital 
that  we  heed  the  advice  of  the  great  sci- 
entist. Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  as  it  appears 
on  page  252  of  his  book  Modern  Arms 
and  Free  Men: 

The  behavior  of  men  In  battle  can  be 
soundly  estimated  only  by  those  who  have 
s()ent  a  lifetime  in  military  affairs:  the  appli- 
cations that  will  probably  fiow  out  of  future 
science  can  be  soundly  estimated  only  by 
those  who  have  spent  a  lifetime  developing 
and  utilizing  science.  Military  men  have 
arrived  rather  generally  at  the  first  stage, 
where  they  can  grasp  the  value  of  a  device 
before  them:  they  have  by  no  means  arrived 
at  the  second,  where  they  can  visualise  in- 
telligently the  devices  of  the  future.  Yet 
military  planning  for  the  future  that  Ignores 
or  rol.slnterprets  scientific  trends  Is  planning 
In  a  vacuum.  Military  men  are  therefore 
m  a  quandry;  there  is  a  new  and  essential 
element  In  their  planning  that  they  do  not 
understand.  To  leave  It  out  is  obviously 
absurd.  To  master  It  abeolutcly  Is  im- 
possslble.   •    •    • 

We  have  arrived  at  the  point  where  mili- 
tary planning  of  adequate  comprehensiveness 
is  beyond  the  capacity  of  military  men  alone. 
Either  they  will  learn  to  cope  with  the  new 
situation  or  they  will  lose  their  franchise. 
8o  far.  the  course  of  events  has  come  close 
to  the  latter  alternative.  The  days  are  gone 
when  military  men  could  sit  on  a  pedestal. 
receive  the  advice  of  professional  groups  in 
neighboring  fields  who  were  maintained  in  a 
subordinate  or  tributary  position,  accept  or 
reject  such  advice  at  will,  discount  its  Im- 
portance as  they  saw  fit.  and  speak  with 
omniscience  on  the  overall  conduct  of  war. 
For  one  thing,  professional  men  in  neighbor- 
ing fields  have  no  present  intention  of  kow- 
towing to  any  military  hierarchy,  in  a  world 
where  they  know  that  other  professional  sub- 
jects are  Just  as  Important  in  determining 
the  course  of  future  events  In  the  Nation's 
defense  as  are  narrowly  limited  military 
considerations. 

We  are  in  a  new  age.  an  atomic  age. 
Lot  us  establish  atomic  age  standards. 
In  selecting  the  officers  who  are  to  gov- 
ern the  Navy,  recognition  should  be 
accorded  to  officers  who  are  scientists 
as  well  as  those  who  are  fighting  men.  a 
principle  which  the  Navy  today  is  unwill- 
ing to  adopt. 

I  believe  that  this  Congress  must  abol- 
ish selection  methods  which  are  governed 
by  standards  of  1916  when  the  basic  Of- 
ficer Personnel  Act  was  passed.  Under 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act.  the  selection 
board  which  makes  recommendations  for 
appointments  to  the  rank  of  admiral  for 
engineering  duty  officers  consists  of  six 
line  officers  and  three  engineering  duty 
officers.  It  is  a  unique  board,  inasmuch 
as    selection    boards    for    every    other 


branch  of  the  Navy  are  comprised  ex- 
clusively of  officers  of  the  particular 
branches  in  which  they  serve.  Medical 
admirals  sit  on  medical  selection  boards. 
Civil  engineering  admirals  on  civil  en- 
gineering boards,  and  so  on.  Why 
should  so  many  line  officers  be  on  the 
board?  What  possible  knowledge  do  line 
officers  have  of  the  qualifications  of  en- 
gineering duty  officers?  Do  they  have 
any  interest  in  engineering  accomplish- 
ments? The  Rickover  case  proved  the 
contrary.  I  dare  say  that  not  one  of  the 
line  officers  who  sat  on  either  selection 
board  ever  took  the  trouble  to  visit  any 
part  of  the  atomic  submarine  project 
which  Rickover  had  developed.  Can 
they  pass  on  the  qualifications  of  a 
nuclear  engineer? 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  order  to  bring  an  ele- 
ment of  common  sense  and  fairness  to 
the  engineering  duty  officer  selection 
process  I  propose  the  following : 

Phst.  That  the  members  of  engineer- 
ing duty  officer  selection  boardii  which 
are  convened  to  pass  upon  the  promotion 
or  retention  of  officers  in  flag  rank  shall 
consist  of  three  line  officers,  three  engi- 
neering duty  officers,  and  three  civilians 
who  are  selected  by  the  President  from 
among  the  outstanding  scientists  and 
engineers  in  the  coimtry. 

Second.  The  chairman  of  such  a  board 
shall  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  designated  for  the  purpose  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Third.  There  shall  be  a  stenographic 
record  made  of  the  entire  proceedings  of 
the  board,  copies  of  which  shall  be  for- 
warded to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  In  the  event  that  there  is  dis- 
agreement by  members  of  the  Selection 
Board,  such  disagreement,  with  reasons 
therefor,  may  be  noted  and  attached  to 
the  stenographic  report  by  the  minority 
members. 

Fourth.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or  the  Presi- 
dent shall  have  the  right  to  reject  the 
action  of  the  Selection  Board  in  whole  or 
in  part  and  to  reconvene  the  board.  In 
the  event  that  there  shall  be  disagree- 
ment among  the  members  of  the  Selec- 
tion Board,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Navy 
or  Defense  and  the  President  may  sub- 
stitute the  name  of  an  officer  not  selected 
by  the  majority,  but  approved  by  at  least 
one  member  of  the  board.  If  either  of 
the  Secretaries  does  so,  he  shall  make  an 
appropriate  notation  on  the  report,  with 
his  reasons,  in  forwarding  the  report  to 
the  President  for  final  appointment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  procedure  will  re- 
duce the  excessive  power  now  possessed 
by  the  admirals  and  will  permit  civilian 
participation  and  control  to  a  greater 
extent.  It  is  obvious  that  the  admirals 
will  still  retain  predominant  control,  in- 
asmuch as  they  will  have  six  votes  to 
three  for  the  civilians.  Most  important, 
what  the  bill  brings  is  a  fresh,  modem, 
scientific  Judgment  to  bear  on  the  usual 
standards  for  promotion  of  the  Navy, 
whatever  they  may  be,  and  gives  science 
its  proF>er  place  in  considering  the  selec- 
tion of  top  officers.  Moreover,  it  brings 
the  power  to  dissent  and  disagree  by 
competent  outsiders. 


The  argument  win  be  raised.  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  this  type  of  legislation  will 
Introduce  politics  into  ofiScer  selection. 
The  fact  is  that  it  will  reduce  the  service 
politics  that  now  exists  and  will  permit 
the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Navy  to 
openly  designate  those  whom  he  thinks 
should  operate  the  Navy.  It  is  no  secret 
that  under  the  present  law,  if  the  Presi- 
dent desires  the  appointment  of  an  ad- 
miral, he  may  reject  the  selections  of 
various  boards  imtil  his  nominee  is 
approved. 

The  provision  respecting  stenographic 
reports  will  do  away  with  the  complete 
secrecy  now  surrotmding  the  activities  of 
the  boards.  The  reports  are  intended 
only  for  the  lise  of  those  officials  who 
have  duties  to  perform  in  the  selection 
process.  They  are  intended  to  be  con- 
fidential and  not  open  to  the  public. 
The  Senate,  which  has  the  right  and 
duty  to  confirm,  should  at  least  have 
some  information  on  which  it  miiy  act. 
Today  its  action  is  automatic.  It  is  my 
belief  that  since  1916  the  Senate  has 
not  rejected  the  recommendations  of 
any  Selection  Board,  in  whole  or  in  part. 

In  the  book.  Admiral  Sims  and  the 
Modem  American  Navy,  by  Morison.  the 
author,  in  passing  upon  Admiral  Sims' 
views  on  selection  board  processes  says: 
"No  scheme  is  foolproof.  Crood  men  will 
be  overlooked  and  bad  ones  selected  upon 
occasion,  no  matter  what  precautions 
are  taken.  What  is  needed  ideally,  is  an 
unprejudiced  board  with  powers  of  se- 
lection and  placement,  possessed  of  ade- 
quate information  on  each  officer." 

To  this  must  be  added,  a  board  with 
the  ability  to  evaluate  the  information. 
Men  are  too  precious  to  be  wasted 
through  improper  action  by  selection 
boards.  The  selection  process  must  be 
reevaluated  If  we  are  to  maintain  the 
morale  of  the  men  of  the  Navy,  the  Navy 
itself  and  our  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  deplorable  that 
Captain  Rlckover's  career,  which  has 
been  one  of  splendid  devotion  to  duty  to 
the  Navy  and  to  his  country,  may  be 
ended.  If  his  splendid  service  is  indeed 
to  end  now,  we  should  at  least  seek  to 
remedy  the  processes  by  which  great 
talents  such  as  his  are  lost  to  the  Nation. 
We  must  keep  constantly  in  mind  the  ad- 
vice of  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush  that — 

We  now  need  an  adequate  organization 
within  the  National  Military  Establishment 
for  deliberate  military  planning  in  all  aspects 
of  modern  war,  not  merely  the  strictly  mUi- 
tary  part  of  a  generation  ago.  When  the 
President  and  Congress  have  set  It  up  and 
started  it  in  operation,  they  should  review 
it  constantly,  they  should  review  its  methods 
and  its  personnel,  and  they  must  review  its 
decisions,  for  upon  them  enormous  appro- 
priations wUl  depend.  (Modern  Arms  and 
Free  Men.  p.  257.) 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  my  colleague, 
for  making  this  presentation  to  us  this 
afternoon.  The  reason  I  rise  at  this  time 
is  because  the  gentleman  asked  why  Cap- 
tain Rlckover's  case  should  be  singled 
out  I  think  it  should  be  singled  out  for 
many  reasons;  one  in  particular  is  im- 
portant not  only  to  the  Navy  but  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  States  and  the  free 
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world.  The  gentleman  remembers  the 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  I  know 
there  are  a  limited  number  of  men  in 
the  military  line  who  are  thoroughly  in- 
doctrinated in  the  field  of  atomic  energy, 
and  I  would  place  Captain  Rickover 
among  the  first  three  on  that  list.  Being 
passed  over  twice  he  is  scheduled  for 
retirement.  This  is  a  loss  not  only  to 
the  Navy  but  to  the  entire  country,  a 
very  serious  and  needless  loss. 

Captain  Rickover  was  in  charge  of  the 
Navy  atomic-powered  submarine  pro- 
gram, also  the  aircraft  carrier  program. 
It  has  been  his  personal  drive  and  in- 
fluence and  push  behind  the  atomic - 
powered  submarine  that  brings  us  to  the 
threshold  of  realization.  I  personally 
feel  that  had  it  not  been  for  an  officer 
of  this  type  we  would  not  be  near  a 
realization  of  this  program. 

I  heard  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and 
a  top  member  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  a  member  of  the  Navy  stalT, 
commend  this  officer  for  his  great  in- 
fluence in  this  program.  Yet  he  is  not 
good  enough  for  selection. 

If  the  policy  of  selection  reacts  In  such 
a  manner  that  it  does  harm  to  a  man 
of  the  capacity  and  talents  of  Captain 
Rickover.  it  must,  in  my  opinion,  be  a 
bad  policy  and  something  should  be  done 
about  it.  I  do  not  think  the  Nation  can 
afford  to  lose  a  man  as  important  to  the 
Navy  in  this  particular  program  as  is 
Captain  Rickover.  The  gentleman,  in 
my  opinion,  is  deserving  of  much  com- 
mendation for  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Congress  and  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try to  this  very  serious  matter. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution  and  I  certainly  ap- 
preciate what  he  has  said.  I  know  he 
has  been  one  of  those  who  has  been 
active  on  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  and  has  followed  closely  the  ac- 
tivities not  only  of  Captain  Rickover  but 
of  the  military  services  as  well  with  re- 
spect to  the  undertaking  and  building 
of  the  atomic-powered  submarine  and 
the  undertaking  and  building  of  the 
atomic  aircraft  carriers. 

Mr.  PRICE.  One  of  the  difficulties  in 
getting  officers  within  the  Navy  to  be  as 
interested  In  a  program  as  Captain  Rick- 
over has  been  in  this  matter,  is  the  fact 
that  they  knew  they  were  out  of  line  for 
promotion  when  singled  out  and  placed 
on  these  special  jobs.  By  passing  over 
Captain  Rickover  we  are  further  destroy- 
ing morale  within  the  Navy  for  these 
specialist  assignments. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  agree  entirely  with 
what  the  gentleman  has  said.  It  cer- 
tainly will  be  a  deterrent  to  enlistments 
within  the  Navy  of  the  kind  of  men  with 
scientific  minds  and  brains  that  we  want 
today.  Science  has  an  important  part 
to  play  in  the  well-being  of  the  Navy  and 
this  important  work  should  come  from 
within  the  Navy  as  well  as  from  without. 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  First,  let  me 
corroborate  all  the  fine  things  the  gen- 
tleman himself,  as  well  as  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  IMr.  Price]  have  had  to 
say  about  the  contributions  of  Captain 
Rickover.  Everyone  connected  with  the 
program  recognizes  the  great  contribu- 


tion he  has  made.  However.  I  cannot 
share  the  gentleman's  criticism  of  the 
system  which  resulted  in  his  failure  of 
selection  to  the  rank  of  admiral.  Of 
course,  it  is  the  goal  and  life's  ambition 
of  every  career  officer  to  go  to  the  top. 
but  it  is  impossible  for  all  of  them  to 
accomplish  this  goal. 

While  we  know,  you  and  I.  the  affirma- 
tive, the  positive,  the  helpful  things,  that 
Captain  Rickover  has  done  in  his  career, 
we  do  not  know  the  whole  story  neces- 
sarily. I  know  none  of  the  members  who 
sat  on  the  board  of  selection,  but  this 
board  had  the  whole  story.  It  is  con- 
ceivable— I  do  not  say  it  is  true — that  in 
the  whole  record  of  this  naval  officer 
there  were  incidents,  there  were  indica- 
tions of  a  lack  of  qualification  which  is 
required  in  the  rank  of  a  commander, 
especially  in  connection  with  command 
at  sea.  So  while  I  deplore  the  fact  that 
Captain  Rickover  was  not  selected  for 
the  rank  of  admiral,  if  for  no  other  rea- 
son than  for  the  great  work  he  has  done. 
I  do  not  think  the  fault  lies  necessarily 
with  the  system  of  selection. 

Now  having  said  that,  let  me  Inquire 
of  the  gentleman,  who.  I  assume,  knows 
Captain  Rickover — I  do  not  know  the 
captain  personally  well  enough  to  know 
what  he  complains  of — does  that  neces- 
sarily mean  because  the  captain  has 
failed  of  selection  of  the  rank  of  admiral 
that  therefore  his  talents  and  his  serv- 
ices will  be  unavailable  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  continue  work  in  the  atomic 
energy  field? 

Mr.  YATES.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentle- 
man that  I  met  Captain  Rickover  for  a 
few  minutes  a  few  days  ago.  I  had 
brought  this  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  several  weeks  ago  when  I 
made  a  1-minute  speech  on  the  subject. 
I  do  not  know  whether  Captain  Rick- 
over's  services  will  be  lost  to  the  Navy  as 
the  result  of  the  action  of  the  second 
selection  board,  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  it  will  be  tenable  for  him 
to  come  back  and  work  for  the  Navy  in- 
asmuch as  he  will  be  retired.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  wants  to  work  for  the 
Navy  in  view  of  the  fact  he  was  passed 
over.  But.  I  do  know  that  as  the  result 
of  having  been  passed  over  twice  and 
having  served  in  the  Navy  for  30  years 
that  retirement  is  automatic  when  June 
comes.  So.  I  cannot  give  a  more  specific 
answer  to  the  gentleman  than  that. 

Further  on  in  my  address  I  go  into 
the  selection  boards  and  give  some  rea- 
sons why  I  think  there  should  be  a 
change  in  the  manner  of  the  selection 
of  the  selection  boards,  and  I  wonder 
whether  the  gentleman  will  indulge  me 
to  complete  my  address  until  I  reach 
that  point  so  that  we  can  engage  in  fur- 
ther discussion. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  have  been 
waiting  patiently  until  the  gentleman 
completed  his  address. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  have  not  completed  it 
yet. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  But  since  the 
gentleman  yielded  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  I  felt  It  was  proper  for  me 
to  seek  his  indulgence.  Is  it  not  fair  to 
assume,  if  Captain  Rickover  is  willing, 
that  his  talents  will  be  available  to.  for 
Instance.  Electric  Boat  Co..  General  Elec- 
tric. Westinghouse,  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment,   or    any    department,    even    the 


Atomic  Energy  Commission  Itself,  any- 
body who  Is  connected  with  the  atomic 
program,  and  who  recognizes  the  value 
of  his  services? 

Mr.  YATES.  There  la  no  question 
about  that,  and  I  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable for  Westinghouse  or  General 
Electric  or  for  Du  Pont  or  any  one  of  the 
big  atomic  energy  contractors  to  snap 
this  man  up.  But  the  point  I  am  making 
is  that  it  is  sad  when  the  Navy  has  an 
atomic  scientist  of  this  type  available, 
who  has  the  encomiums  given  to  him 
that  have  been  given  to  him  by  outstand- 
ing authorities  that  I  have  enumerated 
in  the  preceding  paragraph  of  my 
speech — it  is  sad  when  the  Navy  fails  to 
recognize  the  talents  of  such  a  man  and 
pa.sses  him  over,  and  I  think  It  may  be 
attributable  to  the  fact  that  the  Navy 
refu.ses  to  recognize  that  scientists  have 
a  place  in  the  Navy  or  among  its  top 
echelons. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  they  do 
have  .scienti.st.s  in  the  Navy  Is  without 
question.  Captain  Rickover's  failure  of 
promotion  does  not  indicate  that  the 
Navy  does  not  recognize  the  importance 
of  scienti.st-s. 

Mr.  YATES.  To  my  mind  the  Navy 
does  not  place  sufficient  emphasis  on 
them. 

Mr  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ma-^-sachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Do  not  the.se 
selection  boards  consist  of  human  beln^.s 
like  all  of  u.s'' 
Mr.  YATES.  That  is  Correct. 
Mr  McCORMACK.  Do  not  these  men 
have  their  friendships  and  their  influ- 
ences'' I  as.sume  they  have  friendships 
that  have  been  developed  through  their 
years  of  service  in  the  Navy  and  the 
Army. 

Mr.  YATES     I  a.ssume  that  Is  true. 
Mr  McCORMACK.    Without  intlmat- 
InK  that  they  are  Koing  out  of  their  way 
to  do  things  that  are  wrong,  yet  they 
are  not  perfect,  are  they? 

Mr.  YATES.  The  gentleman  Is  abso- 
lutely correct. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  can  make 
errors  of  judgment,  and  they  can  give 
their  friends  a  little  break? 

Mr.  YATES.  That  is  correct.  The 
important  thine  about  it  i.s  the  fact  that 
their  proceedings  are  conducted  in  ut- 
most secrecy,  .so  that  no  one  knows  what 
they  are  doinu'. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     If  they  can  give 
a  break  to  .someone  who  is  a  friend  of 
theirs,  can  they  not  give  somebody  else 
a  bad  break  sometimes'' 
Mr.  YATES.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     We  have  a  case 
up  in  Boston  where  we  have  a  brigadier 
general  who  is  one  of  the  finest  men  In 
connection  with  dealing  with  scientists. 
That  is  the  big  question  in  our  armed 
services.    The.se  scientists  are  not  going 
to  be  subjected  to  military  minds  and 
mihtary  dictation.     The  big  question  is 
how  to  have  the  scientists  and  the  mili- 
tary men  work   together.     We  have   a 
general  up  there  who  was  passed  over. 
He  is  going  out  and  somebody  else  Is  go- 
ing in  there,     it  is  the  old  Army  clique. 
They  are  sore  because  we  were  able  to 
stop  the  Cambridge  Research  Laboratory 
from  bein^'  transfen-ed  to  some  place  in 
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New  York.  Some  of  the  people  up  there 
are  sore  and  they  are  going  to  work  it 
out  on  him. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  gentleman  Is  cor- 
rect. May  I  mention  that  In  a  few  mo- 
ments. I  shall  read  from  Dr.  Vannevar 
Bush's  book.  Modern  Arms  and  Free 
Men.  in  which  he  argues  precisely  as 
does  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  very  much 
concerned  about  these  generals  who  are 
talking  and  going  into  the  civilian  side 
of  the  Government.  I  have  never  met 
a  general  who  did  not  talk  of  peace  after 
war.  I  would  like  to  meet  one  of  them 
who  talks  about  peace  before  war.  I 
am  very  much  concerned  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  military  spirit  in  a  repre- 
sentative democracy.  The  military  has 
a  proper  place  in  our  Government.  I 
have  backed  them  up.  All  throughout 
the  war  I  fought  against  the  use  of  the 
term  "brass  hat"  and  other  such  expres- 
sions. I  shall  continue  to  do  so.  I  am 
very  much  concerned  about  retired  gen- 
erals, and  yes.  even  generals  in  active 
service  going  Into  politics,  for  example, 
a  certain  letter  written  last  year  was 
not  merely  an  accident.  In  a  situation 
of  a  man  commanding  a  military  force, 
I  was  amazed  and  astonished,  and  it  is 
about  time  that  some  of  them  realized 
their  responsibility.  This  is  a  civilian 
Government  and  not  a  miUtary  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  appreciate  very  much 
his  bringing  this  matter  before  Congress, 
for  it  is  a  very  important  subject.  It  oc- 
curs to  me  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  other  body,  passes  on  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  President 
In  thousands  of  cases  literally.  To  me  an 
admiralcy  carries  a  great  deal  of  power ; 
important  responsibilities,  important 
duties  upon  which  the  lives  of  many, 
many  people  depend  and  our  strategy 
depends,  are  in  the  hands  of  an  admiral. 

I  think  the  gentleman  mentioned  the 
fact  that  the  other  body  has  never  really 
investigated  the  qualifications  or  given 
a  proper  evaluation  of  its  own,  of  the 
men  who  were  nominated  to  these  very 
important  positions. 

Mr.  YATES.  If  the  gentleman  will 
permit  me  to  correct  the  thought  I  think 
he  wanted  to  express,  I  stated  that  the 
Senate  does  not  have  the  information 
upon  which  they  can  evaluate  prop>erly 
the  qualifications  of  those  whom  it  is 
a.sked  to  confirm;  and  as  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  find  out  it  has  not  rejected 
an  appointee  of  a  selection  board  to  the 
rank  of  admiral  since  1916. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  That  Is  Just 
what  I  wanted  to  emphasize.  The  other 
body  when  the  matter  of  confirmation 
comes  before  it  for  a  civilian  post  holds 
hearings;  in  many  cases  they  investigate 
practically  the  entire  life  of  the  person 
whose  name  has  been  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate. The  exact  opposite  is  true  insofar 
as  the  appointment  of  an  admiral  is  con- 
cerned. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  great 
Importance  of  the  position  of  admiral  as 
it  has  developed  throughout  the  years. 
I  think  the  gentleman  is  proposing  a 
sound  departure  from  present  methods. 


Mr.  YATES.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  statement.  It  seems  to  me  we 
have  only  recently  seen  extensive  hear- 
ings conducted  by  the  other  body  in  con- 
nection with  appointees  to  cabinet  posi- 
tions. Certainly  appointees  to  the  cab- 
inet carry  much  more  responsibility  than 
an  admiral,  but  I  still  insist  that  the  of- 
ficers of  flag  rank  in  the  Navy  and  of- 
ficers of  general  rank  in  the  Army  hold 
tremendously  vital  positions  and  deal 
with  the  destiny  and  with  the  hves  of 
those  who  are  called  into  the  defense 
services  of  our  Nation.  Why  then  should 
not  the  other  body  be  in  a  position  to 
demand  and  obtain  the  information 
necessary  upon  which  to  act  intelli- 
gently and  to  determine  the  fitness  of 
these  officers  who  hold  the  destinies  of 
our  boys  and  our  defense  establishment 
in  their  hands?  Under  the  present  sys- 
tem the  Senate  gets  nothing,  because  the 
processes  of  the  selection  boards  are  per- 
formed in  the  completest  secrecy. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.   .  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  have  been  listen- 
ing with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the 
gentleman's  statement  on  this  matter. 
I  had  not  been  Informed  before  he 
started  speaking  that  Captain  Rickover 
has  again  been  passed  over. 

The  gentleman  is  probably  aware  that 
I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy  since  its  incep- 
tion and  have  had  occasion  on  many 
times  before  our  committee  and  outside 
of  our  committee  meetings  to  hear  Cap- 
tain Rickover  testify,  and  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  some  of  his  accomplish- 
ments. 

Certainly  I  do  not  think  that  the  gen- 
tleman has  exaggerated  the  imp>ortance 
of  Captain  Rickover  to  the  atomic  energy 
program  in  Its  naval  adaptation.  I  doubt 
very  seriously  that  we  would  at  this  time 
be  as  far  along  the  path  toward  com- 
pletion of  an  atomic  submarine  had  it 
not  been  for  the  persistence,  sometimes 
I  feel  at  the  opposition  of  his  superiors, 
on  the  part  of  Captain  Rickover  that 
such  development  be  accomplished.  I 
attended  the  laying  of  the  keel  of  the 
new  atomic  submarine  and  I  talked  at 
that  time  with  Captain  Rickover.  He 
was  praised  then  very  highly. 

Here  is  a  man  52  years  of  age,  right 
In  the  prime  of  life,  a  man  with  an  ex- 
traordinary scientific  background  And 
many  accomplishments,  a  man  who  has 
adapted  that  knowledge  of  science  to 
what  I  believe  will  be  a  revolutionary 
form  of  undersea  craft  that  will  make 
obsolete  the  submarines  not  only  of  our 
own  country  but  of  all  other  nations  in 
the  world.  This  new  submarine  will  be 
of  such  cruising  radius  and  will  be  so 
efficient  in  its  operation,  it  will  be  devoid 
of  certain  deficiencies  such  as  the  need 
to  come  to  the  surface  for  air.  which  Is 
now  a  part  of  the  working  feature  of  the 
present  typje  of  submarines,  that  it  will 
put  the  United  States,  in  my  opinion,  in 
a  position  far  ahead  of  any  nation  in 
the  world  in  this  type  of  craft,  and  it 
may  revolutionize  completely  the  con- 
cept of  naval  warfare.  Again  I  say  this 
man  has  been  responsible  more  than  any 
one  individual  in  the  Navy  for  this  ac- 
complishment, and  while  I  do  not  want 
to    pass    judgment    on    the    Selection 


Board — ^they  may  have  had  their  own 
ideas  and  their  own  reasons  for  their 
decision,  yet  it  is  incomprehensible  to  me 
as  a  Member  of  the  Congress  and  as  a 
member  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  that  this  man  with  his 
rare  accomplishments  and  rare  abihties 
should  have  been  p>assed  over. 

The  suggestion  has  been  made  that  his 
talents  may  be  available  to  our  country, 
and  undoubtedly  they  will  be  in  some 
form  or  other.  But  this  man  has  stayed 
in  the  Navy  as  a  matter  of  choice  for  30 
years.  It  is  to  him  a  career.  He  has  a 
right  to  be  ambitious  in  that  career  and 
to  expect  promotion  even  to  the  title 
of  Admiral  of  the  Fleet.  I  have  not  talked 
with  him,  but  there  is  no  doubt  in  my 
mind  but  what  this  promotion  was  some- 
thing that  he  was  looking  forward  to  as 
the  crowning  event  of  his  career.  The 
fact  that  he  will  be  available,  and  I  hope 
he  will  be,  does  not  clarify  my  mind  as 
to  the  reason  why  he  has  been  passed 
over.  I  hop>e  that  the  information  the 
gentleman  is  bringing  to  the  attention  of 
the  public  today  through  his  si)eech  will 
be  considered  by  Members  of  the  other 
body,  and  if  there  is  a  just  reason,  and 
I  believe  there  is,  that  this  matter  should 
be  given  additional  consideration  and 
review,  I  hope  it  will  be  given  review  and 
that  this  man  will  be  kept  in  the  career 
which  he  has  chosen,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Nation. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution.  Let  me  say  in  clos- 
ing that  at  a  press  conference  held  on 
January  15  Secretary  Kimball  was  asked 
a  question  by  one  of  the  reporters: 

Does  the  Navy  have  a  man  who  can  replace 
Captain   Rickover? 

Kimball  thought  a  moment  and  said: 
We  have  two  or  three. 

It  seems  to  me  something  is  drastically 
wrong  with  our  system  or  with  our  law 
which  requires  the  retirement  of  an  out- 
standing scientist  in  the  Navy  when  we 
only  have  two  or  three  others  like  him 
in  the  entire  Navy  to  replace  him  on  one 
of  these  projects.  There  is  no  question 
but  what  we  in  this  country  accept  the 
principle  that  no  man  is  indispensable, 
but  when  we.  by  our  own  hands,  as  a 
result  of  a  law  this  Congress  has  p>assed, 
willingly  throw  aside  talent  that  the  Navy 
needs  and  can  use.  particularly  today 
when  we  are  engaged  in  this  tremen- 
dous race  with  the  forces  of  communism 
for  first  discovery  in  the  mysteries  of  the 
atom,  it  seems  incredible  there  is  no 
change  in  the  law  which  would  permit 
the  Navy  to  retain  the  services  of  such 
a  person. 

I  happen  to  believe  personally  that 
he  should  have  been  promoted  to  ad- 
miral, but  in  this  I  am  disagreed  with 
by  the  Selection  Board.  But  some  at- 
tention should  be  given  to  this  prob- 
lem by  the  Armed  Services  Committees 
of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate. 


COMMISSION  TO  STUDY  GOVERN- 
MENT COMPETITION  WITH  PRI- 
VATE TAXPAYING  ENTERPRISE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
TMr.  BTJSBETl  is  recognised  for  15  min- 
utes. 
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Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  I 
have  introduced  a  joint  resolution  to 
establish  a  Commission  To  Study  Gov- 
ernment Competition  With  Private 
Taxpaying  Enterprise.  The  enormous 
growth  of  Government  during  the  past 
20  years  is.  as  we  all  realize,  a  dangerous 
threat  to  the  sovereign  rights  of  the  in- 
dividual States  and  to  the  personal  lib- 
erty of  all  of  us.  But  possibly  we  are 
not  as  keenly  aware  of  the  threat  to 
privately  owned  enterprises  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  because  of  competition 
from  the  purely  biisiness  activities  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

One  example  of  a  Federal  activity 
which  is  comf>eting  with  private  indus- 
try is  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration. The  RFC  reduces  investment 
opportunities  for  banks,  insurance  com- 
panies, and  other  privately  owned  finan- 
cial organizations.  Congress  did  not  in- 
tend this.  When  we  enacted  legislation 
establishing  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  we  contemplated  that  it 
would  make  loans  only  when  private 
lending  institutions  were  unwilling  to  do 
so.  Recent  practice  has  been  to  grant 
RFC  loans  to  borrowers  simply  because 
they  are  unable  to  get  private  money  on 
their  own  terms.  But  the  RFC  is  only 
'  1  of  40  Federal  agencies  which  are  or 
have  been  engaged  in  banking  and  credit 
activities. 

To  mention  only  a  few:  Farm  Credit 
Administration.  Farmers  Home  Adminis- 
tration, Rural  Slectriflcation  Adminis- 
tration, Reclamation  Bureau,  Soil  Con- 
servation Service.  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  Federal  Farm  Mortgage 
Corporation,  Mutual  Security  Agency, 
Defense  Minerals  Exploration  Adminis- 
tration. Technical  Cooperation  Adminis- 
tration. Maritime  Administration.  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency.  Export- 
Import  Bank,  Federal  National  Mortgage 
Association.  Other  Federal  agencies  and 
corporations  engaged  in  lending  and 
credit  activities  are  listed  in  special 
analysis  D  on  page  1104  of  the  Budget 
document  for  1954. 

More  than  $12,500,000,000  in  Federal 
funds  are  invested  in  these  lending 
activities,  with  additional  commitments 
of  more  than  9  billion. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  an- 
other example  of  Government  competi- 
tion with  the  private  power  industry. 
TVA  has  been  a  very  controversial  proj- 
ect. The  press  has  carried  many  items 
on  the  extravagance  and  waste  of  TVA. 
Of  course,  supporters  of  public  power 
have  sought  to  defend  all  of  these.  I 
do  not  want  to  develop  that  controversy 
any  further  In  connection  with  this  bill 
because  I  contemplate  that  the  Com- 
mission to  be  established  will  be  non- 
partisan in  every  respect.  But  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  in  the  field  of  hydro- 
electric power,  publicly  owned  plants 
have  increased  almost  six  times  in  the 
past  20  years,  and  now  represent  an  in- 
vestment of  $50.000.000,000 — more  than 
twice  that  of  all  privately  owned  utili- 
ties. 

Another  glaring  example  is  public 
housing.  The  first  Federal  Housing  Act 
was  passed  in  1937.  to  alleviate' the  pres- 
ent and  recurring  unemployment,  which 
reason  no  longer  exists.  Like  all  other 
tax-free  aqj^ialistic  experiments,  Govern- 


ment housing  is  the  same  kind  of  un- 
fair competition  for  which  private  busi- 
ness would  be  haled  before  the  P^eral 
Trade  Commission  and  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  prosecution  for  monopoly 
in  restraint  of  trade,  and  so  forth. 

There  are  four  separate  Federal  hous- 
ing bureaus: 

First."  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency:  Employs  101  persons  at  salaries 
from  $6,400  to  $17,500.  exclusive  of  many 
hundreds  of  secretarial  and  clerical 
staffs. 

Second.  Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion: Employs  279  persons  at  .salaries 
from  $5,400  to  $15,000.  exclusive  of  many 
hundreds  of  secretarial  and  clerical 
staffs. 

Third.  Public  Housing  Administra- 
tion: Employs  92  per.sons  at  salaries  from 
$6,400  to  $15,000,  exclusive  of  many  hun- 
dreds of  secretarial  and  clerical  staffs. 

Fourth.  Office  of  the  Housing  Expe- 
diter: Employs  286  persons  at  salaries 
from  $5,400  to  $14,000.  exclusive  of  many 
hundreds  of  secretarial  and  clerical 
staffs. 

What  have  these  four  bureaus  accom- 
plished during  the  past  15  years  which 
private  builders  and  prospective  home- 
owners could  not  have  accomplushed  to 
alleviate  the  present  and  recurring  un- 
employment and  to  remedy  the  serious 
housing  shortage,  which  were  the  reasons 
stated  for  enactment  of  housing  leg- 
islation? 

I  want  it  clearly  understood  that  I  am 
not  singling  out  any  particular  agency 
nor  endeavoring  to  pass  on  the  decree 
with  which  various  agencies  are  in  com- 
petition with  private  business,  but  I  am 
urging  Congre.ss  to  adopt  my  re.solution 
in  order  that  we  will  have  the  advantage 
of  this  Commission's  survey  and  findings. 
It  would  operate  in  this  field  in  a  way 
similar  to  the  study  conducted  by  the 
Hoover  Commission  on  the  Reorganiza- 
tion of  Government  Agencies. 

Perhaps  one  of  the  greatest  threats 
to  free  competition  came  in  1951.  when 
Congress  was  considering  the  Defense 
Production  Act.  The  Government  asked 
for  more  power  to  carry  on  business  pur- 
suits, and  an  amendment  was  proposed 
giving  the  Government  power  to  build 
industrial  plants  for  the  purpose  of 
manufacturing,  producing,  and  process- 
ing materials  necessary  to  the  national 
defense  and  to  engage  in  marketing 
transportation,  and  storage  of  such  ma- 
terials. If  this  amendment  had  been 
enacted,  it  might  well  have  crushed  pri- 
vate industry,  which  could  not  have  long 
withstood  the  competition  from  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  with  its  enormous 
capital  resources.  ^As  you  know.  Con- 
gress rejected  the  proposal. 

It  will  not  be  easy  to  get  the  Govern- 
ment out  of  competition  with  private 
business  enterprises.  This  was  demon- 
strated in  the  recent  Dollar  Steamship- 
Company  case.  You  will  remember  that 
in  1938,  the  Government  undertook  the 
operation  of  the  Dollar  Line  and  imme- 
diately changed  the  name  to  the  Ameri- 
can President  Line.  For  the  next  12 
years,  political  appointees,  with  little  or 
no  experience  in  shipping,  occupied  the 
$25,000-a-year  job  as  company  president 
Mismanagement  was  so  notorious  that 
Harry  Lundeberg,  president  of  the  AFL 
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Seafearers  International  Union,  stated 
publicly  that — 

The  American  President  Line  la  run  by  the 
Government  and  is  like  a  Government 
agency ;  you  get  a  Job  there,  not  because  you 
are  a  good  seaman  or  a  good  maritime  execu- 
tive, but  because  you  are  a  good  politician. 

When  the  company's  debt  to  the  Gov- 
ernment had  been  paid,  R.  Stanley  Dol- 
lar and  his  associates  asked  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  to  return  their  prop- 
erty. This  request  was  refused.  The 
Government  claimed  that  it  owned  the 
stock,  and  it  offered  the  shipping  com- 
pany for  sale  to  the  highest  bidder.  The 
Dollar  interests  brought  court  action  to 
enforce  their  claim  to  the  $68,000,000 
company,  and  the  court  ordered  the  Gov- 
ernment to  return  the  stock.  Secretary 
of  Commerce  Charles  Sawyer  refused; 
and  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  by  a  unani- 
mous decision  of  three  judges,  cited  Sec- 
retary Sawyer  for  civil  and  criminal  con- 
tempt.    The  court  said: 

Here  we  have  the  spectacle  of  a  govern- 
ment which  proclaims  adherence  to  law  aa 
the  governing  force  among  men  not  only 
refusing  fur  6  years  to  submit  to  Its  own 
courts  Its  c'.iilms  to  private  property  derived 
frrim  purely  commercial  transactions,  but 
eiide.-ivortiig  by  every  device  to  thwart  and 
defeat  the  Judgment  of  those  court*  after 
It  has  been  rendered. 

The  Supreme  Court  afBrmed  this  de- 
cision, but  even  then  the  Department 
of  Commerce  did  not  fully  restore  owner- 
.ship  of  the  steamship  line  to  the  Dollar 
Co.  A  .settlement  was  later  negotiated. 
The  Dollar  Line  s  ca.se  demonstrates  the 
danger  Senator  Benjamin  Harvey  Hill 
warned  us  of  in  a  .speech  in  the  Senate 
on  March  27.  1878.     Senator  Hill  said: 

I  have  said  that  I  do  not  dread  theae  (pri- 
vate) corporations  as  Instruments  of  power 
to  destroy  this  d  untry.  because  there  ar« 
a  thousand  a^rencles  which  can  regulate. 
restrain,  and  control  them;  but  there  U  a 
corporation  we  may  all  dread.  That  corpo- 
ration Is  the  Federal  Government.  From 
the  aggression  of  this  corporation  there  can 
be  no  j.afety.  if  u  Is  allowed  to  go  beyond 
Uie  tHjunds.  the  weU-defined  limits  of  Ita 
power.  I  dread  nothing  so  much  aa  the 
exerct<;e  of  ungranted  and  doubtful  power* 
by  this  Government.  It  is.  In  my  opinion, 
the  danger  of  dangers  to  the  future  of  thia 
country.  Let  us  be  sure  to  keep  It  always 
within  Its  limns.  If  tins  great,  ambitious, 
ever-growing  ccrporution  becomes  oppres- 
sive, who  shall  check  It?  If  u  becomea  way- 
Wiird,  who  shall  control  It?  If  It  becomea 
unju<:r  who  shall  trust  It?  As  sentinels  on 
the  ccuntry  s  watrhtower,  Senators.  I  beseech 
you  watch  and  guard  with  sleepless  dread 
tliat  corporation  which  can  make  all  prop- 
erty and  rights,  all  Slates  and  people,  and 
all  liberty  aud  hope.  Its  playthings  in  an 
hour  aud  its  victims  forever. 

It  is  apparent  from  this  statement 
that  the  dun^ers  of  government  en- 
croachment on  private  busmess  activi- 
ties have  long  been  recognized,  and 
something  should  have  been  done  about 
it  long  ago.  My  resolution  would  do 
something  about  it  by  creating  a  com- 
mission of  21  members,  representing 
overall  manufacturing,  industry,  trade 
and  commerce,  tran.sportation,  banking, 
newspaper  and  magazine  publishing, 
and  other  forms  of  graphic  arts.  Seven 
members  of  the  Commission  would  be 
appointed   by  the  President,  seven  by 


the  President  of  the  Senate,  and  seven 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
.'(ntatives.  This  Commission  would 
have  access  to  all  Government  records; 
and.  after  making  a  thorough  study  of 
Government  functions  which  compete 
with  private  business  activities,  it  would 
report  to  Congress  on  its  findings  and 
would  make  recommendations  for  get- 
ting the  Government  out  of  competition 
with  private  business. 

I  am  recommending  the  creation  of  a 
.'pccial  commission  because  the  problem 
i.s  so  vast  in  its  scope.  Before  Congress 
can  act  effectively  on  legislation  to  rem- 
edy the  situation,  it  must  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  comprehensive  report,  with 
facts  and  figures  in  detail.  The  fact  is 
that  Government  competition  affects,  in 
one  way  or  another,  a  large  percentage 
of  the  four  million-odd  business  concerns 
in  this  country  in  different  lines  of  manu- 
facturing, commerce,  banking,  transpor- 
tation, and  the  public  services.  To  elim- 
inate Government  as  a  competitor  would 
be  the  greatest  boon  Congress  could  be- 
stow upon  free,  independent,  taxpaying 
enterprise. 

We  all  want  to  help  the  present  admin- 
istration balance  the  Federal  budget,  and 
we  can  help  very  materially  by  reducing 
the  Federal  payrolls  to  the  extent  of 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  annually 
through  the  relea.se  of  thousands  of  em- 
ployees engaged  in  Government  business 
activities,  whom  private  enterprise  needs 
and  can  readily  absorb  in  similar  em- 
ployment. 

I  earnestly  urge  all  of  you  to  study  the 
problem  of  Federal  competition  with  pri- 
vate industry  and  to  consider  carefully 
my  proposal  to  curtail  the  Government's 
imrely  business  functions — which  in 
many  cases  are  operated  at  a  loss  to  the 
taxpayer. 


SHOULD  CONGRESS  INVESTIGATE 
COMMUNISM  IN  INSTITUTIONS  OP 
HIGHER  LEARNING? 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia I  Mr.  HoLiFiELDj  is  recognized  for 
30  minutes. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
question  which  forms  the  title  of  my  dis- 
cus.sion  is  now  before  the  Congress  and 
the  American  people.  It  has  been  placed 
there  by  the  present  hearings  of  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee and  the  proposed  hearings  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  of 
the  House.  It  is  not  my  Intention  to 
make  an  intemperate  attack  on  either 
of  these  committees  or  any  member  of 
the  respective  committees. 

I  would  like  to  state  at  the  outset  that 
I  believe  that  congressional  committees 
have  the  legal  right  to  investigate  a  very 
wide  latitude  of  subject  matter.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  is  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Nation  that  a  wide  power  of  investiga- 
tion be  deposited  with  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Along  with  this  wide 
legal  power,  which  the  congressional 
committees  have,  goes  a  tremendous 
moral  responsibility  to  act  wisely  in 
choosing  the  subject  matter  to  be  inves- 
tigated and  to  use  a  great  restraint  in 
exercise  of  this  power. 


I  believe  that  it  would  be  unwise  for 
the  Congress  to  send  its  investigating 
committees  into  the  various  colleges  and 
universities  throughout  the  land  because, 
I  believe,  that  such  investigations  would 
do  more  harm  than  good. 

I  state  at  the  outset  that  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Communist  philosophy.  I  am  op- 
posed to  advocates  of  the  Communist 
philosophy  teaching  in  our  schools.  I 
realize  that  an  individual  could  be  a  be- 
liever in  the  Communist  philosophy  and 
that  he,  at  the  same  time,  could  render 
academic  services  in  specialized  fields  of 
teaching  without  introducing  into  his 
teaching  the  political  tenets  of  com- 
munism. Nevertheless,  knowing  as  I  do 
the  vicious  and  amoral  tenets  of  com- 
munism— which  can  quickly  be  summed 
up  in  their  basic  belief  that  the  end  jus- 
tifies the  means.  I  would  prefer  that  the 
important  position  of  guiding  the  think- 
ing of  students  should  not  be  subjected 
to  the  possible  contamination  of  Com- 
munist teachers. 

If  it  is  conceded  then  that  the  belief 
in  communism  and  the  practice  of  its 
principles  are  so  incompatible  with  the 
principles  of  democracy  that  a  Commu- 
nist teacher  who  is  true  to  Communist 
tenets  might,  of  necessity,  be  placed  in  a 
contradictory  position  because  of  the 
basic  confiict  in  the  two  ideologies,  then 
a  solution  to  this  problem  must  be 
sought.  The  first  question  we  must  con- 
sider is:  Who  shall  do  the  seeking?  I 
believe  that  this  important  responsibil- 
ity lies  squarely  with  local  boards  of  edu- 
cation who  are  elected  by  the  people  of 
their  respective  areas,  with  regents  or 
trustees  who  are  usually  selected  and  ap- 
pointed by  elected  oCQcials  such  as  the 
governors  of  our  respective  States. 

I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  necessary  to 
argue  in  detail  for  the  principles  of  local 
control  of  our  educational  facilities,  per- 
sonnel, and  curriculum.  That  principle 
is  so  well  established  and  is  so  basic  in 
the  maintenance  of  a  democratic  society 
that  I  shall  not  waste  time  or  space  in 
affirming  it  further. 

This  principle  stems  from  a  deep- 
seated  fear  that  at  some  time  in  the  fu- 
ture a  national  tyrant  will  seize  control 
of  our  educational  system  and  subvert 
Its  influence  from  the  common  good  to 
his  personal  benefit.  That  this  fear  has 
a  genuine  basis  is  evidenced  by  contem- 
porary practice  in  totalitarian  nations. 

At  all  costs,  Federal  intervention — 
■whether  through  obligated  financial 
grants  or  through  coercion  by  fear  or 
intimidation  or  adverse  publicity — must 
be  avoided.  The  threat  of  coercion  and 
intimidation  is  a  real  detriment  to  aca- 
demic freedom  in  our  higher  institutions 
of  learning. 

Men  who  have  devoted  their  lives  to 
the  preparation  for  teaching  and  the 
practice  of  teaching  are,  in  most  in- 
stances, set  apart  from  the  turmoil  of 
every-day  life.  As  a  rule,  they  shun  pub- 
licity and  the  very  threat  of  a  congres- 
sional investigation  of  their  institution 
and  personnel  strikes  fear  to  their  hearts. 
They  realize  that  congressional  hear- 
ings, in  the  past,  have  often  been  marked 
by  the  use  of  unfair  methods  toward  in- 
dividual witnesses.  They  know  that  ir- 
responsible charges  against  innocent 
people  have  been  made  public,  although 


they  have  later  been  proven  to  be  false. 
They  know  that  their  academic  careers 
can  easily  be  blasted  and  their  reputa- 
tions ruined  through  "trial  by  publicity" 
by  a  congressional  committee.  They 
know  that,  in  the  past,  some  Congress- 
men have  been  more  anxious  to  obtain 
newspaper  headlines  for  their  own  polit- 
ical aggrandizement  than  they  have 
been  anxious  to  do  a  thorough  and  eflB- 
cient  job  of  developing  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

They  know  that  congressional  com- 
mittees have  published  lists  of  names  in 
the  past;  the  publication  of  which  has 
had  the  effect  of  establishing  guilt  by 
association.  These  lists  have  been  pub- 
licized without  notification  to  the  indi- 
vidual, without  certification  of  their  time 
of  membership  and  without  opportunity 
for  the  individual  to  renounce,  explain, 
or  "deny  inclusion  of- his  name  on  such 
lists.  I  cannot  help  but  state  at  this 
ixjint  that  the  establishment  of  the 
principle  of  guilt  by  association  consti- 
tutes, probably,  one  of  the  most  danger- 
ous attacks  on  personal  liberty  in  our 
generation.  It  undermines  the  consti- 
tutional principle  of  personal  guilt  and 
personal  responsibility. 

With  this  knowledge  of  the  methods 
which  have  been  used  by  a  few  con- 
gressional committees  in  the  past,  it  is 
no  wonder  that  the  threat  of  congres- 
sional investigations  in  our  colleges  and 
universities  has  brought  forth  a  multi- 
tude of  protests  from  responsible  news- 
papers as  well  as  prominent  educators 
and  prominent  citizens. 

I  believe  that  a  congressional  commit- 
tee, therefore,  should  study  very  seriously 
as  to  whether  it  is  wise  to  embark  upon 
whole-scale  investigations  of  colleges 
and  college  personnel  for  the  purpose  of 
exposing  a  few  Communists.  They 
should  also  weigh  carefully  whether  their 
investigations  will  do  good  or  harm  to 
our  educational  system. 

Dr.  James  B.  Conant,  former  president 
of  Harvard  University,  recently  ap*- 
pointed  High  Commissioner  of  Western 
Germany  by  President  Eisenhower  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate,  made  to  the 
Harvard  Board  of  Overseers  a  report  un- 
der date  of  January  12,  1953.  He  had 
the  following  to  say  on  this  particular 
subject: 

As  I  have  said  on  more  than  one  occasion 
In  the  past  few  years,  I  would  not  be  party 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Communist  to  any 
position  In  a  school,  college,  or  university. 
There  are  no  known  adherents  to  the  party 
on  our  stalT  and  I  do  not  believe  there  are 
any  disguised  Communists,  either.  But  even 
if  there  were,  the  damage  that  would  be 
done  to  the  spirit  of  this  academic  commu- 
nity by  an  investigation  of  the  university 
aimed  at  finding  a  crypto-Communist  would 
be  far  greater  than  any  conceivable  harm 
such  a  person  might  do. 

As  to  the  charges  that  some  professors 
hold  unpopular  political  opinions,  the 
answer  is,  of  course,  they  do.  It  would  be 
a  sad  day  for  the  United  States  if  the  tradi- 
tion of  dissent  were  driven  out  of  the  uni- 
versities. For  it  is  the  freedom  to  disagree, 
to  quarrel  with  authority  on  intellectual 
matters,  to  think  otherwise,  that  has  made 
this  Nation  what  it  is  today.  Indeed.  I 
would  go  farther  and  say  that  our -industrial 
society  was  pioneered  by  men  who  were  dls- , 
senters,  who  challenged  orthodoxy  in  some 
field,  aud  challenged   It   successfully.    Tbo 
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global  struggle  wtth  communism  turns  on 
this  very  point. 

As  to  tbe  balance  between  orthodoxy  and 
unorthodoxy  in  any  faculty  which  deals 
with  controversial  subjects,  be  It  theology, 
philosophy,  law!  political  theory,  architec- 
ture, or  economics,  that  is  for  each  unlrerslty 
to  determine  by  its  own  procedures.  The 
independence  of  each  college  and  university 
would  be  threatened  If  governmental  agen- 
cies of  any  sort  started  Inquiries  into  the 
nature  of  the  Instruction  that  was  given. 
The  colleges  of  the  United  States  have  noth- 
ing to  hide,  but  their  independence  as  cor- 
porate scholarly  organizations  is  of  supreme 
importance.  One  need  hardly  argue  this 
point  in  view  of  the  driunatlc  examples  of 
what  occurred  under  the  Nazi  and  Fascist 
regimes  as  well  as  what  is  now  going  on  In 
totalitarian  nations. 

The.-e  is  no  doubt  that  the  danger  of 
communism,  both  from  the  standpoint  of 
military  aggressions  abroad  and  attempts 
at  domestic  infiltration  at  home,  has 
caused  alarm  in  the  minds  of  many  re- 
sponsible people.  This  is  understand- 
able and.  in  my  opinion,  justified.  How- 
ever, because  there  is  danger,  there  is 
all  the  more  reason  for  clear  thinking, 
coolness  of  judgment,  and  proper  evalu- 
ation of  the  extent  of  the  danger. 

Eternal  vigilance  is  the  price  of  liberty 
and  each  American  citizen  must  exercise 
his  share  of  that  vigilance.  If  our  alarm 
at  this  danger  is  accompanied  by  clear 
thinking  and  proper  evaluation  of  the 
danger,  we  will  not  become  panicky  nor 
hysterical,  nor  will  we  resort  to  the 
methods  of  the  police  states  to  combat 
the  danger.  If  through  fear  and  panic 
we  desert  our  basic  democratic  principles 
and  procedures,  we  will  have  lost  imme- 
diately the  liberty  which  we  hope  to  pre- 
serve. There  are  certain  risks  which  a 
democracy  must  take  if  it  wishes  to  pre- 
serve democracy. 

In  October  of  1952.  the  noted  jurist. 
Judge  Learned  Hand,  made  a  speech  be- 
fore the  board  of  regents  of  the  State  of 
New  York.  His  contribution  to  our 
thinking  on  this  subject  is,  in  part,  as 
follows: 

God  knows  there  is  risk  in  refusing  to  act 
till    the   facts   are   all   in;    but   is    there   not 
greater  risk  In  abandoning  the  conditions  of 
all  rational  inquiry?      Risk  for  risk,  for  my- 
self I  had  rather  take  my  chance  that  some 
traitors    will    escape    detection    than    spread 
abroad  a  spirit  of  general  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust,   which    accepts   rumor    and   gossip    In 
place  of  undismayed  and  unlntlmldated  In- 
quiry.    I  believe  that  that  community  is  al- 
ready in   process  of  dissolution   where  each 
man  begins  to  eye  his  neighbor  as  a  possible 
enemy,   where   nonconformity   with    the   ac- 
cepted creed,  political  as  well  as  religious.  Is 
a  mark  of  disaffection;  where  denunciation 
without  specification   or  backing,  takes   the 
place   of  evidence;    where  orthodoxy  chokes 
freedom  of  dissent;  where  faith  in  the  even- 
tual   supremacy    of    reason    has    become    so 
timid  that  we  dare  not  enter  our  convictions 
In  the  open  lists  to  win  or  lose.      Such  fears 
as  these  are  a  solvent  which  can  eat  out  the 
cement  that  binds  the  stones  together;  they 
may  in  the  end  subject  us  to  a  despotism 
as  evU  as  any  that  we  dread;  and  they  can 
be  allayed  only  insofar  as  we  refuse  to  pro- 
ceed   on    suspicion,    and    trust    one    another 
until  we  have  tangible  ground  for  misgiving. 
The  mutual  confidence  on  which  all  else 
depends  can  be  maintained  only  by  an  open 
mind   and  a  brave  reliance   upon   free  dis- 
ciisslon.      I  do  not  say  that  these  will  suf- 
fice;  who  knows  but  we  may  be  on  a  sloj^e 
which    leads    down    to    aboriginal    savagery. 
But  of  this  I  am  sure,  if  we  are  to  escape,  we 


must  not  yield  a  foot  upon  demanding  a  fair 
field,  and  an  honest  race,  to  all  ideas. 

Because  of  the  risk  involved  In  the 
democratic  process  and  because  of  my 
doubt  in  the  wisdom  of  Federal  interven- 
vention.  through  congressional  investi- 
gations of  our  educational  personnel  and 
procedures.  I  would  not  relieve,  thereby, 
the  responsibility  of  local  boards  of  edu- 
cation, local  boards  of  regents  and 
trustees  the  obligation  to  exercise  vigi- 
lance in  apprehending  and  disclosing  ad- 
vocates of  communism  in  our  educa- 
tional institutions.  This  is  clearly  a  re- 
sponsibility which  they  must  exercise  or 
a  vacuum  will  occur  into  which  Federal 
intervention  will  feel  justified  in  filling. 
Certainly,  if  there  is  a  breakdown  on  the 
part  of  responsible  local  boards  in  their 
continued  responsibility  to  protect  our 
educational  institutions  from  subversion 
through  Communist  infiltration.  I  would 
feel  obligated  to  change  my  present  posi- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  break- 
down has  occurred.  We  have,  according 
to  the  United  States  Office  of  Education. 
1,859  post  high-school  institutions  of 
higher  learning  These  institutions  em- 
ploy 246.722  faculty  members. 

The  enormous  job  of  scrutinizing  the 
files  of  the?e  institutions,  screening  the 
faculty  members  in  order  to  ascertain 
their  political  beliefs  and  associations, 
the  taking  of  testimony  regarding  their 
writing  and  utterances,  and  so  forth, 
would,  I  am  sure,  provide  a  gargantuan 
job  for  a  much  larger  group  of  men  than 
those  involved  in  the  present  congres- 
sional committees  interested  in  this  sub- 
ject. In  fact,  the  very  enormity  of  the 
job  of  investigation  makes  it  imperative 
that  it  be  broken  down  into  its  individual 
institutions  and  that  such  investigations. 
as  seem  necessary,  be  done  by  local 
responsible  boards  and  citizens  who  have 
a  full-time  responsibility  of  this  matter 
and  who  have  long  years  of  knowledge 
and  association  of  the  institution  and 
personnel  involved. 

That  a  creditable  job  has  been  done 
in  the  main  by  responsible  and  inter- 
ested  regents,   trustees,   and    boards.    I 
shall  continue  to  assert.     To  take  the 
position  that  the  famous  and  patriotic 
educators,  industrialists,  financiers.  State 
governors,    and    civic-minded    citizens 
who  comprise  our  local  boards  of  edu- 
cation. State  boards  of  regents  and  trus- 
tees, have  failed  in  their  responsibility 
to  protect  our  educational  institutions 
from  Communist  infiltration  is  incom- 
prehensible to  me.    That  there  has  been 
a   breakdown  in  the  principle  of   local 
antonomy.  I  vigorously  deny.     I  do  not 
deny  that  a  few  Communists  may  at  this 
time  exist  at  one  place  or  another  in  our 
educational  system.     Due  to  the  secret 
nature  of  their  membership,  this  condi- 
tion might  continue  to  exist  after  many 
years  of  congressional  or  local  investi- 
gations.   But.  to  magnify  such  occasional 
incidents  as  may  exist  into  a  matter  of 
such  importance  as  to  merit  attention 
of  the  Congress  and  justify  the  Federal 
intervention  throughout  the  Nation  with 
our  educational  procedures,  seems  to  me 
to  be  adopUng  the  pohcy  of  burning  down 
the  house  in  order  to  destroy  the  rats. 

Dr.  Robert  M.  Hutchins.  of  the  Ford 
Foundation,  former  president  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago,  testified  before  the 


Select  Committee  To  Investigate  Tax 
Exemption  Foundations  and  compara- 
ble organizations  on  November  25,  1952, 
on  the  question  of  eliminating  commu- 
nism from  a  university.  In  this  testi- 
mony he  gives,  what  I  beheve  to  be,  a 
valuable  comment  on  this  subject: 

Mr  Hutchins.  1  come  then  to  the  question 
of  communism,  and  what  to  do  about  it. 
My  view  is.  and  has  been,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  resist  the  threat  of  Communist  aggression 
by  military  means,  that  without  this  we  may 
be  overwhelmed  by  the  tremendous  masses  of 
the  Red  Army. 

It  is  also  my  impression  that  along  with 
this  effort,  which  Is  now  consuming  the 
greater  p>art  of  the  resources  of  this  country, 
that  are  dedicated  to  governmental  purposes, 
along  with  this  effort  we  must  maintain  and 
develop  the  basic  sources  of  our  strength, 
and  the  basic  sources  of  our  strength  are  the 
western  trudillon  of  freedom  Freedom  of 
thought,  freedom  of  discussion,  and  freedom 
of  association. 

We  have  then,  as  we  have  had  for  the  last 
several  years,  the  very  delicate  oroblem  of 
balancing  security  and  freedom. 

Now.  a  university  is  a  place  that  is  esUb- 
Ushed  and  will  function  for  the  t>eneflt  of 
sf)clety  provided  it  is  a  center  of  Independent 
thought.  It  is  a  center  of  independent 
thought  and  Criticism  that  is  created  in  the 
interest  of  the  progress  of  society,  and  the 
one  reason  that  we  know  that  every  totalltar- 
ian  government  must  fail  is  that  no  totali- 
tarian government  Is  prepared  to  face  the 
consequences  of  operating  free  universities. 
It  is  important  for  this  purpose  to  at- 
tract into  the  institution  men  of  the  greatest 
capacity,  and  to  encourage  them  to  exercise 
their  independent  Judgment 

Education  is  a  kind  of  continuing  dialog, 
ana  a  dialog  asstimes.  in  the  nature  of  the 
case,  different  points  of  view. 

The  civilizations  which  I  work  and  which 
I  am  sure  every  American  is  working  toward, 
could  be  called  a  civilization  of  the  dialog." 
where  instead  of  shooting  one  another  when 
you  differ,  you  reason  things  out  together. 

In  this  dialog,  then,  you  cannot  assume 
that  you  are  going  to  have  everybody  think- 
ing the  same  way  or  feeling  the  same  way. 
It  would  be  unprogressive  if  that  happened. 
The  hope  of  eventual  development  would  be 
gone  More  tlian  that,  of  course,  it  would 
be  very  boring 

A  university,  then.  Is  a  kind  of  continuing 
Socratlc  converBfltlon  on  the  highest  level 
fo-  the  very  be.st  i)eople  you  can  think  of. 
you  can  bring  together,  about  the  most  Im- 
portant questions,  and  the  thing  that  you 
mu.st  do  to  the  uttermost  possible  limits  is 
to  guarantee  those  men  the  freedom  to  think 
and  to  expres-s  themselves 

Now,  the  limits  on  this  freedom  cannot  be 
merely  prejudice,  because,  although  our  prej- 
udices might  be  perfectly  satisfactory,  the 
prejudices  of  our  successors  or  of  those  who 
are  in  a  position  to  bring  pressure  to  bear 
on  the  institution  mlKht  be  subversive  in 
he  real  sense,  subverting  the  American  doc- 
trine of  free  thought  and  free  speech 

The  principal   guide  in   this  matter  is  due 

on"*,I?  "1  '^'*'     '^^  '""'^«  »^«^  '*'■*  •*».  then. 
on  this  dialog,  nn  this  conversation,  on  this 
ndependent   thought  and  criticism,  are   the 
limits  set  by  the  law. 

In  conclusion.  I  believe  that  our  col- 
leges and  universities  provide  the  public 
form  in  which  ideas  are  tested  They 
are  the  market  place  where  theories  are 
offered  for  sale,  it  is  only  through  free 
debate  on  controversial  matters  and 
freedom  to  pre.sent  orthodox  and  un- 
orthodox ideas  by  both  faculty  members 
and  students  that  balanced  democratic 
minds  can  be  developed.  This  is  the 
democratic  formula  by  which  progres- 
sive Ideas  have  been  proven  good  and 
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retrogressive  ideas  have  been  proven  bad. 
While  teachers  and  students  are  free  to 
present  controversial  ideas  and  argu- 
ments, advocate  unorthodox  views  and 
criticize  the  status  quo,  we  are  assured 
that  our  democracy  will  be  safe  because 
these  privileges  and  conditions  are  basic 
to  the  preservation  of  liberty.  It  is  be- 
cause I  believe  that  these  conditions  are 
now  present  in  our  institutions  of  higher 
learning  and  it  is  because  I  doubt  that 
there  has  been  a  breakdown  in  the 
security  of  these  time-established  pro- 
cedures that  I  decry  the  present  tendency 
on  the  part  of  congressional  committees 
to  rush  in  and  disturb  our  educational 
institutions  without  what,  I  deem  to  l)e, 
a  proper  need  for  such  investigation. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimouii  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Farrinctcm  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  editorials. 

Mr.  BuRDiCK  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  three  In- 
stances. 

Mr.  Berry  in  two  instances  and  in  one 
to  include  an  ecitorial. 

Mr.  Coon  and  to  include  editorials. 

Mr.  Kearney  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Mack  of  Washir.gton). 

Mrs.  St.  Georci  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Urr  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Saturday  Evening  Post. 

Mr.  Mason  on  the  subject  Our  Ridicu- 
lous Tax  System  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article  on  the  same  subject. 

Mr.  Jonas  of  North  Carolina  and  to  in- 
clude a  list  of  thi;  members  of  the  Meth- 
odist Committee  for  Overseas  Relief. 

Mr.  Allen  of  California  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  IXtLLivER  and  to  include  an  ad- 
dress he  delivered  before  the  TraiBc  Club 
of  Washington  entitled  "Transportation 
at  Midcentury." 

Mr.  Shwer  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Al- 
len of  Illinois)  i:i  four  instances. 

Mr.  Van  Zandi  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Dacue  1  and  to  include  a  resolution. 

Mr.  Wigclesworth  and  to  include  a 
directive  recently  issued  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  Howell  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Perkins  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  a  request  which  I 
make  annually  in  connection  with  Abra- 
ham Lincoln's  iiirthday.  to  extend  my 
own  remarks  and  include  therein  a  col- 
lection which  I  make  of  famous  sayings 
and  quotations  of  that  great  martyred 
American  President,  Abraham  Lincoln, 
notwithstanding  that  the  Public  Printer 
estimates  the  extension  will  cost  $273. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  and  to  include 
a  speech  by  Mr.  Francis  D.  Pitts. 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  Include  an  excerpt 
from  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  Grant  in  two  instances,  in  one  to 
include  a  poem  Ijy  J.  Mitchell  Pilcher,  of 


Alabama,  and  in  the  other  to  include  an 
article  by  Gould  Lincoln  in  the  Washing- 
ton Star. 

Mr.  Doyle  and  to  include  the  constitu- 
tion, bylaws,  and  history  of  the  AMVETS 
Association,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  it  exceeds  two  pages  of  the  Record 
and  is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to 
cost  $441. 

Mr.  Trimble  and  to  Include  an  article. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  four  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  RoDiNO  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Yates). 

Mr.  Dincell  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Yates  ) . 

Mr.  Machrowicz  and  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Rabaut  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Machrowicz)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Mississippi  in  four  sepa- 
rate instances,  in  each  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Colmer  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Carn.ahan  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  St.  Louis  Post -Dispatch. 

Mr.  Sieminski. 

Mr.  Gathings  and  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCoRMACK)  in  six  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK  in  two  separate  in- 
stances, in  one  to  include  extraneous 
matter  and  in  the  other  an  excerpt  from 
a  broadcast  made  by  Elmer  Davis  on 
February  2.  1953. 

Mr.  NoRRELL  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial published  by  the  McGehee  Times,  of 
McGehee.  Ark.,  on  January  31. 

Mr.  JuDD  in  two  Instances,  in  each  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Saylor  in  reference  to  a  bill  which 
he  has  introduced  to  estabUsh  quota 
limitations  on  the  import  of  foreign  re- 
sidual fuel  oil. 

Mr.  DTwart  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Saylor  )  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  BusBEY  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McDonouch  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  WiER  and  to  include  extraneous 
material. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Preston,  for 
10  days,  on  account  of  official  business. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  5€8.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30.  1954.  the  suspension  of  cer- 
tain import  taxes  on  copper. 


BILLS   PRESENTED  TO  THE   PRESI- 
DENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Commitee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that   committee   did   on   February    10. 


1953.  present  to  the  President,  for  his 
approval,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title: 

H.  R.  1979.  An  act  to  amend  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1949  BO  that  such  act  wUl 
apply  to  reorgiuilzatlon  plans  transmitted  to 
the  Congress  at  any  time  before  April  1,  1955. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  2  o'clock  and  8  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  under  its  previous  order, 
adjourned  until  Monday.  February  16, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


OATH  OF  OFFICE,  MEMBERS  AND 
DELEGATES 

The  oath  of  office  required  by  the  sixth 
article  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  as  provided  by  section  2  of 
the  act  of  May  13,  1884  (23  Stat.  22). 
to  be  administered  to  Members  and  Dele- 
gates of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  text  of  which  is  carried  in  section 
1'757  of  title  XIX  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  and  being  as  follows : 

"I,  A  B.  do  solemnly  swear  (or  affirm) 
that  I  will  support  and  defend  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  against  all 
enemies,  foreign  and  domestic;  that  I 
will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the 
same;  that  I  take  this  obligation  freely, 
without  any  mental  reservation  or  pur- 
pose of  evasion;  and  tJiat  I  will  well  and 
faithfully  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
office  on  which  I  am  about  to  enter.  So 
help  me  God." 

has  been  subscribed  to  in  person  and  filed 
in  duplicate  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  by  each  of  the  follow- 
ing Members  and  Delegates  of  the 
Eighty-third  Congress,  pursuant  to  Pub- 
Uc  Law  412  of  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  section  30  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States"  (U.  S.  C,  title  2,  sec.  25),  ap- 
proved February  18,  1948: 

ALABAMA 

1.  Prank  W.  Boykin. 

2.  George  M.  Grant. 

3.  George  Andrews. 

4.  Kenneth  A.  Roberts. 

5.  Albert  Rains. 

6.  Armistead  I.  Selden,  Jr. 

7.  Carl  Elliott. 

8.  Robert  E.  Jones,  Jr. 

9.  Laurie  C.  Battle. 

ARIZONA 

1.  John  J.  Rhodes. 

2.  Harold  A.  Patten. 

ARKANSAS 

1.  E.  C.  Gathings. 

2.  Wilbur  D.  Mills. 

3.  James  W.  Trimble. 

4.  Oren  Harris. 

5.  Brooks  Hiiys. 

6.  W.  F.  NorreU. 

CALIFORNIA 

1.  Hubert  B.  Scudder. 

2.  Clair  Engle. 

3.  John  E.  Moss,  Jr. 

4.  William  S.  Mailliard. 

5.  John  P.  Shelley. 

6.  Robert  L.  Condon. 

7.  John  J.  Allen,  Jr. 

8.  George  P.  Miller. 
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9.  J.  Arthur  Younger. 

10.  Charles  S.  Oubser. 

11.  Leroy  Johnson. 

12.  A.  Oakley  Hunter. 

13.  Ernest  K.  Bramblett. 

14.  Harlan  Hagen. 

15.  Ctordon  L.  McDonough. 

16.  Donald  L.  Jackson. 

17.  Cecil  R.  King. 

18.  Craig  Hosmer. 

19.  Chet  HoUfleld. 

20.  Carl  Hinshaw. 

21.  Edgar  W.  Hlestand. 

22.  Joseph  P.  Holt. 

23.  Clyde  Doyle. 

24.  Norrls  Poulson. 

25.  Patrick  J.  Hillings. 

26.  Samuel  W.  Yorty. 

27.  Harry  R.  Sheppard. 

28.  James  B.  Utt. 

29.  John  Phillips. 

30.  Robert  C.  (Bob)  Wilson. 

COLOKAOO 

1.  Byron  G.  Rogers. 

2.  William  S.  Hill. 

3.  J.  Edgar  Chenoweth. 

4.  Wajme  N.  Aspinall. 


CONNECTICUT 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 

Thomas  J.  Dodd. 
Horace  Seely-Brown,  Jr 
Albert  W.  Cretella. 
Albert  P.  Morano. 
James  T.  Patterson. 

At  large 

Antoni  N.  Sadlak. 

DKLAWAHE 

At  large 

Herbert  B.  Warburton. 

rLOKIDA 

1.  Courtney  W.  Campbell. 

2.  Charles  E.  Bennett. 

3.  Bob  Sikes. 

4.  Bill  Lantaff. 

5.  A.  S.  (Syd)  Herlong. 

6.  Dwight  L.  Rogers. 

7.  James  A.  Haley. 

8.  D.  R,  (BiUy)  Matthews. 

GEORGIA 

1.  Prince  H.  Preston. 

2.  J.  L.  Pilcher. 

3.  E.  L.  (Tic)  Forrester. 

4.  A.  Sidney  Camp, 

5.  James  C.  Davis. 

6.  Carl  Vinson. 

7.  Henderson  Lanham. 

8.  W.  M.  (Don)  Wheeler. 

9.  Phil  M.  Landrum. 
10.  Paul  Brown. 

IDAHO 

1.  Gracie  Pfost. 

2.  Hamer  H.  Budge. 

nxiNOis 


1. 

William  L.  Dawson 

2. 

Barratt  O'Hara. 

3. 

Fred  E.  Busbey. 

4. 

William  E.  McVey. 

5. 

John  C.  Kluczynski 

6. 

7. 

Thomas  J.  O'Brien. 

8.  Thomas  S.  Gordon. 

9.  Sidney  R.  Yates. 

10.  Richard  W.  Hoffman. 

11.  Timothy  P.  Sheehan, 

12.  Edgar  A.  Jonas. 

13.  Marguerite  Stitt  Church. 

14.  Chauncey  W.  Reed. 

15.  Noah  M.  Mason. 

16.  Leo  E.  Allen. 
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17.  Leslie  C.  Arends. 

18.  Harold  H.  Velde. 

19.  Robert  B.  Chiperfleld. 

20.  Sid  Simpson. 

21.  Peter  F.  Mack.  Jr. 

22.  William  L.  Springer. 

23.  Charles  W.  Vursell. 

24.  Melvin  Price. 

25.  C.  W.  (Runt)  Bishop. 

INDIANA 

1.  Ray  J.  Madden. 

2.  Charles  A.  Halleck. 

3.  Shepard  J.  Crumpacker,  Jr. 

4.  E.  Ross  Adair. 

5.  John  V.  Beamer. 

6.  Cecil  M.  Harden. 

7.  William  G.  Bray. 

8.  D.  Bailey  Merrill. 

9.  Earl  Wilson. 

10.  Ralph  Harvey. 

11.  Charles  B.  Brownson. 

IOWA 

1.  Thomas  E.  Martin. 

2.  Heni-y  O.  Talle. 

3.  H.  R.  Gross. 

4.  Karl  M.  LeCompte. 

5.  Paul  Cunningham. 

6.  James  I.  DoUiver. 

7.  Ben  F.  Jensen. 

8.  Charles  B.  Hoeven. 


1.  Howard  E.  Miller. 

2.  Errett  P.  Scrivner. 

3.  Myron  V.  George. 

4.  Edward  H.  Rees. 

5.  Clifford  R.  Hope. 

6.  Wint  Smith. 

KENTUCKY 

1.  Noble  J.  Gregory. 

2.  Garrett  L.  Withers. 

3.  John  M.  Robsion,  Jr. 

4.  Frank  L.  Chelf. 

5.  Brent  Spence. 

6.  John  C.  Watts. 

7.  Carl  D.  Perkins. 

8.  James  S.  Golden. 

LOUISIA.NA 

1.  P.  Edward  Hebert. 

2.  Hale  Boggs. 

3.  Edwin  E.  Willis. 

4.  Overton  Brooks. 

5.  Otto  E.  Passman. 

6.  James  H.  Morrison. 

7.  T.  A.  Thompson. 

8.  George  S.  Long. 

MAINE 

1.  Robert  Hale. 

2.  Charles  P.  Nelson. 

3.  Clifford  G.  Mclntire. 

MARYLAND 

1.  Edward  T.  Miller. 

2.  James  P.  S.  Devereux. 

3.  Edward  A.  Garmatz. 

4.  George  H.  Fallon. 

5.  Frank  Small.' Jr. 

6.  DeWitt  S.  Hyde. 

7.  Samuel  N.  Friedel. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

1.  John  W.  Heselton. 

2.  Edward  P.  Boland. 

3.  Philip  J.  Philbln. 

4.  Harold  D.  Donohue. 

5.  Edith  Nourse  Rogers. 

6.  William  H.  Bates. 

7.  Thomas  J.  Lane. 

8.  Angler  L.  Goodwin. 

9.  Donald  W.  Nicholson. 
10.  Laurence  Curtis. 


11.  Thomas  P.  ONeill.  Jr. 

12.  John  W.  McCormack. 

13.  Richard  B.  Wigglesworth. 

14.  Joseph  W.  Martm.  Jr. 

MICHIGAN 

1.  Thaddeus  M.  Machrowicz. 

2.  George  Meader. 

3.  Paul  W.  Shafer. 

4.  Clare  E.  Hoffman. 

5.  Gerald  R.  Ford.  Jr. 

6.  Kit  Clardy. 

7.  J?sse  P.  Wolcott. 

8  Altin  M   Bentley. 
9.  Ruth  Thompson. 

10.  Elfori  A.  Cederberg. 

11.  Victor  A.  Knox. 

12.  John  B.  Bennett. 

13.  George  D.  O  Brien. 

14.  Louis  C.  Rabaut. 

15.  John  D.  Dlngell. 

16.  John  Le.«inski.  Jr. 

17.  Charles  G.  Oakman. 

18.  George  A.  Dondero. 

MINNESOTA 

1.  August  H.  Andre.sen. 

2.  Jo.seph  P   OHara. 

3.  Roy  W    Wier. 

4.  Eugene  J    McCarthy, 

5.  Walter  H   Judd. 

6.  Fred  Marshall. 

7.  H   Carl  Andersen. 

8.  John  A.  Blatnlk. 

9  Harold  C.  Hagen. 

MISSISSIPPI 

1    Thomas  G.  Abemethy. 

2.  Jamie  L.  Whittcn. 

3.  Frank  E.  Smith. 

4.  John  Bell  Williams. 

5.  Arthur  Wlnstead. 

6.  William  M.  Colmer. 

MISSOURI 

1.  Frank  M.  Karsten. 

2.  Thomas  B    Curtis. 

3    Mrs.  John  B.  iLeonori  Sullivan. 

4.  Jeffrey  P.  Hillelson. 

5.  Richard  Boiling. 

6.  William  C.  Cole. 

7.  Dewey  Short. 

8.  A.  S.  J.  Carnahan. 

9.  Clarence  Cannon. 

10.  Paui  C.  Jones. 

11.  Morgan  M.  Moulder. 

MONTANA 

1.  Lee  Metcalf. 

2.  Wesley  A.  D^Ewart. 

NEBRASKA 

1.  Carl  T.   Curtis. 

2.  Roman  L.  Hruska. 

3    Robert  D.  Harrison. 
4.  A.  L.  Miller. 

NrVADA 

At   large 
Clifton  'Cliff  I  Young. 

Nrw  HAMPSHIRE 

1.  Chester  E.  Merrow. 

2.  Norris  Cotton. 

NEW  JERSEY 

1.  Charles  A.  Wolverton. 

2.  T.  Millet  Hand. 

3.  James  C.  Auchincloss. 

4.  Charles  R.  Howell. 

5.  Peter  Frelinghuysen,  Jr. 

6.  Clifford  P.  Ca.se. 

7.  William  B.  Widnall. 

8.  Gordon  Canfleld. 

9.  Prank  C.  Osmers.  Jr. 

10.  Peter  W.  Rodino.  Jr. 

11.  Hugh  J.  Addonizio. 

12.  Robeit  W.  Kean. 


1953 

13.  Alfred  D.  Siemiriskl. 

14.  E^dward  J.  Hart. 

vKw  uxaco 
At  Uxrge 

Antonio  M.  Ferrandez. 
John  J.  Dempscy. 

NEW    TOUC 

1    Stuyvesant  Wainwrlght. 

2.  Steven  B.  Derounlan. 

3.  Prank  J.  Becker. 

4  Henry  J.  Latham. 

5  Albert  H.  Bosch. 

6  Lester  Holtzman. 

7  James  J.  Delaney. 

8  Louis  B.  Heller. 

9.  Eugene  J.  Keogh. 
10    Edna  P.  Kelly. 

11.  Emanuel  Celler. 

12.  Francis  E.  Dom. 

13.  Abraham  J.  Multer. 
14   John  J.  Rooney. 

15.  John  H.  Ray. 

16.  Adam  Clayton  l^well.  Jr. 

17.  Frederic  R.  Coudert,  Jr. 

18.  James  G.  Donovan. 

19.  Arthur  G.  Klein 

20.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  Jr. 
21    Jacob  K.  Javits. 

22.  Sidney  A.  Fine. 

23.  Isidore  DolUnger. 

24.  Charles  A.  Buckley. 

25.  Pa*.l  A.  Fine. 

26  Ralph  A.  Gamble. 

27  Ralph  W.  Gwlnn. 

28  Katharine  St.  George. 

29.  J.  Ernest  Wharton. 

30.  Leo  W.  03rlen, 

31.  Dean  P.  Taylor. 

32   Bernard  W.  Keimey. 

33.  Clarence  E.  Killium. 

34.  William  R.  Williams. 

35.  R.  Walter  Riehlman. 

36.  John  Taber. 

37    W.  Sterling  Cole. 
38.  Kenneth  B.  Keating. 
39    Harold  C.  Ostertag. 
40.  William  E.  Miller. 
41    Edmund  P.  Radwan. 

42.  John  R.  Pillion. 

43.  Daniel  A.  Reed. 

MOCTH  CABOLOTA 

1  Herbert  C.  Bonner. 

2.  L.  H.  Fountain. 

3  Graham  A.  Bai-den. 

4  Harold  D.  Cooley. 

5.  Thurmond  Chatham. 
6    Carl  T.  Durham. 

7.  P.  Ertel  Carlyle. 

8.  Charles  B.  Deane. 

9.  Hu-h  Q.  Alexander. 

10.  Charles  Raper  Jonas. 

11.  Woodrow  W.  Jones. 

12.  George  A.  Shuford. 

NOBTH    DAKOTA 

At  large 
Usher  L.  Burdick. 
Otto  Krueger. 

OHIO 

1.  Gordon  H.  Scherer. 

2  William  E.  Hess. 

3.  Paul  F.  Schenck. 

4.  WiUiam  M.  McCulloch. 

5.  Cliff  Clevenger. 

6.  James  G.  Polk. 

7.  Clarence  J.  Brown. 

8.  Jackson  E.  Betts. 

9.  Fiazier  Reams. 

10.  Thomas  A.  Jenkins. 

11.  Oliver  P.  Bolton. 
12    John  M.  Vorys. 

13.  Alvin  P.  WeicheL 
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14.  William  H.  Ayres. 

15.  Robert  T.  Secrest. 

16.  Frank  T.  Bow. 

17.  J.  Harry  McGregor. 

18.  Wayne  L.  Hays. 

19.  Michael  J.  Klrwan. 

20.  Michael  A.  Felghan. 

21.  Robert  Grosser. 

22.  Frances  P.  Bolton. 

23.  George  H.  Bender. 


OKI.AHOMA 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Page  Belcher. 
Ed  Edmondson. 
Carl  Albert. 
Tom  Steed. 
John  Jarman. 

6.  Victor  Wickersham. 

OKBOON 

1.  Walter  Norblad. 

2.  Sam  Coon. 

3.  Homer  D.  AngelL 

4.  Harris  Ellsworth. 

PEKHSTLVANU 


3.  Brady  Gentry. 

4.  Sam  Ray  bum. 

5.  J.  Frank  Wilson. 

6.  Olln  E.  Teague. 

7.  John  Dowdy. 

8.  Albert  Thomas. 

9.  Clai*  W.  Thompson. 

10.  HcMner  Thomberry. 

11.  W.  R.  Poage. 

12.  Wlngate  H.  Lucas. 

13.  Frank  Ikard. 

14.  John  E.  Lyle.  Jr. 

15.  Lloyd  M.  Bentsen.  Jr. 

16.  Ken  Regan. 

17.  Omar  Burleson. 

18.  Walter  Rogers. 

19.  George  Mahon. 

20.  Paul  J.  Kilday. 

21.  O.  C.  Fisher. 

At  large 
Martin  Dies. 

UTAH 

1.  Douglas  R.  Strlngfellow. 

2.  William  A.  Dawson. 


1. 

William  A.  Barrett. 

VXBMONT 

2. 

William  T.  Granahan. 

At  large 

3. 

James  A.  Byrne. 

Winston  L.  Prouty. 

4. 

Earl  Chudoff. 

5. 

William  J.  Green,  Jr. 

vntcnnA 

6. 

Hugh  D.  Scott,  Jr. 

1. 

Edward  J.  Robeson,  Jr. 

7. 

Benjamin  F.  James. 

2. 

Porter  Hardy,  Jr. 

8. 

Karl  C.  King. 

3. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary. 

9. 

Paul  B.  Dague. 

4. 

Watklns  M.  Abbltt. 

10. 

Joseph  L.  Carrlgg. 

5. 

Thomas  B.  Stanley. 

11. 

Edward  J.  Bonln. 

6. 

Richard  H.  Poff. 

12. 

Ivor  D.  Fenton, 

7. 

Burr  P.  Harrison. 

13. 

Samuel  K.  McConnell,  Jr. 

8. 

Howard  W.  Smith. 

14. 

George  M.  Rhodes. 

9. 

William  C.  Wampler. 

15. 

Francis  E.  Walter. 

10. 

Joel  T.  Broyhlll. 

16. 

Walter  M.  Mumma. 

WASHINOTOH 

17. 

Alvln  R.  Bush. 

1. 

Thoma.s  M.  Pelly. 

18. 

Richard  M.  Simpson. 

2. 

Jack  Westlarid. 

19. 

8.  Walter  Stauffer. 

3. 

Ru.s.sell  V.  Mack. 

20. 

James  E.  Van  Zandt. 

4. 

Hal  Holmes. 

21. 

Augustine  B.  Kelley. 

5. 

Walt  Horan. 

22. 

John  P.  Saylor. 

6. 

Thor  C.  Tollefson. 

23. 

lipon  H.  Gavin. 

24. 

Carroll  D.  Keams. 

At  large 

25. 

liOuls  E.  Graham. 

Don  Magnuson. 

26. 

Thomas  E.  Morgan. 

WIST  viBcnru 

27. 

James  G.  Fulton. 

1. 

Robert  H.  Mollohan. 

28. 

Herman  P.  Eberharter. 

2. 

Harley  OV  Staggers. 

29. 

Robert  J.  Corbett. 

3. 

Cleveland  M.  Bailey. 

30. 

Vera  Buchanan. 

4. 

wm  K  Neal. 

RHODE   ISLAlfD 

5. 

Elizabeth  Kee. 

1. 

Aime  J.  Forand. 

6. 

Robert  C.  BjTd. 

2. 

John  E.  Fogarty. 

wxscoHsrw 

BOUTH  CAKOLIMA 

1. 

Lawrence  H.  Smith. 

1. 

L.  Mendel  Rivers. 

2. 

Glenn  R.  Davis. 

2. 

John  J.  Riley. 

3. 

Gardner  R.  Wlthrow. 

3. 

W.  J.  Bryan  Dorn. 

4. 

Clement  J.  Zablocki. 

4. 

Joseph  R.  Bryson. 

6. 

Charles  J.  Kersten. 

5. 

James  P.  Richards. 

6. 

William  K.  Van  Pelt. 

6. 

John  L.  McMillan. 

7. 

Melvin  R.  Laird. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

8. 

John  W.  Byrnes. 

1. 
2. 

Harold  O.  Lovre. 
E.  Y.  Berry. 

9. 
10. 

Merlin  HuU. 
Alvin  E.  OTLonski. 

TKKNXSSa 

WTOMTNO 

1. 

B.  Carroll  Reece. 

At  large 

2. 

Howard  H.  Baker. 

• 

William  H.  Harrison. 

3. 

James  B.  Frazler,  Jr. 

ALASKA 

4. 

Joe  L.  Evlns. 

Delegate 

5. 

J.  Percy  Priest. 

E.  L.  Bartlett. 

6. 

Pat  Sutton. 

HAWAn 

7. 

Tom  Murray. 

Delegate 

8. 
9 

Jere  Cooper. 
Clifford  Davis. 

Joseph  R.  Panington. 

TIEZAJI 

pontTO  «ico 

1 
1 

Wright  Patman. 
Jack  Brooke 

Resident  Commissioner 
Antonio  Fern6s-Isern. 

II 


1036 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


February  12 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


1037 


1: 


i 


H  ' 


.) 


"I 


1 


{ 


Hi 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

446.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
or  Agriculture,  transmitting  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  cov- 
ering Its  operations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1952,  pursuant  to  section  3  of  the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  as  amended;  para- 
graph 3.  section  4  of  the  Agricultural  Market- 
ing Act.  as  amended;  and  the  Executive  or- 
der of  March  27.  1933,  creating  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  (H.  Doc.  No.  19);  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  ordered  to 
be  printe^,  with  Illustrations. 

447.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  report  on  co- 
operation of  the  United  States  with  Mexico 
In  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  December 
1952.  pursuant  to  Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

448.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Executive 
Office  of  the  President,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
transmitting  a  statement  regarding  reappor- 
tionment of  the  appropriation  "Fees  and  ex- 
penses of  witnesses"  for  the  fiscal  year  1953, 
pursuant  to  paragraph  2  of  subsection  (e)  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

449.  A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronau- 
tics, transmitting  a  report  showing  that  dur- 
ing the  6-month  period  ending  December  31, 
1952,  ncT  contracts  were  negotiated  by  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronau- 
tics, pursuant  to  sections  2  (c)  (11)  and  (16) 
of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of 
1947.  Public  Law  413,  Eightieth  Congress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

450.  A  letter  from  the  Oeneral  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
I'ng  a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
authorl-ze  the  use  of  certificates  by  officers  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  in 
connection  with  certain  pay  and  allowance 
accounts  of  military  and  civilian  personnel"; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

451.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  transmitting  the  annual 
report  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  cover- 
ing fiscal  year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Conun«rce. 

452.  A  letter  from  the  Chr.lrman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of  its 
newly  issued  publication  entitled  "Federal 
Power  Commission  Reports.  Volume  9 ';  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

453.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  copy  of  legis- 
lation passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of 
St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I.,  pursuant  to 
section  16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States,  approved  June 
22.  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

454.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  one  copy  each 
of  certain  legislation  passed  by  the  Munici- 
pal Council  of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States,  approved  June 
22.  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

455.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  report  and  reconunendations  concerning 
the  claim  of  the  Bracey-Welsh  Co..  Inc., 
against  the  United  States,  pursuant  tc  the 
act  of  April  10,  1928,  45  Stat.  413  (31  U  S.  C. 
236) :    to   the   Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

456.  A  IMter  from  the  Director,  Adminis- 
'mtfTt  #■■•  of  the  United  States   Courts, 

the  annual  report  of  the  Di- 


rector of  the  Administrative  Office  of  the 
United  States  Courts  for  the  fiscal  year  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

467.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Adminis- 
trative Office  of  the  United  States  Courts, 
transmitting  statistical  tables  refiectlng  the 
business  transacted  by  the  banltruptcy  courts 
and  other  pertinent  data  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1952,  pursuant  to  section 
53  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  (11  U.  S.  C.  81); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

458.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, transmitting  a  copy  of  proposed-  legis- 
lation entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section 
3841  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the 
schedules  of  the  arrival  and  departure  of 
the  mail,  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  re- 
lating to  the  postal  service,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

459.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board,  transmit- 
ting the  Second  Annual  Report  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board,  pur- 
suant to  section  12  (c)  of  title  I  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Public  Law 
831,  81st  Cong);  to  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities. 

460.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
December  2,  1952.  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  illus- 
trations, on  a  cooperative  beach  erosion 
control  study  of  the  shore  line  of  the  State 
of  Connecticut,  area  6.  Niantic  Bay  to  Con- 
necticut River,  prepared  under  the  provisions 
of  section  2  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  on  July  3.  1930,  as  amended  and 
supplemented  (H.  Doc.  No.  84 1 ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  with  nine  illustrations. 

461.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
October  29.  1952,  submittinE;  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  illus- 
trations, on  a  review  of  provisions  of  the 
project  for  flood  control  and  Improvement 
of  the  lower  Mississippi  River  authorized  by 
the  act  of  May  15.  1928,  as  amended  by  the 
act  of  July  24.  1946,  with  respect  to  adopted 
Improvement  for  the  Vlcksburg-Yazoo  area, 
with  a  view  to  determining  whether  any 
modification  of  the  plan  for  such  improve- 
ment is  advisable  at  this  time  because  of 
changed  physical  or  economic  conditions, 
requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works.  House  of  Representa- 
tives, adopted  on  December  14.  1950  iH  I>)C. 
No.  85);  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  two  illus- 
trations. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON 
PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLU- 
TIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIIT,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  ttie  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr  JONaS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  662.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  W.  Furstenberg; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  10).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  720.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Muriel  J.  Shingler,  doing  business 
as  Shinglers  Hatchery;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  11).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  FORRESTER:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  724.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Chester  H.  Tuck,  Mary  Elizabeth  Fisher, 
James  Thomas  Harper,  and  Mrs.  T.  W.  Ben- 
nett; with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  12). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 


Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  726.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Campion;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  13 ».  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  739.  A  biU  for  the 
relief  of  Alexander  A.  Senibaldi;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  14).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R  834.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Arthur  J.  Boucher;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  15).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Cbmmittee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  873.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Agnes  Turkett:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  Ni)  16 1.  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  883.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Leila  Park;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No  17).  Referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Whole  Hi>u8e. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H  R  887.  A  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Edward  Levandoski; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  18).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois;  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R  951.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  Trust  Association  of  H.  Kempner;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept  No  19).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  H  R  969.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  J  Morris:  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  20 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H  R.  1133.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
Dason  Equipment  Corp  ;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept  No  21).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H  R  1194.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  A  C  Israel  Commodity  Co..  Inc  ;  with 
amendment  (Rppt  No.  22).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H  R  1331.  A  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Mrs.  Katherlne  L.  Bewell;  with 
amendment  iRept  No.  23).  Referred  to  the 
Cummltlee  of  the  Whole  House.  , 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judlc.ary  H  R  1334.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Helmuth  Wolf  Gruhl;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept  No  24).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONA.s  of  Illinois;  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H  R  1452.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Joe  Bar^as:  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  25).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H  R.  1460.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Harold  Joe  Davis;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No  26).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONA.S  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Juduiary.  H  R  1461.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Kenneth  McRlj?ht:  without  amendment 
(Rept  No  27 1.  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R  1632.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  estate  of  Rene  Well;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept  No  28).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Hou.se. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.     H.  R.  1636.     A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs  Sylvia  Slmonson;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No    29).     Referred  to  the  Committee, 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  1883.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Franklin  Jim;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  30).  Referred  to  the  Committee  ol  the 
Whole  House. 
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Mr.  JONAS  of  nilnoie:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3023.  A  blU  for  the  relief 
of  William  Kipf  and  Dwrold  D.  Selk;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  31).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  llUnoU:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3083.  A  bill  to  confer  JtirU- 
diction  upon  the  Court  of  Clalma  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  cer- 
tain claims  of  the  Columbia  Basin  Orchard, 
the  Seattle  Association  of  Credit  Men.  and 
the  Perham  Fruit  Corp.;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  32).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illlnole:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2168.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Col.  Harry  F.  Cunningham;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  33) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Hotue. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois :  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2188.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Louis  A.  Bchafer;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  34).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  759.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of 
Hisaml  Yoshlda;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  35).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  886.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of 
Aspasia  VewrtKl;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  36).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  tiie  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  8«1.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No  37).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H  R.  960.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  H.  Un  (also  Imown  as  Un  Chao  Hsl) ; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  88).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  973.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Mar- 
garet Oellkcan;  with  an  amendment  (Bept. 
No.  39).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.R.I  193.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helga  josefa  Wiley;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  40).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  1363.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of 
Rose  Martin:  with  an  amendment  (Bept.  No. 
41).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Hotise. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  1451.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
James  W.  Tuten.  Jr.;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  42).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hotise. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  1794.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Yee 
Kee  Lam;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
43 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  1895.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Jack 
Kamal  Samhat;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  44).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  WALTER:  Committee  on  tiM  Judiciary. 
H.  Con.  Rea.  29.  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  per- 
manent residence  to  certain  aliens;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  45).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whcde  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ALLEN  of  California: 
H.  R.  2915.  A  bill  to  amend  cert^iln  aectiona 
of  chapter  21  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Ut.  BAILET: 
H.  R.  3916.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  retire- 
ment of  non -Regular  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  having  more  than  30  years'  active 
Federal  service   under  the  same  conditions 
presently  provided  for  such  officers  having 
leas  than  30  years'  service,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
H.R.  2917.  A  bill  to  esUbllsh  quoU  limi- 
tations on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BAKER: 
H.  R.  3018.  A  bUl  to  establish  quota  Umi- 
tatlons  on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oU;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  3919.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  m  of  ttie 
act  of  March  3,  1933,  so  as  to  Insure  that 
preference  will  be  given  In  the  acquisition  of 
wool  and  wool  products  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, to  wool  produced  and  wool  prod- 
ucts manufactured  within  the  United  States; 
to  th-t  Committee  on  PubUc  Works. 

H.  R.  2920.  A  bill  to  amend  section  303  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3921.  A  biU  to  facilitate  the  manage- 
ment of   certain  land  and  recreational  re- 
sources of  reclamation  projects  In  or  adja- 
cent to  the  national  foresU  of  South  Dakota, 
and  for  other  ptu'poees;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BISHCHP: 
H.  R.  3932.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  Importa  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oU;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  B0008: 
H.  R.  3923.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  U  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  that  Individ- 
uals who  shall  have  attained  age  66  before 
July  1,  1952,  may  elect  not  to  receive  old-age 
and  survivors   Insurance   coverage  with  re- 
spect to  self -employment,  and  for  other  pur- 
poeea;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 
H.  R.  2924.  A  bUI  to  establish  quota  limita- 
tions on  ImporU  of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2925.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Secxirlty  Act  to  provide  that  old-age 
and  other  montlily  Instirance  benefits  shall 
be  payable  at  age  00  In  lieu  of  age  66,  and 
for  other  purpoaee;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3926.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act,  as  amended,  to  permit  Individuals 
entitled   to  old-age   or   survivors   Insiu-ance 
benefits  to  earn  (300  per  month  without  de- 
ductions being  made  from  their  benefits;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CARRIGG: 
H.  R.  3937.  A  bUl  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H.  R.  3938.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Federal  De- 
posit  Insurance   Act  to  iM-ovlde   safeguards 
against  mergers  and  consolidations  of  banks 
which  may  adversely  affect  competition  or 
unduly  tend  to  create  a  monopoly   In   the 
field  of  banking;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  DAGUS: 
H.  R.  3939.  A  blU  to  repeal  those  provisions 
of  the  Railroad  ReUrement  Act  of  1937  which 
reduce  the  amount  of  the  annuity  or  pension 
which  an  Individual  or  his  spouse  receives 
under  such  act  In  cases  where  either  the 
Individual  or  his  spouse  Is  (or  on  proper 
application  would  be)  entitled  to  certain 
Insurance  benefito  under  the  Social  Security 
Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H.  R.  3930.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  Increase  from  $76  to  $175  per 
month  the  amount  which  may  be  "amed 
without  loss  of  old-age  or  survivors  Insurance 
benefita;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DBANE: 
H.  R.  3931.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  ao  as  to  extend  from  S 


to  5  years  the  period  of  limitations  applicable 
to  embezzlement,  theft,  fraud,  robbery,  and 
burglary;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H.  R.  2932.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  Inde- 
pendent Consiuners'  Council  to  represent  the 
consuming  public  before  C3overnment  agen- 
cies; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
H.  R.  2933.  A  bill  to  provide  that  an  indi- 
vidual who  Is  entitled  to  a  nxonthly  Insur- 
ance  benefit   under   title   II   of   the   Social 
Security  Act  shall  not  be  deprived  of  that 
benefit  because  of  work  performed  by  him 
or  by  the  person  on  whose  wage  record  that 
benefit  Is  based;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  2934.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Housing 
and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  DAGUE: 
H.i:.  2935.  A  blU  to  repeal  the  $76  work 
clause  that  applies  to  crfd-age  and  survivors 
Insvu-ance  benefita  under  title  II  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  EMGLE: 
H.  R.  2936.  A    bUl    authorizing  the   Secre- 
tary of  the  InterlOT  to  convey  certain  lands 
to  the  Stata  of  California  for  use  as  a  fair- 
ground by  the  10-A  District  Agricultural  As- 
sociation, California:   to  the  Committee  oa 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 
H.  R.  2937.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
income  tax  In  the   case  of  retirement   an- 
nuities and  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2938.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  to  establish  a  $1.25 
minimum  hourly  wage,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

H.R.  2939.  A  bUl  to  establish  in  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  a  Consumers'  Ad- 
visory Bureau,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

H.  R.  2940.  A  bill  for  the  better  asstirance 
of  the  protection  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  other  persons  within  the  sev- 
eral States  from  mob  violence  and  lynching, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3941.  A  bill  to  provide  an  additional 
Income-tax  exemption  to  certain  physically 
handicapped  Individuals;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2942.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.R. 2943.  A  blU  to  rescind  the  order  of 
the  Postmaster  General  curtailing  certain 
postal  services;  to  the  Comm^tee  on  Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.R.  2944.  A  bUl  to  provide  income-tax 
exemptions  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
serving  outalde  the  United  States;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.  R.  3945.  A  bill  to  amend  title  IT  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  provide  monthly  In- 
surance benefits  for  dependent  brothers  and 
sisters,  and  other  dependent  relatives,  of  de- 
ceased Individuals  who  were  fuUy  Instu-ed 
under  such  title;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  FORAND: 
H.  R.  3946.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2402  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  GOLDEN: 
H.R. 3947.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  Importa  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 
H.  R.  3948.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of   the  States   to  lands   beneath 
navigable    waters    within    State    boimdarlea 
and   to  the   natural   resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
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and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources:  to 
Uie  committee  on  tbe  JixUclary. 
By  Mr.  GROSS: 

H.  R.  2949.  A  bUl  to  amend  tbe  Export 
Control  Act  of  1949,  so  as  to  provide  for 
import  controls  and  modify  the  provisions 
relating  to  export  controls  for  the  protection 
of  American  agriculture,  labor,  and  Industry, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  HAQEN  of  California: 

H.  R.  2950.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Federal 
Airport  Act  In  order  to  extend  the  time  dur- 
ing which  requests  may  be  made  for  reim- 
bursement for  damages  to  public  airports 
resulting  from  military  operations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohlot 

H.  R.  2951.  A  bUl  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr.-  HOUFIELD: 

H.  P.  2P53.  A  bill  to  permit  In  certain  cases 
children  under  10  years  of  age  who  are  to 
be  adopted  in  tbe  United  States  to  enter 
tbe  United  States  as  nonquota  immigrants; 
to  the   Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2953.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  expedi- 
tious naturalization  of  former  citizens  of 
the  United  States  who  have  lost  United 
States  citizenship  by  voting  In  a  political 
election  or  plebiscite  held  in  occupied  Ja- 
pan; to  the  Com  mi  tee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JONSS  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  0954.  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  of 
the  FloM  Control  Act  of  1941  relating  to  tbe 
apportionment  of  moneys  received  on  ac- 
count of  the  leasing  of  lands  acquired  by 
the  United  States  for  flood-control  purposes; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.   JUDD: 

H.  R.  2955.  A  bill  to  provide  that,  in  de- 
termining the  order  of  priority  for  register- 
ing and  inducting  doctors  and  dentists  under 
tbe  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.  credit  shall 
be  given  for  all  periods  of  active  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  during  World  War  II;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  KEAM: 

H.  R.  295Q.  A  bill  to  provide  that  amounts 
W^lcb  do  not  exceed  51  cents  shall  be  exempt 
from  tbe  tax  Imposed  upon  amoxuits  paid 
for  the  transportatloia  of  persons;  to  tbe 
committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mrs.  KKE: 

R.  R.  2957.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oU;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  KINO  of  California: 

H.  R.  2958.  A  bill  to  amend  tbe  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  individuals 
may  deduct  from  gross  Income  expenses  paid 
or  Incurred  for  transportation  to  and  from 
work;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr.   KLEIN: 

H.  R.  2959.  A  bill  to  repeal  tbe  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANTAFP: 

H.  R.  2960.  A  biU  dividing  tbe  State  of 
Florida  into  three  Judicial  districts,  defining 
the  territory  embraced  in  each,  and  fixing 
the  time  of  holding  terms  of  court  therein; 
to  tbe  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LbCOMPTE: 

H.  R.  2961.  A  bill  to  repeal  those  provisions 
of  tbe  RaUroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937  which 
reduce  the  amount  of  a  railroad  annuity  or 
pension  where  the  individual  or  his  spouse 
is  (or  on  proper  application  would  be)  en- 
titled to  certain  insurance  benefits  under  the 
Social  Security  Act;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  R.  2962.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  flrst-claai  letter  mail  matter  sent  by  or 
to  membeWXOt  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  Simiderving  in  foreign  territory;  to 
the  Oouuiflttee  <m  Poet  OOce  and  Civil  Serv- 


By  Mr.  MASON: 

H.  R.  2063.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  miscel- 
laneous excise  taxes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Ways   and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MUAB: 

H.  R.  2964.  A  blU  to  allow  percentage  de- 
pletion of  15  percent  for  kyanlte  mines  and 
deposits;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr    ABBTTT: 

H.  R.  2965.  A  bUl  to  allow  percentage  de- 
pletion of  15  percent  for  kyanlte  mines  and 
deposits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  MORGAN: 

H.  R.  2966.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limita- 
tions on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By    Mr.    MOLLC»IAN: 

H.  R.  2967.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  2968.  A  bill  to  reclassify  supervisory 
employees  in  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  Into  step-rate  grades  com- 
parable with  those  for  other  postal  employees 
and  employees  in  other  Federal  services,  and 
to  adjust  inequities;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  OTIARA  of  Minnesota  (by  re- 
quest) : 

H.  R.  2969.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  sell  cer- 
tain property  in  Prince  Georges  County.  Md., 
acquired  as  a  site  for  the  National  Training 
School  for  Girls;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
District   of   Columbia. 

H.  R.  2970.  A  bill  to  amend  tbe  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  in  order  to  expedite  and  facili- 
tate the  termination  of  railroad  reorganiza- 
tion proceedings  under  section  77  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  and  to  require  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  consider.  In  stock- 
modification  plans,  the  assents  of  controlled 
or  controlling  stockholders,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  PATTEN: 

H.  R.  2971.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintenance  of  a  dam 
and  Incidental  works  In  the  main  stream  of 
the  Colorado  River  at  Bridge  Canyon,  to- 
gether with  certain  appurtenant  dams  and 
canals,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2972.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  agree- 
ment between  the  United  States  and  Mexico 
for  the  Joint  operation  and  maintenance  by 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Com- 
mission, United  States  and  Mexico,  of  the 
Nogales  sanitation  project,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
AJTairs. 

By  Mr.  PERKINS: 

H.  R.  2973.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on   imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PHILLIPS: 

H.  R.  2974.  A  bill  to  add  to  the  revised  roll 
of  the  Indians  of  California  certain  Indians 
who  made  application  for  enrollment  within 
the  time  fixed  by  law  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2975.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
admissions  all  the  proceeds  of  which  Inure 
exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  the  Boy  Scouts, 
the  Girl  Scouts,  and  Camp  Fire  Girls,  or 
similar  organizations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  2976.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  leasing 
of  restricted  Indian  lands  In  the  State  of 
California  for  public,  religious,  educational, 
recreational,  residential,  business,  and  other 
piirpoees  requiring  the  grant  of  long-term 
leases;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  2977.  A  blU  to  further  amend  the  act 
of  July  3,  1943.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 


for  the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to 
or  loss  or  destruction  of  property  or  personal 
injury  or  death  caused  by  military  personnel 
or  civilian  employees,  or  otherwise  incident 
to  activities,  of  the  War  Department  or  of 
the  Army"  by  removing  certain  limitations 
on  the  nature  of  personal  Injury  and  death 
claims;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  ROGEHS  of  MassacbuaetU  (by 
request)  : 

H  R.  2978.  A  bill  to  postpone  reduction 
of  education  and  training  allowances  to  on- 
farm  trainees  under  the  Veterans'  Readjust- 
ment Assistance  Act  of  1952  for  12  months 
to  allow  for  completion  of  the  first  crop  year 
or  animal  cycle,  '.o  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

H.  R.  2979  A  bill  to  provide  a  fvu-ther  op- 
portunity for  veterans  of  World  War  II  who 
were  In  active  military,  naval,  or  air  service 
of  the  United  States  on  the  delimiting  date 
for  initiating  a  course  of  education  or  train- 
ing under  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment 
Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  and  who  had  not 
Initiated  a  course  prior  to  said  date,  to  initi- 
ate such  a  course;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

H  R  2980.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  establish  a  Department  of 
Medicine  and  Surgery  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, "  approved  January  3,  1946,  to 
provide  fur  the  use  of  qualified  optometrists 
for  out-patient  eye  care;  to  the  Committee 
on   Veterans'   Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SAYLOR: 

H  R  2961.  A  bin  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment and  to  be  admitted  Into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  2982.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  admla> 
sion  of  Alaska  Into  the  Union;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2983.  A  bill  to  establish  q\x>ta  limlta. 
tlons  on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  M*****. 
By  Mr.  SBCRE8T: 

H.  R.  2984  A  bill  to  prohibit  reduction  of 
any  rating  of  total  disability  or  permanent 
total  disability  for  compensation,  pension, 
or  insurance  purposes  which  has  been  in 
effect  for  20  or  more  years;  to  tbe  Conunitte* 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr    STEED: 

H  R  2985  A  bill  to  expedite  tbe  replace- 
ment  of  lost  keys  to  post-offloe  lock  boxes 
and  drawers;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  TEAGUE: 

H  R  2986.  A  bill  to  allow  a  taxpayer  to 
deduct  for  Income-tax  purposes  amounts 
paid  for  the  care  of  dependents,  while  the 
taxpayer  is  employed,  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  2987    A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admin- 
istratlon  and  discipline  of  the  National  Se- 
curity Ttalnlng  Corps,   and   for   other   pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Service*. 
By  Mr.  TOLLETSON: 

H  R.  2988.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  tbe  city 
of  Kirkland,  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  UTT: 

H.  R.  2989.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax 
on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the  case 
of  admissions  all  the  proceeds  of  which  inure 
exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  the  Boy  Scouts, 
the  Girl  Scouts,  the  Camp  Fire  Girls,  or  sim- 
ilar organizations;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H  R.  2990.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  which 
Incorporated  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  2991.  A  bill  to  provide  emergency 
relief  for  certain  natives  of  the  Netherlands, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  WARBXTRTOIf: 
H.  R.  2992.  A  bill  to  grant  additional  In- 
come-tax exemptions  to  taxpayers  supporting 
blind  or  aged  dependents;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WITHROW: 
H.  R.  2993.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  hours  of 
service,  compensatory  time,  and  overtime  In 
the  field  service  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment: to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  2994.  A  bill  to  provide  for  temporary 
promotions  in  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  cover  extended  ab- 
sences of  30  days  or  more;  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  YOUNGKB: 
H.  R.  2995.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the 
use  and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  2996.  A  bill  making  the  12tb  day 
of  February  in  each  year  a  legal  holiday  to 
be  known  as  Lincoln's  Birthday;  to  tbe 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUSBEY: 
H.  J.  Res.  184.  Joint  resolution  establish- 
ing a  commission  to  study  Government  com- 
petition with  private  taxpaylng  enterprise; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H.  J.  Res.  IBS.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  equal-rights  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas: 
H.  Con.  Res.  60.  Joint  reeolution  providing 
chapel   facilities  for  Members  of   Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 
H.  Con.  Res.  61.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing sympathy  for  peoples  of  tbe  Nether- 
lands, Great  Britain,   and  Belgium,  in   tbe 
recent  fiood  and  storm  disaster;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 
H.  Con.  Res.  62.  Concurrent  reeolution  ee- 
tabllshing  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
R.  Res.  139.  Resolution  expressing  the  dis- 
approval   of    tbe   Hotise   of   Representatives 
with  respect  to  the  recent  campaign  of  racial 
and  religious  persecution  conducted  by  the 
Government  of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 
H.  Res.  140.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  Investigate  and  study  tbe  medi- 
cal and  hospital  facilities  and  related  ac- 
tivities of  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 


liiEMORIAI^ 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  me- 
morials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  RESELTON:  Beeolutlona  of  tbe 
General  Court  of  the  Conunonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  memorialising  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  relative  to  a  higher  mini- 
mum-wage law;  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor. 

Also,  resolutions  of  tbe  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  me- 
morializing the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  issuance  of  a  certain  com- 
memorative postage  stamp;  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Cotirt  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  me- 
morializing Congress  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  relating  to  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  instirance  benefits  to 
additional  and  certain  other  classes  of  em- 
ployment and  workers;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 


PRIVATE  BIIUB  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By    Mr.    ALLEN    of    California     (by 
request) : 
R.  R.  3997.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Sprague 

B.  Wyman;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  2998.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Margot 
Cohen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS: 

R.  R.  2909.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sherl 
Lynn  Morris;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 

H.  R.  3000.  A  bill  providing  for  the  exten- 
sion of  Patent  No.  2,053,981,  issued  Septem- 
ber 8.  1936,  relating  to  method  and  means 
for  flowing  wells;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3001.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
M.  Papadopoulos;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOLLINO: 

H.R.  3002.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
Strllltschuk  Johnson;  to  the  Committee  on 
tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRAMBLETT: 

R.  R.  8003.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  E!mest 
Ludwig  Bamford  and  Mrs.  Nadlne  Bam- 
ford;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.      ^ 

H.  R.  3004.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  BUhara 
Lawrence;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio: 

R.  R.  3005.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Sabah;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3006.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Irene  Ledermann;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUSBEY: 

H.R. 3007.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Muriel 

C.  Jennings  (nee  Curtis);  to  tbe  Committee 
on  tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CARLYLE: 

H.R.  3008.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Esther 
Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 

R.  R.  3009.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Amalia  Grass;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  3010.  A  bill  to  provide  for  tbe  rein- 
statement of  William  A.  Burkett  as  a  senior 
special  agent.  United  States  Treasury;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  3011.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  VaslUoe 
Soumplis  (also  known  as  Tom  Makres);  to 
tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  D'EWART: 

H.  R.  3012.  A  bin  for  tbe  relief  of  tbe  Sa- 
cred Heart  Hospital;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUE: 

H.  R.  3013.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Spyrldon 
Salntoufis  and  Mrs.  Efrossinl  Salntoufls;   to 
tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GARY: 

H.  R.  3014.  A  biU  for  tbe  relief  of  Dr.  Alfred 
L.  Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GORDON: 

R.  R.  3015.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  WoJ- 
clk  family;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HELLKR: 

H.  R.  3016.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Hedwlg 
Lovinger  and  Szerln  Lovinger;  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3017.  A  bUl  for  tbe   relief  of  Felix 
Petrover;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOLIFIELD: 

H.R.  3018.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Edwin 
Walden;  to  tbe  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3019.  A  blU  for  tbe  relief  of  Kui  Hung 
Tam;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R. 3020.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Yuriko 
Suzuki;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R. 3021.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  MorrU 
Plevln;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 


H.R.  3022.  A  bill  for  tbe  reUef  of  JuUen 
Musafia;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.R.  3023.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kane- 
shlge  Kato;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  3024.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
Emerlc;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  IKARD: 
H.R.  3025.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Loma 
Agnes    Romero    (formerly   Agnes    Ishikawa) 
and  Dorothy  Ann  Romero   (fonnerly  Sbirol 
Morlyama) ;  to  tbe  Comnxittee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  nunois: 
H.  R.  3026.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Barbara 
Gene  Coster;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri: 
H.  R.  3027.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Nagae;  tc  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KBOGH: 
R.  R.  3028.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Giovanni  Sepe;  to  tbe  Conunlttee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  3029.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Rezzlero 

Bocclo;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KILDAY: 

H.R. 3030.  A    blU    for    tbe   relief    of   Mrs. 

Betty  M.  Boyersmlth;  to  tbe  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H.R.  3031.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicolas 
Sentouktsi;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  3032.  A   bUl   for   tbe   relief  of   Chin 
Yam  Yee;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 
R.  R.  3033.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  John 
R.  Cleary;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 
H.R. 3034.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Prank 
Sopko;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.R. 3035.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Steph- 
anla   Zlegler    (Sister   Benitia),   Anna   Hagel 
(Sister  Clara)  and  Theresia  Tuppinger  (Sis- 
ter Romana) ;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary. 

By   Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 
R.  R.  3036.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Noriko 
Nlwa;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MACK  of  Washington: 
H.  R.  3037.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Catbryn 
A.  Glesener;  to  tbe  Conunlttee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 
H.R.  3038.  A   bill    for    the   relief    of   Mrs. 
Olympia   Cue;    to   tbe    Conunlttee    on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H.  R.  3039.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yvonne 
Yip;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H.R. 3040.  A  biU  for  tbe  relief  of  Jacob 
J.  Schaftenaar;   to  tbe  Conmiittee-  on  tbe 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  REED  of  nitnols: 
H.  R.  3041.  A  bill  to  authorize  tbe  Secre- 
tary of  tbe  Interior  to  transfer  to  Frederick 
W.  Lee  the  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the 
United  States  in  and  to  a  certain  invention; 
to  tbe  Conunlttee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky: 
H.R.  3042.  A   bUl   for   tbe   relief  of   Anna 
Bosco  Lomonaco;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  SIKBB: 
H.R.  3043.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  Walter 
Jinuny    Sims;    to    tbe    Conunlttee    on    tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  3044.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Elm  Kl 
Bang;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  STEED: 
H.  R.  3045.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Nlckolas 
K.  loannldes;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  R.  3046.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  William 
Urban  Maloney;   to  the  Conunlttee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  TOIXXFBON: 
H.  R.  9047.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Bmer  K. 
Johnson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  lir.  TKAOUE: 
H.  R.  3048.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Tatyana 
Karapancsa;  to  the  Committee  aa  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WARBXJRTON: 
H.  R.  3049.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roman  J. 
Halla;  to  the  Committee  on  the  JucUciary. 
By  Mr.  WATTS: 
H.  R.  3060.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kenlchl 
Kaneko:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.  R.  3051.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eugenie 
Bocb.  and  her  child.  Tolanda  Hoch;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


dom  comes.     In  the  dear  Redeemer's 
name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowlaitd.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tues- 
day, February  10,  1953.  was  dispensed 
with. 


PFirnONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

51.  By  Mr.  BFTTS:  Petition  of  S.  S. 
Weaver,  requesting  consideration  of  certain 
aUeged  copyrights  set  forth  therein;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

62.  By  Mr.  CANFIELX):  Resolutions  of  the 
executive  board  and  general  executive  coun- 
cil of  the  New  Jersey  State  Federation  of 
Labor,  affiliated  with  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Labor,  favoring  restored  residential 
mall  delivery  service  at  the  earliest  possibly 
date;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Clril  Service. 

63.  By  Mr.  JENSEN:  Petition  of  Ellen 
Mayo,  recording  secretary,  and  136  other 
members  of  the  Departmental  Club,  Corning, 
Iowa,  urging  amendment  of  the  election  laws 
which  pertain  to  the  United  States  Congress: 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

64.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Ber- 
nardino Malong,  Lcu)iB,  Labrader,  Pangasinan 
Philippines,  relative  to  stating  a  grievance 
regarding  his  claim  filed  with  the  War  Claims 
Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
•nd  Foreign  Commerce. 

55.  Also,  petition  of  Nunllo  D.  Marapao, 
Province  of  Bohol,  Municipality  of  Ubay. 
Philipptlnea,  relative  to  stating  the  grievances 
of  a  number  of  Filipinos  regarding  the  loss 
of  certain  foodstuffs  and  money  due  to  mis- 
treatment by  the  Japanese  in  1942;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
bommeree. 


SENATE 

Friday,  February  13,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  God,  our  Father,  in  this  pavilion 
of  prayer,  help  us  to  fling  open  the  shut- 
tered windows  of  our  darkened  lives  to 
the  effulgent  light  of  Thy  presence,  so 
that  in  our  daily  work  we  may  reflect 
some  broken  beams  of  Thy  glory.  Teach 
us  by  the  adventure  of  faith  how  to  be 
victrrs  over  life,  not  victims  of  it,  and 
tha<  to  live  worthily  we  must  have  a 
fait  n  fit  to  live  by,  a  self  fit  to  live  with, 
and  a  cause  fit  to  live  for. 

Eiilarge  the  sensitive  area  of  our  sjrm- 
pathy,  we  pray.  Write  deep  upon  our 
hearts  the  suffering  and  pain  of  the 
shepherdless  multitudes  so  broken  by 
the  burdens  and  stress  of  these  cruel 
years.  <r>rant  us  such  a  vision  of  our 
world  and  its  appalling  need  as  to  make 
us  sharers  with  Thee  in  saving  it  from 
the  worst  that  is  in  man,  to  the  best  that 
Is  in  Thy  will  and  plan  when  Thy  king- 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  In  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  .his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed,  without  sunendment.  to  the  con- 
current resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  12)  ex- 
pressing symiiathy  for  the  peoples  of  the 
Netherlands,  Great  Britain,  and  Belgium 
in  the  disaster  suffered  by  them. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  568  >  to  continue 
until  the  close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  sus- 
pension of  certain  import  taxes  on  cop- 
per, and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Young  was  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday 
of  next  week. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

RXFOKT  OM  SCTTLEMTNT  OF  ClAIM  OF  CUNTON 

J.  Rn.rr,  Jb.,  bt  Tkkasuxt  Dkfabtkent 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  that 
the  Treasury  Department  had  settled  the 
claim  of  Clinton  J.  Riley,  Jr.,  In  the  amount 
of  $3,710;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Amewdment  or  Sectiok  3841  or  Reviscd  Stat- 

Uias    RXUATTNG    TO    ASBIVAL    AKD    DeFARTUBK 

or  Mxn. 

A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  prop>06ed  legislation 
to  amend  section  3841  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes relating  to  the  schedviles  of  the  arrival 
and  departure  of  the  mall,  to  repeal  certain 
obsolete  laws  relating  to  the  postal  service, 
and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  accompany- 
ing paper ) :  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

Law  Enacted  ft  Municipal  Cottnctl  or  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  1. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  copy  of  a  law  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I., 
entitled  "Authorizing  the  sale  to  the  Virgin 
Islands  Corporation,  a  Federal  instrumental- 
ity, of  the  electric  light  and  power  facilities 
and  related  assets  of  the  municipality  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John"  (with  an  accompany- 


ing paper):   to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Aflalra. 

Publication  Kmtitlid  "FronuL  Powkb 
CoionssioN  Rzporra,  Volumx  t" 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C,  transnxit- 
Ung,  for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  a 
copy  of  the  Commission's  newly  Issued  pub- 
lication entitled  "Federal  Power  Conunlsslon 
Reports,  Volume  9"  (with  an  accompanying 
document);  to  the  ComnUttec  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

RcPOBT  or  Civn.  AzBONAirnca  Boabb 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board.  Washington.  D.  C.  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  that  Board 
for  the  fiscal  year  1052  (with  an  aeoompany- 
ing  report ) :  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

UsK  OF  Cebtain  CciiTiriCATBa  bt  OmCKBS  OF 
thk  Abmeo  Fobcxs 

A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel,  Office 
Of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authortia 
the  use  of  certificates  by  officers  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  in  connection 
with  certain  pay  and  allowance  accounts  of 
military  and  civilian  personnel  (with  an 
accompanying  paper);  to  the  Coaimlttee  OD 
Armed  Services. 

Report  oh  Contsacts  NBcortATBo  bt  Natioiial 
Aovisobt  Committee  fob  Aebonactics 

A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary,  Na- 
tional Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics, 
Washington,  D.  C  ,  reporting,  pursuant  to 
law,  that  no  contracts  were  negotiated  by 
that  committee  for  the  6-month  period 
ended  December  31,  1952;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Statistical  Tablxb  RxruBcmto  BmiNXss 

TBANSACTED    BT    BaMKBUPTCT    COUBTS 

A  letter  from  the  Director.  Administrative 
OfBce  of  the  United  States  Courts,  Washing- 
ton.  D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
statistical  tables  reflecting  the  business 
transacted  by  the  bankruptcy  courts  and 
other  pertinent  data  (with  an  accompanying 
document);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl* 
clary. 

Report  of  Dibectos  of  Admtnistbativb  Ornoi 
or  United  States  Cottbts 

A  letter  from  the  Director.  Administrative 
Office  of  the  United  States  CourU,  Washing- 
ton,  D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
his  report  fur  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc  .  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  In- 
dicated : 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
Resolutions  of   the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth    of    Massachtisetts;    to    the 
Committee  on  Finance; 

"Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  to  ex- 
tend the  provisions  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  relating  to  Federal  old-age  and  surviv- 
ors' Insurance  benefits  to  additional  and 
certain  other  classes  of  employment  and 
workers 

"Resolvfd.  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts hereby  urges  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  legislation  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  old-age  and 
survivors'  insurance  benefits  sections  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  Include  additional 
and  certain  other  classes  of  employment  smd 
workers;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Commonwealth  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  the  presiding  officer  of  each 


branch   of  Congreaa,  and   to  the  Membera 
thereof   from   this  Commonwealth. 
"In  senate,  adopted,  January  M,  1053. 
"IBVIMO  N.  Hatdzk, 

"Clerk. 
"In  house  of  representatlvea,  adopted,  in 
concurrence,  February  2,  1953. 

"Lawkxmce  R.  Gbovb. 

"Clerfc.- 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth    of    Massachusetts;    to    the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 
"Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  of 

the    United   States    relative    to    a   higher 

minimum-wage  law 

"Whereas  after  considerable  study  by  the 
New  England  Governors'  Textile  Committee, 
confirming  the  fact  that  wage  diilerencea 
between  the  North  and  the  South  are  one 
of  the  basic  reasons  for  New  England  textile 
industry's  plight;  and 

"Whereas  an  urgent  need  exists  for  action 
to  eliminate  such  wage  differentials:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

'Re$olvtd,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
nachusetts  hereby  memorializes  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  in  favor  of  a  new 
higher  minimum-wage  law  with  effective 
administration;  and  be  it  further      . 

"Rttolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forwarded  by  the  secretary  of  state  to  the 
presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Congress 
and  to  each  Member  thereof  from  this  Com- 
monwealth. 

"In  senate,  adopted,  January  26.  1953. 
"laviMo  N.  Hatocm, 

"Clerk. 

"In  bouse  of  representatives,  adopted.  In 
concurrence,  February  2,  1953. 

"Lawxxmcx  R.  Obovx, 

"Clerfc." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  FlorAda  State 
Townsend  Auxiliary,  Unit  75,  Miami,  Fla.. 
favoring  the  substitution  of  the  so-called 
Townsend  old-age  pension  plan  for  the  pres- 
ent social -security  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  WATKINS: 
Three  concurrent  resolutions  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Utah;   ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  1 
"Concurrent   resolution    of   the   Senate   and 
House    of    Representatives    of    the    90th 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Utah,  congratu- 
lating   President    Dwight    D.    Elsenhower 
upon  his  election  to  the  Presidency  of  the 
United  States  of  America 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  o/  the 
State    of    Utah    {the    Oovemor    concurring 
therein) : 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
by  their  vote  In  the  recent  election  have 
chosen  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower,  as  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  grave  and  Important  questions 
face  our  beloved  country  and  its  people;  and 
"Whereas,  by  character,  training,  and  ex- 
perience. Dwight  D.  Slsenbower  is  pre- 
eminently qualified  for  this  highest  office 
within  the  gift  of  the  people:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  the  Governor  concurring  here- 
in, do  hereby  send  to  our  President,  Dwight 
D.  Elsenhower,  our  sincere  congratulations 
and  best  wishes  for  a  successful  administra- 
tion as  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  extend  to  him  our  aastirance  of 
utmost  loyalty  and  support  in  meeting  and 
solving  the  momentous  tasks  that  lie  ahead. 
We  invoke  the  rich  ble«Klngs  of  a  kind  provi- 
dence to  preserve  him  In  life  and  health.  In 
order  that  he  might  ably  and  efficiently 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  high  office;  be 
it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  reBolution 
be  forwarded  to  President  Dwight  D.  Elsen- 
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hower,  each  Member  at  the  eongresskMial 
delegation  from  Utah  and  the  GoTemor  at 
the  State  of  Utah." 


"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  2 

"Concurrent  ■resolution  of  the  Senate  and 
Bouse  of  Representatives  of  the  30th  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Utah,  congratulat- 
ing Ivy  Baker  Priest  upon  her  appoint- 
ment as  Treasurer  of  the  United  States 
of  America 

"Be  it  resolved  by  ttie  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah  {the  Governor  concurring 
therein )  : 

"Whereas  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  imposed  special  confidence  and 
trust  in  the  ability  and  loyalty  of  Ivy  Baker 
Priest;  and 

"Whereas  she  has  been  appointed  to  the 
high  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  United  States; 
and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the 'State  of  Utah, 
her  naUve  State,  take  pride  in  her  integrity 
and  devotion  to  duty  which  fit  her  for  this 
important  office:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Utah,  the  Governor  concurring  herein,  do 
hereby  send  to  our  esteemed  citizen.  Ivy 
Baker  Priest,  our  sincere  congratulations  and 
best  wishes  in  receiving  this  appointment. 
May  she  have  a  successful  administration 
with  much  satisfaction  in  the  discharge  of 
her  duties;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  Ivy  Balcer  Priest,  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  each  Member  of  the 
congressional  delegation  from  Utah,  and  the 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Utah." 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  3 
"Concurrent  resolution  of  the  Senate  and 
.    House    of    Representatives    of    the    30th 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Utah,  congratu- 
lating Hon.   Ezra  Taft   Benson   upon   his 
appointment   as  Secretary  of   Agriculture 
of  the  United  States  of  America 
"Be  it  resoJPed  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State    of    Utah    {the    Governor    concurring 
therein): 

"Whereas  Ezra  Taft  Benson,  a  distin- 
guished citizen  of  the  State  of  Utah,  who 
by  his  achievements  In  the  field  of  agricul- 
ture and  his  faithful  discharge  of  duty  In 
church  activity,  civic  responsibility.  Farm 
Bureau  work,  and  national  recognition  in  the 
Boy  Scout  organization,  has  been  chosen,  ap- 
pointed, and  confirmed  as  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture in  the  Cabinet  of  President  Dwight 
D.  Elsenhower;  and 

"Whereas  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  Imposed  special  confidence  and 
trust  in  the  abUlty,  loyalty,  and  fldeUty  of 
Ezra  Taft  Benson;  and 

"Whereas  by  his  sterling  character,  high 
Intelligence,  and  humility  he  is  preemi- 
nently qualified  to  faithfully  discharge  the 
duties  of  this  high  office;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  State  of  Utah 
and  his  friends  everywhere  are  Justly  proud 
of  his  appointment:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  the  Governor  concurring  here- 
in, do  hereby  send  to  our  esteemed  citizen, 
Ezra  Taft  Benson,  our  sincere  congratula- 
tions and  beet  wishes  for  a  successful  admin- 
istration as  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  May  he  find  much 
Joy.  and  satisfaction  in  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  his  office  and  achieve  outstanding 
success  therein;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  Kra  Taft  Benson,  each 
Member  of  the  congressional  delegation  from 
Utah,  and  the  Ooverna  ot  the  State  of  Utah." 


RiOOD  CONTROL  IN  VERDIGRIS 
RTVER  VALLEY— RESOLUTION  OF 
VERDIGRIS  RIVER  FLOOD  CON- 
TROL ASSOCIATION,  NEODESHA. 
KANS. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPKL.  Mr.  President,  the 
past  2  years,  and  particularly  since  the 
great  flood  of  1951.  the  people  of  Kansas 
have  been  keenly  aware  of  the  need  for 
flood-control  measures. 

I  present  for  appropriate  reference, 
and  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  resolution  sub- 
mitted to  me  by  the  members  of  the 
Chamber  of  Comerce  of  Neodesha,  Kans., 
requesting  that  sufficient  appropriations 
be  approved  by  the  Congress  to  enable 
the  construction  of  Toronto  Dam  on  the 
Verdigris  River. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Verdigris  River  Flood  Control 
Association  represents  approximately  10,000 
property  owners  with  direct  interest  In  flood 
control  in  the  Verdigris  River  Valley;  and 

Whereas  the  Army  engineers  have  re- 
peatedly reported  the  proper  approach  to 
flood  control  for  the  Verdigris  River  Is  the 
Toronto  Dam  first;  and 

Whereas    this   matter   has   had   favorable 
consideration  in  the  past,  but  no  approprta-  . 
tion  having  been  made  by  Congress;  and 

Whereas  the  Verdigris  River  Flood  Control 
Association  deems  it  advisable  to  again  pre- 
sent this  matter  for  the  attention  of  Gov- 
ernment officials  who  are  In  poeltlon  to 
recognize  the  necessity  of  flood  control  oa 
the  Verdigris  River  In  order  to  prevent  dis- 
astrous floods  and  also  as  a  matter  of  water 
storage.  A  practical  example  Is  the  Fall 
River  Dam;  and 

Whereas  it  is  considered  by  said  associa- 
tion that  United  States  Senators  from  Kan- 
sas. Andrew  F.  Schoeppel  and  Frank  Carl- 
son, and  Representatives  Errett  P.  Scrivner, 
Myron  V.  George,  Edward  H.  Rees,  Clifford 
R.  Hope,  and  Wint  Smith,  and  United  States 
Senators  from  Oklahoma,  Robert  S.  Kerr 
and  Mike  Monroney,  and  Representatives 
William  G.  Stlgler.  Carl  Albert,  Tom  Steed. 
John  Jarman,  Toby  Morris,  Victor  Wlcker- 
sham,  and  Page  Belcher,  and  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Civil  Functions  and  Appropria- 
tions, In  formal  manner  have  brought  to 
their  attention  the  need  of  this  matter  and 
the  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  immediate 
beginning:  Now  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Verdigris  River  Flood 
Control  Association  urge  the  above-men- 
tioned parties  to  use  their  Influence  to  obtain 
appropriations  sufficient  to  construct  the 
dam;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Neodesha  Chamber  of 
Commerce  relying  on  the  good  will  and 
standing  of  our  Government  representatives 
do  hereby  urge  them  to  help  make  the  pro- 
posed dam  a  reality. 

CHAMBKB  of  COMMBtCE,  NEODESHA,  KaNS.* 

Bob  Bacon,  President. 
J,  M.  STEmw,  Secretary. 


EARLIER  OPENING  DATE  OF  HUNT- 
ING    SEASON     FOR     MIGRATORY 
WATERFOWL  —  RESOLUTION    OP 
NORTH   DAKOTA    STATE   SENATE 
Mr.  YOUNG.    Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  Legislature  of  North  Dakota, 
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which  I  believe  has  a  great  deal  of  merit 
and  widespread  interest. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  resolution  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Senate  Resolution  4 
Resolution  requesting  the  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  to  allow  an  earlier 
opening  date  of  the  hunting  season  for 
migratory  waterfowl,  and  to  provide  com- 
pensation for  damage  to  crope  caused  by 
migratory  waterfowl 

Whereas  the  farmers  of  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  have  suffered  substantial  damage 
through  the  loss  and  destruction  of  grain 
by  ducks  while  such  grain  Is  lying  in  a 
swath  or  shock;  and 

Whereas  hunting  season  on  ducks  does  not 
open  until  the  month  of  October  which  pre- 
vents hunters  and  fanners  from  minimizing 
this  annual  damage  through  their  hunting 
activities:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  of  the  State  cf 
North  Dakota.  That  the  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  be  requested  to  allow 
the  opening  of  the  bunting  season  for  migra- 
tory waterfowl  not  later  than  September  15 
of  each  year;  and  that  the  Federal  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  consider  the  feasibility  of 
compensating  farmers  for  crop  damage  di- 
rectly attributable  to  migratory  waterfowl; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  by  the  secretary  of  the  senate  to 
the  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
and  Members  of  Congress  from  the  State  of 
North  Dakota. 

C.  P.  Dahl, 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Edward  Leno, 
Secretary  o/  the  Sejiate. 


ALLEVIATION  OP  PAULINO  PRICES 
OP  FARM  PRODUCTS— RESOLU- 
TION OP  STATE  SENATE  OP 
MINNESOTA 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  TMr.  HmcpHRxr],  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Recoro,  a  resolution  adopted  on  Febru- 
ary 10,  1953.  by  the  Senate  of  the  Minne- 
sota State  Legislature.  The  resolution 
requests  the  President,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  Minnesota  Members 
of  the  Congress  to  reenact  legislation  to 
alleviate  steadily  falling  prices  of  farm 
products. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and,  under  the 
rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows: 

Resolution  requesting  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States,  and  Minnesota  Mem- 
bers of  Congress,  to  reenact  legislation  to 
alleviate  steadily  falling  prices  of  farm 
products 

Whereas  selling  prices  of  farm  products 
generally  have  fallen  drastically  during  the 
past  year;   and 

Whereas  prices  of  farm  machinery  and 
supplies,  as  well  as  tax  burdens  are  rapidly 
increasing;  and 

Whereas  there  is  no  indication  of  relief 
fn  a  market  controlled  by  many  forces,  both 
domestic  and  foreign,  and  over  which  the 
farmer  has  no  control;  and 

Whereas  it  has  been  the  policy  of  our  Gov- 
ernment to  aid  and  assist  farmers  suSering 


from  sudden  and  drastic  market  changes: 
Now.  theiefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota.  That  this  situation  be  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  Si:ates,  and  the  Minnesota  Members 
of  Congr«>8s,  with  the  request  that  steps  be 
taken  immediately  to  alleviate  declining 
prices  of  farm  products:  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate 
be,  Instructed  to  forward  copies  of  this  resolu- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United 
States,  and  Minnesota  Members  of  Congress. 

Adopted  by  the  senate,  State  of  Minnesota, 
February   10,   1953. 

P.  G.  Toa«ET, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

St.  Patt.,  Minn. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  Mr.  Thye>  also 
presented  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota,  identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


REPORT   OF   A    COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted : 

By  Mr.  TOBEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

S.  35.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Airport 
Act  in  order  to  extend  the  time  during  which 
requests  may  be  made  for  reimbursement 
for  damages  to  public  airports  resulting  from 
military  operations;  with  amendments  ^Rept. 
No.  38). 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro* 
duced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 
S.  876.  A  bUl   for  the  relief  of   Dr.  Morad 
Malek-Aslani;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

S.  877.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  cooperate  with  States  and 
local  agencies  in  the  planning  and  carrying 
out  of  works  of  improvement  for  soil  con- 
servation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr,  Johnson  of  Texas 
when  he  introduced  the  last  above-men- 
tioned bill,  which  appear  under  a  separate 
heading.) 

By  Mr.  EASTLAND: 
S.  878.  A  bill  for  the   relief  of  David  Lee 
Walker:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 
S.  879.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  12  of  chap- 
ter V  of  the  act  of  June  19,  1934,  as  amended, 
entitled    "An    act    to   regulate    the    business 
of  life  insurance  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia";   to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

By  Mr.  BEALL   (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Bon-ER  of  Maryland)  : 
S.  880.  A  bill  to  amend  the  license  law  of 
the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
S.  881.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sgt.  Janusz 
Plucinskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
S.  882.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Song  Yong 
Cho;  and 

S.  883,  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Tokuko 
Kobayashl  and  her  minor  son;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S,  884.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Arthur 
Sroka;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 
S.  885.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  acceptance  of 
certain    offlcea    or    employment    by    persons 


who  within  2  years  have  served  as  members 
oi  certain  regulatory  agencies  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  HUNT: 

S,  886.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aleen  Archer 
Nield;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BARRETT: 

S.  887.  A  bill  to  permit  the  exchange  and 
amendment  of  farm  units  on  Federal  irriga- 
tion projects,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior   and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.   BARRETT    (for   Mr.  Mundt)  : 

S  888,  A  bill  to  amend  section  303  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930;  to  the  Conuuittee  on 
Finance. 

By  Mr    IXJUGLAS: 

8  889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chester  A. 
Fisher:  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S  890  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Vltulll:  and 

S  891  (by  request).  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Albina  Slcas,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr,  BYRD  (for  himself.  Mr. 
BaicKOt.  Mr.  Fnct7aoN,  Mr.  Ronsr- 
SON.  and  Mr.  Williams)  : 

8  e92  A  bin  to  dissolve  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  and  transfer  cer- 
tain o^  Its  functions  relating  to  national  de- 
fense to  other  agencies  of  the  Government, 
to  amend  section  13b  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See    the   remarks   of   Mr.   Brao  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr    KNOWLAND: 

S  893,  A   bill    for   the    relief  of   David   T. 
Wright;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S  894  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  national  forest  land  in  Basalt. 
Colo  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

S  895.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Career  Com- 
pensation Act  of  1949  to  extend  to  certain 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  were 
placed  on  the  retired  list  in  advanced  rank 
the  same  credit  for  foreign  service  performed 
prior  to  1913  which  Is  accorded  to  other 
members  nut  so  advanced  in  rank  on  the 
retired  list; 

S  896.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  promotion 
of  certain  retired  officers  of  the  Regular  Navy 
recalled  to  active  duty  during  World  War  II. 
and  for  other  purposes;  and  * 

S  C97.  A  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  mak- 
ing application  for  terminal -leave  psy  under 
the  Armed  Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946.  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

S  898  A  bill  to  grant  additional  income 
tax  exemptions  and  deductions  to  taxpayers 
who  are  permanently  disabled,  and  to  aUow 
additional  Income  tax  exemptions  to  tax- 
payers fiupportlng  dependenU  who  are  per- 
manently disabled; 

S  899.  A  bin  to  extend  pension  benefits 
under  the  laws  reenacted  by  Public  Law  260. 
74th  Congress.  August  13,  1935,  as  now  or 
hereafter  amended,  to  certain  persons  who 
served  with  the  United  States  mUitary  or 
naval  forces  engaged  in  hostilities  in  the 
Moro  Province.  Including  Mindanao,  or  in 
the  islands  of  Samar  and  Leyte,  Philippine 
Islands,  after  July  4.  1902,  and  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 1.  1914.  and  to  their  unremarried  widows, 
child,  or  children:  and 

S  900.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter  John 
Gamel;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S  901.  A  bin  to  grant  former  owners  a 
preference  with  respect  to  the  purchase  of 
certain  real  property  acquired  under  the  rec- 
lamation laws  and  no  longer  needed  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  acquired;  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

S.  902.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase  of 
land  and  Improvements  In  Gunnison  County. 
Colo  ,  to  facilitate  research  Into  range  im- 
provement and  rangeland  management  in 
the  Rocky  Mountain  area,  and  for  other  pur- 


n 


poses;  to  the  Conimltte'3  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

S,  903.  A  bill  to  prolilblt  the  transporta- 
tion in  interstate  or  loreign  commerce  of 
lethal  munitions  except  when  movement  is 
arranged  for,  or  on  bthalf  of,  the  United 
States  of  America  or  an  instrumentality 
thereof: 

S  904.  A  bill  to  standiuxlize  rates  on  house- 
hold goods  shipped  by  the  United  States 
Government  for  its  employees; 

S.  905.  A  bill  to  autliorlze  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  revoke  or  amend, 
under  certain  conditions,  water  carrier  cer- 
tificates and  permits; 

S  906.  A  bill  to  establish  the  finality  of 
contracts  between  the  Government  and  com- 
mon carriers  of  passengers  and  freight  sub- 
ject to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

S  907.  A  bill  to  amen  i  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  by  requiring  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  to  consider,  in  stock  modi- 
fication plans,  the  assents  of  controlled  or 
controlling  stockholders; 

8  908.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  separation 
of  subsidy  from  air-msll  pay,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

S  909.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  training  of 
an  adequate  backlog  o.'  airmen  to  meet  the 
civil  and  mllltajy  needs  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purpose?;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8  910  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fausto  Leo- 
nardo Marcal; 

8.911,  A  bill  for  thi  relief  of  Randi  Lu 
Clark    (Suglmoto,  Sachiko); 

8  912.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Bruno  Kwald 
Paul  and  Marglt  Paul; 

S  913.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emma  Pom- 
eroy  Von  Lewlnski; 

S  914    A  bill  for  the  lellef  of  Mark  Vainer; 

S  915  A  bill  for  the  r»llef  of  Augvista  Bleys 
(also  known  as  August'.na  Bleys): 

S  916  A  bill  for  th<!  relief  of  Velko  D. 
Kovacic; 

8  917.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stefan  Burda, 
Anna  Burda.  and  NikoU.l  Burda:  and 

8  918.  A  bUl  for  the  -elief  of  Astrld  Inge- 
borg  Marquez;  to  the  Conmittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary-. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 

S  919.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  J0,  1930,  as  amended, 
to  extend  annuity  beniQts  to  employees  at 
ape  50  Involuntarily  separated  from  the  serv- 
ice after  having  rendered  at  least  20  years 
of  service:  to  the  Comialttee  on  Poet  OSoe 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr  LEHMAN  (by  request) : 

S  930  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938.  as  amended:  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  ar.d  Public  Welfare. 

By    Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Colorado    (for 
himself  and  Mr   Millucin)  : 

8  921.  A  bin  amending  the  definition  of  a 
dependent,  for  income-tax  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr    JOHNSON  of  Colorado:^ 

8  922  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  commission 
tt)  regulate  the  public  t-ansportatlon  of  pas- 
sengers by  motor  vehicle  and  street  railroad 
within  the  metropolltar  area  of  Washington. 
District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado when  he  lntroduce<l  the  above  bUl,  which 
Hppear  under  a  separate-  heading.) 
By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

8  923.  A  bill  to  provide  for  perfecting  the 
title  of  C.  A.  Lundy  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  California  heretofore  patented  by 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr  KENNEDY: 
S  924.  A  bill  for  tlie  relief  of  Sofia  B. 
Panagoulopoulos  Kane II;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY  (by  request) : 
8. 925.  A    bin    to    amend    the    Interstate 
Commerce  Act  in  order  to  prohibit  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  from  regu- 
lating the  duration  of  certain  leases  for  the 


use  of  equipment  by  motor  carriers,  and  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  be  paid  for  such 
use;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.J.  Res.  41.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps 
commemorative  of  the  late  Dr.  Daniel  David 
Palmer,  of  Iowa,  the  founder  of  chiropractic; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

8.  J.  Res.  42.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  proper  participation  by  the  United 
States  Government  in  a  national  celebration 
of  the  50th  anniversary  year  of  controlled 
powered  flight  occurring  during  the  year 
from  December  17,  1952,  to  December  17, 
1953;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  McCaeban  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  joint  resolution, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


CONTROL  OF  WATER  RESOURCES 
AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF  SOIL  CON- 
SERVATION 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, among  the  most  pressing  of  the 
problems  that  face  our  people  is  that  of 
controlling  the  water  resources  of  our 
country. 

In  Texas,  as  in  so  many  other  States, 
water  is  all  too  frequently  a  feast  or 
famine  proposition.  In  times  of  flood, 
water  falls  upon  our  land  by  the  ton, 
washing  away  precious  topsoil  and 
smashing  property  and  equipment.  In 
times  of  drought,  we  turn  to  our  res- 
ervoirs only  to  find  that  they  are  too  few 
and  depleted  too  rapidly. 

Both  National  and  local  governments 
have  talcen  important  steps  to  meet  this 
problem  in  the  i>ast  two  decades.  Huge 
works  have  been  authorized  and  con- 
structed. But  there  Ls  an  imF>ortant  gap 
in  the  programs  thus  far  set  under  way. 

At  present,  there  is  no  authority  for 
direct  local-Federal  cooperation  on 
flood-prevention  programs  in  small,  up- 
stream-watershed  areas. 

I  introduce  for  appropriate  reference 
a  bill  which  is  designed  to  close  that  gap. 
It  is  similar  to  legislation  sponsored  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  by  my  good 
friend,  the  Honorable  W.  R.  Poage.  It 
is  the  same  bill  which  was  approved  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
last  Congress. 

The  Senate  was  unable  to  consider  the 
measure  last  year.  But  it  is  my  earnest 
hope  that  we  can  get  an  early  start  in 
this  Congress  and  bring  it  to  the  floor  for 
action. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  and  appropriately 
referred  three  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
soil  conservation  district  sup>ervisors  at 
Mineral  Wells,  Tex.,  bearing  upon  this 
subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  resolutions 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record  and  appro- 
priately referred,  as  requested  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

The  bill  (S.  877)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  cooperate  with 
States  and  local  agencies  in  the  planning 
and  carrying  out  of  works  of  improve- 
ment for  soil  conservatitn,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Texas,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 


title,  and  referred,  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  resolutions  presented  by  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
as  follows : 

Whereas  upstream  floodwaters  are  contin- 
uing to  cause  sediment,  crops  and  property 
damages,  and  the  loss  of  lives;  and 

Whereas  upstream  floodwaters  can  best  be 
controlled  by  slowing  down  water  where  it 
falls  with  land  treatment  and  smaU  deten- 
tion structures;  and 

Whereas  the  upstream  flood-control  pro- 
gram now  being  conducted  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  needs  to  be 
continued;  and 

Whereas  the  upstream  flood-control  pro- 
gram as  conducted  by  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  needs  further  ex- 
pansion over  more  major  watersheds;  and 

Whereas  upstream  flood-control  measures 
increase  the  life  expectancy  of  major  res- 
ervoirs; and 

Whereas  there  is  certain  legislation  being , 
proposed  to  the  83d  Congress  for  the  ptirpose 
of  placing  all  upwtream  flood-control  work 
under  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers,  whose 
work  is  confined  to  large  reservoirs  and 
downstream  reclamation;  and 

Whereas  H.  R.  559,  83d  Congress,  seeks  con- 
tinuance of  upstream  flood  control  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture: 
Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolv?d,  That  we  strongly  urge  favorable 
consideration  and  passage  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress of  H.  R.  559,  by  the  Honorable  W.  R. 
PoACE,  of  Texas;  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  each  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  to  Secretary  Ezra  Taft  Ben- 
son, of  the  Department  of  Agriculttire,  and 
to  Members  of  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Texas. 

We,  the  soil -conservation  district  super- 
visors of  Texas,  assembled  in  our  12th  an- 
nual meeting  at  Mineral  Wells,  Tex.,  January 
22  and  23.  1953,  express  our  appreciation  and 
commendation  of  the  understanding  of  the 
problem  of  soil  and  water  conservation  ex- 
pressed by  President  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower 
In  his  speech  delivered  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Sep- 
tember 18.  1952.  With  the  broad  knowledge 
of  the  conservation  problem  displayed  and 
with  his  expressed  con&deiice  In  soil-con- 
servation districts  organized  under  State  laws 
and  governed  by  boards  of  local  farmers  and 
ranchers,  we  IcMk  forward  to  continuing  and 
greater  progress  toward  the  solution  of  one 
of  the  greatest  problems  confronting  the 
Nation  and  the  world  today — conservation  of 
our  soil  and  water. 

President  Eisenhower  said: 

"I'm  a  zealous  believer  in  conservation, 
both  as  a  national  tiolicy  and  as  a  personal 
creed.  I  have  seen  firsthand  in  many  parts 
of  the  world  what  soil  and  fertility  losses 
can  dc  to  civilizations.  I  have  crossed  great 
deserts  that  once  were  fertile  granaries — now 
laid  waste  because  man  wasn't  intelligent 
enough  or  didn't  care  enough  to  preserve  his 
soil. 

"To  build  a  strong,  secure  United  States, 
we  must  save  our  soil — and  improve  our  soU. 
We  aren't  now  doing  the  Job  fast  enough  or 
well  enough.  •    •   • 

"The  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  a  com- 
petent technical  agency  that  makes  its  know- 
how  available  to  farmers  In  locally  organ- 
ized farm-run  soil-conservation  districts.  It 
comes  into  the  districts  to  help  farmers  only 
at  their  invitation.  •   •   • 

"I  strongly  favor  farmer-managed  soil- 
conservation  districts,  with  the  Soil  Con- 
servation Service  and  other  public  agencies 
giving  such  help  as  farmers  request." 

Whereas  the  State  soil-conservation  law 
of  Texas  was  enacted  by  the  46th  legisla- 
ttire  in  1939  and  since  that  time  166  soil- 
ccmservatton  districts  have  been  organized. 
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embracing  onx  90  percent  of  the  State's  total 
area:  and 

Whereaa  during  the  life  of  Texas  soll-eon- 
aerratlon  districts,  conserration  aooompllsh- 
ments  have  been  greater  than  during  all  past 
time  and  benefits  through  Increased  produc- 
tion and  Increased  Income  hare  been  great 
even  during  recent  years  of  severe  drought; 
and 

Whereas  we  look  forward  with  confidence 
to  Increasing  progress  and  benefit  through 
the  continuing  democratic  functioning  of  the 
sou -conservation  districts  assisted  by  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  and  other  agencies  of 
Federal.  State,  and  local  govemmenU:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  do  hereby  commend  the 
President  tot  the  strong  position  that  he 
has  taken:  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
supplied  to  our  President,  to  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  Benson,  Texas  Congressmen  and 
Senatcn^.  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Texas, 
and  the  Republican  National  Committee. 

Whereas  a  subconunlttee  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives has  reported  on  Its  study  of  national 
civil  works;  and 

Whereas  the  report  of  the  subcommittee 
recommends  that  legislation  applying  to  sur- 
Teys  and  Investigations  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  on  watersheds  be  abolished 
and  that  the  remainder  of  the  flood-control 
program  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
be  made  dependent  upon  and  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  sense  of  the  member- 
ship and  officers  of  this  organization  that 
such  action.  If  taken  by  the  Congress,  will 
deprive  the  farmers  and  ranchers  of  this 
fitate  and  this  Nation  of  a  program  that 
already  has  proved  itself  greatly  beneficial  to 
agrlcultiire  and  rewarding  to  farmers  and 
ranchers  to  the  extent  of  protecting  agricul- 
tural land.  Increasing  production  and  yield- 
ing greater  net  returns;  and 

Whereas  75  percent  of  the  damages  from 
floods  occur  on  agriciiltural  lands  in  creek 
watershed  areas  which  get  no  protection  from 
the  big  dams  and  main  stream  improve- 
ments; and 

Whereas  it  is  the  belief  of  this  organiza- 
tion that  the  action  recommended  by  the 
subcommictoe  otherwise  would  accomplish 
no  worth  while  piupose  but  on  the  other 
hand  would  nullify  and  destroy  the  prepara- 
tory work  that  has  been  performed  on  nu- 
merous watersheds  of  the  Nation  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture:  Therefore  t>e  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Association  of  Texas 
Soil  Conservation  District  Supervisors,  in 
annual  meeting  In  Mineral  Wells.  Tex..  Jan- 
uary 22,  1953.  declare  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  its  belief  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  subcommittee  would  be 
contrary  to  the  best  interests  of  agriculture 
and  the  security  of  this  Nation  and  that  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  be  urged  to  dis- 
charge the  subcommittee  and  table  its 
report;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Association  of  Texas 
Boll  Conservation  District  Supervisors,  ask 
the  Committee  on  Public  Work.s  give  faithful 
consideration  to  the  strengthening  and  ac- 
celeration of  the  flood-control  program  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  through  such 
means  as  may  be  at  its  disposal;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  each  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  to  Secretary  Ezra  Taft 
Benson  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
and  to  Members  of  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Texas. 


DISSOLUTION  OP  RECONSTRUCTION 
FINANCE  CORPORATION 

Mr.  BYRD.     Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 


BRicxnl.  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  PkiGtrsoNl.  my  colleague  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  RobebtsonI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Delaware  I  Mr. 
WiLLiAMsl,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  dissolve  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  and 
transfer  certain  of  its  functions  relating 
to  national  defense  to  other  agencies  of 
the  Government,  to  amend  section  13b  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  and  for  other 
purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  prepared  by  me  relating  to 
the  bill  "be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  8S2)  to  dissolve  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  and 
transfer  certain  of  its  functions  relating 
to  national  defense  to  other  agencies  of 
the  Governmrnt,  to  amend  section  13b  of 
the  Federal  Reser\'e  Act.  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  ty  Mr.  Byrd  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Byrd  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

StATUIEMT  BT   SXNATOa   Bted 

senators  Baicxxii  and  RoBxaTsoN  of  the 
Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Committee. 
and  Senators  Pescoson  and  Williams,  have 
Joined  me  as  sponsors  of  a  bill  which  I  have 
Introduced  in  the  Senate  today  for  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration. 

Under  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury would  begin  next  January  1  liquidating 
the  21-year-old  temporary  depression  agency 
which  has  outstanding  loans  totaling  up- 
ward of  »700  million.  The  agency  this  year 
Is  costing  more  than  $14.5  million  In  admin- 
istrative overhead,  and  It  Is  employing  more 
than  2.000  people — about  half  of  them  In 
Washington  and  the  other  half  In  5  branches 
and  32  loan  offices  scattered  throughout  the 
country  and  In  Puerto  Rico  and  Alaska. 

The  bill  would  direct  that  the  net  proceeds 
from  the  liquidation  shall  be  applied  ex- 
clusively to  reduction  of  the  national  debt. 

The  RFC  was  originally  established  in  1932. 
for  limited  duration,  with  $300  million  In 
capital  supplied  out  of  the  United  States 
Treasury.  Under  subsequent  legislation  Its 
lending  activities  are  now  financed  from  (lOO 
million  of  capital  stock.  Treasury  borrowing 
authority  and  9250  million  of  retained  earn- 
ings. Its  lending  authority  extends  until 
June  30.  1954.  and  it  may  have  as  much  as 
•993  million  outstanding  at  any  one  time. 

Except  the  effective  date  which  is  neces- 
sarily moved  forward,  the  bill  we  are  intro- 
ducing today  is  identical  with  one  for  the 
same  purpose  I  introduced  In  the  last  session 
of  Congress  and  which  narrowly  failed  of 
passage  in  the  Senate  last  year  after  it  had 
been  demonstrated  that  the  agency's  services 
were  subject  to  abuse  when  it  had  nothing 
to  do. 

The  bill  would  abolish  the  Corporation  and 
Its  lending  authority.  It  would  start  and 
expedite  liquidation  of  the  old-line  RFC  pro- 
grams by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  con- 
templating the  use  of  Treasury  Department 
facilities  both  in  Washington  and  in  the 
field.  It  would  provide  for  uninterrupted 
continuity  in  the  services  now  rendered  by 
the  RFC  In  connection  with  current  defense 
and  preparedness  emergency  financing.  It 
would  transfer  to  other  agencies  the  man- 
agement of  rubber,  tin,  and  fiber  enterprises, 
etc.,  now  imder  the  Jurisdiction  of  RFC. 


COMMISSION  TO  REGULATE  PUBUC 
TRANSPORTATION  WITHIN  THE 
METROPOLITAN  AREA  OP  WASH- 
INGTON. D.  C. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President.  I  Introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  provide  for  a  com- 
mission to  regulate  the  public  transpor- 
tation of  p>assengers  by  motor  vehicle  and 
street  railroad  within  the  metropolitan 
area  of  Washington.  District  of  Colum- 
bia. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an 
explanation  of  the  bill  by  Gerald  J. 
Classman,  who  is  executive  assistant, 
Arlington  County  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, and  secretary,  Washington  Met- 
ropolitan Area  Transportation  Commit- 
tee, be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred: 
and.  without  objection,  the  explanation 
will  be  printed  in  the  Rkcokd. 

The  bill  <S.  922  >  to  provide  for  a  com- 
mission to  reRulate  the  pubUc  transpor- 
tation of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and 
street  railroad  within  the  metropolitan 
area  of  Washington,  District  of  Colum- 
bia, introduced  by  Mr.  Johiis6h  of  Colo- 
rado, was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  oi^ 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  explanation  of  the  bill  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

Exn^NATTON  or  Bn.L  bt  OauLO  J.  OxAtmukU, 
Who  Is  Exkcvtivx  Assutant,  AauMoroM 
CouNTT  FuBUc  UriLmss  CoMMiasioM;  Sac- 
RTTAST.  Washington  MrraoPOLRAM  Aaxa 
TKANSPoaTATioN  CoMMrrm 

Since  the  end  of  World  War  11.  transit  aerr- 
ice  In  the  Washington  metropolitan  area  has 
been  deteriorating,  fares  have  been  increas- 
ing, and  patronage  declining.  The  effects 
on  the  economy  of  the  metropolitan  area 
have  been  very  serious:  ever-increasing  traf- 
fic congestion  slowing  commerce,  oppressive 
highway  construction  costs.  Oovemment  re- 
cruitment difficulties,  business  tincertalnty, 
and  displacement. 

The  extensive  committee  hearings  which 
led  to  the  reporting  out  of  B.  3290  followed 
many  years  of  studies  and  Inquiries  which 
never  resulted  in  effective  action  to  prevent 
further  deterioration  of  the  situation. 

The  4  major  carriers  in  the  area,  and  the 
total  of  14  carriers,  are  now  regulated  by  4 
separate  regulatory  agencies.  2  of  them  far 
removed  geographically  from  the  area.  As 
a  result  of  lack  of  Jurisdiction,  conflicts  in 
Jurisdiction,  and  lack  of  centralized  responsi- 
bility for  transit  among  these  agencies,  regu- 
lation over  individual  companies  Is  largely 
ineffective,  and  regulation  over  through  In- 
tersia"te  movemenu  which,  with  Intra-Dls- 
trlct  movements,  make  up  the  hulk  of  tralBc, 
is  totally  lacking.  As  a  result,  operations  of 
the  transit  carriers  are  separate,  luicoordl- 
naied.  and  inefficient. 

The  area  Commission  created  by  8.  8296 
will  provide  for  centralized  responsibility  for 
regulation  of  Interstate  and  Intra-Dlst/lct 
transit  movement.  With  exclusive  control 
over  carriers  transporting  passengers  within 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  IntersUte 
within  the  metropolitan  area,  this  agency 
can  take  direct  action  to  correct  specific  fare, 
service,  and  financial  problems  affecting  the 
major  portion  of  the  traffic,  and  through  co- 
operative action  with  the  States  or  by  its 
own  authority  over  intrasUte  operations 
which  materially  affect  its  Interstate  regu- 
lation, establish  an  integrated,  coordinated 
transit  system  throughout  the  metropolitan 
area. 

Under  the  proposed  bill  as  amended,  com- 
missioners will  be  appointed  at  large  from 
the   metropoliUn   area   to   emphasize   their 


area  responsibility  rather  than  responsibility 
to  any  particular  pollt  cal  Jurisdiction. 

A  major  virtue  of  this  proposal  Is  thai  the 
creation  of  the  Commission  and  its  function- 
ing may  be  Immediately  accomplished  with- 
out the  delays  attendant  on  an  Interstate 
compact.  Action  among  the  States  and  the 
Congress  to  expand  its  powers  to  embrace 
other  operations  in  the  area  may  proceed 
while  the  Commission  functions  to  prevent 
further  decline  of  the  transit  industry. 

There  is  little  doubt  that,  while  this  action 
is  an  Important  progreailve  step,  the  problem 
of  adequate  metropolitan  area  transporta- 
tion will  require  tiu-thei-  action  by  the  States 
and  the  Congress.  Th<!  regulation  and  ad- 
ministration of  traffic  control,  street  utiliza- 
tion, and  development,  and  parking  among 
the  three  separate  political  Jurisdictions 
warrant  further  attention,  cooperation,  and 
probably  additional  legislation  by  the  Con- 
gress, Maryland,  and  Virginia.  There  can  be 
no  final  solution  of  the  overall  problem, 
however.  If  the  central  portion,  regulation 
uf  the  transit  industry,  continues  ineffective 
and  Impotent. 


PARTICIPATION  BY  THE  UNHED 
STATES  GOVERNMENT  IN  A  NA- 
TIONAL CELEBRATION  OP  THE 
50TH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  CON- 
TROLLED POWERED  FLIGHT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  50 
years  have  passed  since,  at  Kitty  Hawk, 
the  Wright  brothers  demonstrated  to  the 
world  that  controlled  aerial  flight  was 
possible.  Since  that  time,  America  has 
gone  forward  by  leaps  and  bounds  in 
aerial  commerce.  As  the  coauthor  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938.  which 
act  has  brought  stability  and  regularity 
of  regulation  to  commercial  aviation.  I 
take  a  great  deal  of  pride  in  now  Joining 
with  the  various  aerial  groups  through- 
out the  country  by  Introducing  a  Joint 
resolution  to  provide  for  proper  partici- 
pation by  the  United  States  Government 
in  a  national  celebration  of  the  50th 
anniversary  year  of  controlled  powered 
flight,  occurring  during  the  year  from 
December  17.  1952,  to  December  17,  1953, 
and  I  ask  that  the  Joint  resolution  be 
appropriately  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Joint 
rc.'^olution  will  be  received  and  appropri- 
ately referred. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  42)  to 
provide  for  proper  participation  by  the 
United  States  Government  in  a  national 
celebration  of  the  50th  anniversary 
year  of  controlled  powered  flight  oc- 
curring during  the  year  from  December 
17.  1952,  to  December  17,  1953,  intro- 
duceC  by  Mr.  McCarran.  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SENATE  AND  HOUSE 
RULES  REQUIRING  BILLS  AMEND- 
ING OR  REPEALING  STATUTORY 
PROVISIONS  TO  SHOW  CHANGES 
IN  EXISTING  LAW 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a  concur- 
rent resolution  which  would  require  a 
change  in  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  providing  that  each  bill  or 
resolution  when  it  is  printed,  if  it  amends 
a  statute,  should  contain  a  comparative 
print  showing  the  part  of  the  statute 
proposed  to  be  amended. 


I  might  mention  that  this  is  the  prac- 
tice which  has  always  been  followed  in 
the  Legislature  of  New  York  State,  and 
I  feel  that  such  a  procedure,  if  it  were 
adopted  by  the  two  Houses  of  Congress, 
would  greatly  expedite  our  legislative 
work. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  13)  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  subsection  I 
of  rule  XIV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the 
Senate  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"1.  (a)  Whenever  a  bill  or  Joint  resolution 
shall  bt  offered,  its  introduction  shall,  if 
objected  to,  be  postponed  for  1  day. 

"(b)  Any  bill  or  Joint  resolution  Introduced 
in  the  Senate  repealing  or  amending  any 
statute  or  part  thereof  shall  consist  of  a 
comparative  print  of  that  part  of  the  bill  or 
Joint  resolution  making  the  amendment 
and  of  the  statute  or  part  thereof  proposed 
to  be  amended,  showing  by  brackets  or  capi- 
tal letters  or  other  appropriate  typographical 
devices  as  shall  be  determined  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing  the  omissions  and 
insertions  proposed  to  be  made." 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  3  of  rule  XXII  of  the 
Pules  of  the  House  of  Representatives  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"3.  (a)  All  other  bills,  memorials,  and  res- 
olutions may,  in  like  manner,  be  delivered. 
Indorsed  with  the  names  of  Members  intro- 
ducing them,  to  the  Speaker,  to  be  by  him 
referred,  and  the  titles  and  references  there- 
of and  of*  all  bills,  resolutions,  and  docu- 
ments referred  under  the  rules  shall  be  en- 
tered on  the  Journal  and  printed  in  the 
Record  of  the  next  day.  and  correction  in 
case  of  error  of  reference  may  be  made  by 
the  House,  without  debate.  In  accordance 
with  rule  XI.  on  any  day  Immediately  after 
the  reading  of  the  Journal,  by  unanimous 
consent,  or  on  motion  of  a  committee  claim- 
ing Jurisdiction,  or  on  the  report  of  the 
committee  to  which  the  bill  has  been  errone- 
ously referred. 

"(b)  Any  bill  or  Joint  resolution  intro- 
duced In  the  House  of  Representatives  re- 
pealing or  amending  any  statute  or  part 
thereof  shall  consist  of  a  comparative  print 
of  that  part  of  the  bill  or  Joint  resolution 
making  the  amendment  and  of  the  statute 
or  part  thereof  proposed  to  be  amended, 
showing  b^  brackets  or  capital  letters  or 
other  appropriate  typographical  devices  as 
shall  be  determined  by  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Printing  the  omissions  BQd  Insertions 
proposed  to  be  made." 


CHAPEL  FACILmES  FOR  MEMBERS 
OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  MONRONEY  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  14) .  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring),  That  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  make  available  a  room,  with 
facilities  for  prayer  and  meditation,  for  the 
use  of  Members  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  architect  shall 
maintain  the  prayer  room  for  Individual  use 
rather  than  assemblies  and  he  shall  provide 
appropriate  symbols  of  religious  unity  and 
freedom  of  worship. 


NAMING  OF  NAVAL  VESSEL  FOR 
THE  LATE  EUGENE  ELY.  OF  DAV- 
ENPORT, IOWA 

Mr.  GILLETTE  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  67>,  which  was 


referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
is  requested  to  name,  as  soon  as  possible,  a 
naval  vessel  of  the  proper  classification  for 
the  late  Eugene  Ely,  of  Davenport,  Iowa,  in 
recognition  of  the  said  Eugene  Ely's  con- 
tribution to  naval  aviation  In  making  on 
January  18.  1911,  the  first  landing  and  take- 
off by  an  airplane  cm  a  naval  vessel  at  sea. 


EXTENSION  OP  AUTHORITY  TO  IN- 
VESTIGATE PROBLEMS  CONNECT- 
ED WITH  EMIGRATION  OF  REFU- 
GEES FROM  WESTERN  EUROPEAN 
NATIONS 

Mr.  LANGER  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  68),  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary : 

Resolved,  That  S«jnate  Resolution  326  of 
the  Eighty-second  Ckjngress,  second  session, 
relating  to  the  autliorlty  of  the  Conunlttee 
on  the  Judiciary,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  to  conduct  a  thorough 
and  complete  study,  survey,  and  Investiga- 
tion of  the  problems  In  certain  Western 
Etu-opean  nations  created  by  the  flow  of 
escapees  and  refugees  from  Communist 
tyranny,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
word  and  figures,  ".April  30,  1953,"  on  page 
3,  line  10.  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following  word  and  figures:  "April  30,  1954." 


NOTICE  OF  HE,\RING  ON  SENATE 
JOINT  RESOHrnON  1,  PROPOSING 
AN  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  CON- 
STITUTION RELATIVE  TO  MAK- 
ING TREATIES  AND  EXECUTIVE 
AGREEMENTS 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr,  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Wednesday. 
February  18,  1953,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  i-oom 
424,  Senate  Office  Building,  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  1,  proposing  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  making  of  treaties 
and  executive  agreements.  Persons  de- 
siring to  be  heard  should  notify  the 
committee  by  Monday,  February  16, 
1953,  so  that  a  schedule  can  be  prepared 
for  those  who  wish  to  appear  and  testify. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lamgir], 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiRKSENl,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
(Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore],  and  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KefauverJ. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  8CHOEPPEL: 

Address  delivered  by  Senator  Mundt  at 
the  Kansas  Day  Banquet  on  the  92d  anni- 
versary of  the  admittance  of  Kansas  to  the 
Union,  at  Topeka.  Kans. 

Article  entitled  "Topeka  Marine  Officer 
Who  Asked  Combat  Is  Killed  In  Korea  Ac- 
tion." published  In  the  Topeka  (Kans.) 
State  Jotirnal.  February  3,  1953,  concerning 
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the  death  In  Korea  of  Marine  Capt.  Stanley 
Curyea. 

Editorial  enUtled  "Boost  for  8oU  Conaer- 
vatlon."  published  In  the  Topeka  (Kans.) 
Dally  Capital.  February  9.  regarding  Senate 
bill  to  provide  tax  relief  for  farmers  on  ac- 
count of  soil  and  water  conservation. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 

Letter  addressed  by  him  to  Lithuanian- 
American  Information  Center  relating  to  ob- 
servance of  35th  anniversary  of  the  declara- 
tion of  Independence  by  the  people  of  Lithu- 
ania. 

By    Mr.    BARRETT    (for    Mr.    Golo- 

WATI»)  : 

Address  deUvered  by  Hon.  Henry  F.  Aah- 
orst   before    the   Haasayampa   Club   at   Los 
Angeles.  Calif..  August  18,  1910. 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 

Address  entlUed  "Wheat  Faces  Trouble 
Again."  delivered  by  Boy  F.  Hendrlckson. 
executive  secretary.  National  Federation  of 
Grain  Cooperatives,  at  the  annual  meeting 
of  the  National  Association  of  Wheat  Pro- 
ducers at  Omaha,  Nebr..  on  January  30,  1953. 

Editorial  dealing  with  thn  reporting  of 
combat  plane  losses  In  Korea,  published  in 
the  Jamestown  (N.  Dak.)  Sun,  of  Tuesday, 
Fetn^ary  3.  1953. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Radio  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Eric  Sev- 
ereid  on  a  CBS  radio  broadcast  on  February 
11,  1953. 

Article  entitled  "'National  Origin':  Fraud 
and  Threat,"  published  in  the  New  Republic 
of  Febniary  16,  1953. 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 

Address  delivered  by  Lewis  K.  Oough,  na- 
tional commander  of  the  American  Legion, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  19th  annual  pilgrim- 
age to  the  Tomb  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  at 
Springfield,  HI.,  on  February  13.  1953. 

Article  entitled  "Needed:  An  Independent 
Tax-Collecting  Agency,"  written  by  Mr.  Carl 
T.  Curtis  and  published  In  the  January  1953 
Issue  of  Tax  Review. 

By  Mr.  ELLENDER: 

Article  entitled  "Lafayette  Native  Works 
Wonders   In   Egypt."   written   by   Robert    C. 
Ruark,  published  recently  in  the  Lafayette 
Advertiser,  Lafayette,  La. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 

Text   of  radio  program  entitled   "Jewish 
Life  Program,"  broadcast  over  Station  KPOJ, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  on  January  11  and  18,  1953. 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 

Review  of  television  program.  It's  Our 
Government,  by  Hal  J.  Miller,  editor  of 
the  Government  Standard. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

Article  entlUed  "A  New  Tariff  Idea,"  writ- 
ten by  Jack  T.  Pickett,  and  published  in  the 
California  Farmer  for  Janiiary  24.  1953. 


PRICE  DIPPERENTIAL  MADE  IN 
GOOD  FAITH  AS  A  COMPLETE  DE- 
FENSE TO  CHARGE  OF  PRICE 
DISCRIMINATION 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  just  received  a  letter  from  Albert 
A.  Carretta  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
my  bill.  Senate  bill  540.  which  I  intro- 
duced on  January  21, 1953.  I  am  sending 
the  original  of  the  letter  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  a  request 
that  it  be  incorporated  m  the  committee 
files  on  Senate  bill  540. 

Because  I  believe  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  will  be  interested  in  this  matter. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text  of 
Mr.  Carretta's  letter  to  ine  be  now  read 
by  the  clerk  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  clerk  will  read  the  text  of 
the  letter  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  referred. 


The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Fkdkkal  Traok  Commission', 
Washington.  JanuaTy  29, 1953. 
Hon.  Patrick  A.  McCa«ran, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dkah  Sxnatos  McCarran:  I  today  obtained 
a  copy  of  S.  540.  introduced  by  you  on  Janu- 
ary 21,  1953.  entitled  "A  bill  to  estaoiish  be- 
yond doubt  that,  under  the  Roblnson- 
Patman  Act,  It  is  a  complete  defense  to  a 
charge  of  price  discrimination  for  the  seller 
to  show  that  its  price  differential  has  been 
made  in  good  faith  to  meet  the  equally  low 
price  of  a  competitor." 

I  believe  that  the  bill  is  a  good  one.  and  I 
am  especially  interested  In  the  proviso  at  the 
end  of  the  bill  which  states: 

"That  a  seller  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
acted  in  good  faith  if  he  knew  or  should  have 
known  that  the  lower  price  or  more  exten- 
sive services  or  facllitiea  which  he  met  were 
in  fact  unlawful." 

My  interest  stems  from  my  review  of  a 
case  which  was  recently  decided  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission.  I  wrote  a  dis- 
sent in  that  case,  and  I  am  taking  the  liberty 
of  forwarding  to  you  a  copy  of  the  recent 
decision  of  the  Commission  in  the  matter 
of  Standard  Oil  Co.  (an  Indiana  corporation) , 
as  well  as  a  copy  of  my  dissent  ng  opinion 
therein.  I  am  frank  to  say  thai  my  most 
difficult  problem  in  writing  my  dissent  con- 
cerned the  determination  of  what  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  meant  in 
its  opinion  in  the  matter  of  Standard  Oil 
Company  v.  Federal  Trade  Commission  (Jan- 
uary 8.  1951).  when  it  apparently /idded  the 
word  "lawful"  to  the  words  of  section  2  (b) 
of  the  Clayton  Act.  which  sets  forth  the 
good-faith  defense  available  to  sellers.  After 
much  consideration.  I  arrived  at  the  conclu- 
sion expressed  in  part  11  of  my  dissent,  which 
begins  on  page  5.  I  Invite  your  attention  to 
this  particular  portion  of  my  dissenting  opin- 
ion, and  especially  to  the  two  marked  para- 
graphs on  page  7.  You  will  note  that  my 
conclusion  is  almost  Identical  In  language 
with  that  set  forth  In  the  proviso  contained 
in  S.  540. 

In  my  opinion,  enactment  of  this  bill  will 
go  a  long  way  toward  clarifying,  for  business- 
men and  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
the  intent  of  Congress  relative  to  the  good- 
faith  defense  which  Is  available  to  sellers 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2  (b) 
of  the  Clayton  Act. 

With  kindest  regards,  I  remain. 
Very  truly  yoiirs. 

Al^CXT  A.  Carietta. 


PROCLAMATION  BY  THE  GOVERNOR 
OP  UTAH  DESIGNATINa  FEBRU- 
ARY 1953  AS  AMERICAN  HISTORY 
MONTH  IN  UTAH 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  proclamation 
by  the  Governor  of  Utah,  the  Honorable 
J.  Bracken  Lee,  designating  February 
1953  as  American  History  Month  in 
Utah. 

This  meritorious  undertaking  is  the 
result  of  the  initial  efforts  of  Mrs.  Otto 
A.  Weisley.  State  chairman  of  American- 
ism for  the  National  Society  of  the 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution. 
The  program  is  receiving  the  cooper- 
ation of  Utah's  educational  system, 
the  newspapers,  radio  and  television, 
churches,  and  civic  and  patriotic  organ- 
i7ations. 

At  this  period  in  world  history  when 
our  Nation  is  threatened  from  without 
and  within  by  foreign  ideologies,  it  seems 
most  fitting  that  a  resurvey  of  Amer- 


ican history  should  be  undertaken. 
Nothing  will  preserve  our  great  princi- 
ples and  individual  freedoms  and  liber- 
ties more  than  a  thorough  knowledge  by 
every  American  of  the  significance  of  his 
country's  rich  historical  heritage. 

I  take  great  pride  and  pleasure  In 
complimenting  Mrs.  Weisley,  Governor 
Lee.  and  the  other  organizations  in  my 
State  who  are  devoting  their  time  and 
efforts  to  so  worthy  a  cause. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  procla- 
mation was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 

Recoko.  as  follows: 

State  or  Utah, 
Salt  Lake  City,  January  17,  1953. 

Statxment  bt  thb  Oovkrnob  or  Utah 

Over  the  years  there  has  seemed  to  b«  a 
tendency  to  overlook  or  forget  the  motiva- 
tions that  prompted  our  forefathers  to  draft 
the  DeclaraUon  of  Independence,  or  the  slg- 
nlflcance  of  the  many  events  in  American 
history. 

A  knowledge  of  American  history  Is  one 
of  the  best  deterrents  to  the  spread  of  the 
various  Isms  seeking  a  foothold  In  our 
country  that  I  know.  Its  Importance  should 
never  be  underestimated  and  its  teaching 
always  should  be  emphasized  In  our  public 
institutions. 

The  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion have  been  In  the  forefront  of  organ- 
izations endeavoring  to  promote  greater  pa- 
triotism among  our  people  as  well  as  to 
stamp  out  subversion  wherever  it  is  found. 

In  cooperation  with  the  Daughters  of  tb« 
American  Revolution,  and  with  other  groups 
cooperating  In  this  and  similar  projects.  X 
am  deslgnatfhg  the  month  of  February  a* 
American  History  Month  In  Utah,  and  I  urg* 
all  our  people  to  give  particular  attention 
to  observing  the  month  appropriately 
throughout  the  Sute,  and  particularly  in 
our  schools,  colleges,  and  university. 
J.  BaACiuif  Lnc, 
Governor  of  Iftah. 


PARITY  PRICES  FOR  FARMERS 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  ad- 
dress the  Senate  for  several  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
'ection,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
Jiay  proceed. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
note  from  the  public  press  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  Hon.  Ezra  Taft 
Benson,  spoke  at  the  Central  Livestock 
Association's  annual  meeting  in  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  a  day  or  two  ago  and  outlined  hia 
farm  policies,  and  the  farm  policies  of  the 
Eisenhower  administration. 

Secretary  Benson  started  his  speech  by 
stating: 

The  great  crusade  of  Oen.  Dwlght  D.  Elsen- 
hower, now  our  President,  is  under  way.  You 
helped  give  him  his  mandate. 

Mr.  President.  I  submit  that  there  were 
very  few  farmers  in  the  United  States 
who  knew  that  they  were  giving  the  ad- 
ministration a  mandate  to  reduce  farm 
support  prices,  or  that  a  great  crusade 
was  under  way  to  pull  the  rug  from  under 
the  farmers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  It  is  my  understand- 
ing, formed  from  the  mail  I  have  re- 
ceived from  the  farmers  of  South  Caro- 
lina, that  General  Eisenhower,  who  is 
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now  our  President,  stated  that  he  would 
lake  the  lead  in  support  of  100  percent 
parity  prices.  That  Is  the  information 
my  mail  contains.  I  wish  to  congratu- 
late the  Senator  from  Mississippi  on 
making  his  statement  that  there  was  no 
mandate  given  to  provide  the  farmer  dis- 
aster insurance  instead  of  parity. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  should  realize  that  what 
was  promised  the  American  farmer  was 
parity  income.  That  was  before  the 
election.  When,  however,  the  officials  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  came  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  when  their  nominations  were 
before  that  committee  for  confirmation, 
they  said  that  was  the  objective,  but 
that  it  would  be  reached  away  off  in  the 
future.  They  said  the  objective  was  to 
pet  parity  income.  Their  statement 
merely  meant  that  their  promise  was 
worth  Just  as  much  as  the  statement 
that  the  objective  of  all  of  us  is  to  be 
against  sin,  but  the  place  where  sin  will 
be  abolished  is  in  Heaven,  and  it  appears 
that  the  place  where  the  farmer  will  get 
parity  income,  if  the  policies  being  pur- 
sued are  followed,  will  be  Heaven. 

Mr.  MA'YBANK.  If  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  will  further  yield,  does  he  re- 
member that  when  the  officials  were  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  they  stated  that  their  objective 
was  to  give  the  farmers  parity  income? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
misunderstood  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellendzi]  who  sits  be- 
side me,  and  who  is  the  ranking  member 
of  the  minority  on  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  but  I  made  the 
statement  to  the  press  yesterday  that  I 
was  going  to  ask  our  colleague  on  the 
other  side,  the  senior  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Capehart),  to  have  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  come  before  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
not  that  that  committee  has  Jurisdiction 
over  agricultural  matters,  but  it  does 
have  jurisdiction  over  the  Export-Import 
Bank  and  other  international  and  farm 
banking  organizations.  I  believe  some- 
thing constructive  can  be  done,  and  I 
think  It  will  be  done,  if  the  committee 
will  look  into  the  subject  and  take  ac- 
tion to  get  the  farm  surpluses  moving 
to  where  American  farm  products  are 
needed. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
congratulate  the  distinguished  Senator, 
and  I  agree  with  him.  I  shall  cover  in 
the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make  the 
.subject  to  which  he  has  alluded.  But 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  cer- 
tainly realizes  that  the  very  basis  of 
iustlce  to  the  farmer  is  parity-support 
prices.  It  is  only  by  obtaining  such 
prices  that  he  will  be  able  to  get  proper 
leturns  for  his  products. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr  EASTLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  In  his  speech  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  repeated  what 
has  been  said  frequently  in  recent  days, 
that  the  farmer  will  get  parity  of  in- 
come by  obtaining  100-percent  parity  in 
the  marketplace.  When  he  couples  that 
with  the  ominous  statement  he  made. 


that  the  price-support  prc^ram  should 
be  used  only  as  insurance  against  dis- 
aster, does  not  that  indicate  that  what 
he  intends  to  do  if  he  has  his  way.  Is 
simply,  so  far  as  the  farm  program  is 
concerned,  to  revert  to  the  old  system, 
so  that  when  a  bumper  crop  goes  to 
market  the  only  thing  the  farmer  can  do 
is  to  get  the  best  price  he  can  under 
the  bumper-crop  marketing  conditions, 
which  invariably  will  drive  prices  down? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama  is  exactly  right. 
As  I  understood  the  whole  theory  of  our 
price-support  program,  it  was  to  secure 
for  the  farmer  an  adequate  share  of  the 
national  income. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  And  an  orderly 
marketing  opportunity. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  know  that  that  was 
the  philosophy  behind  the  program 
when  Congress  enacted  the  law. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  remind  my  good 
friend  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]. 
who  Is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  that  in  the  De- 
fense Production  Act  we  urged  the  farm- 
er to  increase  his  production.  We  lu-ged 
the  cattlemen  to  raise  more  cattle,  so 
that  there  would  be  surpluses  which 
could  be  stored  in  the  event  of  further 
disturbance,  and  which  would  also  per- 
haps be  a  brake  against  infiation.  How- 
ever, it  never  was  the  thought  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
of  which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  YoumgI  is  a  member, 
that  the  parity  program  was  designed 
to  be  merely  insurance  against  disaster. 
He  addressed  the  Senate  on  that  subject 
the  other  day.  Parity  is  what  the  farmer 
is  entitled  to,  and  parity  is  what  the 
farmer  requested.  Moreover,  the  farmer 
raised  the  cattle,  planted  the  wheat,  and 
raised  the  cotton.  Now  he  is  told  that 
he  is  a  stepchild  waiting  for  "disaster." 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  certainly 
realizes  that  since  the  great  crusade 
which  the  Secretary  mentioned  started, 
since  the  mandate  was  given,  and  since 
he  says  we  have  been  on  our  way,  all 
the  profit  has  been  squeezed  out  of  agri- 
culture. There  has  been  one  disastrous 
break  after  another  on  the  commodity 
exchanges,  until  today  there  is  depres- 
sion and  gloom  in  the  agricultural  areas 
of  the  country. 

What  is  the  farmer  met  with?  He  is 
met  with  the  cry,  "Market  your  product 
in  an  orderly  way;  there  is  nothing  we 
can  do."  It  is  the  same  old  cry  we  heard 
back  in  1932.  the  only  difference  being 
that  at  that  time  there  was  added  the 
statement  that  "Prosperity  is  Just  around 
the  corner." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  happy  to  Join 
with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  in  the 
major  thesis  which  he  rises  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  to  present  and  defend.  I 
ask  him  this  question:  Does  he  agree 
with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  the  maintenance  of  a  high  potential 
surplus  food  power  in  the  United  States 
is  an  objective  in  which  every  man. 


woman,  and  child  in  the  country  has  a 
vital  interest  from  the  standpoint  of 
maintaining  a  high  standard  of  living 
for  all  of  us? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  certainly  agree 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon;  and  I  believe  that  maintaining 
a  food  stockpile  is  more  important  to 
this  country  than  the  stockpile  of  metals 
which  we  have  accumulated  under  our 
stockpiling  program. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  agree  with  me  that,  as  we 
read  history,  we  find  that  whenever  a 
civilization  starts  a  "break  even"  pro- 
gram in  connection  with  food  supply,  or 
finds  itself  in  a  position  in  which  the 
agricultural  population  are  economically 
depressed,  that  civilization  starts  to 
decline? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  Senator  is 
exactly  right. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  not  the  Senator 
believe  that  Mr.  Benson  is  carrying  out 
the  1952  Republican  platform? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Frankly,  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Republican  platform 
says.       L 

Mr.  LANGER.    I  have  it  before  me. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  know  that  the 
policies  which  the  Secretary  aimounced 
were  not  the  farm  [xiUcies  advocated  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  be- 
fore the  election. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Let  me  read  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  a  portion  of  the  Re- 
publican platform,  found  on  page  75  of 
the  pamphlet  entitled  "Factual  Cam- 
paign Information": 

We  favor  a  farm  program  aimed  at  full 
parity  prices  for  all  farm  products  in  the 
marketplace. 

Is  not  that  what  Mr.  Benson  is  doing? 
Why  should  the  distlngtiished  Senator 
object?  The  people  of  the  United  States 
voted  for  this  platform. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  For  the  simple 
reason  that  the  only  way  in  which  the 
farmer  can  receive  such  prices  Is  through 
support  prices.  It  is  the  policy  to  re- 
duce such  support  prices.  If  they  are 
reduced  to  60  percent,  the  price  of 
wheat  will  fall  to  60  percent  of  parity. 
If  they  are  reduced  to  70  percent,  it 
means  that  the  price  of  wheat  will  fall 
to  70  percent  of  parity.  The  only  way 
to  make  valid  the  pledge  which  the  Sen- 
ator read  Ls  to  sissure  the  farmer  a  Gov- 
ernment-guaranteed price  through  sup- 
port prices  which  will  give  him  parity 
income. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  agree  with  my  dis- 
tinguished friend.  I  stand  foursquare 
for  100-percent  parity.  I  am  not  criti- 
cizing what  he  is  doing,  but  I  am  calling 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  line-and- 
a-half  read  by  me  is  in  the  Republican 
platform. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  long  enoijgh  to  per- 
mit me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  a  question? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  am  glad  to  yield, 
if  I  may  do  so  without  losing  the  floor. 
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Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  the  purpose  ct  asking 
a  question  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Langu].  without  miy  losing 
the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection. It  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  who  has  re- 
ferred to  the  Republican  plank  on  agri- 
culture. If  he  supported  that  plank  in 
the  late  campaign? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  did  not  support  that 
plank  in  the  late  campaign.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  I  went  all  over  North  Da- 
kota and  warned  the  farmers  of  North 
Dakota  that  that  plank  was  dangerous. 
I  told  them  that  the  Republican  presi- 
dential candidate  could  not  change  that 
plank,  even  though  he  said  he  was  in 
favor  of  90  or  100  percent  of  parity  at 
Kasson.  Minn.  I  told  the  farmers  that 
the  President  was  bound  by  that  line  and 
a  half  In  the  Republican  platform.  Some 
of  the  very  persons  who  are  now  criti- 
cizing the  President  and  criticizing  Mr. 
Benson  were  at  the  Republican  con- 
vention, but  did  not  appear  before 
the  platform  committee,  which  was 
headed  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin],  to  sup- 
port either  the  90-  or  100-percent  plank 
for  agriculture.  Had  they  done  so  that 
portion  of  the  Republican  platform 
might  have  been  entirely  different. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
quote  from  the  statement  by  Secretary 
Benson 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  me  to  ask  one  further 
question? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Let  me  continue  for 
a  moment  longer,  and  then  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield. 

Secretary  Benson  said: 

I  welcome  this  opportunity  to  come  to  this 
great  agricultural  area  of  the  Nation  and 
personally  report  on  progress. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  the  farm- 
ers of  the  United  States  have  given  the 
administration  no  mandate  to  reduce 
support  prices.  The  "progress"  referred 
to  by  Mr.  Benson  has  destroyed  the 
foundation  of  agricultural  prosperity  in 
this  country. 

The  Secretary  further  stated  during 
the  course  of  his  speech  that — 

Farm  price  support  should  provide  insur- 
ance against  disaster  to  the  farm -producing 
plant  and  help  to  stabilize  national  food 
supplies. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Does  the  Senator  in- 
terpret that  statement  to  mean  that  the 
farmer  must  be  the  victim  of  a  disastrous 
condition  before  he  can  obtain  the  loan, 
to  which  he  Is  entitled,  on  his  wheat, 
corn,  cotton,  tobacco,  or  whatever  his 
product  may  be,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  under 
the  Defense  Production  Act,  enacted  by 
Republicans  and  Democrats  alike,  urged 
that  the  farmers  Increase  their  crop  pro- 
duction? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Evidently  the  Sec- 
retary plainly  meant  that  there  wo  aid  be 
•upport  prices. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Those  would  be  dis- 
aster prlceg. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Evidently  he  meant 
that  there  would  be  low  support  prices 
which  would  prevent  the  bottom  from 
falling  out  of  the  commodity  market. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  Did  he  not  use  the 
word  "disaster"? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Certainly.  He 
stated  that  the  purpose  was  to  prevent 
disaster.  In  other  words,  instead  of  a 
support  price  of  32  cents  a  pwund  on  cot- 
ton, it  was  made  about  20  cents  a  pound. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  That  would  be 
"disaster." 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  support  price 
on  wheat  was  approximately  cut  in  half. 
The  theory  of  the  American  Congress 
was  that  there  should  be  support  prices 
to  assure  the  farmer  a  profitable  price 
in  the  market  place. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  further  yield? 
Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  It  appears  now  that 
the  "profitable  price  in  the  market  place" 
means  a  disaster  price.  What  I  want  the 
Record  to  show  Is  that  the  Secretary 
says  support  will  be  provided  only  when 
prices  are  disastrously  low.  That  would 
be  even  worse  than  the  "peril  point"  we 
have  fought  so  hard.  Is  that  the  Sena- 
tor's interpretation? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  That  is  my  inter- 
pretation. 

Mr.  President,  the  statement  of  Secre- 
tary Benson  is  at  variance  with  what 
the  Congress  intended  in  enacting  the 
price-support  laws,  and  it  is  at  variance 
with  what  American  agriculture  thought 
and  believed  was  the  purpose  of  the  farm 
program.  As  I  had  always  understood, 
the  parity  concept,  of  which  the  price- 
support  program  is  only  the  administra- 
tive part,  was  designed  to  give  the  farm- 
ers their  equitable  share  of  the  national 
income. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  further  ques- 
tion? 
Mr.  EASTLAND.  In  a  moment. 
Of  course,  it  was  disaster  iriisurance; 
but  the  basic  reason  for  support  prices 
of  90  percent  of  parity  was  to  assure  the 
producers  of  basic  agricultural  commodi- 
ties that  they  would  receive  their  just 
and  equitable  share  of  the  national  in- 
come. Price  supports  are  the  only  feasi- 
ble and  effective  way  to  assure  agricul- 
ture its  just  share  of  the  national  in- 
come. Adequate  price  supports  are  the 
only  sure  way  to  make  certain  that  the 
farmer  will  receive  economic  justice.  I 
submit  that  the  farmers  of  the  country 
have  given  no  mandate,  and  have  not 
intentionally  participated  in  any  crasade 
which  would  reduce  their  just  income  or 
standard  of  living,  as  is  certain  to  happen 
if  the  present  price-support  statute  is 
not  continued  for  next  year. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.     Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senates  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAYBANK  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  teU  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi what  the  word  "disaster"  means 
to  me.  It  was  my  understanding  of  the 
meaning  of  the  word  which  impelled  me 
to  vote  for  the  continuation  of  RFC.  I 
note  that  the  former  Administrator  of 
RFC.  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Missouri    [Mr.   Symington  J    is   on   the 


floor.  A  disaster  loan  is  granted  by  the 
RFC  when  a  community,  for  example, 
has  been  totally  obliterated  by  flood  or 
by  hurricane  or  some  other  tragedy.  A 
disaster  loan  Is  not  the  same  as  an  ordi- 
nary loan.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  will  make  clear  in  the  Record 
what  disaster  loans  mean  imder  the  leg- 
islation passed  by  Congress  through  the 
years.  It  was  passed  in  connection  with 
RFC  legislation,  under  which  a  commu- 
nity had  tofihow  distress  because  of  a  dis- 
aster and  in  connection  with  the  Agri- 
culture Act  under  which  the  crops  of  a 
given  area  were  either  totally  or  nearly 
destroyed  for  one  reason  or  another. 
These.  Mr.  President,  are  the  terms  of 
disaster.  And  that  is  what  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  Is  going  to  bring  to 
the  farmer. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
gather  from  what  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi is  saying  he  feels  it  is  necessary 
that  we  take  some  steps  immediately  to 
keep  farm  prices  from  going  down.  down. 
and  down.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  That  Is  certainly 
one  of  the  features  of  what  I  am  saying. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
If  the  prices  on  the  basic  farm  commodi- 
ties continue  to  go  down,  what  does  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  believe  will 
happen  to  the  economy  of  all  America? 
Mr.  EASTLAND.  We  are  headed  for 
disaster,  of  course.  Farm  prosperity 
comes  first  always. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.    Is 
it  not  correct  to  say  that  we  have  al- 
ways found,  in  every  depression,  that  the 
first  thing  that  happens  is  that  the  prices 
of  the  basic  commodities  go  down? 
Mr.  EASTLAND.     Certainly. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON   of   South  Carolina. 
And    that   immediately    thereafter   the 
storekeeper  cannot  sell  his  goods? 
Mr.  EASTI.AND.     That  is  correct 
Mr.   JOHNSTON  of  South   Carolina. 
And  then  the  effect  is  felt  by  every  seg- 
ment of  our  economy. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     That  Is  correct. 
Mr.    JOHNSTON  of   South   CaroUna. 
And    the    economy    eventually    gets    to 
where  we  found  it  in  1932.     Is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  That  Is  correct.  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Carohna  that  it  is 
the  fundamental  philosophy  of  some  peo- 
ple that  prosperity  must  seep  down  from 
the  top  to  the  bottom.  That  philosophy 
will  bring  disaster  today  as  quickly  as  It 
brought  it  in  the  1930-32  period 

Mr,  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  my  colleague  from  Mississippi 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  Uke  to  Invite 
the  Senators  attention  to  a  headline 
which  appeared  on  the  front  page  of  the 
Washington  Post  of  yesterday.  It  reads 
Ben-son  Spells  Doom  of  United  States 
Farm  Bounty."  in  that  connecUon  Rep- 
resentative Gathings  pointed  out  on  the 
noor  of  the  House  yesterday  that  the  fig- 
ures recently  released  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  show  that  from  all 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1049 


operations  with  respect  to  the  basic  com- 
modities, from  the  Inception  of  the  pro- 
gram in  1933  through  December  31.  1952, 
there  was  a  net  gain  in  profit  in  the 
amount  of  $113,000,000,  and  on  cotton 
last  year  there  was  a  net  profit  of  $238.- 
000.000. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  Is  fa- 
miliar with  those  figures? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Docs  that  fact  not 
point  out  that  misleading  Information  Is 
being  given  to  the  public,  and  does  it  not 
also  point  out  that  perhaps  some  ofBcIals 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  do 
cot  yet  have  all  the  facts  before  them? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  What  the  Senator 
is  saying  is  correct.  I  will  show  that  a 
great  deal  of  propaganda,  to  the  effect 
that  farmers  are  losing  their  freedom 
with  a  90-percent  support  price,  is  be- 
ing put  forth,  when  the  truth  is  that  the 
farmer  is  freer  today  than  he  ever  was. 
Formerly,  In  the  depression  days,  he  was 
the  slave  of  the  banker. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr   EASTLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi.  I  am  sure,  has  in  mind  the 
statement  which  President  Elsenhower 
made  in  his  state  of  the  Union  message, 
to  the  effect  that  the  welfare  of  the 
farmer  was  dependent  upon  the  welfare 
of  the  Nation.  Does  not  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Mississippi  agree 
with  me  that  the  President's  statement 
is  the  reverse  of  the  fact,  and  that  the 
stability  of  the  Nation  is  fundamentally 
dependent  upon  the  welfare  of  the  pro- 
ducer of  the  raw  materials? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  distinguished 
Senator  is  correct.  It  Is  a  fimdamental 
principle  of  economics  that  when  the 
farmer  cannot  buy,  the  wheels  of  Indus- 
try cannot  turn. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Supplementing  the 
question  which  w£is  asked  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Carolina 
( Mr.  Johnston  1 ,  is  there  anything  more 
unfortunate  than  the  designation  of  the 
Nation's  policies  with  respect  to  support 
prices  on  agriculture  as  disaster  insur- 
ance? Is  it  not  the  concept  of  Congress 
that  through  the  fiupport-prlce  program 
and  through  the  system  by  which  we 
utilize  support  pilces,  we  are  offering 
stability  to  farmers? 

Mr.  EASTLAND      Certainly. 

Mr.  GILLETTE  And  that  Congress 
did  not  intend  support  prices  to  be  con- 
sidered merely  as  Insurance  to  be  paid 
after  a  disaster  has  occurred. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  What  the  Senator 
says  is  exactly  correct. 

Mr.  GILLETTK  The  IntenUon  of 
Congress  was  to  protect  the  farmer  from 
disaster. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  That  is  correct. 
That  was  the  congressional  Intent 

Mr.  President,  tlie  Democratic  Party, 
after  the  Hoover  debacle  of  1930-32, 
promised 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wanted  to  ask  the 
Senator  one  question.  E>oes  he  have  a 
copy  of  the  complete  text  of  Mr.  Ben- 


son's speech?     I  have  been  unable  to 
get  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Yes.  I  shall  be  gUd 
to  send  a  copy  of  it  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  would  appreciate 
having  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Democratic  Party,  after  the  Hoover  de- 
bacle of  1930-32,  promised  agricult\ire  a 
better  day  and  promised  and  emurted 
legislation  which  has  made  agriculture 
prosperous.  Farm  price  supports  were 
finally  fixed  at  90  percent  instead  of  100 
percent  of  parity  because  it  was  recog- 
nized that  it  was  to  the  farmters'  interest 
to  maintain  the  commodity  exchanges 
and  the  agricultural  marketing  system 
and  It  was  thought,  and  soundly  so.  that 
by  fixing  the  support  prices  at  90  percent 
instead  of  100  percent,  the  exchanges 
could  function  normally.  When  cotton 
was  much  cheaper  in  proportion  to  other 
basic  farm  commodities,  the  support 
price  on  cotton  was  fixed  at  95  percent  of 
parity  to  bring  the  price  level  of  this 
commodity  in  line  with  prevailing  prices 
on  wheat,  com.  and  other  basic  agricul- 
tural crops.    This  worked  well. 

Today  agriculture  is  caught  In  a 
squeeze  between  high  costs  and  falling 
farm  prices.  Expression  and  gloom  pre- 
vail in  the  great  farm  areas  of  the  Na- 
tion. Mr.  President,  the  prosperity  of 
the  Nation  is  built  upon  agricultural 
prosperity.  This  country  cannot  long 
remain  prosperous  unless  agriculture 
prospers.  This  Government,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, should  be  taking  steps  to  increase 
farm  prices  instead  of  adopting  a  do- 
nothing,  wait-and-see.  Hoover  attitude 
of  placidly  awaiting  the  catastrophe. 
Unless  falling  farm  prices  are  halted,  a 
major  depression  awaits  this  country. 
I  submit  that  the  first  step  should  be  to 
raise  support  prices  from  90  percent  to 
95  percent  of  parity  to  partially  com- 
pensate the  farmer  for  his  fantastically 
high  costs. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  if  he  agrees  with 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
YouKc]  in  this  particular.  I  notice  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  quoted 
as  having  said:  "Some  of  us  feel  that 
President  Eisenhower  ought  to  remind 
the  Secretary  of  his  own  campaign 
pledge  to  help  farmers  receive  100-per- 
cent parity,  or  at  least  increase  it." 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  certainly  agree 
with  that  statement  of  my  distinguished 
friend  from  North  Dakota.  I  usually 
agree  with  everything  he  says  and 
usually  agree  with  most  of  his  votes.  He 
is  one  of  the  sotmdest  and  ablest  Sena- 
tors in  this  body. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  went  on 
to  say: 

But  price  supports  which  tend  to  prevent 
production  shifts  toward  a  balanced  supply 
In  terms  of  demand  and  which  enoourage 
uneconomic  production  and  result  in  con- 
tinuing heavy  surpluses  and  subsidies  should 
be  avoided.  Our  effort  should  be  to  reorient 
our  present  national  policies  and  programs 
so  that  they  will  contribute  to  the  develop- 
ment of  a  prosperous  and  productive  agricul- 
ture within  our  free  enterprise  system. 


Tlie  Secretary  stated  that,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, "the  guiding  purpose  will  be  to 
strengthen  individual  int^rity,  freedom, 
aiul  the  very  moral  fiber  of  our  citizens." 

Mr.  President,  why  the  inferential  as- 
sault on  the  price-support  program? 
Why  the  talk  of  flexible  price  supports? 
Why  all  the  bugaboo  of  uneconomic 
production,  freezing  acreage,  and  pick- 
ing faults  with  the  present  law?  Is  It 
because  next  year  t^e  Department  of 
Agriculture  w'll  oppose  the  renewal  of 
the  present  price-support  law?  There 
is  no  doubt  but  that  it  is  their  intention. 
If  this  happens,  it  will  deprive  the  farm- 
er and  the  Nation  of  the  most  l>eneficial 
act  ever  passed  for  agriculture.  By 
maintaining  faim  purchasing  power, 
the  price-support  program  has  stabilized 
our  entire  economy.  I  submit  that  \ye- 
cause  of  high  costs,  it  is  now  inadequate 
and  should  be  increased  at  once.  The 
minimum  should  be  95  percent. 

What  are  the  facts?  Is  the  objection 
to  fixed  price  supports  well  taken?  Is 
the  claim  that  it  ^11  freeze  production  in 
uneconomic  areas  valid?  There  has  been 
a  tremendous  shift  in  the  production  of 
rice  Into  new  areas.  Mr.  President,  there 
has  been  a  tremendous  shift  in  the  pro- 
duction of  cotton  to  the  far  western 
States.  We  have  seen  a  tremendous  in- 
crease in  cattle  population  in  the  south- 
em  States,  until  today  the  Old  South  is 
one  of  the  leading  livestock  producing 
areas  of  the  Nation.  History  shows  that 
high  farm-commodity  prices,  instead  of 
freezing  production  in  uneconomic  pro- 
ducing areas,  actually  encourage  the 
shifting  of  production  to  new  areas. 
ProsE>erous  crop  prices  are  an  incentive 
to  other  areas,  to  produce  a  new  com- 
modity. If  prices  are  not  high  and  the 
reward  not  great,  they  will  not  go  into  a 
new  business.  The  producer  will  not 
take  a  chance  on  untried  crops  involving 
new  hazards.  When  prices  are  low  and 
times  hard,  there  is  no  shift  or  expansion 
of  areas  of  production.  Had  it  not  been 
for  the  price  of  cattle  which  prevailed 
until  the  past  few  months,  this  industry 
would  not  have  expanded  into  the  South. 
Had  it  not  been  for  cotton  at  40  cents  a 
pound,  the  cotton  industry  would  not 
have  expanded  so  greatly  into  the  farm 
western  States.  There  woxild  be  no  in- 
centive to  invest  in  new  equipment  and 
new  tools  to  venture  into  new  fields  in 
which  a  farmei-  did  not  have  the  knowl- 
edge that  experience  gives. 

In  fact,  this  country  in  the  past  8  years, 
and  under  the  present  price-support  pro- 
gram, has  seen  the  greatest  shift  in  agri- 
cultural production  ever  witnessed  at 
any  time  in  the  history  of  the  Nation. 

The  further  charge  Is  laid  against  the 
present  Price  Support  Act  that  90  per- 
cent inflexible  support  prices  will  deprive 
the  farmer  of  his  personal  liberty  and 
will  make  him  a  ward  of  the  State ;  and 
then  those  who  oppose  90  percent  of 
parity  make  the  trite  and  oft-repeated 
statement  that  the  farmer  must  be  a 
free  man.  What  are  the  facts?  We  have 
had  support  prices  of  90  percent  of  parity 
for  a  number  of  years.  When  was  the 
farmer  ever  freer  than  he  is  today? 
When  has  his  freedom  been  in  the  least 
curtailed?  When  was  he  ever  freer  and 
more  Independent  of  his  Government 
than  he  is  today?    When  was  he  ever 
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freer  of  his  bank  and  lending  agencies 
than  he  Is  today?  Except  where  specu- 
lation enters,  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try owe  less  money  and  are  less  depend- 
ent upon  the  lending  agencies  than  at 
any  time  since  the  Civil  War.  The  point 
is  that  the  present  price-support  law  is 
responsible  for  that  situation,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. Today  the  farmer  enjoys  the 
highest  prosperity  he  has  ever  experi- 
enced in  the  history  of  the  United  States. 
He  is  free  and  is  more  independent  than 
he  has  ever  been. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Case 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama? 
Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true,  also,  that 
employment  in  the  United  States  is  at 
its  highest  peak  and  factory  wages  are 
at  their  highest  peak? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Yes;  because  of 
farm  prosperity. 

Mr.  HTTT.  Certaimly. 
Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
present  law  has  worked  well,  f^rm- 
support  prices  prevented  a  depression 
at  the  close  of  World  War  II.  They 
have  greatly  benefited  the  entire  econ- 
omy of  the  country  because  they  have 
given  agriculture  purchasing  p>ower. 

I  know  that  many  persons  sincerely 
oppose  extension  of  the  present  law,  and 
I  believe  the  present  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture is  a  sincere  and  honest  man.  He 
is  a  very  able  man,  and  I  have  a  great 
deal  of  respect  for  him.  He  has  stated 
that  he  will  not  pull  the  rug  from  under 
the  farmer.  I  know  that  to  do  so  is  not 
his  intention,  but  nevertheless  it  will 
surely  happen  if  the  present  law  is  not 
extended  and  if  support  prices  are  not 
raised  to  95  percent  of  parity,  to  help 
the  farmer  meet  his  increased  costs  dur- 
ing this  critical  time  of  readjustment. 

Do  not  let  us  delude  ourselves.  Mr. 
President.  Flexible  support  prices  will 
reduce  agricultural  purchasing  power; 
they  will  be  a  backward  step.  They  will 
injure  agriculture,  and  they  can  accom- 
plish no  possible  good.  As  a  rule  the 
consumer  gets  no  benefit  when  farm 
prices  go  down.  This  condition  usually 
swells  the  profits  of  the  middleman  and 
the  processor.  A  60-percent  support 
price  for  basic  agricultural  commodities 
will  mean  that  prices  will  be  reduced  to 
60  percent  of  parity.  A  support  price  of 
70  percent  will  mean  that  the  prices  of 
basic  agricultural  commodities  will  sink 
to  70  percent  of  parity.  This  drop  in 
income  will  effect  the  entire  American 
economy,  because  when  the  farmers' 
purchasing  power  is  reduced,  he  cer- 
tainly cannot  buy  the  products  of  Amer- 
ican industry. 

American  farmers  have  been  the  sta- 
bilizing influence  in  this  country.  With- 
in the  past  few  years  the  American  farm- 
ers' influence  has  prevented  the  passage 
of  much  radical  legislation.  In  fact, 
American  agriculture  is  politically  the 
largest  and  most  powerful  of  any  con- 
servative group  in  this  country;  and  I 
speak  as  a  southern  conservative.  Agri- 
culture is  the  core  of  American  conver- 
satism.  Mr.  President,  the  one  sure  way 
to  destroy  the  conservative  influences 


In  the  Nation  and  set  us  on  the  road  to 
socialism  is  to  alienate  the  American 
farmer.  I  fear  what  will  happen  in  this 
country  if  the  American  farmer  is  per- 
mitted to  sink  once  again  into  poverty. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  our 
farm  policy  must  be  to  maintain  the 
present  pnce-support  law;  but,  in  addi- 
tion, governmental  machinery  must  be 
set  up  to  assist  private  enterprise  in  ex- 
porting surplus  farm  products.  After 
all,  the  maintenance  of  profitable  mar- 
kets is  basic  in  any  business  or  industry. 
I  do  not  now  think,  and  have  never 
thought,  tliat  the  present  program  of 
controlling  agricultural  surpluses  by  sim- 
ply reducing  acreage  was  sound  and 
feasible.  The  weakness  of  acreage  re- 
duction to  control  surpluses  is.  where 
will  it  all  end?  Shall  we  continue  to  re- 
duce acreage  until  we  grow  only  enough 
cotton  for  American  mills;  only  enough 
American  jiork  and  butter  for  American 
tables;  only  enough  food  to  meet  our  own 
requirements,  and  abdicate  our  duty  to 
furnish  some  of  our  abundance  to  the 
world?  If  our  present  policies  continue, 
that  seems  to  be  the  ultimate  objective. 

However,  Mr.  President.  I  recognize 
there  should  be  the  power  in  an  emer- 
gency to  impose  acreage  controls  by  the 
farmers  themselves;  but  the  most  im- 
portant thing  is  to  sell  surplus  produc- 
tion and  have  It  consumed  in  interna- 
tional trade.  Surpluses  should  not  be 
a  drug  on  the  market.  On  the  contrary, 
if  agricultural  surpluses  are  properly 
handled,  they  are  a  blessing  for  our  coun- 
try. I  think  the  promise  of  Secretary 
Benson  to  encourage  foreign  trade,  which 
can  be  done ,  is  fundamental  to  this  whole 
question. 

There  should  be  a  removal  of  trade 
barriers  to  such  an  extent  as  to  enable 
us  to  markt?t  our  surpluses  and  partially 
alleviate  the  want  of  the  world.  Neces- 
sity is  a  great  master.  I  have  always 
thought,  ar.d  I  now  think,  that  the  sure 
way  to  brjig  about  an  expansion  of 
American  agricultural  exports  is  to 
create  a  crisis  by  a  big  surplus  which  will 
force  us  to  act  to  open  export  outlets. 

Mr.  President,  foreign  trade  is  the  key 
to  the  future  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  entire  non-Communist  world.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  play  into 
the  hands  of  Moscow  more  completely 
than  by  isolating  ourselves  economically 
from  the  rest  of  the  world.  There  is 
abroad  a  de<;p  suspicion  of  our  intentions. 
There  is  a  historically  justifiable  sus- 
picion of  the  trade  policies  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party  at  home  and  abroad.  Secre- 
tary Dulles  is  a  witness  to  that  state- 
ment, as  evidenced  by  his  speech  last 
night. 

I  know  that  foreign  nations  must  doubt 
our  intentions  when  on  yesterday  prac- 
tically everj  important  man  in  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  leaders  of  the  Repub- 
lican majority  in  Congress  called  at  the 
White  Home  to  confer  with  the  Presi- 
dent on  whether  or  not  he  should  approve 
or  disapprove  a  pewee,  picayunish  in- 
crease in  tai  iff  duties  on  briar  pipes.  As 
I  understand,  part  of  this  industry,  which 
is  a  hothouse  industry  that  grew  up  after 
the  war.  defires  to  shut  off  the  $340,000 
worth  of  briar  pipes  a  year  that  we  pur- 
chase, three -fourths  from  Italy  and  one- 
fourth  from  France. 


Here,  the  United  States,  the  most  pow- 
erful industrial  Nation  in  the  history  of 
the  world,  with  an  industrial  machine 
which  we  boast  is  the  most  efficient  on 
which  the  sun  has  ever  shone  with  a 
man-hour  production  of  American  labor 
which  is  today  the  greatest  in  the  history 
of  the  world,  with  the  United  States  the 
greatest  creditor  Nation  in  the  history 
of  the  world,  and  yet  the  administration 
is  in  a  state  of  paralyzed  tension,  to 
plagiarize  President  Eisenhower's  ex- 
pression, at  the  prospect  of  a  little. for- 
eign commerce  that  might  compete  In 
some  insignificant  way  with  this  strong 
giant  of  an  American  industrial  machine. 

We  must  live,  associate  with,  and  do 
business  with  the  world.  We  are  a  mem- 
ber of  the  community  of  the  free  nations 
of  the  world.  We  have  welded  an  anti- 
Communist  bloc.  It  is  basic  that  iwlitl- 
cal  alliances,  international  friendships, 
military  alliances,  and  all  forms  of 
mutual -protection  treaties  must  be  based 
upon  international  commerce.  This  is 
the  line  between  Isolationism  and  the 
building  of  an  international  community 
of  free  anti -Communist  nations.  There 
is  no  middle  (ground.  I  submit.  Mr. 
President,  that  we  cannot  meet  our  moral 
oblijiations  as  the  leader  of  the  anti- 
Communist  bloc  unle.ss  we  trade  exten- 
sively with  other  nations  of  the  world. 

It  is  my  candid  Judgment  that  the  de- 
cision which  the  President  of  the  United 
States  makes  on  tariff  increases,  in  the 
present  matter  ;ind  in  others  which  will 
confront  him.  constitutes  the  most  Im- 
portant step  which  he  will  have  to  take 
during  his  administration.    There  are  no 
steps  which  are  fraught  with  more  peril 
or  which  will  mean  more  for  the  future 
of  the  world  and  the  free  nations  of  the 
West    than    the    trade    policies    of    the 
United  States.    I  am  certainly  apprehen- 
sive, and  I  know  men  of  good  will  in 
ever>-  part  of  the  Western  World  must  be 
apprehensive  th.it,  on  the  little  $340,000 
matter  of  the  importation  of  briar  pipes, 
before  a  decision  could  be  made  by  the 
President,  he  had  to  call  in  the  Mutual 
Security  Director  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of 
Labor,   the   Under   Secretary   of   State, 
and.  in  addition,  a  number  of  Assistant 
Secretaries.    Why.  we  have  there  a  good 
part  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  United  States, 
and.  in  addition,  we  have  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate,  the 
chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives, 
and  other  influential  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives.    They  are  all  lined  up  to 
.see  whether  a  few  briar  pipes  could  be 
imported  into  the  United  States.    If  the 
importation  of  such  a  .small,  picayunish 
item  as  a  few  briar  pipes  creates  so  much 
consternation,  what  does  it  portend  for 
the  major  issues  in  international  trade. 
Mr.  President ->     Foreign  countries  will 
know  that  the  renewal  of  our  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  program  is  but  an  Idie 
gesture  if  there  is  hesitation  in  the  pica- 
yunish matter  of  a  sackful  of  briar  pipes. 
Mr.  President.  Western  Europe,  Brit- 
ain, and  Japan  are  primarily  industrial. 
They  do  not  produce  the  food  for  their 
populations,  or  the  fiber  and  the  raw  ma- 
terials for  their  industries.    In  the  case 
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of  Western  EuroF«,  food  and  raw 
materials  have  hlstcrically  come  largely 
from  eastern  and  southeastern  Europe. 
Japan's  food  and  raw  materials  have 
come  from  Korea,  Manchuria.  China, 
and  the  rest  of  the  Asiatic  Continent, 
now  in  ferment.  Tliese  nations,  our  al- 
lies, cannot  survive  unless  they  secure 
most  of  their  food,  fiber,  and  raw  mate- 
rials from  the  WesUrn  World  and  from 
the  United  States.  The  position  of  Italy. 
Germany,  and  Ja(>an  is  particularly 
hopeless  unless  there  is  an  expansion  of 
their  trade  with  the  dollar  areas.  If 
America's  political  ".eadershlp  does  not 
meet  this  test  in  a  .statesmanlike  man- 
ner and  serve  our  own  enlightened  self- 
interest  by  liberaliz.ug  our  trade  poli- 
cies, then  these  countries  must,  of  neces- 
sity, orient  themselves  toward  the  Com- 
munist bloc.  In  addition.  Western  Eu- 
rope and  Japan  have  lost  their  historic 
major  markets  for  ti-.eir  industrial  goods, 
which  markets  are  now  the  countries 
within  the  Conmiunist  orbit. 

Elconomic  assistance  cannot  last  much 
longer,  and  if  food.  liber,  raw  materials, 
and  markets  are  n<)t  available  in  the 
Western  World  to  th.e  western  have-not 
nations,  then  there  is  no  power  on  earth 
strong  enough  to  prevent  them  from 
orienting  themselves  toward  the  Com- 
munist east. 

Mr  President,  because  Western  Europe 
and  Japan  have  lost  their  trade  relations 
with  the  eastern  arcis,  now  Communist, 
which  historically  furnished  their  food 
supply,  a  situation  is  created  which  gives 
American  agricultu:*e  an  unparalleled 
opportumty  to  enter  these  markets  and 
enjoy  the  highest  level  of  prosperity 
which  we  have  ever  enjoyed.  This  is  a 
sound  prosperity,  a  permanent  prosper- 
ity. There  is  no  deed  for  farm  surpluses 
to  pile  up  if  we  will  but  trade.  We  can 
either  supply  the  food  and  raw  material 
requirements  of  our  allied  western  na- 
tions by  trade,  or  these  requirements  will 
be  supplied  by  Mosctjw.  There  is  no  al- 
ternative. What  would  the  Atlantic  Pact 
be  worth;  what  wou.d  any  mutual  secu- 
rity alliance  be  wo'th,  if  our  western 
allies  or  Jajian  were  forced  to  dep>end  on 
Moscow  for  their  fo<xl,  their  raw  mate- 
rials, or  on  Russia  a.s  a  market  for  their 
goods?  If  this  happ<-ns,  then  the  billions 
of  dollars  we  have  spent  abroad  ha"e 
gone  down  the  drain,  and  all  the  sacri- 
fices of  the  Americsm  people  will  have 
been  in  vain — all  to  placate  uni-easonable 
and  unfounded  fears  by  certain  segments 
of  American  business. 

Again  I  say,  thei-e  can  be  only  one 
course  for  the  United  States.  We  must 
remove  trade  barrieis,  reduce  tariffs,  and 
expand  foreign  trade.  No  farm  program 
in  this  country  can  i>e  successful  without 
it.  Without  it  the  future  lot  of  agricul- 
ture is  poverty.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
certainly  coop>erate  with  President 
Elisenhower  where  I  po.ssibly  can,  but  I 
have  a  deathly  fear  that  the  policies  of 
the  administration  will  dry  up  and  stag- 
nate the  flow  of  world  trade. 

I  have  heard  that  the  briar-pipe  mat- 
ter will  be  referred  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission for  furthei-  study.  I  do  not 
know  whether  this  is  true  or  not,  but  if 
we  are  not  to  turn  the  clock  back  to  the 
trade  policies  of  M(;Kinley  and  Smoot- 
Hawley,  why  this  hesitation?    If  there 


Is  hesitation  and  equivocation  on  the 
Importation  of  an  insignificant  amount 
of  goods,  our  Government  certainly  does 
not  intend  to  liberalize  trade  to  enable 
this  country  to  build  a  sound  prosperity 
which  can  only  come  in  a  prosperous 
community  of  western  nations.  High 
protection,  import  embargoes,  and  isola- 
tion are  as  out  of  date  in  this  world, 
Mr.  President,  as  are  hoop  skirts  and 
saddle  bags.  If  there  are  hesitation  and 
equivocation  now,  it  is  useless  to  renew 
the  reciprocal  trade  agreements  pro- 
gram. No  international  agreements 
would  be  negotiated;  no  trade  barriers 
reduced.  Nothing  would  possibly  be  ac- 
complished. The  United  States  is  at  the 
crossroads.  We  are  strong  and  pwwer- 
ful.  Our  industrial  machine  is  un- 
matched. We  have  nothing  to  fear. 
This  great  Nation  must  continue  as  the 
leader  of  the  free  world.  We  must  wel- 
come trade.  We  must  remove  trade  bar- 
riers between  ourselves  and  other  na- 
tions. If  we  do  not  do  this,  Mr.  President, 
but  instead  act  as  we  are  doing  on  the 
briar-pipe  matter,  seclude  ourselves,  we 
will  be  just  as  isolated,  friendless,  and 
endangered  in  the  world  as  we  would  be 
if  Russian  influence  predominated  in 
Western  Europ>e  and  Japan.  If  we  do 
not  trade  freely  with  them  Russia  will. 
We  have  no  other  choice. 

And  so  the  great  crusade  is  on.  Look 
where  it  is  leading.  One  disastrous 
break  follows  another  on  the  commodity 
exchanges.  Since  the  beginning  of  the 
crusade  farm  commodities  have  sunk  so 
low  that  all  the  proflt  has  been  squeezed 
out  of  farm  and  livestock  production 
until  today  agriculture  is  in  a  critical 
and  chaotic  condition,  and  what  do  we 
hear?  The  echo  of  everything  that  was 
said  20  years  ago  except  the  statement 
that  prosperity  is  just  around  the  cor- 
ner. Falling  farm  prices  can  be  stopp)ed 
by  the  powers  that  be  anytime  they  take 
the  steps  to  do  it.  The  basis  must  be  a 
support  price  of  95  percent  of  parity  and 
a  little  economic  engineering  to  open 
gateways  in  the  tariff  wall. 

President  Eisenhower  is  the  leader  of 
the  free  world.  He  is  a  real  leader;  he 
is  a  strong  man.  Without  him  all  is  lost. 
I  commend  his  action  up  to  now,  but  I 
am  disappointed  Uiat  we  are  embarking, 
from  all  appearances,  on  old-line  Repub- 
lican trade  and  farm  policies,  which,  if 
not  rectified,  will  bring  disaster  to  us  all. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I 
asked  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  a 
moment  ago  for  a  copy  of  Mr.  Benson's 
speech.  I  received  a  copy,  by  special 
messenger,  a  moment  ago.  I  have  not 
had  time  to  read  it,  but  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  speech  delivered  by  Mr. 
Elzra  Taf  t  Benson,  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, before  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
Central  Livestock  Association,  Inc..  at  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  on  February  11.  1953.  be  in- 
serted in  the  Record  immediately  follow- 
ing the  remarics  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  inserting 
Secretary  Benson's  sp>eech.  I  had  in- 
tended to  Insert  it  if  the  Senator  did  not. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  speech 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Pbogeebb  AitD  New  Hon  rot  thi  Nation 

You  confer  upon  me  a  signal  honor  and 
challenging  responsibility  by  Inviting  me  to 
speak  at  this  great  S2d  annual  conTentlon 
of  your  association.  The  honor  carries  with 
It  a  grave  obligation  which,  in  view  of  na- 
tional and  world  conditions.  Is  almost  over- 
whelming. 

I  congratulate  you  men  and  women  of  the 
soil,  that  from  your  number  have  come  such 
stalwarts  as  Senator  Edward  J.  Thti  and 
other  great  leaders  whom  I  might  mention, 
many  of  whom  are  here  tonight,  and  who  die 
of  the  same  solid  stuff. 
•  At  the  outset,  I  venture  the  assertion  that 
no  group  in  agriculture  is  in  a  position  to 
recognize  more  clearly  the  needs  of  the  agri- 
cultural Industry  and  the  Nation  than  this 
group  who  represent  the  men  and  women 
who  live  on  the  farms  and  ranches  of  the 
northwest  As  one  who  has  been  reared 
among  farmers,  served  them,  and  "seen  served 
by  them.  I  declare  without  fear  of  successful 
contradiction  that  our  rural  people  are  today 
the  strongest  bulwark  we  have  against  all 
that  is  aimed,  not  only  at  weakening,  but  at 
the  very  destruction  of  our  American  way 
of  life. 

It  is  gratifying  to  note  that  in  recent  years 
an  increasing  number  of  Industrial,  labor, 
political,  and  religious  leaders  have  come  to 
acknowledge  this  fact.  It  seems  that  man 
must  get  his  feet  into  the  soil  to  keep  sane. 
In  any  event,  no  other  segment  of  our  popu- 
lation knows  so  well  tliat  "as  ye  sow,  so  shall 
ye  reap."  America  and  the  world  mvut  learn 
this  eternal  truth.  Failure  to  do  so  can 
bring  only  disa{^x)lntment,  sxiSering,  and 
desperation. 

Our  rural  people,  men  and  women  of  faith 
and  common  sense,  must  plan  an  Important 
part  through  their  organizations  in  teach- 
ing this  all-important  lesson.  From  our 
rural  families  must  come  much  of  the  faith, 
courage,  and  leadership  to  face  effectively 
the  local.  State,  national,  and  international 
problems  of  tomorrow. 

As  farm  people,  representing  a  most  fan- 
portant  part  of  our  free  enterprise  system — 
our  American  way  of  life — do  we  have  the 
courage  to  accept  the  challenge  which  faces 
our  industry  and  the  entire  Nation?  Will 
we  recognise  the  facts  and  act  promptly 
without  quibbling?  America  must  be  kept 
strong  if  she  is  to  preserve  herself  and  pro- 
vide effective  world  leadership.  This  strength 
must  come  not  alone  from  armaments  and 
jullitary  might.  Her  strength  must  be  meas- 
ured in  the  integrity,  moral  courage,  and 
spirituality  of  her  people. 

Only  a  few  weeks  ago  we  exercised  our  God- 
given  right  of  free  agency  at  the  polls.  Cod 
grant  we  may  never  lose  this  priceless  priv- 
ilege. We  have  differed  vigorously  during  a 
great  political  campaign,  as  is  our  privilege. 
But  now  the  American  people  have  freely 
spoken.  We  have  chosen  a  President.  He  is 
our  President.  He  needs,  and  wUl  continue 
to  need,  our  wholehearted  support  and  our 
faith  and  prayers,  as  will  his  associates,  In 
the  difficult  days  ahead. 

The  great  crusade  of  Gen.  Dwlght  D. 
Elsenhower,  now  our  President,  is  underway. 
You  helf>ed  give  Jilm  mandate.  I  welcome 
this  opportunity  to  come  to  this  great  agri- 
cultural area  of  the  Nation  and  personally 
report  on  progress. 

Important  developments  have  come  fast, 
yet  only  after  solid  and  mature  considera- 
tion. The  pattern  is  emerging  in  a  way  to 
Indicate  the  constructive  approach  with 
which  your  Federal  Government  will  move 
forward. 

The  inauguration  message  and  ceremonies 

, Inspired    liberty-loving    people    everywhere. 

The  state  of  the  Union  address  was  delivered 

to  Congress  February  2,  less  than  2  weeks 

toUowlng    inauguration.     Let    us    not    lose 
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Bight  of  our  President's  challenge  to  the  Na- 
tion expressed  In  such  statements  as  the 
following : 

"Our  inunediate  task  Is  to  chart  a  fiscal 
and  economic  policy  that  can  •  •  •  reduce 
the  planned  deficits  and  then  balance  the 
budget,  which  means,  among  other  things, 
reducing  Federal  ezpendltiires  to  the  safe 
minimum." 

Look  at  these  facts  from  the  President's 
nddress: 

Current  year's  budget  de&clt  $5.9  billion. 
Budget  presented  before  this  administra- 
tion took  oflQce  "Indicates  a  budgetary  deficit 
of  $9.9  billion  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1954. 

"The  national  debt  Is  now  more  than  $265 
billion. 

"In  addition,  the  accumulated  obllgatlonaL 
authority  of  the  Federal  Government  for 
future  payment  totals  over  $80  billion. 

"Even  this  amount  Is  exclusive  of  large 
contingent  liabilities,  so  numerous  and  ex- 
tensive as  to  be  almoet  beyond  descrip- 
tion •  •   • 

"Permit  me  this  one  understatement."  the 
President  said.  "To  meet  and  to  correct  this 
situation  will  not  be  easy. 

"Every  department  head  and  I  are  deter- 
mined to  do  everything  we  can  to  resolve  It. 
"A   balanced   budget  Is  an  essential   first 
measure  In  checking  further  depreciation  m 
the  buying  power  of  the  dollar. 

"This  Is  one  of  the  critical  steps  to  be 
taken  to  bring  an  end  to  planned  Inflation. 
"Our  purpose  is  to  manage  the  Govern - 
Tnent's  finances  so  as  to  help  and  not  hinder 
each  family  in  balancing  Its  own  budget." 
An  immediate  review  of  all  Federal  budgets 
was  called  for  by  Joseph  M.  Dodge,  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  His  directive 
said: 

"The  problem  Is  complicated  by  inherit- 
ance of  the  costs  of  a  Federal  debt  of  more 
than  $265  billion; 

"Indicated  deficits  for  the  fiscal  years 
1953-54  totaling  $15.8  billion; 

"With  respect  to  personnel,  It  Is  the  policy 
to'  reduce  the  number  of  Government  em- 
ployees. 

"With  respect  to^  construction.  It  is  the 
policy  to  proceed  only  with  those  projects 
which  are  deemed  clearly  essential. 

"With  respect  to  all  programs,  it  Is  the 
policy  to  operate  at  a  minimum  level  of  cost 
and  expenditures." 

As  a  member  of  the  President's  Cabinet 
and  Secretary  of  one  of  the  largest  govern- 
mental departments,  I  have  the  duty  and 
obligation  to  use  my  best  efforts  to  help  our 
President  achieve  these  objectives.  I  have 
implicit  confidence  in  his  integrity  of  pur- 
pose. I  believe  In  his  program — and  I  know 
that  you  and  your  neighbors,  along  with 
solid  citizens  all  across  the  Nation,  want  first 
of  all  a  balanced  national  budget  and  a  halt 
to  Inflation. 

As  the  President  has  said,  "This  admin- 
istration does  not  and  cannot  begin  its  task 
with  a  clean  slate."  The  legacy  handed  to  us 
is  fraught  with  a  conglomeration  of  the  most 
complex  and  difllcult  problems. 

There  is  no  easy  road  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  turning  America  back  from  an  era  of 
unbalanced  budgets,  of  free  spending,  of  in- 
flation, of  taxation  that  had  reached  con- 
fiscatory levels,  of  giveaway  Government 
programs  that  were  steadily  and  surely  un- 
dermining the  moral  and- spiritual  values  of 
our  people.  But  such  a  program  is  in  keep- 
ing with  the  thrift  and  wise  financial  man- 
agement that  Is  so  characteristic  of  the  peo- 
ple of  rural  America. 

The  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture has  acted  without  delay.  We  have  al- 
ready effected  a  regrouping  of  agencies  for 
more  effective  administration.  February  5 
our  staff  and  agency  heads  met  to  start  Im- 
mediately a  complete  review  of  all  programs 
and  budgets.  We  have  a  splendid  staff  in 
charge,  and  they  are  ready  to  give  strong 
leadership  in  seeing  that  agriculture  does  its 
•hare  in  accomplishing  a  balanced  budget. 


It  will  be  our  effort  to  give  even  more 
prompt  and  efficient  service  to  you  and  the 
agricultural  Interests  of  the  Nation — and  at 
less  cost.     We  believe  it  can  be  done. 

A  drastic  drop  In  cattle  prices  was  in  prog- 
ress as  we  came  into  office.  We  know  how 
much  it  has  been  costing  your  members,  and 
we  were  greteful  for  the  helpful  letters,  tele- 
grams, and  phone  calls  reporting  conditions, 
offering  suyigestions,  and  expressing  confi- 
dence. 

The  Depirtment  of  Agriculture  is  your 
Department,  and  we  are  in  Washington  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  you  and  all  other  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States.  We  want  your 
F  'vice  and  suggestions  at  all   times. 

We  hope  you  approved  of  the  steps  taken 
to  help  stabilize  the  cattle  markets. 

January  .'8.  Just  7  days  after  taking  the 
oath  of  offlor,  I  issued  a  statement  fjointliig 
out  that  prlc-is  received  by  farmers  have  been 
moving  dowi.ward  slowly  and  irregularly  for 
almost  2  years.  The  decline  is  about  12  per- 
cent from  a  year  ago  and  18  percent  from 
•the  peak  reached  in  February  1951.  Prices 
paid  by  farmers,  as  measured  by  the  parity 
in  lex,  have  been  substantially  unchanged 
during  this  p>eriod,  with  the  result  that  the 
net  incomes  of  farmers  have  experienced  a 
severe  squeeze.  These  changes  have  been 
under  way  for  many  months.  We  inherited 
this  situation. 

Opinions  differ  as  to  the  future  course  of 
prices  to  be  received  by  farmers.  Our 
analysis  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
leads  us  to  expect  no  major  changes  during 
the  next  several  months,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  continuing  high  level  of  consumer 
income. 

We  shall  continue  to  use  such  price-sup- 
porting de\ice8  as  are  available  to  us  when 
and  If  prices  sag  below  the  levels  prescribed 
by  the  Congress. 

The  nex-.  day  I  released  to  the  press  a 
copy  of  this  telegram  to  Gov.  Dan  Thorn- 
ton, of  Coljrado; 

"Am  doing  all  possible  to  have  OPS  con- 
trols on  meat  removed.  Have  advised  with 
the  White  House.  Congress,  farm  groups, 
packers,  stockyard  people,  and  retailers.  All 
I  have  learned  confirms  my  earlier  belief,  ex- 
pressed prior  to  my  appointment,  that  OPS 
meat  controls  should  be  removed.  In  my 
official  capiclty,  I  reaffirm  that  stand.  Re- 
moval of  OPS  compulsory  grading  of  meat 
would  be  a  good  thing  for  all  segments  of  the 
industry  and  the  consuming  public  " 

February  3  we  followed  through  with  a 
call  upon  producers  to  follow  an  orderly 
pattern  of  marketing. 

At  the  same  time,  we  urged  processing  and 
distribution  agencies  to  develop  a  greater 
consumer  demand  for  beef.  Prices  to  con- 
sumers hatre  been  sharply  reduced,  which 
will  In  tun  move  more  beef  into  consump- 
tion and  h;lp  stabilize  the  market. 

It  was  a«:ain  pointed  cut  that  the  United 
States  economy  is  fundamentally  strong. 

Employment  and  incomes  are  higher  than 
ever  before  This  promises  more  stability  in 
cattle  prlOM,  particularly  since  reductions 
due  this  year  in  the  supply  of  pork  will 
bolster  the  market  for  cattle. 

The  rapid  buildup  in  cattle  numbers  has 
pointed  to  a  somewhat  lower  level  of  prices 
than  in  1951  or  1952.  Recent  breaks  appear 
to  be  an  unorderly  and  temporary  over- 
adjustment  to  what  should  be  a  natural 
reaction  to  this  increase  in  cattle  numbers. 
We  feel  that  a  return  to  orderly  marketing 
will  check  the  price  slide. 

Uncertainty  on  the  part  of  both  buyers  and 
sellers  has  contributed  to  an  unwarranted 
pessimUm.  Disturbed  by  the  price  trends, 
many  feedera  have  let  their  cattle  go  at  half 
finish. 

Compulsory  grading  required  by  OPS  and 
the  retention  of  price  ceilings  on  beef  have 
contributed  to  price  declines.  Leaders  in  the 
industry  w.'iom  we  consulted  agreed  that 
the  removal  of  controls  would  in  itself 
tend  to  strengthen  cattle  prices  and  stabilize 
markets. 


You  were  undoubtedly  pleased  with  the 
announcement  that  followed  next  day : 

"In  conformity  with  the  policy  aet  forth 
by  the  President  in  his  message  to  the  Con- 
gress, we  are  developing  a  program  (or  the 
orderly  decontrol  of  prices.  We  are  taking 
action  on  the  decontrol  of  a  number  of  items 
before  the  end  of  the  week.  •  •  •  Decontrol 
of  meat  would  also  include  lifting  the  com- 
pulsory grading  requirement  on  beef  and  will 
eliminate  price  ceilings  on  pork,  lamb,  veal, 
and  beef  at  all  levels  frqm  the  farmer  through 
the  retail  store. "  The  results  are  well  known. 
We  are  ail  pleased. 

I  have  said  before,  and  I  now  repeat,  that 
price-support  programs  now  in  effect  or  pre- 
viously announced  will  be  continued.  This 
means  price  suppKirt  for  the  wheat  you  will 
seed  this  spring  at  a  level  which  will  reflect 
a  nationwide  farm  price  of  about  $3.31  per 
bushel.  It  means  a  support  price  for  oats 
equal  to  80  cents  per  bushel;  for  barley. 
$1  24;  fur  rye.  $1  43;  and  for  flaxseed,  $3.70 
per  bushel.  It  means  suppmrt  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts at  prices  which  will  be  announced  soon. 

We  have  not  been  Btamp>eded  into  ill- 
considered  action  by  the  price  declines  that 
have  occurred  during  this  past  month,  nor 
do  we  propose  to  be  stampeded.  The  farm 
people  of  the  country.  I  am  convinced,  should 
expect  sound  and  constructive  help  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  that  we  pro- 
pose to  give  them.  There  will  be  no  blanket 
prt)ml6cs  to  embark  on  actions  which  we 
have  neither  the  authority  to  invoke  nor  the 
means  tc  implement.  You.  on  your  part, 
can  contribute  stability  to  farm  prices  by 
orderly  marketint;  and  an  exhibition  of  con- 
fidence and  cooperation. 

As  we  move  forward,  advisory  groups  and 
committees  will  be  used  to  bring  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  the  best  Judg- 
ments of  farmers,  farm  organizations,  and 
industrial   leadership. 

The  14-man  advisory  committee  named 
by  the  President  to  work  with  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  gave  us  a  good  start.  This 
committee,  changed  somewhat  in  personnel. 
will  be  meeting  from  time  to  time  to  review 
progress  and  m.ake  additional  suggestions. 

F.>r  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
Conference  of  46  nations  now  meeting  In 
Washington,  we  are  using  two  advisory 
groups.  One  is  comjxieed  of  representatives 
of  the  major  farm  organizations  and  the 
wheal  industry.  The  other  is  a  Joint  com- 
mittee frtm  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatlves. 

A  special  dairy  advl.sory  group  will  meet 
next  week  in  Washington  to  bring  to  bear 
on  the  many  d.ilry  problems  the  best  Judg- 
ments available.  They  are  the  best  men  we 
could  find,  men  recommended  by  the  indus- 
try Itself.  This  great  dairy  area  wUl  be  well 
represented. 

A  large  cotton  committee  drawn  from  all 
major  segments  of  the  cotton  Industry  U  also 
ready  to  start  work.  A  group  of  capable 
highly  resi^ected  citizens  is  being  appointed 
to  advise  us  in  the  Important  operations  of 
the  CommtKlUy  Credit  Corporation. 

Other  committees  will  be  called  as  impor- 
tant problems  develop  and  as  work  proceeds 
on  major  programs.  We  are  willing  to  sub- 
mit our  ca&e  to  the  farmers.  A  lifetime  of 
working  for  and  with  them.  In  all  their  flelds 
of  economic  endeavor,  has  convinced  us  of 
our  trust. 

It  will  always  be  a  definite  part  of  our 
policy  to  seek  the  best  possible  advice  from 
Members  of  the  Congress  and  the  entire 
agricultural  Industry  through  conferences 
with  farm  organization  leaders,  other  ad- 
visory committees,  and  individuals  regard- 
ing existing  ard  proposed  policies  and  pro- 
grams. As  the  President  emphasized  in  hU 
state  of  the  Union  message:  "This  adminU- 
tratlon  does  not  and  cannot  begin  its  task 
with  a  clean  slate.'  CerUinly  in  no  area 
of  the  legacy  handed  us  by  the  out-going  ad- 
ministration are  the  problems  more  numer- 
ous or  more  difficult  than  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 
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The  numerous  programs  and  great  deci- 
slons  for  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  given  respom  ibillty  are  almost  un- 
believable. The  magr  Itude  and  import  of 
the  decisions  he  is  required  to  make  are 
humbling  Indeed,  if  net  overwhelming,  llie 
Congress,  through  bipartisan  legislation 
aimed  to  benefit  agri;:ulture,  has  provided 
far-reaching  machineiy  pertaining  to  farm 
credit,  research,  marketing,  and  price  sup- 
ports. 

It  is  our  duty  tc  administer  faithfully  these 
laws,  not  alone  for  the  protection  of  the 
tarmers.  but  for  the  good  of  all  the  people. 
We  are  firm  in  our  resolve  to  do  this.  There 
will  be  no  turning  ba<-k  from  this  responsi- 
bility. But  as  we  ailminister  these  laws, 
there  will  be  a  thorough  examliuitlon  and 
reappraisal  of  each  piogram.  These  efforts 
will  be  made  in  close  cooperation  and  with 
advice  from  farmers  and  other  qualified  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Indntry.  In  other  words, 
we  want  each  commodity  group  to  help  de- 
\elop  a  program  It  can  make  work  with  our 
help.  We  know  that  without  the  help  of 
the  industry  and  the  blessings  of  a  kind 
Providence,  we  cannc't  succeed.  We  are 
earnestly   seeking   botl. 

And  now  I  wou^  lUe  to  spell  out  for  you, 
In  broad  outline,  wha'.  will  be  the  policy  of 
f>ur  administration  ol  your  Depmrtment  of 
Agriculture.  It  is  the  result  of  careful  and 
prolonged  dellt>eratior  In  consultation  with 
farmers,  farm  leaders  professional  agricul- 
turalists, Members  of  Congress,  and  others. 
I  feel  sure  It  is  not  {>erfect.  because  it  has 
been  developed  by  imperfect  human  beings. 
No  doubt  the  policy  will  be  refined  and  im- 
proved with  the  passing  of  time. 

It  has  been  Influenced  to  some  extent,  no 
doubt,  by  an  old-fashioned  philosophy  that 
it  is  Impossible  to  hep  people  permanently 
by  doing  for  them  *hat  they  could  and 
should  do  for  themsel'es.  It  Is  a  phlloeophy 
that  believes  in  the  lupreme  worth  of  the 
Individual  as  a  free  man,  as  a  child  of  God. 
that  believes  in  the  dignity  of  labor  and  the 
conviction  that  you  cannot  build  character 
by  taking  away  man  a  Initiative  and  inde- 
pendence. And.  further,  that  character  la 
the  one  thing  we  miike  In  this  world  and 
take  with  us  into  the  next.  For  what  doth 
It  profit  if  we  gain  the  whole  world  and  lose 
our  own  souls? 

I  believe  that  the  iieople  who  live  on  the 
farms  and  in  the  rural  communities  of  Amer- 
ica also  accept  this  homely  philosophy.  I  am 
most  anxious  that  tliey  will  always  accept 
It  as  a  dynamic  part  of  their  lives.  It  must 
be  so  If  this  choice  land  of  America  Is  to 
endvire. 

This,  then,  In  par:  at  least,  will  be  the 
broad  policy  which  will  guide  us.  I  hope 
jou  will  concur  wholeheartedly. 

ACaiCTJLTimAL     POLICIIS 

The  supreme  test  of  any  Government 
p<jllcy,  agricultural  or  other,  should  be  "How 
will  It  affect  the  character,  morale,  and  well- 
being  of  our  people?  "  We  need — the  world 
needs — a  strong  America  in  the  critical  years 
ahead. 

To  me,  freedom  i*  a  God-given,  eternal 
principle  vouchsafed  to  us  under  the  Con- 
stitution. It  must  l>e  continually  guarded 
as  something  more  p-ecious  than  life  itself. 
It  Is  doubtful  If  any  man  can  be  politically 
free  who  depends  pp^n  the  state  for  suste- 
nance. A  completely  planned  and  subsidized 
economy  weakens  Initiative,  discourages  In- 
dustry, destroys  character,  and  demoralizes 
the  people. 

With  the  development  of  mechanized 
commercial  agriculture,  the  family  farm  has 
become  closely  gearec  Into  a  complex  Inter- 
dependent Industrial  economy.  There  Is  no 
hope  for  peace,  growth,  or  prosperity  if  each 
economic  group  is  seeking  Its  own  advantage 
to  the  detriment  of  others.  To  nuike  their 
best  contribution  to  national  welfare,  farm- 
ers must  have  the  full  cooperation  of  Indus- 
try and  labor,  liecaiise  each  is  dependent 
upon  the  effective  performance  of  the  other 
economic  groups. 


Our  agricultural  policy  should  aim  to  ob- 
tain, in  the  market  place,  full  parity  prices 
of  farm  products  and  parity  incomes  for  farm 
people  so  that  farmers  will  have  freedom  to 
operate  efficiently  and  to  adjust  their  pro- 
duction to  changing  consumer  demands  in 
•n  expanding  economy.  This  objective  can- 
not be  assured  by  Government  programs 
alone.  It  can  be  achieved  only  with  a  steady 
level  of  prices,  high  employment  and  pro- 
duction, and  rising  output  per  worker  In  our 
total  national  economy. 

The  most  Important  method  of  promoting 
the  long-tlQie  welfare  of  farm  people  and  the 
Nation  is  the  support  of  adequate  fM-ograms 
of  research  and  education  in  the  produc- 
tion, processing,  marketing,  and  utilization 
of  farm  products  and  In  problems  of  rtu-al 
living. 

The  development  of  modern  agriculture, 
which  has  made  possible  these  great  achieve- 
ments, has  placed  the  family  farm  in  a  vul- 
nerable economic  position  becatise  farm 
prices  and  Income  rise  and  fall  more  rapid- 
ly than  farm  costs.  Hence,  the  guarding  of 
farm  levels  of  living  requires  a  program  of 
storage  and  price  supports  to  help  to  assure 
stability  of  income.  These  supports  should 
be  designed  not  only  to  serve  the  welfare  of 
farmers,  but  also — in  the  widest  national  In- 
terest— to  prevent  disaster  to  the  farm-pro- 
ducing plant  and  the  national  food  supply. 

Price  support  laws  will  be  carried  out 
faithfully  In  every  respect.  There  are  man- 
datory price  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity 
on  the  so-called  basic  commodities  for 
1953  and  1954.  Other  laws  provide  for  sup- 
ports on  other  farm  products.  While  en- 
forcing these  laws,  there  will  be  formulated 
long-term  programs  which  will  more  fully 
and  effectively  accomplish  our  overall  objec- 
tives. 

Price  supports  should  provide  insurance 
agaiiut  disaster  to  the  farm-producing  plant 
and  help  to  stabilize  national  food  supplies. 
But  price  supports  which  tend  to  prevent 
production  shifts  toward  a  balanced  supply 
in  terms  of  demand  and  which  encourage 
uneconomic  production  and  result  in  con- 
tinuing heavy  surpluses  and  subsidies  should 
be  avoided.  Our  efforts  should  be  to  re- 
orient our  present  national  policies  and 
programs  so  that  they  will  contribute  to  the 
development  of  a  prosperous  and  productive 
agriculture  within  our  free  enterprise  sys- 
tem. 

It  is  generally  agreed  that  there  is  danger 
in  the  undue  concentration  of  power  in  the 
Federal  Government.  Too  many  Americans 
today  are  calling  on  Washington  to  do  for 
them  what  they  should  be  willing  to  do  for 
themselves. 

Individual  freedom  and  citizenship  re- 
sponsibility depend  upon  the  principle  of 
helping  the  individual  to  help  himself.  It 
is  possible  through  Individual  and  group  ac- 
tion to  solve  many  problems  and  achieve  ob- 
jectives locally  with  a  minimum  of  Federal 
assistance  and  control.  Your  own  associa- 
tion Is  an  excellent  example  of  this  fact. 

The  principles  of  economic  freedom  are  ap- 
plicable to  farm  problems.  We  seek  a  mini- 
mum of  restrictions  on  farm  production  and 
marketing  to  permit  the  maximum  of  de- 
pendence on  free-market  prices  as  the  best 
guides  to  production  and  consumption. 
Farmers  should  not  be  placed  in  a  position 
of  working  for  Government  bounty  rather 
than  producing  for  a  free  market.  However, 
the  ability  to  avoid  restrictions  on  agricul- 
ttire  depends  in  part  on  the  willingness  of 
other  economic  groups  to  adopt  policies  that 
permit  flexible  and  dynamic  adjustments. 

Furthermore,  inefficiency  should  not  be 
subsidized  in  agriculture  or  any  other  seg- 
ment of  otu-  economy.  Relief  programs 
should  be  operated  as  such — not  as  an  aid 
to  the  entire  agricultural  Industry.  Emer- 
gency programs  should  be  terminated  as  soon 
as  the  emergency  is  over. 

No  agricultural  program  should  be  manip- 
ulated to  serve  partisan  political  purposes. 


In  the  administration  of  this  Department, 
the  guiding  purpose  will  be  to  strengthen  the 
individual  integrity,  freedom,  and  the  very 
moral  flber  of  each  citizen.  We  must  estab- 
lish a  climate  which  will  further  promote, 
cultivate,  and  release  the  great  reservoir  of 
dynamic  latent  energy  of  every  individual  in 
this  great  Nation. 

The  days  ahead  are  sobering  and  chal- 
lenging and  will  demand  the  faith,  prayers, 
and  loyalty  of  every  American.  Oiu"  chal- 
lenge is  to  keep  America  strong — strong  so- 
cially, economically,  and,  above  all,  spiritu- 
ally sound,  if  our  way  of  life  is  to  endure. 
There  is  no  other  way.  Only  in  this  course 
Is  there  safety  for  our  Nation. 

We  need  a  nationwide  repentance  to  rid 
this  land  of  corruption.  We  must  return  to 
the  fundamental  virtues  that  have  made 
this  Nation  great.  There  is  a  force  in  the 
universe  which  no  mortal  can  alter.  This 
Nation  does  have  a  spiritual  foundation.  It 
has  been  established  in  keeping  with  great 
spiritual  and  moral  principles,  but  there 
seems  to  be  a  tendency  for  us  to  lose  our 
sense  of  uprightness  and  to  willfully  do  those 
things  which  we  must  know  to  be  wrong. 
This  cannot  continue  with  impunity. 

God  help  us  to  raise  our  sights  beyond  the 
dollar  sign,  beyond  material  things.  May  we 
have  the  courage  to  stand  up  and  be  counted, 
to  stand  for  principle,  for  those  noble  con- 
cepts and  ideals  which  guided  the  founding 
fathers  in  the  establishment  of  this  great 
land.  Thank  God  for  the  promises  that  have 
been  made  regarding  the  future  of  America. 
I  hope  and  pray  we  will  merit  and  realize 
the  fulflUment  of  these  promises.  God  grant 
it  may  be  so. 


ATTITUDE  OP  ADMINISTRATION 
TOWARD  THE  PRICE-SUPPORT 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Montana  [Mr.  MtniRAYl  is- 
sued a  statement  yesterday  in  which  he 
expressed  his  indignation  at  the  new  ad- 
ministration's attitude  toward  the  price- 
support  program.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  statement  issued  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  be  placed  in  the 
Record  following  the  remarks  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Mississippi. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Administration's  Stand  on  Paicr  Sxtppokts 
"Shocking" — "lNstJi.T  to   Nation's   Farm- 
ers," Montana  Senator  Declares — "Tauc 
or  Agricultural  Surplus  While  Millions 
Starve  Is  Absurd,"  Senator  Muhrat  Main- 
tains— "New  Agriculture  Policy  Threat- 
ens  RETintN  iTO  Farm   Poverty   or    1920's 
With  Farmer  Completely  at  the  Mercy 
OF  Big  City  Speculators  in  Hunger" 
Senator   James   E.   Mitrray,   Democrat,   of 
Montana,  whose  constituents  produce  much 
of  the  Nation's  beef,  lamb,  and  wheat,  ex- 
pressed   himself   as   "shocked"   by   the   new 
policy  on  price  supports  announced  yester- 
day by  Ezra  Taft  Benson,  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture  under   the   Eisenhower   administra- 
tion. 

"It  Is  obvious,"  Senator  MtntRAY  declared, 
"that  Mr.  Benson  either  has  no  understand- 
ing at  all  of  the  measures  which  brought 
prosperity  to  America's  farmers  and  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  food  to  city  dwellers  or  that, 
for  reasons  which  I  cannot  grasp,  he  delib- 
erately intends  to  return  American  agrictil- 
ture  to  the  chaos  of  the  1920'8  when  our 
ranchers  and  farmers  were  completely  at 
the  mercy  of  big  city,  commodity  market, 
speculators  in  human  hunger. 

"To  say  that  ptrlce  supports  should  be  used 
only  as  'disaster  Insurance'  is  an  invitation 
to  disaster,"  Senator  Murray  said.    "To  talk 
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at  BXirplTues  when  mllUoiu  of  people  In 
Burope.  Aala.  and  Africa  are  undernourished 
or  even  starring  la  absurd — particularly  so 
when  we  know  that  a  properly  planned  dis- 
tribution abroad  of  what  Mr.  Benson  calls 
*surplU8es'  will  not  only  Insure  the  continued 
prosperity  of  America's  farmers  but  Is  also 
one  of  our  greatest  and  least  costly  weapons 
against  the  spread  oC  communism,"  the 
Montana  Senator  maintained. 

"When  Secretary  Benson  places  price  sup- 
ports In  the  category  of  'relief  programs.'  I 
believe  he  is  Insulting  not  only  the  Intelli- 
gence but  the  Integrity  of  America's  most 
hard-working  and  most  productive  citizens. 
When  he  says  that  'Ineificlency  should  not 
be  subsidized  In  agriculture,'  I'd  like  to 
know  Just  what  groups  of  farmers  or  ranch- 
ers he  la  labeling  Inefflclent.  When  he  at- 
tempts to  Justify  a  refusal  to  maintain  the 
democratic  price  support  policy  by  implying 
that  It  has  robbed  the  American  farmer  of 
character,  initiative,  and  Independence,  the 
most  charitable  thing  I  can  say  Is  that  Blr. 
Benson  certainly  hasn't  met  any  of  Mon- 
tana's ranchers  and  farmers  In  recent  years. 

"Speaking  for  the  people  of  Montana.  I 
would  advise  Mr.  Benson  that  thanks  to 
agricultural  policies  he  apparently  Intends 
to  undermine,  Montana's  producers  of  beef 
and  Iamb,  of  wheat,  and  sugar  beets — in- 
deed, all  the  people  of  Montana — are  inde- 
pendent, are  men  and  women  of  character, 
and.  If  Mr.  Benson  doesn't  promptly  move 
to  support  farm  prices,  will  surprise  him  by 
ths  initiative  they  show  in  replacing  this 
administration  by  one  which  works  for  the 
Interest  of  all  our  people  rather  than  for 
the  interests. 

"The  price-support  program  Is  our  Govern- 
ment's guaranty  to  the  American  farmer  that 
he  will  not  suffer  when  he  patriotically  un- 
dertakes to  produce  the  enormous  quantities 
of  food  needed  to  keep  ours  the  best  fed 
army  in  the  world,  to  keep  our  country  the 
most  productive  in  the  world,  and  to  offset 
the  blandishments  held  out  by  Communist 
Russia  to  our  friends  abroad.  The  price- 
support  program  provides  American  agricul- 
ture with  that  stablUty  which  made  it  the 
most  efficient  In  the  world.  Not  only  must 
the  price-support  program  be  maintained 
but  the  Congress  must  demand  that  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  Instruct  his  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  promptly  plan  its  extension 
beyond  1954  so  that  our  farmers  In  turn  may 
plan  ahead.  The  alternative  Is  a  return  to 
that  lnsec\irity,  uncertainty,  and  potential 
bondage  to  the  moneylenders  which  ruined 
America's  farmers  and  its  farm  productivity 
in  the  twenties.  I  am  positive  that  such  an 
alternative  will  not  be  tolerated  by  the  Con- 
gress. If  this  be  the  end  of  the  new  admin- 
istration's honeynooon.  so  be  it.  It  is  far 
better  to  end  the  honeymoon  than  to  end 
the  farmer,"  Secretary  Mukkat  concluded. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  13  BEAUTY 
QUEENS  FROM  THE  SOUTH 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
great  State  of  Louisiana  is  famous  for 
Its  diversified  fanning,  its  delicious  foods, 
and  also  for  its  prowess  in  the  produc- 
tion of  oil,  sulfur,  salt,  and  other  min- 
erals; last,  but  not  least,  the  State  is  well 
noted  for  its  beautiful  gli-ls. 

It  is  my  privilege  to  present  to  the 
SLnate  13  queens  from  the  southland,  12 
of  whom  hail  from  Louisiana  and  1  from 
Texas.  Texas  is  so  close  to  Louisiana 
that  she  also  produces  girls  who  are  al- 
most as  beautiful  as  the  girls  of  Louisi- 
ana. As  I  read  the  names  of  the  girls, 
I  hope  they  will  staai^aalthat  the  Sena- 
tors may  see  them.    '"  '     " 

Aaito  Bnmch.  rlo*  queen.  Crowley  (Hous- 
ton); Qall  Dugal.  yambllee  queen,  Opelou- 
"'n  <hif*T****}  •  Dorothy  Etta  Ooff.  peach 
rftuston;  Marian  Hodges,  maidl  gras 


queen.  New  Orleans:  Barbera  Huff,  rose 
queen,  Bogalusa;  Carolyn  Landry,  dairy 
queen.  Lafayette;  Betty  Rose  Plgott,  paper 
queen,  Bogalusa;  Patty  Pope,  holiday  In 
Dixie  queen,  Shreveport;  Janelle  Roy,  camel- 
lia queen,  Lafayette;  Jacqueline  Sandifer, 
American  Legion  sweetheart.  Bogalusa;  Betty 
Lou  Seabclt,  forest  queen,  Wtnnfleld;  Sylvia 
Ann  Segui-a,  sugar  queen.  New  Iberia;  Mavis 
Blnetere.  shrimp  queen,  Morgan  City. 

(As  Mr.  ELLENDER  read  their  names, 
the  youn{;  ladies  rose  from  their  seats  in 
the  gallei-y.  and  were  greeted  with  ap- 
plause b)  the  Members  of  the  Senate.) 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  thanlc  my  colleagues  for  their 
warm  reception  of  these  fine  young  la- 
dies. I  am  most  proud  of  all  of  them. 
They  hail,  from  various  parts  of  Louis- 
iana and  represent  a  fair  cross  section 
of  my  Stiite.  They  will  be  in  Washing- 
ton for  a  few  days  and  I  wish  for  them 
the  best  of  luck. 


DEATH    OP  FORMER   SENATOR   EL- 
BERT D.  THOMAS,  OF  UTAH 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
with  prolound  regret  and  sorrow  that 
I  annourice  the  death  of  our  former 
colleague,  the  Honorable  EHbert  Duncan 
Thomas,  at  Honolulu  on  Wednesday, 
February  11. 

Senatoi-  Thomas  had  been  In  Hono- 
lulu since  his  retirement  from  the 
United  States  Senate,  serving  as  High 
Commissioner  of  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands  taken  from  Ja[>an 
during  World  War  U. 

I  am  sure  the  people  of  the  State  of 
Utah  and  the  Nation,  as  well  as  the 
Members  of  this  body,  were  shocked  to 
hear  of  his  death. 

Although  Senator  Thomas  and  I  were 
of  opposite  political  parties  and  had  dif- 
ferent points  of  view,  we  neverthele;5s 
were  friends  and  members  of  the  same 
church.  I  visited  him  only  a  year  ago 
in  Honolulu  at  the  ofBces  of  the  High 
Commissioner.  He  appeared  to  be  in 
excellent  health  and  spirits. 

Senator  Elbert  Thomas  was  a  native 
of  Salt  Lake  City.  He  attended  public 
school  in  Salt  Lake  City,  and  received 
his  bachelor  of  arts  degree  from  the 
University  of  Utah.  He  held  a  doctors 
degree  from  the  University  of  Califor- 
nia. 

Senator  Thomas  had  a  remarkable  and 
distinguished  career  and  during  its 
course  he  occupied  many  positions  of 
trust  and  honor,  both  in  his  native  State 
of  Utah  and  in  the  Nation.  He  served 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  his  country:  as 
a  missionary  for  the  Church  of  Jesus 
Christ  of  Latter-Day  Saints  in  the  Em- 
pire of  Japan;  as  a  professor  at  the 
University  of  Utah;  as  a  United  States 
Senator,  and  at  numerous  times  as  spe- 
cial representative  of  the  United  States 
In  international  activities. 

Senator  Thomas  was  a  Member  of  this 
body  for  18  years.  He  especially  inter- 
ested himself  in  labor  and  educational 
matters  and  in  foreign  affairs.  During 
much  of  World  War  II  he  was  acting 
chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, and  was  afterward  chairman. 
He  served  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor,  and  later  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 


Senator  Thomas  was  a  devoted  hus- 
band and  father.  He  is  survived  by  hia 
widow  of  his  second  marriage  and  by 
three  married  daughters. 

Literally  thousands  of  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Utah  attended  his  classes  when 
he  was  professor  of  political  science  at 
our  State  university.  His  educational 
and  other  activities  were  so  numerous 
and  so  varied  that  I  caimot  do  Justice 
to  all  of  them  in  the  time  permitted  me 
this  morning. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  own  behalf  and 
in  behalf  of  my  colleague,  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bennett],  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  resolution,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  resolution  <S.  Res.  69)  was  read. 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  aorruw  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Klbert 
Duncan  Thomas,  late  a  Senator  from  ths 
State  of  Utah. 

Resoli-'ed,  That  the  Secretary  transmit  a 
copy  of  thu  resolution  to  the  family  of  th« 
deceased. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I 
.should  like  to  have  the  privilege  of  mak- 
ing some  comments  upon  the  late  Elbert 
D.  Thomas,  formerly  a  Member  of  this 
body,  of  whose  death  we  have  Just 
learned. 

Mr.  President,  the  death  of  our  for- 
mer colleague.  Elbert  D.  Thomas,  fills 
us  all  with  grief.  Elbert  Thomas  was 
our  most  distinguished  scholar-states- 
man.  A  long-time  resident  of  and  Mor- 
mon missionary  to  Japan,  he  knew  the 
customs  and  literature  of  both  Japan 
and  China  thoroughly.  A  skilled  clas- 
sical scholar,  he  had  been  an  In^irlng 
teacher  of  Latin  and  Greek,  while  at  the 
same  time  he  knew  modem  Burope  at 
first  hand.  Its  languages,  its  literature, 
and  its  problems. 

Taking  his  doctor  of  philosophy  degree 
at  the  University  of  California,  Elbert 
Thomas  then  taught  political  science  at 
the  University  of  Utah  from  1924  to  1932, 
when  he  was  elected  to  this  body  as  a 
Democrat  to  succeed  the  late  Reed 
Smoot.  He  served  in  the  Senate  for 
three  full  terms  or  for  18  years,  and  was 
particularly  active  on  the  three  Commit- 
tees of  Foreign  Relations,  Military 
Affairs,  and  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
seiving  as  chairman  of  the  two  latter 
bodies. 

During  the  war  his  broadcasts  to  Ja- 
pan in  the  Japanese  language  were  of 
great  value  in  their  frank  sUtement  of 
our  good  intentions,  and  they  immeas- 
urably weakened  the  Japanese  will  to 
resi-st.  With  Admiral  Zacharias  he  was, 
however,  insistent  on  retaining  the  Japa- 
nese Emperor  so  that  Japan  after  the 
war  would  not  degenerate  into  anarchy. 

As  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  Senator  Thomas  worked  for 
a  strong  Army  to  resist  aggression  and 
to  protect  national  and  collective  secur- 
ity. His  contributions  to  our  prepared- 
ness and  to  our  effective  fighting  strength 
in    World    War    n    were    great,    and 
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unfortunately  not  sufficiently  appre- 
ciated. 

But  Elbert  Thomas  was  basically  a 
man  of  peace.  He  .strove  on  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  for  a  peaceful 
world.  He  was  an  informed  supporter 
of  the  idea  behind  both  the  old  League 
of  Nations  and  the  present  United  Na- 
tions. I  had  the  honor  of  being  a  co- 
sponsor  with  him  in  1950,  prior  to  the 
aggression  in  Kor»*a,  of  a  resolution 
which  would  have  pledged  us  to  work  for 
an  agreement  whereby  the  United  Na- 
tions could  more  readily  pool  the  forces 
of  the  woild  to  resist  aggression. 

I  came  to  know  E3t)ert  Thomas  best 
from  .serving  with  him  as  a  Junior  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare.  We  had  some  diffi- 
cult bills  to  consider — notably  the  pro- 
po.sals  to  repeal  or  amend  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law,  the  Federal  aid-to-educa- 
tion bill,  and  the  upward  revision  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act.  The  discus- 
sion-s  and  disputes  frequently  became 
very  heated:  but  never  Elbert  Thomas. 
He  was  always  calm,  always  charitable 
and  understanding  in  his  attitude,  and 
always  humane  in  his  point  of  view.-  It 
would  be  impossible  for  any  man  to  be 
a  more  fair  or  a  more  considerate 
cliairman. 

But  Elbert  Thomas  was  probably  most 
proud  of  his  part  in  ;?etting  the  beautiful 
Jefferson  Memorial  erected.  He  was  its 
real  .sponsor,  and  despite  bitter  opposi- 
tion from  partisans  who  did  not  believe 
Jefferson  should  be  so  honored,  or  who 
quarreled  with  the  type  of  architecture 
finally  chosen,  he  succeeded  In  having 
the  memorial  erected.  He  obtained  the 
necessary  appropriations;  he  advised  on 
the  architecture  of  the  memorial,  which 
is  partially  modeled  on  that  of  Monti- 
cello;  he  selected  the  striking  quotations 
from  Jefferson  which  adorn  its  walls. 
He  was,  in  short,  its  founder  and  father, 
and  countless  generations  will  l)eneflt 
from  his  work.  I  can  imagine  the  deep 
pleasure  which  he  enjoyed  when  he  saw 
Jefferson's  magnificent  statement  on  the 
freedom  of  the  mind  emblazoned  for  all 
to  read  and  ponder: 

I  have  sworn  upon  the  altar  of  God  eternal 
hosiilliy  to  every  form  of  tyranny  over  the 
mind  of  man. 

But  most  of  all  Elbert  Thomas  was  a 
thoroughly  good  man.  Scholar  and 
statesman,  he  was  humble  and  unas- 
suming. He  was  a  devoted  husband  and 
father.  He  trusted  other  people,  and 
brought  out  the  t>esl  in  many.  He  en- 
couraged youth,  and  loved  to  help  them 
up  the  ladder.  He  was  charitable  to  his 
opponents  and  kind  to  his  friends.  He 
possessed  a  massive  patience  along  with 
hi.v  bulliant  and  well-trained  mind.  He 
wa.s  the  best  exempla.-  of  his  religion  that 
I  have  met.  His  life  preached.  Unfor- 
tunately he  did  not  escape  contumely 
and  was  forced  to  tread  the  bitter  wine 
press  of  pain.  The  attacks  upon  him  in 
his  last  few  years,  I  feel  sure,  almost 
broke  his  heart  and  ultimately  contrib- 
uted to  his  death.  But  he  did  not  revile: 
rather  he  forgave  his  traducers.  May  his 
spirit  and  example  help  us  all  to  be  more 
charitable  and  more  truly  Christian.  I 
feel  about  Elbert  Thomas  what  Robert 
Browning   wrote  of   the  Monk  Capon- 


sacchl  in  his  poem.  The  Ring  and  the 
Book: 

Through  such  souls  only,  God  stooping 
Throws  sufficient  of  His  light 
For  us  the  dark  to  rise  by. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
made  by  my  distinguished  colleagues, 
and  to  express  my  very  deep  regret  and 
personal  sadness  at  hearing  the  tragic 
news  of  the  death  of  our  former  col- 
league, Elbert  D.  Thomas,  of  Utah. 

I  had  the  great  pleasure  and  satisfac- 
tion of  serving  with  Senator  Thomas  in 
the  Senate  for  more  than  2  years.  I  had 
the  honor  and  privilege  of  serving  under 
his  chairmanship  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
During  that  service,  in  committee  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  developed  for 
Senator  Thomas  great  admiration,  deep 
affection,  and  the  most  profound  respect 
and  regard. 

Elbert  Thomas  was  a  distinguished 
statesman,  soldier,  educator,  philoso- 
pher, and  leader  in  civic  affairs.  But, 
above  all,  he  was  a  deeply  religious  and 
spiritual  man. 

I  know  of  no  man  who  so  completely 
combined  the  qualities  of  great  deter- 
mination and  force  with  deep  humility 
and  charity.  He  was  in  every  way  a  gen- 
tleman. Truly  a  gentle  man,  he  was 
charitable  to  his  opponents  and  to  his 
fellowman,  for  he  was  possessed  of  an 
understanding  of  the  weaknesses  of  those 
less  fortunate  than  he.  At  all  times  he 
was  sincerely  and  unfailingly  interested 
and  devoted  to  the  welfare  of  his 
country. 

His  untimely  passing  is  a  great  loss  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  whom  he 
served  so  long  and  so  well  as  an  educator, 
as  a  statesman,  and  in  recent  years  in  an 
important  position  in  the  Pacific.  I  join 
my  colleagues  in  a  very  deep  and  sincere 
expression  of  regret  and  grief  at  his 
passing. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  with  re- 
spect to  the  tragic  loss  of  Elbert  Thomas 
I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words.  Few 
public  officials  are  deserving  of  the  title 
of  statesman:  but  it  may  be  truly  said 
that  Elbert  Thomas  was  a  great  states- 
man. He  recognized  that  a  United 
States  Senator  should  be  a  student  of 
government,  and  he  was  such  a  student. 
He  sought  the  facts  and  the  truth  and 
had  the  courage  to  follow  the  truth. 
Scholarly,  kindly,  understanding  of  hu- 
man frailties,  Elbert  Thomas  was  a  man 
of  unimpeachable  character.  He  loved 
people  as  people,  and  he  sought  to  trans- 
late into  legislation,  programs  and  re- 
forms which  would  give  statesmanlike 
meaning  to  the  principle  that  we  are 
a  government  by  law.  He  well  realized 
the  fact  that  as  public  officials  Senators 
have  the  duty  to  promote  the  general 
welfare  and  to  protect  the  dignity  and 
spiritual  values  of  the  individual.  Amer- 
ican history  will  be  richer  in  meaning 
and  value  because  of  the  life  of  Hbert 
Thomas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WatkinsI  for  himself  and  bis  colleague 
[Mr.  Bennett]. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 


MEMORIAL  ADDRESSES  ON  THE 
LATE  SENATOR  BRIEN  McMAHON. 
OF  CONNECTICUT 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  a  very 
brief  question  to  the  distinguished  acting 
majority  leader  [Mr.  Knowland). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  acting  majority 
leader  will  recall  that  at  the  opening  of 
the  Congress  on  January  3  resolutions 
were  offered  in  the  Senate  expressing 
regret  at  the  passing  of  our  beloved  col- 
league, Brien  McMahon,  of  Connecticut. 
At  that  time  the  majority  leader  agreed — 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  it  was  at  his 
own  suggestion — that  a  time  would  be 
set  aside  when  .Senators  who  were  the 
friends  and  colleagues  of  Brien  McMa- 
hon could,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
give  expression  to  their  feeling  of  af- 
fection, regard,  and  admiration  for  him. 
Several  weeks  have  passed.  I  ask  if  the 
acting  majority  leader  will  at  this  time 
entertain  the  request  that  a  definite 
time  l>e  set  aside — perhaps  on  Tuesday 
or  Wednesday  of  next  week — so  that 
Members  of  the  Senate  may  have  due 
notice  of  the  arrangement,  at  which  time 
any  of  us  who  may  wish  to  speak  about 
our  love  and  admiration  for  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon may  have  the  opportunity  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  S<mator  from  New  York, 
who  discussed  this  subject  with  me 
earlier,  that  I  told  him  that  our  program 
following  the  completion  of  business  to- 
day will  be  to  adjourn  until  Monday  of 
next  week.  We  plan  to  have  sessions  of 
the  Senate  on  Monday,  Wednesday,  and 
Friday  of  next  week.  We  plan  to  set 
aside  Wednesday  as  a  day  on  which  re- 
marks concerning  the  late  distinguished 
Senator  from  Connecticut  may  be  made, 
in  conformity  with  the  resolutions  re- 
ferred to,  and  prior  discussion  with  the 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished acting  majority  leader.  I  sug- 
gest that  in  view  of  the  small  attendance 
in  the  Senate  today,  any  Senator  who 
wishes  on  next  Wednesday  to  eulogize 
not  only  Senator  McMahon  but  also  Sen- 
ator Thomas,  will  at  that  time  have  the 
opportunity  to  do  so.  Thus  the  occasion 
would  be  one  of  tribute  to  both  these 
great  colleagues  of  ours.  I,  for  one, 
would  like  to  make  some  further  remarks 
about  our  late  colleague,  Elbert  Thomas. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that  under  our  procedures. 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  I 
w*l  say  that  when  the  several  speeches 
which  remain  to  be  made  today  are  com- 
pleted, it  is  the  intention  of  the  acting 
majority  leader  then  to  move  to  take 
up  the  Executive  Calendar,  copies  of 
which  are  on  the  desks  of  Senators,  I 
believe,  or  at  least  are  available. 

Previous  to  this  time  I  have  discussed 
with  the  minority  leader  of  the  Senate 
[Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas]  the  intention  of 
the  majority  leader  to  take  up  the  Exec- 
utive Calendar.  So  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  no  objection  to  any  of  the  nominations 
which  appear  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 
At  least,  no  objection  has  been  brought 
to  my  attention. 
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GEN.  JAMES  A.  VAN  FL£ET 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  In  a 
few  days  the  active  military  career  of  one 
of  this  Nation's  greatest  combat  com- 
manders— Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet — will 
draw  to  a  close. 

I  am  confident  that  every  Member  of 
the  Senate,  along  with  every  mother  and 
father  in  this  Nation  who  has  a  son  now 
serving  in  the  bunkers  of  Korea  or  await- 
ing orders  which  may  carry  him  there, 
felt  a  tug  at  the  heart  on  hearing  that 
this  courageous  but  modest  leader  had 
laid  down  his  heavy  burden  of  command 
and  is  con^g  home. 

Truly  a  "soldier's  soldier."  General 
Van  Fleet  is  retiring  in  his  61st  year, 
after  38  years  of  military  service.  For 
the  past  22  months  he  has  led  his  tough 
and  able  Eighth  Army  in  the  grim  Ko- 
rean strife.  Despite  the  f;-ustration  of 
a  stalemate  in  the  harsh  mountains  and 
dreary  valleys  of  Korea,  which  con- 
formed with  ftolitical  decisions  beyond 
his  control,  despite  his  heartsickness 
over  the  loss  of  his  only  son  in  air  action 
over  Korea,  this  stalwart  infantryman 
forged  from  men  of  almost  every  race, 
creed,  and  color,  one  of  the  most  for- 
midable fighting  machines  in  all  history. 
President  Eisenhower  recently  simmied 
v.p  in  a  few  short  wonis  the  stature  of 
this  sturdy  soldier  when  he  described 
Van  Fleet  as  "the  best  qualified  combat 
officer  in  the  Armed  Forces." 

Yet.  in  Korea  and  back  a  few  years 
earlier  in  Greece,  General  Van  Fleet 
demonstrated  that  he  is  far  more  than 
a  successful,  aggrressive.  resourceful, 
dogged  fighter.  He  possesses  also  those 
innate  qualities  of  patience,  understand- 
ing, and  love  of  people  that  have  en- 
abled him  to  rebuild  the  shattered  armies 
of  South  Korea  into  a  gallant  and  in- 
telligent fighting  force  which  now  mans 
the  great^£.Aportion  of  that  160-mile 
battle  line. 

I  am  sure  that  the  good  people  of 
South  Korea  will  never  forget  this  mod- 
est leader  of  the  8th  Army,  Many  of 
us  read  a  few  days  ago  of  his  personal 
farewell  to  the  people  of  that  nation — 
how  he  stood  with  President  Syngman 
Rhee  bareheaded  in  a  bitter  cold  wind 
on  the  steps  of  the  battered  capitol  in 
Seoul  and  expressed  in  simple,  heartfelt 
words  before  more  than  25,000  South 
Koreans  his  deep  appreciation  for  their 
loyalty  and  devotion  and  his  abiding 
faith  in  their  determination  to  carry 
on  to  victory.  Choked  with  emotion  he 
closed  with  the  words  "I  will  always  be 
one  of  you." 

In  war-torn  Greece  a  few  years  earlier 
General  Van  Fleet  was  chief  of  the 
American  military  mission  which  re- 
molded a  riddled  Greek  Army  into  a 
competent  fighting  force  and  stiffened 
the  Greek  nation  to  the  point  where  it 
became  a  much-needed  stabilizing  in- 
fluence in  the  troubled  Balkans. 

I  am  sure  that  if  we  are  ever  privi- 
leged to  see  the  secret  files  of  the  Krem- 
lin we  will  find  the  name  of  General  Van 
Fleet  near  the  top  of  the  Kremlin  list 
of  those  persons  in  the  Western  World 
who  have  done  most  to  stem  the  onrush 
of  communism.  No  greater  tribute  can 
be  paid  any  American  citizen. 


In  World  War  n  General  Van  Fleet 
hit  the  Normandy  beaches  as  a  colonel 
commanding  the  spearhead  8th  Infantry 
Regiment  of  the  4th  Division.  But  it 
was  only  a  matter  of  months  until  his 
proven  combat  leadership  carried  him 
through  the  roles  of  battle  commander 
of  the  4th  Division,  the  90th  Division, 
and  later  the  m  Corps.  He  bears  on 
his  body  the  scars  of  three  wounds,  all 
received  as  an  American  infantryman. 

Like  many  other  Floridians,  I  have  a 
particular  personal  interest  and  pride  in 
this  noble  soldier,  as  he  is  a  Floridian, 
reared  in  the  little  town  of  Bartow,  Fla., 
which  is  my  lifelong  home.  We  were 
schoolboys  together  in  grammar  school 
and  high  school.  We  hunted,  fished,  and 
played  baseball  together.  In  those  early 
days  we  other  boys  respected  Jim  Van 
Fleet  for  his  kindness,  his  humility,  his 
honesty,  and  his  courage. 

His  appointment  to  West  Point  was 
from  Florida.  Following  his  graduation 
from  West  Point,  he  served  at  the  Uni- 
versity of  Florida  as  professor  of  mili- 
tary science  and  tactics,  and  football 
coach.  Those  early  years  of  service  have 
endeared  him  to  thousands  of  Florida 
students  and  their  families. 

I  have  read  that  General  Van  Fleet 
plans  to  retire  to  an  orange  grove  he 
owns  at  Aubumdale,  u  few  miles  Irom 
my  home  town.  Whatever  is  his  deci- 
sion. I  know  that  the  people  of  Florida 
and  of  the  Nation  will  hope  and  pray 
for  many  years  of  bountiful  health  and 
happiness  for  General  and  Mrs.  Van 
Fleet. 

But  it  is  hard  for  me  to  believe  that 
President  Eisenhower,  in  his  great  wis- 
dom, will  let  our  country  lose  the  services 
and  talents  of  such  an  individual.  Since 
World  War  II  the  United  States  has  pro- 
duced few  men  with  such  a  pronounced 
grasp  of  military  and  diplomatic  prob- 
lems. He  has  been  tested  and  has  shown 
qualities  of  true  greatness  in  both  fields. 
This  Nation  will  continue  to  need  his 
firm  hand  and  seasoned  experience  in 
the  troubled  areas  of  the  world. 

In  connection  with  General  Van  Fleet's 
return  from  Korea  and  his  approaching 
retirement  from  active  duty.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  three 
editorials,  entitled  "Salute  to  a  Soldier." 
from  the  February  2  issue  of  life  maga- 
zine, "Van  Fleet's  Farewell,"  from  the 
February  11  issue  of  the  Washington 
Post,  and  "Van  Fleet  Is  Praised  for  a  Job 
Well  Etone,"  from  the  February  11  issue 
of  the  Florida  Times-Union,  Jacksonville. 
Fla.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  as  part  of  my  remarks  an 
excerpt  from  the  "Off  My  Chest"  column 
of  the  Polk  County  Democrat  of  Janu- 
ary 27,  1953,  of  Bartow,  Fla. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorials 
and  articles  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows; 
[Prom  Life  magazine  of  February  2.  1953] 
Salute  to  a  Soldier 
Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  has  been  ordered 
to  give  up  bta  command  of  tbe  Elghtb  Army 
In  Korea,  come  bome,  and  retire.  He  la 
turning  61.  he  la  In  his  38tb  year  of  military 
service,  and  be  has  had  the  field  command 
In  Korea  for  22  months.  He  bows  out  with 
tbla  tribute  from  President  Klaenbower;  "the 


best-quallfled  combat  ofBcer  in  the  Armed 
Farces." 

General  Van  Fleet  deaerree  the  salutea  of 
aU  Americans.  He  was  one  of  the  beat  of 
our  Infantry  comnxandera  In  World  War  H. 
He  rebuilt,  trained,  and  to  all  effects  com- 
manded the  Greek  Army  which  In  1048  and 
1940  defeated  armed  communism  In  Greece, 
and  thereby  gave  the  first  proof  that  an 
application  of  serious  and  Intelligent  Ameri- 
can effort  could  reverse  tbe  Soviet  tide. 

As  commander  of  the  U.  N.  forces  in  Korea, 
he  has  brought  his  forces  safely  through 
difficulties  too  little  understood  at  home. 
During  most  of  his  time  there,  he  has  been 
required  to  wage  a  stalemate  war.  A  soldier 
born  and  schooled  to  win,  he  has  bad  little 
stomach  for  It.  Neither  have  the  men  under 
bis  command.  Given  Inferior  or  faltering 
leadership,  our  forces  In  Korea  might  liter- 
ally have  fallen  apart.  The  fact  that  they 
constitute  a  fine  fighting  army  today  U  in 
great  part  due  to  James  A.  Van  Fleet. 

Much  has  been  told  of  late  about  the  re- 
birth and  growth  of  the  ROK  army.  That, 
too.  has  been  in  large  part  Van  Fleet's  doing. 
In  a  complex  chain  of  command  no  single 
man  decides  and  does  everything.  But  It 
may  be  said  that  there  probably  would  be 
no  ROK  army  In  Korea  today,  holding  two- 
thirds  of  the  line,  If  at  the  start  of  his  tour 
there  In  1951  General  Van  Fleet  had  not 
made  up  hla  mind  on  two  disputed  points — 
we  had  to  have  the  help  of  the  South  Ko- 
reajis,  and  they  were  perfectly  capable  of 
giving  It  If  they  had  sufficient  training, 
equipment,  and  backing.  Aside  from  the 
military  rewaras  of  this  decision,  the  poUtl- 
cal  effects  In  Asia  have  been  Immense.  For 
the  re-creation  of  the  ROK  army  with  United 
States  help  and  supervision  has  demon- 
strated that  Americans  and  Asians  can  work 
together,  fight  together,  and  even  come  to 
like  and  respect  each  other.  In  the  unhappy 
days  of  1950  and  early  1951,  when  "gook"  was 
the  American  synonym  for  all  Koreans,  al- 
most no  one  thought  It  could  ever  happen. 
General  Van  Fleet  made  It  happen,  and  for 
this  alone  he  would  be  entitled  to  any  honor 
In  the  gift  of  his  country. 

[Prom    the    Washington    Poet    of    February 

11.  1953] 

Van  Fleets  Pa«ewxll 

The  measure  of  the  magnificent  fighting 
spirit  of  Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  Is  con- 
tained In  his  farewell  to  the  Eighth  Army  In 
Korea.  "I  find  It  very  hard  to  leave  you."  he 
said  on  hla  departure  for  retirement,  "and 
It  hurts  me  to  leave  my  work  unfinished." 
That  work  Is  unflnished  only  t>ecauae  the 
nature  of  the  Umued  war  made  a  military 
victory  as  .such  Impossible.  The  superb  con- 
fidence shown  by  General  Van  Fleet  has  been 
at  all  time.s  an  Inspiration  to  the  United 
Nations  force,  and  It  is  this  sort  of  confidence, 
based  on  realistic  assessment  of  strength. 
that  denotes  a  competent  commander.  Every 
commander  needs  to  believe  that  he  can  win. 

Actually,  the  Korean  war  has  always  had 
more  than  the  u.sual  quantum  of  political 
overtones.  In  some  ways  they  correspond  to 
the  political  considerations  that  restricted 
General  Van  Fleet's  campaigns  during  the 
rescue  operation  he  conducted  In  Greece. 
Posaibly  a  broad  offensive  of  the  kind  General 
Van  Fleet  wanted  would  have  made  settle- 
ment easier.  But  the  political  aspects  of  war 
are  a  task  for  statesmen  rather  than  for 
generals  alone— especially  In  a  coalition 
war— and  the  longer  the  Korean  war  has 
gone  on  the  more  Important  the  political 
aspects  have  become. 

Within  the  framework  of  his  Job  General 
Van  Fleet  was  a  model  man  and  a  model 
leader  of  men.  His  belief  In  the  offenalve 
showed  a  willingness  to  take  rUks.  a  wUllng- 
ness  that  Is  all  too  rare  among  mUltary  men 
who  traditionally  always  want  more  before 
they  move.     His  task  called  for  more  than 
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military  means,  and  theee  other  means  wer* 
not  his  responsibility.  Men  of  good  will 
everywhere  wUl  appreciate  his  great  contri- 
bution to  the  defeat  of  aggression,  and  his 
inspiring  leadership  will  live  long  in  our 
military  annals. 

[From   the    Florida   Times-Union,   Jackson- 
ville, Fla..  of  February  11,  1953J 
Van  Fleet  Is  PaauxD  ros  a  Jos  Well  Dom 

A  change  of  command  takes  place  In  Korea 
today  which  Involves  a  personality  who  Is 
admired  and  respected  throughout  Florida, 
Cn  James  A.  Van  Fleet,  an  adopted  son 
(>r  this  SUte.  turns  over  his  responsibility 
AS  Eighth  Army  commander  to  Lt.  Gen.  Max- 
well D.  Taylor,  and  returns  to  the  United 
States  after  nearly  2  years  on  the  far-eastern 
battlefront. 

A  review  of  the  retiring  comxaander's  rec- 
ord In  Korea  reveals  his  stature  as  a  leader. 
By  sheer  dint  of  his  forceful  personality.  Van 
Fleet  exerted  an  tnfltience  on  otzr  fighting 
men  which  was  responslbit;  for  the  high 
morale  maintained  in  thc.i  theater.  The  fact 
that  he  accomplished  i.hls  feat  under  un- 
favorable clrcumstanoe»  adds  much  to  bis 
reputation  as  a  field  commander. 

It  was  In  mld-Aprll  of  10.il  that  Van  Fleet 
was  called  to  Korea  U.^  asrume  command  of 
the  Eighth  Army.  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur 
had  just  been  relieved  as  United  Nations 
commrander  for  differences  of  opinion  with 
the  administration  over  how  tbe  war  should 
be  foufiht,  and  G4tn.  Matthew  B.  Rldgway 
was  given  '..he  }ob  iit  Tokyo  of  directing  the 
overall  military  effort. 

Obviously  that  was  not  the  kind  of  situa- 
tion that  made  for  a  happy  frame  of  mind 
nmong  the  troops.  Already  assailed  by  seri- 
ous doubts  as  to  the  real  purpose  of  the  war, 
the  fighting  men  were  further  perplexed  by 
the  discord  among  the  Nation's  top  leaders. 

Van  Fleet's  Job  was  that  of  keeping  our 
fighting  team  from  becoming  adversely  af- 
fected by  this  situation.  Then,  as  time  went 
by  he  had  the  added  burden  of  boosting  tbe 
mnrale  of  men  who  were  asked  to  fight  a 
war  which  carried  no  chance  of  victory. 

Van  Fleet's  performance  In  Korea  will 
stand  for  a  long  time  as  a  miracle  of  combat 
Ipadershlp. 

Floridians  everywhere  take  great  pride  In 
the  record  of  their  adopted  son.  and  they  will 
continue  to  follow  his  career  with  keen  In- 
t  rest:  for  although  It  has  been  Indicated 
that  the  general  may  retire,  the  present 
World  situation  almost  demands  that  a  man 
(if  his  capabilities  be  placed  In  a  position 
where  our  Military  Establishment  can  fur- 
ther profit  from  his  experience  as  one  of  the 
outstanding  field  commanders  of  modem 
times. 

[From  the  Polk  County  Democrat,  Bartow. 
Fla.,  of  January  27,  1053  ] 

Heso  Coming  Homk 

One  of  Polk  County's  favorite  sons  will  be 
coming  home  soon. 

With  four  stars  on  his  shoulders,  a  chest 
full  of  medals  on  his  tunic,  and  the  gratitude 
of  the  people  of  three  continents  among  his 
memories.  Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  Is  sched- 
uled for  retirement  a  couple  of  months  from 
now. 

As  one  of  this  Nation's  great  leaders.  Gen- 
eral Jim  has  distinguished  himself  In  three 
wars  In  little  more  than  a  decade — as  a  fight- 
ing man  on  the  baUlegrounds  of  World  War 
II.  as  the  virtual  savior  of  Greece  In  Its  bloody 
fight  against  Communist  guerrillas,  and  as 
commander  of  United  Nations  grouiul  forces 
In  Korea. 

It  must  be  hard  for  him  to  leave  Korea  to 
come  bome.  He  will  be  leaving  behind  hla 
only  son.  a  brave  fighter  like  hU  father. 

Jim.  Jr..  vanished  in  one  of  the  bitter 
battles  of  last  year.  He  U  stlU  Iteted  as 
missing  In  acUon. 


Not  knowing  whether  his  son  Is  dead  or 
alive  In  an  enemy  prison  camp.  Is  a  galling 
emotion  which  the  general  shares  with  many 
another  parent.  It  miut  be  harder  still  on 
Mrs.  Van  Fleet,  who  hasn't  the  solace  of  being 
able  to  do  scnnethlng  directly  about  the  war, 
as  her  husband  has  been  doing. 

General  Van  Fleet  has  given  fine  service  to 
his  country  far  beyond  the  opportimltles 
that  fall  to  most  men.  He  has  richly  earned 
the  right  to  retirement  and  rest  In  civilian 
life.  His  neighbors  In  Bartow  and  Polk 
County  will  be  eager  to  welcome  him  back. 

But  for  the  sake  of  the  Nation  which  he 
has  served  and  is  serving  so  well.  It  Is  to  be 
hoped  that  his  former  military  commander, 
now  occupying  tbe  White  House,  will  claim 
General  Jim's  services  still  further  In  a  high 
position  at  home. 


r«ATH  OF  RALPH  HENRY  CAMERON. 
FORMER  SENATOR  FROM  ARIZONA 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my 
sad  duty  to  annoimce  the  death  in  his 
90th  year  of  Ralph  Henry  Cameron  who 
served  as  a  Member  of  this  body  from 
1921  to  1927  as  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Cameron 
was  bom  in  Southport.  Maine,  in  1863, 
migrated  to  the  Territory  of  Arizona 
when  he  was  20  years  of  age,  making  his 
home  in  Coconino  County  where  he  sub- 
sequently served  as  sheriff  and  as  chair- 
man of  the  board  of  supervisors.  He  en- 
gaged in  stockraising  and  mining  and 
later  became  nationally  known  as  the 
builder  of  the  Bright  Angel  Trail,  which 
for  the  first  time  made  it  possible  for 
tourists  to  visit  the  gorge  of  the  Grand 
Canyon. 

In  1908  Mr.  Cameron  was  elected  a 
Delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Arizona 
to  the  61st  Congress  and  was  reelected 
to  the  62d  Congress  during  which  time 
he  actively  participated  in  the  enact- 
ment of  the  legislation  which  enabled 
Arizona  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
in  1912.  As  a  result  of  the  election  in 
1920  he  became  a  Senator  from  Arizona 
and  served  until  March  4.  1927,  when  I 
became  his  successor.  During  his  serv- 
ice here  he  was  greatly  interested  in  the 
development  of  the  natural  resources  of 
Arizona  and  took  c>articular  pride  in  the 
passage  through  the  Senate  of  the  bill  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  the  San 
Carlos  irrigation  project,  one  of  the 
principal  features  of  which  is  the  Cool- 
idge  Dam. 

The  passage  of  time  has  made  it  so 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
IMr.  George]  is  now  the  only  Member 
who  served  with  Mr.  Cameron  in  this 
body.  There  are  other  Senators  who 
became  acquainted  with  him  in  subse- 
quent years,  and  I  am  sure  they  will 
all  Join  with  me  in  extending  our  sin- 
cere condolences  to  his  wife  and  daugh- 
ter, who  were  at  his  side  when  he  passed 
away  yesterday  in  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton. 

CLARIFICATION  OF  PRESS  REUIASE 
OF  A  SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  THE 
ARMED  SERVICES  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  see  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  on 
the  floor,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  appre- 
ciate my  making  the  statement  I  am 
about  to  miake.  As  I  told  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  earlier  this  after- 


noon, some  of  the  members  of  the  press 
seem  to  be  a  bit  confused  regarding  a 
press  release  which  our  subcommittee 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  issued 
for  publication  on  Sunday.  I  refer  to 
the  Long-Stennis-Morse  subcommittee 
which  functioned  at  a  time  when  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  and  I  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Services  Committee. 

Some  of  the  members  of  the  press 
have  asked  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  why  his  name  does  not  appear 
on  the  report,  and  they  have  misinter- 
preted a  letter  on  the  frontispiece  of  the 
report,  signed  by  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana as  not  including  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  It  is  simply  a  letter  of  trans- 
mittal by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  to 
the  chairman  of  the  full  committee,  and 
it  is  not  entitled  to  the  interpretation 
they  have  made  of  it  that  it  is  only  a 
Long  report  and  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  not  a  partici];>ant  in  the 
report. 

So  that  there  may  be  no  misimder- 
standing  among  members  of  the  press, 
and  subject  to  verification  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana,  let  me  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the  junior 
Senator  frcHn  Oregon  stand  shoulder  to 
shoulder  behind  the  report.  We  have 
no  differences  over  Its  contents. 

Some  newspaperman  made  a  refer- 
ence to  me  in  regard  to  one  sentence  in 
the  report  in  which  the  report  relates 
that  members  of  the  committee  were  not 
in  complete  agreement  with  reference 
to  a  matter  which  I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
cuss this  afternoon.  There  is  no  dis- 
agreement between  the  committee  mem- 
bers at  all  on  the  principle  involved.  I 
only  want  to  wait  before  making  final 
commitment  on  the  matter  until  full 
negotiations  have  been  completed  in  re- 
gard to  the  Spanish  problem. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  what  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  stated  is  cor- 
rect. We  joined  in  the  stfrtement.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis] 
was  at  that  time  unable  to  make  the 
trip  of  inspection  with  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
and,  therefore,  the  Senator  from  Bdissis- 
sippi  has  every  right  to  reserve  his  judg- 
ment. However,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
went  carefully  over  every  word  in  the 
report,  not  only  once,  but  several  times, 
and  agreed  on  every  word  in  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  Isecause  he  has  cleared 
up  a  misunderstanding  on  the  part  of 
some  members  of  the  press. 


GOVERNMENT  OP  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  in  January  of  last  year,  I 
was  privileged  to  address  the  Senate  for  2 
days  in  opposition  to  the  then  pending 
measure.  Senate  bill  1976.  which  pro- 
vided for  the  so-called  home  rule  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Some  thought  I  was  engaging  in  a  one- 
man  filibuster.  Others,  including  a  sub- 
stantial number  in  this  body,  recog- 
nized that  we  were  engaged  in  a  serious 
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debate  on  a  troublesome  question  Involv- 
ing an  important  point  of  constitutional 
law,  namely:  The  power  vested  in  the 
Congress  to  legislate  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  our  utter  lack  of  power  to 
delegate  that  function  to  any  group  or 
body  within  the  District. 

I  shall  trouble  the  Senate  now  for  only 
a  few  minutes. 

I  urged  the  Senate,  last  year,  to  with- 
hold its  vote  until  a  case  then  pending 
in  the  United  States  court  of  appeals — 
Thompson  against  District  of  Colum- 
bia— should  be  decided.  I  urged  that 
such  a  forthcoming  decision  might  chart 
a  clearer  course  of  action  for  us.  At 
that  time,  I  used  this  specific  language : 

Before  closing  my  dlsciisslon  of  the  law 
eases  which  I  consider  applicable  to  the  con- 
stitutional barrier  forbidding  a  delegation  of 
our  legislative  power  to  another  body — coun- 
cil or  what  not — If  the  proponents  of  this 
measure  and  the  rest  of  us  In  this  body  are 
willing  to  exercise  a  little  patience  and  for- 
bearance, we  may  soon  have  another  Judicial 
expression  on  the  subject  which  may  better 
chart  for  us  a  course  we  may  pursue  in  de- 
termining our  rights  as  the  supreme  legisla- 
tive authority  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. •   •   • 

Our  power  and  the  extent  of  a  proper  ex- 
ercise of  It  is  In  Issue,  or,  at  least,  It  Is  an 
important  Issue,  In  a  case  now  before  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  If  not  directly,  certainly  Dy 
every  Implication  and  as  a  matter  of  great 
public  consideration.  It  Is  of  particular  con- 
cern to  thinking  lawyers  who  are  Members 
of  this  body  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. What  the  court  may  say  will  be  of  Im- 
portance to  them.  It  may  be  of  vast  Im- 
portance. 

If  the  sponsors  of  this  bill  could  restrain 
their  eagerness  for  Its  Immediate  passage, 
further  light  for  us  may  come  out  of  the 
able  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  In  many  respects  Its 
jurisdiction  Is  of  wider  range  than  our  ordi- 
nary circuit  courts  of  appeals.  Its  decision, 
no  doubt,  win  case  light  and  chart  courses 
of  thinking  on  a  division  of  governmental 
powers,  especially  our  own,  In  relation  to 
what  we  may  or  may  not  do  In  the  delega- 
tion of  legislative  authority.  I  will  welcome 
a  knowledge  of  the  reasoning  which  that 
court  may  adoj^t. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Every  lawyer  who  has  tried  cases  has  had 
experience  with  courts.  Every  lawyer  who 
has  argued  cases  on  appeal  knows  that  there 
are  times  when  all  the  Issues  presented  are 
not  decided.  There  are  times  when  a  de- 
cision hides  the  real  Issues.  There  are 
times  when  the  real  Issues  are  confused. 
The  press  Indicates  that  there  will  be  a 
decision  en  banc  by  the  United  States  court 
of  appeals,  a  court  of  able  Judges.  A  de- 
cision In  which  all  of  them  participate  will. 
If  It  discusses  the  limit  of  our  power,  go  a 
long  way  toward  dispelling  doubt  In  our 
minds  as  to  our  power,  and  how  much  of 
our  power  we  may  properly  delegate.  I  have 
no  refison  to  doubt,  because  of  the  great 
public  agitation-  locally  for  the  past  few 
years,  the  various  so-called  home-rule  bills, 
the  grave  questions  of  law  confronting  us, 
and  the  flood  of  litigation  which  the  court 
can  reasonably  and  naturally  anticipate 
pouring  Into  Its  overflowing  pond  of  liti- 
gated and  pending  cases,  that  It  will  meet 
and  deal  with  this  primary  question  head-on, 
with  clarity,  force,  and  reason.  If  it  does — 
and  I  hope  It  will — the  public  business  here 
will  be  aided  to  the  extent  the  court  may 
chart  courses  of  appropriate  action — not  on 
policy — but  on  the  power  and  the  extent  of 
our  constitutional  power  as  a  legislative  body 
under  th«  precise  laxiguage  here  involved. 
Some  iKynien  are  praiie  to  mix  policy  with 
poorer.     Tbe  courts  rightfully  steer  clear  of 


framing  a  policy.  They  can  light  the  candles 
for  us  so  we  can  better  Judge  for  ourselves 
the  extent  to  which.  If  you  please,  we  must 
ourselves  exercise  and  tbe  extent  to  which 
we  may  delegate  our  power  to  another. 

We  may  do  well  to  await  a  decision  of 
that  court  or  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  on  the  question  In  this  par- 
ticular case.  Much  time  could  thus  be  saved. 
Many  headaches  and  some  heartaches  for  the 
future  may  t>e  spared. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  argument  and 
discussion  of  last  year.  It  was  my  duty  to 
quote  to  the  Senate  an  expression  of 
judicial  authorities  bearing  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  sustaining  the  view  that  we 
might  not  properly  delegate  our  legis- 
lative responsibility  to  a  council  or  to  an 
assembly  in  the  District.  Nevertheless, 
the  Senate  on  January  22,  1952,  by  a  vote 
of  41  to  35,  refused  to  recommit  Senate 
bill  1976.  We  spent  over  a  week  on  the 
question  which  in  my  humble  judgment 
could  have  been  resolved  in  a  few  min- 
utes if  we  had  troubled  ourselves  to  con- 
sider seriously  the  point  of  law  involved. 
Weeks  upon  weeks  were  consumed  by  the 
District  Committee  of  the  House  in  a 
consideration  of  the  Senate  bill  1976, 
and  this  at  an  untold  cost.  Public  inter- 
est here  was  greatly  aroused.  Elxclte- 
ment  at  times  reached  fever  pitch.  The 
press  was  seriously  divided.  Three  of 
the  local  papers  opposed  the  measure, 
while  one  favored  it. 

While  there  was  some  sniping  at  me. 
in  the  main  I  was  credited  with  being 
entirely  objective,  wholly  devoid  of  bias 
or  prejudice.  My  argument  was  ba.sed 
solely  on  the  law.  The  clamor  of  the 
crowd,  the  pleadings  of  the  special  groups 
around  here,  and  the  slanted  interpreta- 
tions of  some  legal  opinions  were  uncon- 
vincing to  me.  Some  of  us  hewed  to  the 
line  of  reasonable  legal  construction,  and 
adopted  the  clear  and  convincing  reason- 
ing already  employed  by  the  courts 
whenever  they  had  been  called  upon  to 
express  an  opinion  on  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  delegate  a  legislative  function. 

On  January  22,  1953,  just  1  year  to 
the  day  after  the  Senate  had  declined  to 
recommit  Senate  bill  1976.  the  United 
States  court  of  appeals  rendered  its  de- 
cision in  the  Thompson  case.  As  I  had 
hoped,  this  able  court  precisely  reaf- 
firmed the  authorities  cited  in  my  2 -day 
address  to  the  Senate,  and  clarified  again 
our  constitutional  course  of  action.  The 
specific  ruling  in  the  Thompson  case  was 
that— 

Congress  may  not  delegate  a  legislative 
function  to  any  group,  assembly,  or  council 
In  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Whenever  this  question  arises  again. 
Mr.  President.  I  recommend  a  careful 
study  of  this  latest  decision  to  the  lawyers 
in  this  body,  and  particularly  to  the 
members  of  the  Committee  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  That  decision  will 
furnish  a  very  bright  and  guiding  light 
to  those  who  would  fellow  lay  reasoning 
that  under  the  Constitution  we  can  cre- 
ate in  the  District  of  Columbia  a  body 
to  do  for  us  what  the  Constitution  says 
we  alone  must  do. 

There  may  be  some,  sufBciently  inter- 
ested, who  will  read  my  speech  on  the 
subject  delivered  on  January  14  and  15, 
1952.  The  authorities  which  I  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate,  and  upon 
which  my  reasoning  was  based,  were  ex- 


pounded and  approved  in  this  latest  ex- 
pression of  judicial  authority.  The  Sen- 
ate had  before  it  my  quotations  at  length 
form  the  following  cases:  Stoutenhurgh 
V.  Hennick  il29  U.  S.  141).  Metropoli- 
tan Railroad  Co.  v.  D.  C.  (132  U.  S.  D. 
Roach  v.  Van  Riswick  (MacArthur  L 
Mackeys  Reports  171 ».  Smith  v.  Olcott 
•  19  App.  D.  C.  61). 

These  cases  focused  their  directives 
precisely  upon  the  point  Involved,  the 
inability  of  Congress  to  delegate  a  legis- 
lative function.  It  was  argued  here  that 
the  Stoutenburgh  case  was  inapplicable 
because  some  question  of  interstate  com- 
merce also  was  involved  Indirectly  in 
that  case.  The  Court  adopted  the  view 
here  urged.  The  minority  judgment  of 
the  Court  casts  the  Stoutenburgh  deci- 
sion aside  on  the  ground  of  its  dicta,  but 
in  so  doing  entirely  bypasses  Its  former 
decision  relating  to  interstate  com- 
merce— Nield  v.  D.  C.  <71  App.  D.  C.  306; 
110  Fed.  <2i  246». 

If  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  should  hear  this  case — and  it 
probably  will— I  have  little  fear  that  It 
will  reverse  the  clear  reasoning  of  the 
court  of  appeals  in  the  Thompson  case. 
To  do  so.  the  Supreme  Court  would  also 
have  to  reverse  itself  in  two  very  late 
expressions  on  the  power  generally  of 
Congre.ss  to  delegate  a  legislative  func- 
tion. I  have  already  called  the  Senate's 
attention  to  the  case  of  Panama  Refln- 
ing  Co.  v.  Ryan  ^293  U.  S.  388)  and  the 
case  commonly  known  as  the  sick-chick- 
en case,  Schecter  Poultry  Corporation  v. 
United  States  1295  U.  S.  495).  There 
the  Congre.ss  was  forbidden  to  Invest  a 
Cabinet  officer  or  the  President  with  au- 
thority partaking  of  legislation. 

As  a  lawyer,  and  because  I  took  it 
upon  my.self  to  make  an  exhaustive  study 
and  exposition  of  all  the  forms  of  gov- 
ernment established  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  I  may  be  pardoned  for  bring- 
ing to  the  Senate's  notice  the  fact  that 
the  views  I  entertained  have  met  with 
this  most  recent  judicial  approval.  The 
Senate  will  recall  that  I  explained  and 
explored  in  detail  the  fallacy  of  the  ar- 
gument ba.^ed  upon  a  sentence  taken  out 
of  context  from  Madison's  The  Federal- 
ist No.  43.  Much  reliance  could  have 
been  placed  on  such  an  authority  were  it 
not  for  the  fact  that  no  one  theretofore, 
.so  far  a.s  I  am  advised,  had  ever  troubled 
him.self  to  expose  the  quicksand  of  such 
a  tenuous  contention. 

Reverting  to  the  Thompson  case,  we 
find  the  court  of  appeals,  through  Chief 
Judge  Stephens,  at  page  20  of  the  ad- 
vance copy  of  the  decision,  saying: 

It  is  correctly  sui^gested  in  Roach  v.  Van 
Ri.suHk.  that  for  lack  of  a  precise  criterion, 
the  determination  of  what  powers  are  strictly 
municipal  and  may  therefore  rightly  be 
conferred  upon  local  corporations,  and  what 
powers  are  properly  legislative  and  cannot 
therefore  be  delegated.  Is  not  always  without 
difficulty.  But  we  think  that  the  constitu- 
tional provisions  and  principles  and  the  rul- 
ing-s  and  reasoning  above  reviewed,  which 
for  this  court  are  authoritative,  clearly  re- 
quire the  conclusion  that  the  enactments  of 
the  legislative  assembly  of  1872  and  1873 
which  are  under  question  In  the  Instant  case 
were  of  the  character  of  general  legislation, 
the  power  to  enact  which  the  Congress  could 
not  constitutionally,  and  did  not,  delegate  to 
the   legislative   assembly. 
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Again,  on  page  23,  the  court  said: 
In  view  of  the  purpose  and  effect  of  the 
enactments  as  above  described,  we  think 
that  no  other  conclusion  c«n  reasonably  bs 
reached  than  that  they  were  of  tbe  charact«r 
of  general  legislation,  the  power  to  enact 
which  the  Congress  could  not  ooastltutlon- 
ully  delegate  to  tbe  assembly. 

Even  though  the  Congress  may  by  pre- 
amble recite  its  authority  for  the  passage 
of  legislation,  such  assertion  of  power  is 
not  necessarily  binding  upon  the  courts. 
We  cannot  assume  a  power  not  con- 
ferred. We  cannot  by  the  same  token 
delegate  a  power  once  it  is  conferred. 
This  the  court  makes  plain  at  page  26, 
saying : 

But  assuming  that  the  Congress  did  re- 
(Tiird  the  municipal  enactments  In  question 
UK  within  municipal  power,  that  Is  not  de- 
cisive of  the  question  ss  to  tbelr  validity. 
That  question  must  be  determined  by  the 
courts.  We  are  referred  to  no  Judicial  de- 
( ision  upholding  as  within  the  power  of  the 
municipal  authorities  of  the  District,  tbe  en- 
actments referred  to. 

As  one  of  the  judges.  Judge  Pretty- 
miin,  said,  at  page  38  of  his  concurring 
opinion.  In  referring  to  the  way  the  mi- 
nority opinion  begged  the  question  of  the 
power  to  legislate  by  a  body  created  by 
Congress  for  the  District  of  Columbia: 

We  are  not  to  detennne  what  tbe  law  ought 
to  i>e      Tbat  is  for  the  Congress,  not  for  the 

CuUttK.        •         •         • 

Avoiding  the  dilemma  in  which  I  find  the 
r.ise.  the  dissenting  Judges  cast  the  1872-73 
j-n.'»ctments  outside  the  area  of  either  legls- 
'.ttlon  or  license  condition,  a  little  of  each 
h'lt  wholly  neither.  But  their  position  In 
i!..it  regard  seems  to  me  most  Insecure. 
Tiipy  say.  first,  that  tbe  legislative  assembly 
was  a  legislative  body.  But,  of  course.  It 
(ould  not  be  a  true  legislative  body.  Under 
the  Constitution  the  Congress  Is,  and  can  be, 
the  only  legislative  body  for  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  assembly  was  legislative  In 
the  sense  that  the  word  applies  to  the  adop- 
tion of  municipal  ordinances,  and  In  tbat 
tfnse  alone. 

The  minority  view  of  the  court  did  not 
treat  at  all  of  the  question  whether  the 
Congress  might  delegate  a  legislative 
function.  It  proceeded  entirely  upon 
the  theory,  and  argued,  that  what  was 
then  in  litigation  was  a  municipal  regu- 
lation rather  than  an  act  of  legislation; 
otherwl.se,  it  could  not  properly  have  said 
at  page  60  of  the  opinion: 

To  repeal  a  regulation  Is  to  make  a  regu- 
lation, and  whoever  can  do  the  one  can  do 
the  other. 

Certainly  such  a  view  has  no  applica- 
tion to  a  supreme  legislative  t>ody  such 
as  the  Congress  for  the  United  States. 
or  a  State  legislature  for  a  sovereign 
State,  both  acting  within  their  constitu- 
tions. Certainly  Congress  can  pass  a  law 
of  many  sections,  it  can  repeal  some 
or  all,  and  it  often  does  recite  that  If 
part  of  an  act  is  declared  unconstitu- 
tional, the  remainder  shall  nevertheless 
be  effective. 

The  minority  opinion  also  lacks  pre- 
cision in  Its  "bhoice  of  words,  for,  with- 
out even  touching  upon  our  power  to 
delegate  a  legislative  function,  it  loosely 
•says  on  page  60 : 

The  ordinance  before  us  was  enacted  by  a 
legislative  body  and  has  always  been  subject 
to  legislative  modification  or  repeaL 


I  have  made  these  remarks  today  with 
no  thought  of  self-praise  and  in  no  spirit 
of  "I  told  you  so."    I  said,  last  year: 

Until  we  define  home  rule  within  our  con- 
stitutional powers,  marking  on  tbe  one  side 
that  which  is  the  exercise  of  legislative  power 
vested  solely  within  us,  and  on  the  other 
side,  that  which  Is  purely  a  regulatory  or 
ordinance  power,  and  until  we  come  to  some 
definition  that  will  meet  the  acid  test  of 
a  fair  Judicial  determination,  these  and  all 
our  other  labors  on  behalf  of  this  Indetermi- 
nable thing  classified  In  this  bUl  as  home 
rule  will  be  idle  and  futUe  gestures.  Our 
labors  are  looking  in  substance.  They  are. 
I  take  it,  but  as  "a  sounding  brass  and  a 
tinkling  cymbal."  The  difficulty  we  face,  as 
I  see  It,  is:  Can  we  give  any  responsible  de- 
gree of  self-government  to  the  people  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  without  doing  gross 
violence  to  the  constitutional  levy  of  exclu- 
sive legislative  power  upon  the  Congress? 
The  answer  to  such  a  question,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned.  Is  crystal  clear;  the  right 
answer  Is  not  found  In  the  pending  measure, 
in  this  crazy  quUt  admixture  of  words  of 
grants,  restrictions,  and  reservations  of  power 
without  the  slightest  apparent  regard  for 
the  constitutional  limitations  placed  upon 
us  and  for  our  own  responsibility  under  the 
Constitution. 

Quoting  further  from  my  speech.  Mr. 
President : 

Nowhere  Is  there  any  responsible  opinion 
of  any  lawyer  or  any  court  which  has  said 
to  us,  "Congress  may  delegate  Its  legislative 
power  in  all  cases  to  an  agent — a  council,  if 
you  please — or  to  any  other  body."  The 
Congress  cannot  delegate  a  legislative  func- 
tion to  the  President,  to  a  commission,  or 
to  any  other  agency  of  the  Government. 
When  Congress  attempts  to  delegate  a  legis- 
lative authority  upon  another  body,  from 
that  moment  on  it  has  departed  from  one 
of  the  cardinal  principles  of  our  constitu- 
tional form  of  government. 

It  was  seriously  contended  by  one  of 
the  cosponsors  of  S.  1976  that  our  power 
over  the  District  was  similar  to  our  power 
over  the  Territories.  Of  course,  it  is  not 
and  never  has  been.  The  same  conten- 
tion was  urged  with  some  force  before 
the  court  In  the  Thompson  case.  How- 
ever, the  court  of  appeals,  quoting  with 
approval  a  decision  of  a  lower  court  on 
this  subject,  at  page  13  of  the  opinion, 
said; 

The  court  had  been  referred  In  the  argu- 
ment of  the  case  to  the  laws  establishing 
governments  in  the  Territories  as  an  example 
of  the  delegation  of  its  legislative  authority 
by  the  Congress  which  had  received  the 
sanction  of  Judicial  authority.  But  the  court 
concluded  that  that  was  not  a  pertinent 
subject,  saying: 

"Non  nostrum  est  tantas  componere  lltes, 
but  until  it  can  be  considered  as  settled,  that 
the  'power  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful 
rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  terri- 
tory, or  other  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States,'  is  Identical  with  the  power 
to  exercise  exclusive  legislation  over  such 
district  as  may  become  the  seat  of  govern- 
ment, the  practice  of  Congress  In  regard 
to  the  territorial  government  furnishes  us 
no  authoritative  guide  in  the  Interpretation 
of  the  clause  relating  to  the  District  of 
Columbia."  (IitecArthur  and  Mackey's  Re- 
porU  at  pp.  183-183.) 

Considerable  emotion  was  bestirred 
here  locally  when  S.  1976  was  under  con- 
sideration. Columnists  got  into  the  act 
with  a  lot  of  irrelevancies.  Even  nation- 
wide broadcasters  took  up  the  cudgels. 
Flames  were  sought  to  be  fanned.  Prej- 
udices   almost    forbade    dispassionate 


discussion.  Objective  thinking  was 
thwarted.  Motives  of  some  of  us  who 
opposed  S.  1976  became  and  were  im- 
pugned. The  logic  and  reasoning  of  the 
court  recently  will,  I  trust,  assuage  some 
injured  opinions.  Upon  reflection,  the 
errors  of  some  who  seek  to  blame  Con- 
gress for  all  our  ills  and  every  existing 
condition  to  which  they  in  their  moment 
of  superior  wisdom  may  not  subscribe, 
can.  If  they  will,  be  arighted.  It  was 
even  said  in  this  body  that  it  was  un- 
American  to  deny  the  people  of  the 
District  the  right  to  vote,  to  elect  a  legis- 
lative assembly,  to  pass  their  own  laws, 
and  so  on,  and  so  on. 

These  emotional  outbursts  appealed  to 
some  lay  minds.  They  soothed  the 
troubled  minds  of  those  who  may  have 
had  an  unfounded  feeling  of  persecution 
merely  because  they  themselves  have 
chosen  to  live  here.  But  to  say  that 
something  is  un-American  which  finds 
its  basis  in  the  very  roots  of  our  Grovem- 
ment,  from  Madison's  time  through  all 
the  years  and  in  all  the  decisions  of  our 
courts,  is  stretching  the  simple  question 
of  law  a  little  beyond  its  breaking  point. 
It  carries  an  argument  beyond  the  realm 
of  reason  into  the  fields  of  temporary 
passion. 

We  were  called  upon  in  the  Senate  last 
Friday  to  abdicate  our  true  legisla- 
tive fimctions  in  the  matter  of  execu- 
tive reorganization  plans.  I  had  some 
decided  views  on  this  subject.  I  enter- 
tained grave  reservations  regarding  the 
propriety  and  wisdom  of  permitting  ex- 
ecutive legislation  to  supplant  congres- 
sional legislation.  I  do  not  now  feel,  nor 
have  I  ever  felt,  that  expediency  in  the 
passage  of  reforms  should  be  the  cri- 
terion for  us  when  it  results  in  the  abro- 
gation of  our  legislative  responsibilities. 

Mr.  President,  may  I,  In  all  serious- 
ness, commend  a  careful  reading,  study, 
and  reflection  by  the  Members  of  this 
body  upon  the  unanswerable  reasoning 
of  our  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
here,  when  we  attempt  by  statute  to 
delegate  a  power  vested  exclusively  in 
us  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 


ORDER   OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  my  intention  to  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar,  and 
then,  immediately  following  that,  resume 
legislative  session  in  order  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  and  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler]  may  make 
some  remarks  which  they  want  to  make 
this  afternoon. 


REVOCATION    OP    ORDER    TO    THE 
SEVENTH    FLEET 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  In  the  body  of  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  a  press  release  of  a 
statement  issued  by  Gen.  Douglas  Mac- 
Arthur  on  January  31,  1953.  relative  to 
the  President's  action  in  revoking  the  or- 
der to  the  Seventh  Fleet  requiring  it  to 
protect  the  Red  Chinese  mainland 
against  combat  operations  by  the  free 
Chinese  forces  on  Formosa. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  press  re- 
lease was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcoro.  as  follows: 

Oeneral  MacArtbur  released  the  following 
atatemeDt  on  January  31,  1963: 

"Tbe  reported  decision  of  the  administra- 
tion to  revoke  the  order  to  the  Seventh  Fleet 
requiring  it  to  protect  the  Red  Chinese  main- 
land against  combat  operations  by  the  free 
Chinese  forces  on  Formosa  will  correct  one 
of  the  strangest  anomalies  known  to  military 
history.  This  order  Issued  In  June  1950, 
proved  to  be  a  fundamental  error  which  has 
contaminated  the  entire  far-eastern  situa- 
tion. 

"Its  restriction  upon  the  activity  of  the 
free  Chinese  forces  gave  public  notice  that 
the  Chinese  Reds  were  to  enjoy  unprece- 
dented sanctuary  In  the  struggle  for  Asia  be- 
tween the  forces  of  communism  and  those 
of  the  free  world.  It  was  undoubtedly  this 
decision  with  Its  implications  which  embold- 
ened the  Chinese  Commiinlst  forces  to  inter- 
vene In  Increasing  strength  in  Indochina,  in 
Korea,  In  Tibet,  and  along  the  entire  periph- 
ery of  their  aggressive  advance  in  Asia. 

"Actually  It  was  this  protection  which  per- 
mitted the  transfer  of  the  very  Communist 
armies  assigned  to  the  coastal  defense  of  cen- 
tral China  for  the  attack  upmn  our  forces  In 
Korea.  Indeed,  the  concept  of  such  sanctu- 
ary inununity  unquestionably  predominantly 
Influenced  Red  China  to  enter  the  Korean 
conflict  after  the  North  Korean  armies  had 
been  destroyed.  For  in  the  absence  of  as- 
surance that  his  bases  of  attack  and  lines 
of  supply  to  his  rear  would  be  safe,  no  mili- 
tary commander  lacking  both  naval  force  and 
air  cover  would  have  committed  large  forces 
across  the  Yalu  River. 

"As  a  matter  of  historical  record,  when  he 
did  so,  I  Immediately  ordered  the  destruction 
by  air  bombardment  of  the  bridges  across 
the  Yalu  which  would  have  imperiled  his 
entire  force.  Within  a  matter  of  hours,  my 
order  was  countermanded  and  these  bridges, 
aiigmented  and  Increased,  have  since  borne 
millions  of  marching  feet  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  tons  of  supplies  and  munitions 
to  sustain  the  enemy's  operations  against 
our  hard-pressed  forces.  It  has  been  stated 
that  the  purpose  of  the  order  to  the  Seventh 
Fleet  was  to  prevent  the  spread  of  war,  but 
the  result  has  been  Just  the  opposite. 

"It  laid  the  basis  for  altering  the  localized 
character  of  the  Korean  conflict  and  set  the 
stage  for  further  Involvements  Just  as  ap- 
peasement and  indecislveness  have  always 
done.  The  modlflcatlon  of  the  Seventh 
Fleet's  orders  should  be  supported  by  all 
loyal  Americans  Irrespective  of  party.  It 
certainly  is  time  for  this  change." 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
Mr.   KVCWLAND.     Mr.   President,   I 

now  mjve  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 

the  consideration  of  executive  business. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 

Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 

executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
ScHOBppEL  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
ScHoippiL  in  the  chair) .  If  there  be  no 
reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  pro- 
ceed to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 


UNITED  NATIONS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  James  J.  Wadsworth.  of  New  York, 
to  be  deputy  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  United  Nations 
with  the  rank  and  status  of  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary,  and 
deputy  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  the  Security  Coun- 
cil of  the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  a  very  brief  remark  about  all 
the  nominations  before  the  Senate  to- 
day. First,  I  wish  to  thank  the  com- 
mittee for  making  available  to  Senators 
far  in  advance  of  the  session  today  the 
information  regarding  these  nominees 
which  we  needed  in  order  to  pass  judg- 
ment on  them. 

Second,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  high 
in  my  commendation  of  James  J.  Wads- 
worth  for  appointment  to  the  position 
for  which  he  has  been  selected. 

I  aLso  wish  to  express  my  compliments 
to  H.  Lee  White,  of  New  Jersey,  who  has 
been  nominated  to  be  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Air  Force.  He  is  an  attorney 
In  the  city  of  New  York,  living  in  New- 
Jersey.  He  and  his  wife,  the  record 
shows,  have  only  $1,200  worth  of  stock, 
and  that  stock  is  not  in  any  of  the  corpo- 
rations which  can  do  business  with  the 
Air  Force.  Not  only  that,  but  in  my 
opinion  he  has  also  followed  another 
good  ijollcy;  namely,  severing  his  con- 
nection with  his  law  firm  for  the  dura- 
tion of  his  service  with  the  Air  Force,  and 
becoming  only  of  counsel  of  the  firm, 
and  of  course  participating  in  payments 
from  the  firm  only  in  respect  to  the  cap- 
ital account. 

I  was  exceedingly  pleased  with  Mr. 
White';?  qualifications,  and  also  his  sensi- 
tivity to  what  I  consider  to  be  the  very 
important  obligations  of  anyone  holding 
a  high  position  in  our  Government,  and 
his  making  certain  that  under  no  possi- 
bility could  he  be  even  suspected  of 
having  an  indirect  Interest  in  the  posi- 
tion. In  my  opinion,  he  is  highly  quali- 
fied for  the  position  to  which  he  has  been 
appointed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  the  absence  of  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  |  Mr. 
Wiley  ,  who  is  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations.  I  desire  to 
speak  briefly  on  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
James  J.  Wadsworth  to  be  Deputy  Rep- 
resentative of  the  United  States  to  the 
United  Nations.  On  behalf  of  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee.  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ate to  confirm  the  nomination. 

At  the  age  of  47,  Mr.  Wadsworth  is  a 
man  of  exceptionally  broad  experience 
including  work  in  farming,  in  the  New- 
York  State  Legislature,  In  private  busi- 
ness, and  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government.  He  has  most  re- 
cently been  Acting  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration 
but  prior  to  that  he  also  had  experience 
in  the  Economic  Cooperation  Admin- 
istration and  the  National  Security 
Resources  Board. 

I  believe  that  Mr.  Wadsworth's  widely 
varied  activities  fully  qualify  him  for 
the  assignment  as  Ambassador  Lodges 
Deputy  at  the  United  Nations  and  that 
his  broad  experience  will  prove  a  valu- 
able as.set  to  our  U.  N.  delegation 


His  duties  will  be  to  work  directly 
under  Ambassador  Lodge  to  implement 
the  policies  set  forth  by  the  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  will  rep- 
resent Ambassador  Lodge  in  the  various 
committees  and  other  bodies  of  the 
United  Nations  when  Mr.  Lodge  himself 
cannot  be  present,  and  he  will  also 
conduct  negotiations  within  the  policy 
framework  laid  out  by  the  adminis- 
tration. 

The  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
heard  Mr.  Wadsworth  in  executive 
session  February  9  and  voted  with- 
out objection  to  report  his  nomination 
favorably-. 

I  wish  to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I 
think  Mr.  Wadsworth's  attitude  toward 
the  United  Nations  Is  a  realistic  one.  He 
is  devoted  to  its  principles,  and  he  be- 
lieves in  keeping  his  eye  on  the  ball,  to 
use  a  slang  expression,  and  In  putting 
first  things  first.  He  is  optimistic  about 
the  future,  but  he  does  not  expect  any 
miracles. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  confirm  the 
nomination. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  happy  to  add  a 
word  of  appreciation  of  the  remarks  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  MoRSil 
about  Mr  Wadsworth.  I  know  that  had 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  been  present  at 
our  meeting  when  Mr.  Wadsworth  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  he  would 
have  been,  a.s  we  all  were.  Impressed  with 
his  grasp  of  the  problems  before  the 
United  Nations,  and  his  eagerness  to  take 
over  this  important  work  as  the  deputy 
to  Senator  Lodge.  I  sincerely  hope  the 
nomination  will  be  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  i.s,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  James  J. 
Wad.sworth  to  be  Deputy  Representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
United  Nations  with  the  rank  of  Ambas- 
sador E-xtraoidinary  and  Plenipotenti- 
ai-y? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Donold  B  Lourie  to  be  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Administration. 

Mr,  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  the  absence  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
Wiley  1.  I  desire,  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
mittee, to  make  a  brief  statement  con- 
cerning the  nomination  of  Mr.  Donold 
B.  Lourie. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  whom  was  referred  the  nomination  of 
Donold  Bradford  Lourie,  of  WInnetka, 
111.,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Administration,  has  approved  the  nomi- 
nation without  objection  and  recom- 
mend.s  that  it  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate 

On  February  6.  1953.  the  President  sent 
tne  nomination  of  Mr.  Lourie  to  the 
Senate  for  advice  and  consent  to  his 
appointment  to  be  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Administration.  The  nomi- 
nation was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  the  .same  day;  and  on 
the  ninth,  the  committee  met  in  execu- 
tive session  to  hear  Mr.  Lourie  and  to 
discuss  with  him  his  ideas  about  his  new 
responsibilities. 


Mr.  Lourie  will  occupy  the  new  po8l« 
tion  created  by  Senate  blU  243— 83d  Con- 
gress, first  session — namely,  the  position 
of  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Admin- 
istration. This  bill,  passed  by  both 
Houses  of  the  Congress,  was  signed  by 
the  President  on  February  7,  1053.  My 
colleagues  will  recall  the  dlBcussion  of 
that  measure  at  the  time  the  bill  was 
referred  to  the  committee. 

At  the  time  the  committee  reported 
Senate  bill  243  to  the  Senate  for  favor- 
able action,  it  called  attention  to  the 
need  for  a  man  of  outstanding  ability  to 
handle  the  difficult  assignment  of  State 
Department  reorganization.  The  com- 
mittee noted  the  rapidity  with  which  the 
State  Department  had  grown  and  the 
many  criticisms  that  have  been  directed 
against  it  for  overexpansion  of  person- 
nel and  for  overlapping  offices  and 
duties.  In  short,  the  committee  be- 
lieves the  Depai-tment  Is  In  need  of 
streamlining  and  that  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Administration  will  be 
required  to  spend  much  of  his  time  on 
that  task. 

After  hearing  Mr.  Lourie.  the  com- 
mittee believes  that  he  will  be  able  to 
handle  his  difficult  assignment.  He 
brings  to  the  State  Department  a  wealth 
of  broad  administrative  experience 
which  should  be  helpful  in  improving 
the  administration  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. He  comes  without  prejudice  or 
past  record  to  defend,  and.  therefore. 
.should  be  able  to  take  an  objective  and 
fair  view  of  departmental  operations 
and  needs.  He  has  a  rich  background 
of  business  and  executive  experience. 
Mr.  Lourie  started  with  the  Quaker  OatA 
Co.  as  a  statistics  clerk  on  July  13.  1922. 
Step  by  step  he  rose  to  the  presidency, 
which  office  he  attained  on  November 
21.  1947.  In  the  course  of  this  rise  he 
became  the  advertising  manager,  the 
sales  manager,  the  vice  president  in 
charge  of  sales,  and  the  executive  vice 
president  successively,  prior  to  attain- 
ing the  presidency.  In  addition,  he 
holds  a  number  of  important  business 
directorships,  notably  with  the  Mickel- 
berry  Pood  Products  Cos.,  the  Grocery 
Manufacturers  of  America,  Inc.,  the 
United  States  Gypsum  Co.,  the  Illinois 
Central  Railroad  Co.,  and  the  Mathiesen 
L  Hegdler  Zinc  Co.,  of  Illinois.  His  busi- 
ness record  is  one  of  energy  and  initia- 
tive and  industry. 

Once  again  the  committee  wishes  to 
call  attention  to  the  Importance  of  the 
new  office  and  the  need  for  providing 
the  best  talent  available  to  fill  that  im- 
portant ofltbe.  The  committee  Is  satis- 
fied that  President  Eisenhower  has  found 
such  talent  In  Mr.  Lourie  and  recom- 
mends speedy  action  on  the  nomination 
by  the  Senate  In  order  that  Mr.  Lourie 
may  embark  upon  his  task  immediately. 

If  I  may  add  a  personal  word,  It  so 
happens  that  when  Mr.  Lourie  was  an 
undergraduate  at  Princeton  University 
I  was  executive  secretary  of  that  insti- 
tution, under  the  last  President  Hibben. 
I  have  known  Mr.  Lourie  since  he  en- 
tered college  as  a  freshman,  and  I  fol- 
lowed him  through  his  brilliant  career 
as  an  undergraduate  student.  He  was 
one  of  the  boys  to  whom  I,  as  one  of  the 
administrative  officers  of  the  university. 
was  very  close.  I  have  naturally 
watched  his  career  with  great  interest 


since  he  went  to  Chicago.  First  he  was 
in  the  statistical  department  of  the 
Quaker  Oats  Co.,  and  from  that  low 
office  worked  his  way  steadily  up,  on 
sheer  merit,  until  he  became  president 
of  that  great  organization. 

I  can  say  without  hesitation  that  in 
my  estimation  this  is  one  of  the  finest 
appointments  to  an  executive  office  the 
President  has  made;  and  I  gladly  add 
my  word  to  that  of  the  committee  for 
which  I  am  reporting,  in  the  hope  that 
his  nomination  will  be  promptly  con- 
firmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Donold  B. 
Lourie  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Administration? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


AIR  FORCE 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  H.  Lee  White  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  rises 
to  commend  the  President  of  the  United 
States  upon  the  character  and  quality 
of  the  nomination  of  H.  Lee  White  to 
be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
Although  Mr.  White  was  bom  in  New 
York  and  is  therefore  a  native  son  of 
that  great  State,  we  of  New  Jersey  are 
very  proud.  Indeed,  to  claim  him  as  an 
adopted  son  of  New  Jersey. 

I  predict  that  New  Jersey  and  the 
Nation  will  one  day  review  the  record  of 
H.  Lee  White  as  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  with  a  deep  sense  of  par- 
donable pride.  I  am  confident  that  the 
record  he  will  write  in  the  high  office  to 
which  he  has  been  appointed  will  mark 
him  as  the  great  American  I  know  him 
to  be  at  this  moment  when  he  Is  entering 
upon  the  high  and  lofty  position  which 
he  will  soon  take  over. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  merely  wish  to  add  a  word  to  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
of  my  distinguished  colleague  [Mr. 
Hkndkickson]  with  regard  to  Mr.  White. 
I  am  glad  to  identify  myself  with  the 
high  recommendations  which  they  have 
given  to  this  distinguished  gentleman. 
I  do  not  know  him  well  personally,  but 
since  his  name  came  to  us,  and  I  was 
asked  to  check  in  my  State  with  regard 
to  his  background  and  record,  I  took 
great  pains  to  Inquire  In  quarters  where 
people  would  know  the  caliber  of  Mr. 
White.  I  am  happy  to  report  that  from 
every  source  I  heard  only  the  highest 
kind  of  recommendation,  both  as  to  his 
character  and  his  ability.  So  I  am  glad 
to  add  my  word  in  commendation  of  this 
worthy  citizen  of  New  Jersey,  and  to 
urge  the  prompt  confirmation  of  his 
nomination. 

The  PRESIDINd  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  H.  Lee 
White  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


PATENT  OFFICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  Clement  Watson  to  be  Com- 
missioner of  Patents. 


Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  commend  the  President  of  the 
United  States  for  his  selection  of  Mr. 
Watson  to  be  Commissioner  of  Patents. 
He  is  a  very  capable  lawyer  and  a  very 
fine  man.  I  wish  him  well  as  he  embarks 
upon  his  new  duties  as  Commissioner  of 
Patents. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  add  my  personal  endorsement  of 
Mr.  Watson.  He  lived  in  my  old  con- 
gressional district  for  a  number  of  years. 
I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  come 
in  contact  with  him  on  several  occasions. 
I  know  him  to  be  a  very  competent  and 
efficient  lawyer,  and  I  am  confident  he 
will  serve  in  his  new  capacity  with  the 
same  distinction  with  which  he  hsw 
served  in  many  other  capacities  in  the 
past. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Robert 
Clement  Watson  to  be  Commissioner  of 
Patents? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
this  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied forthwith. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 
Mr.   KNOWLAND.    Mr.   President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO 
MONDAY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  Its  business  today  it 
stand  In  adjournment  until  Monday 
next. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


NINETY-FOURTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF 
THE  ADMISSION  OF  OREGON  TO 
THE  UNION 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  tomor- 
row, February  14,  1953,  is  the  94th  birth- 
day of  the  State  of  Oregon.  It  was  on 
February  14,  1859.  that  President 
Buchanan  signed  the  bill  admitting 
Oregon  to  the  Union,  a  victorious  end- 
ing to  a  long  struggle.  The  Oregon  Ter- 
ritory, the  subject  through  decades  of 
conflicting  claims  by  Spain,  France,  Rus- 
sia, England,  and  the  United  States,  had 
become  American  in  1846.  England,  the 
last  remaining  contestant,  then  signed  a 
treaty  recognizing  the  49th  parallel  of 
north  latitude  as  the  dividing  line  be- 
tween Canada  and  the  United  States, 
west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  giving  up 
its  former  Insistence  on  the  Columbia 
River  as  the  boundary.  #rhis  clarifica- 
tion of  America's  title  to  the  territory 
gave  a  new  impetus  to  the  agitation  for 
official  territorial  status,  an  agitation 
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that  had  gone  on,  pressed  by  a  few  per- 
sistent people,  in  Congress  and  out,  since 
1820.  In  that  year  Representative  Dr. 
John  Floyd,  of  Virginia,  had  attempted 
to  have  a  committee  appointed  to  look 
Into  the  matter  of  occupying  the  Colum- 
bia River,  and  in  1822  he  had  again  urged 
Congress  to  take  action  in  the  matter  of 
Oregon  Territory — the  first  bill  applying 
the  name  Oregon  to  the  land. 

From  1827  through  1831,  the  subject 
was  kept  before  Congress,  and  thus  indi- 
rectly before  the  people,  through  the  ef- 
forts of  Hall  J.  Kelley.  a  Boston  school- 
teacher, who,  through  Representative 
Floyd.  Senator  Everett,  of  Massachusetts, 
and  Senator  Benton,  of  Missouri,  had 
several  petitions  presented  to  Congress 
asking  recognition  of  the  Oregon  Terri- 
tory. It  is  a  pleasure  to  pause  here  and 
do  honor  to  the  name  of  Mr.  Kelley,  a  man 
to  whose  energy  and  public  spirit  Oregon 
and  the  other  States  formed  from  the 
Oregon  Territory  owe  much.  I  recognize 
him  as  typical  of  the  great  number  of 
citizens  who  realize  that  government  is 
the  business  of  everyone,  and  who,  what- 
ever their  position  in  life,  think  out  the 
problems  of  government  and  make  their 
thinking  known  to  those  In  oflBcial  posi- 
tion to  act.  I  like  particularly,  in  this 
connection,  to  reflect  on  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Kelley.  not  content  with  writing  to 
his  own  Representative  and  Senators, 
sought  out  like-minded  men  in  Congress, 
representing  Virginia  and  Missouri,  who 
were  of  a  mental  scope  to  match  the 
continentwide  expansion  of  the  United 
States. 

By  1843,  while  the  Territory  was  still 
under  the  joint  occupancy  of  England 
and  the  United  States,  it  had  set  up  its 
own  provisional  government.    On  August 
14,  1848,  President  Polk  signed  the  bill 
which  he  had  been  urging  since  1846.  to 
grant  Territorial  status  to  the  Oregon 
country,  and  on  March  3,  1849.  the  last 
day  of  Polk's  administration,  the  Gov- 
ernor he  had  appointed,  Joseph  Lane, 
took  oflBce,  having  the  good  fortune  to 
find  the  Territory  already  provided  with 
a   government   in   full   working    order. 
This  is  the  only  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Nation  that  it  has  been  possible  for  a 
newly  appointed  territorial  governor,  in 
a  newly  established  territory,  to  take  over 
a   complete   and   smoothly   functioning 
local  government  and  make  it  the  Terri- 
torial government. 

Though  the  history  of  the  Oregon  Ter- 
ritory is  full  of  international  conflict  and 
threats  of  war.  the  Territory  is  the  one 
region  of  the  United  States  that  we  ac- 
quired purely  through  diplomacy  and 
settlement,  and  not  by  purchase  or  war. 
Credit  for  the  peaceful  state  of  the 
Oregon  country  through  the  period  of 
joint  colonization  and  occupancy  by 
England  and  the  United  States  must  be 
given  principally  to  the  justice  and  mag- 
nanimity of  Dr.  John  McLoughlin.  who 
was.  from  1824  to  1845,  head  of  the  Co- 
lumbia district  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  a  region  comprising  all  the 
northwest  land  beyond  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains and  northward  to  the  land  claimed 
by  Russia.  While,  with  few  exceptions. 
Members  of  Congress  and  other  citizens 
of  the  United  ^tes  maintained  a  bland 
indifference  to  the  entire  region.  Dr.  Mc- 
Loughlin. as  supreme  local  represent- 
ative of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and 


virtual   representative   of   the   English 
Gove.Timent,    could    wield    undisputed 
power.    This  power  he  used  with  admi- 
rable restraint,  faithfully  and  honestly 
serving  the  interests  of  his  company  and 
his   {,'overnment,    and   working    whole- 
heartedly for  peace  and  justice.    A  Cath- 
olic in  his  childhood.   Dr.  McLoughlin 
seems  to  have  been  at  least  nominally  a 
member    of    the    Church    of    England 
through  his  adult  life,  until  1842,  when 
he  returned  to  the  Catholic  Church,  be- 
ing received  by  nis  friend.  Father  Blan- 
chet.      Through    his    years    of    power, 
whether  as  Anglican  or  as  Catholic,  Dr. 
McLoughlin  was  noted  for  the  hospitable 
welcome  and  practical   help  which   he 
gave    to    missionaries.    Protestant    and 
Catholic,   whether   English,   French,   or 
American.     Even  the  agricultural  set- 
tlers, who  came  in  1843  and  after,  and 
whose    activities    Dr.    McLoughlin    well 
knew  would  mean  the  end  of  the  vast 
wilderness  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
must  maintain  for  its  fur  business — even 
these  farmers,  the  bane  of  the  frontiers- 
man and  fur  trapper,  he  welcomed  as 
friend.s,    gave    them    what    help    they 
needed,  and  lent  them  money  and  sup- 
plies.   He  could  not  have  prevented  their 
comini?.  and  the  eventual  loss  of  the  land 
by  both  England  and  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  to  the  settlers  from  the  United 
States   but  a  man  of  smaller  mind  would 
not  have  perceived  the  inevitable  devel- 
opment of  the  area,  and  a  man  smaller 
of  soul  would  have  made  the  difficulties 
of  the  early  settlers,  already  great,  al- 
most insurmountable.     Dr.  McLoughlin 
stands  for  what  we  like  to  remember 
about  the  history  of  Oregon — the  devel- 
opment from  a  truly  paternal  rule  to  a 
rule  by  the  people;  the  peaceful  transi- 
tion from  British  and  joint  occupation 
to  American  territorial  status;  the  pro- 
tection of  the  interests  of  Indian  and 
settler  alike;  and  the  impartial  support 
of   the   civilizing   influence   of   religion, 
without  distinction  as  to  creeds. 

Among     the    missionaries    welcomed 
and  aided  by  Dr.  John  McLoughlin  was 
Jason  Lee,  a  New   England  Methodist. 
who  first  went  to  Oregon  in  1834.  with 
four   companions.     Following   Dr.    Mc- 
Loughlin's  advice,  they  located  a  mis- 
sion on  the  east  bank  of  the  Willam- 
ette. 10  miles  north  of  the  present  city 
of  Salem.    In  1838  Lee  returned  to  the 
East,  and  stirred  up  interest  in  the  Ore- 
gon.country  by  conferences  in  New  York 
with  the  board  of  managers  of  the  Mis- 
sionary Society  of  the  Methodist  Church. 
Senator  Linn,  of  Missouri,  presented  to 
the  Senate  on  January  28.  1839,  a  peti- 
tion signed  by  Lee  and  his  companions 
and  31  other  American  residents  of  Ore- 
gon, calling  upon  the  United  States  to 
take  formal  and  speedy  possession  of  th: 
region.      Lee    made    a    speaking    tour 
through  the  New  England  States,  New 
York  State,  and  the  region  around  Phila- 
delphia  and  Washington,   in  which  he 
brought  the  importance   of  Oregon  to 
the  attention  of  thousands.    A  tangible 
result  of  this  strenuous  effort  was  the 
addition  of  a  further  party  of  mission- 
aries, numbering  51  persons,  who  joined 
Lee  and  his  companions  in  a  new  mis- 
sion. 10  miles  to  the  south  of  the  old 
one,  where  they  built  a  sawmill,  a  grist- 
mill, houses,  and  the  Indian  school  that 
later  developed  into  Willamette  Univer- 


sity, one  of  the  leading  educational  in- 
stitutions, not  only  of  my  State,  but  of 
the  West. 

On  February  14.  the  birthday  of  the 
State  of  Oregon  will  be  fittingly  cele- 
brated by  the  presentation  to  the  United 
States,  to  stand  in  honor  in  the  United 
States  Capitol,  of  statues  of  these  two 
pioneer  heroes  of  Oregon.  I  hope  all 
my  hearers  will  take  the  occasion  to 
read  the  excellent  summary  of  the  early 
history  of  the  Territory  and  State,  pre- 
pared by  Dr.  Burt  Brown  Barker,  chair- 
man of  the  Oregon  Statuary  Commit- 
tee, entitled  "Oregon.  Prize  of  Discov- 
ery. Exploration,  Settlement,"  with  Its 
splendid  summary  of  the  achievements 
of  these  two  great  men.  I  have,  of 
course,  drawn  upon  this  valuable  book- 
let in  the  preparation  of  this  talk,  but 
there  is  much  of  interest  that  I  have 
not  had  time  to  include. 

Mr.  Piesident,  I  should  hke  to  take 
a  brief  moment  to  pay  my  sincere  trib- 
ute to  this  great  citizen  of  my  State. 
Dr  Burt  Brown  Barker,  the  author  of 
this  historic  narrative.  He  is  noted  for 
the  outstanding  .service  he  has  rendered 
as  vice  president  of  the  University  of 
Oregon.  He  is  abo  a  distinguished  law- 
yer, a  real  humanitarian,  and  a  keen 
student  of  Oregon  history.  I  suppose 
that  no  man  in  America  knows  as  much 
about  the  history  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  and  Dr.  McLoughlin's  relation 
to  the  activity  of  that  company  In  help- 
ing to  develop  the  great  Pacific  North- 
west as  does  Dr.  Burt  Brown  Barker. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  at  the  close  of  my  remarks 
there  be  printed  in  the  Record  a  copy 
of  the  letter  which  I  sent  to  all  Sen- 
ators, dated  February  13.  and  the  text 
of  the  historic  narrative  entitled  "Ore- 
gon. Prize  of  Di.scovery.  Exploration,  and 
Settlement,"  written  by  Dr.  Burt  Brown 
Barker. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  .so  ordered. 

•See  exhibit  1  > 

Mr  MORSE.  The  thought  of  the  early 
Oregon  Territory,  and  the  admission  of 
the  State  of  Oregon  to  the  Union,  in- 
evitably makes  me  think  of  the  com- 
parable situation  of  our  present  farthest 
northwest  Territory— Alaska.  In  the 
cen'sus  of  1860.  the  first  after  Oregon's 
.statehood  wa.s  granted,  there  were  52,465 
people,  sparsely  settled  through  that 
land  of  forests,  mountains,  and  rushing 
rivers,  Orepon  had  been  self-governing 
for  about  15  years,  and  a  Territory  for 
about  10,  when  it  was  admitted.  Alaska, 
with  its  forests,  mountains,  and  rushing 
rivers,  has  by  the  1950  census  128  643  in- 
habitants, and  it  has  been  a  self-gov- 
ernmg  Territory  for  40  years.  L?t  us 
take  to  heart  the  appeal  of  Alaska's  of- 
ficially chosen  flower— forget-me-not. 

In  closing  my  comments  relative  to  the 
birthday  anniversary  tomorrow  of  the 
State  of  Orecon.  and  the  historic  event 
which  will  take  place  in  Statuary  Hall 
In  the  Capitol  tomorrow,  when  leaders 
Of  my  State  dedicate  the  statues  of  these 
two  great  pioneers  and  fronUer.smen  I 
wish  to  pay  my  thanks  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  who  has  as- 
sured me  that  he  will  be  present  at  the 
dedication  ceremonies  and  will  accept, 
in  behalf  of  the  Federal  Government 
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these  great  works  of  art  as  symbols  of 
two  great  pioneers  of  the  West. 
Kx.HiBrr  1 
UrmxD  States  GtacMATi, 

February  13.  19S3. 

Dear  SrNATOi:  Oil  behalf  of  the  State  of 
OroKon.  I  am  please<i  to  present  the  attached 
historical  narratlvr,  Oregon,  the  Unique 
I»riz*.  by  Dr.  Burt  Brown  Barker,  of  Port- 
land. Oreg.  The  ]4tb  of  February  marks 
the  94th  anniversary  of  Oregon's  statehood. 
Therefore.  I  am  suns  that  you  will  ftnd  this 
narrative  to  be  of  sfXHrtal  significance. 

On  Saturday  morning.  February  14,  1953. 
t)ie  State  of  Oregon  will  present  to  the 
United  States  the  Impressive  statues  of  Dr. 
John  McLoughlin  and  the  Reverend  Jason 
Lee  These  men  were  outstanding  leaders 
In  the  early  history  of  Oregon.  It  Is  with 
Bincere  pride  that  the  State  of  Oregon  places 
these  replicas  of  Its  great  men  beside  those 
of  Illustrious  leaders  of  her  sister  States. 

With  kind  regards. 
Sincerely  yours, 

WsTira  MoasB. 


Oregon,   Pbizk   or   Ducovcbt,    EzpuMUTioif, 

AND    SnTUCMEMT 

(By  Burt  Brown  Barker) 

I     DELATZD    DUCOVntT    OT    COLUMBIA    BIYXS 

The  first  In  this  series  of  distinctive  events 
In  the  history  of  Oregon  which  sets  It  apart 
from  the  other  Stat<»  In  the  Union  Is  the 
tardy  way  It  was  dls<x>vered. 

It  seems  Incredible  that  almost  300  years 
should  elapse,  after  Balboa  first  saw  the 
Pacific  Ocean  (1513).  before  the  Ck>lumbla 
River  was  entered  by  Capt.  Robert  Gray 
(1792).  a  Boston  navigator. 

Commonly  accepted  authorities  set  1403 
as  the  date  Columbus  discovered  America; 
1607  as  the  date  of  the  founding  of  James- 
town. Va.:  and  1620  as  the  date  the  Pilgrims 
settled  Plymouth,  Mass. 

It  win  be  noted  that  between  14M  and 
1607  there  Is  s  gap  of  more  than  100  years 
which  Is  devoid  of  recorded  events  of  strate- 
pic  Importance  on  the  Atlantic  coast  of  the 
United  Statea.  It  wat.  different  on  the  Paclflo 
coast. 

During  that  100  yeiirs  the  explorers  turned 
sr.uth  toward  mUder  climates  and  more  lu- 
crative fields.  In  1613  Balboa  discovered  the 
Pacific  Ocean.  In  1521  Cortez  In  Mexico,  and 
In  1532  Plzarro  in  Peru,  were  selling  and  car- 
rying to  Spain  great  wealth  in  gold,  silver, 
and  precious  stones.  In  1542  Cabrillo  en- 
tered the  present  San  Francisco  Bay.  In 
1578  Sir  Francis  Drake  touched  the  south- 
ern coast  of  Oregon,  landed  and  gave  it  the 
name  New  Albion  (N<'w  England).  It  was  on 
this  trip  that  he  surprised  and  looted  one 
Spanish  port  after  another,  ran  down  ship 
after  ship  and  stripped  them  of  their  treas- 
ures. 

In  1580  Drake  returned  to  England  with 
26  tons  of  sliver.  80  ]x>und8  of  pure  gold.  13 
chests  of  gold  plate,  and  quantities  of  em- 
en.  ids,  pearls,  and  other  precious  stones.  His 
vessel  was  only  100  tons  burden,  so  he  threw 
overboard  much  of  the  silka  and  other  fab- 
rics which  it  could  not  carry.  When  he 
landed  In  England,  Queen  Elizabeth  dined 
with  him  on  board  his  vessel,  the  Golden 
Hind,  and  conferre<l  knighthood  on  him, 
while  London  took  a  Roman  holiday. 

Thus  during  the  lOO-ycar  period  of  in- 
actiity  on  the  North  Atlantic  coast  fol- 
lowing 1492.  the  South  Atlantic  and  the  Pa- 
cific coasts  were  alive  with  Spanish  and  Eng- 
lish adventurers.  However,  after  the  discov- 
eries of  Cabrillo  in  1542  on  the  Pacific  Coast, 
the  Spanish  became  Interested  in  the  trade 
of  the  Indies  and  their  ships  followed  the 
tradewinds  from  tho  coast  of  California  to 
the  westward,  leaving  the  coast  of  Oregon 
and  lands  to  the  north  untouched. 

The  English  also  i?ave  up  activity  In  the 
Pacific  after  the  exploits  of  Drake  In  1580. 
They  became  Interested  In  the  riches  of  In- 
dia, and  sent  their  vessels  to  the  east  around 


the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  without  making  any 
effort  to  follow  up  the  explolU  of  Drake. 
Thto  condition  existed  for  almost  200  years. 

At  the  close  of  the  Seven  Tears*  War  In 
1763.  England  again  turned  attention  to  the 
Pacific.  The  government  offered  a  prize  of 
20.000  pounds  for  the  discovery  of  the  long- 
sought  Northwest  Passage.  Capt.  James 
Cook.  In  his  first  try  In  1773,  headed  an  ex- 
pedition which  discovered  the  Hawaiian  Is- 
lands. On  his  last  trip,  on  July  12,  1776,  he 
set  sail  via  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  for  the 
land  Drake  In  1578  had  designated  as  New 
Albion,  a  name  the  British  had  consistently 
kept  alive. 

In  March  1778  Cook  reached  the  Oregon 
coast,  reportedly  about  43*  north  latitude. 
Heading  north,  keeping  In  sight  of  land 
almost  continuously,  he  noted  the  coast 
line  with  more  care  than  others  had  done  pre- 
viously. He  observed  and  named  Capes  Per- 
petua  and  Foulweather  In  Oregon,  and  Cape 
Flattery  in  Washington,  which  names  are 
still  preserved.  Continuing,  he  landed  at 
Nootka  Bay  on  Vancouver  Island,  missing 
both  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  River  and 
the  entrance  to  the  Strait  of  Juan  de  Fuca, 
which  later  he  sought  specifically. 

After  spending  a  month  trading  with  the 
Indians  at  Nootka  Bay.  he  continued  north 
through  Bering  Strait  Into  the  Arctic  Ocean. 
until  he  was  blocked  by  Ice.  This  voyage  for 
the  moment  put  an  end  to  the  myth  of  the 
Northwest  Passage.  It  was  epochal  so  far  as 
Oregon  was  concerned,  for  It  established  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  water  shortcut  to 
the  Pacific  Northwest:  the  only  water  ap- 
proach was  around  either  Cape  Horn  or  Cape 
of  Good  Hope.  t>oth  being  long  and  hazard- 
ous. It  was  an  element  In  the  Isolation  of 
Oregon. 

Jtist  as  Cngland  had  returned  to  explora- 
tions on  the  Pacific  coast,  so  also  had  Spain. 
Spain  came  to  realize  that  she  had  not  fol- 
lowed up  the  exploits  of  Cabrillo  (1542),  so 
engaged  had  she  been  in  her  trade  with  the 
Indies,  and  in  the  riches  of  Mexico  and  Peru, 
rearing  lest  she  would  forfeit  what  Cabrillo 
had  won,  she  put  forth  a  feeble  and  ineffec- 
tual effort  under  Viscano  and  Agullar  in  1602, 
but  soon  fell  again  Into  Inaction.  As  the 
Russians  began  to  press  down  from  the  north, 
and  the  English  were  again  on  the  prowl,  she 
realized  that  either  a  serious  effort  must  be 
put  forth,  or  she  mtist  retire  from  the 
conflict. 

She  began  by  fortifying  Monterey  and  San 
Diego  in  1768.  and  within  a  few  years  the 
Franciscan  fathers  under  Junlpero  Serra  had 
established  their  mission  in  the  southern 
part  of  California.  She  then  began  anew  her 
northern  explorations,  after  more  than  a 
centiu'y  and  a  half  of  inactivity.  In  1774 
Juan  Peres  went  as  far  north  as  54*  north 
latitude. 

The  next  year  Brun  Heceta  and  Bodega  y 
Quadra  were  dispatched  to  the  north. 
Heceta  went  beyond  50  degrees,  and  then 
turned  back.  He  doubtless  saw  the  mouth  of 
the  undiscovered  Columbia  River,  and  made 
an  ineffectual  effort  to  enter  it  on  August  17. 
1775.  He  noted  and  named  the  two  capes 
at  the  mouth  of  the  river.  On  July  18,  he 
saw  and  accurately  described  Mount  Neah- 
kahnle  which  he  named  Table.  He  also  lo- 
cated and  named  capes  Falcon  and  Lookout. 

Bodega  y  Quadra  continued  his  Journey  to 
the  north  and  explored  part  of  the  coast  cf 
Alaska.  Spain  had  long  worked  on  the  the- 
ory that  she  had  the  right  to  all  the  western 
shores  of  both  North  and  South  America 
washed  by  the  waters  of  the  South  Sea 
(Pacific  Ocean)  which  had  been  seen  first 
by  Balboa  (1513).  This  theory  was  based  on 
the  decree  of  the  Poi>e,  Alexander  VI,  who, 
after  the  return  of  Columbus,  divided  the 
world  in  two  parts,  by  drawing  a  line  from 
north  to  south  through  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
100  leagues  west  of  the  Azores  and  Cape 
Verde  Islands.  To  Spain  he  gave  "all  the  fu- 
ture lands  and  islands  found,  or  to  be  found, 
discovered  or  to  be  discovered  toward  the 
wast  and  south." 


England,  per  contra,  took  the  position  that 
Spain  could  claim  only  such  land  as  she 
occupied.  Merely  to  skirt  the  coast,  touching 
It  here  and  there,  and  giving  names  to  a  few 
capes,  rivers,  and  promontories,  was  InsufB- 
clent.  To  establish  a  legal  claim  she  must 
actually  settle  and  continue  to  inhabit  the 
parts  claimed.  England  disregarded  com- 
pletely any  title  or  claim»arlsing  out  of  any 
decree  coming  from  the  Pope  in  Rome. 

A  further  stlmulous  to  these  Spanish  up- 
surges in  explorations,  was  the  activities  of 
Russia  in  Alaska,  and  along  the  coast  to  the 
south.  These  began  when  Peter  the  Great 
of  Russia  gave  the  Dane.  Vitus  Bering,  » 
commission  in  1724  to  explore  and  chart  the 
coasi  of  Alaska  and  south.  He  discovered 
the  strait  which  bears  his  name.  His  last 
voyage  was  in  1741.  It  was  on  his  discov- 
eries that  Russia  based  her  claims  to  Alaska. 

The  furs  which  his  men  carried  back  with 
them,  began  the  fur  trade  which  later  be- 
came the  magnet  which  drew  the  Engllah. 
Spanish,  and  finally  the  Americans  to  the 
north  Pacific  coast,  and  in  the  end  led  to 
the  discovery  of  the  Columbia  River  and  the 
exploration  and  early  settlement  of  Oregon. 

The  East  India  Co.  made  the  next  British 
attempt  to  enter  the  picture.  The  fur  trade, 
which  the  Russians  were  now  carrying  on 
with  China,  was  the  cause  of  their  entry. 
They  were  slow  to  begin  because  their  busi- 
ness in  the  East  Indies  was  so  profitable. 
They  had  been  given  the  trading  right  to 
the  western  coast  of  America,  and  thus  no 
other  English  company  could  operate  there. 

By  1785  the  company  began  to  operate  out 
of  ports  In  India.  In  this  way  Captain  John 
Meares.  an  interesting  and  spectacular  char- 
acter. saUed  from  Bengal  in  1786.  He  prob- 
ably was  the  first  explorer  actually  to  enter 
fhe  Strait  of  Juan  de  Fuca.  in  1788.  He  did 
not  explore  the  strait  fully.  Rather  he  re- 
turned to  the  mouth,  and  then  sailed  south. 
He  located  Cape  Disappointment,  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Columbia,  which  he  identified 
as  the  cape  found  by  Meceta  in  1775.  He 
examined  the  location  carefully,  and  satis- 
fled  hinaself  that  there  was  no  river  at  that 
point,  as  indicated  on  the  Spanish  charts 
which  he  had.  Thus  Meares.  as  well  as 
Heceta.  had  missed  the  Columbia,  as  If  the 
river  were  in  hiding. 

But  the  Russians  pushing  down  frcwn  the 
north,  and  the  English  operating  out  of  the 
east  through  the  East  India  Company,  had 
struck  the  real  Bonanza — the  rich  fur  trade 
of  the  north.  While  rival  explorers  were 
locating  new  islands,  ba3rs.  Inlets,  and  gain- 
ing much  Information  about  the  north,  the 
English  and  the  Russians  were  concentrating 
on  the  fur  trade.  The  news  spread  rapidly, 
and  soon  traders  were  in  full  cry. 

Nootka  Sound,  on  the  northern  coast  of 
Vancouver  Island,  was  the  magnet  and  be- 
came the  local  headquarters.  This  stimu- 
lated the  Spanish  until  they  entered  every 
open  bay  and  harbor  along  what  Is  now 
British  Columbia  and  southern  Alaska.  By 
this  time  a  new  government  had  been  set 
up  on  the  Atlantic  sea  coast,  and  a  new  flag, 
the  Stars  and  Stripes,  began  to  appear  among 
the  flags  of  Russia.  England.  Spain,  Portugal, 
and  for  a  short  time,  France.  But  for  the 
moment  Nootka  and  the  north  were  in  the 
limelight,  and  the  coast  of  Oregon  was 
accordingly  bypassed. 

•^aln  was  now  thoroughly  aroused. 
With  Russia  in  Unalaska,  she  realized  that 
she  must  protect  Nootka  against  all  comers. 
She  sent  a  flotilla  of  four  vessels  to  fortify 
it.  England  and  Russia  each  had  coloniza- 
tion plans  for  Nootka.  Into  the  thick  of  the 
melee  Captain  Robert  Gray  In  the  packet 
Washington  and  Captain  John  Hendrlck  in 
the  ship  Columbia  saUed  and  cast  anchor  at 
Nootka  Bay  in  1780.  No  other  vessels  were 
there  at  the  time  and  all  seemed  serene. 

But  the  Spanish  flotilla  under  Martines 
soon  arrived.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
American  vessels  had  passports  given  by 
General  Washington  to  permit  a  voyage  of 
discovery  rovmd  the  world,  they  were  not 
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arrested.    The     captains,     however,     were 
.  cautioned  that  It  was  prohibited  by  ordinance 
for  any  foreign  natlona  "to  aall  the  coast  of 
America." 

Soon  thereafter  the  British  sailed  Into 
Nootka  and  began  to  fortify  It.  Martlnex 
seized  their  vessels  and  the  stage  was  set  for 
a  war  between  Britain  and  Spain.  But  the 
war  never  ma^rlallzed.  Spain  backed 
down  and  the  matter  was  settled  by  arbi- 
tration. Meanwhile  the  rich  f\ir  trade  had 
grown  brisk  and  competition  keen. 

On  his  return  to  England  in  1790,  after 
failing  to  discover  the  Columbia,  Meares 
published  a  pamphlet  in  which  he  indicated 
that  he  still  felt  that  there  was  the  long- 
sought  Northwest  Passage,  connecting  the 
Atlantic  and  the  Pacific  Oceans.  It  was  a 
tradition  hard  to  kill.  Accordingly.  England 
determined  once  more  to  ezi^ore  that  possl- 
bUlty  fully  and  settle  it  finally. 

Capt.  George  Vancouver  was  given  the 
commission.  He  was  to  examine  and  survey 
minutely  the  Pacific  Ck>a8t,  from  latitude 
30*  to  60°;  and,  specifically,  he  was  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  "the  nature  and 
extent  of  any  water  communication  which 
may  tend  in  any  considerable  degree  to  facil- 
itate an  Intercourse  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
merce between  the  northwest  coast  and  the 
country  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  conti- 
nent." That  certainly  was  a  commission 
broad  enough  to  cover  any  rivers  of  extent 
flowing  Into  the  Pacific  from  about  Mexico 
on  the  south,  to  Alaska  on  the  north.  Qua- 
dra, Heceta  and  Meares  had  stopped  and 
examined  the  breakers  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Columbia  River;  and  maps  since  1001  had 
Indicated  the  presence  of  a  river  at  or  near 
the  present  site  of  the  Columbia.  But  Its 
existence  had  never  positively  been  deter- 
mined. Vancouver  now  had  his  chance.  • 
In  Janxiary,  1791,  he  sailed  away  in  com- 
mand of  the  sloop-of-war  Discovery  of  400 
tons  burden,  and  a  much  lighter  armed 
tender  Chatham  in  command  of  Lieutenant 
Broiightcn.  He  had  ample  equipment  and 
personnel  for  a  scientific  voyage  of  discovery. 
He  spent  the  winter  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands, 
and  on  April  17,  179a.  arrived  off  the  cocut 
of  California,  at  latitude  39*.  Heading 
northward  he  reached  Cape  Orford,  Oreg., 
April  24. 

On  the  evening  of  April  26,  tinder  clear 
skies  and  with  conditions  peculiarly  satis- 
factory for  observation,  he  was  at  the  {>olnt 
which  Captain  Meares  had  described  so 
accurately.  He  was  especially  interested  In 
Meares'  description;  and  also  he  wanted  to 
prove  or  disprove  the  assertion  of  Heceta 
that  there  was  a  river  at  this  point.  All 
day  of  the  27th  he  sailed  along  the  coast, 
describing  the  landmarks  so  accurately  that 
his  position  is  easily  identified.  He  appeared 
to  be  following  Meares'  description.  After 
noon  he  identified  Cape  Disappointment  and 
Deception  Bay.  He  was  now  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Colimibia.  At  this  point  his  log  read: 
"The  sea  has  now  changed  from  Its  natural 
to  river-colored  water;  the  probable  conse- 
quence of  some  streams  falling  into  the  bay, 
or  Into  the  ocean  to  the  north  of  It,  through 
the  low  land.  Not  considering  this  opening 
worthy  of  more  attention,  I  continued  our 
pursuit  to  the  northwest  being  desirlous  to 
embrace  the  advantage  of  the  breeze  and 
pleasant  weather  so  favorable  to  our  exam- 
ination of  the  coast." 

Thus  Vancouver,  with  charts  and  the 
Meares'  log  and  the  evidence  of  Heceta  at 
hand,  and  with  the  discolored  river  water 
under  his  vessel  giving  full  evidence  of  the 
presence  of  the  river  which  he  specifically 
sought,  considered  It  not  "worthy  of  more 
attention,"  and  passed  up  another  oppor- 
tunity of  history. 

Now,  a  new  group  of  merchant  traders, 
also  Interested  in  breaking  into  the  highly 
profitable  fur  trade,  must  be  Introduced. 
A  small  group  of  six  Boston  merchants  in 
1787  organized  a  company,  for  the  purpose 
of  entering  the  field  as  traders  In  the  North- 
west Pacific.  They  purchased  two  small  ves- 
i:  m  full-rtgged  ship  called  Columbia,  of 


213  tons,  and  a  sloop  of  90  tons  called  Lady 
Washington.  The  first  was  under  command 
of  Capt.  John  Hendricks,  an  J  the  second 
under  conunand  of  Capt.  Robert  Gray.  They 
sailed  out  of  Boston  on  October  1,  1787.  and 
headed  around  Cape  Horn  for  Nootka  Sound. 
As  Captain  Gray  sailed  north  along  the 
Oregon  coast,  he  noted  what  he  thought  to 
be  mouths  of  rivers,  but  was  never  close 
enough  to  be  certain.  He  and  Hendricks 
gathered  a  cargo  of  furs.  These  were  taken 
to  China  and  traded  for  a  cargo  of  tea  and 
Bilk,  which  was  taken  to  Boston. 

In  September  of  1790  a  second  voyage  was 
organized,  and  In  June  1791  Gray  was  quar- 
tered at  Clayoquot  Sound  near  Nootka, 
where  an  unhappy  winter  was  spent.  In  the 
spring  of  1792  Captain  Gray.  In  the  Colum- 
bia, sailed  south  along  the  coast  of  Oregon 
and  California.  The  weather  was  unpropl- 
tious  and  he  turned  north  again.  It  proba- 
bly was  on  his  return  trip  that  he  met  Van- 
couver, on  April  30,  near  the  Strait  of  Juan  de 
Puca,  and  discussed  with  him  his  experience 
in  searching  for  the  Columbia  River,  and 
doubtless  was  told  by  Vancouver  that  the 
river  did  not  exist. 

Gray  had  seen  what  he  thought  to  be 
mouths  of  rivers,  as  he  had  passed  up  and 
down  the  coast,  and  determined  to  return, 
hoping  In  such  openings  to  find  furs  In  the 
hands  of  Indians  where  traders  had  not  been. 
On  May  7.  1792.  he  entered  one  such  harbor 
which  now  bears  his  name.  Proceeding 
down  the  coast,  trading  as  he  went,  on  May  11 
he  found  himself  in  a  great  body  of  river 
water  completely  covered  with  whltecaps 
Being  venturesome,  he  steered  In  and  reck- 
lessly did  what  careful  mariners  seldom  do. 
namely,  thrust  the  prow  of  his  vessel  Into 
white  breakers.  But  fortune  was  with  him 
and  he  crossed  the  bar  successfully  and 
found  himself  In  the  mouth  of  the  river 
which  had  appeared  on  maps  from  1601. 
and  had  been  observed  by  Quadra.  Meares. 
and  Vancouver  surely,  and  probablv  by 
others. 

Captain  Gray  remained  and  traded  with 
the  Indians  In  the  lower  reaches  of  the  river 
near  Its  mouth  untU  May  20  when  he  re- 
crossed  the  bar  and  sailed  north  where  later 
he  met  and  told  the  astonished  Vancouver 
of  his  dlsfiovery.  Unwilling  to  believe  Grays 
story,  Vancoii-er  the  following  October  re- 
turned to  the  mouth  of  the  river.  He  was 
never  able  to  cross  the  bar  in  the  DiscoreTy 
but  Ueutenant  Broughton  in  the  Chatham 
was  successful  In  doing  so. 

Thus  the  Columbia  River  was  discovered 
and  named  by  Capt.  Robert  Gray,  after  he 
crossed  the  bar  at  the  mouth  on  May  11 
1792.  300  years  after  the  discovery  of  Amer- 
ica by  Columbus.  This  discovery  became 
a  very  vlUl  issue  In  the  subsequent  con- 
tention that  Oregon  was  property  of  the 
United  States  by  virtue  of  discovery,  and 
that,  too,  after  the  coast  south  of  parallel 
42  and  north  of  parallel  49  had  been  known 
for  more  than  100  years. 

n.  OKIGIK  OF  THX  NAME  OREGON 

The  discoveries  of  Columbus  and  Vespu- 
cius  caught  the  Imagination  of  Europe  and 
writers  began  to  dream  of  romantic  new  f_r- 
away  lands. 

Comparatively  soon  after  the  publication 
of  the  voyages  of  Vespucius,  Sir  Thomas 
More  published  his  Utopia  In  1518.  and  In 
It  placed  the  scene  of  his  dreamland  in  a 
region  far  beyond  the  farthermost  reacn 
of  any  land  seen  by  Vespucius.  He  Imaged 
a  new  world  with  higher  and  broader  polit- 
ical aspirations. 

After  a  lapse  of  more  than  100  years.  Sir 
Francis  Bacon  published  hU  New  AUantU 
in  1629.  By  this  time  Balboa  had  discov- 
ered the  Pacific  Ocean,  the  Spaniards  had 
ravaged  Mexico  and  Peru  and  vUlted  a  part 
of  the  western  shore  of  America.  Sir  Fran- 
cis Drake  In  turn  had  ravaged  the  Spaniards 
and  in  1578,  landed,  claimed  the  country  in 
the  name  of  the  English  king,  and  named 
It  New  Albion  (New  England).  Thus  the 
name  was  applied  to  the  Pacific  coast  many 


years  before  the  first  permanent  settlement 
on  the  Atlantic  coast.  The  Boston  Sentinel 
(September  1787)  notes  the  clearing  of  the 
ship  Columbia,  twund  for  New  Albion. 

Bacon  chose  to  locate  his  New  Atlantis 
In  the  region  Drake  called  New  Albion,  a 
region  students  contend  easily  fits  the  de- 
scription of  the  coast  of  southern  Oregon. 

During  the  16th  and  17th  centuries  of 
fables  and  myths,  such  names  as  Terra 
Incognita  and  New  Albion  were  attributed 
to  lands  now  recognized  as  parts  of  Ore- 
gon. Returning  adventurers  of  these  two 
centuries  caused  many  writers  to  weave  fan- 
ciful stories  of  legendary  cities,  such  as 
Axa  and  Qulvlra.  and  place  them  in  the 
newly  discovered  western  coast  of  America. 

In  1601  a  map  appeared  on  which  the 
fabled  city  and  kingdom  of  Qulvlra  was 
placed  In  approximately  the  same  location 
as  that  Indicated  as  New  Albion  by  Sir 
Francis  Drake. 

But  no  name,  similar  In  sound  or  spelling 
to  the  name  Oregon,  has  been  found  on  any 
map.  or  in  any  book,  until  it  was  used  by 
Maj.  Robert  Rogers  In  1765,  when,  In  a  docu- 
ment to  King  George  III  he  proposed  to  seek 
out  the  Northwest  Passage.  In  this  docu- 
ment he  described  his  route  as  t>elng  "Xrom 
the  Great  Lakes  toward  the  head  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, and  from  thence  to  a  river  called  by 
the  Indians  Ouragon." 

Major  Rogers  did  not  himself  attempt  such 
a  Journey,  but  the  following  year  he  out- 
lined a  similar  expedition  with  Jonathan 
Carver  as  the  draftsman  of  the  party.  This 
expedition   also   never   materialized. 

Subsequently  both  Rogers  and  Carver  re- 
turned to  England.  In  the  Interval  before 
his  return.  Rogers  appears  to  have  learned 
more  local  geographical  deUlls.  In  1772  he 
addressed  another  petition  to  the  King.  In 
this  one  he  outlined  the  proposed  Journey, 
saying  in  part:  "About  the  44°  of  latitude 
to  cross — Into  a  branch  of  the  Missouri  and 
stem  that  northwesterly  to  the  source,  to 
(TOSS  then  a  portage.  Into  the  great  river 
Ourlgan  ••  Thus  he  outlined  a  course  which. 
In  general,  wa.s  subsequently  followed  by 
Lewis  and  Clark.  Likewise  he  Introduced 
for  the  first  time  the  word  Ouragon  or  Ourl- 
gan. which,  with  a  slight  change  of  spelling 
was  to  become  Oregon. 

But  the  change  was  not  to  come  at  the 
hands  of  Rogers,  but  by  the  work  of  his 
associate.  Carver,  who  had  returned  to  Eng- 
land with  him. 

In  1778  Carver  published  his  book  of  Trav- 
els It  Is  m  this  book  that  the  present 
spelling  Is  found.  In  the  text,  for  the  first 
time  so  far  as  Is  now  known,  he  used  the 
expression  'River  Oregon  or  River  of  the 
West"  He  claimed  to  have  learned  the 
word  from  the  Indians,  with  whom  he  lived 
on  the  upper  reaches  of  the  Mississippi  River 
in  1766-«7.  But  no  student  has  been  able 
to  find  any  Indian  word  of  a  similar  sound 
for  the  basis  of  such  a  spelling. 

This  book  of  travels  was  so  popular  that 
It  was  reissued  In  other  editions  and  forms  In 
Paris,  Edinburgh.  Dublin,  Philadelphia.  New 
York,  and  elsewhere  Although  Carver  wrote 
of  the  river,  he  never  saw  It.  and  It  remained 
for  Capt  Robert  Gray,  an  American,  to  enter 
It  In  1792.  300  years  after  the  discovery  of 
America.  He  gave  it  the  name  of  his  vessel. 
Columbia,  entirely  oblivious,  so  far  as  known, 
of  the  name  Oregon  given  It  by  Captain 
Carver.  '^ 

Thus  the  name  Oregon  was  used  first  for 
a  river  It  was  definitely  changed  to  deslg- 
nate  the  land.  In  a  bill  brought  Into  Congress 
by  Representative  .John  Floyd,  of  Vh-glnia 
on  January  18.  1822  In  this  bill  he  pro- 
posed the  creation  of  Oregon  Territory. 

The  young  poet  William  CuUen  Bryant 
apparently  was  Impressed  with  Carver's 
bock  and  In  1817  he  gave  added  popularity 
to  the  name  when  he  wrote  in  his  poem, 
Thanatopsis: 

"Where  rolU  the  Oregon  and  hears  no  sound 
bave   his  own  dashings.   yet   the  dead  are 

there. " 
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Many  scholars  hnve  speculatAd  on  origins 
of  the  name,  but  to  date  no  sattafactory  ex- 
planation has  been  found. 

Thus  a  new  land,  which  had  had  a  mytb- 
iral  existence  for  two  oenttirles,  was  finally 
materialized  and  given  a  new  name  of  liquid 
sound  and  romantic  significance,  Oregon. 

lU.    HOW  THE  OUCOON  COTTimT   BZCAMI  A  PAST 

or  TBK  'oumo  states 

The  purpose  of  this  chapter  shall  b«  to 
f,how  how  the  dlsi-rlct  wast  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  and  north  of  42°.  becama  a  part 
(if  the  United  Stataa.  This  district  is  known 
historically  as  the  Oregon  country.  It  en- 
joys the  rare  distinction  of  being  the  only 
part  of  the  United  BUtes  which  was  neither 
purchased  nor  fought  for  in  war.  It  came 
rather  as  a  result  of  what  is  broadly  called 
colonization. 

(a)  Ctovemment  action 

As  a  result  of  the  Revolutionary  War,  the 
MLsslsslppl  River  became  the  western  bound- 
ary of  the  United  States  by  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  (1783). 

Following  the  discovery  of  the  Columbia 
River  (1792),  the  Louisiana  Purchase  (1803) 
pushed  the  western  boundary  from  the  Mls- 
hlsslppi  River  to  the  stunmlt  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains. 

When  President  Jefferson  organised  the 
well-known  Lewis  and  Clark  Expedition 
(1804-06)  and  sent  It  overland  across  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  It  became  evident  that 
the  western  iMundary  of  the  United  States 
must  again  move  west  even  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean. 

How  this  came  to  pass  Is  the  next  part  of 
this  story. 

John  Jacob  Astor.  with  his  Pacific  Fur  Co., 
followed  the  Lewis  and  Clark  expedition  and 
established  a  fur-trading  post  at  Astoria  in 
1811.  It  was  the  first  successful  American 
settlement  on  the  newly  discovered  Colum- 
bia. Pollowlng  close  on  the  heels  of  this 
new  settlement  came  the  North  West  Co. 
men.  also  seeking  to  be  the  first  tc>  explore 
and  settle  the  new  territory.  The  race  be- 
tween the  North  West  men  and  the  Astor 
men  was  a  close  one;  the  Astorlans  winning 
by  2  months.  The  party  of  Astorlans  who 
won.  was  waterbome,  around  Cape  Horn, 
while  the  North  West  men  came  overland  to 
the  headwaters  of  the  Columbia,  and  then 
down  the  river  to  Its  mouth.  Imagine  their 
surprise  and  disappointment  on  their  arrival 
there  to  find  the  Americans  erecting  a  trad- 
ing poet. 

The  American  victory  was  short-lived.  As 
a  result  of  the  War  of  1812.  Astor's  partners 
at  Astoria,  fearing  they  would  be  victims  of 
the  English  warship  en  route  to  capture 
them,  sold  out  the  company  to  their  rivals, 
the  North  West  Co.  In  1813.  Thus,  the  first 
American  settlement  in  the  new  Oregon 
country  came  to  an  end. 

Nspoleon,  hard  pressed  by  England,  sold 
the  United  SUtes  Louisiana  without  defined 
northern  bounds.  It  became  necessary  to 
determine  the  northern  boundary  of  the 
Louisiana  Purchase.  England  was  anxious 
to  know  how  far  to  the  north  this  purchase 
was  supposed  to  extend.  Bach  country  ap- 
pointed commissioners,  and  in  1818  they 
fixed  the  boundary  between  the  United  States 
and  present  Canada  on  the  49th  parallel  of 
north  latitude,  from  Lake  of  the  Woods 
west  to  the  crest  of  the  Stony  (Rocky) 
Mountains.  They  could  not  agree  on  Uie 
line  beyond  that  point.  The  American  oom- 
miasloners  Insisted  on  following  that  same 
parallel  west  U>  the  Strait  of  OeorgUL  The 
English  Inslstud  on  foUowlng  that  parallel 
to  the  upper  *eaches  of  the  Columbia,  thence 
down  that  river  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

Being  unable  to  resolve  this  dlflerenoe.  the 
parties  decided  to  leave  the  land  west  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains  open  to  Joint  occupation 
for  a  perXntl  of  10  years. 

Fy^llowing  the  convention  of  1818.  the 
young  American  Oovamment  took  Its  first 
step  to  protect  Its  interest  in  this  new  terri- 
tory by  entering  Into  a  treaty  with  Spain  In 


1819,  by  the  terms  of  which  Spain  relln- 
qulahed  all  rights  to  the  territory  north  ot 
42*  north  latitude.  In  1820  Representative 
Dr.  John  Floyd,  of  Virginia,  had  a  committee 
report  out  a  bill  favoring  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  to  look  Into  the  matter  of 
occupying  the  Columbia  River.  Nothing 
came  of  it.  In  1822  he  again  urged  Congress 
to  take  action  touching  on  Oregon  Territory. 
This  is  the  bill  In  which  the  name  Oregon 
was  first  applied  to  the  land.  In  1824  he 
presented,  and  had  passed  in  the  House,  a 
bill  to  provide  a  territorial  government  for 
Oregon.  It  was  tabled  in  the  Senate. 
Meanwhile  the  State  Department  had  been 
successful  in  writing  a  treaty  with  Russia, 
by  which  ahe  surrendered  all  territorial 
claims  south  of  54°  40'.  Thus,  by  the  trea- 
ties of  1819  and  1824.  both  Spain  and  Russia 
bowed  out  of  the  Oregon  country,  leaving 
contend  for  it. 

The  Territory  involved  was  880  miles  long. 
&50  miles  wide  and  contained  450,000  square 
milea.  It  was  more  than  six  times  the  size 
of  New  England,  and  30,000  .square  miles 
larger  than  all  the  then  southern  States. 

While  these  steps  were  being  taken  by  the 
new  goveriunent,  the  fur  trade  was  being 
reorganized.  In  1821  came  the  coalition  of 
the  two  great  fur  companies,  the  North  West 
Company,  a  Canadian  group,  and  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  of  London.  After  the 
coalition,  they  continued  and  did  business 
under  the  name  of  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
In  1824.  Dr.  John  McLoughlln.  a  chief  fac- 
tor of  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  was  given 
control  of  all  the  business  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  The  headquarters  was  changed 
from  Astoria  to  what  is  now  Vancouver, 
Wash.,  and  the  business  was  greatly 
extended. 

Thiu  the  matters  stood  In  1827,  when  the 
commissioners  again  met  to  try  to  settle  the 
boundary  line  from  the  crest  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  westward  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
Again,  as  In  1818,  the  American  commis- 
sioners argued  that  the  line  continue  west 
on  parallel  49,  from  the  point  where  It 
stopped  In  1818.  and  the  British  again  arg^ued 
that  It  continue  on  that  line  west  to  the 
Columbia  River,  and  then  that  It  follow  the 
Columbia  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  They  dead- 
locked again  on  the  Issue,  and  in  the  end 
decided  to  renew  the  old  agreement,  and 
allow  the  Territory  to  be  subject  to  Joint 
occupation,  reserving  to  each  party  the  right 
to  terminate  the  agreement  by  giving  » 
notice  of  1  year. 

Diplomacy  having  failed,  nature  had  to 
take  iU  course.  During  the  period  1827-31. 
one  Hall  J.  Kelley.  a  school  teacher  of  Boston, 
working  through  Representative  Floyd,  of 
Virginia,  until  the  latter's  retirement  in  1829. 
and  also  through  Senators  Edward  Everett,  of 
Massachtisetts,  and  Thomas  H.  Benton,  of 
Missouri,  had  several  petitions  presented  to 
Congress  aaklng  recognition  of  the  Oregon 
country.  Nothing  came  of  them.  However, 
in  this  way  the  subject  was  kept  before  Con- 
gress and  indirectly  before  the  people. 

In  1834  the  Missionary  Society  of  the  Meth- 
odist Episcopal  Church  sent  the  Reverend 
Jason  Lee  with  four  assistants  as  the  first 
Protestant  missionaries  to  Oregon.  They 
were  received  kindly  by  Dr.  McLoughlln.  He 
assisted  them  to  locate  their  mission  on  the 
Willamette  River,  10  miles  north  of  the  pres- 
ent Salem,  Oreg. 

In  the  interval.  Dr.  McLoughlln  had  great- 
ly extended  the  activities  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Co.,  so  that  in  addition  to  Its  extensive  fur 
business  It  had  large  acreage  of  grain,  and  a 
special  farm  for  cattle.  Also,  it  manufac- 
tured and  sold  lumber  and  flour,  and  did 
some  business  In  packing  salmon. 

]^>llowlng  the  advent  of  Rev.  Jason  Lee  In 
1834,  there  came  other  missionaries  In  183S, 
1836,  and  1837.  Also,  there  came  a  number 
of  American  fur  traders  and  trappos.  An 
active  trade  in  furs  by  Americans  grew  tip 
along  the  coast.  All  this  activity  became  evi- 
dent to  Lee,  and  In  18S8  be  returned  east  of 
tiic  Bocky  Moimtalns.   Be  carried  with  him  a 


petition  signed  by  the  settlers  In  the  Willam- 
ette Valley,  aaklng  that  Congress  Interest 
itself  in  the  TeiTltory.  They  had  fears  as  to 
what  might  happen  under  the  powers  of  Joint 
occupancy,  with  the  great  Hudson'a  Bay  Co., 
of  London,  becoming  more  and  more  domi- 
nant in  the  Territory. 

Meanwhile,  Senators  Linn  and  Benton,  of 
Missouri,  had  taken  an  unusual  Interest  in 
the  Oregon  Question.  Petitions  came  up 
from  several  State  leglslaturea,  urging  Con- 
gress to  Interest  itself  in  Oregon.  When  Lee 
arrived  In  Washington,  the  petition  wtilch  he 
had  brought  from  the  settlers  in  Oregon  was 
presented.  Both  Senators  Benton  and  Linn 
supported  it,  ar.d  also  made  public  addresses 
and  wrote  articles  about  Oregon.  Lee  spoke 
extensively  throughout  New  England  to  large 
audiences.  But  Congress  vras  adamant.  No 
amount  of  agitation  caused  its  Members  to 
take  nK>re  than  a  pasaive  Interest. 

In  1840  Lee  returned  to  Oregon  with  a 
large  delegation  of  missionaries  and  mission 
assistants  such  as  a  physician,  teachers, 
farmers,  carpenters,  mechanics,  and  a  black- 
smith. He  set  up  a  new  mission  center  In 
what  Is  now  Salem.  He  also  brought  vrlth 
him  a  sawniill  and  a  grist  mill,  and  had 
thtis  the  making  of  a  community,  over  and 
beyond  merely  a  religious  mission  among  the 
Indians. 

(b)  Local  action 

At  this  Juncture,  and  while  Congress  was 
adamant  in  its  refusal  to  give  any  recognition 
to  Oregon,  an  event  happened  which  was 
destined  to  develop  Into  a  local  govenunent. 
different  both  in  its  origin  and  outgrowth 
from  that  in  any  other  region  of  the  United 
States. 

Swing  Toung.  a  settler,  died  on  February 
15.  1841.  He  had  prospered  in  Oregon  and 
left  considerable  property,  both  real  and  per- 
sonal. In  the  personal  property  was  live- 
stock. These  at  once  presented  the  problem 
of  herding  to  prevent  their  scattering,  tres- 
passing and  being  appropriated  by  nel(;hbor8. 
To  complicate  the  problem  he  had  died  with- 
out known  heirs  in  Oregon,  and  no  State  or 
government  to  which  his  property  could  pass 
by  escheat,  existed. 

The  Americans  locally  were  more  or  less 
governmental  conscious.  The  missionaries 
among  them  were  eepedally  so,  as  they  had 
come  from  States  with  established  forms  of 
government. 

The  predominant  group  In  the  country  was 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and  its  ex-em- 
ployeea.  This  group  had  had  a  civil  adminis- 
tration granted  by  an  act  of  Parliament  of 
July  1821.  Acting  under  it,  law  and  order  had 
been  well  preserved  In  the  Territory.  But  it 
was  not  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  temper 
and  aspirations  of  the  Americans,  who  had 
always  before  them  the  fact  that  they  were  In 
a  territory  open  to  Joint  occupancy;  they  were 
constantly  planning  ways  and  means  to 
strengthen  their  position. 

Clearly  the  death  of  Ewlng  Young  raised 
the  problem  of  civil  administration.  They 
had  none.  Congress  had  failed  them,  al- 
though as  late  as  1840  they  had  set  forth  In  a 
petition  to  Congress  the  dire  need  they  had 
for  civil  Jtuiadlctlonal  authority.  Following 
the  funeral  of  Young,  the  settlers  present  dis- 
cussed the  situation,  and  called  a  meeting  to 
be  held  on  February  18,  1841.  At  that  meet- 
ing, most  of  the  settlers  of  the  valley  were 
present,  and  a  committee  of  organization  of 
nine  persons,  representing  all  the  different 
elements  in  the  valley,  was  chosen.  Dr.  Ira  L. 
Babcock  was  elected  supreme  Judge,  with 
probate  powers.  They  also  elected  a  person 
to  act  as  clerk  and  recorder,  and  one  to  act  as 
aherlff,  and  eight  to  act  as  constables.  In 
the  absence  of  a  code  of  laws,  the  supreme 
Judge  was  Instructed  to  act  In  accordance 
with  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York.  The 
meeting  adjourned  to  meet  the  following 
June  1.  On  April  15.  Judge  Babcock  ap- 
pointed the  Reverend  David  LeaUe.  one  of  the 
Methodist  missionaries,  to  act  as  admlnla- 
trator  of  the  estate  of  Swing  Young. 
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In  this  prlmltlTe  way,  the  settlers  made  a 
start  of  self-government.  The  start  advanced 
haltingly,  as  the  committee  on  organization 
failed  to  report  at  the  June  meeting.  The 
meeting  adjourned  to  the  first  Tuesday  In 
October,  and  the  committee,  to  draft  a  con- 
stitution and  a  code  of  laws,  was  ordered  to 
meet  the  first  Monday  In  August.  These 
meetings  In  turn  seem  never  to  have  been 
held,  and  about  the  only  concrete  action 
which  came  out  of  theae  first  efforts  were 
the  acta  of  Judge  Babcock  and  of  the  Rev- 
erend David  Leslie  as  administrator  of  the 
estate  of  Swing  Young.  This  seems  to  have 
been  the  most  pressing  matter,  and  In  view 
of  the  smallneas  of  the  settlement  and  Its 
peaceful  habits,  nothing  else  of  Importance 
appears  to  have  been  done. 

The  Inroads  of  bears,  panthers,  wolves,  and 
other  predatory  animals  on  the  cattle  of  the 
settlers,  proved  the  second  rallying  point  to 
organize  a  local  govemxnent.  A  meeting 
ostenslvely  to  discuss  this  problem  was  called 
on  February  2.  1843,  at  the  mission  building 
which  had  now  been  relocated  and  was  In  the 
present  Salem.  Oreg.  At  this  session,  a  com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  call  a  meeting  of 
the  settlers.  Such  a  meeting  was  held  at  the 
home  of  Joseph  Oervals  on  March  6.  1843. 
Again  a  committee  was  appointed.  It  was 
comp>ofled  of  12  men  and  was  delegated  to 
take  means  for  civil  and  military  protection 
of  this  colony. 

This  committee  went  Into  action  at  what 
Is  now  Oregon  City,  Oreg.  Its  meetings  were 
attended  by  Interested  citizens.  At  the  con- 
clusion It  called  a  general  meeting  of  the 
settlers  to  meet  at  Champoeg.  on  the  Wil- 
lamette River,  on  May  2.  1843.  At  this  meet- 
ing the  committee  presented  Its  report  favor- 
ing the  organization  of  a  new  government. 
It  soon  developed  that  those  p'-eaent  were 
not  of  one  mind.  Not  "all  fav.>rcd  such  an 
organization.  The  report  seemc  to  r.ave  been 
voted  down.  But  the  cause  was  nut  lost,  for  a 
division  was  called  for.  and  when  the  count 
was  taken  the  majority  had  voted  to  proceed 
to  organize.  The  number  by  which  the  vote 
was  carried  has  long  been  a  question  of  dis- 
pute. The  commonly  accepted  count  was  52 
to  60.  But  that  It  was  a  favorable  vote  la 
unquestioned.  The  discontented  element 
withdrew  and  those  remaining,  proceeded  to 
elect  a  supreme  Judge  with  probate  powers, 
a  clerk  and  recorder,  a  sheriff,  and  a  treas- 
urer. 4  magistrates  and  4  constables.  In 
addition,  the  meeting  took  an  exceptional 
step.  It  elected  a  legislative  committee  of 
nine  members.  This  committee  constituted 
the  first  legislative  body  elected  In  Oregon. 
It  was  Instructed  to  report  at  a  public  meet- 
ing the  following  July  5  (1843). 

This  committee  held  Its  first  meeting  on 
May  16  In  a  room  In  the  old  granary  of  the 
Methodist  Mission,  In  what  is  now  Oregon 
City.  Its  meetings  were  open.  One  of  Its 
members  had  a  copy  of  the  statutes  of  Iowa 
which  was  bound  with  the  text  of  the  Ordi- 
nance of  1787  for  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territory.  The  original  organic 
law  adopted  verbatim  many  phrases  from 
the  Ordinance  of  1787  and  the  organic  laws 
of  Iowa.  Instead  of  a  governor,  this  organic 
law  provided  for  an  executive  committee  of 
three  persons.  This  plan,  however,  was 
found  unworkable  and  later  amended. 

After  unlimited  debate,  In  which  the  spirit 
of  the  old  New  England  town  meeting  pre- 
vailed, the  report  was  adopted,  and  it  became 
known  as  the  Organic  Law  of  Oregon. 
Slavery  was  prohibited,  and  every  free  male 
descendant  of  a  white 'man  Inhabitant  of 
the  territory  was  eligible  to  vote.  No  provi- 
sion was  made  for  taxation.  The  expense.s  of 
government  were  paid  by  voluntary  contri- 
butions. This  provision  was  soon  found  to 
be  unworkable.  Finally  the  large  area  was 
divided  Into  legislative  districts. 

In  this  way  the  local  people  In  Oregon. 
without  either  assistance  or  even  encour- 
agement by  Congress,  set  up  a  provisional 
government,  republican  In  substance,  and 
grounded  broadly  on  Ideals  of  democracy,    it 


was  set  up  over  against  the  more  or  less 
patrenalistic  system  of  the  powerful  Hud- 
son s  Bay  Company.  It  was  the  rule  of  the 
majority  over  and  against  that  of  the  chosen 
few.  It  was  a  government  destined  to  guide 
a  people  who  were  to  colonize  the  land  and 
cultivate  the  soil,  and.  In  so  doing,  to  go 
counter  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  theory 
of  holding  the  land  as  a  great  fur  preserve. 

(c)  Colonization 

At  the  time  that  the  organic  law  was 
adopted  and  the  provisional  government  was 
formed,  the  practical  demands  for  govern- 
mental action  were  slight,  due  to  the  small 
number  of  settlers  and  their  peaceful  habits. 

While  these  events  had  been  evolving  in 
the  Oregon  country,  events  throughout  the 
more  settled  districts  of  the  Middle  West, 
southern  and  eastern  parts  of  the  country, 
were  developing  into  what  has  been  charac- 
terized as  the  Oregon  fever.  It  Is  not  the 
purpose  of  this  article  to  give  the  details  of 
these  events,  as  space  forbids,  and  a  summary 
of  them  will  serve  the  purpose.  As  a  result 
of  these  activities,  the  year  1843  marks  the 
beginning  of  a  series  of  annual  wagon  trains, 
bringing  several  thousand  Americans,  men, 
women,  and  children.  Into  Oregon,  resulting 
in  settlers'  claims  wherever  such  seemed  most 
advantageous  to  them. 

With  this  great  influx  of  new  settlers,  the 
newly  established  government  underwent 
many  changes,  demanded  by  the  newly  ar- 
rived settlers.  But  the  changes  were  In  form 
only,  the  essence  remaining   unaltered. 

Similarly,  the  interest  of  Congress  under- 
went modification.  Congress  began  to  dis- 
cuss land  bills  and  to  Indicate  the  number 
of  acres  allowable  p)er  person.  Petitions 
from  the  increased  number  of  persons  in 
Oregon  were  given  increasing  attention. 
This  meant  some  members  gave  vent  to  their 
feelings.  Some  members  spoke  highly  of  the 
territory,  while  others  questioned  its  value. 
Senator  McDuffy,  of  South  Carolina,  went  to 
the  extreme  and  said  he  wouldn't  give  a 
pinch  of  snuff  for  the  whole  territory. 

Oregon  became  a  campaign  issue  in  1844. 
Candidate  Polk,  for  an  issue,  seized  on  the 
fact  that  Russia  in  her  treaty  of  1824  had 
surrendered  her  rights  to  the  territory  south 
of  54°  40',  and  popularized  his  campaign 
slogan  "54"  40'  or  fight."  It  was  a  political 
inference  that,  unless  England  accepted  the 
old  demand  of  the  United  States  for  parallel 
49  as  the  dividing  line  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  the  United  States  would  abandon 
that  demand  and  Insist  on  54'  40'  as  the  line 
of  demarcation.  On  July  16.  1845.  President 
Polk  and  James  Buchanan,  Secretary  of  State, 
offered  England's  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Packenham,  to  settle  on  the  49th  paral- 
lel. Packenham  refused,  and  Polk  withdrew 
his  offer,  and  said  he  would  insist  on  the 
settlement  at  54°  40". 

Following  the  so-called  first  wagon  train 
of  1843.  came  succeeding  trains  in  1844.  1845 
and  1846.  These  newcomers  were  colonizers. 
They  sought  land  for  homes.  They  had  no 
Interest  in  furs  or  fur  trade.  By  1846  It  had 
become  evident  to  Britain  that  under  the 
"Joint  occupancy"  clause,  still  In  full  force 
and  effect,  the  colonizing  Americans  had  won. 
Suddenly  and  without  prior  warning.  Pack- 
enham submitted  to  Secretary  Buchanan  a 
treaty  establishing  the  49th  parallel  of  north 
latitude  as  the  dividing  line  between  what 
is  now  Canada  and  the  United  States,  west 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  Inasmuch  as  this 
had  been  the  proposal  of  the  United  States 
since  the  Issue  was  first  raised  in  1818,  the 
treaty  was  submitted  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  and  accepted,  in  the  form 
submitted  by  Great  Britain,  on  June  15.  1846. 

And  thus,  without  shedding  a  drop  of 
blood  or  paying  a  dollar,  the  entire  territory, 
known  as  the  States  of  Oregon,  Washinf^ton, 
Idaho,  and  the  western  fringes  of  Montana 
and  Wyoming,  came  into  the  domain  of  the 
United  States,  it  had  been  accomplished 
In  good  part  by  American  settlers  who  en- 
tered and  possessed  the  land  peaceably,  un- 
der a  treaty  agreement  which  had  been  in 


existence  for  28  years  and  for  about  25  of 
those  years  had  been  controlled  by  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  of  London. 

During  this  time,  the  homemade  provi- 
sional government  was  functioning,  with 
executive,  legislative,  and  Judicial  depart- 
ments. All  efforu  to  get  Congress  to  extend 
a  helping  hand  had  failed.  Some  authorities 
in  offlciHl  Washington  had  taken  the  position 
that,  until  the  dividing  line  was  determined. 
Congress  should  not  interfere.  The  treaty 
of  June  15,  1846,  put  an  end  to  that  argu- 
ment.    Still  Congress  delayed. 

Meanwhile  the  people  in  Oregon  grew  Im- 
patient. They  were  dissatisfied  with  certain 
provisions  of  the  treaty  which  they  consid- 
ered favored  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
They  also  disliked  the  Idea  that  Congress  was 
discussing  H  bill  which  provided  that  the 
officers  of  the  new  Territory,  when  estab- 
lished, should  be  appointed  by  the  President. 
Hadn't  they  set  up  their  own  government  In 
1843,  elected  their  own  officers,  and  legislated 
for  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  all  the  Oregon 
country,  and  maintained  a  stable  govern- 
ment in  working  order  since  then?  Why, 
then,  they  asked,  after  having  successfully 
carried  the  burden  without  help  from  Con- 
gress, should  it  be  necessary,  that  the  Presi- 
dent should  appoint  their  officers  and  Judges? 
The  answer  was — precedent.  They  an- 
swered, that  in  other  Territorial  governments 
the  local  people  had  not  organized  an  Inde- 
pendent government  and  governed  them- 
selves, as  had  the  people  of  Oregon. 

The  result  was  that  the  provisional  presi- 
dent sent  J  Qutnn  Thornton  as  a  representa- 
tive to  Washington.  The  legislature  also  sent 
an  emissary,  the  colorful  Joe  Meek.  Hence. 
these  two  men  went  to  Washington  to  press 
the  merits  of  the  people  of  the  Oregon 
country. 

In  December  1848.  President  Polk  urged 
Congress  to  grant  the  Oregon  country  a 
Territorial  status.  Unfortunately,  the  ques- 
tion of  slavery  was  rearing  Its  ugly  head. 
Bills  were  introduced  In  both  the  Senate  and 
the  Houfe.  Both  contained  the  antlslavery 
clause.  Favoring  passage  were  Senators 
Douglas  (Illinois),  Benton  (Missouri),  Hous- 
ton (Texas),  Webster  (Massachusetts),  Dlx 
(New  York),  and  Corwin  (Ohio);  while  op- 
posed were  Calhoun  and  Butler  (South  Caro- 
lina), Mason  (Virginia),  and  Foote  (Mis- 
sissippi) . 

The  battle  was  bitter,  and  waged  without 
asking  or  giving  quarter,  periodically  through 
the  year  1847.  and  until  August  13,  1948, 
when  Senator  Benton  was  successful  In 
forcing  the  bill  through.  It  was  signed  on 
August  14.  1848.  and  t>ecame  law. 

The  President  appointed  Joseph  Lane  to  be 
the  nrst  Territorial  governor.  It  took  Lane 
until  March  3.  1849.  to  reach  Oregon  and 
issue  a  proclamation  declaring  the  Oregon 
country  to  have  Territorial  status.  This 
having  been  done.  Governor  Abernethy,  the 
provisional  governor,  cheerfully  surrendered 
the  provisional  government  In  full  working 
order    to   the    Territorial    governor. 

In  conclusion,  we  see  that  the  Oregon 
country  was  called  New  England  by  Sir  Fran- 
cis Drake  a  quarter  of  a  century  before  there 
was  any  permanent  white  settlement  on  the 
Atlantic  coast  of  the  United  States:  that 
an  unusual  chain  of  events  delayed  Its  dis- 
covery for  more  than  100  years  after  lands, 
both  to  the  north  and  to  the  south  of  It, 
had  been  discovered:  that  the  origin  of  the 
name  "Oregon  "  had  remained  hidden,  despite 
the  persistent  research  of  scholars;  that  the 
Oregon  country,  which  comprises  the  present 
States  of  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho,  and 
the  western  fringes  of  Montana  and  Wyo- 
ming, Is  the  only  section  of  the  United  States 
to  become  a  part  of  the  Union  through 
colonization  and  diplomacy,  and  not  as  a 
result  of  war  or  purchase;  that  It  established 
and  maintained  its  own  local  government 
for  a  period  of  6  years  In  the  face  of  the 
unwillingness  of  Congress  to  give  aid  or 
even  encouragement:  and  finally,  when  It 
■*fas  granted  Territorial  status,  the  people  of 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1067 


Oregon  turned  over  this  local  government 
in  full  working  order,  and  It  became  the 
Territorial  government,  an  •ccorapllahment 
not  equaled  by  any  other  State  in  the  Union. 
Because  of  these  facts.  Oregon  Is  herein 
represented  as  the  unique  prise. 

tV.  DB.  JOKM  M'LOUCHLJIf 

Dr.  John  McLoughlln  was  l»rn  at  BlvMre- 
du-Loup.  In  the  ProTinee  of  Quebec,  Canada, 
on  October  19.  1784.  He  was  of  mixed  ScoU 
tlsh,  Irish,  and  French  ancestry.  His  grand- 
fHther,  also  John  McLoushlin.  came  from 
Scotland,  married  Mary  Short,  an  Irish- 
woman, and  settled  on  a  farm  near  Rivl^re- 
du-Loup.  To  them  was  bom  a  son,  John, 
v,ho  succeeded  his  father  on  the  farm.  Ha 
was  not  content  to  marry  into  the  farming 
ranks.  Across  the  8t,  I^wrenoe  River  from 
the  farm  of  the  son  John,  lived  Malcolm 
Eraser,  a  member  of  the  landed  gentry  well 
known  In  the  community,  and  a  person  of 
means.  The  son  John,  the  farmer,  wed  An- 
gelique,  the  daughter  of  this  Malcolm  Fraser, 
the  most  prominent  citizen  of  Murray  Bay. 
Ang^llque's  mothsr  was  Marie  Allaire,  a 
French  Canadian.  Out  of  this  union  came 
a  son  John,  the  John  of  our  interest,  being 
the  third  John  In  thla  indicated  line.  His 
mother  was  a  Catholic,  and  the  young  John 
was  baptized  Jean  Baptlste  at  Kamouraska  by 
the  local  priest:  he  died  in  the  faith  of  his 
mother,  and  lies  burled  in  Oregon  City. 
Oreg.  It  is  this  sucoeoslon  of  marriages  and 
births  which  gave  the  subject  of  this  sketch 
the  mlxtvire  of  Scottish.  Irish,  and  French 
blood,  as  indicated  above. 

Little  seems  to  be  known  of  the  childhood 
of  this  young  John  McLoughlln.  Doubtless 
he  made  visits  to  the  home  of  his  grand- 
father Fraser,  where  he  seems  to  have  been 
a  welcome  visitor.  Here  he  may  hare  met 
two  brothers  of  his  mother,  Alexander  aiMl 
Simon  Fraser.  Simon  had  been  a  physician, 
in  the  Black  Watch  Regiment  of  the  earlier 
Napoleonic  wars.  Alexander  was  a  fur 
trader,  and  eventually  became  a  wintering 
partner  of  the  North  West  Company.  In  these 
two  uncles  one  sees  the  fingerboards  of  the 
road  young  John  McLaughlin  was  destined 
to  follow. 

When  not  more  than  14  year*  of  age.  the 
young  man  began  his  medical  apprentice- 
ship under  Dr.  James  Fiaher,  one  of  the  most 
prominent  physicians  of  his  day,  with  whom 
he  studied  for  4^  years.  He  was  admitted  to 
practice  at  the  age  of  19.  Thus  we  see  the 
possible  influence  of  Uncle  Simon  Fraser. 

Very  soon  after  having  l>een  given  a  license 
to  practice,  young  John  cast  his  lot  with  the 
North  West  Company  apparently  as  a  result 
of  an  attractive  promise  made  to  him  through 
the  efforts  of  his  Uncle  Simon.  Whether  or 
not  his  Uncle  Alexander  may  have  stimu- 
lated Simon  McTaviah.  the  most  powerfid 
person  in  said  company,  to  make  Uie  offer, 
is  unknown.  But  it  does  not  seem  a  far 
cry  to  believe  that  the  young  doctor  must 
have  heard  much  of  the  fur  trade  In  his 
boyhood  associations  in  ths  home  of  hU 
grandfather  Fraser, 

Thus  In  1803  young  Dr.  McLoughlln  began 
his  services  under  a  S-yeor  contract  with  the 
North  West  Company  on  a  salary  of  £30  a 
year.  At  the  end  of  the  period  (1808)  he 
was  re-engaged,  for  3  years,  at  a  salary  of 
£200  a  year,  which  contract  was  again  re- 
newed for  2  years  (1811-14)  when  he  became 
a  wintering  partner  of  the  company. 

He  seems  to  have  been  popular  among  his 
associates  who  were  Increasingly  annoyed 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  comptany  was 
being  conducted.  It  was  fast  becoming  evi- 
dent that  an  open  clash  with  the  bitter  rival, 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company  was  In  the  ofllng. 
The  rivalry  was  so  keen  that  the  profits  of 
both  companies  were  nearlng  the  vanishing 
point.  Prudence  indicated  the  necessity  of 
a  working  agreement  between  the  companies. 
The  agents  of  the  North  West  Company  stood 
firm  to  drive  ahead  into  disaster. 

At  this  point  Dr.  McLoughlln  led  tbe  dis- 
contented wintering  partners  in  a  rebellion 


against  the  agents.  In  the  end,  they  were 
forced  to  open  negotiations  In  London  with 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  which  ended  in 
the  coalition  of  the  North  West  Company 
and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  in  March 
1831.  Dr.  McLoughlln  was  in  London  dur- 
ing the  negotiations,  but  did  not  figure  di- 
rectly in  them. 

Among  the  assets  of  the  North  West  Com- 
pany, which  fell  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, was  all  the  property  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  with  hetulquarters  at  Astoria,  re- 
named Fort  O^oiT^.  On  July  10,  1824.  Dr. 
McLoughlln  was  appointed  head  of  this  re- 
gion known  as  the  Ccdumbia  district. 

The  slgnlflcanoe  of  this  appointment  to  the 
Pacific  Northwest  lies  in  the  fact  that  the 
treaty  of  1818.  between  Britain  and  the 
United  States,  settled  the  dividing  line  be- 
tween the  present  Canada  and  the  United 
States  between  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and 
the  Rocky  Mountains,  leaving  the  part  west 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains  unsettled  and  often 
to  future  negotiations.  This  resulted  in  this 
district  ultimately  t>elng  open  to  Joint  occu- 
pancy, and  thus  ultimately  to  go  to  the 
country  which  settled  it. 

Hence.  Dr.  McLoughlln  became  a  most  Im- 
portant personage  because,  as  the  chief 
authority  in  this  district  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  a  distinctly  British  organiza- 
tion, he  was  looked  upon  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  British  interests  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest.  After  dealing  for  10  years  with 
the  Indians  of  his  district,  he  felt  the  neces- 
sity of  having  missionary  work  done  among 
them,  so  that  when  Jason  Lee  and  his  Uttle 
band  of  Methodist  missionaries  arrived  in 
Oregon  in  1834.  he  welcomed  them  and  aided 
them  in  getting  established  along  the  Wil- 
Ilamette  River  some  10  miles  north  of  the 
present  Salem. 

In  1843  eame  the  first  overland  train  of 
settlers  to  Oregon.  Ttvey  were  in  no  sense 
missionaries,  nor  in  the  least  interested  in 
the  salvation  of  the  Indians.  They  came  for 
agricultural  purposes,  and  were  destined  to 
rim  counter  to  the  interests  represented  by 
Dr.  McLoughlln,  who  wished  the  country  to 
remain  unsettled  and  the  home  of  fur- 
bearing  animals. 

Even  thoiigh  it  was  evident  that  there  was 
this  conflict  of  interest,  yet  Dr.  McLoughlln 
received  these  settlers  pleasantly,  made  them 
loans,  and  ministered  to  their  needs. 

The  early  pioneers  were  fortunate  in  that 
Dr.  McLoughlln  was  in  conunand  in  the 
Northwest  wl^n  they  came.  It  is  not  that 
a  man  less  favorably  inclined  could  have 
prevented  their  settling,  but  he  could  have 
greatly  Increased  the  hardships  of  their  lot 
which  were  severe  enotigh  at  hest. 

Dr.  McLoughlln  resigned  his  position  in 
1845  and  built  his  home  in  Oregon  City.  He 
took  oath  in  Mefy  1849.  and  made  his  declara- 
tion to  become  an  American  citizen.  He  died 
in  his  home  in  Oregon  City,  September  8, 
1857. 

As  evidence  of  the  feeling  of  the  pioneers 
towttfd  Dr.  McLoughlln,  the  board  of  direc- 
tors of  the  Oregon  Pioneer  Association  passed 
a  resolution  at  their  annual  meeting  on 
January  18-19.  1886,  asking  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Oregon  to  appropriate  funds 
"to  erect  a  suitable  montnnent  to  the  mem- 
cry  of  the  late  Dr.  John  McLoughlln,  of  Ore- 
gon City,  and  to  place  It  In  the  statehouse." 
A  committee  was  appointed  to  bring  this 
to  pass.  David  P.  Thompson  was  chairman. 
Ilils  committee  recommended  that  a  life- 
size  oil  portrait  of  the  doctor  be  painted  by 
William  OogsweU. 

Tbe  House  Journal  of  February  6,  1889. 
shows  that  this  portrait  was  presented  to  the 
State  of  Oregon  at  a  Joint  meeting  of  the 
house  and  senate  held  in  the  house  at  7:30 
p.  m.,  all  members  of  both  house  and  senate 
being  present.  John  Mlnto  presented  the 
portrait  on  behalf  of  the  Oregon  Pioneer  As- 
sociation, and  it  was  accepted  by  Sylvester 
Pennoyer,  Governor  of  Oregon,  and  hung  be- 
hind the  chair  of  the  president  of  the  senate, 
where  it  remained  till  it  was  burned  in  the 


fire  which  destroyed  tbe  Capitol  Building  on 
AprU  2S,  1935. 

In  presenting  this  portrait  John  Minto 
said: 

"In  recognition  of  the  worthy  manna-  In 
which  Dr.  Joht^  McLoughlln  filled  his  trying 
and  responsible  position,  in  the  heartfelt 
glow  of  a  grateful  remembrance  of  his  hu- 
mane and  noble  conduct  to  them,  the  Oregon 
pioneers  leave  this  portrait  with  you,  hoping 
that  their  descendants  will  not  forget  the 
friend  of  their  fathers." 

In  accepting  the  portrait  on  behalf  of  tbe 
State  of  Oregon  Sylvester  Pennoyer,  Gov- 
ernor, said: 

"Then  let  this  picture  of  the  grand  old 
nuin,  whose  numerous  deeds  of  chsrlty  are 
inseparably  woven  in  the  etuiy  history  of  our 
State,  ever  enjoy  the  place  of  honor  it  now 
holds;  and  when  our  children  and  our  chil- 
dren's children  shall  visit  these  venerable 
halls,  let  them  pause  before  the  portrait  of 
this  venerable  man  and  do  homage  to  his 
memory." 

▼.  UV.  JASON  i.n 

"Jason  Lee  was  descended  from  a  sttirdy 
Old  England  and  New  England  ancestry,"  we 
are  told  by  his  biographer.  Cornelius  J. 
Broenan. 

An  old  country  forebear,  John  Lee,  mi- 
grated to  America  in  1634  and  became  one  of 
the  early  settlers  of  Newton,  near  Cambridge, 
Mass. 

Daniel  Lee,  the  father  of  Jason  Lee,  when 
a  youth  of  22  years,  saw  his  first  Revolu- 
tionary action,  the  Battle  of  Lexington. 
Later  (June  1776)  he  enlisted  with  his 
brother  in  the  Wadsworth  Brigade,  and  went 
to  reinforce  General  Washington  in  his  oper- 
ations in  and  around  New  York  City,  and 
was  in  the  Battle  of  White  Plains,  October  20. 
1776,  where  his  brigade  suffered  losses. 

On  January  8,  1778,  Daniel  Lee  married 
Sarah  Whitacre,  the  daughter  of  a  farmer 
near  the  town  of  Stafford,  Conn.  Sarah  also 
was  descended  from  old  and  sturdy  New 
England  stock.  After  marriage  they  lived 
for  some  years  on  a  farm  near  Wllllngton, 
Conn.:  but  later,  probably  alx)ut  1798,  they 
migrated  to  a  farm  of  400  acres  of  virgta 
timl>er,  near  the  present  town  of  Stanstead, 
Quebec.  When  Daniel  Lee  moved  north,  his 
land  was  considered  to  be  part  of  Vermont, 
and  remained  so  until  tlie  international  sur- 
vey ran  the  dividing  line  between  Vermont 
and  the  Province  of  Quebec  through  this 
settlement  of  Connecticut  and  Vermont  pio- 
neers. When  the  line  was  ultimately  estab-t 
llshed  (1842),  Daniel  Lee's  log  house  was 
north  thereof,  and  hence,  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec. 

In  this  log  bouse  on  June  28,  ISOS,  Jason 
Lee  was  bom,  the  youngest  of  16  children. 
9  boys  and  6  girls.  The  father  died  when 
Jason  was  8  years  of  age.  Jason  received 
his  early  education  in  the  village  school  In 
Stanstead.  At  the  age  of  13,  young  Lee  was 
self-supporting.  He  followed  the  occupa- 
tion of  a  farmer  boy  in  a  new  country.  As 
he  expressed  it,  "He  was  brought  up  to  hard 
work."  and  "had  seen  the  day  when  he  could 
chop  a  cord  of  sugar  maple  in  2  hours." 

He  was  converted  by  a  Wesleyan  mlsrion- 
ary  in  1826.  In  his  diary  be  spoke  of  his 
conversation:  "I  saw.  I  believed,  I  repented." 
He  continued  to  work  as  a  manual  laborer 
for  3  years  thereafter  or  imtU  183S.  In  that 
year  he  entered  Wllbraham  Academy,  at 
Wilbraham.  Mass..  a  rising  Methodist  insti- 
tution where  he  had  the  care  of  all  the  boys 
m  a  large  sleeping  hall.  In  which  Lee  had 
room  No.  13. 

Bishc^  Osmon  C.  Baker,  a  classmate  of  Ja- 
son Lee.  leaves  the  following  pen  pictur* 
of  him: 

"Jason  Lee  was  a  large,  athletic  yotmg  man. 
6  feet  and  3  Inches  in  height,  with  a  fully 
developed  frame  and  a  constitution  like  iron. 
His  piety  was  deep  and  uniform,  and  bis 
life,  in  a  very  uncommon  degree,  pure  and 
exemplary.  In  those  days  of  extensive  and 
powerful  revivals,  I  tised  to  observe,  wltb 
what  confidence  and  aatlsfactlon,  seekers  of 
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retlglon  woiUd  place  themaelvM  under  his 
Instruction.  They  regarded  hhn  M  a  right- 
eous man  whose  prayers  availed  much;  and 
when  there  were  Indications  that  the  Holy 
Spirit  was  moving  In  the  heart  of  the  sinner 
within  the  circle  of  his  acquaintance.  hU 
warm  Christian  heart  would  Incite  him  to 
constant  labor  until  deliverance  would  be 
proclaimed  to  the  captive." 

After  graduation  at  Wllbraham  in  1830.  Lee 
served  as  a  teacher  In  the  Stanstead  Academy 
and  preached  In  the  adjoining  towns,  and 
continued  In  this  capacity  untU  the  opening 
came  to  go  to  Oregon.  While  contemplat- 
ing how  he  was  to  get  to  Oregon,  he  saw  in 
a  Boston  newspaper  that  Capt.  Nathaniel 
Wyeth.  of  Cambridge,  Mass.,  had  returned 
from  Oregon  and  was  planning  to  go  there 
again  the  following  spring.  He  hastened  to 
Boston  and  arranged  to  accompany  Wyeth 
on  his  second  trip,  which  was  to  leave  In- 
dependence, Ifo..  In  April  1834. 

The  meeting  with  Wyeth  was  in  November 

1833.  Between  that  time  and  the  date  set 
for  the  depcu^ure  to  Oregon,  Jason  Lee  went 
about  New  England,  accompanied  by  two  In- 
dian boys  whom  Wyeth  had  brought  with 
him  from  Oregon,  preaching  and  addressing 
various  missionary  groups  where  collections 
were  taken  for  his  work  in  Oregon.  The  In- 
dian boys  drew  reccntl  crowds.  One  such 
meeting  was  held  in  Lynn,  Mass.  The  Zlon 
Herald  published  a  graphic  account  thereof 
In  part  as  follows: 

"Last  Sabbath  evening  there  was  an  ad- 
dress by  Rev.  Jason  Lee,  missionary  to  the 
Plat  Heads.  It  was  one  of  the  most  pleasant 
meetings  ever  held  in  Lynn,  of  a  missionary 
character.  Long  before  the  time  appointed 
to  commence,  the  house  was  thronged  to 
overflowing,  and  the  audience  hung  upon 
the  lips  cf  the  speakers  with  such  an  in- 
terest that  it  could  not  be  mistaken.  The 
coUectloit  did  honor  to  Lynn;  It  amounted  to 
•lOO." 

Monday.  April  28,  1834,  the  cavalcade  head- 
ed by  Nathaniel  Wyeth.  of  which  Jason  Lee 
and  his  party  of  four  companions  were  a  part, 
headed  out  of  St.  Louis  for  Oregon.  Lee,  in 
a  letter  written  en  route,  said  that  Wyetb's 
party  was  the  most  profane  company  I  think 
that  I  was  ever  in. 

En  route  Lee  preached  at  Fort  Hall,  a  brief, 
but  excellent  and  appropriate  exhortation 
on  July  37.  1834.  noted  as  the  first  formal 
Protestant  religious  observance  to  be  held  In 
the  vast  interior  lying  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  Captain  Wyeth  remained  to 
finish  Port  Hall,  and  Lee  and  his  party  pro- 
ceeded to  Port  Boise  under  the  escort  of 
Thomas  McKay,  and  his  Hudson's  Bay  bri- 
gade. Prom  this  point  they  Journeyed  alone 
to  Port  Walla  Walla,  arriving  September  1. 
While  here.  Wyeth  and  his  party  rejoined 
them,  and  together  they  proceeded  to  Port 
Vancouver  where  they  arrived  September  15. 

1834,  warmly  welcomed  by  Dr.  John  Mc- 
Loughlln. 

At  the  suggestion  and  under  the  guidance 
of  Dr.  McLoughlin.  Jason  Lee  and  his  com- 
panions. E>anlel  Lee.  his  nephew,  and  Messrs. 
Courtney  N.  Walker.  Cyrus  Shepard.  and 
Philip  L.  Edwards,  located  their  mission  on 
the  east  bank  of  the  Willamette  River.  10 
miles  north  of  the  present  city  of  Salem. 

But  Lee  soon  became  convinced  that  he 
must  have  reinforcements,  and  among  them 
should  be  women. 

Accordingly  on  March  36.  1838,  Lee  started 
on  his  return  trip  to  New  York,  carrying 
with  him  a  petition  signed  by  36  Americans, 
including  every  member  of  the  mission. 
This  memorable  document  is  said  to  have 
been  Inspired  by  Lee.  The  petition  set  forth 
the  virtues  of  the  Oregon  country  and  Its 
commercial  advantages,  and  urged  the 
United  States  to  take  formal  and  speedy 
possession.  The  document  is  dated  March 
16.  1838.  and  was  presented  to  the  Senate  on 
January  28.  1839.  by  Senator  Linn.  Thus 
early  did  Lee  Interest  himself  in  the  political 
welfare  of  Oregon. 


On  his  Jotimey,  he  spoke  at  Alton.  HI..  St. 
Louis.  Carllnvllle.  Jacksonville.  Springfield, 
Peoria,  and  Chicago.  In  New  York  he  im- 
pressed the  board  of  managers  of  the  Mission- 
ary Society  of  the  Methodist  Church  with  the 
importance  of  the  work.  As  a  result  they 
had  him  go  on  three  extended  speaking 
tours,  one  in  and  about  Philadelphia  and 
Washington:  another  in  New  England,  from 
Connecticut  to  Canada,  and  the  third 
through  New  York  State.  He  spoke  to 
crowded  bouses.  In  Hartford.  Conn.,  by  way 
of  Illustration,  "hundreds  went  away  unable 
to  gain  admittance  into  the  church;"  and 
thousands  thus  had  Oregon  and  its  Impor- 
tance brought  to  their  attention. 

The  missionary  society  chartered  the  sail- 
ing vessel  Lausanne  to  carry  a  large  party  of 
missionaries  (51  persons)  and  their  supplies 
to  Oregon  This  group  was  purely  for  mis- 
sionary purposes.  On  October  9.  1839,  the 
party  set  sail.  The  Lausanne  dropped  an- 
chor at  Fort  Vancouver  June  1.  1840.  after  a 
voyage  of  almost  8  months.  Dr.  McLoughlin 
greeted  them  most  cordially  and  entertained 
them  at  the  fort,  providing  comfortable  ac- 
commodations such  as  a  private  sitting  room 
and  special  dining  tables. 

The  site  of  the  so-called  Old  Mission  on 
the  Willamette  was  fast  proving  to  be  un- 
satisfactory. It  was  low,  malarial,  and  sub- 
ject to  ln\indatlon.  Lee  had  brought  with 
him  machinery  for  both  a  sawmill  and  a 
gristmill.  There  was  no  location  for  then\ 
at  the  old  mission,  while  at  Chemeketa.  10 
miles  to  the  south,  was  a  stream  with  suf- 
ficient water  In  winter  to  operate  them. 
Thus  It  wa»  that  the  machinery  for  the  mills 
was  sent  there  Immediately.  When  the  saw- 
mill was  ready  It  began  to  cut  lumber  for  a 
house  for  I,ee.  In  1841.  a  ad  for  another  house 
callcl  the  "Parsonage."  for  the  missionary 
teachers;  and  finally,  for  the  new  Indian 
school  buildings.  This  later  became  Willam- 
ette University. 

But  soon  the  mission  fell  Into  evil  ways. 
The  Indian  population  had  been  depleted  by 
diseases  of  the  white  man  to  which  the  In- 
dians succumbed  In  great  numbers.  Dis- 
satisfaction arose  among  the  missionaries 
and  their  various  assignments.  Complaints 
continued  "-o  reach  the  missionary  headquar- 
ters In  New  York.  Many  of  these  were  from 
dissatisfied  missionaries  who  had  returned 
to  New  York  from  Oregon.  The  letters 
from  the  board,  touching  these  complaints, 
convinced  Lee  that  he  should  return  to  New 
York  In  th>*  hope  of  making  satisfactory  ex- 
planations. 

Accordingly,  in  late  November  1843,  Lee 
bade  farewell  to  his  Chemeketa  friends  and 
associates  and  headed  for  New  York  with  his 
only  daughter,  then  nearly  2  years  old.  In 
company  with  Gustavus  Hlnes  and  wife. 

He  apF>e(ired  before  his  board  on  July  1, 
and  continued  to  do  so  until  July  10,  1844. 
In  the  end.  the  board  cleared  him  of  the 
charges  which  had  been  preferred  by  his  dis- 
satisfied associates.  But  It  was  too  late  to 
return  him  to  Oregon.  The  board  had  pre- 
viously app^>lnted  his  successor  who  was  then 
in  Oregon. 

Lee  left  -loon  afterwards  and  went  to  be 
with  a  sister  at  Stanstead.  his  t>oybood  home. 
Here  he  wns  stricken  with  an  Illness  from 
which  he  died  on  March  12,  1845.  He  was 
burled  In  tlie  graveyard  at  Stanstead.  where 
his  body  remained  till  on  June  15.  1906. 
when  his  remains  were  moved  to  the  Lee 
Mission  Cemetery  at  Salem,  Oreg. 

On  October  26,  1920,  an  oil  painting  of 
Jason  Lee  was  presented  to  the  State  of 
Oregon.  Tlie  portrait  was  done  by  Mr.  Ves- 
per George,  of  Boston,  Mass.  The  funds  for 
the  same  were  provided  by  the  Oregon  Con- 
ference of  the  Methodist  B:plBcopal  Church. 
The  portrait  was  hung  behind  the  chair  of 
the  speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
In  the  Statft  Capitol  In  Salem,  Oreg.,  where 
It  hung  until  destroyed  when  the  building 
burned  on  April  25,  1935. 


The  portrait  was  presented  by  Thomas  A. 
McBride,  Justice,  Oregon  State  Supreme 
Court.    He  said  in  part: 

'•The  precious  Jewel  of  a  commonwealth; 
the  one  thing  above  all  others  which  it 
should  treasure.  Is  the  memory  of  those 
grand  and  self-sacrificing  men  and  women 
who  laid  the  foundations  of  tu  greatness  and 
prosperity. 

"One  of  these  treasured  memories  is  the 
life  and  work  of  Jason  Lee.  the  founder  of 
American  civilisation  in  Oregon.  Lee  com- 
bined the  fervor  of  a  missionary,  the  fore- 
sight of  a  seer,  and  the  patriotism  of  a  loyal 
citizen." 

The  portrait  was  accepted  on  the  part  of 
the  State  by  Ben  W.  Olcott,  Oovemor  of 
Oregon.     He  said  In  part: 

"Unhesitatingly  I  say  that  Jason  Lee  was 
Oregon's  most  heroic  figure.  By  every  right 
of  achievement,  by  every  right  of  peaceful 
conquest,  this  portrait  of  Jason  Lee  should 
adorn  the  halls  of  the  capltol  building  in 
our  State,  as  long  as  those  capltol  buildings 
stand. ' 


COMMITTEE  SERVICE  OP  SENATOR 
MORSE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
turn  my  attention  to  an  entirely  differ* 
ent  subject. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  Inserted  In  the  Congres- 
sional Record  at  thLs  point  an  excerpt 
from  an  article  entitled  "Morsi  Wins 
Support  of  Portland  Unions."  which  was 
published  in  the  Oregon  Journal  of 
Tuesday.  February  3.  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
MoasB  Wins   Sxtttokt  or  PoaTLAND  Unions 

Organized  labor  In  Portland — the  A.  P.  of  L., 
CIO.  railroad  brotherhoods,  and  independent 
longshoremen— today  Joined  in  a  chorus  of 
protest  against  removal  of  Senator  Watns 
Morse  from  the  Senate  Labor  Committee. 

The  vigorous  complaints  had  their  origin 
In  a  statement  made  by  Chuck  Hoffman,  del- 
egate for  A  P.  of  L.  electrical  workers  to  the 
Portland  Central  Labor  Council.  He  told  the 
council  Monday  night.  "Moaaa  U  fighting 
alone.     We  should  give  him  support." 

At  his  suggestion  the  council  passed  a  mo- 
tion requesting  the  national  executive  board 
of  the  A.  F.  of  L .  now  In  session  at  Miami. 
Fla  ,  to  protest  the  disciplining  ot  the  Oregon 
Senator. 

CIO  leaders  In  Portland  said  they  are  tak- 
ing similar  action.  Longshoremen  said  they 
had  always  supported  Mosse  and  were  with 
him  now.  Top  leaders  of  the  railroad 
brotherhoods  were  attending  meeting  in  Salt 
Lake  City  but  their  offices  said  the  brother- 
hoods were  strongly  in  sympathy  with  the 
action  of  the  Portland  Central  Labor  Council. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Congressional  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks  an  excerpt  from  an  article 
entitled  "Central  Council  Urges  A.  F.  of  L. 
To  Protest  Morses  Removal  From  Labor 
Group  of  Senate,"  published  In  the  Ore- 
gonian  of  Tuesday.  February  3.  1953. 

There  bein^  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Portland  Central  Labor  Council  Monday 
night  determined  to  prod  the  A.  P  of  L. 
executive  council,  sitting  at  Miami.  Pla..  into 
protesting  the  removal  of  Senator  Watnb 
Morse  from  the  Senate  Labor  Committee. 

But  It  rejected  a  proposal  to  call  on  the 
same  authority  to  clean  up  the  New  York 
waterfront  mess  where  crime  investigators 
have  charged  racketeering,  corruption,  cargo 
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pilferage  to  members  of  the  A.  F.  of  X*.  long- 
shoremen's union. 

In  its  move  to  8*:lr  the  A.  P.  (rf  L.  council 
into  action  on  the  removal  of  Mobsb  from  the 
Senate  Labor  Committee,  the  Portland  Coun- 
cil urged  that  all  international  unions  also 
be  enlisted  in  the  drive  to  get  him  back. 


AMERICA'S  NATURAL  RESOURCES- 
ELECTRIC  POWER  POLICY 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
now  to  address  myself  to  another  subject. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  very  important 
that  I  do  some  of  my  committee  work 
on  the  floor  of  tlie  Senate,  because  I  am 
well  aware  of  the  fact  that,  it  being 
Friday  afternoon,  a  good  many  of  my 
colleagues  necessarily  are  out  of  the  city 
and  will  perhaps  appreciate  my  doing  my 
floor  committee  work  in  their  absence, 
but  making  available  to  them  in  the 
Congressional  Rxcoao  the  results  of  that 
work. 

I  wish  to  announce  that  today  I  shall 
pive  the  first  of  a  series  of  speeches  in 
the  Senate  on  the  general  subject  of  our 
natural  resources  and  their  development 
and  use.  I  shall  dedicate  these  speeches 
to  one  of  the  groat  liberals  of  our  his- 
tory, one  of  the  great  students  of  natural 
resource  problems,  and  one  of  the  great- 
est statesmen  who  ever  trod  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  refer, 
of  course,  to  the  late  great  Senator  from 
Nebraska.  George  Norris.  We  cannot  fill 
his  shoes,  Mr.  President,  but  we  can  try 
to  walk  in  his  footsteps.  We  can  note 
and  follow  his  footprints  of  statesman- 
ship. I  believe  il  to  be  very  important, 
at  this  particular  time,  with  all  the  con- 
flicting proFwsals  which  one  hears  with 
reference  to  what  should  happen  to  our 
natural  resources,  that  we  reflect  on 
some  of  the  great  lessons  and  teachings 
of  George  Norris.  because  I  hold  to  the 
view  that,  conservationist  that  he  was, 
he  was  thinking  decades  ahead  on  the 
question  of  the  kind  of  heritage  and  leg- 
acy we  would  leave  to  American  boys 
and  girls  a  century  hence,  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  natural  resources  of 
our  country.  Tlie  great  Norris  recog- 
nized that  the  streams,  forests,  and  pub- 
lic domain  of  the  United  States  Iwlong 
to  the  p>eople  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  the  people  cf  each  generation  hold 
those  resources  as  trustees  for  Ameri- 
cans yet  to  be  bom. 

Because  I  feel  so  deeply  about  the 
problem  of  conserving,  preserving,  and 
protecting  the  natural  resources  of  our 
country  for  generations  of  Americans  yet 
unborn.  I  propose?  today  to  give  the  first 
of  a  series  of  sp)eeches  which  I  shall  de- 
liver in  the  months  ahead  on  the  entire 
problem  of  natural  resources. 

CONCaZSSIONAL    ELBCTSIC    POWm    POLICY 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  Just  said,  the 
natural  resources  of  the  country  are  held 
by  the  people  of  our  generation  in  trust 
for  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  future 
generations  of  Americans. 

We  must  be  on  guard  against  any  and 
all  attempts  to  waste  and  exploit  these 
resources  for  selfish  economic  interests 
of  those  who  are  inclined  to  place  their 
profits  above  the  general  welfare. 
Therefore,  I  propose  to  deliver  in  the 
Senate  from  time  to  time  over  the  next 
few  months,  a  s<jries  of  speeches  deal- 
ing with  some  of  the  vital  problems  and 


questions  involved  in  developing  and 
maintaining  a  sound  conservation  pro- 
gram for  our  country. 

Such  a  program  is  necessary  if  we  are 
to  keep  faith  with  the  historic  work  in 
the  field  of  conservation  conducted  by 
two  liberal  and  sound  conservationists — 
Teddy  Roosevelt  and  Gifford  Pinchot.  I 
plan  to  deliver  this  series  of  speeches 
because  I  am  satisfied  that  the  natural 
resources  planks  of  the  Republican  plat- 
form, if  enacted  into  legislation  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration,  would  prove 
to  be  a  serious  threat  to  a  soimd  con- 
servation program,  and.  would  constitute 
in  fact,  a  wasting  of  the  economic  and 
defend  potentialities  of  the  streams  and 
forests  and  public  domain  of  our 
country. 

i.xAnnwHip  or  thx  untrd  states  todat 

Today,  America  stands  as  a  foremost 
leader  of  the  democracies  in  the  world. 
Nations  large  and  small  look  to  us  for 
guidance  and  aid.  With  the  threat  of 
communism  challenging  the  free  peoples 
throughout  the  world,  the  United  States 
cannot  afford  to  falter  in  its  dedication 
to  the  democratic  quest  for  constant  im- 
provement of  the  lot  of  the  people. 

All  of  us  recognize  tbe  great  political 
contributions  that  our  democracy  has 
made  to  our  world.  These  facts  are  well 
known.  America,  the  industrial  giant, 
has  done  as  much  to  foster  and  protect 
this  political  heritage  of  all  freemen. 
Our  technological  attainments  give  us 
the  tools  with  which  to  win  the  battles 
against  armed  aggression,  and  the  strug- 
gle in  civilian  life  for  ever-higher  stand- 
ards of  living. 

WHAT  IS  THI  BASIS  OF  OUR  INDUSTRIAL  ICIGHTf 

For  generations,  infant  America  strug- 
gled along  in  an  inconspicuous  way, 
while  other  nations  assumed  leadership 
in  the  world  of  industry  and  trade. 
Then  suddenly  a  young  giant  America 
leaped  to  the  fore  as  a  leader  of  free  mfen 
everywhere. 

It  is  true  that  we  have  developed  men 
of  great  technical  genius.  Also,  we  have 
made  undreamed  improvements  in  tools 
and  in  industrial  arts  that  shot  us  for- 
ward generations  in  a  few  brief  decades. 
But  uEwn  what  were  all  these  things 
based?  What  really  made  possible  our 
vast  mass  production  in  recent  years? 
I  believe  one  of  the  answers  will  be  found 
in  the  great  prime  mover,  electric  power. 
PRIVATR  nrrriATivx  and  investment 

Many  factors  enter  into  this  unparal- 
leled record  of  achievement.  Private 
initiative  and  industry  are  of  basic  im- 
portance. We  must  recognize  the  vast 
and  steady  accomplishments  of  pilvate 
industry  here  and  throughout  the  world, 
down  ihrough  the  years.  But  this  alone 
is  not  enough  to  account  for  the  tremen- 
dous strides  the  United  States  has  made 
recently. 

the  great  CONSKRVATIONIS-rS 

We  must  look  for  something  more  than 
private  initiative  and  private  accom- 
plishments— great  as  these  things  are. 
During  the  past  five  decades  there  has 
been  a  constant  struggle  between  those 
who  believed  that  our  natural  resources 
and  water  power  were  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  people,  suid  those  who  believed 
that  they  were  for  private  exploitation. 
The  fight  on  behalf  of  the  people  was  led 


by  such  great  conservationists  as  Teddy 
Roosevelt,  Gifford  Pinchot,  and  George 
Norris.  Out  of  this  long  struggle,  which 
took  place  in  bitter  fights  in  and  out  of 
the  haUs  of  Congress,  a  great '  national 
electric  iMwer  policy  was  evolved  during 
the  last  generation. 

THE  EVOLtmON  OF  OUR  NATIONAL  POWai  POUCT 

This  national  power  policy  was  slow  in 
developing.  At  times  it  seemed  as  if  it 
never  would  materialize.  However,  after 
endless  and  weary  battles,  a  national  pol- 
icy was  formulated  in  plainly  written 
laws  of  Congress  that  told  our  people,  all 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government,  and 
the  world,  that  at  last  the  United  States 
was  on  its  way  to  preserving  its  natural 
resources  and  water  power  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  the  people.  What  were  these 
policies,  and  what  did  Congress  say? 

DAICS    SHALL    GENERATE    ELECTUdrT 

The  first  great  pillar  in  our  national 
power  policy,  I  might  say  our  basic  one. 
arose  when  Federal  dams  were  first  con- 
structed, although  no  power  use  was 
made  of  their  priceless  waters.  It  is 
hard  to  believe  that  for  many  years  all 
these  potential  low-priced  billions  of 
kilowatt -hours  were  wasted  to  America. 
It  is  a  cliche  of  economics  that  the  labor 
of  a  human  being  is  perishable,  and,  if 
unused,  is  gone  forever.  It  is  equally 
true  that  water  emptied  into  the  seas 
has  a  potential  for  power  every  bit  as 
perishable.  Once  it  has  rushed  beyond 
river  banks,  it  is  beyond  recall. 

After  a  historic  struggle.  Congress  pro- 
vided that  Federal  dams  should  include 
f swiilities  for  generating  electricity.  This 
was  a  long  time  ago.  It  first  occurred 
in  the  Reclamation  Act  of  1906,  and  has 
been  continued  ever  since. 

PUBLIC  PREFERENCE  IN   POWER  SALES 

Let  us  now  consider  the  next  principle 
that  was  determined  by  Congress  for 
our  national  power  policy.  The  Gov- 
ernment is  developing  public  property- 
streams  and  vast  networks  of  rivers — 
belonging  to  the  people.  It  is  doing  so 
with  funds  that  are  derived  from  all  the 
people.  Therefore,  it  is  both  logical  and 
reasonable  that  such  public  property,  de- 
veloped with  public  funds,  should  grant 
a  preference  to  the  same  public — or  their 
public  or  nonprofit  agencies — which 
made  such  construction  possible. 

It  seems  incredible,  Mr.  President,  that 
after  a  generation  of  struggle,  we 
should  still  hear  today  the  generation-old 
private-utility  chant  that  the  privately 
owned  and  publicly  operated  utilities 
should  be  treated  alike  in  receiving  the 
use  of  power  generated  by  public 
projects. 

The  public -preference  principle  is  no 
accidental  development  in  congressional 
law.  It  has  a  long  and  honorable  his- 
tory, based  upon  years  and  years  of 
study  which  culminated  into  law.  In  the 
Reclamation  Act  that  was  passed  in 
1906,  Congress  stated  this  principle  of 
preference  in  power  sales  to  public  agen- 
cies and  cooperatives.  Congress  did  so 
again  in  the  Raker  Act.  A  similar  pol- 
icy was  followed  in  the  Federal  Water 
Power  Act  of  1920,  and  in  the  Boulder 
Canyon  Act  of  1928.  When  Congress 
passed  the  Tennessee  Valley  Act  of  1933. 
the  public-preference  policy  was  reiter- 
ated.   The  same  was  true  of  the  Rural 
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Electrification  Act  of  1936,  the  Bonne- 
ville Act  of  1937.  and  the  Fort  Peck  Act 
of  1938. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payni  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  from  Oregon  to 
say  that  the  preference  for  municipal 
and  cooperative  power  was  first  estab- 
lished when  Theodore  Roosevelt  was 
President  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  principle  of  it  was 
established  in  1906. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  was  established  in 
the  Reclamation  Act,  which  the  late  Sen- 
ator Newlands.  of  Nevada,  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with,  I  believe. 

Mr.  MORSE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  So  it  did  not  begin 
in  1933.  under  Franklin  Roosevelt,  but 
began  under  Theodore  Roosevelt.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.     That  is  correct. 

Congress  continued  these  clearly  enun- 
ciated views  in  the  Reclamation  Act  of 
1939;  and  5  years  later  the  preference 
clause  was  continued  in  the  Flood  Con- 
trol Act  of  1944.  Thus,  the  next  pillar 
in  our  national  electric  power  policy, 
namely,  public  preference  to  public  non- 
profit bodies,  is  a  long  and  well-estab- 
lished congressional  doctrine. 

LOW   INTTRIST   KATES 

Natural  resources  are  the  property  of 
all  the  people,  and  must  be  preserved 
and  developed  for  their  benefit. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  that  by  the  time 
I  conclude  the  series  of  speeches  which 
I  intend  to  make  in  the  Senate  during 
the  next  few  months,  I  shall  at  least 
have  broadened  the  understanding  of 
the  American  people  so  that  they  will 
Indubitably  realize  that  they,  and  they 
alone,  own  the  streams  and  the  other 
great  natural  resources  of  the  United 
States.  Those  resources  do  not  belong 
to  the  private  utilities  of  our  country. 
The  forests  do  not  belong  to  the  lumber 
companies  of  our  country,  to  be  used  for 
exploitation  purposes.  The  public  do- 
main does  not  being  to  those  who  would 
seek  to  so  use  it  that  they  would  change 
the  western  plains  of  America  into  an 
eroded  China.  The  public  domain  be- 
longs to  the  people  of  our  generation  in 
tnist  for  future  generations  of  Ameri- 
cans, and  in  the  great  natural-resource 
flght  which  will  be  waged  in  this  Con- 
gress against  an  administration  which, 
in  my  judgment,  unless  it  is  checked, 
will  exploit  our  natural  resources  for 
selfish  interests.  I  see  an  arousing  of  the 
American  people  to  a  clearer  understand- 
ing of  their  vested  interest  in  their  own 
natural  resources. 

Mr.  HILL  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  ' 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  When  the  Government 
builds  a  dam  across  a  river  or  stream,  it 
Is.  or  course,  the  money  of  all  the  people 
that  goes  into  the  dam.  Therefore,  is 
it  not  right,  proper,  and  logical  that  all 
the  people  should  benefit  from  such  con- 
struction rather  than  merely  a  few? 


Mr.  MORSK  I  completely  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Alabama,  and  I  com- 
mend the  Senator  from  Alabama  and 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas  1, 
both  of  whom  are  now  on  the  floor  and 
both  of  whom  have  been  so  kind  as  to 
contribute  to  my  discussion  of  this  prob- 
lem, for  the  fights  they  have  put  up  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  years  in 
support  of  the  basic  principle  I  have  just 
enunciated.  They  are  in  support  of  our 
mutual  view  that  it  is  the  obhgation  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
tect the  heritage  of  all  the  people  in  the 
natural  resources  of  this  country.  Let 
me  say  to  my  friend  from  Alabama  that 
if  we  do  not  remain  constantly  ork guard, 
the  movement  which  is  under  way  to 
exploit  our  natural  resources  will  take 
the  form  of  law.  That  is  the  way  the 
selfish  end  of  private  interests  will  be 
accomplished.  If  we  are  not  on  our 
guard,  wlien  multiple-purpose  dams,  to 
be  built  with  the  taxpayers'  money,  are 
being  authorized,  there  will  be  inserted 
in  the  authorization  act  a  sleeper  clau.se 
which  wil]  give  to  the  private  utilities  the 
power  at  bus  bar.  If  the  private  utili- 
ties are  given  the  power  at  bus  bar.  then 
we  might  as  well  give  them  the  dam, 
because  if  they  Control  the  power  at  bus 
bar.  then  we  miRht  as  well  give  them  the 
dam.  because  if  they  control  the  power 
at  bus  bar.  they  control  the  dam.  It 
would  be  cheaper  for  them  to  get  their 
bus-bar  proposal  through  than  to  own 
the  dam.  That  is  why  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and  other  lil)eral  Senators  have  fought  so 
hard  durmg  our  terms  in  the  Senate 
for  the  building  of  Government  trans- 
mission l.jies  to  load  centers,  becau.se 
without  a  gridback  system  of  Govern- 
ment-built transmission  lines  to  load 
centers,  then  the  dams  are  made  really 
and  in  fact  the  property  of  the  private 
utilities  at  bus  bar.  That  raises  the 
question  of  entering  into  fair,  equitable, 
and  reasonable  contracts  with  all  dis- 
tributors of  power,  including  private 
utilities. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  in  a  moment. 
My  record  speaks  for  itself.  I  have  sup- 
ported on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  pro- 
posals which  will  give  to  private  utilities 
fair  contracts.  But.  Mr.  President,  the 
protection  of  the  legitimate  rights  of  the 
private  utilities  does  not  mean  an  ema.s- 
culation  of  the  preference  clause.  It 
does  not  mean  that  the  Government  i.s 
to  use  the  taxpayers'  money  to  build  the 
dams  and  generate  the  power  and  then 
discriminate  in  favor  of  the  private  util- 
ities. Afl^r  all,  it  is  the  intere.st  of  the 
taxpayers  that  ought  to  come  first,  and 
the  preference  clause  i.s  included  to  pro- 
tect the  ownership  of  the  public  in  pub- 
licly generated  power.  I  now  vield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota" 

Mr.  LA.NGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  thank  the  distingu  shed  Senator 
from  pregon,  not  only  for  yielding  to 
me.  but  for  giving  me  an  opportunity 
to  tell  him  how  much  I  appreciate  what 
he  IS  saying  here  today.  It  is  because 
of  the  fact  that  we  have  had  a  group 
of  hberal;5  on  the  Senate  floor  for  the 
past  8  or  9  years  that  we,  in  my  State 
have  612    miles  of    transmission  lines 


built  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
We  have  there  eight  cooperatives  which, 
by  their  united  efforts,  have  secured  a 
loan  from  the  Government  of  $9,500,- 
000.  making  the  total  of  nearly  $25.- 
000.000. 

I  want  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Oregon  to  know  that  that  takes  care 
of  35.000  farmers  in  the  very  center  of 
North  Dakota,  farmers  who  never  could 
have  obtained  electric  power  had  the 
Government,  as  the  Senator  has  sug- 
gested, not  stepped  in  to  help  them. 

Furthermore,  these  loans  are  amor- 
tized. Within  45  years,  those  farmers 
are  going  to  own  that  line.  They  are 
going  to  own  the  steam  plant,  and  they 
are  going  to  get  the  power  from  Gar- 
rison Dam,  one  of  the  greatest  dams 
now  being  built.  The  flght  is  on  now 
in  North  Dakota,  the  very  flght  my  dis- 
tingui.shed  friend  has  just  mentioned, 
namely,  whether  under  the  so-called 
preference  clause  the  private  utilities  are 
to  get  an  advantage  over  farm  lines 
owned  by  the  farmers'  cooperatives. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  th»  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  for  his  contribution 
to  this  discus-lion.  I  am  sure  I  need 
not  say  to  the  people  of  North  Dakota 
anything  about  the  record  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  in  supporting 
public-power  developments.  I  am  sure 
the  people  of  his  State  know  his  fine 
record,  and  I  think  it  was  one  of  the 
main  reasons  why  he  was  returned  to 
the  Senate  last  November  by  the  very 
complimentary  vote  he  received  across 
North  Dakota. 

All  I  want  to  say  to  my  friend  from 
North  Dakota — and  I  say  it  to  him  as 
a  Republican — is  that  the  Independent 
Party  welcom<'s  him  at  this  session  of 
the  Congress,  to  stand  with  it,  as  it 
will  stand  wilh  him,  in  the  fight  we 
are  going  to  have  to  make,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  protect  the  people  of  the  United 
States  from  certain  groups  within  the 
Republican  Party  that  are  out  to  exploit 
the  streams  of  America  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  private  utilities. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  repeat  that 
natural  resource.s  are  the  property  of  all 
the  people,  and  must  be  preserved  and 
developed  for  their  benefit.  It  is  proper 
and  reasonable  that  the  Government 
utilize  its  own  agencies  in  developing 
programs  for  the  preservation  of  those 
resources. 

Consequently,  under  a  wise  congres- 
sional policy,  the  Federal  Government 
has  used  its  own  lending  power  in  order 
to  make  available  to  public  projects,  the 
low  interest  rales  which  the  Government 
itself  enjoys.  Accordingly,  another  vital 
link  in  a  congressional -power  pohcy  has 
been  the  granting  of  low  interest  rates 
to  borrowers,  where  Government  funds 
are  u.sed  for  the  development  of  public 
property,  or  the  supplying  of  essential 
public  electric  power  services  not  avail- 
able previously  at  reasonable  rates. 

The  soundness  of  this  policy  is  at- 
tested to  by  the  fact  that  such  loans  have 
made  possible  large  .scale  development  of 
public  resources  and  widespread  use  of 
power  generated  from  such  public  proj- 
ects. The  fact  is  that  people  are  pros- 
pering and  enjoying  electric  rates  less 
than  one-half  of  what  rates  were  before 
Government  programs  developed  our 
natural   resources.    This    is   conclusive 
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evidence  that  such  low  rates  have  bMn 
of  tremendous  benefit  to  sJl  the  people. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  correct  in  his  understanding  that 
the  interest  rate  on  loans  to  the  REA 
Co-ops  is  approximately  2  percent? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  my  under- 
standing. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
not  also  true  that  while  the  2  percent 
rate  is  less  than  the  rate  on  long-term 
Ciovernmeiit  bonds.  It  is  higher  than  the 
rate  on  short-tenn  borrowings  of  the 
Government? 

Mr.  MORSE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  So  that  to  the  degree 
to  which  the  Government  gets  its  capital 
from  the  short-term  market  and  loans 
to  the  cooperatives,  there  is  no  net  loss 
of  interest? 

Mr.  MORSE.    Tliat  is  correct. 

POWER    roS    BEMEITr    Ijr    DOMESTIC    AND    KX7EAI. 
CON.STIlCXaS 

In  forging  this  legislation.  Congress 
wanted  the  people  to  get  the  benefit 
of  such  power.  This  Is  eminently  rea- 
sonable because  the  people's  tax  dollars 
made  such  projects;  possible.  And  in  its 
legislative  policy  Congress  declared  that 
such  power  be  us<>d  for  the  particular 
benefit  of  domestic  and  rural  consumers. 
This  policy  was  announced  in  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Act  of  1933,  and  in  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936.  This 
legislative  policy  was  continued  in  the 
Bonneville  Act  of  1937,  and  repeated  in 
the  Port  Peck  Act  of  1938. 

Only  10.9  percent  of  all  farms  in  the 
United  States  were  receiving  central- 
station  electric  service  by  1935. 

Since  its  establishment,  REA  has 
greatly  stimulated  the  extension  of  serv- 
ice into  rural  areas.  Between  1935  and 
1953,  about  4.000,000  additional  farms 
had  been  connected  to  pwwer  lines  by  all 
agencies,  public  and  priVate.  More  than 
half  of  the  farms  connected  to  central- 
station  lines  since  1935  received  electric 
service  from  REA-flnanced  systems. 

REA  estimated  that  4,740.849  of  the 
farms  recorded  in  the  1950  census,  or 
88  1  percent,  were  electrified  by  June  30, 
1952. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  dramatics  in 
social  and  economic  action.  It  is  a 
miracle  which  has  taken  place  before 
the  eyes  of  the  American  people  in  the 
short  span  of  yeara  from  1935  to  1952 — 
an  increase  in  the  electrification  of  the 
farms  of  America  from  10.9  to  88.1 
percent. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSK     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
part  which  the  REA  has  played  In  this 
marvelous  development  of  rural  elec- 
tricity has  not  cost  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment oi:  the  taxpayers  anything? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
It  has  not  cost  the  taxpayers  anything. 
It  has  been  self-liquidating  in  nature. 
But  I  say  It  has  done  more  than  that; 
it  has  created  for  the  taxpayers  of 
America  a  tremendous  wealth,  because 
out  of  this  program  there  has  been  de- 
rived   the    wealth-creating    production 


electrification  of  the  farms  of  America 
has  made  possible.  From  our  great 
natural  resources  there  has  been  created 
a  new  economic  wealth  in  the  form  of 
the  production  of  power  the  like  of  which 
It  is  difficult  to  find  a  comparable  ex- 
ample of  in  the  history  of  economic  life 
in  America. 

Mr.  HELL  The  Senator  is  making  a 
magnificent  address.  He  spoke  about 
our  resources  earlier  in  his  address.  Is 
it  not  also  true  that  REA  has  contributed 
much  to  making  possible  diversified  crop 
planning,  wise  land  use.  and  a  balanced 
agriculture  which  not  only  has  done  so 
much  for  the  farmer  but  has  also  made  a 
great  contribution  to  the  preservation  of 
America's  precious  soil? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama is  absolutely  correct.  He  knows — 
and  It  Is  good  to  get  It  Into  the  Record — 
that  the  great  advance  in  electrifying 
the  farms  of  America  has.  in  many  re- 
spects, revolutionized  American  agricul- 
ture. Not  only  has  It  Increased  the  di- 
versity of  agriculture,  but  in  the  section 
of  the  country  from  which  the  Senator 
comes.  In  fact,  throughout  the  great 
Southland  of  America,  the  bringing  of 
electrification  to  the  farms  has  had  eco-- 
nomlc  and  social  benefits  which  even  yet 
cannot  be  fully  comprehended.  But  they 
are  all  to  the  good.  They  have  resulted 
in  tremendous  economic  and  social  ad- 
vancement for  all  our  people. 

But.  Mr.  President,  let  us  stress  this 
point.  The  fact  Is  that  It  would  not  have 
happened  If  we  had  left  the  job  to  the 
private  utilities  of  America.  Why?  Be- 
cause the  private  utilities  do  not  stretch 
their  Unes  into  the  backward  areas. 
They  do  not  go  into  the  areas  where  con- 
sumers in  large  numbers  do  not  already 
exist.  They  wait  for  the  population  to  be 
there.  They  have  not  made  the  contri- 
bution they  should  have  made  to  the  de- 
velopment of  agriculture  in  America  by 
stretching  their  lines  and  helping  to  cre- 
ate a  desire  for  people  to  go  Into  the 
backward  areas  and  bring  land  there  un- 
der cultivation. 

That  is  why  I  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant that  we  keep  in  mind  the  great 
principle  of  Lincoln  when  he  talked 
about  the  relationship  of  government  to 
the  needs  of  the  people.  He  was  con- 
stantly reminding  us — and  I  have  always 
said  to  my  Republican  friends  that  they 
should  not  forget  this  basic  tenet  of  Re- 
publicanism— that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  na- 
tion composed  of  self-governing  people, 
such  as  ours,  to  do  for  all  the  people  what 
needs  to  be  done  to  advance  their  gen- 
eral welfare,  what  they  cannot  so  well  do 
for  themselves,  and  which,  by  doing  for 
them,  will  vastly  Increase  the  economic 
wealth  and  productivity  of  our  Nation. 

Oh,  It  is  not  possible  to  get  away  from 
that  social  concept  and  economic  con- 
cept of  the  great  Lincoln  In  regard  to 
the  relationship  of  government  to  the 
economic  needs  of  the  people.  Yet  we 
hear  references  to  creeping  socialism, 
some  trying  to  delude  the  American  peo- 
ple into  thinking  that  when  the  Gov- 
ernment constructs  great  multiplepur- 
pose  dams  and  builds  great  grid-back 
transmission  lines,  it  is  participating  in 
creeping  socialism. 

Let  us  not  forget  what  happened  just 
a  few  short  months  ago.   Let  us  not  for- 


get that  the  issues  of  the  campaign  then 
being  waged  are  still  the  issues  facing 
the  American  people.  Now  that  the  time 
has  come  when  the  people  can  reflect 
upon  some  of  the  fear  arguments  pre- 
sented to  them  during  the  campaign.  I 
believe  they  will  see  a  little  more  clearly 
the  relationship  between  the  develop- 
ment of  the  great  natural  resources  of 
our  country  for  the  benefit  of  our  people 
and  the  preservation  of  a  private-prop- 
erty system  and  the  so-called  free-enter- 
prise system. 

When  he  hear  people  talking  in  demo- 
goglc  fashion  about  creeping  socialism 
because  we  propose  to  preserve  for  all 
the  people  the  Nation's  natural  re- 
sources, and  develop  the  pHDtentiaUty  of 
our  streams  for  all  the  p>eople,  their 
arguments  answer  themselves. 

Just  ask  them  to  look  at  the  Hoover 
Dam  and  the  economic  development 
around  it;  to  look  at  the  Bonneville  Dam 
and  the  economic  development  around 
it;  to  the  Grand  Coulee  E>am  and  the 
economic  development  around  it.  In  the 
case  of  each  and  every  one  of  these 
multiple-purpose  dams,  if  we  look  at  the 
economic  development  around  each  one 
of  them,  we  find  a  prosperous,  growing 
private  enterprise  system,  with  busi- 
nesses coming  in  which  never  would 
have  come  in  If  the  Government  had  not 
built  the  dam.  That  Is  what  I  call  co- 
ordination and  teamwork  between  Gov- 
ernment and  private  enterprise. 

The  fact  Is,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
best  guaranty  of  tjie  preservation  of  the 
private-enterprise  system  is  not  to  let 
monopoly  gain  a  stranglehold  on  the 
Nation's  natural  resources,  because  mo- 
nopoly cannot  be  reconciled  with  private 
enterprise.  Monopnaly  chokes  to  death 
private  enterprise.  Monopoly  merely 
saves  the  profits  for  the  "big  boys." 
Monor>oly  merely  follows  the  table- 
crumb  theory,  of  brushing  off  just 
enough  of  the  economic  sustenance  from 
the  table  to  keep  the  masses  satisfied. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  enough.  The 
masses  of  our  people  are  entitled  to  be 
partners  and  participants  in  the  devel- 
opment of  the  natural  resources  of  our 
country.  That  is  why  I  say  to  my  Ub- 
eral  friends  in  the  Senate,  go  to  your 
posts.  Get  ready  to  flght,  because  I  am 
satisfled  that  In  this  session  of  Congress 
we  are  going  to  have  to  put  up  a  fight 
against  devious  attempts  to  take  away 
from  the  American  people  their  control 
over  their  own  property,  represented  by 
their  heritage  and  their  legacy  in  the 
natural  resources  of  our  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  although 
we  have  made  great  progress  since  1935, 
that  is  not  enough.  Electric  rates  were 
formerly  far  too  high.  Use  was  not  free 
or  widespread  because  the  rates  were 
prohibitive.  So  Congress  forged  the  next 
essential  link  In  Its  Federal  power  policy. 
This  related  to  the  sale  of  such  power. 
In  various  acts.  Congress  provided  that 
such  power  be  sold  at  the  lowest  possible 
rates  consistent  with  sound  business 
principles.  This  basic  congressional 
principle  was  set  forth  in  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  the  Bonne- 
ville Act  of  1937,  the  Port  Peck  Act  of 
1938,  and  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944. 
How  wise  Congress  was  can  now  be 
judged  by  the  vastly  lowered  costs  since 
this  policy  was  adopted — which  are  less 
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than  half  what  they  formerly  were — 
and  the  resulting  tremendous  upsurge  in 
popular  consumption  of  all  kinds. 
dfcoxTKAcnvc  wnn  ttsagk  amd  rasTiMiiiva 

MOlfOPOLT 

One  essential  still  remained  in  a  soxmd 
Federal  power  policy.  Accordingly,  in 
the  development  of  congressional  elec- 
tric power  policy,  the  next  principle 
enunciated  by  Congress  was  that  where 
a  Federal  project  generates  power,  in 
disposing  of  It  the  marketing  policies 
should  be  designed  to  encovirage  the  wid- 
est possible  use  of  such  power,  and.  at 
the  same  time,  to  prevent  its  monopoly. 
This  principle  was  embodied  in  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  of  1933.  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936.  the 
Bonneville  Act  of  1937,  the  Fort  Peck 
Act  of  1938,  and  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  1944. 

PIONZZXIMG   WORK   07    rEDIXAI.    AGENCirs 

Laws  that  Congress  passes  are  often 
legislative  mandates  Indicating  the  gen- 
eral outline  which  national  policies 
should  follow — blueprints  for  the  work 
to  be  undertaken.  When  such  legislation 
exists,  it  is  usually  the  technical  knowl- 
edge, initiative,  resourcefulness,  plan- 
ning, trial  and  error  of  the  responsible 
executive  agencies  that  translate  the 
blueprints  into  actual  Federal  power  pro- 
grams. Consequently,  when  we  speak 
of  the  development  of  a  congressional 
power  policy,  we  have  to  examine  the 
operation  of  the  executive  agencies  and 
departments  that  carry  out  these  con- 
gressional laws. 

We  must  pay  tribute  to  the  Federal 
executives  and  the  corps  of  civilian  em- 
ployees who  are  resporisible  (or  manning 
these  Federal  agencies.  Many  of  the 
tremendous  achievements  that  have 
taken  place  in  the  field  of  national  power 
and  federally  aided  power  programs  are 
attributable  to  the  technical  know-how 
of  these  agencies. 

Our  Nation  has  been  slow  to  develop  a 
tradition  of  public  service  which  can  be 
our  surest  safeguard  against  venality  and 
sloth  in  Government.  The  men  and 
women  who  have  dedicated  themselves 
to  providing  cheap  and  plentiful  t>ower 
for  the  people  have  also  contributed  to 
the  creation  of  a  tradition  of  unselfish 
devotion  to  the  public  welfare.  This  is  a 
little  recognized  but  important  by- 
product of  public  power. 

While  such  persons  generally  could 
earn  several  times  as  much  pay  in  privlfe 
industry,  a  devotion  to  their  Govern- 
ment and  the  people  compels  them  to 
give  their  best,  year  in  and  year  out. 
regardless  of  the  low  pay  and  the  often 
humiliating  circumstances  that  com- 
monly accompany  work  for  the  Govern- 
ment, such  as  an  attack  upon  them  by 
the  Congress,  going  so  far  as  even  to  deny 
them  pay  for  a  period  of  months,  while 
they  devote  themselves  unselfishly  and 
patriotically  to  the  development  of  the 
natural  resources  of  our  country.  Of 
course.  I  refer  to  the  Michael  Straus 
case,  and  I  digress  to  pay  my  respects  to 
Michael  Straus  for  the  interest  he  has 
manifested  In  the  people's  stake  in  the 
Nation's  natm^il  resources. 

Notwithstanding  all  this.  In  the  vari- 
ous Federal  ageiicies  that  administer  the 
national  elec^i^  power  policy  today,  we 


have  a  corps  of  men  and  women,  finely 
trained  public  servants,  who  should  be  a 
source  cf  real  pride  to  any  democracy. 
Here  we  have  a  great  operating  organiza- 
tion. The  men  and  women  have  been 
trained  for  years,  at  tremendous  cost  to 
our  Government,  in  order  to  perform 
these  technical  tasks.  They  stand  ready 
and  willing  to  serve  the  American  people 
now  as  they  always  have  before.  This 
has  been  one  of  our  main  sources  of 
strength  and  inspiration  in  carrying  out 
the  policies  that  have  been  enunciated 
by  the  Congress  in  the  various  acts  on 
Federal  power. 

WHAT  TH:!  KrmAL   rLECT»mCATION    ADMINISTRA- 
nON    HAS   ACCOMPLXSHED 

Let  U5.  glance  at  a  single  typical  illu.s- 
tration  of  power  progress,  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  which 
now  .serves  about  4  million  con.sumers  in 
46  States.  Alaska,  and  the  Virgin  Island.s. 
With  an  average  of  5  persons  to  the 
family,  this  program  is  serving  about 
20  million  p>eopIe  today. 

In  1935.  when  the  Government  soucht 
to  aid  Che  people  in  the  rural  sections 
who  were  living  in  di.-^mal  kero.sene  dark- 
ness, the  usual  cry  went  up;  'It  cant  be 
done."  There  was  good  rea.";on  to  accept 
this  conclusion.  For  nearly  a  quarter 
of  a  ctntury  the  private  utilities  had 
attempied  to  do  a  similar  job.  Only 
they  had  gone  down  the  main  highways 
for  the  most  part,  leaving  the  backroads 
and  hinterland  farm  country  to  the 
primitive  and  Imnd-labor  method.s  of 
their  grandfathers. 

So  pursuant  to  Federal  law.  REA  was 
given  the  supposedly  impcssible  job  of 
going  nto  such  backwoods  territory- 
where  there  were  only  2  or  3  potential 
consimiers  to  the  mile.  Surely,  no  more 
difficult  task  could  have  faced  any  Pi^d- 
eral  agency.  Yet  with  couraRe,  re- 
sourcefulness, and  technical  skill.  REA 
waded  in.  Look  at  what  thLs  Federal 
agency  has  done  for  some  20.000.000 
American  rural  residents  as  a  result  of 
the  enlightened  power  policy  of  your 
Congress. 

In  1935.  when  the  REA  began  iLs  op- 
eratiorts,  a  mile  of  rural  line  cost  about 
$2,000.  according  to  the  Federal  Power 
Commi.ssion.  In  a  comparatively  short 
time,  this  healthy  young  REA  agency  was 
building  a  mile  of  hne  for  $1,000,  and  in 
some  instances  as  low  as  $600. 

Moreover,  it  was  a  better  mile  of  line. 
Whereas  the  previous  "battleship  "  con- 
struction was  designed  for  city  u.se.  the 
REA  pioneers  designed  an  entirely  new 
type  of  line  that  was  specifically  adapted 
to  rural  territory. 

In  addition,  the  REA  program  through 
cooperatives  is  a  model  in  local  democ- 
racy and  private  ownership.  Equally 
important,  the  rural  folks  are  paying 
back  their  Federal  loans  promptly. 

The  total  repayments  of  principal  and 
Interest  on  these  loans  have  been  $394 
million.  This  sum  includes  $50  million 
that  were  paid  before  they  were  actually 
due  and  only  $722,000  were  delinquent. 

This  means  that  only  one-fifth  of  l 
percent  of  the  total  amount  loaned  is 
more  than  30  days  overdue.  Let  me  re- 
peat that  figure — one-fifth  of  1  percent. 
I  venture  the  opinion  that  no  bank  or 
financial  institution  in  the  United  States 


has  such  a  marvelous  record  of  collec- 
tions. And  remember,  these  loans  were 
made  in  the  heretofore  underdeveloped 
areas  of  rural  America. 

I  am  sure  Senators  will  be  interested 
to  know  that  in  the  17  years  of  the  ex- 
istence of  REA  only  a  httle  more  than 
$40,000  has  been  written  off  as  uncol- 
lectible. 

rnHA  srrs  the  pattehh 

As  a  result  of  our  wise  congressional 
power  policy — in  thi.s  case  loans  to  local 
organizations  of  rural  citizens — REIA  set 
the  pattern  for  the  private  utilities  as 
well.  Whereas  previously  these  utilities 
had  almost  completely  disregarded  local 
customers — except  at  prohibitive  rates 
and  char'r'es  which  the  country  folks 
could  not  alTord  to  pay — now  they  began 
competing  fiercely  with  the  REA  cooper- 
atives for  this  newly  developed  rural 
business. 

What  are  the  results  of  this  proved 
Fedora!  power  policy  in  the  ca.se  of  REA? 
In  1935  before  the  REA  was  started, 
only  about  10  percent  of  the  rural  areas 
and  farm.s  had  hieh-line  or  central-sta- 
tion electric  service.  Today,  thanks  to 
a  wi.«e  congressional  power  policy,  nearly 
90  percent  of  the  rural  residents  of  this 
country  have  such  electric  service  And 
at  rates  which  are  half  or  less  of  what 
they  formerly  paid. 

Truly,  olectncity  is  now  the  perennial, 
cheap,  uncomplaining  hired  hand  of  the 
countryside  Need  any  finer  illustration 
be  given  of  the  proven  and  tested  nature 
of  a  wL-^e  congres.sional  power  policy? 
The  overwhelming  facts  speak  forcefully 
for  themselves. 

In  the  words  of  Norris.  the  father  of 
national  electric  power  policy: 

How  marvelous  that  Ihi*  water,  which  once 
went  wii.sti'd  to  the  sea.  can  be  put  to  work 
In  this  way  to  make  life  easier  for  human- 
ity -llphtfn  the  burden  of  the  woman  at 
her  washtub  and  In  the  kitchen,  to  ease  the 
labor  and  toil  of  the  farmer  in  hl<?  t>arn,  to 
turn  lactory  wheels  which  will  provide  pay- 
rulLs  and  produce  things  to  add  to  tiuman 
cuiafort  and  security. 

TECHNICAL  KNOW-HOW 

As  a  result  of  this  tremendous  accom- 
plishment in  all  the  Federal  agencies 
having  to  do  with  the  conservation  and 
development  of  our  water  and  power 
resources,  there  Is  available  today  a  vast 
field  of  technical  knowledge  that  was  not 
in  existence  previously.  In  a  real  sense 
of  the  word,  these  agencies  have  been 
pioneers.  7hey  have  drawn  the  best 
from  private  technology,  and  by  adapta- 
tion and  creation,  they  have  increased, 
tremendously,  the  technological  base  of 
our  power  knowledge. 

New  problems  and  new  situations  have 
been  a  constant  challenge.  Prom  wise 
policies  of  field  work  and  experimenta- 
tion by  Federal  agencies,  we  have  de- 
veloped our  technical  grasp  on  power 
matters.  It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the 
value  of  such  technical  knowledge  and 
its  benefits  to  the  public  users  and  pri- 
vate industry  alike. 

T»  H.NICAL    AID   FOB   THE   PIOPLI 

From  the  beginning  of  our  Govern- 
ment to  date.  Congress  has  attempted  to 
pa.s.s  legislation  to  provide  essential  pub- 
lic services  that  would  enable  it  to  do 
for  all  the  people  things  that  they  could 
not  do  for  themselves. 
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In  the  field  of  national  electric  power 
policy,  the  same  thing  has  been  true. 
Instead  of  being  the  helpless  victims  of 
their  own  lack  of  technical  information, 
or  being  denied  better  ways  of  living  be- 
cause they  could  not  afford  engineering 
advice  in  order  to  attain  such  ends,  now 
the  people,  or  their  agents,  can  turn  to 
their  Government  departments  for  tech- 
nical aid  in  the  field  of  power.  This  Is  a 
very  healthy  sign  of  democracy.  It  per- 
mits the  jaeople  to  be  educated,  and  then 
to  do  things  for  themselves. 

Again  let  us  take  the  illustration  of 
the  REA.  This  is  no  nationwide  Federal 
bureaucracy.  On  the  contrary,  it  con- 
sists of  local  organizations  of  local  peo- 
ple, governing  themselves.  It  is  a  good 
example  of  self-government  of  a  free 
people  put  to  work  in  developing  their 
own  economic  life. 

They  choose  their  own  board  of  direc- 
tors and  president.  They  hire  their  own 
employees  to  manage  their  own  projects 
and  they  lay  down  the  policies  that  shall 
be  pursued- 

This  is  democracy  at  work.  It  is  a  far 
cry  from  the  claims  of  bureaucracy  and 
Washington  domination  that  the  pubhc 
power  opponents  describe  in  charges 
which  have  no  relation  to  the  actual 
facts. 

Every  form  of  liberty  and  freedom  we 
po.ssess  today  is  the  result  of  a  long  and 
bitter  struggle  against  ruthless  and 
.^elfish  enemies.  Once  such  freedoms  are 
established  they  become  the  very  essence 
of  our  liberty,  and  freemen  should  fight 
to  preserve  them. 

Throughout  the  land,  selfish  forces  are 
at  work  seeking  to  confuse  the  people, 
and  trying  to  make  them  believe  that  the 
highly  profitable  interests  of  a  few  are 
the  same  as  the  needs  of  all  the  people 
who  use  electricity.  In  over  a  generation 
of  time,  the  people  and  their  represent- 
atives in  Congress  have  forged  out  a  wise 
national  resources  program  that  is  de- 
signed to  preserve  our  possibly  dwindling 
heritage  of  natural  resources  and  power 
for  all  the  people. 

It  is  a  wise  p<ilicy  which  has  rlr>ened 
into  rich  accomplishments.  It  is  a 
sound  policy  that  assures  America  of 
continued  progress  in  the  forward  march 
of  democracy. 

Low  electric  rates,  more  productive 
farms,  arduous  tasks  made  lighter,  com- 
fort and  leisure,  thriving  and  expanding 
industry  are  but  some  of  the  results. 
But  we  cannot  afford  to  plume  ourselves 
upon  the  past. 

Intelligent  as  we  Americans  are,  we 
might  as  well  admit  that  we  continually 
underestimate  the  growing  needs  for 
electric  power  for  basic  industries,  vital 
both  to  defense  and  to  the  civilian  econ- 
omy. We  underestimated  in  World  War 
II  and  we  underestimated  in  the  present 
crisis.  It  is  tim«?  we  got  out  of  the  habit 
of  inadequate  power  programing. 

Our  experience  shows  that  we  have  a 
basically  sound  program.  We  must  use 
that  program  to  meet  our  continuing 
problem  with  the  boldness  and  imagina- 
tion that  characterize  our  people.  If 
we  will — and  we  must — then  we  shall 
truly  keep  faith  with  the  great  Teddy 
Jtoosevelt,  GifTord  Pinchot,  and  the 
great  George  Norris. 


PUBLIC  puWBB  mcrsazifCK  and  public  powzr 

TKANSlCISSIOIf  LINES RBSOLUTION  OT  WASCO 

COUNTY     POMONA     POWKR     COMMIITEZ,     THE 
DALIX8,  OBEG. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  present  for  ap- 
propriate reference  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Wasco 
Cotmty  Pomona  Power  Committee  of 
The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  favoring  continuatiop 
of  pubUc  preference  provisions  in  Fed- 
eral power  legislation  and  congressional 
authorization  for  the  construction  of 
Government  transmission  facilities  for 
bringing  public  power  to  nonprofit  coop- 
eratives and  public  bodies.  I  request 
that  the  resolution  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  In  a  democracy  the  government 
Is  not  something  different  and  apart  from 
the  people,  but  is,  Instead,  the  representa- 
tive and  Instrumentality  of  the  people,  and 
what  the  government  owns  the  people  own; 
and.  therefore,  the  government  must  always 
use  government  property  for  the  greatest 
bei.efit  of  the  largest  number  of  the  people; 
and 

Whereas  this  basic  principle  of  democracy 
has,  since  the  days  of  Theodore  Roosevelt 
and  continuing  without  interruption  to  date, 
always  been  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land 
applicable  to  the  hydroelectric  generating 
facilities  constructed  and  operated  by  the 
Government,  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  In 
different  statutes  under  which  the  people, 
through  governmental  subdivisions  or  mu- 
tual self-help  organizations  such  as  coop- 
eratives, have  been  given  the  first  right  to 
purchase  the  electric  power  generated  by 
their  Government-operated  dams:   and 

Whereas  to  retain  the  Integrity  of  this 
basic  democratic  principle,  It  la  essential  that 
the  relationship  Isetween  the  Government 
and  the  people  be  direct,  and  without  any 
Intervening  agent  In  the  position  of  a  toll- 
taker  to  profit  both  from  the  operations  of 
the  Government  and  the  people,  and.  as  a 
practical  matter.  It  la  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  Government  construct  all  transmis- 
sion facilities  which  are  needed  to  bring  the 
power  to  the  geographical  points  where  It  can 
be  ta*ceQ  and  used  by  people's  organizations; 
and 

Whereas  eastern  Oregon  has  been  mutually 
benefited  by  this  basic  law,  giving  farmers' 
organizations  the  p<jwer  to  deliver  to  the 
widely  scattered  farms  and  ranches  In  this 
area,  and  without  this  benefit  the  coopera- 
tives could  not  receive  wholesale  power  at 
cost  for  delivery  to  these  farms:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

Resolved  by  the  delegates  to  the  Wasco 
County  Pomona  Grange  No.  11.  regularly  as- 
sembled at  Cherry  Park  Grange,  this  3d  day 
of  February  1953,  That  the  Congress  be  tirged 
to  continue  to  protect  the  Interests  of  the 
people,  as  the  owners  of  Government  power- 
generating  facilities,  in  their  long-estab- 
lished right  of  first  purchase  oi  Government 
generated  power,  through  their  public  bodies 
and  nonprofit  cooperatives  created  by  the 
people  for  that  purpose;  and  t>e  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  also  be  urged 
to  make  this  right  of  first  purchase  by  the 
people  a  realistic  fact  Instead  of  only  a 
theoretical  right  by  authorizing  the  con- 
struction, by  Government  power-marketing 
agencies,  of  all  transmission  facilities  needed 
to  bring  this  power  to  public  bodies  and  non- 
profit cooperatives,  and  by  apjjroprlatlng  the 
neceaaarj  moneys  therefor. 

Wasco  Countt  Pomona  Powxb 

COMMTrTKK, 

Waltkb  J.  WzBB,  Master. 
T.n.i.TB  O.  TiMiwuj.,  Secretary. 


EVALUATION  OF  MUTUAL  SECURITY 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
like  to  discuss  one  further  item,  which 
is  unrelated  to  the  subject  which  I  have 
just  discussed,  and  which  involves  some 
floor-committee  work  which  I  need  to  do 
today. 

I  refer  to  a  release  issued  by  the  Di- 
rector for  Mutual  Security,  Mr.  Stassen. 
It  is  release  No.  28.  I  wish  to  comment 
on  the  release  by  reading  from  and  as- 
sociating myself  completely  with  the  re- 
marks which  were  made  last  night  by 
Frank  Edwards  over  the  Mutual  Broad- 
casting System,  in  regard  to  the  problem 
which  is  represented  by  this  release. 

Mr.  Edwards  said  last  night: 

In  recent  weeks  the  Senate  has  performed 
commendably  by  refusing  to  approve  the 
nomination  of  various  agency  officials  until 
those  appointees  had  compiled  with  the  law. 
They  were  not  confirmed  until  they  had 
severed  their  financial  relations  with  firms 
doing  business  with  the  Government. 

Tonight  I  have  before  me  some  documents 
which  disclose  a  situation  which  merits  Im- 
mediate Senate  attention. 

Mr.  Harold  Stassen.  the  Director  for  Mutual 
Security,  has  named  a  group  of  55  business 
and  financial  executives  who  are  to  make  an 
evaluation  of  the  multiblllion-dollar  MSA 
program,  at  public  expense.  This  group  will 
be  divided  Into  11  separate  teams,  1  team 
to  each  countiy.  The  findings  of  these  55 
men  will  determine  how  and  where  addi- 
tional billions  of  taxpayers'  dollars  shall  be 
spent  In  loreign-ald  programs. 

Mr.  Stassen  says :  "The  very  essentiality  of 
the  program.  cxDupled  with  the  fact  that  It 
Involves  a  large  expendltxire  of  public  funds, 
requires  that  its  operations  be  subjected  to 
constructive  examination  by  persons  of  com- 
petence and  experience  who  are  In  a  position 
to  make  an  objective  and  Independent  judg- 
ment." 

Any  Senator  who  Is  interested  will  find 
those  words  of  Mr.  Stassen 's  on  page  3  of 
DM3  No.  28,  available  at  bis  office. 

I  shall  make  it  available  in  the  Con- 
ciEssioNAL  Record  in  a  moment.  It  will 
show  who  are  some  of  the  men  who  have 
been  chosen  to  exercise  their  independ- 
ent judgment. 

Mr.  Edwards  goes  on  to  say : 

Just  who  are  these  men  whom  Mr.  Stassen 
has  chosen  to  make  what  he  calls  an  objec- 
tive and  Independent  Judgment?  Do  they 
qualify  and.  if.  so.  on  what  grounds? 

I  have  before  me  another  very  Interesting 
document  covering  the  financial  commit- 
ments of  Mutual  Security  Administration, 
setting  forth  the  list  of  banking  houses 
which  have  handled  more  than  $5  billion 
worth  of  MSA  expenditures  on  a  commission 
basis.  ' 

Upon  comparing  the  list  of  financially  in- 
terested Institutions  with  the  list  ot  men 
selected  by  Mr.  Stassen  for  Operation  Tycoon, 
I  find  some  very  Interesting  connections. 
For  example:  On  the  team  which  will  go  to 
Prance  at  public  expense  to  evaluate  MSA 
performance  Is  Mr.  (Drson  Adams,  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  First  National  Bank  of  Boston. 
Checking  against  the  record.  I  find  that  Mr. 
Adams'  bank  lias  bandied  $101  million  worth 
of  MSA  funds. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  P/esident.  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  making  a  very 
interesting  speech.  However,  I  did  not 
quite  bear  what  the  operation  is  to  be 
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called.    Is  it  Operation  Typhoon  or  Op- 
eration Tycoon? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  Operation  Tycoon, 
but  I  will  tell  the  Senator  what  I  think 
it  will  result  in.  It  will  result  in  Opera- 
tion Typhoon,  because  it  will  flood  this 
country  with  a  lot  of  propaganda,  which 
will  make  the  rich  boys  richer  l)efore  we 
get  through  with  it. 

Going  back  to  Mr.  Edwards'  broadcast, 
he  says: 

On  the  team  which  will  visit  Belgium  Is 
Mr.  Russell  Wardburgh.  vice  president  of 
Guaranty  Trust  Co.  of  New  York  City.  Hla 
bank  has  handled  more  than  9421  mill  Ion 
worth  of  mutual-security  commitments. 

The  team  which  will  make  what  Mr.  Stas- 
sen  calls  an  Independent  and  objective  eval- 
uation of  MSA  expenditures  In  the  Philip- 
pines will  have  as  a  member  Mr.  David  Grove. 
Bank  of  America,  San  Francisco.  The  Bank 
of  America,  according  to  the  ofBclal  records, 
has  done  more  than  $388  million  worth  of 
business  In  MSA  commitments. 

The  list  goes  on  and  on.  The  records  are 
available  to  any  Senator  who  is  Interested. 
Mr.  Stassen  has  selected  men  who  are  asso- 
ciated with  concerns  handling  fabulous 
amounts  of  MSA  financial  con-mitments. 
He  says  he  expects  them  to  render  an  ob- 
jective and  independent  Judgment. 

Not  only  does  Stassen  select  men  whose 
banks  a-e  doing  billions  of  dollars'  worth  of 
business  with  MSA,  but  nowhere  on  the  list 
win  you  find  the  name  of  a  single  representa- 
tive of  small  business,  farmers,  or  wage 
earners — the  groups  which  make  up  the  bulk 
of  the  Nation's  taxpayers,  the  millions  of 
men  and  women  who  provide  the  MSA  funds. 

In  case  any  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate  Is  Interested  In  Operation  Tycoon 
and  the  relationships  between  Its  members 
and  the  MSA  money,  it  might  be  well  to 
check  further  Into  this  matter. 

The  Senators  who  did  such  a  commendable 
Job  in  dealing  with  the  financial  affairs  of 
Mr.  Wilson  and  his  teammates  might  ask 
some  questions  concerning  Operation  Tycoon. 

Can  a  man  deliver  an  objective  and  Inde- 
pendent Judgment  on  the  expenditures  of 
Government  funds  when  he  Is  connected 
with  a  bank  that  Is  making  a  profit  handling 
those  funds? 

Some  Senator  might  also  inquire  If  any 
of  the  men  chosen  for  Operation  Tycoon 
were  also  contributors  to  Mr.  Stassen 's  cam- 
paign funds. 

To  quote  Mr.  Stassen's  own  words  again: 
"The  very  essentiality  of  the  program, 
coupled  with  the  fact  that  It  Involves  a 
large  expenditure  of  public  funds,  requires 
that  Its  operations  be  subjected  to  con- 
structive examination  by  persons  of  compe- 
tence and  experience  who  are  In  a  position 
to  make  an  objective  and  Independent  Judg- 
ment." 

Truer  words  were  never  spoken.  The  tax- 
payers of  America  must  look  to  the  Members 
of  the  United  States  Senate  for  assurance 
that  the  men  who  make  the  decisions  are 
not  the  same  men  who  profit  by  them. 
Operation  Tycoon  needs  a  public  airing. 

I  quite  agree  with  that  statement. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanin^ous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  remark.s.  the 
press  release  DMS  No.  28,  dated  Febru- 
ary 9,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  press 
release  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Harold  Stassen.  the  Director  for  Mu- 
tual Security,  announced  todny  the  ap- 
pointment oX  a  group  of  busine=;.s  and  fi- 
nancial leadei^  to  make  an  evitluation  of  the 
mutual-security  program  and  pcr.unnel  in 
14  countries,  9  In  Europe,  and  5  In  t!ie  Pnr 
East.  The  coimtrles  to  be  visited  are  those 
Which  Involve  the  largest  doK.ir  expeudiiures 


In  the  program:  Belgium,  Denmark,  Prance. 
Germany.  Greece,  Italy,  the  Netherlands. 
Turkey,  and  the  United  Kingdom;  Cambodia. 
Laos,  and  Vietnam — the  Associated  States  of 
Indochina;  the  Republic  of  China  on  Formo- 
sa; and  the  Philippines. 
'  The  evaluation  group,  which  will  serve 
without  compensation,  is  headed  by  Mr.  Clar- 
ence Francis,  chairman  of  the  board  of  Gen- 
eral Foods  Corp.  Mr.  Francis  has  selected  54 
associates  to  assist  him  In  the  study.  The 
group  win  divide  Itself  into  11  teams.  The 
mutual-security  program  will  be  studied  in 
each  country  by  a  separate  team,  except  fur 
Holland  and  Belgium  which  will  be  studied 
by  a  single  team,  and  the  Associated  Slates 
of  Indochina  which  will  be  studied  by  one 
team. 

The  entire  study  group  will  meet  In  Wa.sh- 
Ington  February  9  and  10  for  background  dis- 
cussion with  Government  offlcials  responsible 
for  administration  of  the  mutual-security 
program.  The  teams  will  then  go  to  their 
respective  countries.  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  reports  of  the  various  teams  will  be  re- 
ceived in  Washington  toward  the  latter  part 
of  March.  The  preparation  of  the  final  re- 
port will  be  supervised  by  Mr.  Francis,  who 
will  himself  probably  visit  France.  Germany, 
Greece,  Turkey,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

Each  team,  within  the  area  under  its 
study,  will  look  into  the  operations  of  the 
mutual -security  program.  Includlnr  the  cur- 
rent status  of  the  different  parts — both  mili- 
tary and  economic — of  the  program,  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  program,  and  the  effec- 
tiveness of  United  States  organization  and 
personnel.  The  group  will  look  into,  among 
other  matters,  the  military  end-item  and 
training  programs,  the  offshore  procurement 
program,  the  use  of  defense-support  gcxjds  or 
commodities  financed  by  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Agency,  the  productivity  program  In  Eu- 
rope, and  other  major  elements  of  the  mu- 
tual-security program. 

Mr.  Stassen,  in  announcing  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  evaluation  group,  said: 

"I  am  delighted  that  this  group  of  dis- 
tinguished Americans  has  agreed  to  take  part 
In  the  evaluation  project.  Knowing  of  their 
many  other  commitments,  I  would  not  have 
asked  them  to  undertake  a  new  obligation 
of  this  kind  if  I  did  not  feel  this  particular 
project  to  be  of  real  Importance  to  the  suc- 
cessful conduct  of  the  mutual-security  pro- 
gram. As  Is  well  known,  President  Eisen- 
hower and  those  of  us  who  are  associated 
with  him  in  this  administration  believe  that 
this  program  is  essential  to  the  security  of 
the  United  States. 

"The  very  essentiality  of  the  program, 
coupled  with  the  fact  that  it  Involves  a 
large  expenditure  of  public  funds,  requires 
that  Its  operations  be  subjected  to  construc- 
tive examination  by  p)ersons  of  competence 
and  experience  who  are  in  position  to  make 
an   objective    and   Independent   Judgment. 

"1  believe  that  the  work  of  this  group 
during  the  next  month  will  be  of  vital 
importance  not  only  to  me  personally  as 
Director  for  Mutual  Security,  not  only  to 
President  Elsenhower's  administration,  but. 
In  addition,  to  the  welfare  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  whole  free  world." 

Attached  is  a  list  containing  the  names 
and  positions  of  the  team  leaders  and  the 
team  members,  and  the  countries  to  be 
visited. 

MSP  EVALUATION    PHOJECT 

Task  force  coordinator:  Mr.  Clarence 
Francis,  chairman  of  the  board.  General 
Foods  Corp.,  Pofitum  Building,  250  Park 
Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Member:  Mr.  Edwin  T.  Gibson.  Graduate 
School  of  Business,  Columbia  University, 
116th  Street  and  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  y! 

DENMARK 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Walter  Marden  Ringer, 
chairman  of  board  and  director.  Foley  Manu- 
facturing Co..  3300  Northeast  Fifth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 


Members:  Mr.  Paul  E.  Miller,  director. 
agricultural  extenslim  service.  University 
of  Minnesota.  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Mr.  Newton 
Franklin  Korhumel.  president,  Korhumel 
.Steel  &  Aluminum  Co.,  2424  Oakton  Street, 
Evanston.  Ill  ;  Mr  Henry  Bradford  ArthXir, 
economist.  Swift  &  Co  ,  Chicago,  111. 

rORMOSA 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Harry  Amos  BuIIls,  chair- 
man of  the  board.  General  Mills,  Inc.,  400 
aecond    Avenue   S,.   Minneapolis,   Minn. 

Members:  Mr.  Norwood  Francis  Allman, 
senior  piirtner  (Allman,  Kops,  and  Lee, 
American  law  firm  of  Shanghai,  China).  390 
Riverside  Drive.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Mr.  Clin- 
ton Murn.son.  vice  president,  manager,  and 
director,  the  Holding  Co  ,1119  First  National 
Son  Line  BuUdlncr,  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Mr. 
Raymond  Tyson  Moyer.  deputy  director,  divi- 
sion of  overseas  activities,  the  Ford  Founda- 
tion. 914  East  Green  Street,  Pasadena,  Calif.; 
MaJ.  Gen.  William  Arthur  Worton,  USMC 
(retired  I.  care  of  Jonathan  Club,  645  South 
Fltjueroa  Street.  Los  Angeles,  Calil. 

FRANC! 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Joseph  Peter  Spang.  Jr., 

presKlent,    the    Gillette    Co.,    15    West    First 
tjtreet.   Boston.    Miiss. 

Mtmbers:  Mr  Orson  Adams.  Jr.,  vice  presi- 
dent. First  National  Bank  of  Boston,  67  Milk 
Street.  Bos'on,  Mass  :  Mr.  Norbert  A.  Bog- 
dan  (now  In  France* ,  director  of  finance. 
Ford  Interiiatlo-ial.  44,5  Park  Avenue,  New 
Yo.k.  N.  Y  ;  Mr  Robert  March  Gaylord.  presi- 
dent. Iii^ersiul  Milling  Machine  Co..  Rock- 
lord.  Ill  .  Mr.  Malcolm  Chllson  Stewart,  gen- 
eral counsel,  the  Gillette  Co.,  15  West  First 
fairect.  Boston,  Ma-ss. 

GERMANY 

Team  leader:  Mr  Reuben  Buck  Robertson. 
Jr  ,  president,  the  Champion  Paper  St  Fibre 
Co.   Hamilton.   Ohio. 

Members:  Mr  Matthew  L.  Devlne,  care  of 
Cresap.  MrCormlck  ^  Paget,  100  West  Mon- 
roe. ChlcaKo.  111.;  Mr  Bruce  D.  Henderson, 
general  manager,  purchases  and  traffic,  Wesl- 
inghouse  Electric  Corp  ,  401  Liberty  Avenue, 
Pittsburi'h.  Pa  ;  Mr  Jefferson  Ward  Keener. 
vice  president.  B.  F  Goodrich  Co.,  Akron, 
Ohio;  Mr.  Charles  Emerson  Marshall,  vice 
president.  Tex.as  Industries,  Inc..  400  First 
National  Bank  BuUdin?.  Dallas,  Tex.;  Mr. 
Walter  W.  laneeman.  executive  vice  presi- 
dent. Cincinnati  Milling  Machine  Co.,  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, 

CREECK 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Thomas  A.  Morgan,  217 
East  eJd  .Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

Members  Mr.  Reginald  E.  Glllmor.  2801 
Quebec  Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C;  Mr. 
James  C  Olson,  partner.  Booz,  Allen  &  Ham- 
ilton. Industrial  Engineering  Corp.,  285  Madi- 
son Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Mr.  James  L. 
Palmer,  president,  Marshall  Field  It  Co., 
Chicakjo,  111  :  Dr  R  L  Sexton.  Medical  Build- 
ing. 1801  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

HOLLA.ND    AND    BELGIUM 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Paul  Boole  McKee,  pres- 
ident. Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co..  1509  Public 
Service  Buildir.K,  Portland.  Greg. 

Members  Mr.  William  T.  Hamilton  (now 
in  Greece  and  Switzerland),  purchasing 
agent.  Kbasco  .Services,  Inc  ,  2  Rector  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y  :  Vice  Adm.  Monroe  Kelly. 
United  States  Navy  (retired).  Llnkhorn  Park, 
Virginia  Beach,  Va  :  Mr.  Hubert  J.  Sober, 
general  partner.  Hubert  J.  Sober— Economic 
Consultants.  L'H14  Russ  Building.  San  Fran- 
cisco. Calif  :  Mr  Edgar  Smith,  partner,  Edgar 
W  Smith  &  Son.s.  852  Plttock  Block,  Portland, 
Oreg  :  Mr  Rus.ell  L  Wardburgh,  vice  presi- 
dent. Guaranty  Trust  Co.,  140  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

INDOCHINA 

Team  leader:  Mr  Brayton  Wilbur,  presi- 
dent. Wilbur  Ellis  Co..  3^0  California  Street. 
San  Francisco.  Calif. 

Memt>ers:  Mr  CJordon  W.  Altken.  331  Rock 
Road,  Olenro  k.  N  J  :  Mr  Arthur  I.  Bloom- 
tield,  senior  ecununusi,  i-ederal  Reserve  Bank 
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of  New  York,  New  York,  N.  T.;  Mr.  Robert 
Anderson  Magowan,  partner,  care  of  Merrill 
Lynch.  Pierce,  Penner  ft  Beane,  70  Pine  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

ITALT 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Frederick  C.  Crawford, 
president,  Thompson  Products,  Inc.,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 

Members:  Mr.  Ernest  Carhartt  Brelsford, 
assistant  treasurer,  Thompson  Products,  Inc., 
23555  Euclid  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio;  Mr. 
Carter  Coslet  Klssell,  partner.  Jones,  Day, 
C<x'kley  &  Reavls,  1759  Union  Commerce 
Building.  Cleveland.  Ohio;  Col.  Whitmell  T. 
Rlson.  2826  South  Buchanan  Street,  Arling- 
ton, Va  :  Mr.  Lawrence  E.  J.  Jamison,  25 
Devon  Road,  Darlen,  Conn. 

PHILIPPINES 

Team  leader:  Mr  F.  N  Belgrano,  Jr.,  presi- 
dent, the  First  National  Bank  of  Portland, 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Members:  Mr.  Stephen  P.  Chadwlck.  attor- 
ney. 656  Central  Building,  Seattle.  Wash.; 
Mr  William  Howarth  Dennick.  consultant, 
McKlnney  &  Co..  Russ  Building.  235  Mont- 
gomery Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif  ;  Mr. 
David  L.  Grove,  Bank  of  America  National 
Trust  &  .Savings  Association,  300  Montgomery 
Street.  San  Francisco.  Calif.;  Mr.  Richard 
Walberg.  general  partner.  Swinerton  &  Wal- 
berg  Co..  225  Bush  Street.  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

TUEKCT 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Frederick  Morris  Sayre. 
honorary  chairman  of  the  board.  Corn  Prod- 
ucts Refining  Co.,  17  Battery  Place,  New 
York.  N    Y. 

Members:  Mr  Robert  Blattner,  Corn  Prod- 
ucts Refining  Co  .  17  Battery  Place,  New  York, 
N  Y  ;  Mr.  Amos  Herbert  Flint,  chief  engi- 
neer. Corn  Products  Refining  Co  ,  201  North 
Wells  Street.  Chicago.  Ill  :  Mr.  John  William 
Scf)tt,  Jr  ,  comptroller.  Corn  Products  Re- 
fining Co..  17  Battery  Place,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

UNITED    KINGDOM 

Team  leader:  Mr.  Hennlng  W.  Prentls.  Jr., 
chairman  of  the  board.  Armstrong  Cork  Co., 
Lancaster,  Pa. 

Members:  Mr  Arthur  B  Foye,  senior  part- 
ner. Hasklns  ft  Sells,  67  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y  ;  Mr.  James  H.  McGraw,  Jr.,  79 
East  Seventy-ninth  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y  ; 
Mr.  Hans  A.  Widenmann,  partner,  Carl  M. 
1,<  eb.  Rhoades  ft  Co.,  42  Wall  SUeet,  New 
York,  N.  Y.  * 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  close 
this  discussion  by  saying  to  my  good  lib- 
eral friends  in  and  out  of  Congress: 
Stop  talking  about  a  honeymoon.  The 
issues  are  already  joined.  It  is  a  fight 
t)etween  liberalism  protecting  the  inter- 
ests of  the  American  people,  and  reac- 
tion, which  seeks  now  by  law  the  enact- 
ment of  proposals,  which  will  appear 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  the  months 
ahead,  to  exploit  the  American  people 
for  the  selfish  interests  of  a  few.  There 
is  no  time  to  wait  or  waste.  We  must 
join  the  issue  with  them,  figuratively 
speaking,  and  fight  them  in  the  streets, 
in  the  alleys,  and  on  the  housetops,  and 
not  let  them  get  their  guns  of  exploita- 
tion entrenched  to  mow  down,  as  they 
will,  if  we  do  not  stop  them,  the  public 
interest. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  of  no  time  in 
American  history  when  it  was  more  im- 
portant that  the  liberals  in  Congress 
cling  tenaciously  to  our  system  of  checks 
and  balances.  That  is  why  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  starting  on  Jan- 
uary 3.  right  through  to  Inaugyration 
Day,  on  January  20,  took  the  position 
that  he  proposed  to  make  certain  that 
there  is  maintained  a  constant  vigilance 
in  applying  the  checks  and  balances  of 


our    Constitution    against    steamroller 
tactics  in  the  Senate. 

While  on  the  subject,  Mr.  President, 
let  me  say  to  my  critics  that  on  Jan- 
uary 20,  when  I  blocked  Cabinet  nom- 
inations, I  did  so  in  order  to  keep  faith 
with  the  forefathers  of  our  country  in 
making  certain  that  time  was  provided 
for  an  analysis  of  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  Executive  to  the  Senate,  and 
that  no  nomination  would  be  steam- 
rollered through  the  Senate. 

For  8  years  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  more  than  any  other  Senator, 
and  many  times  in  specific  instances 
more  than  any  other  Senator,  has  ob- 
jected to  unanimous-consent  requests 
when  proposed  by  the  Democratic  ma- 
jority, seeking  to  have  immediate  action 
without  full  consideration  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  Why  should  I  not  apply 
the  same  principle  to  the  Republicans? 
I  shall  never  substitute  the  judgment  of 
r  committee  for  my  responsibility  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  make  those  comments  because  the 
broadcast  by  Frank  Edwards  and  the  evi- 
dence he  presented  in  connection  with 
the  broadcast  show  again,  I  believe,  how 
important  it  is  that  the  liberals  in  the 
Senate  be  on  guard  and  proceed  to  carry 
out  their  function  of  watchdogs,  and  do 
something  more  than  bark.  It  is  im- 
portant that  we  bite  into  these  issues  and 
bring  to  the  American  people  the  facts 
they  need  to  know  in  regard  to  the  de- 
signs of  a  reactionary  administration 
upon  the  public  welfare. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  certainly  he  has  bit- 
ten hard  today,  and  certainly  he  has 
sounded  in  most  able  and  effective 
fashion  a  challenge  to  REA  groups  and 
other  friends  of  public  power  and  all 
others  who  are  genuinely  concerned  with 
public  p>ower  and  our  other  great  natu- 
ral resources. 

So  I  congratulate  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama in  praising  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon on  the  purpose  of  his  speech. 

It  may  be  that  I  am  somewhat  older 
than  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and, 
therefore,  have  within  me  less  bellicosity 
than  does  he.  I  hope  very  much  that 
the  incoming  administration  will  not 
sponsor  the  measures  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  fears  it  will  sponsor.  Until  it 
does  sponsor  such  measures.  I  prefer  to 
give  the  incoming  administration  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt.  I  do  not  wish  to 
have  as  close  relationships  with  the  in- 
coming administration  as  might  be  in- 
dicated by  the  phrase  "honeymoon,"  but 
I  do  wish  to  preserve  friendly  relation- 
ships with   the  administration. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
that  I  always  admire  very  much  his 
faith  in  people,  but  I  have  already  seen 
enough  and  heard  enough,  having  lis- 
tened to  and  having  read  the  proposals. 


of  the  spokesmen  for  the  administration, 
and  being  aware  of  their  purport,  to  be 
convinced  that  this  is  the  hour  to  start 
the  battle.  That  is  why  I  made  my 
speech  today. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
that  if  he  is  convinced  of  that,  of  course 
he  should  begin  the  battle.  But  I  do 
not  wish  to  start  indiscriminate  firing 
until  I  see  precisely  what  is  under  way. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Figuratively  speaking, 
let  me  say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois,  that  we  are  going  to 
keep  his  gun  in  reserve,  and  we  shall  wel- 
come his  enlistment  whenever  he  gets 
ready  to  join  the  ranks.     ILaughter.i 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  By 
unanimous  consent  entered  into  prior  to 
the  delivery  of  the  address  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon,  the  Senate  agreed  to 
adjourn  at  the  conclusion  of  its  busi- 
ness today  until  Monday  next,  at  12 
o'clock  noon.  Therefore,  if  there  is  no 
further  business,  under  the  previous 
order,  the  Senate  now  stands  adjourned. 
Thereupon  (at  3  o'clock  and  33  min- 
utes p.  m.>,  the  Senate  adjourned  until 
Monday,  February  16,  1953.  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 

Senate  February  13,  1953 : 

International  Monetary  Fund  and  Inter- 
national Bank  for  Reconstruction  and 
Development 

George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United 
States  Governor  of  the  International  Mon- 
etary Fund  and  United  States  Governor  of 
the  International  Bank  for  Reconstruction 
and  Development. 

In  the  UNnxD  States  Am  Force 
Lt.  Gen.  Hubert  Reilly  Harmon.  18A  (major 
general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force,  to  be  advanced  on  the  retired  list 
to  the  grade  of  lleutenan*  general  and  effec- 
tive March  1,  1953,  to  be  senior  Air  Force 
member.  Military  Staff  Committee,  United 
Nations,  with  rank  of  lieutenant  general  and 
date  of  rank  from  January  19,  1948,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  504,  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 

In  the  Regular  Air  Force 
The  following  oflicers  for  appointment  to 
the  positions  indicated  under  the  provisions 
of  section  504,  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  lieutenant  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  David  Myron  Schlatter,  62 A, 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  commanding  gen- 
eral. Allied  Air  Forces,  Southern  Europe, 
with  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Bryant  Le  Malre  Boatner,  362A. 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  the  Inspector  Gen- 
eral, United  States  Air  Force,  with  rank  of 
lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  Hampton  Atkinson,  90A, 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  commander  In  chief, 
Alaskan  Command,  with  rank  of  lieutenant 
general. 

The  following-named  officers  to  be  ad- 
vanced on  the  retired  list  to  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  general  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947. 

To  be  lievtenant  generals 

Lt.  Gen.  Elwood  Richard  Quesada.  50A 
(major  general.  Retrular  Air  Force),  United 
States  Air  Force,  retired. 
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Lt.  Gen.  Idwal  Hubert  Edwards.  11 A  (ma- 
jor general.  Regular  Air  Pcx'ce),  United 
States  Air  Force. 

Lt.  Gen.  William  Ellsworth  Kepner,  6A 
(major  general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
States  Air  Force. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  13,  1953: 
UNrrco  Nations 

James  J.  Wadswortb.  of  New  York,  to  be 
deputy  representative  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  United  Nations  with  the 
rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary and  Plenipotentiary,  and  deputy  rep- 
resentative of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  the  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations. 

DXPAKTMKNT   OF  STATE 

Donold  B.  Lourie,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration. 

An  FoBCE 

H.  I-^rf  White,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

Patknt  Ornct 
Robert  Clement  Watson,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Commissioner  of  Patents. 


SENATE 

Monday,  Febrl  ary  16,  lOoS 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Biown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  CJod,  facing  the  clamant 
calls  and  the  demanding  tasks  of  another 
week  we  would  bow  for  a  hallowed  mo- 
ment at  this  shrine  of  Thy  divine  grace. 
We  acknowledge  before  Thee  that  our 
lives  are  restless  pools.  We  are  dis- 
turbed by  the  social  turmoil  of  our  times, 
burdened  by  many  anxieties,  tempted  to 
cynicism  by  human  cruelty  and  perver- 
sif/,  often  disheartened  by  human  folly 
which  seems  to  profit  so  little  by  bitter 
reaping.  Amid  the  tensions  of  these 
terrific  days  we' seek  in  Thy  presence  a 
saving  experience  of  inner  quiet  and  cer- 
tainty. We  would  lay  our  problems  and 
tasks  before  Thee,  not  to  escape  them, 
but  praying  for  Thy  empowering  so  that 
with  strength  and  courage  we  may  carry 
them  with  a  new  gallantry. 

May  our  attitudes  and  hopes  widen 
every  area  of  good  will  within  the  reach 
of  our  infiuence.  In  a  divided  and  vio- 
lent world  may  we  be  among  those  whom 
the  generations  to  come  shall  call 
blessed,  because  our  records  here  and 
now  shall  write  our  names  amons;  today's 
peacemakers.  We  ask  it  in  the  dear 
Redeemer's  name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Fiiday,  Feb- 
ruary 13,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina- 
tions were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


READING  OF  WASHINGTON'S 
FAREWELL  ADDRESS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  a 
sp-jcial  order  of  the  Senate  of  January  24, 
1901,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Presiding 
OflBcer  to  appoint  a  Senator  to  read 
Washington's  Farewell  Address  on  the 
22d  day  of  February.  Since  the  22d  day 
of  February  falls  upon  Sunday,  the  read- 
ing of  the  farewell  address  this  year  will 
take  place  on  February  23. 

In  making  the  appointment  the  Pre- 
siding OfHcer  always  alternates  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  aisle.  At  this  time 
the  appointment  falls  to  a  member  of 
the  majority.  The  Chair  takes  great 
pleasure  in  appointing  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  I  Mr.  Cooper!  to  perform  this 
function. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Settlement  of  Claim  of  the 
Pilots'  Association  for  the  Bay  and  River 
Delaware,    by    Treasury    Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  th.tt 
the  Treasury  Department  had  settled  the 
claim  of  the  Pilots'  Association  for  the  Bay 
and  River  Delaware,  In  the  amount  of  $5,- 
205.52;    to  the  Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

Report  on  Settlement  of  Claim  of  Deed  C. 
ThurmaN.  Jr.,  by  Public  Health  Servic  f 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Federal 
Security  Agency,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law, 
that  the  Public  Health  Service  had  settled 
the  claim  of  Deed  C.  Thurman.  Jr..  in  the 
amount  of  $1,10834;  to  the  CommlUee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Laws  Enacted  by  Mt-NiciPAL  CotJNciL  of  St. 
Croix,  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  U)  law, 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  MunlcipiU, 
Council  of  St.  Croix,  V.  I.  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Amendment  or  Code  Relating  to  Transmis- 
sion OF  Firearms  in  the  Mails 

A  letter  from  the  Poetmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislatiiin 
to  amend  section  1715  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  transmission  of 
firearms  In  the  mails  to  or  from  persons  or 
concerns  having  lawful  use  for  them  In  con- 
nection with  their  businesses  or  their  official 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes  (with  an  ac- 
companying paper):  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Report   or    Federal    Civil    Defense 
Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator. 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  of  that  Administration  for  the  year 
1952  (With  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Report   or  SEctmrnEs   and  Exchange 
Commission  • 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  transmitting,  pursu- 
ant to  law.  a  report  of  that  Commission,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORLAUS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 

indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  LegUIature 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota;  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Concurrent    resolution    relating   to   legisla- 
tion  affecting   Federal   support  for   butter 

now    l)efure    the   Congress   of   the   United 

States 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  support 
of  butter  prices  at  the  present  level  of  90  per- 
cent of  parity  expires  on  March  31.  1B53;  and 

"Whereiis  butler  prices  already  have  fallen 
more  than  15  cents  a  pound  to  that  Federal 
support  level  of  67  <«  cents  a  pound  for  grade 
A  butter;  and 

"Whereas  the  dairy  industry  Is  already 
Buffering  severely  and  would  be  dangerously 
Injured  by  a  further  drastic  price  drop;  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  can 
lecrally  use  Its  flexible  powers  after  March  31, 
19o3,  to  lower  the  support  price  level  to  75 
percent  of  parity  which  would  be  a  cut  of 
ab<uit  11  cents  a  pound;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  Federal  administra- 
tion is  pledged  to  maintain  through  1053 
and  1954  the  Federal  price  supports  of  six 
haslc  farm  commodities  Including  corn,  a 
dairy  feed   raising  a  major  dairy  cost;  and 

"Wher?as  the  price  support  level  for  butter 
determines  the  level  of  Federal  price  supports 
for  other  dairy  products  and  is  therefore 
basic:  Nnw.  therefore.  t>e  It 

'Reiiolted.  That  the  house  of  representa- 
tives and  the  senate  concurring  do  urge  that 
in  simple  fairness  to  dairying  and  to  avert 
severe  injury  to  producers  and  consumers  of 
niilk  and  milk  products,  the  Federal  Oovern- 
ment  forthwith  announce  that  the  present 
90  percent  support  level  for  butter  which 
expire.,  on  March  31.  1953.  will  be  extended 
thr.  u;;h  the  year  1954;  be  It  further 

'RC'iolrrd.  Tliat  the  secretary  of  state  trans- 
mit a  copy  of  this  re»<ilutlon.  properly  at- 
tf'sied.  by  the  proper  officers  of  both  houses, 
be  sent  to  the  Pre.slUent  of  the  United  States, 
the  .Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United 
State.s.  the  presiding  officers  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  and  to  each 
United  States  Senator  and  Member  of  Con- 
gress from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

"John  A   HAnrc. 

"Speaker  of  the  Houxr  of  Representatives. 
"Ancher  Nelsen, 
'Preiident  of  the  Senate. 

"AdnptPri  by  the  house  of  representatives, 
the  6th  day  of  February.  1953. 

"G    H.  Leaht. 

'■CUicf  Clerk    House  of  Repreaentativta. 
By  Myrtle  R  Barnxs, 
"Fir^t  ^-jfisfant  Chief  Clrrk. 

"Adopted  by  tlie  senate,  the  9th  day  of 
February,  1953. 

"Ct  Oobbkt. 
•Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  February  9.  1953. 

"('   Edward  ANDCaSEN, 
-Governor  of  the  State  of  Minnesota.' 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  8 
"To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatnci    of    the    United    States    m 
Congreii  a-^semblrd : 

"We.  yuMr  memonallats,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  in  its  33d 
ses.slon,  do  respectfully  represent  that— 

"Whereas  the  190th  Fighter  Interceptor 
Squadron  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  Idaho 
has  Just  returned  from  a  tour  of  active  duty 
with  the  Air  Force,  stripped  of  Its  equip- 
ment and  faced  with  the  necessity  of  re- 
building completely  m  order  to  continue  its 
function  as  part  of  the  organize<l  milltU 
forces  of  the  Nation;  and 
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"Whereas  it  is  necessary  that  the  190th 
Fighter  Interceptor  Squadron  of  the  Air  Na- 
tional Guard  of  Idaho,  as  well  as  other  air- 
guard  units  of  the  Nation  returning  from 
iictlve  duty,  be  equipped  with  aircraft  of  the 
proper  type  for  training  purposes  as  soon  as 
possible;  and 

"Whereas  the  190th  Fighter  Interceptor 
Squadron  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  Idaho 
la  a  key  part  of  the  northwestern  air  defense 
and  is  in  urgent  need  of  proper  equipment 
U)  perform  this  task:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  32d  session  of  the  Legislature  in 
the  State  of  Idaho  (the  Senate  concurring) , 
That  we  hereby  urge  upon  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  make  an  inves- 
tigation and  take  such  action  as  It  deems 
necessary  to  implement  the  equipping  of  the 
Air  National  Guard  units  returning  from 
active  duty,  and  that  the  Air  National  Guard 
units  be  informed  of  the  plans  for  the  future 
equipping  of  the  Air  National  Guard  units; 
be  It  further 

•Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
RepresenUtlves  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
United  States  Senators  and  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Idaho,  to  the  Chief  of  Air 
Forces,  and  to  the  Chief  of  Air  National 
Guard  Bureau. 

"This  Joint  memorial  passed  the  house  on 
the  31st  day  of  January  1953. 

"R.  H.  YocNO,  Jr.. 
•Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

"This  Joint  memorial  passed  the  senate  on 
the  5th  day  of  February  1953. 

"Edbon  H.  Deal, 
"President  of  the  Senate." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  3 
•To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  in 
Congress  Assembled,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Delegate  to  Congress 
From  Alaska: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represents: 

"Whereas  the  cities  of  Anchorage.  Fair- 
banks, Seward.  Palmer,  and  Nenana,  Alaska, 
together  with  the  balance  of  the  area  known 
as  the  Alaska  Rallbelt,  are  hampered  In 
their  growth  by  a  severe  shortage  of  electric 
power;  and 

"Whereas  military  establishments  within 
this  most  strategic  section  of  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  similarly  are  handicapped  by  a 
power  shortage;  and 

"Whereas  a  preliminary  study  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Reclamation  has  established  that  a 
hydroelectric  power  dam  and  plant  can  be 
constructed  at  Devil  Canyon  on  the  Susltna 
River  so  as  to  generate  1,150.000.000  kilowatt- 
hours  annually  of  firm  power  at  a  cost  of 
less  than  10  mills  per  kilowatt-hour;  and 

"Whereas  this  energy  transmitted  to  the 
cities  and  areas  named  above  wotild  solve 
the  power  problems  of  the  Alaska  Rallbelt 
and  would  find  a  ready  market  which  would 
Insure  repayment  of  the  Federal  investment 
In  the  dam  and  power  and  transmission 
facilities. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the  Leg- 
Islatiu-e  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  respect- 
tully  prays  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  enact  suitable  legislation  to  author- 
ize and  carry  forward  construction  of  the 
Devil  Canyon  Dam  on  the  Susltna  River,  to- 
gether with  appurtenant  power  production 


and    transmission    facilities,    as   •    Federal 
project. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray. 

"Passed   by   the   house   February   3.    1963. 

"OEORGE  J.  MISCOVICH, 

"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Attest: 

"Makcabkt  GaiSHAif, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"Passed  by  the  senate  February  6.  1953. 
"Chas.  D.  Joms, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Attest: 

"Dora  M.  Swxenzy, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  the  Governor  February   10, 
1953. 

"Ernest  GatnENiNG, 
"Governor  of   AUiska." 

By  Mr.  LANOER: 
A  conciu-rent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations: 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  F 

"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Senate  of  the  83d  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  renew  the  International  Wheat 
Agreement 

"Whereas  in  operation  and  objectives  the 
International  Wheat  Agreement  has  exceeded 
expectations  In  helping  to  stabilize  the  world 
wheat  market  and  world  wheat  prices,  and 
has  contributed  Immeasurably  to  a  better 
International  understanding  and  coop>era- 
tlon;  and 

"Whereas  said  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment has  proved  to  be  an  effective  bulwark 
against  communism  in  those  lands  in  which 
it  has  been  used  to  provide  wheat  for  hungry 
people;  and 

"Whereas  to  permit  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement  to  expire  would  be  to 
critically  reduce  this  Nation's  export  market, 
which  under  the  export  allotment  of  this 
agreement  has  annually  exceeded  250  million 
bushels  of  wheat;  and  would  dangerously  de- 
press wheat  prices;  and  necessitate  drastic 
acreage  restrictions  on  wheat  producers;  and 

"Whereas  termination  of  the  agreement 
would  deprive  hungry  people  throughout  the 
world  of  desperately  needed  food,  and  would 
provide  communism  with  additional  propa- 
ganda material;   and 

"Whereas  the  experience  has  demonstrated 
that  food  is  of  critical  importance  in  aiding 
the  extension  and  strengthening  of  democ- 
racy and  the  furtherance  of  peace  and  under- 
standing throughout  the  world;  and  Is 
equally  important  in  combating  the  ad- 
vancement of  communism;  and 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  In- 
ternational Wheat  Agreement  is  but  a  small 
part  of  the  cost  of  combating  communism  in 
comparison  with  the  necessary  cost  of  main- 
taining our  military  forces:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  33d  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  {the  Senate  concurring 
therein).  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  this  assem- 
bly that  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
should  be  renewed  on  terms  that  are  fair. 
Just,  and  workable  for  all  participating  na- 
tions; and  that  this  assembly  does  hereby 
memorialize  and  petition  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Senate  of  the  83d 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  take  the 
lead,  and  In  a  sincere  spirit  of  international 
cooperation  and  good  faith,  to  resume  imme- 
diately negotiations  with  participating  na- 
tions to  the  end  that  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement  be  renewed  and  extended 
for  a  period  of  4  more  years;   be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  properly  authenticated  by  the  secretary 
of  state  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  and 
sent  to  the  President,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Vice  Presi- 


dent, u  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate,  and 
to  each  Member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

"WAI.TSK  Btteel, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"V.  L.  OiLBRKATH, 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"C.  P.  Dahl, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Edwakd  Lkns. 
"Secretary  o/  the  Senate." 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  repK)rts  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANCER,  from  Comanlttee  on  the 
Judiciary : 

S.  11.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  SUtes  Code,  relating  to  the  mailing 
of  obscene  matter;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  39):  and 

S.  Res.  68.  Resolution  extending  the  au- 
thority to  investigate  problems  connected 
with  emigration  of  refugees  from  Western 
ETuropean  nations;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  40) ;  and,  under  the  rule,  the  res- 
olution was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Offlce  and  Civil  Service: 

8.  Res.  49.  Resolution  to  Investigate  cer- 
tain matters  respecting  postal  rates  and 
charges  In  handling  certain  mall  matter; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  41);  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  resolution  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 
AND  ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, I  report  favorably  13  resolu- 
tions, and  I  submit  certain  reports  there- 
on. Pour  of  the  resolutions  provide  for 
the  payment  of  death  gratuities  to  the 
estates  of  certain  employees  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, in  reporting  these  resolutions 
to  the  Senate,  has  asked  me  to  say  that 
payment  under  the  terms  of  the  resolu- 
tions recommended  is  in  accordance  with 
the  cmllcy  adopted  by  that  committee  last 
summer.  This  policy  would  have  the 
customary  death  gratuities  paid  here- 
after by  resolution  in  accordance  with  a 
graduated  scale  based,  under  certain 
conditions,  on  the  length  of  the  Govern- 
ment service  of  the  deceased  employee. 
In  this  fashion,  the  estates  of  the  older 
employees  of  the  Senate,  as  well  as  those 
who  have  had  long  Government  service 
before  coming  to  the  Senate  will  profit  in 
accordance  with  that  service. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
brief  summary  of  the  method  to  be  used 
for  the  preparation  of  the  resolutions  in 
the  future. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  reports 
will  be  received,  and  the  resolutions  will 
be  placed  on  the  calendar,  and,  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  summary  presented  by  Mr.  Jeh- 
NER  is  as  follows: 

SUMMAKT 

1.  Estates  of  Senate  employees  shall  be  ac- 
corded gratuity  benefits  by  Senate  resolu- 
tion If  such  employees  (a)  die  while  in  the 
service  of  the  Senate,  and  (b)  If  they  have 
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served  12  consecutive  months  on  the  Senate 
payroll  at  the  time  of  their  death*. 

2.  Such  gratuity  benefits  shall  be  com- 
puted on  the  basis  of  1  month's  salary  com- 
pensation for  each  year  served  up  to  six  or 
fraction  thereof. 

3.  After  6  years'  service,  and  while  the  em- 
ployee is  In  his  17th  year  of  employment,  the 
next  of  kin  or  the  estate  of  that  employee 
shall  receive  one-half  month's  salary  for 
each  additional  year  of  total  service,  or  frac- 
tion thereof. 

4.  In  no  event  shall  the  estate  of  a  Sen- 
ate employee  receive  more  than  1  years  sal- 
ary compensation  by  any  death  gratuity  res- 
olution. 

5.  Previous  Government  service,  under 
certain  conditions,  shall  figure  In  the 
amount  which  may  be  computed  to  be  paid 
to  the  estate  of  a  deceased  employee. 

6.  Employees  of  the  Office  of  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol,  serving  on  the  Senate 
side,  shall  have  the  right  of  these  same  con- 
ditions, save  that  no  compensation  greater 
than  6  months'  salary  shall  be  paid  to  their 
estates  or  next  of  kin  If  they  die  In  office. 

By  ISi.  JENNEB,  from  the  Committee  on 
Buies  and  Administration: 

S.  Con.  Res.  4.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional  copies 
of  prayers  offered  by  the  chaplain,  the  Rev- 
erend Peter  Marshall,  D.  D.,  at  the  opening 
of  the  daily  sessions  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  during  the  80th  and  81st 
Congresses;   with  amendments. 

S.  lies.  44.  Resolution  extending  authority 
for  the  investigation  with  respect  to  the 
effectiveness  of  foreign  Information  pro- 
grams; with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  44); 

8.  Res.  45.  Resolution  extending  the  au- 
thority for  a  study  and  Investigation  of  the 
fuel  reserves  and  the  formulation  of  a  fuel 
policy  for  the  United  States;  with  amend- 
ments (Rept.  No.  45); 

8.  Res.  56.  Resolution  providing  for  addi- 
tional personnel  and  funds  for  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  43); 

S.  Res.  61.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  have  printed 
for  its  use  certain  matter  relating  to  the 
Immigration  laws;  with  an  amendment;  and 

S.  Res.  62.  Resolution  authorizing  expendi- 
tures for  an  Investigation  of  national  peni- 
tentiaries; without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
42). 


JANE  E.  HENDERSON 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res,  72),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  to 
Jane  E,  Henderson,  widow  of  I.  Henry  Hen- 
derson, an  employee  under  the  office  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  a  sum  equal  to  8  months'  compen- 
sation at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  at  the 
time  of  his  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered 
Inclusive  of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other 
allowances. 


AGNES  P.  DODGE 


Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (8.  Res.  73),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows: 

ReMlved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay, 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Agnes  P.  Dodge,  widow  of  Louis  Dodge,  an 
employee  of  the  Senate  at  tiie  time  of  his 
death,  a  sum  equal  to  1  months  compen- 


sation at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  by  law 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  said  sum  to  be 
considered  incltislve  of  funeral  expenses  and 
all  other  (dlowances. 


HARRY  BEST 


Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  74),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows: 

Resolved ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  to 
Harry  Best,  widower  of  Mabel  Goodwin  Hal- 
ler,  an  employee  of  the  Senate  at  the  time 
of  her  death,  a  sum  equal  to  1  year's  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  she  was  receiving  by 
law  at  the  time  of  her  death,  said  sum  to  be 
considered  inclusive  of  funeral  expenses  and 
all   other  allowances. 


ANNIE  MAY  BOLTON 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  75),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  fellows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  to 
Annie  May  Bolton,  widow  of  Guy  T.  Bolton, 
an  employee  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  a  sum  equal  to  6  months'  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  by 
law  at  the  time  of  his  death,  said  sum  to 
be  considered  inclusive  of  funeral  expenses 
and  all  other   allowances. 


PRINTING  OF  55TH  ANNUAL  REPORT 
OP  DAUGHTERS  OP  AMERICAN 
REVOLUTION 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (8.  Res.  76),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows: 

Resolved  That  the  55th  annual  report  of 
the  National  Society  of  the  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution  for  the  year  ended 
April  1,  1»52,  be  printed,  with  Illustrations, 
as  a  Senate  document. 


PRINTING  OP  HEARINGS  ON  SEN- 
ATE RESOLUTIONS  AMENDING 
SO-CAIiED  CLOTURE  RULE 

Mr.  JETiNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  77),  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows: 

Resolved  That  there  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, 2,C00  copies  of  the  hearings  on  the 
Senate  Resolutions  41,  52,  105,  and  203, 
82d  Congress,  flrst  session,  relative  to  amend- 
ing Senate  rule  XXII  relating  to  cloture. 


PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  HEARING  ON  S.  2570,  AUTHOR- 
IZING THE  CONDUCT  OP  PRESI- 
DENTIAL PREFERENCE  PRIMARIES 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  reported 
an  original  resolution  (S.  Res.  78) ,  which 


was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar, as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  be  printed  for  tht 
tise  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration 2,000  copies  of  the  hearing  during 
the  82d  Congress,  second  session,  on  the  bill 
(S.  2570)  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General 
to  conduct  preference  primaries  for  nomi- 
nation of  candidates  for  President  and  Vice 
President. 


BILLS   AND   JOINT   RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
f erred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Kenkkdt)  : 
S.  926.  A  bill  to  amend  section  41  of  th« 
Longshoremen's  and  Harbor  Workers'  Com- 
pensation Act  so  as  to  provide  a  system  of 
safety  rules,  regulations,  and  safety  inspec- 
tion, and  training,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

5  927.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Milan 
Gavrilovich;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Hknorickson ) : 
S.  928.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  additional  district  Judge  for  the 
district  of  New  Jersey;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    SALTONSTALL: 

6  929  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cleopatra 
Stavros  Millonls;  and 

S  930.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin  An- 
thony Beelunan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr   THTE: 

S  931.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vllhjalmur 
Thorlaksson  BJarnar;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUNT  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Hendsickson)  : 

S  932.  A  bill  to  equalize  the  treatment 
accorded  to  commissioned  officers  of  the 
V'eterlnary  Corps  with  that  accorded  to  com- 
missioned ofTlf-ers  of  other  corps  of  the  Army 
Medical  Service,  and  for  other  purpoees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr    SMATHERS: 

S  933  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alpbetu 
Herbert  McKenzle;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

S  934.  A  bin  to  provide  an  Identical  basla 
for  award  of  death  pension  to  widows  and 
children;  and 

S  935.  A  bill  to  Increase  certain  disability 
pension  awards,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S  936.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Monlk* 
Klein: 

S  937.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Virgin!* 
Grande: 

s  938.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin 
Mlntz: 

S  939  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  NJdeh  Hot- 
hanisslan  Aslanlan; 

S  940.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Clemlntlna 
Ferrara,  Maria  Oarofalo,  Rosetta  Savlno. 
Maria  Serra.  Alblna  Zamunner,  and  Fedor* 
Gassarrlnl; 

S  941.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Luljri  Mas- 
clttl:  * 

S.  942.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Thomas 

Komlnos; 

S  943.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oswald  James 

Burton; 

S.  944.  A    bill    for    the    reUef    of    George 

Vatakls;  * 

S.  945.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Moshe  Gips; 

S  946  A  bill  for  tlie  relief  of  Mona  Lisbet 
Kofoed  Nicolal.sen.  Lelf  Martin  Borglum 
Nlcolaisen,  and  Ian  Alan  Kofoed  Nicolaisen; 
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8.  947.  A  bill  for  ;he  relief  of  John  Marcoe 
Fafalioe; 

S.  948.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panos  Mlcha- 
lupoulos; 

S.  949.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Karol  Herse 
and  his  wife.  Maria;  and 

S  950.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlltladls 
Theodoslos  Svoronoii;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

S  961.  A  bUl  for  i.he  relief  of  the  city  of 
Klrkland.  Wash.:   and 

S  952.  A  bill  to  amend  section  212  (d)   (7) 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on  ttje  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KERR: 

S  953.  A  bill  for  ttie  relief  of  Mary  Thalia 
Wommack  Webb;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

S.  954.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Har- 
old Wall;  to  the  O^mmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  955.  A  bill  providing  for  the  Initiation 
and  promotion  of  piisture  development  and 
water  conservation  development  projects 
through  certain  experiment  stations  in 
Oklahoma;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  cf  Mr.  Kzxi  when  he  in- 
troduced    the     last     above-mentioned    bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 

8  956.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julianne  Lee 
Nelson  (8trutzenber(,'er) ;  to  the  Conunittee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   McCARRAN: 

8.  957.  A  bill  to  re]>eal  an  act  which  with- 
drew certain  public  lands  of  the  United 
States  In  the  State  ot  California  from  set- 
tlement; and 

S.  958.  A  bill  to  cancel  authority  under 
the  act  of  June  23,  1936,  for  the  conveyance 
of  certain  lands  owned  by  the  United  States 
to  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  959.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Jury  com- 
mission for  each  Unl:ed  States  district  court, 
to  regulate  Its  compensation,  to  prescribe  its 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  960.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  1505  and 
3486  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
relating  to   congressional   Investigations; 

S.  961.  A  bill  to  ectabllsh  uniform  quall- 
ncatlons  for  Jurors  In  the  Federal  courts; 
and 

S  962  (by  request^.  A  bill  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2151  of  title  13,  United  States  Code, 
relating  to  sabotage,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE- 

S.  963.  A  bill  to  piovide  for  the  payment 
of  more  adequate  compensation  to  the 
Indians  of  the  Pine  Ridge  Reservation  for 
land  taken  from  them  by  the  United  States 
In  1942  for  military  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado) : 

S  964.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction, 
operation,  and  maliitenance  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  cf  the  Prylngpan-Arkan- 
sas  project,  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.   McCA;SRAN: 

S.  965.  A  bin  to  .luthorize  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  make  and 
publish  rules  for  procedure  on  review  of 
decisions  of  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Comralttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   KILGORE: 

S  966.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Demltrlous 
Vaslllous  Karavogeorge;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    TAFT    (for    himself    and   Mr. 
Hill) : 

S.  967.  A  bill  to  extend  the  duration  of 
the  Hospital  Survey  and  Construction  Act 
(title  VI  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act); 
to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. 

By  Mr.  BUTLI5R  of  Nebraska: 

S.  968.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa  Ana 
Tesar;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

8.  969.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency,  as  an  adjunct  to  the 
Federal  public-works  program,  to  make  loans 
and  grants  for  the  construction,  remodeling. 
Improvement,  and  extension  of  school  facili- 
ties; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  W ATKINS  (by  request) : 

8.  J.  Ites.  43.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  relating  to  the  legal  effect  of  cer- 
tain treaties;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

8.  J.  Res.  44.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  the  composition 
of  the  Supreme  Court;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Bxttlek  of  Maryland 
when  he  introduced  the  above  Joint  resolu- 
tion, which  appear  under  a  separate  head- 
ing.) 


PASTURE  AND  WATER  CONSERVA- 
TION DEVELOPMENT  PROJECTS  IN 
OKLAHOMA 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  initiation  and  promotion 
of  pasture  development  and  water  con- 
servation development  projects  through 
certain  experiment  stations  in  Okla- 
homa. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
statement  prepared  by  me,  together  with 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Oklahoma 
Association  of  Soil  Conservation  Dis- 
tricts, and  recommendations  for  soil  con- 
servation and  management  research  on 
crop  and  pasture  lands  in  Oklahoma,  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
and  recommendations  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  955)  providing  for  the 
initiation  and  promotion  of  pasture  de- 
velopment and  water  conservation  devel- 
opment projects  through  certain  experi- 
ment stations  in  Oklahoma,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Kerr,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  statement,  resolution,  and  recom- 
mendations, presented  by  Mr.  Kerr,  are 
as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatok  Kerk 

On  January  12  the  Oklahoma  Association 
of  Soil  Conservation  Districts  held  their 
annual  meeting  In  Oklahoma  City.  The 
meeting  was  attended  by  400  State  soil  con- 
servation district  supervisors. 

These  men  came  from  every  corner  of  the 
State  of  Oklahoma  at  their  own  expense  In 
order  to  transact  the  business  of  their  soil 
conservation  districts  and  to  Join  hands  with 
one  another  to  promote  a  sound  soil  con- 
servation program  In  our  State. 

Oklahoma  is  one  of  the  leading  States  In 
the  matter  of  soil  conservation  accomplish- 
ments. Almost  every  square  mile  of  the 
State  Is  organized  Into  soil  conservation  dis- 
tricts with  the  exception  of  one  of  the  77 
counties. 

At  this  meeting  certain  resolutions  were 
adopted  on  the  basis  of  the  need  of  strength- 
ening the  program.  A  resolution  which  was 
adopted  seeks  an  appropriation  of  $200,000 
to  Initiate  and  expand  the  soil  conservation 
and  management  research  program  under 
the  Soils  Division  of  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  at  the  Red  Plains 
conservation  experiment  station  near  Guth- 
rie and  the  Wheatland  conservation  experi- 
ment station  located  near  Cherokee,  Okla. 
They  further  seek  a  continuing  appropriation 


amounting  to  •100;000  a  year  to  carry  on  the 
required  research  work. 

Resolution  No.  8  pertains  to  the  manage- 
ment research  program  being  conducted  In 
cooperation  with  the  land  grant  colleges. 

The  reason  that  I  take  the  time  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  ask  incltislon  of 
the  documents  in  the  Record  Is  evident  to 
every  Member  of  this  body.  Never  in  our 
history  have  we  been  made  so  aware  of  the 
necessity  of  conserving  and  properly  utilizing 
the  soli  and  water  resoiuces  of  this  land  as 
at  the  present  time. 

Out  In  my  part  of  the  country  we  are  still 
In  the  throes  of  one  of  the  most  severe 
drouths  In  the  history  of  weather  bureau 
records.  Every  day  the  necessity  of  conserv- 
ing the  soil  and  water  of  our  land  is  being 
demonstrated  to  us.  The  other  day  I  stood 
In  the  foyer  of  the  Commerce  Building  and 
watched  the  lights  flicker  across  a  large  map 
of  the  United  States  and  saw  It  record  the 
increase  In  our  population  at  a  rate  of  one 
every  13  seconds.  It  dramatically  Indicated 
to  me  the  responsibility  that  is  upon  our 
shoulders  to  provide  the  food,  clothing,  and 
shelter  which  Is  needed  for  this  ever-Increas- 
ing population  of  ours.  And.  added  to  this — 
we  are  assuming  responsibilities  beyond  our 
borders  which  cannot  be  taken  lightly.  We 
must  conserve  our  soil — we  must  make  our 
productive  acres  more  productive.  If  we  are 
to  meet  the  ever-Increasing  demand  upon 
our   agricultural   production   plant. 

I  therefore  urge  that  the  action  that  was 
taken  by  the  Oklahoma  Association  of  Soil 
Conservation  Districts  be  vitalized  by  the 
passage  of  the  bill  which  I  have  introduced. 

RESOLtmoN  Vin 

Whereas  the  soil  conservation  and  man- 
agement research  program  being  conducted 
in  cooperation  with  land  grant  colleges  Is  of 
vital  Importance  to  soil  conservation  district 
operations  by  pointing  out  the  best  possible 
soil  conservation  measures  and  sound  land 
use;  and 

Whereas  funds  for  this  purpose  have  been 
greatly  reduced  to  the  point  of  seriously 
crippling  the  research  program;  and 

Whereas  new  Investigations  are  needed  for 
permeating  or  preventing  plow-pans  In  soils 
and  for  wise  development  and  use  of  pasture 
resources  from  brush  land  and  in  conjunc- 
tion with  crop  rotations  and  fertUizer  com- 
binations on  cultivated  land  to  reduce  ero- 
sion, utilize  moisture  and  maintain  agricul- 
tural production:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Oklahoma  Association 
of  Soil  Conservation  Districts  assembled  In 
Oklahoma  City  this  12th  day  of  January 
1953,  go  on  record  requesting  a  special  appro- 
priation of  $200,000  to  Initiate  this  project 
and  $100,000  each  year  thereafter  to  continue 
this  research  In  Oklahoma;  the  funds  to  be 
provided  to  the  Soils  Division  of  the  United 
States  Agricultural  Research  Administration 
for  expanding  the  soils  research  at  the  Red 
Plains  Conservation  Experiment  Station, 
Guthrie,  and  the  Wheatland  Conservation 
Experiment  Station,  Cherokee,  and  in  field 
trial  studies  on  cooperative  farms;  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  each  member  of  our  Oklahoma  dele- 
gation in  Congress;  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture; the  president  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Soil  Conservation  Districts;  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Agricultural  Research  Adminis- 
tration, United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, Washington,  D.  C;  and  Chief,  Bu- 
reau of  Plant  Industry,  Soils  and  Agrlcultviral 
Engineering.  Agricultural  Research  Admin- 
istration, United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, Beltsville,  Md. 

RECOMMENDATIOdJS    FOB   NEW    SOIL    CONSERVA- 
TION AND  Management  Reskabch  on  Crop 
AND  Pastxtre  Lands  op  Oklahoma 
Investigations  are  needed  to  give  guidance 
to  a  better  understanding  of  land  capabili- 
ties and  methods  of  conserving,  developing, 
and  managing  soil,  water,  and  vegetation  for 
land  protection  and  improvement  on  both 
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crop  and  pasture  land  of  Oklahoma.  Prob- 
lems of  this  nature  mxist  be  approached  from 
this  standpoint  of  combination  of  land- 
treatment  measures  and  practices.  The  pri- 
mary purpose  of  which  would  be  to  reduce 
erosion  and  runoff  and  fully  utilize  moisture, 
keeping  In  mind  that  the  measures  must 
conform  to  the  needs  of  the  land  and  to  a 
long-time  sustained  agricultural  program. 
Some  of  the  Important  combination  of  fac- 
tors are  (1)  sound  land  use,  (2)  water  con- 
trol, (3)  soil  Improvement,  (4)  cropping  sys- 
tems and  rotations,  and  (5)  farm  manage- 
ment. Such  a  system  of  land  use  and  treat- 
ment factors  Involves  the  use  of  livestock. 
They  are  necessary  In  order  to  use  the  grass 
and  forage  that  would  otherwise  be  wasted. 

Individual  treatments  and  practices  for 
controlling  erosion,  conserving  moisture,  and 
bringing  eroded  and  unused  land  Into  pro- 
duction have  been  studied  since  1929  at  the 
Red  Plains  Conservation  Experiment  Station, 
Guthrie.  Okla..  and  since  1939  at  the  Wheat- 
land Conservation  Experiment  Station, 
Cherokee,  Okla.  The  Red  Plains  station  was 
the  fljvt  of  its  kind  to  be  established  in 
the  country.  Much  valuable  Information  has 
been  obtained,  but  the  results  show  that 
terraces  and  contour  cultivation  alone  are 
not  enough.  We  need  to  know  what  results 
to  expect  from  the  application  of  land-treat- 
ment measures  and  practices  of  the  above 
nature.  To  get  the  answer,  or  to  arrive  at 
th3  best  solution  of  the  problem,  many  ele- 
ments must  be  examined  Individually  and 
in  combination  to  best  determine  the  bene- 
flt-coet  relationship.  Some  of  this  work  is 
under  way  on  these  stations,  but  the  research 
program  needs  to  be  expanded. 

80r,    AND    WATEX    CONSESVATION    AND    IMPBOVE- 
ICCNT    OF    CROPI.AMD 

Intensive  land-treatment  measures  and 
practices  are  needed  on  approximately  7  mil- 
lion acres  of  cropland  In  Oklahoma.  Plow 
pans  are  also  very  extensive  on  some  13.9 
million  acres  of  cultivated  land  of  this  State. 
This  plow  pan  is  a  very  dense  soil  layer 
occurring  at  the  bottom  of  the  tillage  opera- 
tions. It  Is  so  tight  that  plant  roots  often 
fall  to  penetrate  it.  Its  presence  greatly  lim- 
its the  movement  of  water  Into  the  soil  and 
thereby  increases  runoff  and  erosion.  This 
restrictive  layer  Is  also  detrimental  to  crop 
production.  Information  Is  needed,  there- 
fore, to  find  out  how  this  compacted  layer 
is  formed,  why  It  Is  formed  and  how  the 
formation  may  be  prevented  and  destroyed. 

Crop  rotations 

With  the  increased  demand  for  more  and 
more  production  of  food  and  fiber  to  pro- 
vide for  the  ever-Increasing  population,  all 
possible  methods  of  conservation  farming  for 
Increased  production  need  further  Investiga- 
tion. The  value  of  crop  rotations  of  grass- 
legumes-fertilizer  combinations  needs  to  be 
determined  for  land  of  different  capabilities. 
These  studies  should  be  especially  designed 
to  determine  si>ecle8  of  grass  or  legume  to 
use,  length  of  rotation,  and  effects  of  such 
rotations  on  controllng  erosion,  reducing 
runoff,  and  maintaining  crop  yields.  The 
pasture  value  of  the  sod-like  crops  in  the 
rotations  needs  to  be  determined  along  with 
the  effectiveness  of  such  rotations  and  a 
livestock  system  of  farming  on  erosion  and 
flood  control. 

Tillage  methods 

Stubble  mulch  tillage  Is  an  Important 
practice  from  the  standpoint  of  wind  and 
water  erosion.  Much  more  information. 
however,  U  needed  on  proper  methods  and 
machines  for  maintaining  such  mulches  in 
periods  of  recurring  weed  growth  and  plant 
dlaesMS,  and  effectiveness  of  stubble  mulch 
tillage  in  combinaUons  with  legume-grass 
rotations  on  physical  properties  of  soil, 
maintenance  at  fertility,  moisture  conserva- 
tion, and  erosion. 

^OrganU:  matter 

■    Tbm  uet^tdf  losa  of  organic   matter  from 
cropland  irVtami 


ling.     Green  manure  crops 


and  rotations  have  been  effective  but  under 
arid  and  semiarld  conditions,  none  of  the 
usual  me '.hods  were  sufficient  to  maintain 
organic  nratter  content.  It  Is  so  Important 
from  the  standpoint  of  soil  and  water  con- 
servation— physical — chemical  properties  and 
biological  life  of  the  soil,  and  production 
that  intensive  research  is  needed  on  all  pos- 
sible sources  of  organic  niatter.  Its  nature 
and  decomposition  in  soil  and  cropping  and 
cultural  ])ractices  for  maintaining  and  Im- 
proving the  organic  matter  content  of  the 
soil. 

PASTUIIE    AND    GRASSLAND    IMPKOVXMENT 

Temporary  and  permanent  pastures  oc- 
cupy about  18.5  million  acres  of  land  in 
Oklahoma,  but  approximately  8.5  million 
acres  are  eroded  class  VII  land.  Most  ii'-.s- 
tures  on  this  type  of  land  are  poor  In  quality, 
often  misiused,  and  land  cover  and  produc- 
tion destroyed,  and  thereby  runoff  and  ero- 
sion losses  increased.  To  overcome  these 
problems  careful  consideration  must  be 
given  to  a  greatly  expanded  program  of 
range  and  pa.sture  improvement  and  Its 
proper  integration  with  other  phases  of  pro- 
duction development.  Measurements  are 
needed  showing  the  effectiveness  of  ferti- 
lizers and  different  kinds  of  grasses  and 
legumes  on  soil  and  water  conservation  un- 
der year-long  grazing  conditions  on  perma- 
nent pastures  and  cultivated  croplands  of 
different  capabilities.  A  program  of  this 
nature  lavolving  adapted  soils,  fertilizers, 
Ume,  crop  rotations,  native  or  tame  grasses, 
legumes,  and  supplementary  feed  requires 
careful  planning  and  Intelligent  manage- 
ment. Therefore,  all  factors  concerning 
these  prcblems  need  to  be  fully  determined. 

The  le{;umes  and  better  grasse^s,  which  are 
naturally  a  part  of  a  good  cropping  system, 
make  good  supplementary  or  winter  pas- 
tures. The  fields  they  occupy,  however, 
must  be  planned  so  the  livestock  can  be 
rotated  from  one  to  the  other.  The  crops 
must  be  arranged  in  sequence  so  that  there 
will  be  &ii  few  gaps  as  possible  In  the  grazing 
schedule  and  at  the  same  time  provide  as 
much  cover  as  possible  for  erosion  and  flood- 
control  purposes.  In  this  way  the  crop 
rotations  will  become  a  part  of  a  year-round 
pasture,  and  combinations  of  crops  must  be 
worked  out  to  fit  In  with  the  permanent 
pastures.  This  line  of  research  is  of  para- 
mount importance  to  the  establishment  and 
malnteiinnce  of  a  stable  system  of  agricul- 
ture. Wise  development  and  use  of  grazing 
resource!!  In  conjunction  with  cultivated 
crops  represents  the  key  to  economic  sta- 
bility, fertility  noaintenance,  erosion  control, 
flood  pnivention,  and  general  resource  de- 
velopment. 

Gullies  are  prevalent  on  about  25  2  million 
acres  of  land  In  Oklahoma,  and  12.75  mUUon 
acres  of  which  are  severely  affected.  The 
exposed  (lubsoil  and  rocks  contribute  greatly 
to  high  nanoff,  destructive  erosion,  and  floods. 


This  fact  and  recent  Interest  in  soil  ooneer- 

vatlon  and  flood  control  has  also  Increased 
the  demand  for  new  and  better  methods  of 
reclaiming  severely  eroded  land  such  as 
abandoned  oil  flelds,  mining  areas,  deep 
gullies,  wet  and  salt  areas,  etc. 

Brush  control  and  pasture  development 

Competition  from  brush  and  other  trouble- 
some plants  represents  one  of  the  greatest 
single  deterrents  to  range  forage  production 
on  millions  of  acres  of  laud  In  Oklahoma  and 
the  Southwest.  Control  of  these  plants  rep- 
resents the  most  valuable  range  Improvement 
and  water  conservation  practices  in  such 
areas  fur  producing  more  grass,  beef,  and 
dollars. 

N.)t  all  of  the  10,000.000  acres  in  Oklahoma 
covered  with  scrubby  oak  and  other  woody 
vegetation  can  be  safely  cleared  because  of 
erosion  hazards,  but  a  tremendous  amount 
can  be  improved.  If  the  brush  was  removed 
and  proper  management  applied  to  those 
acres  that  are  suitable  for  clearing,  it  is  pos- 
sible for  the  production  of  beef  in  this  State 
alone  to  be  Increased  (based  on  the  present 
price  of  grass- fattened  cattle)  as  much  as 
$100  million  annually.  Before  this  can  be 
done,  however.  Investigations  are  needed  to 
determine  the  most  effective  and  economical 
means  of  controlling  brush,  the  l>eat  chemi- 
cal for  a  particular  use  and  the  most  effective 
method  and  time  of  application. 

There  is  also  a  definite  need  for  better  ma- 
chines to  api)ly  chemicals.  The  airplane 
otTers  great  (>ossiblllties  and  Bho\ild  be  care- 
fully and  fully  Investigated.  After  the  brush 
has  been  killed,  however,  there  are  many  ero- 
sion control,  use.  and  management  problems. 
An  adequate  i-rogrum  will  need  to  be  devel- 
oped for  bruih  control,  erosion  control,  water 
conservation,  reseedlng  with  grass  and  le- 
gumes where  necessary,  fertilization,  grazing 
returns  and  management  studies  to  deter- 
mine the  best  and  fullest  productive  capacity 
of  the  land  under  ma.xlmum  use. 

LAND    AVAn.ABLE    FOX    RZSEAXCH    PaOGKAM 

Land  Is  available  on  the  Red  Plains  and 
Wheatland  Stations  for  the  basic  studies. 
Some  of  the  earlier  findings,  however,  may 
need  to  be  expanded  in  field  trial  studies  to 
soil  conservation  district  coop>erators  forms. 
The  acres  of  land  according  to  capabilities 
and  conservation  treatment  needs  for  Okla- 
homa  are  given  In  the  attached  table. 

FUNDS   REQUESTED    FOR    AGRlCUl-TtnWL    RXSEAKCH 
ADMINISTRATION 

We  are  requesting  that  funds  be  made 
available  to  the  Sulls  Division  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Research  Administration  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  to  initiate 
this  project  thu  year.  The  best  estimate  at 
which  we  have  been  able  to  arrive  indicates 
it  will  take  $200,000  to  initiate  this  project 
and  approximately  $100,000  per  year  to  con- 
tinue this  project. 


Land  capability  unils  nml  ncrcnqe  of  each  in  Oklahoma  " 


Land  rars^nity  units 


Pfwiit  land  uses 


Croi'land 


Idle 


r.ui.'r  l;ili(] 


Woodland 


Total  acres 


Puitablo  for  CTiltivation  with— 

I.  No  sp<>cial  conservation  trest- 

mont 

II.  Moderate  conaervation   treat- 
ment    

III.  Intensive  coasenation  treatment. 
Suitable  for  occa.<iional  cultivation  with— 

I V .  I  nt«n.si ve  oonaervattoa  treatment 
Suitable  for  pcrmanrut  ve^'otalioo  witii- 

V.  No  speci'il  const  rvation  treat- 
ment             

VI.  Moderate   oonxrvstioD   treat- 
ment.  

VII.  ]ntensivv>   coriservation    treat- 
ment  

Suitable  or  !y  for— 

VIII.  Wildlife  production 


Total. 


3, 2«.  303 

i,9(a,fiflo 

".Ot.^MU 
60,874 


«7,07B 

193,834 

1,381,820 

2,853 


S2.  2f>,^ 

ai.nio 

2SS.  071' 
32,  OUT 


25,  105 

28,850 

783,225 

63,080 


13,956,160 


1,285.2M 


1.078,  3f>5 

l.TSS,  047 
5,  401,  tJ87 

179,  OW 


62.903 

fifi,335 
108,128 

3,  4«1 


23,531 
143,021 
163,422 


'  Taken  Irom  Oklahoma  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  Biilk-tin  228. 


504,011 


i41«,«36 

3,844,672 
12,843,387 

375,  sat 


376,670 
3,281,000 
8,588, 173 

113,383 


32,760,420 
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ANTI-SEMmSM  IN  RUSSIA  AND 
SATELLITE  COUNTRIES 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  a  group  of  other  Sen- 
ators on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  I  have 
sent  to  the  desk  an  extremely  Important 
resolution  which,  in  our  judgment,  calls 
for  immediate  action  by  the  Senate. 

This  resolution,  which  is  very  brief, 
reads  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  tlie  Senate  hereby  expresses 
( 1 )  Its  profound  sense  of  shock  at  the  re- 
ports concerning  the  persecution  of  the  Jew- 
ish people  and  the  revival  of  antl-SemltIsm 
In  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet  Republics, 
and  (2)  Its  expectation  that  without  delay 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  will  officlUly  convey  Its  grave  con- 
cern over  this  matter  to  the  Union  of  So- 
cialist Soviet  Republics  and  Its  request  that 
prompt  steps  be  tiken  to  remove  all  cause 
for  the  fears  that  have  arisen  throughout 
the  world  concerning  the  future  security  of 
the  Jewish  people  now  residing  within  the 
borders  of  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet  Re- 
publics. 

On  February  11,  a  similar  statement 
was  adopted  by  40  American  Roman 
Catholics.  This  statement,  which  was 
joined  in  by  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ken- 
nedy] and  myself,  offered  special  sym- 
pathy to  the  Jews  in  their  new  trial,  de- 
nounced the  growing  anti-Semitism  in 
the  Communist  world,  and  called  upon 
the  conscience  of  the  world,  through 
governments  and  the  United  Nations  to 
protest  against  it. 

The  Commonweal  magazine  of  Feb- 
ruary 20  carries  an  important  editorial 
commenting  upon  this  statement.  Let 
me  quote  from  this  editorial: 

It  Is  particularly  Important  that  non-Jews 
speak,  for  there  raust  be  solidarity  of  free- 
men In  something  like  this.  When  Jews  are 
threatened,  we  are  threatened;  as  the  arrests 
of  priests  and  the  subversion  of  Catholic 
churches  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  cast  a 
shadow  of  threat  on  the  Jews,  the  next  group 
with  Independent  allegiance  and  a  devo- 
tion to  something  t>eyond  Caesar. 

Mr.  President,  It  Is  obvious  that  In  this 
situation  the  Senate  should  lose  no  time 
in  expressing  its  sense  of  indignation  at 
the  revival  of  anti-Semitism  in  Russia. 

No  committee  hearings  nor  prolonged 
deliberations  an?  necessary  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  to  satisfy  himself  that 
Jews  in  Russia  are  threatened  by  the 
same  malignant  forces  that  wiped  out 
the  Jews  in  Germany. 

No  committet!  hearings  nor  prolonged 
deliberations  are  necessary  for  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  to  realize  that  not 
a  day  should  be  lost  in  voicing  our  pro- 
te.sts  against  the  unspeakable  evil  which 
threatens  the  Jewish  people  in  Russia. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  rule  be  suspended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  permitting  immediate  considera- 
tion of  this  resolution  of  protest. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  object. 
Furthermore,  I  propose  to  move  to  refer 
this  resolution  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

I  certainly  share  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  a  sense  of  shock  at  the 
anti-Semitism  which  has  apparently  de- 
veloped in  the  Soviet  countries,  and  I 


think  we  should  express  our  views  on  that 
subject.  However,  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  should  express  those  views  in  a  form, 
which  meets  the  approval  of  the  entire 
Senate,  and  not  by  means  of  a  resolution 
suddenly  presented  in  the  Senate  at  a 
time  when  only  about  15  Senators  are 
present. 

I  think  the  same  argument  applies  to 
any  resolution  which  asks  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  speak  to 
another  government  and  make  protest. 
That  is  a  serious  matter  in  international 
law.  It  certainly  should  have  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  Is  the  phrasing  of  the  resolu- 
tion right?  Offhand,  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  to  cover  the  very  point  which  the 
Senator  is  trying  to  cover,  because  it 
asks — 

That  prompt  steps  be  taken  to  remove  all 
cause  for  the  fears  that  have  arisen  through- 
out the  world  concerning  the  future  security 
of  the  Jewish  people  now  residing  within 
the  borders  of  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet 
Republics. 

The  persecution  which  has  taken  place 
up  to  this  date  has  not  been  "within  the 
borders  of  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet 
Republics."  It  has  been  primarily  in 
the  satellite  countries,  which  are  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet 
Republics. 

I  call  attention  to  that  point  for  the 
reason  that  when  we  adopt  a  resolution 
of  this  importance  it  ought  to  be  carefully 
phrased.  It  ought  to  be  considered  by 
the  committee  and  framed  in  the  proper 
language.  Its  phraseology  ought  also  to 
be  taken  up  with  and  considered  by  the 
State  Department. 

I  therefore  move  that  the  resolution 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations.  I  can  promise  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  that  it  will  be  re-* 
port3d  back  to  the  Senate  this  week  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  IVES.  May  I  speak  on  the 
motion? 

Mr.  TAPT.    Yes.     It  is  open  to  debate. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  in  the  first 
place  I  want  it  distinctly  understood 
that  I  am  strongly  in  sympathy  with  the 
Senator  from  Montana  in  submitting 
this  resolution.  However,  I  quite  agree 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  that  it  does  not  hit  exactly  at  the 
object,  the  goal,  or  the  target  at  which 
it  is  presumably  aimed.  In  other  words, 
those  in  the  satellite  countries  who  are 
being  persecuted  are  being  persecuted 
presumably  by  Soviet  stooges,  and  the 
wording  of  the  resolution  should  con- 
template this  condition. 

There  is  one  further  suggestion  which 
I  think  should  be  followed  in  this  con- 
nection, and  that  is  that  the  resolution 
should  be  further  amended  so  that  our 
Government  will  be  urged  to  bring  this 
situation  to  the  attention  of  the  United 
Nations  for  appropriate  action.  Pre- 
sumably it  should  be  handled  through 
the  instrumentahty  of  the  United  Na- 
tions, and  not  by  direct  contact  between 
our  Government  and  the  Government  of 
Soviet  Russia.  I  think  that  such  a  pro- 
vision should  be  added  to  the  resolution. 

On  January  21  last  I  issued  a  state- 
ment which  I  released  in  connection  with 
other  remarks  I  made  before  the  Jewish 
Labor  Committee,  which  was  assembled 
here  in  Washington  at  that  time.    The 


statenj^nt   which   I   released   read   as 
follows: 

Like  every  other  decent  American,  I  de- 
plore the  Soviet  persecution  of  the  Jewish 
people.  To  all  who  are  acquainted  with  the 
Soviet  record,  however,  the  present  out- 
rageous and  inhiunan  treatment  of  those  of 
the  Jewish  faith  residing  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  should  not  be  surprising. 

I  call  upon  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  through  the  medium  of  the  United 
Nations,  to  take  aU  possible  action  to  bring 
these  Soviet  outrages  before  the  bar  of  world 
opinion  to  the  end  that  they  shall  cease. 

I  sent  copies  of  that  statement  to  Sec- 
retary Dulles  and  to  Ambassador  Lodge. 
Chief  of  the  United  States  Mission  to 
the  United  Nations.  From  Secretary 
Dulles  I  received  the  following  reply; 

The  Secretary  or  State. 
Washington,  January  23.  1953. 
Dear  Irving:   I  have  your  letter  of  Janu- 
ary 21. 

You  can  be  sure  that  I  am  in  hearty  sym- 
pathy with  the  spirit  of  the  statement  which 
you  enclose. 

Sincerely  yovu-s, 

John  Foster  Dui-les. 

From  Ambassador  Lodge  I  received 
the  following  letter: 

UNrrED  States  Representativb 

TO    THE    United    Nations. 
Dear  Irv  :  Many  thanks  for  yotu  letter  and 
the  enclosiU"e. 

Needless  to  say  I  have  the  same  concern 
that  you  have  in  this  matter,  and  I  am 
actively  studying  it  to  see  what  is  the  best 
procedtire. 

With  warm  regards,  I  am. 
Faithfully. 

Hekrt   Cabot   Lodge,   Jr., 
Chief.  United  States  Mission 

to  the  United  Nations. 

It  SO  happens  that  tonight  in  New 
York  City  there  is  being  held  a  very  large 
mass  meeting,  the  purpose  of  which  is 
to  protest  and  condemn  Soviet  anti- 
Semitic  action.  In  this  connection,  be- 
cause I  shall  be  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting,  I  have  sent  the  following  tele- 
gram to  Rabbi  Jerome  Unger,  executive 
director  of  the  American  Zionist  Coun- 
cil, in  New  York  City : 

February  16,  1953. 
Rabbi  Jerome  Ungeb, 

Executive   Director,   American   Zionist 
Council.  New  York,  N.   Y.: 

I  deeply  regret  that  previous  commitments 
prevent  my  attendance  at  your  most  impor- 
tant protest  meeting.  Although  I  cannot 
be  with  you  in  person  tonight,  I  Join  with 
you,  with  all  the  feeling  at  my  command, 
in  your  condemnation  of  the  Infamous  anti- 
Semitism  of  the  Soviet  rulers.  At  the  same 
time,  I  express  my  heartfelt  sympathy  for 
the  unfortunate  victims  of  Communist 
tyranny. 

The  outrages  against  the  Jewish  people 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain  are  part  and  parcel 
of  the  planned  Soviet  campaign  to  enslave 
the  entire  world.  The  breaking  of  diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  State  of  Israel  to 
seek  the  favor  of  the  Arab  countries  is  the 
most  recent  verification  of  this  planned 
treachery. 

The  merciless  slaughter  of  6  million  Jews 
by  the  Nazi  hangmen  Is  etched  on  the  con- 
science of  the  free  world.  The  Soviet  emu- 
lators of  their  Nazi  brethren  inUst  not  carry 
out  their  treacherous  schemes.  We  must  go 
on  record — with  an  overwhelming  chorxis 
of  protest  voiced  by  free  governments  and 
free  peoples  everywhere — by  warning  the 
Communist  perpetrators  of  these  horrible 
crimes  that  they  will  be  held  to  strict  ac- 
count when  the  day  of  reckoning  arrives. 
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If  we  fall  to  heed  the  cries  of  the  perse- 
cuted— If  we  fall  to  raise  our  voices  In  pro- 
test— we  Invite  the  Soviet  Union  to  con- 
tinue to  foment  dissension,  strife,  and  pos- 
sibly war  in  the  Middle  East  and  in  Kurope. 

Because  or  my  abiding  concern  over  the 
tragic  plight  of  the  Jewish  people  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain,  I  transmitted  the  following 
expression  of  my  views  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  to  the  Chief,  United  States  Mission 
to  the  United  Nations: 

"Like  every  other  decent  American,  I  de- 
plore the  Soviet  persecution  of  the  Jewish 
people.  To  all  who  are  acquainted  with  the 
Soviet  record,  however,  the  present  outra- 
geous and  Inhuman  treatment  of  those  of 
the  Jewish  faith  residing  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  should  not  be  surprising. 

"I  call  upon  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  through  the  medium  of  the  United 
Nations  to  take  all  possible  action  to  bring 
these  Soviet  outrages  before  the  bar  of  world 
opinion  to  the  end  that  they  shall  cease.'" 

The  replies  of  Secretary  Dulles  and  Ambas- 
sador Lodge  are  both  heartwarming  and  en- 
couraging. I  am  convinced  that  the  United 
States  Government  will  exert  the  utmost  ef- 
fort to  put  a  stop  to  the  Soviet  persecution 
of  the  Jewish  people. 

IKVINO  M.  IVTS, 

United  States  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  repeat  that 
I  am  wholly  in  sympathy  with  the  reso- 
lution which  is  being  offered  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr. 
Murray].  I  should  like  to  have  my 
name  added  to  it  as  a  cosponsor,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  changes  sug- 
gested by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  and  myself  be  made  in  the 
resolution  before  it  is  presented  for  final 
action  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York,  and  his  name  will  be  added  as  one 
of  the  cosponsors  of  the  resolution.  I 
wish  to  say  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  Senator  from. 
New  York  is  a  very  appropriate  one, 
and  I  am  willing  to  accept  it.  I  am  will- 
ing to  have  the  resolution  amended  as 
he  has  indicated  it  should  be. 

Copies  of  the  resolution  have  been 
mailed  to  all  Senators  and  to  the  secre- 
tary of  the  majority  and  the  secretary 
of  the  minority.  It  has  occurred  to  me 
that  in  view  of  the  very  desperate  condi- 
tions which  prevail  in  Russia  at  this  mo- 
ment and  the  very  serious  persecution  of 
these  unfortunate  people  which  is  tak- 
ing place  at  this  moment,  it  would  be 
entirely  proper  for  the  Senate  to  adopt 
a  resolution  of  this  kind.  Of  course,  the 
Government  in  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  resolution  would 
use  appropriate  diplomatic  phraseology 
in  presenting  the  matter  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Soviet  Union. 

I  am  sure  that  a  great  many  Sena- 
tors would  like  to  have  their  names 
added  to  the  resolution,  and  I  therefore 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  their  names 
may  be  added. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeinc:  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft  ]  to  refer  the  resolution  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  70).  submitted  by 
Mr.  Murray  (for  himself,  Mr.  Chavez 
Mr.  Hill.  Mr.  Kilcohk,  Mr.  Morse.  Mr' 
McCarthy,  Mr.  Thyk.  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr! 
Gillette,    Mr.    Humphrey,    Mr.    Ke- 


FAUVZR,  Mr.  Lehman.  Mr.  Pastore,  Mr. 
Cooper,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr. 
Mansfield,  Mr.  Purtell,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Hendrickson,  Mr.  Neely,  and  Mr. 
Bush  > ,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  F\)reign  Relations,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  hereby  ex- 
presses ( 1 )  its  profound  sense  of  shock  at 
the  reports  concerning  the  persecution  of 
the  Jewish  people  and  the  revival  of  anti- 
Semitism  in  the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet 
Republics,  and,  (2)  Its  expectation  that 
without  delay  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  will  offlclally  con- 
vey Its  grave  concern  over  this  matter  to 
the  Union  of  Socialist  Soviet  Republics  and 
its  request  that  prompt  steps  be  taken  to 
remove  all  cause  for  the  fears  that  have 
arisen  throughout  the  world  concerning  the 
future  security  of  the  Jewish  people  now 
residing  within  the  borders  of  the  Union 
of  Socialist  Soviet  Republics. 

Mr.  Ji^NDRICKSON  subsequeiitly 
said:  Mr.  President,  just  as  I  entered 
the  Chamber  today,  a  motion  was  made 
to  refer  the  Murray  resolution  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I  had 
hoped  to  have  something  to  .say  regard- 
ing that  resolution,  and  at  a  later  time 
I  shall  extend  my  remarks  in  respect 
thereto. 

In  the  meantime  I  should  like  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  IMr.  Murray!,  both 
in  offering  the  resolution  and  in  his  re- 
marks. I  also  wish  to  associate  my.self 
with  the  remarks  made  by  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  New  York 
IMr.  IvEsJ  on  the  resolution. 


ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY- 
AMENDMENT 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  submit 
for  appropriate  reference  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to  the 
so-called  Wiley  bill,  being  the  bill  (S. 
589 1  providing  for  creation  of  the  St 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpora- 
tion to  construct  part  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence seaway  in  United  States  territory 
in  the  interest  of  national  security:  au- 
thorizing the  Corporation  to  consum- 
mate certain  arrangements  with  the  St. 
Lawrence  Seaway  Authority  of  Canada 
relative  to  construction  and  operation 
of  the  seaway;  empowering  the  Corpora- 
tion to  llnance  the  United  States  share 
of  the  seaway  cost  on  a  self-liquidating 
basis;  to  establish  cooperation  with 
Canada  in  the  control  and  operation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway;  to  authorize 
negotiations  with  Canada  of  an  agree- 
ment on  tolls;  and  for  other  purposes. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  explaining  the  amendment 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ment will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and  will  be  printed;  and,  with- 
out objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  amendment  was  received  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Thye 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Thte 
During  all  the  years  that  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  and  power  project  has  been  under 
consideration  by  the  American  people.  I  have 
been  proud  to  be  one  of  Its  strong  supporters 
both   as   Governor  of   Minnefola   and   as   » 


Member  of  the  United  States  Senate.  I  have 
felt  that  no  greater  obligation  rests  upon  the 
American  people  than  to  use  wisely  the  great 
natural  resources  that  are  available  to  us. 
and  not  to  permit  sectional  Interests,  or  self- 
ish Interest  of  any  kind,  to  stand  In  the  way 
of  full  cooperation  with  our  neighbor,  Can- 
ada, in  the  development  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway. 

I  believe  ".hat  the  time  has  come  for  action 
on  the  St  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  proj- 
ect, and  I  strongly  urge  that  an  eHectlve 
program  be  worked  out  with  Canada  for  full 
cooperation  between  these  two  great  nations 
in  this  project,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
recent  developments  have  resulted  In  sep- 
arate consideration  of  certain  phases  of  the 
whdle  program. 

Tliere  has  been  Introduced  In  the  Senate 
S.  589.  to  set  up  a  St.  Lawrence  Development 
Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  building  that 
phase  of  the  canal  which  Is  at  the  Interna- 
tional Rapids  section  on  United  States  ter- 
ritory This  Corporation  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  power  project  and  It  would 
not  undertake  to  provide  for  the  Great  Lakes 
connecting  channels  which  are  vital  If  the 
prDposed  waterway  is  to  serve  the  interests 
of  the  entire  area  involved.  These  two 
phases  are  left  to  be  handled  either  by  other 
means  or  by  additional  legislation. 

As  a  Senator  from  Minnesota  I  am  unable 
to  .support  legislation  for  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  that  does  not  Immediately  take  Into 
coiisiderntinn  the  whole  picture.  It  la  a 
matter  of  great  disappointment  to  me  that 
at  this  time  when  the  Implementation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  project 
is  of  the  greatest  imptirtance  to  our  national 
defense  and  to  our  economic  stability,  we 
propose  piecemeal  steps  to  undertake  ao  great 
and  vital  a  project. 

If  the  canal  at  the  International  Rapids 
section  is  built,  a.s  contemplated  in  the  pend- 
ing legislation,  and  the  construction  of  the 
connecting  channels  In  the  upper  Great  Lakes 
is  delayed  or  side' racked,  it  will  simply  mean 
that  Iron  ore  brought  to  the  steel  mills  In 
the  mld^entral  sen  Ion  of  our  country  from 
Labrador  and  Venezuela  will  be  In  direct 
competition  with  the  iron-ore  Industry  of 
the  Mesabl  Range  In  Minnesota  and  the  iron 
ranges  in  irjiper  Michigan,  without  any  com- 
pensating benefits  to  those  areas  as  a  result 
of  the  construction  of  the  seaway. 

I  am  deeply  concerned  over  the  situation 
because  I  am  convinced  that  if  we  were  to 
proceed  onlv  with  that  portion  of  the  seaway 
whirh  Will  directly  serve  heavy  Industry  and 
the  steel  corporations  In  the  Detroit  and 
Pittsbursrh  a.-ea.s.  there  would  be  Insufficient 
support  for  later  development  of  the  chan- 
nels In  the  Great  Lakes  serving  upper  Michi- 
gan. Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Minnesota,  and  ad- 
joining St.-»tes.  This  could,  in  my  opinion. 
nifan  a  delay  In  years.  If  not  generations. 
before  the  complete  waterway  would  be  de- 
veloped, for  these  S'ates  would  find  It  dlf- 
flcult  to  rommaiul  thp  public  attention  that 
would  obtain  the  political  sunport  necessary 
to  bniitr  about  favorable  congressional  action. 

A  waterway  to  the  ocean  bv  way  of  the 
Great  Lakes  and  St  Ijiwrence  Is  an  economic 
necessity  for  the  future  of  Minnesota  and  the 
upper  Midvsest  areas  In  the  shipment  of 
grain.  In  the  development  of  package  freight 
shipments  on  the  Great  Lakes.  In  the  work- 
ing out  of  a  balanced  transportation  system, 
as  well  as  m  the  shipment  of  iron  ore  and 
the  utilization  of  the  low-grade  ores  which 
we  have  In  such  great  abundance  to  serve 
the  needs  of  this  Nation. 

For  these  reasons  I  have  been  unable  to 
Join  in  the  cosponsorshlp  of  S.  589,  and  I 
have  urged  that  the  whole  project  be  consid- 
ered on  Its  merits  in  order  that  the  needs  of 
al  segments  of  this  economic  area  can  prop- 
erly be  served.  In  order  that  such  consid- 
eration may  be  given,  with  particular  refer- 
ence to  the  connecting  channels  in  the 
upper  Great  Lakes.  I  am  offering  an  amend- 

Tli^J^"  ^  .^^^  '"  '^^'thorlze  an  appropriation 
or  fioo  million  for  surh    imMrnvor»..,f.   .. 


t- 


nion  for  such   Improvements 


as 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECX)RD  —  SENATE 


1083 


may  be  necessary  to  provide  a  deep  water- 
way for  navigation  requiring  a  controlling 
channel  depth  of  27  feet  through  the  Great 
L;ike8  connecting  channels  above  Lake  Erie. 
Including  the  Detroit  River,  L*ke  St.  Clair, 
St.  Clair  River,  the  Straits  of  Mackinac,  and 
the  St.  Mary's  River. 


PRINTING  OP  PROCEEDINGS  AT  EN- 
SHRINING OP  DECLARATION  OP 
INDEPENDENCE.  THE  CONSTITU- 
TION, AND  THE  BILL  OF  RIGHTS 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  have  printed  as 
a  Senate  document,  with  illustrations, 
the  proceedings  at  the  enshrining  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Bill  of  Rights  in  the  exhibition  hall  of 
the  National  Archives  Building,  Decem- 
ber 15   1952 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  simdry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

•  For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings. ) 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTICLES, 
ETC..  PRINTED  EN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appen- 
dix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

Address  on  agricultural  conditions  deliv- 
ered by  him  before  the  Calvert  County  Farm 
Bureau,  at  Prince  Frederic^,  Md..  February 
13.  1953. 

By  Mr.  HUNT: 

Citation  delivered  by  Dr.  Percy  O.  Lowery, 
president  of  the  Pierre  Fauchard  Academy, 
In  making  the  presentation  of  the  1952  acad- 
emy's gold  medal  and  diploma  to  the  Assist- 
ant Surgeons  General  for  Dentistry  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force. 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY: 

Declaration    of    Americana    of    Ukrainian 
descent  on  January  25.  1953,  to  commemo- 
rate the  35th  anniversary  of  the  Ukrainian 
Declaration  of  Independence. 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

Article  entitled  "America  on  It^  Knees," 
written  by  Dr.  Frederick  Brown  Harris,  min- 
ister. Foundry  Methodist  Church,  Chaplain, 
United  States  Senate,  published  In  the  Wash- 
ington Sunday  Star,  February  8,  1953. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

Article  entitled  "Rivers,  Health,  and 
Dogmas."  written  by  Ralph  W.  Page,  pub- 
lished in  the  Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin 
on  January  7,  1953. 

By  Mr.  STENNIS: 

Editorial  entitled  "Farm  Belt  Pears,"  pub- 
lished In  the  Washington  Sunday  Star  on 
February  15.  1953. 

Editorial    entitled    "1910    Theories    Won't 
Work    on    1953    Farms,"    published    In    the 
Tupelo  (Miss.)  Journal  on  February  9.  1953. 
By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 

My  Legion  Prayer,  by  Daniel  B.  Lambert, 
commander,  Bangor,  Maine.  Post,  No.  194, 
American  Legion. 

Poem  on  prosperity  and  wars,  written  by 
Dr.  Maurice  E.  Lord,  of  Skowhegan,  Maine. 


By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 

Letter  regarding  opprenion  of  Ireland  by 
the  British  Gorernment,  written  by  Timothy 
J.  Holland,  president  of  the  Irlab -American 
Associates. 

By  Mr.  COOPER: 

Editorial  entitled  "l^obacco  Men  Talk  for 
All  Export  Trade."  printed  In  the  Lotiis- 
vllle  (Ky.)  Courier-Journal  of  February  15, 
1953. 


CALL  OF  THE  CALENDAR  DISPENSED 
WITH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  morn- 
ing business  is  concluded. 

Under  rule  VIII  of  the  Senate,  the  call 
of  the  calendar  of  bills  and  resolutions 
is  now  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar he  dispensed  with. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


THIRTY-FIFTH     ANNIVERSARY     OP 
LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  censent  that  I  may  ad- 
dress the  Senate  for  not  to  exceed  a 
minute  and  a  half. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  fitting  that  on  this  16th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary 1953,  we,  the  elected  representa- 
tives of  a  free  Nation,  once  again  pause 
to  commemorate  the  anniversary  of  the 
independence  of  another  nation  valiant 
in  the  struggle  for  freedom. 

On  February  16,  1918.  at  Vilna.  the 
Republic  of  Lithuania  proclaimed  its  in- 
dependence. Today,  on  the  35th  anni- 
versary of  that  proclamation,  the  people 
of  Lithuania  suffer  enslavement  at  the 
hands  of  brutal  conquerors.  They  are 
forced,  as  their  free  representative  to 
the  United  States,  Consul  General  Jonas 
Budrj's,  has  sorrowfully  observed,  "not 
only  to  forget  the  16th  of  February,  but 
to  honor  holidays  and  'heroes'  foreign  to 
their  hearts,  the  oppressors  of  their  na- 
tion, the  mockers  and  exterminators  of 
their  parents,  their  brothers  and  sisters, 
and  themselves." 

In  Western  Germany,  the  leaders  of 
the  Baltic  national  committee  have 
charged  that  more  than  IV2  million 
Lithuanians,  Latvians,  and  Estonians 
have  been  forced  into  slave  labor  by 
the  Russians.  Thousands  have  been 
murdered.  So  tight  is  the  Iron  Curtain 
that  not  even  a  letter  can  be  smuggled 
westward  without  subjecting  its  writer  to 
imprisonment  as  a  spy.  The  more  strik- 
ing, then,  the  achievement  of  those  three 
youthful  fishermen  whom  we  honored 
here  in  Washington  1  year  ago  who 
wrested  control  of  their  vessels  from  its 
Russian  crew  and  escaped,  by  way  of 
Sweden,  to  Western  Germany. 

But  in  our  concern  for  those  who  have 
escaped,  we  must  not  forget  the  tragic 
plight  of  those  who  are  forced  to  re- 
main behind  the  Soviet  wall.  As  the 
Lithuanian-American  Council  forcefully 
reminded  tlie  previous  administration, 
"The  Iron  Curtain  will  not  be  lifted  if 
containment  alone  is  sought."  Let  us 
seek,  rather,  by  every  means  at  our  com- 
mand, to  hasten  its  lifting.  I  am  con- 
fident that  tlie  new  vigor  with  which  the 


new  administration  has  inspired  oiir  for- 
eign policy  ^ill  hasten  it.  This,  together 
with  the  dogged  persistance  of  the  Lithu- 
anian people  in  the  struggle  to  regain 
their  own  freedom,  will  jointly  bring 
about  a  day  when  the  anniversary  of 
February  16.  1918.  can  once  again  be 
celebrated  on  Lithuanian  soil.  Our 
great  President  has  pledged  himself  that 
that  day  stiall  come.  Addressing  the 
American  Legion  on  August  25.  1952.  he 
s£Cid: 

We  can  never  rest — and  we  must  bo  In- 
form all  the  vTorld,  including  the  Kremlin — 
that  until  the  enslaved  nations  of  the  world 
have  In  the  fullness  of  freedom  the  right  to 
choose  their  own  path,  that  then,  and  then 
only,  can  we  say  that  there  is  a  possible  way 
of  living  peacefully  and  permanently  with 
communism  in  the  world. 

I  am  proud  to  join  in  that  pledge. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  very  appro- 
priate Temarks  just  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  SALTONSTALL  1  in  connec- 
tion with  the  35th  anniversary  of  the 
inde];>endence  of  Lithuania,  that  proud 
nation  which  is  undergoing  untold  suf- 
fering at  the  hands  of  the  Soviet 
invaders. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  the  text  of  my 
message  to  the  people  of  Lithuania  and 
to  all  Americans  of  Lithuanian  descent 
on  this  anniversary  of  their  inde- 
pendence. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  message 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Message  of  United  States  Sekatoe  iHvma  M. 

Ives  on  Occasion  or  the  35th  ANNivaisAKT 

OF  THE  Independence  of  Lithvanja,  Feb- 

auAST  16,  1953 

It  Is  once  again  my  great  honor  to  extend 
to  my  fellow  citizens  of  Lithuanian  descent 
and  to  the  gallant  people  of  Lithuania  my 
warm  greetings  on  the  anniversary  of  the 
founding  of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania. 

Together  with  freedom -loving  peoples 
everywhere,  we  in  America  feel  a  sense  of 
deep  sorrow  for  the  tragic  plight  of  the 
heroic  Lithuanians.  On  this  35th  anniver- 
sary of  Lithuanian  Independence,  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  look  to  the  futtire 
with  hope  and  Inspiration,  secure  In  the 
knowledge  that  the  heritage  of  freedom 
which  is  Lithuania's  cannot  succumb  to 
Russian  tjrranny.  Lithuania's  gallant  resist- 
ance to  the  Soviet  aggressors  stands  as  a 
shining  symbol  of  the  free  world's  determi- 
nation to  stand  firm  against  the  pernicious 
forces  of  evil. 

On  this  occasion,  we  reaffirm  our  tradi- 
tional friendship  with  the  people  of  Lithu- 
ania and  voice  our  prayers  for  the  liberation 
of  this  valiant  nation. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  one  of  the 
tragedies  of  recent  years  was  the  loss 
of  indeiJendence  by  the  Republic  of 
Lithuania.  This  Baltic  nation,  small  in 
size  but  great  in  devotion  to  freedom, 
proclaimed  her  independence  on  Febru- 
ary 16,  1918.  That  event  illustrated  how 
a  people,  despite  centuries  of  ruthless 
subjugation,  could  retain  their  national 
consciousness  and  at  the  first  opportu- 
nity spring  to  their  feet  and  take  a  place 
among  the  free  nations  of  the  world. 

For  two  decades  Lithuania  was  allowed 
a  peaceful  existence,  and  her  3,000,000 
inhabitants  worked  hard  to  make  their 
country  a  model   democratic  republic. 
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But  Lithuanian  Independence  became 
one  of  the  first  casxialties  of  World  War 
II,  and  she  now  languishes  in  bondage 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain.  Several  hun- 
dred thousand  patriotic  Lithuanians  are 
condemned  to  exile  in  various  parts  of 
the  Soviet  Union,  while  their  beloved 
homeland  is  colonized  by  the  Russians. 

Today,  on  the  35th  anniversary  of  that 
Independence  now  so  tragically  lost,  we 
pay  tribute  to  the  spirit  of  this  brave 
country.  We  in  America  have  pro- 
claimed to  the  world  that  we  do  not  re- 
gard with  complacency  the  enslavement 
of  once-free  peoples.  We  will  support 
and  encourage  those  who  strive  to  shake 
off  their  shackles.  Knowing  her  long 
history  of  resistance  against  those  who 
would  deprive  her  of  nationhood,  we  may 
feel  confident  that  Lithuania  will  one 
day  regain  her  birthright  of  freedom. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  1  minute  to  speak  on  the  35th  anni- 
versary of  the  proclamation  of  inde- 
pendence of  Lithuania. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  35 
years  ago  today,  the  independence  of 
Lithuania  was  proclaimed. 

February  16.  1918,  is  a  day  comparable 
to  our  day  of  independence,  July  4,  1776. 

It  is  a  day  of  freedom — a  freedom  that 
continued  from  1918  until  1940,  and  an 
annual  reminder  of  freedom  which  will 
come  again  when  the  Communist  in- 
vaders are  overthrown. 

I  am  proud,  Mr.  President,  that  our 
Government  has  never  recognized  the 
unjust  annexation  of  Lithuania  by  the 
Soviet  Union  in  1940.  We  still  recognize 
what  was  proclaimed  35  years  ago. 

Today,  free-minded  people  in  Lithu- 
ania, the  million  Americans  of  Lithu- 
anian descent,  and  all  Americans  renew 
their  faith  that  in  the  not-too-distant 
future  Lithuania  will  once  again  take 
her  rightful  place  in  the  family  of  free 
nations. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
on  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  declara- 
tion of  independence  by  the  people  of 
Lithuania. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RjECORD,  as  follows: 

LiTHTJANIAN  INDEPENDENCE  DAT  STATKBIENT  BT 

Senatob  E>ouglas 

February  18.  1963.  the  35th  anniversary 
of  the  declaration  of  Independence  by  the 
people  of  Lithuania,  will  be  celebrated 
by  Americana  of  Lithuanian  descent  and 
frlenda  of  Lithuania  everywhere. 

It  Is  an  anniversary  of  real  and  poignant 
meaning  to  all  of  ua.  And  were  It  not  for 
the  brutal  annexation  of  Lithuania  by  the 
Russian  Communists  In  1940,  Lithuanian 
Independence  Day  would  now  be  a  time  of 
unqualified  celebration.  The  Soviet  Union 
In  1940.  however,  forcibly  brought  to  an 
abrupt  end  Lithuania's  22  years  as  a  free 
and  Independent  republic.  As  a  result  of 
the  Sovlrt  Union's  ruthless  occupation  and 
exploitation  of  Lithuania  and  her  people, 
Lithuanian  Independence  Day  is  a  time  not 
only  of  prld«  In  a  memorable  occaaion  35 
years  ago,  but  a  time  when  free  peoples 
everywhertfglUBt  renew  their  nrm  determina- 
tion thAtipbnately  Lithuania  and  her  Baltio 


neighbors  must  again  be  free  and  autono- 
mous. The  enslavement  of  these  countries 
and  their  peoples — many  of  whom  have  been 
separated  from  their  families  and  deported 
to  forced  labor  camps — is  a  revolting  re- 
minder of  the  evils  of  the  Soviet  power. 

We  can  take  pride  in  the  fact  that  the 
United  States  has  never  recognized  the  Rus- 
sian claims  to  Lithuania  and  that  our  Gov- 
ernment continues  to  recognize  the  Minister 
of  Lithuania  as  that  country's  accredited 
representative  to  the  United  States. 

But  nonrecognition  is  not  enough.  We 
must  dedicate  ourselves  and  our  p>ollcle8 
anew  to  the  halting  of  the  Soviet  menace, 
to  the  rebuilding  of  the  strength  and  unity 
of  the  free  world  and  to  the  final  day  when 
Lithuania  is  again  Independent.  With 
Lithuania's  many  other  friends  in  this  coun- 
try. I  look  forward  with  hope  to  that  time 
when  this  valiant  nation  may  again  be  free 
to  determine  her  own  government — when 
Lithuania's  Declaration  of  Independence  will 
be  not  only  a  matter  of  past  pride  but  of 
present  reality. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  2  minutes  with  remarks  on  the  35th 
anniversary  of  Lithuanian  independence. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
35th  anniversary  of  the  independence  of 
Lithuania,  it  is  appropriate  that  we 
Americans  recall  to  mind  the  vast  hu- 
mane traditions  of  our  glorious  past  and 
extend  to  that  heroic  people  in  far  off 
eastern  Europe,  as  well  as  to  their  kins- 
men in  our  own  beloved  land,  and  ex- 
pression of  sympathy,  admiration,  and 
encouragement. 

Lithuania  has  known  the  tyranny  of 
Soviet  Russia  since  the  early  days  of 
World  War  II.  But  centuries  before. 
Lithuania  had  known  the  tyranny  of 
Imperial  Russia;  and  from  its  bondage, 
the  Lithuanian  people  had  won  their 
freedom  and  affirmed  their  independence 
by  creating  a  democratic  republic.  To- 
day, the  unhappy  disposition  of  circum- 
stances is  such  that  Lithuania  does  not 
enjoy  freedom.  Lithuanian  independ- 
ence has  been  subverted  and  the  demo- 
cratic republic  destroyed.  But  those 
who  know  the  fearless  character  of  the 
Lithuanian  people,  their  vigorous  na- 
tionalism, their  dauntless  courage,  and 
their  profound  attachment  to  freedom, 
do  not  despair  of  the  future. 

However  great  the  hardships,  however 
severe  the  sufferings,  the  idea  of  free- 
dom can  never  be  eradicated  from  the 
minds  of  the  Lithuanian  people.  Cen- 
turies of  oppression  have  failed  to  de- 
stroy their  desire  for  freedom,  and  there 
are  assurances  that  the  oppressors  of 
today  have  achieved  no  greater  lasting 
success  than  did  their  predecessors  of 
yesteryear. 

The  history  of  mankind  has  shown 
that  so  long  as  the  will  for  freedom  glows 
as  it  does  in  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the 
Lithuanian  people,  it  cannot  for  long 
be  denied  them.  I  look  for  the  day  in 
the  not-too-distant  future  when  the  na- 
tional aspirations  so  richly  deserved  by 
the  Lithuanian  people  may  be  realized. 
In  the  immortal  words  of  the  poet  Byron, 
the  Lithuanian  people  could  well  ex- 
claim: 

Yet.  Freedom!  yet  thy  banner,  torn  but  flying. 
Streams  like  the  thunderstorm  against  the 
wind. 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
prepared  a  statement  regarding  Lithu- 
anian Independence  Day,  February  16, 
which  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  full  in  the  body  of  the  Rxcoro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Bznatob  Lxkmam 

As  1  pay  my  respecU  to  our  fellow  citlaens 
of  Lithuanian  descent  today  on  the  occasion 
of  Lithuania's  Independence  Day,  I  am 
deeply  aware  of  the  tragic  situation  that 
must  cast  a  shadow  over  any  celebration  held 
on  this  February  16. 

In  1940  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  wm 
brutally  deprived  of  its  independence,  w  It 
had  been  on  previous  occasions  In  the  long 
and  eventful  history  of  this  gallant  nation. 
Since  1940.  Lithuania  has  been  occupied  by 
a  foreign  power,  and  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try hare  been  living  under  the  cruel  domina- 
tion of  a  ruthless  police  state.  Today's  an- 
niversary of  the  Lithuanian  Declaration  of 
Independence  takes  on  a  deep  slgnlflcanca 
for  all  freemen.  Today  mtist  serve  to  re- 
mind us  of  our  obligation  to  these  people, 
who  in  1918  proudly  declared  their  Inde- 
pendence after  more  than  a  century  of  op- 
pression. It  is  our  duty  to  help  see  that  the 
suffering  of  the  Lithuanian  people  shall  not 
endure  without  end.  We  must  resolve.  In 
company  with  other  freedom- loving  people, 
that  the  enslaved  people  of  Lithuania  shall 
be  aided  to  realize  their  dreanu  of  a  return 
to  freedom. 

The  most  concrete  way  In  which  we  can 
express  our  admiration  for  this  brave  nation 
is  by  extending  a  helping  hand  t^  thoae 
Lithuanians  who  have  managed  to  escape 
from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  and  are  now 
scattered  throughout  Europe.  These  refu- 
gees from  tyranny  are  the  representatives 
of  their  less  fortunate  countrymen.  We 
must  welcome  a  fair  number  of  them  to  this 
country  and  assure  that  aU  of  them  find 
safe  haven  and  an  opportunity  for  llveU- 
hood.  so  that  they  may  Join  us  in  our  com- 
mon fight  for  the  independence  of  all  en- 
slaved peoples. 

For  this  purpose  we  must  seek  the  early 
revision  of  the  McCarran  Act  and  Its  ade- 
quate liberalization.  This  Is  one  thing  we 
can  do  now  for  the  people  of  Lithuania  and 
for  the  cause  of  freedom  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland  subsequent- 
ly said:  Mr.  President,  today.  February 
16.  1953,  commemorates  the  35th  anni- 
versary of  the  Independence  of  Lithu- 
ania. On  this  great  national  holiday  of 
Lithuanian  independence,  it  is  for  us, 
the  free,  so  fortunately  endowed  with 
the  God-given  gift  of  freedom,  to  affirm 
again  and  again  our  faith,  our  confidence 
and  our  hope  in  the  future  destiny  of 
the  Lithuanian  people. 

The  unconquerable  spirit  of  her  de- 
voted people  has  been  vividly  epitomized 
in  Lithuania's  historic  past — alternately 
glorious  and  tragic.  Oppression,  fear, 
poverty,  enslavement,  political  execution, 
and  planned  starvation  are  but  a  few 
terms  which  attempt  to  describe  the 
present  fate  of  this  great  nation  which. 
during  the  period  of  her  independence 
(1918-40  >  had  earned  the  right  to  take 
her  place  in  the  family  of  free  nations 
throughout  the  entire  world. 

In  saluting  the  great  nation  of  Lith- 
uania on  this  historic  occasion,  we 
humbly  pray  to  our  Almighty  God  that 
freedom  will  soon  be  restored  to  these 
freedom-loving  people. 
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DEATH  OF  FORMER  REPRESENTA- 
TIVE ROY  ORCHARD  WOODRUFF, 
OP  MICHIGAN 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2 
minutes,  to  pay  a  brief  tribute  to  the 
late  former  Representative  Roy  Orchard 
Woodruff. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Michigan  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  It  was 
with  heavy  heart  that  I  learned  of  the 
passing  of  Roy  O.  Woodruff,  dean  emer- 
itus of  our  Michigan  delegation  and  one 
of  my  closest  personal  friends.  His 
death  comes  as  an  Irreparable  loss  to 
Members  of  Congress  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  who  were  privileged  to  have 
served  with  him.  and  to  the  American 
people  for  whom  he  dedicated  34  years 
of  competent  and  faithful  public  serv- 
ice. All  had  a  profound  respect  for  his 
ability,  Integrity,  and  judgment. 

Truly  the  words  of  Abraham  Lincoln, 
on  whose  birthday  he  died,  best  describe 
the  qualities  of  Roy  Woodruff: 

Die  when  I  may.  I  want  it  said  of  me  by 
those  who  knew  me  best,  that  I  always 
plucked  a  thistle  and  planted  a  flower  where 
I  thought  a  flower  would  grow. 

I  am  privileged  to  say  that  I  was 
among  those  who  knew  Roy  Woodruff 
intimately.  Throughout  my  service  in 
the  House,  he  counseled  me  as  a  new 
Member  in  becoming  more  proficient  In 
the  application  of  my  duties.  He  was 
kind  and  understanding — with  some- 
thing good  to  say  of  every  man. 

I  honor  him  as  a  wise  lawmaker,  an 
ardent  patriot,  a  valiant  soldier,  and  a 
great  man.  He  was  the  kind  of  Con- 
gressman other  Members  respected.  He 
was  a  man's  man. 

Roy  WoodrulTs  distinguished  career 
began  with  active  service  In  the  Span- 
ish-American War  where  he  served  In 
the  Santiago  campaign  with  valor  as 
a  member  of  Michigan's  Volunteer  In- 
fantry. In  1911,  he  was  elected  mayor 
of  Bay  City.  Mich.,  and  the  following 
year  was  elected  to  the  63d  Congress  as 
a  Progressive  Republican. 

He  volunteered  for  service  In  World 
War  I  and  distinguished  himself  as  an 
infantry  officer,  serving  for  11  months 
with  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces 
in  Prance.  After  his  discharge,  he  was 
elected  to  the  67th  Congress  where  he 
served  continuously  thereafter  through 
the  82d  Congress  until  January  3.  1953. 
He  gave  his  last  full  measure  of  devo- 
tion 6  weeks  later  on  February  12. 

Few  men  have  had  a  more  profound 
influence  on  my  own  career  and  philoso- 
phy than  Roy  Woodruff,  His  deep  sense 
of  personal  responsibility  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  his  strict  adherence  to  the 
principles  of  freedom,  justice,  and 
equality,  offered  a  shining  example  for 
me  and  others  to  follow. 

We  shall  miss  him.  We  shall  miss  his 
geniality  and  friendly  spirit.  We  shall 
miss  the  values  of  his  experience  and 
Judgment.  We  shall  miss  the  services  of 
this  great  and  honorable  man  whose 
record  of  loyalty  and  devotion  to  this 
Nation  is  equaled  by  few. 

In  behalf  of  my  colleagues  In  the  Sen- 
ate. I  Mlsh  to  extend  our  deepest  sym- 


pathies to  Mrs.  Woodruff  and  members 
of  the  family  In  their  great  loss. 

To  the  people  of  his  district,  yes,  and 
to  all  the  people  of  our  great  State  of 
Michigan,  we  can  say  of  Roy  Orchard 
Woodruff,  as  Abraham  Lincoln  said  in 
eulogy  of  a  friend:  "In  very  truth  he  was 
the  noblest  work  of  God — an  honest 
man." 

Mr.  HILL  Mr.  President.  I  had  the 
privilege  and  pleasure  of  serving  In  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  Roy  O. 
Woodruff.  He  was  a  generous  friend, 
an  able  and  devoted  public  servant,  an 
outstanding  patriot,  and  a  fine  character. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 


GOOD  NAVY  RELATIONS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
body  of  the  Rxcokd  an  editorial  from  the 
February  12.  1953.  issue  of  the  Jersey 
Journal,  published  In  Jersey  City,  N.  J., 
which  highlights  the  harmonious  rela- 
tionship existing  between  members  of 
the  MiUtary  Establishment  and  the  com- 
munities in  which  they  serve. 

I  commend  Capt.  James  W.  Boimdy  for 
the  outstanding  service  he  has  rendered 
as  base  commander  at  the  Bayonne 
Naval  Depot  in  my  State.  I  wish  him 
well  as  his  new  station  in  Philadelphia. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

OooD  Navt  Pxtblic  Relations 

Capt.  James  W.  Boundy,  who  yesterday 
left  his  command  at  the  Bayonne  Nav8[l 
Depot  to  become  general  stores  ofllcer  at 
Philadelphia  has  gone  to  his  poet  with  the 
sincere  admiration  of  those  with  whom  he 
came  In  contact  during  his  18  months  stay 
here. 

During  his  term  in  Bayonne  be  established 
active  public  relations  work  that  demon- 
strated that  he  appreciates  the  good  that 
comes  from  community  participation  and 
Interchange  of  Ideas. 

He  not  only  maintained  friendly  relations 
with  Bayonne's  ofllclaldom,  but  also  his  door 
was  always  open  to  aU  citizens  who  desired 
to  visit  the  base. 

Not  the  least  of  these  good  relations  was 
the  fact  that  in  every  local  charity  drive,  the 
personnel  of  the  base  contributed,  the  most 
recent  being  a  check  for  91,000  sent  to  the 
local  branch  of  the  March  of  Dimes. 

This  feeling  of  friendly  relations  between 
the  base  and  the  communities  of  both  Bay- 
onne and  Jersey  City  was  something  new 
that  was  added  since  Captain  Boundy  took 
command. 

He  moves  to  Philadelphia  with  the  best 
wishes  of  both  the  commimity  and  the  ofllcers 
and  workers  at  the  base. 

Capt.  Hugh  C.  Haynsworth.  Jr..  the  new 
commander,  has  come  to  Bayonne  with  ah 
accumulated  surplus  of  good  will  which  he 
can  be  expected  to  use  to  advantage. 


ADELAIDE  NACAMU— WINNER  OF 
VOICE  OP  DEMOCRACY  ESSAY 
CONTEST 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
proud  that  again  one  of  the  winners  in 
the  Voice  of  Democracy  contest  Is  from 
my  own  State.  Her  name  Is  Adelaide 
Nacamu,  and  she  is  a  Peekskill  High 
School  sophomore  from  Peekskill,  N.  Y. 
Miss  Nacamu  is  the  youngest  girl  ever  to 
receive  this  honor. 

To  Miss  Nacamu  and  her  cowlnners 
In   the   contest— Frank   Lammedee,   of 


San  Marino,  Calif. ;  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  of 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  Robert 
Davis,    of    Hawaii — I   extend    heartiest  '-■. 

congratulations  upon  their  noteworthy  ^v 

achievement,  and  express  best  wishes  for  '^ ' 

their  future  success. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  In  the  body  of  the  Record,  fol- 
lowing these  remarks,  the  texts  of  the 
four  prize-winning  scripts. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  scripts  ^, 

were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  Ci. 

as  follows:  f|^ 

I  Speak  tok.  Deicociact 

(By  Adelaide  Nacamu,  age  14.  PeekskUl  High  '> 

School.  Peekskill.  N.  Y.) 

There  are  some  things  that  a  person  never  >^ 

forgets.    One    of    my    most    unforgettable  'M 

memories  goes  back  approximately  3  years.  w^. 

Tou  see,  3  years  ago  I  became  a  citizen  of 
this  country  under  my  own  name.    I  bad  :^ 

actually  become  a  citizen  prior  to  that  time, 
but  It  was  under  my  father's  name  due  to  f 

the  fact  that  I  was  a  minor.  '  ^ 

Becoming  a  citizen  is  quite  an  honor.  X 
can  still  see  the  room  In  the  Bureau  of  Nat- 
uralization and  Immigration  with  the  chairs 
all   flUed   with   people    from   foreign   lands  i- 

seeklng  citizenship  In  their  adopted  country. 
I  can  remember  the  thrlU  when  the  ofllcer 
called  out  my  name,  and  I  can  still  feel  the  | 

lump  rising  In  my  throat  when  I  meekly  t' 

answered  to  it.     I  stood  there  entranced.     As  '$' 

I  placed  my  band  over  my  heart  and  pledged 
aUegiance  to  the  flag  the  words  took  on  a 
new  significance.  I  had  said  those  words 
over  and  over  again  In  school,  but  today  they 
meant  something  new.  Now.  as  I  say.  "I 
pledge  allegiance  to  the  flag  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  to  the  Republic  for 
which  It  stands."  I  feel  as  If  these  lines  were 
written  Just  for  me — and  they  were.  They 
were  written  for  me  and  for  every  other 
American  citizen. 

After  I  again  raised  my  hand  and  pledged 
to  8upp<H-t  the  Constitution  and  obey  the 
laws  of  the  land,  it  was  all  over.  And  as  I 
left  the  buUdlng,  I  felt  a  strange  feeUng 
creep  over  me.  It  was  the  feeling  of  equality. 
No  longer  was  I  a  fCN-elgner  lu  the  United 
States.  I  had  aU  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  other  citizens.  Bestowed  upon  me,  how- 
ever, was  the  weight  of  freedoms,  becaxise  I 
now  owed  the  United  States  something.  X 
owed  my  loyalty  In  payment  for  these  free- 
doms. It  was,  and  still  Is.  my  duty  to  exer- 
cise my  prlvUeges.  I  found  that  some  people 
have  the  wrong  Idea  about  American  democ- 
racy. Many  of  us  think  that  democracy  1« 
supposed  to  give  xia  certain  rights  and  lib- 
erties— for  free.  But  to  me  this  Is  not  the 
way  democracy  works.  In  our  democracy 
every  right  has  Its  obligations  and  responsi- 
bilities. Anyone  who  claims  his  rights  with- 
out also  assuming  his  responslbUltles  is  tak-  j  j^ 
Ing  something  that  does  not  really  belong  /  % 
to  him.    What  we  call  rights  arent  actually  ;g- 

rights  at  all.    They  are  privileges.    They  are  i|r 

granted  with  the  understanding  that  they  j^l^ 

wUl  be  treated  as  privileges — or  else  wUl  be  m 

forfeited.    Yet.  the  way  we  sometimes  abuse  If; 

our  privileges  is  something  to  be  ashamed  of.  ('. 

We    seldom    hesitate    about    accepting    our  m 

rights  as  a  matter  of  course — In  fact  some  Fj;- 

people  go  about  demanding  them,  but  when  •^r 

it  comes  to  the  responsibilities  Involved — 
well,  we're  just  too  apt  to  let  others  worry 
about  them. 

For  every  privilege  there  is  an  obligation. 
A  child  is  thriUed  with  the  privilege  of  re- 
ceiving an  allowance,  but  Is  saddened  at  the 
thought  that  6  percent  of  it  must  go  Into 
the  bank  each  week.  Another  example  Is 
that  of  a  yoiuig  man  who  at  the  age  of  21 
receives  the  privilege  of  casting  his  vote.  At 
that  time  he  becomes  obligated  to  know  the 
candidates  for  office,  become  acquainted 
with  their  platform,  leam  the  Issues,  and 
then  votes  as  he  sees  fit. 
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Heading  the  prlTlleges  my  country  glVM 
me  are  the  right  to  ezpreae  my  personal  opin- 
ion, the  right  to  write  what  I  think,  and  to 
worship  In  the  way  I  believe.  Because  only 
throtigh  these  rights  can  my  coimtry  grow 
In  knowledge  and  strength. 

I  am,  as  is  every  American,  proud  and 
happy  to  be  able  to  be  of  some  service  to  the 
United  States,  because  tha  reward  Is  tre- 
mendous. Yet,  I  try  xiever  to  belittle  other 
countries,  since  they  are  Important  to  the 
success  and  happiness  of  our  own. 

Since  that  day,  3  years  ago  when  1  became 
a  citizen,  I  have  been  and  stlU  am  proud  to 
say  that  I  am  an  American,  and  that  Is  why 
I  speak  for  democracy. 

I  Spkak  rem  Dkmocsact 

(By  Frank  Lammedee.  age  17.  South  Pasadena 

High  School,  South  Pasadena,  Calif.) 

One  of  the  hardest  questions  that  I  ever 
had  to  answer  jjertalns  to  the  very  subject 
I'm  speaking  to  you  about  now.  It  came 
from  a  dark,  ciirly  haired  Italian  boy  who 
had  long  been  intrigued  at  the  fantastic  Rus- 
sian propaganda  concerning  the  American 
democratic  system  of  government.  Naturally, 
Christo  had  many  misunderstandings  about 
America's  democracy.  But  his  basic  lack  lay 
In  his  Inability  to  understand  the  word 
"democracy." 

"Americans,  I  know  them,  I  have  seen 
them:  but  this  democracy  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  not  seen  it.  You  will  tell  me,  please, 
what  It  means." 

I  looked  at  Christo  without  speaking  for 
a  few  moments,  for  I  was  at  a  loss  for  words. 
But  then  I  proceeded  to  stumble  through  the 
textbook  schoolroom  definition  of  democ- 
racy. '^t  was  a  government  of  the  people, 
by  the  people,  for  the  people,"  I  told  Christo, 
"a  government  where  everyone  is  free  to  act 
and  think  as  they  please  within  certain 
necessary  limitations.  Under  such  a  gov- 
ernment, one  enjoys  the  right  of  free  speech, 
free  press,  free  religion,  and  free  assembly. 
Insured  by  a  constitution  handed  down  from 
our  forefathers  who  fought  for  a  land  where 
men  and  women  the  world  over  could  enjoy 
these  rights  which  are  basic  desires  of  all 
men."  That  was  It.  That  was  all  I  could 
tell  Christo  of  a  democracy  I  had  lived  In 
lor  17  years. 

Christo  nodded,  saying,  "Oh,  now  I  under- 
stand. Now  I  see."  But  I  knew  by  his 
pxizzled  look  and  dubious  tone  of  voice  that 
I  had  failed  to  tell  Christo  what  a  real 
democracy  Is. 

Those  gatherings  after  school  at  the  nearby 
soda  fountain  to  talk  over  a  day's  activities — 
that's  what  I  forgot  to  tell  Christo.  The 
hours  spent  at  the  public  library  doing  re- 
search for  the  first  interscholastlc  debate; 
the  long,  hard  days  of  football  practice  In 
anticipation  of  the  first  big  game,  and  then 
the  thrill  of  watching  the  hometown  team 
score  In  the  final  quarter  to  bring  victory 
and  glory  to  the  school.  Oh,  yes;  I  can't 
forget  school — the  chance  to  receive  a  free 
education,  which  Is  the  one  thing  no  man 
can  take  from  another. 

And,  gee.  there's  dad.  Boy,  did  we  have 
some  great  pack  trips  up  to  the  mountains 
for  fishing  and  hunting.  Of  course,  the 
greatest  fun  Is  always  In  telling  mom  and 
the  gang  about  the  big  one  that  got  away. 
That  before-breakfast  morning  paper,  in 
which  we  read  about  praise  and  criticism 
that  our  Federal  administration  Is  receiv- 
ing, is  something  we  seldom  think  about. 
Then  once  every  4  years,  as  the  rpeculatlon 
of  who  will  next  sit  In  our  White  House 
arises,  the  -fieopl*  send  forth  their  verdict 
amid  the  tumult  of  political  campaigning. 
Yes;  It  Is  people  that  make  a  democracy. 

Yet,  It  la  more.  For  then  comes  Sunday — 
the  day  when  Dad  leaves  his  crowded  desk 
at  the  office,  the  neighbor  next  door  puts 
aside  his  carpenter'*  tools.  Mom  leaves  the 
household  work  until  another  day.  public 
officials  lay  aside  the  pressing  demands  of 


office,  and  one-and-all  go  to  the  church  of 
their  faith  to  pay  homage  to  the  One,  the 
Almighty,  from  whose  hand  the  living  de- 
nux:racy  we  enjoy,  flows.  Fw  wherein  is  the 
guiding  philosophy  of  democracy,  if  not  in 
the  deep,  human  understanding  of  mankind 
found  in  Christianity.  For  as  the  "salt  is 
lost  if  it  loeeth  Ite  savor."  so  is  democracy 
lG«t  If  It  loses  sight  of  the  ideal  upon  which 
its  foundations  rest — that  ideal  being  the 
will  of  God  as  enacted  in  the  lives  of  men. 

Democracy  is  more  than  a  word  definable 
in  so  many  words.  It  is  rather  a  living 
truth  that  emanates  from  the  hearts  of 
freedom-loving  men  the  world  over.  It  is 
a  government  in  which  there  is  moral  integ- 
rity and  self-sacrifice  on  the  part  of  every 
citizen  as  weU  as  those  In  public  office. 
Mom's  hope  for  a  new  dress.  Tommy's  ex- 
citement at  winning  that  scholarship  to  col- 
lege. Dad's  elation  over  that  new  raise,  and 
Sis'8  worry  for  her  boy  friend.  Bob.  serving 
overseas.  All  of  these  are  as  much  a  part 
of  a  vital,  living  democracy  as  Is  political 
principle.  Yes.  Hope,  opportunity,  anxiety, 
and  success  are  all  the  fruits  of  a  real  de- 
mocracy. These  are  the  rewards  of  free  men, 
Christo.  and  this  is  why  today  I  speak  for 
democracy. 

I  Spkak  roa  DmocaAcr 

(By  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  age  17.  Gonzaga  High 

School,  Washington,  D.  C.) 

•T^irn  back,  turn  back."  chattered  the 
machlnegun.     "Back  to  America,  back." 

And  then  there  was  silence;  Jan  Jablonskl 
listened.  Jacob  Stein  raised  his  head.  Phil 
Johnson  strained  his  eyes  to  see  the  place 
from  which  the  burst  had  come. 

Silence — over  Iron  Horse  Mountain  on  a 
peninsula  called  Korea.  The  wind  blew,  and 
with  the  wind  came  a  voice,  a  voice  which 
cried,  "Liberty — freedom — democracy."  Jan 
Jablonskl  heard  and  remembered  a  sneel 
mill  in  Pennsylvania — the  Church  of  Saint 
Stanislaus — his  place  in  the  line  on  election 
day. 

Jacob  Stein  listened  and  thought  of  a  gro- 
cery store  in  the  Bronx,  the  synagogue  on 
the  Sabbath,  Yankee  Stadium  and  the  series. 

Phil  Johnson  heard  and  he  could  smell 
the  sweat  of  men  lifting  cotton  bales  onto 
trucks  in  Georgia;  he  could  hear  the  sound 
of  the  congregation  In  the  little  church  sing- 
ing his  favorite  spiritual;  he  heard  a  melan- 
choly trumpet  retelling  the  blues. 

The  voice  spoke,  and  it  talked  proudly  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence,  of  the 
Magna  Carta,  of  a  tall,  thin  man  who  told 
his  people  one  November  day  that  govern- 
ment of  the  people,  by  the  people,  and  for 
the  people  shall  not  perish  from  the  earth, 
"me  voice  speaks  of  a  man  from  Montlcello. 
Va.,  who  wrote  that  all  men  are  created  free 
and  equal.  It  tells  of  the  days  when  It  was 
young — that  was  In  the  year  500  B.  C.  when 
the  Grecians  coined  a  new  word  meaning  the 
rule  of  the  people  and  put  it  into  practice. 
Since  that  time  many  have  heard  the  voice. 
others  have  not — Philip  of  Macedon  silenced 
it — Julius  Caesar  stilled  It.  Recently  Benito 
J'ussoUnl  and  Adolf  Hitler  tried  to  put  the 
voice  out  of  existence,  but  they  themselves 
were  the  ones  who  passed  away.  Today  com- 
munism is  trying  to  still  the  voice,  but  it 
cries  out  to  modem  man:  "You  have  been 
made  by  God.  You  have  not  been  created 
for  the  state;  rather  the  state  has  been  cre- 
ated for  you.  You  were  never  made  to  be 
slaves,  nor  were  you  made  to  be  masters." 

Throughout  the  centuries,  men  have  given 
their  lives  so  that  their  posterity  might  also 
hear  the  voice. 

On  iron  Horse  Mountain  three  of  these 
men  sit  and  wait.  They  are  Protestant, 
Catholic,  and  Jew.  They  are  white  and 
Negro.  Their  ancestors  have  come  from 
Israel,  Africa,  and  Poland.  They  are  all 
Americans.  They  listen  to  the  wind  and  the 
voice. 


Somewhere  ahead  of  them  the  machln* 
gun  chatters  once  more.  "Turn  back,  turn 
back."  They  answer  the  challenge  with  a 
burst  of  flre. 

The  voice  speaks  again.  But  this  time  It 
addresses  Itself  to  Heaven  and  says.  "As  You 
died  to  make  men  holy,  so  they  die  to  make 
men  free."  And  from  beyond  the  stars  an- 
other voice  answers,  a  voice  which  sounds 
strangely  like  the  voice  of  democracy. 

I  Spkak  fob  Dkmocbact 
(By  Robert  Davl.s,  age  17.  Maul  High  School, 
Maul.  T.  H.) 
It  was  on  a  Sunday.  It  started  out  Ilka 
any  other  Sunday,  I  guess.  I  got  up,  at« 
breakfast,  and  got  ready  for  church  Just  as 
I  have  been  doing  on  Sundays  for  as  long 
as  I  can  remember.  Then  I  went  out  the 
door  Into  the  most  glorious  morning  you 
ever  wanted  to  see.  The  sun  was  shining, 
the  birds  were  singing,  and  everything  was 
beautiful. 

I  don't  know,  maybe  I'm  Just  sentimental 
or  something  but  such  a  morning  always 
makes  me  start  to  think  and  become  aware 
of  the  things  around  me. 

Since  it  was  time  to  leave,  I  climbed  Into 
my  dilapidated  model  A  Ford  and  as  I  stepped 
on  the  starter.  I  thought.  "Ooeh.  I'm  pretty 
lucky  to  own  this  car.  It  isn't  much  of  a 
car,  but  I  went  to  work  and  earned  the  money 
to  buy  it.  And  you  know,  I  was  free  to  do 
that.  Nobody  told  me  that  I  couldn't  work 
where  I  chose.  Nobody  denied  me  the  right 
to  own  a  car"  Then  I  began  to  think.  "I 
wonder  what  it  Is  that  gives  me  this  freedom; 
I  wonder." 

I  started  out  and  on  my  way  to  church 
I  met  Manuel  and  Ralph  in  Ralph's  Jeep.  I 
waved,  and  after  they  had  passed,  I  began 
to  think  about  them  (you  know  how  yoa 
always  do  when  you  have  Just  met  someone 
you  know)  and  I  remembered  that  Manuel 
was  a  Catholic  and  Ralph  was  a  Buddhist, 
And  here  I  was  on  my  way  to  a  Protestant 
church.  It  was  then  I  began  to  realize  what 
it  means  to  us  here  In  America  to  be  free 
to  worship  In  any  way  we  please  whenever  we 
please.  I  suddenly  felt  personally  grateful  to 
those  early  American  settlers  who  came  to 
this  country  and  established  the  right  of 
free  worship.  Again  I  began  to  wonder — 
to  wonder  what  it  is  that  those  early  settlers 
gave  us  which  in  turn  Insures  us  that  we 
can  continue  to  have  that  freedom  of  worship 
which  they  fought  and  suffered  for. 

After  church,  as  we  stood  around  outside 
talking.  I  saw  many  people,  ordinary  people 
like  you  and  me.  But  this  morning  I  began 
to  think  of  things  which  I  hadn't  paid  much 
attention  to  before.  Tilings  deeper  than  out* 
ward  appearances. 

Over  there  was  Mr.  \\/arner  for  example; 
he  had  come  from  a  humble  background  and 
by  his  own  efforts  had  made  quite  a  auccees 
of  himself  In   local   business. 

Then  I  ^.aved  to  Mr.  Itagawa.  He  had 
come  here  as  a  laborer  from  Japan  and  wu 
now  a  successful  farmer. 

About  that  time  Dick  hailed  me  to  tell  me 
the  news.  He  had  been  awarded  a  scholar- 
ship which  would  allow  him  to  continue  his 
education. 

And  you  know,  these  aren't  unusual  cases. 
They  are  examples  of  what  our  people  are 
able  to  accomplish  all  over  America.  For  the 
first  time  I  became  fully  aware  of  the  un- 
limited opportunities  we  have  of  making  a 
success  of  our  lives.  Again  I  wondered  what 
It  Is  that  gives  us  all  this. 

Sunday  was  quite  a  busy  day  for  me  be- 
cause that  evening  I  went  to  a  meeting  of 
our  church  young  peoples'  group.  At  the 
meeting  we  were  having  a  dlsctisslon  on 
American  government,  past  and  present.  As 
w-?  talked  and  argued.  I  could  see  that  here 
was  another  thing  that  we  have:  the  right 
to  speak  freely.  As  the  dlscijsslon  progressed, 
I  began  to  see  the  answer  to  what  I  had  been 
wondering  about  all  day.  It  dawned  on  me 
that  It  was  nothing  new  to  any  of  us  but  was 
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something  that  I  was  Just  beginning  to  see 
In  a  new  light. 

We  talked  of  George  Washington,  Molly 
Pitcher,  Benjamin  Franklin,  Abraham  Lin- 
coln: great  Americans  who  had  done  great 
things  for  a  common  ideal. 

We  mentioned  Mr.  Mitchel,  who  lost  a  leg 
r,n  Salpan;  and  Dick's  father,  who  gave  his 
life  in  World  War  II;  and  Harry  Nelson,  who 
only  the  week  before  had  been  listed  as  miss- 
ing In  action  in  Korea.  Americans  like  you 
and  me  who  have  done  their  small  part  for 
the  same  great  ideal.  Yes,  then  I  sa*:?  what 
It  Is  that  gives  us  freedom  to  work,  worship, 
and  speak,  that  gives  us  opportunity  to  learn 
and  become  a  success.  Then  I  saw  what  that 
Ideal  is  that  so  many  Americans  have  fought, 
prayed,  and  died  for.  Yes,  I  knew  that  the 
answer  was  and  always  will  be.  God  willing, 
our  wonderful  heritage,  democracy.  And  I 
realized  that  everything  that  had  happened 
to  me  that  day  had  truly  been  speaking  for 
democracy. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  the  young 
people  who  wrote  these  essays,  who  have 
performed  so  brilliantly,  ar3  now  sitting 
in  the  gallery  of  the  Senate.  So  that  all 
Senators  may  see  them.  I  ask  them  to 
rise. 

(Thereupon  Miss  Nacamu,  Mr.  Lam- 
medee, Mr.  Walsh,  and  Mr.  Davis  rose. 
Senators  applauding.) 


RELIEF  FOR  THE  NETHERLANDS 
AND  OTHER  PlOOIJ-STRICKEN 
AREAS 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak 
briefly  on  the  flood  situation  in  the 
Netherlands  and  the  need  for  some  addi- 
tional legislation  in  connection  there- 
with. 

The  VICE  PRESroENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Illinois  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  United  States  Government 
should  give  some  of  its  farm  surpluses 
to  the  Netherlands  and  to  the  other 
flood-stricken  NATO  countries.  I  have 
not  moved  in  this  direction  before,  be- 
cause I  felt  surely  that  this  would  be  a 
big  issue  by  now.  Since  this  does  not 
seem  to  be  the  case,  however,  I  consider 
it  necessary  to  speak  out  at  this  time. 

There  is  no  need  for  introducing  addi- 
tional legislation  on  this  matter,  since 
this  has  already  been  done  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio  tMr.  Tatt],  who  in- 
troduced Senate  bill  847  last  Tuesday,  on 
behalf  of  himself  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  (Mr.  ThyiI.  I  congratulate 
these  two  Senators  on  that  action,  but  I 
believe  it  is  worth  while  to  bring  up  this 
subject  at  this  time,  because  no  state- 
ments have  been  made  respecting  the 
measure,  and  I  think  it  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  American  people 
for  their  consideration. 

Senate  bill  847  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
rather  than  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  agree  that  disposal  of  our 
farm  surpluses  are  involved,  but  the  pri- 
mary point  of  the  measure  should  be  aid 
to  those  nations  which  have  suffered 
from  the  ravages  of  inundation,  destroy- 
ing large  amounts  of  farm  production. 
In  short,  we  want  to  help  these  nations 
with  our  farm  surpluses;  not  merely  to 
get  rid  of  farm  surpluses  as  conveniently 
as  possible.  Moreover,  I  believe  the  bill 
would  fare  better  if  it  is  rereferred  to  the 


Foreign  Relations  Committee,  since  its 
main  sponsor  is  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee and  can  give  it  his  personal  atten- 
tion. 

I  have  no  desire  to  upset  the  normal 
channels  of  international  trade.  No 
doubt  the  losses  suffered  by  these  coun- 
tries will  create  a  larger  market  in  farm 
products  for  other  nations,  but  the  low 
countries  can  ill-afford  to  provide  this 
increased  market.  Holland's  economic 
recovery,  for  example,  has  been  set  back 
2  to  3  years.  I  am  told  that  90  percent 
of  her  export  crop  of  onions  has  been 
destroyed;  and  acreage  losses  have  been 
50  percent  in  fiber  flax.  48  percent  in 
potatoes,  42  percent  in  sugar  beets,  and 
14  percent  in  grain,  including  18  percent 
in  wheat.  Thus,  our  gifts  should  be  de- 
signed to  plug  up  the  losses  where  we 
can  do  so  from  our  surpluses.  In  this 
way,  normal  international  trade  will  not 
be  harmed. 

One  of  the  most  significant  aspects  of 
these  acreage  losses  stems  from  the  fact 
that  large  sections  were  flooded  with  salt 
water.  In  the  case  of  wheat,  this  means 
no  crops  for  about  3  years.  During  the 
first  crop  year  after  a  salt  water  flood, 
barley,  primarily  a  feed  grain,  can  be 
grown  with  yields  which  are  65  to  70 
percent  of  normal.  In  the  following  year 
lAlfalfa  can  be  grown,  but  wheat  cannot 
be  planted  with  success  imtil  about  the 
third  year. 

Of  course,  Holland  is  primarily  an  im- 
porter of  wheat.  Nevertheless,  she  de- 
pends upon  her  own  crop  for  nearly 
11,600,000  bushels  a  year.  The  acreage 
loss  on  wheat  being  18  percent,  the  an- 
nual loss  for  3  years  will  be  about 
2,00q,000  bushels  a  year,  or  a  total  of 
6,000,000  bushels.  This  amount  would 
amount  to  only  1  percent  of  our  own 
wheat  surplus  of  600.000,000  bushels — 
125,000,000  bushels  in  Government  in- 
ventory, 376,000,000  bushels  on  which 
loans  have  been  made,  and  100,000,000 
bushels  in  commercial  carryover.  Not 
only  can  we  easily  plug  up  the  gap  in 
these  countries'  wheat  losses,  but  such 
action  would  also  be  helpful  in  reduc- 
ing the  pressure  on  the  wheat  market 
here. 

We  also  have  surpluses  of  over  435  mil- 
lion bushels  of  com  and  2  million  bales 
of  cotton.  In  the  case  of  cotton,  there 
is  much  concern  about  the  prospects  for 
a  fifteen-  to  sixteen-million-bale  crop — 
two  to  three  million  bales  more  than 
normal. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  pretend  to 
know  all  the  ramifications  of  giving  some 
of  our  farm  surpluses  to  these  stricken 
countries.  But  I  do  believe  that  the  bill 
should  go  immediately  to  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  and  that  hearings 
should  be  conducted  as  quickly  as  possi- 
ble. Therefore,  I  am  hopeful  that  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  and  the  main  spon- 
sor of  Senate  bill  847  will  see  fit  to  ask 
that  the  bill  be  rereferred  to  that  com- 
mittee, and  that  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  will  agree. 

I  should  like  to  add  a  final  word.  Al- 
though the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  and 
myself  are  often  in  disagreement  on 
jwlicy  matters,  we  have  fought  shoulder 
to  shoulder  on  several  issues,  and  I  have 
enjoyed  it.    We  worked  together  on  the 


public  housing  and  slum  cle£u-ance  bill. 
Federal  aid  to  education,  the  school 
health  bill,  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway,  and 
other  matters,  as  well.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  work  in  whatever  capacity  he  feels 
necessary  to  secure  the  passage  of  Sen- 
ate bill  847  which  he  is  sponsoring.  If 
this  is  his  baby,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
be  a  sitter. 

Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rbcoko,  Sen- 
ate bill  847;  an  article  appearing  in  the 
Chicago  Sun-Times  on  February  4, 1953 : 
and  a  release  from  the  Office  of  Foreign 
Agricultural  Relations,  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill,  ar- 
ticle, and  release  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  is 
hereby  authorized,  acting  through  the  Com- 
modity Credit  CcH-poration  and  other  means 
available  to  him,  to  make  surplus  agricul- 
tural commodities  available  to  public  and 
private  relief  agencies  (including  foreign  gov- 
ernments) for  the  relief  of  suffering  caused 
by  the  recent  storms  In  the  Netherlands,  the 
British  Isles,  and  other  areas  of  Western 
Europe.  For  the  purpose  of  this  act  a  sur- 
plus agriculttiral  commodity  shall  be  any 
agricultural  commodity,  or  product  thereof, 
or  class,  type,  or  specification  thereof,  ac- 
quired through  price-support  operations  and 
determined  to  be  In  excess  of  domestic  re- 
quirements. Such  commodities  may  be 
made  avaUable  at  ports  of  entry  in  the 
donee  countries  at  no  cost,  except  such  com- 
pensation as  the  President  determines  may 
be  obtained  without  Interfering  with  the 
fulfillment  of  the  purpose  of  this  act  to  re- 
lieve such  suffering.  There  Is  hereby  author- 
ized to  be  appropriated  :aot  to  exceed  $10 
million  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this 
act.  Including  the  making  of  payment  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  of  its 
estimated  or  actual  net  costs  of  carrying  out 
its  functions  hereunder.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  is  hereby  authorised  In 
carrying  out  Its  functions  hereunder  to  uti- 
lize In  advance  of  such  approprlatlona  or 
payments  any  assets  available  to  It,  but  the 
total  amount  expended  under  this  act  (based 
on  acquisition  costs,  plus  carrying  charges 
and  other  exf>en8es)  shall  not  exceed  the 
authorized  appropriation. 

[From  the  Chicago  Stm-Tlmes  of  February 
4,  1953] 

Grain  Sukplus  HAxnrrs  Local  Boabd  of 
Tkaox 

(By  Edward  Kandllk) 

The  ghost  of  Hoover's  Federal  Farm  Board 
Is  haimtlng  the  Chicago  Board  of  Trade. 

The  United  States  has  a  600,000,000-buBhel 
surplus  of  wheat,  largest  In  Its  history. 
Canada  and  Argentina  are  edging  us  out  of 
the  export  market.  Another  crop  Is  coming 
up,  and  there's  no  place  to  put  it. 

Fear  of  the  Government's  600,000,000- 
bushel  wheat  stocks  acquired  In  price  sup- 
port operations  is  again  putting  open  mar- 
ket quotations  on  the  skids. 

These  disclosures  were  nuMle  Tuesday  at  a 
press  conference  at  the  Board  of  Trade  called 
by  Sylvester  J.  Meyers,  recently  elected  pres- 
ident. He  was  aided  by  Everette  B.  Harris, 
secretary  of  the  board,  and  Jullvis  Mayer,  a 
vice  president. 

UCAOINO  FACTOE 

The  breakdown  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board's  farm-price  support  operation  during 
President  Hoover's  term  is  acknowledged  as 
one  of  the  leading  factors  In  bringing  on  the 
depression. 

Meyers  pointed  out  that  grain  prices  have 
been  declining  about  2  years. 
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"They  are  causing  much  concern  In  agri- 
cultural circle*  and  in  general  business  cir- 
cles as  well,"  he  said. 

Meyers  termed  the  present  surplus  of  grain 
a  natural  result  of  tampering  with  economic 
law. 

High  Government-support  prices  were  in- 
stituted when  additional  grain  production 
was  badly  needed.  It  stimulated  output 
both  here  and  in  foreign  countriea.  At  the 
same  time  high  prices  caused  dwindling  mar- 
kets, tie  said. 

SATS  PAarrr  too  high 

Meyers  said  Oovemment  support  of  grain 
prices  at  90  percent  of  parity  is  at  too  high 
a  level  and  said  a  new  flgxire  should  be  set. 

The  United  States  has  a  surplus  of  about 
600.000,000  bushels  of  wheat,  about  500,000,- 
000  bushels-  of  which  are  held  by  the  Gtov- 
ernment.  This  compares  with  a  peak  hold- 
ing of  2S0,000.000  bushels  by  the  former 
Federal  Farm  Board  In  1931. 

Under  the  present  system  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  loans,  the  Gtovernmcnt's 
previous  top  holding  of  wheat  was  408.000,000 
bushels  on  April  30.  1942.  This  was  pared 
down  by  feeding  foreign  nations  during  and 
after  World  War  II. 

Mayer^  who  Is  also  executive  vice  president 
of  Continental  Grain  Co.,  said  it  is  the  possi- 
bility that  Government  stocks  of  wheat 
might  be  dumped  on  the  market  that  is 
causing  fear  and  lower  prices. 

Meyers  suggested  that  a  two-price  system 
might  be  established,  one  price  for  domestic 
use  and  the  other  for  exports.  Other  means 
might  be  to  guarantee  farmers'  income  or 
afford  them  some  sort  of  disaster  insurance 
to  protect  against  low  prices. 

Harris  charged  that  a  continuance  of  high 
farm-price  support  levels  would  necessitate 
acreage  limitations  on  planting  and  the  reg- 
imentation of  farmers. 

FUX>08  XH  THS  NcrKXBLAMDS:    IMPACT  OM 
AGUCm.TnBK 

The  disastrous  flood  experienced  In  the 
Netherlands  early  in  February  1953  has  hit 
some  sf  the  best  agricultural  land  In  the 
country.  Preliminary  estimates  and  general 
reports  Indicate  that  the  area  affected  by  the 
floods  represents  about  10  percent  of  the 
total  agricultural  area  of  the  Netherlands 
and  about  7  percent  are  said  to  be  actually 
flooded.  The  region  normally  has  14  percent 
of  the  country's  total  grain  acreage  (18  per- 
cent of  the  wheat  acreage),  43  percent  of  its 
sugar-beet  acreage,  50  percent  of  its  flax  and 
flaxseed  acreage  and  an  acreage  in  food  po- 
tatoes variously  estimated  at  between  48  and 
70  percent  of  the  total  food  iwtato  acreage 
of  the  country.  This  part  of  the  Nether- 
lands produced  90  percent  of  the  country's 
onion  output  and  all  of  its  chicory  output. 
Fruit  trees  and  pastures  were  also  badly  dam- 
aged or  destroyed. 

The  flooded  area  accounted  for  some  8 
percent  of  the  total  cattle  stock,  4  percent 
of  the  country's  hogs,  and  13  percent  of  all 
horses.  Most  of  the  hogs  (50.000)  and  many 
cattle  (30,000)  and  horses  (20,000)  are  re- 
ported drowned.  While  the  sugar  factories 
In  these  regions  are  said  to  have  escaped 
damage  and  sugar  stocks  are  safe,  large  stocks 
of  potatoes  and  animal  feed  were  destroyed 
by  the  disaster. 

Saturation  with  salt  water  will  greatly 
complicate  the  Job  of  restoring  the  land  to 
crop  production  and  it  is  the  view  of  com- 
petent observers  that  the  outlook  for  crop 
output  In  1983  in  the  area  affected  by  the 
floods  must  be  Judged  most  pessimistically. 
Experience  at  thtf  end  of  the  last  war  showed 
that  on  soil  that  had  been  saturated  with 
salt  water  for  IVi  years  barley  could  be 
grown  the  year  after  the  land  had  been 
pumped  dry.  Yields  as  well  as  the  variety 
of  crops  that  could  be  grown  were  affected 
lor  several  years. 

■    It  is  estimated  In  the  Netherlands,  that. 
tfn  A  VNult  of  the  damage  that  has  occurred. 


It  will  be  impossible  to  grow  any  sugar  beets 
at  all  this  year  in  the  area  affected  by  the 
floods.  It  is  believed  that  the  Netherlands 
will  have  to  import  160,000  metric  tons  of 
sugar  at  a  cost  of  918  million  to  make  up 
for  this  loss  of  production.  It  is  also  esti- 
mated that  additional  imports  of  00,000  tons 
of  wheat  will  be  required  at  a  cost  of  $5 
million.  Moreover,  the  Netherlands  expects 
to  lose  an  export  value  of  910  million  worth 
of  flax  and  flaxseeds,  $5  million  worth  of 
peas.  915  million  worth  of  food  and  seed 
potatoes,  and  93  million  worth  of  oats  and 
barley. 

All  in  all  it  has  been  calculated  that  the 
total  loss  In  exports  plus  expenditure  on  addi- 
tional Imports — all  due  to  the  recent  floods — 
will  amount  to  roughly  950  million  worth  of 
a  variety  of  products.  The  value  of  the 
cattle  that  have  been  destroyed  Is  estimated 
at  97  V2  million  and  the  loss  of  potatoes  In 
storage  at  912  million.  These  estimates  do 
not  represent  the  total  loss  Involved  since 
they  do  not  Include  the  loss  of  livestock  other 
than  cattle,  of  the  domestic  portion  of  the 
crop  that  Is  unlikely  to  be  grown  this  year, 
and  the  damage  to  dikes,  to  general  agricul- 
tural installations,  and  to  the  buildings, 
many  of  which  have  collapsed  under  the 
impact  of  the  water. 

The  catastrophe  is  said  to  be  due  to  one 
of  the  worst  floods  that  has  ever  occurred 
in  the  history  of  the  region. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  one  moment.  • 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  may  proceed  for  one  moment. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  call  to  the  attention  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  the  splendid  work  being  done 
for  the  p>eople  of  the  flood -ravaged  areas 
of  the  Netherlands,  Belgium,  and  Eng- 
land by  Mayor  Goebel.  of  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  and  his  emergency  flood  relief 
committee. 

I  believe  that  the  mayor  and  his  com- 
mittee deserve  the  highest  commenda- 
tion for  rising  at  this  time  of  urgent 
need  to  volunteer  relief  for  our  European 
friends  who  were  hit  by  the  devastating 
tidal  wave  that  ravaged  their  coastlines 
last  week. 

The  toll  in  life  and  property  is  heavy, 
and  the  need  for  immediate  rehibilita- 
tion  is  urgent. 

I  have  been  informed  that  the  clergy, 
businessmen,  schoolteachers,  pupils,  PTA 
groups,  and  other  organizations  in  Grand 
Rapids  and  surrounding  communities 
have  already  made  substantial  contribu- 
tions to  the  fund,  and  that  the  money 
will  be  sent  to  the  Netherlands,  Belgium, 
and  British  Red  Cross  units  for  allevia- 
tion of  these  suffering  people. 

Those  of  us  who  saw  the  effects  of  the 
devastating  Missouri  River  floods  In  our 
own  country  last  April,  which  claimed 
several  lives  and  caused  a  loss  of  more 
than  $300  million  in  property  damage, 
can  understand  well  the  needs  of  our 
friends  overseas  who  were  hit  by  an  even 
greater  tide. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Insert  in  the  Rkcokd  a  letter  from  Mr. 
B.  D.  Zondervan,  secretary  of  Mayor 
Goebel's  flood  relief  committee,  and  a 
telegram  from  the  committee  to  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  telegram  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rxcokd,  as  follows : 

Matob  Ookbkl's  KMXmCXKCT 

Flood  Rkliep  Com  Mrrrxz, 
Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  February  9.  1953. 
Senator  Charles  K.  Pottx», 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  Honorable  Mr.  Potter:  It  is  a  pleasure 
to  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  the  telegram 
which  was  sent  to  President  Dwlght  D. 
Elsenhower  from  Mayor  Goebel's  emergency 
flood  relief  committee. 

The  committee  for  emergency  flood  relief 
was  called  into  existence  last  Thursday 
morning  at  a  meeting  in  the  mayor's  office. 
Tou  will  notice  that  the  committee  Includes 
a  representative  group  of  businessmen,  as 
well  as  ministers  and  professional  men. 

This  emergency  committee  Is  launching  a 
drive  for  funds  on  behalf  of  the  people  In  the 
devastated  areas  In  the  Netherlands.  Eng- 
land, and  Belgium,  which  runs  from  Febru- 
ary 7  to  February  23.  Inasmuch  as  there  is 
no  particular  need  for  clothing,  bedding,  bed 
sheets,  etc..  It  Is  the  desire  of  the  committee 
to  raise  cash  during  this  drive. 

The  people  of  Grand  Rapids  will  appre- 
ciate your  consideration  with  reference  to  a 
continuation  of  the  generous  support  and 
assistance  given  to  alleviate  the  sufferings  of 
the  victims  in  the  flood  areas. 
Sincerely  yours. 
Mayor   Goebel's   Emergknct   Flood 

Relief  Commtttee, 
B.  D.  Zondervan,  Secretary. 


[Copy  of  telegram  sent  to  President  Dwlght 
D.  Eisenhower.  Washington.  D.  C] 
Mayor  Goebel's  emergency  flood  relief  com- 
mittee wishes  to  express  appreciation  for  the 
generous  action  you  have  taken  to  give  as- 
sistance to.  and  alleviating  the  sufferings  of. 
the  flood  victims  In  England.  Belgium,  and 
the  Netherlands.  We  express  our  hope  that 
It  will  be  practicable  to  continue  such  sup- 
port to  the  devastated  sections  in  their  ef- 
forts toward  rehabilitation. 

Mayor    Goebel's    Emcrcxnct   n,000 
Relict  Committei. 
Grand  Rapids,  Mien. 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 
Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say 
for  the  information  of  Senators  that,  so 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  regular  busi- 
ness presently  to  come  before  the  Senate. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  even  an  executive 
calendar  today,  so  that  the  remaining 
business  will  consist  of  such  miscella- 
neous matters  as  Senators  may  care  to 
present.  I  understand  that  when  other 
Senators  have  concluded,  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Lowe]  will  wish  to 
make  rather  extended  remarks  on  his 
recent  report  regarding  military  bases, 
after  which  I  shall  move  a  recess  until 
Wednesday.  On  Wednesday,  Senators 
desiring  to  express  their  appreciation  of 
and  respect  for  the  life  and  service  of  the 
late  Senator  Brien  McMahon  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  do  so. 


ANNIVERSARY  OP  THE  SINKING  OP 
THE  'MAINE"  IN  HABANA  HARBOR, 
CUBA 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  55 
years  ago  Sunday  morning  last  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  were  astounded 
to  read  in  the  morning  newspapers  a 
report  carried  under  glaring  headlines 
by  every  daily  paper  in  the  United  States. 
.The  consternation  with  which   It  was 
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received  by  the  American  twople  can  be 
compared  to  that  with  which  thex  re- 
ceived on  another  Sunday— December  7. 

1941 the  report  of  the  assault  upon  our 

naval  base  and  facilities  at  Pearl  Harbor. 
The  news  story  (if  55  years  ago  informed 
the  American  people  of  a  naval  disaster 
affecting  an  American  battleship,  the 
Maine,  which  while  riding  peacefully  at 
anchor  in  Habana,  Cuba,  had  been  sunk 
by  an  explosion  which  destroyed  the  ship 
and  266  of  the  oificers  and  men  on  board. 
The  story  of  this  disaster  and  the  sue-, 
ceeding  events  u  hich  led  up  to  a  declara- 
tion of  war  with  Spain  the  following 
April  have  been  told  many  hundreds  of 
times,  and  it  would  perhaps  be  pointless 
again  to  refer  to  it  on  this  anniversary 
occasion  were  it  not  for  two  facts:  First, 
that  well  over  a  half  century  has  elapsed 
since  the  disaster  occurred,  and,  as  the 
years  mount  up  fewer  and  fewer  people 
are  aware,  or  even  Interested  In  these 
events,  and  they  are  becoming  continu- 
ally dimmer  in  our  recollection  as  those 
who  participated  in  them  pass  from  the 
field  of  the  world's  activities.  The 
elapsed  time  smce  the  sinking  of  the 
Maine  will  be  more  clearly  in  mind  when 
it  is  realized  that  of  the  entire  member- 
ship of  the  present  Senate  40  had  not 
been  born  Pebniary  15, 1898,  and  21  more 
of  our  Membei-s  were  In  the  preschool 
age,  under  5  years. 

Only  18  of  our  Members  had  reached 
an  age  where  they  have  any  recollection 
of  the  war  events  of  that  date,  and  only 
two  Members  of  this  body  served  as 
.soldiers  in  the  Spanish -American  War. 
Those  two  members  are  the  eminent 
senior  Senator  from  Penn.sylvania  [Mr. 
Martin  1  and  tlie  present  speaker.  Fur- 
ther indicative  of  the  passing  of  the 
years  is  the  fact  that  234,000  men  served 
in  the  Spanish-American  War,  and  an 
additional  60.000  served  in  the  Philip- 
pine Insurrection  of  the  war  period.  Of 
these  294,000  men.  a  few  more  than 
76,000,  or  but  little  more  than  one-fifth, 
are  carried  on  the  pension  rolls  today 
and  these  veterans  are  dying  at  the  rate 
of  7.000  a  year  and.  of  course,  as  their 
age  increases,  the  rate  of  their  passing 
will  be  greatly  accelerated. 

But  another  reason  why  I  feel  justified 
in  taking  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  re- 
count some  of  the  facts  and  conditiotis 
surrounding  tlie  Spanish -American  War 
is  that  so  many  of  our  citizens  have  a 
great  misconception  of  that  war  and  of 
its  magnitude  and  are  prone  to  dwarf 
the  conflict  in  comparison  with  other 
wars  in  which  we  have  since  engaged. 

Immediately  after  the  sinking  of  the 
Maine  a  Board  of  Inquiry  was  instituted 
by  the  American  Oovemment  and  a 
similar  one  by  the  Oovemment  of  Spain, 
for  the  putpofe  of  determining  the  cause 
of  the  explosion  which  sank  the  battle- 
ship with  a  loss  of  266  ofDcers  and  crew. 
The  cause  has  never  been  determined, 
though  the  weight  of  conclusion  seems 
to  be  that  the  responsibility  for  the  ex- 
plosion should  not  be  laid  to  the  machi- 
nations of  the  Spanish  Government. 
But,  whatever  the  cause  and  whatever 
the  responsibility  for  the  occurrence  the 
appalling  catiistrophe  had  the  effect  of 
definitely  bree  king  the  strained  relations 
between  Spain  and  the  United  States 
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which  over  a  period  of  many  years  had 
almost  reached  the  breaking  point  be- 
cause of  the  indignation  of  the  American 
people  and  their  consequent  protest  be- 
cause of  the  treatment  and  abuse  of  the 
people  of  Cuba  by  the  Spanish  govern- 
mental regime. 

It  brought  to  naught  all  the  earnest 
efforts  of  several  of  our  Presidents  to 
avoid  an  open  break  between  our  Nation 
and  Spain  and  immediately  crystallized 
the  determination  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  they 
could  not  and  would  not  longer  tolerate 
the  abuses  of  the  privileges  and  liberties 
of  an  inoffensive  people  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  by  the  willful  acts  of  a  for- 
eign government.   The  sympathies  which 
had  been  extended  to  all  the  sister  re- 
publics of  South  and  Central  America 
were  extended  in  the  fullest  measure  to 
the  people  still  suffering  in  Cuba  under 
the  tyranny  of  imperialistic  despotism. 
Because  of  this  attitude  on  the  part  of 
the  American  people  a  series  of  events 
immediately  followed  which  culminated 
in  a  declaration  of  war  on  the  25th  of 
April   1898.     On  the  23d  day  of  April 
1898,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
issued  a  call  for  125,000  volunteers.    In 
the  light  of  modern  discussion  of  draft 
laws  and  manpower  mobilization,  it  is 
interesting   to   note  that  this  call   for 
125.000  volunteers  resulted  in  the  most 
astounding   demonstration  of  patriotic 
fervor  the  world  has  ever  seen.     More 
than  1  million  voltmteers  offered  them- 
selves in  answer  to  the  call — more  than 
8  times  the  number  needed  to  fill  the 
request.     The  quota  could  have   been 
filled  entirely  by  former  veterans  of  the 
Civil  War  because  more  than  100,000  of 
these  veterans  of  the  sixties  were  among 
the  volunteers  who  answered  the  call. 
Thousands  and  thousands  of  men  and 
sons   of   men   who   had   fought   under 
Grant.  Sheridan,  and  Meade,  and  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  men  and  sons  of 
men  who  had  fought  under  Lee,  Stuart, 
and  Johnston,  volunteered  for  service. 
Again,  in  the  following  month  of  May,  a 
second  call  for  75,000  troops  brought  out 
almost  as  astonishing  a  response  in  the 
way  of  volunteers  freely  offering  their 
services. 

It  has  been  often  and  well  said  that  the 
great  American  Army  which  fought  the 
Spanish -American  War  and  the  Philip- 
pine Insurrection,  which  immediately 
followed,  was  the  only  100  percent  volun- 
teer Army  that  the  world  has  ever  known. 
Never  before  in  the  world's  history  and 
never  since  has  an  army  been  created 
for  the  conduct  of  a  war  which  was  com- 
posed in  its  entirety  of  men  who  freely 
volunteered  for  the  service. 

It  has  also  been  said  often  and  truth- 
fully that  the  Spanish  War  which  fol- 
lowed was  the  only  war  in  history  that 
paid  financial  dividends  and  brought  a 
financial  return  in  excess  of  the  money 
expended.  Although  the  Spanish  War 
was  not  fought  for  the  purpose  of  aggres- 
sion or  acquisition  of  territory,  the  fact 
remains  that  ttie  actual  monetary  re- 
turns to  the  United  States  far  exceeded 
the  expenditures  for  the  conduct  of  the 
war. 

A  few  further  facts  might  well  be  cited 
which  will  be  of  Interest  in  coimection 


with  this  anniversary  occasion  and 
which  can  be  classed  as  beneficial  results 
in  whole  or  in  part  from  the  SiMmlsh 
War  contest.  It  was  responsible  for  the 
building  of  the  Panama  Canal.  To  It 
can  be  credited  the  passage  of  our  first 
national  defense  act.  And  in  the  light 
of  the  necessity  for  national  defense 
legislation  which  has  forced  us  into  ac- 
tion since  1898  and  still  requires  our  at- 
tention, the  experience  in  enacting  this 
first  national  defense  measure  can  be  well 
valued.  The  Spanish  War  brought  about 
the  researches  which  abolished  yellow 
fever  and  other  destructive  diseases.  It 
united  the  North  and  South  and  ce- 
mented these  sections  into  one  great 
people  under  one  glorious  flag.  Former 
Confederate  Gens.  Joe  Wheeler  and 
Fitzhugh  Lee  successfully  and  efiBciently 
commanded  contingents  of  boys  from  the 
Northern  States.  This  war  fumlshcKl 
every  commander  of  importance  in 
World  War  I.  from  the  Commander  in 
Chief  down  through  the  o£Qcer  personneL 
The  war  was  fought  with  poor  equipment, 
antiquated  guns,  black  powder,  and 
shamefully  luisanitary  food.  It  brought 
about  the  improvement  in  maintenance 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  and  the  formation 
of  an  eflflr'ent  Army  through  training 
camps.  It  marked  the  industrial  recon- 
struction of  the  South  and  it  taught  the 
lesson  of  the  unpreparedness  which  often 
claims  more  lives  than  war  itself.  It 
marked  the  birth  and  the  rebirth  of  two 
nations.  It  resulted  in  the  United  States 
taking  its  pl£u:e  for  the  first  time  at  the 
head  of  the  table  in  the  concert  of  na- 
tions. It  taught  us  lessons  in  sanitation 
and  disease  control  which,  without  a 
doubt,  saved  the  lives  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  American  boys  during 
World  War  I  and  World  War  II,  and  are 
saving  other  thousands  of  our  boys  and 
girls  in  our  present  war  involvement  in 
Korea  and  elsewhere. 

While  I  am  referring  to  the  sanitation 
and  disease  control  during  the  Spanish - 
American  War,  I  am  confident  that  fig- 
ures furnished  to  me  by  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  Army  will  have  particular 
interest.  During  a  4-month  period.  May 
'  to  August,  inclusive,  in  1898,  there  were 
369  battle  deaths  among  our  troops, 
while  there  were  2.061  deaths  due  to  dis- 
ease and  nonbattle  causes.  During  the 
calendar  year  1898,  there  were  20,926  ad- 
missions to  medical  treatment  facilities 
for  typhoid  fever  and  2.192  deaths  from 
typhoid  fever  in  the  same  period.  Also 
during  the  calendar  year  1898  there  were 
90,416  admissions  for  malaria,  with  349 
deaths.  During  the  same  period  there 
were  57,436  admissions  for  dysentery, 
with  215  deaths.  To  consolidate  the  fig- 
ures, in  that  one  year  there  were  admis- 
sions to  the  hospital  for  these  three  dis- 
eases alone  of  168,778.  or  well  over  one- 
half  of  the  boys  in  service,  with  a  total 
death  toll  from  these  three  diseases 
of  2,755. 

Wl>en  It  Is  realized  that  t3T>hoid  fever 
was  practically  unknown  in  our  suttse- 
quent  wars  and  death  from  these  three 
diseases  was  practically  nonexistent,  some 
judgment  can  be  formed  of  the  value  of 
the  sacrifice  and  suffering  of  the  men 
who  served  in  the  Spanish-American 
War  in  teaching  our  military  medical 
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services  how  to  combat  disease,  for  at  the 
time  of  the  Spanish  War  there  was  lack- 
ing even  the  most  elementary  and  rudi- 
mentary knowledge  of  sanitation  and  of 
the  treatment  of  these  disease  scourges 
that  had  marked  military  camps  and 
military  service  all  through  military 
history. 

Are  there  those  who  still  say  in  the 
face  of  this  record  that  the  Spanish  War 
was  a  trivial  affair?  If  so.  perhaps  some 
further  figures  may  be  illuminating. 
More  men  were  engaged  in  our  armies 
in  this  conflict,  including  the  Philippine 
Insurrection,  than  the  number  engaged 
in  the  Revolutionary  War,  the  Mexican 
War.  or  the  War  of  1812.  The  average 
length  of  service  was  14  months  as  com- 
pared with  9  months  for  World  War  I 
and  1 1  months  for  the  Civil  War. 

Are  there  those  who  still  point  to  the 
fact  that  there  were  no  great  battles 
fought?  They  might  be  interested  in 
knowing  that  the  loss  in  deaths  from  all 
causes  in  the  Spanish-American  War 
and  the  Philippine  Insurrection  was  six 
times  the  percentage  of  death  losses  of 
those  engaged  in  World  War  I,  and  seven 
times  the  death  percentage  of  the  loss 
in  the  Civil  War. 

It  might  not  be  amiss  again  to  remind 
Senators  of  some  points  of  comparison 
of  conditions  of  service  during  and  after 
the  Spanish-American  War  and  com- 
parable conditions  of  service  in  later 
wars  and  now.  As  one  who  served  in 
both  the  Spanish-American  War  and 
World  War  I,  I  had  personal  opportunity 
to  observe  the  conditions  and  to  make 
comparison.  The  private  in  World  War 
I  received  $30  a  month,  and  today  he 
receives  in  the  neighborhood  of  $77  a 
month,  but  in  the  Spanish  War  he  drew 
the  magnificent  sum  of  $15.60.  In  sub- 
sequent wars  we  have  surrounded  and 
protected  our  soldiers  with  every  re- 
source that  studies  in  sanitation  and 
medical  protection  have  developed. 
While  I  was  serving  in  Camp  Thomas 
Chickamauga  Park  during  the  Spanish 
War,  more  than  25  percent  of  the  men 
in  the  First  and  Third  Army  Corps  were 
victims  of  typhoid  fever  alone.  I  have 
already  referred  to  these  disease  condi- 
tions, but  I  vividly  recall  one  occasion 
when  the  company  with  which  I  served, 
composed  of  120  men.  was  able  to  turn 
out  but  11  men  fit  for  duty,  because  the 
rest  of  the  men  were  in  the  hospital. 

During  the  service  of  our  soldiers  In 
V/orld  Wars  I  and  II,  and  subsequently, 
they  were  given  the  protection  of  a  $10,- 
000  policy  of  insurance.  The  Spanish 
War  soldier  had  no  such  protection  or 
security  of  any  kind.  In  World  War  I 
a  discharged  soldier  received  a  bonus 
of  $60.  In  later  conflicts  he  received 
separation  pay.  The  Spanish  War 
soldier  received  not  one  cent.  Most  of 
the  States  in  the  years  following  sub- 
sequent wars  have  voted  a  special  bonus 
for  their  servicemen,  but  none  what- 
ever was  voted  for  the  Spanish  War 
veterans.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  made  provision  for  an  ad- 
justed compensation  for  soldiers  of  sub- 
sequent wars.  The  Spanish  War  vet- 
eran received  nothing.  Vocational  train- 
ing has  been  made  available  but  not  for 
the  Spanish  War  veteran.  For  more 
than  20  years  following  the  Spanish  War 
no  provision  whatever  was  made  by  way 


of  service  pension.  No  hospitalization 
was  made  available  for  these  men  until 
1922 — 24  years  after  the  war  was  over. 

Another  interesting  comparison  might 
be  made  in  the  way  of  benefits  for  our 
ex-servicemen  by  citing  the  diCBcultles 
of  making  proof  required  for  participa- 
tion in  E>ensions  and  other  benefits.  Af- 
ter the  enactment  of  the  so-called  Econ- 
omy Act  of  1933.  boards  were  set  up  to 
determine  the  service-connected  cases 
of  applicants  for  pensions  and  other 
benefits  for  those  who  desired  to  trace 
their  incapacities  to  their  war  service. 
But  remember  that  the  Spanish-Ameri- 
can War  veterans  had  practically  no  hos- 
pital records  available.  Thousands  of 
their  comrades  were  dead.  35  years  hav- 
ing then  elapsed  since  the  time  of  serv- 
ice. These  service  boards  examined  51,- 
000  cases  of  World  War  I  veterans  at 
the  rate  of  about  8  a  day  and  found  more 
than  41  percent  of  these  cases  service 
connected.  Thousands  of  applicants 
from  the  Spanish  War  service  were  con- 
sidered, not  at  the  rate  of  8  a  day.  but 
at  the  rate  of  1,200  a  day,  and  out  of  the 
entire  list  of  applicants  not  41  percent 
but  a  trifle  more  than  2  percent  were 
found  to  have  service-connected  disa- 
bilities. Certainly,  never  in  the  history 
of  this  country  has  an  Army  of  its  .soldiers 
been  so  carelessly  treated  as  were  these 
Spanish  War  comrades  of  mine. 

I  do  not  make  the  charge  that  this 
was  intentionally  done.  I  know  that 
everyone  in  the  United  States  is  ready. 
willing,  and  anxious  to  see  that  every 
fair  treatment  is  accorded  to  each  and 
every  ex-serviceman  justified  by  the 
services  which  were  rendered,  but  the 
fact  remains  that,  because  of  the  fail- 
ure to  compare  properly  the  relative 
services  and  conditions  surrounding 
service  in  our  various  other  wars,  there 
is  a  marked  tendency  to  classify  them  all 
alike  without  knowing  or  understanding 
the  conditions  surrounding  the  sacrifices 
which  these  men  made  for  our  Nation 
and  our  interest. 

I  am  told  that  these  men  today  av- 
erage over  77  years  of  age.  In  thousands 
^of  cases  they  are  crippled  and  infirm, 
and  in  thousands  of  cases  they  are  un- 
able, through  no  fault  of  their  own.  to 
make  proper  proof  of  service-connected 
di-sability.  They  have  lacked  cohesion 
and  have  also  lacked  the  desire  to  con- 
stitute themselves  as  a  potent  pohtical 
force.  I  am  not  speaking  of  any  pending 
pension  or  similar  legislation.  I  am 
simply  trying  to  present  some  facts  in 
connection  with  the  services  of  these  old 
comrades  of  mine  which  may  challenge 
the  attention  and  consideration  of  those 
having  future  legislation  primarily  in 
charge. 

I  did  not  seek  recognition  today  for 
the  principal  purpaae  of  complaining  of 
the  treatment  of  the  veterans  of  the 
Spanish  War.  I  wanted  to  pay  .some- 
thing of  a  tribute  to  these  men  by  re- 
counting a  few  facts  relating  to  their 
service  and  sacrifice.  "Remember  the 
Maine"  was  as  potent  and  moving  a  slo- 
gan in  1898  as  was  "Remember  Pearl 
Harbor"  in  World  War  II  or  "Remember 
Buchenwald."  in  World  War  II,  or 
"Katyn  Forest"  is  today.  The  dis- 
tressed cry  and  prayer  for  help  of  the 
poor,  starving  Cubans  were  heard  by 
these  men,  and  through  their  aid  the 


yoke  of  foreign  tyranny  was  broken 
forever  over  any  portion  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  Their  courageous  spirit 
and  voluntary  sacrifice  blessed  millions 
of  men.  women,  and  children  in  Cuba, 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Philippines,  and  else- 
where throughout  the  Western  World. 
Their  joint  service  wiped  out  sectional- 
ism and  furnished  the  final  healing  of 
the  wounds  of  civil  strife  In  their  own 
land.  The  unselfish  sacrifices  made  in 
as.sisting  their  neighbors,  the  Cubans, 
together  with  the  Nation's  attitude 
toward  our  American  sister  republics, 
furnished  the  cement  for  building  the 
structure  of  pan-Americanism,  from 
which  has  stemmed  in  so  large  a  measure 
the  impetus  toward  world  cooperation 
for  world  security. 

The  Spanish-American  War  veterans 
have  never  asked,  and  the  few  remaining 
will  never  a.sk.  for  any  reward  for  war 
service  other  than  equality  of  treatment 
with  the  other  fine  Americans  who  have 
.served  and  are  serving  their  Nation,  and 
a  fair  comparison  of  his  service  with 
theirs. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  desire  to  refer  to 
another  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Iowa  has  the  floor. 
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SE\^r{ANCE  BY  RUSSIA  OF  DIPLO- 
MATIC RELATIONS  WITH  ISRAEL 
Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
events  in  the  eastern  Mediterranean 
during  the  past  week  .should  not  go  un- 
noticed or  unmentioned  In  this  Chamber. 
Th?  Soviet  Union  has  made  Another 
maneuver  In  its  calculated  scheme  of 
winning  the  Arabic-sp>eaking  peoples 
away  from  their  traditional  friendship 
with  the  United  States  and  Europe.  In 
breaking  off  relations  with  the  State  of 
Israel.  Ru.^sia  hopes  to  be  regarded  In 
many  Middle  East  capitals  as  con- 
.sciously  bidding  for  the  affections  of  the 
Arabic-speaking  nations  by  appearing 
to  take  their  .<;ide  in  the  feud  with  Lsrael. 
The  United  States  should  not  be  di- 
verted from  her  course  by  this  latest 
turn  in  the  Soviet  line.  Our  task  has 
been  and  rrmains  the  same:  To  bring 
about  a  regional  defense  structure  in  the 
Middle  East  in  order  to  resist  the  Com- 
munist threat  and  to  provide  a  frame- 
work within  which  peaceful  economic 
development  mav  go  forward  to  the  mu- 
tual benefit  of  the  peoples  living  there 
and  of  the  rest  of  the  non-Communist 
world. 

To  accomplish  our  purpo.se  w?  must 
.strive  to  bring  about  peaceful  relations 
among  the  Middle  East  countries,  as 
well  as  between  those  countries  and 
other  powers  allied  with  us  In  common 
resistance  to  Ru.ssian  imperialism.  We 
muit  continue  to  strive  for  peace  be- 
tween the  Arabic-speaking  states  and 
Israel.  We  mu.st  also  seek  to  arrange 
amicable  settlements  involving  Iran  and 
Great  Britain,  and  Egypt  and  Great 
Britain. 

I  know  every  Senator  is  delighted  with 
the  news  that  an  agreement  has  been 
reached  by  Prime  Minister  Nagulb  and 
the  British  Ambassador  to  Egypt,  Sir 
Ralph  Stevenson,  on  the  future  of  the 
Anglo-Egyptian  Sudan.  It  Is  particu- 
larly gratifying  to  me  to  learn  that  Prime 
Minister  Naguib  has  publicly  praised  our 
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Ambassador  to  Egypt,  Mr.  Jefferson  Caf- 
fery.  for  his  "{,'ood  ofBces"  In  helping  to 
work  out  manj  of  the  details  of  this  mo- 
mentous settl?ment.  When  I  was  in 
Egypt  last  December  I  learned  at  first 
hand  with  what  respect  and  admiration 
Mr.  Caffery  is  regarded  by  the  people  as 
well  as  the  leaders  of  Egypt. 

I  hope  and  expect  that  now  the  same 
Fense  of  fair  play  and  far-seeing  states- 
manship will  l'?ad  to  an  amicable  adjust- 
ment of  the  Anglo-Egyptian  differences 
ever  the  Suez  Canal  Zone,  so  that  the 
defense  of  th£.t  strategic  waterway  and 
that  Important  land  bridge  between  Asia 
and  Africa  may  be  organized  under  the 
direction  of  a  Middle  East  command. 

I  have  reaf»n  to  believe  that,  once 
E^ypt  has  won  her  two  great  diplomatic 
Soals  in  the  Sudan  and  the  Suez,  a  rea- 
sonable adjustment  of  her  differences 
with  Israel  can  be  worked  out.  If  this 
can  be  accomplished,  the  harsh  words, 
the  abrupt  actions,  and  the  obvious  ma- 
nipulations of  the  Kremlin  with  respect 
to  Israel  will  come  to  naught. 

Furthermore,  the  Soviet  Union  Is  in 
very  poor  posture  when  it  pretends  to 
friendship  with  peoples  of  Moslem  faith. 
The  Moslem  populations  of  the  Middle 
East  are  t>ecoming  increasingly  aware  of 
the  manner  in  which  their  coreUgionlsts 
are  persecuted  and  enslaved  throughout 
the  Asiatic  portions  of  the  Soviet  Empire. 
I  doubt  if  many  of  them  will  be  duped 
by  the  renewed  Soviet  hostiUty  to  Israel 
into  Imagining  that  it  portrays  any  real 
Communist  preference  for  the  Arabic- 
speaking  Islamic  peoples.  This  is  strictly 
a  tactical  maneuver  by  Russia.  It  can  be 
turned  against  her  If  we  are  wise  and 
continue  to  work  for  true  understanding 
and  fair  settlement  of  difficulties  within 
the  Middle  East  area,  thereby  leading  to 
establishment  of  a  common  defense  sys- 
tem in  which  every  Middle  East  country 
can  play  its  proper  role,  and  behind 
which  economic  and  social  progress  can 
proceed  without  Communist  interference. 


PARITY  PRICES  FOR  AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS— ADDRESS  BY  THE 
SECRETARY  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  last  Wed- 
nesday. February  11,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  Mr.  Benson,  spoke  in  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  the  Central  Livestock 
Association,  one  of  the  largest  livestock 
organizations  in  the  world,  which  has  to 
do  entirely  with  the  livestock  producers 
of  this  country.  This  meeting  was  well 
attended.  The  large  auditoriimi  in  St. 
Paul  was  filled  on  the  occasion  of  the 
banquet  when  the  Secretary  spoke. 

It  was  my  good  fortune  to  Introduce 
the  Secretary  that  evening,  and  there- 
fore I  was  privileged  not  only  to  sit  near 
him.  but  I  also  had  an  opportunity  of 
observing  the  reaction  of  the  audience, 
because  I  was  directly  In  front  of  the 
entire  assembly,  and  I  followed  the  ad- 
dress by  the  Secretary  very  closely.  I 
would  say  that  the  reaction  of  the  au- 
dience to  the  address  by  the  Secretary 
was  good.  Those  in  attendance  paid 
strict  attention  to  every  sentence,  and 
there  was  no  question  of  the  sincerity  of 
the  listening  audience,  because  when  the 
banquet  came  to  Its  conclusion  that 
evening  those  present  gathered  at  the 
end  of  the  convention  hall,  where  the 


Secretary  was,  and  pressed  forward  to 
shake  his  hand,  to  greet  him.  and  to  wish 
him  well,  and  to  state  that  they  were 
impressed  with  what  he  had  said. 

I  was  not  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
last  Friday,  nor  was  I  here  last  Wednes- 
day, because  I  had  been  excused,  and 
therefore  I  did  not  participate  in  the 
discussion  which  took  place,  but  I  have 
read  the  Record,  and  I  have  been  much 
disturbed  at  the  attacks  which  have  been 
made  upon  the  statements  made  by  Sec- 
retary Benson  In  his  address  at  the  St. 
Paul  meeting.  It  is  for  that  reason  that 
I  am  making  these  few  remarks  today. 

It  Is  my  understanding  that  the  ad- 
dress by  the  Secretary  was  inserted  in 
the  Record  last  week.  If  it  had  not  been, 
I  should  have  asked  to  have  it  inserted 
as  of  today. 

Mr.  President,  we  need  to  examine  the 
record  to  make  certain  that  an  injustice 
is  not  done  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  the  criticisms  which  have  been  lodged 
against  him  and  against  the  statements 
he  made  in  his  St.  Paul  address  last 
Wednesday.  He  stated  that  he  intended 
to  support  prices  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  on  the  statute  books.  There  was 
no  equivocation  in  his  statements;  there 
were  no  "ifs"  or  "buts."  He  merely 
stated  he  was  going  to  enforce  the  laws 
on  the  statute  books. 

I  further  gathered  from  the  Secre- 
tary's address  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  give  agriculture  a  place  equal  to  that 
of  the  rest  of  the  economy  of  this  Na- 
tion; in  other  words,  that  it  would  be 
the  Secretary's  endeavor  to  give  agri- 
culture full  parity. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair).  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  THYE.     I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Minnesota  to  one  sentence  in  the  Secre- 
tary's address,  a  copy  of  which  I  have 
before  me: 

Our  agricultural  policy  sbould  aim  to  ob- 
tain. In  the  market  place,  full  parity  prices 
of  farm  product*  and  parity  Incomes  for  farm 
people  so  that  farmers  will  have  freedom  to 
operate  efficiently  and  to  adjust  their  pro- 
duction to  changing  consumer  demands  In 
an  expanding  economy.  This  objective  can- 
not be  assured  by  Government  programs 
alone.  It  can  be  achieved  orxly  with  a  steady 
level  of  prices,  high  employment  and  pro- 
duction, and  rising  output  per  worker  in  our 
total  national  economy. 

Is  that  the  part  of  the  address  to 
which  the  Senator  had  reference? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  that  is  pre- 
cisely the  part  to  which  I  was  adverting. 
I  wish  to  say  further  that  It  Is  impos- 
sible not  to  sense  the  feeling  of  sin- 
cerity of  a  person  like  Mr.  Benson,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  He  will  not 
state  one  thing  and  do  the  contrary.  I 
will  say  that  to  anybody  and  everybody, 
because  Mr.  Benson  is  a  man  of  strong 
and  deep  convictions  and  a  man  of  his 
word.  What  he  states  reflects  the  feel- 
ing of  the  man,  and  It  will  be  what  he 
will  endeavor  to  do.  If  the  Secretary 
says  he  will  endeavor  to  obtain  full  par- 
ity In  the  market  place  for  agriculture, 
those  are  not  Idle  words. 


Mr.  EZRR.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Sanator  from  Min- 
nesota believes,  does  he  not,  that  the 
Secretary  does  have  authority  under  the 
present  law  to  support  the  price  of  beef 
cattle  if  he  sees  fit  to  do  so? 

Mr.  THYE.  He  has  certain  discre- 
tionary authority.  However,  I  will  say 
to  my  good  friend  from  Oklahoma  that 
the  former  Secretary  of  Agriculture  had 
the  same  discretionary  authority  with 
respect  to  other  commodities  which 
were  comparable  in  importance  to  those 
who  produce  them  with  the  importance 
of  beef  to  the  beef  producer.  I  refer 
to  the  situation  of  the  pork  producer  a 
year  ago.  The  Secretary. of  Agricul- 
ture   was    as    dumb — strike    the    word 

"dumb" 

Mr.  KERR.  Was  he  as  dumb  as  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  remark  will  be  stricken 
from  the  Record. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  object. 
Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  is  unfair  in  his  man- 
ner of  interruption  at  a  point  where  a 
Senator  is  endeavoring  to  correct  a  word 
which  he  had  not  intended  to  use.  When 
I  used  the  word  "dumb"  I  meant  "as 
dumb  as  a  stone."  If  the  word  should  be 
corrected,  perhaps  I  should  have  said  "as 
deaf  as  a  stone,"  because  I,  as  a  member 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry,  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  former  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
time  after  time  a  year  ago.  in  the  month 
of  February,  the  situation  with  resp3Ct  to 
declining  pork  and  turkey  prices,  and 
the  drastically  low  poultry  and  egg 
prices. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  deaf 
to  the  pleas  of  the  producers  of  pork  and 
poultry.  He  never  took  any  action  to 
use  the  discretionary  authority  at  his 
command  until  late  in  the  spring,  after 
the  producer  had  marketed  his  pork. 
Then  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  saw 
fit,  in  May,  to  make  some  purchases 
which  did  not  benefit  the  producer,  who 
had  long  since  shipped  his  pork,  but 
which  did  cause  the  consumer  to  pay 
more,  because  the  OPS,  along  with  the 
Secretary's  action  in  purchasing  pork  to 
stabilize  the  market,  raised  the  price 
ceilings  on  certain  cuts  of  pork,  and  the 
housewife  was  compelled  to  pay  more. 

Let  me  say  to  my  dlstingiiished  friend 
from  Oklahoma  that  if  he  and  I  wish  to 
examine  the  record,  we  can  both  speak 
in  criticism,  not  only  of  a  Democratic 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  but  of  a  Repub- 
lican Secretary  of  Agriculture,  but  we 
must  recognize,  however,  that  he  has 
been  in  office  for  less  than  a  month.  I 
will  say  to  my  friend  from  Oklahoma 
that  my  purpose  in  rising  today  is  to  re- 
view the  record,  in  order  that  we  may 
justly  appraise  the  present  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  along  with  the  Secretary 
who  retired  on  the  20th  of  January,  as 
well  as  the  administration  which  retired 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  KERR  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYK  Of  course  I  yield.  Had 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  asked  me  to 
yield,  I  would  have  yielded  before,  at 
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the  time  he  tried  to  put  words  In  my 
mouth  and  interrupt  my  chain  of 
thought  while  I  was  trying  to  complete 
my  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understood  that  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  had  srlelded  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  did  yield;  but  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  had  spoken,  and 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  was  pro- 
ceeding with  his  remarks  when  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  again  interrupted. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  Chair  imder- 
stood  that.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota yields  to  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa.   

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
a  question  of  the  present  occupant  of  the 
chair?  Is  he  presiding  over  the  debate 
or  participating  in  the  debate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Th3 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  is  presid- 
ing over  the  debate.    The  Senator  may 

proceed^ 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  Presiding 
OfOcer  for  that  information.  I  must  say 
that,  following  his  remarks,  it  comes  as 
quite  a  shock  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  THYE.  Indeed,  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  First,  let  me  say  that  if 
I  misjudged  my  good  friend  from  Min- 
nesota, I  wish  to  apologize.  I  asked  him 
whether  the  present  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture had  authority  to  support  the 
price  of  beef  cattle.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  my  good  friend  from  Min- 
nesota has  said  that  he  does  have  such 
authority? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  law  gives  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  discretionary  au- 
thority to  support  the  prices  of  perish- 
able commodities. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  that  answer  con- 
stitute an  affirmative  answer  to  my 
question? 

Mr.  THYE.    The  affirmative  answer  to 
the  Senator's  question  is  as  I  indicated 
earlier,  that  the  previous  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  was  invested  with  the  same 
discretionary  authority  which  now  rests 
in  the  present  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Mr.  KERR.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 
Mr.  THYE.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 
Mr.  KERR.     Does  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture   have   authority   to 
support  the  price  of  beef  cattle? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  answer 
has  been  in  the  affirmative,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  knows  it  as  well 
as  I  know  it.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  only  endeavoring  to  becloud  the 
issue  with  respect  to  what  Secretary 
Brannan  failed  to  do  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  delighted  to  yield. 
Mr.  KERR.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
the  Senator  to  say  a  while  ago  that  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  go- 
ing to  support  the  prices  of  farm  prod- 
ucts on  the  basis  permitted  by  the  pres- 
ent law,  or  required  by  present  law? 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  KERR.  Or,  if  neither  statement 
Is  applicable,  I  should  like  to  have  my 
good  friend  from  Minnesota  so  indicate. 


I  have  for  him  not  only  the  highest  re- 
spect but  the  deepest  affection.  I  asked 
him  a  question  about  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  and  he  answered  me 
with  quite  a  lengthy  criticism  of  the  pre- 
ceding Secretary.  Then,  as  I  under- 
stood, he  stated  that  the  previous  situa- 
tion was  similar  to  the  situation  which 
exists  at  present.  Naturally  I  inferred 
from  his  remarks  that  they  would  apply 
with  equal  vigor  to  the  failure  of  the 
present  Secretary.  I  had  previously  un- 
derstood him  to  say  that  the  present  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  was  supporting  the 
prices  of  agricultural  products  in  accord- 
ance with  the  present  law.  Is  that  what 
my  good  friend  said? 

Mr.  THYE.  No.  The  Senator  is  again 
trying  to  read  words  into  my  statement. 
I  am  very  fond  of  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  If  I  have  any  wish  at  all. 
it  is  that  I  had  the  ability  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  to  cross-examine  and 
quiz  a  person.  Because  I  do  not  possess 
such  ability,  not  being  an  attorney,  while 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  an  ex- 
ceedingly shrewd  attorney.  I  must  be 
very  careful  not  to  allow  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  to  lead  me  into  a  marsh 
and  then  bog  me  down.  So  I  shall  be 
very  careful  to  see  that  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  does  not  get  me  out  in  a  marsh 
where  I  shall  be  mired  in  the  bog  of 
words  which  I  know  the  Senator  is  ca- 
pable of  throwing  at  me. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.      I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  humble  in  the  pres- 
ence of  my  good  friend  from  Minnesota. 
I  am  of  the  opinion  that  he  and  I  feel 
the  same  way  about  this  matter.  I  be- 
lieve we  do.  I  understood  him  to  say — 
and  if  I  am  in  error  I  would  appreciate 
his  correcting  me — that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  either  was  supporting  the 
prices  of  farm  commodities  in  accord- 
ance with  existing  law.  or  had  made  the 
statement  that  he  was  going  to  do  so. 
If  I  am  in  error  in  that  respect,  I  should 
be  happy  to  have  my  good  friend  correct 
me.  using  his  own  words,  and  to  inform 
me  as  to  what  he  did  say  in  that  con- 
nection. 

Mr.  THYE.  Of  course,  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  has  seen  a  copy  of  the 
Secretary's  speech.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  stand  here  and  engage  in  a 
lengthy  debate  with  my  dear  friend  from 
Oklahoma,  because  I  have  stated  what 
I  know  his  ability  to  be.  I  could  not 
cope  with  him  if  he  endeavored  to  en- 
gage me  in  a  verbal  exchange  as  to  what 
this,  or  that,  or  the  next  phrase  in  the 
Secretary's  speech  means. 

In  reply  to  my  dear  friend  from  Okla- 
homa, I  will  merely  say  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  said,  in  effect,  that 
his  endeavor  would  be  what  I  have  pre- 
viously indicated.  I  am  not  undertaking 
to  quote  the  Secretary  or  to  read  from 
his  speech.  However,  I  know  that  many 
of  the  other  listeners  in  the  audience  re- 
ceived the  same  impression  which  I  re- 
ceived, because  I  heard  them  thank  the 
Secretary  for  his  statement,  and  com- 
ment most  favorably  upon  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
PuRTELL  in  the  chair).    Does  the  Sena- 


tor from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah? 

Mr.  THYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     I  invite  the  Senator's 
attention  to  a  quotation  from  the  speech  ■ 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 

Price  support  laws  will  be  carried  out 
faithfully  In  every  respect.  There  are  man- 
datory price  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity 
on  the  so-called  basic  commodities  for 
1953  and  1954.  Other  laws  provide  for  sup- 
ports on  other  farm  products. 

I  quote  further: 

While  enforcing  these  laws,  there  will  be 
formulated  long-term  programs  which  will 
more  fully  and  eCTectlvely  accomplish  our 
overall   objectives. 

I  quote  now  from  the  paragraph  pre- 
ceding the  one  from  which  I  have  al-  , 
ready  quoted: 

Hence,  the  guarding  of  farm  levels  of  liv- 
ing requires  a  program  of  storage  and  price 
supports  to  help  to  assure  stability  of  In- 
come. 

Mr.  THYE  Mr.  President,  the  Im- 
pression I  received  from  the  Secretry's 
speech  in  St.  Paul  on  last  Wednesday 
was  a  sincere  promise  that  he  would  en- 
deavor with  all  his  might  to  give  parity 
to  agriculture.  We  know  that  six  com- 
modities are  listed  as  basic  commodities. 
Mandatory  90  percent  support  is  pro- 
vided for  those  six  basic  commodities, 
which  are  cotton,  pfanuts.  rice,  tobacco. 
corn,  and  wheat.  However,  dairy  prod- 
ucts are  also  included  under  mandatory 
supports  at  from  75  percent  to  90  per- 
cent of  parity,  to  be  apphed  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
In  other  word.s.  in  his  discretion,  price 
supports  ranging  from  75  percent  to  90 
percent  of  parity  are  applied  to  dairy 
products. 

There  is  also  included  In  the  act  a 
provision  which  places  the  responsibility 
on  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  sup- 
port other  perishable  products  from  zero 
up  to  90  percent. 

Mr,  Pre.sident,  in  all  my  years  of  service 
in  Congress  I  have  endeavored  to  protect 
the  diversified  type  of  farmers,  namely. 
the  man  who  is  engaged  in  the  produc- 
tion of  meats,  whether  it  be  beef.  pork, 
poultry,  or  any  other  type  of  livestock.  It 
IS  my  opinion  that  we  do  not  have  a  full, 
rounded-out  agricultural  program  so  long 
as  we  place  only  six  commodities  on  the 
mandatory  price  support  list  and  leave 
the  fate  of  the  other  products  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  to 
support  at  whatever  price  he  deems  to 
be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  very  happy  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr  KERR.  Mr  President,  is  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  familiar  with  the 
bill  which  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
introduced  in  the  session  of  Congress 
last  year  and  again  this  year,  requiring 
support  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  not  only  beef  cattle  but  poultry  prod- 
ucts as  well,  in  addition  to  the  six  basic 
commodities? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  say  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  I 
am  familiar  with  the  general  provisions 
of  the  bill  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  referred.    I.  too.  at  the 
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beginning  of  this  session.  Introduced  a 
bill  which  proposed  adding  oats,  bailey, 
and  rye  to  the  mandatory  list.  There 
is  no  i-cason  or  Jtistiflcatlon  why  oats, 
barley,  and  rye,  or,  for  that  matter,  any 
other  grain  that  is  storable,  such  as  flax 
or  soybeans,  should  not  be  Included  on 
the  mandatory  list.  There  Is  no  reason 
why  only  peanuts,  rice,  cotton,  tobacco, 
corn,  and  wheat  should  be  designated  as 
the  commodities  which  will  receive  90 
percent  support,  and  why  the  supporting 
of  other  crops,  such  as  oats,  barley,  rye, 
soybeans,  and  flax,  should  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary. 

I  believe  that  we  should  perfect  the 
present  law  with  amendments  similar  to 
tho^e  I  and  other  Senators  have  pro- 
posed. However,  we  have  not  gone  far 
enough  in  the  field  of  research  In  our 
farm  program.  The  entire  emphasis  of 
the  Government,  as  well  as  of  our  econ- 
omy has  been  on  production.  Our  ex- 
perimental stations  in  the  field  of  re- 
search and  scientific  development, 
whether  they  deal  with  feed  or  livestock, 
are  established  for  the  purpose  of  assur- 
ing greater  production.  Our  entire  ef- 
fort in  our  Industrial  plant  has  been  on 
the  production  end.  The  effort  has  been 
to  get  the  job  done  at  minimum  expense 
and  in  minimum  time.  In  order  to  deter- 
mine how  much  we  can  produce. 

In  the  field  of  agriculture  we  have  done 
a  remarkable  job,  as  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  so  well  knows.  We  have  lit- 
erally made  two  blades  of  grass  grow — 
yes.  ofttimes  even  Ave  or  six  blades — 
where  one  blade  grew  originally.  We 
have  made  the  dairy  animal  so  produc- 
tive In  milk  that  she  no  longer  produces 
only  enough  with  which  to  feed  her  off- 
."ipring.  as  nature  first  Intended,  but  she 
is  able  to  feed  her  offspring,  and  at  the 
same  time  produce  a  great  volimie  of 
milk  for  the  production  of  food  com- 
modities in  the  form  of  dairy  products, 
such  as  powdered  milk  and  butter,  for 
example.  Mr.  President,  we  have  failed 
agriculture  by  not  having  made  a  scien- 
tific study  of  packaging  and  marketing, 
processing,  and  distribution  of  those 
commodities. 

I  need  not  tell  my  good  friend,  the 
very  distinguif-hed  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa, that  it  Is  only  a  matter  of  a  few 
years  when  we  were  highly  criticized 
because  the  sandstone  caves  In  Kansas 
were  so  full  of  powdered  milk  and  butter 
and  other  dairy  products  that  these  per- 
ishables were  threatened  with  complete 
destruction,  or  at  least  with  being  turned 
Into  inedible  food,  useful  only  as  animal 
feed. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  complete 
my  thought  on  this  point.  For  that  rea- 
son, Mr.  President,  any  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  moves  with  caution  when  he 
is  asked  to  make  purchases  of  perishable 
commodities.  He  Is  confronted  with 
what  happened  only  a  few  years  ago 
with  reference  to  some  of  the  perisha- 
ble commodities.  I  need  only  refer  to 
the  potato  program.  We  in  the  Minne- 
sota Red  River  Valley  produce  a  tre- 
mendous volume  of  excellent  potatoes. 

When  60  percent  of  parity  was  the 
mandatory  support  price  we  were  being 
ridiculed  as  a  producer  group,  and  some 
of  us  in  the  Senate,  whether  we  were 


from  Minnesota  or  from  other  States, 
were  embarrassed  to  see  photographs  of 
potatoes  which  were  being  allowed  to 
deteriorate,  either  In  the  field  or  on  old 
airplane  runways,  because  there  was  no 
market  for  them.  The  Government  was 
trying  to  do  something  about  It.  We 
certainly  had  red  faces  here  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  In  tnrlng  to  defend  that 
phase  of  our  farm-support  program. 

Mr.  KERR.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Miimesota  yield? 
Mr.  THYE.     I  yield. 
Mr.  KERR.    Before  we  get  to  the  po- 
tato question,  my  good  friend  a  while 
ago  said  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture does  have  authority  under  existing 
law  to  support  the  price  of  beef  cattle. 
Mr.  THYE.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  KERR.    He  further  stated  that 
he  himself  severely  criticized  the  pre- 
ceding Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  not 
supporting  the  price  of  pork  when  it 
reached  a  price  similar  to  the  price  of 
beftf  today. 
Mr.  THYE.    That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  KERR.    Then  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota, whether  he  agrees  with  me  that 
the  present  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
entitled  to  criticism  for  not  doing  what 
the  law  permits  him  to  do,  namely,  to 
support  the  price  of  beef  cattle  today. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  an- 
swer my  good  friend  by  stating  that  my 
own  recommendation  to  the  Secretary 
cf  Agriculture  has  been  that  a  firm  and 
positive  statement  would  be  wholesome 
and  would  have  a  reassuring  effect  upon 
the  market,  either  in  the  case  of  perish- 
ables or  In  the  case  of  storable  grains. 
I  have  stated  that,  and  I  am  not  equivo- 
cating at  all  on  what  I  have  said  pub- 
licly or  on  what  I  have  said  directly  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  I  shall 
continue  to  say  it. 

However,  I  do  remind  my  good  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  that  he,  as 
a  member  of  the  Senate,  had  better  look 
at  a  little  of  the  past  record,  in  order  to 
make  certain  that  previous  Secretaries 
of  Agriculture  had  likewise  hesitated,  al- 
though they  had  been  in  office  a  great 
deal  longer  than  the  present  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  has  been,  for  he  has  been 
in  office  only  since  the  21st  of  January 
1953.  The  men  who  left  office  on  Janu- 
ary 20  had  something  to  do  with  making 
the  market  soft,  and,  in  that  connection, 
I  intend  to  read  some  things  from  the 
record  before  I  conclude  my  speech  in 
the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator   from   Minnesota   yield   to   me 

again?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pur- 
tell  In  the  chair).  Etoes  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma? 
Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  my  friend. 
Mr.  KERR.  My  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  criticized  the  preceding 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  not  support- 
ing the  price  of  pork  when  it  went  doijsrn 
to  about  what  the  price  of  beef  is  now. 
My  friend  was  perfectly  sincere  In  his 
criticism  of  last  year,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  never 
speak  unless  I  am  sincere,  for  If  there  Is 
one  thing  I  dislike  In  men.  it  Is  dema- 
goguery. 


Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  at  this 
point? 
Mr.  THYE.  Of  course. 
Mr.  KERR.  Then  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  would  feel  that  If  some  Sena- 
tors on  this  side  of  the  aisle  last  year 
accused  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  of 
being  purely  political  in  his  criticisms 
those  Senators  were  highly  mistaken. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa has  asked  a  question  which  only 
he  himself  can  answer;  I  do  not  know 
how  anyone  else  can  answer  It. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  asked  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  this  question:  If  there  had 
been  criticism  of  the  Senator's  attitude 
last  year,  by  statements  by  Senators  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle  that  his  actions  In 
that  regard  were  purely  political.  Is  It  a 
fact  that  those  Senators  would  have  been 
mistaken? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
know  that  anyone  Is  now  endeavoring  to 
criticize  Senators  on  the  Democratic  side 
of  the  aisle  for  their  attacks  because  of 
the  failure  of  the  Secretary  to  purchase 
beef  at  this  time.  I  am  not  so  referring 
to  any  Senators  who  criticize.  I  simply 
say  that  such  Senators  possibly  are  ask- 
ing the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  do 
certain  things,  although  he  has  not  yet 
had  sufficient  time  even  to  get  such  mat- 
ters in  his  complete  control,  for  he  has 
been  In  office  only  since  January  21. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  at  this 
point? 
Mr.  TTTYE.  Yes,  I  am  happy  to  yield, 
Mr.  KERR.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture did  make  the  positive  statement 
that  the  price  of  beef  cattle  had  not  yet 
declined  to  a  point  where  emergency 
action  was  warranted,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  can  only  answer  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oklahoma  by 
referring  to  certain  figures  which  I  admit 
are  not  the  most  recent,  but  they  are  the 
most  recent  ones  I  could  obtain  from  the 
Department.  Mr.  President,  If  you  and 
I  examine  these  records,  we  shall  find 
that  the  price  of  beef  cattle  has  taken 
a  drastic  drop,  but  that  drop  has  not 
altogether  occurred  in  the  last  several 
months. 

Mr.  KERR.    I  understand,  but 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  please  bear  with 
me  for  just  a  minute? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  would  appreciate  it 
if  the  Senator  from  Miimesota  would 
answer  my  question. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa will  bear  with  me,  I  shall  try  to 
answer  his  question. 
Mr.  KERR  Thank  you,  sir. 
Mr.  THYE.  But  I  must  give  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  something  con- 
structive when  I  give  him  a  reply. 

Mr.  KERR.  In  addition  to  the  an- 
swer?        

Mr.  THYE.  I  wish  to  give  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  something  con- 
structive. 

Mr.  President,  If  we  examine  the 
record,  we  find  that  In  1951  hogs  were 
selling  at  97  percent  of  parity  and  beef 
cattle  were  selling  at  141  percent  of 
parity;  and  then  In  January  of  1952  the 
price  of  beef  cattle  had  dropped  from 
141  percent  of  parity  to  129  pereent. 
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Minnesota  yield  at  this 
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Mr.  KERR. 
Senator  from 
point? 

Mr.  THYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture could  not  support  the  price  so 
long  as  it  was  above  parity,  could  he? 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  correct,  but  I  am 
Just  giving  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
the  trend  in  the  market. 

As  I  have  said,  in  January  1951.  the 
price  of  hogs  was  97  percent  of  parity. 
In  January  1952.  the  price  of  pork  was 
81  percent  of  parity.  The  Secretary  did 
not  buy  pork. 

Mr.  KERR.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  say  that  the  price  of  hogs  was 
92  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  beg  the  Senator's  par- 
don. It  can  be  seen,  Mr.  President,  how 
easy  it  is  for  a  person  to  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  only  asking  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  And  I  have  just  asked  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  if  he  observes 
how  easy  it  is  to  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota speaking  of  himself  or  of  me? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  price,  as  I  read  the 
figure,  was  81  percent  of  parity  in  Janu- 
ary 1952.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
did  not  buy  any  pork  in  January  1952. 

Mr.  KERR.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  THYE.     Let  me  continue,  please. 

Mr.  KERR.  Will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question  on  that  particular  point? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  let 
me  answer  him;  I  do  not  want  him  to 
miss  this  point. 

In  January  there  was  a  conference  be- 
tween the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  and  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  Agriciilture,  Mr.  Brannan.  We 
asked  him  why  he  did  not  buy  pork  when 
the  price  of  pork  was  down  to  81  p>ercent 
of  parity.  He  replied  to  us.  "How  am  I 
to  buy  pork?  Can  you  gentlemen  tell  me 
what  I  am  to  do  with  it  after  I  have 
bought  it?"  That  was  his  answer.  Sen- 
ators need  not  take  my  word  for  it;  they 
can  examine  the  committee  hearings. 

In  January  1952  I  again  asked  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Brannan:  "Mr. 
Brannan,  you  are  permitting  many  and 
many  a  young  farmer  who  cannot  take 
this  loss  to  go  to  the  wall,  because  you 
are  not  buying  pork  and  are  not  stabiliz- 
ing the  market  at  this  time." 

But  we  did  not  get  any  affirmative 
statement  from  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  THYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  think  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  did  so  fail? 

Mr.  THYE.     Yes,  and  I  told  him  so. 

Mr.  KERR.  Then  is  it  not  equally 
tragic  for  the  present  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  fail? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  must  say  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  that 
the  then  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  that 
particular  time  had  been  in  office  for  a 
long  time  and  had  been  instrumental  in 
asking  for  the  increased  production  of 
pork,  i^^mwier  that  there  might  be  an 
adeqillPJnBly  of  meat  to  offset  the  in- 
flatUMQlnvd  in  food  costs.  The  Sec- 
retary  oflfffilcultiire  then  in  office  had 


been  responsible  for  asking  the  producers 
to  increase  the  production  of  pwrk.  But 
when  the  producers  responded  to  his  re- 
quest and  gave  him  an  increased  pro- 
duction of  pork — the  increased  produc- 
tion he  had  requested  8  months  earlier — 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  then  failed 
to  support  the  producers  by  taking  some 
of  the  surplus  off  the  market  at  that 
time.  Instead,  he  said.  "I  don't  know 
what  to  do  with  the  pork  if  I  do  take  it 
off  the  market." 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  do  not  yield  at  this 
point,  Mr.  President;  I  wish  to  continue 
presenting  my  thought  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  then  Secretary  of  At^riculture  did 
not  make  the  decision  to  buy  pork  until 
late  in  the  .--prinf^.  when  the  bulk  of  the 
pigs  had  gone  to  market.  That  was 
my  criticism  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture then.  » 

I  will  say  that  in  the  event  I  find  any 
Secrf  tary  of  Acriculture  tardy  in  hi.s 
action  in  providing  supports.  I  .«hall  be 
critical  of  him,  whether  he  be  of  my 
political  party  or  of  the  other  political 
party.  I  may  say  that  when  Mr.  Ben- 
son, the  pre  ent  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, was  before  the  Senate  Comm'ttce 
on  Acrriculture  and  Fore-trv.  in  connec- 
tion with  consideration  of  his  nomina- 
tion to  be  Secretary  of  AKriculture.  I 
a=kcd  him  whethpr  he  would  be  a"irp5- 
sive  in  the  u  e  of  his  di'-crclionary  au- 
thority insofar  as  price  supports  on 
perishables  were  concerned;  and  he  said, 
"Yes." 

When  I  look  at  the  price  index,  as 
Riven  out  by  the  Bureau  of  Apticultiral 
Economics  of  the  Department  of  A9[ri- 
culture.  and  find  in  it  that  in  January 
1953  the  price  of  beef  cattle  --tood  at 
S2  percent  of  parity  and  the  price  of 
hogs  stood  at  86  percent  of  purity.  I  mu  t 
remind  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma,  that  the  price  cf  pork  has 
risen  5  points,  as  compared  to  the  low- 
point  in  January  1952.  So  the  Sena'or 
from  Oklahoma  and  I  mu-^t  be  fair  when 
we  examine  the  conduct  of  the  previous 
administration  and  examine  the  record 
of  the  pre.'^ent  administration  and  the 
present  Secretary  cf  Agriculture,  who 
has  not  yet  teen  in  office  1  month.  The 
previous  quotation  on  beef-cattle  price.-, 
as  \\p  lofrwci  it  from  the  Department 
of  i»gricn]'"j'-e.  va=  92  percent  of  parity. 
M>  inforia,-.  -.on  as  I  have  received  it 
uno:jjv..dily,  ii  that  the  price  of  beef 
cattle  now  is  down  to  80  percent  of 
parity  in  some  localities,  but  in  general 
it  is  approximately  85  percent  of  parity. 
I  say  that  is  too  low  a  price  for  beef 
cattle,  and  I  do  not  make  any  "ifs"  or 
"ands"  about  it;  I  say  that  price  is  too 
low. 

However.  I  do  say  that  Mr.  Benson, 
the  present  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
has  his  problems  in  exactly  the  same 
manner  that  Mr.  Brannan  said  he  had 
his  problems  a  year  ago.  when  he  said. 
"Gentlemen,  what  am  I  to  do  with  the 
pork  if  I  buy  it?"  That  is  what  he 
told  me. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 


Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  relea.se  of  controls  has  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  advance  in  the  price 
of  beef?  Is  not  that  taking  place  at  the 
present  time? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  release  of  controls 
has  occurred  so  very  recently  that  I  do 
not  think  we  can  put  our  finger  on  a 
change  in  the  price  and  say  that  it  is 
the  result  of  the  release  of  controls. 
But  there  is  a  stiffening  of  the  market. 
There  is  a  general  improvement. 

Mr  President,  I  desire  to  say  further 
to  my  distinguished  friends,  both  from 
Utah  and  Oklahoma,  that  within  the 
pa.st  year  there  have  been  two  conditions 
specifically  which  have  tended  to  soften 
tins  market. 

Mr  KERR  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  fcr  a  question  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  THYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  1  he  preceding  adminls- 
trai  :on  was  voted  out  of  office,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  IHYE.    Yes;  it  was. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  the  Senator  of  the 
opinion  that  if  the  pre.-^ent  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  should  fail  to  do  any- 
thint;  about  the  price  of  beef,  the  same 
Ihint;  might  happen  to  him? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  may  say  that  in  the 
event  the  present  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture does  not  do  a  better  job  than  has 
been  done  with  resiject  to  perishable 
atiricultural  commodities  over  a  period 
of  the  past  4  or  5  years.  I  shall  be  criti- 
c:^l  of  him.  I  shall  not  go  back  any  fur- 
tlier.  because  the  administration  which 
went  out  of  office  on  January  20  had  had 
ever  since  1933  to  perfect  legLslation  for 
the  prottctiun  of  the  perishable  agri- 
cultural commodity  market,  and  had  not 
succeetied  in  solvin'4  the  problem  with 
which  we  are  faced. 

Mr  KEPR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
S-enator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  THYE  I  do  not  wi.sh  to  yield  for 
the  next  moment  or  so.  Whether  it  was 
the  fault  of  the  Congress,  or  whether  it 
was  the  fault  of  the  admim.slration 
which  went  out  of  oTice  on  January  20. 
there  was  a  complete  failure  to  find  a 
workable  program  in  connertion  with  the 
support  of  perishable  agricultural  com- 
modity prices;  and  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  knows  that  quite  as  well  as 
I  do.  Ihe  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is 
too  thrifty  and  too  prudent  a  gentleman 
to  want  to  KO  into  the  market  to  buy 
something,  to  be  placed  in  dead  storage. 
with  the  probable  result  that  at  some 
future  time  it  would  become  deteriorated 
and  would  therefore  be  wasted. 

I  recognize  that  we  have  much  to  learn 
regarding  perishable  agricultural  com- 
modities. I  want  to  see  our  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  disposed  of  in 
a  useful  manner,  and  from  time  to  time 
I  shall  propose  legislation  providing  for 
the  full  use  of  our  perLshable  agricul- 
tural commodities.  For  that  reason,  on 
last  Tuesday,  when  I  could  not  be  present 
in  the  Senate  Chamber.  I  a.sked  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TaftI  our  majority 
leader,  whether  he  would  join  with  me 
in  the  introduction  of  a  bill  to  provide 
for  the  sending  of  .some  of  our  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  to  the  flood- 
stricken  areas  of  Holland  and  the  British 
Isles.  Under  favorable  conditions,  and 
in  a  favorable  crop  year,  we  in  America 
are  able  to  produce  more  than  we  can 
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consume  domestically.  At  the  present 
time,  we  seem  to  have  more  than  we 
exactly  need.  For  that  reason.  I  have 
felt  that  we  should  extend  aid  to  the 
.vtricken  areas  of  the  world  which  have 
bten  faced  with  terrific  losses,  having 
in  mind  particularly  Holland,  which 
faces  a  possible  loss  of  one-fourth  of  Its 
agricultural  acreage  for  at  least  a  period 
of  from  1  to  3  crop  years. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  there  not  authority  to 
do  that  under  existing  law? 

Mr.  THYE.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
to  ask  whether  there  Is  not  presently 
existing  authority  for  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  give  away  such  surplus 
commodities  in  that  manner? 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  there  not  authority 
now-  for  the  administration  to  include 
agricultural  products,  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator has  referred,  as  part  of  the  aid  to 
be  given  to  the  stricken  areas? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is  any  particular  law  which  would 
authorize  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration to  give  away  any  commodities 
it  now  has  in  storage.  It  would  natu- 
rally be  hmited  to  commodities  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration. 

Mr.  KEPR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  THYE.  Yes;  I  am  happy  to  yield. 
Mr.  KERR.  Unless  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  acts  under  the  authority  he 
now  has,  or  under  some  directive  to  be 
given  him  by  the  Congress,  he  will  never 
have  any  beef  products  in  storage,  will 
he? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa that  beef  is  not  the  only  thing 
that  is  involved.  Pork,  poultry,  butter, 
and  powdered  milk  are  also  involved. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  never  been  nar- 
row-minded on  the  subject  of  the  agri- 
cultural-supports question.  I  have  al- 
ways thought  of  this  subject  from  the 
standpoint  of  our  entire  agricultural 
production.  I  have  not  endeavored 
simply  to  have  written  Into  the  law  a 
provision  with  respect  to  something  in 
which  I  personally  was  interested,  nor 
have  I  endeavored  to  have  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  merely  take  care  of  some 
commodity  which  affected  my  State 
only.  I  have  said  time  after  time  that 
we  have  failed  to  take  care  of  our  diver- 
sified type  farmer.  We  have  taken  care 
of  the  producers  of  peanuts,  rice,  cotton, 
tobacco,  corn  and  wheat,  but  we  have 
not  given  sufficient  thought  to  a  pro- 
gram for  the  protection  of  the  farmer 
who  is  producing  dairy  products,  poultry, 
eggs,  turkeys,  pork,  beef,  and  mutton,  a 
program  that  would  assure  them  that 
they  will  not  be  faced  with  disastrously 
low  prices  if  and  when  they  have  been 
instrumental  in  producing  more  than 
merely  enough  to  take  care  of  the  dire 
needs  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  sit  in  this  body  for 
the  next  6  years — and  I  am  privileged  to 
do  so,  God  willing — I  shall  work  for  a 
well-rounded  farm  program,  a  program 
that  will  particularly  protect  the  fam- 
ily-type farmer,  the  man  who  is  engaged 
in  diversified  type  farming.    It  Is  the 


farmer  of  that  type  who  is  particularly 
interested  in  the  enhancement  of  the 
fertility  of  his  land,  rather  than  in  see- 
ing it  impoverished.  He  is  the  kind  of 
man  who  will  hand  do-wn  to  oncoming 
generations  acres  of  land  as  fertile  as 
it  was  the  day  he  acquired  it  with  stand- 
ing timber  or  broke  the  virgin  sod  of 
our  prairies.  That  is  the  tj^ie  of  farmer 
with  whom  we  should  all  concern  our- 
selves in  this  legislative  session,  because 
he  is  the  forgotten  man.  The  family- 
type  farmer  is  the  forgotten  man. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KE3UI.  I  want  to  remind  my  good 
friend — and  I  thank  him  for  yielding — 
that  Senate  bill  115,  previously  intro- 
duced during  this  session  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  covers  every  product  to 
which  the  Senator  has  addressed  him- 
self. I  commend  him  for  his  attitude  in 
that  regard,  and  I  share  it.  But  I  would 
Uke  now  to  ask  him  whether  at  the  pres- 
ent time  the  serious  emergency  and  the 
most  pressing  emergency  with  reference 
to  agricultural  products  is  not  in  refer- 
ence to  the  price  of  beef  cattle. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
agree  that  that  is  the  most  pressing  and 
the  most  critical  matter,  because,  Mr. 
President,  there  are  two  specific  ques- 
tions. If  the  producers  gets  the  answers 
to  those  questions,  we  shall  not  have  an 
emergency  such  as  the  one  with  which 
we  are  presently  faced.  The  answer  is, 
Mr.  President,  that  in  the  year  1952  there 
was  a  drought  in  the  cattle-producing 
area  in  the  Southwest.  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  knows  there  was  such  a 
drought  in  his  region. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  keenly  aware  of  that.  TTiat  is 
but  one  of  the  factors  which  have  con- 
tributed toward  bringing  about  the  pres- 
ent emergency,  but  it  has  made  the  sit- 
uation so  drastic  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  the  most 
pressing  emergency  in  the  matter  of 
prices  of  farm  products  is  as  it  pertains 
to  beef  cattle.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
consider  conditions  and  see  if  he  does  not 
agree  with  that  statement. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  that  that  is  a  pressing 
problem.  That  problem,  however,  ceased 
to  be  the  major  pressing  problem  earlier 
in  the  past  month.  I  was  going  to  say, 
earlier  in  the  year,  but  there  has  been 
such  a  short  period  of  the  year  1953  that 
the  problem  actually  had  its  beginnings 
in  the  calendar  year  of  1952. 

Mr.  KERR.    But  the  price 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  bear  with  me 
long  enough  to  enable  me  to  convey  my 
thought  to  him?  The  only  criticism  I 
have  of  my  distinguished  friend  is  that 
he  is  so  keenly  aware  of  his  ability  to 
devastate  a  man's  thought  with  certain 
words  that  he  will  get  those  words  in 
when  it  is  least  advantageous  to  the 
speaker  to  have  him  get  them  in.  The 
Senator  knows  that;  and  he  is  too  able 
a  man  to  deny  freedom  of  speech  on  the 
floor  at  certain  times.  I  say  that  in  all 
good  himior. 

The  drought  condition  occurred  in  the 
cattle  producing  area  last  siunmer  and 
continued  throughout  the  fall.    On  the 


ranges  there  was  the  greatest  cattle  pop- 
ulation in  the  history  of  our  nation. 
When  the  rancher  was  faced  with  short 
grass  he  commenced  to  cull  his  herds. 
When  he  culled  his  herds  he  sent  live- 
stock to  market.  Commencing  in  Jan« 
uary  of  1952  cattle  were  at  approximate- 
ly 129  percent  of  parity.  That  is  when 
the  rancher  first  started  moving  his  cat- 
tle. It  dropped  from  141  percent  of 
parity  to  129  percent  in  one  year's  time. 
That  was  a  recession  under  the  Demo- 
crats; it  was  not  under  the  Republicans. 
There  was  a  leveling  off  in  the  inflation- 
ary price  which  stood  as  a  threat  in  1950 
and  1951.  When  the  drought  came  and 
the  rancher  was  sending  his  cattle  to 
market,  a  weakening  was  reflected. 

Throughout  the  calendar  year  it  will 
be  found  that  the  market  continued  to 
weaken.  As  the  market  proceeded  to 
weaken,  many  a  farmer  asked  himself 
the  question,  "Is  this  the  beginning  of  a 
recession?"  There  was  no  positive  state- 
ment of  the  then  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, Mr.  Brannan,  to  allay  his  fear 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  THYE.  No,  I  wiU  not  yield.  If 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  remain 
here  I  shall  convey  my  thought  to  him, 
and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

As  I  say,  there  was  nothing  to  allay 
fear.  I  stated  at  that  time  that  had  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture — whether  it 
were  Mr.  Brannan,  because  he  was  in 
office  until  the  20th  of  January,  or 
whether  it  were  Mr.  Benson,  after  he 
took  office — ^stated  emphatically,  "We 
intend  to  step  in  and  buy,  if  necessary, 
to  firm  up  the  market,"  the  so-called 
fear  which  existed  would  have  disap- 
peared. I  honestly  believe  that,  Mr. 
President,  and  I  think  the  figures  will 
eventually  prove  that  I  am  correct  in  my 
thinking  on  this  question.  The  fact  is 
that  fear  had  crept  into  the  minds  of 
farmers  who  had  bought  50  or  75  head 
of  feeder  cattle  last  fall,  and  they  had 
been  feeding  since  last  July  or  August. 
They  noticed  the  market  sliding.  They 
tried  to  figure  out  the  situation  and 
found  that  they  really  did  not  have  any 
equity  left  in  the  feeder  cattle,  and  the 
feed  likewise  was  a  loss.  This  fear 
caused  livestock  to  be  rushed  to  market, 
which  further  aggravated  the  situation 
and  weakened  the  market. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  reason  in  the 
world  why  the  market  should  slide  as  it 
has  in  the  past  few  months,  except  fear. 
The  fear  was  started  with  the  movement 
of  drought  cattle,  and  then  selling  be- 
cause of  the  fear  that  it  was  the  begin- 
ning of  a  recession. 

The  .cattle  population  is  not  out  of 
proportion.  We  have  full  employment. 
At  the  present  time  we  are  faced  with 
additional  high  appropriations  for  de- 
fense construction  and  other  defense  ex- 
penditures. Therefore,  we  are  going  to 
have  full  emplojmaent  in  this  calendar 
year  and  full  economy  in  every  phase 
and  can  have  in  agriculture,  too.  We 
are  going  to  have  a  consmnption  which 
will  hold  agricultural  commodity  prices 
high  if  we  can  allay  this  fear  psychology. 
I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any  ques- 
tion about  that.  The  price  of  beef  is 
exceptionally  low  for  no  other  reasoa 
than  the  existence  of  fear. 
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Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  wanted  to  make  the 
point  that  it  is  a  fear  psychology  which 
has  brought  prices  down.  If  the  pro- 
ducer will  hold  his  livestock  in  the  feed 
lots  and  market  it  in  an  orderly  manner. 
I  am  confident  that  the  market  will 
stiffen  of  its  own  accord. 

That  statement  is  borne  out  by  the  St. 
Paul  Livestock  Association  and  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Cattle  Dealers  in 
convention  in  Chicago. 

I  have  before  me  an  article  from  a 
St.  Paul  newspaper  containing  a  state- 
ment by  W.  P.  Dolan.  of  South  St.  Paul, 
secretary-treasurer  of  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Cattle  Dealers  and  Order 
Buyers.    I  read: 

W.  p.  Dolan,  of  South  St.  Paul,  aecretary- 
treasurer  of  the  National  Association  of  Cat- 
tle Dealers  and  Order  Buyers,  warned  that 
If  the  farmers  "get  panicky  and  rush  cattle 
to  market,  prices  will  drop  fast." 

At  Denver.  Sam  C.  Hyatt,  president  of  the 
American  National  Cattlemen's  Association, 
saiti  producers  generally  are  agreed  with  Ben- 
son that  there  Is  no  practical  way  to  support 
beef  prices. 

At  Chicago,  a  group  of  prominent  cattle 
dealers  said  farmers  already  are  withholding 
beef  animals  from  the  market  in  an  effort 
to  stabilize  falling  prices. 

Benson  said  the  Government  knew  of  no 
way  to  support  beef  prices  and  was  putting 
its  faith  In  an  attempt  to  induce  orderly 
marketing  to  halt  the  price  skid. 

Mr.  President,  I  say,  in  all  sincerity, 
that  if  we  can  convey  the  message  to 
the  producer  that  this  is  not  the  be- 
ginning of  another  major  recession,  we 
shall  establish  order  in  the  selling  of 
livestock. 

I  am  confident  that  if  we  can  reestab- 
lish order  in  the  selling  of  livestock  the 
market  will  firm  itself,  just  as  the  pork 
market  firmed  itself  in  the  past  12 
months,  during  which  it  had  gone  from  a 
low  of  80  percent  of  parity  up  to  almost 
100  percent  at  one  time  last  fall. 

I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  Oklahoma 
that  he  and  I  had  better  get  right  down 
to  the  facts  and  figures  and  try  in  some 
manner  to  convey  the  message  to  the 
producer  that  the  market  break  has 
come  about  by  fear  selling.  I  shall  not 
cease  in  my  efforts  to  help  the  cattle 
producer.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
can  rest  assured  as  to  that.  I  shall  make 
my  voice  heard  with  the  administration 
in  urging  that  we  must  not  let  the 
market  break. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield.  I  am  going  to  say 
something  unpleasant  about  the  r>ast  ad- 
ministration, and  I  do  not  want  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  run  off  the 
floor.  

Mr.  KERR.  I  shall  try  to  restrain  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  my  impulse  to  run 
from  the  floor. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  had  to  beg  the  Senator 
to  remain  on  the  floor  a  few  minutes 
ago,  and  I  thought  the  Senator  might 
leave  again. 

Mr.  KERR.  In  that  regard,  I  asked 
the  Senator  if  he  would  yield,  and  he 
said  "No."  and  I  started  to  leave.  Then 
I  asked  him  If  he  would  yield,  and  he 
said  "Yes,"  and  he  made  another  lO- 
minute  speech.  That  was  his  privilege: 
he  does  have  the  floor.   The  only  reason 


why  I  started  to  leave  was  that  he  told 
me  he  would  not  yield. 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  concur  in  the 
Senator's  remarks  about  the  fear  psy- 
chology. I  agree  with  him  in  his  state- 
ment that  in  January  the  price  of  beef 
was  about  at  parity.  That  was  the  mid- 
dle of  January. 

Mr.  THYE.     No;  February  3. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  refer  to  the  record  In 
that  regard.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota said  that  in  January  the  price  of 
beef  was  at  about  92  percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  correct.  I  was  trying  to  cor- 
rect my  own  remarks  by  saying  "Febru- 
ary 3,"  to  be  exact.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. I  referred  to  January  of  1953.  and 
I  was  trying  to  correct  my  remarks,  be- 
cause my  official  figures  showed  Feb- 
ruary 3. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  correct  his  own  remarks,  and  not 
mine. 

Further,  I  concur  with  the  Senator 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  did  not 
have  the  authority  to  support  the  price  of 
beef  cattle  as  long  as  it  was  above  90 
percent  of  parity,  but  that  he  did  have 
authority  to  support  it  when  it  went 
below  90  percent  of  parity,  and  I  believe 
he  said  that  at  the  present  time  it  is 
about  80  percent  of  parity  in  some  parts 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  THYE.     That  i.s  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  And  Oklahoma  is  one  of 
those  places. 

I  further  concur  with  him  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  could  have  re- 
moved a  great  deal  of  the  fear  by  mak- 
ing a  positive  declaration  that  he  was 
going  to  support  the  price  of  beef  cattle 
to  the  extent  permitted  by  the  law.  But 
I  remind  my  good  friend  from  Minne- 
sota that  instead  of  making  that  state- 
ment at  the  moment  when  tlie  price  of 
beef  cattle  had  sunk  to  a  point  of  80 
percent  of  parity,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture said  that  the  price  of  beef  cattle 
had  not  yet  declined  to  such  a  point 
that  emergency  action  was  warranted. 
Therein  is  the  basis  of  the  criticism  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma.  The  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  sincerely  believes  that  his 
good  friend  and  great  friend,  and  a  real 
friend  of  the  farmers  of  this  country, 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  agrees  with 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  in  that  re- 
gard. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  Secre- 
tary has  discretional  authorization  to 
support  from  0  to  90  percent;  but  if 
the  market  had  just  broken,  along  about 
February  3,  from  around  92,  he  had  not 
had  very  much  time  to  step  in  and  com- 
mence to  support  the  market.  As  I  have 
said,  he  has  discretional  authorization 
to  support  when  the  price  is  between 
0  and  90  percent.  For  that  reason  I  am 
not  condemning  the  Secretary,  even 
though  he  did  not  step  in  to  buy  imme- 
diately when  the  market  broke. 

I  have  advised  the  Secretary  that  a 
firm  statement  in  support  of  perishables 
might  possibly  stiffen  the  perishable 
market  so  that  no  action  would  be  nec- 
essary. I  still  say  so,  without  any  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  It  not  true  that 
the  representatives  of  agriculture  have 
not  asked  the  Secretary  for  support? 
Can  the  Senator  inform  us  on  that  point? 

Mr.  THYE.  That  was  evident  from 
the  statement  I  read  from  the  St.  Paul 
Pioneer  Press,  wherein  there  was  refer- 
ence to  the  livestock  association. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  cattle  growers  as  a  whole  have  always 
taken  the  attitude  that  they  did  not  want 
to  be  controlled  by  the  Government,  did 
not  want  any  controls,  that  they  wanted 
to  take  care  of  themselves,  and  stand  on 
their  own  feet? 

Mr.  THYE.  That  Is  true,  but  even 
though  they  themselves  did  not  ask  for 
it.  I  am  concerned  about  the  man  who 
has  bought  75  or  100  head  of  cattle  when 
they  were  offered  in  the  drought- 
stricken  area,  and  put  them  in  a  feed  lot. 
He  has  no  money  to  enable  him  to  suffer 
a  drastic  loss  in  those  cattle,  because  he 
is  only  a  small  operator.  He  may  be  a 
farmer  operating  entirely  on  a  bank 
loan.  He  may  be  a  farmer  who  would 
be  compelled  by  a  falling  market  to  sell 
his  personal  property,  if  he  suffered  a 
drastic  loss,  after  buying  75  or  a  hundred 
or  a  couple  of  hundred  head  of  cattle. 

When  I  -see  the  market  break  as  it  has 
broken,  I  know  exactly  what  is  happen- 
ing in  the  feed  lot.  It  is  the  man  to 
whom  I  have  referred  about  whom  I  am 
concerned.  I  know  tie  big  cattle  oper- 
ator has  told  us  to  keep  hands  off.  He 
toM  OPS.  and  he  told  legislative  price- 
supf>ort  advocates,  to  keep  hands  off 
him.  But  that  was  in  the  rosy  time. 
when  his  prices  went  up  to  around  140 
percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr  TOBEY.  I  believe  I  quote  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  correctly  when  I  say 
that  he  stated  a  few  minutes  ago  that 
he  thought  that  the  evidence  showed 
that  if  the  Government  would  let  things 
alone  prices  would  firm  back  again.  I 
am  interested  in  what  the  Senator  is 
talking  about  and  I  notice  that  for  the 
first  time  in  many  months  the  price  of 
meat  is  falling  and  the  consumers  are 
getting  a  break.  I  read  where  prime 
leg  of  lamb  was  59  cents  a  pound  Satur- 
day as  against  nearly  $1  a  few  months 
ago.  This  is  all  to  the  good  for  the  con- 
suming public  and  I.  instead  of  bemoan- 
ing the  decline  in  beef  prices,  thank  God 
for  it.  The  consumer  is  the  important 
person  in  this  country.     I  speak  for  him. 

Mr.  THYE.     Yes. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  ask  the  Senator  to 
permit  me  to  .say  that  I  thank  God  that 
a  great  many  of  the  consumers  are  get- 
ting the  benefit.  It  is  time  the  Ameri- 
can consumers  got  a  break  in  what  Is 
going  on. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  Is  correct, 
but  through  the  drastic  break  in  the 
prices  the  young  operator,  the  young 
veteran  who  fought  for  the  Senator  and 
me  a  few  years  ago,  who  went  into  the 
business  of  farming  since  World  War  II, 
and  did  It  entirely  on  credit,  and  got 
caught  with  50  or  100  head  of  steers  in 
the  feed  lot.  could  very  well  be  cleaned 
out,  his  creditors  could  call  every  loan. 
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and  he  would  be  sitting  there  with  noth- 
ing. Therefore  such  a  drop  is  not  to  the 
best  interest  of  either  the  Senator  or  me, 
or  the  consuming  public. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  believe  It  is  time  for 
the  United  States  to  look  facts  in  the 
face,  and  recognize  that  if  a  man  can- 
not buy  at  the  right  price,  he  had  better 
keep  out  of  the  cattle  business. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  cannot  subscribe  to  that, 
because  the  farmer  is  not  responsible  for 
what  happens  to  him.  He  knows  not 
at  the  planting  time  what  his  harvest 
will  be.  This  is  the  planting  time  in  some 
.sections,  and  he  knoweth  not  whether 
God  will  favor  him  with  sunshine  and 
rain,  or  he  will  be  cursed  with  a  drought. 
'I  herefore  an  examination  must  be  made 
into  production,  whether  crops  or  live- 
.••tcck.  in  order  that  we  may  be  certain 
that  he  will  have  a  food  supply.  If  there 
is  an  abundance,  and  the  market  breaks 
because  there  is  3  or  4  or  5  percent  of 
surplus,  then  I  am  not  going  to  be  a 
party  to  anything  that  is  going  to  add 
to  the  po.ssible  distress  that  might  fol- 
low to  the  producer  or  farmer. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  When  the  Senator  and 
I  run  for  the  United  States  Senate  we 
take  a  chance,  do  we  not?  We  do  not 
know  what  the  result  will  be  in  Novem- 
ber.   We  take  a  chance,  too. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  a  different  situa- 
tion from  the  one  I  refer  to  here. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  view  of  the  extensive 
review  which  has  been  given  of  the  cattle 
situation  by  the  various  Senators  who 
have  been  speaking  along  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota,  I  think  the  Record 
should  not  be  silent  on  the  part  Govern- 
ment interference  has  played  in  the 
breaking  of  cattle  prices.  The  Senator 
has  referred  to  the  drought  as  the  pre- 
cipitating cause.  Drought  certainly  was 
an  agent  in  sending  the  cattle  to  the 
market.  But  the  situation  involved  the 
psychology  that  had  been  previously 
created  by  the  rollbacks  of  the  OPS.  If 
I  remember  correctly,  it  was  about  2 
years  ago  that  the  Office  of  Price  Stabili- 
zation propos<?d  to  initiate  a  series  of 
three  rollbacks.  One  of  them  was  dras- 
tic. Congress  took  action  which  pro- 
tested to  such  an  extant  that  the  last 
two  were  not  put  into  effect.  The  feeder 
who  bought  the  cattle  from  the  grower 
at  a  certain  price  and  then  suffered  the 
experience  of  having  a  rollback  placed 
in  effect  had  his  fingers  burned  because 
of  Government  interference. 

Mr.  THYE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  situation  operated 
to  the  injury  of  both  the  feeder  and 
the  grower.  After  that  the  feeder  was 
more  cautious,  because  he  had  bought 
his  cattle  and  feed  at  certain  prices. 
The  Grovernment  stepped  in  and  rolled 
back  his  prices,  and  he  found  that  he 
was  feeding  for  nothing.  He  was  feed- 
ing for  the  fun  of  it.  So  Government 
interference  is  partly  responsible  for  the 
attitude  of  the  ranchers  and  stock  grow- 
ers, who  say  tJiat  they  want  the  Gov- 
ernment to  keep  its  hands  off.  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  that  fact. 
Secondly,  the  maintenance  of  OPS 
posted  price  ceilings  in  the  grocery  stores 


of  the  big  cities  created  a  field  in  which 
the  butcher,  the  packer,  and  the  han- 
dler of  cattle  gouged  the  consimaer,  be- 
cause the  cattle  had  been  bought  for 
several  months,  at  lower  prices  than 
were  refiected  in  the  market.  The  con- 
sumer has  not  been  getting  the  benefit 
of  the  lower  prices  which  both  the  cat- 
tle grower  and  the  cattle  feeder  have 
been  suffering  for  many  months — per- 
haps as  much  as  a  year.  So  again  Gov- 
ernment intervention  has  interfered  with 
both  the  legitimate  price  for  the  con- 
sumer and  the  legitimate  price  for  the 
grower. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  are  very  pertinent  and 
directly  to  the  point.  The  factors  to 
which  reference  hais  been  made  have 
had  a  tendency  to  put  fear  into  the 
mind  of  the  producer,  which  has  brought 
about  hurried  marketing.  But  there  is 
much  more  than  livestock  involved  in 
the  breaking  of  the  market.  I  have 
been  greatly  concerned  all  fall  to  see 
the  grain  market  breaking  as  it  has 
broken. 

If  we  examine  the  record  we  obtain 
an  insight  into  what  brought  about  the 
softening  of  the  grain  market.  It  was 
not  a  political  party.  It  was  not  the 
election  on  November  4.  It  was  exces- 
sive selling  of  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration corn  in  the  months  of  October, 
November,  and  December  which  softened 
the  grain  market.  The  harvest  of  corn 
usually  comes  along  in  October  and  No- 
vember. If  we  offer  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  corn  on  the  cash  market  at 
the  same  time  the  corn  is  being  har- 
vested, we  shall  have  a  break  in  the 
market.    That  is  what  took  place. 

Moreover,  there  were  excessive  imports 
of  oats,  which  softened  the  market.  The 
grain  market  is  reflected  in  the  livestock 
market.  All  the  markets  are  wrapped 
up  together  in  the  mind  of  the  producer, 
who  watches  the  grain  market,  the  live- 
stock market,  and  the  dairy  produce 
market.  All  of  them  have  a  psycholog- 
ical effect  upon  the  mind  of  the  producer. 

If  we  note  the  imports  of  oats,  we  see 
that  in  the  calendar  year  1951  and  1952 
impwrts  were  more  than  double  those  of 
the  previous  year.    In  the  calendar  year 

1950  and  1951  the  United  States  im- 
ported 30.231.000  bushels  of  oats,  and  in 

1951  and  1952  there  were  imports  of 
62.270.000  bushels.  Double  the  amount 
of  oats  came  into  this  country,  as  com- 
pared with  the  previous  year,  which 
broke  the  feed  market.  The  feed  mar- 
ket has  a  reflex  effect  on  the  livestock 
market. 

With  respect  to  wheat  unfit  for  human 
consumption  in  the  calendar  year  1950- 
1951  the  imports  were  11,647.000  bushels. 
In  the  calendar  year  1951-1952  imports 
were  29.920,000,  more  than  double  the 
previous  amount. 

If  we  go  down  the  list  we  find  that 
Imports  of  rye  were  1.342.000  bushels  in 
the  calendar  year  1951-1952.  This  had 
a  tendency  to  aggravate  the  condition 
of  the  markets  and  soften  the  entire 
agricultural  marketing  program.  We 
are  only  now  experiencing  the  full  ef- 
fects of  the  imwlse  action  of  the  admin- 
istration in  the  fall,  when  it  sold  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  com  in  the 


amounts  which  have  been  mdicated,  di- 
rectly in  competition  with  incoming  cash 
com. 

We  have  been  imduly  critical  of  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  the 
brief  period  of  time  he  has  been  in  office. 
Secretary  Benson  took  the  oath  of  office 
in  January.  Agricultural  markets  were 
on  the  decline  at  the  time  he  took  office, 
and  the  decline  has  continued.  If  we 
were  to  cease  to  criticize,  and  try  to  talk 
more  constructively  as  Members  of  Con- 
gress with  respect  to  a  further  study  of 
(he  agricultural  farm  support  program, 
we  would  have  a  tendency  to  stiffen  the 
market  rather  than  to  soften  it,  as  It 
has  been  softened. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  noticed  that  the 
Senator  started  his  remarks  by  com- 
menting on  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  St.  Paul.  I  sat  here 
last  week  and  heard  the  debate  and 
criticism  on  that  subject.  I  read  the 
speech  several  times.  It  seems  to  me 
that  1  or  2  statements  were  lifted  out  of 
context,  to  form  the  basis  of  the  criti- 
cism. After  reading  the  speech  care- 
fully several  times,  I  could  not  find  any- 
thing in  it  to  criticize.  It  seems  to  state 
a  sound  economic  policy,  and  also  seems 
to  pledge  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
Republican  platform  and  to  attempt.  In 
some  way  or  other,  to  develop  new  proc- 
esses, new  markets,  and  so  forth,  as  well 
as  a  price  stipport  program  to  bring  farm 
prices  up  to  parity.  It  seems  to  me  that 
when  we  consider  the  entire  speech  fairly 
and  carefully,  it  is  a  complete  answer 
to  the  criticisms  which  have  been  made. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  sat  in 
the  convention  hall  that  evening  watch- 
ing the  reaction  of  the  audience  to  the 
speech  of  tlie  Secretary.  Frankly,  I  had 
the  feeling  that  the  audience  was  with 
him.  When  the  meeting  came  to  an 
end  and  the  audience  was  free  to  come 
forward,  members  of  the  audience  came 
forward  by  the  hundred  to  shake  the 
Secretary's  hand.  I  heard  comments 
right  and  left  to  the  effect  that  it  was  a 
good,  sound,  honest  speech. 

That  was  the  reaction  of  the  fanners. 
I  have  received  telephone  calls  from, 
farmers  in  my  State,  and  they  say,  "We 
do  not  like  the  farm  price  drops,  but  we 
realize  that  the  Secretary  cannot  solve 
all  the  problems  in  a  couple  of  weeks — 
and  he  has  been  in  office  only  about  that 
long.    We  will  bear  with  the  Secretary." 

I  am  confident,  Mr.  President,  that  if 
we  look  at  the  backgrotmd  of  Secretary 
Benson  we  shall  see  how  well  qualified  he 
is  for  the  position.  He  was  raised  on  a 
farm.  He  has  been  an  operator  of  agri- 
cultural lands.  He  was  educated  in  the 
agricultural  colleges  of  our  Nation.  He 
has  a  doctor's  degree  in  agricultiu-al  eco- 
nomics. His  heart  is  with  the  farmer. 
He  Is  as  much  concerned  over  declming 
prices  as  though  he  himself  were  the 
producer. 

I  know,  from  talking  with  him.  that 
it  is  his  intention  to  put  forth  every 
effort  to  make  an  overall  study  of  the 
entire  agricultural  program  in  order  to 
aid  Congress  in  the  drafting  and  enact- 
ment of  legislation  which  will  give  us  a 
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sound  support  program  and  which  will 
assure  the  producer  that  he  will  not  be 
faced  with  a  drastically  low  price  when- 
ever there  happens  to  be  a  slight  sur- 
plus of  the  product  which  he  is  produc- 
ing. I  am  confident  that  ultimately  we 
shall  see  a  very  constructive  addition 
to  our  present  farm  support  program. 
We  have  come  a  long  way  in  a  period 
of  20  or  25  years  in  the  philosophy  of 
the  entire  agricultural  program.  But  we 
must  still  get  at  the  weak  spots  in  the 
overall  program.  One  of  the  weak  spots 
Is  our  handling  of  perishable  commod- 
it'es.  whether  they  be  dairy  products  or 
citrus  fruits.  Citrus  fruit  growers  are 
also  faced  with  a  serious  problem.  They, 
too.  are  producers  of  perishables. 

The  criticism  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  the  past  week  of  the  Secretary's 
speech  in  St.  Paul  was  unjust.  As  I 
heard  the  speech  and  as  I  read  it  later. 
there  was  nothing  in  it  which  justified 
criticism  of  the  kind  to  which  it  has  been 
subjected,  both  in  Congress  and  in  the 
press  of  the  Nation. 

I  am  confident  that  Congress  will  come 
forth  with  a  program  which  will  not  only 
protect  the  consimier  but  will  also  give 
him  at  all  times  an  abundant  supply  of 
food  and  fiber. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
distinguished  colleague. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  should  like  to  cite  for 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  some  agri- 
cultural history  in  Congress.  I  wonder 
whether  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
remembers  the  year  1934  and  the  slaugh- 
ter of  the  little  pigs? 

Mr.  THYE.     Yes. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  There  was  so  much  beef 
available,  the  suggestion  was  made  that 
we  get  rid  of  it.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  I  served 
on  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  with 
the  distinguished  Marvin  Jones.  Henry 
Wallace,  our  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at 
the  time,  came  before  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  said  that  he  could  do 
something  about  the  production  of  beef. 
He  propounded  a  most  amazing  theory, 
Mr.  President,  and  he  wanted  $3 '2  mil- 
lion with  .which  to  do  it.  He  wanted  to 
stop  the  production  of  beef.  He  was 
asked  how  he  would  stop  the  production 
of  beef,  and  he  replied,  "We  will  sterilize 
the  cows  on  the  range  and  enforce  birth 
control  on  cattle." 

He  wanted  $3 '2  million  with  which 
to  do  that,  Mr.  President.  What  utter 
nonsense.  That  was  suggested  in  all 
good  faith  by  Henry  Wallace,  our  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  Beware  of  the  Gov- 
ernment taking  care  of  the  farmer.  I 
say  let  the  farmer  take  care  of  himself 
through  his  own  ability,  research,  and 
persuasiveness.  Let  him  not  tru.st  too 
much  to  Government  to  provide  a  crutch. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
familiar  with  the  philosophy  advocated 
in  the  early  thirties  as  to  how  to  control 
agricultural  production  by  forcing  a 
scarcity  of  production  on  the  consumer 
and  compelling  the  consumer  to  bid  for 
the  product.  That  is  the  wrong  psy- 
chology. It  is  an  entirely  wrong  philoso- 
phy. Mr.  President.  I  say  we  should  have 
Bn  abundance  of  food  and  fiber.  How- 
ever, because  the  producer  cannot  fore- 
see wha6  Ilia  harvest  will  be — and  I  may 


say  that  the  producer  of  eggs,  for  ex- 
ample, cannot  foretell  what  his  produc- 
tion of  eggs  will  be  even  though  he  or- 
ders 400  pullets,  because  half  of  them 
may  die  before  the  season  is  over 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Very  generally  that  is 
the  ca?^e. 

Mr.  THYE.  Therefore,  we  mus*.  have 
an  abundant  supply  of  food.  However, 
if  that  abundance  is  going  to  rum  the 
market  for  such  food,  we,  as  Members  oi 
Congress,  must  accept  the  responsibjlity 
of  placing  a  fioor  under  the  product,  so 
that  the  producer  will  not  be  liquidated 
in  the  process  of  producing  more  food 
than  the  consumer  is  willing  to  buy  in 
the  market  place. 

That  is  why  we  want  to  support  agri- 
cultural products.  We  want  to  support 
them  so  that  there  will  always  be  a  cer- 
tainty with  respect  to  the  consumer  hav- 
ing an  abundant  supply  of  food  and  fiber, 
and  that  the  producer  will  not  go  bank- 
rupt merely  becau.^e  he  happens  to  run 
into  a  season  of  favorable  weather. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  if  we  in  Con- 
press  try  in  a  constructive  manner  to  aid 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  handling 
perishable  products  and  other  commodi- 
ties we  will  do  more  for  the  producer 
than  we  can  do  by  criticizins:  the  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at 
St.  Paul  on  Wednesday  evening. 


INCREASE  OF  TITLE  I  LOAN  INSUR- 
ANCE AUTHORIZATION  OF  FHA— 
CONSIDERATION  BY  THE  SENATE 
OF  SENATE  JOINT  RESOLUTION  2" 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  27  has  been 
on  the  calendar  since  February  4.  It  was 
approved  unanimou.-ly  by  the  Bankm;; 
and  Currency  Committee  and.  so  far  as 
I  know,  there  is  no  oppo.sition  to  it.  The 
joint  resolution  increases  the  title  I  loan 
insurance  authorization  of  FHA  from 
$1,250,000,000  to  $1,750,000,000.  This 
title  covers  insurance  by  the  FHA  of 
loans,  for  the  repair,  alteration,  or  im- 
provement of  existing  housing. 

The  program  is  virtually  at  a  stand- 
still, and  this  fact  is  causing  concern 
and  financial  hard.'^hip  to  home  owners, 
lending  institutions,  contractor.^,  and 
suppliers  of  building  materials  and 
equipment. 

The  House  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  is  to  take  up  a  companion  bill 
today  or  tomorrow.  Therefore,  if  tlie 
final  enactment  of  the  legislation  is  not 
to  be  delayed  unnecessarily,  the  Senate 
should  act  on  the  bill  as  soon  as  possible. 

A  moment  aqo  I  consulted  the  major- 
ity leader  with  reference  to  the  joint 
resolution,  and  he  informed  me  that 
probably  the  Senate  would  take  it  up  on 
Wednesday  of  this  week.  Therefore.  I 
wish  to  have  the  Senate  take  notice  that 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  27  probably 
will  be  considered  on  Wednesday.  My 
information  is  that  there  is  no  opposition 
to  it,  and  therefore  it  should  be  dispo.sed 
of  promptly.  It  was  unanimously  re- 
ported by  the  committee. 


THE   UNION   OP   SAVAGE   SADISTIC 
RAVAGERS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Mr.  President. 
It  is  in  the  spirit  of  brotherhood  and 


kind  regard  for  our  fellow  man.  the  spirit 
of  true  freedom,  that  I  rise  before  this 
tune-honored  body  to  address  my  col- 
leagues upon  a  subject  of  vital  concern 
to  freemen  everywhere. 

I  have  chosen  for  the  title  of  my  re- 
marks the  U.  S.  S.  R..  which  from  sad 
experience.  I  can  only  interpret  to  mean 
the  Union  of  Savage  Sadistic  Rav- 
agt-rs. 

Through  the  mediums  of  modern  war- 
fare— the  la'it  three  wars  of  global  sig- 
nificance which  include  the  Korean 
war.  we  have  become  somewhat  hard- 
ened to  the  brutalities  which  have  con- 
stantly surrounded  us.  So  used  to  tales 
of  murder,  brutality,  and  blood.-^hed  have 
we  become,  that  somehow  these  events 
leave  us  untouched  unless  they  strike 
ri^'ht  home. 

Yet  I  am  sure  that  deep  in  the  hearts 
of  all  of  us  there  is  still  a  genuine  feeling 
for  humanity  the  world  over.  Indeed  it 
IS  that  tender  regard  for  those  who  are 
les.s  fortunate  than  ourselves  which  con- 
."•tantly  reminds  us  of  that  age-old  story 
of  a  pas.'-erby  who  witnessed  the  sight  of 
a  man  about  to  be  hanged. 

Said  he.  it  will  be  remembered: 

There,  but  fur  the  grace  of  God.  go  I. 

S:on — very  soon,  I  hope — we  will 
learn  auain.  while  we  are  still  free,  that 
the  enslavement  and  murder  of  people  in 
other  lands  directly  or  indirectly,  and 
.'ometimes  very  swiftly  affects  our  free- 
dom.s  and  our  liberties  here  at  home. 

I  refer  at  this  critical  period  of  our 
worlds  hi.'-tory  to  the  total  disregard  for 
human  liberty,  and  human  decency 
which  Soviet  Ru.ssia  has  so  recently 
attain  exhibited  by  its  treatment  of  the 
la.^t  helpless  group  of  people  enslaved 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain — those  whose 
unhappy  live.s  down  through  the  ages 
have  been  marked  by  tragedy,  horror, 
and  sorrow.  I  have  reference,  of  course, 
to  the  present  Soviet  program  of  perse- 
cution directed  against  the  Jews. 

It  is  hitih  time  that  we  unmask  the 
brutality  of  this  despotic  Soviet  regime 
and  expose  it  to  tlie  world  for  what  it 
truly  repre.'-ents;  namely,  a  sadistic  rav- 
auer  of  all  that  is  fine  and  decent  in  the 
hearts  of  freemen  everywhere. 

Mr  President,  our  America  is  a  great 
Nation — It  is  a  proud  Nation.  In  the 
pa.st  half  century  we  have  contributed 
generously  of  both  American  lives  and 
dollars  in  war  and.  in  peace  to  make  the 
world  a  better  place  in  which  to  live. 
But  dc^pite  all  our  great  sacrifices  for 
other.s  we  are  constantly  being  placed, 
sometimes  by  our  foes  and  at  other  times 
by  our  allies,  in  a  position  of  a  nation 
on  trial. 

Since  the  end  of  World  War  II  and 
throu.uhout  the  present  cold  war,  the 
highly  succes.sful  propaganda  campaign 
against  America  and  those  who  sub- 
.^cnbe  to  our  concepts  of  freedom  has 
Kiven  to  millions  of  people  throughout 
the  world  the  lie  that  we  are  imperialistic 
in  our  aims  and  objectives. 

Under  this  indictment  we  have  per- 
mitted our  people  and  our  way  of  life  to 
be  led  around  by  the  nose. 

We  have  been  weak  and  faltering  be- 
cause of  extreme  beneficence  and  now 
we  find  ourselves  at  a  crossroads,  where 
sooner  or  later  we  may  be  compelled  to 
act  drastically  and  with  all  due  speed. 
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Now.  however,  for  the  first  time  be- 
fore all  the  peoples  of  the  earth — all 
races  and  cre-eds— Soviet  Russia  stands 
exposed,  naked  in  all  its  brutal  ambi- 
tions. 

Its  bloody  hands  are  stained  visibly, 
for  all  the  world  to  see. 

The  time  has  arrived  for  America  to 
meet  the  war  of  propaganda — upon  the 
record  of  Russia's  sadistic  deeds. 

In  our  beloved  country,  and  wherever 
In  the  world  men  live  under  well  ordered 
law  which  prescribes  and  demands 
liberty  and  justice  for  all,  there  is  a 
tender  regard  for  the  helpless  In  our 
midst. 

In  the  cold,  brutal  anti-Semitic  pro- 
gram that  Soviet  Russia  is  pursuing  now, 
all  elements  of  human  decency  are  gone. 

Today,  in  East  Germany,  we  are  wit- 
nessing the  sad  spectacle  of  the  young, 
the  old.  the  w<!ak.  the  aging — recent  vic- 
tims of  the  horrors  of  Nazi  concentra- 
tion camps  and  extermination  cham- 
bers— taking  their  few  remaining  pos- 
sessions on  their  backs  and  fleeing  once 
again  into  areas  which  give  promise  of 
freedom.  It  is  only  tranquillity  and 
peace  that  they  hope  for. 

In  our  short  lives,  Mr.  President — 
yours  and  mirie — we  have  witnessed  this 
.same  awful  si>ectacle  on  two  occasions. 
I  know  of  nothing  to  better  describe  the 
in.sane  bestiality  of  the  demons  of  the 
Kremlin.  Th;y  mock  and  mimic  Hitler 
at  his  worst. 

The  latest  manifestation  of  Soviet 
savagery  is  merely  the  continuation  of  a 
well-conceived  plan  to  exterminate  every 
racial  group  behind  the  iron  curtain  and 
thereafter  to  exterminate  democracy 
ever>'where.  Consequently,  what  I  am 
describing  to  you  Is  not  something  re- 
mote from  our  lives,  but  Is  the  sort  of 
thing  that  could  happen  tomorrow  to 
other  free  i>eople.  even  to  ourselves,  as  it 
has  already  come  to  pass  in  many  places 
throughout  tne  world. 

Mr.  President.  Soviet  anti-Semitism  Is 
not  new.  Tills  Is  true  despite  all  the 
grand  proclamations  of  cultural  au- 
tonomy that  were  made  public  In  many 
ways  by  the  Soviet  Government.  That 
was  a  fiction 

The  plain  fact  Is  that  Soviet  Russia 
has  waged  a  constant  war  against 
Judaism. 

In  the  30  years  since  the  Soviet  Rus- 
sian revolution,  every  trace  of  Jewish 
life  has  been  obliterated.  The  Jewish 
schools,  the  Jewish  press,  the  Jewish 
cultural  and  welfare  organizations  have 
been  destroyed,  and  their  leaders  have 
gone  into  slf.ve-labor  camps.  All  rem- 
nants of  religious  and  cultural  move- 
ments have  disappeared. 

The  organized  campaign  to  drive  Jews 
out  of  Russian  public  life  was  Inaugu- 
rated by  Soviet  Russia  in  1947.  We  are 
not  interested  in  the  fancy  names  that 
were  used  to  describe  It. 

A  similar  drive  was  continued  in  1948. 

Consequently,  when  the  Prague  trials 
occurred,  the  world  witnessed  a  debased 
parade  of  slanders  that  were  taken  bod- 
ily from  long  -discredited  forged  writings 
about  the  Jews. 

Interestingly  enough,  the  Prague  trial 
spoke  of  plots  by  Jews.  This  Indicated 
clearly  that  Soviet  Russia  had  adopted 
anti-Semitism  as  a  regular  Instrument  of 
Its  national  policy. 


The  recent  Soviet  break  In  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  State  of  Israel,  and 
the  Soviet  plot  and  connivance  charges 
are  no  surprise  to  any  informed  person. 
Rather,  they  are  logical  parts  of  Soviet 
state  i>olicy  to  cease  to  have  dealings 
with  any  democratic  nations  when  It 
cannot  force  or  bully  them  into  the 
Soviet  sphere  of  influence.  It  is  diplo- 
macy by  terror. 

The  tragedy  Is  the  imperiled  fate  of 
nearly  3,000,000  Jews  still  living  in  the 
Soviet  Union  or  In  Its  satellites.  It  obvi- 
ously signals  a  sharp  continued  step-up 
of  the  Soviet's  antl-Semltlc  terror  cam- 
paign against  the  Jews  in  Iron  Curtain 
countries. 

In  the  severance  of  diplomatic  rela- 
tions, we  have  another  profound  Indica- 
tion of  Soviet  policy  which  proclaims  In 
all  its  Infamy  that  the  ends  of  Commu- 
nist imperialism  justify  any  means. 

All  of  us  can  recall  the  days  of  cooper- 
ation with  the  Western  World  which  had 
marked  Russia's  policy  to  consolidate  so- 
cialism at  home;  and  surely  we  remem- 
ber the  attempts  by  the  then  new  and 
growing  Soviet  Union  to  woo  diplomatic 
recognition  from  established  powers. 

Now  look  at  them.  Having  achieved 
by  extended  olive  branches  and  friendly 
smiles  the  very  recognition  which  was 
all-Important  In  those  earlier  days.  Red 
Russia  now  turns  and  twists  Its  diplo- 
macy to  suit  a  new  end — to  split  the 
Western  World,  stir  up  neo-nazism,  and 
Inflame  the  Arab  States  Into  a  pro- 
Soviet  attitude,  by  stabbing  Israel  In  the 
back  and  withdrawing  recognition. 

The  history  of  nations  that  have  used 
anti-Semitism  in  the  past  as  an  instru- 
ment of  national  policy  is  a  record  of 
disorder,  chaos,  and  eventual  disintegra- 
tion from  within.  At  first,  these  things 
were  not  readily  apparent.  On  the  con- 
trary, with  the  secret  police  In  complete 
control,  terror  was  struck  Into  the  hearts 
of  the  helpless  citizenry.  Yet  the  leaders 
of  such  tyranny  were  constantly  worried. 
Others  before  them  had  perished  in 
purge  trials.  So  those  leaders  wanted  to 
assure  themselves  that  a  similar  debacle 
would  not  happen  to  them. 

Hence  the  necessity  for  choosing  some- 
thing upon  which  the  minds  of  the 
people  could  be  focused,  instead  of  the 
economic,  social,  and  political  chaos  that 
confronted  them. 

In  short,  we  are  dealing  with  a  sick 
regime  that  Is  uncertain  of  its  own  pres- 
ent, and  wishes  to  assure  Its  future  by 
Imposing  another  reign  of  terror  upon  an 
Innocent  helpless  people. 

Today,  Soviet  Russia  Is  using  the  fan- 
tastic big  lie  of  anti-Semitism  as  a  regu- 
lar weapon  of  state  policy.  No  charges 
are  too  preposterous  to  promote  their 
diabolical  aims  of  world  domination. 
Now,  even  medical  doctors  and  such 
clearly  non-ix)litical  relief  organizations 
as  the  Joint  Distribution  Committee  are 
grist  for  these  Red  lie-mills. 

This  concept  of  the  scap>egoat  is  as  old 
as  human  history.  Its  pages  are  filled 
with  a  record  of  bloody  pogroms  that 
were  used  to  divert  the  minds  of  the 
people  away  from  the  evils  of  a  despotic 
regime  was  perpetuating,  and  the  barbar- 
ism of  its  operations  and  plans.  It  Is  an 
old  refuge,  and  one  to  which  scoundrels 
resort  In  order  to  cover  up  their  own 


depredations  that  cannot  be  performed 
in  the  broad  light  of  day. 

The  objectives  of  such  a  policy  are 
clear.  They  provide  a  whipping  boy  for 
the  oppressed  millions  who  live  in  hor- 
ror and  slavery  within  the  Red  borders. 
The  purpose  of  such  a  scapegoat  is  to  win 
new  allies  for  the  debased  doctrines  of 
communism,  in  the  discredited  Fascists, 
the  revived  Nazi  groups,  and  other  forces 
of  reaction  that  want  to  destroy  democ- 
racy at  home  and  abroad.  The  plain 
fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  this  is  an  open 
admission  of  failure. 

The  claims  of  the  Soviet  Union  are  not 
being  followed  by  corresp>ondlng  achieve- 
ments. The  Soviet  house  of  cards  is  be- 
ginning to  crumble  and  fall  from  within. 

In  the  cold  war  that  Russia  has  been 
waging  against  the  Western  World,  she 
has  made  much  use  of  the  word  "democ- 
racy," just  as  she  has  frequently  used 
the  word  "peace."  Elaborate  Soviet-in- 
spired conferences  are  held  throughout 
the  world.  Millions  of  documents  and 
billions  of  words  utter  the  praise  of  Rus- 
sian "democracy."  This  appeals  to  im- 
poverished F>eoples  everywhere.  Soviet 
Russia  thus  extols  the  virtues  of  their 
communistic  government  and  their  kind 
of  "democracy." 

Now,  for  the  first  time,  we  have  a  clear 
view  as  to  what  this  democracy  con- 
sists of.  In  its  latest  manifestatloi^ 
anti-Semitism,  the  peoples  of  the  world^ 
can  judge  and  determine  for  themselves 
whether  they  prefer  this  kind  of  slavery 
to  the  democracy  of  freedom  and  Justice 
that  we  know  so  well. 

Here  is  a  Soviet  fraud  on  democracy. 

No  longer  should  America  be  twitted 
and  led  around  by  its  nose. 

It  is  time  that  we,  ourselves,  assume 
the  leadership  and  proclaim  to  the  world 
in  unmistakable  terms  the  kind  of  de- 
mocracy that  Russia  is  now  practicing 
upon  another  minority  in  its  latest  anti- 
Semitism  policy. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  very  glad 
to  yield  to  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  have  been  very  much 
interested  In  the  remarks  yhlch  have 
been  made  today  by  my  friend,  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey;  and  I  desire  to 
compliment  him  for  the  fine  degree  of 
restraint  he  uses.  I,  myself,  could  not 
do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  In  my  judgment,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  not  been 
half  so  strong  as  he  could  well  be  in 
expressing  himself  in  regard  to  this  situ- 
ation. 

Let  me  hurl  at  the  forces  of  darkness 
and  hellishness  over  there  the  injunction 
of  the  New  Testament: 

And  have  no  fellowship  with  the  unfruit- 
ful works  of  darluiess,  but  rather  reprova 
them. 

For  It  Is  a  shame  even  to  speak  of  those 
things   which   are   done   of  them  in  secret. 

In  indicting  Soviet  Russia,  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  has  done  so  well 
and  so  truthfully  today,  does  he  realize 
that  at  practically  every  hearing  held  by 
Senate  committees.  Including  the  meet- 
ing held  by  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  with  Mr.  Dulles,  among  the 
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numerous  newspaper  reporters  present 
will  be  found  at  least  two  Soviet  report- 
ers. In  fact,  one  is  in  the  press  gallery 
now.  taking  notes  on  what  I  am  saying. 

What  suckers  we  in  America  are.  Mr. 
President,  when  we  allow  access  to  our 
hearings  to  representatives  of  Tass, 
Pravda,  and  Izvestia.  The  time  has 
come  to  call  a  halt  to  these  things  and  to 
clean  house  ourselves.  Let  us  not  be 
suckers  all  the  way  through.  Let  us  kick 
them  out;  that  is  what  they  deserve. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  for  the  contribution  he 
has  made.  I  can  assure  him  that  I  feel 
as  deeply  and  as  bitterly  as  he  does. 

Mr.  President,  the  kind  of  brutal,  sa- 
distic savagery  to  which  I  have  referred 
is  not  new  to  mankind.  Many  times 
before,  nations  and  empires  have  used 
high-sounding  terms  to  characterize 
their  brutalities  and  their  tyranny,  yet 
they  always  encjed  in  their  own  ultimate 
destruction. 

We  can  now  recall  with  profit  the 
words  of  that  famous  British  warrior, 
Galgacus.  who  lived  about  A.  D.  85. 

Yet  these  words  which  he  used  in  con- 
demning the  Romans  are  as  applicable 
to  Soviet  Russia  today  as  the  time  when 
Galgacus  first  uttered  them.     He  said: 

Robbers  of  the  world,  they  have  exhausted 
the  land  and  now  scour  the  sea. 

If  their  victims  are  rich,  they  despoil  them; 
U  they  are  poor,  they  subjugate  them;  and 
neither  Eaat  nor  West  can  satisfy  them. 
Alone  among  men  they  covet  with  equal 
greed  both  poverty  and  riches. 

To  robbery,  murder,  and  pillage  they  give 
the  false  name  of  empire,  and  when  they 
make  a  desolation  they  call  It  peace. 

Could  anything  more  aptly  describe 
the  debauchery  of  freedom  that  Soviet 
Russia  is  practicing  today? 

I  leave  this  to  the  good  judgment  of 
my  colleagues,  and  to  history. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield 
to  my  distinguished  friend  from  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  A  while  ago  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  referred  to  refugee 
camps  in  Germany,  I  think,  as  well  as 
in  Russia. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  was  in  Berlin.  Ger- 
many, for  several  weeks,  and  in  the 
month  of  December  I  visited  the  refugee 
camps  in  person.  Five  hundred  persons 
a  day  come  from  the  east  side,  where 
the  Soviet  regime  holds  sway,  to  the  west 
side.  The  two  sides  represent  the  dif- 
ference between  darkness  and  light. 
One  side  is  gloomy,  the  other  is  a  pic- 
ture of  f rightfulness  turned  to  joy;  there 
is  the  Christmas  spirit  on  one  side,  the 
rpirit  of  death  on  the  other.  I  saw 
there  men.  women,  and  little  children, 
made  in  the  image  of  God.  as  much  as 
I.  and  I  saw  their  faces.  Man's  inhu- 
manity to  man  is  reflected  in  every  face. 
as  they  come  from  the  Soviet  regime. 
on  the  east,  to  the  west  side.  Thank 
God  there  is  a  west  side,  and  may  it 
grow  stronger  and  stronger  as  time  goes 
on.  until  it  has  done  a  perfect  work. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  for  his 
contribution.  ^  The  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jerasy  fmnembers  very  well  the  sit- 


uation which  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  describes.  When  I  was  in 
Berlin  the  last  time,  refugees  were  com- 
ing to  the  west  side  at  the  rate  of  1.200 
a  day,  so  their  number  was  even  greater 
at  that  time.  I  think  that  was  in  August 
of  last  year.  But,  Mr.  President,  in  ad- 
dressing my  fellow  Senators  today, 
there  is  one  point  I  wish  to  make  crystal 
clear.  We  are  not  dealing  with  a  prob- 
lem that  is  confined  to  any  one  na- 
tionality. 

Nor  are  we  appealing  for  sentiment 
alone,  in  order  to  help  a  remarkable 
people  that  is  being  oppres-sed  and  de- 
spoiled once  more,  laudable  as  such 
things  are. 

The  fact  I  wish  to  emphasize  is  we 
are  dealing  with  a  preconceived,  care- 
fully planned  scheme  of  Soviet  Ru.ssian 
Communist  policy.  Soviet  Russia  is 
now  attempting  to  win  over  the  neo- 
Nazis  in  Germany.  It  wants  to  do  the 
same  thing  with  the  Arabs  in  the  Middle 
East. 

Likewise,  it  has  cooperated  with  fifth 
columnists  everywhere. 

And  why  is  Soviet  Ru.ssia  doing  all 
these  things?  The  answer  is  perfectly 
plain. 

The  Kremlin  is  anxious  to  establish 
an  anti-American  axis. 

The  purpose  is  to  gradually  throw  a 
chain  of  bondage  around  free  peoples 
everywhere. 

As  they  are  consumed,  one  by  one, 
the  hope  of  Soviet  Russia  is  to  ulti- 
mately destroy  America. 

Make  no  mistake  about  it.  We  are 
dealing  with  a  conspiracy  that  has  for 
its  object,  the  destruction  of  liberty  and 
freedom  everywhere. 

Consequently,  as  the  torchbearers  of 
republican  principles  we  should  be  the 
first  ones  to  do  something  about  this, 
if  we  intend  to  remain  free. 

We  have  no  alternative  but  to  wage 
ceaseless  propaganda  warfare  against 
the  lies,  the  misinterpretations,  the  base- 
less falsifications  that  form  the  basis  of 
this  Soviet  conspiracy. 

Lest  you  t)elieve  that  I  am  talkins? 
about  some  theoretical  problem  that  ex- 
ists in  the  imagination  of  your  speaker, 
let  us  now  call  the  roll  and  review  the 
nations  that  already  have  been  steam- 
rollered to  death  by  this  Soviet  con- 
spiracy. 

While  courageous  Finland  fought  Rus- 
sia to  a  standstill,  in  the  ensuing  "peace,' 
a  good  chunk  of  Finland  was  bitten  off 
by  Russia  and  is  now  a  part  of  the  Com- 
munist regime. 

Surely,  we  have  not  forgotten  how 
Elstonia,  Latvia,  Lithuania,  Koenigs- 
burg,  and  East  Germany  were  gobbled 
up  by  Soviet  Russia  and  have  been  com- 
pletely absorbed  by  the  Soviet  Union. 

Bulgaria,  Rumania,  Albania,  and  Hun- 
gary followed  quickly  in  the  same  death- 
ly path. 

We  all  know  about  the  rape  of  Poland, 
and  how  that  strong  apostle  of  democ- 
racy. Czechoslovakia,  went  down  under 
the  Russian  tyrants'  heel. 

But  her  activities  were  not  confined  to 
Europe  alone. 

Recall  what  happened  In  Outer  Mon- 
golia. Tannu  Tuva,  which  is  near  Mon- 
Koha.  and  the  port  of  Port  Arthur,  and 
Dairen.  And  in  the  Sakhalin  and  Kurile 
Islands  in  Japan. 


Need  we  be  reminded  how  Tibet  and 
China  and  parts  of  Indochina  have  suc- 
cumbed to  Soviet  imperialism? 

And  Communist  North  Korea  is  burn- 
ing in  the  minds  of  all  of  us. 

The  warning  is  plain.  The  Soviet 
technique  of  infiltration,  the  big  lie,  di- 
vide and  conquer,  is  aimed  at  destroying 
the  free  countries  one  by  one,  and  even- 
tually, this  country  as  well. 

There  is  the  rollcall,  Mr.  President. 

There  is  the  warning. 

Here  is  a  challenge  to  free  peoples 
everywhere,  lest  this  tidal  wave  of  com- 
munism engulf  us  all. 

Are  we  a  Nation  of  mice  or  are  we 
men? 

Are  we  believers  in  the  principle  that 
povernmenLs  should  be  under  law  rather 
than  men,  or  will  we  let  the  Soviet  tyr- 
anny prevail? 

This  is  the  challenge  and  this  is  our 
responsibility. 

We  must  never  forget  that  wherever 
freedom  is  trampled  underfoot — in  this 
ih.'-lancc  Soviet  anti-Semitism — if  we  re- 
main .supine,  it  will  not  be  long  t)efore  it 
IS  trampled  underfoot  here  at  home,  as 
well. 

It  is  only  proper  and  fitting  that  we 
shove  back  into  their  tiiroats  an  epigram 
thiit  IS  of  the  Communists'  own  making. 
As  we  witness  tlieir  lies,  deceit,  and  trick- 
ery, that  makes  a  mockery  and  a  sham 
out  of  their  pretense  to  democracy,  it  is 
clear  that  tins  debased,  corrupt  system 
of  communism  contains  within  itself  the 
seeds  of  its  own  destruction. 

In  this  latest  campaign  of  Soviet  antl- 
Semitism,  this  is  the  time  for  freemen 
to  stand  up  and  be  counted  as  true  be- 
l.evers  in  democracy. 

This  is  a  period  when  all  of  us  who 
believe  in  freedom  .«hould  cry  out  to  the 
world  against  the  latest  form  of  bar- 
barism of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.— the  "union  of 
savage,  sadistic  ravagers." 

In  this  vein.  I  submit,  together  with 
my  colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  omithI,  a  resolution 
which,  since  it  is  short,  I  shall  read: 

That  It  1.S  the  .sense  of  the  Senate  of  the 
I'lUted  Slates  that  tlie  vicious  and  inhuman 
c.impaipn  b^HiK  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Union  and  its  satellite  states  a^itlnst  mem- 
bers rif  the  Jewish  faith  de.serves  the  strong- 
est condemnation,  and  that  the  attention  of 
nil  persons  believlnR  In  democracy  and  hu- 
man freedom  should  be  invited  to  the  strllc- 
\n)i  parallel  between  the  Communist  antl- 
Semitic  campaign  and  like  practices  by  other 
totalitarian  movements,  such  as  nazlsm  and 
fascism. 

Mr  President,  I  have  been  requested 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Fer- 
guson 1  to  permit  him  to  become  a  co- 
spon.sor  of  the  re.solution.  and  I  am  de- 
lifihted  to  add  his  name.  I  send  the 
re.solution  to  the  desk  for  appropriate 
reference. 

The  resolution  »S.  Res.  7P  submitted 
by  Mr.  Hendrickson  ifor  him.self,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  Ferguson) 
was  referred  to  the  Committer  on  For- 
eign Relations,  as  follows: 

Rffolvrd.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  that  the  vicious  and 
Inhuman  campaign  belni;  conducted  by  the 
Soviet  Union  and  Its  satellite  states  against 
members  of  the  Jewish  faith  deserves  the 
strongest  condemnation,  and  that  the  atten- 
tion of  all  persons  believing  In  democracy  and 
human   freedom   should    be    Invited    to   the 


striking  paralel  between  the  Communist 
antl-Semltlc  cimpalgn  and  like  practices  by 
other  totalitarian  movements,  such  as  nazlsm 
and  fascism. 


REPORT  OP  AN  INSPECTION  OF 
CERTAIN  OVERSEAS  MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  LONG  Mr.  President,  on  yester- 
day the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Senate  relea.-ed  the  report  of  an  inspec- 
tion of  our  overseas  military  installations 
in  the  North  Atlantic  and  Mediterranean 
areas  conducted  by  its  Subcommittee  on 
Military  Public  Works  during  the  last 
congressional  recess.  It  was  my  privi- 
lege to  serve  as  chairman  of  that  sub- 
committee which,  in  addition  to  myself, 
was  composed  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi IMr.  StennisI  and  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  IMr.  Morse  1.  The  over- 
seas inspection  was  conducted  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  and  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  Other  commitments 
prevented  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
from  joining  us. 

I  wish  to  discuss  with  the  Senate  the 
report  as  well  as  the  whole  background 
of  our  military-construction  program, 
which  involves  billions  upon  billions  of 
dollars  and  which  should  merit  the  clos- 
est attention  of  the  Congress  now  and 
for  some  time  to  come.  This  subcom- 
mittee, two  members  of  which  are  no 
longer  meml>ers  of  the  committee,  be- 
lieves it  haii  laid  the  foundation  for 
heavy  savings  In  our  defense  program. 
We  believe  w<;  have  uncovered  some  glar- 
ing mistakes  and  have  taken  steps  which 
will  result  in  the  taxpayers  receiving 
.savings  mounting  into  billions  of  dol- 
lars. We  are  equally  convinced  that  the 
job  has  just  begun.  We  beUeve  that  if 
the  appropriate  committees  follow 
through,  the  end  results  will  even  exceed 
what  we  can  now  hope  for. 

This  subcommittee  had  its  origin  last 
May,  when  the  Department  of  Defense 
submitted  to  the  Congress  a  request  for 
authorization  of  $3,100,000,000  in  con- 
struction for  the  three  services  for  fiscal 
year  1953.  When  the  junior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  first  saw  the  thousands 
of  pages  of  backup  data  to  support  this 
enormous  request,  he  suggested  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  that  we  re- 
quest the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  reduce 
this  requested  authorization  by  one-half. 
It  was  because  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
replied  that  he  had  already  reduced  this 
request  as  much  as  he  felt  it  wais  within 
his  ability  to  do  so  that  a  subcommittee 
was  appointed  under  the  chairmanship 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  to 
study  this  bill.  Later  we  established 
that  the  services  had  asked  originally 
for  some  $6,000,000,000.  but  that  Secre- 
tary Lovett  had  refused  to  submit  more 
than  one-half  that  amount  because  of 
budgetary  limitations. 

Later,  a  letter  was  sent  by  former 
President  Truman  to  the  chairman  of 
our  committee,  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia IM;-.  Russell  1,  forecasting  dire  re- 
sults if  the  amounts  requested  were 
greatly  reduced.  Articles  began  to  ajl- 
pear  in  at  least  one  nationally  syndi- 
cated column  forecasting  calamity  from 
our  proposed  budgetary  trimming  and 
insinuating  that  those  of  us  seeking  to 


reduce  these  requests  were  guilty  either 
of  ignorance  or  of  unpatriotic  motives. 

When  the  authorization  bill  reached 
the  Senate  from  the  other  body,  we 
found  that  of  the  approximately  $2,000,- 
000.000  requested  for  projects  within  the 
United  States,  there  had  been  practically 
no  reduction  made  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. With  regard  to  the  over- 
seas program,  the  Department  of  De- 
fense had  been  instructed  to  seek  $250.- 
000,000  of  the  amount  requested  from 
mutual-security  funds,  which  had  al- 
ready been  authorized. 

Our  subcommittee  went  to  work  on 
this  bill  under  the  severe  handicap  of 
shortness  of  time,  actually  less  than  1 
month  from  adjournment.  We  obtained 
the  loan  of  three  able  civilian  employees 
of  the  Defense  Establishment — Mr. 
George  Vinzant,  Mr.  Charles  C.  Phillips, 
both  employed  with  the  Army  engineers, 
and  Mr.  Louis  E.  Dowling,  Jr.,  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Yards  and  Docks  of  the  Navy 
Department. 

Some  days  our  subcommittee  sat  as 
many  as  14  hours  taking  testimony  from 
the  services.  Our  printed  record  ran  to 
709  pages  after  substantial  deletion  for 
security  purposes.  We  reduced  the 
amount  requested  for  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  projects  at  home.  The 
amounts  requested  for  some  projects 
were  eliminated  completely.  Of  the 
funds  requested  for  230  installations,  the 
average  project  was  reduced  by  approxi- 
mately $2,800,000.  The  total  reduction 
was  nearly  $700  million. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices accepted  the  report  in  its  entirety, 
including  two  important  substantive 
amendments  which  I  shall  discuss  later. 

Even  before  the  bill  reached  the  floor 
some  of  us  had  evidence  that  certain  oflB- 
cials  within  the  Defense  Elstablishment 
were  already  approaching  Members  of 
Congress  to  show  them  the  amount  of 
reduction  that  would  be  effected  within 
their  districts  and  States,  in  order  that 
they  could  anticipate  the  criticism  from 
local  civic-minded  bodies  that  could 
arise  over  the  disappointment  that  funds 
for  their  nearby  installations  had  been 
reduced.  Nevertheless,  the  bill  passed  the 
Senate  without  opposition,  and  in  the 
conference  between  the  two  Houses,  the 
Senate  conferees,  consisting  of  the  Sena- 
tors from  Mississippi  and  Oregon  and 
myself,  were  successful  in  sustaining  al- 
most every  reduction  contained  in  the 
bill.  Thus,  we  had  reduced  this  bill  by 
almost  25  percent  below  the  amount 
requested  by  the  Defense  Establishment, 
in  a  manner  which  could  not  prevent  a 
single  gun  from  shooting,  a  plane  from 
flying,  or  a  ship  from  sailing.  Some 
items  may  be  necessary  to  construct  in 
the  future,  but  the  vast  majority  of  those 
eliminated  should  never  be  built. 

We  were  successful  in  maintaining  two 
Important  amendments,  both  of  which 
may  lead  to  economies  much  greater 
than  those  effected  by  the  careful  item- 
by-item  search  conducted  by  our  sub- 
committee. One  was  an  amendment  of- 
fered in  the  subcommittee  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis], 
establishing  a  Director  of  Installations 
in  the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
who  would  be  answerable  not  to  the  Sec- 
retary for  Air,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  but  an- 


swerable and  responsible  only  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  for  advice  about  and 
surveillance  of  this  gigantic  worldwide 
construction  program.  This  proposal 
was  designed  to  remedy  the  inadequacies 
of  the  tools  available  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  pare  down  these  excessive 
requests. 

After  all.  it  is  far  better  that  the  De- 
fense Establishment  never  ask  for  un- 
necessary authorizations  and  appropria- 
tions than  it  is  that  a  congressional  com- 
mittee must  discover  waste  or  excess  and 
reduce  or  eliminate  it.  Once  a  request 
for  an  unnecessary  authorization  and 
appropriation  is  made,  it  is  difficult  to 
defeat  it,  because  citizens  of  the  locality 
affected  are  generally  anxious  to  see  the 
money  sp(;nt  in.  their  area  and  they  will 
usually  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
bring  pressure  upon  their  Senators  and 
Representatives  to  obtain  the  funds.  It 
is  difficult  for  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives to  resist  this  local  pressure  and  it 
is  likewise  difficult  for  their  colleagues 
to  refuse  to  understand  their  plight. 
Thus  when  these  vast  requests  are  made, 
involving  bases  throughout  the  United 
States,  the  pressiu-e  UF>on  Congress  for 
the  funds  becomes  so  widespread  and  so 
intense  from  so  many  quarters  that  those 
of  us  who  desire  to  reduce  these  requests 
find  ourselves  in  danger  of  being  envel- 
oped as  if  by  a  tidal  wave.  It  is,  there- 
fore, far  preferable  to  cut  off  unneces- 
sary requests  at  their  source. 

Thus  far,  the  Stennis  amendm^int  has 
had  amazing  results.  My  best  informa- 
tion is  that  since  the  enactment  of  this 
proposal,  the  services  have  requested 
about  $5  billion  of  additional  authoriza- 
tions but  the  new  Director  of  Installa- 
tions. Mr.  Prank  Creedon.  has  been  un- 
willing thus  far  to  recommend  any  of 
this  amount.  This,  I  understand,  he  has 
done  upon  the  theory  that  there  have 
already  been  authorizations  and  appro- 
priations for  more  money  than  the  serv- 
ices have  any  prospect  of  spending  in 
the  near  future  and  that  before  author- 
izing more  money,  we  should  see  that  all 
of  the  funds  authorized  are  presently 
needed.  Of  course,  the  economies  effect- 
ed by  the  Stennis  amendment  will  not 
be  apparent  to  the  public  because  they 
will  not  represent  actual  dollar  and  cents 
requests  which  were  reduced  by  our  com- 
mittees. Undoubtedly,  the  savings  will 
run  into  billions  of  dollars,  so  long  as  an 
able  and  prudent  man.  free  from  domi- 
nation by  the  particular  service  involved, 
occupies  the  position  of  Director  of  In- 
stallations. I  believe  Mr.  Frank  Creedon 
to  be  such  a  man. 

A  second  proposal  which  should  bring 
additional  savings  was  offered  in  com- 
mittee by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts (Mr.  Saltonstall],  with  regard  to 
overseas  bases.  His  amendment  pro- 
posed that  after  the  funds  were  author- 
ized and  even  after  the  Congress  had 
appropriated  those  funds,  but  prior  to 
obligating  them  to  any  specific  project 
overseas,  the  particular  Secretary  in- 
volved must  come  into  agreement  on 
project  details  with  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  In  pursuance 
of  that  section,  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  has  withheld  its  ap- 
proval of  other  items  considered  to  be 
wasteful.    A  good  example  of  such  an 
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Item  is  the  Air  Force  proposal  for  ap- 
proximately $3,500,000  million  for  addi- 
tional construction  at  Ftabat.  Morocco, 
which  is  discussed  in  the  overseas  report. 
The  Air  Force  proposes  to  establish 
headqiiarters  for  operation  of  the  North 
African  bases  at  Rabat.  The  airfield  at 
this  point  is  FYench  owned  and  under 
French  control.  At  the  time  of  our  visit 
there,  French  fighter  units  were  sta- 
tioned at  the  field,  witrf  only  occasional 
use  by  American  planes  engaged  in  ad- 
ministrative flying.  The  Air  Force  avers 
that  the  actual  flying  facilities — run- 
ways, taxiways,  aprons,  and  so  forth — 
are  sufficient  for  its  purposes  both  now 
and  in  the  future,"^since  they  do  not  con- 
template use  of  Rabat  for  operational 
flying.  This  is  to  say  that  construction 
now  requested  by  them  will  suffice  and 
that  the  American  taxpayer  will  not  be 
called  upon  for  subsequent  heavy  dollar 
investments.  While  not  questioning  the 
earnestness  of  the  Air  Force  in  there 
statements,  if  past  experience  in  our 
overseas  operations  is  any  criterion,  then 
the  subcommittee,  as  a  practical  matter, 
was  inclined  to  view  the  enterprise  with 
some  misgivings. 

Line  items  requested  by  the  Air  Force 
for  construction  at  Rabat  at  the  present 
time  include  communications  and  navi- 
gational-aid systems,  barracks  lor  1.500 
enlisted  men,  a  commissary,  road,  and 
utilities  systems,  including  electric-  and 
water-supply  facilities,  storage  and  shop 
buildings.  These  items  would  cost  in  the 
present  fiscal  year  $3,500,000.  Already 
we  were  aware  of  a  proposed  supple- 
mental request  for  another  $3,50O,0DO. 
Again  using  past  performance  as  a  yard- 
stick, it  can  be  expected  that  there  will 
be  future  requests  for  construction  ot 
family  housing,  medical,  recreational, 
and  community  facilities,  adding  addi- 
tional millions  of  dollars  to  our  invest- 
ment. 

Some  40  minutes  away  by  excellent 
paved  highways  is  the  naval  air  station 
at  Port  Lyautey.  Bearing  in  mind  that 
the  airfield  proper  would  be  little  used 
by  the  Air  Force  the  subcommittee  can 
find  no  logical  reasons  why  this  latter 
installation  could  not  be  used  jointly  by 
the  Air  Force  and  Navy.  While  some 
additional  construction  would  be  needed 
for  Air  Force  use.  several  costly  duplica- 
tions could  be  eliminated — navigational 
aids,  crash  and  fire  station,  commissary 
and  utility-supply  facilities.  Future 
construction  might  be  eliminated  en- 
tirely.    . 

Had  the  subcommittee  not  visited  the 
sites  involved  armed  with  the  Salton- 
stall  amendment,  these  expenditures 
would  have  been  made  without  question. 
At  least  the  Congress  now  has  the  op- 
portunity to  take  a  good  direct  look  at 
the  project  and  require  a  real  and  com- 
plete justification  of  the  proposal.  I 
personally  believe  it  represents  a  need- 
less duplication  of  strictly  administrative 
facilities. 

Now  let  me  return  to  our  detailed 
study  of  last  year's  military  construction 
bill.  After  an  altogether  too-brief  period 
for  advance  study  of  the  requests  the 
subcommittee  began  hearings  on  last 
June  17  on  the  bill.  Those  hearings 
continued  on  an  almost  day-and-night 
basis  for  7  days.  For  the  most  part  we 
went  into  the  askings  on  an  item-by- 


item  basis — tens  upon  tens  of  thousands 
of  items  ranging  in  cost  from  $1,000  to 
$15  million  per  item.  It  was  quickly 
apparent  that  there  was  no  uniformity 
of  policy  as  between  the  services.  There 
was  no  uniformity  as  between  commands 
within  a  service — for  example,  one  Air 
Force  command  had  been  allowed  to  re- 
quest service  clubs  where  other  com- 
mands had  been  required  to  defer  such 
requests.  Unit  prices  for  similar  facili- 
ties varied  considerably  among  the  three 
services,  as,  for  example,  in  barracks  and 
warehousing,  which  I  will  discuss  in  more 
detail  later.  Most  glaring  of  all,  how- 
ever, were  the  requests  for  costly  facili- 
ties, which,  while  no  doubt  desirable, 
added  not  one  iota  to  our  fighting  ability. 
For  instance,  we  found  the  Air  Force 
asking  for  wash  racks  for  an  average 
cost  of  S  100.000  per  wash  rack.  We  sent 
our  professional  consultants  to  deter- 
mine why  the  Navy  was  not  asking  for 
wash  racks.  Upon  visiting  a  nearby 
naval  base  and  a.sking  the  naval  com- 
mander to  see  his  wash  racks,  he  pro- 
fessed his  complete  ignorance  of  the  sub- 
ject. Finally,  upon  further  questioning, 
he  pointed  to  a  young  man  carrying  a 
bucket  of  gasoline  and  a  rag.  and  said, 
"There  goes  my  wash  rack." 

We  found  many  reque.^ts  for  alert 
hangars,  averaging  in  cost  around  $300,- 
000  each.  When  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  necessity  of  an  alert  hangar,  it 
was  explained  that  a  jet  plane  could  not 
leave  the  ground  with  frost  on  its  wings, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  certain 
planes  standing  by  ready  to  take  to  the 
air  at  all  times.  No  one  ever  explained 
why  the  pilot  or  the  mechanic  attached 
to  the  plane  could  net  simply  take  out  a 
rag  and  wipe  off  the  frost  at  any  particu- 
lar moment.  When  asked  why  alert 
hangars  were  necessary  in  warm  south- 
ern climates,  the  Air  Force  explained 
that  it  was  necessary  to  keep  the  planes 
in  readiness  in  the  shade  .so  the  pilot 
would  not  become  uncomfortably  hot 
sitting  in  the  cockpit.  Again  there  was 
no  explanation  as  to  why  the  pilot  could 
no  simply  sit  under  the  wing  of  the  plane. 
Shortly  thereafter  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  staff  ran  across  a  photo- 
graph of  an  alert  hangar  in  Korea.  It 
was  a  parasol  which  the. pilot  held  over 
his  head  to  shade  him  from  the  sun. 

It  occurred  to  members  of  the  .subcom- 
mittee that  it  would  be  cheaper  to  pro- 
vide air-conditioning  equipment  to  the 
cockpit  of  an  airplane  in  hot  climates 
than  to  provide  a  $600,000  air-condi- 
tioned alert  hangar  requested  in  at  least 
one  torrid  area.  At  the  present  time  the 
commercial  airlines  have  certain  porta- 
ble air-conditioning  units  for  the  com- 
fort of  their  passengers  when  their 
planes  are  on  the  ground.  Tlie  subcom- 
mittee did  not  find  the  Air  Force  par- 
ticularly interested  in  experimenting 
with  inexpensive  substitutes  for  elabo- 
rately designed  buildings. 

The  subcommittee  found  that  through- 
out the  United  States  warehouse  space 
was  being  requested  by  the  Air  Force  and 
the  Navy  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $8.40  per 
square  foot.  This  request  was  yet  being 
maintained  although  experience  on  bids 
being  received  throughout  the  United 
States  reflected  the  fact  that  such  ware- 
housing was  being  obtained  for  only 
$7.50  per  square  foot,  which  was   the 
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amount  requested  by  the  Army,  We 
found  that  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration was  acquiring  warehousing  in 
a  high-cost  area  in  New  England  at  a 
cost  of  about  $3.60  per  square  foot. 
While  not  practicable  in  all  cases,  the 
subcommittee  concluded  that  such  ware- 
housing would  be  entirely  adequate  for 
most  purposes.  Our  studies  further  in- 
dicated that  the  services  could  obtain 
adequate  warehousing  at  an  average  of 
$6  per  square  foot,  and  this  reduction 
was  accordingly  made.  Subsequent  ex- 
perience has  proved  the  subcommittee 
right  on  this  savings,  amounting  to  about 
25  percent  on  warehousing.  Responsible 
contractors  working  in  the  military  con- 
struction field  have  since  advised  the 
subcommittee  of  the  soundness  of  this 
action  and  have  confirmed  the  subcom- 
mittee's opinion  that  heretofore  the 
warehousing  had  been  substantially 
ovcrdesigned  at  needless  increa.se  in  cost. 

We  found  the  amount  of  troop  hous- 
ing spaces  to  be  excessive  and  accord- 
ingly reduced  the  amount  of  troop  hous- 
ing. Likewi.se  we  felt  the  cost  of  such 
housing  to  be  exce.ssive.  The  cost  of 
housinfr.  includiniT  me.ss,  for  each  Navy 
man  was  $2  100.  The  cost  for  one  Air 
Force  man  was  $2,000.  The  cost  for  one 
Army  man  was  $1,815.  We  thought  that 
by  more  economical  design  the  ccst 
could  be  reduced  even  below  the  Army 
figure.  The  subcommittee  was  not  im- 
pressed by  the  Air  Force  argument  that 
an  airman  necessarily  required  more  ex- 
pensive housing  than  an  Army  man. 
Accordinely  we  required  that  all  hous- 
ing hereafter  be  desiuncd  at  an  expense 
not  to  exceed  $1,700  p?r  man. 

Since  that  date  pnT.onnel  studies  have 
been  made  to  indicate  that  the  number 
of  personnel  on  Air  Force  bases  was 
excessive  and  that  it  could  be  reduced 
by  approximately  20  percent.  In  the 
immediate  future  such  personnel  reduc- 
tions should  be  effected,  and  the  amount 
of  hou.sing,  messing,  recreational,  and 
other  such  facilities  .should  be  accord- 
ingly reduced  wherever  possible. 

In  this  particular  connection  the  Pre- 
paredne.ss  Subcommittee  headed  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Johnson)  has 
conducted  a  study  which,  if  pursued, 
should  bear  much  fruit.  They  found 
that  in  a  fighter  wing,  for  instance,  about 
22  men  were  required  to  keep  1  pilot 
aloft.  Further,  the  .subcommitte?  pin- 
pointed certain  organizational  spots 
where  manpower  was  execs  ive  and  its 
utilization  poor.  Their  report  has  led 
to  the  formation  of  a  commisMon  of  out- 
standing business  and  professional  men 
to  view  the  entire  problem  m  our  armed 
services.  If  manpower  can  be  saved, 
dollars  al.-o  can  be  .saved,  manv  of  them 
in  the  military  construction  field  through 
reduction  in  facilities. 

The  Army  requested  a  large  number 
of  barrack  spaces  although  at  many  in- 
stallations existing  facilities  were  more 

^fin„r°"'i'  ^"^  ^°"-^*^  ^he  present 
stienpth  and  any  foreseeable  increa.^e 
As  a  general  rule  the  facilities  available 
fIT  °Ik  P^''"^'''"ent  or  semipermanent 
type.  The  justification  of  the  Army  for 
this  request  was  that  it  had  calculated 
Its  con.struction  capabilities  in  the  event 
u.!"]}^^^^^  mobilization  and  found  that 
the  demands  upon  its  capabilities  in  the 
early  stages  of  such  mobilization  would 
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be  in  excess  of  capabilities.  It  therefore 
proposed  to  take  up  this  slack  at  the 
present  time  by  the  construction  of  bar- 
racks of  a  permanent  type.  Had  the 
Army  suggested  that  the  slack  be  taken 
up  in  the  heavy  construction  fields,  such 
as  ordnance  production  and  other  in- 
dustrial facilities,  it  would  have  appeared 
more  logical  to  the  committee.  The  fact 
is  that  temporary  housing  represents  the 
most  simple  tyi>e  of  construction  and 
could  be  constructed  promptly  when  re- 
quired. 

These  excess  facilities — which  In  many 
or  most  cases  would  have  stood  vacant — 
were  not  allowed.  At  bases  where  there 
were  existing  shortages  of  troop  hous- 
ing, sufficient  barracks  were  allowed  to 
make  up  the  deficiency. 

One  of  the  Aost  startling  examples  of 
prolificacy  on  the  part  of  the  services 
was  the  request  of  the  Army  for  a  Fi- 
nance and  Adjutant  General  School  at 
Fort  Benjamin  Harrison,  Ind,  This  case 
was  succinctly  stated  in  the  report 
which  accompanied  the  bill.  This  is 
what  it  said: 

The  Army  requests  authorization  for  a 
building  to  house  a  Finance  and  Adjutant 
Oeiieral  School  at  Fort  Benjamin  HarrLson, 
Ind  ,  at  a  cost  of  tl9.60  per  square  foot.  The 
committee  checked  the  unit  cost  of  the  re- 
cently completed  General  Accounting  Offlce 
Building  in  Washington  and  found  that  It 
was  built  at  the  cost  of  $12.50  per  square 
foot  After  considering  Increases  In  con- 
.Kt  met  ion  cost.s  since  the  GAO  Building  was 
placed  under  contract,  unit  costs  would  be 
well  below  H4  per  square  foot.  The  GAO 
Building  Is  efficient  and  attractive  and  con- 
tains all  modern  conveniences.  The  com- 
mit tee  does  not  feel  Justified  In  recommend- 
Inc  authorization  at  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison 
d!  a  building  more  elaborate  than  the  GAO 
lUUlding.  As  a  consequence  the  authoriza- 
tion for  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison  has  been 
deleted  and  the  Army  Is  hereby  advised  that 
lis  future  consideration  will  be  dependent 
upon  the  type,  character,  and  cost  of  the 
lecjuested  facility. 

The  total  cost  of  this  building  would 
have  been  $7,600,000,  In  conference  we 
agreed  to  its  retention  but  at  a  cost  of 
$5,000,000.  which  on  a  unit-cost  basis 
brings  it  more  in  line  with  reality  and 
makes  it  more  nearly  comparable  to 
structures  of  the  type  of  the  GAO 
Building, 

One  Army  request,  although  small  In 
dollar  amount,  highlights  the  fact  that 
the  services  are  not  always  zealous  in 
pursuing  possible  economies.  In  one 
western  State  the  Army  asked  for  a  rail- 
road spur  and  loading  ramp,  the  spur  to 
cost  about  $25,000.  We  raised  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  railroad  involved 
had  been  approached  to  participate  in 
or  build  outright  the  spur.  None  of  the 
witnesses  before  us  knew.  One  colonel 
guessed  that  they  would  not.  We  were 
not  interested  in  guesses  and  asked  the 
Army  to  find  out.  At  the  bottom  of  page 
625  of  our  hearings  is  this  interesting 
little  insertion  made  subsequently: 

The  Southern  Pacific  has  not  been  con- 
tacted, but  It  Is  the  opinion  of  Sixth  Army 
Headquarters  that  the  railroad  might  be 
willing  to  construct  this  spxir. 

It  will  be  interesting  to  see  if  any  real 
effort  is  made  to  achieve  this  economy, 
small  though  it  is.  for  the  taxpayers. 

Case  after  case,  involving  all  three 
services,  could  be  cited  in  addition  to 


these.  All  in  all  it  was  not  a  pleasing 
picture.  In  the  last  days  of  the  session 
we  presented  our  recommendations  for 
reductions  amounting  to  nearly  $700,- 
000,000.  The  Senate  passed  the  bill, 
and  in  conference  only  a  few  items  were 
changed,  with  a  very  minor  addition  to 
the  total  dollar  authorization.  Our 
sut)committee  believed  then,  and  still 
believes,  that  greater  savings  could  have 
been  achieved  If  time  had  permitted  the 
necessary  studies.  For  example,  com- 
mon-use items  such  as  hangars  showed 
wide  disparity  in  unit  costs,  clearly  Indi- 
cating a  study  which  would  have  required 
considerable  time. 

This  pressure  of  time  also  had  not 
allowed  us  to  give  sufficient  attention  to 
the  overseas  program.  Following  our 
pattern  for  installations  here  at  home, 
we  made  substantial  reductions  at  over- 
.seas  locations,  but  we  felt  it  highly  de- 
sirable, in  view  of  the  enormous  amounts 
involved,  to  take  a  personal  look  at  the 
overseas  work.  Consequently,  very 
shortly  after  adjournment — August  5,  to 
be  exact — the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Morse  )  and  I  departed  on  the  inspection 
trip  which  resulted  in  the  report  now 
before  the  Senate. 

At  the  very  outset  I  think  the  Senate 
and  the  people  should  thoroughly  under- 
stand that  this  repKjrt  in  no  wise  consti- 
tutes an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  to  impose  their 
ideas  in  the  field  of  strategy  and  tactics 
upon  our  professional  men  whose  spe- 
cialty is  the  military  field.  Already 
there  are  inferences  coming  from  the 
Pentagon  to  that  effect,  the  idea  being 
of  course  to  muddy  the  water  and  dis- 
credit not  only  the  subcommittee  but  its 
report.  Such  a  diversionary  tactic  is 
not  unfamiliar  to  us,  but  I  for  one  expect 
to  expend  all  the  effort  necessary  to  see 
that  we  stick  to  the  subject. 

I  make  no  pretense  of  being  a  military 
expert.  My  military  experience  was  as 
a  lowly  commander  of  a  small  amphibi- 
ous ship  operating  in  the  Mediterranean. 
I  am  sure  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
claims  no  greater  expertness  in  the  mili- 
tary field.  I  believe  I  can  say  for  both 
of  us,  however,  that  we  have  ordinary 
intelligence  and  can  grasp  the  meaning 
of  lavish  use  of  funds  and  manpower 
when  we  see  it  spread  before  our  eyes. 

I  think  that  we  can  agree  that  in 
measuring  the  temper  of  the  people  the 
Pentagon  can  make  no  claim  to  exp>ert- 
ness.  That  happens  to  be  the  field  in 
which  those  of  us  in  political  life  as 
elected  Representatives  of  our  people  in 
the  Congress  are  expert.  It  is  from  that 
point  of  view  that  our  criticism  is  made. 

A  close  study  of  our  overseas  report 
which  we  now  submit  will  reveal  that  we 
are  not  too  greatly  concerned  with  initial 
costs,  although  we  believe  them  to  be 
greatly  excessive.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
believe  it  will  be  seen  that  the  members 
of  the  subcommittee  are  gravely  con- 
cerned about  the  longtime  cost  of  these 
overseas  ventures,  not  only  in  money, 
but  in  manpower. 

These  obvious  questions  immediately 
arise: 

How  long  will  the  American  people 
agree  to  scattering  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  our  young  men  to  the  farthest 
outposts  of  the  world? 


How  long  will  the  American  taxpayer 
submit  to  the  heavy  drain  on  our  public 
funds  which  the  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion of  such  vast  military  installations 
will  require? 

Last  year  437,000  American  boys  were 
drafted  into  the  service.  Untold  thou- 
sands of  others — including  doctors,  den- 
tists, and  other  professional  men — were 
brought  into  the  service  under  the  re- 
serve program.  Hundreds  of  thousands 
of  other  young  meii  who  faced  being 
drafted  into  the  Army  volunteered  for 
the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy. 

Do  our  military  planners  in  the  Pen- 
tagon really  believe  that  once  Korea  is 
ended  the  American  people  will  continue 
to  submit  to  these  constant  and  enor- 
mous drains  on  our  young  manhood? 
Once  Korea  is  ended,  does  any  Senator 
belie-e  that  we  will  be  able  to  continue 
military  spending  at  the  present  rate? 

We  are  not  a  warlike  people.  Never  in 
our  history  have  we  been  willing  in  peace- 
time to  support  our  defenses  as  they 
really  should  have  been  supported.  Even 
though  we  paid  and  paid  bitterly  for  this 
national  trait  and  though  we  may  hope 
fervently  that  we  will  not  repeat  it,  never- 
theless we  have  never,  as  a  people, 
seemed  to  profit  from  previous  disasters. 

I  want  this  country  to  be  as  strong 
militarily  as  is  necessary.  I  would  per- 
sonally be  willing  to  support  a  program 
which  would  give  us  even  more  strength 
that  might  be  generally  presumed  to  be 
necessary.  Yet  I  know,  along  with  most 
of  us,  that  the  first  faint  hope  of  peace 
in  the  world  will  be  met  with  a  great 
clamor  for  a  reduction  in  our  Armed 
Forces. 

In  this  report  we  are  simply  saying 
to  the  armed  services  that  if  their  pres- 
ent planning  calls  for  these  vast  outlays 
of  dollars  and  men  over  a  considerable 
period  of  time,  then  to  that  extent  their 
plan  is  seriously,  perhaps  tragically  de- 
fective. If  our  plan  for  defense  calls 
for  these  things,  then  this  subcommittee 
says  to  the  Armed  Forces,  "You  had 
better  find  a  better  plan.  Regardless  of 
its  military  sufficiency,  it  is  seriously  de- 
fective because  it  does  not  take  into  con- 
sideration a  fundamental  characteristic 
of  the  American  people."  That,  Mr. 
President,  is  the  essence  of  this  report. 

In  recent  days,  our  overseas  report  has 
been  described  by  some  Senators  who 
have  had  access  to  it  as  startling.  Let 
me  say  that  I,  too,  was  startled  by  what 
we  saw  and  heard,  even  though  I  had 
been  conditioned  by  weeks  of  hearings 
and  study  before  the  inspection  began. 
We  came  home  not  too  concerned  about 
the  mechanics  of  the  program.  They 
pale  to  insignificance  in  comparison  with 
the  high-level  f>oUcy  and  planning  as- 
pects of  the  situation  which  we  believe 
is  bringing  forth  waste  and  extravagance 
now  and  for  the  future.  What  does  it 
matter  if  we  waste  $10  million  in  con- 
structing a  $200  million  installation  when 
there  is  a  serious  question  as  to  the  need 
of  more  than  one-half  of  the  facilities 
constructed  at  the  installations? 

In  the  investigation  of  the  North 
African  air  bases,  loss  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars was  uncovered  in  failure  of  the  con- 
structing agency  to  see  that  the  proper 
type  of  gravel  was  placed  in  the  founda- 
tions  of    the   runways,    taxiways,   and 
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parkins  aprons.  Little  criticism  was 
given  to  the  construction  of  the  huge 
base  at  Thule,  Greenland,  within  900 
miles  of  the  North  Pole.  There  the  con- 
struction job  was  well  organized  and 
efficiently  prosecuted. 

As  between  the  two.  Mr.  President,  the 
Thule  project  represents  a  manifold 
greater  waste  than  the  North  African  air 
bases.  I  say  this  because  under  the  cloak 
of  secrecy  and  Tvith  only  a  hint  of  the 
pi-oject  to  Congress,  our  Air  Force  placed 
an  order  for  a  construction  job  costing 
at  least  $250  million  and  which  could 
eventually  run  much  higher,  when  the 
expenditure  of  $100  million  would  have 
met  the  essential  needs  of  that  project. 
The  fact  that  this  grandiose  project  on 
the  top  of  the  world  was  efficiently  con- 
structed— the  fact  that  it  amounts  to  an 
engineering  miracle — does  not  excuse  the 
fact  that  a  base  to  serve  substantially 
the  same  mission  could  have  been  con- 
structed at  a  saving  of  untold  tens  of 
millions  of  dollars. 

Is  it  necessary  that  this  nation  attempt 
to  maintain  motor -overhauling  shops 
and  motor-rebuilding  shops  in  the  vicin- 
ity of  the  North  Pole  comparable  to  the 
type  of  things  that  would  be  expected  at 
a  major  overhaul  and  repair  base  within 
the  United  States?  Already  we  have  re- 
pair crews  which  are  able  to  haul  entire 
new  engines  by  air  and  install  them  in 
planes  that  may  happen  to  be  grounded 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Use  of  such 
crews  could  obviate  the  elaborate  Air 
Force  planning  for  a  Little  America  at 
the  North  Pole.  The  bare  essentials  of 
a  base  in  that  area  would  be  a  runway, 
taxiway,  parking  apron,  and  fuel  storage. 
For  peacetime  use  vast  quantities  of 
parking  apron  barracks  and  warehousing 
would  not  be  necessary.  Under  wartime 
conditions  crowding  and  dislocation 
could  be  suffered  on  a  short-term  basis. 

How  about  the  requirement  for  han- 
gars? Certainly  one  hangar  could  be 
justified,  but  let  me  point  out  that  an  air- 
craft hangar  in  that  area  would  cost 
three  and  one-half  times  as  much  as  the 
same  hangar  constructed  in  the  United 
States.  But  a  hangar  built  to  the  same 
specifications  as  in  the  United  States  is 
unsatisfactory  in  such  a  frigid  climate. 
In  that  area  it  is  necessary  to  insulate 
the  hangar  against  subzero  temperatures 
on  the  outside  and  to  build  it  in  such  a 
way  that  the  warmth  inside  will  not 
cause  the  ground  below  to  thaw  out, 
thereby  disturbing  the  strength  of  the 
foundations.  Such  an  intricate  design 
pyramids  the  cost  to  perhaps  twice  again 
as  much  as  a  hangar  to  serve  the  same 
purpose  in  the  continental  United  States. 
Thus  every  enormous  hangar  large 
enough  to  house  the  largest  bombers  in 
the  world  will  cost  approximately  seven 
times  as  much  as  the  same  type  structure 
here  at  home.  At  such  enormous  cost 
one  such  hangar  might  be  justified,  but 
why  build  several  of  them?  Would  it  not 
be  better  to  plan  to  do  only  emergency 
work  near  the  North  Pole — only  field 
maintenance  and  vitally  needed  emer- 
gency repairs — and  return  our  planes  to 
the  heart  of  America  for  any  major 
overhaul? 

The  difference  in  thinking,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  the  difference  between  spending 
several    hundred    million    dollars    and 


spending  $100,000,000  at  a  given  location. 
The  difference  in  point  of  view  is  the  dif- 
ference between  several  thousand  men 
spending  year  after  year  in  the  darkness 
and  bitter  cold  of  a  land  where  the  sun 
never  shines  during  the  winter,  as 
against  little  more  than  a  thousand  men 
living  on  that  base  during  peacetime. 

Any  American  would  be  interested  to 
see  the  type  of  housing  accommodations 
necessary  for  human  existence  in  the 
far  north.  Each  room  of  living  space 
and  each  foot  of  warehousing,  recrea- 
tion, utility,  and  eating  space  must  be  of 
a  type  to  maintain  reasonable  heat  on 
the  inside  against  a  temperature  of 
perhaps  50  below  zero  on  the  outside. 
Thus  the  construction  must  be  similar  to 
the  most  elaborate  cold  storage  ware- 
houses in  the  United  States.  Naturally 
such  construction  is  enonnou.sly  expen- 
sive, but  again  let  me  emphasise  that 
the  difference  in  cost  ratios  would  result 
in  a  building  costing  approximately  3'_< 
times  as  much  when  con.structed  at 
Thule  as  it  would  be  if  the  same  build- 
ing were  constructed  here  at  home. 
With  the  cost  so  enormous,  it  would  ap- 
pear that  a  cost -conscious  admmistrator 
would  ask  for  a  bare  minimum  of  such 
construction.  Yet  a.side  from  the  run- 
ways and  taxiways  on  this  base.  I  am  of 
the  opinion  that  the  Air  Force  requested 
and  obtained  approximately  three  times 
as  much  of  this  type  construction  as 
was  necessary. 

Let  me  compliment  the  Army  enpi- 
neers  and  their  civilian  as.sociates  who 
built  this  amazing  project.  They  ac- 
complished the  impossible.  They  did  it 
efficiently  and  economically.  My  only 
objection  is  that  we  should  never  have 
undertaken  such  a  grandiose  project  in 
the  first  place.  We  should  have  settled 
for  a  field  that  would  have  sufficed  for 
landing,  refueling,  and  field  maintenance 
for  bombers  leaving  the  United  States  on 
their  way  to  an  attack  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world.  During  the  last  war,  we 
successfully  blasted  our  enemy  from  just 
such  bases  in  north  Africa,  Sicily,  and 
Italy  without  the  elaborate  trimmings 
with  which  the  Air  Force  would  now  have 
us  encircle  the  globe. 

Generally  speaking,  my  criticism  with 
regard  to  the  base  on  Greenland  could 
be  applied  to  perhaps  50  other  bases 
around  the  world,  although  in  le^cr 
degree. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
address  myself  to  an  aspect  of  thi.s  situ- 
ation which  troubles  me  greatly  and 
which  should  trouble  not  only  every  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  but  the  people  generally. 
I  refer  to  the  secrecy — much  of  it  obvi- 
ously imnecessary — with  which  our  mili- 
tary men  shroud  many  of  their  activities, 
using  security  as  a  pretext  for  not  con- 
ducting public  affairs  in  the  public  view 
and  subject  to  the  questioning  of  Con- 
gress and  the  taxpayers.  We  in  a  de- 
mocracy believe  that  public  business  is 
the  people  3  business.  We  believe  in 
conducting  public  business  in  the  open, 
subject  to  praise  or  criticism,  agreement 
or  disagreement,  as  the  case  might  be. 
That  to  me  is  not  only  an  important,  but 
a  fundamental  principle  of  our  way  of 
life.  If  that  be  so.  it  should  be  a  jealous- 
ly guarded  right.  Yet.  in  many  in- 
stances, and  particularly  in  this  public- 


works  program,  we  see  the  military  hid- 
ing, under  a  secrecy  stamp  for  their  own 
purposes,  information  the  public  ought 
to  have  and  is  entitled  to.  At  the  same 
time  we  find  our  military,  again  to  serve 
their  own  purposes,  take  action  which, 
in  effect,  violates  their  own  injuaHion. 
The  simple  truth  is  that  if  the  object  is 
to  praise  some  installation,  photographs 
are  furnished  and  information  is  made 
available.  The  military  apparently 
"leak"  favorable  information  to  the  press 
and  periodicals  and  then  stubbornly  hold 
to  their  .secrecy  when  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress raises  a  p>ertinent  question.  This 
is  no  loo.se  statement,  Mr.  President.  I 
have  here  the  documents  to  prove  it  with 
regard  to  the  Thule  base  I  spoke  of  a  few 
moments  aso. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  co0y  of  Life  mag- 
azine, dated  September  22,  1952.  which 
contains  27  pictures  and  hundreds  of 
words  of  text  about  this  ba.se.  Almost 
every  .'iort  of  detail  is  present,  even  to  a 
map  of  the  world  showing  what  points 
of  the  i; lobe  could  be  struck  by  bombers 
cperatiii'-;  from  there. 

I  have  here  now  a  copy  of  U.  S.  News 
and  World  Report,  dated  May  23,  1952, 
which  also  contains  a  map  similar  to  the 
one  in  Life.  There  also  is  a  great  deal 
of  text  which  prai''es,  in  effect,  the  value 
of  a  ba.se  .so  located. 

Frankly.  I  cannot  conceive  of  any 
information  our  enemies  could  desire 
about  thi.s  ba.se  which  is  not  included  in 
the  material  contained  in  these  two  arti- 
cles. I  point  out  anain  Mr.  President. 
that  the  information  in  the.se  articles 
had  to  be  provided  by  the  military;  no 
one  el.se  had  it. 

Last  week.  I  asked  the  Air  Force  to 
furni.sh  me  .some  detailed  information 
on  cost  of  certain  items  at  Thule — run- 
ways, barracks,  hangars.  In  answer.  I 
received  by  hand  4  "secret"  docu- 
ments containing  9  pages  of  figures 
on  hne  item  co.sis.  Of  course.  I  had  to 
dig  out  the  data  I  wanted  myself.  The 
only  unclasiified  information  I  received 
was  a  pre.ss  relea.se  of  March  29.  1952, 
which  iaid  that  under  the  then  planned 
program,  the  cost  will  be  well  under 
5200.000,000.  In  event  of  a  planned  ex- 
pansion— which,  let  me  say  parentheti- 
cally, ha.s  not  yet  been  authorized — the 
Thule  ba.se  will  cost  under  $250,000,000. 
I  have  here  detailed  figures  on  the  vari- 
ous Items,  and  I  leave  to  the  judgment 
of  any  Senator  a  determination  of  the 
accuracy  of  the  Air  Force  definition  of 
"well  under,"  in  connection  with  their 
statement  that  the  cost  will  be  "well  un- 
der $200,000,000."  I  believe  I  could  dem- 
onstrate on  an  item-by-item  basis  where 
tens  of  millions  of  dollars  have  been 
spent  in  unneces.sary  facilities.  A 
".secret"  stamp  prevents  such  a  demon- 
stration. 

In  this  same  connection,  I  feel  that  I 
must  advise  the  Senate  of  the  situation 
with  respect  to  the  agreements  which  are 
being  negotiated  under  the  same  cover  of 
darkness.  It  will  be  noted  that  our  over- 
seas report  goes  into  considerable  detail 
in  regard  to  this  phase  of  our  program. 
All  sorts  of  commitments  and  conces- 
sions are  being  made  by  representatives 
of  the  United  States  without  the  knowl- 
edge of  our  people,  and  even  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  responsible  com- 
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mittees  of  Congress.  Even  when  the 
subcommittee  pressed  for  details  of  some 
of  our  agreements  and  of  current  nego- 
tiations, we  were  enjoined  against  pul>- 
licly  revealing  the  information  made 
available  to  us.  I  hope  the  President 
will  include  these  agreements  in  his  an- 
nounced intention  of  refusing,  in  the 
future,  to  enter  into  secret  understand- 
ings. 

I  also  call  attention  to  the  section  of 
the  overseas  repxjrt  dealing  with  France. 
I  point  out  the  following  language  in 
this  section: 

The  Department  of  State,  with  the  concur- 
rence or  the  Department  of  Defense,  strenu- 
ously objected  to  the  statements  made  under 
this  heading  for  security  reasons.  These 
Departments  Insisted  that  all  language  ex- 
cept one  sentence  be  deleted.  Inasmuch  as 
the  one  sentence  standing  alone  would  have 
little  meaning,  the  entire  ■ectlon  has  been 
omitted.  The  subcommittee  has  made  this 
deletion  with  great  reluctance  and  only  be- 
r:uise  of  the  security  argument  advanced, 
because  It  believes  that  some  of  the  facts 
under  this  heading  should  be  made  known 
to  the  American  people. 

This  language  speaks  for  itself.  Here. 
a-zain,  does  the  security  device  keep  from 
the  American  people  information  to 
which  I  believe  they  are  entitled,  but 
which  under  the  circumstances  we  must 
reluctantly  withhold. 

Again,  let  me  say  that  this  is  a  serious 
proposition.  Somewhere,  there  must  be 
a  middle  ground.  I  hope  the  proper 
committees  find  it.  for  the  sake  of  our 
people  and  their  future  welfare. 

Now  let  me  return  to  my  discussion  of 
the  con.«;truction  program  itself.  Be- 
cau.se  there  has  been  considerable  public 
disca-^sion  of  the  fact  that  our  subcom- 
mittee has  refused  to  agree  to  certain 
overseas  construction  items  under  the 
terms  of  the  Salton.stall  amendment.  I 
desire  to  di.«cu.ss  it  briefly.  For  the  mcst 
part  the  projects  involve  new  starts.  In 
view  of  the  recommendation  of  the  sub- 
committee, in  its  overseas  report,  that  a 
more  complete  understanding  be  had  be- 
tween our  Military  Establishment  and 
the  Congress  as  to  the  entire  program, 
we  felt  that  the  oppwrtunity  to  reach 
such  agreement  should  be  preserved  be- 
fore the  taking  of  initial  steps  which 
would  commit  this  Nation  to  expendi- 
tures of  additional  hundreds  of  millions 
of  dollars.  When  the  Air  Force  pro- 
tested this  action,  and  predicted  calam- 
ity as  a  result,  the  then  chairman  of  our 
Armed  Services  Committee,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell  1,  referred 
the  protest  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
for  a  report  from  his  Director  of  Installa- 
tions. Subsequently,  the  committee  was 
advLsed  that  no  delay  would  result  if 
such  congressional  review  was  had 
rather  promptly  in  the  new  Congress. 
Two  relatively  small  items  were  recom- 
mended for  release,  and,  I  believe,  sub- 
sequently have  been  released. 

This  overseas  report  covers  many 
items  which  merit  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress and  its  proper  committees.  Our 
overseas  construction  organization  was 
unwieldy  and  confusing,  and  recent 
steps  taken  to  correct  the  defects  should 
be  reviewed  to  see  whether  proper  results 
are  obtained.  Many  of  the  facilities  are 
overdesigned,  £uid  include  imnecessarily 
complicated  utility  systems  which  can 
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well  become  burdensome  in  military 
operations.  I  hope  all  Senators  will 
study  our  comments  on  dispersal,  be- 
cause of  the  serious  questions  to  which 
they  give  rise. 

All  these  things,  Mr.  President,  are  im- 
portant, but  should  not  divert  attention 
from  the  burden  of  the  report,  as  set 
forth  in  our  recommendation.  I  believe 
that  now  is  the  time  to  take  inventory. 
We  do  not  believe  that  over  a  consider- 
able period  of  time  the  American  people 
will  support  the  grandiose  program  in 
money  and  manpower  which  our  present 
planning  contemplates.  The  Congress 
must  not  allow  itself  to  b3  stampeded 
into  a  situation  which,  in  the  end.  may 
not  provide  for  us  the  vital  defenses  we 
need,  and  which  in  the  meantime  could 
lead  to  insupportable  burdens  in  man- 
power and  money. 

Yes.  Mr.  President;  we  are  laymen. 
None  of  us  possesses  the  qualities  of  a 
military  genius.  We  do  know,  however, 
the  abilities,  limitatiotis,  and  temper  of 
our  people.  They  want  to  be  prepared. 
They  want  us  to  be  strong.  They  cherish. 
and  will  fight  for,  their  liberty  and 
freedom. 

On  the  other  hand,  they  will  not  sup- 
port waste  and  extravagance  in  the  name 
of  preparedness.  They  want  their  dol- 
lars to  go  Into  fighting  strength,  not  into 
elaborate  trappings  and  trimmings. 
They  want  their  drafted  sons  usefully 
occupied,  not  sitting  idly  in  some  Arctic 
wasteland  or  desert  sand. 

Mr.  President,  now  is  the  time  for  the 
leaders  of  our  Military  Establishment  to 
take  heed,  set  a  true  and  sensible  course, 
and  follow  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield, 
to  permit  me  to  make  a  statement  and 
ask  a  question? 

Mr.  LONG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  I  cer- 
tainly commend  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana and  his  subcommittee  for  the  hard 
and  conscientious  work  they  have  done. 
I  know  of  no  longer  or  more  arduous  trip 
than  that  taken  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  (Mr.  LongI  and  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse].  Their  studies 
were  very  painstaking  and  their  observa- 
tions most  pertinent.  Regardless  of 
whether  we  agree  with  all  the  conclu- 
sions reached  by  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana— after  all,  that  matter  is,  for  the 
moment,  beside  the  point — certainly  the 
Senator  has  done  conscientious  and  hard 
work  and  has  given  his  honest  con- 
clusions. 

As  a  result  of  the  subcommittee's  work, 
as  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  knows, 
construction  of  approximately  $146  mil- 
lion worth  of  such  bases,  as  provided  for 
under  another  law,  was  held  up  tempo- 
rarily for  further  observation  by  the  De- 
partment of  Defense.  At  the  same  time 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  was  a  mem- 
ber, with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  STENiasl,  of  a  subcommittee  which 
considered  all  public  works  construction, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  full  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Senate  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress. I  believe  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana [Mr.  LoNcl.  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stehmis],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  IMr.  Mouse}  not  only 


have  concentrated  the  attention  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  of  Heprsentatives  on 
this  important  subject,  which  involves 
the  expenditure  of  such  large  sums  of 
money,  and  which  also  may  involve  ques- 
tions of  policy,  but  likewise  they  have 
concentrated  upon  these  matters  the 
attention  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

As  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  knows, 
the  Department  of  Defense  now  has  a 
full-time  Director  whose  job  it  is  to 
screen  such  projects  and  to  take  a  second 
look  at  them,  to  see  whether  they  involve 
duplication  of  effort  between  the  Navy 
and  the  Air  Force  or  between  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Army,  in  the  case  of  hous- 
ing, construction  of  airfields,  or  con- 
struction of  bases  in  any  areas  in  the 
United  States  or,  in  fact,  in  any  part  of 
the  world. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  also 
knows  that  in  the  case  of  two  projects 
which  were  so  urgent  that  work  on  them 
had  to  proceed,  an  examination  of  the 
projects  a  second  time  was  made  because 
of  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  and  as  a  result  a  sub- 
stantial amoimt  of  money  was  saved  in 
their  final  replanning  and  construction. 

As  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  also 
knows,  the  Johnson  subcommittee  did 
some  work  on  the  so-called  Moroccan 
bases,  and  will  soon  make  its  report  on 
them. 

So,  as  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee.  I  certainly  commend  and 
congratulate  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee upon  what  he  has  done.  I 
know  his  work  will  be  appreciated  and 
that  the  value  of  his  thoughtful  and  con- 
scientious and  really  very  frank  state- 
ment of  conditions  will  be  of  benefit, 
whether  or  not  the  conclusions  may  all 
be  adopted,  or  should  all  be  adopted. 

I  desired  to  make  this  statement  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  Senator's  remarks  be- 
cause I  have  listened  carefully  to  them, 
and  also  because  I  have  read  his  report. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  thank  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, and  wish  to  assure  him  that  it 
was  a  great  pleasure  to  serve  with  him  on 
the  Armed  Ser^jces  Committee.  He  has 
been  diligent  and  conscientious  in  his 
efforts  to  assure  this  Nation  adequate 
defense  at  a  reasonable  cost.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  enjoyed  very 
much  working  with  him  in  attempting 
to  economize  and  save  money  for  the 
taxpayers.  However,  after  studying  the 
situation  and  reducing  what  we  believed 
to  be  excessive  requests  last  year  by 
about  25  percent  in  such  a  way  as,  in  our 
opinion,  would  not  at  all  jeopardize  the 
security  of  the  Nation — and  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  at  that  time  sup- 
ported such  reduction — it  was  the  con- 
clusion of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  we  were  merely  scratch- 
ing the  surface  of  the  urmecessary  and 
nonessential  spending  in  the  entire  mili- 
tary field. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  brief 
statement? 

Mr.  LONG.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Director  to  whom  I 
h&ve  referred,  and  the  enactment  of  the 
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law  which  made  it  possible,  were  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, who  saw  the  need  of  supervision 
and  coordination  of  domestic  projects,  as 
well  as  foreign  projects. 

Mr.  LONG.    Yes.  I  certainly  agree. 

I  believe  it  to  be  worth  noting  that  we 
have  never  achieved  what  our  goals 
should  have  been  under  unification.  The 
testimony  in  this  connection  has  brought 
forth  the  fact  that  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  in  planning  the  defense,  beyond 
providing  that  a  certain  base  should  be 
within  a  general  locality,  have  not  had 
the  right  to  say  what  the  cost  of  the  base 
should  be.  or  how  many  men  should  be 
placed  on  it.  By  establishing  a  director 
of  installations  we  are  beginning  to  give 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  some  right  to 
take  a  look  at  the  elaborate  planning 
which  occurs  subsequent  to  a  decision  by 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  a  result  of 
all  the  work  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Eighty- 
third  Congress  has  agreed  to  appoint  a 
subcommittee  to  continue  the  work  of 
the  Long  subcommittee,  and  all  proj- 
ects will  come  from  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  the  subcommittee  for  screen- 
ing before  final  action  is  taken. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  am  certainly  gratified 
and  encouraged  to  know  that,  and  I 
thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  first 
want  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  the  great- 
er part  of  the  report  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  has  made  relates  to 
work  performed  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
in  their  studies  of  overseas  bases.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  although  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  did  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  make  the  trip 
abroad  with  them.  I  commend  those 
Senators  in  the  very  highest  terms  for 
their  very  sincere  and  very  conscientious 
work  under  adverse  conditions  and  under 
adverse  criticism  and,  at  times,  in  a  dis- 
couraging atmosphere.  To  my  mind 
they  have  rendered  one  of  the  outstand- 
ing services  I  have  noted  in  the  entire 
Congress  during  my  fairly  brief  service 
here,  and  I  think  the  fruits  of  their  labor 
will  increase  for  years  tS  come.  As  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  said,  the 
report  has  focused  not  only  the  attention 
of  the  Congress  but  the  attention  of 
the  public  and  the  special  attention  even 
of  those  responsible  within  the  services, 
upon  construction  problems  and  exces- 
sive expenditures  for  them. 

The  time  is  fast  coming,  Mr.  President, 
when  I  think  the  American  people  will 
demand  a  more  judicious  use  of  the  de- 
fense dollar  and  a  more  conscientious 
use  of  the  manpower  in  our  military 
department.  The  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  have 
done  a  great  deal  to  blaze  the  way,  to 
point  out  the  faults  and  to  suggest  con- 
structive remedies.  The  people  of  the 
Nation  are  indebted  to  them  for  tlieir 
very  fine  work. 


COMPOSITION  AND  JURISDICTION 
OP  THE  SUPREME  COURT— PRO- 
POSED CONSTJTUTIONAL  AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, out  of  order,  I  introduce  for  ap- 


propriate reference  the  Joint  resolution 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  44) 
proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  relating  to 
the  composition  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  introduced  by  Mr.  But- 
ler of  Maryland,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  purpose  of  this  joint  resolution 
is  to  fortify  the  independence  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  by  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  and  thereby  to  forestall  fu- 
ture efforts  by  a  President  or  a  ConRress 
seeking  to  nullify  or  impair  the  power 
of  the  judicial  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  are  loopholes  in  the  strict 
letter  of  the  Constitution  as  it  now  reads 
through  which  such  a  thrust  might  be 
made.  These  proposed  amendments  are 
designed  chiefly  to  plug  up  those  loop- 
holes and  are  four  in  number. 

They  would  fix  the  number  of  justices 
at  nine,  make  retirement  compulsory  at 
the  age  of  75,  render  the  justices  in- 
eligible to  become  President  or  Vice 
President  and.  in  constitutional  cases, 
remove  from  the  Congre.^s  its  pre.«eni 
power  to  impair  the  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Supreme  Court. 

It  is  not  nece.'^saiy  to  point  nut  to 
this  body  the  place  of  the  judiciary  in 
the  structure  of  the  Government  or  that 
a  judiciary  that  is  not  independent  of 
the  legislative  and  executive  branches 
would  not  meet  the  requirements. 

My  colleagues  well  know  that  to 
Locke's  "Wherever  law  ends,  tyranny 
begins"  there  always  should  be  added 
the  truism  that,  wherever  courts  suffer 
an  invasion  of  their  independence,  law 
ends. 

Long  before  the  tragic  demonstrations 
by  recent  and  contemporaneou.s  ioremu 
dictators  making  a  mockery  of  constitu- 
tional rights,  Americans  had  learned 
that  written  compacts  and  charters  can 
be  no  more  effective  as  guarantors  of 
liberty  than  the  vitality  given  to  them 
by  an  independent  judiciary  charged 
with  the  duty  of  construction  and  en- 
forcement. 

While  Americans  will  rally  to  the  de- 
fense of  the  judiciary  whenever  it  is 
subjected  to  an  open  assault,  attention 
also  should  be  devoted  by  us  to  the  pre- 
vention of  future  attacks,  especially  up- 
on new  fronts. 

In  1937  the  Judiciary  Committee  was 
shocked  into  vigorous  action  by  the  at- 
tack upon  the  Supreme  Court  from  with- 
out, at  a  point  always  known  to  be  con- 
stitutionally vulnerable. 

If  we  are  to  implement  by  practical 
action  the  generalizations  of  our  orators, 
we  must  do  so  during  the  interludes  of 
relative  serenity.  That  is  required  by 
the  tlieory.  the  spirit,  and  the  common 
sense  of  constitutional  self-government, 
which  is  a  device  to  protect  human  na- 
ture figainst  its  own  lapses.  The  .genius 
of  the  American  system  is  in  empower- 
ing independent  courts  to  restrain  the 
legislative  and  executive  branches  when- 
ever, in  the  heat  of  controversy,  they 
forget  the  principles  that  they  had  cher- 
ished and  the  determinations  that  they 
had  reached  in  calmer  times. 

The  smoke  has  cleared  long  ago  from 
the  field  of  the  1937  battle,  but  there 


always  is  the  danger  of  a  renewal,  sooner 
or  later,  of  the  campaign  against  Judi- 
cial independence.  The  relatively  slim 
margin  by  which  that  most  recent  major 
assault  was  repelled,  thanks  to  the  vigi- 
lance of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  this 
body,  should  serve  as  a  warning  that  the 
defenses  require  reenforcement. 

If  those  who  realize  that  Judicial  re- 
view is  not  only  "America's  unique  con- 
tribution to  the  science  of  politics"  but 
also  "the  capstone  feature  of  the  entire 
[American  constitutional)  system," 
whose  untrammeled  and  uninfluenced 
exercise  is  essential  to  the  preservation  of 
that  system,  again  defer  their  support 
until  the  next  hostile  blow  is  struck,  it 
may  be  too  late.  The  1937  packing  plan, 
crudely  disguised  as  a  dotage-removal 
device,  was  frustrated  largely  because  it 
became  evident  during  the  controversy 
that  the  normal  processes  of  time  soon 
would  accomplish  the  desired  result 
through  deaths  and  retirements. 

If  the  project  of  plugging  those  loop- 
holes can  be  politically  nonpartisan  in 
spirit,  a.s  it  is  in  purpose,  there  should  be 
no  serious  opposition  in  principle. 

There  will  be  .'ome  who  will  consider 
it  dangerous  not  to  let  a  sleeping  dog  lie. 
Tl.cy  will  argue  that  the  Supreme  Court 
can  be  .safeguarded  only  by  an  awakened 
public  opinion,  which  has  preserved  it 
.so  far,  and  that,  were  this  fundamental 
bulwark  ever  removed,  mere  words  on 
a  piece  of  paper,  even  in  the  form  of  a 
constitutional  amendment,  would  be  of 
no  protective  cflicacy. 

While  it  IS  true,  of  course,  that  a  revo- 
lutionary tide  of  overwhelming  physical 
force  can  destroy  any  human  ii^titution. 
it  is  also  true  that,  short  of  such  an 
upheaval,  organized  society  governs  it- 
.'^elf  by  law  It  is  significant  that  all 
dangerous  assaulLs  upon  the  American 
judiciary  so  far  have  been  made  without 
open  defiance  of  constitutional  forms, 
and  the  .sole  purpose  of  the  present  proj- 
ect should  be  and  can  only  be  to  prevent 
future  a.ssaults  of  this  nature. 

It  must  t>e  remembered  that  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  American  system  was 
to  be  e.stabli.shed  and  maintained  by 
popular  pleasure,  subject,  as  for  example 
IS  the  Briti.sh  system,  to  unlimited 
change  or  abandonment,  or  whether  it 
was  to  oe  established  and  maintained 
by  what  Hamilton  called  a  limited  con- 
stitution, amendable  only  in  the  man- 
ner stipulated  in  the  instrument,  was 
decided  when  the  Constitution  was 
adopted  and  must  be  deemed  settled 
until  the  fundamental  principle  of  a  hm- 
ited  constitution  i.s  abolished. 

The  fact  that  a  dictator  would  not 
hesitate  to  overturn  an  established  in- 
stitution ba.sed  upon  written  law  as  read- 
ily as  if  it  were  ba.sed  merely  upon  tradi- 
tion and  public  opinion  does  not  lead  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  strength  or 
weakne.s.s  of  the  foundation  is  unimpor- 
tant To  advance  such  a  contention 
would  be  like  arguing  that  it  is  not 
worth  while  fortifying  a  structure  to 
withstand  ordinary  seismic  tremors  un- 
le.ss  it  would  also  be  able  to  withstand  a 
major  earthquake. 

The  purpose  of  plugging  the  loopholes 
in  the  Constitution's  protection  for  the 
Supreme  Court  is  to  prevent,  so  far  as 
possible  and  practicable,  having  a  due 


regard  for  all  of  the  circumstances,  a 
hostile,  unprincipled,  or  shortsighted 
Executive  and  Congress  from  freeing 
themselves,  within  constitutional  proc- 
cesses.  from  judicial  leview  by  control- 
ling the  personnel  or  powers  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  and  thereby  rendering  it 
inoperative  as  a  truly  coordinate  branch 
of  Government.  Such  preventive  meas- 
ures are  worthwhile  though  it  is  realized 
that  to  fill  holes  in  the  dike  will  not  fend 
off  a  tidal  wave  that  some  day  might 
sweep  over  the  top. 

In  seeking  to  thwart  the  restraints  of 
an  independent  judiciary.  Presidents 
and  legislators  have  tried  to  penetrate 
many  constitutional  loopholes,  and  there 
exist  many  others  in  danger  of  discovery 
by  hostile  ingenuity  and  audacity. 
These  loopholes  expose  the  Court  to  pos- 
sible interference  of  three  general  kinds: 
withholding  certain  justiciable  questions 
from  the  Court,  controlling  decisions  of 
the  Court,  and  nullifying  the  decrees  of 
the  Court. 

The  remedy  is  a  constitutional  amend- 
ment that  will  plug  the  loopholes. 

The  Senate  has  few,  if  any.  Members 
who  arc  not  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  history  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  of 
the  efforts  to  int4;rfcre  with  its  inde- 
pendence, and  of  the  origin  and  develop- 
ment of  the  doctrine  of  judicial  review 
from  its  germ  in  Coke,  down  through  its 
j.;rowth  in  seventeenth  century  England 
and  eighteenth  century  colonial 
America. 

We  have  all  seen  in  our  lifetime  the 
methods  which  have  been  used  in  certain 
Latin-American  Republics  to  reduce 
judiciaries  independent  on  paper  to  sub- 
serviency to  dictatorships,  and  the  proc- 
esses by  which  pn?war  Japan  achieved 
fa.scKsm.  with  relatively  little  violation 
of  the  letter  of  WwAt  then  written  con- 
stitutions. 

The  six  sections  of  this  joint  resolu- 
tion are  designed  to  plug  up  three  con- 
stitutional loophol«!S  and  to  provide  for 
an  age  limit  of  75  years  upon  the  Justices 
in  active  service. 

The  three  loopholes  are  the  most  dan- 
gerous that  have  been  detected  by  those 
seeking  methods  of  destroying  what  has 
been  called  the  American  triune  system 
of  government  without  daring  openly  to 
defy  the  letter  of  t.*ie  Constitution. 

While  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
work  done  by  the  Supreme  Court  has 
been  achieved  by  Justices  over  the  age 
of  75  who.se  faculties  were  unimpaired 
and  whose  wisdom  had  been  ripened  by 
prolonged  experier.ce.  there  have  been 
instances  where  adverse  criticism  justly 
has  been  brought  upon  the  Court  by 
aging  Justices  in  tneir  dotage.  On  the 
whole,  the  view  has  been  expressed  by 
many  authorities,  including  former  Jus- 
tices them.selves.  who  had  passed  the 
age  of  75  years,  that  it  would  be  well  to 
require  Justices  to  retire  upon  attaining 
that  age.  thereby,  among  other  advan- 
tages, removing  the  chief  ground  of  crit- 
icism of  the  Court  urged  in  the  1936-37 
period  against  the  Nine  Old  Men. 

The  first  of  these  loopholes  is  the  pos- 
sibility of  packing  the  Court  in  much 
the  same  way  that  the  British  House  of 
Commons  gained  control  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  his  classic  American  Com- 
monwealth, James  Bryce  characterized 


the  omission  of  the  Constitution  to  fix 
the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  as  "a  weak  point,  a  Joint  in  the 
Court's  armor  through  which  a  weapon 
might  some  day  penetrate." 

This  omission  impressed  Bryce  as  re- 
markable because  the  intention  to  secure 
the  independence  of  the  judiciary  was 
clearly  expressed  in  the  Constitution  by 
the  provisions  that  the  President  was 
not  permitted  to  remove  the  judges,  nor 
Congress  to  diminish  their  salaries.  This 
proposed  amendment  would  fix  the  num- 
ber of  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  at 
nine.  Experience  had  demonstrated  to 
those  best  qualified  to  express  an  opinion 
that  nine  is  the  most  satisfactory  num- 
ber. Fewer  would  render  the  Court  less 
representative  of  diverse  backgrounds, 
temperaments,  and  viewpoints.  More 
than  nine  would  seem  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  effective  functioning  of  the 
Court. 

Justice  Roberts  has  said  in  an  address 
which,  in  January  1949,  was  published 
in  the  Journal  of  the  American  Bar 
Association : 

You  win  remember  the  great  letter  that 
Chief  Justice  Hughes  wrote  to  tlie  Congress 
In  1937.  when  the  plan  to  Increase  the  per- 
sonnel of  the  Court  was  under  considera- 
tion. He  said  justly  then,  as  I  think,  that 
a  court  of  nine  Is  as  large  a  court  as  Is 
manageable.  The  Court  could  do  Its  work, 
except  for  writing  of  the  opinions,  a  good 
deal  better  If  It  were  five  rather  than  nine. 
Every  man  who  is  added  to  the  Court  adds 
another  voice  In  council,  and  the  most  dif- 
ficult work  of  the  Court,  as  you  may  well 
have  Imagined,  Is  that  that  Is  done  around 
the  council  table;  and  If  you  make  the  Court 
a  convention  Instead  of  a  small  body  of  ex- 
perts, you  will  simply  confuse  council.  It 
win  confuse  council  within  the  Court,  and 
win  cloud  the  work  of  the  Court  and  de- 
teriorate and  degenerate  It.  I  have  not  any 
doubt  about  that. 

The  remedy  for  the  weight  of  work  that 
is  placed  on  the  Court  Is  to  Increase  the  dis- 
cretionary Jurisdiction  and  not  to  Increase 
the  personnel  of  the  Court. 

The  fact  that  nine  is  the  present  num- 
ber is  naturally  an  important  consider- 
ation. 

The  second  dangerous  loophole  that 
would  be  plugged  up  by  the  proposals  in 
this  joint  resolution  is  the  one  whereby 
Congress  has  the  pqwer  to  diminish  or 
abolish  the  present  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court  to  hear  and  decide  appeals  involv- 
ing constitutional  questions,  except  to 
such  extent  as  the  Court  itself,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  its  own  discretion,  may  deem 
advisable.  Sections  three  and  four  of 
this  joint  resolution  would  modify  the 
second  paragraph  of  section  2  of  article 
III  of  the  Constitution  by  freezing  in  its 
present  form  the  existing  appellate  jur- 
isdiction of  the  Supreme  Court  in  con- 
stitutional cases,  subject  to  being  melted 
away  only  by  constitutional  amend- 
ment or  by  the  Court  in  prescribing  rules 
for  the  handling  of  its  own  business. 

Upon  several  occasions,  during  attacks 
upon  the  Court's  independence,  there 
have  been  threats  to  strip  it  of  the  right 
to  review  cases  raising  constitutional  is- 
sues. Such  threats  found  expression  as 
recently  as  the  1937  controversy. 

One  such  threat  actually  was  carried 
out  in  the  intemperate  Reconstruction 
aftermath  of  the  Civil  War.  Many  of 
my  colleagues  here  are  familiar  with  the 


case  of  Ex  parte  McCardle   ((1869)    7 
WaU.  506). 

A  New  York  State  Bar  Association 
committee,  including  in  its  membership 
WUliam  D.  Mitchell,  John  W.  Davis, 
Samuel  Seabury  and  Harrison  Tweed, 
mentioned  that  case  in  unanimously 
sponsoring  such  a  constitutional  amend- 
ment as  is  here  under  consideration. 
Chairman  Mitchell's  report  said: 

By  act  of  February  5,  1867,  the  Congress 
had  provided  that  In  habeas  corpus  cases  ap- 
peal might  be  taken  from  the  circuit  courts 
of  the  United  States  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
In  1868  one  McCardle,  not  In  the  military 
service,  was  held  In  custody  by  military  au- 
thority for  trial  before  a  military  commis- 
sion. He  obtained  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
from  the  circuit  court,  claiming  his  deten- 
tion by  the  military  was  unlawful  and  that 
under  the  Consltltutlon  he  could  not  be 
tried  by  a  military  commission.  The  cir- 
cuit court  discharged  the  writ  and  remanded 
McCardle  to  military  custody.  He  took  an 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  case 
was  there  argued.  While  It  was  under  ad- 
visement by  the  Court,  the  Congress  passed, 
over  a  presidential  veto,  the  act  of  March 
27,  1868,  repealing  so  much  of  the  act  of 
February  5.  1867.  as  authorized  appeals  to 
the  Supreme  Court  In  habeas  corpus  ca&es. 
Apparently,  the  Congress,  satisfied  with  the 
Judgment  of  the  circuit  court,  feared  that 
the  Supreme  Court  would  reverse  It.  The 
Supreme  Court  then  held  that  Its  Jurisdic- 
tion was  gone  and  dismissed  the  appeal. 
Ex  parte  McCardle  (7  Wall.  506).  That  In- 
cident occurred  during  the  period  of  bitter 
feeling  which  followed  the  close  of  the 
Civil  War.  The  purpose  of  the  amendment 
is  to  prevent  a  possible  repetition  of  action 
impairing  the  court's  appellate  Jurisdiction 
in  constitutional  cases,  of  which  the  Mc- 
Cardle case  is  an  example. 

Justice  Roberts  has  said  of  Congress' 
action  that  led  to  Uie  McCardle  case : 

Tbat  has  never  been  done  again.  Nothing 
like  it  has  ever  been  attempted,  but  it  was 
done  for  political  reasons  and  in  a  political 
exigency  to  meet  a  supposed  emergency. 

It  is  difficult  to  say  that  Congress  could 
not  reach  the  same  result  by  a  rather  in- 
direct route.  Following  the  precedent  that 
existed  when  the  Emergency  Court  of  Ap- 
peals was  created  to  deal  with  OPA  ques- 
tions, Congress.  It  seems  to  me  under  the 
present  phraseology  of  the  Constitution, 
could  create  a  Federal  cotirt  to  hear  certain 
classes  of  questions  and  provide  that  its 
decisions  should  be  final. 

Such  a  court  might  have  to  decide  very 
serious  constitutional  questions,  as  the 
Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  had  to  do,  and 
yet,  if  the  Congress  provided  that  Its  de- 
cision should  be  final  and  binding  on  the 
parties,  and  without  appeal,  what  Is  there 
In  the  Constitution  to  prevent  it?  What  Is 
there  to  prevent  Congress  taking  away,  bit 
by  bit,  all  the  appellate  jurtsdlctlon  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  not 
doing  it  by  direct  attack  but  by  that  sort  of 
indirect  attack? 

I  see  nothing.  I  do  not  see  any  reason 
why  Congress  cannot,  if  it  elects  to  do  so, 
take  away  entirely  the  appellate  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
over  State  supreme  cotu-t  decisions.  The 
Jurisdiction  is  exercised  now  under  the  terms 
of  the  Judiciary  Act.  Suppose  Congress 
should  decide  to  let  the  decisions  of  State 
courts  of  appeal  be  final  on  constitutional 
questions.  How  could  the  Supreme  Court 
assert  a  power  to  take  those  questions,  not- 
withstanding the  act  of  Congress,  in  view 
of  the  langua^  of  the  third  article  of  the 
Constitution? 

What  may  be  called  the  third  l(XH>hole 
that  is  sought  to  be  plugged  by  this  Joint 
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resolution  Is  the  present  eligibility  of 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  hold 
elective  or  appointive  oflBce.  Section  5  of 
this  joint  resolution  would  render  them 
Ineligible  to  become  President  or  Vice 
President  for  5  years  after  leaving  the 
Supreme  Court. 

This  provision  not  only  would  remove 
possible  political  temptation  from  the 
Justices,  but  would  also  remove  any  sus- 
picion that  the  judicial  deliberation  of 
the  Justices  was  colored  by  political  as- 
pirations. 

My  reason  for  proposing  this  amend- 
ment is  to  relieve  the  members  of  the 
Supreme  Court  from  all  political  pres- 
sure. I  believe  that,  once  a  man  has  be- 
come a  member  of  the  judiciary,  and  par- 
ticularly of  our  highest  Court,  he  should 
devote  his  entire  thought  toward  serving 
our  Government  without  the  slightest 
intimation  that  he  might  some  day  di- 
vest himself  of  his  judicial  robe  to  as- 
sume a  different  role  in  his  country's 
Government.  I  think  that  this  is  a 
necessary  proposal  in  order  to  protect  the 
Justices  from  any  suspicion  that  they, 
consciously  or  unconsciously,  might  be 
seeking  public  favor. 

1  want  to  say  at  this  point  that  my  pro- 
posal should  in  no  way  be  taken  as  a  re- 
flection on  any  member  of  the  present 
judicial  setup.  It  is  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple with  me.  and  not  a  matter  of  per- 
sonality. 

Of  course,  the  best-known  instance  of 
a  member  of  the  judiciary  becoming  in- 
volved in  partisan  politics  after  serving 
on  the  bench  was  that  of  the  late  Chief 
Justice  Charles  Evans  Hughes. 

Students  of  history  are  acquainted 
with  the  fact  that,  after  his  appointment 
to  the  Court  In  1910. -an  effort  was  made 
to  draft  him  as  i*  presidential  candidate 
in  1912.  He  absolutely  refused  to  allow 
his  name  to  be  used  in  the  campaign  and 
said  he  would  not  accept  the  nomination 
if  his  supporters  were  successful  in  ob- 
taining it  for  him. 

At  that  time.  Justice  Hughes  said: 

The  highest  service  that  I  can  render  In 
this  difficult  situation  la  to  do  all  In  my 
power  to  have  It  flrmly  established  that  a 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  Is  not  avail- 
able for  political  candidacy.  The  Supreme 
Court  must  be  kept  out  of  politics. 

However,  as  all  my  colleagues  know.  4 
years  later,  when  Justice  Hughes  was 
nominated  at  the  Republican  conven- 
tion, he  was  i>ersuaded  to  accept  the 
nomination,  resigned  his  post  on  the 
bench,  and  entered  wholeheartedly  into 
the  campaign. 

I  believe  that  Charles  Evans  Hughes 
was  right  in  1912  and  wrong  in  1916.  I 
believe  a  number  of  other  true  Ameri- 
cans will  join  me  in  this  belief.  In  later 
years  Chief  Justice  Hughes  came  to  this 
viewpoint  himself  and  expressed  regret 
that  the  Constitution  had  not  included 
just  such  a  provision  regarding  Supreme 
Court  Justices  as  the  one  here  proposed. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTT  .FIR  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wish  to  compliment  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  *on  the  very 
thorough  study  he  has  given  to  the  prob- 
lem of  strengthening  the  foundations  of 
our   democracy.    Undoubtedly,   one   of 


the  weak  links  is  the  possibility  that  the 
Supreme  Court  could  be  packed,  and  the 
meaning  of  our  Constitution  reversed 
completely  by  such  unwise  legislative  ac- 
tion. Certainly  that  is  one  loophole 
which  we  should  close  in  order  to  protect 
ourselves  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  cer- 
tainly appre<.-iate  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  have  not  previously 
considered  some  of  the  Senator's  pro- 
posals, but  I  t)elieve  the  Congress  should 
study  them.  Now  is  an  appropriate  time 
to  undertake  to  strengthen  the  judiciary, 
and  particularly  to  take  the  Supreme 
Court  as  far  out  of  politics  and  as  far 
beyond  the  roach  of  ordinary  partisan 
politics  as  we  possibly  can. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  greatly 
appreciate  the  Senator's  remarks.  I  be- 
lieve that  this  joint  resolution  would  cer- 
tainly prevent  the  packing  of  the  Court, 
in  two  ways.  First,  the  number  would  be 
frozen  at  nine,  so  that  no  ambitious 
President  could  pack  the  Court,  except 
by  a  change  in  the  Constitution. 

Secondly,  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court,  so  far  as  constitutional  ques- 
tions are  concerned,  could  not  be  taken 
away  by  the  Congi-ess;  and  thereby  the 
Executive  ani  the  Congress  would  be 
prevented  fr.im  interfering  with  the 
Court  on  corstitutional  questions,  and 
the  Court  would  be  perfectly  free  to  do 
its  work  as  an  independent  arm  of  the 
Government. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SECRETARY  OP 
THE  SENATE  TO  RECEIVE  MES- 
SAGES FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  re- 
ceive any  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  during  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Senate,  up  to  midnight 
Tuesday,  and  that  such  mes.sases  be  re- 
ferred to  the  proper  committees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  SALTCiNSTALL.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  '  adjournment  until 
Wednesday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  <at  4 
o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Wednesday.  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  16,  1953: 

Diplomatic    and    Foreign    Service 

Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce,  of  Connecticut,  to 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Italy. 

C.  Douglas  Dillon,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  "Jnlted  States  of  America  to 
France. 

Dei'artment  or  Labor 

Lloyd  A.  Miishburn,  of  California,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  Labor. 

•  In  the  Armt 

Col.  Jacob  l^andes  Hartman,  09551.  Vet- 
erinary Corps.  United  States  Army,  for  ap- 


pointment as  brigadier  general.  Veterinary 
Corps,  In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  provisions  of  title  V  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

The  officer  named  hsreln  for  appointment 
In  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
as  a  Reserve  commissioned  officer  In  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d  Cong.)  and  sec- 
tions 38  and  73  of  the  National  Defease  Act, 
as  amended : 

To   be    brigadier  general 
Brig.  Gen  Paul  Klsller  MacDonald,  0296004. 
Illinois  National  Guard,   to   date  from  July 
15,  1952. 

The  followln^-nnmed  officers  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  position  Indicated  and  for  ap- 
pointment as  lieutenant  general  in  the 
Army  cf  the  United  States  under  the  pro- 
visions of  sections  504  and  515  of  the  Of- 
ficer Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

MaJ.  Gen.  Daniel  Noce,  0522fl,  Unlt«d 
States  Army,  to  be  the  Inspector  General, 
United  States  Army,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general 

MaJ  Gen.  Alexander  Russell  Boiling, 
07548.  United  States  Army,  to  be  command- 
ing general.  Third  Army,  with  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  general. 

MaJ  Gen.  William  Benjamin  Rean 
012470,  United  StLites  Army,  to  be  com- 
manding general.  FUth  Army,  with  the  rank 
of  lieutenant  general. 

Maj  Gen  Lyman  Louis  Lemnltzer,  012687, 
United  States  Army,  to  be  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff  for  Plans  and  Research.  United  States 
Army,  with   the  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  Kelly  Harrison.  Jr.. 
05279.  United  States  Army,  to  be  deputy 
commanding  general.  United  States  Army 
Forces,  Far  East,  with  rank  of  lieutenant 
general. 

MaJ  Gen  Paul  WUklns  Kendall.  012199. 
United  Slates  Army,  to  be  corps  commander, 
with   the  rank   of   lieutenant  general. 

MaJ  Gen  Rpuben  Ellis  Jenkins.  011658. 
United  States  Army,  to  be  corps  commander, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ  Gen.  Isaac  Davis  White.  015080,  Army 
of  the  United  State.s  (brigadier  general.  U.  S. 
Arnij).  to  be  corps  commander,  with  the 
rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

Maj.  Gen.  Withers  Alexander  Burresa, 
04812.  United  States  Army,  to  be  command- 
ing general.  First  Army,  and  senior  United 
States  Army  member.  Military  Staff  Com- 
mittee. United  Nations,  with  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  general. 

The  following-named  officers  for  tem- 
por.try  appointniprit  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  to  the  grades  indicated  under 
the  provl.sions  of  sub.sectlnn  515  (c)  of  the 
Oaicer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

Brig  Gen.  Emerson  Leroy  Cummlngs, 
015500.  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U    S.  Army). 

Brig  Gen  Leslie  Earl  Simon,  015567.  Army 
of  the  United  State.s  (colonel.  U.  S.  Army). 

Brig  Gen.  Richard  Clare  Partridge.  012630. 
Army  of  the  United  Stales  (colonel.  U.  8. 
Army ) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Haydon  Lemalre  Boatner. 
015641.  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U.  S.  Army  I. 

Brig  Gen  Halley  Grey  Maddok,  012852, 
United  Stales  Army. 

Brig.  Gen  Samuel  Tankersley  Williams, 
08472,  United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen.  Arthur  Gilbert  Trudeau,  015513, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Wayne  Carleton  Smith.  016207. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  8. 
Army) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Earle  Standlee,  016530.  Medi- 
cal Corps,  United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen.  Cornelius  Edward  Ryan,  07375, 
United  States  Army. 
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Brig.  Gen.  Kester  Lovejoy  Hastings, 
012219,  United  States  Amy. 

Brig.  Gen  Francis  William  Farrell.  012784, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  tX  8. 
Army ) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Oilman  Clifford  Mudgett, 
014966,  Army  of  the  Unites  States  (colonel, 
U   S.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Garrison  Holt  Davidson,  016755. 
Army  of  the  United  StaKs  (colonel,  U.  8. 
Army  I . 

Brig  Gen.  Paul  DeWltt  Adams.  017306. 
Army  of  the  United  StaUs  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

Brig  Gen  Gerald  Joseph  Hlgglna.  019530. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colo- 
nel, U    S    Army). 

Brig  Gen.  John  Francis  Uncles,  014914, 
Army  of  the  United  Stales  (colonel.  U.  S. 
Army). 

Brig  Gen.  Richard  Warliurton  Stephens. 
015569,  Army  of  the  United  SUtes  (colonel, 
U    S.   Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Ed'»ard  de  Shazo, 
016479.  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U.  S.  Army). 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col  Claude  Monroe  McQuarrle.  012830, 
United  States  Army. 

Col  William  Lenoir  Wilson.  016950.  Med- 
ical Corps.  United  States  Army. 

Col  Emil  Lenzner.  015810.  United  States 
Army. 

Col.  William  Joseph  Bradley.  016B67, 
United  States  Army. 

Col  Ralph  Morris  Osborno.  016399.  United 
Stales  Army. 

Col  Wallace  Hayden  Barnes,  01C426, 
United  Slates  Army. 

Col  George  Edward  Martin.  O16802,  Uhlted 
States  Armv. 

C  Jl.  Philip  DeWltt  Glnder.  016904.  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Louis  Thellmann  Heath.  018060. 
United   States   Arn  v 

Col  Edwin  Rudolpi;  Petzlng,  08463,  United 
States  Army 

Col  Charles  Harold  Royt  015769.  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Paul  Maurice  Seleen,  016139,  United 
Stales  Arm;*. 

Col.  Ralph  Copeland  Cooper.  017741, 
United   States  Army. 

Col.  Eugene  Fodrea  Card  well,  038662, 
United  States  Army. 

Col  Egbert  Wesley  Van  Delden  Cowan, 
011744,  Dental  Corps,  UniK-d  States  Army. 

Col  Willis  Richardson  Slaughter,  05296, 
United  States  Army. 

Col  William  Lawrence  Kay,  010349,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Harrison  Shaler,  012080,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  John  Battle  Hortor..  015150.  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Stanhope  Brasfleld  Mason,  017295. 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Robert  William  Porter,  Jr..  018048, 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Derrlll  McColIough  Daniel.  029500, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (lieutenant 
colonel,  U.  S   Army). 

Col  George  Andrew  Rehm.  012772.  United 
St:ites  Army. 

Col  Louis  Holmes  Glnn,  Jr.  017341, 
Medical  Corps,  United  States  Army. 

Col.  James  Stewart  Willis,  015607,  United 
Slates  Army. 

Col  Holger  Nelson  Toftoy,  016422.  United 
States  Army. 

Col  Frank  Coffin  Holbrock,  016654,  United 
States  Army. 

Col  Max  Sherred  Johnson.  016745.  United 
Slates  Army. 

Col.  Rol>ert  Hlghman  Booth,  018093.  Army 
of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel, 
U.  S.  Army). 

Col.  William  White  Dick,  Jr.,  018384,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel, 
.U.  S.  Army). 


Col.  Ebirle  Gllmore  Wheeler,  018715,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel, 
U.  8.  Army). 

Col.  William  Chllds  Westmoreland.  020223. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (major.  U.  8. 
Army). 

Col.  Louis  Watklns  Prentiss,  014672,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Francis  Elliot  Howard,  016776,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  George  Edward  Lynch.  017715.  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Theodore  William  Parker.  018369. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (lieutenant 
colonel,  U.  S.  Army). 

Col.  Charles  Edward  Hoy,  018556.  Army  of 
the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel.  U.  S. 
Army) . 

(Note. — Above-named  officers  were  ap- 
pointed during  the  recess  of  the  Senate.) 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d 
Cong.) : 

To  be  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  Bacon  Fraser,  0247121. 
Georgia  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
26.  1952. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Calhoun  Henagan,  0163943. 
South  Carolina  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  26.   1952. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Albert  Edward  Henderson, 
0264146,  Ohio  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  26,   1952. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Paul  Henry  Jordan.  0241877. 
Tennessee  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
26.  1952. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Edward  Devlin  Slrols,  0174246, 
Massachusetts  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  27,  1952. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Brl7.  Gen.  Ernest  Nicholas  Bauman, 
0262926,  Illinois  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May  26,   1952. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Justus  Hearn,  0295111, 
Georgia  National  Guard,  to  date  from  June 
8.  1952. 

Brig.  Gen.  Jesse  Scott  Lindsay.  0237198. 
Kentucky  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
26.  1952. 

Brig.  Gen.  Julius  Andres  Stark.  0143760. 
Ohio  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May  26, 
1952. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Frederick  White, 
0285841,  California  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May  27,  1952. 

Brig.  Gen.  Otis  Mlnot  Whitney.  0279172. 
Massachusetts  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  26.  1952. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  February  16, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  infinite  and  eternal  God,  who 
hast  created  us  with  a  capacity  for  the 
virtues  of  love  and  sympathy  and  kind- 
ness, we  thank  Thee  for  this  new  week 
called  Brotherhood  Week. 

We  penitently  confess  that  we  so 
frequently  allow  pride  and  prejudice, 
selfishness  and  self-interest  to  supplant 
and  usurp  the  spirit  of  friendship  and 
brotherliness  which  Thou  hast  ordained 
as  the  natural  and  normal  feeling  in  the 
realm  of  human  relationships. 

Grant  that  during  this  week  we  may 
be  inspired  to  cultivate  a  more  congenial 
and  magnanimous  attitude  toward  all 
mankind. 

May  it  be  our  deepest  personal  con- 
cern and  our  supreme  national  interest 


to  release  the  radiant  splendor  which  is 
hidden  in  the  soul  of  humanity  and  to 
give  ourselves  sincerely  and  whole- 
heartedly to  the  glorious  task  of  saving 
human  hearts  from  despair  and  human 
lives  from  misery  and  degradation. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  blessed 
Lord  who  went  about  doing  good.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
"Thursday,  February  12,  1953,  was  read 
and  approved. 


T.IESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Ssnate  had  adopted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  69) : 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Elbert 
Duncan  Thomas,  late  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Utah. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  transmit  s 
copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 


THIRTY-FIFTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
THE  FOUNDING  OF  THE  LITH- 
UANIAN REPUBLIC 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCOElMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  add  my  voice  and  the  sentiments 
of  my  heart  to  the  plea  which  Americans 
of  Lithuanian  descent  today  make  in  be- 
half of  their  kin  in  their  native  land. 

Today  marks  the  35th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  Lithuanian  Republic. 

The  present  condition  of  world  unrest 
which  has  tragically  placed  much  of  con- 
tinental Europe  under  the  control  and 
domination  of  a  godless  dictatorship 
finds  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  temp>o- 
rarily  deprived  of  its  God-given  rights  to 
liberty  and  independence. 

The  people  in  that  gallant  little  nation 
are  slaves  to  a  government  which  has 
despoiled  them  of  their  homes,  their 
land,  their  religion — and  their  freedom. 

Under  the  ruthless  aggression  of  So- 
viet Russia,  their  social,  ethnic,  religious, 
and  national  traditions  have  been  cruelly 
obliterated  in  the  endeavor  to  transform 
their  native  land  into  a  Communist 
satellite. 

The  cup  of  sorrow  which  the  Lithu- 
anian people  have  been  forced  to  drink 
unites  us  with  their  sufferings.  Our  Na- 
tion, as  a  sovereign,  has  never  recognized 
the  Soviet  absorption  of  the  Republic  of 
Lithuania,  and  on  this  anniversary  of 
Lithuanian  independence,  it  is  fitting 
that  we  remind  the  world  of  the  grievous 
wrong  inflicted  upon  a  brave  E>eople.  We 
join  in  their  sorrow  because  we  cannot 
rejoice  in  their  freedom.  Sympathy  with 
their  cause  is  notice  to  the  world  that  we 
shall  give  no  comfort  to  the  tyrant  who 
has  despoiled  Lithuania. 

The  courage  of  the  Lithuanian  people 
has  surmounted  their  despair.  Their 
freedom  is  celebrated  everywhere 
today — except  in  their  native  land. 
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Descended  from  an  ancient  people, 
not  related  in  any  way  to  the  Russians 
or  other  Slavic  peoples,  the  Lithuanians 
developed  their  own  language,  their  own 
culture,  and  their  own  traditions.  They 
devised  and  chose  their  own  form  of 
government,  and  it  is  but  natural  that 
they  harbor  a  yearning  desire  to  recap- 
ture their  independence  and  to  preserve 
the  ideals  of  their  own  culture. 

Despite  Soviet  attempts  to  communiz« 
Lithuania,  despite  the  forced  migration 
of  her  people  to  Soviet  slave-labor  camps,, 
the  Lithuanian  underground  is  still  ac- 
tive and  Lithuanian  independence  is  still 
recognized  by  the  United  States. 

During  its  brief  era  of  independence 
after  the  First  World  War,  Lithuania 
amply  demonstrated  her  worth  and 
ability  as  a  member  of  the  family  of  na- 
tions. By  her  progress  in  advancing  the 
economic  and  cultural  life  of  her  people, 
she  proved  her  qualification  to  dis- 
charge the  solemn  responsibilities  of  in- 
dependence. On  the  basis  of  justice  and 
righteousness,  on  the  basis  of  the  solemn 
principles  of  the  Atlantic  Charter,  that 
independence  should  be  restored  to 
Lithuania  and  her  people. 

The  spark  of  liberty  has  smoldered  for 
centuries  in  the  hearts  of  the  Lithu- 
anians, and  their  desire  to  be  free  has 
overcome  all  obstacles. 

Our  purpose  in  marking  this  anni- 
versary, therefore,  is  to  hold  out  to  this 
courageous  people  the  encouragement  of 
friendship  and  the  assurance  of  aid  and 
sympathy.  We  join  with  them  in  their 
aspirations  for  freedom  and  will  con- 
tinue to  refuse  to  recognize  the  predatory 
power  which  has  usurped  their  land  and 
their  government. 

Our  late  beloved .  President,  Franklin 
Delano  Roosevelt,  out  of  the  wealth  of  his 
own  bouyant  hope  and  courage,  once  told 
a  group  of  Americans  of  Lithuanian 
descent  that  Lithuania  will  one  day 
have  a  new  birth  of  freedom. 

On  this  35th  anniversary  of  the  found- 
ing of  the  Lithuanian  Republic,  it  is  our 
fervent  prayer  that  the  dawn  of  that  day 
is  not  far  distant,  and  that  then  the  sun- 
light of  liberty  will  again  shine  through- 
out the  noble  little  democracy  on  the 
shores  of  the  Baltic  Sea. 


LITHUANIA  IN  EXILE  OBSERVES  THE 
35TH  ANNIVERSARY  OP  HER  NA- 
TIONAL INDEPENDENCE 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


LITHUANIA:  UNCONQUERED 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  p>oint  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
saohuBctts? 

was  no  objection. 


Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  such  a 
small  country,  whose  people  never 
harmed  anyone. 

Why  then  should  Red  Russia,  the  larg- 
est land  mass  in  the  world  fear  its  little 
captive?  It  ii  garrisoned  by  Red  armies, 
combed  by  t<Tror-police  from  Moscow, 
bombarded  with  Red  propaganda,  and  its 
people  subjected  to  every  form  of  mate- 
rial and  psychological  pressure. 

The  contest  appears  to  be  so  one- 
sided, so  hopeless. 

And  yet  Russia,  the  Goliath,  is  afraid 
of  little  David. 

Why? 

What  is  it  in  the  Lithuanian  people 
that  the  Red5>  cannot  conquer? 

Perhaps  they  remember  imperial  Rome 
at  the  height  of  its  pagan  power,  trying 
to  cope  with  i  little  band  of  Christians 
who  were  armed  only  with  faith  and 
love. 

What  happened  to  the  ancient  dic- 
tatorship will  happen  to  the  modern  one 
while  faith  in  God  and  the  dignity  of 
man  survive  to  resume  their  progress. 

That  is  what  gives  us  confidence  on 
the  35th  anniversary  of  Lithuania's 
independence. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  never 
endorsed  the  en.slaven:ent  of  Lithuania 
or  any  other  nation.  They  never  will. 
Conscience  may  be  slow  to  speak,  but 
at  last  it  is  stirring.  The  American  peo- 
ple have  given  a  mandate  to  their  Gov- 
ernment to  repudiate  all  secret  atjree- 
ment.s.  and  with  a  knowledge  of  their 
moral  as  well  as  material  strength,  to 
regain  the  initiative  over  communi.sm. 

This  is  the  best  news  that  the  op- 
pressed people  of  Lithuania  have  had  in 
years.  And  this  encouragement  will 
reach  through  to  them  in  spite  of  every 
frantic  effort  by  the  Kremlin  to  prevent 
the  truth  from  being  known. 

Thank  God  for  the  faith  and  courage 
of  the  Lithuanian  people,  and  for  the 
leadership  oi  the  American  people  in 
championing  the  cause  of  freedom  every- 
where. 

The  long  night  of  Communist  terror 
is  coming  to  its  end. 

Slowly,  perhaps,  but  inevitably. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEIND  RE- 
MARKS ON  35TH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

Mr.  McCCRMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
a^k  unanimous  consent  that  all  Memt>ers 
who  desire  to  do  so  may  extend  their 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on 
the  35th  anniversary  of  the  independ- 
ence of  Lithuania. 

The  SPEAIffiR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  courage 
is  a  quality  of  mankind  that  knows  no 
boundaries.  Venerated  in  all  societies 
and  in  all  eras,  it  is  a  characterisic  of 
human  greatness  that  rises  above  all 
others.  Nor  is  courage  a  quality  neces- 
sarily confined  to  the  individual.  Rath- 
er, it  is  something  that  often  transcends 
the  individual  and  ultimately  joins  with 
others  on  a  higher  plane  of  human  en- 
deavor where  there  is  created  a  united 
spirit  of  courage  universal  in  scope. 


"Courage  conquers  all  things,"  the 
Roman  poet  Ovid  tells  us.  and  truly  cour- 
age does  conquer  all  things  when  it  has 
transcended  the  Individual  and  united 
with  a  national  spirit  whose  possessors 
have  as  their  inspiration  a  righteous  and 
Just  cause. 

Such  is  the  quality  of  courage  held  by 
the  heroic  people  of  Lithuania.  Such  is 
the  vitality  of  their  national  spirit,  and 
such  is  the  righteousness  and  justice  of 
their  cause.  Like  other  jaeoples  in  East- 
ern Europe,  the  Lithuanians  have  been 
suppressed  in  the  most  ruthless  manner 
as  a  sovereign  people,  and  they  have  lost 
their  liberties;  they  have  lost  their  rights 
as  a  sovereign  people,  and  they  have  lost 
their  right  to  the  pursuit  of  happiness. 
But  the  Lithuanian  people  have  not  lost 
their  will  to  live  as  a  free  nation,  nor 
have  they  lost  the  heroic  spirit  necessary 
to  regain  that  freedom.  In  the  face  of 
constant  danger,  every  true  Lithuanian 
has  joined  hand  in  hand  with  his  broth- 
er, and  with  a  solidarity  of  purpose  that 
is  an  everla.sting  tribute  to  their  na- 
tional traditions  they  have  together  re- 
sisted the  Communist  tyranny  fearlessly 
and  courageously. 

On  this  35th  anniversary  of  Lithua- 
nian independence,  it  is  fitting  that  we 
of  the  free  world  pause  and  reflect 
thoughtfully  upon  the  fate  of  those  peo- 
ple who  are  now  enslaved  within  the 
sphere  of  Soviet  domination.  History 
has  -dealt  severely  with  the  people  of 
Lithuania,  but  their  spirit  remains  un- 
daunted and  their  cause  undefiled.  By 
their  courage  to  resist  the  oppressor, 
they  have  given  testimony  to  their  de- 
termination to  remain  faithful  to  their 
tradition  of  national  heroism,  and  by 
their  valor  in  servitude,  they  have  in- 
spired the  entire  free  world  to  carry  on. 
as  they  are  carrying  on.  in  the  cause  of 
freedom  To  us  all.  the  people  of  Lith- 
uania have  proved  that  "Courage  con- 
quers all  things." 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  per- 
haps there  has  never  been  a  time  since 
Lithuania's  loss  of  independence  when 
Its  recovery  seemed  more  imminent. 

The  declaration  of  President  Eisen- 
hower that  secret  agreements  of  the  pa.st 
are  to  be  repudiated,  establishes  this  as 
a  policy  of  the  new  administration.  It 
i.s  evident  that  the  promise  by  the  Presi- 
dent that  a  policy  of  liberation  will  be 
instituted  shall  also  be  carried  out. 

I  will  be  proud  to  support  a  liberation 
rather  than  a  containment  policy.  Too 
long  have  the  brave  and  freedom-loving 
people  of  Lithuania  suffered  under  a 
tyrant's  heel. 

Meanwhile,  we  must  encourage  the 
every  breath  of  independence  within  en- 
slaved peoples.  Let  the  celebration  of 
the  35th  anniversiiry  of  Lithuania's  in- 
dependence be  a  heartening  sign  to  all 
others  who  have  lost  freedom  but  not 
the  desire  for  it. 

Mr  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wi.'-h  to 
include  a  message  which  I  sent  to  the 
Lithuanian  Americans  on  their  35th  an- 
niversary of  Lithuania's  independence, 
February  16,  1953; 

I  am  happy  to  greet  Lithuanian  Americans 
on  the  35th  anniversary  of  Lithuania's  Inde- 
pendence. 

It  Is  Indeed  tragic  that  your  kinfolk  in 
the  homeland  are  under  the  heel  of  domi- 
nation of  the  oppressors  In  the  Soviet  Union. 
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Freedom  and  liberty  are  unknown  there 
and  we  can  all  only  look  forward  to  the  day 
when  the  Lithuanian  peop  e  are  free  from 
this  domination  and,  In  fact,  when  all  free- 
dom-loving people  will  once  more  be  free  to 
determine  the  type  of  government  which 
they  wish  to  live  under. 

Mr  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  peo- 
ples, at  one  time  or  another  in  their  his- 
tory, have  had  their  time  of  troubles. 
In  the  fortunes  of  nations,  as  in  the  case 
of  men.  there  are  rises  and  declines. 
This  has  certainly  been  true  of  Lithu- 
ania. And.  on  the  very  borders  of  east 
and  west,  not  strong  enough  to  withstand 
the  advancing  hordes  from  the  east,  the 
country  has  repeatedly  fallen  victim  to 
superior  forces. 

Early  in  modern  times.  Lithuania  was 
overrun  by  the  Russians.  Independence 
was  lost,  and  the  country  became  a  part 
of  Czarist  Russia.  For  more  than  100 
years,  Lithuanians  enduied  this  heavy 
yoke.  They  dreamed,  planned,  and 
worked  to  regain  national  independence. 
Toward  the  end  of  World  War  I,  they  saw 
their  opportunity.  When  the  Czarist 
Government  of  Russia  collapsed,  they 
saw  their  chance.  On  May  16.  1918.  they 
proclaimed  their  independence.  From 
that  day  to  1940.  Lithuanians  enjoyed 
the  ble.ssing  of  freedom.  And.  in  free- 
dom, they  rebuilt  their  country  as  a 
model  democracy  of  the  eastern  Baltic. 
Once  again  in  1940,  howe\er.  the  envious 
eyes  of  greedy  neighbors  fell  upon  Lith- 
uania. Soviet  tyranny  simply  could  not 
tolerate  free  Lithuania  a.s  an  independ- 
ent neighbor.  In  June  of  that  year, 
under  some  flimsy  pretext,  the  Red  army 
moved  into  Lithuania.  In  less  than  a 
month,  the  whole  country  v.as  Soviet- 
ized,  and  was  annexed  to  the  Soviet 
Union.  Since  then,  the  Lithuanians 
have  had  to  carry  the  weight  of  oppres- 
sion, imposed  upon  th-^m  by  the  Kremlin. 

Since  the  end  of  the  war.  the  outside 
world  has  received  only  fragmentary  in- 
formation from  Lithuania.  We  know 
very  little  of  the  situation  there.  That 
little  is  both  heartening  and  dishearten- 
ing. On  the  one  hand,  wc  hear  of  purges, 
of  arrests,  and  wholesale  deportations  to 
distance  parts  of  the  Soviet  Union.  On 
the  other  hand,  reports  reach  us  of 
underground  forces  working  against  the 
tyrannical  government  showing  that  the 
spirit  of  independence  has  not  died,  even 
under  the  most  adverse  circumstances. 
Today  Lithuanians  are  not  allowed  to 
acknowledge  their  indep>endence  day. 
But  we  who  have  the  privilege  of  cele- 
brating this  day  can  express  the  hope 
that  freedom  shall  soon  be  regained  in 
Lithuania. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  congratu- 
late my  fellow  citizens  of  Lithuanian 
origin  on  this  35th  anniversary  of  Lith- 
uania's independence.  I  also  join  with 
them  in  their  fervent  hope  that  we  may 
soon  celebrate  this  day  with  unreserved 
joy.  as  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  once 
again  becomes  a  free  nation. 

In  my  own  State  of  Connecticut  I  have 
often  had  the  privilege  of  observing  the 
courage  and  strength  cf  Americans  of 
Lithuanian  descent.  F^om  this  I  have 
acquired  a  great  faith  in  the  people  of 
Lithuania,  and  a  firm  beaef  that  the  ter- 
rible trials  which  they  are  being  sub- 
jected to  will  not  diminish  their  deter- 


mination to  regain  their  freedom  and 
independence. 

On  this  February  16  I  wish  to  reas- 
sure my  countrymen  whose  relatives  and 
friends  are  in  Lithuania  that  we  shall 
not  cease  working  for  the  restoration  of 
the  Republic  of  Lithuania.  Our  Gov- 
ernment has  never  recognized  the  Soviet 
Union's  shameless  attempt  to  annex  and 
enslave  Lithuania. 

In  the  years  between  1918  and  1940 
the  Republic  of  Lithuania  dramatically 
demonstrated  its  ability  to  play  an  im- 
portant role  in  world  affairs.  The  eco- 
nomic and  social  gains  of  those  years 
were  the  wonder  of  all  observers.  The 
world  has  a  moral  obligation  to  bring  this 
heroip  country  back  to  its  rightful  place 
in  the  family  of  free  nations. 

Mrs.  BUCHANAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  czarist  government  of  Russia  crum- 
bled in  November  of  1917.  all  subject 
nationalities  under  Russia's  oppressive 
regime  saw  their  chance  for  liberation. 
One  by  one.  all  of  them,  scattered  in 
all  parts  of  Eastern  Europe  to  the  Cau- 
casus, proclaimed  their  national  inde- 
pendence. Brave  and  proud  Lithuanians 
who  had  weathered  many  severe  storms 
in  this  history,  who  had  developed  strong 
and  sturdy  national  characteristics 
under  adversity,  who  had  successfully 
kept  alive  their  love  of  freedom  and  lib- 
erty, proclaimed  their  national  inde- 
pendence on  this  very  day,  on  February 
16.  1918.  35  years  ago. 

For  the  next  22  years,  prior  to  the 
tragic  events  of  1940,  all  friends  of  free- 
dom followed  the  steady  progress  made 
by  Lithuania.  All  Lithuanians  may  well 
be  proud  of  the  splendid  record  of  per- 
formance during  those  22  peaceful  years. 
Lithuania's  political,  economic,  cultural 
and  social  life  developed  along  broad 
democratic  lines.  The  standard  of  liv- 
ing steadily  rose.  In  short,  during  that 
relatively  short  and  peaceful  time  Lith- 
uania became  a  model  democracy  in 
northeastern  Europe. 

In  1940  the  independent  Lithuania  be- 
came a  tragic  casualty  of  World  War 
II.  First,  it  was  brought  by  brute  force 
under  the  heel  of  the  Red  army.  Then, 
when  two  tyrannies  began  to  wage  their 
life-and-death  struggle  in  1941,  Lith- 
uania came  under  the  Nazi  yoke.  Fi- 
nally, toward  the  end  of  that  war  Red 
forces  came  in  once  more  as  liberators 
and  have  been  there  as  conquerors  ever 
since.  This  liberation,  on  the  Soviet 
model,  has  been  so  complete  that  since 
1945  Lithuania  has  been  isolated  from 
the  free  world,  sealed  off  from  all  pass- 
ers-by and  eavesdroppers.  Soviet  bull- 
dozers have  been  at  work  trying  to  up- 
root the  spirit  of  independence  and  of 
freedom.  Patriotic  and  Uberty-loving 
Lithuanians  have  either  been  silenced, 
incarcerated,  or  carted  by  freight  cars 
to  distant  parts  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
During  the  last  several  years  there  have 
been  rumors,  constantly  repeated,  that 
Lithuanians  have  been  evicted  from  the 
Baltic  shore  and  their  place  is  being 
taken  by  Communist  Russians  and  their 
supporters  from  the  Siberian  regions. 
In  these  tragic  circumstances,  there  can 
hardly  be  a  celebration  of  national  in- 
dependence day  there. 

We   in    this    country,  however,   join 
Americans  of  Lithuanian  descent  today 


in  their  commemoration.  To  these  peo- 
ple who  did  so  much  in  the  regeneration 
and  rebuilding  of  independent  Lith- 
uania, who  gladly  made  sacrifices  for 
the  well-being  and  happiness  of  unfor- 
tunate Lithuanians,  we  can  say  that  we 
ardently  hope  that  in  the  not  too  distant 
future,  Lithuanians  will  also  be  celebrat- 
ing independence  day  in  their  beloved 
fatherland. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Feb- 
ruary 16,  1953.  all  Lithuanians  and 
friends  of  Lithuania  observe  the  35th 
anniversary  of  the  declaration  of  inde- 
pendence, which  created  the  free  Repub- 
lic of  Lithuania.  The  culture  of  Lithu- 
ania extends  back  through  the  centuries 
and  modern  civilization  is  grateful  to 
the  contribution  made  by  the  intellectual 
leaders  of  this — one  of  the  oldest  nations 
on  the  European  continent. 

During  its  history,  Lithuania  has  en- 
joyed long  periods  of  freedom,  self-gov- 
ernment, and  progress.  Lithuania  has 
also  undergone  periods  of  domination 
and  control  by  more  powerful  neighbor 
nations  who  have  made  every  effort  to 
extinguish  the  light  of  liberty  in  the 
minds  and  hearts  of  the  Lithuanian 
people. 

An  example  of  this  came  in  1795  when 
Russia  occupied  Lithuania  and  inflicted 
a  period  of  enslavement  lasting  for  over 
a  century  and  a  quarter.  During  this 
time  the  patriotism  and  loyalty,  which 
is  always  alive  in  the  hearts  of  Lithu- 
anians, enabled  its  p>eople  to  constantly 
carry  on  the  incessant  fight  against  the 
conquering  tyrant  who  was  temporarily 
in  control  of  their  government. 

On  February  16,  1918,  Lithuania  un- 
shackled the  tyrant's  irons  and  declared 
its  independence  by  establishing  the 
Lithuanian  Republic.  Soviet  Russia  rec- 
ognized the  Lithuanian  nation  as  a  free 
and  independent  state. 

This  free  nation  immediately,  under 
its  self-governing  constitution,  again 
demonstrated  that  if  allowed  to  conduct 
its  own  internal  affairs  it  would  rapidly 
rise  as  one  of  the  important  nations  not 
only  of  the  European  continent,  but  of 
the  world.  This  progress  as  a  free  na- 
tion continued  up  until  the  year  1940 
when  the  Russian  tyrants  again  brought 
disappointment,  sorrow,  and  disillusion- 
ment to  the  liberty -loving  people  of 
Lithuania. 

As  chairman  of  the  Special  Congres- 
sional Committe  Investigating  the  Katyn 
Forest  Massacre,  testimony  was  pre- 
sented in  our  hearings  that  Lithuania 
was  one  of  the  nations  of  Euroi>e  who 
lost  millions  of  !ts  population  through 
massacres  and  genocide  during  the  last 
decade  by  both  the  Communists  and  Nazi 
tyrants.  Over  a  million  of  Lithuania's 
people  have  been  murdered  or  taken 
prisoner  by  the  Soviet  Union  during  re- 
cent years.  Arrests,  murders,  and  de- 
portations have  been  inflicted  by  the 
Communists  upon  the  Lithuanian  peo- 
ple. They  are  in  constant  fear  of  the 
dictators  and  the  slave-labor  camps 
within  their  own  borders. 

As  chairman  of  the  Katyn  committee, 
I  have  filed  a  resolution  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  Congress  asking  that 
the  final  report  of  our  committee,  along 
with  the  seven  volumes  of  testimony,  be 
submitted  to  the  American  delegates  at 
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the  United  Nations  for  action  by  that 
international  body.  One  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  our  committee  asks  that 
the  United  Nations  organization  imme- 
diately make  an  exhaustive  study  and 
Investigation  of  all  mass  murders  and 
genocide,  which  the  Soviet  Government 
is  inflicting  upon  all  subjugated  nations 
in  Europe,  including  Lithuania. 

I  do  hope  that  this  great  international 
body  will  follow  up  and  take  action 
against  the  tyrannical  aggressor,  who  is 
today  keeping  so  many  liberty-loving 
people  under  bondage. 

The  spirit  of  self-government  for  the 
Lithuanian  people  will  never  die  in  the 
minds  and  hearts  of  all  true  Lithuanians. 
The  pages  of  history  record  that  Lithu- 
ania cannot  be  deprived  of  its  liberty  for 
long.  Dictators  who  rule  by  fear;  slave- 
labor  camps;  mass  murders;  and  organ- 
ized genocide  cannot  long  succeed  in 
their  ruthless  disregard  cf  human  rights. 
Lithuania  will  again  regain  its  freedom 
and  its  constitution.  Its  fight  for  free- 
dom and  self- government  must  continue 
'til  victory  is  won. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  On  the  occasion 
of  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  declara- 
tion of  independence  of  Lithuania,  may 
I  join  with  millions  of  other  free  people 
around  the  world  who  have  followed  the 
course  of  recent  history  of  Lithuania 
with  grief  and  concern. 

Exactly  35  years  ago  today  the  Lithu- 
anian people,  in  defiance  of  the  mighty 
German  Empire,  proclaimed  their  de- 
termination to  sever  all  bonds  that  had 
formerly  tied  the  country  to  Russia  and 
to  restore  Lithuania  as  a  sovereign  state 
based  on  democratic  principles. 

That  happened  while  the  First  World 
War  was  still  in  progress  and  the  Lithu- 
anian territory  was  occupied  by  German 
armies. 

At  the  time  when  the  war  ended  the 
proclamation  of  Lithuania's  independ- 
ence became  reality.  Soon  various  na- 
tions, first  of  all  the  neighbors  of  Lithu- 
ania recognized  the  sovereignty  of  Lithu- 
ania and  assumed  regular  diplomatic 
relations.  The  United  States  of  America 
granted  recognition  on  July  27,  1922. 

The  Communist  regime  which  seized 
power  in  Russia  in  1917  solemnly  pro- 
claimed its  adherence  to  the  principle 
of  self-determination  of  nations,  as  ex- 
pressed in  President  Wilson's  14  points. 
A  peace  treaty  was  concluded  in  Mos- 
cow on  July  12,  1920,  between  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  and  the  Re- 
public of  Lithuania  in  which  the  Soviet 
Government  recognized  without  any  re- 
serve the  sovereignty  ahd  independence 
of  the  state  of  Lithaania  with  all  juri- 
dical consequences  resulting  from  such 
recognition  and  renounced  voluntarily 
and  forever  all  sovereign  rights  possessed 
by  Russia  over  the  Lithuanian  people 
and  territory. 

For  two  decades  normal  and  peaceful 
relations  have  been  maintained  between 
the  two  neighbors.  Several  treaties  were 
concluded  during  that  period  of  time. 

On  September  28,  1926,  a  nonaggres- 
sion  pact  was  signed  in  Moscow  by  the 
representatives  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  and 
those  of  Lithuania  In  which  the  Soviet 
government  reaflQrmed  its  obligation 
to  respect  Lithuania's  sovereignty,  in- 
tegrity, and  territorial  inviolability  in  all 
circumstances.    Before  the  termination 


date  of  the  nonaggression  pact,  the  So- 
viet government  proposed  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Lithuania  that  the  validity  of 
this  pact  be  extended  for  another  10 
years.  This  was  done  on  April  4,  1934. 
and  the  pact  was  extended  until  De- 
cember 31.  1945. 

On  July  5,  1933,  a  Convention  for  the 
Definition  of  Aggression  was  concluded 
in  London  between  the  RepubUc  of 
Lithuania  and  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  Among 
other  things,  both  states  agreed  to  con- 
sider as  aggression  the  invasion  by 
armed  forces,  even  without  declaration 
of  war,  of  the  territory  of  the  other  state. 
It  was  further  agreed  that  no  considera- 
tion of  a  political,  military,  economic,  or 
other  order  may  serve  as  an  excuse  for 
or  justification  of  aggression. 

In  unprecedented  disregard  of  these 
treaties  and  other  solemn  obligations  on 
the  part  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R..  the  Moscow 
Government  delivered  an  ultimatum  to 
Lithuania  on  June  14,  1940.  demanding 
that  free  entry  into  the  territory  of 
Lithuania  be  immediately  assured  for 
units  of  the  Army  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
Less  than  12  hours  were  given  for  the  re- 
ply of  the  Lithuanian  Government.  But 
even  before  the  expiration  of  this  term, 
armored  columns  of  the  Red  army  flood- 
ed Lithuania,  as  well  as  two  other 
Baltic  States. 

All  of  the  methods  of  sovietization 
under  a  peoples  democracy  were  flr.st 
tested  in  the  Baltic  countries.  The  elec- 
tions to  People's  Diet,  people's  govern- 
ment, agrarian  reforms,  and  so  forth, 
were  all  stage-managed  by  top  officials 
of  the  Kremlin  installed  in  Lithuania. 
The  political  will  of  the  people  was 
counterfeited  by  so-called  elections  of 
the  People's  Diet  organized  under  the 
bayonets  of  the  Red  army  and  the  pistols 
of  the  Soviet  secret  police  agents. 

As  soon  as  the  Soviets  were  established 
in  Lithuania,  it  was  no  longer  necessary 
for  the  Kremlin  to  distort  the  true  na- 
ture of  the  facts.  On  June  30.  1940, 
Molotov  bluntly  declared  that  "the  tra- 
ditional Russian  policy,  practiced  since 
the  days  of  Ivan  the  Terrible,  necessi- 
tated the  incorporation  of  Lithuania  into 
the  Soviet  Union."  The  Peoples  Diet, 
in  its  resolution  addressed  to  Moscow, 
frankly  admitted  that  the  "liberation"  of 
Lithuania  was  accomplished  "thanks  to 
the  Soviet  Union." 

I  am  proud  to  say  that  the  United 
States  has  never  recognized  the  fruits  of 
the  Soviet  aggression  on  Lithuania  and 
other  Baltic  States.  On  the  contrary, 
it  has  denounced  that  act  of  violence 
and  continues  to  regard  Lithuania  as  a 
sovereign  and  independent  republic. 

It  is  to  the  everlasting  credit  to  this 
country  of  ours  and  especially  to  the 
United  States  Congress  which,  in  the 
interest  of  humanity,  undertook  an  his- 
toric task  to  investigate  the  Katyn  mas- 
sacre. It  was  proved,  beyond  any  doubt, 
that  the  horrible  executions  were  carried 
out  by  the  same  Kremlin  rulers  who 
raped  the  Baltic  States. 

The  massacre  of  14.000  Polish  officers 
shook  conscience  of  the  world,  but  mil- 
lions of  people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
subjugated  and  doomed  to  physical  de- 
struction offer  an  even  more  frightful 
example  of  Soviet  crimes. 

And  I  suggest  that  this  Congress 
should  enact  necessary  lesislation  to  in- 


vestigate the  circumstances  under 
which  the  seizure  of  the  Baltic  States 
was  performed.  Special  attention  de- 
serves the  Kremlin -staged  elections  to 
People's  Diet  which  are  constantly  pre- 
sented by  the  Soviet  Government  to  the 
public  opinion  as  justification  of  the 
aggression  against  the  Baltic  States. 

Such  an  investigation  would  clearly 
show  to  the  American  public  and  the 
other  people  of  the  world  the  true  nature 
of  the  Red  Russian  imperialism.  It 
would  clear  away  the  confusion  now  sur- 
rounding the  subject  in  the  minds  of  the 
public. 

May  I  take  this  opportunity  to  express 
my  firm  conviction  that  the  cause  of  jus- 
tice will  finally  triumph  over  the  forces 
of  enslavement  and  terror  and  that 
Lithuania  will  soon  have  her  place  in  the 
family  of  free  and  independent  nations. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKL  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
marks  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  na- 
tional independence  of  Lithuania,  and 
the  free  people  all  over  the  world  once 
again  raise  their  voices  in  encouragement 
and  sympathy  to  the  people  of  that 
valiant  democratic  republic. 

Despite  oppression  and  torture  at  the 
hands  of  Communist  forces,  the  spirit  of 
the  once-free  Lithuania  continues  to  live 
and  burn  brightly  in  the  hearts  of  her 
sons  and  daughters,  both  within  their 
homeland  and  abroad.  Occupied  by 
totalitarian  power,  incorporated  forcibly 
into  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
publics, deprived  of  their  individual, 
political,  economic,  and  religious  free- 
doms, the  people  of  Lithuania  long  for 
the  day  when  their  country  will  once 
ak'ain  resume  its  rlf,'htful  place  in  the 
family  of  free  nations. 

It  is  my  hope  that  in  this  trying  period 
of  their  liistory  the  people  of  Lithuania 
will  draw  encouragement  from  the  warm 
regard  which  our  country  has  held  for 
them.  American  sympathy  with  the 
Lithuanian  people  has  been  manifest  In 
our  pre.ss  and  in  Congress,  as  well  as  in 
the  official  policy  of  our  Government, 
first  declared  on  July  23.  1940,  which  has 
refu.sed  to  recognize  Soviet  Russia's  ab- 
sorption of  Lithuania  and  has  persisted 
in  recognition  of  the  established  demo- 
cratic republic. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  this  35th  anniversary 
of  Lithuania's  independence  I  want  to 
extend  my  congratulations  to  the  people 
of  that  brave  country  and  to  all  Ameri- 
cans of  Lithuanian  ancestry.  I  join  in 
their  prayer  that  the  oppression  of  their 
native  land  may  soon  be  ended. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
happy  to  make  these  few  comments  on 
the  35th  anniversary  of  Lithuania's  in- 
dependence. 

Since  a  celebration  thereof  is  forbid- 
den in  the  homeland  this  year  because 
of  Communist  aggression,  suppression, 
and  tyrannical  de  potism,  it  is  more  im- 
portant that  free  people  throughout  the 
world  join  with  Lithuanians  every- 
where in  letting  them  know  in  no  un- 
certain terms  that  we  not  only  under- 
stand their  plight  in  their  homeland,  but 
will  do  all  within  our  power  to  ease  their 
burden. 

To  the  1.000.000  loyal  Americans  of 
Lithuanian  descent,  I  say  that  they  are 
not  one  bit  less  patriotic  and  loyal  to 
the  United  Statej  by  continuing  to  show 
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a  very  active  Interest  In  their  friends 
and  relatives  in  Lithuania. 

It  is  incumbent  upon  all  of  us  who 
love  freedom  and  lib«;rty  to  devote  our 
hves  to  the  strengthening  of  the  spirit 
of  independence  in  the  hearts  of  men 
all  over  the  world. 

We  must  never  forget  that  an  attack 
upon  liberty  anywhere  is  an  attack  upon 
liberty  everywhere. 

Let  us-  continue  to  work  together  to 
free  the  enslaved,  no  matter  where  they 
may  be. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  express  today,  on  the 
35th  anniversary  of  Lithuania's  inde- 
pendence as  a  mode-n  state,  my  con- 
tinuing admiration  lor  and  sympathy 
with  the  heroic  people  of  that  inde- 
structible country. 

Lithuania  has  exisi^ed  for  more  than 
800  years,  a  large  p>art  of  that  time  under 
cruel  foreign  domination.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  present  illegal  incorpo- 
ration of  Lithuania  into  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Sociali-st  Republics,  which  never 
has  been  recognized  by  the  United 
States,  cannot  be — however  inhuman  it 
may  be  for  Lithuanians — a  permanent 
setback  to  the  development  of  Lithuania. 
The  country  of  Mindaugas  and  Vytautas 
can  never  die. 

No,  the  country  can  never  perish,  but 
lis  people,  many  of  them,  are  perishing. 
We  know  how  more  than  50.000  were 
deported  to  misery  and  death  in  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  on  the  night  of  June  14-15. 
1941.  and  how  3  or  4  times  that  number, 
at  least,  have  been  deported  or  extermi- 
nated by  the  Soviet  Union  since  that 
time. 

Oppressive  Soviet  exploitation  Is  rob- 
bing Lithuania  of  its  naturaf  resources 
as  well  as  of  its  people.  But  not,  I  be- 
lieve, of  its  spirit.  And  certainly  not  of 
its  friends  and  well-wishers  throughout 
the  free  world. 

I  know  that  all  Americans  Join  me  in 
Bending  warm  greetings  to  the  people  of 
Lithuania  on  this  tragic .  anniversary. 
We  hope  they  may  have  the  fortitude 
and  the  patience  to  endure  until  Lithu- 
ania once  again  takes  its  rightful  place 
in  the  community  of  free  nations. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this 
day.  February  16,  35  years  ago,  the  gal- 
lant people  of  Lithuania  declared  their 
independence. 

From  the  late  1700's  until  1918  her  his- 
tory had  been  one  of  continuous  sub- 
jufjation  to  the  Russian  Czars.  During 
the  First  World  War  Lithuania  was  in- 
vaded by  the  German  forces  and  re- 
mained occupied  for  a  period  of  over  3 
years.  On  February  16.  in  the  year  1918, 
Lithuanian  independence  was  pro- 
claimed and  she  retained  her  independ- 
ent status  until  the  outbreak  of  World 
War  II.  During  this  period  the  country 
was  forced  to  accept  the  quartering  of 
Russian  troops  along  the  Baltic  coast 
and  in  other  portions  of  the  country. 
Later,  finding  herself  helpless,  the  coun- 
try was  overrun  by  Russian  forces. 

Although  the  largest  of  the  three 
Baltic  countries,  Lithuania  today  is 
sealed  off  from  the  free  world  by  a  ring 
of  iron.  We  know  little  of  what  tran- 
spires behind  that  iron  curtain  save  in 
certain  smuggled  messages  from  that 
Indomitable,  liberty-loving  people  still 
hoping  for  that  day  of  freedom — that 


day  which  will  see  again  Lithuania 
among  the  society  of  the  free  nations  of 
the  world. 

To  Americans  of  Lithuanian  descent, 
we  hold  out  the  hope  tliat  in  the  near 
future  your  anniversary,  this  16th  day  of 
February,  will  be  celebrated  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  we  celebrate  our  own 
Fourth  of  July,  celebrating  once  again 
Lithuania  as  a  free  nation,  free  from  the 
invader,  free  from  the  shackles  of  slav- 
ery, and  again  free  and  indep>endent  as 
a  democratic  nation  looking  forward  to 
the  future  with  the  hope  of  permanent 
independence  and  standing  with  all  free 
nations  under  God. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  Lithu- 
ania, one  of  the  first  victims  of  Commu- 
nist aggression  and  oppression,  has  lost 
its  independence  but  not  its  spirit. 

As  Lithuanians  here  in  the  United 
States  and  throughout  the  world  som- 
berly mark  the  35th  anniversary  of  their 
independence,  they  may  look  hopefully 
to  the  day  when  once  again  the  princi- 
ples of  freemen  will  reign  in  their  land. 
Tyranny  is  weakening  while  the  forces 
of  freedom  grow  ever  stronger. 

Communism  is  being  blocked  more  ef- 
fectively each  new  day.  and  each  new 
day  brings  new  hope  for  liberation  of 
the  oppressed ;  brings  new  hope  that  free 
peoples  everywhere  will  once  more  rise 
from  under  the  aggressor's  boot,  and  en- 
joy once  more  the  inherent  principles  of 
liberty  and  the  dignity  of  man. 

New  light  of  liberty  is  being  cast  over 
those  countries  darkened  by  tyranny's 
expansion.  Our  Government  promises 
a  forceful  program  of  peaceful  libera- 
tion, and  this  program,  in  collaboration 
with  the  effective  underground  move- 
ments of  Communist-dominated  coun- 
tries, holds  promise  of  evolving  the  lands 
of  the  oppressed  into  the  lands  of  the 
free. 

While  the  spirit  of  independence  bums 
within  the  breasts  of  freemen,  while  an 
abiding  faith  promotes  the  will  to  be  free, 
no  free  soul  will  be  conquered;  no  nation 
will  bow  in  subjection;  Uberty  will  prevail 
again. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  World  War  I  the  gates  of  lib- 
erty were  opened  for  the  people  of  Lith- 
uania. On  February  16,  1918,  the  Na- 
tional Council  of  Lithuania — Lietuves 
Taryba — proclaimed  Lithuania  a  free 
and  independent  nation.  Thirty-five 
years  later  the  people  of  Lithuanian  an- 
cestry are  happy  to  observe  this  historic 
occasion.  Conversely  they  also  observe 
with  sympathy  and  deep  sorrow  the  13th 
anniversary  of  the  illegal  reoccupation 
of  their  country. 

During  the  interval  of  Lithuania's  in- 
dependence— to  wit,  22  years — that  na- 
tion made  many  contributions  to  the 
civilized  world.  Unfortunately,  however, 
this  period  of  freedom  and  liberty  was 
cut  short  on  the  14th  day  of  June  1940, 
when  Soviet  Russia  demanded  that  the 
Lithuanian  Government  become  sympa- 
thetic and  subservient  to  the  Soviet 
Union.  On  June  15  of  that  year  the 
Soviet  Army  marched  into  that  brave 
country  and  occupied  it.  Shortly  there- 
after, as  we  have  seen  so  often  in  numer- 
ous other  countries,  the  Soviet-sponsored 
and  supervised  government  brought  into 
creation  a  puppet  state  subservient  and 
obligated  to  the  will  of  Soviet  dictator 


Marshal  Stalin.  Since  that  ignominious 
day  the  Lithuanian  people  have  suffered 
brutal  and  inhuman  exploitation  by  the 
powers  of  the  Soviet  Government. 

Little  do  we  realize  the  hardship,  pain, 
and  suffering  which  those  brave  people 
endured  under  the  ruthless  heel  of  the 
Soviet  Government.  Thousands  upon 
thousands  of  their  citizens  have  been 
thrown  into  slave-labor  camps  and  grad- 
ually eliminated  through  inhuman 
treatment. 

Indeed,  we  are  fortunate  today  that 
the  new  President  oL  the  United  States^ 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  has  proclaimed  to 
the  entire  world  that  we  will  no  longer 
tolerate  the  secret  treaties  which  have 
enslaved  milUons  of  other  people — to  the 
detriment  of  those  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. This  policy,  as  enunciated  by  the 
press,  should  give  faith  and  comfort  to 
those  who  have  been  persecuted  by  the 
Soviet  Union;  and  it  is  earnestly  hoped 
that  a  severe  program  toward  the 
Union  of  Soviet  SociaUst  Republics  will 
eventually  bring  about  the  Uberation  not 
only  of  the  Lithuanian  people  but  all  the 
peoples  of  the  Baltic  States. 

Pi-eedom- loving  peoples  of  the  world 
do  not  recognize  the  illegal  annexation 
of  Lithuania  and  continue  to  recognize 
the  goverrunents  in  exile  throughout  the 
world.  The  American  people  shall  al- 
ways stand  in  deep  sympathy,  and  with 
resp>ect,  for  the  sacrifices  being  made  by 
the  Lithuanian  people.  Their  courage- 
ous and  firm  stand  against  the  unau- 
thorized subjugation  by  Russia  shall 
some  day  affirm  itself  by  reestablishing 
a  free  and  independent  Lithuania. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  35th  anniversary 
of  Lithuania's  independence  I  am  happy 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  renewed  ex- 
pression of  my  great  admiration  for  the 
people  of  Lithuania  and  the  steadfast- 
ness and  courage  that  have  been  theirs 
in  the  resistance  of  oppression  during 
many  trying  periods. 

I  accompanied  the  Lithuanian-Ameri- 
can delegation  to  the  funeral  of  Presi- 
dent Harding,'  and  through  the  good  for- 
tune of  acquaintance  with  the  military 
in  charge  of  arrangements  was  able  to 
have  placed  at  the  head  of  the  presi- 
dential casket  the  Lithuanian  fioral  of- 
fering. This,  it  seemed  to  me,  was  ap- 
propriate and  as  the  fallen  President 
would  have  wished,  since  the  grief  of  the 
Lithuanians  was  real.  President  Harding 
having  been  the  friend  of  their  cause. 

Men  and  women  of  Lithuanian  blood 
have  made  large  contributions  to  the  city 
of  Chicago.  I  have  been  signally  fortu- 
nate in  numbering  many  of  these  good 
citizens  among  my  friends,  among  them 
Leonora  Nimhosk — now  Mrs.  Gatewood 
and  the  mother  of  a  fine  family  of  chil- 
dren— and  her  fine  and  noble  father  and 
mother,  both  born  in  Lithuania.  Leo- 
nora Nimhosk  was  my  coworker  and  sec- 
retary when  in  the  name  of  the  radio 
circle  of  the  Rebuilders  we  were  doing 
our  best  to  leaven  in  some  degree  the 
distress  of  the  great  depression.  It  is 
of  such  blood  as  that  of  the  immigrants 
who  came  from  Lithuania,  as  did  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Nimhosk,  her  parents,  that  our 
United  States  of  America  has  derived 
much  strength.  I  might  remark,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  one  of  our  outstanding 
and   beloved   jurists   in   Chicago   is   a 
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Lithuanian-American,  himself  a  native 
son  of  Chicago,  his  parents  Immigrants 
from  Lithuania. 

It  is  the  destiny  of  Lithuania  to  be 
free,  because  it  is  not  in  the  character 
of  the  Lithuanian  people  to  accept  bond- 
age. Someday — and  I  have  faith  it  will 
be  soon — the  Soviet  clouds  will  be  lifted 
and  the  sun  again  will  shine,  unhindered 
and  unobstructed  on  the  land  of  Lith- 
uania. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ob- 
servance of  the  35th  anniversary  of 
,  Lithuanian  independence  is  a  good  oc- 
casion for  expressing  our  solidarity  with 
this  heroic  people  and  our  hope  for  their 
achievement  of  early  freedom  from  the 
yoke  of  communism.  The  people  of 
America  and  those  of  the  free  nations 
all  over  the  world  know  how  the  Lith- 
uanian people  have  suffered  in  the  last 
few  years,  they  know  that  their  cause 
is  a  righteous  one,  and  they  hope  that 
before  long  their  homeland  will  obtain 
its  freedom  and  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try will  again  join  the  community  of 
free  nations. 

On  the  occasion  of  this  anniversary, 
we  send  our  word  of  encouragement  to 
all  Americans  of  Lithuanian  descent  and 
to  their  friends  and  relatives  who  are 
trapped  in  that  little  country  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain.  We  pray  that  their 
spirit  of  freedom  may  be  rekindled  and 
their  desire  to  throw  off  the  chains  of 
enslavement  may  be  strengthened. 

The  people  of  America  will  never 
recognize  the  forced  subjugation  of 
Lithuania  by  Communist  Russia.  The 
lithuanians  are  one  of  the  oldest  peo- 
ples in  Europe  who  have  made  great  cul- 
tural contributions  to  Western  civiliza- 
tion. The  world  has  not  forgotten  those 
contributions,  nor  will  it  forget  the  sac- 
rifices now  being  made  by  Lithuanians. 
We  extend  to  them  our  greetings  on  this 
anniversary  and  our  wishes  that  they 
will  soon  regain  their  national  inde- 
pendence. 

PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATION- 
ALITY ACT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  of- 
fer a  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res. 
63  >  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution, as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Houte  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  there  be 
printed  25,0C0  additional  copies  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act,  Public  Law 
414,  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  of  which  20.000 
copies  shall  be  for  the  House  document 
room,  3,000  copies  for  the  Senate  document 
room.  1.000  copies  for  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Judiciary,  and  1,000  copies  for  the  House 
Committee  on  Judiciary. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

1953   SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL 

Mr.  TABER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3053)  making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
^9^  «^  for  other  purposes  cRept.  No. 


46)  which  was  read  a  first  time  and  sec- 
ond time,  and.  with  the  accompanying 
papers  referred  to  the  Conmiittee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  THOMAS  reserved  all  points  of 
order  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in 
order  to  take  up  the  1953  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  on  Wednesday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mi.ssi.-^sippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
and  I  shall  not  object,  I  believe  that  the 
rules  require  the  report  to  lay  over  for 
3  legislative  days.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct,  but  I 
have  taken  the  matter  up  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  I  Mr.  C.\nnon  1  and 
with  the  full  committee.  Everyone  on 
the  committee  is  agreeable  to  tliis  pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  As  I 
say.  I  shall  not  object,  but  I  do  hope 
the  leadership  on  the  majority  side  will 
not  make  a  practice  of  this  on  future 
appropriation  bills. 

Mr.  TABER.  We  will  not  do  it  on 
the  regular  appropriation  bills. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Sp>eaker.  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 
objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  con.-ent  that  the  Com- 
mittee c  n  Rules  may  have  until  midnr^ht 
tonit^ht  to  file  a  report  on  the  second 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1953. 


EGYPT  AND  BRITAIN  TO  BURY 
HATCHET 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  article 
from  the  Boston  Herald  of  Friday  which 
praises  the  United  States  Ambassador. 
Jefferson  CafTery,  and  the  work  that  he 
has  done  to  get  Egypt  and  Britain  to  bury 
the  hatchet.  His  accomplishment  is  of 
great  value  to  the  peace  of  the  world. 
In  daj's  when  the  foreign  service  has  been 
so  severely  criticized  at  times.  I  am  jilad 
to  point  out  that  we  have  in  our  service 
men  of  great  integrity  and  ability.  It 
was  thought  that  this  Anglo-Egyptian 
agreement  could  not  be  reached,  but  the 
matter  has  been  adjusted.  We  are  very 
grateful  for  this  achievement. 

(The  following  is  the  article  referred 
to:) 

Egypt.  Biutain  To  BtTRT  Hatchet — Agree  on 

Sudanese — Unfted  States  Envoy  Lauded 

(By  Edward  PoUak) 

CAimo,  Egypt.  February  12. — Egypt  and 
Britain    formally    agreed    today    to    let    the 


SudaneM  chooM  their  own  future  and 
Premier  Oen.  Mohammed  Nagulb  announced 
the  door  was  opened  wide  for  a  successful 
understanding  on  the  withdrawal  of  Brttisb 
troops  from  the  Suez  Canal  zone. 

Talks  on  Suez  are  coming  very  soon. 
Naguib  said. 

PARADE    PLANNED 

The  final  settlement  of  these  two  key  prob- 
lems in  British-Egyptian  relations  could 
clear  the  way  toward  tighter  cooperation  be- 
tween this  strategic  Moslem  nation  and  the 
Western  Powers  In  the  cold  war,  perhaps  in 
a  Middle  East  defense  command. 

Tliere  w:i.s  e.xiiltalion  in  the  foreign  ofScea 
of  C:iiro.  I.<>nd(»n.  and  Washinjfton.  And  a 
public  holiday  was  called  for  tomorrow  In 
the  Sudan,  a  land  of  desert,  forests,  and 
cotton  fields  that  stretches  from  central 
AfrK-a  to  the  Red  Sea  A  ceremonial  parade 
of  celebraliim  Is  to  be  held  before  Gov.  Oen. 
Sir  Robert  Howe  Saturday  in  Khartoun,  the 
capital. 

Piirelgn  Secretary  Ar.thony  Eden.  In  an- 
nouncing the  Sudanese  accord  in  Britain's 
House  ol  Ci>nuTu)ns.  said  It  was  a  reasonable 
settlement  of  thl.s  (juestlon  wl^lch  has  long 
bedeviled  cur  relations  with  Egypt. 

Press  officer  Michael  J.  McDermott  of  the 
United  Stales  State  Department  said  In 
Wa,«hir.«tMn  the  United  States  is  highly 
prulilied  He  termed  this  "an  event  of  great 
importance,  represent ini;  as  it  does  agree- 
ment on  an  issue  which  has  tieen  the  cause 
of  gre.it  complications  in  relations  between 
tlie   two  countries  for  several  decades."' 

Here  in  C'liiro.  United  States  Ambassador 
Jefferson  CaiTery  drew  praise  from  Nagulb 
for  his  mediation   e;Toit.s. 

"It  wa."^  thnm.'h  Aniljassador  Caffery's  good 
offl'-es."  the  PrenUer  said,  "that  many  dtmcult 
popits  were  Ironed  out  These  had  a  direct 
effect  on  the  successful  conclusion  of  this 
agreement    ' 


DESIGNATION  OF  MEMBER  TO  READ 
WA.SHINGTON  S  FAREWELL  AD- 
DRESS ON  FEBRUARY  23.  1953 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuan.  to  the  spe- 
cial order  a'need  to  on  February  9.  1953, 
tlie  Chair  d'.sii^natos  the  tjentleman  from 
Virtiinia  1  Mr  Poff  i  to  read  Washington's 
Farewell  Address  immediately  following 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  on  February 
23,  1953. 


ADJOURNMENT   OVER   TO 
WEDNESDAY 

Mr  HAILECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unnnimous  con.srnt  that  when  the  House 
adiourns  today,  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Wt-rinesday  next. 

The  SPE.^KER  Is  thei'e  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana^ 

There  was  no  objection. 


DISASTER    IN    HOLLAND.    BELGIUM. 
AND  ENGLAND 

Mrs  FR.'iiNCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  ad- 
dress tiie  Hou.'^e  foi-  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vl.se  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  our  hearts  are  torn  by  the  dev- 
astation beinu  wrought  by  the  North  Sea 
in  the  gallant  countries  of  Holland,  of 
Belgium,  and  of  the  eastern  shores  of 
England.  We  have  seen  the  TV  and  mo- 
tion pictures  and  been  horror  struck  by 
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the  fury  and  the  ravages  of  the  storms. 
We  have  seen  also  the  quick  respwnse  of 
the  Queen  and  the  Queen  Mother  in  Hol- 
land in  the  midst  of  that  devastation. 
We  have  read  of  the  young  Queen  of  Eng- 
land and  her  tireless  efforts  to  help  her 
people.  That  such  tragedy  should  come 
to  England  during  the  first  year  of  her 
reign  is  sad  indeed. 

It  was  my  privilege  as  Ohio  vice  regent 
of  Mt  Vernon  to  share  with  the  other 
members  of  the  Ladies'  Association  in  the 
welcome  given  the  then  Princess  Eliza- 
beth and  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  at  the 
home  of  Mr.  Washington.  It  was  again 
my  privilege  in  the  absence  of  the  regent 
to  welcome  there  her  Majesty  Queen  Ju- 
liana and  Prince  Bernhard.  Her  simple 
praciousness  to  the  groups  of  Girl  Scouts 
assembled  on  the  lawn  will  be  remem- 
bered always. 

Her  Majesty's  deep  understanding  of 
young  hearts  was  exquisitely  demon- 
strated when  she  wrote  a  most  charm- 
ing note  to  little  Mary  Brumbaugh  in 
Painesville,  Ohio.  Mary  had  written  Her 
Majesty  suggesting  that  she  visit  her  in 
her  home  theie  so  that  she  might  see 
how  the  simple  people  of  this  country 
really  live. 

And  now  these  two  young  women,  al- 
ready carrying  the  heavy  burden  of  the 
welfare  of  their  people,  are  called  upon 
to  uphold  them  through  the  most  ap- 
palling tragedy  that  has  befallen  their 
countries  in  centuries. 

The  resolution  I  had  the  privilege  of 
Introducing  in  an  attempt  to  express  the 
symplhy  felt  by  Congress,  did  not  itself 
reach  the  floor.  The  House,  in  order  to 
bring  action  at  the  first  possible  moment 
accepted  the  Senate's  resolution  unani- 
mously. But  in  the  meantime,  after 
consultation  with  the  two  Embassies,  I 
took  it  upon  myself  as  an  American 
woman  to  cable  the  two  women  whose 
hearts  must  be  exceedingly  heavy  with 
the  suffering  of  their  people  that  they 
micht  know  that  the  women  of  America 
had  them  in  heart  and  mind,  asking  the 
Infinite  to  grant  them  wisdom  and 
strength,  eadurance.  and  fortitude. 


THE  AGRICULTURAL  PROGRAM 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Laird  addressed  the  House.  His 
remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


NAVAL  ASSISTANCE  TO  THE  REPUB- 
LIC OF  CHINA 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  past  fortnight  there  has  been 
much  public  discussion  with  respect  to 


Imposincr  a  blockade  against  the  traf&c 
of  war  materials  entering  the  ports  of 
China.  Everybody  concurs  that  it  is 
highly  improper  for  members  of  the 
United  Nations  to  engage  in  this  trafSc 
which  has  been  of  immeasurable  benefit 
to  North  Korea  and  Communist  China 
against  whom  the  United  Nations  is  en- 
gaged in  open  hostilities.  Some  persons 
have  asserted  that  the  responsibility  for 
a  blockade  should  be  assumed  by  the 
United  States  Navy ;  others  that  it  should 
be  a  joint  undertaking  by  the  fleets  of 
the  United  Nations.  There  appears  to 
have  been  no  serious  consideration  to 
the  imposition  of  a  blockade  by  the  Re- 
public of  China  itself,  which  is  the  one 
government  in  the  world  which  has  the 
unquestioned  right  of  blockade  but  lacks 
the  .naval  vessels  to  carry  it  out. 

In  1946  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress 
authorized  the  transfer  of  271  vessels 
from  the  United  States  Navy  to  the  Re- 
public of  China  of  various  types  of  craft 
but  specifically  excluding  those  vessels 
of  a  combat  character.  The  authority  of 
that  act  expired  by  its  own  limitations  in 
July  of  1951. 

In  order  that  the  Republic  of  China 
might  have  vessels  capable  of  conduct- 
ing a  blockade  of  the  Chinese  ports,  I 
have  today  introduced  a  bill  authorizing 
the  President  to  transfer  by  sale,  lease, 
or  otherwise,  to  the  Republic  of  China 
under  certain  conditions,  a  total  of  six 
destroyers  which  I  understand  the  Re- 
public of  China  is  presently  capable  of 
manning  and  provisioning. 

To  fore 'tall  any  speculation  as  to  the 
origin  of  this  proposal,  I  must  assert  that 
its  genesis  is  from  my  own  consideration 
of  the  problem  and  is  not  inspired  by  any 
persons  in  the  Executive  Department 
either  civilian  or  professional.  Being 
confident  that  it  is  the  prepmnderance  of 
feeling  in  the  Congress  that  our  Gov- 
ernment should  extend  to  the  Republic 
of  China  all  military  aid  by  way  of  train- 
ing facilities  and  equipment  that  is  pos- 
sible, it  seems  entirely  appropriate  that 
such  a  program  should  also  include  naval 
vessels  appropriate  to  the  needs  in  that 
area. 

POUR -YEAR  TERM  FOR  REPRESENT- 
ATIVES 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. " 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
today  introduced  a  joint  resolution  pro- 
posing an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, to  provide  a  4-year  term  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

There  is  widespread  feeling  that  a 
longer  term  for  Representatives  would 
add  stability  to  the  House  and  assure  bet- 
ter service  to  the  home  districts. 

Increased  responsibilities  and  com- 
plexity of  the  problems  we  face  today, 
membership  in  Congress  has  definitely 
become  a  full-time  job.  Despite  the 
pressures  of  their  work,  the  Members  are 
necessarily  compelled  to  devote  consid- 
erable time  at  campaigning.  This 
means  that  a  Member  at  present  has  only 


1  year  of  his  term  to  devote  entirely  and 
completely  to  the  performance  of  his  du- 
ties. 

I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  a  healthy  situa- 
tion to  have  the  whole  membership  seek- 
ing reelection  at  the  same  time.  My  res- 
olution would  avoid  that  by  staggering 
the  commencement  of  the  4-year  term, 
with  the  result  that  about  half  the  mem- 
bership would  be  up  for  reelection  on  a 
biennial  basis. 

Those  not  seeking  reelection  during  the 
2-year  intervals,  could  devote  their  usual 
full  time  to  issues  before  the  Congress. 
The  people  would,  therefore,  be  assured 
that  a  majority  of  the  membership 
would  bo  functioning — unencimibered  by 
time-consuming  requirements  and  po- 
litical pressures  of  election  years. 

By  staggering  the  terms  of  oflBce  on 
the  basis  of  even-numbered  and  odd- 
numbered  districts,  the  people  would  re- 
tain the  privilege  of  voting  for  approxi- 
mately half  their  representation  every  2 
years. 

I  believe  that  with  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment,  the  same  close  contact  be- 
tween the  Representative  and  his  con- 
stituency would  be  maintained  and  that 
economy  and  eflQciency  would  result  to 
the  benefit  of  all  concerned. 


V 


«    \- 
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DR.   JOHN   McLOUGHLIN  AND   REV. 
JASON  LEE 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Members 
of  the  Congress  two  great  Oregon  pio- 
neers, Dr.  John  McLoughlin  and  Rev. 
Jason  Lee.  They  have  done  much  in 
blazing  the  path  for  and  shaping  the 
destinies  of  all  Oregonians,  and  we  are 
grateful  to  them.  I  feel  it  is  most  fitting 
therefore  that  their  statues  have  been 
placed  in  the  United  States  Capitol  to 
stand  among  other  noted  leaders  in  our 
Nation's  history. 

The  ceremony  for  the  presentation  of 
these  two  statues  was  held  on  Saturday, 
February  14.  on  the  94th  anniversary  of 
Oregon's  admission  as  a  State  in  1859. 
The  statues  were  oCBcially  presented  by 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  Douglas  McKay, 
who  has  recently  resigned  as  Governor 
of  the  great  State  of  Oregon,  to  accept 
the  duties  and  office  of  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.   We  are  happy  to  have  him  here 
and  feel  honored  to  have  him  make  this 
presentation,  and  also  to  have  Vice  Pres- 
ident Richard  Nixon  accept  these  fine 
statues  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 
Rne  addresses  were  also  given  at  this 
ceremony  by  outstanding  Oregon  citi- 
zens.     Mr.  Leslie  M.  Scott,  who  from 
1941  to  1948  served  as  State  treasurer  for 
Oregon,  and  who  is  director  of  the  Ore- 
gon Historical  Society,  delivered  an  ad- 
dress entitled  "John  McLoughlin,  Bene- 
factor   of    Oregon    Settlers."      Dr.    G. 
Herbert  Smith,  president  of  the  Willam- 
ette University,  of  Salem,  Oreg..  ga>*e 
an  address  entitled  "Jason  Lee.  Mission- 
ary   and    Coloniser,"    while    Dr.    Burt 
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Brown  Barker,  chairman  of  the  Oregon 
Statuary  Committee  and  vice  president 
of  the  University  of  Oregon,  gave  an  ad- 
dress entitled  "Oregon,  the  Unique 
Prize." 

I  feel  that  as  the  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress pass  daily  through  the  Halls  of 
our  great  Capitol,  they  will  see  these 
statues  and  catch  the  fine  spirit  and  in- 
spiration of  these  early  pioneer  leaders. 

February  14,  1953.  the  94th  anniver- 
sary of  the  signing  of  the  bill  admitting 
Oregon  to  the  Union,  is  the  appropriate 
time  chosen  for  Oregon  to  present  to  the 
Nation,  to  stand  in  the  Capitol,  statues  of 
Dr.  John  McLoughlin  and  Rev.  Jason 
Lee.  These  are  two  great  men,  men  of 
whom  Oregon  can  well  be  proud.  To 
them  can  justly  be  credited  more  than  to 
any  other  individuals  the  peaceful  devel- 
opment, settlement,  and  civilization  of 
the  Oregon  Territory  and  of  the  State 
of  Oregon.  Greater  than  their  tremen- 
dous worth  as  individuals,  however,  is 
their  importance  as  symbols  of  the  dem- 
ocratic and  republican  tradition,  com- 
mon to  all  the  United  States,  but  shining 
forth  particularly  in  the  history  of  Ore- 
gon, and  exemplified  in  the.  careers  of 
these  two  men. 

Dr.  McLoughlin,  local  representative  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  constituted 
in  his  person  the  sole  business  and,  since 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  British, 
the  sole  governmental  authority  in  the 
entire  Columbia  River  region  from  the 
time  of  his  appointment  in  1824  until 
shortly  before  the  time  of  his  redgna- 
tion,  1845. 

It  was  under  his  mild  and  just  pater- 
nalistic rule  that  the  region  grew  from 
a  wilderness  of  savages  to  a  settled  coun- 
try, learned  to  govern  itself  and  built 
schools  and  churches,  and  passed  peace- 
fully from  British  rule  to  joint  rule,  and 
from  joint  rule  to  American  territorial 
status.  McLoughlin  himself,  though 
faithful  to  his  company  and  to  the  sov- 
ereignty of  Britain  so  long  as  they  held 
claim  to  the  territory,  chose  to  remain 
an  Oregonian  when  Britain  accepted  the 
49th  parallel  as  the  boundary  line  west 
of  the  Rockies,  took  his  oath  of  allegiance 
to  the  United  States,  and  died  in  his 
home  in  Oregon  City  September  3,  1857. 

Dr.  McLoughlin  was  noted  for  the  wel- 
come he  gave  to  missionaries  of  all  faiths, 
and  the  substantial  help  he  afforded  to 
them,  and  to  the  farmers  whose  coming 
spelled  ruin  to  the  business  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company's  fur  business.  In 
the  long  view,  as  anyone  can  see  now, 
but  few  could  see  then,  he  could  not  have 
prevented  the  coming  of  missionaries, 
and  the  settling  of  the  land  by  American 
piqneer  farmers.  He  could  easily  have 
made  their  hard  life  far  more  difficult 
for  them — which  would  have  brought  on 
a  stubborn  and  perhaps  bloody  conflict, 
and  probably  hastened  the  inevitable 
establishment  of  American  sovereignty 
over  the  region.  He  had  the  statesman- 
ship, with  the  peace  not  only  of  the 
Oregon  Territory,  but  even  of  the  British 
Empire  and  the  United  States  depending 
on  his  actions,  to  act  and  speak  with 
unfailing  firmness,  tact,  and  wisdom,  so 
as  to  maintain  the  business  of  his  com- 
pany and  the  authority  of  his  govern- 
ment to  the  last  possible  moment,  and 
yet  W  make  the  transition  from  authori- 
|,ta||||[^to  democratic  government,  from 


British  to  American  sovereignty,  smooth 
and  easy. 

One  of  the  glories  of  Dr.  McLouglin's 
career  was  his  hearty  welcome  of  the  Rev- 
erend Jason  Lee,  Methodist  missionary, 
and  his  four  companions,  who  came  to 
the  Oregon  Territory  in  1834.  The  mis- 
sionaries came  by  the  Oregon  Trail,  ex- 
cept for  a  slight  detour  at  one  point  to 
avoid  hostile  Indians,  and  it  is  particu- 
larly gratifying  to  me,  representing  the 
eastern  portion  of  Oregon,  to  retrace  in 
memory  their  path,  along  the  line  now 
followed  by  the  rails  of  the  Union  Paci- 
fic, from  Huntington  to  Baker  and  then 
to  La  Grande,  and  then,  on  a  less  simply 
described  route,  up  to  old  Port  Walla 
Walla  at  what  is  now  Wallula,  Wash. 

With  Dr.  McLoughlin's  help  and  ad- 
vice, Lee  established  his  mission  on  the 
Willamette.  Going  back  east  in  1838, 
Lee  made  speaking  tours,  talked  with  the 
governing  body  of  the  Methodist  Church, 
and  secured  the  presentation  of  a  peti- 
tion to  Congress,  signed  by  his  fellow 
missionaries  and  other  dwellers  in  his 
mission  on  the  Willamette.  Through 
these  efforts,  he  enlisted  support  for  the 
Oregon  venture,  and  returned  to  Oregon 
with  a  party  of  51,  establishing  a  new  and 
more  ambitious  mission,  10  males  south 
of  the  first  one,  and  still  on  the  Willa- 
mette. There  he  set  up  a  saw  mill  and 
grist  mill,  with  macliinery  he  had 
brought  from  the  east,  and  the  band 
built  and  opened  the  Indian  school  that 
later  developed  into  Willamette  Univer- 
sity. 

The  importance  of  Ja.son  Lee  in  the 
history  of  Oregon  is  well  summarized  by 
the  Reverend  William  Wallace  Young- 
son,  in  his  book.  Swinging  Portals: 

His  was  the  first  work,  done  by  a  resident 
of  Oregon,  to  induce  the  Government  ot  the 
United  States  to  aid  in  colonlzatlcn  and 
support  of  the  country,  to  settle  It  with 
American  people  and  to  establish  here  an 
American  State. 


INSERTION  IN  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Record  on  paee  A633  a 
communication  to  the  New  York  Times 
and  a  translation  from  a  Norweiiian 
newspaper  following  the  extension  of 
remarks  of  Senator  Lehman. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection.      I 


SHALL  WE  BALANCE  THE  BUDGET 
OR  REDUCE  TAXES? 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a-^k  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  opin- 
ion, one  of  the  most  important  is.sues  be- 
fore us  is  the  balancing  of  the  budget. 
One  reason  I  came  back  to  Congress  is  to 
help  restore  this  Government  to  sound 
fiscal  policies.  What  I  want  to  know 
is.  Does  the  President  favor  it?  Does 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  favor  it? 


I  would  like  to  get  some  sort  of  state- 
ment from  the  leadership  on  this  Im- 
portant question  before  I  come  to  vote 
on  taxation.  If  it  is  the  opinion  of  our 
leadership,  supported  by  facts,  that  we 
ought  to  keep  the  tax  level  where  it  is 
until  the  budget  is  balanced.  I  shall  vote 
that  way.  because  it  is  my  opinion  that 
we  cannot  face  international  commu- 
nism and  all  of  the  problems  that  perplex 
us  until  we  restore  this  country  to  sound 
fiscal  practices. 

For  a  long  period  of  time  we  have  been 
operating  on  a  deficit,  and,  as  a  result. 
literally  millions  of  people  have  been 
robbtd,  through  inflation,  of  the  fruits  of 
their  savings.  There  are  a  lot  of  us  who 
feel  that  the  country  ought  to  be  put 
above  party.  We  have  come  back  here 
to  help  you  do  a  job.  What  we  want  to 
know  is.  What  is  the  job  you  want  done? 
Is  it  safe  to  reduce  taxes  before  curtail- 
ins  expen.'tes?  Should  we  first  reduce 
expenditures?  Have  taxes  reached  the 
point  of  dimini.'-hinR  returns,  so  that  our 
total  revenue  would  be  increased  or  main- 
tained at  a  lower  level? 

What  is  it  you  want?  If  the  Presi- 
dent will  speak  out  courageously  and 
boldly,  and  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury will  do  the  .same,  and  furnish  us  with 
the  facts,  I  can  assure  you  there  are 
many  of  us  who  want  to  support  them. 

Mr  HALLECK  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr  DIES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana 

Mr.  HALLECK  I  am  quite  sure  the 
gentleman  heard  the  state  of  the  Union 
m«ssai,'e  of  the  President.  He  made  it 
very,  very  clear  that  he  considers  the  first 
and  most  primary  matter  of  govern- 
mental responsibility  the  balancing  of 
the  bud'^et  and  the  maintenance  of  the 
fiscal  solvency  of  our  Government.  By 
every  stat'-ment  and  remark  he  has  made 
I  think  he  has  made  that  crystal  clear — 
at  least,  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
about  it.  and  there  should  not  be  any 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  who  speaks,  as  he  always  does, 
in  a  spirit  of  t-ood  conscience,  sincerity, 
and  good  faith. 


SHALL  WE  BALANCE  THE  BUDGET 
OR  REDUCE  TAXES? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
reference  to  the  .^hort  colloquy  that  has 
just  occurred  between  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  IMr.  Dies)  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Halleck  I  may  I 
.say  that  we  had  a  long  rangy  fellow  here 
from  Texas  at  one  time  by  the  name  of 
O-scar  Callaway.  Someone  interrupted 
him  one  day  to  ask  a  question  and  when 
the  fellow  got  through  attempting  to 
ask  him  a  question  he  said  to  Mr.  Calla- 
way. 'Is  that  clear?  "  Oscar  said,  "Just 
as  clear  as  mud.  " 

So.  if  it  is  clear  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  IMr.  Halleck i  the  situation  as 
to  whether  or  not  we  should  reduce  taxes 
or  balance  the  budget,  or  either,  is  cer- 
tainly not  clear  to  me. 
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FREE  POSTAGE  FOR  THE  ARMED 
SERVICES 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  have 
today  introduced  a  bill  to  provide  free 
po.-tage  ior  first-class  letter  mail  sent 
by  or  to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States. 

This  bill  would  provide  free  postage 
for  first-class  letter  mail  sent  to  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Armed  Forces  on  active  duty 
or  in  the  active  service  of  sOch  Armed 
Forces,  at  an  address  of  the  Armed 
Forces  within  or  without  the  United 
States,  as  well  as  providing  free  postage 
on  letters  sent  by  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  to  any  person  in  the 
United  States. 

When  specified  by  the  sender,  letters 
not  exceeding  1  ounce  in  weight  shall 
be  transmitted  to  their  destination  by 
airmail,  dependent  upon  airspace  avail- 
ability. 

This  bill  is  intended  to  replace  the  act 
providing  free  postage  for  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  in  specified  areas,  and 
broaden  its  provisions. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  Price  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30  min- 
utes on  Wednesday  next,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  legislative  program  of  the 
day  and  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
Hou.se  today  for  5  minutes,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


the  spiritual  and  moral  fiber  of  the  peo- 
ple of  America. 

All  churches  in  Washington  of  every 
faith  will  conduct  siiecial  services  during 
this  Lenten  period.  T  am  at  this  time 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Members  of 
'Congress  to  services  that  will  be  con- 
ducted during  the  next  6  weeks  at  the 
Lutheran  Church  of  the  Reformation. 
The  services  will  be  held  each  weekday 
except  Saturday  from  12:10  to  12:30,  and 
will  include  hymns,  prayer.  Scripture 
lessons,  and  a  10-  or  12-minute  talk  by 
pastors  of  various  Pfotestant  churches 
in  Washington.  These  services  are  un- 
der the  direction  of  its  nationally  known 
pastor.  Dr.  Oscar  F.  Blackwelder. 

Noon  services  have  been  carried  on 
during  the  Lenten  period  at  this  church 
over  a  period  of  years  and  have  been  of 
great  inspiration  to  those  who  have 
attended  in  the  years  gone  by. 

For  those  who  are  not  familiar,  the 
church  is  located  just  two  blocks  east 
of  the  Capitol  Building,  near  the  Folger 
Library.  Unless  you  are  attending  serv- 
ices at  another  church,  you  are  invited 
to  attend.  You  are  all  welcome  at  these 
inspirational  services. 


THE   TAX   BILL 

Mr  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  may  have 
until  midnight  tomorrow  night  to  file  a 
report  on  H.  R.  1  which  was  reported 
out  of  committee  by  a  vote  of  21  to  4. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LENTEN     SERVICES 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  con.«ent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
next  Wednesday  is  the  beginning  of  the 
Lenten  season.  Lenten  season  is  a  defi- 
nite reminder  to  the  Christian  world 
that  God-fearing  people  in  every  nation 
face  a  greater  challenge  than  at  any  time 
in  our  generation. 

And  so  as  we  enter  this  Lenten  season, 
we  do  so  with  a  deep  realization  that  the 
success  of  our  country  will  depend  upon 


FOREIGN  AID 


Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maine? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
prompted  by  a  speech  which  I  read  over 
the  weekend  to  make  a  very  brief  state- 
ment. 

In  the  10  years  I  have  been  here  I 
have  voted  for  every  foreign-aid  meas- 
ure and  I  have  voted  against  very  nearly 
every  amendment,  and  possibly  every 
amendment  to  reduce  foreign  aid.  But 
it  dees  seem  to  me  entirely  appropriate 
that  we  should  be  very  scrupulous  and 
very  conscientious  to  see  that  every 
penny  that  we  spend  on  foreign  aid  is 
spent  for  a  legitimate  purpose  and  that 
we  get  a  reasonable  and  fair  considera- 
tion for  the  money  that  we  spend.  If 
ordinary  prudence  in  the  appropriation 
and  spending  of  money  for  foreign  aid 
is  to  be  sneered  at  as  "dollar  diplomacy," 
I  think  things  have  come  to  a  pretty 
pass. 

FOREIGN  AID 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  our  distinguished  coUeag^ie  the 
gentleman  from  Maine  IMr.  Hale],  and 
there  is  no  more  capable  man  in  the 
House,  just  told  us  that  he  has  voted 
for  all  the  appropriations  for  foreign  aid 
and  against  all  amendments,  as  I  under- 
stood him,  to  decrease  the  amount.  He 
added  that  if  he  was  able  to  prevent  it, 
none  of  the  money  which  might  be  ap- 


propriated hereafter  would  be  wasted.  I 
have  been  on  the  opposite  end  of  the 
program  to  which  he  referred.  So  far  as 
I  recall,  I  never  voted  for  any  appro- 
priation other  than  for  defense  pur- 
poses for  foreign  aid  except  one,  and 
that  was  Bretton  Woods,  when  my  good 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
(Mr.  WolcottJ  talked  me  into  it.  I 
have  always  beei^,  sorry  he  was  suc- 
cessful. 

A  committee  print  dated  January  2, 
1953,  filed  in  the  Senate,  carried  the 
following : 

This  subcommittee  Is  critical  of  the  high- 
level  planning  which  Is  understood  neither 
by  the  people  of  the  United  States  nor  the 
Congress.  Likewise  we  question  the  extent 
to  which  the  interest  of  the  United  States 
has  been  protected  In  negotiations  with  our 
allies  for  defense  sites  and  facilities  neces- 
sary in  connection  with  such  defense  activi- 
ties. In  some  Instances  our  Nation  has  spent 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  developing  de- 
fense bases  where  our  allies  will  have  every 
right  to  tell  us  to  leave  within  a  few  years. 
In  order  to  continue  to  maintain  American 
troops  on  foreign  soil,  it  might  be  necessary 
to  make  concessions  to  countries  where  the 
bases  are  located  much  less  favorable  to  the 
American  economy  than  any  hardheaded 
businessman  would  otherwise  permit. 

We  were  impressed  by  the  fact  that  the 
number  of  American   boys  stationed   at  re- 
mote    bases     in     Newfoundland,     Labrador, 
Greenland,  Iceland,  and  many  other  locationa 
was  excessive.     For  example,  on  one  base  at 
a  remote  location,  where  our  troops  are  shar- 
ing  the   facility   with   an  allied  nation,   our 
ally  had  450  men  on  its  side  of  the  field  while 
this  Nation  had  2,500  men.    It  was  our  feel- 
ing that  the  American  operation  could  well 
have  been  reduced  to  a  scale  comparable  to 
that  of  our  ally.     Yet  American  planning  will 
require   an  enormous  increase   of   personnel 
at    that    base.     The   same    thing    is    true   of 
other    bases.     It   was    our    feeling    that    the 
taxpayers  were  being  unsuspectingly  led  into 
a    program   that   would   require   the    virtual 
building   of  small   modern   American    cities, 
running    into    an    investment    of    over    $100 
million  each,  at  many  points  throughout  the 
world,  and  the  stationing  of  perhaps  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  servicemen  at  remote 
points  of  the  earth  for  the  next  generation. 
By  contrast  we  feel  that  this  Nation  should 
concentrate    on    building    airfields,    supply 
depots,   and   naval    installations   in   friendly 
and  allied  countries  rather  than  keeping  our 
youngsters  living  overseas  for  a  lifetime.     We 
consider  it  far  preferable  to  rely  upon  our 
allies   to   guard   and   maintaia   airfields   and 
othjr   defense    installations   until    American 
Sijs^inforcements  could  arrive  In  the  event  of  a 
great  global  conflict.     We  can  understand  the 
wisdom  of  maintaining  perhaps  a  dozen  im- 
portant defense   bases   Pt   remote   points   In 
the  world  from  which  American  operations 
could  be  expanded.     We  can  understand  the 
wisdom,  of  maintaining  small  housekeeping 
units  of  perhaps  100  men  each  at  other  bases 
where  large  quantities  of  American  supplies 
may  be  stored  In  anticipation  of  hostile  at- 
tack upon   our   allies.     However,  we   cannot 
understand    a    program    which    has    100    or 
even  200  groups  of  men  in  units  of  2,000  to 
5.000  sitting  idly  in  the  muck  and  mire  ot 
Europe,  Africa,  Asia,  and  the  Arctic  Circle, 
waiting  for  a  war  which  we  hope  to  avoid. 
Alrbases  Involving  untold  millions  of  dol- 
lars have  been  constructed  without  any  ar- 
rangement to  defend  such  bases  from  easy 
capture  by  an  enemy,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  thousands  of  airmen  and  American 
civilians  are  expected  to  live  on  such  bases 
under  the   most   unfavorable   climatic    con- 
ditions.    Mobility  of  American  reserves  Is  a 
better  answer  to  the  threat  of  Communist 
aggression  at  remote  points  than  an  attempt 
to  station  and  maintain  enough  Americaoi 
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boys  at  sparsely  settled  outpoata  to  defeat 
a  major  enemy  assault  upon  such  points. 

Another  report  on  Senate  Resolution 
263,  filed  on  the  same  day.  should  be  read. 
Let  me  quote  just  a  very  small  part: 

The  United  States  Is  faced  with  a  situation 
which  calls  for  a  drastic  revision  of  the 
organization  of  our  Armed  Forces.  The  pur- 
pose of  this  reorganization  should  be  twofold: 

1.  To  increase  the  eCQciency  of  our  Military 
Eotablishment. 

2.  To  reduce  the  costs  of  defense  to  a  point 
where  the  Nation's  economic  structure  Is 
no  longer  threatened. 

The  need  for  this  reorganization  Is  press- 
ing.    It  will  broclt  no  delay. 

There  is  no  foreseeable  end  to  the  Inter- 
national tensions  which  have  drawn  the 
world  Into  opposing  armed  camps.  As  long 
as  those  tensions  persist,  the  United  States 
must  keep  its  defenses  strong.  We  cannot 
afford  to  relax  our  guard. 

For  that  period — for  the  period  of  the  in- 
ternational tensions — we  must  resign  our- 
selves to  huge  defense  budgets.  But  we  must 
not — we  cannot — resign  ourselves  to  budgets 
so  swollen  that  our  economic  structure 
threatens  to  burst  at  every  seam  and  let 
loose  upon  our  citizenry  a  floodtlde  of  infla- 
tion and  bankruptcy. 

The  sins  of  the  past — the  failure  of  every 
American  to  wage  a  coordinated  and  ruthless 
campaign  against  waste — have  caught  up 
with  us.  Already,  there  are  responsible 
officials  who  appear  to  believe  that  we  have 
spent  so  much  money  already  that  we  do 
not  dare  to  spend  more  for  weapons  that 
are  vitally  needed. 

The  Senate  Preparedness  Committee  does 
not  believe  we  dare  relax  our  rearmament 
efforts.  We  are  convinced  that  the  security 
of  the  United  States  demands  that  we  forge 
ahead  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  acquire  the 
weapons  of  war. 

But  we  are  equally  convinced  that  there 
Is  a  large  field  of  waste  which  can  be  and 
must  be  eliminated.  We  believe  that  the 
armed  services  have  still  to  shake  off  the 
traditions  of  a  past  In  which  the  Natloti 
could  afford  the  luxury  of  putting  5  men 
to  a  task  which  could  be  performed  by  1. 

It  Is  impossible,  of  course,  to  estimate  the 
savings  that  could  be  made.  But  we  have 
demonstrated  that  a  very  minor  operation — 
comparable  to  the  removal  of  a  corn — already 
has  opened  the  way  to  economies  of  nearly 
•50  million  a  year  with  no  loss  In  efBclency. 
That  minor  surgery — the  elimination  or  con- 
solidation of  9.009  Jobs  at  26  Installations — 
is  commendable.  But  we  think  the  situation 
calls  for  major  surgery. 

The  Armed  Forces  are  not  suffering  a  minor 
aliment.  They  are  bloated  by  too  much 
fat — too  much  water — and  It  Is  binding  the 
hard  miiscle  of  military  strength.  Only  a 
surgeon — a  highly  skilled  surgeon — can  do 
the  Job. 

The  aliment  Is  particularly  deadly  when  the 
nature  of  our  enemy  Is  analyzed.  He  Is 
rich — dirty  rich — In  manpower.  During 
World  War  11.  he  mustered  about  23,500.000 
men  for  his  armies.  He  suffered  permanent 
casualties  of  9  million  men  and  yet,  when 
the  fighting  ended,  he  still  had  9  million 
men  In  the  field.  He  was  able  to  maintain 
that  high  level  of  military  manpower  while 
releasing  another  5,500,000  from  his  fighting 
forces  for  civilian  duties  In  the  homeland. 

Not  only  does  he  have  vastly  greater  man- 
power resources,  but  he  Is  In  a  position  to 
make  more  economical  use  of  them.  He 
fights  from  Interior  lines  of  communication; 
he  Is  dealing  with  a  people  inured  to  In- 
credibly low  standards  of  living:  he  has  no 
regard  for  the  morale  at  the  home  front,  pro- 
vided onIy,that  th^lkome  front  does  not  flare 
into  op«A  reToit./' 

QfgjJiftmwwe  OMft  only  be  superior  weapK)ns 
^y%t%  mtperlat  organization.  Whatever  may 
b«  tba  attuation  in  weapons,  it  cannot  be 
we  tiara  achieved  organization  stif- 


ficlently  superior  to  enable  us  to  face   the 
future  with  confidence. 

Even  this  survey,  which  Is  little  more  than 
an  approach  to  the  problem,  has  turned  up 
evidence  that  the  armed  services  are  far  too 
"chair  corpw"  minded. 

(a)  We  cannot  consider  an  organization 
efficient  when  it  requires  1,600  men— plus  a 
supply  line  too  long  to  be  estimated — to  put 
75  single-seat  aircraft  into  the  air 

(b)  We  cannot  consider  a  training  base 
efficient  when  it  requires  one  man  to  feed, 
hotise.  and  train  two  and  a  half  men. 

(c)  We  cannot  consider  a  ship  efficiently 
run  when  It  is  manned  by  three  and  one-half 
times  the  number  of  seamen  required  to  con- 
duct a  similar  operation  in  private  commerce. 

(d)  We  cannot  con.sider  a  buttalion  to  be 
at  a  high  peak  of  efficiency  when  more  than 
one-fourth  of  its  personnel  find  combating 
the  enemy  a  secondary  task. 

(e)  We  cannot  consider  a  division  effi- 
ciently organized  when  a  potential  enemy 
division  can  outgun  it  by  10  jiercent  on  a 
man-for-man  basts. 

The  foregoing  from  members  of  a 
party  which  created  the  conditions  of 
which  they  now  complain  gives  one  half 
hope  of  better  things  to  come. 

It  is  now  conceded  that  we  cannot 
purchase  worth-while  friends. 

All  of  which  but  strengthens  the  de- 
termination of  some  of  us  to  continue 
the  effort — redouble  our  efforts — to  put 
the  Interests  of  our  country  first  no  mat- 
ter what  a  left-wing  commentator  may 
write  or  say. 


REMEMBER  THE  "MAINE'* 


SPECIAL  ORDER   GRANTED 

Mr.  SADLAK  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  today,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


FOREIGN  AID 


Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  far  as 
I  can  recollect,  I  have  not  voted  for  one 
penny  of  this  foreign  aid  in  the  1 3  years 
I  have  been  here. 

I  have  been  known  in  my  district  and 
wherever  I  am  known  as  a  very,  very  con- 
servative Member  of  this  House.  In  spite 
of  that  fact,  the  E>unn  Survey,  Inc..  who 
have  taken  a  survey  of  every  precinct 
in  my  district,  have  found  that  a  con- 
servative, a  known  conservative,  even 
runs  ahead  of  a  middle-of-the-roader, 
like  President  Eisenhower,  and  runs 
ahead  of  a  known  liberal  in  the  labor 
precincts  where  it  is  100  percent  labor.  I. 
of  course,  have  always  supported  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act  and  said  I  would  be 
opposed  to  any  amendment  that  would 
nullify  it  or  reduce  its  effect,  and  there  I 
ran  ahead  of  the  middle-of-the-roader, 
Mr.  Eisenhower,  who  said  in  his  cam- 
paign that  he  was  for  revision  of  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act. 

Now  I  want  people  to  know  that  a  con- 
servative, a  well-known  conservative, 
can  draw  votes  just  as  well  as  liberal 
candidates  and  middle-of-the-road 
candidates. 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  O'Hara)  is  recognized  for 
60  minutes. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
"this  is  the  first  legislative  day  following 
the  55th  anniversary  of  the  sinking  of 
the  battleship  MaiJie  in  Havana  Harlwr. 
The  15th  of  February  is  an  anniversary 
reverently  observed  by  the  veterans  of 
the  Spanish-American  War  and  by  many 
patriotic  societies.  I  hope  its  observance 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  will  continue  through  the 
years.  Fifty-flve  years  ago  today,  the 
news  of  the  murderous  destruction  of 
the  battleship  Maine  with  the  loss  of 
260  American  lives  was  the  sole  topic 
of  couvensation  in  every  home  in  the 
United  States.  Three  decades  or  more 
had  pas.'^ed  since  the  close  of  the  war  of 
the  States,  and  we  had  been  a  peaceful 
people.  Our  Army  numbered  a  scant 
28,000.  No  officer  in  the  Army  for  30 
years  had  .seen  as  many  as  a  full  regi- 
ment of  soldiery  assembled  together  in 
any  one  place.  Our  Navy  had  been  built 
up,  but  was  still  rated  as  far  below  that 
of  the  European  powers.  Moreover  our 
coast  cities  were  practically  without  dc- 
fen.se.  Spain,  on  the  other  hand,  was 
still  enjoying  the  prestige  of  the  days 
when  she  was  one  of  the  great  world 
powers.  In  Cuba  alone  there  were  160,- 
000  Spanish  soldiers.  To  make  matters 
worse  from  the  American  standpoint. 
all  of  Europe  with  the  .sole  exception  of 
Britain  was  solidly  on  the  side  of  Spain. 
War  with  Spain  had  the  prospect  of 
the.se  United  States  of  America  with  an 
Army  of  a  puny  28.000  and  a  small  Navy 
being  pitted  against  the  united  armies 
and  navies  of  Europ>e,  Great  Britain  ex- 
cepted. 

Fifty-five  years  ago  today  when  an  in- 
dignation seldom  if  ever  equalled  in  its 
int?nsity  was  sweeping  the  people  of  tho 
United  States,  the  hour  of  decision  was 
approaching.  The  American  people 
dared  to  face  and  to  accept  the  Issue.  It 
was  one  of  the  great  decisions  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  That  decision 
shaped  the  course  of  this  universe  of  ours 
for  a  thousand  years  or  more.  Its  con- 
sequences and  its  repercussions  were 
more  beneficial  and  universally  affected 
the  welfare  of  mankind  more  than  any 
decision  of  similar  character  in  recorded 
history.  Had  that  decision  been  differ- 
ent, today  there  would  be  no  sense  of 
hemispheric  solidarity  and  security. 
Cuba.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  other  islands 
of  the  West  Indies  would  be  In  hostile 
European  hands;  Haiti,  Guam,  and  the 
Philippines  possibly  in  Russian  hands. 
It  is  well  to  remember  that  it  was  the 
Spanish -American  War  that  brought 
about  the  annexation  of  Hawaii  and 
which  ended  the  negotiations  of  Rtissla 
with  Spain  for  the  purchase  of  the 
Philippines. 

With  a  standing  army  of  28,000  and  a 
Navy  rated  low  in  the  list  of  the  navies 
of  the  world,  the  American  people  dared 
the  issue.  Every  man  who  served  in  the 
war  was  a  volunteer — raw  troops,  if  you 
please — wearing  heavy  winter  clothing 
in  the  tropics,  shooting  inadequate 
Springfield  rifles  of  smoking  black  pow- 
der,   ill    fed,    badly    equipped,    trained 
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scarcely  at  all.  Yet  in  10  weeks  the 
enemy  was  met  on  land  and  sea  and 
smashed  to  smithereens.  The  naval  en- 
gagements at  Manila  in  the  Pacific  and 
at  Santiago  in  the  Atlantic  saw  the  com- 
plete destruction  of  the  proud  Spanish 
fleets  in  a  matter  of  hours.  The  land 
engagements  were  equally  quick  and 
decisive. 

I  presume  I  have  read  as  much  his- 
tory, not  as  much  as  our  distinguished 
colieaKue  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Short), 
probably  the  greatest  scholar  of  history 
who  ever  sat  in  this  Congress,  but  as 
much  probably  as  the  average  man.  I 
have  never  read  of  any  war  that  was 
started  against  odds  .seemingly  so  forbid- 
ding, that  was  won  with  such  rapidity 
and  completeness,  and  that  affected  such 
wide,  sweeping  results.  In  1898  the 
United  States  of  America  started  on  the 
march  with  destiny.  Future  historians, 
writing'  long  after  all  of  us  are  gone,  will 
.•-peak  of  the  50-ycar  war  that  ushered  in 
the  golden  era  of  a  thousand  years  of 
American  world  influence.  The  50-year 
war  that  reshaped  a  universe  and  af- 
fected the  lives  of  every  human  being  in 
every  country  started  in  1898.  Then  a 
trmix)rary  cessation  of  20  years  and 
World  War  I.  Another  period  for  breath 
taking,  and  World  War  II. 

I  am  surpri-sed  that  modern  American 
hi.storians  do  not  glimpse  at  the  signifi- 
cance and  the  importance  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War,  The  modern  treatment 
lias  been  to  minimize  its  importance.  I 
am  not  criticizing  the  historians  of  the 
pre.sent  era.  Doubtless  they  are  p>er- 
formint?  a  service  which  will  prove  useful 
in  the  future  when  faraway  generations 
are  attempting  to  understand  the  miracle 
of  the  ascendency  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  world  leadership  in  political 
thought  as  well  as  in  material  power. 
Tlie  changes  from  an  old  order,  meeting 
the  conditions  of  the  hor.se  and  buggy, 
to  a  new  order  required  in  this  highly 
mechanized  period,  have  been  many, 
touching  into  manifold  phases,  and  they 
have  come  with  violent  suddenness.  It 
is  not  strange,  therefore,  that  in  the 
writing  of  a  historical  novel  the  trend 
has  been  to  overemphasize  the  collateral, 
to  judge  of  the  actions  of  the  people  of 
another  period  by  the  reasoning  proc- 
esses of  the  people  of  a  modern  world 
born  and  reared  in  the  atmosphere  and 
under  the  conditions  of  a  world  entirely 
changed.  To  understand  the  "'spirit  of 
'98"  and  to  find  in  the  events  of  that 
period  the  accurate  historical  chart  the 
historian  njust  disas"=ociate  himself  from 
the  present  and  endeavor  to  think,  to 
rea.-^on,  and  to  react,  not  as  he  would  to- 
day but  as  he  would  have  done  were  he 
born  and  reared  among  the  conditions  of 
that  period. 

I  am  the  last  veteran  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War  in  the  National  House  of 
Representatives.  There  may  not  be  an- 
other veteran  of  that  war  who  will  sit 
in  this  Chamber.  While  I  am  here  I  wish 
to  leave  some  record  for  the  researchers 
in  the  generations  to  come.  There  will 
come  the  time  when  the  significance  and 
importance  of  the  Spanish-American 
War  will  be  recognized  as  marking  one 
of  the  great  turning  points  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  world.  When  that  time 
comes  the  student  chancing  upon  a  vol- 
ume of  the  Congressional  Record  con- 


taining my  remarks  on  this  occasion  will 
find,  I  trust,  some  small  measure  for 
judging  the  accuracy  of  the  interpreta- 
tions of  a  school  of  historians  who  did 
their  appraisal  of  the  events  at  the  turn 
of  the  19th  century  when  a  rapid  suc- 
cession of  dynamic  events — all  indis- 
putably th^  aftermath  of  the  war  with 
Spain — left  them,  as  it  were,  off  balance. 

The  trend  in  historical  writing  at  the 
moment  is  in  line  with  the  trend  in  the 
style  of  public  speaking.  The  effort  is 
to  avoid  the  dramatic,  to  play  down  the 
emotional.  The  result,  of  course,  is  that 
we  have  more  men  and  women  who  are 
public  speakers,  a  diminishing  number 
of  persons  who  turn  out  and  remain  to 
listen.  The  same  trend  in  historical 
writing:  is  manifest  in  a  tendency  to 
minimize,  or  to  omit  entirely,  anything 
which  appears  to  border  on  the  dramatic 
or  emotional.  The  so-called  modern 
school  of  public  speaking  can  and  does 
serve  a  useful  educational  purpose:  it 
can  never  in.«:pire  a  great  burning  emo- 
tion, furnish  the  driving  power  to  a  cru- 
sade leading  to  great  world -reshaping 
events.  The  history  writers  of  today, 
responding  to  this  trend,  proceed  on  the 
false  theory  that  the  men  and  women  of 
past  p>eriods  in  our  history  were  with- 
out a  sense  of  the  dramatic  and  were 
emotional  only  when  made  gullible.  In 
short,  they  take  the  bare  skeleton  of 
historical  facts  and  surround  them  with 
personalities,  queer  automatons  with 
their  physical  existence  in  the  19th  cen- 
tury but  their  thinking  being  done  for 
them  in  the  m»d-20th  centuiT. 

Of  course,  the  men  and  women  of  these 
United  States  when  the  19th  century  was 
about  to  turn  into  the  20th  century 
dramatized  themselves  and  their  coun- 
try. The  feel  of  an  approaching  na- 
tional dertiny  gave  them  heroic  stature. 
Of  course,  they  were  under  the  spell  of 
an  overpowering  emotion  55  years  ago 
today  when  in  every  home  the  news  of 
the  murderous  destruction  of  the  battle- 
ship Maine  in  Habana  Harbor  aroused 
such  white-hot  indignation  as  never  be- 
fore had  been  experienced  in  our  coun- 
try. If  ever  the  American  people  were 
united  in  the  spirit  of  a  courageous  and 
daring  crusade  it  was  in  February  of 
1898. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  the  approach  of 
our  present-day  American  historians  to 
the  "spirit  of  98"  is  not  more  under- 
standing and  sympathetic.  I  have  had 
many  letters  of  surprise,  of  wonder,  and 
of  question  from  the  men  and  women 
who  lived  in  that  era  and  from  the  men 
who  served  in  that  war.  Why  was  the 
Spanish -American  War  receiving  the 
brushoff  treatment  in  the  American 
histories  used  as  texts  in  our  high  schools 
and  colleges? 

I  spent  hours  in  the  Congressional  Li- 
brary with  the  American  histories  that 
are  being  used  in  our  schools  piled  up 
around  me — all  the  related  books  that 
gracious  and  accommodating  attendants 
could  locate. 

I  confess  that  I  was  stunned.  At  times 
my  indignation  was  overpowering.  I 
thought  of  my  comrades,  scarcely  more 
than  boys,  who  had  died  in  Cuba.  I 
thought  of  the  38  fever  patients,  young 
veterans  of  the  Santiago  campaign,  who 
had  died  on  the  transport  coming  back 
to  Montauk  Point  from  the  siege  of  San- 


tiago, of  the  200  others  who  died  within 
days  after  our  landing,  of  the  countless 
others  who  died  shortly  after  reaching 
home.  And  then  to  read  in  a  book  of 
history,  written  by  an  American  and 
made  available  for  the  instruction  of 
American  youth,  that  the  Santiago  cam- 
paign was  a  summer's  vacation. 

I  trust  that  veterans  of  the  war  with 
Spain  and  spokesmen  for  the  patriotic 
societies  will  let  the  publishers  of  the 
Stream  of  American  History,  by  Leland 
D.  Baldwin,  know  what  they  think  of 
smart-alec  cracks  as: 

Roosevelt  had  found  the  summer  vacation 
profitable.  •  •  •  It  wasn't  much  of  a  war, 
he  noted  rather  pathetically,  but  It  was  the 
best  we  had. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  which  the  historian 
Baldwin  terms  a  "summer  vacation"  was 
the  siege  of  Santiago.  I  do  not  like  this 
gratuitous  insult  to  the  memory  of  my 
comrades  who  died  at  Santiago  or  who 
died  shortly  aft«r  the  siege  as  a  result 
of  the  hardships  of  that  campaign. 

I  hope  that  the  veterans  of  the  war 
with  Spain  and  the  sE>okesmen  for  the 
patriotic  societies  will  let  the  publishers 
of  the  1939  revised  edition  of  A  Short 
History  of  the  United  States,  by  Richard 
H.  Bassett,  know  that  they  have  far  more 
respect  for  his  father,  John  Spencer  Bas- 
sett, as  an  American  historian  on  the  war 
with  Spain  than  ever  they  could  have  for 
him.  The  1933  edition  of  John  Spencer 
Bassett 's  work  was  976  pages  in  length. 
Seventeen  pages  were  devoted  to  the  war 
with  Spain,  Come  1939  and  the  younger 
Bassett  sought  to  correct  the  original 
narration  as  written  by  Professor  Bas- 
sett wherever  new  evidence  suggests  a 
different  emphasis.  He  increased  the 
size  of  the  volume  to  1038  pages  but  re- 
duced the  coverage  of  the  war  with  Spain 
from  17  to  7  pages.  Listen  to  this,  you 
veterans  of  the  Santiago  campaign: 

The  event  came  not  a  moment  too  soon  for 
the  Americans.  •  •  •  A  week  more  of  hos- 
tilities might  have  thrown  the  entire  force 
into  a  panic. 

I  do  not  like  the  Implication  of  that  re- 
mark. It  has  nowhere  any  substantia- 
tion in  the  fact.  It  is  not  history.  It  is 
merely  the  idle  conclusion  of  a  writer 
who  wanted  to  brush  off  the  Spanish- 
American  War  without  going  to  the 
trouble  of  doing  a  little  work  in  research- 
ing. I  can  assure  the  publishers  of  this 
work,  which  I  understand  is  used  in  our 
schools,  that  there  was  never  a  time  when 
the  little  American  Army  in  Cuba  was 
near  to  a  panic.  The  "Spirit  of  '98"  was 
not  made  of  that  sort  of  stuff. 

In  this  connection  it  is  to  be  noted  that 
most  of  the  passages  in  John  Spencer 
Bassett's  work  of  1933  presenting  the 
Spanish-American  War  in  its  true  and 
heroic  aspects  Richard  H.  Bassett  deleted 
from  his  enlarged  and  revised  edition  of 
1939. 

All  through  the  late  editions  of  his- 
tories that  I  examined  in  the  Congres- 
sional Library  I  found  manifest  this 
trend  to  write  down  and  to  treat  care- 
lessly the  war  with  Spain.  All  of  the 
writers  seemed  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  war  was  brought  on  by  what 
they  describe  as  the  "yellow  press  and 
the  politicians."  The  politicians  were 
the  Members  of  this  body  w^ho  voted. 
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With  only  16  dissenting,  for  the  resolu- 
tion setting  forth  the  position  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Members  simi- 
larly minded  in  the  other  body.  The 
yellow  press  was  Hearst  and  Pulitzer, 
then  engaged  as  the  pioneers  in  the 
founding  of  a  new  American  journalism 
appealing  to  wider  circulation.  If  the 
writers  of  these  histories  had  taken  5 
minutes  off  to  think,  let  alone  to  in- 
vestigate, they  would  have  known  that 
the  influence  of  these  newspapers  was 
confined  almost  exclusively  to  New  York. 
In  Benton  Harbor  and  St.  Joseph,  Mich., 
we  were  fired  with  indignation  just  as 
hot  as  anywhere  else  in  the  United 
States.  Our  newspapers  were  the  Press 
of  St.  Joseph,  the  News-Palladium  of 
Benton  Harbor,  the  Chicago  Tribune, 
and  the  dailies  from  Detroit,  Grand  Rap- 
Ids,  and  South  Bend.  Hearst  and  Pulitz- 
er had  no  more  to  do  with  the  state  of 
our  minds  than  the  man  in  the  moon. 
And  if  Senator  Billy  Mason  was  a  gulli- 
ble sap  with  Hearst  and  Pulitzer  clap- 
ping him  on  I  can  only  say  that  he  was 
spokesman  for  the  thoughts  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Middle  West  and  that  they 
loved  him  for  his  stand. 

As  to  the  sinking  of  the  Maine,  the 
slant  of  most  of  the  American  histories 
I  examined  in  the  Congressional  Library 
was  decidedly  anti-American  and  anti- 
Cuban.    They  suggest  that  the  last  per- 
sons in  the  world  who  could  have  done 
the  dastardly  deed  were  the  Spanish. 
Now   what  were   the   facts:    After  the 
sinking  of  the  Maine  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment made  an  alleged  investigation 
and  announced  officially  that  the  disaster 
had  been  occasioned  by  an  explosion  in- 
side the  Maine.    This  in  effect  was  an 
accusation  of  carelessness,  or  worse,  on 
the  part  of  the  crew  of  the  Maine,  most 
of  whom  had  been  killed.    Years  later 
the  Maine  was  raised  and  when  her  keel 
was  examined  it  was  found  that  it  had 
bent  upward,  thus  definitely  establishing 
that  the  Maine  had  been  destroyed  by  a 
mine  set  off  under  her  keel  as  she  was 
lying  apparently  in  a  friendly  harbor.    I 
do  not  charge  the  Spanish  Government 
with  guilt  because  I  always  have  been 
defense  counsel  and  cannot  countenance 
a  finding  of  guilt  without  definite  posi- 
tive   evidence    beyond    any    reasonable 
doubt.    But  in  my  own  mind  I  acquit  the 
Cubans.    That  is  borne  out  by  all  the 
evidence  available.    I  think  it  is  absurd 
to  suggest  that  they  engineered  the  blow- 
ing up  of  the  Maine.    I  do  not  like  this 
suggestion  in  any  history  book  that  is 
used  in  the  schools  of  the  United  States. 
I  fought  in  Cuba  alongside  Cuban  sol- 
diers.   I  would  not  permit,  if  I  were  the 
authority,    to    be    used    in    our    public 
schools  an  American  history  intimitating 
that  the  scoundrels  who  blew  up  the 
Maine  were  Cuban  patriots.     I  do  not 
think  that  is  the  way  to  promote  and 
preserve  the  stout  friendship   that  al- 
ways should  exist  between  the  Republic 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Cuba.    The  sensible  thing  to  do  is  to  let 
the  record  stand  where  it  is,  without 
guessing  and  surmising  on  the  part  of 
historians.     The  Spanish  claimed  that 
It  was  an  internal  explosion;   the  evi- 
dence proved  that  it  was  not.  Until  there 
is  new  conci'isive  evidence,  which  it  Is 


doubtful  ever  will  be  produced,  there 
must  it  end. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHARA  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  In  my  own  district 
there  is  a  Spanish  War  Veterans  camp. 
It  has  a  beautiful  location  down  in  the 
hill  country  of  southeastern  Oklahoma. 
If  those  old  veterans  were  in  their  youth 
the  victims  of  propaganda  and  were 
gullible  they  have  certainly  experienced 
a  revolution,  because  they  are  the  most 
substantial,  solid  group  of  people  I  have 
ever  seen  at  one  place  at  any  one  time. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart 
for  his  contribution  and  tribute  to  the 
Spanish-American  War  veterans.  They 
are  a  wonderful  body  of  patriots. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  now  a  great  priv- 
ilege to  yield  to  the  distinguished  Resi- 
dent Commissioner  from  Puerto  Rico 
[Mr.  Fernos-Isern  1 . 

HAI.F  A  CENTURY  OF  DEMOCRATIC  DEVEIOPMENT 
IN  PUERTO  RICO  SINCE  THE  SPANISH-AMERI- 
CAN   WAR 

Mr.  FERNOS-ISERN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  events  which  took  place  55  years  ago. 
and  to  which  my  distinguished  colleague 
[Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois!  has  made  refer- 
ence, had  a  tremendous  significance  for 
Puerto  Rico — both  for  the  1.000,000  in- 
habitants the  island  had  in  1898.  and  for 
the  2.200.000  inhabitants  it  has  now. 

The  people  of  Puerto  Rico  in  1898 
comprised  a  part  of  what  remained  of 
the  once-powerful  Spanish  Empire,  over 
which  the  sun  never  set.  But  many 
times  before  1898,  the  sun  had  set  on  the 
Spanish  empire.  At  the  beginning:  of  the 
18th  century,  the  European  holdings  of 
the  Spanish  Crown  had  been  halved. 
During  the  first  third  of  the  19tli  cen- 
tury, the  Spanish  empire  reiired  from 
Florida,  from  Mexico — in  tho.se  days  this 
included  California.  Utah.  Texa.^i,  and 
what  is  today  the  Republic  of  Mexico. 
It  had  retired  in  the  new  world  all  the 
way  down  to  Patagonia. 

In  1898,  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico  were 
the  only  remnants  of  this  empire  in  the 
new  world.  Cuba  had  been  fighting  for 
3  years  in  its  endeavor  to  join  the  rest 
of  the  Spanish  new  world  in  the  quest 
of  freedom  in  independence.  Little 
Puerto  Rico,  unable  to  resort  to  arms 
was  endeavoring  to  attain  freedom 
through  constitutional  means,  for  it  was 
by  no  means  realistic  for  1,000.000  people 
born  in  the  crossroads  of  the  New  World 
to  live  within  the  political  regime  whose 
capital  was  in  the  Old  World. 

The  Spanish -American  War  was, 
therefore,  no  less  significant  for  Puerto 
Rico  because  it  was  short.  It  .severed 
the  ties  with  Europe.  It  embarked  them 
upon  an  American  life. 

More  changes  have  taken  place  in 
Puerto  Rico.  By  this,  I  do  not  mean 
alone  a  change  from  one  sovereignty  to 
another,  nor  the  changes  of  a  material 
nature  having  to  do  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  island  from  an  economic 
point  of  view.  Par  more  profound  and 
significant  are  the  changes  that  have 
taken  place  in  Puerto  Rico  in  philosophy 
of  life,  in  points  of  view,  in  the  manner 
of  thinking  of  the  people.   From  a  tradi- 


tion of  a  monarchial  system.  Puerto  Rico 
has  evolved  into  a  show-case  of  democ- 
racy within  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment; Puerto  Ricans  have  found  a  posi- 
tion of  dignity  for  their  public  life  within 
the  United  States  political  system  under 
their  own  constitution,  and  within  the 
federative  association  which  has  been 
created  between  the  people  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  their  fellow  citizens  of  the 
mainland. 

Many  years  elapsed  before  a  workable 
approach  was  to  be  found  in  order  to 
arrive  at  these  results.  Puerto  Rico  had 
t)een  declared  to  be  territory  subject  to 
United  States  sovereignty,  but  not  a  part 
of  the  United  States  in  a  constitutional 
sense.  Two  schools  of  thought  developed 
which  followed  precedent  and  estab- 
lished usages.  One  would  reason  that 
since  Puerto  Rico  was  one  of  the  many 
provinces  of  the  Spanish  Empire  in  the 
New  World  and  since  all  the  others  be- 
came independent,  the  ultimate  destiny 
of  Puerto  Rico  should  be  independence 
as  it  was  for  the  other  provinces. 

The  other  school  of  thought  would 
re.ison  that  since  all  Territories  of  the 
United  States  are  ultimately  supposed  to 
l)ecome  States  of  the  Union,  the  ultimate 
destiny  of  Puerto  Rico  must  be  to  be- 
come a  State  of  the  Union.  But  in  fol- 
lowing the.se  two  schools  of  thought,  the 
many  difficulties  to  be  overcome  in  either 
case  were  not  given  due  consideration, 
and  the  years  passed  without  noticeable 
progress  being  made  in  either  direction. 

By  1940,  a  new  generation  took  the 
helm  in  Puerto  Rico.  It  was  composed 
of  those  who  were  l)orn  precisely  by  the 
time  when  the  Spanish -American  War 
took  place.  Its  members  had  been  edu- 
cated and  rai.-^ed  under  the  new  regime. 
They  were  familiar  with  the  United 
States  since  the  beginning  of  their  life. 
They  were  in  a  better  position  to  weigh 
the  factors  involved  in  the  question. 
They  had  a  new  approach.  They  went 
to  work.  S'.nce  1940.  Puerto  Rico  has 
made  a  new  .start.  Its  social,  economic, 
educational,  and  political  progress  has 
been  outstanding.  Then  Puerto  Rico 
came  to  Congre.s.'.  with  a  new  idea,  and 
Conijress  accepted  it. 

Public  Law  600  was  enacted  in  1950 
in  the  nature  of  a  compact.  The  com- 
pact between  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
was  completed  with  the  acceptance  of 
the  terms  of  Public  Law  600  by  the  peo- 
ple of  Puerto  Rico  to  whom  it  was  sub- 
mitted in  referendum.  Within  the  terms 
of  this  compact,  the  people  of  Puerto 
Rk-o  created,  with  the  adoption  of  a 
constitution  of  their  own  making  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  The 
Constitution  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  was  submitted  to  Congress 
for  approval.  Congress  found  that 
Puerto  Rico  had  adopted  its  constitution 
within  the  basic  terms  of  the  compact, 
and  with  minor  reservations  in  the  way 
of  stipulations  to  be  accepted  by  the 
Constitutional  Convention  of  Puerto 
Rico  over  which  I  had  the  honor  to  pre- 
side. Congress  approved  the  constitution. 

The  Puerto  Rico  Constitutional  Con- 
vention accepted  the  stipulations.  The 
compact  was  perfected.  And  on  July  25. 
1952,  the  54th  anniversary  of  the  land- 


ing of  General  Miles'  troops  In  the  port 
of  Guanica  on  the  southern  coast  of 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  was  proclaimed.  Puerto 
Rico  attained  the  position  of  dignity 
which  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  represents. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
is  not  only  a  wise  instrument  of  govern- 
ment, it  is  a  dynamic  instrument  of 
government.  I  believe  that  a  new  di- 
mension to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  has  been  found.  Perhaps 
this  may  become  a  valuable  precedent 
in  approaching  similar  problems  of  other 
areas  not  constitutionally  incorporated 
but  under  United  States  sovereignty. 
There  is  no  longer  reason  to  limit  our- 
selves to  the  concepts  of  statehood  with- 
in the  Union  or  incorporated  Territorial 
government  prior  to  admission  into  the 
Union.  Here  is  a  new  concept — the 
concept  of  commonwealth  status  within 
terms  of  compact  agreed  to  between  the 
Congress  and  the  people  concerned. 
The  terms  of  compact  need  not  be  the 
same  in  all  cases.  The  formula  yields 
itielf  to  flexibility  that  it  may  be  used 
in  cases  where  the  circumstances  may 
not  be  identical.  But  it  is  based  on  the 
fundamental  principle  of  American  phi- 
losophy of  government.  It  is  govern- 
ment by  the  consent  of  the  governed;  it 
is  government  based  upon  the  will  of  the 
people ;  it  is  government  for  free  peoples: 
It  is  government  of  the  people,  by  the 
people,  and  for  the  people.  It  is  a  re- 
publican government  built  upon  the 
theory  of  democracy:  that  Is,  the  sov- 
ereignty of  the  people. 

It  can  be  said  that,  as  In  the  case  of 
its  parent  document,  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  it  is  a  dynamic  for- 
mula. The  terms  of  compact  need  not 
be  static.  With  common  consent,  they 
may  be  adjusted  with  time  to  changes  in 
Circumstances. 

Recently,  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment notified  the  United  Nations  of  the 
fact  that  it  would  cease  reporting  on 
Puerto  Rico  as  a  non£:elf-governing  ter- 
ritory. The  people  of  Puerto  Rico  re- 
joiced at  this  announcement  for  they 
know  they  can  no  longer  be  classed 
amongst  the  nonself-governing  peo- 
ples of  the  world.  They  are  self-gov- 
erning. It  is  indeed  a  fact  to  be  proud 
of  that  when  questions  come  up  before 
the  United  Nations  concerning  en- 
croachments by  dictatorships  over  the 
freedom  of  other  people,  the  United 
States  may  inform  the  United  Nations 
that  the  United  States,  the  champion  of 
freedom  in  the  world,  in  full  agreement 
with  the  peoples  over  which  it  took  re- 
sponsibility half  a  century  ago,  has  en- 
tered into  a  compact  for  continued 
union  and  for  the  common  enjoyment 
of  freedom  and  self-goveriunent  which 
those  peoples  have  enthusiastically  ac- 
cepted. 

I  wish  to  congratulate  our  colleague 
from  Illinois,  for  having  brought  this 
question  up  before  the  House.  We 
should  all  pay  tribute  to  him  as  the 
only  remaining  Member  of  Congress 
who  was  one  of  those  who  risked  his  life 
in  the  Spanish -American  War  that 
these  beautiful  realities  might  ever  come 
true.    Without  Americans  like  him  55 


years  ago,  history  would  have  been  dif- 
ferent. 

Pifty-five  srears  ago.  the  American 
people  were  suddenly  awakened  to  the 
call  of  destiny  by  the  reverberations  of 
the  Maine  explosion.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  O'Hara)  was  one  of 
those  who  answered  the  call  which  fol- 
lowed. 

I  was  3  years  old  when  all  this  hap- 
pened. I  watched  the  American  sol- 
diers come  into  my  little  town  of  San 
Lorenzo  to  raise  the  American  Flag.  I 
now  know  there  were  only  five  soldiers. 
At  the  time,  I  thought  it  was  a  whole 
battalion.  I  made  friends  with  the  sol- 
diers. In  fact,  the  first  English  words 
I  learned,  I  learned  from  them. 

Little  could  I  suspect  then,  there  were 
other  soldiers  in  distant  Cuba,  and 
amongst  them  some  with  whom  I  would 
have  the  honor  to  serve,  half  a  century 
later,  In  this  great  Congress  where  the 
freedom  of  Cuba  was  proclaimed  as  a 
result  of  the  Spanish -American  War. 
and  the  birth  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  was  to  be  solemnly  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
distinguished  Commissioner  from  Puerto 
Rico  and  I  congratulate  him  on  the  ap- 
proval given  to  his  great  work  here  by 
the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  in  the  elec- 
tions of  1952,  when  I  understand  he  re- 
ceived about  450.000  votes  to  his  nearest 
opponent  s  125,000.  As  a  veteran  of  the 
war  with  Spain  I  am  proud  and  happy 
that  one  of  the  fruits  of  that  conflict  is 
the  American  Conunonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico. 

When  the  United  States  acquired  sov- 
ereignty over  the  Philippine  Islands  and 
Puerto  Rico  as  a  result  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War,  many  thought  that  the 
United  States  was  embarking  on  a  policy 
of  imperialism  and  world  domination 
that  would  do  away  with,  that  would 
undermine  our  institutions  and  the  spirit 
of  freedom  and  democracy  upon  which 
they  are  based. 

Pifty-five  years  have  elapsed  and  there 
has  occurred  much  to  the  contrary  of 
what  was  then  predicted  by  the  critics  of 
those  days.    As  a  result  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War,  not  only  is  Cuba  inde- 
pendent, but  the  PhiUppines  as  well,  and 
Puerto  Rico  has  become  a  commonwealth 
under  our  flag,  voluntarily  united  to  the 
United  States  within  the  terms  of  com- 
pact which  gives  Puerto  Rico  freedom 
and  security  and  the  blessings  of  mem- 
bership in  a  position  of  dignity  within 
the  political  system  of  the  United  States. 
We   have   no    better   friends   in   the 
Orient  than  the  Filipinos;  we  have  no 
more    loyal    fellow -citizens    than    the 
Puerto  Ricans.    For  as  it  was  bound  to 
happen  we  used  force  only  where  and 
when  force  was  necessary  to  remove  the 
obstacles  which  lay  in  the  path  of  our 
destiny,  which  destiny  has  always  been 
that  of  being  the  champions  of  freedom. 
One  of  the  great  heroic  figures  of  the 
war  with  Spain  was  Capt.  Richmond  P. 
Hobson,  later  a  Member  of  this  Congress 
from  Alabama.    It  is  hard  for  this  gen- 
eration to  picture  in  its  mind  the  Amer- 
ica of  1898.    Spain  was  regarded  as  a 
great  world  power,  and  the  Spanish  fieet 
was  feared.    There  was  a  real  panic  in 


New  York,  a  panic  S(Mnewhat  similar  to 
that  which  would  obtain  today  if  an 
atomic  war  were  to  come.  Here  was  the 
fleet  bottled  up  in  Santiago  Harbor,  and 
it  might  escape.  There  was  great 
concern. 

A  young  naval  officer  appointed  to  the 
Academy  from  Alabama  volunteered  to 
sink  a  small  vessel  off  the  guns  of  Morro 
Castle  to  block  the  fleet  in  Santiago  Har- 
bor. He  asked  for  volunteers  to  go  with 
him.  At  that  time,  and  I  want  you  to 
think  as  they  were  thinking  in  1898,  that 
was  regarded  as  certain  death,  that  there 
was  not  a  chance  of  escape  alive  for 
those  who  went  with  Hobson  to  sink  that 
small  vessel  under  the  guns  of  Morro 
CasUe.  Yet,  every  man  in  the  fleet  vol- 
unteered to  go  with  him.  Seven  volun- 
teers were  accepted.  They  went,  they 
e:caped  death,  and  Hobson  and  his  men 
became  the  heroes  of  America.  Now 
when  I  flnd  in  these  modem  American 
histories  that  some  of  them  are  even 
omitting  the  name  of  Hobson  and  some 
of  them,  where  they  do  mention  it.  do 
so  begrudgingly  I  am  very  much  dis- 
tressed. Hobson  personified  the  heroism 
and  devotion  to  country  of  the  America 
when  the  19th  century  was  nearing  its 
close.  The  story  of  his  heroic  feat 
should  live  eternally.  Today  we  have  in 
this  Chamber  a  colleague  of  ours  who 
was  bom  and  raised  in  the  town  of 
which  Hobson  w!is  a  distingui.shed  son. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
I  Mr.  SeldenJ. 

ADM.   RICHARD   PEARSON  BOBSON,   1 870-1 93T 

Mr.  SELDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  our  war 
with  Spain,  near  the  close  of  the  last 
century,  has  been  so  overshadowed  by 
more  recent  periodic  world  wars  that  we 
are  in  danger  of  losing  sight  of  the  sig- 
nificance of  that  short  and  victorious 
struggle. 

The  Spanish-American  War  served 
notice  to  the  world  that  the  United 
States  of  America  was  ready  to  take  its 
place  with  the  first-class  powers.  It 
proved  the  sectional  antagonisms  of  a 
previous  generation  had  so  far  subsided 
that  North  and  South  should  vie  with 
each  other  only  in  eagerness  to  fight 
under  one  flag  and  to  die  if  need  be  for 
our  united  country. 

One  of  the  great  popular  heroes  of 
that  war  was  Lt. — later  Rear  Adm. — 
Richmond  Pearson  Hobson.  As  his 
hometown  of  Greensboro,  Ala.,  happens 
also  to  be  my  hometown,  and  the  district 
I  now  represent  covers  a  pwrtion  of  the 
district  he  once  represented  in  Congress, 
it  becomes  my  very  happy  privilege  to 
place  in  the  Record  on  this,  occasion  a 
brief  review  of  his  career.  In  the  follow- 
ing summary,  I  have  recalled  some  of 
Hobson's  deeds  which  demonstrate  a 
zealous  patriotism,  a  meticulous  care  in 
conception  and  planning,  and  an  au- 
dacious boldness  in  execution  that  have 
seldom  been  equaled  in  naval  warfare, 
and  which  brought  popular  acclaim  to 
this  heroic  gentleman  and  great  glory  to 
his  beloved  country,  including  his  native 
State  of  Alabama. 

After  attending  private  schools  and 
Southern  University  in  Greensboro,  Hob- 
son entered  the  United  States  Naval 
Academy  and  was  graduated  in  1889  as 
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the  top  man  In  his  class.  He  then  at- 
tended the  French  School  of  Naval  De- 
sign in  Paris  where  he  graduated  in 
1893  with  honors.  Upon  completion  of 
his  schooling,  he  was  employed  by  the 
Navy  in  the  construction  of  battleships 
and  in  conducting  postgraduate  courses 
at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy  for 
officers  destined  for  similar  responsibil- 
ity. 

When  the  war  with  Spain  began  Lieu- 
tenant Hobson  was  an  assistant  naval 
constructor.  Afraid  this  assignment 
would  keep  him  out  of  the  conflict,  young 
Hobson  requested  sea  duty  and  was  as- 
signed to  the  fleet. 

IXiring  the  months  of  April  and  May 
1898,  the  Atlantic  coast  cities  were  tense 
with  apprehension.  The  exact  where- 
abouts of  Admiral  Cervera's  Spanish 
fleet  were  unknown  and  the  Atlantic  sea- 
board towns  prepared  to  defend  them- 
selves from  attack.  Late  in  May  dis- 
patches arrived  giving  information  that 
the  Spanish  Fleet  had  put  into  the  har- 
bor of  Santiago,  Cuba.  With  this  news, 
ships  of  the  United  States  Navy  began 
to  gather  at  Key  West,  Fla. 
Realizing  the  entrance  to  Santiago 
*  Harbor  was  extremely  narrow.  Admiral 
William  T.  Sampson,  who  commanded 
the  American  Fleet,  resolved  upon  a  plan 
to  block  the  entrance  and  thereby  bottle 
up  the  Spanish  Fleet.  Because  Lieuten- 
ant Hobson's  plans  for  the  piloting  and 
sinking  of  a  vessel  across  the  entrance  of 
the  harbor  were  the  most  complete  and 
practical  of  any  submitted,  he  was  given 
command  of  the  Merrimac  by  Admiral 
Sampson  and  placed  in  charge  of  the 
dangerous  operation.  The  Merrimac.  a 
coal  transporting  vessel,  was  selected  for 
sacrifice  as  a  blockade  because  defective 
machinery  impaired  her  usefulness. 

Under  Hobson's  supervision,  the  Mer. 
Timac  was  stripped  down  and  specially 
prepared  torpedoes  were  placed  where 
they  would  blow  the  bottom  out  of  the 
hull  when  fired.  The  old  boat  was  ready 
to  end  her  days  as  a  comparatively  un- 
known collier  and  had  become  an  illus- 
trious name  in  American  naval  history. 
Although  it  seemed  unlikely  that  any 
would  live  to  return,  seven  of  many  vol- 
unteers were  selected  by  Hobson  to  help 
him  man  the  doomed  vessel.  The  brave 
crew  set  out  on  this  heroic  mission  the 
night  of  June  2.  1898.  but  they  were  or- 
dered back  quickly  when  Admiral  Samp- 
son noticed  that  daylight  was  coming 
too  soon. 

In  the  foggy  darkness  of  the  following 
night,  these  seven  men  slowly  eased  the 
old  Merrimac  toward  the  harbor.  Lieu- 
tenant Hobson  was  on  the  bridge.  With 
him  was  first-class  gunner's  mate. 
George  Charette.  In  his  own  story  writ- 
ten shortly  afterward.  Lieutenant  Hob- 
son relates  that  he  called  out  "Charette, 
lad,  we  are  going  to  make  it  tonight.' 
There  is  no  power  under  heaven  can  keep 
us  out  of  the  channel." 

As  fog  lifted  and  the  moon  shone 
brightly,  an  early  attack  was  unexpected 
from  the  guns  of  the  Spanish  forts;  but 
the  Merrimac  got  within  500  yards  of  the 
entrance  before  firing  began.  Then  a 
picket-boat  to  the  left  opened  up  with 
rapld-flre  guns,  aiming  at  the  ship's 
rudder.  The  bigger  guns  of  the  fort  sent 
a  deluge  of  shot  and  shell  down  at  the 


old  collier.  The  Merrimac  was  nearing 
the  narrow  neck  of  the  harbor  where  it 
could  be  most  effectively  blocked.  But 
when  the  men  tried  to  turn  the  ship 
across  the  channel  there  was  no  response. 
The  steering  gear  was  gone.  They  at- 
tempted to  fire  the  torpedoes,  but  only 
two  of  the  10  exploded.  The  barrage 
from  the  forts  had  destroyed  batteries 
and  wiring  on  the  others.  Even  the  an- 
chor chains  were  shot  away  and  the  ship 
drifted  helplessly  beyond  the  narrow 
neck  where  it  might  have  choked  the 
harbor. 

Spanish  mines  or  torpedoes  finally 
sank  the  hulk  and  the  brave  men  who 
had  miraculously  survived  the  heavy  hail 
of  steel  and  lead  escaped  from  the  sink- 
ing Merrimac  to  cling  in  the  dark  to  a 
raft  they  had  floated  from  the  deck.  The 
water  was  cold,  but  the  men  hung  on 
with  their  heads  below  the  edge  of  the 
raft  until  broad  daylight,  constantly 
wondering  whether  they  would  be  dis- 
covered and  shot  in  the  dark  by  Spanish 
soldiers  who  prowled  nearby  in  small 
boats. 

With  morning  came  a  large  steam 
launch  to  reconnoiter.  Hoping  there 
would  be  a  responsible  officer  on  t)oard 
to  whom  they  might  surrender.  Lieu- 
tenant Hobson  hailed  the  launch  and  at 
once  the  Spanish  soldiers  leveled  their 
rifles.  The  men  in  the  water  expected 
to  be  shot,  but  there  was  no  volley. 
The  aim  was  only  precautionary.  The 
men  were  rescued  and  later  learned  that 
the  officer  who  helped  Lieutenant  Hob- 
son into  the  launch  was  Admiral  Cer- 
vera  himself. 

Hobson  and  his  men  were  taken   to 
Morro    Castle    and    imprisoned.     Later 
they   were   transferred   to   the    city   of 
Santiago.    While  held  as  prisoners,  they 
were  treated  courteously  and  were  rec- 
ognized  as   brave   and   daring   men   by 
the  Spaniards  themselves,  who  even  sent 
a  small  boat  under  a  flag  of  truce  to 
notify   Admiral   Sampson    that   Hobson 
and  his  men  were  all  safe.     In  about  a 
month  these  prisoners  were  exchanged. 
It   is    highly   complimentary     to   the 
sporting  spirit  of  the  American  people 
that  they  never  thought  of  judging  Lieu- 
tenant Hobson  on  the  basis  of  his  suc- 
cess or  failure  to  block  the  harbor,  but 
solely  on  the  effort  he  made.     However, 
his  heroic  attempt  to  block  the  harbor 
was  not  the  only  deed  for  which  he  was 
acclaimed  in  connection  with  the  Span- 
ish-Anerican  War.    It  ./as  Hob.son  who 
conceived  the  plan  to  cut  out  woodwork 
and  other  inflammable  parts  from  the 
American  ships  to  insure  their  safety  in 
battle.     This  lack  of  foresight  on  the 
part  of  the  Spaniards  helped  to  destroy 
their  fleet.    As  the  Spanish  Admiral  Cer- 
vera  later  told  Hobson,  his  men  could 
not  stick  with  their  highly  inflammable 
ships  once  they  had  been  hit  hard.    "We 
had  to  jump  into  the  sea  or  be  burned 
up,"  Cervera  remarked. 

Before  boarding  the  Merrimac.  Hob- 
son had  carefully  planned  courses  of 
future  attacks  against  the  Spaniards.  He 
later  quoted  Admiral  Samp.son  as  saying 
he  would  have  used  those  plans  had  the 
war  been  prolonged. 

In  view  of  Lieutenant  Hobson's  ex- 
traordinary heroism.  President  McKinley 
nominated  him  to  be  advanced  to  the 


rank  of  captain.  This  action  was  said 
to  constitute  the  greatest  material  pro- 
motion as  a  recognition  of  gallantry  in 
the  history  of  the  naval  service.  In  1933. 
4  years  before  his  death,  he  was  awarded 
the  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  for  his 
exploit  of  1898.  and  in  1934  Congress 
gave  him  the  rank  of  rear  admiral, 
retired. 

It  is  a  matter  of  strange  interest  that 
Admiral  Hobson  is  remembered  and  hon- 
ored for  an  attempt  that  was  not  entirely 
successful,  while  his  later  life  is  compar- 
atively unknown,  though  in  it  he  doubt- 
less accomplished  more  for  his  country 
and  its  Navy  than  he  did  in  the  Spanish- 
American  War. 

He  resigned  from  the  Navy  in  1903  for 
reasons  of  poor  health  and  impaired  eye- 
sight. From  1907  to  1915  he  served  in 
Congress,  representing  the  Sixth  Ala- 
bama District.  He  was  a  strong  advo- 
cate of  American  naval  supremacy  and 
of  American  leadership  in  the  inter- 
national peace  movement.  Rear  Adm. 
Bradley  A.  Piske  wrote  in  a  personal 
letter  to  Captain  Hobson  in  1934,  just 
before  Hobson  was  made  rear  admiral: 

As  Important  and  as  gallant  as  were  your 
services  in  the  Spanish  War.  I  think  your 
putting;  through  in  Congress  almost  single- 
handed  the  legislation  creating  the  Office  of 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  was  the  greatest 
service  any  Individual  has  performed  In  a 
generation  fur  the  advancement  of  the  Navy 
and  defense  of  America. 

While  he  was  in  Congress.  Hobson  was 
constantly  concerned  with  plans  for 
strengthening  the  Nations  defense  and 
building  up  a  strong  navy.  His  speeches 
and  other  original  material  on  national 
defense  covered  100  sohd  pages  of  the 
Co.NCREssiONAL  Record.  He  was  an  out- 
standing orator,  and  a  number  of  his 
fiery  speeches  to  Congress  later  proved 
to  have  been  remarkably  prophetic. 

Hobson  was  a  leader  in  the  prohibition 
movement,  and  after  the  eighteenth 
amendment  was  passed  he  launched  a 
fight  against  the  narcotic  drug  evil.  The 
Biographical  Directory  of  the  American 
Congre.^s  states  that  he  "organized  the 
American  Alcohol  Education  Association 
in  1921  and  served  as  general  secretary; 
organized  the  International  Narcotic 
Education  Association  in  1923  and  served 
as  president:  organized  the  World  Con- 
ference on  Narcotic  Education  in  1926 
and  served  as  secretary  general  and  as 
chairman  of  the  board  of  governors; 
founded  the  World  Narcotic  Defense  As- 
sociation in  1927,  serving  as  president." 

He  was  a  natural-born  fighter,  an  in- 
telligent and  intn  pid  fiphtcr.  His  sud- 
den death  March  IG,  1937,  prevented  his 
scheduled  appearance  before  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee  to  represent  the 
Constitutional  Democracy  Association 
which  was  organized  by  Admiral  Hobson 
and  others  to  fitrht  President  Roosevelt's 
plan  to  readjust  the  Supreme  Court. 

Admiral  Hobson.  as  is  most  fitting,  is 
buried  in  Arlington  National  Cemetery. 
Though  he  no  longer  lives,  the  fight  goes 
on  against  intemperance  and  drug  addic- 
tion and  tyranny  and  war.  He  has  be- 
queathed us  as  a  high  legacy  the  causes 
for  which  he  fought.  They  remain  to 
challenge  us. 

I  am  impre.ssed  with  what  William 
Garrott  Brown  said  of  him  in  his  The 
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Lower  South  In  American  History.  Af- 
ter comparing  Hobson  to  other  American 
naval  heroes,  Decatur,  Somers,  and 
Gushing.  Brown  concludes: 

To  attempt  a  comparlaon  of  the  four  young 
heroes  would  be  both  useless  and  vain.  Each 
measured  hU  devotion  by  the  poet's  stand- 
ard: 

"Give  all  thou  canst;  high  heaven  neglecta 
the  lore 
Of  nicely  calculated  less  and  more." 

But  a  longer  retrospect  would  be  equally 
appropriate.  It  might  go  back  to  the  very 
beginnings  of  our  national  life;  to  Paul  Jones 
and  the  Bon  Homme  Richard;  to  Washington 
himself  on  the  ley  Delaware.  We  need  not 
stop  even  there.  Otir  fancy  wanders  on  to 
the  beginnings  of  England's  sea  power,  when 
the  might  of  Spain  was  not  cabined  in  block- 
aded harbors,  but  flaunted  forth  In  armadas, 
Raleigh  I  sic]  or  Drake  were  as  good  u.  peg  for 
a  comparison  as  Gushing  or  Somers.  It  leads 
us  even  beyond  history,  Into  the  legends  and 
mythology  of  the  north.  For  what  was  this 
at  Santiago  but  the  whole  warfare  of  our 
race  In  little?  What  was  It  the  watchers  saw 
from  the  fleet  but  the  Immemorial  ship  that 
disappears  Into  the  unknown?  What,  but 
the  young  Siegfried  entering  the  cave  of  the 
dragon?  What,  but  Arthur  passing  Into  the 
dying  day?  To  peer  Into  the  soul  of  this 
hlgh-fortuned  youth  Is  to  feel  the  higher 
mood  of  the  race.  In  which  all  the  wonders  of 
our  past  have  been  wrought  out.  It  Is  to  lean 
upon  the  strength  which  shall  fight  the 
battles  of  this  Republic  so  long  as  It  survives 
and  battles  are  to  fight. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  for  his  elo- 
quent remarks  on  one  of  the  immortals 
of  American  heroism.  He  has  made  a 
profound  impression  on  me  in  his  maid- 
en speech  in  this  Chamber,  and  in  that 
observation  I  am  sure  my  colleagues 
would  join. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  IlUnois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  I  wish  to  compli- 
ment the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
O'HARA  1  for  taking  this  time  to  bring  to 
our  attention  the  matter  which  is  now 
before  this  body. 

I  spent  a  great  many  of  my  years  as 
a  teacher  in  the  high  schools,  teaching 
social  science,  and  particularly  history. 
Before  I  came  back  to  this  honored  body 
I  was  acquainted  with  a  great  many  of 
the  matters  surrounding  the  Spanish- 
American  War,  and  was  particularly  in- 
terested in  many  of  the  heroic  instances 
of  that  war  and  what  it  meant,  as  far  as 
the  development  of  our  Nation  is  con- 
cerned. 

Almost  immediately  after  the  begin- 
ning of  my  service  in  this  body  I  had  the 
honor  of  helping  to  sponsor  the  passage 
of  a  bill  which  gave  to  the  Puerto  Rican 
people  the  right  to  write  their  own  con- 
stitution. I  was  at  the  ceremonies  Isist 
year  which  brought  the  constitution  into 
being  in  San  Juan,  P.  R.  I  could  not  help 
living  history  with  those  people  at  that 
time.  One  of  the  instances  which  I  re- 
member so  vividly  was  when  we  went  out 
to  Fort  El  Moro,  the  old  fort,  and  there, 
with  the  aid  of  our  military,  we  saw  the 
new  flag  of  the  Puerto  Rican  people  go 
to  the  top  of  the  flagpole  at  the  historic 
old  fort  and  fly  for  the  remainder  of  the 
day  alongside  Old  Glory.  Governor 
Munos  explained  later  that  he  had  ac- 


eompllshed  what  a  great  many  of  the 
people,  who  live  on  that  island  but  who 
would  like  to  pull  away  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  said  they  were 
going  to  accomplish ;  that  is,  the  raising 
of  the  flag  of  Puerto  Rico  to  the  top  of 
that  particular  flagpole.  Yet  it  was  done 
effectively  and  orderly  under  our  spon- 
sorship and  under  the  leadership  of  their 
duly  elected  Governor  and  Commission- 
er; and,  they  still  remain  an  integral 
part  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  O'Hara]  that  citizens  of  my 
State  had  no  little  part  in  the  Spanish- 
American  War  which  conflict  really 
brought  our  country  to  its  adulthood. 
We  gave  of  our  men,  our  youth  at  that 
time,  and  they  served  gloriously,  not  only 
in  the  Caribbean  area  but  also  in  the 
Philippines.  About  25  of  our  young  men 
served  with  Col.  Theodore  Roosevelt's 
Rough  Riders,  and  were  present  and  did 
their  part  in  that  engagement  which  at- 
tracted so  much  publicity  and  patriotic 
emotions  on  the  part  of  the  American 
people.  Our  men  suffered  their  casual- 
ties. Those  flghters  of  50  years  ago 
have  had  their  veterans  organizations 
since  then.  We  are  proud  of  their  serv- 
ice, miUtary  and  civihan.  Sometimes  I 
think  we  pay  all  too  little  attention  to 
the  service  of  those  who  took  an  active 
part  in  this  particular  mihtary  era  of 
our  miUtary  experiences.  I  again  say 
that  what  has  taken  place  in  Puerto 
Rico  is  perhaps  one  of  the  necessary  and 
vital  steps  into  our  coming  into  a  place 
of  world  leadership.  We  have  given  to 
the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  a  feeling  that 
they  are  no  longer  what  we  have  termed 
them  heretofore — possessions  of  our 
country,  but  that  they  are  really  a  part 
of  our  own  American  Government  and 
our  American  way  of  life.  I  join  with 
my  colleague  from  Illinois  in  remember- 
ing with  pride  the  courage  and  valor  of 
our  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  of  the 
Spanish- American  conflict;  and,  also, 
the  services  of  those  unsung  patriots  who 
have  established  a  sound  local  govern- 
ment in  the  form  of  a  new  common- 
wealth for  our  citizens  in  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  may  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
ASPINALL]  that  perhaps  no  State  in  the 
Union  had  more  active  participation  in 
the  Spanish -American  War  in  the  com- 
bat zones,  both  in  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific,  than  did  the  State  of  Colorado. 
There  were  at  least  25  from  Colorado  in 
Teddy  Roosevelt's  Rough  Riders.  In  the 
Philippines,  Colorado  soldiers  were  very 
prominent  and  wrote  a  brilliant  page. 
That  was  followed  in  the  years  afterward 
when  Gus  Hartung  and  Rice  Means  from 
Colorado  were  among  the  fathers  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  am  happy 
to  yield  to  my  good  friend. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Spanish-American  War  veterans,  and 
those  who  fought  in  that  conflict,  found- 
ed the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  in  the 
State  of  Colorado? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Blinois.  The  gentle- 
man is  correct  in  that  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  wsis  founded  by  the  Span- 
ish-American veterans  who  bad  served 


In  the  Cuban,  the  Philippine,  and  the 
Boxer  campaigns.  Originally,  there  were 
a  number  of  organizations,  including  the 
Army  of  the  Philippines  of  which  CoL 
P.  J.  H.  Farrell  was  commander  in  chief. 
Colorado  veterans  were  the  most  active 
in  the  "VPW.  although  Illinois,  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  New  York  were  also  strong. 
Eventually  all  the  groups  were  merged. 
Denver  has  the  credit — and  I  know  it  is 
a  distinction  the  people  of  Denver  will 
always  cherish — of  being,  in  a  sense,  the 
birthplace  of  the  VFW. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  closing  my  remarks 
on  the  occasion  of  this  55th  anniver- 
sary observance  of  the  sinking  of  the 
Maine  by  including  a  message  from  Am- 
bassador AureUo  F.  Concheso,  delivered 
last  evening  at  the  Maine  services  of  the 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  Ambassa- 
dor's address  follows: 

Mr.  President,  veterans  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War.  ladles,  and  gentlemen,  once 
again.  In  the  Incessant  course  of  time,  the 
veterans  of  the  Spanish -American  War  and 
the  Cuban  colony  in  Washington  gather  in 
this  Capital  of  the  United  States  to  com- 
memorate with  religious  fervor  the  traglo 
event  of  the  battleship  Maine,  which  was 
sunk  in  the  harbor  of  Habana  on  the  ISth 
of  February  In  1898.  thereby  sowing  the  seed 
of  the  common  destiny  of  our  two  nations, 
because  that  episode  so  stirred  the  public 
opinion  of  this  Nation  that  at  the  unani- 
mous cry  of  "Remember  the  Maine"  the  illus- 
trious Teddy  Roosevelt  was  able  to  organize 
his  Rough  Riders,  and  entering  the  war 
against  the  metropolis,  fought  side  by  side 
with  Cubans  to  conquer  our  longed-for  in- 
dependence. 

Prom  the  middle  of  the  19th  centtiry.  Cuba 
maintained  in  the  hemisphere  Its  indomi- 
table will  to  be  free  and  independent,  as 
were  her  sister  republic  of  the  continent. 
In  1868  she  initiated  and  fought  the  Ten 
Years  War.  In  which  victory  did  not  crown 
the  efforts  of  a  nation  that  had  shown  a 
heroism  far  superior  to  that  of  any  other 
nation  on  the  earth.  But  the  consciousness 
that  had  been  aroused  in  the  Cuban  people 
to  be  Independent  did  not  weaken  in  the 
decade  following  the  defeat  of   1878. 

Marti,  as  mentor  of  the  new  generation, 
and  the  centennial  of  whose  birth  we  cele- 
brate this  year,  together  with  Maceo,  Gomez, 
and  Callxto  Garcia,  as  leaders  of  the  Cuban 
hosts,  declared  the  war  of  1895.  It  was  on 
this  occasion  that  the  sinking  of  the  battle- 
ship Maine  occurred,  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  obeying  the  generous 
mandate  of  the  American  Nation,  declared 
war  on  Spain,  to  share  with  us  the  final 
struggle  for  independence;  and  it  was  at 
El  Cancy  and  at  San  Juan  that  these  glo- 
rious veterans,  here  present,  with  their  de- 
parted comrades  and  Cubans,  sealed  with 
their  blood  the  final  liberation  of  otir  coun- 
try and  the  historical  alliance  of  nations 
geographically  neighbors — closer  neighbors 
because  of  the  Indestructible  solidarity  of  a 
common  destiny  which  the  succeeding  years 
have  made  ever  closer. 

It  is  not  strange,  therefore,  but  a  perfectly 
natural  consequence,  that  in  both  the  last 
wars  which  this  great  Nation  has  fought — In 
1914  and  in  1941 — the  Republic  of  Cuba  has 
answered  "Present,"  to  face  with  you  the 
same  dangers  you  faced  with  us  during  the 
epoch  of  otLT  liberation. 

It  is  fitting  that  the  organization  of  the 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans  continue,  as  it 
has  since  1903,  to  recall  the  tragic  sinking  of 
the  battleship  Maine,  and  that  Cubans  and 
Americans — brothers  by  tbe  generotu  blood 
of  the  saUors  who  sacrificed  their  lives  in  the 
magnificent  triumph  of  right  and  Justice- 
should  gather  at  this  religious  ceremony. 
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Today  more  than  ever,  these  ceremonies 
Increase  In  vigor  and  perspective,  and  today 
more  than  ever,  the  democratic  world  needs 
such  commemorations  to  make  even  more 
solid  the  spiritual  ties  that  should  unite 
nations,  which  by  the  design  of  history,  are 
the  trvistees  of  western  Christian  culture,  in 
a  world  agitated  by  the  machinations  of  In- 
ternational communism  which  threatens  to 
destroy  democracy,  liberty,  and  Justice. 

Peace  eternal  to  the  American  sailors  who 
gave  their  lives  In  holocaust  for  an  ideal. 
Today,  the  present  generations  of  both  na- 
tions are  vigilant  to  renew  together,  should 
it  be  necessary  the  supreme  sacrifice  lor 
which  they,  the  sailors  of  the  battleship 
Maine  surrendered  their  souls  to  their  God. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers be  given  permission  to  extend  their 
remarks  at  this  point  on  the  subject  of 
the  Spanish -American  War. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
the  previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  SadlakJ 
is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  as  a  part 
thereof  a  splendid  address  made  by  the 
Reverend  Monsignor  John  Balkunas.  of 
Maspeth.  Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  on  yester- 
day. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  oc- 
casion of  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  in- 
dependence of  Lithuania.  I  wish  again 
to  restate  my  feelings  of  sympthay  that 
I  have  expressed  previously  here  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  not  only  for  the  cour- 
ageous Lithuanians  still  under  the  thumb 
of  Russian  aggression,  but  for  our  own 
citizens  of  Lithuanian  ancestry  who  feel 
so  keenly  the  separation  from  their 
mother  country  because  they  can  in  no 
way  communicate  with  their  relatives 
and  dear  ones  there. 

Lithuanian-Americans,  as  well  as  Lith- 
uanians everywhere  this  side  of  the  Iron 
Curtain,  will  observe  the  day  with  fit- 
ting ceremonies,  while  Lithuanians  in 
the  l;omeland,  completely  shut  off  by  the 
Iron  Curtain,  will  silently  and  secretly 
join  in  observing  an  independence  which 
has  been  temporarily  put  aside. 

In  the  brief  span  between  the  two 
world  wars,  Lithuania  established  her 
right  to  take  her  place  in  the  family  of 
free  nations.  The  cause  of  freedom  was 
precious  to  her  and  her  progress  was  re- 
markable. Today,  Lithuania,  as  a  na- 
tion, is  being  exterminated.  Lithuania. 
together  with  other  nations  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain,  is  waging  a  great  struggle 
against  world-Communist  expansion. 
Their  freedom  is  not  only  for  their  own 
liberation  but  is  a  fight  for  freedom  in 
the  world. 

Freedom -loving  Americans  everywhere 
admire  the  spirit  through  which  this 
small  country  had  attained  its  independ- 
ence, and  it  is  the  hope  and  prayer  of  all 
of  us  that  Lithuania  may  soon  again  talie 


Its  place  among  the  free  nations  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  observance  In  Con- 
necticut of  this  independence  day  of  so 
much  significance  to  the  people  of  Lithu- 
anian ancestry  was  held  yesterday  in  the 
beautiful  Bushnell  Memorial  Hall  in  our 
capital  city  of  Hartford.  In  spite  of  a 
driving  and  splashing  rain  some  3,500 
people  from  throughout  Connecticut 
filled  this  auditorium  joining  in  a  com- 
memorative program  sponsored  by  the 
United  Lithuanian  Relief  Fund  Commit- 
tee, consisting  of  a  brilliant  concert  by 
the  Lithuanian  art  ensemble  "Ciurlionis" 
from  Cleveland,  directed  by  Alfonsas 
Mikulskis. 

Just  previous  to  the  opening  of  the 
program.  Attorney  Frank  Monchun  in- 
troduced His  Excellency,  Lt.  Gov.  Edv.  ard 
N.  Allen,  who  welcomed  the  audience  to 
Hartford  and  expressed  his  cfiHcial  and 
personal  greetings  and  those  of  Gov.  John 
Lodge  in  appropriate  words  for  the  event. 

Other  remarks  were  made  by  United 
States  Senator  William  A.  Pcrtell,  by 
my  colleague  in  the  House,  the  Honor- 
able Tom  Dodd,  and  by  me. 

There  then  was  presented  a  varied 
program  of  Lithuanian  folk  soncs  and 
dances  by  various  en.sembles  of  this  larue 
chorus  dressed  in  multicolored,  festive 
native  costumes.  The  songs  varied  from 
sweet  to  happy  to  sad.  and  thoush  the 
singers  tried  to  show  happiness  on  their 
faces,  their  songs  reflected  sad  feelings  in 
their  hearts  for  those  with  whom  their 
thoughts  were  on  this  day.  for  the  Ciur- 
lionis ensemble  consists  of  recently  dis- 
placed persons  who  have  somehow  es- 
caped to  freedom  from  their  native 
Lithuania  and  have  found  refuge  in  our 
midst. 

Their  voices  individually  and  in  chorus 
sang  out  a  plea  for  justice  and  freedom 
to  their  native  Lithuania  which  today  ;s 
being  physically  obliterated  but  their 
.«^pirit  and  determination  to  once  attain 
have  the  freedom  won  in  1918  and  which 
has  been  forcibly  taken  from  them  by 
the  Soviets  is  strong. 

During  the  intermission,  the  chairman 
presented  a  distinguished  and  forceful 
speaker — a  great  American  who  is  tre- 
mendously interested  in  the  plight  of  the 
people  and  the  nation  of  Lithuania — and 
the  thunderous  applause  given  his  re- 
marks expressed  the  unanimity  of  agree- 
ment of  the  capacity  audience.  I  refer 
to  that  eminent  .scholar,  the  Very  Rever- 
end Monsignor  John  Balkunas.  of  Mas- 
peth, Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  whose  stirring 
address  I  include  with  my  remarks  and 
commend  to  every  Member  of  this  Con- 
gress with  the  plea  that  we  join  in  all 
efforts  to  realize  soon.  full,  complete  in- 
dependence of  Lithuania  and  with  it  the 
restoration  of  the  independence  of  all 
nations  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  who 
seek  freedom. 

The  address  of  Monsignor  Balkunas 
follows: 

LrrHUANU's  Status  Quo  in  1953 
Mr.  Chairman,  Governor  Allen.  Members  of 
the  Congress,  Monsignor  Ambot,  members  of 
the  clergy,  distinguished  guests,  ladles  and 
gentlemen,  I  wish  to  take  this  occasion  to 
thank  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
his  courageous  stand  in  the  message  of  the 
state  of  the  Union  In  reference  to  the  non- 
recognition  of  any  secret  agreements  of  the 
previous   governments   with  any   other  guv- 


ernment  concerning  the  statua  of  any  free 
people. 

We  American  Lithuanians  are  pleased  that 
the  shameful  agreements  of  Yalta  and  Pots- 
dam will  be  repudiated.  We  do  not  have  the 
secret  texts  of  the  agreements  made*  at 
Yalta,  but  we  do  know  that  nine  European 
nations  with  100,000,000  Inhabitant*  were 
8ubjU)?ated  by  Soviet  Russia.  Add  to  thla 
the  few  hundred  millions  of  slaves  of  China, 
Manchuria.  Mongolia,  and  North  Korea  and 
you  have  a  perfect  picture  of  Soviet  Russia's 
victory  over  the  free  world. 

At  Yalta,  Mr  Stalin  was  asked  whether  the 
Baltic  States  will  have  free  elections.  He 
answered  that  the  people  had  already 
spoken  and  decided  to  Join  the  Soviet 
Union.  Of  course  he  did  not  elaborate  on 
the  Soviet  tank.s.  the  secret  police,  the  single 
Communist  Party,  and  the  farce  elections. 
He  (lid  iu;t  mention  the  fact  that  Soviet 
Ministers  abroad  reported  a  100  percent 
success  In  their  elections,  while  the  elections 
were  still  going  on.  The  Mlnls-ters  did  not 
know  that  the  elections  were  prolonged  for 
another  day.  b?cau.se  of  lack  of  InTerest  by 
the  populace.  The  results  will  never  be 
known,   because   the   ballots  were  destroyed. 

Yalta's  agreement  was  ap{)roved  at  Pots- 
dam, when  Eastern  Prus.sia.  called  Little 
Lithuania.  wa.s  granted  to  Russia.  Let  us 
briefly  review  the  hl.story  of  Russia's  agree- 
ments with  Lithuania,  her  occupation  and 
annexation  of  the  smaller  republic. 

T     SOVIET    COMMITMENTS 

7.  Self-determination  of  Lithuania 
By  the  act  of  February  16,  1918.  the  Lilhu- 
anhm  founcU  m  Vilnius  proclaimed  the  res- 
toration of  the  uuiependence  of  the  Lithu- 
anian flute  The  constituent  a.s*embly  was 
convened  at  Kaunas  on  May  IS.  1920.  Its 
firs*  act  was  to  ratify  the  proclamation  of 
the  Independence  of  the  Republic  of  Lithu- 
ania. 

The  Bolshevik  regime,  which  seized  power 
In  Ru.ssia  in  1917.  solemnly  pro<  lalmed  its 
adherence  to  the  prtncli)le  of  self-determina- 
tion of  nations,  a.s  expressed  In  President 
Woodrow  Wilsons  famous  14  points.  Thia 
however,  did  not  deter  the  rulers  of  the 
Soviet  Union  m  1919  from  invading  a  large 
part  of  the  territory  uf  the  Lithuanian  state 
by  armed  lorces. 

2    Peace  treaty 

AftT  the  Lithuanian  Army  had  repulsed 
the  atjgre.ssor.  a  peace  treaty  was  concluded 
In  Moscow  on  July  12.  1920.  between  the 
Uiuon  of  Stivlet  Socialist  Republics  and  the 
Republic  of  Lithuania,  article  1  of  which 
reads  as  follows : 

"In  conformity  with  the  declaration  by  the 
Russian  S  >claUst  Federated  S  >vlet  Repub- 
lics, all  peoples  have  the  right  to  a  free  self- 
determination,  including  the  right  of  com- 
plete secession  from  the  State  of  which  they 
were  a  part.  Russia  recognizes  without  any 
re.serve  the  sovereignty  and  independence  of 
the  Slate  of  Lithuania  with  all  Juridical 
consequences  resulting  from  such  recogni- 
tion and  voluntarily  and  forever  renounces 
all  sovereign  rights  possessed  by  Russia  over 
the  Lithuanian  people  and  territory." 

3  Treaty  of  noriaggression 
On  September  28.  1926  a  treaty  of  non- 
aggression  was  signed  In  Moscow  by  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  and 
those  of  the  U  S  S  R.  The  pertinent  articles 
of  this  treaty  read  as  follows: 

"Article  1  The  treaty  of  peace  concluded 
between  Lithuania  and  Ru.ssia  In  Moscow  on 
July  12,  1920,  the  dispositions  of  which  main- 
tain their  validity  and  Inviolability,  remains 
the  basis  of  the  relations  between  the  Union 
of  S  )vlet  Socialist  Republics  and  the  Republic 
of  Lithuania. 

"Article  2:  The  Republic  of  Lithuania  and 
the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  mu- 
tually agree  to  respect  their  respective  sover- 
eignty and  al.so  their  integrity  and  territorial 
inviolability  m  all  circumstances. 
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"Article  3:  Each  of  the  two  contracting 
parties  undertakes  to  refrain  from  any  act 
of  aggreaalon  whatsoever  agalnat  the  other 
party."  (League  of  Nations;  treaty  aeries 
publication  of  treaties  and  International  en- 
gagements registered  with  the  Secretariat  of 
the  League  of  Nations,  vol.  60.  p.  153.) 

Before  the  termination  of  the  above-men- 
tioned treaty,  the  Government  of  Moscow 
proposed  to  the  Government  of  the  Republic 
of  Lithuania  that  the  validity  of  this  treaty 
be  extended  for  another  10  years.  This  was 
done  on  April  4,  1934.  The  nonaggresslon 
treaty  was  extended  until  December  31,  1945. 

4.  Convention  for  the  definition  of  the 
aggressor 

On  July  5,  1933,  a  convention  for  the  defi- 
nition of  the  aggressor  was  concluded  In 
London  between  the  Republic  of  Lithuania 
and  the  U  8.  S.  R.  The  U  S.  S.  R.  and  Lithu- 
ania agreed  to  recognize  as  the  aggressor.  In 
a  conflict,  that  State  which  flrst  committed 
one  of  the  following  acts: 

1.  Declaration  of  war  on  the  other  party. 

2.  Invasion  by  armed  forces,  even  without 
declaration  of  war,  of  the  territory  of  the 
other  State. 

3  No  consideration  of  a  political,  mllitaryi 
economic  or  other  order  may  serve  as  an 
excuse  for  or  Justification  of  aggression  con- 
templated by  article  2. 

In  the  matter  of  nonaggresslon.  the  bi- 
lateral commitments  and  pledges  of  the  So- 
viet Union  with  regard  to  Lithuania  were 
explicit  and  precise.  We  are  setting  aside 
the  multilateral  international  obligations  of 
the  Soviet  Union  on  the  same  subject,  re- 
sulting from  the  fact  that  (1)  Lithuania  and 
the  u  S  S  R  adhered  to  the  Pact  of  Paris 
(Brland-Kellogg  pact)  of  1928.  and  (2)  both 
states  were  members  of  the  League  of  Nations. 

n.  SOVIET  DEEDS 

1.  Negotiations  vrith  France  and  Great  Britain 

in  Moscow.  June-August  1939 
When  the  deterioration  of  relations  be- 
tween the  Third  Reich  and  the  western 
dftnocracien  was  approaching  Its  climax  in 
i:t:i9.  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  in  view  of 
the  new  European  situation  created  by  in- 
creasing German  aggression,  attempted  to 
arrive  at  a  common  policy  with  the  Soviet 
Union,  Mr  M.  Lltvlnov's  successor  Mr.  Molo- 
tov,  Peoples  Commissar  for  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  U.  S  S.  R.,  proposed  to  the  representa- 
tives of  Prance  and  Great  Britain  that  the 
Soviet  Union  extend  protection  and  aid  to 
the  Baltic  States,  even  in  regard  to  indirect 
n egression.  (See  Gafencu  Dernlers  Jours  de 
1  Europe.    Paris,    1944,    pp.   219-235.) 

All  Soviet  proposals  of  protection  and  aid 
were  conditioned  by  the  automatic  principle 
of  aid  and  assistance.  Tills  meant  Soviet 
Russia's  attainment  of  a  free  band  In  the 
Baltic.  This  plan,  aimed  at  the  creation  of 
prerequisites  for  the  Soviet  Russian  invasion 
of  Lithuania,  was  frustrated  by  the  firm 
stand  of  Great  Britain  and  France. 

2.  The    Molotov-Ribbentrop   secret    part    of 
August  23,  1939.  and  September  28,  1939 

While  the  discussions  between  the  Western 
Allies  and  the  Soviet  Union  were  still  in 
jrogress,  Rlbbentrop  flew  to  Moscow.  On 
August  23,  1939,  8  days  before  the  attack  on 
Poland  by  Hitler's  armies,  the  U  S.  S.  R.  and 
Germany  concluded  a  treaty  of  nonaggres- 
slon. On  August  23  and  September  28.  of 
that  year,  secret  protocols  were  added  to  this 
treaty  and  the  boundary  and  friendship 
treaty  of  September  28.  1939.  The  texts  of 
the.se  secret  agreements  were  published  In 
1948  by  the  Department  of  State  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  (Nazi-Soviet  Re- 
lations. 1939-41.) 

Following  the  defeat  of  Poland,  new  So- 
viet-German negotiations  took  place  which 
resulted  in  the  conclusion,  on  September  28- 
29.  1939,  of  a  series  of  agreements.  On  the 
same  day,  a  second  secret  agreement  was 
signed   amending   certain   provisions  of   the 


first.     In  these  secret  agreements  Lithuania 
was  given  over  to  Russia. 

These  secret  protocols  alone  constitute  an 
explicit  violation  of  all  the  treaties  binding 
Soviet  Russia  and  Lithuania  and  are  acts  of 
flagrant  aggression  by  the  Soviet  Dnlon 
against  the  Republic  of  Lithuania.  All  Soviet 
acts  that  followed  the  conclusion  of  these 
secret  agreements  were  but  an  implementa- 
tion of  these  agreements. 

3.  Treaty  of  Mutual  Assistance  and  esfob- 
lishment  of  military  bases  in  Lithuania, 
October  10.  1939 

On  September  27.  1939.  Mr.  Molotov  ex- 
pressed to  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
Lithuania  in  Moscow  the  desire  to  discuss 
some  questions  concerning  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  states.  On  October  2.  1939, 
the  Lithuanian,  delegation,  headed  by  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  left  for  Moscow. 
The  negotiations  were  difficult  and  several 
crises  arose.  Wishing  to  preserve  the  neu- 
trality and  independence  of  Lithuania,  her 
delegation  resisted  the  demand  of  the  Soviet 
Government  that  It  sign  the  proposed  Treaty 
of  Mutual  Assistance  and  allow  the  estab- 
lishment of  Soviet  military  bases  in  Lithu- 
ania. In  the  face  of  the  Lithuanian  refusal. 
Stalin  resorted  to  an  undisguised  threat.  He 
let  It  be  understood  that  the  problem  posed 
was  more  serious  than  ever  before. 

With  the  beginning  of  the  collapse  of  the 
European  order,  and  before  October  10, 
1939,  the  Soviet  Union  concentrated  its  forces 
on  the  Lithuanian  frontier.  The  pressure 
on  the  part  of  the  Soviet  Governmtmt  be- 
came so  great  that  the  Government  of 
Lithuania  was  forced  to  sign  the  Pact  of 
Mutual  Assistance  which  also  provided  for 
the  establishment  of  Soviet  military  bases  In 
Lithuania. 

The  preamble  of  the  treaty  once  again  re- 
affirmed the  principle  of  resp>ect  of  national 
Independence  and  of  noninterference  in  In- 
ternal affairs  and  recalled  the  Treaty  of  Peace 
of  1920  and  the  Pact  of  Nonaggresslon  of  1926 
with  its  provisions  for  the  peaceful  solution 
of  conflicts. 

The  Treaty  of  Mutual  Assistance  was  the 
next  perfidiously  camouflaged  act  of  Soviet 
treachery,  aimed  at  the  undermining  of  the 
independence  of  the  Lithuanian  state  and 
the  paving  of  the  way  for  her  absorption. 

4.  The  Moscow   quest  for  a  pretext  to  invade 

Lithuania 

Prom  March  1940,  world  opinion  was  di- 
rected toward  events  of  military  nature. 
Hitler  had  begun  his  offensive  against  north- 
ern and  western  Europe.  The  forces  of  the 
great  western  powers  were  engaged  against 
this  offensive.  Under  these  conditions,  the 
Soviets  could  give  free  reign  to  their  plans. 
A  pretext  had  to  be  Invented.  This  was 
done  In  the  following  manner: 

(a)  During  April  and  May  1940.  a  fierce 
press  and  radio  campaign  against  the  small 
Baltic  States  and  their  "nonobservance  of 
neutrality"  was  launched  by  Moscow. 

(b)  A  desertion  of  Soviet  soldiers  from 
the  military  bases  in  Lithuania  was  staged. 

(c)  Further,  Moscow  accused  Lithuania  of 
having  Joined  the  Latvian-Estonian  military 
alliance,  which  accusation  did  not  corre- 
spond to  facts. 

(d)  The  Soviet  agents  in  Lithuania  them- 
selves tried  to  foment  strikes  among  the 
Lithuanian  workers  and  technicians  em- 
ployed in  the  construction  of  barracks  for  the 
units  of  the  Red  Army. 

In  conformity  with  the  fourth  paragraph 
of  the  Mutual  Assistance  Pact,  Lithuania  was 
forced  to  accord  the  Soviet  Union  the  right 
to  establish  garrisons  in  Lithuania,  and  the 
Soviet  Union  agreed  to  maintain  them  at 
their  own  expense.  However,  when  the  Lith- 
uanian authorities  asked  the  Soviet  author- 
ities to  pay  the  expenses,  the  Soviet  refused 
to  pay  them. 

Such  were  the  devious  proceedings  to  pre- 
pare the  invasion. 


5.  Soviet  ultimatum  of  June  14, 1940,  and  the 
inva^on  of  Lithuania  by  the  armed  forces 
of  the  Soviet  Union 

The  final  stage  of  the  Soviet  aggression 
against  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  followed 
immediately.  On  June  14,  1940,  at  11  p.  m., 
several  days  after  the  Allied  front  in  France 
had  been  pierced  and  Paris  had  stirrendered. 
Mr.  Molotov  presented  an  ultimatum  to  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Lithuania,  re- 
peating the  above-mentioned  allegations. 
He  demanded  the  arrest  of  certain  govern- 
ment officials,  the  formation  of  a  new  gov- 
ernment, and  free  entry  into  Lithuania  for 
the  army  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

The  reply  was  to  be  given  at  10:30  a.  m., 
on  June  15.  But  even  before  the  expira- 
tion of  this  term,  armored  units  of  the  Red 
army  and  cavalry  divisions,  300,000  men  in 
all,  poured  into  Lithuania.  The  legal  gov- 
ernment of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  was 
dismissed  and  a  new  government  composed 
chiefly  of  Moscow  stooges  was  formed,  the 
so-called  elections  for  the  Peoples  Diet 
staged,  and  the  incorporation  into  the  Soviet 
Union  performed  on  August  3,  1940,  by  the 
Supreme  Soviet  in  Moscow. 

Possessing  a  very  limited  force.  Lithuania 
alone  was  not  in  a  position  to  resist  forcibly 
the  Soviet  aggression.  An  appeal  to  the 
League  of  Nations  was  out  of  the  question 
not  only  because  of  the  political  situation 
in  existence  at  the  time  which  had  prac- 
tically paralyzed  the  functioning  of  this  in- 
ternational Institution,  but  also  because  of 
the  aggression  against  Finland  the  Union 
of  the  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  6  months 
before,  on  December  14,  1939,  was  ousted 
from  the  League  of  Nations. 

in.    CONCLUSION 

The  facts  related  here  speak  for  themselves. 
The  contract  between  the  written  and  verbid 
pledges  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  deeds  is 
aJarming.  What  may  tend  to  puzzle  world 
opinion  in  the  case  of  the  Soviet  aggression 
against  Lithuania  Is  the  constant  quest  of 
the  Moscow  rulers  to  present  an  appearance 
of  literal  legality  for  their  unjustifiable  acts, 
and  their  <ronstant  practice  of  representing 
the  victim  of  their  own  aggression  as  the 
aggressor.  Besides  the  entirely  fblse  pretexts 
given  above,  the  Moscow  Government  has 
shown  a  surprising  flexibility  in  its  justifica- 
tion of  its  aggression  against  the  Republic 
of  Lithuania:  Reasons  have  been  advanced 
concerning  the  security  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.; 
the  pretended  p>olltlcal  will  of  the  people  has 
been  cited  which  found  its  expression  in 
the  so-called  elections  of  the  Peoples  Parlia- 
ment, organized  under  the  bayonets  of  the 
Red  army  and  the  pistols  of  the  agents  of 
the  NKVD.  However,  as  soon  as  the  Soviets 
were  established  in  Lithuania,  this  subter- 
fuge was  no  longer  necessary.  In  Moscow 
on  June  30,  1940,  Mr.  Molotov  bluntly  de- 
clared to  Prof.  Kreve-Mickevicius.  Vice  Pre- 
mier of  the  Lithuanian  puppet  government, 
that  "the  traditional  Russian  policy,  prac- 
ticed since  the  days  of  Ivan  the  Terrible, 
necessitated  the  incorporation  of  Lithuania 
into  the  Soviet  Union."  And  the  Peoples 
Parliament,  in  the  resolution  addressed  to 
Moscow  frankly  admitted  that  "Now  the 
people,  helped  by  the  mighty  Red 
army  •  •  •  have  established  in  their 
country  the  Soviet  Government.  •  •  • 
If  the  people  have  been  able  to  establish  In 
their  own  country  the  only  Just  order — the 
Soviet  order — it  is  only  thanks  to  the  Soviet 
Union."  I  cannot  clarify  this  more  explic- 
itly. 

Please  do  not  get  a  wrong  Impression. 
Lithuanians  as  such  are  not  Communist- 
minded.  Today,  after  8  years  of  occupation. 
Lithuania  has  only  36,000  Communists  (half 
of  New  York  City's  Communists),  or  only 
1.5  percent  of  the  whole  population.  Russia 
exiled  to  Siberia  more  than  600.000  Lithu- 
anians. The  persecution  of  the  church  still 
goes  on.  AnnlhUatlon  of  the  nation  is  in 
full  force.  Lithuania  morally  Is  not  subju- 
gated. 
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We  AmerlcaoB  of  Lithuanian  descent 
pledge  ourselves  to  use  every  means  to  rectify 
tlie  present  injustice  done  to  Lithuania.  We 
know  that  our  Government  never  recognized 
the  annexation  of  Lithuania  to  the  Soviet 
Union.  We  know  that  the  cold  war  is  fought 
with  billions  of  American  dollars  and  even 
with  American  lives  in  Korea.  We  know  of 
the  diplomatic  duels  of  the  Russian  and 
American  delegates  at  the  United  Nations. 
We  recognize  the  import  of  the  growing 
world  opinion  against  communism  and  the 
Soviet  Union. 

Nevertheless  this  small  nation,  Lithuania, 
is  suffering  and  dying  for  the  four  freedoms 
and  for  her  national  existence.  Her  resist- 
ance is  active  in  the  underground.  And  It 
Is  left  to  its  own  fate.  Few  more  years  and 
she  may  be  obliterated.  Time  is  getting 
very  short.  America  and  the  free  world 
must  come  to  her  aid. 

Therefore  let  It  be  the  will  of  this  gather- 
ing: (a)  To  urge  our  Government  to  do 
everything  in  its  power  to  bring  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 
to  the  court  of  world  opinion  to  explain  its 
actions  in  violating  all  treaties  made  with 
Lithuania;  (b)  that  the  Yalta,  Potsdam,  and 
Teheran  secret  agreements  be  abrogated; 
(c)  to  use  the  oflBces  of  the  United  Nations 
to  induce  the  Soviet  Union  to  withdraw  its 
army,  administration,  and  police  from 
Lithuanian  territory,  thus  to  allow  free  elec- 
tions and  self-determination;  (d)  that  the 
Soviet  Government  be  prevailed  upon  to  re- 
turn to  Lithuania  the  Lithuanians  who  were 
forcibly  deported  to  the  interior  of  Russia; 
(e)  that  the  genocide  convention  be  ratified 
by  the  United  States;  (f)  to  use  all  the 
facilities  of  the  Voice  of  America  and  the 
Radio  Free  Europe  for  propaganda  activi- 
ties; (g)  and.  Anally,  that  our  Government 
again  commit  Itself  for  freedom  for  all  na- 
tions and  especially  the  liberation  of  all  the 
nations  enslaved  by  Soviet  Union. 


MEMORIAL     SERVICES     FOR     HON. 
ADOLPH  J.  SABATH.  OF  ILLINOIS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
an  address  delivered  by  Frank  Goldman 
at  the  B'nai  B'rith  testimonial  in  memory 
of  the  late  Adolph  J.  Sabath. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  wish  to  express  my  deep  ap- 
preciation for  the  congressional  spon- 
sored memorial  services  held  here  in 
Washington  at  the  Hebrew  Congrega- 
tion on  January  30  in  memory  for  our 
late  colleague.  Adolph  Sabath,  of  Illi- 
noiSj  It  was  a  very  beautiful  service 
and  the  many  fine  tributes  which  were 
paid  to  our  colleague,  Adolph  Sabath, 
were  well  deserved. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  always  miss  Mr. 
Sabath.  I  never  failed  to  receive  help 
from  him  and  his  committee  regarding 
a  rule  when  I  requested  it.  If  it  were 
at  all  possible  for  him  to  grant  a  rule  he 
panted  it.  His  kindness  shall  always 
live  in  my  mind. 

He  always  had^  kindly  greeting  and 
extended  a  helpa(|  hand.  I  sometimes 
feel  that  here  a^.the  Congress  we  do 
not  show  .<ylng^e  lifetime  of  our 
Members  oifr'kdoltlfttion  and  apprecia- 
tion for  what  they  do  for  us  and  what 
they  do  for  America. 


Mr.  Frank  Goldman,  of  Lowell.  Mass., 
in  my  congressional  district,  the  na- 
tional president  of  B'nai  B'rith.  one  of 
my  close  friends  for  many  years,  who 
is  known  throughout  our  country  for 
his  humanitarian  work,  gave  the  follow- 
ing truly  inspiring  eulogy: 
Eulogy  of  Frank  Goldman,  National  Presi- 
dent   OF    B'NAI    BRlTH,    AT    THE    MeMORLAL 

Service  of  the  Late  Adolph  Sabath 

Some  men  are  unforgettable;  some  lives 
are  such  rich  examples  of  how  full  and  good 
human  existence  can  be  that  their  memory 
Is  heartwarming  and  uplifting  for  all  who 
come  after  them. 

Such  a  man  was  Adolph  Sabath  and  his 
life  was  such  a  life. 

It  was  a  long  life  filled  with  fruitful  toll 
and  blessed  with  46  years  of  continuous  serv- 
ice m  the  Congress  of  his  country — longer 
than  anyone  before  him  In  the  history  of 
our  American  House  of  Representatives.  And 
yet.  It  Is  not  the  length  of  his  life  nor  his 
unprecedented  record  of  consecutive  election 
victories  that  Impresses  us.  It  Is  rather  the 
quality  of  his  life  and  the  quality  of  hio 
service. 

The  Psalmist  tells  us  that  life  Is  like  a 
passing  shadow.  Our  tradition  assures  us 
that  this  analogy  has  no  relatiuiibhip  to  the 
length  of  one's  days  but  rather  to  the  con- 
tent of  the  memory  one  leaves  behind.  The 
shadow  of  some  lives  is  the  shadow  of  a  bird 
in  flight.  It  is  quickly  gone  and  almost 
meaningless.  Other  lives  leave  a  shadow  like 
that  of  a  wall.  It  endures  but  It  Is  com- 
fortless and  cold.  But  some  lives  leave  shad- 
ows like  that  cast  by  a  lovely  tree.  Benefi- 
cently, It  shelters  the  wayfarer  and  Is  blessed 
by  generations  who  experience  the  refresh- 
ment of  its  protection. 

Our  service  tonight  testifies  to  our  belief 
that  the  shadow  cast  by  Adolph  S.ibaths  life 
belongs  to  the  last  category — that  it  will 
endure  for  blessing. 

As  a  member  of  B'nai  B'rith.  Adolph  Sabath 
leaves  to  our  order  a  legacy  of  example, 
in  a  life  that  was  marked  by  a  high  sense 
of  loyalty,  by  Integrity  In  public  service  and 
by  genuine  devotion  to  our  threefold  ideal 
of  benevolence,  brotherly  love,  and  harmony. 

As  a  Jew,  he  manifested  not  an  empty 
pride  of  heritage  but  a  will  toward  practical 
expression  of  the  Ideals  of  his  faiiii.  In  his 
life  as  a  legislator  and  as  a  humanitarian,  he 
symbolized  both  the  passion  for  justice  and 
our  tradition's  great  modifying  factor  of 
compassion — rachmonus — a  profound  sym- 
pathy for  all  his  fellow  men. 

As  an  American,  he  exemplified  the  very 
qualities  we  cherish  as  being  especially 
American — boldness  of  mind  and  ventu:e- 
someness  of  spirit,  a  passion  for  fair  play  and 
a  devotion  to  living  principles  rather  than  to 
prejudices  hallowed  by  unthinking  practice. 

Those  who  fully  understand  the  quality 
of  American  democracy  and  the  source  of  Its 
strength  will  not  find  it  strange  that  all 
these  qualities  should  have  coexisted  in  one 
who  came  to  this  country — a  penniless  immi- 
grant from  Bohemia — at  the  age  of  15. 
Adolph  Sabath  arrived  here  alone  and 
friendless — 1  of  11  children  he  had  had  to 
earn  his  passage  money  by  working  on  a 
farm  and  clerking  in  a  store  in  the  little 
Bohemian  village  in  which  he  had  been 
born — but  he  brought  with  him  an  uncon- 
querable faith  m  the  capacity  of  his  adopt- 
ed country  to  fulfill  the  promise  of  the 
American  dream.  America  did  not  fall  him 
and  he  did  not  fall  America.  He  found  a 
Job  In  a  Chicago  sai*"mill  and  then  laboring 
hard  by  day  and  studying  diligently  by  night, 
he  prepared  himself  for  a  legal  career.  He 
won  a  place  on  a  magistrates  bench  and 
then  moved  to  a  well-nigh  permanent  seat 
on  a  legislator's  bench  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives whose  Ijeloved  dean  he  was  to 
become. 

Not  only  the  American  dream,  but  also 
the  heritage  of  his  fathers  was  given  expres- 


sion In  that  career,  for  It  was  marked  by 
love  of  learning,  love  of  people,  and  love  of 
justice  and  freedom.  Something  of  the  poet 
Blank's  picture  of  the  eternal  student  waa 
refiected  in  the  vision  of  this  young  man 
studying  into  the  night  learning  the  law 
that  he  would  some  day  Interpret  and  then 
help  shape — and  throughout  his  life  he  never 
flagged  In  his  pursuit  of  truth  and  his  devo- 
tion to  education. 

He  loved  people  and  they  returned  his  love. 
His  concern  for  the  needs  of  human  beings 
went  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the  congres- 
sional district  which  24  times  in  succession 
elected  him  as  Its  representative;  it  went 
beyond  the  boundaries  of  race,  creed,  or  na- 
tionality. That  love  was  expressed  in  his 
devotion  to  the  American  Ideal  of  a  democ- 
racy above  the  distinctions  of  color  or  re- 
ligious belief.  An  immigrant  himself  who 
had  arrived  in  this  country  In  the  very  year 
in  which  the  construction  of  the  Statue  of 
Liberty  was  begun,  he  strove  throughout  bla 
legislative  career  to  keep  America's  shores 
free  for  all  who  were  worthy  to  come  to  them. 
There  must  have  been  special  m.eanlng  for 
him  In  the  familiar  lines  of  Emma  Lazarus, 
inscribed  on  tlie  base  of  the  statue  and 
feummarlzlng  its  great  meaning. 

■  G.ve  me  your  tired,  your  poor. 
Your  huddled  musbes  yearuUig  to  breathe 
free. 
•  •  •  •  • 

I  lift  my  lamp  beside  the  golden  door." 

But  no  man.  however  dedicated,  lives  to 
see  the  fulfillment  of  all  his  hopes.  Some  of 
Adolph  Sabath's  dreams  are  still  unfulfilled. 

In  his  later  years  he  witnessed  the  frustra- 
tion of  a  cherished  hope  which  had  t>eea 
generated  and  nourl.'hed  by  his  lifelong  love 
of  freedom  and  justice.  He  longed  to  see  the 
demucracy  to  which  he  was  devoted  find  roots 
in  the  Old  World  he  had  left.  Afie.-  World 
V»'ar  I  he  was  able  '.o  m  ike  a  significant  con- 
tribution to  that  dream  by  helping  to  bring 
about  the  e.=tablishment  In  his  native  land 
of  an  inde;>endent.  democratic  Czechoslo- 
vakia. For  It  was  Adolph  Sabath  who  had 
Introduced  Thomas  M.isaryk  to  President 
Wilson  and  had  helped  pave  the  way  for  their 
Joint  efforts. 

Tragically.  S.ibath  lived  to  see  the  destruc- 
tion of  liberty  In  Czechoslovakia  when  the 
Communist  conspiracy  seized  power  and 
flra"^red  the  land  behind  Its  Iron  Curtain  of 
ruthlessne.ss  and  hate.  The  crowning  Irony 
Is  that  Prague  it.self  was  to  become  the  locale 
from  which  Conimunl.st  antl-Jewlsh  lies 
were  first  to  la.sh  out  openly  against  Adolph 
Sabath's  people. 

It  is  not  hard  to  feel  that  there  Is  In 
Adolph  Siibath's  life  a  call  to  us  to  carry  on — 
to  uphold  American  democracy  In  all  its 
fullness  and  to  labor  for  the  overthrow  of 
tyranny  and   bigotry  V-herever  they  exist. 

Sabath  would  not  have  given  up  the  fight. 
In  his  80th  year  he  could  not  sit  In  the  House 
and  merely  listen  to  debate.  He  himself  told 
of  an  incident  that  had  occurred  when  some- 
thing about  which  he  had  a  deep  concern 
was  being  discu.ssed:  'I  tried  to  sit  still,  but 
suddenly  I  found  myself  walking  down  to 
the  well  of  th?  Huu«e  to  speak— against  my 
will—absolutely."  In  this,  too.  he  followed  In 
the  tradition  of  the  Hebrew  prophets  who 
found  that  words  on  behalf  of  Justice  and 
truth  were  as  a  burning  fire  within  them 
that  could  not  be  repressed. 

A  great  and  good  man  has  the  power  to 
offer  leadership  not  only  in  his  lifetime,  but 
also  after  his  parsing.  Adolph  Sabath's  life 
will  afford  Inspiration  and  direction  to  us 
for  many  years  to  come. 

As  It  is  said :  'Tlie  memory  of  this  righteous 
man  will  be  for  blessing." 


THE    lOOTH  ANNIVERSARY   OP   THE 
WASHINGTON  EVENING  STAR 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Ma.s.sachusett.s.     Mr. 
Speaker,  last  week  the  Washington  Eve- 
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ning  Star  celebrated  Its  100th  anniver- 
sary. For  40  years  or  more  I  have  read 
this  great  newspaper  and  would  like  to 
testify  as  to  my  belief  that  it  tries  to  be 
absolutely  accurate  and  always  is  if  it  has 
the  facts.  I  know  how  anxiously  I  look 
for  approval  by  the  Evening  Star  of  any 
measure  in  which  I  am  interested.  It 
has  a  very  wide  influence  in  this  part  of 
the  country  and  has  been  noted  for  its 
integrity  in  connection  with  the  dissemi- 
nation of  news  during  these  last  100 
yeai"s. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  for  this  newspaper 
the  best  of  luck  and  hope  that  it  may 
continue  to  operate  for  hundreds  of 
years  longer. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  SHAFER  fat  the  request  of  Mr. 
McVey  I  was  given  permission  to  address 
the  House  for  30  minutes  on  Wednesday 
next,  following  the  legislative  program 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 

LOSS  OF  NATIONAL  AIRLINES  PLANE 
IN  GULP  OF  MEXICO 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  trust 
that  the  proper  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress will  start  an  immediate  investiga- 
tion of  the  crash  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
of  the  National  Airlines  plane  Saturday 
afternoon  which  has  apparently  taken 
the  lives  of  46  people.  The  cause  of  the 
crash  is  unknown,  although  I  have  read 
newspaper  accounts  stating  that  the 
plane  may  have  run  into  a  tornado.  The 
weather  reporting  facilities  in  the  area. 
as  far  as  I  know,  are  quite  adequate  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  weather  was 
such  this  plane  should  have  been 
prounded.  I  personally  have  flown  this 
route  on  a  number  of  occasions  and  sev- 
eral times  I  have  been  surprised  at  the 
type  of  weather  that  the  planes  were 
flying  In. 

My  family  and  I  h;\ve  suffered  a  very 
severe  loss  as  a  result  of  this  tragedy. 
Pour  of  the  finest  citizens  of  New  Orleans 
were  aboard  the  ill-lated  plane.  They 
were  Mrs.  J.  Cornelius  Rathbome.  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  John  Morris  Legendre.  and  Mr. 
Harry  F.  Stiles,  Jr. 

Mrs.  Rathborne  was  a  charming  lady, 
a  devoted  mother  and  wife.  Her  friends 
were  legion  in  New  Orleans.  Maryland, 
Virginia,  and  Washington,  D.  C. 

Many  of  you.  particularly  on  the  Re- 
publican side,  will  remember  her  vigor- 
ous fight  in  behalf  cf  President  Eisen- 
hower at  the  Republ.can  National  Con- 
vention last  summer.  She  will  be  greatly 
missed. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Legendre  were  likewise 
very  active  in  the  affairs  of  the  city  of 
New  Orleans.  Mr.  Stiles  was  one  of  our 
leading  attorneys,  and  contributed  im- 
measurably to  the  advancement  of  our 
community. 

People  of  equal  prominence  from  all 
areas  of  our  country  were  on  the  plane 


and  while  these  Investigations  provide 
little  consolation  to  the  families  and 
friends  of  those  who  have  been  lost,  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  they  contribute  to  the 
reduction  of  such  disasters.  We  trust, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  proper  inquiry  will 
be  started  at  once. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  p>ermission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 
Mr.  Van  Zandt. 

Mr.  Bentley  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Allen  of  Illinois ) . 

Mrs.  Harden  and  to  include  an  address 
by  Hon.  Edward  H.  Rees. 

Mr.  Parrington  and  to  include  a  talk 
on  the  subject  "I  Speak  for  Democracy." 
Mr.  Berry  and  to  include  an  article 
from  the  Wyoming  Wool  Grower. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneoiis  mat- 
ter. 

Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton  relative  to 
Lithuania. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  and  to  include 
an  article. 

Mr.  Laird  and  to  include  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Benson. 

Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois  and  include  an 
editorial  from  a  recent  issue  of  the  Chi- 
cago Tribune. 
Mr.  BoNiN  and  to  include  an  editorial. 
Mr.  Radwan. 

Mr.  Reams  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude editorials. 

Mr.  Spbnce  and  to  Include  the  final  re- 
port of  the  Administrator,  Economic 
Stabilization  Agency,  which  is  estimated 
by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $231. 

Mr,  Rayburn  and  to  include  an  ad- 
dress by  Hon.  Adlai  E.  Stevenson  made 
in  New  York  last  Saturday. 

Mr.  Cooper  and  to  include  a  press  re- 
lease which  he  will  issue  today  on  the 
bill.  H.  R.  1. 

Mr.  Lane  in  four  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Missouri  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr,  Albert  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Madden)  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  Madden  and  to  include  a  speech  he 
delivered. 
Mrs.  Kee  and  to  include  two  editorials. 
Mr.  Carnahan  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  MuLTER  In  two  Instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCarthy)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McCarthy  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  In  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Price  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Perkins  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Rodino  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
SmoMSKi)  in  two  instances. 


Mr.  Zablocki  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
SiEMiNSKi)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.    SlEMINSKI. 

Mr.  Patterson  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Cretella). 

Mr.  Riehlman  and  to  include  a  tele- 
gram. 

Mr.  Bender  In  four  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
include  a  letter  from  the  Director  of  the 
Budget,  Mr.  Dodge,  regarding  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  and  public  health. 

Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  McCormack  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  ASPINALL. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Utah  and  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  Shafer  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Vey) in  three  instances  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 


I- 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Trimble),  until  March  7,  1953,  on 
account  of  necessary  official  business, 

Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Madden),  indefinitely,  on 
account  of  illiness. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  w£is  agreed  to:  accord- 
ingly (at  1  o'clock  and  2Tffninutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad- 
journed until  Wednesday,  February  18, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  frwn  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

462.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  State)?,  transmitting  proposed 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1953  in  the  amount  of  »662,790  for  the 
legislative  branch  (H.  Doc.  No.  87);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

463.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman, 
Munitions  Board,  transmitting  the  semian- 
nual stockpile  report,  pursuant  to  section  4. 
Public  Law  520.  79th  (Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

464.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor. Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration, 
transmitting  the  Sijcond  Annual  Report  of 
the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration,  to- 
gether with  pertinent  recommendations  for 
civil  defense  in  our  futtire  national  security 
structure,  pursuant  to  section  406.  Public 
Law  920  of  the  81st  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

465.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  District 
Unemployment  Compensation  Board,  trans- 
mitting the  17th  Annual  Report  of  the  Dis- 
trict Unemployment  Compensation  Board 
covering  the  administration  and  operation  for 
the  calendar  year  1952,  pursuant  to  section 
13  (c)  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Unem- 
ployment Compjensation  Act:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

466.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  cMie  copy  each 
of  certain  legislation  passed  by  the  Munici- 
pal Council  of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  section 
16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  th«  United  BUtes  approved  June  22.  1836; 
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to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

467.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  report 
showing  a  claim  paid  by  the  Public  Health 
Serrlce  during  the  calendar  year  1952.  pur- 
suant to  the  Personnel  Claims  Act  of  1945, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

468.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  on  the 
settlement  of  the  claim  of  Clinton  J.  Riley, 
Jr..  Port  Clinton.  Ohio,  as  owner  of  a  live- 
fish  car  and  the  contents  thereof,  by  payment 
of  $3,710:  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries. 

469.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  transmitting  the 
18th  Annual  Report  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1952,  puisuant  to  section  23 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
approved  June  6,  1934;  section  23  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  103 t, 
approved  August  26,  1935;  section  46  (a)  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940.  ap- 
proved August  22,  1940;  section  216  of  the 
Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940,  approved 
August  22.  1940;  and  section  3  of  the  act  of 
April  25,  1949,  amending  the  Bretton  Woods 
Agreements  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

470.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  proposed  legislation 
entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section  1713  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  to  permit  the 
transmission  of  firearms  In  the  malls  to  or 
from  persons  or  concerns  having  lawful  use 
for  them  In  connection  with  their  buslnes,.«!es 
or  their  official  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses"; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce  und 
Civil  Service. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  TABER:  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
H.  R.  3053.  A  bill  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1953,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  46).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
Of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Concurrent  Resolution 
63.  Concurrent  resolution  authorizing  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act,  Public  Law  414, 
82d  Congress,  2d  session;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  47).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois :  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  !44.  Resolution  providing 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  3053.  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  48). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  RAINS: 
H.  R.  3052.  A  bill  to  expand  and  extend  to 
June  30,    1966,   the  direct   home   and   farm- 
house loan  authority   of   the  Administrator 
of   Veterans'   Affairs   under   title   III   of   the 
Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of   1944,  as 
amended,  to  make   additional  funds   avail- 
able therefor,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  TABER:. 
H.  B.  3063.  A  bill  making  supplemental  ap- 
ktions  lor  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 


30,  1953,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 

H  R.  3054  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Im- 
provement of  east  basin,  Los  Angeles-Long 
Beach  Harbor,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  LUCAS: 

H.  R.  3055  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purpoiies;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

,    By  Mr.   ANGELL: 

H  R.  3056  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  honor  of 
the  300th  anniversary  at  the  publication  of 
1h.e  Comple;;t  Anuler.  by  Izaak  Walton,  whcr.e 
name  was  chiosen  by  the  nationwide  natur.il 
resource  conservation  society,  the  Izauk  Wal- 
ton League  r f  America;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By   Mr.   BENNETT  of  Florida: 

H  R.  3057  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  employ- 
ment by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  persons  who  are  disloyal  or  wIkj 
believe  in  the  rleht  to  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  pu'po^es;  to  the  Conimittee  on  Post 
Office  ani>  Civil  Service. 

By  M.     BENNETT  of  Michigan: 

H  R  3058.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-nge  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
previously  en  eluded  State  and  local  employ- 
ees of  highwiy  or  road  departments  nr  com- 
missions in  Michigan;  to  the  Cummittee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By   Mr.   BENTSEN: 

H.  R.  3059  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Social  Secur.ty  Act  so  as  to  repeal  the  $75 
work  clause;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr    BERRY:  I 

H.  R.  3060.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  more  adequate  compensation  to  the 
Indians  of  the  Pine  Ridge  ReservatUiu  for 
land  taken  from  them  by  the  United  States 
in  1942  for  military  purpo.ses;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr   BONIN : 

H.  R  3061.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limita- 
tions on  ImjKjrts  of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  3062.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3841  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the  sched- 
ules of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the  mail, 
to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to  the 
postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  3063.  A  bill  to  indemnify  drivers  of 
motor  vehicles  of  the  postal  service  agaln.sl 
liability  for  damages  arising  out  of  the  opera- 
tion of  such  vehicles  in  the  performance  of 
official  duties;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3064.  A  bill  to  increase  the  equipment 
allowance  payable  to  rural  carriers;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3C65.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of  the 
National  Housing  Act  to  authorize  insurance 
of  loans  and  advances  of  credit  made  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  soil  fertility,  conserva- 
tion, and  land  improvement;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  3066.  A  bill  to  provide  naval  assist- 
ance to  the  Republic  of  China  In  the  aug- 
mentation of  a  naval  establishment,  and  for 
other  purpoKes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services, 

By  Mr.  CONDON: 

H.  R.  3067.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  FORAND: 

H.  R.  3068.  A  bill  to  amend  title  11  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  wife's,  husband's,  widow's,  widowers,  par- 


ent's, and  mother's  Ijeneflts,  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  3069  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as  amend- 
ed, to  extend  annuity  benefits  to  employees 
at  age  50  involuntarily  separated  from  the 
service  after  having  rendered  at  least  20  years 
of  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By   Mr    FRELINGHUTSEN: 

H  R  3070  A  bill  to  amend  Veterans  Reg- 
ularion  No  1  (ai  t^i  provide  that  amyotrophic 
lateral  sclerocis  developing  a  10-percent  de- 
gree of  dl.sabllity  or  more  within  2  years  after 
st-paration  from  active  service  shall  be  pre- 
sumed to  be  service  connected,  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    Veterans'   Affairs. 

H   R  3071     A  bill  to  amend  section  112  (b) 
(7  I  i.if  the  Intermil  Revenue  Code  relating  to 
the   mukiiig   and   hllng  of   elections;    to   the 
Ci  mm  It  tee  on  Wavs  and  Means. 
By  .Mr    GAVIN: 

H  R  3072  A  hill  to  authorize  the  use  of 
certiflcates  by  offii-ers  ol  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  Slates  m  connection  with  certain 
pay  and  allowance  accounts  of  military  and 
civilian  per.sonncl,  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 

By  Mr    HALLECK: 

H  R  3(j7:j  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Ketirenient  Act  of  May  29.  193)  with  re- 
sjject  to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted  to 
Memb"rs  of  Congre.ss.  to  the  Cummittee  on 
F,)st  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Bv  Mr    HAYS  of  Arkansas: 

H  R  3074  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
atinn.sbious  s-hall  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
adniissiiii^s  all  the  prixeeds  of  which  inure 
cxclvisively  to  the  benefit  of  the  Boy  Scouts, 
th"  Girl  .«cuuts  the  Camp  Fire  Girls,  or  sim- 
ilar organizations,  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr    HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H  R  3075  A  bill  to  authorize  the  city  of 
St.  Joseph,  Mich  ,  to  use  certain  property 
heretofore  conveyed  to  it  by  the  United 
States  as  a  public  parking  lot;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr    HYDE: 

H  R  3076  A  bill  to  require  written  opin- 
ions in  all  cases  decided  by  United  States 
courts  of  appeals,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  ;J077  A  bill  to  advance  officers  and 
enlisted  men  on  the  retired  lists  of  the 
Armed  Forces  to  the  highest  grade  fur  which 
they  satl.-^factorlly  jjerformed  the  duties  in 
time  of  war,  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr    JENKINS: 

H  R  3078.  A  bill  relating  to  the  venue  of 
actions  for  violations  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  assist  States  in  collecting  sales  and  use 
taxes  on  clu-arettes',  to  the  Committee  oa 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr    KINO  of  California: 

H  R  3079  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  taxpayer  to  de- 
duct as  a  business  expense  the  cost  of  pro- 
viding care  for  children  under  14  years  of 
age  if  such  care  is  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  taxpayer  to  be  gainfully  em- 
ployed, to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H  R  3080    A  bill  to  amend  section  3115  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    KNO-X: 

H  R  3081  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  .-,0  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
prevlou.sly  excluded  State  and  local  employees 
of  highway  or  road  departments  or  commls- 
Bions  in  Michigan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr  LANE  (by  request): 
H  R.  3082.  A  bill  to  exempt,  in  the  case 
of  certain  veterans  of  World  War  I  over  70 
years  of  age.  the  income  limitations  restrict- 
ing their  right  to  receive  nonservlce  disability 
pensions;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 


By  Mr   LONG: 

H  R  3083.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  pre- 
liminary examination  and  survey  of  means 
of  diverting  water  from  the  Red  River  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  for  fiood  control  and 
related  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr  LTLE: 

H  R  3084.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  main- 
tenance of  certain  works  for  navigation  in 
Corpus  Chrlstl  Bay  area,  Texas;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Work.s. 

By  Mr.  McCARlHY: 

H  R  3085.  A  bill  to  amend  section  206  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
so  as  to  enable  the  Comptroller  General  more 
rffectlvely  to  assist  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees in  considering  the  budget;  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

By  Mr  Mcdonough  : 

H  R  3086  A  bill  to  authorize  the  improve- 
ment of  Ea.st  Basin,  Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 
Harbor,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr  McMILLAN: 
H  R  3087  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colimi- 
bla  to  permit  certain  improvements  to  two 
business  properties  situated  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

By  Mr  MULTER: 
H  R  3088  A  bill  U)  provide  free  postage 
for  first -class  letter  mail  matter  sent  by  or 
to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 
H  R  3089  A  bill  to  ikdjust  the  salaries  of 
postmasters,  supervisors,  and  employees  in 
the  field  service  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr   PATTEN: 
H  R  3090    A  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase 
of  certain   lands   and   Interests  in   lands  for 
Irrigation    purposes;    to    the    Committee    on 
Interior  and  Insular  Aflalrs. 
By    Mr.    PEHKINS: 
H  R  3091.  A   bill   to  direct   the  Board   of 
Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors  to  review 
reports  on  the  Kentuc'^y  River  and  Its  trib- 
utaries; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
Bv   Mr.    PRICE: 
H  R  3092.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H  R  3093.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits, 
retirement  age  shall  b€  60  years;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and   Means. 
By  Mr    POLK: 
H  R.  3094.  A   bill   to   improve   and   extend 
the  duration  of  Public  Law  874  of  the  81st 
Congress,  to  extend  the  period  during  which 
appropriations  may  be  made  to  pay  entitle- 
ments under  title  II  of  Public  Law  815  of 
the  81st  Congress,  to  provide  temporary  sup- 
plementary aid  for  schools  in  critical  defense 
housing  areas,  to  make  grants  to  States  to 
assist  distressed  school  dlstrlcU  In  construc- 
tion of  urgently  needed  school  facilities,  and 
for    other    purposes;    to   the    Committee   on 
Education   and  Labor. 
By  Mr.   PRICE: 
H  R.  3095.  A  bill  Ui  amend  section  25  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  require  cer- 
tain common  carriers  by  railroad  to  Install 
and    maintain    communication    systems    to 
promote   safety  of   employees   and   travelers 
t  n  railroads,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.   RAINS - 
H.  R  3096.  A  bill  to  assure  an  equity  In- 
vestment by  mortgagors  in  military  housing 
p.sslsted    under    title    VIII    of    the    National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H  R.  3097.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer 
to  the  regents  of  the  University  of  California. 


for  agricultural  purposes,  of  certain  real 
property  in  Napa  County,  Calif.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  STAGGERS: 
H.  R.  3098.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Permsylvanla: 
H.  R.  3099.  A  bill  to  encourage  equity  in- 
vestments through  exteivslon  of  tax  Incen- 
tives, and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 
H.  R.  3100.  A    bill    making    an    emergency 
authorization  and  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  erecting  in  Lake  Charles,  La.,  a  post 
ofDce  and  courthouse  building;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  UTT: 
H.R.  3101.  A   bill   to   amend   the  Internal 
Revenue     Code     to    provide     an     additional 
month    within    which    Income-tax    returns 
may  be  filed,  and  for  othar  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.R.  3102  A  bUl  to  amend  section  122  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide,  in  the 
case  of  certain  fiscal-year  taxpayers,  that  so 
much  of  a  net  operating  loss  as  is  properly 
allocable  to  1948  may  be  carried  over  to  the 
third  succeeding  taxable  year;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  R.  3103.  A  bUl  to  repeal  the  $75  work 
clause  that  applies  to  old-age  and  survivors 
Insurance  benefits  under  title  II  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R  3104  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  by  re- 
ducing the  age  requirement  for  a  widow's 
insurance  annuity  from  65  to  60;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

H  R.3105  A  bill  Pay-as-you-go  Federal 
Social  Security  for  all.  To  provide  every 
adult  citizen  in  the  United  States  with  equal 
basic  Federal  social -security  payments,  per- 
mitting retirement  with  l>enefits  at  age  60, 
and  also  covering  total  disability,  from 
whatever  cause,  for  certain  citizens  under 
60;  to  give  protection  to  widows  with  chil- 
dren; to  provide  an  ever-expanding  market 
for  goods  and  services  through  the  payment 
and  distribution  of  such  beneflU  in  ratio 
to  the  Nation's  steadily  increasing  ability  to 
produce,  with  the  cost  of  such  benefits  to  be 
carried  by  every  citizen  In  proportion  to  the 
income  privileges  he  enjoys;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WHARTON: 
H.  R  3106.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  In- 
come limitations  contained  in  section  203 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  shall  not  apply 
during  the  remainder  of  the  present  na- 
tional emergency;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BARRETT: 
H.  J.  Res.  186.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 
H.  J,  Res.  187.  Joint    resolution     authoriz- 
ing  the    erection    of    a   memorial    to   Sarah 
Louisa  Rittenhouse  In  Montrose  Park,  Dis- 
trict   of    Columbia;    to    the    Committee    on 
House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  RODINO: 
H.  J.  Res.   188.  Joint  resolution  designat- 
ing the  3d  day  of  February  in  each  year  as 
Dorchester  Day;    to  the   Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H.  J.  Res.  189.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United   States  providing  for  a  4-year   term 
for   Members   of  the  House   of   Representa- 
tives; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOLMES: 
H.  Con.  Res.  64.    Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing   the   Washington   State   Whitman 
Statue  Committee  to  place  temporarily  la 


the  rotunda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman,  the  holding  of 
ceremonies  and  permanent  location  in  Statu- 
ary Hall;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin* 
istratlon. 

By  Mrs.  KKLLT  of  New  York: 

H.  Con.  Res.  65.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anti-Semitism  In 
the  Soviet  Union  and  in  the  persecution  of 
Roman  Catholics  behind  the  Iron  Curtain;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.   LANE: 

H.  Con.  Res.  66.    Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect  to  certain   secret   agreements;    to   the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.    RODINO: 

H.  Con.  Res.  67.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  disapproval  and  condemnation 
of  the  Congress  of  the  recent  arrest  and 
detention  on  spurious  charges  of  nine  emi- 
nent phjrsiclans  by  the  Government  of  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  and  of 
all  similar  Instances  of  political  and  religioiis 
persecution  by  such  Government;  to  the 
Ccmmittee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  IlUnois: 

H.  Res.  141.  Resolution  creating  a  Select 
Committee  To  Investigate  the  Operation  and 
Administration  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1348,  as  amended  by  the  Universal  Mili- 
tary Training  and  Service  Act  of  July  7. 
1952,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  induc- 
tion of  physically  defective  persons;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  142.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  investigate 
and  study  the  business  practices  of  manu- 
facturers and  repairers  of  hearing  aids  and 
similar  devices;  to  the  Conmalttee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 

H.  Res.  143.  Resolution  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Coral  M.  Home,  widow  of  John  D.  Home, 
late  an  employee  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Idaho,  relative  to  re- 
questing an  investigation  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  to  take  such  action  as 
it  deems  necessary  to  implement  the  equip- 
ping of  the  Air  National  Guard  units  return- 
ing from  active  duty,  and  that  the  Air  Na- 
tional Guard  units  be  informed  of  the  plana 
for  the  future  equipping  of  the  Air  National 
Guard  units;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Minnesota,  relating  to  legislation 
affecting  Federal  support  for  butter  now  be- 
fore the  Congress  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agrlculttire. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislatvire  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  urging  the  enactment  of 
suitable  legislation  to  authorize  and  carry 
forward  construction  of  the  Devil  Canyon 
Dam  on  the  Susltna  River,  together  with 
appurtenant  pwwer  production  and  transmis- 
sion facilities;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills   and   resolutions   were   introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 
H.R.  3107.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  national  forest  land  in 
Basalt,    Colo.;    to   the   CtMnmittee   on   Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  BATES  (by  request) : 
H.  A.  3108.  A   bill   for  the   relief  of  Voula 
(Taloumts)   Hatzlklaylas;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan: 
R.  R.  3109.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
W.  Carlson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3110.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roy  Sher; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   BENTSEN: 
H.  R.  3111.  A    bUl   for   the   relief   of   F.   P. 
Tower,  LiUle  B.  Lewis,  Manuel  Branco,  John, 
Santos  Carlnhas,  Joaquin  Oomez   Carlnhas, 
and  Manuel  Jesus  Carlnhas;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  3112.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wendelln 
Ecbweltzer  and  family;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CONDON: 
H.  R.  3113.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Wong 
Kam  Hong  and  Ida  Susan  Wong,  his  wile; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   CRUMPACKER: 
H.  R.  3114.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Workman;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 
H.  R.  3115.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sebas- 
ttano   Scarcella;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DOYLE: 
H.  R.  3116.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dlmltra 
MaUiavltzkl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  PRELINGHUYSEN : 
H.  R.  3117.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  M. 
Bellna;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   HELLER: 
H.  R.  3118.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Polish    sailors;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  : 
H.  R.  3119.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Martha  May  Dykstra;   to  the  Committee  on 
the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  3120.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Zvonlmlr 
John  Plfat;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 
H.  R.  3121.  A   bill  for   the  relief  of  Sarkts 
Jamil   Bou-Mansour;    to   the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   MORANO: 
H.  R.  3122.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Emma  de  Sarmezey;    to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3123.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 

lurman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3124.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Haig, 

Zabelle.   Louise,   and    John    Gulbenklan;    to 

the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3125.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   MULTER: 
H.  R.  3126.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rosarlo 
Gamblno;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  3127.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David 
Mordka  Borenstajn,  Itta  Borenstajn  (nee 
Schlpper) ,  and  Fella  Borenstajn;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois: 
H.R.  3128.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Masako 
Kato  and  her  minor  child;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3129.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Luis  Gilbert  Labayen;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois: 
H.  R.  3130.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelo  8. 
Phllippas  and  Loula  Philippas;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3131.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wesley 
Howard  Leahy;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H.  R.  3132.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andreas 
Zapantis,  also  known  as  Andrew   Zapantls; 
to  the  CoH^klttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bjjfjg.  PRICE: 
H.  R.  SMT  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elef therls 
P.  SJEorlopouloe;  to  the  Committee  ou  the 
JudicMii^ 


H.  R.  3134.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Lopez  Aldama;  to  the  Comlnittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By   Mr.    RAY: 

H.  R.  3135.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of   Sister 
Antonlna  Zattclo  and  Sister  Antonlna  Call; 
to  the  Commiti.ee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  3136.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephania 
Zlegler  (Sister  .Benitia).  Anna  Hagel  (Sister 
Klara),  and  Theresia  Tuppinger  (Sister  Ro- 
mana):  to  the  C^ommittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3137.  A  t.ill  for  the  relief  of  Mr  and 
Mrs.  Ivan  S.  Aylesworth;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judlciarv. 

H.R.  3138.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Marie  Therese  Di;  Galzain;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3139.  A  b;ll  for  the  relief  of  M.  Roman 
Decker:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3140.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
David  Burk  (Yutaka  Iwao);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ami 
Kanagaki  and  her  child;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RIEHLMAN: 

H.  R.  3142.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Waltraut 
Benteler  LaMontagne;  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  RCK3ERS  of  Ma.ssachucetts : 

H.R.  3143.  A  b  11  for  the  relief  of  Bayaz't 
Tayhizlan;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judi- 
ciary. , 
Bv  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.R.  3144.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  Y. 
Richa;    to  the  C(  mmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WIl>SON  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  3145.  A  bill  for  the  relief  nf  Pramovll 
Vaclav  Maly  and  Jarmila  Maly;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerks  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

56.  By  Mr.  BU5H:  Petition  of  commls.<:lon- 
ers  of  Tioga  County.  Pa  .  urging  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  amend  the  existnig 
act  of  Congress  so  as  to  make  the  benefits 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  available  to  any 
and  all  political  subdivisions  deslrou.s  of 
adopting  the  said  plan  for  its  officials  and 
employees;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

57.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the 
United  States.  I>'partment  of  Wisconsin,  for 
the  reopening  of  Camp  McCoy,  Wis.,  as  a 
permanent  militnry  installation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

58.  Also,  joint  resolution  of  the  Wisconsin 
Legislature  requesting  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense to  reactivate  Camp  McCoy;  to  the  Cum- 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

59.  Also,  petition  of  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Bookbinders.  Local  No  22J. 
Racine.  Wis.,  expressing  approval  of  the  Gov- 
ernment retaining  rights  In  the  offshore  oil 
lands;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

60.  Also,  resolution  of  the  National  Li- 
censed Beverage  Association  on  the  subject  cf 
reduction  In  the  Federal  excise  tax  on  dis- 
tilled spirits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


SENATE 

Wednesd.w,  Fi:i5Iu  .\ry  18,  10.')3 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Haiiis,  D.  D.,  ofTered  the  following 
prayer : 

Our  Father  God,  as  at  noonday  we 
pause  at  the  footstool  of  Thy  grace,  our 
hearts  are  both  bowed  with  awe  and 
lifted  up  with  hope.    To  a  world  where 


evil  seem.s  so  rampant  may  our  con- 
tribution be  a  life  purged  of  self,  of  all 
impurity  and  hatred,  moved  by  compas- 
sion and  concern  for  all  mankind.  Amid 
pollution  may  our  own  motives  be  a  part 
of  the  salt  of  the  earth.  In  the  darkness 
may  our  spirits  be  as  the  candle  of  the 
Lord,  which  no  gloom  can  put  out.  May 
the  great  causes  that  will  mold  the  fu- 
ture into  the  pattern  of  Thy  desire  and 
design,  that  will  heal  the  world  and  re- 
build it  and  usher  in  abiding  peace, 
challenpe  the  best  that  is  in  us  and  gain 
the  supreme  allegiance  of  our  love  and 
labor,  as  we  .serve  our  brief  day.  We  ask 
it  in  the  name  of  the  Master  of  all  good 
workmen.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  Feb- 
ruary IG,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Me.ssages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE   PROM  THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  Hou.se  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Breskin.  its  assistant 
onrollini^  clerk,  announced  that  the 
Hou.se  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution «H.  Con.  Res.  63 »  authorizing  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  the  Im- 
mieration  and  Nationality  Act,  Public 
Law  414.  82d  Congress.  2d  session,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 


BRIEN  McMAHON.  LATE  SENATOR 
FROM  CONNECTICUT 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  send  a 
resolution  to  the  desk  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  re.solution  iS  Res.  79  >  was  read. 
considered,  and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Hfso/trrf.  That  the  legislative  business  of 
the  Senate  be  now  suspended  to  enable  trib- 
utes tj  be  paid  to  the  life,  character,  and 
public  service  of  H  ju  Brien  Mc  Mahon.  late 
a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr  PURTELL.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  pay  tribute  to  the  late  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  Brien  McMahon. 

When  a  man  dies  his  friends  and  col- 
leagues immediately  feel  his  loss  in  those 
positions  of  responsibility  which  he  had 
occupied,  and  his  true  importance  is 
strikingly  brought  to  their  attention  by 
the  necessity  of  finding  someone  else 
who  can  take  up  his  work  with  some- 
thing approaching  his  ability  and  devo- 
tion. After  the  first  shock  of  personal 
lo.ss  when  Senator  McMahon  passed 
away,  probably  mast  people  said.  "How 
can  we  ever  fill  Brien  McMahons  place 
in  the  program  of  the  control  and  use  of 
atomic  energy?"  The  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1946,  and  his  brilHant  career  as 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Congressional 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  from  its 
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establishment  until  hla  death — with  the 
exception  of  one  2-year  period — are 
lasting  monuments  to  his  work.  There 
are  very  few  men  48  years  old — hla 
age  at  the  time  of  his  death — who  can 
point  to  such  a  subsr^ntial  achievement. 

But,  in  a  sense.  It  is  belittling  to  Brizn 
McMahon  to  emphasize  this  achievement 
too  much,  because  it  may  keep  us  from 
seeing  what  sort  of  a  man  he  was  as  a 
whole,  and  we  may  not  truly  understand 
that  his  contribution  to  the  atomic- 
energy  progrrvm  was  only  one  very  im- 
portant element  In  his  total  effort  to 
establish  a  policy  of  iJeace  for  the  world. 
Instead  of  taking  the  simple  and  naive 
position  that  the  Umted  States  had  the 
atom  bomb  and  that  the  threat  of  its 
use  was  sufficient  to  Insure  a  perma- 
nently advantageous  position  for  us  In 
world  affairs,  he  realized  the  implica- 
tions of  international  rivalry  in  the  field 
of  atomic  weapons,  and  devoted  himself 
to  reducing  this  rivalry  as  the  supreme 
task  in  the  area  of  a  policy  for  world 
iseace. 

One  editorial  writer  referred  to  Brien 
McMahon's  imaginative  idealism  and 
tough  practicality,  and  these  were  the 
personal  qualities  that  gave  him  the 
power  to  work  for  development  of  a 
grefit  new  weapon  of  warfare  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  work  for  the  creation  of 
conditions  in  the  world  which  would 
render  this  weapon  useless.  To  appreci- 
ate Brien  McMahon,  we  must  imderstand 
both  aspects  of  his  wcTk,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  are  in  some  danger  of  over- 
emphasizing the  first,  because  it  is  more 
concrete  and  more  dramatic,  and  that  as 
a  result  we  do  not  sufficiently  recogmze 
Brien  McMahon's  roie  as  a  contributor 
to  the  programs  of  international  cooper- 
ation and  understanding  designed  to 
reduce  the  causes  of  iriternational  dissen- 
sion and  warfare.  It  is  difficult  to  assess 
a  man's  life  work  when  we  are  so  close  to 
it  in  point  of  time  as  we  are  to  Brien 
McMahon's,  but  there  Is  a  strong  prob- 
ability that  his  major  contribution  will 
seem  to  later  historians  to  have  been  his 
leadership  in  the  Congress  in  the  move- 
ment to  achieve  a  lasting  peace,  and  that 
his  role  as  a  leader  in  the  development  of 
atomic  energy  w^ill  tend  to  assume  a  posi- 
tion of  lesser  Impoitance. 

There  Is  not  time  today  even  to  sketch 
the  broad  outlines  oi  Brien  McMahon's 
efforts  to  prevent  international  dissen- 
sion and  to  remove  the  causes  of  war. 
But  one  single  act  will  illustrate  his 
philosophy.  On  February  8.  1951,  Brien 
McMahon  made  a  2 -minute  speech  on 
this  floor  and  introduced  a  resolution. 
The  speech  was  a  simple  one;  a  lesser 
man  probably  would  have  felt  that  it 
was  the  occasion  for  drama  and  oratory. 
He  opened  with  a  few  short  paragraphs 
describing  the  then  recent  aggressions 
of  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  success  in 
selling  the  idea  that  the  United  States 
is  a  warmongering  nation  while  the 
Soviet  Union  wants  peace.  Particularly 
alarming  was  the  Soviet  program  of 
telling  the  Russian  people  that  the 
United  States  was  determined  to  destroy 
them.  Brien  McMahon  said,  "It  is  with- 
in our  power  to  con-ect  the  record,  and 
I  believe  we  should."  To  correct  the 
record,  he  introduced  the  resolution. 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  11.  for 
himself  and  22  of  his  fellow  members, 


Republicans  and  Democrats.  Of  those 
22,  20  are  still  Members  of  the  Senate, 
and  I  think  that  Brikn  McMahon  would 
prefer  to  have  them  remembered,  too,  on 
this  occasion  rather  than  having  us 
think  only  of  him.  We  must  not  forget 
the  splendid  support  Members  of  the 
House  of  both  political  parties  gave  to 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution  in  the 
House. 

The  title  of  the  resolution  explained 
its  purpose  in  simple  language.  It  was 
called  "A  declaration  of  friendship  from 
the  American  people  to  all  other  peoples 
of  the  world,  including  the  p>eoples  of 
the  Soviet  Union."  As  amended  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
the  resolution  was  adopted  without  a 
roUcall  vote  in  the  Senate,  early  in  May. 
The  conference  version  was  adopted  in 
the  Senate  without  a  roUcall  vote  on 
June  18.  and  the  House  by  a  vote  of 
351  to  6  adopted  the  conference  bill  on 
June  26. 

At  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  I  shall 
add  the  text  of  this  resolution,  because 
I  think  that  it  constitutes  one  of  Brien 
McMahon's  greatest  contributions.  That 
contribution  consisted  of  a  statesman- 
like appreciation  of  the  world  situation, 
of  the  creative  imagination  to  devise  and 
propose  a  solution,  and  of  the  practical 
political  skill  to  gain  the  almost  unani- 
mous agreement  to  the  adoption  of  the 
proposed  solution  by  the  Members  of  the 
Congress.  When  we  know  that  the  pro- 
posal came  from  the  man  who  was  at 
the  same  time  working  with  all  his  skill 
and  power  to  produce  atomic  weapons  it 
seems  even  more  extraordinary,  and  it 
assumes  even  greater  importance. 

Brien  McMahon  said,  on  the  day  when 
he  introduced  the  resolution,  that  "the 
prestige  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  very  great  throughout  the 
world,  because  it  represents  the  Ameri- 
can people.  I  believe  adoption  of  this 
resolution  will  set  forth  the  position  of 
the  United  States  in  clear  and  unmis- 
takable terms."  And  he  then  succeeded 
in  making  the  resolution  the  formally 
accepted  statment  of  our  position. 

I  offer  as  a  lasting  memorial  to  Brien 
McMahon  the  Senate  resolution  declar- 
ing the  friendship  of  the  American 
people  to  all  other  peoples  of  the  world. 
Instead  of  erecting  a  marble  statue  and 
placing  wreaths  upon  it  once  a  year,  the 
Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  can  do  highest  honor  to  its  de- 
parted Member  by  working  to  make 
effective  the  philosophy  expressed  in  the 
resolution  which  he  proposed,  and  they 
adopted,  as  the  statement  of  their  own 
belief. 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  11, 
adopted  in  1951.  reads: 

Whereas  the  goal  of  the  American  people 
la  now,  and  ever  has  been,  a  Just  and  lasting 
peace;  and 

Whereas  the  deepest  wish  of  our  Nation  Is 
to  Join  with  all  other  nations  In  preserving 
the  dignity  of  man,  and  In  observing  those 
moral  principles  which  alone  lend  meaning 
to  bis  existence;  and 

Whereas  In  proof  of  this  the  United  States 
has  offered  to  share  all  that  is  good  In  atomic 
energy,  asking  In  return  only  safeguards 
against  the  evil  In  the  atom;  and 

Whereas  the  Congress  reaffirms  its  policy 
as  expressed  in  law  "to  continue  to  exert 
nuuclmum  efforts  to  obtain  agreements  to 
provide  the  United  Nations  with  armed  forces 
as  contemplated  in  the  Charter  and  agree- 


ments to  achieve  universal  control  of  weap- 
ons of  mass  destruction  and  universal  regu- 
lation and  reduction  of  armaments,  including 
armed  forces,  under  adequate  safeguards  to 
protect  complying  nations  against  violation 
and  evasion";  and 

Whereas  this  Nation  has  likewise  given  of 
Its  substance  and  resources  to  help  those 
peoples  ravaged  by  war  and  poverty;  and 

Whereas  terrible  danger  to  all  free  p>eople8 
compels  the  United  States  to  undertake  a 
vast  program  of  armaments  expenditures; 
and 

Whereas  we  rearm  only  with  reluctance 
and  would  prefer  to  devote  our  energies  to 
peaceful  pursuits:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) ,  That  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  reafflnn  the  historic 
and  abiding  friendship  of  the  American 
people  for  all  other  peoples,  and  declares — 

That  the  American  people  deeply  regret  the 
artificial  barriers  which  separate  them  from 
the  peoples  of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics,  and  which  keep  the  Soviet  peoples 
from  learning  of  the  desire  of  the  American 
p>eopIe  to  live  in  friendship  with  all  other 
peoples,  and  to  work  with  them  In  advancing 
the  ideal  of  human  brotherhood;   and 

That  the  American  people  believe  the 
Soviet  Government  could  advance  the  cause 
of  peace  Immeasurably  by  removing  those 
artificial  barriers,  thus  permitting  the  free 
exchange  of  information  between  otir  peo- 
ples; and 

That  the  American  people  and  their  Oov- 
ernment  desire  neither  war  with  the  Soviet 
Union  nor  the  terrible  consequences  of  such 
a  war;  and 

That,  although  they  are  firmly  determined 
to  defend  their  freedom  and  security,  the 
American  people  welcome  all  honorable 
efforts  to  resolve  the  differences  standing 
between  the  United  States  Ctoveriunent  and 
the  Soviet  Goveriunent,  and  Invite  the  peo- 
ples of  the  Soviet  Union  to  cooperate  in  a 
spirit  of  friendship  In  this  endeavor;  and 

That  the  Congress  request  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Repub- 
lics to  acquaint  the  peoples  of  the  Soviet 
Union  with  the  contents  of  this  resolution. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  very 
gladly  and  happily  join  my  colleagues  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  paying  tribute 
today  to  the  memory  of  my  distinguished 
predecessor,   Senator  Brien   McMahon. 

When  Senator  McMahon  met  an  un- 
timely death  last  summer,  cut  off  in  his 
prime  by  an  unsuspected  and  terrible 
disease,  it  brought  sorrow  and  a  sense  of 
loss  to  thousands  of  people  in  Connecti- 
cut. In  a  comparatively  short  political 
career,  his  achievements  were  very  great. 
As  I  said  when  the  Senate  convened  last 
month,  he  was  regarded  by  many  as  Con- 
necticut's outstanding  statesman  of 
modem  times. 

The  New  York  Times  paid  him  a  fine 
tribute  in  an  editorial,  following  his 
death.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have 
it  included  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

BaiEN  MclilAHON  did  a  lot,  in  a  brief  po- 
litical career,  to  make  the  word  politician  a 
term  of  honor.  He  well  knew  how  to  get 
elected.  In  1950,  when  Chester  Bowles  lost 
the  Connecticut  governcM^hlp  to  John  Lodge 
by  17,000  votes.  McMahom  won  reelection  to 
the  Senate  by  44.593  votes.  But  once  elected. 
McMahon  turned  naturally  to  Jobs  and 
causes  that  he  beUeved  would  benefit  his 
fellow  citizens.  As  early  as  any  man.  be 
saw  the  necessity  of  a  humane  and  vigorous 
foreign  policy,  which  he  visualised  as  a  com- 
bination of  firmness  and  friendliness.  His 
proposals    for    world    disarmament    and    a 
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global  aid  expendltiu-e  of  150  bUHons,  his 
resolution  expressing  American  good  will 
toward  other  nations,  the  Russians  In^ 
eluded — these  might  seem  visionary,  but 
they  caught  the  imagination  of  millions  of 
Americans. 

Senator  McMahon's  lasting  monument  may 
be  his  work  on  the  Joint  Congressional  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy.  He  fought  with 
all  hlfi  might  to  develop  atomic  fission  as  a 
defenjlve  weapon,  but  he  tried  Just  as  pas- 
sionately to  expand  its  constructive  and 
healing  uses.  His  heart  was  in  this  crusade. 
as  everyone  who  heard  him  t&Ds.  about  It 
knew. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon's memory  will  long  endure.  He 
will  be  remembered  by  the  i>eople  of 
Connecticut,  indeed,  by  the  Nation,  as  an 
eminent  leader  in  modern  political  life. 

To  Mrs.  McMahon  and  to  his  young 
daughter,  I  extend  deep  sympathy  in 
their  great  loss  and  sorrow. 

The  people  of  Connecticut  will  be 
grateful  that  the  United  States  Senate 
has  set  aside  today  for  tributes  to  the 
memory  of  Senator  Brien  McMahon. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  when 
Ellen  Terry  died,  there  appeared  on  the 
flyleaf  of  her  Imitation  of  Christ  the  fol- 
lowing : 

No  funeral  gloom,  my  dears,  when  I  am  gone, 
Ccrpse-gazlngs.  tears,  black  raiment  grave- 
yard grlmness; 
Think  of  me  as  withdrawn  into  the  dimness, 
fours  still,  you  mine;  remember  all  the  best 
Of  our  past  moments,  and  forget  the  rest; 
And  BO,  to  where  I  wait,  come  gently  on. 

She  said  further: 

I  ahould  wlah  my  children,  relatives  and 
friends  to  observe  this  when  I  die. 

This  wish  was  carried  out. 

Today  we  gather  in  memory  of  a  col- 
league, Brien  McMahon.  who  has  stepped 
in  the  journey  that  we  all  must  take.  In 
recounting  his  accomplishments,  we 
strengthen  ourselves.  It  is  by  thinking 
noble  thoughts  that  we  become  noble. 

It  is  rare  indeed  in  Senate  history  that 
a  man  of  such  young  years  as  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon came  to  occupy  so  important  a 
position  and  to  play  so  imf>ortant  a  role 
in  the  work  of  this,  the  greatest  deliber- 
ative body  in  the  world.  In  49  short 
years,  Brien  McMahon  was  a  judge,  an 
Assistant  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  a  United  States  Senator, 
and  the  first  chairman  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy. 

The  statute  controlling  this  immense 
new  power  stands  as  a  memorial  to  his 
effort.  It  was  he  who  sensed  from  the 
very  first  when  news  came  of  the  ex- 
plosion at  Hiroshima  the  ultimate  mean- 
ing to  mankind  of  this  tremendous  new 
weaE>on  and  of  related  weapons. 

The  problems  with  which  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon wrestled  in  terms  of  preventing 
an  atomic  war,  in  terms  of  constructively 
utilizing  this  tremendous  force  for  pood, 
remain  with  us.  All  of  us  who  knew  him 
are  aware  of  the  contributions  he  made 
In  this  field  of  human  endeavor. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  a  keen  admiration 
for  the  man,  for  his  ability,  his  talents, 
his  eloquence,  his  sincerity.  When  i 
think  of  Brien  McMahon,  a  picture 
comes  to  mind.  It  is  that  of  a  gentle- 
man. He  possessed  the  qualities  that 
truly  constitute  a  gentleman.  It  was  my 
good  t^Htlfnn^  serve  with  him  on  the 
"  jns  Committee,  to  travel 


with  him  abroad,  to  visit  with  him  In  his 
home,  and  I  b<?came  very  fond  of  him. 
Between  us  there  existed  a  tie  of  under- 
standing and  friendship. 

As  a  Senator,  he  was  consecrated  to 
his  work.  I  know  of  instances  when  he 
turned  down  sizable  legal  fees  l)ecause 
he  felt  that  to  take  the  case  would  be 
inconsistent  with  his  duties  as  a  Senator. 
Those  who  obey  the  little  voice  of  con- 
science within  cannot  stray  very  far 
from  the  great  highway  of  right.  That 
was  Brien  McMahon. 

What  we  admire  in  men  are  the  ordi- 
nary virtues.  I  remember  that  as  a 
young  man  I  was  told  that  there  were 
four  tests  of  character.  First,  the  home 
test — how  a  man  treats  those  with  whom 
he  lives.  Second,  the  business  test  or 
official  test — how  a  man  conducts  him- 
self toward  his  customers  and  em- 
ployees. Third,  the  social  test — how  a 
man  acts  toward  tho.se  who  do  not  enjoy 
the  same  social  advantages.  And  fourth, 
the  success  test — how  a  man  behaves 
himself  when  favorable  circumstances 
bring  him  wealth,  power,  position,  and 
honor.  Brien  McMahon  measured  hi^h 
in  all  these  character  tests.  Al  home  he 
was  gentle  and  considerate:  likewise  he 
acted  toward  his  fellow  Senators  and  his 
constituents  and  his  employees  and 
others;  and  toward  those  who  did  not 
enjoy  the  same  advantages  or  who  had 
not  succeeded  as  he  had  he  was  always 
the  gentleman — the  considerate  gentle- 
man. 

He  was  a  man  o.  integrity.  He  had  a 
fine  legal  mind,  and  in  his  service  as  a 
Senator  he  contributed  much  in  the 
various  fields  of  his  activity. 

There  was  a  cheerfulness  about  him. 
He  had  developed  a  cheerful  mood — a 
sense  of  humor.  He  always  appreciated 
a  good  joke  and  usually  had  one  at  the 
tip  of  his  tongue.  He  was  a  man  who 
lived  pretty  much  his  own  li/e  in  his  own 
way — a  reader,  a  thoughtful  man. 

There  was  an  innate  generosity  about 
this  man.  I  remember  discussing  with 
him  at  one  time  the  different  ap- 
proaches— the  liberal  and  the  conserva- 
tive approaches  of  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate. By  "liberal."  I  do  not  mean  the  way 
to  the  left  approach,  and  by  "conserva- 
tive," I  do  not  mean  the  way  to  the  rieht 
approach.  He  brought  out  in  his  dis- 
cussion the  significant  fact  that  it  was 
well  that  there  were  these  difference.s; 
that  it  was  in  the  exchange  of  ideas,  like 
flint  striking  flint,  that  the  atmosphere 
was  clarifled.  While  this  was  his  atti- 
tude, with  St.  Augustine,  he  felt:  "Let 
others  wrangle.  I  wonder."  Brien  was 
tolerant.  He  felt  that  to  be  sure  one  is 
always  right  is  conceit.  He  always  con- 
ceded the  right  of  opposition  views  to 
others.  He  was  a  growing  soul,  one  who 
would  accomplish  much.  We  shall  miss 
him.  but  we  know  that  he  has  gone  on 
to  his  reward. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, there  are  men  who  play  a  vital 
role  in  history,  men  who  measure  up  to 
the  needs  of  the  day.  men  who  seek  to 
shape  great  forces  instead  of  yielding 
to  them.  Such  was  our  dearly  beloved 
colleague  and  friend— the  late  Brien 
McMahon. 

Brien  McMahon  was  one  who  had  a 
profound  insight  into  the  great  tragedy 


of  our  times.  He  foresaw  at  an  early 
date  the  catastrophe  that  could  result 
when  the  terrible  power  of  modern  sci- 
ence was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  20th 
century  barbarians. 

His  fighting  Irish  spirit  refused  to 
quail  before  this  awe.some  prospect.  He 
saw  the  need  for  action  and  he  was 
equal  to  the  need.  I  can  think  of  no  bet- 
ter epitaph  for  any  man. 

Brien  McMahon  has  gone  to  his  richly 
de-served  rest  and  we  are  the  poorer  for 
his  leaving.  But  he  has  left  behind 
monuments  which  will  stand  long  after 
statues  of  marble  have  crumbled  to  dust 
and  tablets  of  bronze  have  corroded  be- 
yond recognition. 

There  is  the  Atomic  Energy  Act — the 
first  rational  attempt  by  mankind  to 
contiol  the  elemental  forces  which  may 
yet  destroy  our  world. 

There  was  his  fight  for  peace  with 
honor  and  his  ideas  stirred  millions  of 
people  wearied  with  incessant  war. 

And  finally,  there  was  his  warm,  ge- 
nial personality  which  endeared  him  to 
the  hearts  of  his  colleagues  and  the 
memory  of  which  will  remain  with  us 
for  the  rest  of  our  lives. 

Those  of  us  who  .served  with  Brien 
McMahon  and  could  count  him  as  a 
fnend  are  doubly  fortunate.  Our  lives 
were  enriched  by  his  very  human,  vtry 
generous  presence,  and  our  horizons 
were  broadened  by  contact  with  a  man 
who  had  a  vision  of  the  future. 

To  his  grieving  wife  and  daughter 
goes  our  deepest  sympathy.  To  the 
American  people  whom  he  served  sc  well 
goes  our  pledge  to  carry  on  in  his  tradi- 
tion of  humanity. 

We  have  many  grave  problems  and 
great  tasks  before  us.  We  will  be 
strengthened  in  our  labors  by  the  mem- 
ory of  one  of  the  big  men  of  our  times. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point,  several  editorials 
appearing  in  newspapers  throughout 
the  Nation  at  the  time  of  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon's pas.sing. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  29,  1952 J 
BRrrN  McMah(jn 
The  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  which 
Ju.stly  bears  his  name,  stands  as  an  endur- 
uib;  monument  to  the  memory  of  Bkien 
McMahon  Like  Its  author,  the  act  Is  a  com- 
pound of  Imaginative  idealism  and  tough 
practicality.  No  single  piece  of  legislation 
in  modern  times  has  been  so  freighted  with 
meaning  fur  the  security  of  the  United 
States. 

Improvised  to  meet  a  major  change  In 
the  nature  of  man's  environment,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  Intnxluced  new  concepts  of  gov- 
ernmental activity  and  extended  govern- 
mental control  Into  unprecedented  areas.  As 
chairman  of  the  Senate  committee  which 
wrote  the  law.  Senator  McMahon  was  a 
leader  in  the  vital  effort  to  transfer  control 
of  the  tremendous  new  force  from  military 
to  civilian  hands.  Later,  as  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Congressional  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  he  became  the  overseer — and  the 
protector— of  the  civilian  commission  he  had 
helped  to  create. 

Brien  McMahon  was  as  resourceful  and 
realistic  a  political  in-fighter  as  any  man 
In  the  United  States  Senate.  His  skill  mani- 
fested itself  in  securing  civilian  supremacy 
over    atomic    energy,    m     safeguarding    the 
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fledgling  Atomic  Energy  Commission  from 
such  extravagant  attacks  upon  It  as  that 
launched  by  Senator  HicKtNLOOPia  In  1949. 
in  his  insistence  that  the  Commission  re- 
pair some  of  the  shortcomings  that  made 
it  peculiarly  vulnerable  to  -criticism.  The 
corollary  idealism  of  his  personality  mani- 
fested itself  In  the  daring  disarmament  pro- 
posals he  put  forward  on  several  occasions. 
He  recognized  the  tenlble  and  tragic  im- 
plications of  atomic  rivalry  and  sought,  with- 
out ignoring  In  any  way  the  essential  con- 
siderations of  national  safety,  to  avert  this 
rivalry  by  having  the  United  States  devote 
the  immense  sums  it  WDuld  entail  to  a  pro- 
gram of  world  economic  rehabilitation.  The 
world,  unhappily,  was  r.ot  yet  ready  to  em- 
brace so  Utopian  a  scheme. 

As  an  ofHclal  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice and  later  as  a  United  States  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  Briin  McMahon  was  a 
stanch  New  Dealer — a  consistent  supporter 
of  international  cocpenition  and  of  domes- 
tic welfare  programs.  During  the  Mac  Ar- 
thur hearings,  he  t«ame<l  with  Senator  Mokse 
to  become  one  of  the  best -Informed  men 
on  Pacific  problems  and  proved  of  Invalua- 
ble assistance  In  keeping  the  record  straight. 
No  small  part  of  the  devoted  service  he 
rendered  to  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman  ad- 
ministrations was  to  se-  realistic  boundaries 
to  their  political  aspirations,  he  had  an 
earthy  sense  of  what  could  actually  be  ac- 
complished in  the  Sena-.e.  The  Idealists  had 
reason  to  be  grateful  tc  him  for  it.  He  will 
be  missed,  and  painfully,  for  his  personal  as 
well  as  his  political  virtues — for  the  mor- 
dancy and  good  humor  and  acid  rationality 
he  brought  to  debate  and  for  the  affectionate 
warmth  that  Infused  his  human  relations. 

[From  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  July  29, 

1951!  I 

Brikn  McMahon 

Senator  Brien  McMahon,  of  Connecticut, 
who  died  yesterday  at  48,  was  one  of  the 
first  Members  of  Congress  to  recognize  the 
tremendous  significance  of  atomic  energy — 
both  in  warfare  and  in  peaceful  uses. 

He  was  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  which  has  done  a  sin- 
gularly  competent  Job  of  leading  the  way 
in  the  development  of  this  complex  new 
servant  of  mankind. 

He  led  the  fight  for  civilian  control  of 
atomic  power  and  handled  the  necessarily 
confidential  phases  with  finesse  and  good 
sense. 

His  death  from  cancer  Is  the  more  tragic 
because  it  Is  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy, 
where  Senator  McMahon  exercised  so  much 
vision,  that  some  of  the  most  hopeful  re- 
search has  been  done  on  that  dread  disease. 


I  The  Washington  ETvenlng  Star  of  July  29, 
19521 

Senator  McMahon 

No  other  Member  of  Congress,  few  Ameri- 
cans anywhere,  knew  as  much  about  the 
atom  as  Senator  Brixn  McMahon.  Having 
looked  into  It  with  the  greatest  care,  he 
was  filled  with  such  awe  by  its  preter- 
natural power,  and  by  Its  capacity  for  either 
enormous  good  or  enormous  evU,  that  he 
became  a  Tian  Intensely  and  almost  mys- 
tically dedicated  to  the  task  of  controlling  it 
for  the  sake  of  all  humanity. 

In  1944,  when  Connecticut  first  elected 
him  to  the  United  States  Senate,  Mr.  Mc- 
Mahon was  happily  free  of  catastrophe  vi- 
sions. At  that  time,  he  was  best  known  for 
having  done  a  flrst-class  Job  as  head  of  the 
Justice  Department's  criminal  division — a 
post  from  which  he  had  resigned  In  1939  to 
establish  a  successful  prlrate  law  practice. 
As  a  senatorial  newcomer  he  was  primarily 
interested  In  representing  his  constituency 
and  advancing  the  cause  of  the  Democratic 
Party  according  to  the  usual  rules  of  politics. 
But  then.  In  1945.  there  c&me  the  atomto 


shattering  of  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki  and 
from  that  point  on  his  overriding  concern 
was  to  harness  the  tremendous  new  force 
for  constructive  purposes — above  all,  to  keep 
It  from  destroying  clvUlzatlon. 

Although  then  only  a  freshman  Member, 
Mr.  McMahon,  because  of  the  initiative  be 
had  taken  In  the  matter,  was  named  chair- 
man of  the  special  atomic  committee  that 
the  Senate  created  In  the  79th  Congress. 
Later,  during  the  Republican  80th  Con- 
gress, the  committee  was  expanded  into 
a  Joint  body  representing  both  Houses. 
and  he  was  its  leading  E>emocrat, 
becoming  Its  head  after  his  party  rewon 
congressional  control  in  1948.  Throughout 
all  of  these  postwar  years  he  was  undeniably 
Capitol  Hill's  Mr.  Atom — author  of  the  un- 
precedented law  establishing  civilian  rule 
over  our  gigantic  nuclear-energy  program; 
chief  watchdog  for  the  public  In  a  field  neces- 
sarily surrounded  by  a  high,  thick  wall  of 
secrecy;  constant  prod  against  lethargy  in 
building  up  our  A-weaponH  arsenal;  and  an 
eloquent  advocate  of  world  control  to  put 
an  end  to  by  far  the  deadliest  armaments 
race  In  the  history  of  mankind. 

The  longer  Mr.  McMahon  lived  with  the 
atom,  and  the  more  he  learned  about  the  A- 
weapons  being  developed  and  about  progress 
toward  the  Indescribably  destructive  hydro- 
gen bomb,  the  greater  be<:ame  h's  sense  of 
lu-gency.  His  visions  of  catastrophe  grew  out 
of  the  hard  and  portentous  facts  made  avaU- 
able  to  him,  and  on  the  basis  of  those  facts 
he  gave  voice  to  impassioned  api>eals  for 
special  new  efforts  to  persuade  Soviet  Rus- 
sia to  agree  to  a  genuinely  effective  control 
plan.  At  the  same  time,  aware  that  the 
Kremlin  would  be  unresponsive  as  long  as 
our  own  strength  was  deficient,  he  delivered 
equally  Impassioned  appeals  for  a  vast  ex- 
pansion of  our  atomic  program  to  equip  our 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  with  firepower 
far  more  revolutionary  and  far  deadlier  than 
any  heretofore  known. 

It  was  not  given  to  Mr.  McMahon — dead 
now  In  his  48th  year — to  carry  on  with  the 
work  he  regarded  as  a  high  mission.  But  if 
ever  there  Is  real  atomic  control,  or  If  Ameri- 
can strength  In  A-weapons  and  H-weapons  Is 
developed  to  a  point  formidable  enough  to 
make  the  Kremlin  forswear  aggression,  a 
large  measure  of  credit  will  be  owing  to  him. 
And  if  the  day  comes  when  nuclear  science 
succeeds  in  conquering  diseases  of  the  type 
that  has  conquered  him,  he  will  deserve 
some  credit  for  that,  too.  The  Nation — to- 
gether with  the  world  at  large,  for  that  mat- 
ter— has  lost  one  of  its  finer  citizens. 

[Prom    the    New    York    Herald    Tribune    of 
July    29.    1952] 

Brien  McMahon 

When  the  first  atomic  bomb  fell  over 
Japan,  Brien  McMahon  was  a  freshman  Sen- 
ator, and  a  young  man  as  age  In  that  august 
body  Is  counted.  He  might  have  been  ex- 
pected to  share  with  almost  everyone  else 
the  first  shock  of  wonder,  and  then  to  leave 
to  men  older  and  assumedly  wiser  than  him- 
self the  task  of  dealing  with  the  new  force. 
Instead.  Senator  McMahon.  perhaps  seeing 
more  clearly  than  others  the  immense  Is- 
sues Involved,  perhaps  seeing  In  this  field 
his  own  mission  and  opportunity,  stepped 
confidently  forward  and  took  up  the  role 
of  leader.  He  studied  everything  available 
on  atomic  fission.  He  made  constructive 
proposals  for  keeping  the  vast,  unpredictable 
development  In  civilian  hands.  When  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  was  framed.  It  bore  his 
name,  and  he  continued  as  the  hardworking 
and  boldly  imaginative  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

His  major  preoccupation,  through  the 
years  that  ended  with  yesterday's  untimely 
death,  was  to  insure  that  man's  new  dis- 
covery should  be  used  for  good,  and  not 
wholly  for  destructive  purposes.  He  could 
be,  of  course,  a  shrewd  politician.    He  was 


a  faithful  partisan  of  the  Democratic  cause. 
His  last  Illness  removed  him  from  the  ranks 
of  presidential  candidates  as  Connecticut's 
favorite  son,  and  he  might  well  have  fig- 
ured with  Increasing  prominence  on  the  na- 
tional scene.  Yet  throughout  It  was  the 
promise  and  peril  of  the  atom  that  enlisted 
his  best  efforts  and  showed  his  real  stature. 
"The  controlled  splitting  of  the  atom,"  he 
wrote,  "has  brought  a  new  age  Into  being. 
This  new  age  requires  new  understanding, 
new  conceptions,  and  new  answers."  He 
himself  tried  to  supply  that  understanding 
and  those  answers.  Some  of  his  schemes 
were  beyond  the  realm  of  practical  ptossl- 
bilitles,  like  his  proposal  for  a  5-year,  $50 
billion  Marshall  plan  which  was  to  Include 
Russia.  Nevertheless,  he  thought  In  large 
terms  about  a  large  problem — the  largest, 
unquestionably,  that  mankind  has  faced 
since  It  started  on  the  long  pursuit  of 
science. 

Others  will  carry  on  the  leadership  which 
Brien  McMahon  Inaugurated  In  this  field. 
They  wUl  walk  .the  more  surely  because  of 
what  he  did.  and  they  will  think  the  more 
clearly  because  of  his  effective  vision. 

(From  the  New  York  Times  of  July  29,  19521 
Senator  Prom  Connecticut 

Brien  McMahon  did  a  lot  In  a  brief  polit- 
ical career  to  make  the  word  "politlcan"  a 
term  of  honor.  He  well  knew  how  to  get 
elected.  In  1950,  when  Chester  Bowles  lost 
the  Connecticut  governorship  to  John  Lodge 
by  17.000  votes.  McMahon  won  reelection 
to  the  Senate  by  44,593  votes.  But  once 
elected  McMahon  turned  naturally  to  Jobs 
and  causes  that  he  l)elleved  would  benefit  his 
fellow  citizens.  As  early  as  any  man  he  saw 
the  necessity  of  a  humane  and  vigorous  for- 
eign policy,  which  he  visualized  as  a  combi- 
nation of  flrmne8.s  and  friendliness.  His 
proposals  for  wurld  disarmament  and  a 
global  aid  expemlture  of  $50  billion,  his 
resolution  expressing  American  good  will 
toward  other  nations,  the  Russians  In- 
cluded— these  might  seem  visionary,  but 
they  caught  the  imaginations  of  millions  of 
Americans. 

Senator  McMahon's  lasting  monument 
may  be  his  work  on  the  Joint  Congres.slonal 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  He  fought 
with  all  his  might  to  develop  atomic  fission 
as  a  defensive  weapon,  but  he  tried  Just  as 
passionately  to  expand  its  constructive  and 
healing  uses.  His  heart  was  in  this  crtisade. 
as  everyone  who  heard  him  talk  about  It 
knew. 

If  he  had  lived  he  would  have  been  49 
years  old  next  October.  Pull  of  physical  and 
mental  energy,  never  111  until  a  few  weeks 
ago.  he  seemed  to  have  many  years  of  high 
usefulness  before  him.  The  news  of  his 
death  brings  sorrow  and  a  sense  of  loss  to 
all  who  knew  him  or  followed  his  career. 

[Prom  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  July  29,  1952] 
Brien  McMahon 

The  death  of  Briin  McMahon  at  the  age 
of  48  U  a  loss  to  the  country.  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon had  pioneered  In  one  of  the  great 
governmental  problems  of  our  time..  He  had 
led  In  the  effort  to  integrate  atomic  energy 
Into  the  American  constitutional  system. 
He  would  have  been  the  last  to  argue  that 
the  integration  was  complete  or  perfect,  but 
he  had  helped  lay  out  a  series  of  ground 
rules  which  unquestionably  point  In  the 
right  way. 

The  terms  of  the  problem  were  as  simple 
as  they  were  awful.  Here  was  ultimate 
physical  power  reduced  at  last  to  human 
manipulation.  It  went  without  saying  that 
a  force  so  boundless  was  too  big  to  be  com- 
mitted to  private  exploitation.  But  it  went 
without  sajrlng.  too.  that  a  raw  Clovemment 
monopoly  of  this  power  would  be  a  fSireat 
to  liberty. 
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The  t\ig  as  between  private  and  Govern- 
ment control  of  atomic  energy  was  not  aU 
there  was  to  the  problem.  Once  It  was  de- 
cided that  Oovernmeijt  should  have  the  key 
role,  the  qiwstlon  arose,  which  branches  of 
the  Government?  In  Its  first  drcadfiil  mani- 
festations atomic  energy  had  been  a  military 
weapon.  Not  unnaturally,  military  men 
wanted  to  keep  a  firm  control  on  this  all 
but  absolute  weapons. 

But  If  unmoderated  Government  control 
of  atomic  energy  was  against  the  long  in- 
stinct and  tradition  of  our  kind  of  people 
and  our  kind  of  government,  control  by  the 
military  branch  of  the  Government  was  even 
more  so.  What  had  to  be  worked  out  was 
a  supple  and  yet  firm  harmony  of  principles 
by  which  atomic  energy  could  be  controlled 
and  developed  without  damage  to  the  peo- 
ple's liberty,  their  ancient  and  peremp- 
tory instinct  for  civilian  control  or  their 
right  to  know  In  the  broad  what  was  going 
on. 

These  were  the  objectives  of  Senator  Mc- 
Maron's  McMahon  Act  for  the  control  of 
atomic  energy.  The  core  of  the  act  was  the 
provision  for  a  Joint  congressional  commit- 
tee which  would  supervise  and  superintend 
the  overall  work  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission. In  this  commission  work,  in  turn, 
there  was  provision  for  military  participation 
and  for  contracting  to  private  enterprisers. 
The  result  has  been  by  no  means  all  that  is 
desired,  but  it  has  been  less  bad  than  many 
feared,  and  the  prospect  Is  at  least  hope- 
ful. For  these  things  the  country  will  re- 
member Senator  Brien  McMahon. 

(From  the  New  Britain    (Conn.)    Herald  of 
July  28,  19521 

Brien  McMahon 

Conneotlcut's  senior  United  States  Sena- 
tor. Brien  McMahon  died  this  morning.  The 
man  who  would  have  been  49  years  old  on 
October  6  had  served  his  State  and  Nation 
with  distinction  and  his  name  had  become 
legend  the  world  over  because  of  his  knowl- 
edge and  direction  of  the  use  of  atomic 
energy  In  the  United  States. 

All  Connecticut,  regardless  of  party  alBlla- 
tlons,  race,  creed,  or  color,  will  mourn  the 
young  Brien  McMahon  who  had  so  ably  and 
conscientiously  represented  the  Nutmeg 
State  In  the  councils  of  state.  He  had  gained 
the  respect,  admiration  and  love  of  his  fel- 
low citizens  In  Connecticut  by  his  unswerv- 
ing devotion  to  duty. 

Brien  McMahon  was  born  in  Norwalk  in 
1903  of  moderately  well-to-do  ptrents.  A 
lawyer,  who  had  graduated  from  Fordham 
and  Yale  Law  School,  Brien  McMahon  went 
to  Washington  in  1933  as  a  member  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.  He  resigned  in  1939 
and  returned  to  Norwalk  where  he  resumed 
his  law  practice. 

He  was  successful  in  his  quest  for  election 
as  United  States  Senator  in  1944  and  was  re- 
elected in  1950.  On  ordinary  legislation 
Brien  McMahon  was  a  Democrat  all  the  way, 
but  on  the  subject  of  atomic  legislation  he 
had  but  one  burning  purpose — the  utili- 
zation of  this  great  power  in  the  Interests  of 
peace  and  the  common  people  bf  the  world. 
Naturally  Connecticut  feels  that  it  has  lost 
a  great  citizen  but  the  Nation  and  the  peace- 
loving  nations  of  the  world  know  full  well 
that  they  too  have  lost  an  outstanding  advo- 
cate. He  died  In  service,  service  to  human- 
ity. He  was  a  young  man,  too  young  to  die, 
but  the  ways  of  fate  are  inexplicable.  May 
be  rest  in  peace. 

[From  the  Hartford  Courant  of  July  29,  1952] 
Brixn  McMahon 
It  Lb  Ironical  that  Senator  McMahon  should 
reach  the  height  of  his  political  career,  nomi- 
nation for  the  Presidency.  Just  before  he 
died.  Perhaps  he  was  destined  never  to  be 
more  than  a  favorite  son.  Yet  this  man  cut 
off  in  mM-career  yesterday  was  more  than 
JUBt  aaMBlr  Senator. 


It  was  easy  to  dismiss  Bribn  McMahon. 
In  Jest  or  in  the  heat  of  political  argument, 
as  one  who  had  a  monopoly  of  atomic  en- 
ergy. E^verybody  Is  in  favor  of  the  atom, 
so  here  Is  some  ready-made  political  capital. 
But,  as  death  makes  the  controversies  of 
this  life  fall  away,  Brien  McMahon  stands 
revealed  as  a  man  of  greater  stature  than 
a  political  manipulator  of  the  atom.  The 
reason  he  won  the  unusual  honor  of  l)elng 
made  chairman  of  a  Senate  committee,  while 
only  a  freshman  Senator,  was  that  he  was 
more  sensitive  than  others  to  the  need  for 
doing  something  about  the  fact  that  the 
power  of  the  atom  had  been  relea.sed  As  he 
said  in  a  later  Senate  speech,  "TTie  clock  is 
ticking,  ticking,  ticking.  •  •  •  and  with  each 
swing  of  the  pendulum  the  time  to  save 
civilization  grows  shorter."  Atomic  b<imbs 
"might  Inclncerate  50  million  Americans  in 
the  space  of  minutes." 

That  is  still  as  true  as  when  he  said  it. 
But  most  of  us  merely  shrugged  our  shoul- 
ders, saying  that  the  power  of  the  atom  was 
something  too  big  for  us.  S?nator  McMahcn 
made  it  his  business  to  do  something  about 
it.  That  is  what  got  him  the  committee 
chairmanship.  And  in  that  position  he  did 
more  than  any  other  man  to  make  sure  that, 
in  the  transition  from  war  to  peace,  contrcl 
of  atomic  energy  went  into  civilian  hands. 
There  was  much  pressure  the  other  way. 

Throughout  his  Senate  career  his  accent 
was  on  peace.  He  urged  ever  more  appro- 
priations for  atomic  development,  knowing 
that  to  survive  this  country  must  keep  up 
Its  atomic  power  Yet  he  al.'^o  knew  that 
even  this,  in  the  long  run,  meant  only  an- 
other futile  arms  race.  Hence,  his  other 
gestures  toward  peace.  One  was  the  Mc- 
Mahon-Rlbicoff  resolution  of  a  year  and  a 
half  ago,  designed  to  force  on  the  Ru.'^.-^lan 
people,  despite  their  government,  an  aware- 
ness of  the  friendship  for  the  people  of  Ru.s- 
sia  by  the  people  of  the  United  yt.ntes  Hence 
too.  his  dramatic  plan,  a  year  earlier,  for  what 
amounted  to  a  worldwide  $50  billion  Marshall 
plan,  if  other  nations,  includlnf?  Russia, 
would  likewise  cut  their  arms  expenditures 

Nothing  much  came  of  either  of  these 
Ideas,  They  were  approved  and  endorsed, 
yes  But  they  set  off  no  wave  of  response 
Perhaps  that  means  only  that  most  of  us 
were  not  able  to  see  as  far  as  Brie.n  Mc- 
Mahcn, 


[From  the  Middletown  Press  of  July  29,  1952) 
Brifn  McMahon 

United  States  Senator  Brien  MrM,\HON  48. 
died  in  Wa.^hington  yesterday  of  cancer  of 
the  lung.  His  untimely  pas.«lng  bn,u.;lit 
forth  sincere  expressions  of  grief  from  men 
and  women  of  all  races  and  creeds,  and  from 
Republicans  as  well  as  Drmocrats.  A  native 
of  Norwalk  and  the  son  of  a  successful  cnn- 
tractor,  Brien  early  made  his  mark  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  and  shortly  after  his 
election  to  the  United  States  Senate  he  rose 
to  international  eminence  by  his  instant 
realization  of  the  ti-emendous  importance  of 
atomic  energy.  In  the  Congress  he  became 
the  chief  exponent  of  legislation  affectini? 
the  A-bomb,  and  although  only  a  freshman 
Member,  the  Senate  departed  from  long- 
established  custom  when  it  appointed  him 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Congressional  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy.  This  followed 
passage  by  the  Congress  of  legislation  he 
proposed  putting  the  development  of  atomic 
energy  into  civilian  hands. 

Although  best  known  for  his  studies  and 
public  utterance*  on  matters  pertaining  to 
atomic  energy  and  the  A-bomb.  Senator 
McMahon  was  an  influential  member  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and  as 
such  was  prominently  identified  with  legis- 
lation designed  to  prevent  another  world  war. 

Two  years  ago  he  proposed  a  world  dis- 
armament program  and  a  $50  billion  global 
aid  project,  which  he  predicted  would  ulti- 
mately save  the  country  billions  of  dollars. 
The  Korean  war  put  an  end  to  the  project 


so  far  as  early  congressional  approval  was 
concerned,  but  the  Connecticut  lawmaker 
did  succeed  in  having  Congress  pass  a  reso- 
lution last  year  expressing  the  friendship 
of  the  American  people  for  all  other  peoples. 
Including  the  Russians. 

Mr,  McMahon  was  first  elected  to  the  Sen- 
ate in  1944.  and  was  reelected  in  1950  by  a 
large  majority.  His  campaign  at  that  time, 
which  he  conducted  apart  from  that  of 
former  Governor  Bowles,  was  masterly  In 
its   inception  and  execution. 

Last  year  Wesleyan  University  recognized 
his  contributions  to  his  country  and  his 
efforts  for  world  peace  by  conferring  upon 
him  the  honorary  degree  of  doctor  of  laws. 
It  chcse  him  to  make  the  commencement 
address.  Previously  his  own  alma  mater, 
Fordham.  had  conferred  the  same  honorary 
degree  upon  him. 

The  Senator  was  a  lifelong  Democrat,  a 
devi>tcd  Roman  Catholic,  and  is  survived  by 
a  widow  and  one  daughter.  He  was  Connec- 
ticut's favorite  son  candidate  for  the  Presi- 
dential nomination  at  last  week's  Chicago 
convention,  but  sent  a  letter  of  withdrawal 
before  the  balloting  began.  However,  Con- 
necticut's delegation,  of  which  John  J. 
Tynan  of  this  city,  long  a  friend  and  ad- 
mirer, was  a  member,  declined  to  accept  his 
withdrawal,  ca.sting  their  whole  vote  for  him 
on   the  first   ballot. 

In  his  passing  Connecticut  has  lost  an  able 
and  distinguished  '•itlzen  and  the  country 
a  forceful  leader  in  a  field  that  bids  fair  to 
have  a  most  persuasive  Influence  on  the 
world  in  the  years  to  come. 


I  From   the  Des  Moines  Register  of  July  29, 
19521 

The  Senate  Ixises  a   Bold  Spirit 

Senator  Brien  McMahons  untimely  death 
at  48  leaves  a  real  gap  in  Congress,  Much 
of  the  crltlcl.'m  of  our  foreii;n  policy  in  Con- 
gress is  neealive  and  obstructive.  But 
McMahon  was  always  coming  up  with  bold. 
Imaginative  proposals  to  break  the  vicious 
circle  of  cold  war  and  atomic  arms  race. 

One  of  these  bold  McMahon  proposals  be- 
came tlie  law  of  the  land  —  the  Atomic  Ener- 
gy Act  of  1946  He  was  Just  a  freshman 
Senator  when  the  awful  fact  of  the  nuclear 
fission  bc'mb  was  sprung  on  the  wjrld.  The 
administration.  Its  chief  scientific  advisers. 
and  the  committee  ch.'-.irmen  in  Congress 
were  all  set  to  put  through  a  bill  giving  the 
military  permanent  cjiitrol  of  the  frightful 
weapon. 

McMaii'in  was  of  the  administration  party, 
loid  had  served  in  the  Justice  Department 
from  1933  to  1939.  Yet  he  heard  the  cry  of 
the  younger  nuclear  physicists,  and  put  him- 
self at  the  head  of  the  movement  t<')  block 
the  aclmini.:tration  .ilU  and  establish  civilian 
conTi,il  of  the  atom. 

Hi.s  IntelletlUiil  leadership  won  him  the 
post  of  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
A'omlc  Energy,  whenever  his  p.'.rty  was  in 
power  Ar.d  under  him,  the  United  States 
Atomic  Eneriiy  Commission  put  Its  major 
reliance  on  the  .security  of  achievement — 
and  still  did  better  than  the  hiilitary  had 
done  with  socurity  by  concealment. 

None  of  Senator  McMahon's  more  recent 
proposals  became  reality.  Perhaps  some  of 
them  were  naive  But  all  our  present  habits 
of  thmkine  are  sufficiently  dubious  and  dan- 
gerous In  an  atomic  age  so  that  it  is  a  real 
public  service  t<j  challenge  them  from  time 
to  time  with  Imaginative  alternatives, 

America  will   miss   Brien   McMahon. 

[From   the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of   July 
29,  19521 

Senator  McMahons  Dilemma 
Brien  McMahons  dilemma  was  that  of 
many  another  man  of  good  will  in  a  world 
In  which  good  will  sometimes  seems  terribly 
rare.  He  was  confronted  by  the  awesome 
potentialities  of  atomic  power.  He  wanted 
this   power    applied    for    the    betterment    of 
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the  human  lot;  yet  he  knew  that  It  had  been 
released  only  in  war  and  that  It  had  to  be 
boarded  for  perhapa  a  more  terrible  conflict. 

The  Connecticut  Senator  did  not,  how- 
ever, succumb  to  frustration  or  beat  a  re- 
treat from  the  realities  of  life.  As  chairman 
of  the  Senate-House  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mittee, he  strongly  supported  the  creation 
of  an  American  stockpile  of  atomic  bombs. 
His  hope  was  that  the  possession  of  this 
weapon  might  deter  aggression;  If  not.  It 
would  be  available  against  the  aggressor. 

Senator  McMahon  did  not  confuse  causes 
and  results.  He  knew  that  the  roots  of  war 
were  not  In  atomic  power,  but  In  the  minds 
of  men.  Men  could  use  It  for  good  or  111. 
That  is  why  he  proposed  to  the  United  States, 
to  Russia,  and  all  other  nations  that  they 
reduce  their  expenditures  on  arms  and  use 
the  money  so  saved  In  a  great,  worldwide 
attack  on  poverty  and  disease. 

This  humane  challenge  still  stands  un- 
accepted. Maybe  It  never  will  be  accepted. 
What  you  think  depends  on  your  view  of 
the  perfectibility  of  men  and  of  nations. 
Maybe  ambition  and  avarice,  self-rlghteotis- 
ness.  and  hate  run  so  strongly  against  what 
Is  noble  and  compassionate  that  the  Ideal 
of  peace  on  earth  will  always  be  on  the  far 
side  of  the  farthest  hill.  Or  it  may  be  that 
sometime  men  like  Senator  McMahon  will 
have  their  way  on  the  earth. 


[Prom   the    Greenwich   Time    and   Press   of 
July  29.  1952] 

Senator  Brien  McMaron 

The  untimely  death  of  United  States  Sen- 
ator Brien  McMahon  came  as  a  severe  shock 
to  the  people  of  Connecticut.  Connecticut's 
senior  Senator,  able  and  possessing  qualities 
of  statesmanship,  was  the  victim  of  a  malig- 
nant disease  which  cut  him  down  In  the 
prime  of  life  at  48  and  abruptly  ended  a 
career  of  public  service  that  appeared  headed 
for  even  greater  heights  than  he  had  already 
achieved. 

Senator  McMahon  was  held  high  In  the 
esteem  of  his  nelghl>ors  In  Connecticut.  Po- 
I'ltlcally  speaking,  he  was  one  of  the  most 
pt>pular  political  figures  in  the  State.  Strong 
with  the  members  of  his  own  Democratic 
Party,  of  which  he  was  the  top  leader,  he 
had  amazing  appeal  for  those  in  the  opposite 
party.  In  his  last  election  he  carried  the 
State  by  more  than  40,000  votes,  attesting 
to  the  support  he  enjoyed  among  Repub- 
licans. 

Senator  McMahon's  career  was  meteoric. 
A  native  of  neighboring  Norwalk,  he  made 
a  name  for  himself  In  the  Department  of 
Justice  in  the  early  formative  years  of  the 
Roosevelt  New  Deal,  as  a  protege  of  Green- 
wich's former  United  States  Attorney  General, 
Homer  S,  Cummlngs. 

As  senior  United  States  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, he  swiftly  carved  out  a  niche  for 
himself  in  the  United  States  Senate  and  t>e- 
cause  of  his  early  and  Intense  Interest  In 
the  field  of  atomic  energy,  he  became  one 
of  the  outstanding  civil  authorities  on  the 
subject. 

Ironically,  Senator  McMahon  was  widely 
regarded  as  a  possibility  for  the  vice  presi- 
dential nomination  on  the  Democratic  ticket. 
Whether  that  could  have  been  accomplished 
or  not  in  the  atmosphere  of  the  recent  Demo- 
cratic convention  In  Chicago  will  never  be 
known.  While  the  Democrats  were  select- 
ing their  ticket.  Senator  McMahon  was  at 
death's  door  In  a  Georgetown  hospital. 

Those  who  knew  Brien  McMahon  Inti- 
mately knew  him  as  a  warm  friend.  They 
respected  him  as  an  able,  conscientious, 
dedicated  public  servant.  Although  they 
may  have  disagreed  with  him  at  timee, 
although  they  took  an  opposite  view  politi- 
cally, they  knew  him  to  be  an  outstanding 
Senator  and  a  personable  IndlvlduaL 

Mr.  LEHMAN  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  THYE.     Mr.   President,  'will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  so  that  I 


may  make  a  unanimous -consent  request 
for  an  insertion  in  the  record?  Un- 
fortunately, I  have  a  commitment  which 
I  must  meet. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
PuRTELL  in  the  chair).  The  Senate 
adopted  a  resolution  providing  that  all 
legislative  business  of  the  Senate  be  sus- 
pended until  tributes  have  been  paid  to 
the  memory  of  Senator  McMahon. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  why  I  am  asking 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  make  the  insertion  at  this  time. 
I  have  a  committee  commitment  which 
I  must  meet. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  object. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  should  act  on 
legislative  matters  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand,  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  relates  to  the  proceed- 
ings now  taking  place  in  memory  of  Sen- 
ator McMahon. 

Mr.  THYE.  No ;  it  does  not.  It  relates 
to  a  concurrent  resolution.  However,  in 
view  of  objection,  I  shall  return  to  the 
floor  at  a  later  time  and  then  make  my 
request  for  unanimous  consent.  I  am 
sorry  for  the  interruption. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  proud  indeed  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  paying  tribute  to  my  dear 
friend  and  colleague  who  passed  away 
last  July  while  in  the  prime  of  his  life, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
Brien  McMahon.  There  was  no  Member 
of  the  Senate  for  whom  I  had  greater 
admiration  and  affection.  All  of  us 
gratefully  recall  his  courage,  his  hon- 
esty, his  kindness,  and  his  devotion  to 
duty.  He  remained  steadfast  to  the  very 
last  to  his  conscience  and  to  his  great 
responsibilities.  His  services  to  his 
country  were  so  great  that  they  cannot 
possibly  be  recounted  in  a  short  address 
today,  and  I  shall  not  attempt  to  do  so. 

Brie.v  McMahon  was  my  friend,  even 
before  I  became  a  Member  of  this  body, 
years  ago.  I  watched  his  progress  and 
his  steady  growth  intellectually,  politi- 
cally, and  spiritually.  He  became  not 
only  a  master  in  debate  and  a  sound  leg- 
islator, but  to  an  unusual  degree  under- 
stood and  interpreted  the  responsibility 
our  country  had  assumed  for  world 
leadership.  His  was  not  merely  a  deep 
understanding  of  the  problems  of  a  great 
nation  blessed  with  material  wealth  and 
pwwer.  His  leadership  reflected  a  con- 
stantly growing  recognition  that  we  must 
use  all  our  moral  and  spiritual  forces  if 
we  are  to  unify  the  freedom-loving  peo- 
ples of  the  world  and  secure  for  them 
and  for  ourselves  lasting  peace  and 
security. 

Brien  McMahon  was  dedicated  to 
building  a  strong  military  defense  in  co- 
operation with  our  friends  and  allies 
abrpad.  Like  many  of  us,  he  felt  that 
that  was  necessary  for  our  security  and 
for  our  survival.  But  he  never  for  a 
moment  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  we 
can  never  hope  to  win  a  lasting  and  just 
peaxie  by  military  strength  alone.  His 
efforts  were  constantly  exerted  to  enlist 
the  hearts,  the  minds,  and  the  confi- 
dence of  peoples  throughout  the  world  in 
the  cause  of  freedom,  collective  security, 
and  peace. 


While  discharging  his  duties  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  he  ever  sought  to  make  it  per- 
fectly clear  to  the  enslaved  F>eoples  of 
the  Soviet  Union  and  the  satellite  na- 
tions that  the  sole  goal  and  aim  of  the 
United  States  was  peace.  He  never 
wavered.  He  realized  beyond  most  men 
that  while  military  strength  was  essen- 
tial, we  must  never  close  the  door  to 
peaceful  negotiations  with  the  other  na- 
tions of  the  world. 

I  have  spoken  of  his  sense  of  duty  and 
his  courage.  His  courage  was  physical 
as  well  as  moral.  I  well  remember  what 
I  believe  was  his  last  address  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  some  time  in  May 
when  he  was  already  stricken  with  his 
fatal  illness  and  in  great  suffering.  He 
came  on  the  floor  walking  with  a  cane. 
His  face  was  drawn  and  it  was  evident 
that  his  body  was  racked  with  pain,  but 
he  came  to  the  Senate  because  he  felt  it 
was  his  duty  to  speak  in  behalf  of  hu- 
mane, fair,  and  enlightened  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  poUcies  and  to 
oppose  discrimination  and  injustice. 
His  words  in  their  significance  and  wide 
implications  transcended  the  particular 
bill  that  was  being  debated  when  he 
said: 

The  good  opinion  of  our  neighbors  abroad 
Is  not  to  be  purchased  by  economic  favors 
alone.  Moreover  It  Is  not  Important  to  vis 
solely  as  a  means  of  securing  military  alli- 
ances. If  we  cannot  do  more  than  talk 
about  freedom.  Justice,  and  the  dignity  of 
the  Individual,  if  we  cannot  exemplify  It — 
legislate  It,  If  you  like — we  can  never  win 
the  belief  In  our  way  of  life,  and  the  respect 
and  the  voluntary  cooperation  In  our  alms 
which  I  believe  essential  to  our  survival  In  a 
threatening  world.  •   •   • 

One  of  the  great  weaknesses  of  totalitarian 
countries  Is  their  inability  properly  to  under- 
stand the  Intentions  and  views  of  other  na- 
tions. Our  immigrants  have  always  been  a 
major  source  of  strength  to  us  in  this  re- 
spect, as  In  many  others. 

These  eloquent  words  may  long  serve 
as  a  guidepost  for  all  of  us. 

We  are  today  mourning  a  great  legis- 
lator, a  brilliant  lawyer,  and  a  wise 
leader.  But,  above  all  things,  we  are 
honoring  a  thoroughly  good  man  who 
never  wavered  in  the  unending  fight  for 
justice  and  equality  for  all  people.  The 
Senate  has  lost  one  of  its  greatest  Mem- 
bers. The  Nation  has  been  deprived  of 
a  loyal  and  devoted  son,  and  we  who  . 
loved  him,  of  a  greathearted  friend. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
join  with  my  colleagues  today  in  saying 
a  few  words  in  memory  of  and  in  tribute 
to  our  late  distinguished  colleague  and 
friend. 

I  first  came  to  know  Brien  McMahon 
when  I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  was  thrown  in 
rather  close  contact  with  him  because 
of  the  pendency  of  a  new  type  of  legis- 
lation and  a  new  type  of  problem  con- 
fronting the  Congress  and  the  country 
and,  indeed,  the  world.  That  was  legis- 
lation with  reference  to  atomic  energy. 
I  was  a  member  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives that  had  jurisdiction  over  that 
legislation.  In  that  capacity  I  often 
met  with  Senator  McMahon  and  talked 
with  him  and  came  to  have  great  ad- 
miration for  the  very  fine  grasp  he  had 
of  this  subject  and  the  pioneering  effort 
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he  was  making  in  a  new  and  strange 
field,  in  charting  the  course  we  should 
take  in  the  management  of  this  new 
power  which  had  been  unleashed  in  the 
world  by  the  inventive  genius  of  great 
scientists.  Later  it  was  my  privilege  to 
serve  as  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee,  alongside  Senator 
McMahon;  and  I  came  to  admire  the 
man  even  more  as  I  watched  his  work  in 
the  field  of  foreign  relations. 

It  was  my  pleasure  to  join  with  Sen- 
ator McMahon  in  several  of  the  meas- 
ures he  introduced.  I  was  glad  that  a 
few  minutes  ago  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Purtell] 
referred  to  the  resolution  which  Sen- 
ator McMahon,  together  with  some  20 
other  Senators  as  cosponsors,  submit- 
ted on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  calling 
upon  Russia  to  make  good  her  boast  that 
she  was  a  great  peace-loving  and  peace- 
making nation,  and  offering  all  the  good 
offices  of  this  country  really  to  work  out 
a  peace  by  which  the  world  could  stand. 
I  remember  another  resolution  Sen- 
ator McMahon  weis  prepared  to  submit. 
and  a  proposal  he  did  present  to  the 
world  in  a  speech  on  the  floor  'of  the 
Senate,  which  I  think  must  have  chal- 
lenged a  great  part  of  the  world,  in  set- 
ting forth  a  willingness  to  join  in  a  good- 
faith  venture  for  the  ending  of  the  ar- 
maments race.  I  remember  that  Sen- 
ator McMahon  spoke  of  the  great  good 
and  the  vast  amount  of  reconstruction 
which  could  be  accomplished  through- 
out the  world  if  we  would  use  for  the 
benefit  of  the  world  only  a  small  amount 
of  the  money  we  were  spending  for  ar- 
maments of  destruction.  All  of  us  re- 
member that  at  that  time  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon proposed  to  the  other  nations  of 
the  world,  "If  you  will  join  with  us  in  a 
real  program  designed  to  do  away  with 
the  armaments  race,  we  shall  use  only 
a  small  part  of  the  moneys  thus  saved, 
but  nonetheless  a  tremendous  amount — 
$10  billion  a  year — to  help  in  a  world- 
wide program  of  reconstruction  and  de- 
velopment." 

Of  course  that  program  was  never 
adopted,  but  certainly  it  set  the  world 
to  thinking  about  the  dread  results 
which  might  accrue  if  the  terrible  ar- 
maments race  were  continued,  and 
about  some  of  the  desirable  possibilities 
which  might  develop  from  a  united  ef- 
fort on  the  part  of  the  great  nations  of 
the  world  to  take  positive  action  in  that 
situation. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  often  thought 
and  I  have  often  said  that  the  greatest 
single  characteristic  of  liberalism  is  tol- 
f  ranee.  Senator  McMahon  was  a  lib- 
eral in  every  sense  of  the  word.  He 
was  tolerant.  He  was  a  clear  thinker. 
He  was  fearless  in  his  thinking  and  in 
his  expression  of  his  thoughts.  He  was 
concerned  with  the  problems  of  the 
world,  and  he  gave  serious  consideration 
to  them  and  to  an  effort  to  chart  a 
course  which  might  steer  us  away  from 
the  cataclysm  which  could  result  from 
a  continuing  armaments  race. 

Senator  McMahon  will  long  be  re- 
membered, Mr.  President,  not  only  by 
his  colleagues,  but  by  people  through- 
out the  United  States  and.  indeed,  by 
people  throughout  the  world,  for  the  part 
he  played  in  bringing  together  into  con- 


crete from  the  serious  thoughts  as  to 
the  steps  which  might  be  taken  in  this 
troubled  world. 

Senator  McMahon  was  a  magnificent 
American,  a  great  Senator,  a  devoted 
husband  and  father,  and  a  fine  friend. 
He  will  be  long  missed. 

Mr.  HE^fNINGS.  Mr.  President,  on 
the  second  day  of  January  1953,  the 
Democratic  conference  unanimously 
adopted  a  resolution  proposed  by  the 
distinguished  minority  leader,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  I  Mr.  Johnson  I ,  express- 
ing our  deep  sense  of  loss  at  the  passing 
of  our  esteemed  colleapue  and  beloved 
friend,  the  Honorable  Brien  McMahon, 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

I  shall  read  the  resolution,  which  is 
as  follows: 

Where  as  Almighty  God  In  His  Infinite 
wisdom  has  taken  frcm  us  our  colleague  the 
Honorable  Brien  McMahon,  late  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Cunnecticut;  and 

Whereas  throughout  his  career  in  the 
United  States  S.Miate  he  rendered  to  our 
Nation  and  to  his  State  a  most  distinguished 
service;   and 

Whereas,  as  our  trusted  friend  and  cicse 
associate,  he  was  every  ready  to  lend  his 
Judgment  and  h;s  efforts  in  behalf  of  the 
Democratic  Party:    Now,   therefore,  be  it 

Resclved.  That  we,  his  Democratic  col- 
leagues in  the  United  States  Senate,  ex- 
press, our  deep  sense  of  loss  at  his  pa^!»uig, 
and 

Further,  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
transmitted  to  the  family  of  the  deceased, 
that  they  may  be  assured  of  our  deep  re- 
spect for  the  late  Senator  and  of  our  con- 
dolences   upon    the    passing    of    our    Irieiid. 

Adopted  by  the  Democratic  conlerei.ce 
this  2d  day  of  January  1953. 

Thos.  C.  Hennincs.  Jr  , 

Secretary. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
add  my  meed  of  tribute  to  the  memory 
of  a  very  much  beloved  fnend,  the  late 
Erien  McMahon. 

In  speaking  of  Brien.  I  shall  use  the 
words  of  Henry  Van  Dyke,  the  eminent 
poet,  and  a  former  professor  at  Prince- 
ton University,  who  wrote  so  beautifully: 

Pour  things  a  man  must  learn  to  do 
If  he  would  make  his  rect)rd  true: 
To  think  without  confusion  clearly; 
To  love  his  fellow-men  sincerely: 
To  act  from  honest  motives  purely; 
To  trust  in  God  and  Heaven  securely. 

That  applies  to  Brien  McM.\hon,  now 
and  for  all  time;  and  in  loving  memory 
I  lay  it,  as  a  meed  of  tribute,  upon  his 
bier  today. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
deem  it  a  grreat  privilege  and  honor  to 
join  with  my  colleagues  and  with  hun- 
dreds of  others  throughout  the  Nation 
in  paying  tribute  to  a  great  man.  a  fine 
friend,  and  an  outstanding  public  serv- 
ant, the  late  and  esteemed  Br:e:j 
McMahon. 

I  do  not  look  up>on  this  occasion  as  one 
of  mourning,  even  though  there  is  grief, 
to  be  sure,  in  the  hearts  of  his  friends 
and  his  beloved  family.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  opportunity  that  is  ours  today 
is  to  accept  the  challenge  the  spirit  and 
life  of  Brien  McMahon  have  left  to  us. 
Surely  his  life  demonstrates  beyond  ail 
shadow  of  doubt  the  validity  of  faith  in 
immortality,  because  the  good  deeds,  the 
good  work,  and  the  spirit  of  Brien 
McMahon  live  on. 

It  is  particularly  appropriate  that  we 
think  of  this  departed  friend  and  col- 


league today  because  the  ideas  he  stood 
for  and  the  principles  he  embraced  are 
the  Ideas  and  principles  that  are  needed 
by  this  world.  The  problems  which 
engrossed  him  are  still  with  us,  and  I 
suppose  it  may  be  said  that  Divine  Prov- 
idence has  ways  of  demonstrating  to 
those  of  us  of  lesser  light  what  our  re- 
sponsibilities are.  Some  of  us  here 
leaned  upon  Brien  McMahon  to  give  us 
leadership.  Our  resix>nsibility  now  is  to 
follow  the  leadership  which  he  so  well 
demonstrated  and  fulfilled. 

I  looked  upon  Brien  McMahon  not 
only  as  a  great  Senator,  not  only  as  a 
magnificent  public  servr.nt,  but  also  es- 
sentially as  a  wonderful  and  fine  man. 
He  meant  to  me  friendship.  While  my 
as.sociation  with  him  was  limited  in 
terms  of  years,  I  can  candidly  say  that 
it  was  intimate  and  it  was  rich  in  my  re- 
spect and  admiration  for  him.  I  had 
the  privilege  of  learning  from  this  dis- 
tinfiuished  American  and  of  sharing  in 
that  Rrcat  abundance  which  comes  from 
a  wholesome  friendship.  Brien  Mc- 
Mmion  knew  that  to  have  friends  one 
had  to  be  interested  in  them,  and  to  l)e 
intere.sted  as  well  in  all  his  fellow  men. 
He  demonstrated  that  concern,  not  only 
in  his  personal  a.-^sociations  but  in  the 
brcader  sen.se.  in  his  recard  for  all  man- 
kind. So  to  me  the  hfe  of  Erien  Mc- 
M.AHON  stands  in  our  generation  as  an- 
other example  of  what  democratic  hving 
can  and  should  be.  He  believed  in 
human  equality,  and  he  practiced  it.  He 
accepted  as  articles  of  faith  those  in- 
alienable rishts  piven  to  us  by  our 
Creator,  the  inalienable  rights  of  life, 
liberty,  and   the   pursuit  of   happiness. 

He  had  a  deep  religious  faith.  He  re- 
ceived .strength  from  his  full  acceptance 
of  and  devotion  to  Almighty  God. 
In  this  wonderful  faith,  he  had  the  spirit 
of  understanding  and  of  tolerance, 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  this 
morninp,  that  led  him  to  offer  a  helping 
hand  to  those  of  us  who  sought  his 
advice  and  coun^.el. 

Brien  McMahon  demonstrated  what 
constructive  thinking  and  wholesome 
livintr  can  do.  One  of  the  problems  that 
has  been  so  close  to  us  these  days  has 
been  the  struggle  with  the  forces  of 
totalitarian  brutality.  Brien  McMahon 
•was  not  merely  an  anti-Communist.  Mr. 
President;  he  was  not  merely  "anti" 
anything,  he  was  for  something.  He 
was  prodemocracy.  profreedom.  pro- 
people.  He  had  a  positive  faith,  not  a 
negative,  critical  cynicism.  Every  work 
toward  which  he  directed  his  energies 
demonstrated  that  faith,  his  faith  in  the 
ability  of  nations  to  disarm  and  his  faith 
in  the  ability  of  people  to  work  for  con- 
structive good.  This  was  exemplified  in 
the  resolution  which  he  proposed  and 
which  proclaimed  his  faith  in  the  people 
of  Ru.<-sia— not  the  rulers  cf  Russia — 
to  live  in  the  spirit  of  friendship,  and 
also  proclaimed  his  faith.  Mr.  President, 
in  the  ability  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  act  in  a  spirit  of  compassion 
and  of  service  and  of  humility,  which  Is 
so  much  a  part  of  our  national  character. 
He  had  this  faith,  and  because  he  was 
a  positive  thinker  and  could  reaffirm  this 
faith  again  and  again,  he  was  a  great 
leader  at  home  and  abroad.  I  would 
commend  faith  of  that  kind  to  all  of  us 
in  these  trying  hours. 
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Mr.  President,  I  conclude  by  saying 
that  many  of  us  spent  pleasant  hours  in 
the  home  of  our  late  and  beloved  friend. 
Senator  McMahon,  along  with  his  very 
lovely  and  wonderful  wife  and  daughter. 
We  were  able  to  share  in  the  blessed  hap- 
piness of  that  home.  It  is  an  attribute 
of  a  great  man  to  have  a  fine  and  happy 
household.  Senator  McMahon  will  be 
remembered  by  all  of  us  as  one  of  God's 
noble  servants.  America  is  a  greater  and 
stronger  Nation  because  of  Brien  Mc- 
Mahons  service.  The  light  of  freedom 
burns  brighter  today  because  Senator 
McMahon  lived,  worked,  and  died  dedi- 
cated to  democracy.  Here  is  a  patriot 
worthy  of  history's  acclaim. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr  Presi- 
dent. I  am  very  glad  to  rise  to  add  a  few 
words  to  the  tributes  to  Brien  McMahom 
we  have  heard  from  other  Sehators.  My 
observations  will  be  largely  from  a  per- 
sonal standpoint. 

Brien  entered  the  Senate  with  me.  We 
were  together  as  freshmen.  He  was  in 
one  party.  I  was  in  another;  but  from 
the  beginning  I  always  felt  that  we  had 
many  aims  and  beliefs  in  common.  We 
were  both  interested  in  world  affairs. 
We  lx)th  later  became  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and  in 
that  capacity  I  had  the  privilege  of  • 
traveling  with  him  to  other  parts  of  the 
world.  I  think  we  shared  the  same  as- 
pirations in  our  desire  to  solve  the  prob- 
lem of  achieving  world  peace.  We  had 
the  same  basic  attitude  toward  the  prob- 
lem of  controlling  atomic  energy.  He 
was  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  EInergy.  I  was  not  a  member  of 
that  committee.  But  I  came  to  know 
him  best  through  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  before  which  came  many 
international  questions  ujwn  which  we 
worked  together. 

With  his  other  friends  in  the  Senate. 
it  is  a  satisfaction,  though  a  melancholy 
one.  to  pay  this  brief  tribute  to  really  a 
great  soul,  a  Member  of  this  body  whom 
I  sorely  miss,  both  as  a  friend  and  as  a 
colleague. 

I  was  glad  to  hear  the  reference  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey 1  a  moment  ago  to  Brien"s  family. 
I  also  enjoyed  intimacy  with  the  family, 
not  only  with  Br^en,  but  with  Mrs.  Mc- 
Mahon and  their  lovely  little  daughter. 
I  felt  that  I  knew  th?m  as  a  part  of  my 
life  here.  Mrs.  Smith  and  I  enjoyed  our 
association  with  them  and  discussing 
with  them  many  absorbing  national 
and  international  problems.  We  were  on 
different  sides  of  the  aisle  and  on  differ- 
ent sides  politically;  that  fact  did  not 
divide  us  when  it  came  to  the  funda- 
mentals. I  am  happy,  Mr.  President,  to 
have  had  the  opportunity  to  pay  this 
inadequate  tribute  to  a  friend  whom  I 
valued  very  dearly. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  Brien 
McMahon  was  a  great  American  whom 
we  knew  as  a  fellcw  Senator  and  a 
friend.  The  spell  of  his  name,  the  charm 
of  his  bearing,  the  power  of  his  presence, 
the  influence  of  his  conduct,  the  impress 
of  his  character,  will  be  the  legacy  of  the 
Senate  as  long  as  Americans  here  speak, 
serve,  and  sacrifice  for  the  well-being  of 
mankind. 

His  eternal  rest  Is 'the  reward  of  one 
who  gave  unsparingly,  unceasingly,  un- 


selfishly of  himself  In  time  of  tensions 
and  of  threats.  Brien  McMahon  short- 
ened his  own  existence  so  that  human 
existence  itself  might  be  saved  from  the 
passions  and  fissions  of  an  atomic  and 
materialistic  age. 

This  young  man  of  Connecticut  gave 
half  his  life  in  preparation  for  public 
service,  and  he  gave  all  his  life  in  the  la- 
bor of  love  for  his  fellow  man. 

The  estimate  of  the  people  of  Con- 
necticut, close  to  the  heart  and  home  of 
Brien  McMahon,  was  evidenced  in  their 
belief  that  he  deserved  to  be  designated 
to  the  highest  responsibility  of  our  Re- 
public. That  he  should  be  nominated 
for  the  Presidency  would  be  no  mere 
generous  gesture  for  them.  It  was  their 
claim  upon  him  as  a  public  servant.  It 
was  their  commendation  of  his  public 
service. 

It  was  in  his  Connecticut  background 
that  I  first  knew  Brien  McMahon  in  1946. 
The  mutual  love  and  the  mutual  under- 
standing of  a  Senator  and  his  people  was 
an  actuahty  that  inspired  me,  just  as 
every  contact  with  Senator  McMahon 
was  an  inspiration  to  me  in  my  fledgling 
days  in  this  great  body. 

So,  I  am  grateful  for  this  opportunity, 
humbly  and  briefly,  to  pay  tribute  to  a 
great  patriot,  and  to  a  husband  and 
father  who  has  left  an  honored  name  to 
his  loved  ones,  but  a  name  that  they 
must  always  share  with  a  grateful  people. 
He  was  a  valiant  spokesman  for  prac- 
tical love  of  neighbor.  He  knew  that  an 
A-bomb  v;as  no  eternal  security  against 
atheism  nor  an  H-bomb  against  hate. 
Those  who  deride  human  dignity  and 
those  who  hate  must  be  given  a  reason 
for  not  hating;  they  must  be  awakened 
to  a  new  value  of  man  m  the  image  of  his 
God — reasons  and  lessons  which  cannot 
be  given  by  any  external  force  and  op- 
pression. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Act  has  sometimes 
been  called  Brien  McMahon's  monu- 
ment. No  man  worked  harder  for  dis- 
armament and  control  of  arms.  No  man 
worked  harder  for  the  development  and 
production  of  atomic  arms  for  the  secu- 
rity of  America.  Yet  no  voice  was  more 
urgent  than  his  to  invite  all  mankind 
away  from  the  science  of  war  and  to  the 
arts  of  peace. 

It  would  be  folly  in  these  few  minutes 
to  try  to  recall  the  48  years  of  achieve- 
ment of  Brien  McMahon's  heart  and 
soul,  but  it  would  be  equal  folly  for  us  to 
forget  the  living  lesson  of  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon— tliat  man  is  the  living  instru- 
ment by  which  the  glory  of  God  can  be 
achieved,  the  glory  that  abides  in  peace 
on  earth  to  men  of  good  will. 

To  Brien  McMahon's  widow,  daughter, 
and  bereaved  family,  I  express  my 
sympathy. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  when  I 
came  to  the  Senate  in  the  latter  part  of 
1947  Brien  McMahon  was  already  well 
on  his  way  to  a  place  of  influence  and 
well  on  his  way  to  a  place  in  history  as 
the  early  architect  of  atomic  energy 
legislation.  I  saw  him  flower  and  grow 
in  influence  in  the  Senate  and  in  the 
Nation. 

His  many  virtues  have  already  been 
mentioned,  and  I  shall  not  dwell  further 
on  them,  but  I  should  like  to  emphasize 
his  fine  mind  as  a  lawyer.    When  I  first 


came  to  the  Senate  and  observed  him  on 
the  floor,  my  attention  was  attracted  to 
the  admirable  qualities  of  his  highly 
trained,  developed,  and  mature  legal 
mind  as  reflected  in  his  arguments.  As 
time  went  on  I  learned  that  he  was  a 
seasoned  lawyer  with  a  distinguished 
record  as  an  Assistant  Attorney  General. 
I  saw,  further,  that  he  was  the  embodi- 
ment of  the  humane  concepts  of  our 
great  legal  system,  and  that  he  adorned 
that  great  profession  and  lived  up  to  its 
better  traditions. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  like  to  remember 
him.  and  I  want  the  record  to  show  that 
we  all  remember  him,  as  a  very  fine  law- 
yer, one  of  the  best  in  a  great  profes- 
sion. I  did  not  have  contact  with  his 
religious  life,  which  has  already  been 
mentioned  here,  except  to  this  extent, 
that  he  possessed  what  I  call  "weekday" 
Christianity.  He  reflected  its  principles 
in  his  work  during  weekdays,  which  is 
the  real  test  of  religion. 

As  I  think  of  his  great  spirit  I  am  re- 
minded of  a  story  I  once  heard  of  an  old 
prospector  who  had  passed  on  in  a  cabin 
in  the  West,  all  alone,  and  had  left  this 
simple  note: 

Never  think  of  me  as  having  died.  Jurt 
think  of  me  as  having  gone  on  an  eternal 
prospecting  trip. 

So  I  feel  that  the  great  spirit  of  our 
departed  friend  is  not  dead,  but  has  gone 
on  an  eternal  prospecting  trip  where  he 
will  reflect,  in  the  way  of  that  other 
world,  the  very  same  qualities  which  he 
so  nobly  personified  here. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  pay- 
ing tribute  to  Briei  McMahon.  I  sat 
next  to  him  in  the  committee  room  of 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee during  trying  times,  and  I  knew  him 
extremely  well,  both  as  a  Senator  and 
also  on  a  p>ersonal  basis.  I  also  enjoyed 
the  privilege  of  seeing  him  in  his  home. 
He  had  a  very  fine  family,  to  whom  I  ex- 
tend my  sincere  sympathy. 

One  of  his  outstanding  characteris- 
tics, although  he  was  a  man  who  spent 
much  of  his  time  on  very  difficult  prob- 
lems, was  his  sense  of  humor.  He  had 
a  very  keen  sense  of  humor  which  al- 
ways made  the  work  of  our  committee 
and  the  work  of  the  Senate  much  more 
tolerable. 

He  had  a  very  deep  imderstanding  of 
human  relations  and  was  guided  by  that 
understanding  in  much  of  the  legislation 
which  he  sponsored  and  promoted  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate.  As  has  been  said, 
he  was  essentially  a  very  tolerant  man 
and  was  a  true  liberal  in  the  best  sense 
of  the  word. 

The  Nation  has  lost  a  great  public 
servant,  and  we  have  lost  a  very  dear 
friend. 

Mr.  NEELY.     Mr.  President- 
There    Is    no    flock,    however   watched    and 
tended. 

But  one  dead  lamb  Is  there. 
There  Is  no  fireside,  howsoe'er  defended. 

But  has  one  vacant  chair. 
The  air  Is  full  of  farewells  to  the  dying. 

And  mournings  for  the  dead; 
The  heart  of  Rachel,  for  her  chUdren  crying. 

Will  not  be  comforted. 

Soon  after  the  adjournment  of  the  last 
session  of  the  82d  Congress,  the  grlm- 
visaged  reaper,  whose  name  is  Death, 
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made  vacant  still  another  senatorial 
chair  by  severing  from  earth  and  from 
all  earthly  things  our  beloved,  illustriovis, 
late  companion,  colleague,  friend — the 
Honorable  Brien  McMahon,  Connecti- 
cut's famous,  faithful,  favorite  son. 

When  I  remember  him  and  the  host  of 
other  oflBcial  friends — 

I've  seen  around  me  fall. 

Like  leaves  In  wintry  weather; 

I  feel  lltce  one 

Who  treads  alone 
Some  banquet  hall  deserted. 

Whose  lights  are  fled. 

Whose  garlands  dead. 
And  all  but  him  departed. 

While  this  remarkable  statesman  was 
In  the  heyday  of  his  manhood,  while  his 
senatorial  service  was  at  the  zenith,  while 
every  breeze  was  bringing  him  promises 
of  still  greater  oflBcial  glory,  from  an 
affluent  home  of  happiness,  peace,  and 
sweet  content,  from  a  loved  and  loving, 
cultured,  charming  w^ife  and  from  a 
beautiful,  talented  daughter  on  the 
threshold  of  her  teens,  he  was  imperi- 
ously summoned  by  the  insatiate  despot's 
despot,  who  knows  no  mercy  and  feels  no 
pity,  to  that  bourne  from  which  no  trav- 
eler returns.  With  antique  courage, 
philosophic  resignation,  and  Christian 
hope,  he  obeyed  the  summons  and  went 
forth  into  the  unknown  land,  leaving 
behind  him  an  innumerable  throng  of 
weeping  friends,  who  will  mourn  his  loss 
until  they  are  eventually  reunited  with 
him  in  the — 

city  of  temples  and  turrets  of  gold. 

That  gleam  by  the  sapphire  set. 

Like  Jewels  more  splendid  than  earth  may 

behold. 
Or  are  dreamed  of  by  you  and  by  me. 

By  common  consent.  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon was  one  of  the  greatest  of  all 
legislative  authorities  on  the  utilization 
of  atomic  energy — the  latest  and  most 
alarming  wonder  of  the  world. 

With  surpassing  ability  and  fidelity,  he 
discharged  all  his  oflBcial  duties  as  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  as  Director  of  the  Criminal  Divi- 
sion of  the  Federal  Department  of  Jus- 
tice and  as  a  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  Throughout  his  ofiBcial 
life  he  knew  no  guide  but  his  judgment, 
no  dictator  but  his  conscience  and  no 
purpose  but  to  love  and  serve  his  God, 
his  country,  and  his  fellow  men.  He 
habitually  thought  and  sought  and 
wrought  in  the  superlative  degree. 

His  passing  is  an  irreparable  loss  to 
his  State  which  heaped  her  honors  upon 
him,  to  his  Nation  to  which  he  dedicated 
his  service,  to  his  family  that  idolized 
him  and  to  the  countle&s  friends  who 
knew  him  but  to  love  him;  who  named 
him  but  to  praise. 

It  is  our  comforting  hope  and  confi- 
dent belief  that  this  beloved  one  is  now 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  the  everlasting 
reward  promised  by  the  Ma.ster  in  the 
comforting  words:  "Be  thou  faithful  unto 
death,  and  I  will  give  thee  a  crown  of 
life." 

And  now  beloved  statesman,  patriot, 
husband,  father,  friend,  an  affectionate 
last  farewell — 

All    our    hearta    are    burled    with    you. 
All  our  thoughts  go  onward   with  you! 
Come  not  back  again  to  labor. 
"^^Boioe  QOt  back  again  to  suffer. 


Where  the  famine  and  the  fever 
Wear  the  heart  and  waste  the  body. 
Boon  our  task  will  be  completed. 
Soon  your  footsteps  we  shall  follow. 
To  the  Islands  of  the  Blessed, 
To  the  Land  of  the  Hereafter. 


Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President- 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair).  The  Chair 
recognizes  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILIi.  Mr.  President,  the  death 
of  Brien  McMahon  last  July  was  a  heavy 
blow  to  thase  of  us  who  served  here 
in  the  Senate  with  him.  who  knew  him 
and  loved  him.  He  was  at  the  very 
meridian  ol"  his  intellectual  jpowers  and 
v/as  at  the  point  of  greatest  service  to  our 
country  wnen  stricken  by  the  fatal 
malady. 

In  1946  when  he  had  served  In  the 
Senate  scarcely  a  year,  he  became  our 
leader  in  drafting  the  legislation  upon 
which  our  .\merican  atomic  energy  pro- 
gram is  based.  He.  more  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  Congress,  seemed 
to  grasp  the  tremendous  potential  of 
atomic  energy  for  good  or  for  evil. 

He  fought  that  the  control  and  further 
development  of  atomic  energy  might  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  civilian  authority. 
He  felt  it  was  safer  there.  He  under- 
stood so  v.-ell  that  atomic  energy  has  ' 
within  it  the  power  that  could  destroy 
our  Nation  and  our  civilization. 

Brien  McMahon  dedicated  his  life  to 
leashing  the  destructive  forces  of  the 
atom  and  unleashing  the  constructive 
forces. 

He  became  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  that  he 
might  the  more  effectively  engage  in  the 
battle  for  peace.  He  sought  hard  to  find 
a  way  to  di?tach  the  Russian  people  from 
their  leaders.  It  was  just  3  years  a<TO 
that  he  delivered  on  this  floor  his  his- 
toric disarmament  speech — a  .<;peech 
that  challenged  peoples  around  the 
earth.  * 

He  probed  and  planned.  He  worked 
relentlessly  and  tirelessly.  He  spoke 
courageously  and  forthrightly  again  and 
again,  seeking  to  arouse  our  people  and 
to  awaken  mankind  to  the  dangers  of 
the  atomic  age  and  the  compelling 
necessity  for  peace.  Brien  McMahon 
never  let  up.  He  was  of  the  stufT  that 
knows  no  limitations.  He  carried  on. 
He  fought  on. 

"Where  there  Is  no  vision  the  people 
perish."  Brien  McMahon  was  the 
statesman  of  vision  whose  imagination 
caught  the  horizons  of  tomorrow.  He 
was  the  leader  who  spoke  as  one  with 
authority.  He  was  the  patriot  who  gave 
his  all  to  the  service  of  his  country.  He 
was  the  prophet  for  the  better  day. 

As  one  who  was  privileged  to  be  thrown 
in  intimate  association  with  Brien  in 
our  membership  on  the  Democratic  Pol- 
icy Committee  and  in  many  other  ways, 
may  I  say  we  miss  him.  We  miss  his 
genial  spirit,  and  the  warmth  and  friend- 
liness of  his  smile  and  handclasp.  We 
miss  his  hearty  laugh  and  good  fellow- 
ship. 

We  miss  his  many  helpful  and  wise 
contributions  to  the  work  of  the  Senate. 
We  miss  the  example  of  courage  and 
devotion  that  he  set  for  us.  We  miss  the 
friend,  the  counselor,  the  helpmate,  ^^ 


Brien  McMahon  was  devoted  to  his 
family,  his  beautiful  and  faithful  wife, 
his  lovely  and  precious  little  daughter. 

Brien  McMahon  will  Uve  In  history  as 
ft  great  American.  Surely  he  has  gone 
to  a  rich  reward  to  join  the  choice  and 
master  spirits  that  have  made  our 
America. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  pay  tribute  to  the  memory  of  a  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  a  colleague  who 
can  justly  be  called  America's  first 
statesman  of  the  atomic  age;  a  tribute 
to  the  memory  of  a  beloved  American, 
a  fine  gentleman,  and  a  sorely  missed 
friend,  Brien  McMahon. 

There  is  much  to  be  said  of  such  a 
man.  The  words  of  wisdom  he  uttered 
could  be  called  to  mind  to  illustrate  his 
courage,  his  determination  in  action, 
and  the  brilliance  of  his  thought.  Exam- 
ple after  example  of  his  humanity,  his 
sen.se  of  decency,  and  his  wisdom  come 
readily  to  mind.  But  there  is  little  that 
need  be  .said,  for  of  Brien  McMahon  one 
need  not  talk.  The  man,  himself,  has 
impressed  his  fine  personality  and  his 
noble  acts  and  deeds  on  the  memory  of 
all  with  whom  he  came  in  contact.  The 
friends  of  his  childhood,  those  with  whom 
he  went  to  school,  the  people  of  the  great 
State  he  represented  here  in  the  Senate. 
while  they  knew  first  of  his  kindness  and 
partook  of  his  generosity  of  soul,  all  of 
the.se  knew  well  and  at  all  times  the 
true  greatness  which  permeated  his  be- 
in«.  So.  too.  did  we.  his  coworkers  in 
the  legl.slative  halls  of  these  United 
States.  So.  too.  did  the  people  of  Amer- 
ica. And  so.  too.  did  those  many 
throughout  the  world  who.  terrified  at 
the  awesome  E>ower  of  the  unleashed 
atom,  saw  in  Brien  McMahon  the  vision, 
the  compassion,  the  new-age  knowledge, 
and  the  singleness  of  driving  purpose 
through  which  mankind  might  control 
the  terrible  power  we  have  turned  loose 
amoriK  the  peoples  of  the  world.  In  him 
they  .saw  that  character  of  leadership 
through  which  the  atom's  terrifying 
mi(4ht  could  be  converted  from  an  in- 
strument of  destruction  Into  an  Instru- 
ment of  immeasurable  value  to  all  peo- 
ple. For  if  our  world  shall  be  permitted 
to  endure  despite  man's  inhumanity  to 
man  and  despite  the  monstrous  weapons 
throuKh  which  that  inhumanity  may 
now  find  expres.sion.  it  will  be  in  no  small 
mea.sure  due  to  the  forceful  insistence  of 
Brien  McMahon  that  the  unleashed 
atom  could  be  a  source  of  good  for  all 
mankind;  to  his  insistence  that  its  power 
and  potentialities  be  entrusted  to  civilian 
rather  than  to  military  hands;  and  to 
his  insistence  that  as  we  spend  billions 
,  to  build  our  defenses  we  spend  at  least 
a  modicum  of  that  amount  in  building 
strength  and  good  will  throughout  the 
world.  It  is  because  of  his  leadership  In 
the.se  three  related  fields  that  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon will  be  recognized  by  historians 
of  the  future  as  truly  the  first  statesman 
of  the  atomic  age. 

Such  was  the  large  and  overriding 
meaning  of  Brien  McMahon  to  the  world. 
Such  is  our  great  debt  to  him.  But  on 
an  occasion  such  as  this,  mention  should 
be  made  of  his  ordered  and  purposeful 
life ;  of  his  days  at  school  culminating  in 
his  graduation  from  that  great  Catholic 
Institution,  F*ordham  University;  of  his 
devotion  to  Christian  teachings  which 
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permeated  his  every  ac*-;  of  the  host  of 
friends  he  made;  and  of  the  true  hu- 
mility expressed  in  his  unvarying  cour- 
tesy to  all  with  whom  he  came  in  contact. 
He  was  a  leader  whose  greatness  was 
tempered  by  humility,  whose  knowledge 
was  warmed  by  understanding,  and 
whose  service  to  mankind  was  predi- 
cated on  his  devotion  to  a  Christian  life. 

To  his  charming  wife  and  lovely 
daughter  I  offer  my  heartfelt  sympathy. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  first 
met  Brien  McMahon  in  1936.  He  was 
then  Chief  of  the  Criminal  Division  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  Jus- 
tice. It  was  my  good  fortune  to  serve 
in  a  subordinate  capacity  in  the  divi- 
sion under  his  leadership. 

He  was  a  fearless  prosecutor,  but 
always  true  to  the  principles  and  guar- 
anties of  American  justice.  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon was  brilliant  of  mind,  kind  of 
heart,  and  he  possessed  an  understand- 
ing of  human  values  matched  by  few 
men.  Respect  for  the  cignity  of  the  in- 
dividual and  faith  in  God  were  the  driv- 
ing forces  of  his  relations  with  his  fellow 
men. 

I  have  always  found  It  diflBcult  ade- 
quately and  properly  tiO  express  myself 
upon  the  loss  of  one  so  dear  and  close 
to  me  as  was  Brien  McMahon.  On  such 
occasions  I  usually  take  refuge  either  in 
Scripture  or  In  poetry,  because  there  I 
find  the  sentiments  and  the  words  which, 
at  least,  in  my  sight,  do  justice  to  such 
a  lost  one.  So  on  this  occasion  I  close 
my  eulogy  of  Brien  McMahon  by  refer- 
ring to  The  Catholic  Anthology,  which 
contains  the  great  poem,  In  Memoriam. 
written  by  Maurice  Baring.  I  read  only 
the  following  portion: 

And  111  the  portals  of  the  sacred  hall 

You  heard  the  trumpet's  call 

At  dawn  upon  the  silvery  battlement 

Reecho  through  the  deep 

And  bid  the  sons  of  Ood  to  rise  from  sleep 

And.  with  a  shout,  to  hall 

The  sunrise  on  the  city  of  the  Grail: 

The  music  that  proud  Lucifer  In  Hell 

Missed  more  than  all  the  Joys  that  be  fore- 
went. 

You  hear  the  solemn  bell 

At  vespers,  when  the  orlflammes  are  furled: 

And  then  you  know  that  somewhere  In  the 
world 

That  shines  far  off  beneath  you  like  a  gem 

They  think  of  you:  and  when  you  think  of 
them. 

You  know  that  will  wipe  away  their  tears 

And  ca^  aside  their  fears; 

■niat  tlj#y  will  have  It  so. 

And  in  no  otherwise: 

That  It  Is  well  with  them  because  they 
know. 

With  faithful  eyes. 

Fixed  forward  and  turned  upwards  to  the 
skies, 

That  It  Is  well  with  you. 

Among  the  chosen  few. 

Among  the  very  brave,  the  very  true. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  the 
tributes  already  paid  to  Brien  McMahon. 
the  late  Senator  from  Connecticut,  by 
those  of  his  colleagues — whose  privilege 
it  was  to  have  known  and  labored  longer 
here  with  him  than  was  mine — attest  to 
his  exceptional  worth  as  an  individual 
and  to  his  stature  as  a  great  American, 
who  served  his  State  and  Nation  with 
honor  and  distinction.  As  chairman  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 
and  author  of  the  McMahon  Act  for  the 
control  of  atomic  energy,  the  crowning 


achievement  of  his  all  too-short  career 
can  be  recorded  as  the  response  of  an 
intelligent,  conscientious,  and  courageous 
American  to  events. 

While  the  same  election,  that  of  No- 
vember 7,  1944,  which  sent  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon to  the  United  States  Senate  sent 
me  to  the  National  House  of  Representa- 
tives, our  paths  did  not  cross  until  1950, 
when  I  became  a  Member  of  this  body. 
Shortly  thereafter  it  was  my  privilege  to 
share  membership  with  him  on  the  pol- 
icy committee,  where  I  came  to  know, 
admire,  and  appreciate  his  splendid  tal- 
ents, as  well  as  his  gracious,  kindly,  and 
tolerant  attitude  toward  his  fellow  men 
generally  and  particularly  in  his  dealings 
with  his  colleagues  here  in  the  Senate. 
Endowed  as  he  was,  certainly  all  who 
knew  him  must  agree  that  "the  elements 
so  mix'd  in  him,  that  Nature  might  stand 
up  and  say  to  all  the  world,  'this  was  a 
man."  " 

Stricken  down,  as  he  was.  in  his  prime, 
afflicted  by  months  of  hopeless  suffering, 
it  is  not  for  us.  who  knew  and  loved  him, 
to  question  why  as.  we  may  be  certain, 
he  did  not.  Today  is  Ash  Wednesday — 
from  the  time  he  could  remember,  this 
day  had  a  special  significance  for  Brien 
McMahon,  as  a  child,  a  youth,  and  an 
adult — Christian,  God-fearing  man  that 
he  was — he  thoroughly  understood  the 
outward  sign  of  the  cross  placed  on  his 
forehead  in  ashes  throughout  the  Ash 
Wednesdays  of  his  lifetime,  when  his 
church  reminded  him,  and  all  of  us  "re- 
member man  that  thou  art  dust — and 
unto  dust  Shalt  thou  return."  So  we 
may  be  assured  that  he  understood  and 
accepted,  without  murmur,  the  final 
cross  that  was  placed  upon  him  at  the 
very  zenith  of  his  career  and.  regrettably 
prematurely,  led  him  to  the  inexorable 
fulfillment  of  Ash  Wednesday.  What 
was  mortal  of  Brien  McMahon  has  re- 
turned to  dust,  but  he  knew  the  promise 
of  resurrection  and  eternal  life,  and  his 
imperishable  and  immortal  soul  goes 
marching  on.  Indeed,  out  of  the  shad- 
owy mists  of  eternity,  we  might  well  hear 
him  say: 

Yes.  I  have  lived !     Pass  on 

And  trouble  me  with  questions  nevermore — ■ 

I  suffered.     I  have  won 

A  solemn   peace — my  peace  forevermore. 

Leave  me  In  silence  here. 

1  have  hope,  no  care, 

I  know  no  fear; 

For  I  have  borne — but  now  no  longer  bear. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver] 
is  absent  from  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
official  business  as  a  Member  of  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee aboard  the  U.  S.  S.  Wisconsin  on 
maneuvers.  He  cabled  his  office  to  re- 
quest that  the  following  tribute  to  the 
late  Senator  Brien  McMahon  be  pre- 
sented in  his  t)ehalf,  and  I  am  glad  to 
do  so: 

Statement  by  Senator  KEFAumt 

I  wish  that  I  were  present  on  the  Senate 
floor  to  Join  with  others  today  In  paying 
tribute  to  my  good  friend  and  former  class- 
mate at  Yale,  Brien  McMahon.  He  will  be 
remembered  in  history  as  the  man  who  saw 
clearly  the  need  for,  and  led  the  way  to, 
civilian  control  of  atomic  energy.  It  was  an 
act  of  great  statesmanship.  We  ml£s  him 
today,  as  we  face  new  and  equally  disturb- 
ing problems  without  the  benefit  of  hlB  wise 


counsel  and  calm  Judgment.  It  Is  little 
consolation  to  say  that  we  are  perhaps  bet- 
ter prepared  to  face  them  because  we  have 
known  and  worked  with  Brien  McMahon. 
We  shall  try  to  follow  the  example  he  set. 
If  we  are  successful,  the  entire  world  will 
be  the  beneficiary. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  Senate  pauses  today  to  reflect  on 
the  great  services  of  our  departed  lead- 
ers, I  would  like  to  speak  a  few  words 
about  one  of  the  ablest  men  of  our  cen- 
tury, Brien  McMahon. 

Death  cut  short  his  distinguished 
career  that  was  unfolding  in  his  great 
leadership  for  peace.  Understanding, 
perhaps  better  than  any  other  American, 
the  terrible  implications  of  atomic  war- 
fare, he  sought  not  only  the  means  for 
improving  our  strength  in  this  field,  but 
also  ways  of  improving  the  strength 
of  the  United  Nations  and  the  principle 
of  collective  security  so  that  these  weap- 
ons need  not  be  ever  used. 

Members  of  the  Senate  well  know  of 
his  distinguished  career  as  an  attorney, 
how  he  served  as  one  of  the  youngest 
men  ever  to  flll  a  post  as  Assistant  At- 
torney General  in  charge  of  the  criminal 
division.  We  well  know  the  sense  of 
justice  and  faithfulness  to  public  duty 
with  which  he  exercised  these  great 
powers  at  the  age  of  only  30.  We  know 
of  his  elevation  to  the  Senate  and  the 
services  he  rendered  in  many  ways  in 
this  body. 

We  are  apt  to  oversimplify  It  when 
we  call  him  Mr.  Atom.  This  great  work, 
which  resulted  in  a  true  constructive  pro- 
gram for  our  national  security,  but  one 
looking  forward  from  Hiroshima,  not 
backward,  not  only  preserved  and  ad- 
vanced our  knowledge  and  production  of 
atomic  weapons,  but  in  the  long  run 
looked  forward  to  the  blessings  of  atom- 
ic energy  for  peacetime  use. 

It  was  this  broad  understanding  of  the 
entire  problem  and  his  grasp  and  lead- 
ership in  this  field  that  set  the  Nation 
on  the  right  atomic  course.  I  would  hate 
to  try  to  imagine  the  awful  consequences 
of  our  atomic  program  if  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon had  not  lived. 

First,  his  leadership  in  fighting 
through  to  the  finish  for  a  bill  to  give 
proper  civilian  control  to  atomic  energy 
built  in  the  Congress  a  foundation  on 
which  our  world  leadership  in  this  field 
could  grow.  He  changed  the  narrow  ex- 
clusive purpose  of  atomic  energy  from 
a  gigantic  bomb  project  to  one  of  tactical 
weapons  and  one  of  the  most  modem 
advances  in  this  field  for  defensive  pur- 
poses. 

Who  can  know  but  that  our  progress 
under  this  program  has  already  pre- 
vented the  outbreak  of  world  war  III? 
Who  can  judge  whether  it  was  our  effi- 
ciency and  growth  and  understanding 
of  the  many  phases  of  atomic  energy 
that  has  held  back  the  hordes  of  the 
Soviet  Union  from  marching  across 
Western  Europe?  Certainly  we  and  the 
other  free  peoples  of  the  world  are 
stronger  in  peace  today  because  of  Sen- 
ator McMahon's  foresight. 

We  all  remember  3  years  ago  his  brave 
fight  for  progress  in  solving  the  secret 
of  the  hydrogen  bomb  and  of  his  efforts 
to  concentrate  greater  efforts  on  tactical 
atomic  weapons  for  field  use. 
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Great  as  these  contributions  were, 
however,  there  is  still  a  greater  one  in 
his  insistence  in  a  forward-looking  pro- 
gram beyond  the  mere  use  of  atomic 
energy  for  destruction.  Brien  dreamed 
of  the  day  when  this  great  discovery 
could  be  man's  greatest  friend  and  bene- 
factor. Under  his  chairmanship,  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
moved  forward  into  these  peacetime 
uses  and  led  the  fight  for  allocations  of 
Federal  funds  for  research  in  many  dis- 
eases. 

These  funds,  as  they  finally  result  in 
conquering  the  scourges  of  diseases  to 
mankind,  will  undoubtedly  result  in  the 
saving  of  mapy  more  lives,  than  were 
destroyed  by  the  atomic  explosions  in 
World  War  II.  This  was  the  dream  of 
Senator  McMahoh. 

It  is  significant  that  long  before  he 
knew  that  cancer  would  take  his  life  he 
succeeded  in  earmarking  some  S6  million 
for  research  of  atomic  byproducts  on 
this  disease. 

Briem  McMahon  had  the  vision  of  the 
time  when  this  energy  would  mean  better 
lives  for  everyone.  Not  only  in  the  field 
of  medicine,  but  in  industry,  he  saw  its 
possibilities  to  help  mankind  carry  the 
burdens  of  production  with  greater  ease 
and  less  misery. 

He  was  a  kindly,  considerate  leader 
who  always  had  the  time  for  the  little 
man  who  needed  help.  His  friends  in 
his  native  State  of  Connecticut  attest 
to  the  thousands  who  owed  help  on  their 
small  problems  to  Brien  McMahon. 

While  his  activities  always  searched 
for  means  to  make  the  United  States 
and  the  free  world  stronger  in  military 
ways,  his  efforts  were  devoted  on  the 
same  generous  scale  to  making  the 
United  Nations  and  the  principle  of  col- 
lective security  effective. 

Much  of  his  time  was  given  to  study 
of  the  problem  of  finding  the  means  to 
prevent  future  wars.  His  great  help  in 
strengthening  this  instnunent  of  peace 
w^ill  long  be  remembered  as  well  as  his 
great  contribution  in  the  field  of  atomic 
energy. 

He  was  a  man  who  served  humanity 
well.  His  faith  never  faltered  and  his 
love  and  affection  for  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  the  world  was  with 
him  to  his  death  bed. 

One  of  his  last  ofiBcials  acts,  only  a 
few  weeks  before  his  death,  was  to  sub- 
mit a  letter  to  the  United  States  Senate 
on  the  closing  night  of  the  82d  Congress, 
urging  his  colleagues  to  stand  fast 
against  unwise  reductions  in  the  atomic 
energy  program. 

I  have  dwelt  upon  his  greatness  in 
official  life,  of  his  scientific  contributions 
to  atomic  development  and  of  his  lead- 
ership to  world  peace.  I  may  say  in 
closing  thaC  in  all  his  greatness,  in  these 
fields,  his  home  and  personal  life  as  a 
husband  and  as  a  father,  measured  up 
In  every  degree  to  the  excellence  and 
character  he  possessed  officially. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  prepared  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida  iMr.  SatAXHERs] 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 


ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
RzcoRD,  as  follows: 

Stattment  bt  Senator  Suatheks 

One  of  the  saddest  experiences  of  my  life 
was  to  learn  of  the  passing  of  my  good  per- 
sonal friend  and  one  of  the  Nation's  truly 
outstanding  servants  Brien  McMahon.  I 
had  known  Brien  for  many  years.  At  one 
time  I  had  worked  under  him  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  I  was  an  assistant  United 
States  atttirney  in  Miami,  and  our  late  col- 
league BRn^N  McMahon  was  then  the  A.ssist- 
ant  Attorney  General  In  charge  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

That  was  many  years  ago.  His  great  ability 
In  his  assignment  at  the  Justice  Department 
caused  him  to  be  recognized  generally  as  one 
of  the  outstanding  attorneys  of  the  United 
States.  When  he  decided  to  leave  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  and  return  i(5  Connecti- 
cut to  launch  a  political  career,  the  people 
of  that  great  Commonwealth  were  pron'.pt 
in  recognizing  their  good  fortune  in  having 
the  opportunity  to  avail  thera.selves  of  his 
services  In  the  United  States  Senate.  Every- 
one knows  of  his  outstanding  career  as  a 
Senator.  It  was  his  keen  and  alert  mind 
which  observed,  long  befcire  most  of  us  even 
realized  there  was  such  a  thing  as  an  atomic 
bomb,  the  necessity  for  a  committee  to 
supervise,  in  a  broad  and  general  nature, 
the  development  of  this  great  f  jrce 

Brien  McMahon  recosnized  probably  be- 
fore anyone  else,  the  transformation  that 
would  he  brought  about  in  our  country  from 
the  development  of  atomic  energy.  He  was 
the  one  who  raised  his  voice  In  the  Senate 
calling  for  the  creation  of  a  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  and  he  was  author  of  the 
legislation  wiitch  brou^^ht  such  a  committee 
into  being.  Senator  McMahon  servea  in  the 
Senate  as  the  chairman  of  that  grouji — tlie 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy — and  his 
wise  counsel  and  valuable  assistance  in  the 
continued  development  of  the  new  and  won- 
drous powers  resulting  from  the  harnessing 
of  the  atom  has  meant  much  to  the  entire 
Nation.  All  of  this  is  well  known  and  will 
be  long  remembered. 

While  my  respect  for  the  abilities  of  Sen- 
ator McMahon  was  great,  my  affection  for 
him  as  a  warm  and  human  individual  was 
even  greater.  Brien  was  generou-s  and  dm- 
passionate  In  every  sense  of  the  word.  I 
was  privileged  to  associate  with  him  on  many 
occasions  before  he  came  to  the  Senate,  as 
well  as  thereafter,  and  never  did  I  observe 
the  slightest  act  or  deed  other  than  those 
which  endeared  him  to  those  who  were 
around  him.  Even  though  he  was  tremen- 
dously busy  and  great  demands  were  alwuys 
made  on  his  time  and  energies,  he  never 
failed  to  find  time  to  help  those  who  needed 
his  help  and  who  called  upon   him. 

When  I  first  came  to  this  body  as  a  fresh- 
man Senator  somewhat  bewildered  and 
frightened  by  the  traditions  and  customs  of 
the  Senate,  it  was  Brien  McMahon  who  in 
those  early  days  always  gave  to  me  an  en- 
couraging word  and  friendly  pat  on  the  back. 
On  several  occasions  when  I  needed  his  ad- 
vice and  went  to  see  him  he  was  most  gen- 
erous and  helpful.  His  consideration  to  me 
was  not  unusual  for  I  know  It  was  his  nature 
to  help  everyone  who  called  upon  him.  His 
loss  has  been  deeply  felt  already  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  throuijhout 
the  country.  There  are  many  of  us  who  will 
continue  for  a  long  time  to  mourn  his  pass- 
ing. But  we  can  take  comfort  and  gain 
inspiration  from  his  memory.  He  w.is  a 
man  who  did  not  waste  his  time  in  stirring 
cold  ashes:  he  always  continued  to  move 
forward  hopefully  and  courageously.  Let  us 
think  of  him  and  be  inspired  to  do  likewise. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  we  commemorate  today 
the  life  and  death  of  a  man  who  made 
an  outstanding  contribution  to  our  coun- 
try and  the  cause  of  world  peace. 


Senator  Brien  McMahon  and  I  came 
to  the  Senate  together  as  freshman  Sen- 
ators. We  served  on  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  During 
this  time  I  learned  to  know  him  well 
and  to  respect  him. 

As  Chairman  of  the  Senate-House 
Atomic  Energy  Committee.  Senator  Mc- 
Mahon rendered  distinguished  service  to 
his  country  during  difficult  and  perilous 
times.  He  was  the  prime  architect  of 
legislation  that  linked  business,  civilian, 
and  military  leaders  in  a  joint  effort  to 
develop  atomic  energy  because  he  fore- 
saw Its  vast  peacetime  uses.  He  was  de- 
termined that  its  development  for  con- 
structive end.s  must  march  hand  in  hand 
with  Its  development  as  a  weapon  of 
war. 

At  the  .same  time.  Senator  McMahon 
coupled  his  leadership  in  developing 
atomic  weapons  with  pleas  for  world 
disarmament  and  peace,  so  that  atomic 
energy  could  be  used  for  benefit  instead 
of  bombs.  From  the  day  the  atomic 
bomb  wa.s  exploded  over  Japan,  we  wit- 
ne.vsed  our  late  colleague's  determina- 
tion to  .save  civilization  from  possible  de- 
.•^truction  by  the  new  and  revolutionary 
forces  of  atomic  energy.  I  well  remem- 
ber the  day  when  he  stood  here  on  the 
Senate  floor  and  solemnly  warned  the 
Senate.  "The  clock  is  ticking,  ticking, 
ticking,  and  with  each  swing  of  the 
pendulum,  the  time  to  save  civilization 
grows  .shorter." 

But  with  all  of  his  work  in  atomic 
energy.  Senator  McMahon  never  lost 
sight  of  the  aim  to  make  weapons,  and 
particularly  atomic  weapons,  superfijous 
by  buildinc  peace  based  on  understand- 
ing and  friendly  relations  with  foreign 
nations.  Toward  the  close  of  his  career. 
he  advocated  that  the  nations  of  the 
world,  including  Russia,  disarm  and 
dedicate  one-third  of  their  former  arma- 
ment spending  to  peaceful  reconstruc- 
tion and  development.  Nevertheless. 
becau.se  Rus.sia  remained  bent  on  world 
conquest,  our  late  colleague  took  the  lead 
in  demanding  the  strongest  atomic 
weapons  for  America. 

I  know  we  shall  all  mi.ss  Brien  Mc- 
Mahon here  in  the  United  States  Senate. 
God  ble?s  him  and  keep  him.  His  life 
exemplifies  the  biblical  admonition 
which  comes  to  my  mind.  "A  good  name 
IS  rather  to  be  chosen  than  great  riches. 
and  lovinK  favor  than  silver  and  gold." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen- 
DRicKsoN  in  the  chair ) .  Before  the  Sen- 
ate resumes  the  consideration  of  legisla- 
tive busine.ss  the  present  occupant  of  the 
chair  would  like  to  take  the  liberty,  from 
the  chair,  of  a.^.sociating  himself  with  the 
ju.stly  earned,  fitting,  and  eloquent  eulo- 
Ries  of  the  day.  The  Senate  lost  a  great 
Senator,  and  America  a  devoted  patriot, 
when  Brien  McMahon  passed  away. 


LEGISLATTVK  SESSION 
Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  resume 
the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative 
business. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated : 

Report    or    Federal    Trade    Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman,  Ped- 
fral  Trside  Commission,  transmitting,  pursu- 
ant to  law,  a  refKjrt  of  that  Commission  for 
the  hscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with 
an  iiccompanylng  report);  to  the  Committee 
on   Interstate   and  Foreign   Commerce. 

Disposition    or   Executive   Papers 

A  letter  from  the  Archiv.st  of  the  United 
Stales,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of 
several  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment which  are  not  nei?ded  in  the  con- 
duct of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  Interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  dl6ix)sltion  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  a  Joint  Select 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  lii 
the   Executive  Departments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Carlson  and  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina  meribers  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated: 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Slate    of    Montana;    to    the    Committee    on 
Public  Works: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  2 
"Joint  memorial  of  tbe  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  Etate  of  Montana 
to  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  to  Jame,-  E.  Murray  and 
Mike  Mansfield,  Senators  from  the  State 
of  Montana,  and  to  Wislet  A.  D'Ewart 
and  Lee  Metcalf,  Representatives  in  Con- 
gress from  the  State  of  Montana,  urging 
that  in  the  planning  and  construction  of 
the  proposed  Llbby  Dam  In  Lincoln  County 
the  economy  of  the  area  and  the  llvell- 
hotxl  of  the  people  be  safeguarded  through 
selection  of  the  site  for  the  axis  of  such 
dam  and  by  appropriations  required  to 
provide  services  equal  to  those  now  exist- 
ing, and  requesting  sim.lar  consideration 
for  Montana  people  in  the  case  of  other 
Federal    projects 

"Whereas  the  water  resources  of  the  State 
of  Montana  are  now  of  great  Importance  In 
the  further  development  of  multiple-pur- 
pose Federal  projects  of  the  Columbia  and 
Missouri  River  Basins;   and 

"Whereas  It  appears  that  In  the  planning 
and  construction  of  some  dams  and  water 
reservoir  projects  for  the  impcmndment  of 
Montana  water,  benefits  to  downstream 
areas  are  being  planned  or  provided  without 
an  adequate  balancing  consideration  of  det- 
rimental effects  upon  the  Montana  economy; 
and 

"Where  this  lack  of  consideration  is  most 
apparent  in  the  planning  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers.  Department  of  the  Army,  for  the 
Llbby  Dam  project  on  the  Kootenai  River 
in  Lincoln  County,  where  the  site  proposed 
at  public  hearings  and  approved  by  Con- 
gre.ss  has  been  abandoned  In  favor  of  a  site 
farther  downstream  which  will  much  more 
seriously  affect  the  economy  of  Lincoln 
County  and  northwest  Montana;   and 

"Whereas  the  selection  of  the  now  fa- 
vored site,  only  a  few  miles  upstream  from 
the  city  of  Llbby,  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
would  require  excessive  and  probably  un- 
economic expenditures  in  order  to  replace 
existing  transportation  facilities  and  to  pre- 
vent serious  disruption  of  the   timber  and 


mining  Industries  of  Lincoln  County  with  til- 
ttmate  low  of  steady  and  gainful  employ- 
ment affecting  approximately  half  of  Lin- 
coln County's  families;  and 

"Whereas  the  location  of  the  axis  of  the 
Llbby  Dam  upstream  from  the  confluence  of 
the  Fisher  and  Kootenai  Rivers  would  in- 
jure the  economy  of  Lincoln  County  and 
northwest  Montana  to  a  much  lesser  de- 
gree, which  injury  could  be  alleviated  by 
Federal  expenditures  far  less  In  amount  than 
those  required  In  case  of  location  at  any  site 
downstream  from  the  mouth  of  the  PUher 
River;  and 

"Whereas  location  of  the  dam  at  this  up- 
stream site  would  greatly  reduce  total  costs 
and  provide  vital  protection  for  the  econ- 
omy of  Montana  with  only  minor  reduction 
In  water  storage  or  the  amount  of  electric 
energy  generated  at  the  dam,  and  would  not 
substantially  adversely  affect  the  down- 
stream areas  of  the  Columbia  River,  for  the 
benefit  of  which  the  Llbby  project  is  pri- 
marily Intended:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

'Resolved.  That  the  33d  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  Montana  of  1953  now  In  session,  the 
senate  and  house  of  representatives  concur- 
ring hereby  most  urgently  request  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  In  making  any 
appropriation  of  funds  for  the  planning  and 
construction  of  tlie  Llbby  Dam,  take  such 
action  as  will  Insure  that  the  axis  of  said 
dam  will  be  placed  upstream  from  the  con- 
fluence of  the  Fisher  and  the  Kootenai 
Rivers;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  this  assembly  request  the 
Congress.  In  making  appropriations  for  the 
construction  of  the  Llbby  project,  to  define 
the  compensations  that  shall  be  received 
from  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
by  the  county  of  Lincoln  and  by  affected 
cities  and  school  districts  In  said  county  for 
extraordinary  expenses  resulting  from  ex- 
panded services  required  in  the  fields  of 
school  and  hospital  facilities,  health  and 
sanitation,  and  police  protection  incidental 
to  the  construction  of  said  project;  and  to 
provide  all  necessary  funds  and  take  all 
needed  action  to  insure  the  construction  of 
all  transportation  and  other  facilities  needed 
to  provide  opportunity  equal  to  that  now 
existing  of  access  to  mines,  to  forests  in 
Federal,  State,  and  private  ownership,  and 
to  manufacturing  and  refining  plants,  to  the 
end  that  the  present  steady  and  continuous 
employment  of  Lincoln  County  people  de- 
pending upon  forests  and  mines  for  their 
livelihood  will  not  be  adversely  affected; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  Congress  be  requested 
by  this  assembly  to  provide  equal  protection 
for  the  economy  of  Montana  and  the  wel- 
fare of  its  citizens  when  making  appropria- 
tions for  similar  Federal  construction  proj- 
ects In  Montana  which  have  been  or  may  be 
authorized;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Montana  be  hereby  directed  to 
transmit  a  certified  copy  of  this  memorial 
to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  James  E.  Murray  and 
Mike  Mansfield.  Senators  from  the  State  of 
Montana,  and  Wesley  A.  DEwart  and  Lek 
Metcalf,  Representatives  in  Congress  from 
the  State  of  Montana. 

"Geo.   M.   Gosmam, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

,  "Dean  CHAmN, 

"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"Approved:  February  13.  1953. 

"J.  Hugo  Aronson. 

"Governor." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of  alder- 
men of  the  city  of  Chelsea.  Mass.,  protesting 
against  the  so-called  McCarran -Walter  Im- 
migration Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

The  petition  of  Frank  E.  Freeman,  of  Mc- 
Call,  Idaho,  relating  to  the  importation  and 
mining  of  antimony  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


By  Ur.  THTE: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Leglslaturs 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota,  relating  to  the 
extension  of  the  support  price  for  butter 
from  March  31,  1953,  through  the  year  1954; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in  full 
when  laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  Vice 
President  on  February  16,  1953,  p.  1076,  Con- 
GREssioNAi.  Record.) 


COMMEMORATION  OF  35TH  ANNI- 
VERSARY OF  DECLARATION  O^ 
INDEPENDENCE  OI^  UKRAINE  AND 
ESTABLISHING  OF  UKRAINIAN 
NATIONAL  REPUBLIC— RESOLU- 
TION 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  a  resolution  adopted  at  a  mass 
meeting  of  Americans  of  Ukrainian  de- 
scent at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  relating  to  the 
35th  anniversary  of  the  declaration  of 
independence  of  Ukraine  and  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Ukrainian  National 
Republic. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolutions  Adopted  at  the  Ukrainian 
Rally  in  Commemoration  of  the  35th 
Anniversary  of  the  Declaration  of  Indf- 

PENDENCE    of    UKRAINE    AND    THE    ESTABLISH- 
MENT of  THE  UKRAINIAN  NATIONAL  REPUBLIC 

We.  the  Americans  of  Ukrainian  descent 
and  the  recently  arrived  Ukrainians  who  are 
about  to  become  American  citizens,  residing 
In  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  and  vicinity,  tissembled 
at  a  mass  meeting  several  hundred  strong, 
on  January  25,  1953,  in  the  auditorium  of 
the  YWCA  of  St.  Paul,  at  which  were  sol- 
emnly passed  the  following  resolutions; 

"Whereas  on  January  22,  1918,  in  Kiev, 
capital  of  Ukraine,  the  Ukrainian  people,  by 
the  authority  of  the  Ukrainian  Central 
Council  (Rada)  proclaimed  a  completely  In- 
dependent Ukrainian  sovereign  state  under 
the  name  of  the  Ukrainian  National  Repub- 
lic: and 

"Whereas  the  Russian  Imperialistic  forces, 
under  the  disguise  of  Communist  Ideology 
overran  the  free  and  Independent  Ukraine, 
and  subdued  her  into  Communist  slavery  for 
the  benefit  of  Russian  imperialistic  aggran- 
dizements;  and 

"Whereas  Ukraine  today  is  a  country  occu- 
pied by  the  Soviet  Russian  Communist 
armed  forces  and  a  puppet  government  ha.'j 
been  installed  against  the  will  of  tha 
Ukrainian  people,  and  Ukraine  has  been  sub- 
dued into  a  colonial  province  of  Russia;  and 

"Whereas  the  Communist  regime  in 
Ukraine  has  brought  the  Ukrainian  i>eople 
and  the  entire  country  to  economic  and  cul- 
tural ruin  and  by  tyranny  has  forced  a  Com- 
munist regime  for  the  exploitation  of  the 
rich  natural  and  human  resources  of 
Ukraine,  not  only  for  Russian  aggrandize- 
ment but  for  the  conquest  of  the  world:  and 

"Whereas  the  freedom  of  man  and  the 
dignity  of  human  beings  are  the  most  price- 
less values,  in  the  name  of  which,  through 
the  course  of  enlightened  progress  of  the 
human  race,  peoples  throughout  the  world 
have  progressively  struggled  for  their  na- 
tional statehoods,  in  which  they  could  assure 
their  own  national  liberty,  economic  and 
cultural  progress  for  the  benefit  of  men  and 
human  rights;  and 

"Whereas  we  are  deeply  aware  that  the 
people  of  Ukraine  are  deprived  of  their  na- 
tional freedom  and  even  of  the  dignity  of 
man;  and 
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"Whereaj  we  are  fiilly  eo^lzant  of  the 
fact  that  the  Ukrainian  people  continue  to 
struggle  for  their  national  freedom  and  are 
striving  by  passive  and  active  armed  re- 
sistance for  the  reestablishment  of  a  truly 
Independent  sovereign  Ukraine,  free  from 
any  foreign  aggression  and  occupation;  and 
"Whereas  we,  who  are  so  fortunate  as  to 
live  In  the  United  States  of  America  and  to 
enjoy  real  personal  freedom  and  human 
rights,  only  naturally  desire  to  see  our  kins- 
men In  our  homeland  enjoying  at  least  a 
small  fraction  of  the  same  rights  and  lib- 
erties as  we  do  here;  and 

"Whereas  in  this  fateful  hour,  when  the 
destiny  of  the  entire  world  Is  in  the  balance, 
whether  the  people  are  to  live  free  and  in- 
dependent, or  to  become  enslaved  In  Musco- 
vite despotism,  the  indifferent  attitude  and 
apathy  to  our  future  national  security  may 
threaten  our  place  in  International  relations 
as  well  as  our  national  American  entity:  Be 
it  therefore 

"Resolved,  That  we.  who  are  of  Ukrainian 
descent,  assembled  at  this  mass  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  commemorating  the  35th  an- 
niversary of  the  declaration  of  the  inde- 
pendence of  Ukraine,  solemnly  appeal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  to 
all  of  the  free  nations  of  the  world  assem- 
bled In  the  United  Nations — 

"1.  That  since  the  Ukrainian  people,  for 
the  past  35  years,  have  stood  almost  alone 
in  their  valiant  struggle  against  the  Russian 
and  Communist  imperialism,  and  since 
Ukraine  by  her  geographic  position,  eco- 
nomic, and  political  importance,  occupies 
a  key  position  in  our  present  struggle  be- 
tween the  Western  World  and  Soviet  Rus- 
sia, the  United  States  and  western  allies 
should  take  greater  cognizance  of  the  pres- 
ent plight  of  the  Ukrainian  people  and  rec- 
ognize the  supreme  importance  of  the 
Ukrainian  problem  in  the  present  crisis. 

"2.  That  the  ITkralnlan  emancipation,  and 
the  reestablishment  of  the  free  Ukrainian 
national  state  is  not  the  problem  of  the 
Ukrainian  people  only,  and  It  Is  not  an  In- 
ternal problem  of  Soviet  Russia,  but  It  Is 
an  international  problem  which  should  b« 
solved  with  the  aid  of  the  United  States 
and  the  free  Western  World. 

"3.  That  the  Ukrainian  liberation  move- 
ment Is  a  positive  force  in  the  struggle  be- 
tween the  east  and  west,  and  the  further 
neglect  or  negation  of  this  powerful  force 
Is  detrimental  to  our  own  American  secu- 
rity and  the  freedom  of  the  world. 

"4.  That  American  foreign  policy  should 
not  be  based  on  the  preservation  of  an  In- 
divisible Russia,  that  great  prison  of  nations, 
which  threatens  American  freedom  and  the 
existence  of  the  free  nations  of  the  world. 
The  voice  of  the  Ukrainian  people  was  al- 
ready expressed  on  January  22.  1918,  and 
on  subsequent  occasions,  and  the  national 
freedom  of  the  people  cannot  be  bargained 
at  the  will  of  the  Kremlin  Politburo,  or 
Russian  imperialists  abroad  of  either  right 
or  left  color,  who  strive  to  preserve  the  Rus- 
sian Imperial  giant  for  a  constant  threat  to 
freedom  and  further  world  aggression. 

"5.  We  further  appeal  to  the  United  States 
Government  to  extend  moral,  political,  and 
material  aid  to  the  Ukrainian  nation  in  her 
present  struggle  for  freedom  and  in  the 
process  of  emancipation  from  Communist 
tyranny  as  well  as  in  the  reestablishment 
In  Ukraine  of  a  democratic  government  by 
the  will  of  the  Ukrainian  people,  who  al- 
ready have  expressed  their  legal  will  and 
affirmed  It  by  shedding  their  precious  blood 
in  defense  of  it." 

Stbphkm  KosiraBA, 
Chairman  of  the  Rally. 
John  Jamowtcz. 
Secretary  o/  the  Rally. 
Prm  Batbak, 
Vice  Chairman  o/  the  Rally  Committee. 
A.  A.  Gkanovskt. 
€^airman  of  the  Resolutions  Committeg. 


PROPOSED  ELEVATION  OP  FEDERAL 
SECURITY  ADMINISTRATOR  TO 
CABINET  STATUS— LETTER  PROM 
SHERIDAN  COUNTY  (WYO.)  MED- 
ICAL SOCIETY 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  a  letter  re- 
ceived by  me,  above  the  signature  of 
Curtis  L.  Rogers.  M.  D..  for  Sheridan 
County  (Wyo.)  Medical  Society,  having 
to  do  with  proposed  legislation  to  elevate 
the  Federal  Security  Administrator  to 
Cabinet  status.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  letter  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Sheridan,  Wyo..  February  15.  1953. 
Hon.  Lester  C.  Hunt. 

Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

Deak  Senator  Hunt:  The  physicians  In 
this  community  are  deeply  concerned  abOLit 
the  proposed  legislation  to  elevate  Federal 
Security  Administrator,  particularly  social 
security,  to  Cabinet  status. 

First.  We  understand  the  social  security 
triist  fund  Is  a  myth  as  most  of  the  mimey 
has  been  spent  for  general  governmental 
expenses. 

Second.  Elevation  of  the  FSA  to  Cabinet 
status  win  add  an  enormous  amount  of  pres- 
tige and  power  to  a  vast  vote  buying  scheme 
and  provide  the  perfect  setup  for  socialized 
medicine. 

Third.  The  activities  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration  so  far  overshadow  tlie  Public 
Kealth  services,  there  Is  grave  danger  that 
the  more  Important  matters  of  health  would 
be  smothered  by  the  huge  affairs  of  social 
security. 

Fourth.  Social  security  Is  the  Ideal  spring- 
board for  socialized  medicine  by  amending 
the  act  to  ( 1 )  include  permanent  and  total 
disability,  and  (2)  to  Include  the  provision 
of  socialized  medical  and  hospital  care  fur 
social  security  beneficiaries  over  65  years  of 
age. 

We  believe  positive  action  should  be  taken 
to  forestall  President  Eisenhower's  recom- 
mendation to  Congress  for  a  Department  of 
Welfare. 

Very  sincerely  yours. 

Curtis  L  Rogers.  M.  D. 

(For  Sheridan  County  Medical  Society). 


RESOLUTION  ADOPT'ED  BY  WISCON- 
SIN GUERNSEY  BREEDERS"  ASSO- 
CIATION 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  on  many 
occasions  on  the  Senate  floor  I  have 
pointed  out  the  problem  raised  by  syn- 
thetic products  imitating  the  features  of 
natural  dairy  products.  The  matter  was 
the  subject  of  the  Wiley  amendment  to 
the  oleomargarine  law.  which  would 
have  protected  the  rights  of  producers  of 
natural  butter  without  in  any  way  preju- 
dicing the  right  of  the  Nation's  consum- 
ers to  pick  whichever  table  spread  they 
choose. 

We  of  this  Nation  enjoy  a  patent  and 
trade-mark  system  designed  to  protect 
certain  property  rights,  and  yet  we  have 
failed  to  protect  the  great  dairy  industry 
of  this  country  from  unfair  competition. 

At  this  time  I  present  for  appropriate 
reference  a  resolution  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Otto  C.  Kline,  of  the 
Wisconsin  Guernsey  Breeders'  Associa- 
tion. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
resolution  be  printed  in  the  Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  ordered  to 
be  printed^n  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  Passed  at  the  Annual  MKrrnfo 
or  Wisconsin  Guernset  Brexdcxs'  Asso- 
ciation 

Whereas  the  oleomargarine  Interests  have 
launched  another  bitter  attack  on  the  dairy 
Industry  and  are  misleading  the  public  and 
Congress  Into  using  yellow  color  to  imitate 
butter:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Wisconsin  Guernsey 
Breeders'  Association  assembled  In  annual 
meeting  in  Madison  on  the  fifth  day  of  Feb- 
ruary report  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  that  In  the  Interest  of  honesty  and 
commercial  morality  a  stand  should  be  taken 
to  stop  this  product  to  masquerade  as  butter. 

Resolved.  That  the  dairymen  of  Wisconsin 
and  United  States  are  willing  to  accept  all 
the  results  of  honest  competition,  but  they 
protest  that  a  substitute  so  cunningly  de- 
vised and  colored  cannot  be  detected,  except 
by  scientific  ex[jertfi  cannot  be  considered 
honest  competition. 

Resolved,  That  we  ask  all  our  members  and 
all  friends  of  the  great  industries  of  this 
State  to  write  personal  letters  to  their  Con- 
gressman and  Senators  to  effective  support 
and  strengthen  the  present  law  that  the 
public  may  be  effectively  safeguarded  from 
misrepresentation. 

Resolved.  That  two  copies  of  this  resolu- 
tion be  sent  the  Congressmen  and  Senators 
from  Wisconsin. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Wisconsin  Uuexnskt  Brezdkbs* 

AsStKTIATlON. 

Otto  C.  Kline,  Secretary. 


ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY— LETTER 
FROM  HUBBARD  COUNTY  FARM 
BUREAU    ASSOCIATION,    DORSET. 

MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  letter  I 
have  recently  received  from  the. Hub- 
bard County  Farm  Bureau  Association. 
Donset.  Minn.,  urging  the  approval  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  seaway,  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Dorset.  Minn  .  February  11,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Hubert  Humphrey. 

United  States  Senator  from   Minnesota, 
Washington,   D.   C. 
Dear    Senator    Humphrey:     At    the    last 
meeting    of    the    board    of    directors    of    the 
Hubbard     County     Farm     Bureau     the     St. 
Lawrence    waterway    was    discussed.      And, 
since  we  understand  that  this  matter  will  no 
doubt  be  brought  up  in  Congress  in  the  near 
future,  we  are  writing  you  this  to  ask  you 
to    use    your    influence    In    behalf    of    this 
measure.      And    we    are    also   urging   you   to 
support  it  whenever  It  comes  up  for  action. 
Thanking    you    In    advance    for    your   co- 
operation. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Hubbard  County  Farm  BtTREAU 

Association, 
Mrs.  John  Avenson,  Secretary. 


FULL  PARITY  AND  ADEQUATE 
CFtEDIT  FOR  FARMERS— RESOLU- 
TION OF  HUBBARD  COUNTY  MU- 
TUAL FIRE  INSURANCE  CO.,  NEVIS, 
MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.   President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
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ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Hubbard  County  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Company,  Nevis,  Minn., 
be  printed  in  the  Record.  The  resolu- 
tion requests  that  full  parity  and  ade- 
quate credit  be  provided  to  farmers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
AKriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Hubbard  County  Mutual 

Fire  Insurance  Company. 
Nevis .   Mivi..  January   28,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Hubert  Humphoet, 
The  United  States  Senate, 
Washington.   D.    C. 
Dear   Sir:    The    Hubbard    County   Mutual 
Fire   IiKsurance  Company  met  as  an   annual 
meetlriK  January  4th.   1953,  at  Nevis.  Minn., 
and  adopted  the  following  resolution: 

"Whereas  way  btick  In  March  1933  Congress 
adopted  a  coiwmltment,  to  achieve  full  parity 
of  income  for  farmers,  and  all  farm-State 
Senators  and  Congressmen  have  pledged  their 
support  for  this,  as  has  President  Eisenhower, 
in  his  speech  at  Kasson.  Minn.,  where  he  said 
not  90  percent  but  full  parity;   and 

•'Whereas  in  spite  of  all  ot  these  promises, 
19  years  after  March  1933,  farmers  are  sell- 
liiK  their  hogs  at  $4  to  »5  per  hundred- 
weight under  parity,  eggs  at  f5  percent 
parity,  poultry,  at  40  percent  of  parity,  oats 
at  about  65  percent  of  parity,  and  bo  on; 
Therefore  be  it 

firso/red.  That  we  submit  that  while 
Congress  continues  to  discuss  the  soundest, 
be.st  method  of  assuring  the  farmers  full 
parity  we  demand  that  as  an  emergency 
measure  to  guarantee  the  farmers  parity  now 
in    1953.   the  Congress  should — 

"1.  Reaffirm  the  commitment  of  March 
1933.  assuring  the  farmers  of  full  parity  of 
iiirume. 

"2  That  an  adequate  appropriation  should 
be  Immediately  provided  for  Farm  Home 
Administration  so  that  the  credit  needs  of 
all  family  type  farmers  for  their  operation,":, 
land  purchases.  Improvements,  expansion  of 
herds,  and  eo  forth,  can  be  met." 
Very   truly  yours. 

Hubbard  County  Mutual 

Fire  Insur.*nce  Co  , 
L.  J.  Laughlin.  Secretary. 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES  IN  REGION  ADJA- 
CENT     TO     QUETICO     NATIONAL 
PARK— RESOLUTIONS 
Mr.    HUMPHREY.     Mr.    President,   I 
ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  a  series  of 
re.solutions  urging  that  the  Border  Lakes 
adjacent  to  Quetico   National  Park  be 
duty  free  for  both  countries.  Canada  and 
the  United  States,  to  commercial  out- 
fitters, be  printed  in  the  Record,  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

Ihere  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

With  reference  to  the  resolution  sent  out 
by  the  Crane  Lake  Commercial  Club  on  May 
9.  1952.  copy  of  which  Is  attached  along 
with  a  copy  of  the  letter  granting  us  an  ex- 
tension for  the  1952  season  on  the  propo.sed 
duties.  We  are  at  this  time  presenting  the 
following  resolution  which  was  unanimously 
adopted  at  our  regular  meeting  held  en  this 
6th  day  of  February  1953: 

■  Whereas  we  have  studied  and  discussed 
the  imposed  duties  on  our  equipment  and 
supplies  going  Into  Canada  from  the  United 
States  side  with  the  camp  and  resort  opera- 
tors of  both  countries  in  this  area;  and 

"Whereas  we  And  that  the  Border  Lakes 
which  are  adjacent  to  the  Quetico  Park  and 
are  used  by  both  the  Canadian  and  United 


States  resorts  In  a  very  cooperative  and 
friendly  way  are  desirous  of  remaining  that 
way;  Be  It  therefore     ' 

"Resolved.  That  the  Border  Lakes  adjacent 
to  the  Quetico  Park  shall  be  used  duty  free 
for  both  countries.  But,  If  a  commercial 
outfitter  takes  his  equipment  across  the  bor- 
der and  over  a  portage  into  an  Inland  lake, 
then  the  duty  may  be  collected  as  applied 
thereon.  This  would  apply  to  both  countries 
involved;   be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  we  wholeheartedly  support 
the  resolution  adopted  by  the  Northern  On- 
tario Outfitters  Association  of  Canada  at 
their  recent  convention;   it  is  further 

"Resolved.  That  we  send  copies  of  this  res- 
olution and  copies  of  the  one  adopted  by  the 
Northern  Ontario  Outfitters  Association  to 
the  following  interested  parties:  Honorable 
Deputy  Minister  of  National  Revenue,  Otta- 
wa. Canada;  Hon.  Bill  Benidlcteon.  M.  P., 
Ottawa.  Canada:  Mr.  C.  Wllll«ns,  collector  of 
customs,  Fort  Francis.  Ontario;  Mr.  William 
Klymko.  Canadian  customs.  Fort  Francis. 
Ontario;  Honorable  United  States  Ambassa- 
dor to  C.inada.  Ottawa.  Canada;  Senator  Ed- 
ward Thye.  Washington,  D.  C;  Senator  Hu- 
bert Humphrey.  Washington,  D.  C;  Congress- 
man John  Elatnlk,  Washington,  D.  C;  Gov- 
ernor Elmer  Anderson,  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  At- 
torney General  J.  A.  Burnqulst,  St.  Paul, 
Minn  ;  Mr.  Chester  S.  Wilson.  Conservation 
Commissioner.  St.  Paul.  Minn.;  Hon.  A.  O. 
Stanley,  Chairman,  International  Joint  Com- 
mission. Washington.  D.  C;  Collector  of  Cus- 
toms. Washington,  D.  C;  Collector  of  Cu5- 
tom.s,  Duluth,  Minn.;  Mr.  Reg  Thrush,  Sec- 
retary of  Northern  Ontario  Outfitters  Asso- 
ciation, Chapleau.  Ontario." 

Crane   Lake   Commercial   Club, 
John  G.  Handbeeg,  Jr., 

President. 
Alvin  Ostlund,  Secretary. 

Resolutton  Unanimously  Passed  by  Crane 
Lake  Commerclal  Club.  May  9,  1952 

Whereas  this  club  has  a  membership  of  47 
members  operating  17  resorts  and  their  chief 
source  of  income  from  ti>e  renting  of  l>oats 
and  outboard  motors,  fishing  tackle,  etc., 
with  and  without  guides  for  the  main  pur- 
pose of  fishing  in  the  boundary  lakes  between 
Minnesota  and  Canada,  consisting  of  Sand- 
point,  Namakan,  Little  Vermillion,  Loon 
Lakes,  and  Lac  La  Croix,  and  In  Little  Ver- 
million Narrows  and  Loon  River  and  other 
Canadian  lakes;  and 

Whereas  Crane  Lake  Is  not  a  Ixjundary 
lake  but  is  connected  with  the  Interna- 
tional boundary  waters  by  King  William 
Narrows,  about  2  miles  long,  which  Is  fur- 
ther explained  by  a  map  which  is  hereto 
attached;  and 

Whereas  across  the  above  border  lakes 
(Sandpolnt.  Namakan,  Little  Vermillion, 
Loon  and  Lac  La  Croix )  and  near  the  center 
of  the  above  narrows  and  river  (Little  Ver- 
million and  Loon)  runs  the  international 
boundarv  line:  and 

Whereas  If  the  provisions  of  the  letter 
written  to  these  resort  operators  on  April 
21,  1952,  by  William  Klymko,  a  copy  of 
which  Is  hereto  attached,  are  not  complied 
with,  any  boat,  outboard  motor,  and  all 
equipment  therein,  crossing  such  Interna- 
tional boundary  line  at  any  point  In  the 
above  waters  will  be  subject  to  confiscation 
by  the  Canadian  Government;  and 

Whereas  some  of  said  resort  operators 
have  upward  of  45  boats  and  canoes  and 
upward  of  30  outboard  motors  and  In  such 
case  and  on  each  boat,  canoe,  and  outboard 
motor.  It  will  be  necessary  to  pay  the  duty 
of  37 '2  percent  on  boats  and  35  percent  on 
outboard  motors,  for  the  reason  that  it  is 
Impractical  as  well  as  Impossible  to  operate 
a  boat  or  canoes  on  such  International 
waters  without  crossing  such  boundary  line. 
and  In  addition  to  that  it  is  practically  Im- 
possible to  determine  exactly  where  such 
boundary  line  runs;  and 


Whereas  the  fishing  season  for  1952  opens 
May  17  and  these  resort  operators  have  ad- 
vertised the  same  as  usual  each  year  and 
they  expect  the  usual  large  number  of  fish- 
ermen, yet  for  these  resort  operators  to  pay 
such  heavy  duties  and  taxes  would  be  a 
calamity — for  some  ruin  and  others  might 
eventually  be  forced  out  of  business;  and 

Whereas  the  United  States  has  no  such 
duty  or  tax  comparable  thereto  exceeding 
7' 2  percent:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  this  club  protest  In  every 
way  possible  to  the  enforcement  of  this  order, 
especially  for  the  year  1952,  as  no  member 
of  the  club  is  prepared  for  it,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  if  a  more  equitable 
manner  of  handling  the  same  cannot  be 
worked  out  between  the  two  Governments 
and  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to 
Honorable  Deputy  Minister  of  National  Rev- 
enue, Ottawa.  Canada;  Hon.  Bill  Benldictson, 
M.  P.,  Ottawa,  Canada;  Mr.  C.  Williams,  col- 
lector of  customs.  Fort  Frances,  Ontario;  Mr, 
William  Klymko,  Fort  Frances,  Ontario; 
Hon.  United  States  Ambassador  to  Canada. 
Ottawa,  Canada;  Hon.  Senator  Edward  J. 
Thye,  Washington,  D.  C;  Hon.  Senator  Hu- 
bert Humphrey,  Washington,  D.  C;  Hon. 
Congressman  John  Blatnik,  Washington, 
D.  C;  United  States  Collector  of  Customs, 
Washington.  D.  C;  United  States  Collector 
of  Customs,  Duluth,  Minn.;  Hon.  A.  O.  Stan- 
ley, Chairman,  International  Joint  Commis- 
sion, Washington,  D.  C;  Chester  S.  Wilson, 
commissioner  of  conservation,  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

Crane  Lake  Commercial  Club, 

Ahthitr  N.  Pohlman, 

President. 

Alvin  Ostlund,  Secretary. 
Crane  Lake,  Minn. 


Assistant  DEPtrrY  Ministir 
of  National  REVENtm  Customs, 

Ottawa,  May  17,  1952. 
John  H.  Nelson,  Esq., 

Crane  Lake,  Minn.,  U.  S.  A. 
Dear  Sir  :  This  will  acknowlege  your  letters 
of  the  26th  and  28th  of  April,  with  regard  to 
the  temporary  admission  to  Canada  of  non- 
duty  paid  boats  and  other  equipment  for  use 
In  Canadian  waters  by  guests  from  your 
commercial  summer  resort  at  Crane  Lake, 
Minn. 

After  reviewing  all  the  circumstances  the 
Department  has  given  full  consideration  to 
your  representations,  and  It  has  oeen  decided 
that  tlie  question  of  payment  of  duty  on 
your  boats  and  outboard  motors  used  in 
Canadian  waters  be  left  In  abeyance  for  this 
year. 

We  will  obtain  a  report  from  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Fort  Frances  at  the  end  of  the 
season,  and  will  then  be  in  a  better  position 
to  Judge  what  action  will  be  warranted  in 
the  future. 

Yours  truly, 

G.  B.  Urquhart. 

Resolution  of  Northern  Ontario 
Outfitters'  Association 

Whereas  Canadian  and  American  commer- 
cial outfitters  use  International  boundary 
lakes  In,  and  adjacent  to,  Quetico  Park:  Be  It 

Resolved,  That  no  duty  be  charged  on 
equipment  thus  used,  but  if  any  commercial 
equipment  cross  from  such  boundary  lakes 
over  portages  Into  other  lakes  of  the  area, 
then  duty  be  charged  on  equipment  used  by 
Buch  parties. 


CONSTRUCTION.  ETC.,  OF  DOCKS 
AND  PORTAGES  IN  SUPERIOR  NA- 
TIONAL FOREST— RESOLUTION  OP 
BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSION- 
ERS, ST.  LOUIS  COUNTY.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolutioa 
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adopted  by  the  board  of  county  commis- 
sioners of  St.  Louis  County.  Duluth, 
Minn.,  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro.  The 
resolution  requests  the  Senators  and 
Congressmen  from  Minnesota  to  assist 
the  United  States  Forest  Service  in  ob- 
taining funds  to  construct,  improve,  and 
maintain  docks  and  portages  in  the  Su- 
perior National  Forest. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Resolution  or  thi  Board  or  County  Com- 
missioners or  St.  Louis  Countt,  Minn., 
January   26,    1953 

Resolved.  That  the  United  States  Senators 
and  Congressmen  from  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota are  hereby  requested  to  assist  the  United 
States  Forest  Service  In  obtaining  funds  to 
construct,  improve,  and  maintain  docks  and 
portages  in  the  Superior  National  Forest; 
such  an  appropriation  is  deemed  more  urgent 
due  to  the  establishment  of  an  airplane  ban 
In  said  area. 


PROHIBITION  OP  ALCOHOLIC  BEV- 
ERAGE ADVERTISING  IN  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE— RESOLUTION 
OP  MIDDLE  RIVER  (MINN.)  PAR- 
ENT-TEACHERS ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Middle  River  Parent-Teachers  Asso- 
ciation, Middle  River,  Minn.,  relating  to 
the  banning  of  alcoholic  beverage  ad- 
vertising in  interstate  commerce. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Resolution   Pertaining   to   the    Advertise- 
ment or  Alcoholic  Beverages 

Whereas  the  National  Congress  of  Parents 
and  Teachers  has  called  upon  legislative 
bodies  to  ban  alcoholic  beverage  advertise- 
ment; and 

Whereas  further  advertising  would  only 
serve  to  Increase  the  already  unduly  high 
and  costly  liquor  consumption;  and 

Whereas  through  liquor  advertising  the 
privacy  and  teachings  of  the  home  is  in- 
vaded and  violated;  and 

Whereas  America's  young  people  are  par- 
ticularly Influenced  by  this  misleading  and 
vicious  advertising-  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  that  the  Middle  River  Parent- 
Teachers  Association  support  such  legisla- 
tion, and  call  upon  Its  duly  elected  repre- 
sentatives in  Congress  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  pass  laws  prohibiting  liquor  adver- 
tising. 

W.  C.  Searle, 
Hobert  Prukett, 
Resolutions  Committee. 


VETERANS  TRAINING  PROGRAM- 
LETTER  FROM  BRAINERD  TRADES 
AND  LABOR  ASSEMBLY,  BRAIN- 
ERD, MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  wiiich  I  have  re- 
cently received  from  the  Brainerd  Trades 
and  Labor  Assembly,  Brainerd,  Minn.,  in 
irblch  it  is  urged  that  the  veterans  trade 
training  program  be  placed  under  the 


direction  of  the  Federal  and  State  De- 
partments of  Labor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Brainerd  Trades  and  Labor  A.ssemblt. 

Brainerd,  Minn.,  February  11,  1953. 

Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Humphrey:  A  matter  of 
much  concern  has  recently  been  called  to  our 
attention  and  we  believe  a  recommendation 
is  in  order  to  make  the  program  more  bene- 
ficial  to  the  participants. 

The  Metal  Trades  Department  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  has  become 
crgnizant  of  a  Veterans  Trade  Training  pro- 
gram under  a  n*wly  organized  group  known 
as  the  National  Association  of  Approving 
Agencies,  who  have  taken  it  upon  themselves 
to  be  authorities  on  apprenticeship  and  on- 
the-job  training.  Among  them  are  repre- 
sentatives who  must  have  B.  A.  degrees,  and 
the  question  arises  as  to  their  ability  to  take 
over  in  the  field  of  labor  relations.  The  pe- 
riod of  training  recommended  by  this  group 
Is  not  suflBclent  to  turn  out  skilled  crafts- 
men, who  can  successfully  make  a  livelihood. 

In  the  States  of  New  York.  Wisconsin  and 
California  the  Governors  have  placed  the  re- 
sponsibility for  approving  apprenticeship  and 
on-the-Jub  training  programs  in  Stale  de- 
partments of  labor. 

We  therefore  recommend  that  when  this 
matter  comes  to  your  attention,  that  yuu 
sincerely  recommend  that  these  programs 
be  placed  under  the  direction  of  the  Federal 
and  State  Departments  of  Labor  and  the 
Apprenticeship  Bureaus,  whose  personnel  are 
trained  craftsmen  or  experienced  in  the  field 
of  labor  relations. 

Looking    forward    to    your   cooperation    In 
this  matter,  we  remain, 
Respectfully  yours, 

MiLO  Erickson. 

Secretary. 


SUPPORT  PRICES  FOR  DAIRY  PROD- 
UCTS—TELEGRAM FROM  ROCH- 
ESTER (MINN.)  DAIRY  COOPERA- 
TIVE 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  telegram  received  by  me 
from  the  Rochester  Dairy  Cooperative, 
having  to  do  with  the  parity  of  dairy 
products.  I  agree  with  the  sentiments 
of  the  wire  and  hope  that  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
will  act  to  help  the  dairy  farmer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows; 

Rochester,  Minn.,  February  16,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  H    Humphrey, 

Senate  Office  Building: 
The  board  of  directors  of  this  organization 
today  unanimously  passed  a  resolution  rec- 
ommending that  dairy  products  be  supported 
at  the  same  percentage  of  parity  as  the  basic 
commodities. 

George  P  Daley, 
President,  Rochester  Dairy  Cooperative. 


THE  TIDELANDS  CASE  —  RESOLU- 
TION OF  MOYER  LOCAL  OF  FARM- 
ERS UNION.  NO.  317.  HOLLOWAY. 

MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.      Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 


adopted  by  the  Moyer  Local  of  Farmers 
Union,  No.  317,  Holloway,  Minn.,  con- 
cerning the  so-called  tidelands  oil  ques- 
tion, be  printed  in  the  Record,  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  tldeland.s  oil  has  been  one  of  the 
paramount  is-sues  of  the  last  presidential 
campaign  in  which  Candidate  Eisenhower 
stood  for  States'  rights  and  Stevenson  for 
National  rights  as  it  stood  at  that  time  and 
earmarked  for  school  aid;  and 

Whereas  President  Truman  on  departing 
from  the  Capital  assigned  tidelands  oil  to 
and  earmarked  same  for  naval  reserves.  Now 
that  the  door  has  been  slammed  shut  on  tide- 
lands  oil,  it  will  be  up  to  the  new  President 
to  reopen  this  case  and  make  good  his 
promise  to  the  States:   Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  we,  the  members  of  the 
Moyer  Local  of  the  Farmers  Union,  No.  317, 
demand  that  in  case  tidelands  be  reopened 
or  changed  In  any  way  that  it  be  assigned 
and  earmarked  for  school  aid  to  its  former 
status. 

Mrs    Merlyn  Petrick, 

Secretary -Treasurer. 
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REPORT  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 

was  submitted; 

By  Mr.  MAYBANK.  from  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency: 

S  799  A  bill  to  amend  the  Defense  Hous- 
ing rtjid  Community  Facilities  and  Services 
Act  of  19,51.  as  amended;  without  amend- 
ment  (Kept.  No.  46) . 


BILLS     AND     JO  INI      RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

B.Hs  and  joint  resolutioris  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time, 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr    HENNINGS    (for   himself,   Mr. 
ANDER.SON     Mr     M\rtin,    Mr     Morse, 
a!id    Mr    Symington)  : 
S   970    A  bill  authorizing  the  construction 
of   an    appropriate    memorial    upon    the    Jef- 
ferson    National     Expansion     Memorial     Na- 
tional   Historic   Site;    to    the   Committee   on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

(See  the  roniarks  of  Mr  Hennincs  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr  CARLSON: 
S  971.  A  bill  to  authorize  films,  and  re- 
lated material,  f.ir  educational  use  to  be 
tran.'^mitted  through  the  malls  at  the  rate 
jjrovided  for  books;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post   Office    and    Civil    S:'rvice. 

By  Mr  GOLDWATER  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Hayden)  ; 
S  972  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisition 
of  additl  mal  land  for  the  United  States  Bor- 
der Inspection  Station  at  Nogales,  .\rlr ; 
the  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications 
for  additional  buildings  and  facilities  on 
such  land,  the  construction  of  additional 
buildings  and  facilities  thereon;  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr    LEHMAN: 
S  973    A  bill   for   the  relief  of   Dr,   Jawad 
Heduyaty;  and 

S.  974  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Chinese  children;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    MAYBANK    (for    himself   and 
Mr,    Capehart)  : 
S  975.  A  bin   to  amend  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended;   to  the  Com- 
mittee oa  Bankh.g  and  Currency. 


By  Mr.  GREEN: 
8  976.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  Vltalizatlon  and  Retirement  Equali- 
zation Act  of  1948  to  correct  injustice  and 
to  provide  for  the  payment  of  certain 
amounts  of  compensation  to  officers  who  were 
found  under  the  provisions  of  that  act  to 
have  been  removed  from  the  active  list  of 
the  Army  without  Justification  and  who  were 
subsequently  restored  to  the  active  list  or  ad- 
vanced on  the  retired  list;  to  the  Committee 
on   Armed   Services. 

By    Mr.    SMITH    of    New    Jersey    (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Aiken)  : 
S    977      A    bill    to    amend    the    National 
Science    Foundation     Act    of     1950;     to    the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By    Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Colorado    (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Capehakt)  : 
S  978    A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  In  order  to  expedite  and  facilitate 
the    termination    of    railroad    reorganization 
proceedings   under  section   77  of   the  Bank- 
ruptcy   Att    and    to    require    the    Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  consider,  in  stock 
modification  plans,  the  assents  of  controlled 
or    controlling   stockholders,    and    for    other 
purposes;    to   the   Committee    on    Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr    DIRKSEN: 
S.  979    A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Dr.   James 
C    S.  Lee;  and 

S  980.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Jang  Kee 
Nam;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MANSFIELD: 
S  981     A  bill  to  provide  for  the  renewal  of 
patent   No    1.858.087,    to  the  Committee   on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 
S.  982.  A     bill     for     the    relief    of    Helena 
Lewicka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
S  983    A  bill  to  carry  out  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commis- 
sion   with    respect    to    duty    concessions    on 
Swl.ss  watch  movements;   to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

By  Mr    McCARRAN: 
"S.  984.  A  bin  making  provision  for  Judicial 
review  of  certain  Tax  Court  decisions;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PASTORE: 
S  985.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cesare  Maz- 
roiietto.     Alma     Zane     Mazzonetto,     Luciano 
Mazi'xjnctto,  and  Mario  Adrlano  Mazzonetto; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S  986    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ishl  Wash- 
burn  and  Terry  Wendell  Washburn;   to  the 
Cunimittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    SALTONSTALL: 

5  987.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage  of 
60-cent  pieces  In  commemoration  of  the 
tercentennial  celebration  oi  the  founding  of 
the  city  of  Northampton,  Mass.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

6  988.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  August  Ale- 
Butl  and  Vilma  Kann  Alcsutl; 

S  989  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Jlng 
Peo  Feng; 

S  990  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  the  town  of  Lancaster.  Mass.,  for 
the  loss  of  taxes  on  certain  property  in  such 
town  acquired  by  the  United  States  for  use 
for  military  purposes; 

8  991.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yoko  Ita- 
bashi; 

S  992.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Apostolos 
Savvas  Vassllladls;  and 

S  993  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Suzanne 
T  can  Amerongen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  himself. 
Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr,  Hum- 
phrey, lAr.  KxTAUVER,  Mr.  Mcrkay, 
and  Mr.  Neely)  : 

S.  994.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  authorize  assistance  to  States 
and  their  subdivisions  In  the  development 
and  maintenance  of  local  public  health  unit*. 


and  for  other  purposes;    to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
S.  995.  A  blU   for  the  relief  of   Margarete 
Lilly  Tschiga; 

S.  996.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marguarete 
EmellanofI; 

S.  997.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chuan  Hua 
Lowe  and  his  wife;  and 

8  998.  A  bill  to  amend  section  324A  of 
the  Nationality  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
to  provide  for  the  nationalization  of  certain 
aliens  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  In  time 
of  war  or  hostilities;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   CASE    (for   himself.   Mr.   Bar- 
rett. Mr.   Butler   of  Maryland.  Mr. 
Carlson,    Mr.    Chavez,    Mr.    Cooper, 
Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Duff,  Mr.  Fergu- 
son, Mr.  Flandsrs,  Mr.  Gillette,  Mr. 
Goldwater.    Mr.    Hendrickson,    Mr. 
Humphrey.  Mr    Hunt,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Jackson,    Mr.    Kefauver.    Mr.    Ken- 
vedy,  Mr.  KiLGORE.  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr. 
Magnuson.  Mr.  Mansfield.  Mr.  Mc- 
Carran.  Mr.  Murray.  Mr.  Neely.  Mr. 
Pastore,  Mr.  Payne.  Mr.  Potter,  Mr. 
SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jer- 
sey, and  Mr.  Tobey  )  : 
S.  999.  A    bill    to    provide   an    elected    city 
council,  school  board,  and  nonvoting  delegate 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to   the   Committee   on   the   District   of    Co- 
lumbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Case  when  he  in- 
troduced the  at)ove  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  six  bills.  I  am 
introducing  the  bills  at  this  time  in  order 
that  they  may  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  so  the 
committee  may  then  refer  them  to  the 
appropriate  subcommittees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bills 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

By  Mr.  CASE  (by  request)  : 

S.  1000.  A  bill  to  revive  section  3  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Public  School  Food 
Services  Act; 

S.  1001.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  approved 
March  3,  1899  (30  Stat.  1045,  1057,  ch.  422 ) .  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
special   policemen,    and   for   other  purposes; 

S.  1002.  A  bill  to  remove  restrictions  on 
the  use  ot  a  portion  of  square  355  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  acquired  by  the  District 
of  Columbia  as  part  of  a  site  for  a  whole- 
sale farmers'  produce  market; 

S.  1003.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  financing 
of  open-air  concerts  and  free  children's  con- 
certs by  the  National  Symphony  Orchestra 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S  10C4  A  bill  to  amend  section  86,  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  the  United  States,  relating 
to  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  amended;  and 

S.  1005.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Boiler  Inspec- 
tion Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee   on    the   District   of   Columbia. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY   (for  himself,  Mr. 
Lehman,  and  Mr.  Murray)  : 

S.  1006.  A  bill  to  promote  greater  economy 
In  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment by  providing  for  a  consolidated  cash 
budget,  a  separation  of  operating  from  capi- 
tal expenditiues,  the  scheduling  of  legisla- 
tive action  on  appropriation  measures,  yea- 
and-nay  votes  on  amendments  to  appropria- 
tion measures,  and  a  presidential  item  veto; 
to  the  jCommlttee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphhet  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 


By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.  1007.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Splros  A. 
Magoulas; 

S.  1008.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adamantlos 
Arakas:  and 

S.  1009.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Zoltan  Weln- 
garten;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    LEHMAN: 

8.  1010.  A  biU  to  provide  that  licenses 
granted  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
for  power  projects  in  the  international  sec- 
tion of  the  St.  Lawrence  River  shall  be  con- 
ditioned so  as  to  assure  marketing  prefer- 
ences to  public  agencies  and  cooperatives;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lehman  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By    Mr.    CLEMENTS: 

S.  1011.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Bosco 
Lomonaco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

S  1012.  A  bill  to  provide  certain  benefits 
for  members  of  reserve  comfyonents  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force  who  suffer  disability  or 
death  from  disease  while  engaged  in  inactive 
duty  training,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S.  1013  (by  request).  A  bill  providing  that 
the  title  to  certain  lands  within  the  Stock- 
bridge-Munsee  Indian  Reservation.  Wis.,  shall 
be  held  in  trust  for  the  use  of  the  Stock- 
bridge- Munsee  Community.  Inc.,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

S.  1014  (by  request).  A  bill  to  amend  the 
act  of  Congress  of  September  3.  1935  (49  Stat. 
1085),  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  1015.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Con- 
cepta  (Ida  Rlegel);  and 

S.  1016.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Echaltel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 

S.  1017.  A  bin  relating  to  the  rights  of 
the  several  States  in  tidelands  and  in  lands 
beneath  navigable  inland  waters,  and  to  the 
recognition  of  equities  in  submerged  lands 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  adjacent  to  the 
shores  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LONG: 

S.  1018.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  George  Ellia 
Ellison;  to  the  Commute  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 

S.  1019.  A  bill  to  provide  a  channel  across 
St.  George  Island  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
into  Apalachlcola  Bay,  Pla. 

8.  1020.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  a  channel  at  East  Point  in  Apa- 
lachicola  Bay,  Fla.;   and 

S.  1021.  A   bill    to  authorize  the  dredging 
of  a  boat  basin  at  Apalachlcola,  Pla.;  to  the 
Committee  on  PubHc  Works. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 

S.  1022.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  L.  R. 
Swarthout  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Harold 
Swarthout;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  1023.  A  bill  to  supplement  the  railway 
safety  appHance  acts,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Porelgn 
Commerce. 

S.  1024.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  certain  Judgments 
awarded  the  Confederated  Bands  of  Umpqua 
and  Calapooia  Indians  of  the  Umpqua  Val- 
ley and  the  Mo-lal-la-las  or  Molel  Tribe  ot 
Indians  by  the  Court  of  Claims;   and 

S.  1025.  A  bni  to  provide  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  certain  Judgments 
awarded  the  Alcea  Band  of  Tillamooks,  Co- 
qullle  Tribe,  Too-too-to-ney  Tribe  and  the 
Chetco  Tribe  of  Indians  by  the  Court  of 
Claims;  to  the  Committee  on  Interlcff  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remark:?  of  Mr.  Mokse  when  he  In- 
troduced the  last  three  above-mentioned 
bills,  which  appear  under  separate  headings.) 
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By    Mr.    LEHMAN    (for    hlmaeU.    Mr. 
DOT7CLAS,  Mr.  OREZif,  Mr.  Hnx,  Mr. 
HiTMPHXET.  Mr.  Ketauvks.  Mr.  Mac- 
ifusoN.  Mr.  MANsrtEU),  Mr.  Musxat, 
and  Mr.  Pastobe)  : 
8.  J.  Res.  45.  Joint  rcflolution  providing  for 
development  of   the  resources  of  the  Great 
Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Basin  in  the  public  in- 
terest and  for  national  seciirlty  and  conti- 
nental   defense   of    the    United    States    and 
Canada;  creating  the  St.  Lawrence  Develop- 
ment Corporation  to  finance,  construct,  and 
operate  certain  works  in  the  International 
Rapids  section  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River  as 
a   self-liquidating   project;    authorizing    the 
President  to  negotiate  certain  arrangements 
with  the  Government  of  Canada  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  navigation  rights  of  the  United 
States  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  the  St.  Law- 
rence River;   authorizing  the  preparation  of 
plans  for  disposal  of  St.  Lawrence  power  in 
the   interest   of   consumers   in   the   State   cf 
New  Tork  and  the  New  England  States;  and 
for   other    purposes;    to    the   Committee    on 
Foreign  Relations. 

(Sec  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lehman  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
8.  J.  Res.  46.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
an  Alaska  International  Rail  and  Highway 
Commission:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Magnuson  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution, 
which  app>ear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 
8.  J.  R38.  47.  Joint  resolution  pertaining  to 
the  recent  Netherlands  disaster;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Magnuson)  : 
8.  J.  Res.  48.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  to  desig- 
nate a  highway  system  to  be  known  as  the 
Lewis  and  Clark  National  Tourway;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Public  Works. 


CONSTRUCTION  OP  APPROPRIATE 
MEMORIAL  UPON  THE  JEFFERSON 
NATIONAL  EXPANSION  MEMORIAL 
HISTORIC  SITE 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson],  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin),  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse),  and 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Syming- 
ton ).  I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  JeCTerson  National  Expansion 
Memorial  at  the  site  of  old  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  in  accordance  with  the  plan  ap- 
proved by  the  United  States  Tenitorial 
Expansion  Memorial  Commission. 

The  idea  of  establishing  a  suitable  me- 
morial to  commemorate  the  Louisiana 
Purchase  of  March  9,  1804.  by  Thomas 
Jefferson  J  originated  with  a  group  of 
public-spirited  citizens  from  Missouri 
and  the  adjacent  States.  It  was  the 
dream  of  this  group  that  those  Amer- 
ican pioneers  whose  intrepid  spirit 
opened  up  the  great  western  domain  of 
our  country  should  be  honored  through 
the  erection  of  a  fitting  memorial  on  the 
site  of  the  transfer  of  the  upper  Louisi- 
ana Territory  and  of  many  other  events 
of  great  historical  importance — a  me- 
morial whose  dignity  and  beauty  would 
serve  as  an  inspiration  to  all  Americans 
and  a  constant  reminder  of  the  frontiers 
which  still  challenge  our  courage  and 
our  fortltui^  today. 

A  rdsuQt^  Ol  what  has  transpired  since 
th«  iriam  were  conceived  two  decades 


ago  is  contained  in  House  Report  2433 
of  the  81st  Congress.  Since  that  docu- 
ment is  available.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
not  repeat  all  the  details  at  this  time, 
except  to  say  that  the  United  States 
Territorial  Expansion  Memorial  Com- 
mission was  established  by  joint  resolu- 
tion of  the  Congress  in  1934;  that  funds 
were  allocated  in  1935  for  acquisition  and 
development  of  a  historical  site  for  the 
memorial:  and  that  following  the  con- 
tribution of  the  necessary  funds  by  the 
city  of  St.  Louis,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  acquired  the  land  within  the  his- 
toric site,  aggregating  82.58  acres,  by 
condemnation. 

The  plans  for  the  site  not  only  include 
the  erection  of  the  memorial  itself,  but 
also  the  preservation  of  the  old  court- 
house, built  in  1839,  which  houses  a  mu- 
seum telling  the  story  of  our  westward 
expansion:  the  Manuel  Lisa  Warehouse, 
built  in  1818;  the  old  cathedral,  built  in 
1834,  which  contains  a  museum  of  re- 
ligious treasures;  the  construction  of  a 
pioneer  village,  and  many  other  exhibi- 
tions of  historical  significance. 

In  order  to  provide  for  suitable  de- 
velopment of  the  site,  a  national  archi- 
tectural contest  was  held,  financed  by 
private  citizens  in  the  St.  Louis  area  who 
contributed  more  than  $250,000  to  make 
this  possible.  Of  the  many  designs  and 
recommendations  submitted,  the  one 
finally  selected,  which  is  known  as  the 
Saarinen  plan,  has,  as  its  central  featuie, 
a  great  steel  arch,  approximately  590 
feet  high.  The  design  has  received  the 
approval  of  the  United  States  Territorial 
Expansion  Memorial  Commi-ssion  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

The  total  cost  of  the  project  has  been 
estimated  at  $30  million,  of  which  ap- 
proximately $9  million  has  been  expend- 
ed for  the  original  land  acquisition  and 
development.  Of  this  amount,  $6,750,- 
000  consists  of  Federal  funds  and  $2,250.- 
000  of  funds  furnished  by  the  city  of 
St.  Louis  through  the  sale  of  bonds.  In 
1935,  St.  Louis  voted  a  bond  issue  of 
$7 '2  million  and  $5 '4  million  is  still 
available  to  be  sold  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  development  of  the  river- 
front project  when  matched  3  to  1  by 
Federal  funds,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  bill  and  with  the 
formula  heretofore  followed  in  providing 
funds  for  the  acquisition  of  land  for  the 
memorial  area. 

Many  legal  and  other  obstacles  have 
held  up  the  project,  including  World 
War  II.  Bills  authorizing  the  National 
Park  Service  to  proceed  with  the  develop- 
ment were  pending  in  the  Congress  at 
the  time  of  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in 
Korea.  The  Jefferson  National  Expan- 
sion Memorial  Association,  a  volunteer 
citizens  group  working  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  area,  advised  Congress  that 
in  view  of  tbe  national  defense  needs,  it 
would  request  no  appropriations.  It  is 
felt  now,  however,  that  the  continued  ex- 
istence of  this  large  riverfront  tract, 
without  either  development  or  specific 
authority  for  its  future  development,  is 
having  a  damaging  effect  on  the  business 
district  of  St.  Louis.  As  a  result,  there 
has  been  increasing  pressure  td  utilize 
this  land  for  other  purposes. 

In  the  meantime,  maintenance  costs 
on  the  site  must  continue  while  the  pres- 
ent generation  is  deprived  of  the  patri- 


otic inspiration  and  educational  advan- 
tages and  facilities  of  the  proposed 
memorial.  It  is  no  longer  either  effi- 
cient or  economical.  Mr.  President,  to 
delay  further  the  development  of  this 
project.  The  citizens  who  have  worked 
so  long  and  so  hard  to  bring  the  me- 
morial plan  to  fruition  feel  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  should  keep  faith  with 
the  city  of  St.  Louis  and  that  the  Con- 
gress should  act  now  to  authorize  the 
development  of  the  memorial,  even 
thouRh  appropriations  are  not  made 
available  until  a  later  date. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  further  that 
since  the  .sesquicentennial  of  the  pur- 
chase and  tran.sfer  of  the  upper  Louisi- 
ana Territory  are  at  hand,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  most  fitting  and  proper  that 
the  Congress  authorize  this  project  In  its 
entirety  at  this  time  in  commemoration 
of  these  events 

I  would  like  to  emphasize,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  proposed  Jefferson  Na- 
tional Expansion  Memorial  is  not  in  any 
.sense  a  local  project  of  interest  only  to 
the  Citizens  of  the  St.  Louis  area  but  is. 
on  the  contrary,  a  great  national  enter- 
prise. A  distinguished  member  of  the 
board  of  trustees  of  the  Jefferson  Na- 
tional Expansion  Memorial  Association 
ha.s  stated  this  most  eloquently,  and  I 
would  like  to  quote  his  words: 

As  a  great  mind  Is  no  better  than  its 
memory,  a  iiatiDn  Is  no  greater  than  Its 
hl.stnry  and  traditions.  In  order  to  profit 
by  the  virtues  and  to  avoid  repeating  the 
error.s  of  ibe  past,  it  Is  necessary  that  the 
annal.s  be  preserved  Amnng  the  virtues  of 
national  expansion  was  the  spirit  of  a  hardf 
and  courageous  people,  willing  to  tackle  any 
odds:  amonE;  the  errors  not  to  be  repeated 
In  human  relations  were  the  passive  toler- 
ance of  lawless  elements  and  the  harsh  treat- 
ment and  broken  promises  to  the  fellow 
red  man.  The  preservation  of  the  annals 
of  events  and  traditions  are  vital  to  our 
welfare,  lest  we  forget  the  things  we  should 
remember,  lest  we  repeat  the  things  that 
have  proven  false. 

And  finally,  Mr  President,  I  would  like 
to  quote  briefly  from  the  announcement 
of  the  architectural  competition  for  the 
Jefferson  National  Eitpansion  Memorial: 

The  purpose  of  the  memorial — 

It  Stated — 

Is  not  only  to  commemorate  the  past  but 
al.so.  and  especially,  to  keep  alive  in  the 
present  and  In  the  future  the  daring  and 
uiurammeled  spirit  that  inspired  Thomas 
Jefferson  and  his  aides  to  offer  men  of  all 
nations  new  opportunities  under  democracy 
by  consummating  the  Louisiana  Purchase; 
the  spirit  that  moved  pioneers  and  heroes 
of  thoukjht  and  action  from  all  the  world 
to  press  westward  with  a  constructiv* 
eneriiy  and  courage  scarcely  equaled  in  his- 
tory; the  spirit  that  conceived  and  made 
p(jsslble  the  territorial  Integrity  and  national 
greatness  of   the   United  States  of  America. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair  >.  The  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

The  bill  (S.  970'  authorizing  the  con- 
struction of  an  appropriate  memorial 
upon  the  Jefferson  National  Expansion 
Memorial  National  Historic  Site,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Hennings  ifor  himself,  Mr. 
Anderson.  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Morse,  and 
Mr.  Symington),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
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ELECTED  CITY  COUNCIL,  SCHOOL 
BOARD,  AND  NONVOTING  DELE- 
GATE TO  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENT- 
ATIVES. FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  32  other  Senators,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
provide  an  elected  city  council,  school 
board  and  nonvoting  delegate  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  the  District 
of  Columbia.  The  number  of  the  32 
Senators  is  the  largest  group  ever  to  pro- 
pose a  home-rule  measure. 

The  bill  is  essentially  the  same  bill 
that  passed  the  Senate  last  year  (S. 
19761.  The  number  of  the  new  bill,  I 
am  advised,  will  be  S.  999. 

The  size  of  the  council  proposed  is 
changed  from  15  to  9  to  conform  to  the 
size  of  the  present  Citizens  Advisory 
Council,  created  since  the  elected  coun- 
cil bill  was  last  considered.  The  school 
board  also  would  continue  as  a  nine- 
man  body  under  this  bill. 

Consistent  with  this  plan,  there  would 
be  three  wards  with  three  members  each 
of  the  council  and  .school  board  to  be 
nominated  from  each  ward  but  elected 
at  large.  The  bill  pi-ovides  for  a  Presi- 
dentially  appointed,  Senate-confirmed 
mayor  as  before. 

I  shall  submit  to  the  District  Com- 
mittee, when  it  considers  the  bill,  an 
amendment  to  provide  a  congressional 
veto  along  the  lines  of  similar  provi- 
sions in  earlier  home-rule  bills. 

The  sponsors  of  the  bill  are  myself 
and  Senators  Barrett,  Bxttler  of  Mary- 
land. Carlson,  Chavez,  Cooper,  Douglas, 
Duff.  Ferguson,  F:landers.  Gillette, 
Goldwater,  Hendrickson,  Humphrey, 
Hunt,  Ives,  Jackson.  Kefauver.  Ken- 
nedy. KiLcoRE,  Lehman,  Magnuson, 
Mansfield,  McCarram,  Murray,  Neely, 
Pastore,  Payne.  Potter,  Smith  of  New 
Jcr.sey.  Tobey,  and  S^ltonstall. 

The  bill  (S.  999)  tc  provide  an  elected 
city  council,  school  lx)ard  and  nonvot- 
ing delegate  to  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
for  other  purpo.ses,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Case  (for  himself  and  other  Senators), 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 


ECONOMY  ACT  OF  1953 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  be  known  as  the  Economy  Act  of 
1953.  It  is  designed  to  promote  greater 
economy  in  the  operations  of  the  Federal 
Government  by  providing  for  a  consoli- 
dated cash  budget,  a  separation  of  oper- 
ating from  capital  expenditures,  the 
scheduling  of  legislative  action  on  ap- 
propriation measures,  yea  and  nay  votes 
on  amendments  to  appropriation  meas- 
ures, and  a  Presideni-ial  item  veto. 

I  was  very  pleased  to  notice  in  a  recent 
column  by  the  distinguished  journalist, 
Mr.  Robert  S.  Allen,  that  the  Eisenhower 
administration  is  considering  the  adop- 
tion of  a  new  budget  system  which  in 
itself  will  make  possible  a  bookkeeping 
saving  of  $3,250,000,000.  This  new 
budget  system  is  exactly  the  proposal 
that  I  have  been  majcing  since  the  81st 


Congress.    It  calls  for  a  "consolidated 
cash  budget." 

The  consolidated  cash  budget  is  the 
only  way  in  which  the  national  fiscal 
picture  can  be  presented  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  truly  and  accurately.  It 
shows  the  actual  flow  of  money  between 
the  Government  and  the  people.  It 
would  be  a  true  measure  of  the  impact 
of  the  budget  on  our  economy  in  that 
it  would  eliminate  from  the  budget  pay- 
ments and  receipts  from  Federal  trust 
funds.  I  urge  that  our  Government 
provide  the  American  people  with  a  real- 
istic basis  for  relating  the  budget  to  the 
economic  environment  so  as  to  permit 
intelligent  debate  on  the  budget  by 
adopting  the  consolidated  cash  budget. 
I  am  pleased  that  this  proposal  has  in 
the  past  strongly  been  supported  by  the 
Committee  for  Economic  Development. 
A  second  provision  of  my  bill  is  de- 
signed to  separate  operating  from  capi- 
tal expenditures  of  the  budget.  Every 
business  concern  makes  such  a  distinc- 
tion clear  in  its  fiscal  operation.  The 
Hoover  Commission  proposed  as  one  of 
its  central  recommendations  that  these 
two  forms  of  expenditures  be  separated 
in  our  budget. 

Basic  to  the  fiscal  operations  of  our 
Government  must  be  the  ability  of  Con- 
gress intelligently,  carefully,  and  per- 
severingly  to  scrutinize  the  budget  re- 
quests that  come  from  the  executive 
branch.  We  have  been  in  the  past  dere- 
lict in  our  responsibility  in  meeting  that 
objective.  I  am  pleased  to  be  a  cospon- 
sor  of  the  bill,  as  presented  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  McClel- 
lan],  which  would  create  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Budget,  and  which  would 
provide  adequate  staff  to  check  careful- 
ly every  budget  item  so  that  the  Con- 
gress can  carry  out  its  responsibilities 
more  carefully.  In  addition  to  that  pro- 
posal, however,  it  is  also  necessary  that 
Congress  schedule  its  legislative  action 
on  appropriations  more  carefully.  This 
is  the  third  proposal  in  my  bill. 

The  Economy  Act  of  1953  provides  for 
the  chairmen  and  the  ranking  minority 
members  of  the  Committees  on  Appro- 
priations of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Senate  to  work  with  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  President 
of  the  Senate  to  establish  and  then  to 
adhere  to  a  specific  schedule  for  han- 
dling appropriation  measures.  In  re- 
cent years  appropriation  measures  have 
rarely  been  enacted  in  time  for  the  be- 
ginning of  the  fiscal  year.  The  uncer- 
tainties and  waste  arising  from  this  de- 
lay should  be  avoided. 

The  fourth  essential  program  in  my 
bill  provides  for  yea-and-nay  votes  on 
appropriation  measures.  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  talk  about  economy,  but 
that  talk  is  not  always  accompanied  by 
consistent  action.  The  voters  in  a  de- 
mocracy have  a  right  to  know  how  their 
representatives  have  been  acting  on  cru- 
cial appropriation  measures.  The  Econ- 
omy Act  of  1953  is  an  effective  way  for 
Members  of  Congress  to  be  counted  on 
issues  affecting  economy.  It  would  pro- 
vide actual  yea-and-nay  votes  on  all  ap- 
propriation measures. 

Finally,  the  bill  would  establish  a  Pres- 
idential item  veto.  Such  an  item  veto 
is  essential  in  an  overall  program  for 
economy.   It  can  act  tis  an  effective  bar- 


rier against  logrolling  and  legislative 
riders  and  thus  curtail  the  needless  pork- 
barrel  items  from  being  Included  in  the 
appropriation  bills.  An  item  veto  is 
standard  practice  in  39  States.  Congress 
itself  has  approved  this  plan  in  the  past 
In  authorizing  the  chief  executive  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  and  Puerto  Rico  to 
veto  individual  items  In  appropriation 
bills.  This  proposal  is  designed  to  es- 
tablish that  provision  within  constitu- 
tional limitations. 

I  make  a  plea  for  honest  legislative 
consideration  of  the  bill.  The  present 
budget  practices  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment are  more  than  30  years  old.  They 
need  to  be  revitalized  to  bring  about  ef- 
ficient economy  in  Government.  Our 
Government's  antiquated  budget  should 
be  placed  on  a  businesslike  basis.  We 
need  to  streamline  our  budget  machinery 
and  thus  provide  a  constructive  and 
nonpolitical  approach  to  the  problem  of 
our  economy.  We  need  to  provide  the 
facts  to  the  American  people,  so  that 
they  can  legislate  economy  intelligently 
and  constructively. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1006)  to  promote  greater 
economy  in  the  operations  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  by  providing  for  a  con- 
solidated cash  budget,  a  separation  of 
operating  from  capital  expenditures,  the 
scheduling  of  legislative  action  on  ap- 
propriations measures,  yea-and-iay 
votes  on  amendrcents  to  appropriation 
measures,  and  a  Presidential  item  veto, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Humphrey  (for  him- 
self. Mr.  Lehman,  and  Mr.  Murray),  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 


' 


LICENSES  GRANTED  BY  FEDERAL 
POWER  COMMISSION  FOR  POWER 
PROJECTS  IN  INTERNATIONAL 
SECTION  OF  ST.  LAWRENCE  RIVER 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  that  licenses  granted  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  for  power 
projects  in  the  international  section  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  River  shall  be  condi- 
tioned so  as  to  assure  marketing  prefer- 
ences to  public  agencies  and  coopera- 
tives. 

The  bill  is  identical  .with  a  bill  being 
introduced  today  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Representative  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt,  Jr.  Our  joint  purpose  in 
introducing  the  bill  is  to  insure  that  the 
benefits  of  cheap  hydroelectric  power 
produced  by  harnessing  the  St.  Law- 
rence River  will  flow  to  the  ultimate 
consumers. 

The  present  New  York  Power  Au- 
thority has  expressed  its  resistance  to 
any  plan  making  preference  sales  to 
rural  consumers,  municipalities,  rural 
cooperatives,  and  other  groups  entitled 
to  preferences  under  the  public -power 
pohcy  which  the  New  York  Power  Au- 
thority, in  past  years,  did  so  much  to 
develop.  If  this  cheap  power  is  sold  di- 
rectly to  existing  private  power  com- 
panies, the  ultimate  cost  to  the  con- 
sumer will  certainly  not  reflect  the  sav- 
ing normally  derived  from  public  proj- 
ects. 
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The  bills  are  necessitated  by  the  grow- 
ing assiunption  that  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  may  grant  a  license  to  the 
New  York  Power  Authority  for  the  op- 
eration of  the  St.  Lawrence  power  proj- 
ect. There  is  some  doubt  that  the  PPC, 
under  present  law,  has  the  legal  author- 
ity to  insert  all  the  necessary  safeguards 
of  the  public  interest.  Thus,  there  would 
be  no  assurance  that  the  public  would 
benefit  from  cheap  St.  Lawrence  pwwer. 
We  propose  to  grant  the  FPC  all  the 
legal  authority  it  needs,  if  in  fact  it  needs 
any,  to  insist  on  the  necessary  safe- 
guards. Our  bill  would  remove  all  doubt. 
It  would  instruct  the  FPC  to  insert  the 
safeguards  into  the  license. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1010)  to  provide  that  li- 
censes granted  by  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  for  power  projects  in  the 
international  section  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence River  shall  be  conditioned  so  as  to 
assure  marketing  preferences  to  public 
agencies  and  cooperatives,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Lehman,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
Its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 


SUPPLEMENT  TO  RAILWAY  SAFETY 
APPLIANCE  ACTS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce a  bill  which  is  designed  to  close  a 
gap  in  the  present  railway  safety  ap- 
pliance law,  and  I  request  that  it  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Although  I  have  mentioned  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, because  I  think  this  is  where  the 
bill  would  automatically  go,  yet  if  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Chair  it  should  be  re- 
ferred to  some  other  committee,  I  accept 
the  judgment. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  ex- 
planatory statement  of  the  bill  which  I 
have  prepared  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1023  >  to  supplement  the 
railway  safety  appliance  acts,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Morse,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Morse  is  as 
follows: 

Stattmknt  Bt  Senator  Morse 
As  a  result  of  the  following  cases,  Risberg 
V.  Duluth  M.  <fe  /.  Railroad  Co.  (233  Minn. 
396.  47  N.  W.  2d  113:  cert,  denied.  342  U.  S. 
832;  rehearing  denied.  342  U.  S.  895).  Hart- 
ley V.  B.  <fr  O.  Railroad  Co.  (194  F.  2d  560 
(C.  A.  3)  ):  and  Fatten  v.  B.  <t  O.  Railroad 
Co..  and  Duquesne  Slag  Products  Company 
(C.  A.  3),  decided  June  23.  1952.  If  a  railroad 
company  delivers  a  car  with  a  defective 
brake  to  a  consignee,  so  that  the  car  is  at 
the  moment  of  an  acoldent  on  the  consig- 
nee's private  track,  the  application  of  the 
safety  appliance  laws  to  the  car  Is  auto- 
matically terminated. 

This  means  that  a  brakeman  riding  a  car 
while  still  on  the  line  of  the  railroad  com- 
pany, is  covered  by  the  absolute  liability 
imposed  by  the  safety  appliance  laws.  The 
the  car  croeses  onto  the  property  oX 


a  conalgnee  to  whom  It  ia  being  delivered, 
the  brakeman  is  no  longer  protected,  even 
though  bis  duties  on  behalf  of  the  railroad 
necessarily  takes  him  onto  the  property  of 
the  consignee.  This  ruling  is  predicated  on 
the  words.  "In  use  on  its  line"  In  the  statute. 

Similarly,  though  the  carrier  delivering  a 
car  with  defective  brakes  might  have  re- 
sponsibility to  an  employee  of  the  consignee, 
be  he  a  miner  or  warehouseman  or  a  pri- 
vate industry  employee.  If  he  Is  injured 
while  on  the  car  immediately  outside  the 
gates  of  the  consignee's  property,  once  the 
car  passes  into  the  plant  property  the  pro- 
tection of  this  statute  is  lost  to  that  worker. 
This  is  true  even  though  the  car  involved  Is 
making  a  single  move  of  only  several  hun- 
dred feet,  part  within  and  part  without  the 
property  line. 

This  is  unfair,  unrealistic  and  contrary  to 
the  intended  purpose  of  the  statute.  Con- 
gress intended  to  make  railroads  responsible 
for  the  cars  they  put  into  lise.  or  submit  to 
customers  to  load  or  unload  at  the  begin- 
ning or  end  of  the  trip.  Congress  presumed 
that  only  railroads  know  and  understand  the 
mechanics  of  these  safety  appliances,  it 
was  designed  to  place  on  them  alone  the  ab- 
solute responsibility  for  their  good  con- 
dition. 

The  bill  would  extend  the  carrier's  present 
liability  for  defective  equipment  to  Injuries 
which  result  from  such  defects  Incurred 
upon  the  property  of  the  consignee. 


ENROLLMENT  OP  VARIOUS  INDIAN 
TRIBES  IN  OREGON 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  two  bills 
which  provide  for  the  enrollment  of  vari- 
ous Indian  tribes  in  Oregon.  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bills,  to- 
gether with  my  statement,  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bills  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and.  without  objection,  the 
bills  and  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1024)  to  provide  for  the 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  certain 
judgments  awarded  the  Confederated 
Bands  of  Umpqua  and  Calapooia  Indians 
of  the  Umpqua  Valley  and  the  Mo-lal- 
la-las  or  Molel  Tribe  of  Indians  by  the 
Court  of  Claims,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Morse,  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  prepare  a  roll  of  the  members  cif  the 
Confederated  Bands  of  Umpqua  and  Cala- 
pooia Indians  of  the  Umpqua  Valley  living 
on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  nnd 
a  roll  of  the  members  of  the  Mo-lai-ia-l;t.-^ 
or  Molel  Tribe  of  Indians  living  on  the  dale 
of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  withdraw  frnm 
the  Treasury  the  funds  deposited  therein 
pursuant  to  the  Supplemental  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1952.  to  the  credit  of  the  trll>es 
referred  to  in  the  first  section  of  this  act 
as  proceeds  of  Judgments  In  their  favor 
rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims  In  case 
No.  46231.  and  to  pay  to  each  person  whose 
name  appears  on  the  rolls  of  members  of 
such  tribes  prepared  under  the  first  section 
of  this  act  his  per  capita  share  of  such 
funds  depoelted  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  his  respective  tribe.  The  money  paid  to 
such  persons  under  this  act  shall  not  be  sub- 
ject to  any  lien  or  claim  of  any  uaiure 
against  any  of  such  persons. 


The  bill  (S.  1025)  to  provide  for  the 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  certain 
judgments  awarded  the  Alcea  Band  of 
Tillamooks,  CoquiUe  Tribe,  Too-too-to- 
ney  Tribe,  and  the  Chetco  Tribe  of  In- 
dians by  the  Court  of  Claims,  Introduced 
by  Mr.  Morse,  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
preixire  rolls  of  the  members  of  the  Alcea 
Band  of  Tillamooks.  the  CoquiUe  Tribe,  the 
Too-too-to-ney  Tribe,  and  the  Chetco  Tribe 
of  Indians,  living  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act. 

Sec  2  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ia  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  withdraw  from  the 
Treasury  the  funds  deposited  therein  pursu- 
ant to  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1952,  to  the  credit  of  the  tribes  referred  to 
in  the  first  section  of  this  act  as  proceeds 
of  Judgments  In  their  favor  rendered  by  the 
Court  of  Claims,  and  to  pay  to  each  person 
whose  name  appears  on  the  rolls  of  members 
of  such  tribes  prepared  under  the  first  sec- 
tion of  this  act  his  per  capita  share  of  such 
funds  deposited  In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  his  respective  tribe  The  money  paid  to 
such  persons  under  this  act  shall  not  b« 
subject  to  any  lien  or  claim  of  any  nature 
against  any  of  such  persons. 

The  statement  by, Mr.  Morse  Is  as  fol- 
lows : 

STATEME>rr  BT  SENATOR  MORSS 

T  have  IntriKluced,  for  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 
two  bills  which  provide  for  the  enrollment 
of  the  members  of  various  Indian  tribes  in 
Oregon  and  direct  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior ( 1  I  to  withdraw  from  the  Treasury 
fuMd.s  deposited  pursuant  to  the  Second  Sup- 
plemental Appropriation  Act,  1952.  to  the 
credit  (»f  the  Confederated  Bands  of  Umpqua 
and  Calapooia  Indians  of  the  Umpqua  Valley. 
Mu-lal-la-las  or  Mnlel  Trll>e.  Alcea  Band  of 
'IiUamooits,  Coquille  Tribe.  Too-too-to-ney 
Tribe,  and  of  the  Chetco  Tribe  of  Indians, 
as  proceeds  of  favorable  J*tdgments  rendered 
by  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to  each 
such  tribe,  and  (2'  to  pay  to  each  enrolled 
member  his  per  capita  share  of  the  funds 
on  deposit. 

The  bill  (S  10241,  which  provides  for  the 
enroUinent  of  members  and  distribution  of 
the  pri>ceed8  of  Judgments  awarded  the  Con- 
federated Binds  of  Ump<jua  and  Calapo<jla 
IjiUi.ins  of  the  Umpqua  Valley,  and  the  Mo- 
lal-la-las  or  M  )Iel  Tribe  of  Indians,  by  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claim.s.  has  reference 
to  those  Judkjmeiiis  entered  In  the  cases 
Horjur  Hitrr  Tribe  of  Indian.i  et  al.  v.  United 
States  (64  Fed  Supp  339  (  1946  i  ).  and  Rogue 
Rner  Tribe  of  Indian.s  et  al.  v.  United  Stata 
(89   Fed    Supp    799    (1950)  (. 

Those  cases  were  brought  by  the  Rogue 
River.  Coiifedcrated  Bands  of  Umpqua  and 
Cah\p<^)<)la,  and  Mo-lal-la-la«  or  Molel  Indian 
Tribes,  and  others,  to  recover  compensation 
for  lands  alle'.;edly  ceded  to  the  United  States 
under  several  treaties  and  for  other  alleged 
tailurcs  of  the  United  States  to  meet  treaty 
obligations  with  such  tribes.  The  Court  of 
Claims  rendered  Judgments  In  favor  of  the 
Confederated  Bands  of  Umpqua  and  Cala- 
pooia Tribes  and  the  Mo-lal-la-las  or  Molel 
Tribe,  but  denied  recovery  to  the  Rogue  River 
and  other  Indian  tribes.  Final  Judtjments 
were  entered  April  3.  1950.  In  amounts  sub- 
sequently appropriated  by  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act.  1952  (65  Stat.  736),  and 
as  specifically  set  forth  In  Hoiise  Document 
No    218.  82d  Congress. 

The  second  bill  (S.  1025).  providing  for 
the  enrollment  of  members  of  various  tribes 
and  for  a  per  capita  distribution  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  Judgmenu  awarded  the  Alcea  Band 
of  TiUumooks,  CoquiUe,  Too-too-to-ney  and 
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the  Chetco  Tribes  of  Indians  by  the  United 
States  Court  of  Clalmn.  refers  to  those  Judg- 
ments awarded  in  the  case  Alcea  Band  of 
Tillamook.t  et  al.  v.  I'nited  States  (87  Fed. 
Supp  938  (1950)  ).  Tills  ca.se  was  instituted 
by  the  Alcea  Band  of  Tillamooks.  CoquiUe, 
Too-too-to-ney.  and  (I^hetco  Indian  Tribes, 
and  others,  to  recover  for  the  uncompensated 
taking  of  their  lands  by  the  United  States. 
Judgments  were  entered  in  favor  of  the  TlUa- 
mtH)lis,  Too-too-to-ney,  CoquUle,  and  Chetco 
Indian  Tribes  for  the  value  of  their  lands 
taken  In  1855  plus  Irterest  on  such  sums 
from  that  date.  Howe.-er,  the  question  as  to 
the  propriety  of  the  Interest  awarded  went  to 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  a  writ 
of  certiorari.  United  S'ates  v  Alcea  Band  of 
Tillamooks  et  al.  (341  U.  S.  48  (1951)).  with 
the  Supreme  Court  ruling  that  the  Court  of 
Claims  was  in  error  In  awarding  interest. 
Final  Judgments  were  subsequently  entered 
by  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims.  Funds 
lor  the  satisfaction  of  such  Judgments  were 
made  available  by  the  Supplemental  Appro- 
priation Act.  1952  (65  :itat  736),  In  amounts 
as  specifically  set  forth  in  House  Document 
No    218,  82d  Congress. 


GREAT  LAKES-ST.  LAWRENCE 
SEAWAY 

Mr  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  on>  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr  Douglas),  the  .senior  Senator  from 
Rhode  I.sland-(Mr.  Green),  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Hill),  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Humphrey),  the 
Senator  from  Tennef^ee  ( Mr.  Kefauver  1, 
the  Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Mag- 
Nt'SON),  the  junior  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana I  Mr.  Mansfield),  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  I  Mr.  Murray),  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
I  Mr.  Pastore),  I  introduce  for  appro- 
priate reference  a  jcmt  resolution  au- 
thorizing a  dual  purpose  seaway  and 
power  project  on  the  St.  Lawrence  River. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me  explaining  the  joint  resolu- 
tion and  my  reasons  for  introducing  it,, 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
joint  resolution  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred;  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  45) 
providing  for  development  of  the  re- 
.^ources  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence 
Basin  in  the  public  interest  and  for  na- 
tional security  and  continental  defense 
of  the  United  States  and  Canada:  cre- 
ating the  St.  Lawrence  Development  Cor- 
poration to  finance,  construct,  and  oper- 
ate certain  works  in  the  International 
Rapids  Section  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River 
as  a  self -liquidating  project;  authorizing 
the  President  to  negotiate  certain  ar- 
rangements with  the  Government  of 
Canada  for  the  protection  of  the  naviga- 
tion rights  of  the  United  States  on  the 
Great  Lakes  and  the  St.  Lawrence  River; 
authorizing  the  preparation  of  plans  for 
di.>^po.sal  of  St.  Lawrence  power  in  the 
interest  of  consumers  in  the  State  of  New 
York  and  the  New  England  States;  and 
for  other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Lehman  (for  himself  and  other  Sena- 
tors ) .  was  received,  read  twice  by  Its  title, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 


The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Leh- 
KAN  is  as  follows: 

BTATtMMXn     BT     SeNATOB     IfHMAIf 

The  bill  would  create  a  St.  Lawrence  De- 
velopment Corporation  to  finance,  construct, 
and  operate  certain  works  in  the  Interna- 
tional Rapids  section  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
River  as  a  self-liquidating  project.  It  would 
authorize  the  President  to  negotiate  cer- 
tain arrangements  with  the  Government  of 
Canada  for  the  protection  of  the  navigation 
rights  of  the  United  States  on  the  Great 
Lakes  and  the  St.  Lawrence  River.  It  would 
authorize  the  negotiation  of  an  agreement 
with  the  State  of  New  York  for  the  sale  and 
transfer  to  that  State  of  the  power  facili- 
ties, but  attaching  certain  safeguards  of  the 
interests  of  the  consumers  of  New  York  and 
of  surrounding  States. 

It  is  a  proposal  for  a  dual-purpose  project 
in  association  and  partnership  with  Can- 
ada— for  the  construction  of  the  seaway  and 
the  construction  of  a  power  project — the 
seaway  to  be  operated  Jointly  with  Canada 
and  the  power  project  to  be  turned  over  to 
New  York  State  to  be  operated  Jointly  with 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  with  an  equal  shar- 
ing of  the  power  output.  The  novelty  of 
this  proposal  is  first  In  its  dependence  on 
reciprocal  legislation  Instead  of  on  a  formal 
Canadian-United  States  agreement,  and. 
secondly,  upon  the  insertion  Into  this  reso- 
lution of  provision  for  safeguards  of  the 
consumer  Interests — provision  which  was 
formerly  taken  care  of  by  simple  reference 
to  an  agreement  between  the  New  York 
Power  Authority  and  the  United  States  Army 
Engineers. 

This  important  feature  is  contained  In 
section  16,  referring  to  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  State  of 
New  York  which  must  be  reached  prior  to  the 
transfer  o.  the  power  facilities.  Specifically, 
it  Is  required  that  the  agreement  provide 
"safeguards  for  preference  consumers  and 
domestic  and  rural  consumers"  based  upon 
Joint  recommendations  made  by  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  and  the  New  York  Power  Au- 
thority on  February  15.  1946. 

We  have  also  added  a  provision  whereby 
the  Congress  Is  to  be  notified  in  due  time  If 
any  obstacles  are  confronted  in  the  negoti- 
ation of  the  agreement  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  State  of  New  York 
calling  for  the  transfer  to  New  York  State  of 
the  power  facilities. 

The  Joint  resolution  we  are  introducing 
further  differs  from  the  one  we  originally  in- 
troduced last  year  by  our  incorporation  of 
the  Aiken  proposal  of  1952  for  the  setting  up 
of  a  Government  corporation  to  buUd  the 
seaway  and  the  power  project,  the  Corpora- 
tion to  be  authorized  to  finance  Its  opera- 
tions by  Issuance  of  revenue  bonds.  Thus, 
the  taxpayers  are  assured  that  the  project 
wlU  not  cost  them  anything.  The  whole 
project  Is  designed  to  be  self-liquidating. 
And  it  will  be  self-liquidating. 

The  amount  of  capitalization  authorized 
for  the  Corporation  is  based  on  1952  esti- 
mates made  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
These  may  need  to  be  revised  somewhat,  but 
this  can  be  done  when  the  bill  is  considered 
in  committee,  and  when  expert  testimony 
on  this  subject  is  presented. 

The  St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  proj- 
ect has  been  too  long  before  lis.  It  should 
have  been  authorized  years  ago.  It  has  been 
opposed  for  selfish  reasons  by  the  port  cities, 
by  the  railroad  and  coal  interests.  Mean- 
while, this  great  Inland  waterway  resoiirce 
has  continued  to  be  utterly  wasted. 

Now  the  question  of  whether  the  seaway 
should  be  built  is  academic.  It  Is  going 
to  be  built.  Whether  it  wiU  be  built  by  us 
in  association  with  Canada,  or  by  Canada 
alone,  is  the  only  question  left  for  decision. 
The  power  project  is  going  to  be  built. 
Whether  it  will  be  buUt  with  safeguards 
for  the  Interests  of  the  consumers  or  with- 


out those  safeguards  Is  the  only  question  left 
for  decision. 

In  my  Judgment.  It  would  be  a  great  fraud 
on  the  people  of  this  country  to  build  this 
p>ower  project  without  the  safeguards.  It 
would  constitute  an  alienation  of  public 
rights — rights  which  could  not  be  recovered 
for  50  years.  If  then.  The  private  power 
lobby  must  not  be  allowed  to  gain  its  victory 
through  the  back  door. 

However,  this  is  not  the  time  to  discuss 
at  any  great  length  the  pros  and  cons  of 
this  particular  bill.  We  are  presenting  thU 
bill  for  the  consideration  of  the  committee 
and  also  for  the  atlvlce  and  guidance  of  the 
Federal  Power  Corrunission,  to  indicate  the 
legislative  Intent  of  at  least  some  of  us. 

I  am — and  I  think  most  of  the  sponsors 
of  this  bill  are — cosponsors  of  the  Wiley  bill 
which  provides  for  the  construction  of  the 
waterway  and  permits  the  power  to  be  de- 
veloped by  New  York  State  on  grant  of 
license,     without    Begard     to    safeguards.     I 

think  the  procedure  outlined  in  this  blU 

providing  for  a  dual  purpose  project — is 
vastly  superior  in  so  marry  ways  that  those 
ways  do  not  even  need  enumeration  at  this 
point.  It  would  be  better  for  the  project. 
It  would  be  better  for  our  relations  with 
Canada.  It  would  be  better  for  all  the  people 
of  this  country. 

Nevertheless,  If  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee feels  that  the  Wiley  bill  provides  a 
more  practicable  formula.  I  wlU  support  it. 
I  want  to  see  the  seaway  buUt.  But  I  also 
want  safeguards  applied  in  the  distribution 
of  the  power.     1  shaU  fight  for  that. 

This  proposed  Joint  resolution  would,  as 
I  said,  authorize  the  development  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  Basin  by  means  of  reciprocal 
legislation.  The  United  States-British 
Boundary  Waters  Treaty  of  1909  provided 
that  development  of  the  Canadian-United 
States  waterways  could  be  authorized  by  one 
of  two  n^thods: 

(a)  By  agreement  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, or 

(b)  By  concurrent  or  reciprocal  legisla- 
tion on  the  part  of  Congress  and  the  Par- 
liament of  Canada 

On  the  19th  of  March.  1941.  an  agreement 
was  concluded  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  pertaining  to  utilization  of  the 
water  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Basin. 
This  agreement  provided  for  the  development 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  including  power  and  a 
seaway,  substantially  as  we  seek  It  today. 
Unfortunately,  this  agreement  was  never 
approved  by  the  United  States  Congress. 
The  most  recent  action  taken  was.  of  course, 
the  recommittal  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
27  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions in  June  of  1952  by  a  vote  of  43  to  40. 

Subsequently,  on  November  4.  1952.  the 
Canadian  Government  notified  the  United 
States  Government  that  It  no  longer  con- 
sidered the  1941  agreement  binding  and  did 
not  intend  to  submit  it  to  Parliament  for 
approval.  Canada  Informed  us  that  she  pro- 
posed to  build  the  fieaway  as  an  all -Canadian 
project,  but  she  left  the  door  open  for  us 
to  Join  in  this  project  later  if  we  wanted  to. 
Hence  for  all  practical  purposes  the  1941 
agreement  is  no  longer  in  existence. 

We  now  propose  to  get  the  dual-purpose 
project  built  by  reciprocal  legislation.  The 
introduction  of  this  resolution  will  indicate 
to  our  Canadian  neighbors  that  we  are  stUl 
Interested  in  the  St.  Lawrence  project  as  a 
dual-purpose  project  and  that  we  stUl  hope 
for  and  desire  cooperation  and  partnership 
with  Canada  in  this  great  development  along 
our  northern  borders. 

The  Joint  resolution  contains  nothing 
which  has  not  be<;n  previously  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress. 


ALASKA  INTERNATIONAL  RAIL  AND 
HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 

Mr.   MAGNUSON.     Mr.  President,   I 
introduce  for  appropriate   reference   a 


I 
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Joint  resolution  to  establish  an  Alaska 
International  Rail  and  Highway  Com- 
mission. I  ask  unanlmoxis  consent  that 
a  statement  prepared  by  me  explaining 
the  joint  resolution  be  printed  in  the 

RXCORD. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Joint  resolution  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred;  and,  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  46)  to 
establish  an  Alaska  International  Rail 
and  Highway  Commission,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Magntjson,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  statement-  by  Mr.  Magntjson  is  as 
follows : 

Statement   Bt    Scmatos   Magnttson 

I  have  today  Introduced  a  Joint  resolu- 
tion to  establish  *an  Alaska  International 
RaU  and  Highway  Commission.  I  propose 
a  Commission  of  11  members  to  be  ap- 
■  pointed  by  the  President;  5  from  the  Con- 
gress; 3  from  the  executive  branch,  and  3 
from  the  Pacific  Northwest  and  Alaska. 

The  Commission  would  study  the  advan- 
tages of  ( 1 )  constructing  a  railroad  connect- 
ing the  continental  United  States  with 
Alaska,  and  (2)  building  a  direct,  much 
shorter  highway  linking  Alaska  with  our 
western  coastal  States,  and  capable  of  bearing 
military  traffic  and  equipment. 

The  Alaska  International  Highway  Com- 
mission, of  which  I  had  the  honor  of  being 
Chairman,  in  1940  determined  the  feasibility 
of  such  a  highway,  but  its  recommendation 
as  to  routes  was  ignored  by  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

A  gravel  road,  following  a  much  longer 
route  an^  running  east  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains, was  built  instead.  Its  military  value. 
In  my  opinion,  is  open  to  question,  but  it 
remains  today  the  only  overland  route  to  the 
Btrategic  Territory  of  Alaska. 

The  unrestricted  gross  weight  for  vehicles 
Using  it  is  limited  to  16  tons,  according  to  the 
latest  Information  supplied  to  me,  and  regu- 
lations also  exclude  some  types  of  vehicles 
from  using  the  road,  prlmarUy  for  safety 
reasons. 

A  maximum  gross  of  21.5  tons  is  permitted 
for  special  multlaxle  or  traUer-type  vehicles, 
and  the  maximum  axle  load  Is  12  tons. 

Many  of  our  modern  tanks  weigh  approxi- 
mately 47  tons  and  some  tanks  weigh  much 
more.  The  combined  weight  of  these  tanks 
and  the  tractor-type  vehicles  used  to  trans- 
port them  is  70  tons  upward. 

I  would  be  among  the  last  to  discount  the 
fact  that  the  present  Alcan  Highway  would 
be  of  some  value  in  a  military  sense  if  we 
were  to  be  compelled  to  quickly  strengthen 
our  forces  in  Alaska. 

But  its  value  to  defense  and  security,  I 
consider,  would  be  much  less  than  the 
citizens  of  Alaska  or  the  United  States  have  a 
right  to  expect. 

To  supply  3  ground  force  divisions  over 
a  3-month  period,  I  am  Informed,  would 
require  the  means  of  transporting  300,000 
tons — 450.000  tons  if  equipment  and  replace- 
ment equipment  for  troops  were  Included. 

Some  50  ships  of  the  Liberty  or  Victory 
type  would  be  required  to  transport  these 
supplies  and  equipment;  many  more  if  many 
Items  of  organizational  equipment,  such  as 
tanks,  half  tracks,  and  heavy  field  guns  were 
to  be  moved. 

Alaska  simply  does  not  have  the  ports, 
berths  and  dock  facilities  that  would  be  re- 
quired for  such  a  fleet  of  merchant  vessels 
in  an  emergency  or  the  event  of  hoetlUties. 
Army  engineers  In  1942  determined  the 
feasibility  of  a  railroad  connecting  the  Pa- 
cific Northwest  with  Alaska,  after  extensive 
•VMwys  and  engineering  studies. 


As  did  the  Alaska  International  Highway 
Commission  preceding  It,  they  favored  for 
construction  and  logistic  purposes  a  route 
utilizing  the  Rocky  Mountain  trench  lying 
between  the  coastal  range  and  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  This  route  has  relatively  easy 
grades,  and  terrain  far  surpassing  that  of 
the  easterly  Alcan  highway,  with  its  washes 
and  muskeg. 

One  deterring  factor  to  railroad  construc- 
tion in  1942  apparently  was  the  absence  of 
proven  deposits  of  good  steaming  coal  readily 
accessible  along  the  proposed  western  route. 

Since  that  time  diesel-electrlc  locomo- 
tives have  widely  replaced  steam  locomotives, 
and  oU  now  is  being  produced  in  nearby  areas 
of  Canada  which  would  permit  diesel-elec- 
trlc operation  over  a  railroad  connecting  our 
coastal  States  with  Alaska. 

Other  changes  have  occurred  In  the  decade 
that  has  elapsed  since  the  Highway  Com- 
mission and  Army  engineers  reports. 

A  menace  to  the  security  of  Alaska,  the 
United  States  and  the  free  world  has  arisen 
far  greater  in  Its  potential  than  the  menace 
of  Japanese  militarism. 

Alaska's  proximity  to  this  menace  increases 
the  possibility  that  in  the  event  of  conflict 
she  would  be  an  Initial  target  of  attack, 
followed  Ijy  attempted  Invasion  and  occu- 
pation. 

Yet  her  lifelines  for  movement  of  men  and 
goods  in  any  considerable  number  or  quan- 
tity are  (1)  the  historic  sea  route  with  in- 
adequate docking  and  transportation  facili- 
ties at  the  northern  termini,  and  (2)  one 
narrow,  long  Isolated  road. 

The  Korean  conflict  has  again  demon- 
strated, in  my  opinion,  the  advantage  to  any 
armed  force  of  land  routes  for  the  trans- 
port of  equipment  and  supplies. 

Such  routes,  both  rail  and  highway,  have 
been  carrying  equipment  and  supplies  to  the 
enemy  from  Manchuria,  from  other  areas  of 
Red  China,  and  from  Soviet  Russia.  The 
logistic  support  of  the  Red  forces  in  North 
Korea  has  been  sustained  and  extensive. 

In  contrast,  American  and  U.  N.  flghtinR 
forces  in  Korea  have  been  compelled,  as  they 
were  in  the  Pacific  campaigns  of  World 
War  II.  to  rely  exclusively  on  sea  or  air 
transport. 

This  disadvantage  to  us  has  been  unes- 
capablc  in  meeting  our  commitments  across 
the  seas.  It  would  be  foolish  and  possibly 
tragic  if  we  were  to  permit  such  disadvan- 
tage to  exist  in  the  defense  of  our  own  soil 
on  our  own  continent. 

Until  a  railroad  or  adequate  direct  high- 
way to  Alaska  is  built,  or  preferably  both,  we 
are  taking,  in  my  opinion,  wholly  unneces- 
sary security  risks. 

Even  in  the  absence  of  risk,  such  a  rail 
line  and  such  a  highway  should  be  con- 
structed to  open  up  new  treasures  of  min- 
eral wealth,  enhance  the  mutual  economy  of 
continental  United  States  and  Alaska,  de- 
velop new  industries,  and  bring  new  oppor- 
tunities to  Alaska  citizens. 

The  Wenatchee  Daily  World,  one  of  the 
most  Infiuential  and  successful  newspapers 
in  the  United  States  published  In  a  city  of 
its  size,  commented  editorially  a  few  days 
ago  on  this  very  point.     It  said,  in  part: 

"Nothing  discourages  permanent  settle- 
ment of  Alaska  so  much  as  its  lack  of  high- 
ways connecting  with  the  outside  world. 
True,  progress  has  been  made  in  that  direc- 
tion; but  the  one  route  for  a  fine,  fast  high- 
way to  Alaska  is  not  being  utilized,  the 
Prince  George-Whitehorse  shortcut  up  the 
west  coast." 

"When  the  road  Is  built,"  the  newspaper 
continued,  "Alaska  will  receive  a  flood  of 
American  traffic  which  will  break  down  the 
psychological  and  natural  barriers  to  Imme- 
diate and  rapid  settlement  of  thousands  of 
people  who  do  not  now  choose  to  reside  there 
because  of  the  feeUng  that  they  are  Isolated  ■ 

The  Wenatchee  Dally  World  coupled  the 
appeal  for  a  direct  highway  to  Alaska  with 


one  for  the  admission  of  Alaska  to  our  family 
of  States.     The  editorial  stated  : 

"If  It's  population  growth  they  [our 
national  legislators]  want  In  Alaska,  two 
developments  should  be  encouraged — (1) 
admission  to  statehood  and  (2)  construc- 
tion of  a  west-coast  connection  to  the 
Alaska  Highway  which  would  greatly  shorten 
the  distance  and  stimulate  a  tremendous 
Increase  in  travel.   •    •    • 

"Statehood  for  Alaska  would  help  bring 
the  highway,  and  the  highway  and  state- 
hood combined  would  accelerate  both  devel- 
opment and  settlement." 

Before  our  Government  and  that  of 
Canada  will  act.  however,  I  feel  that  both 
win  wish  concrete  and  specific  Information 
bearing  on  the  present  and  prospective  eco- 
nomic advantages  of  such  a  railroad  or  high- 
way, plus  new  cost  estimates  of  construc- 
tion and  operation. 

That  Is  the  purpose  of  my  resolution — 
to  set  up  a  commission  that  wUl  provide 
us  with  such  Information. 

Many  changes  have  taken  place  In  the 
13  years  since  the  Alaska  International  High- 
way Commission  made  iu  report,  or  the 
1 1  years  since  the  Army  engineers  made  their 
survey. 

New  dangers  have  arisen  to  the  free  world, 
new  concepts  have  developed  of  our  needs 
for  .strateRlc  minerals  and  materials,  new 
requirements  for  our  sustained  economy 
have  arisen,  and  new  energies  and  uses  of 
encri^y  have  been  discovered. 

The  commission  that  I  propose  today  can 
make  a  tremendous  contribution  to  the  wel- 
fare and  defense  not  only  of  Alaska  but  of 
the  United  States.  I  hope  its  creation  by 
the  Congress  will  be  speedy. 
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STATUE  OP  THE  LATE  DR.  MARCUS 
WHITMAN 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  1.5),  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of 
RrpTesentative<^  concurring) ,  That  the  Wash- 
ington State  Whitman  Statue  Committee  U 
hereby  authorized  to  place  temporarily  In 
the  rotunda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  E>r  Marcus  Whitman;  and  to  hold  cere- 
monies In  the  rotunda  on  May  W,  1963; 
and  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  necessary  arrangements 
therefor:  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  statue  shall  be  perma- 
nently located  In  Statuary  Hall. 


INVESTIGATION     OP     PLIGHT     OP 
PALESTINIAN    ARAB    RE2^GEES 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a  resolu- 
tion providing  for  an  investigation  of  the 
plight  of  Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  brief  statement  in 
connection  with  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred,  and.  without  objec- 
tion, the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
may  proceed. 

The  resoluUon  (S.  Res.  81),  submitted 
by  Mr.  Lancer  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States 
have  historically  malnUlned  firm  bonds  of 
friendship  with  the  people  at  the  Arab 
world  in  our  common  objectives  of  free- 
dom, peace,  and  world  order;  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States 
are  genuinely  Interested  in  the  political, 
social,   and   economic   advancement  of    the 


people  of   the   Arab   world   in    the   further- 
ance of  our  common  objectives;    and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States 
are  compassionately  concerned  over  the 
plipht  of  nearly  1  million  Palestinian  Arab 
refugees  who  have  been  displaced  from  their 
homes   by   military  operations;    and 

Whereas  the  concern  of  the  people  of  the 
Unred  States  over  the  Palestinian  Arab 
refugees  has  been  evidenced  by  the  sub- 
stantial contributions  made  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  by  vol- 
untary contributions  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  toward  the  relief  of  the  Pales- 
tinian   Arab   refugees;    and 

Whereas  the  masters  of  the  Kremlin  have 
not  only  failed  and  refused  to  assist  the 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  but  are  plotting 
to  create  chaos  tliroughout  the  entire  Middle 
EaKt.  and 

Whereas  this  diabolical  plot,  buttressed  by 
fal.se  propaganda  and  Intrigue,  is  designed  to 
disrupt  the  amicable  relations  between  the 
American  people  and  the  people  of  the  Arab 
world  and  to  advance  the  alms  of  the  world 
Communist  conspiracy:    Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof.  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
an  Immediate.  Ihorouijh.  and  complete  study, 
survey,  and  Investigation  of — 

( 1 )  the  plight  of  the  Palestinian  Arsb 
refui^ees  and  the  measures  which  have  been 
taken  to  assist  them; 

(2)  the  efforts  of  the  Communists  to  ex- 
ploit the  plight  of  the  Palestinian  Arab  ref- 
ugees in  order  to  advance  the  alms  of  the 
world  Communist  conspiracy:   and 

(.1)  methods  and  plans  for  Improving  and 
makinR  more  effective  governmental  and  in- 
tertiovernmental  prLgrams  of  assistance  to 
the  Palestinian  Arab  refugees. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate 
from  time  to  time  the  results  of  its  study, 
survey,  and  Investigation,  together  with  such 
recomm-ndatlon*;  as  It  deems  appropriate 
to  the  accomplishment  of  the  purposes  of 
tl  Is  resolution. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  the 
committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  hearings 
in  or  out:^lde  of  the  continental  United 
States:  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
perKxls  of  the  Senate  during  the  83d  Con- 
gress, to  employ  such  experts  and  clerical, 
steiiofTraphlc.  and  other  assistants;  to  request 
such  Information  from  any  department  «r 
agency  of  the  Government:  to  require  by 
Bubpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  wlt- 
neFses  and  the  production  of  books,  papers, 
and  documents;  to  administer  such  oaths, 
and  to  Uike  such  testimony  and  to  make  such 
expenditures  as  it  deems  advisable.  The  cost 
ol  stenographic  services  to  report  the  hear- 
ings of  the  committee  shall  not  be  in  excess 
of  25  cents  per  100  words.  The  expenses  of 
the  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed 
fSOOOO.  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

All  authority  conferred  by  this  resolution 
shall  terminate  on  January  31,   1654. 

Mr  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  inter- 
national communism  feeds  on  human 
suflering  and  human  suffering  knows  no 
political  boundaries. 

These  ti-uths  are  evident  in  the  situa- 
tion in  the  Middle  East  where  there  are 
today  some  1  million  Palestinian  Arab 
refugees  who  have  been  displaced  from 
their  homes  by  military  operations.  It 
is  not  my  province  to  assign  reasons  for 
the  dire  plight  of  these  million  human 
souls.  Proof  of  the  concern  of  our  Na- 
tion over  this  deplorable  situation  lies 
deeper  than  the  millions  of  dollars  which 
we  have  thus  far  contributed  for  the 
relief  of  the  Palestinian  Arab  refugees. 


because  with  the  contributions  have  gone 
our  compassion  and  our  sympathy  as  well 
as  our  hope  for  our  friends  of  the  Middle 
East. 

Mr.  President,  human  suffering  has 
always  found  a  warm  response  in  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  the  American  people. 
In  this  particular  instance,  our  instinc- 
tive humanitarian  impulses  to  help  suf- 
fering humanity  are  fortified  by  the  stra- 
tegic and  economic  importance  of  the 
Middle  East  which  is  even  at  this  mo- 
ment being  bombarded  by  the  poisonous 
propaganda  of  world  communism. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  hav?  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  an  address  given  by  Edwin  N. 
Locke,  Jr..  former  regional  Ambassador 
in  the  Near  East,  an  address  given  by 
Dr.  Stephen  B.  L.  Penrose,  Jr.,  President 
of  the  American  University  of  Bt-irut, 
and  an  address  given  by  Dr.  Charles 
Malik.  Minister  of  Lebanon,  all  of  which 
were  delivered  at  a  banquet  of  the  Amer- 
ican Friends  of  the  Middle  East,  held  in 
New  York  City  in  January  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  addresses 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Adpress  bt  Edwin  A.  Locke.  Jr.,  Former 
P.CGiONAL  Ambassador  in  THt  Near  East 
It  Is  not  entirely  unknown  that  my  views 
as  to  what  the  United  States  should  be 
doing  In  the  Near  East  do  not  coincide  with 
those  of  the  Department  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  our  foreign  relations.  Thus  I 
gladly  avail  my.self  of  this  opportunity — I 
am  not  at  all  reluctant  about  it — to  present 
publicly  to  you,  and  through  you,  I  hope, 
to  many  others  similarly  interested  and 
anxious,  my  own  appraisal  of  the  situation 
and  the  remedies  so  urgently  required. 

Differences  of  opinion  can  be  a  sign  of 
good  health  and  vitality,  but  when  a  certain 
cour.se  is  persisted  in.  year  after  year.  In 
the  face  of  calamity  after  calamity  and  de- 
spite Increasingly  clear  signals  of  disaster 
ahead,  is  this  not  evidence  enough  that 
somcthlni?  is  badly  wrong  and  that  prompt 
changes  should  be  made?  At  such  a  point, 
is  it  not  sound  and  prudent  to  stop  and  take 
a  fresh  look,  to  consider  a  new  policy,  a  new 
approach? 

Now  before  we  consider  this  question,  and 
for  those  who  may  be  expecting  that  I  am 
about  to  direct  critical  remarks  at  Israel,  let 
me  state  at  once  that  I  have  no  such  in- 
tention. The  United  States  has  helped  sig- 
nificantly in  the  creation  of  that  new  nation 
and  in  Its  subsequent  support.  There  is 
every  reason  to  believe  th^  such  a  well-es- 
tablished friendship  will  and  should  con- 
tinue The  present  situation  in  the  Near 
East,  however,  as  I  shall  endeavor  to  point 
out.  threatens  the  future  of  all  freedom- 
loving  states.  Israel  Included.  We  are  all  in 
this  together,  whether  we  like  it  or  not,  and 
before  today's  common  and  terrible  danger 
we  must  all  do  our  utmost  to  meet  Just 
grievances  and  eliminate  old  enmities  and 
fears.  It  is  not  a  question  of  who  is  pro- 
Israeli  or  pro- Arab,  but  rather  of  what  is  best 
for  America  and  the  common  cause. 

So  I  trust  that  the  distinguished  Journals 
of  this  city,  which  are  possibly  Inclined  to 
treat  the  Arab-Israeli  quarrel  with  a  little 
uncertainty,  wUl  feel  confident  that  in  giving 
this  evening's  proceedings  full  coverage  they 
will  not  be  engaging  in  any  act  of  partisan- 
ship but  performing  instead,  as  they  have  so 
often  In  the  past,  a  service  of  enlightening 
the  American  people. 

I  see  no  reason  to  be  reticent  about  the 
Near  Blast.  We  no  longer  have  the  time  or 
the  margin  of  safety  for  that.  We  must  pre- 
sent the  facts  as  we  see  them.  President 
Elsenhower,  in  his  splendid  inaugural  ad- 


dress, stated  that  one  of  the  virtues  most 
cherished  by  free  peoples  was  the  love  of 
truth.  I  cannot  do  less  than  emulate  the 
hinhest  authority  In  the  land. 

I  shall  start,  therefore,  by  saying  a  truth- 
ful but  most  unwelcome  thing.  I  shall  start 
by  saying  that  we  are  rapidly  losing  the  cold 
war  in  the  Near  East.  We  are  losing  it  In 
the  very  heart  of  the  area — the  Arab  states. 
And  If  we  do  much  more  losing  there,  we 
shall  suddenly  find  ourselves  engaged  in  a 
full-scale  shooting  war.  This  is  not  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion.  It  is  a  plain  and  simple  and 
all -too-disturbing  fact. 

Let  us  look  at  the  principal  trouble  spots. 
First,  and  before  all,  relations  between 
Israel  and  her  Arab  neighbors  are  about  as 
bad  as  they  can  be  short  of  war.  Only  armis- 
tice lines  serve  as  boundaries — armistice  lines 
where  the  fighting  was  stopped  4  years  ago 
in  response  to  the  pressure  of  world  opinion 
and  the  exertions  of  many  dauntless,  peace- 
loving  men  in  the  service  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. Even  the  city  of  Jerusalem,  so  revered 
by  Christian,  Jew,  and  Moslem,  is  divided  Into 
two  parts  by  a  50-foot  strip  of  no-man's  land. 
Most  of  the  old  city  with  such  shrines  as  the 
Holy  Sepulchre  is  on  the  Arab  side.  Most  of 
the  new  city  is  held  by  the  Israelis.  But 
there  are  frequent  violations  of  the  armistice 
lines  In  both  directions.  Shootings  are  not 
uncommon  and  death  is  not  a  rarity.  There 
is  no  trade  across  the  lines,  for  the  Arabs 
maintain  a  complete  blockade. 

The  Arab  refugees  who  fled  from  Palestine 
at  the  time  of  the  fighting  are  Insisting  more 
vehemently  than  ever  on  the  right  to  go  back 
to  their  homes  and  farms  and  shops.  And 
for  those  who  may  not  choose  to  return  they 
claim  fair  compensation  for  losses  suffered 
and  possessions  left  behind.  Yet  Israel  has 
neither  the  space  nor  the  resources  with 
which  to  meet  these  demands,  so  the  bitter- 
ness and  tension  on  both  sides  grows  and 
deepens. 

J2w     fears    Arab,     and     Arab     fears    Jew. 
Neither    side    has    any    confidence    in    the 
other,  and  each  asks  constantly  for  arms. 

Is  that  winning  the  cold  war  in  the  Near 
EaEt? 

Trouble  spot  No.  2  Is  the  Arab  refugee 
population  and  the  United  Nations  agency 
established  to  help  them. 

There  are  one  million  of  these  refugees. 
They  are  now  in  their  fifth  year  of  home- 
lessness.  Such  meager  resources  as  they 
may  have  had  in  the  beginning  are  now  gone 
and  most  of  them  are  completely  destitute. 
Today  there  are  no  less  than  870,000  receiv- 
ing rations,  and  this  figure  is  growing 
steadily.  Two  years  ago  there  were  830.000 
refugees  on  the  ration  rolls,  a  year  ago  851.- 
ODO  and  by  1954  it  is  not  unlikely  that  a 
total  of  900,000  will  be  dependent  on  this 
type  of  charity  for  sheer  survival. 

Some  months  ago,  after  personal  visits 
to  a  large  number  of  refugees  in  camps  and 
elsewhere,  I  said  in  a  statement  to  the  press 
that  I  considered  their  situation  more  serious 
than  it  had  ever  been  before.  I  added: 
"Their  morale,  that  precious  spirit  of  courege 
and  confidence  which  enables  mankind  to 
endure  so  much  Is  failing.  The  refugees 
are  Inclining  toward  despair  and  extreme 
solutions."  Today  I  would  repeat  that  state- 
ment, and  with  Increased  emphasis. 

The  organization  which  was  created  by  the 
U.  N.  to  care  for  these  unfortunate  people  has 
the  formal  title  of  United  Nations  Relief 
and  Works  Agency  for  Palestine  Refugees. 
It  is  more  usually  known  by  its  initials 
UNRWA.  This  organization  Is  comfortably 
financed,  receiving  70  percent  of  its  funds 
from  the  United  States,  but  the  waste  and 
inefficiency  with  which  it  carries  on  Its  work 
is  shocking.  UNRWA  could  well  be  the  sub- 
ject of  a  searching  Inquiry  by  an  appropriate 
congressional  committee. 

Take  a  look  at  one  example  of  this  waste. 
UNRWA's  relief  budget  for  the  present  fiscal 
year,  as  officially  approved  this  fall  by  the 
United  Nations  General  Assembly,  includes 
$16  million  ol  supplies,  primarily  food,  for 
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the  refugees.  This  la  equivalent  to  approxi- 
mately 5  centrf  per  day  per  refugee.  But  how 
much  do  you  think  It  costs  to  distribute  this 
food  to  the  refugees  and  provide  them  with  a 
very  limited  number  of  doctors  and  teachers? 
UNRWA  spends  on  personnel  alone  more 
than  $5  million.  In  other  words.  It  cost 
nearly  $1  Just  In  salaries  to  distribute  every 
$3  of  supplies  to  the  refugees.  This  surely 
Is  exorbitai^t;,  even  after  allowing  for  those 
employees  assigned  to  nonrellef  activities. 

These  two  facts,  then,  stand  out :  the  prob- 
lem of  the  Arab  refugees  Is  growing  more 
dangerous  each  day,  and  UNRWA,  the  or- 
ganization established  to  assist  them.  Is 
wasteful  and  Inefflclent. 

Is  that,  too,  a  battle  won  in  the  cold  war? 
I  come  now  to  the  third  broad  problem. 
General  conditions  of  life  for  the  great  mass 
of  people  throughout  the  Near  Bast  are  at  a 
Irw  level.  Incomes  often  do  not  provide  even 
the  bare  necessities  for  survival.  Disease  ts 
commor     education   uncommon. 

In  Greece,  and  especially  Turkey,  the 
United  States  has  played  a  decisive  role  in 
getting  something  done  about  it.  Through 
aid  programs,  strictly  limited  as  to  both 
amount  and  duration,  but  directed  at  key 
spots,  we  have  met  with  encouraging  results 
and  reactions.  Bo*;h  countries  are  now  well 
on  their  way  to  playing  a  sound,  strong,  and 
self-supporting  part  in  the  free  world.  A 
similar  program  in  Israel  is  of  more  recent 
origin  but  It  too  Is  showing  signs  of  real 
progress. 

Yet  these,  tried  and  true  methods  have 
been  rejected  time  after  time  by  our  Gov- 
ernment in  connection  with  the  needs  of  the 
Arab  States,  which  as  far  as  sheer  strategy 
Is  concerned  occupy  a  position  of  unique  and 
vital  importance.  Here  we  have  the  extraor- 
dinary and  embarrassing  spectacle  of  a  De- 
partment of  the  United  States  Government 
which,  on  the  basis  of  the  most  fervent  Jub- 
tlflcations  of  need  before  congressional  com- 
mittees last  spring,  was  granted  $103  million 
for  aid  to  the  Arab  States  and  now  finds  Its 
program  to  have  been  so  ill-conceived  and 
Its  execution  so  weak  and  ill-managed  that 
two-thirds  of  this  amount  will  be  unused  oy 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  on  June  30  and 
that  the  other  third  which  is  being  used  Is 
bringing  us  mostly  dislike  and  distrust. 

I  can  assure  you  from  my  own  not  incon- 
siderable experience  in  the  area  that  Ameri- 
can aid  Is  urgently  needed  there  in  our  own 
self-interest.  I  can  assiire  you,  too.  that  the 
right  type  of  aid,  properly  controlled,  is  very 
much  wanted  and  that  with  the  help  of  a 
few  good  men  a  sound  program  can  be 
quickly  organized  and  bring  with  it  results 
of  value  and  significance  to  all  concerned. 
But  this  is  a  Job  for  the  first  team,  not  for 
the  scrubs. 

As  these  months  of  fumbling  and  inaction 
go  by,  and  as  the  people  of  the  Arab  States 
learn  more  of  their  apparently  hopeless  lot 
In  life  and  of  what  better  conditions  are 
coming  to  pass  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
a  burning  sense  of  resentment  and  revolt 
possesses  them.  Like  the  refugees  they  In- 
cline toward  extreme  solutions. 

Is  this  something  we  can  Ignore  as  of  no 
great  Importance  in  the  cold  war? 

There  Is  a  fourth  source  of  trouble.  It  is 
the  deep  suspicion  and  hostility  with  which 
the  Arabs  look  upon  the  British  and  the 
French.  Most  Arab  countries  have  only  re- 
cently achieved  their  Independence,  and  in 
most  cases  they  achieved  it  from  either 
France  or  England.  They  are  supersensitive 
regarding  even  the  most  inconsequential  as- 
pects of  their  national  sovereignty.  It  should 
not  be  so  surprising  then,  when  we  see  the 
Arabs  take  such  an  absolute  and  uncompro- 
mising position  against  the  continuance  of 
British  troops  In  the  Suez  Canal  Zone. 
There  are  also  British  troops  and  British  air- 
fields In  Iraq  and  Jordan,  about  which  we 
hear  less  but  which  are  nonetheless  strongly 
r«Bented  and  opposed.  The  French  position 
In  north  Africa  with  its  large  Arab  popula- 
tion to  similar  and  is  followed  with  equal  In- 


terest,   sympathy,    and    support    by    Arabs 
everywhere. 

In  the  cases  cited  the  British  and  the 
French  are  quite  within  the  law  as  ex- 
pressed in  specific  treaties  and  other  such 
documents.  And  It  is  not  unlikely  that  at 
the  moment  more  stable  conditions  exist  in 
those  areas  because  of  the  presence  and  In- 
Quence  of  foreign  forces.  Certainly  there  are 
vital  strategic  Interests  Involved  which  can- 
not be  disregarded,  and  which  are  of  even 
more  profound  concern  to  our  two  most 
powerful  allies  in  Europe  than  they  are 
to  us. 

But  have  we  been  wise,  have  we  met  the 
test  of  leadership  by  largely  standing  away 
from  these  unpleasant  matters  until  they 
had  grown  to  emergency  proportions,  and 
then  applying  our  influence  only  uncertainly 
and  ineptly? 

One  of  the  attributes  of  statesmanship  is 
the  ability  to  discern  a  cloud  on  the  horizon 
when  it  Is  no  bigger  than  a  man's  hand 
and  to  do  all  that  can  be  done  to  avert, 
eliminate,  or  minimize  the  approaching 
storm.  In  these  times  when  the  currents  of 
nationalism  and  the  revolt  against  low  liv- 
ing standards  are  running  so  swift  and  deep 
in  Asia  and  Africa.  America  with  ail  her 
traditions  of  freedom  and  liberty,  and  all  her 
enduring  need  for  strong  and  sincere  friends 
round  the  world,  can  never  swim  against 
such  a  tide  of  popular  aspiration.  She 
should  Instead  exert  herself  to  swim  with  It 
and  to  guide  It  into  channels  that  are  good 
and  clear  and  free. 

We  have  had  to  witness,  however,  the  com- 
plete and  unceremonious  expulsion  or  Brit- 
ain from  Iran,  riots  and  revolution  in  Egypt 
with  violent  antlforelgn  manifestations. 
similar  disturbances  in  Iraq  and  Jordan,  and 
revolt  in  French  North  Africa. 

Has  this  strengthened  the  moral  and  ma- 
terial position  of  the  West?  Is  this  compe- 
tent handling  of  the  cold  war  by  the  great- 
est nation  In  the  free  world? 

I  come  now  to  my  fifth  and  final  cause  of 
trouble  in  the  Near  East.  The  Communists 
are  as  discreet  and  clever  there  as  we  are 
clumsy  and  dul!   wltted 

The  1  million  Arab  refugees  from  Palestine 
get  top  attention.  In  1  camp  I  visited  re- 
cently near  the  ancient  Roman  city  of 
Ba'albek,  pictures  of  Stalin  adorned  many 
of  the  dismal  rooms  of  the  overcrowded  army 
barracks  in  which  3.000  are  now  housed 
where  less  than   1.000  soldiers  once  lived. 

Signs  on  the  walls  screamed,  "Long  live 
our  father.  Stalin." 

I  visited  another  camp  In  the  Jordan  Val- 
ley. The  camp  leader,  at  my  request,  brought 
about  2  dozen  of  the  most  Important  people 
into  a  tiny  room  to  discuss  frankly  wUh  me 
their  problems,  needs,  and  ultimate  hopes 

They  shook  my  hand  and  touched  their 
heart.     Then  they  spoke. 

An  Intelligent,  bhie-eyed  refugee  arose  first. 
His  Arabic  was  pure. 

"I  thank  God."  he  said,  "that  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  have  scattered  us 
widely  throughout  th  t  area.  When  world 
war  III  comes,  we  can  show  you  how  we  can 
hurt  your  Interests  everywhere  In  the  Arab 
States  and  help  your  enemies." 

Then  he  coldly  Informed  me  that  although 
he  spoke  English  perfectly — had  leaned  it 
at  a  British  school — he  would  never  speak 
the  language  again  until  the  Americans  had 
done  something  for  the  refugees  and  for  the 
entire  Arab  world. 

Another  man.  cultured  and  erect,  said 
frankly,  looking  squarely  into  my  eyes: 

"We  want  the  friendship  of  the  Western 
Powers.  If  you  help  us,  when  world  war  III 
starts,  we  will  help  you.  If  you  do  not  help 
us  now.  we  will  fight  against  you."  I  know 
he  meant  every  word. 

Among  the  nonrefugee  population  the 
Communists  have  also  worked  with  great 
effect.  ThU  was  brought  forcefully  home  to 
me  Just  a  few  weeks  ago  during  my  farewell 
call  on  the  premier  of  one  of  the  Arab  States. 
He  told  me  that  until  recently  he  had  had 


only  a  few  Communists  or  Communist  sym- 
pathizers in  his  country.  These  he  could 
take  care  of,  he  said,  by  putting  them  In 
pirison  or  in  concentration  campc.  "Now."  he 
stated,  "we  have  tens  of  thousand*  of  them, 
and  I  can't  put  my  whole  country  in  a  con- 
centration camp." 

Remember,  too,  that  at  the  United  Nations 
Assembly  last  December  the  Communist  bloc 
suddenly  changed  lU  previous  stand  and 
sided  with  the  Arab  nations  on  the  various 
Palestine  Issues.  In  appreciation  the  Syrian 
Foreign  Office  called  in  each  member  of  that 
bloc  and  officially  thanked  them  for  their 
help.  In  Jordan,  the  Parliament  drew  up  a 
resolution  expressing  gratitude  to  the  Rus- 
sian group,  and  It  was  passed  by  unanimous 
vote. 

And  now  a  new  element  has  been  added. 
The  ma.«ters  nf  the  Kremlin  have  embarked 
up>on  a  campaign  to  persecute  and  virtually 
exterminate  from  Soviet  life  thoae  of  the 
Jewish  faith  so  unfortunate  as  to  find  them- 
selves behind  the  Iron  curtain.  The  prin- 
cipal motivation  for  this  new  and  odious 
policy  Is  probably  Internal,  but  for  the  Soviet 
agents  In  the  Near  East  It  will  be  still  another 
weapon  with  which  to  strengthen  their  own 
pneitlon  with  the  Arabs  and  weaken  that  of 
the  West. 

By  these  and  every  other  means  the  Com- 
munlstjj  hope  to  eliminate  such  power  and 
Influence  as  we  may  still  have  in  these  lands. 
deprive  us  of  the  fabulous  oil  resources  of  the 
Persian  Gulf  and  the  immense  advantages 
of  the  air.  land,  and  sea  routes  that  pass 
through  the  Arab  States,  and  finally  encom- 
pass all  within  the  St)vlet  orbit,  thus  chang- 
Ing.  probably  decl.«lvely.  the  whole  balance 
of  power  between  the  free  world  and  the 
unfree. 

Does  any  of  that  show  we  are  winning 
the  cold  war  In  the  Near  East?  Should  not 
these  latest  Soviet  sctlons  spur  us  to  Imme- 
diate counteractions? 

The  five  problems  I  have  outlined  are  no 
simple  ones.  Still  I  believe  they  can  be 
solved,  not  in  days,  to  be  sure,  yet  certainly 
In  the  cjming  months  and  years.  Indeed, 
we  have  no  alternative,  for,  should  the  Near 
East  recede  Into  the  darkness,  who  can  tell 
what  price  would  be  required  in  Uvea  and 
treasures  to  get  It  back,  as  get  It  l>ack  we 
would  have  to.  If  the  world  is  ever  to  remain 
free  and  to  reach  that  sunny  upland  of  secu- 
rity, prosperity,  and  peace. 

Three  thing.s  are  needed  and  needed  at 
once:  hope,  talent,  and  an  Idea. 

It  Is  the  Arab  peoples  who  need  the  hope. 
They  have  believed  uniquely  In  the  United 
State.s.  in  It.s  Ideals  and  principles,  for  a 
hundred  years  nr  more.  They  still  retain  a 
residue  of  confidence  In  us,  but  under  the 
torrent  nf  our  mistakes  in  the  Near  East  since 
World  War  II  this  confidence  is  fast  being 
eroded  away  In  a  final  effort  of  faith  they 
are  looking  to  the  new  administration  In 
Washington  to  demonstrate  that  the  old 
virtues  still  run  strong  In  America. 

On  the  first  occasion,  therefore,  In  the  next 
few  weeks.  I  urge  that  Pre.sldent  Eisenhower. 
no  one  less,  express  publicly  in  short  and 
Fimnle  terms  our  love  and  admiration  for 
the  Arab  peoples,  our  understanding  of  their 
prob:eins.  and  our  keen  Interest  In  doing  all 
that  is  reiusonably  within  our  power  to  bring 
about  Just  and  enduring  solutions.  The  Pres- 
ident's voice  would  come  at  the  11th  hour. 
but  psychologically  It  would  work  wonders. 
Such  a  lift  in  morale  Is  essential.  If  the  Arabs 
are  to  hold  the  line  while  a  new  effort  is 
being  organized. 

I  have  said  that  the  hope  is  needed  by  the 
Arabs.  The  talent  Is  needed  by  the  United 
States.  We  have  been  sending  to  the  Arab 
nations  In  recent  years — and  there  are  some 
notable  exceptions — third  and  fourth  rate 
men.  Is  It  a  wonder  that  the  results  are  as 
poor  as  they  have  been?  We  have  concen- 
trated our  talent  largely  in  Europe,  with 
rather  good  effect  to  be  sure,  but  meanwhile 
the  Near  East  has  nearly  slipped  away  from 
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us  Extensive  changes  in  peraonnel  must  be 
made  both  In  Washington  and  in  the  field. 
Provide  the  talent  and  the  Job  can  be  done. 
In  times  of  stormy  weather  such  as  tbeee  I 
think  of  the  famous  lines  of  J.  O.  Holland 
entitled  "Wanted": 

"God  give  us  men.     The  time  demands 
Strong  minds,  great  hearts,  true  faith,  and 

willing  hands; 
Men  whom  the  lust  of  office  does  not  kill; 
Men  whom  the  spoils  of  office  cannot  buy; 
Men  who  possess  opinions  and  a  will; 

Men  who  have  honor;  men  who  will  not 
lie; 
Men  who  can  stand  before  a  demagog 
And  dam  his  treacherous  flatteries  with- 
out winking: 
Tall  men.  sun-crowned,  who  live  above  the 
fog 
In  public  duty  and  In  private  thinking." 

I  have  spoken  of  hope  and  of  talent.  Here, 
then,  is  the  idea  I  offer.  Since  the  economic 
side  of  life  Is  of  high  importance  to  a  sound 
and  happy  future  in  the  Near  East.  I  propose 
that  the  United  States  sponsor  the  forma- 
tion of  an  Arab  Reconstruction  Union,  whose 
purpcse  would  be  the  vigorous  and  coordi- 
nated economic  development  of  the  Arab 
States  with  special  emphasis  on  the  regional 
afi;>ect8.  Lebanon  has  a  population  of  only 
P4  million,  Jordan  the  same  even  after  In- 
ctudini;  the  refugees,  Syria  4  million,  Iraq 
and  Saudi  Arabia  about  5  million  each.  To 
make  the  most  of  their  great  opportunities 
these  countries  require  the  closest  contact 
and  collaboration  with  each  other.  They 
caniujt  go  it  alone. 

This  Arab  Reconstruction  Union  would 
plan  the  economic  development  of  the  whole 
urea  It  would  arrange  for  the  execution  of 
such  key  projects  as  harbors,  through  roads 
and  railways,  and  the  harnessing  of  rivers,  in- 
cluding those  whose  benefits  might  be  shared 
with  the  refugees.  It  should  be  empowered 
to  borrow  money,  locally  and  Internationally, 
and  to  grant  loans  for  sound  and  productive 
purposes.  If  possible.  It  should  also  be  In  a 
position  to  loan  against  the  pledge  of  Arab 
owned  property  In  Israel  pending  the  working 
out  ol  compensation  arrangements. 

This  union  should  be  primarily  an  Arab 
organlEiUion.  The  United  States,  and  If  pos- 
sible other  nations,  could  help  Initially  in  its 
creation,  organization  and  financing,  but 
only  until  the  early  day  when  we  could  con- 
fidently say  "Sail  on,  O  Union,  strong  and 
great."  sail  on,  alone. 

Surely  this  Is  a  time  when  new  hands 
must  set  a  new  course,  when  skill  and  cour- 
age win  be  needed  to  steer  us  thro-igh  the 
dark  waters  to  the  brighter  days  beyond. 
Purely  this  is  a  time  for  a  supreme  effort,  a 
time  to  show  ourselves  worthy  of  our  high 
IKisitlon.  for  at  the  end  of  the  long  voyage 
lies  peace  for  the  free  world  and  the  blessings 
of  a  brighter  life  for  tens  of  millions  of  men. 

TrxT  OF  Speech  Made  it  Da.  Stephen  B.  L. 
Penbose,  President,  Amlxican  Univuisitt 
or  Beisut 

I  have  been  asked  to  speak  on  the  subject 
America's  Stake  in  the  Middle  East.  The 
term  Is  one  which  Is  familiar  to  most  Amer- 
icans and  It  frequently  refers  to  the  amount 
of  money  which  has  actually  been  Invested 
In  a  given  activity.  This  Is  one  possible  in- 
terpretation of  the  meaning  of  America's 
stake  in  the  Middle  Eist — the  funds  which 
have  been  invested  by  private  concerns,  mis- 
sionary activities,  educational  Institutions, 
and  governmental  agencies.  A  more  im- 
portant Interpretation  of  the  term  U.  "What 
America  could  lose  if  she  were  to  be  shut  out 
of  the  Middle  East  through  the  develop- 
ment of  enmity  on  the  part  of  the  people 
living  In  that  part  of  the  world. "  Tbeee  two 
Interpretations  are  not  in  the  least  degree 
the  same,  for  a  friendly  Middle  Cast  U  far 
more  valuable  to  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica than  are  our  Investments  there.    It  la. 
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therefore,  the  latter  Interpretation  of  the 
meaning  of  otu-  stake  which  I  Intend  to  dis- 
cuss tonight,  and  I  hope  that  my  emphasis 
on  this  aspect  of  our  Interest  may  tend  to 
counteract  the  too  frequent  emphasis  which 
la  nuule  on  the  dollar  value  of  our  relation- 
ships. Only  too  frequently  are  the  people 
of  the  United  States  misled  intentionally  or 
unintentionally  into  attaching  dollar  signs 
to  their  activities  thus  producing  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  with  whom  they  deal  an 
assurance  that  it  is  the  pocketbook  and  not 
the  heart  that  is  involved. 

May  I  emphasize  that  what  I  have  to  say 
I  am  saying  because  It  is  of  importance  to  all 
American  citizens  regardless  of  what  may  be 
their  national  background  or  religious  beliefs. 
The  stake  of  the  U.  S.  A.  anywhere  is  a  matter 
now  of  urgent  concern  to  all  our  citizenry. 
If  I  appear  to  speak  with  a  frankness  which 
to  some  may  seem  Inimical  to  certain  minor- 
ity beliefs  and  ambitions,  please  remember 
that  I  am  concerned  only  with  the  welfare 
of  the  United  States  in  which  I  feel  certain 
the  vast  majority  of  oiir  citizens  are  truly 
concerned. 

But  the  matter  in  its  simplest  terms — 
America's  stake  in  the  Middle  East — is  funda- 
mentally the  possibility  of  losing  world  war 
in  before  a  shot  has  been  fired.  I  would 
emphasize  that  I  say  lose,  not  winning,  for 
the  latter  Involves  many  additional  factors 
which  go  far  beyond  the  middle  eastern  area. 
But  it  is  possible  within  the  Middle  East 
Itself  for  the  United  States  to  incur  such 
overpowering  handicaps  that  she  would  be 
unab!e  successfully  to  support  her  cause  In 
case  a  third  world  war  should  come  to  pa.ss. 

It  Is  Impossible  even  to  attempt  a  cal- 
culation of  the  money  value  of  such  loss. 
It  would  be  an  Interesting  experiment  in 
mathematics  to  attempt  such  a  calculation 
but  one  need  only  consider  our  hcpes  for  the 
future  of  the  entire  world  to  realize  how 
imnortant  this  stake  Is  to  us. 

The  closure  of  the  Middle  East  to  friendly 
relations  with  the  United  States  would 
Inevitably  mean  the  complete  loss  or  at 
least  the  strict  curtailment  of  freedom 
throughout  the  world.  S3  far  as  Europe  is 
concerned  It  would  Inevitably  mean  a  de- 
struction of  the  principles  of  national  free- 
dom and  of  self-government.  This  dsstruc- 
tlon  would  come  about  either  through  a 
domination  of  the  totalitarian  ideal  in 
Europe  due  to  the  disruption  of  European 
economy  or  else  to  the  establishment  of  an 
almost  complete  dependence  upon  Ameri- 
can economy.  The  latter  cannot  possibly 
support  the  burde-i  unless  It  assumes  gen- 
eral political  and  economic  control  in  the 
European  area. 

If  this  second  a:ternatlve  of  dependence 
upon  American  economy  were  to  come  to 
pass  It  would  inevitably  raean  a  loes  of  free 
enterprise  in  the  United  States.  The  effort 
of  supporting  both  our  ov/n  and  the  Euro- 
pean economy  would  necessitate  rigid  gov- 
ernmental eontro'  of  the  means  of  produc- 
tion and  of  oui  economic  resources  and 
this  in  turn  wculd  bring  about  a  strict 
governmental  coi  trol  of  economic,  social, 
and  even  persona.'  life.  The  establishing 
of  a  government  whlci.  occupied  such  central 
Importance  in  the  life  or  the  United  States 
would  lUelf  mean  a  victory  of  the  totali- 
tarian system,  thus  in  the  case  of  either 
alternative  the  frlncipleK  of  government  to 
which  we  are  devoted  wold  Inevitably  un- 
dergo destruction  and  r'.isllluslonment. 

But,  you  will  a«k,  now  U  it  possible  for 
such  a  black  plciTire  to  develop?  How 
could  it  come  about  that  the  Middle  East 
might  be  closed  to  an;  further  friendly  re- 
lationships with  us?  What  larger  factors 
would  be  inflv-ntlal  !•;  producing  this  most 
unfortunate  .r;v..i? 

It  could  come  abrui  sl-.iply  through  the 
loss  of  faith  by  the  Arab  States  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  democratic  government  as  exem- 
plified by  ua.  You  hare  heard  from  pre- 
vious speakers  at  this  conference  that  there 


has  been  within  the  past  few  years  a  tend- 
ency for  the  people  of  the  Arab  world  to 
lose  that  talth.  This  is  the  more  astonish- 
ing because  as  recently  as  the  end  of  the 
First  World  War  they  were  so  profoundly  Im- 
preesed  by  our  Idealism  that  the  Arabe 
would  unanimously  have  chosen  the  United 
States  of  America  as  the  mandatory  power 
for  the  area  had  we  not.  In  the  words  of 
Colonel  Shlshakley  "chosen  to  wrap  the  cur- 
tains of  otu-  tent  about  us  and  retire  into 
isolationism."  The  newly  Independent 
states  which  comprise  the  Middle  Eastern 
area  have  in  their  governmental  organiza- 
tions sought  to  emulate  these  democratic 
principles.  But  we  have  succeeded,  partic- 
ularly since  1947.  In  raising  doubts  In  the 
minds  of  all  the  Arab  jjeoples  concerning 
the  reality  of  our  devotion  to  our  own  ex- 
pressed principles.  They  have  begun  to 
wonder  whether  they  were  not  in  a  false 
front  behind  which  we  hope  to  operate  in 
accordance  with  practices  of  other  govern- 
ments with  which  they  are  only  too 
familiar. 

We  have  shown  only  too  plainly  a  tend- 
ency to  forget  the  basic  principles  of  the 
equality  before  God  of  men  and  nations 
which  was  the  basis  of  our  own  democratic 
development.  But,  even  more  emphatically, 
we  have  demonstrated  a  shocking  ability 
to  forget  our  own  revolutionary  heritage, 
cur  own  original  devotion  to  the  principles 
of  freedom  from  oppression  in  spite  of  the 
possibilities  of  economic  and  political  dis- 
aster. We  of  all  nations  on  earth  should  be 
sympathetic  to  the  aspirations  of  new  na- 
tions which  for  centuries  have  lain  under 
foreign  domination  to  achieve  at  long  last 
the  Independence  and  self-management  of 
which  we  are  ourselves  so  proud.  Oiu'  lack 
of  that  sympathy  has  done  more  than  any- 
thing else  to  disillusion  the  countries  which 
had  previously  held  us  in  such  high  regard. 

Our  failures  in  these  respects  have  been 
the  more  dangerotis  because  they  have  imme- 
diately been  capitalized  upon  by  the  Soviet 
Union  to  supplant  us  In  the  minds  of  the 
Arab  peoples  as  the  champion  of  freedom  and 
Independence.  The  Communists  are  only 
too  happy  to  charge  us,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
with  Imperialist  tendencies  and  to  establish 
themselves  as  the  rightful  friends  of  freedom 
and  democratic  expression  in  the  Middle 
Blast.  It  is  our  errors  which  have  contrib- 
uted to  their  success.  We  who  live  in  the 
Middle  East  know  what  success  the  Commu- 
nists have  attained  in  masking  the  road  to 
slavery  with  the  mirage  of  freedom. 

It  is  also  tremendously  important  to  us 
that  the  attitude  of  people  in  the  Arab  world 
profoundly  impresses  the  entire  Moslem 
world,  containing  a  total  population  of  300 
million.  Arab  opposition  to  us  would  affect 
their  views  even  though  they  might  not 
solely  control  them.  This  is  a  basic  aspect 
of  our  stake  in  the  Middle  East  which  must 
never  be  overlooked. 

In  view  of  what  I  have  said  it  is  apparent 
that  our  largest  stake  in  the  Middle  East  is 
the  friendship,  sympathy,  and  cooperation  of 
people.  In  other  words,  our  stake  is  ideal, 
not  material.  I  cannot  emphasize  this  too 
strongly.  If  we  break  these  bonds  of  sym- 
pathy, we  must,  without  question,  lose  every- 
thing else  in  the  bargain. 

I  have  spoken  heretofore  of  what  we  have 
to  lose.  Instead  of  reference  to  losses,  what 
have  we  to  gain  In  the  Middle  East?  First, 
we  have  the  opportunity  of  gaining  the  de- 
votion of  a  population  twice  that  of  the 
United  States  to  principles  of  free  ideal  de- 
mocracy. If  we  should  succeed  In  this  effort, 
we  would  at  once  provide  a  tremendous 
counterbalance  to  the  crushing  loss  which 
we  have  suffered  in  China.  We  would  pro- 
vide a  safeguard  to  India,  which  would  still 
remain  geographically  accessible,  one  which 
would  Inevitably  be  strengthened  In  its  sjrm- 
pathy  for  our  aspirations.  We  would  dis- 
cover in  this  triumph  a  ripening  of  the  fruit 
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of  a  century  of  devoted  service  by  mission- 
aries and  educators  through  that  part  of  the 
world  who  have  in  large  part  t>een  responsible 
for  the  respect  in  which  we  are  held. 

In  the  second  place,  there  would  remain 
available  to  us  the  vast  natxiral  resources  of 
the  area,  actual  or  potential,  which  could  be 
used  to  strengthen  the  economies  both  of 
the  indigenous  states  and  of  Europe  as  well. 
Thus  strengthened,  they  would  be  a  mighty 
deterrent  to  Soviet  military  conquest.  Even 
more  important  would  be  their  influence  as 
a  handicap  to  Soviet  ideological  conquest. 
It  is  worth  note  that  Russia  could  not  her- 
self exploit  these  resources  for  the  benefit  of 
anyone  but  herself  and  that  benefit  would  be 
derived  largely  from  the  denial  of  these  ad- 
vantages to  us.  In  other  words,  Russia's 
major  Interest  in  the  Middle  East  Is  on  ac- 
count of  the  harm  which  she  could  do  to  us 
by  shutting  us  from  it  rather  than  from  the 
gains  from  which  she  herself  might  make  in 
terms  of  economic  achievement. 

In  the  third  place,  a  friendly  Middle  East 
could  provide  a  colossal  defense  area  against 
Soviet  military  aggression.  I  would  like  to 
make  it  clear  that  I  am  referring  to  this  area 
as  a  base  of  cooperative  effort  by  the  indig- 
enous states  for  their  own  self-defense 
rather  than  as  a  place  from  which  we  could 
exercise  military  force.  The  Arab  States  are 
anxious  to  defend  themselves  against  aggres- 
sion of  any  kind  and  they  could  produce 
effective  results  to  begin  with  by  themselves 
and  use  our  help  available  if  necessary. 

The  importance  of  the  Middle  East  as  a 
defense  area  together  with  the  economic  con- 
tribution which  I  have  mentioned  could  pro- 
vide a  permanent  brake  on  the  use  of  mili- 
tary force  for  purposes  of  conquest.  It  would 
thus  be  a  larger  contribution  to  the  develop- 
ment of  a  permanent  and  lasting  peace  In 
the  world. 

Looked  at  either  negatively  or  positively, 
our  stake  in  the  Middle  East  is  of  incalcu- 
lable magnitude.  Its  value  is  so  great  as  to 
Justify  an  all-out  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Government  and  of  the  private 
citizens  of  the  United  States. 

In  spite  of  our  current  self-imposed  handi- 
caps I  feel  sure  that  we  can  maintain  and 
preserve  our  stake  in  the  Middle  East  if  we 
can  approach  the  problems  there  with  wise, 
covirageous,  and  sympathetic  aims. 

Spkxcr  bt  Dr.  Charlis  Malik,  MiNisTiai  of 
Lebanon  in  the  Unfted  States 
People  talk  about  the  mystery  of  the  East. 
Wherever    this    mystery    exists,    it    certainly 
does  not  exist   in  the   Near  East.     I   assure 
you  there  Is  no  special   lynystery   about  our 
part  of  the  world.     Our  problems  are  by  now 
fairly  obvious.     Whether  it  is  Iran  or  Egvpt 
or  North  Africa  or  Israel  and  the  Arab  States, 
or  the  relations  of  all  these  countries  among 
themselves,  or  their  relations  to  Turkey,  or 
to  the  powers  west  or  north  or  east  of  them, 
whether   it  is   the   fantastic   deposits  of   oil 
throughout  our  region,  or  the  extraordinary 
strategic  importance  of  our  location — who  to- 
day does  not  have  a  fairly  respectable  grasp 
of  these  issues?     I  doubt  whether  any  new 
investigation  into  the  general  conditions  of 
the  Near  Bast  can  be  instituted  now  which 
will  uncover  any  startlingly  significant  facts 
hitherto    unknown    or    inaccessible    to    the 
serious   student.     Our   economic   and   social 
conditions,   our   political   complications,   the 
difficulties  as  well  as  the  possibilities  arising 
among   the   diverse   components   of   our   re- 
gion,  the  spiritual  and  intellectual  climate 
in  which  we  live,  and  the  apprehensions  and 
yearnings  which  overtake  us  with  respect  to 
the  outside  world,  in  brief,  our  total  existence 
is  by  now  an  open  book  to  whoever  cares  to 
cast  his  glance  seriously  and  fairly  at  us.     We 
have  not   lain   In   vain  for  millenia   on  the 
open  highways  of  the  world. 

I  hold.  then,  that  the  dlfllculty  of  the  West 
In  general,  and  of  the  United  States  in  par- 
ticular, with  respect  to  the  Near  East  does 
not  belong — at  least  In   the  case  of   those 
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who  determine  western  policy — to  the  order 
of  the  understanding,  but  to  the  order  of  the 
will.  The  Near  East  is  thoroughly  under- 
stood, or  at  least  its  salient  features,  so  far 
as  concerns  any  presuppositions  for  action. 
are  adequately  grasped.  The  difficulty  is  that 
there  is  a  kind  of  paralysis  of  the  will  where- 
by matters  are  allowed  to  drift,  month  after 
month  and  year  after  year.  But  I  believe 
the  moment  has  come  when  the  deliberation 
of  Indecision  must  soon  issue  in  decisive 
action. 

I  do  not.  therefore,  propose  In  the  few 
minutes  at  my  disposal  to  try  to  add  to  the 
fund  of  wisdom  of  a  distinguished  and  en- 
lightened audience  like  this  concerning  the 
Near  East.  I  shall  assume  complete  knowl- 
edge of  the  situation,  confining  my  remarks 
only  U>  such  possibilities  of  policy  and  action 
as  are  likely  to  dispel,  or  at  least  to  soften. 
whatever  negativity  of  feellnt?  might  rankle 
today  In  certain  parts  of  the  Near  Ea.st.  The 
only  s:gnlflcant  news  about  the  Near  East 
today  Is  not  news  of  analysl.s  and  general  In- 
formation, but  news  of  action  or  of  real 
possibilities  of  action.  I  shall  therefcre  set 
forth  a  series  of  propositions  of  a  practical 
nature  which  I  believe  the  present  situation 
both  demands  and  allows. 

I.  I  regard  the  e.xistence  of  the  American 
Friend.'^  of  the  Middle  Eait  as  a  good  bit  ut 
news  about  the  Near  East.     For  a  loni;  time 
the    Arab    world    at    least    has    complained, 
and   rightly  In   my  opinion,   that,  so  far  as 
the  American  public  is  concerned,  the  truth 
about  l:  is  distorted,  or  at  best  suppressed. 
The   American    Friends   of    the   Middle   East 
seem   to  dedicate  themselves   to  the  honest 
mediation  of  the   truth,  and  not   only  with 
respect  to  the  Arabs  but  with  respect  to  all 
the  peoples  of  the  Middle  East.     This  then 
is  good   news   to   us   Arabs.     For   we   believe 
that  all   that   is   needed   to  help  promote  u 
Just  American  policy  In  regard  to  any  situa- 
tion, a  policy  that  will  Incldentallv  also   be 
in  the  highest  interest  of  the  United  States 
itself,  is  for  the  An-erican  people,  with  their 
deep-seated  tradition  of  fairness  and  Justice, 
to  know  the  real  facts  about  that  situation! 
The  Arabs  ask  neither  for  propa?;anda,  nor 
lor  favors,  nor  for  any  artificial  whipping  up 
of   general   American   sympathy:    the   Arabs 
only  ask  that  the  broad  masses  of  the  Amer- 
ican   people,    who   I   know   absolutely   mean 
well   anc    would   consciously   wrong   nobody. 
know    tlie    truth    about    them— about    their 
state  of  mind,  about  their  rights  and  griev- 
ances,   about    the    problems    besettlntc   th^lr 
existence,  about  their  possibilities,  and  about 
their  common  aspirations.     This  task  of  be- 
ing  true   to  the   truth   and   thereby  of  pro- 
moting mutual  understanding,  the  American 
Friends  of  the  Middle  East  seem  to  be  emi- 
nently qualified  to  shoulder.     And  therefore 
my  first  proposition  is  this:  Support,  develop 
and    deeoen    the    activity    of    the   American 
Friends  of  the  Middle  East. 

2.  There   are   other   agencies   of   good   will 
whose   quiet   action  constitutes  another   bit 
of  good   news   about   the  Near   East  and   Its 
relations  to  the  West.     At  least  half  a  dozen 
centers    of    Near    Eastern    studies    have    re- 
cently arisen  in  the  United  States,  of  which 
perhaps  the  most  celebrated  is  that  at  Prince- 
ton.    Thi're   are  some   quarter  of   a   million 
or  more  Americans  who  trace  their  origin  to 
Lebanon  and  Syria  and  to  other  parts  of  the 
Near  East:  Americans  of  whom  both  .America 
and  the  :ands  of  their  origin  can  be  proud 
and  who  have  bestirred  themselves,  through 
their  mar.y  organizations,  to  an  active  Inter- 
est In  our  destiny  and  development.  Conspic- 
uous in  the  skyline  of  Washington  today  Is 
a  new  beautiful  structure,  the  minaret  of  the 
Islamic  Center:  when  completed  and  organ- 
ized,   this   center   ought    to   mediate   In    the 
New  World  some  of  the  wonderful  riches  of 
art,  thought,  and  spirit  of  the  great  Islamic 
heritage.     There  is  also  the  far-reaching  ac- 
tivity   of    American    free    enterprise    in    the 
Near  East  an  activity  that,  partly  on  account 
of    the    requirements    of    its    own    interests 
partly  owing  to  the  enlightened  goodness  of 


some  of  Its  leaders  even  apart  from  their 
interests,  has  built,  and  doubtless  will  con- 
tinue to  build,  real  bridges  of  good  will  and 
cooperation  between  America  and  the  Near 
East.  Who  can  measure  the  contribution  to 
the  Near  East  and  to  America  of  the  great 
host  of  American  missionaries  who,  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  our  region, 
have  for  more  than  100  years,  unselfishly  and 
in  all  humility  and  at  times  at  a  tremendous 
sacrifice,  healed  the  sick,  educated  the  igno- 
rant, and  tried  as  t)est  they  can  to  pass  on  a 
glimpse  of  the  flame  of  love  that  was  con- 
suming them?  And  last  but  not  least,  there 
Is  the  American  University  of  Beirut,  and 
its  many  other  sister  institutions  of  higher 
learning,  which  have  done  so  much  to  help 
awaken  the  mind  of  the  Near  East  to  lu  con- 
dition and  to  its  p<»slbllltles.  And  so  my 
second  proposition  is  this:  Let  these  volun- 
tary agencies,  which  constitute  good  news, 
deepen  and  develop  their  activity,  for  their 
future  is  big  with  opportunities  for  service 
and    interpretation. 

3.  The  Arabs  must  themselves  assume  re- 
sponsibility for  promoting  firm  and  friendly 
relations  with  the  American  people.  The 
diplomatic  missions  In  Washington  are  doing 
what  they  can  toward  that  end  But  because 
the  Interest  of  the  American  public  in  the 
Near  East  is  simply  staggering  and.  therefore, 
the  corresponding  need  for  adequate  inter- 
pretation is  so  great,  and  because  the  diplo- 
mats in  Washington  have  their  own  official 
duties  near  the  Federal  Government,  it  ap- 
pears  that  there  Is  need  for  something  above 
mere  governmental  representation;  some- 
thing that  deals  not  with  propaganda— a 
term  that  I  hate— but  with  placing  at  the 
disposal  of  the  American  people.  In  sim- 
plicity and  detachment,  whatever  they  de- 
sire to  know  about  the  Arab  peoples.  It  is 
a  good  bit  of  news  that  the  Arab  League 
Is  now  seriously  contemplating  the  setting 
up  of  precisely  such  an  office.  And  therefore 
my  third  preposition  Is  this:  May  this  live 
project  soon  becon.e  a  living  institution, 
manned  not  by  the  best  available  people, 
but  by  the  best  people,  both  American  and 
Arab,  sought  out  and  made  available. 

4.  The    peoples    of    the    Near    East,    under 
the  mighty  Impact  of  a  variety  of  factors,  are 
really  awakening     They  are  demanding  three 
things:  That  their  governments  be  more  and 
more  responsive  to  them,  that  there  be  real 
administrative,  social,  and  economic  reforms, 
and  that  they  be  left  to  develop  their  own 
genius  without  outside  Interference.     All  of 
this    is    good    news.      The    one    novel    thing 
in  the  Near  East  today  Is  that  it  is  no  longer 
possible  to  treat  with  governments  over  the 
heads  of  their  peoples,  that  there  Is  develop- 
ing   a    public    opinion    that    is    Increasingly 
making   itself   felt,   and   that   perhaps  never 
before   have   the  ordinary  men   and   women 
counted   so   much    In    the   scales   of    things. 
The   future   will    depend   on    the   emergence 
of  a  quality  of  leadership  within  and  a  depth 
of  understanding  without  which  will  canalize 
the    popular    awakenini?    Into    constructive 
channels.     My  fourth  proposition,  therefore. 
Is  this:   if  this  fresh  Impulse  of  hope  is  not 
to    turn    into   embittered    darkness,    if    it   is 
not  t(j  blame  every  problem  and  every  disap- 
pointment  upon   the  West,   the  West  must, 
in  all  wisdom,  try  to  understand  It,  and  to 
encourage   the   forces  of   light  and   freedom 
and   constructive  action   wherever   they  are 
found. 

5  Two  Instances  Illustrate  what  I  mean 
by  good  news,  news  of  action:  The  situation 
in  Lebanon  and  the  situation  in  Egypt.  One 
can  al.so  refer  to  other  Instances  of  real  hope 
In  the  Near  East,  but  I  shall  be  satisfied  with 
these  two.  Consider  flrst  the  recent  events 
In  Lebanon— my  own  country.  Our  new 
President.  Mr  CamlUe  Chamoun,  whom  many 
of  you  know  well.  Is  an  excellent  leader,  full 
of  enthusiasm  fur  his  own  people,  and  con- 
vinced of  the  possibility  and  necessity  of 
transforming  Lebanon  into  a  model  little 
state.  The  change  In  administration  in 
Lebanon  which  took  place  without  any  vlo- 
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lent  upheaval  and  which  brought  to  the  for* 
such  men  of  vision  whom  the  people  fullf 
trust,  is  a  bit  of  real  good  news  about  the 
Near  East.  My  flfth  proposition  therefore 
is  this:  Let  every  man  of  good  will  support 
the  movement  of  n-form  In  Lebanon  under 
Mr.  Chamoun,  to  tho  end  that  Lebanon  real- 
ize to  the  full  Its  ])otentlalitleB  of  being  a 
genuine  living  center  of  freedom  of  thought 
and  conscience. 

6  My  second  Instance  of  good  news  U 
E^ypt.  The  emergence  of  General  Nagulb 
is  one  of  the  most  nignlOcant  events  lu  the 
recent  history  of  the  Near  East.  There  is 
more  hope  today,  not  only  about  Egypt,  but 
at>out  the  whole  Near  Eastern  picture,  as  a 
result  of  this  event  than  there  has  been  for 
decades.  A  real  beginning  in  fundamental 
economic,  social  and  political  reform  Is  made 
by  General  Naguio  and  bis  aasoclates. 
Cleanness  and  efficiency  Is  their  motto,  and 
the  welfare  and  development,  not  of  this  or 
that  class  or  clique,  but  of  the  people  as  a 
whole.  One  fact  ban  unmistakably  emerged 
from  all  the  changes  of  government  in  re- 
cent decades,  as  alno  from  the  revolution 
of  General  Naguib:  That  the  determination 
of  Egypt  to  realize  t,o  the  full  its  national 
aspirations,  particularly  In  the  Suez  Canal 
and  In  the  Sudan,  la  final  and  absolute. 
This  is  no  longer  a  question  of  governments 
or  regimes:  This  la  the  moat  Ingrained  con- 
viction of  the  Egyptian  people  as  a  whole. 
And  therefore  my  sixth  proposition  Is  thla; 
I^t  western  statesmanship  exercise  Itself  to 
the  utmost  to  seize  the  present  golden  op- 
portunity that  offers  itself  In  Egypt, 

7.  As  the  West  endeavors  really  to  under- 
stand the  nascent  forces  all  over  the  Near 
East,  and  to  encourcge — or  at  least  not  to 
stand  in  the  way  of — the  impulses  of  light 
and  positive  action.  It  will  be  compelled,  I 
am  convinced,  to  reexamine  Its  total  policy 
with  respect  to  the  Near  East,  I  believe  such 
a  fundamental  reexamination  of  Western 
policy  is  a  distinct  }>oaslblllty  In  the  near 
future.  I  will  therefore  formulate  my 
seventh  proposition  aj  follows :  For  this  Im- 
pending reexamination  to  be  successful,  for 
It  to  be  adequate  to  the  historic  demands 
of  the  moment,  flrst.  It  must  be  made  on 
the  profoundest  possible  plane,  taking  noth- 
ing for  granted:  second.  It  should  treat  the 
peoples  of  the  Near  Eist  not  as  means  only. 
but  as  ends  and  therefore  equals,  to  be  fully 
respected  and  loved  In  their  own  right;  and 
third,  the  V/est  must  develop  a  high-level. 
long-range  and,  above  all,  coordinated  policy, 
purged  of  the  twin  evils  of  fltfulness  and 
drift. 

8.  The  Palestinian  situation  continues  to 
be  a  source  of  deep  rancor  In  the  Arab 
world.  It  U  not  a  simple  thing  for  the 
West,  and  especially  for  the  United  States, 
to  have  decisively  helped  In  the  creation  of 
a  new  state  In  a  region  against  the  will  of 
the  Inhabitants  of  that  region,  to  have  there- 
by caused  to  be  displaced  a  million  Arabs 
In  order  that  a  million  Jews  gathered  from 
all  over  the  world  take  their  place,  to  have 
American  dollars,  hDwever  collected  and 
however  channelled,  pour  Into  the  new  state 
by  the  hundreds  of  millions,  and  to  have 
Western,  and  especially  American,  leaders 
make  every  day  prophetic  pronouncements 
concerning  the  eternal  destiny  of  the  new 
state  to  civilize  and  develop  and  lead  and 
even  defend  the  Near  East.  Let  me  there- 
fore say  this:  This  situation  will  remain  on 
our  hands,  causing  bitterness  and  unrest 
for  decades  and  perhajw  generations  to  come, 
and  nobody  Is  going  to  forget  that  It  la  a 
function  of  the  will  of  the  Western  World, 
and  especially  of  the  United  States.  In  a 
region  especially  renowned  for  its  memory, 
where  experience  deposits  itself  cumulatively 
In  the  form  of  anecdote  and  folksong  and 
poetry  and  literature.  It  U  dlflJctUt  to  efface 
or  overlay  the  events  of  the  past.  This  does 
not  mean  that  nothing  can  be  done.  In  fact 
four  things  can  and  should  be  done,  and 
would  prove  most  helpfuL 


First,  rightly  or  wronc^y.  the  Arabs  are 
deeply  convinced  that  present-day  Israel 
Is  but  a  bridgehead  from  which  the  Jews,  at 
the  opportune  moment,  will  sweep  over  and 
conquer  the  entire  Arab  Near  East,  or  at 
least  as  much  of  it  as  possible,  or  as  is  neces- 
sary for  them.  Witness  the  uninterrupted — 
If  presently  a  bit  slowed  down — ^flow  of  Jew- 
Ish  Immigration;  the  openly  expressed 
boundless  dreams  and  ambitions  of  Zionist 
leaders,  especially  In  regard  to  Arab  Pales- 
tine. TransJordan  and  southern  Lebanon; 
and  the  encouragement  they  receive  from 
certain  western  statesmen.  The  Arabs,  un- 
less they  are  to  turn  to  any  source  to  help 
them  achieve  a  sense  of  security,  must  be 
disabused  of  the  conviction  that  the  West 
has  BO  to  speak  handed  them  over  to  the 
Jews.  There  are  two  ways  In  which  thla  can 
be  done,  (1)  The  3-power  declaration  of 
May  25,  1850.  must  be  reaffirmed  and 
strengthened.  If  this  strengthened  reaffir- 
mation should  come  as  a  solemn  declara- 
tion by  the  highest  western  authorities,  it 
would  make  a  deep  Impression;  (2)  the  Arabs 
must  be  strengthened  Internally  so  as  to  feel 
that  they  can  defend  themselves  against  at- 
tack. Since,  frankly.  It  is  inconceivable  that 
Israel  will  ever  be  forsaken  by  the  West  In 
case  of  emergency,  but  not  Inconceivable — 
or  at  least  not  Inconceivable  to  the  same 
«rtent — that  the  Arabs,  notwithstanding 
any  solemn  declaration  made  by  the  West  to 
the  contrary,  will  not  under  one  pretext  or 
another  be  forsaken  should  Israel  propKise 
to  expand.  It  Is  evident  that  there  Is  thus  an 
essential  Inequality  in  the  ultimate  sense  of 
security  as  between  the  Arabs  and  the  Jews; 
and  that  to  redress  this  balance  of  Inner 
security,  the  Arabs  must  be  far  more 
strengthened  than  they  are  at  present. 

Second,  the  West  must  urge  upon  Israel 
to  perform  an  act  of  restitution  to  the  Arabs 
that  might  call  forth  a  response  of  good  will 
and  confldence  on  their  part.  For  without 
/rab  good  will  and  confldence,  Israel  can- 
not endure.  The  only  act  that  might  begin 
to  restore  confldence  Is  significant  restitu- 
tion of  territory.  But  It  happens  that  Is- 
rael occupies  by  force — as  for  Instance  In  the 
case  of  western  Galilee — more  than  was  as- 
signed to  It  by  the  United  Nations.  There- 
fore restitution  of  territory,  besides  being 
the  only  way  to  begin  to  restore  confldence. 
is  fully  within  the  Intent  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. 

Third,  this  restituted  territory  Is  not  only 
in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  United 
Nations,  nor  will  It  only  help  to  create  good 
win,  but  also  It  win  enable  a  considerable 
proportion  of  the  Arab  refugees  to  be  re- 
patriated. The  Arab  refugee  problem  Is  the 
most  vlclotis  source  of  disaffection  and  sub- 
version In  the  Near  East.  It  Is  naive  to  sup- 
pose, as  past  schemes  seem  to  have  sup- 
posed, that  this  problem  can  be  divested  of 
Its  political  overtones  and  can  be  treated  on 
a  purely  humanitarian  or  economic  basis. 
A  much  bolder  approach  Is  clearly  Indicated. 
The  only  reasonable  and  In  the  end  practi- 
cable solution  of  this  problem  Is  to  make  It 
possible  for  the  greater  part  of  the  refugees 
to  be  resettled  on  Palestinian  soil. 

Fourth,  the  Western  World,  and  the 
United  States  In  particular,  must  lift  the 
question  of  Jerusalem  above  the  sphere  of 
political  strife  and  contention,  and  help 
honor  the  decision  of  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  United  Nations  which  have  thrice 
willed  Jerusalem  as  a  corpus  separatum.  I 
have  said  so  much  about  Jerusalem  In  the 
crucial  days  of  1949  that  all  I  propose  to  say 
now  Is  that  Jerusalem,  and  not  Just  the  so- 
called  holy  places,  can  and  should  be  in- 
ternationalized; that.  Indeed,  this  is  the  re- 
peatedly defied  decision  of  the  United  Na- 
tions, a  decision  that  the  United  States, 
doubtless  for  special  reasons  of  Its  own,  haa 
not  seen  fit  so  far  to  respect;  that  to  sup- 
pose that  dynamic  Zionism  will  ever  rest 
short  of  taking  hold  of  the  old  city,  the 
site  of  the  temple,  is  to  talk  cheap  politics; 


that  If  Jeruaalem  becomes  a  center  of  high 
political  activity,  and  so  long  as  it  remains 
such  a  center,  there  wlU  never  be  peace  in 
the  Near  East,  and  perhaps  even  beyond  the 
Near  East;  and  that  the  one  single  act  by 
the  United  States  that  might  help  reestab- 
lish faith  In  America  throughout  the  Arab 
world  is  for  this  country  to  declare  itself 
and  work  for  the  internationalization  of 
Jerusalem,  an  act  that  wUl  only  bring  the 
United  States,  which  has  repeatedly  said,  as 
for  instance  lately  by  President  Eisenhower, 
that  Its  policy  is  to  support  and  strengthen 
the  United  Nations.  In  line  with  the  world 
organization. 

My  eighth  proposition  touching  Palestine, 
then,  may  be  formulated  &i  follows:  If  peace 
and  stability  are  really  desired  In  and  for  the 
Near  East — and  I  sometimes  feel  that  some 
people  don't  really  desire  these  things — and 
If  the  United  States  really  cares  to  recover 
part  of  the  goodwin  and  confldence  which 
the  Arab  world  has  always  until  recently 
felt  toward  It,  then  the  way  to  these  ends  Is 
perfectly  clear:  let  the  powers- to-be  abso- 
lutely convince  the  Arabs  that  they  will  not 
be  overrun  and  swallowed  up  by  the  Jews, 
and  let  them  only  help  Implement,  as  they 
have  helped  implement  other  resolutions 
elsewhere  in  the  world,  the  three  standing 
resolutions  of  the  United  Nations,  concern- 
ing boundaries,  concerning  refugees,  and 
concerning  the  internationalization  of  the 
Holy  City. 

9.  The  extension  of  technical  and  eco- 
nomic assistance  to  the  peoples  of  the  Near 
East  belongs  also  to  the  category  of  good 
news.  Despite  all  the  difBcultles  of  the  pres- 
ent, this  program  has  a  real  future.  If  one 
allows  his  Imagination  to  range  freely  over 
the  possibillUes  of  this  thing,  provided  of 
course  political,  psychological  and  moral 
difficulties  are  overcome,  one  can  see  in  the 
horizon  tremendous  schemes  of  development  ' 
ushering  in  a  new  phase  of  civilization  in 
the  Near  East.  I  believe  such  a  picture  Is  a 
distinct  possibinty.  In  this  connection  I 
may  be  permitted  to  make  one  observation. 
America  usually  calls  forth  in  the  m'nds  of 
the  peoples  of  Asia  and  the  Near  East  for  the 
most  part  the  idea  of  dollars  and  technology. 
American    pronouncements    have    confirmed 

us  In  this  habit.  Thus  an  American  leader 
not  long  ago  has  referred  to  what  he  called 
"our  technical  missionaries."  as  destined  to 
bring  about  peace  and  plenty  throughout 
Asia.  Now  If  I  were  an  American,  I  would 
certainly  be  proud  of  the  wealth  and  scien- 
tific advancement  of  my  country.  They 
signify  a  tremendous  outreach  of  the  human 
spirit.  But  If  I  were  an  American.  I  would 
also  resent  being  looked  upon  by  the  out- 
side world  as  only  a  dispenser  of  money  and 
machines,  or  even  of  the  know-how  of  mak- 
ing money  and  machines.  I  would  strive  to 
disabuse  them  of  that  idea.  For  surely  I 
would  know  that  my  country  could  and 
should  lAean  a  deeper  challenge  to  the 
world.  In  place  of  merely  rousing  the  world 
to  make  use  of  me  materially.  I  would  study 
to  Impart  a  more  creative  meaning  to  It.  I 
would  crave  to  send  forth  not  only  "technical 
missionaries."  but  also  social  missionaries, 
political  mlsslonsu-les.  Intellectual  mission- 
aries, spiritual  missionaries;  men  and  women 
who  could,  through  patience  and  love,  so 
identify  themselves  with  the  condition  of 
other  people  as  to  teach  them  some  of  the 
Inner  spiritual  eecrets  which  created  my 
wealth  and  technology  In  the  flrst  place,  and 
lots  of  other  wonderful  values  besi-les.  I 
sometimes  feel  that  the  programs  of  tech- 
nical and  economic  assistance  do  not  do  Jus- 
tice to  America.  And  thus  my  ninth  propo- 
sition is  that  for  all  their  Short-term  and 
long-term  necessity,  there  are  essential 
limits  to  these  programs;  and  that  Amer- 
ica must  sooner  or  later  articulate  a  deeper 
spiritual  message  for  the  world. 

10.  The  problems  of  the  Near  East  cannot 
be  abstracted  from  the  problems  of  the  rest 
of  the  world.  Such  an  abstraction  is  not 
only  impossible  these  days  anywhere  in  the 
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world:  It  Is  particularly  impossible  in  the 
Near  East.  This  is  at  once  our  glory  and  our 
penalty  for  being  where  we  are.  Thus  the 
deep  and  wide  ramifications  of  o\ir  situation 
are  not  in  truth  susceptible  of  a  permanent 
settlement  except  within  the  context  of  a 
total  .world  settlement.  Uncertainty  and 
trouble  in  the  Near  East  are  not  a  passing 
phenomenon:  they  spring  from  the  essence 
of  the  present  world  crisis,  and  can  only  be 
understood  or  met  as  an  incident  in  that 
crisis.  So  long  as  the  cold  war  lasts,  the 
Near  East  will  remain  unsettled,  no  matter 
what  In  the  meantime  may  or  must  be  done 
here  and  there  under  the  exigency  of  passing 
events.  And  therefore  my  10th  proposition 
is  this:  Let  no  ofle  suppose  that  while  the 
larger  conflict  rages,  while  it  is  not  yet 
settled  whether  and  how  communism  and 
the  western  world  can  coexist,  the  Near  East. 
on  which  both  sides  to  the  conflict  so  criti- 
cally converge — strategically,  politically, 
economically,  and  culturally — will  know  real 
peace. 

11.  There  is  a  threefold  crisis  In  the  Near 
Bast  today.  One  phase  of  this  crisis  con- 
cerns the  relationship  to  be  established  be- 
tween the  States  and  the  peoples  of  the 
Near  East  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  outside 
world  on  the  other.  This  Is  the  problem  of 
the  place  of  the  Near  East  in  the  world.  The 
second  phase  of  the  near  eastern  crisis  re- 
lates to  the  order  to  be  established  among 
the  Near  Eastern  States  themselves.  What 
sort  of  arrangement  is  possible  and  desirable 
among  the  diverse  States  of  the  area?  And 
the  third  phase  of  the  crisis  relates  to  the 
Internal  organization  within  each  Near  East- 
ern state  itself.  This  is  the  crisis  of  ruler 
and  ruled,  of  the  rising  masses,  and  of  the 
sort  or  social,  economic,  and  political  sys- 
tems that  are  likely  to  emerge,  or  that  should 
be  encouraged  to  emerge,  from  the  present 
turmoil.  This  threefold  crUls  necessitates 
that  a  fresh  and  creative  look  be  given  the 
near  eastern  question,  both  by  the  p)eople3 
Of  the  Near  East  and  by  the  Western  World. 

I  hold  that  our  issues  are  all  clear  and 
lucid.  They  cai  be  quickly  mastered. 
Again  therefore  I  assure  you,  there  are  no 
impenetrable  mysteries  about  our  part  of 
the  world.  The  difficulty  is  not  of  an  in- 
tellectual order,  but  of  a  moral  and  prac- 
tical order.  Is  there  a  determination,  is 
there  a  will,  Is  there  a  decision,  is  there  a 
love,  to  help  lift  the  Near  Bast  to  the  heights 
of  which  It  is  capable?  The  great  ages  of 
brilliance  of  the  Near  East  were  all  ages  In 
which  our  peoples  were  in  profound  touch 
with  the  Western  World.  And  so  my  con- 
cluding proposition  is  this:  let  us  all  so  de- 
port ourselves  that  the  Near  East— confirmed 
in  Its  dignity  and  self-respect,  and  under- 
standing Its  real  abiding  interests— will  not 
be  lost  to  the  free  world,  but  will  once  again 
and  In  our  lifetime  become  a  shining  bastion 
of  freedom  and  truth. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  stabil- 
ity and  security  cannot  possibly  be  main- 
tained in  the  vital  Middle  East  area  of 
the  world  with  approximately  p  million 
hungry,  disillusioned,  and  embittered 
human  beings,  who  are  the  objects  of 
oommunistic  propaganda  designed  to 
disrupt  every  semblance  of  order.  The 
resolution  which  I  have  just  submitted 
directs  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
to  make  an  immediate  survey,  study,  and 
investigation,  of  this  situation.  I  do  not 
know  at  the  moment.  Mr.  President, 
what  the  solution  to  the  problem  may 
be,  or  even  if  there  is  a  solution  on  the 
horizon.  I  do  know,  however,  that  if 
this  country  is  to  maintain  its  position 
of  leadership  in  the  world  and  to  serve 
the  cause  of  peace  it  is  essential  that  we 
act  and  act  promptly  in  the  interest  of 


February  18 


International  friendship  and  under- 
standing for  the  people  of  the  Middle 
East  whose  objectives  of  freedom,  peace, 
and  world  order,  are  being  impaired  by 
the  plight  of  the  Palestinian  Arab  ref- 
ugees. 


PROPOSED  CHANGE  OP  NAME  OP 
COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELA- 
TIONS TO  COMMITTEE  ON  INTER- 
NATIONAL RELATIONS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  for  appropriate  reference  a  res- 
olution which  would  change  the  name 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
to  the  Committee  on  International  Re- 
lations, and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  proceed  for  2  minutes  to 
explain  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Th?  res- 
olution will  be  received  and  appropri- 
ately referred,  and.  without  objection, 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  may  pro- 
ceed, as  requested. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  82  >.  submitted 
by  Mr.  Humphrey,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
a-  follows: 

Resolved.  That  oUbsectlon  (1)  (H  of  ru'e 
XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  is 
amended  by  striking  rut  •'Commltiee  on 
Foreign  Relations"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  ■•Committee  on  International  Rela- 
tions." Subsection  6  (a)  of  rule  XVI  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  "Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations" and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "Com- 
mittee   on   International   Relations." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  reached  a  point  in  American  his- 
tory where  we.  in  fact,  recognize  that 
our  dealings  with  other  nations  are  no 
longer  "foreign"  to  us.  We  talk  too  much 
today  about  "foreign  policy."  The 
phrase  itself  has  a  bad  sound,  creates 
suspicion  and  fosters  distrust.  I  think 
it  is  imjjortant  that  we  talk  instead  about 
our  "international  policy." 

Fran-cly.  there  is  no  domestic  policy 
which  is  unrelated  to  our  foreign  policy, 
nor  is  there  anything  within  the  so- 
called  foreign  policy  which  does  not  af- 
fect our  domestic  policy.  The  term  I 
suggest  as  an  appropriate  title  for  one 
of  the  Senate's  most  important  commit- 
tees is  the  Senate  Committee  on  Inter- 
national Relations.  We  in  this  great 
Republic  are  the  key  to  the  success  of 
international  relations.  I  believe  that 
iny  proposal  offers  a  much  more  realis- 
tic characterization  of  our  relations  with 
other  nations. 

The  chief  problem  that  faces  us  today 
as  a  nation  is  international  in  scope.  It 
is,  in  an  attempt  to  more  accurately 
describe  our  task  in  the  world  and  more 
accurately  describe  our  responsibilities 
as  a  nation,  that  I  propose  to  change 
the  name  of  our  Senate  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  to  that  of  Committee 
on  International  Relations. 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  I  shall  press  for 
that  change  within  our  committee. 

I  point  out  further  that  my  suggestion 
Is  not  new  in  terms  of  Senate  procedure. 
The  name  of  the  Committee  on  Expendi- 
tures m  the  Executive  Departments  so 
designated  by  the  LaFollette-Monroney 


Act.  was  changed  only  last  year  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
which,  of  course,  is  a  much  more  accurate 
description  of  its  functions  and  duties. 
I  submit  that  to  change  the  name  of  this 
important  committee  now  known  as  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  to  the 
Committee  on  International  Relations  is 
more  much  in  tune  with  the  spirit  which 
motivates  our  country  today  in  its  efforts 
at  international  cooperation. 


PERSECLTION  OF  JEWS  BY  THE 
SOVIET  UNION— ADDITIONAL  CO- 
SPONSOR  OF  RESOLUTION 

Mr  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  lart 
week  I  prepared  a  resolution  caUing  on 
the  Senate  to  express  its  abhorrence  of 
and  condemnation  at  the  persecution 
beini^  indulged  in  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Soviet  Union  toward  the  Jewish  people. 
Last  Monday  I  observed,  in  reading  the 
CoxcREssioNAL  RECORD,  that  the  distin- 
gui.shed  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr. 
Murray]  submitted  a  resolution  <S.  Res! 
70 ».  in  which  he  also  expressed  his  hops 
that  the  Senate  would  go  on  record  con- 
demning,' the  action  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
For  that  reason  I  shall  not  submit  my 
resolution,  but  ask  that  my  name  be 
added  as  a  co.sponsor  of  the  resolution 
of  tlie  Senator  from  Montana,  and  that 
It  be  known  that  I  endorse  everything  he 
said  in  that  connection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida?  1  he  Chair  hears  none, 
and  It  IS  so  ordered. 
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HOUSE  CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 
The  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  63)  authorizing  the  printing  of  ad- 
ditional copies  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  Public  Law  414.  82d  Con- 
gress. 2d  se.ssion.  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 

ResoUed  by  f'l*'  Hou.te  of  Rrpresmtative^ 
(the  Senate  concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  25.000  additional  copies  of  the  Im- 
mlprathm  and  Nationality  Act,  Public  Law 
414,  82d  Congress.  2d  session,  of  which 
20.000  cople.s  bhall  be  for  the  House  docu- 
ment r(x)m.  3,000  copies  for  the  Senate  docu- 
ment room.  1.000  copies  for  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  1.000  copies  for 
the  House  Committee  on  Judiciary. 


PRINTING  OF  STUDY  ON  EMPLOY- 
MENT AND  ECONOMIC  STATUS  OF 
NEGROES  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 
AS  A  SENATE  DOCUMENT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  a  study  of 
the  National  Security  Resources  Board 
and  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  pre- 
pared during  the  82d  Congress  for  the 
Subcommittee  on  Labor  and  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations,  of  which  I  was  chair- 
man, on  Employment  and  Economic 
Status  of  Negroes  in  the  United  States, 
be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 
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ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

Statement   prepared    by   him   on    motion- 
picture  film  entltlec  "Hans  Christian  Ander- 
sen" and  in  tribute  to  Samuel  Goldwyn. 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  In  observance 
of  the  35th  anniven.ary  of  Lithuanian  inde- 
pendence. 

Address  delivered  by  Senator  Potteb  at 
the  13th  Congressional  District  Lincoln  Day 
observance  In  Betroit.  Mich. 

Statement  of  Gen.  Alfred  M.  Gruenther 
and  President  in  Exile  Zaleskl  In  reference 
to  rejjrlsals  by  Conm:iunlst  government  for 
resistance,  sabotage  and  clandestine  action 
behind  the  Iron  Ct.rtaln. 
By    Mr.    MURRAY: 

Sermon  delivered  by  Rev.  John  Courtney 
Murray.  S  J  .  at  the  Red  Mass.  St,  Matthews 
Cathedral.  Washington.  D.  C.  February  15. 
1933. 

By    Mr.    HUMPHREY: 

Address  entitled  "A  Universalized  Decla- 
ration of  Indeperdence:  America's  New 
World  Revolution."  delivered  last  year  by 
Prof.  Lev  E.  Dobrlansky.  professor  of  eco- 
nomics at  Georgetov.n  University  at  the  fifth 
triennial  meeting  ol  the  Ukrainian  Congress 
Committee  In  New  York  City. 

Editorial  entitled  "Communism  In 
Unions."  published  In  the  New  Yo-k  Times 
of   February    11.    1953, 

By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

Letter  and  memorandum  from  Maj.  Oen. 
C  L,  Chennault  regarding  opposition  to 
communism  and  activities  in  the  Far  East. 

Article  by  Westbr'X)k  Pegler.  regarding  the 
use  of  Communist  iisslstants  in  the  making 
of   certain    Investlgntions. 
By  Mr.  W ATKINS: 

Editorial  entitled  "Recognition  of  a  Ser- 
vant's Role."  published  in  the  Deseret  News 
of  February  2,  1953.  dealing  with  the  role 
of  the  Senate  in  consenting  to  the  ratifica- 
tion of  treaties. 

Article  entitled  "A  Suggestion  to  Mr.  John 
Foster  Dulles,  the  United  States  Secretary 
of  State.  "  by  Dr.  G.  Homer  Durham,  head  of 
the  political  science  department.  University 
of  Utah,  published  in  The  Improvement  Era 
for  February  1953, 

By   Mr.  WILLIAMS: 

Article     appearing     in     the     Washington 
Evening  Star  on  Monday.  February  16,  1963, 
entitled  "Publicity  on  Pardons." 
By    Mr.    DIRKSEN: 

Annual  report  of  the  National  Foundation 
for  Consumer  Credit. 

By   Mr.  KENNEDY: 

Editorial  paying  tribute  to  John  H.  Grif- 
fin, editor  In  chief  of  the  Boston  Post,  pub- 
lished in  the  Boston  Post  on  February  17, 
1953. 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair)  laid  before 
the  Senate  messages  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry 


nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.). 


NOMINATION  OF  RICHARD  R.  AT- 
KINSON FOR  REAPPOINTMENT 
AS  MEMBER  OF  DISTRICT  OP  CO- 
LUMBIA REDEVELOPMENT  LAND 
AGENCY 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Chair- 
man and  members  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  the  nom- 
ination of  Richard  R.  Atkinson,  for  re- 
appointment as  a  member  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  Redevelopment  Land  Agen- 
cy, for  a  term  of  5  years,  effective  on  and 
after  March  4,  1953,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 


EXECUTIVE    REPORT    OP   A 
COMMITTEE 

As  in  executive  session. 
The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr,  BRICKER.  from  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency: 

George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be 
United  States  Governor  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  and  United  States  Governor 
Of  the  International  Bank  for  Reconstruc- 
tion and  Development. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE    SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Dirksen,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  was  authorized  to  meet  this 
afternoon  during  the  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  consider  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
No.  1. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Morn- 
ing business  is  closed. 


NOTICE  WITH  REPEHENCE  TO  CER- 
TAIN NOMINATIONS  BEFORE  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  In 
executive  session,  pursuant  to  a  rule 
adopted  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  give  the  required  6  days' 
notice  with  respect  to  certain  nomina- 
tions. Thereafter  they  will  be  consid- 
ered by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions.   The  nominations  are: 

John  M.  Cabot,  of  Mstssachusetts,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  min- 
ister, to  be  all  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

James  Clement  Dunn,  of  New  York,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  min- 
ister, now  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  to  Prance,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Spain. 

Karl  L.  Rankin,  of  Maine,  a  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officer  of  the  class  of  career  minister,  to 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
China. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  in  the  chair ) .  The  notice 
will  be  noted  in  the  Record. 


UPRISING  OF  THE  ARMENIAN  PEO- 
PLE AGAINST  THE  SOVIET  UNION 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  32 
years  ago.  on  February  18,  1921,  the 
'  Armenian  no«pi-  one  of  the  nrst  vic- 
tims of  Soviet  aggrfession,  SQCceMed  in 
overthrowing  Communist  rule,  forcibly 
imposed  upon  them  on  December  2. 
1920.  This  uprising  was  the  first  and 
only  successful  revolt  against  the  So- 
viet Union. 

Tragically,  the  freedom  regained  was 
short  lived.  The  Red  armies  returned 
and  reimposed  their  terror  upon  the  Ar- 
menian people.  Today,  Armenia  re- 
mains a  subject  nation,  forced  to  exist 
under  the  despotic  Soviet  yoke. 

This  year,  as  every  year,  Armenians 
throughout  the  free  world  hail  the  he- 
roic revolt  of  February  18,  1921.  They 
look  upon  this  day  as  living  proof,  which 
destroys  the  carefully  constructed  So- 
viet myth  that  the  forces  of  communism 
are  invincible. 

This  reminder  will  serve  as  an  inspi- 
ration to  all  Armenians  in  the  free  world, 
struggling  to  free  their  homeland,  and 
also  as  a  message  of  hope  to  the  coura- 
geous people  in  Armenia,  who  look  to 
America  as  the  great  champion  of  free- 
dom and  democracy. 

Mr.  President.  Mr.  P.  H.  Darpin.  a 
physician  and  surgeon  of  Detroit.  Mich., 
has  prepared  a  statement  which  aptly 
describes  the  events  referred  to.  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  his  state- 
ment be  inserted  in  the  Record  follow- 
ing my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows  : 
When  the  Communists  Were  Theown  Ottt 

The  free  world  seems  to  have  accepted  as 
fact  that  Communist  rule  in  the  subjugated 
lands  is  so  viciously  and  absolutely  en- 
trenched that  a  successful  uprising  by  the 
enslaved    peoples    Is    well-nigh    impossible. 

History,  however,  begs  to  differ . 

For  it  is  a  matter  of  record  that  on  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1921,  after  2',^  months  of  Soviet 
rule,  the  people  of  Armenia  rose  and  reestab- 
lished the  free  and  independent  Armenian 
Republic. 

Armenia  had  been  sovietized  under  the 
pressure  of  Red  armies  on  December  2.  1920. 
The  Government  of  the  Armenian  Republic 
was  then  forced  to  sign  a  treaty  with  the 
Communists,  whereby  the  Communists 
pledged  to  maintain  an  independent  Soviet 
Armenia  and  to  carry  out  no  persecutions 
against  those  who,  prior  to  the  sovietization 
of  the  land,  had  been  active  in  political 
parties    other   than    the    Communist    Party. 

However,  immediately  after  their  accession 
to  power,  the  Communists  ruthlessly  tram- 
pled every  provision  of  the  treaty  they  had 
signed. 

They  Imprisoned,  deported,  or  shot  the 
political  leaders  and  intelligentsia  of  the 
country.  They  looted  the  towiis  and  vil- 
lages and  established  a  reign  of  terror  every- 
where. 

Oliver  Baldwin,  son  of  Britain's  Prime 
Minister  Stanley  Baldwin,  who  was  an  offi- 
cer in  the  Armenian  Army,  and  who  had 
stayed  on  after  the  sovietization  of  the  coun- 
try, in  his  lx>ok  Six  Prisons  and  Two  Revo- 
lutions thus  descrit>es  the  Communist  plun- 
derlngs: 

"The  amount  of  loot  the  commissars  had 
collected  during  their  regime  was  indescrib- 
able. In  1  room  we  found  about  50  pairs  of 
boots  of  different  kinds,  gold  rubles,  shirts, 
suits  of  European  clothes,  and  sUver  trinkets 
of  Caucasian  work." 
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But  the  Communists  were  not  satisfled 
wltb  looting  and  plundering  in  Armenia. 
A  reign  of  absolute  terror  was  established. 
Leaders  In  all  spheres  of  national  activity — 
whether  political,  military  or  cultural,  were 
alT^sted,  imprisoned  without  trial  and  ex- 
ecuted. And  It  was  against  this  barbaric 
slaughter  of  the  best  sons  of  Armenia  that 
the  people  rose. 

Again  to  quote  Baldwin  as  he  describes 
the  uprising  of  February  18: 

"At  about  6:30  on  Pebru£U7  18,  I  awoke 
to  find  Dr.  Usher  shaking  me  by  the  shoul- 
der. 'Listen,'  he  said.  And  then  it  came — 
rifle  shots.  Lewis  guns,  Vickers  guns  rattling 
like  1914-18.  and  on  the  breeze  were  borne 
shouts  of  the  attackers:  'Hayastan,  Hayas- 
tan'  (Armenia,  Armenia).  I  dressed  in 
about  5  minutes  and,  taking  a  revolver, 
rushed  into  the  street.  All  around  there 
was  firing,  bullets  whistled  overhead.  The 
attack  was  coming  from  the  north,  and 
thither  I  ran.  Up  the  steep  streets,  fol- 
lowed and  preceded  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  town.  Every  man  knew  his  place. 
Every  man  was  armed.  From  every  house 
emerged  old  men  and  young,  their  women 
handing  them  bandoliers  and  rifles  that 
had  been  hidden  since  December.  'Hayas- 
tan. Hayastan.' 

"The  excitement  was  tremendous.  On 
the  northeastern  hill  we  met  the  first  band 
of  peasants.  We  kissed  each  other,  we 
cheered. 

"We  placed  Vickers  guns  in  position  and 
opened  fire. 

"Then  came  the  call:  To  the  prison! 
To  the  prison!" 

"We  rushed  downhill  shooting,  calling, 
shouting.  On  every  housetop  stood  a 
sniper — an  Armenian.  In  the  center  of  the 
town,  two  companies  of  Bolsheviks  were 
taken  like  rats  in  a  trap,  and  marched 
away." 

And  thus  it  was  that  In  Armenia,  two 
and  a  half  full  months  after  the  establish- 
ment and  consolidation  of  Soviet  rule, 
tyranny  was  overthrown  and  the  Red  armies 
were  chased  out  of  the  land. 

And  Armenia  was  once  again  proclaimed  a 
free  and  independent  Republic. 

Today  It  Is  wise  and  important  for  the 
free  world  to  remember  the  example  of  Ar- 
menia, to  remember  that  the  rule  of  Soviet 
tyranny  Is  not  one  unbroken  chain. 

That  chain  was  shattered  once  by  an  an- 
cient and  small  people,  whose  wrath  had 
been  aroused;  It  may  be  shattered  again, 
this  time  through  the  coordinated  efforts  of 
many. 


REPOPT  ON  THE  SEVENTH  GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY,  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  next 
Tuesday,  February  24.  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations  will  re- 
convene. 

The  hopes  and  prayers  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  are  with  this  great  organi- 
zation, and  so  are  the  liopes  and  prayers 
of  all  the  peoples  of  earth. 

In  this  atomic  age.  there  is  nothing 
more  important  than  our  unceasing 
quest  for  peace. 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  should 
like  to  submit  now  a  brief  report  on  the 
work  of  the  U.  N.  General  Assembly 
whose  fall  1952  session  I  attended  and 
participated  in  as  a  member  of  the 
United  States  delegation. 

The  experience  of  serving  at  the 
United  Nations  between  October  and 
December  1952  will  long  be  a  highlight 
in  my  memory,  because  it  gave  me  first- 
hand, illuminating  experience  in  the 
complex  workings  of  this  noble  instru- 
mentoUtjr  for  man's  well-being. 


I  had  hoped,  of  course,  to  report  much 
sooner  to  the  Senate  on  my  experiences 
at  the  U.  N.,  but  in  my  new  capacity 
as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  in  the  83d  Congress, 
the  pressure  of  events  has  thus  far  pre- 
vented me. 

In  view  of  the  fact,  however,  that  the 
Assembly  is  reconvening  next  Tuesday. 
I  feel  It  appropriate  that  I  submit  some 
comments  today. 

COMMENTS    TO    BE    INCLUDKD    IN    S£CORD 

Under  these  particular  circumstances, 
at  this  time.  I  will  not  presume  on  the 
Senate  time  to  read  in  full  the  comments 
which  I  had  prepared  in  this  report.  I 
shall  ask  that  certain  portions  or  these 
remarks  be  placed  in  the  Congressional 
Recoro. 

My  comments  throughout  this  report 
will  b«;  submitted  in  complete  friend- 
ship fcr  this  great  organization,  because 
I  feel  that  everything  which  I,  for  one, 
can  dc  to  strengthen  it,  I  should  do. 

man's    age-old    quest    FOR    PEACE 

From  the  beginning  of  recorded  time, 
man  has  strived  to  organize  for  peace. 

Toward  that  end.  I  shall  submit  com- 
ments in  complete  candor,  because  I  be- 
lieve in  "letting  the  chips  fall  where  they 
may." 

I  believe  that  the  best  friend  of  the 
United  Nations  is  he  who  demonstrates 
sympaiJiy  and  understanding  for  it.  but 
who  ac  the  same  time  points  out  in  a 
constructive  fashion  its  limitations,  its 
shortcomings,  its  trials  and  tribulations, 
and  then  suggests  ways  and  means  cf 
overcoming  these  problems. 

I   COMPLETELY    SUPPORT    U.    N. 

I  should  like  to  affirm  now  very  em- 
phatically that  I  have  supported  the 
United  Nations  from  its  very  conception 
during  the  war  years. 

I  supported  and  voted  for  the  San 
Francisco  Charter.  I  have  .supported  the 
U.  N.  in  its  first  7  years.  I  .support  it 
now.  and  I  shall  give  it  my  continuing 
support. 

I    UKCE  AMERICANS  TO  SUPPORT  U     N     FULLT 

I  urge  my  countrymen  to  do  likewise. 
I  urge  them  not  to  heed  those  who  would 
try  to  dig  a  grave  for  the  U.  N.  I  urge 
my  countrymen  to  maintain  undimin- 
ished faith  and  confidence  in  this  vital 
living  organism,  the  United  Nations,  in 
its  able  Secretary  General  Trygve  Lie. 
and  in  its  specialized  agencies. 

I  am  keenly  aware  of  the  many  prob- 
lems of  the  U.  N.,  but  I  say  to  my  coun- 
ti-ymcn:  "Let  us  mobilize  our  might  and 
main;  let  us  leave  no  stone  unturned,  to 
make  this  organization  succeed." 

Let  us  seek  to  fulfill  the  hopes  of  man- 
kind that  it  will  succeed.  But  if.  heaven 
prevent,  it  should  not  succeed,  let  it 
never  be  said  of  our  country  that  it  was 
we  who  were  at  fault  in  failing  to  give 
the  U.  N.  our  complete  support,  or  in 
failing  to  fulfill  its  highest  potentialities. 

As  an  American  and  a  Republican, 
and  in  my  capacity  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
let  me  emphasize  that  I  am  proud  of  the 
role  of  leadership  my  country  has  played 
in  the  United  Nations.  I  am  proud  of 
the  significant  contribution  we  made  in 
launching  the  organization  seven  short 
years  ago.    And  I  am  equally  proud  of 


the  valiant  efforts  we  have  put  forth 
since  that  time  to  make  the  U.  N.  work. 
Mr.  President,  the  road  to  world  peace 
is  a  great  deal  rougher  and  much  more 
full  of  detours  than  we  hoped  it  would 
be  7  years  ago  when  we  ratified  the  U.  N. 
Charter.  But  even  though  we  have  en- 
countered many  setbacks  and  many  dis- 
appointments, we  have  learned  a  great 
deal  since  then,  and  we  can  push  on  now, 
confident  that  we  are  headed  in  the  right 
general  direction. 

The  General  Assembly  met  in  its  sev- 
enth session  at  the  new  headquarters  in 
New  York,  from  October  14  until  4:45 
a.  m.  on  Ekcember  22,  1952,  when  It 
threw  out  the  Soviet  midnight  propa- 
ganda charges  against  the  United  States 
relating  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  of 
war  in  Korea.  Delegations  from  the 
60  member  countries,  including  some  30 
foreign  ministers,  participated.  There 
was  great  popular  interest.  Some  360.000 
persons  visited  United  Nations  Head- 
quarters during  this  time,  and  about 
160,000  attended  the  various  meetings. 
Coverage  of  the  meetings  by  press  and 
radio  services— both  domestic  and  for- 
eign—was, as  u.sual,  very  great.  Some- 
times the  operations  of  the  U.  N.  are 
overshadowed  by  domestic  Issues.  But 
by  and  larce  I  doubt  that  there  is  any 
other  political  event  on  the  earth  which 
receives,  day  in  and  out,  the  press  co\- 
erage  throughout  the  world  that  the 
U.  N.  receives. 

The  annual  A.ssembly  sessions  have 
become  the  outstanding  world  forum 
for  the  di.scusciion  of  major  interna- 
tional que.stions.  All  member  countries, 
through  their  ranking  spoke.-^men.  pre- 
sent their  points  of  view,  both  publicly 
in  the  debates  and  privately  in  conver- 
-sations  with  other  delegates.  In  addi- 
tion, the  Assembly  deals  with  a  great 
variety  of  problems  relating  to  all  areas 
of  the  world,  and  ranging  in  scope  from 
fighting  in  Korea  to  the  treatment  of 
natives  in  Africa.  Each  year.  also,  the 
As.sembly  performs  indispensable  func- 
tions in  the  United  Nations  system:  vot- 
ing tlie  budget,  examining  the  admin- 
istration, electing  members  of  councils 
and  other  bodies,  and  reviewing  the  work 
of  the  United  Nations  as  a  whole. 

The  United  States  was  represented  at 
the  meetings  of  the  General  A.ssembly  by 
a  very  able  delecation  of  Americans,  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  and  confirmed 
by  the  Senate.  The  dele-^ation  included 
iiidividual.s  from  both  political  parties, 
from  the  Cunu-ress,  from  business,  and 
from  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. It  was  a  privilege  to  work  with 
this  fine  group  of  men  and  women,  who 
were  supported  by  a  group  of  devoted 
and  hard-working  public  servants. 

This  year,  the  A.s.sembly  offered  e.^pe- 
cialiy  important  possibilities  for  influ- 
ence, good  or  bad,  on  public  opinion 
in  many  lands  on  critical  issues.  The 
Soviet  Union,  not  being  able  to  offer  a 
constructive  pro<:ram  of  its  own,  always 
attempts  in  the  General  A.ssembly  to  di- 
vide and  split  the  countries  of  the  free 
world  and,  e.specially.  to  turn  them 
again.st  the  United  States.  In  this  en- 
deavor, the  Russians  cleverly  and  un- 
scrupulously .seek  to  magnify  and  distort 
disputes  and  di.'^agreement.s  which  arise 
from  time  to  time  between  non-Commu- 
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nist  states,  thus  promoting  discord  and 
interfering  in  the  amicable  relations  be- 
tween friendly  stiites.  On  such  vital 
matters  as  that  of  seeking  an  armistice 
in  Korea,  the  Communists  do  what  they 
can  to  promote  disagreement  among 
those  U.  N.  membeis  who  stand  together 
for  defense  against  aggression.  It  is 
in  this  environment  that  the  United 
States  sought  friendly  agreement  with 
its  friends  and  action  which  would  pro- 
mote peace. 

This  had  to  be  done  during  and  Just 
after  a  hard-fought  American  election 
campaign,  when  other  countries  were 
waiting  to  see  what  future  American 
policy  would  be. 

It  was  a  hard  Job;  but  it  is  fair  to  say 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  Assembly  ad- 
vanced the  work  and  interests  of  the 
world  community.  It  made  a  positive 
contribution  on  the  Korean  problem.  It 
di.scussed  difficult  questions  with  moder- 
ation. It  refused  to  lend  itself  to  Soviet 
efforts  to  confuse  and  divide  the  Nations 
of  the  world. 

The  overriding  i.'isue  of  the  whole  As- 
sembly session  was,  of  course,  Korea. 
When  the  session  opened,  the  Unified 
Command  had  exhausted  every  effort  to 
break  the  deadlocK  over  the  repatria- 
tion of  prisoners  of  war  and  to  persuade 
the  Communists  to  accept  an  honorable 
armistice.  The  Communists,  however, 
had  refused  to  accept  any  of  the  Unified 
Command  proposals  on  the  question  of 
prisoners  of  war  cr  to  make  any  con- 
structive proposals  of  their  own. 

The  United  States  took  •he  position 
that  the  As.sembly  should  take  any  meas- 
ures that  were  possible  to  persuade  the 
Communists  to  accept  an  honorable 
peace  in  Korea.  If,  through  the  Assem- 
bly efforts,  no  armistice  could  be 
achieved,  we  wanted  the  Assembly  to 
satisfy  itself  on  whether  the  Communists 
really  wanted  an  armistice  in  Korea.  If 
not,  the  United  Ni.tions  would  have  to 
face  that  situation  then  and  determine 
what  should  be  done. 

The  United  States  and  20  other  powers 
submitted  a  draft  resolution  setting  forth 
this  general  approach.  The  resolution 
endorsed  the  United  Nations  Command's 
stand  against  the  forcible  repatriation 
of  prisoners,  and  called  on  the  Commu- 
nists to  agree  to  an  armistice  consistent 
with  this  position.  The  U.  S.  S.  R..  how- 
ever, insisted  on  tne  forcible  repatria- 
tion of  prisoners,  even  though  that 
might  mean  their  ceath  at  the  hands  of 
the  enemy,  and  made  a  vague  proposal 
which,  as  later  amended,  simply  called 
for  an  immediate  cease-fire  without  a  so- 
lution of  the  prisoner-of-war  question. 
The  Soviets  proposed  the  establishment 
of  a  commission  for  the  peaceful  settle- 
ment of  the  Korean  question  on  the  basis 
of  the  unification  of  Korea,  such  unifi- 
cation to  be  brought  about  by  the  Ko- 
reans themselves  under  the  sup>ervision 
of  the  commission.  The  "gimmick"  in 
this  proposal  was  that  the  commission 
would  be  composed  so  as  to  give  the 
Communists  an  effective  veto  on  its  ac- 
tions. This  propos.il  was  devised  by  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  to  distract  the  attention  of 
other  countries  from  the  repatriation 
issue  and  to  make  ihe  Soviet  Union  look 
like  a  dove  of  peace. 

The  Indian  delegation  undertook  to 
work  out  a  formula  on  the  prisoners-of- 


war  issue  which  could  be  accepted  both 
by  the  free  countries  and  by  the  Com- 
munists. After  more  than  a  month  of 
consideration  of  the  problem,  the  Indian 
resolution  was  finally  adopted  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Assembly; 
54  votes  to  4,  with  1  abstention.  Only 
the  Soviet  bloc  opposed  the  resolution, 
rejecting  the  proposals  even  before  they 
were  submitted  to  the  Chinese  Commu- 
i^ists  and  North  Koreans. 

The  Indian  resolution,  as  passed,  re- 
quested the  President  of  the  General  As- 
sembly to  transmit  to  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists and  to  the  North  Korean  au- 
thorities specific  proposals  which  would 
serve  as  a  just  and  reasonable  basis  for 
agreement  on  the  prisoners  question, 
and  to  report  the  Communist  reaction 
to  the  Assembly  during  its  current  ses- 
sion. The  proposals  stated  the  impor- 
tant principle  that  prisoners  of  war 
should  be  repatriated  i.i  accordance  with 
the  Geneva  Convention,  and  that  force 
i-hould  not  be  used  against  them,  either 
to  effect  or  to  prevent  their  return  to 
their  homelands.  The  prisoners  were  to 
he  turned  over  to  a  repatriation  com- 
mission, with  representatives  from  four 
countries;  any  prisoners  of  war  who 
could  not  be  returned  without  the  use  of 
force  would,  after  a  given  period,  become 
the  responsibility  of  the  United  Nations, 
which  would  care  for  and  dispose  of 
them. 

On  December  14.  1952,  the  Chinese 
Communists  replied  to  Mr.  Pearson,  the 
president  cf  the  Assembly,  rejecting  the 
Assembly's  resolution.  A  similar  mes- 
sage from  the  North  Koreans  was  re- 
ceived a  few  days  later,  thus  confirm- 
ing Soviet  predictions  that  her  satellites 
would  do  her  bidding. 

The  vote  of  the  Assembly  supporting 
the  resolution  was  the  largest  majority 
ever  achieved  in  the  United  Nations  on 
an  important  political  question.  It  was 
a  strong  endorsement  of  the  position 
which  the  Unified  Command  has  taken 
on  the  prisoner  question.  The  Commu- 
nists' rejection  of  this  resolution  fixes 
clearly  on  them  the  blame  for  the  failure 
of  the  armistice  negotiations.  No  clear- 
er demonstration  of  this  could  be 
achieved  than  to  have  54  states  agree  on 
an  equitable  peace  proposal,  only  to  have 
the  Communist  states  reject  it  flatly. 

On  the  last  day  of  the  Assembly  the 
Communist  bloc  showed  that  it  realized 
how  serious  a  setback  in  world  opinion 
it  had  received  by  the  rejection  of  the 
nearly  unanimous  proposal  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly.  IXiring  the  night  they 
demanded  that  a  propaganda  item  en- 
titled "The  Mass  Murder  of  Korean  and 
Chinese  Prisoners  of  War  by  the  United 
States  Military  Authorities  on  the  Island 
of  Pongam"  be  placed  on  the  agenda  and 
considered  immediately.  This  clumsy 
move  was  evidently  intended  to  confuse 
other  countries  on  the  prisoner-of-war 
issue  and,  in  particular,  to  remove  from 
the  Communists  some  of  the  stigma  re- 
sulting from  their  rejection  of  the  As- 
sembly's proposals.  It  did  not  work. 
The  members  of  the  U.  N.  recognized 
the  propaganda  attack  for  what  it  was; 
and  just  before  adjournment  at  4:45 
a.  m.,  December  22,  the  Assembly  de- 
cisively rejected  the  Soviet  charges  by 
45  votes  to  5,  with  10  abstentions. 


Mr.  President,  In  retrospect  the  As- 
sembly's action  on  Korea  was  a  signifi- 
cant step  forward.  It  represents  a  great- 
er display  of  unity  among  the  non-Com- 
munist world  on  the  Korean  question 
than  we  have  ever  been  able  to  obtain 
up  to  this  time. 

It  had,  of  course,  been  hoped  that  the 
efforts  of  the  United  Nations  might  find 
complete  fruition  in  actual  settlement  of 
the  Korean  conflict.  We  know  how 
anxiously  the  people  of  this  country  and 
of  other  peace-loving  members  of  the 
United  Nations  are  desirous  of  an  honor- 
able and  speedy  end  of  the  Korean  con- 
flict. So,  while  we  are  by  no  means 
completely  satisfied  with  the  actions  of 
the  United  Nations  on  the  Korean  issue, 
we  do  feel,  £is  I  have  indicated,  that  those 
actions  represented  a  genuine  step  for- 
ward toward  solution  of  the  problem. 

Let  me  say,  too,  that  for  years  it  has 
been  the  hope  and  prayer,  particularly 
of  the  people  of  our  country,  that  the 
United  Nations  would  recommend  fur- 
ther economic  action  against  the  Chinese 
Red  aggressor.  I  say  "action,"  not  mere 
words. 

In  recent  weeks,  as  we  are  all  aware, 
there  has  been  great  discussion  as  re- 
gards the  future  policy  which  our  country 
will  recommend  to  the  United  Nations 
In  respect  to  Red  China. 

I  shall  not  presume  at  the  present  time 
to  go  into  that  subject,  other  than  to 
state  that  at  the  very  minimum: 

A.  Other  peace-loving  members  of  the 
United  Nations  should  and  must  con- 
tribute a  more  proportionate  share  to 
the  conduct  of  the  overall  Korean  effort. 

B.  The  members  of  the  United  Nations 
should  now  give — and,  for  that  matter, 
should  long  since  have  given — definite 
consideration  to  ways  and  means  of  com- 
pletely depriving  the  Chinese  Commu- 
nist government  of  the  wherewithal  to 
wage  continued  aggressive  war  against 
the  United  Nations  in  Korea. 

AUSTRIA 

Another  major  problem  considered  by 
the  Assembly  was  that  of  the  Austrian 
treaty.  This  item  was  submitted  by 
Brazil,  in  response  to  a  memorandum 
circulated  to  member  states  by  Austria, 
which  is  not  a  member  of  the  United 
Nations.  The  western  powers  have  tried 
for  years  to  negotiate  an  Austrian  state 
treaty  with  the  Soviet  Union.  Early  in 
1946  we  urged  that  consideration  be  given 
to  a  treaty  to  restore  Austrian  inde- 
pendence. But  not  until  1947  was  the 
Soviet  Union  willing  even  to  begin  dis- 
cussion of  such  a  treaty.  The  treaty 
was  discussed  at  376  four-power  meet- 
ings, in  most  of  which  the  Sovieti  Union 
concentrated  upon  insisting  on  terms 
calculated  not  to  safeguard  the  inde- 
pendence of  Austria,  but  to  perpetuate 
the  dependence  of  Austria  upon  the 
Soviet  Union,  even  after  the  withdrawal 
of  Soviet  troops. 

Soviet  talk  in  the  four-power  meetings 
was  backed  up  by  Soviet  action  in  east- 
ern Austria,  where  hundreds  of  prop- 
erties were  seized  under  the  claim  that 
they  were  German  external  assets.  The 
Soviet  action  had  cost  Austria  over  $700 
million  in  the  use  of  various  properties. 
In  the  summer  of  1949.  thQ  Western 
Powers  made  very  large  concessions  to 
the  Soviet  Union,  and  it  was  thought 
that  a  compromise  agreement  had  been 


¥ 


1160 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


i^  1 


I: 


m 


li 


reached  on  the  principal  points  that  re- 
mained. However,  the  Soviet  Union 
then,  in  typical  Communist  fashion,  in- 
sisted on  new  and  extraneous  conditions 
for  the  conclusion  of  a  treaty.  Trying 
once  again  to  break  this  deadlock,  the 
Western  Powers  proposed  on  March  13, 
1952,  a  short,  simple  treaty  containing 
only  the  minimum  essentials  for  restor- 
ing Austrian  independence.  This  of- 
fer, too.  has  been  rejected. 

At  the  outset  of  the  discussion  in  the 
Political  Committee  of  the  Assembly,  the 
Soviet  bloc  refused  to  participate  in  the 
consideration  of  the  item  or  in  any  vote 
on  related  proposals,  and  declared  that 
it  would  not  recognize  the  validity  of 
any  resolution.  "Secret  guilt  by  silence 
is  betrayed,"  wrote  Dryden;  and  on 
December  20,  the  General  Assembly  ap- 
proved, by  a  vote  of  48  to  0,  with  2  ab- 
stentions, a  resolution  providing  that 
the  General  Assembly  should  address 
an  earnest  appeal  to  the  governments 
concerned  to  make  a  renewed  and  urgent 
efifort  to  reach  agreement  on  the  terms 
of  an  Austrian  treaty.  The  resolution 
called  for  an  early  termination  of  the 
occupation  of  Austria  and  the  full  exer- 
cise by  Austria  of  its  powers  as  a  sover- 
eign nation.  Here,  again,  the  Soviet 
Union  was  exposed  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity of  nations  as  the  power  which  is 
preventing  an  eflfective  peace  settlement. 

TUNISIA  AND  MOKOCCO 

Two  of  the  most  important  and  con- 
troversial matters  which  came  before  the 
General  Assembly  involved  the  relation- 
ships of  France  to  its  north  African  pro- 
tectorates, Tunisia  and  Morocco.     Tu- 
nisia and  Morocco  are  sovereign  states 
which,  by  treaty,  gave  Prance  authority 
to  conduct  their  foreign  affairs.     They 
thus  have  the  international  legal  status 
of  protectorates.     Prance,  as  a  member 
of  the  United  Nations,  is  obligated  to 
develop  self-government  in  these  coun- 
tries and  to  take  due  account  of  the 
political    aspirations    of    their    people. 
During  the  past  few  years,  negotiations 
have    been    in    progress    between    the 
French  and  the  Bey  of  Tunis  and  the 
Sultan  of  Morocco,  with  a  view  to  the 
progressive  development  of  self-govern- 
ment   in    these    countries.     In    neither 
case  has  it  been  possible  to  bring  the 
negotiations  to  a  successful  conclusion. 
As  a  result,  there  have  been  considerable 
friction  and   bad  feeling   between   the 
^ench  authorities  and  elements  of  the 
populations  of  these  countries,  accom- 
panied by  some  disorders  and  bloodshed. 
Thirteen    Asian    and    African    states 
requested  the  General  Assembly  to  con- 
sider these  matters,  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  related  to  the  maintenance  of 
international  peace  and  security.     The 
General  Assembly,  with  the  support  of 
the  United  States,  decided  to  hear  both 
cases,  and  debated  them  at  length.    In 
general,  the  discussion    was    moderate, 
and  most  of  the  states  sought  to  im- 
press on  both  the  French,  the  Tunisians, 
and  the  Moroccans  the  necessity  of  con- 
ducting their  negotiations  in  a  spirit  of 
moderation  and  reaching  agreed  solu- 
tions fair  to  all  parties.    The  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  General  Assembly  were  in 
this  spirit 

Mr.  President,  this  Tunisian-Moroc- 
CMinRrench    difficulty    pinpoints    once 
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more  the  tremendous  upsurge  of  nation- 
alist sentiment  which  is  so  prevalent 
throughout  Asia.  Africa,  and  the  Middle 
East  In  this  connection  it  seems  to  me 
that  our  duty  is  clear.  We  must  help 
channel  this  potent  force  along  construc- 
tive lines.  We  must  recognize,  of  course, 
the  legitimate  aspirations  of  subject  peo- 
ples for  self-government  and  independ- 
ence. At  the  same  time,  however,  we 
must  do  what  we  can  to  make  sure  that 
such  developments  unfold  within  the 
framework  of  the  peaceful  procedures 
laid  down  by  the  U.  N.  Charter,  and 
without  jeopardizing  world  peace.  That 
is  why  we  have  urged  the  French,  the 
Tunisians,  and  the  Moroccans  to  carry 
on  their  negotiations  in  a  friendly,  con- 
structive manner. 

UNITED    NATIONS    MEMBEKSUIP 

One  of  the  most  important  problems 
was  that  of  admitting  new  members  to 
the  United  Nations.  The  Charter  pro- 
vides that  membership  is  open  to  peace- 
loving  states  which  accept  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Charter  and,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  organization,  are  able  and  willing 
to  carry  them  out.  Many  countries,  such 
as  Italy,  the  Republic  of  Korea.  Ireland, 
and  Portugal,  found  qualified  by  the 
large  majority  of  members,  have  for 
years  been  striving  for  United  Nations 
membership.  But  consistent  Soviet  ve- 
toes exclude  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
several  Soviet-sponsored  candidates  have 
never  been  found  qualified  as  peace-lov- 
ing states  willing  to  accept  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Charter.  The  Soviet  Union 
has  demanded,  as  the  blackmail  price  for 
its  agreement  not  to  veto  certain  of  the 
deserving  candidates,  the  admission  of 
the  Soviet-sponsored  applicants  without 
reference  to  their  qualifications.  But  the 
Security  Council  and  the  Assembly  have 
not  accepted  this  packaye  deal  which 
would  equate  the  qualified  with  the  non- 
qualified. 

Since  it  was  impossible  to  reach  a  sat- 
isfactory solution  of  the  membership 
question  at  this  time,  the  Assembly  es- 
tablished a  committee  to  study  the  prob- 
lem and  report  to  the  Assemblv  at  the 
next  session.  The  Assembly  also  ap- 
proved a  resolution,  submitted  by  the 
United  States,  determining  that  Japan 
IS  qualified  and  should  be  admitted  as 
well  as  similar  resolutions  on  Cambodia 
Laos,  Vietnam.  Libya,  and  Jordan. 

These  were  the  main  political  prob- 
lems in  the  two  political  committees  of 
the  As.sembly.  In  addition,  the  Assem- 
bly also  has,  as  part  of  its  organization 
committees  dealing  with  economic  so- 
cial, dependent  area,  budgetary. 'and 
legal  questions.  Among  these  varied 
fields  of  activity.  I  might  mention  briefly 
the  discussion  of  economic  problems  in 
Committee  2  and  the  work  of  the  As- 
sembly in  Committee  5,  which  deals  with 
administrative  and  budgetary  ques- 
tions— the  committee  in  which  I  repre- 
sented the  United  States  delegation  most 
of  the  time. 

ECONOMIC    QUESTIONS 

In  the  Economic  Committee,  the  prin- 
cipal issues  which  received  attention 
were  economic  development  and  issues 
raised  by  Soviet  bloc  attacks  upon  the 
free  world,  particularly  against  the 
United  States. 


With  regard  to  economic  development 
the  underdeveloped  countries,  which 
form  two-thirds  of  the  United  Nations 
membership,  continued  to  ask  for  urgent 
attenUon  by  the  United  NaUons  to  their 
development  problems.  What  these  na- 
tions need  are  ways  to  open  their  vast 
resources  of  manpower  and  raw  ma- 
terials. The  resolution  on  the  United 
Nations  technical  assistance  program 
which  corresponds  to  our  American  point 
4  program,  was  enthusia.stically  approved 
by  all  but  the  Soviet  bloc,  as  were  a 
number  of  other  resolutions  intended  to 
deal  with  the  problems  of  economic  de- 
velopment. Among  these  were  a  resolu- 
tion stressing  the  importance  of  the  flow 
of  private  investment  and  a  resolution 
dealing  with  nationalization  of  resources. 
that  is.  the  taking  over  of  private  re- 
sources by  the  state. 

The  resolution  on  nationalization  as  it 
was  originally   introduced   in   the  Eco- 
nomic Committee  by  the  dclecation  of 
Uruguay,  was  unfortunately  worded.    It 
called  for  United  Nations  recognition  of 
the  right  to  nationalize.    It  would  have 
given  the  impression  that  the  General 
A'-sembly   favored   nationalization  as  a 
matter  of  policy.    It  .said  nothing  about 
the  reciprocal  obligation  on  the  part  of 
the  state  to  give  compensation  to  former 
owners  in   cases   where   nationalization 
takes  place.     The  resolution,  as  finally 
adopted,  however,  was  heavily  amended; 
and  while  it  did  not.  in  the  opinion  of 
our  delegation,  present  an  adequate  bal- 
ance between  the  so-called  right  of  na- 
tionalization and  the  duty  to  compensate 
therefor,  nevertheless  it  did  contain  an 
Indian   amendment  which  called  upon 
governments  to  bear  in  mind  the  need 
to  maintain  the  flow  of  capital  In  con- 
ditions of  security,   and  mutual  confi- 
dence.    At  the  time  of  the  final  vote, 
many  of  the  countries  which  supported 
the  resolution  made  it  clear  that  they 
fully  recognized  the  obligation  to  com- 
pensate private  owners,  and  that  they 
interpreted  the  resolution  as  recognizing 
that  duty.     Although  we  voted  against 
the  resolution,  its  effect  should  not  be 
overestimated,  .'^ince  it  needs  to  be  read 
in  the  light  of  the  comprnion  resolution 
on  the  flow  of  private  capital. 

In  summary  on  this  point.  I  should  like 
to  observe  in  all  candor  that  the  attitude 
displayed  by  cerlain  member  govern- 
ments on  the  nationalization  resolution 
was.  in  my  judgment,  unfortunate.  It 
was  unfortunate  in  terms  of  (a)  their 
own  well-being  and  development;  (b) 
the  confidence  of  the  American  people; 
'c>  the  well-being  of  the  United  Nations 
itself. 

While  much  of  the  damage  of  the  na- 
tionalization resolution  was,  as  I  have 
said,  repaired,  nevertheless  the  whole 
issue  rai.scd  a  very  strong  question  mark 
in  the  minds  of  numerous  observers  on 
these  questions:  How  genuinely  aware  of 
the  need  for  international  confidence 
and  the  need  for  fidelity  to  contracts  are 
certain  member  governments?  Do  they 
really  appreciate  the  fact  that  in  de- 
stroying the  property  rights  of  others, 
they  are  destroying  the  very  fabric  of 
their  own  future  well-being?  i 

In  the  Economic  Committee,  the  Soviet 
attacks  followed  the  usual  hne  of  seeking 
to  fix  on  the  United  States  responsi- 
bility for  all  that  is  unhappy  in  this 
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world.  We  were  accused  of  responsl- 
bility  for  depressed  living  standards  in 
the  underdeveloped  countries,  on  the 
ground  that  the  United  States  Is  sucking 
vast  profits  out  of  these  countries  for  the 
benefit  of  American  monopoly  capital. 
The  Soviets  also  charged  that  American 
monopolists  are  responsible  for  the  Ko- 
rean war  and  for  the  armaments  race, 
which  they  are  alleged  to  have  started  in 
order  further  to  swell  their  huge  profits. 
I  replied  to  these  absurd  charges  by 
pointing  out  that  the  majority  of  Ameri- 
cans are  little  capitalists  in  one  way  or 
another.  Our  big  companies  are  owned 
by  miUions  of  our  citizens.  I  contrasted 
American  life  with  life  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain.  I  pointed  out  that  the  net 
profits  of  American  corporations  and  of 
their  stockholders  have  been  decreasing 
since  the  Korean  war  began,  in  view  of 
Increased  taxes.  I  referred  to  the  assist- 
ance the  United  States  is  giving  to  the 
underdeveloped  countries,  and  I  poiiited 
out  that  the  United  States  might  be  able 
to  increase  this  assistance  when  our  de- 
fense and  disarmament  goals  have  been 
achieved,  and  when  the  world  can  have 
some  assurance  that  aggression  does  not 
threaten. 

BUDGETAHT  QUESTIONS 

A  major  part  of  the  fifth  committee's 
work  was  a  detailed  consideration  of  the 
budget  estimates  of  the  United  Nations 
for  the  financial  year  1953.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  sure  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  would  be  pleased  to  know  how 
carefully  we  scrutinized  every  item  in 
that  budget. 

In  addition  to  the  estimates  them- 
selves, as  prepared  by  the  Secretary- 
General,  the  fifth  committee  had  before 
it  the  report  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Administrative  and  Budgetary  Ques- 
tions. This  committee  of  experts  had 
previously  reviewed  in  great  detail  the 
budget  proposed  by  the  Secretary -Gen- 
eral for  1953,  and  its  recommendations 
became  the  basis  for  Fifth  Committee 
discussion  and  decisions. 

As  we  proceeded  with  our  discussions, 
It  became  apparent  that,  despite  gen- 
erally supported  efforts  to  achieve  econ- 
omy, the  level  of  assessments  against 
member  states  would  be  some  $2  million 
above  that  of  1952.  Expenditures  in 
1953  contributing  toward  this  increase 
were  the  higher  amortization  charge  on 
the  headquarters  loan,  the  need  for  ad- 
ditional funds  to  complete  the  construc- 
tion of  the  headquarters,  and  the  cost 
of  making  Spanish  a  working  language 
in  the  Economic  and  Social  Council  and 
its  various  commissions.  In  the  light  of 
these  facts,  the  committee  adopted  a 
United  Kingdom  proposal,  as  supported 
by  the  United  States,  which  set  a  target 
total  of  $48,700,000  gross  for  the  1953 
budget  The  Secretary-General  was  re- 
quested to  adjust  his  estimates  and,  in 
effect,  to  submit  to  the  Fifth  Committee 
a  new  budget  within  this  maximum  gross 
total. 

As  a  result  of  this  request,  and  the 
complete  cooperation  of  the  Secretary- 
General  and  the  Advisory  Committee, 
the  Fifth  Cominittee  and  the  General 
Assembly  adopted  a  regular  budget  for 
1953  which  authorized  U.  N.  expenditures 
in  the  total  amount  of  $48,327,700.  I 
am  sure,  all  of  us  will  agree  that  this  Is 


a  reasonable  figure  when  we  consider 
the  great  goals  to  which  the  U.  N.  is  ded- 
icated. This  amount  Is  approximately 
the  cost  of  a  single  destroyer. 

The  fact  that  this  final  budget  total 
is  only  sUghtly  in  excess  of  $48,000,000  for 
1952  is  due  to  the  sincere  efforts  of  most 
member  states  to  stabilize  the  expendi- 
ture level  of  the  United  Nations  and  to 
insure  that  the  financial  resources  of  the 
organization  are  devoted  to  only  the 
most  worthwhile  activities. 

The  Fifth  Committee  also  considered 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Contri- 
butions, which  recommended  a  number 
of  adjustments  in  the  percentages  of 
assessments  against  member  states  for 

1953.  Among  these  adjustments  was  a 
reduction  of  the  United  States  assess- 
ment for  the  total  budget  from  36.90 
percent  to  35.12  percent,  and  an  increase 
in  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  share  from  9.85  per- 
cent to  12.28  percent.  Consistent  with 
the  position  of  the  United  States  for  the 
past  several  years,  the  United  States 
spokesman  in  the  Fifth  Committee  vigor- 
ously pressed  for  immediate  action  to 
reduce  the  United  States  share  to  one- 
third.  The  point  was  stressed  that  it 
was  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the  United 
Nations  to  be  dependent  upon  any  one 
member  state  for  such  a  large  propxar- 
tion  of  its  financial  resources.  The 
economic  ability  of  other  states,  partic- 
ularly the  Soviet  Union,  to  pay  more  was 
also  emphasized. 

The  United  States  delegation  submit- 
ted a  resolution  which  called  for  the 
return  of  the  proposed  1953  scale  of  as- 
sessments to  the  Contributions  Commit- 
tee for  adjustments  which  would  be  re- 
quired by  the  immediate  application  of 
the  principle  that  no  one  member  state 
should  pay  more  than  one-third  of  the 
regularly  budgeted  expenses  of  the 
organization.  While  this  resolution  did 
not  find  favor  in  the  Fifth  Committee, 
the  committee  did  adopt  a  compromise 
Canadian  proposal  which,  while  ap- 
proving the  scale  recommended  by  the 
Contributions  Committee  for  1953,  de- 
cided that  beginning  January  1,  1954, 
no  one  member  shall  pay  more  than  one- 
third.  This  action  was  approved  by  the 
Assembly.  The  United  States  abstained 
on  the  vote  taken  on  this  issue  both  in 
the  Fifth  Committee  and  in  the  General 
Assembly.  In  explaining  the  United 
States  vote,  I  expressed  regret  that  the 
Assembly  had  not  seen  fit  to  approve  a 
position  which  the  United  States  believed 
to  be  eminently  reasonable,  and  pointed 
out  that  any  obligation  on  the  United 
States  to  pay  its  assessed  share  in  1953 
stemmed  from  the  United  Nations  Char- 
ter, and  not  from  the  vote  of  the  United 
States  representative. 

While  not  being  all  that  the  United 
States  had  urged,  the  contribution  deci- 
sion taken  by  the  Seventh  General  As- 
sembly is  significant  in  that,  for  the  first 
time,  the  United  States  has  been  given 
formal  assurance  by  the  Assembly  that 
its  share  of  assessments  will  be  reduced 
to  33^3  percent  beginning  January  1, 

1954.  The  language  of  this  decision,  as 
taken  by  the  Assembly,  makes  it  manda- 
tory that  the  Committee  on  Contribu- 
tions reduce  the  United  States  share  to 
one-third,  and  recommend  other  adjust- 
ments as  subsequent  to  that  in  drawing 


up  its  proposed  scale  of  assessments  for 
1954. 

Mr.  President,  sometimes  the  United 
States  is  accused  of  pinching  pennies, 
because  of  our  attitude  toward  the  regu- 
lar U.  N.  budget.  This  charge  is  grossly 
unfair.  With  us,  the  one-third  ceiling 
on  the  regular  U.  N.  budget  is  a  matter 
of  principle.  No  international  organiza- 
tion of  60  nations  should  ever  be  depend- 
ent upon  any  single  state  for  a  predom- 
inant share  of  its  financial  support.  Our 
Government — and  that  includes  the 
Congress — has  consistently  adhered  to 
that  principle  since  1946. 

Furthermore,  anyone  who  will  take  the 
time  to  examine  the  record  will  realize 
that  the  United  States  has  been  more 
than  generous.  Are  we  not  contributing 
some  65  percent  of  the  U.  N.  expendi- 
tures for  Korean  relief  and  rehabilita- 
tion? And  have  we  not  contributed  the 
lion's  share  of  the  U.  N.  outlay  for  Pales- 
tine refugees,  for  the  Children's  Fund, 
and  for  other  special  programs?  The 
record  speaks  eloquently  for  itself. 

I  shall  not  pretend  to  draw  up  a  bal- 
ance sheet  for  the  session,  either  for  the 
United  Nations  itself  or  for  the  United 
States.  We  must  remember  that,  as  the 
central  authority  of  the  whole  United 
Nations  system,  the  General  Assembly 
must  devote  a  great  deal  of  its  time  at 
every  session  to  technical,  routine,  cumu- 
lative business  in  many  fields.  On  the 
big  political  problems  its  record  is  full 
of  disappointments.  This  year,  the  As- 
sembly did  not  bring  peace  in  Korea,  or 
contribute  more  fighting  forces  to  those 
who  have  been  so  long  engaged  in  stop- 
ping Communist  aggression  there.  It  did 
not  bring  Austria  freedom  from  occupa- 
tion. But  in  these  and  in  many  other 
cases  the  work  of  the  General  Assembly 
was  definitely  helpful  to  the  interna- 
tional community,  including  ourselves. 
In  the  world  struggle  of  today  ideas, 
judgments,  and  morals  play  their  part 
The  Communists  realize  this,  and  try 
desperately  to  use  every  medium  to  twist 
and  distort  truth.  It  is  essential  to  our 
role  as  a  great  civilized,  leading  country 
that  we  accept  the  fact  that  all  coun- 
tries— large  and  small — have  their  inter- 
ests and  opinions  concerning  world 
problems.  It  is  part  of  the  task  of  our 
kind  of  leadership  in  the  modern  world 
to  enter  honestly  and  frankly  into  the 
discussion  of  these  problems  with  other 
nations;  to  seek  to  convince  others  of 
our  case;  to  be  wilUng  to  be  convinced 
by  facts  when  others  present  them ;  and 
to  reach  agreement  and  mutual  accom- 
modation where  that  can  be  honorably 
done. 

On  the  whole,  these  discussions  in  the 
United  Nations  are  helpful.  The  mere 
fact  that  serious,  dangerous  problems 
can  be  brought  up  and  discussed  in  the 
United  Nations  tends  to  relax  tension,  to 
focus  public  opinion  upon  the  issues  in 
a  more  rational  way  than  would  other- 
wise be  the  case,  and  thus  work  toward 
real  solution. 

The  Assembly  has  often  been  called 
the  town  meeting  of  the  world.  I  some- 
times call  it  the  crossroads  of  the  world. 
It  is  not  only  a  great  public  meeting  of 
the  nations;  it  is  also  an  unrivaled  op- 
portunity for  people  of  practically  all 
nations    who    work    on    international 
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problems  to  come  to  know  each  other 
personally.  This  Is  valuable.  Even 
though  the  United  Nations  provides  no 
magic  for  achieving  peace,  it  does  pro- 
vide us  with  the  chance,  through  public 
speeches  and  private  contacts,  and 
through  generally  acceptable  resolutions 
which  we  help  to  formulate,  to  move  to- 
ward solutions  for  individual  problems. 

I  cannot  close  this  brief  review  of 
meetings  of  the  Seventh  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations,  which  I 
attended,  without  referring  to  the  prob- 
lem of  American  Communists  on  the 
U.  N.  The  gravity  of  this  sltxiation  per- 
suaded me  that  it  was  of  vital  impor- 
tance to  the  future  of  the  great  cause 
which  the  United  Nations  ssmibolizes 
that  remedial  action  be  taken  as 
promptly  as  possible.  It  was  for  this 
reason  that  I  did  what  was  within  my 
power  to  promote  early  action,  and  to 
this  end  I  devoted  considerable  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  during  the  time  I  was, 
in  New  York. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  that  every 
Member  of  this  body  would  agree  that 
only  American  citizens  with  the  highest 
sense  of  loyalty  and  only  those  who  have 
the  confidence  of  our  people  should 
serve  as  members  of  the  U.  N.  Secre- 
tariat. The  American  people  are  bit- 
terly opposed  to  communism  and  the  evil 
principles  for  which  It  stands.  They  re- 
sent the  thought  that  any  of  our  na- 
tionals who  embrace  the  Marxian  doc- 
trine should  ever  fill  any  kind  of  post  as 
an  international  civil  servant. 

I  wish  I  could  say  that  all  of  those 
United  States  officials  primarily  con- 
cerned with  the  problem  up  until  the 
end  of  1952  had  clearly  recognized  its 
seriousness,  but  unfortunately  I  did  not 
always  find  that  to  be  the  case. 

Rather,  I  found  a  tendency  in  many 
quarters  to  delay  and  delay  forthright 
action.  I  often  found  an  inability  to 
understand  the  temper  of  the  American 
I>eople  and  the  American  Congress.  I 
foimd  an  unawareness  of  the  rights  and 
obligations  of  the  host  country.  The 
results  of  this  condition  of  mind  in  some 
individuals  were  extremely  regrettable. 

I  do  not  for  one  moment  underesti- 
mate the  difficulties  and  complexities  of 
the  situation. 

But  I  very  definitely  feel  that  had  fore- 
sight universally  been  shown,  and  had 
there  been  a  genuine  determination 
completely  to  solve  the  problem,  the  issue 
might  never  need  have  come  up  in  the 
way  it  did,  with  the  resultant  harm  to  the 
prestige  of  the  United  Nations. 

My  own  aims  have  been  several,  as 
follows : 

(a)  To  maintain  the  highest  possible 
confidence  of  the  American  people  in  the 
United  Nations,  by — 

(b)  Making  sure  that  the  U.  N.  so  con- 
ducts its  own  affairs  as  always  to  be  fully 
worthy  of  such  confidence. 

I  have  wanted  to  prevent  to  the  great- 
est possible  extent  any  impairment  in  the 
morale  of  the  employees  of  the  U.  N. 
Without  a  high  morale,  the  effectiveness 
of  this  great  organization  would  be 
severely  damaged. 

At  this  point.  I  should  like  to  note 
that,  as  all  of  us  are  aware,  at  the  very 
end  of  his  adjninistratioii.  President 
Truman  issued  an  Executive  order  estab- 


lishing procedures  for  the  screening  of 
all  Americans  on  the  International  Sec- 
retariat and  in  the  specialized  agencies. 

Moreover,  immediately  following  his 
appointment,  our  former  colleague,  Sen- 
ator Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  our  new 
representative  to  the  United  Nations, 
asked  the  FBI  to  screen  not  only  all  the 
Americans  on  the  Secretariat,  but  also 
the  employees  of  the  permanent  United 
States  mission  in  New  York. 

In  all  fairness  to  the  U.  N.,  I  should 
like  to  observe  that  the  number  of 
Americans  who  have  been  under  sus- 
picion in  any  way  constitute  only  a  small 
number  of  the  more  than  2,000  Ameri- 
cans now  employed  on  the  Secretariat. 
I  make  this  point  not  to  minimize  the 
seriousness  of  the  problem,  because  ac- 
tually so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  there 
is  no  room  for  a  single  American  Com- 
munist or  individual  with  Communist 
sympathies  or  affiliations  inside  the 
United  Nations.  I  make  the  point 
merely  to  put  the  problem  in  its  proper 
perspective. 

I  feel  of  course,  that  every  country 
must  recognize  the  truly  international 
character  of  International  Civil  Service 
and  must  protect  that  Civil  Service  from 
criticisms  which  might  be  unfair.  At 
the  same  time,  where  the  criticisms  are 
justified  against  certain  individuals, 
there  is  every  reason  to  act  expeditiously 
to  remove  the  basis  for  the  criticism. 

I  repeat,  the  great  majority  of  the 
Secretariat  personnel,  headed  ably  and 
faithfully  by  Mr.  Trygve  Lie.  the  Secre- 
tary-General, are  devoted  public  serv- 
ants whose  loyalty  to  their  pledged  ob- 
ligations as  such  does  not  impair  but 
rather  expresses  their  loyalty  to  their 
country. 

As  the  General  Assembly  reconvenes 
one  of  the  critical  issues  which  will  come 
up  will  be  the  reactions  of  the  foreign 
delegations  to  the  report  of  the  three- 
man  panel  of  international  jurists. 

I,  for  one,  found  the  report  of  that 
panel  eminently  sound  and  just.  I  feel 
that  the  report  more  than  amply  pro- 
tected the  rights  of  the  international 
civil  service,  while  giving  due  considera- 
tion to  the  rights  of  the  host  country. 

StJPPORT  VIEWS  or  PANEL  OF  JURISTS 

I  respectfully  urge  the  members  of  the 
various  delegations  to  support  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  panel  of  jurists,  to 
supp>ort  them  not  only  because  the  rec- 
ommendations are  fair  but  because,  in 
point  of  fact  and  in  reality,  they  consti- 
tute the  only  feasible  approach  which 
the  American  people  could  tolerate. 

WE  WILL   NOT  TOLKKATE   SPIES 

The  American  people  would  not  tol- 
erate for  one  moment  a  requirement  on 
them  to  continue  to  pay  one-third  of  the 
salary  of  a  single  individual  who  refuses 
to  state  on  the  witness  stand  (a )  whether 
he  is  now  or  has  ever  been  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party;  (b)  whether  he  is 
now  or  has  ever  been  engaged  in  espio- 
nage against  the  United  States;  (c) 
whether  he  would  or  would  not  support 
the  United  States  In  a  possible  war 
against  an  aggressor  state. 

I  ask  any  foreign  government  which 
has  doubts  on  this  score,  "Would  you  tol- 
erate for  one  second  an  individual  of 
your  nationality  working  within  the  con- 


fines of  your  country,  albeit  on  inter- 
national soil?  Would  you  tolerate  for 
one  second  an  individual  who  would  re- 
fuse to  admit  whether  he  was  or  was  not 
engaged  in  espionage  against  your  coun- 
try?"   Of  course  not. 

LAW  or  8ELr-P»ESEKVATION   A  PIIMAKT  LAW 

I  have  little  patience  with  any  indi- 
vidual who  condemns  the  right  of  the 
United  States  Goverrunent  to  protect  its 
internal  security. 

I  have  little  patience  with  those  who 
scream  "hysteria"  or  "witch  hunt"  when 
we  simply  take  reasonable  precautions  to 
preserve  ourselves  as  a  nation.  The  law 
of  self-preservation  is  still  the  first  law 
of  nature  and  the  first  law  of  govern- 
ment. 

I  urge,  therefore,  that  the  members  of 
the  United  Nations  not  permit  them- 
selves to  be  sucked  into  the  Soviet  efforts 
to  "fish  in  the  U.  N.'s  troubled  waters" 
by  stirring  up  dissension  on  the  report 
of  the  panel  of  international  Jurists. 

CONGRESS  CLOSELY  WATCHING  U.   M. 

I  point  out  to  them  in  all  candor  that 
the  Congress  is  closely  watching  the  de- 
velopments at  the  United  Nations.  It 
will  regard  the  action  of  the  foreign  dele^ 
gations  on  this  issue  as  a  key  index  of 
whether  or  not  the  foreign  governments 
really  understand  the  public  opinion  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  United 
States  Congress,  just  as  we  in  turn  seek 
to  understand  the  public  opinion  of  for- 
eign governments  and  peoples. 

We  are  keenly  aware  that  there  Is  a 
considerable  difference  In  the  back- 
ground of  various  countries  toward  civil- 
service  rules.  We  are  aware  that  in 
many  countries  civil  service  has  indefi- 
nite tenure,  whereas  in  our  country  ter- 
mination is  more  feasible  under  our  civil- 
service  standards. 

We  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  many 
delegations  are  keenly  desirous  of  pro- 
tecting civil  liberties  under  due  process 
of  law.  but  we  yield  to  no  country  in 
our  fervent  devotion  to  that  principle — 
which  is  after  all  the  bedrock  of  the 
United  States  Constitution. 

We  feel,  however,  that  the  duly  con- 
stituted committee  of  the  United  States 
Congress,  the  Senate  Judiciary  Subcom- 
mittee on  Internal  Security  had  and  has 
a  perfect  right  to  ask  questions  of  the 
type  I  have  stated  above,  and  those  ques- 
tions should  have  been  answered  by 
the  members  of  the  international  civil 
service. 

It  is  extremely  regretful  to  me  that  so 
much  time  has  had  to  be  spent  on  this 
Communist  issue,  while  the  substantive 
political  and  military  issues  about  the 
U.  N.  have  often  had  to  be  set  aside. 

Ever  since  my  first  contact  with  Sec- 
retary of  State  Acheson  back  in  Septem- 
ber on  this  problem,  I  have  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  internal  disloyalty 
problem  might  be  met  so  decisively  that 
it  would  be  resolved  once  and  for  all. 
and  would  never  again  rise  to  plague  us. 

Unfortunately  that  did  not  prove  to 
be  the  case.  I  hope,  however,  that  the 
problem  will  now  be  resolved;  and  I  am 
confident  based  upon  very  encouraging 
conferences  and  correspondence  with  our 
great  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  and  with 
our  splendid  Ambassador  Lodge  that 
they  are  on  the  way  toward  ending  the 
problem  once  and  for  alL 
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I  regret  that  I  have  had  to  spend  so 
considerable  a  portion  of  these  com- 
ments in  reference  to  this  problem,  but 
I  feel  that  I  have  no  alternative  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  I  had  personally  de- 
voted so  much  attention  to  the  problem 
during  the  U.  N.  session  in  New  York  in 
addition  to  attention  given  to  it  by  my 
staff,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  was 
therefore  in  a  position  to  comment  with 
a  fair  degree  of  expertness  on  the  prob- 
lem. 

Let  us  neither  inflate  nor  deflate  the 
problem — neither  overestimate  it  beyond 
its  real  proportions  nor  underestimate  it. 

I  would  say  in  conclusion,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  this  Nation  must  not  make 
the  error  of  overestimating  the  overall 
strength  of  the  United  Nations  as  an 
instrimient  to  find  peace.  But  neither 
must  we  underestimate  the  strength  of 
the  United  Nations.  We  made  the  error 
in  the  early  days  of  the  U.  N.  in  over- 
estimating its  strength  as  an  instru- 
ment to  preserve  peace.  Today  I  fear 
that  too  many  persons  are  underesti- 
mating that  strength.  That  is  also  an 
error. 

Time  after  time  during  my  service  at 
the  General  Assembly  I  saw  the  repre- 
sentatives of  tens  of  millions  of  people 
stand  up  to  be  counted  on  the  side  of 
spiritual  values  and  freedom  and  against 
the  forces  of  moral  degradation  and 
slavery.  I  heard  the  representatives  of 
large  and  small  free  nations  denounce 
the  materialistic,  atheistic  forces  which 
would  turn  the  world  back  to  the  control 
of  force  and  fear  and  tyranny.  Time 
after  time  I  heard  reaffirmations  of  faith 
in  the  noble  destiny  of  man.  I  realized 
that  the  aspirations  of  all  people— 
although  not  of  all  governments — ^re- 
gardless of  race,  creed,  or  color,  are 
common  in  that  they  desire  peace  and 
freedom,  and  that  these  aspirations  can 
be  achieved  if  man  but  has  the  will  and 
the  firm  determination  to  direct  his 
God-given  abiUties  and  energies  toward 
their  fulfillment. 

We  have  in  being  an  instrument  to 
bring  people  together,  an  instrument  by 
which  free  democratic  processes  can 
fuse  the  aspirations  of  mankind  into  a 
force  so  great  that  it  can  never  be  over- 
come. Our  hopes  and  our  prayers  are 
one  with  those  of  our  President,  who 
said  in  his  inaugural  address  that  we 
must  respect  the  "United  Nations  as  the 
living  sign  of  all  peoples'  hope  for  peace 
and  strive  to  make  it  not  merely  an  elo- 
quent symbol  but  an  effective  force." 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  Is  the 
Chair  correct  in  imderstanding  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  submitting  a 
report? 

Mr.  WILEY.    That  is  correct. 


DEATH  OP  HON.  DAVID  AIKEN  REED. 
FORMER  SENATOR  FROM  PENN- 
SYLVANIA 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  with 
deep  regret  and  a  profound  sense  of  per- 
sonal loss  I  announce  the  death  of  the 
Honorable  David  Aiken  Reed,  who  served 
in  this  body  as  a  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania from  August  8,  1922,  to  January  3, 
1935. 

Senator  Reed  passed  away  on  Tues- 
day, February  10.  at  the  age  ol  72  after 


an  outstanding  career  of  dlsttngriished 
service  to  his  State  and  the  NaUon. 

On  Friday,  F>etoruary  13.  he  was  laid 
to  rest  in  Arlington  National  Cemetery 
and  was  accorded  the  high  military  hon- 
ors he  had  earned  as  a  soldier  on  the 
battlefields  of  France  in  World  War  L 

David  Aiken  Reed  was  one  of  that 
patriotic  group  of  young  men  who  took 
part  in  the  first  officers'  training  camp 
organized  at  Fort  Niagara,  N.  Y.,  to  pro- 
vide emergency  officers  before  our  entry 
into  World  War  I.  He  served  as  a  major 
of  field  artillery  from  Augxist  15,  1917. 
imtil  he  was  separated  from  active  serv- 
ice as  a  lieutenant  colonel  after  the  war. 
His  outstanding  record  won  for  him  the 
Disting\ii.shed  Service  Medal  and  the 
French  Cross  of  the  Legion  of  Honor. 

Senator  Reed  was  a  courageous  fighter 
for  a  strong,  sound,  solvent  America. 

He  was  a  vigorous  opponent  of  adven- 
tures in  Government  which  he  believed 
were  contrary  to  the  Constitution. 

He  was  outspoken  in  his  criticism  of 
Government  spending  in  excess  of  rev- 
enues. 

He  fought  to  safeguard  freedom  of  the 
individual,  to  advance  the  expansion  of 
private  enterprise,  and  for  the  protection 
of  American  industry. 

Senator  Reed  was  a  man  of  brilUant 
legal  attainments.  He  was  recognized 
as  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  American 
bar.  During  his  service  in  the  Senate  he 
exerted  a  powerful  influence  on  national 
and  international  affairs. 

He  was  one  of  the  American  delegates 
to  the  London  Naval  Arms  Conference 
in  1930  and  served  as  a  member  of  the 
American  BatUe  Monuments  Commis- 
sion. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  be  associated 
with  Senator  Reed  in  political,  military, 
and  governmental  activities.  I  am  proud 
to  pay  tribute  to  his  constructive  states- 
manship and  patriotic  Americanism. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
mourns  the  passing  of  her  distlngiiished 
son.  Our  deepest  sympathy  goes  out  to 
the  members  of  his  family  in  this  hour 
of  their  great  bereavement 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  a  resolution 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  imani- 
mous  consent  for  its  immediate  consid- 
eration. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield,  that  I  may 
add  a  word  to  his  very  wise  and  fitting 
remarks  regarding  former  Senator  Reed? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
clerk  flrst  read  the  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(S.  Res.  80)  submitted  by  Mr.  Martin. 
for  himself.  Mr.  Durr.  and  Mr.  Smith  of 
New  Jersey,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  David  Aiken 
Reed,  formerly  a  Senator  from  the  State  at 
Pennsylvania. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  transmit  a 
copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  very  happy  to  identify  myself 
fully  with  this  resolution,  and.  if  appro- 


priate. I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  those  who  have  offered  it. 

I  knew  David  Reed  long  before  he  ever 
came  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
I  did  not  have  the  privilege  of  serving 
here  with  him.  but  he  was  in  college  with 
me  some  years  ago.  and  he  was  among 
my  most  intimate  friends  of  that  period. 
I  knew  him  from  the  time  he  was  a  very 
young  man.  I  followed  his  career  in  col- 
lege, which  was  a  brilliant  one.  I  fol- 
lowed his  career  after  his  graduation 
from  Princeton  University.  I  followed 
his  career  during  his  brilliant  legal  life 
in  Pennsylvania,  and  it  was  my  privilege 
to  be  among  those  who  rejoiced  when  he 
came  to  the  United  States  Senate.  While 
he  was  here  I  had  occasion  frequently  to 
correspond  with  him  and  to  see  him  on 
matters  of  business  and  on  matters  of 
Government. 

I  am  happy  to  add  this  brief  word  to 
the  eloquent  remarks  of  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania,  in  tribute  to 
this  great  American  statesman. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Mastxn].  for  himself  and 
other  Senators. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 


POLICIES  AND  OBJECTIVES  OF  THE 
AMERICAN  COMMUNIST  PARTY- 
ARTICLE  BY  WILLARD  EDWARDS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  news  story  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Chicago  Tribune  of  Sun- 
day. January  25  imder  the  byline  of 
Willard  Edwards.  This  news  story  deals 
with  an  official  Communist  document, 
drafted  by  the  national  committee  of  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  States 
and  approved  in  Moscow,  outlining  the 
policies  and  objectives  of  the  American 
Communist  Party. 

Because  this  Communist  program  is  in 
the  nature  of  a  blueprint  for  Commu- 
nist operations.  I  believe  the  news  story 
to  which  I  refer  will  be  of  great  interest 
to  my  colleagues.  I  wish  to  call  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  statement  that 
one  of  the  Communist  Party's  main  ob- 
jectives will  be  "the  formation  of  blocs 
of  legislators  in  Congress"  to  work  for 
the  achievement  of  various  legislative 
purposes,  one  of  these  Communlst- 
espoused  purposes  being  the  repeal  of 
the  McCarran-Walters  Immigration  Act. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  news  story  to  which  I  re- 
fer may  be  printed  in  full  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoko, 
as  follows: 
UmriD  States  Rem  Moubit  Setback  nf  'S3. 

Chakt    Futotuc — Ant    at    Actiok    Wrrnnc 

Democsattc  Paitt 

(By  WlUard  Edwards)  "^ 

Wasbinctok,  January  34 — A  document 
outlining  the  future  role  of  the  American 
Communist  Party  is  under  examination  by 
congreaslonal  inveetlgatora. 

The  paper,  drafted  by  the  national  eom- 
mlttae  of  the  Communist  Party  at  the  United 
States  and  approTed  in  Sfoaoow.  has  been 
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submitted  to  Red  cells  throughout  the  Nation 
as  a  program  for  action  In  1953. 

The  Republican  victory  In  the  November 
elections  Is  conceded  by  the  Communist 
leaders  to  have  constituted  a  setback  for  "a 
soviet  America."  The  hope  for  Its  resurgence 
depends  upon  secret  operations  within  the 
framework  of  the  Democratic  Party,  the  na- 
tional committee  noted. 

TUKN    ON    PHOCRZSSTVXS 

The  document  suggested  the  dissolution 
of  the  Progressive  Party,  which  has  been  used 
as  a  vehicle  for  Communists  In  the  past,  and 
the  backing  of  a  national  labor  party  which 
would  Include  Negroes  and  "poor  farmers." 

One  of  the  Conununlst  Party's  main  ob- 
jectives will  be  "the  formation  of  blocs  of 
legislators  In  Congress"  to  work  for  the  fol- 
lowing : 

1.  Repeal  of  the  McCarran -Walter  Immi- 
gration Act  which  tightened  security  pro- 
cedures to  prevent  Conununlsts  from  enter- 
ing the  country.  A  sizable  group  In  Congress 
Is  active  In  promoting  repeal  of  this  law, 
which  went  Into  effect  December  24. 

a.  Reipeal  of  the  Smith  Act,  which  made 
advocacy  of  revolutionary  overthrow  of  the 
Oovemment  a  crime,  and  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  which  forced  the  registration  of 
Communists. 

AIM   AT  TArr  ACT 

3.  Repeal  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Labor  Act. 
which  restricted  the  power  of  union  bosses 
and  opposition  to  measures  which  would 
outlaw   Industrywide   bargaining. 

4.  Passage  at  Federal  fair  employment  leg- 
islation to  provide  governmental  power  over 
employers. 

Coalition  Is  the  new  keynote  of  the  Com- 
munist program.  This  means  working  with 
any  political  elements  In  pursuit  of  desired 
objectives.  Repeal  of  the  Inunlgratlon  Act 
Is  regarded  as  especially  vital,  and  Commu- 
nists win  be  f>ermltted  to  aid  organizations 
working  to  dissolve  this  law  even  though 
such  organizations  are  hostile  to  all  other 
Conununlst  alms. 

The  program  repeatedly  stressed  that  the 
heart  of  the  resistance  movement  lies  In 
lal>or,  the  poorest  strata  of  farmers,  and  the 
Negro  people.  These  groups  generally  vote 
Democratic  and  oppose  the  Fascist  Repub- 
lican Party,  the  document  said. 

PAST  EXKOBS  ADMrTTEO 

In  a  confession  of  past  errors,  the  national 
committee  lamented  Its  support  of  the  Pro- 
gressive Party  and  failure  to  direct  the  sharp- 
est fire  against  Republicans.  The  forces  led 
by  Henry  A.  Wallace  In  1048  should  not  have 
split  from  the  Democratic  Party,  It  said,  but 
should  have  remained  within  that  party  to 
work  from  the  Inside. 

In  the  past  Communists  have  overesti- 
mated the  radlcallzatlon  of  the  masses  and 
should  not  seek  to  establish  a  great  new 
mass  party  until  it  has  been  built  up  within 
the  ranks  of  the  labor,  Negro,  and  poor 
farmer  classes  In  the  Democratic  Party,  the 
Bed  leaders  decreed. 

The  Progressive  Party  Is  written  off  for 
future  activities  with  a  tribute  for  perform- 
ing yeoman  service  in  the  struggle  against 
reaction.  But  it  cannot  be  a  major  vehicle 
In  the  emergence  of  a  mass  people's  party 
led  by  labor,  the  paper  said. 


ELBERT  D.  THOMAS 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  it  was  with 
deep  sorrow  that  I  learned  the  sad  news 
of  the  death  of  our  former  colleague. 
Senator  Elbert  Thomas,  in  Honolulu  on 
last  Thursday.  •Perhaps  no  Member  of 
the  Senate  today  had  such  long,  close, 
and  intimate  association  with  him  as  was 
my  privilege.  He  was  my  friend,  my 
counselor,  and  so  often  my  leader. 

I  served  with  him  on  the -Education 
fl'Vi  7li*^T  Committee  and  its  successor. 


the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare, for  13  years,  most  of  which  time  he 
was  chairman.  I  served  with  him  on  the 
old  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs for  9  years  and  all  through  the 
hard,  grinding,  anxious  years  of  World 
War  n. 

The  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  and  its  successor  had  before  it 
many  highly  controversial  measures, 
such  as  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act. 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act,  and  bills  for  Fed- 
eral aid  for  education. 

No  matter  how  sharp  the  dispute  or 
bitter  the  debate,  he  was  always  the  gen- 
tleman and  the  scholar,  the  man  of 
peiice  and  good  will,  seeking  the  truth 
and  striving  to  help  others  to  find  it. 
Often  have  I  seen  a  quiet  word  of  wis- 
dom from  him  dispel  the  storra  and  guide 
the  course  to  the  desired  goal. 

As  chairman  of  the  old  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  during  the  war 
years,  he  was  the  leader  in  shaping  the 
momentous  legislation  that  gave  us  our 
mighty  Armed  Forces  that  brought  the 
final  victory. 

As  a  young  missionary  in  Japan  years 
ago,  he  had  learned  to  speak  the  Jap- 
anese language  and,  during  the  war, 
again  and  again,  he  broadcast  to  the  Jap- 
anese people  with  words  of  persuasion 
and  challenge.  He  contributed  im- 
mensely to  assuring  the  Japanese  people 
of  our  good  intentions  and  to  breaking 
down  their  will  to  continue  the  war. 

Most  of  all,  Elbert  Thomas  wished  for 
peace  and  freedom  for  ourselves  and  for 
all  nations.  As  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  he 
worked  closely  with  Cordell  Hull  and  was 
a  leader  in  bringing  into  being  the  Uiuled 
Nations.  He  labored  tirelessly  to 
strengthen  the  free  world  and  to  remove 
the  causes  of  war  by  raising  the  lot  and 
the  hopes  of  men  everywhere. 

As  we  think  of  Elbert  Thomas  the 
scholar,  the  teacher,  the  author,  the 
patriot,  the  humanitarian,  the  states- 
man, the  world  citizen,  the  man  of  quiet 
wisdom,  the  understanding  neighoor  to 
all  men,  the  fighter  for  freedom  and  the 
prophet  for  peace,  we  know  that  no  labor 
of  his  love  brought  him  greater  perFonal 
satisfaction  than  his  sponsorship  of  the 
beautiful  memorial  to  Thomas  Jefferson. 
It  was  he  v/ho  labored  in  season  and  out 
of  season,  over  bitter  opposition,  to  bring 
into  being  the  memorial  and  to  make  cer- 
tain that  it  was  a  memorial  worthy  of 
Jefferson  and  befitting  our  great  Nation. 
He  labored  to  make  certain  the  design 
and  architecture,  and  selected  the  mov- 
ing quotations  from  Jefferson  that  adorn 
its  walls. 

At  the  time  of  the  completion  of  the 
memorial  he  wrote  the  volume  which 
he  called  Thomas  Jefferson,  World  Citi- 
zen. Memorial  Edition.  In  the  book  we 
find  these  words  from  Elbert  Thomas : 

I  hope  this  book  may  reflect  that  concept 
of  Jefferson's  philosophy  which  has  guided 
me  In  the  gospel  I  preached,  the  American- 
Ism  I  taught,  the  patriotism  I  directed,  the 
people  and  State  I  have  represented,  and  the 
deeds  I  have  tried  to  live — whether  in  my 
life  as  a  student  in  one  of  our  public  school 
systems  (Jefferson's  dream) ;  ae  a  main  street 
merchant,  when  I  learned  the  simple  ideal  of 
American  economic  life,  that  only  he  who 
earns  can  honestly  and  completely  enjoy; 
as  a  missionary  who  accepted  his  theory 
that  a  faith  based  upon  reason  and  under- 


standing Is  the  only  lasting  one;  as  a  teacher, 
learning  each  day  to  appreciate  more  fully 
the  American  life  by  teaching  it.  and  explain- 
ing the  culture  of  other  lands  and  j)eoples 
in  a  spirit  of  appreciation  rather  than  of 
comparison:  as  a  soldier  and  a  military  ad- 
ministration officer,  who  wanted  not  only  to 
win  a  war  but  also  to  build  Americans  by 
making  more  complete  and  thoughtful  the 
American  youth  while  under  arms;  as  a  pub- 
lic official,  who  admires  Cleveland  because  he 
taught  that  public  office  was  a  public  trust, 
and  who  likes  to  think  of  an  election  as 
Americas  way  of  calling  men  to  serve. 

As  Paut.  Douglas  said  of  Elbert  Thomas 
in  this  Chamber  last  Friday,  he  was  a 
thoroughly  good  man.  Scholar  and 
statesman,  he  was  humble  and  unassum- 
ing. He  was  a  devoted  husband  and 
father.  He  trusted  f>eople  and  brought 
out  the  best  in  others.  He  encouraged 
youth  and  loved  to  help  them  up  the  lad- 
der. He  was  the  best  exemplar  of  hia 
relii^ion.    His  life  was  a  sermon. 

Elbert  Thomas  wrote  the  following 
tribute  to  Thomas  Jefferson: 

Surely  it  is  by  now  evident  to  the  reader 
that  Jefferson  was  not  only  an  American. 
His  sympathies  were  universal.  He  expected 
all  the  benefits  of  good  government,  as  he 
hoped  to  see  It  established  in  the  United 
States,  to  spread  throughout  the  world.  He 
was  opposed  to  all  forms  of  oppression  wher- 
ever they  existed.  He  was  against  Ignorance 
in  any  form,  was  for  the  diffusion  of  learning 
throughout  the  world.  He  was  not  afraid 
of  the  universal  application  of  all  the  doc- 
trines which  underlay  his  own  philosophy 
of  government  for  America.  He  was  the 
great  world  prophet  of  liberty. 

Whether  Elbert  Thomas  realized  It 
or  not,  I  am  sure  that  in  writing  these 
words  he  was  giving  voice  to  the  aspira- 
tions of  his  own  heart. 

Today  we  pay  our  hearts'  tribute  to 
the  great  American,  the  world  citizen, 
Elbert  Thomas. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  join  my  colleagues  in  paying  tribute 
to  the  late  Senator  Elbert  Thomas,  with 
whom  I  was  closely  associated  in  the 
woik  of  the  Senate  over  a  long  period 
of  time.  During  the  course  of  that  re- 
warding association  I  came  to  know  the 
qualities  that  made  Senator  Thomas  one 
of  the  most  highly  respected  and  t)eloved 
persons  serving  our  country  here  in  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Senator  Thomas  served  the  people  of 
his  State  and  Nation  for  over  18  years. 
He  was  twice  chosen  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  and  its  successor,  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare.  During 
Senator  Thomas'  tenure  as  chairman  of 
our  committee,  I  was  ranking  majority 
member  and  worked  in  close  harmony 
and  understanding  with  him  in  the  con- 
sideration of  many  diverse  and  difficult 
legislative  problems.  I  greatly  respected 
his  vast  wisdom  and  superior  intelli- 
gence. While  he  was  completely  self- 
effacing  and  modest,  everyone  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle — Republicans  and 
Democrats  alike — acknowledged  his  fair- 
ness and  objectivity,  and,  over  all,  his 
sincere  desire  to  obtain  the  passage  of 
legislation  designed  to  insure  the  attain- 
ment of  far-reaching  economic  and 
social  gains  for  all  the  people  of  the  Na- 
tion. His  single-minded  devotion  to  the 
highest  ideals  of  public  service  imide  him 
a  great  figure  in  the  State  and  in  public 
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life  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Many  legislative  achievements,  too  nu- 
merous to  outline  here  today,  stand  as 
a  perpetual  monument  to  Senator 
Thomas'  work,  flil,  Mtiyiy??  w^r?  Qoi 
confined  to  the  fields  of  education  and 
labor,  but.  in  addition,  Senator  Thomas, 
as  wartime  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  sponsored  and  ob- 
tained the  passage  of  legislation  vital 
to  the  success  of  our  Armed  Forces  in 
World  War  H. 

This  gentle  and  self-effacing  man  was 
ever  alert  to  attempts  to  Infringe  uiwn 
the  civil  liberties  of  other  Americans. 
He  could  be  stem  and  forceful  yet  com- 
pletely reasonable  when  the  occasion  de- 
manded, and  was  never  one  to  avoid  a 
controversial  Issue.  He  stood  rock-firm 
and  steadfast  in  his  long  and  successful 
fight  for  the  rights  of  religious  and  ra- 
cial minorities.  I  always  found  his 
words  and  action;?  a  source  of  encourage- 
ment to  me  in  thu  difficult  problems  that 
came  before  the  Senate  during  our  long 
association. 

The  record  Senator  Thomas  made 
here  in  the  Senai.e  is  a  monumental  one. 
By  seeking  to  emulate  his  example  all  of 
us  in  the  years  to  come  will  be  able  to 
gain  a  clearer  insight  into  the  trouble- 
some problems  of  this  difficult  time.  The 
wisdom  and  strength  of  character  which 
Senator  Thomas  exemplified  will  always 
stand  as  a  model  for  those  of  us  who  are 
attempting  to  carry  on  in  the  noble  tra- 
dition which  guided  the  efforts  of  this 
truly  great  American. 


COOPERATIVE  TAXATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  direct  ray  remarks  to  an  Issue 
which  I  believe  will  l)e  coming  before 
the  Senate  in  the  very  near  future; 
namely,  the  Issue  of  taxation  of  coopera- 
tives. 

The  enemies  of  the  cooperative  move- 
ment are  prepared  again  to  begin  ap- 
plying pressure  on  the  Members  of  the 
Congress. 

I  am  convinced  that  most  Americans — 
and  certainly  M«?mbers  of  the  Congress — 
desire  to  be  objective  and  fairmindcd 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  taxing 
cooperative  ent<!rprises.  My  own  judg- 
ment, however,  is  that  the  campaigns 
which  have  been  inaugurated  by  the  Na- 
tional Tax  Equality  Association  against 
cooperatives  have  in  the  main  been  im- 
fair  and  unjust. 

The  cooperative  movement  is  essential 
to  the  health  of  the  American  economy. 
My  own  State  of  Minnesota  has  more 
coop>eratives  and  more  members  of  coop- 
eratives than  any  other  State  in  the 
Union.  We  arc  proud  of  this  achieve- 
ment because  we  now  have  one-half  mil- 
lion people  in  our  State  familiar  with 
business  problems  and  familiar  with  the 
responsibilities  1-hey  have  toward  making 
theif  cooperative  self-help  enterprises 
successful.  Minnesota  is  a  rich  State 
and  cooperative  members  in  every  corner 
of  our  State  who  own  shares  In  their 
marketing  and  purchsising  cooperatives 
have  helped  make  it  so.  The  cooperative 
provides  furthermore  a  practical  study 
in  true  democracy. 

I  have  recently  had  an  opportunity  to 
read  a  very  fine  article  by  Jerry  Voorhis, 


a  former  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  State  of  California 
for  10  years,  on  the  subject  of  coopera- 
tives and  taxes.  Mr.  Voorhis  is  now 
executive  dir^toy  9}  ^e  Cooperatiye 
League  of  the  U.  S.  A.  His  analysis  of  the 
question  of  cooperative  taxation  has  im- 
pressed me  as  a  clear  presentation  of  a 
good  case.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  Mr.  Voorhis'  statement  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

COOPKRATIVES   AND  TaXXS C0-0P8  PaT  THKIK 

Taxxs.  the  SAMX  A8  Antbodt  EXsx 

Cooperatives  in  this  country  are  now  re- 
quired to  pay,  and  do  pay,  every  tax  that  any 
other  business  pays.  Cooperatives  pay  prop- 
erty taxes,  sales  taxes,  school  taxes,  county 
assessments.  State  and  county  license  taxes, 
vehicle  taxes,  social-security  taxes.  Federal 
Income  taxes,  and  a  lot  of  other  taxes.  They 
pay  their  taxes  under  the  same  laws  as  com- 
peting or  other  businesses  pay  them.  In  fact 
in  many  middle  western  towns  the  coopera- 
tive pays  more  taxes  than  any  oth^r  business. 

THX  ACHIcm,TURAL  EXEMPTION  WAS  PaACnCALLT 
WIPED  OUT  IN   1851 

For  more  than  a  quarter  century  Con- 
gress has  had  a  policy  of  encouraging  farmers 
to  form  cooperatives.  It  has  thought  this 
was  a  better  way.  Better  than  Government 
programs.  Better  than  leaving  Individual 
farmers  at  the  mercy  of  speculators  and 
middlemen.  80  Congress  passed  section  101, 
paragraph  12  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
This  section  tells  how  a  nonprofit  farmer 
cooperative  has  to  operate  to  qualify  under 
Its  terms.  It  says  business  must  be  limited 
to  farmer  producers.  It  says  that  patronage 
refunds  must  be  paid  to  nonmembers  on  the 
same  basis  as  to  members.  It  limits  the  rate 
of  Interest  paid  on  stock.  It  sets  forth  six 
other  rxiles  such  co-ops  have  to  foUow.  Then 
It  used  to  say  that  those  cooperatives  willing 
and  able  to  operate  under  these  terms  could 
have  exemption  from  Federal  corporation  In- 
come taxes.  The  point  was  that  they  would 
have  a  neglible  amount  of  taxable  Income 
anyway. 

But  in  the  tax  bill  of  1951  Congress  prac- 
tically wiped  out  any  tax  exemption  which 
101  (12)  had  allowed,  even  to  these  specially 
regulated  farm  co-ops.  Congress  said,  in  the 
1061  bill  that  even  cooperatives  qualifying 
under  section  101  (12)  must  now  pay  full 
corporation  Income  tax  on  all  their  net 
margins  which  are  not  paid  or  allocated  to 
patrons — just  as  aU  other  cooperatives  have 
always  had  to  do.  It  can  now  be  said  that 
not  a  cent  of  money  passing  through  the 
hands  of  any  cooperative  which  would  be 
taxable  against  any  other  business  goes 
untaxed. 

It  Is  true  that  101  (12)  farm  cooperatives 
are  not  double  taxed  on  interest  paid  to  their 
stockholders.  But  their  stockholders  pay 
full  individual  tax  on  that  interest.  And  all 
other  co-ops  and  their  stockholders  must  pay 
double  taxation  on  all  Interest  paid  by  the 
co-op  on  Its  stock. 

The  tax  authorities  treat  Interest  paid  In 
co-op  stock  like  they  treat  dividends  on 
stock    paid    by   ordinary   coiporatlons. 

Under  the  Revenue  Act  oY  1951  all  coopera- 
tives must  report  to  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  all  patronage  refunds  paid  or  allo- 
cated In  amounts  of  $100  or  more.  And 
co-ops  just  like  other  corporations  must  re- 
port to  the  Bureau  all  payments  of  dividends 
to  stockholders  In  amounts  of  $1  or  more. 

PBOnr  BUSINESS  AND  NONPROFIT  BTTSIMXSS 

All  through  Its  history  our  country  has  al- 
lowed American  citizens  to  organize  and  con- 
duct nonprofit  businesses.  Ours  Is  a  free 
country.  Most  of  our  businesses  have  been 
organized  to  make  a  profit  for  their  stock- 
holders  and   for    the    business   itself.    But 


America  has  always  believed  tliat  groups  of 
people  should  tiave  the  same  right  to  ch'- 
ganlze  nonprofit  businesses  as  to  organize 
profit  ones.  We  have  believed  that  there 
should  not  be  anjr  discrimination  or  penalty 
igalnsrejthertind  of  business. 
~  A  nohijrofli  business  is  one  tliat  seeks  to 
benefit  the  patrons  who  use  the.  business 
rather  than  the  stocicholders.  Some  such 
businesses  have  been  set  up  in  such  a  way 
that  the  business  is  obliged  to  pass  on  to 
its  patrons  the  entire  amount  of  what  would 
otherwise  be  profits.  All  cooperatives  are 
obliged  to  do  this.  Several  thousand  other 
businesses  pay  patronage  refunds  too.  And 
the  law  treats  ail  these  patronage  refunds 
just  the  same  way.  If  any  business— quite 
regardless  of  whether  It  Is  a  cooperative — 
binds  Itself  to  pay  patronage  refunds  to  its 
patrons  the  business  is  not  taxed  on  that 
money.  Mo  business  can  In  justice  be  taxed 
upon  money  that  belongs  to  someone  else. 
The  difference  between  cooperatives  and 
other  businesses  Is  simply  that  cooperatives 
always  obligate  themselves  to  pay  or  aUocate 
what  would  otherwise  be  profits  to  their  pa- 
trons. But  other  businesses  choose  to  do  this 
to  a  much  lesser  extent.  But  any  business 
can  do  it  right  now.  And  to  the  extent  that 
any  business  does  do  It.  It  is  in  the  same  tax 
position  as  the  cooperatives. 

When  Members  of  Congress  have  sought  to 
draft  bills  to  tax  patronage  refunds  they 
have  not  been  able  to  find  a  single  provision 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  that  they 
could  repeal  or  even  amend.  They  have  had 
to  draw  up  a  special  provision  applying  only 
to  cooperatives.  And  they  have  had  to  at- 
tempt to  write  language  that  would  make  one 
party — the  cooperative — taxable  on  property 
that  belongs,  all  the  time  to  someone  else — 
the  patron. 

Such  legislation  would  be  rank  discrimina- 
tion. Business  profit  is  taxed  In  the  I7nlted 
States.  80  long  as  this  is  true,  all  busi- 
nesses, cooperative  and  otherwise,  should  be 
taxed  as  they  are  now  taxed  on  any  profit 
which  they  may  make.  But  a  business  that 
loses  money  is  not  taxed  as  If  It  had  made 
a  profit.  Neither  should  a  business  which 
chooses  to  be  a  nonprofit  business  be  taxed 
upon  money  which  might  have  been  Income 
if  it  had  kept  and  owned  It  but  which  In 
fact  it  could  not  legally  keep  and  which  It 
had  never  owned.  This  is  why  cooperatives 
stand  firm  for  the  right  to  pay  patronage 
refunds  to  their  patrons  without  being 
penalized  for  so  doing. 

CENTRAL  FACTS 

If  a  cooperative  in  the  United  States  to- 
day derives  any  Income  for  itself  It  pays  a 
full  Federal  corporation  Income  tax  upon 
that  Income. 

To  repeat,  all  cooperatives  pay  all  taxes 
just  as  those  other  businesses  do. 

TAXATION  OF  COOPERATIVE  PATRONS 

Eighty-six  percent  of  all  the  businesses 
in  the  United  States  never  pay  any  Fed- 
eral corporation  taxes  at  all.  The  reason  Is 
that  86  percent  of  all  our  businesses  are 
either  Individually  owned  businesses  or  else 
they  are  partnerships.  In  the  case  of  all 
such  business  the  law  quite  properly  levies 
the  tax  on  the  Individual  owner  or  the  part- 
ner, not  on  the  business.  This  Is  because 
the  partners  are  the  ultimate  recipients  of 
all  the  Income  derived  from  the  business. 
The  partners  In  a  business  may  choose  to 
take  their  shares  of  the  business  Income  In 
some  other  form  than  cash.  They  may  re- 
invest the  money  in  expansion  of  the  busi- 
ness. Still  the  law  makes  no  attempt  to 
discriminate  against  them  or  to  tax  that 
Income  twice — once  against  the  individual 
•partners  and  a  second  time  against  the  busi- 
ness as  such. 

Now  every  cooperative  In  this  country  is 
a  kind  of  partnership  belonging  to  its  mem- 
l)er  patrons.  And  the  whole  purpose  of 
every  cooperative  Is  to  benefit  its  patrons  and 
not   itself.     The   members   have   organised 
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eooperstlTes  for  the  exact  reason  that  they 
■ought  to  meet  some  need  for  goods  or  oerr- 
tcta  on  a  nonprofit  basis.  Cooperatives  are 
obligated  by  their  bylaws,  to  act  as  tmstees 
for  thetr  member-patrons  of  any  funds  that 
may  pass  through  the  cooperative.  Co-ops 
miut  pay  to  their  patrons  as  partner-owners 
of  the  buslneas  whatever  net  margins  may 
be  made  upon  their  patronage.  If  any  at 
these  funds  could  constitute  taxable  Income 
to  anyone,  they  are  taxed  against  the  co- 
operative patrons  at  the  full  individual  in- 
come tax  rates.  In  other  words,  cooperative 
patrons  who  are  likewise  members  and 
owners  of  the  cooperative  businesses  are 
taxed  ^ut  like  business  partners  are  taxed. 
The  only  difference  is  that  the  cooperative 
Is  also  taxed,  whereas  the  partnership,  as  a 
business  entity.  Is  not. 

If  a  woman  spends  913.99  on  a  dress 
marked  down  from  $19.99  she  does  not  re- 
port 90  of  income  on  her  income-tax  return. 
No  one  can  make  Income  for  himself  by 
spending  money  on  goods  he  consimies.  Co- 
op members  are  no  different  from  other 
people.  If  they  buy  groceries  or  gasoline 
or  electric  appliances  or  any  other  article 
of  personal  use  and  receive  a  price  reduction 
In  the  form  of  a  patronage  refund  their  in- 
come Is  not  Increased.  All  that  has  hap- 
pened is  that  the  net  amount  of  their  cost 
of  IKrlng  has  been  reduced.  But  where  a 
cooperative  member  obtains  any  services  or 
goods  from  his  cooperative  which  he  uses 
in  a  business  such  as  farming,  then  his 
patronage  refund  does  have  the  effect  of 
Increasing  his  Income  from  that  business. 
And  upon  this  he,  like  everyone  else,  is  fully 
taxed. 

CO-OPS  HAVX  NO  TAX  "ADVANTACX" 

Many  co-ops  pay  more  total  taxes  than  any 
Other  business  in  their  towns.  But  eome- 
times  the  amount  of  Income  tax  paid  by  a 
cooperative  will  t>e  less  than  it  would  l>e  for 
another  type  of  business.  Why  is  this?  It 
Is  not  because  oi  a  dlflerence  in  the  tax 
laws.  It  is  not  because  of  a  difference  In  tax 
rates.  It  Is  not  because  the  cooperatives  have 
any  tax  "advantage."  It  la  only  because  of 
the  way  cooperatives  treat  their  patrons. 
Cooperatives  must  divide  what  would  be  the 
profits  of  another  business  among  their 
member-patrons  In  proportion  to  their 
patronage.  They  must  do  tills  because  the 
way  a  cooperative  is  organized  the  money 
belongs  to  these  patrons.  It  does  not  belong 
to  the  co-op. 

Therefore  on  money  paid  out  in  patron- 
age refundn  a  coop>eratlve  Is  not  taxed.  But 
neither  Is  any  other  business.  No  business  Is 
taxed  on  money  it  doesn't  own  nor  on  money 
It  is  legally  bound  to  pay  over  to  someone 
else — In  this  cas"  Its  patrons. 

PATaONACX  HEnjNDS,  HOWXVITR  VATO  ANB 
WHETHtX  OR  NOT  HXINVESTED,  BZLORG  TO 
MEMBEK8,    NOT    THX    CO-OP 

The  last  question  Is  this:  Cooperatives 
sometimes  pay  patronage  refunds  in  stock 
or  patrons  equity  reserves  or  In  some  other 
form  than  cash.  Should  these  refunds  be 
treated  differently  from  patronage  refunds 
paid  in  cash?  The  ansv/er  is  no.  Of  course, 
the  co-op's  patron  has  to  pay  a  tax  on  the 
refund  in  either  case.  It  Is  his  property 
Whether  he  receives  It  In  cash  or  in  a  share 
in  ownership  gf  an  oil  well  or  a  creamery,  or 
a  coffee  roaster. 

But  what  about  the  co-op?  Some  people 
argue  that  if  the  patronage  refund  is  paid 
in  cash,  then  It  is  all  right  for  the  co-op 
not  to  be  taxed  on  it.  But  they  say  if  the 
refund  la  not  paid  in  cash,  then  the  co-op 
is  gaining  an  unfair  advantage  and  ought 
to  be  taxed  on  that  amount  of  money.  They 
are  wrong. 

Here  again  It's  a  question  of  what  a  busi- 
ness wants  to  do — not  of  what  It  can  do. 
Co-ops  want  to  spread  ownership  over  their 
assets  among  all  their  patrons  and  members. 


This  is  what  they  do  when  they  pay  patron- 
age In  forms  other  than  caah.  Other  busi- 
nesses could  do  this,  too.  They  could  bind 
themselves  to  pay  patronage  refunds  and 
then  let  their  customers  decide  to  take  them 
in  stodi  in  the  business.  If  they  did,  they 
would  no  more  be  taxed  on  that  money  than 
co-ops  are.  So  there's  no  "unfair"  advan- 
tage. 

In  the  second  place,  no  business  is  re- 
quired to  pay  income  tax  on  money  invested 
in  Its  stock.  And  when  cooperative  members 
agree  to  take  their  patronage  refund  in  stock, 
they  simply  agree  to  reinvest  some  of  their 
money  in  their  own  business.  The  coopera- 
tive could  Just  as  well  draw  a  check  and  pay 
it  to  the  member.  The  member  could  then 
turn  around  and  use  the  check  to  buy  stock 
in  his  co-op.  So  to  tax  a  cooperative  on 
patronage  refunds  not  paid  in  cash  would  be 
levying  a  p<nalty  tax  on  the  right  of  coopera- 
tive members  to  Invest  in  their  business. 
No  other  tax  like  this  has  ever  been  heard  of. 

Coop>erati.ve8  do  not  have  access  to  the 
source  of  Investment  funds  which  other 
businesses  have.  Co-ops  belong  to  their 
members.  Nearly  all  of  those  members  are 
people  of  modest  means.  Co-ops  must  rely 
for  most  of  their  capital  upon  their  mem- 
ber-patrons. And  the  one  time,  as  a  rule, 
when  their  members  have  funds  to  Invest  In 
their  cooperatives  Is  when  they  receive  iheir 
patronage  refunds.  To  penalize  those  mem- 
bers' right  to  reinvest  those  funds  In  their 
own  business  would  be  to  place  a  block  In 
the  road  of  the  growth  of  cooperatives  which 
no  other  business  faces. 

When  a  proprietary  business  retains  earn- 
ings for  expansion  or  other  purposes,  its 
stockholders  do  not  pay  taxes  on  that  money. 
The  corporation  does.  In  the  case  of  the 
co-op,  the  ■•shoe  is  simply  on  the  other  f«X3t. 
The  memb«'r-partners  rf  the  cooperative  pay 
the  taxes  on  deferred  patronage  refunds 
The  co-op  does  not. 

StrUMART 

But  suppose  a  co-op  does  not  pay  out  all 
of  its  net  savings  In  patronage  refund.s. 
What  happ<>ns  then?  It  pays  a  full  Federal 
corporation  Income  tax  on  that  money.  If 
a  cooperative  does  business  with  nonmem- 
bers,  it  can  pay  them  patronat^e  refund  on 
the  same  basis  as  to  members  Or  it  can 
retain  the  margins  from  nonmembers'  busi- 
ness and  pay  full  Federal  corp<jratlon  income 
taxes  on  It  There  Is  no  other  alternative. 
A  co-op  cannot  divide  the  savings  made  on 
nonmember  business  among  the  members. 
Because  the  members  are  only  entitled  to 
refunds  in  proportion  to  their  own  patron.nge. 
If  more  than  that  Is  p.; Id  to  members,  then 
the  co-op  mui«t  pay  taxes  on  that  excess 
amount  first.  The  only  real  difference  be- 
tween taxes  paid  by  cooperatives  and  taxes 
paid  by  other  businesses  Is  thl.s-  Co-ops  mu.<;t 
pay  patronage  refunds  to  their  members. 
And.  those  refunds  aren't  taxed  against  the 
co-op.  They  cant  be  because  Uiey  dont 
belong  to  It. 

The  question  Is  whether  any  group  of  free 
men  and  women  have  a  right  to  carry  on 
a  nonprofit  business  without  being  penalized 
for  doing  so.  This  right  Is  fundamental  for 
farmers,  and  consumers,  and  small-busine.ss 
men  and  newspapers,  and  doctors  and  their 
patients,  and  any  other  group  of  American 
people.  It  is  as  .fundamental  as  the  right 
of  free  speech,  or  free  press,  or  free  religion. 
It  is  part  of  economic  freedom. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  also  ask  unani- 
mous  consent  that  a  statement  entitled 
"Legislative  Objectives  of  Parmer  Co- 
ops." published  by  the  National  Council 
of  Parmer  Coopei^tives  likewise  be 
printed  in  Uie  Record.  The  Council  rep- 
resents some  5,000  local  cooperative  asso- 
ciations, serving  approximately  2.500,000 
farm  families  in  the  United  States. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Legislativx  Objectives  op  Farmer  Co-ops 

1.  Preserve  the  economic  balance  between 
the  Nation's  agricultural  and  industrial 
production. 

2.  Insure  the  greatest  measure  of  competi- 
tive enterprise  free  from  regulation  In  pro- 
duCTlon,  marketing  and  distribution  of  farm 
products  and  supplies  and  related  econotnic 
activities. 

3.  Improve  the  efficiency  of  farm  produc- 
tion and  marketing  through  research,  edu- 
cation, rural  electrification,  adequate  roads 
and  highways,  adequate  soil,  water  and  forest 
conservation  practices  and  development  of 
more   industrial    uses  of   farm   commodities. 

4.  Improve  the  Nation's  health  and  living 
standards  Uirough  upgraded  diets  in  terms 
of  animal  prcxlucts  and  protective  foods. 

5  Improve  oi:r  agricultural  marketing  sys- 
tem so  as  to  make  it  capable  not  only  of 
performing  marketini;  functions  under  con- 
ditions of  balanced  supply  and  demand  but 
also  of  handlint;  surplus  production,  to  avoid 
buying  and  selling  operauons  by  Govern- 
ment. 

6  Periodically  reexamine  our  farm  pro- 
gram and  national  policies  »-ith  the  advice 
and  counsel  of  farm  organizations,  so  as  to 
keep  them  up  to  date  and  to  Insure  maxi- 
mum decentralization  of  administration  to 
State  and  local   levels. 

7.  Assure  fair  prices  In  international  mar- 
kets by  eliminating  the  abus,es  of  State  trad- 
ing, currenr-y  manipulation,  discriminatory 
ltcen.<!in!».  and  other  devices  f  jr  undermining 
fair  market  structures. 

8  End  price  and  wa-c  controls  under  con- 
ditions ihort  of  all-out  war. 

9  Prf.mote  econ'  mlc  stability  through  a 
sound  national  fl.<;cril  policy  w:th  special  em- 
phruis  during  a  period  of  inflation  on  a  bal- 
anced bud;;et.  Government  economy,  money 
and  credit  cuntr  ils.  and  eiicju.'-agement  of 
Indiv.du;;!  and  institutional  savings. 

10.  Strengthen  our  at.Tlcultural  land-grant 
colleges  and  revitalize  tlie  work  of  our  ex- 
periment  statu  ns  and  ext<'n5:  in  services. 

11.  Encourage  farmer  self-help  through 
farmer-owned  and  farmer-contrjlled  coooer- 
af.ves  *^ 

12  D-rentrallze  formation  and  operations 
of  programs  to  c<.nserve  s<iil  and  water  with 
increased  responsibility  In  the  hands  of  local 
c  innervation  di.stnct.s  and  inrre.ised  empha- 
sis on  exteneiou-iype  education  in  conser- 
vation. 

13  Enact  legislation  to  make  the  mutual 
lending  apenrj^s  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 
Istratkn  farmer-owned  and  farmer-con- 
trolled, with  minimum  governmental  super- 
vision. 

14  Help  low-income  families  to  help  them- 
selves thr(;ueh  viKatlonal  education,  sound 
cred.t  and  new  up.jriunltics  for  off-farm  em- 
ployment thn.iigh  Incentives  fjr  expanded 
loc;:l    indjstry. 

15  Devel.p  our  forest  re«!Ource8  on  a  basis 
of  sound  cropp.ng  and  su.'itained  yield  prac- 
tices and  maintain  such  resources  through 
adequate  con.servation  services.  Including 
fire,   disease,   and   In.sect    protection. 

16.  Dccentra'ize  the  adminu,tratlnn  and 
supervision  of  public  praz;n-  lands  by  In^ 
crea-Mng  the  autonomy  and  responsibility  of 
I(x-al  officers  with  respect  to  public  land  man- 
agement. 
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NEED  FOR  ADDITIONAL  APPROPRI- 
ATIONS FOR  VETERANS'  ADMIN- 
ISTRATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
under  date  of  Pt^bruary  9  I  addressed  a 
communication  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 
IMr.  BridcxsJ  and  the  chairman  of  the 


M 


House  Committee  on  Appropriations.  Mr. 
John  Taber.  My  comments  in  these  let- 
ters pertained  to  the  difSculties  encoim- 
tered  by  the  VeU-rans'  Administration  in 
providing  adequate  medical  and  dental 
care. 

It  is  absolutely  imperative  that  the 
Veterans'  Administration  be  given  the 
medical  and  dental  budgets  necessary  to 
provide  the  care  which  is  authorized  by 
law. 

Unfortunately  the  82d  Congress  did 
not  provide  adequate  funds  to  meet  the 
commitments  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration with  respect  to  veterans  of 
World  War  II  and  Korean  veterans,  so 
far  as  medical  and  dental  care  are  con- 
cerned. Furthermore,  the  cutting  down 
of  hospital-bed  facilities  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  ))ecause  of  a  budget  de- 
ficiency has  worked  a  severe  hardship 
upon  thousands  of  veterans. 

One  of  the  largest  veterans'  hospital 
installations  happens  to  be  in  my  home 
State  of  Minnesota,  at  Port  Snelling. 
It  is  an  outstanding  hospital,  working 
under  the  auspices  of  the  dean's  com- 
mittee of  the  University  of  Mirmesota 
Medical  School.  I  have  just  returned 
from  that  State,  where  I  have  been  in 
consultation  with  the  manager  of  the 
hospital.  There  are  hundreds  of  cases 
awaiting  entrance  to  the  hospital,  which 
has  a  budget  which  is  inadequate  to  pro- 
vide for  the  can;  of  needy  veterans  who 
are  entitled  to  medical  care  under  the 
law.  There  may  be  times  when  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  feels  moti- 
vated toward  economy;  but  I  submit 
that  in  a  situation  in  which  we  have 
authorized  by  law  a  commitment  to  men 
who  have  serve<l  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
the  least  that  cen  be  expected  from  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  ade- 
quate funds  to  fulfill  such  authoriza- 
tions and  obligations.  If  we  wish  to 
economize,  I  sug  jest  that  we  do  it  other- 
wise than  at  the  sacrifice  of  the  health 
and  welfare  of  tliose  who  have  honorably 
served  their  country  and  who  have 
been  promised  by  their  Government 
that  they  could  enter  veterans'  hospital 
Installations. 

Therefore  I  send  to  the  desk  copies 
of  the  letter  which  I  sent  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges]  and 
Representative  Taber,  along  with  their 
replies.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
they  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

[Copy  of  letter  sent  to  Senator  BxmoES  and 
Represt  ntatlve  TASEm] 

PCBXUABT  9,   1063. 

Hon.  John  Taber. 

Cfiairman.   House  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee,    House     of     Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Deax     Concskssman     TABxa:     For     some 
monttis  numerous  veterans'  organizations  in 
the    State    of    Minnesota    have    repeatedly 
brought    to    my    Ettentlon    an    Increasingly 
critical  and  difficult  situation  In  respect  to 
the  services  of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
The    lack   of    adequate   funds   for   veterans' 
medical  and  dental  care  has  become  a  prime 
problem    of    the    Veterans'    Admlnlstratioii. 
Under  the  laws  adralnlstered  by  the  Veterans* 
Administration,  veterans  of  WcM-ld  War  II  and 
the  Korean  conflict  are  entitled  to  medical 


treatment  and  dental  care  when  the  condi- 
tion is  established  as  service  connected. 

Since  October  1962,  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration has  materially  curtailed  these  med- 
ical services  to  veterans  because  of  shortage 
of  funds.  Let  me  cite  an  example  of  the 
drastic  nature  of  the  cuts  made  by  the  Con- 
gress In  1962.  The  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion requested  $406308  for  the  Port  Snelling 
Hospital  for  dental  care  and  treatment  for 
October,  November,  and  December,  1952. 
Only  »46,075,  11  Vj  percent  of  the  request,  was 
actually  appropriated.  For  the  first  3 
months  of  1953,  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion requested  $530,763  for  Port  Snelling  Hos- 
pital. Of  this  amount  only  $167,575  was 
appropriated.  These  reductions  by  the  Con- 
gress mean  that  thousands  of  veterans  will 
not  receive  Justly  deserved  attention  to  their 
dental  needs.  Unless  the  Congress  appro- 
priates additional  funds,  only  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  presently  needed  work  can  be 
performed  and  the  over -all  backlog  will  con- 
tinue to  grow. 

Thousands  of  soldiers  are  being  discharged 
from  services  in  Korea  who  are  badly  in  need 
of  dental  treatment  as  a  result  of  their  serv- 
ice In  the  Armed  Forces.  Virtually  no  World 
War  n  veterans  are  able  to  receive  ■  dental 
care  for  service-connected  conditions  at  the 
present  time.  In  addition  to  the  severe  re- 
striction of  dental  care  for  World  War  II 
and  Korean  veterans,  it  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Veterans'  Administration  has  had  to 
eliminate  in  excess  of  2,500  hospital  beds 
due  to  shortage  of  appropriations.  It  has 
been  necessary  for  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion to  reduce  its  medical,  nursing,  technical, 
and  attendant  staff  to  keep  within  the  limits 
of  the  drastically  reduced  budget. 

The  manager  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion hospital  at  Port  Snelling,  Minn.,  has 
Informed  me  that  there  Is  a  long  waiting  list 
of  veterans  dlrely  in  need  of  medical  and 
dental  care.  I  am  informed  that  this  de- 
plorable situation  Is  existent  throughout  the 
country.  It  is  existent  at  practically  every 
Veterans'  Administration  hosiptal  in  the 
country. 

Tills  appears  to  me  to  be  an  appalling 
situation  and  a  sad  commentary  on  our  great 
democracy.  Certainly  the  least  the  Congress 
can  do  is  to  care  for  the  physical  needs  of 
those  men  who  have  offered  their  lives  in  the 
struggle  to  keep  our  country  secure  and  to 
protect  our  democratic  principles. 

I  most  iu"gently  appeal  to  the  members  of 
your  committee  to  provide  adequate  appro- 
priations to  insiu-e  that  every  eligible  veteran 
receives  the  medical  and  dental  treatment 
provided  by  the  law.  This  service  to  our 
veterans  is  a  solemn  obligation  of  our  coun- 
try and  must  be  met. 
Sincerely  yours. 

HtTBEBT  H.  HrrMPHRXT. 

United  States  Senator. 

Vktttd  States  Senate. 
CoMMrrrxE  on  Appkopkiations, 

February  11,  1953. 

Hon.  HXTBERT  H.  HiTMPinXT, 

United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAx  HtTBXxT:  I  have  your  letter  of  Pebru- 
ary  9  concerning  the  need  for  additional 
funds  for  medical  and  dental  treatment  of 
veterans. 

A  supplemental  estimate  Is  now  being  con- 
sidered by  the  House  committee  requesting 
$5,000,000  additional  far  the  medical  operat- 
ing program,  and  I  am  advised  that  the 
administration  believes  that  the  appropria- 
tion of  this  additional  amount  will  enable 
them  to  have  funds  available  for  some  of 
the  backlog  of  applications  for  medical  and 
dental  treatment. 

I  asstire  you  that  when  the  supplemental 

iqsproprlatlona  bill  reaches  the  Senate,  the 

need  for  such  funds  will  have  sympathetic 

consideration  In  our  committee.  .  ^ 

Sincerely  yours.  '" ": 

Sttub  BaiDGB,  Chairman. 


Boms  ov  EtKnzsntTATTvKS, 

COMMITTKE  ON  APFBOPEIATIOMS. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  10.  1953. 

Hon.  HtTBXBT  ^.  HtTMPHBXT, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deax  Sxnatok  Homphret  :  I  have  your  let- 
ter of  the  9th.  The  Subcommittee  on  Inde- 
pendent Offices  has  been  holding  hearings  on 
the  request  of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
for  additional  money  and  their  recommenda- 
tions will  be  embodied  In  the  next  supple- 
mental bill  that  is  reported.  I  imagine  that 
the  bill  will  be  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
sometime  within  the  next  2  weeks. 
Very  sincerely  yours. 

John  Tabib,  Chairman. 


THE  LONG-MORSE  REPORT  ON 
OVERSEAS  MIUTARY  INSTALLA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
a  little  committee  work  to  do  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  today.    [Laughter.] 

The  first  item  I  wish  to  take  up  is  in 
the  form  of  a  brief  reply  to  two  super- 
ficial editorials  which  api>eared  in  the 
local  press  of  recent  date  on  the  subject 
of  the  Long-Morse  subcommittee  report 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

I  refer  to  the  editorial  published  in 
the  Evening  Star  of  Monday.  February 
16th.  and  to  the  editorial  published  in 
this  morning's  W^ashington  Post,  which 
I  believe  can  best  be  described  as  a  news- 
pap>er  suffering  from  journalistic  schiz- 
ophrenia. It  seems  to  be  {permanently 
split  in  its  journalistic  personality  be- 
tween its  effort  to  represent  itself  to 
liberal  groups  as  a  liberal  newspaper  and 
an  editorial  p>olicy  which  for  a  great 
many  months  past  has  belied  its  repre- 
sentations to  the  liberals.  It  has  be- 
come the  editorial  medium  of  a  reac- 
tionary administration.  Its  editorial  of 
this  morning  is  a  good  example  of  its 
suE)erficiality.  The  editorial  to  which  I 
refer  is  entitled  "Senators  Off  Base." 

I  wish  to  make  just  a  few  comments 
on  the  Long-Morse  report  today,  because 
I  intend  at  a  later  time  to  speak  at  great- 
er length,  perhaps  in  a  series  of  speeches, 
on  the  problems  raised  by  the  Ix)ng- 
Morse  report.  1  assure  the  Senate  today 
that  we  do  not  intend  by  a  mere  filing 
of  the  report  to  stop  pressing  for  the 
military  reforms  alluded  to  in  the  report. 
We  intend  to  carry  forward  the  presen- 
tation of  the  evidence  and  data,  within 
the  appropriate  security  safeguards  for 
our  Government,  to  the  end  of  bringing 
about  savings  of  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  of  taxpayers'  money,  which  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  are  satisfied  can  be 
saved  without  in  the  slightest  degree 
weakeifing  the  Nation's  defenses.  To 
the  contrary,  Mr.  President,  such  sav- 
ings would  actually  strengthen  them. 
It  is  our  belief  that  if  we  strengthen  the 
national  economy — and  I  say  this  par- 
ticularly to  the  Washington  Post — we  do 
much  to  strengthen  the  Nation's  de- 
fenses. 

Of  course.  I  realize  that  editorial 
writers  usually  are  writing  against  a 
deadline,  and  therefore  to  expect  them 
to  do  very  much  book  work  in  the  prep- 
aration of  their  editorials  is  expecting 
a  great  deal,  If  not  too  much.  Therefore, 
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of  course,  there  is  the  temptaUon,  par> 
ticularly  when  there  Is  Involved  a  politi- 
cian whom  they  do  not  like,  becaiise  he 
has  dared  to  suggest  that  perhaps  the 
newspaper  In  question  Is  not  the  great 
oracle  of  public  information  which  the 
editorial  writer  would  have  readers  be- 
lieve, to  do  the  kind  of  hatchet  job  on  him 
which  the  Washington  Post  tried  to  do 
this  morning  and  which  the  Star  tried 
to  do  on  Monday  evening. 

Of  course,  both  editorials  show  a  lack 
of  knowledge  of  the  background  of  the 
Long-Morse  report  on  the  part  of  the 
editorial  writers.  The  background  of 
the  Long -Morse  report  is  not  a  6  weeks' 
flying  trip  to  Europe,  across  north  Africa, 
and  as  far  as  Tvurkey.  It  is  not  a  30,000- 
mile  trip  undertaken  by  two  Senators, 
followed  by  their  sitting  down  and  writ- 
ing a  report  and  proceeding  to  tell  the 
Pentagon,  as  alleged  military  experts 
such  as  the  Washington  Post  would  have 
its  readers  believe,  how  the  defenses  of 
the  country  should  be  operated. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE. '  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  As  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon well  knows,  the  6  weeks  involved 
were  6  weeks  of  almost  continuous  lis- 
tening, from  morning  until  night,  to  all 
of  the  top  brass  which  we  criticize  in  the 
report.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.   MORSE.     That  is  correct.     We 
were  briefed  on  an  average  of  one  to 
three  times  a  day.    The  report  was  made 
following  about  18  months  of  hard,  con- 
centrated work  on  the  part  of  the  sub- 
committee  and    the   professional    staff 
which  served  the  subcommittee.    I  refer 
to    the    subcommittee    of    the    Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  which  for  the 
past  2  years  has  taken  the  evidence  in 
the  first  instance  on  all  requests  of  the 
Pentagon  for  authorization  of  funds  for 
military  installations.    This  subcommit- 
tee, which  has  been  under  the  exceed- 
ingly able  chairmanship  of  the  distin- 
guished  Senator  from   Louisiana    fMr 
Long],  and  which  has  had   two  other 
members,  namely,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  [Mr.  StbnnisJ  and 
the    present   speaker,    in    the    past    18 
months  has  been  the  agency  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  to«k  the  first  look  at  the  requests 
of  the  Military  Establishment  for  au- 
thorizations of  funds  for  the  building  of 
military  installations  needed  for  the  de- 
fense of  the  United  States. 

I  say— and  I  say  it  In  all  modesty  be- 
cause I  know  what  my  colleagues  on  the 
subcommittee  have  done— that  as  of  this 
hour  there  are  no  other  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  so  fully  informedj-egard- 
ing  the  details  involved  in  the  military 
installaUons  of  the  United  States  as  are 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  srield  to  me' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr 
Payne  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield.  x 

Mr.  lONQ.  I  very  much  appreciate 
the  Senator's  compliment,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  Nation  is  indebted  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  for  the  long  hours  of 


work  and  toil  he  devoted  to  helping  pare 
down  those  demands. 

Inasmuch  as  the  editorial  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  referring  would 
attempt  to  criticize  us  for  making  cer- 
tain recommendations,  coi^tending  that 
no  one  but  the  military  can  be  informed, 
it  might  be  well  to  point  out  that  we  bor- 
rowed from  the  military  some  able  civil 
engineers,  whom  we  had  assist  us  in  par- 
ing down  by  approximately  25  percent 
the  amounts  the  military  were  request- 
ing in  a  $3  billion  authorization  bill. 
With  the  assistance  of  some  of  their  own 
employees,  we  were  able  to  save  the  tax- 
payers approximately  $700  million  last 
year,  in  a  way  that  would  not  at  all  re- 
duce the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.   MORSK     That  was  one  of   the 
points  I  was  going  to  reach  in  a  few  min- 
utes, and  I  might  as  well  discuss  it  now. 
I  should  like  to  advise  the  Washington 
Post  and  its  editorial  writers  that  if  they 
had  done   the   proper  amount  of  book 
work,  they  would  have  discovered  that 
for  approximately  18  months  this  sub- 
committee spent  hours,  days,  and  weeks 
of  time  in  examining  and  working  with 
the  Pentagon  oflRcials.     In  fact,  let  me 
say — and  I  can  say  this  as  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee,  because  in  doing  so  I 
am  paying  tribute  to  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee — that  I  have  heard, 
not  once,  but  many  times,  some  of  the 
highest  officials  in  the  Pentagon  say  to 
me.  in  referring  to  the  work  of  the  jub- 
(  ommittee  under  the  leadership  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  Long  1 ,  that 
in  their  years  of  coming  to  Capitol  Hill 
they  have  never  observed  any  other  com- 
mittee or  any  other  subcommittee  that 
has  worked  so  hard,  so  thori>ughIy.  and 
so  fairly   as  has  this  subcommittee  in 
working  on  the  proposed  authorizations 
of  funds  for  the  Military  Establishment. 
As   the   Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
pointed  out,  when  the  Pentagon  officials 
last  year  requested  the  authorization  of 
more  than  $3,000,000,000  of  expenditiu-es 
for  military  installations,  we  met  with 
them  in  the  committee  room  day  in  and 
day  out.  and  sometimes  until  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  going  over  the  most 
minute  details  of  their  requests.     That 
practice  had  not  been  common,  let  me 
say.  in  considering  requests  for  authori- 
zations from  the  Pentatron,  but  we  did 
that,   and   we   considered   the   requests 
most  carefully  before  we  made  our  re- 
port to  the  full  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee.    We  believed  that  before  reporting 
to  the  full  committee  we  had  better  know 
the    details    backwards    and    forwards, 
from  A  to  Izzard.     As  a  result  of  the 
work  the  subcommittee  did,  we  went  be- 
fore the  full  Armed  Services  Committee 
with  the  recommendation  to  pare  down 
by  approximately  25  percent  the  more 
than    $3,000,000,000    authorization    re- 
quests of  the  Pentagon.     We  submitted 
our  report  to  the  full  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  answered  the  questions 
of  the  full  committee. 

Mr.  President,  you  know,  of  course, 
what  happens  in  such  circumstances; 
you  know  what  happens  when  any  sub- 
committee of  a  Senate  committee  comes 
before  the  full  committee  with  such  a 
proposed  reduction  in  requests  as  did 
this  subcommittee  in  Its  recommenda- 
tions last  year  regarding  the  requests  of 


the  Pentagon  for  authorizations  for  the 
Military  Elstablishment.  You  know,  Mr. 
President,  who  are  heard  from  under 
those  circumstances.  In  such  cases  a 
committee  begins  to  hear  not  only  from 
colleagues,  but  also  from  economic  forces 
across  the  Nation  that  would  lose  some- 
thing as  the  result  of  the  kind  of  savings 
this  subcommittee  recommended  last 
year  in  its  report.  Furthermore,  our 
colleagues  on  the  full  Armed  Services 
Committee  heard  from  those  sources. 
To  the  everlasting  credit  of  each  and 
every  member  of  the  full  Armed  Services 
Committee  last  year,  I  wish  to  say  that 
after  they  heard  the  defense  by  the  sub- 
committee of  its  recommendations  for 
economy  in  the  military  budget,  they 
backed  us  with  a  unanimous  vote.  That 
report  came  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
with  the  unanimous  backing  of  the  full 
Armed  Services  Committee,  and  it  went 
through  the  entire  Senate  itself  without 
a  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana has  pointed  out  that  he  and  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Stinnis) 
and  myself  have  never  regarded  our- 
selves as  military  experts.  But  in  carry- 
ing out  our  duties  as  Senators  and  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee,  let  me  tell 
you  what  we  considered  ourselves  to  be. 
We  regarded  ourselves  as  an  impartial, 
fair-minded  jury;  and  we  placed  upon 
the  Pentagon  officials  the  burden  of  proof 
in  substantiation  of  the  claims  they  were 
making  for  authorizations  of  funds  for 
military  installatio  is.  It  is  in  that  ca- 
pacity that  the  members  of  a  subcom- 
mittee should  always  function  in  carry- 
ing out  the  obligation  entrusted  to  them. 
We  required  proof. 

Sometimes  that  requirement  was  sur- 
prising to  some  of  the  •brass."  Too  fre- 
quently they  have  become  accustomed 
to  getting  what  they  want  by  means 
of  the  ase  of  "fear"  arguments.  Too 
often  they  have  found  that  all  they 
have  to  do  is  scare  the  politicians  and 
scare  the  American  people,  and  then  the 
poliUcians  will  tremble  at  the  knees, 
and  will  say.  "We  cannot  go  before  our 
constituents  and  justify  the  making  of  a 
cut  in  the  military  budget  when  secrecy 
and  security  prevent  us  from  disclosing 
the  facts  that  justify  the  cuts  we  wish 
to  make.  " 

That  is  the  position  in  which  the  sub- 
committee has  found  itself.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent.   We  have  been  confronted  with 
many  scare  arguments,  but  we  have  con- 
tinued to  call  for  facts  and  proof  in  sup- 
port of  military  requests  for  funds.     I 
think  the  Star  and   the  Post  editorial 
writers  .should  be  ashamed  of  themselves 
for  making   the  statements  they  have 
made  in  their  editorials  without  at  least 
trying  to  ascertain  whether  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  there  were  evidence  and 
data  which  we  were  not  fret  to  disclose 
becau.se  we  cooperated,  as  we  should 
as  patriotic  Senators  and  citizens,  with 
the  Pentagon  and  with  the  State  De- 
partment in   not  disclosing  the  secret 
data  and  evidence  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  disclose,  I  asstmie.  If  we 
were  going   to  satisfy  such   superficial 
Writers  as  those  who  wrote  the  editorials 
m  the  Star  and  in  the  Post. 
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As  the  Senator  from  Louisiflna  has 
pointed  out.  in  our  work  for  the  past  18 
months  we  had  the  assistance  of  mili- 
tary experts  and  engineering  expeits, 
some  of  them  loaned  from  the  Pentagon 
and  some  of  them  selected  by  the  com- 
mittee from  souix^es  outside  the  Penta- 
gon. 

Mr.  President,  the  report  was  not 
simply  written  on  the  observations  made 
during  a  30.000-mile  inspection  trip.  The 
report  was  written  on  the  basis  of  the 
knowledge  and  understanding  we  devel- 
oped as  the  result  of  months  and  months 
and  months  of  hard  work  on  this  entire 
question,  involving  the  details  of  the 
military  Installations  of  the  United 
States. 

Then,  of  course.  In  both  the  editorials 
there  is  something  that  is  very  amusing, 
because  the  editorial  writers  seem  to 
think  they  strike  the  knockout  blow,  by 
means  of  language  such  as  the  following, 
which  appears  in  the  editorial  published 
in  the  Post: 

But  the  Senaton  do  not  confine  them- 
e«lves  to  Itenu  on  which  they  have  first- 
hand knowledge.  "We  have  deUberately 
avoided  inquiring  Into  our  Nation's  war 
plans,"  they  say.  yet  they  proceed  to  make 
broad  criticisms  of  those  plans.  "We  can- 
not say  with  the  slightest  assurance,"  they 
aver,  "that  It  would  be  beyond  an  enomys 
capabilities  to  break  the  backbone  of  our 
armed  ierrlCM  by  surprise  attack."  They 
criticize  the  command  setup  under  which 
General  Rldgway  and  Cteneral  Norstad  wear 
two  military  hats.  Without  giving  their  cri- 
teria for  Judgment,  they  question  whether 
more  than  half  the  present  numljer  of  Amer- 
ican troops  In  Europe  Is  necessary. 

The  big  question  on  aU  thla.  of  courac.  U. 
How  do  they  know?  One  observation — that 
mobile  reserves  are  better  insurance  against 
agKTcsslon  at  remote  points  than  Americans 
stationed  at  strategic  bases  abroad — Is 
clearly^ 

Note  this,  Mr.  President — 

Is  clearly  refutable  by  the  dlflVculty  In  trans- 
porting large  numbers  of  troops  quickly. 

Keep  that  in  mind.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
read  this  gem  of  editorial  fallibility  from 
the  Washington  Star: 

Nor  has  It  equipped  them  to  ptaas  dogmatic 
Judgments — as  they  have — oi^  what  needs  Ob 
be  done  for  the  long-term  security  of  the 
Nation.  They  flatly  declare,  for  example,  that 
the  United  States  should  reduce  the  number 
of  its  troops  abroad:  they  come  out  against 
the  possibility  that  our  country  may  find 
Itself  "stationing  three-quarters  of  a  mUlloij 
servicemen  at  remote  points  of  the  earth  for 
the  next  generation;"  and  they  unqualifiedly 
assert  that  "mobility  of  American  reserves  is 
a  l)etter  answer  to  the  threat  of  Communist 
aggression"  than  an  attempt  to  hold  such 
outposts  with  enough  of  our  troops  and  air- 
men to  defeat  a  major  enemy  aasault. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  a  very  delicate 
job  to  perform  now  in  the  use  of  lan- 
guage, because  I  want  to  answer  what 
really  is  very  amusing  on  the  part  of 
these  two  editorial  writers,  without  In 
any  way  violating  the  national  security. 
I  think  I  can  do  so,  and  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  to  check  me.  I  be- 
lieve I  can  do  it  by  putting  it  In  this  way : 
The  amusing  thing  about  the  comments 
in  these  two  editorials,  and  the  proof  of 
the  complete  falaciousness  of  the  obser- 
vations of  the  editorial  writers,  as  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  sitting  on  the 
floor  of   the   Senate  at   this  moment. 
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knows,  is  that  in  respect  to  the  obser- 
vatlons  of  these  two  editorial  writers  in 
relation  to  our  report,  it  was  some  of 
those  very  things  that  the  highest  mili- 
tary ofBcials  of  our  Oovemment  asked 
us  to  delete  from  our  report,  because  they 
were  so  completely  in  conformity  with 
the  military  policy  being  developed  by 
the  Pentagon  officials,  that  they  thought 
it  might  be  better  if  we  did  not  make 
those  comments  at  this  time.  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LONG.  Basically  the  Senator  is 
correct  in  saying  that  we  were  requested 
to  delete  some  of  those  statements,  by 
an  argument  which  basically  said  they 
were  so  sound  they  should  not  be  put  in 
the  report. 

Mr.  MORSR  In  other  words.  Mr. 
President,  the  very  language  of  our  re- 
port which  the  Star  and  Post  editorials 
criticize  most  severely  is  in  fact  in  line 
with  the  judgment  and  policy  of  some  of 
our  top  military  planners.  It  merely 
shows  how  wrong  editorial  writers  can 
be  when  they  do  not  do  their  homework, 
when  they  write  against  a  deadline,  and 
are  not  fair  to  their  readers.  I  do  not 
expect  them  to  be  fair  to  politicians,  but 
they  should  be  fair  enough  to  their  read- 
ers to  get  the  facts  and  publish  the  facts 
rather  than  distort  and  misrepresent. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Of  course,  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  agrees  with  me  that  the  use  of 
uruiecesary  secrecy  is  a  vicious  offense 
against  the  taxpayers  of  this  Nation.  If 
the  ordinary  person  should  take  these 
documents,  stacked  to  the  height  of  a 
man,  which  contain  an  average  of  per- 
haps 20  lines  to  each  page,  and  each  line 
having  a  request  of  anywhere  from  $1,000 
to  $15,000,000,  and  go  over  them  page 
by  page,  line  by  line,  as  we  have  done, 
he  could  see  where  expenditures  should 
not  be  made.  But  again,  we  find  that  the 
argument  of  secrecy  is  urged.  It  would 
be  very  bad  to  let  our  enemies  know 
where  all  this  money  is  proposed  to  be 
spent,  we  are  told,  and  we  are  therefore 
restrained  from  advising  the  public  In 
many  instances  as  to  where  unnecessary 
expenditures  are  being  made. 

Then  there  is  another  problem  which 
disturbs  us.  We  find  our  Nation,  not 
with  the  consent  of  Congress,  not  even 
with  the  knowledge  of  Congress,  sending 
certain  agents  overseas  to  bargain  for 
the  stationing  of  vast  numbers  of  troops 
that  we  believe  any  fair-minded  Amer- 
ican would  agree  should  never  be  sent. 
But  we  cannot  tell  the  public  about  the 
number  of  troops  wanted,  and  where 
it  Is  desired  to  send  them,  and  of  the 
absurdity  of  sending  them  there  In  the 
first  place.  Why?  The  reason  is  that 
while  our  Nation  Is  negotiating  an  agree- 
ment, which  to  some  of  us  may  seem 
unwise,  it  might  embarrass  our  negotia- 
tors to  let  It  be  known  that  there  Is 
criticism  back  home  of  what  they  are 
negotiating.  It  is  supposed  to  be  a  mat- 
ter of  military  secrecy  that  we  are  get- 
ting ready  to  do  something  that  many 
of  us  think  is  unwise. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much  for  that  contrfbutkMi,  because 
it  has  to  do  with  the  very  next  point  in 


my  speech,  namely,  the  whole  problem 
of  secrecy,  and  the  dilllculty  that  prob- 
lem presents  to  the  subcommittee  in 
making  the  representations  we  would 
like  to  make  in  order  to  leave  no  doubt 
even  in  the  minds  of  any  superficial  edi- 
torial writer,  as  to  the  soundness  of  the 
positions  we  take  on  each  point  of  this 
report. 

Mr.  President,  I  agree  there  must  be 
a  strong  progi-am  of  secrecy,  in  that  our 
punches  are  not  to  be  telegraphed  to  a 
potential  enemy.  I  agree  with  that,  and 
I  would  be  the  first  to  insist  that  we 
resolve  doubts  in  favor  of  keeping  in- 
formation secret,  if  there  is  any  possi- 
bility that  it  might  be  an  aid  to  a  poten- 
tial enemy.  But  I  point  out  that,  in  my 
judgment,  the  Pentagon  Building  has 
simply  gone  hog  wild  on  this  whole  mat- 
ter of  secr«:y.  It  wants  us  to  keep  con- 
cealed from  the  American  people  a  great 
deal  of  vital  Information  which  the 
American  people  are  entitled  to  have,  if 
they  in  turn  are  going  to  be  fair  judges 
of  the  demands  of  the  military  for  a 
large  shp.re  of  the  economic  resources  of 
the  United  States.    . 

Let  me  tell  you.  Mr.  President,  I  never 
stand  in  awe  of  brass  or  braid;  I  judge 
men  by  their  brains.  Let  me  tell  you, 
further,  Mr.  President,  there  is  no  neces- 
sary causal  connection  or  relationship 
between  brass  and  braid  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  brains  in  the  heads  resting  on 
the  shoulders  that  carry  the  brass  and 
braid.  These  men  must  be  judged  fr3m 
the  standpoint  of  what  they  propose, 
and  on  the  basis  of  intellectual  criteria. 
So  it  is  necessary  for  a  subcommittee 
such  as  ours  to  pierce  through  the  fear 
and  the  scare  arguments  Into  the  facts, 
and  then  do.  as  we  did  with  the  Penta- 
gon Building  when  we  completed  our 
findings,  two  things,  neither  one  of 
which  was  mentioned  by  these  two  sup>er- 
ficial  editorial  writers. 

On  October  1.  the  subcommittee  held 
an  executive  meeting  with  officials  in  the 
Pentagon  Building.  We  forewarned 
them  concerning  our  findings.  We 
talked  the  findings  over  with  them,  in- 
formally and  formally.  We  made  a 
record  of  the  hearing.  At  a  later  date, 
if  it  shall  become  necessary,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  shall  discuss  some  of  the  record 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  with  respect 
to  nonsecurity  items,  because  the  Pen- 
tagon Building  has  known  for  months 
the  position  of  the  subcommittee.  We 
were  exceedingly  fair  with  the  Pentagon 
Building  in  giving  them  due  notice  and 
oppjortunity  to  correct  their  mistakes.  I 
shall  say  something  in  a  moment  about 
what  they  have  done  in  regard  to  their 
mistakes. 

The  second  thing  the  editorial  writers 
did  not  know  was  that  we  went  over 
the  report  with  a  fine-tooth  comb,  so  to 
speak,  and  eliminated  from  it  those  pro- 
visions which  officials  in  the  Pentagon 
Building  and  in  the  State  Department 
thought  might  be  embarrassing  or  un- 
wise from  the  standpoint  of  security, 
but  not  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
merits  of  the  observations. 

Oh,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  I  had  a 
transeript  of  the  record  that  I  could 
present  to  the  Senate  as  to  what  some 
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of  the  top  brass  in  the  Pentagon  Build* 
in«  have  said  about  the  merits  of  this 
report. 

We  did  not  comb  out  one  particular 
matter,  because,  in  discussing  it  with 
them,  they  had  to  admit  that  It  did  not 
involye  national  security,  as  did  the 
other  material  we  had  agreed  to  take 
^  out.  It  really  Involved  our  judgment. 
It  involved  a  public-policy  question 
about  which  the  American  people  are 
entitled  to  have  open  discussion,  because 
we  cannot  separate  the  question  of  mo- 
bility of  defense  and  offense  from  the 
question  of  the  manpower  problem  which 
confronts  this  session  of  the  Congress 
as  to  whether  or  not  we  shall  continue 
to  send  abroad,  into  the  cold  war  of 
Europe,  while  our  boys  are  dyine  in  a 
hot  war  in  Korea,  the  thousands  and 
thousands  of  American  manpower  we 
found  the  military  intends  to  send.  We 
want  to  make  clear  to  them  and  to  the 
State  Department  that  Eisenhower  is 
right  when  he  points  out.  in  effect,  that, 
after  all.  we  and  our  European  allies  are 
in  this  effort  together,  and  they  have 
got  to  stand  with  us.  which  means,  Mr. 
President,  that  they  must  put  up  a 
larger  share  of  allied  manpower  than 
they  have  furnished  up  to  this  time. 
We  have  a  right  to  look  to  our  allies  to 
do  more  of  the  manning  of  bases  abroad. 
What  we  are  pointing  out  is  that  a  waste 
of  American  dollars,  a  waste  of  Ameri- 
can manpower,  and  that  some  evil  psy- 
chological effects  to  which  I  shall  come 
in  a  moment,  are  involved  in  sending  in- 
creasing thousands  of  American  boys 
abroad  to  man  bases  in  French  Morocco, 
in  Libya,  and  other  parts  of  Africa,  and 
in  EuroiJe.  when  many  of  them  can 
be  manned  by  the  troops  of  our  allies 
and  maintained  and  operated  by  them, 
so  that  the  bases  may  be  in  full  readi- 
ness to  receive  our  planes  in  case  it 
becomes  necessary  to  fight  a  third 
holocaust. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  Unless  someone  does  what 
we  did  in  this  report,  Mr.  President, 
there  are  going  to  be  several  thousand 
men  living  in  Iceland,  not  Air  Force  men. 
but  Army  men,  for  the  most  part,  think- 
ing that  perhaps  some  day  the  Russians 
may  try  to  take  Iceland.  It  does  not 
make  good  sense  to  have  these  men  sta- 
tioned there,  perhaps  for  a  generation, 
waiting  for  a  war  which  we  hope  to 
avoid.  It  is  time  some  action  was  taken 
about  it  before  we  provide  housing  for 
that  personnel  and  before  we  have  an 
agreement  undertaking  to  defend  people 
who  would  not  be  willing  to  agree  to 
defend  themselves. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  what  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  is  saying  is  that 
the  United  States  of  America  is  providing 
Iceland  with  an  army,  and  the  United 
States  Is  being  asked  to  police  the  capital 
city  of  Iceland  and  to  defend  Iceland 
with  American  military  manpower,  while 
Iceland  is  not  offering  any  manpower  of 
its  own  for  miUtary  defense.  The  sub- 
committee asks  the  Pentagon  oflBcials 
and  the  American  people  if  they  think 
that  is  a  sound  public  policy  for  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  IX>NO.  I  completely  agree  with 
the  Smator.  and  I  say  that  we  would  be 


derelict  in  our  duty  if  we  did  not  take 
some  steps  to  avoid  such  a  situation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  next 
point  I  wish  to  record  in  this  discussion 
of  the  Long-Morse  report  Involves  what 
has  already  happened  as  a  result  of  the 
report,  and  a  discussion  of  what  has 
already  occurred  as  a  result  of  the  execu- 
tive meeting  we  had  with  the  officials  in 
the  Pentagon  Building  in  early  October. 
We  not  only  had  a  formal  meeting  in 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  room, 
where  a  transcript  of  record  was  taken, 
but  we  had  a  series  of  meetings  in  the 
Pentagon  Building,  in  the  offices  of  some 
of  the  top  officials. 

I  do  not  intend  to  betray  any  confi- 
dences, but  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  me 
to  say  that  great  appreciation  was  ex- 
pressed to  us  for  bringing  to  light  some 
of  the  mistakes  we  disclosed,  and  for 
placing  some  men  in  the  Pentagon  Build- 
ing in  such  a  position  that  our  report 
and  findings  could  be  used  as  the  weapon 
for  beating  over  the  head  some  who  were 
responsible  for  mistakes.  Some  chanTes 
were  made  correcting  some  of  the  mis- 
takes. 

Mr.  President,  if  you  had  sat  with  me 
in  the  executive  sessions  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  and  listened  to 
top  military  officials  recognize  that  mi.s- 
takes  were  made,  you  would  know  that 
they  gave  their  reasons  for  them;  and 
there  are  reasons  for  some  of  them,  such 
as  the  speed  with  which  it  is  necessary 
to  work  in  a  program  so  expansive  as 
the  present  one.  But  that  does  not  re- 
duce one  iota  the  importance  of  brinu;- 
in?  out  the  facts  about  the  mistakes,  and 
letting  those  in  positions  of  authority  do 
what  they  can  to  see  to  it  that  the  mis- 
takes are  corrected,  and  that  the  same 
mistake  will  not  be  made  again. 

Mr.  President,  that  is.  in  part,  the  con- 
tribution of  this  subcommittee,  recog- 
nized at  the  Pentagon  Building.  Of 
course,  I  realize  that  it  is  almost  a  pat- 
tern of  conduct  on  the  part  of  brass  and 
braid  not  to  admit  mistakes  publicly. 
They  never  like  to  do  it.  It  is  not  play- 
ing the  Army  game  or  the  Navy  game 
or  the  Air  Force  game.  But  mistakes 
were  made. 

Let  me  cite  just  one  of  them,  because 
It  is  being  meiltioned  in  the  press  these 
days,  and  there  is  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  some  to  whitewash  it.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  were  in  Morocco  and  inspected 
the  controversial  bases.  We  can  answer 
the  question,  "Vas  you  dere.  Sharlie?' 
We  saw.  As  a  member  of  the  Johnson 
subcomittee,  the  present  speaker  sat  for 
days  when  that  subcommittee  investi- 
gated the  waste  and  the  extravagance 
that  went  into  the  Moroccan  bases. 

Incidentally,  the  present  President  of 
the  United  States  even  mentioned  that 
during  the  campaign.  Millions  of  dollars 
were  wasted.  In  spite  of  all  the  military 
snowstorms  to  cover  up  the  facts,  they 
cannot  be  covered  up.  It  is  impossible  to 
cover  up  the  facts  about  the  waste  in 
connection  with  the  Moroccan  bases. 

I  walked  down  into  the  gravel  pit  at 
Nouasseur.  I  saw  with  my  own  eyes 
strata  as  high  as  the  base  wall  of  the 
Senate  Chamber  where  steam  shovels 
had  been  taken  supposedly  to  obtain 
.gravel,  when  from  40  to  60  percent  of  it 
in  spots  was  clay.    It  was  dumped  into 


trucks  and  hauled  out  onto  a  supposed 
runway  and  used  as  the  foundation  layer 
for  that  runway. 

•Is  it  any  surprise  that  when  a  200-ton 
compactor  was  put  upon  that  runway, 
as  we  saw  with  our  own  eyes,  the  nin- 
way  gave  way.  to  the  tune  of  thousands 
of  square  yards?  We  saw  with  our  own 
eyes  the  so-called  dental  areas.  It  is 
said  that  a  dental  repair  job  is  being 
done  on  the  runway.  The  dental  repair 
jobs  are  extensive.  A  space  in  the  run- 
way as  large  as  the  surface  of  the  Senate 
Chamber  is  taken  out.  Then  a  bulldozer 
is  set  to  work.  Lying  close  to  the  sur- 
face of  the  runway  are  found  rocks  as 
large  as  a  football,  rocks  which  never 
saw  a  stone  crusher. 

E>oes  anyone  believe  that  a  good  run- 
way could  be  built  with  that  kind  of 
foundation?  Is  it  any  surprise  that 
while  we  were  there,  under  cross-exam- 
ination I  obtained  an  admission  from  the 
hmh  brass  that  the  200-ton  compactor 
which  we  ."Jaw  on  the  hard  stands  was  not 
on  the  runway  because  the  Air  Force 
official  who  was  to  be  in  charge  of  ma- 
neuvers starting  Octot)er  1  requested 
that  it  be  taken  off  the  runway,  since  'f 
it  were  left  working  on  the  runway  by 
October  1  he  would  not  have  left  a  run- 
way upon  wnich  it  would  be  safe  for  him 
to  conduct  his  maneuvers. 

It  is  ea.sy  to  sit  in  an  ivory  tower  In 
the  Star  or  the  Post  editorial  rooms  and 
imagine  .something  when  one  has  not  the 
facts,  and  thon  use  such  imaginings  to 
poison  the  minds  of  the  reading  public 
with  re.spect  to  a  matter  which  is  vital 
to  American  public  policy 

Mr.  LONG  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG  Of  cour.se.  editorials  of 
that  sort  may  be  calculated  in  some  way 
to  discourage  Senators  or  Representa- 
tives from  lindin;.;  the  places  where  waste 
is  occurring  and  doing  something  about 
it.' 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  Is  familiar 
•with  the  .situation  which  we  found  at 
Naples.  Three  thousand  of  our  Ixjys  are 
there.  We  could  di.scover  no  justifiable 
excuse  for  3,000  American  soldiers  in 
Naples.  In  fact,  we  could  find  no  reason 
for  100  men  being  in  Naples.  To  this 
day  we  have  not  di.scovered  why  3.000 
men  should  be  in  Naples.  They  have 
been  there  for  years.  We  find  that  the 
plan  is  to  send  more  and  more  men  over- 
seas instead  of  bringing  men  home. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  for  bringing  up  the 
Naples  case.  I  had  quite  forgotten  it. 
We  found  such  a  mass  of  horrible  exam- 
ples that  I  liad  forgotten  this  particular 
one. 

Mr.  LONG.  Someone  criticized  the 
fact  that  the  findings  of  the  subcom- 
mittee were  based  on  a  6-weeks'  trip.  I 
suggest  to  the  Senator  that  if  we  had  had 
more  time  we  could  have  found  a  great 
deal  more. 

Mr.  MORSE.    There  can  be  no  doubt 

about  that. 

Let  me  tell  the  Senate  about  Naples. 
When  we  reached  Naples  we  had  a  Navy 
briefing.  It  lasted  a  long  time.  I 
thought  that  sooner  or  later  we  would 
find  out  what  the  mission  was  all  about. 
We  never  did  find  out  what  the  mission 
was.  _  We  reached  the  conclusion  that 
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the  mission  was  for  them  to  support  one 
another;  but  we  never  found  out  what 
the  need  was  for  that  particular  opera- 
tion. When  we  returned  we  wrote  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  Said  that  we 
would  like  to  have  him  tell  us.  He 
stated  that  he  would  take  the  matter 
under  Investigation.  We  still  do  not 
know. 

A  very  humorous  thing  occurred  the 
other  day  in  committee — and  it  is  proper 
for  me  to  mention  it.  We  were  told  that 
one  of  the  answers  to  our  inquiry  as  to 
what  the  mission  is  at  Naples  is  that 
CINCNELM  is  located  at  Naples.  If  so. 
we  said  that  we  were  never  so  informed 
all  the  time  we  were  there.  We  never 
found  a  trace  of  CINCNELM  there.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  said,  "We  do  not  believe  it."- 
So  we  asked  to  have  some  high  Navy  men. 
sent  to  the  committee.  They  came  in 
yesterday  afternoon. 

I  said,  "I  have  just  one  question  to 
ask.  Admiral,  where  Is  CINCNELM  lo- 
cated?" ^  to  the  answer.  I  will  not 
disclose  where  it  was  said  to  be  located, 
but  the  answer  was  not  Naples.  It  wasn't 
even  on  the  European  continent.  I 
laughed  and  said.  "The  state  rests;  wit- 
ness excused." 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  think  It  might  be 
worth  while  to  point  out  to  the  layman 
what  CINCNELM  means.  It  is  a  Navy 
abbreviation.  I  believe,  for  "Commander 
in  Chief,  Northeastern  Atlantic  tod 
Mediterranean."  The  explanation  to  us 
was  that  originally  CINCNELM  was  sup- 
posed to  command  the  northeastern  At- 
lantic area  and  the  Mediterranean,  but 
inasmuch  as  we  had  joined  the  NATO 
Command  under  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization,  those  activities  had 
been  taken  over  under  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization,  and  that 
CINCNELM  did  not  command  the  6th 
Fleet,  which  was  in  the  Mediterranean 
area.  In  fact.  CINCNELM  commanded 
nothing  in  the  Mediterranean  or  north- 
eastern Atlantic,  but  CINCNELM's  ac- 
tivities had  been  reduced  to  the  point 
where  all  that  CINCNELM  had  to  take 
an  Interest  in  was  the  Red  Sea  and  the 
Indian  Ocean. 

Mr.  MORSE.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  best  excuse  we  have 
had  so  far  for  3,000  men  being  in  Naples, 
apparently  lor  years,  is  that  CINCNELM 
has  his  headquarters  there,  but 
CINCNELM  does  not  have  his  headquar- 
ters there.  We  have  never  yet  been  able 
to  determine  why  there  should  be  3,000 
Navy  boys  stationed  in  Naples. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  a  good  example 
of  what  I  have  been  describing.  It  is 
one  of  the  things  which  has  led  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Oregon  to  say — ^and 
he  has  received  much  criticism  for  It — 
that  he  believes  a  great  deal  of  the  or- 
ganizational setup  of  our  military  in 
Europe  is  a  monstrosity.  We  had  better 
streamline  it  not  only  in  the  interest  of 
saving  millions  of  dollars  and  of  saving 
manpower,  but  In  the  Interest  of  a 
sounder,  more  effective  defense  and  secu- 
rity against  Russia. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 


Mr.  LONO.  To  give  a  rough  Idea  of 
what  it  means  in  terms  of  dollars,  men 
were  Inconvenienced  by  being  drafted 
and  taken  into  the  service  and  compelled 
to  live  overseas  without  their  families. 
Three  thousand  men  at  an  average  of. 
let  us  say.  not  less  than  $3,500  in  salary 
apiece  means  an  unnecessary  $10  miUion 
every  year  which  the  taxpayer  must  pay 
in  salaries  alone,  not  to  mention  the 
construction  which  we  saw  being  under- 
taken by  reaso:i  of  a  tortured  construc- 
tion of  the  law.  and  various  other  ex- 
penditures of  that  sort. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana suggests  that  the  construction 
work  which  we  saw  in  various  parts  of 
the  world  on  our  trip  was  being  done 
under  a  tortured  construction  of  the  law. 
He  is  right.  For  example,  we  found  the 
use  of  a  httle  "sleeper"  clause  in  present 
legislation  which  makes  it  possible  for 
the  services  to  do  a  little  emergency 
building,  up  to  $200,000  or  thereabouts, 
on  various  items.  They  do  not  have  to 
come  to  Congress  for  authorization  for 
such  construction.  They  can  transfer 
funds  around  to  their  hearts*  content, 
and  start  a  job  on  an  emergency  basis, 
spending  as  much  as  $200,000  on  it.  But 
that  expenditure  does  not  complete  the 
construction.  We  then  find  in  our  hy- 
pothetical that  we  have  an  investment 
of  $200,000.  and  that  half  a  million  dol- 
lars more  will  be  needed  to  complete 
the  project.  Then  the  services  come  to 
us  with  requests  for  authorization  to 
complete  what  was  supposed  to  be  a  little 
emergency  job. 

What  do  we  say  In  our  findings?  We 
d:d  not  conduct  tea  parties  arriving  at 
our  findings.  We  thought  we  owed  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  a  cer- 
tain responsibility.  When  we  saw  these 
things  we  said  they  ought  to  be  stopped. 
That  is  why  in  the  October  1  meeting, 
for  example.  I  said,  in  effect:  It  is  my 
position  that  we  must  change  the  rules 
so  you  cannot  play  the  game  that  way. 
We  must  make  some  changes  so  that  you 
cannot  go  ahead  and  spend  $200,000 
without  getting  direct  and  specific  au- 
thorization, at  least,  from  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  of  the  Congress. 
There  must  be  some  checks  placed  on 
such  activities. 

Mr.  President,  some  checks  must  be 
placed  on  the  Armed  Services  Establish- 
ment. The  whole  system  of  checks  and 
balances,  which  is  a  great  bulwark  and 
streni'th  of  our  Government,  must  be 
applied  all  the  way  down  the  line.  This 
Is  a  good  example  of  where  it  ought  to  be 
applied. 

I  also  pointed  out  during  that  October 
1  meeting — and  I  restate  my  position 
on  the  floor  today — that  we  must  get  it 
through  the  heads  of  those  in  the  Penta- 
gon that  the  authorization  of  a  project 
does  not  mean  the  authorization  neces- 
sarily is  irrevocable  once  it  is  made.  No, 
Mr.  President,  even  the  appropriation 
should  not  be  considered  as  being  irrev- 
ocable. We  must  maintain  a  constant 
vigilance  in  that  regard,  and  when  we 
find  that  conditions  have  changed  and 
there  is  no  longer  the  same  need  for  a 
project,  we  must  be  much  more  ready 
than  I  think  our  record  in  the  Senate 
and  in  Congress  as  a  whole  has  been  up 
to  now,  to  put  in  a  stop  order  and  re- 
cover the  funds,  rather  than  to  proceed 


on  the  assumption  that  once  funds  are 
authorized  and  appropriated,  that  is  the 
end  of  the  matter. 

I  quite  agree  with  the  members  of 
the  Cixnmittee  on  Appropriations  and 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  that  we  need  a  watchdog  com- 
mittee which  will  constantly  check  on 
the  use  to  which  authorized  and  appro- 
priated funds  are  being  put. 

There  are  other  instances  which  I 
could  cite,  and  I  shall  now  refer  to  the 
Bordeaux  incident.  It  may  enUghten  the 
editorial  writers  of  the  Post  and  Star,  if 
they  are  capable  of  enlightenment  and 
capable  of  opening  their  minds  to  the 
facts. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  I 
went  to  Bordeaux.  We  always  had  a 
habit  of  taking  a  vacation  from  the  brass 
and  going  off  on  our  own  when  we  in- 
spected a  base.  We  were  always  very 
careful  to  try  to  see  what  we  thought 
was  there  to  be  seen,  and  not  to  limit 
ourselves  to  what  the  brass  might  wish  to 
show  us.  So  at  Bordeaux  I  took  a  little 
trip  for  myself  and  spent  a  long  time 
moving  from  tent  to  tent — Mr.  Presi- 
dent, mark  the  word  "tent" — and  I  sat 
down  with  some  boys  who  were  attached 
to  a  corps  of  Air  Force  engineers.  A  few 
months  previously  they  had  been  sta- 
tioned in  Louisiana,  where  there  was  a 
lot  of  work  to  be  done  and  where  the 
quarters  were  adequate.  To  my  shock- 
ing surprise,  I  found  that  they  had  been 
at  Bordeaux  for  over  a  month  without 
a  single  assignment  of  any  kind.  They 
had  just  sat  there  in  tents.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, you  can  well  imagine  the  morale 
of  those  boys.  It  was  not  good.  You 
can  weU  imagine  the  letters  they  were 
writing  back  to  their  parents  and  to 
their  friends  and  to  their  Senators  and 
Representatives  in  Congress.  The  ques- 
tion they  kept  asking  me  was:  "What 
are  we  here  for,  Senator?" 

I  said,  "I  am  sure  I  do  not  know  what 
you  are  here  for." 

So  we  proceeded  to  try  to  find  out. 
This  was  to  be  the  second  year  thou- 
sands of  boys  were  being  kept  in  tents 
in  Bordeaux.  Mr.  President,  If  you  have 
ever  lived  in  Bordeaux  in  the  rainy  sea- 
son, you  know  it  is  not  a  very  pleasant 
place,  and  that  it  is  not  very  pleasant  to 
live  in  tents.  Certainly  anyone  would 
prefer  to  live  in  a  better  kind  of  quar- 
ters if  they  could  be  obtained.  We  be- 
came satisfied  that  the  responsibihty 
for  not  even  having  Dallas  huts  built 
in  Bordeaux  to  meet  the  rigors  of  the 
second  winter  lay  in  the  Pentagon.  That 
is  where  the  responsibihty  was. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  hope  the  Senator  does 
not  overlook  to  point  out  that  proper 
building  materials  were  available  and 
that  the  men  could  have  built  themselves 
some  housing,  but  they  had  not  been 
permitted  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  was  coming  to  that. 
That  was  to  be  my  final  thrust.  Mr. 
President,  there  was  no  excuse  for  put- 
ting thousands  of  men  through  a  second 
winter  in  Bordeaux  in  tents.  There  was 
no  excuse  at  all  for  moving  them  out  of 
Louisiana  until  decent  quarters  were 
available  for  them  in  Bordeaux. 
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When  we  returned  home,  one  of  the 
first  things  I  asked  at  the  October  1 
meeting  was  "Why  did  you  do  it?" 

A  high  official  in  the  Air  Force  said, 
^'Wa  rfW  it  fnm  poynH^;^^;^!  reasans.-'-' 

'  I  said,  "Whose  psychologiclil  better- 
ment were  you  concerned  about?  Was 
it  the  psychological  betterment  of  the 
boys?  Was  it  the  psychological  better- 
ment of  the  French?" 

So  far  as  the  boys  were  concerned,  they 
were  met  by  inscriptions  on  walls  all  over 
Bordeaux  reading  "Yanks,  go  home." 
The  boys  told  us  some  sad  tales  about 
what  had  happened  to  them  and  the  re- 
ception they  got  when  they  went  into 
town.  It  was  not  for  the  psychological 
betterment  of, the  French  either. 

As  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
pointed  out  these  were  Air  Force  en- 
gineers. They  were  skilled  men.  They 
were  not  even  allowed  to  repair  their 
living  quarters.  As  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  also  stated,  there  was 
some  lumber  available  which  they  could 
have  used  to  build  themselves  better 
quarters.  The  arrangements  with  the 
French  prevented  their  doing  such  con- 
struction work.  They  could  not  get  any 
hot  wat^r,  and  they  could  not  repair  the 
facilities  which  were  denying  the  hot 
water  to  them.  Why?  We  cannot  say 
much  about  it,  because  the  section  deal- 
ing with  it  is  one  of  the  sections  we  had 
to  strike  from  our  report.  The  State  De- 
partment did  not  want  us  to  discuss  the 
French  situation  because  it  might  inter- 
fere with  negotiations.  Therefore  I  can- 
not say  any  more  about  it,  except  that  I 
assure  the  Senate  there  is  no  excuse  for 
the  conditions  under  which  we  found  the 
American  boys  living  in  the  muck  and 
mire  and  unsatisfactory  conditions  in 
which  we  found  the  men  living  in  Bor- 
deaux and  certain  parts  of  the  world 
during  our  30.000-mile  trip. 

I  revert  to  the  wise  statement  of  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower.  As  I  have  stated  be- 
fore, and  as  I  have  demonstrated  here 
today,  when  I  think  Eisenhower  is  right 
about  something  I  will  fight  just  as  hard 
in  his  support  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
as  I  intend  to  oppose  him  when  I  think 
he  is  wrong.  That  is  my  duty  as  a  Sena- 
tor. I  think  what  he  said  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  message  on  this  subject  is 
commendable : 

Fifth.  Otir  policy  will  be  designed  to  foster 
the  advent  of  practical  unity  In  Western 
Europe.  The  nations  of  that  region  have 
contributed  notably  to  the  effort  of  sustain- 
ing the  security  of  the  free  world.  Prom  the 
Jungles  of  Indochina  and  Malaya  to  the 
northern  shores  of  Europe,  they  have  vastly 
Improved  their  defensive  strength.  Where 
called  upon  to  do  so,  they  have  made  costly 
and  bitter  sacrifices  to  hold  the  line  of 
freedom. 

But  the  problem  of  security  demands  closer 
cooperation  among  the  nations  of  Europe 
than  has  been  known  to  date. 

President  Eisenhower  is  irrefutably 
right  when  he  makes  that  statement, 
and  it  is  a  part  of  the  burden  of  our  re- 
port. That  is  why.  as  two  Senators,  as- 
sisted by  a  very  able  professional  staff 
of  military  and  engineering  experts,  we 
submitted  our  findings  in  a  report  bot- 
tomed upon  18  months,  at  least,  of  jvork 
as  a  subcommittee  In  investigating  the 
details  of  the  installation  program  of 
tbe  Military  Establishment.    The  report. 


I  submit,  is  so  sound,  based  as  It  is  on 
the  evidence  gathered  on  our  trips  and 
hearings,  much  of  which  I  cannot  pub« 
licly  disclose,  that  at  our  October  1  meet- 
ing and  at  cur  ■iitf'Jrsial  conferences  in 
the  Pentagon  the"  Senator  from  Loul-^ 
siana  [Mr.  Long!  and  I  received  admis- 
sion after  admission  of  its  accuracy 
from  the  officials  at  the  Pentagon,  and 
their  promises  that  they  would  proceed 
to  rectify  the  mistakes.  I  desire  to  say 
that,  to  their  everlasting  credit,  they 
have  taken  our  representations  to  heart, 
and  as  they  have  already  testified  in 
recent  days,  they  are  bringing  about  a 
great  many  changes  and  reforms  which 
have  been  pointed  out  as  needed  by  our 
report. 

I  have  one  more  point  to  make,  and 
then  I  shall  close  my  discussion  of  this 
item.  You  will  understand,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  great  danger  a  politician  faces 
when  he  stands  up  against  one  of  the 
most  pHJwerful  pressure  groups  in  Amer- 
ica, namely,  the  military  pressure  group. 
When  one  criticizes  the  military  he  finds 
that  by  various  devices,  such  as  super- 
ficial editorials,  attempts  will  be  made  to 
misrepresent  him  and.  in  some  way. 
somehow,  leave  the  impression  that  he 
does  not  believe  in  strong  defense,  or 
that  he  wants  to  bring  the  boys  home  and 
go  isolationist. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  I 
make  no  such  recommendation  at  all. 
Mr.  President.  We  know  that  we  must 
have  a  large  number  of  troops  abroad. 
But  we  are  warning  the  American  people 
that  if  we  do  not  put  a  check  on  the 
military,  we  shall  have  far  too  many 
troops  abroad,  doing  the  work  that  our 
allies  ought  to  be  doing  for  themselves 
to  a  greater  degree.  That  is  the  burden 
of  our  argument  and  the  weight  of  our 
argiunent  on  the  manpower  issue — not 
that  all  our  boys  should  be  brought  home. 
but  that  there  are  too  many  of  them 
in  some  places. 

When,  for  example,  we  point  out.  as 
we  do  in  our  report,  that,  in  our  opinion, 
some  great  mistakes  have  been  made  in 
construction,  with  the  result  that  it  might 
be  possible  for  an  enemy  to  breal:  the 
backbone  of  our  defense  in  certain  areas, 
then  we  are  subjected  to  criticism  by 
editorials  such  as  those  which  have  ap- 
peared in  the  Washington  Star  and  the 
Washington  Post,  in  which  we  have  been 
criticized  for  regarding  ourselves  as  mili- 
tary experts.  However,  Mr.  President, 
we  have  not  claimed  to  be  military  ex- 
perts. In  the  case  of  some  of  the  bases 
the  verdict  was  rendered,  not  by  us.  but 
by  the  brass  and  the  braid  itself.  With- 
out mentioning  the  base.  I  can  tell  the 
Senate  of  a  base  which  has  cost  sev- 
eral hundred  million  dollars.  We  in- 
spected it  at  length.  We  examined  the 
location  of  the  gasoline  storage  tanks 
and  their  relationship  to  the  camp  facili- 
ties. In  our  inquiry,  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  did  the  cross-examining,  and 
a  brilliant  job  he  did.  He  said.  'Gen- 
eral, suppwse  the  Russians  were  to  drop, 
not  an  atom  bomb,  but  just  one  ordinary 
blockbuster  on  one  of  those  gasoline 
tanks.    What  would  happen?" 

Mr.  President,  what  answer  do  you 
suppose  we  received  to  that  question? 
The  answer  corresponded  to  what  seemed 


to  us  to  be  obvious,  namely.  "The  entire 
base  would  be  lost." 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

~  Mr.  L5FR3.  As  a' matter  of  fact,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  could  go  further. 
If  he  wished  to  do  so.  and  could  state 
that  one  of  the  best  officers  located  on 
that  base  pointed  out  to  us:  "Senator, 
they  would  not  need  to  drop  a  bomb; 
it  would  take  only  one  man  with  a  little 
pack  of  matches  to  destroy  this  base." 
Mr.  MORSE.  That  Is  absolutely  cor- 
rect, Mr.  President. 

So  when  two  Senators  returned  home 
and,  backed  up  by  a  professional  staff 
which  supports  every  statement  they 
make,  submit  a  report  which  Is  criti- 
cized by  some  editorial  writers  who  know 
nothing  about  the  facts,  but  who  try  to 
tell  the  American  people,  in  effect,  that 
our  rep>ort  should  be  taken,  as  says  the 
Washington  Post,  "with  a  grain  of 
salt,"  then  let  me  say  that  there  are 
some  salts  that  those  writers  should  take. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr.  President,  we  were  disturbed  about 
another  thing,  namely,  the  problem  of 
peace.  In  these  days  we  have  almost 
reached  such  a  point  that  if  we  talk 
about  peace,  we  are  smeared  as  being 
Communist.  In  fact.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  gone  so  far  afield  that  we  have  let 
Russia,  with  her  vicious  lying  propa- 
ganda and  phony  peace  proposals,  in 
large  sections  of  the  world,  steal  the 
peace  issue  away  from  the  United  States. 
It  is  a  great  tragedy  affecting,  as  it  does. 
the  lives  of  millions  of  fellow  Americans 
and  free  men  around  the  world. 

I  shall  continue  to  vote,  as  I  have  voted 
in  the  past,  for  every  last  dollar  needed 
to  defend  my  country  and  the  alUed  free 
nations.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  defense 
necessary  to  make  certain  that  Russia 
dare  not  attack  militarily.  But.  Mr. 
President,  we  are  not  going  to  win  the 
peace  through  war.  We  are  going  to 
win  the  peace  on  the  economic  and 
spiritual  fronts.  We  are  going  to  win 
the  peace  only  by  getting  millions  upon 
millions  of  persons  in  the  world  who 
today  are  in  doubt — and  I  am  afraid  they 
are  also  in  the  dark — about  America's 
true  plans,  to  understand  that  we  stand 
for  peace,  that  we  seek  only  what  the 
great  Vandenberg  stood  for.  namely. 
the  ultimate  establishment  of  a  system 
of  international  justice  through  law. 
We  must  make  clear  that  until  the  sun- 
shine of  that  bright  day  can  come,  we 
intend  to  stand  with  free  men  every- 
where in  a  defense  strong  enough  to 
check  Russian  aggression. 

For  that  kind  of  a  defense  program. 
Mr.  President,  always  count  me  in.  But 
the  American  people  also  should  be  fore- 
warned of  the  danger  of  a  miUtary  war 
psychology.  They  should  recognize  that 
we  found  too  much  of  it  abroad.  We  did 
not  hear  the  brass  and  the  braid  talk 
about  avoiding  a  third  world  war.  We 
did  not  hear  them  say.  "If  the  alarm 
sounds."  On  the  contrary,  we  heard 
them  talk  about  "when  the  alarm 
sounds."  The  paradox  in  many  of  their 
briefings  was  that  they  talked  about 
"when  the  alarm  sounds."  and  almost  In 
the  next  breath  would  express  concern 
about  what  they  felt  was  growing  dls- 
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sention  at  the  grass  roots  of  the  country 
in  which  their  base  was  located. 

Is  it  surprising?  Stretch  foreign  mil- 
itary bases  from  New  York  City  to  San 
Francisco,  and  man  them  with  thou- 
sands of  foreign  military  personnel,  and 
see  what  the  reaction  in  America  would 
be.  That  Is  why  President  Eisenhower 
is  so  correct  when  he  says  that  we  must 
work  out  this  problem  in  a  spirit  of  coop- 
eration and  unity  with  our  allies,  and 
with  an  understanding  of  what  the  mu- 
tual economic  and  military  security  pro- 
gram is  all  about. 

On  that  score  I  say  we  are  not  doing 
enough.  We  had  better  make  clear  to 
the  American  military  that  their  job  Is 
defense;  but  the  job  of  winning  the  p>eace 
is  the  job  of  every  one  of  the  160  million 
American  people,  working  In  unity  and 
cooperation  with  our  alUes  abroad,  and 
with  a  recognition  that  we  shall  win  the 
peace  primarily  on  the  economic  front. 
All  of  us  must  recognize.  Mr.  President, 
that  greatest  defense  weapon  America 
has  is  not  the  atomic  bomb.  It  Is  true 
that  the  atomic  bomb  Is  the  greatest 
offensive  weapon  we  have  In  case  of  a 
war,  but  It  is  not  the  greatest  defensive 
weapon  we  have.  All  of  us  must  recog- 
nize that  the  greatest  defensive  weapon 
we  have  Is  the  economic  productive 
power  of  our  friends  abroad.  Yet.  Mr. 
President,  today  in  the  United  States 
there  are  powerful  forces  whose  repre- 
sentatives we  meet  day  in  and  day  out  In 
the  reception  rooms  standing  with  their 
hands  out.  asking  for  special  legislative 
favors  which  will  strengthen  economic 
isolationism  In  America,  but  will  endan- 
ger the  peace.  Mr.  President,  whether 
we  like  it  or  not.  we  had  better  read  his- 
tory and  recognize  that  never  in  recorded 
time  did  any  nation  reach  the  great 
pinnacle  of  military  strength  which  Is 
ours  today.  In  comparison  with  the 
strength  of  other  nations  of  the  world — 
and  in  generations  gone  by  other  na- 
tions have  approached  that  pinnacle — • 
and  then  followed  a  course  of  economic 
isolationalism.  and  survived. 

Mr.  President,  today  I  would  have  my 
fellow  Americans  remember  that  the 
economic  productive  power  of  the  coun- 
tries in  which  millions  of  persons  are 
now  struggling  for  freedom  constitutes 
our  best  defense  weapon.  Thus,  when 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  argue  for  what- 
ever funds  are  necessary  for  military 
defense,  but  warn  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  funds  is  being  wasted,  we  also  argue 
for  the  kind  of  economy  and  the  kind 
of  economizing  that  will  make  It  possi- 
ble for  us  to  help  strengthen  the  greatest 
defense  weapon  we  have,  namely,  the 
economic  productive  power  of  our  allies. 
Yet  Senators  who  stand  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate  and  argue,  for  example,  that 
the  output  of  the  factories  of  Prance, 
Britain,  the  Netherlands.  Germany, 
India  and  all  the  other  countries  of  the 
free  world  is  Important  to  the  American 
citizen,  and  that  we  ought  to  do  what 
we  can  within  our  economic  abilities  to 
help  build  up  the  economic  power  of 
those  factories,  are  subjected  to  an  ava- 
lanche of  abusive  and  brutal  criticism. 
I  do  not  know  what  can  be  done  to  get 
the  American  people  to  see  before  it  is 
too  late  that  we  are  to  win  the  peace 


with  peaceful  means,  or  we  are  not  going 
to  win  It  at  all. 

I  am  not  one  who  scares  easily,  Mr. 
President.  I  am  not  the  least  bit  fright- 
ened by  Russia.  I  know  full  well,  as 
Senators  have  heard  me  say  before  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  if  we  are 
ever  foohsh  enough  to  let  ourselves  be- 
come so  weak  that  Russia  can  defeat  us. 
she  will  try  to  do  so.  because  she  knows 
that  the  nation  that  beUeves  In  pro- 
tecting the  dignity  and  guaranteeing  the 
freedom  of  the  Individual  person  repre- 
sents a  level  of  civilization  and  a  politi- 
cal Ideology  and  a  philosophy  foreign  to 
the  Russian  conception  and  threatening 
to  the  existence  of  communism.  Russia 
knows  that  to  be  so.  and  we  must  get 
other  peoples  of  the  world  to  understand 
It.  We  must  cause  them  to  realize.  Mr. 
President,  that  the  police-state  methods 
of  Russia,  the  enslavement  policies  of 
Russia  deny  to  the  Individual  both  po- 
litical and  economic  freedom.  That  will 
never  be  done  by  making  war.  As  I 
listen,  as  we  all  do  now  so  frequently,  to 
those  who  urge  us  to  support  steps  which 
would  constitute,  really.  If  we  were  to 
follow  them,  leading  us  Into  a  third 
world  war,  I  would  hke  to  say  to  them, 
"And  then  what?"  Of  course,  we  can 
defeat  Russia.  In  my  judgment,  alone 
we  can  defeat  Russia  If  we  must.  We 
can  level  her  cities.  We  will  lose  some  of 
our  own,  and  mlUions  of  our  citizens,  but 
we  can  impose  upon  Russia  a  devasta- 
tion so  much  greater  than  anything  that 
she  can  impose  upon  us  that  alone,  un- 
aided, we  can  bring  her  to  her  knees,  if 
we  want  to  pay  the  price;  indeed  we  can 
level  all  the  great  cities  of  China  now.  if 
we  want  to  pay  the  price.  But  will  that 
win  the  peace?  What  then,  ask  I?  Does 
anyone  think  we  could  then  walk  off? 
Does  anyone  think  we  could  turn  our 
backs  to  the  devastation  which  would  be 
v/rought?  Does  anyone  think  that  after 
we  have  spent  bilhons  upon  blUions  of 
dollars,  which  will  jeopardize  our  free 
economy  for  decades  to  come,  we  shall 
have  solved  the  problem  of  peace  by  win- 
ning a  war? 

I  am  firmly  of  the  conviction  that  the 
winning  of  such  a  war  will  mean  no 
peace  until  mankind  rehabilitates  it- 
self after  the  war;  and  that  would  take 
decades. 

The  saying  has  been  recorded  in  Amer- 
ican history.  "Fight  we  will,  if  fight  we 
must."  We  as  a  free  people  will  hve  up 
to  that  historical  precedent.  My  prayer 
and  my  plea  to  the  American  people 
today,  Mr.  President,  Is,  let  us  keep  our 
heads.  Let  us  recognize  that  our  gen- 
eration is  called  upon  to  make  tremen- 
dous sacrifices  In  the  interest  of  perma- 
nent peace  and  the  maintenance  of  that 
great  goal  of  Vandenberg's,  a  system  of 
international  justice  through  law. 

Bad  politics  as  it  Is,  I  submit  it  is 
sound  statesmanship  to  say  to  the  Amer- 
ican people  that  the  challenge  and  the 
duty  of  our  generation  Is  to  make  the 
economic  sacrifices  we  shall  have  to 
make  In  order  to  help  build  up  that  great 
defense  weapon  which  is  ours,  namely, 
the  economic  productive  ix)wer  of  our 
allies.  The  wonderful  thing  about  it. 
Mr.  President,  Is  that  it  will  pay.  In  the 
long  run  It  will  pay.  because  In  the  long 
nm  that  kind  of  program  will  bring  to 
the  backward  areas  of  the  world  and  to 


our  allies  an  enlightened  capitalism 
hitched  to  the  poUtlcal  freedom  of  a  free 
society;  and  only  with  that  kind  of  an 
economy  and  that  kind  of  pohtical  rights, 
is  there  any  hope  of  attaining  the  peace.- 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Senate  for  per- 
mitting me  to  do  this  committee  work 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today.  I 
spoke.  Mr.  President,  longer  than  I  had 
intended,  and  I  apologize  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright],  for  so 
doing.  But  I  spoke  from  my  heart,  be- 
cause what  one  sometimes  reads  In  the 
newspapers  In  these  days  makes  him 
wonder  whether  the  editorial  writers 
have  forgotten  the  challenge  of  journal- 
istic statesmanship  which  is  theirs, 
namely,  to  present  to  the  American  jjeo- 
ple  the  facts  concerning  the  great  crisis, 
the  solution  of  which  Is  upon  us  whether 
we  will  it  or  not.  The  kind  of  solution 
will  determine  whether  we  have  peace 
or  war. 

I  turn  now  for  a  moment  to  submit 
a  imanimous-consent  request.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  an  edito- 
rial entitled  "The  Matter  of  Bases." 
which  appeared  in  the  Christian  Science 
Monitor  of  February  17. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Trx  Mattkk  or  Bases 

Grand  strategy  dished  up  by  Congressmen 
usually  should  be  taken  with  more  than  a 
grain  of  political  salt  and  almost  always 
with  a  strong  dash  of  caution.  But  the  re- 
port on  American  global  bases  just  Issued  by 
Democratic  Senator  Russell  B.  Long,  and 
Indei>endent  Senator  Watnk  Morse  would 
seem  to  rule  out  partisan  motives  and  to 
raise  some  quite  pertinent  strategic  questions 
without  Jumping  Into  strategic  planning 
Itself. 

The  two  Senators  have  made  a  30,000-mile 
survey  of  military  Installations.  They  found 
much  to  praise  in  efficiency,  morale,  and 
economy.  But  they  are  asking  whether  a 
good  many  bases,  located  not  by  decision  nt 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  but  by  the  several 
services,  may  not  be  dispersing  strength  in 
indefensible  points  at  the  expense  of  power- 
ful mobile  striking  forces  held  in  ready  re- 
serve. Perhaps  also  at  the  cc»  t  of  fewer  very 
strong  bases  which  could  be  held  and  em- 
ployed In  counterattack. 

They  do  not  question  advance  bases  as 
such.  And  they  should  not.  What  would 
have  happened  In  World  War  n  had  not 
Britain  held  out  and  the  Islands  been  fully 
employed  by  American  forces — or  had  Hawaii 
fallen  to  the  Japanese?  On  the  other  hand, 
how  much  might  the  war  have  been  short- 
ened had  the  United  States  been  able  to  hold 
Manila  Bay  and  Britain  Singapore? 

It  is  not  today's  counterparts  of  such  great 
bases  that  Messrs.  Long  and  Morse  appear  to 
question — nor.  we  would  assume,  the  out- 
posts of  the  plane  and  radar  screen.  It  is 
what  appear  to  them  to  be  installations  that 
fall  in  between  and  seem  vulnerable,  unduly 
expensive,  and  unrelated  to  any  overall  plan. 

These  are  questions  which  a  layman  can 
rightly  ask  and  which  Congress'  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committees  can  properly  inquire  into. 
The  result  may  be  Justification  of  some  uf 
these  bases,  but,  in  the  process,  also  a  tight- 
ening up  and  a  rethinking  of  tbe  whole 
problem-  by  the  JCS. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  the  people 
of  the  United  States  would  be  well  ad- 
vised to  read  carefully  every  word  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  said  here  to- 
day. He  has  rendered  the  Nation  a 
great  service  in  clearly  standing  for  the 
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things  which  in  his  own  heart  and  con- 
science he  thought  to  be  right  As  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, I  know  of  no  other  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  has  been  less  susceptible  to 
influence  in  one  way  or  another  to 
change  his  judgment  from  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
States.  Many  times,  and  in  many  re- 
spects, he  has  demonstrated  himself  to 
be  a  man  of  conviction  and  a  man  of 
great  learning.  He  has  applied  himself 
diligently  to  the  study  of  the  Nation's 
defense  needs  over  a  jperiod  of  several 
years. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
was  one  of  the  few  Senators  who  sup- 
ported a  motion  to  add  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee^ He  beheves  that  the  Nation  has 
suffered  a  substantial  loss  in  being  de- 
nied the  services  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  that  committee,  because  he  is 
one  who  has  the  ability  and  the  experi- 
ence to  know  where  savings  can  be  made. 
He  has  shown  excellent  judgment  in  de- 
termining the  country's  military  needs. 
I  should  like  to  supplement  a  few 
things  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  said. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 
Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MOFISE.  Mr.  President.  let  me 
say  that  I  deeply  appreciate  the  kind 
words  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  when  I 
referred  to  the  failure  of  the  Senate  to 
place  the  Senator  from  Oregon  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  I  should 
have  said  that  while  only  six  Senators 
voted  to  support  him  for  a  position  on 
that  committee,  many  Senators  have 
since  told  me  that  they  regretted  that 
they  were  not  in  position  to  vote  for 
him.  They  were  fearful  that  if  those  of 
us  on  the  minority  side  attempted  to  dic- 
tate to  the  majority  side  who  should  be 
members  of  a  committee,  the  majority 
might  exercise  its  power  to  determine 
who  the  minority  members  should  be  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle. 

Tactically,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
was  in  a  very  disadvantageous  position. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  ad- 
mires the  Senator  from  Oregon  as  a  man 
of  conviction  and  sincerity  who  is  willing 
to  make  whatever  sacrifice  he  believes 
the  situation  requires  when  he  makes 
an  unprecedented  move  which  he  be- 
lieves in  his  own  heart  and  conscience 
he  must  do. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  some 
criticism  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
in  attempting  to  address  ourselves  to  any 
questions  of  strategy.  If  the  Members'of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices are  not  in  position  seriously  to  ques- 
tion the  strategic  planning  of  our  gen- 
erals and  admirals,  let  me  ask  who  is? 

There  are  not  as  many  persons  ex- 
ercising Independent  judgment  as  some 
might  think,  because  I  detect  in  the  mil- 
itary the  fact  that  each  subordinate  of- 
ficer must  be  very,  very  careful  insofar 
as  criticism  of  his  superior  officers  is  con- 
cerned. So.  if  a  few  highly  placed  of- 
ficers make  mistakes,  the  Nation  is  in 
grave  perU. 

Jfbr.Presldent,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
WUktljgfairtMT  investigation  ever  uncov- 


ered the  fun  facts  at  the  time  It  was 
made.  The  reason  for  that  was  because 
at  that  time  it  could  not  be  revealed  that 
this  Nation  had  broken  the  Japanese 
code  more  than  20  years  previously,  and 
that  during  the  time  Japan  was  prepar- 
ing to  attack  us  we  were  intercepting  her 
messages  and  knew  she  was  going  to 
attack  us.  We  had  been  receiving  her 
messages  and  they  were  known  in  the 
highest  councils  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment It  is  true  that  we  did  not 
know  precisely  at  what  point  and  pre- 
cisely at  what  hour  she  would  attack, 
but  our  highest  military  leaders  knew 
the  attack  was  coming  before  it  fell. 
Our  military  commanders  in  the  Pacific 
had  been  advised  that  they  should  be 
prepared  for  the  possibility  of  a  Japa- 
nese attack.  What  did  we  find?  We 
found  that  the  Pacific  fleet  was  oper- 
ating under  the  old  comfortable  peace- 
time procedure  of  coming  into  tlie  har- 
bor for  a  Saturday  night  party,  and  on 
Sunday  the  ship  would  be  short  of  offi- 
cers and  crewmen. 

When  the  attack  occurred,  we  lost 
our  planes  on  the  ground  and  we  lost 
almost  the  entire  Pacific  Fleet.  There 
was  one  fortunate  circumstance  in  that 
we  had  sent  three  of  our  major  aircraft 
carriers  to  deliver  some  planes  at  Wake 
Island.  Those  carriers  were  returning 
from  Wake  Island  when  they  ran  into  a 
storm  and  had  to  reduce  speed  because 
of  the  storm,  so  that  they  were  not  lost 
in  the  Pearl  Harbor  disaster. 

If  anything  was  proved  it  was  that  we 
cannot  rely  upon  our  military  men  to 
be.  Infallible.  Only  by  good  fortune  did 
we  have  any  of  our  Pacific  Fleet  left 
after  the  Japanese  attack:  all  of  which 
leads  to  the  conclusion  that  mistakes 
can  be  made. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  been  concerned 
regarding  the  lack  of  unification  in  our 
services.  The  Air  Force  does  not  at- 
tempt to  pass  judgment  on  anything 
which  the  Navy  does,  nor  does  the  Navy 
attempt  to  pass  on  what  the  Air  Force 
does.  I  was  amazed  to  hear  the  testi- 
mony of  the  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff.  General  Bradley,  when 
he  stated  that  in.  determining  that  a 
certain  base  should  be  established  in  a 
given  locality  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  did  not 
attempt  to  pass  on  whether  it  should  be 
a  $50  million  base,  a  $100  million  base, 
or  a  $250  million  base.  Nor  do  they  at- 
tempt to  pass  on  the  question  of  whether 
there  should  be  100  men.  1.000  men,  or 
10,000  men  stationed  at  a  given  base. 

General  Bradley  explained  that  the 
Unification  Act  contains  provisions 
which  prevent  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
from  passing  on  such  a  question.  Some- 
where down  the  line  the  decision  must 
be  made  by  someone  in  the  Air  Force,  if 
an  air  base  is  involved,  or  in  the  Navy 
Department,  if  a  naval  base  is  involved, 
or  in  the  War  Department,  if  an  Army 
base  Is  involved. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 
Mr.  LONG.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  point 
the  Senator  is  now  making  is  one  of  the 
most  Important  findings  of  our  sub- 
committee. It  adds  up  to  the  need  of 
amending  the  Unification  Act  .so  there 
can  be  genuine  unification.  We  would 
not  have  had  the  character  of  testimony 
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from  General  Bradley  to  which  reference 
has  been  made  if  there  had  been  a  Uni- 
fication Act  which  really  gives  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  to  the  Chiefs  of 
Staff  the  authority  to  make  decisions 
and  to  declare  the  unification  which  we 
need  but  which  the  present  act  does  not 
provide.  We  in  the  Senate  tried  to  do 
something  about  it  The  Senate  passed 
a  series  of  amendments  to  the  Unifica- 
tion Act.  which  had  been  recommended 
by  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  seek- 
ing to  remove  some  of  the  weaknesses 
in  the  present  act.  but  they  were  emascu- 
lated in  the  House. 

The  Senator  is  making  an  important 
contribution  wlien  he  points  out  that 
one  of  the  things  we  need,  if  we  are  to 
prevent  such  mistakes  from  happening 
and  make  a  better  use  of  the  military 
dollar,  is  an  act  which  gives  the  author- 
ity needed  to  make  savings  and  issue 
orders  which  require  the  three  services 
to  coordinate  their  efforts  and  work  as 
a  team. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
Is  entirely  correct 

Farthcrmore.  Mr.  President,  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  do  not  plan  for  the  num- 
ber of  personnel  which  each  service  is  to 
apply  to  a  given  task.  There,  again, 
someone  should  make  a  study  of  the 
situation.  If  there  are  twice  as  many 
men  on  an  airbase  as  are  needed,  it 
means  that  there  must  be  built  twice  as 
much  barracks  space,  twice  as  much 
space  for  feeding  the  troops,  twice  as 
much  brig  space,  twice  as  many  auto- 
mobiles, twice  as  much  automobile  re- 
pair space.  And  so  it  goes.  The  econ- 
omies which  can  result  from  reducing 
excessive  manpower  are  almost  innu- 
merable. 

The  waste  of  manpower  In  the  military 
is    almost    beyond    description.      The 
Johnson  subcommittee  made  a  recom- 
mendation in  which  they  questioned  the 
use  of  some  manpower.    For  example.  It 
was  foi  nd  that  a  commercial  company 
operating  a  tanker  would  have  approxi- 
mately 43  men  in  the  crew,  while  the 
Navy    operating    a    Navy    oiler,    which 
serves  substantially  the  same  purpose  as 
a  tanker,  would  have  282  men  on  the 
ship,  or  about  7  times  as  many  men 
as  the  tanker.    What  is  the  necessity  of 
having  seven   times  as  many  men   as 
would  be  used  for  the  commercial  oper- 
ation?    There   will   be  an   attempt  to 
justify    that.      Those    responsible    can 
argue  it  until  they  are  exhausted  if  they 
care  to  do  so.  but  they  will  never  con- 
vince  me   that   they   need   7   times   as 
many  men,  because  I  can  too  well  re- 
member my  wartime  experience,  when  I 
was   the   commander   of   a    lowly   am- 
phibious craft,  a  ship  with  a  crew  of  2 
officers  and  15  men.    I  did  not  want  that 
many  men.    I  was  not  thinking  about  the 
taxpayers  as  much  as  I  was  concerned 
about  the  fact  that  we  had  no  room  for 
all  those  men.  with  the  limited  facilities 
at  our  disposal.     Yet  we  had  to  take  2 
officers  and  15  men.    As  a  matter  of  fact 
we  divided  up  our  schedule  for  services, 
so  that  half  the  crew  would  be  off  at  all 
times  and  only  half  the  crew  would  be 
on  duty  while  we  were  around  in  port, 
where  the  men  could  go  ashore  and  en- 
joy liberty.    The  ship  was  designed  for 
a  crew  of  10.    It  could  have  been  op- 
erated by  a  crew  of  seven.     Yet  we  had 
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more  than  15.  I  cite  my  experience  as 
an  example  of  the  great  waste  of  per- 
sonnel in  the  last  war. 

The  investigation  of  the  air  bases 
showed  that  at  one  base  where  It  was 
possible  to  put  only  75  pilots  in  the  air 
in  single-seater  planes,  and  there  were 
1.200  men  on  the  base,  the  largest  single 
category  was  the  motor  pool  of  258  men, 
as  I  recall. 

That  reminds  me  of  the  story  that 
Winston  Churchill  wrote  with  regard 
to  the  Anzio  operation.  He  said  that 
when  our  troops  went  ashore  he  asked 
them  to  reix)rt  to  him  day  by  day  the 
number  of  men  who  were  landing,  and 
al.so  the  number  of  vehicles,  the  tanks, 
and  the  like:  he  asked  if  possible  to  be 
given  a  breakdown  of  what  they  were 
putting  ashore.  After  a  week  he  re- 
ceived word  that  even  though  we 
achieved  complete  surprise,  the  Ger- 
mans had  achieved  a  sui>eriority  of  in- 
fantry. We  had  a  little  bridgehead  of 
7  miles,  and  we  had  landed  14,000  trucks 
with  2  men  to  the  truck,  a  driver  and  an 
assistant  driver.  Of  the  72,000  men  we 
had  landed,  one-third  of  them  were  tied 
down  in  the  trucks.  He  said.  "I  can  see 
how  the  Germans  achieved  a  superiority 
in  infantry,  but  we  certainly  have  a  su- 
periority of  chauffeurs." 

I  have  every  good  wish  for  the  mili- 
tary, and  I  hope  they  will  dig  deeply 
enough  to  find  where  manpower  is  being 
used  unnecessarily,  because  correcting 
that  mistake  could  lepresent  an  enor- 
mous additional  saving. 

In  his  campaign  tlie  President  of  the 
United  States  made  the  statement  that 
if  we  are  to  balance  the  budget  and  have 
an  economical  Government  the  greatest 
savings  must  be  made  In  the  military 
expenditures:  and  I  am  completely  con- 
vinced that  that  is  tnie.  I  am  convinced 
that  25  cents  out  of  every  dollar  we  are 
sjDending  on  the  mlLtary  can  be  saved 
If  a  careful  enough  study  Is  made  on 
an  item-by-item  basis,  with  projjerly 
qualified  experts  to  advise  where  the  re- 
ductions can  be  made.  Thus,  if  we  hope 
to  balance  the  budget  and  accomplish  a 
reduction  of  about  $10  billion  in  exces- 
sive spending,  most  of  it  must  be  saved 
in  the  Military  Establishment.  That 
can  be  done  if  a  close  enough  study  Is 
made  to  bring  out  the  facts. 

I  do  not  say  that  as  one  who  Is  making 
a  wild  guess,  but  because  the  subcom- 
mittee of  which  I  was  chairman,  and  cf 
which  the  Senator  from  Oregon  was  a 
member,  found  we  could  save  about  23 
percent  of  the  requested  funds  even 
after  the  President  of  the  United  States 
sent  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  en- 
tire committee  saying  "If  you  reduce  the 
bill  you  are  going  to  wreck  the  Nation." 
We  saved  the  taxpayers  $700  million  in 
a  way  that  did  not  jeopardize  anything. 
We  found  Innumerable  items  which 
could  be  and  should  be  reduced. 

Furthermore,  we  believe  that  some  of 
the  planning  should  be  questioned.  Let 
me  mention  one  item  I  have  In  mind. 
Many  of  the  demands  for  funds  are 
based  upon  doing  things  which  our  al- 
lies are  committed  to  do.  For  example, 
in  certain  areas,  where  we  have  bases, 
requests  will  be  made  of  us  to  spend  large 
sums  of  money  to  defend  the  area  by 
land  and  air  and  sea.  where  the  land  is 
held  by  allies  of  oms  who  are  receiving 


our  money  under  the  mutual  assistance 
program.  If  our  allies  cannot  hold  their 
own  soil  with  the  aid  we  give  them,  which 
amounts  to  about  $6  billion  a  year,  then 
I  think  it  Is  time  we  reconsider  our  pro- 
gram for  military  aid.  It  would  ob- 
viously Indicate  that  our  military  aid 
money  is  being  wasted. 

I  think  such  a  suggestion  could  well 
apply  to  the  situation  whereby  we  staff 
great  numbers  of  fighter  vmits  in  areas 
overseas  where  Prance  and  England 
should  be  responsible  for  air  defense, 
because  certainly  the  French  and  the 
English  should  be  able  to  train  their 
pilots  to  fulfill  the  air  defense  missions 
for  bases  In  their  lands. 

I  should  like  also  to  underline  the 
Issue  the  Senator  from  Oregon  raised 
regarding  our  ultimate  hope,  which  is 
not  war.  not  victory,  but  i>eace.  That  is 
a  point  we  should  certainly  carefully 
consider  in  our  military  planning.  So 
far  as  I  can  discover,  little  effort  is  being 
made  to  work  toward  peace  in  the  pro- 
gram. The  program  is  directed  toward 
ultimate  victory  in  the  event  we  find  our- 
selves at  war. 

Let  me  suggest  a  question  to  my  col- 
leagues. What  would  we  think  if  So- 
viet Russia  were  building  enormous 
bases  in  Newfoundland,  in  Labrador,  in 
Canada,  in  Mexico,  in  Puerto  Rico,  in 
Bermuda,  in  the  Bahamas.  In  Cuba,  and 
if  she  were  moving  vast  numbers  of 
troops  in  ever  larger  numbers?  How 
would  we  feel  if  Russia  had  started  a 
vast  construction  program  building 
bomber  bases  throughout  those  areas, 
and  moving  into  them  planes,  weapons, 
and  materials  in  a  constantly  increasing 
flow?  I  say  that  the  people  of  this  Na- 
tion would  gain  the  impression  that  So- 
viet Russia  was  planning  to  attack  us 
if  she  continued  to  send  such  increasing- 
ly large  numbers  of  men  into  those  areas. 
We  should  follow  the  idea  in  oiu"  plan- 
ning that  Russia  is  not  the  only  nation 
that  could  give  provocation  toward  war. 

I  do  not  say  that  we  should  abandon 
our  program  with  respect  to  bases.  I 
am  in  favof  of  having  as  many  airfields 
as  I  have  heard  discussed.  But  I  do  be- 
lieve there  are  too  many  men  on  those 
airfields.  I  beheve  they  are  overstaffed 
and  topheavy.  and  have  too  many  head- 
quarters. Every  time  a  headquarters  is 
established  the  desire  is  to  put  2,500  or 
3.000  men  there.  It  seems  that  a  gen- 
eral or  an  admiral  has  to  have  two  or 
three  thousand  men  under  his  command 
wherever  he  goes.  The  headquarters 
can  be  carried  on  with  smaller  numbers. 

In  north  Africa,  at  the  headquarters 
formerly  commanded  by  General  Olds, 
I  understand  the  general  who  has  suc- 
ceeded him  has  about  500  men  under 
him.  I  believe  a  study  would  indicate, 
perhaps,  that  they  could  get  by  at  other 
headquarters  with  500  men,  if  they  had 
to.  I  am  sure  that  if  the  top  command 
told  the  general  in  command  that  he 
would  have  to  get  by  with  500  men,  he 
would  find  a  way  to  make  500  men  do. 
Yet,  there  are  requests  to  vastly  increase 
that  number. 

We  have  been  holding  our  requests  for 
additional  facilities  at  Rabat  where 
there  Is  no  United  States  flying  except 
administrative  flying.  Administrative 
flying  means  fljrlng  the  general  around 
from  that  field  and  also  Members  of 


Congress  when  they  come  to  that  area. 
But  the  United  States  does  not  fly  planes 
to  defend  the  Moroccan  complex,  or  to 
defend  the  alrbases  from  the  base  at 
Rabat.  To  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  It  seems  very  wasteful  to  build 
the  large  communications  facilities 
which  have  been  requested  for  that  area, 
when  we  already  have  a  duplicating  ffi- 
cility  to  the  north,  at  Sidi  SUmane;  a 
facility  at  Nouasseur  to  the  south,  which 
is  supix>sed  to  serve  the  same  purpose; 
and  a  facility  40  miles  away  by  good 
highway  at  the  naval  base  at  Pch^ 
Lyaute.  But  once  they  start  spending  so 
much  money  In  these  areas,  we  find 
that  there  Is  no  end  to  it.  The  program 
envisions  more  spending  and  more  and 
more  men. 

We  certainly  hope  that  this  program 
win  be  fully  studied.  We  believe  that 
great  economies  have  been  effected. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  Is 
under  the  Impression  that  the  new  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  and  his  Secretaries  for 
Air,  Navy,  and  Army,  will  be  making 
every  effort  to  find  where  there  are  un- 
necessary Items  of  expenditure  and  will 
reduce  them.  In  that  direction,  I  be- 
lieve, lies  our  best  hope  of  balancing  the 
budget  and  at  the  same  time  providing 
the  security  to  which  the  Nation  is 
entitled. 


THE  FARM  OUTLOOK 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
September  7.  1952.  was  a  fine  day  In  the 
Middle  West.  In  the  vicinity  of  Kasson, 
Minn.,  there  was  a  warm  sun  and  a 
pleasant  breeze  from  the  north.  There 
on  a  delightful  day  thousands  of  farmers 
had  gathered  to  hear  a  distinguished  Re- 
publican address  them  on  farm  pwlicy. 
I  quote  some  of  the  remarks  he  tlien 
made: 

And  here,  and  now,  without  any  Ifs  or' 
buts,  I  say  to  you  that  I  stand  behind — and 
the  Republican  Party  stands  behind — the 
price-support  laws  now  on  the  books.  ThlB 
Includes  the  amendment  to  the  Basic  Farm 
Act,  passed  by  the  votes  of  both  parties  In 
Congress,  to  continue  through  1954  the  price 
supports  on  basic  commodities  at  90  per- 
cent of  parity. 

The  speaker  wa.s  evidently  a  man  con- 
vinced of  the  righteousness  of  his  cause. 
He  did  not  stop  at  this  but  went  on  In 
the  following  words: 

I  firmly  believe  that  agriculture  Is  en- 
titled to  a  fair,  full  share  of  the  national  In- 
come and  it  must  be  a  policy  of  Goveriunent 
to  help  agriculture  achieve  this  goal  in  ways 
that  minimize  Government  control  and  pro- 
tect the  farmers'  independence;  and  a  fair 
share  Is  not  merely  90  percent  of  parity — It 
is  full  parity. 

The  speaker  who  uttered  these  signifi- 
cant words  was  General  Eisenhower,  now 
President  Eisenhower. 

I  am  sure  that  he  sincerely  meant 
what  he  said.  He  is  aware  of  the  high 
place  of  agriculture  among  us.  He  was, 
therefore,  earnestly  intent  upon  saying 
to  the  Nation  that  the  farmer  should  get 
his  fair  share  ,of  the  national  income. 
In  order  to  assure  this  fair  share  to 
farmers  he  believes  that  they  should  get 
not  only  90  percent  of  parity  but  full 
parity.  This,  I  take  it.  means  parity  at 
90  percent  as  established  by  law,  plus 
10  percent. 
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So  far,  so  good.  But  the  Republican 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Benson, 
does  not  seem  to  be  In  agreement  with 
the  solemn  promises  n^ule  to  the  elec- 
torate last  year  by  the  Republican  can- 
didate. In  his  press  conference  of  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1953,  Mr.  Benson  said: 

When  you  have  high  mpport  prices,  prices 
that  are  nonnally  above  what  the  free  mar- 
ket* would  be,  there  U  always  a  tendency  for 
that  to  enco\irage  Increased  production. 

I  gather  that  the  Secretary's  objection 
to  support  prices  is  that  they  encourage 
increased  production,  the  thing  that  he 
evidently  regards  with  abhorrence.  If 
you  regard  a  thing  with  abhorrence,  you 
natiu'ally  seek  means  to  remove  it.  In 
this  case  then,  I  judge  that  Mr.  Benson 
would  be  in  favor  of  lowering  the  price 
bases  of  farm  products  that  now  en- 
courage agricultural  production  so  that 
production  would  be  decreased. 

The  great  State  of  Minnesota  seems 
to  be  the  battleground  of  Republican 
contradictions  about  farm  policy.  It 
was  in  Minnesota  that  General  Eisen- 
hower promised  farmers  full  parity  for 
their  crops  and  by  the  context  of  his 
words  led  all  American  farmers  to  be- 
lieve that  the  farm  policy  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  would  be  continued  under 
the  Republican  Party  if  it  should  come 
to  power.  I  am  prepared  to  believe  that 
our  President  is  not  a  farm  expert.  But 
I  also  believe  that  he  was  perfectly  sin- 
cere in  his  statements  to  the  American 
people  on  the  farm  problem. 

On  February  11.  1953.  less  than  a 
month  after  the  inauguration  of  our 
new  President,  Secretary  Benson  ad- 
dressed the  Central  Livestock  Associa- 
tion at  St.  Paul,  Minn.  His  address  is 
headlined  by  the  Washington  Post  as 
follows:  "Benson  Spells  Doom  of  United 
States  Farm  Bounty." 

There  he  promised  to  carry  out  pres- 
ent laws  providing  for  compulsory  sup- 
ports at  90  percent  of  parity  for  1953- 
54.  This,  of  course,  is  the  law  as  writ- 
ten, and  the  Secretary  must  enforce  it. 
But  what  about  the  future?  What  is 
the  Secretary's  attitude  toward  the 
farmer  and  farm  supports? 

As  nearly  as  I  could  gather  from  the 
Secretary's  language,  which  is  obscure 
in  some  respects,  he  seems  to  be  in  favor 
of  letting  nature  take  its  course  in  the 
market  and  on  the  farm.  He  believes 
that  farmers  have  a  right  to  take  a  risk 
even  if  the  cards  are  stacked  against 
them.  He  is  opposed,  he  says,  "to  price 
supports  which  tend  to  prevent  produc- 
tion shifts  toward  a  balanced  supply  in 
items  of  demand  and  which  encourage 
uneconomic  production  and  result  in 
continuing  heavy  surpl\ises  and  subsi- 
dies should  be  avoided." 

Then  he  lays  down  a  generalized 
philosophy  in  these  words: 

Inefficiency  should  not  be  subsidized  In 
agriculture  nor  any  other  segment  of  our 
economy. 

The  assumption  here  Is  that  the 
American  farmer  is  inefficient.  The 
fact  is  that  the  American  fanner  is  a 
miracle  of  eflBciency.  Last  year  only  5  Vj 
million  farmers  were  responsible  for  our 
prodigious  outpouring  of  food  and  fiber 
crops. 

If,  however,  Mr.  Benson  Is  to  apply 
ttil^^i^aSioaophy  that  inefficiency  sliould 


not  be  subsidized,  then  he  will  find  him- 
self in  sharp  conflict  with  ancient  Re- 
publican Party  doctrine. 

Dozens  of  highly  inefficient  industries 
are  protected  and  subsidized  by  the 
United  States  Government  at  the  ex- 
pense of  all  the  people  through  protec- 
tive tariffs.  The  very  fact  that  these 
industries  have  to  have  high  tariffs  is 
proof  that  they  are  inefficient.  For. 
when  an  industry  is  highly  efficient — as 
the  automobile  industry  is — it  not  only 
does  not  demand  high  tariffs  but  is  able 
to  export  in  competition  with  like  indus- 
tries throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  may  interpolate 
that  I  was  very  much  pleased  by  Mr. 
Henry  Ford's  statement  of  yesterday  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
would  like  to  .list  the  100  inefficient  in- 
dustries in  the  United  States  which  he 
thinks  ought  to  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  There  are  one  or 
two  cases  pending  now.  I  think  a  good 
example  is  the  briar-pipe  industry — not 
that  it  should  be  destroyed 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  is  a  small  industry 
which  involves  an  investment  of  only  a 
few  million  dollars.  What  main  indus- 
tries would  the  Senator  like  to  destroy 
by  reducing  the  tariffs? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  My  point  is— and 
I  shall  pursue  it  a  little  further — that  if 
the  point  Mr.  Benson  was  making  was 
that  agriculture  is  inefficient  and  there- 
fore should  not  be  subsidized,  as  would 
appear  from  the  statement  which  I  have 
just  quoted 

Mr.  TAPT.  As  I  understand  the  Sen- 
ator's position,  hundreds  of  inefficient 
industries  which  are  protected  by  the 
Republicans  ought  to  be  destroyed.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  industries  the 
Senator  wishes  to  destroy. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  Is 
attempting  to  put  words  In  my  mouth. 
I  did  not  say  they  should  be  destroyed. 
This  is  the  point  with  respect  to  what 
the  Secretary  said: 

Inefficiency  should  not  be  subsidized  In 
agriculture  nor  any  other  segment  of  our 
economy. 

There  is  an  assumption  that  agricul- 
ture is  inefficient.  I  deny  that.  But  if 
that  is  his  philosophy,  I  should  say  that 
it  is  not  in  accord  with  the  ancient  pro- 
tective tariff  policy  of  the  Republicans. 
because  the  very  purpose  of  the  tariff  is 
to  protect  from  competition  industries 
which  necessarily  must  be  inefficient 
relative  to  products  which  might  be  im- 
ported. 

Mr.  LONG.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  yield,  does  he  think 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  yield  just 
now.    I  wish  to  make  my  point. 

As  the  Senator  well  knows,  for  many 
years  a  number  of  industries  have  had 
protection  imder  the  traditional  Repub- 
lican doctrine.  This  is  a  difference  which 
goes  back  to  the  beginning  of  this  coun- 
try. The  Senator  knows  that  on  many 
occasions  I  have  taken  the  position  that 
we  ought  gradually  to  relax  our  tariff 
policy  and  go  more  and  more  toward 
free  trade.  I  grant  that  we  cannot  do 
so  overnight.   I  also  grant  that  there  are 


perfectly  legitimate  reasons  why  this 
country  should  study  the  cases  of  indus- 
tries which  have  been  built  up  because 
of  pur  tariff  policy,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  compensation,  as  when  we  take 
properties  for  public  use.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  accept  that  principle. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  As  to  industries,  I 
will  say  that  practically  every  industry 
we  have  sheltered  with  a  tariff  policy 
could  t>e  classed  as  an  inefficient  indus- 
try in  that  sense.  I  believe  there  are  a 
number  of  them.  I  will  give  an  example 
of  what  I  tried  to  do  last  year.  I  had 
control  of  the  bill  to  repeal  section  104 
of  the  Defense  Production  Act.  That 
was  the  most  recent  example  of  a  trial 
of  that  is.sue  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
As  I  recall,  every  Republican  who  voted 
at  all  voted  against  the  repeal  of  the 
quota  law.  That  Is  an  example  I  want 
to  cite.  I  do  not  think  the  repeal  of  such 
a  law  would  destroy  an  American  indus- 
try. In  my  opinion,  it  adds  a  very  small 
amount  to  our  imports,  and  at  the  same 
time  does  a  great  deal  more  harm  to  our 
agriculture  as  a  whole  than  is  gained 
by  a  few  cheese  manufacturers. 

Mr.  TAPT.  As  I  understand,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  says  that  an  indus- 
try is  inefficient  if  it  must  be  protected. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  say  that  the 
makers  of  blue  cheese  who  cannot  com- 
pete with  blue  cheese  from  Denmark 
are  not  entitled  to  protection.  I  made 
."speech  after  speech  on  the  subject  a 
year  ago.  It  is  not  a  new  subject.  It  Is 
not  anything  new  for  me  to  try  to  repeal 
that  .section  of  the  law.  which  favors 
the  blue  cheese  manufacturers.  It 
means  that  they  cannot  compete  with 
the  manufactuiers  of  blue  cheese  in  Den- 
mark and  other  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Would  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  say  that  It  is  an  inefficient  In- 
dustry becau.se  they  must  pay  three 
times  the  wages,  in  order  to  provide  the 
American  standard  of  living,  than  the 
wapes  that  are  paid  in  Denmark? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  say  that  the 
protective  tariff  is  just  as  much  a  sub- 
sidy as  the  support  of  prices  on  agricul- 
tural products.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture is  taking  the  position  In  his 
statement,  as  I  read  it.  that  agriculture 
is  an  inefficient  business  and  that  it 
ought  to  be  left  to  stand  by  Itself  and  to 
compete  in  the  market  place. 

Mr  TAPT.  I  do  not  understand  the 
Secretary's  speech  in  that  way.  What 
I  understand  Is  that  we  should  not 
stimulate  by  support  production  which 
is  larger  than  we  can  possibly  hope  to 
dispose  of.  That  Is  something  that  does 
not  happen  in  the  case  of  a  tariff,  but 
it  can  happen  by  oversubsidizlng  any 
particular  crop  which  can  be  produced 
in  such  great  quantities. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  is  making  a  refinement  In  the 
Secretary's  speech.  I  have  a  great  deal 
more  to  say  about  the  Secretary's  speech, 
but  the  part  I  have  quoted  does  not 
lead  me  to  the  conclusions  expressed  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio.  The  point  is 
tliat  in  my  view  a  tariff  is  just  as  much 
a  subsidy  for  an  industry  as  an  attempt 
to  help  the  farmer  under  the  support- 
price  program.   They  are  both  subsidies. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  saying 
that  we  are  not  trying  to  protect  agri- 
culture and  support  it,  as  most  Demo- 
crats have,  but  what  the  Secretary's 
speech  means  to  me  is  that  he  does  not 
approve  of  the  existing  program.  What 
he  will  do  in  the  future  I  do  not  know. 
I  assume  he  is  coming  to  something  like 
the  so-called  Aiken  bill.  However,  the 
whole  implication  in  his  speech  is  that 
he  does  not  approve  of  the  existing  pro- 
gram. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  Implication  I  get  is 
that  he  feels  that  if  a  guaranteed  price 
is  set  too  high  it  will  lead  to  a  volume 
of  production  which  cannot  be  disposed 
of.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  the 
Democratic  administration  has  left  on 
our  hands  billions  of  dollars  worth  of 
crops,  including  large  quantities  of  com 
which  have  spoiled,  and  a  lot  of  other 
commodities  which  have  been  bought 
but  which  the  Government  has  not  been 
able  to  dispose  of?  The  Secretary  has 
the  tremendous  problem  of  trying  to  get 
rid  of  that  great  surplus  of  commodities 
which  was  bought  by  the  last  adminis- 
tration. No  doubt  he  is  concerned  about 
the  possibility  of  having  to  buy  a  still 
greater  amount  unless  the  matter  is 
adjusted  so  as  at  least  in  some  way  to 
check  the  excessive  production  in  certain 
fields  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  there  are  diffi- 
culties connected  with  distributiori. 
However,  I  wish  to  call  his  attention  til 
a  statement  which  I  believe  was  made 
the  day  before  yesterday.  It  was  made 
by  Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Mr.  Morse,  who  pointed  out  that  the  real 
trouble  lies  in  the  distribution  of  those 
products.  Taking  the  world  as  a  whole, 
there  is  a  real  shortage,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  it  was  a  shame  that  the  pro- 
duction of  this  country  could  not  be  put 
to  good  use.  That  statement  was  made 
by  the  present  Under  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, Mr.  Morse.  That  is  where  the 
effort  should  be  made.  An  effort  should 
be  made  toward  better  distribution  of 
the  products.  It  seems  to  me  that  our 
attention  would  be  much  better  spent 
on  freeing  the  markets  so  that  the  agri- 
cultural products  we  produce  could  get 
Into  the  places  where  they  are  needed. 
One  way  of  doing  It  is  to  remove  a  large 
number  of  tariffs,  which  have  been  tra- 
ditionally Republican  tariffs. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.      I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  It  not  correct  to  say 
that  In  the  last  year  we  subsidized  and 
gave  away  wheat  to  the  extent  of  some 
sixty  or  seventy  million  dollars? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  the  Senator  feels 
that  we  should  give  away  still  more? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  point  I  am 
making  is  that 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  would  provide  better 
distribution,  but  we  would  be  giving  the 
products  away.  That  is  the  only  diffi- 
culty about  the  Senator's  better  distribu- 
tion proposal,  as  I  see  it. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  difficulty  if  we  permitted 
other  countries  to  sell  us  a  few  articles. 
I  am  not  suggesting  either  that  this  U 


a  panacea.  There  are  other  considera- 
tions, of  course,  and  I  do  not  think,  if 
we  did  away  with  our  tariffs,  that  over- 
night there  would  be  a  millenium.  How- 
ever, one  of  the  important  factors  has 
been  the  exclusion  by  tariff  and  quotas 
of  goods  coming  to  this  country,  the  sale 
of  which  would  give  other  countries  the 
purchasing  power  to  buy  oiw  goods. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Piesident,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  again? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Let  me  say  some- 
thing about  wheat.  One  of  the  reasons 
why  our  export  of  wheat  is  down  over 
that  of  the  preceding  year — it  is  only  a 
small  reason,  but  it  is  a  typical  one — is 
due  to  the  exclusion  of  cheese  imports 
from  Holland,  E>ermiark,  and  Switzer- 
land. Those  countries  had  been  purchas- 
ing wheat  from  us,  and  to  the  extent 
that  they  have  not  been  able  to  sell  us 
their  cheese,  in  the  amount  of  X  number 
of  dollars,  they  could  not  buy  wheat  from 
us.  Therefore,  we  are  gradually  restrict- 
ing our  markets  for  agricultural  prod- 
ucts. 

Mr'.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas, I  am  sure,  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  we  are  buying  $15  billion  worth  of 
goods  from  the  world.  In  other  words, 
we  have  spent  $15  billion  for  imports, 
and  the  money  has  been  scattered  all  over 
the  world  for  people  to  use  in  buying 
goods  from  us.  The  difficulty  with  wheat 
is  that  people  in  foreign  countries  will 
not  pay  the  price  we  must  charge  for 
wheat.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  wheat 
exEKjrts  under  the  International  Wheat 
Agreement  must  be  substantially  sut>- 
sidized  by  the  United  States  Government. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  aware  of 
that  fact.  One  of  the  main  reasons  is 
that  industries  have  traditionally  been 
protected  by  tariffs,  and  the  rest  of  the 
world  could  not  sell  us  anything.  That 
was  true  not  only  last  year  but  for  the 
past  40  years. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  further? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  We  have  a  favor- 
able balance  of  trade.  We  have  been 
gathering  in  all  the  world's  gold.  Now 
we  have  the  gold  and  we  still  will  not 
let  other  countries  sell  to  us.  After  the 
First  World  War  they  owed  us  debts, 
and  we  refused  to  take  their  imports.  I 
am  not  telling  the  Senator  anything  new, 
but  I  still  believe  there  is  much  truth  in 
what  I  am  saying.  We  cannot  continue 
to  sell  them  more  than  we  buy  from 
them  indefinitely,  year  after  year,  ad 
infinitimi. 

Mr.  TAFT.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
compared  with  the  $15  billion  we  are 
spending  for  imports,  the  estimates  of 
additional  imports  .which  would  come 
into  our  country  if  we  took  off  all  tariffs, 
do  not  exceed  $1  billion. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  think  that 
Is  quite  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  believe  that  is  the  high- 
est figure  that  has  been  used.  It  has 
been  estimated  that  if  we  took  all  tariffs 
off.  the  additional  goods  they  would  ex- 
port to  us  would  not  amount  to  more 
than  half  a  billion  dollars. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  to 
know  why  Republicans  are  so  concerned 
about  keeping  on  the  tariffs  if  such  a 
small  additional  amount  of  imports 
would  come  into  the  United  States  if  all 
tariffs  were  removed.    As  I  said,  with 


respect  to  the  cheese  we  were  dealing 
with  only  a  tiny  segment.  All  imports 
of  cheese  amounted  only  to  about  4  per- 
cent of  our  total  consumption. 

If  what  the  Senator  from  Ohio  sasre 
Is  correct,  I  do  not  understand  why  he 
is  so  insistent  upon  keeping  tariff  pro- 
tection. Why  not  give  it  up?  If  it  Is 
such  a  small  matter,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  should  not  be  so  disturbed  about  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Hundreds  of  thousands  of 
workmen  in  Ohio  are  engaged  in  the 
pottery  industry,  which  probably  would 
be  wiped  out  in  the  event  the  protection 
was  removed.  I  have  concern  for  those 
workmen.  They  have  labored  all  their 
lives  in  that  industry,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  should  be  deprived  of  work  and 
forced  to  try  to  find  jobs  in  other  indus- 
tries, when  they  have  reached  ages  at 
which  probably  they  could  not  find  other 
jobs.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  interest  of  this  country  is  op- 
posed to  creating  increased  unemploy- 
ment by  means  of  the  destruction  of 
American  industries. 

The  bicycle  industry  Is  in  a  similar 
situation,  perhaps.  It  is  not  a  large  in- 
dustry, but  the  total  amount  of  dollars 
involved  is  not  small  to  the  probably 
300.000  or  400,000  men  who  are  engaged 
in  that  industrj'.  The  continuation  of 
that  industry  involves  the  very  life  of 
those  men,  and  represents  to  them  the 
difference  between  living  and  not  living. 
The  destruction  of  that  industry  would 
make  it  virtually  impossible  for  them 
to  live. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  benefit  this 
country  would  receive  by  means  of  an- 
other billion  dollars  of  imports  would 
compare  with  the  difficulty  which  would 
arise  from  the  increased  unemployment 
which  would  occur  in  the  ways  I  have 
pointed  out. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Of  course.  I  did 
not  originally  begin  to  discuss  that  mat- 
ter, although  it  is  one  in  which  I  am 
greatly  interested. 

I  do  not  criticize  what  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  doing,  because  I  think  this 
matter  constitutes  perhaps  the  most 
fundamental  difference  between  tlie  two 
PKjlitical  parties,  a  difference  which  goes 
back  to  the  days  of  Calhoun.  I  have  al- 
ways thought  that  if  any  one  thing  could 
be  selected  as  the  cause  of  the  Civil  War, 
this  is  it.  This  matter  takes  on  a  some- 
what different  aspect  at  this  particular 
time,  of  course. 

In  reply  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  has  said,  I  would  say  that  he  is 
concerned  about  a  particular  industry  in 
his  State.  That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
concern.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  are 
to  have  freedom  in  the  market  place  for 
agriculture,  which  is  apparently  what 
Secretary  Benson  wants,  I  say  the  same 
principle  should  apply  with  equal  force 
to  the  pottery  makers  in  Ohio.  I  cannot 
reconcile  the  attitude  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  with  regard  to  domestic  agri- 
culture and  the  attitude  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  with  regard  to  domestic  lot- 
tery. Are  the  Republicans  saying  that 
they  are  more  concerned  about  pottery 
makers  than  about  farmers? 

Furthermore,  in  the  case  of  pottery 
I  would  say  that  if  it  be  true  that  the 
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American  pottery  makers  cannot  com- 
pete under  any  circxunstances  with  for- 
eign producers  of  pottery,  then  the 
American  pottery  industry  perhaps  is 
uneconomic  and  inefficient,  and  a  pro- 
cedure for  its  gradual  elimination  pos- 
sibly should  be  provided.  I  do  not  think 
we  should  arbitrarily  put  an  industry 
out  of  business  by  repealing  the  tariff 
overnight,  and  not  provide  any  work  at 
all  for  those  who  have  been  engaged  in 
the  industry.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
present  administration  consider  the 
principle  that  is  applied  in  other  cases, 
when  the  Government,  for  the  public 
welfare,  provides  that  private  property 
shall  be  taken.  If  a  certain  industry,  in 
reliance  upon  our  policy  and  in  good 
faith  has  been  built  up,  and  if  we  then 
decide  that  in  the  interest  of  the  160,- 
000,000  American  people — in  contrast  to 
the  100,000.  or  whatever  may  be  the 
number,  who  are  engaged  in  that  par- 
ticular industry — the  tariff  on  the  prod- 
uct of  that  industry  should  be  repealed, 
then  provision  should  be  made  for  shift- 
ing the  workers  from  that  industry, 
which  obviously  cannot  comiiete  with 
the  foreign  industry. 

On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  President.  I 
say  that  our  system  of  enterprise  can 
compete.  I  am  never  willing  to  accept 
the  idea  that,  upon  balance,  and  for 
most  of  our  people,  the  great  majority 
of  them  cannot  compete  with  the  people 
of  other  countries.  Of  course,  in  spe- 
cific cases,  over  short  periods  of  time, 
there  are  dislocations. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  will  yield,  let  me  say 
that  the  threat  to  the  American  pottery 
industry  does  not  help  solve  the  Euro- 
pean problem,  because  the  threat  to 
that  industry  comes  almost  entirely  from 
Japan,  where  the  wages  paid  in  the  pot- 
tery industry  are  approximately  one- 
tenth  of  those  paid  in  the  pottery  indus- 
try of  the  United  States.  Of  course, 
wages  constitute  a  substantial  part  of 
the  total  cost  in  the  pottery  industry. 
There  is  nothing  inefficient  about  the 
Ohio  pottery  industry.  The  simple  point 
is  that  the  American  pottery  industry 
workmen  must  be  paid  approximately  10 
times  what  the  Japanese  pottery  indus- 
try workmen  are  paid.  As  a  result,  if 
all  tariffs  are  removed,  the  Japanese  will 
take  over  the  pottery  industry. 

Then  the  Japanese  will  find  another 
Industry  in  which  they  can  be  equally 
efficient,  as  compared  to  American  work- 
men, but  in  which  the  wages  paid 
Japanese  labor  are  also  perhaps  only 
one-tenth  of  the  wages  paid  American 
labor.  In  that  way  the  Japanese  can 
put  that  American  industry  out  of  busi- 
ness. 

So  if  we  admit  the  validity  of  the  prin- 
ciple the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  ad- 
vancing, namely,  free  trade,  then  it  is 
perfectly  possible  to  put  out  of  business 
almost  every  American  industry,  except 
a  mass-production  industry.  Even  in 
the  case  of  mass-production  industries,  I 
am  not  sure  that  the  Japanese  could 
not  develop  mass-production  industries 
which  could  more  than  meet  the  costs  of 
American  mass-production  industries, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
wages  paid  to  Japanese  workmen  are 
perhaps  one-tenth  oX  tiiose  paid  to 
American  workmen. 


Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Of  course.  Mr. 
President,  what  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
is  saying  is  that  the  foreign  workmen 
know  more  atx>ut  these  matters  than  our 
workmen  do,  and  thus  can  outproduce 
our  workmen.  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
so. 

I  do  not  know  much  about  pottery; 
but  in  the  5-and-lO-cent  stores  I  see 
large  amounts  of  pottery  that  do  not  ap- 
pear to  be  hand  painted;  it  seems  to  be 
mass  produced.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  details  of  that  subject,  for  I  do 
not  have  enough  knowledge  about  that 
specific  industry  to  be  able  to  discuss  it. 
However,  I  have  assumed  that  the 
pottery  industry  is  one  in  which  the  Eu- 
ropeans have  excelled.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  realize  that  importations  from 
Japan  constitute  a  very  grave  problem 
in  this  field,  which  we  have  to  meet.  If 
we  do  not  make  some  provision  to  enable 
Japan  to  trade  with  the  free  world. 
Japan  will  have  no  alternative  but  to 
trade  with  Russia;  there  is  no  use  in 
deceiving  ourselves  about  that. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  rise 
to  discuss  the  tariff  problem.  My  inten- 
tion was  to  discuss  the  activities  of  Mr. 
Benson,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  tariff  problem 
is  one  which  has  long  constituted  the 
fundamental  difference  between  the  two 
political  parties,  and  I  believe  this  is  as 
good  a  time  as  any  to  discuss  it. 

My  point  is  that  if  the  Republicans 
still  feel  so  strongly  about  the  desira- 
bility of  tariff  protection  for  industry,  in 
the  case  of  the  pottery  makers  and  the 
briar-pipe.^makers.  I  do  not  understand 
why  the  Republicans  are  going  to  aban- 
don agriculture,  which  they  seem  to  be 
willing  to  do.  The  Republicans  seem  to 
be  perfectly  wiUing  to  put  agriculture 
in  the  market  place,  and  that  is  what 
concerns  me. 

A  little  later  I  shall  mention  some  of 
the  industries  and  some  of  the  specific 
subsidies  or  handouts  which  the  Re- 
publicans originated  approximately  100 
years  ago.  The  Republicans  were  really 
the  originators  of  the  handouts,  back 
in  the  1860s  and  1870"s,  in  the  case  of 
the  railroads. 

However,  to  return  now  to  a  discus- 
sion of  the  agricultural  situation,  let  me 
say  that  the  very  fact  that  these  indus- 
tries have  to  have  high  tariffs  is  proof 
that  they  are  inefficient.  For  when  an 
industry  is  highly  efficient— as  is  the  au- 
tomobile industry — it  not  only  does  not 
demand  high  tariffs,  but  is  able  to  ex- 
port in  competition  with  like  industries 
throughout  the  world.  If  then  we  are 
to  adopt  Mr.  Benson's  theories  about 
subsidizing  inefficiency,  it  follows  that 
we  ought  tomorrow  to  aboli.sh  tariffs 
protecting  inefficient  industries. 

And  if  we  are  to  proceed  upon  his  im- 
plied assumptions  of  the  rich  values  of 
unfettered  free  enterprise — I  am  speak- 
ing here  about  what  Mr.  Benson  has 
said  about  agriculture — we  ought  also 
to  abolish  fair-trade  agreements,  which 
in  many  ways  penalize  the  efficient  in 
behalf  of  the  inefficient.  Whatever  ar- 
gument may  be  made  for  these  agree- 
ments, they  certainly  are  not  an  ex- 
pression of  free  enterprise,  which  dic- 
tates that  a  man  ought  to  be  able  to 
buy  and  sell  at  prices  established,  not 


by  law  or  by  manufacturers,  but  by  the 
market. 

As  for  the  uneconomic  production  on 
the  farms,  of  which  the  Secretary  com- 
plains, I  want  to  make  the  following 
points:  First,  economic  production 
would  mean  that  farmers  would  grow 
no  more  than  could  be  currently  con- 
sumed on  a  hand-to-mouth  basis.  They 
would  never  create  so-called  surpluses. 
There  would  never  be  any  wheat,  cot- 
ton, or  corn  in  storage,  other  than  the 
amount  consumed  currently. 

This  is  not  only  impossible;  it  is  also 
undesirable.  It  is  impossible  because  a 
farm  is  not  a  machine  or  a  plant  that 
can  be  cut  off  by  throwing  a  switch.  The 
perils  of  weather  and  insects  are  such 
that  no  man  knows,  when  he  plants  a 
crop,  whether  he  will  raise  abundantly 
or  poorly. 

It  is  undesirable  for  a  number  of  rea- 
sons. We  never  know  when  we  may  have 
a  crop  disaster  inside  the  United  States; 
and  an  absence  of  stored  stocks  can 
therefore  be  highly  unfortunate  to  the 
Nation.  If.  however,  we  should  have 
little  food  or  fiber  in  storage  and  if  we 
were  faced  with  a  national  emergency — 
such  as  another  Pearl  Harbor — then  we 
would  be  confronted  by  a  calamity  of  the 
first  magnitude. 

In  any  event,  it  is  catastrophically 
wrong  to  regard  the  American  farm  now- 
adays in  terms  of  pure  economics  or  of 
doctrinaire  concepts  of  any  kind.  We  do 
not  use  food  abroad  as  a  political  weapon. 
We  do  not.  that  i.s.  supply  or  withhold 
food  to  others  as  a  weapon  by  which  to 
bribe  or  bulldoze  them  to  adopt  our 
political  point  of  view.  Nonetheless,  our 
so-called  surpluses  of  foods  and  fibers 
have  been  instruments  of  the  first  im- 
portance in  carrying  out  our  foreign 
policy.  Suppose  we  had  had  no  food  with 
which  to  supply  Tito  when  Yugoslavia 
recently  was  ravaged  by  drought.  What 
then  might  have  happened  in  that  coun- 
try, which  is  one  of  Stalin's  most  trouble- 
some problems? 

What  for  that  matter  might  have  hap- 
pened in  Italy,  threatened  internally  by 
Communists,  if  we  had  not  been  able  to 
supply  its  starving  population  with  food 
after  V-J  Day  in  1945? 

What  might  have  happened  in  India  a 
little  while  ago  if  we  had  not  been  able  to 
supply  her  with  70  million  bushels  of 
wheat?  And  what  may  happen  tomor- 
row in  another  place  if.  when  an  emer- 
rency  arises,  we  .should  have  to  say  to 
some  hard-up  ally.  We  are  sorry,  but  we 
have  nothing  to  spare  beyond  our  own 
needs?" 

Oddly  enouKh,  at  the  very  time  when 
Secretary  Benson  indicates  a  fear  of 
overproduction  of  farm  products,  his 
Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  True  D. 
Morse,  and  the  Director  General  of  the 
U.  N.  Food  and  Agriculture  Organiza- 
tion. Norris  E.  Dodd.  show  concern  over 
the  dangerous  worldwide  food  shortage. 
Mr.  Mor.se  was  quoted  by  the  Washing- 
ton Post  of  February  17  as  advocat- 
ing that  extra  food  produced  by  the 
United  States  should  go  to  hungry  peo- 
ple in  other  nations.  He  believes  that 
such  a  program  offers  us  a  chance  to  in- 
crease our  national  .^security  and  to  ex- 
pand United  States  farm  markets.  This 
confirms  my  own  belief  that  our  agricul- 
ture problem  is  not  nearly  so  much  one 
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of  overproduction  as  it  is  a  difficult  and 
worldwide  problem  of  distribution. 

I  think,  therefore,  that  in  these  times 
it  is  extremely  dangerous  to  regard  agri- 
culture in  purely  theoretical  terms  or 
doctrinaire  concepts.  I  myself  would 
think  It  suicidal  to  put  our  agriculture 
upon  a  productive  hand-to-mouth  basis 
just  as  I  regard  it  as  suicidal  for  us  to 
indulge  in  hand-to-mouth  thinking. 

Since  I  have  small  ability  to  reconcile 
the  apparently  irreconcilable  I  do  not 
know  whether  our  farm  policy  is  to  be 
guided  by  the  Republican  campaign 
promises  or  by  the  views  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  But  we  should 
know  clearly  and  beyond  dispute,  as  this 
is  a  matter  that  goes  to  the  heart  of  our 
economy  and  affects  every  person  in  the 
United  States.  In  the  meanwhile  the 
E>epartment  of  Agriculture  seems  to  be 
taking  a  remarkably  cool  and  detached 
attitude  toward  the  drop  in  farm  prices. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morse  in  the  chair).  EXjes  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  argimient  about  not 
doing  anything  about  low  farm  prices 
serves  to  remind  us  that  for  2  years  these 
prices  have  been  going  down,  and  the 
Democrats  did  nothing  in  any  way  to 
prevent  it.  The  figures  on  farm  prices 
show  that  in  1951,  for  instance,  the 
monthly  average  of  the  index  of  prices 
received  by  farmers  was  302.  On  Janu- 
ary 15.  before  the  Democrats  went  out  of 
office,  it  had  fallen  to  267,  a  decrease  of 
more  than  15  percent.  The  figures  re- 
late to  the  overall  farm  prices,  the  prices 
of  all  farm  products.  At  the  same  time, 
the  costs  of  farmers  had  slightly  in- 
creased, namely,  from  an  index  of  281 
to  282.  How  can  the  Democrats,  1 
month  after  the  Republican  administra- 
tion has  taken  office,  attack  the  Repub- 
licans, when  prices  declined  steadily  for 
2  years  under  the  Democratic  adminis- 
tration? Who  was  responsible,  if  Gov- 
ernment was  responsible  for  falling 
prices?  Who  but  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration, for  the  past  2  years,  can  be 
responsible  when  this  fall  took  place 
entirely  within  their  term  of  office  dur- 
ing those  2  years. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  the  Senator 
would  pay  closer  attention  to  the  point 
I  am  trying  to  make,  it  is  that  the  whole 
implication  of  Mr.  Benson's  speech  Is 
that  he  does  not  approve  of  the  price 
supports  now  in  effect.  I  think  the  fact 
that  he  has  taken  that  attitude  has  had 
a  very  depressing  effect,  certainly  upon 
the  psychology  of  all  those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  agriculture.  It  has  had  such 
an  effect  in  my  State.  Representatives 
of  the  cotton  country  have  been  here, 
and  the  complaints  we  get 

Mr.  TAFT.  Prices  fell  steadily  for  2 
years;  so  the  low  prices  are  Democratic 
prices,  not  Republican  prices. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Not  at  the  mo- 
ment. As  soon  as  I  make  my  point,  I 
will  yield  to  the  Senator.  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  cut  him  off.  but  I  want  an  oppor- 


tmiity  to  comment  on  some  of  his  ob- 
servations. What  I  think  Is  the  dis- 
turbing feature  of  Mr.  Benson's  speech 
is  that  he  has  left  the  Impression  that  he 
Is  not  following  the  assurances  and  the 
promises  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  his  speeches  that  I  quoted  in 
the  beginning,  and  also  the  follow-up 
speech  that  he  made  at  Brookings,  S. 
Dak.,  sometime  later  in  October.  I  did 
not  care  to  quote  them  all;  but  on  sev- 
eral occasions  he  made  the  fiat  promise 
to  sustain,  he  was  committed  to  sustain, 
the  existing  support  level,  as  he  kept  say- 
ing several  times,  not  merely  at  90  per- 
cent but  at  100  percent.  I  submit  that 
any  ordinary  person  would  interpret 
that  certainly  as  meaning  that  he  was 
not  going  to  return  to  the  so-called  fiex- 
ible  support  price,  or  lower  support 
prices.  That  is  what  I  am  complaining 
about. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  What  I  complain  about 
is  the  nerve  of  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas and  of  the  other  Democratic  si)eak- 
ers  on  this  subject  in  trying  to  blame  low 
farm  prices  on  the  Republicans,  who 
have  been  in  office  now  for  less  than  30 
days,  when  for  2  years  prices  had  been 
declining  under  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration, in  spite  of  any  policy  they  pur- 
sued. Any  policy  apparently  would  have 
been  better  than  what  has  actually  been 
pursued.  Mr.  Benson  did  not  abandon 
price  supports;  he  is  for  price  supports. 
He  has  advocated  price  supports  at  many 
times.  Merely  because  he  does  not  hap- 
pen to  approve  of  a  particular  figure,  or 
may  want  to  change  that  figure  as  in  the 
interest  peihaps  of  higher  prices  ulti- 
mately, is  certainly  no  evidence  that  he 
is  against  price  supports.  But  how  can 
the  Senator  stand  here  to  attack  the  Re- 
publicans for  low  prices  when  for  2  years 
under  a  Etemocratic  administration 
prices  have  steadily  declined  and  costs 
have  actually  increased? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  says  Mr.  Benson  is  for  support 
prices.  The  Senator  well  knows  the  im- 
plication of  the  clear  language  of  Mr. 
Benson's  speech  was  that  the  only  kind 
of  support  prices  he  would  favor  would 
be  dissister  support  prices,  that  when  the 
sheriff  knocks  at  the  door,  he  is  willing 
to  come  to  help  the  farmer,  I  assume,  to 
theend  thathemay  notgo  to  jaiL  But  it 
means  very  low  support  prices,  and  that 
is  not  satisfactory  to  the  farmers.  Yet 
that  is  the  implication  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  his  speeches  which  has 
caused  great  concern  throughout  the 
country. 

It  is  not  merely  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas who  complains.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  well  knows  that  there  have 
been  some  criticisms  from  his  own  side, 
such  as  occurred  in  the  discussion  of 
this  same  question  on  Monday.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota.  I  Mr. 
Young]  for  example,  one  of  the  leading 
agricultural  exF>erts  on  the  Senator's 
side  of  the  aisle,  was  very  much  dis- 
turbed about  the  speech.  It  is  not  merely 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  who  is  criti- 
cal  So  I  am  led  to  believe  that  the  cor- 


rect   interpretation    of    Mr.    Benson's 

speech  is  in  accordance  with  my  own 
views. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  point 
that  needs  to  be  made  here  is  that  in 
Noveml)er  1952,- the  parity  ratio  stood 
at  about  100,  which  is  a  matter  of  statis- 
tical record,  and  in  December  it  stood  at 
99.  At  the  present  time  it  stands  at 
about  95.  There  has  been  a  constant 
downward  slide  in  prices  of  farm  com- 
modities. What  I  protest  is  not  only  the 
economic  statistics  which  we  have,  but 
the  psychological  warfare  which  is  be- 
ing waged  against  the  farm  economy  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words,  he 
continually  talks  about  a  philosophy  of 
farm  price  supports  which  I  submit  is 
not  in  the  law.  The  present  law  does 
not  refer  to  preventing  disaster.  The 
present  law  contemplates  a  balance  in 
the  American  economy. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  present  law 
contemplates  a  fair  and  reasonable  price, 
and  yet  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
talks  about  a  drowning  man.  As  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House,  Repre- 
sentative McCarthy,  from  my  State,  has 
said,  "The  Secretary's  speeches  sound 
like  a  man  telling  a  person  who  is  drown- 
ing, out  in  the  lake,  'Take  ten  deep 
breaths,  and  you  may  save  yourself.' " 
That  is  about  what  his  speeches  add  up 
to.  What  the  people  want  to  know  is 
the  farm  economic  philosophy  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  has;  and  they  are 
beginning  to  understand  what  that 
philosophy  is.  It  is  the  old  flexibility, 
with  more  "flex"  than  "ability."  That  is 
about  what  it  adds  up  to. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  thought.  My  next  paragraph 
deals  more  specifically  with  the  statis- 
tics, and  the  real  point  that  follows  is 
not  merely  the  price  in  dollars  and 
cents;  it  is  the  parity  ratio,  the  relation 
between  what  the  farmer  is  getting  and 
what  he  has  to  pay.  That  is  the  point 
to  which  I  am  now  coming.  What  the 
Senator  said  about  the  parity  ratio  is. 
of  course,  eminently  so.  Failure  to  bring 
about  parity  is  what  is  getting  the  farmer 
Into  a  squeeze.  If  we  had  a  general  low- 
ering of  prices  across  the  board,  includ- 
ing what  the  farmer  buys,  the  situation 
certainly  would  not  be  so  serious  as  it  is. 

To  resume,  the  Republicans  are  not 
inclined  to  do  anything  about  it  except 
to  let  nature  take  its  course.  If  this  also 
takes  a  large  number  of  farmers  into 
bankruptcy  and  takes  the  country  to  the 
threshold  of  a  disastrous  deiX'ession, 
what  will  have  been  demonstrated  is 
that  stubbornness  has  taken  the  place  of 
reasonableness.  And  if  this  policy 
should  confiict  with  the  stated  promises 
of  General  Eisenhower  in  the  Republi- 
can campaign  perhaps  this  will  bie  one 
more  morsel  of  C3micism  fed  to  the  Amer- 
ican people  who  will  become  the  more 
dubious  of  solemn  promises  made  by 
public  men  and  a  great  pohtical  party. 

It  is  bad  enough  that  farm  prices 
should  precipitously  decline  from  their 
recent  high  leyels.    But  it  is  even  worse 
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when  the  prices  of  things  that  fanners 
sell  go  down  while  the  prices  of  the 
things  that  they  buy  either  remain  sta- 
_tlon§ry  or  go  up.  Heis  JJie  Jftrmer  is 
caught  in  a  squeeze  that  could  well  crush 
him  to  death.  And  here  the  facts — sts 
opposed  to  the  promises  of  campaign  or- 
atory— are  dismally  clear.  The  prices 
received  by  farmers  on  Oecember  15. 
1952.  averaged  9  percent  below  August 
and  12  percent  below  December  15.  1951. 
While  farm  prices  were  falling  12  percent 
the  prices  paid  by  farmers  for  things  they 
need  feU  only  1  percent. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
.    the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield?  * 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Let  me  finish  this 
paragraph,  and  then  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  merely  want  to  ask 
a  question,  if  the  Senator  will  yield.  It 
has  been  pointed  out  that  there  was  a 
decline  in  farm  prices  in  1952.  Was  not 
the  E>emocratic  Party  in  control  of  the 
Government  during  that  time? 

Mr.  FULfiRIGHT.  Yes.  I  have  not 
tried  to  deny  that.  The  point  is  the  in- 
ference to  be  drawn  from  the  statements 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  making 
speeches  and  giving  interviews  regard- 
ing removing  the  main  insurance  against 
farm  disaster.  Prices  have  been  going 
down.  Prices  are  still  above  parity  in 
many  cases,  because  of  the  Democratic 
program  of  support  prices. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  if  he  can  name  one  farmer 
anywhere  in  the  United  States  who  has 
been  refused  price  supports  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  have  not  made 
any  such  assertion.  The  Secretary  has 
not  refused  to  carry  out  the  law ;  I  make 
no  such  charge  as  that.  Under  the  dis- 
cretionary provisions  of  the  law  he  has 
discretion  which  he  could  use.  but  he 
has  not  seen  fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  When  I  heard  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  talk  about  ap- 
plying the  law  insofar  as  90  percent  of 
parity  is  concerned.  I  thought  it  was  like 
a  schoolboy  saying  that  he  is  going  to 
attend  school  when  he  gets  his  educa- 
tion. 

The  question  is.  Mr.  President.  What 
Is  the  philosophy  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  insofar  as  other  commod- 
ities which  are  not  under  mandatory 
price  supports  are  concerned?  They 
represent  more  than  80  percent  of  the 
agricultural  income.  The  Secretary  has 
discretionary  authority.  What  is  scar- 
ing the  pants  off  the  farmers  today  is 
that  Mr.  Benson,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, seems  to  be  looking  at  the  figure 
"0"  instead  of  at  the  "90  percent"  in  the 
discretionary  field.  It  is  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  psychological  warfare 
against  the  farmer  to  adjust  the  market. 
The  last  time  the  American  farmer  got 
adjusted,  he  was  adjusted  completely  out 
of  business. 

I  shall  listen  to  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas with  interest.  I  now  have  my 
documentation  on  the  matter,  and  we 
shall  go  to  work  and  see  what  the  picture 
is  in  the  agricultural  field. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  fur- 
ther? 

W-  FULBRIGHT.  J_  ylejd. . . 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  understand  ttie 
Senator  is  concerned  about  the  Jiscre 
tionary  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  As  to  any  of  the  com- 
modities which  were  under  price  sup- 
port  

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Pardon  me.  I 
did  not  quite  hear  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  With  reference  to 
the  commodities  which  were  under  sup- 
port, in  the  discretion  of  the  former 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Brannan, 
does  the  Senator  know  of  any  in- 
stances in  which  Mr.  Benson  has  refused 
support? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  ones  which 
are  causing  the  most  difficulty  did  not 
need  support  until  very  recently.  The 
Senator's  question  is  too  speculative.  I 
cannot  say  what  Secretary  Brannan 
should  have  done,  had  he  continued  in 
office.  But  conditions  became  acute  im- 
mediately after  the  election.  It  is  quite 
reasonable  that  he  should  not  under- 
take any  vast  change  in  policy  in  view 
of  the  election.     But  the  matter  of  beef 

prices  is  a  good  example 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.'  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  further  yield? 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  fully  recognize  that 
the  price  of  beef  has  declined.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  is  a  member  of  the 
committee  which  was  greatly  concerned 
a  few  weeks  ago  with  reference  to  price 
controls.  Has  beef  reached  a  lower  level 
in  proportion  than  has  the  price  of 
broilers  in  the  Senator's  State  during 
the  past  2  years  when  prices  were  not 
supported?  Are  cattle  producers  in  any 
worse  situation  than  were  some  of  the 
broiler  growers  in  the  Senator's  own 
State  during  the  past  18  months? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  For  a  relatively 
short  period  it  was  a  very  disa.strous 
situation.  It  adjusted  itself  very  quickly. 
The  broiler  industry.  I  think,  is  a  much 
more  flexible  industry.  It  adjusts  itself 
much  more  quickly  because  broilers  are 
produced  in  apprcximately  from  12  to 
14  weeks. 

At  the  time  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred  the  price  dropped  to  below  the 
cost  of  production.  The  broiler  indus- 
try is  much  more  adjustable  than  is  the 
cattle  industry.  The  Senator  is  more 
expert  in  the  broiler  industry  than  I 
am,  but  I  know  a  little  bit  about  it. 
My  State  is  approximately  third,  I  think, 
in  broiler  production.  The  industry  has 
been  on  a  fairly  satisfactory  level,  since 
the  decline  which  occurred,  I  think,  last 
May. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  further? 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  point,  I  wish 
to  reiterate,  is  not  what  is  happening 
under  existing  support  prices,  but  what 
is  the  philosophy  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  The  import  of  his  speech 
was  that  he  was  going  to  abandon  price 
supports.  The  only  purpose  of  this 
speech  is  to  try  to  clarify  the  situation 
not  only  in  our  own  minds  but  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  country.  If 
the  Republicans  feel  that  I  am  misin- 
terpreting what  has  been  said,  it  is  per- 
fectly legitimate  for  them  or  for   the 
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Secretary  to  say.  "You  have  misinter- 
preted what  w£is  meant.  We  are  going 
to  see  that  the  people  are  treated  fairly." 
If  I  ^m  wrong,  Mr.  President,  I  am 

anf 
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in  what  respects  I  am  wrong.  I  am  not 
charging  that  the  Secretary  has  misap- 
plied or  violated  the  law.  The  question 
is.  What  is  his  p>olicy  and  to  what  can 
we  look  forward?  In  my  State  a  farmer 
buys  heavy  machinery  which  has  be- 
come a  very  important  part  of  modem 
agriculture.  Cotton-picking  machines 
cost  approximately  $7,000  or  $8,000.  The 
farmer  must  plan  ahead.  He  will  not 
buy  that  kind  of  machinery  when  he  is 
not  sure  what  is  going  to  be  the  policy 
in  this  field.  It  becomes  cumulatively  a 
very  serious  matter.  It  is  a  disruptive 
influence  and  it  is  getting  spread  around 
amon?  farmers  as  a  result  of  the  kind  of 
speeches  and  interviews  we  have  been 
hearing  from  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. That  is  the  main  point  I  was  try- 
ing to  make. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr  WILLIAMS.  If  that  is  all  that  Is 
concerning  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 
I  believe  his  fears  can  be  allayed  very 
easily.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr. 
Benson,  is  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of 
the  flexible  farm-support  program. 
which  was  sponsored  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  Anderson  1.  a 
Democrat,  a  former  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, which  statute  is  now  on  the 
books,  and  which  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  voted  for.  but  which,  as 
the  result  of  various  extensions  of  the 
90-percent  formula,  has  never  been  al- 
lowed to  go  into  effect. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor is  wrong  at>out  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas. I  .sometimes  forget  Just  how 
I  voted,  but  I  should  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
found  that  I  supp)orted  the  flexible  sup- 
port law.  I  believe  he  is  speaking  about 
the  Aiken  bill,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No;  that  bill  was 
passed  in  the  80th  Congress. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  In  the  81st  Congress 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  An- 
derson! sponsored  a  bill  which  was  a 
modification  of  the  Aiken  bill,  but  which 
was  practically  the  same  as  the  provision 
in  the  flexible  farm  support  program. 

Mr  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  have  to 
look  that  up.  I  would  say  generally  that 
I  have  been  for  90  percent  support  prices 
on  the  basic  products  at  every  oppor- 
tunity. I  recognize  that  as  to  some  per- 
ishables we  have  very  great  difficulty. 
We  know  we  had  an  unsatisfactory  ex- 
perience in  the  case  of  potatoes.  The 
trouble  was  that  the  farmers  were  too 
smart  for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture and  produced  too  much. 

I  would  say  what  was  done  in  regard 
to  potatoes  is  an  example  of  a  mistake. 
I  think  the  purposes  of  the  Department 
were  proper,  but  the  Department  did  not 
anticipate  what  the  farmers  could  do 
when  they  got  busy  and  really  undertook 
to  produce. 

As  the  Senator  well  knows,  cotton  Is 
an  example  of  a  product  on  which  the 
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Commodity  Credit  Corporation  made  a 
tremendous  profit. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further?  • 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield,  but  I 
should  like  to  proceed. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  not  bother  the 
Senator  further,  but  I  should  like  to 
clarify  one  point.  We  hear  much  about 
the  money  the  Government  has  made  on 
various  commodities  the  Government  is 
supporting.  Whether  we  are  for  90  per- 
cent parity  or  not.  I  think  we  should  get 
the  record  straight.  The  Government 
has  not  made  any  money  on  the  pro- 
gram. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Did  the  Senator 
say  it  did  not  make  any  on  cotton? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No.  I  did  not  say 
that;  but  the  particular  agency  which 
had  the  crop  in  storage  I  think  gave  the 
cotton  away,  and  so  far  as  the  American 
taxpayer  is  concerned,  he  was  the  suf- 
ferer. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator to  be  entirely  wrong.  I  presume  he 
is  saying  that  we  gave  money  to  Great 
Britain  and  they  bought  coturn  and  they 
made  a  profit.  But  that  |srforeign  to  our 
discussion  at  this  time./' 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is  very  much  a 
part  of  the  discussion,  because  the 
American  taxpayer  paid  for  it. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  profit  was 
about  $250  million.  I  believe. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
a  tor  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  is  the  overaU 
result  of  our  price-support  program? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  said  it  resulted 
in  the  Governments  losing  money  as 
to  some  crops.  One  of  them  is  potatoes. 
I  am  not  trying  to  fool  anybody.  I 
have  not  all  the  figures,  and  would  not 
try  to  quote  them  now.  but  the  Senator 
from  Utah  and  everyone  else  knows  that 
the  Government  lost  money  on  potatoes. 
I  point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
because  his  State  is  one  of  the  bene- 
ficiaries, that  the  Government  handed 
cut  over  $900  million  to  the  sugar  pro- 
ducers. That  was  one  of  the  largest 
benefiting  classes.  They  think  that  is 
fine;  that  was  a  subsidy  for  the  sugar 
growers  alone.  In  the  case  of  wheat, 
nearly  $600  million  was  paid. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  for  one 
more  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  For  an  observation. 
I  believe  I  am  correctly  informed  that 
all  the  money  that  has  been  given  to  the 
sugar-beet  growers  has  been  paid  in 
processing  taxes  by  the  processors,  and 
has  not  cost  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  a  dollar. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  people  who  pay  that  are  en- 
tirely different  from  the  taxpayers.  It 
is  not  some  other  group  of  people,  who 
live,  perhaps,  in  Russia.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  all  comes  out  of  the  same  pocket. 
It  comes  in  in  the  form  of  a  tax  that  is 
paid  by  the  same  poor  taxpayer  about 
whom  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Williams]  is  so  concerned.  The  $900 
million  comes  out  of  their  pockets.  It 
comes  out  of  the  same  pocket,  and  in 
this  respect  I  can  see  no  substantial  dif- 


ference between  one  commodity  and  an- 
other. The  fact  is  that  by  Government 
edict,  by  law  passed,  we  paid  $900  million 
to  the  sugar  growers.  As  agricultural 
producers^  they  are  comparable  to  the 
briar-pipe  manufacturers. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  not  the  formula 
the  same  as  that  for  the  cotton  growers? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Oh.  no;  there  are 
many  more  cotton  growers. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  the  Senator 
has  said  appUes  to  any  industry  that  gets 
a  profit.  When  we  talk  about  sugar 
beets,  and  the  sugar  industry,  we  might 
just  as  well  apply  the  discussion  to  every 
other  business  in  the  United  Stat.es,  and 
the  statement  would  be  accurate. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  was 
not  in  the  Chamber  when  I  started  my 
remarks.  I  was  making  the  point  that  if 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  desires  to 
apply  his  farm  principle  of  self-reliance, 
with  no  help  from  the  Government,  he 
ought  to  apply  it  to  everything.  It  is  one 
of  my  main  points  that  if  the  Republican 
Party  is  to  apply  it  to  anybody,  it  ought 
to  apply  it  to  everybody— to  the  briar- 
pipe  manufacturers  of  Brooklyn,  to  the 
pottery  manufacturers  of  Ohio,  and  to 
all  other  manufacturers.  I  was  not  ap- 
plying the  statement  to  agriculture  only. 
If  there  had  been  no  protection  to  these 
special  Interests,  if  everybody  had  been 
free  to  take  care  of  himself,  we  would 
not  have  had  as  much  to  complain  about. 
What  I  do  not  like  is  that  after  the  new 
administration  comes  in.  the  first  speech 
of  a  Cabinet  officer  is  an  attack  on  agri- 
culture, and  apparently  nothing  is  going 
to  be  done  about  tariffs  on  manufactures. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  old  story.  If 
it  were  new.  we  might  be  sitting  back  and 
contemplating  the  significance  of  it.  But 
this  same  difference  goes  back  more  than 
100  years. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  If  the 
Senator  will  yield,  I  fail  to  find  an  attack 
in  the  speech  of  Xhe  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. I  think  it  is  a  clear-cut  state- 
ment about  supports  and  about  carrying 
out  the  price-support  program  enacted 
by  Congress.  There  are  some  observa- 
tions in  the  speech  to  the  effect  that  that 
is  not  the  only  way  to  get  100  percent  of 
parity,  that  there  are  other  methods,  and 
I  am  wondering  if  the  opponents  of  price 
supports  object  to  the  use  of  other 
methods.  They  want  full  support  on  the 
basic  products,  they  want  support  of 
100  percent,  and  are  going  to  fight  any- 
thing else  that  is  proposed. 

As  I  read  the  speech  of  the  Secretary, 
he  stated  clearly  the  position  of  the  Re- 
publican Party,  and  the  position  of  most 
of  those  engaged  in  agricultilral  pursuits 
who  are  really  thinking  about  the  pro- 
gram. I  happen  to  be  an  agricultural- 
ist myself.  We  do  not  get  any  price  sup- 
ports for  fruits.  We  have  to  buy  cotton 
products,  we  have  to  buy  the  basic  crop 
products,  but  we  do  not  get  price  sup- 
ports. The  time  will  come  one  of  these 
days  when  certain  sections  of  our  econ- 
omy cannot  have  all  the  parity  and 
others  not  any.  If  we  can  find  a  way,  the 
thing  to  do  is  to  find  something  other 
than  an  artificial  price  support. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Is  the  Senator 
really  trying  to  say  that  agriculture  is 
getting  all  the  parity,  and  others  not 
any? 


Mr.  WATKINS.  I  said  there  are  sup- 
ports for  certain  basic  crops. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator 
would  not  desire  to  leave  the  impression 
that  manufactures  do  not  get  any.  wotdd 
he? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  saying  that  cer- 
tain basic  crops  are  getting  help,  and 
other  crops  are  not. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  a  different 
matter.  The  Secretary  has  discretionary 
power  to  give  help  to  the  producers  of 
other  commodities,  not  merely  the  basic 
croijs,  if  he  cares  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  cannot  get  it  for 
perishables  or  fruit  crops. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Why  cannot  the 
farmers  get  it  for  perishables? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Secretary  would 
have  to  adopt  the  Brannan  plan,  pos- 
sibly, because  if  the  parity  program  were 
apphed  to  fruits  and  other  things,  there 
would  be  a  worse  mess  than  occurred  in 
the  case  of  potatoes. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  minimiz- 
ing the  difficulty  of  the  problem. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  is  so  difficult  that 
it  simply  cannot  be  done.  We  realize  it. 
and  that  is  one  reason  why  we  have  not 
demanded  it. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  As  I  Interpret 
what  the  Senator  says,  there  is  some  as 
yet  unrevealed  method  of  obtaining  90 
percent  or  100  percent  of  parity.  What 
I  want  to  know,  and  what  the  farmers 
want  to  know  is.  What  is  that  method? 
This  program  has  been  in  effect  over  the 
course  of  many  years.  It  has  not  been 
entirely  a  Democratic  program.  Some 
Republican  Senators,  including  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Yoong] 
and  others,  certainly  participated,  and 
the  best  brains  of  the  country  have  given 
tliought  to  the  problem.  The  best  thing 
they  could  come  up  with  was  support 
prices. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Secretary  is  not 
fighting  support  prices. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  As  I  understand 
his  speech,  there  is  nothing  in  it  to  in- 
dicate that  he  even  has  any  idea  of  any 
other  method.  He  wants  the  farmers  to 
take  care  of  themselves  in  the  market 
place. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  point 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  making 
is  just  what  he  stated  in  his  concluding 
remarks,  namely,  that  we  are  talking 
about  a  so-called  free  market,  or  parity 
in  the  market  place. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  us  be  honest 
about  this  matter.  There  is  no  free 
market,  and  there  has  not  been  one  in 
the  memory  of  any  Member  of  this  body. 
The  so-called  free  market  is  a  figment  of 
the  imagination.  What  it  really 
amounts  to  is  that  the  world  is  split  into 
parts.  We  cannot  possibly  have  a  free 
market  for  agricultural  goods  or  any 
other  Idnd  of  goods  when  there  is  an 
Iron  Curtain  which  stops  the  flow  of 
goods.  We  cannot  possibly  have  a  free 
market  when  many  prices  are  adminis- 
tered prices. 

Consider  the  price  of  a  tractor.  Does 
any  Senator  feel  that  the  price  of  a 
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tractor  is  subject  to  the  same  fluctua- 
tions which  affect  the  prices  of  agricul- 
tural commodities?  There  is  no  free 
market  for  manufactured  goods.  The 
prices  of  such  goods  are  administered 
prices. 

The  farmer  is  not  only  at  the  mercy 
of  the  weather.  He  is  at  the  mercy  of 
the  compassion  of  the  Lord.  He  is  at 
the  mercy,  in  the  alleged  free  market, 
of  the  speculator  and  the  grain  broker. 
He  is  at  the  mercy  of  the  banker  and 
interest  rates.  The  so-called  free  mar- 
ket is  in  fact  economic  nonsense.  The 
sooner  we  realize  that  the  better  off  we 
shall  be. 

What  the  farmer  wants  from  Mr.  Ben- 
son is  not  to  be  told  that  we  are  going 
back  to  some  so-called  free  market, 
which  does  not  exist.  The  farmer  be- 
lieves that  an  agricultural  economy 
which  is  solvent  is  a  very  important  as- 
pect of  the  national  security  and  the 
national  economy.  That  is  what  he 
needs  to  be  told.  He  does  not  want  to 
be  told  anywhere  in  America,  in  any 
speech,  "You  go  on  the  free  market.  Mr. 
Parmer,  but  "the  oil  you  buy  for  your 
tractor  will  be  on  the  fixed  market.  You 
go  on  the  free  market  with  your  goods, 
but  the  tractor  you  buy  will  be  on  the 
fixed  market."  That  is  what  the  farm- 
er is  being  told.  Whether  we  like  it  or 
not,  the  price-support  program  is  a 
recognition  of  the  economic  facts  of  our 
lifetime.  The  sooner  we  begin  to  talk 
sense  instead  of  nonsense  the  better  cff 
the  country  will  be. 

Secretary  Benson  is  scaring  the  day- 
lights out  of  the  farmers.  If  Senators 
do  not  know  that,  I  suggest  that  they  go 
home  and  talk  to  the  farmers.  The 
farmers  are  today  in  the  throes  of 
anxiety.  The  farmers  know  more  about 
what  is  going  on  than  do  some  people 
who  are  talking  about  the  free  market, 
which  is  something  in  the  realm  of  Alice- 
in -Wonderland  economics. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
find  this  discussion  very  interesting. 
However,  it  is  growing  late.  I  am  not 
half  way  through  my  prepared  remarks. 
I  will  yield  for  a  rejoinder  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
Let  us  hear  from  the  other  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Bennett].  I  have  not  heard 
from  him  yet. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  at  this  point  in 
order  to  enable  me  to  comment  immedi- 
ately following  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  I  concede  that  what 
Is  t)eing  said  is  probably  scaring  the  day- 
lights out  of  some  Democratic  politicians. 
However,  the  stockgrowers  and  the  farm- 
ers, as  a  whole,  are  supporting  Mr.  Ben- 
son in  his  statements,  because  he  gives 
adherence  to  the  price-support  program. 
However,  he  does  not  say  that  that  is 
the  only  way. 

I  have  gone  through  Mr.  Benson's 
speech  from  one  end  to  the  other,  i  can 
find  nothing  in  it  to  scare  anyone  who 
has  any  American  blood  in  him  and 
wants  to  stand  on  his  own  feet,  it  may 
be  that  we  have  certain  administered 
prices;  but  are  we  going  to  abandon 


completely  what  we  have  had,  namely, 
at  least  a  measure  of  a  free  market,  to 
take  on  what  the  Senator  is  Indicating 
will  be  a  completely  planned  and  man- 
aged economy?  That  is  the  only  con- 
clusion I  get  from  the  Senator's  speech, 
if  I  correctly  understand  the  language. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  say  to  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
that  Mr.  Benson's  speech  at  St.  Paul  falls 
into  the  category  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  It  was  a  speech  for  God, 
country,  home,  and  spirit.  The  farmers 
of  Minnesota  do  not  need  to  be  reminded 
of  their  devotion  to  God,  country,  spirit, 
or  home.  They  are  so  dedicated.  How- 
ever, they  do  want  to  be  reminded  about 
the  policies  of  the  Government.  They 
see  the  administration  raising  interest 
rates.  They  see  the  administration 
talking  about  taking  off  all  kinds  of  con- 
trols. They  see  the  administration  say- 
ing, "Now,  folks,  we  are  going  to  return 
to  a  free  market." 

General  Eisenhower  did  not  speak  at 
Kasson,  Minn,  about  the  free  market.  I 
was  there,  and  100,000  f armors  were 
there.  He  talked  about  90  percent  of 
parity,  with  a  goal  of  100  percent  of 
parity.  In  the  same  paragraph  he 
talked  about  90  percent  of  parity  for 
perishables.  One  hundred  thousand 
Minnesota  farmers  were  there.  They  do 
not  want  to  have  the  promises  at  Plow- 
ville  plowed  under  in  St.  Paul  by  Mr. 
Benson.  That  is  exactly  what  happened. 
The  speech  on  September  7  at  Plowville, 
or  Kasson,  Mirm.,  was  buried  deep  in  St. 
Paul  in  February. 

The  farmers  of  my  State  are  wise  and 
able  people.  Fifteen  hundred  or  sixteen 
hundred  farmers  under  normal  condi- 
tions do  not  come  to  a  farm  meeting 
to  hear  a  Democrat,  in  a  normally  Re- 
publican State,  talk  about  farm  policies. 
They  are  afraid.  They  have  good  reason 
to  be  afraid,  because  the  last  time  the 
Republicans  ran  the  farm  program  the 
farmers  were  plowed  under.  They  have 
good  memories.  That  is  a  Republican 
trait — a  good  elephantine  memory. 
The  farmers  remember  very  well  what 
happened  to  them.  This  question  is 
above  politics.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
farmers  of  America  are  being  hurt  be- 
cause of  the  inability  or  unwillingness  of 
the  Government  to  do  anything.  The 
entire  economy  suffers;  and  this  is  dan- 
gerous business. 

I  pray  that  Mr.  Benson  will  become 
the  greatest  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
our  history.  .  That  is  exactly  what  we 
need.  But  he  had  better  start  reversing 
his  form,  or  he  may  not  last  that  long. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BENNETT.  I  should  like  to  make 
the  calm  observation  that  within  the 
past  week  I  have  been  at  home.  On  my 
return  I  rode  from  Salt  Lake  City  to 
Chicago  with  one  of  Utah's  distinguished 
dirt  farmers,  an  agricultural  leader. 
I  should  like  to  encourage  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  with  the  impression  which 
I  received  during  my  visit  with  the  farm- 
ers of  my  State.  They  have  complete 
faith  in  Ezra  Taf t  Benson  and  his  poli- 


cies. They  are  not  panicky.  They  are 
not  afraid.  They  believe  in  the  program 
which  he  is  attempting  to  develop.  It 
has  not  yet  had  a  chance  to  be  fully 
completed  or  revealed.  The  farmers  of 
my  State  believe  that  that  program  will 
take  care  of  their  situation.  They  have 
none  of  the  fears  which  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  been  telling  us  about. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  senate  of  the 
State  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Min- 
nesota, which  is  predominantly  of  the 
Republican  faith  and  is  predominantly 
rural,  has  Just  passed  a  resolution  unan- 
imously asking  that  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture do  something.  I  am  simply 
conveying  their  sentiments.  I  am  con- 
veying the  sentiments  of  men  who  have 
been  elected  to  serve  their  constituencies. 
Without  a  dis.sent,  they  condemn  the  ex- 
isting actions — or  Inactions — and  ask 
that  something  positive  and  concrete  be 
done  at  once  to  stabilize  agricultural 
prices.  My  esteemed  colleagues  from 
Utah  may  say.  "They  do  not  represent 
anyone."  But  they  were  elected,  and 
they  know  something  about  their  con- 
stituencies. I  submit  that  their  resolu- 
tion and  their  record  speak  for  them- 
selves. 

Mr  FULBRIGHT.  Did  the  Senator 
say  they  were  mostly  Republicans? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  regret  to  inform 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kan.sas  that  they  are  overwhelmingly  Re- 
publican. They  are  fine  and  able  men, 
representing  their  constituencies.  They 
make  no  bones  about  their  political  par- 
tisanship. They  are  now  rising  above 
partisanship  and  asking  only  that  the 
country  live  up  to  Its  obligations  and  to 
the  law.  which  places  the  farm  program 
on  a  parity  with  industry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  other  observa- 
tion? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  to 
continue  with  my  prepared  remarks,  but 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  di- 
rect the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  practically  all  the  livestock  asso- 
ciations which  have  to  do  with  the  pro- 
duction of  beef  in  support  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  No 
protests,  as  I  understand,  have  been 
received  from  any  of  them.  They  are 
not  asking  him  to  do  something  about 
price  supports.  So  far  as  I  know  no 
protests  have  been  received  from  the 
men  who  arc  producing  the  cattle  on  the 
rancies.  Some  individuals  may  have 
been  in  difflculties,  and  we  sympathize 
with  them,  but  there  is  no  great  demand 
from  the  farmers  themselves,  the  men 
who  produce  the  cattle  on  the  range. 
That  is  in  accordance  with  the  latest 
reports  that  have  come  to  me. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  In 
the  past  few  days  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  (Mr.  Kerr]  said  that  cattle 
growers  in  Oklahoma  had  made  protests 
to  him — either  to  him  or  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture — expressing  their 
concern  about  the  situation  and  hoping 
that  a  satisfactory  solution  could  be 
worked  out. 

As  I  understand,  the  significance  which 
the  Senator  from  Utah  attached  to  the 
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Secretary's  speech  Is  that  the  Secretary 
is  not  saying  he  is  not  going  to  support 
the  prices,  but  that  he  does  not  like  the 
way  it  is  Ijelng  done,  or  the  procedure 
that  Is  involved,  and  that  we  should  not 
take  alarm  at  his  attitude,  because  he 
will  find  some  other  efficient  way.  I  do 
not  find  any  such  statement  in  the 
speech,  but  I  wish  to  read  a  statement 
made  by  candidate  Eisenhower  in  a 
speech  at  Brookings.  S.  Dak.,  on  October 
4.  1952,  following  his  speech  at  Kasson, 
Minn.     He  said  at  Brookings: 

I  have  In  a  number  of  texts  during  thia 
campaign  tried  to  outline  the  specific  posi- 
tion of  the  Republican  Party  and  my  own 
personal  convictions  about  agriculture.  At 
Kasson  in  Minnesota  some  weeks  back,  later 
In  Omaha,  and  In  a  number  of  so-called 
back -platform  speeches.  I  have  tried  to  make 
my  position  clear.  The  Republican  Party  Is 
pledRed  to  the  sustaining  of  the  90-percent 
parity  price  support  and  it  is  pledged  even 
more  than  that  to  helping  the  farmer  obtain 
his  full  parity.  100-percent  parity,  with  the 
guaranty  In  the  price  supports  of  90. 

In  that  statement  he  was  making  his 
pledge  to  the  farmers.  I  think  It  is  a 
very  clear  one.  He  said  he  would  sustain 
ro  percent  of  parity.  He  did  not  say,  "in 
the  market  place."  If  that  statement 
means  anything  it  means  su.«taining  the 
.same  90  percent  that  we  have  under 
existing  law. 

I  shall  continue  now  with  my  prepared 
remarks.  It  is  bad  enough  that  farm 
prices  should  precipitously  decline  from 
their  recent  high  levels.  But  it  is  even 
worse  when  the  prices  of  things  that 
farmers  sell  go  down  while  the  price  of 
the  things  that  they  buy  either  remain 
stationary  or  go  up.  Here  the  farmer 
is  caught  In  a  squeeze  that  could  well 
crush  him  to  death.  And  here  the  facts, 
as  opposed  to  the  promises  of  campaign 
oratory,  are  dismally  clear.  The  prices 
received  by  farmers  on  E>ecember  15, 
1952.  averaged  9  percent  below  August 
and  12  percent  below  December  15.  1951. 
While  farm  prices  were  falling  12  percent 
the  prices  paid  by  farmers  for  things  they 
need  fell  only  1  peicent.  As  a  result  of 
this  the  parity  ratio  fell  from  107  in  De- 
cember 1951  to  96  in  December  1952. 
Thus,  the  parity  ratio  last  December  was 
reduced  below  the  monthly  average  of 
any  year  since  1941. 

The  situation  wi.h  respect  to  partic- 
ular crops  is  even  worse.  Wheat,  corn, 
and  cotton  are  practically  at  support 
level  of  90  percent  of  parity.  Cotton  is  a 
major  crop  in  the  Si.ate  of  Arkansas.  On 
February  9.  1952.  15  16  Middling  cotton 
.•^old  at  Memphis  for  $0.4075  a  pound. 
On  February  9.  1953,  the  price  was 
$0  3205  a  pound,  a  difference  of  over 
$40  a  bale. 

The  farmer  now  gets  declining  prices 
for  the  produce  he  sells  and  pays  rising 
or  stationary  prices  for  the  things  that 
he  buys.  But  this  is  not  all.  If  the  con- 
sumer got  the  benefits  of  the  decline  in 
farm  prices  this  would  help  our  people 
by  bringing  about  a  wider  distribution  of 
food  and  clothing.  Farmers  also  would 
then  benefit  to  some  extent  because  if 
people  ate  more  fc>od  at  a  lower  price 
and  used  more  clothing  at  a  lower  price 
the  rise  in  consumption  would  bring 
about  some  rise  in  price.  But  things 
are  not  working  this  way. 

In  the  period  between  December  15. 
1951.  and  December  15,  1952,  the  cost  of 


marketing  food  went  up  by  7  percent. 
This  almost  entirely  offset  declines  in 
farm  prices,  and  thereby  largely  removed 
benefits  to  consumers.  Farmers  suffered, 
but  consumers  gained  only  to  the  small- 
est extent.  One  of  the  most  important 
items  going  to  increased  cost  of  market- 
ing was  transportation,  and  here  I  point 
out  to  you  the  railroad  freight  rates  have 
risen  from  64  to  9D  percent  from  1939 
to  1952.  I  do  not  say  that  this  increase 
is  unjustified,  nor  do  I  begrudge  the 
railroads  their  present  and  somewhat 
novel  prosperity  after  long  decades  of 
wandering  in  the  wilderness.  I  merely 
reiterate  the  fact  that  transportation  is 
one  of  the  elements  of  marketing  that 
drove  costs  upward  while  at  the  same 
time  farm  prices  have  gone  down. 

Here  the  farmer  gets  it  in  the  neck  two 
ways.  Marketing  costs  also  enter  into 
the  prices  of  the  things  that  he  buys,  and 
are  sharply  affected  by  freight  rates  be- 
cause many  of  the  things  that  he  uses 
are  imported  from  distant  parts  of  the 
Nation. 

In  the  same  newspapers  that  record 
declining  prices  of  farm  products,  and 
mounting  gloom  among  farmers  and 
farming  communities,  I  read  statements 
of  nationally  known  automobile  com- 
panies. All  of  them  plan  to  expand  their 
domestic  markets  this  year  and  I  hope 
that  they  will  succeed,  because  the  auto- 
mobile is  one  of  our  most  important 
peacetime  businesses.  Yet,  I  observe 
that  these  companies  are  not  precisely 
falling  over  themselves  trying  to  reduce 
prices.  One  of  them  said  that  it  pro- 
posed to  reduce  prices  of  its  cars  from  8 
cents  a  car  to  $113.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly how  these  reductions  will  strike 
cotton  farmers  in  the  State  of  Arkansas 
when  they  see  that  an  8 -cent  reduction 
on  the  price  of  a  $2,000  automobile  is 
just  about  the  amount  of  the  decline 
within  a  year  of  the  price  of  a  pound  of 
cotton  from  40  cents  to  32  cents.  Nor  do 
I  see  how  farmers  facing  a  constantly  de- 
clining income  are  going  to  buy  automo- 
biles at  prices  that  bear  little  relation- 
ship to  the  things  that  they  sell. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  much 
of  his  speech  seems  to  base  his  objection 
to  the  present  price-support  program 
upon  moral  grounds.     He  said 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  was  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a 
few  minutes  ago  when  the  Senator  from 
Utah  expressed  his  concern  about  the  in- 
terests of  certain  Democratic  politicians. 
He  indicated  that  the  farmers  of  America 
were  very  happy  with  the  agricultural 
developments  under  this  administration, 
and  that  it  is  only  a  few  Democratic  poli- 
ticians who  are  concerned.  I  deeply  re- 
gret that  he  should  have  made  this  a  sub- 
ject of  partisan  debate.  I  believe  the 
record  should  show  that  Democrats  are 
not  the  only  ones  who  are  concerned  with 
the  agricultural  situation.  There  are  at 
least  some  Republican  farmers  and  some 
Republican  Senators  concerned  with  it, 
even  though  the  Senator  from  Utah  may 
be  completely  satisfied,  and  even  though 
some  of  his  farmers  may  be  completely 
satisfied. 


I  hold  In  my  hand  an  AP  dispatch 
quoting  a  statement  issued  by  one  of  the 
great  Republicans  who  serves  in  this 
body.  He  is  a  man  of  great  integrity  and 
capacity.  I  refer  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young],  and  I  should 
like  to  read  into  the  record  the  AP  quo- 
tation of  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota: 

Washington. — Appointment  of  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Benson  was  a  "Victory  for 
those  who  favor  flexible  price  supports,"  Sen- 
ator Young  said  today. 

Young,  a  member  of  the  Senate  Agriculture 
Conunlttee  and  a  long-time  farm  operator, 
said  In  a  statement  that  backers  of  flexible 
supports  probably  got  "more  than  they  bar- 
gained for"  in  Benson's  appointment. 

Noting  today  Benson's  statements  that 
price  supports  should  be  used  primarily  as  a 
brake  against  disastrous  price  drops,  Youmq 
said: 

"Deep  feelings  of  farmers  hit  hard  by  pres- 
ent drastic  farm  price  drops  are  finally  being 
reflected  by  farm  leaders  In  Congress.  Pro- 
tests by  myself  and  others  have  thvis  far 
brought  little  results." 

Young  said  Members  of  Congress  from  farm 
States  are  receiving  a  flood  of  protests  against 
Benson's  recent  statements.  Thi«  may  well 
force  a  change  in  the  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment's policy,  Young  said. 

He  did  not  say  Democratic  leaders  or 
Republican  leaders.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  did  not  place  the  matter 
in  the  arena  of  partisan  politics.  He 
spoke  of  farm  leaders  in  Congress,  and 
he  said  that  protests  by  him  and  others 
have  thus  far  brought  little  results. 

Mr.  President,  all  of  us  know  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  a  man  of 
great  capacity,  and  no  one  has  demon- 
strated greater  interest  in  the  farmers  of 
America  than  has  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota.  I  think  he  is  a  little  op- 
timistic when  he  says  it  might  well  force 
a  change  in  the  policy  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  is  a  man  of  optimism. 

Mr.  President.  I  notice  another  Asso- 
ciated Press  dispatch  which  quotes  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr.  Aiken]. 
This  dispatch  quotes  him  as  saying : 

This  would  be  a  study  year — 

A  "study"  year,  Mr.  President — 

next  year  a  legislative  year,  as  far  as  farm 
measures  were  concerned. 

And  he  proceeded  to  say  that  the  com- 
mittee might  agree  to  hold  hearings 
later  in  this  session  on  the  measure  to 
lay  the  basis  for  writing  new  legislation 
next  year. 

So  I  wanted  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas to  know  that  although  he  is  a  Demo- 
cratic Senator  and  although  he  is  a 
farm  operator,  he  is  not  the  only  one 
who  is  concerned  with  farm  prices,  for 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  a  farm 
leader  and  a  farm  operator,  is  just  as 
concerned  al)out  what  is  happening  in 
this  administration  to  this  measure,  and 
it  is  not  a  partisan  move. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  will  yield  to  me,  let 
me  say  it  is  not  a  partisan  measure  be- 
cause of  course  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson] 
is  a  strong  supporter  of  the  flexible  price 
p>olicy.  The  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota (Mr.  YoxiNG]  happens  to  be  a  sup- 
porter of  the  fixed  parity  policy.   That  is 
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a  difference  which  exists,  but  not  a  par- 
tisan difference,  I  fully  agree  with  thd 
distinguished  minority  leader.  But  it  is 
also  true  that  the  Democrats  do  not 
agree  with  everything  that  some  Demo- 
crats are  saying. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  the  Senator  frcnn  Arkansas  will 
yield  to  me  at  this  time,  let  me  say  that 
evidently  the  majority  leader  was  not  on 
the  floor  when  his  colleague,  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  attributed 
this  concern  to  the  Democrats  only,  and 
said  that  th"?  only  ones  concerned  with 
the  situation  were  a  few  Democratic  poli- 
ticians. I  do  not  think  the  able  majority 
leader  and  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  are  Democratic  politicians. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  is  putting  in  my  mouth  words  I 
did  not  utter.  The  one  who  said  we  were 
scaring  the  daylights  out  of  the  farmers 
happened  to  be  a  Democratic  Senator; 
and  I  said  that  apparently  we  were  scar- 
ing the  daylights  out  of  some  Democratic 
politicians,  because  aside  from  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota,  the  Democrats 
are  the  only  ones  who  have  protested. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  reply, 
Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  will  yield,  let  me  say  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  scaring  the 
daylights  out  of  the  farmers  of  this 
coiintry,  and  thank  God  there  is  one 
Republican  Senator  who  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  has  already 
been  said  is  a  complete  repudiation  of 
everything  the  Senator  from  Texas  has 
said. 

What  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
did  say  was  that  he  was  willing  to  sup- 
port faithfully  all  the  price-support  pro- 
grams enacted  by  the  Congress. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  goins 
to  carry  out  the  law  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  enacted  by  Congress;  and  to  a 
certain  extent  when  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  does  not  use  the 
discretionary  powers  which  the  Demo- 
crats claim  he  should  use  at  this  very 
moment,  he  is  only  following  the  policy 
of  his  Democratic  predecessor,  Mr.  Bran- 
nan,  who  did  not  use  those  powers. 

In  the  early  fall  I  was  in  a  number  of 
fanning  States  and  among  the  stock 
growers  and  others  in  those  areas,  and 
I  know  how  they  were  complaining  then 
about  the  drop  in  prices.  Many  of  those 
who  had  been  buying  for  feeding  pur- 
poses had  lost  heavily.  All  that  had 
happened  a  long  time  before,  but  nothing 
was  done  about  it  by  the  Democrats, 
when  they  were  in  office. 

Now  Mr.  Benson  has  been  In  office 
only  30  days,  but  already  some  of  the 
"Democrats  begin  to  complain  when  Mr 
Benson  does  everything  he  can  do  to 
carry  out  faithfully  the  law  that  both 
the  DWnocrats  and  the  Republicans  in 
the  Congress  Wrote. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  Senator  entered  the  Chamber, 
I  pointed  out  that  no  one  is  accusing  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  violating  the 
law.  No  one  has  made  such  a  charge. 
The  point  we  are  concerned  about  is  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture's  real  attitude 
toward  these  policies.    His  attitude,  aa 


indicated  In  his  recent  speech  at  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  would  seem  to  be  that  at  the 
first  opportimity,  when  it  is  not  illegal 
to  do  so,  he  is  going  to  change  the  policy 
and  is  going  to  abandon  the  existing 
price-control  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Some  time  ago  I 
referred  to  a  resolution  which  I  had 
placed  in  the  Congressional  Record  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  ( Mr.  Johnson  1 . 
our  minority  leader.  I  should  like  to 
read  from  that  resolution,  which  comes 
from  the  State  Senate  of  Minnesota 
where  the  resolution  was  adopted  unani- 
mously. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield,  to  permit  me  to  make  an  inquiry 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  say  that 
the  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Min- 
nesota State  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Would  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  classify  the 
Minnesota  State  Senate  as  a  group  of 
"frightened  Democratic  politicans?" 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Not  only  are  they 
not  "frightened  Democratic  politicians." 
but  there  are  so  few  Democrats  in  the 
Minnesota  State  Senate  that  they  do  not 
take  time  to  get  frightened.  The  Min- 
nesota Legislature  is  essentially  a  rural 
legislature  of  rock-ribbed  Republicans. 

I  ask  my  colleagues  to  listen  to  this  res- 
olution adopted  by  the  Minnesota  State 
Senate: 

Resolution  requesting  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States,  and  Minnesota  Mem- 
bers of  Congress,  to  reenact  legislation  to 
alleviate  steadily  falling  prices  of  farm  prod- 
ucts. 

Whereas  selling  prices  of  farm  products 
generally  have  fallen  drastically  during  the 
past  year;  and 

Whereas  prices  of  farm  machinery  and  sup- 
plies, as  well  as  tiix  burdens  are  rapidly  In- 
creasing; and 

Whereas  there  Is  no  Indication  of  relief  In 
a  market  controlled  by  many  force.s,  both 
domestic  and  foreign,  and  over  which  the 
farmer  has  no  control;   and 

Whereas  It  has  been  the  policy  of  our  Gov- 
ernment to  aid  and  assist  farmers  suffering 
from  sudden  and  drastic  market  chiuiges; 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  That  this  situation  be  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Minnesota  Members 
of  Congress,  with  the  request  that  steps  be 
taken  immediately  to  alleviate  declining 
prices  of  farm  products;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate 
be  Instructed  to  forward  copies  of  this  resolu- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United 
States,  and  Minnesota  Members  of  Congress. 
Adopted  by  the  Senate.  State  of  Minnesota 
February  10,  1953. 

P.  O.  TORHET. 

Secretary  o/  the  Senate. 
St.  PAxn.,  MiKN. 

Further.  Mr.  President.  I  have  sent  to 
my  office  for  a  few  of  the  letters  which 
have  come  to  my  desk  today.  I  read  now 
from  a  letter  from  the  editor  of  a  weekly 
newspaper: 

Our  8tat«  senator  was  home  for  the 
weekend  and  talked  to  a  Farm  Bureau  group 


here  todajr.  Although  he  la  a  itrong  Repub- 
lican, he  stated  that  he  was  at  the  meeting, 
and  most  of  those  who  were  there  were  very 
much  disappointed  with  Benson's  attitude 
and  felt  that  they  had  been  let  down. 

In  other  words,  the  reference  is  to  the 
meeting  at  which  Mr.  Benson,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  spoke. 

Let  me  read  now  from  a  letter  from  a 
real  estate  man  located  in  a  rural 
county;  he  deals  in  farm  real  estate: 

After  Mr.  Ezra  Taft  Benson  spoke  in  St, 
Paul  this  week,  most  farmers  who  heard 
him,  by  radio  and  otherwise,  felt  very  un- 
easy I  can  speak  with  certainty  as  to  the 
farmers'  concern,  because  of  the  nature  of 
my  business, 

I  read  now  from  a  letter  which  comes 
to  me  from  a  man  living  out  in  the 
country: 

I  highly  approve  of  your  remarks  and 
your  position  relative  to  the  farm  problem. 
Continue  to  challenge  Mr.  Benson.  Let  us 
find  out  where  he  stands. 


I  read  now  from  another  letter  which 
has  come  to  me: 

li^n't  there  some  w.iy  to  persuade  Presl- 
dent  Eisenhower  to  remove  Secretary  Ben- 
son and  replace  him  with  someone  in  whom 
the  farmers  have  some  confldenceT  This 
may  be  drjtstlc,  but  so  far  so  have  his  utter- 
ances When  not  calculatedly  vague,  they 
have  been  mo.st  hostile  to  the  Interests  of 
the  farmer,  on  behiUf  of  whom  he  is  sup- 
poeedly  acting  The  speech  I'ast  night  in 
Minnesota  confirmed  my  worst  disquiet 
abjut  him. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Lonsdale.  Minn., 
a  rural  community,  which  I  think  really 
summarizes  what  we  are  talking  about: 

Just  wanted  to  drop  you  a  line  in  regard 
to  our  farm  situation  and  particularly  per- 
i  hable  products.  I,  as  well  as  other  farmers 
surrounding  me.  am  very  much  dis- 
turbed about  the  outcome  of  our  farm  prices. 
We  are  very  much  worried  about  our  new 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr,  Benson.  We 
hope  you  will  do  everything  you  can  for  90 
percent  of  farm  parity,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  greatly  Increased  prices  of  farm  ma- 
chinery, farm  labor,  taxes,  and  other  farm 
expenses.  We  remember  what  President 
Eisenhower  hiis  said  about  farm  parity. 

I  read  further  from  the  letter: 

Here  Is  what  President  Elsenhower  haa 
said  about  farm  parity  He  has  said  he  is  In 
favur  n  It  merely  of  90  percent  of  parity,  but 
full  parity. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a 
whole  handful  of  letters  of  the  sam« 
nature. 

What  does  this  situation  add  up  to? 
Are  those  who  write  these  letters  Demo- 
crats who  are  complaining?  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, those  who  write  these  letters  are 
the  producers  of  farm  commodities.  By 
and  large,  they  do  not  vote  for  Demo- 
crats, althoutjh  I  think  they  may  become 
interested  in  doing  so  now. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
\Siish  to  be  presumptuous  enough  to  sug- 
gest to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  how 
he  answers  his  mail,  but  I  should  like  to 
say  that  it  may  be  that  the  Associated 
Press  ticker  is  not  so  readily  available  to 
the  authors  of  those  letters  as  it  is  to 
those  of  us  who  are  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber.   Therefore,  at  this  time  I  should  like 
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to  read  the  most  recent  word  we  have 
received  over  the  ticker  in  regard  to  the 
matter  of  the  Republican  farm  policy. 
I  desire  to  bring  this  point  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  in 
order  that  he  may  have  some  useful  in- 
formation to  pass  on  to  his  farmer 
friends  in  Minnesota : 

Washinoton. — There  were  more  signs  to- 
day that  the  Republican  administration 
plans  to  continue  pretient  farm  policies  for 
the  time  being,  but  not  to  commit  itseU  to 
such  a  course  for  the  future. 

Chairman  AnuN  of  the  Senate  Agriculture 
Committee  said  he  thought  "this  would  be  a 
Mudy  year — next  year  a  legislative  year,"  as 
far  as  farm  measures  were  concerned.  The 
committee  meets  today  to  line  out  Its  pro- 
gram amid  Democratic:  demands  for  legisla- 
tion this  session  to  bolster  farm  prices. 

So  the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
can  tell  his  farmer  friends  that  it  is  the 
Republican  policy  tc  study  the  situation 
this  year,  and  perhtips  the  Republicans 
will  get  around  to  doing  something  about 
it  next  year. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  that  my  farmer  friends  are  go- 
ing to  say  that  the  cost  of  tuition  Is 
extravagant.     I  Laughter.] 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  the 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  much  of 
his  speech,  seems  to  base  his  objection 
to  the  present  price-support  program 
upon  moral  grounds     He  said: 

In  the  administration  of  this  Department, 
the  guiding  purpose  will  t>e  to  strengthen  the 
individual  integrity,  freedom,  and  the  very 
moral  fiber  of  each  citizen.  Giod  help  us 
to  raise  our  sights  beyond  the  dollar  sign, 
beyond   material   thini^s. 

These  are.  of  course,  praiseworthy 
sentiments  in  proper  context,  but  I  won- 
der if  this  admini.stration  intends  to 
apply  these  principles  to  all  our  people 
in  the  same  tnanner  that  it  apparently 
intends  to  apply  them  to  the  farmers. 

It  is  not  my  impression  that  farmers 
are  in  greater  need  of  moral  regenera- 
tion than  are  other  segments  of  our 
population.  However,  if  the  principle 
is  sound  for  farmenj.  it  is  equally  sound 
for  automobile  manufacturers,  the  air- 
lines, railroads,  cheese  makers  and  briar 
piF>e  manufacturers.  ^ 

If  the  administration  Is  serious  about 
these  principles,  then  it  should  inform 
the  country  that  it  intends  in  the  near 
future  to  abolish  all  tariffs  and  restric- 
tions on  free  international  trade.  It  is 
immoral  to  undermine  the  character  of 
our  briar  pip^  makeis  and  all  other  man- 
ufacturers who  have  grown  prosperous 
under  the  protective  shelter  of  our  tar- 
iffs. And,  of  course,  there  are  the  sub- 
sidies to  airlines,  to  the  merchant  ma- 
rine, to  publishers  of  books,  magazines, 
and  newspapers,  and  so  on  and  on.  And 
one  may  well  recall  that  under  former 
Republican  regimej.,  the  great  railroad 
systems  of  this  country  were  given  fan- 
tastic grants  of  rich  public  lands,  to  an 
extent  greater  than  the  total  area  of 
France.  If  the  railroads  are  to  be  puri- 
fied and  restored  to  grace,  perhaps  these 
lands  should  be  recovered  by  the  Federal 
Government  If  Government  assistance 
to  farmers  is  to  be  condemned  upon 
moral  grounds,  then  these  principles 
should  be  given  universal  application, 
xcix 75 


And  as  for  our  "raising  our  sights  be- 
yond the  dollar  sign,  beyond  material 
things."  I  may  remind  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  that  our  farm  population 
amoimts  to  15.9  percent  of  our  total  pop- 
ulation, but  last  year,  a  year  of  rela- 
tively high  prosperity,  our  farmers  re- 
ceived only  8.7  percent  of  the  national  in- 
come. I  suggest  there  are  other  citizens 
who  are  more  in  need  of  uplift  in  this 
connection  than  are  the  farmers. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

Mr,  TAFT.  The  drop  in  income,  of 
course,  took  place  during  20  years  of 
Democratic  administration,  as  I  think 
the  Senator  may  remember.  In  fact,  I 
find  it  difficult  to  understand  what  this 
controversy  is  about.  For  2  years  prices 
have  been  dropping,  and  the  Democrats 
have  not  done  anything  about  it.  They 
have  not  prevented  it.  Now,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  comes  forward  30 
days  after  the  present  administration 
took  office,  and  because  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  makes  a  s,>eech  on  a  theo- 
retical matter  with  which  the  Senator 
does  not  happen  to  agree,  the  Senator  is 
making  a  general  attack  on  the  Repub- 
lican farm  program. 

There  is  no  difference  about  the  pro- 
gram. Congress  passed  the  law.  We  are 
guaranteeing  90  percent  parity  for  all 
the  basic  crops  for  the  next  2  years. 
So  far  as  policy  beyond  that  point  is 
concerned,  Mr.  Benson  is  not  going  to 
decide  it;  the  Congress  is  going  to  decide 
what  shall  happen  after  those  2  years. 

I  cannot  understand  what  all  the 
shouting  is  about,  except  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  happens  to  disagree 
fundamentally  with  something,  although 
fundamentally  the  only  difference  is  that 
Mr.  Benson  favors  flexible  supports  and 
the  Senator  happens  to  favor  90  per- 
cent flat  supports.  So  far  as  that  is 
concerned,  Mr.  Truman  favored  flexible 
supports  in  1947.  Mr.  Brannan  did,  at 
that  time,  and  until  the  1948  election. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Andkrson]  favors  such  sup- 
ports as  do  many  other  Democrats. 

It  is  not  a  partisan  matter.  It  it 
something  that  may  be  disputed.  Some- 
thing may  be  said  on  both  sides  but  it 
is  a  question  to  be  determined  by  the 
Congress.  It  is  not  going  to  be  deter- 
mined on  the  basis  of  certain  remarks 
Mr.  Benson  may  have  made  in  St.  Paul 
or  at  some  other  place.  So  I  say  again 
I  do  not  know  what  all  the  shouting  is 
about. 

I  may  say,  however,  that  If  during  the 
next  2  years  the  Republicans  do  not 
do  better  in  preventing  a  fall  of  farm 
prices  than  the  Democrats  have  dotae. 
then  probably  they  will  lose  the  next 
election.  But  the  Republicans  do  not 
have  very  much  to  go  up  against,  be- 
cause the  Democrats  permitted  a  steady 
and  continuous  fall  in  farm  prices  for 
a  period  of  2  years  until  on  the  day 
they  went  out  of  office  farm  prices  were 
from  15  to  20  percent  under  what  they 
were  2  years  ago. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  first  want  to  say 
that  perhaps  now  we  are  getting  some- 
where, if,  as  I  understand  it  to  be.  the 


majority  leader's  statement  Is  that  we 
really  need  not  pay  much  attention  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  because,  if 
he  assures  us  that  these  statements  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  do  not  mean 
anything,  and  that  we  need  not  pay  any 
attention  to  them,  that  is  reassuring  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  assure  the  Senator  that 
Mr.  Benson  never  said  he  was  going  to 
change  the  policy  on  price  supports  for 
a  moment.  The  effect  of  the  speech,  as 
I  read  it.  is  that  he  favors  flexible  sup- 
ports as  against  90  percent.  That  is  a 
matter  to  be  thought  out  later,  but  he 
is  going  to  carry  out  the  present  law. 
providing  a  flat  90  percent. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Of  course,  I  have 
read  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  read  it.  I  think  the 
whole  speech  means  that  he  disapproves 
of  price  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity, 
and  in  the  paraso'aph  I  have  just  read, 
and  indeed  all  through  the  speech,  he  is 
merely  moralizing  about  it.  The  whole 
philosophy  of  the  speech  is  that  it  is  bad 
for  the  people  to  have  the  Government 
helping  them.  I  do  not  know  how  it  can 
be  read  in  any  other  way  than  that  he 
thinks  that  is  bad,  immoral,  and  not 
good  for  agriculture.  He  says  the  guid- 
ing purpose  is  to  restrain  individual  free- 
dom and  the  very  moral  fiber  of  each 
citizen.  This  was  not  a  speech  on  a 
Sunday  morning  in  a  church.  It  was 
a  speech  before  a  group  of  farmers.  He 
was  talking  about  support  prices.  Cer- 
tainly I  would  read  and  understand  it 
to  mean,  "for  the  good  of  you  farmers, 
we  are  no  longer  going  to  make  you  soft, 
we  are  no  longer  going  to  protect  you. 
Go  forth  and  become  upstanding,  self- 
reliant  people,  and  look  out  for  your- 
selves. We  do  not  want  you  to  rely  on 
the  Government " 

My  point  is,  that  is  a  good  principle  in 
many  respects,  but  if  the  present  ad- 
ministration is  serious  about  it,  it  ought 
to  be  applied  to  everybody.  Moral  prin- 
ciples, if  valid,  have  universal  applica- 
tion. They  do  not  apply  merely  to  farm- 
ers. They  must  apply  to  everybody.  I 
do  not  think  the  Republicans  intend  to 
do  that.  Howev(?r,  it  is  reassuring  when 
the  majority  leader  tells  the  country  and 
the  Senate  that  the  Congress  is  going  to 
determine  the  policies,  and  that  what  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  says  does  not 
mean  too  much. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that,  unless  someone 
puts  a  stop  to  falling  farm  prices,  the 
Republicans  will  be  voted  out  of  office  2 
years  hence? 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  misrepre- 
sents my  statement.  I  said  if  we  did 
not  do  a  better  job  than  the  Democrats 
have  done  in  the  past  2  years,  we  would 
be  voted  out  of  office. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is 
what  the  Senator  stated  would  hapi>en 
unless  someone  puts  a  stop  to  the  falling 
farm  prices — and  they  have  been  falling 
since  the  November  election  faster  than 
at  any  other  time. 


llSTi 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


February  18 


I 


" 


!i: 


i 


Mr.  PDUBRIGHT.  The  lowest  point 
was  in  December,  after,  of  course,  it  was 
known  what  had  happened  in  November. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  agree  with  the 
prediction  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio — 
whatever  it  was? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     Yes. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  cays  that  there  really  is  no  dif- 
ference in  the  policies  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  the  jwlicies  we  have 
embraced  thus  far,  and  yet  in  the  next 
breath  he  says  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture stands  for  flexible  price  supports. 
But  the  present  law  is  a  mandatory  90 
percent  price  support.  When  the  major- 
ity leader  tells  me  there  is  no  difference, 
he  cannot  tell  that  to  a  wheat  farmer 
who  knows  that  the  difference  between 
90  percent  and  75  percent  flexibility  is 
about  50  cents  a  bushel.  It  may  be 
shortsighted  and  immoral  for  farmers  to 
be  thinking  about  50  cents  a  bushel  ac- 
cording to  the  Secretary,  but  I  want  to 
say  there  is  nothing  that  is  harder  on 
a  soul  than  to  starve  to  death.  There  is 
nothing  that  hurts  one's  moral  fiber  any 
more  than  to  go  broke  through  no  fault 
of  his  own. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  suggest  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  that  he  ought  to 
raise  his  sights  beyond  the  dollar  sign 
and  beyond  material  things. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  farmers  have 
their  sights  away  up.  They  are  looking 
at  the  high  prices  of  things  they  buy. 
They  are  looking  at  the  high  prices  they 
have  to  pay.  They  want  reasonable 
prices. 

I  recall  many  times  on  the  floo:  of  the 
Senate  that  when  a  Cabinet  officer  in  the 
former  administration  made  a  statement, 
Republicans  would  lambaste  the  admin- 
istration, because  they  would  say  that  he 
sets  a  policy. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  mak- 
ing speeches,  and  he  is  scaring  the  day- 
lights out  of  the  farmers.  I  repeat  that 
ihe  only  successful  psychological  offen- 
-sive  of  this  administration  thus  far  is 
against  the  American  farm  economy. 
They  are  really  waging  psychological 
warfare,  but  against  the  wrong  people. 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  if 
It  is  an  undeniable  fact  that  a  prosperous 
agriculture  is  essential  to  a  prosperous 
United  States,  it  is  also  a  fact  that  trou- 
bles on  the  farm  almost  invariably  fore- 
shadow troubles  throughout  the  Nation. 
The  shadow  of  these  troubles — a  shadow 
no  larger  than  Texas — is  already  upon 
the  land. 

Ours  is  a  huge,  complex  economy.  It 
is  also  extraordinarily  sensitive.  We  can 
measure  production  and  consumption; 
that  is,  we  can  see  what  happened  after 
it  has  happened.  There  is,  however,  one 
overwhelmingly  important  factor  ixi  our 
economy  that  cannot  be  forecast.  We 
cannot  forecast  it  because  it  is  a  factor 
that  develops  in  the  minds  of  millions  of 
people.  It  is  the  factor  of  confidence  or 
lackol confidence  in  our  foreseeable  eco- 
noetRjkiure. 

Wh^Tmen  believe  that  they  are  going 
to  ha^  continuous  employment  and 
high  wages  they  will  spend  liberally  of 


their  earnings  or  incur  debts  they  be- 
lieve they  can  pay.  But  if.  on  the  other 
hand,  they  believe  that  economic  con- 
ditions are  going  to  be  bad  they  will  re- 
strict their  purchases  to  absolutely  es- 
sential things  and  will  incur  no  debts 
for  things  whose  purchase  may  be  post- 
poned. 

When  farmers  see  farm  prices  going 
down  rapidly  it  is  not  only'  natural  but 
also  inevitable  that  they  should  restrict 
their  purchases  only  to  things  that  are 
absolutely  necessary.  The  farmer  may 
need  a  new  tractor.  But  if  he  believes 
that  he  is  going  to  run  into  hard  times 
he  will  postpone  its  purchase.  This  im- 
mediately affects  the  tractor  dealer  in 
the  local  community  and  the  manufac- 
turer who  produces  the  tractor.  Tlie 
local  dealer  begins  to  cry  hard  times  to 
his  wife  and  she  cuts  down  her  pur- 
chases. Back  in  Detroit  where  the  trac- 
tor is  made  it  may  become  necessary  to 
lay  off  a  few  people.  And  when  this 
process  is  multiplied  by  millions  of  times 
daily  over  the  fields  of  millions  of  items 
that  enter  into  our  economy,  we  have 
a  crisis  of  confidence  and  are  well  on  our 
way  to  a  depression. 

Aside  from  all  factors  of  human  de- 
cency we  cannot  afford  a  depression  or 
even  a  sharp  recession  now  in  the  United 
States.  A  marked  decline  in  American 
productivity  might  well  severely  injure, 
if  not  destroy,  the  still  frail  economic 
health  of  our  allies  throughout  the 
world,  and  thereby  undo  in  a  few  months 
all  that  we  have  done  at  staggering  cost 
during  the  past  few  years.  It  is  certainly 
wiser  to  prevent  a  depression,  at  per- 
haps some  cost,  than  attempt  to  cure  it 
at  a  cost  incalculable  in  dollars  and  at 
considerable  risk  to  our  whole  political 
system.  Indeed,  we  know  that  Stalin 
and  company  have  long  calculated  that 
the  world  would  fall  into  their  laps,  with 
no  need  to  Hre  a  shot,  if  there  siiould  be 
an  American  depression. 

But,  above  and  beyond  all  this,  we 
must  understand  that  there  is  a  pro- 
found and  moving  reason  for  the  support 
of  American  agriculture.  If  there  were 
no  other  reason  to  support  our  agricul- 
ture and  stimulate  it  to  constantly  in- 
crease production  there  would  be  the 
compelling  reason  that  it  is  absolutely  es- 
sential to  national  defense. 

Under  the  stimulus  of  adequate  reward 
for  their  effort,  and  for  the  risks  that 
they  ran  by  putting  huge  new  acreages 
and  land  under  cultivation,  our  farmers 
during    the    last    war    performed    such 
prodigies  of  production  as  the  world  has 
never  seen.    They  produced  so  much  food 
and   fiber   that   no   one  in   the   United 
States  suffered  for  lack  of  anything  es- 
sential.    On  the  contrary,  our  standard 
of  hving  constantly  rose  during  the  war. 
They  fed  and  clothed  over   13   million 
men  and  women  in  our  armed  service.s: 
fed  and  clothed  them  superbly.    But  this 
is  not  all.     In  addition  to  these  mag- 
nificent achievements  they  supplied  food 
and  fiber  to  tens  of  millions  of  our  allies 
all  around  the  world.     They  did  this 
mind  you,  in  spite  of  crippling  shortages 
of  labor,  machinery,  fertilizers,  and  other 
things  necessary  to  agriculture. 

During  the  war  farmers  went  into  debt 
and  expanded  their  production.  First 
as  patriots,  and,  second,  upon  the  as- 
sumption that  they  would  not  afterward 


be  let  down  by  the  country.  I,  for  one. 
regard  it  as  an  obligation  of  honor  that 
they  should  not  now  be  let  down  and  left 
to  find  their  way  as  best  they  can. 

There  is  also  another  consideration 
that  we  must  bear  in  mind.  If  it  was 
sound  policy  to  stimulate  agriculture 
through  adequate  rewards  to  farmers 
during  the  war,  it  is  equally  sound  policy 
to  continue  to  do  it  now  and  in  the  fore- 
seeable future.  We  are  not  at  war  in  the 
sense  that  we  are  enveloped  presently 
in  a  global  conflict.  But  neither  are  we 
at  peace.  We  are  in  a  state  of  continu- 
ing crises.  No  man  can  foresee  their 
end.  Nor  can  any  man  know  what  the 
morrow  will  bring  forth.  I  am  not. 
therefore,  one  who  would  risk  the  secu- 
rity of  this  Nation  by  any  farm  policy 
that  would  remove  adequate  rewards  to 
farmers  to  produce  for  the  needs  of  our- 
selves and  our  allies. 

Here  I  should  like  to  make  a  case  that 
is  at  least  somewhat  analogous.  We  do 
not  refuse  to  appropriate  $200  million 
or  more  for  a  single  aircraft  carrier.  We 
make  this  appropriation  upon  the  ad- 
vice of  military  experts.  We  do  not  and 
cannot  know  whether  that  costly  carrier 
will  ever  be  used;  or  whether,  if  used,  it 
will  .soon  be  lost.  We  go  upon  the  as- 
sumption that  that  carrier  through  its 
po.ssible  presence  at  a  certain  place  at  a 
certain  time  may  conceivably  turn  the 
tide  of  battle  in  our  favor,  and  so  effect 
survival  of  this  Nation.  If.  on  the  other 
hand,  we  dogmatically  refuse  to  appro- 
priate for  the  carrier  after  mihtary  ex- 
perts had  advised  its  construction  we 
might  then  be  risking  the  survival  of 
this  country. 

If  it  is  -rgued  that  the  present  admin- 
istration had  had  no  time  to  prepare 
plans  for  the  farm  crisis  that  is  in  the 
making,  the  argument  seems  to  me  to  be 
fallacious.  Fust,  the  Nation  Is  com- 
mitted by  law  to  at  least  90-percent 
parity  price  support  until  the  end  of 
the  year  1954  for  such  great  crops  as 
cotton,  wheat,  and  corn.  Even  a  state- 
ment upon  the  part  of  this  administra- 
tion to  the  effect  that  it  will  continue 
these  supports  beyond  1954  would  stimu- 
late the  belief  in  the  minds  of  farmers 
that  Itiey  are  not  going  to  be  thrown  to 
the  economic  dogs  after  1954.  This 
would  stimulate  confidence  in  them,  en- 
able them  to  make  their  plans  confi- 
dently, and  so  encourage  them  to  con- 
tinue upon  the  way  as  primary  con- 
sumers cf  goods  as  well  as  primary  pro- 
ducers of  farm  products.  But  if  this  is 
not  done  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  merely  indulged  himself  in  some 
vague  dream  statements  about  the  fu- 
ture course  of  farm  support  prices, 
thereby  necessarily  leading  farmers  to 
believe  that  they  will  be  left  in  the  lurch 
when  the  present  farm  law  expires. 

I  do  not  know  how  other  men  may 
feel  about  national  agriculture  policy. 
But.  speaking  for  myself,  I  would  sug- 
gest that  we  take  the  most  solemn 
thought  before  we  begin  to  dismantle 
the  system  that  has  given  more  farm- 
ers more  prosperity  and  happiness  than 
they  have  ever  known  and  has  immeas- 
urably increased  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  all  Americans.  If  we  have 
had  to  pay  a  price  for  it— and  it  has 
been,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  low  priced 
then  we  must  remember  that  the  first 


195S 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1187 


rule  of  being  grown  up  is  that  you  must 
pay  for  what  you  want.  It  Is  also  de- 
monstrable tliat  il  we  had  not  pxirsued 
our  present  farm  policy  over  a  long 
period  of  time  and  had  not  had  so-called 
surpluses  during  war  and  during  pe- 
riods of  grave  emergency  among  our 
allies  we  might  well  have  lost  the  great 
struggle  for  freedom  in  which  we  are 
now  engaged.  The  farm  question.  I  re- 
peat, is  not  a  matter  to  be  Judged  in 
terms  of  doctrinaire  concepts  or  nar- 
row economic  ideas  but  rather  upon  the 
broad  basis  of  American  prosperity  at 
home  and  American  foreign  policy 
abroad. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  desire  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  present  Ag- 
ricultural Act  provides  in  part  for  flexi- 
ble supports.  All  of  it  that  is  discretion- 
ary certainly  is  flexible,  and  that  is 
about  half.  So  when  it  is  said,  as  it 
has  been  said  here  by  others,  that  this 
is  a  completely  rigid  price  support  pro- 
gram, that  is  not  exactly  true. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  merely  wanted  to 
call  attention  to  that.  While  on  my  feet. 
I  desire  to  repeat  what  I  have  said,  about 
a  careful  reading  of  the  Secretary's 
speech.  I  hope  every  American  farmer 
will  read  it.  that  he  will  not  merely  listen 
to  the  Senator's  speech  about  it.  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Senator  interprets 
it.  but  that  every  American  farmer  will 
read  the  speech.  If  that  Is  done,  it  will 
be  a  complete  answer  to  all  the  argu- 
ment that  has  been  made.  The  Secre- 
tary pledges  himself  faithfully  to  carry 
out  the  law.  in  the  manner  set  by  Con- 
gress. That  is  where  the  policy  should 
be  determined. 

I  am  asking  at  this  point  that  the 
much -discussed  speech  by  Secretary 
Benson  be  inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  so  that  at  least  those  who  are 
here  may  know  all  he  actually  said— not 
merely  selected  portions  of  it.  taken  out 
of  context,  to  make  it  look  absurd  and  to 
provide  a  talking  point. 

The  PRESmiNG  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
delivered  by  Mr.  Benson.  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Pbocrkss  and  Niw  Hops  fob  th«  Nation 

Tou  confer  upon  me  a  signal  honor  and 
challenging  responalblUty  by  inviting  me  to 
speak  at  thla  great  33(1  annual  convention 
of  your  aasoclatlon.  The  honor  carries  with 
It  a  grave  obligation  which,  in  view  of  na- 
tional and  world  conditions,  la  almoAt  over- 
whelming. 

I  congratulate  you  men  and  women  of  the 
BoU,  that  from  your  number  have  come  auch 
stalwarts  as  Senator  Bdwabd  J.  Thtb  and 
other  great  leaders  whom  I  might  mention. 
many  of  whom  are  here  tonight,  and  who  are 
made  of  the  same  solid  stuff. 

At  the  outset,  I  venture  the  assertion  that 
no  group  in  agriculture  is  in  a  position  to 
recognize  more  clearly  the  needs  of  the  agri- 
cultural Indiistry  and  th«  Nation  than  this 
group  who  represent  the  men  and  women 
who  live  on  the  farms  and  ranches  of  the 
Northwest.  As  one  who  has  been  reared 
among  farmers,  served  them,  and  been  served 
by  them.  I  declare  without  fear  of  successful 
contradiction  that  our  rural  people  are  today 


the  strongest  bulwark  we  have  against  all 
that  Is  aimed,  not  only  at  weakening,  but 
at  the  very  destruction  of  our  American  way 
of  life. 

It  is  gratifying  to  note  that  In  recent  years 
an  Increasing  number  of  industrial,  labor, 
political,  and  religious  leaders  have  come  to 
acknowledge  this  fact.  It  seems  that  man 
must  get  his  feet  Into  the  soil  to  keep  sane. 
In  any  event,  no  other  segment  of  otir  popu- 
lation knows  so  weU  that  "as  ye  sow.  so  shall 
ye  reap."  America  and  the  world  miist  learn 
this  eternal  truth.  FaUure  to  do  so  can 
bring  only  disappointment,  siiflerlng,  and 
desperation. 

Our  rural  people,  men  and  women  of  faith 
and  common  sense,  must  plan  an  imp>ortant 
part  through  their  organizations  in  teaching 
this  all -Important  lesson.  From  our  rural 
famlUeq  must  come  much  of  the  faith,  cour- 
age, and  leadership  to  face  effectively  the 
local.  State,  National,  and  international  prob- 
lems of  tomorrow. 

As  farm  people,  representing  a  most  Im- 
portant part  of  our  free  enterprise  system — 
our  American  way  of  life — do  we  have  the 
courage  to  accept  the  challenge  which  faces 
our  Industry  and  the  entire  Nation?  WUl 
we  recognize  the  facts  and  act  promptly 
without  quibbling?  America  must  be  kept 
strong  if  she  is  to  preserve  herself  and  pro- 
vide effective  world  leadership.  This  strength 
must  come  not  alone  from  armaments  and 
mUltary  might.  Her  strength  must  be  meas- 
ured In  the  integrity,  moral  courage,  and 
spirituality  of  her  people. 

Only  a  few  weeks  ago  we  exercised  our  God- 
given  right  of  free  agency  at  the  polls.  God 
grant  we  may  never  lose  this  priceless  priv- 
ilege. We  have  differed  vigorously  during  a 
great  political  campaign,  c*  is  our  privUege. 
But  now  the  American  people  have  freely 
spoken.  We  have  chosen  a  President.  He  's 
our  President.  He  needs,  and  wUl  continue 
to  need,  our  wholehearted  support  and  our 
faith  and  prayers,  as  will  his  associates,  in 
the  difficult  days  ahead. 

The  great  crusade  of  Gen.  Dwight  D.  Elsen- 
hower, now  our  President,  is  under  way.  You 
helped  give  him  mandate.  I  welcome  this 
opportunity  to  come  to  this  great  agricul- 
tural area  of  the  Nation  and  personally  re- 
port on   progress. 

Important  developments  have  come  fast, 
yet  only  after  solid  and  mature  considera- 
tion. The  pattern  is  emerging  In  a  way  to 
Indicate  the  constructive  approach  with 
which  your  Federal  Government  will  move 
forward. 

The  Inauguration  message  and  ceremonies 
Inspired  liberty-loving  people  everywhere. 
The  state  of  the  Union  address  was  delivered 
to  Congress  February  2,  less  than  2  weeks 
following  inauguration.  Let  us  not  lose 
sight  of  our  President's  challenge  to  the  Na- 
tion expressed  in  such  statements  as  the 
following : 

"Our  immediate  task  Is  to  chart  a  fiscal 
and  economic  policy  that  can  •  •  •  reduce 
the  planned  deficits  and  then  balance  the 
budget,  which  means,  among  other  things, 
reducing  Federal  expenditures  to  the  safe 
minimum." 

Look  at  these  facts  from  the  President's 
address: 

Ciurent  year's  budget  deficit  $5.9  bUIlon. 

Budget  presented  before  this  administra- 
tion took  office  Indicates  a  budgetary  deficit 
of  99.9  billion  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1954. 

"The  national  debt  Is  now  mcx'e  than  $265 
billion. 

"In  addition,  the  accumulated  obllgatlonal 
authority  of  the  Federal  Government  for 
future  payment  totals  over  $80  billion. 

"Even  this  amount  is  exclusive  of  large 
contingent  liabilities,  so  nvunerous  and  ex- 
tensive as  to  be  almost  beyond  descrip> 
tlon  •  •  • 

"Permit  me  this  one  tmdentatement."  the 
President  said.  "To  meet  and  to  correct  this 
situation  will  not  be  easy. 


"Every  department  head  and  I  are  deter- 
mined to  do  everything  we  can  to  resolve  It. 

"A  balanced  budget  is  an  essential  first 
measure  In  checking  further  depreciation  in 
the  buying  power  of  the  dollar. 

"This  Is  one  of  the  critical  steps  to  be 
taken  to  bring  an  end  to  planned  inflation. 

"Our  purpose  is  to  manage  the  Govern- 
ment's finances  so  as  to  help  and  not  binder 
each  family  in  balancing  its  own  budget." 

An  immediate  review  of  all  Federal  budgets 
was  called  for  by  Joseph  M.  Dodge,  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  His  directive 
said: 

"The  problem  Is  complicated  by  inherit* 
anoe  pf  the  costs  of  a  Federal  debt  of  more 
than  $365  billion; 

"Indicated  deficits  for  the  fiscal  years 
1953-54  totaling  $15.8  billion; 

"With  respect  to  personnel,  it  Is  the  policy 
to  reduce  the  number  of  Government  em* 
ployees. 

"With  respect  to  construction.  It  Is  the 
policy  to  proceed  only  with  those  projects 
which  are  deemed  clearly  essential. 

"With  respect  to  all  programs.  It  Is  the 
policy  to  operate  at  a  minimum  level  of  coet 
and  expenditures." 

As  a  member  of  the  President's  Cabinet 
and  Secretary  of  one  of  the  largest  govern- 
mental departments,  I  have  the  duty  and 
obligation  to  use  my  best  efforts  to  help  our 
President  achieve  these  objectives.  I  have 
implicit  confidence  In  his  integrity  of  pur- 
pose. I  believe  in  his  program — and  I  know 
that  you  and  your  neighbors,  along  with 
solid  citizens  all  across  the  Nation,  want  first 
of  all  a  balanced  national  budget  and  a  halt 
to  Inflation. 

As  the  President  has  said.  "This  admin- 
istration does  not  and  cannot  begin  its  task 
with  a  clean  slate."  The  legacy  handed  to  us 
is  fraught  with  a  conglomeration  of  the  most 
complex  and  difficult  problems. 

There  Is  no  easy  road  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  turning  iVmerlca  back  from  an  era  of 
unbalanced  budgets,  of  free  spending,  of  in- 
flation, of  taxation  that  had  reached  con- 
fiscatory levels,  of  giveaway  Government 
programs  that  were  steadily  and  surely  un- 
dermining the  moral  and  spiritual  values  of 
our  people.  But  such  a  program  is  in  keep- 
ing with  the  thrift  and  wise  financial  man- 
agement that  is  so  characteristic  of  the  peo- 
ple of  rural  America. 

The  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture has  acted  without  delay.  We  have  al- 
ready effected  a  regrouping  of  agencies  for 
more  effective  administration.  February  5 
our  staff  and  agency  heads  met  to  start  im- 
mediately a  complete  review  of  all  programs 
and  budgets.  We  have  a  splendid  staff  In 
charge,  and  they  are  ready  to  give  strong 
leadership  in  seeing  that  argiculture  does  it* 
share  in  accompUshing  a  balanced  budget. 

It  will  be  our  effort  to  give  even  more 
prompt  and  efficient  service  to  you  and  the 
agricultural  Interests  of  the  Nation — and  at 
less  cost.    We  believe  it  can  be  done. 

A  drastic  drop  In  cattle  prices  was  In  prog- 
gress  as  we  came  into  office.  We  know  how 
much  it  has  been  costing  your  members,  and 
we  were  grateful  for  the  helpful  letters,  tele- 
grams, and  phone  calls  rep>orting  conditions, 
offering  suggestions,  and  expressing  confi- 
dence. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  your 
Department,  and  we  are  in  Washington  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  you  and  all  other  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States.  We  want  yoxir 
advice  and  suggestions  at  all  times. 

We  hope  you  approved  of  the  steps  taken 
to  help  stabilize  the  cattle  markets. 

January  38,  Just  7  days  after  taking  the 
oath  of  office,  I  issued  a  statement  pointing 
out  that  prices  received  by  farmers  have  been 
moving  downward  slowly  and  irregularly  for 
almost  2  years.  The  decline  is  about  13  per- 
cent from  a  year  ago  and  18  percent  from 
the  peak  reached  In  February  1961.  Prices 
paid  by  farmers,  as  measured  by  the  parity 
Index,  have  been  substantially  unchanged 
during  this  period,  with  the  result  that  the 
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net  Incomes  of  fanners  haye  experienced  a 
severe  squeeze.  These  changes  have  been 
under  way  for  many  months.  We  inherited 
this  situation. 

Opinions  differ  as  to  the  future  course  of 
prices  to  be  received  by  farmers.  Our  analy- 
sis In  the  Department  of  Agriculture  leads 
us  to  expect  no  major  changes  during  the 
next  several  months,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  continuing  high  level  of  consumer 
income. 

We  shall  continue  to  use  such  price-sup- 
porting devices  as  are  available  to  us  when 
and  if  prices  sag  below  the  levels  prescribed 
by  the  Congress. 

The  next  day  I  released  to  the  press  a 
copy  of  this  telegram  to  Gov.  Dan  Thorn- 
ton, of  Colorado: 

"Am  doing  all  possible  to  have  OPS  con- 
trols on  meat  removed.  Have  advised  with 
the  White  House,  Congress,  farm  groups, 
packers,  stockyard  people,  and  retailers.  All 
I  have  learned  confirms  my  earlier  belief,  ex- 
pressed prior  to  my  appointment,  that  OPS 
meat  controls  should  be  removed.  In  my 
official  capacity,  I  reaffirm  that  stand.  Re- 
moval of  OPS  compiilsory  grading  of  meat 
would  be  a  good  thing  for  all  segments  of  the 
Industry  and  the  consuming  public." 

February  3  we  followed  through  with  a 
call  upon  producers  to  follow  an  orderly 
pattern  of  marketing. 

At  the  same  time,  we  urged  processing  and 
distribution  agencies  to  develop  a  greater 
consumer  demand  for  beef.  Prices  to  con- 
sumers have  t>een  sharply  reduced,  which 
will  in  turn  move  more  beef  into  consump- 
tion and  help  stabilize  the  market. 

It  was  again  pointed  out  that  the  United 
States  economy  Is  fundamentally  strong. 

Emplojrment  and  Incomes  are  higher  than 
ever  before.  This  promises  more  stability  in 
cattle  prices,  particularly  since  reductions 
due  this  year  in  the  supply  of  pork  will 
bolster  the  market  for  cattle. 

The  rapid  buildup  In  cattle  numbers  has 
pointed  to  a  somewhat  lower  level  of  prices 
than  in  1951  or  1952.  Recent  breaks  appear 
to  be  an  unorderly  and  temporary  over- 
adjustment  to  what  should  be  a  natural 
reaction  to  this  increase  in  cattle  numbers. 
We  feel  that  a  return  to  orderly  marketing 
will  check  the  price  slide. 

Uncertainty  on  the  part  of  both  buyers  snd 
sellers  has  contributed  to  an  unwarranted 
pessimism.  Disturbed  by  the  price  trends, 
many  feeders  have  let  their  cattle  go  at  half 
finish. 

Compulsory  grading  required  by  OPS  and 
the  retention  of  price  ceilings  on  beef  have 
contributed  to  price  declines.  Leaders  in  the 
industry  whom  we  consulted  agreed  that 
the  removal  of  controls  would  in  Itself 
tend  to  strengthen  cattle  prices  and  stabilize 
markets. 

You  were  undoubtedly  pleased  with  the 
announcement  that  followed  next  day: 

"In  conformity  with  the  policy  set  forth 
by  the  President  in  his  message  to  the  Con- 
gress, we  are  developing  a  program  for  the 
orderly  decontrol  of  prices.  We  are  taking 
action  on  the  decontrol  of  a  number  of  Items 
before  the  end  of  the  week.  •  •  •  Decontrol 
of  meat  would  also  Include  lifting  the  com- 
pulsory grading  requirement  on  beef  and  will 
eliminate  price  ceilings  on  pork,  lamb,  veal, 
and  beef  at  all  levels  from  the  farmer  through 
the  retail  store."  The  results  are  well  known. 
We  are  all  pleased. 

I  have  said  before,  and  I  now  repeat,  that 
price-support  programs  now  in  effect  or  pre- 
viously announced  will  be  continued.  This 
means  price  support  for  the  wheat  you  will 
seed  this  spring  at  a  level  which  will  reflect 
a  nationwide  farm  price  of  about  $2.21  per 
bushel.  It  means  a  support  price  for  oats 
equal  to  80  cents  per  bushel;  for  barley, 
•1.34:  for  rye,  tl.iS:  and  for  flaxseed,  $3.79 
per  bXMhel.  It  means  support  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts at  prices  which  will  be  announced  soon. 

We  have  not  been  stampeded  Into  Ill- 
considered  action  by  the  price  declines  that 
bav«  occurred  during  this  past  month,  nor 


do  we  propose  to  be  stampeded.  The  farm 
people  of  the  country,  I  am  convinced,  should 
expect  sound  and  constructive  help  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  that  we  pro- 
pose to  give  them.  There  will  be  no  blanket 
promises  to  embark  on  actions  which  we 
have  neither  the  authority  to  Invoke  nor  the 
meanstto  implement.  You,  on  your  part, 
can  contribute  stability  to  farm  prices  by 
orderly  marketing  and  an  exhibition  of  con- 
fidence and  cooperation. 

As  we  move  forward,  advisory  groups  and 
committees  will  be  used  to  bring  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  the  best  Judg- 
nients  of  farmers,  farm  organizations,  and 
Industrial  leadership. 

The  14-man  advisory  committee  named  by 
the  President  to  work  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  gave  us  a  good  start.  Tills 
committee,  changed  somewhat  In  personnel, 
will  be  meeting  from  time  to  time  to  "review 
progress  and  make  additional  suggestions. 

For  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
Conference  of  46  nations  now  meeting  In 
Washington  we  are  using  two  advisory 
groups.  One  is  composed  of  representatives 
of  the  major  farm  organizations  and  the 
wheat  Industry.  The  other  Is  a  Joint  com- 
mittee from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

A  special  dairy  advisory  group  will  meet 
next  week  In  Washington  to  bring  to  bear 
on  the  many  dairy  problems  the  best  Judg- 
ments available.  They  are  the  best  men  we 
could  find,  men  recommended  by  the  Indus- 
try Itself.  This  great  dairy  area  will  be  well 
represented. 

A  large  cotton  committee  drawn  from  all 
major  segments  of  the  cotton  industry  Is  also 
ready  to  start  work.  A  group  of  capable, 
highly  respected  citizens  Is  being  appointed 
to  advise  us  In  the  Important  operations  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Other  committees  will  be  called  as  impor- 
tant problems  develop  and  as  work  proceeds 
on  major  programs.  We  are  willing  to  sub- 
mit our  case  to  the  farmers.  A  lifetime  of 
working  for  and  with  them.  In  all  their  fields 
of  economic  endeavor,  has  convinced  us  of 
our  trust. 

It  will  always  be  a  definite  part  of  our 
policy  to  seek  the  best  possible  advice  from 
Members  of  the  Congress  and  the  entire 
agricultural  industry  through  conferences 
with  farm  organization  leaders,  other  ad- 
visory committees,  and  Individuals  regard- 
ing existing  and  proposed  policies  and  pro- 
grams. As  the  President  emphasized  In  his 
state  of  the  Union  message:  "This  adminis- 
tration does  not  and  cannot  begin  its  task 
with  a  clean  slate."  Certainly  In  no  area  of 
the  legacy  handed  us  by  the  outgoing  ad- 
ministration are  the  problems  more  numer- 
ous or  more  difficult  than  In  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

The  numerous  programs  and  great  deci- 
sions for  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  given  responsibility  are  almost  un- 
believable. The  magnitude  and  Import  of 
the  decisions  he  Is  required  to  make  are 
humbling  indeed.  If  not  overwhelming.  The 
Congress,  through  bipartisan  legislation 
aimed  to  benefit  agriculture,  has  provided 
far-reaching  machinery  pertaining  to  farm 
credit,  research,  marketing,  and  price  sup- 
ports. 

It  is  our  duty  to  administer  faithfully 
these  laws,  not  alone  for  the  protection  of 
the  farmers,  but  for  the  good  of  all  the  peo- 
ple. We  are  firm  In  our  resolve  to  do  this. 
There  will  be  no  turning  back  from  this 
responsibility.  But  as  we  administer  these 
laws,  there  will  be  a  thorough  examination 
and  reappraisal  of  each  program.  These 
efforts  will  be  made  In  close  cooperation  and 
with  advice  from  farmers  and  other  quali- 
fied representatives  of  the  Industry.  In  other 
words,  we  want  each  commodity  group  to 
help  develop  a  program  It  can  make  work 
with  our  help.  We  know  that  without  the 
help  of  the  Industry  and  the  blessings  of  a 
kind  providence,  we  cannot  bucceed.  We 
are  earnestly  seeking  both. 


And  now  I  would  like  to  spell  out  for  you. 
In  broad  outline,  what  will  be  the  policy 
of  our  administration  of  your  Department  of 
Agriculture.  It  Is  the  result  of  careful  and 
prolonged  deliberation  In  consultation  with 
farmers,  farm  leaders,  professional  agricul- 
turalists. Members  of  Congress,  and  others. 
I  feel  sure  It  Is  not  perfect,  because  It  ha« 
been  developed  by  Imperfect  human  beings. 
No  doubt  the  policy  will  be  refined  and  im- 
proved with  the  pa.<!6lng  of  time. 

It  has  been  Influenced  to  some  extent,  no 
doubt,  by  an  old-fashioned  philosophy  that 
It  Is  impossible  to  help  people  permanently 
by  doing  for  them  whst  they  could  and 
should  do  fur  themselves.  It  Is  a  philosophy 
that  believes  In  the  supreme  worth  of  the 
Indivldtial  as  a  free  man.  as  a  child  of  God. 
that  believes  In  the  dignity  of  labor  and  the 
conviction  that  you  cannot  build  character 
by  taklni{  away  man's  initiative  and  Inde- 
pendence. And.  further,  that  character  Is 
the  one  thing  we  make  In  this  world  and 
take  with  us  into  the  next.  For  what  doth 
it  profit  if  we  Rain  the  whole  world  and  loe« 
our  own  souLs? 

I  believe  that  the  people  who  live  on  the 
farms  and  In  the  rural  communities  of  Amer- 
ica also  accept  this  homely  philosophy.  I  am 
most  anxious  that  they  will  always  accept 
It  as  a  dynamic  part  of  their  lives.  It  must 
be  so  If  this  choice  laud  of  America  U  to 
endure. 

This,  then,  in  part  at  least,  will  be  the 
broad  policy  which  will  guide  us.  I  hope 
you  win  concur  wholeheartedly. 

AGRICULTURAL    POLICIES 

The  supreme  test  of  any  Government 
pKDilcy,  agricultural  or  other,  should  be  "How 
will  it  affect  the  character,  morale,  and  well- 
being  of  our  people?"  We  need — the  world 
need.s — a  strong  America  in  the  critical  years 
ahead. 

To  me,  freedom  is  a  Gcd-glven.  eternal 
principle  vouchsafed  to  us  under  the  Con- 
stitution. It  must  be  continually  guarded 
as  something  more  precious  than  life  Itself. 
It  Is  doubtful  If  any  man  can  be  politically 
free  who  depends  upon  the  state  for  suste- 
nance. A  completely  planned  and  subsidized 
economy  weakens  Initiative,  discourages  In- 
dustry, destroys  character,  and  demoralises 
the  people. 

With  the  development  of  mechanized 
commercial  agriculture,  the  family  farm  has 
become  closely  geared  Into  a  complex  inter- 
dependent Industrial  economy.  There  Is  no 
hojse  for  peace,  growth,  or  prosperity  If  each 
economic  group  Is  seeking  Its  own  advantage 
to  the  detriment  of  others.  To  make  their 
best  contribution  to  national  welfare,  farm- 
ers must  have  the  full  cooperation  of  Indus- 
try and  labor,  because  each  Is  dependent 
upon  the  effective  performance  of  the  other 
economic  groups. 

Our  agricultural  policy  should  aim  to  ob- 
tain. In  the  market  place,  full  parity  prices 
of  farm  products  and  parity  incomes  for  farm 
people  so  that  farmers  will  have  freedom  to 
operate  efficiently  and  to  adjust  their  pro- 
duction to  changing  consumer  demands  in 
an  expanding  economy.  This  objective  can- 
not be  assured  by  Government  programs 
alone.  It  can  be  achieved  only  with  a  steady 
level  of  prices,  high  employment  and  pro- 
duction, and  rising  output  per  worker  In  our 
total  national  economy. 

The  most  Important  method  of  promoting 
the  long-time  welfare  of  farm  jjeople  and  the 
Nation  Is  the  support  of  adequate  programs 
of  research  and  education  In  the  produc- 
tion, processing,  marketing,  and  utilization 
of  farm  products  and  in  problems  of  rural 
living. 

The  development  of  modern  agriculture, 
which  has  made  possible  these  great  achieve- 
ments, has  placed  the  family  farm  in  a  vul- 
nerable economic  position  because  farm 
prices  and  Income  rise  and  fall  more  rapid- 
ly than  farm  costs.  Hence,  the  guarding  of 
farm  levels  of  living  requires  a  program  of 
storage  and  price  supports  to  help  to  assure 
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stability  of  income.  These  supports  should 
be  designed  not  only  to  serve  the  welfare  of 
farmers,  but  also — In  the  widest  national  In- 
terest— to  prevent  disaster  to  the  farm  pro- 
ducing plant  and  the  national  food  supply. 
Price-support  laws  will  be  carried  out 
faithfully  in  every  respect.  There  are  man- 
datory price  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity 
on  the  so-called  basic  commodities  for  1953 
and  1954.  Other  laws  provide  for  supports 
on  other  farm  products.  While  enforcing 
these  laws,  there  will  be  formulated  long- 
term  programs  which  will  more  fully  and 
effectively  accomplish  our  overall  objectives. 
Price  supports  should  provide  insurance 
against  disaster  to  the  farm-producing  plant 
and  help  to  stabilize  national  food  supplies. 
But  price  supports  which  tend  to  prevent 
])roductlon  shifts  toward  a  balanced  supply 
In  terms  of  demand  and  which  encourage 
uneconomic  production  and  result  in  con- 
tinuing heavy  surpluses  and  subsidies  should 
be  avoided.  Our  efforts  should  be  to  re- 
orient our  present  national  policies  and 
programs  so  that  they  will  contribute  to  the 
development  of  a  prosperous  and  productive 
agriculture  within  ovu*  free  enterprise  sys- 
tem. 

It  is  generally  agreed  that  there  is  danger 
In  the  undue  concentration  of  power  in  the 
Federal  Government.  Too  many  Americans 
today  are  calling  on  Washington  to  do  for 
them  what  they  should  t>e  willing  to  do  for 
themselves. 

Individual  freedom  and  citizenship  re- 
sponsibility depend  upon  the  principle  of 
helping  the  individual  to  help  himself  It 
is  possible  through  individual  and  group  ac- 
tion to  solve  many  problems  and  achieve  ob- 
jectives locally  with  a  minimum  of  Federal 
a.sslstance  and  control.  Your  own  associa- 
tion Is  an  excellent  example  of  this  fact. 

The  principles  of  economic  freedom  are  ap- 
plicable to  farm  problems.  We  seek  a  mini- 
mum of  restrictions  on  farm  production  and 
marketing  to  permit  the  maximum  of  de- 
pendence on  free-market  prices  as  the  best 
guides  to  production  and  consumption. 
Farmers  should  not  be  placed  in  a  position 
of  working  for  Government  bounty  rather 
than  producing  for  a  free  market.  However, 
the  ability  to  avoid  restriction*  on  agricul- 
ture depends  In  part  on  the  willingness  of 
other  economic  groups  to  adopt  policies  that 
permit  flexible  and  dynamic  adjustments. 

Furthermore,  Inefficiency  should  not  be 
subsidized  In  agriculture  or  any  other  seg- 
ment of  our  economy.  Relief  programs 
should  be  oi>erated  «s  such — not  as  an  aid 
to  the  entire  agricultural  Industry.  Emer- 
gency programs  should  be  terminated  as  soon 
as  the  emergency  Is  over. 

No  agricultural  program  should  be  manip- 
ulated to  serve  partisan  political  purposes. 
In  the  administration  of  this  Department, 
the  guiding  purpose  will  be  to  strengthen  the 
Individual  Integrity,  freedom,  and  the  very 
moral  fiber  of  each  citizen.  We  must  estab- 
lish a  climate  which  will  further  promote. 
cultivate,  and  release  the  great  reservoir  of 
dynamic  latent  energy  of  every  individual  in 
this   great  Nation. 

The  days  ahead  are  sobering  and  chal- 
lenging and  will  demand  the  faith,  prayers, 
and  loyalty  of  every  American.  Our  chal- 
lenge is  to  keep  America  strong — strong  so- 
cially, economically,  and,  above  all,  spiritu- 
ally sound,  if  our  way  of  life  Is  to  endure. 
There  is  no  other  way.  Only  in  this  course 
is  there  safety  for  our  Nation.  ^^ 

We  need  a  nationwide  repentance  trf*rid 
this  land  of  corruption.  We  must  returto  to 
the  fundamental  virtues  that  have  made  this 
Nation  great.  There  U  a  force  In  the  universe 
which  no  mortal  can  alter.  This  Nation  does 
have  a  spiritual  foundation.  It  has  heen  es- 
tablished In  keeping  with  great  spiritual  and 
moral  principles,  but  there  seems  to  be  a 
tendency  for  us  to  lose  our  sense  of  upright- 
ness and  to  willfully  do  those  things  which 
we  must  know  to  be  wrong.  This  cannot  con- 
tmue  with  impunity. 


God  help  us  to  raise  our  sights  beyond  the 
dollar  sign,  beyond  material  things.  May  we 
have  the  courage  to  stand  up  and  be  counted, 
to  stand  for  principle,  for  those  noble  con- 
cepts and  Ideals  which  guided  the  Founding 
Fathers  in  the  establishment  of  this  great 
land.  Thank  God  for  the  promises  that  have 
been  made  regarding  the  futiu-e  of  America. 
I  hope  and  pray  we  will  merit  and  realize  the 
fulfillment  of  these  promises.  God  grant  it 
may  be  so. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  also  to  have  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  an  editorial  from  a 
newspaper  which  has  supported  the 
Democratic  administration  through 
thick  and  thin  most  of  the  time.  I  speak 
of  the  Washington  Post  and  of  an  edi- 
torial entitled  "Give  Benson  a  Chance." 
There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Grvz  Benson  a  Chancb 
Criticisms  of  Agriculture  Secretary  Benson 
should  be  viewed  in  the  perspective  that 
President  Eisenhower  offered  at  his  press 
conference  yesterday,  viz,  that  agricultural 
prices  have  been  declining  for  2  years.  To 
listen  to  some  of  the  acctisatlons  on  Capitol 
HUl,  one  would  think  that  Mr.  Benson  had 
reneged  on  campaign  promises  and  precipi- 
tated an  incipient  depression  by  not  support- 
ing prices  at  100  percent  of  parity.  Neither 
the  President  nor  the  RepubDcan  platform 
promised  any  such  thing.  The  platform  on 
agriculture  favored  a  farm  program  aimed  at 
full  parity  prices — in  the  market  place. 
These  last  four  words  are  Important.  They 
are  substantially  what  Mr.  Benson  has  been 
saying — that  market  prices,  rather  than  gov- 
eriunental  supports  alone,  are  what  ought  to 
bring  farmers  parity  of  income. 

SupporU  at  90  percent  of  parity  through 
1954  are  provided  by  law  for  basic  crops — 
wheat,  corn,  rice,  cotton,  peanuts,  and  to- 
bacco. But  these  support  levels  are  not  sac- 
rosanct as  respects  future  planning.  This 
newspaper  agrees  fully  with  Mr.  Benson's  aim 
as  stated  in  his  speech  last  week  at  St.  Paul : 
"Price  supports  which  tend  to  prevent  pro- 
duction shifu  toward  a  balanced  supply  in 
terms  of  demand  and  which  encourage  im- 
economlc  production  and  result  in  continu- 
ing heavy  surpluses  and  subsidies  should  be 
avoided.  Our  efforts  should  be  to  reorient 
oiu*  present  national  policies  and  programs 
so  that  they  will  contribute  to  the  develop- 
ment of  a  prosperous  and  productive  agri- 
culture within  our  free  enterprise  system." 

There  are  numerous  dislocations  in  which 
high  and  rigid  price  supports  have  played 
a  part.  A  huge  wheat  surplus  is  in  prospect; 
yet  the  United  States  Is  having  difficulty  In 
negotiating  a  renewal  of  the  International 
Wheat  Agreement  because  of  the  support 
level.  Nearly  80  percent  more  wheat  is  un- 
der governmental  loan  than  a  year  ago. 
The  amount  of  corn  supported  by  the  Gov- 
erimnent  has  Increased  1,000  percent  over 
1952;  yet  hogs  are  being  marketed  light.  In 
part  because  farmers  cannot  afford  to  feed 
them  corn.  The  Government  Is  buying  vast 
amounts  of  butter  under  a  discretionary  90- 
percent  support;  yet  butter  consumption  is 
way  down. 

What  many  of  the  critics  actually  are  say- 
ing, of  course.  Is  that  the  abnormally  high 
price  levels  erf  the  last  few  years  ought  to  be 
regarded  as  ndrmal.  Even  parity  has  a 
moving  base  and  reflects  recent  high  prices. 
Indexes  of  farm  income,  moreover,  often 
do  not  allow  for  Increases  in  productivity 
and  the  decline  In  farm  employment.  By 
any  standard,  farmers  have  done  very  well. 
It  Is  ironical  to  note.  Incidentally,  that  many 
of  the  persons  who  are  lamenting  the  de- 
cline m  beef  cattle  prices  from  129  to  92  per- 
cent of  parity  are  the  very  same  persons  who 
a  while  back  were  lambasting  price  controls 
on  beef.    What  U  in  process,  it  U  important 


to  remember.  Is  an  overdue  adjustment. 
That  adjustment  would  only  be  hindered  by 
the  kind  of  intervention  that  would  en- 
courage more  overproduction.  Congress  has 
already  frustrated  the  application  of  a  vari- 
able scale  of  support  as  a  check  on  over- 
production. 

Price  supports  are  useful  devices  for  un- 
derwriting farmers  because  of  the  risks  in- 
herent in  agriculttire,  and  in  times  of  crisis 
high  supports  may  be  Justified.  But  they 
are  at  best  an  artiflcial  expedient.  What 
Secretary  Benson  Ls  aiming  at,  as  we  under- 
stand it,  is  a  more  rounded  program  that 
would  promote  market  stability  by  encour- 
aging experimentation,  exports  and  con- 
sumer consimiption.  Certainly  Mr.  Benson 
deserves  a  chance  to  come  up  with  other 
means,  beyond  the  mere  governmental  pur- 
chases of  surpluses,  for  safeguarding  farm 
Income.  Agriculture  is  in  no  real  peril;  the 
economy  is  generally  prosperous,  90  p>ercent 
supports  on  basic  crops  continue  through 
1954,  and  there  is  plenty  of  authority  for 
emergency  help  if  necessary.  Possibly  Mr. 
Benson  would  be  wise  to  give  some  reassur- 
ance that  he  will  not  let  the  bottom  fall  out 
of  the  market.  But  the  worst  danger  of 
panic  lies  in  the  stampeding  of  those  self- 
appointed  spokesmen  who  see  calamity  in  a 
return  to  normal  price  relationships. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  not 
been  under  the  impression  that  the 
Washington  Post  supported  the  Demo- 
cratic Party. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  During  the  past  6 
years  I  definitely  received  that  impres- 
sion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Evidently 
the  Senator  is  not  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  Washington  Post  supported  General 
Eisenhower. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  been  reading 
the  Washington  Post  neai^y  every  day, 
and  if  it  is  not  a  Democratic  paper  I 
never  saw  one. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  yield, 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  observation  is 
that  while  the  Washington  Post  is  a 
splendid  paper,  it  used  debatable  and 
dubious  judgment  in  recent  months  in 
reference  to  political  matters.  It  has 
never  exactly  been  known  as  a  friend 
of  the  farmer  and  it  has  never  been 
known  as  the  Farmers'  Union  Herald. 
I  think  it  is  a  good  idea  to  talk  to  the 
folks  who  produce  the  goods.  With  all 
due  respect  to  this  great  and  wonderful 
newspaper.  I  disagree  with  its  agricul- 
tural policy. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  the  Senate  ad- 
journ until  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o'clock  p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned 
until  Friday,  February  20,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  18.  1953: 

DSFABTMEMT  OF  STATZ 

John  M.  Cat>ot,  of  Massachtisetts,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career 
minister,  to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State. 
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Karl  Lk  Rankin,  of  lialne.  a  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officer  of  the  claaa  of  career  minister,  to 
be  Ambassador  Brtraordlnary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
China. 

James  Clement  Dunn,  of  New  York,  a 
Foreign  Service  ofllcer  of  the  class  of  career 
minister,  now  Ambassador  Kxtraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  to  Prance,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Spain. 

TEaarromT  or  Hawah 

Samuel  WUder  King,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

DisraicT  or  Colvmbu  RxDzvrLOPicxiTr  Land 
Agemct 

Richard  R.  Atkinson  for  reappointment  as 
a  member  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Re- 
development Land  Agency,  for  a  term  of  5 
years,  effective  on  and  after  March  4,  1953. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  February  18,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  ever-blessed  God,  may 
this  Lenten  season  upon  which  we  are 
entering  today  be  great  and  glorious  in 
the  realization  of  a  finer  degree  of 
spiritual  culture. 

We  penitently  confess  that  again  and 
again  our  spiritual  nature  becomes 
eclipsed  by  sordid  materialism  and  we 
lose  our  vision  of  the  wonder  and  glory 
of  the  life  to  which  Thou  hast  called  us. 

Grant  that  in  these  days  of  self-ex- 
amination, self-discipline,  and  self-de- 
nial we  may  discover  those  sources  of 
divine  power  which  will  enable  us  to 
gain  the  mastery  over  every  insurgent 
impulse  and  every  unworthy  and  inordi- 
nate desire. 

May  we  da41y  become  more  sensitive 
and  responsive  to  the  guidance  of  Thy 
spirit,  leading  us  into  an  intimate  com- 
munion with  Thyself  and  nearer  to  all 
mankind  in  the  bonds  of  peace  and 
brotherhood. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  Saviour. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Monday,  February  16,  1953,  was  read 
and  approved. 


COMMITTEE  ON   HOUSE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Accounts  of  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration  be  permitted 
to  sit  this  afternoon  during  general  de- 
bate on  pending  measures. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  POST  OFFICE  AND 
CrVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  32,  Rept. 


No.  63 ) .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Post 
OfBce  and  Civil  Service,  acting  as  a  whole  or 
by  subcommittee.  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  conduct  thorough  studies  and  Investiga- 
tions relating  to  matters  coming  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  such  committee  under  rule 
XI  (1)  (e)  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  for  such  purposes  the  said 
committee  or  any  subcommittee  thereof  is 
hereby  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the 
present  Congress  at  such  times  and  places 
within  the  United  States,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned. 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require  by 
subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  and 
testimony  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  such  books,  records,  correspond- 
ence, memoranda,  papers,  and  docum<'nt.s, 
as  It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be 
Issued  over  the  signature  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  or  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee designated  by  him,  and  may  be  served 
by  any  p>erson  designated  by  such  chalrmnn 
or  member.  The  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee or  any  member  thereof  may  administer 
oaths  to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
present  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  Investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  5,  after  the  word  "under", 
strike  out  the  following:  "rule  XI  di  (et" 
and  Ineert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "clause 
14  of  rule  XI.- 


COMMITTEE  ON  WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  91.  Rept. 
64 ) .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee, 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct  thor- 
ough studies  and  investigations  of  all  matters 
coming  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  com- 
mittee. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution. 
the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof. 
Is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit 
and  act  during  the  prefent  Congress  at  such 
times  and  places,  within  or  without  conti- 
nental United  States,  its  Territories  and  pos- 
sessions, as  the  committee  may  delermme. 
whether  or  not  the  House  Is  in  session,  has 
recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  require  the 
attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  such  book.s,  papers,  and  docu- 
ments by  subpena  or  otherwise,  to  admin- 
ister such  oaths,  and  to  take  such  testimony, 
as  It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be 
Issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  or  of  any  subcommittee, 
or  by  any  member  designated  by  any  such 
chairman,  and  may  be  served  by  any  person 
designated  by  any  such  chairman  or  member. 

With  the  following  amendment: 
Page    1,   line   8,    after   the   word    "within", 
strike  out  the  following  words:  "or  without." 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  113.  Rept. 
65).  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee, 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct  thor- 


ough studies  and  Investlgatloiu  of  all  matters 
coming  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  com- 
mittee. 

Sbc.  2.  For  the  purpoeea  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  sulKommlttee  thereof. 
Is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and 
act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such 
times  and  places  as  the  committee  may 
determine,  whether  or  not  the  House  Is  In 
session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
require  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  bocks,  papers, 
and  documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and 
to  take  testimony,  as  It  deems  necessary. 
Subpenas  may  be  Issued  under  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  shall 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  member  designated  by  him  may 
administer  oaths  to  witnesses. 


COMl^IITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND 
LABOR 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  115.  Rept. 
66 1 .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Educa. 
tion  and  Labcjr,  effective  from  January  3. 
1953.  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee, 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct  studies 
and  investigations  relating  to  matters  com- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  commit- 
tee under  rule  XI.  clause  6,  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  For  such 
purpose  such  committee,  or  any  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  is  authorized  to  sit  and  act 
daring  the  present  Congress  at  such  times 
and  places  within  or  outside  the  United 
States,  its  Territories  and  possessions, 
whether  the  House  is  in  session,  has  recessed, 
or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  bearings, 
and  to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the 
attendance  and  testimony  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  records. 
correspot.dence,  memoranda,  papers,  and 
documents,  as  It  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas shall  be  issued  only  over  the  slgna* 
ture  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  a 
member  of  the  committee  designated  by 
him:  they  m;iy  be  served  by  any  person 
designated  by  such  chairman  or  member. 

The  ciimmittee  may  ref>ort  to  the  Hous« 
of  Rcpre.sent.Ttlves  from  time  to  time  during 
the  present  Coucress  the  results  of  its  studies 
and  investigations,  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  leeLslati on  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable.  Any  report  submit- 
ted when  the  H.  u-^e  Is  not  in  session  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

With  the  following  amendment: 
Page    1.    line   9.   after   the    word   "within**, 
strike  out  the  following  words:  "or  outside." 


COMMITTEE  ON  ARMED  SERVICES 
Mr  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rule.s.  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  125.  Rept. 
67  >.  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommit- 
tee, is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
thorough  studies  and  Investigations  relating 
to  matters  coming  within  the  Jurisdiction 
of  such  committee  under  clause  3  of  rule  XI 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  for  such  purposes  the  .said  committee  or 
any  subcommitee  thereof  Is  hereby  author- 
ized to  Bit  and  act  during  the  present  Con- 
gress at  such  times  and  places  within  or  out- 
side the  United  States,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require  by 
subpena   or   otherwise    the    attendance    and 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


1191 


testimony  of  such  witnesses  and  the  produe- 
tio:i  of  such  books,  records,  correspondence. 
memoranda,  papers,  and  documents,  as  It 
deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  Issued 
over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  of  the  committee 
designated  by  him,  and  may  be  served  by  any 
person  designated  by  such  chairman  or  mem- 
ber. The  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
any  member  thereof  may  administer  oaths  to 
witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
jiresent  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  Investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee  deems  desirable. 


EFFECT  OF  PRICE  CONTROL 
REMOVAL 

Mr.  PINE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute.  

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  bring  to 
your  attention  a  letter  received  by  me, 
dated  February  10,  1953,  from  one  of 
my  constituents  relating  to  the  effect  of 
the  decontrol  order  on  bread.  Her  letter 
reads  as  follows: 

Hon    SiDNKT  Fink. 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dea«  Ml.  Fine:  On  Friday  February  6  Con- 
gress took  off  controls  on  foods,  the  reason 
given  laeing  that  with  free  competition 
hxticies  would  go  down  In  price. 

On  Saturday  morning  February  7.  I  went 
to  the  bakery  and  for  the  same  loaf  of  bread 
for  which  I  used  to  pay  19  cenu  I  had  to 
pay  20  cents  and  for  3  rolls  formerly  11 
cents  I  had  to  pay  4  cents  each. 

Is  this  how  we  are  going  to  check  Inflation 
and  lower  the  cost  of  living? 

Please  do  something  about  it  and  make 
It  possible  for  people  with  mcderate  incomes 
to  live  decently. 

Sincerely  yours. 

It  is  evident  from  this  communication 
that  the  housewife  loses  again.  The 
Pre.sident's  decision  to  dump  price  con- 
trols for  a  return  to  natural  economic 
law  has  shifted  the  control  of  prices  to 
the  middleman  who  holds  the  housewife 
at  his  mercy.  This  result  has  caused  a 
Mreat  many  of  us  grave  concern.  The 
.'slogan  is  obviously  "get  while  the  get- 
ting "s  good.*'  Members  of  the  Republi- 
can majority,  you  can  do  something 
about  this.    The  next  move  is  yours. 


INDIVIDUAL  TAX  EXEMPTION 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  approach  to  relieve  the  tax 
burden  of  the  individual  has  not  received 
proper  consideration  to  date.  I  would 
like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  H.  R.  1729,  my  bill  that  wiU  give  re- 
lief to  the  individual  taxpayer. 

You  all  know  that  each  Individual 
without  dependents,  who  earns  $600  a 
year,  must  divide  his  earnings  with  the 


United  States  Government.  Additional 
exemptions  are  allowed  $600  each.  We 
all  know  that  the  exemption  allowed 
does  not  leave  the  Individual  a  sufBcIent 
amount  to  properly  sustain  himself. 

My  bill  would  increase  the  exemption 
to  individuals  from  $600  to  $1,000.  This 
would  reach  the  greatest  number  of  per- 
sons and  afford  the  greatest  relief  to  all 
taxpayers.  Statistics  are  available  to 
show  that  the  exemption  thus  granted 
does  not  laave  suflBcient  funds  for  the 
individual  to  properly  maintain  a  decent 
standard  of  living.  I,  therefore,  request 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  Im- 
mediately consider  my  bill  and  several 
similar  bills  that  have  been  Introduced 
that  will  afford  real  tax  reduction  and 
real  relief  to  the  Individual  taxpayer 
and  therefore  help  maintain  a  higher 
standard  of  living. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA  REDISCOVERED 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pro- 
phetic words  of  that  world-famed  states- 
man and  orator,  Henry  W.  Grady,  spoken 
In  Boston  long  before  many  of  us  were 
torn,  have  now  been  fully  realized.  I 
quote  the  following  words  from  Mr. 
Grady : 

Par  to  the  South  lies  the  fairest  and  rich- 
est domain  of  this  earth.  It  Is  the  home  of 
a  brave  and  hospitable  people.  There  is 
centered  all  that  can  please  or  prosper  hu- 
mankind. A  perfect  climate,  above  a  fertile 
sou,  yields  to  the  husbandman  every  prod- 
uct of  the  temperate  zone. 

It  Is  a  strange  paradox  that  that  sec- 
tion of  our  great  country  which  sought  to 
divide  It  In  the  sixty's  is  now  doing  more 
than  any  other  section  to  solidify  and 
unify  the  Nation. 

Yesterday  as  I  sat  at  dirmer  with  the 
President,  Gov.  Adlal  Stevenson,  his  erst- 
while opponent,  and  Members  of  Con- 
gress, I  was  again  made  to  realize  that 
the  "lines  have  fallen  to  us  In  pleasant 
places." 

The  special  recognition  given  to  my 
State  of  South  Carolina  and  the  South 
generally  In  the  New  York  Times  maga- 
zine supplement  of  February  8,  detailing 
by  graphic  illustrations  the  industrial 
progress  we  have  made.  Is  greatly  ap- 
preciated. Attention  Is  also  called  to  an 
article  In  that  great  national  dally  news- 
paper, the  Christian  Science  Monitor, 
of  February  13,  revealing  the  great  prog- 
ress made  In  development,  production, 
and  processing  of  cotton  fabrics. 

Our  State  of  South  Carolina,  though 
small  in  area,  has  l)ecome  the  leading 
textile  manufacturing  State  in  the  Na- 
tion, and  the  Fourth  District,  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent,  boasts  of 
more  active  textile  spindles  than  any 
other  similar  area  In  the  world.  With- 
out encumbering  the  Record.  I  Invite 
your  attention  to  the  current  Issue  of  the 
National  Geographic  magazine  wherein 
Is  found  a  beautiful,  colored,  illustrated 
section  entitled  "South  Carolina  Redis- 


covered." Many  of  you  have  visited  our 
State ;  others  are  planning  to  do  so.  We 
are  always  anxious  to  have  you.  To  be 
sure,  we  are  grateful  to  the  named  na- 
tional publications  for  the  recognition 
given  to  our  great  State. 


AMBASSADOR  LODGE  SUBMITS 
KATYN  REPORT  ' 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  read  to  the  Members  an  Associated 
Press  dispatch  appearing  in  the  Phila- 
delphia Inquirer  of  February  11  imder  a 
United  Nations.  New  York,  dateline 
which  reads  as  follows: 
U.  N.  Deuegation  To  Get  Kattn  Massacrb 
Report 

Ambassador  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  United 
States  chief  delegate  to  the  U.  N.  asked  Sec- 
retary General  Trygve  Lie  yesterday  to  send 
to  each  U.  N.  delegation  a  United  States  con- 
gressional committee  report  saying  Soviet 
secret  police  killed  thousands  of  Polish  Army 
officers  in  the  Katyn  massacre. 

Lodge  asked  this  be  done  as  a  matter  per- 
taining to  U.  N.  objectives  in  the  field  of 
human  rights. 

He  requested  no  further  action.  However, 
Soviet  Foreign  MlnUter  Andrei  Y.  Vishlnsky 
may  refer  to  the  report  in  a  general  attack  on 
the  United  States,  expected  at  this  session. 

I  wish  to  commend  Ambassador  Henry 
Cabot  Lodge,  Jr..  for  his  diligence  In  pre- 
senting the  Katyn  committee  report  to 
the  various  delegations  at  the  United 
Nations. 

For  the  Information  of  the  House,  I 
might  say  that  there  is  now  pending  be- 
fore the  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  House  Resolution  63,  which  was 
submitted  by  me  as  chairman  of  the  spe- 
cial Katyn  committee.  This  resolution 
calls  upon  the  House  to  formally  request 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
forward  to  the  United  States  representa- 
tives at  the  United  Nations  the  testimony 
and  findings  of  the  select  committee. 
The  resolution  further  sets  out  the  rec- 
onmiendatlons  submitted  In  the  com- 
mittee's final  report  with  the  hope  that 
our  delegation  submits  these  recom- 
mendations to  the  U.  N.  for  considera- 
tion. 

Each  member  of  the  Katyn  committee 
now  serving  In  Congress  has  filed  an 
Identical  resolution  to  House  Resolu- 
tion 63. 

Chairman  CHiPERriiLD,  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  has  assured  me 
that  his  committee  will  act  on  our  reso- 
lution at  the  earliest  possible  time  so 
that  the  Congress  can  take  up  consider- 
ation of  forwarding  our  recommenda- 
tions to  this  session  of  the  United  Na- 
tions meeting. 


CrVIL  RIGHTS  IN  THE  NORTH 
Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  Include  a  newspaper 
clipping. 
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THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker  and  col- 
leagues. I  want  to  bring  to  your  atten- 
tion something  absolutely  shocking.  It 
has  just  been  revealed  that  an  agree- 
ment was  entered  into  between  the  Police 
Department  of  the  city  of  New  York  and 
the  Department  of  Justice  on  July  11  of 
last  year  for  the  FBI  not  to  investigate 
any  violations  of  civil  rights  in  northern 
cities,  and  that  agreement  was  in  effect 
until  January  14  when  Attorney  Gen- 
eral McGranery  abrogated  it. 

I  demand  that  the  present  Attorney 
General  investigate  this  shocking  thing. 
I  would  introduce  a  resolution  that  we 
in  Congress  do  likewise.  I  ask  Repre- 
sentative Kkatimg's  special  committee  to 
do  likewise.  This  is  absolutely  unbe- 
lievable, but  it  was  revealed  by  the 
World-Telegram  this  past  Tuesday. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  My  time  is  limited,  but 
I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATINa.  Will  the  gentleman 
kindly  supply  the  committee  to  investi- 
gate the  Justice  Department  with  the 
information  which  he  has? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  surely  will.  It  is  in 
the  New  York  Times  of  this  morning: 
it  was  in  the  Herald  Tribune  yesterday 
morning,  and  in  the  World-Telegram 
Tuesday  night. 

I  was  the  first  individual  to  get  the 
FBI  to  investigate  violations  of  civil 
rights.  This  led  to  the  first  Federal 
grand  jury  investigation.  Today,  there 
are  $3  million  in  damages  being  asked 
by  Negro  and  white  citizens  of  New  York 
who  were  victims  of  brutality. 


THE  DC-6  CRASH  IN  THE  GULF  OF 
MEXICO 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou- 
isiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Mon- 
day I  called  to  the  attention  of  this  body 
the  terrible  crash  of  a  National  Airlines 
DC-6  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  last  Saturday 
and  asked  that  the  appropriate  commit- 
tees of  this  body  look  into  that  crash 
in  the  interest  of  air  safety. 

Since  that  time  I  have  been  informed 
that  this  type  of  aircraft,  the  DC-€.  has 
been  defective  in  some  respects  in  the 
past,  and  that  orders  have  gone  out  to 
modify  these  planes  in  the  interest  of 
safety.  Whether  or  not  all  of  them  have 
been  so  modified  can  be  determined  only 
by  the  appropriate  committees  of  this 
Congress. 

The  mystery  still  remains  as  to  why 
that  plane  was  flying  a  route  across  the 
Gulf  when  the  weather  was  turbulent 
and  when  a  safer  route  could  have  been 
flown  at  the  cost  of  only  some  30  minutes' 
flying  time;  I  trust  the  Congress  will 
Investigate  this  disaster. 


AMERICAN  TRADE  POLICY 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  one  of  America's  great  indus- 
trialists and  business  leaders,  Mr.  Henry 
Ford,  made  an  important  address  yester- 
day in  Chicago  which  I  would  like  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Congress.  The 
recommendations  that  Mr.  Ford  made 
in  regard  to  revision  of  American  trade 
iwlicy  in  the  field  of  law  lie  within  the 
responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
Congress. 

I  hope  that  the  recommendations 
made  by  Mr.  Ford  will  be  typical  of  those 
which  will  be  presented  to  the  Congress 
by  this  business  administration,  because 
if  it  is  the  type  of  progressive  policy  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Ford  it  will  enable  the 
United  States  and  our  people  to  meet  the 
responsibihty  of  world  leadership  which 
faces  us  today.  I  hope  that  these  poli- 
cies will  merit  the  immediate  attention 
both  of  the  Congress  and  of  the  new 
administration. 


KOREAN  VETERANS 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  had  hoped  to  have  ready  for  introduc- 
tion today  a  bill  to  correct  an  inequity 
that  has  existed  for  some  time,  but  un- 
fortunately I  did  not  get  the  bill  drafted 
in  time. 

I  was  rather  amazed  to  find  that  this 
Congress  and  the  prior  Congress  had 
been  so  negligent  in  the  treatment  of  one 
phase  that  affects  the  men  in  our  armed 
services.  I  refer  to  men  missing  in  ac- 
tion in  Korea  who  are  not  given  the  same 
treatment  as  those  missing  in  action  in 
World  War  II.  Some  of  these  men  have 
been  missing  in  action  and  are  presumed 
to  be  dead  but  because  of  the  fact  that  a 
state  of  war  does  not  exist  they  are  not 
considered  dead  and  their  dependents 
cannot  collect  the  insurance  which  would 
be  due. 

In  my  district  there  is  a  mother  who  is 
critically  ill  suffering  from  cancer  and 
needs  very  badly  the  money  that  would 
be  available  from  her  son  if  he  were 
drawing  his  pay;  also  she  should  have 
available  the  insurance  payments  that 
are  due  to  be  paid  her.  The  chances 
are  that  this  mother  will  probably  die 
without  ever  receiving  financial  assist- 
ance which  could  be  used  for  medical 
treatment  and  to  make  her  final  days 
more  comfortable,  which  they  could  be 
If  the  same  laws  and  regulations  in  effect 
during  World  War  H  were  in  effect  now 
permitting  dependents  and  beneficiaries 
of  veterans  of  the  Korean  war  to  receive 
these  payments. 


I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  that 
many  Members,  including  some  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
were  under  the  impression  that  this 
emergency  had  been  taken  care  of  dur- 
ing the  82d  Congress,  but  as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  ascertain  no  bill  has 
been  introduced  at  this  session  to  cor- 
rect this  situation  and  that  is  why  I. 
have  taken  steps  to  have  such  a  bill 
drafted. 


PRICE  OF  BREAD 


Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  interested  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  RenUeman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Fine  I  relative  to  the  price  of  bread 
in  New  York  City.  I  share  his  appre- 
hension, but  I  would  not  want  his  re- 
marks to  go  by  indicating  that  the 
farmer  was  getting  rich  on  the  wheat 
produced  in  this  country.  Actually,  if 
the  wheat  farmer  was  to  give  you  the 
wheat  in  that  20-cent  loaf  of  bread,  you 
would  still  be  paying  18  cents  for  a  loaf 
of  bread.  The  very  people  you  repre- 
sent, the  laboring  group  because  their 
wages  have  been  raised,  has  caused  the 
price  of  bread  to  go  up  in  cost.  It  Is  the 
increase  in  the  processing,  handling  and 
labor  cost  that  has  caused  bread  to  cost 
more.  It  Is  not  the  farmer  or  the 
wheat  grower  that  is  profiting.  The 
price  of  wiieat  has  been  going  down  for 
several  months  on  the  market.  Much 
wheat  sold  under  the  parity  price.  The 
wheal  prices  go  down — the  cost  of  bread 
goes  up — but  do  not  blame  the  wheat 
growers. 

Mr  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FINE.  The  gentleman  will  re- 
member that  I  referred  to  the  middle- 
man and  not  the  farmer;  I  was  referring 
to  the  processors  who  were  holding  the 
hou.sewives  at  their  mercy. 

Mr  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Yes.  and  I 
think  that  that  is  the  group  that  has 
charge  of  the  handling  and  the  process- 
ing and  the  selling  of  the  bread  that  is 
respon.sible  for  the  increased  cost  of 
bread. 
Mr.  FINE.     The  gentleman  Is  correct. 


NEW  YORK  POLICE  DEPARTMENT- 
FBI  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  has 
just  been  referred  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Powell]  to  a  story  which 
is  occupying  the  front  pages  of  the  New 
York  papers  today  on  the  question  of 
whether  police  brutality  in  New  York  is 
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being  suppressed  through  some  agree- 
ment or  deal  with  the  FBI  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  Any  such  agree- 
ment or  deal  Is  also  reported  to  be  hotly 
denied  by  the  police  commissioner,  who 
happens  to  be  a  distinguished  constitu- 
ent of  mine.  I  think  this  is  a  very  seri- 
ous matter.  If  there  is  anything  to  it 
then  I  think  It  is  uniquely  in  the  investi- 
gative area  in  which  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Keat- 
ing 1  is  interested,  as  he  heads  the  appro- 
priate subcommitte  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  That  subcommittee  can 
make  a  great  contribution  not  only  to 
law  enforcement  in  New  York,  but  in  the 
country  generally.  If  there  is  anything 
to  this  story  of  the  suppression  of  civil 
rights  in  New  York,  this  is  the  appropri- 
ate way  to  get  at  it  by  a  congressional 
committee  under  such  forthright  leader- 
ship as  that  furnished  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

I  would  like  to  say  that  often  we  talk 
about  civil  rights  and  the  need  for  pre- 
serving and  fighting  for  them  without 
realizing  that  it  is  in  these  areas  of  ef- 
fective and  just  police  protection  where 
much  can  be  done  to  make  civil  rights 
live  and  vital. 


RESIDUAL  OIL  IMPORTS 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  I^eaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  two-thirds 
of  Tennessee's  42.246  square  miles  is  de- 
voted to  cultivation,  pasture,  and  wood- 
land, and  about  38  percent  of  our  total 
working  force  Is  engaged  in  farming. 
But  Tennessee  leads  the  South  In  the 
production  of  minerals,  her  extensive  re- 
sources including  coal,  phosphate  stone, 
clay,  sand  and  gravel,  zinc,  marble,  and 
manganese. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  country  as 
a  whole,  coal  output  in  Tennessee  may 
not  appear  to  be  significant.  Our  mines 
produced  about  4  million  tons  in  1952  as 
compared  with  a  national  total  of  465 
million  tons.  On  close  examination, 
however,  we  find  that  Tennessee's  bitu- 
minous coal  Industry  is  actually  a  very 
vital  part  of  the  State  and  national 
economy,  and  that  it  is  expected  to  be- 
come progressively  more  important  in 
the  years  ahead. 

Some  6.000  miners  are  employed  by 
the  bituminous  coal  Industry  in  the  great 
State  of  Tennessee.  Our  coal  l)elt  ex- 
tends from  the  north  to  the  south  bor- 
ders over  a  width  of  atx)ut  60  miles,  and 
the  17  counties  in  which  coal  is  mined  at 
the  present  time  comprise  almost  half  a 
miUion  persons.  Thus  we  have  25,000 
men.  women,  and  children  in  Tennessee 
obtaining  their  subsistence  directly  from 
coal,  with  the  livelihood  of  many  of  the 
remaining  residents  of  the  coal  area 
largely  dependent  upon  this  commodity. 

Tennessee  is  a  TVA  State  In  which 
hydro  constitutes  46  percent  of  the  total 
energy  produced,  but  coal  still  contrib- 
utes 54  percent,  and  Its  share  will  in- 
crease in  the  future.    When  plants  now 


under  construction  are  completed  more 
than  17  million  tons  of  coal  will  be  re- 
quired annually  to  supply  the  steam 
plants  In  the  TVA  system.  Since  Ten- 
nessee Is  the  home  of  Oak  Ridge,  It  is 
also  relevant  to  point  out  that  projects 
under  construction  or  planned  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  during  1952 
will  use  an  annual  total  of  about  23  mil- 
Ion  tons  of  coal,  much  of  which  will  come 
from  mines  In  Tennessee. 

When  these  facts  are  brought  to  no- 
tice, coal's  place  In  the  overall  energy 
perspective  becomes  quite  apparent.  No 
further  evidence  is  needed  to  emphasize 
the  necessity  of  keeping  the  coal  indus- 
try In  superior  condition  as  It  girds  for 
the  Increasing  service  expected  of  It  in 
future  years. 

Why  then  should  this  Congress  stand 
by  and  accept  the  continuance  of  a  state 
of  affairs  In  which  the  coal  industry  in 
Tennessee  -nd  elsewhere  Is  being  ma- 
terially weakened  and  its  working  force 
threatened  with  unemployment?  I 
speak  of  the  unfair  competition  that  has 
come  to  coal's  markets  in  the  form  of 
foreign  residual  oil,  a  product  for  which 
we  have  absolutely  no  need  at  the  pres- 
ent time  and  on  which  we  would  cer- 
tainly not  wish  to  rely  for  future  supply. 

Foreign  residual  oil  has  no  place  in 
our  economic  plan.  We  do  not  need  it 
now  and  we  shall  never  need  it.  Ten- 
nessee alone  has  12  V2  billion  tons  of  re- 
coverable coal  reserves,  and  that  is  less 
than  2  percent  of  our  national  Cotal. 
There  is  enough  mineable  coal  in  this 
land  of  ours  to  last  for  more  than  1,000 
years,  and  every  fuel  authority  will  tell 
you  that  a  growing  portion  of  our  energy 
needs  will  have  to  come  from  those  vast 
reserves. 

To  permit  the  unnecessary  debilita- 
tion of  our  coal  Industry  at  this  time 
Is  not  only  an  Imprudent  policy.  It  Is  a 
dangerous  policy.  It  is  unfair  to  the 
people  of  every  other  State  as  well  as 
to  the  people  of  Tennessee  and  the  other 
coal-producing  districts. 

Let  this  Congress  wait  no  longer  to 
remedy  this  situation.  We  must  dras- 
tically curtail  residual  oil  Imports,  and 
we  must  do  It  at  once  so  that  the  coal 
Industry  can  ready  Itself  for  the  gigantic 
tasks  that  are  on  the  horizon. 


ARMENIAN  INDEPENDENCE 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

THE  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BiffULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this 
February  18.  freemen  everywhere  should 
pause  and  give  thought  to  the  fact  that 
32  years  ago  the  people  of  Armenia  de- 
clared their  Independence.  Today  that 
independence  exists  only  in  the  spirit  of 
Armenians,  who  continue  to  hope  to  be 
able  to  regain  their  liberties. 

We  should  look  to  Armenia  today,  as 
an  example  of  what  happens  to  freemen 
under  communism  and  resolve  that  it 
must  never  happen  here  and  that  we 
will  do  all  within  our  power  to  restore 
liberty  to  the  enslaved  Armenians  as 
well  as  to  the  enslaved,  no  matter  where 
they  may  be. 


Let  us  stand  together  as  freemen, 
fighting  to  guarantee  liberty  and  free- 
dom to  all  throughout  the  world. 

I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  agree  thor- 
oughly with  everything  my  distinguished 
friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  MuLTER]  has  said. 


SECOND     SUPPLEMENTAL     APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL.  1953 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  call  up  Hou<;e  Resolution  144  and  ask 
for  Its  Immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  Immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  In  or- 
der to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  cf  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  SO.  1953.  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
all  points  of  order  against  said  blU  or  any 
provision  contained  therein  are  hereby 
waived.  That  after  general  debate  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  3  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bUl 
for  amendment,  the  conunittee  shaU  rise 
and  report  the  bUl  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and 
the  prevlovis  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  anrendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith].  I  now  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  makes  in 
order  the  bill  H.  R.  3053,  a  bill  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fis- 
cal year  ending  June  30,  1953.  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  rule  waives  points  of  order.  The 
reason  for  the  waiving  of  points  of  order 
Is  that  there  has  been  a  transfer  of  ap- 
propriations from  one  agency  to  another. 
By  that  I  mean  there  is  a  balance  In  some 
of  the  agencies,  and  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  I  believe,  has  acted  prop- 
erly in  using  up  the  gigantic  balances 
which  now  exist  In  some  of  the  agencies. 
Outside  of  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  an 
open  rule.  In  other  words,  amendments 
may  be  offered.  The  rule  provides  for 
3  hours  of  general  debate. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  13  minutes.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Committee  on  Rules  unanimously 
reported  this  rule.  I  believe  there  is  no 
question  about  the  rule  Itself.  However, 
the  bill  which  the  rule  makes  In  order 
brings  up  for  the  first  time  questions  of 
appropriations  that  are  going  to  be  made 
by  this  Congress  In  this  session.  This  is 
a  supplemental  appropriation  bilL  Sup- 
plemental appropriation  bills,  from  my 
observation,  have  been  largely  made  up 
of  things  that  the  bureaus  and  the  de- 
partments think  of  after  the  Congress 
has  appropriated  the  amount  of  money 
we  think  they  ought  to  use  In  that  year. 
The  biggest  task  before  this  Congress  is 
going  to  be  to  balance  the  budget.  It  is 
not  going  to  be  an  easy  task,  but  it  is  a 
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very  Important  task  If  we  are  to  restore 
this  country's  fiscal  affairs  to  an  even 
balance.  It  is  going  to  be  a  task  where 
all  of  us  are  going  to  have  to  make  some 
personal  sacrifices.  We  are  not  going  to 
do  this  job  by  saying,  "It  is  aM  right  to 
cut  the  other  fellow,  but  you  must  not 
cut  anything  that  is  coming  for  my  State 
or  my  district."  That  is  the  tendency. 
It  is  very  strong.  That  temptation  is 
very  strong,  and  I  know  It  because  I  have 
undergone  it  myself.  Neither  is  this  re- 
sponsibility to  balance  the  budget  a  party 
responsibility.  I  regard  it  as  a  respon- 
sibility of  every  Member  of  the  House 
becaiise  this  country  in  the  last  election 
.  voted  for  fiscal  sanity.  This  country  is 
demanding  a  balanced  and  a  business 
budget.  As  I  say.  it  is  going  to  be  a  difB- 
cult  task.  It  is  going  to  be  particularly 
difficult  at  this  time  for  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  as  I  have  ob- 
served the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
in  my  opinion,  means  to  do  a  job  this 
time  and  they  are  going  to  need  the  help 
of  the  Members  of  Congress. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  consideration 
of  appropriation  bills  I  wish  to  aline  my- 
self with  those  Members  of  the  House, 
Including  members  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  who  feel  that  there  is  a  seri- 
ous "must"  to  balance  the  budget  and  to 
cut  down  all  appropriations  that  can  be 
cut  down.  In  order  to  do  that  we  have 
got  to  cut  everywhere.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  an  area  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  that  cannot, 
without  damaging  eflflcient  operation, 
cut  their  budget  to  some  extent  if  there 
is  a  will  to  do  it.  The  trouble  I  have 
found  is  that  there  is  not  any  will  to  do 
It  in  the  executive  departments.  They 
come  bere  for  supplemental  appropria- 
tions. Even  after  the  Congress  has  de- 
bated the  matter  and  decided  on  the  ap- 
propriation they  should  have  for  that 
year,  they  come  up  and  ask  for  deficiency 
appropriations.  We  will  never  get  any- 
where unless  we  make  up  our  minds  that 
we  are  going  to  cut,  even  if  it  hurts  us. 
and  that  we  are  going  to  stand  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 

I  think  it  is  very  clear  that  this  de- 
sire to  balance  the  budget  and  to  bring 
our  economy  into  a  businesslike  pattern 
is  not  exclusively  the  property  of  the 
Republican  Party.    I  think  the  members 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  on  the 
Democratic  side  are  equally  concerned 
about  this  situation,  and  realize  as  fully 
as  do  the  Republicans  that  we  are  rap- 
Idly  approaching  the  point  where  we  will 
have  reached  the  maximum  of  borrow- 
ing capacity  authorized  by  the  Congress. 
It  will  be  a  bad  thing  for  this  country 
if  we  have  to  come  in  here  with  another 
bill  to  raise   the  debt  limit   above   the 
present  $275  billion.     I  can  remember 
in  years  gone  by  when  it  was  seriously 
debated  on  this  floor  as  to  whether  this 
country  could  stand  a  public  debt  of  $50 
billion,  and  then  we  debated  whether  we 
could  stand  one  of  $75  billion.    Now  we 
have  reached  the  point  of  two  hundred 
and  seventy-five  billion.    This  is  a  se- 
rious proposition.     What  are  we  going 
to  do  about  It  as  a  practical  matter?    i 
do  not  think  the  way  to  do  it  is  to  start 
out  reducing  taxes,  until  you  know  how 
much  money  you  are  going  to  spend. 
There  used  to  be  an  old  saying  in  the 
country  that  you  must  not  put  the  cart 


before  the  horse.  It  looks  to  me  like 
my  Republican  friends  have  started  out 
by  putting  the  fiscal  cart  before  the  Re- 
publican elephant.  I  hope  they  are  go- 
ing to  think  better  of  that,  because  this 
is  a  serious  proposition. 

If  the  people  of  America  are  endowed 
with  one  thing  it  is  commonsense,  and 
they  know  perfectly  well,  as  a  sensible 
proposition,  that  before  you  are  going 
to  balance  the  budget  you  have  to  re- 
duce expenditures,  and  you  cannot  bal- 
ance the  budget  by  reducing  taxes  and 
leaving  the  expenditures  where  they  are. 
That  ic  perfectly  obvious.  Of  course, 
we  hear  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  this 
being  a  businessman's  government.  I  do 
not  take  much  stock  in  that.  I  think  it 
is  a  pretty  good  thing  to  have  a  busi- 
nessman's government.  When  you  stop 
and  remember  that  this  country  is  the 
biggest  business  on  earth  now,  or  ever 
has  been,  what  is  wrong  with  having  a 
few  men  who  are  trained  in  business 
to  tell  us  what  to  do?  We  need  a  few  of 
the  other  kind,  but  let  us  back  up  these 
businessmen,  and  let  us  think  along  bu.si- 
ness  lines  and  see  what  we  can  do  about 
this  thing  which  I  regard  the  most  seri- 
ous thing  before  this  country:  namely, 
putting  this  country  on  a  sound  fiscal 
basis.  In  order  to  do  sc  everybody  will 
have  to  stand  up  and  be  counted. 

That  brings  me  to  a  rather  delicate 
subject,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  That 
is  the  movement  that  will  take  place  un- 
der this  bill  to  restore  an  item  of  $24 
million  for  aid  to  public  schools  in  im- 
pacted areas.  I  supported  the  bill  au- 
thorizing that,  and  I  regard  it  as  a  just 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  where  we  start  a  large  Govern- 
ment operation  in  a  small  community 
and  as  a  result  of  that  there  is  a  great 
Influx  of  people,  it  becomes  necessary  to 
have  schools,  and  the  Government  owes 
a  certain  obligation  to  supplement  what 
the  communities  can  raiise. 

I  agree  with  that  principle,  and  I 
voted  for  it;  and  this  year  after  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  had  considered 
it  and  after  the  Congress  had  considered 
It,  It  was  decided  that  $40  million  was 
the  amount  that  should  be  appropriated 
for  that  purpose  and  we  did  appropriate 
it.  Now  we  are  confronted  with  a  re- 
quest for  $24  million  more. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  Congress  has  got 
to  decide  how  to  cut  this  cloth  to  fit 
the  garment;  we  cannot  permit  the  agen- 
cies of  Government  to  decide  those 
things.  My  State  gets  a  good  deal  of 
money  out  of  that  appropriation,  and  we 
like  to  have  it,  and  I  want  to  have  a  ju.'^t 
proportion  of  what  is  appropriated. 
But,  after  all,  we  have  a  great  many 
things  to  do,  a  great  many  things  to 
make  appropriations  for.  We  made  a 
$40  million  appropriation  for  this  pur- 
pose. It  was  done  under  a  formula  pro- 
vided by  Congress  which  was  interpreted 
by  the  Offlce  of  Education.  If  that  in- 
terpretation is  wrong  then  we  ought  to 
cut  this  amount  proportionately. 

I  just  cannot  see  our  balancing  this 
budget,  which  I  regard  as  the  most  im- 
portant thing  for  this  Congress  to  do 
if  we  are  going  to  yield  every  time  an 
additional  appropriation  is  requested 
for  something  that  affects  our  own  dis- 
trict or  our  own  State.  I  do  not  hke  to 
say  that;  It  sort  of  hurts  to  say  it  par- 


ticularly when  It  gets  back  home  that 
I  have  said  it;  but  we  have  got  to 
straighten  this  thing  out.  And  let  me 
tell  you  something:  we  will  be  doing  a 
greater  favor  to  our  people,  and  we  will 
be  doing  a  greater  favor  to  our  children 
and  their  children  »f  we  put  this  Gov- 
ernment on  a  .«ound  basis  even  if  we  do 
have  to  say  "No"  once  in  a  while  to  our 
own  constituents. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  vield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee. 

Mr.  TABER.  With  reference  to  the 
school  item.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  out  of  an  appropriation 
of  $40,000,000,  $5,715,000  was  obligated 
to  the  31st  of  December.  Twice  that 
would  be  just  about  $12,000,000. 
Frankly,  with  that  picture  there  were 
many  who  did  not  feel  that  any  further 
appropriation  for  a  deficiency  was 
justified. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

Speaking  of  education,  I  was  rather 
astonished  yesterday  in  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee when  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  informed 
us  that  this  Government  was  spending 
for  public  education— had  spent  In  1951, 
they  did  not  have  ntore  recent  figures— 
the  appalling  amount  of  $3,618,000,000: 
and  of  that  sum  only  $79,000,000  was 
teins  expended  under  the  supervision  of 
the  OfUce  of  Education. 

Somebody  .«aid  that  did  not  mean  any- 
thinir,  that  $2  941.000  of  that  amount- 
all  except  about  $600,000  000 — was  be- 
ing spent  by  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion. 

I  want  to  say  while  I  am  on  my  feet 
that  if  we  are  going  to  do  this  job  of 
balancing  this  budget,  if  we  are  serious 
about  it  and  mean  what  we  say.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  department  or  any 
agency  of  this  Government  that  is  too 
sacred  for  the  Appropriations  C-  amit- 
tee  and  this  Hou.-e  to  take  a  look  at  their 
budget  and  see  if  it  can  properly  be  cut, 
and  then  cut  it  accordingly. 

Last  year,  as  you  will  remember,  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  odor  about  this  edu- 
cation matter  in  the  Bureau  of  Veterans' 
Affairs,  and  that  this  Congress  author- 
ized a  .-^elect  committee  to  make  an  in- 
venigation.  Sd  I  think  we  could  well 
look  at  every  appropriation  that  comes 
before  us  and  see  whether  we  can  prop- 
erly save  without  injuring  the  actual 
necessary  functions  of  that  department. 
Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.     I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  am  for  a  sound 
fiscal  policy,  and  all  that,  but  I  would 
like  to  know  what  this  administration's 
position  is  on  the  budget.  We  have  one 
budget  before  the  Congress  that  has 
been  kicked,  cuffed  around,  and  cussed, 
and  I  refer  to  the  Truman  budget. 
Does  the  gentleman  not  think  It  would 
be  the  wi.se  thing  and  a  thing  that  should 
be  done  for  this  administration  to  sub- 
mit a  budget  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States?  If  the  gentleman  him- 
self is  not  prepared  to  speak  on  that.  I 
trust  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York    [Mr.  Taber]    when  he  takes  the 
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floor  will  give  us  the  benefit  of  his 
thinking  on  that  point. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  present  ad- 
ministration, this  changed  administra- 
tion, after  a  budget  had  been  submitted 
by  President  Truman,  and  when  they 
have  come  into  power,  would  send  a 
budget  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  which  would  be  the  right  and 
proper  thing  for  It  to  do. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  think  that 
is  a  most  timely  suggestion.  But  for 
some  unknown  reason  the  present  ad- 
ministration has  never  asked  me  about 
what  It  ought  to  do.  I  do  not  hesitate, 
however,  to  give  gratuitous  advice.  It 
has  not  been  listened  to  before  and  I 
do  not  expect  It  will  be  listened  to  at 
this  time. 

I  would  make  several  suggestions  to 
my  friends  on  the  Republican  side,  and 
I  know  they  are  anxious  to  do  this  Job 
as  we  are  and  I  know  most  of  them  are 
striving  to  do  it.  One  of  the  suggestions 
would  be.  as  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  stated,  give  us  the  budget  figures 
so  we  will  know  what  we  are  shooting 
at,  so  that  we  can  help  ycu  do  the  things 
that  are  necessary  to  be  done.  Do  not 
leave  us  with  the  Truman  budget  which 
you  say  Is  not  any  tfood.  Let  us  have 
the  Eisenhower  budget  so  that  we  may 
know  in  what  direction  we  are  heading 
In  order  that  we  may  give  you  the  as- 
sistance needed  today  In  the  Interest  of 
the  country  at  large. 

I  might  make  another  suggestion. 
When  you  begin  to  talk  about  reducing 
taxes,  let  us  put  the  old  cart  behind  the 
horse  instead  of  in  front  of  him.  Let  us 
forget  about  the  possibility  of  reducing 
taxes  until  we  are  In  the  position  of  say- 
ing to  the  country  that  we  have  reduced 
appropriations  to  the  point  where  tax 
reduction  Is  feasible.  We  are  starting 
out  in  the  wrong  way.  I  give  that 
advice  to  my  Republican  friends  most 
.seriously.' and  with  a  sincere  purpose 
to  be  helpful. 

I  might  add  another  piece  of  advice. 
Everyone  talks  about  loopholes  In  the 
tax  structure.  I  would  like  to  know  why 
our  good  friends  have  not  started  In  to 
amend  and  to  plug  up  some  of  the  loop- 
holes that  will  give  us  more  revenue 
instead  of  reducing  taxes  to  give  us  less 
revenue.  I  know  many  organizations 
and  businesses  that  are  In  competition 
with  other  businesses,  so  does  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee.  They  have  con- 
sidered this  In  past  sessions.  Why  do 
you  not  shut  off  the  loopholes  and  give  us 
some  more  revenue  that  the  country  Is 
entitled  to  and  In  that  manner  relieve 
the  anxiety  and  burden  upon  the  other 
taxpayers? 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  point  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Raybukn] 
is  well  taken.  Of  course,  we  recognize 
that  It  takes  time  to  formulate  a  long 
and  complicated  budget.  But  we  should 
have  it  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
and  before  we  consider  the  Individual 
bills.  I  make  this  point.  If  I  may.  There 
have  been  2  or  3  months  to  work  on  the 
problems.  Today  this  Congress  Is  en- 
titled to  know — to  know  now — whether 
or  not  the  brand  of  the  present  adminis- 


tration Is  on  the  requests  which  were 
considered  by  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee in  the  pending  bilL  I  am  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
but  frankly  I  am  not  quite  clear  as  to 
whether  the  present  bill  falls  within  or 
without  the  budget  of  the  present 
administration. 

Is  the  present  administration  asking 
us  to  appropriate  the  money  requested 
by  the  budget  In  the  estimates  submitted 
to  the  committee?  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  can 
clarify  that  question  and  I  hope  he  will 
In  his  own  time  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  know  the 
gentleman  can  and  will. 

Mr.  SF>eaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my 
remarks.  In  connection  with  the  remarks 
of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Barden],  I  insert  at  this  point, 
figures  supplied  by  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor,  showing  amovmts 
expended  by  various  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  the  field  of  education: 
Exact  or  estimated  obligations  for  Federal 

educational  programs,  by  agency,  fiscal  year 

1950 
{Subject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  in  the 
preceding  explanation] 

I.  Executive  departments: 

A.  Department  at  State $21,593,693 

B.  Department  of  Treasury.  3,731,926 

C.  Department  of  Defense — ■ 

Army "47,445,605 

D.  Department  of  Dsfense — 

Navy 116.734,760 

E.  Department  of  Defense — 

Air    Force— 110,806.884 

F.  Department  of  Justice.-  1,186,416 

0.  Post  Offlce  Department 0 

H.  Department  of   the   In- 
terior   22.690,726 

1.  Department   of    Agricul- 

ture.  _       177,033,596 

J.  Department      of      Com- 
merce  9,114,382 

K.  Department   of   Labor..  3,621,554 

II.  Independent     offices     and 

agencies: 

A.  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion   25.762,454 

B.  Federal  Security  Agency.         70,  089.  436 

C.  Smithsonian  Institution.  2, 280.  132 

D.  Tennessee     Valley     Au- 

thority   4,188,116 

E.  Veterans'       Administra- 

tion _ 2,941, 218.  541 

F.  Other  independent  offices 

and    agencies 23.568,312 

III.  The  Executive  Office,  Leg- 

islative Establishment, 
and  District  of  Colum- 
bia: 

A.  The   Executive  Office  of 

the   President *  155. 146 

B.  The     Legislative    Estab- 

lishment  -  8,408,788 

C.  The   District  of   Colum- 

bia.  29,074,172 

Total 3,  61«,639,  639 

'  Excluding  principally  the  entire  Army 
service  school  system,  for  which  adequate 
data  for  an  estimate  are  not  available. 

'Excluding  the  Central  InteUlgence 
Agency,  regarding  which  Information  la  with- 
held for  security  reasons. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  BARDiifl. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
not  impose  myself  on  you  these  4  or  5 
minutes  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that 
the    gentleman    from    Virginia    [Mr. 


SmitbI  mentioned  the  expenditures  by 
the  Federal  Government  in  the  field  of 
education.  I  thought  it  was  probably  a 
good  time  to  give  the  House  a  little  in- 
formation that  they  would  be  Interested 
in.  While  I  was  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  I  bor- 
rowed what  I  regarded  as  one  of  the 
best  research  men  from  the  Congres- 
sional Library  and  put  him  on  the  job 
of  trying  to  find  out  where  the  Govern- 
ment departments  were  spending  money 
in  the  field  of  education  and,  as  best  he 
could,  for  what  purpose  It  was  being 
spent.  Well,  it  disclosed  a  tremendous 
amount  of  money.  I  then  set  up  a  com- 
mittee to  go  into  some  of  the  expendi- 
tures to  see  just  what  was  taking  place. 
If  you  will  recall,  the  last  few  weeks  of 
the  last  session  were  pretty  jammed  up 
with  legislative  work  and  the  committee 
was  handling  some  very  important  mat- 
ters, matters  which  the  House  was  anx- 
ious for  the  committee  to  turn  loose  to 
it,  such  as  the  mine  inspection  bill  and 
some  other  matters.  So,  we  did  not  get 
far  with  the  investigation,  but  I  did  reach 
this  very  definite  conclusion  and  that 
was  that  there  should  be  some  place  in 
this  Government  where  those  depart- 
ments who  are  spending  money  in  the 
field  of  education,  which  includes  virtu- 
ally all  of  them,  should  file  a  report  show- 
ing specifically  the  purposes  for  which 
it  was  being  spent,  the  amount  being 
spent,  and  by  whom.  Now,  the  only  place 
I  know  for  that  is  in  the  OflSce  of  Edu- 
cation. I  have  discussed  it  with  the; 
Commissioner  of  Education.  I  would 
not  suggest  that  he  have  one  particle 
of  power  over  that  report  or  the  right 
to  do  anything  with  it  other  than  assem- 
ble and  send  It  to  the  Congress,  and  he 
has  no  desire  whatever  for  any  authority 
over  the  expenditures,  the  management, 
the  direction,  suggestions,  or.  anything 
else.  But,  the  O^Sce  of  Education  was 
set  up  for  the  purpose  of  gathering  in- 
formation and  data  on  the  educational 
progress  and  systems  of  this  country,  and 
then  let  It  be  there  for  those  who  would 
seek  it.  Thank  goodness,  he  desires  to 
stay  out  of  the  field  of  running  or  in- 
fluencing the  operation  of  schools,  and 
has  expressed  this  view  many  times  on 
record. 

Now,  here  was  the  picture  that  con- 
fronted me.  Here  was  a  congressional 
committee  set  up,  and  it  took  over  a  year 
and  a  half  with  the  hardest  kind  of  de- 
tail work  and  Investigating  to  gather 
together  from  the  thousands  of  different 
Government  sources  the  desired  infor- 
mation. So,  I  feel  it  would  be  perfectly 
prop>er  if  a  resolution  were  introduced, 
and  I  frankly  say  to  you  that  I  propose 
to  introduce  it,  or  someone  else  could 
do  it,  that  would  direct  the  various  de- 
partments of  Government  to  file  in  the 
Offlce  of  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
such  a  report  and  such  a  finding  so  that 
this  Congress  and  the  committees  comd 
have  at  all  times  available  the  informa- 
tion concerning  the  expenditures  In  the 
field  of  education.  I  think  the  expendi- 
tures have  been  extravagant,  but  I  do 
not  blame  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, because  there  is  no  practical  way 
at  present  for  them  to  find  the  facts. 
There  has  not  been  any  way  for  anyone 
else  to  find  out.  So,  I  thought  after  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr, 
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Smith!   mentioned  it,  that  the  House 

Ji  would   be   interested   in  knowing   that 

I  there  has   been  some   careful  thought 

'  and  study  given  to  the  solution  of  the 

rather  complex  problem  that  he  brought 
to  your  attention,  and  I  hope  at  some 
early  date  we  will  have  an  opportunity 
to  designate  a  place  for  this  informa- 
tion to  be  deposited  so  that  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House  as  well  as  the  rest 
of  the  United  States  can  have  available 
that  information.  Then  they  can  see 
where  mistakes  were  made,  profit  by 
them,  save  money,  and  improve  their 
operations  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
In  connection  with  the  remarks  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
r.ARDEN]  I  think  it  would  be  useful  and 
informative  to  the  House  to  have  those 
figiu-es  which  were  given  to  you  yester- 
•  day  by  the  chairman  of  this  committee, 

and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
with  my  remarks  the  amount  of  money 
spent  by  various  departments  for  educa- 
tional purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman I  think  the  report  covers  about 
three  volumes.  It  was  prepared  by  Mr, 
Quattlebaum  of  the  Congressional  Li- 
brary, and  they  are  now  House  docu- 
ments and  are  available  to  you.  I  am 
sure  the  Committee  or  Education  and 
Labor  will  be  glad  to  furnish  them  to  you. 
This  will  give  you  precise  figures,  if  you 
desire  them. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker, 
1  move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.   TABER.    Mr.   Speaker.   I   move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
Stats  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1953.  and  for  otlier  pur- 
poses. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House* 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  H.  R.  3053.  with  Mr 
Allen  of  Illinois  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  16  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  here  the  first 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  to  be 
considered  by  this  Congress.  I  call  at- 
tention to  page  2  of  the  report,  where  it 
appears  that  there  were  requests  for 
$2  313,719.590.  of  which  the  committee 
allowed  in  new  funds  $904,672,920 

Frankly,  we  went  over  those  estimates 
In  our  subcommittees  just  as  carefully 
as  it  was  possible  to  do.  The  big  item 
involved  was  the  military  item,  and 
there  the  request  was  for  $1,200,000,000 
We  were  able  to  make  reductions  in  that 
part  of  them  made  by  the  committee  and 
part  of  them'  made  by  the  depart- 
ments before  that  came  to  us  totalin'^ 
$157,256,276. 

We  were  able   to   find   funds  where 
transfers  can  be  made  out  of  appropria- 


tions for  the  Department  of  Defense 
which  will  not  be  used,  which  are  cur- 
rent 1953  appropriations,  and  which  the 
responsible  officials  of  the  Department 
agreed  could  not  be  used,  so  that  we  were 
able  to  provide  for  all  needs  by  author- 
ity to  transfer  given  funds  to  the  Depart- 
ment in  sufficient  amount  to  carry  on  the 
activities. 

Those  items  of  deficiency  in  the  mili- 
tary estimates  largely  resulted  from  the 
bills  which  were  enacted  in  the  last 
couple  of  days  of  the  session,  at  times 
when  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
properly  provide  for  them,  when  the  ad- 
journment was  expected  on  the  5th  day 
of  July.  A  provision  was  placed  in  the 
bill  which  was  passed  which  permitted 
the  Department  of  Defense  to  meet  its 
obligations  under  those  bills,  but  we 
were  not  in  a  position  to  provide  sepa- 
rately for  them  nor  to  analyze  carefully 
what  would  be  required.  So  it  was  nec- 
essary that  those  estimates  be  submitted 
to  us  at  this  time.  They  result  very 
largely  from  the  adoption  of  discharge 
pay— an  item,  which  I  understand,  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  refused 
to  report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  that  imposed  an  obligation  of 
some  $600  million  to  make  up  the 
$1,200,000,000.  and  the  Committee  en 
Armed  Services  did  not  report  that  bill 
to  the  House.  It  came  out  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans  Affairs. 

Mr.  TABER.  It  came  out  in  a  con- 
ference report.  The  item  was  placed  on 
it  in  the  other  body. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  believe  the  prentleman 
Is  in  error.     That  is  combat  pay. 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes;  the  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  VINSON  The  $600  million  came 
about  in  that  way.  The  mustering -out 
item  did  not  come  before  the  committee 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  did  not  consider  the 
combat-pay  bill. 
Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  leave  the  other 
for  the  other  members  of  the  committee 
with  the  exception  of  one  item  which 
relates  to  the  school  situation.  Djwn 
to  the  31st  of  December,  there  had  been 
obligated  by  the  Educational  Bureau  and 
the  Federal  Security  Agency— $5,715,003. 
They  had  an  appropriation  available 
to  them  of  $40  million  which  was  made 
by  the  last  Congress. 

Mr.  BARDEN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 
Mr.  BARDEN.     I  am  so  reluctant  to 
Interrupt  the  gentleman.     Generally,  I 
like  to  regard  myself  as  being  one  of 
those  who  wants  to  balance  the  budget. 
but  in  connection   with   the   $5,715,000 
that  have  been  obligated.  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  realizes  that  under  the  word- 
ing of  the  law  they  cannot  pay  out  the 
remaining  money  until  this  school  year 
It   must    be   prorated   if   there    is   not 
enough  to  pay  all  entitlements  100  per- 
cent.   The  Administrator  sees  right  now 
that  there  is  not  enough  and  so  informed 
the  subcommittee.     Therefore,  if  he  pays 
100  percent  to  those  who  have  estab- 
lished  their   entitlement  now.  he   will 


soon  run  out  of  funds.  Some  will  get 
100  percent  and  some  will  get  nothing. 
So  the  only  sensible  thing  for  him  to  do 
is  just  what  he  is  doing,  and  that  is  to 
wait  and  prorate  it,  and  if  he  does  not 
have  enough  money  to  pay  but  one-half 
then  he  can  pay  them  5Q  percent  of 
what  they  are  entitled  to.  There  is  a 
strong  probability  that  some  of  these 
schools  will  simply  be  forced  to  close 
when  the  money  runs  out.  Remember 
you  are  not  playing  Santa  Claus  to  any- 
body. This  money  is  an  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment created  the  conditions  making 
it  necessary  to  expand  the  school  facil- 
ities, the  Congress  recognized  this  and 
wrote  into  law  provisions  enabling  the 
Federal  Government  to  take  care  of  its 
own  obligation. 

Other  impact  areas  have  added  since 
other  establishments  have  been  reacti- 
vated and  put  in  operation.  I  really 
wanted  the  gentleman  to  have  all  of 
these  facts.  I  believe  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  McConkillI 
will  agree  with  my  point  of  view.  I  wi.<-h 
he  were  here  right  now.  because  we  have 
discu-ssed  the  matter  and  I  would  like 
to  have  him  make  his  own  statement. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  like  to  call  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  what  the  facts 
are.  We  were  presented  with  that  kind 
of  argument  a  year  ago  and  a  deficiency 
item  was  carried  through.  It  resulted 
in  a  $4  million  unobUgated  balance 
which  expired  at  the  end  of  the  vear.  I 
will  tell  the  gentleman  how  the  thing 
works,  because  I  have  been  into  it  and  I 
think  I  understand  it  pretty  well. 

School  districts  present  their  peti- 
tions to  the  Department  of  Education 
or  the  Bureau  of  Education,  or  whatever 
the  exact  name  is.  Tho.^e  petitions  are 
proce.^sed  by  that  department.  If  they 
approve  of  them  they  .'et  up  as  an  obli- 
gation the  amount  for  which  they  are 
proces.sed.  The  number  that  was  proc- 
essed was  359  down  to  February  11 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The   time   of   the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 
Mr.  TABER.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
myself  10  additional  minutes. 

The  obligations  to  that  date  were 
$3,7j0  000.  There  were  359  of  those. 
There  had  been  141  districts  down  to  the 
11th  of  February— more  than  there  had 
been  in  the  year  before.  Why  they 
would  need  to  have  any  deficiency  under 
any  circumstance  that  would  justify  $21 
million  is  beyond  any  possible  explana- 
tion. They  should  have  come  in  here 
not  now  but  later  on  in  the  session  if 
they  were  going  to  come  in,  and  not  at 
this  time  when  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  them  to  see  that  any  such 
amount  as  $24  million  additional  would 
be  justified. 

There  is  a  very  serious  question  about 
the  real  entitlement  of  these  people  to 
so  much  money.  The  big  item  of  money 
IS  not  spent  on  those  places  where  the 
children  are  on  military  reservations  or 
other  reservations  of  the  Government  or 
Where  their  people  are  employed  in  con- 
nection therewith,  but  the  big  item  is 
at  places  outside,  where  people  live  in 
Federal  Housing  projects,  and  where 
they  reside  with  a  parent  employed  on 
Federal  property  which  is  situated  in 
such  State. 
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Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr,  BARDEN.  There  may  be  some 
room  for  discussion  as  to  the  formula 
passed  by  Congress.  Frankly.  I  am  not 
thoroughly  satisfied  with  that  myself, 
but  it  was  a  very  difficult  problem  to 
deal  with,  and  we  tried  to  take  care  of  it 
as  best  we  could.  Frankly,  I  do  not 
believe  this  has  been  quite  covered. 
While  the  $5  million  has  been  obligated, 
the  entitlements,  those  that  are  entitled 
to  it,  according  to  the  formula  written 
into  the  law,  have  not  been  made  and 
time  for  filing  has  not  yet  arrived.  It  is 
figured  they  will  now  get  60  percent,  and 
some  of  these  areas  cannot  run  a  school 
on  a  60-p>ercent  grant.  We  have 
brought  about  the  condition  by  putting 
the  military  people  there,  by  putting  the 
Government  tax-free  housing  there,  by 
dragging  in  the  people  and  loading 
them  on  the  community.  That  was 
thoroughly  discussed  at  the  time  the  bill 
was  passed.  I  want  to  help  save  every- 
thing we  can  save  within  reason,  but  I 
do  not  beUeve  the  gentleman  would  want 
to  cut  the  entitlement  to  60  percent. 

Mr.  TABER.  This  is  not  for  school 
construction,  but  for  operation  only.  I 
have  a  situation  in  my  own  district  which 
is  just  about  as  acute  as  any.  and  I  know 
how  this  thing  works.  I  am  talking 
from  the  standpoint  of  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  trying  to  meet  my 
responsibilities  as  a  Member  of  Congress 
to  balance  this  budget  and  try  to  get 
sense  into  it. 

I  cannot  go  along  with  the  thought 
that  they  know  what  they  are  talking 
about  in  connection  with  this  situation; 
I  do  not  believe  as  they  do;  I  do  not  be- 
lieve they  are  in  any  position  properly 
and  honestly  to  present  to  us  a  reason 
for  the  increase  in  this  appropriation  of 
$24  million.  I  have  gone  into  it  very 
thoroughly;  I  have  appeared  before  these 
people  in  connection  with  allotments  for 
my  own  district,  so  I  know  how  the  thing 
operates,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  they 
have  at  this  time  any  proper  informa- 
tion on  which  to  come  before  us  with  a 
deficiency  appropriation.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve they  are  entitled  to  it;  otherwise 
I  would  come  out  here  and  support  them. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  I  rise  at  this  time 
only  to  see  if  I  can  clarify  certain  things 
which  probably  need  a  little  clarification. 

The  main  difficulty  with  impact  areas 
for  school  needs  are  in  those  sections 
where  there  has  been  a  Federal  Impact. 
I  think  there  is  general  agreement  that 
we  should  aid  such  districts.  They  hare 
never  had  the  full  amount  they  have 
needed  or  ought  to  have  to  fulfill  the 
obligations  which  they  felt  should  be  met 
In  the  light  of  the  bill  which  Congress 
passed.  Knowing  that  they  have  always 
had  to  hold  back  in  their  apportion- 
ments. For  instance,  it  was  stated  a 
moment  ago  that  of  the  $40  million  only 
$5  million  had  l)een  used.  The  reason 
for  that  is  because  they  are  not  sure  of 
the  amount  of  money  they  will  receive. 
They  can  use  a  great  deal  more  money; 
they  could  use  this  twenty-odd  million 


dollars  which  has  been  cut  out.  use  it 
very  well  If  they  are  to  meet  all  the  en- 
titlements throughout  this  country:  but 
they  are  not  sure  of  the  amount  they  will 
receive,  and  it  is  incumbent  on  the  Ad- 
ministrator to  appropriate  on  a  pro-rata 
basis  the  amount  of  money  he  finally 
has.  They  could  spend  fifty-some  mil- 
lion dollars,  which  would  be  the  $35  mil- 
lion they  have  available  plus  the  $24 
million,  if  that  is  the  right  figure,  they 
ask  for  in  the  deficiency  appropriation, 
and  use  it  by  June  30  of  this  year.  How- 
ever, if  they  do  not  receive  that  and  have 
only  the  $35  million  which  is  now  avail- 
able to  them,  it  will  have  to  be  dealt  out 
on  a  pro-rata  basis,  and  the  different 
districts  will  have  to  be  cut  down.  That 
is  the  reason  they  asked  for  this  $24  mil- 
lion additional.  If  they  do  not  get  it, 
then  the  grants  will  have  to  be  cut  down 
in  all  the  districts. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  have  this  picture  right 
In  front  of  me  as  it  was  presented  by 
them.  They  claim  they  anticipate  2.300 
applications.  Down  to  the  11th  of  Feb- 
ruary they  had  received  1,036,  and  we  are 
better  than  seven-twelfths  through  the 
fiscal  year.  They  claim  they  anticipate 
an  additional  1,264  applications. 

If  a  school  district  is  entitled  to  some- 
thing of  this  kind,  it  is  not  going  to  wait 
until  this  late  in  the  year  to  make  ap- 
plication for  it.  The  thing  just  does  not 
stand  to  reason,  and  it  does  not  look  as 
if  they  knew  what  they  were  doing  or 
what  they  were  coming  up  here  for. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  The  gentleman 
realizes,  of  course,  that  many  of  these 
superintendents  of  districts  and  groups 
that  are  interested  in  receiving  addi- 
tional money  for  their  educational  needs 
have  been  informed  that  only  so  much 
was  available.  So  many  of  them  felt 
that  there  was  no  use  presenting  their 
claims,  they  did  not  have  the  money 
available  to  meet  them.  We  have  always 
been  behind  in  the  amount  of  appropria- 
tions or  at  least  have  not  come  up  to  the 
amounts  that  the  districts  have  needed. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  am  not  so  sure  about 
that  because  the  amounts  that  have 
been  distributed  have  been  reasonably 
liberal  all  the  way  through.  I  am  not 
going  into  a  discussion  with  the  gentle- 
man because  I  have  given  him  the  fig- 
ures and  the  detail.  I  cannot  under- 
stand it  and  I  cannot  make  out  a  case 
for  a  deficiency  appropriation  at  this 
point.  L&st  year  they  had  $4,000,000 
left.  I  am  not  going  to  say  anything 
more  about  the  particular  item  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Truman  presented 
a  budget  here  along  in  the  early  part  of 
January.  It  is  going  to  be  absolutely  im- 
possible for  the  new  heads  of  depart- 
ments to  tell  us  just  exactly  what  they 
think  they  can  do  toward  cutting  down 
those  demands  right  away.  We  are 
already  starting  hearings  on  a  bill. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  on  that  point? 

Mr.  TABER.  When  I  have  finished 
with  this  particular  part  I  will. 

We  are  going  into  those  appropriation 
estimates  just  as  carefully  as  we  can  with 
the  idea  of  screening  them  and  provid- 
ing what  is  necessary  for  the  operation 


of  the  Government  and  not  one  cent 
more.  We  do  not  and  we  cannot  at  this 
time  say  to  you  just  what  they  will  need 
or  just  what  the  committee  will  recom- 
mend to  you.  I  can  say  that  the  thing 
will  be  approached  with  the  idea  in  mind 
on  the  part  of  every  member  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  of  reducing  ex- 
penditures, and  I  believe  I  can  say  that 
the  minority  and  the  majority  will  work 
together  to  try  to  bring  alx)ut  that  result. 
There  may  be  difference  of  opinion  on 
items  but  not  in  the  effort  that  will  be 
made  to  try  and  bring  about  a  balanced 
budget.  We  are  going  to  do  our  very 
best  on  that  and  we  realize  fully  the 
tremendous  responsibility  that  rests 
upon  us  and  upon  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  as 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee has  had  probably  a  better  chance 
to  see  what  the  attitude  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration heads  is  than  some  of  the 
rest  of  us;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  some 
of  us  who  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  these  budget  problems  with  the 
President  and  to  get  his  views  general- 
ly and  the  views  of  the  people  in  the 
administration  can  say  to  the  Members 
of  the  House  and  to  the  country  that 
this  new  administration,  instead  of  try- 
ing to  find  ways  and  means  to  up  all 
of  the  exp«mditures  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, is  going  to  join  with  us  in  a  real, 
sincere  effort  to  find  ways  and  means  of 
reducing  Federal  expending.  That  as- 
surance can  be  had.  It  is  not  fair  to 
say  that  an  Administration  that  came 
into  office  on  January  20,  with  Cabinet 
positions  just  being  filled,  should  be  ex- 
pected at  this  moment  to  come  forward 
with  a  whole,  complete  budget.  But  let 
me  just  say  this  again  for  emphasis  that 
before  we  get  through  working  on  these 
appropriations  we  will  have  the  help  of 
the  Administration  and  the  heads  of  the 
departments  in  trying  to  reduce  spend- 
ing, and  that  is  something  that  we  have 
not  had  for  20  years. 

Mr.  TABER.  And  I  want  to  say  this, 
too,  that  we  will  have  a  fine  spirit  of  co- 
operation in  reducing  the  expenditures 
all  the  way  down  the  line  on  the  part  of 
the  administration. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  In  reply  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana,  we  have  heard 
that  kind  of  speech  made  in  every  Con- 
gress for  the  last  20  years  when  the  Con- 
gress began  its  sitting.  But  now,  about 
this  administration  coming  in  25  or  30 
days  ago,  Mr.  Dodge,  who  in  my  opinion 
enjoys  as  good  a  reputation  as  anyone 
who  has  been  employed  by  this  Adminis- 
tration, in  any  position  in  it,  has  been 
down  here  nearly  S  months,  and  he  has 
worked  with  Mr.  Lawton  on  this  budget. 
Now  he  should  have  some  ideas  about 
the  various  departments  and  how  much 
can  be  cut.  Of  course,  we  have  not 
passed  all  the  appropriation  bills  yet, 
and  it  will  be  quite  some  time  before  we 
do.  But,  I  just  feel  that  it  would  be  the 
fair  thing  to  do.  and  frankly  it  would  be 
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the  honorable  thing  to  do,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible for  this  administration  to  submit 
budgets  on  the  various  matters  that  will 
come  before  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. And,  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  if  he  does  not  think  that 
would  be  a  good  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  am  certain  that  the 
representatives  of  the  administration 
will  communicate  their  views  on  what 
the  appropriations  ought  to  be  to  the 
committee  before  reports  are  required  to 
be  made  upon  these  bills,  and  I  am  sure 
that  the  President  will  join  in  those 
statements. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Just  a  moment. 
Why  not  submit  them  to  the  Congress? 
The  Committee  on  Appropriations  has 
secret  meetings  and  secret  hearings,  and 
things  of  that  kind.  It  may  never  come 
out  of  there  what  they  are  doing.  Why 
not  submit  them  to  the  Congress  where 
all  budgets  are  submitted? 

Mr.  TABER.  Here  is  the  situation. 
When  the  appropriation  bill  comes  out, 
the  hearings  come  out  with  a  complete, 
detailed  statement  as  to  what  has  been 
done,  and  that  we  expect  to  follow  all 
the  way  through. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  TABER,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  I  sense  the  temper 
of  the  people  of  this  country  correctly, 
they  are  interested  in  results.  Now  what 
they  want  is  that  there  be  a  cooperative, 
good -faith  effort  between  the  adminis- 
trative branch  of  the  Government  and 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government 
to  cut  the  spending  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment down  as  far  as  we  can.  main- 
taining our  security  and  essential  gov- 
ernmental functions.  Now  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  detailed  budget  is  sent  up  here 
to  my  mind  makes  no  difference.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  everyone  knows  that  it 
takes  months  and  months  to  prepare  a 
budget  in  that  detail.  What  we  have  and 
what  we  are  working  on  now  is  the  Tru- 
man budget.  I  never  saw  a  Truman 
budget  that  could  not  be  cut.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  we  have  cut  them  time  and 
again  and  we  are  going  to  cut  this  one, 
and  make  no  mistake  about  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired 
Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
listen  to  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Tabkr], 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the 
author  of  the  pending  bill,  with  more 
than  ordinary  interest.  It  is  perhaps 
not  too  much  to  say  that  his  statement 
here  this  morning  is  among  the  most 
Important  yet  given  from  ^ny  source  in 
this  session. 

This  is  the  first  spending  bill  cf  the 
first  session,  of  the  first  Congress  report- 
ing an  appropriation  Ln  response  to 
budget  estimates  controlled  by  his  party 
In  LO  years.  As  such,  it  is  of  particular 
Interest  in  that  it  may  be  taken  as  a 
model  of  the  spending  bills  to  be  re- 
ported out  dmmg  this  session,  and  may 
be  considered,  to  some  extent  at  least, 
as  indicative  of  the  program  which  is 
to  be  followed  by  the  party  in  power  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Congress. 

New  navigators  are  in  charge.  They 
are  setting  a  new  course,  outlining  and 
establishing    new    landmarks.    A    new 


tide  Is  setting  in  which  is  to  affect  in 
time  not  only  the  affairs  of  this  country 
but  of  the  world  as  well.  As  he  very  well 
said — and  knowing  him  as  I  do.  I  am 
certain  he  spoke  his  heartfelt  senti- 
ments— we  may  differ  on  some  of  the 
details,  we  may  not  fully  agree  on  all  of 
the  items,  but  upon  the  one  general  ob- 
jective of  a  balanced  budget  to  serve  the 
greatest  welfare  of  the  greatest  number, 
we  are  in  complete  agreement,  and  on 
that  we  hope  to  cooperate  fully  and  ef- 
fectively. 

And  the  majority  leader,  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI  tells 
us  that  the  country  expects  a  real,  sin- 
cere effort  to  reduce  spending. 

I  am  in  complete  accord  with  the  gen- 
tleman. I  think  he  has  very  happily 
expressed  the  attitude  and  the  desire  of 
the  country. 

Now  let  us  see  just  how.  and  to  what 
degree,  this  bill  carries  out  that  objective. 
Let  us  see  in  wliat  direction,  and  how  far, 
if  we  are  to  judge  their  program  by  this 
bill,  we  may  expect  to  go. 

In  the  first  place,  of  course,  it  Is  not  a 
Truman  budget.  The  budget  is  submit- 
ted in  response  to  laws  passed  by  the  last 
Congress.  And  practically  all  the  men 
who  were  instrumental  in  drafting  those 
laws  are  again  Members  of  this  House. 
Those  laws  were  enacted  after  the  regu- 
lar budget  had  been  compiled  and  had 
been  sent  to  Congress.  In  order  to  com- 
ply with  them  it  was  necessary  for  the 
President  to  draft  a  supplemental  budget 
and  this  is  that  budget.  It  was  prepared 
and  transmitted  under  conditions  which 
gave  the  President  no  choice  or  option 
in  the  matter. 

The  greater  part  of  it  deals  with  the 
salaries  of  the  servicemen  in  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force.  We  waited 
perhaps  too  long  to  realize  that  their 
salaries  were  not  keeping  pace  with 
inflated  prices  and  depreciated  dollars. 
Congress  enacted  the  bill  and  now  we 
are  asked — as  we  knew  we  would  be 
asked — to  appropriate  the  money.  What 
else  could  the  President  do?  It  is  our 
baby  and  it  is  on  our  door.step. 

It  is  not  a  Truman  budget.  It  is  not 
a  political  budget.  It  is  an  American 
budget  and  it  is  an  honest  budget.  No- 
body denies  that  the  amounts  requested 
are  in  keeping  with  purposes  and  activi- 
ties which  Congress  authorized. 

The  record  permits  no  quarrel  with 
the  economy  record  of  the  Administra- 
tion which  prepared  this  budget.  It  pro- 
ceeded at  virtually  rock-bottom  levels 
in  the  discharge  of  the  great  responsi- 
bihties  with  which  it  was  confronted  and 
in  complete  alignment  with  its  post-war 
policy  of  keeping  operational  costs  at  a 
minimum  and  within  income  when  ex- 
traordinary demands  imposed  no  hin- 
drance. Extravagant  statements  have 
been  made  predicting  the  reduction  of 
the  pending  budget  by  billions  of  dollars. 
I  am  convinced  that  such  predictions  are 
being  made  without  a  comprehensive 
knowledge  and  study  of  the  situation, 
and  that  the  hearings  will  develop  an 
indispensable  need  for  estimates  which 
on  casual  consideration  have  been  rated 
as  nonessential. 

I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
that  in  this  bill— as  in  all  future  bills— 


we  ought  to  do  what  can  be  done  to 
achieve  a  balanced  budget. 

Can  you  say  we  have  achieved  that  re- 
sult in  this  bill? 

As  you  check  it  over  carefully,  you  note 
what  api>ears  to  be  a  heavy  cut  In  the 
budget  estimates,  almost  as  heavy  as 
some  of  the  reductions  which  were  made 
in  the  last  Congress.  In  the  civil  de- 
fense bill,  for  instance,  we  went  a  little 
deeper  than  in  this  bill,  but  on  the  face 
of  it,  this  is  a  cut. 

It  cuts  something  like  Sl'/a  billion 
from  the  estimates.  But  a  slash  of  SlVi 
billion  in  a  bill  does  not  necessarily 
contribute  in  the  end  to  a  balanced 
budget.  And  that  is  true  here.  When 
you  read  the  bill,  you  find  It  does  not  to 
the  slightest  degree  curtail  authorization 
of  the  activities  for  which  this  money  is 
provided.  It  says,  in  effect.  "Go  right 
ahead.  Continue  the  program.  Proceed 
as  heretofore.  We  will  not  appropriate 
new  money  for  it.  But  you  may  use  the 
same  amount  of  other  money  diverted, 
for  the  time  t)eing,  from  funds  previously 
appropriated  for  other  purposes."  Thii 
bill  does  not  block  the  pay  of  the  Army  or 
the  Navy  or  the  Air  Force.  It  does  not 
limit  or  curtail  or  control  in  any  respect 
authorization  of  the  activities  which  this 
bill  is  proposed  to  finance.  The  same 
expenditures  can  eventually  be  made  as 
could  be  made  without  the  passage  of 
the  bill.  It  does  not  retrench.  It  does 
not  reduce.  It  does  not  economize.  It 
merely  defers  appropriating  the  money 
while  it  is  being  spent.  So  the  question 
naturally  arises.  What  will  you  do  for 
money  when  cash  is  due  for  the  other 
activities  from  which  you  are  tem- 
porarily diverting  the  money  used  for 
army  pay. 

Why  we  will  come  fn  here  with  a  de- 
ficiency bill  to  make  up  the  same  money 
we  are  cutting  out  of  this  bill  today. 
That  is  what  we  did  in  the  80th  Con- 
gress. You  will  recall  that  in  the  80th 
ConsTress.  we  came  in  here  with  drastic 
reductions  which  we  later  had  to  replace. 

We  even  eliminated  the  $800,000,000 
for  income  tax  refunds  and  advertised  it 
as  a  monumental  saving  below  the 
budget  estimate.  Then  at  the  end  of 
the  sej^sion,  we  had  to  put  back  not  only 
the  $800  million  but  we  had  to  put  back 
additional  money. 

I  trust  that  this  measure  In  Its  national 
defense  pha.se  is  not  a  precursor  of  what 
we  may  expect  in  the  handling  of  the 
regular  1954  defense  budget. 

We  have  been  engaged  in  rebuilding 
our  defense  establishments  since  the 
outbreak  of  the  war  in  Korea.  The 
amounts  provided  have  been  large,  but 
definitely  tied  to  programs  and  projects. 
Whether  or  not  too  much  has  been  pro- 
vided, I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  That 
depends  largely  upon  the  overall  de- 
fense picture:  upon  whether  or  not  a 
change  has  occurred  that  warrants  con- 
traction both  as  regards  new  obligatlonal 
availability  and  existing  obhgatlonal 
availability.  A  restudy.  we  have  been 
led  to  believe,  is  now  in  progress. 

If  there  is  to  be  contraction  in  pro- 
grams previously  financed,  orderly  pro- 
cedure demands  that  we  know  in  what 
areas,  in  what  appropriations,  and  in 
what  projects  within  appropriations. 
Then  we  could  either  rescind  or  reappro- 
priate  any  surplus  funds  that  may  be 
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found.  We  should  maintain  and  exer- 
cise control  of  them  and  not  merely 
grant  authority  to  use,  without  designa- 
tion, any  unobligated  balances  that  may 
be  reported.  Let's  have  the  record  show 
what  the  surplus  money  is  by  appropria- 
tion and  project,  and  how  we  determine 
to  dispose  of  it.  Our  aim  should  be  to 
avoid  to  the  greatest  practicable  extent 
permitting  a  spending  agency  free  rein 
in  the  reemployment  of  funds  heretofore 
made  available.  We  are  leaning  in  that 
direction  in  this  bill,  and  it  is  bad  prac- 
tice. 

It  must  be  confessed  that  there  Is  some 
reason  for  disappointment  in  the  man- 
agement and  direction  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  in  relation  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  funds.  Under  the 
right  kind  of  leadership,  there  would  be 
little  if  any  need  for  congressional  com- 
mittees conducting  investigations  at 
home  and  abroad  of  waste  and  extrava- 
gance in  the  accomplishment  of  the  de- 
fease buildup  In  which  we  are  now  en- 
gaged. 

As  regards  improved  or  more  economi- 
cal procedures  in  consequence  of  the  uni- 
fication law.  it  may  be  suggested  that  the 
law  has  cost  money  instead  of  saving  It 
There  are  those  who  fear  that  duplica- 
tion and  overlapping,  and  consequent 
waste,  will  continue  until  the  Defense 
Department  is  headed  by  men  who  pos- 
sess the  leadership  and  the  determina- 
tion to  carry  out  the  unification  law  In 
letter  and  In  spirit.  I  join  with  the  ma- 
jority in  the  hope  that  the  new  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  those  who  will  assist  him 
may  be  able  to  achieve  some  genuine  re- 
sults in  this  Important  field. 

There  are  other  fields  where  economies 
should  be  effected.  Reported  duplica- 
tion of  effort  and  overstafflng  and  other 
possible  extravagant  practices.  In  our  ac- 
tivities abroad  offer  a  field  for  potential 
savings.  Also,  it  may  be  that  changed 
conditions  wdrrant  retrenchments  in  the 
work  of  Federal  functions  at  home,  both 
in  Washington  and  in  the  field.  And  it 
is  possible  some  of  them  can  now  be  ad- 
ministered with  fewer  p>eople.  or  that 
some  of  them  can  be  dispensed  with  alto- 
gether. We  shall  be  happy  to  join  in  the 
accomplishment  of  any  such  economies 
where  evidence  justifies. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  remind  the  com- 
mittee and  the  House  that  this  side  of 
the  aisle  is  fully  as  economy-minded  as 
that  side  of  the  aisle  as  evidenced  by  the 
cut  of  $8>2  billion  in  the  budget  enacted 
in  the  last  session. 

We  on  this  side  will  go  along  with  you 
In  an  effort  to  balance  the  budget.  You 
cannot  do  it,  though,  unless  it  is  deter- 
mined that  our  security  program  can  be 
conducted  considerably  below  present 
costs  without  impairment  of  the  national 
interests.  There  has  been  no  indication 
of  such  a  determination  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia,  who  served  as  chair- 
man of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
for  the  longest  term  in  the  history  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  is  advising  the  House  that 
in  all  probability  there  will  have  to  be  a 
deficiency  appropriation  made  to  take 
care  of  the  billion  dollars  which  is  ab- 


sorbed by  this  bllL  In  other  words,  we 
will  have  to  have  a  deficiency  appropri- 
ation. Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Certainly.  The  pro- 
grams from  which  we  are  diverting 
money  to  finance  this  bill  are  being  car- 
ried on.  That  was  true  In  the  80th 
Congress.  Eventually  we  had  to  put  the 
money  back.  The  money  borrowed  f  rwn 
Peter  to  pay  Paul  had  to  be  refunded. 
And  we  came  In  with  deficiency  appro- 
priation bills  and  supplementary  appro- 
priation bills  to  make  it  up.  And  there 
was  no  saving. 

In  that  connection,  here  Is  what  the 
Wall  Street  Journal  says  about  it  in  this 
morning's  edition: 

The  Appropriation  Committee  does  not 
block  the  pay  increases;  it  merely  requires 
the  Defense  Department  to  pay  part  of  the 
cost  out  of  unused  money  the  Department 
had  in  another  pocket.  •  •  •  This  fact 
suggests  that  the  "savings"  by  this  method 
are  fictitious  because  they  do  not  help 
•   •   •  to  balance  the  current  budget.  •   •   • 

So  the  real  test  of  this  economy  move 
comes  hereafter.  It  depends  •  •  •  on 
future  actions  to  prove  the  reductions  to  be 
something  more  than  bookkeeper's  Jug- 
gling. 

That  Is  comment  from  a  friendly  ob- 
server and  very  aptly  characterizes  the 
situation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Incidentally,  some  have 
entered  the  objection  that  this  proposes 
to  take  money  away  from  previous  ap- 
propriations, and  is  therefore  without 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee. 

It  is  important  to  remember  that  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  retains 
jurisdiction  over  appropriated  money  un- 
til committed.  A  year  later — or  any 
number  of  years  later — if  the  money  Is 
still  available  and  unexpended  the  com- 
mittee may  bring  in  a  bill  to  rescind  the 
surplus  money  in  any  appropriation  and 
reappropriate  it  or  cover  it  back  Into  the 
Treasury. 

And  that  Is  what  should  have  been 
done  In  this  bill  if  we  really  propose  to 
reduce  spending  and  effect  a  saving.  If 
we  must  eventually  pay  back  in  another 
deficiency  bill  the  amounts  we  are  here 
diverting  from  other  purposes  then  we 
should  have  the  courage  to  put  in  new 
money  or  refuse  any  appropriation  at  alL 

If  there  was  surplus  money  not  re- 
quired for  the  purpKJse  for  which  origi- 
nally appropriated  then  we  should  can- 
cel and  rescind  the  appropriation  and 
cover  the  money  into  the  Treasury  or 
credit  it  on  the  national  debt  as  we  did 
in  the  79th  Congress. 

Mr.  SCRTVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Perhaps  I  misunder- 
stood the  gentleman.  Is  the  gentleman 
proposing  that  he  will  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  rescind  some  of  the  funds  that 
have  been  appropriated? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  gentleman  did 
misunderstand.  Evidently  I  failed  to 
make  myself  clear  on  that  point.  This 
bill  instead  of  providing  new  money 
makes  available  money  already  appro- 
priated for  other  purf>oses.  Now  the 
money  is  either  surplus  or  It  is  not  sur- 
plus. If  It  is  not  surplus,  then  we  are 
diverting  it  from  the  purpose  for  which 
It  was  originally  appropriated  and  Is 
eventually  to  be  used,  and  there  is  no 


saving.  If  it  Is  surplus  it  ought  to  be 
rescinded  and  returned  to  the  Treasury 
or  applied  to  the  national  debt.  That 
was  the  course  followed  in  the  79th  Con- 
gress. 

Immediately  upon  the  conclusion  of 
World  War  n  hostilities  the  committee 
launched  upon  the  recapture  of  war  ap- 
propriations, in  an  urgent  drive  to  get 
our  finances  in  order.  More  than  64 
billion  dollars  available  for  defense  ex- 
penditures were  canceled  out.  The  con- 
traction of  defense  spending  permitted 
the  diversion  of  upwards  of  20  billion 
dollars  of  income  to  public  debt  reduc- 
tion. Certainly,  if  there  was  ever  a  time 
when  we  needed  public-debt  reduction 
it  is  now.  If  there  is  any  surplus  money 
in  any  of  these  pipelines,  it  should  be 
brought  back  Into  the  Federal  Treasury 
immediately. 

Within  6  months  after  the  close  of 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  World  War  II 
hostilities  ceased.  President  Truman 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  a  balanced 
budget — the  first  balanced  budget  since 
it  had  been  unbalanced  in  the  Hoover 
administration. 

President  Truman  that  year  trans- 
mitted the  budget*  to  the  79th  Congress 
as  he  this  year  transmitted  the  budget 
to  the  83d  Congress  and  it  was  enacted 
by  Congress  in  the  black — a  balanced 
budget.  The  80th  Congress,  beginning 
January  1947,  received  the  budget  in  the 
black  and  in  the  brief  span  of  2  years, 
when  their  control  ended,  the  budget  was 
again  In  the  red.  They  received  it  in  the 
black;  they  turned  it  back  to  us  in  the 
red;  and  to  make  matters  worse,  income 
was  reduced  In  the  face  of  a  staggering 
public  debt.  That  was  their  policy  then, 
and  If  we  are  to  judge  by  the  bill  now 
under  consideration  by  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  that  is  their  policy 
again  at  a  time  when  a  reduction  of  taxes 
would  entail  either  a  dangerous  curtail- 
ment of  security  measures  or  a  further 
pyramiding  of  the  already  top-heavy 
public  debt.  In  either  case  it  would  be  a 
gamble  with  national  security,  involving 
the  imminent  question  of  survival  either 
as  a  government  or  as  a  nation. 

When  the  adopted  draft  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  was  finally 
published  in  1789,  the  chancelleries  of 
Europe  rocked  with  laughter.  The  idea 
of  a  people  governing  themselves,  and 
especially  "the  rag-tags  and  bob-tails  of 
Sam  Adams  and  Tom  Jefferson."  electing 
their  own  officials  and  attempting  to 
maintain  their  own  government,  Im- 
pressed them  as  ludicrous  in  the  ex- 
treme, and  the  "impracticable"  provi- 
sions of  the  new  Constitution  were 
greeted  with  derision  throughout  the 
world.  Loyal  subjects  of  the  ancient 
monarchies  were  assured  that  while 
Washington  might  be  able  to  hold  the 
"rebels"  together  In  some  semblance  of 
order  during  his  lifetime,  that  when 
his  death  made  it  necessary  to  hold  an 
election  to  select  his  successor,  the  fac- 
tion defeated  at  the  polls  would  seize 
their  guns  and  start  fighting  and  chaos 
would  foUow  imtll  "a  strong  man  on 
horseback"  took  over  with  firing  squads 
and  established  a  stable  monarchy.  How 
surprised  they  would  have  been  if  with 
unbelieving  eyes  they  could  have  wit- 
nessed the  brief  and  simple  ceremony  a 
few  days  ago  in  front  of  this  builidng  in 
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which  a  man  after  seven  years  at  the 
head  of  the  nation  quietly  and  gladly 
laid  down  the  powers  and  prerogatives 
of  that  great  position  and  stepped  back 
into  obscurity  and  another  man  quietly 
and  prayerfully  took  command  of  the 
armies  and  navies  and  resources  of  a 
great  and  free  and  enlightened  people 
and  assumed  the  duties  and  responsibili- 
ties of  the  greatest  office  ever  conceived 
by  the  brain  of  man. 

That  is  the  glory  of  America. 

Mr.  Chairman.  General  Eisenhower 
was  not  my  candidate.  I  was  not  for 
him;  I  did  not  vote  for  him.  He  was  not 
on  my  side;  he  was  not  on  our  team. 

But  when  it  was  announced  at  mid- 
night on  November  4  that  he  had  been 
elected,  from  then  on  he  was  my  man. 
He  was  the  captain  of  my  team.  He  was 
the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
as  such  was  entitled  to  the  cooperation 
and  support  of  every  American  citizen. 
And  that  I  give  him  without  stint  or 
reservation. 

He  is  in  every  way  worthy  of  that 
exalted  trust.  He  is  one  of  the  great 
commanders  of  history.  And  he  enjoys 
to  a  remarkable  extent  the  confidence 
and  affection  of  thet  American  people. 
I  shall  do  what  I  can  to  enable  him  to 
carry  out  the  platform  on  which  he  was 
elected  and  to  which  he  is  pledged. 

The  people  who  voted  for  him  in  the 
election  had  a  very  definite  idea  of  what 
they  were  voting  for.  They  expect  him 
to  conclude  the  war  and  secure  lasting 
peace  with  honor;  to  discontinue  the 
draft  and  bring  back  the  boys;  to  cut 
government  expenditures,  balance  the 
budget,  reduce  taxes  and  start  payment 
on  the  national  debt.  They  expect  him 
to  maintain  full  employment,  at  living 
wages,  to  maintain  farm  prices  at  100% 
of  parity  and  to  continue  and  expand 
national  prosperity. 

With  that  program,  and  in  every  detail 
of  It,  I  am  in  full  agreement  and  in 
so  far  as  I  am  able,  shall  follow  im- 
plicitly the  President's  leadership  in  its 
accomplishment. 

If  we  reduce  the  program  to  its  lowest 
common  denominator  we  can  perhaps 
condense  its  salient  features  to  a  de- 
termination to  balance  the  budget.  And 
unless  we  can  balance  the  budget  the  rest 
of  the  program  is  largely  hopeless  or 
useless. 

There  are,  of  course,  two  ways  to 
balance  the  budget.  We  can  either  re- 
duce the  outgo  or  we  can  increase  the 
income.  Of  course  we  should  do  both. 
We  should  reduce  expenditure  and  we 
should  maintain  income  until  a  balance 
is  reached. 

As  the  Wall  Street  Journal  well  says, 
we  carmot  balance  the  budget  with  fic- 
titious saving.  And  we  are  handi- 
capped If  we  fail  to  cover  back  into  the 
Treasury  sxirplus  funds  which  according 
to  the  committee  are  being  held  uncom- 
mitted by  departmental  agencies. 

Nor  can  we  expect  to  balance  the 
budget  by  reducing  the  income  of  the 
PederaJ  Government.  And.  again,  we  are 
handicapped  in  balancing  the  budget  if 
we  fall  to  systematically  reduce  the  na- 
tional debt. 

Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  most  alarm- 
ing features  of  our  national  debt  is  the 
lack  of  concern  about  it  on  the  part  of 


the  people  generally  and  the  Congress  in 
particular.  Some  years  ago,  when  the 
war  budgets  began  to  mushroom  the  na- 
tional debt,  there  was  apprehension  lest 
it  get  out  of  hand  and  as  late  as  1939  a 
statutory  limit  of  $45  bilUon  was  eimcted. 
According  to  the  latest  report  of  the 
Treasury  Department  the  debt  now 
amounts  to  $267,402,058,632.56  and  is 
growing  every  day.  This  does  not  in- 
clude the  91  day  bills  which  average 
more  than  $100  billion  from  week  to 
week.  And  we  have  $29,689,725,748 
of  currency  in  circulation.  All  the  gold 
at  Port  Knox,  which  we  have  just  been 
spending  several  weeks  counting,  and 
which  is  the  largest  supply  of  gold  or 
concentration  of  wealth  in  the  world, 
would  merely  pay  the  interest  on  tlie 
national  debt  barely  three  years. 

Our  outstanding  Federal  obligations 
are  growing  like  a  forest  fire.  And  with 
every  addition  to  it.  and  every  deficiency 
appropriation  by  this  Congress,  inflation 
grows  and  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  drops,  and  our  bonds  and  life  in- 
surance and  annuities  are  wortii  less 
and  less  and  less.  The  only  thing  we 
hear  is  cut  taxes  lower  on  the  largest 
incomes  the  world  ever  saw.  Nobody 
talks  about  the  debt  and  the  newspapers 
seldom  mention  it  and  we  seem  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  theoi-y  that  as  long  as  we 
don't  think  about  it  and  don't  try  to  pay 
it.  it  isn't  there.  But  time  is  running  out. 
There  is  only  one  alternative.  We  must 
either  pay  it  or  we  must  repudiate  it. 

If  we  ever  expect  to  pay  it.  it  is  hiph 
time  we  were  beginning  to  think  about  it. 
Already  we  are  far  dpwn  the  road  which 
followed  to  its  end  has  never  yet  failed 
to  lead  a  nation  to  disaster.  And  yet 
people  are  thinking  more  about  reducing 
taxes  than  reducing  the  debt.  The  ex- 
cess-profits tax  expires  July  1  and  there 
is  no  talk  of  continuing  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  tlie  excess-profits  tax  is 
the  fairest  tax  ever  levied.  As  long  as 
men  are  satisfied  with  a  reasonable  profit 
the  excess-profits  tax  does  not  apply.  It 
is  only  when  they  begin  to  charge  unrea- 
sonable profits ;  it  is  only  when  they  be- 
gin to  profiteer  on  the  consumer,  that 
the  excess-profits  tax  begins  to  operate. 

Years  ago  we  learned  that  the  first  rule 
in  taxation  is  that  taxes  should  be  paid 
by  those  most  able  to  pay  them.  I  ask 
you.  Who  is  better  able  to  pay  taxes, 
the  man  who  is  getting  a  normal  profit 
and  an  excess  profit  on  top  of  that,  or 
the  average  taxpayer  who  makes  only 
one  profit — or  no  profit  at  all?  Re- 
member, somebody  must  pay  taxes.  If 
one  man  does  not  pay  them  some  other 
man  must.  So  when  they  take  these 
taxes  off  the  profiteers  next  July,  and  the 
Government  no  longer  gets  the  $2 '2 
billion  a  year  it  has  been  collecting  from 
the  excess-profits  tax.  who  will  have  to 
put  up  that  big  chunk  of  money  every 
year?  Somebody  must  pay  it.  The  Gov - 
errunent  must  have  taxes  to  live.  And 
the  little  taxpayer  must  pay  it  if  the  big 
taxpayer  won't. 

If  the  law  taxing  excess  profits  Is  al- 
lowed to  expire  the  profiteer  will  go  on 
collecting  his  normal  profit  and  his  ad- 
ditional excess  profits  and  will  then  get 
the  $2^2  billion  on  top  of  all  that.  He 
will  have  just  that  much  more  velvet. 


Or  If  the  small  taxpayer  Is  already 
paying  all  he  can  stand,  and  can  pay 
no  more,  the  $2 1-i  billion  will  have  to  be 
added  to  the  public  debt  and  infiation 
will  travel  that  much  faster,  and  the 
dollar  will  buy  that  much  less. 

Of  course,  when  you  mention  the  public 
debt  the  new  regime  immediately  dis- 
claims any  responsibility.  It  is  not  their 
debt.  They  did  not  create  it.  It  was  an 
evil  legacy  from  the  past. 

While  a  majority  of  the  men  now  in 
control  of  the  House  helped  accumulate 
this  debt  and  voted  for  the  bills  which 
created  it.  the  question  of  who  voted  for 
it  is  not  important.  The  important 
thing  is  the  purpose  for  wliich  the  money 
was  spent. 

It  was  incurred  because  national 
safety  hung  in  tlie  balance.  A  medie- 
val atheistic  despotism,  absorbing  and 
exploiting  nation  after  nation  had  an- 
nounced to  the  world  that  we  were  next 
in  their  inevitable  line  of  march.  This 
debt  was  the  cost  of  arming  the  Nation 
to  meet  that  imminent  invasion.  It  was 
the  minimum  price  of  self  preservation. 

The  Truman  admini-stration  balanced 
the  budget  and  the  President  submitted  a 
balanced  budget  to  the  80th  Congress 
when  it  convened  in  January  1947.  and 
would  have  balanced  every  budget  and 
made  payments  on  the  national  debt  in 
each  succeeding  Congress  but  for  the  ne- 
cessity of  protecting  our  people  and  pre- 
serving our  form  of  government. 

Perhaps  we  are  prone  to  underestimate 
the  full  measure  of  that  responsibility. 
It  is  possible  we  fail  to  fully  appraise  the 
danger  confronting  us. 

We  have  grown  to  believe,  here  In 
America,  that  we  are  the  greatest,  the 
most  advanced,  the  most  progressive, 
and  the  mo.'^t  highly  civilized  nation  in 
the  world,  and  that  because  of  our  pre- 
eminence in  culture,  science,  and  indus- 
try, no  retarded  nation  like  Russia  can 
menace  our  peace  and  security. 

History  is  replete  with  accounts  of  the 
destruction  of  great  civilizations  by  bar- 
barian nations.  Following  the  Roman 
conquest  and  the  Christianization  of 
Britain,  there  flowered  in  England  in  the 
fourth  and  fifth  centuries,  a  civilization 
found  elsewhere  only  on  the  shores  of 
the  Mediterranean  and  unsurpassed  In 
the  British  Isles  in  the  next  500  years. 
We  are  still  uncovering  on  archeological 
sites  in  the  vicinity  of  London  remains 
of  temples  and  villas  with  tasselated 
pavements  equalled  nowhere  save  In 
Rome  itself.  Yet  when  the  Saxons 
landed  they  swept  through  England, 
ravaging,  burning,  and  murdering  in  an 
orgy  of  extermination  so  thorough  as  to 
leave  little  trace  of  Latin  or  Celtic 
speech,  law,  or  religion.  Barbarians  so 
primitive  that  they  would  bum  a  Roman 
villa  and  stretch  their  skin  tents  for 
shelter  beside  the  ruins,  had  extin- 
guished a  civilization  which  would  have 
saved  the  British  race  centuries  of  grop- 
ing in  their  upward  struggle  to  achieve 
even  medieval  economy. 

Again,  in  the  thirteenth  century,  when 
Chinese  civilization  was  centuries  old — 
and,  according  to  Macaulay,  cultured 
Chinese  philosophers  drank  tea  from 
teakwood  tables  while  our  contemporary 
English  ancestors  were  wearing  skins 
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and  living  in  caves.  Genghis  Khan  with 
his  nomadic  horsemen,  only  one  degree 
removed  from  stark  savagery,  destroyed 
every  major  city  and  left  the  land  a  de- 
populated desert  whose  rivers  flowed 
with  blood  to  the  sea. 

I  am  certain  no  one  has  ever  stood 
en  the  Acropolis  and  viewed  the  mag- 
niflcient  ruins  of  Periclean  Athens  with- 
out experiencing  a  poignant  grief  at  the 
thought  of  the  beauty  and  artistic 
.splendor  so  ruthlessly  obliterated  by  the 
barbarian  hordes  who  extinguished  not 
only  the  light  of  a  great  civilization  but 
a  race  and  a  nation  as  well. 

Pericles  and  his  age  developed  an  art 
which  is  unequaled  even  today.  They 
founded  a  democratic  government  which 
through  many  intermediate  steps  is  the 
progenitor  of  our  own  form  of  govern- 
ment. But  they  overlooked  one  essen- 
tial. They  did  not  develop  simultane- 
ously a  means  of  defending  either  civili- 
zation or  government. 

If  along  with  their  matchless  statuary 
and  architecture  they  had  instituted  re- 
search which  would  have  given  them  one 
single  plane  or  tank  or  machine  gun.  or 
comparable  weapon  of  defense,  they 
could  have  held  at  bay  all  the  savage 
forces  of  the  nomadic  avalanche  that 
overwhelmed  them. 

Let  us  take  a  lesson  from  the  pwist.  It 
is  a  lesson  often  repeated  and  bitterly 
emphasized.  Our  cities  pyramided  by 
skyscrapers  and  filled  with  the  wealth  of 
the  world  are  no  defense  against  preda- 
tory marauders  armed  with  the  latest 
scientific  weapons.  Our  marts  and 
laboratories  and  libraries  and  blazing 
furnaces  mean  nothing  in  a  battle  of 
extermination  unless  we  utilize  them  in 
the  creation  of  effective  agencies  of 
defense. 

Let  us  not  be  lulled  to  sleep  by  the 
thought  that  our  wealth  and  preemi- 
nence in  industry  render  us  invincible. 
There  are  hungry  plotters  and  plun- 
derers upon  the  globe  that  do  not  sleep. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  remember  sitting  as 
a  student  in  the  cla.ssroom  and  hearing 
a  learned  teacher,  lecturing  on  inter- 
national law,  say  there  would  never  be 
another  war;  that  war  was  an  anachro- 
nism, a  relic  of  barbarism,  and  the  world 
was  so  far  advanced  that  all  future  ques- 
tions between  nations  would  be  referred 
to  a  world  court  to  be  settled  by  law 
and  not  by  the  sword.  He  expressed  the 
universal  opinion  of  the  thinking  men  of 
his  time.  And  still,  since  that  time,  we 
have  had  two  cataclysmic  wars  and  are 
now  feverishly  preparing  for  a  third. 
How  mistaken  they  were. 

On  the  day  the  morning  papers  car- 
ried h-'adlines  announcing  that  the  Czar 
of  Russia  had  sponsored  representative 
government  and  had  established  a  EHmia 
to  be  elected  by  universal  suffrage,  I 
heard  a  great  Speaker  of  the  House. 
standing  in  the  rostrum  there,  say  that 
the  last  stronghold  of  despotism  had 
fallen  and  the  fires  of  freedom  the  Amer- 
ican Republic  had  lighted  in  1789  had 
spread  from  nation  to  nation  until  they 
extended  around  the  globe  and  freedom, 
and  democracy  were  now  the  universal 
heritage  of  all  mankind.  The  House 
stood  and  cheered  and  newspapers 
throughout  the  country  Quoted  and  ac- 
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eepted  the  statement  as  an  accomplished 
fact.  And  yet  today  more  than  half  the 
world  lies  helpless  imder  the  brutal  des- 
potism of  self-annointed  dictators  who 
have  no  more  regard  for  the  rights  of 
the  people  than  for  the  dust  beneath 
their  feet.  How  mistaken  even  the  most 
far-sighted  men  of  the  nation  can  be. 

All  will  recall,  I  am  certain,  those  years 
in  the  middle  twenties,  when  the  most 
eminent  economists  of  the  country, 
hard-headed  businessmen,  captains  of 
industry,  and  the  most  conservative 
statesmen,  subscribed  to  the  theory  that 
with  our  expanding  statistical  knowl- 
edge, with  the  development  of  modern 
banking,  and  with  our  built-in  legislative 
precautions  we  would  never  have  an- 
other runaway  economic  or  fiixancial 
debacle  in  this  country;  there  would  be 
no  further  panics,  no  further  depres- 
sions, no  further  mass  bankruptcies. 
And  yet  before  the  end  of  the  decade,  the 
Nation  was  swept  by  the  greatest  panic, 
the  greatest  depression,  the  most  dis- 
astrous financial  crash  in  the  history  of 
this  or  any  other  country.  How  mis- 
taken we  can  be. 

In  the  light  of  these  historic  instances 
in  the  lifetime  of  one  generation,  could 
it  be  ix>ssible  that  the  great  confidence 
we  have  in  the  invincibUity  of  American 
arms,  in  the  legend  of  the  invulnerabil- 
ity of  our  national  defense,  has  been 
mi.splaced.  that  it  could  be  misjudged? 

With  that  in  mind  we  might  consider 
with  more  than  casual  interest  the  opin- 
ion of  a  man  who  probably  had  more 
to  do  with  winning  the  last  war  than  any 
other  one  man  who  could  be  mentioned. 

Writing  in  a  recent  issue  of  a  national 
magazine.  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush  asks: 

Can  freedom  endure?  That  U  the  basic 
question  today,  the  crisis  we  face.  There  are 
many  aspects  to  the  question,  but  I  shall 
discuss  only  whether  we  can  be  strong 
enough,  in  a  military  sense,  to  defend  our 
way  of  life. 

I  wish  I  could  believe  that  our  salvation 
were  at  hand,  that  our  science  and  Inge- 
nuity have  provided  us  with  Instruments 
of  war  so  powerful  and  so  unfamiliar  to 
our  enemy  that  we  could  rest  confident 
in  our  superiority.  But  we  have  no  push- 
button devices  that  allow  us  to  sit  back 
and  exert  overwhelming  power  everywhere 
and  it  would  be  folly  to  risk  freedom  on 
the  dreamland  possibility.  The  best  we  can 
do  is  to  insist  that,  as  the  art  of  war  alters. 
we  remain  in  the  foreground  at  advance, 
changing  strategy  and  tactics  to  use  the  new 
techniques  effectively,  and  maintaining  the 
longest  possible  lead  in  every  field.  We  can- 
not meet  hordes  with  hordes. 

We  must  not  indulge  in  wishful  thinking. 
If  large-scale  war  breaks  out,  it  will  be  a 
slugging  match,  with  great  armies  and  long 
military  and  civilian  casualty  lists.  Some 
of  our  cities  will  be  consumed  In  a  flash, 
as  were  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki.  Many  of 
our  ships  wUl  be  sunk.  Our  economic 
structure  will  be  strained  as  never  before. 
Our  survival  will  dep>end  on  striking  power 
and  on  endurance  which  might  have  to  be 
sustained  for  many  years. 

May  I  supplement  this  with  an  excerpt 
from  a  report  released  by  a  Senate 
committee  last  Saturday  and  reported 
in  last  Sunday's  paper. 

Here  is  what  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
reports  after  hearings  on  the  subject: 

We  cannot  say  with  the  slightest  assur- 
ance tbax  It  would  be  beyond  an  enemy's 


capabilities  to  break  the  backbone  of  our 
armed  services  by  a  surprise  att-'.ck. 

Nor  can  we  rely  upon  our  present  planning. 
If  pursued,  to  assure  us  of  the  ability  to 
carry  on  siistained  offensive  operations 
against  a  powerful  adversary.  We  have  de- 
liberately avoided  Inquiring  Into  our  Na- 
tion's war  plans;  yet  we  have  not  found  any 
evidence  to  justify  reasonable  confidence 
that  an  enemy  could  not  destroy  our  capa- 
bilities to  immediately  retaliate  against  his 
surprise  attack. 

That  is  our  problem.  That  Is  our 
ever-present  danger.  And  the  only  way 
to  meet  it  is  with  an  Army,  Navy  and 
Air  Force  strong  enough  to  withstand 
the  clouds  of  jet  airplanes,  the  shoals  of 
snorkel  submarines,  the  acres  of  Ught 
and  heavy  tanks,  the  unknown  number 
of  atomic  bombs  and  the  175  divisions  of 
seasoned  troops  which  Russia  can  throw 
into  battle  on  an  hour's  notice. 

And  the  situation  becomes  increas- 
ingly menacing.  Our  ablest  and  most 
experienced  military  leaders  have 
pointed  out  that  Russia  catmot  start  a 
Western  and  Trans-Atlantic  drive  until 
assured  of  ample  oil  for  her  tanks,  mo- 
bile artillery  and  airplane  engines. 
There  are  no  major  oil  producing  areas 
in  Russia.  Russia  must  have  Iranian 
and  Arabian  oil  before  she  strikes. 
Hence  the  ostentatious  and  transparent 
anti-Semitic  pogroms  these  last  few  days 
and  the  sudden  and  otherwise  inex- 
plicable severing  of  relations  with  Israel, 
coinciding  with  renewed  and  accelerated 
activity  of  the  Communists  in  all  Arabian 
countries.  Is  it  the  last  step  before 
Russia  closes  in  for  the  kill? 

Our  only  defense,  our  only  hope  of 
preserving  peace,  is  through  power.  As 
long  as  we  keep  our  armed  forces  strong 
enough  to  meet  the  attack;  as  long  as  we 
maintain  our  Middle  East  friendships, 
Russia  will  hesitate.  The  minute  they 
think  they  can  take  us  they  are  coming 
over. 

That  accounts  for  the  debt.  We  had 
to  arm  and  arm  fast.  It  was  a  matter 
of  necessity;  not  a  matter  of  choice.  It 
is  not  a  Democratic  debt.  And  it  is  not 
a  Tnmaan  debt,  except  in  that  history 
will  record  that  in  a  crucial  hour  a  far- 
seeing  President  had  the  courage  to 
stand  and  fight  and  thereby  saved  the 
world  from  another  visitation  of  the 
Dark  Ages.  The  debt  was  not  voted  by 
any  one  party  or  any  one  group.  It  was 
voted  by  a  majority  of  the  House  voting 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  And  now 
a  House  voting  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
must  vote  taxes  to  meet  it.  Of  course, 
taxes  are  too  high.  Of  cotirse,  no  one 
wants  to  pay  taxes.  But  a  govenmient 
cannot  operate  without  taxes.  And  we 
can  make  our  choice  between  taxes  and 
national  security.  It  is  a  matter  which 
brooks  no  delay.  Already  the  stream  of 
credit  Is  running  dry.  For  the  last 
18  months  notwithstanding  bond  drives 
and  extensive  advertising  campaigns, 
more  bonds  have  been  cashed  than  have 
been  sold.  There  could  be  no  more 
ominous  warning. 

We  had  $65  billion  in  bonds  coming 
due  in  the  18  months  ending  December 
31,  1952.  At  this  time  some  $57  billion 
of  marketable  debt  will  mature  within 
the  next  12  months,  and  $38  billion  more 
will  mature  within  the  next  5  years. 
And  these  vast  sums  are  separate  and 
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distinct  from  the  huge  debt  that  Is 
payable  on  demand.  And  simultane-> 
ously  we  must  finance  one  of  the  most 
expensive  war  years  in  history.  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  our  bonds  are  going  begging 
and  we  have  to  raise  interest  rates  to 
get  renewals?  We  are  in  the  position  of 
the  applicant  for  a  loan  at  the  local  bank 
who  "has  too  much  paper  out"  and  "is 
not  paying  anything  off."  It  is  time 
we  were  at  least  paying  our  own  way. 
But  various  and  several  and  sundry 
gentlemen  are  making  the  welkin  ring 
with  demands  that  we  stop  paying  every- 
thing that  will  interfere  with  a  reduction 
of  their  taxes.  It  is  said  that  in  rvery 
country  that  has  been  subjugated  by 
Russia  there  were  men  of  large  property 
interests  who  protested  to  the  last 
against  paying  taxes  to  provide  for  their 
country's  defense. 

They  are  not  passing  any  taxes  at  all 
today.  They  were  among  the  first  to 
be  liquidated.  And  their  property  was 
confiscated  the  day  the  Russians  took 
over.  The  Russians  send  no  tax  bills 
and  they  give  no  tax  receipts. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  I  believe  I  just  heard 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri say  that  more  bonds  have  been 
redeemed  than  sold.  That  story  was 
true  over  a  period  of  many  months,  but 
in  January  for  the  first  time  since  Korea, 
there  were  more  sales  than  redemptions. 
I  think  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
would  be  glad  to  know  that.  That  situa- 
tion is  being  sustained  during  the  first 
week  of  February.  It  is  a  very  healthy 
situation  for  our  economy. 

Mr.  CANNON.  But  the  gentleman 
does  not  take  issue  with  the  statement, 
does  he? 

The  gentleman  concedes  the  state- 
ment is  true. 

If  the  additional  inducement  of  higher 
rates  of  interest  does  not  materially  in- 
crease sales  we  are  in  a  desperate  situa- 
tion indeed. 

Mr.  DIES.'  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas.  I  am  glad  to  see  him 
back.    We  have  needed  him. 

Mr.  DIES.  Can  the  gentleman  blame 
the  American  people  for  not  buying  the 
bonds  when  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  dollar  has  steadily  depreciated,  and 
those  who  have  bought  bonds  who 
started  in  1935  have  lost  more  than  half 
of  their  investment  whereas  those  who 
invested  the  same  money  in  stocks  and 
real  estate  and  other  forms  of  property 
have  made  a  tremendous  return  on  their 
investment,  and  is  not  the  answer  that 
we  have  to  restore  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  dollar  with  a  reduction  of  ex- 
penditures and  through  maintaining 
taxes  so  that  they  will  meet  our  demands 
and  restoring  a  sound  fiscal  policy  to 
this  Government? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  situation  could 
not  be  expressed  more  clearly  or  more 
convincingly  than  the  gentleman  has 
stated  it.  And  to  avoid  further  inflation 
and  further  decline  in  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  dollar  we  must  dispense 
with  deficit  spending  and  begin  to  pay 
as  VtflDw    And  as  a  part  of  the  program 


we  must  at  the  earliest  possible  date 
begin  systematic  payments  on  the  na- 
tional debt. 

The  alarming  feature  of  the  situation 
Is  that  we  are  increasing  the  debt  when 
we  ought  to  be  decreasing  it,  and  no  one 
seems  to  care  very  much  alwut  it.  In- 
stead of  reducing  the  deficit  they  want 
to  reduce  taxes  and  pour  more  gasoline 
on  the  flames. 

Now  is  the  time  to  pay  It  off  while  dol- 
lars are  cheap — cheaper  than  they  have 
been  since  the  Civil  War. 

Now  is  the  time  to  pay  it  off  while  div- 
idends are  high — higher  than  they  have 
ever  been. 

Now  is  the  time  to  pay  it  off  while 
wages  are  highest — and  employment  is 
at  its  peak. 

Now  is  the  time  to  pay  it  off  while  the 
impact  of  war  is  spurring  the  Nation  and 
the  people  to  greater  endeavor. 

If  boys  from  every  community  in  the 
United  States  are  risking  life  and  limb 
at  the  front,  surely  our  excess  profiteers 
can  pay  a  few  dollars  on  the  national 
debt. 

The  idea  of  letting  extra  profits  go 
untaxed — the  excess  profiteers  who  are 
making  more  blood  money  out  of  the  war 
than  anybody  else — is  unthinkable.  It 
is  preposterous.  Let  them  pay  like  every- 
body else — in  proportion  to  the  advan- 
tages they  reap  under  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DIES.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt 
the  gentleman.  He  is  making  an  inter- 
esting speech,  and  the  gentleman  is  a 
student.  I  have  known  him  for  a  long 
time  and  he  is  a  very  able  Member.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  in  his  studies 
has  had  occasion  to  determine  the  effect 
of  the  principle  of  dimini.shins  return.s  in 
taxation.  In  other  words,  if  we  take  so 
much  of  what  people  make,  does  it  not 
discourage  them  to  make,  and  is  it  not 
IX)ssible  therefore  to  realize  le-ss  on  a  high 
taxation  basis  than  it  would  be  if  the  tax 
scale  were  more  reasonable?  What  does 
the  gentleman  say  about  that? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  very  pertinent  suggestion.  As  he 
is  aware,  the  diminishing  returns  argu- 
ment is  the  argument  always  advanced 
by  tax  dodgers  who  are  able  to  employ 
high-powered,  high-priced  lawyers  to 
negotiate  for  them.  The  workingman 
or  farmer  or  teacher  or  clergyman  or 
small  businessman  seldom  has  occasion 
to  invoke  the  rule  of  diminishing  returns. 

Of  course,  there  is  a  point  of  diminish- 
ing returns.  But  it  does  not  apply  here. 
It  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  rates  of  the 
current  excess-profits  tax.  If  a  man 
charges  only  a  reasonable  and  normal 
profit,  the  excess  profits  tax  does  not 
touch  him.  And  even  when  he  exacts 
the  last  pound  of  flesh,  he  does  not  pay 
as  much  of  his  income  as  he  would  if 
he  were  paying  taxes  in  England,  for 
example. 

There  is  no  question  about  the  returns. 
They  are  not  diminishing.  They  are 
bringing  in  a  steady  and  dependable 
stream  of  revenue  at  a  time  when  it  is 
needed  most.  Consider  the  many  urgent 
Government  enterprises  to  which  It 
should  be  applied.    And  consider  how 


many  average  taxpayers  back  home 
would  be  required  to  produce  an  equal 
amount  of  revenue — and  the  effect  of 
shifting  the  burden  of  paying  this  ad- 
ditional $2'i  billion  from  the  shoulders 
of  those  to  whom  it  is  merely  additional 
velvet,  to  the  shoulders  of  constituents, 
many  of  whom  are  hard  pushed  to  pay 
even  their  present  taxes  without  asking 
them  to  pay  $2!  2  billions  of  additional 
taxes. 

Let  the  congressional  and  administra- 
tion leaders  give  us  a  bill  to  continue  the 
excess-profits  tax  and  keep  this  (2  •  2  bil- 
lion flowing  into  the  national  treasury, 
thereby  reducing  the  deficit  and  increas- 
ing the  buying  power  of  our  dollars. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  campaign  issue 
on  which  I  am  most  anxious  to  follow  the 
President  is  the  assurance  of  his  inter- 
est and  cooi^eration  in  attaining  and  pre- 
serving farm  parity. 

The  farmer  is  the  only  producer  who 
has  no  voice  or  part  in  fixing  the  price 
of  his  labor  and  his  product.  Industry 
fixes  Its  price  and  you  pay  that  price 
or  you  don't  get  the  goods.  Labor  nego- 
tiates lUs  wage  and  you  pay  that  wage  or 
you  don't  get  the  service.  But  the 
farmer,  after  working  his  entire  family, 
longer  hours,  in  any  kind  of  weather, 
7  days  in  the  week,  drives  his  cattle, 
hogs,  wheat,  corn,  tobacco,  vegetables. 
fruit,  cotton,  wool,  and  other  products, 
up  to  the  market — the  "open  market" 
some  of  our  friends  are  so  fond  of  talking 
about — and  asks.  "What  are  you  paying 
today?  '  And  no  matter  what  they  are 
paying — even  though  it  may  be  less  than 
the  cost  of  production — the  farmer  takes 
it.     He  has  no  recourse. 

But  everything  that  enters  Into  the 
farmer's  cost  of  living  and  cost  of  pro- 
duction has  .steadily  increased  in  price. 
Machinery,  freight,  fertilizer  and  every 
other  factor  of  production  are  selling  to- 
day for  more  than  they  sold  when  the 
farmer  was  getting  $30  for  his  hogs  and 
44  cents  for  cotton.  And  even  at  those 
prices,  it  took  le.'^s  hours  of  labor  to  pay 
for  beef,  pork,  and  shirts  than  it  did  dur- 
ing the  depression. 

But  remember,  the  farmer  is  not  "regi- 
mented ";  he  is  "free"  and  "independent." 
And  when  all  his  labor  and  investment  in 
land  and  stock  and  machinery  have  not 
brought  him  enough  to  pay  taxes  and  in- 
terest and  he  stands  by  and  sees  the 
sheriff  sell  his  farm  under  the  hammer — 
as  in  thousands  of  instances  in  1920  and 
1929  and  1932— his  breast  swells  with 
pride  as  ho  remembers  he  is  not  regi- 
mented, and  he  is  free  to  go  broke  while 
the  con.sumers  of  his  products  who 
worked  less  hours,  and  had  less  invested, 
enjoy  tlie  farmers  products  at  bank- 
ruptcy prices. 

Why  the  difference?  Because  every 
other  industry  and  profession  controls  its 
own  market.  Automobiles,  shoes,  tele- 
vision sets,  machinery,  clothing,  and  sim- 
ilar commodities  are  never  thrown  on 
the  market  for  whatever  they  will  brin?. 
Labor  never  walks  into  a  plant  and  asks, 
"What  wages  will  you  pay?"  Only  the 
farmer  is  helpless  and  after  he  has  fed 
•the  world  better  than  it  has  ever  been  fed 
before  he  must  hold  out  his  hand,  like 
a  mendicant  holding  out  his  tin  cup.  and 
accept  whatever  the  market  offers. 

This  is  where  Government  balances 
the  scales.    Abraham  Lincoln  said;  "The 
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function  of  government  Is  to  help  those 
who  can  not  help  themselves."  To  leave 
the  farmer  at  the  mercy  of  a  cutthroat 
market,  to  throw  the  farmer  into  the 
arena  without  weapon  or  shield  while 
every  other  business  and  profession  and 
class  in  America  Is  armed  and  protected 
and  able  to  take  care  of  itself,  is  to 
throw  the  lamb  into  the  pit  with  the 
wolves. 

"The  Government  must  help  those  who 
cannot  help  themselves."  And  that  is 
the  theory  on  which  the  United  States 
Government  has  been  operating  for  the 
last  two  decades. 

Whenever  farm  products  were  ham- 
mered down  below  parity  the  Govern- 
ment demanded  fair  play.  Repeatedly 
farm  prices  fluctuated  and  started  down 
below  parity.  Each  time  the  Govern- 
ment met  the  situation.  And  for  20 
years,  in  war  and  in  peace,  the  farmer 
has  received  a  living  wage  for  his  labor 
and  a  fair  return  on  his  investment. 

This  summer  an  unprecedented 
drought  denuded  the  pastures  and  forced 
farm  products  on  a  congested  market 
until  prices  began  to  decline.  Under 
other  circumstances  the  Government 
would  have  announced  its  program  and 
halted  the  drop  as  usual.  But  election 
was  at  hand,  with  every  prospect  that  a 
new  administration  was  coming  In.  And 
governmental  machinery  for  preserving 
parity  stalled  on  dead  center. 

One  of  the  most  prominent  farmers  In 
Missouri  was  in  my  office  last  week.  If 
I  .should  mention  his  name  most  of  you 
would  recognize  it.  He  said  he  paid  29 
cents  for  feeders  and  had  put  a  lot  of 
corn  and  concentrates  In  them,  not  to 
count  his  labor  and  management,  and  he 
now  had  no  hope  of  getting  back  a  dollar 
more  than  he  paid  for  them.  All  his 
work  and  feed  and  other  investments  in 
the  stock  was  lost. 

In  the  3  weeks  from  January  24  to 
February  14  cattle  on  the  farm  dropp>ed 
from  92  percent  of  parity  to  82  percent 
of  parity.  Cotton  has  fallen  from  42 
cents  to  34  cents. 

But  this  Is  not  merely  the  farmer's 
funeral.  A  fall  In  farm  prices  Invari- 
ably precedes  a  depression.  And  de- 
pressions precede  panics.  When  the 
farmer  can  no  longer  buy.  the  merchant 
can  no  longer  sell,  and  when  the  mer- 
chant can  no  longer  sell,  the  factories 
close  and  men  tramp  the  highways  and 
ride  the  rails  looking  for  jobs — any  kind 
of  jobs  at  any  wage — and  Wall  Street 
brokers  jump  out  of  windows  and  the 
soup  houses  and  bread  lines  start  and 
veterans  sell  apples  on  the  street.  When 
the  farmer  goes  broke,  everybody  goes 
broke.    It  Is  merely  a  matter  of  time. 

This  is  the  situation  we  have  been 
meeting  successfully  and  effectually,  in 
peace  and  in  war.  for  something  like  20 
years.  It  is  a  situation  we  can  still  meet 
if  we  will.  And  President  Eisenhower 
has  the  will  to  do  It.  Here  is  what  he 
said  In  October  from  Minnesota  to 
Texas: 

Here  and  now.  without  any  "Its"  or  "buts" 
I  say  to  you  that  I  stand  behind — and  the 
Republican  Party  stands  behind — the  •  •  • 
amendment  to  the  basic  farm  act  •  •  •  to 
continue  through  1954  the  price  supports  on 
basic  commodities   at  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  firmly  believe  that  agriculture  is  entitled 
to  a  fair,  full  share  of  the  national  in- 
come. •  •  • 


•  •  •  a  fair  share  Is  not  merely  90  percent 
of  parity— but  full  parity. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  had  not  intended- to 
take  so  much  time,  but  there  is  one  more 
campaign  issue  on  which  I  believe  I  can 
pledge  to  President  Eisenhower  the 
united  cooperation  and  support  of  those 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  That  is  the 
continuation  of"  prosperity  and  our  pres- 
ent American  standard  of  living. 

Through  the  last  10  years,  or  more, 
the  country  has  risen  steadily  to  the 
high  tide  of  national  prosperity.  And 
the  American  people  have  enjoyed  the 
highest  standard  of  living  ever  known 
among  men. 

Farm  mortgages  are  at  a  minimum. 
Union  wage  scales  are  higher  and  the 
number  of  the  employed  exceeds  all  rec- 
ords. Local  community  banks  through- 
out the  country  rejwrt  the  largest  de- 
posits and  highest  capital  structure  in 
the  history  of  American  banking.  Sav- 
ings bank  assets  top  $25  billion  for  the 
first  time  since  Columbus  discovered 
America.  Total  dividends  declared  by 
United  States  corporations  aggregate 
$8^4  billion  and  set  the  all-time  annual 
record.  Notwithstanding  interruptions, 
the  steel  industry  finished  the  year  with 
near-record  production.  Five  million 
more  television  sets  were  installed  in 
American  homes  and  up  to  the  middle  of 
February  the  pace  of  production  is  ac- 
celerating. Automobile  production  is 
limited  only  by  the  quota.  The  net  in- 
come of  the  railroads  of  the  country  for 
1952  is  nearly  12  percent  over  the  1951 
Income.  On  the  whole,  it  has  been  per- 
haps the  best  year  ever  enjoyed  by  this 
or  any  other  country. 

And  the  remarkable  thing  about  it  is 
that  this  prosperity  has  not  been  con- 
fined to  any  one  class  or  industry  or 
locality.  It  has  been  equally  distributed 
throughout  the  country  and  the  Nation. 
Every  family  is  enjoying  their  part  of  it. 
It  has  been  a  general  and  universal 
prosr>erity. 

Never  before  In  all  the  tides  of  time 
have  so  many  had  so  much. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  ultimate  ob- 
jective of  all  human  endeavor.  That  is 
the  sum  total  of  all  legislative  accom- 
plishment. Under  your  leadership,  let 
us  have  both  peace  and  plenty — and  the 
righteousness  that  exalteth  a  nation. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Wigglesworth]. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  take  this  time  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  brieflly  chapter  VIII  of  this 
bill  which  refers  to  the  request  sub- 
mitted by  President  Truman  for  $1,200,- 
000.000  for  the  armed  services. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  after  care- 
ful consideration  the  subcommittee  in 
charge  of  that  request  reached  the 
unanimous  conclusion  that  it  is  unnec- 
essary to  make  any  new  money  avail- 
able at  this  time  and  that  the  whole 
request  insofar  as  approved  can  be  taken 
care  of  by  transfer  of  funds  previously 
appropriated  to  the  armed  services  for 
other  purposes  without  in  any  way  im- 
pairing their  eCQciency. 

Members  will  recall  that  the  armed 
services  had  an  appropriation  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  of  something  over  $46 
biUion.  On  top  of  that  came  this  sup- 
plemental   request,    originally    in    the 


amount  of  $1,444,377,246,  subsequently 
reduced  by  $244,377,246  to  $1,200,000,000. 

This  request,  as  has  been  pointed  out, 
resulted  from  the  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion during  or  since  consideration  and 
approval  of  the  regular  appropriation 
bill.  Pour  such  laws  were  enacted  deal- 
ing with  military  pay  increases,  muster- 
ing-out  payments,  combat-duty  pay  and 
uniform  gratuities. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I 
include  at  this  point  in  the  Record  a 
brief  summary  of  these  laws: 

New  Laws 

MILrrARY    PAY    INCREASE 

(Public  Law  346,  approved  May  19,  1952) 
Under  this  act — 

( a )  The  rates  of  basic  pay  for  all  members 
of  the  uniformed  services  were  Increased  by 
4  percent,  effective  May  1.  1952; 

(b)  The  biislc  allowance  for  subsistence 
for  all  members  was  Increased  by  14  percent; 

(c)  The  basic  allowance  for  quarters  for 
all  members,  with  or  without  dependents, 
was  increased  by  14  percent; 

(d)  Retired  pay  of  all  persons  entitled 
thereto  was  Increased  by  4  percent. 

MUSTERING    OUT   PAYMENTS 

(Veterans'     Readjustment    Assistance     Act, 

1952.  Public  Law   550,  approved  July   16, 
1952) 

Title  V  of  this  act  provides  that  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Armed  Forces  In  pay  grade  0-3 
(captain  In  the  Army)  or  below  engaged  In 
active  service  on  or  after  June  27,  1950,  who 
Is  or  has  been  relieved  from  active  duty 
under  honorable  conditions  is  entitled  to 
mustering  out  payment  of  $300  if  he  serves 
for  more  than  60  days  and  has  served  outside 
the  continental  United  States;  $200  if  he 
served  for  60  days  but  no  service  outside  the 
United  States;  $100  if  he  performed  active 
duty  for  less  than  60  days. 

Under  section  503  persons  who  are  dis- 
charged prior  to  the  date  of  the  act  of  July 
16.  1952.  have  2  years  in  which  to  file  claims. 

Section  803  of  the  Supplemental  Appro- 
priation Act  of  1953.  Public  Law  547,  ap- 
proved July  15.  1952  (p.  11)  made  "any  ap- 
propriations available  to  the  Department  of 
Defense  available  for  mustering  out  pay- 
ments as  authorized  by  law." 

COMBAT   DUTY    PAT    ACT   OF    1951 

(Title  VII  of  the  Defense  Appropriation  Act, 

1953.  Public   Law  488,   approved  July   10, 
1952    (p.  22) ) 

This  act  provides  combat  pay  for  all  mem- 
bers of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  in  the 
Korean  combat  zone  on  or  after  June  1,  1950. 
and  who  meet  the  requirements.  The  act 
provides  for  combat  pay  of  $45  for  any  month 
during  which  the  member  was  part  of  a  com- 
bat unit  in  Korea  for  not  less  than  6  days 
of  such  month.  The  law  sets  up  detailed 
conditions  under  which  a  member  Is  entitled 
to  combat  pay.  Combat  service  includes 
service  in  a  vessel  whUe  subject  to  actxial 
fire  or  explosion  In  the  course  of  any  opera- 
tion in  ttre  Korean  combat  zone;  service  in 
aircraft  while  subjected  to  hostile  fire  in  the 
course  of  any  operation  in  the  Korean  com- 
bat zone;  service  while  In  actual  combat  on 
land  during  any  period  there  is  direct  con- 
tact with  and  opposition  to  a  hostile  force 
by  any  military  unit  while  such  unit  is  sub- 
jected to  hostile  ground  fire.  The  law  also 
provides  for  the  payment  of  combat  pay  of 
$45  per  month  for  service  on  or  after  June  1, 
1950.  in  the  case  of  any  person  who  was  UUed 
in  action,  injured  in  action,  or  wounded  In 
action  while  serving  as  a  member  of  a  com- 
bat unit  in  Korea,  and  in  such  case  continues 
for  not  more  than  3  months  thereafter  dur- 
ing which  the  person  was  hospitalized  for 
the  treatment  of  an  injury  or  wound  received 
In  action.  The  $45  per  month  is  also  payable 
to  persons  who  were  captured  or  entered  in 
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mlssing-ln-actlon  status  while  serving  as  a 
member  of  a  combat  unit  In  Korea.  Such 
pa3rinents  continue  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  3  months  during  which  a  person  was 
In  a  missing -In -action  or  captured  status. 
The  combat  pay  Is  not  payable  In  addition 
to  aviation  pay,  submarine  pay,  or  other  spe- 
cial or  Incentive  pay. 

Under  section  707  (b)  appropriations  cur- 
rently available  for  pay  and  allowances  of 
members  of  the  uniformed  service  are  avail- 
able for  the  payment  of  combat  pay  under 
this  title  for  any  month  prior  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  Public  Law  488,  approved  July 
10.   1952. 

TTNirOBM    GRATUITIES 

(Section  243.  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act, 
1952,  Public  Law  476.  82d  Congress,  ap- 
proved July  9.  1952) 

In  accordance  with  the  pattern  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act,  this  section  makes 
provision  for  equalizing  across  the  board 
uniform  gratuities  for  officers  of  all  Reserve 
components. 

This  section  provides  for  payment  of  the 
Xollowlng    allowances: 

(a)  Initial  uniform  allowance  of  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $200  to  be  paid  after 
January  1.  1953,  under  certain  conditions, 
such  as.  upKjn  first  rep>orting  for  active  duty 
for  pjeriods  in  excess  of  90  days  and  upon 
completion  of  certain  periods  of  active  and 
inactive  duty  training  in  a  Reserve  compo- 
nent. This  allowance  is  payable  only  once 
to  each  member. 

(b)  Active  duty  allowance  of  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $100  to  officers  entering  on 
active  duty  for  more  than  90  days  when  2 
years  elapse  between  such  p)€riods  of  active 
duty.  This  allowance  is  payable  retro- 
actively to  those  officers  who  entered  on  ac- 
tive duty  on  or  after  June  25.    1950. 

(c)  Maintenance  allowance  of  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  4  years  of  satis- 
factory service  in  a  Reserve  component 
which  must  include  28  days  of  active  duty 
training.  Extended  periods  of  active  duty 
for  90  days  or  more  are  no.  considered  in 
computing  the  4  years  for  eligibility  for  the 
maintenance  allowance. 

The  request  for  $1,200,000,000  was 
taken  under  consideration  by  the  com- 
mittee, and  in  the  course  of  the  hearings 
the  armed  services  volunteered  a  fur- 
ther reduction  of  $145,150,000.  reducing 
the  overall  request  to  $1,054,850,000. 

The  committee  requested  and  obtained 
from  the  armed  services  statements 
showing  month  by  month  for  each  of  the 
first  6  months  for  the  present  fiscal  year 
actual  obligations  and  actual  expendi- 
tures, for  every  appropriation  item,  as 
well  as  estimated  figures  for  the  last 
half  of  the  year.  It  was  in  the  light  of 
these  figures  that  the  committee  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  which  I  have  already 
indicated,  namely,  that  the  full  amount 
of  the  supplementary  request  can  be  off- 
set by  transfers  from  sums  aiready  ap- 
propriated to  the  armed  services  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  that  all 
these  savings  are  savings  out  of  1953 
money.  I  want  to  say  that  in  my  opinion 
they  are  real  savings  and  I  want  to  say 
further  that  barrifig  unforeseen  develop- 
ments overseas  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
the  armed  services  will  come  back  to  the 
Congress  with  any  further  supplemental 
or  deficiency  request  in  this  fiscal  year. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  can  explain  the 
action  of  the  committee  very  quickly,  I 
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think,  if  the  Members  will  turn  to  the 
table  which  appears  in  the  committee 
report  at  pages  29  to  31,  inclusive. 


Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks  I 
include  the  table  at  this  point  in  the 
Record: 
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At  the  bottom  of  column  1  you  will 
note  the  request  for  Sl.200,000.000. 

In  column  2  you  will  find  the  savings 
volunteered  by  the  armed  services  in 
the  amount  of  $145,150,000.  leaving  ;i 
balance  at  the  bottom  of  column  3  of 
$1,054,850,000. 

The  offsets  which  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  that  $1,054,850,000  appear  in 
the  next  three  columns,  columns  4,  5,  and 
6,  and  in  the  footnote  at  the  bottom  of 
the  table. 

Column  4.  totaling  $317,556,000.  re- 
sults from  the  addition  of  anticipated 
un:)bligated  balances  as  of  June  30  next, 
according  to  the  statements  of  the 
armed  services  themselves.  Surely  there 
can  he  no  objection  to  applying  that 
against  the  deficiency. 

Column  5  totaling  $155,585,000  results 
from  assuming  that  the  February  rate 
of  obligation  will  not  exceed  the  Janu- 
ary rate,  because  of  the  so-called  freeze 
order  of  February  3.  1953.  of  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  which.  a.s 
you  know,  provided  that  there  should  be 
•"no  increase  over  the  January  rate  of 


.fM3,724.tiiii)  iitid  ih.'  n.'t  ad)ii«l-d  n-'iuin'tn.'nts  of  $l,n.-.(, 
(und.s  r.ii'ii'Slid  I'y  tin-  .\rni>  lor  italinii  all  iw.mo-s. 

oblie;ations  except  on  complete  justifica- 
tion and  specific  approval  unless  such 
increases  are  clearly  nece.ssary  to  meet 
the  requirements  fixed  by  law."  Surely 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  applying 
any  such  savings  to  the  deficiency 
request. 

Column  6.  totaling  $570,583,000,  re- 
.'^ults  from  three  suggested  savings,  to 
each  of  which  I  ?hall  refer  very  briefly. 

The  first  item  is  a  saving  of  $200  mil- 
lion with  re.<pect  to  Maintenance  and 
Operations,  Aimy.  A  statement  of  obli- 
gations under  thui  item  indicates  that  if 
the  obligation  figure  for  the  first  6 
months  of  the  fi.scal  year  is  doubled  the 
resulting  figure  is  $3,888,444,000.  which 
is  about  SI  billion  less  than  the  total 
amount  available  for  this  purpose.  The 
committee  felt  justified  in  taking  20  per- 
cent of  that  $1  billion  and  applying  it 
against  the  deficiency. 

The  second  item  is  a  saving  of  $75  mil- 
lion in  respect  to  Expansion  of  Produc- 
tion Facilities.  This  results,  again, 
from  a  statement  of  obligations  under 
this  item.    The  average  monthly  obli- 
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pation  rate  has  run  somewhere  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $40  million.  The  esti- 
mated obligations  for  May  and  June  ap- 
pear unrealistic.  When  $75  million  is 
deducted  and  applied  against  the  sup- 
plemental request  the  result  is  to  leave 
about  $190  million  or  an  average  of  $95 
million  available  for  obligating  in  May 
tind  June,  the  last  2  months  of  the  fiscal 
year,  or  more  than  double  the  amount 
actually  obligated  in  any  previous 
month. 

The  final  item  is  a  saving  of  $295,583,- 
COO.  obtained  by  reducing  funds  reserved 
by  the  Air  Force  for  contingent  obliga- 
tions in  fiscal  1954.  The  amount  of  that 
fund  was  $646,910,000.  After  the  sug- 
j:esied  deduction,  there  will  remain  in  the 
fund  $351,327,000. 

The  committee  has  disallowed  an  item 
of  $11,126,000  for  station  allowances. 
The  matter  will  be  reviewed  in  connec- 
tion with  the  regular  bill  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954. 

I  repeat.  Mr.  Chainnan.  that  these 
pavings  and  transfers  are  all  out  of  1953 
money.  In  my  opinion,  they  all  con- 
f-tilute  real  savings.  They  are  over  and 
above  the  savings  and  transfers  author- 
ized in  re.spect  to  items  of  $244,377,246 
and  $145,150,000  volunteered  by  the 
armed  services. 

I  repeat  that,  in  the  absence  of  unex- 
pected developments,  it  is  not  anticipated 
that  the  armed  services  will  return  for 
any  further  supplemental  or  deficiency 
appropriation  during  the  present  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Not  only  should 
there  be  no  request  for  a  deficiency  but 
if  the  present  indications  prove  out  as 
we  think  they  will  there  will  be  an  op- 
portunity for  a  rather  substantial  re- 
sci.'^sion. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  think  the 
gentleman  may  prove  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  just  want  to  make 
one  closing  observation.  At  the  com- 
pletion of  the  work  of  the  committee  the 
sugtzest^d  savings  were  taken  up  with 
responsible  officials  in  the  Department 
of  Defense.  After  discussion  with  them, 
there  was  general  agreement  that  the 
sum  total  here  involved  could  probably 
be  ab.sorbed.  There  were  some  slight 
differences  of  opinion,  however,  as  to  the 
best  .sources  from  which  to  absorb  the 
nece.ssary  funds.  At  the  suggestion  of 
the  Defense  officials  therefore  the  com- 
mittee incorporated  a  provision,  which 
you  will  find  in  the  bill,  giving  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  broad  discretion  as 
to  the  .sources  from  which  these  savings 
rnay  be  drawn,  provided,  as  is  indicated 
in  the  report,  that  any  departure  deemed 
(.s.sential  from  the  program  of  savings 
suggested  by  the  committee  shall  be 
clrared  with  the  committee  in  advance. 

I  think.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  explains 
t'.ie  action  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman. 
Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  WIGGLESWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
I  understfind  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, he  means  to  say  that  we 
really  do  not  have  to  appropriate  this 


money  and  that  the  money  Is  already 
there? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  The  gentle- 
man is  correct.  The  committee  foimd 
sufficient  unobligated  balances,  sufficient 
savings  in  respect  of  the  month  of  Feb- 
ruary, and  sufficient  savings  in  three 
other  items  to  offset  entirely  the  new 
money  requested. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  another  question? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.      Certainly. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  On  this  matter  of 
education,  do  we  appropriate  a  consid- 
erable amount  of  money  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  or  other  items 
of  defense,  let  us  say,  for  so  many  school 
teachers  and  so  many  pupils  and  for 
everything  that  we  maintain  in  Ger- 
many and  other  countries? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  There  are 
vei-y  considerable  funds  utilized  for  ed- 
ucational purposes  in  the  armed  services. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  at  the  moment  to 
give  the  gentleman  detailed  information 
in  that  regard. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  MahonI,  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

MILrrAKT  SPENDING NEED  FOE  ECONOMT  WTTH- 

OUT  LOSS  or  Mn.ITART  STRENGTH 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  pro- 
ceed on  the  theory  this  afternoon  that 
the  budget  estimates  that  we  are  con- 
sidering are  the  budget  estimates  of  the 
present  administration. 

I  certainly  do  not  believe  that  the 
leaders  of  the  present  administration 
would  submit  to  us  budget  requests  other 
than  their  own.  After  all.  the  bill  before 
us  today  calls  for  vast  additional  spend- 
ing of  tne  taxpayer's  money,  and  the 
budget  estimate  upon  which  this  bill  is 
based  should  be  the  budget  estimate  of 
the  party  which  is  in  power  in  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Government  and 
in  Congress. 

For  the  present  administration  to  pre- 
sent to  us  for  consideration  in  connec- 
tion with  the  pending  bill,  budget  esti- 
mates other  than  its  own  would  be  a 
confession  of  incompetence,  a  confession 
of  inability  to  fulfill  the  role  of  national 
leadership.  Our  people,  by  their  votes, 
have  asked  for  a  change,  and  it  would 
be  most  improper  for  the  party  in  power 
to  seek  to  present  a  budget  request  of 
the  former  administration  or  hide  be- 
hind a  smokescreen. 

But  we  must  not  be  unreasonable.  It 
is  true  that  the  Republican  Party  has 
had  since  last  November  to  formulate  a 
budget  for  all  the  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. This  has  been  a  long  time, 
but  not  enough  time  for  the  formulation 
of  a  new  budget  for  each  and  every 
agency  of  the  Government.  I  hope  we 
may  have  the  complete  Republican 
budget  in  the  near  future,  but  all  I  am 
asking  for  now  is  the  budget  estimate  of 
the  i^arty  now  in  power  on  the  items  in- 
volving in  excess  of  a  billion  dollars, 
which  are  included  in  the  pending  bill. 
We  are  entitled  to  know  whether  the 
party  in  power  is  for  these  items  or 


against  them.  The  point  is  that  we  are 
entitled  to  consider  today  the  budget 
estimate  of  the  present  administration 
and  not  of  the  Truman  administration. 

When  our  committee  convenes  to  con- 
sider military  appropriations  for  the 
coming  fiscal  year  I  shall,  of  course,  ask 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  if  the  requests 
for  money  which  he  is  making  are  his 
own.  If  the  requests  are  not  his  own, 
and  if  he  has  no  budget.  I  shall  suggest 
to  him  that  he  please  return  to  the  Pen- 
tagon and  itemize  what  his  minimum 
requirements  for  money  are  and  give  us 
a  firm  basis  upon  which  to  proceed.  A 
mere  novice  in  legislative  matters  will 
realize  that  such  a  request  on  my  part 
is  the  only  proper  procedure  to  follow. 

Mr.  Chairman,  our  chief  interest  here 
is  not  so  much  in  what  has  been  in- 
herited by  the  present  party  in  jxiwer; 
rather,  we  are  interested  in  what  we  are 
going  to  do  about  what  we  have 
inherited. 

Now  I  want  to  speak  briefly  about  mili- 
tary programs.  The  military  features 
of  the  pending  bill  involved  the  largest 
siuns.  No  public  official  would  dare  ap- 
pear in  the  role  of  the  defender  of  the 
military,  and  certainly  I  do  not  appear 
in  that  role  today.  Attacking  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment  is  the  best  and  safest 
way  to  get  a  favorable  headline.  But 
headlines  are  not  our  concern.  The  wel- 
fare of  our  country  is,  I  fervently  hope, 
the  objective  of  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats alike.  Let  me  say  that  on  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  we  do  not 
deal  in  partisanship  and  in  politics.  The 
Committee  on  Appropriations  has  by  and 
large  been  nonpartisan  through  the 
years,  and  I  believe  and  I  predict  that  it 
will  be  nonpartisan  this  year. 

Our  Republican  friends  on  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  cooperated  with  us 
in  the  Democratic  majority  last  year  and 
enabled  us  to  cut  the  Truman  budget 
by  $8^2  billion.  Certainly  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  gentlemen  on  the  left,  the  Re- 
pubhcan  side,  that  I  shall  cooperate  with 
them  in  undertaking,  when  the  budget 
of  the  new  administration  is  presented, 
to  cut  it  by  as  many  billions  of  dollars 
as  may  be  reasonbly  possible.  I  trust 
that  we  can  do  even  a  better  job  cutting 
the  fiscal  budget  of  the  new  administra- 
tion than  we  did  the  previous  adminis- 
tration. But  let  us  see  the  pattern  as 
soon  as  we  can,  please. 

PROSPECTS    rOR    MILTTART    SAVINGS 

We  have  a  perfect  setup  for  saving  this 
year  in  the  Military  Establishment. 
It  is  a  wonderful  picture.  It  gratifies  my 
heart.  After  all,  in  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment is  where  most  of  the  money  is 
spent.  I  do  not  discount  the  fact  that 
we  must  save  money  in  all  agencies  and 
wherever  possible.  However,  if  you  are 
going  to  balance  the  budget  and  save 
really  big  money,  you  must  save  billions 
in  the  Department  of  Defense  or  you 
do  not  save  enough  to  change  materially 
the  fiscal  picture.  Moreover,  there  are 
only  certain  areas  in  the  Defense  De- 
partment where  you  can  save  money. 
If  you  are  going  to  have  3,700,000  men  in 
uniform  as  presently  planned,  and  you 
have  to  pay  them  so  much,  and  there 
is  a  movement  on  to  raise  their  pay,  it  is  a 
simple  matter  of  mathematics.    The  law 
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fixes  the  rate  of  pay.  You  cannot  save 
anjrthing  there  unless  you  reduce  the 
number  of  soldiers  or  reduce  their  pay. 
In  the  military  pay  and  allowance  Item 
will  be  found  about  20  percent  of  defense 
spending.  Almost  another  20  percent  is 
in  the  field  of  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion. There  are  several  rather  large 
areas  of  defense  spending  where  real 
savings  are  practically  impossible. 

But  there  is  one  big  place  where  you 
can  save  vast  svuns  in  the  Department 
of  Defense.  That  Is  in  the  field  of  pro- 
curement, because  60  percent  of  every 
defense  dollar  goes  to  procurement — 
buying  stuff,  hard  goods  and  soft  goods, 
principally  the  products  of  industry  and 
big  business.  In  the  field  of  procure- 
ment real  savings  can  be  made  if  our 
defense  leaders  have  the  skill  and  the 
will  to  get  the  job  done. 

We  are  fortunate  in  this  regard  that 
in  key  places  in  the  Department  of  De- 
fense we  have  businessmen  of  unques- 
tioned integrity  and  very  great  skill. 
Now  is  the  time  for  American  business 
to  pay  off,  in  the  interest  of  the  tax- 
payers, because  they  sit  in  the  seats  of 
the  mighty.  If  they  do  their  job  and 
do  it  well,  they  will  save  billions  of  dol- 
lars. I  estimate  that  since  the  Korean 
war  started  Congress  has  appropriated 
more  than  $80  billion  for  procure- 
ment— for  buying  things  like  ammu- 
nition, airplanes,  tanks,  ships,  guided 
missiles,  and  so  forth.  A  10-percent  sav- 
ing would  be  $8  billion  in  velvet  for  the 
taxpayer.  I  fear  that  if  our  new  de- 
fense leaders  do  not  save  billions  of  dol- 
lars, they  will  tend  to  dampen  the  en- 
thusiasm of  our  people  for  the  leadership 
of  American  business  in  government. 

For  years  I  have  been  saying  on  this 
floor  and  in  committee  and  to  our  mili- 
tary leaders  in  the  Pentagon  that  what 
we  needed  was  people  in  the  field  of 
procurement  in  the  Department  of  De- 
fense who  could  get  a  dollars  worth  of 
value  for  every  dollar  spent,  and  pre- 
vent the  taxpayer  being  mercilessly 
gouged  upon  occasions  by  manufac- 
turers of  defense  items.  Now  we  have 
men  in  the  Pentagon  who  are  able  to 
see  the  picture  clearly,  who  know  it  from 
the  other  side,  who  can  save  us  billions 
of  dollars  if  they  will  but  do  it.  Too 
often  in  the  past,  timid  lieutenant 
colonels  and  underpaid  civilians  have 
been  going  out  and  matching  their  wits 
with  big  business,  and  the  taxpayer  has 
paid  the  penalty  of  increased  costs,  de- 
spite the  pleas  which  some  of  us  have 
made  in  the  cause  of  better  management 
in  the  Military  E^stablishment.  But  now 
we  have  a  beautiful  set-upin  this  par- 
ticular field. 

I  hope  Secretary  Wilson  himself,  one 
of  the  foremost  businessmen  of  our  gen- 
eration, will  sit  around  the  conference 
table  as  the  taxpayer's  representative 
when  contracts  involving  billions  are 
made  and  see  to  it  -that  we  get  our 
money's  worth.  This  is  no  Job  to  dele- 
gate to  a  timid  underling.  A  little 
pounding  of  the  table  and  shrewd  con- 
tracting by  one  of  the  foremost  indus- 
trialists of  oiir  time  should  pay  off  in 
a  big  way  for  our  economy-minded 
country. 

Not  only  that,  there  is  another  person 
In  the  picture.  We  have  in  the  White 
House  a  soldier-statesman  for  whom  I 


have  great  respect  and  affection.  If 
there  ever  was  a  man  who  could  lead 
his  administration  in  making  the  De- 
fense Establishment  save  money,  he  is 
the  man.  He  knows  it  from  the  inside 
and  the  outside.  He  knows  it  up  and 
down  and  all  around.  If  anybody  can 
pinpoint  duplication  and  waste  of  money 
and  manpower  .n  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment he  can  do  it.  He  was  C^ief  of 
Staff  of  our  Army  He  was  the  Supreme 
Allied  Commander  of  our  military  forces 
in  World  War  LI  in  Europe.  At  one 
time  he  was  the  Acting  Chairman  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  More  recently 
he  was  the  head  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization,  the  so-called 
NATO  Army  in  Europe,  and  before 
World  War  II  he  had  responsible  duty 
in  industrial  mobilization  in  the  War 
Department.  He  is  ideally  suited  to  his 
job  in  the  particular  field  of  national 
defense  where  the  main  cuts  and  sav- 
ings must  be  made  if  the  taxpayer  is  to 
have  relief  in  the  biggest  field  of  Gov- 
ernment spending. 

So  it  is  a  very  pleasing  thing,  and  I 
want  President  Eisenhower  to  know  that 
we  are  going  to  stand  behind  him  in  a 
program  of  military  strength  at  a  mini- 
mum cost  to  the  taxpayer.  I  have  the 
most  sincere  admiration  fov  the  Presi- 
dent and  I  believe  he  will  do  everything 
he  can  to  do  a  good  job.  He  needs  our 
cooperation  and  our  help,  and  I  believe 
our  Congress  will  work  with  him  for  the 
common  good. 

We  should  make  it  clear  to  our  able 
business  leaders  in  the  Department  of 
Defense  that  we  are  going  to  stand  be- 
him  them  in  their  efforts  to  get  real 
economy  in  the  field  where  they  are  best 
able  to  get  it. 

If  they  will,  whenever  necessary',  crack 
the  heads  of  big  business,  shave  down  the 
profits  to  the  big  manufacturers,  and 
forget  any  allegiance  they  may  have  had 
to  business  colleagues  who  remain  out 
of  Government,  the  prospects  for  good 
management  and  cheaper  defense  costs 
should  be  bright.  I  have  faith  in  these 
leaders.  I  am  not  trying  to  be  severe. 
I  am  simply  saying  what  everybody 
knows  that  the  spotlight  is  playing  on 
the  Pentagon  today,  and  it  will  continue 
to  play  there  with  the  taxpayers  and  the 
Congress  watching — watching  hopefully. 
If  they  fail  to  do  this  job  of  reduction 
in  that  area  where  it  probably  must  be 
made,  and  not  at  the  expense  of  na- 
tional defense,  let  me  warn  them  in  the 
beginning  of  their  administration  that 
they  will  call  down  upon  their  heads  the 
righteous  wrath  of  the  American  tax- 
payer and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  am 
hopeful.  I  am  encouraged  to  believe  that 
they  will  be  able  to  do  it.  They  have  got 
a  hard  Job.  but  they  are  big  men.  They 
must  not  permit  themselves  to  become 
the  captives  of  the  admirals  and  the 
generals,  and  yet  they  must  not  ignore 
sound  military  advice  and  the  technical 
facts  of  life  which  only  our  able  admirals 
and  generals  are  best  qualified  to  give. 
It  is  a  very  tough  assignment;  all  must 
agree.  I  pause  long  enough  to  say  I  have 
no  patience  with  those  who  undertake 
to  sell  our  military  leadership  short. 

The  problem  is  cutting  military  spend- 
ing without  reducing  military  strength. 
If  I  were  to  write  an  open  letter  from 


the  floor  of  the  House  this  afternoon 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  his  busi- 
nessmen-associates, I  would  say  to  them: 
When  you  are  convinced  that  economies 
can  be  made,  national  defense  promoted, 
and  the  taxpayer  served,  do  not  let  any- 
one, not  even  the  top  brass  in  the  Penta- 
gon, the  admirals  and  the  generals,  dis- 
suade you.  In  other  words,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  current  song :  Don't  Let  the 
Stars  Get  in  Your  Eyes.  Our  plea  ia 
that  you  do  a  job  for  the  taxpayer  and 
the  American  people  on  the  defense 
budget. 

Our  defease  chiefs  cannot  do  their 
job  if.  at  the  slightest  provocation,  they 
go  gallivanting  about  the  country  at  the 
taxpayers'  expense  in  4-motored  aircraft 
making  speeches  to  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce, laudable  as  that  may  be.  Only 
if  they  stick  to  their  knitting  will  they 
be  able  to  do  the  job  for  the  taxpayer 
which  urgently  needs  to  be  done.  Re- 
ports indicate  that  they  are  going  to 
stay  at  their  posts  of  duty  here. 
parvious  MiLrrAKT  pmocEAMs 

We  cut  the  military  budget  last  year  in 
excess  of  $5  billion;  let  us  make  a  bigger 
cut  this  year  if  we  safely  can.  Let  us 
make  sure,  however,  that  we  do  not 
harm  the  interest  of  national  defense. 
Let  us  take  a  quick  look  at  the  picture: 
In  calendar  year  1950  we  appropriated 
S25  bilhon  for  national  defense;  in  1951 
we  appropriated,  by  reason  of  the  Korean 
war  and  the  threat  of  a  much  bigger 
war.  $82  billion.  But  we  started  the 
trend  downward  last  year;  we  appropri- 
ated only  $45  billion.  $35  billion  less  than 
the  previous  year.  Can  this  Congress 
equal  the  record  which  the  last  Congress 
made  of  appropriating  $35  billion  less  on 
defense  in  1953  than  it  did  in  1952?  That 
is  the  record  we  made  last  year.  But 
that  statement  taken  by  itself  is  imfair 
and  misleading.  It  is  true,  however,  that 
in  the  calendar  year  1951  we  appropri- 
ated $82  billion.  We  brought  It  down  to 
$45  billion  last  year,  but  we  cannot  bring 
it  down  to  the  extent  of  an  additional 
$35  billion  this  year;  that  is  impossible. 
That  would  mean  an  appropriation  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  this  year  of 
only  $12  billion.  But  certainly  if  the  in- 
ternational situation  does  not  worsen  we 
ought  to  cut  down  below  a  $40  billion 
figure ;  and  I  would  like  to  urge  the  new 
defense  chiefs  to  join  with  us.  shall  I 
say  the  Democratic  minority,  and  I  be- 
lieve my  Republican  colleagues  too,  in 
trying  to  bring  it  this  year  below  $40 
billion  without  impairing  national  de- 
fense. 

Nineteen  fifty-one  was  the  peak  year. 
L«t  us  hope  we  can  go  on  downward, 
because  we  provided  previously  for  the 
principal  funds  for  the  buildup  of  our 
fighting  strength.  We  have  about 
financed  the  program  for  the  initial 
buildup  of  our  forces — our  goal  has  never 
been  full  mobilization  because  we  hope 
for  peace  and  we  could  not  afford  in- 
definitely a  posture  of  full  mobilization. 
We  can  certainly  go  downward  this  year 
Vnless  there  are  unforeseen  develop- 
ments, and  we  will  have  no  cause  to  boast 
unless  we  cut  military  appropriations 
this  year  below  $40  billion.  Mr,  Chair- 
man, that  it  seems  to  me  is  the  picture 
we  have  before  us.  I  think  it  is  an  en- 
couraging one  because  we  have  men  who 
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know  how  to  do  this  Job  in  positions  of 
power. 

Let  us  all  join  together  In  helping 
them,  and  let  us  all  restrain  our  criti- 
cism and  give  more  In  cooperation  and 
understanding  than  In  bitterness  and 
criticism.  Our  people  at  home  would 
sanction  that  spirit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  we  may  have  the 
military  budget  of  this  administration 
as  soon  as  possible  because  I  for  one  do 
not  contemplate  going  through-  long 
committee  hearings  on  a  budget  which 
is  not  accepted  and  presented  to  the 
Congress  by  the  administration  in  power. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  CaU- 
fornia  I  Mr.  Phillips  I. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
part  of  the  bill  which  came  before  the 
.vutx:ommittee  of  which  I  am  chairman 
has  to  do  with  various  agencies  In  the 
section  for  the  Independent  offices,  be- 
ginning on  page  21  of  the  bill.  The 
briefest  way  that  I  can  call  it  to  your 
attention  Is  to  ask  you  to  turn  to  pages 
23  and  24  where  a  digest  Is  made  of  the 
requests  before  the  sulx:ommlttee  and 
in  turn  our  recommendations  to  the  full 
committee  which  were  accepted  by  that 
committee. 

The  way  to  save  your  time  Is  for  me 
to  refer  only  to  those  parts  of  this 
budget  which  you  yourselves  may  be 
questioned  about. 

If  you  will  take  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration you  will  find  an  original  request 
for  $18  million  in  the  bill.  I  want  you 
to  understand  that  none  of  the  money 
requested  for  operating  costs  of  any  of 
the  haspitals  has  been  reduced.  That  is 
the  complete  amount  asked  for  by  the 
Veterans'  Administration  and  approved 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  other  cuts  may  be  found  under 
two  heads,  first  a  cut  which  was  made 
prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  subcommittee. 
Some  savings  were  indicated  and  some 
money  was  available  which  they  did  not 
know  about  when  the  budget  was  made 
up.  The  second  is  reduced  by  less  than 
the  amount  of  money  represented  by  the 
number  of  additional  employees  which 
It  was  the  intention  to  add  to  the  rolls. 
It  is  the  desire  of  the  administration  not 
to  add  employees  at  the  present  time, 
and  a  very  slight  increase  In  the  eCBciency 
of  the  present  staff,  about  2  percent  In- 
crease of  eCQciency  could  make  this 
unnecessary. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this.  In  my  opinion.  Is 
a  well-balanced  suggestion  on  the  part 
of  the  subcommittee.  I  also  call  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  In  the  item 
covering  compensation  and  pensions  we 
made  no  cut  at  all  because  eventually 
that  Is  a  debt  against  the  Government 
and  we  must  pay  it. 

In  the  following  item,  readjustment 
benefits,  while  we  have  cut  It  In  the 
amount  of  $131  milhon,  this  is  done  on 
the  basis  indicated  at  page  195  of  the 
hearings.  We  asked  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration if  they  knew  what  the  re- 
quest should  be  at  the  present  time  and 
they  said  they  did  not.  Then  we  asked 
whether  or  not  they  would  know  better 
when  they  came  l>efore  us  with  the 
regular  bill.  This  appears  at  page  195. 
My  question  was:  "Will  you  know  more 
accurately  2  months  from  now?" 


And  the  answer  is:  "We  will  have  had 
that  much  experience  because  at  that 
time  we  will  know  what  the  demands 
from  the  Korea  war  are,"  ^t  which  time 
the  committee  will  take  care  of  the  Item. 

I  think  of  nothing  else  that  you  are 
apt  to  be  asked  about. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman's 
subcommittee  was  very  kind  to  extend 
an  audience  to  representatives  of  the 
American  Legion  In  Pennsylvania  who 
were  greatly  concerned  about  hospital 
beds  in  the  Philadelphia  area.  I  notice 
that  you  have  included  in  the  report  In 
connection  with  this  part  of  the  esti- 
mate the  statement  that  the  committee 
specifically  directs  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  to  take  such  Immediate 
steps  as  may  be  essential  to  furnish  ade- 
quate hospital  facilities  for  needy  vet- 
erans In  the  Philadelphia  area.  I  won- 
der If  the  gentleman  would  be  kind 
enough  to  explain  the  thinking  behind 
that  statement. 

Mr.  PHIU.IPS.  Yes.  I  would  like  to 
say,  instead  of  the  gentleman  expressing 
any  thanks  to  the  subcommittee,  the 
subcommittee  thanks  the  representa- 
tives from  Pennsylvania  for  having 
brought  this  matter  to  our  attention. 
The  Veterans'  Administration  has  been 
leasing,  In  the  naval  hospital  In  Phila- 
delphia, a  number  of  beds  which  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year  was  estimated  at 
350  a  month.  It  was  the  Intention  of  the 
Veterans*  Administration,  as  a  new  VA 
hospital  in  Philadelphia  was  built,  to 
drop  beds  out  of  the  contract  at  the 
naval  hospital.  As  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  pointed  out,  the  schedule 
did  not  work  quite  the  way  they  Intended 
it  to  work,  as  a  result  of  which  there 
are  at  the  present  time  only  about  160 
beds  available  at  the  moment  In  the 
veterans'  hospital  and  only  about  103 
beds  still  under  contract  at  the  naval 
hospital. 

Now  this  is  a  double-barreled  problem 
because  if  we  take  the  patients  out  of  the 
naval  hospital  and  do  not  have  a  place 
to  put  them,  not  only  do  we  have  vet- 
erans needing  a  bed,  but  we  have  a  con- 
dition in  which  the  naval  hospital  could 
actually  lose  Its  rating  because  it  has 
less  than  the  percentage  number  of  pa- 
tients to  the  number  of  beds.  It  Is  pro- 
posed that  we  earmark  the  money.  The 
committee  did  not  think  that  was  desir- 
able, nor  a  sF>ecific  Indication  of  the 
number  of  beds,  because  what  Is  needed 
is  somewhere  between  350  and  400  beds 
In  that  area.  They  can  be  In  one  hospital 
or  another.  It  does  not  necessarily  mean 
that  the  number  should  be  activated  In 
the  veterans'  hospital  now  if  It  is  better 
to  put  the  veteruns  In  the  naval  hospital. 

Mr.  FENTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FENTON.  I  wonder  If  the  gen- 
tleman would  agree  to  an  amendment 
being  offered  after  the  figure  $10  million 
to  specify  and  spell  out  the  number  of 
beds  that  are  needed  in  Philadelphia, 
particularly  the  amount  of  money  re- 
quired. 


Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  would  not  think  it 
was  a  good  idea.  I  would  think  it  was 
the  reverse  of  a  good  idea.  With  all  of 
the  very  high  regard  I  have  for  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  I  would  prob- 
ably feel  myself  compelled  to  oppose  It 
because  I  think  we  would  do  better  If 
we  put  it  on  the  ground  that  there  shall 
be  provided  In  Philadelphia  the  number 
of  beds  that  are  needed  there.  As  the 
gentleman  pointed  out,  the  VA  Is  taking 
Pennsylvania  veterans  and  carrying 
them  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  Richmond,  Va., 
to  Wilkes-Barre,  to  East  Orange,  and  to 
Fort  Howard.  It  is  a  problem  that  can- 
not be  spelled  out  properly  in  a  bill,  and 
I  think  since  we  have  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration coming  back  in  not  over  30 
days,  even  before  this  bill  Is  signed  by  the 
President  probably — I  am  not  quite  sure 
what  its  timetable  would  be — we  would 
be  better  off  to  leave  It  as  the  committee 
wrote  it  in  there  because  I  think  the  re- 
sult will  be  good  for  the  veterans. 

Mr.  FENTON.  What  assurance  have 
we  got  that  they  will  be  taken  care  of? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  If  I  were  the  Admin- 
istrator of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
or  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  I  had 
been  told  by  a  subcommittee  that  I  had 
to  do  something,  and  I  had  to  come  back 
In  about  30  days  and  ask  that  same 
subcommittee  for  more  money,  I  think 
I  would  be  careful  to  do  what  the  sub- 
committee asked. 

Mr.  FENTON.  That  has  not  been  the 
experience  in  the  past. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  VANDT.  Is  it  not  proper  to 
assume  here  that  the  language  you  have 
In  your  committee  report  represents  in- 
structions on  the  part  of  the  subcom- 
mittee and,  if  approved  by  this  body,  the 
Instructions  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives that  the  Veterans'  Administration 
shall  correct  this  situation  in  Phila- 
delphia? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  subcommittee 
understands  it  that  way,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  understand  it  that  way  and 
support  It. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia, the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  for  the 
armed  services  (Mr.  Sheppard]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
appreciate  the  courtesy  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  Cannon  1  showed  In 
yielding  me  this  time,  but  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Record  show  that  I  am  sec- 
ond in  line  In  the  minority,  following  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Mahon]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  heard  the 
explanation  of  the  supplemental  by  the 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me.  In- 
sofar as  this  supplemental  applies  to  the 
armed  services,  the  method  which  has 
been  pursued  by  our  subcommittee  has 
been  that  of  recapturing  unobligated 
funds  and  reassigning  those  funds;  con- 
sequently, it  does  not  constitute  appro- 
priation of  new  money  as  such.  This 
method  of  procedure  has  been  followed 
on  previous  occasions  and,  in  my  opin- 
ion, is  quite  in  keeping  with  proper  con- 
clusions and  close  scrutiny  by  the  Armed 
Services  Appropriations  Subcommittee. 
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In  reading  the  Congressional  Record 
of  February  6, 1  find  that  there  seems  to 
be  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  some 
Members  of  the  other  body  with  the 
methods  pursued  In  the  handling  of  ap- 
propriation mesisures,  both  In  the  form- 
ative stages  and  In  subsequent  process- 
ing. I  should  not  say  that  we  have  a 
perfect  sjrstem^  by  any  means.  No  doubt 
improvements  could  be  made,  and  should 
be  made,  but  I  have  yet  to  see  any  pro- 
posal that  would  result  in  a  marked  Im- 
provement in  end  results. 

I  have  been  on  the  Appropriations 
Committee  of  the  House  for  14  years. 
For  8  years  of  that  period  I  have  been 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having 
immediate  jurisdiction  of  naval  appro- 
priations. I  have  learned  during  that 
service  that  there  is  no  substitute  for 
hard,  industrious,  personal  application. 
Investigators  and  capable,  industrious 
clerks  are  indispensable,  but  the  respon- 
sibility is  solely  that  of  a  committee 
member,  and  to  exercise  it  he  must 
study,  inform  himself,  and  apply  him- 
self. 

Expendltvires  and  taxes  are  very  live 
questions  today.  They  should  be.  All 
of  us  want  each  held  to  the  lowest  levels 
consistent  with  the  proper  discharge  of 
governmental  programs  and  policies. 
That  has  been  the  determined  objec- 
tive of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
throughout  the  period  of  time  I  have 
been  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Much  of  our  diflBculty  ensues  from  au- 
thorizing legislation.  Appropriations 
are  provided  to  implement  authoriza- 
tions. If  you  do  not  want  to  spend  the 
money  on  something,  do  not  authorize  it. 
When  you  have  authorized  something. 
It  is  not  for  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations to  say  that  it  will  not  follow  up 
with  the  necessary  money.  It  has  a 
command  from  higher  authority.  It  is 
merely  an  agent  of  the  House. 

There  are  many  who  entertain  the 
▼lew  that  an  improved  situation  would 
result  from  resort  to  a  one-package  ap- 
propriation bill.  It  sounds  plausible,  I 
admit.  But  what  advantage  does  it  of- 
fer over  the  present  procedure?  One, 
and  it  is  the  main  argxunent  advanced 
for  it,  is  that  under  present  practice  we 
do  not  know  where  we  stand  \intil  we 
get  through.  Now,  just  how  true  la 
that?  We  have  an  estimated  receipt 
and  expenditure  figure  at  the  start. 
There  is  and  always  has  been  main- 
tained in  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, open  to  Inspection,  a  progress 
sheet,  and  in  recent  years  progress  re- 
f>orts.  in  tabular  form,  have  been  printed 
periodically  in  the  Conressional  Record. 
In  that  way  we  are  always  advised  of 
where  we  stand  as  separate  measures 
are  processed  through  their  legislative 
courses.  The  end  result  is  controllable 
until  the  last,  and  at  all  stages  there  is 
before  us  a  track  of  our  course. 

Then  we  are  told  that  under  a  one- 
package  bill  there  would  be  better  con- 
trol of  expenditures  from  prior -year  ap- 
propriations. One  would  infer  that 
these  prior-year  funds,  once  provided, 
are  forgotten.  Personally,  I  do  not  like 
the  imputation.  Normally,  such  prior- 
year  balances  are  not  large.  They  are 
large  now  because  of  the  defense  prepa- 
ration effort  we  began  following  the  out- 


break of  war  in  Korea.  In  large  part 
they  are  not  free  balances.  They  are 
obligated  but  not  expended.  They  ap- 
ply in  large  measure  to  long -lead -time 
procurement.  But  small  or  large,  com- 
mitted or  uncommitted,  they  are  care- 
fully canvassed  during  hearings  on  new 
money  requests,  and  just  as  much  so  as 
they  would  be  under  a  one-package  bill 
arrangement,  and  they  are  just  as 
controllable. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  better  con- 
sideration of  appropriation  measures  is 
had  under  present  practice  than  would 
be  had  under  the  one-package  proce- 
dure. The  responsibility  for  each 
measure  now  rests  squarely  upon  the 
subcommittee  having  jurisdiction.  In 
practice,  considering  the  human  equa- 
tion, that  responsibility  would  be  lessened 
when  a  separate  appropriation  category 
became  merely  a  chapter  of  an  omnibus 
measure.  When  you  lessen  it.  you  de- 
tract from  the  inceniive  or  the  urge  for 
doing  the  very  splendid  kind  of  job  that 
I  have  witnessed  performed  by  many  of 
my  colleagues  over  the  years.  No.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  my  judgment  the  adoption 
of  a  one-package  bill  would  merely  be 
an  accommodation  to  the  theorists.  The 
Committee  on  Appropriations  is  alive  to 
its  responsibilities  and  will  function  ef- 
fectively and  efficiently  if  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed in  such  ways  as  it  determines  will 
best  serve  the  public  interests.  If  its 
repwrts  are  not  sufficiently  full  or  com- 
prehensive, they  can  be  made  .so.  and 
just  as  well  under  present  practice  as 
under  a  one-package  bill  procedure. 

Now.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  confronted 
with  another  proposal.  This  one  as- 
sumes that  we  do  not  have  the  right  kind 
of  information,  or  that  it  is  not  accessible 
to  us.  or  that  we  do  not  know  how  to  ob- 
tain it.  What  we  need,  it  appears,  is  a 
superappropriations  committee,  made 
up  of  House  and  Senate  Members  who 
are  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees of  the  two  Houses.  These  Mem- 
bers are  to  divorce  themselves  from  their 
normal  committee  functions  and  inform 
themselves  about  the  budget  and  then 
pass  along  to  their  committees,  and  I 
quote,  "the  necessary  information  for 
the  adequate  consideration  of  the 
budget."  I  ask  you.  when,  in  common- 
sense,  under  that  proposal,  would  the 
committees  get  down  to  work. 

This  proF>osed  supercommittee  Is 
charged  with  many  functions.  I  invite 
you  to  look  at  pages  897  to  899  of  the 
Congressional  Record  of  February  6.  It 
sounds  very  much  like  a  grandiose 
scheme  to  build  up  a  budget  bureau  in 
the  Congress  charged  with  work  and  re- 
sponsibilities of  existing  committees. 
One  may  read  in  it,  a  back-door  ap- 
proach to  letting  the  other  body  in  on 
the  initiation  of  revenue  and  appropria- 
tion measures,  distinctly  a  House  prerog- 
ative under  the  Constitution,  and  one 
that  has  been  jealously  guarded  down 
through  the  years. 

I  am  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  of  the  House  is 
thoroughly  competent  to  discharge  ef- 
fectively and  efficiently  the  tasks  with 
which  it  is  charged. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 


Mr.  TABER  I  think  the  gentleman's 
statement  is  one  of  the  finest  I  have 
heard  in  a  long  time. 

Mr.  SHE3»PARD.  May  I  say  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr  Chairman.  I  repeat,  it  docs  not 
need  any  supercommittee.  All  the  In- 
formation it  needs  it  has  the  means  at  its 
disposal  to  acquire.  Staff  help  in  skill 
and  numbers  may  be  had  for  the  asking, 
and  will  be  availed  of  and  utilized  ssyand 
when  the  need  develops.  Of  course/ln- 
formation  from  responsible  sources  is  de- 
sired and  is  always  welcome,  but  I  want 
to  see  and  shall  do  my  part  to  see  that 
the  committee  is  free  to  run  its  affairs. 
to  make  its  own  determinations,  and 
that  it  is  free  of  domination  by  super- 
groups and  is  not  hamstrung  and  be- 
fogged by  a  host  of  subordinates  who 
would  largely  be  in  the  way,  occupying 
valuable  space,  and  swelling  the  total 
of  the  legislative  budget.  Some  of  those 
who  are  presently  proiX)sing  the  super- 
committee  have  been  the  most  loud  in 
criticizing  superdepartments  in  Govern- 
ment wherein  layers  of  authority  have 
been  placed  one  upon  the  other.  I  can 
see  no  difference  between  a  superdepart- 
mental  structure  than  that  which  has 
recently  been  prop>osed  to  apply  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  I  person- 
ally do  not  feel  that  exaggerated  intelli- 
gence is  vested  in  any  specific  individual 
on  either  side  of  the  Capitol.  When  it  Is 
all  said  and  done,  under  our  routine  pro- 
cedure, conferences  are  usually  held  by 
and  between  the  House  and  Senate 
which,  in  my  opinion,  work  out  an  intelli- 
gent compromise  that  invariably  takes 
care  of  any  issue  where  errors  of  judg- 
ment may  prevail.  Let  us  review  the 
supercommittee  proposals  with  extra 
caution. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas   I  Mr.    SCRIVNERl. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chahroan.  I 
agree  with  the  remarks  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  (Mr.  Shep- 
PAP0I,  and  I  reiterate  the  fact  that  if 
each  committee  of  the  House,  both  those 
which  bring  forth  new  legislation  and 
the  appropriation  committees  will  exer- 
cise restraint,  and  will  do  their  job  prop- 
erly, economy  can  be  had.  and  a  super- 
committee  is  unnecessary. 

I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Mahon  ] ,  former  chair- 
man of  the  Military  Appropriations  Sub- 
committee. He  has  promised — and  his 
promises  are  made  to  be  kept — coopera- 
tion in  our  efforts  to  reduce  Federal 
spending,  particularly  as  it  relates  to  the 
military.  I  could  not  quite  tell  whether 
he  was  indicting  the  Pentagon  of  the 
past,  that  is.  up  to  the  20th  of  January, 
or  whether  he  was  merely  acting  as  elder 
statesman  and  giving  the  newcomers 
a  little  fatherly  advice.  Perhaps  both. 
But  certainly  in  his  capacity  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee  he  fMr.  Mahon] 
has  seen  for  years  the  Pentagon  in  ac- 
tion, and  if  anyone  is  qualified  to  give 
them  advice  it  is  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  Mahon),  as  he  so  well  did 
when  he  told  them  not  to  let  the  stars 
get  in  their  eyes.  He  knows,  as  I  know, 
that  every  once  in  a  while  that  has  hap- 
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pened.  and  some  people  have  not  used 
their  own  individual  independent  judg- 
ment because  they  have  been  so  glamor- 
ized, and  once  in  a  while  so  blinded  by 
the  reflection  from  those  stars. 

I  know  that  the  experience  I  have  had 
through  the  years  on  the  Military  Appro- 
priations Subcommittee  will  be  the  pat- 
tern set  in  the  future;  and  all  of  us 
working  together  as  a  committee  and 
not  as  partisans,  we  will,  I  can  assure 
the  gentleman  from  Texas,  do  a  very 
good  job  of  bringing  down  to  a  reason- 
able amount  the  figures  which  will  be 
pre.'^ented  to  this  body  in  a  few  short 
weeks. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
I  Mr.  Nicholson]  asked  a  few  moments 
ago  about  the  amounts  we  were  appro- 
priating for  education  of  the  dependents 
of  our  military  forces.  For  his  informa- 
tion I  would  like  to  advise,  in  round  fig- 
ures, that  in  1953,  we  appropriated  $3,- 
900,000  for  the  education  of  Army  chil- 
dren overseas;  $3,400,000  for  the  educa- 
tion of  Air  Force  children  overseas;  and 
approximately  $2  million  for  the  edu- 
cation of  naval  children,  in  other  words, 
approximately  $10  million  is  being  ap- 
propriated annually  for  the  education 
of  dependents  of  our  military  forces. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman. 
VI  ill  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  That  is  for  the 
education  of  their  children  overseas? 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Yes.  for  the  educa- 
tion of  their  children  overseas;  there  is 
another  program  that  makes  some  con- 
tribution for  those  here  within  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  which  we  have 
before  us  today  has  been  very  well  ex- 
plained by  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mr.  WiCGLESwoRTH  1 ,  Chairman 
of  the  Military  Appropriations  Subcom- 
mittee. In  the  minds  of  at  least  a  few 
of  you  there  has  been  some  apprehension 
about  what  the  effect  has  been  in  trans- 
ferring certain  funds  from  the  Reserves 
and  the  National  Guard.  If  there  is  any 
question  in  your  mind  about  whether 
that  can  or  cannot  be  done  without  in- 
terfering with  the  activities  of  those 
two  Reserve  forces,  you  may  turn  to 
page  487  where  General  Decker  in  re- 
sponse to  a  question  which  I  asked  him, 
makes  a  statement  and  shows  how  the 
$60  million  can  be  transferred  from  those 
two  activities  and  offered  the  observation 
on  the  part  of  this  pay  increase  which  is 
row  before  us  all  without  harm  to  their 
programs. 

Then,  again,  some  of  you  probably  have 
received  communications  from  men  in 
the  service  in  which  they  have  com- 
plained that  they  have  not  been  receiv- 
ing the  promotions  in  rank  which  they 
had  been  promised,  and  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  Last  year  the  Army  Sub- 
committee under  the  chairmanship  of 
the  gentleman  form  Florida  [Mr.  SikesI 
went  into  that  question  with  General 
Collins  and  told  him  that  we  had  re- 
ceived those  complaints  and  that  he 
should  make  request  for  adequate  funds 
so  that  these  men  could  be  promoted. 
Those  men  had  been  told  they  were  not 
getting  the  promotions  because  Congress 
did  not  give  the  Army  the  money.  Con- 
gress has  always  been  the  whipping  boy — 


Congress  did  not  give  them  enough 
money,  so  they  were  told;  that  they 
could  not  make  the  promotions  because 
the  Army  did  not  have  the  money.  If  the 
Army  did  not  have  the  money  it  was 
their  own  fault,  because  they  got  every 
cent  for  military  pay  they  ever  asked  for. 
We  are  assured  that  in  this  supplemen- 
tal which  the  Army  is  now  requesting 
that  there  is  money  so  these  promotions 
can  be  made  and  these  men  can  be  paid 
in  their  promoted  ranks,  promotions 
which  the  men  deserve. 

Another  matter  which  deserves  a  great 
deal  of  consideration  is  that  of  clviUan 
relief  in  Korea.  You  will  notice  in  the 
hearings  that  when  the  Army  witnesses 
started  out  in  their  justifications  there 
was  to  have  been  a  request  made  for 
supplemental  funds  running  better  than 
$11  billion-plus.  Before  the  hearings 
on  civil  relief  in  Korea,  which  start  on 
page  555  of  the  printed  hearings — be- 
fore we  had  gone  very  far  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory presentation  we  were  told 
that  the  request  for  additional  funds  and 
new  money  was  being  withdrawn. 

Now  that  probably  raises  some  appre- 
hension, but  if  you  will  turn  to  page  559 
you  will  find  that  there  is  not  a  bit  of 
reason  for  any  misapprehension.  The 
Army  has  plenty  of  money  for  this  relief 
to  last  them  the  rest  of  this  year— and 
then  some— if  it  is  properly  handled. 

We  have  already  appropriated  $177 
million  for  civilian  relief  in  Korea  and 
of  that  $177  million  as  of  December  31, 
1952.  only  $43  million  have  been  obli- 
gated and  but  $23  million  have  been 
actually  spent.  So  that  you  can  see 
from  those  figures  that  there  is  far  more 
than  enough  to  take  care  of  civilian  re- 
lief in  Korea,  during  the  remainder  of 
this  fiscal  year  when  I  say  that  I  do  not 
discount  the  need  that  exists  there. 
Any  of  you  who  have  been  in  Korea,  any 
of  you  who  have  seep  the  civilians  in 
Pusan.  around  Seoul  and  other  Korean 
communities  know  that  there  is  no  place 
in  the  world  where  there  is  more  abject 
poverty.  Heartbreaking?  Certainly. 
Strange  as  it  may  sound  and  as  illogical 
as  it  is,  the  truth  of  the  matter  is  thafr 
the  Communist  Chinese  prisoners  on 
Koje-do  are  faring  better  than  the 
civilians  in  Korea.  These  prisoners  are 
fed  better,  they  are  clothed  better,  they 
are  better  sheltered,  they  have  a  better 
medical  service  than  the  Korean  civil- 
ians, yet  they  are  prisoners  of  war. 
With  all  of  that,  if  there  was  a  proper, 
economic,  sound,  sane,  sensible  program 
of  distribution  of  relief  goods  in  Korea, 
we  could  get  as  much  as  we  are  getting 
now  with  half  of  the  money.  The 
greater  part  of  the  whole  story  is  all  here 
in  the  hearings.  It  is  somewhat  garbled. 
Take,  as  an  example,  a  boatload  of  rice. 
We  pay  for  it.  We  pay  for  the  trans- 
portation. When  it  reaches  the  port 
of  Pusan  it  is  immediately  turned  over 
to  the  Korean  Government  for  distri-  * 
bution.  What  happens  after  that  is  not 
always  a  pleasant  story. 

It  seems  to  me,  after  all,  that  we  have 
furnished  enough  fxmds  and  there  are 
certainly  enough  alphabetical  agencies 
over  there  to  do  the  job.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  there  are  too  many.  There  is 
too  much  confusion;  these  agencies 
should  be  thinned  out  and  there  should 


be  a  new  look  taken  at  civiUan  relief 
in  Korea  before  we  appropriate  any 
money  for  1954.  We  cannot  do  every- 
thing they  want  us  to  do.  It  seems  to 
me,  and  I  measiire  my  words  carefully 
when  I  say  this,  that  it  comes  with  some 
ill  grace  from  President  Syngman  Rhee 
in  the  words  he  is  reported  to  have 
uttered  last  night  that  the  trouble,  the 
inflation,  and  want  are  due  to  the  United 
States  and  the  actions  which  we  have 
or  have  not  taken.  It  was  not  the  United 
States  that  revalued  the  Korean  money, 
it  was  not  the  United  States  that  caused 
the  price  of  rice  to  jump  until  it  will 
be  impossible  for  the  civilians  in  Korea 
to  buy  the  rice. 

Inflation  does  exist — it  has  long  ex- 
isted in  Korea.  In  fact,  the  going  rate 
of  exchange  is  18,000  won  per  United 
States  dollar.  However,  ,the  United 
States  is  dealing  with  the  Korean  Gov- 
ernment on  the  basis  of  6,000  won  per 
dollar.  In  other  words,  the  United 
States  and  our  soldiers  pay  three  times 
as  many  dollars  for  any  given  item  than 
we  should. 

Only  a  few  days  ago  the  Korean  Re- 
public revalued  its  money.  Prices  im- 
mediately jumped,  so  that  under  the 
existing  agreement  of  6,000  won  we  will 
pay  still  more  dollars  for  any  purchases 
we  make.  The  United  States  is  the  vic- 
tim of — not  the  cause  of — the  Korean 
inflation. 

Besides  the  civilian  relief  dollars,  the 
United  States  pours  in  uncounted  other 
millions — yes;  billions.  The  United 
States  furnishes  arms,  supplies,  and  so 
forth,  to  the  Korean  troops.  We  pay 
the  RepubUc  of  Korea  a  considerable 
dollar  rental  for  the  use  of  the  Korean 
railroads  to  transport  military  supplies 
for  Korean  troops  as  well  as  our  own  and 
those  of  our  allies. 

Our  relations  with  Korea  are  complex. 
They  are  of  vital  importance. 

However,  it  is  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  who  are  paying  the  bill. 
Our  relations  with  Korea,  the  present 
agreement  on  the  rate  of  exchange,  our 
burden  and  program  of  the  relief  of 
Korean  civilians  are  all  matters  needing 
a  thorough  review  before  more  money 
is  appropriated.  So,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  requested  that  the  staff  of  our  com- 
mittee go  thoroughly  into  this  and  other 
matters  relating  to  our  spending  in 
Korea  before  funds  are  provided  for 
fiscal   1954. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  make  a  brief  statement  in  con- 
nection with  the  second  supplemental 
appropriation  bUl  now  under  considera- 
tion with  reference  to  the  appropria- 
tions originally  requested  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense. 

In  its  original  submission  of  a  supple- 
mental appropriation  request,  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  asked  for  $1,200,- 
000,000  to  complete  fiscal  1953.  These 
funds  were  needed  to  pay  some  minor 
amounts  for  claims,  retired  pay,  and 
civilian  relief  in  Korea,  and  also  for  some 
very  large  amounts  needed  to  pay  for 
lour  acts  of  Congress  passed  in  the  82d 
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Congress  which  were  not  originally  con- 
sidered in  the  Defense  Appropriation  Act 
of  1953.  Thiis.  the  Army  asked  for  $776.- 
300,000,  the  Navy  $140  million,  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  $63  million  and  the  Air  Force 
$183  million.  Now,  the  Army  needs 
$708,031,598.  the  Navy  $181,443,000.  the 
Marine  Corps  $76  million  and  the  Air 
Force  $167  million  to  pay  for  their  new 
laws  previously  authorized  by  the  Con- 
gress, which  I  will  discuss  in  a  moment. 
The  differences  in  the  total  amounts 
requested  by  each  military  department 
and  the  amounts  needed  to  pay  for  these 
new  laws  results  from  the  authority  pro- 
vided in  the  appropriation  act  to  pay 
out  of  the  Defense  Appropriation  Act 
such  simis  as  were  required  to  meet  these 
anticipated  increased  benefits.  Revised 
personnel  planning  and  other  adjust- 
ments have. permitted  the  Army.  Navy. 
Marine  Corps,  and  Air  Force  to  absorb 
some  of  these  increased  expenditures. 

Now.  let  us  look  at  these  recently  en- 
acted laws  whieh  have  cost,  or  will  cost, 
some  $1,132,474,598. 

On  May  19,  1952,  the  Military  Pay  In- 
crease Act  became  law  resulting  in  a 
total  increased  expenditure  of  $303,601.- 
678  for  the  Armed  Forces  for  fiscal  1953. 
You  will  recall  that  this  granted  an  in- 
crease of  4  percent  in  basic  pay  and  a 
14  percent  increase  in  allowances. 

Then  we  passed  the  Armed  Forces  Re- 
serve Act  of  July  9. 1952.  and  part  of  that 
act  provided  for  uniform  allowances  for 
Reserve  officers.     The  Army  was  the  only 
one   that  needed   additional   funds  for 
this  purpose  and  they  requested  an  ad- 
ditional $544,000  for  fiscal  1953.     Then 
the  Congress  amended  the  1953  Appro- 
priation Act  by  adding  title  VII  which  be- 
came known  as  the  Combat  Duty  Pay 
Act.     This  was  retroactive  to  May  31. 
1950  and  provided  for  an  additional  $45 
a  month  in  pay  under  certain  limited 
qualifications.     To   pay  the   retroactive 
costs  involved  and  to  provide  for  the  re- 
mainder of  fiscal  1953  for  this  act  alone 
would  cost  $179,657,120.     Bear  in  mind 
that  this  was  an  act  of  Congress  which 
amended  the  appropriations  act  but  no 
appropriations  were  provided  in  that  law 
for  these  benefits.    And  on  July  16.  1952, 
the  Veterans'  Readjustment  Assistance 
Act  of  1952  was  passed,  title  V  of  which 
provided    for   mustering-out   payments. 
This  act  was  reported  out  from  the  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  Committee  and  was  not 
considered  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.    It  was  patterned  after 
the  World  War  11  Mustering  Out  Pay- 
ment Act  and  permitted  discharged  per- 
sonnel to  be  paid  sums  of  $100,  $200,  or 
$300,  depending  upon  their  type  of  serv- 
ice upon  discharge.     This  provision  of 
law  was  also  retroactive  for  anyone  who 
had  been  engaged  in  service  on  or  after 
June  27.   1950,  and  the  total  costs  for 
fiscal    1953.    including    the    retroactive 
payments,  will  amount  to  $648,671,800. 

Now,  totaling  these  sums  it  can  be 
seen  that  the  Congress  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  last  session  enacted  specific  laws 
authorizing  the  expenditure  of  public 
Jimds  amounting  to  $1,132,474,598  and 
this  amount  of  money  was  not  provided 
for  in  the  Defense  Appropriation  Act  of 
1953.  I  must  assume  that  the  Congress 
was  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  authori- 
zations of  this  type  had  to  be  paid  for 
some  time.    The  money  was  not  pro- 


vided for  in  the  Defense  Appropriation 
Act  of  1953.  Thus,  it  was  necessary  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  to  submit  a 
supplemental  appropriation  request  for 
$1,200,000,000,  the  vast  majority  of  which 
was  to  pay  for  the  acts  which  I  have 
just  discussed. 

Now  during  the  hearings  on  this  sup- 
plemental appropriation  bill,  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  witnesses  indicated 
that  they  could  reduce  the  $1,200,000,000 
request  in  the  amount  of  $145,150,000 
by  savings  within  the  appropriation  con- 
cerned or  by  the  transfer  of  funds  from 
other  appropriations.  In  other  words, 
some  savings  can  be  effected  because  of 
revised  personnel  planning  and  by  mak- 
ing use  of  funds  appropriated  for  other 
purposes. 

But  this  still  left  a  net  requirement 
of  $1,054,850,000.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  money  tx)  provide  for  the 
pay  increase,  the  uniform  allowances, 
the  combat  duty  pay.  and  mustering  out 
pay  has  to  date  come  out  of  the  military 
appropriations  for  pay  for  each  of  the 
respective  services.  It  is  obvious,  there- 
fore, that  unless  some  definite  action  is 
taken,  these  appropriations  will  be  com- 
pletely exhausted  within  the  next  2  or 
3  months.  So  it  was  equally  obvious  to 
the  Department  of  Defense  that  they 
had  to  either  obtain  an  appropriation  of 
$1,054,850,000  to  complete  fiscal  1953,  or 
at  the  very  least,  had  to  obtain  author- 
ity to  transfer  funds  from  existing  ap- 
propriations. 

It  is  my  understanding  from  reading 
the  report  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee that  none  of  the  $1,200,000,000 
requested  by  the  Department  has  been 
authorized  in  the  second  supplemental 
appropriation  bill.  I  also  gather  from 
reading  the  report  that  the  Appropria- 
tion Committee  will  permit  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  to  effect  savings  or  to 
transfer  from  exiting  appropriations  the 
sum  of  $1,043,724,000.  This  is  $11,126,- 
000  less  than  the  amount  requested  by 
the  Department  of  Defense  after  taking 
into  consideration  the  transfers  and  sav- 
ings that  the  Department  itself  stated 
could  definitely  be  effected  at  this  time. 
The  $11,126,000  for  special  per  diem  al- 
lowances for  overseas  personnel  was  not 
authorized  because  the  committee  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  basLs  for  the  justi- 
fication presented  by  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

As  I  read  the  proposed  legislation, 
these  transfers  from  existing  appropria- 
tions will  be  permitted  after  determina- 
tion has  been  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  In  other 
words,  as  I  understand  the  proposed  bill, 
the  military  departments  will  be  author- 
ized to  transfer  from  existing  appropri- 
ations $1  million  for  claims.  $25  million 
for  retired  pay,  $725,724,000  for  pay  for 
military  personnel  of  the  Army,  $140 
million  for  pay  for  military  personnel 
of  the  Navy.  $63  million  for  pay  for  mili- 
tary personnel  of  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
$115  million  for  pay  for  miUtary  per- 
sonnel of  the  Air  Force. 

In  the  report,  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee indicates  that  the  Army,  for  ex- 
ample, can  transfer  $1,500,000  from  mili- 
tary personnel  funds.  $28,750  000  from 
civilian  relief  in  Korea,  $301,293,000  from 
the  appropriation  for  maintenance  and 


operations.  $3,057,000  from  reserve  re- 
quirements for  fiscal  1953.  $8,541,000  for 
reserve  personnel  requirements  for  fiscal 
1952  and  1953,  $87  million  from  expan- 
sion of  production  facilities  and  $295.- 
583.000  from  funds  reserved  for  the  Air 
Force. 

The  report  indicates  that  the  Navy 
may  be  able  to  meet  its  requirements  by 
tran.sferrlng  from  its  appropriations 
$1,850,000  from  general  expenses  of  Navy 
personnel,  $40,234,000  from  troops  and 
facilities  of  the  Marine  Corps.  $83,187,000 
from  .ships  and  facilities.  $4,921,000  from 
aircraft  and  facilities,  $57,288,000  from 
ordnance  and  facilities,  $5,763,000  from 
medical  care,  $5,722,000  from  civil  en- 
gineering, $2,407,000  from  servicewtde 
operations,  $852,000  from  officer  candi- 
date programs  of  fiscal  1952  and  1953, 
and  $776,000  from  officer  candidate  pro- 
grams from  fiscal  1953  and  1954.  And 
the  report  further  indicates  that  the  Air 
Force  can  absorb  its  additional  funds 
from  a  transfer  of  $115  million  for  its 
maintenance  and  operations. 

Thus,  the  Appropriations  Committee 
in  Its  report  indicates  that  a  total  of 
$1,043,724,000  In  existing  appropriations 
can  be  transferred  to  the  military  de- 
partments to  meet  the  needs  for  the  spe- 
cific appropriations  needed  in  the  second 
supplemental  appropriations  bill. 

Now,  it  Is  my  understanding  from 
reading  the  report,  that  if  differences 
arise  as  to  the  sources  of  needed  trans- 
fers, the  services  will  be  given  some  flexi- 
bility, but  any  adjustments  in  the  rec- 
ommended tran.sfers  must  be  absolutely 
neces.sary  and  must  be  cleared  with  the 
Appropriations  Committee  before  they 
are  made  effective. 

I  am  a.^sumlng,  therefore,  that  the 
latitude  provided  by  the  report,  as  well 
as  the  language  of  the  bill  itself,  will  give 
the  Department  of  Defense  some  oppor- 
tunity to  interchange  the  transfer  of  ex- 
isting appropriations.  I  am  quite  con- 
vinced that  without  this  flexibility,  the 
Department  of  Defense  may  well  have 
a  very  difficult  time  in  effecting  these 
transfers,  for  It  may  develop  that  the 
preliminary  estimates  of  potential  trans- 
fers are  wrong  and  other  sources  may 
have  to  be  tapped. 

I  am  advised  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  probably  can  find  the  needed 
SI. 200,000.000  in  transfers  without  af- 
fecting the  national  security. 

Now  that  Is  what  makes  up  the  main 
portions  of  the  supplemental  bill  insofar 
as  It  deals  with  the  Department  of  De- 
fen.se.  When  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri said  it  was  not  a  Truman  budget,  he 
was  absolutely  correct.  The  reason  these 
Items  are  here  i.s  in  response  to  roll-call 
votes  on  bills  that  were  passed  by  the 
House.  When  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration came  before  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  they  decided,  after 
most  careful  Investigation,  that  if  per- 
mission was  given  for  the  transfer  of 
certain  funds  within  the  various  De- 
partments, that  the  expenditures  neces- 
sitated by  the.se  four  bills  could  be  ab- 
sorbed out  of  what  was  appropriated  In 
1953.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  their  views 
can  be  carried  out.  I  hope  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  absorb  this  large  amount.  But 
let  us  not  fool  ourselves.  Here  is  a 
blllion-one-hundred-mllllon-odd  dollars 
which  has  to  be  absorbed  out  of  these 
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appropriations.  It  it  can  be  done,  fine. 
I  hope  it  can  be  done,  but.  if  It  cannot, 
why.  we  will  be  confronted  here  with  a 
deficiency  appropriation  and  not  a  sup- 
plemental appropriation.  It  certainly  is 
worth  while  to  see  If  It  can  be  done.  If 
it  can  be  absorbed.  It  should  be  absorbed. 
But,  if  it  cannot  be  absorbed,  then  later 
we  obviously  will  be  required  to  make 
direct  appropriations  to  carry  out  these 
authorizations.  But  it  is  worth  while 
giving  it  an  honest  trial.  For  that  rea- 
.^on,  I  am  supporting  wholeheartedly  the 
committee's  position  with  reference  to 
the  transfer  of  the  money  from  existing 
appropriations. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan I  Mr.  Ford). 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
been  somewhat  intrigued  by  the  com- 
ments of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas,  minority  ranking  member 
of  the  Military  Subcommitee  on  Appro- 
priations and  the  followup  made  by  the 
very  distinguished  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

I  think  a  careful  and  somewhat  un- 
biased analysis  of  whether  or  not  this 
is  the  consideration  of  the  Truman  budg- 
et, at  least  as  far  as  the  military  is  con- 
cerned, would  reveal  several  important 
factors  which  I  believe  effectively  indi- 
cate that  we  are  considering  a  Trxmian 
budget. 

First.  If  you  go  down  the  list  of  the 
statutes  causing  the  money  requests  in 
this  bill  you  will  find,  I  think,  in  the 
hearings  before  the  respective  legisla- 
tive committees  that  in  most  cases  the 
legislation  was  affirmatively  approved  or 
recommended  by  the  previous  adminis- 
tration.   Let  us  take  them  one  by  one. 

As  to  the  increase  in  military  pay.  I 
think  President  Truman  sent  a  favorable 
message  to  the  82d  Congress  and  I  be- 
lieve his  spokesmen  came  before  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  advocat- 
ing the  enactment  of  a  military  pay- 
increase  bill. 

Second.  I  believe  the  only  exception  is 
the  combat-duty  pay.  It  is  my  recol- 
lection that  the  Department  of  Defense, 
sp>ealiing  for  President  Tnmian,  went  on 
record  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  opposed  to  combat-duty  pay. 

Third.  As  to  the  mustering-out  pay- 
ments, it  is  my  recollection  that  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  submitted  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  a  rec- 
ommendation for  a  GI  bill  which  in- 
cluded a  mustering-out  pay  provision. 

Fourth.  As  to  uniform  allowances,  it 
is  my  recollection  that  the  previous  ad- 
ministration did  recommend  legislation 
likewise. 

Further.  I  do  not  recall  any  veto  by 
Mr.  Truman  on  any  of  the  aforemen- 
tioned measures.  If  he  was  oppKJsed  to 
them  he  could  have  exercised  his  veto 
prerogative.  Finally,  in  House  Docu- 
ment No.  62.  which  encompasses  all  of 
these  supplemental  appropriations,  the 
funds  themselves  were  requested  by 
President  Truman. 

E>o  not  take  my  previous  statements  as 
any  Indication  that  Congress  should 
have  a  clear  conscience.  I  might  say. 
that  oftentimes  we.  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  pretty  sadly  and  rather  flagrant- 


ly abandon  our  responsibilities  on  legis- 
lation. I  think  as  to  some  of  the  legis- 
lation I  have  mentioned,  that  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Texas  has 
mentioned,  and  that  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  mentioned, 
we  should  have  taken  a  little  more  time 
in  their  consideration. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr,  Chairman.  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  this  administration 
wants  to  proceed  with  a  Truman  budget 
rather  than  work  out  a  budget  of  its 
own,  I  think  it  certainly  has  a  right  to 
adopt  the  Truman  budget.  But  my  point 
is.  I  think  Congress,  the  Members  on  the 
Republican  side  and  those  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  House,  are  entitled  to 
know  whether  the  administration  now  in 
power,  and  the  Republican  administra- 
tion is  in  power  in  the  White  House  and 
in  Congress,  is  for  or  against  the  budget 
estimates  being  considered  in  this  bilL 
That  is  the  only  thing  I  want  to  know. 
The  Congress  and  the  country  are  en- 
titled to  know.  I  am  not  clear  on  it.  I 
believe  the  present  administration  is  for 
the  budget  estimates  which  are  before 
us  in  this  measure,  but  I  cannot  actually 
prove  it.    Does  the  gentleman  know? 

Mi.  FORD.  As  far  as  I  know,  but  I 
will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
that  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  this 
budget  has  been  approved  by  the  new 
administration.  I  do  not  think  they  are 
objecting  to  any  of  the  reductions  which 
have  been  made  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Appropriations  or  any  reductions  we 
make  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  But  there  is  at  stake 
here  more  than  a  billion  dollars  of  the 
taxpayers'  money.  In  the  name  of 
forthrightness  and  good  faith  should  not 
the  administration  tell  us  whether  or  not 
it  has  approved  and  does  approve  of  this 
proposed  huge  expenditure  of  the  tax- 
payers' money?  Should  we  be  left  on  the 
sidelines  with  no  information  and  rec- 
ommendation from  the  party  now  in 
power? 

Mr.  PORD.  In  the  Army  section 
alone  these  four  statutes  caused  Presi- 
dent Truman  to  request  an  expenditure 
of  $181,300,000  for  pay  and  allowances; 
for  combat-duty  pay  $153,400,000;  for 
mustering-out  payments  $373  million; 
and  for  uniform  allowances  $514  million. 
A  total  of  $708,214,000  just  for  the  Army 
alone  as  a  result  of  legislation  which  the 
preceding  Congress  approved  in  the 
dying  days  of  the  last  session.  I  wish  to 
say  this  in  defense  of  the  Department  of 
Defense.  The  Department  of  Defense, 
in  my  judgment,  has  cooperated  since 
January  20  in  trying  to  seek  the  means 
and  methods  by  which  they  could  absorb 
some  of  the  added  costs  which  the  Con- 
gress placed  on  them  in  the  last  session, 
I  hope  that  attitude  on  the  part  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  prevails  in  the 
months  ahead.  I  believe  it  will.  With 
such  cooperation  by  all  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  plus  real 
economy  efforts  by  the  Congress.  I  be- 
lieve a  tax-reduction  bill  can  be  ap- 
proved by  the  House  and  Senate  in  this 
session. 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Broyhtll]. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  am 
Indeed  surprised  that  the  House  Appro- 
priations Committee  comes  before  us  to- 
day with  a  proposal  that  places  the 
United  States  Government  in  the  unten- 
able position  of  repudiating  its  obliga- 
tions to  more  than  2,300  communities  in 
this  Nation.  By  omitting  school  funds 
under  the  Federal  program  of  financing 
school  services  in  areas  of  heavy  Gov- 
ernment defense  projects  the  committee 
does  just  that. 

In  the  early  days  of  the  New  Deal 
when  President  Roosevelt  took  the  Na- 
tion off  the  gold  standard  I  am  re- 
minded of  the  time  when  that  great 
Virginia  Democrat,  the  Honorable  Carter 
Glass,  took  the  Senate  floor,  pulled  a 
$5  bill  from  his  pocket,  and  in  that  scath- 
ing biting  voice  so  familiar  to  the  Sen- 
ate, took  the  Grovemment  to  task  for 
depreciating  the  currency  and  the  sav- 
ings of  the  people.  My  own  party  ap- 
plauded his  action. 

Yet  today  some  members  of  my  party 
come  forward  with  a  proposal  which 
would  likewise  compel  the  Government 
to  ignore  its  obligations.  Uncle  Sam  is 
obligated  by  the  past  action  of  Congress 
to  come  to  the  assistance  of  schools  lo- 
cated in  certain  specified  area;;  and  under 
certain  specified  conditions.  These  more 
than  2,300  communities  including  those 
in  my  own  district  in  Virginia  meet  those 
specified  conditions.  Yet  my  colleagues 
from  the  House  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee say  that  regardless  of  this  previous 
commitment  of  Congress  these  commu- 
nities shall  be  denied  funds  which  right- 
fully belong  to  them.  When  I  say  the 
funds  rightly  belong  to  them  it  is  an 
understatement  of  fact.  These  school 
funds  are  only  a  portion  of  the  funds 
that  rightfully  belong  to  them. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Would  the  gentleman 
inform  the  House,  or  the  committee 
rather,  what  the  vote  was  in  committee 
on  this  proposal? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.     I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Can  the  gentleman  find 
out  from  the  committee? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Can  anyone  tell  me 
what  the  vote  was  or  can  anyone  tell 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Why  does  the  gentle- 
man not  ask  the  ranking  Member,  the 
former  chairman  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Will  Uie  gentleman 
yield  further  so  that  I  may  ask  that 
question? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  Chairman  is  the 
head  of  the  committee.  I  suggest  that 
the  gentleman  address  that  question  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Is  this  a  state  secret? 
Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  BROYHn.T.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Does  the  gentleman 
have  any  information  as  to  what  the 
vote  was  in  the  committee? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  "  No,  I  do  not  I  am 
not  concerned  with  what  the  vote  was. 
I  am  concerned  with  the  committee's 
report- 
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In  the  community  of  Arlington  In  my 
own  district  one-sixth  of  the  property 
and  land  is  tax  exempt  by  virtue  of  the 
fact  that  this  property  and  land  is  oc- 
cupied by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. And  Uncle  Sam,  unlike  his  sons 
and  daughters,  does  not  pay  income  tax. 
My  friends,  our  good  Uncle  Sam  Is  the 
biggest  tax  chiseler  in  this  great  coun- 
try. He  chisels  communities  and  States 
out  of  just  taxes  and  throws  a  greater 
burden  on  these  communities  and  States 
and  their  citizens.  If  an  ordinary  citi- 
zen like  you  or  I  or  John  and  Mary  Doe 
followed  his  example  the  next  step  would 
be  the  Federal  penitentiary. 

My  distinguished  colleague  from  Illi- 
nois points  out  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment moves  into  a  community  the  real 
estate  values  in  that  community  are  en- 
hanced and  more  tax  potential  is  created 
by  Government  employees  taking  up  res- 
idence therein.  To  follow  this  reasoning 
to  its  logical  conclusion  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  should  come  forward  with 
a  proposal  to  make  any  private  industry 
entering  a  community  tax  exempt  be- 
cause it  helps  build  up  the  community. 
He  ignores  the  fact  that  the  Federal 
Government  or  new  industry  adds  im- 
measurably to  the  costs  of  local  govern- 
ment. 

Now  I  certainly  have  no  quarrel  with 
the  committee's  objective  which  is  to 
cut  Government  spending  as  much  as 
possible  and  to  bring  the  budget  into 
balance.  I  too  am  for  a  balanced  budget 
and  a  reduction  in  taxes.  But  let  us  use 
a  sane  and  fair  approach  in  achieving 
this  objective.  Let  us  not  welsh  on  our 
honest  obligations  to  our  States  and  com- 
munities. We  must  not  be  pennywise 
and  pound  foolish.  We  must  not  de- 
stroy the  confidence  in  the  integrity  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  my  hope  that  the  Congress  will  see 
fit  today  to  undo  the  damage  done  by 
one  of  its  most  important  committees. 
It  is  my  hope  that  Coi^ress  will  reaffirm 
its  recognition  of  the  debt  owed  some 
of  our  communities  and  States. 

Later  on  this  afternoon  I  shall  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  existing  bill  which 
would  rectify  the  mistake  made.  My 
amendment  will  restore  the  full  amount 
for  school  assistance  deleted  by  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Powell]. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  place  myself  on  record  in  favor  of 
this  bill,  and  in  the  language  of  our 
eminent  colleague  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson),  it  is  "worth  a  trial."  If  it 
does  not  work  out.  then  we  will  have  a 
deficiency  appropriation  bill. 

I  am  particularly,  however,  going  to 
address  ray  remarks  to  that  part  of  the 
bill  which  abolishes  $24  million  for 
schools  in  impacted  areas.  This  money 
was  appropriated  because  under  Public 
Law  874  we  set  up  this  system  of  schools. 
This  public  law  came  out  of  my  com- 
mittee, the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor.  It  so  happens  that  it  came  out 
when  I  was  not  present,  because  I  was 
away  from  Congress  on  a  sick  leave  of 
^  months  at  that  time. 


I  am  against  subsidizing  with  Federal 
funds,  any  form  of  segregation.  I  want 
to  point  out  that  under  Public  Law  874 
the  sons  and  daughters  of  Negro  men 
serving  In  our  Armed  Forces  are  not  al- 
lowed to  go  to  schools  which  Federal 
funds  built:  that  only  the  sons  and 
daughters  of  white  soldiers  and  white 
officers  are  allowed  to  go. 

Under  Public  Law  874.  there  has  been 
a  tremendous  waste  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  to  support  separate  schools  on 
the  basis  of  race. 

When  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
began  building  its  Savannah  River 
works  project,  a  number  of  officials  from 
South  Carolina  came  to  Washington  to 
tell  the  committees  of  Congress  how 
many  thousands  of  dollars  they  needed 
to  erect  new  schools  to  take  care  of  the 
children  who  would  come  into  the  area 
from  other  places.  A  few  Georgia  offi- 
cials also  showed  up  to  make  demands 
on  the  Federal  Treasury. 

In  reading  over  the  testimony  of  these 
people.  I  was  surprised  to  find  the  many 
requests  for  funds  with  which  to  build 
schools  for  colored  children.  The  prob- 
lem of  inadequate  schools  for  colored 
children  has  been  there  all  of  the  time, 
but  these  State  officials  apparently  de- 
cided that  while  everybody  was  excited 
about  spending  money  with  which  to 
make  the  H-bomb  it  would  be  a  good 
time  to  raid  the  Federal  Treasury  to  do 
a  job  that  they  should  have  been  doing 
all  through  the  years  out  of  their  own 
State  and  local  taxes. 

I  have  a  number  of  complaints  in  my 
office  from  families  of  servicemen  who 
are  forced  to  send  their  children  to  sepa- 
rate schools  outside  the  military  posts, 
such  as  Fort  Sam  Houston,  Tex.;  Fort 
Bliss.  Tex. ;  Port  Sill.  Okla. :  and  Fort  Bel- 
voir,  Va.  The  people  making  these  com- 
plaints are  residents  of  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  and  Minnesota.  They  are 
serving  their  country  in  the  armed  serv- 
ices, and,  as  a  penalty  for  such  service, 
they  are  forced  to  send  their  children, 
who  have  never  previously  been  expo.sed 
to  segregation,  to  schools  for  colored  in 
the  communities  surrounding  the  posts. 
At  all  of  these  forts,  there  are  perfectly 
good  schools  on  the  posts,  but  they  are 
for  the  white  children  only. 

The  United  States  Office  of  Education, 
under  the  guidance  of  the  same  Mr.  B. 
Alden  Lillywhite  who  appeared  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee  to  ask  for 
$24  million,  gives  Federal  funds  to  local 
authorities  in  the  communities  near 
these  forts  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
segregated  school  facilities  for  education 
of  colored  children. 

Obviously,  if  we  went  over  Mr.  Lilly- 
white's  recommendations  with  a  fine- 
tooth  comb,  we  would  find  a  great  many 
wasteful  expenditures  of  this  kind  which 
are  not  only  bad  from  an  economic  point 
of  view  but  they  are  also  frightful  ex- 
amples of  undemocratic  treatment  of 
our  own  citizens  at  a  time  when  we  are 
trying  to  sell  democracy  to  the  rest  of 
the  world.  It  is  bad  enough  when  segre- 
gation in  schools  comes  about  because  of 
local  boards  of  education,  but  it  is  in- 
finitely worse  when  it  is  supported  by 
action  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

If  Mr.  Lillywhite  had  been  successful 
In  his  plans  in  1951,  we  would  be  spend- 


Tebruary  18 

ing  even  more  Federal  money  for  segre- 
gation than  we  now  spend  because  he 
participated  in  a  scheme  to  incorporate 
language  in  H.  R.  5411  which  sounded 
innocent  enough  on  its  face,  but  which 
was  intended  to  have  the  effect  of  re- 
quiring sweeping  racial  segregation  in 
schools  on  military  posts.  Fortunately, 
President  Truman  vetoed  this  bill. 

The  fundamental  question  facing 
Members  of  this  body  is  simply  this: 
Shall  we  continue  to  use  tax  money  col- 
lected from  the  entire  country  to  sup- 
port a  wasteful  system  of  segregation  in 
schools  such  as  those  located  in  Arling- 
ton County  and  nearby  Maryland?  Mr. 
Lillywhite's  figures  show  that  these 
schools  alone  need  one-half  million  dol- 
lars. If  we  as.sume  that  this  money  Is 
to  be  divided  in  half  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  duplicate  buildings,  extra 
teachers,  and  extra  equipment  for  col- 
ored children,  it  means  that  we  are 
called  upon  to  take  at  least  a  quarter  of 
a  million  dollars  out  of  the  pockets  of 
taxpayers  who  live  in  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  there  is  no  segregation  in 
.schools  to  pay  for  racial  segregation  in 
Maryland  and  Virginia. 

Only  yesterday,  the  director  of  the 
Washington  bureau  of  the  NAACP  told 
me  about  a  conference  with  some  local 
school  officials  in  a  defense  Impacted 
area  of  Maryland.  The  conference  was 
necessar>-  because  four  colored  boys  had 
been  refused  admission  to  a  trade  school 
which  was  the  only  institution  in  the 
city  offering  the  particular  type  of  train- 
ing the  children  were  seeking.  The 
head  of  the  school  board  said  that  sep- 
arate training  would  be  offered  for  the 
children  and  that  a  whole  staff  of  teach- 
ers would  be  hired,  expeiisive  equipment 
would  be  purchased,  and  even  a  new 
building  would  be  built  if  necessary.  I 
am  sure  that  I  do  not  need  to  tell  you 
who  is  expected  to  pay  for  that  kind  of 
waste  It  is  the  people  of  Rhode  Island. 
Massachusetts,  and  other  States  where 
there  is  no  segregation  In  public  schools 
who  will  pay  for  it  in  Federal  taxes. 

Of  course.  Mr.  Lillywhite  and  the 
others  in  the  Office  of  Education,  who 
have  his  point  of  view,  usually  say  that 
the  larger  part  of  this  money  will  be 
spent  for  building  or  improving  schools 
for  colored  children.  If  that  is  their 
argument  this  time,  it  only  means  that 
they  have  le.ss  justification  than  ever 
before  for  asking  for  the  money.  Ar- 
lington County  and  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, as  a  whole,  could  get  along  very 
nicely  on  the  present  State  and  local  tax 
money  appropriated  for  schools  if  there 
was  only  one  school  system  for  all  chil- 
dren instead  of  two  school  systems  that 
are  inferior  for  both  colored  and  white 
children. 

I  believe  that  we  should  do  everything 
possible  to  help  out  the  local  communi- 
ties of  this  country  so  that  the  services 
provided  for  United  States  citizens  will 
be  uniformly  high  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  but  I  strongly  oppose  spending 
New  York.  Illinois,  or  New  Jersey  tax 
money  to  support  segregated  schools  in 
Virginia.  Maryland,  and  South  Carolina, 
or  anywhere  else. 

I  am  against  squandering  Federal  mil- 
lions to  maintain  prejudice  and  to  sub- 
sidize segregation. 
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Mr.  TABER.  Mr  Chairman,  I  yield 
16  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  BUSBEYJ. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
has  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion  on  the 
fioor  of  the  House  today  in  regard  to  this 
request  for  an  additional  $24  million  of 
Federal  funds  for  the  so-called  im- 
pacted school  districts.  I  wish  to  pay 
my  respects  to  the  chairman  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Taber  )  and  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia.  Mr.  Howard 
Smith,  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  for 
their  very  courageous,  patriotic  and  per- 
tinent remarks.  I  think  they  hit  the  nail 
ripht  on  the  head. 

Before  we  get  to  that  particular  item, 
however,  there  are  some  other  appropria- 
tions requests  and  the  committee's  ac- 
tion thereon  that  should  be  explained  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  yield  to  the  Delegate 
from  Hawaii. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  know  the  gen- 
tleman would  like  to  dispo.se  of  this  in- 
quiry before  he  enters  into  a  general  dis- 
cu.ssion  of  private  funds  for  the  schools. 
The  Eighty-second  Congress,  Public  Law 
411.  which  was  enacted  on  June  25.  1952, 
provided  that — 

Tlie  Surgeon  General  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  ta  the  Board  of 
Health  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  for  the 
care  and  treatment  and  Its  facilities  of  per- 
sons afflicted  with  leproey  at  a  per  diem  rate 
determined  from  tune  to  time  by  the  Surgeon 
Ueneral. 

In  a  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
enacted  in  June  of  last  year  the  Congress 
appropriated  $500,000,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  that  law  about 
half  of  that  was  allotted  to  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  for  the  first  quarter  of  the 
fiscal  year  and  the  other  half  will  be  ex- 
hausted in  the  second  quarter  of  the 
fi.scal  year. 

The  committee  has  declined  to  grant 
the  request  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
to  provide  $586,000  for  the  balance  of 
the  year.  I  would  Uke  the  gentleman 
to  explain  why  the  committee  has  refused 
to  grant  that  appropriation  in  spite  of 
the  provisions  of  the  law. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  will  be  very  happy  to 
do  so. 

First,  may  I  say  that  the  reason  we 
have  an  Appropriations  Committee  is  to 
look  over  appropriation  authorizations. 
If  the  Congress  had  intended  legislative 
committees  to  make  th3  appropriations 
it  would  not  haive  established  an  Appro- 
priations Committee.  I  know  that  the 
gentleman  from  Hawaii  is  very  inter- 
ested in  this  subject.  He  has  talked  to 
me  about  It  at  length,  and  I  think  he 
knows  that  I  am  very  sjonpathetic  to 
the  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
for  which  he  is  the  Delegate.  I  also  am 
^lad  to  state  that  he  does  an  exception- 
ally fine  job  in  representing  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii. 

Congress  considered  this  Item  in  the 
closing  days  of  the  82d  Congress,  and  It 
was  the  judgment  of  the  Congress  at 
that  time  that  $500,000  be  appropriated 
for  the  fiscal  year  1953.  We  took  the 
attitude  that  the  Congress  had  spoken, 
and  this  request  in  reality  was  not  a  sup- 
plemental "appropriation,  but  just  a  re- 


quest for  funds  Congress  had  previously 
denied. 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  Is  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  than  is  the  Federal  hos- 
pital at  Carville  in  Louisiana  because  the 
Carville  hospital  has  been  in  operation 
for  many,  many  years  as  a  Federal  insti- 
tution. We  thought  when  the  $500,000 
was  appropriated  that,  at  least,  was 
$500,000  more  than  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  had  ever  had  contributed  to  the 
upkeep  of  its  hospital.  We  shall  con- 
sider the  whole  matter  again  when  the 
appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1954  is 
before  our  committee. 

I  say  again  that  I  am  very  sympathetic 
to  the  gentleman's  position,  but  I  am  still 
cognizarR  of  the  responsibility  that  an 
appropriations  committee  has.  and 
sometimes  we  have  to  do  things  which 
hurt  us,  even  if  it  is  against  the  wishes 
of  our  very  best  friends. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to 
take  up  a  few  of  the  other  Labor.  Federal 
Security  items  before  us. 

The  first  item  In  the  report  is  $206,000 
for  salaries  and  expenses  that  the  De- 
partment of  Labor  requested  under  the 
Veterans  Readjustment  Assistance  Act 
of  1952,  which  was  passed  in  the  closing 
days  of  the  82d  Congress.  I  am  sure  that 
they  can  get  by  on  less  than  $206,000. 
but  let  us  assume  they  actually  needed 
$206,000  for  this  extra  work.  $206,000 
is  approximately  4  percent  of  the  nearly 
$5  million  that  has  already  been  ap- 
propriated for  salaries  and  expenses  for 
the  Bureau  of  Employment  Security. 
The  committee  nook  the  attitude  that 
the  Department  of  Labor  was  well  able 
to  absorb  an  additional  4  percent  work- 
load. I  might  say  that  if  some  of  these 
agencies  of  government  do  not  think 
they  can  absorb  4  percent,  they  had  bet- 
ter start  changing  their  thinking  be- 
cause a  lot  of  these  agencies  will  have 
to  take  cuts  far  in  excess  of  4  percent. 
So.  we  did  not  think  it  was  asking  too 
much  of  the  Department  of  Labor  to  do 
this  work  with  available  funds. 

The  next  item  Is  grants  to  States  for 
•unemployment  compensation  and  em- 
ployment service  administration,  which 
was  also  due  to  the  same  act.  The  re- 
quest was  for  $8,750,000  and  the  com- 
mittee, in  its  judgment,  allowed  them 
$3,750,000.  We  think  that  will  take  care 
of  the  program  In  very  good  shape  be- 
cause this  new  program  is  so  closely  in- 
tegrated with  the  program  they  are 
already  administering  under  other  laws. 

Under  grants  for  unemployment  com- 
pensation for  veterans  the  original  esti- 
mate was  for  $32,200,000  but  they  agreed 
that  they  could  get  along  with  four  or 
five  million  dollars  less  than  they  had 
asked  in  their  original  request. 

The  bill  Includes  $150,000  for  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics.  Every  Member 
of  the  House  knows  there  has  been  quite 
a  bit  of  discussion  in  both  labor  and 
business  circles  in  this  country  regard- 
ing the  revision  In  the  Consumer's  Price 
Index  published  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics.  They  started  publishing  the 
revised  Index  as  of  January  of  this  year. 
Due  to  the  fact  that  many  wage  con- 
tracts are  tied  to  the  old  Consumer's 
Price  Index,  we  agreed  with  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Gowmment  that  if 
we  cut  off  the  old  index  and  published 
only  the  revised  index,  a  great  deal  of 


difficulty  could  arise  that  might  lead  to 
some  very  serious  strikes  in  this  country. 
Rather  than  take  this  chance  we  ap- 
proved $150,000  to  continue  the  old  in- 
dex for  6  months.  One  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  of  the  $150,000  will  be 
transferred  from  the  Wage  Stabilization 
Board,  and  the  remaining  $50,000  from 
funds  previously  appropriated  for  the 
Mexican  farm-labor  program. 

The  next  item  is  salaries  and  expenses 
for  the  Office  of  Education.  I  am  frank 
to  admit  that  this  item  has  given  me  a 
great  deal  of  concern  and  there  is  a  very 
honest  difference  of  opinion  on  what 
should  be  done  on  this  particular  item. 
I  sincerely  respect  those  views  that  do 
not  coincide  with  my  own.  Our  com- 
mittee believes  that  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion has  gone  far  beyond  what  was  in- 
tended under  the  law.  Even  if  we  are 
wrong  in  our  position  in  eliminating  this 
item  I  would  like  to  report  to  the  House 
that  the  original  justification  allowed 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  was  $380.- 
000.  Then  they  felt  that  they  could  get 
along  with  $289,000  for  55  positions. 
When  they  came  before  our  committee, 
they  thought  they  could  get  along  with 
$259,000.  After  I  spent  all  last  Friday 
afternoon  at  the  Office  of  Education  they 
agreed  that  they  could  get  along  with 
$228,000  to  carry  out  the  functions  they 
believe  to  belong  in  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion under  the  law.  However.  I  am  of 
the  opinion  that  the  Office  of  Education 
has  assumed  responsibiUties  far  beyond 
the  intent  of  the  law. 

The  real  controversy  appears  to  be 
on  the  next  Item,  which  is  $24  million 
for  payments  to  school  districts  under 
Public  Law  874.  Last  year  the  request 
for  1853  was  $40  million.  That  amount 
was  allowed  and  is  available  in  payments 
to  schools.  The  school  districts  that 
participate  in  this  program  were  ad- 
vised of  the  situation  by  a  letter,  a  copy 
of  which  you  will  find  on  page  289  of 
the  hearings.  This  letter  was  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Education.  Earl  J.  Mc- 
Grath.  to  all  of  the  school  districts 
throughout  the  United  States  that  had 
entitlements  under  this  act.  The  nub 
of  the  letter  is  contained  in  one  sentence 
down  toward  the  latter  part  of  the  page, 
where  he  said  to  the  school  districts: 

There  is  no  indication  at  this  time  that  a 
supplemental  request  for  funds  for  fiscal 
year  1953  for  payments  under  Public  Law 
874  will  be  entertained  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  or  considered  by  the  Congress. 

I  think  that  is  pretty  plain  language. 
The  school  districts  were  put  on  notice 
not  to  exp>ect  any  additional  funds.  In 
other  words  they  were  given  notice  so 
that  they  could  plan  accordingly. 

What  is  the  situation  as  compared  with 
World  War  n?  During  World  War  n 
we  spent  $67,738,108  over  a  9-year  period 
under  the  Lanham  Act.  At  no  time  did 
they  have  as  many  as  500  school  districts 
In  this  program  during  the  war. 

At  the  present  time  they  have  ex- 
panded this  program  under  the  police 
action  of  Korea  to  where  2,300  school 
districts  are  participating  in  this  pro- 
gram. To  give  you  an  Idea  how  this 
thing  has  expanded  and  gotten  out  of 
hand,  at  the  peak  year  1944-45  under 
the  Lanham  Act  only  $13,812,000  was 
spent  for  maintenance  and  operations  of 
schools. 
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Some  people  have  accused  me  of  being 
against  education.  I  want  it  understood 
that  I  yield  to  no  man  in  this  House  in 
wanting  to  see  the  children  of  our  coun- 
try adequately  housed  in  school  build- 
ings and  properly  educated.  But  what 
is  the  situation?  I  want  you  gentlemen 
that  represent  city  districts  to  know  that 
15  of  the  largest  cities  of  our  country, 
representing  a  population  of  22,520.978, 
cannot  receive  one  single  penny  of  this 
appropriation. 

These  fifteen  cities  represent  only  a 
small  percentage  of  all  the  cities  that 
have  had  a  tremendous  impact  on  their 
commiuiitles  due  to  the  defense  program 
but  receive  no  Federal  funds  under  this 
appropriation.  If  that  is  not  discrimi- 
nation, I  do  not  know  what  is. 

The  cities,  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

Population,  according  to  the   V.  S.  Census 
Bureau,  April  1, 1950 

Baltimore S49,  708 

Boston 801,444 

Chicago 3.620.962 

Cincinnati 503,  998 

Cleveland 714,  808^ 

Detroit ._  1,  849.  568 

Houston 5S6,  163 

Memphis 396.  000 

Minneapolis 521,  718 

New    Orleans 570,445 

New  York  City 9.891,957 

Philadelphia 2.  071.  605 

Portland 373.  628 

St.    Louis 856.796 

Washington.  D.  C-_ 802.  178 

Total 22.  520,978 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Broyhill]  made  a  very  fine  statement 
regarding  the  situation  in  Arlington.  I 
only  used  Arlington  in  the  hearings  to 
illustrate  a  point,  because  it  was  close  to 
Washington  and  every  Member  of  Con- 
gress is  familiar  with  the  fact  that  it  is 
an  outstanding  community.  In  addition 
Arlington  claims  to  have  one  of  the  best 
school  systems  and  the  highest  income 
per  family  in  the  United  States. 

The  assessed  valuation  of  the  property 
In  Arlington  County  in  July  1949  was 
$143,185,052.  In  June  1952  it  was  $272,- 
097.571.  There  are  such  districts  as 
Savannah,  Paducah,  and  others  that  are 
100  percent  federally  impacted  districts, 
which  should  be  taken  care  of,  and  I 
would  support  legislation  to  do  so. 

If  Arlington  County  should  receive  100 
percent  of  its  calculated  entitlements,  it 
would  only  amount  to  a  little  over  $2  per 
person,  and  I  sincerely  believe  that  the 
people  of  Arlington  County  are  patriotic 
enough  to  sacrifice  this  small  amount  in 
order  to  stand  on  their  own  feet  and 
not  look  to  the  Federal  Government  for 
assistance.  There  are  many  other  areas 
in  the  United  States  participating  in  this 
program  which  are  In  a  similar  situation. 
The  Members  of  Congress  clamoring 
for  this  additional  appropriation  of  $24 
million  remind  me  of  the  situation  that 
is  familiar  to  each  and  every  one  of  us. 
We  receive  hundreds  of  letters  in  the 
course  of  a  year  from  our  constituents 
crying  to  the  high  heavens  to  reduce  the 
budget  and  to  cut  appropriations  on 
everything  and  everybody,  except  when 
It  affects  them  personally. 

If  we  are  going  to  be  consistent  and 
fulfill  our  campaign  promises  of  balanc- 
ing the  budget  and  voting  for  economy, 
the  membership  of  this  House  will  join 


with  the  committee  in  its  stand  to  dis- 
allow this  $24  million  supplemental  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
the  balance  of  my  time  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  iMr.  MulterI. 

Mr.  MULTER  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  speak  out  of  order, 
and  also  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  after 
much  thought  and  consideration,  I  have 
drafted  and  have  introduced  today  a 
standby  control  bill,  which  in  my  opin- 
ion is  an  absolute  necessity.  In  the  light 
of  the  present  tense  international  situ- 
ation, we  cannot  afford  to  gamble  with 
the  economic  security  and  well-being  of 
this  Nation.  In  the  event  of  a  worsen- 
ing of  the  international  situation  or  in 
the  event  of  a  sharp  price  rise,  the  Presi- 
dent should  be  authorized  to  act  speedily 
and  definitely  to  halt  the  ravages  of 
any  further  inflation. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  which  I  intro- 
duced is  to  provide  the  President  with 
adequate  powers  to  meet  any  threat  to 
the  economic  stability  or  security  of  the 
Nation,  whether  arising  out  of  any  new  or 
expanded  acts  of  aggression  or  otherwise. 
It  authorizes  the  President,  upon  a 
finding  and  declaration  of  the  existence 
of  a  threat  to  the  economic  stability  or 
security  of  the  United  States,  to  issue  a 
general  freeze  order  applicable  to  prices, 
rents,  and  earnings,  which  shall  be  ef- 
fective for  a  period  of  90  days.  Where 
some  system  of  partial  controls  is  already 
effective,  as  may  be  the  case  with  State 
or  Federal  rent  controls,  the  general 
freeze  would  prevent  upward  adjust- 
ments otherwise  authorized  for  a  period 
of  90  days.  It  has  been  the  experience 
of  this  country,  in  World  War  I.  World 
War  II,  and  since  the  1950  aggression  of 
the  North  Koreans,  that  the  greatest 
price  infiation  swiftly  follows  any  new 
crisis  or  emergency.  It  has  been  during' 
these  periods,  however,  that  the  Nation 
has  been  most  unprepared  to  meet  the 
menace  of  inflation. 

Under  normal  circumstances  the  free 
market  and  collective  bargaining  is  the 
fairest  and  most  eflBcient  way  of  deter- 
mining prices  and  wages.  When  crises 
suddenly  develop,  direct  price  and  wage 
controls  can  perform  a  holding  operation 
which  neither  the  market  nor  other  types 
of  controls  can  meet. 

The  bill  would  make  It  po.s.sible  to  in- 
voke such  direct  controls  in  the  simplest 
and  most  direct  form.  The  President 
need  not  consult  with  Congress  or  with 
any  advisory  body  as  a  condition  prec- 
edent to  the  issuance  of  a  general  freeze 
order.  He  need  only  find  and  declare 
that  a  threat  to  the  economic  stability 
or  security  of  the  United  States  is  threat- 
ened or  exists.  This  places  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  initiation  of  such  controls 
with  our  Chief  Executive,  the  same  per- 
son to  whom  the  Constitution  entrusts 
the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  to  wit: 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

By  this  bill,  however.  Congress  does 
not  abandon  its  responsibility  to  legis- 
late for  the  common  defense  and  the 


general  welfare.  Within  the  90-day  pe- 
riod in  which  the  general  freeze  shall 
be  effective.  Congress  may  do  1  of  4 
things:  First,  it  may  continue  the  gen- 
eral freeze  and  establish  a  date  for  Its 
termination;  second.  It  may  terminate 
such  freeze  forthwith;  third.  It  may. 
after  due  consideration,  enact  further 
legislation;  or,  fourth.  It  may  decide  that 
such  controls  should  be  abandoned  after 
the  termination  of  the  general  freeze 
and  therefore  decline  to  enact  any  fur- 
ther legislation. 

The  enactment  of  this  bill  would  as- 
sure that  Congress  would  consider  any 
subsequent  stabilization  legislation  calm- 
ly and  deliberately.  The  90-day  freeze 
would  provide  a  setting  In  which  sellers 
could  not  complain  of  discrimination, 
since  their  ceilings  under  the  freeze 
would  mirror  the  market  sometime  dur- 
ing the  1 -month  base  period  which  the 
President  may  employ  in  the  freeze.  It 
is  for  this  reason  that  the  present  bill 
contains  no  special  provision  for  any 
group  in  the  economy  which  would  op- 
erate to  upset  price,  rent,  or  wage  rela- 
tionships established  by  the  freeze  order. 
More  significantly.  Congress  would  be 
able  to  consider  further  legislation  with- 
out the  pressures  which  arise  when 
costs  and  prices  are  rapidly  increasing. 
It  avoids  the  necessity  of  considering  the 
difficult  problems  of  rollbacks. 

S.veral  provisions  have  been  omitted 
from  the  present  bill  which  one  might 
expect  to  find  in  more  comprehensive 
legislation.  However,  appropriate  pro- 
vision is  made  for  the  delegation  of 
Presidential  authority  to  agencies  he 
may  continue  or  create,  except  that  he 
cannot  delegate  the  responsibility  of 
finding  and  declaring  a  threat  to  the 
economic  stability  or  security  of  the 
United  States  which  requires  the  use  of 
the  general  freeze  order  authorized  by 
this  bill. 

In  order  that  the  general  freeze  order 
may  be  effectively  enforced,  the  bill  con- 
tains the  same  sanctions  that  appear  In 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended.  The  bill  also  contains  neces- 
sary provisions  for  the  administration 
of  the  act,  it  authorizes  the  making  of 
appropriations  and  continues  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Defense  Production  In  its 
present  form.  The  authority  contained 
in  the  bill  would  terminate  automatically 
90  days  after  the  issuance  of  the  general 
freeze  order.  It  does  not  permit  the 
President  to  perpetuate  controls  by  suc- 
ces.sive  90-day  freeze  orders. 

Under  the  bill  the  tragic  upswing  In 
prices  occurring  during  the  8  months 
following  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean 
conflict  could  not  recur  providing  the 
President  employs  the  powers  which  this 
bill  grants.  Within  a  few  hours  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  threat  to 
our  economic  stabihty  or  security,  a  com- 
plete freeze  of  the  economy  could  be 
placed  into  effect. 

Instead  of  waiting  for  congressional 
action  subsequent  to  an  emergency,  the 
bill  lays  the  groundwork  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  economic  system  well  In  ad- 
vance of  war-born  emergencies  which 
may  threaten  it.  Once  the  forces  of  run- 
away inflation  are  in  motion.  It  Is  much 
too  late  to  then  seek  from  Congress  the 
necessary  Executive  power  to  stem  those 
forces. 
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The  Communist  attack  came  on  June 
25,  1950.  It  took  Congress  until  Septem- 
ber 8  to  enact  a  price-wage  bill.  This  law 
was  cumbersome  and  needlessly  compli- 
cated. It  required  the  President  to  try 
voluntary  controls  before  he  would  re- 
.sort  to  genuine  price  control.  As  a  result 
it  was  February  1951  before  the  upward 
spiral  of  prices  had  been  brought  to  a 
temporary  halt.  By  that  time,  whole- 
sale prices  had  gone  up  16  percent  and 
the  consumer's  price  index  had  risen  8 
percent.  Thus,  in  the  short  space  of  8 
months,  the  consumers  of  this  country 
suffered  a  loss  of  $16  billion — all  because 
there  was  no  standby  authority  to  im- 
po.se  a  price-wage  freeze. 

The  delay  had  an  even  more  serious 
result;  not  only  did  prices  soar  during 
.he  post-Korea  panic-buying  wave — they 
advanced  unevenly,  so  that  when  the 
general  price  freeze  was  imposed,  some 
prices  had  doubled  while  others  had  only 
ri.sen  slightly.  This  got  us  into  the  com- 
plicated problem  of  price  rollbacks,  and 
led  us,  eventually,  to  the  Capehart 
amendment. 

A  third  harmful  result  of  the  price 
rise,  of  course,  was  the  immense  increase 
in  our  defense  budget  by  price  rises  of 
defense  items.  The  Defense  Depart- 
ment was  required  to  pay  from  50  to  150 
percent  more  for  many  of  the  standard 
Items  it  bought.  One  item  went  up  610 
percent.  Our  defense  appropriations 
were  in  fact  dissipated  by  excessive  costs 
and  prices  because  of  the  failure  to  freeze 
them  in  June  or  July  of  1950. 

These  facts  should  not  have  been  for- 
gotten so  soon.  The  international  situ- 
ation is  still  so  precarious  that  we  cannot 
aflord  to  leave  the  President  without  au- 
thority to  protect  the  consumers  and 
taxpayers  of  this  country  against  an- 
other crisis  that  would  send  prices 
soaring. 

It  is  most  apropos  that  I  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  to  the  findings 
of  the  American  Assembly,  held  at  Co- 
lumbia University  on  December  5  to  7, 
1952.  The  purpose  of  the  assembly  was 
a  reappraisal  of  Inflation.  Part  of  the 
records  of  the  assembly  is  an  interesting 
letter  from  President  Dwight  D.  Eisen- 
hower to  Mr.  Lewis  W.  Douglas,  chair- 
man of  the  National  Policy  Board,  which 
was  read  in  his  absence  by  Dean  Philip 
Young,  dean  of  the  Graduate  School  of 
Business  of  Columbia  University,  and 
executive  director  of  the  American  As- 
sembly. I  quote  in  part  from  that  letter 
from  President  Eisenhower: 

You  will  recall  my  saying  at  the  time  of 
It.s  establishment  that  the  American  Assem- 
bly was  perhaps  the  most  important  step 
I  had  taken  during  my  presidency  of  Co- 
lumbia University.  My  experiences  at 
SHAPE,  and  more  recently  In  the  United 
Slates,  have  convinced  me  that  the  work  of 
the  American  Aisembly  Is  needed  more  than 
ever. 

The  American  Assembly  must  continue  to 
fiKnlsh  our  citizens  and  our  Government 
with  objective  facts,  findings,  and  practical 
courses  of  action  in  dealing  with  vital  United 
States  problems.  I  am  sure  that,  vclth  the 
bupport  and  enthusiasm  of  public-spirited 
individuals  and  organizations,  its  growth 
will  continue. 

You  will  recall  the  discussions  that  you. 
Dean  Young,  and  I  have  had  on  Mornlng- 
slde  Heights  snd  st  SHAPE.  With  the  other 
members  of  the  National  Policy  Board,  wo 


have  always  felt  that  the  assembly  was  based 
on    two   principles : 

(1)  That  free  citizens  can  make  up  their 
own  minds  on  public  questions  If  they  have 
access  to  sound,  unbiased  facts;  and 

(2)  That  the  practice  of  democracy  de- 
mands Individual  sacrifice,  particularly  in 
reconciling  divergent  views  In  order  to  ac- 
complish a  common  purpose. 

I  am  sure  neither  President  Eisen- 
hower nor  this  Congress  should  consider 
for  even  one  moment,  ignoring  the  most 
Important  flnding  of  that  assembly.  I 
quote  to  you  from  the  summary  report 
of  those  findings  the  following; 

DiEECT  CONTKOLS 

On  the  question  of  direct  controls.  It  was 
a?reed  that  price  and  wage  ceilings  should 
be  removed  but  that  stand-by  authority  to 
impose  controls  should  be  provided. 

This  bill  accomplishes  that  recommen- 
dation and  nothing  more.  It  should  be 
enacted  promptly. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de- 
sire to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  an  event  of  political 
importance  which  occurred  in  Philadel- 
phia this  week. 

The  Democratic  City  Committee  on 
Monday  elected  as  its  new  chairman  our 
esteemed  colleague,  the  Honorable  Wil- 
liam J.  Green,  Jr.,  Representative  of  th3 
Fifth  Pennsylvania  District. 

Mr.  Green  was  chosen  city  chairman 
by  unanimous  action  of  the  committee 
members. 

This  was  a  well-merited  tribute  by  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  Democratic  Party 
to  one  who  has  labored  long  and  earnest- 
ly In  its  behalf  and  for  the  humanitarian 
principles  for  which  the  party  stands. 

Alone  among  the  great  cities  of  our 
Nation,  Philadelphia  last  November 
stood  rock-ribbed  In  its  adherence  to 
the  Democratic  Party,  returning  a  ma- 
jority of  150,000  for  the  entire  ticket. 

In  1951  Philadelphia  for  the  first  time 
In  67  years  elected  a  Democratic  mayor, 
Joseph  S.  Clark.  Jr.,  and  a  Democratic 
district  attorney,  Richardson  Dllworth. 

Congressman  Green's  election  as  city 
chairman  is  a  happy  choice.  His  warm 
personality  and  friendly  spirit,  of  which 
you  all  know,  should  harmonize  all  ele- 
ments of  the  party  and  assure  its  suc- 
cess in  future  elections. 

In  honoring  one  of  our  Members  with 
this  position  of  distinction,  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  of  Philadelphia  has  hon- 
ored the  United  States  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  for  gen- 
eral debate  having  expired,  the  Clerk  will 
read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

CONTINGENT   EXPKNSKS   OF   THE    HOXTSE 

Furniture:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
"Purnlture,"  $58,750,  to  remain  available  un- 
til June  30,  1954,  and  the  unexpended  balance 
of  the  appropriation,  "Contingent  expenses. 
House  rf  Representatives,  furniture,  1952,'' 
Is  hereby  made  avaUable  until  June  30,  1954. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment  which  is  at  the  Clerk's  desk. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sikes:  On  page 
2.  lines  14  and  15,  strike  out  the  words 
"Purnlture:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
'Furniture'.  $58,750,  to  remain  available  until 
June  30,  1954,  and." 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not 
a  major  item.  Fifty-eight  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  cannot 
be  called  a  lot  of  money  to  a  Congress 
which  has  become  accustomed  to  dealing 
in  billions. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  touchy 
item.  This  could  become  the  hottest  po- 
tato in  this  session  of  Congress.  It  could 
even  be  called  a  matter  of  principle,  be- 
cause we  are  speaking  of  balancing  the 
budget  and  we  are  talking  abcut  reduc- 
ing taxes.  We  have  proposed  in  this  bill 
to  cut  school  funds,  and  we  have  refused 
to  appropriate  additional  money  for  de- 
fense, even  though  we  know  that  men 
in  the  service  must  be  paid  and  clothed 
and  fed.  and  even  though  we  know  that 
a  contract  entered  into  by  the  Grovem- 
ment  for  the  delivery  of  weapons  and 
other  materiel  of  war  must  be  honored 
by  payment  upon  delivery.  But,  despite 
those  things.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  propose 
to  vote  for  the  Congress  new  chairs, 
which  already  are  referred  to  by  press 
and  radio  commentators  as  "fancy 
chairs"  and  "luxury  reats."  We  propose 
also  to  vote  for  new  carpets.  We  can 
get  along  very  well  with  the  chairs  and 
carpets  we  now  have  and  in  truth  most 
of  us  have  not  requested  and  do  not  want 
new  furniture. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  believe  In 
limiting  funds  that  are  actually  needed 
for  the  proper  functioning  of  Congress. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Congress  asks 
for  very  little  for  itself  when  you  con- 
sider the  importance  of  the  job  we  are 
called  upon  to  do.  But  I  do  feel,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  this  is  something  that 
is  not  essential,  and  that  at  this  time 
can  be  postponed  until  it  is  clearly 
shown  to  be  essential. 

I  offer  this  amendment  without  any 
censure  or  criticism  of  the  chairman  and 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee  which 
have  recommended  this  item.  They  are 
men  of  the  highest  type  and  I  know  they 
were  acting  in  good  faith. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  this  amendment. 

This  Is  the  housekeeping  part  of  this 
bill.  The  Clerk  of  the  House  appeared 
before  the  subcommittee  and  told  us — 
and  he  has  a  responsibility — that  he 
needed  these  funds  to  prpperly  supply 
Members  of  this  House  with  this  furni- 
ture. I  do  not  want  to  belabor  this  com- 
mittee longer  on  this  item.  I  wish  we 
could  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  how 
much  money  was  required  to  modernize 
the  House  Chamber  and  the  Chamber  of 
the  other  body.  It  seemed  to  me  that 
the  chairs  we  had  before  the  renovation 
were  very  comfortable;  In  any  event.  It 
was  determined  to  change  the  whole 
works.  No  question  was  raised  regard- 
ing that  and  I  am  sure  the  cost  ran  into 
the  millions. 

This  country  wants  Congressmen  with 
backbone.  My  medical  friends  both  in- 
side and  outside  the  AMA  tell  me  that 
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the  best  way  to  acquire  a  backbone  if 
you  do  not  have  one  or  to  retain  it  If  you 
do  is  to  stand  up  straight  whenever  you 
are  sitting  down.  There  is  no  sense  in 
using  the  fine,  comfortable  1953  model 
chairs  we  have  in  the  House  Chamber 
a  few  hours  daily  if  we  must  go  back  to 
offices  equipped  with  1853  horsehair  tor- 
ture chairs. 

I  think  the  country  will  receive  a  net 
gain  in  service  with  these  good  chairs  in- 
stead of  those  a  few  dollars  cheaper. 
Par  more  expensive  legislation  will  be 
passed  by  back-weary  Congressmen  who 
cannot  stand  up  to  pressure  groups  be- 
cause they  can  scarcely  stand  up  at  all 
than  by  the  fine  specimen  of  upstanding 
Congressmen  whose  backs  are  modeled 
of  orthopedic  virtue. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.   BENDER.    I  yield  to  my   good 
friend. 
^i  Mr.  EBERHARTER.    Does  the  gentle- 

man think  this  amendment  would  have 
been  offered  if  some  newspaper  had  not 
written  about  it? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  do  not  think  so.  You 
hit  the  nail  on  the  head. 

While  we  are  discussing  corrective 
measures  for  the  Capitol  and  House 
Office  Buildings.  I  wish  someone  would 
offer  an  amendment  to  spend  $50,000  or 
whatever  amount  is  required  to  get  the 
cockroaches  out  of  this  building  and  the 
New  and  Old  House  Office  Buildings. 
These  pests  become  so  numerous  at  times 
that  we  should  take  drastic  steps  to  ex- 
terminate them.  And  while  we  are  do- 
ing a  clean-up  job  let  us  not  overlook 
the  restaurant  downstairs. 

Mr.     ABERNETHY.     Mr.     Chairman. 
-.      will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield. 
Mr.   ABERNETHY.     If   I  understand 
the  gentleman  correctly,  he  feels  that 
he  needs  one  of  these  new  chairs ;  is  that 
right? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  am  satisfied  with  my 
chair. 
j^  1  i  Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.     Mr.  Chair- 

fi*  I  man.  will  the  gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  There  was 
one  of  the  constituents  of  a  certain 
Congressman  who  came  up  and  looked 
over  his  office  and  the  things  up  here, 
and  he  said:  "Well,  it's  better  than 
you're  used  to." 

Mr.  BENDER.  It  is  possible  that  we 
have  one  or  two  Members  answering  that 
description. 

Mr.  NICHOI^SON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  who  just  sat  down  that  we 
are  not  used  to  cockroaches  where  I  come 
from. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Bender 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes. ) 

Mr.  JENSEN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
^  Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield  to  the  gentle- 

man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
In  this  House  or  in  America  can  accuse 


me  of  wasting  the  taxpayers'  money, 
but  I  do  want  to  point  out  tiiat  my  very 
good  friend,  our  very  fine  colleague  and 
great  Representative  from  Florida  (Mr. 
SncEsJ  has  already  secured  the  new 
chairs  for  his  subcommittee.  He  got 
them  last  year  and  made  no  objection 
at  that  time,  as  far  as  I  know.     Did  you? 

Mr.  SIKES.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Army  Appropriations  of  which  I  was 
chairman  did  not  have  new  chairs,  and 
made  no  request  for  them. 

Mr.  BENDER.  He  has  the  right  to 
reject  them. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDLR.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  In  all  seriousness,  I 
think  any  Member  is  entitled  to  any  kind 
of  a  chair  he  wants  within  the  bounds 
of  reason.  However,  there  are  some  of 
us  who  prefer  these  old  chairs,  and  we 
do  not  want  these  new  ones  to  be  in- 
flicted upon  us.  .  I  wonder  if  it  would 
not  be  wise  for  the  gentleman  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SncEsl  to  modify  his  amend- 
ment, cutting  it  in  half,  so  that  those 
of  us  who  want  the  old  ones  may  have 
them  and  those  who  want  the  new  ones 
may  also  have  them? 

Mr.  BENDER.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, if  you  want  to  sit  on  the  floor 
that  is  perfectly  all  right  with  me. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  heard  it  suggested 
by  someone  on  a  streetcar  today  that  we 
ought  to  have  beds  over  here  instead  of 
chairs.  I  do  not  approve  of  that  sug- 
gestion, but  I  just  pass  it  on  to  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  BENDER.  If  there  is  any  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  who  requires  a  bed  in- 
stead of  a  chair,  then  his  constituents 
should  retire  him,  but  I  resent  any  im- 
plication on  the  part  of  anyone  that  we 
do  not  work  here. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Is  there  any  truth  in 
the  report  I  hear  that  those  boys  who 
want  these  high  back  chairs  all  have 
weak  backs? 

Mr.  BENDER.  Maybe  the  gentleman 
has  something  there. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Florida  I  Mr.  SdcesJ. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  di- 
vision (demanded  by  Mr.  Sikes)  there 
were — ayes  42,  noes  117. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  while  we  are  talking 
about  appropriations  and  taxes  and  a 
desire  to  balance  the  budget.  I  want  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  a  reso- 
lution that  I  introduced  today  on  a  more 
or  less  kindred  subject.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  that  all  Members  of  the 
House  realize  that  if  we  are  going  to 
balance  the  budget  this  year  help  in  that 
direction  must  come  through  savings  in 
our  defense  program  at  home,  wherever 


we  can  save,  and  in  our  defense  program 
abroad. 

Now,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  House,  in  fact,  the  whole  legisla- 
tive body,  has  been  interested  In  this 
question  of  an  integrated  armed  force 
in    Europe.     Mr.    Dulles,    Secretary    of 
State  under  the  present  administration, 
has  said  recently  in  a  speech  that  noth- 
ing that  the  United  States  can  do  can 
offer  Europe  a  sound  defense  if  Europe 
is  divided  and  continues  to  be  divided 
into     many     national     camps     pulling 
against  each  other.     I  want  to  call  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  that  since 
the  inception  of  our  foreign-aid  program 
in  1948  this  program  has  been,  in  fact, 
a   bipartisan   program.    In   1948   when 
the  Marshall  plan  was  first  inaugurated 
the  Republican  Party  was  in  control  of 
the  Congress,  and  we  had  a  democratic 
President,  and  we  went  along  hand  in 
hand,  both  Democrats  and  Republicans, 
in  the  realization  that  If  we  were  to  save 
this  world  from  communism  we  had  to 
stand  together  in  helping  to  build  up 
Europe  economically.     In  that  first  act. 
and  since  that  first  act.  there  has  been 
a  chain  of  legislative  expression  in  every 
act  for  foreign  aid  which  I  wish  to  em- 
phasize  today.     In   the  Marshall   Plan 
Act,  the  act  of  1948.  we  said  that  this 
act  is  "to  encourage  economic  coopera- 
tion in  Europe  which  Is  essential  for  last- 
ing peace."    In  the  ECA  Act  of  1949  we 
said  it  was  "to  encourage  unification  of 
Eluropc."    In  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act  of  1950  we  asserted  that  it  was  "to 
encourage  the  further  unification  of  Eu- 
rope."    In  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1951  we  asserted  our  proposal  "to  further 
encourage  the  enconomic  unification  and 
political    federation    of    Europe."     And 
last  year,  in  the  1952  Mutual  Security 
Act.  we  spelled  out  the  admonition  that 
"this  act  should  be  so  administered  as  to 
support  concrete  measures  for  poltical 
federation,  military  integration,  and  eco- 
nomic unification  in  Europe." 
My  resolution,  Mr.  Chairman,  reads: 
Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  coricurring) .  That  In  a  spirit  of 
frirndiy   ccx^peratlon   it   U   the  sense  of  the 
Congres-s    that    progress    during    the    past    5 
years  should  soon  culminate  In   the  estab- 
lishment of   a  strong,   unified  armed   force 
for  the  common  defense  of  the  free  nations 
of  Europe      The  Congress  reafflrms  lU  pre- 
vious bipartisan  declarations  concerning  the 
need  for  military  Integration  and  economic 
unification  In   Europe,  and  supports  efforts 
to  si>eed  the  attainment  of  these  objectives. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  not  be  long,  I 
imagine,  before  this  administration  will 
come  up  here  with  a  foreign  military-aid 
program. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  have  supported 
this  program  from  its  Inception  but  I 
am  one  of  those  who  realize  that  unless 
there  is  unification  in  Europe,  military 
integration  of  the  armed  forces  in 
Europe,  which  the  present  administra- 
tion is  trying  to  accomplish  and  which 
the  preceding  administration  tried  to  ac- 
compUsh,  the  money  we  send  over  there 
will  be  sent  in  vain.  This  is  no  effort  to 
dictate  to  Europe,  this  is  just  a  recapitu- 
lation and  a  reassertion  of  what  has  been 
the  basis  of  our  program  from  the  legis- 
lative angle  and  what  the  Congress 
thinks  it  has  a  legitimate  right  to  expect. 
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Mr.   McCORMACK.    Mr.   Chairman, 

will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  also  tihom 
that  both  parties  here  are  In  support  ol 
as  early  a  unification  in  Europe  aa  Is 
possible.  It  represents  leadership  on  the 
part  of  the  Democratic  Party  to  reestab- 
lish the  bipartL«An  support  which  is  so 
necessary  for  the  beat  interests  of  our 
country,  which  aome  IndlTlduals,  not 
talking  for  the  present  administration 
but  in  prominent  positions  In  the  present 
administration,  have  unfortunately 
shattered  to  some  extent.  This  shows 
that  this  policy  represents  the  policy  of 
both  parties  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has 
expired. 

(On  request  of  Mr.  VomTs.  and  by 
unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Richakos  was 
allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Before  yielding  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  may  I  say  that 
my  purix)se  here  Is  a  reaffirmation  of  a 
bipartisan  foreign  policy,  and  to  show 
that  the  minority  here  la  behind  the 
efforts  now  being  made  to  bring  about 
military  integration  in  Europe. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  While  I  have  had  no 
opportunity  to  read  the  gentleman's 
resolution.  Just  from  what  I  have  heard  I 
wovild  like  to  say  a  loud  "amen,"  and 
commend  the  gentleman  for  his  re- 
affirmation of  a  policy  that  has  had 
continued  bipartisan  support.  I  do  not 
know  what  action  will  be  or  should  be 
taken  on  this  resolution,  but  Its  mere 
introduction  will  help  to  give  a  timely, 
temperate,  and  solemn  reminder  to  our 
European  friends,  It  is  your  move. 

The  gentleman  well  knows  that  during 
the  past  5  years  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives and  its  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  have  been  ahead  of  the  State 
Department  in  our  continued  and  in- 
sistent encouragement  of  European 
unity,  and  my  friend  from  South  Caro- 
lina has  been  in  the  forefront  In  those 
efforts.  Each  year,  beginning  in  the 
Republican  80th  Congress,  our  com- 
mittee wanted  stronger  words  than  the 
State  Department  wanted  in  there,  but 
the  State  Department  was  timid  about 
attempting  to  urge  too  strongly,  and 
each  time  imtil  last  year  we  had  prob- 
lems in  conference  with  the  other  body 
on  such  language.  However,  last  year, 
as  the  gentleman  reminds  us.  Congress 
laid  It  on  the  line;  we  said  we  wanted 
concrete  steps  toward  European  federa- 
tion, and  soon. 

When  Secretary  Dulles  went  over 
there,  and  was  accused  of  giving  them  a 
75-day  ultimatum,  all  he  was  doing  was 
reminding  them  of  the  facts  of  life  here 
in  the  United  States  and  in  Congress, 
which  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina has  summed  up.  as  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  follow  him.  in  a  very  good 
way.  All  the  gentleman  Is  doing,  all 
Secretary  Dulles  Is  doing,  all  the  House 
has  done  repeatedly  and  increasingly 
for  5  years,  is  to  remind  Europe  of  what 
wise  European  leading  statesmen  are 


saying:  that  a  divided  Europe  cannot 
make  the  grade  in  peace  or  war.  and  that 
time  Is  of  the  essence  of  their  salvation. 

I  congratulate  the  gentleman  on  doing 
his  part  in  reaf&rming  this  policy,  laid 
down  by  our  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  State,  based  on  repeated  bipartisan 
declarations  by  Congress. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. Much  of  the  language  I  have 
quoted  here,  was  Included  in  the  legisla- 
tion mentioned  upon  the  very  strong 
insistence  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Chahrman.  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
want  to  commend  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  our  Foreign  Affairs  Commit- 
tee and  the  former  chairman  of  that 
committee  for  his  bipartisan  action  in 
introducing  this  resolution. 

A  resolution  calling  for  bipartisan 
action  in  matters  of  foreign  policy  and 
especially  such  a  resolution  coming  from 
the  minority  side  of  this  House  shows 
very  clearly  that  we  stand  united  in 
mutual  defense  efforts  for  ourselves  and 
our  free  democratic  allies  throughout 
the  world. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  RiCHAiu>s]  in  his  usual  fine  spirit 
of  imderstanding  and  cooperation  is 
again  through  the  introduction  of  his 
resolution  calling  for  the  continuation  of 
united  action  on  the  international  front. 
He  is  also  pledging  minority  support  for 
free  world  strength  and  mutual  coopera- 
tion. 

The  minority  leader  of  our  committee 
is  again  visibly  and  forcibly  expressing 
the  conviction  of  a  vast  majority  of  the 
members  on  our  side  of  the  aisle  that  our 
covmtry  as  the  leader  of  the  free  world 
must  stand  united  in  our  dealings  with 
all  our  allies  in  the  present  threat  to  our 
security. 

Surely  every  Member  of  this  House 
must  be  thoroughly  convinced  that  di- 
vision among  us  must  end  at  the  water 
edge.  We  Democrats  now  in  the  mi- 
nority still  feel  and  act  as  we  did  in  the 
majority  in  international  issues.  We 
urge  our  own  luiited  action  in  coopera- 
tion with  the  united  action  of  our  allies. 
The  adoption  of  this  concurrent  reso- 
lution will  not  be  welcome  news  to  our 
enemies.  However,  further  constructive 
action  must  of  necessity  await  positive 
steps  from  the  new  administration. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
think  this  show  of  bipartisan  support  is 
the  most  hopeful  sign  that  we  can  give 
to  Europe.  As  the  ranking  Member 
has  said,  we  are  not  dictating  but  we 
are  expressing  the  firm  hope  as  we  have 
before  that  this  will  cwne  about.  Cer- 
tainly the  operation  of  the  Schuman 
plan,  which  began  2  or  3  weeks  ago.  is 
already  proving  that  things  like  this  can 
be  done.  I  think  it  will  strike  fear  into 
the  hearts  of  our  enemy  and  bring  hope 
to  the  hearts  of  free  men  throughout  the 
world.  It  shows  that  we  are  sincerely 
tnring  through  good  will  and  through 
help  a3  far  as  we  can  to  show  that  this 


country  Is  not  divided  in  its  efforts  to 
build  up  a  strong,  free  Western  Europe. 
I  certainly  commend  the  gentleman  for 
his  resolution. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  OOROON.  Will  the  goitleman 
yield  ^ 

Mr.  RICHARDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GKMIDON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  too 
want  to  commend  the  distingiiished 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  for  in- 
troducing his  bipartisan  resolution. 

Such  a  resolution  is  in  keeping  with 
our  bipartisan  foreign  policy  which  has 
been  so  forcibly  advanced  since  the  end 
of  World  War  n.  We  on  the  minority 
side  of  the  aisle  who  f  umistied  leadership 
for  nonpartisan  free  world  coordination 
while  we  were  in  the  majority,  now  con- 
tinue our  support  for  the  same  kind  of 
bipartisan  action. 

It  is  heartening  to  see  the  leadership 
on  our  side  of  the  aisle,  still  urging  and 
pledging  bipartisan  support  to  the  efforts 
to  tmite  and  strengthen  the  free  world. 
We  of  the  minority,  stand  ready  and 
await  the  opportunity  to  support  the  ef- 
forts of  the  present  administration  to 
further  tmite  and  strengthen  the  free 
world  in  om-  mutual  fight  for  survivaL 
We  sincerely  trust  that  the  new  leader- 
ship will  continue  a  definite  constructive 
course  and  will  make  known  precisely 
jtist  what  they  have  in  mind.  You  are 
carrying  the  ball  now.  We  want  to  help 
strengthen  the  line. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend- 
ment, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  time  for  the  piu-pose  of  announcing 
to  the  HoiLse  that  the  Committee  To 
Investigate  the  Justice  Department  will 
hold  an  open  hearing  at  10  o'clock  to- 
morrow morning  on  the  matter  pre- 
sented to  the  House  this  morning  by  the 
gentleman  f rcmi  New  York  [Mr.  Pow«ll]  . 
We  will  hear  Mr.  Powell  as  well  as  the 
gentlonan  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits] 
and  also  any  other  Member  of  the  House 
who  would  like  to  be  heard  on  that  sub- 
ject. The  hearing  will  be  in  the  room 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  tomorrow 
morning  at  10  o'clock,  and  will  be  open 
to  the  pubhc.  Further  hearings  will  be 
held  next  week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  emphasize  as 
strongly  as  possible  the  importance  of 
the  resolution  introduced  by  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rich- 
ards]. The  very  fact  that  it  comes  from 
the  Democratic  side  and  the  very  fact 
that  the  gentleman  who  introduced  it  is  a 
ranlung  Democratic  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  shows  that  we 
are  united  in  this  effort.  I  might  say 
that  the  resolution  was  introduced  as  a 
result  of  a  number  of  conferences  be- 
tween the  leadership  on  the  Democratic 
side  and  the  members  on  the  Democratic 
side  on  the  Hotise  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  We  feel  that  the  present  ad- 
ministratitm  can  go  forward  with  its  be»t 
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foot  If  In  connection  with  foreign  affairs, 
there  is  a  bipartisan  condition  existing 
not  only  in  words  but  in  action  and  in 
deed.  This  resolution,  if  It  should  be 
adopted  by  the  House  and  the  other  body 
in  concurrence,  would  convey  to  the  en- 
tire world  that  both  parties  in  Congress 
are  in  support  of  the  administration  in 
the  attempt  to  bring  about  the  military 
imiflcation  of  Europe  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible and  that  we  are  doing  it  in  a  friend- 
ly spirit  of  cooperation.  I  am  sure  our 
Republican  friends  welcome  this  reso- 
lution coming  from  the  Democratic  Party 
becaxise  it  will  have  world-wide  signifi- 
cance, coming  as  it  does  from  the  minor- 
ity party  than  if  it  came  from  the 
majority  party. 

I  am  not  minimizing  its  significance 
If  it  came  from  the  majority  party.  We 
want  bipartisan  thought  and  action  in 
coimection  with  foreign  affairs.  It  is 
coming  in  this  case  by  concrete  action 
from  the  Democratic  Party.  There  are 
other  things  that  will  bring  about  bi- 
partisan policy.  Other  actions  are  going 
to  be  necessary.  There  must  be  a  re- 
fraining from  public  misinformation  as 
to  foreign  affairs  conducted  under  the 
Democratic  administrations.  The  un- 
fortunate statement  in  the  message  on 
the  state  of  the  Union  about  lifting  the 
Formosa  blockade,  and  creating  the  im- 
pression, imintentionally  I  am  sure,  that 
the  Tnunan  order  was  protecting  the 
Communists  on  the  China  mainland, 
cannot  be  repeated,  because  we  are  not 
going  to  take  that  That  is  not  conducive 
to  bipartisan  efforts.  We  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  but  I  frankly  state,  purely 
from  a  personal  standpoint,  do  not  In- 
tend to  take  that.  You  cannot  expect 
to  produce  bipartisanship  and  insult  the 
truths  of  history. 

Mr.  PRICE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK,   I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois. 

Mr.  PRICE.    The  gentleman  brought 
out  the  point  I  wanted  to  bring  out.    I 
was  wondering  if  the  gentleman,  inter- 
ested as  he  is  in  promoting  real  true 
bipartisanship  in  our  foreign  policy,  does 
not  think  that  the  administration  should 
not   echo   these   falsehoods   which   are 
hindering  the  success  of  such  a  program. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that.    I  am  sure  their  utter- 
ance does  not  represent  the  views  of  a 
majority  of  the  Republicans,  but  this  is 
a  time  when  we  should  all  be  patient 
and  tolerant,  because  to  do  so  is  in  the 
interest  of  America,   which   is   greater 
than  our  aflflliation  with  any  political 
party. 

This  particular  resolution  is  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  repairing  any 
damage  that  has  been  done,  but  there  is 
a  responsibility  on  the  majority  side. 
In  fact,  the  leadership  must  come  from 
the  majority  side.  I  hope  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  resolution  is  evaluated  in  its 
full  and  complete  light,  because  it  is 
constructive,  and  has  more  effect  coming 
from  the  minority  than  if  it  had  come 
from  the  majority.  Its  significance 
abroad  will  be  far  reaching,  because  it 
shows  unity  of  thought  and  unity  of 
action  by  both  parties  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  in  relation  to  our 
foreign  affairs. 


My  purpose  Is  to  convey  the  Impor- 
tance of  this  resolution  coming  from 
the  Democratic  side,  and  the  importance 
of  the  message  it  will  convey  to  the 
entire  world,  if  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  simply  want  to  say, 
apropos  of  what  has  been  said  by  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Richards]  and  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI,  if 
what  we  have  had  in  the  last  4  years 
under  Dean  Acheson  was  a  bipartisan 
foreign  policy,  then  the  Lord  deliver  us 
fro  many  further  bipartisan  foreign 
policy. 

I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  in  order  to 
address  an  inquiry  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberJ. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  now  becomes  evi- 
dent we  cannot  conclude  this  bill  to- 
night. I  was  wondering  if  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  had  in  mind  to  let  the 
remainder  of  the  bill  go  over  until 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  had  hoped  to  move 
that  the  Committee  rise  when  we  came 
to  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  but  the 
way  it  has  been  drifting  the  last  few 
minutes,  perhaps  we  ought  to  rise  when 
we  get  through  with  this  chapter.  I 
think  that  will  not  take  too  long. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  down  to  and  Including 
line  9  on  page  3. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose,  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consider- 
aUon  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  sup- 
plemental appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953.  and  for  other 
purposes,  had  come  to  no  resolution 
thereon. 


HOUR  OP  MEirnNG,   FEBRUARY   19 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  after 
consultation  with  the  minority  leader.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection,    i 


Mr.  TABER.  Yes;  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  asks  unanimous  consei^t  that 
all  Members  who  spoke  on  the  bill  today 
may  have  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
their  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY  PROPOSAL 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 
Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
who  spoke  on  the  bill"  today  may  have 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  their 
remarks. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  might  I  sug- 
gest, and  to  include  extraneous  matter? 


RESTORE  THE  VETERANS* 
$5,000,000 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  all  of  the  service  organizations 
are  very  much  distressed  at  the  cut  of 
$5  million  for  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion because  without  this  money  there 
will  be  no  added  care  for  the  Korean 
veterans  coming  into  hospitals,  in  the 
matter  of  contact  work  and  for  travel; 
and  without  travel  funds  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  keep  up  with  the  services. 

I  wish  very  much  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  would  restore  the  $5  mil- 
lion which  was  cut  from  the  Veterans' 
Administration  request  by  the  budget. 
I  understand  that  according  to  the  law 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  cannot  recom- 
mend  a  supplemental  appropriation  un- 
less they  think  there  Is  an  emergency. 
Most  of  us  feel  there  is  an  emergency  in 
the  hospitalization  of  the  Korean  veter- 
ans and  in  other  VA  funds. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  connection  with  my 
remarks.  I  insert  two  telegrams  I  have 
received  from  the  AMVETS  and  a  let- 
ter I  have  received  from  the  American 
Legion. 

The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  ap- 
peared before  our  Veterans'  Committee 
on  the  17th.  Some  150  of  them  were 
distressed  over  the  cuts  in  VA  appropria- 
tions. Our  Massachusetts  State  com- 
mander and  our  State  representatives, 
Mr.  Sullivan.  Mr.  Sunday.  Mr.  Powers. 
Mr.  Stampole.  all  of  Massachusetts,  came 
here  to  ask  for  more  money  for  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  on  Monday,  and 
today  State  Commander  White,  of  the 
American  Legion,  and  Mr.  Timothy 
Buckley,  of  Massachusetts,  service  officer 
of  the  American  Legion,  are  in  Wash- 
ington asking  for  more  money  for  the 
Veterans'  Administration.  A  number  of 
the  veterans  are  from  my  own  congres- 
sional district.  I  shaU  support  an 
amendment  to  restore  the  $5  million  to 
the  appropriation  bilL 


1953 

(The  matter  referred  to  follows:) 

BosTOir.  Mam..  Februarf  17,  19S3. 
Representative  EorrM  Noitrsi  Hfnnn, 
House  of  Representative*, 

WoMMngton,  D.  C.T 
AMVETS  dlatiirbed  about  reductkxi  In  VA 
supplemental  budget.  Urge  Tlgorous  oppo- 
Eitlon  to  false  economy  at  expense  of  vet- 
erans' reduction.  Strikes  at  very  heart  of 
service.  WiU  reduce  contact  service  by  one- 
third. 

Thomas  F.  Kbxst, 
Commander,  Department  of  Masta- 
chutett*.  AMVETS. 


Washtngtow.  D.  C,  February  It,  1953. 
The  Honorable  EnrrH  Nouasi  Roczas. 
House  of  Representatives: 
As  chairman  of  the  House  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs Committee  and  as  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress  always   outspoken    In   support   of   de- 
serving legislation  benefiting  Ainerlca's  vet- 
erans. AMVETS  respectfully  urge  your  sup- 
port of  an  amendment  to  provide  a  915  mU- 
llun    additional    appropriation    for    the   De- 
partment of  Medicine   and  Surgery  of  the 
Veterans'   Administration. 

RiTTUB  H.  Wn.aoir. 
National  Legislative  Director.  AMVETS. 

Tm  Ambucam  Lacioir, 
Washington.  D.  C.  February  It,  1953. 
Hon.  EorrH  Nouasa  Howas, 

Chairman,  House  Veterans'  Affair* 
Committee,  House  Office  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Mas.  RooKBs:  House  Report  No.  48 
on  H.  R.  3503,  second  supplemental  appro- 
priation bin  of  1963.  earmarks  $5  mUUon  for 
medical,  hospital,  and  domiciliary  services, 
and  $6  miUlon  for  the  nonmedical  program, 
administration,  and  (^>eratlona. 

Moreover,  the  second  $6  million  Is  pro- 
vided only  for  tise  in  connection  with  voca- 
tional rehablUtatiun  and  education  and  the 
luan-guaranty  programs,  "no  part  of  which 
is  allowed  for  expenses  of  travel." 

If  we  understand  this  report  correctly  no 
part  of  the  supplemental  tlO  million  wUl  be 
available  for  such  essential  services  to  vet- 
erans as  claims.  Insurance,  and  contact.  If 
this  Is  correct  we  would  point  out  that  such 
programs  will  be  considerably  restricted  for 
the  balance  of  this  fiscal  year,  and  the  con- 
tact service  will  be  drastically  curtaUed. 

You  will  recall  the  hearings  and  debates 
last  year  over  the  sufllclency  of  funds  for  con- 
tact service.  As  we  Interpret  the  supple- 
mental appropriation  bUl  and  the  accom- 
panying report,  contact  Is  again  in  Jeopardy, 
and  the  American  Legion  strongly  urges  any 
amendment  that  wUl  supply  the  necessary 
funds  to  continue  this  program  not  only  for 
the  balance  of  this  year  but  for  fiscal  year 
1954. 

Il:\nking  you  for  any  assistance  you  can 
extend  in  the  matter,  and  with  kindest  re^ 
gards,  I  xm 

Sincerely  yours. 

Hjlmb  D.  Kxkkedt. 

Director. 
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A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CERTAIN    ADMINISTRATIVE 
ASSIST  ANTB 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
a   privileged   resoluUon    (H.   Res.    147) 
and  ask  for  its  Immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  In  order  to  enable  the 
majority  whip  and  the  minority  whip  each 
to  employ  an  administrative  assistant  at  a 
rate  of  basic  compensation  not  to  exceed 
fS.OOO  per  annum,  there  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  until 
otherwise  provided  by  law.  compensation  for 
the  employment  of  such  admlnlstratlTS 
assistants. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


AMENDMENT  OP  FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION  ACT 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  addr^  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  today  introduced  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House  a  UU  to  amend  the 
Federal  Power  Act  It  is  designed  to 
make  certain  that  the  benefits  of  cheap 
hydroelectric  power  to  be  produced  by 
the  proposed  power  project  on  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  would  accrue  to  the  pub- 
lic agencies,  municipal  bodies,  rural  co- 
operatives, and  consumers  both  in  the 
State  of  New  York  and  those  other 
States  which  are  within  economic  trans- 
mission distance. 

The  WU  provides  that  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  granting  a  license 
for  the  construction,  operation,  or  main- 
tenance of  a  power  project  on  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  shaU  stipulate  in  the  li- 
cense the  requirement  that  the  licensee 
will  grant  preference  in  the  sale  of  power 
to  municipalities  and  other  public  agen- 
cies, rural  cooperatives  and  consumers. 

The  reasons  for  my  Introduction  of 
this  bill  are  amply  set  out  in  my  state- 
ment to  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
on  January  30,  1953,  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  CoHcaxssiONAL  Ricord.  at 
page  A442. 

A  companion  bill  Is  being  introduced 
today  in  the  Senate  by  my  distinguished 
friend  and  colleague.  Senator  Herbert 
H.  LxHMAN.  We  are  both  in  complete 
agreement  that  this  amendment  is  nec- 
essary since  the  presently  constituted 
New  York  Power  Authority,  which  has 
applied  for  a  license  f (x-  the  St.  Lawrence 
project,  has  expressed  resistance  to  any 
plan  making  preference  sales  to  rural 
consumers,  municipalities,  rural  coop- 
eratives, and  other  groups  which  are  en- 
titled to  preference  under  the  public 
power  policy  which  the  New  York  Power 
Authority  in  past  years  did  so  much  to 
develop. 

The  New  York  Power  Authority  pre- 
fers to  permit  the  private  utility  com- 
panies to  exploit  one  of  our  great  nat- 
ural resources  by  making  sales  direcUy 
at  the  bus  bar.  If  this  cheap  power  is 
sold  only  to  the  existing  private  power 
companies,  the  ultimate  cost  to  the  con- 
siuner  will  certainly  not  reflect  the  sav- 
ings normally  derived  from  public  proj- 
ects. 

This  bHI  Is  necessitated  by  the  growing 
assumption  that  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  will  grant  a  license  to  the 
New  York  Power  Authority  for  the  op- 
eration of  the  St.  Lawrence  power  proj- 
ect There  is  some  doubt.  I  am  told, 
tiiat  the  FPC,  under  present  law,  has  the 
legal  authority  to  insert  all  the  neces- 
sary safeguards  of  the  public  interest. 
Thus,  there  would  be  no  assurance  that 
the  public  would  ben^t  from  cheap  St 
Lawrence  power.  I  propose  to  grant  the 
FPC  all  the  legal  authority  it  needs,  if 
in  fact  it  needs  any,  to  Insist  on  the 


necessary  safeguards.  This  bill  would 
remove  all  doubt.  It  would  instruct  the 
FPC  to  insert  the  safeguards  into  the 
license. 


INTRODUCTION  OF  ST.  LAWRENCE 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  today  introduced  for  appropriate 
reference  a  joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  development  of  the  resources  of 
the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Basin  in 
the  public  interest  and  In  the  interest  of 
national  security  and  continental 
defense. 

This  joint  resolution  is  virtually  iden- 
tical with  the  one  being  introduced  this 
afternoon  in  the  Senate  by  my  colleague 
from  New  York,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator Herbert  H.  Lehman  for  himself  and 
on  behalf  of  Senators  Dottglas,  Qreeit, 
Hn,L.  Httmphret.  Ketauver,  Macnttsoit, 
Makstielo,  Murrat.  and  Pastore. 

There  is  but  one  difference  between 
my  proposal  and  the  one  being  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate;  namely,  that 
whereas  section  10  (a)  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution in  the  Senate  permits  the  newly 
created  St.  Lawrence  Development  Cor- 
poration to  sell  its  obligations  bearing 
Interest  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  3  per- 
cent per  annum,  I  have  proposed  that 
the  obligations  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
not  exceeding  the  then  current  interest 
rate  for  Treasury  obligations  of  similar 
duration. 

The  reason  for  my  difference  with  my 
friends  in  the  Senate  is  that  I  firmly 
believe  that  we  should  not  dissipate  one 
of  the  advantages  to  be  derived  by  the 
development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  by  Fed- 
eral corporate  authority  through  the 
payment  of  interest  rates  on  bonds  guar- 
anteed by  the  Federal  Government  at  a 
rate  in  excess  of  that  which  the  Federal 
Government  itself  pays.  To  do  so  would, 
in  my  opinion,  result  in  higher  costs  to 
the  consumers  of  power  generated  from 
the  St.  Lawrence  development  and  in 
higher  tolls  to  the  users  of  the  proposed 
St.  Lawrence  seaway. 

In  all  other  respects  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion is  the  same  as  that  introduced  in 
the  Senate  and  since  Senator  Lehman 
will,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  thor- 
oughly explain  its  other  provisions  as 
well  as  the  reason  behind  its  introduc- 
tion, I  feel  there  is  no  need  for  me  to  go 
into  any  further  detail. 

I  recommend  this  Joint  resolution  for 
the  serious  consideration  of  both  Houses. 
I  hQpe  that  both  Houses  will  see  fit  to 
give  it  their  prompt  attention,  and 
although  I  would  prefer  the  version 
which  I  have  introduced.  I  hope  that  the 
Congress  no  longer  neglects  this  impor- 
tant legislation  and  permits  United 
States  participation  in  the  construction 
of  a  seaway — which  will  otherwise  be 
built  by  Canada  without  our  participa- 
tion and  without  our  right  to  administer 
the  project — and  will  also  permit  the 
construction  of  the  power  project  under 
the  terms  of  this  joint  resolution — which 
otherwise  will  probably  be  built  by  the 
New  York  Power  Authority  under  terms 
which  will  fail  to  safeguard  the  interests 
of  public  agencies,  farm  cooperatives, 
and  consumers  in  the  great  State  of  New 
York  and  in  the  adjacent  States. 
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NAVY'S  I^G  IN  REFERENCE  TO  CER- 
TAIN NEWS  ARTICLES 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks 
and  include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  classical 
battle  maneuver  of  the  Navy  at  sea  is 
known  as  crossing  the  "t."  This  is  a 
tactical  operation  by  which  a  fleet  seeks 
a  juncture  perpendicular  to  the  line  of 
the  enemy's  fleet,  in  order  to  bring  its 
maximum  firepower  to  bear,  while  re- 
stricting the  enemy  to  minimum  fire- 
power at  the  same  time.  A  report  in  this 
morning's  Washington  Post  reveals  that 
the  Navy  on  land  has  its  maneuvers,  too. 
The  Bureau  of  Ships  is  interested  not 
only  in  avoiding  crossed  "t"s;  it  wants 
also  to  prevent  dotted  "i"s,  defensive 
tactics  imd^rtaken  to  hinder  publication 
of  the  story  of  the  Rickover  case,  a  story 
which  the  Navy  apparently  is  trying  to 
hush.  The  Post  carries  a  report  of  zig- 
zagging as  determined  aiid  as  complete 
as  a  ship  seeking  to  escape  an  enemy 
bomber,  as  the  Bureau  sought  to  avoid 
clearing  a  story  on  Captain  Rickover  vol- 
untarily submitted  by  Time  magazine. 
It  also  refused  to  grant  clearance  to 
Michael  Amrine,  of  the  North  American 
Newspaper  Alliance,  to  interview  Captain 
Rickover. 

A  few  days  ago  in  a  speech  in  the 
House  I  pointed  out  that  Captain  Rick- 
over is  the  man  generally  acknowledged 
by  all  authorities  as  being  the  one  prin- 
cipally responsible  for  the  success  of  the 
atomic   submarine   project   now   under 
way.    He  was  passed  over  by  two  naval 
selection  boards  for  promotion  to  ad- 
miral, and  will  be  compelled  to  retire 
next  June  imless  President  Eisenhower 
.  or  the   Armed   Services   Committee   of 
the  other  body  refuses  to  confirm  the 
selection  board's  recommendations.    The 
Navy  charged  that  Time  magazine  story 
on  the  Rickover  case  was  biased,  but  it 
did  not  explain  why  it  took  67  days  for 
it  to  make  this  charge.    Neither  did  it 
say  why  it  pushed  Amrine  around  for 
15  days  when  he  was  trying  to  get  a  story 
about  the  atomic  submarine  and  Rick- 
over.   Its  censorship  in  the  matter  is  so 
rigid  that  one  wonders  whether  it  has 
placed  the  Rickover  case  on  its  classified 
list  and  marked  it  confidential  or  secret. 
The    action    of    the    naval    selection 
boards  should  not  be  hushed  up,  Mr. 
Speaker.     Their  unusual  action  should 
be  reviewed  by  the  President  and  by  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  other 
body. 

I  was  pleased  to  learn  today  that  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  has  not  yet  expressed 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Senate  his  concurrence  in  the  nomina- 
tions for  admiral  forwarded  to  the  Sen- 
ate prior  to  January  20.  Certainly,  the 
President  should  examine  the  Rickover 
matter  to  determine  whether  he  wants 
to  reject  the  board's  action  and  to  con- 
vene a  new  board.  I  was  pleased,  too, 
to  receive  from  the  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  other 


body,  the  assurance  that  the  committee 
will  go  into  the  Rickover  matter  when 
It  considers  the  question  of  confirmation. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  attaching  to  my  re- 
marks the  article  appearing  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post  on  Wednesday,  February  18, 
1953,  and  the  article  by  Michael  Amrine 
entitled  "Rfteen-Day  Runaround  for 
Atom  Sub  Story"  which  appeared  in 
Editor  and  Publisher  for  February  7. 
1953: 

(Prom  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Poet  of  Feb- 
ruary 18.  1953] 
Navt  Pressukx  To  Slant  and  Dixat  Article 
ON  Atoxic  SxrBMARiNE  Chabged  bt  Time 

Time  magazine  contended  yesterday  that 
the  Navy  held  up  for  67  days  on  security 
grounds  an  article  It  found  embarrassing. 
The  story,  Involving  Capt.  Hyman  George 
Rickover  and  his  part  In  the  development 
of  the  atomic  submarine,  actually  was  given 
a  Defense  Department  security  O.  K.  In  2 
days.  It  was  contended.  The  subsequent 
weelu  of  delay  were  due  to  an  effort  to 
change  the  magazine's  slant  on  the  story 
and  meanwhile  to  plant  counteracting 
friendly  stories  In  other  magazines.  Time 
reporters  feel. 

The  magazine  Intercepted  2  Interofttce 
Navy  memos  and  1  from  within  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  which,  It  th  nks.  Indi- 
cate the  use  of  security  as  a  cover  for  what 
amounts  to  censorship  of   the   press. 

The  story  came  to  light  yesterday,  10 
days  after  Michael  Amrine.  correspondent  for 
the  North  American  Newspaper  Alliance, 
made  public  his  assertion  that  he  had  been 
given  a  15-day  runaround  by  the  Navy 
on  the  same  atomic  submarine  story.  His 
account  was  printed  in  Editor  and  Publisher, 
the  newspaper  trade  Journal. 

The  central  character  In  both  accounts  Is 
Captain  Rickover,  head  of  the  Navys  atomic 
power  project.  One  who  knows  him  recently 
described  him  as  a  man  who  believes  the 
shortest  distance  between  2  points  is  a 
straight  line  even  If  it  bisects  8  admirals. 

Rickover  was  twice  passed  over  for  pro- 
motion to  an  admiral  and  will,  as  a  result, 
have  to  retire  from  the  Navy  In  June.  Times 
story,  as  yet  unpublished,  said  that  "the 
atomic  submarine  program  has  been  going  to 
hell  In  a  hand  basket.  Where  morale  was 
once  topnotch,  where  work  was  once  car- 
ried on  at  a  frenetic  pace,  the  office  of  Rlck- 
o-er's  special  Washington  task  force  U  now 
beswt  with  trials  and  tribulatons." 

Those  comments  came  back  from  the  AEC 
circled  in  red  and  marked  "Delete— not  true." 
In  general.  Time's  piece  was  highly  criti- 
cal of  the  Navy  and  the  promotion  system 
and  questioned  whether  the  system  should 
not  be  abandoned. 

The  story  was  submitted  last  December  9 
to  Rear  Adm.  Lewis  Parks.  Chief  of  Navy 
Information.  It  finally  came  back  Pebru- 
ary  14. 

Parks,  who  was  promoted  to  admiral  by 
the  same  board  which  passed  over  Rickover 
sent  the  story  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  and 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  despite  the 
already  received  security  clearance  Time 
says.  Parks  later  told  Time  the  story  was 
"bottled  up"  at  the  AEC. 

The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  Rear 
Adm.  Homer  Wallin,  had  an  aide  draft 
material  apparently  to  refute  the  article 
The  aide's  report  feU  Into  Time's  hands  It 
said  that  "this  Tlme-LUe  article  as  a  whole 
cannot  be  said  to  be  false,  since  perhaps 
90  percent  of  the  raw  factual  data  appear 
to  be  accurate  and  cannot  probably  be  docu- 
mented" but  it  added  that  the  article  was 
biased. 

Under  suggestion  on  what  to  do  "to  com- 
bat the  effects  of  the  article,"  Wallin's  aide 
suggested  either  a  spot  promotion  of  Rick- 
over or  "a  story  placed  In  a  magazine  friendly 


to  the  Navy  and  highly  competitive  with 
Time,  to  appear  before  the  Time  article  does. 
•  •  •  This  would  have  to  be  handled  with 
extreme  delicacy,  preferably  by  the  Chief  cI 
Information  personally." 

The  memo  added  that  "the  only  magazine 
that  comes  to  mind  that  rnlgh*  fit  the  nec- 
essary criteria  is  the  United  States  News  and 
World  Report.  If  the  Chief  of  Information, 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  the  secretaries 
or  someone  on  a  comparable  level  have  a 
dependable  pipeline  to  Newsweek  that  maga- 
zine might  also  be  a  possibility." 

This  memo  was  directed  to  Admiral  Wal- 
lin's assistant,  Rear  Adm.  Wilson  D.  Leggett. 
Wallin  wrote  Admiral  Parks  a  Qve-page 
letter  dated  December  22  In  which  he  de- 
clared that  "in  general,  subject  article  la  - 
a  scurrilous  and  uninformed  emotional  ap- 
peal to  sympathy  for  a  supposed  underdog. 
Although  some  of  the  raw  factual  data  U 
accurate,  a  vast  number  of  relevant  facts 
are  Ignored;  others  are  only  partially  ex- 
plained or  presented  with  a  biased  and  falsa 
interpretation."  The  letter  pointed  out  that 
Rickover  has  been  assured  that  as  a  retired 
officer  he  could  "see  this  project  through  U 
he  so  desires." 

Wallin  strongly  urged  that  Time's  pub- 
lishers "be  informed  of  the  erroneous  and 
misleading  Information"  and  that  they  be 
told  the  publication  of  the  story  "would  not 
only  mislead  the  general  public  and  be  un- 
fair to  the  Navy  but  would  be  harmful  to 
the  nuclear  power  program  and  to  Captain 
Rickover." 

Over  at  AEC,  the  Time  article  was  gone  over 
word  for  word.  Time  turned  up  a  memo 
from  Shelby  Thompson,  chief  of  the  Public 
Information  Service,  to  Chairman  Gordon 
Dean  and  the  other  Commissioners.  It  said 
"only  four  of  the  changes  deal  with  prog- 
nostic [classified  1  information."  but  added 
"it  is  obvious  that  a  conference  with  the 
writer  will  be  required  to  accomplish  a 
change  in  the  approach  of  the  article." 

Conferences  with  the  writer.  Clay  Blair, 
were  held  both  at  ABC  and  the  Navy.  The 
Time  writer  said  his  magazine  would  be  glad 
to  correct  any  factual  errors,  having  sub- 
mitted the  story  voluntarily. 
In  the  AEC  report,  it  is  stated  that: 
"The  writer's  premise  seems  to  be  that  1/ 
the  Navy  does  not  make  Captain  Rickover  an 
admiral  the  AEC  atomic  submarine  projects 
will  collapse.  This  is  false  and  represent* 
gross  distortion.  The  atomic  submarine  proj- 
ects are  too  far  along  and  have  gathered  too 
much  momentum  to  be  more  than  tempo- 
rarily slowed  down  by  any  change  In  person- 
nel, no  matter  how  important  that  personnel 
may  be.  However,  if  Rickover  Is  forced  to 
resign  from  the  Navy  on  retirement  ached- 
ules.  these  things  probably  wiU  happen:  (a) 
morale  of  the  AEC  Naval  Reactors  Branch 
will  be  affected;  (b)  some  of  Rlckover'B  staff 
will  leave;  and  (c)  there  will  be  a  time  lag 
that  usually  occurs  when  there  la  a  change 
in  a  key  post." 

Amrine.  the  NANA  correspondent,  related 
how  he  tried  to  follow  up  a  tip  to  look  into 
the  atomic  submarine  project.  He  was  told 
by  Rickovers  office  the  captain  would  see  him 
if  he  had  AEC  and  Navy  public  Information 
clearance.     He  never  got  to  see  the  captain. 

Amrine  said  that  in  Wallin's  presence  he 
was  told  that  anything  he  wrote  as  a  result  of 
the  interview  would  have  to  be  submitted  for 
clearance.  Later  he  said  he  waa  told  by 
Comdr.  L.  Edgar  Prina,  one-time  Washington 
newspaper  man,  there  was  no  such  binding 
rule.  " 

Still  later,  however.  Amrine  was  told  that 
Rickover  would  not  see  him  unless  he  sub- 
m  tted  the  interview,  although  Rickover 
originally  had  made  no  such  request. 

Amrine  noted  that  former  Navy  Secretary 
Dan  Kimball  and  AEC  Chairman  Dean  both 
had  highly  praUed  Rickover  as  the  key  per- 
•on  In  the  atomic  submarine  program. 
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[From  Editor  it  Publlaher  of  February  7, 
1968] 

niTEzif-DAT  RtmaaouMs  worn  Atom 
Sub  Stobt 

(By  Michael  Amrine) 
TTiese  ar«  notes  made  over  a  period  of  a 
weeks  In  the  life  of  a  Waahlngton  oorreepond- 
ent  in  the  Becrecy-and-pubUc-relatlons  age 
of  1953.  For  convenience,  and  to  conform 
with  the  military  character  of  the  events 
described,  the  notes  are  entered  according 
to  the  number  of  days  elapeed.  The  story 
starts  on  a  January  day.  when  the  under- 
(.icrned  t>egan  this  patrol  along  the  no-man's 
land  now  existing  between  the  people's  goy- 
ernment  and  the  people's  representatives  in 
the  press. 

mUT  DAT 

Heard  from  a  friend  of  mine  in  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  that  I  "should  look  Into 
the  atomic  submarine  project,  there  are  going 
to  be  some  good  stories  coming  out  of  there." 

I  had  recently  seen  a  6-page  spread,  a  lead 
article.  In  Collier's  magaalne,  on  the  subject 
of  the  atomic  submarine,  and  know  that 
much  of  the  Interesting  detaU  of  this  ship 
had  been  removed  from  the  top-secret  classi- 
fication. 

Telephoned  the  office  of  C»pt.  H.  G.  Rick- 
over, the  head  of  the  Navy's  atomic  power 
project,  and  was  told  b<9  would  be  glad  to 
see  me,  but  that  I  should  first  "clear"  with 
both  the  Atomic  Knergy  Commission  and  the 
United  States  Navy  Offlces  of  Public  Infor- 
mation. 

Called  the  ABC  and  was  told  to  proceed. 
"It  is  just  that  we  like  to  know  you  are  on 
the  premises." 

Called  the  Navy  Public  Relations  Depart- 
ment, and  talked  to  a  Lieutenant  Cutter. 
who.  apparently,  called  a  Lee  Hargls,  a  secu- 
rity officer.  Then  be  told  me  things  were 
all  clear  to  proceed. 

Called  Captain  Rlckover's  office,  and  was 
told  that  this  Lieutenant  Cutter  must  have 
given  merely  a  security  clearance.  I  had  to 
have  a  public-relations  clearance,  too. 

DAT  PLira  1 

Talked  to  a  Commander  L.  Edgar  Prlna 
this  time,  and  explained  there  seemed  to  be 
some  "public  relations  clearance"  still  miss- 
ing; asked  him  If  he  could  Just  go  ahead 
and  make  me  a  date  with  Rickover.  He 
said  he  would  look  Into  It  and  call  me  the 
next  day. 

DAT    PLUa    S 

Commander  Prlna  did  not  call  me.  I  was 
busy  on  some  other  work,  and  did  not  call 
him. 

DAT  FLUS  S 

Prlna  telephoned,  said  that  he  was  set- 
ting me  up  with  the  Nary  sub  people,  but 
that  first  I  must  see  Rear  Admiral  Homer  N. 
Wallin.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  that 
he  wanted  to  talk  to  me.  Wallin's  name  I 
recognized  as  the  author  of  the  atomic  sub 
article  In  Collier's,  so  that  seemed  a  good  way 
to  begin.  A  week-end  intervened  in  the 
smooth  course  of  our  eventual  progress 
towards  an  atomic  sub  story,  so  the  appoint- 
ment was  made  for 

DAT  FLtrS  ■ 

I  went  to  the  Navy  building,  and  met  Ad- 
miral Wallin  and  three  public  relations  men. 
Their  names  were  Charles  Elliott,  Bob  Mc- 
Cloud  and  R.  O.  Paine,  Jr.  An  Admiral  Syl- 
vester was  also  present,  but  did  not  say 
anything  during  the  hours  he  was  with  us. 

Mr.  Elliott  set  forth  that  I  must  under- 
stand that  anything  of  any  nature  written 
In  whole  or  part  as  a  result  of  our  interviews 
that  afternoon  must  be  submitted  for  "clear- 
ance"; and  In  the  dlscuBSlon  that  followed 
he  volunteered  that  even  if  I  took  previously 
printed  matter  which  they  gave  me,  and 
paraphrased  it,  this  would  amount  to  new 
material  and  must  be  submitted. 

I  said  I  had  never  run  into  the  latter  re- 
striction, and  that  In  the  ordinary  course  of 


newspaper  work  in  Washington  one  did  not 
expect  such  conditions.  I  explained  that  if 
the  work  were  really  quite  secret  I  could  un- 
derstand their  not  talking  at  aU;  or  If  I 
were  writing  a  major  magazine  article  and 
visited  a  sub  base  where  I  might  be  ex- 
pected inadvertently  to  pick  up  secret  in- 
formation, and  meet  some  people,  the  bet- 
ter, perhaps,  to  tmderstand  the  approaching 
congressional  hearings  on  the  subject  of 
atomic  power. 

At  one  point  I  said  that  after  all  it  was 
against  the  law  and  the  regulations  for  any 
of  them  to  tell  me  any  secret  Information 
anyway — suppose  we  proceeded  on  that  basis, 
and  if  It  resulted  only  in  suited  formal  In- 
terviews, that  was  my  lookout — but  I  did 
not  wish  to  have  the  responsibility  for  keep- 
ing secreU  shifted  from  them  to  me.  At  this 
point  Admiral  Sylvester  crossed  and  un- 
crossed his  legs,  but  he  did  not  say  anything. 

One  hour  passed  In  this  discussion  of 
regulations,  but  Admiral  Wallin  and  the 
three  public  relations  men  were  quite  ada- 
mant; they  said  they  did  not  make  this  as  a 
request,  but  as  a  mandatory  condition  of 
Interviewing  any  Navy  personnel  about  tlie 
atomic  submarine. 

I  agreed  to  these  conditions,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  afternoon  only,  and  was  led  to 
see  a  Commander  Cross,  In  the  Bureau  of 
Slilps.  I  left  at  4:15.  having  yet  to  interview 
anyone  who  had  worked  on  atomic  power 
for  the  Navy,  except  in  an  administrative 
sense.  Paine  said  he  would  call  me  the  next 
day  and  give  me  a  time  for  an  appointment 
with  Rickover. 

DAT   PLX7S   » 

Paine  did  not  call.  I  had  somewhat 
fresher  fish  to  fry.  and  worked  on  other 
stories. 

DAT   PLUS    10 

I  decided  not  to  go  to  the  sub  project  on 
such  terms,  and  called  Andrew  Berdlng,  pub- 
lic relations  man  In  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense. 

He  admitted  this  was  quite  an  unusual  rul- 
ing, about  screening  Interviews  and  said  he 
would  look  into  it. 

DAT   PLtm    11 

Commander  Prlna,  whom  I  had  run  across 
on  Day  Plus  2,  telephoned  again,  and  said 
he  had  heard  from  Mr.  Berdlng.  He  said 
he  realized  there  had  been  quite  a  bit  of 
delay,  but  he  had  talked  to  the  Bureau  of 
Ships  and  they  stood  fast  on  this  regiilatlon 
that  all  Interviews  were  to  be  screened.  I 
asked  liim  to  put  this  ruling  in  writing  so 
that  I  could  have  a  completely  clear  under- 
standing of  the  terms  under  which  I  was  to 
write  on  the  subject  of  the  atomic  sub.  He 
said  he  would  have  it  in  the  maU  to  me  that 
day,  so  tliat  I  would  receive  it  on  day  plus  12. 

DAT   PLUS    13 

The  morning  mall  did  not  bring  this  letter, 
so  I  telephoned  Mr.  Paine,  who  back  on 
Day  Pl\u  9  was  to  have  been  working  on  an 
appointment  with  Rickover.  and  told  blm 
what  I  was  waiting  for, 

Ue  did  not  say  what  he  was  waiting  for. 

DAT    FLUS    13 

I  called  Commander  Prina,  and  he  said 
that  he  had  gone  thoroughly  Into  the  sub- 
ject, and  someone  had  made  a  mistake,  there 
was  no  binding  ruling  requiring  that  Inter- 
views l>e  submitted.  He  had  gone  over  the 
matter  thoroughly  with  Lee  Hargls  (see  first 
day).  It  was  only  a  request  (although  Bob 
McCIoud  had  said  it  was  not  a  request,  but 
an  airtight  regulation).  He  said  I  was  the 
first  reporter  who  had  ever  balked  on  this 
request.  I  let  that  go  by.  being  perfectly 
content  to  be  the  first. 

Then  he  said  he  would  call  Captain  Rick- 
over and  make  me  an  appointment. 

Later  in  the  day  he  called  back  and  said 
he  had  not  called  Rickover  but  that  Charles 
ElUoU.  of  Admiral  Wallin's  office,  had  called 
Rickover. 


He  said  the  captain,  personally,  would  not 
agree  to  see  me  luiless  I  submitted  my  Inter- 
view. (On  the  first  day  I  started  this 
merry-go-round,  Rickover  had  made  no  such 
request.)  Prlna  added  he  was  sorry  to  have 
to  write  such  a  sad  end  to  what  had  been  a 
fairly  long  story. 

I  assured  Iiim  it  was  an  interesting  story 
Just  as  It  was,  and  said  Gilbert  and  Sullivan 
would  liave  loved  it.  He  thought  that  was 
funny,  and  said  he  himself  had  once  been 
a  newspaperman. 

I  heard  from  the  friend  in  the  ABC  who 
had  originally  given  me  the  suggestion  to 
"liook  Into  the  atomic  sub."  He  assured  me 
that  from  his  knowledge  of  Rickover  he  was 
moraUy  certain  It  was  not  tliat  Rickover  ob- 
jected to  being  Interviewed  on  terms  of  free- 
dom: It  must  liave  been  that  Rickover  ob- 
jected to  being  Interviewed  on  the  Bvireau 
of  Ships'  terms.  But  It  seemed  to  me  all 
this  hocus-pocus  had  given  me  a  story,  any- 
way. 

Talked  to  a  lilgh  official  of  the  AEC — and 
did  not  have  to  screen  my  Interview. 

Went  over  the  transcript  of  the  final  press 
conference  of  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Dan  A. 
Kimball,  and  found  that  he  had  been  urging 
the  promotion  of  Rickover  to  rear  admiral, 
but  that  the  Navy  brass  had  twice  passed 
him  over  for  promotion,  thus  forcibly  retir- 
ing the  captain  this  June.  In  my  files  found 
that  Kimball,  like  Gordon  Dean,  Chairman 
of  the  AEC,  had  said  tliat  "Captain  Rickover, 
more  than  any  other  Individual,  is  respon- 
sible for  the  rapid  development  of  the 
nuclear-power  ship  program — Rickover  has 
accomjMished  the  most  important  piece  of 
development  work  In  the  history  of  the 
Navy." 

Reread  Admiral  Wallin's  Collier's  article, 
and  saw  that  In  five  pages  he  did  not  mention 
the  name  of  Rickover,  Just  as  Army  Air 
Corps  histories  once  did  not  mention  the 
name  of  "Billy"  Mitchell.  Looked  tiirough 
three  back  copies  of  the  house  organ  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ships — ^they  also  had  fine 
articles  on  the  atomic  sub.  but  they  did 
not  mention  the  unmentionable  name  of 
Rickover. 

Decided  tills  was  a  story  in  itself,  and 
forthwith  filed  It  for  the  North  American 
Newspai>er  Alliance,  and  for  my  fellow 
students  of  freedom  of  the  press  In  America, 
the  readers  of  Editor  *  Publisher. 

The  above  diary  was  written  while  under- 
signed was  still  of  a  sound  mind,  and  on 
the  eve  of  the  day  undersigned  was  to  call 
Admiral  Wallin  and  start  over. 

Copies  are  being  sent  to  Admirals  Sylvester 
and  Wallin,  Capt.  H.  O.  Rlckover..Lleutenant 
Commanders  Prima  and  Cross.  Lieutenant 
Cutter,  Mr.  Berdlng,  Mr.  Elliott,  Mr.  McCloud. 
Mr.  Paine,  Editor  &  Publisher,  and  to  file. 
It  Is  hoped  that  further  distribution  will  be 
unnecessary. 


TRADE     WITH    THE     COMMUNISTS 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  much  is 
being  said  about  the  smuggling  of  stra- 
tegic goods  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 
This  is  a  matter  of  great  concern,  but 
more  serious  are  the  legal  leaks  of  stra- 
tegic trade  which  continue  to  help  build 
up  the  Communist  war  machines  in  Ko- 
rea, in  China,  In  Russia,  and  in  the  en- 
tire Soviet  bloc. 

As  a  member  of  the  House  Foreign  Af- 
fairs Committee,  it  has  been  my  privi- 
lege recently  to  make  a  special  study  of 
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East-West  trade  problems  and  the  ad- 
mijilstratlon  of  the  Battle  Act.  Public 
law  213.  EUhty-secoDd  Cozisress.  which 
wa«  Mt  up  to  oootrol  this  trade. 

This  la  the  aeooiid  of  a  aeries  of  short 
talks  which  I  hope  to  glvie  ooneeminc 
my  flndliigs  In  thla  itadjr.  Akn.  I  will 
shortly  submit  a  regular  documented 
report  to  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Oom- 
znlttee.  In  brief,  mtich  has  been  aecom- 
pUsbed.  much  more  than  Is  generally 
known  as  outlined  In  my  r^ixurt,  but, 
nererihekaB.  a  great  deal  still  remains  to 
be  dooe. 

First,  I  want  to  talk  about  one  of  these 
legal  leaks  \i^iich  must  be  stopped  up-^ 
that  is.  transit  trade  through  the  free 
ports  of  oootLnental  Surope  which  bol- 
sters the  Communist  war  marhhif  in  Ko- 
rea and  elsewhere.  Under  this  system, 
shipments  of  strategic  items  can  move 
constantly  to  the  Iron  Curtain  eountries 
as  transit  trade  through  the  free  ports  of 
our  allies  on  the  continent  of  Europe 
without  Interference.  In  addition,  they 
furnish  neceasary  senrioes,  even  to  re- 
loading such  materials  in  other  ships, 
barges  or  railroad  ears  to  expedite  ship- 
ments. This  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
Russia  and  her  satellites  are  supporting 
the  Communist  aggression  In  the  Korean 
war  which  has  been  going  on  for  over 
2V^  years,  eosting  America  over-  22.000 
lives  and  129.000  total  casualties,  not  to 
mention  the  billions  of  dollars  spent  by 
the  United  States  to  siipport  the  United 
Nations  effort.  Tills  in  qpite  of  the  fact 
that  our  allies  are  members  of  the  United 
Nations  which  Is  fig^iting  Communist 
aggression  in  Korea. 

An  indeterminable  voltmie  of  strategic 
materials  Is  moving  to  the  East  through 
a  number  of  eountries  which  are  cooi>- 
erating  with  the  United  States  in  con- 
trolling trade  with  the  Soviet  bloc  be- 
cause such  shipments  are  in  transit 
Long-established  arrangements,  subject 
to   a    weU-organlaed   and    documented 
procedure    and    saaetioDed    by    inter- 
national    agreement— Convention    and 
Statute  on  Fk*eedom  of  Transit,   Bar- 
celona. April  20.  1921 — have  been  de- 
veloped for  facilitating  the  shipment  of 
goods    through    certain    seaports    and 
across  nati(»ial  boundaries  of  countries 
other  than  that  in  which  the  goods  origi- 
nated and  other  than  the  country  of 
final  destination  without  such  shipments 
coming  under  the  control  of  the  coun- 
tries so  transited.     That  is.  every  en- 
couragement has  been  given  in  the  past 
for  a  French  flrni  to  ship  by  rail  across 
Germany   or   Switserland.   or   both,   to 
CEechoslovaUa  without  any  interruption 
to  the  shipment  for  customs  purposes  at 
the  German  or  Caech  borders.    In  the 
same    way.    encouragement    has    been 
given  to  shippers  in  South  America  to 
send  a  cargo  to  Rotterdam,  have  it  un- 
loaded there  into  barges,  whjch  would 
then  go  up  the  Rhine  to  Switzerland, 
without  such  shipment  legally  entering 
either    the    Netherlands    or    Germany. 
The  economic  advantages  of  such  ar- 
rangements   both    to    the    buying   and 
selling  countries  and  to  the  eountries 
which    provide    transit,  facilities    are 
apparent. 

Di-translt  shipments  of  copper  from 
Chile  have  followed  the  free-port  route 
to  Czechoslovakia.  Such  shipments 
could   Include   war   materials   from   a 


lAtln-Amerlcan  country  like  Guate- 
mala, whose  Government  has  been  infil- 
trated by  the  communists  and  legal!*' 
pass  through  the  hands  of  our  allies  to 
Riissia  Nobody  kiMws  what  siich  ship- 
ments include,  because  they  are  not  even 
inspected  at  these  free  ports.  Transit 
trade  through  free  ports  ttke  Hamburg. 
Copenhagen.  Antwerp,  and  Amsterdam 
also  furnishes  the  easiest  avenue  to  Rus- 
sia for  smugglers  and  users  of  fake  docu- 
ments from  all  parts  of  the  world. 

The  Belgians  and  Dutch  made  pro- 
posals to  correct  this  situation  king  ago. 
The  United  States  has  urged  settlement 
from  time  to  time,  bat  the  fact  remains 
that  no  nation  on  the  whole  Continent 
of  Europe  at  this  time  Is  stopping  this 
flow  of  In-transit  strategic  trade  from 
going  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

In  some  instances  I  was  told  that  this 
type  of  shipment  would  be  stopped  but 
a  personal  on-the-spot  study  revealed 
that  this  is  Impossible  since  there  is  no 
regular  inspection  system  set  up  to  ac- 
complish this. 

Our  allies  on  the  continent  of  Europe 
hAve  not  been  willing  to  make  the  eco- 
nomic sacrifice  which  is  necessary;  they 
have  not  felt  that  Korea  is  their  re- 
sponsibility to  the  extent  of  stopping  this 
trade — although  high  level  offlclals  from 
each  country  involved  have  studied  this 
matter  for  a  long  time  and  still  have  it 
under  consideration. 

It  is  significant  to  note  that  represent- 
atives of  each  of  these  nations  expressed 
to  me  a  willingness  to  go  along  if  their 
neighbors  would  do  the  same.  This 
makes  sense  because  it  would  do  not  good 
to  shift  the  economic  advantage  to  a 
neighbor  and  still  have  the  strategic  ma- 
terials going  to  Russia.  What  does  not 
make  sense  is  the  fact  that  so  much  time 
has  elapsed  without  agreement  and  ac- 
tion. 

The  United  States  and  all  of  these 
eountries  are  members  of  an  interna- 
tional coordinating  committee  which  was 
established  to  control  East-West  trade. 
Vigorous,  successful  action  In  this  or- 
ganization to  solve  this  problem  is  long 
overdue. 

In  this  highly  clviliaed  area  of  the 
world  where  there  are  all  kinds  of  bar- 
riers between  nations,  this  liberal  c\is- 
tom  has  developed  to  facilitete  trade. 
Now,  in  the  European  cold  war.  a  prelude 
to  what  could  be  the  hottest  war  yet. 
these  nations  find  themselves  immo- 
bilized on  this  problem,  to  their  common 
detriment,  because  of  an  old  interna- 
tional agreement,  tradition,  rivalry, 
pride,  and  a  combination  of  other  fac- 
tors. 

This  should  not  be  a  matter  of  United 
States  legislation  but  if  this  leak  is  not 
plugged  up  it  Is  my  Intention  to  offer 
legislation  on  it  when  the  foreign  aid  bill 
comes  before  my  committee.  However 
proper  United  States  leadership  In  this 
international  coordinating  committee 
should  bring  about  the  desired  and  nec- 
essary results. 


SHALL  WE  DISPOSE  OF  OUR  SYN- 
THETIC RUBBER  PLANTS? 

The  SPEAKER  Under  previous  spe- 
cial order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  ShaferJ  Is  recog- 
nized for  30  minutes. 


Mr.  8HAFER.    Ur.   Speaker.  It  has 

been  my  privilege  and  pleasure,  through 
committee  assignments,  to  participate  in 
the  formulation  of  all  rubber  legislation 
which  has  been  enacted  by  the  Congress 
since  the  end  of  World  War  U.  The 
studies  which  I  have  made  of  this  com- 
modity, which  Is  so  essential  in  the  daily 
life  of  every  American,  have  proven  most 
Interesting  and  Informative. 

On  August  9.  194S.  I  addressed  the 
Congress  on  the  subject  of  "Our  Rubber 
Problem."  At  that  time  the  Oovem- 
ment-owned  stockpile  of  natural  rubber 
totaled  approximately  STO.OOO  tons,  of 
which  amount  approximately  260.000 
tons  represented  rubber  which  had  been 
accumulated  by  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  during  Its  wartime  opera- 
tions. Our  stockpiling  activities  at  that 
time  can  best  be  described  as  a  continua- 
tion of  the  ill-fated  policy  of  "too  little, 
too  late."  Despite  the  fact  that  3  years 
had  elapsed  since  the  enactment  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock. 
piling  Act — Public  Law  520,  79th  Con- 
gress— very  little  progress  had  been  made 
in  accumulating  the  natural  rubber  re- 
quired for  national  defense.  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  situation, 
which  caused  me  grave  concern  and 
alarm,  and  urged  that  immediate  steps 
be  taken  to  acquire  the  natural  rubber 
needed  for  our  stockpile  as  rapidly  as  it 
became  available,  until  the  ultimate  ob- 
jective had  been  attained.  I  foresaw 
even  then  the  gradual  deterioratton  of 
world  conditions,  and  warned  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  clouds  of  communism 
already  gathering  on  the  horlson,  which 
were  later  to  erupt  in  Korea.  Little  at- 
tention was  paid  to  the  fears  which  I  ex- 
pressed, nor  the  recommendations  which 
I  made.  Although  I  do  not  profess  to 
the  attributes  of  a  crystal  gazer,  my  clos- 
ing words  some  3  "^  years  ago  "it  may  al- 
ready be  later  than  we  think"  proved 
prophetic. 

Due  to  our  stockpiling  failures,  the 
General  Services  Administration  in  De- 
cember 1950  assumed  complete  control 
of  the  purchase  and  imi>ort  of  natural 
rubber,  and  for  the  second  time  within 
slightly  more  than  a  decade  the  Ameri- 
can rubber  industry  again  became  sub- 
ject to  complete  Government  controls. 
This  condition  existed  for  a  period  of 
approximately  18  months,  during  which 
time  a  defliute  stockpiling  program  was 
inaugurated,  and  carried  to  a  successful 
corx;lusion.  Although  I  cannot  condone 
the  inexcusable  delays  which  occurred  in 
the  past.  In  all  fairness  I  wish  to  com- 
mend the  General  Services  Administra- 
tion for  the  efficient  manner  In  which 
the  stockpiling  program  was  conducted 
once  a  posiUve  administrative  procedure 
was  adopted. 

Not  later  than  March  1.  1953.  a  report 
will  be  made  to  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  development  of  a  disposal 
program  for  our  Government-owned  rub- 
ber-producing facilities.  And  prior  to 
April  15. 1953,  the  law  requires  the  Presi- 
dent, after  consultation  with  the  Nation- 
al Security  Resources  Board,  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Congress  legislation  with  re- 
spect to  the  disposal  of  these  facilities. 
The  Congress,  and  more  particularly 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
House,  has  been  vitally  interested  in  the 
synthetic  rubber  program  for  several 
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years.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think  It  is 
fair  to  say  that  oiur  rubber-producing 
program  has  been  one  of  our  oiost  im- 
portant subjects  since  1047. 

No  doubt  many  of  you  are  familiar 
with  the  synthetic  rubber  program.  It 
goes  way  back  to  1041  when  the  Oov- 
emment,  imder  the  urgent  necessity  of 
producing  a  substitute  for  natural  rub- 
ber, expended  over  $700  million  to  con- 
struct the  facilities  which  produced  the 
rubber  that  made  It  possible  for  us  to 
bring  World  War  n  to  a  successful  con- 
clusion. 

In  1948,  the  Congress  passed  the  Sjm- 
thetlc  Rubber  Act.  Under  that  law  the 
Government  was  granted  the  authority 
to  exercise  allocation,  specification,  and 
inventory  controls  over  natural  and  ssm- 
thetic  rubber,  and  specification  controls 
over  products  containing  natural  and 
synthetic  rubber.  We  also  provided  that 
there  would  be  maintained  at  all  times 
in  the  United  States,  rubber  producing 
faciUties  having  a  rated  production  ca- 
pacity of  not  less  than  600.000  long  t<ma 
per  annimi  of  general  purpose  sjmthetic 
rubber,  and  not  less  than  05.000  long  tons 
of  special  purpose  synthetic  rubber.  Of 
the  65,000  tons  rated  capacity  of  special 
purpose  rubber,  at  least  45,000  tons  had 
to  be  of  a  t}rpe  suitable  for  use  in  Izmer 
tubes.  In  addition,  the  law  required  the 
consumption  of  not  less  than  200.000  tons 
of  QRr-S  and  not  less  than  22,000  tons 
of  special  purpose  rubber. 

The  act  originally  was  scheduled  to 
expire  on  June  30,  1950,  but  was  ex- 
tended in  1950  to  June  30,  1952.  How- 
ever, world  conditions  did  not  justify  the 
disposal  of  these  facilities  at  that  time, 
so  we  extended  the  law  to  March  31. 
1954,  and  again  required  the  reports  on 
the  dates  I  have  previously  mentioned. 

The  whole  purpose  of  this  law  Is  to 
assure  the  Nation  of  em  adequate  supply 
of  rubber.  It  has  accomplished  its  pur- 
pose. And  between  now  and  the  next 
few  months,  the  Congress  will  have  to 
decide  whether  or  not  we  should  dispose 
of  these  faciUtles. 

This  is  not  a  mere  question  of  selling 
something  that  is  owned  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  Is  a  question  of  whether  a  tre- 
mendous business  shall  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  private  enterprise,  or  whether 
the  Government  will  continue  to  operate 
the  Industry. 

There  are  28  facilities  Involved  hi  this 
program,  including  13  copolymer  plants, 
2  butyl  plants.  10  butadiene  plants.  1 
styrene  plant.  1  chemical  plant,  and  1 
development  laboratory.  To  give  you 
an  idea  of  the  size  of  the  operation,  I 
might  tell  you  that  in  fiscal  1952  the 
Government  sold  746.551  long  tons  of 
synthetic  rubber  which  involved  gross 
sales  of  $416,500,000.  The  net  profit 
from  these  sales  amoimted  to  $16,100.- 
000.  I  say  this  to  indicate  that  we  are 
not  dealing  with  small  business.  We  are 
dealing  with  a  very  large-scale  opera- 
tion. I  might  further  say  that  while 
the  Government  has  the  authority  to  ex- 
ercise practically  complete  control  over 
the  entire  rubber  Industry,  nevertheless 
during  the  past  year  it  has  seen  fit  to 
relax  those  controls  to  such  an  extent 
that  today  It  can  be  sUted  that  for  all 
practical  purposes  the  rubber  industry 


from  the  Importer  to  the  manufacturer 
is  operating  free  of  Government  control, 
except  for  some  minor  restrictions  on 
the  use  of  pale  crepe  rubber.  I  can 
further  state  that  one  of  the  major  ob- 
jectives of  the  Synthetic  Rubber  Act  of 
1948  has  practically  been  achieved,  that 
Is.  the  establishment  in  this  Nation  of  a 
stockpile  of  natural  rubber  sufficient  to 
meet  the  heavy  demands  of  a  5-year  war. 
I  am  not  at  Uberty  to  pubUcly  state  what 
our  stockpile  of  natural  rubber  Is,  but 
I  can  assure  you  that  If  we  had  In  this 
Nation  the  same  amount  of  other  items 
needed  in  our  stockpile  as  we  have  of 
rubber,  we  would  have  no  concern  what- 
soever over  our  strategic  stockpile 
program. 

The  problem,  therefore.  Is  whether  or 
not  we  shoiild  dispose  of  these  facilities 
to  private  industry. 

In  that  connection.  I  wish  to  call  to 
your  attention  secticm  2  of  the  1943  Rub- 
ber Act  which  states  that  the  poUcy  of 
the  Congress  Is  that  the  security  Inter- 
est of  the  United  States  can  and  will  best 
be  served  by  the  development  within  the 
United  States  of  a  free,  competitive  syn- 
thetic rubber  Industry.  In  order  to 
strengthen  national  security  through  a 
sound  Industry  It  Is  essential  that  Gov- 
ernment ownership  of  production  facili- 
ties. Government  production  of  ssm- 
thetic  rubber,  regiilatlons  reqxiirlng  man- 
datory use  of  synthetic  rubber,  and  pat- 
ent pooling  be  ended  and  terminated 
whenever  consistent  with  national  se- 
curity. 

As  I  have  indicated,  the  mandatory 
Mac  of  synthetic  rubber  Is,  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes,  a  thing  of  the  past.  And 
In  addition,  patent  pooling  was  elimi- 
nated some  time  ago.  The  remaining 
question,  therefore.  Is  whether  our  na- 
tional security  would  be  strengthened 
by  disposing  of  these  f  acilllties  to  private 
Industry. 

The  conference  report,  filed  In  connec- 
tion with  the  law  which  extended  the 
termination  date  ot  the  Rubber  Act  from 
June  30,  1952  to  March  31,  1954,  stated 
that— 

Before  the  Oongrea*  •naets  legislation  au- 
thorizing tbe  disposal  of  these  faculties  the 
conferees  are  of  the  c^lnlon  that  the  Con- 
gress must  be  satisfied  that  there  Is  no 
longer  any  necessity  for  any  Oovemment 
controls  with  respect  to  tbe  production  and 
consumption  of  synthetic  rubber. 

The  conferees  further  stated  that — 

The  disposal  program  shoiild  envision  a 
clean-cut  separation  of  Govo-nment  from 
the  rubber  Industry.  Once  the  Oovernment 
Is  out  of  the  rubber  business  there  should 
no  longer  be  any, required  consun4>tlon  or 
guaranteed  market.  Favorable  action  on  the 
disposal  of  the  plants  must  depend  entirely 
upon  existing  world  conditions.  If  world 
conditions  and  our  national  security  indi- 
cate the  desirabiUty  and  advlsabiUty  of  seU- 
ing  the  present  Oorernment-owned  rubber 
faculties  to  private  industry,  then  the  Con- 
gress wUl  undoubtedly  look  with  favor  upon 
the  complete  disposal  by  sale  of  the  rubber- 
producing  faculties.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  world  conditions  indicate  the  necessity 
for  continuing  the  authority  to  require  the 
production  and  consumption  of  synthetic 
rubber,  then  undoubtedly  the  Congress  must 
act  with  these  considerations  uppermost  in 


The  Congress  must,  therefore,  deter- 
mine: 

(a)  Whether  private  industry  can  do 
a  better  job  In  developing  our  synthetic 
rubber  Industry  than  the  Government. 

(b)  Whether  controls  of  any  type  are 
necessary,  and 

(c)  Whether  world  conditions  with  re- 
spect to  oiu-  total  rubber  supply  justify 
the  sale  of  these  plants  to  private  Induus- 
try. 

The  first  question  Involves  our  con- 
fidence in  private  enterprise.  Obviously, 
anyone  who  has  faith  in  American  indus- 
try will  have  no  hesitation  In  agreeing 
that  private  Industry  will  promote  great- 
er progress  In  the  development  of  better 
sjmthetic  rubber.  I  am  satisfied  In  my 
own  mind  that  private  Industry  will  do 
a  better  job  than  Government  even 
though  I  would  be  the  first  to  claim  that 
the  Government  has  done  an  excellent 
Job. 

The  next  question  Is  whether  controls 
will  be  necessary.  In  that  connection. 
I  would  like  to  state  what  I  beUeve  to  be 
the  reasonable  estimates  of  what  the 
natural  rubber  production  of  the  world 
will  be  for  the  next  4  years,  and  what 
the  consumption  of  natural  rubber  will 
be  together  with  the  total  consumption 
of  rubber — ^natural  and  ssmthetio-' 
throughout  the  world. 

Last  year  the  United  States  consumed 
approximately  1,250,000  tons  of  rubber. 
Of  that  amount,  approximately  800,000 
tons  was  synthetic  rubber.  "Hie  remain- 
ing 450,000  tons  was  natural  rubber. 
Thus,  the  United  States  consvuned  ap- 
proximately 450,000  tons  of  natural  rub- 
ber out  of  a  total  world  production  of 
1.750.000  tons.  For  the  next  4  years  It 
Is  estimated  that  the  world  production 
of  natural  rubber  will  be  1.700,000  tons 
per  year,  but  the  United  States  con- 
sumption of  rubber,  synthetic  and  nat- 
ural, will  rise  from  1.318,000  tons  in  1953 
to  1,356.000  tons  in  1956.  It  would  ap- 
pear, therefore,  that  the  demand  for  syn- 
thetic rubber  will  not  only  remain  con- 
stant but  in  fact  will  Increase  for  the 
foreseeable  future.  I  am  satisfied  in  my 
own  mind  that  the  demand  for  synthetic 
rubber,  that  is.  the  actual  consiunption 
of  synthetic  rubber  will  be  more  than 
triple  the  consumption  now  required  by 
law.  And  I  am  more  than  satisfied  that 
our  capacity  to  produce  synthetic  rub- 
ber In  the  United  States  will  not  only 
be  maintained  by  private  industry  in 
excess  of  that  capacity  now  required  by 
law,  but  actually  will  far  exceed  It.  In 
other  words,  there  Is  today  no  need  for 
controls  requiring  the  use  of  synthetic 
rubber,  nor  will  there  be  for  the  foresee- 
able future.  Likewise,  the  natural  rub- 
ber supply  should  be  suificient  to  assure 
reasonable  distribution  among  all  con- 
sumers. 

The  remaining  question,  therefore,  is 
whether  world  conditions  justify  the  sale 
of  these  plants.  In  that  connection.  I 
will  say  that  If  we  are  to  wait  until 
there  is  peace  throughout  the  world,  then 
In  my  lifetime  and  perhaps  In  the  life- 
time of  all  those  present  today,  there 
could  be  no  disposal  of  our  rubber-pro- 
ducing facilities.  For  it  appears  certain 
to  me  that  unsettled  world  conditions, 
particularly  In  Malaya,  Thailand,  Cey- 
lon, Burma,  and  Indonesia  will  be  with 
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us  for  immy  years  to  oome.  In  fact,  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  iinsetttod 
conditions  in  these  natxural  rubl>er  pro- 
dueinc  countnes  of  tiie  world  are  one 
of  the  strangest  reaaosM  wtay  we  sbouki 
make  every  effort  to  dev^riop  a  privately 
owned,  successful  synthetic  rubber  pro- 
duclns  indtstry  in  this  country.  I  do 
not  think  our  natorml  robber  supply  will 
be  cut  off  this  year,  or  the  next.  But  I 
am  satisfied  that  with  our  stockpile  of 
natural  rubber  on  hand  and  in  ware- 
houses in  this  eovntry,  together  with  the 
ability  of  private  Industry  to  devetop 
even  better  synthietiie  robber  than  that 
which  is  beine  produced  today,  we  can 
more  than  meet  our  ruliber  require- 
ments should  a  third  world  war  be  our 
fate.  Perhaps  our  natural  rubber  sup- 
ply may  one  day  be  in  Jeopardy— but  it 
no  longer  gives  us  ccmcem— because  we 
have  the  stockpile  necessary  to  meet  the 
defense  requirements  of  the  Nation. 

Now.    while    I    (rtjviously    favor    the 
present  disposal  of  our  synthetic  rubber 
facilities  to  private  Industry,  neverthe- 
less I  want  to  make  it  abundantly  clear 
ttiat  I  do  not  favor  gtvlnK  away  ttiese 
facilities.    I    do    not    believe    in    the 
phlloeophy  of  getting  the  Government 
out  of  business  at  any  cost.    TYiese  facili- 
ties are  good  facilities.    All  38  of  them 
are  now  in  operation,  wholly  or  par- 
tially, and,  when  some  of  them  were  in 
standby  condition  ttiey  were  ^vell  main- 
tained.   They  have  a  present  vahie  and 
I  think  that  present  value  should  be 
based  upon  a  simple  formula  of  replace- 
ment cost,   less   technological  obsoles- 
cence  and   physical    deterioration.     As 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  reject  com- 
pletely  any    proposition    which    would 
seek  to  sell  th^e  plants  on  a  formula  of 
original  cost,  less  depreciation.    I  would 
like  to  see  these  plants  sold,  but  I  want 
to  see  the  Government  get  a  rate  com- 
mensurate with  their  present  value.    I 
see  no  reason  why  the  plants  cannot  be 
put  up  for  sale  on  a  bid  basis  with  the 
highest  bidder  earning  the  right  to  buy 
the  plant  if  the  bid  price  Is  reasonable 
and  the  award  to  the  bidder  would  en- 
courage competition  and  prevent  mo- 
nopoly.   I  think  that  every  effort  should 
be  made  to  Interest  as  many  persons  as 
possible  in  the  purchase  of  these  facili- 
ties.   In  other  words,  the  so-called  small 
manufacturer    by    combining    together 
with  other  small  manufacturers  should 
be  encouraged  to  go  into  the  synthetic 
rubber  business.    And  I  see  no  reason 
why  a  company,  large  or  small,  should 
be  prevented  from  manufacturing  the 
component  parts  of  synthetic  rubber  as 
well  as  copolymerizing  the  component 
parts  into  synthetic  rubber.    As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  the  controlling  formula 
for  the  sale  of  these  plants  must  be 
what  a  willing  buyer  will  pay  a  willing 
seller,   subject  always   to   a  reasonable 
nonconverslon  provision,  and  a  recap- 
ture clause  in  the  event  of  war. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  we  can  ex- 
pect to  receive  in  dollars  from  the  sale 
of  these  plants.  However,  it  should  be 
a  substantial  sum  of  money,  probably 
In  excess  of  $350  mHUon.  In  fairness 
to  those  who  purchase  the  plants.  I 
vpild  suggest  that  the  law  contain  a 
pnrritjqgi  which  would  place  in  stand- 
1^  HWfc  plants  not  sold  with  a  definite 


legal  restrlcticm  that  those  not  sold  may 
not  be  Gfierated  tor  or  on  account  of  the 
Government,  or  by  private  industry,  ex- 
cept in  time  of  war  or  national  emer- 
gency declared  by  the  Congress.  If  we 
enact  a  di^wsal  program,  some  of  the 
plants  may  not  be  sold.  I  am  thinking 
particularly  of  the  alcohol-butadiene 
plants,  and  perhaps  one  or  two  of  the 
less  e£Bcient  eo^oHyxnsx  plants.  But  they 
should  not  be  allowed  to  operate  in  com- 
petition with  private  industry. 

With  the  money  w?  receive  from  the 
plants  sold  we  can  maintain  the  imsold 
plants  in  excellent  standby  condition  at 
no  cost  to  the  Oovemment. 

If  it  is  the  will  of  the  Congress  that 
these  plants  be  retained  by  the  Govern- 
ment, then  I  think  in  all  fairness  to 
private  industry  we  must  decide  to  keep 
the  Government  in  business  from  here 
on  out. 

In  other  words,  I  think  the  time  has 
come  fur  the  Government  to  fish  oc  cut 
bait;  either  sell  these  plants  and  get  out 
of  the  business,  lock,  stock,  and  barrel, 
or  announce  to  the  world  that  we  are 
going  to  continue  in  the  synthetic  rubber 
bu&ine&s  until  the  plants  become  com- 
pletely obsolete.  If  we  do  not  do  this,  we 
^ill  stifle  private  initiative  in  such  a  way 
as  to  seriously  affect  our  national  secu- 
rity because  private  industry  will  not  in- 
vest their  own  capital  in  new  plants  if 
they  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Government  may  turn  around  and  sell 
competitive  plants  at  a  very  low  cost 
shortly  after  private  industry  has  ex- 
pended huge  sums  on  constructing  new 
facilities.  We  have  got  to  be  fair  with 
industry,  the  consumer,  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  natural  rubber  producer, 
and  in  order  to  accomplish  all  of  this. 
I  think  we  have  got  to  make  up  our 
minds  one  way  or  the  other  now  just 
what  we  are  going  to  do  with  these 
plants. 

I  do  not  know  what  disposal  program 
will  be  presented  by  the  Recon.struction 
Finance  Corporation  and  the  President, 
who  are  charged  with  formulating  the 
disposal  program,  but  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  program  they  suggest  will  be 
simple,  concise,  and  will  bring  the  great- 
est number  of  dollars  to  the  American 
people.  The  fact  that  we  have  attained 
security  in  rubber  in  this  Nation  through 
the  existence  of  these  plants  is  no  jus- 
tification for  selling  them  at  a  price 
which  does  not  represent  their  true 
value. 

In  a  recent  address  before  the  Con- 
gress, the  President  stated  in  part: 

Vfe  arp  concerned  with  the  encouragement 
of  competltiTc  enterprlae  and  Individual  ini- 
tiative because  we  know  them  to  be  our  Na- 
tion's ahMIng  sources  of  strength. 

I  completely  concur  in  the  principle 
enunciated  by  the  President,  which  con- 
forms with  the  statement  of  policy  con- 
tained in  the  Rubber  Act  of  1948 : 

The  security  IntcresU  of  the  United  SUtes 
can  and  will  best  be  served  by  the  develop, 
ment   within   the   United   States   of  a   free 
compeUtlve  synthetic-rubber  Industry.         ' 

I  hope  that  the  views  expressed  by  the 
President  are  indicative  of  the  position 
which  ^  ill  be  taken  by  the  administra- 
tion in  connecUon  with  the  disposal  of 
the  synthetic-rubber  industry  to  private 
enterprLje.  , 


However.  If  It  Is  the  decision  of  the 
Congress  that  the  Government  should 
continue  to  own  and  operate  the  syn- 
thetic-rubber Industry,  then  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  present  operational  pro- 
cedure followed  by  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  should  t>e  carefully 
examined.  In  this  connection,  the  re- 
port which  was  submitted  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  on  March  II, 
1952,  in  connection  with  the  extension 
of  the  Rubber  Act  of  1940.  contained  the 
following  statement: 

The  Government  now  enjoys  a  pracUeal 
monopoly  in  synthetic  rubber.  But.  In  wil- 
ing a  product  which  In  the  near  future  may 
well  become  a  major  manufacturing  field  for 
private  Industry,  there  would  appear  to  be 
no  reason  why  the  selling  price  determined 
by  the  Ooremment  should  not  reflect  more 
cloeely  the  aelUng  price  that  prtratc  moXmt- 
prlae  would  expect  U  prlrate  industry  were 
operating  tiie  planta.  Tbe  present  seUU^ 
price  at  synthetic  rubt>er  omita  oertAin  aal^ 
expenses  since  no  advertising  la  Involved  and 
no  sales  persons  are  Involved.  No  provi- 
sion is  made  for  Income  taxes.  And  the 
Government  in  determining  the  selling  price 
of  syntlieUc  rubber  had  IncKided  Interest 
on  Oovernment  funds  Invested  at  a  rate 
which  probably  la  lower  tkima  ttwt  which 
would  be  obUlned  by  private  borrowen 
from  private  tenders.  In  other  words,  the 
return  oii  the  Government  investment 
would  appear  to  the  committee  to  be  well 
below  that  which  private  industry  engaged 
In  a  relatively  new  tndiistry  would  demand. 
For  these  reasons,  it  would  appear  to  tli* 
committee  that  the  price  of  synthetic  rub- 
ber charged  by  the  GorernnMut  ahould  owre 
closely  colnckle  with  the  price  that  private 
industry  may  normally  be  expected  to  charge 
at  such  time  as  private  indxistry  acquires 
the  facilities. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  should  the 
Government  continue  to  own  and  oper- 
ate the  synthetic -rubber  industry,  the 
whole  program  must  be  reexamined,  and 
at  the  very  least,  a  new  pricing  policy 
should  be  established,  embracing  every 
element  of  cost  which  would  occur  under 
private  operation.  If  the  Goveriunent 
is  to  continue  in  the  rubber  business  as 
a  permanent  function,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  return  on  the  Government's  in- 
vestment should  not  be  comparable  with 
the  return  which  private  companies  ex- 
pect to  receive  for  the  benefit  of  their 
stockholders. 

I  have  taken  this  method  of  expressing 
my  views  on  this  very  important  subject 
because,  for  good  or  bad.  I  am  the  au- 
thor of  the  Synthetic  Rubber  Act  of  1948. 
I  wanted  to  explain,  particularly  to  the 
new  Members,  the  synthetic -rubber 
problem  and  at  the  same  time  state  pub- 
licly to  the  many  persons  who  have  asked 
my  opinion  what  I  think  should  be  done 
with  these  facilities. 

Mr.  Speaker,  based  upon  the  views  ex- 
pressed herein,  it  is  my  intention  to  in- 
troduce legislation  during  this  session  of 
the  Congress,  directing  the  disposal  of 
the  Govef-nment-owned  synthetic-rubber 
industry  to  private  enterprise. 
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A  BIPARTISAN  FORKiaN  POLICY 
The  SPEAKER.    Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 

IMr.  PRicil  is  recognired  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  PRICE.     Mr.  Speaker,  first  I  want 

to    compliment    the    gentleman    from 

South  Carolina  for  offering  a  resolution 

earlier  in  the  afternoon  urging  a  sincere 
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and  true  bipartisan  approach  to  our  for- 
eign problems.  From  the  response  re- 
ceived from  the  minority  members  of 
the  Committee  cm  Foreign  Affairs,  it  is 
a  sincere  desire  of  all  the  Democratic 
Members  of  the  House  to  Join  in  a  real 
bipartisan  approach  to  our  foreign  prob- 
lems and  to  uphold  and  make  strong  the 
hand  of  the  United  States  Oovemment 
in  dealing  with  international  affairs. 
I  firmly  subscrtbt;  to  a  real,  true  biparti- 
san policy.  I  believe  thfit  otur  interna- 
tional affairs  should  always  be  handled 
by  Members  of  VtiSa  Congress  In  a  united 
front.  I  have  been  greatly  concerned 
at  some  of  the  developments  in  recent 
weeks  on  account  of  the  many  irreqwn- 
sible  statements  that  have  been  made 
which  I  do  not  think  contribute  to  a  suc- 
cessful conclusion  of  such  a  program. 
For  that  reason.  I  am  taking  the  time 
today  to  encourage  the  new  administra- 
tion and  to  criticise  some  of  these  irre- 
sponsible statements,  also  to  suggest  to 
the  leaders  in  the  administration  that 
they  Join  In  seeking  a  imlted  front  In 
dealing  with  our  foreign  policies. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  voters  of  my  dis- 
trict are  at  all  representative  of  the 
American  public—and  I  know  they  are — 
one  of  the  most  Important,  if  not  the 
most  important  factor  In  the  election  of 
General  Elsenhower  was  his  Implied 
promise  that  if  elected  he  would  bring 
the  war  in  Korea  to  an  early  and  hon- 
orable end.  I  ff«l  sure  that  millions 
of  American  voters  consider  this  part  of 
General  Eisenhower's  contract  with 
them. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  shared  the 
hopes  of  these  millions  when  General 
Eisenhower  went  to  Korea  to  survey  the 
situation.  I  hoped  that  his  vast  military 
experience  and  his  fresh  perspective 
would  lead  to  new  solutions  to  our  prob- 
lems in  Korea.  My  hopes  were  en- 
hanced by  persist«»nt  reports  in  the  press 
that  President-el(K:t  Elsenhower  and  his 
Cabinet,  on  their  cruise  back  to  the 
United  States,  were  developing  a  "new 
plan  for  Korea." 

Therefore  I  looked  forward  to  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's  state  of  the  Union 
message  with  great  hope  and  anticipa- 
tion. I  fully  expected  that  at  least  the 
general  outlines  of  the  "new  plan  for 
Korea"  would  be  imfolded. 

Frankly,  Mr.  Si>eaker,  I  was  dismayed. 
One  entire  section  of  the  message  was 
devoted  to  Korea  That  section  can  be 
summed  up  in  one  word:  window  dress- 
ing. 

What  President  Eisenhower  had  to  say 
looked  good  and  sounded  good  at  first 
glance,  but  when  you  examine  the  mer- 
chandise closely,  its  we  have  all  had  time 
to  do  now,  you  find  it  Is  made  of  pietty 
flimsy  material. 

President  Eisenhower  made  only  two 
points  in  his  entire  section  on  the  Korean 
war.  First,  that  his  administration  is 
"giving  immediate  increased  attention  to 
the  development  of  additional  Republic 
of  Korea  forces."  and.  second,  "that  the 
Seventh  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to 
shield  Communist  China"  from  the  Na- 
tionalist forces. 

Mr.  Speaker,  President  Eisenhower  has 
had  access  since  litst  August  to  all  of  the 
secret  reports  of  our  Central  Intelligenca 
Agency.  He  knows — or  should  know — 
exactly  what  has  been  going  cm  In  Kraea 


in  recent  months.  Furthermore,  he  has 
a  lifetime  of  military  experience  and  is  a 
great  general.  He  knows— or  should 
know — that  both  of  his  proposals  regard- 
ing Korea  are  in  fact  no  departure  from 
past  proposals  and  offer  no  real  added 
hope  for  speeding  the  end  of  the  Korean 
war. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  might  have  expected 
proposals  such  as  this  to  be  contained 
In  a  campaign  speech  but  I  had  hoped, 
now  that  he  has  acqtiired  the  mantle  of 
responsibility,  that  President  Eisoihower 
would  no  longer  play  what  s<Hne  people 
consider  politics  with  the  Korean  war — 
for  this  is  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

First,  as  to  the  training  of  South 
Korean  troops.  President  Elsenhower 
knows — or  at  least  he  should  have 
learned  it  on  his  trip  to  Korea — that  we 
have  been  embarked  for  well  over  2  years 
now  on  an  intensive  program  of  training 
these  troops.  He  knows  that  the  results 
of  this  training  are  now  bearing  fruit 
and  that  Korean  soldiers  are  acquitting 
themselves  with  skill  and  heroism  along- 
side oiu*  own  troops.  As  a  military  man, 
he  should  realize  more  clearly  than  any- 
one else  the  fact  that  manpower  alone, 
without  effective  leadership,  is  little  more 
than  cannon  fodder.  He  knows — or  he 
should  have  learned  on  his  trip  to 
Korea — that  the  limiting  factor  In  train- 
ing South  Korean  soldiers  has  been  the 
time  required  to  train  effective  Korean 
officers.  His  long  Army  experience 
should  tell  him  that  you  cannot  make  a 
skilled  leader  in  modem  warfare,  with  all 
its  intricacies,  in  a  month  or  two.  We 
have  been  training  South  Korean  forces 
and  putting  them  into  the  lines  Just  as 
fast  as  we  could  train  officers  to  lead 
them.  Even  before  this  became  a  cam- 
paign issue  last  fall,  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment had  approved  a  rectrnmiendation 
of  General  Clark  to  Intensify  and  in- 
crease the  training  of  South  Korean  divi- 
sions and  regiments.  I  might  add  that 
this  was  made  clear  during  the  course  of 
the  campaign  and  President-elect  Elsen- 
hower must  have  learned  about  it  In 
great  detail  during  his  visit  to  Korea. 

All  of  us  hope  that  South  Korean 
forces  can  be  trained  to  assume  an  in- 
creased share  of  the  load  in  Korea,  but  to 
imply  in  a  document  of  State,  such  as  the 
state  of  the  Union  message,  that  the 
training  of  Korean  forces  can  be  greatly 
intensified  and  can  have  a  significant 
effect  on  the  conduct  of  the  war  in  Korea, 
is  in  my  opinion  little  more  than  cam- 
paign politics. 

As  to  the  second  part  of  President 
Eisenhower's  remarks  on  Korea,  I  con- 
tend that  to  say  that  the  Seventh  Fleet 
will  no  longer  be  «nployed  to  shield 
Communist  China  runs  contrary  to  facts 
which  President  Eisenhower  knows  to  be 
true  and  amounts  to  a  political  state- 
ment designed  to  reflect  upon  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  previous  administration. 

President  Eisenhower  knew,  or  should 
have  known,  what  has  been  since  re- 
vealed in  newspaper  accotmts.  namely, 
that  President  Truman's  order  neutral- 
izing the  forces  on  Formosa  itself  did  not 
apply  to  the  Island  of  Quemoy  or  to  the 
Pescadores  Islands.  He  knew  that  the 
Chinese  Nationalists  have  for  some 
months  been  conducting  pinprick  raids 
on  the  Chinese  mainland  from  these  is- 


lands, which  are  far  closer  to  the  main- 
land than  Formosa.  Since  the  delivery 
of  his  state  of  the  Union  message,  it  has 
been  made  clear  by  representatives  of  the 
Chinese  Nationalists  themselves,  as  well 
as  others,  that  Chiang's  forces  will  not 
be  able  to  conduct  raids  larger  than  tbe 
pinprick  raids  for  at  least  a  year  or  two. 
There  Is  considerable  doubt  as  to  wheth- 
er, even  then,  such  attacks  across  90 
miles  of  open  water  can  be  made  with- 
out at  least  substantial  material  aid  from 
America  and  possibly  the  active  aid  of 
our  naval  and  air  forces.  Chiang  Kai- 
shek  himself  has  said  that  he  will  not 
need  the  aid  of  American  ground 
forces — Cleaving  the  clear  Implication 
that  he  will  need  American  naval  «tn<| 
air  forces.  Every  fairmlnded  person 
knows  toe  7th  Fleet  was  placed  for  the 
protection  of  Formosa,  whlc^  is  so  im- 
portant in  our  global  defense  plans. 

It  is.  therefore,  a  sham  to  state  that 
we  will  no  longer  shield  Red  China.  Be- 
cause the  President's  statement  gave  rise 
to  bold  headlines  about  unleashing 
Chiang's  forces,  the  message  lighted 
false  hopes  in  the  hearts  of  millions  of 
Americans,  hopes  which  have  already 
been  dampened  as  the  facts  unfolded. 

The  message  had  even  more  danger- 
ous consequences.  It  set  off  a  chain  re- 
action of  irresponsible  proposals  from 
prominent  Republicans  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  himself  has  had  to  re- 
pudiate. The  President's  message  was 
delivered  on  Monday.  On  Wednesday 
the  most  prominent  Republican  foreign 
policy  spokesman  in  Congress  said  that 
the  new  policy  Involved  Nationalist 
bombing  of  the  Manchurian  railway. 
On  Thursday  General  Wedemeyer  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  this  new  policy 
would  lead,  among  other  things,  to  an 
eventual  invasion  of  the  mainland — ^by 
the  United  States  alone  if  the  United 
Nations  failed  to  approve  the  poUcy. 
On  Sattirday  a  Republican  policy  spokes- 
man in  Congress  tu-ged  the  United 
States,  alone  if  necessary,  to  impose  a 
blockade  on  Communist  China. 

On  Sunday  Mr.  Republican  himself 
contemplated  using  United  States  troops 
on  the  mainland  of  China. 

And  on  Monday,  the  senior  Republican 
in  the  other  body  prop(»ed  atomic  bomb- 
ing in  Korea. 

Fortunately  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
repudiated  these  irresponsible  sugges- 
tions and  in  doing  so  performed  a  service 
for  his  country. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course  it  was 
important  to  isolate  the  Korean  conflict 
and  to  protect  our  flank. 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  right.  It  was 
important  also  because  It  took  away 
from  the  Chinese  Reds  an  excuse  to  go 
into  Korea. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  raids  have  been  going  on  for  a 
long,  long  while. 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  right.  The  rec- 
ord shows  they  have  been  going  on  over 
a  year,  so  that  the  fleet  did  not  prevent 
Chiang  from  making  raids  on  the  main- 
land and  it  did  not  protect  the  Chinese 
Reds  from  Chiang's  forces. 
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Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  the  statement 
had  been  made  that  the  conditions  have 
changed  between  1950  and  the  present 
time,  that  would  have  been  different. 
Mr.  PRICE.  Certainly. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  Those  of  us  who 
might  not  agree  have  to  back  up  a  policy 
once  it  is  made — ^I  do,  whether  I  agree 
with  it  or  not — ^because  our  country  is 
involved.  But  if  a  simple  statement 
had  been  made  that  the  conditions  have 
changed  so  that  this  policy  can  be  put 
into  operation,  that  would  have  met  the 
whole  situation. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Certainly  the  conditions 
have  changed,  and  they  have  changed 
for  the  better  as  far  as  the  Chinese  Na- 
tionalists are  concerned.  They  have 
been  protected  by  the  7th  Fleet.  As 
the  result  of  that  protection  provided 
by  our  7th  Fleet,  they  have  been  able  to 
build  a  formidable  force  on  Formosa 
which  may  in  the  near  future  be  of  great 
assistance  to  the  free  world  in  fighting 
back  against  communism. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  think  the  record 
should  also  show  that  President  Eisen- 
hower in  his  press  conference  yesterday 
did  the  same  thing.  What  he  said  was 
to  the  effect  that  the  matter  has  been 
discussed  by  others  but  never  brought  up 
to  him. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Yes;  and  I  think  the 
more  they  think  of  the  things  that  have 
been  going  on,  the  more  they  will  repu- 
diate these  irresponsible  statements. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  Democrats  wish  to 
assist  the  administration  in  every  way 
in  the  development  of  our  world  policies. 
Had  we  known  in  advance  what  the  new 
Formosan  policy  would  and  would  not 
involve,  we  would  have  raised  no  ques- 
tions about  its  implications.  At  it  was, 
however,  we  were  merely  told  about  an 
accomplished  policy  just  before  it  was 
made  public. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Republicans  have  no  need  to  play 
politics  with  the  Korean  war.  I  for 
one — and  I  believe  I  speak  for  my  col- 
leagues— do  not  intend  to  carp  at  the 
administration  because  they  do  not  bring 
about  immediate  and  spectacular  re- 
sults— especially  if  hopes  of  such  suc- 
cess are  not  dangled  before  the  American 
public.  Years  in  the  majority  have 
taught  us  Democrats  that  these  are  not 
times  of  quick  results.  They  are  times 
for  patience. 

We  wish  to  offer  President  Eisenhower 
every  assistance  in  calming  the  irrespon- 
sible members  of  his  own  party.  We 
wish  to  assist  him  in  developing  a  policy 
which  in  the  long  run  will  bear  real  f  riiit. 
We  wish  to  help  him  bring  the  facts 
before  the  American  people — unpleasant 
as  they  may  be  at  times. 

I  think  it  Is  reasonable  to  expect  that 
the  President  on  his  part  will  begin  to 
speak  frankly  with  the  American  people 
and  to  present  them  with  facts  and  not 
statements  that  many  feel  have  a  politi- 
cal tinge.  I  think  we  should  also  expect 
that  our  Democratic  leaders  will  be  con- 
sulted as  new  policies  are  proposed, 
modified  and  hammered  out,  and  their 
advice  sought  before  decisions  are  made. 
I  would  suggest  that  the  President  fol- 
low the  example  set  by  President  Roose- 


velt and  President  Trimian  and  bring 
leaders  of  both  parties  into  active  co- 
operation in  developing  a  bipartisan  ap- 
proach to  our  foreign  policy  and  in  meet- 
ing security  problems.  In  seeking  to  en- 
courage bipartisanship  in  these  fields 
Roosevelt  and  Truman  asked  many  out- 
standing Republicans  to  serve  in  high 
positions.  At  least  half  of  the  Secre- 
taries. Under  Secretaries,  and  Assistant 
Secretaries  in  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment and  State  Department  were  Re- 
publicans. 

In  such  a  spirit  of  true  bipartisanship 
for  which  the  President  so  rightly  ap- 
pealed in  his  state  of  the  Union  mes- 
sage, I  feel  sure  that  we  can  work  out 
America's  problems. 

I  think  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that 
the  President  will  begin  to  speak  frankly 
with  the  American  people  and  to  pre- 
sent them  with  the  facts,  and  not  make 
statements  that  many  people  feel  may 
have  a  political  tinge.  I  think  we  should 
also  expect  that  our  Democratic  leaders 
would  be  consulted  as  new  policies  are 
proposed,  and  modified  and  hammered 
out,  and  their  advice  should  be  sought 
before  decisions  are  made. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PRICE.     I  yield. 
Mr.    McCORMACK.    The   gerftleman 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  RayburnI  has  stated 
the  constructive  purposes  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  and  so  have  I  and  so  have 
other    Members.     Governor    Stevenson 
stated  that  the  other  night  in  New  Yorl". 
There  were  many  editorials  all  over  the 
country  praising  him  for  the  position 
he  took.    The  resolution  introduced  to- 
day in  relation  to  the  bipartisan  support 
of  President  Eisenhower  and  Secretary 
Dulles  and  the  military  and  economic 
unification  of  Europe  already  is  compe- 
tent and  unmistakable  evidence  of  the 
desire  for  bipartisanship.    It  should  not 
be  marred  by  intemperate  statements. 
It  should  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
majority  to  do  the  right  thing,  not  only 
by  refraining  from  unnecessary  state- 
ments, from  distortion  of  the  truth,  dis- 
coloration of  the  facts,  but  also  by  true 
bipartisan    relationships,    by    selecting 
competent  men  who  are  Democrats  in 
the  State  Department  and  in  the  De- 
fense Department  and  the  Mutual  As- 
sistance Department.    That  is  all  evi- 
dence.    I    am    talking    simply    as    an 
American  and  as  a  Democrat,  as  to  what 
evidence  we  have  already  shown  on  the 
Democratic  side.     But  the  main  respon- 
sibility rests  on   the  other  side. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  just  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  we  on  our  side  of  the 
aisle  are  sincere  in  offering  our  assist- 
ance to  the  President  in  forming  a  bi- 
partisan program  that  will  help  solve 
the  serious  problems  in  international  af- 
fairs and  in  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words 
we  are  giving  the  leadership.  They  can 
cooperate  with  us  or  they  can  foUow,  but 
certainly  we  are  showing  the  way.  and 
we  are  doing  it  because  over  and  above 
the  Democratic  Party  and  the  Republi- 
can Party  is  this  country  of  ours 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  took  the  floor  this 
afternoon  because  I  am  sincerely 
alarmed  about  some  of  the  statements 
that  were  made  publicly  by  responsible 
officials  of  the  Government.    I  do  not 


think  they  are  honest  statements.  I 
know,  because  of  my  own  knowledge  of 
the  situation,  that  many  of  them  have 
been  erroneous  statements  and  false 
statements,  and  the  people  should  know 
they  are  false  statements. 

Mr.    McCORMACK.     Not   only   that, 
but  other  countries  too.     Particularly  a 
man  who  is  chairman  of  a  prominent 
committee.     Those  people  assume  state- 
ments made  by  such  a  man  are  made 
only  after  conferring  with  higher  au- 
thorities.    We  how  know  they  are  in- 
correct.    They  are  warlike  statements. 
They  are  provocative.     It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  whether  you  are  a  Democrat  or 
a  Republican,  but  we  do  not  want  to 
make  any  provocative  statements  that 
may  be  inconsistent  with  the  best  inter- 
ests of  our  country.     The  provocative- 
ness  comes  from   those  in  responsible 
positions.     This  is  not  said  in  any  spirit 
of  unkindness.  but  we  must  have  pa- 
tience and  tolerance,  and  we  must  have 
silence.    The    unspoken    word    requires 
courage.    We    must    have    that    from 
chairmen   of   committees,    because   not 
only  our  people  but  the  people  of  other 
countries,  representatives  of  those  coun- 
tries, infer  that  when  a  chairman  of  a 
prominent  committee  speaks,   particu- 
larly one  concerned  with  national  de- 
fense, he  is  speaking  after  consultation 
with  the  President  or  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man. I  want  to  compliment  him  and 
refer  to  a  statement  he  made  a  moment 
ago  about  putting  into  practical  form 
this  matter  of  bipartisanship,  when  he 
referred  to  both  parties.  I  had  incor- 
porated a  statement  to  that  effect  in 
my  remarks  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker. 
may  I  ask  if  there  are  further  special 
orders? 

The  SPEAKER.     No. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  [Mr.  Oakmatz]  may 
address  the  House  for  15  minutes  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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ANNI\'ERSARY     OP     POUNDING     OP 
LITHUANIAN  REPUBUC 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  GARMATZ.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
February  16.  Lithuanians  everywhere 
commemorated  the  35th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  Lithuanian  Republic, 
There  was  little  cause  for  rejoicing,  in 
view  of  the  present  fate  of  that  nation, 
one  of  the  first  to  be  enslaved  by  the 
Russians. 

However,  the  anniversary  observance 
can  serve  to  remind  us  that  liberty  can 
at  no  time  be  taken  for  granted,  but 
truly  requries  constant  vigilance,  alert- 
ness for  enemies  from  within  and  from 
without,  and  sacrifices,  when  necessary. 

The  anniversary  also  gives  us  an  op- 
portunity to  encourage  the  people  of 
Lithuania  and  the  other  enslaved  na- 
tions, in  their  hope  for  freedom  and  the 
restoration  of  governments  of  their  own 
choosing,  and  to  pledge  anew  our  con- 
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tinued  efforts,  with  other  democratic 
goverimients.  to  explore  every  possible 
channel  for  theii-  early  liberation. 

The  Governor  of  Maryland  and  the 
mayor  of  Baltimore  proclaimed  Febru- 
ary 16  as  Republic  of  Lithuania  Day. 
and  the  Council  of  Lithuanian  Societies 
of  Baltimore  commemorated  the  anni- 
versary with  a  banquet,  at  which  time 
the  following  resolution  was  adopted: 

We,  cltlxenB  of  Ute  United  States  of  Lithu- 
anian descent  of  ttie  city  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
In  commemoration  at  the  88th  annlveraary 
of  the  declaration  of  Independence  of  the 
people  of  Lithuania,  held  on  the  16th  day 
of  February  196S,  at  the  Lithuanian  Audi- 
torium. 861  HoUlni  Street,  aponaored  by  the 
CouncU  of  Lithuanian  Bocletlea,  unani- 
mously adopt  the  following  reeolutlon: 

Whereaa  In  the  ryee  of  people  around  the 
vorld.  the  United  State*  has  been  the  strong- 
est  champion  of   the   oppressed;    and 

Whereas  the  traditional  American  leader- 
ship In  principles  of  jiutloe,  morality,  and 
equal  rights  to  all  human  beings  on  the 
earth  paved  the  way  for  the  American 
supremacy  m  the  poUtlcal,  mUltary.  and 
economic  world  afTalrs  which  this  country 
Is  today  providing  for  the  benefit  of  the 
mankind:  and 

Whereas  Intoleralile  conditions  which  now 
prevaU  In  Kastem  and  Central  Europe,  in- 
cluding Lithuania  and  other  Baltic  States, 
should  be  of  greatest  concern  to  the  United 
States  as  no  peace  and  stabmty  In  the  world 
Is  possible  without  participation  at  that 
part  of  Europe  which  compciaea  a  force  of 
over  100  mlUlon  people  separated  from  the 
rest  of  the  world  by  the  Iron  Curtain;  and 

Whereas  the  meru  denial  to  reco^mzB  the 
Soviet  claims  of  ths".  %nm.  when  not  accom- 
panied by  any  positive  action  on  the  part 
of  the  United  StaUs  to  back  Its  stand,  do 
not  and  will  not  bear  the  sUghtest  effect  on 
the  Kremlin  masters:    Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  we,  patriotic  American  citi- 
zens of  Lithuanian  descent,  concerned  about 
security  and  pro^Milty  of  thU  great  country 
and  over  the  fate  of  our  native  land.  Lith- 
uania, now  under  brutal  Soviet  yoke,  appeal 
to  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States — 

1.  To  adopt  a  clear  and  firm  foreign  policy 
such  as  America's  u,mtMng  role  In  the  world 
affairs  necessitates; 

a.  To  Incorporate  the  liberation  of  Lith- 
uania and  other  Soviet-enslaved  countries 
as  an  Integral  and  Inseparable  part  in  the 
program  of  the  United  SUtes  foreign  policy; 

3.  To  Inaugurate  aU  suitable  means  to  aid 
liberation  movements  In  the  Sovlet-enalaved 
countries  and  to  eiJlst  their  cooperation  in 
the  global  efforts  to  light  international  com- 
munism: 

4.  To  speed  ratlilcatlon  of  the  genocide 
convention  and  to  Implement  the  ratifica- 
tion by  a  declslvs  action  within  the  United 
Nations  to  make  Soviet  Russia  responsible 
for  the  crimes  committed  In  the  Baltic  States 
and  other  countries  behind  the  Iron  Curtain; 
be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  this  meeting  pledge  all  pos- 
sible support  of  the  Lithuanian  Americana 
to  the  Federal  QoTemment  In  Its  efforts  to 
resist  the  evU  Connmunlst  forces  of  aggres- 
sion, and  to  sustain  peace  and  freedom  every- 
where; and  be  It  fliuUly 

Resolved,  That  a>ple8  of  this  reeolutlon  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  ths  Secretary  of  State,  members  of 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Coounlttee. 
Maryland  Memben  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  United  States  representatives  In 
the  United  Nations,  the  Oovemor  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  the  mayor  of  BcUtUnore 
City,  the  diplomatic  and  consular  repre- 
sentatives of  Lithuania.  Latvia,  and  Estonia 
in  the  United  Statea.  and  the  press. 
AMTBoirr  J.  UaoBKA, 

Preaident. 
Matss  BaazsvoKas. 

Becretarf, 


The  gathering  was  privfleged  to  have 
as  one  of  Ita  speakers,  the  Honorable  J. 
Kajeckas,  counselor  of  the  Lithuanian 
Legation  in  Washington,  and  I  would 
like  to  insert  his  address  In  the  Record 
at  this  point: 

Today  we  are  celebrating  the  S5th  anni- 
versary of  Lithuania's  Independence.  It  Is 
also  the  700th  year  since  the  coronation  of 
Lithuania's  King  ICLndaugas.  But  it  Is  not 
a  Joyful  commemoration.  How  can  we  re- 
joice when  the  Lithuanian  nation  Is  in 
chains;  when  slavery  such  as  never  before 
witnessed  In  the  world  Is  Imposed  upon  her; 
when  she  Is  being  mercilessly  annihilated; 
when  she  has  been  pltmged  Into  blood,  tears, 
and  anxiety,  and  her  children  scattered  to 
the  four  winds? 

The  culprit  of  this  state  of  affairs  is  Rus- 
sia's communistic  imperialism  and  Its  para- 
sitic regime  which  lives  not  only  on  her  own 
people's  lives,  hardships,  and  wealth,  but 
also  on  that  of  other  nations. 

This  predacious  neighbor  violated  numer- 
ous solemn  pledges  expressed  in  interna- 
tional agreemenu  with  Lithuania.  I  will  not 
treat  of  them  on  this  occasiotx;  I  only  wish 
to  stress  that  Soviet  attempts  to  enslave 
Lithuania  and  the  Baltic  states  In  general 
are  of  older  date  than  the  act  of  aggression 
of  1940  Itself.  Let  us  brlefiy,  in  the  light  of 
facts,  acquaint  ourselves  with  this  enemy. 

1.  The  Soviets  grasped  upon  President 
Wilson's  slogan  of  self-determination  of  na- 
tions, not  out  of  love,  but  to  prevent  the 
breaking  up  of  Russia,  that  prison  of  nations 
herself.  Russia  began  to  show  Interest  In 
that  principle,  but  already  as  early  as  Janu- 
ary 1918,  Stalin  had  a  resolution  adopted  to 
the  effect  that  only  "the  toUlng  peoples,  not 
the  bourgeois. "  are  to  be  entitled  to  inde- 
pendence. In  the  8r>viet  mentality,  the  hard- 
working Lithuanians  were  considered  un- 
worthy of  the  blessings  of  real  independence. 
Red  army  gangs  were  dispatched  to  choke 
that  thirst  of  the  Lithuanian  nation  for 
freedom  In  its  conception.  Moscow  staged 
the  puppet  Kapeukas  government  for  Lithu- 
ania as  she  later  did  a  similar  Paleckis  gov- 
ernment. 

2.  Col.  Joseph  Beck,  former  Polish  Min- 
ister of  Foreign  Affairs,  in  a  recent  publica- 
tion mentions  the  Soviet  emissary  Radeck 
as  having  suggested  already  In  the  summer 
of  1933  In  Warsaw  a  common  Soviet-Polish 
protection  of  the  Baltic  States.  Within  a  few 
months  they  also  handed  to  the  Poles  a  draft 
treaty  to  that  effect.  (Dernier  rapport,  pp. 
36-36.) 

5.  In  that  same  publication  we  note  that 
In  the  beginning  of  1938.  Lltvlnov  stated  to 
the  Polish  Ambassador  In  Moscow,  Orzybow- 
skl:  "The  Baltic  States  are  not  real  states. 
It  always  seemed  to  me  that  Dauguva  could 
be  a  natural  boundary  of  spheres  of  interest" 
(id.,  p.  167). 

4.  In  the  summer  of  1939,  during  the  Sov- 
iet and  Anglo-French  negotiations,  the 
Soviets  again  sought  permission  to  protect 
the  Baltic  States,  which  permission  they  re- 
ceived only  from  their  collaborator  at  the 
time.  Hitler. 

6.  In  the  same  jrear,  the  Soviet  general 
staff  published  a  map  in  which  the  Baltic 
States  were  presented  as  Soviet  RepubUcs. 

6.  A  former  Soviet  diplomat,  Bogollepov, 
only  about  3  months  ago  stated: 

"In  1940  I  was  sent  to  the  Baltic  Stotes 
to  assist  Vlahinaky.  Zhdanoff,  and  others  in 
preparing  these  states  for  axuiexation.  I  may 
assert  from  personal  knowledge  that  the 
Soviet  Oovernment,  previous  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  mutual  assistance  pacts,  in  the 
f aU  of  1939  had  already  definitely  decided  to 
occupy  and  sovietias  the  Baltic  Statea." 
(Latvian  Xnformatloa  Bulletin.  January 
1968.) 

Thus  the  alleged  friendship  of  the  Soviets 
in  regard  to  Lithuania  has  always  been 
clearly  hypoerttical. 

The  nonreoognltlon  of  the  Soviet  occupa- 
tion of  Lithuania.  especlaUy  by  the  United 


States,  Is  •  great  consolation  to  Uthuanlana 
everywhere  today.  And  what  nonrecogni- 
tlon.  It  has  lasted  for  nearly  is  years.  It 
Is  also  being  voiced  more  forcibly  and  more 
often  at  present  than  ever  before.  It  Is  being 
based  on  principles  of  deep  and  old  roots. 
Secretary  of  State  Dtilles  recently  stated  pub- 
licly that  "AU  those  suffering  under  Com- 
munist slavery  •  •  •  can  count  upon  us." 
(New  York  Times.  January  38, 1068. )  Where- 
as President  Elsenhower  stressed  "We  shall 
never  try  to  placate  an  aggressor."  (New 
York  Times,  January  21,  1953.)  "We  shall 
never  acquiesce  in  the  enslavement  of  any 
people."  (New  Twk  Times,  February  8. 
1953.) 

A  great  consolation  also  is  the  hard  his- 
torical fact  that  tyrants  are  not  etonal  and 
that  Lithuanians  are  wholeheartedly  on  the 
side  of  the  great  coalition  of  freedom-loving 
nations.  What  Is  still  more  important,  the 
Lithuanians  have  proved  their  will  to  be  free 
and  continue  to  jjrove  it. 

As  long  as  the  Lithuanians  wlU  remain 
free  in  q>lrit,  as  long  as  they  win  be  united 
as  they  are  on  this  anniversary,  we  can  be 
sure  that  God  wUl  bless  the  efforts  of  the 
Lithuanian  pec^le  and  that  l<tthuanla  will 
again  be  free. 


THE    RESIDENT'S   POLICY:    MORE 
ACTION,  FEWER  WORDS 

Mr.  CANFiKLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  Amer- 
leans  and  liberty-loving  people  every- 
where know  today  that  President  Eisen- 
hower is  moving  forward  in  the  Korean 
situation;  so  do  the  enemy  whose  lead- 
ers are  stunned. 

The  President  is  zxit  obsessed  by  any 
fixation  that  we  have  to  stand  by  the 
status  quo.  that  we  have  to  live  with 
a  stalemate.  He  is  opposed  to  any  "Let 
the  dust  settle"  policy. 

I  still  hear  ringing  in  my  ears  the 
applause  of  Senate  and  House  Members 
that  here  in  this  Chamber  greeted  the 
President's  announcement  in  his  state 
of  the  Union  speech  regarding  the  action 
pertaining  to  the  7th  Fleet. 

The  President  has  bc«n  in  office  less 
than  1  month  and  he  has  demonstrated 
to  all  that  his  program  will  be  geared 
more  to  action  than  words.  Every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  knows  there  is  more 
action  to  come,  and  no  one  wants  the 
President  or  anybody  else  to  give  the 
enemy  a  bill  of  particulars. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  imanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Recobd,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remaiiaBk 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  and  further 
to  extend  his  remarks  and  include  ex- 
traneous matter.  notwithstaiKling  the 
fact  that  it  exceeds  two  pages  of  the 
RioosD  and  is  estimated  by  the  Public 
Printer  to  cost  $231. 

Mr.  Aberhktht  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  PowKLL  and  to  include  the  remarks 
of  George  Westerman.  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  Public  Printer  estimates 
the  additional  cost  will  be  $196.20. 
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Mr.  BoGGS'  and  to  Include  an  article 
from  the  Reader's  Digest. 

Mr.  RoosKviLT  in  two  separate  In- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Baktlett  in  two  instances,  in  one 
to  include  an  article  and  in  the  other 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  HoLTZMAN  and  include  a  statement 
and  comment  by  the  President's  Air- 
port Commission. 

Mr.  Kaastzn  of  Missouri  and  include 
a  recent  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis 
Post-Dispatch. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  Condon  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  KxLLKY  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
Post. 

Mr.  DoLLiNGER  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Texas  and  to  include 
portions  of  two  editorials. 

Mr.  Machrowicz. 

Mr.  BoLANo  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  CoiTDEHT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Halleck)  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  BinuiicK  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Javits  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Neal  and  to  include  an  address, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  exceeds 
two  pages  of  the  Record  and  is  estimated 
by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $189. 

Mr.  Keating  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Hyde. 

Mr.  MuLTEH  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  OAKlI^N  in  two  instances  and  in 
one  to  include  two  newspaper  articles. 

Mr.  Seely-Brown  and  Mr.  Busbey  to 
Include  extraneous  matter  in  their  re- 
marks made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  Taber  to  include  certain  tables  in 
his  remarks  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  ScuDDER  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  editorials. 

Mr.  Beaxer  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Sheehak. 

Mr.  Graham  and  to  Include  a  short 
article. 

Mr.  Jenkins  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Clevenger  )  in  three  Instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  YoRTY  In  seven  Instances,  in  each 
to  Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Lane  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Celler  in  three  Instances,  In  one 
to  include  some  remarks  of  former  At- 
torney General  McGrenery  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  it  exceeds  two 
pages  of  the  Record  and  is  estimated  by 
the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $196. 

Mr.  Pine  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  CHara  of  Minnesota  and  to  In- 
clude a  statement  on  Brotherhood  Week. 


Mr.  Hans  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Cantield  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Patterson  Morning  Call. 

Mr.  Klein  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Green)  in  three  instances  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Eluott  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Howell  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Elliott)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  SlEMINSKI. 

Mr.  Wdchel  in  three  Instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter  . 

Mr.  Betts  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Vorys) 
and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  SlEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unaninoiis  consent  that  the  remarks  I 
made  be  stricken  and  that  I  may  include 
them  in  a  separate  statement  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  some  future  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Vursell  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Arends),  for  1  week,  on 
account  of  illness. 


BILLS  PRESENTED   TO   THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  February  13. 1953. 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  approval, 
a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title :' 

H.  R.  568.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  suspension  of  cer- 
tain Import  taxes  on  copper. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  5  o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.). 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  tomorrow,  Thursday,  Feb- 
ruary 19,  1953.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 


471.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Colum- 
bia, transmitting  a  report  of  the  operatlona 
of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30 
1952.  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  act  ap- 
proved June  11.  1878  (20  Stat.  108);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

472.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commissioners.  District  of  Columbia  trans- 
mitting a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  appoint  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Department  or  a  member  of  the  Fire 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as 
Director  of  the  District  Office  of  Civil  De- 
^n^^k^J"^  '°'"  °^^^  purposes.-  approved  May 

.'  i  °     •  *°  '^*  Committee  on  the  Dlatrlct 
of  Columbia. 

i^.Hlra,V^!,^*^^'"°'"  ^^"^  ^^**"«  Chairman, 
r^deral  Trade  Commission,  transmitting  the 
38th  Annual  Report  of  the  Federal  Trade 


Commission  for  the  flacal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and   Foreign   Commerce. 

474.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  report  on  rec- 
ords proposed  for  disposal  and  lists  or 
schedules  covering  records  profxieed  for  dis- 
posal by  certain  Government  agencies;  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

475.  A  letter  from  the  secretary.  Federal 
Prison  Industries.  Inc.,  United  States  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Fed- 
eral Prison  Industries.  Inc.,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952.  pursuant  to  the  act  approved  June 
23,  1934  (18  U.  8.  C.  4127);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

476.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  tiUe  VI 
of  the  Espionage  Act  of  1917,  as  amended"- 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  ' 

477.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  FMeral 
Maritime  Board,  Maritime  Administration, 
transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the  Fed- 
eral Maritime  Board  and  Maritime  Admin- 
istration for  the  fiscal  year  1962;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

478.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  on 
the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  the  Pilots' 
A&ssoclatlon  for  the  Bay  and  River  Dela- 
ware. Philadelphia  6,  Pa.,  as  owner  of  the 
pilot  boat  tender  Cape  May.  pursuant  to  title 
14.  United  States  Code.  646  (b) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

479.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  SUtes  Army,  dated  No- 
vember 18.  1952.  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  il- 
lustrations, on  a  cooperative  beach  erosion 
control  study  of  the  Lake  Michigan  shore  of 
Racine  County.  Wis.,  prepared  under  the 
provisions  of  section  2  of  the  River  and  Har- 
bor Act  approved  on  July  3.  1930,  as  amended 
and  supplemented  (H.  Doc.  No.  88);  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  with  5  Illustrations. 

480.  A    letter    from   the   Secretary   of   the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  SUtes  Army,  dated  Au- 
gust 26,  1952.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  an  Illustra- 
tion   on    a    review    of    reports    on    the    Port 
Aransas.  Corpus  Christi  Waterway,  Ttx    with 
a  view  to  determining  whether  It  is  advisable 
at  thu  time,  in  the  Interests  of  national  de- 
fense and  general  commerce,  to  construct  a 
tributary      channel,      having      specifications 
equal  to  the  main  channel,  extending  north- 
erly from   the   passing  place  of  the  Corpus 
Christi  Channel  approximately  6  miles  to  the 
north  shore  of  Corpus  Christi  Bay  in  the  gen- 
eral  vicinity  of  La  Qulnta  to  accommodate 
shipments  to  the  proposed  aluminum  plant 
of  the  Reynolds  Metals  Co.  and  to  construct 
a   turning   basin   having  specifications  ade- 
quate to  accommodate  potential   commerce 
at  the  northern   terminal   of  said   proposed 
tributary  channel,  requested  by  the  Commit- 
tee on   Public   Works.  House   of  Represent- 
atives,  adopted   February  20.    1951    (H.   Doc. 
No    89);  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  1  illustration. 
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REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  i.  a  bill  to  reduce 
the  Individual  Income  tax;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  49).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee Of  the  Whole  House  on  the  SUte  of 
the  Union. 

T  ^\  •^O'^AS  of  nilnois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.    H.  R.  395.    A  bUl  to  confer  Juris- 


diction upon  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims  with  respect  to  claims  against  the 
United  States  of  certain  employees  of  the 
Bureau  of  Prisons,  Department  of  Justice; 
with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  63).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  aUjBN  of  lUlnols:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  83.  Resolution  authorizing 
and  directing  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  ClvU  Service  to  conduct  thorough  studies 
and  Investigations  relating  to  matters  com- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  commit- 
tee under  rule  XI  (1)  (e)  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  63).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ALUEN  of  Illinois:  Ck)mmlttee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  91.  Resolution  authortzing 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  con- 
duct studies  and  InTestigations  of  matters 
within  its  Jurisdiction,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; with  an  amendment  (R^t.  No.  64). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLKN  of  lUinols:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  113.  Resolution  authoriz- 
ing the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  con- 
duct thorough  studies  and  InTestigations  of 
all  matters  coming  within  the  Jtu-isdiction  of 
such  committee;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  65).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALUEN  of  lUinols:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  1  IB.  Resolution  to  author- 
ize the  Conunittee  on  Education  and  Labor 
to  conduct  studies  and  Investigations  relat- 
ing to  matters  coming  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  such  committee  under  rtile  XI,  clause 
6.  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives; with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  66). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALUEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  136.  Resolution  authoriz- 
ing and  directing  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  to  conduct  thorough  studies  and  in- 
vestigations relating  to  matters  coming  with- 
in the  Jurisdiction  of  such  conunittee  under 
clause  3  of  rule  XI  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  67).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  163S.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  establishment  of  the 
City  of  Refuge  NaUonal  Historical  Park,  in 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  68).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1527.  A 
bin  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  the  remaining  non-Federal 
lands  within  Big  Bend  National  Park,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  69).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1538.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  addition  of  land  to  the 
Appomattox  Court  House  National  HUtorical 
Monument,  Va.,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  70).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1639.  A 
bin  to  facUitate  the  development  of  building 
materials  In  Alaska  throtigh  the  removal  of 
volcanic  ash  from  portions  of  Katmal  Na- 
tional Monument,  Alaska,  and  for  other  pur- 
poees;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  71). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1630.  A 
bill  to  supplement  the  act  of  June  39,  19S6 
(49  Stat.  3029),  relating  to  the  CastiUo  de 
San  Marcos  National  Monument,  In  the 
State  of  Florida;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  72).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


ICr.  ICIJjER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Instilar  Affairs.  H.  R.  1583.  A 
bill  to  provide  for  tiie  addition  of  certain 
Government  lands  to  the  Cape  Hatteras  Na- 
tional Seashore  Recreational  Area  project, 
and  for  other  ptirpoees;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  78).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hotise  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on. 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1813.  A 
bUl  to  require  the  recordation  of  scrip,  lieu 
selection,  and  similar  rights;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  74).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1816.  A 
bill  to  repeal  certain  laws  relating  to  timlser 
and  stone  on  the  public  domain;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  75).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union, 

Mr.  BISHOP:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers.  House  Report 
No.  76.  Report  on  the  disposition  of  certain 
papers  of  sundry  executive  departments. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SHORT:  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
H.  R.  3332.  A  bUl  to  require  an  annual  re- 
view of  military  personnel  requirements,  and 
for  other  ptirposes;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  77).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 


REPORTS      OP      COMMITTEES      ON 
PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XITT.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2366.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Fred  B.  Nlswonger;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  SO).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  DUnols:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2381.  A  blU  for  the  relief 
of  Winifred  A.  Hunter;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  51).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  RODINO:  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2386.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  M.  NeU 
Andrews;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
52).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3398.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Kenneth  CecU;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  53).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3420.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Ruth  D.  Crunk;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  64).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Housel 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2433.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
Of  the  legal  guardian  of  Raymond  Gibson, 
a  minor;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  66). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  DUnols:  Ctnnmittee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2593.  A  blU  for  the  reUef 
of  Emmet  Wood  and  Viola  Wood;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  66).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3607.  A  bill  for  the  reUef 
of  Clifford  Robinson;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  67).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3616.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Julio  Mercado  Toledo;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  58).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois :  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.    H.  B.  2618.    A  bill  for  the  reUef 


of  Santos  Banabrla  Alvarez;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  69).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  lUlnols:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3646.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of 
Donald  James  Darmody;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  60).  Referred  to  the  Ccm- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Ccnnmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3660.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juan 
Antonio  Rivera,  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  Antelo,  Mrs. 
Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs.  Otto  Reese,  and  Mrs. 
Hugo  Soria;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
61).  Referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  the 
Whole  House. 


PUBLIC    BILLS   AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXU.  public 
biUs  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.R.3146.  A  biU  to  amend  the  National 
Lalx>r  Relations  Act,  as  amended,  so  as  to 
equalize  legal  responsibUities  of  lalxMr  organi- 
zations and  employers,  and  for  other  pur- 
ixtses;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  BATES  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3147.  A  bUl  to  provide  an  additional 
income-tax  exemption  for  individuals  who 
are  permanently  and  totally  disabled  by  rea- 
son of  their  mental  condition;  to  the  Cotn- 
mlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BENDER: 

H.  R.  3148.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment <A  one  additional  district  Judge 
for  the  northern  district  of  Ohio;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  the  tax  on  ad- 
missions shall  not  apply  to  admiisslons  to 
Golden  Gloves  amateur  boxing  tournaments; 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BOLAND  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3150.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  considera- 
tion of  petitions  and  memorials  to  the  Con- 
gress in  conunittees  of  the  Senate  and  Houss 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Rules. 

H.  R.  3151.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BOLAND: 

H.  R.  3153.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage 
of  50-cent  pieces  In  commemoration  of  the 
tercentennial  celebration  of  the  founding  of 
the  city  of  Northampton,  Mass.;  to  the  Cooi- 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  CELLER:  ': 

H.  R.  3163.  A  blU  to  pnrovlde  that  no  Sena- 
tor or  Representative  shall  be  Immtme  from 
clvU  liability  for  any  defamatory  statement 
inserted  by  him  in  the  Concsksstonai.  Rk> 
oao  when  such  statement  was  not  actually 
made  in  the  Chamber  of  the  Senate  or  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  (Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr,  CHUDOFP: 

R.  R.  3154.  A  biU  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  (crimes  and  criminal 
procedure)  to  nuike  unlawful  the  transporta- 
tion or  Importation  ot  false  and  defamatory 
statements  designed  to  arouse  Intergroup 
conflict;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3156.  A  blU  to  prohibit  offloers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  from  record- 
ing telephone  conversatiqps  without  per- 
mission; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3156.  A  bill  to  rescind  the  order  of 
the  Postmaster  General  ctirtaUing  certain 
postal  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet 
Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  3157.  A  bill  to  provide  for  lump-stun 
payment  of  excess  annual  leave  of  post- 
masters to  the  credit  of  their  retirement 
accoimts;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Ofll09 
and  ClvU  Service. 
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By  ICr.  COMXX>N: 

B.B.Slfia.  A  b4U  to  sntbarlze  tte  8*or»* 
tary  of  the  Int«rior  to  tnamitt  tbe  opar». 
tlon  wid  nuUBtonaaee  of  tb*  Oentrml  Valley 
projee^  CalUamla.  to  the  Stat*  at  dOUor- 
al»  or  aa  acenejr  thereof:  to  the  Oonunlttae 
on  Interior  and  Inralar  ASatrs. 
By  Mr.  CBETBLLA: 
B.  a.  3150.  A  blU  to  ameod  eectlon  1715 
of  Utle  18.  United  States  Code,  to  permit  tlM 
trananiMton  of  fireanxia  In  the  awila  to  or 
from  peraooe  or  eocoems  having  lawful  iMe 
for  them  In  eonnectkm  with  their  buaiaeaaae 
or  their  ofltotal  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Ofioe  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  CUNNINGHAM: 
H.  R.  S160.  A  bill  to  amend  the  GAeer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381.  80th 
Cong.) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Secvlees. 
H.  R.  aiSl.  A  bill  rcUtlns  to  the  dlaehar«e 
statxia  of  members  and  former  members  of 
the  Army  Air  Force  Bnll£t«d  Reserve  Corps 
vho  have  participated  in  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Administration  war-tralnlng-serrlce 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices.   

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska : 
H.  R.  8162.  A  bni  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission with  respect  to  duty  concessions  on 
Swiss  watch  movements;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3183.  A  bill  to  reserve  to  certain 
State  and  Territorial  agencies  and  tribunals 
the  authority  to  exercise  Jurisdiction  over 
labor  disputes  involving  public  utilities;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  8164.  A  bill  to  provide  for  refund  of 
the  Federal  tax  paid  on  gasoline,  where  the 
gasoline  Is  destroyed  by  fire  or  other  casual- 
ty while  held  for  resale  by  a  Jobber,  whole- 
saler, or  retail  dealer;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  DOLLlNG«R: 
H.  R.  8168.  A  bill  to  amend  section  »  (k) 
(4)    of  the  Internal  Rerenue  Code;   to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  8168.  A  bill  to  prortde  for  the  natu- 
ralisation of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed 
Fen-flee  of  the  United  States  after  June  34, 
^850;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Ur.  KLLIOTT: 
B.  R.Sie7.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Veterans' 
Readjustment  Assistance  Act  of  1M>  to  rttm- 
Inate  the  requirement  that  education  and 
training  allavaneee  payable  to  veterans  per- 
suing inetitutlonal  on-farm  training  vnder 
that  act  be  perlodlcaUy  reduced;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3168.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  develop- 
ment,  management,  and  use  c*  public  use 
«reae  and  faeilitiee  and  improv«ment  of 
Wildlife  habitat  on  the  national  forests  and 
lor  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  qq 
.Agiiciilture. 

H.  R.  3180.  A  bill  to  establlah  quota  limtta- 
tions  on  Imports  of  foreign  reaklual  fuel  odl* 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  M»*r., 
By  Mr.  HARRIS: 
H.  R.  3170.  A  bill  to  prerent  FWeral  dam 
»nd  reaervotr  proJecU  from  interfering  with 
Bustained-ylald  timber  operations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  ai71.  A  biU  to  extend  the  duration  of 
the  Hoqtttal  Survey  and  Construction  Act 
(UUe  VI  of  the  Public  Heatth  Service  Act)- 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Poreten 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  3172.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  provide  protection 
against  vandalism  o<»nmitted  on  account  of 
racial  or  religious  prejudice;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiclaru. 

H.  R.  3173.  A  bill  ouAylng  the  poll  tax  as 
a  condition  of  votlngPlk  any  primary  or 
other  election  fbr  ixatlonal  oaceri;  to  the 
OOBatfttee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  UIISSTAND: 
H.R.8174.  A  bill  to  amend  section  33  of 
the  Ttmdlng  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  1917.  as 
BO  as  to  permit  the  return  under 


•BCh  seetkm  of  ankounts  pajaUe  to  aliens 
under  trust  funds  created  by  Ajnerlcaa  olU- 
aens:  to  the  Committee  oa  InfeaEStats  and 
Foretga  Comaaerca. 

By  Mr.  HILLDiOS: 
H.  R  8115.  A  bUl  to  ooBftna  a»d  eatebUah 
the  UUes  of  the  States  to  lands  besMatb 
navigable  waters  within  State  boxundarlee 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  reeoviroea;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KSLLEY  of  PennsylvanU: 
H.  R.  8176.  A  bUl  to  establish  qiMta  limita- 
tions on  Imparts  of  fcretgn  residual  fuel  oU; 
to  the  Committee  on   Ways  and   Means. 

H.  R.  3177.  A  bill  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  handicapped,  to  denne  lt«  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes;   to  Urn  Committee 
on  Education  and  LAbor. 
By   Mr.    JOHNSON: 
H.  R.  3178.  A  bill  to  eonflrm  and  ■^^^kiwt' 
the    titles   of    the   States   to   laixts    henenth 
navigable    waters    within    State    boundaries 
and   to    the    natural   recourses    within   such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  ise 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  reaouross;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LOVRE: 
H.  R.  3179.  A     bill     to    continue    through 
December  31.   1957.  the  ealsting  method  of 
computing   parity  prices   for   basic    agrieul- 
tural    commodities;    to    the    Oommlitee    on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  McMTLLAN: 
H.  R.  3180.     A  MU   to  provide  for  the  ex- 
emption  from   taxation   of   certain   tangible 
personal  property;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois: 
H.  R.  3181.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  in  commem- 
oration of  the  30th  anniversary  of  the 
Wright  Brothers'  flight  at  Kitty  Hawk.  W.  C; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  OOoe  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 
H.  R.  3182.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Department 
of  Public  Health  and  Welfare  In  accordance 
with  reeonunendations  of  the  Commission  on 
Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  tl>e 
Government;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  Govern- 
ment Operatlona. 

By  Mr.  MILLS: 
B.  R.  3183.  A    blU    to    establish    a    tempo- 
rary   National   Commlsslan  on   IntergoTera- 
mental  Relations:  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Opeia  tions. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.  R.  8184.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  NSAL: 
H.  R.  3185.  A  bill  to  esUbllsb  quota  Umi- 
tatlons  on  imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oU;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  OAKMAN: 
H.  R.  3180.  A  hill  to  repeal  the  manufac- 
turers'   excise     taxes    on    automobilee    and 
trucks   and   parts   and    accessories   therafor 
and  on  tires  and  tubes;   to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN: 
H.  R.  8187.  A   bUl    to   provide  for   the  ad- 
ministration and  discipline  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corpe,  and  for  other  pur- 
poees;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  So-rioeB. 
By  Mr.  POUONS: 
H.  R.  3188.  A  bill  to  eetabllah  the  PWeral 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  deOne  lu  duties, 
and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education    and    Labor. 

By  Mr.  ROOHiS  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  3180.  A  bUi  to  amend  the  Communi- 
cations Act  of  1934.  as  amended:  to  the  Com- 
mlttee  on  Int«*state  and  I^reign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT 
H.R.3190.  A  blU  to  provide  that  license, 
granted  by  the  PederaTpoww  ComnSSS 
for  power  projecte  in  the  international  sec- 
tion of  the  St.  Lawrence  River  shall  be  con- 
ditioned so  a.  to  assure  marketing  prefer- 
ences  to  public  agencies  and  coo^ratlves- 


to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foraifa 
Cocnasa><oe. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDBR: 
H.  B.  3101.  A  bill  oonferrlng  jtwladlctloa  oa 
the    United   States   DlaUict   Court    for    the 
Northern  District  of  California  to  hear,  d*- 
termlne,  and  render  Judgnasat  upoo  owtaln 
claims   of    the   State   ol   Calilomia;    to   the 
ComnUttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RHKKHAN: 
H.  R.  3102.  A  bUl  to  authorise  the  SUta  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  DiaUict  of  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Array,  to  help  control  Um  lake  level  of  Lake 
MlciUgau  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan into  the  Illinois  waterway;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  UliBote: 
H.  R.  3193.  A  bill  to  BuUkorlas  the  Stata  of 
Illmuis  and  the  Sanitary  DisUlet  of  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mlch- 
igRM  into  the  Illinois  waterway';  to  the  Com- 
mittee un  Putillc  Works. 
By  Mr.  BUSBET: 
H  R.  3194.  A  biU  u  authorize  the  SUte  of 
IllUiulfi  and  the  Sanitary  Qlstrict  of  Chicago. 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the' 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan into  tlie  niinois  waterway';  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  McVET: 
H.  R.  3195.  A  bill  to  authorized  the  State  of 
niinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago. 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan into  the  Illinois  waterway;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mrs.  CHURCH: 
H  R  3196    A  bin  to  authorize  the  State  of 
minots  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago. 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  tb«  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan into  the  nilnols  waterway;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr  JONAS  of  nifnols: 
H  R  3197.  A   biU   to  authorise   the  SUte 
of  nilnola  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the   Secretary 
of  the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level 
of   Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from 
Lake  Michigan   Into   the   HMnois   waterway; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr    SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  3198.  A   bUI   to    amend  PubUc   Law 
,23.  82d  Congress.  AprU  25,  1951.  to  authorise 
payment  of  United  States  Qovcrnment  life 
insurance  or  national  service  life  insurance, 
in  addiUon   to   the  810,000   Indemnity  pro- 
vided under  said  act;  to  the  Conunlttee  oo 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 
HR.3199  A  bill  to  amend  the  Public 
Buildings  Act  of  1949  to  authorise  the  Ad- 
mliUstrator  of  General  Services  to  enter  into 
lease-purchase  agreements  to  ptrovlde  t<x  the 
lease  to  the  United  Stat^  of  real  property 
and  structures  for  terms  of  more  th^n  8 
years  but  not  In  excess  of  25  years  and  for 
acqulfiltion  of  utle  to  such  properties  and 
structures  by  the  United  States  at  or  before 
the  expiration  of  the  lease  terms,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  Uu  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan : 
H.  R.  3200.  A    bill    to    amend    section    613 
(b)    of  World  War  Adji»ted   Compensation 
Act,  as  anaended;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R  3201.  A  bill  to  provide  esncrgeney  r»- 
llef  for  certain  natives  of  the  Netherlands 
and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Committee  oa 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   WICKBISHAM: 

H  R.  3302.  A  un  to  increase  the  personal 
income  tax  exemptions  at  a  taxpayer  (tr»clud- 
ing  the  exemption  for  a  spotue.  the  exemp- 
tion for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)    from 
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$600  to  $1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 

and  Means.  

By  Mr.  WOLVERTCW  (by  request) : 

H  R.  3203.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  in  order  to  prohibit  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  from  regu- 
lating the  duration  of  certain  leases  for 
the  use  of  equipment  by  motor  carriers,  and 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  paid  for 
such  use:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  TATB8: 

H.  R.  3304.  A  blU  to  authorlEe  the  Public 
Health  Service  to  admit  to  iu  hospitals  per- 
sons committed  by  State  courts  who  are 
beneficiaries  of  the  Service  or  narcotic  ad- 
dicts, and  for  other  purpoees:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  MAILUARD: 

H.  R.  3306.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  the  tax  on 
admissions  shall  not  apply  to  classical  l>allet 
performances;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H  R.  3206.  A  bill  to  amend  the  LabOT 
Management  Relations  Act,  1047,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  SUTTON: 

H.  R.  3207.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  com- 
pulsory deportation  of  aliens  who  are  con- 
victed of  subversive  actlvltlee,  for  loss  of 
citizenship  and  deportation  of  naturalised 
nationals  who  are  so  convicted,  and  for  im- 
prisonment for  life  without  eligibility  for 
parole  of  nationals  by  birth  who  are  so  con- 
victed; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  YATES: 

H  R.  3208.  A  bill  to  suthorlae  the  SUte 
of  Illinois  and  the  SaniUry  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level 
of  Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from 
Lake  Michigan  into  the  niinois  waterway; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Worlu. 
By  Mr.  03RIEN  of  IllinoU: 

H  R.  3209.  ^  bill  to  authorize  the  SUU 
of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
CHgo.  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of 
Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  into  the  niinois  waterway;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  lUinoU: 

H  R.  3210.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  SUto 
of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level 
of  Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from 
Lake  Mictaiigan  into  the  niinois  waterway; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  niinois: 

H.  R.  3211.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  SUte  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  into  the  Illinois  waterway;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  KLUCZTNSKI: 

H.  R.  3212.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  StaU 
of  niinoU  and  the  Sanitary  DUtrict  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of 
Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  into  the  niinois  waterway;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  OGBXXyN: 

H.  R.  3213.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  SUte  of 
nilnols  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan into  the  Illinois  waterway;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  PRICE: 

R.  R.  3214.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  SUte  of 
nilnols  and  the  Sanitary  District,  of  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  ai  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lak«  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 


igan Into  the  nilnols  waterway;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  BOLAND: 
B.  J.  Res.  190.  Joint  resolution  authorlz. 
ing  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  of 
America  to  proclaim  October  11  of  each  year 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  ob- 
servance and  commemoration  of  the  death 
of  Brig.  Gen.  Casimir  Pulaski;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHUDOFF: 
B.  J.  Res.  191.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  righU  for  men 
and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri: 
B.  J.  Res.  102.  Joint     resolution     declaring 
Inauguration  Day  to  be  a  legal  holiday;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 
H.  J.  Res.  103.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  proper  participation  by  the  United  States 
Government  in  a  national  celebration  of  the 
60th  anniversary  year  of  controlled  powered 
flight  occurring  during  the  year  from  De- 
cember 17,  1062,  to  December  17,  1063;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland: 
B.  J.  Res.  104.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  the  compoeltion 
and  Jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  J.  Res.  106.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  development  of  the  resotu-ces  of  the  Great 
Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Basin  in  the  public  in- 
terest and  for  national  security  and  conti- 
nental defense  of  the  United  SUtes  and  Can- 
ada; creating  the  St.  Lawrence  Development 
Corporation  to  finance,  construct,  and  op- 
erate cftrtain  works  in  the  International  Rap- 
ids section  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River  as  a 
self-liquidating  project;  authorizing  the 
President  to  negotiate  certain  arrangemente 
with  the  Government  of  Canada  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  navigation  righte  of  the  United 
SUtes  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  the  St.  Law- 
rence River;  authorizing  the  preparation  of 
plans  for  disposal  of  St.  Lawrence  power  in 
the  Interest  of  consumers  in  the  SUte  of 
New  York  and  the  New  England  SUtes;  and 
for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
B.  J.  Res.  106.  Joint     resolution     defining 
cerUln  terms,  defining  and  extending  cer- 
tain lx>imdariee,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan: 
B.  J.  Res.  107.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  SUtes  relative  to  equal  rights  for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENTLEY: 
B.  Con.  Res.  68.  Conctirrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  certain  provisions  ctf  the  YalU  agree- 
ment, and  Joining  with  the  President  in  his 
declaration  with  respect  to  secret  under- 
sUndings  which  permit  enslavement  of  peo- 
ples; to  the  Committee  on  Fc«'eign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 
B.  Con.  Res.  68.  Concurrent    resolution    to 
establish  a  Joint  Committee  on  Consumers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules 

By  Mr.  RICHARDS: 
B.  Con.  Res.  70.  Concurrent  resolution  re- 
afllrming    bipartisan    support    of    European 
military  integration;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CBIPERFIELD: 
B.  Res.  146.  Resolution   providing   for   ex- 
penses at  conducting  studies  and  investiga- 
tions authorized  by  House  Resolution  113; 
to  the  Committee  on  Bouse  Administration. 

By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
B.  Res.  146.  Res(Mution    creating   a    select 
committee  to  conduct  &q  investigation  and 


study  of  air  pollution  in  the  United  SUtes; 
to  the  Committee  on  RtUes. 

By  Mr.  REE8  of  Kansas: 
B.  Res.  148.  Resolution   providing  for   the 
expenses  incurred  by  House  Resolution  82, 
83d  Congress;   to  the  Committee  on  Bousa 
Administration. 


MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  nile  XXn,  memo- 
rials  were   presented   and  referred   as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Resolution  adopted  by 
the  senate  of  the  SUte  of  New  Jersey  de- 
ploring the  actions  and  conditions  which  are 
now  prevailing  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
whereby  2Vi  million  people  of  the  Jewish 
faith  are  being  threatened,  persecuted,  and 
exterminated  and  condemning  the  action  of 
Communist  Riissia  and  caUing  upon  the 
President,  Congress,  and  the  SUte  Depart- 
ment  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
express  their  condemnation  of  the  persecu- 
tion now  prevalent  to  the  Soviet  Govern- 
ment and  that  they  use  every  means  at  their 
command  to  bring  to  a  halt  these  inhimiane 
practicee;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also,  resolution  adopted  by  the  general 
assembly  of  the  SUte  of  New  Jersey,  deplor- 
ing the  actions  and  conditions  which  are 
now  prevailing  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
whereby  2>4  million  people  of  the  Jewish 
faith  are  Ijeing  threatened,  persecuted,  and 
exterminated,  and  condemning  the  action  of 
Communist  Russia  and  calling  upon  the 
President,  Congress,  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  SUtee  of  America  to  ex- 
press their  condemnation  of  the  persecution 
now  prevalent  to  the  Soviet  Government  and 
that  they  use  every  means  at  their  command 
to  bring  to  a  halt  these  inhumane  practices; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Legislatm-e  relative  to  a  higher 
minimum-wage  law;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Lal>or. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  MassachtisetU  Legls- 
latiu^  to  Congress  relative  to  the  issuance 
of  a  certain  commemorative  postage  stamp; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Leg- 
Islatiuw  to  Congress  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Social  Security  Act  relating  to 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
l>enefite  to  additional  and  certain  other 
classes  of  employment  and  workers;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  SUte  of  Colorado,  memorial- 
izing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes  relative  to  requesting  the  ap- 
proval of  legislation  designed  to  provide  a 
stabilized  market  for  the  producto  of  do- 
mestic mines;  to  the  Committee  on  w^nUng 
and  Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes 
and  urging  that  in  the  planning  and  con- 
struction of  the  prcqxieed  Libby  Dam  in  Lin- 
coln County  the  economy  of  the  area  and 
the  livelihood  of  the  people  be  safeguarded 
through  selection  of  the  site  for  the  axis  of 
such  dam  and  by  appropriations  required  to 
provide  services  equal  to  those  now  existing; 
and  requesting  similar  consideration  for 
Montana  people  in  the  case  of  other  Federal 
projecte;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  Ax.il,  private 
biUs  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  AYRES: 
H.  R.  8216.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  Clem- 
mer  Construction  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  C<xnmltte« 
on  the  Judldanr. 
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Br  Ifir.  BABDKN: 
H.  R.  3216.  A  bUl  for  tbe  relief  of  E.  C.  llllli; 
to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BOLAlfD: 
H.R.3317.  A    bin    for    the   relief   of   Un. 
noreaoe  D.  Orimehaw;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3218.  A  Mn  f or  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Phyllis  Jackson  Orlmalctl:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BONIN: 
H.  R.  3219.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ffank 
Sopko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUCKI2Y: 
H.R.a220.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Jacob 
Glaaer  (also  luiown  as  Harry  Glazer);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  a.a2ai.  a  blU  for  the  relief  of  Alfredo 

Alflerl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BURDICK: 

H.  R.3222.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin 

Luther  Johnson;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BTRNE  of  Pennsylvania : 
H.R.3223.  A  bUl  for  the. relief  of   Glsela 
Korb  (nee  Unriih);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHUDOFP: 
H.  R.  3224.  A  bill  for   the  relief   of   Telko 
Manimatsu;     to     the     Committee     on     the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CELUES. : 
H.  R.  3225.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bertha 
Lowy;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlclsxy. 

H.  R.a336.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Victor 
and  Irene- Wanda  Goldstein;  to  the  Conunit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3337.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Scbmeria, 
Blf ka  and  Kalman  Blady;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHUDOFF: 
H.R.  3228.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Ursula  Blehner  Clawgee;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Jvdlclary. 

H.  R.  3229.  A  bUl   for  the  relief   of   Israel 
Tollln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judld&ry. 
By  Mr.  CDMKIKGHAM: 
H.  R.  3230.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carroll  O. 
Swltzer:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3231.  A  btU  for  the  relief  otf  M.  8gt. 
Robert  A.  Kpe;   to  the  Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  R.  3232.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Dennis 
F.  Guthrie;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri : 
H.  R.  3238.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jonel 
Orelt;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  t  f  Nebraska : 
H.  R.  3234.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Paul 
H.  Thorough;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  32S5.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Rumlko  Pukano;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUF: 
H.  R.  3236.  A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Con- 
stantln   and  Lucia    (Bercescu)    Turcano;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3237.  A    bUl    for    the    relief    of    Paul 

Nelson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3238.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Danlca 

Maria   Vavrova;    to   the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3239.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edmund 
Stevens,  Jr.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   DINGSLL: 
H.  R.  3240.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Wadl  S. 
Rumman;    to   the  Committee  on  the   Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 
H.  R.  3M1.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adaman- 
tlos  Halklas;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  M!r.  PORAND: 
H.  R.  3242.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Frank  L. 
BlUotl;  to  the  Committee  oo  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  QWIMN: 

H.  R.  3243.  A  bill  for  the  rdief  of  Dcmetrloa 
George  Florakls;  to  the  Cbmmlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HALLECK: 
H.  R.  S344.  A  blil  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
Ann    Dutchess;    to   the    Cocninlttee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAND: 
H.  R.  3245.  A  bill  for  the  relief  at  Mrs.  Anna 
Elizabeth  Dchefty;  to  the  Conmlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  mgJ.ER  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3246.  A  blil  for  the  reliel  of  Alfonso 
VeUa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  3247.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Malka  Evans  (nee  Kalanek)  and  Robert  Kala- 
nek;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HILLELSON  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  3248.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nick  Kos- 
tldes;    to   the  Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOLMES: 
H.  R.  3249.  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  Katharina 
Link;    to   the   Comnuttee   on   the   Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3350.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  James 
K-Thong  Yu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr.   JARMAN: 
H.R.  3251.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  James 
Delbert    Gates;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3252.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Mnrte 
Becker  Gutierrez;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVTTS: 
H.  R.  3253.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Rabbi 
Icko  Fiszeles,  his  wife,  Ania  FlsK-les.  and  his 
son,  Abram  Fiszeles;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3254.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Grunwald;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 
H.R  3255.   A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ernst 
Sbaschnlk,    Sr.;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KBOGH: 
H.  R.  3256.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Stanialawa  Karczewska  Kilarskl;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3257.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 

Agosta:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KILBURN: 

H  R  3258    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frederick 

Allen    Painter;     to    the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H  R.  3259.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Jose 
Almeida   Novo;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LOVRE: 
H.R.  3260.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alolsia 
Schlotter;    to  the   Committee  on   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.R.  3261.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chester 
E.  Locke;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.R.  3262.  A  bUl  for  the  reJlef  of  Slmecne 
MezBich:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  3263.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Antonio 
Cnesich;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 

H  R.  3264.  A  biU  lor  the  reUef  of  Leon 
Piorkowski.  Elzbieta  Piorkowski,  his  wife, 
and  Maria  Plorkow&kl,  their  daughter,  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3265.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr 
Souren  Chamichian;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  3266.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Frank 
Sobko;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  MACK  of  nilnols: 

H.  R.  3287.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Her- 
mann Wendt  and  family;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    MILLER    of    New    York    (by 
request): 
H.  R.  83«8.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Hlrokl 
Hollopeter;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jvidl- 

clary. 


H.  R.  SSflS.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Assun- 
tlno  Del  Gobbo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
JudBclary. 

H.  R.  SS7a  A  MU  for  tbs  relief  of  Mario 
Martinuocl;  to  the  Oonuotttee  on  tbe  Jq. 
dlclary. 

H  R.  3371.  A  bAll  for  the  reltef  of  Carmdo 
Olannone;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H  R  3272.  A  bill  for  tile  relief  of  Salva- 
tore  Albano;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  CBRIKN  of  New  York: 
H  R.  3273.  A   bUl   for    the   relief   of   Edfar 
A.   Belleau.   Sr.;    to   the   Comaiittce   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    RAY: 
H.  R  3274    A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Qlacomo 
Beano.  Glovanna  Scano,   Ouldo   Beano,   and 
Vaierio  Scano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  lUinols: 
H  R.  3275.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Xkkm 
Bracey-Welsh  Co..  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  en 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H.R.  3276.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Margaret  D    Surhan;    to  the  Committee  oa 
Veterans'  AfTiilrs, 

By  Mr    BODING: 
H  R  3277.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Solomoa 
and  Helen  Jacob;   to  the  Cummittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H  R.  3278.  A   6111  for  the  reliel  of  Stefaa 
Burda.  Anna  Burda.  and  Nikolai  Burda;   t« 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    ROOSE^TELT: 
H  R.3279.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nlclxrtas 
B<igdan(Jb;    to  the  Committee   on   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By   MUs   THOMPSON   of  Michigan: 
H  R  3280    A    bill    Um    the    relief    of    Joha 
James  T.  Bell;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
di'iary. 

H  R  33eL  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
P  S.  Ching.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.   WESTLAND: 
H  R  3282.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Fred  A.  Fletcher;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr,  WILSON  of  Texas: 
H   R  3383.  A  blil  for  tl>e  relief  of  Michael 
Yamamoto  and  Noela  Rieko;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   WOLCOTT: 
H  R.  32S4.  A   bill  for   the  relief  of  Llbero 
Rldolfl   and   Bdrs.   Luigla   Belardl   RidolA;    to 
the  Committee  on  tiie  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  YATES: 
H   R   3286.   A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Vladimir 
and  Svatava  Hofithl,  to  Uie  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    YORTY: 
H  R  3286.  A  blu  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  M. 
Litton;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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PETITIONS.  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXTI.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  (Tlerk's  desk 
and  rrferred  as  follows: 

61  By  Mr  FORAND:  Resolution  of  the  City 
Council  of  the  City  of  Providence,  urging 
passage  of  the  Celler  and  Javlt  bills,  provid- 
ing for  the  complete  revision  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Immigration  law;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

62.  By  Mr  SMITH  of  Wisconsin :  Resoiutlon 
adopted  by  American  cltiaer*  of  Lithuanian 
descent  of  the  city  of  Racine.  Wis.,  pledglx« 
all  possible  support  of  Uihuanlan  Americans 
to  the  United  States  In  its  efforts  to  combat 
the  communistic  forces  of  aggression  and 
achieve  an  IntematKual  peace  founded  on 
the  principles  of  freedom  and  Jiutlce;  to  the 
Committee  on  p^^)^elgn  Affairs. 


63.  By  Mr.  GBOBS:  Petition  of  aU  40  mem- 
bers of  the  La  Porte  City,  Iowa.  Businew  and 
Professional  Women*  Club  urging  that  un- 
Ughted  railroad  cars  be  so  etjulpped  that  they 
can  be  readify  seen  at  nigtit  by  approaching 
motorists;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Fuielgii  OsmmeTce, 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  Fedrc.uiy  19,  1953 

The  House  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  in. 
ReY.  Billy  Graham,  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  njayer: 

Our  Father  and  oar  God,  ve  come  Into 
Thy  presence  today  with  a  sense  of  awe 
at  Thy  greatness  because  Thou  art  the 
God  of  creation,  Thou  art  the  C3od  of 
might  and  Thou  art  also  the  God  of  good- 
ness and  love,  of  grace,  and  of  mercy. 
Wc  come  to  Thee  today  thanking  Thee 
as  Thy  creatures  for  all  the  great  bless- 
ings that  Thou  hast  bestowed  upon  this 
great  Nation.  We  thank  Thee  for  the 
great  freedoms  that  we  possess  when 
other  nations  do  not  have  such  freedoms. 
We  thank  Thee  for  freedom  of  the  press, 
for  freedom  of  speech,  and  for  freedom 
of  religion.  But,  our  Father,  we  have 
been  a  sinful  nation,  and  we  confess  our 
.<:ias  of  materialism,  our  sins  of  befaaTior- 
ism,  our  sins  of  humanism.  We  confess 
our  sins  of  commercialism,  our  sins  of 
pride,  our  sins  of  Immorahty,  otn-  sins  of 
neglect  of  the  church  and  of  the  Bible 
and  of  God.  We  humble  ourselres  in 
Thy  presence  today.  We  pray  for  our 
President  and  his  Cabinet.  We  pray  for 
our  Armed  Forces,  especially  those  men 
in  Korea.  We  wouldst  remember  those 
men  that  lie  on  hospital  beds  today;  some 
of  them  that  wUl  never  walk  again,  some 
that  will  never  see  again,  some  that  win 
never  enjoy  life  again,  because  they  have 
paid  the  supreme  sacrifice  for  this  hor- 
rible conflict  in  Korea.  We  pray  today, 
our  Father,  for  the  Congress.  We  pray 
that  Thou  wouldst  give  wisdom;  we 
pray  that  Thou  wouldst  give  moral  cour- 
age rather  than  political  expediency. 
We  pray  that  Thou  wouldst  gire  us  the 
capacity  to  be  big  men  in  this  terrible  and 
dark  hour  in  which  we  live.  We  pray 
that  this  day  above  all  else  will  be  a 
day  when  all  of  us  are  conscious  of  the 
loading  of  Thy  holy  spirit  and  that  every 
one  of  us  will  rest  and  depend  upon  Thee 
in  this  hour  when  men  arc  seeking  to 
destroy  themselves  by  the  weapons  that 
they  have  fashioned.  We  pray  that 
Thou  woiildst  give  us  consolation  and 
bring  peace  in  our  time  if  it  be  Thy  viill. 
We  pray  for  every  man  individually. 
Many  of  us  have  our  own  personal  prob- 
lems, our  own  personal  needs,  our  own 
inner  conflicts.  We  pray  that  Thou 
wouldst  give  us  peace  of  soul  and  peace 
of  conscience,  inward  Joy.  and  a  personal 
relatioDship  with  God  that  will  aUov  us 
at  any  time  of  day  to  call  upon  God  to  be 
our  helper  and  our  strength  In  ttie  mul- 
titude of  problems  and  mpomibilities 
that  are  ours.  We  ask  tn  the  name  of 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord. 
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MAUdOUS    CHARGES    OP    RATtTat. 

DISCFUMINATIOll 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  Tort.  Mr.  Speaker, 
lask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  hi  the  Recobs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  I^jeaker. 
an  incident  was  brought  to  ray  attention 
today  which  Indicates  a  shocking  situ- 
ation to  exist  within  the  Government 
circles  here  in  Washington.  A  young 
lady  of  the  colored  race  who  is  a  resident 
of  my  congressional  district  in  New 
York  and  presently  employed  by  one  of 
the  temporary  agencies,  reports  to  me 
that  the  White  Hotne  had  made  inquiry 
of  her  agency  for  recommendation  of 
three  people  for  employment  at  the 
White  House  as  clerk-typist,  and  ttiat 
she  had  been  selected  to  be  recom- 
mended. Subsequently,  after  her  name 
had  been  sent  to  the  White  House,  she 
was  told  that  the  White  House  had  re- 
jected her  for  employment  upon  the 
basis  that  she  was  a  colored  lady. 

I  immediately  made  contact  with  the 
White  House  and  learned  that  not  only 
is  there  no  such  policy  with  respect  to 
racial  discrimination  in  White  Heme 
employment  but  that  colored  persons  are 
actuany  presently  employed  there. 

This  incident  makes  the  eonciusion  in- 
escapable that  some  individuals  present- 
ly employed  by  Government  agencies 
who  are  hostile  to  the  present  Chief 
Executive  have  deSberately,  falsely,  and 
maliciously  sought  to  discredit  and  un- 
dermine the  administration  by  unwar- 
ranted misrepresentation  and  an  at- 
tempt to  arouse  racial  animosities.  It 
is  a  shameful  and  disgraceful  perform- 
ance and  one  which  I  feel  should  be 
known  to  the  public  and  that  swift  and 
summary  action  taken  against  those  who 
are  guilty. 


ECONOMIC  STABILITY  FOR 
FARMERS 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarlts  at 
this  point  in  the  Recxjrd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  waa  no  objection. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  eco- 
nomic stability  of  the  farmers  of  Amer- 
ica is  not  a  political  issue.  Their  wel- 
fare is  the  stabilizing  influence  of  our 
national  economy. 

The  products  of  the  mines,  the  fac- 
tories and  the  shops  of  our  country  and 
to  some  extent,  the  world,  are  produced 
and  sold  profitably  in  proportion  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  milliona  who  mga^  in 
agricvltural  pursuits.  It  is  quite  foolish 
to  assume  that  by  lowering  the  income 
of  the  farmer  and  the  nmeber  wc  may 
enrich  our  city  cousins. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  for  every 
$3  billion  the  farm  incame  declines,  a 
million  farm  wtirkers  will  lose  their  jobs. 

The  Secretary  9i  Acrieidiure  and  all 
of  those  of  us  who  hoid  responsibility 
must  understand  that  tbe  farmer  and 
the  rancber  seeks  only  parity  and  tbe 


basic  philosophy  behhid  the  farm  pro- 
gram which  has  enriched  omr  Nation  is 
aimed  at  no  other  goal  except  to  make 
the  farmer  as  equal  partner  in  the  rirti- 
ness  d  ov  economy.  So  long  as  mini- 
mum wages,  hours,  aad  other  working 
rondttians  are  a  subject  of  law.  so  long 
as  protective  tariffs,  tax  benefits,  and 
other  bosiness  stimuli  are  subjects  of 
the  law.  then  so  long  must  the  farmer  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  parity  by  the  law. 

It  is  not  and  has  never  been  a  question 
of  disaster.  It  is  a  question  of  equality. 
We  cannot  afford  to  permit  a  drastic 
reduction  in  farm  income,  not  even  if  it 
would  result,  as  Mr.  Taft  has  indicated, 
in  a  Democratic  Congress  2  years  from 
now.  Such  a  price  for  political  prefer- 
ment is  too  high. 

Our  lending  Institutions,  our  mer- 
chants, our  manufacturers,  yes,  aU  of 
our  Natkm  mnst  be  assured  that  the 
purchasing  power  of  the  farmer  and 
rancher  wiH  be  kept  at  parity  with  their 
fellow  AmerieanB.  Otherwise  our  econ- 
omy may  retrench  to  a  position  that  is 
far  from  consistent  with  the  require- 
ments of  our  present  age. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO- 
PRIATION BELL,  1953 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  HoiMe  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  tbe  f iBl.her  con- 
sideratjon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3A&3)  mak- 
ing suppiemental  appropriations  for  tbe 
fiscal  year  ending  June  3d,  1153.  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  Kiotion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingty  the  Hmise  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  ttie  Whole  House 
on  ttie  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  3053. 
with  Mr.  Allex  of  Illinois  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Com- 
mittee rose  yesterday,  the  Clerk  had  read 
down  to  and  including  line  9  on  page 
3  of  the  bill.  If  there  are  no  amend- 
ments to  be  offered  at  this  point,  the 
Clerk  win  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  an  addition&l  amount  for  "Construc- 
tion," $2,500,000,  to  remain  available  untli 
expended. 

Mr.  MACNU£C»I.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  very  serious 
situation  which  will  result  if  this  body 
approves  the  appropriation  committee's 
failure  to  approve  a  $24,000,000  supple- 
mental appropriation  for  operation  and 
maintenance  ol  schools  in  fedcraity  af- 
fected areas  under  Poldic  Law  874. 

My  own  State  of  Washington  has  ex- 
perieneed  tremendous  expansion  la  the 
need  for  schools  and  the  cost  of  ofwr- 
ating  ttiera  caused  by  new  population 
drawn  into  the  various  areas  by  Fed- 
eral acttvttles.  Seventy-four  school  dis- 
tricts will  suffer  a  total  deficit  of  more 
than  $1,000,000  In  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington if  this  supplemental  appropria- 
tion is  not  forthcoming.  These  are  all 
districts  which  not  only  have  been  caused 
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huge  additional  responsibilities  for  edu- 
cating children  of  families  drawn  into 
the  districts  by  Federal  activity,  but  also 
have  siiffered  substantial  tax  losses  from 
withdrawal  of  prc^Derty  from  the  tax 
rolls.  Most  of  them  already  have  as- 
sumed indebtedness  up  to  the  legal  limit 
under  the  laws  of  our  State. 

To  many  of  these  districts,  there  may 
be  no  recourse  but  to  close  before  the 
end  of  their  terms. 

This  Congress  has  a  mandate  to 
achieve  economy,  but  not  to  extinguish 
the  lamps  of  learning  through  repudia- 
tion of  its  fair  and  honest  obligations. 
Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  first  3  days  of  this 
week  I  had  the  great  pleasure  of  going 
into  Texas  to  make  Lincoln  IDay  speeches. 
In  the  valley  of  the  Rio  Grande,  I  saw 
from  the  air  and  from  the  ground  the 
great  $42,000,000  Palcom  Dam  which  is 
being  built  there  for  irrigation,  recla- 
mation, and  power  development.    This 
dam  is  a  most  worthy  project,  because 
It  will  add,  through  irrigation,  to  the 
productivity  of  500.000  of  the  most  fer- 
tile and  productive  acres  in  the  Nation. 
I  talked  to  a  great  many  residents  of 
the  Rio  Grande  Valley,  and  all  of  them 
were  enthusiastic  about  the  construc- 
tion of  this  dam  as  a  power  development 
and    reclamation    project.    They    were 
uniformly  of  the  opinion  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas   [Mr.  Behtskn],  who 
represents  that  district,  has  done  an  ex- 
ceedingly effective  job  of  calling  the  ne- 
cessity of  this  project  to  the  attention 
of  Congress  and  in  securing  funds  for 
Its  construction.    He  has  worked  intelli- 
gently and  efficiently  to  bring  about  that 
great  development. 

However.  I  did  find  among  the  people 
of  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  great  resent- 
ment against  a  proposal  of  the  Inter- 
national Boundary  and  Water  Commis- 
sion that  47,000  acres  of  the  above-high- 
water  shorelands  around  the  lake,  above 
the  dam,  be  taken  and  used  as  a  national 
park.  They  believed  a  park  of  47,000 
acres  unnecessarily  large  and  they  did 
not  want  these  47.000  acres  taken  off  the 
tax  rolls  of  their  local  government  dis- 
tricts. 

I  spoke  to  a  Jiz^coiu  Day  gathering  of 
ahcut  400  peopld.  In  th.T,t  speech.  I  said 
::  b«Ueved  th?t  tht  use  o  47.000  acres  of 
land  wnlnvl  li.-xt  aani  for  recreational 
piinxweF  w:\s  ,1  lujnecessarlly  large 
arcr..  ..  said  \\.V  if  ihe  lands  wer#»  tc  "le 
used  ItT  rec.pai  onai  mo^z  t- a*^  the 
peop.e  .-If  A  eras  themselves  should  de- 
termLie  wLai  I:<.nds  were  to  be  used  for 
park  pv4rT^5Ci  and  not  age'ocies  ol  the 
Federal  Oovemment.  I  ncted  that  the 
400  people  at  that  meeting  loudly  ap- 
plauded this  remark,  mdlcating  that 
they  wanted  to  have  jurisdiction  over 
their  own  lands,  and  not  have  them 
dominated  by  the  bureaucrats  of  the 
Park  Service  or  the  International 
Boundary  and  Water  Commission. 

In  the  48  States  there  are  2.988.000 
square  miles  of  territory.  At  the  pres- 
ent time,  711.168  of  those  square  miles 
are  owned  by  the  Federal  Government 
and  under  P>ederal  bureaucratic  man- 
agement and  control.  Today,  23.9  per- 
cent of  all  the  land  in  the  48  States  of 
tills  Nation  Is  owned  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
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emment  and  administered  and  managed 
by  Federal  bureaus. 

To  say  it  another  way.  this  Federal 
land  owned  by  the  Federal  Government 
and  administered  by  the  bureaucrats 
constitutes  an  area  more  than  2  Mj  times 
the  size  of  the  State  of  Texas,  or  10  times 
the  size  of  the  combined  area  of  the  com- 
bined 6  New  England  States. 

This  bureaucratic  mania  to  bring 
more  lands  under  their  domination  is 
not  confined  to  the  State  of  Texas  alone. 
In  the  State  of  Washington  we  have  the 
same  condition  prevailing  along  the 
hundreds  of  miles  of  territory  on  both 
sides  of  Roosevelt  Lake  behind  the 
Grand  Coulee  Dam. 

Nor  do  we  have  to  go  3.500  miles  to 
the  State  of  Washington  or  2.000  miles 
to  Texas  to  find  examples  of  this  land- 
grabbing  mania.      Just  across  the  Po- 
tomac River  adjacent  to  Arlington  Cem- 
etery, there  is  a  tract  of  28  acres  known 
as  the  Nevius  tract.     The  Veterans"  Ad- 
ministration wanted  to  build  a  hospital 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  insisted 
the  Nevius  tract  was  the  only  location 
for  it.      The  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Smith]  gave  figures  here  last  year 
showing  that  the  Federal  Government 
had  paid  $65,000  an  acre  for  the  28  acres 
in  the  Nevius  tract,  or  a  total  of  $1,600.- 
000.     Within     5     minutes'     automobile 
drive  from  that  site  the  VA  could  have 
purchased  land  for  $600  or  $700  an  acre. 
The    Veterans'    Administration    con- 
demned the  Nevius  tract  land  and  paid 
for  it  with  borrowed  money  which  has 
become  part  of  the  natiorial  debt.     The 
taxpayers  now  are  paying  $32,000  a  year 
in  Interest  on  the  money  used  to  pur- 
chase the  Nevius  tract.     The  Veterans' 
Administration  now  has  decided  that  the 
hospital  should  be  built  some  place  else 
and  the  Nevius  tract  is  of  no  use  to  the 
Government.      The  result  is   that   the 
Federal  Government  is  paying  $32,000 
a  year  in  interest  on  the  money  borrowed 
to  buy  land  for  which  the  Government 
has  no  use.      Furthermore  the  city  of 
Alexandria  has  lost  the  $17,600  a  year  in 
taxes  which   was   paid  on   this  Nevius 
tract  land  when  it  was  in  private  owner- 
ship. 

In  the  State  of  Washington  the  Voice 
of  America  condemned  a  tract  of  land 
and  paid  in  excess  of  $500,000  for  it  as 
a  site  for  a  radio  station.  The  Voice 
had  been  offered  an  equally  good  tract 
for  $12,000  but  insisted  on  buying  the 
more  expensive  land  for  this  radio 
station. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  has  ex- 
pired. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Mack  of 
Washington  was  given  3  additional 
minutes. ) 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    The  Voice 
of  America  was  offered  two  sites  for  their 
radio    station.     One    site    would    cost 
$12,000.     It  had  no  agricultural  value 
The  other  site  would  cost  $500,000.  for  it 
consisted  of  the  choicest  Irrigated  agri- 
cultural land  in  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton.    Of  course,  the  aesthetic  tastes  of 
the  Voice  of  America  people  could  not 
be  satisfied  with  a  $12,000  site,  so  they 
r[f«^'.**^^^  *"^  bought  1.200  acres  at 
$400  to  $500  an  acre  of  this  expensive 
agricultural  land  for  a  radio  staUon. 


On  last  Monday.  Dr.  Compton.  who  Is 
head  of  the  Voice  of  America,  Issued  a 
statement  saying  that  he  had  recom- 
mended that  the  station  should  not  be 
built  on  this  site  for  which  the  Voice  of 
America  had  paid  $500,000,  but  that  the 
station  should  be  moved  to  southern 
California  and  new  lands  purchased 
there  as  a  site  for  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.     I  yield 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     Did  I  under- 
stand the  gentleman  to  say  that  for  a 
radio  station  they  had  to  have  a  site  of 
1,200  acres? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  At  first 
they  wanted  2.400  acres  which  was  the 
$12,000  site.  Then  they  selected  the  1.- 
2 00 -acre  site  and  paid  approximately 
$500,000  for  it. 

Mr.   BROWN    of   Ohio.    How    much 

ground  does  it  take  for  a  radio  station? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    In  my 

opinion  it  should  take  about  six  to  eight 

acres,  not  1,200  acres. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  What  were  the 
Voice  of  America  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment going  to  raise  on  this  great  area  of 
land,  pansies? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  The 
theory  of  the  Federal  bureaucrats  seems 
to  be  that  they  should  take  land  out  of 
use  and  out  of  production  so  that  private 
enterprise  can  be  put  out  of  business. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GOLDEN.  I  am  certainly  happy 
the  gentleman  is  taking  the  position  he 
is  on  a  vital  question  that  affects  not  only 
the  great  State  of  Washington  but  also 
my  own  State  of  Kentucky.  The  Pted- 
eral  Government  has  acquired  so  much 
land  in  Kentucky  that  many  of  the  coun- 
ties do  not  have  a  sufficient  tax  base  to 
support  the  government  or  the  local  com- 
munities. The  same  is  true  of  the  school 
districts. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  The  sei- 
zure and  confiscation  of  private  lands 
and  placing  them  under  Federal  control 
is  the  thing  that  has  brought  about  this 
constant  stream  of  requests  to  Congress 
for  aid  to  school  districts  and  other  lo- 
cal government  grants.  We  are  im- 
poverishing the  State,  coimty,  city,  and 
school  governments  by  these  land  seizure 
practices. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Bdr.  Chair- 
man.  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  was  very 
much  interested  in  the  gentleman's  com- 
ments about  these  radio  stations,  and  I 
am  just  wondering  what  happened  to  the 
cut  I  proposed  of  $20,000,000  from  the 
Voice  of  America  program  last  year,  pin- 
pointing this  very  thing  we  are  discussing 
here.  How  did  they  come  around  and 
get  that  money? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  The 
money  that  was  used  to  purchase  this 
radio  station  site  came  out  of  the  appro- 
priation bill  for  the  previous  year.  I  do 
not  believe  the  Voice  would  have  gotten 
that  money  if  Congress  knew  how  It 
would  be  squandered. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  As  I  recaU. 
that  particular  station  was  in  queetion 
last  year. 
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Mr.  BENTSEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  partlctilarly  In- 
debted to  my  friend  from  the  State  of 
Washington  for  hl£  kind  comimeQts  in 
regard  to  my  work  in  representing  my 
disLrict.  I  do  hope  be  will  return  soon 
and  dten  and  I  may  have  the  pleasure  of 
being  there  for  his  next  visit. 

The  particular  project  to  which  he  has 
addressed  his  remarks,  the  Falcom  In- 
ternational Dam  on  the  Rio  Grande  Is 
one  that  is  now  80  percent  completed. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  oonuaittoe  is 
not  indulsinc  in  any  false  economy  on 
this  particular  project.  The  Faloom 
Dam  to  guaranteed  for  completion  by 
our  Government  by  November  of  1963 
through  a  treaty  with  Mexico.  With 
this  appropriation  the  ultimate  com- 
pletion will  be  expedited.  This  appro- 
priatnn  wiU  assure  us  of  not  kiaiiig  pri- 
orities on  steel  aitd  aiaterials  that  were 
needed  for  its  eonstmeilon,  priortttes  we 
would  have  lost  had  we  not  had  the 
appropriation  at  this  time.  If  we  had 
delayed  the  appropriation  we  would  have 
merely  forestalled  meeting  our  obliga- 
tion, we  would  have  broken  faith  with 
the  Mexican  Government.  It  will  bene- 
fit an  area  which  is  tremendously  pro- 
ductive but  is  experiencing  one  of  the 
greatest  droughts  in  history  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  We  would  have  left  it  with- 
out Income  because  of  crop  failures  due 
to  lack  of  water.  Additional  tax  loss 
would  have  seemed  to  the  government 
by  dclaylner  oonatruetlon.  We  would 
have  had  a  starting  and  stopping  of 
construction  which  would  have  resulted 
In  greater  cost  in  eontractual  obhga- 
tions. 

As  to  the  work  of  the  International 
Boundary  and  Water  Commission.  I  am 
pleased  to  say  they  have  given  us  oon- 
siderabie  cooperation.  They  have  not 
Riven  us  all  that  we  have  requested  or 
that  we  need  for  the  citizens  of  Zapata 
County.  Originally  they  proposed  tak- 
ing considerably  More  land  than  they 
have  at  the  present  time.  I  contacted 
them  and  after  coalereaees  with  the 
people  in  the  county  they  agreed  to  cot 
down  the  aoKnmt  of  land  they  would 
take.  I  am  arcing  that  they  cut  this 
taking  of  land  to  the  absolute  wttKimmy 
needed  for  the  lakes  protection.  They 
also  were  going  to  take  all  of  the  gas 
and  oil  rights  under  those  lands.  I 
think  it  is  a  mistake  on  the  part  o<  the 
Federal  GorcmMent  to  do  that.  It 
shoukl  not  be  tn  the  oil  and  g^  busfaess. 
That  is  a  speculative  enterprise.  Either 
you  pay  the  landowner  too  much  for  it 
and  the  general  taxpayer  suffers  or  yon 
pay  the  landowner  too  little  for  it  and 
it  is  an  unfair  condemnation  of  his 
property.  At  the  present  time  they  tell 
me  a  large  oil  and  las  field  in  that  area 
has  been  discovered  and  the  land  axkd  eil 
and  gas  rights  will  be  of  tremendous 
value.  The  International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission  has  acreed  to  leave 
the  oil  and  gas  rights  with  the  peo- 
ple of  the  area.  A  program  must  be 
worked  out  to  facilitate  the  drlBing  for 
these  minerals  under  the  lake  proper. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  yield  to  the  geatle- 
man  from  Washington. 


Mr.  MACK  of  Washinston.  I  am  not 
opposed  to  the  $a,5OO,0M  in  the   biU. 

That  money  is  to  be  used  to  constmet 
power  f  aclllttes  which  I  think  are  needed, 
but  I  do  believe  the  Ajiproprlatlons  Com- 
mittee should  examine  most  carefully 
the  request  when  it  comes  in  in  a  few 
months  from  now  in  the  regular  budget. 
They  should  review  the  47,000  acres  for 
park  purposes.  Personally  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  land  should  be  used  for  recre- 
ational purposes;  It  should  be  used  for 
the  production  of  food  aiKi  fib^r  for  the 
people. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  ohsenratioo.  I,  too,  want 
only  the  minimum  amount  of  land  to  be 
taken  that  is  necessary  fbr  the  lake.  We 
have  a  problem  there  in  the  fact  that 
the  lake  wHI  extend  for  a  distance  of  55 
miles,  so  there  is  going  to  be  some  land 
necessarily  taken. 

May  I  say  also  that  during  the  last 
Congress  I  received  an  appropriation  as 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands  to  do  some  of  the  very  things 
which  the  gentleman  has  suggested  in 
connection  with  revision  of  the  public 
land  laws  and  a  return  to  private  enter- 
pribe  of  as  much  land  as  it  is  practical 
to  return  to  mivate  enterprise,  which  Is 
now  owned  by  the  FM«^1  Oovemment. 
Over  440,000.000  acres  are  owned  by  the 
Federal  Oovemment.  There  has  been 
no  general  revision  of  these  land  laws 
since  Teddy  Roosevelt's  day. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  3^1d? 

Mr.  BENTSKN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  would  Bke  to  know 
why  the  National  Park  Service  ha-g  to 
take  over  any  Jurisdiction.  I  hope  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs will  dig  dees^  into  this  problem 
because  the  greatest  stagnation  we  have 
in  the  Nation  today  Is  due  to  the  situa- 
tion that  has  existed  through  some  two 
or  three  decades  and  the  whole  matter 
needs  to  be  reviewed  by  a  committee  of 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  We  have  about  5.000 
of  those  public  land  laws  that  are  in 
desperate  need  of  revision,  antfaiuated. 
and  conflicting.  Now,  we  have  started 
this  revision.  My  subcommittee  received 
an  appropriation  of  $25,000,  and  we 
turned  over  one-half  of  that  txack  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  HORAN.  In  saying  that,  I  am 
not  against  a  proper  national  park  sys- 
tem, but  it  has  gone  far  out  of  h*i^nre 
and  it  is  stagnating  a  lot  of  our  areas. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  We  have  commenced 
the  wwk  and  it  is  my  hope  that  the  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  will  carry  on 
the  woi*  for  revision  of  the  public  tanr^ 
laws. 

Mr.  MTTJ.ER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  chairman  at  the 
Committee  on  Iirterior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs the  puttie  land  problem  has  eome 
under  our  jurisdiction.  It  is  rather  dis- 
turbing when  you  find  the  Federal  Qor- 
emment  year  after  year  adding  addi- 
tional land  to  what  they  already  have. 
They  own  about  one-fourth  of  all  of  the 
land  In  the  United  States.  In  some  of 
the  Western  States  it  goes  up  to  more 
than  80  percent.  The  gentleman  from 
Texas  said  420  million  acres.    That  is 


Just  inside  of  the  United  States.  Actu- 
ally it  is  oircr  AM  miUton  acres  owned  by 
the  Federal  Oovermnent  indtsdiiv 
Alaska.  In  cheddng  with  ttte  iBterimr 
Department  they  think  they  added  about 
10  millioa  acres  in  the  last  1%  years. 
As  has  been  said,  the  public  land  laws 
are  in  «uite  a  mess  and  have  been  for 
sometime.  It  was  my  hope,  wh«n  I  made 
the  statensent  before  the  full  commit- 
tee, that  it  wooM  be  possitite  to  get  seme 
of  the  Federal  land  that  is  not  now 
needed  back  upon  the  tax  rc^ls.  but  every 
department  of  Govexnmiait  resists  that 
effort.  They  want  more  land  instead  of 
less.  ResolutiAQs  have  been  ixktrodttced 
to  correct  this  situation.  I  believe  tbe 
gentleman  from  Montana  []gr.  I>VwMnl 
will  continue  the  work  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  BsifTsEif]  has 
started  relative  to  land  laws.  I  thinif 
we  need  an  invoice,  a  checking  up  of  the 
amount  of  public  lands,  who  owns  them, 
and  what  laws  govern  them.  It  is  a 
long,  tedious  task,  but  I  am  sure  the 
Congress  in  some  committee  ought  to 
undertake  that  task. 

Now.  as  to  F^leom  Dam,  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  and  myself  held  a  hear- 
ing there  last  November.  Falcom  Dam. 
I  think,  in  the  end.  will  be  a  credit  to 
this  country  and  to  Mexico.  lAider  State 
Departmmt  supervision  they  started  to 
build  a  dam;  indeed,  this  last  month 
they  shut  the  water  otl  on  the  Rio  Grande 
River  so  It  is  now  held  back,  but  they 
have  made  no  preparaticm  for  the  de- 
livery of  water  downstream.  I  hope  the 
great  Stote  of  Texas  will  be  able  to  iron 
out  soaae  of  their  water  laws  and  diffi- 
culties so  that  they  may  know  who  is 
going  to  get  the  water.  It  has  not  been 
decided  as  of  now.  The  same  is  true 
of  the  power  plant.  The  Recbuaaatlon 
Division  generally  decides  who  is  to  get 
the  water  and  the  power  before  the  dams 
are  bunt  In  other  words,  they  have 
the  cart  ahead  of  the  hccse  in  this  in- 
stance. They  will  back  the  water  up 
some  50  miles.  They  arc  oovoring  up 
three  towns  in  that  area,  two  of  them 
older  than  the  city  of  Philadelphia. 
They  are  covering  up  18  cemeteries  that 
date  back  to  the  early  history  of  the 
United  States,  and  if  you  do  not  think 
that  is  a  disturbing  factor  to  this  amiiif 
area,  you  should  go  down  and  listen  te 
some  of  their  stories.  They  are  eoverkig 
8.000  acres  of  swne  of  the  fhiest  irrigated 
land  you  have  ever  seen  and  not  making 
preparation  to  handle  .some  of  the  prob- 
lems connected  with  those  people  who 
will  be  displaced.  Nevertheless,  I  think 
it  has  to  go  ahead  because  it  is  one  of 
ttiose  things  that  we  started  te  da  In 
fact,  the  water  is  shut  off  and  backed 
up  now,  and  that  win  prevent  floods 
down  the  river. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BClLLfiR  of  Itebraska.  I  yMd  to 
the  gentleman  from  Florida. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  believe 
that  you  have  had  referred  to  your  com- 
mittee a  bill  which  I  introduced  several 
days  ago  which  provides  that  the  lands 
taken  over  by  the  Oovemment  would 
still  be  subject  to  local  taxation,  or  In 
lieu  thereof,  contribution  should  be 
made  to  the  State  or  political  subdivi- 
sion to  take  care  of  the  loss  of  taxation. 
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Mr.  MTTJiKR  of  Nebraska.    I  hope  the  mtm.    Itie   Bureau   or  Land   Management  fault  of  his  own  be  la  repaid  for  Improve- 

Houae.  when  the  time  conies,  will  con-  I'uns  another  lOe  million  acres  outalde  the  menta. 

sider  the  resolutbm  Introduced  by  the  'o""*-                                                                    8  it  calls  for  fair  fees  to  be  set  by  Inde- 

Rentleman  ffom  Montana  [Mr  ITEwakt]  ®***  *°  *'**•  "^oc^™***  sponsored  the  Tay-  pendent  governmental  agencies  on  all  Fed- 

♦ft»  a  fiiii  m^tM-B  txf  *^ka  r».Kii.  i».<4  ».^k  ***  **''•  whloh  now  govems  Interior  lands,  eral  graBlng  lands. 

f  1      JS*?^       ^  PUbUc-land  prob-  The  Taylor  law  broujht  order  and  sUblllty         CrUlcs  charge  that  the  proposed  law  would 

lems  and  the  thousands  of  laws  governing  to  these  lands.  permanently  freeee  grazing  permits,  and  give 

public  lands.    I  hope  that  you  will  give  it  gives  stockmen  a  chance  to  say  some-  stockmen  a  vested  right  to  pass  on  prlvUeges 

US  that  SUKWrt.    It  is  a  kHlg  and  tedious  thing  about  running  the  public  range.    WhUe  to  their  heirs,  or  to  lease  or  seU  permits  and 

Job;  nothing  glamorous  about  it.     It  is  ^^''  ''^^^  perfect,  it  U  regarded  as  one  of  the  thus    monopolize    public    land.      They    also 

a  job  I  feel  Congress  should  approach  **"*  **°**  **^"  *^**  ^*  West  has  ever  had.  charge  that  the  right  of  appeal  to  coxirts  on 

and  do.     The  Interior  C(»nmlttee  looks  ®"*  ^*  "^•*  *"•*  regulations  of  the  Forest  grazing  problems  could  bog  down  Oovern- 

forward  to  atartirtir  In  nn  thiit  \nh  in  th»  8«"*ce   and   the   Bureau   of   Land   Manage-  ment  administration  completely, 

a^rim^Jr^^  "*°*  contradict  each  other.                                         In  any  event  youU  hear  a  lot  about  thU 

^onT^rn     w  '       -t         #  n  '^  California  I  once  saw  a  fence  separating  bill.     It  U  not  sponsored  by  a  small,  selfish 

Tne  Clerk  read  as  follows:  identical    pasturages — one    administered    by  minority  of  stockmen,  as  has  been  charged. 

For  an  additional  amount  fen:  "Federal-  Interior,  the  other  by  Agrlcxilture.  It  was  prepared  by  the  American  National 

aid  highways,"  to  remain  available  imtll  ez-  "^^  °^^  "i^e  we  can   turn  In  June   16,"  Cattlemen's    Association    and    the    National 

pended.   $185   million,  which   simi    Is   com-  ^^"  rancher  explained,   "and  on  the  other.  Wool  Orowers:    U   backed  by  the  American 

poeed  of  473,600.000.  the  remainder  of  the  '^^'7   ^^-     ^*^  ^"7  difference?"  Farm  Bureau,  the  National  Council  of  Oraa- 

amounk  authorised  to  be  appropriated  for  What  the  stockmen  want  Is  a  uniform  Fed-  ing  Directors,  and  by  the  vast  majority  of 

the  flscai  yaar  1961.  and  $113,600,000.  a  part  ^^^   grazing   act   to   govern    both    agencies,  range  users. 

of  the  anumnt  authorized  to  be  approprl-  More  specifically,  they  want  a  Taylor  law  for         "ThU  bill  would  put  Into  law  what  Is  al- 

ated  for  the  flscai  year  1953.  ^^^  Forest  Service.  ready  established  range  custom."  says  the 

mnaui.  aid  to  ncracnB)  school  Disraicn  Regardless  of   how  long  they   have  been  American  NaUonal  Cattlemen's  AssocUtton. 

**      .„-.__  _       _  -        .     .  grazing  these  lands,  stockmen  dont  have  any  "It  will  sUbtlize  the  livestock  Industry  whUe 

Mr.  ANaEU..     Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  right*— just  privileges.  protecting  the  publics  interest  In  grailnc 

to  strike  out  the  last  word.  The  Forest  Service  has  slsshed  sheep  and  lands." 

Mr.   Chairman,    this   aid    is   a   direct  <^^^I«  nimibers  between  60  percent  and  60                                                                       Percent 

obligation     by     the     Government.     The  P*'**'^*  o°  ^«^  lands,  and  there's  nothing  Arizona .  SB  4 

Government  by  taking  over  local  activi-  ^  "tockmen  can  do  about  it.     The  Forest  California 45.7 

tiM  mii«f   o ««™T  «v«-   i~Ji   !^!vlt,Ii  Service   U   plaintiff,    prosecutor.    Judge,   and  Colorado...                                                      rr  4 

hi!f«S^*f^!T  T~°**.^*^/f^'f^:  Jury.     While    it   has   talked   consirvation   it  Idaho         JI  J 

biliUai  entailed      I  am  deeply  interested  has  denied,  with  few  exceptions,  the  requesu  Montai^ " 2  I 

in    the    subject    which    was    Just    dis-  of  stockmen  to  fence,  develop  water,  and  re-  Nevada ™                                                86 

cussed    on    the    floor    by    our    colleague.  ■••<1  the  range,  even  at  their  own  expense.  New  MexicoIIII"!                                        45  e 

the  gentleman  from  Washington   [Mr.  "^^  *^™*  ^^  come,  ranchers  believe,  to  Oregon Illliri"                             62  7 

Mack),  with  reference  to  the  enormous  "^*"*   *^«"   practices,   consolidate   range  utah lllllllll             718 

holdings  of  the  land  area  in  the  various  f^,"' "!!  »n^if^!fJ^lr'',!°'Pr''w  .'^J?  P"^'  Washington V."Ji  M 

States  of  the  Union  by  the  Federal  Gov-  """i^^  ZVT^e''Ter^'ir::Sr^^X?e  ^^"'"'^^ "' « 

emment    It  has  become  a  problem  so  as  law:                                                                in  my  own  State  of  Oregon  over  52 

important  to  the  economy  of  many  of  1   No  danger  of  a  land  grab  by  stockmen,  percent  of  the  land  area  is  held  by  the 

the  smaller  political  divisions  in  which  ■■  **»•  Forest  service  and  sportsmen's  group  Federal  Government     On  January  3   I 

these    lands    are    situated    that    some  ^^^^\,„,  „,.„„._  ♦»,  ♦  ♦v    «^  introduced  H.  R.  206]  which  Is  identiod 

SirS^ Si^JL'ilSSfnritt^*"^  *"  .h]rhaTu^i3terdiS^eUn'to°2:;;TeS-'  ^ith  bUls  introduced  by  me  at  prevlo^ 

get  these  lands  teck  into  private  owner-  er  lands  should  be  used  for  grazing  recrea-  sessions  of  the  congress  which  would 

snip  ana  on  the  tax  rolls.  tion,  wUdiife.  flood  control,  or  any  other  require  the  Federal  Government  to  as- 

A  recent  discussion  of  this  problem  In  purpose.  sume  the  tax  burden  on  these  enormous 

which  there  is  set  forth  the  percentage  i*  reads:  "Nothing  herein  contained  shau  holdings  of  the  land  area  of  the  States 

of  the  Government-owned  lands  situated  5*  <»°«<^«^  to  restrict  the  power  of  the  which  have  been  taken  over  by  the  Ped- 

in  the  Western  States  appeared  in  the  SH^J^XS  unVr'^'^i'v^i^^cSon^-"^^  "^  Government  and  removed  from  the 

SrS'l.JS^t^^^i!?^''^^-   J  "    i^e  brrSo^^^^aLrnrra^ie.  «^^  tax  rdis.    In  many  of  the  counties  the 

am  including  this  article  as  a  part  of  would  govern  it  the  stmie  as  mining  and  problem  is  so  great  that  the  ordinary 

these  remarks:  irrigation,  by  the  familiar  rule:   "First  in  activities  of  the  county  cannot  be  fl- 

N«w  LandLaw  fo«  TH«  Wbbt? — SrocKMBr  **™*  ^  ^'^  in  right  '    Thus,  a  stockman  nanced  without  receiving  the  equivalent 

Au    OrrauHO   a    Bill    Intknisd   to    Xns  would  be  sure  of  his  grazing  rights  as  long  to  -taxes  from  these  Govemment-OWned 

'       THxa  FiQHT  WrrH  thk  Fobxbt  Saavicx  *«  **«  holds  base  property  and  abides  by  graz-  lands. 

rv     ««^  !^.f^  Mreena)  ^|   A^s^^kman  could  go  to  court  under  the  „  ^^'  Chairman,  the  passage  of  my  bill. 

Oiir  wonrt  landlord-tenant  problem  In  the  proposed  law;  at  present,  he  can  b^^  cutat  a  ^-  ^'    20«.   will   not   provide   a   SoluUon 

S!f  ?f  ^^  ex^ts  not  in  the  South  but  In  ^^^^.,  ^^im  and  witkoSt  r^otiS     hI  to  this  problem  of  excessive  ownership 

In  the  ^t^M^^nt  nf  th«  i-r,^  1.  i«  *'°"^'*  demand  a  hearing,  and  appeal  to  Fed-  of   land   by    the   Federal   Government. 

thf  hSids^  ■a'SST^^d^or^tS^Dn^tiS  ''I'  '^'"''  ''°^  ^l "'^"^"^  "^"°8-  '^^^'^  ^^^^^^  °'  ^^^  ^  the  NaUonal 

SUtesOovemmen?*FivT^o^ddiSere^  vii  of^the^orS'^r^icr""""'"'*'"  ^*-  Government  should  be  bioken  up  and 

(and  sometimes  conflicting)  laws,  rules,  and  *     I    ^               Service-  returned   to   the   several   States   of   the 

regulations  now  hamstring  sheep  and  catUe-  ^Jt'^^T^J'^' 2^  1°  °^   *  certain  Union  In  which  they  are  situated.    While 

men  who  graze  these  lands.      *^  S  to  be  lb^?e^S*S  «?ocl  wh.^""/'"  ^t  is  true  the  Government  in  the  opera- 

cuS:'\iir:h:£°,rm'ir,Srv  ^^a  :il?S  *^"  r^-t.*^  Butif  r^rmlt^t^d^erthe  wido°;  tlon  Of  its  business  and  particularly  for 

can  and  does  kick  off  permittees  at  will  ^*'"**"  ^"  husband's  holdings.  Her  cattle  ship  of  considerable  acreage  in  various 
Aroused  stockmen  hope  to  correct  this  "^u™***"  °^  t^e  forest  may  be  cut  10  to  30  States  of  the  Union  the  enormous  hold- 
BituaUon.  at  last,  at  this  Congress.  After  P*'"*^nt.  ings  now  held  by  the  Government  far 
3  years'  careful  study  of  the  problem,  they  "  "***  ""'^  *^  ^°^^  ranch  the  permit  that  exceed  the  need  In  this  respect,  there- 
are    Introducing    a    bUl    which.    If    passed,  ^oes  with  it  may  be  cut  another  30  to  30  per-  fore  I  am  urging  that  legislaUon  be  en- 

^°^.      ^    w  rJl  in^i.H'h"L^f°''i°t**^!'"*^^°'  acted  at  this  session  of  the  Congress  re- 

1.  Give  stockmen  stability  of  tenure,   so  ^K*,^  *  ^^  breeding  stock  project  she  is  tumine    these    lands    to    th^^a^    In 

that  they  can  plan  and  produce  from  one  ^^**"«  ^  *  transfer  cut,  since  this,  in  effect.  1  kTk  ♦k                 ?*      *^             SUtes    In 

year  to  the  next.  would  be  entering  into  a  partnership.  ^nich  they  are  situated. 

a.  Qra;^  tlie  stockman  his  day  In  court.  6.  Ranchers  could  improve  Federal  range          "^^  following  is  the   text  Of  my  bill 

and  a  clitace  to  appeal  from  bureaucratic  ^^  their  own  expense.  H.  R.  206: 

'"iiP**-          - , ,   __  Heretofore  the  Forest  Service  has  largely  A  bill  providing  for  Uxatlon  by  the  States 

-rne    two   blggMt   Federal   land    admlnla-  prohibited  range  improvement,  fearing  that          and  their  political  subdivisions  of  certain 

trator*  aretBB  ForeM  Service  in  the  Depart-  ranchers  might  obtain  vested  rights.                        real      property      acquired     for      military 

■Mnt  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  The  new  biU  encourages  range  Improve-         purposes 

^i5if1S?!^l  SJ?*  ^**""*°'"  Department.  ment  at  private  expense  and  In  cooperation          Be  it  enacted  etc    That  all  real  nrooertv  in 

The  Forest  Se^ce  now  manages  140  mU-  with  Federal  agencies.    A  stockman  ckn  build  thrcontT^ntl  UnlS^  sSt!^  -htch^Ll 

Iton  acre.  In  the  Weat  alone,  and  permits  live-  drift  fences,  trails,  and  roads,  develop  water  tofore   suSSSinY  to^em^rTlil^ 

stock  grazing  for  pay  on  about  80  mUUou  and  res^^d.    If  he  lo«»  a  permit  thrSugh  n^  aSq^IJei  oTSmJh  .SS^Saf ieJ  i'  IS 
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quired,  by  purchase,  condemnation,  or  oth«r> 
wise,  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
for  general  military  purposes  (including 
property  acqxilred  for,  or  for  use  In  connec- 
tion with,  fortifications,  coast  defenses,  mili- 
tary camps,  cantonments,  proving  grounds, 
training  areas,  bomb-testing  areas,  and  the 
manufacture  of  munitions),  together  with 
the  Improvements  on  any  such  real  property 
at  the  time  such  property  Is  so  acquired. 
shall  remain  subject  to  taxation  by  the  State 
and  political  subdivision  in  which  such  prop- 
erty is  located,  to  the  same  extent,  according 
to  Its  value,  as  oUier  real  property  la  taxed. 

Sac.  3.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not 
apply  to  any  property  with  respect  to  which 
such  power  of  taxation  is  waived  in  accord- 
ance with  State  law  by  the  State  or  political 
subdivision  In  which  such  property  Is  lo- 
cated. Any  property  covered  by  any  such 
waiver  shall  not  thereafter  be  subject  to 
such  taxation  by  the  State  or  political  sub- 
division, as  the  case  may  be,  so  long  as  such 
property  is  held  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  speak  briefly 
on  another  subject  which  Is  very  dear  to 
the  hearts  of  those  of  us  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest  and  particularly  the  State  of 
Oregon. 

oaxoON  noNEzas  nr  btatuazt  rall 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  last  Saturday.  Feb- 
ruary 14,  the  94th  anniversary  of  the 
admission  of  Oregon  as  a  State  of  the 
Union,  a  significant  ceremony  took  place 
in  Statuary  Hall  in  the  Capitol.  The 
bronze  statues  of  Dr.  John  McLoughlin 
and  Rev.  Jason  Lee  were  presented  to 
the  National  Government  by  the  Honor- 
able Douglas  McKay.  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  in  behalf  of  Paul  L.  Patterson. 
Governor  of  Oregon.  The  statues  were 
accepted  in  behalf  of  the  Nation  by  Vice 
President  Nixon. 

Significant  and  noteworthy  addresses 
were  delivered  by  Mr.  Leslie  M.  Scott, 
director  of  the  Oregon  Historical  Society, 
on  the  life  and  work  of  Dr.  McLoughlin, 
benefactor  of  Oregon  settlers,  and  by 
Dr.  G.  Herbert  Smith,  president  of  the 
Willamette  University  on  Rev.  Jason  Lee. 
whom  he  characterized  as  missionary 
and  colonizer.  Dr.  Burt  Brown  Barker, 
chairman  of  the  Oregon  Statuary  Com- 
mittee and  vice  president  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oregon,  gave  an  address  en- 
titled "Oregon,  the  Unique  Prize." 

While  it  is  true  these  are  the  first 
statues  of  Oregon  pioneers  selected  by 
the  State  of  Oregon  for  Statuary  Hall 
in  the  Nation's  Capitol,  the  statue  of 
Edward  Dickinson  Baker,  late  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  distinguished  military 
statesman  and  friend  of  Abraham  Lin- 
coln, occupies  a  prominent  place  in  Stat- 
uary Hall.  However,  it  was  not  placed 
there  through  the  request  of  the  State 
but  by  the  Congress  itself.  Each  State 
in  the  Union  Is  accorded  the  privilege  of 
placing  in  Statuary  Hall  two  statues  of 
its  distinguished  citizens. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  acquainting  you, 
and  my  colleagues,  of  the  great  contri- 
bulions  made  by  these  pioneers  whose 
statues  are  now  placed  in  Statuary  Hall 
by  the  people  of  Oregon  on  the  94th  an- 
niversary as  a  State.  I  am  extending  in 
these  remarks  the  dedicatory  addresses 
of  Dr.  G.  Herbert  Smith  and  Mr.  Leslie 
M.  Scott,  which  give  in  some  detail  the 


significant    accomplishments    of    these 
two  great  Oregon  pioneers: 

Jason  Lze:  Missiomakt  Am  Colonizeb 

(Address  by  Dr.  O.  Herbert  Smith,  president. 

Willamette  University,  on  the  occasion  of 

the  dedication  and  unveiling  of  statues  of 

Jason  Lee  and  Dr.  John  McLoughlin) 

The  story  of  Jason  Lee  and  the  historic 
part  he  played  in  the  colonization  and  de- 
velopment of  the  Oregon  country  gives  us 
an  outstanding  example  of  a  man  and  a 
task  well  met.  A  lesser  man  In  physical 
power,  endiu-ance,  courage,  spiritual  devo- 
tion, personal  leadership,  and  adaptabUity. 
would  have  been  doomed  to  faUure  in  the 
assignment  which  Lee  undertook  as  a  serv- 
ice to  Ood,  his  church,  and  to  mankind. 

The  first  30  years  of  Jason  Lee's  life  were 
spent  In  a  remarkably  effective  preparation 
for  the  13  years  of  his  unusual  ministry — 
for  Jason  Lee  was  first  of  all  a  minister  and 
a  missionary.  His  sturdy  Old  England  and 
New  England  ancestry  may  rightfully  be  in- 
cluded in  his  preparation  for  his  life  work, 
for  he  came  from  a  long  line  of  rugged  pio- 
neering foretwars.  Jason  was  the  youngest  of 
16  children,  and  was  born  on  June  38,  1803. 
in  a  log  house  built  by  his  father  in  what 
Is  now  Stanstead  Parish.  Quebec.  Canada. 
Careful  historians  of  the  period  emphasize 
the  fact  that  the  father.  Daniel  Lee,  a  vet- 
eran of  the  Revolutionary  War,  and  his  wife, 
Sarah,  as  well  as  their  children,  were  Ameri- 
can citizens. 

While  Jason  was  yet  a  young  lad  his 
father  died  leaving  the  mother  with  little 
means  of  support,  and  Jason  went  to  live 
with  his  brother  Ellas,  35  years  his  senior. 
During  these  years  there  developed  a  life- 
long attachment  between  Jason  Lee  and  his 
nephew,  Daniel,  3  years  his  Junior,  who  was 
to  become  his  companion  and  missionary  to 
Oregon. 

For  Jason  Lee  there  was  a  brief  period  of 
formal  education  in  the  village  school  at 
Stanstead.  Interrupted  by  economic  neces- 
sity. He  recalled  that  at  the  age  of  13  be 
was  self-supporting — ^thrown  upon  the  world 
without  money  to  provide  for  aU  his  wants 
by  his  own  industry.  His  work  as  a  farm- 
hand followed  by  toilsome  years  In  the  lum- 
ber camps,  contributed  to  the  knowledge  and 
physical  power  of  the  young  giant. 

The  changes  which  came  in  the  life  of 
Jason  Lee.  tiirnlng  him  from  logging  camps 
to  the  Christian  ministry  and  the  Oregon 
mission  field,  were  largely  Influenced  by  two 
great  personalities  with  whom  he  came  in 
contact.  The  first  of  these  men  he  met  in 
1836.  The  Reverend  Richard  Pope,  Wesleyan 
missionary,  led  a  remarkable  religious 
awakening  on  the  Stanstead  circuit.  To  him 
goes  the  honor  of  winning  Jason  Lee  to  the 
services  of  the  church.  Lee's  diary  reveals 
the  Influence  of  his  religious  experience  and 
the  milestone  it  wrought  In  his  career.  He 
wrote:  "I  was  now  by  my  own  consent,  the 
property  of  another,  and  His  glory  and  not 
my  own  gratification  must  be  the  object  of 
my  ptirsuit." 

In  the  years  which  Inunedlately  followed. 
Lee  continued  Ills  manual  labor  with  study 
and  preaching  on  the  side.  There  was  a 
growing  conviction,  however,  that  he  must 
more  fully  equip  himself  for  the  ministry. 
Accordingly,  in  1839,  at  age  36.  he  returned  to 
the  Massachusetts  village  of  his  ancestors 
and  entered  the  young  Wilbraham  Academy. 
His  fellow  student,  Osmon  C.  Baker,  later  to 
become  a  Methodist  Bishop,  gave  us  a  per- 
sonal description  of  Lee  at  the  time  of  his 
enrollment:  "Jason  Lee  was  a  large,  athletic 
young  man.  6  feet  and  3  Inches  In  height, 
with  a  fully  developed  frame,  and  a  consti- 
tution like  Iron. 

"His  piety  was  deep  and  uniform,  and  his 
life,  in  a  very  uncommon  degree,  pure  and 
exemplary.  In  those  days  of  extensive  and 
powerful  revivals,  I  iised  to  observe  with 
what  confidence  and  satisfaction  seekers  of 
religion  would  place  themselves  under  his 


Instruction.  They  regarded  Iilm  as  a  right- 
eous man  whose  prayers  availed  much." 

It  was  such  a  young  man  who  attracted  the 
attention  of  another  great  personality — 
Dr.  Wilbur  Flsk.  then  principal  at  WUbra- 
ham  Academy.  Flsk.  the  distinguished  edu- 
cator, recognized  Lee's  supericM-  qualities 
and  gave  him  particular  attention.  As  is 
often  the  case  with  great  teachers,  it  was 
Flsk  who  Influenced  his  pupil,  Jason  Lee.  to 
undertake  his  distinctive  life  assignment-^ 
the  mission  to  Oregon. 

Lee  had  returned  to  his  home  community 
where  he  was  preaching  and  teaching  In 
the  Stanstead  Academy.  During  this  period 
the  membership  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal 
Chiirch  was  deeply  moved  by  an  article  In 
the  Christian  Advocate  and  Journal  which 
told  of  the  visit  of  four  Flathead  Indians  to 
St.  Louis,  the  trading  center  of  the  West. 
The  article  concluded  that  "the  red  men 
from  the  Flathead  Tribe  of  Oregon  had  been 
sent  by  a  council  of  their  chiefs,  as  delegates 
to  St.  Louis  to  inquire  concerning  the  word 
of  the  Great  Spirit;  that  in  proeecutlon  of 
their  object,  they  had  traveled  3,000  mUes 
through  rugged  mountains,  barren  plains, 
and  dangerous  enemies,  enduring  cold  and 
heat,  thirst  and  hunger,  and  many  hard- 
ships." 

The  Immediate  and  spontaneous  resjMnse 
to  this  article  was  that  the  Ooepel  must  be 
taken  to  the  Oregon  country.  The  leaders 
of  the  Methodist  Church  at  once  urged  a 
mission  to  the  Flathead  Indians  and  Dr.  Wil- 
bur Flsk,  who  had  become  the  first  president 
of  Wesleyan  University,  led  out  in  an  apfteal 
for  a  missionary  effort.  As  soon  as  the  gen- 
eral mission  board  had  voted  to  establish  a 
mission,  Flsk  recalled  the  devoted  student 
of  Wilbraham  Academy,  and  urged  that  Ja- 
son Lee  be  appointed.  In  June,  the  New 
England  Conference  ordained  Jason  Lee  as 
"IiAlssionary  to  the  Flathead  Indians"  and  his 
former  teacher  expressed  his  warm  approval: 

"Our  esteemed  brother,  Jason  Lee,  was 
apF)ointed  by  Bishop  Bedding  at  the  late 
session  of  the  New  England  Conference  for 
that  mission.  Brother  Lee  is  one  whom 
all  who  know  him  Judge  well  qualified  for 
the  enterprise.  He  is  a  man  on  whom  my 
mind  rested  when  the  subject  was  first  agi- 
tated. I  know  him  well,  and  can  moet  cor- 
dially reconunend  him  to  all  the  friends  of 
the  enterprise  as  one  worthy  of  their  confi- 
dence." 

Jason  Lee  left  his  home  on  August  9,  1833. 
but  soon  discovered  that  there  were  many 
problems  and  much  to  accomplish  before  the 
trip  to  Oregon  could  be  attempted.  The  next 
several  months  were  spent  in  travel  In  the 
East  holding  missionary  meetings  to  raise 
money  for  the  enterprise.  During  this  pe- 
riod, Jason  Lee  also  associated  with  him- 
self two  men  who  became  his  most  able  and 
loyal  colleagues — his  nephew,  Daniel  Lee, 
and  Cyrus  Shepard,  a  young  Boston  school- 
master. 

In  our  day  of  air  travel  when  any  po)nt 
in  the  country  can  be  reached  In  a  few 
hours.  It  is  difficult  for  us  to  comprehend 
the  magnitude  of  the  problem  which  faced 
Jason  Lee  in  reaching  the  Oregon  Country 
and  the  scene  of  his  labors.  Fortunately  he 
learned  of  Capt.  Nathaniel  J.  Wyeth.  who 
recently  had  returned  to  Boston  from  his 
first  Journey  west,  and  arrangements  were 
made  for  the  Lee  party  to  accompany  Wyeth 's 
second  expedition,  which  was  scheduled  to 
leave  Independence,  Mo.,  in  April  1834.  The 
trip  to  St.  Louis  was  made  by  boat  on  the 
Ohio  River  with  stops  en  route  to  hold  mis- 
sionary meetings  and  secure  additional  fi- 
nance. Across  Missouri  Jason  Lee  and  his 
nephew  nmde  a  strenuoxie  trip  by  horseback. 
At  Independence,  two  lay  assistants,  Philip 
L.  Edwards  and  Courtney  M.  Walker,  were 
added  to  the  mission  party  and  the  little 
band  with  packs,  pack  saddles,  horses  and 
cows,  was  ready  to  Join  Captain  Wyeth's  large 
party  of  travelers — westward  over  the  dimly 
blazed  Oregon  TralL 
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nx>m  that  spring  Monday,  April  28,  1834. 
days  turned  into  eventful  weeks,  and  weeks 
Into  months,  as  the  caravan  moved  steadily 
westward.  In  the  course  of  the  Journey,  Jason 
Lee  repeatedly  demonstrated  his  good  judg- 
ment, his  courage,  and  hte  capacity  for  lead- 
ership. Often  when  Captain  Wyeth  was  away 
from  the  main  party  to  hunt  or  trade,  It  was 
Jason  Lee  who  acted  as  his  lieutenant  in 
command.  A  sincere  tribute  was  paid  to 
Mr.  Lee  by  one  of  his  fellow  travelers,  the 
Philadelphia  physician  and  naturalist,  John 
K.  Tuwnsend.  who  wrote: 

"Mr.  Lee  Is  a  great  favorite  with  the  men. 
deservedly  so.  and  there  are  probably  few 
persons  to  whose  preaching  they  would  have 
listened  with  so  much  complaisance.  I  have 
often  been  amused  and  pleased  by  Mr.  Lee's 
manner  of  reproving  thenx  for  the  coarseness 
and  profanity  of  expression  which  Is  so  uni- 
versal among  them.  "Hie  reproof,  although 
decided,  clear  and  strong.  Is  always  charac- 
terized by  the  mildness  and  affectionate  man- 
ner peculiar  to  the  man;  and  though  the 
good  effect  of  the  advice  may  not  be  discern- 
ible, yet  It  la  always  treated  with  respect, 
and  Its  utility  acknowledged." 

The  land  journey  was  completed  with  the 
arrival  of  the  party  at  Port  Walla  Walla  on 
the  first  day  of  September.  Two  weeks  later, 
after  a  barge  trip  on  the  Ckilumbla  River, 
the  mission  party  reached  journey's  end  and 
mo<M^d  their  barge  on  the  beach  in  front 
of  Port  Vancouver.  There,  two  great  per- 
sonages of  early  Oregon  first  met.  Jason 
Lee  was  greeted  by  Dr.  John  McLougblln. 
and  this  meeting  marked  the  beginning  of 
a  friendship  never  to  be  broken  between  the 
big-hearted  chief  factor  of  the  Ck>lumbia 
River  district  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
and  the  missionary  to  the  Flatheads. 

In  making  the  decision  to  establish  the 
mission  in  the  valley  of  the  Willamette,  Jason 
Lee  was  largely  influenced  by  the  advice  of 
Dr.  McLoughlln  who  pointed  out  the  dan- 
ger of  attempting  a  mission  farther  east 
In  the  Flathead  country.  The  mission  site 
selected  was  on  a  broad  rich  river  bottom, 
10  miles  northwest  of  the  present  city  of 
Salem.  Work  was  started  at  once  on  a  per- 
manent shelter.  Jason  Lee  records  a  vivid 
picture  of  the  first  weeks  of  labor  : 

"We  landed  where  we  now  are  in  October 
1834,  and  pitched  our  tents,  unloaded  our 
canoes,  and  conunenced  building  a  house. 
The  rainy  season  was  approaching  and  I 
did  not  like  the  idea  of  living  in  an  Indian 
hut.  We  labored  luider  disadvantages  for 
we  were  not  carpenters.  We,  however,  went 
into  the  woods  and  cut  the  timber.  We 
took  the  green  trees  and  split  them,  and 
hewed  out  boards  for  oiu-  floors.  We  could 
not  advance  very  swiftly,  and  we  did  not 
finish  our  hoxise  till  after  the  rainy  season 
had  conunenced." 

From  his  earliest  days  In  Orsgon,  Jason 
Lee  thought  in  terms  of  colonization  and 
permanent  settlements.  In  his  first  letter  to 
his  friend  Dr.  Plsk.  he  reported: 

"I  have  requested  the  board  not  to  send 
any  more  single  men,  but  to  send  men  with 
families.  I  have  also  advised  that  Daniel's 
chosen  be  sent  as  soon  as  possible.  A  greater 
f  avc»-  could  not  be  bestowed  upon  this  coun- 
try, than  to  send  it  pious.  Industrious,  in- 
telligent females." 

The  plea  for  additions  to  the  mission  fam- 
ily was  Jason  Lee's  continuing  niessage. 
Finally,  the  board  acted  to  send  reinforce- 
ments starting  in  1837.  The  first  party 
sailed  from  Boston  Harbor  to  Oregon  aboard 
the  HamUton  in  1836.  Included  were  Miss 
Susan  Downing,  engaged  to  marry  Cyrxu 
Shepard.  and  Miss  Anna  Maria  Plttman. 
The  latter  became  the  wife  of  Jason  Lee  and 
was  destined  to  be  the  flrst  white  woman  to 
die  In  the  Oregon  country. 

In  the  spring  of  1835,  30  acres  of  prairie 

land  were  plowed  and  planted  with  seed,  and 

''in  this  small  way  the  agricultural  industry 

of  the  Willamette  Valley  had  its  start.    The 

flrst  crops  were  sufficient  to  provide  food  for 


the  missionaries  as  well  as  for  a  number  of 
Indian  children.  Jason  Lee  recognized  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  and  reported  to  his  mis- 
sion board: 

"The  land  here  produces  good  wheat,  peas, 
barley,  oats,  beans,  and  potatoes,  but  Indian 
corn  does  not  flourish  well." 

Experience  with  the  Indian  children  who 
came  to  the  mission  clearly  indicated  that 
education  must  precede  an  understanding  of 
religion.  Thus,  an  early  activity  was  the 
establishment  of  the  Indian  Mission  School  in 
March  1835.  This  was  the  forerunner  of 
the  Indian  Manual  Labor  Training  School 
whose  property  was  later  sold  to  the  trustees 
of  the  Oregon  Institute,  to  become  Willam- 
ette University.  Jason  Lee  realized  that  his 
greatest  hope  In  bringing  salvation  to  the 
Indians  was  through  the  medium  of  educa- 
tion. Under  the  direction  of  Cyrus  Shepard, 
the  Mission  School  made  rapid  progress  and 
gave  the  mission  its  greatest  early  evidence 
of  success. 

Jason  Lee's  business  acun^n  was  evidenced 
when  he  set  in  motion  a  program  which  led 
to  the  beginning  of  independent  economic  life 
for  the  Oregon  settlers  as  well  as  the  start 
of  one  of  Oregon's  moet  Important  industries. 
Lee  recognized  that  possession  of  cattle  was 
fundamental  to  the  economic  life  of  the  mis- 
sion. With  this  in  mind  he  organized  a  joint 
stock  company  to  raise  money  and  send  a 
delegation  to  California  to  purchase  cattle. 
Approximately  $3,700  was  secured  and  800 
head  of  Spanish  cattle  were  purchased.  Six 
hundred  and  thirty  of  the  original  purchase 
survived  the  grueling  trip  overland  and  be- 
came the  foundation  of  Oregon's  livestock 
and  dairy  industry. 

While  Jason  Lee's  missionary  purpose  and 
spirit  never  faltered,  there  is  ample  evidence 
that  he  had  a  growing  realization  of  the  fu- 
tility of  the  work  with  the  Indians  and  the 
Importance  of  the  growing  white  settlement 
in  the  Oregon  country.  As  early  as  '837  he 
expressed  a  vital  interest  In  securing  ties  for 
the  Oregon  country  with  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

The  strong  desire  to  bring  the  problems 
of  the  Oregon  settlers  to  the  attention  of 
Congress,  coupled  with  other  considerations 
growing  out  of  the  mission,  convinced  Lee 
tliat  a  trip  back  to  the  States  was  impera- 
tive. He  set  about  making  plans  for  the 
journey.  Prior  to  his  departure,  a  meeting 
was  called  at  the  log  mission  house  on  March 
16,  1838.  and  there,  inspired  by  Jason  Lee. 
was  drafted  a  memorial  addressed  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  petitioning 
the  extension  of  American  jurisdiction  over 
Oregon. 

This  flrst  memorial  from  Oregon  to  the 
Congress  was  signed  by  every  member  of 
the  mission,  17  other  American  citizens,  and 
9  French-Canadians  who  desired  American 
citizenship.  The  historic  document  made  a 
thorough  and  statesmanlike  appraisal  of  the 
economic  resources  and  commercial  advan- 
tages of  Oregon  for  the  United  States,  and 
requested  the  Gtovernment  of  the  United 
States  to  take  formal  and  speedy  possession. 

Jason  Lee  carried  this  famous  document 
from  Oregon  to  Mlssoiiri  In  a  container  se- 
ciu-ely  strapped  to  the  side  of  his  horse. 
Prom  Missouri  it  followed  the  transporta- 
tion routes  of  the  day.  over  rivers,  great 
lakes,  canals,  and  post  roads.  Late  in  De- 
cember 1838  when  Lee  went  to  the  Federal 
Capitol  for  missionary  meetings,  this  memo- 
rial was  duly  presented  to  Senator  Lewis  P. 
Linn.  who.  In  turn,  introduced  it  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  January  28,  1839,  where  it  was  ordered 
printed  and  distributed. 

About  this  time,  Jason  Lee  replied  to  an 
Inquiry  on  Oregon  from  Representative  Caleb 
Cushlng,  member  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs.  Lee's  reply  of  January 
17.  1839,  left  no  doubt  as  to  the  Importance 
which  Jason  Lee  placed  on  the  permanent 
peopling  of  Oregon  with  white  settlers,  and 
the  urgency  of  extending  United  States  con- 
trol over  the  area.    The  sUtesmanshlp  and 


vision  of  the  Oregon  colonizer  Is  revealed  by 
his  statement: 

"And  to  whom  shall  we  look,  to  whom  can 
we  look,  for  the .  establishment  of  whole- 
some laws  to  regulate  our  infant  but  rising 
settlements,  but  to  the  Congress  of  onr  own 
beloved  country?  The  country  (Oregon)  will 
be  settled,  and  that  speedily,  from  some  quar- 
ter: and  it  depends  very  much  upon  the 
speedy  action  of  Congress  what  that  popula- 
tion shall  be.  •  •  •  It  may  be  thought  that 
Oregon  Is  of  little  Importance;  but,  rely 
upon  it,  there  Is  the  germ  of  a  great  State." 

Jason  Lee's  tour  of  the  ifast  was  success- 
ful both  In  securing  needed  flnancial  back- 
ing and  in  Inducing  a  large  company  of  mis- 
sionary settlers  to  return  with  him  to  Ore- 
gon. This  second  trip  to  the  Valley  of  the 
Willamette  was  to  be  made  aboard  a  new 
three-masted  sailing  ship,  the  Laxuanne.  In- 
cluded in  the  51  members  of  the  party  was 
Jason  Lee's  second  wife,  the  former  Lucy 
Thompson,  whom  he  had  married  in  July. 

Despite  the  caution  given  by  Lee  to  the 
missslon  board  in  the  selection  of  personnel 
for  the  Oregon  family,  it  became  evident  to 
Lee  in  the  course  of  the  voyage,  that  some 
ol  the  new  additions  might  prove  to  be  a 
handicap  in  his  work.  He  shrewdly  oh- 
scrved:  "I  have  been  watching  otu-  rein- 
forcements In  order  to  discover  their  traits 
of  character,  and  I  trust  we  ahall  be  able  to 
turn  them  all  to  some  good  account  in  that 
dark  land:  but  I  am  persuaded  that  It  is  one 
thing  to  be  a  missionary  on  the  Luuaann* 
and  another  to  be  a  good  one  in  Oregon." 

On  June  1.  1840.  the  Lausanne  dropped 
anchor  near  Port  Vancouver,  and  the  work 
of  the  reinforced  Oregon  Missslon  was  started 
at  once.  Again  Jason  Lee  demonstrated  his 
vision  and  sagacity  by  the  careful  location 
of  his  new  mission  stations,  every  one  of 
which  was  in  an  area  vital  to  the  United 
States  in  the  later  contests  for  the  Oregon 
country. 

General  progress  was  being  made  in  the 
colonization  and  missions  enterprises. 
Permanent  houses  and  churches  were  built 
and  the  causes  of  religion,  education,  and 
formal  government  were  advanced.  In  1841 
Jason  Lee  was  elected  chairman  and  pre- 
sided over  an  informal  conference  at  Cham- 
poeg  to  consider  local  civil  government  for 
Oregon.  He  was  also  a  prime  factor  in  the 
Important  Champoeg  meeting  of  May  1843. 

On  January  17,  1842,  Jason  Lee  called  a 
meeting  at  his  residence  to  formulate  plans 
and  establish  the  Oregon  Institute.  Mr.  Lee 
was  elected  flrst  chairman  of  the  board  of 
trustees  of  this  pioneer  educational  institu- 
tion of  the  West,  which  soon  changed  its 
name  to  Willamette  University. 

In  spite  of  the  progress  and  acccxnpllab* 
ments  of  the  mission,  under  Lee's  leader- 
ship, the  signs  he  had  noted  on  the  Lausanne 
developed  into  outright  discontent,  which 
was  highly  injurious  to  the  mission  cause. 
Some  of  the  later  arrivals  who  were  obviously 
unsulted  to  the  rugged  Oregon  life,  soon  re- 
turned East  to  give  biased  and  tinfavorable 
reports.  Others  In  Oregon,  who  became  dis- 
couraged, forwarded  letters,  some  of  which 
criticized  the  mission  superintendent.  Lee 
realized  that  his  work  must  have  unques- 
tioned support,  both  in  Oregon  and  by  the 
home  board,  and  he  determined  to  make  the 
long  trip  east  again  to  appear  personally 
before  the  board  where  he  was  certain  he 
could  adjust  all  difficulties.  Furthermore, 
he  felt  the  urgency  of  the  trip  to  place  the 
claims  of  American  citizens  personally  be- 
fore proper  congressional  officials  since  the 
joint  occupancy  with  Great  Britain  was  soon 
to  be  terminated. 

It  was  not  until  Lee  was  actually  In  Hono- 
lulu on  his  return  trip  that  he  learned  that 
without  a  hearing  by  his  board,  he  had  been 
superseded  as  a  leader  of  the  Oregon  mis- 
sion by  the  Reverend  George  Gray.  who.  at 
that  very  time,  was  journeying  around  th* 
Horn  on  his  way  to  Oregon. 
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In  the  appearance  before  the  mission 
board.  Lee  was  able  to  answer  all  complaints 
and  accusations  vhlch  had  been  made  by 
his  dissatisfied  associates.  He  was  publicly 
vindicated  and  retained  his  title,  "missionary 
to  Oregon."  even  though  the  precipitant 
action  in  sending  Reverend  Gray  made  it 
Impossible  for  Jason  Lee  to  continue  as 
superintendent. 

Jason  Lee  stayed  on  In  the  East,  working 
In  the  interests  of  the  mission  and  the  Ore- 
gon institute  as  long  as  his  health  would 
fiermlt.  To  the  last  he  held  to  the  hope 
that  he  might  again  return  to  his  adopted 
land.  The  hardships  and  exposure  which  he 
had  endured  worked  against  him,  however, 
and  on  March  12,  1845,  he  concluded  his 
ministry  and  a  great  pioneering  career. 

At  age  41,  in  just  12  years  as  missionary 
to  Oregon,  this  man  had  organized  and 
largely  financed  his  Flathead  Mission.  He 
was  the  flrst  missionary  to  enter  the  Oregon 
country.  He  established  the  flrst  American 
settlement  in  Oregon  and  led  in  the  forma- 
tion of  local  government.  He  Introduced  the 
basis  of  sound  economic  life  and  established 
the  first  university  west  of  Missouri.  His 
was  the  statesman's  vision  of  Oregon's  value 
to  the  Union  and  its  future  role  as  an  Ameri- 
can State.  He  carried  the  flrst  memorial  to 
Congress  petitioning  the  extension  of  Ameri- 
can jurisdiction  over  the  Oregon  country. 
Jason  Lee's  place  In  the  history  of  Oregon 
and  the  Nation  Is  secure.  The  people  of 
Oregon  who  are  the  spiritual  heirs  of  this 
distinguished  missionary  and  colonizer  must 
say  with  the  poet  Alfred  Noyes,  "If  I  saw 
farther,  'twas  because  I  stood  on  giant 
shoulders." 

Dk.  John  McLouchlin:   BEwzrAcroB  or 

OSEOON   SXTTLXaS 

(Address  at  dedication  of  McLoughlln  Statue, 

Statuary  Hall.  Washington.  D.  C,  February 

14.  1953.  Statehood  Day.  by  Leslie  M.  Scott) 

Dr.  John  McLoughlln  was  a  foremost  man. 
In  Oregon,  for  80  years,  a  century  ago. 
Heights  of  achievement  and  depths  of  frus- 
tration marked  his  life;  but  throughout,  he 
maintained  equipoise  of  spirit,  dignity,  and 
benevolence. 

After  a  century's  delay,  we  raise  a  statue  to 
the  memory  of  this  man  of  peace  and  good- 
ness. 

His  words  could  well  adorn  his  monument, 
as  they  do  his  memory: 

"I  fed  the  hungry,  caused  the  sick  to  be 
attended  and  nursed,  furnished  them  with 
every  assistance  so  long  as  they  required 
it.  *  *  *  And  In  some  cases  had  to  put  up 
with  a  great  deal.  I  founded  this  settle- 
ment [Oregon  City]  and  prevented  a  war  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain." 
(Oregon  Pioneer  Association  Transactions, 
1880.  54-55;  Marshall,  Acquisition  of  Oregon, 
I.  430-40.) 

History's  verdict  concurs  with  McLough- 
lln's.  that  he  saved  from  war.  by  helping 
Americans  of  the  four  migrations,  1842-1846, 
exhausted,  sick  and  destitute,  on  the  last 
miles  of  their  Oregon  Trail  journey. 

In  those  years  came  to  Oregon  6,500  Amer- 
icans— men,  women,  and  children.  They 
raised  the  majority  of  the  Americans,  over 
the  British,  to  10  to  1,  and  moved  the  Brit- 
ish, in  1846,  to  hasty  acceptance  of  the 
present  boundary  between  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington and  the  Province  of  British  Columbia; 
previously  refused  by  them  for  30  years. 

The  election  of  President  Polk  in  1844 
hinged  on  the  boundary  issue  of  "flf  ty-fovir- 
forty  or  flght."  Such  a  boundary,  that  far 
north,  at  the  southern  end  of  Alaska,  would 
have  doubled  the  area  of  the  America^ 
Oregon  country. 

The  British  saw  a  better  bargain  in  the 
boundary  that  they  conceded,  without  war. 
at  40*.  Their  diplomats,  at  last,  wisely  fol- 
lowed the  prudence  of  Dr.  McLoughlln.  The 
good  doctor,  versed  in  the  history  and  spirit 
of  the  American  people,  had  more  wlsdon^ 
and  diplomacy,  here,  far  away,  than  all  the 


King's  Ministers  in  London,  and  their  agents 
in  Oregon. 

Americans  then  turned  from  a  war  on 
l^itain  to  a  war  on  Mexico,  and  conquest  of 
California. 

As  master  of  the  British  fur  trade  and 
subject  to  the  British  Crown,  McLoughlln 
faced  the  continental  spread  of  the  Ameri- 
can Nation.  He  knew  the  futility  of  British 
resistance,  in  Oregon  as  elsewhere,  to  the 
sweep  of  Americans  from  the  AUantic. 

McLoughlln  was  chief  factor,  manager,  of 
the  fur-trade  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest  in  1824-45.  The  British 
censured  him  for  aiding  the  American  set- 
tlers, prior  to  the  boundary  treaty  of  1846: 
even  called  him  traitor;  so  that,  in  his  own 
words:  "From  self-respect  I  resigned  my  po- 
sition, by  which  I  sacrificed  $12,000  per 
annum."  (Oregon  Pioneer  Association 
Transactions,  1880,  p.  55.) 

Aggravating  the  censure  were  acts  of  his 
company,  taking  away  his  sole  command, 
and  giving  authority  to  a  board  of  managers, 
2  of  whose  3  members  were  other  chief 
factors;  and  In  cutting  off  his  salary,  or 
extra  pay,  of  $2,400  a  year  (£500).  His  res- 
ignation became  final  in  1846  American  rad- 
icals charged  him  with  Inciting  Indians  to 
massacre  Americans:  "I,"  answered  Mc- 
Loughlln, "who  saved  all  I  could."  (Oregon 
Historical  Quarterly.  XLV,   1^.) 

McLoughlln  became  eligible  to  American 
citizenship  at  Oregon  City  in  1849,  respected 
and  beloved;  and  was  elected  mayor  in  1851; 
yet  was  deprived  of  his  land  claim  there, 
while  he  lived,  by  grasping  missionary  rivals 
who  made  a  legal  case  against  him,  from 
his  former  British  allegiance  and  belated 
American  citizenship.  Other  British  were 
not  so  deprived.  Five  years  after  his  death, 
the  State  of  Oregon,  in  1862,  restored  the 
land  to  his  family  survivors. 

However,  it  appears  from  the  probate  of 
his  estate  at  Oregon  City  that  the  injury 
affected  more  his  pride  and  sense  of  Injustice 
than  his  substance.  His  estate  amounted 
to  $150,000,  including  his  pending  land  claim. 

His  annual  compensation  as  a  partner 
ranged  from  $1,600  to  $5,500  dvu-lng  most  of 
^is  23  years'  tenure.  His  share  was  two 
eighty-fifths  of  40  percent  of  profits:  nearly 
1  percent.  In  addition  he  received  a  special 
salary,  as  physician,  ranging  from  $700  to 
$2,400  a  year.  His  partnership  shares  con- 
tinued 10  years  after  his  withdrawal:  5  years 
in  full  portion,  and  5  years  In  one-half  por- 
tion. He  was  the  richest  man  of  his  day 
In  Oregon  Territory.  (Oregon  Historical 
Quarterly,  XLV,  2-4.) 

But  riches  could  not  make  happiness, 
against  the  slings  and  arrows  of  outrageous 
fortune.  Family  bereavements  added  af- 
filctlons.  Age  brought  Infirmities,  took  from 
him  the  cheer  and  resolution  which  had 
fortified  his  earlier  years. 

What  was  the  background,  the  experience 
that  guided  the  judgments  of  this  able  man? 
Where  and  how  did  he  learn  to  respect  the 
growing  American  Nation;  the  futility  of 
holding  a  fur-trade  wilderness  and  Indian 
preserve,  against  settlers;  the  terrors  and 
sufferings  of  victims  of  warpath  savages;  the 
revenges  of  American  palefaces? 

McLoughlln  was  a  man  of  learning  and 
culture  and  wisdom.  He  was  familiar  with 
the  history  of  the  fur  trade,  from  Hudson 
Bay,  St.  Lawrence  River,  the  Great  Lakes, 
to  the  Rockies,  the  Pacific,  and  the  Arctic. 
200  years. 

The  fur  trade  grew  from  the  search  for 
gold,  and  for  the  Western  Sea,  the  Pacific. 
Early  navigators,  after  Hudson  on  the  At- 
lantic and  Bering  and  Cook  on  the  Pacific, 
revealed  the  wealth  of  furs. 

Atlantic  explorers  sought  a  ship  passage. 
Pacific  explorers  sought  a  river  course  to  the 
ocean  from  the  heart  of  the  continent.  Set- 
tlers followed  fur  traders. 

The  fur  trade  began  at  Hudson  Bay  a  cen- 
tury before  it  opened  on  the  Oregon  coast. 
It   became   the   chief   objectlva   of   British 


policy.  Tbat  policy  opposed  settlers;  patron- 
ized Indians  aa  fur  hunters.  Britain  ex- 
pelled France  from  America  in  a  war  for 
mastery  of  the  fur  trade.  Even  yet,  the  fur 
trade  is  a  lucrative  business  in  Canada.  The 
Hudson's  Bay  Co.  is  the  longest  lived  success- 
ful trade  enterprise  in  the  world;  nearly 
300  years  old. 

The  fur  trade  was  an  old  vocation  to 
MlcLoughlin.  He  understood  the  ruthless 
conflict  of  Interests  between  fur  traders, 
and  with  settlers.  He  knew  that  the  Ameri- 
can Colonies  rebelled  against  Britain  because 
Parliament  and  the  ministers  had  forbidden 
the  Colonies  to  setUe  in  the  fur-trade  pre- 
serve, east  of  the  Alleghanles,  by  the  Quebec 
Act  of  1774.  The  British  at  home  intended 
to  pursue  the  sam^  fur-trade  exclusions  in 
the  Colvunbia  River  country.  (Oregon  His- 
torical Quarterly,  VIII,  308.)  But  Mc- 
Loughlln set  aside  that  policy,  as  to  American 
settlers. 

The  Quebec  Act  united  to  McLoughlln's 
native  Quebec  the  Northwest  Territory.  That 
Territory  Included  later  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illi- 
nois, Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  part  of  Min- 
nesota. The  Quebec  Act  aimed  to  keep  out 
American  settlers.  But  George  Rogers  Clark, 
brilliant  Revolutionary  soldier,  led  the  suc- 
cessful conquest  for  American  settlers  against 
the  British  and  their  tomahawk  allies.  We 
may  recall  that  William  Clark,  the  Oregon 
explorer,  of  Lewis  and  Clark  fame,  here  in 
1805-06,  was  younger  brother  of  George 
Rogers  Clark.  McLoughlln  remembered  that 
Lewis  and  Clark  explored,  in  1804-06,  to  offset 
the  British  claims  on  the  upper  Missouri, 
and  in  the  Rockies  and  Oregon. 

Prior  to  1841,  for  nearly  two  decades,  his 
authority  may  be  said  to  have  been  absolute 
in  this  region.  He  ruled  virtually  as  a  fuedal 
lord,  yet  kindly,  wisely,  justly,  flrmly.  He 
kept  Indians  off  the  varpath,  befriended 
travelers,  missionaries,  settlers.  The  Cajruse 
War  of  1847-48  broke  out  after  his  retire- 
ment. 

McLoughlln  saw  the  settlers  tsJElng  pos- 
session of  Oregon,  like  their  forebears  had 
done  In  the  country  north  and  south  of  the 
Ohio;  and  setting  up  the  Oregon  Provisional 
Government  in  1843-45,  to  take,  from  the 
British  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and  Dr.  Mc- 
Lotighlln,  the  control  which  they  had  wielded 
for  30  years,  since  Astor's  withdrawal  in  1813. 
In  those  three  decades,  the  British  had  de- 
feated 11  groups  of  Americans  in  Oregon 
(Carey,  Oregon,  262) ,  with  trade  competition. 
The  British  held  the  allegiance  of  the  Indians 
by  staying  off  their  lands. 

Doubtless.  McLoughlln  had  read  In  his 
Vancouver  library  the  American  Declaration 
of  Independence  which  denounced  the  "in- 
tolerable acts"  of  Parliament  and  Crovm;  the 
extension  of  their  "arbitrary"  and  "absolute" 
rule  of  Quebec  to  the  Thirteen  Colonies;  the 
incitement  of  "the  merciless  Indian  savages" 
against  "the  inhabitants  of  our  frontiers." 
(Quotes  from  Declaration  of  Independence.) 

McLoughlln  sensed  that  the  American  set- 
tlers were  successors  to  the  French  and 
Spanish  rivals  of  the  British,  for  the  empire 
of  America.  Three  centuries  of  American 
expansion  looked  down  upon  the  scene  in 
Oregon;  and  earlier  centtiries  of  liberalizing 
crusades  and  Renaissance  and  Reformation 
that  opened  the  way  to  religious  and  political 
freedom. 

McLoughlln  had  risen  to  chief  trader  of  the 
North  West  Company,  on  Lake  Sup>erior.  He 
knew  the  bitter  strife  between  the  British 
and  the  French  and  the  Americans  for  the 
fur  trade.  He  had  seen,  as  a  youth,  the 
devastating  British  conflicts  between  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  and  North  West  Com- 
pany. He  remembered  the  civil  war  between 
fur  traders  and  settlers  in  the  Wlnnljjeg 
country  in  1816.  He  saw  the  impoeslblllty 
of  colonizing  Oregon  with  British  subjects, 
to  outnumber  Americans;  and  of  fortifying 
Oregon  with  British  militcu-y  forces.  He 
knew  the  horrors  of  frontier  wars,  and  of 
alliances  with  Indians;  as  by  the  French 
again«t  the  British,  in  Canada;  and  by  the 
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British  agaliurt  the  Americans,  In  Northwest 
Territory.  He  saw  the  expansion  of  the 
American  Nation,  from  Atlantic  to  Missis- 
sippi, and  to  Bocky  Mountains  and  Oregon. 

He  told  his  London  company  In  1M3  that 
the  Americans  had  the  power  to  take  Fort 
Vancouver.  He  appealed  for  protection,  but 
was  Informed  that  no  protection  could  be 
given.  (Oregon  Historical  Quarterly, 
XXXTTT,  223.)  He  then  Joined  the  settlers' 
provisional  government,  in  1845.  and  wrote 
to  his  London  superiors: 

"We  have  yielded  to  the  wishes  and  re- 
quest of  the  respectable  part  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  of  British  and  American 
origin,  by  uniting  with  them  in  the  forma- 
tion of  a  provisional  and  temporary  govern- 
ment, having  for  its  object  the  protection  of 
life  and  property."  (August  30.  1845:  Ore- 
gon Historical  Quarterly.  XXIX.  72;  XVI.  313; 
XXXin,  223-24.) 

Soon  thereafter  came  four  British  war- 
ships, one  to  Ckilumbla  River  and  three  to 
Puget  Sound  (frigates  Modeate.  and  America, 
Fisgard  and  Cormorant) .  But  their  visit 
was  useless.  Their  protection  was  "too  little 
and  too  late."  The  British  in  that  year 
moved  their  headquarters  of  the  North  Pa- 
cific from  Vancouver  to  Victoria,  as  a  pre- 
caution against  the  Americans. 

Before  the  Americans  set  up  the  provi- 
sional government  at  Champoeg  in  1843.  Mc- 
Loiighlln  admitted  that  they  "must  adopt 
some  plan  to  keep  peace  in  the  country." 
(Oregon  Historical  Quarterly,  xm.  147; 
Carey.  Oregon.  398.)  Americans,  he  said, 
were  the  majority  In  the  Columbia  country 
after  1828;  and  in  the  Willamette  after  1840. 
(Oregon  Historical  Quarterly,  XXXm.  221.) 

Yes.  McLoughlin  was  versed  in  history  and 
current  affairs  of  the  great  republic,  whose 
people  he  had  to  deal  with  in  Oregon. 

He  said  of  himself  in  1852.  after  becoming 
an  American  citizen: 

"I  was  born  in  Canada  (Riviere-du-loup, 
1784,  near  northern  Maine),  and  reared  to 
manhood  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
United  States,  and  •  •  •  have  found  •  •  • 
many  a  leisure  hour  in  studying  the  charac- 
ter of  its  people  and  the  working  of  its 
Inatitutlons.  I  early  foresaw  •  •  •  that  the 
whole  valuable  country  between  the  Rocky 
Moimtains  and  the  Pacific  •  •  •  must  be- 
come the  abode  of  another  race,  American. 

•  •  •  In  this  spirit  I  prepared  myself  to 
encourage,  hasten,  and  further  what  I 
thought  would  be  •  •  •  inevitable.  The 
policy  •  •  •  to  check  migration  •  •  •  has 
subjected  me  In  Europe  to  strictures  as  un- 
true as  they  have  been  imjust.  From  1824 
to  the  present  hour,  I  have  spared  neither 
time  nor  means,  but  liberally  used  both,  to 
facilitate  the  settling  of  Oregon  by  whites 

•  •  •  to  relieve  distress  and  promote  the 
comfort  and  happiness  of  inunigrants." 
(Oregon   Historical   Quarterly,   vm,   296.) 

Two  hundred  years  of  frontier  life,  from 
Hudson  Bay  and  Massachusetts  to  Columbia 
River,  were  in  McLoughlin's  vision  at  Port 
Vancouver.  He  recognized  the  spirit  and  the 
vigor  of  Americans  who  had  come  to  Oregon. 

So.  when  Captain  Parke,  of  the  Royal  Ma- 
rines, one  of  several  British  agents  in  Oregon 
In  1845.  who  came  to  vaunt  Jingo  ways  of 
defending  British  interests,  spoke  of  bringing 
troops  from  Canada,  and  said  of  the  Ameri- 
cans: "We  will  hit  them  a  good  deal  harder 
than  we  would  other  people",  McLoughlin 
exclaimed  In  protest:  "O  Captain  Parke  I 
Captain  Parkel"     (Bancroft.  Oregon,  I,  498.) 

The  British  agents  complained  that  Mc- 
Loughlin not  only  relieved  the  needs  and  dis- 
tresses of  Americans,  but  also  supplied  them 
with  means  of  g^'owing  food  crops.  Mc- 
Loughlin explained  that  he  thus  safeguarded 
against  a  famine  in  1845.  Said  be,  later.  In 
1852: 

"And  as  people  will  not  allow  their  families 
to  starve  when  provisions  are  in  their  reach, 
and  if  we  had  not  assisted  them.  Vancouver 
would  have  been  destroyed:  the  world  would 
have  said  we  were  treated  in  the  manner  oxir 
Inhuman  conduct  deserved;  the  character  of 


the  Htidson's  Bay  Company  and  of  Its  offi- 
cers •  •  •  would  be  covered  with  obloquy, 
and  the  company's  business  would  be  ruined 
•  •  •  and  might  have  involved  •  •  •  war." 
(Oregon  Historical  Quarterly,  XXXIII.  227.) 

McLoughlin  protected  Americans  from  In- 
dians. Such  occasions  were  frequent.  When 
Americans  were  arriving  at  Vancouver  in 
1843,  800  of  them,  the  largest  migration  up 
to  that  time,  an  Indian  cried  out:  "It  is  good 
for  us  to  kill  these  Bostons,"  McLoughlin 
rushed  upon  the  Indian  with  his  cane :  "Who 
is  the  dog  that  says  It  is  a  good  thing  to  kill 
these  Bostons?"  The  fellow,  trembling,  said: 
"The  Dalles  Indians  say  so."  "Well,"  said 
McLoughlin,  "The  Dalles  Indians  are  dogs 
for  saying  so,  and  you,  too."  And  stamped 
away,  in  warning  indignation.  (Oregon 
Pioneer  Association,  Transactions,  1880,  p. 
52.) 

Besides  his  experience  as  a  fur  trader  and 
his  knowledge  of  history,  McLoughlin  had 
physical  and  mental  Inheritance  from  strong 
forebears,  Scotch,  Irish,  and  French,  to  give 
him  poise  and  equilibrium.  His  able  biog- 
rapher, Dr.  Burt  Brown  Barker.  In  the  pam- 
phlet especially  published  for  this  occasion 
(Oregon.  Prize  of  Discovery,  Exploration, 
Settlement)  points  out  the  traits  that  thus 
lineally  came  to  our  distinguished  subject. 

His  father.  John,  was  a  Scotch-Irish  Cana- 
dian; his  grandfather,  John,  a  native  of  Scot- 
land. His  mother  was  a  Fraser;  her  mother, 
a  French-Canadian.  Our  John's  mother  had 
two  brothers:  One  of  them  a  physician  in  the 
Napoleonic  wars;  the  other  a  fur-trade  part- 
ner in  the  North  West  Co.  His  first  uncle, 
Simon  Fraser.  evidently  guided  our  John  to 
become  a  phjrsician.  The  second  uncle, 
Alexander,  evidently  Inducted  our  John  Into 
the  fur  trade. 

Biographer  Barker  suggests  that  our  John 
"must  have  heard  much  of  the  fur  trade 
in  his  boyhood  associations  in  the  home  of 
his  grandfather  (Malcolm)  Fraser"  (p.  30) . 

Our  John  entered  the  service  of  the  North 
West  Co.  in  1803,  at  the  age  of  19.  He 
became  a  partner  in  1814,  at  the  age  of  30: 
later  chief  trader  at  the  main  depot  and 
factory  on  Lake  Superior,  Port  William.  He 
participated  in  London  In  1821  In  the  union 
of  his  company  with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. Such  union  was  designed  to  cure  the 
warring  rivalry  of  the  two  companies. 

McLoughlin,  at  the  age  of  40.  went  to  As- 
toria on  the  Columbia  River,  In  1824.  as  chief 
factor,  or  manager,  of  the  Pacific  Northwest 
region  of  the  fur  trade,  for  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  He  accompanied  the  deputy  gov- 
ernor of  the  company,  Sir  George  Simpson. 
from  Canada.  Sir  Oeorge  chose  the  slie  for 
new  headquarters  at  Vancouver.  Next  year 
McLoughlin  moved  the  old  headquarters 
from  Astoria,  where  Astor's  Pacific  Fur  Co. 
had  established  the  post  In  1811.  and  the 
North  West  Co.  had  bought  It  In  1813.  From 
1824  to  1846.  McLoughlin  directed  the  fur 
trade,  at  Port  Vancouver  and  at  30  to  40  sub- 
posts  in  this  great  area  of  400,000  square 
miles. 

By  courtesy,  McLoughlin  was  called  gov- 
ernor of  local  affairs  of  his  company.  The 
real  governor  of  his  company  was  In  London, 
Sir  John  H.  Pelly;  and  the  acUng  governor^ 
or  deputy,  in  Canada.  Sir  George  Simpson. 

McLoughlin  was  devoted  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  faith  of  his  forbears  In  Canada,  yet 
resp>ectful  of  other  beliefs,  and  never  Imposed 
his  upon  others,  or  upon  their  children  who 
were  under  his  protection. 

McLoughlin  was  tall,  erect,  strong,  impos- 
ing, to  match  his  powers  of  mind,  his  wis- 
dom, and  benignity.  Though  quick-tem- 
pered, he  could  bend  to  concede  an  error,  as 
with  the  Reverend  Herbert  Beaver.  Anglican 
chaplain,  who  had  offended  him  by  sending 
from  Vancouver  to  London,  in  1837.  a  critical 
report.  The  doctor  asked  an  explanation. 
"Sir,"  retorted  the  clergyman,  "if  you  wish  to 
know  why  a  cow's  tall  grows  downward,  I 
cannot  tell  you;   1  can  only  cite  the  fact." 

Up  went  the  doctor's  cane,  and  down  with 
a  resounding  thwack  upon  the  hapless  shoul- 


ders of  the  saucy  divine.  Beaver  called  to  his 
wife  for  his  filntlock  pistols,  but  on  second 
thought  decided  not  to  shoot  the  doctor. 

Next  day,  at  a  solemn  auction  of  personal 
effects  of  a  man  who  had  drowned  in  the 
Columbia,  the  doctor  approached  the  rev- 
erend and  said :  "Mr.  Beaver,  I  make  this  pub- 
lic apology  for  the  indignity  I  laid  upon  you 
yesterday."  "Sir."  exclaimed  the  chaplain, 
"I  will  not  accept  your  apology." 

Soon  the  testy  chaplain  returned  to  Eng- 
land. And  the  hasty,  wise  doctor  continued 
to  govern  the  fur  trade  and  befriend  the 
settlers. 

Earlier  Americans,  those  who  came  with 
Joe  Meek,  found  McLoughlin  harder  to  deal 
with  than  the  later  ones.  When  refused 
supplies  by  McLoughlin.  they  asked:  "What. 
then,  shall  we  do?"  "Oo  to  work!  go  to  work  I 
go  to  work  I"  was  his  answer.  (Burnett, 
Recollections.    155.) 

Many  pioneers  and  writers  have  eulogized 
Dr.  McLoughlin.  A  distinguished  historian. 
Mrs.  Frances  Fuller  Victor,  compiler  of  Ban- 
croft's Oregon,  thus  pays  tribute: 

"The  constant  defamations  with  which  he 
was  pursued  under  the  name  of  patriotism. 
for  years  after  the  arrival  at  the  great  Metho- 
dist reinforcement  (1840).  must  have  warped 
any  character  less  strong  and  generous  than 
McLoughlin's;  but  with  him  it  was  not  suf- 
fered to  change  his  settled  policy  of  benevo- 
lence toward  all  men,  though  it  sometlmca 
betrayed  him  with  exhibition  of  resentment 
or  of  helpless  protest  against  the  devices  ot 
his  enemies."     (Bancroft.  I.  210.) 

McLoughlin's  life  was  a  contrast  of  victory 
and  defeat,  benevolence  and  sorrow,  sunshine 
and  shadow. 

He  was  a  loyal  subject  to  Britain,  pledged 
to  hold  the  northern  half  of  original  Oregon 
to  his  King's  domain.  But  his  fortunes  were 
cast  with  strong  Americans,  ot  superior 
numbers. 

He  ruled  in  Oregon,  not  by  British  might 
nor  power,  but  by  his  humane  spirit  of 
truth.  Justice,  benevolence. 

He  became  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
admired,  respected,  but  despoiled  of  lands 
that  were  Justly  his,  by  American  neighbors, 
whom  he  had  aided  and   befriended. 

"I  was  silent ".  he  wrote  In  1845.  "in  full 
realization  that  some  day  Jiistlce  would  be 
done  me"  (Oregon  Hlstorial  Quarterly, 
XXXIU.  228  ) 

Now.  96  years  after  his  sorrows  cloeed.  we 
Oregonlans  dedicate  a  sUtue  to  him,  of 
grateful  memory. 

As  In  the  Angt  's  wakening  light,  may  we 
see  Inscribed  in  .he  book  of  gold,  like  Ben 
Adhem  leading  all  the  rest,  for  love  of  his 
fellow  men.  the  name  of  Dr.  John  Mc- 
Loughlin. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

FEDERAL    SECXnUTT    ACEMCT 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Scuvma:  On 
page  7.  after  line  7.  Insert  the  foUowlnf : 

"OmCK   OF    EDUCATION 

"Payment  to  school  districts;  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  for  payment  to  school  dis- 
tricts. $24,000,000." 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  (Chairman,  many 
Members  of  the  House  who  have  known 
me  so  long  may  think  I  am  appearing 
in  a  strange  role  noa.  in  that  my  past 
appearances  called  for  cuts  of  appropri- 
ations amounting  to  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  However,  whenever  a 
person  is  in  the  right  and  is  on  the  side 
of  justice  no  apology  need  be  made,  and 
I  make  none  for  my  appearance  and  the 
presentation  of  this  amendment  restor- 
ing $24  million  for  schools  In  defense 
impacted  areas.  Despite  the  fact  that 
Comnmsioner  McGrath  did  send  a  letter 
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out  to  the  school  districts  and  tell  them 
that  the  $40  million  was  ail  that  there 
was  to  be  available  this  year,  the  word 
got  out  some  way  to  all  of  tbem  that 
there  would  be  $04  million  available. 
All  these  school  heads  who  are  dependent 
upon  this  aid  in  the  impacted  areas  have 
been  working  on  that  very  philosophy. 
However.  Congress  today  should  warn  all 
these  school  districts  that  when  the  ap- 
propriation is  made  under  this  act  for 
1954  that  that  appropriation  is  all  .that 
is  going  to  be  available  for  tliat  fiscal 
year.  In  the  meantime,  Public  Law  874 
should  be  thoroughly  studied  and  widely 
revised.  As  it  is  now.  it  is  not  realistic 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder 
are  equally  unrealistic.  Under  the  pres- 
ent procedure,  a  child  In  one  of  these 
schools  becomes  a  statistic.  He  is  asked. 
-Where  does  your  father  work  or  where 
where  does  your  mother  work?"  If 
either  wor^  in  a  defense  plant,  the  pupil 
then  becomes  one  unit  to  be  considered 
for  allocation  of  part  of  this  appropri- 
ation. 

That  is  tnie  even  tboogh  the  parents 
have  lived  in  that  community  since  they 
were  bom.  and  will  continue  to  live  there 
long  after  these  children  are  grown  and 
the  Impact  of  the  Korean  defense  effort 
has  passed.  That  has  been  true  in  all 
too  many  of  these  cases,  hence  that  pupil 
is  not  actually  there  because  of  Korean 
defen&e  influx.  Not  only  that,  but  in 
many  cases  where  defense  workers  have 
come  Into  a  oommunit;^  their  child  is 
not  counted  to  help  the  school  to  get 
that  aid  because  the  defense  worker 
parent  happens  to  work  in  an  adjoining 
State.  For  example,  Johnson  County. 
Kans.,  In  my  district,  is  an  ideal  home 
community.  Parents  move  into  that 
ideal  home  locality  rather  than  live  in 
Kansas  City.  Jackson  County.  Mo.  They 
work  in  Missouri  in  the  F^ord  bomber 
plant  or  at  Lake  City  ordnance  or  cen- 
tral air  defense,  and  similar  places. 
Although  Johnson  County.  Kans..  has 
to  carry  the  burden  of  educating  those 
added  children,  they  cannot  be  counted 
because  their  parents  work  in  a  different 
Btate.  That  is  not  fair  and  it  is  not  just. 
That  should  be  remedied.  In  my  dis- 
trict, the  Second  of  Kansas,  we  have 
some  large  defense  plants.  We  have  the 
Sunflower  ordnance  plant,  the  naval  air 
training  station,  the  OM  Jet  fighter 
plant,  and  in  adjoining  areas  in  Mis- 
souri there  are  the  Lake  City  ordnance 
plant,  the  Ford  bomber  plant,  the  West- 
inghouse  jet  plant,  together  with  many 
many  other  defense  plants  of  various 
types  in  both  States.  This  demonstrates 
the  need  of  a  new  study  by  the  legisla- 
tive Cfunmittee.  and  by  the  Ofllce  of  Edu- 
cation. As  you  can  see.  Mr.  Chairman, 
for  instance,  in  Johnson  Oounty,  Kans.. 
these  various  residential  communities 
are  called  upon  to  take  on  this  additional 
load  of  students  without  their  -proper 
share  of  these  funds.  Right  now  we  are 
caught  in  a  pinch  axKl  there  is  nothing 
we  can  logically  or  Justly  do  other  than 
recognise  the  need  and  the  demand  for 
an  additional  $24  millioa  required  to 
carry  out  the  provision  of  this  public  law. 
The  general  program  under  Public  Law 
874  needs  a  complete  revision  because  it 
seems  to  me  absolutely  imrealistic  that 
there  should  be  today  far  more  school 
districts  asking  for  this  aid  under  the 


impact  of  defense  demands  for  the  war 
in  Korea  than  there  were  in  World  War 
n  which  was  ever  ao  much  greater  in  itA 
impact  upon  the  various  commiuiities  in 
the  United  States.  So  I  hope.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, with  all  due  respect  to  the  subcom- 
mittee, and  the  full  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, which  r^»rted  out  this  bill 
without  the  $34  million  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  will  meet  the  de- 
mands upon  it  in  the  name  of  justice  and 
fairness  and  stark  reality  and  will  restore 
the  $24  million  for  the  benefit  of  the 
education  of  the  children  of  America, 
whose  homes  are  in  defense  impacted 
areas. 

Mr.  MILL£R  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  yield- 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Kan-sas.  I  would  like 
t.<  know  whether  the  gentleman  con- 
siders that  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment is  under  a  moral  obligation  to 
these  school  districts? 

nJBUC    I.AW    8T4 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Under  the  law.  as 
the  Congress  passed  it  and  as  it  was 
signed  by  the  President,  during  the  82d 
Congress,  there  is  a  legislatively  enacted 
legal  obligation. 

Mr.  MTTLKR  of  Kansas.  Then  I  am  in 
favor  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has.  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  see  if  we  could  not  come  to  some 
agreement  as  to  limitation  of  time  on 
this  amendment.  For  that  purpose  I 
would  like  to  ask  how  many  Members 
would  like  to  speak. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  may 
I  suggest  that  we  might  run  on  for  10  or 
15  minutes  and  see  what  develops,  and 
then  we  could  have  a  better  idea. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  we  could  have 
a  pretty  good  idea  now.  I  would  suggest 
1  hour.  I  ask  unanimous  consent.  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  all  debate  upon  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  there- 
to be  limited  to  1  hour. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the 
interest  in  this  amendment.  I  wish  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations would  allow  us  to  nin  on  for 
15  or  20  minutes  and  then  see  how  many 
might  want  to  speak  at  that  time.  I 
think  we  could  agree  on  a  time  Limit 
then. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  we  ought  to 
agree  on  the  time  at  this  point. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  1  hour  and  15  minutes. 
That  ought  to  be  suiScient. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
might  I  suggest  that  the  gentleman 
make  that  1  hour  and  a  half,  and  then 
I  am  sure  there  will  be  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Very  welL  I  wiH  modify 
the  motion  to  that  extent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  as  modified,  that  all  debate 
on  this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  1  hour  and  30  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  According  to  the 
list  of  those  requesting  time  to  speak,  the 


Chair  will  reoognize  each  Member  for 
1^  minutea. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  of- 
fer an  amendment  to  the  amendment, 
which  is  at  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  fidlows: 

Amendment  cOerMl  by  Mr.  FocaKrr  am  an 
amendment  to  tlie  amendment  oflered  by  Mr. 
ScarvNES :  Strike  out  "(24.000,000"  and  Insert 
''•20.500.00a'' 

The     CHAIRMAN.    The     gentleman 

from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogabtt]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  FERNANI^Z.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  genyeman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  ocMisent  that  I  may  yield 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island,  the  ranking  member  of  our  sub- 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
make  the  same  request. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make 
the  same  request. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  yield  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  and 
to  extend  my  remarks  following  his. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  frtmi 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  make  the  same  request  and 
to  extend  my  remarks  following  those 
of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 

YORTTl. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make 
the  same  request  and  to  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  wm  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  I 
may  yield  my  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman's 
name  Is  not  on  the  list. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  Then.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  extend  my  remarks  with  the 
others  on  this  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objectioa 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from. 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers who  desire  may  extend  their  re- 
marks on  this  amendment  sucoeedinc 
debate  on  the  amendments 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  srield  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Is- 
land and  extend  my  remarks  on  this 
subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    HALLECK.    Bir.    Chairman,    I 
would  like  to  have  the  request  stated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  asked  that  he  might 
yield  his  time  to  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  and  to  extend  his  remarks 

in  the  RscoRD. 

Mr.  BARTLETT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  yield  my  time 
to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  FoGABTY],  and  to  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to 
make  this  statement:  Very  often  in  the 
work  of  the  House  and  in  the  commit- 
tee it  becomes  highly  desirable  to  limit 
time  for  debate,  and  that  is  the  situation 
in  which  we  presently  find  ourselves.  I 
recognize  also  that  on  occasion  as  time 
is  being  used  by  Members  who  have  asked 
for  it  a  circumstance  may  arise  where 
it  would  seem  desirable  and  possibly 
would  be  considered  as  contributing  to  a 
better  explanation  of  the  problem  before 
us  if  some  Member  yielded  his  time  to 
another  Member. 

I  think  I  ought  to  put  the  membership 
on  notice  that  this  practice  of  a  great 
many  Members  standing  up  and  getting 
their  names  on  the  list  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  immediately  yielding  their  time 
to  another  Member  must  be  st<H?ped.  for 
it  works  an  inequity  in  the  division  of 
time.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  fair;  I  do 
not  believe  it  is  equitable;  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  in  keeping  with  the  spirit 
of  the  arrangement  by  which  time  is 
limited. 

I  have  not  objected  to  any  of  these 
requests  to  yield  time,  but  I  am  serving 
notice  that  hereafter  any  such  wholesale 
operation  will  not  be  carried  out  if  I  can 
prevent  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alaska? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.    Mr. 
Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Is  it  not 
against  the  niles  of  the  House  in  a  situ- 
ation of  this  kind  for  one  Member  to 
yield  to  another? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  being  done  by 
wianimous  consent,  I  may  say  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then  I 
shall  object  to  any  further  such  requests. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  Nine  Members 
have  jrlelded  their  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island.  The  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  is  now  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Ii4r,  POOART?.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
wish  to  assure  the  majority  leader  that  I 
Made  no  request  of  any  individual  mem- 


ber of  this  committee  to  yield  his  time  to 
me.  I  may  also  say  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  I  always  thought 
it  to  be  the  practice  in  the  matter  of 
limiting  debate  that  such  request  or  mo- 
tion was  not  put  until  debate  had  been 
had  on  the  amendment,  almost  always 
by  the  Member  offering  the  amendment. 
I  thought  we  were  going  to  do  that  today, 
and  I  was  quite  disappointed  when  the 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee moved  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  1  '/^  hours. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentieman  yield? 

Mr.  POOARTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Certainly.  I  meant  no 
reflection  upon  the  gentleman  in  respect 
to  other  Members  yielding  time  to  him 
and  would  not  intimate  for  a  moment  he 
had  made  any  such  request.  Secondly, 
under  the  rules  of  the  House,  if  the  mo- 
tion was  prematurely  made,  it  was  sub- 
ject to  a  point  of  order  which  the  gentle- 
man might  have  made,  then  the  motion 
would  have  undoubtedly  been  held  to  be 
out  of  order  and  5  minutes  would  have 
been  available  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  I  may  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  against  the  rules  or  not,  but  I  had 
the  opportunity  of  serving  as  chairman 
of  one  of  the  appropriations  subcommit- 
tees for  the  past  4  years  and  I  always 
entertained  requests  of  the  minority  to 
speak  in  opposition  before  we  agreed  or 
attempted  to  agree  to  close  debate  on  a 
particular  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message  to  the  Congress  had  this  to  say 
on  the  school  construction  law  and  this 
deficiency  which  we  are  tallcing  about  at 
the  present  time: 

ThlB  law  should  be  renewed;  and.  llkewl«e, 
the  partial  paymenta  for  current  operating 
ezpenaea  for  these  particular  school  districts 
should  be  made.  Including  the  deficiency  re- 
quirement of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

That  is  What  we  have  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  the  present  time,  the  deficiency 
requirement  of  the  current  fiscal  year  to 
pay  these  school  districts  100  percent  of 
what  the  Congress  promised  them  they 
would  get  to  operate  and  maintain 
schools  in  these  federally  impacted 
areas.  It  might  seem  rather  strange  that 
I  as  a  Democrat  should  be  getting  up 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  House  pleading 
for  something  that  a  Republican  Presi- 
dent wants  at  the  present  time,  but  this 
is  a  matter  that  I  have  been  interested 
in  since  its  inception. 

In  1949  and  1950  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor  selected  a  subcom- 
mittee to  study  the  requirements  of  these 
various  federally  Impacted  areas.  The 
committee  spent  3  or  4  long  hard  months 
going  all  over  the  country  to  determine 
the  requirements  that  were  necessary 
under  the  Federal  obligation.  That  sub- 
committee came  back  and  reported  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
and  after  8  or  9  months  of  hearings  in 
1950  they  produced  a  bill,  which  the 
Congress  passed,  the  school  construc- 
tion law  known  as  815  and  also  a  law 
known  as  874  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  these  school  districts  where 


a  Federal  impact  existed  on  these  partic- 
ular districts. 

Mr.  BUSBET.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentie- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Rhode  Island  why  he  did  not 
read  all  of  the  pertinent  remarks  re- 
garding this  subject  in  the  President's 
state  of  the  Union  address? 

The  President  also  stated  in  connec« 
tion  with  this  program  the  following: 

I  am  sure  you  share  my  conviction  that 
the  firm  conditions  of  Federal  aid  must  be 
proved  need  and  proved  lack  of  local  income. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
going  to  talk  about  the  law  that  is  on 
the  books  at  the  present  time  and  if  my 
distinguished  chairman  will  confine  his 
remarks  to  whether  the  law  is  there  or 
not  I  think  we  can  arrange  a  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  this  problem. 

The  matter  was  looked  into  for  about 
a  year  by  a  legislative  committee  of  this 
House  which  produced  two  good  bills,  one 
for  school  construction  and  the  other  to 
help  the  federally  impacted  areas  in  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  these 
schools.  I  remember  in  September  1950, 
over  in  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee room  that  this  bill  was  passed. 
It  also  carried  an  appropriation  at  that 
time  of  $25  million.  I  think.  As  a  con- 
sequence of  the  law  enacted  in  Septem- 
ber of  1950  we  have  been  appropriating 
Federal  funds  to  help  share  the  cost  of 
these  school  districts,  not  paying  the 
entire  amount  of  money  but  sharing  the 
local  cost  in  all  of  these  local  districts. 

In  every  year  they  have  had  to  come 
in  with  a  deficiency.  Why?  Because 
the  committee  when  they  enacted  this 
legislation  set  March  31  as  the  deadline 
for  applications  to  be  received  In  the 
Department  of  Education  here  in  Wash- 
ington from  the  local  school  districts. 

Our  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
full  Committee  on  Appropriations  said 
yesterday  that  they  had  only  obligated 
$5  million.  Up  until  this  date,  up  until 
yesterday,  they  have  received  over  1.200 
applications.  They  have  already  obli- 
gated over  $9  million,  which  is  on  a  00 
percent  entitlement.  If  it  was  on  a  100 
percent  entitlement  as  they  were  doing 
a  year  ago  they  would  have  obligated 
firmly  over  $12  million  as  of  this  date. 

Now  he  also  raised  the  question:  Why 
have  not  as  many  applications  come  in? 
The  applications  are  coming  in  this  year 
faster  than  they  were  a  year  ago.  The 
Department  of  Education  now  has  more 
applications  on  file  for  tills  help  ia  these, 
districts  than  they  had  a  year  ago  at' 
this  time.  But.  when  they  get  most  of 
the  applications  is  in  Febniary  and 
March,  and  these  are  the  2  months  that 
the  school  districts  are  going  to  file  their 
applications  with  the  Department  of 
Education  here  in  Washington.  Now. 
why  are  th-^y  behind,  as  some  might  say? 
They  are  not  behind  because  they  have 
to  wait  until  the  school  year  starts  In 
September  back  in  the  local  districts. 
It  just  takes  2  or  3  months— I  am  talk- 
ing about  the  school  officials — in  the  local 
district  to  determine  how  many  children 
are  entitled  to  attend  or  how  the  district 
is  going  to  be  reimbursed  for  the  number 
of  school  children  living  In  these  cate- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


1243 


gories  spelled  out  imder  the  bill.  So.  it 
takes  4  or  5  months  to  get  their  figures 
together  in  order  to  get  tbetr  Initial  re- 
quest here  in  Washington.  Why  has  so 
litUe  been  obligated?  Because  they  only 
make  two  payments.  The  first  payment 
they  make  is  on  the  estimate  of  the  num- 
ber of  children  in  these  particular  dis- 
tricts. The  final  payment  is  not  made 
until  after  the  end  of  the  school  srear. 
after  next  J\me.  because  final  payment 
is  made  on  the  average  daily  attendance 
of  these  children  in  schooL  So,  as  a 
consequence.  It  Is  practically  in  Sep- 
tember next  year  that  the  final  pasrments 
are  made  to  these  school  districts,  be- 
cause they  are  computed  on  the  daily 
average  attendance  of  these  pupils. 

Some  might  ask  why  did  I  reduce  this 
figure  froci  $24  million  to  $20,500,000. 
They  are  going  u>  have  a  little  more  than 
$3  million  left  from  last  year  after  they 
have  made  up  100  percent  of  the  entitle- 
ments paid  to  ail  of  these  school  districts. 
So.  computing  Uiat  a  little  over  %3  mil- 
lion, we  figure  they  can  meet  100  percent 
of  these  entiticments  with  $20,500,000. 
The  Department  of  Educatkm  told  me 
only  about  an  hour  ago  that  if  we  appro- 
priate today  $20,500,000  instead  of  the 
$24  million  on  tiie  basis  of  the  applica- 
tions they  now  have  on  hand  and  the 
estimates  that  they  have  received  from 
their  field  representatives  and  the  offi- 
cials of  the  local  school  districts,  we  will 
be  keeping  our  promise  to  all  of  these 
school  districts  not  only  in  a  legal  way. 
but  in  a  moral  vay  to  every  school  dis- 
trict in  the  United  States  that  is  affected 
by  this  particular  program.  Last  year 
they  received  1.E19  applications  and  paid 
out  on  1.750.  Tbis  year  at  this  time  the 
applications  are  running  ahead  of  last 
year  at  this  time.  Now.  we  know  what 
happened  a  year  ago.  They  came  in  with 
a  deficiency  la&t  June  for  $11,500,000. 
The  committee  disaUowed  it  at  that  time 
because  of  extenuating  circumstances, 
but  when  an  amendment  was  offered  on 
the  floor  last  3\vae  not  only  $11,500,000 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
these  schools  was  allowed,  but  $80  mil- 
lion deficiency  for  the  school  construc- 
tion program.  Do  you  remember  what 
the  vote  was  on  a  standing  vote  here  last 
June?  It  was  147  for  the  amendment  to 
40.  It  carried  three  and  a  half  to  one, 
because  the  m£«nbership  of  this  House 
knows  that  they  have  not  only  a  legal 
responsibility  but  a  moral  responsibility 
to  appropriate  tiieae  funds  to  help  these 
school  districts  carry  on  at  the  present 
time. 

Now  what  is  going  to  happen  If  we  do 
not  appropriate  this  money?  It  will 
mean  that  you  are  saying  to  the  school 
districts,  "We  are  cutting  you  off  about 
40  to  50  percent  of  what  you  expected  to 
get." 

What  happens  there?  These  school 
districts  went  out  in  September  and  hired 
their  teachers.  They  are  already  work- 
ing on  an  annual  basis.  If  they  do  not 
get  this  money,  many  school  districts  will 
have  to  shorten  their  school  tenns.  they 
will  have  to  lay  off  teachers.  Who  Is 
going  to  be  hurt  in  the  end?  The  kids 
In  those  districts  who  are  going  to  have 
their  school  term  shortened  and  these 
teachers  who  are  going  to  lose  their  Jobs. 


lliey  are  the  people  you  should  be  think- 
ing about  today.  They  are  the  ones  you 
shoiild  have  uppermost  in  your  mind  to- 
day, those  kids  that  might  be  deprived 
of  some  education  in  this  fiscal  year  im- 
less  we  Uve  up  to  our  legal  and  moral 
resiwnslbillties  as  Members  of  Congress. 

There  may  be  something  wrong  with 
the  law.  If  there  is.  the  law  should  be 
changed.  But  we  as  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  I  do  not 
believe  have  the  authority  to  say  in 
the  form  of  a  limitation  that  this  Bub- 
committee  on  Education  and  the  full 
committee  itself  were  wrong  when  they 
enacted  this  legislation  back  in  1950. 

I  know  some  amendments  have  been 
offered.  They  were  offered  last  year  and 
they  will  be  offered  this  year.  They  will 
probably  save  much  money.  I  am  sure 
that  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  will  review  the  law  and  come  up 
with  some  savings  a  year  from  now  or 
maybe  before  we  finally  appropriate  the 
funds  for  next  year.  The  hearings  are 
going  to  start  next  week. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  opposed  this  appro- 
priation In  1052.  last  year,  because  of 
some  extenuating  circumstances,  but  I 
am  convinced  now,  after  going  thorough- 
ly into  the  law  and  after  talking  to 
people  in  my  own  districts  in  Rhode 
Island  that  have  been  affected  by  this 
program — and  I  might  say  in  that  re- 
spect that  every  district  in  Rhode  Island, 
not  only  in  my  district  but  in  the  dis- 
trict of  my  colleague  I  Mr.  Fobakd]  ,  every 
district  that  gets  anjrthlng  out  of  this 
appropriation,  and  it  is  not  much  In  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  contains  Repub- 
lican towns  and  cities,  even  though 
Rhode  Island  is  one  of  the  strongest 
Democratic  States  in  the  Union.  The 
only  towns  and  cities  getting  any  help 
In  their  school  districts  from  this  appro- 
priation are  the  Republican  towns  in  my 
State. 

So  I  say  to  you  this  afternoon  that  this 
Is  not  a  partisan  measure.  There  is  no 
partisan  politics  in  this  at  all.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  here  today  are 
Interested  in  this  program.  It  was  not 
conceived  in  politics  in  1950.  I  think  it 
was  a  unanimous  reiwrt  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  after  a 
year's  study  and  hearings  on  the  things 
that  they  found  throughout  the  country 
that  needed  taking  care  of.  This  is  not 
a  fly-by-night  proposition.  We  have  been 
operating  under  this  law  now  since  1950. 
On  two  other  occasions  the  committee 
refused  these  funds.  I  remember  in  1950 
when  we  had  a  supplemental  appropria- 
tion of  $25,000,000  it  was  opposed  on  the 
floor  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
room  where  we  were  meeting  at  that 
time.  The  Meml>ers  were  for  it  almost 
4  to  1.  We  never  even  asked  for  a  stand- 
ing vote  on  it.  Again  last  June  in  the 
closing  days  of  our  session  some  of  the 
strongest  advocates  of  economy  in  this 
Congress  were  for  this  appropriation  be- 
cause they  know  it  is  not  only  a  moral 
but  a  legal  responsibility  of  the  Congress 
to  do  something  in  these  school  districts 
where  they  have  no  control  over  and 
where  they  cannot  raise  their  taxes  any 
more  than  they  have,  and  where  their 
bonded  indebtedness,  limited  by  State 
law,  is  practically  at  the  top. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  include  in  my  re- 
mariu  the  following  telegram: 

VmunmoKM.  H.  L. 
February  27,  lOU. 
CongrMonaa  Jomm  S.  Foaaarr. 

Hotue  of  MfpresetUatioe*. 

Imperative  that  benefit*  from  Public  Law 
874  be  continued.  Number  at  Rhode  lalaiul 
cities  and  towns  win  face  critical  financial 
problems  iS  money  Is  not  fortheomlng.  War- 
wick reports  Increase  at  more  than  800  pnpUa 
over  last  yc*r.  School  oominlttee  has  In- 
cluded In  lU  receipt  taQjOOO  Irom  PubUc  Iav 
874.  U  Federal  money  had  not  been  avail- 
able last  year  tbe  town  would  have  faced 
serious  situation.  Impact  oX  Quoneet  work- 
ers baa  resulted  In  increased  school  pc^m- 
latlon.  East  Greenwich  reports  that  it  town 
loses  Federal  aid  sncfa  loss  wotild  Impair  edu- 
cational program  to  a  marked  degree.  The 
Increased  enrollment  In  town  Is  caused  by 
activity  at  Quonset  Maval  Air  Station. 

Newport  reports  that  liMO  pupils  or  48  per- 
cent of  school  enrollments  have  parents  who 
are  affiliated  with  naval  reservations  In  either 
civilian  or  military  capacity.  Four  hundred 
live  on  Federal  prop>erty.  Naval  activity  has 
caused  Increase  of  000  pupils  in  the  schools 
during  the  last  3rear,  twiriTig  it  necessary  for 
the  establishment  of  double  sessions  and  a 
building  program  which  Includes  an  ele- 
mentary and  high  school.  In  1950-51. 
$94,000  was  received  from  Public  Law  874. 
in  1951-62  $177,000  was  received.  In  1952-53 
an  estlipated  amount  of  $218,000  has  been 
anticipated.  This  last  amount  represents  30 
percent  at  the  1B52-S3  school  budget.  It  also 
represents  $3.50  per  thousand  on  the  tax  rate 
which  Is  already  at  its  maximum  by  State 
law.  If  assistance  from  Public  Law  874  Is 
withdrawn  it  is  faced  with  additional  educa- 
tional costs  which  it  cannot  bear. 

Jamestown  reports  increase  of  $18,000  over 
last  year  for  education  due  to  tbe  Impact  of 
sollltary  personneL  It  represents  $3  a  thou- 
sand increase  on  tax.  Coventry  has  70  more 
pupils  as  a  result  of  military  impact.  Ckun- 
munity  is  faced  with  increased  costs  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  building  space  for  its  pupils. 
Tiverton.  12  miles  from  Newport.  Two  years 
ago  4  percent  of  enrollment  and  last  year  S 
percent  were  children  ot  parents  who  were 
affiliated  with  mmtary  estabUshmenta. 
$16,000  more  has  been  necessary  to  finance 
costs  of  education.  If  it  had  not  been  for 
P\ederal  aid  the  deficit  reported  of  $1,700 
would  have  been  changed  to  $13,500.  Middle- 
town,  the  most  heavily  hit  by  children  of 
Federal  employees  reports  that  without  aid 
from  Public  Law  874  it  will  be  almost  Im- 
possible for  the  town  to  finance  suitable  edu- 
cational programs. 

State  departn^nt  of  education  urges  you 
to  make  every  effort  to  influence  Cmgress  to 
maintain  Public  Law  874  at  its  fffesent 
Btatvu.  I  believe  that  it  is  only  fair  and  Just 
that  Rhode  Island  communities  should  be 
given  at  least  1  year  to  make  adjustments 
In  budget  If  there  Is  any  plan  to  decrease 
flilanclal  aid  from  this  bllL  Increased  en- 
rolUnents  were  thrust  upon  ctnnmunitlee  by 
Federal  activity  without  sufficient  time  to 
prepare  for  increased  enrollments. 

Mk:hael  F.  Walsh, 
Commisaioner   of   Education,   State 
of  Bho<le  J^aJid. 

•nie  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  McComnLLl. 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
regret  that  the  time  allotted  has  been  so 
meager. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  support  of  the 
Fogarty  amendment  to  the  Scrivner 
amendment  I  believe  that  the  districts 
affected  should  have  the  amount  restored 
minus  the  amount  which  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogaktt]  has 
suggested  in  his  amendment  I  favor 
aid  to  school  districts  adversely  affected 
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by  Federal  activities.  I  have  seen  many 
of  these  districts.  Also.  I  know  the  situ- 
ation in  regard  to  the  delays  in  filing  ap- 
plications for  entitlements  in  the  fiscal 
year.  Many  of  the  districts  cannot  know 
their  daily  average  att«idance  until 
near  May  or  June,  practically  at  the  end 
of  the  school  session.  Forty-eight  and 
a  half  million  dollars  was  spent  last  year 
and  the  applications  are  running  ahead 
of  last  year  at  the  present  time.  It  was 
estimated  from  a  survey  of  the  addi- 
tional pupils  expected  in  the  districts 
affected  by  Federal  activities  that  they 
would  have  an  increase  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  an  estimated  $60  million  would 
be  spent  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime 
30.  1953.  The  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion has  already  received  an  appropria- 
tion for  these  activities  of  approximately 
$40  million.  So  you  can  see  the  reason 
for  the  $20  million  or  $201/2  million  addi- 
tional which  is  proposed  in  the  pending 
amendment. 

Quarrel,  if  you  will,  ^ith  the  formula 
of  the  cMnmittee  and  denounce,  if  you 
will,  the  fact  that  they  have  to  prorate 
equally,  and  also  find  fault  with  the  dis- 
tricts included,  but  that  is  the  law  of  the 
land  under  which  the  districts  have  made 
their  plans.  Do  not  penalize  the  chil- 
dren in  the  affected  districts,  who  need 
this  assistance  through  no  fault  of  their 
own. 

The  CHAmiktAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  DoTut]. 

Mr.  DOYLE.    Mr.  Chairman,  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  PocA«TY].  a  member  of  this  83d 
Congress  Appropriations  Subcommittee, 
and  during  the  82d  Congress  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  that  subcommittee, 
briefly  referred  to  the  text  of  a  portion 
of  the  state  of  the  Union  message  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  delivered 
before  a  Joint  session  of  this  83d  Con- 
gress on  February  2.  1953.    As  this  state 
of  the  Union  message  was  no  doubt  a 
thoroughly    considered,    analyzed,    and 
docimxented  statement  by  our  new  Pres- 
ident, we  as  Members  of  this  Congress 
certainly  have  a  right  to  assimie  that 
each  and  every  statement,  declaration, 
and  expression  therein  made  by  him,  was 
thoroughly  considered  by  him  before  he 
made  that  speech  to  us.    For.  in  it  he 
made  a  few  specific  recommendations  for 
legislation.     One  of  them  was  on  this 
very  subject   which   we   are   this  hour 
debating;    to   wit,   the   existing   Public 
Law  874.    As  I  read  you  this  important 
paragraph  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  it  certainly  tells  us  as  clear  as 
crystal,  what  his  opinion  is  and  what 
his  wishes  are  on  this  subject.    There- 
fore, I  read  from  his  speech  of  Febru- 
ary 2  to  us  as  legislators.    Here  is  what 
he  said: 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
special  action.  The  school  population  of 
many  districts  has  been  greatly  Increased  by 
the  swift  growth  of  defense  activities.  These 
activities  have  added  little  or  nothing  to  the 
tax  resources  of  the  communities  affected. 
Legislation  aiding  construction  of  schools 
In  these  districts  expires  on  June  30.  This 
law  should  be  renewed;  and.  likewise,  the 
partial  payments  for  current  operating  ex- 
penses for  these  particular  school  districts 
should  be  made.  Including  the  deficiency  re- 
quirement of  the  current  fiscal  year. 


I  take  President  Elsenhower  at  his 
word.  I  believe  that  before  he  made 
that  declaration  and  recommendation 
to  us  that  this  very  public  law  (No.  874) 
should  be  renewed  and  that  the  defi- 
ciency reqiiirement  of  the  current  fiscal 
year  should  be  met,  he  had  his  expert 
advisers  in  the  field  of  education  give 
him  the  benefit  of  a  thorough  considera- 
tion and  a  full  knowledge  of  the  problem 
involved. 

Yet  our  own  subcommittee  in  this  Con- 
gress, within  a  very  few  days  after  the 
membership  thereof  had  heard  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  tell  us  what 
he  did  and  ask  us  to  renew  the  law  and 
to  make  up  the  deficiency,  passes  us  a 
report  diametrically  opposite  to  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  This  is  something  I  do 
not  pretend  to  understand.  I  firmly  be- 
lieve tliat  when  the  voting  time  comes 
on  the  two  amendments  to  replace  this 
necessary  sum  to  keep  our  good  faith 
with  these  vital  and  financially  embar- 
rassed .school  districts  all  over  the  United 
States,  that  we  will  find  that  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  will  be  strongly  supported, 
and.  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
jority membership  on  our  subcommittee 
which  deleted  the  $24  million  is  of  the 
same  political  party  faith  as  is  the  newly 
inaugurated  President  of  the  United 
States. 

I  appreciate  the  distinguished  Repre- 
sentative from  Kansas  [Mr.  Scrivnih], 
and  a  member  of  the  majority  party, 
so  promptly  offering  his  amendment  to 
replace  the  $24,000,000,  and  if  Mr.  Fo- 
CARTT,  the  distinguished  Representative 
from  Rhode  Island,  had  not  announced 
that  he  had  just  talked  with  the  De- 
partment of  Education,  and  that  they 
told  him   they  could   get  along  nicely 
with  $20,500,000  instead  of  the  $24,000,- 
000.  then  I  would  certainly  be  support- 
ing Mr.  ScRivNEii's  amendment.    But,  as 
Mr.  FocARTY's  amendment  provides  for 
$20,500,000  instead  of  the  $24  million,  and 
Is  the  lesser  amount,  and  the  Department 
of  Education  through  him  today  told  us 
that  the  lesser  amount  would  be  ample, 
therefore     I     support     Mr.     Pocarty's 
amendment.    May  I  make  it  clear,  how- 
ever,  that  I  only   vote  for   the  lesser 
amount  instead  of  the  greater,  because 
we  have  the  assurance  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Education  dealing  with  these 
various  school  districts  in  the  States  that 
the  amount    specified  in    the  Pogarty 
amendment;  to  wit,  $20,500,000  will  do 
the  Job  and  will  pay  these  concerned 
school  districts  100  percent  instead  of 
between  50  and  60  percent  of  the  amount 


represented  to  them  they  would  be  re- 
ceiving and  which  they  had  a  right  to 
believe  they  would  have  in  hand  to  meet 
the  needs  of  their  respective  districts 
entirely,  or  almost  entirely,  as  a  result  ot 
the  Federal  activities  in  these  Federally 
affected  areas  all  over  our  great  Nation. 
I  call  your  attention  to  page  15  of  the 
subcommittee  report  on  this  bill,  report 
dated  February  16,  1953,  at  about  the 
middle  of  that  page  it  says: 

Testimony  and  reports  received  by  the 
committee  leaves  no  doubt  that  tbars  are 
a  very  great  many  cases  where  these  funds 
go  to  school  districts  where  it  Is  obvious  that 
local  Income  could  care  for  the  situation. 

So.  having  noted  that  paragraph.  I 
naturally    immediately    looked    to    the 
printed  hearings  before  this  subcommit- 
tee which  made  this  report.    And.  turn- 
ing to  pages  251.  281,  and  292  of  that  re- 
port, wherein  the  testimony  by  the  vari- 
ous witnesses  was  recorded  for  our  guid- 
ance and  information.  I  frankly  state 
that  I  find  no  testimony  or  record  therein 
printed  to  support  this  statement  made 
on  page  15  of  the  subcommittee  report  to 
us  and  which  we  have  before  us  today. 
If  the  chairman  of  our  subcommittee  has 
any  such  evidence  to  make  clear  the  basis 
of  this  declaration  by  the  subcommittee, 
to  the  effect  that  many  of  the  local  school 
districts  have   local  resources  to   care 
adequately  for  the  situations  Inflicted 
upon  them  because  of  the  activity  of 
federally    controlled    installations    and 
activities  in  their  respective  school  dis- 
tricts, then  I  here  and  now  call  for  such 
evidence.    I  will  frankly  say  that  I  know 
of  no  such  condition  existing  in  the  six 
school  districts  in  the  great  23d  District 
of  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif.,  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent.    For.  I  have 
in  my  hand  here  the  financial  sxmmiary 
of  the  applications  of  7  school  districts 
in  the  23d  District  now  pending  before 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  for  their 
promised    portion    of    the    very    funds 
about  which  we  are  speaking.    This  Is 
the  factual  report  given  me  in  the  mat- 
ter.   So  you  see,  gentlemen,  if  the  $20  Vi 
million  under  the  Pbgarty  amendment  is 
not  replaced  in  this  bill,  these  7  local 
school  districts  in  my  own  23d  Congres- 
sional District  will  not  only  suffer  a  loss 
of  estimated  and  planned  and  assured 
income   in   the  amount  of  $166  634  43 
during  the  1952-53  fiscal  year;  but.  those 
local  school  districts,  I  am  assured  by 
their  representatives,  have  not  the  local 
ability,  nor  have  they  the  local  resources 
under  our  CaUfomia  State  school  law  to 
make  immediately  or  at  all  available  this 
unexpected  deficit.    Here  Is  the  report 
which  shows: 
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California  school  districts~FSA  funds   (for  e.Vi   Congressional,  District  repre,er^ted  by 

lion.  Llyile  Doyle) 


Project  No. 


Calif.  53-E-127 

185 

179 

166 

167 "" 

277. 

170 


Name  of  project 


Compton  City  elementary  school  district 
t  ompton  I'nion  hich  school  ilistrut 
Lynwood  unified  elementary  school  district 
w  iilowhrook  elementary  sch<x,l  di.strict 
BellHower  elementary  school  dustrict 

Downey  school  district  .  

Paramount  elementary  school  district!]II"! 

Total 


Amount 

paid.  IW61- 

52 


$192.  gnA  08 
Itf. 471  OH 
4U,  IHW.  19 
3»),0I5.f)0 
1«,H1».  00 
3.  n«7.  36 
44.  Sua  00 


Approximate 
amount  of 

entitlement, 

1952  M,  100 

peroeat 


I22S.771.37 
22,781.16 
57.  .MI.  35 
35.117.58 
19.  678.  23 
3,612.21 
42.  074.  38 


Approxlmats 
amount  of 

entUlenMDt, 

1053-53,  60 

peroaot 


1132,40X83 
13,fl«&70 
34. 830. 81 
21, 07a  83 
11,80&»4 
2,  167.33 
31.344.K1 


356,  056.  61         416.  588.  23 


340, 081.  75 


I  believe  that  ray  record  during  the  6 
years  I  have  had  the  honor  and  respon- 
sibility of  serving  in  this  great  legisla- 
tive body,  proves  that  I  have  habitually 
been  sensible  of  the  dire  need  of  planned 
economy.  But  I  never  have  knowingly, 
and  I  do  not  beli(;ve  I  ever  will,  consider 
that  it  Is  sensible  or  sound  economy  to 
be  penny  wise  and  povmd  foolish  by 
saving  the  pennies  out  of  the  bodies. 
minds,  hearts,  and  spirits  of  the  Ameri- 
can children.  I'or,  gentlemen,  these 
children  cannot  speak  for  themselves. 
We  are  in  fact  the  trustees  for  every 
child  in  America,  who  Is  affected  by  the 
Federal  activitie*}  in  every  school  dis- 
trict in  our  beloved  Nation.  So.  Mr. 
Chairman,  let's  not  think  that  it  is  econ- 
omy to  take  away  from  American 
children  the  dollars  absolutely  necessary 
for  them  to  have  the  help  required  to 
obtain  a  decent  educational  foundation, 
before  they  reach  college  age.  There 
could  be  such  a  thing  in  our  Nation  as 
an  era  of  educational  Illiteracy.  We 
certainly  do  not  want  that  and  yet.  to 
take  away  schooling  opportunities  from 
children,  will  naturally  result  in  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  them  being  to 
some  extent,  at  least,  illiterate  and  they 
are,  therefore,  bound  to  become  less 
valuable,  less  experienced,  less  efficient, 
and  less  productive  adult  citizens. 

There  is  no  substitute  for  educational 
opportunities  and  training  and  benefits 
during  a  child's  life.  They  are  only 
children  once  and  that  is  for  a  very  short 
period  in  their  total  existence.  There- 
fore let's  not  start  thinking  that  it  is 
economy,  to  take  educational  opportu- 
nities out  of  the  hides  of  our  own  Ameri- 
can children.  Let  xis  not  exert  the  need 
we  have  of  being  economical,  by  jeopard- 
izing the  whole  mental,  physical,  and 
spiritual  and  economic  success  and  hap- 
piness of  millions  of  American  children, 
for  whom  we  are  responsible  as  national 
legislators  under  the  terms  of  this  bill. 
I  feel  that  I  am  not  overspeaking  or  over- 
emphasizing this  phase  of  education,  be- 
cause I  had  the  privilege  and  benefit 
before  coming  to  Congress,  for  a  time 
being  a  member  of  the  California  State 
Board  of  Education  by  appointment  of 
his  Honor,  the  Governor. 

Not  only  did  Mr.  Bailkt,  of  West  Vir- 
ginia, and  his  afsociates  do  a  thorough 
study  with  sound  ^xjsults,  during  the  82d 
Congress  in  submitting  this  Public  Law 
874.  which  necesf;arily  comes  in  this  dis- 
cussion, but  gladly  joined  with  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  this  House  in  vot- 
ing its  approval.  It  is  that  law  out  of 
which,  arises  our  good  faith  and  pledged 
promises  to  these  very  school  districts 
from  which  this,  our  subcommittee,  now 
proposes  to  take  1-his  legally  and  morally 
promised  $24  million  upon  which  these 
school  districts  have  become  deijendent 
and  upon  which,  they  have  made  their 
commitments,  contracts,  and  plans. 
Also,  I  was  pleased  to  state  in  my  recent 
campaign  for  a  fourth  term  in  this 
House,  that  I  supported  the  objectives 
of  Public  Law  874.  I  intend  to  keep  my 
promise. 

These  are  but  some  of  the  basic  reasons 
why  I  shall  support  the  amendments. 
And  may  I  emphasize  again,  that  I  am 
surprised  and  disappointed  that  the  ma- 
jority party  control  of  this  subcommit- 


tee did.  so  soon  after  President  Eisen- 
hower had  given  this  Congress  a  definite 
recommendation  in  this  very  field  of  edu- 
cation, submit  this  $24  million  cut  from 
the  very  funds,  and  from  the  very  pur- 
poses and  objectives  which  President 
Eisenhower  himself  asked  be  not  cut 
in  his  state  of  the  Union  message.  If 
we  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the 
subcommittee  in  eliminating  this  sxim, 
we  fly  directly  in  the  face  of  President 
Eisenhower's  express  request — we  will  go 
diametrically  in  the  opposite  direction 
from  his  wi^es.  I  say  again,  let  us  not 
weaken,  cripple  and  even  destroy  the  fu- 
ture physical,  mental  and  moral  factors 
of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  American 
children.  Yes.  their  posterity,  too.  Let 
us  economize  where  it  is  true  economy. 
But.  it  will  never  be  a  true  and  enduring 
economy,  to  lessen  the  opportunities  for 
schooling  and  education  in  the  experi- 
ences of  American  children.  Let  us  not 
be  stupid. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Brown]. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  allotted 
to  me  may  be  used  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  supported,  both  by  my  vote  and  by  my 
voice,  the  Bailey  bill,  which  provided 
that  the  Pedei  al  Government  should  do 
that  which  it  was  morally  obligated  to 
do,  namely,  to  make  up  the  tax  losses 
that  it  forced  upon  some  of  the  school 
districts  of  this  Nation  by  taking  over 
land  and  property  which  in  many  in- 
stances the  Government  did  not  need, 
thus  destroying  or  reducing  the  tax  bases 
of  these  school  districts  and  then  bring- 
ing thousands  of  additional  school  chil- 
dren into  those  districts  at  the  very  time 
they  were  levying  taxes  for  school  pur- 
poses at  the  very  highest  rate  permitted 
under  State  law.  I  have  seen  the  im- 
pcu:t  and  the  results  of  that  which  has 
been  done  by  the  Federal  Government 
to  certain  schools  in  my  own  district; 
for  instance,  those  aroiuid  Wright  and 
Patterson  Fields. 

I  believe  it  is  the  obligation  and  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Federal  Government 
when  it  takes  taxable  land  away  from  a 
school  district  to  pay  their  fair  share 
of  the  cost  of  operating  the  schools  in 
that  district.  That  Is  what  would  have 
to  be  done  if  a  privately  owned  industry 
or  enterprise  came  into  that  area.  It 
would  have  to  pay  taxes  to  help  support 
the  schools. 

In  addition  to  all  of  that,  of  course, 
we  have  seen  thousands  of  additional 
children  dumped  onto  those  school  dis- 
tricts which  were  no  longer  able  to  fur- 
nish school  facilities  for  their  own  chil- 
dren. Yet  our  Government  has  forced 
many  local  children  out  of  these 
schools — absolutely  forced  them  out — 
and  compelled  their  parents  to  send 
them  to  private  schools. 

I  will  compare  my  record  for  economy 
with  any  Individual  of  this  House,  as  far 
as  voting  for  economy  is  concerned,  but 
I  am  not  going  to  start  my  efforts  in 
behalf  of  economy  in  this  83d  Congress 
by  taking  it  out  on  a  bunch  of  school 


kids  In  the  rural  schools  of  Ohio.  I 
just  will  not  do  it.  We  have  a  moral 
responsibility  in  this  Congress.  We 
passed  a  law — the  Bailey  bill — to  give 
the  schools  this  help  in  lieu  of  taxes. 
If  we  meant  it,  we  ought  to  live  up  to 
it.  If  we  did  not,  we  ought  not  to  have 
passed  that  law.  We  should  not  mis- 
lead the  school  districts  provided  for 
under  the  Bailey  Act.  I  am  not  going 
to  vote  for  that  kind  of  so-called  econ- 
omy. If  you  want  to  repeal  the  whole 
Bailey  Act.  then  stand  up  and  say  so. 
But  you  are  not  going  to  repeal  the  Bailey 
Act.  and  I  think  you  know  it.  To  turn 
down  this  amendment  is  not  economy. 
it  is  false  economy,  and  would  be  a 
repudiation  of  our  past  official  actions. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  just  want 
to  commend  the  gentleman  for  his  state- 
ment.    I  am  with  him. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  sure  you 
will  also  be  with  me  when  I  vote  for 
economy  on  many  other  measures  in  the 
months  ahead. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Illinois  LMr. 

BUSBETI. 

(Mr.  Jensew,  by  unanimous  consent, 
yielded  the  time  allowed  to  him  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  BxtsbbyL) 

Mr.  BUSEE^r.  I  appreciate  that,  and 
I  th.ank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  debate  today  re- 
minds me  of  an  everyday  occurrence  in 
our  offices.  We  talk  to  a  lot  of  ijeople 
from  back  home  who  want  economy  and 
want  to  balance  the  budget  and  want  to 
reduce  taxes,  but  they  want  the  reduc- 
tions in  Federal  exp)enditures  every  place 
except  where  it  affects  them  personally. 
I  know  many  of  you  have  been  hearing 
from  people  back  home  on  this  subject. 
The  pressure  groups  have  been  at  work. 
If  we  are  going  to  effect  economy  in  this 
Congress,  the  way  to  do  it  is  certainly 
not  by  restoring  well  justified  cuts  made 
by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

What  did  you  tell  the  people  last  year 
In  your  campaign  speeches?  You  told 
them  you  were  for  economy,  you  were 
for  balancing  the  budget,  and  you  were 
for  reducing  taxes.  I  say  to  you,  "Re- 
view your  campaign  speeches  and  prom- 
ises and  effect  them  right  here  today  by 
voting  against  this  amendment." 

You  read  in  the  paper  this  morning 
where  the  House  of  Delegates  in  the 
State  of  Maryland  voted  to  reduce  the 
State  income  tax  by  15  percent.  Prac- 
tically every  State  in  this  Union  has  been 
reducing  its  indebtedness.  Some  of  the 
States  in  the  last  few  years  have  paid 
off  every  dime  of  their  indebtedness,  and 
one  of  the  big  reasons  they  have  been 
able  to  do  this  is  because  they  have  been 
coming  to  W£ishington  and  feeding  at 
the  Federal  trough.  When  are  you  go- 
ing to  put  a  stop  to  this?  The  States  and 
the  communities  in  this  country,  with 
very  few  exceptions,  are  able  to  take  care 
of  themselves.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Broyhill]  indicated  yester- 
day that  he  thought  Arlington  County 
needs  additional  Federal  help  for  the 
education  of  its  children.  The  Washing- 
ton Times-Herald  of  last  Sunday  stated 
that  M.  T.  Broyhill  b  Sons  had  built 
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5,000  homes  In  that  area.  Surely  the 
gentleman  is  Interested  In  more  money 
for  this  area.  The  more  money  they  can 
get  from  the  Federal  Government,  the 
less  local  taxes  they  will  have  to  pay. 
Incidentally,  Arlington  residents  are 
only  passing  $2.75  per  himdred  on  a  40 
percent  valuation.  I  have  here  the 
brochure  they  have  published  regarding 
their  schools.  These  schools  are  among 
the  most  elaborate  in  the  United  States. 
This  situation  is  not  unique;  there  are 
many  other  wealthy  commimities  get- 
ting Federal  funds  under  this  law. 

If  the  entire  appropriation  for  1953 
were  denied  it  would  mean  only  a  little 
over  %2  per  resident  of  Arlington  Coun- 
ty. That  wo\ild  be  a  very  small  invest- 
ment to  get  the  Federal  Government  out 
of  the  school  system. 

The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Arling- 
ton County  claims  they  had  a  per  capita 
Income  in  1952  of  $6,092,  the  highest 
family  income  in  the  entire  United 
States.  It  is  hard  to  believe  they  are  un- 
willing to  assume  their  responsibility.  I 
take  my  hat  off  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  Mr.  Howard  Smith,  who  stood 
up  here  and  said :  Let  us  stand  up  and  be 
counted  as  to  whether  we  are  for  econ- 
omy or  for  a  continuation  of  ever-in- 
creasing Federal  expenditures. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Howell]. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
no  dlstingiiished  record  as  a  prophet,  but 
I  feel  sure  this  Committee  and  the  House 
as  a  whole  is  going  to  vote  overwhelm- 
ingly to  restore  these  funds. 

I  think  the  language  contained  in  the 
report  given  as  a  reason  for  eliminating 
these  funds,  which  in  effect  says  that 
since  the  problem  is  more  real  and  more 
extensive  than  we  estimated  in  the  be- 
ginning, we  should  walk  out  on  It  and 
surrender  our  obligations  is  a  little  bit 
ridiculous.  I  have  in  my  own  congres- 
sional district  in  Burlington  Coimty. 
N.  J.,  many  school  districts  and  munic- 
ipalities surrounding  Fort  Dix  and  Mc- 
Gulre  Air  Force  Base,  which  are  seriously 
affected  by  this  amendment.  These  Fed- 
eral activities  not  only  have  taken  a  lot 
of  land,  a  lot  of  tax  ra tables  away  from 
those  districts,  but  also  they  have  thrust 
a  huge  load  of  Federal  children  onto 
them,  and  certainly  this  legislation  which 
was  passed  after  long  and  careful  con- 
sideration under  the  auspices  and  good 
work  of  the  gentleman  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  BAn.iY]  Is  the  only  fair,  the 
only  legal,  and  moral  way  of  dealing  with 
this  problem. 

I  am  sure  none  of  us  wants  to  take  that 
money  away,  penalize  the  school  kids, 
and  thrust  an  undue  burden  on  the  local 
school  districts  that  they  cannot  possibly 
solve  without  some  Federal  assistance. 
I  am  sure  we  are  all  going  to  pass  this 
amendment  and  take  care  of  our  legal 
and  moral  responsibility. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  Is  recognized  for 
I'/i  minutes. 

Mr.  SHEPPAKD.  Mr.  Chairman,  due 
to  the  fact  that  one  and  a  half  minutes 
is  such  a  short  space  of  time  and  to  the< 
further  fact  that  the  majority  leader  has 
made  his  statement.  I  ask' unanimous 
consent  to  yield  my  time  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Evins 
yielded  his  time  to  Mr.  Harden.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  recognized  for 
4^  minutes. 

Mr.  HARDEN.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Briefly;  4^  minutes  is 
not  much  time. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
rise  at  this  time  to  state  that  I  am 
supporting  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Scrivnxr], 
that  I  had  intended  to  speak  on  the 
amendment;  I  will  not  do  so,  however, 
but  will  content  myself  with  extending 
my  remarks  in  the  Rxcoro  at  this  point, 
make  such  a  request,  and  also  ask  con- 
sent to  yield  the  balance  of  my  time 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Baroen]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  to  support  this  amendment. 

I  have  a  profound  respect  for  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee,  but  neverthe- 
less. It  is  my  opinion  that  the  passing  of 
this  amendment  is  a  necessity.  It  af- 
firmatively appears  to  me  that  unless  the 
sum  named  in  this  amendment  is  re- 
stored there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
schools  in  military  impacted  areas,  who 
have  Justified  their  entitlements  and 
made  contracts  in  good  faith  in  pur- 
suance thereof  will  be  reduced  to  60  per- 
cent of  the  amount  that  had  been  deter- 
mined to  be  necessary.  Inasmuch  as 
these  contracts,  already  executed,  are 
binding  both  in  good  conscience  and 
laws,  chaos  will  result. 

Two  school  systems  in  the  district 
which  I  have  the  privilege  of  represent- 
ing are  seriously  affected.  Columbus, 
Muscogee  County,  Ga.,  is  the  home  of 
Fort  Benning.  the  largest  infantry  cen- 
ter known  to  us  in  the  world.  Hundreds 
of  children  of  soldiers  and  civilian  work- 
ers from  over  our  country  are  there,  only 
because  of  this  emergency.  Columbus 
cannot  educate  them  at  its  expense,  and 
it  should  not  be  expected  to  do  so.  I  am 
advised  that  the  action  of  this  commit- 
tee will  cost  that  school  system  approxi- 
mately $100,000  as  it  relied  upon  the  en- 
titlement and  has  outstanding  con- 
tracts. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base  is  in  Houston 
County.  When  the  airfield  was  located 
there  the  present  city  of  Warner  Robins, 
a  city  now  of  around  14,000  people,  was 
a  settlement  of  about  200  people.  That 
area  of  the  county  was  taken  over  by  the 
Government  and  the  lands  are  tax  free. 
The  citizens  of  that  county  find  them- 
selves with  about  as  many  people  on  a 
Government  reservation,  as  workers  and 
children  of  defense  workers,  as  can  be 
found  in  the  balance  of  the  county.  To 
impose  upon  those  citizens  the  entire  cost 
of  educating  the  children  of  those  work- 
ers can  only  mean  bankruptcy  to  that 
county. 


The  citizens  of  Houston  County,  Ga., 
are  awaiting  the  news  of  our  action  here 
with  much  anxiety. 

In  the  abstract,  I  can  understand 
Members  who  believe  the  added  trade 
would  make  up  this  cost.  Examined  in 
the  concrete  it  is  entirely  erroneous  in 
many  instances.  Warner  Robins  is  only 
a  few  miles  from  a  large  city  in  another 
county  and  district,  and  the  two  cities 
are  connected  by  a  four-lane  highway. 
That  large  city  rents  most  of  the  houses,' 
sells  most  of  the  clothes  and  groceries 
and  provides  almost  all  of  the  enter- 
tainment. That  large  city  gets  almost 
the  entire  benefit  arising  from  trade,  but 
Houston  County  gets  the  apprehension 
and  fear  that  is  brought  about  each  year 
when  this  problem  comes  up  yearly  for 
determination  in  this  body.  By  neces- 
sity  this  problem  should  be  settled  with 
a  reasonable  degree  of  permanency. 

Maybe  some  are  getting  more  money 
than  they  are  entitled  to,  but  this  can 
be,  and  should  be  determined,  by  survey 
and  examination.  Unless  this  matter  is 
settled  so  that  counties  can  luiderstand 
their  true  positions  the  only  alternative 
is  for  State  legislative  bodies  to  take 
steps  to  relieve  such  counties  from  the 
obligations  imposed  by  compulsory 
school  laws  to  educate  children  who  are 
not  citizens  of  that  county  and  whose 
parents  are  not  taxpayers,  but  are 
merely  temporary  sojourners  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  defense  work.  I 
contend  that  the  costs  of  educating  those 
children  are  expenses  of  war,  just  as 
bullets  and  uniforms. 

Let  us  pass  this  amendment,  then  If  it 
is  deemed  proper  let  some  committee  ex- 
amine the  picture  and  determine  what 
areas  deserve  the  money,  and  those  areas 
which  do  not.  Then,  counties  can  con- 
tract with  confidence  and  then  teachers 
can  be  paid  according  to  contract.  Then, 
necessary  buildings  can  be  planned  and 
erected.  To  proceed  as  the  committee  is 
doing  now  is  not  the  correct  way.  It  is 
actually  retroactive  legislation. 

Let  us  pay  our  obligations  by  passing 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  I 
really  was  in  hopes  he  would  use  his 
time,  for  I  happen  to  know  that  he  has 
in  the  edge  of  his  district  a  tremendous 
operation  that  has  virtually  upset  the 
whole  tax  structure  of  that  county  and 
jeopardizes  the  possibility  of  the  opera- 
tion of  schools. 

Getting  back  on  the  subject  under 
discussion,  let  me  say  that  this  is  not  a 
Santa  Claus  proposition.  The  commit- 
tee worked  out  a  very  careful  formula 
for  the  distribution  of  these  funds  and 
the  only  objection  to  it  and  the  only  crit- 
icism the  committee  received  at  the  time 
was  that  we  were  probably  a  little  bit 
too  tight  with  the  funds. 

On  yesterday  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois (Mr.  BusBEYl  decried  the  fact  that 
we  did  not  give  Washington.  D.  C.  any 
money.  What  a  peculiar  statement  to 
come  from  a  member  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  and  especially  the 
chairman  of  the  subcomnxittee  handling 
this  matter.  The  gentleman  knows  very 
well  that  the  District  of  Columbia  gets 
an  appropriation  every  year  from  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  Why  should 
we  have  a  half  dozen  different  appro- 
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priatlons  coming  out  of  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  for  the  District  of 
Colimibia?  For  that  reason,  I  was  one 
who  stood  solidlj'  and  said:  "No,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  considers  the 
situation  in  the  District  schools  at  the 
time  they  are  making  appropriations  for 
the  District  of  Columbia." 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  do  not  know  why 
the  gentleman  singles  out  the  District 
of  Columbia.  It  was  only  1  of  15  dif- 
ferent cities  I  named  with  a  total  popu- 
lation of  22>/2  million  people  that  are 
not  included  under  this  program,  re- 
gardless of  Federal  impact. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  What  a  fuimy  state- 
ment for  the  gentleman  to  make  when 
he  knows  that  we  put  a  10-percent  clause 
in  this  bill  to  keep  the  big  cities  like 
Chicago  and  the  rest  of  the  cities  named 
by  the  gentleman  from  coming  in  and 
making  this  appropriation  bill  a  half 
billion  dollars  instead  of  $20  million. 
Why.  the  gentleman  knows  that  a  city 
with  a  million  population  can  absorb  a 
5-percent  increase  and  Justify  it  on  the 
benefits  received  from  the  business 
transactions  there,  but  when  you  pass 
the  10  percent  you  hit  the  smaller  com- 
munities that  are  not  in  position  to  ab- 
sorb it.  The  gentleman  knows  that  Chi- 
cago can  absorb  5  percent  and  up  to 
10  percent  without  it  causing  any  hard- 
ship. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  This  request  Is  twice 
as  much  as  the  original  estimate  of 
annual  cost  and  no  one  knows  how  much 
further  it  will  go. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  the  gentleman  at 
least  is  satisfied  with  his  own  knowledge 
about  the  matter,  but  I  might  add 
neither  does  anyone  know  how  many 
impact  areas  will  be  created  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  There  is  one  thing 
certain:  The  written  formula  passed  by 
this  Congress  will  govern  the  amount, 
once  the  condition  is  created  by  the 
United  States  Government.  But  let  me 
ask  the  gentleman.  Does  he  happen  to 
know  that  every  single  school  on  every 
single  military  base  in  America,  with  the 
exception  of  the  atomic  energy  plants, 
get  their  money  to  operate  under  Public 
874  and  the  appropriation  authorized 
by  it?  By  what  process  of  reasoning 
does  the  gentleman  figure  that  we  can 
cut  the  operation  of  a  school  on  some 
big  military  base  40  percent  and  keep 
that  school  open?  There  is  no  justifi- 
cation for  it. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  The  gentleman  is  mak- 
ing a  true  statement  and  those  particu- 
lar instances  should  l^e  taken  care  of. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  What  does  the  gentle- 
man mean,  I  am  not  making  a  true  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  said  that  is  a  true 
statement  and  I  am  for  those  particular 
areas  being  taken  care  of. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  loves 
them  to  the  extent  he  wants  to  cut  their 
heads  off.  He  just  wants  to  love  them 
to  death.  That  is  what  the  gentleman 
is  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  There  is  something  in 
the  law  with  respect  to  what  he  says. 


Mr.  BARDEN.  Now.  wait  a  minute. 
The  gentleman  cannot  tell  me  much 
about  this  law. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  would  like  to  read  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Here  is  what  the  de- 
partment has  done.  The  department 
has  decided  to  pay  those  schools  located 
on  military  bases  100  percent.  What  do 
you  do  if  you  take  the  100  percent  for 
those  on-base  schooL  away  from  the 
appropriation?  You  have  the  children 
of  that  portion  of  the  military  and 
civilian  personnel  who  are  fortunate 
enough  to  get  places  to  live  on  the  base 
with  good  schools  while  just  outside  the 
gate  you  have  the  children  of  the  com- 
missioned officers,  sergeants,  corporals, 
privates,  and  civilian  employees  with 
only  a  60-percent  school.  It  may  result 
in  even  a  50-  or  60-percent  cut.  So  now, 
the  whole  practical  picture  Is  this.  This 
is  not  a  grab  bag.  The  administrator 
does  not  have  and  does  not  want  discre- 
tionary power  to  do  any  other  than 
figure  the  formula  as  laid  down  by  Con- 
gress. I  do  know  from  listening  to  the 
evidence  and  facts  gathered  by^our  sub- 
committee about  conditions  all  over  this 
country  that  this  Government  has  estab- 
lished bases  in  little  communities  and  im- 
posed upon  them  the  burden  of  carrying 
on  a  school  for  seven  or  eight  hundred 
to  even  thousands  of  children,  and  they 
simply  cannot  do  it. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  does  not  the  gentle- 
man think  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor  ought  to  take  another  look 
at  this  law,  in  view  of  the  experience  we 
have  had? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  would  love  to  answer 
that,  my  friend,  fully,  if  time  permitted. 
But  I  must  be  content  with  saying  I 
think  he  should  take  at  least  two  more 
looks  himself. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  SchinckL 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  Join 
in  the  amendment  offered  by  my  col- 
league Mr.  ScRivNiR,  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Kansas.  A  moratorivun 
on  the  growth  and  development  can 
never  be  secured  in  the  lives  of  our  chil- 
dren. Our  friends  talk  about  a  pressure 
group  and  I  say  to  you  that  the  most 
precious  pressure  group  in  this  country 
are  the  children  of  this  country. 

It  would  be  a  very  harsh  and  a  very 
unwise  act  to  refuse  this  school  money. 
For  many  years  I  served  as  a  teacher  and 
as  a  member  and  president  of  the  Board 
of  Education  of  Dayton,  Ohio.  This  ex- 
perience has  perhap>s  given  me  a  very 
acute  sense  of  the  value  of  education. 
But  this  regard,  or  i>erhaps  even  rever- 
ence, for  our  ideal  of  free  public  educa- 
tion goes  beyond  my  own  personal  ex- 
perience. I  need  not  point  out  that  we 
in  America,  from  the  inception  of  our 
national  life,  have  always  held  that  sys- 
tem a  cornerstone  of  our  development. 
May  we  always  continue  to  do  so.  True 
there  are  many  extremely  urgent  pro- 
grams already  undertaken  and  to  be  un- 
dertaken by  this  Congress.  No  doubt 
our  most  disturbing  problem  is  to  assign 
to  each  its  proper  place  in  the  scale  of 
necessity  and  priority  within  the  limits 


of  our  national  abilities.  Notwith- 
standing the  difficulty  of  that  task.  I  will 
hold  always  with  this  ideal  of  free  pub- 
he  education.  This  even  along  with 
other  pressing  demands  in  the  field  of 
defense  spending  because  I  regard  our 
greatest  strength  to  he  in  maintaining 
a  high  level  of  education  among  our 
American  youth. 

No  one.  with  open  eyes,  can  deny  that 
this  Is  a  period  of  emergency  for  our 
schools,  and  this  condition  exists 
throughout  every  State.  In  certain 
areas,  those  here  considered,  this  emer- 
gency has  been  raised  to  a  critical  phase 
solely  by  the  national-defense  effort.  It 
is  a  Federal  problem  and  must,  in  fair- 
ness, be  treated  as  such.  This  was  the 
logic  of  the  Federal  support  program.  It 
was  and  is  sound  logic.  Conditions  have 
not  changed  except  to  become  more 
critical  and  we  cannot  falter  in  that 
program  now.  To  do  so  could  have  only 
one  result,  to  imperil  the  rights  of  these 
children  to  receive  one  of  the  finest 
things  we  as  a  Nation  attempt  to  offer  all 
our  children,  and  that  is.  simply,  a  good 
education.  > 

To  emphasize  these  general  considera- 
tions I  want  to  call  to  your  attention  cer- 
tain facts.  While  I  am  not  famUiar.  of 
course,  with  all  these  federally  impacted 
areas,  I  have,  both  as  a  Representative 
to  Congress  from  the  Third  Ohio  District 
and  as  former  president  of  the  Dayton. 
Ohio,  school  board,  learned  fuUy  the 
conditions  existing  in  several  of  these 
school  districts  in  the  locaUty  suiTound- 
Ing  Wright  Patterson  Air  Force  Base.  I 
think  a  discussion  of  the  plight  of  one  of 
these.  Mad  River  Township.  wUl  show 
how  desperately  these  funds  are  needed. 
Mad  River  Township  comprises  6 
schools  adjoining  Wright  Patterson  Air 
Force  Base  where  there  are  employed 
32,000  civilians  and  several  thousand 
military  personnel.  This  district  now 
has  a  total  of  3,100  Lanham  Act  and 
Wherry  Act  housing  units  either  com- 
pleted or  under  construction.  The  pur- 
pose of  this  housing  is  to  house  the  de- 
fense employees.  This  housing  is  tax- 
exempt  but  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Ohio  say  that  the  children  of  these  par- 
ents must  have  equal  school  opportunity. 
In  addition,  there  are  765  privately  con- 
structed dwellings  being  erected  within 
the  school  district.  In  1941  there  were 
692  elementary-school  children  in  this 
district.  In  1952  there  are  2.756.  As  you 
know,  the  major  support  of  the  school 
program  ordinarily  comes  from  real- 
estate  taxes  levied  against  taxable  prop- 
erty in  the  district.  There  are  17  school 
districts  in  Montgomery  County.  The 
amount  of  taxable  property  in  the  dupli- 
cate now  behind  each  pupil  and  based  on 
a  recent  general  reappraisement  varies 
in  these  school  districts  from  a  high  of 
$16,234  to  a  low  of  $3,440,  and  this  low 
figure  is  for  Mad  River  Township. 
School  enrollment  is  four  times  as  high 
as  it  was  in  1941.  This  contrasts  with  the 
general  county  increase  of  two  times. 
Over  50  percent  of  all  the  people  In  the 
school  district  live  on  tax-exempt  prop- 
erty. Recently  the  schools  have  been 
operating  on  a  double-shift  basis. 

A  new  1,000-xmit  Wherry  Act  project  Is 
being  constructed  within  the  district  at 
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this  very  time.  TTiia  will  bring  approxi- 
mately 1,000  more  children  into  the  dis- 
trict, who  will  become  the  responsibility 
of  this  already  overburdened  school 
board- 

This  almost  unsolrable  problem  has 
been  created  by  two  things:  One.  the 
enormous  increase  in  the  birth  rate  oc- 
casioned by  World  War  n,  and  two.  the 
immigration  of  these  thousands  of  per- 
sons to  work  for  Wright  Patterson  Air 
Force  Base  and  defense  industries.  Un- 
der no  circxmistances  can  it  be  forecast 
that  this  condition  will  be  alleviated 
within  the  next  few  years.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  most  probable,  as  population 
studies  indicate,  that  the  peak  years  have 
not  yet  been  reached. 

What  clearer  picture,  what  more  con- 
vincing demonstration  for  the  need  for 
these  moneys  can  be  made?  The  pro- 
posed deletion  of  these  fimds  from  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  will 
mean  a  loss  to  the  Mad  River  Township 
school  district  of  $53,000.  Without  a 
doubt  it  would  mean  a  loss  of  teachers,  a 
lowering  of  standards,  a  double  shift 
half-time  school  program  for  these 
thousands  of  children,  and,  in  short, 
completely  inadequate  discharge  of  our 


public  responsibility  to  them.  Once 
again  may  I  emphasize  what  I  conceive 
to  be  the  controlling  reasons  for  approv- 
ing these  moneys.  The  need  is  clear  and 
uncontrovertible.  While  I  have  used  the 
Mad  River  Township  School  District  in 
Montgomery  County,  Ohio,  to  illustrate 
the  very  pressing  need  for  these  Federal 
funds,  the  same  situation  applies  to  the 
other  school  districts  in  accordance  with 
their  demonstrated  need.  The  goal  is 
one  most  cherished  and  constantly  to  be 
sacrificed  for.  The  responsibility  lies 
clearly  with  the  Federal  Government  and 
the  defense  effort.  The  local  people  are 
doing  their  part  and  are  doing  it  splen- 
didly. To  fail,  not  to  help  them  but  to 
discharge  our  clear  duty  to  them,  would 
be  to  take  a  course  which  we  cannot  in 
good  conscience  pursue.  With  all  the 
earnestness  of  which  I  am  capable.  I 
most  respectfully  urge  that  these  funds 
be  approved.  As  an  illustration  of  the 
seriousness  of  this  situation  and  the  ef- 
fect of  the  deletion  of  these  necessary 
funds  for  our  public  schools  in  one 
county  of  the  Third  District  of  Ohio,  I 
am  placing  in  the  Record  herewith  a 
tabulation  of  this  school  program. 


Project  No. 


1. 

3. 

5. 
10 
20 
21 
25 
29 
37 


Project  name 


Ma<l  River 

Dayton 

BuUor  Township,  Vandalia 

Northridffe 

Van  Buren.. 

Wayne 

M  ianiisburjt _ 

Washirifrton  Township,  Cenferville 
Randolph  Township,  Englewood.. 

Total... 


lasi-JK 
entitlement 


$13H.  1R.V94 

223.  tlM.  33 

.■i2.  -".rj.  a 

W.  .M»V  92 
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Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Scrivner]  and  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarty]  for  intro- 
ducing the  resolutions  to  restore  the 
funds  for  Federal  contributions  to 
schools  in  defense  areas.  Their  resolu- 
tions recognize  the  obligation  of  the  Fed- 
eral CKjvernment  as  expressed  by  this 
Congress  in  Public  Law  874. 

I  agree  with  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
[Mr.  TaberJ  and  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  [Mr.  Busbet] 
that  we  must  economize  in  every  way 
possible  in  order  to  obtain  a  balanced 
budget.  But  there  are  areas  where  there 
is  an  honest  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  a  cut  in  appropriations  is  true 
economy  or  false  economy.  I  am  defi- 
nitely of  the  opinion  that  a  cut  in  the 
promised  assistance  to  schools  in  im- 
pacted defense  areas  is  not  only  false 
economy  but  actual  waste.  The  true 
wealth  of  this  Nation  is  in  Its  citizenship 
and  an  educated  citizenry  is  certainly 
a  far  greater  asset  than  an  illiterate  one. 
Children  from  all  over  the  Nation  are  In 


these  impacted  areas.  I  know  of  sev- 
eral installations  that  have  people  from 
as  many  as  46  of  the  several  States.  I, 
for  one,  do  not  want  to  see  the  school 
children  from  Illinois.  Indiana,  New- 
York,  and  Iowa,  or  any  other  State  lack 
the  opportunity  for  an  education  because 
they  have  been  moved  into  a  Federal  de- 
fense area.  There  are  schools  in  my 
district,  in  these  impacted  areas,  that 
will  have  to  close  if  this  money  is  not 
made  available.  These  communities 
have  tried  in  every  way  possible  to  meet 
the  added  responsibilities  that  have  been 
thrust  upon  them.  They  have  bonded 
themselves  to  the  limit  and  they  have 
placed  burdensome  taxes  upon  them- 
selves; but,  as  everyone  in  this  House 
knows,  when  the  Federal  Government 
takes  over  an  area  for  its  own  use,  no 
taxes  are  paid  on  that  property  and 
those  individual  property  owners,  who 
are  left,  must  carry  an  added  burden  to 
meet  even  the  normal  needs  of  the  com- 
munity, much  less  the  needs  added  by 
the  influx  of  people  from  all  over  the 
United  States. 

This  aid  then  Is  not  a  contribution. 
but  is  a  very  small  portion  of  the  actual 
obligation  of  the  Federal  Government 
which  is  returned  to  the  local  authorities 
in  lieu  of  taxes. 

Now  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee, has  said  that  the  15  larger 


cities  In  the  United  States  do  not  get 
any  aid  under  this  bill.  I  cannot  agree 
with  him.  In  the  first  place  the  defense 
installations  are  placed  in  the  more 
thinly  populated  areas  and  in  the  tem- 
perate zones  to  save  expense  for  the 
American  taxpayer.  Land  in  the  great 
city  of  Chicago  will  sell  for  more  for 
a  square  foot  than  the  land  in  the  agri- 
cultural section  of  my  State  will  sell 
for  an  acre.  In  addition  most  of  these 
defense  areas  take  vast  acreages  and  if 
one  were  placed  near  Chicago  It  would 
mean  the  demolition  of  many  structures 
and  the  dislocation  of  thousands  of 
families  instead  of  hundreds.  More- 
over, it  would  be  difBcult  to  operate 
some  of  these  bases  during  the  rugged 
winter  months  of  the  Chicago  area.  I 
believe,  therefore,  that  If  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  will  analyse  this  situ- 
ation carefully  he  cannot  but  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  his  taxpayers  in 
Chicago  are  saving  more  money  by  mak- 
ing a  small  contribution  to  schools  in 
the  impacted  areas  of  the  thinly  popu- 
lated sections,  than  would  be  saved  if  a 
similar  base  were  placed  in  the  con- 
gested city  of  Chicago. 

Now  considerable  criticism  has  been 
leveled  at  the  Department  of  Education 
for  not  making  a  more  accurate  estimate 
of  the  needs  for  this  purpose.  Congress 
provided  in  the  law  that  a  contribution 
to  schools  in  Impacted  defense  areas 
mu.st  be  made  on  the  average  daily  at- 
tendance of  defense  workers'  children 
in  those  schools.  There  is  absolutely  no 
way  that  they  can  estimate  the  average 
daily  attendance  until  some  months 
after  the  school  year  has  started.  For 
this  reason  Congress  decreed  that  these 
estimates  must  be  in  hand  by  March  31 
of  each  school  year.  It  is  a  perfectly 
normal  procedure  for  the  school  people 
to  wait  until  the  last  month  to  file  these 
requests  l)ecause  then  they  have  a  more 
accurate  picture  than  they  have  In  the 
first  few  months  of  the  school  year. 
This  Congress  must  remember  that  these 
estimates  were  made  up.  in  order  to  meet 
budget  requirements,  some  18  months 
ago.  Any  estimate  made  18  months  ago 
must  of  necessity  he  readjusted  as  of 
today. 

Furthermore,  the  Department  of  Edu- 
cation pays  only  three-fourths  of  the 
estimated  cost  based  on  average  dally  at- 
tendance until  after  the  school  year  has 
ended,  then  the  other  one-fourth,  or 
portion  due,  is  paid  based  on  the  actual 
average  dally  attendance  as  shown  by 
the  school  record  for  the  entire  year. 
That  is  why  certain  funds  must  be  held 
in  reserve  until  the  fiscal  attendance 
record  is  established. 

I  know  of  no  greater  tragedy  that  can 
come  to  a  future  citizen  than  for  him  or 
her  to  be  denied  the  opportunity  for  de- 
velopment and  for  enlightenment  as  pro- 
vided by  a  well-rounded  education.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  House  will  sup- 
port this  amendment. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objectioa 
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Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  those 
of  us  who  have  the  honor  to  represent 
defense  areas  were  greatly  relieved  by 
the  state  of  the  Union  meaaage  deUrered 
b^  President  Elsenhower  to  the  House 
on  Febnmry  2,  1953.  The  assurances 
that  school  districts  which  hare  been 
affected  by  the  expansion  of  Federal  de- 
fense activities  would  receive  fair  and 
adequate  consideration  from  this  admin- 
istration was  contained  tn  two  para- 
graphs of  the  President's  message  as 
follows : 

Our  Bcbooi  syBtcm  dcnuknds  aoine  prompt, 
effective  help.  During  each  of  the  last  2 
years,  more  than  IV^  million  children  have 
swelled  the  elementary  and  secondary  school 
population  of  th«  eotintry.  Oenerally.  the 
Bchocri  population  la  proportlonaUly  higher 
li  SUtes  vlth  low  per  capita  income.  Thla 
whole  situation  calls  for  careftil  congres- 
sional study  and  actlou.  I  am  sure  tiiat 
you  share  my  conviction  that  the  firm  con- 
ditions of  federal  aid  must  be  proved  need 
and  proved  lack  of  local  Income. 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
special  action.  Tbe  school  population  of 
many  dlstrtcU  has  been  greatly  increased  by 
the  swift  growth  of  defense  activities.  These 
activities  have  added  little  or  nothing  to  the 
tax  resotiroes  of  the  oommunlties  affected. 
Legislation  aiding  oonstructlon  of  schools  in 
these  dlstricta  exptres  on  Jtme  30.  This  law 
should  be  renewed;  and.  Ukewlse,  the  partial 
payments  for  cturent  operating  expenses  for 
these  particular  t<'»'""i  districts  should  be 
made,  including  the  deficiency  requirement 
of  the  cturent  fiscal  year. 

Our  r^rmfKAf^nf^  was  short  lived,  how- 
ever, by  the  action  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  in  disallowing  the  entire  re- 
quest of  $24  million  to  provide  funds  for 
operation  and  maintenance  of  schools 
located  in  federally  affected  areas  as 
provided  by  Public  Law  874.  We,  in  Ala- 
bama, are  especially  disturbed  by  this 
action  because  It  leaves  us  In  an  almost 
helpless  condition  as  far  as  providing 
means  of  education  for  the  children  of 
defense  workers  and  military  personnel 
in  these  affected  areas.  It  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  States  In  the  south- 
east, and  especially  Alabama,  have  never 
received  a  fair  share  of  these  funds.  I 
quote  from  a  statement  submitted  on 
February  7.  1953,  to  the  Alabania  dele- 
gation in  Congress,  by  N.  F.  Nunnelley, 
chairman  for  Federally  Affected  School 
Systems  in  Alabama,  and  C.  L.  Martin, 
member  of  National  Committee  on  Leg- 
islation for  Federally  Affected  Areas: 

At  the  present  time  county  school  systems 
In  Aabama  receive  leas  than  $15  for  eaeh 
federally  connected  chUd.  whUe  other  school 
systems  receive  more  than  $100  for  each 
federally  connected  chUd.  All  school  sys- 
tems should  receive  a  mlnimtun  of  at  least 
75  percent  of  the  national  average  local 
expenditure  per  child. 

Most  of  the  defense  plants  in  Alabama 
are  concentrated  in  the  Fourth  District, 
which  I  have  the  high  honor  to  repre- 
sent. At  one  installation,  and  I  speak  of 
the  Annist<»  Ordnance  Depot,  at 
Bynum,  Ala.,  we  have  practically  douMed 
the  number  of  personnel  since  the  out- 
break of  the  war  tn  Korea.  Many  of  the 
families  live  on  the  installation  and. 
therefore,  have  no  taxable  property 
which  is  subject  to  a  s(^ool  district  tax. 
This  same  situation  applies  to  Tort  Mc- 
Clellan,  Ala.,  and  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base 
In  Selma,  Ala.,  where  many  of  the  de- 
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f  ense  workers  and  mlBtary  personnel  live 
on  the  reservatfon. 

I  feel  that  the  Federal  emergency  is 
Just  as  great  as  It  has  ever  been  and 
that  to  neglect  the  education  of  these 
children  who  have  no  choice  about  where 
they  are  to  Uve  wffl  not  only  be  mifair 
to  my  section  of  the  country  but  is  a 
rtiortstghted,  pennywlse  and  pomfid- 
foolish  policy  which  must  be  corrected. 

1  do  not  bettere  that  it  is  in  \KveA3u« 
with  the  President's  views  as  outlined  in 
his  state  of  the  Unton  message,  and  I 
cannot  believe  that  such  a  policy  can 
result  in  anything  but  a  weakening  of 
our  national  preparedness  program. 

I  have  lived  near  a  military  Installa- 
tion all  of  my  life  and  I  know  from  my 
ccmtacts  with  military  people  and  people 
in  defense  work  that  the  morale  of  these 
people  is  highly  important.  Good  rela- 
tions with  the  local  commimitles  and 
school  authorities  can  only  be  main- 
tained when  the  proper  attention  is  given 
to  the  health,  education,  and  welfare  of 
the  people  who.  because  of  circumstances 
beyond  their  control,  are  iorced  to  live 
and  work  in  communities  not  always  of 
their  own  selection.  I  believe  in  ectm- 
omy  and  I  feel  that  there  are  many 
places  in  the  Federal  Government  where 
we  can  do  a  lot  of  needed  trimming;  but 
to  strike  at  the  schoolchildren  of 
America  and  to  strike  at  communities 
^(^ich  are  already  overburdened  because 
of  defense  activities  is  not  economy. 

Some  will  say  when  a  military  Instal- 
lation is  located  in  an  area  many  great 
benefits  follow  from  such  projects.  I 
would  like  to  point  out  that  I  have  seen 

2  or  3  of  these  projects  come  to  my  dis- 
trict. While  it  is  true  that  these  defense 
installations  add  to  the  population  and 
perhaps  there  are  commercial  benefits 
which  are  worth  while  as  far  as  the  mer- 
chants, contractors,  construction  work- 
ers, and  professional  people  are  con- 
cerned, yet  there  are  also  many  problems 
connected  with  these  activities.  The 
cities  and  counties  affected  must  in- 
crease the  personnel  of  their  health  and 
sanitation  departments,  additional  men 
must  be  added  to  the  police  and  law  en- 
forcement staff,  and  additional  firemen 
must  be  added.  In  addition  to  these 
heavy  expenses,  some  of  the  projects  call 
for  other  expansions  in  municipal  and 
county  facilities.  Four  of  t3ie  cities  in 
my  district  which  have  recently  expe- 
rienced such  additional  expenses  are  the 
cities  of  Anniston.  Talladega,  Oxford, 
and  Selma.  Since  the  expansion  of  Fort 
McClellan  and  Anniston  Ordnance  De- 
pot, the  city  ot  Anniston  has  been  re- 
quired to  spend  almost  a  million  dollars 
for  expansion  of  water  facilities.  The 
same  thing  is  true  of  the  cities  of  Oxford 
and  Talladega,  the  latter  city  having 
spent  almost  one-half  million  dollars  in 
the  expansion  of  its  water  system.  As 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  find  out  not 
one  cent  of  Federal  money  was  available 
to  these  cities  for  these  heavy  expendi- 
tures. Many  of  the  cities  have  had  to 
build  new  streets  and  additional  sewer- 
age facilities  and  the»e  expansions  have 
been  made  without  any  help  from  the 
Federal  Government. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  local  gov- 
ernments are  receiving  a  very  small  por- 
tion of  the  tax  revenues  of  the  country. 


In  fact,  most  of  it  is  coming  to  Washing- 
ton. I  do  not  understand  the  i^nosophy 
of  those  who  say  to  these  cities  and  coun- 
ties that  you  must  assume  the  additional 
cost  of  educating  children  brought  to 
these  communities  by  the  inmlgration  of 
defense  workers  and  military  personneL 
I  think  the  policy  which  has  been  fol- 
lowed In  Public  Law  874  for  the  past  3 
years  must  be  continued  if  we  are  to  do 
a  good  job  of  educating  the  future  citi- 
zens of  America — its  school  children. 

In  addition  to  all  other  arguments.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  moral  obli- 
gation because  of  the  fact  that  60  per- 
cent of  these  funds  have  been  appropri- 
ated beginning  in  fiscal  1953.  Plans  for 
carrying  out  school  activities  are  usually 
made  at  the  end  of  the  school  term, 
looking  to  the  next  school  year.  These 
schools  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  they 
would  not  receive  the  amount  called  for 
in  the  supplemental  appropriation.  They 
made  contracts  with  teachers,  they  ar- 
ranged for  the  necessary  physical  equip- 
ment including  heat,  lights,  and  water, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  very  late 
tn  the  game  to  deny  these  funds  after 
the  major  portion  of  the  expenses  has 
been  obligated.  You  simply  do  not  make 
contracts  by  the  month,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  Congress  will  refuse 
to  carry  out  what  to  me  Is  stronger  than 
a  legal  obligation. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  show  by  its  action  today  that  the 
membership  is  in  accord  with  the  Presi- 
dent when  he  "demanded  special  action" 
in  those  areas  which  have  felt  the  heavy 
Impact  of  defense  activities.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  membership  of  this 
House  ts  ready  to  embark  on  a  policy 
which  denies  the  Pederal  Government  the 
responsibility  of  seeing  to  it  that  the 
children  of  America  do  not  suffer  be- 
cause of  circumstances  beyond  their 
control. 

(Mr.  Whittkn.  Mr.  Riley,  and  MJr. 
RoBEKTS  asked  and  were  given  permis- 
sion to  s^eld  the  time  anotted  to  them  to 

Mr.  COLMER.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  CoucEsl. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do 
not  think  I  shall  take  the  time  that  my 
colleagues  have  so  generously  yielded 
me,  because  I  think  it  is  very  obvious 
from  what  has  happened  here  this  morn- 
ing that  this  amendment  will  carry  over- 
whelmingly. Therefore.  I  shall  not  tres- 
pass upon  the  time  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  at  length. 

Mr.  Chairman,  permit  me,  if  I  may. 
In  all  sincerity,  to  say  that  I  am  as  inter- 
ested in  balancing  this  budget  as  any 
Member  in  this  House,  and  I  t.hinic  my 
record  here  wiH  demonstrate  that.  But 
I  also  want  to  be  on  record  to  this  effect: 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  in  the  pa^ 
and  I  have  heard  it  many  times  wh€!i~ 
I  offered  amendments  on  this  floor  to 
cut  appropriations,  that  this  was  a 
meat-ax  approach.  Well,  if  I  ever  saw 
a  meat-ax  approach  to  a  problem,  it  is 
certainly  in  this  instance.  Now.  what 
happens?  By  one  fell  swoop  the  com- 
mittee would  cut  40  percent  from  the 
terms  that  these  schools  operate.  That 
is  exactly  what  it  would  amount  to  in 
most  instances. 
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I  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  in  their  efforts  to 
try  to  make  reductions,  but  I  cannot  go 
along  with  that  type  of  approach  to  the 
proposition.  I  so  outlined  it  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  York, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  when 
he  appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  pointed  out  the  difficulty  of 
this  type  of  cut.  I  prophesied  to  him 
then  that  if  he  insisted  on  this  pro- 
cedure that  the  whole  amount  would  be 
restored  on  the  floor. 

You  either  have  to  break  faith,  on  the 
one  hand,  with  these  children  and  these 
school  communities  or  you  must,  in  the 
future,  change  your  formula.  Certainly 
the  fair  and  honorable  thing  is  to  keep 
your  commitment  now  and  change  the 
formula  for  next  year. 

I  am  absolutely  convinced  that  this 
thing  has  grown  too  much.  I  was  in- 
terested in  what  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  and  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois said  about  it.  I  think  it  has  mush- 
roomed too  much.  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  the  city  of  Washington,  or  any  other 
city  of  comparable  size,  .should  come 
under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  when  it 
affects  their  budget  such  a  fractional 
percent.  But  if  you  take  a  small  com- 
munity in  the  State  of  my  colleague  fror^ 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey],  or  in  mjr 
own  State,  a  small  community  where  the 
impact  has  been  tremendous,  many  hun- 
dred percent,  those  communities  cannot 
absorb  it,  because,  as  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  pointed  out  here  a  mo- 
ment ago,  some  of  those  communities 
are  taxing  themselves  to  their  constitu- 
tional limitations  in  providing  for  their 
school  budgets. 

I  hope  the  appropriate  committee  will 
look  into  this  thing  and  try  to  evolve  a 
new  formula  for  next  year  by  changing 
the  basic  law  so  that  reductions  can  be 
made. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  May  I  com- 
pliment the  gentleman  on  the  fine  state- 
ment he  has  made.  I  represent  many 
of  the  school  districts  which  are  located 
within  the  Savannah  River  atomic- 
energy  plant.  I  am  afraid  some  of  these 
schools  will  have  to  be  closed  unless  one 
of  these  amendments  is  adopted. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man's attitude  is  correct.  I  am  sure  that 
many  of  these  schools  would  be  forced 
to  close  if  the  necessary  funds  are  not 
restored.  I  am  confident  they  will  be 
restored  here  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Seel Y -Brown]. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  rise  in  support  of  the  Scrivner  amend- 
ment. This  amendment  is  identical  with 
the  one  which  I  had  already  placed  on 
the  Clerk's  desk.  Its  effect,  if  adopted, 
would  be  to  restore  the  sum  of  $24  mil- 
lion to  the  Office  of  Education.  Federal 
Security  Agency,  for  payments  to  school 
districts,  which  was  deleted  by  the  com- 
mittee from  the  request  for  supplemental 
appropriations. 

I  support  this  sunendment  because  by 
doing  so  I   believe  I  am  keeping  the 


pledge  made  by  myself  to  the  people  of 
my  congressional  district.  I  also  believe 
I  am  keeping  the  pledge  made  to  the 
American  people  on  February  2.  1953.  by 
President  Elsenhower  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message. 

In  order  that  the  record  may  be  made 
clear.  I  quote  a  significant  paragraph 
from  the  President's  message.  I  read 
his  exact  words: 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
spteclal  action.  The  school  population  of 
many  districts  has  been  greatly  Increased  by 
the    swift     growth     of     defense     activities. 


These  activities  have  added  little  or  nothing 
to  the  tax  resources  of  the  communities  af- 
fected. Legislation  aiding  construction  of 
schools  In  these  districts  expires  on  June 
30.  This  law  should  be  renewed,  and.  like- 
wise, and  this  Is  most  Important,  the  parMal 
paymenu  for  current  operating  expenses  for 
these  particular  school  districts  should  be 
made,  Including  the  deficiency  requirement 
of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

I  would  state  for  the  information  of 
the  Committee  that  this  amendment  af- 
fects 16  separate  localities  in  the  State 
of  Connecticut.  I  place  the  list  in  the 
Record  at  this  point.    Of  this  number. 


state  of  Connecticut 


Project  No. 

Nanir  of  clistrkrt 

Km  [MTCpni 

ttllKNlIlt  <lf 

•■niitli'tiit'iu 
for  19.'.1   .U 
st'liool  )far 

Approxl-     1      Approxi- 

matr  amount  matf  amount 

:     ofentitl.'-     1      ofentltl.-- 

m«-nt  19,52  .M    mfnt  1952  .53 

KJOlKa-oeni        60  percent 

Conn-.S.VF.-l 

Hartfor'l  County  Hnonl  "f  Eiluration     ... 

K  9»1  (V, 
7\  K21    (IM 
2«i.  921    .V. 
Ifii;  727  (19 
77   Ui)  h5 
31.  7.W  2.'> 
4.  2tH   45 
4;t.  H.ld  .T2 
H.  4-2«)  12 

iH..Ma  a3 

1.  7W  99 
71.2.'*  01 
3\  KiH  25 

3.  7t.l    -22 

1.  wy  .-iy 

fl.29H  7M 
5S9.  419  24 

15.  902  39 

90.  tfH.5  :«) 

.12,  .106  MA 

aiU,  072.  51 

92,  953  (t2 

44.  107  ,V) 

5,045  34 

52,  620  .W 

1ft,  UH   14 

2Z310  44 

2,  119.  19 

85,  .VW  61 

42.765  90 

4.  5ia  46 

2.;{.39  51 

7  .V5H  54 

$3,  5«5  4.1 

54.591    IS 

19.  3X3  .52 

120.043  51 

&\771   M 

26.  464  .V) 

3.027  20 

31.  iTi  23 

9.  662  48 

13,  .3X6.  2« 

1,271   ,M 

i\.MArt 

Z\KW  M 

2,  71»  (M 

1,  4U3  71 

4,  ,5;».'S  12 

Conn  5.3  E  2 

Conn  .53  E  3 

Conn  .WE  4 

Conn  Xt-E  5 

East  Il.irtford  Moapl  of  F'liirrilion         

Ni-w  Umilon  County  HikipI  of  Ktluaition 

firoton  Bo»ril  of  Eiluwitioti   

NfW  riritiiin  Boapl  of  Ei'u'-Htion  

Conn  .5.VK  fi 

Conn-.V3-E-7 

(^onn  53  E-8 

Conn  . 5:?  E  9    

KairfleM  County  Hnini  of  Kiliimlion.. 

R.K-kv  Hill  H<vanlof  E.lunilion     

West  Harlforil  Hoafl  of  F-clui-alion  

Manohcsifr  Hoani  of  F.iluotion  

Conn  .WE- 10 

Conn  5;J  E-ll 

Conn  .5.3- E  12 

Smitluntrton  Uoanl  of  E'lumtioii  

\Vrthfr.sf^«'lc)  Hnirl  of  K'lunttioii 

nrjdfi'i'ort  noiir'I  of  F.'lur^kiion     

Conn  ,WE-14  .... 

Stratfonl  Ho»r>l  of  E.lucsition         

Conn M  E-2«)l  .... 
Conn  53  E  202 

Windsor  IxK'k.s  Hmfl  of  Kilticution 

liwlyar'l  Hoanl  of  F>luc:4lion      

Conn  53^  E  206 

East  Lyme  Board  of  E<luc-ation 

Tctal 

Conn-53-E-Wl 

W8t«"rford  fn«>w  application') 

22.277.50 

U1.  <>ai  09 
13,366.50 
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four  lie  within  the  congressional  district 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  I 
also  add  that  the  town  of  Groton,  Conn., 
within  my  district,  has  the  most  serious 
problem  facing  any  of  the  towns  in  our 
entire  State. 

In  the  Groton  and  New  London  area 
are  located  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Academy,  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Training  Station,  the  United 
States  Naval  Submarine  Base,  the  United 
States  Navy  Underwater  Sound  Labora- 
tory. In  addition  to  these  Government 
installations  we  have  the  General  Dy- 
namics Corporation,  which,  as  you  know, 
is  presently  building  the  first  atomic - 
powered  submarine.  Extensive  portions 
of  this  plant  are  Government  owned  and 
completely  tax  exempt.  This  area  is 
definitely  a  defense  area. 

Public  Law  874,  approved  September 
30.  1950.  authorized  Federal  financial  as- 
sistance in  meeting  the  operating  ex- 
penses of  schools  in  districts  overbur- 
dened by  Federal  activities. 

Under  the  major  provisions  of  this  law, 
payments  are  made  toward  current 
school  expenses  of  communities  in  which 
3  percent  or  more  of  the  children  at- 
tending school  reside  on  Federal  prop- 
erty or  live  with  parents  employed  on 
Federal  property,  or  both,  or  in  which 
there  has  been  a  sudden  and  substantial 
increase  in  school  attendance  as  a  result 
of  Federal  activities.  The  amounts  of 
payment  are  based  on  the  total  average 
daily  attendance  of  apphcable  children 
for  the  year  in  varying  percentages  of 
the  contribution  rate  determined  by  the 
cost  per  pupil  from  local  sources  in  com- 
parable school  districts  within  the  State. 
An  appropriation  of  $40  million  for 
this  purpose  was  carried  in  the  Federal 
Security    Appropriation    Act    of    1953 


This  amount  was  based  upon  an  estimate 
made  before  the  beginning  of  the  current 
school  year.  It  presumed  that  approxi- 
mately 1.400  school  districts  would  be 
eligible  for  assistance  in  the  fiscal 
year  1953. 

In  view  of  the  defense  activity  It  now 
appears  that  uver  2.300  school  districts 
will  be  eligible  for  assistance  under  the 
law  and  that  the  average  payments  will 
be  larger  than  originally  estimated  be- 
cause of  an  increase  in  enrollment. 

The  current  amount  of  $40  million  is 
sufficient  to  pay  only  about  60  percent  of 
the  amounts  to  which  the  eligible  school 
districts  are  entitled  under  the  law. 
This  means  a  cutback  of  40  percent  in 
the  amounts  to  which  local  communi- 
ties have  had  a  right  to  expect  as  Fed- 
eral income  for  operation  of  their 
schools.  True,  as  was  stated  in  the 
committee  hearings,  they  were  notified 
in  the  late  fall  that  this  cutback  would 
be  necessary,  but  this  is  small  comfort 
to  school  districts  which  simply  cannot 
operate  for  the  full  year  without  full 
payment;  and.  in  any  event  budgets,  in- 
cluding estimated  income,  for  1952-53 
had  to  be  prepared  and  tax  rates  for  net 
local  costs  set  well  before  July  1.  If  my 
towns  cannot  budget  with  confidence 
under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  874. 
much  of  Its  value  is  lost.  To  the  town 
of  Groton.  this  cutback  means  $80,000, 
2 '2  mills  on  Its  grand  list  to  be  made  up 
another  year,  plus  further  additional 
local  cost  to  be  figured  In  for  that  year 
because  of  lack  of  confidence  that  the 
Federal  obligation  will  be  met  in  full. 

The  committee  In  charge  of  this  ap- 
propriation stated  in  the  committee  re- 
port, on  page  15.  and  I  quote,  that— 

Testimony  and  reports  received  by  the 
committee  leaves  no  doubt  that  there  are  a 


very  great  many  eian  vban  Omm  ttmdt  go 
to  acbool  districts  wbar«  tt  is  obrkras  tbafe 
local  inoome  ooukl  car*  tor  the  sttiatkat. 

I  respectfully  disagree  wKh  that  state- 
ment— at  least  as  far  as  it  applies  U> 
those  projects  In  ray  own  State  with 
which  I  am  familiar.  If  it  Is  tme  that 
some  communities  could  by  extra  effort 
take  care  of  the  situation — and  certainly 
this  is  not  the  case  in  the  town  of  Grot- 
on— why  penalise  the  great  majority  of 
heavily  burdened  communities  in  order 
to  keep  from  paying  the  few  too  much? 
The  way  to  correct  such  a  slttntion,  I 
believe,  is  to  amend  the  basic  law  begin- 
ning with  the  next  fiscal  year. 

In  the  town  of  Groton.  Conn.,  50.2  per- 
cent of  the  property  within  the  township 
is  owned  by  the  Federal  Oovemment. 
This  propel  ty  is  not  only  tax  exempt. 
but  has  no  pajrraents  in  lieu  of  taxes 
made  on  it  whatsoever.  Four  and  one- 
half  percent  of  the  property  in  the  town 
Is  owned  by  the  Federal  Government  on 
which  pajrraents  in  Ilea  of  taxes  are 
made.  On  this  land  are  constructed  the 
housing  projects  so  desperately  needed 
by  the  families  of  the  serrieemen  and  de- 
fense workers  who  have  been  called  into 
the  area.  In  this  connection  I  might 
add  that  the  amount  paid  in  lien  of  taxes 
is  well  below  the  normal  yi^d  per  resi- 
dence. 

In  recent  years  the  school  population 
has  approximately  doubled.  During 
that  same  period  of  time  the  adult  popu- 
lation has  shown  the  same  growth.  It  Is 
my  understanding  that  the  General  Dy- 
namics Corp.  is  still  continuing  its  pro- 
gram of  expansion  and  additional  work- 
ers are  moving  into  the  community  every 
day. 

I  would  remind  the  Committee  that  of 
the  approximately  4,300  school  children 
in  the  Groton  school  system  over  1,700 
of  them  live  on  Federal  property.  As 
regards  this  latter  figure,  an  Increase  of 
over  400  is  anticipated  for  the  beginning 
of  the  next  schocri  year. 

I  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  naval  authorities  are  earnestly  seek- 
ing to  provide  suitable  living  quarters 
for  the  families  of  over  2.000  service  per- 
sonnel. This  will  result  in  an  even  ftn-- 
ther  increase  in  the  school  population  to 
be  cared  for  in  this  general  area. 

I  would  further  remind  the  Commit- 
tee that  as  a  result  of  this  condition 
whereby  over  50  percent  of  the  property 
of  the  town  of  Groton  Is  not  only  tax 
exempt  but  has  no  payments  made  on 
it  whatsoever  in  Meu  of  taxes,  the  taxable 
wealth  per  pupil  In  school  Is  just  a  little 
over  $7,000.  as  compared  to  an  average 
for  the  State  of  above  $18,000. 

I  most  earnestly  urge  the  Committee 
to  support  the  Scrivner  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Bailxy]. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  is  the  author  of  the  basic 
law  under  which  this  appropriation  rises, 
I  ask  imanlmous  consent  that  the  time 
allotted  to  me  may  be  assigned  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
BAiLrvj. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection. 
It  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  BAIUBT.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  au- 
thor of  PobUe  law  874  may  I  say  to  my 
coQeaeroes  in  the  House  that  it  is  sound. 
senslMe  legislation,  and  should  be  snp- 
ptMTted  by  adequate  funds  wo  loner  as  It 
remains  on  the  statute  bofAs.  Let  me 
ocpli^  why  this  was  bcul  eeonomy  on 
the  part  of  the  subcommittee  to  slash 
the  $34  million  from  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill.  Let  me  say  to  you 
that  the  Office  of  Education  has  worked 
out  on  a  matching  basis  with  the  several 
school  districts  surrounding  a  federaDy- 
owned  base  whereby  those  pupils  or  fam- 
ilies living  on  the  base  are  permitted  to 
attend  schools  in  the  surrounding  school 
district,  and  they  get  ttie  advantage  of 
the  State  aid  fund  that  goes  toward  the 
support  of  the  State  school  there.  If 
you  fall  down  on  this  proposition  and  fall 
to  make  this  money  available,  instead 
of  carrying  out  the  education  of  these 
on-base  pupils  under  secti<xi  204  of  Pub- 
lic Law  874,  we  will  have  to  go  over  to 
section  6.  That  will  entail  the  buildlng^ 
of  costly  school  facilities  on  base  to  take 
care  of  these  on-base  pupUs.  That 
would  cost  you  $5  million  more  to  ad- 
minister under  section  8  than  it  will  to 
administer  it  under  section  204  as  the 
Office  ot  Education  is  now  administering 
it.  I  cannot  understand  why  this  sub- 
committee that  had  charge  of  the  appro- 
priaticms  for  labor  and  Federal  sei:urity 
in  the  amount  of  $406  minion  were  able 
to  trim  out  of  that  $33,137,000  and  of 
that  $24  million  had  to  be  at  the  expense 
of  the  boys  and  girls.  That  was  in  the 
face  of  the  fact  that  there  is  not  only 
legal  but  a  moral  obligation  on  the  part 
of  the  Congress  to  take  care  of  Uie  Goy- 
emment's  responsibility.  As  author  of 
that  bill,  may  I  say  to  you  that  the  bill 
reqiilrcs  the  Government  to  pay  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  damage  dcme  by  the  impact 
which  the  Government  forced  upon  these 
districts  by  building  these  Federal  in- 
stallations. It  is  a  fair  piece  of  legisla- 
tion. I  want  to  insist  as  author  of  this 
legislation  that  it  has  worked  satisfac- 
torily, and  it  will  continue  to  work  satis- 
factorily. I  do  not  say  that  the  bill 
should  not  be  changed.  There  is  pend- 
ing in  the  Committee  on  EducatiMi  and 
Labor,  or  at  least  there  was  in  the  last 
session  of  the  Congress,  legislation  to 
rewrite  it  and  I  assume  my  coounittee 
under  the  chairmanship  of  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
later  in  this  session  of  the  Congress  will 
rewrite  Public  law  874  and  Public  Law 
815  because  the  Congress  continues  to 
make  provisions  for  building,  let  us  say. 
as  we  did  in  Ohio  a  few  months  ago  when 
we  authorized  a  $2  billion  atomic  energy 
plant  in  territory  where  there  is  not  any- 
thing that  looks  like  a  school  building. 
The  people  are  pouring  into  that  terri- 
tory which  is  in  ^e  district  of  my  col- 
league, Mr.  Polk,  and  Mr.  JunnHGS,  in 
Portsmouth.  They  are  pouring  into 
that  territory  by  the  thousands.  Less 
than  a  week  or  two  weeks  ago  you  au- 
thorized another  big  installation  fix* 
atomic  energy  in  Blinoks.  So  there  is 
no  pc^blity  so  long  as  the  Congress 
continues  to  provide  for  the  erection  of 
these  federally-owned  bases  of  that  kind 
for  these  districts  to  carry  on  their  work 
properly. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  Just  want  to  mention 
that  not  a  single  school  of  this  type  is 


In  the  Third  CDngressioDa]  District  of 
West  Virginia,  which  I  have  the  hoDor 
to  represei^,  and  there  Is  only  one  small 
sehod  in  the  entire  State  of  West  Vir- 
ginia of  that  type. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrteld? 

Mr.  BAILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  coDUDend  the  gentle- 
man for  his  position  on  this  question. 
Without  question  the  House  should  re- 
store these  funds  which  are  essential  for 
the  proper  cmitinued  operatioa  of 
schools  in  dlstoicts  whose  pc^ialation  ia 
increased  by  Federal  activities. 

There  is  no  other  way  in  which  the 
children  affected  by  this  legislation  can 
receive  the  measure  of  education  now 
planned  for  them.  In  many  instances 
that  measure  of  education  is  inadequate. 
We  would  be  exercising  poor  judgment 
indeed  should  be  fail  to  restore  these 
funds. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chafa:  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania- 
[Mr.  KKAaNs). 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Soov- 

ItSBl. 

Further.  I  want  to  commend  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Bfr.  Browk]  for  his 
fine  stand  on  this  particular  piece  of 
leglslatiOQ.  I,  too,  like  the  gentleman 
from  OhV)  [Mr.  Bbown],  can  say  that 
my  voting  resord  on  economy  would  be 
b^ood  any  reproach.  However,  this 
tegislation  Is  needed  and  desired. 

The  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
EMr.  Bsxunrl  who  heaited  the  subcom- 
mitee  in  the  81st  Congress,  did  a  fine  Job. 
It  seems  to  me  the  House  should  be  com- 
plimented to  know  that  we  have  a  man 
who  was  willing  to  take  the  time  that 
he  did  to  investigate  so  that  we  could 
come  in  here  and  act  in  good  faith, 
knowing  that  the  coounittee  did  a  good 
job.  Further,  they  did  not  make  this 
inspection  by  airplane,  either.  They 
covered  the  ground.  They  walked 
around  and  they  visited  the  school- 
houses.  They  talked  to  school  boards. 
Tbev  found  out  the  need  was  there. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Oiairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ElEARNS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  certainly  wish  U> 
thank  the  gmtleman  for  his  remarks 
and  say  that  I  considered  it  a  service 
that  was  due  me  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  as  one  who  has  the  w^are  <^ 
our  boys  and  girls  at  heart. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  am  sure  that  is  cor- 
rect. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Bsothill]. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  Scrivner  amend- 
ment to  restore  the  $24  mlllloa  Federal 
payment  to  communities  for  schools 
which  have  been  affected  by  the  impact 
of  extensive  Federal  (derations  in  their 
areas. 

I  would  like  to  have  offered  that 
amendment  myself,  but  I  understand  the 
procedure  of  the  House  is  that  a  mon- 
ber  of  the  committee  reporting  the  bill 
is  recognized  for  such  purposes  first. 

The  distinguished  goitleman  from 
Illinois  LMr.  Bussrvl  saw  fit  to  use  the 
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community  of  Arlington.  Va.,  which  Is 
in  my  congressional  district,  as  a  guinea 
pig.  I  am  happy  he  did  that,  because  I 
like  to  talk  about  one  of  my  communities. 
The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Bus- 
bit]  said  that  he  could  not  see  why 
Arlington  County  should  receive  one 
dime  of  Federal  assistance.  I  will  tell 
you  why  It  should.  I  believe  if  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  represented  the  10th 
District  of  Virginia,  he  would  be  here  tell- 
ing you  why.  Right  across  the  Potomac 
River  is  the  Pentagon  Building.  That  is 
the  building  that  is  so  large  that  mes- 
sengers are  said  to  have  been  lost  for 
weeks  at  a  time.  How  much  tax  do  you 
think,  the  Federal  Government  pays  on 
that?'  Not  a  dime.  Then  there  is  also 
the  National  Airport  and  the  Arlington 
Cemetery  and  the  Naval  Annex  and  Fort 
Myer  and  several  other  locations  for 
which  Arlington  County  does  not  re- 
ceive any  taxes  whatsoever  from  Uncle 
8am.  Over  one-sixth  of  the  area  of 
Arlington  County  is  federally  owned. 
And  that  Is  not  wasteland  or  marshland 
or  desert  land.  That  is  the  most  valu- 
able land  we  have  in  Arlington  County. 
If  the  federally  owned  property  there 
was  included  on  the  Arlington  County 
tax  rolls  for  assessment  purposes.  It 
would  exceed  50  percent  of  the  total 
value.  The  tax  revenue  Arlington  re- 
ceived from  real  property  taxes  amount- 
ed to  about  $6  million.  It  was  esti- 
mated by  the  Commissioner  of  Revenue 
yesterday  morning  that  if  the  property 
owned  by  the  Federal  Government  were 
owned  by  private  industry,  which  would 
have  to  pay  taxes,  the  community  of  Ar- 
lington would  have  received  over  $7  mil- 
lion in  additional  taxes  last  year  and 
every  year. 

The  fact  that  the  Federal  Government 
Is  operating  on  this  property  necessitates 
additional  expenses  on  the  part  of  the 
community  to  provide  sufiBcient  streets 
and  highways,  police  and  fire  protection, 
water  and  sewerage,   and   other  com- 
munity facilities  siirrounding  this  prop- 
erty, not  mentioning  schools.    These  ex- 
penditures would  not  be  necessary  if  the 
property  occupied  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment was  wasteland  and  not  being 
used.     In  addition  to  the  loss  of  revenue 
by  virtue  of  the  federally  owned  prop- 
erty, the  operations  themselves  cause  a 
large  number  of  transit  employees  to  be 
living    temporarily    in    the    community 
long  enough  to  enjoy  community  facili- 
ties,   including   schools,    but   not    long 
enough  to  be  assessed  for  personal  prop- 
erty and  State  income  taxes.    This  is 
particularly  true  in  the  case  of  military 
personnel  who  are  exempt  by  Federal  law 
under  the  Soldiers'  land  Sailors*  CivU  Re- 
lief Act  from  payment  of  local  personal 
property  taxes,  automobile  license  taxes, 
and  State  income  taxes.    All  of  the  taxes 
are  used  in  the  local  school  program. 

There  are,  no  doubt,  many  Members  of 
Congress  residing  in  this  community  who 
have  children  attending  the  local  schools. 
We  are  very  happy  to  have  you  with  us. 
I  am  very  happy  to  have  you  as  my  tem- 
porary constituents;  and  if  I  can  be  of 
any  service  to  you.  drop  by  and  see  me. 
However,  you  must  realize  that  by  being 
a  temporary  resident,  you  do  not  assume 
your  prop)er  share  of  local  taxes.  The 
only  tax  that  you  pay  In  Arlington  by 
either  renting  or  owning  a  home  Is  the 


real  property  tax  which  Is  only  a  nnall 
portion  of  our  local  tax  revenue. 

We  do  not  feel  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment owes  our  community  any  assist- 
ance for  the  permanent  employees  resid- 
ing there:  on  the  contrary,  they  make 
the  best  citizens,  and  the  f  ac  t  that  there 
are  so  many  permanent  Jederal  em- 
ployees residing  in  Arlington  makes  Ar- 
lington one  of  the  top  communities 
Insofar  as  intellectual  background, 
standard  of  living,  and  government  op- 
erations is  concerned.  We  have  less 
crime  and  slum  area  in  Arlington  per 
capita  than  any  other  community  in  the 
country,  all  of  which  bears  out  that  Fed- 
eral employees  as  such  are  an  asset 
rather  than  a  liability  to  any  community 
in  which  they  reside  and  become  per- 
manent legal  residents. 

The  obligation  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  is  not  because  of  the  per- 
manent residents  but  because  the  tran- 
sient employees  that  move  into  an  area  in 
which  there  Is  large  Federal  operation. 

I  repeat,  since  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment does  not  pay  taxes  on  the  prop- 
erty that  it  owns  and  causes  an  unusual 
growth  of  non-tax-paying  residents  in 
our  local  population,  I  feel  that  it  has 
an  obligation  to  the  community  to  offer 
some  assistance  in  the  community  school 
problems.  This  should  not  be  looked 
upon  as  a  handout  but  merely  as  a  pay- 
ment of  a  portion  of  its  obligation. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
BusBEYl  commented  on  the  fact  that 
the  total  assessed  valuation  of  the 
property  in  Arlington  has  increased. 
This  is,  of  course,  obviously  true  due  to 
two  factors:  First,  there  has  been  an 
increase  in  value  of  all  property  due  to 
inflation  and,  second,  Arlington  is  a  rap- 
idly growing  community  and  new  homes 
are  being  constructed  every  day  to  take 
care  of  the  rapidly  growing  Federal  Gov- 
ernment operations  in  this  area.  There 
again,  however,  the  mere  fact  that  the 
Federal  Government  is  not  paying  its 
portion  of  its  obligation  to  the  commu- 
nity in  its  growth  causes  the  tax  rate 
of  the  citizens  to  be  unreasonable  and 
has  necessitated  a  large  bonded  indebt- 
edness in  Arlington  which  has  almost 
reached  the  statutory  limit.  If  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  paid  a  larger  share 
of  its  obligation,  such  indebtedness 
would  not  have  been  necessary.  I  do 
hope  that  the  House  will  see  fit  to  vote 
for  the  amendment  and  thereby  prevent 
the  Federal  Government  from  welching 
on  part  of  its  obligation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  fMr.  Gross). 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
back  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Washing'ton 

[Mr.  TOLLKFSOKl. 

Mr.  TOLLEPSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
doubt  that  it  should  be  necessary  to  dis- 
cuss the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  so- 
called  Bailey  bUl.  The  House  went 
through  that  matter  quite  thoroughly 
when  it  had  the  original  legislation  un- 
der consideration.  It  was  after  very 
long  and  studious  consideration  and 
study  that  the  committee  approved  the 
bill,  and  the  House  thereafter  approved 
it.    That  legislation  set  out  a  formula 


trader  which  applications  have  been  filed 
and  estimates  made.  We  are  now  in- 
formed that  pursuant  to  the  estimates 
we  will  require  an  additional  $24  million 
to  meet  them. 

The  House  has  spoken  on  the  matter. 
I  do  not  know  why  we  should  consider 
the  merits  of  the  legislation  which  is 
now  public  law.  The  only  question  is: 
Are  we  going  to  meet  the  formula  and 
meet  the  estimates  which  have  been  set 
up?  I  feel  that  if  the  House  falls  to  ap- 
prove this  $24  million  item  we  woyld  be 
breaking  faith  with  the  people  who  had 
a  right  to  and  did  rely  upon  the  legis- 
lation which  does  exist.  These  school 
districts  have  obligated  themselves  by 
their  employment  contracts,  by  their 
purchases  of  school  material  and  books; 
and  if  we  fail  to  appropriate  this  money 
many  will  go  into  the  red.  They  had  a 
right  to  rely  on  existing  legislation,  and 
I  think  we  fail  in  our  duty  If  we  do  not 
provide  the  money  we  obligated  our- 
selves under  previous  legislation  to  ap- 
propriate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Perkins  I . 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  I  was  one  of  the  members 
of  the  subcommittee  that  made  this 
study  in  the  Ulst  Congress.  I  remember 
visiting  an  impacted  area  around  Fort 
Knox  where  approximately  80  children 
were  in  one  schoolroom  which  was  suit- 
able for  25. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is  a  Just 
obligation  to  take  care  of  these  impacted 
areas,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  the  member- 
ship of  the  committee  here  today  mani- 
fest such  great  interest  in  approaching 
this  problem  with  a  view  of  restoring  the 
appropriation. 

I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  com- 
pliment the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Is- 
land (Mr.  FoGARTYl  on  his  presentation 
of  the  problem  involved  here. 

There  has  been  no  persuasive  argu- 
ment made  against  the  restoration  of 
this  fund.  The  Federal  Government  has 
always  been  in  the  school  business.  Even 
before  our  present  Constitution  was 
adopted,  the  Congress  of  the  Confedera- 
tion set  aside  public  lands  In  the  North- 
west Territory  for  the  endowment  of  the 
common  schools.  In  the  early  1800's, 
20s  and  30's,  and  on  up  through  the 
century,  as  States  were  admitted  to  the 
Union,  this  Congress  continued  to  set 
aside  public  lands  for  school  purposes. 
We  ought  to  go  one  step  further  and  pass 
a  general  Federal  aid  to  education  biU, 
in  order  that  we  may  assist  the  elemen- 
tary and  secondary  schools  in  the  poorer 
States  where  in  genecal  the  birth  rate  Is 
the  highest  and  economic  conditions  are 
the  poorest.  We  find  in  these  areas  that 
the  States  and  local  governments  are 
making  greater  efforts  and  spending 
more  of  their  per  capita  Incomes  than 
many  of  the  wealthier  States;  and  at 
the  same  time,  educational  levels  are 
lowest.  At  least  we  should  avail  our- 
selves of  the  opportunity  to  alleviate 
these  conditions  in  our  schools  when  we 
vote  in  the  "Off-shore  Oil"  proposals. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  Kentucky  alone,  ap- 
proximately 30  counties  are  affected  by 
this  legislation,  and  50  school  districts. 
The  school  authorities  have  made  up 
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their  budgets  with  the  idea  of  obtaining 
a  100  percent  (intitlement.  Failure  to 
restore  this  appropriation  would  mean 
that  the  school  people  in  Kentucky  af- 
fected by  this  letrislation  would  lose  more 
than  $400  thousand.  To  now  deprive 
them  of  $2  out  of  every  $5  that  was 
originally  anticipated  would  certainly  be 
a  grave  injustice  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  welfare  of  nil  the  children  in  these 
areas.  The  same  is  true  throughout  the 
Nation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Golden]. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was 
tremendously  interested  in  the  remarks 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  when 
he  said  he  felt;  the  rules,  regulations, 
and  formula  governing  this  bill  could 
be  rewritten  and  improved.  I  was  like- 
wise impressed  and  pleased  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  th(!  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  In  which  he  said  that  continued 
study  of  this  situation  was  being  had 
by  the  subcommittee,  and  that  certain 
rules,  regulations,  and  formulas  may  be 
adopted  by  the  present  Congress  to  In- 
clude other  needed  school  districts. 
Those  remarks  give  me  some  hope  that 
a  situation  in  my  home  district  in  Ken- 
tucky may  be  included  in  this  very  bene- 
ficial program.  They  have  been  operat- 
ing on  what  they  call  the  county-unit 
basis,  but  many  of  the  counties  I  have 
the  honor  to  i-epresent  do  not  have  a 
great  increase  in  the  overall  number  of 
pupils  In  any  one  coimty.  The  Federal 
Government  hiis  gone  into  my  district 
and  created  a  great  dam  and  a  great 
lake  more  than  100  miles  long.  It  has 
flooded  out  do2ens  and  scores  of  school 
districts  which  have  required  those 
school  pupils  t)  go  to  the  county  seats 
of  several  counties  and  overcrowd  them. 
This  has  greatly  increased  the  attend- 
ance in  those  county-seat  schools  and 
they  do  not  have  sufficient  room  or  fa- 
cilities to  take  care  of  them.  Also  the 
Government  has  greatly  reduced  the 
amount  of  taxes  going  to  the  school  dis- 
tricts, as  well  its  to  the  counties  them- 
selves, by  takJing  many  thousands  of 
acres  of  good  land  which  is  now  tax- 
free. 

This  situation  should  be  met  and  taken 
care  of  by  the  appropriate  committee  re- 
writing the  formula  by  which  this  money 
is  allocated  to  the  schools. 

Before  my  time  to  speak  Is  up,  I  want 
to  sincerely  compliment  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  for  their  overall  work 
on  this  supplemental  appropriation  bill. 
They  have  saved  the  taxjpayers  more 
than  a  billion  dollars — ^whether  this 
amendment  is  iiassed.  They  are  to  be 
congratulated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Maryland  iHi. 
HydiI. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  situa- 
tion In  my  district,  which  is  the  Sixth 
District  of  Maryland  immediately  ad- 
jacent to  Washington  starting  with 
Montgomery  County,  is  very  similar  to 
that  which  exLsts  in  Arlington,  about 
which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [liir. 
Bro THILL]  sp(Ae.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  taxes  in  Virginia,  but  I  know  that 
in  Montgomery  County  the  taxes  are 
rapidly  approaching  the  breaking  point 
and  the  bond  issues  for  school  and  other 


purposes  are  rapidly  reaching  the  point 
that  the  bond  investors  consider  dan- 
gerous. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  men- 
tioned something  about  an  action  taken 
by  the  Maryland  Legislature.  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Maryland  Legislature  and 
we  attempted  to  find  a  solution  to  the 
problem  by  passing  special  tax  laws  to 
enable  local  school  districts,  which  hap- 
pen to  be  counties,  in  Maryland  to  raise 
revenue  from  sources  other  than  taxes  on 
revenue.  That  legislation  worked  very 
well  for  some  counties,  but  for  counties 
like  Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges 
County  it  was  totally  Ineffective  because 
there  was  no  business  or  Industry  there 
from  which  to  collect  anything  that 
would  be  made  available  by  such  legisla- 
tion. The  business  in  those  areas  which 
brings  the  people  in  is  the  business  of 
Government.  I  say  that  perhaps  one 
solution  to  the  problem.  If  some  gentle- 
men want  to  get  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment out  of  local  affairs,  with  which  I 
am  heartily  in  accord,  is  to  start  cutting 
down  on  the  Federal  Government's 
activities. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Cliair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  DncpsEY]. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
propose  to  support  the  amendment  of- 
f>;red  by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Scrivner].  I  think  that  if  we 
have  less  money  than  $24,000,000  we 
probably  would  be  confronted  with  an- 
other bill  for  additional  money. 

This  restoration,  in  my  opinion,  is 
meeting  an  obligation  made  by  this  Con- 
gress in  a  bill  signed  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  became  law. 
The  present  President  of  the  United 
States  concurs  in  this  activity.  It  is 
wrong  to  make  an  agreement  with  re- 
spect to  funds,  then  violate  that  agree- 
ment. 

It  has  been  said  here  that  several  cities 
were  not  going  to  get  any  of  this  money. 
I  want  to  assure  you  that  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  which  I  represent  in  this 
House  did  not  ask  that  one  of  the  largest 
areas  in  the  United  States  be  taken  over 
by  the  Army  as  a  proving  ground  for 
guided  missiles,  located  at  Alamogordo, 
N.  Mex.,  where  the  first  atomic  tximb 
was  exploded,  an  area  comprising  about 
90  by  30  miles.  I  do  not  think  Ctiicago 
would  want  that  project,  nor  do  I  think 
any  of  the  other  cities  want  it.  There 
are  few  places  that  could  have  a  project 
of  that  kind.  The  ranchers  on  the  proj- 
ect did  not  want  it.  So  the  Federal 
Government  went  into  the  courts,  con- 
demned the  land  and  took  over. 

As  a  result  thousands  of  children  came 
there  to  go  to  school.  We  welcomed 
them  because  they  came  to  a  State  where 
health  is  one  of  the  great  assets.  We 
are  happy  to  have  the  children,  but  very 
unfbrtunately  we  cannot  provide  the 
money  to  take  over  an  impact  of  that 
kind  so  quickly.  I  think  to  deny  an  edu- 
cation to  those  children  is  criminal. 

If  this  amendment  is  not  adopted  the 
people  of  the  coimtry  have  every  right  to 
accuse  us  of  bad  faith.  The  committee 
report  actually  repudiates  an  agreement 
the  Congress  made  2  years  ago;  an  agree- 
ment which  the  school  districts  affected 
accepted  in  good  faith  and  have,  since 
that  tima  adjusted  their  financial  ar- 


rangements in  the  belief  that  the  prom- 
ised Federal  payments  would  be  forth- 
coming in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
Public  Law  874.  We  gave  our  word. 
Now  we  are  asked  by  the  committee  to 
break  it.  I,  for  one,  cannot  be  a  party 
to  that.  • 

I  do  not  impiign  the  motives  of  the 
committee.  Apparently  it  is  seeking  to 
make  a  record  of  some  sort  for  what  it 
thinks  to  be  economy.  There  are  a 
thousand  places  in  this  widespread  gov- 
ernmental structure  of  ours  where  soimd 
economy  can  and  must  be  practiced,  but 
this  is  not  one  of  them. 

It  means  the  difference  between  educa- 
tion or  ignorance  for  thousands  of  chil- 
dren. It  seems  Inconceivable  that  this 
action  could  have  been  taken  had  the 
committee  understood  the  piuijose  of 
Congress  in  enacting  that  legislation. 

Reference  was  made  by  the  committee 
to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  school 
districts  which  received  aid  during  the 
war  and  to  those  who  are  receiving  aid 
under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
874.  The  Lanham  Act  provided  for  def- 
icit nancing  and  assisted  only  those 
school  disti-icts  which  were  unable  to 
provide  a  reasonable  level  of  education 
without  Federal  assistance.  Public  Law 
874  had  a  different  motive.  Over  the 
years  17  different  Federal  agencies  have 
been  authorized  to  provide  educational 
assistance  for  the  children  of  Federal 
employees.  Public  Law  874  represented 
a  constructive  overall  approach  to  dis- 
charge the  obligation  of  the  Federal 
Government  resulting  from  the  acquisi- 
tion of  large  amounts  of  real  property 
with  the  consequent  reduction  of  the  tax 
base  of  the  school  districts  and  an  Infiux 
of  children  who  were  dependents  of  Fed- 
eral employees.  The  cost  to  the  Federal 
Goverrunent  is  a  very  small  proportion 
of  the  amount  which  would  t)e  required 
to  pay  the  regular  assessed  school  taxes 
if  the  federally  acquired  property  had 
remained  in  private  hands. 

Whether  this  law  was  or  was  not  un- 
wise in  all  its  provisions  is  not  the  issue 
today.  Congress  assmned  the  Federal 
responsibility  stated  in  PubUc  Law  874 
over  2  years  ago.  It  cut  off  all  other 
forms  of  Federal  aid.  The  school  dis- 
tricts involved  have  adjusted  their  finan- 
cial arrangements  with  the  assurance 
that  the  Federal  pasmients  would  be 
forthcoming  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law.  School  districts  were 
assisted  in  the  education  of  716,380  chil- 
dren in  the  last  year  and  an  Increase 
of  about  25  iiercent  is  estimated  for  the 
current  school  year.  If  the  $24,000,000 
requested  is  not  appropriated,  schools 
for  these  children  must  be  closed  and 
teachers'  contracts  must  be  canceled  at 
the  expiration  of  the  first  two-thirds  of 
the  school  year. 

There  are  many  school  districts 
throughout  the  United  States,  bound- 
aries of  which  are  coextensive  with  the 
reservation  of  a  Federal  housing  project. 
They  have  no  other  means  of  raising 
school  funds.  To  fail  to  appropriate  this 
money  will  not  only  mean  that  the  school 
year  will  be  cut  short  but  also  that  the 
school  districts  will  be  in  debt  for  the 
imexpired  term  of  teachers'  contracts 
and  will  be  severely  handicapped  in  con- 
ducting school  next  year. 
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The  oommittoe  report  cites  ooe  rea- 
son for  its  action  which  should  be  amide 
proof  ttiat  tbe  committfe  started  wltb 
the  wroQff  premise  and.  ooneequently, 
could  not  reach  a  sound  ooncluskm.  The 
report  states  that  less  than  500  distrtcts 
received  assistance  at  the  peak  of  World 
War  n  and  that  now  2.300  are  receiving 
it.  It  could  have  gone  even  further  back 
than  it  dkl  and  cite  the  fact  that  none 
received  artBtance  during  the  Revolu- 
tionary War.  That  would  be  just  as 
germane  to  the  question  at  Issue  here. 

In  my  own  State  of  New  Mexico,  for 
instance,  the  Federal  impact  due  to  the 
defense  program  is  easily  three  times 
that  during  World  War  XL  MUlions  of 
dollars  worth  of  property,  once  on  the 
tax  roUs.  has  been  acquired  by  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  tax  payments  have 
ceased.  At  the  same  time  thousands  of. 
children  of  immigrating  Federal  defense 
workers  have  swelled  the  school  popu- 
lation to  the  point  where  there  are 
neither  facilities  nor  money  available 
to  educate  them.  Who  is  responsible 
for  that?  "nie  Federal  Government,  of 
course.  The  Congress  recognized  that 
when  Public  Law  874  was  passed.  Now 
we  are  asked  to  repudiate  that  agree- 
ment with  the  people  of  the  school  dis- 
tricts from  whom  we  have  taken  tax 
Income  and  added  to  their  cost  of  edu- 
cating the  children.  In  some  cases  that 
cost  has  been  doubled  by  activities  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

I  am  for  every  soimd  economy  that 
can  be  exercised  to  save  dollars  for  the 
taxpayers,  but  I  am  not  for  the  false 
economy  that  requires  the  Congress  and 
the  Federal  Government  to  break  just 
and  equitable  commitments  that  have 
been  made  and  accepted  in  good  faith. 

This  amendment  should  be  adopted — 
and  unanimously. 

I  would  like  to  take  this  occasion  to 
say  a  word  of  appreciation  for  the  fine 
contribution  made  by  my  esteemed  col- 
league from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bauxt] 
to  the  support  of  this  amendment.  He 
has  made  a  long  and  careful  study  of 
this  subject  and  I  share  with  many  other 
Members  of  the  House  a  profound  re- 
spect for  his  knowledge  and  understand- 
ing of  it 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Tgansfu?  [Mr. 

MiLLXBl. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  rise  to  support  the  Scrivner 
amendment  on  three  different  points. 
When  I  ran  for  Congress  last  fall.  I  had 
three  planks  in  my  platform.  One  was 
that  I  would  do  all  things  possible  to 
prevent  the  completion  of  Tuttle  Creek 
Dam.  and  it  looks  now  as  If  I  will  be 
able  to  keep  that  rAmpo^ign  promise. 
Another  was  that  I  favored  legislation 
that  would  make  graft  on  the  part  of 
government  officials,  especially  those  in 
the  National  Government,  so  dangerous 
that  no  person  would  consider  engaging 
In  it  I  believe  the  Republican  majority 
on  my  left  would  do  well  to  help  me  keep 
that  promise.  "Hie  third  plank  was  that 
I  favored  eliminating  all  unnecessary 
Items  from  the  budget  and  cutting  Gov- 
ernment expenses  to  the  bone.  My  sup- 
port of  the^piendment  Is  not  contrary 
to  that  PranAe.  I  was  imprened  by  the 
statemaiULJHlbe  gentleman  who  said 
that  he  iviia  tfoi  in  favor  of  curtailing 


appropriatioDS  at  the  expense  of  the 
chiklren.  I  want  to  say  that  I  am  not 
in  favor  of  ciu-taillng  Government  ap- 
profN-iations  at  the  expense  of  the  honor 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  this  law  is  now  writ- 
ten, the  Congress  is  morally  obligated  to 
fulfill  its  commitments  to  the  schools 
throughout  the  United  States  of  America 
whose  budgets  were  predicated  on  our 
promised  support.  That  there  are  in- 
equalities in  the  present  bill  there  is  no 
doubt,  but  the  honor  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  is  at  stake.  The  ob- 
ligation is  not  alone  to  the  citizens  and 
school  children  of  the  districts  affected. 
All  the  people  of  the  United  States  ex- 
pect Congress  to  honor  its  commitments. 
I  am  confident  the  proposed  amendment 
will  be  adopted.  I  submit  the  following 
letter  from  the  State  superintendent  of 
public  instruction  of  ELansas: 
Kamsas  8tatb 

DSPABTlfKNT  or  PCBUC  iMSmuCTlON. 

Topeka,  Kanj..  Februry  11.  1953. 
Bepresentatlve  Howabo  S.  Millex, 

Kansas  First  Conffressional  District, 
Washinffton,  D.  C. 
DzAK  Rkfbeskntative  KfiLLER :  Since  Kansas 
wUl  have  more  ttian  150  acbool  dlstiicts  mak- 
ing application  (or  Federal  anlatance  funds 
under  the  provisions  of  Puiailc  Law  874,  I 
am  anxious  to  submit  fact«  and  figures  so 
tiiAt  e&ch  Kansas  Congressman  and  Senator 
win  have  firsthand  Information  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Federal  assistance  program  as  It 
is  now  operating. 

This  la  the  third  year  for  the  operation  of 
PubUc  Lav  874.  During  the  first  fear,  Kan- 
sas had  36  districts  making  application  and 
the  total  receipts  for  these  districts  amounted 
to  S967.054.a7.  Last  year  we  had  121  dis- 
tricts quailfylng  and  recelrlng  $2,007,519  »2; 
and  for  the  current  year,  we  have  reason  to 
believe  that  there  wUI  be  cIom  to  160  school 
districts  that  will  make  application. 

These  dUtrlcts  are  listed  on  the  attached 
sheets  with  estimated  entitlements  for  the 
districts  that  have  already  applied  for  the 
1952-53  school  year  plxis  the  districts  that 
applied  last  year  that  have  not  applied  thus 
far  this  year  and  those  that  have  not  as  yet 
made  applications  uiMler  Public  Law  874. 
AppUcant  achoola  that  have  not  applied 
prior  to  this  year  and  iuiTe  not  as  yet  sub- 
mitted tlMir  application  are  Uatad  with  no 
estlmatad  entltlementa. 

The  schools  have  been  arranged  according 
to  counties  and  congressional  districts  with 
subtotals  by  congreealonal  districts.  The 
total  of  the  listed  estimated  entitlements  is 
$3,381. TSS.S3.  We  believe  that  the  total  en- 
tltlementa  for  the  etnrent  year  will  even- 
tually be  close  to  #3^  million. 

We  have  been  informed  that  the  last  ses- 
sion Of  the  Congress  appropriated  $40  million 
to  take  care  of  the  applicant  schools  under 
Public  Law  874  for  the  1952-53  school  year. 
Since  school  oosts  are  Increasing  e«M:h  year 
and  the  defense  program  U  being  stepped  up 
each  year.  It  la  obvlotw  that  the  total  amount 
needed  to  meet  the  enUtlement«  would 
Increase  from  year  to  year. 

The  enUUements  In  Kaoisas  this  year  will 
show  about  20-percent  Increase  over  that  of 
last  year.  The  total  amount  provided  for  the 
program  during  the  1951-52  school  year  was 
♦51.700.000,  and  we  are  Informed  that  the 
estimate*  made  by  the  United  States  OfBce  of 
Wucatton  Indicate  that  It  wlU  take  approxi- 
mately 964  mlUlon  to  meet  the  entlUements 
In  fuil  for  the  current  achool  year.  The 
•40  miUlon  already  appropriated  for  the  cur- 
rentyew-  will  take  care  of  only  approximately 
SO  percent  of  the  entitlements. 

1  am  sure  that  you  are  aware  that  boards 
of  education  must  plan  18  months  in  ad- 
vance for  funds  to  operate  schoota  In  Kansas 
Boards  of  education  mvjst  enter  Into  con- 
tracu  with  teachers,  and  the  school  district 


Is  ohIlgate4  to  meet  thsM  contracta  in  full 
payment.  Therefore.  I  respectfully  request 
that  BerlooB  fxmalderatlon  be  glyea  to  the 
deficiency  appropriation  of  gSO  million,  which 
would  make  eQAeient  funds  available  to  **k» 
eare  of  tha  aelMol  dlatrteta'  antttlementa  In 
ftiU. 

I  am  frank  to  aay  that  every  achool  board 
in  the  dletrlcta  that  have  Fwtoral  impacts 
expect  the  Federal  Oovernment  to  meet  Its 
obligations  In  oonnecUon  therewith.  I  would 
like  to  add  that  local  boards  of  education 
are  very  happy  with  the  prorislona  of  Public 
Law  874  and  the  philosophy  connected  there- 
with. They  were  pleaeed  that  the  Congress 
provided  theee  funds  for  the  IMl-Sa  achool 
year.  Of  course,  they  are  looking  forward  to 
the  Congreaa  making  a  deficiency  appropria- 
tion and  thereby  keeping  faith  with  the  local 
community  for  providing  educational  oppor- 
tunities for  the  federally  connected  children. 
I  have  asked  Mr.  Needham  and  Mr.  Kamp- 
Bchroeder  to  call  at  your  office  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  this  program  as  It  la  now 
operating  In  Kansas.  Please  feel  free  to  eon- 
tact  me  at  any  time  with  reference  to  FM- 
eral  legislation  that  will  affect  the  pubUc 
schools  of   this  State. 

Yours  truly. 

AokL  F.  TKkocxMorroN. 

State  Supertntendent  of  Public  In- 
struction. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Arlsona  (Mr.  Rhodes]. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arixona.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, the  State  of  Arizona  is  in  a  large 
sense  being  victimized  of  one  of  Its 
greatest  assets.  As  you  probably  know, 
and  I  think  all  of  you  know  this.  Arizona 
has  the  world's  finest  winter  climate.  I 
say  that  without  serious  fear  of  contra- 
diction. Your  friends  and  yoiu*  neigh- 
bors love  to  come  to  Arizona  for  the  win- 
ter and  we  are  very  glad  to  have  them. 
However,  if  they  have  children,  the  chil- 
dren then  go  to  our  schools.  Your  friends 
and  neighbors  do  not  pay  taxes.  That 
aggravates  a  situation  which  has  already 
been  aggravated  by  the  fact  that  there 
are  so  many  defense  Installations  in  the 
Phoenix  area  and  also  in  the  Tucson 
area.  These  defense  installaftions  have 
restilted  in  a  situation  in  one  of  the 
school  districts  in  Marloopa  County  in 
which  out  of  2.000  students  oirolled, 
1,700  of  them  are  impacted.  Out  of  this 
number  595  come  from  a  defense  housing 
area  for  which  lieu  tax  is  paid  of  $20,000, 
which  is  only  $40  per  pupil.  The  cost  per 
pupil  in  that  district  is  some  $217.  which 
means  that  lieu  tax  misses  the  cost  by 
some  $177.  In  my  own  city  of  Mesa  the 
school  population  has  Increased  since 
1946  from  1,900  pupUs  to  4,100  pupils.  A 
lot  of  this  is  caused  by  the  proximity  of 
an  Air  P>3rce  base. 

The  school  tax  rate  in  Mesa  is  $7  per 
$100  of  assessed  valuation  even  though 
the  school  costs  are  only  about  80  percent 
of  the  average  for  the  State  of  Ariaona. 
Children  of  high -school  age  who  live 
at  Williams  Air  Force  Base  go  to  school 
In  Chandler,  Ariz.  The  Government  is 
now  paying  tuition  for  these  children. 
In  the  event  the  program  of  school  sup- 
port is  discontinued  or  runs  out  of  fimds, 
these  children  would  have  nowhere  to 
go  to  school  as  the  land  upon  which  Wil- 
liams Air  Force  Base  is  located  is  not. 
and  never  has  been,  in  Chandler  High 
School  district. 

I  congratulate  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee on  its  fine  work  in  reducing  budget 
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estimates  in  the  major  part  of  this  bill. 
Its  zeal  for  economy  in  government  is 
certainly  praiseworthy  and  Is  shared. 
I  believe,  by  the  naajority  of  the  Members 
c.f  ine  House.  However,  my  feelings  are 
simi'Jtr  to  those  expressed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BrownI.  in  that  I  do  not  desire  to  begin 
cutting  at  the  expense  of  school  children. 

Further,  I  have  it  on  good  authority 
that  practically  every  school  receiving 
aid  under  this  program  expects  to  get  its 
full  allotment  and  that  the  original  ap- 
propriation was  only  equal  to  about  60 
percent  of  the  total  allotment.  These 
schools  have  set  up  their  budgets  with 
the  expectation  of  receiving  the  total 
allotment  and  any  reduction  would  result 
In  hardships  to  the  school  and  to  the 
children.  In  many  instances  in  my  State. 
it  would  also  reimlt  in  schools  being  op- 
erated by  deficit  financing  or.  in  some 
instances,  being  closed. 

I  feel  that  in  this  Instance  economy 
should  not  be  started  by  the  denial  of  a 
supplemental  aiipropriation.  It  Is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  Appropriation  Qxnmittee 
will  give  the  matter  further  study  and 
effect  its  econoDiies  at  the  time  the  gen- 
eral appropriation  bill  is  prepared  so  that 
all  participating  schools  may  be  Informed 
in  plenty  of  time  of  the  cuts  which  they 
may  expect.  To  do  otherwise,  in  my 
opinion,  constitutes  a  serious  breach  of 
faith  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 

COlfDOKl. 

Mr.  CONDON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
to  support  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
FoGAKTTj.  It  seems  clear  to  me  that  no 
matter  how  much  we  all  desire  economy 
In  government,  it  Is  false  ecorx>my  to 
save  money  at  tiie  expense  of  the  proper 
instruction  of  our  children.  Obviously 
the  future  of  this  country  belongs  to 
them  and  the  tjrpe  of  instruction  and 
education  they  receive  will  have  a  great 
effect  upon  the  wisdom  with  which  they 
maintain  and  extend  the  heritage  which 
we  will  leave  them.  Certainly,  the 
action  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
in  removing  the  item  of  $24  million  of 
Federal  money.s  to  be  paid  in  those  dis- 
tricts with  tremendous  numbers  of  fed- 
erally connectfKl  school  children  is,  in 
my  judgment,  false  economy. 

In  many  areas  of  the  country  it  will 
mean  the  continuance  of  double  and  even 
triple  sessions  (tnd  it  will  mean  the  pro- 
duction of  a  generation  of  poorly  edu- 
cated young  men  and  women.  America 
cannot  afford  the  consequence  of  such 
short-sightedniiss.  Moreover  the  action 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  in  cut- 
ting the  deficiency  budget  by  $24  million 
in  this  respect  is  directly  opposed  to  the 
request  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Just  16  days  ago.  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  speech.  President  Eisenhower 
addressed  both  Houses  of  Congress  and 
made  the  following  statement: 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
special  attention.  The  school  population  of 
many  districts  has  been  greatly  increased 
by  the  swift  growth  of  defense  activities. 
TTiese  activities  have  added  little  or  noth- 
ing to  the  tax  resotirces  of  the  communities 
affected.  Legislation  aiding  construction  of 
schools  In  these  districts  expires  on  June  30. 
This  law  should  be  renewed;  and,  Ukswlee, 


the  partial  payments  for  current  operating 
expenses  for  these  p>artlciilar  school  dlstricta 
should  be  made,  including  the  deficiency 
requirement  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Is  this  Congress  again  going  to  repudi- 
ate the  President  of  the  United  States? 
Is  this  Congress  so  imf  eeling  and  so  heed- 
less of  our  children's  future  as  to  take 
the  backward  step  pr(4>osed  by  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee? 

In  my  own  Sixth  District  of  California, 
where  approximately  25  percent  of  the 
wage  earners  are  employed  in  federally 


owned  projects,  the  result  of  this  cut 
upon  our  schools  wiU  be  catastrophic. 
Programs  that  have  been  planned  can- 
not be  completed.  I  am  inserting  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  a  chart  showing  the 
entitlements  for  the  various  school  dis- 
tricts in  my  congressional  district  for 
1951-52,  the  approximate  amoimt  of  the 
entitlement  for  1952-53  if  the  $24  mil- 
Uon  is  restored,  and  the  approximate 
amoimt  of  entitlement  for  1952-53  if  the 
cut  is  maintained. 


Stale  of  California 

SOLANO  COUNTT 


Prt^ect  No. 

Name  of  district 

10(1  percent 
amount  of 

entitlement 
foi  1051-fi2 

school  year 

Approzimste  amoont  of 
enUtlement,  1»S3^53 

100  percent 

flOpereent 

Calif-63-K-27 

Calif-55-K-57  ... 

Vallfjo  rnlflfd  8<*ool  District 

Fairfield  Elementary  Scliool  District 

$880, 801.  Ifl 

18,630.12 
101,790.81 

aasu&os 

18,  270.  71 

4,509.56 

11,  200.  21 

arrz  426. 00 

>  21, 807.  77 
'lie,  105.78 

1  4fi^  57&  45 

"  21,  376.  73 

'5,381.40 

>  13,  104.  2S 

$583,455.65 
13,084.66 
71,463.47 

Calif-5a-K-75  ... 

Benicis  Inifled  Scliool  District 

Cslif-6»-E-7V  ... 

Crystal  I'nion  School  District    

27,045.27 

Colif-53-K-«)  ... 

V'aca  Valley  I'nion  Sciiool  District 

1%  8201 04 

rallf-«3-K-91 

VscaviUe  Union  Higii  School  Di.<«trict 

3,228.89 

<~^a]i/-(}-ir-W 

AtidUo  Union  Ui^  School  District     .  . 

7,862.  65 

Tntftl                                                  

1, 084, 118.  U 

1, 190,  777.  56 

710, 806.  53 

■  The  amounts  indicated  in  the  1053-53  column  at  100  percent  is  based  on  a  percentage  estimate  of  the  19B2  appUca- 

tiOQ. 

OONTKA  COfflA  OOCNTT 


Project  No. 


Calif-A3-K-33. 
CBli/-S3-K-38. 
Callf-5»-K-II . 
ralif-53-E-44. 
Ualif-IS-F-M., 
raJif-8S-E-77. 
Calif-53-E-I«3 
Callf-53-E-230 
ralif-a3-E-240 

^ali^&3-E-3^o 

C'alif-53-E-33i 
Calif- 53-E-332 
Calif-53-K-333. 


Name  of  district 


Pittsburg  Unified  School  District 

Mount  Diablo  Unified  Sohool  District 

Richmond  City  School  District 

Richmond  Union  High  School  District 

Contra  Costa  Junior  College  District.' 

San  Pabk)  School  District 

Rodeo  School  District 

Lafayette  School  District 

John  Swett  Union  High  School  District. 

Liberty  Inion  High  School  District." 

Danville  Union  School  District 

Walnut  Creek  School  District 

San  Ram<m  Valley  Union  School  District.' 

Total 


100  percent 
amount  of 
ratitlement 
for  1051-53 
school  year 


$61,803.05 

103,281.71 

411.615.04 

60^482.06 

22, 411. 47 

83, 001.  41 

4,70a  16 

8,S1L79 

1. 797. 12 
3, 87a  72 


721, 567. 23 


Approrimate  amount  ot 
enUtiement.  1053-U 


100  percent 


$72,416.03 

130,830.60 

481.  sea  65 

81,295.06 

26,221.42 

30.  760.  05 

&  400. 10 

0,958.78 

2,102.63 
4,528.74 


844,221.05 


60pereent 


$43,440.65 
73,503.76 

288,064.30 
48,777.01 

1^732.85 

23,861.07 

3,200.61 

6^975.27 

1,261.68 
3;  717. 24 


£06^633.16 


'  Deductions  greater  than  computed  entitlement. 
»  Did  not  meet  3  percent  eligibility  requirement. 
>  Application  canceled  per  applicant's  re<iuest. 

NoTK.— Amounts  indicated  in  the  1963-53  column  at  100  percent  is  based  on  a  percentage  estimate  of  the  1953 
applioatiofi. 


It  will  be  noted  that  18  school  dis- 
tricts will  be  cut  $817,635.82.  if  the  $24 
million  Is  not  restored.  Where  are  we 
to  obtain  this  money?'  Every  one  of  the 
school  districts  is  bonded  to  the  legal 
limit  The  State  of  California  recently 
made  available  certain  additional  sums 
which  the  districts  have  obtained.  No 
further  action  from  the  State  can  be  ex- 
pected. Without  this  money  our  school 
program  will  be  crippled. 

Senator  Tatt,  in  a  recent  public  state- 
ment, urged  continuance  of  these  pay- 
ments as  part  of  the  Republican  legis- 
lative program.  The  reasons  given  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee  in  its  re- 
port seem  to  be  singularly  imconvinclng. 
In  this  connection.  I  might  point  out 
it  has  been  estimated  that  the  Federal 
Government  owns  tax  exempt  real  prop- 
erty which  would  be  appraised  for  tax 
purposes  at  approximately  $20  billion. 
If  the  6 -mill  tax  rate  were  applied  to 
these  properties — 6  mlUs  being  the  ap- 
proximate average  tax  for  school  pur- 
poses throughout  the  covmtry — ^the  Fed- 
eral Government  would  be  called  upon 


to  pay  approximately  $120  million  for  the 
support  of  the  school  districts.  There- 
fore, I  think  we  must  not  fall  below  the 
$64  million  contemplated  for  this  fiscal 
year  and  should  restore  the  $24  million 
to  the  $40  million  previously  appro- 
priated. 

I  urge  very  strongly  an  "aye"  vote  for 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Rhode  Island. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Hagem]. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Calif omia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  rise  in  support  of  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  restoring 
to  this  appropriation  bill  the  amount  of 
money  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  Public  Law  847  for  the  1952-53 
school  year.  I  do  so  on  behalf  of  the  10 
public  schools  in  my  district  receiving 
fimds  imder  that  law  and  on  behalf 
of  districts  having  similar  problons 
throughout  the  United  States. 

We  in  California  are  proud  of  our  tax- 
supported  colleges  and  secondary  and 
elementary  schools  and  we  assume  the 
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hole  responsibility  for  proTiding  them 
and  operating  them  tinder  difBcult  con- 
diUons  ol  growth  oocadoned  by  a  tre- 
mendous increase  in  school  population 
when  no  abnormal  factors  exist 

Howerer,  the  Increase  in  school  popu- 
lation in  a  limited  area  attributable  to 
the  presence  of  huge  United  States  mili- 
tary installations  is  an  abnormal  factor 
in  those  cases  where  such  installations 
for  reasons  of  strategy  and  economy  are 
located  in  areas  without  any  substantial 
property  or  population  in  addition  to 
military  personnel  and  property.  This 
observation  is  true  of  the  installations  in 
my  district.  The  fact  is  that  without  the 
requisite  Federal  aid  no  adequate  system 
of  schools  for  the  children  of  military 
and  civilian  personnel  would  be  provided. 
No  local  real  and  personal  property  tax 
base  exists  which  would  support  such 
schools. 

Previous  Congresses  recognized  this 
problem  and  passed  Public  Law  847  to 
meet  it.  It  would  be  a  gross  and  inex- 
cusable breach  of  faith  for  this  Congress 
to  fail  to  imtdement  the  law.  The  school 
district  beneficiaries  thereof  are  today 
educating  little  children  In  accordance 
with  proper  standards  after  commit- 
ments in  the  form  of  teacher  contracts 
and  other  obligations  on  the  assimiption 
thtt  we  will  implemer\t  it.  These  actions 
of  these  districts  are  irretrievable  and  it 
would  be  immoral  for  us  to  say  now  by 
Indirection  that  we  had  concluded  an 
estabUrtied  policy  was  erroneous.  Ignor- 
tag  the  consideration  of  the  pledge  con- 
tained in  the  law  I  rather  doubt  that 
anyone  here  seriously  doubts  the  wisdom 
of  the  program.  Ttie  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message  endorsed  the  program  and 
policy,  and  I  heartily  agree  with  his 
endorsement. 

The  assertion  has  been  made  that  some 
districts  are  receiving  aid  which  should 
not  properly  be  entitled  to  such  aid  ac- 
cording to  a  standard  of  necessity.  I  say 
that  If  we  want  to  change  the  bath  water 
let  us  not  throw  out  the  baby  along  with 
the  dirty  water  and  that  is  exactly  the 
result  of  the  action  of  denying  a  law  by 
failure  to  appropriate  enough  money  to 
Implement  it.  The  time  will  come  for 
reexamination  of  the  law  Itself,  either  at 
this  session  or  in  1954  when  the  law  is 
slated  for  expiration.  I  have  in  my  dis- 
trict a  naval  test  station  located  on  the 
desert.  It  is  the  seat  of  almost  all  the 
population  and  activity  In  the  area  and 
its  inhabitants  almost  the  sole  bene- 
ficiary of  schools  maintained  there  to 
which  the  State  of  California  makes  a 
substantial  contribution.  The  activities 
of  this  station  are  directed  to  providing 
us  with  better  weapons  of  war  and  it 
employs  p>ersons  of  first-rate  training 
and  ability  who  Insist  on  adequate  edu- 
cation for  tlieir  children.  A  serious 
problem  exists  In  recruiting  qualified 
people  to  work  In  such  a  remote  area. 
A  more  serious  problem  will  exist  If  we 
are  derelict  In  our  duty  In  supplying  ade- 
quate education  there  and  in  other  areas. 

It  Is  no  fair  criticism  to  say  that  school 
districts  eaknilated  to  be  eligible  for  this 
program  have  not  already  claimed 
money  due  them  IncludlDg  the  money 
here  sought  to  be  appropriated  under 
the  formula  set  up  in  the  statute.  School 
officials  cannot  accurately  inredict  from 


year  to  year  the  exact  facts  of  future 
school  population  and  the  procedure  set 
up  in  the  law  for  reimbursement  after 
the  fact  Is  a  suitable  method  of  handling 
these  allocations. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
IMr.  Wmt]. 

Mr.  WIKR.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  was  my 
pleasure  in  1950,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Eklucation  and  Labor,  to 
be  one  of  those  who  were  assigned  to  sub- 
committee work  in  about  seven  of  the 
States,  involving  the  districts  of  many 
Members  of  Congress,  In  connection  with 
this  legislation.  It  was  my  privilege  and 
pleasure  to  have  on  the  committee  on 
which  I  served  our  present  chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
McCoNNELLl.  I  think  he.  like  me.  was 
astounded  at  the  conditions  under  which 
too  many  school  districts  of  this  Nation 
are  today  trying  to  give  an  education  to 
their  boys  and  girls. 

In  the  discussion  this  afternoon  on 
this  bill  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
ScRiVMU  ]  made  known  the  question  that 
has  arisen  on  the  border  between  Kansas 
and  Missouri.  Last  year  we  had  that 
same  question  arise  on  the  border  of 
Maine.  I  think  those  matters  are  sub- 
ject to  review  and  correction,  where  a 
plant  is  in  one  State  and  the  schools  to 
which  the  children  go  and  the  homes  of 
the  people  that  work  in  the  plant  are 
across  the  line  in  another  State.  I  think 
those  are  questions  that  can  be  settled 
without  too  much  difficulty. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Edmondson]. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
rising  to  support  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
ScRiviTERl,  may  I  say  preliminarily  that 
I  have  been  impressed  by  the  way  in 
which  a  great  majority  of  the  Memliers 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  are  able  to  set 
at  one  side  partisan  and  political  consid- 
erations when  considering  a  matter  of 
grave  concern  to  the  Nation.  Such  a 
matter  is  this  issue  of  whether  or  not  we 
will  keep  our  obligations  to  our  schools, 
in  areas  where  schools  are  crowded  and 
heavily  burdened  by  Oovernn^nt  proj- 
ects and  defense  activities.  There  are 
three  reasons,  it  seems  to  me,  which 
would  justify  a  person  on  either  side  of 
the  aisle  in  supporting  the  Scrivner 
amendment,  restoring  to  this  appropria- 
tion bill  money  vitally  needed  to  operate 
our  schools.  The  first  is  the  fact  that  we 
have  a  legal  and  a  moral  obligation  un- 
der the  established  policy  of  our  Govern- 
ment and  of  our  Congress  to  make  this 
appropriation.  The  second  is  the  fact 
that  in  our  fight  against  communism  we 
must  recognize  the  fact  that  education 
is  the  very  first  bulwark  of  our  country 
In  carrying  on  that  fight  effectively 
among  the  youth  of  our  country.  We 
caimot  afford  to  do  anything  which  will 
undermine  the  foundations  of  that  bul- 
wark. The  final  reason  is  that  this  is 
clearly  identified  as  a  bipartisan  policy 
Initiated  by  a  Democratic  Congress  un- 
der Democratic  leadership.  It  has  also 
attracted  strong  RepubUcan  leadership, 
and  today  we  find  the  President  of  our 
country,  a  Republican,  on  record  In  favor 
of  this  policy.    This  is  a  measure  surely 


on  which  Democrats  and  Republicans 
alike  can  unite  in  good  faith. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Gathings]. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Scrivner  amendment  should  be  adopted 
in  order  to  fulfill  a  just  obligation  of 
the  Federal  Government.  We  ought  to 
hve  up  to  this  law.  we  ourselves  approved 
and  helped  to  enact.  The  school  dis- 
tricts involved  in  this  controversy  have 
not  only  had  a  portion  of  their  lands 
removed  from  the  tax  rolls  but  in  addi- 
tion a  large  number  of  federally  con- 
nected children  have  been  dumi>ed  in 
their  laps.  These  students  seek  educa- 
tion and  are  entitled  to  receive  it. 

If  tiiese  funds  are  not  restored  as 
sought  by  this  amendment  many  schools 
would  close  their  doors  after  a  term  of 
from  6'2  to  7  months  in  the  current 
year.  At  least  seven  school  districts  in 
Arkansas  would  have  to  close  their  doors 
before  the  end  of  the  term. 

Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  Oos- 
nell  school  district  in  Mississippi  County, 
Ark.  Thirty-two  percent  of  the  total 
land  area  of  the  district  was  taken  over 
by  the  Government  and  removed  from 
local  taxation.  Additional  lands  of  the 
district  will  be  required  and  obtained 
during  1953.  which  would  decrease  fur- 
ther the  funds  that  vouid  be  available  to 
operate  the  Gosnell  school."  This  school 
district  has  voted  a  mlllage  of  28  mills 
for  maintenance  and  operation  alone 
and  an  additional  millage  for  debt  re- 
tirement. The  district  Is  carrying  a 
heavy  load  and  should  receive  Federal 
assistance  in  order  to  provide  a  9-month 
term  for  the  district's  school  children. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GATHINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con- 
gratulate the  gentleman  on  his  fine 
statesmanlike  stand. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  GATHINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  com- 
mend the  gentleman  for  his  statement. 
I  too  favor  the  Scrivner  amendment. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  in- 
conceivable to  me  that  the  Congress  will 
refuse  to  appropriate  the  comparatively 
small  sum  of  money  necessary  to  keep 
faith  with  the  schools  suffering  a  Fed- 
eral impact  and  who  have  relied  upon 
the  promise  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  assume  a  portion  of  the  expense  of  op- 
erating the  schools  caused  by  the  Federal 
impact  in  the  various  school  districts. 

It  is  claimed  by  some  of  those  opposing 
the  Scrivner  and  Pogarty  amendments 
that  certain  schools  are  benefiting  from 
the  moneys  heretofore  provided  under 
this  Federal  aid  program  and  they  urge 
that  therefore  the  deficiency  appropria- 
tion asked  for  by  the  Department  of  Edu- 
cation ought  not  to  be  voted.  It  may  be 
that  some  school  districts  in  America  are 
profiting  undeservedly  by  this  program, 
but  if  so  it  is  the  fault  of  the  formula 
provided  in  Public  Law  874.  The  Presi- 
dent has  asked  that  the  policy  and  pro- 
gram provided  for  by  Public  Law  874  be 
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extended   or  reenacted.    If  there   are  Allatoona  Dam,  the  backwaters  of  which  mlUion   for   school   construction.    The 

faults  in  the  law.  the  proper  time  to  cor-  cover  mwe  than  3.600  acres  of  land  in  Cobb  County  Board  of  Education  has  ex- 

rect  them  is  when  a  bill  providliig  for  the  Cobb  Coimty.    During  the  construction  hausted   its  local   strength   to   provide 

continuation  of  the  program  is  before  of  the  Allatoona  Dam,  a  sublmpoimded  housing  for  its  children.    It  Is  carefully 

the  House.    Certainly  the  mere  fact  that  dam    was    being    erected    at    Acworth.  estimated    that    within    the    next    12 

a  very  few  schools  are  profiting  unde-  These  two  iHx>jects  were  carried  on  over  months,  the  Cobb  County  school  system 

servedly  through  some  error  In  the  for-  a  period  ot  more  than  2  years.  will  need  an  additional  $700  000  to  ade- 

mula  adopted  when  PubUc  Law  874  was  P.  With  the  impending  threat  of  a  quately  house  its  children.    For  the  past 

passed,  cannot  Justify  the  Congress  in  world  war  and  with  the  demand  for  ad-  8  years,  one-thhd  of  3,500  children  have 

refusing  to  keep  faith  with  those  schools  dltional   planes   in   Korea    the   United  been  housed  in  classrooms  of  the  Army 

who  have  entered  into  contracts  with  States  Congress  ordered  the  reactivation  camp  barrack  type  construction  which 

teachers  and  for  other  services  depend-  of  the  Ben  ahrraf t  plant    In  January  were  poorly  heated.  Inadequately  lighted, 

Ing  upon  the  assurances  given  them  by  1961  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp.  of  Call-  and  very  Uttle  ventilatkm.    The  people 

the  Congress  when  It  voted  overwhelm-  fomla  took  over  this  enormous  aircraft  and  residents  of  Cobb  County  are  be- 

ingly  for  this  program  of  Federal  aid  to  plant.    At  the  present  time  the  Lock-  coming  very  resentful  of  the  heavy  bur- 

federally  impacted  school  districts.    The  heed  Aircraft  Corp.  has  an  employment  den  of  taxation  on  them  when  the  P^- 

honor  and  integrity  of  the  Congress  of  of  12.000  people  and  are  scheduled  to  eral    Government    Is    not    meeting    Its 

the  United  SUtes  is  at  stake  as  well  as  reach  an  onployment  of  27,000  by  Janu-  responslblUty. 

the  welfare  of  the  school  chUdren  Uvlng  ary  1954.                                                              (d)  The  Cobb  County  school  system 

In  these  areas.  G.  Many  Industrial  establishments  lo-  has  been  notified  by  the  United  SUtes 

Not  only  did  the  President  ask  for  the  cated  in  Cobb  County  were  called  on  to  Ofllce  of  Education  that  the  Cobb  Coun- 

continuaUon  of  this  program  but  he  went  contribute   to  the  war   effort  such   as  ty  Board  of  Education  has  a  building 

so  far  as  to  ask  that  this  deficiency  ap-  Glover  Bfachine  Works,  Clark  Thread  ehtitlement. 

propriation  be  made.    AU  this  he  did  in  Co..  Scripto,  Inc.,  Murray  Gin,  and  Con-        The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  recog- 

his  sUte  of  the  Union  message.  ley  Depot.  nizes  the  gentleman  from  Washington 

I  agree  with  those  who  insist  that  Fed-  _  ^„^,^  ,„„ ^^ .  rMr  Mactci 

fs°wif^=;4r^  iSSSSi'^^3  ^'^i^.'^'^.i^i^^ 

unwilling  to  slash  the  budget  at  the  ex-  V^^niDer  oi  commerce  is  47.000.     This          ^  therebv  has  taken  the«  nronerties 

pense  of  the  school  children  of  America.  ^^^^  ^^^ease  of  approximately  65  ^  th^JS^i^r^h'^TocS  Si^^«e? 

As  an  illustration  ot  the  Impact  of  the  *^"'«"'^                                                                              rr«--  i-^-i   en^rcmmtmts ritv    mnntv 

Korean  war  on  the  schools  in  Georgia.  I  I  ?I«  ^^,V  "*"" ^^  represents  ^^^ ^^hls^S^SS^^ha^e ?o^ 

want  to  give  you  the  facts  with  reference  Jhe  effect  of  ^e  popiUaUon  topact  on  ^^  ^  .^.^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^_ 

to  the  situation  in  Cobb  County,  Ga..  ^he  Cobb  County  school  system:  emmental  units  derived  heretofore  from 

where  there  is  located  the  Lockheed  air-  touu  average  daily  attendanee  these  lands  and  buildings.   This.  In  some 

craft  plant.                                                   J??*~?? »•  **•  cases,  has  impoverished  the  local  gov- 
Cobb  County.  Ga.,  Is  located  10  miles     1942-A3  5. 178  emments. 

northeast  of  and  contiguous  to  the  city    JJJi^  T^^t'iml^^ in  SS        Yet.  despite  this  loss  of  tax  revenue. 

of  AtlanU.    The  Cobb  County  school     ^"^^   (ertimate) 10.500  the  local  governments  still  must  render 

system  Includes  all  schools  in  the  county  This  reveals  a  growth  of  more  than  service  to  those  who  live  on  these  Fed- 

except  the  Independent  system  of  the  100  percent  of  students  in  the  Cobb  eral  holdings.     The  local   government 

city    of    Marietta.    The    Cobb    County  County  school  system  since  1942-43,  the  must  supply  these  people  who  live  on 

school  system  is  one  single  admlnistra-  year  the  bomber  plant  was  started.    It  Federal  lands  with  police  and  flre  pro- 

tive  unit.  has    been    determined    by    educational  tecUon  and  educate  their  children.    It 

L  ixoxaAL  msTALUTioifs  AFracTDfo  THB  coss  agcnclcs    that   approximately   3,800    of  is  only  fair  that  the  Federal  Government, 

oouirrT  acBooL  BTarxM  these  children  were  directly  connected  which  took  these  properties  off  a  school 

A.  The  major  war  industry  affecting  ^^^  Federal  installations  in  Cobb  district's  tax  rolls,  should  pay  something 
the  Cobb  County  school  ssrstem  was  the  County.  In  lieu  of  taxes  for  the  education  of  the 
Bell  Aircraft  Corp.,  erected  by  the  United  ™-  "*>^'«»'«  children  of  those  who  live  on  this  tax 
States  Government  in  1943  at  the  cost  According   to  statistics  provided  by  tree  property. 

of  $75,000,000.-  The  peak  employment  county  officials  there  have  been  more        In  Vancouver.  Wash.,  for  example,  the 

of  this  Industry  was  28,000  people.  ^^^^n  3,000  houses  constructed  outside  Federal  Government  owns  a  Isu-ge  hous- 

B.  Dobbins  Air  Base  was  used  exten-  °^  Marietta  during  the  last  18  months,  ^ng  project  There  are  about  2,300  occu- 
slvely  for  reserve  training  during  the  ^  January  1952  Mr.  Thlgpen  of  the  Pied  homes  in  this  housing  project, 
war.  There  has  been  much  expansion  *^^  authorized  the  construction  of  750  These  families  are  sending  more  than 
of  this  air  base  since  1946-  civilian  em-  defense  housing  units  outside  the  city  *.000  children  to  the  Vancouver  schools, 
ployment.  400  ;miUtary  employment,  600.  limits  of  Marietta.                                             The  Federal  Government,  in  such  a 

C.  In  March  1946  the  Fifth  Division  w.  totakco  case  as  this,  should  make,  in  all  fairness. 
of  the  Veterans'  Adminlsti^tion  moved  It  Is  the  combhied  judgment  of  the  !S  i^f,  of^o^L^*''*^"'^^'"  f  °^«  P*y°\ent 
into  Uie  Ofllce  space  of  the  old  BeU  Ah-  Cobb  County  Boai^of^^tion  and  SniSiinl^f  .kiSTT"^  i°'  ^^  "^^  °' 
craft  Corp.    The  peak  employment  was  of  the  Superintendent  uSt  SeUnSSS  S^^  J?^  ^^"'^ ''^*' "^^  ^'^^^ 

and'  2^???c^''r!^  '*'"'  **""*  '*™*'^'  TJi^f  ^'^T^f'^r^'^.'^'.  ^"f ^  ^l^S^^e^" Congress  did  make 

ana  service  people.  tion  of  Federal  hidustrlal  plants  in  Cobb  aonronriations  of  ahonf  ti^n  nno  tntho 

The  FifUi  Division  of  the  Veterans'  County,  is  responsible  for  a  sudden  Im-  ™  wuvct  S)Sl  d^ict  ^Tomi^ 

AdminlstiTition  was  removed  to  AUanU.  pact  in  school  attendance  and  has  placed  Jt^e  ttoe  toSa^^SioL^tSSHJ 

C^..  during  Uie  period  from  March  1.  upon  the  appUcant,  a  subst4uitial  and  Jjo^jj,  ^Sie  vJ^LS?^  ^S'^? 

1951.  to  June  30. 196L    A  very  large  per-  continuing  financial  burden  if  they  pro-  'toe  prior  to  jS^^rofSislS 

centoge  of  these  employees  continued  to  vide  a  fair  and  reasonable  educational  ^?i£^en(ta«it  offe^  bfSie  iren 

hve  in  Cobb  County  and  work  with  the  opportunity  for  the  children  under  its  tlaSm  ^oStSsS^  Sr    sS^SSi" 

Veterans'  Admhiistration  in  AUanta.  jurisdiction.  J^^  nm2«ip7^^»  fZ'  «S^?^« 

D.  The  Allied  Packagtog  Co..  in  1946.  (a)  The  millage  levied  in  1942-43  was  SSSVe  V^cou^a^tiiS  ^5  oS 
contracted  with  tiie  united  States  Gov-  5  mills.  Since  1946.  15  mills  have  been  prio^to jWl^Xuld  m^ oplS 
emment  to  recondition  tools  and  equip-  levied  by  the  Cobb  County  Board  of  Bdu-  be  wlopt^  saoma.  m  my  opimon, 
ment  at  Bell  Ah^craft  Corp.  In  Septem-  cation,  an  increase  of  300  percent.  i  am  for  economy  I  want  to  see 
off  iHt?i  Hi*  J^**^  ^^  supplanted  (b)  Tax  assessments  according  to  the  spending  cut.  However.  I  do  not  want 
r?«™^  ^f^S?*^  S**-  »nd  has  an  em-  tax  collector.  Mr.  James  E.  Berry,  have  to  see  the  first  cuts  made  at  the  expense 
ployment  of  500  people.  increased  from  1938-39  by  60  percent  of  the  school  children.                     ^^ 

E.  In  1947^  the  United  States  Govern-  (c)  In  November  1950.  the  citizens  of  The  Ptderal  Government  today  owns 
ment  authorised  the  constructton  of  the  Cobb  County  voted  a  bond  Issue  of  $1%  and  controls  455  million  acres  of  land 
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In  the  48  States.  Many  millions  of  acres 
of  this  land  never  should  have  been  in 
Federal  ownership.  The  thing  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  do,  in  the  interest 
of  economy,  is  to  sell  some  of  the  un- 
needed  lands  it  now  holds  and  get  them 
back  into  private  hands  and  thereby  onto 
the  tax  rolls  of  the  local  communities. 

If  this  were  done  we  would  not  have 
local  school  districts  asking  for  aid  in  lieu 
of  tax  payments. 

The  road  to  economy  Is  not  in  cutting 
down  funds  needed  for  the  maintenance 
of  reasonable  standards  of  education  in 
our  schools,  but  to  get  some  of  the  455 
million  acres  of  Federal  Government- 
owned  lands  into  private  hands  and  back 
onto  the  tax  rolls,  when  taxes  from  these 
lands  will  help  support  local  government 
and  local  schools. 

The  Federal  Government  today  owns 
23.9  percent  of  all  the  landed  area  of  the 
48  States.  This  is  an  area  ten  times  the 
size  of  the  combined  t^rea  of  the  10  New 
England  States.  No  reasonable  person 
believes  that  it  is  either  necessary  or 
desirable  that  that  much  land  should  be 
in  Federal  Govenunent  ownership. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  SmciNSKi]. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
appropriation  is  Justified  and  must  be 
restored.  Anyway  in  the  world  you  ex- 
amine it,  it  seems  to  me  one  must  vote 
to  keep  the  funds  in  the  bill,  be  it  by  the 
Scrivner  amendment  or  the  Fogarty 
amendment.  It  would  be  wrong  to  do 
otherwise.  The  need  exists.  The  funds 
are  required.  The  law  says  on  the  one 
hand  to  parents,  "You  must  send  your 
child  to  school."  On  the  other  hand  the 
government,  by  law  in  the  various  com- 
mimities,  Is  prevented  from  obligating 
funds  they  do  not  have.  What  are  they 
to  do?  Get  out  of  education?  How  far 
out?  To  keep  the  kids  at  home,  raise 
them  in  ignorance  and  fear,  ripe  for  child 
labor? 

We  are  growing  at  the  rate  of  2  million 
people  a  year.  By  1975  we  will  be  a  Na- 
tion of  over  200  million  people.  I  want 
to  keep  this  land  of  ours,  by  virtue  of  its 
educational  system,  the  envy  and  despair 
of  every  other  nation  in  the  world. 

I  Intend  to  vote  for  the  Scrivner 
amendment,  as  it  will  be  altered  by  the 
Fogarty  amendment — the  $20*/2  million 
cut  must  be  restored. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  ques- 
tion involved  here  is  not  the  education  of 
children.  The  question  involved  is 
whether  or  not  the  Congress  will  at  this 
time  abandon  its  function  of  reviewing 
and  passing  on  appropriations  to  Federal 
bureaucrats. 

There  were  no  Justifications  presented 
by  this  Bureau  to  our  committee  for  this 
deficiency  appropriation.  For  150  years 
It  has  been  ciistomary  for  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  to  go  over  the  requests 
of  agencies,  even  the  military,  and  to  re- 
view them  most  exactingly,  and  imless 
they  make  a  case,  refuse  the  funds.  In 
this  case  only  the  wildest  kind  of  specu- 
lation upon  the  part  of  this  Department 
could  Justify  a  deficiency. 

IBdt  tame  Department  has  come  here 
llUlb  Altecord.  which  I  have  here,  of  hav- 


ing made  two  separate  statements  as  to 
the  condition  of  their  funds,  on  the 
same  date  and  at  the  same  time.  On  one 
which  they  brought  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  last  Tuesday  they  said 
they  had  spent  last  year  $47,072,000.  In 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McConnkll],  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  yesterday  they  said  that  last 
year  they  spent  $48  V2  million.  At  which 
time  are  you  going  to  believe  them? 

On  the  other  item  they  told  us  in  a 
statement  they  brought  up  on  the  17th 
that  they  had  obligated  $5,715,983.  In 
the  statement  that  they  made  in  their 
Justification  which  was  submitted  about 
the  15th  of  January,  they  said  they  had 
obligated  on  that  date  $5,092,000. 
Frankly.  I  cannot  go  along  with  that  kind 
of  business,  and  I  cannot  have  anything 
to  do  with  supporting  such  a  thing. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, in  support  of  the  amendment  to 
restore  to  schools  in  war- impacted  areas 
the  fimds  which  were  cut  from  the  sup- 
plemental appropriation  bill.  I  think  it 
is  particularly  important  to  note  that 
the  swollen  populations  which  make  this 
Federal  assistance  imperative  did  not 
result  from  any  activity  or  desire  of  the 
small,  independent  school  districts  in- 
volved. It  was  the  result  of  the  sudden 
development  of  Federal  establishments 
necessary  to  the  defense  effort  and  which 
placed  an  unexpected  and  Intolerable 
burden  upon  the  taxpayers  of  the  af- 
fected localities.  This  dislocation  of 
their  educational  programs  could  not 
have  been  anticipated  or  provided  for. 

The  responsibility  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  bear  its  proper  share  of  the 
cost  of  alleviating  this  hardship  is  ac- 
knowledged by  Federal  contributions  in 
the  past  and  by  implied  commitments 
for  the  present  and  immediate  future. 
This  obligation  was  recognized  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  his 
message  to  Congress  when  he  stated  as 
follows : 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
special  attention.  The  school  population  of 
many  districts  has  been  greatly  Increased 
by  the  swift  growth  of  defense  activities. 
These  activities  have  added  little  or  nothing 
to  the  tax  resources  of  the  communities 
affected.  Legislation  aiding  construction  of 
schools  in  these  dlatrlcts  expires  on  June  20. 
This  law  should  be  renewed:  and.  likewise, 
the  partial  payments  for  current  operating 
expenses  for  these  particular  school  districts 
should  be  made.  Including  the  deQciency 
requirement  of  the  cturent  fiscal  year. 

Please  note  that  his  last  sentence  deals 
specifically  with  the  critical  iH-oblem  we 
now  discuss. 

Based  on  Federal  representations, 
school  budgets  were  built  in  dependence 
on  the  Federal  contribution,  additional 
teachers  were  hired  to  handle  over- 
crowded classrooms  and  building  pro- 
grams were  Initiated  to  provide  the  ex- 
panded facilities  required  for  the  un- 
expected population  growth. 

Failure  to  receive  the  supplemental 
fimds  would  cripple  scholastic  programs 
in  many  small,  independent  school  dis- 
tricts. It  would  mean,  in  substance,  a 
40-percent  cut  in  anticipated  revenue, 
with  this  tremendous  loss  to  be  absorbed 
in  the  last  quarter  of  the  current  school 
year.  This  would  be  disastrous  to  many 
districts. 


The  Washington  Star,  long  recognized 
as  a  stanch  foe  of  unnecessary  spending.' 
made  this  forceful  editorial  statement 
on  the  question  of  these  school  funds : 

Recognizing  the  impracticability  as  well 
as  the  injustice  of  saddling  these  uninvited 
burdens  on  the  communities  concerned. 
Congress  very  properly  adopted  the  policy  of 
extending  certain  Federal  aid  to  them.  The 
school-aid  program  Is  a  part  of  this  pro- 
gram. This  aid  could  not  be  discontinued 
in  any  area  where  the  expansion  still  con- 
tinues without  doing  an  injustice  to  all  who 
live  there  and  without  doing  harm  to  the 
interests  of  the  Government  itself. 

We  should  ponder  well  the  implica- 
tions of  that  last  sentence.  Not  to 
restore  these  funds  would  do  harm  to  the 
lnt«rests  of  the  Governmen';  ifrelf. 

Passage  of  this  amendment  will  do 
even  more  than  to  save  the  vittil  school 
programs  of  overburdened  commiuiities ; 
it  will  provide  renewed  assurance  of  the 
good  faith  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
living  up  to  its  proper  obligations. 

In  my  particular  district,  comprising 
11  counties  in  Texas,  only  2  counties 
are  affected.  But  the  failure  of  this 
amendment  would  be  well-nigh  tragic  to 
7  school  districts  in  1  county  and 
to  1  school  district  in  the  other. 

The  figures  involved  would  not  be  Im- 
pressive, recited  on  this  floor.  When  I 
point  out  that  the  Federal  funds  for  the 
Bancroft  Common  School  District  in 
Orange  County  will  be  cut  from  $6,376.12 
to  $3,825.67  if  this  amendment  falls,  the 
sum  might  seem  so  trivial  as  to  be  un- 
worthy of  mention. 

Unworthy  of  mention — unless  we  stop 
to  consider  that  the  Bancroft  Common 
School  District  is  made  up  of  people — 
good  American  folks  who  want  only  the 
right  to  have  their  children  receive  the 
same  schooling  that  is  provided  in  cc»n- 
munlties  where  a  sudden  influx  of  de- 
fense projects  has  not  dislocated  the 
tax  economy. 

We  in  the  83d  Congress  all  hope.  I  am 
sure,  to  cut  every  unnecessary  penny  out 
of  every  appropriation  bill  that  comes 
before  us^-but  It  is  not  now  time — and 
may  the  time  never  come — when  it  is 
necessary  to  effect  our  economies  at  the 
sacrifice  of  our  children's  education. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pro- 
vision of  funds  for  aid  to  critical  and 
impacted  school  areas  is  a  matter  of 
vital  importance  and  necessity,  and  I 
support  the  Fogarty  amendment  to  re- 
store funds  In  the  amount  of  $20,500,000 
for  this  purpose. 

I  know  personally  of  the  great  need 
which  has  been  alleviated  through  prior 
operation  of  this  program  administered 
through  the  Office  of  Education. 

The  decision  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  locate  the  Arnold  Engi- 
neering Development  Center  in  Coffee 
County,  Tenn.,  near  TuUahoma.  re- 
sulted in  a  situation  very  critical  to 
the  schools  of  that  area  and  it  has 
been  only  through  the  assistance  pro- 
gram of  aid  to  impacted  school  dis- 
tricts that  a  very  serious  condition  has 
to  a  great  degree  been  relieved.  In  Cof- 
fee and  Franklin  Counties,  where  this 
project  is  situated,  it  has  been  necessary 
to  extend  this  aid  program  to  the  Man- 
chester Tennessee  Board  of  Education 
in  two  instances — this  for  additions  to 
existing  school  plants.    In  TuUahoma, 
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also  in  Coffee  Cotmty,  the  city  board  of 
education  has  found  it  necessary  to  en- 
list Federal  aid  for  the  construction  of 
a  new  elementary  school  building — so 
great  has  been  the  influx  of  new  chil- 
dren and  the  Increase  in  the  school  pop- 
ulation due  to  the  AEDC. 

Also  in  Franklin  County,  in  the  vi- 
cinity of  the  project,  school  officials 
have  found  It  necessary  to  request  aid 
for  additions  to  four  different  elemen- 
tary schools  in  the  district  which  I  am 
honored  to  represent. 

Also  in  the  Fourth  Tennesseee  District 
there  Is  still  another  military  Installa- 
tion which  has  caused  great  hardship 
from  the  Influx  of  additional  school 
pupils.  I  am  referring  to  the  expansion 
of  Stewart  Air  Force  Base  at  Smyrna,  in 
Rutherford  County.  Expansion  of  this 
base  has  necessitated  Rutherford  County 
officials  seeking  aid  for  construction  of 
an  additional  elementary  school  to  house 
the  ixuireased  school  population  at 
Smyrna  and  also  for  additions  to  exist- 
ing plants  In  Smyrna. 

Without  this  program,  these  areas 
would  have  experienced  great  hardship 
and  restrictions  on  their  educational 
programs  through  no  fault  of  their  own. 

I  cannot  urge  too  strongly  that  the 
great  program  be  continued  until  it  is 
safely  considered  that  the  trouble  spots 
have  been  eUmlnat*^  and  the  schools  of 
the  Nation  are  relieved  of  the  great  bur- 
den of  sudden  floods  of  school  children 
due  to  suddenly  Increased  population  In 
defense  areas. 

I  urge  restoration  of  these  funds. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Appropriations  Committee  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  would  de- 
prive a  number  of  communities  in  the 
First  Congressional  District  of  substan- 
tial sums  of  money  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  has  previously 
obligated  itself  to  pay  for  operational 
and  construction  costs  In  education. 

All  of  these  communities  have  reli^ 
on  the  promise  of  the  Government  to 
make  these  funds  available:  to  suddenly 
break  this  promise  appears  to  me  to  be 
offensive  from  a  moral  as  well  as  a  legal 
standpoint. 

President  Eisenhower  in  the  state  of 
the  Union  address  little  more  than  2 
weeks  ago  recognized  this  problem  when 
he  said: 

One  phase  of  the  school  problem  demands 
special  attention.  The  school  population  of 
many  districts  has  been  greatly  Increased 
by  the  swift  growth  of  defense  activities. 
These  activities  have  added  little  or  notlilng 
to  the  tax  resources  of  the  communities 
affected.  Legislation  aiding  construction  of 
schools  in  these  districts  expires  on  June  20. 
This  law  should  be  renewed;  and.  likewise, 
the  partial  payments  for  ctirrent  operating 
expenses  for  these  particular  school  districts 
should  be  made,  including  ths  deficiency 
requirement  of  the  ciurent  fiscal  year. 

And  yet  his  words  apparently  go  xm- 
heeded  on  this  vital  issue  of  education. 
At  a  time  when  so  much  of  our  budget 
goes  for  military  defense  pxirposes  we 
begrudge.  It  seems,  this  comparatively 
modest  financial  support  to  our  first  line 
of  defense:  education. 

It  appears  to  me  that  there  are  better 
places  for  the  cut  of  expenses  than  in 
this  area  of  education.  . 


I  am  fully  in  favor  of  restoring  the 
appropriation  of  $24  million  for  Federal 
aid  to  education.  I  shall  support  every 
measure  to  achieve  this  objective. 

Mr.  DEVERKUX.  Mr.  Chairman, 
many  reasons  have  been  given  for  the 
support  of  the  Scrivner  ameiKlment 
which  provides  for  an  appropriation  of 
$24  million  to  assist  local  governments 
in  federally  impacted  areas  to  provide 
for  the  education  of  the  children  in  those 
areas,  who  through  the  action  of  the 
Federal  Government  have  been  thrust 
upon  the  people  in  those  areas.  One  of 
the  points  that  I  do  not  believe  has  been 
made  quite  clear  is  ttiat  should  we  not 
provide  these  funds,  it  would  then  be- 
come necessary  for  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  come  to  us  and  ask  for  funds 
in  order  to  provide  educational  facilities 
for  the  children  who  are  presently  living 
on  Federal  bases.  It  is  my  firm  convic- 
tion that  the  establishment  of  these 
schools  located  on  Federal  installations 
to  provide  for  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren living  thereon  would  be  much  more 
ooetly  than  the  sum  now  asked  and  pro- 
vided for  in  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLETT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
support  the  Fogarty  amendment.  There 
would  be  chaos  if  the  rules  were  changed 
in  the  middle  of  the  year.  That  would 
be  the  case  if  no  provision  were  made 
for  continued  Federal  financial  assist- 
ance during  the  remainder  of  the  school 
year. 

Programs  were  arranged  in  anticipa- 
tion of  Federal  participation  and  there 
has  been  no  warning  that  it  might  sud- 
denly be  cut  off.  In  many  cases  such 
action  would  be  fatal  to  continued  opera- 
tion. Six  different  school  districts  in 
Alaska,  plus  some  schools  under  direct 
control  of  the  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion, would  be  affected.  The  total  loss  in 
anticipated  revenues  from  the  Federal 
Government  would  be  $165,334.25.  It 
would  be  difficult  and  in  some  instances 
impossible  In  Alaska  to  meet  an  emer- 
gency that  could  not  have  been  foreseen. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  trust  the  amendment 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  It  Is 
indeed  unfortunate  that  the  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Appropriations  Committee  has 
disallowed  the  entire  request  of  $24  mil- 
lion, which  would  provide  funds  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  schools 
located  in  federally  affected  areas  as  pro- 
vided in  Public  Law  847. 

It  is  estimated  that  over  2.000  schools 
receive  assistance  under  this  appropria- 
tion. In  areas  where  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  abnormal  employment — most  of 
which  has  been  concentrated  in  the  com- 
munities in  recent  years  by  reason  of  de- 
fense production — there  are  thousands 
of  children  requiring  education  which 
the  local  government  units  cannot  take 
care  of. 

I  am  very  much  In  favor  of  all  legis- 
lation which  will  economize  and  reduce 
the  cost  of  goverment,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  ecozK)my  to  eliminate  this  appro- 
priation, which  will  provide  an  educa- 
tion for  thousands  of  American  school 
children. 

The  country  resdlzes  that  we  are  un- 
der an  abnormal  economic  situation 
when  our  Qovemment  Is  spending  bil- 
lions toward  defense  production.  *  Dur- 


ing the  last  10  years,  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  families  have  moved  into  areas 
where  they  can  get  employment  at  new 
defense  installatkms  pertaining  to  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Atomic  Energy, 
and  so  forth.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  aid  these  local  com- 
munities in  handling  school  facilities  for 
the  great  number  of  children  that  are 
brought  into  the  community  by  reason 
of  these  Federal  defense  installations. 

I  represent  a  great  industrial  area  in 
the  Calumet  region  in  Indiana  and  dur- 
ing the  last  10  years  our  population  has 
increased  tremendously  because  of  de- 
fense production.  Our  schools,  kinder- 
garten, grade  and  high  schools,  are  over- 
crowded to  such  an  extent  that  a  number 
of  local  communities  cannot  meet  the 
situation  to  provide  adequate  education 
for  this  added  load  of  pupils  and 
students. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  Congressman  Fogaktt  to  re- 
instate this  appropriation,  which  will 
aid  these  communities  to  educate  the 
children  of  defense  workers.  By  appro- 
priating this  money,  I  flrmly  believe  in 
the  long  run  it  is  an  economy  measure 
because  if  thousands  of  American  chil- 
dren are  denied  a  proper  education  it 
would  only  be  a  few  years  until  our  Gov- 
ernment would  realize  its  mistake. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  in  favor  of  the  appropriation  of 
funds  for  schools  In  our  impacted  de- 
fense areas,  and  it  Is  my  hope  and  prayer 
that  this  may  be  provided  for  in  the 
second  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
of  1953. 

The  matter  of  education  for  our  chil- 
dren is  of  utmost  importance  to  each  of 
us.  and  I  believe  we  all  agree  that  the 
problem  of  adequate  educational  facili- 
ties in  these  defense  areas  is  a  serious 
one.  I  have  such  an  area  in  my  own 
district.  The  Mathieson  Chemical  Corp. 
at  Morgantown.  W.  Va.,  is  now  employ- 
ing over  1.000  defense  workers  in  the 
Morgantown  ordnance  works,  qwned  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army.  There  is 
a  marked  increase  in  the  population  iu 
the  Monongalia  County  area  and.  natu- 
rally, the  enrollment  in  the  schools  has 
been  increased.  The  schools  are  greatly 
overcrowded  and  there  are  not  sufficient 
facilities  to  accommodate  the  students. 
In  some  instances  it  has  been  necessary 
to  transport  children  from  their  home 
communities  to  school  buildings  wliere 
facilities  had  to  be  improvised. 

It  is  my  feeling  that  we  are  obligated 
to  grant  this  allocation  for  the  expan- 
sion of  the  school  facilities  in  the  defense 
areas.  President  Trxmian  signed  the 
measure  during  the  82d  Congress  which 
provided  for  maintenance  and  operation 
of  school  facilities  in  these  areas,  and 
this  was  also  stipulated  by  President 
Elsenhower  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message  a  few  weeks  ago. 

Yes.  I  believe  this  is  an  obligation 
which  this  Congress  must  assume,  and  I 
am  in  favor  of  it  for  all  such  defense 
areas  in  the  whole  United  States. 

Mr.  METCAIF.  Mr.  Chairman,  Just 
as  many  other  school  districts  around 
the  Nation  have  been  affected  by  Fed- 
eral activities  in  their  area,  nine  school 
districts  in  Montana  are  affected.  If 
this  amendment  is  not  adopted,  these 
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Mftitana  school  districts  will  lose  more 
than  $100,000. 

Districts  which  stand  to  lose  and  the 
amounts  involved  include: 

Dljtrlct  No.  6,  Columbia  PallB $36,  627 

IHstrlct  No.  1,  Glasgow 6.  764 

District  No.  1.  Great  Falls 33, 329 

DUtrict  No.  21.  Fort  Peck 12.942 

District  No.  13.  Nashua 1.  883 

District  No.  7.  Gardiner 4.  372 

District  No.  3.  Hamilton . 2,318 

DUtrict  No.  33,  Helena 3,  104 

District  No.  60.  Evergreen-KallspeU-  1, 127 

It  is  gratifying  that  some  of  the  gen- 
tlemen who  have  participated  in  this 
discussion  are  becoming  aware  of  the 
effect  of  Federal  ownership  in  their  dis- 
tricts. We  in  the  West  have  had  such 
a  condition  confronting  us  for  many 
years. 

Two-fifths  of  Montana  is  nontax- 
paying  public  land.  In  some  districts 
the  Federal  Government  owns  over  90 
percent  of  tJie  land  and  this  Is  not  some- 
thing new.  For  years  Montana  has  had 
Federal  forest  lands  and  Indian  reser- 
vations, the  former  cutting  into  the 
amount  of  land  on  the  tax  rolls,  the  lat- 
ter placing  an  added  burden  on  school 
facilities.  Unlike  Federal  projects  in 
some  States,  these  forest  lands  and 
Indian  reservations  do  not  bring  in 
additional  homes,  pasnroUs,  and  incomes 
to  broaden  the  tax  base. 

But  I  disagree  with  some  of  my  col- 
leagues that  the  answer  to  this  is  to 
discontinue  these  needed  activities. 
We.  in  Montana,  do  not  want  to  elimi- 
nate the  Forest  Service.  We  would  not 
allow  Glacier  National  Park  to  pass 
from  control  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  all  the  people. 

The  real  solution  is  as  proposed  In  the 
Fogarty  amendment,  to  make  adequate 
payment,  in  lieu  of  taxes,  for  loss  to  the 
school  districts  by  tax-free  activities  of 
the  Federal  Government.  This  money 
which  the  Congress  promised  last  year 
aheady  has  been  budgeted  by  these 
school  districts  in  the  State  of  Montana. 
These  districts  are  taxed  to  their  consti- 
tutional limits  and  have  been  aided  by 
the  Stat-  to  statutory  limits  £ind  they 
still  must  have  this  assistance  to  remain 
open  for  the  balance  of  the  school  year. 

Mr.  SMALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
basically  committed  to,  and  support,  re- 
duction in  Government  expenditures  and 
balancing  the  budget.  However,  in  con- 
nection with  the  debate  on  taking  out 
of  the  second  supplemental  appropria- 
tion bill  the  item  for  Federal  aid  to 
schools.  I  voted  for  the  Scrivner  amend- 
ment to  restore  $20,500,000  for  this  pur- 
pose. My  vote  is  based  on  conditions 
which  pertain  to  southern  Maryland, 
where  we  have  some  of  the  most  highly 
impacted  and  critical  areas.  The  Fed- 
eral Government  has  taken  thousands  of 
acres  of  our  groimd,  causing  a  heavy  loss 
in  tax  revenue.  At  the  same  time  we 
are  confronted  with  a  continuing  heavy 
influx  of  population  coincidental  with 
the  expansion  of  Federal  projects  and 
installations  in  this  area.  This  increase 
in  population  adds  to  the  overburdening 
of  our  already  crowded  school  system. 

While  I  am  for  economy.  I  think  it 
would  be  wrong  to  start  with  our  schools 
and  our  school  children.  For  these 
reasons  I  have  voted  to  restore  this  item 
for  aid  to  schools. 


Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  express  to  the  far- 
sighted  Members  of  the  House  my  deep- 
est appreciation  for  their  help  in  getting 
the  $20.4  million  put  back  in  the  appro- 
priation bill. 

While  these  funds  to  aid  schools  in  the 
federally  impacted  areas  are  not  pork 
barrel  or  handout  funds,  it  seems  that 
very  often  it  is  necessary  to  stage  a  floor 
fight  to  get  them  restored  after  they  have 
been  left  out  by  the  committee.  This 
should  not  be  necessary. 

These  funds  for  maintenance  and  op- 
eration and  construction  of  school  facili- 
ties should  be  provided  automatically  on 
a  permanent  basis,  because  it  is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Federal  Government 
to  the  communities  affected  and  to  the 
people  of  these  communities. 

This  responsibility  should  be  accepted 
by  the  Federal  Government  and  dis- 
charged by  providing  the  necessary  funds 
for  this  purpose.  I  am  hopeful  that  the 
committee  will  not  again  indulge  in  this 
form  of  false  economy,  but  in  making  re- 
trenchments will  do  so  where  justified, 
in  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  listened  with  much  interest  to  the 
debate  on  this  bill.  Also,  I  am  aware  of 
the  need  for  some  money  for  the  opera- 
tion of  school  districts  that  have  been 
shouldered  with  responsibilities  which 
they  cannot  bear.  These  responsibilities 
have  come  from  the  impact  of  service 
personnel  who  have  come  in  large  num- 
bers to  new  or  to  expanded  military  posts 
df  the  Army,  Air  Force,  and  the  Navy. 

We  should  provide  these  districts  with 
money  so  they  may  give  education  to  the 
children  of  our  service  personnel.  In 
several  cases  that  I  have  in  mind  in  my 
present  congressional  district — eleventh 
of  California — and  in  my  former  con- 
gressional district — third  of  California — 
the  school  district  did  not  have  the  tax- 
ing power  or  the  bonding  capacity  to 
raise  the  money  necessary  to  expand  its 
facilities  to  take  care  of  the  new  stu- 
dents who  wished  to  attend  the  schools. 
Neither  has  the  State  of  California  the 
money  to  pay  for  all  the  situations 
created  in  our  State  by  the  rapid  influx 
of  service  personnel  and  the  expansion 
of  them.  To  understand  the  problem 
one  must  have  studied  and  examined  it, 
as  I  have  in  the  area  around  Stockton. 
Fairfield.  North  Sacramento.  Benecia. 
Vacaville,  and  Vallejo,  Calif. 

To  me  the  Scrivner  amendment  is  a 
sensible  effort  to  take  care  of  the  educa- 
tional requirements  caused  by  the  influx 
of  service  personnel  into  area/where  the 
schools  are  already  crowded.  If  the 
Scrivner  amendment  is  not  passed  I 
favor,  the  Fogarty  amendment,  which 
gives  the  schools  several  millions  less. 
Either  amendment  will  help  relieve  a  dis- 
tressing situation  and  be  helpful  to  the 
children  who  may  be  the  victims  of  a  bad 
situation.  My  vote  will  go  for  the  Scriv- 
ener amendment  and  if  it  is  not  passed 
then  for  the  Fogarty  amendment. 

Mr.  BOYKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  during 
the  war  period  and  since.  It  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  Mobile  schools 
to  operate  without  the  help  received  from 
the  Federal  Government  through  the 
Lanham  Act  funds  and  Public  Laws  815 
and  874.  Before  the  war.  the  enrollment 
in  Mobile  County  Public  Schools  was 


24.000,  whereas  now  the  enrollment  is 
43,000.  A  recent  survey  of  school  popu- 
lation seems  to  suggest  that  their  school 
enrollment  will  be  approximately  53.000 
by  September  1.  1955.  This  will  neces- 
sitate the  construction  of  more  than  300 
additional  classrooms  in  addition  to  all 
the  building  projects  now  unden  way, 
made  possible  in  most  instances  by  Fed- 
eral funds.  During  the  past  year  the 
Mobile  school  system  has  received  ap- 
proximately $3  million  for  school  build- 
ing purposes  from  Federal  sources. 
They  need,  in  addition,  by  1955  a  mini- 
mum of  $4  million  to  complete  the  needed 
construction,  if  double  sessions  are  to 
be  averted.  Local  funds  for  capital  out- 
lay purposes  are  very  limited.  They 
have  recently  borrowed  $1*^4  million  for 
capital  outlay  purposes  based  on  the  ex- 
tension of  their  three  mill  county  and 
three  mill  district  taxes.  Their  total 
borrowing  capacity  for  such  purposes  is 
exhausted  except  for  a  million  and  a 
quarter  dollars.  This  means  that  at 
least  $2^4  million  between  now  and  1953 
will  have  to  come  from  other  sources. 
All  of  the  above  facts  indicate  that  It 
is  absolutely  Impossible  for  Mobile 
schools  to  meet  their  growing  needs 
without  a  continuation  of  Federal  aid. 
Most  of  the  increase  in  school  popula- 
tion in  Mobile  County  has  been  brought 
about  by  the  impact  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's activities  and  projects  within 
the  county.  Without  the  $3  million  al- 
ready received,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
a  large  number  of  the  schools  in  Mobile 
County  to  operate  next  year  on  double 
sessions.  They  have  never  been  able  to 
eliminate  double  sessions  completely 
since  the  beginning  of  World  War  n. 

I  urge  the  passage  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  YORTY  Mr.  Chairman,  we  all 
want  to  reduce  expenditures  but  In  doing 
so  surely  we  do  not  want  to  repudiate 
obligations  incurred  by  us  pursuant  to 
laws  which  we  ourselves  enacted.  Surely 
we  do  not  want  to  deprive  American  chil- 
dren of  educational  opportunities  to 
which  they  are  legally  entitled  by  virtue 
cf  Federal  law.  If  this  Congress  did  not 
intend  to  appropriate  the  necessary 
funds  to  cp.-i-y  out  the  program  of  aid 
to  federally  impacted  school  districts  it 
should  not  have  authorized  the  program 
in  the  first  place.  But  we  did  authorize 
the  program.  We  did  promise  help  to 
schools  impacted  by  Federal  activities. 
Now,  to  make  a  political  economy  gesture 
we  are  threatening  to  deprive  many  chil- 
dren of  proper  education.  The  appro- 
priation before  us  will  not  affect  the  total 
of  Federal  expenditure  very  much.  It 
will,  however,  have  a  deflnlte  effect  on 
families  and  faculties  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  great  land. 
Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  as  obligated  to 
make  this  appropriation  as  we  are  to 
appropriate  funds  to  pay  interest  on 
Government  bonds.  We  have  a  legal 
obligation  to  make  these  payments — 
and  a  moral  one  as  well.  I  liope  this 
appropriation  will  be  made  and  the 
honor  of  this  Congress  upheld.  We  must 
keep  faith  with  the  children  whose 
schools  are  depending  upon  us  for  assist- 
ance which  we  promised  to  give  them. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  support 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarty  1.  and 
wish  to  point  out  a  serious  situation 
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which  exists  In  my  own  district.  Unfor- 
tunately Public  Laws  815  and  874  are  not 
broad  enough  to  take  care  of  the  situa- 
tion to  which  I  shall  refer. 

Perhaps  every  Member  of  this  House 
is  generally  familiar  with  the  great  Fort 
Bragg  military  establishment  located  in 
North  Carolina.  Since  1918  the  Federal 
Government  has  appropriated  for  this 
military  Installation  approximately  $390 
million.  In  1918  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment initiated  this  camp.  It  was  at  that 
time  that  the  financial  problems  of  Hoke 
County,  in  my  district,  began.  It  was  in 
1918  that  the  Federal  Government  moved 
into  Hoke  County  and  took  102.000  acres 
of  fertile  Hoke  County  soil  land  for  the 
establishment  of  Fort  Bragg.  This  rep- 
resented approximately  one-third  of  the 
land  area  of  the  county  at  that  time. 

Since  1918  the  Federal  Government 
has  held  title  to  these  102,000  acres  in 
Hoke  County,  N.  C.  and  the  county  unit 
of  government  has  lost  approximately 
$435,000  in  public  revenues  as  a  result  of 
this  Federal  holding.  The  public  school 
needs  of  the  county  have  increased  gen- 
erally in  proportion  as  they  have  in  other 
sections  of  North  Carolina  and  the  coun- 
try. Unfortunately  only  a  very  few  of 
the  Army  penionnel  live  In  Hoke  Coimty 
and  for  that  reasoc  we  are  told  Hoke 
County  has  b(^en  unable  to  fully  qualify. 
I  contend,  however,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
perhaps  there  is  a  more  serious  military 
impact  on  Hoke  County  than  any  of  the 
other  situations  that  may  exist  in  the 
country. 

Hoke  County  now  has  a  heavy  bonded 
school  indebtedness.  This  bonded  in- 
debtedness amounts  to  $293,000.  In  ad- 
dition, the  county  is  supplementing  in 
the  amount  of  $82,000  State  funds  for  Its 
county  school  system.  While  these  fig- 
ures may  not  be  large  as  compared  to 
other  areas  In  the  coimtry.  I  insist  that 
It  Is  a  very  heavy  load  on  a  county  that 
has  a  civilian  population  of  only  15,000 
people  and  an  aimual  budget  of  $250,900 
for  its  normal  operations. 

It  was  not  tintU  March  1952  that  Hoke 
County  was  able  to  receive  any  consider- 
ation from  the  Federal  Government  to 
help  carry  along  the  educational  load  in 
this  impact4>d  military  area.  The 
amount  granted  during  1952  was  only 
$1,630.  a  moKt  insignificant  sum  when 
one  stops  to  consider  the  fact  that  the 
county  lost  approximately  one-third  of 
its  taxable  land  area  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment for  the  establishment  of  Port 
Bragg. 

What  I  have  previously  stated,  of 
course.  Is  serious.  I  now  point  up  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  most  serious  dilemma 
ever  to  face  a  county  unit  of  government 
in  North  Carolina.  The  Defense  Estab- 
lishment now  proposes  to  move  into  Hoke 
County  again  under  Public  Laws  155  and 
534  of  the  82d  Congress  and  acquire 
46,000  acres  of  land  under  a  military 
expansion  program. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  that  I 
have  supported  our  military  program. 
I  do  feel,  however,  that  in  this  instance 
the  Defense  Establishment  must  take 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  If  they 
move  in  and  by  ctmdemnation  Insist  on 
taking  46.000  additional  acres  of  land, 
over  one-half  of  the  remaining  land  area 
of  Hoke  Coimty  will  be  under  the  control 


of  the  Federal  Government,  a  unit  of 
government  will  be  destroyed.  This 
46.000  additional  acres  of  land  that  the 
Defense  Establishment  proposes  to  take 
over  represents  some  of  the  richest  and 
most  productive  farming  land  in  our 
State. 

With  all  of  the  force  at  my  command  I 
Insist  that  the  very  existence  of  the 
county  is  threatened  If  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment insists  on  taking  this  land  and 
without  giving  something  in  return. 

I  insist  that  this  is  not  a  problem  that 
should  be  borne  by  the  State  of  North 
Carolina. 

I  contend,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  if  the 
proposed  program  of  the  military  is 
carried  out  It  will  represent  the  most 
serious  military  Impacts  upon  a  unit  of 
government  to  be  found  in  the  country. 

It  is  the  feeling  of  the  citizens  of  Hoke 
County,  those  people  close  to  the  situa- 
tion that  other  and  suitable  land  area 
is  available.  I  shall  continue  to  insist 
that  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of  Hoke 
County  be  protected. 

Finally.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  cast  my 
vote  with  what  I  expect  to  be  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  House  in  sup- 
porting the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Fogarty].  But  I  do  want  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  what  the  defense 
establishment  is  thinking  about  con- 
cerning a  county  in  my  own  district.  The 
proper  committees  of  this  Congress  must 
take  note  of  this  and  other  areas  where 
the  military  is  moving  in  and  creating 
most  serious  situations. 

Mr.  MOSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  California 
has  historically  provided  a  high  stand- 
ard in  all  Its  public  schools.  We  have 
been  one  of  the  leaders  in  this  Nation 
in  providing  a  truly  American  standard 
of  education  for  all  of  our  young  men  and 
women  from  the  kindergarten  through 
the  Junior-college  grades — a  free  educa- 
tion in  every  sense  of  the  word. 

During  the  past  6  years  the  voters  of 
California  have  increased  almost  100 
percent  the  amount  of  fimds  which  the 
State  contributes  to  the  support  of  the 
public  schools  of  California.  At  the  pres- 
ent time  we  provide  approximately  $200 
in  State  funds  for  every  student  in  aver- 
age daily  attendance  in  the  elementary 
grades.  We  provided  approximately  $250 
for  every  student  in  average  daily  at- 
tendance in  the  jimior  colleges  and  high 
schools  of  our  State. 

Additionally.  Mr.  Chairman,  voters  in 
my  State  have  approved  in  the  past  5 
years  bond  issues  totaling  $430  million 
for  construction  of  school  buildings  in 
impacted  areas.  This  assistance  from 
the  State  is  outside  the  regular  and 
usual  procedures  for  the  local  bonding 
of  school  districts  to  meet  construction 
needs. 

The  report  of  the  subcommittee  on 
page  17  states: 

Testimony  and  reports  received  by  the 
committee  leave  no  doubt  that  tbere  are  a 
very  great  many  casea  where  these  funds 
go  to  school  districts  where  It  Is  obvious  that 
local  income  could  care  for  the  situation. 

That  Is  not  the  case.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
California. 

Our  school  districts  are  permitted  by 
law  to  levy  a  maximum  tax  rate  for  local 
contribution  to  the  operation  of  the 


schools  a  rate  of  90  cents  per  $100  value 
at  the  elementary  level.  75  cents  for  high 
schools,  35  cents  for  Junior  coUeges,  a 
total  rate  in  the  unified  districts  of  $2 
per  $100  for  school  support.  Practically 
every  district  in  California  today  levies 
that  maximum  rate  of  tax  and  many, 
many  of  the  districts,  by  special  vote  of 
the  people,  are  now  levying  taxes  in  ex- 
cess of  the  maximums  permissible  by 
law. 

We  have  over  2  million  youngsters  at- 
tending our  schools.  Of  this  total  of 
2  million,  500,638  are  in  attendance  at 
schools  having  pupils  affected  by  the 
provision  of  PubUc  Law  874. 

If  we  withhold  this  money  from  the 
States  we  in  California  are  going  to  be 
forced  to  accept  a  lessening  of  the  qual- 
ity of  education  given  our  youngsters, 
because  our  schools  are  operating  under 
a  budget  predicated  upon  a  Federal  con- 
tribution to  help  underwrite  the  loss  of, 
or  absence  of,  local  tax  base  because  of 
defense  installations.  From  15,000  to  20,- 
000  children  in  attendance  at  schools  on 
military  bases  are  going  to  be  denied  an 
educational  program.  It  Is  quite  possible 
that  additional  thousands  in  attendance 
at  schools  deriving  anywhere  from  2  to 
46  percent  of  their  budget  imder  the 
provision  of  PubUc  Law  874  will  also  be 
denied  an  educational  opportunity,  be- 
cause the  loss  of  fimds  will  result  in 
early  termination  of  the  semester.  If 
funds  available  do  not  permit  170  days 
of  school,  those  districts  under  the  pro- 
vision of  the  California  school  law  will 
be  denied  State  contribution,  because 
only  those  districts  having  170  days  of 
school  receive  their  State  apportionment. 

I  am  supporting  the  amendmrat  be- 
cause there  is  no  way  under  the  Cali- 
fornia law,  and  I  am  certain  luider  our 
State  constitution,  for  the  school  district 
to  go  back  and  raise  at  the  local  level 
the  funds  they  had  planned  on  receiv- 
ing from  the  Federal  Government. 

It  Is  my  opinion,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
the  districts  in  making  their  budget  had 
solid  reasons  for  ajwiiming  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  would  go  through  with 
commitments  which  were  certainly  im- 
plied. I  realize  fully  the  desire  on  the 
part  of  every  Member  of  the  Congress  to 
bring  about  economies  in  the  Federal 
Government,  but  economies  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  young  men  and  women  of 
America  are  not  the  ones  I  subscribe  to. 

I  urge  this  House  to  adopt  this  amend- 
ment, to  acknowledge  a  responsibility  on 
the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
assist  in  those  areas  of  the  Nation  which 
are  overly  burdened  as  a  result  of  the 
defense  activities  now  undertaken  by 
the  Federal  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  for  debate 
on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  FOGARTY'.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  again 
read  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  lir.  Fooastt  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Southzb:  Strike 
out  "$24  mlUlan"  and  Insert  "$30,600,000.'* 
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The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a 
divlskm  (demanded  by  Mr.  Foqaett) 
there  were — ayes  197.  noes  18, 

So  tbe  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  acreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs 
on  the  amendment  as  amended. 

Tbe  question  was  taken:  and  on  a 
diTision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Busbkt) 
Xiicte  were — ayes  199,  noes  37. 

So  the  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BAII£Yk  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Batlet  :  On  page 
7,  after  line  7,  after  "SocUl  Security  Agency", 
Ineort  under  the  oaptlon  of  Ofllce  of  educa- 
tion: no  furtber  Implement  Public  Law  B16 
of  tbe  Silt  Congreu  to  provide  funds  for 
cupervlalon  of  construction,  •llS.CHX)." 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sin- 
cerely hope  It  will  not  require  much 
time  for  me  to  oonrlnce  the  Members 
of  the  House  that  here  Is  a  matter  that 
must  be  adjusted.  A  oompanlon  law  to 
PuMlo  Law  874  was  PubUc  Law  819, 
which  provided  construction  money  for 
the  construction  of  school  facilities  in 
the  several  Impacted  school  districts. 

During  the  fiscal  year  1950  the  Budget 
Biueau  and  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee saw  fit  to  provide  $185  million  of 
construction  money  and  In  providing 
that  amount  of  money  they  authorized 
$750,000  out  of  the  $135  mUllon  to  be 
used  as  supervisory  funds  to  be  trans- 
ferred by  the  Office  of  Education  to 
General  Services  to  pay  for  the  super- 
vising of  the  construction  of  these  school 
fadllUes. 

The  Congress  came  along  in  July,  a 
day  or  two  before  the  83d  Congress  re- 
cessed, and  added  $80  million.  The  Sen- 
ate cut  the  amount  down  to  $80  million 
of  additional  construction  money,  but 
made  no  provision  for  the  transfer  of 
any  funds  fnxn  the  Office  of  Education 
to  General  Services  to  cover  the  cost  of 
supervising  the  construction  of  these 
school  facilities. 

This  amendment  Is  a  simple  provi- 
sion whereby  the  Office  of  Education 
ean  transfer  funds  already  in  Its  hands. 
It  Is  not  going  to  cost  the  taxpayers  any 
additional  money.  We  Just  want  them 
to  have  authority  to  transfer  from  funds 
provided  under  Public  Law  815  for  con- 
struction purposes  $145,000  which  will 
be  transferred  to  General  Services  to 
cover  the  cost  of  the  inspectors  who  in- 
spect these  approximately  700  or  more 
sch(X>I  facilities  now  under  construction. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  before  me  a 
statement  as  to  the  ntimber  of  proj- 
ects under  construction  at  the  present 
time  and  I  want  to  give  you  an  idea  of 
what  we  will  be  up  against  by  the  end 
of  the  year  on  this  proposition.  As  of 
the  present  time  there  are  875  projects 
under  eonstructlon.  By  the  end  of  the 
second  quarter  of  this  luresent  fiscal  year 
there  will  be  1,234  projects  under  con- 
struction, toy  the  end  of  the  third  quar- 
ter. 1.258.  and  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year.  1,263  projects  under  construction. 
May  I  say  that  the  Ccmimittee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor  did  not  want  the  Office 
xA  Education  to  go  into  the  business  of 
setting  up  a  costly  inspection  service 
and  the  hiring  of  engineers  at  a  tre- 
mendoas  rate  of  salary  to  do  this  work. 


so  we  provided  In  Public  Law  816 — and 
I  would  like  to  quote  from  It  on  page  9, 
s:ctlon  ao»— that— 

IB  carrying  out  hta  fuaetlona  under  thle 
title,  the  CooHnlaBloncr  of  BducaUon  may 
utillae  the  faclUtiea  and  aervloea  of  any  Fed- 
eral department  or  agency  and  may  delegate 
tlie  performance  of  ax>y  of  bis  functiona  to 
any  officer  or  employee  of  any  Federal  de- 
partment or  agency. 

All  this  Will  enable  them  to  transfer 
the  money  from  the  Office  of  Education 
to  the  General  Services  to  recompense 
them  for  services  rendered.  I  sincerly 
hope,  without  any  debate  or  any  further 
discussion  of  this  matter,  that  the  House 
Will  see  fit  to  make  these  funds  available. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  wUl 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  me  how  many  projects  are  under 
construction  in  the  State  of  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  do  not  have  it  broken 
down  for  the  States;  I  just  have  it  for 
tbe  Nation. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  call  attention  to  page 
296  of  the  hearings  aiKl  also  page  15  of 
the  committee  report  The  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency  came  t)efore  the 
committee  and  not  only  asked  for  $144,- 
000  as  a  su];>plemental  amount  for  fiscal 
year  1953.  but  they  also  asked  for  over 
$1  milhon  for  1954  and  1955. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  C^hairman.  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.    Briefly. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  May  I  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  that  the  Office  of 
Education  had  no  business  to  ask  for  any 
fimds  running  beyond  Uie  30th  day  of 
June  because  Public  Law  815.  unless  it  is 
reenacted  by  this  Congress,  will  be  dead 
the  30th  day  of  June,  and  that  $145,000 
is  all  they  need.  They  have  no  business 
to  project  It  into  a  future  date. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  for  concurring  that 
much  with  the  committee. 

Bfr.  BAILEY.  I  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  On  page  29<J,  you  will 
see  a  table  which  contains  a  breakdown 
of  the  staff  for  which  they  want  these 
funds. 

They  have  already  received  $750,000, 
and  we  think  that  is  sufficient.  In  the 
table  you  will  see.  item  by  item,  how  they 
would  spend  $894,000  if  we  would  b^ve 
them  an  additional  $144,000. 

Division  of  law,  1.7  man-years. 

Division  of  community  facilities  and  spe- 
cial operations,  10.7  man-years. 

DlTlslon  of  field  coordination.  1.5  man- 
years. 

Division  of  administration,  budget  and  or- 
ganization. a.6  man-years. 

Finance  and  accounts,  S.0  man-years. 

Personnel.  2.4  man-years. 

Oeneral  Services,  fl.l  man-years. 

Audit.  1.2  man-years. 

There  is  additional  adminlFlj-ative 
overhead  I  will  not  bother  reading.  A 
little  further  in  the  table,  you  wui  find 
that  the  man-years  requested  for  engi- 
neering, which  is  the  real  heart  of  this 
work,  total  only  64.1,  which  compares 
with  a  total  of  6&J  for  all  these  other 
side  activities. 


There  mtist  be  a  little  economy  in  this 
budget.  We  cannot  afford  the  luxury  of 
a  big  overhead  of  experts  in  personnel, 
budget,  finance,  organisation,  suid  so 
forth,  in  a  program  of  this  kind. 

Engineering  is  the  chief  function  of 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 
in  assisting  the  Office  of  Education  on 
the  school-construction  program.  There 
has  been  erK>ugh  money  already  appro- 
priated to  carry  out  that  function. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chah-man.  will  tbe 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  May  I  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  I  am  heartily  In  agreement 
with  the  committee  In  that  they  have  no 
business  to  project  ansrthing  into  their 
request  for  appropriations  beyond  the 
$145,000  because  that  Is  needed  to  com- 
plete this  year.  The  legislation  may  be 
dead  on  June  30  if  we  do  not  reenact  It. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Can  the  gentleman 
give  us  any  assurance  that  the  legisla- 
tion will  die  on  June  90? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  cannot,  because  I  can- 
not speak  for  the  entire  Education  Com- 
mittee, but  it  was  the  Intention  to  let 
it  die  on  June  30.  if  you  do  not  keep  on 
building   atomic-energy  installations. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Is  there  anything  to 
show  anywhere  that  they  need  this 
money  to  carry  on  this  program  the  rest 
of  this  year? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Nothing  at  all.  There 
Is  no  justification  for  it  at  all. 

Before  closing  my  remarks,  I  will  read 
the  last  sentence  of  page  15  of  our  report: 

None  of  the  reduction  mf«de  in  this  item 
Is  to  be  applied  to  reduce  the  engineering 
personnel  or  the  fund*  for  the  travel  of  sucb 
personel  budgeted  for  this  activity. 

So  there  is  ample  provision  for  the 
engineerinR  work  needed  to  do  the  Job. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
CHiairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  crhalrman.  in  view  of  the  vote  on 

the  previous  amendment,  my  purpose  is 
now  to  again  pledge  allegiance  to  the 
Republican  President  and  his  adminis- 
tration and  support  to  all  the  legislation 
which  he  or  his  advisers  may  send  down, 
whenever  I  think  it  Is  good  legislation. 

It  was  a  touching  tribute  the  minority 
paid  to  the  President  a  few  days  ago. 
Our  Democratic  colleagues,  ever  delight- 
ful and  helpful.  If  I  understood  them  cor- 
rectly when  we  had  H.  R.  1979  before  us, 
stated  that  they  were  going  along  with 
the  grant  of  legislative  power  to  the 
President: 

We  will  balance  the  budget,  we  wlU  have 
economy.     We  wlU  have  a  balanced  budget. 

When  H.  R.  1979  was  voted  upon  there 
were  only  5  in  the  House.  16  in  the  Sen- 
ate, that  disagreed  with  the  Idea,  that 
if  President  Roosevelt  and  President 
Truman  had  something,  President  Ike 
ought  to  have  it  I  suppose  that  if  those 
two  Presidents  had  had  the  smallpox,  it 
would  still  be  argued  that  President  Ike 
ought  to  have  it.  because  they  could  not 
do  anything  less  for  him  than  what  they 
did  for  the  other  two  Presidents. 
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Our  Democratic  colleagues  and  more 
especially  the  New  Deal  socialistic  com- 
mentators are  getting  a  lot  of  pleasure 
out  of  the  fact  that  some  of  the  news- 
paper boys  say  we  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
are  in  disagreement.  Oh,  yes.  we  have 
all  agreed  we  must  reduce  taxes  and  bal- 
ance the  budget.  But  which  shall  we  do 
first?  Balance  the  budget?  That  is  the 
administration  standpoint  if  I  correctly 
hear  the  story,  if  I  get  it  correctly  from 
the  newspapers.  That  is  what  the  Presi- 
dent proposes  we  should  do. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  liiichlgan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCXDRMACirK.  Just  one  thing 
else,  smd  have  a  greater  national  defense 
with  less  money. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Oh,  we 
will  get  that  in  spite  of  the  road  blocks 
that  may  be  thrown  in  our  way. 

The  Commltt;ee  on  Oovemment  Oper- 
ations is  well  on  its  way  toward  cutting 
the  unnecessary  fat  out  of  the  demands 
for  military  appropriations  as  well  as 
cooperating  with  certain  department 
heads  who  are  determined  to  trim  un- 
necessary spending  money  from  appro- 
priation bills  oi  all  kinds. 

The  President  sajrs  balance  the  budget 
before  we  cut  taxes.  Our  distinguished 
colleague  from  New  York  has  served 
many,  many  years  on  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee.  Before  that  service, 
he  was  a  successful  businessman.  He 
has  listened  to  the  scare  stories  and  the 
tales  told  by  the  spokesmen  for  the  last 
two  administrations,  which,  following 
the  advice  of  Harry  Hopkins  "to  tax  and 
tax,  spend  and  spend,  and  elect  and 
elect" — I  hope  that  is  a  correct  quota- 
tion— have  been  frightening  the  Con- 
gress as  well  as  the  people  into  a  ruinous, 
spending,  wasting,  giveaway  program. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  says — 
and  it  seems  like  good  sense — that  we 
can  stop  spending,  get  out  of  the  red  and 
into  the  black,  if  we  will  just  refuse  to 
pick  the  taxpayers'  pockets  to  give  the 
spenders  the  money  to  spend. 

It  is  hardly  fair  either  to  the  taxpayers 
or  the  spenders  to  keep  the  dollars  roll- 
ing in.  have  money  on  hand,  and  expect 
either  the  spenders,  the  wasters,  or  the 
giveaway  boys  to  keep  their  hands  out 
of  the  barrel  which  has  reachable  dollars 
in  it. 

One  thing  is  sure.  If  they  do  not  have 
the  money  and  cannot  borrow  it,  they 
will  not  be  able  to  spend  it. 

Do  I  hear  one  say.  "Yes,  but  if  they 
use  social  security  money  or  other  trust 
funds  for  everyday  expenses,  the  debt 
will  continue  to  increase." 

Well,  now,  that  may  be  true.  I,  have 
no  doubt  it  is.  But  if  it  is  necessary  why 
not  tell  them  to  keep  their  Itchy  fingers 
off  the  trust  funds?  I  am  sure  that  the 
present  administration  has  no  thought 
of  doing  otherwise. 

And,  again,  our  New  Deal-Democratic 
friends  have  long  been  telling  us  that 
the  size  of  the  Federal  debt  is  not  of 
much  account.  That  I  do  not  believe.  I 
do  think  the  taxpayers  are  entitled  to 
relief.  I  do  believe  that  the  spending  of 
these  hang-over  boys  who  are  still  en- 
trenched in  Government  Jobs  will  be 
greatly  cramped  if  there  are  no  funds 
available. 


But  as  for  our  Democratic  and  New 
Deal  friends  on  the  oUier  side  of  the 
aisle  going  along  with  either  an  attempt 
to  lower  taxes  or  to  lessen  appropriations, 
in  my  judgment,  they  will  not  go  along 
with  either  one  of  the  President's  pro- 
posals. They  will  not  go  along  to  cut 
taxes.  They  will  not  go  along  to  balance 
the  budget  whenever  it  is  necessary  to 
trim  an  appropriation  bill.  Oh,  you  pro- 
fess to  like  the  remedies  proposed  but 
you  will  not  take  them.  Now.  if  you  want 
to  balance  the  budget,  here  is  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  a  cut  on  a  bill  where  you 
do  not  need  the  money,  where  it  Is  al- 
ready there  unspent,  some  $34  million, 
if  I  read  the  record  correctly.  You  will 
not  go  along  with  a  real  attempt  to  bal- 
ance the  appropriations  with  the  income 
and  so  balance  the  books.  • 

But.  oh.  no.  you  want  to  put  In  some 
more,  and  you  did.  It  just  shows  how 
you  go  along  with  the  President.  You 
would  not  go  one -eighth  of  an  inch  un- 
less you  thought  there  was  some  political 
advantage  in  It.  And  I  am  not  question- 
ing your  motives.  You  seem  to  think 
that  spending  is  the  just  highway  to 
economic  security  and  incidentally  just 
to  a  return  to  power  in  1955.  Let  us 
lower  the  tax  burden,  cut  expenditures 
now. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word.  Mr.  Cliair- 
man.  here  is  a  fair  example  of  an  agency 
of  the  Oovemment  which  has  come  be- 
fore the  Congress  and  asked  for  supple- 
mental fvmds  which  are  not  needed  or 
justified  at  this  time.  Why.  this  agency 
even  asks  us  to  appropriate  over  a  mil- 
lion dollars  to  be  expended  in  1954  and 
1955.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  this 
is  the  very  thing  that  has  been  going 
on  for  the  past  20  years.  We  appro- 
priate money  for  the  agencies  of  Oovem- 
ment and  on  many  occasions  we  have 
reduced  their  requests  for  appropria- 
tions, but  they  continue  to  spend  as  if 
they  had  every  dime  they  had  asked  for. 
Then  they  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
coming  up  to  the  Congress  again  when 
they  run  out  of  money,  asking  for  every- 
thing that  Congress  cut  out  and  more 
too  in  many  instances.  They  have  been 
getting  it  altogether  too  often.  If  we 
are  going  to  make  an  about-face  and 
cut  out  this  wasteful  unnecessary  spend- 
ing of  the  taxpayers'  money,  right  now 
Is  the  best  time  to  start.  I  am  going  to 
be  one,  and  I  hope  the  majority  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  will  help  us  scruti- 
nize every  request  that  is  made  not  only 
in  the  general  appropriation  bills  but 
also  in  such  supplemental  appropriation 
bills  as  this,  and  do  the  Job  that  we 
promised  the  American  people  we  would 
do.  I  hope  we  will  stand  the  acid  test. 
The  truth  of  the  matter  in  this  Instance 
Instead  of  allowing  the  $144,000  that  is 
requested  by  this  amendment,  we  wotdd 
be  perfectly  justified,  according  to  the 
testimony  which  was  presented  to  the 
committee,  to  take  a  couple  of  hundred 
thousand  dollars  away  from  them  which 
we  have  already  appropriated  for  fiscal 
year  1953.  That  is  what  we  should  have 
done.  Let  us  start  showing  the  folks 
downtown  and  proving  to  them  that  we 
mean  business.  Let  us  show  them  that 
the  day  of  wild,  useless,  reckless  spend- 
ing ig  over. 


Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  CThalmum,  will  tbe 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  If  the  action  that  the 
Congress  has  just  taken  in  restoring  the 
$20,500,000  and  making  available  $145.- 

000  which  has  already  been  appropriated 
unbalances  your  budget,  I  will  vote  to 
take  the  $24  million  or  $21 V^  million  out 
of  any  appropriation  that  you  call  my 
attention  to  in  order  to  balance  the 
budget  whether  it  is  foreign  aid,  eco- 
nomic aid,  or  any  other  kind  of  aid. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  All  right,  here  we  have 
this  item  of  $20,500,000,  and  we  have  this 
item  of  $144,000  the  gentleman  wants  to 
spend. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  It  has  already  been  ap- 
propriated. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  But  multiply  that  by 
thousands  and  the  gentleman  will  find  it 
soon  adds  up  to  billions.  I  am  going  to 
live  up  to  what  the  American  people  ex- 
pect their  Congress  to  do.  It  Is  mighty 
easy  to  float  along  with  the  tide,  but  it  is 
pretty  tough  to  vote  against  Federal  aid 
that  go  to  so  many  people  and  in  which 
so  many  people  are  Interested,  but  again 

1  say  It  must  be  done.  I  am  just  as  inter- 
ested In  good  education  as  anyone  in  this 
House.  1 3'^leld  to  no  man  in  my  desire 
for  good  education  for  our  children.  If 
this  House  does  not  turn  down  -  this 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  has 
just  offered,  then  you  open  the  flood- 
gates again,  and  you  say  in  effect,  "The 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  after 
sitting  and  hearing  all  the  testimony  did 
not  know  what  it  was  doing."  Then  you 
have  started  to  open  the  floodgates  for 
all  kinds  of  useless,  needless  spending  of 
the  taxpayers'  dollars.  Let  us  close  the 
floodgates  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  tjjne  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  jKNsm]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  my  desire  to 
belabor  the  House  by  tcdEing  5  minutes. 
Before  my  colleagues  vote  on  this  matter 
I  want  to  have  it  clear.  This  is  not  ask- 
ing for  the  appropriation  of  any  new 
money.  They  have  $10  million  of  the  $80 
million  that  we  gave  them  unobligated. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  this  will  take  money  out  of  the 
Treasury  that  would  not  otherwise  be 
spent,  and  It  will  just  provide  for  a  lot  of 
people  ,who  are  doing  duplicating  work 
that  the  present  architect  which  the  local 
school  authorities  have  hired,  should  do. 
That  Is  just  how  it  will  work. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  May  I  answer  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  York  by 
saying  that  there  is  need  for  your  having 
technical  supervision  over  the  expendi- 
ture of  these  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  it  has  already  been 
provided  for. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Let  me  give  the  gentle- 
man a  lltle  history  of  what  is  going  on. 
A  few  weeks  ago  the  community  facili- 
ties of  the  General  Services  received  a 
set  of  plans  and  specifications  from  an 
architect  for  a  school  building  costing  a 
couple  of  hundred  thousand  dollars.  He 
made  provision  for  a  heating  plant,  but 
never  made  any  provision  for  a  basement 
to  put  the  heating  plant  in.  Another  set 
of  plans  came  in  for  a  two-story  school 
building  providing  for  elevators.  Are  you 
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going  to  let  them  build  that  kind  of  fa< 
cilltles?  The  object  was  to  build  the  bare 
necessities  for  classroom  service.  Tou 
have  got  to  have  some  supervision  over 
these  things.  How  are  you  going  to 
•pend  all  of  these  millions  of  dollars 
without  some  kind  of  sensible  supervi- 
sion? 

Mr.  TABER.  Tou  have  $750^00  al- 
ready provided  for. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  {un  a  little  confused 
about  one  statement  which  the  gentle- 
man made.  He  said  we  had  to  provide 
$144,000  now  because  of  the  action  which 
was  just  taken  to  include  $20,500,000. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  If  the  gentleman  got 
that  implication  from  what  I  said,  he 
is  entirely  wrong.  I  was  not  mention- 
ing the  $24  million.  What  I  said  was 
that  if  the  House  by  votizc  $20,500,000 
supplemental  for  maintenance  and  op- 
erations of  the  schools  unbalanced  the 
budget,  I  would  vote  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]  to  take 
that  $20,500,000  out  of  some  appropria- 
tion for  foreign  economic  aid  or  foreign 
military  aid.  I  was  not  talking  about 
this  $24  million. 

Mr.  FORD.  In  other  words,  there  is 
no  direct  coni>ection  between  the  action 
taken  by  the  House  with  reference  to 
Public  Law  874  and  your  amendment? 
Mr.  BAILEY.  None  whatever.  It  is 
construction  and  not  maintenance  and 
operation. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  The  gentleman  says 
this  service  is  to  cut  out  a  lot  of  the 
frills  in  these  high  schools,  but  if  the 
gentleman  will  make  a  study  of  the  Hoff- 
man-Boston High  School  over  in  Ar- 
lington he  will  nnd  one  of  the  most  lush 
high  schools  In  the  entire  United  States. 
That  was  supervised  by  this  agency. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Was  that  not  built  by 
local  funds?  The  Federal  Government 
only  contributed  toward  the  construc- 
tion of  that  building. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.     But  that  Is  how  they 
perform  on  many  of  these  high  schools. 
Mr.  TABER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  TABER.  The  language  of  the 
amendment  that  the  gentleman  has  of- 
fered takes  an  additional  $145,000  out 
of  the  Treasury,  and  It  does  not  confine 
that  expenditiu-e  to  the  funds  that  have 
already  been  provided  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  school. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  That  Is  the  hitention 
of  the  amendment:  They  transfer 
moneys  already  in  their  hands. 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  not  what  it  says. 
Mr.  SHAFER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  the  action 
taken  in  restoring  to  this  bill  most  of  the 
$24  million  the  committee  had  taken 
out — ^restoring  some  $20  million  of  that 
amount — is  a  mistake  axui  entirely  un- 
warranted. 

With  this  amount  restored,  the  Office 
of  Education  would  receive  some  $64 


million  for  the  fiscal  year.  This  is  as 
much  as  the  total  spent  In  9  war  and 
I)ostwar  years  under  the  lanham  Act 

The  increase  in  this  appropriation  is 
a  Democratic  proposal  and  move.  It 
could  not — and  cannot — be  made  unless 
there  are  Republicans  willing  to  go  along 
with  It  and  willing  to  defi^t  on  the 
Republican  pledge  of  economy,  a  bal- 
anced budget,  and  reduced  taxes.  We 
can  expect  the  Democrats  to  continue  to 
try  in  every  way  possible  to  restore  ap- 
propriation committee  rediictions  and  to 
defeat  economy  efforts.  They  will  get 
away  with  it  if  Republicans  are  willing 
to  aid  them. 

The  Office  of  Education  can  get  along 
very  well  without  this  added  $20  million 
item.  The  original  appropriation  is  ade- 
quate to  see  the  agency  through,  even 
allowing  for  needs  of  the  defense-im- 
pacted areas.  Of  course  that  does  not 
mean  that  the  Office  of  Education  cannot 
spend  the  extra  millions  if  you  vote 
them.  It  can  and  will  even  spend  some 
of  the  millions  on  schemes  to  promote 
additional  spending  at  the  local  level — 
schemes  such  as  that  brought  to  light 
just  this  week  before  the  board  of  educa- 
tion in  the  city  of  Kalamazoo.  Mich.,  in 
my  district. 

I  have  here  an  article  from  a  Kala- 
mazoo newspaper  which  describes  a  re- 
quest from  the  Federal  Office  of  Educa- 
tion to  the  Kalamazoo  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. It  asks  the  board  to  "make  a  com- 
prehensive study  of  their  long-range 
educational  needs  and  to  develop  school 
construction  master  plans  based  on  these 
needs  covering  the  period  up  to  the 
1959-60  school  year." 

The  newspaper  article  reports  that  the 
request  has  been  given  a  very  cool  recep- 
tion by  the  board  of  education.  Little 
disposition  was  shown  to  welcome  this 
Federal  intrusion,  involving  substantial 
expense  to  the  local  school  district,  par- 
ticularly since  the  board  has  already 
been  studying  its  school  building  needs 
and  formulating  plans  to  meet  them. 

One  member  of  the  board — I  know 
him  personally — is  quoted  as  summing 
up  his  feelings  as  follows: 

I  am  ta  favor  of  forgetting  It  myself.  We 
are  not  hxAlng  for  any  Federal  aid;  we  would 
oppo«e  It  If  It  were  offered  to  us.  Thts 
amacka  Tory  macb  to  me  Uke  the  previous 
administration  trying  to  take  control  of  the 
schools  and  make  them  subservient  to  the 
Federal  Government. 

I  am  certainly  opposed  to  appropria- 
tion increases  which  will  encourage  ac- 
tivities of  this  sort.  Besides,  as  I  have 
said  on  many  occasions.  I  will  not  sup- 
port so-called  Federal  aid  programs  be- 
cause there  Is  no  such  thing  as  Federal 
aid.  Government  is  not  a  producer  but 
a  spender — and  all  too  often  a  wastrel  as 
well.  It  does  not  create  wealth.  All  that 
it  dispenses  with  lavish  hand  has  been, 
or  must  be.  collected  from  the  real  pro- 
ducers in  the  form  of  taxes.  And  for 
every  dollar  collected  from  the  taxpayers 
back  home  they  get  about  25  cents  in 
misnamed  Federal  aid;  the  rest.  75  cents. 
stays  here  in  Washington  for  adminis- 
tration and  jobs  for  the  faithful. 

May  I  remind  you,  and  particularly  my 
Republican  colleagues,  of  the  plea  made 


by  President  Eisenhower  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  message: 

Getting  control  of  the  budget  require*  also 
that  State  and  local  govemmcnts  and  In- 
terested group*  oi  citizens  restrain  them- 
selves In  their  demands  upon  Congress. 

It  should  not  be  too  much  to  expect 
Congress — and  especially  those  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  who  have  a  special  obli- 
gation to  the  voters  in  the  matter — to 
set  an  example  m  exercising  the  self- 
restraint  for  which  President  Eisen- 
hower pleaded.  Certainly  the  field  of 
public  education,  traditionally  subject  to 
local  and  State  control  and  financing, 
offers  an  ideal  area  for  practicing  re- 
straint in  the  demands  upon  Congress. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and 
all   amendments  thereto  do  now  close. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAmMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia   LMr.  Bailey], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Bau.et)  there 
were — ayes  55.  noes  125. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SALAKIES     ANT>     KtPrNSES,     BtTtlAU     OT     OLD-AGE 
AND    SUaVIVOBS    IN3URANCZ 

The  amount  authorized  by  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act.  1053, 
to  be  expended  from  the  Federal  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  trust  fund,  for  "Salaries 
and  expenses.  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Sur- 
vivors  Insurance  ',   Is   increased   from   "S60,- 

socooo'  to  "eea.soo.ooo." 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of- 
fer an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr  Tkacux:  Page 
7.  line  15.  strike  out  ••»«a,300,000"  and  Inaert 
"•€2,758.C00.-' 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  July 
1952.  the  82d  Congress  passed  Public 
Law  550  extending  education,  training, 
and  other  benefits  to  Korean  veterans. 
In  effort  to  avoid  the  ccstly  mistakes 
which  occurred  in  the  World  War  II  pro- 
gram, the  new  law  was  written  with  pro- 
visions to  strengthen  the  procedure  for 
approving  schools.  I  think  everyone  is 
familiar  with  the  waste,  abuse,  and  out- 
right crime  which  plagued  the  veterans' 
education  program.  Over  the  past  7 
years  we  have  spent  $15  billion  on  train- 
ing veterans.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  were 
wasted  where  neither  the  veteran  or  the 
taxpayer  benefited.  One  of  the  main 
reasons  for  a  great  amount  of  the  waste 
and  racketeering  during  the  World  War 
n  program  was  the  failure  to  establish 
a  sound  system  for  approving  and  super- 
vising schools.  Most  of  the  difficulty  re- 
sulted from  an  inadequate  law,  but 
some  States  failed  to  discharge  their  re- 
sponsibility, and  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration was  not  altogether  without 
blame. 

In  setting  about  to  correct  these  con- 
ditions, we  wrote  a  law  which  clearly 
described  standards  and  methods  of  ap- 
proval, and  placed  definite  responsibili- 
ties on  both  the  States  and  the  Veterans' 
Administration.  We  realized  that  the 
Veterans'  Administration  Is  not  an  edu- 
cational agency  and  further  that  If  the 
Veterans'  Administration  was  to  spend 
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billioas  of  dollars  based  <m  State  ap- 
proval, that  It  was  ^eoeeaary  that  an 
educational  •«VDcy  be  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  determining  that  only 
good  schools  were  approved  and  to  sec 
that  they  were  property  sui)ervlsed. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the 
eentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  gentleman  bas  not 
offered  his  amemtanent  at  the  proper 
place.  If  he  wants  to  accomplish  what 
he  seems  to  be  attempting  to  do  it  should 
be  offered  somewhere  else.  The  lan- 
guage carried  here  that  he  seeks  to 
amend  is  the  fund  which  is  appropriated 
out  of  the  old-age  and  survivors  trust 
fund  for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of 
the  expenses  of  tlie  old-age  and  surviTors 
trust  fund.  There  is  another  Item,  and 
this  should  be  offered  to  a  separate  sec- 
tion if  the  gentleman  wishes  to  accom- 
plish what  is  indicated  by  his  statement. 

Mr.  TEAQUE.  Mr.  rj>Airmmn.  may  I 
ask  the  ParUamentarlan  It  that  is 
correct? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman  Is 
offering  that  at  page  7.  line  15,  Is  he  not? 

Mr.  TEAGUK  I  do  not  have  a  copy 
of  the  bill . 

Mr.  PHILUPS.  The  gentleman's  in- 
tent is  to  meet  the  probtem  of  the  vet- 
erans' schools? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  My  Intent  Is  to  restore 
$259,000  that  the  United  States.  Office 
of  Education  asked  for  doing  a  job  that 
this  Congress  gave  them  to  do  last  year. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  That  has  to  do  with 
the  veterans'  schools. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
ask  the  Parliamentarian  if  the  amend- 
ment Is  proper? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  Is  In  order;  on  the  other 
hand.  It  does  not  do  what  the  gentle- 
man's statement  indicated  he  desired  to 
accomplish.  For  that  reason  I  felt  I 
should  call  it  to  his  attention,  because 
I  think  he  wants  to  present  some  lan- 
guage that  will  accomplish  what  he  has 
in  mind  rather  than  something  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  It. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  complete 
my  statement  and  that  I  may  perfect 
the  amendment  if  the  amendment 
carries. 

Mr.  TABER.  Well.  I  couW  not  agree 
to  that  and  reserve  the  right  to  object, 
because  we  ought  to  have  the  amend- 
ment before  the  committee  when  we  are 
talking  about  it  and  voting  on  it.  We 
could  not  correct  an  amendment  after 
we  vote  on  it  and  then  have  it  ta  a  very 
satisfactory  situation.  I  would  have  to 
object  to  doing  that  I  do  not  mind  his 
completiitt  his  statement,  nor  do  I  mind 
withdrawing  the  amendment  at  this 
point  and  putting  it  in  where  he  evi- 
dently wants  it  to  be. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tbe  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  for  the  eompletloa 
of  his  statement 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  ad- 
dition we  wanted  a  place  wliere  Con- 
gress oouU  turn  for  expert  advice  on 
just  how  the  education  and  training 
program  was  operating.  It  te  logical  that 
we  turned  to  the  Office  of  Sducatkm  of 
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tiie  Pederal  Seeortiy  Aceney.   We  did  so 
OB  the  advice  of  eminent  educators  and 

the  educational  counefls. 

We  directed  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  to  utilize  the  Office  of 
Education  in  developing  coop>erative 
agreements  with  State  approval  agen- 
cies. We  directed  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion to  publish  a  list  of  accrediting 
agencies  to  be  used  by  the  State  agen- 
cies, and  we  directed  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation to  provide  technical  advice  and 
assistance  to  State  agencies  in  develop- 
ing standards  for  approval  of  schools. 
The  State  agencies  urged  passage  of  this 
provision  of  law.  Tfie  section  of  the  law 
is  simple  and  in  short  it  says: 

(a)  In  carrying  cmt  M«  functions  under 
thla  title,  the  Admlnlatrator  may  utUtoe  the 
facilities  and  services  of  any  other  Federal 
department  or  agency.  The  Administrator 
ahall  Trtlltre  the  services  of  the  Offlce  of  Edu- 
cation In  developing  cooperative  agreements 
between  the  Administrator  and  State  and 
local  agencies  relating  to  the  apprtrval  of 
courses  of  education  or  training  as  provided 
for  In  section  245,  In  reviewing  the  plan  of 
operations  of  State  approving  agencies  under 
such  agreements,  and  In  rendering  technical 
assistance  to  such  State  and  local  agencies 
In  developing  and  Improving  pollclea,  stand- 
arda,  and  legislation  In  connection  wltJi  their 
duties  under  this  title. 

I  wish  to  emphasice  that  the  word 
"shall"  is  used  in  connection  with  the 
Offlce  of  Education.  The  House  report 
clarified  this  section  of  the  bill  further 
by  saying: 

SubaecXMm  M4  (a)  eontsnpUtcs  the  use 
of  tiw  facumea  azul  sarvtoea  of  other  FMeral 
agenclaa  and  apedfioaUy  dlracU  tiw  utm- 
satlon  ot  tbe  servtcea  of  tlic  OOoe  at  Educa- 
tion In  artmlntsterlng  appropriate  parts  of 
thia  progimm.  The  aohaectton  provldea  tliat 
the  admlnlatmtor  shall  atlliae  the  aerrloe 
of  tte  OOce  (1)  In  dewtoplng  cooperative 
agreements  between  the  Adminkatrator  and 
SUte  axKl  ktcal  ^enciea  relating  to  the 
approval  at  oounes  ot  educatkm  or  train- 
ing: (2)  In  reviewing  the  plaa  ot  operations 
of  State  approving  agencies  under  such 
arraogementa;  and  (S)  In  rendering  techni- 
cal assistance  to  State  and  local  agenckes  In 
developing  and  Improving  pollclea,  atand- 
arda.  and  legialaUon. 

Educators  testified  at  length  on  the 
role  of  the  Offlce  of  Education.  It  was 
discussed  in  detail  in  both  the  House 
and  Senate  committees.  There  was  not 
the  slightest  doubt  in  anyone's  mind  as 
to  what  was  to  be  expected  of  the  Offlce 
of  Education. 

After  the  law  was  passed  the  General 
Coimsels  of  Veterans'  Administration 
and  the  Office  of  Education  developed 
an  agreement  as  to  exactly  what  the 
Office  of  Educatk>n  was  expected  to  do, 
and  an  authorization  was  secured  from 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  was  thoroughly  familiar 
with  what  Congress  Intended  since  a 
representative  attended  all  of  the  meet- 
ings. The  Budget  Bureau  authorized  an 
expenditure  of  $289,000  for  the  re- 
maiiKler  of  the  fiscal  year.  Tbe  Office  of 
Education  instituted  a  program  which 
at  the  preaent  level  wiU  ooet  $259,000 
for  tbe  fiscal  year.  It  is  for  this  amount 
that  they  are  seeking  a  supplemental 
appropriation. 

After  reading  the  hearings  of  the  sub- 
committee where  some  question  was 
raised  as  to  legality  of  tbe  operatton,  I 


wrote  the  cbainnan  of  the  suboommittee 
and  pointed  out  the  provisions  of  law 
and  Its  legtelatire  history.  Realizing 
that  we  must  curtail  costs.  I  proposed  a 
2S-percent  reduction  which  would  have 
cut  personnel  in  this  operation  from  43 
to  27,  yet,  when  the  committee  filed  its 
report,  it  sharply  criticised  both  tbe 
Bureau  of  tbe  Budget  aixl  the  Offlce  of 
Education  and  directed  the  OOlce  of  Edu. 
cation  to  absorb  the  cost.  OtyvUjtaSy  the 
result  win  be  that  the  operation  must  be 
Immediately  dissolved  and  other  person- 
nel laid  off  in  an  effort  to  make  up  the 
deficit. 

The  ^projHiations  Committee  report 
contained  tbe  following  statement: 

If  the  act  provided  that  the  oflice  perform 
this  functKm  the  request  for  funds  would  not 
be  quite  so  amaslng.  Bnt  the  act  does  not 
so  provide  nor  does  either  the  Bouse  or 
Senate  committee's  report  on  the  bUl  indi- 
cate that  It  wtw  tbtiir  Intention  that  this 
function  be  jjerformed  by  the  OlBce  of  Edu- 
cation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  education  program 
for  Korean  veterans  will  cost  three-quar- 
ters of  a  billion  doUars  per  year  during 
Its  peak  years.  I  think  we  can  reason- 
ably coittem  ourselves  with  how  this 
money  is  being  spent  and  what  kind  of 
education  our  veterans  are  getting  for 
the  money.  I  do  not  see  how  the  act 
could  be  clearer  regarding  the  function 
of  the  Offlce  of  Education.  It  has  been 
reviewed  by  the  General  Counsels  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  and  the  I"ed- 
eral  Secxrrlty  Administration,  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget.  If  the  committee 
does  not  choose  to  appropriate  for  the 
legal  functions  of  the  Office  of  Education 
that  is  tbe  committee's  prerogative,  but 
there  is  no  Justification  for  cutting  out 
the  Office  of  Education  appropriation 
completely  on  the  pretext  of  illegality. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  will  find  me  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  voting  for  every 
reasonable  economy  measure  that  is  pre- 
sented, but  you  will  not  find  me  sub- 
scribing to  pennywise-pound  foolish  pro- 
posals such  as  this.  I  sincerely  hope 
Mr.  Chairman  that  the  House  will  cor- 
rect this  error  before  it  progresses  any 
further.  In  order  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  legality  of  the  operation 
of  the  Office  of  Education  I  am  including 
an  opinion  from  the  General  Coimsel  of 
the  Federal  Security  Administration  and 
a  oopy  of  a  letter  which  I  wrote  to  tbe 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  ouUinii^ 
the  legislative  history  of  this  provision  of 
Public  Law  550,  82d  Congress : 

Pedkrai.  Secuhitx  Acxwct, 

February  18,  1953. 
Hon.  Olth  E.  TEACtne, 

Houat  of  Kiepreaentatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

IteAX  CamtmrmaaAtr  TBactra :  Tou  have  asked 
tu  for  a  statement  of  tbe  views  of  tbe  Federal 
Security  Agancy  regarding  the  aoope  of  the 
function  of  the  OCSoe  of  Education,  pursuant 
to  aection  244  (a)  of  the  Veterans'  Beadjust- 
ment  ikaslatanoe  Act  of  1S52,  "In  i«vlewii« 
the  plan  of  operations  of  State  approvli^ 
agencies"  under  cooperative  agreen^nta  re- 
lating to  the  ^proval  of  coiirses  of  education 
or  training.  The  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  ol  the  Hoiise  of  Representa- 
tives on  the  second  nipplemental  appropria- 
tion Mil,  1988,  questioned  tbe  authority  of 
the  Ofltoe  of  Bducatton  to  perform  some  of 
the  acttvlttes  eo^«red  by  an  agreement  be- 
tween it  and  the  Veterans'  AdmlnistratKm. 


i! 


1266 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


February  19 


»t' 


t 

![ 

.  fi- 
ll'! 


m 


.  : 


I 

ii 

9 


S>i 


In  Tlew  of  the  legiaUtlTS  history  of  the 
statutory  proylokm  In  queetlon,  this  office 
has  had  no  doubt  that  Oongreas  Intended  the 
Office  of  Education  to  perform  the  functions 
called  for  In  the  agreement.  This  has  been 
the  view  not  only  of  the  Office  of  Education 
and  of  our  General  Counsel's  Office,  but  pre- 
sumably of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
which  also  signed  the  agreement. 

Under  section  244  (a)  of  the  act,  as  you 
know,  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
Is  directed  to  utilise  the  services  of  the  Office 
of  Education  in  carrying  out  certain  func- 
tions. In  reporting  the  bill  which  later  be- 
came Public  Law  650  the  House  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs  made  the  following 
statement : 

"Subsection  244  (a)  contemplates  the  use 
of  the  facilities  and  services  of  other  Federal 
agencies  and  specifically  directs  the  utiliza- 
tion of  the  services  of  the  Office  of  Education 
In  administering  appropriate  parts  of  this 
program.  The  subsection  provides  that  the 
Administrator  shall  utilize  the  service  of  the 
Office  (1)  in  developing  cooperative  agree- 
ments between  the  Administrator  and  State 
and  local  agencies  relating  to  the  approval 
of  cotirses  of  education  or  training;  (2)  in 
reviewing  the  plan  of  operations  of  State 
approving  agencies  under  such  arrange- 
ments; and  (3)  in  rendering  technical  assist- 
ance to  State  and  local  agencies  In  developing 
and  Improving  policies,  standards,  and  legis- 
lation. It  Is  believed  that  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation can  render  a  significant  educational 
service  especially  In  assisting  the  Adminis- 
trator In  developing  a  comprehensive  policy 
concerning  the  development  of  cooperative 
agreements  with  State  approving  agencies.  In 
making  an  educational  review  of  their  opera- 
tions, and  in  rendering  educational  advisory 
services  to  State  and  local  agencies  which 
will  assist  them  in  improving  their  programs. 
It  1b  to  be  emphasized  that  the  contemplated 
function  of  the  Office  of  Education  is  of  a 
professional  character  only  and  it  Is  not  the 
intent  of  this  subsection  to  give  any  veto 
to  the  Office  of  Education  or  to  Interfere 
TundanMntally  with  the  administrative  au- 
thority vested  in  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
eraxis'  Affairs.  We  believe,  however,  that  the 
AdmlnlBtrator  should  utilize  the  Office  of 
Education  as  his  principal  professional  ad- 
viser in  bis  relationships  with  State  approv- 
ing agencies  and  where  these  relationships 
exist,  with  educational  institutions.  The 
concept  which  the  c(Mxmilttee  Is  seeking  to 
establish  here  Is  a  comprehensive  one  and  is 
an  effort  to  make  full  utilization  of  the  edu- 
cational services  of  the  Federal  Qovernment 
in  such  a  way  as  to  promote  better  adminis- 
tration of  this  act  by  the  Federal  Government 
and  better  standards  and  procedures  in  the 
varlotis  States." 

There  Is  some  suggestion  In  the  report 
of  the  Appropriations  Subcommittee  that  the 
review  of  operations  provided  for  in  the 
agreement  Is  inconsistent  with  section  263 
of  the  act,  which  prohibits  any  Federal  de- 
partment from  exercising  "any  supervision 
or  control  whatsoever  of  any  State  approv- 
ing agency."  The  review  made  by  the  Office 
of  Education,  however.  Is  an  objective  ap- 
praisal of  the  State  approving  agency's  com- 
pliance with  the  standards  laid  down  by 
Congress  in  the  statute,  and  does  not  Involve 
any  element  of  supervision  or  control.  The 
Office  of  Education,  moreover,  applies  no 
sanction  as  a  result  of  such  reviews,  but  apart 
from  advising  and  assisting  the  States  In 
maintaining  the  quality  of  the  veterans' 
training  programs,  merely  reports  results  to 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs.  We 
see  no  violation  of  the  prohibition  against 
supervision  or  control  in  this  activity. 

The  above  Is  our  interpretation  of  what 
the  Congress  Intends  the  Office  of  Education 
to  do.  and  what  the  Offloe  of  Education  has 
done.  If  this  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Congress,  we  shoiild  like  to  be  advised.    IX 


there  Is  any  fiurther  information  we  can   up> 
ply,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  upon  \  s. 
Sincerely  yours. 

OVETA  CUU  HOBBT, 

Administrator, 

Fkbbttast  9,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Fud  E.  Bxtsbkt. 
House  of  Representatives. 

Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dsas  CoixxAonx :'  This  has  reference  to 
the  deficiency  appropriation  for  the  Office  of 
Education  for  activities  In  connection  with 
Public  Law  550,  82d  Congress.  I  understand 
some  question  has  been  raised  as  to  the  au- 
thority and  piirpose  of  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion In  connection  with  the  education  and 
training  program  for  Korean  veterans  under 
Public  Law  550,  82d  Congress. 

PubUc  Law  550,  82d  Congress  (Korean  vet- 
erans) and  Public  Law  346,  78th  Congress 
(World  War  II  veterans)  both  place  the  re- 
sponsibility for  approval  of  educational  in- 
stitutions with  the  States.  I  am  thoroughly 
in  accord  with  this  principle  for  it  is  an 
assertatlon  of  the  principle  of  States'  rights 
in  education.  Although  I  would  not  sug- 
gest a  change  In  this  provision  of  law,  I  rec- 
ognize that  a  serious  question  arises  when 
a  Federal  agency  such  as  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration is  required  by  law  to  pay  on 
the  certification  of  a  State  agency,  yet  is  not 
given  positive  authority  to  control  the  activi- 
ties of  the  State  agency.  Investigations  last 
year  revealed  that  the  Federal-State  rela- 
tionship was  totally  unsatisfactory  and  that 
the  Veterans'  Administration  had  made  a 
notable  failure  In  cooperating  with  the 
States  to  establish  adequate  supervision  over 
the  veterans'  training  program.  We  received 
serloiu  complaints  from  State  departmenU 
of  education,  colleges,  and  other  schools  that 
the  Veterans'  Administration  was  using  its 
position  to  dictate  educational  policy 
through  purse-strtngs  control.  The  situa- 
tion was  BO  serious  and  unsatisfactory  that 
we  looked  around  for  a  way  to  maintain  a 
satisfactory  relationship  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  State  agencies.  We 
brought  the  Office  of  Education  into  the  pic- 
ture as  an  ally  or  agent  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration,  becaiise  education  Is  their 
field  of  competence  and  because  they  have 
made  an  outstanding  record  in  the  field  at 
Federal-State  relationships  in  administering 
the  Smith-Hughes  and  George-Barden  Acts. 
In  defining  the  mission  of  the  Office  of 
Education,  we  realized  that  the  Veterans' 
Administration  was  primarily  respcmsible  for 
administration,  therefore  we  attempted  to 
create  the  role  of  agent  for  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation. 

Under  the  title  "Use  of  Office  of  Education 
and  Other  Federal  Agencies."  section  344  ap- 
pears as  follows: 

"(a)  In  carrying  out  his  functions  under 
this  title,  the  Administrator  may  utilize  the 
facilities  and  services  of  any  other  Federal 
department  or  agency.  The  Administrator 
shall  utilize  the  services  of  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation In  developing  cooperative  agreements 
between  the  Administrator  and  State  and 
local  agencies  relating  to  the  approval  of 
courses  of  education  or  training  as  provided 
for  In  section  245.  in  reviewing  the  plan  of 
operations  of  State  approving  agencies  under 
such  agreements,  and  In  rendering  technical 
assistance  to  such  State  and  local  agencies 
in  developing  and  improving  policies,  stand- 
ards, and  legislation  in  connection  with  their 
duties  under  this  title." 

"(b)  Any  such  utilization  shall  be  pursu- 
ant to  proper  agreement  with  the  Federal 
department  or  agency  concerned;  and  pay- 
ment to  cover  the  cost  thereof  shall  (except 
in  the  case  of  the  Office  of  Education)  be 
made  either  in  advance  or  by  way  of  reim- 
bursement, as  may  be  provided  In  such  agree- 
ment. Funds  necessary  to  enable  the  Office 
of  Education  to  carry  out  Its  functions  under 
this  tlUe  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
directly  to  such  Office." 


Please  note  that  the  word  "shall"  Is  UMd 
in  the  case  of  the  qpce  of  Education.  The 
House  report  which  accompanied  the  bill 
contained  the  following  elaboration  on  the 
duties  of  the  Office  of  Education: 

Subsection  244  (a)  contemplates  the  use  of 
the  facilities  and  services  of  other  Federal 
agencies  and  specifically  directs  the  utiliza- 
tion of  the  services  of  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation In  administering  appropriate  parts 
of  this  program.  The  subsection  provides 
that  the  Administrator  shall  utilize  the 
services  of  the  Office  (1)  in  develc^ing  co- 
operative agreements  between  the  Admin- 
istrator and  State  and  local  agencies  relating 
to  the  approval  of  courses  of  education  or 
training:  (2)  In  reviewing  the  plan  of 
operations  of  State  approving  agencies 
under  such  arrangements;  and  (3)  in 
rendering  technical  assistance  to  State  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  and  Improving 
policies,  standards,  and  legislation.  It  Is  be- 
lieved that  the  Office  of  Education  can  ren- 
der a  significant  educational  service  espe- 
cially In  assisting  the  Administrator,  in  d»« 
veloping  a  comprehensive  policy  concerning 
the  development  of  cooperative  agreements 
with  State  approving  agencies,  in  m>kir»g  an 
educational  review  of  their  operations,  and 
in  rendering  educational  advisory  services  to 
State  and  local  agencies  which  will  assist 
them  In  improving  their  programs.  It  Is  to 
be  emphasized  that  the  contemplated  func- 
tion of  the  Office  of  Education  Is  of  a  pro- 
fessional character  only  and  It  Is  not  the 
Intent  of  this  subsection  to  g^ve  any  veto 
to  the  Office  of  Education  or  to  interfere 
fundamentally  with  the  administrative  au- 
thority vested  In  the  Administrator  oC  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

The'  use  of  the  Office  of  Education  in  the 
administration  of  Public  Law  650  is  not 
unique.  The  Veterans'  Administration  uti- 
lized the  Federal  Bureau  of  Apprentlcaahlp 
and  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  has  a 
function  under  the  act.  The  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration also  secures  special  senrlceM 
from  certain  guidance  faclllUes  in  Stat*  ^tyi 
private  Institutions. 

For  the  past  7  years,  the  operation  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  has  not  been  sub- 
ject to  review,  and  In  my  opinion  this  ia  m 
major  contributing  cause  for  the  unbeliev- 
able waste  and  abuse  that  occurred  during 
the  World  War  II  program. 

Under  the  new  act  the  General  Account- 
ing Office  may  review  fiscal  decisions,  and  the 
Congress  may  look  to  the  Office  of  BducaUon 
for  expert  educational  appraisal  and  advice 
and  enlightened  cooperaUon  with  State 
agencies. 

We  did  not  visualize  a  big  force,  but  I  do 
hope  that  a  small,  efficient  operation  can  be 
maintained  In  the  Office  of  Education,  and 
I  firmly  believe  their  presence  wlU  contribute 
materially  to  a  prevention  of  the  difflculUea 
that  occurred  under  the  World  War  U 
program. 

Sincerely. 

Olin  S.  Txaottx. 

Congressmon. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 

to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  fMr.  TeacueI  could 
rightfully  offer  his  amendment  after  the 
reading  of  $340,000,000  on  Une  18.  If  I 
am  correct  in  that  assumption  I  ask  the 
House  for  unanimous  consent  that  his 
amendment  be  considered  at  that  point 
and  that  his  remarks  on  his  amendment 
follow. 

"nie  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  obJecUon 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  IIU- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  PHILLIPS.    Mr.  Chairman.  wlU 

the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  BUSBE7.  I  yield  to  the  senUe- 
man  from  Calif orni*. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Maj  I  ask  tbia  gues- 
tion.  Mr.  Chairman?  I  tlilnk  probably 
what  Xbe  gentleman  from  Texas  wants 
to  do  is  to  add  $2,000,000;  is  tluit  the 
correct  amount? 

Mr.TEAOUE.  No.  I2W.0O0.  which  the 
United  States  Office  of  Bdocation  asked 
for. 

Mr.  TABER.  Is  the  amendment  with- 
drawn?  

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  the 
Chair  will  rule  that  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
TiACOTl  may  be  reoffered  after  the 
reading  of  line  18.  we  would  be  glad  to 
agree  to  that  arrangement. 

Mr.  7CAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  if  that  is  the 
jjToper  place,  it  be  reoffered  there. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  gentleman  slwuld 
withdraw  his  amendment  and  reoffer  it 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
may  withdraw  the  amendment  and  re- 
offer  it  at  the  proper  place.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  withdrawal  of  the  amend- 
ment? 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  May  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  what  relation  this 
has  to  the  work  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration, which  carries  on,  iM'esamably, 
some  inspection  service  of  these  schools? 
Is  it  presumed  thai  this  simount  of  money 
and  this  amount  of  service  shall  Iw  sub- 
tracted from  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion at  the  Mune  time  it  is  placed  in  the 
Office  of  Education? 

Mr.  TBAOUE.  No;  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration does  not  carry  on  this  same 
inspection  servioe  and  approval  of  stu- 
dents. One  of  the  biggest  troubles  in 
the  whole  bin  was  the  approval  of  schools 
that  were  not  gcKxl  schools.  We  were 
chargiiiK  the  United  States  Office  of  Bdu- 
cation  with  the  iob  of  accrediting 
schools. 

Mr.  PHILUPS.  The  gentleman  says 
the  trouble  was  with  the  approval  of 
schools.    By  whom? 

Mr.  TBAQUK.  By  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministrattoo. 

Mr.  BVIN8.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  tfae 
gentiemaB  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.    I  yiekL 

Mr.  EVIN8.  I  stkoold  like  to  smqiort 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  IMr.  Tkaouxl.  As  the  result  of 
all  tfae  UlUons  spent  on  the  veterans' 
edncatton  and  tndning  pragraa,  we 
asked  the  Veterans'  AdnlnMratlon  tf 
thcf  had  ever  coDsuUed  tfae  Offloe  of 
Eduoatton  with  reject  to  standards  In 
the  operation  at  schools  for  veterans 
witli  a  view  d  Imiirovlng  them  and 
having  better  methods  of  educmtlan. 
Officials  of  the  V«!tei«n8'  Admtnlstimtlon 
replied  that  they  had  never  consaltad 
the  Ofllee  of  BdiKstlon.  Therefore,  tt 
was  written  into  the  new  law  that  tfae 
Veterans'  Administration  should  consult 
with  the  OOoe  of  Bdoeatkm  and  use  their 
technical  ssBistBnoe  in  f ormnlatiag 
school  poiicles  and  also  In  inspecting  the 
schools  to  aee  thAt  tfaeir  aottvitte  are 
carried  out  in  a  high-tarpe  fashion.  Tfae 
provtaian  ct  tfae  stutnte  in  this  ragazd 
was  BHtde  mandatory,  not 
In  other  worda.  the  purpose  of  this 
iaUoD  «M  to  eliminate  tfae  wastte  and 


extravagance  which  had  heretofore  de- 
veloped in  the  program.  8o  we  called 
upon  the  Veterans'  Administration  to 
utniBe  the  Ofltoe  of  Sdueation  in  help- 
ing improve  the  veterans  educational 
and  training  program. 

It  is  estimated  Uuit  one  quarter  of  a 
bUUon  dollars  will  be  expended  under 
the  edncattonal  program  of  the  Korean 
GI  bill  in  iU  peak  year.  Therefore,  tt 
would  certainly  be  false  eoooomy  to  fail 
to  see  to  it  Uiat  the  proper  supervision 
ct  such  a  vast  program  is  not  main- 
tained. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

TbeCHAQUIAN.  The  genttem&n  will 
«Ute  it. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Would  the  Clialr  rule 
on  wliere  this  amendment  should  he 
offered  and  how  it  should  be  handled,  so 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  get  his  amendment  before 
the  Committee? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
Asked  ttutt  the  umt^nAnu^nt  |)e  wittidrawn 
and  the  Committee  has  agreed  to  that. 
Now.  if  someone  will  ask  that  it  be  passed 
over  and  that  it  be  brought  up  in  its 
proper  place,  we  can  proceed  in  that 
manner. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  trouble,  to  me.  is 
that  if  you  offer  the  amendment  at  this 
point  you  put  it  in  under  the  heading  of 
"Grants  to  States"  instead  of  imder  the 
"Office  of  Education."  where  an  amend- 
ment has  already  been  adopted  to  the 
bill,  so  it  is  not  in  very  good  shape  if  you 
try  to  put  it  in  line  18. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment 
being  withdrawn,  there  is  nothing  now 
before  the  Chair.  If  the  gentleman 
wants  to  reoffer  it,  he  may  do  so  at  the 
place  he  thinks  proper. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  In  the  report  on  page 
14  under  the  heading  of  "Federal  Secu- 
rity Agency"  it  says  "Office  of  E^ducation, 
salaries  and  expenses."  and  on  i>age  7. 
lines  0  and  10.  under  "Social  Security 
Administration,'*  it  says  "salaries  and 
expenses."  I  assumed  the  amendment 
went  in  at  that  place,  wm  the  Chair 
rule  whether  tliat  is  proper  or  improper? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  wm  state 
that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  must 
prepare  his  own  Rm<>n(imppt  and  offer  it 
at  the  place  he  believes  it  should  be 
offered.        

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment 
be  withdrawn  and  be  offered  at  the 
proper  place. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  the  gentleman  wants 
to  do  it.  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
BrrsBrr]  tells  me  that  he  is  willing  to  let 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  return  to  line 
7.  where  the  amendment  should  have 
been  offered,  and  offer  the  amendment 
which  the  clerk  of  the  committee  has 
prepaied  for  him  so  that  he  might  have 
it  in  order.  If  the  gentleman  wants  to 
do  that,  all  right 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
make  that  onanlmouB-oonaent  request? 

Mr.  TABBR.  Yes.  Mr.  CSuOrman;  I 
make  the  rcqueat  for  that  purpose. 

The  CHAIRIIAN.  Wlthoot  objection. 
it  is  ao  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TKAC3US.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amenrtment  offered  by  Mr.  Tk&gux:  On 
page  T,  Une  7,  bosert: 

"orrux  or  bdocatiov 
^Salaries  and  rmgimimrm:  Fok  an  MkUtlasal 
amovnt  Xor  'fffilarlM  and  »^i>9^>tf%.  Office  of 
EducaUon.'  1950.000.'* 

Mr.  TEAOUE.  Mr.  Chaiitaan.  I  do 
not  care  to  speak  on  the  aaeiidment. 
I  yield  to  the  gmUeman  from  Illinois 
£Mr.  BDSBKTJ. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mir.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  there  is  an  hon- 
est difCerenee  of  opinion  regarding  tiiis 
particular  law  as  it  apphes  to  the  func- 
tions of  the  Office  of  Education.  I  re- 
spect the  views  of  the  gentlemsui  from 
Texas  [Mr.  TxAfiux]  and  want  to  compli- 
ment him  on  the  fine  work  his  commit- 
tee did  last  year  in  going  into  the  vet- 
erans' education  program.  I  was  very 
happy  to  hear  him  state,  in  his  support 
of  the  amendment,  that  the  law  under 
which  the  Veterans'  Administration  had 
to  operate  was  faulty  and  it  was  not  alto- 
gether the  fault  of  tlie  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration that  a  substantial  amount  of 
Federal  funds  was  spent  rather  unwisely. 
But  the  question  is  with  reelect  to  tiie 
functions  of  the  Office  of  Education  un- 
der Public  Law  650. 

I  refer  you  to  section  t5Z  of  the  law. 
which  apecilkally  states: 

Far  tbe  purpoBee  of  tbls  title,  the  Com- 
missioner shall  publish  a  list  ot  nattoxuaiy 
recogntaed.  accrediting  agencies  and  associa- 
tions. 

We,  on  the  committee,  thought  tlutt 
since  tbe  Office  of  Education  has  been 
dealing  with  these  accrediting  agencies 
for  many  years,  it  would  not  be  much 
of  a. job  for  them  to  compile  a  list  of 
recognized  agencies  and  associations  for 
the  Veterans'  Administration. 

The  gentleman  also  referred  to  section 
244  of  the  law.  Let  me  read  that,  if  I 
may: 

The  Administrator  abaXl  utilise  the  serviOM 
of  the  OlBce  of  Sducatlon  In  developing  co- 
operative agreements  between  the  Adminis- 
trator and  State  and  local  agencies  relating 
to  approval  at  eoursce  at  educatton  or  train- 
ing as  provided  for  In  ssctkni  245.  la  Kvlew- 
ing  the  plan  of  operations  of  state  approv- 
ing agencies  under  such  agreement,  and  In 
rendering  technical  aosistaBoe  to  such  State 
and  local  agencies  In  tfevsloplng  and  tm- 
proTlng  pottctea.  standards,  and  taglslatlon 
In  con  wr  tion  with  thair  duties  under  this 
title. 

What  has  tbe  Office  of  Edueatten  been 
doing  aU  these  years,  if  they  are  not 
in  a  position  to  counsel  the  V^erans' 
Administration  without  setting  up  a 
super-agency  down  there  to  take  care 
of  a  lot  more  bureaucrats?  They  ai« 
transferring  to  this  program  employees 
for  whom  they  had  no  Jobs  because  the 
work  they  were  doing  was  In  coimection 
with  materials  allocations — ^a  function 
that  Is  being  discontinued.  They  also 
went  out  and  recruited  social  workers 
and  others  who  had  no  experience  what- 
soever In  the  field  of  edueatlan. 

This  amendment  calls  for  $2S9,«M. 
I<et  me  state,  for  the  benefit  of  the  House. 
that  tbe  Bureau  of  the  Budeet  originally 
agreed  to  let  them  hav«  $380,OM.  l^ien 
they  thought  they  oould  get  along  with 
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$289,000.  When  they  came  before  our 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  they 
thought  they  coxild  get  along  with 
$259,000,  the  exact  amount  contained  in 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Textis.  When  I  visited  the 
OflBce  of  Education  last  Friday,  they 
agreed  that  29  positions  could  handle 
the  Job  as  they  wanted  to  handle  it  and 
said  they  woiild  need  only  $228,000.  The 
Veterans'  Administration  is  in  this  field. 
They  have  made  mistakes;  I  can  crit- 
icize the  Veterans'  Administration  as  well 
as  anyone  else,  but  they  have  had  experi- 
ence. They  have  had  the  advantage  of 
experience  which  the  OfiBce  of  Education 
had  not  had.  When  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  engineer  ran  a  train  through 
Union  Station  a  few  weeks  ago,  they  did 
not  fire  the  engineer  for  something  for 
which  he  was  not  responsible.  When 
Captain  Carlson's  ship.  The  Enterprise, 
went  down  in  the  Atlantic,  they  did  not 
deprive  Captain  Carlson  of  another  ship. 
He  did  not  lose  that  ship  through  any 
fault  of  his.  The  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion was  saddled  with  a  law  that  they 
could  not  have  administered  without 
some  waste  of  public  fimds.  That  was 
the  original  GI  bill.  I  say  the  OflQce  of 
Education  does  not  need  this  money. 
They  are  fully  equipped  to  render  the 
service  to  the  Veterans'  Administration 
required  of  them  by  law  without  any  ad- 
ditional funds  whatsoever. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Busbey] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  Teaguk]  that  what 
troubles  me  most  is  a  lack  of  understand- 
ing of  the  relationship  between  the 
Bureau  of  Education  and  the  work  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration.  In  the  sup- 
plemental biU  that  we  now  have  before  us 
there  is  an  item  of  $5  million  given  to  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  which  is 
specifically  limited  to  be  used  for  the 
Bureau  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation  and 
Education  and  the  loan  guaranty,  which 
means  that  roughly  around  four  million 
dollars  would  probably  go  for  the  talk 
we  are  now  discussing 

The  work  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion has  unquestionably  been  faulty  in 
the  past  on  this  fimction,  but  thanks  to 
the  work  of  the  committee,  headed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Tiagxte],  it 
has  very  much  improved. 

Now  it  Is  proposed,  without  any  further 
discussion  on  the  floor,  to  give  this  addi- 
tional money  to  the  OflBce  of  Education, 
which  I  am  inclined  to  think  has  money 
that  can  be  used  for  that.  But  whether 
or  not  they  have  the  money,  it  is  to  be 
turned  over  to  the  Office  of  Education, 
without  sufficient  chance  for  considera- 
tion of  the  ability  and  qualifications  to 
handle  this  job  any  better  than  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  is  handling  it  now. 
If  the  Members  will  turn  to  page  269  of 
the  hearings,  I  would  like  to  read  briefly, 
|^.then  I  win  yield  to  the  gentleman! 
^^^^H^Orman  asked  about  this  man  who 


was  to  handle  this  for  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation.   The  chairman  said: 

Has  Mr.  O'Brien  any  accomplishments  In 
the  field  of  education? 

And  the  answer  was: 

Not  In  the  sense  of  being  a  leading  educa- 
tional authority  but,  if  you  will  pardon  me. 
Mr.  Chalxman.  I  do  not  think  that  Is  the 
principal  job  to  b«  done  here. 

The  Chaducan.  I  got  the  Impression  from 
your  statement  that  that  was  one  of  the 
reasons  why  they  wanted  to  put  this  work 
In  the  Office  of  Education  and  take  It  out  oi 
the  Veterans"  Administration, 

The  answer  was: 

That  Is  right.  But  the  management  of  this 
program  Is  something  that  does  not  neces- 
sarily require  a  detailed  knowledge  of  the 
procedures  In  education,  although  he  knows 
a  good  deal  about  education. 

I  might  be  willing  to  agree  with  that. 
but  what  the  committee  wants  to  know 
is.  Should  we  appropriate  money  for  the 
Veterans'  Administration  in  a  supple- 
mental bill  and  then  come  on  the  floor 
without  any  coordination  between  the 
two  appropriations  and  give  a  quarter  of 
a  million  dollars  to  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion to  do  something  which  we  are  also 
flnancinK  in  the  Veterans  Administra- 
tion? With  all  regard  to  my  friend  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Tbague). 
who  has  been  doing  a  beautiful  job.  I 
could  have  wished  there  could  have 
been  a  little  more  discussion  about  the 
coordination  of  the  work  between  the 
Veterans'  Administration  and  the  Office 
of  Education.  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
Veterans'  Administration  is  doing  a  lot 
better  job  than  i;  was  a  year  or  so  ago 
before  he  started  his  work. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  this  was  very  carefully 
considered  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs  and  a  committee  over 
in  the  Senate.  The  object  of  this  legis- 
lation was  an  attempt  to  put  the  actual 
educational  features  in  the  Office  of 
Education.  The  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion has  to  make  certain  checks  and 
clearances  as  to  attendance  and  that 
sort  of  thing,  whether  it  is  a  good  school 
before  the  veteran  goes  there,  and 
whether  he  attends. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  If  the  gentleman 
will  let  me  interrupt,  let  them  continue 
checking  on  attendance  and  details  of 
that  kind,  but  they  are  looking  into  the 
qualifications  of  the  school,  and  they  are 
entitled  to  consider  legitimate  schools 
for  the  education  of  veterans. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  But  the  standard  of 
fitness  is  determined  and  set  up  by  the 
Office  of  Education,  which  is  the  proper 
place  for  it  to  be. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  will  go  along  with 
the  gentleman  on  that;  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman is  right,  but  I  am  also  convinced 
in  my  own  mind — and  I  have  not  seen 
any  evidence  to  the  contrary— that  the 
Veterans'  Admini-tration  is  also  doing 
the  same  thing  and  that  we  are  provid- 
ing money  for  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  r 


Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  problem  Is  for  the 
educational  department.  According  to 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  McGrath.  the  head 
of  it,  he  does  not  seem  to  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  for  a  man  to  have  had  any 
experience  or  know  anything  about  edu- 
cation in  order  to  operate  the  thing,  and 
you  are  turning  the  money  over  to  an 
agency  that  comes  right  out  and  says 
that  it  will  not  do  what  your  committee 
laid  out  for  it  to  do :  so  you  might  better 
leave  it  to  the  Veterans"  Administration 
than  to  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
with  that  kind  of  setup. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  would  like  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  that  I 
have  read  the  hearings  and  I  got  no  such 
interpretation  of  what  Mr.  McGrath 
said. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  the  gentleman  will 
look  at  page  269 

Mr.  TEAGUE.    I  have  read  that. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  gist  of  this  testi- 
mony is  that  it  does  not  necessarily  re- 
quire a  detailed  knowledge  of  the  pro- 
cedures in  education  to  determine 
whether  a  school  Is  a  good  school. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Do  I  understand  that 
this  amendment  is  to  hne  7  on  page  7 
of  the  bill? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  foUows  line  7. 
pat^.e  7;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  the  amendment  In 
order  at  that  point? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  has  been  offered 
for  debate. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But  Is  the  amendment 
in  order  in  line  7  on  page  7? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  in  order  at 
this  particular  time  while  it  is  being 
debated:  ye."?. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  cannot  amend  line 
7  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  amendment  and 
to  answer  two  questions  raised  by  the 
gentleman  from  California.  The  first 
question  is  whether  or  not  moneys  have 
already  been  appropriated  for  this  work 
under  the  Veterans'  Administration 
item.  The  answer  is  no;  the  appropria- 
tion made  to  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion is  to  take  care  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration in  adminstering  veterans' 
entitlements,  in  making  payments  to  the 
various  schools,  or  rather  to  the  veterans 
who  pay  the  schools.  That  administra- 
tive work  is  taken  care  of  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  appropriation.  On  the 
other  hand  there  is  the  question  of  de- 
termining the  kind  of  schools  that  shall 
be  used,  and  for  that  purpose  it  is  neces- 
sary to  investigate  those  schools,  which 
has  been  turned  over  to  the  Office  of 
Education. 

The  second  question  Is:  Is  it  necessary 
that  they  have  an  education  man  do  It? 
The  answer  given  in  the  committee. 
which  was  quoted  on  the  fioor.  is  cor- 
rect, because  they  are  not  only  deter- 
mining the  qualifications  of  established 
educaUonal  institutions,  that  would  be 
easy,  but  they  are  determining  the  char- 
acter and  qualiflcaUons  of  schools  like 
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barber  schools,  trade  schools,  and  other 
technical  schools  of  all  sorts,  regarding 
which  there  was  a  great  deal  of  criticism 
when  the  Veterans'  Administration  was 
handling  it.  That  it  the  work,  along  with 
advice  and  guidance,  that  the  Office  of 
Education  must  do  in  connection  with 
veterans'  education  and  rehabilitation, 
so  they  had  these  men  do  it. 

Mr.  Tkagui  and  his  committee  have 
been  complimented  for  what  they  have 
done  in  this  matter,  but  compliments 
are  not  enough ;  we  have  given  this  work 
to  the  Office  of  Education  and  they  need 
funds  to  carry  that,  work  out.  I  think 
they  are  doing  a  very  good  Job  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  they  have  not  been  get- 
ting the  money  with  which  to  do  it.  In 
order  to  do  it  they  have  had  to  use  funds 
intended  for  other  work,  and  they  have 
had  to  take  men  from  the  Office  of  Edu- 
cation who  were  engaged  in  other  work 
in  that  agency,  work  that  is  now  suffer- 
ing, and  which  will  continue  to  suffer 
unless  we  give  them  the  money  for  this 
new  pur]x>se. 

Mr.  FXX3ARTY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend- 
ment, and  I  am  not  going  to  take  the 
full  5  minutes  to  which  I  am  entitled. 
I  merely  want  to  say  that  I  am  in  favor 
of  the  Teague  amendment.  I  think  the 
committee  went  too  far  in  denying  all 
these  funds. 

When  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions takes  the  attitude  that  when  a  bill 
is  passed  by  a  previous  Congress  and 
then  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  author- 
izes the  Department  of  Education  to 
spend  some  funds  pending  a  sufiple- 
mental  appropriation  bill  that  will  come 
before  the  Congress,  then  tells  the  De- 
partment of  Ed  location  or  the  pepole 
down  here  in  Washington  to  go  back 
and  absorb  this  two  hundred  and  some 
odd  thousand  dollars  that  they  have 
expended  for  this  particular  program, 
that  committee  is  going  beyond  the 
bounds  of  reason. 

I  think  the  committee  in  denying  these 
funds  today  is  Just  undoing  the  work  of 
the  Teague  committee  of  the  past  couple 
of  years.  Everyone  in  Congress  applauds 
the  work  of  the  former  Teague  com- 
mittee in  straightening  out  the  Korean 
GI  bill  of  rights  that  we  passed  last 
year.  If  we  do  not  appropriate  any 
funds  in  this  particular  bill  for  the  De- 
partment of  Education  to  carry  out  these 
functions  that  have  been  given  to  them 
by  agreement  of  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration and  by  agreement  of  the  Com- 
mittees on  Veterans'  Affairs  of  the 
House  and  Senate,  we  are  Just  imdoing 
some  of  the  good  work  that  was  accom- 
plished by  the  Teagtie  committee.  That 
is  all  you  are  accomplishing  by  denying 
these  funds. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mi'.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  The  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  knows  that  there  is  no 
man  in  the  House  of  Representatives  T 
have  more  respect  for  than  himself.  It 
was  a  great  pleasure  to  serve  under  him 
when  he  was  chairman  of  this  committee 
for  the  past  2  years.  However,  this  is  a 
little  different  than  asking  them  to  ab- 


sorb. As  I  stated  at  the  begiiming  of 
my  remarks,  there  was  room  for  an  hon- 
est difference  of  opinion  and  that  was 
not  to  absorb  this  $259,000.  It  was 
whether  or  not  the  law  really  meant 
that  they  should  go  in  and  do  all  the 
things  that  they  are  presiuning  to  do. 
I  appreciate  that  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion is  going  to  grab  off  everything  it 
can.  Just  like  the  fight  it  made  some 
years  ago  to  take  the  free  limch  program 
over  from  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, or  anything  else  to  build  up  a 
btu-eau  down  there.  I  think  this  thing 
should  be  handled  according  to  law  tm- 
der  the  Veterans'  Administration,  using 
the  facilities  of  the  Office  of  Education 
and  taking  advantage  of  any  sugges- 
tions that  agency  can  make. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  The  question  before 
the  House  is  that  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  authorized  the  Department  of 
Education  to  expend  some  of  the  funds 
they  had  appropriated  in  this  fiscal  year 
to  carry  out  the  dictates  of  the  Congress 
in  connectioil  with  this  particular  law. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  But  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  can  be  wrong,  too.  It  originally 
offered  them  $380,000  for  a  Job  they  ad- 
mit themselves  they  can  do  for  $228,000. 
It  is  their  prerogative  to  do  it. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  It  is  a  Job  given  to 
the  Department  of  Education.  Now  you 
come  in  here  and  say:  You  should  not 
have  done  it,  it  does  not  belong  in  your 
department,  and  even  though  you  spent 
a  couple  hundred  thousand  dollars  out 
of  the  funds  you  already  have,  you  should 
not  have  don?  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  knows 
that  in  the  past  3  or  4  years  we  have 
always  cut  the  appropriation  requests 
of  the  Department  of  Education  pretty 
hard.  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  we 
cut  them  a  year  ago.  but  I  think  we  cut 
them  about  $300,000  in  their  request  for 
appropriations  for  salaries  and  exi>enses 
for  this  fiscal  year.  We  have  cut  them 
down  pretty  low. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  The  work  that  the 
Office  of  Education  has  already  done, 
whether  you  give  the  money  back  or  not, 
will  return  to  the  taxpayer  ten  times 
this  amount  of  money  in  getting  the 
thing  started  where  you  have  nothing 
but  good  schools  approved.  Has  any 
Member  of  Congress  received  any  letters 
about  veterans  going  to  these  fiy-by- 
night  schools?  I  do  not  believe  you 
have.  The  Office  of  Education  has  done 
an  excellent  Job  on  that. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  The  reason  we  have 
not  had  letters  was  because  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  gentleman's  committee  in 
the  past  year  in  holding  those  extensive 
hearings. 

Mr.  JENSEI^.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  POGARTY.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  facts  are  that  the 
work  of  these  accredited  schools  and  col- 
leges has  about  been  accomplished.  The 
testimony  which  was  given  to  the  com- 
mittee proved  that  this  work  is  almost 
completed.    The    schools    have    been 


accredited  and  I  think  a  good  job  has 
been  done,  and  the  committee  felt  that 
there  was  no  particular  need  for  any 
more  money  for  this  purpose  in  addition 
to  what  had  already  been  appropriated. 
The  testimony  proved  to  our  entire  sat- 
isfaction that  they  had  sxifficient  funds 
and  sufficient  personnel  to  continue  to 
do  this  Job. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  cferk  read  as  follows: 

For  an  additional  anaount  for  "Administra- 
tion, medical,  hospital,  and  domicUiary 
services,"  $10,000,000. 

Mr.  FEWTON.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fekton:  Page 
10,  Une  11,  after  "•10,000,000,"  strike  out 
the  period  and  Insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  $729,000  of  this  amount  be  provided  for 
contracttial  hospital  beds  in  Philadelphia, 
Pa." 

Mr.  FENTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  3 
additional  minutes  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FENTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  inform  the  House  at  this  time  of 
the  deplorable  conditions  existing  in  the 
Philadelphia  area  with  respect  to  the 
inadequate  number  of  hospital  beds  for 
veterans. 

With  a  veteran  population  in  Phila- 
delphia of  around  500,000,  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  has  seen  fit  to  allow  a 
maximum  of  500  hospital  beds  for  that 
area  as  of  April  1  this  year.  This  will 
be  accomplished  with  the  complete  acti- 
vation of  the  new  VA  hospital  in  Phila- 
delphia, supposedly  on  that  date.  This 
will  "phase  out'  the  contractual  beds  In 
the  Philadelphia  Naval  Hospital  of  400 
beds. 

Now,  when  the  new  VA  hospital  was 
authorized,  it  was  to  accommodate 
1,000.  In  1949  when  the  Executive 
order  took  16,000  beds  out  of  the  total 
beds  for  the  whole  coimtry,  they  cut  the 
Philadelphia  VA  hospital  back  to  500. 
In  fact  they  not  only  cut  back  the  Phila- 
delphia Hospital  500  but  they  also  did  the 
same  thing  with  the  Pittsburgh  HospitaL 
and  cut  out  the  Harrisburg  Hospital  al^ 
together.  In  other  words,  Pennsylvania 
suffered  a  cut  of  14  percent  of  the  16,000 
beds  imder  that  general  order. 

I  feel  sure  that  if  you  will  look  over 
the  comparative  chart  on  page  141  of 
the  hearings,  you  will  see  a  rather  glow- 
ing defect  in  hospital  beds  for  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania  for  its  veteran  popula- 
tion of  1,418,000  in  contrast  to  some 
other  States. 

Now  please  believe  me  when  I  say  we 
have  no  quarrel  with  any  other  State 
when  we  make  these  comparisons  be- 
cause. In  my  estimation,  eligible  veterans 
are  entitled  to  receive  adequate  hospital- 
ization. We  do,  however,  think  that 
Pennsylvania  has  been  discriminated 
against  and  I  believe  the  comparison  will 
so  prove. 
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In  the  case  of  Philadelphia  today,  we 
claim  that  as  of  April  1  we  will  not  be 
adequately  provided  for  with  hospital 
beds.  We  believe  that  the  naval  hos- 
pital contract  beds — 400 — should  be  pro- 
vided for  and  continued.  This  would 
give  us  less  than  900  beds  in  that  area 
when  the  new  VA  ho^ital  is  fully  acti- 
vated. 

Now  we  are  grateful  to  the  subcom- 
mittee for  the  time  given  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Members  of  Congress,  including 
our  Senators  and  the  Representatives  of 
the  American  Legion  Department  of 
Pennsylvania  in  their  hearings. 

We  especially  appreciate  the  action 
they  have  taken  with  regards  to  the 
mandate  they  have  given  the  VA  in  the 
report: 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  full 
amount  of  the  estimate  of  five  million  for 
operating  expenses  in  connection  with  hos- 
pitals. In  connection  with  this  part  of  the 
estimate,  the  committee  specifically  directs 
that  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
take  such  inunedlate  steps  as  may  be  essen- 
tial to  furnish  adequate  hospitalization  for 
needy  veterans  In  the  Philadelphia  area. 

However,  the  situation  is  so  critical 
in  the  Philadelphia  area  that  we  believe, 
from  past  experience,  that  we  should 
.  specifically  spell  out  what  the  Philadel- 
phia area  requires.  I  therefore  present 
this  amendment  to  accomplish  Just  that. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  this  amend- 
ment to  specifically  allocate  $729,000  for 
contract  beds  in  the  Philadelphia  area. 

There  is  a  veteran  population  of  about 
one-half  million  in  Philadelphia  out  of  a 
total  of  1  \^  million  veterans  in  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania. 

As  I  have  said,  there  is  something  like 
3,098  beds  for  the  whole  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania. Now  they  propose  to  phase  out 
the  contract  beds  in  the  Philadelphia 
Naval  Hospital  which  will  cut  that  num- 
ber of  beds  to  around  2,600  or  2,700  for 
Pennsylvania. 

I  am  informed  that  there  is  a  waiting 
list — applications — of  around  1,500  or 
1,600  for  the  Philadelphia  area  of  eligible 
veterans.  Now  where  will  those  boys  be 
sent  when  the  new  Philadelphia  VA 
hospital  is  full?  They  will  have  their 
applications  sent  to  veterans'  hospitals 
in  other  sections  of  the  country,  thus 
adding  to  the  waiting  lists  of  such  vet- 
erans hospitals  tu  Richmond,  Va.;  Wil- 
mington. Del.;  Wilkes-Barre  and  Leba- 
non, Pa.;  Martinsburg.  W.  Va.;  and  Port 
Howard.  Baltimore,  East  Orange.  They 
faave  according  to  the  adjutant  of  the 
American  Legion,  Department  of  Penn- 
sylvania, allocated  seven  beds  out  in 


Dayton,  Ohio,  for  patients  from  the  Phil- 
adelphia area.  What  they  are  in  effect 
really  doing  Is  increasing  the  waiting 
lists  at  all  these  hospitals. 

I  can  see  no  excuse  in  sending  vet- 
erans from  Philadelphia  to  those  remote 
places  when  we  have  a  well  staffed  hos- 
pital such  as  the  Philadelphia  Naval 
Hospital  which  has  always  taken  care 
of  400  to  600  veterans  from  that  city  and 
its  environs.  Moreover,  it  was  origi- 
nally designed,  I  imderstand,  to  do  that 
very  thing. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PENTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Of  course,  the  situa- 
tion which  the  gentleman  has  described 
in  Pennsylvania  is  like  the  situation  we 
have  in  Tennessee  and  in  other  States 
where  we  have  several  hospitals  which 
have  been  closed  down  because  of  the 
lack  of  hospital  beds  and  appropriations 
to  have  doctors  in  those  hospitals.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  be  in 
favor  of  Admiral  Boone's  suggestion  to 
provide  $10  million  additional  so  that 
they  can  open  up  these  hospital  beds  in 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  Tennessee,  California, 
and  other  parts  of  the  country, 

Mr.  PENTON.  I  certainly  am  In  favor 
of  opening  beds  for  veterans  wherever 
they  are  located. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  wonder  if  the  gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  his  amendment 
then  and  go  along  with  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Teagui:!  to  restore  the  $10  million. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex- 
pired. 

(Mr.  Pknton  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  proceed  for  2  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  PENTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
naval  hospital  in  Philadelphia  has  a  bed 
capacity  of  around  2,000  and  when  this 
phasing  out  routine  is  completed,  they 
will  have  something,  like  800  empty  beds. 

The  city  of  Philadelphia  is  one  of  the 
greatest  medical  centers  in  the  world. 
It  has  six  medical  schools  and  when  the 
VA  hospital  for  Philadelphia  was  au- 
thorized for  1.000  beds  that  was  one  of 
the  main  factors;  because  of  its  supply 
of  medical  men  to  staff  a  first  class  hos- 
pital. 

I  have  pointed  out  that  Pennsylvania 
has  been  discriminated  against  in  the 
matter  of  hospital  beds  for  veterans.  I 
do  not  say  that  it  was  done  deliberately 
nevertheless  the  veterans  of  Philadelphia 
and  their  families,  in  my  opinion,  should 
not  be  subjected  to  such  kind  of  jockey- 
ing around. 

Where  the  responsibility  lies  for  this 
condition  is  anyone's  guess,  but  I  am  of 
the  firm  opinion  that  it  lies  in  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  Some  may  say  the  VA 
Maybe  they  have  something  there.  But 
I  do  say,  without  any  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, that  when  the  Bureau  of  the  Budg- 
et says  "That's  it,"  the  departments  of 
Government  and  bureaus  do  their  bid- 
ding. Right  or  wTong  they  do  what  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  commands. 

In  this  instance  it  was  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  who  did  not  permit  the  VA 
to  ask  for  a  supplemental.  I  called  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  the  phone  and 
they  put  up  the  old  argument  and  were 
adamant,  although  they  did  at  my  sug- 


gestion have  a  conference  with  the  VA 
medical  authorities  and  the  VA  budget 
director.  However,  nothing  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  Philadelphia  area  happened. 
Members  of  the  House,  that  Ib  why  I 
make  this  approach  to  securing  adequate 
hospital  beds  for  the  veterans  in  the  city 
of  Philadelphia.  They  are  entitled  to 
this  consideration  and  not  tossed  all  over 
the  map  when  in  need. 

I  therefore  trust  that  you  will  approve 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  the  situation  to 
be  very  clear  to  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. The  Veterans'  Administration 
asked  for  $5  million.  We  gave  them  $5 
million. 

In  the  report  which  accompanies  the 
bill  we  said.  "In  coimection  with  this 
part  of  the  estimate,"  which  has  to  do 
with  the  hospitals,  "the  committee  spe- 
cifically directs  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  take  such 
immediate  steps  as  may  be  essential  to 
furnish  adequate  hospitalization  for 
needy  veterans  in  the  Philadelphia 
area."  The  committee  recommends  that 
we  do  not  attempt  to  earmark,  either  in 
money  or  number  of  beds.  The  gentle- 
man from  Philadelphia  [Mr.  PditonI  Is 
very  much  Interested  in  the  veterans, 
and  we  commend  him  for  that,  but  the 
gentleman  is  taking  figures  which  the 
Veterans'  Administration  furnished  to 
the  Pennsylvania  delegation,  on  request. 
for  information  on  a  specific  number  of 
beds,  which  was  not  the  amoimt  of 
money,  in  the  opinion  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, needed  for  the  beds  which  are 
to  be  made  available  in  that  area. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year 
there  were  350   beds  available  in   the 
naval  hospital.     That  will  be  reduced 
by  March  31  of  this  year  to  100  beds. 
At  the  same  time,  beginning  on  the  first 
of  the  year,  the  beds  in  the  new  Veterans' 
hospital  would  be  activated  by  150  beds, 
until  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  they 
would  have  488  beds.    The  process  was 
intended  to  take  the  naval  hospital  beds 
and  put  the  veterans  in  the  Veterans' 
hospitals.     The  process  has  not   been 
rapid  enough  to  balance  the  available 
beds.    The  actual  number  of  beds  at  la- 
sue  is  not  400  beds,  for  which  the  gen- 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania    (Mr.  Pin- 
ton  J  desires  to  furnish  money,  but  Is  the 
difference  between  the  number  of  beds 
which  will  be  made  available  and  the 
number    which    the    delegaUon    from 
Pennsylvania,    with    whom    we   agreed, 
feels   should   be   made   available.    Our 
belief     is     that     we     will     get     better 
results  if  we  keep  to  the   wording  of 
the  bill,  and  not  attempt  to  enter  Into 
the  administration  of  the  number  of  beds 
in  the  hospitals.    We  have  reasons  for 
that.    It  is  a  complicated  subject.    We 
are  entering  into  a  discussion  of  what 
constitutes  entitlement  and  service  con- 
nection.   We  are  entering  into  a  discus- 
sion of  whether  the  beds  should  be  in  the 
naval  hospital  or  whether  they  should 
be    in    the    Veterans'    hospital.    Those 
Members  who  are  as  familiar  with  the 
naval  hospitals  as  I  am  with  the  Veter- 
ans' hospitals  wUl  agree  that  there  are 
times  when  those  beds  should  be  in  the 
naval  hospitals  on  contract.    The  naval 
hospital  could  be  rated  as  a  second-rate 
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hospital  by  the  medical  board,  because 
It  has  too  many  vacant  beds. 

I  am  suggesting  that  we  do  not  adopt 
this,  much  as  we  believe  in  the  objective 
that  the  gentleman  desires.  Particu- 
larly I  do  not  want  the  Congress  on  the 
noor  of  the  House  In  this  way  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  what  constitutes 
entitlement  and  what  constitutes  service 
connection,  because  that  is  something 
the  Congress  will  have  to  face  very  soon, 
and  something  which  requires  a  great 
deal  more  time. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  May  I  ask  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  if  it  was  not  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  committee 
that  we  wanted  to  go  all-out  and  give 
to  our  friend  from  Pennsylvania,  Dr. 
Fenton,  and  those  veterans  in  Philadel- 
phia, everything  that  was  humanly  pos- 
sible? You  directed  them  in  your  report 
to  rectify  that  situation  immediately. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  have  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  within  the  next  day 
or  two  the  Veterans'  Administration  will 
do  exactly  that? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  believe  that;  and  I 
put  that  in  the  Re(»rd  yesterday;  but 
I  desire  also  to  make  clear 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Miy  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man one  further  question? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  H  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration within  the  next  day  or  two, 
and  if  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
IMr.  PiNTON],  will  contact  them — have 
not  rectified  that  situation  which  exists 
in  Philadelphia,  will  the  gentleman  call 
his  committee  togett^ier  and  get  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  people  before  his 
committee  to  see  that  it  is  done? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.    Very  wiUlngly. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

(Mr.  Phillips  aslced  and  was  given 
permission  to  proceed  for  1  additional 
minute. ) 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  want  you  to  turn  to 
page  156  of  the  hearings.  This  has  to 
do  with  the  amount  of  money  which  the 
Kentleman  from  Pennsylvania  includes 
in  his  request. 

The  $729,000  Is  difcussed  on  page  155 
and  the  following  piiges,  and  we  say  to 
the  Administrator:  "The  svun  you  really 
need  to  take  care  of  the  request  of  veter- 
ans in  Philadelphia  is  $256,000"— which 
was  all  they  actually  could  prove,  because 
it  costs  $14.25  a  day  to  rent  a  bed  in  the 
veterans'  hospital.  Take  a  pencil  and 
paper  from  your  poclcet  and  figure  it  out 
for  yourself.  They  simply  say:  "We  do 
not  attempt  to  answer  that;  all  we  did, 
we  got  a  request  from  the  Pennsylvania 
delegation  to  tell  tbem  how  much  it 
would  cost  to  take  care  of  400  people." 
And  that  was  the  figure  they  gave.  We 
said  to  them:  "Then,  no  matter  what  the 
amount  necessary  would  have  been,  you 
would  have  given  this  figure  of  $729,000 
and  you  would  not  have  told  them  that 
that  was  more  than  was  needed."  And 
they  said:  "No;  we  Just  answer  what 
the  request  was." 

So  we  have  two  things:  First,  the 
amount  is  too  much  second,  we  believe 
that  it  should  not  b<!  handled  this  way. 


Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  express  the 
great  satisfaction  and  thanks  of  the 
Pennsylvania  delegation  whose  members 
are  interested  in  this  problem,  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Phil- 
lips], and  the  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  subcommittee  for  their  unquestioned 
interest  in  this  matter  of  adequate  hos- 
pitalization for  veterans  living  in  the 
Philadelphia  area.  They  have  under- 
taken in  this  report  to  correct  that  in- 
equity and  the  unjust  situation  which 
exists  in  the  Philadelphia  area. 

Please  bear  in  mind  that  at  this  mo- 
ment there  are  to  be  hundreds  of  vacant 
beds  available  for  ill  veterans  in  Govern- 
ment hospitals  in  the  Philadelphia  areti. 
The  beds  are  vacant  because  the  Veter- 
ans' Administration  will  not  pay  to  the 
Navy  the  money  which  is  necessary  as 
rental  for  these  beds  necessary  to  the 
care  of  veterans  from  Philadelphia  and 
for  whom  treatment  is  already  author- 
ized. They  are  taking  these  cases  from 
the  Philadelphia  area  and  sending  them 
to  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  to  other 
hospitals  in  Pennsylvania ;  thus  they  are 
causing  a  serious  situation  in  those  areas 
where  they  cannot  take  their  own  vet- 
erans. So  I  commend  the  committee  for 
recognizing  that  something  must  be 
done. 

I  address  myself  now  to  what  the  com- 
mittee have  undertaken  to  do  and  to  see 
whether  what  they  have  tried  to  do  in 
this  report  is  adequate.  Does  the  com- 
mittee's action  eissure  hospitalization  for 
veterans  from  the  Philadelphia  area  in 
Philadelphia  area  hospitals  to  help  the 
veteran  from  the  Philadelphia  area? 

The  committee  had  placed  in  this  re- 
port the  following  statement: 

The  committee  specifically  directs  that  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  take  such 
immediate  steps  as  may  be  essential  to  fur- 
nish adequate  hospitalization  for  needy  vet- 
erans in  the  Philadelphia  area. 

Now,  we  know  from  experience  that 
the  Veterans'  Administration  acting  un- 
der the  instructions  of  the  Budget 
Bureau  quite  frequently  do  the  things 
they  want  to  and  disregard  the  will  and 
the  intention  of  Congress.  Will  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  under  this  dii^ec- 
tive  do  as  the  committee  want? 

I  believe  that  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration will  take  the  n(K:essary  action  so  ° 
that  the  needy  veterans  who  live  in  the 
Philadelphia  su-ea  will  be  given  adequate 
hospitalization;  but  I  fear  it  will  not  be 
done  within  the  Philadelphia  area.  I 
contend  that  this  statement  that  the 
veterans  in  the  Philadelphia  area  are  to 
have  adequate  hospitalization  will  be  in- 
terpreted as  meaning  that  a  veteran  liv- 
ing in  that  area  shall  have  adequate  hos- 
pitalization and  that  the  adequate  hos- 
pitalization may  be  furnished  in  New 
York,  Ohio,  or  other  parts  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, New  Jersey,  or  elsewhere.  That  is 
exactly  what  they  have  been  doing.  We 
want  this  changed,  and  I  believe  the 
committee  does  also.  In  that  connection 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips],  chairman  of 
the  committee,  whether  it  is  intended 
that  the  Veterans'  Administration  under 
this  directive  is  to  provide  necessary  and 
adequate  medical  service  for  veterans  in 


Philadelphia  and  within  the  Philadel- 
phia area? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  would  be  very  glad 
to  read  the  record  if  I  had  the  time.  My 
answer  is,  we  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
gentleman  agrees  that  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration as'a  result  of  the  directive 
of  the  gentleman's  committee  is  to  pro- 
vide that  care. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.    In  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.    Yes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  That  is  in  the  hear- 
ings. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chahman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  am  in  full  accord  with  the  statement 
made  with  respect  to  the  need  of  ade- 
quate medical  care  and  hospitalization 
for  veterans  in  the  Philadelphia  area 
which  includes  all  southern  New  Jersey 
now  served  by  the  naval  hospital  at  Phil- 
adelphia. The  matter  is  one  that  is  seri- 
ous. The  curtailment  of  service  to  the 
veterans  in  the  south  Jersey  area  has 
awakened  great  interest  upon  the  part 
of  all  veteran  organizations  located  in 
this  section  of  New  Jersey.  We  appreci- 
ate the  effort  that  is  being  made  in  this 
bill  to  provide  the  facilities  for  southern 
New  Jersey  it  is  entitled  to  have. 

There  is  no  money  being  expended  by 
our  Government  that  is  more  necessary 
or  more  proper  than  that  being  expended 
for  medical  and  hospital  faciUties  for 
our  veterans,  and  the  amount  should  at 
all  times  be  adequate.  There  is  no  valid 
excuse  or  Justification  for  any  less  sum. 

During  the  past  year  it  has  become  in- 
creasingly clear  that  the  Congress  cut 
the  amount  for  medical,  hospital,  and 
domiciliary  services  for  veterans  below 
the  amount  that  was  necessary  to  give 
the  adequate  care  our  veterans  are  en- 
titled to  have.  The  number  to  be  cared 
for  is  constantly  increasing.  Failure  to 
recognize  this  fact  is  doing  an  injustice 
to  the  men  and  women  who  have  served 
our  cotmtry  in  its  hour  of  emergency. 

"nils  inadequacy,  in  the  amount  last 
appropriated  for  this  purpose  in  the  ap- 
propriation bill  adopted  by  the  previous 
Congress,  must  and  should  be  corrected. 
Those  of  us  who  are  in  constant  touch 
with  veteran  affairs  in  the  south  Jersey 
area  are  fully  aware  of  what  the  curtail- 
ment of  medical  and  hospital  facilities 
for  the  veterans  in  this  area,  as  a  result 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  last  appropria- 
tion bill,  has  meant  to  our  veterans. 

The  supplemental  appropriations  pre- 
sented to  us  in  the  present  bill  to  remedy 
the  deficiency  of  the  bill  passed  last  year 
is  welcome.  The  committee  is  entitled 
to  be  commended  for  the  action  it  has 
taken.  Ilie  committee  report  leaves  no 
doubt  that  the  veterans  in  the  area  of 
south  Jersey  being  served  by  the  facilities 
provided  at  the  Philadelphia  naval  hos- 
pital will  be  inci-eased  by  the  additional 
$5  million  provided  in  this  bill. 

The  report  is  very  definite  in  this  re- 
spect. It  says:  "The  committee  has 
allowed  the  full  amount  of  the  estimate 
of  $5  million  for  operating  expenses  in 
connection  with  hospitals.  In  connec- 
tion with  this  part  of  the  estimate  the 
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committee  specifically  directs  that  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  take 
such  immediate  steps  as  may  be  essen- 
tial to  furnish  adequate  hospitalization 
for  needy  veterans  in  the  Philadelphia 
area." 

The  bill  should  have  the  support  of  all 
who  believe  in  providing*  adequate  care 
for  our  veterans. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pexmsylvanla.  I 
thank  the  gentleman. 

(By  unanimoiLS  consent.  Mr.  Simpson 
of  Pennsylvania  was  allowed  to  proceed 
for  3  additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr  CELLER.  Will  the  gentleman 
state  that  the  appropriations  now  made 
for  the  Veterans'  Administration  will  be 
adequate  for  the  supplying  of  the  proper 
number  of  beds  in  all  areas  other  than 
the  one  the  gentleman  has  been  speaking 
about?  I  have  in  mind  a  situation  in 
New  York  where  there  has  been  vlgoroxis 
complaint  and  protest  from  veterans' 
organizations  that  the  number  of  beds 
in  the  New  York  area  Is  woefiilly  inade- 
quate to  take  care  of  the  needs  there. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
New  York  area  will  be  helped  by  the  op- 
eration of  this  directive  because  patients 
now  being  sent  to  New  York  from  Penn- 
sylvania will  be  detained  in  Philadelphia. 
Other  than  that,  I  cannot  answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  If  New  York  Is 
short  of  funds,  this  is  not  the  time  to 
fight  for  it.  The  time  to  do  that  is  to 
go  before  the  subcommittee  on  appro- 
priations when  it  considers  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  1954. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  still  ask  whether  this 
supplemental  appropriation  will  provide 
for  an  adequatie  number  of  beds  to  be 
made  available  in  New  York?  I  am  in- 
terested in  New  York  as  well  as  the  other 
Members  are  interested  in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  As  a 
result  of  Dr.  Fkntom's  amendment  and 
the  directive  which  the  committee  has 
inserted  in  the  report  to  the  effect  that 
Pennsylvania  patients  will  be  retained 
in  Pennsylvania  hospitals  and  not  sent 
to  New  York  hospitals.  New  York  will  be 
helped  by  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Docs  the 
gentleman  kno^  that  in  the  Fort  Hamil- 
ton Hospital  I  believe  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Ckllki]  is  discuss- 
ing at  the  present  time  there  are  two  full 
floors  of  beds  that  are  not  being  used 
because  of  Inadequate  fimds?  The 
question  I  have  in  mind  Is  this:  Will 
these  fimds  be  used  to  reuse  those  beds? 
There  Is  a  terrific  need  in  the  New  York 
area;  those  beds  are  needed  but  no  funds 
are  being  supplied  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
do  not  know  the  answer  to  that  question. 


I  hope  the  bill  includes  sufficient  money 
to  permit  the  use  of  these  beds  for  vet- 
erans within  the  New  York  area. 

Mr.  HAND.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  I  will  not 
take  all  the  5  minutes  which  the  chair- 
man has  allotted  me.  but  I  do  want  to 
supplement  briefly  the  remarks  just 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  WolvertonI,  and  to  add  to  what 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
PkntokI  has  said.  The  Philadelphia 
area  properly  comprises  the  district  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Wolverton],  right  across  the  river,  in 
Camden,  and  also  my  district  in  southern 
New  Jersey  which  depends  largely  on 
facilities  in  Philadelphia.  As  the  gen- 
tleman has  said,  it  is  one  of  the  world's 
great  medical  centers  and  it  is  proper 
that  medical  facilities,  should  be  con- 
centrated there.  In  the  veterans'  hos- 
pital at  Lyons,  N.  J.,  there  is  a  situation 
where  there  is  literally  standing  room 
only.  In  the  new  veterans'  hospital  in 
the  Oranges,  in  New  Jersey,  just  com- 
pleted a  few  short  months  ago,  my  under- 
standing is  that  that  facility  is  not  yet 
caring  for  an  adequate  number.  In  the 
Wilmington,  Del.,  veterans'  hospital,  to 
which  my  district  also  has  resort  and 
which  is  doing  a  fine  job  in  that  area,  I 
am  told  now  that  they  are  limited  to 
taking  surgical  emergencies,  so  crowded 
are  their  conditions.  So,  there  is  in  the 
Philadelphia  area  as  well  as  the  area  I 
represent  in  southern  New  Jersey  a  very 
acute  need  for  additional  hospital  beds. 
I  wanted  to  add  that  to  what  the  gentle- 
men said  a.bout  the  situation  because  I 
know  of  my  own  knowledge  that  the  need 
is  acute,  and  when  we  return  to  the 
House  I  shall  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
insert  certain  memoranda  which  I  have 
received  from  veterans  in  my  area  in  that 
connection.  I  hope  what  the  committee 
has  done  in  this  connection  will  be  ade- 
quate; that  their  direction  to  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  will  at  least  tem- 
porarily serve  to  help  us.  But.  I  do  want 
to  emphasize  further  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
ZandtI,  has  just  stated,  and  that  is  that 
the  real  fight  must  come  in  this  connec- 
tion when  we  discuss  fiscal  1954. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
.     Mr.  HAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Let  me  say  that 
the  gentlemsui  from  New  Jersey  points 
out  a  fact  that  there  is  a  shortage  of 
hospital  beds  for  veterans  in  this  country, 
and  I  would  like  to  remind  the  Members 
of  the  House  that  some  years  ago  the 
Hoxise  of  Representatives  reinstated  a 
16,000  bed  program  which  the  President 
arbitrarily  cut  from  the  hospital  pro- 
gram. 

Mr.  HAND.  I  am  very  glad  the  gen- 
tleman mentioned  that,  because  to  my 
knowledge  that  is  entirely  true  and  It 
ought  to  be  stated  at  this  point.  The 
gentleman  is  always  well-informed  on 
veterans  needs,  and  I  thank  him  for  his 
observation. 

Sometime  ago  the  deplorable  shortage 
of  hospital  beds  for  veterans  in  southern 
New  Jersey  was  called  to  my  attention  by 
Anthony  J.  Volpe.  the  service  officer  of 


Cape  May  County  Veterans'  Bureau.     He 
wrote  me  as  follows: 

Cate  H*t  Cottntt  VrmiAws'  BxntMAV, 

Cape  May  Court  Houae.  N.  J., 

November  24. 1952. 
Re  VA  hospital  beds. 
Hon.  T.  MiLxrr  Hans. 

Second  Neu>  Jersey  Congretaional  Dia- 
trict.  Home  Office  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

DzAK  Ms.  Hand:  I  have  before  me  a  copy  of 
letter  from  Surgeon  General,  United  States 
Navy,  which  was  forwarded  to  you  on  or 
about  October  27.  1952.  According  to  aald 
letter  from  the  Surgeon  Oeneral.  United 
States  Navy,  the  Veterans'  Adminlatratlaa 
themselves  are  guilty  of  not  tf^^lng  advan- 
tage of  hospital  bed  facilities  at  the  PhUa- 
delphla  Naval  Hospital.  I  quote  the  laat 
paragraph  of  said  letter,  "The  Navy  U  wlUlng 
to  continue  provision  of  beds  for  veterans 
at  this  hospital  as  It  has  In  the  past,  and  can 
do  so  for  the  foreseeable  future  to  the  extent 
these  are  desired  by  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration." 

It  seems  more  apparent  to  the  under- 
signed that  the  Veterans'  AdmlntstraUon, 
throughout  the  entire  Bast,  are  cutting  not 
only  bed  (hospital)  faculties  for  veterans,  but 
they  are  also  cutting  personnel  allocations 
for  already  existing  and  new  facilities  for 
hospital  and  medical  facilities  for  veterans 
of  all  categories,  both  service -connected  and 
nonservlce-connected.  In  fact,  I  have  re- 
cently spoken  with  an  olBclal  from  the  Lyons 
VA  Mental  Hospital,  and  have  been  Informed 
officially  that  they  have  now  cut  down  their 
hospital  bed  facilities  for  mental  cases  to  the 
tone  of  112.  Tlie  Lyons  VA  Hospital  had  a 
bed  capacity  of  2.009  patients;  they  now  have 
capacity  for  only  1,897.  According  to  the 
official  at  Lyons,  this  Is  due  entirely  to  out  In 
personnel.  I  may  emphatically  state  that 
we.  particularly  we  In  this  area,  and  aU  tbs 
areas  served  by  the  Lyons  VA  Hospital  hav« 
always  been  confronted  with  a  long  waiting 
list.  In  recent  months  that  waiting  list  has 
t>een  as  high  as  700  men  waiting  for  a  bed 
at  Lyons  VA  mental  hospital.  Now  with 
the  cut  of  112  beds  the  situation  is  going 
to  become  more  adverse.  As  yet,  the  under- 
signed has  not  received  any  ofBclal  notifica- 
tion that  the  new  VA  hospital  at  Bast  Orange, 
N.  J.,  will  be  able  to  operate  at  fuU  capacity. 
By  that  I  mean,  the  new  hospital  at  Bast 
Orange  was  built  to  handle  950  patients.  As 
of  2  weeks  ago  our  department  headquarters 
stated  that  they  can  only  maintain  360  pa* 
tlents  due  to  the  fact  that  they  do  not  tu^TC 
sufficient  personnel  to  handle  full  capacity 
for  which  the  hospital  was  built.  The  new 
hospital  which  will  be  opened  very  shortly 
at  Philadelphia  will  probably  be  a  350-  or  400- 
bed  hospital.  This  will  not  In  any  way 
alleviate  the  hospital  bed  shortages  for  the 
Philadelphia  area  and  our  area  in  any  man- 
ner. If.  however,  the  new  hospital  with  a 
capacity  of  400  beds  will  be  able  to  operaU 
at  full  capacity,  and  If  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration requests  from  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  the  use  of  the  300  beds  which  are 
available  to  them,  we  will  then  have  at  least 
700  or  750  beds  available  to  use  In  the  PhUa- 
delphia  area.  That  will  greatly  help  tbe  sit- 
uation as  It  stands  right  now. 

The  Wilmington  Veterans'  Hospital,  which 
has  rendered  the  most  efficient,  the  most 
expedient,  and  the  most  cooperative  care  for 
our  veterans  and  the  veterans  of  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  all  of  south  Jersey,  are  now 
operating  at  over  and  above  standard  ca- 
pacity for  the  type  of  facility  that  they 
have  there.  Dvie  to  the  Increase  and  the 
soaring  amount  of  veterans  requiring  hos- 
pitalization for  both  general  medical  and 
general  surgical  care  the  veterans'  hospital 
at  Wilmington  has  now  a  long  waiting 
surgical  list. 

I  personally  feel  that  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration are  guilty  of  fooling  the  people. 
veterans,  and  veterans  organizations  to  this 
extent:  They  have  almost  continually 
adopted  the  policy  of  economy  measures  In 
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spite  of  tbe  fact  that  they  have  had  an  wp- 
proprlatlon  for  the  fiscal  year  of  1053  which 
would  ordinarily  have  been  sufflclent  for 
operations  for  tlM  balance  of  fiscal  year  195X 
However,  It  has  been  reported  to  all  our 
department  headquarters  that  Vetenms'  Ad- 
mlnlstratlou,  themselves.  In  recent  nsonttas 
returned  part  of  the  allocated  funds  to  the 
Federal  Government.  Tet,  all  the  time  they 
knew  they  required  not  only  more  funds  to 
continue  operations  but  they  would  require 
additional  funds  to  hire  additional  person- 
nel to  meet  the  rising  needs  and  cost  of  the 
medical  out -pat  lent- treatment  program  and 
to  meet  tkit  rising  neoessltles  of  many  new 
veterans. 

I  believe  It  Is  high  time  that  we  have 
some  congressional  investigation  into  this 
VA  medical  progranv:  we  should  have  an  in- 
vestigation to  find  out  why  we  do  not  have 
sufficient  funds  for  the  VA  medical  program, 
present  and  proposed;  we  should  have  an 
investigation  as  to  why  there  are  no  funds 
available  periodically  to  continue  with  the 
OPT  program,  both  dental  and  medical;  we 
should  find  out  why  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration are  not  allocated  sufficient  funds  to 
carry  out  this  program,  and  we  should  then 
find  out  why  the  VA  returned  some  of  the 
funds  back  to  the  federal  Government. 

In  view  of  the  above  I  would  request  that 
you  take  immediate  coogressional  action  and 
contact  your  colleagues  in  tfae  House  of  Bep- 
resentatlves  and  also  the  members  of  the 
House  Veterans'  Affairs  Conunlttee.  to  look 
Into  this  matter  further  and  under  ofllcial 
status.  I  would  also  recommend  that  either 
yourself  or  a  member  at  the  House  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee  contact  Gen.  Carl  Oray, 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  also 
Admiral  Boone,  Medical  Chief,  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, to  see  whttt  they  actually  have 
t<i  say  about  the  hospital  bed  facilities  in 
this  area,  and  what  they  propose  to  do  about 
it.  Thus  far,  we  have  only  had  some  very 
poor  excvises  regarding  the  shortages  of  hos- 
pital bed  facilities.  For  example,  in  a  com- 
munication, of  which  you  have  the  original 
copy,  the  VA  said  that  it  Is  a  phasing-out 
program  Inasmuch  as  a  new  hospital  was 
being  built  and  was  going  to  be  opened 
at  Philadelphia.  However,  they  do  not  state 
how  great  the  veteran  patient  load  is  in  the 
Pbiladelpiila  area  and  our  own  particular 
area,  nor  do  they  state  how  they  expect  the 
new  hospital  and  lU  Umited  faculties  to 
carry  this  very  great  and  ever-increasing  pa- 
tient load.  The  Veterans'  Administration 
has  not  stated  yet,  to  anyone  to  the  best  of 
my  knowledge,  why  they  are  so  short  of 
funds  far  the  entire  n^edlcal  program  of  tt>j> 
Veterans'  Administration.  Also  being  hard 
hit  is  the  Veterans'  Administration  ntedlcal 
outpatient  treatment  program.  For  ex- 
ample, periodically  veterans  with  service- 
connected  tooth  disabilities  who  require  re- 
pairs or  replacement  of  bridge,  plates,  or 
complete  dentures,  undergo  an  appraisal  ex- 
aminaUon  at  local  VA  facilities,  and  are 
then  told  that  they  wiU  get  their  teeth,  re- 
pairs, etc..  as  soon  as  fimds  become  avaU- 
able.  That  not  only  is  detrimental  to  the 
veteran  and  his  particular  dental  diaablUty 
and  requirements  but  It  is  in  conflict  with 
congressional  law.  The  Veterans*  Adminis- 
tration should  by  this  time  have  enough  ex- 
perience to  be  able  to  state  In  their  propwed 
budgets  and  their  requests  for  emergency 
appropriations  about  how  much  money  it 
will  take  to  render  this  service  to  veterans 
with  service-connected  dental  needs. 

The  VA  medical  outpatient  treatment 
program  Is  being  hard  hit  perlodlcany  for  the 
aame  reascm.  Many  disabled  veterans  with 
eervloe-eonnected  dteabUltlea  who  require 
about  4  to  8  treatments  by  thctr  own  private 
physicians  per  month  are  periodically  *in<HT>g 
themselves  oonfrocted  with  a  letter  stating, 
"Based  upon  all  tbe  evidence  on  record.  It 
has  been  determined  that  your  need  for  out- 
patient treatment  no  longer  reqxUres  4  visits 
to  your  physician  per  month;  therefore,  you 


are  authorised  to  report  to  your  own  chosen 
physician  twice  per  month."  Of  course.  In 
many  cases  tlie  Veterans'  AdnUnistration  is 
justified  In  cutting  down  the  outpatient 
treatment  program  for  certain  disabled  vet- 
erans; however,  In  many  cases  they  are  not 
Justified,  but  I  feel  that  the  VA  must  cut 
down.  Inasmuch  as  they  do  not  have  suffi- 
cient funds  to  carry  on  the  VA  outpatient 
medical  program  as  intended  by  congres- 
sional law. 

Mr.  Hanb.  these  are  not  charges  that  I 
make,  they  are  only  instances  in  which  I  ask 
you,  as  my  congressional  Representative,  to 
check  Into,  not  only  with  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, but  to  ask  the  House  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee  to  look  into  this  matter 
also.  Inasmuch  as  this  condition  may  become 
worse  rather  than  better. 
Tours  very  sincerely, 

AntKONT   J.  VOLPX, 

County  Service  Offlcer. 

I  was  glad  recently  to  give  Mr.  Volpe 
the  assurance  of  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Veterans'  Affairs  Cotnmittee 
that  a  special  subcommittee  on  this  hos- 
pital problem  would  be  appointed  in  the 
near  future  to  make  a  complete  review  of 
the  entire  situation. 

It  is  not  practical  to  attempt  to  correct 
this  picture  in  the  pending  supplemental 
apprc«)Tlations  bill,  but  prompt  attention 
should  be  given  it.  first,  by  the  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee,  and  then  by  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  for  the  new 
fiscal  year. 

We  owe  an  obligation  to  our  veterans 
which  we  can  and  must  fulfill. 

Mr.  CHDDOFP.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  yesterday  we  spent  a 
lot  of  time  talking  about  chairs.  We 
had  a  lot  of  fun  talking  about  round- 
back  chairs,  long-back  chairs,  and  then 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  £Mr.  Bendeb], 
who  I  always  enjoy  listening  to,  got 
Into  a  discussion  about  Old  House  Office 
Building  livestock,  and  we  had  a  lot  of 
fun  with  that.  We  spent  considerable 
time,  in  fact,  so  much  time  that  we  did 
not  get  as  far  as  we  thought  we  would 
with  the  bill  yesterday.  I  think  it  is 
worthwhile  spending  a  little  time  discus- 
Ing  veterans'  beds.  Now.  I  am  not  go- 
ing to  burden  you  with  a  lot  of  statistics. 
I  think  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr.  Pknton]  has  covered  the  field 
adequately. 

I  want  to  speak  to  you  on  behalf  of 
myself  and  my  colleagues  from  Phila- 
delphia [Messrs.  BAaacrr,  Btrnk  of 
Pennsylvania.  Gkanahah.  and  GHixen]. 

We  have  a  very  unique  and  practical 
problem  in  Philadelphia  in  connection 
with  ho^ital  beds.  When  they  built 
the  Philadelphia  Veterans'  Hospital,  and 
a  formula  was  worked  out  by  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  in  an  administra- 
tive capacity  whereby  they  were  going 
to  phase  out  400  beds  in  the  Philadelphia 
Naval  HospitaL  We  knew  last  October 
It  was  not  going  to  work.  The  Ameri- 
can Legion  had  a  protest  meeting  in  No- 
vember. We  contacted  the  Veterans' 
Administration  and  they  gave  us  a  3- 
page  single-spaced  letter  telling  us  how 
It  was  going  to  work. 

Then  this  Janusuy  the  Philadelphia 
Veterans'  Hospital  opened.  It  would 
have  been  wonderful  if  they  could  have 
taken  in  400  or  500  patients  on  the  1st 
of  January,  but  the  day  it  opened  they 
took  in  4  patients.  They  explained  that 
by  the  fact  that  it  takes  time  to  indoc- 


trinate personnel,  it  takes  time  to  teach 
personnel  how  to  operate  the  hospital, 
and  it  would  be  months  before  they 
would  be  able  to  fill  that  hospital  with 
patients  to  its  full  capacity.  In  the 
meantime  the  naval  hospital  would  not 
take  in  any  more  patients. 

Illness  does  not  wait.  We  found  that 
In  Philadelphia  requests  for  hospitali- 
zation by  worthy  veterans  were  mount- 
ing day  by  day,  I  found  when  I  got 
back  to  Philadelphia  over  the  weekend 
4.  5.  or  6  families  of  veterans  in  my 
office  begging  for  hospitalization.  I 
spent  all  my  time  running  all  over  mak- 
ing telephone  calls  to  Lebanon.  Pa.,  to 
Wilmington,  Del.,  and  to  Richmond,  Va.. 
trying  to  get  veterans  into  the  hospitals. 
We  were  able  to  get  some  of  them  in 
the  other  hospitals,  but  when  we  got  a 
veteran  from  Philadelphia  into  a  Rich- 
mond hospital  it  meant  that  a  veteran 
from  the  Richmond  area  had  a  bed  taken 
up  and  he  could  not  get  into  the  Rich- 
mond hospitaL 

Then  we  ran  into  this  situation.  I 
should  like  to  mention  one  specific  case, 
that  of  a  veteran  with  four  children.  He 
suffered  from  cancer.  He  had  to  have 
immediate  hospitalization.  We  finally 
foimd  a  spot  for  him  in  Wilmington. 
Wilmington  has  been  very  cooperative. 
The  question  came  up  of  how  we  were 
going  to  get  the  veteran  to  Wilmington. 
The  family  did  not  have  the  money,  and 
they  did  not  want  him  to  go  in  an  ambu- 
lance because,  even  though  the  Ameri- 
can Legion  had  volunteered  to  let  us 
have  an  ambulance,  they  did  not  want 
him  to  know  how  sick  he  was.  He  finally 
went  to  Wilmington,  but  the  family 
could  not  visit  him  because  of  lack  of 
funds  for  transportation.  I  think  the 
doctors  in  this  House  will  agree  that 
when  a  man  is  sick  one  of  the  comforting 
things,  especially  when  he  is  in  his  last 
illness.  Is  a  visit  from  his  family.  They 
had  him  in  Wilmington  for  a  while  and 
could  not  keep  him  there  any  longer,  so 
they  sent  him  up  to  the  Bronx,  in  New 
York,  a  hundred  miles  from  Philadel- 
phia. His  family  still  could  not  visit 
him. 

That  is  what  we  have  every  day.  We 
are  running  into  a  practical  problem, 
where  we  have  sick  veterans  and  we  can- 
not send  them  anywhere  because  the 
veterans'  hospital  in  Philadelphia  is  not 
fully  open  and  will  not  be  for  6  months, 
and  the  naval  hospital  will  not  take  them 
in  because  of  the  phasing-out  program. 

I  want  to  say  something  to  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 
He  is  trying  to  convince  us  that  we  can 
legislate  by  committee  report.  I  have 
been  on  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. I  was  a  member  of  the  special 
Teague  committee  in  the  last  session.  I 
know  when  we  got  into  our  investiga- 
tions— and  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
will  agree  with  me — we  found  that  we 
gave  too  much  administrative  power  to 
the  Veterans'  Administration.  We  found 
that  they  abused  that  power.  We  found 
that  abuses  grew  up  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, in  the  GI  school  program, 
and  in  the  housing  program,  as  a  result 
of  faulty  administration.  That  is  why 
I  come  here  today  asking  you  to  speU  out 
in  our  legislation  the  $729,000  we  need  in 
Philadelphia  to  keep  our  veterans  in 
hospitals. 
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It  is  all  right  for  a  Congressman,  if  he 
does  not  like  a  high-back  chair  or  a  low- 
back  chair,  to  sit  on  the  floor,  but  a  vet- 
eran cannot  possibly  wait  outside  a  ho6- 
pttal  when  he  needs  treatment. 

I  think  this  is  a  fair  request.  It  is  only 
to  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year.  I  think  if 
we  get  over  this  fliscal  year  with  this 
money  our  Philadelphia  problem  will  be 
solved  by  future  legislation. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
should  like  to  make  an  effort  to  see  how 
long  we  should  continue  this  discussion. 
I  suggest  10  minutes,  the  time  to  be  di- 
vided between  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Tkaguc],  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bsyson].  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  and  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know 
that  all  the  Pennsylvania  delegation  are 
very  much  interested  in  having  this  prob- 
lem solved.  I  do  not  think  that  ought 
to  be  cut  down  to  10  minutes,  when  it  is 
really  an  important  question. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.     How  much  time  does 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  want? 
Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  would  wtuit  2 
minutes  anyhow. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman  wiU 
get  2'/^  minutes,  as  it  is. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  all  debate  on  the  pending 
amendment  and  all  an^endments  thereto 
close  in  10  minutes.     .'. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
TEACtni. 

Mr.  TEAQUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will 
not  take  much  of  the  Committee's  time. 
In  this  country  we  have  something  over 
108.000  operating  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion hospital  beds,  and  it  seems  to  me 
only  good  common  business  sense  to  ap- 
propriate enough  money  so  that  the  vet- 
erans' hospitals  and  the  veterans,  and 
the  people  of  our  coxmtry  can  get  the 
benefit  of  using  such  vacant  beds  as  may 
be  necessary  for  veteran  cases. 

As  a  result  of  the  reduction  in  the  1953 
budget  for  the  VA  medical  program  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  Con- 
gress, the  VA  was  forced  to  inactivate 
2,300  operating  beds  in  its  old  hospitals. 
Since  its  funds  were  inadequate  to  oper- 
ate all  of  the  beds  available  in  the  old 
hospitals  the  VA  was  forced  to  delay  ac- 
tivation of  its  new  hospitals  which  were 
already  ccHnplete.  On  September  30. 
1952,  the  new  hospitals  in  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah;  Baltimore.  Md.;  Philadelphia. 
Pa.;  and  Boston,  Mass.,  were  frozen  in 
a  partial  stage  of  activation.  Twelve 
more  hospitals  were  delayed  in  their  ac- 
tivation from  60  to  90  days.  These  were 
.located  in  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Salisbury, 
N.  C;  Brockton.  Mass.;  West  Haven, 
Conn.;  Jefferson  Barracks.  Mo.;  Bir- 
mingham. Ala.;  Ssrracuse,  N.  Y.;  IXir- 
ham,  N.  C;  Ann  Arbor.  Mich.;  Chicago. 
111.;  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  and  Chicago,  111. 
After  the  VA  received  the  authorization 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  $5 
million  in  the  supplemental  appropria- 
tions bill  which  we  are  considering  here 
today  they  proceeded  with  normal  ac- 
tivation of  the  16  new  hospitals  which 


I  have  just  mentioned,  but  they  were  un- 
able to  do  anything  about  restoring  the 
2,300  beds  which  they  had  lost  in  the  old 
hospitals.  Let  me  emphasize,  however, 
that  the  activation  of  the  new  hospitals 
was  at  the  expense  of  the  other  medical 
programs  in  the  VA.  They  were  forced 
to  take  %4\^  million  from  the  fee-basis 
dental  program,  and  they  lowered  their 
medical  supply  inventory  by  $3  ''2  million. 
As  a  result,  the  dental-fee-basis  program 
has  come  to  a  complete  halt  and  the 
supply  inventory  is  below  the  normal  op- 
erating level. 

In  its  original  request  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  the  VA  asked  for  a  sup- 
plemental appropriation  of  $16  million. 
Admiral  Boone,  the  Medical  Director  of 
VA,  has  testified  before  the  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs Committee  that  the  full  amount 
of  sixteen  million  is  needed  to  restore  the 
2.300  beds  which  have  been  cut  in  the 
old  hospitals.  I  think  Admiral  Boone 
has  done  an  outstanding  job  as  Medical 
Director  of  VA  and  I  trust  his  judgment 
in  this  matter.  It  seems  to  me  like  the 
poorest  kind  of  economy  to  leave  vacant 
beds  and  vacant  wards  scattered  in  our 
established  veterans'  hospitals  when  we 
have  21.000  veterans  on  the  waiting  lists, 
and  many  of  the  veterans  in  dire  need  of 
attention.  There  are  hundreds  of  cases 
of  veterans  being  held  in  jail  because  our 
VA  mental  hospitals  cannot  accommo- 
date them.  We  have  been  told  that 
much  of  the  difficulty  which  the  VA  has 
been  experiencing  has  resulted  from  a 
difference  in  philosophy  between  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  and  the  VA.  The  VA 
maintains  that  it  is  attempting  to  make 
its  medical  program  second  to  none, 
while  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  considers 
that  it  must  recommend  appropriations 
only  on  minimum  needs. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  will  continue  to  be 
faced  with  this  sort  of  problem  until  the 
Congress  adopts  a  consistent  policy  for 
furnishing  medical  care  to  veterans.  We 
must  lay  down  clear  guidelines  to  the 
VA  on  exactly  the  types  of  cases  we  ex- 
pect them  to  treat,  we  must  gage  our 
hospital  building  program  to  accommo- 
date the  veterans  entitled  to  treatment 
imder  the  law.  and  then  we  must  pro- 
vide funds  for  the  VA  to  opferate  these 
hospitals.  If  we  do  not  want  the  VA  to 
hospitalize  certain  types  of  non-service- 
connected  cases  we  should  give  the  VA  a 
clear  mandate  on  who  is  to  be  hospital- 
ized. We  should  not  attempt  to  regulate 
the  niunber  of  veteran  patients  which 
are  treated  by  the  VA  by  cutting  off 
funds.  This  type  of  control  of  the  VA 
medical  program  by  appropriations  can 
only  result  in  a  deterioration  of  tiie 
quality  of  the  treatment  received  by  the 
veteran  patient.  This  last  reduction  of 
2.300  beds  caused  a  reduction  of  2,800 
positions  in  the  VA  hospital  and  caused 
the  shifting  and  transfer  of  hundreds  of 
employees  and  has  created  a  serious 
morale  problem.  It  is  difficult  enough 
to  compete  with  private  hospitals  for 
nurses  and  doctors  without  injecting  the 
element  of  instability  created  by  these 
continual  budgetary  reductions. 

I  have  read  the  hearing  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee  which  con- 
sidered this  matter  and  I  thoroughly  ap- 
preciate the  difficult  task  which  they 
face,  but  I  am  certain  that  every  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee  will  agree  that 


the  health  and  welfare  of  our  ex-service- 
men should  not  be  a  subject  for  economy. 
The  Congress  created  these  beds  and 
they  should  provide  for  their  operation. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILUAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  have 
been  given  to  believe  that  the  funds  for 
the  dental  program  of  service -connected 
cases  have  been  completely  exhausted 
and  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Veterans' 
Administration  anywhere  in  the  country 
to  provide  treatment  in  dental  cases,  for 
veterans  with  service-connected  cases; 
is  that  correct?  And,  if  so,  how  will  the 
situation  be  affected  if  the  gentleman's 
amendment  is  not  accepted? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  If  my  amendment  is 
not  accepted? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  If  the 
gentleman's  amendment  is  rejected. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  understand  that  If 
my  amendment  is  rejected  there  will 
probably  be  no  dental  treatment.  There 
is  $5  million  in  this  bill  that  will  give 
them  some  relief,  but  very  little.  It  Is  my 
understanding  from  Admiral  Boone. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FORD.  In  the  $10  million  the 
:?entleman  is  proposing  In  his  amend- 
ment is  it  intended  that  these  additional 
funds  shall  be  used  for  the  dental 
program? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  will  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  that  I  asked  Ad- 
miral Boone  how  much  money  was  need- 
ed to  bring  the  program  up  to  date,  and 
he  said  $10  million.  I  would  assume  that 
would  take  care  of  the  dental  program. 

Mr.  FORD.  Is  the  gentleman's  com- 
mittee going  to  do  something  about  the 
flagrant  misinterpretation  of  law  by  the 
Veterans'  Administration  in  the  matter 
of  service-connection  of  dental  cases? 
The  gentleman  knows  and  I  know  that 
if  a  man  had  a  tooth  filled  in  the  service. 
forever  after  as  long  as  he  hves  that  is  a 
service-connected  disability;  and  if  by 
chance  the  tooth  that  was  filled  doing 
his  time  of  service  eventually  becomes 
the  base  for  a  bridge,  that  bridge  is  a 
service-connected  disability  under  the 
Veterans'  Administration  interpretation 
of  service-connected  dental  care  for  a 
veteran.  Nothing  is  a  greater  perversion 
of  the  law  than  that  kind  of  interpreta- 
tion. If  the  $5  million  or  the  additional 
fund  you  are  proposing  is  going  to  give 
the  Veterans'  Administration  an  oppor- 
tunity to  expand  the  dental  program.  I 
am  irrevocably  against  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  i  notice  from  the  re- 
port of  the  committee  that  it  chopped  off 
from  the  administration's  medical,  hos- 
pital and  domiciliary  services  almost  $10 
million,  namely,  $8,960,000.  The  budget, 
in  other  words,  recommended  exactly 
what  the  gentleman  is  seeking 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  believe  that  the 
budget  recommended  $5  million.  They 
gave  them  $5  million.  What  they  cut  off 
is  something  else. 
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Mr.  EBERHARTER.  lix.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentteman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAGUK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KBKBHARTER.  Does  the  gentle- 
man believe  that  his  amendment  provid- 
ing for  an  additional  $10  million  will 
help  the  Pennsylvania  situation? 

Mr.  TEAOUE.  I  certainly  do.  I  be- 
Ueve  the  Pennsylvania  situation  will  be 
taken  care  of  if  this  amendment  is 
adopted. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  It  would  be  bet- 
ter taken  care  of  than  without  your 
amendment? 

Mr.  TEAOUE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Miasissipc]!  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TEAOUE.  I  yiekl  to  the  goitle- 
man  from  MlssissippL 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  was 
told  the  other  day  by  Dr.  Pauber,  bead 
of  the  Dental  Section  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration,  that  most  of  the  facili- 
ties all  over  the  country  are  several 
months  behind  in  providing  dental  serv- 
ice for  servioe-connected  cases.  What 
prompted  my  calling  Dr.  Fauber  was  a 
letter  I  had  received  from  a  young  mi^p 
who  had  Just  returned  from  Korea.  He 
had  suffered  injuries  in  Korea  to  his 
jawbone.  He  was  refused  dental  treat- 
ment by  the  Veterans'  Administration 
because  they  were  out  of  funds.  He 
wrote  me  to  ask  1/  there  was  any  way 
that  he  could  get  this  treatment.  In 
checking  with  Dr.  Fauber.  I  found  ther« 
is  no  way  he  could  get  the  treatment 
until  the  Congress  provided  the  funds. 
If  we  are  2  or  $  months  behind  now, 
we  can  add  4  or  5  more  months  to  it! 
if  we  have  to  wait  until  July,  and  there 
is  no  telling  what  will  happen  to  the 
young  man  In  that  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr.  EauHAiTxal. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman. 
of  course  this  matter  has  been  brought 
before  the  House  in  the  way  it  has  been 
because  of  discrimination  against  Penn- 
sylvania. Any  person  can  look  at  the 
services  rendered  to  veterans  throughout 
the  country  and  they  will  inmiediately 
conclude  without  any  pofisihility  of  doubt 
that  Pennsylvania  has  been  discrimi- 
nated against.  I  agree  with  what  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsyhrania  (Mr. 
CHUDorr  ]  has  said  that  it  is  the  fault  of 
the  Administrator  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. If  we  do  not  corz«ct  it 
in  this  inst£nce  and  in  this  manner,  he 
is  going  to  Iceep  on  acting  as  he  has 
been  acting  for  quite  some  time,  and 
that  is  in  a  dictatorial  manner.  You 
put  the  intention  of  Congress  in  a  report, 
and  he  will  come  back  with  some  such 
answer  as:  "Well,  it  is  not  practical  to 
do  it  that  way." 

They  have  been  beating  around  the 
bush  and  will  never  come  to  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Navy.  Are  we  going  to 
wait  imtll  there  is  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  Navy  and  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration? It  may  be  9  numths  from 
now.  The  regular  appropriation  bill 
will  probably  not  become  a  law  until 
next  July  or  August,  or  perhaps  evefi 
September.  Are  we  going  to  let  these 
veterans  stand  out  on  the  street  and  not 
get  proper  hospital  treatment?    This 


situation  must  be  handled  by  the  adop- 
tion of  this  amendment;  or  else  this 
Congress  may  be  accused  by  all  Penn- 
sylvania veterans  that  they  are  being 
discriminated  against  I  urge  the  mem- 
bers of  this  committee  to  support  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  concur  in  what  the 
gentleman  says.  This  amendment  has 
no  bearing  on  the  Tea^ue  amendment. 
The  gentleman  from  Texas  said  we 
should  vote  the  amendment  down.  It 
has  no  bearing  whatsoever  on  the  Teague 
amendment.  A  very  desperate  situation 
exists  in  Philadelphia,  and  this  is  an 
emergency  provision  to  take  care  of  a 
very  critical  ho^italisation  problem  in 
PhilsMielphia. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  It  is  the  only 
practical  way  for  us  to  handle  it  because 
if  we  let  this  go  on.  it  will  be  handled  in 
a  dictatorial  manner  by  the  Veterans' 
Administrator.  I  say  that  from  experi- 
ence too.  He  makes  whatever  decision 
he  wants,  regardless  of  what  is  in  the 
bill,  and  regardless  also  of  what  is  in 
the  report. 

Mr.  MoCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  With  ail  due  re- 
spect to  the  committee,  and  with  all  due 
respect  to  the  report  of  the  committee, 
I  would  point  out  that  the  committee 
report  does  not  have  a  binding  effect 
upon  the  Administrator.  There  is  no 
definite  assurance  that  the  situation  will 
be  adjusted,  and  everyone — even  the 
members  of  the  committee  agrees  that  a 
situation  exists  in  Philadelphia  which 
requires  action.  The  only  way  to  guar- 
antee such  action  is  by  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment.  The  committee  report 
itself,  no  matter  how  well  meaning  it 
may  be.  and  no  matter  how  well  inten- 
tioned  it  may  be.  is  not  going  to  accom- 
plish that.  

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Referring  to 
that.  I  say  the  amendment  will  help  the 
State  of  New  York  and  the  State  of 
New  Jersey  and  the  State  of  Ohio  and 
various  other  States  as  well. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  genUeman  from  New  Hamp- 
shire LMr.  Cotton  1. 

Mr,  COTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us 
understand  one  thing  quite  clearly.  Your 
Subcommittee  on  Independent  Offices 
agreed  thoroughly  with  our  friends  from 
Philadelphia  in  their  perfectly  com- 
mendable desire  to  see  to  it  that  suf- 
flcient  and  proper  care  was  given  to  the 
veterans  of  that  area.  When  the  time 
came  to  act,  we  had  this  oonfrimting  us ; 
firstly,  tmdoubtedly  the  entire  $5  million 
requested  by  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion on  this  item  would  have  been  re- 
duced somewhat  by  our  committee  be- 
cause it  was  not  entirely  justified  by  the 
evidence,  in  our  opinion.  But  we  said. 
"Let  us  give  them  every  cent  so  that 
there  will  be  no  question  but  that  the 
Philadelphia  area  will  be  taken  care  of." 
So  you  see.  we  left  money  in  the  bill  for 
that  purpose. 

Secondly,  we  were  confronted  with  the 
proposition  that  this  figure  of  (759,000 


was  an  arbitrary  figure  that  somebody 
in  the  Vetettms'  Administration  gave  to 
some  Representative  from  Pennsylvania 
as  the  money  necessary  to  care  for  400 
more  beds.  when,  as  a  matter  ot  fact, 
by  use  of  iite  naval  hospital  that  money 
was  much  more  than  was  necessary. 
Therefore,  we  are  convinced  it  will  be  a 
perfectly  simple  matter  to  take  care  at 
these  cases,  out  of  the  $5  miiiw^n 

Thirdly,  we  put  in  the  report — and 
have  no  fear  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion understand  what  we  mean — that 
they  must  take  care  of  the  situation  and 
take  care  of  it  adequately  without  putting 
the  Congress  in  the  position  of  saying. 
"You  shall  furnish  so  many  beds  here 
and  so  many  beds  there." 

In  answer  to  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  MoCos- 
MACK].  I  would  refer  him  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
THoac.\s1,  who  has  been  the  able  chair- 
man of  our  subcommittee  for  years,  when 
he  suggested — and  we  all  agreed — that 
not  next  year  or  next  month,  but  next 
week,  if  there  Is  any  questi(m  about  the 
situation  in  Philadelphia  being  taken 
care  of,  we  on  the  Independent  CMllces 
8ubc(Nnmittee  pledge  you  that  we  shall 
have  the  Veterans'  Administration  down 
here,  and  I  think,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  are  going  to  pass  on  their  regular 
budget  soon,  we  can  get  action. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  has  ex- 
pired. 

The  Chair  recognises  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  BsybonI. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr,  Chairman,  of 
course  all  of  us  love  the  city  of  brother- 
ly love.  I  would  not  deprive  them  of 
needed  hospital  facilities  for  their  hon- 
orably discharged  veterans.  But  I  am 
sure  I  do  not  necessarily  have  to  dwell 
upon  the  fact  that  there  is  hardly  a  State 
or  a  city  or  a  town  or  hamlet  in  the  en- 
tire country  In  which  some  hospital  fa- 
cilities are  not  now  badly  needed  for 
service-connected  veterans. 

During  the  period  between  the  elec- 
tion and  the  meeting  of  this  session  erf 
the  Congress  I  did  some  personal  work 
myself,  being  impressed  by  the  number 
of  telephone  calls  and  telegrams  I  re- 
ceived, making  it  imperative  to  exert 
political  influence  to  get  veterans  into 
a  veterans'  hospitaL  I  am  told  that  in 
my  State  there  are  less  beds  per  capita 
than  any  other  community  in  the  United 
States.    It  is  a  deplorable  fact. 

How  better  could  we  invest  our  time 
than  to  thrash  out  this  important  mat- 
ter? We  are  scarce  of  money.  Last  year 
we  provided  money  for  the  erection  of 
these  hospital  beds,  but  the  then  Presi- 
dent  froze  that  money.  It  is  a  deplor- 
able  thing  to  call  upon  a  youth  to  leave 
his  fireside,  with  his  father  probably 
about  my  age — because  veterans  of 
World  War  I  are  now  about  60  years 
old — leave  his  father  in  bed  in  a  poorly 
provided  home  with  Inadequate  fimds, 
probably  with  an  honorable  discharge 
from  the  Army,  service  connected  or 
otherwise,  and  take  tliat  man  away  to 
fight  another  poUce  action,  sometimes 
referred  to  as  war.  How  can  he  be  a 
brave  soldier  when  he  knows  that  his 
father,  who  fought  for  the  same  country, 
is  at  home  in  need  of  adequate  medical 
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and  hospital  facilities?  I  hope  that  nec- 
essary legislation  will  be  enacted  with- 
out further  delay  to  take  care  of  these 
needy  veterans. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  PkntonI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  the  Committee  divided, 
and  there  were — ayes  62,  noes  92. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  TEAGDE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Teagttz:  Page 
10.  line  11.  strike  out  "tlO.OOCOOO"  and  In- 
sert "t20,000,000." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Tkague]. 

Mr.  TEAQUE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  amendment.  However, 
I  am  for  accomplishing  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment  but  it  should  be  done 

_  another  way.  By  that  I  mean  that 
Philadelphia  is  not  the  only  place  where 
they  have  troubles  as  far  as  hospitals 
are  concerned.  There  is  an  amendment 
at  the  desk  calling  for  an  additional 
$10  million.  Last  year  the  House  cut 
the  appropriation  for  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. We  were  told  in  no  un- 
certain language  that  it  would  not  hurt 
the  medical  program.  However,  it  did 
hurt  the  medical  program.  Then  Ad- 
miral Boone  went  to  the  Bureau  of  the 

.  Budget  and  asked  for  $15  million  sup- 
plemental appropriation  to  get  the  max- 
imum benefit  from  the  number  of  op- 
erating beds  available.  The  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  cut  that  down  to  $5  million. 
This  committee  has  given  them  the  $5 
million.  I  propose  to  give  back  the  $10 
million  which  Admiral  Boone  says  he 
needs  to  get  the  maximum  benefit  from 
the  number  of  operating  beds.  I  hope 
the  committee  wiH  vote  this  amendment 
down  and  support  the  other  amendment. 
Mr.  PHTTJ.IPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Teague]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  problem 
which  I  stated  a  moment  ago  was  too 
great  and  too  lengthy  to  discuss  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  I  think  it  belongs  for 
preliminary  discussion  in  the  committee 
of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Teague]  and  the  gentlewoman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Two  days  ago  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration had  in  its  fund  for  dental  care 
the  sum  of  $5,158,680.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  has  told  you  of  the 
manipulation  of  interpretation  of  the 
law  by  which  a  tooth  filled  in  the  serv- 
ice at  one  time  thereafter  becomes  itself 
service-connected,  although  the  adjoin- 
ing teeth  are  not  service-connected. 

The  matter  of  whether  or  not  some 
of  these  Korean  veterans  should  be  in 
hospitals  is  a  matter  very  close  to  the 
heart  of  every  Member  of  the  Congress, 
but  has  to  do  with  the  interpretation 
of  the  law  and  not  the  amount  of  money. 
We  gave  them  last  year  every  bit  of 
money  that  was  asked  for.  We  gave 
them  all  the  money  that  was  asked  for 
this  year.  If  you  will  look  at  the  records 
of  the  committee,  you  will  find  that  the 


money  taken  out  of  the  bill  was  not 
taken  out  of  this  fund,  but  was  taken 
out  of  the  request  for  additional  em- 
ployees that  were  asked  for  by  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  in  services  having 
nothing  to  do  with  domiciliary  or  hos- 
pital care. 

Day  before  yesterday  there  was  still 
$2,105,895  in  the  fund  for  hospitals,  and 
we  have  added  to  that  $5  million  for  the 
remainder  of  this  year.    What  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  is  doing,  in  fact,  is 
not  putting  back  in  money  we  took  out. 
The  amendment  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  figure  $18,000,000,  the  original  re- 
quest.   It  is  in  effect  making  the  original 
request  $28  million,  and  that  opens  the 
entire  problem  that  should  be  consid- 
ered by  this  Congress  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible  moment   as   to   what   constitutes 
service  connection  and  just  how  far  we 
are  going  to  go  with  the  hospitalization 
of  veterans;  whether  or  not  they  have 
serious  injuries;  how  far  we  are  going  to 
go  with  veterans  who  actually  have  no 
service-connected  disability.    There  are 
at  this  moment  on  the  records  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  only   70   vet- 
erans in  the  entire  United  States  with 
service  connection  who  are  not  in  hos- 
pitals, and  of  that  70  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  them  are  out  of  the  hospitals  by 
their  own  desire  because  they  want  to  go 
at  a  later  date,  or  something  like  that. 
A  determination  must  be  made  not  on 
this  point  I  am  making.    On  what  con- 
stitutes st'rvice  connection,  it  is  my  opin- 
ion that  there  is  a  much  larger  number 
of  service-connected  cases  than  on  the 
Veterans'  Administration  roll,  but  that 
still  does  not  make  the  total   120,000, 
which  is  the  present  number  of  acti- 
vated beds.     I  ask  you  to  look  at  the 
chart  of  the  actual  number  of  cases  pres- 
ently in  the  veterans'  hospitals  where 
you  have  131.000  authorized  and  120.000 
activated  beds  and  observe  the  number 
of  cases  which  will  be  on  the  rolls  if  we 
continue  the  present  interpretation  of 
the   law.  without   the   addition  of   the 
Korean  veterans,  with  whom  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  and  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  and  I  am  very  seriously  con- 
cerned with.    The  number  of  cases  which 
will  be  required  in  one  generation  will  be 
over  325.000  cases  without  any  change 
We  would  more  than  double  the  number 
of  beds.    Are  we  going  to  back  into  so- 
cialized medicine  by  the  back  door  when 
we  deny  it  by  the  front  door?    Are  we 
going  to  limit  the  care  which  the  United 
States  gives  to  its  veterans,  its  utmost 
deserving  veterans,  that  this  country  has 
always  given  care  to  and  has  never  de- 
nied anything  to?     Should  that  deter- 
mination be  made  at  this  moment  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  or  by  the  proper  com- 
mittee in  Congress  giving  careful  consid- 
eration to  the  whole  problem  of  service 
connection,  because  that  is  the  problem 
that  we  have  before  us  today?    i  hope 
that  you  will  vote  against  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  listened  with 
interest  to  what  the  gentleman  from 
California  has  said,  i  am  for  economy 
as  much  as  anybody  in  this  House  but 
I  am  not  for  economy  at  the  expense  of 
the  halt  and  the  lame  and  the  feeble 
veteran.    The  gentleman  from  Califor- 


nia said  we  should  wait;  we  should  tarry. 
Well.  I  am  reminded  of  the  adage,  "on 
the  plains  of  hesitation  lie  countless 
bones  of  millions."  and  I  do  not  want  to 
wait.  I  am  not  going  to  allow  anybody. 
without  protest,  to  minimize  the  com- 
plaints that  have  been  offered  to  many 
of  us  in  the  metropolitan  areas  by  vet- 
erans' associations.  They  tell  us  beyond 
the  peradventure  of  a  doubt  that  there 
is  woeful  inadequacy  of  administration, 
medical,  hospital  and  domiciliary  serv- 
ices. That  is  why  I  rise  to  support  this 
increase  of  $10  million  for  those  services. 
Those  men  whom  we  seek  to  help  have 
risked  their  all.  Many  have  just  escaped 
by  a  hair's  breadth  going  through  the 
valley  of  the  shadow.  We  Members  of 
Congress  have  no  trouble  getting  similar 
services.  We  could  go  to  Bethesda  Hos- 
pital; we  can  go  to  the  Walter  Reed  Hos- 
pital. There  are  plenty  of  beds  for  us 
at  slight  cost  to  take  care  of  our  needs 
when  we  become  ill.  What  are  we  going 
to  say  to  the  veteran  when  he  pleads  for 
a  bed?  What  are  you  going  to  say  to 
the  long  queue  of  veterans  in  my  area 
who  cannot  get  these  medical  and  sxirgl- 
cal  and  dental  services  when  Members 
of  the  House  and  Members  of  the  other 
body  can  very  readily,  without  let  or 
hindrance,  go  into  these  institutions  here 
in  the  city  of  Washington  and  get  their 
medical,  surgical  needs  satlsfled.  What 
are  our  explanations  then  to  the  needy 
veteran.  I  for  one.  therefore,  say  that  a 
veteran  should  not  be  compelled  to  wait. 
When  injured  and  hurt  or  harmed  he  Is 
speedily  entitled  to  the  proper  comfort 
and  the  proper  care.  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  that  illness  does  not 
wait,  the  virus  does  not  tarry.  We 
should  not  delay.  Wounds  do  not  heal 
without  treatment.  Treatment  is  useless 
without  beds,  and  beds  are  useless  with- 
out nurses  and  doctors  and  medicines 
and  all  those  facilities  that  the  veterans, 
particularly  up  in  my  city  of  New  York, 
lack  and  are  demanding.  We  must 
answer  that  demand. 

This  amendment  does  not  say  that  this 
or  that  State  shall  get  so  much  of  the 
additional  $10  million.  We  leave  that 
to  the  discretionary  power  of  the  head 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration.  He  Is 
not  going  to  waste  the  money.  I  am  sure 
you  can  trust  him  by  appropriating 
S20  million  instead  of  $10  million  for  this 
type  of  service. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  an  old  subject 
to  all  of  us  and  it  has  been  said  many 
times  from  this  very  spot  where  I  am 
now  standing.    No   man   can   claim   a 
monopoly  on  his  desire  to  help  the  sick 
veterans.    There  is  not  a  man  on  this 
floor  that  will  not  do  everything  neces- 
sary to  be  done  for  them  in  that  regard, 
whether  the  illness  is  service-connected 
or  not.     Someone  raised  that  quesUon. 
What  are  the  facts  here.  Mr.  Chair- 
man?   We  all  talk  about  the  fact  we  are 
going  to  do  this  and  we  are  going  to  do 
that.    The  President  has  sent  to  us  a 
budget  estimate  for  hospitals  In  the  sum 
of  $5  million.    Now.  do  not  be  misled 
by  that  heading.    Under  that  heading 
you  put  this  additional  $10  million.    Let 
me  digress  there.    That  wUl  cover  any- 
thing from  A  to  Z  besides  hospitals  ware- 
houses,   finance,    anything    you'  have. 
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When  you  throw  it  in  there  as  a  lump 
sum,  as  you  are  putting  It  in  there  now, 
there  is  no  assurance  that  hospitals 
will  get  one  extra  nickel,  and  I  am  tell- 
ing you  the  absolute  truth.  The  Presi- 
dent sent  up  a  budget  estimate  for  hos- 
pitals for  how  much?  Five  million  dol- 
lars, and  that  $5  million  is  In  the  bill. 
Not  1  penny  was  deducted.  Could  your 
committee  do  more?  We  cannot  help 
it  because  the  great  general.  General 
Gray,  never  stays  in  his  office  more  than 
2  days  a  week.  The  peripatetic  general 
ought  to  stay  in  his  office  a  little  bit  and 
learn  something  £.bout  his  job,  and  he 
would  not  have  '»  enter  into  a  con- 
spiracy with  his  ov/n  staff  and  employees 
to  turn  the  heater  on  and  loose  the 
wolves  on  the  Members  regardless  of 
which  side  of  the  aisle  they  sat  on  say- 
ing. "All  right,  now  is  the  time,  boys. 
The  election  is  C'n  November  4.  Get 
after  them  in  Octcber."  It  was  not  your 
intention  then,  and  It  Is  not  your  inten- 
tion now,  to  deny  these  veterans  the 
hospitalization  wh.ich  they  need.  Let  us 
be  frank  about  it.  Let  us  not  kid  our- 
selves. All  that  this  committee  has  said 
in  the  past,  and  all  we  say  now  is.  "You 
get  in  there  and  use  your  funds  wisely. 
Do  not  come  here  and  ask  our  commit- 
tee for  428  more  contact  men  when  you 
already  have  about  1.600  contact  em- 
ployees. Take  that  money  and  put  It  in 
benefits  and  in  hospitalization  for  vet- 
erans." We  say.  "General  Gray  spend 
that  money  as  it  ought  to  be  spent." 
We  say  to  him,  "You  have  not  done  It. 
You  have  done  a  poor  job  and  you  know 
it. "  I  have  seen  it  with  my  own  eyes — 
I  have  seen  hospital  after  hospital  with 
fine  furnishings.  The  staff  is  there,  the 
medicine  is  there  and  everything  is  there 
except  the  veteran  Jn  the  bed.  The  bed 
is  vacant.  We  told  him.  "Don't  you  fire 
a  single  doctor  or  a  single  nurse  or  a 
single  dietitian."  He  did  not.  but 
through  his  poor  management,  keeping 
the  contact  boys  and  keeping  the  politi- 
cal machine  going,  he  lets  the  veterans' 
beds  remain  vacant.  He  dug  up  $600.- 
000  to  pay  for  the  Booz,  Allen  k  Hamil- 
ton report  to  reorganize  the  Veterans' 
Administration.  This  Congress  did  not 
authorize  him  to  spend  one  red  cent  of 
that  $600,000.  Where  did  he  get  It? 
Mr.  Chairman,  he  could  have  opened  up 
a  tremendous  numl)er  of  hospital  beds 
with  that  $600,000.  It  was  a  political 
move  on  his  part  tc  save  his  own  hide, 
and  I  hope  President  Elsenhower  gets  a 
good  man  to  take  care  of  the  veterans 
because  General  Gray  has  done  a  very 
poor  job. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  at  4  o'clock. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  object,  uuless  I  can  have  at 
least  5  minutes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  that  all  debate  on  the  pending 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  at  4  o'clock. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  quesUon  Is  oa. 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu- 


setts [Mrs.  Rogers]  for  one  minute  and 
a  quarter. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman.'  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman 
win  state  it. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  understood  that  only  those 
Members  who  were  standing  would  have 
the  time  divided  among  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Members 
among  whom  the  time  has  been  divided 
were  standing. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Were  they  standing,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    All  were  standing. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this 
House  for  a  long  time.  Only  a  few  have 
been  here  longer.  I  have  engaged  in  the 
debate  of  tremendously  important  is- 
sues— issues  that  have  changed  our  his- 
tory and  reshaped  our  destiny.  As  the 
chairman  of  the  great  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs,  It  seems  to  me  unfair, 
even  shocking,  that  there  cannot  be 
given  to  me  enough  time  to  make  a  brief 
statement  relating  to  this  matter  of  in- 
creased appropriations  so  greatly  needed 
for  the  care  and  hospitalization  of  our 
veterans.  To  deny  this  time  is  quite  sig- 
nificant that  when  it  comes  to  matters 
concerning  our  veterans,  who  are  greatly 
increasing  in  numbers  every  day,  there 
is  a  marked  effort  on  the  part  of  some 
to  turn  away  from  their  needs,  their  re- 
quirements, their  weU-eamed  care  for 
the  sake  of  economy.  Just  remem- 
ber this:  If  you  are  going  to  continue 
to  send  boys  into  the  fires  of  war.  you 
must  care  for  their  shattered  bodies  and 
spirits.  You  cannot  compromise  hero- 
ism for  freedom  on  the  shifting  sands  of 
political  advantage  based  on  economy. 

Is  it  the  objective  to  deny  those  of  us 
fighting  for  justice  and  fair  treatment 
of  the  veterans  a  chance  to  make  a  case? 
I  have  asked  for  a  rule  for  my  resolution 
which  authorizes  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs  to  make  in- 
vestigations of  veterans'  facihties  for  the 
purpose  of  Improvement  in  the  efficient 
operation  and  care  of  our  veterans.  F\)r 
over  a  month  this  resolution  has  been 
before  the  Committee  on  Rules.  To  date, 
they  have  failed  to  grant  a  rule.  Give  us 
our  rule.  Give  us  a  chance  to  make  a 
case.  At  this  time  other  committees 
have  inspectors  investigating  veterans' 
facilities.  Why  is  it  this  right  has  not 
been  given  to  the  very  committee  organ- 
ized and  designed  to  function  for  this 
very  purpose?  Is  this  considered  effi- 
ciency of  the  legislative  function?  If  it 
Is.  then  I  disagree,  and  I  think  the 
American  people,  the  American  mothers 
and  wives  should  know  all  that  is  tak- 
ing place.  The  Veterans'  Committee  is 
not  created  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
nothing.  This  committee  Is  created  to 
help  the  men  and  women  who  have 
fought  for  America,  for  freedom,  for  you 
and  every  American.  You  should  help  it 
to  do  its  job,  and  gladly  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired. 

Mr.  COTTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield  my 
time  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Hampshire? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. One  thing  the  Members  do  not 
realize,  and  ttiat  is  that  men  who  have 
a  service-connected  disability  who  are 
awaiting  hospitalization  may  be  hospi- 
talized for  non-service-connected  dis- 
ability, and  because  of  this  Interim  non- 
service-connected  disability  are  carried 
as  non -service -connected  cases. 

I  would  like  also  to  point  out  that  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  have  patients  in  the 
Veterans'  Administration  hospitals. 
This  of  course  takes  beds  away  from 
veterans  in  need  of  hospitalization.  It 
is  passing  strange  that  the  Army  and 
Navy  have  no  difficulty  in  getting  their 
appropriations  for  their  hospitals.  They 
have  no  difficulty  in  getting  doctors.  In 
fact,  they  take  doctors  away  from  the 
Veterans'  Administration  hospitals. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
my  time  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Mass- 
achusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  very  much.  This 
Is  a  serious  problem  I  know  the  gen- 
tleman completely  realizes  its  impor- 
tance. I  think  the  Members  do  not  re- 
alize we  have  an  increasing  load  of 
Korean  veterans  all  the  time.  The  Ko- 
rean war  has  caused  more  Injuries  and 
more  deaths  than  was  anticipated.  We 
have  an  Increasing  load  because  of  legis- 
lation we  passed  for  presumptively  con- 
nected NP  cases  and  TB  cases  during 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  we  will 
probably  have  within  a  short  time  more 
cases  presimaptlvely  connected.  Last 
year  the  Congress  cut  appropriations  for 
veterans  $31  million.  Surely  some 
Members  did  not  comprehend  how  seri- 
ously this  cut  would  affect  the  care  of 
veterans,  particularly  in  view  of  the  In- 
creasing numbers  of  Korean  veterans  re- 
quiring care  and  hospitalization. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
again  expired. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Sutton]. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
the  greatest  respect  and  admiration  for 
our  distingiiished  colleague  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomas]  and  I  fully  realize  his  lack 
of  confidence  in  General  Gray.  But  this 
additional  money  is  not  for  General 
Gray  but  for  the  relief  of  our  ex-fighting 
men.  Regardless  of  what  kind  of  an  ad- 
ministrator General  Gray  is.  we  still 
have  veterans  who  are  In  dire  need  of 
hospitalization.  I  am  not  talking  just 
about  Tennessee,  either;  I  am  talking 
about  veterans  all  over  this  country. 

Men  with  service-connected  cases, 
many  of  them  critically  ill,  who  need  to 
get  Into  hospitals  now.  regardless  of  how 
General  Gray  has  administered  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  If  he  is  guilty 
of  mal  or  misadmlnlstratlon  let  us  get 
someone  In  there  who  will  carry  out  the 
wishes  of  this  Congress  and  take  care  of 
our  veterans,  the  defenders  of  our 
Nation.   Personally  I  think  we  are  doing 
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this  country  »  grave  Injustice  when  we 
neglect  the  men  who  protected  our  great 
Nation  in  times  of  pcaril  and  war. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  g^atleman 
frott  New  York  [Mr.  JayitsI  is  recog- 
nised. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
the  cuU  in  VA  medieal  availabilities 
were  made  last  year  there  was  great 
protest  by  the  veterans'  organieations. 
We  have  a  chance  to  correct  it  now. 
Let  us  do  it  f  ikUy.  It  is  almost  impossible 
for  the  Member  who  has  not  participated 
in  the  detail  ol  this  question,  to  get  to 
the  basic  facts  here,  and  you  pretty  well 
have  to  pin  your  faith  ou  the  CMiclu- 
sions  from  the  facts  arrived  at  by  those 
Members  who  have  studied  the  situa- 
tion in  detail.  Our  distinguished  col- 
leagiie  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas!,  has 
made  a  eolorfitl  appeal,  and.  as  he  gen- 
erally does,  is  a  lion  in  favor  of  what 
his  own  subcommittee  decided  and  he 
carries  the  ball  very  well,  indeed. 

The  gmtleman  from  Texas  (Mr. 
TiAcnxl  is  the  author  of  the  Teague 
bill,  the  Korean  GI  bill  at  rights.  It 
was  not  a  wild  bill:  it  was  a  very  con- 
servative one.  soundly  conceived  and 
carefully  worked  out  after  extensive 
hearings  and  study.  It  received  over- 
whelming support  in  the  House.  Today 
I  shall  follow  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  TxagtjiI,  who,  I  think,  is 
looking  at  this  from  the  veterans' 
point  of  view  and  has  stated  the  ques- 
tion very  fairly  and  f orciUy.  To  carry 
out  the  veterans'  ho^talizatitm  pro- 
gram we  need,  according  tO'  Mr.  Tkagus's 
findings  this  additional  $10  mllhon.  We 
have  cut  $1,300,000,000  requested  in  this 
deficiency  ai^ropriation  for  defense.  Leb 
us  then,  even  if  we  should  err  on  the 
side  of  generosity,  ai^ropriate  $lt  mil- 
lion more  to  veterans'  hospitalisation — 
lor  the  men  who  make  defense  possible. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlraian 
from  California  £Mr.  Moss]  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  MOSS.  Mr.  Qiairman.  the  Legis- 
lature of  California  does  not  agree  with 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  CaU- 
fomla  [Mr.  PhiixipsI.  Under  date  of 
January  14.  1953.  resolution  to  provide 
more  adequately  for  the  care  of  veterans 
in  California  was  adopted  by  the  State 
legislature.  It  was  introduced,  as  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Cahf omia 
Is  undoubtedly  aware,  t^  8  gentle- 
men with  whom  he  is  undoubtedly  ac- 
quainted— 8  Republican  senators  long 
known  for  their  anxious  participation  in 
all  ecoru)my  moves  in  California  Legis- 
lature. They  are  not  spoodthrif  ts,  tiiey 
do  not  want  any  department  or  branch 
Off  goverrmient  to  needlessly  expend 
the  taxpayers'  money.  But.  in  my 
State  we  have  a  serioiK  problem  in  pro- 
viding ho^pltalizatioii  and  hometown 
medical  care  tor  our  veteran  population. 

My  State  has  made  heavy  contribu- 
tions to  the  welfare  of  the  veterans  with- 
in its  boundaries — many  of  them  in  no 
way  a  proper  charge  upon  California 
government.  We  have  been  generous 
with  them,  because  in  our  moment  of 
need  they  were  generous  to  us. 

Four  thousand  six  hundred  veterans 
are  in  our  State  mental  institutions.  (M 
this  number  1.500  have^elear  right  to 
Federal  hospitalization  as  the  result  of 


service- connected  disabilities.  In  our 
county  hospitals  throughout  California, 
hospitals  supported  by  a  direct  levy  of 
tax  upon  the  homeowners  of  my  State, 
we  find  in  every  county  men  receiving 
care  because  the  Federal  Government 
has  failed  to  adequately  provide  for  its 
responsibilities. 

In  fact,  gentlemen,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  chiseling  upon  the  resources 
of  my  State,  playing  upon  the  natural 
sympathies  and  sense  of  obligation  of 
many  citizens  to  provide  that  which  past 
Congresses  have  failed  to  provide. 

I  am  surprised  that  Congressman 
Phd-lips  should  take  this  floor  to  pro- 
test amending  this  bill  to  meet  a  clearly 
defined,  easily  recognized  need.  If  this 
is  a  sense  of  the  thing  we  must  do  to 
achieve  economy,  if  only  by  forsaking 
responsibility,  are  we  to  be  enabled  to 
save  the  dollars,  then  I  must  decline  to 
participate  in  bringing  about  that  sav- 
ing. It  is  my  studied  opinion  that  we 
can  save  many  milUons — yes;  even  bil- 
lions of  dollars,  in  the  operation  of  our 
Federal  Government.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose, however,  as  has  been  suggested  in 
this  piece  of  legislation,  to  start  any 
savings,  first  at  the  expense  of  the 
youngsters  in  our  public  schools,  and 
secondly  at  the  expense  of  the  veterans 
who  have  made  our  freedom  possible. 

The  four  able  commanders  of  nation- 
ally recognized  veterans'  organizations 
in  my  State  recently,  under  date  of  De- 
cember 22,  1962,  presented  a  joint  state- 
ment to  the  Governor  of  my  State,  that 
distinguished  Republican  gentleman. 
Earl  Warren.  These  outstanding  vet- 
eran leadexs  are  Mr.  William  A.  White, 
commander,  American  Legion  of  Cali- 
fornia;  Mr.  Walter  Keil,  commander. 
Veterans  ol  Foreign  Wars  of  California : 
Mr.  E.  L  Johnson,  commander.  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans  of  California; 
and  Mr.  Edward  A.  Miratti.  commander. 
AMVETS,  State  of  California. 

In  that  petition  they  recited  some  most 
revealing  information.  But,  let  me  read 
some  of  their  statistical  data  to  the 
Members  af  this  House: 

It  iB  a  weil  kxkown  fact  that  many  him- 
(k'eds  of  th>3uaaiida  of  Teteran^  bave  been 
migrating  to  CaUfornia  from  every  otlier 
State  In  the  Union  since  the  close  of  World 
War  I.  It  Is  not.  however,  such  a  well  known 
fact  that  an  unusually  large  percentage  of 
tbese  veterans  are  disabled.  Veterans  Ad- 
mlnlatrstioo  records  wtU  sIktw  that  CaU- 
fornia has  a  higher  percentage  of  vcterana 
drawing  compensation  gk  pension  than  any 
other  State  Ln  the  Union. 

(a)  Of  tlie  Nation's  30.000.000  veteran 
population.  It  is  reliably  estimated  that 
CalUomla  has  approximately  1,750.000  or 
approximately  9  percent. 

(b)  Of  the  Nation's  80.000.  100  percent 
scrvloe-eaDsxected  totally  and  permanently 
disaUed  Wcrld  War  II  veterans.  Callfomia 
has  10.400,  or  13  percent. 

(c)  California  has  the  highest  number^ 
38,500 — service-connected  World  War  I  vet- 
erans;  New  Tork  is  second,  with  32,25a 

(d)  California  has  the  highest  number^ 
6,750 — service-connected  veterans  from  the 
RegvUar  EstabllsbmeDt  (peacetime  veter- 
ans): New  York  is  second,  with  2.500. 

(e)  California  has  the  highest  nnmbcr — 
13,500 — Spanish -American  War  veterans 
drawing  compensation  or  penalon;  New 
York  Is  second,  with  8,000. 

While  there  continues  to  be  a  curtail- 
ment in  the  number  of  hospital  beds  for 


veterans  In  California,  the  number  of 
applications  for  hospitalization  conthiues 
to  show  a  steady  Increase. 

The  number  of  veteran  case  folders 
transferred  into  California  Veterans*  Ad- 
ministration ofBces  as  compared  with 
those  transferred  out,  shows  that  ap- 
proximately 1,200  veterans  per  month 
among  this  group  have  taken  permanent 
residence  In  California. 

It  is  clearly  indicated  therefore,  from 
actual  facts  and  figures  that  regardless 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration's  esti- 
mate of  our  State's  veteran  population. 
that  California  must  have  a  higher  ratio 
of  hospital  beds  per  veteran  population 
than  any  State  in  the  Union  because  of 
the  higher  percentage  of  disabilities- 
Veterans'  Administration  hospital  and 
domiciliary  beds  in  Callfomia  are  not 
for  the  exclusive  use  of  Callfomia  vet- 
erans. Many  of  these  beds  are  occupied 
by  out-of-state  veterans,  for  various  rea- 
sons, such  as  follows: 

(a)  The  Veterans'  Administration 
tumor  clinic  for  the  western  part  of  the 
United  States,  is  in  Los  Angeles^Wads- 
worth  General  Hospital,  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration Center. 

'\h)  Their  paraplegic  center  for  the 
western  part  of  the  United  States  is  at 
Long  Beach. 

(c)  Their  neuropsychlatric  patients 
from  Arizona.  Nevada,  and  other  western 
States,  for  the  most  part  are  hospitalized 
in  Califoma. 

(d)  Their  diagnostic  center  for  the 
western  part  of  the  United  States  is  in 
San  Francisco — Port  Miley. 

(e)  The  rather  high  percentage  of 
domiciliary  members  at  their  domicili- 
ary home  at  Los  Angeles  are  out-of -State 
veterans. 

The  curtailment  of  hospital  beds  for 
veterans  in  California  began  in  Jtme 
1949  with  the  cancellation  of  100  con- 
tract beds  for  veterans  at  the  Army'i 
McCormack  General  Hospital  at  Pasa- 
dena, and  has  continued  ever  since. 

As  of  June  1949,  hospital  t>eda  in  op- 
eration for  veterans  in  California  were 
as  fallows: 

Veterans'  Administration  hospitals..  I1.74d 
Veterans'     Administration     contract 

beds  with  service  hospitals 1.  SM 


Grand  total. . 


iS.SSi 


As  of  December  15.  1952.  hospttal  beds 
In  operation  for  veterans  in  California 
are  as  follows: 

Veterans'  Administration  hoepitals..  11.230 
Veterans'  Administration   beds   with 

service   hospitals ITJ 


Orand  total n, 

Pbr  a  quick  glance: 
Total  nunaber  of  operating  available 

beds  as  of  June  1040 13,  3M 

Total  number  of  operating  available 

beds  as  of  Dec    15.  1953 11.395 

This  is  a  2,000-bed  net  reduction.  Ac- 
cording to  Veterans'  Admintetration  rec- 
ords of  patient  turnover,  it  is  reliably 
estimated  that  3,000  veterans  per  month 
are  being  denied  hospitalization  because 
of  this  cutback. 

I  could  go  on  and  recite  so  many 
facts— facts  which  should  be  known  by 
every  member  of  the  Califoraia  delega- 
tion regardless  of  the  side  of  the  House 
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in  which  he  sits  to  perform  his  duties, 
but  I  believe  I  have  said  sufflcient.  al- 
though at  this  point  I  want  to  bring  in 
one  other  authority. 

The  California  Medical  Association 
under  date  of  January  21,  1953,  In  a  let- 
ter addressed  to  me,  urged  that  every 
consideration  by  the  Congress  be  given 
to  providing  adequately  for  the  veterans 
of  the  wars  of  the  United  States.  I  think 
the  most  revealing  statement  in  that  let- 
ter is  this  brief  port-ion  of  text  referring 
to  the  cuts  forced  upon  the  Veterans' 
Administration  by  the  82d  Congress; 

The  result  of  this  Is  that  some  veterans 
fire  receiving  their  needed  care  in  part  as  a 
charity  from  their  own  physicians,  some  are 
paying  the  dtfTerence  in  charges  from  their 
own  funds,  and  some  are  receiving  less  care 
than  their  own  physicians  believe  they  should 
have. 

Are  we.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  continue  to 
permit  our  veterans  to  receive  less  care? 

I  say.  "no."  It  Is  our  obligation  to  see 
that  they  receive  adequate  care  in  every 
sense  of  the  word.  Just  as  we  expected 
them  to  give  adequate  service  when  we 
charged  them  with  the  responsibility  of 
defending  this  Nation. 

The  CHAIRMAN  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Edmondson  I . 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
would  like  to  begin  my  remarks  by  cor- 
recting an  Impression  which  my  es- 
teemed colleague  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Thomas!  apparently  labored  under,  that 
this  amount  of  money,  this  additional 
$10  million  which  Is  being  provided  in 
the  Teague  amendment,  is  not  ear- 
marked in  any  fashon,  that  It  is  simply 
a  general  allocation.  If  I  understand 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague] 
correctly  in  his  Interpretation  of  the 
amendment  it  is  sp<>ciflcally  stated  that 
it  Is  provided  for  "Administration,  medi- 
cal, hospital,  and  dcimiciliary  service." 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  This  $10  million  Is  put 
In  Just  exactly  like  my  good  friend  from 
Texas  pointed  out  in  regard  to  the  other 
$5  million.  He  said  the  report  spells  it 
out.  This  debate  on  the  floor  spells  out 
my  $10  million. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague! .  Did 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas! 
have  a  comment  he  wished  to  make? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  Just  want  to  state 
that  the  $5  million  :.s  nailed  down  hi  the 
report  In  the  appropriate  language.  As 
it  now  stands  the  money  can  be  used  for 
a  hundred  different  things  other  than 
hospitalization. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  There  seems  to 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  on  that  be- 
tween the  two  gentlemen  from  Texas. 
I  think  what  the  gentleman  from  Texas 

[Mr.  Teague!  has  to  say  as  ranking 
minority  member  on  the  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs Committee  should  have  great 
weight. 

Mr.  GAVTN.  Mi".  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.     I  yield. 
Mr.    GAVIN.    The    gentleman    from 
Texas  says  it  is  nailed  down  in  the  re- 
port.    In  previous  appropriations  they 
were  nailed  down  in  reports,  too;  but  they 


were  not  nailed  down  In  the  legislation 
and  specifically  spelled  out,  and  that  Is 
why  Philadelphia  Is  having  such  a  des- 
perate time  In  finding  hospitalization  for 
the  veterans  of  Pennsylvania ;  so  it  ought 
to  be  specifically  and  definitely  nailed 
dovm  in  the  legislation  and  not  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
we  have  in  Oklahoma  two  hospitals  to 
handle  veterans'  problems.  One  of  them 
is  located  In  Muskogee,  in  my  district. 
That  hospital,  intended  to  be  a  380-bed 
hospital,  is  operating  now  with  320  beds. 
We  are  operating  with  personnel  re- 
duced from  a  ceiling  which  we  had  back 
in  1947  of  484  people,  with  only  415  to- 
day, a  substantial  reduction  in  person- 
nel, even  though  our  State  has  had  a 
great  Increase  In  veteran  population, 
probably  greater  than  most  of  the  States 
in  this  Nation,  due  to  the  participation  of 
the  45th  Division  In  Korea. 

The  need  for  this  amendment  seems 
to  be  obvious  and  certainly  it  can  be  sup- 
ported In  good  faith. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gross!. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr^  Chairman,  the  dis- 
cussion we  have  had  today  and  on  this 
amendment  leads  directly  to  the  door  of 
that  alleged  collective-security  agency 
known  as  the  United  Nations.  If  our 
so-called  free  world  friends  In  the 
United  Nations  had  done  their  share  of 
turning  the  crank  on  the  human  meat 
grinder  in  Korefl..  we  would  not  today 
be  calling  on  American  taxpayers  to 
s[>end  so  much  money  for  the  hospitali- 
zation of  American  veterans. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Curtis]. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  rise  at  this  time  to  support  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
(Mr.  Thomas]  and  to  commend  him  for 
the  thorough  study  that  he  made  in  this 
matter. 

I  had  this  situation  brought  to  my  at- 
tention in  my  own  district  last  fall  when 
General  Gray  and  some  of  his  axe  men 
came  into  my  district  arid  cut  out  a  hos- 
pital. I  wrote  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  to  get  details  and 
did.  I  want  to  thank  him  for  those  de- 
tails. I  checked  into  the  figures  and 
I  want  to  tell  you  now  that  the  best  thing 
that  can  be  done  for  the  veterans  Is  to 
get  a  new  head  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration whom  we  can  trust. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 

Matthews].    

Mr.  MATTHEWS.  Mr.  Chairman,  al- 
though I  am  just  a  freshman  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  I 
wish  to  express  my  opinions  on  this  vital 
legislation  and  offer  my  support  to  the 
amendment  sponsored  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  TxAGtrEl.  During  the 
past  several  weeks  the  members  of  our 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  have 
heard  the  testimony  of  General  Gray, 
Admiral  Boone,  and  other  members  of 
the  staff  of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
I  have  been  very  much  impressed  with 
their  testimony.  It  is  my  opinion  that 
General  Gray  has  done  an  excellent  job 
and  that  the  problems  we  now  have  are 


not  because  of  the  adjudication  on  the 
part  of  the  Veterans'  Administration,  but 
It  is  because  of  the  language  of  the  legis- 
lation which  was  passed  by  Congress. 
These  laws  promised  certain  benefits  for 
the  veterans  which  have  not  been  avail- 
able because  not  enough  money  was  ap- 
propriated. 

There  is  no  question  about  the  need 
of  these  hospital  beds.  In  my  own  dis- 
trict, the  Eighth  Congressional  District  of 
Florida,  we  desperately  need  more  beds 
and  the  modernization  of  our  veterans' 
facility  at  Lake  City,  and  we  need  a  new 
hospital  for  the  treatment  of  our  neuro- 
psychlatric veterans.  One  million  dol- 
lars has  already  been  spent  to  obtain 
the  land  and  to  draw  the  plans  for  such 
a  facility  at  Gainesville.  We  have  heard 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  House  the  testi- 
mony of  the  gentlemen  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. Oklahoma.  New  York.  South 
CaroUna.  and  many  other  States. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  to  try  to  take 
care  of  just  a  small  part  of  this  need  by 
making  a  limited  number  of  funds  avail- 
able for  the  hospital  benefits  of  veterans 
which  were  promised  by  the  Congress. 
I  laelieve  General  Gray  is  sincere  when 
he  asked  for  this  extra  money  to  carry 
out  on  a  very  minimum  basis  the  hos- 
pital services  to  veterans  that  have  been 
promised  them  by  existing  laws,  and  I 
believe  we  ought  to  support  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Williams!. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  was  a  patient  in  the  Veter- 
ans' Hospital  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  when  the 
10  percent  medical  cutback  order  came 
about.  Regardless  of  what  the  subcom- 
mittee or  General  Gray  might  say.  about 
its  effect  on  hospital  and  medical  serv- 
ices for  the  veteran,  I  can  personally 
attest  to  the  fact  that  it  was  the  veteran 
who  got  hurt  in  the  deal.  Following  the 
cutback,  I  saw  ward  attendants  in  that 
hospital  work  around-the-clock  in  order 
to  see  that  the  patients  received  proper 
and  necessary  treatment  and  care,  be- 
cause there  were  not  enough  attendants 
available  for  regular  shifts. 

Congress  provided  that  the  service- 
connected  veteran  "shall "  receive  treat- 
ment for  service-connected  disablUtles. 
The  law's  promise  to  the  veteran  implies 
that  the  services  will  be  available. 
Today  the  VA  is  turning  down  boys  who 
have  service-connected  injuries,  and  the 
Congress  Is  breaking  faith  with  our  vet- 
erans if  we  do  not  restore  enough  funds 
to  give  those  boys  the  treatment  they  are 
entitled  to. 

The  VA  has  exhaused  all  available 
funds  for  providing  dental  treatment  for 
service -connected  cases,  and  actually  has 
a  waiting  Ust  at  most  facilities.  Some 
of  these  waiting  lists  are  more  than  3 
months  old,  so  critical  Is  the  situation. 

It  Is  true  that  some  rating  boards 
might  have  abused  their  authority  In 
granting  service  connection  In  some 
cases,  as  was  suggested  a  while  ago  by 
one  of  the  opixjsition  spesJcers  to  this 
amendment.  Is  that  sufBcient  Justifica- 
tion for  denying  relief  to  the  deserving 
cases?  I  do  not  believe  there  Is  a  person 
here  who  would  advocate  the  denial  of 
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treatment  to  serrlce-coDzwcted  dteabled 
veteraiu.  But  that  la  what  you  win  do  If 
you  defeat  thU  amendment. 

I.  f  CMT  one.  am  not  so  mucti  concerned 
over  the  cases  recelTing  service  connec- 
tion wrongly  as  I  am  for  those  thousands 
of  deserving  veterans  who  suffered  in- 
juries in  line  of  duty  but  are  denied 
service  connection. 

My  record  will  attest  to  my  support  of 
economy.  I  believe  in  cutting  out  all  of 
our  unnecessary  expenditures,  but,  be- 
lieve me  when  I  say  that  the  funds  pro- 
vided in  the  Teague  amendment  are  ab- 
solutely essential.  Economy — yes.  But 
ecimomize  by  cutting'  nooessential  ex- 
penditures. The  health  and  well-being 
of  thousands  of  ex-servicemen  depend 
on  the  outcome  of  the  vote  on  this 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amiendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague]. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  the  Committee  divided, 
and  there  were — ayes  84.  noes  87. 

Mr.  TEAQUEi.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  de- 
mand tellers. 

T^ers  were  cx'dered.  and  the  Chair- 
man appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Phiixips 
and  Mr.  Tiacux. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
118.  noes  122. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

"IfUltary  penonnel  rcqiilrementB,"  De- 
partment of  the  Air  Force,  tllS  mnUon;  tba 
foregoing  amounts  under  this  beading  to  be 
derived  by  tranafer  from  aueh  appropria- 
tions available  to  the  Department  of  Defense 
for  obligation  during  the  fiscal  year  1953  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense  with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  YORTY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Ifr.  Yostt  :  On  page 
12,  line  17,  after  the  word  "Budget",  insert 
a  new  sentence  as  follows:  "Before  approv- 
ing any  such  transfer,  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  first  determine 
that  such  transfer  v^U  not  result  in  a  de- 
ficiency requiring  restoration  of  any  of  the 
amount  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
from  which  the  transfer  Is  approved.'* 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  reserve  a  point  of  order  against 
the  amendment  so  that  I  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  study  the  language  of  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wigglxs- 
worthI  reserves  a  p>oint  of  order  against 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairmsm.  I  do  not 
believe  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts win  want  to  press  his  point  of  order, 
when  I  have  explained  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment.  As  I  view  it,  it  does 
not  really  change  the  purport  of  the 
appropriation  at  all.  It  merely  spells  out 
what  the  committee  has  explained  to  us 
they  were  trying  to  do  in  arranging  that 
these  funds  be  transferred  from  appro- 
priatioi^  where  they  are  not  needed  and 
used  to  cover  the  $1,200,000,000  that  this 
bill  would  otherwise  have  to  appropriate. 
I  want  to  compliment  the  committee  on 
this  ingenious  method  of  saving  money. 


If  they  can  ai»fiia^Tiy  flnrf  surplus  funds 
and  use  them  to  cover  the  deficiency  that 
this  bill  would  otherwise  have  to  cover, 
they  have  indeed  made  a  very  substantia] 
saving  in  the  budget  for  this  fiscal  year. 
In  this  case  we  are  talking  of  a  substan- 
tial amount — $1,200,000,000.    It  is  cer- 
tainly worth  saving  if  we  can  do  it.    The 
committee  has  done  a  fine  job  here  in 
pointing  out  where  they  think  the  funds 
can  be  found  without  further  appropria- 
tion.   I  hope  they  are  right    I  just  want 
to  make  sure  that  the  intent  of  this 
Congress  in  permitting  this  transfer  is 
spelled  out  in  the  law  and  not  merely 
commented  upon  in  a  report — exactly 
the  subject  we  were  discussing  a  few 
minutes  ago.    The  retwrt  explains  that 
it  is  intended  that  funds  which  are  not 
needed  in  other  places  shall  be  used  to 
cover  this  deficiency.    I  think  that  is 
fine.    But  I  do  not  think  such  funds 
should  be  used  if  we  are  going  to  be 
asked   to   turn   right   around   and   put 
them  back  again  by  new  appropriations 
on  the  ground  that  we  borrowed  from 
f  imds  that  were  needed.    So  I  am  simply 
providing   that  before   the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  approves  any 
transfers  frcxn  other  appropriations  to 
cover  tins  deficiency,  he  shall  first  find 
that  we  will  not  be  asked  to  restore  those 
funds  to  the  appropriations  from  which 
they  are  to  be  taken.    Now  that  is  a 
very  simple  proposition,  and  if  I  under- 
stood the  committee  correctly  that  is 
exactly  what  they  intended.    They  did 
not  intend  to  come  here  and  fool  them- 
selves and  fool  us  by  simidy  juggling 
funds.    They  intended  to  try  to  squeeze 
a  little  water  out  of  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment budget,  if  there  is  any  water  in  it 
which  can  be  found,  and  use  the  funds  so 
made  available  to  cover  this  deficiency. 
I  want  to  make  it  crystal  clear  that  I  am 
not  criticising  anybody  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  or  indicating  that 
there  is  water  or  padding  in  the  defense 
budget  through  any  fault  of  theirs.    We 
all  know  and  we  all  keep  charging  that 
there  is  waste  in  the  E>efense  Establish- 
ment, but  we  all  know  that  when  you 
are  handling  as  large  an  organization 
as    the    Defense    EstaUishment,    and 
spending  the  amount  of  money  that  they 
are  spending,  there  is  bound  to  be  some 
waste  no  matter  how  efficient  they  may 
try  to  be.    In  the  different  places  in  the 
world  where  I  have  seen  military  estab- 
lishments in  operation,  I  have  seen  some 
very  conscientious  military  commanders 
doing  their  very  best  to  hold  costs  down. 
I  think  we  ought  to  give  them  credit  once 
in  a  while  instead  of  picking  out  just 
the  (mes  who  are  wasteful  and  talking 
always  about  them. 

Military  operations  are,  in  their 
essence,  to  some  extent  wasteful.  I  do 
not  say  that  because  the  funds  may  be 
found  in  other  appropriations  and  used 
for  this  deficiency  that  this  necessarily 
means  that  they  should  not  have  been 
appropriated  originally.  It  may  as  well 
mean  that  some  conscientious  com- 
mander has  found  a  means  of  getting 
along  with  less  than  he  originally  antici- 
pated, and  the  savings  are  available  to 
make  up  this  deficiency. 

Now.  if  the  committee  means  what  it 
says,  If  it  intends  that  this  deficiency 


shall  be  made  up  out  of  a  saving  and 
not  merely  out  of  a  juggling  of  figures 
to  fool  ourselves  into  thinking  we  have 
made  a  saving  when  we  have  not.  they 
should  support  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  make  a  point  of  order  against 
the  amendment,  that  it  Is  legislation  on 
an  appropriation  bill  and  imposes  new 
duties  on  the  EWrector  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle- 
man from  California  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  YORTY.  Yes.  Mr,  Chairman, 
I  am  simply  spelling  out  one  of  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  transfer  of 
funds  is  to  be  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  This 
appropriation  bill  already  legislates,  in 
that  it  requires  the  approval  of  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  I 
am  simply  saying  that  he  find  a  condi- 
tion precedent  before  he  approves  that 
transfer.  I  do  not  think  the  point  of 
order  is  well  taken. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  AixxK  of  Illi- 
nois).   The  Chair  is  ready  to  rule. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  the 
amendment  contains  legislation,  con- 
trary to  the  mles  of  the  House. 

The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  some  com- 
ment should  be  made  on  some  of  the 
statements  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  YoRTT].  I  am  in  sympathy 
with  the  purpose  of  his  amendment  but 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  WIGGI.XSWOBTH1  that  it  Is 
subject  to  a  point  of  order. 

I  think  we  should  get  this  so-called 
saving  of  $1,200,000,000  into  proper 
focus.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  has  said 
that  this  bill  saves  $1,200,000,000  in  the 
military  program.  Briefly,  here  Is  the 
situation:  At  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal 
year— that  is.  June  30, 1952 — the  Depcut- 
ment  of  Defense  had  on  hand  in  unex- 
pended funds  about  $59  billion.  On  June 
30  of  this  year  the  Department  of  De- 
fense will  have  on  hand  about  $61  billion 
in  unexpended  funds.  Of  course,  those 
large  simis  are  principally  for  the  pro- 
curement of  major,  long-time  lead  items, 
such  as  guided  missiles,  airplanes,  ships, 
and  things  nke  that.  Since  the  budget 
was  prepared  last  year  we  have  had  a 
steel  strike.  Also,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  withheld  from  the  services  In  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  several 
months  certain  funds  which  had  been 
appropriated  by  the  Congress.  It  is  evi- 
dent at  this  time,  and  the  officials  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  admit,  that  all  of 
the  funds  which  we  appropriated  will  not 
be  required.  Several  factors  enter  into 
tlie  picture.  Some  of  these  svuns  will 
represent  postponements. 

There  are  some  savings  but  we  ra"not 
estimate  how  much  at  this  time.  If  It 
develops  that  adequate  savings  cannot 
be  made  and  that  postponements  will 
hinder  the  defense  program  msiterially, 
there  will  be  plenty  of  time  to  appro- 
priate the  funds  later — the  fiscal  year 
does  not  end  until  June  30.  4  mnpth4 
hence.    In  an  effort  to  accomplish  every 
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pos.sible  economy,  and  In  view  of  the  re- 
atljustment  of  funds  which  has  taken 
pl.ice  and  programs  which  have  been 
ch.mged.  it  does  seem  now  that  these 
funds.  $1,200,000,000,  can  be  allocated 
from  other  funds  without  too  serious  in- 
jury to  the  miliUry  program.  It  is  In 
that  spirit  and  on  that  basis  that  I 
went  along  with  the  committee  on  this 
$1,200,000,000  item,  and  I  think  that 
somewhat  represents  the  viewpoint  of 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
pentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  YORTY.  As  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  commented  about  the  saving,  I 
notice  that  the  report  stotes: 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  informal 
discussions  of  the  committee  with  oflBclals 
of  the  Department  of  Defenae  resulted  in 
peneral  agreement  that  Ita  total  budgeted 
request  could  in  all  probability  be  absorbed 
out  of  current  funda. 


I  was  merely  trying  to  make  certain 
that  if  it  is  absorbed  out  of  current  funds 
they  would  not  then  come  back  and  try 
to  tell  us  that  we  had  to  restore  the 
money  that  had  been  taken  from  their 
appropriation.  The  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations went  before  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee and  got  a  rule  waiving  points  of 
order  on  their  language  which  legislates 
in  the  bill,  and  I  was  simply  trying  to 
aid  this  committee  in  nailing  down  the 
situation  so  that  any  saving  would  be 
a  permanent  one  and  that  they  could 
not  come  back  and  ask  that  we  reappro- 
priate  it, 

Mr  MAHON.  I  think  the  gentleman's 
Idea  is  all  right,  and  I  am  in  complete 
harmony  with  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment; we  cannot  be  sure  that  the  sav- 
ings will  be  made,  but  we  hope  some  sav- 
ings will  be  made  and  that  other  pro- 
prams  can  safely  be  postponed.  This 
was  a  reappropriation  of  funds  which 
were  made  available  to  us  by  reason  of 
changed  programs,  the  steel  strike,  and 
a  number  of  other  factors. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Then  are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  committee  is  not  quite 
certain  that  this  language  would  indi- 
cate that  this  saving  can  actually  be 
made  by  transfer  of  funds  from  appro- 
priations already  made? 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  committee  says 
that  these  fiwds  can  be  absorbed;  that 
does  not  necessarily  mean  a  saving.  It 
i.s  too  early  to  know  the  full  effect  of  our 
action.  If  we  have  made  a  mistake,  it 
can  later  be  corrected. 

The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  a  question  or  two  of  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. Mr.  WiOGLXSwoRTH,  Chairman 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Armed  Services 
Appropriations,  and  also  the  former 
chairman  and  now  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Mahok, 
of  Texas.  The  item  I  refer  to  Is  carried 
on  page  12.  line  8:  "MiUtary  personnel. 
Army,  $725,724,000."  The  hearings  re- 
veal that  out  of  this  sum  of  money  there 
is  $300,000  earmarked  for  the  purchase 


of  paperbacked,  pocket-sized  books  and 
magazines  for  distribution  to  the  armed 
services  personnel  overseas.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  gentleman  whether  or  not  he 
knows  the  type,  the  character,  and  con- 
tents of  the  books  he  anticipates  will  be 
bought  with  this  $300,000.  I  am  not 
opposing  the  fighting  man  getting  Amer- 
ican books  and  magazines.  The  proper 
kind  would  be  a  good  morale  builder  for 
our  forces.  I  would  be  derelict  in  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  point  out  to  this  body 
some  of  the  revelations  uncovered  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  Pornographic  Ma- 
terials, which  was  created  by  the  House 
in  the  last  Congress. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  The  com- 
mittee did  not  go  into  that,  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman:  but  as  a  result  of  a  con- 
versation with  him  subsequent  to  the 
hearings  the  committee  has  obtained  a 
list  which  shows  the  publisher,  author, 
and  the  title  of  the  books  which  I  under- 
stand are  supposed  to  be  covered  by  the 
$300,000  in  question. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  would  call  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  on 
page  545  of  the  hearings  it  was  stated 
that  7,700  paperbound  book  kits  were 
made  available  for  shipment  overseas.  I 
believe  the  armed  services  have  furnished 
the  gentleman  with  only  4  or  5  sets  of 
the  books  and  magazines  included  in 
these  kits:  am  I  not  right?  If  the  gen- 
tleman will  refer  to  the  hearings  at  page 
545  he  will  find  that  Colonel  Isaacs  said 
there  were  7.700  paperbound  book  kits 
being  made  available. 

I  have  a  list  of  those  particular  titles 
that  were  furnished  your  committee.  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  titles  fur- 
nished you  represent  only  a  small  part 
of  the  total  number  being  purchased  by 
the  Army. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  am  not 
sure  about  the  number. 

Mr.  SIEIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Florida. 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  think  my  colleague  will 
find  that  each  of  the  7.700  kits  is  made 
up  of  the  same  titles.  They  are  not 
7  700  different  kits  of  different  titles, 
-you  wIU  find  that  the  7,700  kits  are 
made  up  of  the  same  titles. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.    That  is  the  cause  of 
my  concern  on  this  feature  of  the  prob- 
lem.   I  imderstood  that  Army  officials 
have  stated  that  hundreds  of  different 
titles  are  being  purchased  with  funds  ap- 
propriated by  this  Congress.   I  hope  your 
committee  gets  the  full  facts  with  re- 
spect to  the  contracts  of  this  material. 
Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
this  question:  It  is  his  intention  as  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee  to  furnish 
a  high,  wholesome  type  of  reading  ma- 
terial for  our  armed  services  personnel? 
Mr.  SIKES.    The  gentleman  is  render- 
ing a  real  contribution  by  raising  this 
question,  which  has  been  brought  up  a 
number  of  times  in  our  hearings  in  the 
past.   We  have  specifically  asked  whether 
a  very  careful  selection  is  made  by  a 
carefully  selected   board  to   determine 
that  clean,  wholesome  literatiure  is  be- 
ing provided  for  the  men  In  the  services 
and  we  have  always  been  assured  that 
is  the  case. 


Mr.  GATHINGS.  That  is  behig  done 
and  it  is  the  policy  of  the  subcommit- 
tee^ 

Mr.  SIKES.  That  is  the  assurance  the 
subcommittee  has  always  received. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Is  that  the  gentle- 
man's understanding? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  am  sure 
that  is  the  intention  of  the  committee,  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  At  one  time  there  was 
a  board  of  educators  who  selected  these 
books.  Now,  people  vary  in  taste  in  re- 
spect to  books.  I  know  in  times  past  the 
Armed  Services  personnel  have  been  per- 
mitted generally  speaking  to  read  the 
same  type  of  book  that  the  public  gen- 
erally read.  If  a  book  is  a  best  seller, 
even  though  it  is  not  too  wholesome  from 
some  standpoints,  often  it  is  made  avail- 
able to  the  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  That  is  the  point  I 
am  getting  to  now.  I  refer  to  the  so- 
called  best  sellers.  Many  of  them  are 
salacious,  obscene,  and  undesirable. 
These  particular  books  although  they 
are  available  on  American  newsstands 
are  filled  with  sordid  filthy  statements 
based  upon  sexual  deviations  and  perver- 
sions. Some  glamorize  the  use  of  dope. 
Mr.  MAHON.  But  I  would  like  to  say 
that  the  c<Mnmittee  has  insisted  through 
the  years  that  the  services  screen  these 
books  and  select  only  wholesome  types^ 
I  share  the  gentleman's  feeling  complete- 
ly that  no  improper  or  obscene  litera- 
ture should  be  ptirchased  with  the  tax- 
payer's money.  I  reaffirm  our  demand 
on  the  Armed  Forces  that  no  improper 
books  be  purchased.  That  has  been  our 
understanding  all  along. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  The  gentleman 
thinks  that  is  being  carried  out? 
Mr.  MAHON.  Yes. 
Mr.  GATHINGS.  I  trust  that  reason- 
able care  be  directed  to  this  problem  in 
order  to  sell  America  with  its  proud  tra- 
ditions to  the  nations  of  the  world.  The 
literature  heretofore  distributed  through 
post  exchanges  has  been  most  detri- 
mental to  us. 

The  United  States  has  publishing  fa- 
cilities that  could  make  oiu:  publica- 
tions a  great  and  powerful  influence  for 
good  and  the  betterment  of  mankind  all 
over  the  world.  Instead,  I  regret  to  ad- 
mit the  truth  that  customs  officials  of 
other  nations  now  look  upon  our  coun- 
try as  the  nation  that  has  almost  com- 
pletely replaced  the  Parisian  slums  as 
the  producer  of  the  world's  most  morally 
depraved  publications.  And  the  extent 
of  our  mass  production  of  this  lascivious 
and  depraved  printed  txash  dumfound 
them. 

The  Australian  Parliament  found  it 
necessary  during  the  past  year  to  devote 
considerable  time  to  discussing  effective 
means  of  preventing  the  importation 
from  the  United  States  of  books,  maga- 
zines, and  comic  strips  that  attempt  to 
show  sexual  depravity  and  criminal  ac- 
tivities in  a  favorable  light. 

The  daily  newspapers  of  the  British 
Isles  are  writing  intemperate  editorials 
demanding    action    to    stop    the    vast 
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quantities  of  obscene  materials  pub- 
lished in  the  United  States  that  have 
been  entering  Great  Britain.  An  ex- 
ample of  this  reaction  recently  appeared 
in  the  ]Lx)ndon  Sunday  Express,  which 
has  a  huge  circulation.  This  newspaper 
advised  its  readers  that — 

In  the  United  States,  pornography  Is  tri- 
umphant. There  are  some  American  best 
sellers  which  no  English  publisher  would 
touch  with  a  pair  of  tongs. 

Our  Ambassador  to  India,  Chester 
Bowles,  wrote  an  article  in  the  New  York 
Times  magazine  of  January  4,  1953,  en- 
titled "How  To  Win  Friends  and  Influ- 
ence Asia."  In  pointing  out  the  problems 
America  faces  in  combating  Soviet  prop- 
aganda against  us,  Mr.  Bowles  states: 
"Further  to  distort  his  [the  Asiatic's] 
impression  of  America  is  our  trashy  lit- 
erature which  crowds  Asian  newsstands 
and  the  blood  and  thunder  comics 
brought  home  by  his  wide-eyed  child." 

The  Philippine  Government  has  ad- 
vised this  country  that  its  Bureau  of  Cus- 
toms has  discovered  huge  quantities  of 
indecent  publications  are  being  sold  in 
the  American  military  post  exchanges 
that  are  barred  by  Philippine  law.  In 
fact,  the  Philippine  Bureau  of  Customs 
has  gone  so  far  as  to  charge  that  the 
American  military  post  exchanges  have 
become  smuggling  points  for  the  impor- 
tation of  indecent  publications  into  that 
country. 

French  people  visiting  the  United 
States  are  amazed  at  obscene  books  and 
magazines  publicly  displayed  and  being 
sold  to  young  people  in  residential  areas. 
This  material  can  be  bought  surrepti- 
tiously in  the  back  alleys  of  Paris,  but 
the  head  of  the  French  family  unit  is 
noted  for  the  way  he  resolutely  protects 
his  children  from  degrading  influences. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois.  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, pursuant  to  House  Resolution  144. 
he  repwrted  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  an  amendment  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The   amendment   was    agreed    to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  TEIAGUE.     In  its  present  form. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  anyone  else  op- 
posed to  the  bill  unqualifiedly? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  bill  unqualifiedly. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  bill. 


The  SPEIAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  un- 
qualifiedly opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  bill  unqualifiedly. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  TEAGUE  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  with  In- 
structions to  rep>ort  the  same  back  forthwith 
with  the  following  amendment:  Page  10.  line 
11.  strike  out  "$10.000, CX)0"  and  Insert 
"$20,0OO.0OD." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  182.  nays  199,  not  voting  51. 
as  follows: 

(Ron  No    5] 


Aberneihy 

Adair 

Addonlzlo 

Albert 

A^pinall 

Ayres 

Bailey 

Barrett 

Battle 

Bennett.  Fla. 

Bentsen 

Blatnlk 

Boggs 

Boland 

Boiling 

Benin 

Boykin 

Brooks,  La 

Brook?.  Tex. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Biy-'on 

Buchanan 

Buck'ev 

Burdlck 

Byrd 

Byrne.  Pa. 

Camp 

Campbell 

Cannon 

Cardbhan 

Celler 

ChudofT 

Colmer 

Condon 

Coop>er 

Corbett 

Crosser 

Davis,  Ga. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Dawson,  111. 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

Dodd 

Dolllnger 

Donohue 

Donovan 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Dowdy 

Doyle 

Eberharter 

Bdmondson 

Elliott 

Engle 

Evlns 

Fallon 

Fenton 

Fernandez 

Fine 

Fino 

Fisher 


Abbltt 
Alexander 
Allen.  Calif. 
Allen.  Ul. 
Andersen. 

H.  Carl 
Andresen, 

August  H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 
Auchincloss 
Baker 
Bardea 


Y. 


Wis. 


YEAS— 182 

Popart  y 

Porarid 

Forrester 

Frazier 

Frledel 

Fulton 

Garmatz 

Gainings 

Gentry 

Gordon 

Granahan 

Grant 

Green 

Gregory 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Halev 

Harri.s 

Harruson.  Va. 

Hart 

Holiflrld 

Holtzman 

Howell 

Ikard 

Jarman 

Javlts 

.Tones.  Ala 

Karsten.  Mo. 

Kearney 

Kearns 

Kee 

Kelly.  N 

Keogh 

Kersten, 

Klldav 

K'ng.  Calif. 

Klein 

Kluczynskl 

Landruni 

Lane 

Laiiham 

LantafT 

Leslnskl 

Long 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McCormack 

MrDonough 

McMillan 

Machrowicz 

Mark,  111. 

Madden 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Marshall 

Matthews 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Caiif. 

Mills 

Mollohan 

Morrison 

NAYS— 199 

Bates 

Beamer 

Becker 

Belcher 

Bender 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Bentley 

Berry 

Betts 

Bishop 

Bolton, 

Oliver  P. 
Bosch 
Bow 


MofS 

Moiilder 

Multer 

Murray 

OBrlen    111 

O  Brien.  Mlrh 

O  Brien,  N   Y. 

O  Hara.  111. 

Pa  sman 

Patman 

Pt-rkins 

Pfo.-.t 

Phllbln 

Polk 

PoweU 

Price 

Priest 

Radwan 

Rains 

Reams 

Rhocies,  Pa 

Riley 

Rivers 

Roberts 

Rodino 

Rogers.  Colo 

Rogers.  Fla 

Rogers,  Ma.'-s. 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Rooney 

Roo.'evell 

tiaylor 

Secre.«t 

Selden 

Kheppard 

Siemlnskl 

Sikes 

Smith.  Mi.'s 

Spence 

Springer 

Staggers 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Sutton 

Teague 

Thompson.  La. 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Trimble 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson 

Watts 

Whltten 

Wickersham 

Wier 

Williams,  Miss. 

Willis 

Winsiead 

Withers 

Yorty 

Zablockl 


Bramblett 

Bray 

Brown,  Ohio 

Brownson 

BroyhlU 

Budge 

Burleson 

Bus  bey 

Bush 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Canfleld 

Carlyle 

Carrlgg 

Chenoweth 


Chli)erfleld 

Church 

Clardy 

Clevenger 

Cole,  Mo 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Coon 

Cotton 

Cretella 

Cnimpacker 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Ma^s. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Dague 

DaM.'i.  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Duruunian 

Devereux 

DEwarl 

Dies 

D lUiver 

Dorn.  N   Y. 

Ell!- worth 

Ford 

Fiiuiitain 

Frelinghuysen 

Gamble 

Gary 

Ciavin 

George 

Ciolden 

CifKXlw;n 

Ciraham 

Gross 

Gub.»^er 

C}«inn 

Hale 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harrifon.  Nebr 

Harrison. 

Harvey 

Herloiig 

Heselton 

Hess 

Hiestand 

Hill 

Hillolson 

Hilllntfs 

HliL^haw 

Hi>e>eii 


Wyo. 


Hoffman,  Mich. 

Holmes 

Holt 

Hope 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Hruska 

Hull 

Hunter 

Jackson 

Jen.sen 

Johnson 

Jonas.  Ill 

Jonas,  N   C. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Judd 

Kean 

Kilburn 

King,  Pa. 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

Latham 

I*Compte 

Lovre 

Lucas 

McConnell 

McC:ulk<h 

McGregor 

Mclnlire 

McVcy 

Mack.  Wa-sh 

MaiUiard 

Merrill 

Miller.  Md 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Morano 

Mumma 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nlchol-^on 

Norb'ad 

Norrell 

Oakman 

O  Haia.  Minn. 

O'mers 

Osterlag 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Phillips 

F'lllion 

Poff 

Proiny 


Ray 

Rayburn 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed.  N   Y. 

Reee.  Kans. 

Regan 

Rhode*.  Aria. 

Rlehlman 

Robeson,  Va. 

Sadlak 

8t  George 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scrlvner 

Be  udder 

Seel  y- Brown 

Bhafer 

Sheehan 

Short 

Slmpnon,  111. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith.  Kans. 

Smith,  Va. 

SiauIIer 

SUingfellow 

Taber 

Talle 

TTiomas 

Thompson, 

Mich 
Thornberry 
Tollefson 
Ult 

Van  Pelt 
Velde 
Vorys 

Walnwrlght 
Wampler 
Warburton 
Weichel 
Westland 
Wharton 
Wldnall 
Wiggles  worth 
Wilson.  Calif. 
Wilson.  Tex. 
With  row 
Wolcoti 
Wolvervon 
Yates 
Young 
Younger 


NOT  VOTING— 51 


Bolton. 

Frances  P. 
Bonner 
Case 

(ederberg 
Chatham 
Chelf 
Cooler 
Coudert 
Dingell 
Dondero 
Durham 
Felghau 
Haxen.  Minn. 
Ha>s.  Ark. 
Hay*.  Ohio 
H.bert 
Heller 


Hi^ffman,  111. 

Hyde 

James 

Jenkins 

Keating 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Kirwaii 

Martin.  Iowa 

Mason 

Meader 

Miller,  Kans. 

Miller,  N   Y. 

Morgan 

O  Konski 

O  Neill 

Patten 

Pllrher 

Poage 


Poulson 

Preeion 

Rabaut 

Reed.  111. 

Richards 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Scott 

Shelley 

Shuford 

Smith.  Wis. 

Taylor 

Vursell 

Walter 

Wheeler 

Williams,  N   T. 

Wilson,  Ind. 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re- 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pans: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr  O'Neill  for.  with  Mr  Coudert  against. 

Mr    Rlriiards  for.  with  Mr    James  against. 

Mr  Cooley  for,  with  Mr,  Reed  of  Illinois 
against 

Mr    Chatham   for,  with  Mr.  Keating  against, 

Mr  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mrs. 
Frances  P.  Bolton  against 

Mr  Heller  for.  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York 
against. 

Mr  Patten  for,  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa 
against. 

Mr    Shelley   for.   with   Mr    Hyde   against. 

Mr  Rabaut  for.  with  Mr  Cederberg  against. 

Mr    DlngcU  for.  with  Mr    Dondero  against. 

Mr    Morgan  for,  with  Mr    Mason  against. 

Mr.  Felghan  for,  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin 
again.st 

Mr    Walter  for.  with  Mr    Taylor  against. 

Mr.  Hebert  for,  with  Mr.  Williams  of  New 
York  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr    Ca.se  with  Mr    Bmner 

Mr    Hagen  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Klrwan. 
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Mr    Hoffman   of   nilnols   with   Mr.   Hay*  of 
Arkunsaa. 
Mr    Jenklna  with  Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Poulson  with  Mr.  Preston. 
Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Wbeeler. 
Mr    Scott  with  Mr.  Durham. 
Mr.  Robalon  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Pllcber. 

Messrs.  FENTON,  BONIN.  CELXER, 
LONG.  SHEPPARD,  MCMILLAN,  and 
ZABLOCKI  changed  their  vote  from 
"nay"  to  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Messrs.  NICHOLSON  and  CANNON 
demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  369,  nays  2,  not  voting  61, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  8] 
YEAS— 389 


Abbltt 

Aiwrneihy 

Adair 

Addonlzlo 

Albert 

Alexander 

Allen,  calif. 

Allen.  111. 

Andersen. 

H  Carl 
Andrefcen, 

Augufit  H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 
A^pinall 
Aurhiuclosa 
Ayres 
Bailey 
Barden 
Barrett 
Bates 
Battle 
Beamer 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 
Bennett,  Fla. 


Condon 

Cooley 

Coon 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Cotton 

Cretella 

CroM«r 

Crum  packer 

Cunningham 

Curtis.  Mo. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Dagtie 

D«tU.  Oa. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Davis,  Wis. 

Dawson.  Utah 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

D'Ewart 

Dies 

Dodd 

DoUlnger 

DoUivcr 

Donohue 


Bennett,  Mkrh.    DonoTan 


Bentley 

Bentsen 

Betts 

Bl^hop 

Blatnlk 

Bogga 

Boland 

Boiling 

Bolton. 

Oliver  P. 
Bonin 
Bosch 
Bow 
Bfjykin 
Bramblett 
Bray 
Brooks.  La. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Brown,  Oa. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Brownson 

BroyhlU 

Bryson 

Buchanan 

Buckley 

Budge 

Burleson 

Busbey 

Bu»h 

Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Byrnes.  Wis. 

Camp 

Campbell 

Cantleld 

Cannon 

Carlyle 

Carnahan 

Carrigg 

Celler 

Chenoweth 

Chlpemeld 

Chudoff 

Church 

Clardy 

Clevenger 

Cole.  Mo. 

Cole.  NY. 

Colmer 


Dora.  NY. 

Dorn,  8.  C. 

Dowdy 

Doyle 

Kt>erharter 

Edmondson 

BlUott 

Ellsworth 

Knglc 

Evlns 

Pallon 

Fenton 

Femandea 

Fine 

Flno 

Fisher 

Fogarty 

Forand 

Ford 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Ftaaler 


Hardy 

Hams 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Harrison.  Va. 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Hart 

Harvey 

Herlong 

Heselton 

Heaa 

Biestand 

Hilielsoa 

Hlllinga 

Hlnabaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman.  Mich. 

HoUneid 

Holmes 

Holt 

Holtxmaa 

Hope 

Horan 

Boamer 

HoweU 

Hniska 

Hunter 

Ikard 

Jackson 

Jarman 

JavlU 

Jenaen 

Johnson 

Jonas.  III. 

Jonas.  N.  C. 

Jones.  Ala. 

Jones.  Mo. 

Jones.  N.  C. 

Judd 

Karsten.  Mo. 

Kean 

Kearney 

Kearna 

Kee 

KeUy.  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kersten,  Wia. 

Kilbum 

King.  Calif. 

King.  Pa. 

Klein 

Kluccynakl 


Frellnghuysen     Knox 
Frledel  Krueger 


Fulton 

Gamble 

Oarmatz 

Gary 

Oathlngs 

Gavin 

Gentry 

George 

Golden 

Ckxxlwln 

Gordon 

Graham 

Oranahan 

Grant 

Green 

Gregory 

Gross 

Oubser 

Owinn 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Hale 

Haley 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 


Laird 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanham 

Lantaff 

latham 

LeCompte 

LealnaU 

Long 

Lovre 

Lucaa 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

McCormack 

McCuUocb 

McDonough 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McMiUan 

McVey 

Macbrowlca 

Mack.  ni. 

Mack.  Waah. 

Madden 


Magnuaoa 

Mabon 

Main  lard 

MaiUiall 

Matthews 

Memu 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Calif. 

Miller.  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

MllU 

Mollohan 

Morano 

Morrlaon 

Moes 

Moulder 

Multer 

Mumma 

Murray 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nlcholaon 

Norblad 

NorreU 

O'Brien.  Dl. 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

O'Brien.  N.  Y. 

CHara,  lU. 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patman 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Perkins 

Pfoet 

Phllbln 

Phillips 

Pinion 

Poff 

Polk 

PoweU 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 


Radwan 

Bains 
Ray 

Raybufn 
Beams 
Beece.  Tenn. 
Reed.  NY. 
Bees.  Kans. 
Began 

Bhodes,  Arlm. 
Bbodes.  Pa. 
Rlehlman 
Etiley 
Rivers 
Roberts 
Bobeson,  Va. 
Rodino 
Rogers.  Colo. 
Rogers.  Fla. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Bogers.  Tex. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Sadlak 
St.  George 
Baylor 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scrlvner 

Scudder 

Secrest 

Scely-Brown 

Selden 

Shafer 

Sheehan 

Sbeppard 

Short 

Slemlnakl 

Slkes 

Simpson,  111. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith.  Mlsa. 

Smith.  Va. 

Spence 

Springer 

NAYS— 2 


Btagsezs 

Stauffer 

Steed 

StrlngfeUow 

SulUraa 

Taber 

Talle 

Thompson ,  La. 

Thompson, 

Mlcb. 
Thompson,  Tex. 
Thorn  berry 
Tollefson 
Trimble 
Utt 

Van  Pelt 
Van  Zandt 
Velde 
Vinson 
Vorys 

Walnwrlght 
Wampler 
Warburton 
Watts 
Weichel 
Westland 
Wharton 
Whltten 
Wickersham 
WldnaU 
Wler 

Wiggles  worth 
WUUams,  Mlsa. 
Willis 

Wilson.  Calif. 
Wllaon,  Tex. 
Winstead 
Withers 
Wtthrow 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Yorty 
Young 
Younger 
Zablockl 


Hull 


Sutton 


NOT  VOTING — 61 


Baker 
Berry 
Bolton. 
Frances  P. 

Bonner 

Burdlck 

Case 

Cadertierg 

Chatham 

Chelf 

Coudert 

Curtis.  Maaa. 

Dawson,  111. 

Dingell 

Dondero 

Ehirbam 

Felghan 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Hays.  Ark. 

Haya,  Ohio 

Hubert 


Heller 

HUl 

Hoffman.  HI. 

Hyde 

James 

Jenkins 

Keating 

KeUey.  Pa. 

Kllday 

Klrwan 

MarCln.  Iowa 

Mason 

Meader 

MUIer.  Kans. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Morgan 

Oakman 

O'Konskl 

O'Neill 

Patten 

Pllcher 


Poage 

Poulson 

Preston 

Rabaut 

Reed.  m. 

Richards 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Soott 

Shelley 

Shuford 

Smith.  Wis. 

Taylor 

Teagtie 

Thomas 

Vursell 

Walter 

Wheeler 

Williams.  N.  Y. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Yatss 


Mr.  Berry  with  Ur.  Durham. 
Mr.  HiU  with  Mr.  Morgan. 
Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Richards. 
Mr.  CKonakl  with  Ur.  Kllday. 
Mr.  Meader  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  <m 
the  table. 

Mr.  MUMMA.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Pennsylvania  delegation.  I 
am  greatly  disappointed  that  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House  did  not  see  fit  to 
amend  the  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  before  us  to  definitely  tie  down  the 
instructions  of  the  Committee  to  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  in  re- 
gard to  furnishing  adequate  hospitaliza- 
tion for  the  needy  veterans  in  the  Phila- 
delphia area. 

This  matter  has  been  given  very  care- 
ful consideration  by  the  members  of  the 
Pennsylvania  delegation  in  conference 
with  representatives  of  the  veterans'  or- 
ganizations in  our  State.  We  feel  that 
the  Veterans'  Administration  has  not 
been  living  up  to  the  long-recognized 
allotment  of  beds  in  the  naval  hospital 
at  Philadelphia,  especially  so  when  that 
hospital  has  what  you  might  call  a  "staff 
in  waiting"  ready  to  relieve  the  situation. 

I  take  heart  from  the  promise  of 
Chairman  John  Philups  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  (Mr.  Thomas],  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Independent  Offices  Appropri* 
ations  Subcommittee,  that  they  will  see 
to  it  that  the  directive  to  the  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans'  Affairs  in  regard  to 
hospitalization  for  veterans  in  the  Phila- 
delphia area  is  carried  into  action.  We 
are  depending  on  this. 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  WlUlama  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Hubert. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wlsconaln  with  Mr.  Dawson 
of  UUnoU. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  Scott  with  Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Hyde  with  Mr.  Chelf. 

Mr.  James  with  Mr.  Heller. 

Mr.  Jenkins  with  Mr.  Dingell. 

Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  O'Neill. 

Mr.  Miller  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Hays  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Oakman  with  Mr.  Patten. 

Mr.  Poulson  with  Mr.  Preston. 

Mr.  Reed  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Feighan. 

Mr.  Robslon  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Kelley 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Dondero  with  Mr.  SheUey. 

Mr.   Coudert  with  Mr.   Shuford. 

Mr.  Cederberg  with  Mr.  Klrwan. 

Mr.  Case  with  Mr.  Walter. 

Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton  with  Mr.  Teague. 

Mr.  Baker  with  Mr.  Thomas. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Wheeler. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Yates. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Pllcher. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Bonner. 


AMENDING  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACT 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  X 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3073), 
to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  with  respect  to  the 
survivorship  benefits  granted  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  have  been  con- 
sulted about  this  bill,  and  I  think  it  Is 
the  proper  thing  to  do. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (d)  of 
section  4  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29.  1930,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
August  4,  1939  (Public,  No.  263,  76th  Cong.), 
which  Is  referred  to  In  paragraph  (5)  of  sec- 
tion 3A  of  such  act,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  colon  after  the  word  "section"  and 
the  following :  "Provided,  That  no  election  in 
lieu  of  the  life  annuity  provided  herein  shall 
become  effective  in  case  an  employee  dies 
within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  re- 
tirement, and  in  tbe  event  of  such  death 
within  this  period,  such  death  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  a  death  in  active  service." 

Sbc.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  act 
shall  take  effect  as  of  January  1,  1953. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 
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ISRS.  CORAL  M.  HOME 


Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  the  resolution 
(H.  Res.  143)  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved,  That  there  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  to  Mrs. 
Coral  M.  Home,  widow  of  John  D.  Home,  late 
an  employee  of  the  Hoiise  of  Representatives, 
an  amount  equal  to  6  months'  salary  at  the 
rate  he  was  receiving  at  the  time  of  his 
death  and  an  additional  amount  not  to  ex- 
ceed 9350  toward  defraying  the  funeral  ex- 
penses of  said  John  D.  Home. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CONSIDERATION  OP  MILITARY 
PERSONNEL.  BILL  ORDERED  FOR 
Wia>NESDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in 
order  on  Wednesday  next  for  the  Speak- 
er to  recognize  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Armed  Services  to 
move  to  suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2332)  to  require  an  annual 
review  of  military  personnel  require- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROGRAM  FOR  WEEK  OP 
FEBRUARY  23 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take 
this  time  to  ask  the  majority  leader  what 
the  program  will  be  for  next  week. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Monday  there  will  be 
the  reading  of  Washington's  Farewell 
Address. 

Tuesday  there  are  six  resolutions  for 
committee  studies  and  investigations 
which  we  expect  to  call  up.  They  are 
for  the  following  committees :  Judiciary, 
Ways  and  Means,  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service,  Foreign  Affairs,  Education  and 
Labor,  and  Armed  Services. 

Wednesday:  We  expect  to  call  the  bill 
H.  R.  2332  providing  for  an  annual  review 
of  military  personnel,  sometimes  referred 
to  as  having  to  do  with  the  Davis  amend- 
ment. That  will  be  called  up  under  a 
suspension  of  the  rules,  pursuant  to  the 
request  just  granted. 

Also  on  Wednesday,  If  a  nile  is 
granted,  we  expect  to  call  up  House  Joint 


Resolution  160.  to  amend  the  National 
Housing  Act,  which  resolution  comes 
from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman 
thinks  in  all  probability  that  will  be  the 
entire  program  for  next  week? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  far  as  I  know, 
yes;  that  is  the  program. 


THE  SITUATION  IN  THE  VIRGINIA 
COALFIELDS 

Mr.  WAMPLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WAMPLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House  a 
situation  which  is  vitally  affecting  the 
economic  life  of  my  congressional  dis- 
trict. 

Virginia  is  the  Nation's  sixth  largest 
coal  producer,  and  about  99  percent  of 
the  entire  State  output  comes  from  the 
mines  in  my  congressional  district.  The 
coal  industry  is  one  of  our  principal 
mediums  of  livelihood,  and  as  such  is  one 
of  the  largest  contributors  to  the  whole 
economy  of  this  great  mountain  empire. 

Coal  production  in  Virginia  during 
1951  amounted  to  21.410.000  tons,  or  4.01 
percent  of  the  entire  United  States  ton- 
nage. 

During  1952.  Virginia's  coal  tonnage 
dropped  1.600.000  tons.  Figures  for  1952 
are  estimated  on  the  basis  of  11  months 
because  State  production  for  December 
is  not  yet  published. 

However,  production  figures  for  the 
entire  Nation  through  December  are 
completed  and  on  that  basis,  it  is  esti- 
mated that  Virginia  produced  19,810,000 
tons  of  coal  during  1952. 

A  loss  of  1.600.000  tons  has  had  a  very 
serious  effect  upon  the  States  17  683  coal 
miners  and  their  wives  and  children. 

This  decrease  in  coal  production  in  my 
district  caused  1.283  of  our  miners  to  be 
without  work  for  the  year.  This  is  how  a 
drop  in  production  affects  the  working 
people  of  the  Ninth  District  of  Virginia. 

Such  a  condition  has  caused  an  un- 
favorable reaction  in  virtually  every 
phase  of  our  economy. 

After  having  made  a  study  of  the 
problems  creating  these  conditions  of 
hardship  in  my  district,  it  is  my  con- 
sidered opinion  that  one  of  the  major 
factors  contributing  to  this  depressing 
influence  on  the  coal  industry  is  the  un- 
fair competition  that  has  come  to  the 
coal  market  in  the  form  of  a  foreign 
residual  oil.  a  product  for  which  we  have 
absolutely  no  need  at  the  present  time, 
and  on  which  we  would  certainly  not 
wish  to  rely  for  future  supply. 

Residual  fuel  oil  is  competitive  with 
coal  for  the  generation  of  electric  power 
and  for  other  industrial  uses.  The 
amount  of  s'^h  oil  imported  into  the 
east  coast  of  this  country  last  year  was 
sufficient  to  inflict  a  31 -million- ton  loss 
on  coal  markets,  and  no  relief  is  in  sight 
unless  the  83d  Congress  acts  to  curb  this 
unfair  competition  which  has  its  origin 
in  foreign  refineries. 


Total  coal  reserves  In  the  United  States 
to  the  end  of  1951  were  1,211,648,289,000 
tons.  There  Is  enough  mineable  coal  la 
America  to  last  more  than  1,000  years. 

The  coal  Industry  is  one  of  America's 
vital  industries.  It  has  made  tremendous 
contributions  to  America'^  strength — 
both  in  war  and  in  peace. 

The  American  coal  Industry  has  never 
received  Government  subsidies — it  has 
never  asked  for  them,  and  I  don't  believe 
that  it  ever  will. 

I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  just  for  the 
Congress  to  permit  the  continuance  of  a 
state  of  affairs  by  which  the  coal  industry 
in  Virginia  and  elsewhere  is  being  ma- 
terially weakened  and  its  working  force 
threatened  with  unemployment. 

I  have  today  introduced  a  bill  to  estab- 
lish quota  limitations  on  imports  of  for- 
eign residual  fuel  oil. 

I  ask  the  Members  of  Congress  to  take 
immediate  action  to  remedy  this  situa- 
tion. 


A    MOTION    PICTURE    NOW    BEINO 
PRODUCED  IN  NEW  MEXICO 

Mr  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JACKSON  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is 
being  produced  at  the  present  time  in 
Silver  City.  N.  Mex.,  a  motion  picture. 
The  unique  part  of  the  motion  picture 
is  that  it  is  being  produced  and  financed 
by  uncooperative  witnesses  who  ap- 
peared before  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American   Activities. 

The  picture  and  its  production  have 
been  condemned  by  the  motion  picture 
industry  and  by  all  of  the  labor  unions 
connected  with  that  industry. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr  JACKSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  Tuesday  next,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes  today. 


LIBERATION  OF  LITHUANIA 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  an- 
niversary of  Lithuanian  independence 
accords  to  every  American  another  op- 
portunity to  ponder  the  cruel  fate  that 
has  beset  and  still  afflicts  the  historic  and 
gallant  Lithuanian  nation. 

The  people  of  Lithuania  have  a  noble 
heritage.  For  centuries  they  have 
struggled  for  freedom  and  the  values  of 
democratic  civilization.  Their  sons  and 
daughters  have  contributed  with  con- 
spicuous effect  to  the  defense,  the  de- 
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velopment,  the  welfare  and  protection  of 
our  own  great  Nation.  Citizens  of  Lith- 
uanian descent  are  among  the  very  best 
in  the  country  and  our  hearts  go  out  to 
them  today  when  we  know  they  are 
stirred  by  poignant,  bitter  memories,  by 
unspeakable  anguish  and  woe  at  the  suf- 
fering and  oppression  of  their  kin  folk 
in  the  native  homeland. 

The  oppression  they  sxiffer  is  not  con- 
fined to  Lithuania  alone,  however.  It 
reaches  over  and  encompasses  many  for- 
merly free  lands  and  many  noble  peo- 
ples. It  is  the  livinij.  visual,  everyday 
expression  and  demonstration  of  the 
callous  brutality  of  the  Soviet  slave  state 
and  the  monstrous  iniquities  which  com- 
munism has  perpetrai;ed  in  this  world. 

These  great  crimes  against  mankind. 
against  the  most  cherished  ideals  of  free 
peoples,  against  organized  religion, 
against  the  rights  of  free  men,  against 
the  spiritual  values  of  our  civilization, 
against  the  sacred  tenets  of  the  Al- 
mighty himself,  must  definitely  be  re- 
pudiated by  this  Government.  It  would 
be  shameful,  sinful,  and  disparaging  of 
the  precious  blood  wh:ch  so  many  selfless, 
gallant  American  boys  have  shed  for 
freedom,  it  would  b<!  a  profanation  of 
their  immortal  sacrifice  for  this  Nation. 
for  our  Government  longer  to  make  it- 
self a  part  of.  or  in  any  respect  to  toler- 
ate, or  acquiesce  In,  tne  brutal,  criminal, 
immoral,  and  illegal  domination  by  the 
Soviet  Union  of  Lithuania  and  other 
small  free  nations. 

One  of  the  most  gratifying  develop- 
ments that  has  occurred  in  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  Nation  for  many  years  has 
been  the  forthright  repudiation  by  Presi- 
'dent  Eisenhower  of  Uie  unconstitutional. 
Illegal,  secret  agreements  and  under- 
standings, which  were  entered  into  at 
Yalta.  Potsdam,  and  other  international 
conferences.  This  inspiring  message, 
conceived  in  the  kind  of  firm  courage 
that  we  like  to  believe  is  characterstic 
of  our  American  Nation,  has  given  new 
hope  and  fresh  inspL-ation  to  millions  of 
helpless,  heretofore  hopeless,  human  be- 
ings held  captive  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain, ground  into  Insensibility,  chained 
into  slavery.  torture>l  by  unmentionable 
abuses  and  excesses  of  power-crazed» 
zealous,  Marxist-inspired  assassins,  im- 
posed upon  them  a  bestial  tyranny  worse 
than  death. 

The  executive  agreements  that  support 
these  secret  understandings  are  not,  in 
my  opinion,  worth  the  paper  they  are 
written  on.  They  were  never  ratified  by 
the  United  States  Senate,  as  required  by 
the  Constitution,  and  they  never  had 
either  the  moral  or  political  support  of 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  who.  to  the  contrary,  pre- 
dominantly and  bltt«?rly  oppose  them. 

We  cannot  move  too  fast,  or  in  too 
determined  a  manner,  to  scrap  these  in- 
human, unconstitutional,  and  undemo- 
cratic understandingrs  and  Inform  Soviet 
leaders  intent  upon  world  conquest  that 
we  do  not  recognize  any  conquest  and 
infiltration  of  territories  or  nations  that 
have  been  accomplished  through  chican- 
ery, aggression,  or  deceit,  and  that  have 
enslaved  free  nations. 

World  peace  and  world  order  can  never 
be  based  upon  confiscation,  aggression, 
exploitation,  or  brutal  tyrarmy  over  help- 
less   nations    and    individuals.    World 


peace,  if  it  is  to  be  achieyed.  must  rest 
upon  the  firm  foundations  of  justice  and 
the  moral  sanction  of  civilized  human 
beings.  A  peace  that  does  not  have  the 
public  opinion  of  the  world  behind  it, 
that  is  supported  by  force,  incredible  po- 
lice-state methods,  denial  of  human 
rights,  brutalization  of  the  individual, 
ruthless  enmity  toward  free  institutions 
and  the  free  way  of  life,  has  no  more 
chance  of  lasting  than  a  snowflake  upon 
the  river's  bosom. 

Let  it  be  known  in  this  House,  on  this 
great  anniversary  day  of  Lithuania, 
which  we  so  fittingly  commemorate,  that 
the  Members  of  the  American  Congress, 
reflecting  the  sentiments  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  still  believe  in  and  stand  for 
principles  of  liberty  and  justice,  that 
we  are  willing  to  declare  them  to  the 
world,  that  we  are  willing  to  defend  and 
fight  for  them  if  we  have  to.  and  that 
we  have  no  intention  of  permitting  world 
dictators,  whether  in  wolf's  or  sheep's 
clothing,  to  stride  over  the  whole  world 
trampling  upon  the  most  sacred  rights 
of  men  and  women,  conspiring  against 
democracy  and  working  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  free  governments,  including 
that  of  our  own  great  Republic  . 

Neither  the  bluster  of  Soviet  jingoism, 
nor  the  timidity  and  cupidity  of  some  of 
our  own  so-called  allies,  nor  the  vagrant 
fears  of  weak-kneed  Americans  should 
ever  deter  this  Nation,  not  only  from 
taking  a  sympathetic  stand  toward 
Lithuania.  Poland,  and  other  oppressed 
small  nations,  but  from  moving  with  all 
feasible  speed  and  dispatch  to  liberate 
them  from  the  cruel  and  tormenting 
plight  of  having  to  live  in  chains  under 
the  domination  of  tyrants  more  cruel 
than  Nero. 

I  express  my  satisfaction  at  this  time 
that  American  foreign  policy  is  seem- 
ingly moving  courageously  in  the  direc- 
tion of  supporting  and  encouraging  the 
real  forces  of  freedom  in  this  world,  as 
well  as  reinforcing  and  redeclaring  our 
purpose,  unflinching  and  determined  to 
preserve  our  own  priceless  freedoms 
against  any  and  every  threat. 


FARM  PRICES 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi (Mr.  Williams]  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  during  the  last  10  years  our 
country  has  enjoyed  perhaps  the  most 
prosperous  era  in  its  history,  a  time  when 
jobs  were  plentiful,  wages  were  high, 
and  producers  received  a  high  return 
on  their  products.  It  is  difficult  to  be- 
lieve that  this  unprecedented  level  of 
prosperity  could  have  been  maintained 
solely  on  the  basis  of  a  war  economy  be- 
cause since  the  end  of  World  War  n 
there  has  been  no  acute  general  shortage 
of  supplies  with  which  to  meet  domestic 
demands,  yet  the  level  of  prices  and 
wages  has  continued  an  upward  trend. 

Whether  we  reached  the  peak  of  our 
prosperity  remains  to  be  seen.  One 
alarming  factor,  however,  which  Indi- 
cates that  our  economy  is  on  the  verge 
of  imbalance,  if  not  depression,  is  to  be 
found  in  the  current  steady  and  dan- 
gerous decline  in  prices  received  by 
farmers  for  their  produce. 


We  need  to  but  call  back  20  years  to 
establish  the  truth  of  the  contention 
that  an  agricultural  depression  is  the 
forerunner  of  a  general  depression.  In 
the  Ught  of  our  experience  during  the 
early  and  midthirties,  we  know  that  it 
is  imperative  that  the  Government  take 
steps  to  maintain  agricultm-al  prosperity 
if  it  is  to  prevent  a  general  and  disas- 
trous desression. 

The^ecline  in  farm  prices  has  al- 
ready Drought  serious  and  dangerous  re- 
sults.   It  is  inevitable  that  this  condi- 
tion will  pull  the  rest  of  our  economy 
down  to  its  level  if  not  arrested. 

On  the   average,   prices   received  by 
farmers  declined  9  percent  from  Augtist 
to  mid-December  of  last  year,  and  at 
that  time  averaged  12  percent  below  a 
year    earlier.    Between    mid-December 
1952  and  mid- January  1953,  they  de- 
clined another  percentage  pwint.    Price 
declines  over  the  past  year  were  greatest 
for  meat  animals  and  cotton,  reflecting 
Increased  supplies  and.  in  the  case  of 
cotton,  a  sharply  reduced  foreign  mar- 
ket.   These  declining  farm  prices  are  not 
limited  to  cotton  and  livestock,  but  are 
general  throughout  the  entire  field  of 
agriculture. 

It  is  particularly  significant  to  note 
that  while  farm  prices  were  falling  12 
percent,  the  price  of  manufactured  prod- 
ucts and  other  commodities  which  the 
farmer  must  purchase  dropped  only  1 
percent.  As  a  result,  the  parity  ratio  fell 
from  107  in  December  1951  to  96  in  De- 
cember 1952.  During  this;  time,  wage 
rates  have  been  refiected  upward,  as 
have  the  consumer  demands  for  farm 
products. 

One  of  the  yet  unexplained  enigmas  of 
this  situation  is  that  while  prices  paid  for 
farm  products  at  the  farm  level  have 
dropped  12  percent,  the  retail  price  of 
these  same  products  has  maintained  a 
level  of  only  1  percent  below  the  peak. 
ITils  means,  of  course,  that  the  drop  in 
farm  prices  has  not  been  reflected  in 
savings  to  the  consumer,  the  difference 
being  dispelled  somewhere  between  the 
farm  and  the  retail  market. 

The  rather  widespread  easing  in  farm 
products  prices  occurred  despite  a  gen- 
eral pickup  in  a  domestic  demand  for 
farm  products.  Currently  the  economy 
is  operating  at  the  highest  point  in  his- 
tory, with  full  employment  and  rising 
wage  rates.  Consxmier  spending  for 
food  has  continued  to  rise  over  the 
years  about  in  proportion  to  the  increase 
in  incomes. 

Although  the  picture  of  declining  farm 
prices  has  many  facets,  it  is  not  difficult 
to  analyze  the  primary  causes.  The  drop 
in  farin  products  prices  was  due  in  part 
to  increased  marketings.  Meat  produc- 
tion was  8  percent  larger  than  in  the  sec- 
ond half  of  1951,  reflecting  the  uptrend 
in  cattle  slaughtering,  drought  speeded 
marketings  of  the  lower  grades  of  cattle, 
and  early  marketing  of  spring  pigs.  The 
output  was  the  second  largest  in  history 
and  was  4  percent  over  1951  production. 
With  larger  supplies  of  farm  products 
and  substantially  smaller  exports  of 
wheat  and  cotton,  carryover  stocks  of 
wheat,  cotton,  corn,  and  some  oils  are 
expected  to  increase  materially  by  the 
end  of  the  current  marketing  year,  with 
a  relatively  large  volume  of  these  crops 
going  under  loan  or  purchase  agreement. 
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Another  Important  factor  is  to  be 
found  in  the  reduced  foreign  demand  for 
United  States  agricultural  products. 
Total  exports  of  farm  products  were 
down  in  the  second  half  of  1952  by  about 
30  percent  from  the  year  earlier. 
Smaller  exports  of  cotton  and  wheat 
contributed  most  to  the  decline,  but  ex- 
ports of  food  fats  and  tobacco  were  also 
smaller.  Except  for  the  British  limita- 
tion on  imports  of  tobacco  and  lard  in 
order  to  conserve  dollar  exchange,  the 
sharp  decline  in  agriciiltural  exports 
apparently  was  due  primarily  to  the  im- 
proved foreign  supply  situation  for  com- 
modities competing  with  United  States 
agricultural  products. 

Here,  I  would  like  to  divert  for  a  mo- 
ment to  discuss  reasons  why  we  are 
suddenly  finding  our  products  in  com- 
petition with  the  same  products  of  for- 
eign countries.  During  the  last  several 
years,  the  United  States  had  spent  un- 
told millions  of  dollars  in  a  crusade  to 
"develop  under  developed  areas"  of  the 
world.  We  have  sent  agricultural  ex- 
perts to  every  comer  of  the  earth  for  the 
purpose  of  teaching  inhabitants  of  other 
countries  our  methods  of  production. 
We  have  sent  to  these  countries  thou- 
sands of  tractors,  bulldozers,  and  farm 
implements,  and  have  suffered  domestic 
shortages  of  fertilizers  in  order  to  fur- 
nish them  to  other  parts  of  the  world 
gratuitously.  We  are  just  now  begin- 
ning to  reap  what  we  have  sown.  The 
current  crisis  in  our  agricultural  econ- 
omy is  the  first  of  many  payments  that 
we  will  inevitably  have  to  make  for  this 
venture  in  misguided  international 
philanthropy.  The.'^e  countries  which 
formerly  looked  to  the  United  States 
for  their  cotton  and  other  agricultural 
needs  have  now — thanks  to  us — become 
producers  of  these  same  commodities 
over  and  above  their  ow^n  needs,  and  are 
placing  them  on  the  world  market  in 
competition  to  ours. 

Because  our  wasteful  and  impractical 
foreign  policy  is  to  some  extent  respon- 
sible for  the  farm  recession,  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  new  administration  will 
give  some  thought  to  this  phase  of  the 
problem  as  well  as  to  domestic  remedies. 

Comparative  declines  for  some  major 
groups  of  farm  product  prices  are  as 
follows: 


Percent  of  chante 
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A  further  break  in  the  prices  of  farm 
commodities  could  be  conceivably  the 
beginning  of  another  great  depression 
Because  the  agricultural  producers  are 
the  major  purchasers  of  manufactured 
products,  their  welfare  is  equally  vital 
to  those  who  live  in  the  cities  and  follow 
other  fields  of  employment. 

The  American  farmer  is  without  a 
doubt  the  most  important  single  con- 
tributor to  the  well  being  of  our  coun- 
try. Out  of  the  soil  are  produced  the 
three  basic  requirements  of  man — food, 


clothing,  and  shelter,  without  any  one 
of  which  no  civilization  can  survive.  It 
is  the  only  segment  of  our  economy 
which  is  completely  self-sustaining  and 
could  maintain  life  without  help  from 
any  other  source.  For  that  reason 
among  others,  all  civilization  is  depend- 
ent upon  the  farmer  for  its  existence. 
Were  the  products  of  the  farm  suddenly 
to  be  taken  out  of  the  channels  of  trade, 
every  other  Industry  would  suddenly  find 
itself  facing  extinction.  Other  busi- 
nesses would  suddenly  find  themselves 
without  a  market  or  source  of  raw  ma- 
terials, and  we  would  find  ourselves  in 
a  panic  that  would  make  1933  look  like 
boom  times. 

Everyone  is  agreed  that  something 
must  be  done,  but  there  are  great  areas 
of  disagreement  over  the  method  or 
methods  by  which  it  should  be  accom- 
plished. 

I  lay  no  claims  to  expert  knowledge  of 
agricultural  matters,  but  I  yield  to  no 
one  in  my  desire  to  serve  the  interests 
of  American  agriculture,  which  is  also 
the  interest  of  America. 

I  believe  the  new  administration 
should  be  given  an  opportunity  to  prove 
itself  capable  of  handling  the  situation, 
and  that  we  should  refrain  from  criticiz- 
ing them  merely  for  criticisms  sake. 
To  use  the  expression  used  so  often  by 
our  venerable  former  speaker  of  the 
House,  Sam  Rayburn,  "any  old  jackass 
can  kick  down  a  barn,  but  it  takes  a 
carpenter  to  build  one."  I  might  say  that 
we  are  badly  in  need  of  carpenters. 
There  Ls  a  real  job  to  be  done.  It 
might  ix)  well  for  us  to  recognize.  al.«o. 
that  the  new  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  in  office  but  a  month,  hardly 
long  enough  to  acquaint  himself  with 
his  new  duties.  I  earnestly  hope  that  he 
will  be  capable  of  meeting  this  emer- 
gency headon  and  that  he  will  be  able 
to  formulate  policies  and  programs  which 
will  restore  deserved  prosperity  to  the 
producers  of  food  and  fiber  throughout 
the  land 

It  is  understandable  that  an  adminis- 
tration which  has  been  out  of  office  for 
20  years  should  proceed  cautiously  in 
attempting  to  cope  with  the  many  prob- 
lems of  :>tate  confronting  it.  Undoubt- 
edly, President  Eisenhower  and  his  as- 
sociates inherited  many  difficult  prob- 
lems, not  the  least  of  which  is  the  one 
which  I  am  discussing  today.  For  what 
it  might  be  worth,  I  would  like  to  proceed 
for  a  moment  in  making  a  few  ob.ser- 
vations  and  suggestions  which  I  hope 
might  contribute  to  some  small  extent 
to  bringing  about  a  return  of  prosperity 
to  the  American  farmer. 

I  was  pleased  to  read  the  newspaper 
accounts  of  the  Presidents  actions  in 
directing  the  Armed  Forces  to  lay  by  a 
one  hundred  and  twenty-day  supply  of 
meat.  This  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Armed  Forces  should  contribute  substan- 
tially to  the  possible  halting  of  downward 
trends  in  livestock  prices.  Certainly  a 
study  should  be  made  to  determine 
whether  this  supply  should  be  increased 
even  further,  possibly  to  cover  a  180-day 
period. 

In  a  widely  publicized  and  highly  con- 
troversial speech  recently  delivered  in  St. 
Paul,  the  new  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
referred  to  the  present  price-support 
program  as  disaster  insurance.     He  will 


soon  learn,  if  he  has  not  found  out  al- 
ready, that  such  was  far  from  the  intent 
of  Congress  when  the  program  was  es- 
tablished. If  this  is  to  be  the  attitude  of 
the  new  administration  toward  the  farm 
program,  American  agriculture  can  look 
for  dark  days  ahead.  As  he  probes 
deeper  into  the  program,  I  am  confident 
that  the  new  Secretary  will  discard  this 
theory  for  the  good  of  the  people  he 
represents  and  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

The  price  support  program  has  proven 
itself  to  be  a  buffer  against  depression, 
and  a  vehicle  for  maintaining  a  high  de- 
gree of  national  prosperity.  It,  more 
than  any  other  single  contributing  fac- 
tor, was  responsible  for  averting  a  de- 
pression following  World  War  II,  and 
will  continue  to  be  the  most  reliable  bul- 
wark against  recession  for  many  years 
to  come.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
might  better  have  described  the  program 
as  "insurance  for  prosperity." 

It  is  to  be  expected  that  the  cry  of 
white  elephant  and  expensive  luxury 
should  be  directed  against  this  program. 
To  those  who  have  not  probed  the  facts, 
such  beliefs  are  quite  understandable. 
But  what  are  the  facts?  Remarkably. 
this  program  has  been  .selfsufflcient.  and 
has  not  cost  the  taxpayers  a  cent.  The 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  ac- 
tually returned  a  profit  to  the  Treasury. 

The  great  hue  and  cry  continues  from 
opponents  that  the  program  Is  robbing 
the  housewife  by  keeping  prices  arti- 
ficially high.  Here  again  the  facts  fail  to 
support  the  charge.  The  ratio  of  money 
j-pent  for  food  in  relation  to  national  in- 
come has  remained  static.  Year  In  and 
year  out.  in  depression  and  prosperity, 
we  sp>end  about  a  fifth  of  our  income  on 
food.  Statisticians  show  that  the  per- 
centage of  national  income  spent  for 
food  has  not  varied  more  than  1  or  2 
percentage  points  in  more  than  30  years 

The  new  administration  might  do  well 
to  reexamine  its  position  on  the  question 
of  price  supports,  and  the  present  proven 
program.  To  do  otherwI.se  would  be  to 
break  faith  with  their  campaign  pledges 
for  even  higher  and  more  rigid  supports. 
Until  a  better  program  is  formulated  and 
in  operation,  it  is  imperative  that  the 
Secretary  avail  himself  of  remedies  al- 
ready in  reach,  to  forestall  further  de- 
clines in  these  prices.  At  least  he  could 
exhibit  his  willingness,  as  expres.sed  in 
St.  Paul,  by  exercising  his  discretionary 
powers  to  support,  if  necessary,  prices 
of  products  other  than  the  six  basic  com- 
modities he  is  required  to  support. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  now  has 
broad  authority  to  support  the  prices  of 
farm  products.  He  is  required  to  sup- 
port the  prices  of  the  basic  farm  com- 
modities, corn,  cotton,  wheat,  tobacco, 
rice  and  peanuts  at  not  less  than  90  per- 
cent of  parity  and  the  prices  of  milk, 
butterfat  and  other  milk  products, 
honey,  tung  nuts,  and  wool  at  from  75  to 
90  percent  of  parity.  The  Secretary  is 
also  authorized  to  support  the  prices  of 
other  farm  products  to  the  extent  that 
funds  are  available. 

Under  this  discretionary  authority 
price  support  programs  are  currently  in 
effect  for  the  following  commodities: 
barley,  oats,  rye,  sorghums  for  grain, 
fiaxseed,  soybeans,  dry  edible  beans, 
American-Egyptian   cotton,  cottonseed, 
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crude  pine  gum,  oil  oMves.  hay  and  pw- 
ture  seeds  and  winter  <:over  crop  seeds. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
has  $6.75  billion  available  to  it  for  price 
.support  purposes.  Tlie  total  investment 
in  price  support  activities  as  of  December 
31.  1952,  was  $2.5  billion,  leaving  an  un- 
obligated balance  In  excess  of  $4  Mllion 
available  for  price  support  operations. 

Where  price  support  programs  are  In 
effect,  current  market  prices  usually  are 
resting  on  or  sagging  below  the  support 
or  loan  level.  Rice  is  one  of  the  few 
commodities  selling  nbove  its  price  sup- 
port level  at  the  pref«nt  time. 

In  addition  to  thes<!  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  funds,  the  Secretary  has 
available  to  him  each  year  funds  equal 
to  30  percent  of  the  customs  receipts 
•to  encourage  the  exportation  of  agri- 
cultural commoditie:}.  to  encourage  do- 
mestic consumption  of  such  commodities 
by  diverting  them  from  normal  channels 
of  trade  or  Increasing  their  use  among, 
persons  in  low-income  groups." 

Taking  into  account  carryovers  of  un- 
used balances,  the  Secretary  now  has  in 
excess  of  $275  million  of  these  funds 
primarily  for  surplus  removal  purchases 
of  perishable  products. 

Utilizing  these  funds,  the  former  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  in  recent  months 
purchased  turkeys,  eggs,  pork  products, 
butter,  nonfat  dry  milk  solids,  and  a 
number  of  fruits  as  a  means  of  relieving 
temporarily  excess  market  supplies  of 
these  products.  The  products  purchased 
are  turned  over  to  the  school-lunch  pro- 
gram and  other  public  and  private 
charitable  organizations.  The  capacity 
of  these  outlets  8<?ts  a  limit  on  the 
amount  and  kinds  of  products  which  can 
be  purchased  with  these  section  32  funds. 
It  is  apparent  from  the  above  state- 
ments that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  ample  authority  and  funds  to  imder- 
take  price  support  and  surplus  removal 
operations  on  a  much  broader  scale  if 
he  desired  to  do  so. 

The  time  for  ac^Jon  is  now,  and  not 
when  the  situation  gets  out  of  hand. 
Even  in  this  field,  an  ounce  of  preven- 
tion is  worth  a  pound  of  cure. 

Another  matter  deserving  of  attention 
Is  that  of  fiscal  policy.  Recent  efforts  in 
this  field  to  check  the  march  of  infiation 
are,  of  course,  laudable,  but  dangers  also 
lurk  in  the  shadows  of  restricted  credit. 
Business  expansion  is  necessary  for  any 
increased  demand  :for  agricultural  prod- 
ucts: therefore,  fiscal,  monetary,  and 
credit  restrictions  should  not  be  applied 
so  severely  that  a  contraction  in  biislness 
activity  would  be  thie  result.  To  work  out 
this  problem  will  require  a  close  coordi- 
nation between  the  Treasury  and  Agri- 
culture Departments,  and  the  State  De- 
partment would  not  err  in  consulting 
with  Agriculture  in  formulating  future 
plans  affecting  foreign  trade. 

Our  national  population  is  increasing 
about  3  million  people  annually,  while 
the  farm  population  continues  a  steady 
decline.  More  and  more  farmlands  are 
being  converted  to  other  uses,  so  the 
American  farmer  is  faced  with  produc- 
ing more  and  more  with  less  and  less. 
To  meet  this  challenge,  the  fanner  must 
have  his  Incentive,  which  is,  of  course,  a 
profitable  return  on  his  Investment,  both 
in  money  and  labor.  A  program  of  flexi- 
ble supports  would  fail  to  provide  this 


needed  incentive;  the  momentum  can 
come  only  from  a  program  of  fixed  sup- 
ports that  insures  a  fair  and  reasonable 
return  for  his  products. 

Earlier.  I  mentioned  that  farm  prices 
had  dropped  12  percent  in  the  past  year. 
During  this  time  marketing  costs  in- 
creased 7  percent,  thus  offsetting  the 
consumer  savings  that  would  normally 
be  expected  to  follow  the  drop  in  prices. 
New  and  Improved  methods  of  handling 
and  storing  perishable  commodities  are 
the  subject  of  study  and  research,  and 
may  point  the  way  to  the  elimination  of 
a  great  deal  of  expense  to  both  farmer 
and  consumer.  A  reasonable  Increase  In 
the  amount  of  Government  participation 
in  this  research  might  be  desirable. 

Extension  of  the  present  price  support 
program  for  another  3  or  4  years  would 
serve  to  Instill  the  necessary  confidence 
needed  for  future  production.  The  agri- 
culture conomittees  are  not  unmindful  of 
this,  and  I  understand,  are  already  at 
work  on  an  extension.  Speedy  action  to 
accomplish  this  end  would  have  a  sta- 
bilizing effect  on  the  farm-price  situa- 
tion. 

Several  bills  have  been  introduced  to 
raise  the  level  of  support  to  95  percent 
of  parity,  and  Congress  should  act  im- 
mediately to  do  this. 

As  agriculture  goes,  so  goes  the  Nation. 
Whatever  course  Congress  might  choose 
to  follow  In  Its  future  farm  program.  It 
Is  imperative  that  it  act  unhesitatingly 
before  these  conditions  reach  the  state 
of  emergency.  The  American  farm  pro- 
duces not  only  the  basic  and  essentlaL 
needs  of  all  our  people;  it  also  gives 
America  Its  greatest  wealth  of  pure  and 
unadulterated  patriotic  strength.  There 
are  no  Communists  on  the  farms  of 
America,  and  no  people  are  more  de- 
voted to  the  noble  ideals  on  which  our 
country  was  founded,  and  on  which  it 
has  prospered  throughout  the  ages.  To 
permit  the  farmer  to  be  reduced  to  pen- 
ury is  to  commit  national  suicide.  The 
farmers  interest  is  America's  Interest. 


Mr.  PraLLiPS  and  to  Include  a  resolu- 
tion regarding  the  technical  cooperation 
program. 

Mr,  PATTiasoK  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Oamblz  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter  and  in  cne 
a  prayer  by  Cardinal  Spellman. 

Mr.  FRELiNGHxnrsEN  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hand  the  remarks  he  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  today  and  to 
include  additional  matter. 

Mr.  HomcAM  of  Michigan  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Clkvengo)  . 

Mr.  McDONOUGH. 

Mr.  Jttdd  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  DoNOHUE  In  two  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  JoNKs  of  Alabama  and  to  Include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Staggers  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Bailed  and  to  include  an  article  from 
the  February  Issue  of  the  Journal  of  the 
American  Bar  Association. 

Mr.  DoTLE  in  three  instances,  in  each 
to  include  appropriate  material. 

Mr.  EviNS  and  to  Include  an  address. 

Mr.  Addonizio  and  to  Include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mrs.  Kellt  of  New  York  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Addonizio)  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Addonizio)  In  three  Instances. 

Mr.  Carnahan  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  rwnarks  In  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Laird  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  and  to  Include 
an  article. 

Mr.  Lane  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK  and  to  include  two 
editorials. 

Mr.  ROBERTS  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  February  18  Issue  of  Red 
Book  magazine. 

Mr.  Rodino  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Bartlett  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  SlEBdNSKX. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  Include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Oakman  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hallboc)  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Harvey  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Halleck)  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 

Miss  THOMPSoif  of  Michigan  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Philups)  . 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California,  for  February 
23  to  26,  1953,  on  account  of  official 
business. 

Mr.  Shelley,  for  an  indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  illness. 

Mr.  Jenkins  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Clevenger),  on  account  of  death  in 
family. 

Mr.  Wampler,  for  an  indefinite  period 
of  time,  on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Scott  (at  the  request  of  hit. 
Arends),  on  account  of  official  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  Hotise  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  5  o'clock  and  29  minutes  p.  m.  > .  under 
its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned 
until  Monday,  February  23.  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  CXDMMUNICA'nONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

481.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  the  an- 
nual report  of  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital,  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency.  Tot  the  fiscal  year  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  Bducatlon  and  lAbor. 

482.  A  letter  Irom  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  transmitting,  at  the  request  at  tne 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  Republic 
of  Panama,  a  message  addressed  by  the  Na- 
tional Assembly  of  Panama  to  the  House  of 
BepresentaUves  of  the  United  States  on  Um 
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occasion  of  tbe  Inauguration  of  the  S4tb 
PrcaldcBt  of  tbe  United  StatM.  X>wlgbt  D. 
Eisenhower;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

483.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Adminis- 
trative Office  of  the  United  States  Courts, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  clause  (4)  of  section  35  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act.  as  amendeU";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows  : 

Mr.  WOLCOTT:  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  House  Joint  Resolution  160. 
Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  2  (a)  of 
the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended;  with 
an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  78).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State   of  the   Union. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE;  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  143.  Res- 
olution for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Coral  M.  Home, 
widow  of  John  D.  Home,  late  an  employee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  79).  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 

H.  R.  3287.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  by  requiring  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  consider,  in  stock 
modification  plans,  the  assents  of  controlled 
or  controlling  stockholders;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3288.  A  bill  to  establish  the  finality 
of  contracts  between  the  Government  and 
common  carriers  of  passengers  and  freight 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  3289.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Inter- 
state Coniriierce  Commission  to  revoke  or 
amgnd.  ui.uer  certain  conditions,  water  car- 
rier certificates  and  permits;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3290.  A  bill  to  standardize  rates  on 
household  goods  shipped  by  the  United 
States  Government  lor  Its  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H  R.  3291.  A  bill  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  its  duties. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Comm.ttee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  CORBETT: 

H.  R.  3292.  A  bill  to  provide  for  promotion 
by  merit  of  employees  in  the  postal  service 
and  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for  ex- 
amination and  appointment  of  candidates  for 
promotion  to  supervisory  positions;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3293.  A  bill  to  amend  Public  Law  204 
of  the  82d  Congress,  approved  October  24, 
1951.  as  amended,  and  to  adjust  the  pay  of 
mall  handlers,  messengers,  and  watchmen  In 
the  postal  field  service:  to  the  Committee  on 
Poet  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 

H.  R.  3294.  A  bUl  to  allow  a  taxpayer  to  de- 
duct for  Income-tax  purposes  amounts  paid 
for  the  care  of  dependents,  while  the  taxpayer 
is  employed;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  FORD: 

H.  R.  3395.  A  bUI  to  amend  section  811  (g) 
(2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  ex- 
clude certain  death  benefits  from  decedents' 
gross  estates  In  computing  estate  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  OARMATZ: 

H.  R.  S396  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947.  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

My  Mr.  HALE: 

H.  R.  3297    A  bill  to  provide  for  the  sepa- 
ration of  subsidy  from  airmail  pay,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign   Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H.  R.  3298  A  bill  to  amend  section  5  of 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  so  that  Internees 
will  not  be  denied  detention  and  disability 
benefits  thereunder  because  of  being  within 
the  purview  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act  of 
March  7,  1942;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By   Mr.   JAVITS: 

H.  R.  3299.  A  bill  to  provide  for  promotion 
by  merit  of  employees  in  the  postal  service 
and  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for  ex- 
amination and  appointment  of  candidates 
for  promotion  to  supervisory  positions;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  330CI.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  State 
of  Illinois  iind  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of 
Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  Into  the  Illinois  waterway,  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  3301.  A  bill  to  deny  beneftt.s  undtr 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29. 
1930.  as  amended,  to  persona  convicted  of 
felonies  Involving  Improper  use  of  their  au- 
thority, power,  infiuence,  or  privileges  as 
Government  officers  or  employees;  \.o  the 
Committee  on   Post  Office  and  Civil   Service. 

H.  R.  3302.  A   bill   to   provide   for   the  pur- 
chase of  bonds  to  cover  officers  and  empltiy- 
ees  of  the  Government,  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 
By  :vir.  KLEIN: 

H.  R  33C3.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  claims  In  the  case  uf  certain  Italians; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr    MAHON: 

H  R  3304.  A  bill  to  provide  that  Federal 
legislation  which  prohibits  the  employment 
Of  children  during  certain  hours  shall  not 
apply  with  respect  to  the  harvesting  of  ba.sic 
agricultural  commodities;  to  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr    LANE: 

H.  R  3305.  A  bill  relating  to  the  compen- 
sation of  certain  laundry  employee.s  at  United 
States  naval  hospitals:  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  3306.  A  bill  relating  to  the  reserva- 
tion of  mineral  rights  In  land  patented  under 
the  non-niineral-land  laws;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  3307.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  treat- 
ment of  users  of  narcotics  In  the  District  of 
Columbia:  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MULTER : 

H  R.3308.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  provide  that  State  law 
shall.  In  certain  c.ises.  determine  the  num- 
ber of  Jurors  which  constitute  a  Jury  and 
the  number  of  Jurors  who  must  agree  In 
order  that  there  be  a  valid  verdict;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    NORRELL: 

H.  R.  3309.  A  bill  to  allow  percentage  de- 
pletion of  15  percent  for  novaculite  mines 
and  deposits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  3310.  A  bill  to  amend  Public  Laws 
Noe.  815  and  874  of  the  Slst  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  OHARA  of  MinnesoU  (by  re- 
quest) : 

H.  R.  3311.  A  bin  to  amend  the  CtHnmu- 
nlcatlons  Act  of   1934,  as  amended,    to  the 


Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H.  R.  3312.  A  bill  .o  amend  section  22,  sub- 
division (b),  paragraph  (2),  of  subpara- 
graph (B)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3313.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of 
a  Commission  on  Old-Age  and  Retirement 
Benefits:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H  R  3314.  A  bill  to  extend  to  uniformed 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  the  same  pro- 
tection against  bodily  attack  as  is  now 
granted  to  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SECREST: 

H  R.  3315.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  imix)rts  of  foreign  residual   fuel 
oil;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H  R  3316    A  bill  to  amend  section   120  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  W AMPLER: 

H  R.  3317.  A  bill   to  ebtabllsh   quota  11ml- 
tatiiiiis  on   Impxjrts  of   foreign   residual   fuel 
uU.   to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr    WITHROW: 

H  R  3318    A    bill    deslgnatihg    Camp   Mc- 
Coy. Wis  .  as  a  permanent  military  Installa- 
tion and  renaming  It  "Fort  McCoy";    to  the 
Cinimltlee  on   Armed  Services. 
By  Mr    ZABLOCKI : 

H  R  3319  A  bill  providing  for  creation  of 
the  St  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Cor- 
pi. ration  to  construct  part  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence seaway  In  United  .Slates  territory  In 
the  interest  of  national  security;  authorlz- 
\un  the  Corporation  to  consummate  cert-iln 
•  arrangement.s  v.'lth  the  St  Lawrence  Seaway 
Authority  of  Canada  relative  to  construction 
and  ( peration  of  the  seaway;  empowering 
the  Corporation  to  finance  the  United  States 
share  of  the  seaway  c»bt  on  a  self-liquidating 
bast.s,  to  establish  cooperation  with  Canada 
in  the  control  anrl  operation  of  the  St.  Law- 
r-nce  seaway,  to  authorize  negotiations  with 
Canada  of  an  agreement  tn  tolls;  and  for 
other  purp<ises.  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

H  R  3320  A  bin  to  Indemnify  drivers  of 
motor  vehicles  of  the  postal  service  against 
li.ibi;ity  for  dan^ages  arising  out  of  the  op- 
eration of  ruch  vehicles  In  the  performance 
of  official  duties;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    MORRISON: 

H  R  3321     A  bin  to  provide  for  a  pay  In- 
crease   for    Government    employees;    to    the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr    GRANAHAN: 

H  J  Res  198.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
nn  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  equal  rights  for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr    FINE: 

H  Con  Res  71  Concurrent  resolution  e«- 
pressing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anti-Semitism 
in  the  Soviet  Union  and  In  the  persecution 
of  Roman  Catholics  behind  the  Iron  Curtain; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By    Mr.    BISHOP: 

H  Res   149    Resolution  revising  method  of 
payments    lor    folding    speeches    and    pam- 
phlets.    Doorkeeper's     Department;     to     the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr    HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H  Res.  150.  Resolution  providing  for  the 
expenses  of  conducting  the  studies  and  In- 
vestigations authorized  by  clause  8  of  rule 
XI  incurred  by  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr   PINE: 

H  Res.  151.  Resolution  favorlnf  the  em- 
bracing within  the  Republic  of  Ireland  of 
all  the  territory  of  that  country;  to  the 
Committee   on   Foreign   Affairs. 
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MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memo- 
rials  were   presented   and   referred  as 

follows: 

By  Mr.  ASPINAIX:  Memorial  of  the  Colo- 
rado State  Legislature,  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  UnlUd  States  to  approve 
legislation  designed  to  provide  a  stabilized 
market  for  the  products  of  domestic  mines; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  add  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HE8ELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Ma.ssachusetU,  memorializing  Congress  to 
investigate  and  consider  the  feasibility  of 
amending  the  Immlgrj.tlon  and  Nationality 
Act,  commonly  known  as  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act,  or  to  rep««l  the  same;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERa  of  Bdassachusetts :  Me- 
morial of  the  General  Court  of  Massachu- 
setts to  investigate  and  consider  the  feasi- 
bility of  amending  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act,  or  to  rejwal  the  same;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  the  SPEAKER;  Memorial  of  the  Second 
Ou.im  Legislature,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  commeidatlon  of  Gov.  Carl- 
ton Skinner  by  the  legislature  upon  the 
termination  of  his  service  as  Governor  of 
Guam;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  oi  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  af  follows: 

By   Mr.   ALLEN  of  California    (by   re- 
quest) : 

H  R  3322  A  bill  fir  the  relief  of  Jose 
Cnsliano  Vlelra.  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3323  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
M  Mihalovlcl;  to  tie  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3324  A  bill  f c  r  the  relief  of  Chuan 
Hu.i  Lowe  and  Slen-ung  Lowe;  to  the  Com- 
iiiiitee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3325.  A  bill  fcr  the  reUef  of  Cheong 
Chca  King;  to  the  C<immlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ATRES 

H  R.  3326.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giorgio 
De  Blasl;  to  the  Comnlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3327.  A  bUl  fcr  the  relief  of  Giorgio 
O.mo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr   BATES  (by  request)  : 

H  R  3328.  A  bill  fir  the  relief  of  Pletro 
V.i!cntlno;  to  the  Ccmmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  3329.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rosolllno 
Covello;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BENDE::1: 

H  R  3330.  A   bill    lor    the   relief   of   Milos 
Himza  and  Mrs.  JlrliiS  Hamza;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BRAY: 

H  R.  3331.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Jane 
Bailey;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  3332.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Bar- 
bara W.  Faith;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3333.  A  bUl  fcr  the  relief  of  Julia  N. 
Enmanuel;  to  the  Oxnmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUCKIET: 

H  R  3334.  A   bill   far   the   relief  of  Harry 
(also  known  as  Herti)   Glazer;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judlcliiry. 
By  Mr.  BUSBET: 

H  R.3S35.  A  bill  tor  the  relief  of  Klldla 
Raslau  (Reslau);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  • 

By  Mr.  GORDON: 

H  R.3336.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Biundo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  GRANAHAN: 
H.  R.  3337.  A  bill   for  the   relief   of   Oscar 
Ward  Hancock.  Jr.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3338.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Para- 
skevas  George  Stamatlou;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3339.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ada 
Carluccl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3340.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sayoko 
Matsumoto;   to  the  Committee  on   the   Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  HARRIS: 
H  R.  3341.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Brlgltta 
Manning;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HART: 
H.  R.  3342.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Mario 
Rattl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  3343.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leon  D. 
Cotomatoe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  3344.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R  3345    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Prekas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 
H.  R.  3346.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  E. 
Kenyon;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HINSHAW 
H.  R.  3347.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Calvin   Vincent;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R  3348.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eleanor 
Martha  Hoorn  (Hawel) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  3349.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Mrs. 
Margarete  Burdo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JARMAN: 
H.  R.  3350.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ralston 
Edward   Harry;    to   the   Committee   on   Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JUDD: 
H.  R.  3351.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  VllhJal- 
mur  Thorlaksson  BJarnar;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  R.  3353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  August  In 
Pops;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Igor 
Michael  Bogolepov  (alias  Ivan  Nyman)  and 
Margaret  Johanna  Bogolepov  (alias  Margaret 
Johanna  Nyman);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.  R.  3354.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Demetrlos    Kontos;    to    the    Committee    on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  3355.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Car- 
mena  Plzzarello;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   MURRAY: 
H  R.  3356.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Mabel  Chu  Tow;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  3357.  A  bni   for   the   relief   of  Lorna 
Azevedo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   SAYLOR: 
H  R.  3358.  A   bill   for    the   relief   of    Erna 
Meyer   Grafton;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WEICHEL: 
H.  R.  3359.  A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Rose- 
zella  Marie  Preston  Curran;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WIDNALL: 
H.  R.  3360.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yurlko 
Aklmoto;    to  the   Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

PETITIONS .  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerks  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

64.  By  Mr.  CHARA  of  Illinois:  Petition 
of  330  members  of  the  Bohemian  Woman's 


Civic  Club  (^  Chicago  relative  to  amending 
section  23  of  an  act  defining  and  relating  to 
narcotic  drugs  and  to  make  uniform  the  law 
with  reference  thereto,  approved  July  8, 
1935,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

65.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  clerk. 
City  of  Chelsea,  Mass..  relative  to  Operation 
Smack,  and  expressing  shock  over  the  In- 
defensible sacrifice  of  American  lives  for  a 
"show"  in  Korea;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


SENATE 

^  Frid.w,  Fkbhiary  20,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Eternal  Spirit,  everywhere  present  but 
often  unreal  to  us  because  of  our  una- 
wareness  of  Thee,  take  Thou  the  dimness 
of  our  souls  away.  FVjrgive  us  that  our 
sense  of  brotherhood  commonly  fails  un- 
der the  strain  of  daily  life. 

We  are  conscious  how  easy  it  is  to 
adore  Thee  in  the  sanctuary  or  as  we 
bow  at  this  wayside  shrine  of  devotion; 
but  to  follow  Thee  in  the  world,  to  treat 
men  as  brothers,  to  rise  above  the  preju- 
dices of  our  embittered  days,  we  fail  at 
that.  We  pray  for  ourselves  and  for  the 
people  of  this  favored  land  that  genuine 
fraternity  may  increase  among  us.  that 
intolerance  and  the  mutual  suspicions  of 
class  hatred  may  not  shake  our  democ- 
racy. We  pray  for  good  will  made  real 
in  daily  intercourse  and  conversation, 
for  generosity  and  magnanimity:  That 
as  we  have  undertaken  here  a  govern- 
ment of,  by,  and  for  the  people  we  may 
not  lack  that  practice  of  brotherhood 
without  which  no  such  government  can 
endure.  Guide  our  Nation  to  such  use 
of  its  power  as  may  cause  the  peoples  of 
the  earth  to  rise  up  and  call  us  blessed: 
As  was  the  dream  of  our  Nation's  found- 
ers, so  now,  in  the  day  of  our  opportimity, 
make  it  true.    Amen. 


DESIGNATION    OP    ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  following 
letter: 

UmTED  States  Senate, 

PaEsmENT  FHo  tempore,  , 

Washington.  D.  C,  February  20.  1953. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate, 
1  appoint  Hon.  Arthur  V.  Watkins,  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Utah,  to  perform  the  duties 
of  the  Chair  during  my  absence. 

Styles  Bamccs, 
President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  WATKINS  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday,  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomi- 
nations were  communicated  to  the  Sen- 
ate by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  following  bills,  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 
H.  R.  3053.  An    act    making    supplementel 
appropriations    for    the    fiscal    year    ending 
June  30,  1953.  and  for  other  purposes;   and 
H.  R.  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice  Retirement   Act  of   May    29.    1930.    with 
respect  to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted 
to  Members  of  Congress. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  Taft  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  session  of  the 
Senate  on  Monday. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  COMMITTEE 
ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  TO  MEET 
THIS  AFTERNOON  AND  TO  FILE 
CERTAIN  REPORTS 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  four  nomi- 
nations to  the  United  Nations  General 
Assembly  have  come  to  the  Senate.  It 
appears  that  the  U.  N.  General  Assem- 
bly is  to  meet  next  Tuesday.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  may  sit  at  2 :  30  this 
afternoon,  even  though  the  Senate  is  in 
session,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  committee  may  file  its  report 
on  such  nominations  not  later  than  mid- 
night tonight. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Lancer,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Trading  With  the  Enemy,  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  was  au- 
thorized to  meet  this  afternoon  during 
the  session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Butler  of  Nebraska, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  was 
authorized  to  hold  a  hearing  this  after- 
noon during  the  session  of  the  Senate, 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
letters,  which  were  referred  as  indicated : 

Proposed  Supplimf.ntal  Appropriations, 
Legislative  Branch 

A  communication  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  proposed 
Eupplemental  appropriations,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1953,  In  the  amount  of  $501,535.  for  the 
legislative  branch  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Message  to  the  Senate  Prom  National 
assembly  of  panama 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  transmitting  a  message  addressed  by 
the  National  Assembly  of  Panama  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Inauguration  of  President  Eisenhower 
(with  an  accompanying  document j;  to  the 
Ckjmmlttee  on  Foreign  Relations. 


amendment  of  Tm.E  VT  op  the  Espionagb 
Act  or  1917,  as  Amended 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  amend  title  VI  of  the  Espionage 
Act  of  1917.  as  amended  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judioiary. 

Report  or  Federal  Maritime  Board  and 
Maritime  Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Marl- 
time  Board,  and  Maritime  Administrator, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  Federal  Maritime  Board  and  Maritime 
Administration,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  I  iterstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  or  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  t<i 
law,  a  report  of  St,  Elizabeths  Hospital,  for 
the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompany-. 
Ing  report  i .  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Amendment  or  Bankruptcy  Act,  as  Amended 
A  letter  from  the  Director,  Administrative 
Office  of  the  United  States  Courts,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  amend  clause  (4)  of  section  35 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  as  amended  (wi'h 
an  accompanying  paperj ;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

Reports  on  E^PENDiTXTtES  in  Excess  or 
Apportionments 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing; 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  reports  on  expenditures 
made  In  excess  of  apportionments,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1953,  by  the  Federal  Housing  Ad- 
ministration (With  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Report  or  Maritime  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  on  the  activities  and  transactions 
of  the  Administration  under  the  Merchant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946,  for  the  period  October 
1,  1952.  through  December  31.  1952  (With  an 
accompanying  report)  ;  to  the  Coinmitlee  on 
Interstate  and   Foreign  Commerce. 

Report   on   Survey   and   Review   or   Alaska 

Railroad 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report 
on  a  survey  and  review  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road, an  agency  In  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  of  ir.z  Government  of  the  District 
OF  Columbia 

A  letter  from  the  President,  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  the 
Government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
the  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an  ac- 
'ompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Report  or  Directors  or  Federal  Prison 
Industries,   Inc. 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  Federal  Prison 
Industries.  Inc  .  Department  of  Justice, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  directors  of  that  organization,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  of  United  States  AovasoRY  Commis- 
sion   ON    Information 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United  States 
Advisory  Commission  on  Information,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of  that 
Commission,  dated  January  1953  (with  an 
Hccompanying  report j;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  ACnNO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore: 
Resolutions  of   the   General   Court   of   the 

Commonwealth    of    Massachusetts;     to    the 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

"Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  to  In- 
vestigate and  consider  the  feasibility  of 
amending  the  Immigration  and  National- 
ity Act.  commonly  known  as  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Act.  or  to  repeal  the  same 

"Whereas  the  Immigration  and  National- 
ity Act.  Public  Law  414,  being  chapter  477 
of  the  acts  of  the  82d  Congress,  2d  session, 
and  commonly  called  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act,  Is  unduly  restrictive  In  Its  effects  upon 
certain  ethnolojjlcal  minorities;  and 

'Whereas  such  restriction  Is  Inimical  to 
the  welfare  of  our  country  and  contrary  to 
the  high  concept  of  the  founders  of  this 
Nation  of  freedom,  liberty,  and  Justice  for 
all;   and 

Whereas  the  terms  of  this  act  are  such 
that  they  have  been  denounced  by  enlight- 
ened leaders  of  the  clergy,  the  press,  and 
tho.':e   In   public   life:    Therefore,   be   It 

•  Ri-^uh  I'd.  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  hereby  urges  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  amend  said  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act,  so  as  to  broaden 
Its  .scope  In  order  that  It  might  be  less  en- 
clusive  in  regard  to  Its  quota  of  certain  na- 
tionalities, or  to  repeal  said  act;  and  be  It 
furth-r 

•Jicsohed.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  tran.-imltted  forthwith  by  the  State  secre- 
tary to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
to  the  presiding  ofUcer  of  each  branch  of 
Congress,  and  to  the  members  thereof  from 
this  commonwealth." 

A  resolution  of  the  I/eplslature  of  Guam; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs: 

"Resolution  1 

"Resolution  relative  to  the  commendation  of 
Gov  Carlton  Skinner  by  the  legislature 
\ipon  the  termination  of  his  service  &■ 
Ciovernor  of  Guam 

"Be  if  rr<ohed  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory   of   Guam 

■'Whereas  Gov  Carlton  Skinner  has  served 
as  the  first  civil  Governor  of  the  Territory 
of  Guam  since  lis  Inception  on  August  1, 
1950,  tu  the  present  date;  and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner  has  now  sub- 
mitted his  reslgnatKjn  from  that  olBce;   and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner,  during  the 
perUxl  of  his  service  as  Governor,  has  un- 
selfishly dedicated  himself  to  the  Interests 
and  the  welfare  of  all  of  the  people  ot 
Guam:   and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner,  by  his  steatl- 
fast  cooperation  with  the  legislature,  has 
substantially  assslted  the  work  of  this  body; 
and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner  has  fostered 
the  development  In  Guam  of  the  highest 
Ideals  of  democratic  government;    and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner  has  by  his 
able  administration  and  Inspiring  leader- 
ship Inculcated  In  the  people  of  Guam  a 
deep  aijpreclation  of  the  rights  of  United 
States  citizenship  and  an  abiding  sense  of 
the  obligations  which  It  Imposes;   and 

"Whereas  Governor  Skinner,  during  his 
administration,  has  diligently  fostered  the 
national  alms  and  objectives  of  the  United 
States;  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

■  Rrsolved.  That  the  legislature  does  hereby 
express  Its  regret  that  Governor  Skinner  has 
resigned  his  position  as  Governor  of  Guam; 
and  be  it  further 

'Resolied.  That  the  legislature  does  hereby 
express  to  Governor  Skinner  the  sincere  and 
heartfelt  gratitude  of  the  people  of  Guam 
Xor  his  able  leadership,  his  deep  and  sincere 
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Interest  in  their  problems,  and  his  unremit- 
ting efforts  In  their  behalf;  and  be  It  further 
•Resolved.  That  the  executive  secretary  of 
the  Guam  Legislature;  be  directed  to  trans- 
mit a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  Oovernor 
Skinner;  and  be  It  further 

•Resolved,  That  the  executive  secretary  be 
directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this  resolu- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  InUrlor,  and  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  favoring  the  enactment  of 
legislation  designed  ix>  provide  a  stabilized 
market  for  the  products  of  domestic  mines; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  in  full  when 
presented  today  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado ) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Al- 
dermen of  the  city  of  Chetsa,  Mass.,  protest- 
ing against  Operation  Smack  by  the  Armed 
Forces  In  Korea;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr,  BARRETT: 
Four  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 
•Joint    memorial    memorializing    the    Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  of  America  with 
reference  to  proceeding  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Colorado  River  In  the  upper 
bas!n  States  by  authorizing  the  Colorado 
River    storage    project    and    participating 
projects 

"Whereas  the  development  of  the  Colorado 
River  In  the  upper  basin  States,  consisting 
of  Arizona,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming,  is  of  foremos*  Importance  to  the 
future  development  and  general  welfare  of 
said  States  and  of  the  Western  United  States; 
and 

"Whereas  the  allocation  of  the  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  apportioned  to  the  upper 
b;isln  by  the  Colorado  River  compact  has 
been  amicably  settled  by  and  between  the 
above  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Com- 
pact Commission,  comprising  one  member 
each  from  the  States  of  Colorado,  New  Mexico, 
UiaOi.  and  Wyoming,  and  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  Is  a  functioning  body  and  has  al- 
ready completed  a  dynamic  plan  for  the 
development  of  the  project;  and 

"Whereas  a  report  of  the  participating 
projects  has  been  compiled  by  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  approved,  with 
modifications,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior, and  submitted  by  him  to  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States:  and 

"Whereas  this  desirable  development  can- 
not be  commenced  without  the  authoriza- 
tion of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America :  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

-Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  Legis- 
latitre  of  the  State  of  Wyominff  (the  House 
pf  Representatives  of  such  legislature  con- 
rumng).  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  be  and  It  Is  hereby  mem- 
orialized to  promptly,  diligently,  and  fairly 
consider  and  act  upon  at  this  session,  legisla- 
tion to  authorize  the  Colorado  River  storage 
I)roJect  and  participating  projects;  and  be  it 
further 

••Resolved.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
s.ild  Congress,  United  States  Senator  Lester 
C.  Hunt,  United  States  Senator  Frank  A. 
Barrett,  and  Representative  In  Congress 
William  Henry  Harrison,  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  of  Reclama- 
tion, the  Upper  Colorado  River  Compact 
Commission,  and  to  the  Governors  and  legis- 


latures   of    the   following    States:    Arlzoaa, 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and  Utah. 

"P.  W.  Ba«tlinO, 
"President  of  the  Senate, 
"David  Foomc,  Sr., 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Approved:  February  6. 

"C.  J.  'Doc*  Rocwia, 
"Acting  Governor." 

"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  with  ref- 
erence to  the  compact  commission  ap- 
proach to  the  solution  and  Integration  of 
development  of  land  and  water  resources 
of   regional   watersheds 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  State  of  Wyo- 
ming recognize  the  need  for  greater  coordina- 
tion and  Integration  of  the  water -develop- 
ment programs  of  various  State  and  Federal 
agencies  operating  within  regional  water- 
sheds than  at  present  prevails;  and 

"Whereas  a  satisfactory  precedent  for  ac- 
complishing this  goal  has  been  established 
In  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin,  wherein 
the  four  States  Involved  have  each  one  vote 
and  the  Federal  Government  one  vote;   and 

"Whereas  a  planning  and  operating  com- 
mission set  up  In  this  manner  provides  the 
necessary  coordination  and  integration  of 
^he  State  and  Federal  agencies  and  at  the 
osme  time  assures  the  protection  of  the 
rights,  laws,  customs,  powers  and  sovereignty 
of  the  States  Involved;   and 

"Whereas  the  Council  of  State  Govern- 
ments and  other  groups  of  public-spirited 
and  practical  westerners,  after  exhaustive 
study,  have  recommended  variations  of  this 
solution  to  the  need  for  greater  coordina- 
tion and  integration  In  regional  watershed 
development:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

••Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Wyoming  {the  House 
of  Representatives  of  tuch  legislature  con- 
curring). That  the  President  and  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  be  and  they 
are  hereby  memorialized  to  diligently  and 
fairly  consider  the  sentiment  of  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming  who  favor  such 
planning  and  operating  commissions  in  broad 
outline  similar  to  the  upper  Colorado  Biver 
Basin  Commission,  along  the  lines  recom- 
mended by  the  Council  of  State  Governments 
for  other  regional  watersheds  lying  partly 
In  the  State  of  Wyoming,  to  be  set  up  by 
compact  between  the  States  involved  and  the 
Federal  Gtovermnent;   be  it  further 

"Resolx}ed,  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice    President    of    the    United    States,    the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
said  Congress,  United  States  Senator  Lester 
C.   Hunt,  United  States  Senator  Prajjk   A. 
BAxazrr,    and    Representative    in    Congress 
William  Henry  Harrison,  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  of  Recla- 
mation and  to  the  governors  and  legislatures 
of  the  following  States:  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,   Idaho,   Iowa,   Kansas,   Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.    North    Dakota.    Oklahoma,    Oregon. 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington. 
"F.  W.  Bartling, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"David  Foote,  Sr.. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"App'"^''^^'*   February    11. 

"C.  J.  'Doc*  Rogers. 

"Acting  Governor." 

"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  with  ref- 
erence to  passing  legislation  granting  to 
the  State  of  Wyoming  all  of  the  land  and 
minerals  within  the  confines  of  its  bor- 
ders, with  the  exception  of  the  national 
parks  and  national  monuments,  national 
forests,  and  lands  for  national  defense  and 
promotion  of  aviation  and  agriculture 
V  "Whereas  the  people  of  the  sovereign  State 
of   Wyoming,   recognizing   that   Uie   United 


States  of  America  owns  over  51  percent  of 
all  the  lands  within  the  borders  of  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  and  over  73  percent  of  the  min- 
erals on,  in,  or  under  the  lands  of  the  State 
of  Wyoming;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  State  of  Wyo- 
ming have  Icftig  been  aware  of  the  Inequitable 
lack  of  sovereignty  and  loss  of  revenue  from 
the  lands  and  minerals  aforesaid;  and 

"Whereas  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  of  1934 
in  its  preamble  states  that  its  purpose  is  'to 
promote  the  highest  use  of  the  public  lands 
I>endlng  its  final  disposal';  and 

"Whereas  the  right  of  coastal  States  to 
ownership  of  tldelands  oU  has  twice  been 
recognized  by  act  of  Congress,  tbou^ 
thwarted  by  Presidential  veto;  and 

"Whereas  by  the  Act  of  Admission  of  1890, 
'the  State  of  Wyoming  Is  hereby  declared 
admitted  to  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States  In  all  respects  what- 
ever,' which  is  not  the  case  in  fact  when 
the  Federal  Government  owns  the  majority 
of  Wyoming's  surface  lands  and  mineral 
rights;  and 

"Whereas  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  attempted  to  take  more  of  tlie 
land  and  minerals  In  addition  to  those  al- 
ready owned  by  it,  and  thus  deprive  the 
State  of  Wyoming  and  its  citizens  further 
from  the  benefits  of  such  lands  and  mln> 
erals:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  such  legislature  concurring) , 
That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  be,  and  It  Is  hereby  memorialized 
to  promptly,  diligently,  and  fairly  consider 
and  act  upon  at  this  session,  legislation  de- 
signed to  grant  to  the  State  of  Wyoming  and 
Its  citizens  title  to  all  of  the  lands  and  min- 
erals presently  owned  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  of  America  within  the 
borders  of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  with  the 
exception  of  national  parks  and  national 
monuments,  national  forests  and  lands  for 
national  defense,  and  promotion  of  aviation 
and  agriculture;  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice    President    of    the   United    States,    the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
said  Congress,  United  States  Senator  LEsm 
C.   Hum-,   United  States   Senator   Frank  A. 
Barxztt,    and    Representative    in    Congress 
William  Henry  Harrison,  and  to  the  Gov- 
ernors   and    legislatures    of    the    following 
States:  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Kansas,    Montana,    Nebraska,    Nevada,    New 
Mexico,    North   Dakota,   Oklahoma,    Oregon, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington. 
"P.  W.  Bartlino, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"David  Foote,  Sr., 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Approved  February  11. 

"C.  J.   'Doc'  ROCCRS, 

"Acting  Governor." 

"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  with  ref- 
erence   to    the    opposition    of    the    people 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming  to  any  form  of 
Federal,  regional,  or  watershed  authorities, 
however  disguised,  set  up  either  by  legis- 
lative act  or  Executive  order.  In  which  the 
States  Involved  would  have  no  real  voice 
in  administration  of  the  authority 
"Whereas  any  such  authority  would  super- 
sede and  nullify  existing  State  laws  under 
which  water  users  have  acquired  water  rights 
and  by  which  these  rights  have  been  pro- 
tected and  administered;  and 

"Whereas  existing  water  rights  established 
under  Wyoming  State  law  would  be  subject 
to  condemnation  proceedings  under  provi- 
sions of  acts  creating  such  an  authority;  and 
"Whereas  the  citizens  of  Wyoming  would 
have  no  voice  In  the  selection  of  the  direc- 
tors of  the  authority,  who  would  have  un- 
limited control  over  the  development  of 
their  land  and  water  resources;  and 
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"Whereas  under  an  authority  the  only 
voice  permitted  the  people  of  the  State  of 
Wyoming  and  their  local  and  State  offl- 
ciala  would  be  of  an  advlaory  nature;  and 

"Whereat  such  authority  legislation  would 
place  exclusive  Jurisdiction  oner  water  liti- 
gation involving  the  authority  in  the  Fed- 
eral courts;   and 

"Whereas  such  an  authority  would  tend 
to  create  a  Federal  power  monopoly;  and 

"Whereas  such  authority  legislation  would 
to  a  large  extent  reduce  the  States  to  mere 
geographical  entities,  replacing  the  present 
powers  of  local  and  State  governments  with 
a  superstate  in  which  the  final  control  is 
vested  in  the  Federal  Government;   and 

"Whereas  such  authority  legislation  would 
add  nothing  to  the  program  of  development 
of  land  and  water  resources  which  is  not 
already  available  through  existing  State  ana 
Federal  agencies,  except  better  coordination 
which  could  be  accomplished  through  more 
democratic  means:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Wyoming  (the  House 
of  Representatives  of  such  legislature  con- 
curring). That  the  President  and  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  be  and 
they  are  hereby  memorialized  to  consider 
against  any  proposed  legislation  or  Execu- 
tive order  setting  up  any  form  of  Federal, 
regional,  or  watershed  authority,  however 
disguised,  the  strong,  unequivocal,  and  un- 
alterable opposition  of  the  people  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  to  any  such  proposition 
and  their  determination  to  resist  by  every 
device  at  their  command  any  such  usurpa- 
tion of  the  rights,  laws,  customs,  powers, 
and  sovereignty  of  their  local  and  State  gov- 
ernments; be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice    President    of    the    United    States,    the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
said  Congress,  United  States  Senator  LrsTxa 
C.   Hunt,   United   States   Senator   Frakk   A. 
Barkxtt.  and  Representative  in  Congress  Wil- 
liam  Henrt   Hakrison,   to  the   Secretary   of 
the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  of  Reclama- 
tion, and  to  the  Governors  and  legislatures 
of  the  following  States:  Arizona,  California. 
Colorado,   Idaho,   Iowa,   Kansas,    Minnesota, 
Missouri,   Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,   New 
Mexico,    North    Dakota,    Oklahoma,    Oregon. 
South  Dakota,  Texas.  Utah,  and  Washington. 
"F.  W.  Bartling, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"David  Foote,  Sr.. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"Approved  February  11. 

"C.  J.  'Doc'  Rogers. 
"Acting   Governor." 


OPENING  DATE  OP  HUNTINa  SEA- 
SON FOR  MIGRATORY  WATER- 
FOWL—RESOLUTION OF  SENATE 
OP  NORTH  DAKOTA 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  re- 
questing the  United  States  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service  to  allow  an  earlier  open- 
ing date  for  the  hunting  season  with  re- 
spect to  migratory  waterfowl,  and  to  pro- 
vide compensation  for  damage  to  crops 
caused  by  migratory  waterfowl. 

I  am  preparing  a  bill,  which  I  shall 
shortly  introduce,  to  compensate  farm- 
ers whose  crops  have  been  ruined  year 
after  year  by  the  millions  of  ducks  which 
have  fed  thereon. 

The  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
ConMnittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  and,  under  the  rule,  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rscord,  as  follows: 


Senate  Resolution  4 
Resolution  requesting  the  United  States  Pish 
and  WUdlife  Service  to  allow  an  earlier 
opening  date  of  the  hunting  season  for 
migratory  waterfowl,  and  to  provide  com- 
pensation for  damage  to  crops  caused  by 
migratory  waterfowl 

Whereas  the  farmers  of  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  have  suffered  substantial  damage 
through  the  loss  and  destruction  of  grain  by 
ducks  while  such  grain  is  lying  in  a  swaih 
or  shock;   and 

Whereas  hunting  season  on  ducks  does  not 
open  until  the  month  of  October,  which  pre- 
vents hunters  and  farmers  from  minimizing 
this  annual  damage  through  their  hunting 
activities:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Sorth  Dakota.  That  the  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  be  requested  to  allow 
the  opening  of  the  hunting  season  for  migra- 
tory waterfowl  not  later  than  September  15 
of  each  year;  and  that  the  Federal  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  consider  the  feasibility  of 
comp>ensating  farmers  for  crop  damage  di- 
rectly attributable  to  migratory  waterfowl; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  by  the  secretary  of  the  senate  to 
the  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
and  Members  of  Congress  from  the  State  of 
North  Dakota. 

C.  P.  Dahl. 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Edward   Lzno. 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


FUNDS  FOR  OPERATION  OP  VETER- 
ANS' ADMINISTRATION  HOS- 
PITALS—RESOLUTION OP  DE- 
PARTMENT OP  NORTH  DAKOTA 
AMERICAN  LEGION 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  at  the 
annual  midwinter  conference  of  the 
American  Legion,  Department  of  North 
Dakota,  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  relative  to  suf- 
ficient funds  for  the  operation  of  Vet- 
erans' Administration  hospitals. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  are  located  at  Fargo  and 
Mlnot,  N.  Dak.,  two  of  the  finest  Veterans' 
Administration  hospitals  to  be  found  any- 
where in  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  these  hospitals  are  now  operating 
at  a  greatly  reduced  capacity  due  to  the 
shortage  of  Federal  funds  needed  to  properly 
maintain  them;   and 

Whereas  this  lack  of  Federal  funds  has 
caused  the  closing  of  250  beds  of  the  400- 
bed  Fargo  hospital  and  73  beds  of  the  162- 
bed  Mlnot  hospital;   and 

Whereas  on  December  31.  1952.  there  were 
9.735  North  Dakota  veterans  entitled  to  serv- 
ice connection  for  their  disabilities  or  draw- 
ing pensions  and  over  9,000  claims  filed  but 
on  which  benefits  have  not  yet  been  granted; 
and 

Whereas  these  more  than  9.000  claims  can 
only  be  properly  adjudicated  under  the  law 
after  physical  examination  and  hospitaliza- 
tion, if  required;    and 

Whereas  the  burden  of  proof  of  a  claim 
rests  on  the  Individual  disabled  veteran  and 
not  on  the  Federal  Government;  and 

Whereas  under  existing  conditions  It  Is 
impossible  for  North  Dakota  veterans  to  re- 
ceive the  care  and  treatment  they  are  legally 
entitled  to  receive;    and 

Whereas  the  ever  increasing  number  of 
North  Dakota  veterans  returning  from  the 
Korean  conflict  is  making  still  greater  de- 


mands on  these  two  Institutions:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

Resolved  by  the  annual  midu^inter  con- 
ference of  the  Amencan  Legion,  Department 
of  North  Dakota,  meeting  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.. 
January  19  and  20.  1953,  That  North  Dakota's 
American  Legion,  having  been  responsible 
for  the  establishment  of  the  State's  two  VA 
hospitals  for  the  care  of  North  Dakota's  dis- 
abled veterans  and  realizing  that  adequate 
care  for  thcjse  veterans  Is  not  now  being  pro- 
vided, requests  North  Dakota's  congressional 
delegation  to  make  certain  that  Congress 
immediately  provides  sufficient  funds  for  the 
proper  staffing  and  operation  of  our  Veterans' 
Adm.-ilstratlon  hospitals  and  that  central 
office  of  the  Veterans'  Administration  in 
Washington.  D  C  ,  makes  such  funds  avail- 
able to  the  North  Dakota  hospitals  once  they 
are  appropriated. 


SUPPORT  PRICE  FOR  OATS— LETTER 
PROM  MULLIN  L  DILLON  CO..  MIN- 

NEAPOUS,  MINN. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  letter  from  Mullin  L  Dillon 
Co.,  of  Minneapolis,  signed  by  W.  E. 
Mullin.  president,  relating  to  a  support 
price  for  oats  and  the  importation  of 
oats  from  Canada. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Fore.stry,  and  ordered  to  b« 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mullin  &  Dillon  Co., 
Minneapolis,   February    3.   19S3. 
Hon    William  Lancer. 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dkar  Sfnator:  Knowing  your  interest 
In  the  welfare  of  the  American  farmer,  and 
In  particular  the  producer  here  in  the  Middle 
West,  we  wish  to  bring  to  your  attention 
that  for  the  year  Ju.st  closed.  1952.  Canada 
shipped  Into  thU  country  over  63  million 
bushels  of  oats. 

Almost  all  of  the  time  during  the  period 
mentioned  above,  oats  grown  for  sale  by  the 
American  farmer  were  bringing  prices  far 
below  parity  or  Government  loan  levels. 
Right  now  feed  grains  produced  by  the  Amer- 
ican farmer  are  not  only  in  abundant  supply. 
but  the  surplus  Is  of  such  size  as  to  cause 
considerable  concern  and  alarm  among  peo- 
ple, like  ourselves,  who  are  engaged  in  the 
marketing  and  distribution  of  American 
grain. 

The  principal  market  for  grain  produced 
here  In  the  Middle  West  has  been  in  the 
densely  populated  eastern  section  of  the 
United  States,  and  because  of  the  present 
ridiculous  situation  the  American  farmer  Is 
losing  his  market  on  that  Important  cash 
crop  to  the  Canadians.  In  view  of  the  con- 
tinued weakness  of  our  grain  markets  with 
steadily  declining  prices  and  the  questionable 
stability  of  our  whole  farm  economy,  It  pres- 
ently Is  more  ludicrous  than  ever  for  us  to 
continue  a  policy  which  Is  a  great  factor  In 
lowering  prices  to  the  American  farmer,  while 
we  are  at  the  same  time  spending  billions  of 
dollars  of  the  American  taxpayer  In  order 
to  support  farm  prices  of  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer. 

We  hope  that  your  Interest  in  the  welfare 
of  the  American  farmer,  and  particularly 
those  of  the  Midwest,  will  prompt  you  to 
exert  your  influence  for  a  reexamination  of 
this  whole  policy  and  that  you  will  do  what 
you  can  to  correct  this  very  bad  situation. 
Respectfully, 

Mullin  &  Dillon  Co., 

W.   E.  Mullin.   President. 
P.  S. — Now  that  we  have  a  change  in  ad- 
ministration we  are  encouraged  to  hope  that 
the     above     situation     will     be     promptly 
corrected. 
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MENTAL  HEALTH  PROBLEM— RESO- 
LUTION OP  THE  EXCHANGE  CLUB. 
MINOT.  N.  DAK. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Exchange  Club,  of  Minot,  N.  Dak.,  relat- 
ing to  the  mental  health  problem. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  he  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  resolved.  That  the  Exchange  Club  of 
Mlnot,  N.  Dak.,  whose  efforts  are  pledged  in 
service  to  the  community.  State,  and  Nation, 
du  favor  and  advocate  as  one  of  the  outstand- 
ing obligations  of  State  and  Nation  to  society, 
and  particularly  to  those  unfortunate  mem- 
bers thereof  who  are  afflicted  with  ailments 
commonly  referred  to  as  mental,  in  part  or 
whole,  and  who  require  the  attention  and 
rare  of  those  trained  in  the  science  and  prac- 
tice of  psychiatry,  and  frequently  also  the 
care  and  attention  of  those  skilled  and 
trained  In  the  science  of  medicine,  including 
the  aged  and  senile,  alcoholics,  and  others 
than  those  of  the  types  consisting  of  the 
Incurable  and  criminal  Insane,  and  who  have 
heretofore  for  lack  of  another  place  or  in- 
stitution for  their  care,  confinement,  and 
treatment  have  heretofore  been  committed 
by  our  public  officials  to  the  asylum  for  the 
insane,  to  acquire  a'  the  expense  of  the  pub- 
lic, equip  and  supply  a  suitable  hospital  and 
Institution  In  which  they  may  be  cared  for 
and  treated  In  proper  manner,  separate  and 
apart  from  the  dangerous  and  criminal  in- 
sane persons,  and  by  persons  qualified  and 
trained  to  render  such  care  and  treatment. 
And.  we  do  recommend  to  our  public  offi- 
cials, that  if  necessary  so  to  do  in  order 
to  meet  and  pay  the  expense  involved  herein, 
that  we  forgo  the  use  and  expenditure,  and 
appropriation  of  our  public  moneys  and 
funds  for  the  many  purposes  and  uses  of  a 
less  essential  and  necessary  nature  de- 
manded, appropriated,  and  expended;  and 
be  It 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  North  Dakota  Members  of  our 
Congress,  the  members  of  the  State  legisla- 
ture from  this  dUtrlct,  and  to  the  Governor 
of  North  Dakota. 

Moved  and  carried  at  a  meeting  of  mem- 
bers on  February  4,  1953. 

W.  VxKNON  Fart, 

Acting  President. 

Attest: 

■■VKM    H.    Weboi, 

Secretary. 


LITHUANIAN  P.DEPENDENCE— RES- 
OLUTION OI  LITHUANLAN  COUN- 
CIL, RACINE   WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  on  the 
8th  day  of  Pebrjary.  American  citi- 
zens of  Lithuanian  extraction  in  my 
SUte,  like  their  friends  throughout  the 
Nation,  were  celebratin(  the  35th  anni- 
versary of  the  declaratl  )n  of  Independ- 
ence of  the  Lithuanian  people. 

I  feel  that  it  is  met  imporUnt  that 
we  of  this  Nation  pai  se  to  honor  the  fine 
Lithuanian  people  whose  devotion  t^ 
liberty  has  become  almost  lcgen<'.<iry, 
and  who,  in  spite  of  ihe  awful  oppression 
which  now  prevails,  we  are  co.  fl'*.ent 
shall  yet  regain  their  blr^hrlo^*-.!,. 

I  present  a  resolution  which  w:*.'  for- 
warded to  me  from  George  Kapoc^us. 
chairman  of  the  Lithuanian  Coui>cil  oi 
Racine. 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  res- 
olution be  printed  in  the  Recobo,  and 
appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcokd,  as  follows: 

Rksolution  Unanimoublt  Voted  bt  Amzri- 
CAN  CmzxNs  or  LrmuANiAif  Descent  or 
THE  Crrr  or  Racine  and  the  State  or 
Wisconsin,  at  the  Observance  or  the  35th 

A.«NIVERSART  Or  THE  DECLARATION  OE  INDE- 
PENDENCE BT  THE  LITHUANLAN  PEOPLE,  HELD 

IN  Racine,  Wis.,  at  the  Bohemian  Turn- 
er Hall,  cm  the  8th  Dat  or  Februart 
1953 

Whereas  the  United  States  through  tradi- 
tional American  principles  of  justice,  mo- 
rality and  equal  rights  to  all  human  beings 
In  the  world  having  achieved  leadership  in 
the  ]3olltlcal,  military,  and  economic  world 
affairs;  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  all  the  world  are 
putting  their  hopes  and  the  destinies  of  their 
futures  in  the  United  States  crusade  against 
Communist   aggression;    and 

Whereas  intolerable  conditions  which  now 
prevail  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  Including 
Lithuania,  should  be  of  great  concern  to  the 
United  States  as  no  stable  peace  and  security 
In  the  world  is  possible  when  800  millions  of 
people  are  suffering  communistic  terror  and 
oppression;   and 

Whereas  the   positive   action   on   the  part 
of  the  United  States  has  not  served  in  many 
cases  to  stop  the  terrible  acts  of  cruelty  of 
^the   Kremlin   rulers:   Therefore   be  it 

Resolved,  That  we,  American  citizens  of 
Lithuanian  descent,  being  deeply  concerned 
about  the  security  and  prosperity  of  this 
great  country  and  over  the  fate  of  our  native 
country,  Lithuania,  now  under  Soviet  occu- 
pation, appeal  to  the  Oovernment  of  the 
United  States  to  incorporate  the  liberation 
of  Lithuania  and  other  Soviet  occupied 
countries  as  Integral  and  inseparable  parts 
of  the  program  of  the  United  States  foreign 
policy;  and  to  reject  any  appeasement  pro- 
posals by  Soviet  Russia  elsewhere  In  the 
world  unless  the  countries  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  are  given  an  opportunity  to  choose 
freely  their  own  form  of  government  under 
which  they  wish  to  live;  and  to  put  in  effect 
all  possible  aid  to  the  liberation  movements 
in  the  Iron  Curtain  countries  and  to  enlist 
their  cooperation  in  the  free  world's  efforts 
to  fight  imperialistic  communism;  and  to 
ratify  the  Oenocide  Convention  and  to  im- 
plement the  ratification  by  a  decisive  action 
of  the  United  SUtes  Government  within 
the  United  Nations  to  make  Soviet  Russia 
reponslble  for  the  crimes  committed  in 
Lithuania  and  other  countries  behind  the 
Iron   Curtain;    and   be   it    finally 

Resolved,  That  this  meeting  pledge  all 
possible  support  of  the  Lithuanian  Ameri- 
cans to  the  Federal  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  its  efforts  to 
combat  the  communUtlc  forces  of  aggres- 
sion and  achieve  an  International  peace 
founded  on  the  principles  of  freedom  and 

Justice. 

George  Kapoctus. 
Chairman,    Lithuanian    American 
Council.  Racine.  Wis. 

Stanlet  Budrts. 
Secretary,    Lithwinian    American 
■   Council,  Racine,  Wis. 


appeared  to  have  no  permanent  value  or 
historical  interest,  submitted  a  report 
thereon,  pursuant  to  law. 


kPPORT  on  DISPOSITION  OP  EX- 
ECUTIVE PAPERS 
Mr  CARLSON,  from  the  Joint  Select 
CoL\r  littee  on  the  Disposition  of  Execu- 
tive Papers,  to  which  was  referred  for 
ex8-  lination  and  recommendation  a  list 
^1  records  transmitted  to  the  Senate  by 
thd  Archivist  of  the  United  States  that 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 
Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  TVES: 

S.  1026.  A  bill  to  amend  tlUe  n  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act.  1947, 
with  respect  to  the  settlement  of  labor  dis- 
putes resulting  in  national  emergencies;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ives  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bUl,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  8PARKMAN: 

S.  1027.  A  bill  to  permit  deduction  for  in- 
come tax  purposes  of  certain  expanses  in- 
curred by  working  mothers  in  providing  care 
for  their  children  while  they  are  at  work;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Sparkican  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  BUSH: 

S.  1028.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Spiros  Le- 

S.  1029.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Andreas 
Grlgoratos;   and 

S.  1030.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Halg,  Zabelle, 
Louise,  and  John  Gulbenkian;  to  the  (Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  two  bills. 
I  particularly  wish  to  call  attention  to 
one  of  the  bills,  which  provides  for  the 
relief  of  certain  members  of  the  Mis- 
sionary Sisters  of  the  Sacred  Heart.  It 
refers  to  12  Catholic  Sisters. 

The  ACrriNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bills  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.  1031.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 
FuenteE,  Sr.;  and 

8.  1032.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
members  of  the  Missionary  Sisters  of  the 
Sacred  Heart;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  by  re- 
quest of  the  officials  of  the  Klamath 
Indian  Tribe  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  I 
introduce  five  bills. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bills  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

By  Mr.  CORDON  (by  request) : 

S.  1033.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  conserva- 
tion of  fish  and  wildlife  on  the  Klamath 
Reservation,  in  Oregon,  and  fo-  other  pur- 
poses: 

8. 1034.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  final  settle- 
ment of  Individual  shares  in  the  tribal 
estate  and  assets  of  the  Klamath  Indians 
through  voluntary  withdrawal  from  mem- 
bership in  the  Klamath  Tribe; 

S.  1035.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  depository  for 
Klamath  tribal  loan  funds;  and 

S.  1036.  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  of 
salaries  and  exi>ense8  of  officials  of  the 
Klamath  Tribe;  to  the  (Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.  1037.  A  bin  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure,"  with  respect  to  State  Jurisdic- 
tion over  offenses  committed  by  or  against 
Indians  In  the  Indian  country,  and  to  con- 
fer on  the  State  of  Oregon  civil  Jurisdiction 
over  Indians  In  the  State;  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WELKER: 

S.  1038.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sllva  Gal- 
Jevscek;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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Bj  ICr.  McCARRAN: 
S.  10S9.  A  bill  for  the  reMef  of  Ifr.  and 
Mrs.  LuclUo  Oraasl;    to  the  Committee  on 
tlie  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
S.  1040.  A  bin  to  validate  certain  convey- 
ances made  by  tbe  Central  Pacific  Railway 
Co.  and  Its  lessee,  the  Southern  Pacific  Co., 
Involving  certain  portions  of  right-of-way  In 
the  State  of  California  acquired  from  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  AHairs. 

S.  1041.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  United  States 
Commission  for  the  construction  of  a  Wash- 
ington-Lincoln MemcMrlal  Gettysburg  Boule- 
vard; and 

S.  1042.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

S.  1043.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  National  Me- 
morial Stadium  Commission;  and 

S.  1044.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  General  An- 
thony Wa3me  Memorial  Commission;  to  the 
Cc»nmittee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
By  Mr.  WATKINS: 
B.  1045.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Anthony  Kao;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

8.  1046.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  approved 
September  7,  1916.  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide increased  benefits  for  Federal  employ- 
ees suffering  from  incurable  disease;   to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 
S.  1047.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Frieda 
Diehl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
S.  1048.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase, 
sale,  and  exchange  of  certain  Indian  lands 
on  the  Takima  Indian  Reservation  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

By   Mr.    EtOUGLAS    (for    himself.    Mr. 
Chavez,  Mr.  Clxmxkts,  Mr.  Dutt.  Mr. 
Febguson,   Mr.   Giixtite,   Mr.   Hen- 
KiNcs,  Mr.  HuMPHHTT,  Mr.  Jackson, 
Mr.  KzTAUVEX.  Mr.  Kn-CC«E,  Mr.  Leh- 
man, Mr.  Mansfield,  Mr.  Morsz,  Mr. 
MuERAY,  Mr.  Smathebs.  Mr.  Smith  of 
New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  Tobet)  : 
8.  1049.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  States  to 
liold  preferential  primary  elections  for  tlie 
nomination  of  candidates  for  the  office  of 
President,   and   for   other   purposes;    to   the 
Committee    on    Rules    and    Administration. 
By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
S.  1050.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Maria  Rlss  Fang;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  1051.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Brickeh  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr.  HUMPHRKY: 
S.  105X  A  bill  to  assist  voluntary  nonprofit 
associations  offering  prepaid  health-service 
programs  to  secure  necessary  facilities  and 
equipment  through  long-term,  interest-bear- 
ing loans;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HuMPHaxr  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 
8.  1053.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marie  T. 
Oonaalves;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By    Mr.     MORSE     (for     himself.    Mr. 
Douglas,  Mi.  Hill,  Mr.  Humphrey, 
Mr.  Kn-ooBX,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Mag- 
MUSON,  Mr.  MANsnxu),  Mr.  Mukxay, 
and  Mr.  Nezlt)  : 
8.  1054.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
Longshoremen's  and  Harbor  Workers'  Com- 
pensation   Act   so    as*  to    provide    Increased 
benefits  in  cases  of  disabling  injuries,   and 
for   other   purposes;    to   the    CtHnmlttee    on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Moise  when  he 
Introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill. 
which   appear   under   a   separate   heading.) 


AMENDMENT  OP  LABOR-MANAGE- 
MENT RELATIONS  ACT  OP  1947  RE- 
LATING TO  SETTLEMENT  OP 
LABOR  DISPUTES  IN  NATIONAL 
EMERGENCIES 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President.  I  Introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend 
title  n  of  the  Labor-Management  Rela- 
tions Act,  1947,  with  respect  to  the  set- 
tlement of  labor  disputes  resulting  in  na- 
tional emergencies.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  briefly  on  the  bill. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and,  without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Ne\.'  York  may 
proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1026)  to  amend  title  II 
of  the  Labor-Management  Relations 
Act,  1947,  with  respect  to  the  settlement 
of  labor  disputes  resulting  in  national 
emergencies,  introduced  by  Mr.  Ives,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  primary  purpose  in  any 
statutory  provision  aimed  to  meet  the 
problems  inherent  in  labor-management 
disputes,  which  imperil  the  national 
health  and  safety,  is  twofold  Of  first 
importance  is  the  settlement  of  the  dis- 
pute and  the  reaching  of  an  agreement 
which  is  satisfactory  to  all  the  parties  to 
the  dispute.  Of  next  and  almost  equal 
importance  is  the  prevention  of  a  work 
stoppage  attributable  to  such  dispute — 
or  at  least  the  limiting  of  any  work 
stoppage  to  such  a  point  that  it  will  not 
prove  damaging  to  the  national  health 
and  safety. 

As  is  generally  known,  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act  provisions  which  deal  with  this 
type  of  emergency,  although  providing 
for  a  cooling-off  period  and  a  fact-find- 
ing board  and  other  procedures  cal- 
culated to  bring  about  a  settlement  of 
the  controversy,  nevertheless  stress  the 
use  of  the  injunction  as  the  principal 
means  by  which  to  meet  the  problem. 
By  this  method  of  approach  the  most 
salutary  media  for  reaching  settlements 
in  labor-management  disputes  have  been 
given  secondary  consideration.  More- 
over, the  definition  of  national  emer- 
gency, or  the  process  by  which  such  a 
national  emergency  is  determined,  has 
not  been  written  or  expressed  in  the  act, 
save  by  indirection. 

I  have  never  been  convinced  that  the 
Injunction,  as  the  permanent,  principal 
device  in  the  process  of  resolving  labor- 
management  controversies,  is  either 
sound  or  appropriate.  The  fact  that  it 
has  been  used  and  that  finally  a  dispute 
may  have  been  resolved  cannot  alone 
justify  it.  The  fact  remains  that  its 
exercise  may  have  prevented  an  earlier 
settlement  of  the  dispute  in  question  and 
may  have  kept  alive  animosities  and  ill- 
feelings  which  otherwise  might  have  been 
dissipated. 

It  has  seemed  to  me  that  there  is  an- 
other course  which  can  be  taken  effec- 
tively to  meet  these  national-emergency, 
labor-munagement  controversies.  This 
course  would  avoid  the  injunction,  as 
well  as  seizure  or  compulsory  arbitra- 
tion— except  by  specific  congressional 
authorization  in  each  particular  in- 
stance— and  would  provide  a  technique 


by  which  it  should  be  possible  more  hap- 
pily to  resolve  this  type  of  controversy. 
By  this  course  it  is  utterly  improbable 
that  any  labor-management  dispute 
would  be  declared  to  be  of  national 
status,  which  would  not.  in  fact,  be  na- 
tional. Neither  would  there  be  oppor- 
tunity for  a  work  stoppage  or  a  lockout 
of  sufBcient  duration  to  endanger  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  Nation. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  text  of  the  bill  I  have 
introduced. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Be  If  enacted,  etc  .  That  title  II  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act.  1947.  is 
amended  by  striking  out  sections  306  to  210, 
inclusive,  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the 

following: 

"NATIONAL    EMERCENCIEa 

•Sec.  206  Whenever  the  President  finds 
that  a  national  emergency  Is  threatened  or 
exists  because  a  stoppage  of  work  has  re- 
sulted or  threatens  to  result  from  a  labor 
dispute  (Including  the  expiration  of  a  col- 
lective-bargaining agreement)  in  a  vital  In- 
dustry which  affects  the  public  interest,  be 
shall  issue  a  proclamation  to  that  effect  and 
call  upon  the  parties  to  the  dispute  to  refrain 
from  a  stoppage  of  work,  or  if  such  stoppage 
has  occurred,  to  resume  work  and  operations 
in  the  public  interest. 

•Sec  207  (a)  After  issuing  such  a  procla- 
mation, the  President  shall  promptly  ap- 
point a  board  to  be  known  as  an  "emergency 
board.' 

•lb)  An  emergency  board  appointed  under 
this  section  shall  promptly  Investigate  the 
dispute  shall  seek  to  Induce  the  parties  to 
reach  a  settlement  of  the  dispute,  and  In  any 
event  shall,  within  a  period  of  time  to  be 
determined  by  the  President  but  not  more 
than  30  days  after  the  appointment  of  the 
board,  make  a  report  to  the  President,  un- 
less the  time  Is  extended  by  agreement  of 
the  parties,  with  the  approval  of  the  board. 
Such  report  shall  include  the  findings  and 
recommendations  of  the  board  and  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  parties  and  be  made  pub- 
lic The  Director  of  the  Federal  Mediation 
and  Conciliation  Service  shall  provide  for  the 
board  such  stenographic,  clerical,  and  other 
assistance  and  such  facilities  and  services  as 
may  be  recessary  for  the  discharge  of  Ita 
functions 

•'(c)  An  emergency  board  shall  be  composed 
of  a  chairman  and  such  other  members  as 
the  President  shall  determine,  and  shall  have 
power  tu  Git  and  act  in  any  place  within  the 
United  States  and  to  conduct  such  hearings 
either  in  public  or  In  private,  as  it  may  deem 
necessary  or  proper,  to  ascertain  the  facts 
with  re.spect  to  the  causes  and  circumstance* 
of  the  dispute. 

•'(d)  Members  of  an  emergency  board  shall 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  950  for 
each  day  actually  spent  by  them  in  the  work 
of  the  board,  together  with  necessary  travel 
and  subsistence  expenses. 

"(e)  For  the  purpose  of  any  hearing  or  in- 
quiry conducted  by  any  board  appointed  un- 
der this  title,  the  provisions  of  sections  9  and 
10  (relating  to  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  books,  papers,  and 
documents)  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act  of  September  16.  1914,  as  amended  (U.  S. 
C,  title  15.  sees  49  and  50,  as  amended)  are 
hereby  made  applicable  to  the  powers  and 
duties  of  such  board. 

"(f)  Each  emergency  board  shall  continue 
In  existence  after  making  Its  report  for  such 
a  time  as  the  national  emergency  continues 
for  the  purpose  of  mediating  the  dispute, 
should  the  parties  request  Its  services.  When 
a  board  appointed  under  this  section  has 
been  dissolved.  Its  records  shall  be  transferred 
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to  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Mediation  and 

Conciliation  Service. 

"(g)  A  separate  emergency  board  shall  be 
appointed  for  each  dispute.  No  member  of 
an  emergency  board  shall  be  pecuniarily  or 
otherwise  Interested  In  any  organlEatlons  of 
employees  or  in  any  employer  Involved  In  the 
dispute. 

"Sec.  208.  (a)  At  any  time  after  issuing  a 
proclamation  pursuant  to  section  206.  the 
President  may  submit  to  the  Congress  for 
consideration  and  appropriate  action  a  full 
statement  of  the  case  together  with  such 
recommendation  as  he  may  see  fit  to  make. 

"(b)  In  any  case  in  which  a  strike  or  lock- 
out occurs  or  continues  after  the  Issuance 
of  the  proclamation  pursuant  to  section  206, 
the  President  shall  submit  immediately  to 
the  Congress  for  consideration  and  appro- 
priate action  a  full  statement  of  the  case. 
including  the  report  of  the  emergency  board 
if  such  report  has  been  made,  and  such 
recommendations  as  he  may  see  fit  to  make. 
If  the  Congress  or  either  House  thereof  shall 
have  adjourned  sine  die  or  for  a  period  longer 
than  3  days,  the  President  shall  convene  the 
Congress,  or  such  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
consideration  of  and  appropriate  action  pur- 
suant to  such  statement  and  recommenda- 
tions. 

"Sec.  209.  When  s  dispute  arising  under 
this  title  has  been  finally  settled,  the  Presi- 
dent shall  submit  to  the  Congress  a  full  and 
comprehensive  report  of  all  the  proceedings, 
together  with  such  recommendations  as  he 
may  see  fit  to  make." 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  iPresident,  the  bill  Is 
.self-explanatory.  By  its  terms,  the 
President  shall  proclaim  a  "national 
emergency"  when  any  industry  is  threat- 
ened seriously  with  a  work  stoppage 
which  would  endanger  the  national 
health  and  safety.  And  whenever  a 
work  stoppage  occurs  after  such  emer- 
gency will  have  been  proclaimed,  the 
President  is  mandated  Immediately  to 
bring  the  matter  tc  the  attention  of  the 
Congress,  if  in  session,  or  if  the  Con- 
gress shall  not  hapipen  to  be  in  session 
at  that  time,  to  coavene  it  Immediately 
for  this  purpose. 

Now  this  kind  Df  procedure  should 
be  productive  of  elfective  and  desirable 
results.  I  list  a  aumber  of  them  as 
follows: 

In  the  first  place  the  President  would 
be  apt  to  be  very  careful  not  to  pro- 
claim a  national  emergency  of  this  char- 
acter unless  he  were  reasonably  certain 
that  the  emergency  was  truly  national 
in  scope. 

In  the  next  place,  labor  organizations 
would  be  likely  to  hesitate  considerably 
before  occasioning  a  work  stoppage  in 
industries  involved  in  such  an  emer- 
gency when  they  considered  that  such 
work  stoppage  would  bring  the  whole 
matter  immediately  before  the  Congress 
for  action. 

In  the  third  place,  the  Congress  should 
not  be  taken  by  surprise  when  a  crisis 
of  this  nature  mlglit  arise  and  it  should 
be  In  a  position  to  pass  ad  hoc  legis- 
lation geared  appropriately  to  meet  such 
an  Immediate  situation. 

In  the  fourth  place,  the  free-play  of 
mediation,  conciliation,  conference,  and 
persuasion  would  be  given  the  greatest 
possible  latitude  with  the  least  possible 
restriction. 

Finally,  In  the  fifth  place,  the  oppor- 
tunity for  reaching  a  peaceful  settle- 
ment of  the  labor-management  dispute 
should  be  at  a  maximum  and  interfer- 
ence with  such  settlement  should  be  at 
a  minimum  and  there  should  be  a  far 


greater  chance  that  a  settlement  reached 
under  these  conditions  would  be  dur- 
able. 

Although  this  proposal  contains  no 
certain  guaranty  by  which  to  prevent 
a  work  stoppage,  it  almost  surely  would 
prevent  imdue  interference  by  Govern- 
ment, either  in  the  activities  of  labor 
organizations  and  workers,  through  the 
Injunction,  or  in  the  operation  of  in- 
dustry, through  seizure,  or  in  the  fields 
of  both  labor  and  management,  through 
compulsory  arbitration.  It  should  be 
productive  of  a  better  feeling  between 
management  and  labor  than  can  be  real- 
ized by  any  scheme  which  would  force 
labor  to  work  against  Its  will  or  would 
require  that  Industry  be  operated  by 
Government  edict  and  direction  or 
would  resolve  a  labor-management  con- 
troversy by  Government  decree — regard- 
less of  the  attitude  of  the  parties  to  the 
controversy. 

This  proposal  offers  a  means  by  which. 
Insofar  as  possible,  to  prevent  national 
emergency  disputes  without  granting  to 
the  Chief  Executive  a  dangerous  amount 
of  authority  and  without  burdening  the 
Congress  with  an  excessive  obligation.  I 
believe  It  offers  a  better  procedure  for 
the  prevention  and  cure  of  this  kind  of 
national  emergency  than  does  any  other 
plan  thus  far  proposed. 

It  offers  a  powerful  incentive  to  man- 
agement and  labor  alike  to  reconcile 
differences  between  themselves  by  the 
use  of  the  so-called  voluntary  processes 
and  without  legal  compulsion. 

It  should  provide  all  of  the  benefits  to 
be  derived  from  the  sections  dealing 
with  National  Emergencies  In  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act  without  retaining  the  un- 
desirable features  of  those  sections. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  rVES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
member the  Boston  police  strike  of  many 
years  ago? 

Mr.  IVES.    Indeed,  I  do. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
member Calvin  Coolldge's  famous  state- 
ment In  that  connection,  to  the  effect 
that  there  Is  no  right  to  strike  against 
the  public  safety,  health,  or  convenience 
at  any  time? 

Mr.  rVES.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  agree.  Would  to  God 
we  had  the  guts  to  put  that  principle 
into  law. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  It  Is  already  In  the 
law,  so  far  as  Government  employees  are 
concerned. 

PROPOSED     DEDUCTION     FOR     IN- 
COME-TAX   PURPOSES    OF    CER- 
TAIN   EXPENSES    INCURRED    BY 
WORKING  MOTHERS 
Mr.  "SPARKMAN.    Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  proposes  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  permit  a  working 
mother  to  deduct  from  her  gross  income, 
in  computing  her  Federal  income  tax. 
the  amount  of  money  she  spends  for  the 
care  of  her  children  while  she  is  at  work. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak  for 
not  to  exceed  2  minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and,  without  ob- 


jection, the  Senator  from  Alabama  may 
proceed  as  requested. 

The  bill  (S.  1027)  to  permit  deduction 
for  income-tax  purposes  of  cei-tain  ex- 
penses incurred  by  working  mothers  in 
providing  care  for  their  children  while 
they  are  at  work,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Sparkman,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
estimated  that  there  are  9  million  work- 
ing mothers  in  America  today,  most  of 
whom  pay  income  taxes.  Most  all  of 
them  maintain  homes  for  their  husbands 
and  millions  of  them  have  young  depend- 
ent children. 

It  has  long  been  the  law  for  business 
to  take  a  deduction  on  its  income  tax  for 
every  ordinary  and  necessary  expense 
arising  In  the  production  of  its  income. 
It  occurs  to  me  that  this  same  principle 
should  apply  to  the  individual  wage 
earner  as  well  as  business.  It  seems 
consistent  that  under  this  principle  the 
'working  mothers  should  be  allowed  to 
deduct  the  cost  of  domestic  help  ordi- 
nary and  necessary  in  the  production  of 
their  Income. 

The  deduction  would  apply  only  with 
respect  to  children  who  are  living  with 
the  mother  and  who  are  under  16  years 
of  age.  In  addition,  the  deduction  would 
apply  only  to  those  child -care  exi>enses 
which  are  ordinary  and  reasonable  under 
the  circumstances,  and  so  much  of  the 
expenses  for  any  one  week  as  exceeded 
$40  could  not  be  deducted.  The  deduc- 
tion would  be  available  only  to  those, 
working  mothers  whose  adjusted  gross 
income  for  the  taxable  year  in  question 
does  not  exceed  $6,000,  plus  $500  for  each 
child  for  whom  she  is  entitled  to  deduct 
care  expenses  under  the  bill. 

The  bill,  if  enacted  by  the  Congress, 
would  apply  to  returns  filed  by  working 
mothers  for  the  calendar  year  1953  and 
for  all  subsequent  taxable  years. 

Representative  Kenneth  Roberts,  of 
Alabama,  has  introduced  a  similar  bill 
in  the  House.  I  hope  this  provision  may 
be  accepted  by  the  House  as  a  part  of 
the  pending  tax  bill  recently  reported 
by  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Commit- 
tee. If  It  Is  not  accepted,  then  I  shall 
plan  to  offer  It  as  an  amendment  when 
the  tax  bill  comes  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  bill,  which  Is  very  brief, 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  23  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  CTode  (relating  to  deduc- 
tions from  gross  income)  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

"(gg)  Expense  Inctirred  by  women  for 
care  of  children: 

"  ( 1 )  General  rule :  In  the  case  of  a  woman 
who  is  gainfully  employed  outside  her  home 
and  who  has  one  or  more  children  under 
16  years  of  age  living  at  home,  the  ordinary 
and  reasonable  expenses  (to  the  extent 
allowed  by  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection) 
paid  or  Incurred  to  provide  care  for  such 
chUd  or  children  while  such  woman  Is  at 
work. 

"(2)  Limitations:  The  amount  deductible 
under  this  subsection  shall  not  exceed  940 
of  such  expenses  paid  or  Incurred  in  any 
week.     In   no    event   shall    a    dedvictlon    be 
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allowed  under  this  subsection  to  any  tax- 
payer whose  adjusted  gross  Income  exceeds 
the  sum  oX  $6,000  plus  »500  for  each  child 
with  respect  to  whose  care  expenses  are  de- 
ductible under  this  subsection." 

Smc.  2.  Section  24  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  (relating  to  Items  not  deduct- 
ible In  computing  net  Income)  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  paragraph  (1)  thereof  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"(1)  Personal.  Uvlug,  or  fanUly  expenses, 
except  extraordinary  medical  expenses  de- 
ductible under  section  23  (x)  and  expenses 
for  care  of  children  deductible  under  section 
23  (gg);". 

Sac.  3.  The  amendments  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  made  by  this  act  shall  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  taxable  years  be- 
ginning after  December  31,  1952. 


PRESIDENTIAI.  PREFERENTIAL 
PRIMARY  ELECTIONS 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chaviz],  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  ClmientsI,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  JDvrr],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  GiLLirrTEl,  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  HennikcsJ. 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey], the  Senator  from  Washington 
llilT.  Jackson],  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore)  ,  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Montana  IMr.  Mans- 
field ],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  IMr. 
Morse],  the  senior  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
ToBEY],  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  encourage  the  States  to 
hold  preferential  primary  elections  for 
the  nominatior  of  candidates  for  the 
office  of  President,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  bill  'S.  1049)  to  encourage  the 
States  to  hold  preferential  primary  elec- 
tions for  the  nomination  of  candidates 
for  the  office  of  President,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Douglas  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators),  was  read 
twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
privileged  to  make  a. brief  statement  re- 
garding the  bill. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  may  proceed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  in  line 
with  the  historic  trend  to  broaden  the 
opportunities  for  the  people  to  take  part 
in  the  nomination  and  election  of  presi- 
dential and  congressional  candidates,  I 
am  today  introducing  another  bill  to  en- 
courage the  holding  of  presidential  pref- 
erence primaries  in  the  States. 

I  am  very  glad  to  be  able  to  Introduce 
the  bill  in  behalf  of  myself  and  17  other 
Senators,  namely,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  ClcmentsI,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Durr],  the  Sen- 
ator Irom  Michigan  [Mr.  Fekgusom],  the 


Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gn,Lrml.  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HknningsI, 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey], the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Jackson  1.  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Ketauver],  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kn.coRK] .  the  Senator  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Lehman]  .  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield], 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse!. 
the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers  1 .  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
(Mr.  Smith],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshin;  [Mr.  Tobey). 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  basic  idea  of 
this  proposal  was  earlier  presented  in 
Senate  bill  2570.  which  Representative 
Charles  Bennett,  of  Florida,  and  I  intro- 
duced in  the  82d  Congress.  With  vari- 
ous modifying  and  perfecting  amend- 
ments, that  bill  was  reported  favorably 
by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  iRept.  No.  1858)  on  June 
26,  1952. 

There  was  insufficient  time  for  action 
on  it,  however,  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
session. 

Now,  with  Representative  Bennett,  of 
Florida,  again  taking  a  leading  part  in 
drafting  the  revisions,  we  have  improved 
the  form  of  the  proposal,  and  he  has  In- 
troduced ihe  companion  measure  in  the 
House  as  House  bill  96. 

This  bill  seeks,  by  offering  to  the  States 
help  in  meeting  the  costs  of  primaries,  to 
encourage  action  on  their  part  to  estab- 
lish such  preferential  primaries.  In  ad- 
dition to  preserving  the  main  improve- 
ments made  oy  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  this  bill  also 
gives  a  more  binding  elfect  to  the  popular 
will,  as  expressed  in  such  primaries,  and 
thus  lets  the  people  take  part  more  di- 
rectly and  effectively  in  the  nominating 
procedures  in  the  States  that  adopt  such 
laws. 

In  the  bill  submitted  in  this  Conpress, 
the  authority  to  administer  its  provisions 
would  be  lodged  in  a  new,  bipartisan 
Presidential  Primaries  Commission.  The 
requirements  for  certification  of  candi- 
dates' names  are  clearly  set  forth,  and 
minimum  requirements  have  been  set 
high  enough  to  discourage  frivolous  can- 
didacies. The  rights  of  proposed  candi- 
dates to  refuse  to  run  are  explicitly  set 
forth.  Conditional  grants  to  the  quali- 
fying States  are  set  up  to  meet  the  costs 
of  such  primaries,  as  an  incentive  to  the 
States  to  participate.  The  results  of 
such  primaries  are  required  to  be  binding 
on  district  delegates  and  delegates-at- 
large  on  the  first  convention  ballot  and 
thereafter,  as  long  as  the  candidate  re- 
ceives 10  percent  of  the  total  votes  cast 
on  a  preceding  ballot,  or  until  released 
by  the  candidate. 

I  would  personally  prefer  the  more 
comprehensive,  national  plan  for  such 
Presidential  primaries,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers] 
in  his  constitutional  amendment — Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  145,  82d  Congress. 
and  I  am  glad  he  has  reintroduced  It  as 
a  part  of  his  new  amendment.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  8.  However,  for  a  va- 
riety of  reasons,  the  final  adoption  of 
such  an  amendment  may  be  long  de- 
layed; and  therefor  this  bill  seems  to 
me  to  offer  the  best  possible  alternative 


for  extending  presidential  primaries  in 
the  States  that  are  willing  to  act  before 
1956.  I  t)elieve  all  of  us  would  agree  that 
the  increased  popular  interest  in  the  1952 
national  election  and  in  the  conventions 
which  preceded  it  is  a  healthy  thing  for 
the  country,  and  that  such  increased 
interest  should  be  encouraged  in  the 
future. 

I  join  the  cosponsors  of  this  bill  in 
hoping  that  it  may  have  early  and  full 
consideration  by  Congress.  We  must 
enact  this  legislation  very  quickly  in 
order  to  provide  ample  time  before  the 
conventions  and  election  of  1956.  to  per- 
mit the  States  to  join  more  extensively 
in  this  move  to  bring  all  our  electoral 
processes  closer  to  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  radio  broadcast  by  me  on 
the  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  broad- 
cast was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

The  deliberations  of  the  United  States 
Conftress  are  democracy  In  action.  The  laws 
which  we  pass,  or  fall  to  pass,  often  dlsap- 
p<olnt  many  Americans.  Including  Members 
of  Congress.  Nevertheless,  that  body  con- 
sists of  persons  who  have  been  duly  elected 
by  the  people  of  the  various  districts  and 
States  of  the  Nation,  and  the  policies  which 
we  follow  come  pretty  close  to  those  which 
most  Americans  believe  In. 

Congress,  however,  has  one  fault  which  U 
especially  pronounced,  and  that  is  lack  of 
foresight.  We  tend  to  concern  ourselves 
with  so  many  pressing  matters  that  we  (ail 
to  look  even  a  few  years  into  the  future.  For 
example,  3  years  from  now.  one  of  the  big 
topics  of  discussion  will  be  how  the  poli- 
ticians rather  than  the  voters,  will  prob- 
ably nominate  the  next  President  of  the 
United  States.  We  shall  hear  a  general  click- 
ing of  tongues  and  concerned  comments 
atK>ut  why  something  hasn't  been  done  to 
let  the  f)e<jple  select  the  presidential  candi- 
date rather  than  merely  elect  one  of  two 
persons  chosen  for  us  by  the  politicians  La 
the  national  conventions. 

La.st  year,  we  were  fortunate  In  having  our 
choice  between  two  able  and  qualified  men. 
But  this  ^as  not  always  been  the  case,  and 
we  have  absolutely  no  assurance  that  thia 
will  always  happen  In  the  future.  For  exam- 
ple, the  politicians  nominated  Warren  O. 
Harding  as  the  Republican  candidate  In  1020. 
The  Democrats  nominated  Alton  B.  Parker 
In  1904.  If  we  want  the  people  to  choose 
the  next  President  of  the  United  States,  w© 
must  enact  legislation  now.  For  If  we  wait 
until  the  pre&identlal  campaign  Is  upon  us. 
It  will  then  be  too  late. 

Lost  year  I  Introduced  In  the  Senate  • 
bill  to  extend  presidential  preference  pri- 
maries to  a  larger  number  of  States.  In 
working  out  this  legislation.  I  cooperated 
with  Coiigre.ssman  Charlis  E.  Bennett,  of 
Florida,  who  Intrtxluced  similar  legislation  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Although  the 
Senate  Rules  Committee  reported  the  bill  out 
favorably.  Congress  did  not  ack  quickly 
enough  and  thus  we  accomplished  nothing. 

This  year  I  am  Introducing  a  similar  bill 
which  would  give  the  people  a  greater  vole* 
In  nominating  the  President.  It  would  en- 
courage States  to  hold  presidential-prefer- 
ence primaries  by  helping  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  those  primaries.  Moreover,  these 
primaries  would  be  better  than  a  mere  poU 
tsuch  as  those  taken  by  Dr.  Gallup)  which 
merely  Indicates  the  voters'  preferences,  for 
the  results  of  the  primary  would  be  binding 
on  the  delegates  which  the  States  send  to 
the  national  party  conventions.  Candidates 
for  delegates  to  the  national  conveution 
would  be  pledged  to  a  particular  candidate. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1297 


and  it  would  be  on  that  basis  that  the  pri- 
mary voters  would  choose  between  them, 
llie  winning  delegates  would  be  required  to 
cast  their  conventloa  votes  for  the  candidate 
to  whom  they  were  pledged  as  long  as  that 
candidate  received  at  least  10  percent  of 
the  total  conventlori  vote  or  until  the  candi- 
dates released  the  delegates  from  their 
pledge.  This.  I  may  say.  Is  the  provision 
which  now  exists  In  the  case  of  the  selection 
of  delegates  in  the  States  of  Wisconsin  and 
Oregon. 

ninols  now  has  a  presidential  primary, 
but  It  is  largely  m<?anlngless  since  conven- 
tion delegates  do  not  have  to  support  the 
winners  and  In  prtctlce  have  not  done  so. 
If  our  bin  becomes  law,  then  Illinois  could 
agree  to  Its  temas.  liave  Its  primary -election 
expenses  shared  by  the  Federal  Oovernment, 
and  the  delegates  thiis  elected  would  be 
bound  to  vote  for  the  candidate  to  whom 
they  were  pledged.  In  this  way,  the  voters 
would  have  a  direct  voice  In  the  selection 
of  presidential  nominees,  not  merely  In  their 
election.  Yet.  States  rights  are  not  inter- 
fered with,  however  and  no  State  is  reqtiired 
to  Join  the  plan  unless  It  so  chooses. 

I  am  hopeful  th  it  we  can  move  quickly 
enough  this  time  so  that  the  next  conven- 
tions will  reflect  th?  will  of  the  people  more 
conclusively.  We  must  not  continue  to  trust 
to  blind  luck.  If  our  good  fortune  produced 
two  good  candldat<«  last  year,  how  can  we 
tell  what  win  hapj«n  In  1956.  19fl0,  or  far- 
ther Into  the  future.  In  such  grave  periods 
of  domestic  and  International  stress,  we  can- 
not continue  to  leave  the  fate  of  the  Nation 
In  the  hands  of  »  few  professional  poli- 
ticians. For  our  own  safety  and  welfare,  we 
must,  as  voters,  nominate  our  presidential 
candidates  ourselves. 


JOSEPHINE  MARIA  RISS  FANQ 

Mr.  BRICKER  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Josephine  Maria  Riss 
Pang. 

The  bill  would  grant  pennanent  resi- 
dence to  Josephine  Maria  Riss  Pang. 

Mrs.  Fang  entered  the  United  States 
as  an  exchange  student  in  September 
1950.  She  is  now  a  student  at  Catholic 
University  of  America,  from  which  she 
expects  to  receive  a  degree  in  library 
science  in  June  of  1953. 

Mrs.  Fang  is  the  daughter  of  an  Aus- 
trian Supreme  Court  Justice  who  was 
removed  from  oBlce  by  the  Nazis.  She  is 
a  graduate  of  the  university  of  Graz. 
where  she  majoied  in  Engli.sh  philology. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1050)  for  the  relief  of  Jo- 
sephine Maria  Riss  Pang,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Bricker.  .was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judicial/. 


AMENDMENT  OP  NATURAL  GAS  ACT 
OF  1938 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1938. 
as  amended. 

The  bill  would  exempt  from  Federal 
regulation  purely  intrastate  distribution 
of  natural  gas. 

It  would  recognize  such  distribution  to 
be  of  local  concern  and  properly  subject 
to  regulation  by  the  several  States. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 


The  bill  (S.  1051)  to  amend  the  Nat- 
ural Gas  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Brickkr,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


HEALTH  SERVICES  FACILmES 
ACT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  assist  voluntary  nonprofit  asso- 
ciations offering  prepaid  health  service 
programs  to  secure  necessary  facilities 
and  equipment  through  long-term,  in- 
terest-bearing loans.  It  is  the  same  as 
Senate  bill  1875,  of  the  82d  Congress. 

I  have  prepared  a  statement  regarding 
the  bill.  I  shall  not  read  it  at  this  time, 
but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  together  with  the  bill  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  wiU  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  statement  and  bill  vaU  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  HtTMPHREY  is  as 
follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatos  Humphket 

On  December  18  the  first  report  of  the 
President's  Commission  on  the  Health  Needs 
of  the  Nation  was  released  to  the  public. 
That  Commission  was  given  the  responsi- 
bility by  the  President  of  ascertaining  the 
"degree  to  which  existing  and  planned  medi- 
cal facilities,  such  as  hospitals  and  clinics 
meet  present  and  prospective  needs  for  fa- 
cilities." The  results  of  the  Inquiry  are 
monumental.  It  is  my  hope  that  they  will 
provide  a  basis  for  constructive  legislative 
action  by  the  Congress. 

Members  of  the  Senate  are  aware  that 
since  the  81st  Congress.  I  have  Introduced 
legislation  designed  to  promote  the  success 
of  voluntary  efforts  by  the  American  people 
to  solve  their  ever-pressing  and  Inescapable 
problems  of  health  economics.  The  con- 
stant fear  which  faces  many  Americans  is 
how  to  pay  the  doctor  bills.  Countless 
Americans  also  face  the  problem  In  their 
communities,  particularly  in  rural  America, 
of  how  to  find  a  doctor  even  if  the  facilities 
for  paying  the  bills  are  available. 

"The  maintenance  of  health."  states  the 
report  of  the  Presidents  Commission,  "must 
now  be  added  to  food,  shelter,  and  clothing 
as  one  of  the  necessities  of  life."  The  re- 
port goes  on  to  say  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  a  responsibility  with  respect  to 
helping  the  American  people  to  meet  their 
health  needs,  since  the  good  health  of  otir 
people  Is  a  national  resource. 

Voluntary  association  is  the  foundation 
of  a  democratic  society.  We  are  a  nation  of 
Joiners.  Our  citizens  belong  to  churches. 
Rotary  Clubs,  women's  organizations,  trade 
vmlons.  Junior  chambers  of  commerce. 
Knights  of  Columbus,  sewing  circles — Indeed, 
to  many  thousands  of  religious,  fraternal, 
political,  and  social  organizations.  This  is 
what  creates  the  democratic  spirit  in  our 
country.  The  process  of  voluntary  associa- 
tion is  the  essence  of  freedom.  A  good  gov- 
ernment is  one  which  stimulates  that  kind 
of  association. 

II  freedom  and  democracy  survive  the  crisis 
of  today,  it  wiU,  In  my  Judgment,  be  due 
prlmarUy  to  the  vigor  of  the  people  direct- 
ing their  own  efforts  through  voluntary  or- 
ganizations for  the  solution  of  their  pressing 
day-to-day  problems.  The  partnership  of 
government  with  people  acting  through  vol- 
untary associations  la  the  Inspiration  of 
practical  democracy. 


We  can  ai^ly  this  principle  as  we  seek 
to  solve  tbe  health  needs  of  the  American 
people.  We  all  recognize  that  our  country's 
health  needs  are  great  and  that  our  facili- 
ties are  inadequate  to  meet  those  needs. 
This  is  particularly  so  today  as  we  draw  into 
the  Armed  Forces  an  increasing  number  of 
doctors  and  ntirses. 

All  over  America,  therefore,  in  recent  years 
there  has  developed  the  institution  of  pre- 
paid health  service  and  the  group  practice 
of  medicine.  The  President's  Conunisslon 
calls  this  "a  characteristically  American  re- 
sponse. •  •  •  It  is  apparent  that  when  group 
medicine  is  practiced  In  accordance  with  the 
highest  standards.  It  provides  excellent  medi- 
cal care  at  the  lowest  cost  to  the  patient  and 
the  community."  The  severe  shortage  of 
physicians  today,  the  report  goes  on  to  say, 
"makes  group  practice  even  more  desirable. 
*  *  *  If  general  physicians  comprise  the 
core  of  the  group  and  if  prepayment  is  used, 
it  offers  a  means  of  continuous  and  complete 
care  for  the  jjatient." 

All  over  the  Nation  there  are  groups  of 
American  citizens  who  have  found  by  ex- 
perience that  they  can  accomplish  in  groups 
of  families  what  they  cannot  accomplish 
Individually  if  they  pool  their  potential 
need  for  medical  care  and  agree  to  prepmy 
the  cost  of  that  care  through  a  community 
fund.  This  principle  of  mutual  aid  is  a 
simple  principle  but  it  is  fundamental  to 
democratic  Institutions  and  explains  to  a 
large  extent  the  progress  which  man  has 
made   through   the  centtu-Ies. 

My  own  State  has  been  the  home  of  many 
such  prepaid  medical  services,  operated  on 
a  group  basis  and  on  a  cooperative  basis.  I 
have,  in  recent  years,  discussed  the  question 
of  medical  care  with  many  of  my  fellow 
citizens.  They  tell  me  that  there  are  two 
prerequisites  for  an  effective  and  well- 
operated  voluntary  health  program.  First 
is  the  need  to  establish  a  modern  medical 
office  and  laboratory  which  will  induce  physi- 
cians to  locate  in  the  community  where  the 
citizens  need  and  desire  medical  service. 
Second  Is  the  necessity  to  obtain  a  com- 
munity pool  of  funds,  derived  from  prepay- 
ments which  will  insure  adequate  income  for 
the  physicians  in  bad  times,  as  well  as  In 
good  times. 

Modern  medicine  Is  today  complicated. 
It  demands  good  facilities  for  the  doctors 
workshop.  When  such  facilities  are  not 
available,  it  Is  difficult  to  induce  good  physi- 
cians to  come  to  a  conununlty  and  practice 
medicine.  In  a  ntunber  of  smaller  com- 
munities and  in  a  number  of  large  ones, 
adequate  medical  facilities  are  simply  not 
available;  neither  are  minimum  hospital  fa- 
cilities available  to  care  for  minor  medical 
and  surgical  cases.  One  of  the  findings  of 
the  President's  Commission  would  support 
this  conclusion  when  it  says  that  "rural  areas 
have  fewer  hospital  beds  in  relation  to  popu- 
lation than  do  urban  areas." 

If  we  are  earnest  in  our  desire  to  help  the 
American  people  meet  their  health  needs. 
It  is  essential  that  we  foster  the  growth  of 
voluntary  health  plans.  I  heartily  endorse 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commission  that 
"Federal  leans  be  made  to  local  organiza- 
tions desiring  to  Institute  prepayment  plans 
associated  with  group  practice,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  the  establishment  of 
group  practice  facilities."  That  Is  the  object 
of  the  legislation  I  have  introduced  since  the 
81st  Congress  and  which  I  introduce  again 
today.  I  welcome  the  support  of  the  Com- 
mission for  my  bill. 

My  bUl  provides  that  If  a  group  of  people 
In  a  community  where  health  facilities  are 
Inadequat-  will  get  together  and  form  a  vol- 
untary health  plan  organization  and  be  pre- 
pared to  assume  the  fluancifd  responsibility 
for  working  out  their  own  problem,  then  they 
may  apply  for  low  Interest,  repayable  loans 
from  the  federal  Sectn^ty  Agency  to  enable 
them  to  finance  the  physician's  facilities 
which  their  community  requires. 
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This  Is  the  essence  of  my  bill  and  Is  the 
essence  of  voluntary  association.  Its  basic 
aim  Is  to  encourage  groups  of  people  to  take 
direct  responsibility  for  the  solution  of  their 
health  care  problems.  The  plan  which  these 
people  develop  must,  of  course,  be  sound  and 
gain  the  approval  of  the  Surgeon  General. 

The  successful  operation  of  this  bill  would 
attract  doctors  to  areas  where  they  are 
needed  and  would  make  It  easier  for  the 
American  people  to  pay  their  medical  bills. 
It  would  bring  health  facilities  to  American 
people  just  as  the  principles  of  cooperative 
voluntary  association  brought  electricity  to 
rural  America. 

It  Is  my  hope  that  the  Senate  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committee  will  hold  hearings 
on  this  bill  during  the  current  session.  We 
need  to  act  now. 

The  bill  (S.  1052)  to  assist  voluntary 
nonprofit  associations  oSering  prepaid 
health  service  programs  to  secure  neces- 
sary facilities  and  equipment  through 
long-term,  interest-bearing  loans,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Humphrey,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  I*ublic  Welfare, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  be  cited 
as  the  "Health  Services  Facilities  Act." 

DECLAKATION    OF   PUHPOSE 

Sec.  2.  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  pol- 
icy of  Congress  to  encourage  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  undertake  solution  of 
thetr  common  problems  Insofar  as  possible 
through  voluntary  cooperative  action  at  the 
local  community  level.  The  Congress  finds 
that  one  such  common  problem  Is  that  of 
developing  means  and  methods  whereby  the 
people  can  create  for  themselves  and  their 
communities  such  diagnostic  and  treatment 
centers  as  will  help  make  available  to  them 
the  benefits  of  modern  medical  science  and 
group  practice  on  a  prepaid  budgetable  basis 
and  to  enable  physicians  to  make  the  best 
utilization  of  their  services  Ui  maintaining 
the  health  of  the  community,  and  that  the 
accomplishment  of  these  objectives  Is  of  par- 
ticular Importance  during  the  present  na- 
tional defense  emergency. 

The  Congress  further  finds  that  In  many 
areas  of  the  country  and  among  many  groupta 
of  people  there  have  been  or  might  readily 
be  formed  nonprofit  associations  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  membership  of 
such  associations  to  adequately  compensate 
professional  medical  personnel  and  to  pre- 
pay in  an  orderly  manner  the  cost  of  efll- 
clently  organized,  modern  medical  care.  It 
Is  recognized,  however,  that  In  many  in- 
stances, particularly  In  rural  areas,  these 
grcups  of  people,  while  flnanclaUy  able  to 
maintain  such  nonprofit  medical  service 
plans,  do  not  have  access  to  resources  suf- 
ficient to  provide  the  capital  funds  needed 
for  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  the 
physical  facilities  and  equipment.  Proper 
facilities  and  adequate  equipment  are  es- 
sential to  the  economic  operation  of  such 
programs,  to  the  rendering  of  effective  care, 
and  to  the  recruitment  of  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  doctors  and  related  personnel.  It  is 
therefore  declared  to  be  the  purpose  of  this 
act  to  provide  long-term  loans  at  reasonable 
rates  of  interest  to  such  groups  of  people 
who  demonstrate  their  readiness  and  ability 
to  Join  together  in  and  to  maintain  such 
voluntary  associations  and  thus  to  advance 
the  policy  of  Congress  set  forth  in  this  act. 

Sic.  3.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  act,  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1051,  the  sum  of  95  million  and  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  Jun«40,  1952.  the  sum  of 
$5  million  and  for  eMi|  cf  the  next  3  suc- 
ceeding fiscal  y««n  the  ram  of  tio  million. 

Sao.  4.  JjotiDa  for  part  or  all  of  the  cost  of 
i.  construction,  and  equipping  of 
faciUtiea  incident  to  the  op- 


eration of  a  health -service  program  may  be 
made  to  nonprofit  associations  which  sub- 
mit to  the  Surgeon  General  erf  the  United 
States  Public  Health  Service  satisfactory 
evidence — 

(a)  of  local  interest  in  and  financial  sup- 
port for  the  successful  operation  of  its  pre- 
paid health-service  program; 

(b)  of  an  organizational  structure  which 
vests  control  over  the  practice  of  medicine 
and  dentls:ry  in  connection  with  the  health- 
service  program  solely  in  duly  licensed  mem- 
bers of  the  professions  Involved: 

(c)  of  an  organizational  structure  which 
vests  control  over  the  general  administration 
of  the  plan's  operations  in  the  beneficiary 
members  o'  said  plan  or,  in  the  case  of  plans 
still  in  the  initial  stage,  which  provides  for 
such  vesting  of  control  in  the  hands  of  bene- 
ficiary members  within  a  reasonable  period 
of  time; 

(d)  that  Its  methods  of  compensation  will 
be  on  a  biisls  mutually  satisfactory  to  par- 
ticipating physicians  and  to  the  governing 
board  of  the  plan; 

(e)  that  participation  in  the  plan  by  bene- 
ficiary members  and  by  physicians  shall  be 
voluntary; 

(f)  that  In  cases  of  emergency  the  plan 
will  agree  to  render  services  to  any  resident 
of  the  community  whether  or  not  they  are 
members  of  the  plan,  and  further  that  the 
facilities  and  services  shall  likewise  be  avail- 
able to  nonmember  residents  and  nonparticl- 
pating  physicians  of  the  area  served  by  the 
plan  at  such  other  times  as  will  not  interfere 
with  the  proper  rendition  of  services  to 
members  of  the  program:  And  provided 
further.  That  the  plan  shall  be  entitled  to 
require  compensation  on  a  fair  and  reason- 
able basis  for  all  such  utilization  of  its  fa- 
cilities or  services  by  any  such  nonmem- 
bers  and  nonparticipatlng  physicians. 

Sec.  5.  In  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act,  the  Surgeon  General,  with  the  advice 
of  the  Health  Services  Facilities  Council, 
shall  formulate  standards  for  the  making  of 
loans  to  eligible  nonprofit  health  service 
plans.  Such  standards  shall  provide  equi- 
tably for — 

(a)  determination  by  the  Surgeon  General 
that  the  applicant  is  an  association  which 
accords  with  the  requirements  of  section  4 
of  this  act; 

(b)  the  making  of  loans  In  sufficient 
amount  to  cover  the  total  cost  of  facilities 
and  equipment  If  desired  by  the  applicant; 

(c)  an  amortization  period  of  not  less 
than  25  years  with  provision  for  earlier  re- 
payment by  the  borrower  at  his  option; 

(d)  an  Interest  rate  of  not  to  exceed  2 
percent  per  annum  on  unpaid  balances; 

(e)  determination  of  priorities  for  the 
making  of  loans  to  eligible  applicants  in 
accordance  with  a  formula  to  be  developed 
by  the  Surgeon  General  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Health  Services  Facilities 
Council,  which  formula  shall  Include,  among 
other  factors,  the  degree  to  which  the  plan 
provides  for  comprehensive  m  =  iic;il  care  and 
group-practice  bases  includi..v  preventive 
as  well  as  curative  treatment,  sound  method 
of  repayment,  relative  need,  extent  of  local 
Interest  and  participation  in  applicant's  pro- 
gram, and  the  relation  of  the  projected  fa- 
cility to  an  over-all  development  of  health 
services  In  the  general  area  of  Its  location. 

Sec.  6.  At  the  request  of  groups  operating 
health  service  plans  or  at  the  request  of  re- 
sponsible groups  contemplating  the  organi- 
zation of  such  a  plan,  the  Surgeon  General 
may  provide  technical  Ewslstance  In  making 
needed  surveys  and  In  advising  on  organiza- 
tional methods  and  operating  procedures. 
The  Surgeon  General  may  expend  for  such 
a^istance,  not  to  exceed  10  percent  annually, 
of  the  appropriation  made  imder  this  act 
for  surveys,  technical  assistance  to  nonprofit 
plans,  and  for  the  Federal  administration 
of  this  act. 

Sbc.  7.  The  Surgeon  General  shall  carry 
out  his  functions  as  provided  herein  under 
the  supervision  and  direction  of  the  Federal 


Security  Administrator.  He  shall,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tor, prescribe  such  regulations  as  he  deems 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act.  In  carrying  out  his  functions,  the  Sur- 
geon General  is  authorized  pursuant  to 
agreement  between  the  Federal  Security  Ad- 
ministrator and  the  head  of  any  Federal 
agency  to  utilize  the  services  and  faclUtiea 
of  such  agency  and  to  pay  therefor  either 
in  advance  or  by  way  of  reimbursement,  as 
may  be  provided  in  such  agreement. 

Sec.  8.  The  Surgeon  General  shall  make 
periodic,  comparative  analyses  of  the  opera- 
tions of  health  service  plans  and  shall  trans- 
mit reports  thereon  to  such  plans  and  to 
Interested  organizations,  and  shall  furnish  to 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular 
session  a  lull  report  of  the  administration 
of  this  act. 

Sec  9.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act — 

( a )  the  term  "health  services"  means  serv- 
ices such  as  are  provided  by  physicians  and 
dentists  and  similar  professional  groups, 
members  of  which  are  licensed  under  State 
laws,  laboratory  and  X-ray  services,  and 
other  services  related  thereto. 

lb)  the  term  "States"  Includes  Alaska, 
Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and 
the  DlsUict  of  Columbia. 

Sec  10  The  effective  date  of  this  act  shall 
be  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

NATIONAL  HEALTH   SEmVICES  rACU-ITlES  COUNCIL 

Sec  11.  The  Surgeon  General,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tor, shall  establish  a  National  Health  Serv- 
ices Facilities  Council  to  consist  of  one  rep- 
resentative of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  one  representative  of  the  Department 
of  Labor  to  be  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  and.  in  addition,  12  members  ap- 
pointed without  regard  to  the  clvll-aervlce 
laws  by  the  Surgeon  General  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Administrator.  The  12  ap- 
pointed members  shall  be  leaders  In  the  field 
of  medical  economics,  medical  administra- 
tion, or  public  affairs,  and  3  of  such  12 
shall  be  representative  of  o[>erating  nonprofit 
prepaid  medical  service  plans.  3  shall  be  rep- 
resentative of  bona  fide  national  farm  or- 
ganizations. 3  shall  be  representative  of 
bona  fide  national  labor  organizations,  and 
3  shall  be  members  of  the  medical,  dental. 
and  nursing  professions.  Each  appointed 
member  of  the  Council  shall  hold  office  for  a 
term  of  4  years  except  that  any  member  ap- 
pointed to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which  his 
predecessor  was  appointed  shall  be  appointed 
for  the  remainder  of  such  term  and  except 
that,  of  the  members  first  appointed.  3  shall 
hold  office  for  a  term  of  3  years,  3  shall  hold 
office  for  a  term  of  2  years,  and  3  shall  hold 
office  for  a  term  of  1  year,  as  designated  by 
the  Surgeon  General  at  the  time  of  appoint- 
ment. None  of  such  12  members  shall  be 
eligible  for  reappointment  until  a  year  has 
elapsed  since  the  end  of  his  preceding  term. 

Sec.  12.  The  National  Health  Services  Fa- 
cilities Council  shall  advise,  consult  with,  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral on  matters  relating  to  the  operation  of 
this  program.  The  Surgeon  General  Is  au- 
thorized to  utilize  the  services  of  any  mem- 
ber or  members  of  the  Council  In  connec- 
tion with  matters  related  to  the  operation 
of  this  program  for  such  periods,  in  addi- 
tion to  conference  periods,  as  he  may  de- 
termine. 

Sec  13  Members  of  the  National  Health 
Services  Facilities  Council  and  members  of 
other  national  advisory  councils  established 
under  this  act,  other  than  ex  officio  mem- 
t)ers.  while  attending  conferences  or  meet- 
ings of  their  respective  councils  or  while 
otherwise  serving  at  the  request  of  the  Bur- 
geon General,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
compensation  at  a  rate  to  be  fixed  by  the  Ad- 
ministrator, but  not  exceeding  »50  per  diem, 
and  shall  also  be  entitled  to  receive  an  al- 
lowance for  actual  and  necessary  traveling 
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and  rubslstence  expenses  while  so  serving 
away  from  their  palace  of  residence. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
finally,  let  me  note  that  the  bill  complies 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Commissicm  on  the  Health  Needs 
of  the  Nation.  The  bill  is  similar  to  one 
introduced  by  me  in  the  81st  and  82d 
Congresses. 

I  submit  that  this  proposal,  if  promptly 
acted  upon,  will  do  a  great  deal  to  assist 
the  prepaid  voluntary  health  associa- 
tions in  America  that  are  providing  for 
so  many  of  the  Nations  health  needs. 
The  groups  thus  created  will  be  self- 
liquidating,  and  will  not  require  any  gifts 
or  gratuities  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. On  the  contrary,  the  bill  provides 
for  long-term  loans,  so  that  localities, 
local  instruments  of  goverrunent,  pri- 
vate groups,  and  voluntai-y  associations 
can  do  what  has  been  done  under  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
namely,  set  up  their  own  facilities  to 
render  services  to  their  own  people. 


AMENDMENT  OP  LONGSHOREMEN'S 
AND  HARBOR  WORKERS'  COM- 
PENSATION ACT,  RELATING  TO  IN- 
CREASED DISABILITY  BENEFITS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Douglas  1,  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama (Mr  HiLLl,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
ne.sota  I  Mr.  Humphrey],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virgina  I  Mr.  KilgoreI, 
the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Leh- 
man 1 .  the  Senator  from  Wa.shington  I  Mr. 
M'GNusoNl,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Montana  I  Mr.  Mansfield),  the  senior 
Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr.  Murray), 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
pinia  IMr.  Neely),  I  Introduce  for  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee  on  Lebor  and 
Public  Welfare,  a  bill  to  bring  disability 
benefits  under  the  Longshoremen's  and 
Harbor  Workeri"  Compensation  Act  up 
to  date. 

Since  1948  th'?re  has  been  no  Increase 
In  dLsability  compensation  loeneflts  for 
working  people  covered  by  this  act. 

Present  benefits  range  from  a  mini- 
mum of  $12  to  a  maximum  of  $35  a  week. 
Exi.stJng  law  provides  that  no  benefits  are 
to  be  paid  for  the  first  7  days  of  dis- 
ability but  that  if  the  disability  con- 
tinues for  49  days,  benefits  are  allowable 
from  the  day  of  injury. 

The  proposed  bill  would  amend  the 
present  law  in  four  respects: 

First.  Increase  minimum  weekly  bene- 
fiUs  to  $20. 

Second.  Increase  maximum  weekly 
benefits  to  $50. 

Third.  Reduce  the  qualifying  period 
to  3  days. 

Fourth.  Reduce  the  period  for  obtain- 
ing full  compensation  from  the  date  of 
injury  to  14  days. 

In  recognition  of  increases  in  the  cost 
of  living.  Congress  has  liberalized  bene- 
fits under  the  Social  Security  Act  and 
raided  the  minimum  wage. 

The  bill  appears  to  me  to  be  In  line 
with  congressional  policy.  I  urge  its 
early  consideration. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 


propriately referred:  and,  without  ob- 
jection. wiU  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1054)  to  amend  section  6 
of  the  Longshoremen's  and  Harbor 
Workers'  Compensation  Act  so  as  to  pro- 
vide increased  benefits  in  cases  of  dis- 
abling injuries,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Morse  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  6  of  the 
Longshoremen's  and  Harbor  Workers'  Com- 
pensation Act,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  title  33, 
sec.  906) .  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  6.  (a)  No  comp>ensation  shall  be  al- 
lowed for  the  first  3  days  of  the  disability, 
except  the  benefits  provided  for  in  section  7: 
Provided,  howrrer.  That  in  case  the  Injury 
results  in  disability  of  more  than  14  days, 
the  compensation  shall  be  allowed  from  the 
date  of  disability. 

"(b)  Compensation  for  disability  shall  not 
exceed  $50  per  week  and  compensation  for 
total  disability  shall  not  be  less  than  $20  per 
week:  Provided,  hoxcever.  That  if  the  em- 
ployee's average  weekly  wages,  as  computed 
under  section  10,  are  less  than  $20  per  week 
he  shall  receive  as  compensation  for  total 
disability  his  average  weekly  wages." 


HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

H  R.  3053.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1953,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

H.  R.  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  with 
respect  to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted 
to  Memt>ers  of  Con^^ess:  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


PRINTING  OF  STUDY  ENTITLED 
•STATE  AND  MUNICIPAL  FAIR 
EMPLOYMENT  LEGISLATION"  (S. 
DOC.  NO.  15) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  study  en- 
titled "State  and  Municipal  Fair  Em- 
ployment Legislation"  prepared  under 
the  National  S?curity  Resources  Board 
for  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Labor 
and  Labor-Management  Relations,  of 
which  I  was  chaii-man.  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress, be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By   Mr.  MARTIN: 
Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  American  Road  Builders  As- 
sociation, at  Boston,  Mass.,  on  Monday.  Feb- 
ruary 9,  1953. 

By  Mr.  WILEY: 
Lincoln  Etey  address  delivered  by  him,  to- 
gether with  article  by  George  Sokolsky. 


By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Address  delivered  by  him  at  the  Jefferson- 
Jackson  Day  dinner  in  New  York  City  on 
February  14,  1953. 

Copy  of  letter  addressed  tc  President  Elsen- 
hower by  a  group  of  citizens,  proposing  a  pro- 
gram of  action  with  respect  to  recent  mani- 
festations of  Soviet  anti-Semitism. 
By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 

Essay  on  the  value  of  electricity  to  our 
farmers  written  by  Miss  Jolene  Yates,  of 
Omaha,  Va. 

By  B4r.  DOUGLAS: 

New  regulations  adopted  by  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  regarding  the 
conduct  of  present  and  former  members  of 
the  Commission,  together  with  a  brief  state- 
ment by  himself. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 

Editorial   entitled   "Elsenhower   and  Quay 
County  Farmer,"  published  in  the  Tucumcari 
American-Leader,  February  12,  1953. 
By  Mr.  SMATHERS; 

Article  entitled  "Moral  Rearmament  An- 
swer to  War  Lords."  written  by  Gould  Lin- 
coln in  his  syndicated  column  "The  Political 
Mill."  and  published  In  the  Washington  Eve- 
ning Star  of  February   7,   1953. 

Editorial     entitled     "Noble     Words     Don^t 
Erase  British  Inconsistencies,"  published  in 
the  Miami  Herald  of  February  8,  1953. 
By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 

Statement  on  the  struggle  for  Armenian 
Independence. 

By  Mr.  GRISWOLD: 

Article  entitled  "History  of  European  Soil 
Conservation."  published  in   the  September 
1952  issue  of  the  Mid-West  Dealer  News. 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

Article  entitled  "Congress  To  Launch  Probe 

In     Interests     of     Consumer."     written     by 

Thomas  L.  Stokes  and  published  in  the  Des 

Moines  (Iowa)  Tribune  on  February  16,  1953. 

By  Mr.  BEALL: 

Article  entitled  "Modernization  of  Chesa- 
peake &  Delaware  Canal  Is  Proposed,"  pub- 
lished in  ^he  Baltimore  Evening  Sun  of  Feb- 
ruary 16,  1953. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  RELATING  TO  THE 
JUDICIARY 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  Judicial  Machinery,  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  desire 
to  give  notice  that  a  public  hearing  has 
been  scheduled  for  Tuesday.  February  24, 
1953.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room  457,  Senate 
Office  Building,  on  S.  15,  the  omnibus 
judgeship  bill;  S.  688,  dividing  the  State 
of  Florida  into  three  judicial  districts, 
defining  the  territory  embraced  in  each, 
and  fixing  the  time  of  holding  terms  of 
court  thereon;  S.  732.  to  create  an  addi- 
tional district  judgeship  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Texas,  and  to  make  perma- 
nent the  district  judgeship  for  the 
southern  district  of  Texas  created  by  the 
act  of  August  3,  1949;  and  S.  928,  to  pro- 
vide for  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
district  judge  for  the  district  of  New 
Jersey.  Persons  desiring  to  be  heard 
should  notify  the  committee  so  that  a 
schedule  can  be  prepared  for  those  who 
wish  to  appear  and  testify.  The  sub- 
committee consists  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  )Mr.  McCarran],  chairman,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Watkins],  and 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  IMr.  Welker]. 


ANNIVERSARY     OF     BIRTH     OF 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON 

Mr.     ROBERTSON.     Mr.     President, 
next  Sunday  afternoon  I  shall  attend 
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memorial  services  in  St.  George's  Episco- 
pal Church  in  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  which 
was  the  church  of  George  Washington's 
mother  and  the  church  which  Washing- 
ton attended  when  he  was  in  Fredericks- 
burg. 

In  paying  tribute  on  the  22d  of  Febru- 
ary to  the  memory  of  the  Father  of  our 
Country  it  may  be  well  for  us  to  recall 
that  the  Founding  Fathers  who  drafted 
in  Philadelphia  in  1787  a  Constitution 
which  crystallized  their  belief  in  a  cap- 
italistic nation  and  a  system  of  free  com- 
petitive enterprise  united  to  select  as  the 
head  of  the  new  Government  an  out- 
standing businessman. 

If  we  properly  appraise  the  land  which 
Washington  owned  at  the  time  he  was 
elected  President,  including  thousands  of 
rich  acres  on  the  Monongahela  River  in 
what  is  now  Washington  County,  Pa.,  he 
was  the  richest  man  in  the  country  and 
also  one  of  the  best  businessmen. 

Before  the  development  of  railways, 
transportation  in  the  new  Nation  was 
limited  to  wagons  traveling  roads  at 
times  virtually  impassable  and  to  the 
commerce  on  our  rivers  and  canals.  Ap- 
preciating the  importance  of  transporta- 
tion for  the  promotion  of  internal  pros- 
perity Washington  advocated  a  canal 
system  to  connect  Chesapeake  Bay  with 
the  Ohio  River  and  in  a  letter  on  this 
subject  to  Gov,  Benjamin  Harrison  of 
Virginia,  he  said: 

It  is  necessary  to  apply  the  cement  of  In- 
terest to  bind  all  parts  of  the  Union  together 
with  Indissoluble  bonds.  The  western  set- 
tlers have  no  means  of  coming  to  us  except 
by  long  land  transportations  and  unimproved 
roads.  But  smooth  the  road  and  make  easy 
the  way  for  them  and  see  how  amazingly  our 
exports  will  be  Increased  and  how  amply  we 
shall  be  compensated  for  the  trouble  and 
expense  of  effecting  it. 

"Smooth  the  road  and  make  easy  the 
way  for  them  and  see  how  amazingly  our 
exports  will  be  increased"  applies  as 
forcibly  today  to  our  trade  with  Western 
Europe  and  the  friendship  which  such 
trade  engenders  as  it  did  in  the  days  when 
Washington  sought  to  apply  the  principle 
to  trade  between  Virginia  and  the  area 
Virginia  once  claimed,  known  as  the 
Northwest  Territory  of  which  Ohio  was 
a  part 

A p portion  menl  of  electoral  college  voles  on  the 


DEATH  OP  FORMER  SENATOR 
ELBERT  D.  THOMAS 

Mr,  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  last 
Friday  a  few  of  us  who  were  present 
spoke,  on  immediate  impulse,  of  our 
affection  and  regard  for  the  late  Elbert 
D.  Thomas,  whose  untimely  passing  last 
week  so  shocked  and  saddened  us. 

I  have  prepared  a  statement  supple- 
mentary to  what  I  said  on  that  day,  to 
express  my  deep  appreciation  of  the 
privilege  of  knowing  a  very  great  and 
very  lovable  man.  who  was  such  an 
adornment  to  the  United  States  Senate 
during  all  the  years  he  served  here.  He 
will  go  down  in  history.  I  know,  as  one  of 
the  notable  men  in  the  United  States 
Senate  and  as  one  of  the  many  great 
contributions  made  to  the  Nation  by  the 
State  of  Utah, 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tiie 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Lehman 

Elbert  Thomas  served  here  for  18  years — 
for  18  of  the  most  eventful  years  In  modern 
times.  He  was  not  a  man  who  would  ap- 
peal to  the  thoughtless  and  shallow-minded. 
He  was  above  all  a  man  of  thuught  and  of 
reflection,  and  secondarily  a  man  of  action. 

His  quiet  contributions  to  the  public  wel- 
fare are  reflected  in  the  wage  standards  of  the 
wor*cers  of  this  country  as  well  as  in  scores  of 
other  vital  aspects  of  our  nationiil  life.  He 
understood  and  appreciated  as  few  others  did 
the  worth  and  dignity  of  every  human  being 
He  was  always  a  friend  of  the  oppressed  and 
the  humble. 

He  loved  our  free  Government,  and  spent 
long  hours  of  study  on  legislation  designed 
to  strengthen  and  refine  it.  His  interests 
were  mainly  intellectual  ones.  He  loved  to 
read  on  the  subject  of  history,  in  which  he 
was  especially  proficient,  but  there  was  no 
subject  under  the  sun  which  wtis  outside 
his  realm  of  Interest.  He  felt  himself  to  be. 
In  the  Senate  as  he  had  been  before  he  came 
to  the  Senate,  a  teacher  and  a  missionary. 

He  had  no  bite  nor  sting.  His  wisdom 
sometimes  rebuked  careless  and  shoddy  ideas. 
but  I  recall  no  personal  reproach  ever  to  pass 
his  lips.  He  was  patient  with  all  who  were 
doing  their  best  and  who  were  sincere  in 
their  beliefs.  So  scholarly  was  he  that  he 
was  commonly  referred  to  as  "the  erudite 
Senator  from  Utah,"  and  his  scholarship  was 
his    trademark. 

He  loved  people.  The  students  who  had 
studied  under  him  still   looked   to  him   for 


personal  counsel  and  guidance  years  after 
they  had  graduated  from  his  classes.  And  he 
maintained  his  Interest  In  them  far  Into  their 
maturity. 

During  the  great  test  and  climax  of  the 
war  years  and  of  demobilization  he  was  chair- 
man of  both  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  and  also  of  the  Military  Af- 
fairs Committee.  I  do  not  have  direct  knowl- 
edge of  his  work  on  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee Others  here  are  In  a  better  poeltlon 
than  I  to  speak  of  that  aspect  of  his  great 
work  But  I  know  that  as  chairman  of  the 
Labor  Committee,  Senator  Thomas  appreci- 
ated and  insisted  that  the  general  welfare 
clause  of  the  Constitution  was  meant  to  be  a 
beacon  for  the  further  development  of  our 
national  life.  It  was  not  Just  an  empty 
phrase 

His  chairmanship  of  our  committee  was 
always  characterized  by  a  persistent  and 
successful  effort  to  bring  agreement  out  of 
disagreement,  to  delegate  as  much  respon- 
sibility as  possible,  to  give  every  possible 
leeway  to  the  initiative  of  the  members  of 
his  committee  and  to  encourage  them  In 
thinking  it  was  their  committee  and  not 
his 

Presiding  above  all  his  other  attributes, 
was  that  characteristic  to  which  I  referred 
In  my  remarks  last  week — a  perfect  humil- 
ity. He  was  a  humble  man  In  the  Biblical 
sen.se  of  that  word.  He  was  humble  because 
he  was  aware  of  his  heavy  responsibilities. 
He  died  In  the  midst  of  discharging  those 
resixjnsibiUties.  and  his  monument  Is  both 
his  contribution  in  public  ofBce  and  his  flne, 
noble  character. 

His  passing  was  a  great  loss,  but  his  mem- 
ory win  long  live  among  us. 


apporttonmi:nt    of    electoral 

COLLEGE  vote  IN  THE  PRESIDEN- 
TIAL ELECTION  OP  1952  ON  THE 
BASIS  OF  THE  POPULAR  VOTE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  tabulatioa 
prepared  at  my  request  by  the  Legisla- 
tive Reference  Service  of  the  Library  of 
Congre.ss.  showing  the  apportionment  of 
the  electoral  college  vote  on  the  basis 
of  the  popular  vote  in  the  presidential 
election  of  1952,  In  other  words,  it 
shows  what  the  distribution  of  the  elec- 
toral votes  would  have  been  had  the  so- 
called  Lodge  constitutional  amendment 
been  in  force,  under  which  the  electoral 
vote  would  have  been  allocated  on  tho 
ba.sis  of  the  popular  vote. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabula- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


basis  o/  the  popular  vote,  presidential  eltxtwr,  of  lij3^  [lugeuhourr,  Utpuhlican— Stevenson, 
Democrat} 


State 


Aliihama 

Arizona 

Arkan.sas 

Cilifottaa 

Color.tilo 

('onriccticut 

I'fLiwari- 

Klnriila 

(ifiiriiia 

Maho 

llliMoLs   

Iii'tiana 

Iowa 

Kan.-i!v<! 

Kentucky 

Loubiaiia 


Total  pop- 
ular vute 


426,  120 

26(1.  .VW 

404,800 

S,  141. H49 

630,  103 

1.  O06.U11 

174,010 

9H«,9Xfi 

6."il,  :«)3 

27f).  2,M 

4,4«1,058 

l.^W,  325 

1.2»i*t.  773 

8<»;.  IHfi 

9M3,  MS 


Electoral  vot<'.s 


He  publican 


I  •rtlllKT  ilic 


Other 


Repub- 
lican 

Pomo- 
trat 

I'opular 

VUtf 

I' (Trent 

of  total 

11 

1 49.  231 
152.(142 
177.  \r^s 
2,'<H7.  31(1 
37H,  ~\> 
f.l  1.(112 
\*\  0.59 

M4,  (lati 

liis,  y7y 

IWI.  707 

2.  4.17.  .!'.'7 

1.  Hr,.  J.iW 

W»i,  90t°> 

Mii.Mri 

44.'..  1 1211 

3.5. 0 

ri<.  4 

43  H 

:*;.  4 
>i)  3 
.VV  7 
51    7 
.^5  1) 

;«i  r, 

a'  4 
.M.  S 
M.  1 

M.•^ 

4'1  S 
47.1 

4 

32' 

8 

8 

3 

10 
4" 

12 

27 
13 
10 

8 

111 
1(J 

Fl.'cti.ral  j 


rripiilar 

NoU; 


I  Kli'ptiiral 
PiTivnl         voles 
of  UiUil        (I-odt'i-- 

I    <  i(>S.S»'tt  1 


3.85 

275.  075 

2.3 

1(18,  527 

3  ,5 

22f>.  ■Mt\ 

18  0 

2.  197.  ,548 

3.6 

245,  :m 

4.5 

4S1,  M\t 

1   f> 

K\.  3 1 5 

5  5 

444.  MM 

3.7 

452  .! 2.) 

2  6 

«T,II8I 

14.8 

2,01.!,  »2I) 

7  6 

8<ll..'i30 

r..  4 

451,. -,13 

5.5 

27.!,  IW 

5.0 

495,  72« 

4.7 

345,  U27 

. 

M  5 

41  r> 

,5.5  U 

42  7 

.38  W 

4.3.  U 

47  9 

45  0 

r»  4 

34.  4 

45  0 

41    0 

:t5.  r, 

.30  5 

v.i  y 

5Ztf 

7 
1 
4. 

13 

2 

3. 
1 
4 
8. 
1. 

12.  15 
.5  3 
3.5 
2.4 
ft  0 
6.3 


I'lirxihir 

\oU' 

Tereent 
ur  total 

Klortoral 
\oXiFa 

(I>J<l|f«V 

Oossptt) 

1.814 

0.5 

.05 

V.Mh 

4ti.  Wl 

4.817 

4,250 

636 

.3 

.9 
.8 
.4 
.4 

Vt 

.1 

1 

406 

9. 811 

17.  .VJfi 

8,  .3.54 

♦i.  .VX 
2.390 

.2 
.2 

.9 
.6 
.7 
.3 

.05 

!06 
.1 

1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1301 


Apportionment  of  electoral  college  volet  on  the  basis  of  the  popular  vote,  presidential  election  of  1952  {Eisenhower,  Republican — Stevenson, 

Democrat) — Continued 


Total  pop- 
ular VVUi 

.351,  7 W. 

Wr2.  (174 
?,  38.?.  -.WH 
2,  798.  sm 
1,37'.*,  4  h;i 

2V,  51« 
l,8a2,  Oti2 

■Ji\.':  107 

(4W.  UVII 
K2.  190 

272.  9.52 

2,  41 'J,  .'..'4 

7.128.241 

1,210,  yld 

270.  127 

3,  70I'.  7?o- 
948,  9M 
695,  (,.59 

4,  .580.  .V.2 
414.  49K 

;i4i.  121 

294.  28.3 
892.  .V'^i 

2,  i)~f.  Mfi 
;«•.(.  ,5.54 
1. 'A  ,5.57 
619,  <*U 

1.  KU.  708 
873.  MH 

L**!  17.  370 
129.  251 

Electoral  votes 

Republican 

Democratic 

Other 

EUta 

Repub- 
lican 

.5 
9 

M\ 
20 
11 

13 

4 

■  e 
s 

4 

Ifi 

4 
45 

4 
25 

ti 

6 
32 

4. 

4 

11 

24 

4 

3 

12 

9 

Pemo- 
tral 

Popular 
vuUi 

Percent 
of  toUl 

6r,  0 
5.5.4 

64.2 

.5.',.  4 
,55.3 

;«  fi 

60.7 
59.4 
09.2 
61   4 
60.9 
«..  8 
W.4 
55.4 
4»-.  1 
71.0 
.V,.  8 
.54.  6 
60.6 
52.  7 
51.0 
46.  4 
69.3 
.50.  0 
.53.1 
A8.9 
71.5 
66.3 
M.  4 
48.1 
61.0 
62.7 

Electoral 
vote.s 

Uosstttj 

Popular 
vole 

Percent 
of  tuUl 

Electoral 
voles 

Uossetl; 

Popular 
vote 

Percent 
of  toUil 

Electoral 

votes 
(Ixxlge- 
Oosselt) 

NT  aim* 

232,  .3.'.3 
499.  424 

1,292.  .325 

1..5.M,52« 
7f.3,211 
112.9»i»i 
9.'' 9,  429 
l.'.7,:i94 
421.1.113 
,V),  HT2 
1 1*.,  2V9 

1.374.1.13 
132.170 

3,  9.52.  81 5 

y*.  1(7 
191,71: 

2,  Km,  4.5«i 
518,045 
4211.  81.', 

2,41,5.789 
210,935 
1.58.312 
21  3.  857 
44«.  147 

1,  102.878 
194,  190 
109,717 
349,  037 
Ml  107 
419,970 
979,  744 
81,047 

3.3 
6.0 
8.7 

11    1 
6.1 
3.2 
6  6 
2.4 
4.2 
1.8 
2.4 
9.1 
2.2 

24.9 
fi.  5 
2.8 

14  2 
4.4 
3.6 

ir,  9 

2.04 
3.7 
2.8 
5.5 
12.7 
2.4 
2.  1 
6.S 
4.9 
3.8 
7.3 
1.9 

118,80f, 
39.'.,  .337 

1.083.  .525 

l,2:«l.<>57 
608,  4.58 
1  r2,. V53 
V29,  KM) 
l(Jt.,213 
188,0.57 
31,fi88 
l(»i,  frfa 

],015,9rr2 
10.5,  tK.l 

3,  104,(ifJl 

65Z  8*13 

70,  (i94 

l,6(m,3</2 

430,  u;i9 
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THE  WALTER-McCARRAN  ACT 
Mr,  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
February  1953  issue  of  the  Sign,  national 
Catholic  magazine,  contains  an  edito- 
rial item  captioned  "The  Mote  in  Mr. 
McCarran's  Eye." 

Not  because  this  article  mentions  me, 
but  because  It  expresses  what  I  consider 
to  be  an  extremely  realistic  view  about 
certain  criticisms  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  of  1952.  and  does 
so  in  a  succinct  and  highly  readable  way, 
I  ask  unanimous  cor^ent  that  the  text 
of  this  short  editorial  may  be  printed 
In  full  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Mote  in  Mk.  McC amah's  Ete 
The  McCarran  Act  grated  Into  gear  and 
pot  off  to  a  bumpy  start  on  December  24. 
Its  activation  brought  testy  criticism  from 
Britain  and  France.  The  Manchester 
Guardian  called  It  a  scandalous  piece  of  11- 
llberallsm.  Two  hundred  and  seventy-one 
sailors  of  the  French  liner  Libert^  refused  to 
answer  Immigration  oflBcials'  questions  and 
sulked  aboard  ship  during  the  Lihertis 
holiday  stay  In  New  York. 

Like  any  product  of  fallible  human  con- 
triving, the  McCarran  Act  has  defects.  A 
lot  of  honest  people  think  It  discriminates 
against  certain  classes  of  deserving  Immi- 
grants whose  security  status  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned. Perhaps,  after  a  trial  run  has  spread 
Its  seams  and  located  Its  squeaks,  desirable 
amendments  will  suggest  themselves. 

In  the  meantime,  however,  the  squawk 
from  Britain  and  France  should  be  pointedly 
disregarded.  All  too  late,  we  have  begun 
to  deal  vigorously  with  our  security  prob- 
lems. Now  we  are  hustling  penitently  to 
catch  up.  The  McCarran  Act  represents  a 
serious  effort  at  security  legislation. 
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Britain  and  France  have  been  notorlotisly 
listless  about  Red  undercover  work  and  con- 
tinue in  their  anesthetic  indifference. 

British  negligence  provided  the  bland  p>o- 
lltlcal  climate  In  which  blossomed  the 
traitors.  May,  Fucha,  Pontecorvo,  Burgess, 
and  MacLean,  The  same  balky  liberalism 
has  Just  put  May  back  Into  circulation  as 
a  freeman.  It  has  meticulously  burled  vital 
facts  about  the  Ideological  leanings  of  Bur- 
gess and  MacLean,  the  truant  diplomats, 

France  Is  honeycombed  with  subversives 
and  with  politicians  who  only  play  at  the 
serious  business  of  government.  The  re- 
grettable result  of  thU  reckless  sport  is  that 
French  Ministries  are  casually  pushed  over 
by  adult  statesmen  In  the  National  Assembly 
much  as  building  blocks  are  toppled  by  chil- 
dren In  a  nursery.  The  Plnay  Ministry  has 
been  the  latest  casualty. 

Once  upon  a  time  the  value  of  British  and 
French  opinion  was  not  so  plainly  negligible, 
and  criticism  from  them  might  reasonably 
set  us  to  a  conscientious  soul  searching. 

But  that  day  Is  long  past  in  the  matter 
of  defense  against  subversives.  We  know  it. 
Apparently  Britain  and  France  don't  know 
that  we  know  It.  Eton't  know,  either,  how 
ridiculous  they  look  In  this  old.  patronizing 
role  and  how  short  our  patience  is  getting. 

We  will  listen  to  Britain  and  France  about 
the  McCarran  Act  when  they  have  done  as 
much  about  security  as  we,  and  have  done 
It  better. 

We  don't  mind  buying  hair  restorer.  But 
not  from  a  couple  of  fellows  who  are  fla- 
grantly bald  under  the  pseudoradlance  of 
ill-fltting  toupees. 


It  may  be  said  that  such  was  the  case 
5  years  ago  in  1948  when  the  students  in 
Czechoslovakia  carried  on  a  spirited 
demonstration  in  the  old  city  of  Prague 
to  arouse  the  spirits  of  free  men  in  the 
hope  of  salvaging  their  land  from  the 
moving  forces  of  communism. 

While  they  failed  in  this  endeavor, 
their  spirit  carries  on  both  in  Czechoslo- 
vakia and  in  the  hearts  of  students  and 
Czechs  who  are  today  in  exile.  Thou- 
sands of  such  students  are,  in  fact,  in 
exile  at  the  present  time  and  are  coordi- 
nating their  efforts  and  building  the 
moral  and  spiritual  forces  on  which 
mankind  must  rely  for  the  day  of  lib- 
eration. 

That  demonstration  came  in  February 
1948  and  it  is  well  that  we  who  enjoy  the 
benefits  of  a  free  land  take  thought  of 
their  sacrifices  and  devotion  not  only  for 
the  inspiration  which  it  affords  but  to 
make  certain  that  those  sacrifices  will 
not  have  been  in  vain. 


FIFTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  STUDENT 
DEMONSTRATION  IN  PRAGUE 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  so 
often  in  time  of  crisis,  particularly  in  the 
countries  of  the  Old  World,  it  has  re- 
mained for  students  who  were  clothed  in 
zeal  and  fired  by  an  intense  fidelity  to 
an  ideal  to  show  the  way  to  people  of 
more  tinted  outlook  and  waivering  faith. 


A   STABILIZED   MARKET   FOR   THE 
PRODUCTS  OF  DOMESTIC  MINES 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  the  Acting  President  pro  tem- 
pore of  the  Senate  will  recall  that  last 
week  I  introduced  a  bill  to  assist  the 
mining  industry,  especially  the  strategic 
and  critical  material  section  of  the  min- 
ing industry. 

My  bill,  which  would  set  up  a  metals 
credit  corpwration,  was  copied  almost 
word  for  word  from  the  act  which  cre- 
ated the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
except  that  the  purpose  of  my  bill  is  to 
aid  metals  instead  of  agricultural  prod- 
ucts, and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
would  have  jurisdiction,  instead  o{  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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In  this  connection,  the  Colorado  Sen- 
ate has  passed  Senate  Joint  Memorial 
No.  7.  from  which  I  should  like  to  read. 

The  joint  resolution  provides,  in  part: 

That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  and  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  approved 
legislation  lor — 

(1)  The  stabilizing  of  a  market  for  do- 
mestically  produced   metals. 

(2)  The  creation  of  a  flexible  import  tax 
payable  in  the  form  of  metal  to  the  domestic 
stockpile  of  strategic  and  critical  materials 
which  will  equalize  the  costs  of  production 
and  afford  the  domestic  producer  an  even 
break  with  his  foreign  competitor. 

(3)  The  passage  of  legislation  in  lieu  of 
the  above  which  would  create  a  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  which  would  provide  a 
market  for  the  products  of  our  mines  on  the 
same  basis  of  parity  or  costs  of  production 
as  are  afforded  the  producers  of  farm  prod- 
ucts within  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  present  the  joint  me- 
morial and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
Its  text  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and  that 
It  be  appropriately  referred. 

The  joint  memorial  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, and.  under  the  rule,  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Senate  Joint  Memorial  7 

Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of   the  United   States   to  approve   legisla- 
tion designed  to  provide  a  stabilized  mar- 
ket for  the  products  of  domestic  mines 
Whereas  the  base-metal  mining  Industry 
of  the  United  States  has  been  seriously  cur- 
tailed by  the  importation  of  lead  and  zinc 
from    foreign    countries    In    which    costs   of 
production  are  much  lower  than  those  which 
prevail  in  the  United  States  under  American 
standards;  and 

Whereas  many  sections  of  the  United 
States  are  dependent  In  large  measure  upon 
the  production  of  these  nletals  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  economies  and  the  drastic 
curtailment  of  production  has  affected  the 
welfare  of  these  areas  through  losses  to  local 
merchants,  employees,  power  plants,  raU- 
roads,  trucking  Unea,  and  business  enter- 
prises generally:  and 

Whereas  tax  Income  is  being  shut  off  for 
local,  county,  and  State  government  pur- 
poses; and 

Whereas  other  sources  of  revenue  generally 
used  in  the  procurement  of  manufactured 
items  from  manufacturing  States  are  being 
stopped;  and 

Whereas  unfair  competition  Is  being  pre- 
sented to  domestic  producers  because  of  the 
large  sums  of  money  which  have  been  used 
abroad  In  the  encouragement  of  production 
of  these  same  metals  there;  and 

Whereas  further  damage  is  threatened  by 
reason  of  the  Introduction  of  legislation  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  which 
would  do  away  with  the  "buy  American" 
features  of  the  present  law:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  39th  Gen- 
eral Assembli/  of  the  State  of  Colorado  (the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring  herein) , 
That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  is  hereby,  memorialized  to  approve  leg- 
islation for — 

(1)  The  stabilizing  of  a  market  for  do- 
mestically produced  metals; 

(2)  The  creation  of  a  flexible  Import  tax. 
payable  in  the  form  of  metal  to  the  domestic 
stockpile  of  strategic  and  critical  materials, 
which  will  equalize  the  costs  of  production 
and  afford  the  domestic  producer  an  even 
break  with  his  foreign  competitor; 

(3)  The  passage  of  legislation  lu  lieu  of 
the  above  which  would  create  a  Cotnmodlty 
Credit  Corporation  which  would  provide  a 
market  for  the  products  of  our  mines  on  the 

basis  of  parity  or  costs  of  productloQ 


as  are  afforded  the  producers  of  farm  prod- 
ucts within  the  United  States; 

(4)  The  defeat  of  any  move  which  will 
eliminate  the  "buy  American"  provisions  of 
the  present  stockpiling  act,  or  of  any  act 
which  has  heretofore  been  enacted  by  the 
Congress  designed  to  maintain  the  well- 
being,  safety,  and  security  of  the  American 
people;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Senators  and  Congressmen  representing 
the  State  of  Colorado  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  the  Honorable  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  and  to  the  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 
and  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines, 
and  to  the  Chairman  of  the  National  Secu- 
rity Resources  Board,  and  to  the  Adnuuls- 
trator  of  the  Defense  Materials  Procurement 
Administration,  and  to  the  Director  of  the 
National  Production  Administration,  and  to 
the  Chairman  of  the  Munitions  Board  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Military  Affairs  Committees  of 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States. 
Gordon  Abbott. 

President  of  the  Senate. 
David  A    Hamil. 

Speakrr  of  the  Hou'ie  of  Representatives. 
Mildred  H  Chesswell, 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
Lee  Mattifs. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  yesterday  I  received  a  tele- 
gram from  Silverton,  which  is  in  San 
Juan  County.  Colo.  The  telepram  is 
addressed  to  me.  and  reads  as  follows: 

Shenandoah  Dives — 

Which  is  a  large  mining  company — 
announced  the  Indefinite  closing  of  oper- 
ations yesterday.  This  closed  the  mine  and 
the  only  custom  mill  in  the  county,  mean- 
ing not  a  single  mine  or  mill  will  operate 
here  by  February  28.  Panic  Is  becoming  the 
byword.     Please    hurry    your    legislation. 

Nicholas  Heidt. 

Mr.  President,  the  Shenandoah  Dives 
has  been  one  of  cur  most  substantial 
mines  in  Colorado.  Complex  ores,  with 
silver,  zinc,  lead,  and  copper,  are  mined 
there.  As  the  telegram  indicates,  all 
the  mines  in  that  county  have  now  been 
closed,  and  that  county  is  in  the  best 
mining  district  in  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Yesterday  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of 
Herman  Clott  called  on  me.  He  is  the 
Washington  repre.sentative  of  the  Inter- 
national Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and 
Smelter  Workers.  He  told  me  that  100.- 
000  miners  of  the.se  complex  ores  in  the 
Western  States  are  out  of  employment 
because  the  mines  everywhere  are  clos- 
ing; they  are  unable  to  operate.  The 
prices  of  lead  and  zinc  have  dropped 
below  the  costs  of  production,  and  all 
these  mines  have  to  close. 

Last  week  the  Colorado  Mininij  As- 
sociation held  its  convention  in  Colorado, 
and  had  the  following  to  say: 

Your  commute  on  resolutions  reports  as 
follows: 

The  ability  and  Ingenuity  of  the  Ameri- 
can metal  miner,  and  the  productive  capac- 
ity of  our  mines,  have  l>een  amply  demon- 
strated In  two  world  wars.  From  our  mines 
came  the  met.ils  to  arm  the  free  peoples  of 
the  world  In  their  fight  against  aggression. 
This  Nation  is  now  repudiating  this  indus- 


try,   so    Indispensable    to    our    defeiMe    and 
our  standard  of  living. 

Government  oflBcials  and  International 
cartels  have  allied  themselves  to  wreck  this 
great  national  resource.  This  country  has 
subsidized  metal  mines  in  many  parts  of 
the  world.  It  has  financed  the  operations 
of  International  mining  companies.  It  has 
fostered  and  promoted  cheap  foreign  com- 
petition while,  at  the  same  time,  it  has 
placed  restriction  on  restriction  and  tax 
upon  tax  on  our  domestic  mining  Industry. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  read  the 
remainder  of  the  resolutions,  but  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  entire  reso- 
lutions be  made  a  part  of  the  Recoro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  ordeied  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Resolutions  or  1953  Convention,  Colosaoo 
Mining  Association 

Your  committee  on  resolutions  reports  as 
follows: 

The  ability  and  Ingenuity  of  the  American 
metal  miner,  and  the  productive  capacity  of 
our  mines,  have  been  amply  demonstrated 
in  two  world  wars.  From  our  mines  came 
the  metals  to  arm  the  free  peoples  of  the 
world  In  their  figlit  against  aggression.  This 
Nation  is  now  repudiating  this  industry,  so 
indLspen.sable  to  uur  defense  and  our  stand- 
ard of  living. 

Government  officials  and  International 
cartel.s  have  allied  themselves  to  wreck  this 
great  national  resource  l^is  country  has 
subsidized  metal  mines  In  many  parts  of  the 
world  It  has  financed  the  operations  of 
International  mining  companies.  It  has  foe- 
teied  and  promoted  cheap  foreign  competi- 
tion while,  at  the  same  time,  it  has  placed 
restriction  on  restriction  and  tax  upon  tax 
on  our  domestic  mining  industry. 

Even  now  the  Bureau  of  Land  Ifanage- 
ment  is  scheming  to  place  more  burdens  on 
the  metul  miner  and  dictate  his  operations. 
Exl&iliig  laws  which  are  ample  to  protect  our 
lorest.s  and  public  domain  are  not  being 
enforced.  Violations,  which  result  from 
failures  to  enforce  these  laws,  are  being  mag- 
nified and  publicized  to  condition  the  pub- 
lic and  the  Congress  for  more  oppressive  laws 
which  will  enhance  the  power,  prestige,  and 
size  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and 
its  employees. 

We  hold  that  ours  must  be  a  government 
of  laws  and  not  of  men:  that  laws  must  be 
commensurate  with  their  purposes;  and  that 
the  practice  of  giving  Government  bureaus 
e.tcesRlve  powers  In  the  pious  hope  such  pow- 
ers will  be  used  sparingly  and  Justly  Is  folly 
and  extremely  dangerous  to  our  republic. 

A  propaganda  campaign  to  deceive  our 
Dcople  and  Instill  the  false  Impression  that 
we  are  a  "have  not"  Nation  regarding  metals 
1.".  now  being  waged,  and  is  soon  to  be  Inten- 
sified. 8up})ortitig  this  propaganda  are  those 
oriranlzatlons  and  Individuals  who  seek  to 
destroy  all  competition  from  domestic  mines 
in  order  that  they  may  buy  and  sell  cheaply 
produced  foreign  ores  more  profitably  and  at 
prices  fixed  by  them.  Closely  allied  with 
these  groups  are  those  internstlonalisU  who 
would  ruin  our  country  and  its  industries 
by  strengthening  and  expanding  comp>etitive 
Industries  In  foreign  lands.  We  cannot  re- 
move the  barriers  that  protect  our  standard 
of  living  and  still  preserve  that  standard. 
In  this  country,  every  Industry  pays  high 
taxes  and  high  wages;  it  contributes  to  work- 
men's compensation,  unemployment  com- 
pensation, social  security,  and  other  funds. 
It  frequently  pays  Its  employees  as  much  in  1 
day  as  its  foreign  competitors  pay  in  a  week. 
No  American  industry  can  prosper  when  It 
is  forced  to  compete  with  foreign  concerns 
which  pay  few,  if  any,  of  these  added  cosU. 
This  Is  particularly  true  of  base  metals,  such 
as  lead  or  zinc,  or  minerals  such  as  fluor- 
si)ar.  We  are  not  here  complaining  of  these 
added  costs.  We  are  proud  of  the  ability  and 
integrity  of  our  employees,  who  are  entitled 
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to  Just  compensation  and  a  decent  standard 
of  living.  Either  we  must  equalize  the  fac- 
tors which  now  permit  unjust  competition 
fiom  cheaply  produced  foreign  products,  or 
we  will  be  reduced  to  the  standard  of  living 
(,f  our  foreign  competitors. 

Metal  mining  must  be  revived  in  this 
Nation  The  miner  must  be  protected  from 
unfair  foreign  competition.  American  metal 
miners  must  be  given  the  freedom  to  develop 
and  manage  their  complex  Industry  as  cir- 
cumstances best  require. 

,  •  •  •  • 

2  We  urge  that  our  State  and  Federal  In- 
come tax  laws  and  regulations  be  amended 
so  as  to  permit  development  costs  after  dis- 
covery of  ore  to  be  treated  as  operating  ex- 
penses, to  provide  adequate  allowances  for 
percentage  depletion,  and  to  provide  per- 
centage depletion  be  allowed  not  only  on 
artual  sales  of  ore,  but  also  on  all  premiums 
paid,  on  the  production  of  ore.  by  any  Gov- 
ernment agency.  We  point  out  that  mining 
«iI>eratlon8  are.  at  best,  uncertain  and  that 
losses  from  unprofitable  mining  ventures 
should  l)e  allowed  corporations  and  individ- 
uals as  ordinary  deductions  against  current 
income. 

3  We  pwint  out  to  our  Federal.  State,  and 
liK-al  tax-spending  agencies  that  the  limit 
«if  taxation  has  been  reached.  The  American 
taxpayer  cannot  pay  more.  We  urge  that 
any  further  moneys  required  by  governments 
must.  In  the  future,  come  from  the  savings 
to  be  had  from  more  economic  and  efficient 
government,  and  not  from  new  or  Increased 
taxation. 

4  We  heartily  commend  the  sliding  scale 
stabilization  import  duty  on  lead  and  zinc 
adopted  by  the  National  Lead  and  Zinc  Com- 
mittee In  Denver.  Colo.,  on  February  11,  1953. 
For  the  salvation  of  our  lead  and  zinc  min- 
inn  Industry,  we  respectfully  urge  the  Con- 
gress immediately  to  adopt  such  duty. 

5  We  point  out  that  many  mines  produc- 
ing critical  and  strategic  ores  are  without 
markets  for  such  ores.  We  urge  the  immedi- 
ate establishment  of  stockpiling  depots, 
strategically  located,  to  provide  these  markets 
particularly  for  the  small  miner.  We  urge 
that  the  prices  paid  for  such  ores  by  these 
depots  be  realistic  and  In  keeping  with  the 
co.sts  of  producing  such  ores. 

We  extend  our  warmest  appreciation  to  the 
Honorable  Ed.  C.  Johnson.  United  States 
Senator  from  Colorado,  for  Introducing  in 
the  United  Slates  Senate  a  bill  to  esubllsh 
a  Metals  Credit  Corporation  in  order  to  pro- 
vide a  stable  market  for  and  a  ready  supply 
of  strategic  metals  and  minerals  in  the 
United  States;  and  we  respectfully  and 
urgently  request  the  adoption  of  this  meas- 
ure  by   the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

6  We  strenuously  advocate  the  restoration 
of  the  gold  standard  based  on  a  price  for 
gold  in  keeping  with  its  cost  of  production 
and  the  free  convertibility  of  gold  with  other 
moneys.  This  step  wUl  halt  inflation  and 
relieve  world-wide  economic  distress.  The 
International  Monetary  Fund  and  all  foreign 
exchange  and  monetary  agreements  in  con- 
flict with  the  gold  standard,  unlimited  con- 
vertibility, and  free  exchange  of  gold  and 
silver  coins,  must  be  abrogated. 

We  extend  to  the  Honorable  Eugene  D. 
MiLLiKiN.  United  States  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado, our  deep  appreciation  for  his  vigilant 
and  untiring  efforu  to  protect  and  advance 
the  Just  cause  of  the  American  metal  miner. 

7.  We  oppose  any  repeal  of  the  present 
Silver  Purchase  Laws  of  the  United  States. 
We  point  out  that  the  practice  of  inducing 
nations  to  demonetize  their  sUver  money 
and  to  dump  that  demonetized  silver  on 
world  markets  to  break  the  price  of  silver 
still  prevaUs.  The  demonetization  of  silver 
has  l)een  largely  responsible  for  the  economic 
and  political  upheavals  in  China,  India,  and 
other  nations. 

8.  We  urge  the  establishment  of  fi  Federal 
Department  of  Mines,  presided  over  by  a 
secreUry  with  a  seat  in  the  President's  Cab- 
inet.    In  this  connection,  we  urgently  re- 


quest that  any  such  Secretary  of  Mining,  as 
well  as  those  ofQclals  who  now  preside  over 
the  various  agencies  relating  to  metal  mining 
or  who  have  any  voice  in  the  policy-making 
of  such  agencies,  be  men  of  known  devotion 
to  the  cause  of  our  domestic  metal  mining 
Industry,  including  the  little  miner. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  wish  to  read  two  specific  resolu- 
tions in  connection  with  the  Colorado 
Mining  Association's  convention: 

We  extend  our  warmest  appreciation  to  the 
Honorable  Ed.  C.  Johnson,  United  States 
Senator  from  Colorado,  for  Introducing  In 
the  United  States  Senate  a  bUl  to  establish 
a  Metals  Credit  Corporation  in  order  to  pro- 
vide a  stable  market  for  and  a  ready  supply 
of  strategic  metals  and  minerals  in  the 
United  States;  and  we  respectfully  and 
urgently  request  the  adoption  of  this  meas- 
ure by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Also  the  following  resolution: 
We  heartily  commend  the  sliding  scale 
stabilization  import  duty  on  lead  and  zinc 
adopted  by  the  National  Lead  and  Zinc  Com- 
mittee In  Denver,  Colo.,  on  February  11,  1953. 
For  the  salvation  of  our  lead  and  zinc  mining 
Industry,  we  respectfully  urge  the  Congress 
immediately  to  adopt  such  duty. 

Mr.  President,   the   Colorado  Mining 
As.sociation  and.  I  believe,  the  mining 
industries  throughout  the  United  States 
prefer  the  latter  method  of  meeting  a 
very  critical  situation,  namely,  by  means 
of  the  imposition  of  import  duties  on 
lead  and  zinc.    I  believe  they  prefer  that 
method,  as  opposed  to  the  method  pro- 
vided   by    the    bill    I    have    introduced. 
However,  the  reason  why  I  have  intro- 
duced the  bill  is  that  I  realize  how  diffi- 
cult it  is  in  these  days  to  obtain  the  en- 
actment of  any  sort  of  tariff  bill  or  to 
have  any  sort  of  import  duty  or  other 
duty  placed  on  any  commodity  which 
can  be  imported  from  other  parts  of  the 
world.      The     sentiment      is     strongly 
against  increased  tariffs;  the  sentiment 
is  strongly  against  import  duties.     I  have 
no  quarrel  whatever  with  that  method 
of  meeting  the  situation,  and  I  shall  give 
my  full  support  to  that  proposed  solu- 
tion, if  the  mining  industry  decide  that  is 
the  way  they  wish  to  proceed.     Such  a 
bill  would,  of  course,  have  to  be  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
because  it  would  be  a  revenue  measure, 
and  the  Senate  would  not  be  able  to  act 
upon    the    bill    until    the    House    had 
passed  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to  put  a 
wet  blanket  or  throw  cold  water  on  any- 
one's proposal;  but  I  believe  the  mining 
Industry  should  be  told  very  frankly, 
and  I  am  standing  here  today  to  tell 
them,  that  their  chances  of  having  any 
kind  of  import  duty  imposed  and  their 
chances  of  having  any  kind  of  increased 
tariff  placed  on  importations  into  the 
United  States  are  indeed  very  dim  and 
very  slim.  I  believe  they  would  be  better 
advised  if  they  were  to  adopt  the  plan 
provided  for  in  the  bill  I  have  introduced 
in  the  Senate,  by  means  of  which  metals 
of  all  kinds,  coming  from  all  sources, 
could  enter  the  United  States  to  supply 
the  domestic  demands  of  our  industries 
for  those  metals;  and  our  domestic 
metals,  especially  our  strategic  and  crit- 
ical metals,  would  be  purchased  by  a 
Metals  Credit  Corporation  and  held  in 
stockpiles.  I  believe  that  by  means  of 
that  method  we  could  keep  alive  in  the 
United  States  our  mining  industry. 


So  I  recommend  to  the  chairman  cf 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  that  he  give  consideration  to 
holding  a  hearing  and  taking  favorable 
action  on  the  Metals  Credit  Corporation 
bill  I  have  introduced. 


CREDIT  RESTRICTIONS 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  many 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  expressed 
concern  over  the  administration's  policy 
of  tightening  up  on.  credit.  Coming  at  a 
time  when  farm  prices  and  farm  incomes 
have  been  falling,  increases  in  interest 
rates  and  other  restrictions  on  credit  can 
have  an  exceedingly  unfortunate  impact 
upon  American  agriculture. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  over 
interest-rate  increases  which  necessitate 
additional  spending  to  service  the  public 
debt.  Just  last  week  the  Treasury  De- 
partment shifted  almost  $9  billion  of  the 
public  debt  from  securities  paying  l''/8 
percent  in  interest  to  securities  paying 
2'4  percent  in  interest.  Preliminary 
calculations  would  seem  to  indicate  that 
this  increase  in  interest  rates  will  cost 
the  Federal  Government  about  $34  mil- 
lion a  year — or  $136  million  over  the  next 
4  years.  This  new  expenditure  to  which 
the  Treasury  Department  has  commit- 
ted itself  amounts  to  twice  as  much  as 
would  be  needed  to  finance  for  the  next 
6  years  all  the  new  medical  education 
required  in  this  country. 

In  view  of  the  importance  of  this  mat- 
ter. I  have  written  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  Mr.  George  H.  Humphrey, 
and  asked  for  his  official  calculations 
on  the  additional  cost  to  the  Treasury 
resulting  from  the  increased  interest 
rate.  I  have  also  asked  what  effect  this 
type  of  action  would  have  upon  the  cost 
and  availability  of  credit  to  farmers, 
businessmen,  homeowners,  and  others. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  a 
copy  of  my  letter  to  Secretary  Humphrey 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  in 
connection  with  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 

was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

as  follows: 

Pebruakt  12,  1953. 

The  Honorable  GEomcE  M.  Humphrey, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Dear  Mr.  Sbcretart  :  Many  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  been  extremely  concerned  over 
the  published  reports  about  the  terms  upon 
which  the  Treasury  Department  has  Just  re- 
financed nearly  $9  billion  In  certificates  ot 
Indebtedness. 

As  a  result  of  this  operation,  It  would  seem 
that  your  policy  of  higher  Interest  rates  has 
raised  Interest  charges  on  this  portion  of  the 
public  debt  by  at  least  $34  million  a  year. 

In  other  words.  Instead  of  puylng  1%  per- 
cent of  the  total  sum,  you  now  worked  out 
a  plan  whereby  you  are  committed  to  pay 
2V4  percent  on  most  of  it  and  S^j  percent  on 
the  remainder,  an  Increase  ranging  from 
three-eighths  to  five-eights  of  1  percent. 
This  would  seem  to  be  a  total  Interest  pay- 
ment of  $197  million  a  year  as  contrasted 
with  $163  million  previously — in  other 
words,  an  Increase  of  $34  million  or  20  per- 
cent. 

This  is  a  rather  surprising  action  In  the 
direction  of  unnecessary  spending  on  the 
part  of  an  administration  which  has  prom- 
ised to  cut  down  expenses. 

Over  the  next  4  years  It  would  seem  that 
this  one  refinancing  venture  alone  would 
cost  the  taxpayers  $136  mUllon.  This  extra 
and  totally  unnecessary  payment  to  the 
bankers  woulu  by  Itself  amount  to  twice  as 


1304 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


Febmary  20 


ill 


i\<\ , 


i. 


much  money  as  would  be  needed  to  finance 
for  the  next  6  years  all  the  new  medical  edu- 
cation required  In  this  country. 

In  view  of  the  Importance  of  this  matter, 
I  would  therefore  greatly  appreciate  it  if  you 
could  supply  me  with  the  answers  to  the 
following  questions: 

1.  What  Is  the  Treasury  Department's  cal- 
culation as  to  the  additional  interest  pay- 
ments that  will  be  required  by  this  recent 
refinancing  action? 

2.  Over  the  course  of  the  next  4  years,  what 
Is  your  estimate  as  to  the  total  cost  of  the 
handling  of  this  portion  of  the  public  debt? 

3.  What  effect  will  actions  of  this  type 
have  upon  Increasing  the  cost  of  credit  to 
farmers,  businessmen,  home  owners,  and 
other  possible  borrowers? 

4.  What  effect  will  actions  of  this  type 
have  upon  the  availability  of  credit  to  farm- 
ers, businessmen,  home  owners,  and  other 
possible   borrowers? 

5.  What  portion  of  the  marketable  public 
debt  now  Outstanding  will  have  to  be  re- 
financed during  the  rest  of  1953,  during  1954, 
during  1965.  during  1956? 

Your  cooperation   in   this  matter  will  be 
greatly  appreciated. 
With   best  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Jamks  E.  Mubrat. 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  FLANDERS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAPT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
morning  hour  concluded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair).  The  morning  hour 
has  not  been  concluded. 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  am  waiting  for  that. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I, 
too,  was  waiting  for  the  conclusion  of 
the  morning  hour. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
are  no  further  bills,  joint  resolutions,  or 
other  routine  matters  to  be  presented, 
the  morning  hour  is  concluded. 


INTERNATIONAL  MONETARY  FUND 
AND  INTERNATIONAL  BANK  FOR 
RECONSTRUCTION— NOMINATION 
OF  GEORGE  M.  HUMPHREY 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
but  one  nomination  on  the  Executive 
Calendar,  that  of  George  M.  Humphrey, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  be  United 
States  Governor  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund,  United  States  Gover- 
nor of  the  International  Bank  for 
Reconstruction  and  Development.  As 
in  executive  session,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  nomination  be  con- 
firmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  as  in  executive  session,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  ask  that  the  President 
be  immediately  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  im- 
mediately notified  of  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
BxjsH  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi- 


nations,  which  were  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP 
COMMITTEES 

As  in  executive  session. 
The    following    favorable    reports    of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska,  from  the 
Comxntttee  on  Interior  and  Insular  AfTalrs: 

Samuel  Wilder  King,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

By  Mr.  8ALTONSTALL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

Allen  Welsh  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  from  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

Lloyd  A.  Mashburn.  of  California,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  Labor, 

By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr  .  of  Massachusetts. 
Ernest  A.  Gross,  of  New  York,  and  James  J. 
Wadsworth,  of  New  York,  to  be  representa- 
tives to  the  second  part  of  the  Seventh  Ses- 
sion of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United 
Nations;  sind 

WUllam  Sanders,  of  Virginia,  to  be  alter- 
nate representative  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Seventh  Session  of  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  United  Nations. 


CONSIDERATION  OP  SENATE  RESO- 
LUTIONS  ON  THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  consider  in  proper  order  calendar 
Nos.  28  to  40,  both  inclusive,  all  of  which 
are  Senate  resolutions  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordeied. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  that  the  first  of  the  resolutions 
be  stated. 


JANE  E.  HENDERSON 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  72)   to  pay  a 
gratuity  to  Jane  E.  Henderson  was  an- 
nounced as  first  in  order. 


ANNIVERSARY  OP   EMPLOYMENT 
ACT  OP  1946 

Mr.  FI^NDERS.  Mr.  President,  this 
afternoon  I  should  like  to  take  a  few 
moments  of  the  Senates  time  to  speak 
about  the  Employment  Act  of  1946. 
When  tlie  Employment  Act  was  ap- 
proved February  20,  1946.  exactly  7 
years  ago  today,  it  was  heralded  as  the 
most  significant  legislation  for  guiding 
public  policy  since  establishment  of  the 
Federal  budget  system  a  quarter  of  a 
century  earlier. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  this  act  was 
passed  unanimously  by  the  Senate  and 
by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  after  lengthy 
hearings  in  both  Houses  during  the  sum- 
mer and  fall  of  1945.  The  act  was  passed 
when  there  was  much  doubt  as  to  the 
abihty  of  our  economy  to  weather  a 
transition  from  World  War  II  to  a  peace- 
time economy.  Its  declaration  of  poUcy 
states; 

The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  It  Is 
the  continuing  policy  and  responsibility  of 
the  Federal  Government  to  use  all  practi- 
cable means  consistent  with  Its  needs  and 


obligations  and  other  essential  considers- 
tiuiis  of  national  policy,  with  the  assistance 
and  cooperation  of  Industry,  agriculture, 
labor,  and  State  and  local  governments,  to 
coordinate  and  utilize  all  Its  plans,  func- 
tions, and  resources  for  the  purpose  of  cre- 
ating and  maintaining,  in  a  manner  calcu- 
lated to  foster  and  promote  free  competitive 
enterprise  and  the  general  welfare,  condi- 
tions under  which  there  will  be  alTorded  use- 
ful employment  opportunities.  Including 
self-employment,  for  those  able,  willing,  and 
seeking  to  work,  and  to  promote  maximum 
einpluymeut,  production,  and  purchasing 
power. 

In  the  past  7  years  we  have  witnessed 
pro.sp)erous  conditions.  In  the  past  2 
years  we  have  been  forced  to  build  up 
our  military  strength  to  meet  aggression 
in  Asia  and  threatened  aggression  in 
Europe.  These  programs  have  main- 
tained employment  and  production  at 
record  levels. 

While  I  believed  that  the  Employment 
Act  has  served  a  meful  purpose  in  co- 
ordinating Federal  economic  policies  in 
the  interest  of  economic  stability,  the 
real  test  of  its  usefulness  remains  ahead 
of  us.  Unlej-s  the  international  situa- 
tion worsens,  we  will  be  faced  in  the  next 
2  years  with  a  transition  from  high  leveLs 
of  defense  expenditures  to  a  lower  and 
more  su.statnable  level.  This  transition 
will  require  adjustments  in  our  economy. 
It  will  pre.sent  a  real  challenge  to  pri- 
vate business  as  well  as  to  Government 

We  must  prevent  this  adjustment  from 
causinti  undue  unemployment,  or  from 
setting  off  a  splraling  deflation. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  all  the 
arguments  so  eloquently  advanced  by  the 
economic  interest  groups,  and  by  the 
Congress  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in 
1945  and  in  early  1946  in  favor  of  passage 
of  the  Employment  Act  hold  equal  mean- 
ing today.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  on 
thi.s.  its  seventh  anniversary.  I  wish  to 
urne  the  Congre.ss  and  the  administra- 
tion, to  take  stock  and  to  make  certain 
that  we  do  not  weaken  the  machinery 
provided  in  that  important  act. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  desire  to  compliment  the  able  and  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Vermont  upon 
taking  up  this  discussion  today,  on  the 
seventh  anniversary  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Employment  Act  of  1946.  No  one 
is  better  qualified  to  do  that  than  is  the 
Senator  from  Vermont,  who  is  the  senior 
Member  from  the  Senate  on  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report 
which  was  provided  for  by  that  act.  If 
I  recall  correctly,  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont has  been  on  the  committee  since 
its  inception,  soon  after  passage  of  the 
act. 

I  am  deli.chted  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont is  bringing  up  these  points  today. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  much  good  has  re- 
sulted from  the  functioning  of  the  two 
principal  setups  created  under  the  Elm- 
ployment  Act,  namely,  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers,  and  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Economic  Report,  which 
is  composed  of  Members  of  the  House 
and  Senate.  It  has  been  my  pleasure  to 
serve  on  that  committee  since  the  begin- 
ning of  the  80th  Congress  in  1947.  and 
to  serve  alongside  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
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mont.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont will,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks. 
di.scu.ss  some  of  the  work  of  that  com- 
mittee. I  may  say  that  I  am  imposing 
upon  the  Senator  at  this  time  only  be- 
cau.se  I  have  another  appointment,  to 
which  I  must  go  immediately. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  may.  I  should  like 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  remarks  of  the  dis- 
lintiuished  Senator  from  Vermont  there 
may  be  printed  in  the  Ricord,  In  this 
connection,  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  I 
recently  addressj-d  to  the  Honorable 
Jesse  f».  Wolcott.  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  who  Is  chair- 
man of  the  joint  committee,  relating  to 
a  definite  program  for  that  committee. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair).  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  l.> 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Alabama;  but 
I  should  like  to  remind  him  that  my  con- 
nection with  this  law  antedates  my  elec- 
tion to  the  Senate  In  that  I  played  some 
part  in  the  hearings  In  determining  the 
final  form  of  the  l:iw.  so  that  it  had  been 
a  matter  of  concern  to  me  for  a  year  or 
two  antedatinp?  mj  coming  to  the  Senate. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  wIU 
the  Senator  furthiT  yield  very  briefiy? 
Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  yield.  , 
Mr.  SPARKMAN,  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  is  correct.  It  had  slipped  my 
mind  for  the  time  being  that  long  before 
he  came  to  the  Senate  the  able  Senator 
from  Vermont  wa.s  well  known  through- 
out the  Nation  because  of  his  great  in- 
terest, understanding,  and  enlighten- 
ment in  connection  with  important  ques- 
tions before  the  country.  There  has 
never  been  any  lagging  in  the  great  In- 
terest, understanding,  and  wealth  of  In- 
formation possessed  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.    I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vennont  yield? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  recall 
that  I  was  chairman  of  the  subcommit- 
tee which  handled  the  bill,  and  we  had 
many  conferencefi  with  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  during  that  time.  When  the 
bill  was  originally  prepared  it  was  sent 
to  various  business  concerns  and  busi- 
ness associations  throughout  the  coun- 
try. Including  the  United  States  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce.  National  Manufac- 
turers Association,  and  many  other 
groups  of  that  kind.  When  It  was  finally 
put  Into  legislative  form  It  was  enacted 
into  law  and  ha.-?  been  a  very  effective 
measure.  If  we  had  had  in  the  1920's 
some  such  progi'am  as  that  which  is 
provided  by  that  measure,  we  probably 
would  have  escaped  the  serious  conse- 
quences <rf  the  depression;  indeed,  we 
probably  would  have  avoided  the  de- 
pression altogettier,  because  the  Eco- 
nomic Council  has  a  staff  provided  to 
study  the  economic  trends  of  the  coun- 
try, and  we  would  have  been  able  to  take 
advantage  of  tht;  situatltm  and  correct 
the  evils  likely  to  result  in  a  depression. 
Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana.  Let  me  say  to  him 
that  I  very  well  xememlaer  appearing 


before  his  committee  during  the  time 
when  the  legislation  was  in  process  of 
being  formed.  The  Senator  was  cour- 
teous. Intelligent,  and  particularly  fair- 
minded  in  giving  scope  for  suggestions 
and  criticisms  of  all  kinds  and  varieties. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  recall  what  the 
machinery  of  the  act  is. 

The  act  calls  for  the  President  to 
transmit  an  economic  report  to  the  Con- 
gress at  the  beginning  of  each  session. 
The  nature  of  the  report  Is  Indicated. 
In  general  it  is  to  present  a  picture  of 
the  economic  health  of  the  Nation,  dis- 
cuss trends  and  appraise  Federal  eco- 
nomic programs.  Also  it  is  to  contain 
a  program  and  legislative  recommenda- 
tions for  carrying  out  the  policy  of  the 
act. 

To  assist  the  President  In  discharging 
this  responsibility,  the  act  creates  a 
three -member  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers In  the  Executive  Office.  Specifi- 
cally, the  Council  is  charged  with,  first, 
helping  the  President  prepare  economic 
reports  to  the  Congress;  second,  gather- 
ing and  interpreting  Information  for  the 
President  relative  to  current  and  pro- 
spective economic  conditions;  third, 
studying  and  reporting  to  the  President 
the  effects  of  Federal  economic  pro- 
grams; fourth,  developing  and  recom- 
mending to  the  President  national  eco- 
nomic programs;  and  fifth,  making 
whatever  other  studies  and  recommen- 
dations with  respect  to  Federal  economic 
policy  and  legislation  which  the  Presi- 
dent may  request. 

While  the  Council  Is  given  no  operat- 
ing functions,  it  is  empowered  to  form 
advisory  committees  and  consult  with 
the  various  private  economic  groups,  and 
State  and  local  governments.  Further- 
more, the  Council  is  directed  to  utilize 
the  services,  facilities,  and  information 
of  other  Government  agencies,  as  well 
as  of  private  research  agencies,  In  order 
that  duplication  of  effort  and  expense 
may  be  avoided. 

Various  reports  have  come  from  the 
White  House  as  to  the  President's  plans 
for  the  Economic  Council,  but  we  may 
be  sure  that  he  is  keenly  aware  of  this 
major  problem  of  maintaining  employ- 
ment and  production  as  we  decrease  our 
governmental  expenditures.  The  prob- 
lem will  become  serious  when,  as,  and  if, 
we  go  into  a  peacetime  ecoiiomy.  It 
would  be  most  unwise  for  the  Congress 
in  any  way  to  cramp  or  hamper  the 
ability  of  the  administration  to  meet 
successfully  this  looked-for  event. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  the  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers,  due  largely  to  the 
personalities  of  some  of  the  former 
Council  members,  has  left  a  bad  taste  In 
many  mouths.  Last  week  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  denied  funds 
for  the  Council  to  carry  It  through  the 
current  fiscal  year.  Instead,  It  recom- 
mends an  appropriation  of  $25,000  for 
"an  economic  adviser  to  the  President 
and  a  staff  incidental  thereto."  This, 
of  course,  does  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  and  the  Con- 
gress will  increase  this  Item  and  restore 
an  amount  sufficient  to  continue  the 
agency  on  an  operating  basis  through 
the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year.  We 
can  depend  on  this  administration  to 


use  appropriations  sparingly  until  it  is 
ready  to  set  its  course  in  this  important 
undertaking. 

The  Congress  also  has  great  respon- 
sibilities in  carrying  out  the  policies  of 
the  act.  The  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Efconomic  Report  was  established  to  help 
the  Congress  meet  this  responsibility. 
The  14  members  of  the  committee  are 
drawn  equally  from  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives.  The  commit- 
tee's functions  are,  first,  to  make  a  con- 
tinuing study  of  matters  relating  to  the 
economic  report;  second,  to  study  means 
of  coordinating  programs  in  order  to 
further  the  policy  of  this  act;  and,  third, 
as  a  guide  to  the  several  committees  of 
the  Congress  dealing  with  legislation  re- 
lating to  the  economic  report  to  report  to 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives with  respect  to  each  of  the  main 
recommendations  made  by  the  President 
in  the  Economic  Report,  and  from  time 
to  time  to  make  such  other  reports  and 
recommendations  to  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable. The  committee  Is  authorized  to 
organize  a  professional  staff  to  assist  in 
its  endeavors. 

The  necessity  for  the  committee  is  ob- 
vious, since  the  responsibilities  assigned 
to  It  relate  to  the  work  of  several  stand- 
ing committees,  such  as  Banking  and 
Currency,  Finance.  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce.  Foreign  Relations,  and 
others.  In  our  committee  is  found  the 
means  for  reporting  on  the  relationship 
of  all  legislation  to  the  major  purpose  of 
maintaining  production  and  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Economic  Report  has  just- completed 
its  reorganization  under  the  new  Con- 
gress. Our  chairman  is  the  distin- 
guished Representative  from  Michigan 
Mr.  Wolcott.  I  have  the  honor  of  being 
vice  chairman.  Members  from  the 
Senate  besides  myself  include:  Senators 
Tatt,  Watkins,  Goldwater,  Sparkkan, 
Douglas,  and  Pulbright.  The  member- 
ship in  the  House,  in  addition  to  the 
chairman,  include:  Representatives 
Shjpson,  Talle,  Bender,  Hart.  Patman, 
and  BoLLiNG.  The  committee  is  cur- 
rently developing  an  agenda  of  study  for  ■ 
this  year.  We  expect  to  be  an  active 
committee  because  we  recognize  the 
challenge  of  the  transition  days  ahead. 

In  closing  I  wish  to  emphasize  the  im- 
portance of  using  all  of  our  facilities  to 
maintain  a  strong  and  expanded  econ- 
omy as  the  surest  weapon  against  the 
spread  of  communism. 

If  we  cannot  make  the  transition  to  a 
smaller  budget  and,  ultimately,  to  a 
peacetime  economy  without  severe  un- 
employment and  depressed  farm  mar- 
kets, then  nothing  we  do  to  keep 
communism  out  will  be  of  any  avalL 
Communism  will  be  generated  within. 

For  these  reasons  I  hope  that  the  Sen- 
ate will  give  President  Eisenhower  the 
means  to  coordinate  the  Government's 
economic  programs  In  the  interest  of  our 
national  secxirity  and  welfarei 

gXHIBiT   1 

FSBSUAKT   10,   1953. 

The  Honorable  Jzsse  P.  Wolcott, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Deab  Jbsk:  At  Friday's  organization  meet- 
ing   you    BUggccted    that    Membezs    witb 
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thoughts  as  to  possible  committee  projects 
submit  them  to  you  In  writing  during  the 
next  few  days.  The  following  are  some  areas 
that  seem  to  me  to  call  for  study.  I  believe 
the  Joint  Economic  Committee  would  be  the 
proper  committee  to  make  these  studies.  I 
mentioned  the  first  study  at  the  meeting  on 
Friday. 

1.  The  current  decline  In  farm  prices  and 
the  implications  of  this  decline  to  general 
economic  stability.  Will  this  decline  set  off 
a  general  depression? 

2.  The  implications  of  the  recent  and  cur- 
rent increase  in  private  debt.  Is  private 
debt  reaching  a  point  which  might  endanger 
our  continued  prosperity? 

3.  The  demands  of  a  rapidly  growing  popu- 
lation upon  Federal,  State,  and  local  govern- 
ments. What  Federal  policies  would  make  it 
possible  for  State  and  local  governments  to 
provide  the  traditional  services  of  this  grow- 
ing population  without  Increased  resort  to 
Federal  grants? 

4.  The  adequacy  of  the  so-called  built-in 
or  automatic  stabilizers  in  preventing  and 
mediating  violent  economic  fluctuations  in 
the  economy.  How  much  reliance  can  we 
place,  for  example,  on  the  social  security 
program,  the  farm  program,  the  progressive 
tax  structure,  and  the  like  in  counteracting 
fluctuations  in  private  Investment  and  con- 
sumption? 

5.  Are  stand-by  wage  and  price  controls 
needed  in  today's  tense  world?  Can  an  effec- 
tive and  practical  program  be  worked  out 
without  impairing  private  business  initia- 
tive and  the  free  enterprise  system? 

6.  Are  current  economic  statistics  ade- 
quate to  facilitate  private  business  in  mak- 
ing decisions  and  to  serve  as  a  guide  for 
publ.'c  policy  in  the  interest  of  economic 
stability  and  expansion? 

7.  Public  and  private  pension  systems  In 
a  stable  and  expanding  economy.  The  re- 
cent National  Planning  Association's  study 
submitted  to  the  Joint  Economic  Commit- 
tee summarizes  existing  pension  arrange- 
ments, explores  the  Interrelationships  be- 
tween public  and  private  pension  plans  and 
identifies  major  policy  «nd  problem  areas. 
Theae  major  policy  problems  should  be  ana- 
lyzed by  the  committee  and  recommenda- 
tions submitted  to  the  Congress.  They  in- 
clude, for  example:  the  interrelationship  of 
the  various  pension  plans  and  other  pro- 
grams for  income  maintenance  of  older  per- 
sons, the  problem  of  Immaturity,  a  universal 
pay-as-we-go  system,  protection  for  the  per- 
manently and  totally  disabled,  and  private 
plans  and  Government  regulation. 

I  haven't  thought  through  the  mechanics 
of  how  the  committee  could  proceed  to  study 
these  problems  and  I  suggest  them  only  as 
possible  topics  that  might  be  put  on  our 
committee's  agenda. 
Sincerely  yours, 

John  Spakkman. 


PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
inquiry  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader.  Is  he  in  a  position  to  state  at 
this  time  what  his  plans  are  for  the 
Senate  next  week? 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  program  is  that  the 
Senate  shall  meet  on  Monday.  Wednes- 
day, and  Friday,  as  usual.  On  Monday 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Coop- 
KK]  will  read  Washington's  Farewell  Ad- 
dress. I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any 
business  transacted,  except  per.haps 
something  like  the  confirmation  of  nom- 
inations. 

On  Wednesday.  I  shall  propose  that 
the  calendar  be  called.  If  any  impor- 
tant bills  on  the  calendar  are  objected 
to.  such  as  the  bill  dealing  with  the  Na- 
tional  Housing   Act,   and   one   or   two 


others.  T  may  move,  after  the  calendar 
call,  that  they  be  considered.  At  this 
time  I  know  of  no  business  to  be  taken 
up  on  Fiiday. 

I  hope  very  much  Chat  the  first  major 
business  to  engage  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  may  be  the  tidelands  bill  or  the 
Hawaiian  statehood  bill.  I  have  urged 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  tc  get  one  or  both  of  them  out  of 
committee  as  soon  as  possible.  If  the 
committ(-e  has  concluded  its  considera- 
tion of  them  by  Friday,  one  of  them  may 
be  taken  up  on  Friday,  but  the  chances 
are  that  it  will  be  the  following  week  be- 
fore the  J  are  ready. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oh.o  if  he  is  optimistic  enough  to 
think  that  either  the  Hawaiian  state- 
hood bil.  or  the  tidelands  bill  will  be 
ready  by  Monday  week.  Does  he  have 
any  indication  from  the  committee  that 
that  is  possible? 

Mr.  TiVFT.  I  am  in  constant  touch 
with  the  members  of  the  committee. 
Both  bilLs  have  been  under  consideration 
for  a  long  time,  and  I  am  hopeful  that 
the  committee  might  well  take  the  fatal 
plunge  and  get  them  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  attended  a  meetin? 
of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  this  morning,  and  I  can  .say  that 
it  will  be  several  weeks  before  the  com- 
mittee finishes  its  studies  of  the  meas- 
ures referred  to. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Sen&tor  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  can  report  to  the 
leadership  that,  so  far  as  the  affirmative 
side  on  the  two  bills  is  concerned,  the 
one  proposed  by  some  40  Senators,  and 
the  other  proposed  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Daniel),  the  presenta- 
tion on  l)ehalf  of  the  affirmative  is  to  be 
completed  today,  so  that  tho^e  who  are 
in  opposition  will  be  able  to  take  over 
their  showing  of  testimony  at  the  next 
hearing  of  the  committee. 


JANE  E.  HENDERSON 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wonder  if  we  may  not 
now  act  on  certain  resolutions  on  the 
calendar,  at  least  those  to  which  there  is 
no  objection,  before  we  embark  on  fur- 
ther speeches. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  or- 
der has  been  entered  to  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  Nos.  28  to  40. 
inclusive  The  clerk  will  state  by  title 
the  first  resolution  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  resolution 
(S.  Res.  72)  to  pay  a  gratuity  to  Jane 
E.  Henderson. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  the  attention  of  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  I  Mr.  JennerI. 
Am  I  correct  in  my  understanding,  that 
the  gratuities  provided  for  under  order 
numbers  28,  29,  30,  and  31.  and  Senate 
Resolutions  72.  73.  74.  and  75,  are  in 
accord  with  the  past  custom  of  the  Sen- 


ate in  paying  gratuities  to  Senate  em- 
ployees? 

Mr.  JENNER.     The  Senator  Is  correct. 

Mr.  EXLENDER.  I  notice  on  page 
1077  of  the  Congressional  Record  of 
February  16.  1953,  that  a  siunmary  has 
been  made  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
under  which  such  gratuities  are  to  be 
paid.  Were  any  hearings  held,  as  a  re- 
sult of  which  the  summary  was  pre- 
pared? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes.  hearings  were 
held,  and  the  committee  adopted  this 
plan  as  standard  procedure.  It  is  essen- 
tial to  have  some  form  by  which  to  oper- 
ate, because  there  are  so  many  varying 
circumstances,  which  are  subject  to 
change,  and  we  had  to  adopt  some  ' 
standard  in  order  to  have  uniformity  in 
the  payment  of  gratuities. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  The  program  was 
adopted,  as  the  Senator  has  indicated. 
in  order  to  provide  uniformity  in  the 
payment  of  Kratuities.  was  it  not? 

Mr.  JENNER.     That  is  correct. 

We  provided  first  for  1  month  s  salary 
for  each  year  s  employment  up  to  6  years. 

In  the  next  group  of  employees,  with 
service  between  6  years  and  16  years, 
we  recommend  one-half  month's  salary 
for  each  additional  year.  In  other 
words,  that  i.i  the  maximum  pay.  and  is 
the  most  that  will  be  paid  to  the  estate 
of  any  employee. 

Then  ift  the  next  group  are  those  who 
may  have  been  with  the  Government  15 
years,  but  may  have  been  employed  by 
the  Senate  for  but  1  year. 

Mr.  ELLEINDER.  As  I  understand  the 
ref^ulation.  in  no  way  could  the  estate 
of  an  employee  receive  an  amount  in  ex- 
cess of  1  yea  's  pay. 

Mr  JENNER      That  Is  correct. 

Mr  ELI.ENDER.  Did  the  committee 
make  a  study  of  the  question  of  who 
.should  receive  the  gratuity?  It  might  be 
that  a  deceased  employee  was  not  mar- 
ried, and  the  gratuity  would  perhaps  go 
to  a  nephew.  As  I  understand  it,  the 
purpose  of  the  gratuity  is  to  assist  a 
widow  or  needy  children.  Did  the  com- 
mittee give  study  to  that  phase  of  the 
que.stion? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes.  the  committee  de- 
termined upon  a  policy  of  paying  the 
Rratuity  to  the  next  of  kin  or  to  the 
e-state. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  that  entirely  ap- 
propriate^  Why  not  amend  that  provi- 
sion so  as  to  limit  payment  to  the  widow. 
if  she  survives,  or  to  the  children?  Why 
permit  the  gratuity  to  be  given  to  uncles, 
aunts,  cousins,  or  other  collaterals? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Of  course,  the  resolu- 
tion for  payment  of  a  gratuity  is  the  de- 
termining factor  with  the  committee. 
When  such  a  matter  comes  before  the 
committee,  the  committee  will  determine 
what  is  be.st  to  be  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  hope  the  commit- 
tee will  take  my  suggestion  into  consider- 
ation, and  amend  the  rule  so  that  the 
gratuities  will  be  paid  only  to  the  widow 
and  to  the  children  who  may  be  needy. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  72)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows; 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby   u   authorized   and  directed   to   pay. 
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from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Jane  E.  Henderson,  widow  of  I.  Henry  Hen- 
derson, an  employee  under  the  office  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  a  sum  equal  to  6  months'  compensa- 
tion at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  at  the  time 
of  his  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered 
inrlusive  of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other 
allowances. 

AGNES  P.  DODGE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
ckrk  will  state  the  next  order  of  busi- 
ness on  the  calendar. 

The  resolution  <S.  Res.  73)  to  pay  a 
^'latuity  to  Agnes  P.  Dodge  was  consid- 
ered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  is  authorlzi-d  and  directed  to  pay, 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Apnes  P.  Dodge,  widow  of  Louis  Dodge,  an 
fmployee  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of  hia 
death,  a  sum  equal  to  1  month's  compensa- 
iluii  at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  by  law  at 
the  lime  of  his  deeth.  said  sum  to  be  con- 
(idered  inclusive  of  funeral  expenses  and  all 
other  allowances. 


HARRY  BEST 


The  resolution  (S.  Res.  74  >  to  pay  a 
gratuity  to  Harr:'  Best  was  considered 
and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Rerolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay. 
from  the  contlngerl  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Hiury  Best,  widower  of  Mabel  Goodwin 
Haller.  an  employee  of  the  Senate  at  the 
time  of  her  death,  a  sum  equal  to  1  year's 
comiiensatlon  at  the  rate  she  was  receiving 
by  law  at  the  tlmi>  of  her  death,  said  sum 
to  be  considered  Inclusive  of  funeral  expenses 
and  all  other  allowances. 


ANNIE  MAY  BOLTON 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  75)  to  pay  a 
Rratuity  to  Annii;  May  Bolton  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  tne  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  is  authorLied  and  directed  to  pay, 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Annie  May  Bolton  widow  of  Guy  T.  Bolton, 
an  employee  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  a  sum  equal  to  6  months'  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  by 
law  at  the  time  of  his  death,  said  sum  to 
be  considered  Inc  lislve  of  funeral  expenses 
and  all  other  allowances. 


latratkm  3.000  copies  of  the  bearings  on 
the  Senate  Resolutions  41,  62.  105,  and  303, 
83d  Congress.  Ist  session,  relative  to  amend- 
ing Senate  rule  XXII  relating  to  clottire. 


PRINTING  OF  55TH  ANNUAL  REPORT 
OF  DAUGHTERS  OF  AMERICAN 
REVOLUTION  (S.  DOC.  NO.  17) 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  76),  to  print 
the  55th  annual  report  of  the  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution,  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  55th  annual  report 
of  the  National  Society  of  the  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution  for  the  year 
?nded  AprU  1,  19;)2,  be  printed,  with  Illus- 
trations,  as   a  Senate   document. 


PRINTING  OF  HEARINGS  ON  SENATE 
RESOLUTIONS  AMENDING  SO- 
CALLED  CLOTURE  RULE 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  77).  to  print 
copies  of  the  hearings  on  Senate  resolu- 
tions amending  the  so-called  cloture 
rule,  was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Rexolx^d.  That  there  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  HEARING  ON  8.  2570,  AUTHOR- 
IZING THE  CONDUCT  OP  PRESI- 
DENTIAL PREFERENCE  PRIMARIES 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  78)  to  print  ad- 
ditional copies  of  the  hearings  on  the  bill 
(S.  2570)  authorizing  the  conduct  of 
presidential  preferential  primaries,  was 
considered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  there  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration 2,000  copies  of  the  hearing  during 
the  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  on  the  bill 
(S.  2570)  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General 
to  conduct  preference  primaries  for  nomina- 
tion of  candidates  for  President  and  Vice 
President. 


PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  PRAYERS  OFFERED  BY  THE 
CHAPLAIN  OP  THE  SENATE.  REV. 
PETER  MARSHALL.  D.  D. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
concurrent  resolution  <S.  Con.  Res.  4) 
authorizing  the  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  prayers  offered  by  the  Chaplain, 
the  Rev.  Peter  Marshall.  D.  D..  at  the 
opening  of  the  daily  sessions  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  during  the  80th 
and  81st  Congresses,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  with  amendments,  on 
page  1,  line  2,  to  strike  out  "thirty-one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  fifty"  and 
insert  "six  thousand";  on  line  9  to  strike 
out  "nine  thousand  nine  hundred"  and 
insert  "one  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
fifty";  and  on  line  11.  to  strike  out 
"twenty-two  thousand  and  fifty"  and 
insert  "four  thousand  and  fifty",  so  as  to 
make  the  resolution  read: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  oj  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  and  bound  6.000  additional  copies 
of  Senate  Document  No.  86  of  the  81st  Con- 
gress. 1st  session,  the  Prayers  Offered  by  the 
Chaplain  the  Reverend  Peter  Marshall.  D.  D., 
at  the  Opening  of  the  Dally  Sessions  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  During  the  80th 
and  81st  Congresses,  1947-49;  of  which  1,950 
copies  shall  be  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and 
4.050  copies  for  the  tise  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed 
to. 


PRINTING  CERTAIN  MATTER  RE- 
LATING TO  THE  IMMIGRATION 
LAWS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  61)  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  have 
printed  for  its  use  certain  matter  relat- 
ing to  the  Immigration  laws,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  2,  to  strike 
out  "one"  and  insert  "two",  so  as  to 
make  the  resolution  read : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary be  authorized  to  have  printed  for  its 
use  2.500  copies  of  Public  Law  414,  Compara- 
tive Print  of  the  Texts  of  the  Immigration 
and   Nationality  Act  and   Immigration  and 


Nationality  Laws  Existing  Prior  to  Enactment 
of  Public  Law  414. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  resolution  as  amended  wa£  agreed 
to. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  NATIONAL 
PENITENTIARIES 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 62,  Calendar  No.  39.  The  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer]  must 
leave  the  Senate  at  this  time  to  attend 
a  committee  meeting  at  2:30  o'clock,  and 
he  has  asked  that  Senate  Resolution  62 
be  taken  up  out  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  clerk  will  state  the  resolution  by 
title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  resolution 
(S.  Res.  62)  authorizing  expenditures  for 
an  investigation  of  national  peniten- 
tiaries. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  this  resolu- 
tion? 

Mr.  JENNEll.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
not  the  first  time  such  a  resolution  has 
been  passed.  I  believe  what  is  asked  for 
is  a  standard  appropriation  for  the  com- 
mittee which  looks  into  the  affairs  of 
penal  institutions.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer],  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  has 
been  interested  for  many  years  in  this 
endeavor.  The  money  to  be  appropri- 
ated is  to  be  used  primarily  for  travel, 
and  expenses  incident  thereto,  in  visiting 
penitentiaries  and  other  penal  institu- 
tions. The  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
is  present  and  can  answer  any  questions 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  the  $5,000  re- 
quested to  be  used  to  pay  the  traveling 
ex[>enses  of  members  of  the  staff  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  LANGER.  This  subcommittee 
was  created  in  1949.  During  all  the 
time  since  then  only  upon  one  occasion 
has  a  staff  member  traveled  with  any 
member  of  the  subcommittee.  This, 
however,  may  not  be  true  in  the  future. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  three 
members.  At  the  present  time  the  other 
members  are  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  and  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennincs].  While  we  are  asking  for 
$5,000,  there  never  has  been  spent  any- 
thing like  $5,000,  although  that  amount 
has  been  appropriated.  In  1949  the 
subcommittee  spent  $558.45;  in  1950, 
$533.87;  in  1951  it  spent  $582.67.  llie 
reason  why  more  money  was  not  spent 
was  that  various  members  of  the  sub- 
committee availed  themselves  of  ttie  op- 
portunity to  ride  in  the  automobiles  of 
the  Department  of  Justice,  which,  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  knows,  has  charge 
of  all  national  penitentiaries. 

I  may  say  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Louisiana  and  to  the  Senate  that 
this  is  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary 
which  never  gets  any  headhnes.  There- 
fore, various  Members  of  the  Senate  may 
not  be  as  Intimately  acquainted  with  the 
work  of  this  subconunittee  as  they  might 
otherwise  be.  So  far  as  I  can  recollect, 
there  has  never  been  a  single  item  in 
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the  newspapers  relating  to  the  Subcom- 
f  mittee  on  National  Penitentiaries,  from 

t  the  time  it  was  organized. 

The  method  of  operation  Is  that  one 
of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  will 
go  to  a  town  where  a  penitentiary  is 
located.  Hp  goes  there  unexpectedly. 
No  one  in  the  town  knows  that  he  is 
}AB  coming — and  certainly  not  the  warden 

=  ^  of  the  penitentiary,  nor  anyone  in  the 

penitentiary.  The  whole  idea  is  that 
we  can  get  a  much  better  inspection  if 
we  go  there  unannounced. 

Every  member  of  the  subcommittee  is 
issued  a  certificate  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral which  directs  the  warden,  the  dep- 
uty warden,  or  whoever  may  be  in 
charge  of  the  penitentiary,  to  admit 
the  member  of  the  subcommittee  im- 
mediately to  the  penitentiary  when  he 
arrives,  no  matter  what  hour  of  the  day 
or  night  it  may  be.  Usually  one  member 
of  the  committee  goes  to  inspect  a  pen- 
itentiary. He  may  drop  into  the  peni- 
tentiary at  3  or  4  or  5  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  or  at  any  time  he  desires  to 
go  there.  He  usually  goes  immediately 
to  the  kitchen.  An  inspection  is  made 
there  to  determine  the  condition  of  the 
food,  particularly  the  breakfast  food. 
There  have  been  complaints  at  various 
times  by  inmates  about  the  food.  A 
very  bitter  complaint  was  made  at  Mc- 
Neil Island  by  a  GI  2  or  3  years  ago 
that  the  excrement  of  rats  or  mice  was 
found  in  the  cereals  served  at  breakfast. 
That  complaint  was  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, and  was  found  to  be  entirely 
without  foundation.  We  go  into  the 
kitchen  to  determine  whether  the  kitch- 
en is  clean.  We  ascertain  whether  or  not 
there  are  any  flies  inside  the  place.  I 
may  say  that  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  learn  over  the  years,  the  inmates  are 
universally  satisfied  with  the  cleanli- 
ness of  the  various  institutions.  We 
have  had,  with  the  single  exception  of  a 
deputy  warden,  a  fine,  splendid,  hard- 
working, honest  group  of  wardens. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  not  the  same  or 
similar  work  done  by  the  Justice  De- 
partment? 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Justice  Depart- 
ment had  no  one  doing  this  work  until 
after  the  subcommittee  was  organized. 
We  found  that  there  had  been  various 
complaints.  For  example,  there  was  a 
complaint  from  1  institution  that  the 
warden  of  the  penitentiary  had  surrep- 
titiously stolen  and  sold  8  head  of 
cattle.  Thai  charge  demanded  a  thor- 
ough investigation.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  with  the  Attorney  General. 
After  I  took  it  up,  together  with  the  com- 
plaint which  I  mentioned  at  McNeil  Is- 
land, the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  appointed  a  deputy  to  double- 
check  on  the  work  done  by  the  Bureau 
of  Prisons,  which,  as  my  distinguished 
friend  stated,  operates  under  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  This  work  is  sim- 
ply a  doublecheck.  It  has  been  very  suc- 
cessful. As  my  distinguished  friend 
knows,  there  have  been  a  great  many 
prison  riots  in  State  prisons.  There  was 
one  in  Ohio,  In  which  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars'  worth  of  property  was 
destroyed.    There  was  one  in  Michigan, 


in  connection  with  which  the  militia  was 
called  out  and  remained  out  for  weeks. 
There  have  been  prison  riots  in  State 
after  State.  The  most  recent  one  was  in 
the  State  of  Oregon.  10  days  or  2  weeks 
ago. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  In  all 
our  national  penitentiaries,  during  all 
the  time  when  some  of  the  institutions 
have  been  overcrowded,  there  has  not 
been  a  single  prison  riot  in  a  Federal 
prison,  with  the  exception  of  a  tiny  in- 
cipient riot  at  Chillicothe,  Ohio.  With 
that  exception,  Ihere  has  not  l)een  a  sin- 
gle riot  in  a  Federal  prison  any- 
where in  the  United  States  since  this 
committee  was  established- 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.    In  a  moment. 

Preceding  the  time  when  the  subcom- 
mittee was  organized  there  was  a  riot  in 
the  Atlanta  Penitentiary,  which  resulted 
in  a  loss  to  the  Government  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars,  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  inmates  went  on  a 
hunger  strike,  and  became  violent  and 
started  a  prison  riot.  I  am  sure  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  is  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  that  controversy  was  finally 
settled  by  a  newspaper  man.  a  memb<T  of 
the  staff  of  a  leading  Atlanta  newspaper, 
who  was  called  in  by  the  convicts  to  settle 
the  strike. 

In  this  connection  I  wish  to  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  pre.sent 
overcrowded  conditions  in  some  of  the 
penitentiaries.  When  a  man  i:i  sent  to  a 
penitentiary  the  only  persons,  appar- 
ently, who  are  interested  in  his  welfare, 
aside  from  the  authorities,  are  his  rela- 
tives. But  a  great  many  men  are  sent  to 
the  penitentiary  who  have  no  relatives. 
They  are  usually  without  money.  No  one 
writes  to  them,  and  sometimes  there  re- 
sults a  very  depressing  situation  insofar 
as  the  particular  individual  is  concerned. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  there 
any  authority  under  this  resolution 
whereby  State  penitentiaries.  State 
prisons,  or  local  prisons  of  any  kind  could 
be  investigated? 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  have  absolutely  no 
authority  to  investigate  such  institutions. 
We  do  not  go  into  State  prisons.  We 
have  no  connection  whatsoever  with 
them.  We  deal  only  with  Federal 
prisons,  the  Boys'  Training  School.  Ellis 
Island,  and.  of  course,  prisons  in  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  title 
of  the  resolution  suggests  that  only  na- 
tional penitentiaries  are  dealt  with,  but 
there  are  institutions  known  as  reforma- 
tories. 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  check  all  national 
reformatories. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  I  un- 
derstand, the  resolution  is  broader  than 
the  investigation  of  penitentiaries  alone, 
but  it  is  not  broad  enough  to  include  any 
State  penitentiary  or  any  local  prison  of 
any  kind. 

Mr.  LANGER.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  before  me  a  list 
of  the  penitentiaries.    Last  year  the  dis- 


tinguished Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  MagnttsonI  made  an  Investigation 
of  a  most  deplorable  situation  in  Alaska. 
Later  he  may  wish  to  talk  about  what  he 
found  there  when  he  made  his  investiga- 
tion. The  situation  was  disgraceful.  It 
pertained  particularly  to  the  OI's  there 
at  that  time.  I  am  sure  that  the  Senator 
from  Washington  will  be  glad  to  discuss 
that  situation  in  detail. 

To  show  the  overcrowded  condition  of 
national  penitentiaries,  take  the  peni- 
tentiary at  Atlanta.  The  normal  capac- 
ity is  2.191.  At  the  present  time  there 
are  2  254  inmates.  The  normal  capacity 
of  the  penitentiary  at  Leavenworth. 
Kans ,  is  2  046.  At  the  present  time 
there  are  2.290  Inmates. 

McN.il  Island,  Wash.:  Normal  capac> 
Ity.  1.4.''l:  actual  population  at  the 
present  time.  1,154. 

Alderson.  W.  Va  :  Normal  capacity. 
495.  At  the  present  time  508  prisoners 
are  confined  there. 

National  Training  School,  Washington. 
D  C  :  The  normal  capacity  is  318.  At 
the  present  time  395  prisoners  are  con- 
fined at  the  National  Training  School. 

At  the  maintenance  unit  in  Spring- 
field, Mo  .  the  normal  capacity  is  144. 
but  at  the  present  time  there  are  143 
pn.'-oners  confined  there. 

Ashland.  Ky.:  The  normal  capacity  is 
567     The  pre.sent  population  is  802. 

At  La  Tuna,  Tex.,  t^ie  normal  capac- 
ity is  516  At  the  present  time  there  are 
658  prisoners  confined  there. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr  ELLENDER.  Have  all  the  facts 
which  are  now  being  Kiven  to  the  Sen- 
ate been  determined  by  the  investigat- 
ing subcommittee — and  has  it  gone  into 
details  in  connection  with  them — or  was 
thi.s  information  supplied  to  the  sub- 
committee by  the  Justice  Department? 

Mr  I^NGER  No:  I  will  tell  the  Sen- 
ator what  we  do.  When  we  visit  one 
of  these  prisons,  after  we  get  through 
with  the  kitchen,  we  invariably  drop  in 
to  see  what  breakfast  consists  of.  Then 
we  Ro  all  throuKh  the  penitentiary.  We 
find  out  whether  there  is  any  discrim- 
ination as  between  various  prisoners; 
that  is.  whether  any  prisoner  or  pris- 
oners are  favored  as  against  other  pris- 
oners. In  addition  to  that,  we  ascertain 
whether  any  unusual  sentences  have 
been  imposed  on  prisoners. 

The  first  time  I  went  to  Alcatraz,  I 
was  ereatly  shocked.  I  had  always  been 
told  that  Alcatraz  was  the  prison  to 
which  incorriRible  prisoners  from  all 
over  the  United  States  were  sent,  and 
that  it  was  a  prison  from  which  no  pris- 
oner could  possibly  e.'^cape.  I  had  been 
told  that  the  kind  of  prisoner  who  was 
sent  to  Alcatraz  was  the  sort  of  fellow 
who  would  organize  other  prisoners  in 
an  attempt  to  break  out  of  a  peniten- 
tiary. Imagine  my  surprise  when  I 
found  boys  of  18.  19.  20.  21.  and  22  years 
of  as?e  at  Alcatraz.  Our  Investigation 
disclosed  that  they  had  been  sent  there 
by  the  Army  or  Navy  after  being  sen- 
tenced by  courts-martial. 

The  situation  was  so  bad  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr. 
Morse  I  introduced  a  bill  to  investigate 
how  punishment  meted  out  by  the  mill- 
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tary  services  compared  with  punishment 
imposed  for  similar  crimes  In  civilian 
courts.  I  believe  all  Senators  are  fa- 
miliar with  the  fact  that  the  investiga- 
tion resulted  in  tlie  military  authorities 
appointing  a  committee,  as  a  result  of 
which  the  sentences  of  many  GI's,  who 
had  been  sent  to  Alcatraz  after  sentenc- 
ing by  a  court-martial,  were  substan- 
tially cut  down.  In  some  cases  I  believe 
the  sentences  were  reduced  as  much  as 
50  percent.  As  a  further  result,  the  sen- 
tences of  GI's  were  put  on  an  equality 
with  the  sentences  of  men  who  had  been 
convicted  In  civilian  courts. 

That  Is  not  all.  Mr.  President.  We 
found  considerable  griping  because  one 
man,  for  example,  convicted  of  trans- 
porting an  automobile  in  violation  of  the 
Dyer  Act  had  received  a  1-year  sentence, 
whereas  another  man  had  received  a 
3-  or  4 -year  sentence  for  the  same  crime. 
We  are  having  a  compilation  made  by 
the  clerks  of  the  court  of  the  United 
States  courts,  which  I  shall  later  pub- 
lish In  the  CoNCRissioNAL  Ricoro,  show- 
ing how  the  various  Federal  Judges  pass 
out  sentences  for  similar  crimes.  Some 
judges  pass  excessive  sentences  as  com- 
pared with  sentences  passed  by  other 
judges. 

We  also  Investigated  the  subject  of 
cruel  and  Inhuman  punishment.  Alca- 
traz pri-son  Is  400  years  old.  It  was  built 
originally  by  the  Spaniards.  At  Alcatraz 
there  are  what  are  called  holes.  I  am 
sure  the  Senators  on  the  floor  will  be 
delighted  to  know  that  in  no  prison  in 
the  United  States  is  a  prisoner  ever  put 
Into  what  Is  known  as  a  hole. 

Of  course,  there  is  solitary  confine- 
ment. We  always  ask  to  see  the  men  In 
solitary  confinement.  We  go  into  the 
solitary  confinement  cells  by  ourselves 
and  we  talk  to  the  prisoners.  We  Invar- 
iably ask  a  prisoner  In  solitary  confine- 
ment how  long  he  had  been  in  solitary 
confinement.  I  am  sure  every  Senator 
will  be  glad  to  know  that  In  no  Instance, 
even  In  Alcatraz.  have  I  ever  found  that 
a  prisoner  had  been  In  solitary  confine- 
ment for  more  than  30  days.  Usually 
the  solitary  confinement  Is  for  about  10 
days.  Of  course,  as  a  rule.  It  is  entirely 
at  the  discretion  of  the  deputy  warden. 
Furthermore,  the  general  belie!  has  been 
that  men  In  solitary  confinement  exist 
on  bread  and  water.  That  Is  not  true. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  public  health 
authorities  have  devised  a  special  spinach 
diet  which,  although  It  is  not  very  pop- 
ular with  all  the  prisoners,  contains  a 
sufficient  amount  of  calories  to  guarantee 
the  prisoners'  getting  more  to  eat  than 
they  would  If  they  were  fed  on  bread  and 
water,  so  far  as  calories  are  concerned. 
Another  subject  Into  which  we  inquire 
is  radio  equipment,  and  whether  radios 
are  available  to  the  men.  We  check  on 
whether  they  have  motion  pictures  avail- 
able once  a  week  or  twice  a  week,  and  as 
to  what  newspapers  are  available  to  the 
prisoners,  and  what  kind  of  magazines 
they  get  to  read. 

We  also  Investigate  recreational  facili- 
ties. At  Alcatraz  the  yard  Is  entirely  too 
small  for  recreational  purposes.  After 
I  went  there  the  first  time  with  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Magnuson).  we  recommend- 
ed that  Alcatraz  be  closed.    In  that  rec- 


ommendation we  followed  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  Prank  Murphy,  when  he  was  At- 
torney General.  However,  nothing  was 
done  about  It.  The  situation  has  gone 
on  until,  for  the  first  time,  we  find  Mr. 
James  Bennett,  who,  by  the  way,  is  an 
excellent  man  to  have  in  charge  of  the 
entire  Prison  Bureau,  with  a  remarkably 
fine  record,  and  respected  by  the  wardens 
and  prisoners  alike,  recommending  that 
Alcatraz  be  closed  and  replaced  by  an 
institution  located  In  the  Interior  of  the 
United  States.  Such  an  Institution,  cen- 
trally located,  would  eliminate  the  ex- 
cessive transportation  charges  which  are 
now  Involved  in  transporting  a  prisoner 
across  the  country.  In  some  instances  all 
the  way  from  Maine  to  San  Francisco. 
Under  Mr.  Bennett's  suggestions,  we  plan 
to  recommend  to  have  a  prison  built 
somewhere  In  the  central  portion  of  the 
United  States,  to  replace  Alcatraz.  Such 
a  prison,  says  Mr.  Bennett,  would  cost 
between  seven  and  seven  and  one-half 
million  dollars. 

Today  at  Alcatraz  It  costs  2V2  times 
as  much  to  board  a  prisoner  as  it  does  In 
any  other  penitentiary  anywhere  else  in 
the  United  States.  We  could  take  a 
prisoner  from  Alcatraz  and  board  him 
at  the  Waldorf  Astoria  Hotel  in  New 
York,  at  a  much  cheaper  cost  than  it 
takes  to  board  him  at  Alcatraz.  I  am 
sure  that  the  distinguished  Senators  who 
made  the  investigation  will  bear  me  out 
when  I  say  that  Alcatraz  does  not  even 
have  its  own  water  supply.  Every  drop 
of  water  used  In  Alcatraz  must  be  trans- 
ported from  San  Francisco.  It  Is  im- 
possible to  get  on  the  rock  by  normal 
means.  A  tractor  arrangement  hooks 
into  the  automobile  or  station  wagon  and 
drags  the  car  up  to  the  top  of  the  rock. 
The  recreational  grounds  are  entirely 
too  small.  A  great  many  other  reasons 
are  embodied  in  our  report  which  show 
why  Alcatraz  should  be  closed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr,  President.  I  did 
not  intend  to  have  my  good  friend  from 
North  Dakota  go  Into  such  a  dissertation 
on  penitentiaries.  I  merely  wished  to 
find  out  how  the  money  was  to  be  spent. 
As  I  understand,  the  money  would  be 
used  to  pay  the  travel  expenses  of  Sena- 
tors who  may  be  designated  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
to  make  the  investigation.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  Is  correct.  How- 
ever. I  wanted  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Louisiana  and  my  other  colleagues 
to  know  all  about  the  penitentiary  sys- 
tem. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  think  I  know  some- 
thing about  the  system  already.  I  have 
visited  some  of  the  Federal  prisons 
myself  in  recent  years.  I  was  at  Alca- 
traz and  had  occasion  to  visit  with  the 
warden  there.  I  agree  with  my  good 
friend  that  a  much  better  place  could 
be  found.  However,  we  are  discussing 
the  resolution  which  entails  only  the 
expenditure  of  $5,000.  and  my  whole  pur- 
pose in  asking  the  question  was  to  find 
out  how  the  money  was  to  be  spent.  As 
I  understand,  the  $5,000  would  be  used 
to  defray  the  traveling  expenses  of  the 
Senators  who  would  make  the  investiga- 
tion. Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  LANGER.    That  is  correct. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  Have  any  reports 
been  made  by  any  of  the  Senators  who 
made  investigations? 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  always  make  a 
report. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  friend  from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
friend  from  Louisiana  that  I  had  the 
perhaps  dubious  distinction  and  honor 
of  serving  as  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee which  made  the  investigation 
when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

I  wish  to  say  for  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer]  that  I  do  not  know  of  anyone 
who  has  done  more  as  an  individual  in 
examining  the  Federal  penitentiary  sys- 
tem of  the  United  States  than  has  he, 
I  am  glad  the  resolution  is  before  us, 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
because  in  the  past  4  or  5  years  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  per- 
sonally gone  to  these  penitentiaries  and 
done  the  kind  of  job  which  he  has  de- 
scribed here  today. 

I  must  say  that  we  had  a  little  trouble 
from  the  former  chairman  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  in  having  signed  the 
vouchers  for  the  exjjense  account  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  and  I  know 
that  on  many  occasions  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  paid  out  of  his  own 
IX)cket  the  traveling  expenses,  only — 
not  his  personal  expenses — for  doing  the 
kind  of  job  he  has  done. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  from  Washington  will  yield  at 
this  point,  let  me  say  it  is  evident  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  must 
have  paid  only  his  own  exF>enses,  since 
only  $500, 1  believe,  was  sp>ent. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  believe  it  was  ap- 
proximately $500. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then,  If  In  the  past 
the  work  has  been  done  so  well  by 
spending  $500  or  $600  a  year  in  the 
course  of  these  investigations,  why  is 
$5,000  necessary  at  this  time? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  the  reason  is  that  it  is  desired 
to  close  Alcatraz,  and  the  committee  is 
interested  in  making  an  Investigation  to 
ascertain  where  the  new  penitentiary 
should  be  located  and  what  new  loca- 
tion for  it  will  result  in  saving  the  most 
money  for  the  Government — for  exam- 
ple,  whether  it  should   be   located  in 

Illinois  or  in  Wisconsin 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     Or  In  Louisiana. 
Mr.  LANGER.     Yes.  or  in 'Louisiana. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.     We  do  not  want  it 
there. 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  are  going  to  make 
a  full  investigation  to  ascertain  where  it 
should  be  located.  In  addition,  we  have 
to  send  someone  to  Alaska.  Puerto  Rico, 
and  Hawaii;  I  do  not  see  how  that  can 
be  avoided. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  For  the  record. 
Mr.  President,  since  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  asks  whether  the  work  can 
be  done  in  the  same  way.  let  me  say  that 
I  believe  a  great  deal  remains  to  be  done. 
The  great  problem  is  whether  to  keep 
Alcatraz  open  or  to  close  it. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is 
absolutely  correct  in  the  statement  he 
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has  made,  for  we  could  board  the  pris- 
oners at  Alcatraz  as  cheaply  in  the  Wal- 
dorf-Astoria or  the  Statler  Hotel  or  the 
Mayflower  Hotel  as  we  can  board  them 

So  far  as  the  situation  In  Alaska  is 
concerned,  let  me  say  that  I  happened 
to  be  in  Alaska,  and  I  did  this  work 
there  without  any  expense  to  anyone. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  from 
Washington  did  not  submit  a  bill  for  the 
work  he  did  there,  did  he? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     No;  I  did  not. 

The  situation  in  Anchorage.  Alaska, 
and  elsewhere  in  Alaska  is  deplorable, 
insofar  as  this  matter  is  cofticerned.  If  a 
fire  were  to  break  out  in  the  peniten- 
tiary there,  many  prisoners  would  die. 

On  the  whole,  the  Federal  penitentiary 
system  is  well  conducted,  I  beUeve  the 
Senator  will  agree. 

However,  another  question  which  Is 
being  examined  is  the  boarding  of  pris- 
oners in  county  jails,  and  also  the  ques- 
tion of  favoritism,  discrimination,  and 
so  forth,  as  regards  the  county  jails, 
where  the  United  States  pays  a  certain 
amount  daily  for  boarding  Federal 
prisoners. 

I  believe  $5,000  is  not  sufficient  for 
the  doing  of  this  job  properly. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  for  the  fine  job  he  has 
done  individually.  I  believe  he  is  the 
only  Member  of  the  Senate  who  has  paid 
any  attention  to  the  Federal  i>eniten- 
tiary  system.  He  has  done  a  fine  job. 
and  I  hope  he  continues  to  do  it.  Cer- 
tainly. $5,000  is  little  enough  for  the 
doing  of  the  job  which  I  hope  he  will  do. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

I  may  add  that  the  present  popula- 
tion of  the  Federal  penitentiaries  *  is 
17.945. 

Let  me  say.  further,  that  I  believe  I 
have  the  assistance  of  the  best  subcom- 
mittee any  committee  has  ever  had.  The 
subcommittee  is  composed  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  WelkekI  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings]. 
We  have  held  meetings  on  this  entire 
problem,  and  those  Senators  are  keenly 
interested  in  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  go  into  another  question,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, namely,  the  establishment  of  an- 
other women's  penitentiary.  At  the 
present  time  there  is  only  one  women's 
penitentiary,  and  it  is  located  at  Alder- 
son.  W.  Va.  Because  the  popvilation  of 
the  Nation  is  moving  westward,  and  be- 
cause of  the  transportation  problem — 
this  matter  does  not  involve  the  cost  per 
inmate  at  the  Alderson  Penitentiary — 
we  have  to  look  into  the  question  of 
whether  a  women's  [>enitentiary  should 
be  established  in  the  West,  or  on  the 
west  coast.  Many  problems  arise  in  that 
connection,  as  a  result  of  the  growing 
population  and  the  needs.  Many  of  the 
buildings  at  the  present  women's  peni- 
tentiary are  old  and  in  bad  condition. 

I  believe  this  job  should  be  done.  If 
it  costs  only  $5,000  to  do  the  job.  I  be- 
lieve that  money  will  be  well  spent,  in 
view  of  tbe  good  that  will  be  done,  not 
difigr  for  tbe  inmates  of  the  penitentia- 
liM-tet  for  the  entire  society  of  the 
XJMttd  States. 

ICr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
clusion, I  wish  to  say  that  when  we  visit 


the  prisons,  we  Invite  the  prisoners  to 
write  to  us  if  they  think  there  is  any- 
thing wrong  either  with  their  own  con- 
viction or  with  the  way  the  institution 
is  conducted.  As  a  result,  we  have  re- 
ceived a  considerable  number  of  letters. 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  the  testimony  taken 
at  the  hearing  held  before  the  subcom- 
mittee on  February  12,  1953.  and  also  the 
exhibits  which  were  submitted  at  that 
time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  hearing 
and  exhibits  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

ExicunvK  Meeting  or  the  SiTBCOMMrrTEE  on 
National  Penitentiaries.  Pebkuart  12. 
1953 

(Present:  Senator  Langeb  (chairman), 
Senator  Weucxr,  Senator  Hennincs.) 

(Piorsuant  to  a  meeting  called  by  the  sub- 
committee on  national  penitentiaries  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  at  10  o'clock 
February  12,  1953,  and  under  the  rule,  Setm- 
tor  Lancer,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
has  Invited  Mr.  James  V.  Bennett,  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons,  to  be  present  at  the 
meeting  to  give  the  following  statement  and 
testimony : ) 

Senator  Lancer.  What  is  your  name  and 
position? 

Mr.  Bennett.  James  V.  Bennett,  Dlrectoi 
of  the  Bureau  of  Prlsoris. 

Senator  Lancer.  How  long  have  you  held 
this  position? 

Mr.  Bennett.  I  have  been  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Prisons  since  1937.  Prior  to  that 
time  I  was  Assistant  Director,  and  prior  to 
that  time  I  conducted  a  study  of  the  Fed- 
eral prison  system  for  a  committee  of  Con- 
gress. I  have  therefore  been  Intimately 
acquainted  with  the  Federal  prison  system 
since  1936.  I  am  here.  Senator,  at  your  sug- 
gestion to  k.-upply  you  with  Information  that 
the  commltt**  will  need  to  take  into  account 
In  determinlnti  what  the  policy  of  the  Con- 
gress should  be  with  respect  to  Federal 
prisons  generally  and  the  United  States  peni- 
tentiary at  Alcatraz  in  particular. 

Senator  Lance>.  I  would  like  to  have  you 
go  into  all  the  prisons,  not  only  Alcatraz.  but 
we  want  to  have  the  benefit  of  your  informa- 
tion concerning  the  other  Federal  prisons, 
too;  however,  we  will  ask  about  Alcatraz 
first  If  you  wish. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Well,  Senator,  Alcatraz  was 
taken  over  by  the  Federal  prison  system  from 
the  Army  back  in  1934.  It  was  established 
during  the  period  of  kldnaplngs  and  bank 
robberies  and  when  there  were  a  number  of 
escapes  from  Federal  institutions.  It  was  to 
be  a  place  where  the  most  desperate  escape 
risks  could  be  sent  and  where  those  men 
who  failed  to  adjust  In  other  Institutions 
could  be  sent.  It  has  been  in  operation 
since  that  time  and  I  think  it  has  served 
a  very  excellent  purpose  In  our  Federal  prison 
system.  It  is  the  final  step,  perhaps.  In  our 
whole  prison  classification  system.  I  would 
like  to  say  at  the  ouuet.  Senator,  that  I  have 
recommended  that  Alcatraz  be  replaced  with 
a  modern,  more  centrally  located  Institution. 

There  are  a  great  many  objections  to  Al- 
catraz from  an  administrative  and  operating 
Btandix>lnt.  It  is  way  out  on  the  west  coast. 
It  is  on  a  rocky  island,  to  which  all  water 
has  to  be  transported;  where  It  is  difficult 
to  obtain  personnel.  Generally  speaking.  It 
Is  an  extremely  difficult  institution  to  ad- 
minister at  that  location.  However,  I  have 
said  and  I  sincerely  believe.  Senator,  that 
we  need  an  institution  for  that  tvpe  of  pris- 
oner in  the  Federal  system.  The  Federal 
system  now  has  in  It,  today,  a  total  of  17,945 
prisoners,  which  is  about  470  more  than  the 
same  day  last  year,  and  our  average  popula- 
tion throughout  the  year  is  roughly  a  little 
more  than  500  in  excess  of  the  previous  year. 


Into  tbe  Federal  prl&on  system  axe  coming 
now  an  Increasingly  difficult  group  of  men 
to  handle.  We  are  receiving  men  sentenced 
from  the  cItII  courts  not  only  for  oSens«a 
like  sabotag*.  kidnaping,  murder,  and 
armed  robberies;  but  in  addition,  we  %t% 
receiving  Into  our  system  aerious  offender* 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  who.  for  one 
reason  or  another,  have  not  been  able  tc 
adjust  in  the  District  Institutions.  We  have 
more  than  600  such  prisoners.  Senator.  Most 
of  them  are  men  who  cannot  be  handled  \n 
the  medium  custody  institution*  in  tbe  Dis- 
trict, and  they  are  sent  to  Atlanta  and 
Leavenworth.  Out  of  that  group  a  few  men 
have  to  go  to  Alcatraz.  We  have  31  prisoners 
in  Alcatraz  who  were  committed  by  the  dis- 
trict court  of  the  DlsUict  of  Columbia.  In 
addition  to  that,  we  are  receiving  prisoner! 
from  military  Installations.  Prom  the  mili- 
tary courts  they  go  to  the  disciplinary  bar- 
racks and  while  In  the  disciplinary  barracks 
get  into  trouble,  fur  one  reason  or  another. 
If  you  want  me  to  pouit  out  to  you  somie 
specific  cases  uf  that  kind  I  will  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

Senator  Lancer  We  would  like  to  bsve 
some  cases  pointed  out  ti)  us. 

Mr  Bennett  I  will  make  the  record  brief. 
Senator.  Here  is  a  man.  say  prisoner  No. 
5.  who  is  an  Army  prisoner  and  was  sen- 
tenced originally  to  50  years  for  rape  while 
In  Germany.  He  forced  two  women  Into  a 
barn  at  gun  point,  and  when  one  of  the 
victims  attempted  to  escape  he  shot  and 
killed  her. 

He  then  tied  a  second  woman  up  and  raped 
her.  Prior  to  entering  the  military  service 
he  had  a  rather  serious  delinquency  record. 
His  record  prior  to  custody  for  this  oSens* 
consisted  of  a  long  lii>t  of  other  wrongs.  Hs 
was  tried  In  various  Army  institutions  and 
then  sent  to  Leavenworth,  where  he  caused 
a  di.sturbance  by  fighting  In  a  cell  house.  He 
had  knives  In  his  possession,  and  with  one  of 
these  knives  forced  another  inmate  to  engaga 
In  homosexual  relations  with  him.  Alcatras 
was  the  only  place  for  blm. 

Senator  Lanckb.  How  could  a  fellow  Ilk* 
that  get  into  the  Army? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Well.  In  all  probability  h* 
falsified  his  record  at  the  time  he  went  In. 
and  before  the  Army  authorities  could  catcll 
up  with  him  be  had  been  transported  ta 
Germany. 

Senator  Lancer.  What  tbe  committe* 
wants  is  a  full  picture.  This  is  very  in- 
teresting. 

Mr  Bennttt.  I  have  here  various  examples 
that  I  would  t>e  glad  to  give. 

Senator  Lancer.  The  stenographer  wUl  l«k 
the  record  show  that  they  are  filed. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  Bennett.  But  to  revert  to  tbe  general 
policy  with  respect  to  Alcatraz.  let  me  say 
that  it  is  only  the  vicious,  dangerous,  difficult 
prisoner  we  have  to  send  to  Alcatraz.  For 
instance,  the  man  who  commits  mxirder  in 
prison — and  unfortunately  we  do  have  cases 
of  that  kind  occasionally — the  man  who  re- 
peatedly attempts  to  escape,  the  man  wbo 
organizes  strong-armed  groups  in  tbe  prisons, 
or  who  steals  the  other  man's  food  and  bis 
commissary,  must  bt  segregated  at  a  place 
like  Alcatraz.  We  simply  don't  have  the  fa- 
cilities to  handle  them  in  our  other  insti- 
tutions. Senator,  in  the  Federal  system 
there  are  only  really  two  other  close  custody 
prisons,  the  one  at  Leavenworth  and  tbe 
prison  at  Atlanta. 

Presently  Leavenworth  has  a  population  of 
2,290,  which  is  about  500  above  what  we 
would  like  to  consider  its  normal  capacity, 
where  every  man  can  have  reasonably  good 
quarters.  I  mean  by  that  where  be  can  have 
a  single  cell  or  Is  not  crowded  in  too  closely 
with  others. 

Likewise,  Atlanta  has  a  population  now  of 
2,254,  and  there,  too,  we  have  only  a  limited 
number  of  single  cells.  These  prisons  were 
originally  built  on  the  theory  that  the  men 
could  be  quartered  together  In  group  cells 
and   that  proper  discipline  could  be  main- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1311 


talned  In  cells  where  as  many  as  four  men 
would  sleep.  Now  actually  we  have  had  to 
doubledeck  most  of  these  cells  and  there  are 
now  six  to  eight  men  in  the  cells.  And.  of 
course,  when  a  man  can't  be  by  himself,  sis 
IS  the  case  in  the  new  institutions,  like  Terre 
Haute,  where  most  of  them  can  be  housed  by 
themEelves,  the  danger  and  disciplinary  prob- 
lems are  more  acute.  It  is  true  that  we  do 
have  some  dormitories  in  some  of  our  newer 
Institutions,  but  most  of  the  men  are  rea- 
sonably comfortably  housed.  llie  man 
»ho.  for  one  reason  or  another,  needs  to  be 
quartered  alone,  can  be  put  in  a  single  cell. 
For  example,  we  have  men  who  are  queer  in- 
dividuals— cant  get  along  with  tbe  other  in- 
mates We  can  put  those  in  a  single  cell  by 
themselves  in  Terre  Haute.  Or  we  get  men 
In  our  institutions  who,  in  the  broad  sense, 
are  criminals  In  that  they  have  violated  laws 
which  technically  make  them  offenders,  but 
they  are  not  criminals  In  the  sense  that  they 
<ifTeiid  basic  moral  laws.  For  example.  Sen- 
ator, there  are  a  great  many  people  who  ase 
sent  to  us  for  violating  the  liquor  laws  who 
ran  see  no  great  moral  wrong  in  that. 
Whether  they  are  right  or  wrong  I  do  not 
attempt  to  say,  but  I  do  say  that  some  of 
those  fellows  should  not  have  to  be  boused 
With  these  more  vicious  and  difficult  indi- 
viduals. But  tbe  point  I  am  trying  to  make 
is  that  I  think  we  are  adjusting  these  men  at 
Alcatraz  quite  well.  Some  of  them  do  better 
there  than  In  the  big  houses.  For  instance, 
take  a  fellow  like  H.  B  .  kidnaper  and  mur- 
derer, who  put  a  wire  cord  around  a  warden's 
neck  and  escaped  from  a  State  prison.  That 
is  a  very  old  trick  with  prisoners.  They  take 
a  piece  of  fine  wire,  reach  out  from  behind 
or  through  the  bars  with  this  wire  and  loop 
it  over  the  officer's  neck  and  say.  "Now.  you 
let  me  out  of  here,  you  S.  O.  B.,  or  I  am  going 
to  cut  your  head  off."  That's  how  one  of 
our  prisoners  got  away  from  a  State  in- 
stitution. 

Senator  Lances.    And  he  escaped? 
Mr.  Bennett.    Yes:  and  then  got  involved 
In  a  kidnaping,  and  then  was  sent  to  us. 

Let  me  give  you  an  overall  view  of  the 
Federal  system.  We  have  now  some  three 
different  prisons  in  the  Federal  system,  rang- 
ing all  the  way  from  maximum  security  peni- 
tentiaries to  reformatories  and  correctional 
Institutions  and  camps,  where  the  men  build 
roads  and  do  other  construction  work.  Inci- 
dentally. Senator,  approximately  25  percent 
of  our  population  Is  in  minimum  custody 
camps  and  institutions  where  there  is  not  a 
gun  around,  where  there  is  not  a  single  evi- 
dence of  physical  restraint,  and  we  have  bad 
a  very  fine  record  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Weucex.  How  does  your  escape 
record  there  compare  with  your  physical  re- 
straint  Institutions? 

Mr  Bennett.  Well,  Senator.  It  Is  higher, 
of  course.  It  is  higher  because  we  some- 
times make  a  mistake  and  do  not  pick  the 
right  ones,  but  they  don't  get  away  from  us 
for  very  long.  It  is  true  they  run  away,  but 
we  catch  up  with  them.  In  the  16  years 
since  I  have  been  Director  of  Prisons,  Sena- 
tor, we  have  bandied  some  250.000  prisoners 
in  our  institutions.  Of  these,  except  for  78 
Mexicans  who  escaped  from  our  camps  on 
the  Mexican  tmrder  and  presumably  got  back 
Into  Mexico,  only  7  are  unaccounted  for  to- 
day. The  fellows  we  are  putting  in  these 
open  camps,  most  of  them,  are  on  the  Mezi- 
cpn  txjrder.  They  are  the  wetbacks  and 
Mexicans  that  come  over  the  border.  We 
are  trying  to  get  a  little  work  out  of  them 
while  they  are  in  our  cvistody.  And.  In  tbe 
second  place,  we  Just  don't  feel  that  we  can 
afford  the  expensive  cells  and  facilities  that 
we  need  for  these  other  men.  A  maximum 
custody  cell.  Senator,  nowadays,  costs  from 
•  12,000  to  »15,000  per  man.  The  old  coiji- 
ventlonal  cell  where  he  has  tbe  bars  ai|d 
the  toilet  and  washtuisin  in  his  cell  are  ex- 
tremely expensive.  We  are  putting  all  these 
bootleggers,  check  forgers.  Income-tax 
evaders,  and  the  like  into  the»«  minimum 
custody  Institutions;   but,  on  the  other  ex- 


treme, we  do  have  these  serious  offenders, 
bank-robbery  cases,  kidnaping  cases,  men 
who  have  committed  murder  In  the  Army, 
saboteurs,  and  the  like.  Our  very  vicious 
criminals  have  to  be  held  under  pretty  re- 
stricted conditions.  We  are  getting  men  out 
of  tbe  military  prisons  and  out  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  At  tbe  present  time  we 
have  in  our  system  601  prisoners  committed 
to  us  from  the  District  of  Columbia — fellows 
here  in  tbe  District  who  do  these  bank  rob- 
beries, housebreakings,  etc..  that  they  can't 
take  care  of  In  the  District.  The  District 
penal  Institutions  are  dormitory  type,  with 
no  walls  around  them,  so  they  transfer  the 
more  serious  cases  to  us.  Out  of  that  601 
there  are  a  handful  of  prisoners  we  have  not 
been  able  to  take  care  of  at  Leavenworth. 
Atlanta,  and  Lewisburg.  We  move  these  to 
Alcatraz.  In  addition  to  that,  we  have  over 
2.000  men  out  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy — 
men  who  committed  some  serious  crime 
abroad,  usually  murder  or  rap>e. 

We  have  no,  or  very  few,  desertion  cases, 
as  the  Army  takes  care  of  these  themselves. 
Actually,  the  Army  has  now  about  8.000  pris- 
oners In  Army  disciplinary  barraclts.  They 
skimmed  the  most  difficult  cases  off  and 
transferred  about  2.000  to  us.  They  are,  for 
the  most  part,  young,  aggressive  fellows.  We 
have  tried  to  absorb  them  in  our  institu- 
tions. Our  theory  on  Army  and  Navy  cases 
is  that  they  are  young  fellows  and  that 
maybe  whatever  they  did  is  sort  of  a  casualty 
of  the  war.  We  are  trying  to  give  them  every 
chance  in  our  other  institutions.  Many  of 
them  are  making  good.  We  are  having  some 
success  also  In  restoring  a  few  to  the  service. 
Small  numbers  of  them  who  simply  can't 
get  along  with  other  men  are  sent  to  maxi- 
mum custody  prisons.  Not  a  few  are  homo- 
sexuals. There  is  a  case  here  of  a  fellow 
who  viciously  attacked  another  prisoner 
homosexually,  held  a  knlfs  to  his  side  while 
he  attacked  him.  That  sort  of  fellow  we 
have  had  to  keep  locked  up.  and  we  have 
sent  some  of  those  on  to  Alcatraz.  As  I  say. 
the  whole  Federal  system  Is  based  on  classi- 
fying these  prisoners  according  to  their  char- 
acter and  according  to  their  behavior.  We 
move  them  around  from  one  place  to  an- 
other. As  I  was  telling  Senator  Lancer,  we 
do  all  we  can  to  help  a  man  adjust  in  the 
institution.  Some  of  these  fellows  with  long 
terms,  who  see  little  or  no  hope  of  getting 
out,  get  terribly  discouraged,  depressed,  and 
get  what  the  psychologists  cpll  a  situation 
psychosis.  We  try  to  move  them  about  from 
one  place  to  another.  We  transfer  the  men 
around  rather  frequently  and  It  seems  to 
help.  I  think  that  Is  one  of  the  secrets  In 
running  an  Institution:  giving  a  man  every 
possible  trial.  That  is  what  we  do  with  the 
men  at  Alcatraz.  We  send  a  man  there  only 
after  we  have  tried  him  at  other  institutions. 
He  gets  out  there  and  not  Infrequently  be 
changes  over  and  makes  good.  Then  he 
goes  back.  I  have  a  number  of  cases  I  would 
like  to  submit  to  you. 

Senator  Lanceb.  Let  this  be  made  a  part 
of  tbe  record. 

Mr.  Bennett.  I  was  telling  Senator  Lancer 
about  one  of  Amesica's  top  blgtime  criminals 
who  went  to  Alcatraz.  He  was  serving  a 
sentence  In  the  Kansas  State  Penitentiary — 
a  life  sentence — and  he  escaped  from  that 
institution  by  making  a  wire  loop  and  at- 
taching it  to  a  stick  and  putting  it  over  the 
warden's  neck  and  bringing  It  up  tight 
enough  so  that  another  yank  would  have 
decapitated  blm.  and  then  said.  "Now.  you 
let  me  out  of  here."  and  he  did.  Then  the 
prisoner  became  Involved  in  a  kidnaping  and 
came  to  us.  Eventually  he  was  sent  to  Al- 
catraz, and  while  at  Alcatraz,  after  a  little 
while,  made  an  exceUent  record.  He  went 
along  well  there  for  10  years.  He  Just  did 
his  own  time.  We  moved  him  out,  as  we 
do  the  other  Alcatraz  fellows  who  make  good. 
He  has  now  been  at  Leavenworth  for  6  or 
8  years  and  be  is  doing  a  fine  job.  He  bas 
a  life  sentence.  He  is  62  or  63  years  of  age 
now.    He  la  the  kind  of  fellow  that  if  be 


had  originally  remained  In  a  place  ll^^e  Leav- 
enworth, they  would  have  been  afraid  of  him 
because  they  knew  what  kind  of  a  fellow 
he  was.  They  would  have  locked  him  up  as 
they  used  to  do  In  the  old  days,  segregated 
blm.  I  am  sure,  under  such  conditions,  he 
would  have  become  troublesome.  So  we  put 
blm  in  Alcatraz.  where  we  have  staff  enough 
to  be  able  to  watch  blm  carefully:  let  blm 
work  around  the  Institution,  and  he  bas 
done  well.  A  prisoner  at  Alcatraz  doesn't 
have  to  stay  in  bis  own  cell — he  can  move 
about,  get  exercise,  and  he  Just  doesn't  go 
"stir  bugs,"  as  the  fellows  say.  As  I  told  the 
chairman,  I  have  recommended  that  tbe  In- 
stitution at  Alcatraz  be  replaced;  not  that  It 
Is  not  serving  a  very  important  purpose  In 
our  whole  penal  system  but  it  Is  located  way 
off  on  the  west  coast,  on  a  dreary,  rocky  is- 
land. It  Is  extremely  expensive  to  operate. 
We  have  to  have  water  taken  in  there,  and 
personnel  do  not  like  it;  we  almost  have  to 
order  men  to  go  there.  It  is  an  administra- 
tive monstrosity. 

Senator  Welker.  I  am  quite  familiar  with 
the  institution.  I  have  been  there  and  looked 
at  it.  It  is  not  only  an  administrative  head- 
ache but  it  Is  not  a  good  prison  from  the 
proposition  of  reform.  It  is  a  depressing 
institution. 

Mr.  Bennett.  That  Is  right,  and  I  have  felt 
it  ought  to  be  replaced  as  soon  as  it  could 
possibly  be  done  with  a  more  modern  institu- 
tion with  a  better  geographic  location.  I 
have  submitted  to  the  budget  from  time  to 
time  estimates  for  a  new  institution,  and  I 
think  this  year.  Senator,  in  the  budget  mes- 
sage of  President  EUsenhower,  he  may  sug- 
gest that  the  committee  give  consideration 
to  replacing  the  institution.  I  am  hoping 
that  some  day  we  can  replace  it. 

Senator  Welkbi.  How  many  men  do  you 
have  at  Leavenworth? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Two  thousand  two  hundred 
and  ninety. 

Senator  Welkeb.  How  many  at  Atlanta? 
Mr.  Bennett.  Two  thousand  two  hundred 
and  fifty-four. 

Senator  Welkes.  At  Lewisburg? 
Mr.  Bennett.  At  Lewisburg  we  have  one 
thousand  and  seventy-eight. 

Senator  Welkxe.  How  about  McNeil  Is- 
land? 

Mr.  Bennett.  In  the  prison  proper.  Sena- 
tor— the  main  building — 992  men,  and  at  the 
farm  or  the  prison  camp  at  McNeil  Island, 
162   men. 

Senator  Welker.  And  only  two  hundred 
and  sixty  at  Alcatraz? 

Mr.  Bennett.  At  Alcatraz  today,  two  hun- 
dred  and  twenty-nine. 

Senator  Wxijux.  Isn't  there  a  terrific  cost 
to  maintaining  that  institution  for  only  that 
many   people? 

Mr.  Bennett.  That  is  true.  Senator,  but  it 
makes  our  other  institutions  cheaper  to  oper- 
ate. For  the  prison  service  as  a  whole  we 
never  operated  with  fewer  man-years  of  em- 
ployment than  we  do  now. 

Senator  Lancex.  Mr.  Bennett,  would  you 
mind  filing  that  sheet  giving  the  prison  pop- 
ulation, and  would  you  prepare  another 
sheet  alongside  it  showing  the  number  of 
Inmates  5  years  ago  and  10  years  ago? 

Mr.  Bennett.  How  would  you  like  to  have 
me  prepare  a  sheet  showing  normal  capacity 
of  these  institutions?  For  Instance.  McNeil 
Island  is  the  most  crowded  of  any  of  the 
Institutions.  We  are  taking  everybody  from 
the  west  coast  into  that  Institution.  All  of 
the  cells  are  double-decked,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  handful.  Men  are  in  these  con- 
gregate or  double-decked  cells — one  of  tbe 
most  serious  problems  we  have,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  crowded  Institutions. 
(See  exhibit  B.) 

Senator  Lances.  What  is  that  institution 
doing,  from  the  point  of  view  of  program? 

Mr.  Bennett.  They  are  doing  a  lot  of 
things — running  a  cannery,  making  ware- 
house pallets,  salvaging  cable  for  the  Navy, 
and  running  a  big  farm. 
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Senator  Wnxm.  There  Is  «  definite  need 
for  a  new  Institution  on  tne  west  coast? 

Mr.  Bbnnitt.  There  certainly  U,  or  In  that 
general  area — In  the  Northwest  or  on  the  west 
coast.  We  are  having  to  take  prisoners  from 
southern  California,  the  Los  Angeles  area, 
quite  a  ways  east — many  going  to  camps — one 
camp  at  Tucson,  Ariz.,  one  at  Florence, 
Ariz.,  and  one  at  Wlckenburg,  Ariz.  We  keep 
moving  more  of  them  east.  A  great  many 
of  them  are  younger  boys — the  young  kids 
that  steal  automobiles  here  In  Washington 
or  out  in  North  Dakota — and  drive  to  Holly- 
wood, which  is  the  Eldorado  where  they  seek 
adventure.  We  are  having  to  move  those 
young  16-  and  17-year-old  boys  who,  while 
troublesome,  are  not  too  difflcult,  all  the  way 
to  Denver,  Colo.  We  have  a  boys'  Institu- 
tion or  young  offenders'  Institution  Just  out- 
side the  city  of  Denver.  We  ought  not  to 
have  to  move  many  that  far  away,  l>ecause  it 
costs  the  Government  a  lot  of  money  to 
transfer  them  long  distances.  So  I  am  hope- 
ful that  some  day  we  can  get  something  on 
the  California  coast. 

At  El  Reno,  Okla..  there  Is  another  type  of 
correctional  Institution  for  young  men 
whose  most  frequent  offense  is  stealing  an 
automobile.  There  are  more  Federal  of- 
fenders apprehended  for  stealing  automo- 
biles now  than  for  any  other  offense.  I  think 
the  next  highest  are  the  liquor  law  violators 
and  next,  check  forgers.  But  most  of  the 
automobiles  are  stolen  by  kids.  We  are  put- 
ting these  young  men  In  the  reformatories 
and  emphasizing  vocational  training.  We 
have  a  very  good  set  of  courses  in  welding, 
machine  shop  practice,  on  automotive  en- 
gines, etc.  The  most  spectacular  vocational 
training  shop  is  the  airplane  engine  machine 
shop  at  Chllllcothe.  Ohio,  where  we  are  train- 
ing them  to  be  airplane  engine  mechanics. 

Senator  Hennings.  These  young  men  we 
receive  In  the  system  for  stealing  an  auto- 
mobile, forging  a  check,  for  committing  some 
offense  In  the  Army,  we  have  a  series  of  cor- 
rectional institutions  and  reformatories 
where  we  send  these  boys,  and  we  place  great 
emphasis  on  vocational  training? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Yes,  Senator,  That  la  cor- 
rect. 

Senator  Hennings.  The  National  Training 
School  at  Chllllcothe.  for  Instance? 

Mr.  Bennett.  The  National  Training 
School  is  here  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  is  for  Juvenile  delinquents.  We  have  an 
airplane  engine  mechanics  shop  at  Chllll- 
cothe Reformatory  for  young  men  and  boys. 
We  have  put  through  that  school  now  some 
300  boys  and  they  have  all  gone  out — all  of 
the  300  who  have  gone  out — have  gotten 
Jobs  and  they  have  done  well  except  about 
30.  We  have  to  measure  that  percentage  of 
violators  against  the  fact  that  in  the  country 
as  a  whole  60  percent  of  the  men  who  are 
leaving  prison,  will  l>e  back  In  again  In  a 
period  of  5  years.  In  some  States  It  runs 
as  high  as  70  percent  repeaters.  We  think 
we  have  a  pretty  good  record  In  the  Federal 
system.  We  think  not  more  than  20  to  25 
percent  of  our  men  again  get  Into  difficulty 
but  we  have  no  means  of  following  up.  We 
can't  be  sure  of  this  figure  because  after  the 
man  Is  off  parole  we  have  no  followup  sys- 
tem. 

Thess  correctional  Institutions  and  re- 
formatories for  young  men  are  at  once  a 
most  challenging  p.oblem.  In  some  ways 
they  are  ovir  most  difflcult  institutions  to 
operate.  The  young  fellow  who  Is  aggres- 
sive. Is  usually  a  person  who  Just  doesn't 
fear  very  much.  He  Is  not  afraid  of  Ood. 
man  or  the  devil.  Many  of  them  fall  to  learn 
by  experience — they  are  unable  to  follow 
through  on  any  steady  pattern.  And  so  by 
and  large  are  a  very  difflciilt  group  to  handle, 
but  we  are  spending  ova  money  on  these  fel- 
lows.   They  are  worth  saving. 

Perhaps  you  wUl  recall  that  a  years  ago 
Congress  passed  a  special  act  called  the 
Youtlx  Correction  Act  to  deal  with  such  cases. 


This  act  proTided  that  a  Judge  In  his  dis- 
cretion, could  commit  a  young  man  21  years 
of  age  or  under  to  a  special  board  for  an  in- 
determinate period  not  exceeding  the  pen- 
alty prescribed  by  statute.  This  board  would 
determine  the  type  of  Institution,  what  type 
of  treatment  he  would  require,  whether  he 
should  go  to  a  camp,  correctional  institution, 
or  what  should  be  done  with  him.  And  they 
would  have  the  authority  to  determine  how 
long  he  would  stay,  whether  they  would  re- 
lease him  conditionally  or  release  him  out- 
right. The  act  has  not  yet  been  implemented 
because  of  some  delay  in  getting  the  funds 
and  some  delay  in  making  appointments  of 
the  members  of  the  board.  The  board  has 
not  been  appointed  and  therefore  cannot  go 
into  action.  When  we  get  that  act  set  up. 
which  has  a  lot  of  advantages — the  Judges  are 
very  enthusiastic  about  It — we  will  be  able 
to  do  a  lot  of  things  for  these  boys  we  can't 
do  now.  I  am  hopeful  it  will  soon  be  Im- 
plemented. 

Then,  In  addition  to  these  prisons  and 
reformatories  we  also  have  correctional  in- 
stitutions for  short-term  offenders. 

Senator  Hennings.  What  about  Danbury, 
Conn.,  and  Texarkana.  Tex? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Yes.  sir.  They  are  correc- 
tional institutions  that  take  older  men  who 
are  not  habitual  offenders — not  vicious  of- 
fenders— who  are  liquor-law  violators,  check 
forgers — and  other  not  too  serious  offenders. 
Those  men,  for  the  most  part,  are  not  under 
close  custody.  There  are  no  walls,  they  are 
only  protected  by  fences.  The  men  work  and 
they  have  a  pretty  g(X)d  program  for  most 
of  those  fellows.  They  are  small  institu- 
tions. 

We  have  been  able  to  keep  our  institutions 
fairly  small.  Only  Atlanta  and  Leavenworth 
are  Big  Houses.  The  rest  of  the  Institu- 
tions we  keep  to  50  to  600. 

In  the  Institution  at  Ashland.  Ky  .  for  in- 
stance, we  have  atwut  600  in  U  now. 

Sinator  Lances.  Mr.  Bennett,  it  would  be 
of  great  value  if  you  would  take  a  list  and 
tell  us  about  each  institution  separately,  and 
the  experience  yuu  have  h.id  at  each  place. 

Mr.  Bennett.  I  will  be  glad  to  lurnish  this 
Information. 

Senator  Langer.  The  stenographer  will  list 
these  institutions  on  separate  pages.  (See 
exhibit  C.) 

Senator  Welkes.  I  am  interested  in  seeing 
that  adequate^  facilities  are  provided  in  the 
west  coast  area. 

Senator  Hennings.  I  had  the  experience 
of  having  sp>ent  8  years  of  my  life,  first  as  a 
youngster  as  assistant  district  attorney — 
actually  trying  the  cases  before  Junes  in  a 
city  of  a  million  people — and  thereafter  I 
was  elected  district  attorney  and  served  un- 
til I  went  into  the  service,  so  I  have  always 
had  a  real  Interest  in  this  whole  phase,  and 
I  nave  suffered  disquiet  and  misgiving  since 
I  was  exp>osed  to  it  during  that  period  of 
time.  I  found  myself  worrying  at)out  these 
unfortunate  people  and  saying,  "and  there, 
but  for  the  grace  of  God.  go  I."  I  had  a  ca.se- 
load  of  1.500  a  year  there  In  my  own  divi- 
sion. Thereafter,  when  I  was  district  at- 
torney the  caseload  was  around  3.000  or  4.000 
a  year.  I  had  general  supervision  but  did 
not  see  as  much  of  the  Individuals.  1  was 
Interested  in  the  book  Stone  Walls  and  Men. 
and  there  lu  much  Interesting  and  chal- 
lenging maVLxial  being  written  on  this  whole 
subject.  But  the  overall  thing  that  has  dis- 
turbed me  more.  Mr.  Chairman,  since  you 
raised  that  point,  is  the  whole  system — 
not  that  I  believe  that  I  know  as  much  about 
it  or  have  any  such  ideals  as  Mr.  Bennett 
and  you  gentlemen  who  have  a  better  under- 
standing of  the  whole  problem.  My  old 
friend.  L.  C.  Dyer,  the  man  whose  name  is 
placed  on  the  Motor  Theft  Act — L.  C.  has 
said  many  times  he  thought  that  act  was  a 
mistake.  For  instance,  unfortunately  it  is  a 
sentence  under  that  act  that  sometimes 
causes  trouble  in  an  Institution.     Take  one 


thoughtful  Judge  in  Illinois,  lor  Instance, 
who  will  give  a  boy  who  goes  Joyriding  a  year 
and  a  day.  and  then  another  Judge  some- 
where else  will  give  the  same  boy  3  to  6  years, 
depending  on  the  caprlclousness  of  the 
Judges.  That  makes  for  unrest  In  an  Insti- 
tution. One  boy  will  say,  "Here's  this  fellow 
who  has  done  this  or  that — the  same  thing 
I  was  sentenced  for — and  he  geU  off  light, 
and  here  I  am  doing  all  this  time  for  the 
same   offense." 

Mr  Bennett.  Yes.  Senator;  that  makes  for 
bitterness  in  our  institutions. 

Senator  Hennings.  I  was  on  a  board  called 
the  Missouri  Crime  Survey,  and  we  went  into 
the  effect  of  implementation  of  the  parole 
system  and  the  economy.  For  Instance,  a 
fellow  In  one  division  is  not  put  on  probation 
and  the  fellow  in  the  next  division  Is.  The  . 
Judges  don't  seem  to  care  what  effect  this 
has  on  the  fellow  who  is  not  put  on  protM- 
tlon  or  what  happens  to  the  man. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Probation  varies  from  70 
percent  of  the  cases  in  New  England  to  about 
10  percent  in  another  area. 

Senator  Hennings.  I  Just  wanted  to  indi- 
cate some  of  the  fields  of  the  broad  subject. 

Mr  Bennett.  I  am  delighted  you  people 
are  taking  an  interest  In  this.  I  have  been 
director  for  16  years  and  this  is  the  first 
occ:ision  that  I  have  ever  had  the  privilege 
of  coming  up  and  having  a  general  discus- 
sion of  our  problems.  Every  other  time  I 
have  been  on  the  mat  for  something  or  other. 
This  IS  literally  the  first  time  anybody  has 
ever  sat  down  and  said,  "What  are  your 
problems.  Bennetf " 

Senator  Hennings  You  are  an  expert.  Mr. 
Bennett— I  have  heard  It  from  many  sources. 
I  for  one  member  of  this  committee  am  not 
in  any  sense  approaching  this  undertaking 
with  any  view  to  spying  or  undertaking  to 
suicgest  that  I.  from  reading  some  txxtk  or 
other,  from  what  I  have  seen,  luiow  anything 
like  what  yon  gentlemen  know,  but  we  would 
like  to  help  you 

Mr  BrNNETT  We  have  endeavored  to  do 
the  best  Job  possible,  and  we  certainly  want 
advice  and  help. 

Senator  Hennings  You  can  call  on  us  for 
assistance  and  counsel. 

Mr  Bennett  I  have  a  lot  of  literature,  but 
I  know  you  will   not  have   time  to  read   It. 

Senator  Langes  I  am  sure  the  memt>ers  of 
this  committee  will  l>e  glad  to  read  it. 

Mr  Bennett  I  can  file  with  the  commit- 
tee a  number  of  pamphlets  and  reports. 

Senator  Lances  Mr  Bennett,  would  you 
mail  these  direct  to  Senator  Hennings,  to 
Senator  Welkes,  and  also  to  myself — all 
th.vt  yuu  have'' 

Mr.  Bennett.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so.  Sen- 
ator. 

Senator  Lancer  We  want  your  honest 
opinion.  If  you  haven't  got  money  enough, 
we  want  to  know  it:  if  you  haven't  been 
treated  right  by  some  of  the  committees, 
we  want  to  know  It. 

Mr    Bennett    Thank   you.   Senator. 

I  have  possibly  talked  too  much  about  Al- 
catraz  Were  you  here.  Senator  Hennings, 
when  I  said  I  recommended  that  the  Insti- 
tution be  replaced  and  hoped  that  some 
day  that  will  come? 

Senator  Langes.  Mr.  Bennett,  will  you  give 
us  the  names  of  some  of  the  men  who  are 
engaged  in  this  work,  the  institution  they 
are  with,  and  tell  us  what  they  are  doing? 

Mr  Bennett.  At  Alcatraz.  Mr.  E.  B.  Swope 
is  the  warden.  He  Is  doing  an  excellent  Job. 
I  have  talked  enough  about  that  I  guess. 
Our  institution  at  Atlanta  has  2,254  Inmstes, 
and  the  warden  is  W.  A.  Hlatt.  He  Is  like- 
wise a  career  man  in  our  service.  He  U 
from  Idaho,  having  been  head  of  the  State 
constabulary  in  Idaho  some  time  ago;  but 
he  has  been  In  our  service  for  some  30  years. 
The  Institution  at  Atlanta.  I  think.  Is  run- 
ning very  well.  Senator.  It  has  a  good  em- 
ployment program,  a  good  educational  pro- 
gram. The  Institution  U  completely  self- 
susuinlng^^lt  doesn't  cost  the  taxpayers  a 
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penny  to  run  it.  The  big  Item  mantifac- 
tured  at  Atlanta  Is  cotton  canvas  used  (or 
mall  bags,  tarpaulins,  and  other  Items.  In 
addition  to  manufacturing  clothing  and 
other  material,  there  Is  a  big  farm.  The 
problem  at  Atlanta  Is  that  we  are  very 
crowded. 

Senator  Hennings.  How  old  Is  the  Atlanta 
Institution? 

Mr.  Bennett.  It  goes  back  to  1903.  It 
was  built  by  the  prisoners  themselves,  but 
uur  principal  problem  at  Atlanta  Is  that  we 
have  about  500  more  prisoners  than  we  can 
handle  properly.  There  are  relatively  few 
single  cells.  Not  having  adequate  space  for 
men  where  they  can  live  by  themselves 
makes  for  trouble. 

Senator  Hennings.  Are  there  any  big- 
timers  there? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Yes;   long-term  offenders. 

Senator  Hennings.  What  type  of  of- 
fenders? 

Mr.  Bennett.  'Why  auto  thieves,  check 
fdrgers,  liquor-law  violators,  and  the  like. 
Incidentally,  one  other  thing  that  Is  hap- 
ix-ning  throughout  our  system  Is  that  our 
colored  population  is  increasing  so  rapidly. 
The  colored  population  has  Increased  in  At- 
liiiita  now  until  it  Is  nearly  one-third,  and 
that  has  meant  that  we  have  had  to  trans- 
fer some  of  the  colored  men  Into  white 
quarters.  We  have  been  trying  to  break  down 
this  race  segregation  in  every  way  possible. 
Ovir  problem  at  Atlanta  and  Leavenworth  Is 
very  much  the  same — not  enough  single-cell 
space. 

At  Leavenworth  the  population  Is  2.290. 
Mr  C.  H.  Looney  is  warden.  He'  has  Just 
been  appointed  to  succeed  Warden  Hunter. 
who  retired.  Primarily,  they  manufacture 
slides  for  the  Army  and  other  Government 
aijciicies.  but  In  addition  to  that,  they  manu- 
f.irture  furniture,  chairs,  desks,  and  brushes. 

Senator  Lances.  And  you  have  a  farm 
there,  too? 

Mr  Bennett.  Yes;  we  have  a  large  farm, 
and  there  is  one  of  my  problems.  As  you 
know.  Senator,  we  had  a  flood  at  Leaven- 
worth on  the  Missouri  this  spring  and  it  cost 
u.s  over  ilOO.OOO  loss  on  the  farm,  crops, 
animals,  etc  .  so  we  have  to  save  that  money 
somewhere  becavise  up  to  now  the  budget 
jieopie  have  said.  "We  are  not  going  to  give 
you  any  supplemental  appropriation — you 
will  Just  have  to  find  some  money  elsewhere." 

Mr.  Looney,  prior  to  being  warden  at 
l/eavenworth,  was  warden  at  Milan.  Mich. 
Frujr  to  that  time  he  was  an  associate  warden 
at  I/eavenworth  and  Terre  Haute.  He  is  a 
career  officer.  Senator,  a  young  man  of  about 
55.  but  a  very  sble  fellow.  I  think. 

Senator  Hennings.  At  that  point.  Mr. 
Chairman,  as  I  understand  it.  in  most  of 
our  Institutions  now  the  warden  Is  the  su- 
|)erlor  administrative  officer,  but  there  are 
c  aptalns  who  deal  with  the  disciplinary  prob- 
lems, assignment  of  tasks,  etc. 

Mr  Bennett.  Well,  at  a  place  like  Leaven- 
worth we  have  a  warden,  and  under  him 
three  Important  officers:  An  associate  warden. 
In  charge  of  mass  treatment,  discipline,  as- 
signment of  Jobs,  etc.;  an  associate  warden 
In  charge  of  individual  treatment,  who  su- 
{>ervlses  the  hospital,  runs  the  schools,  and 
does  the  welfare  work.  Then  we  have  a 
business  manager,  the  fellow  who  runs  the 
finances.  In  our  system,  Senator  Henwiwos, 
we  have  avoided  placing  the  power  of  disci- 
pline In  one  man.  When  a  man  comes  into 
our  institution  he  comes  before  a  classifica- 
tion board.  They  have  his  full  record,  a 
statement  of  his  crime,  his  home  and  social 
background,  a  report  of  the  doctor,  a  report 
of  the  psychiatrist  and  psychologist,  etc. 
This  committee  sits  down  and  says,  "Now, 
this  fellow  presents  such  and  such  a  prob- 
lem." They  talk  his  case  over  thoroughly. 
They  may  say  he  Is  a  maximum  custody 
case — has  to  be  kept  under  close  supervision — 
or  maybe  they  will  say  he  Is  a  minimum 
custody  case.  In  which  event  he  can  be  put 
out  on  the  farm  or  open  camp.    Then  th«7 
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question  him  and  say,  "Now,  what  do  you 
want  to  do  while  you  are  here?"  If  he  is  a 
young  tellow  we  try  to  get  him  to  take  a 
training  job;  If  an  older  man  we  say.  "Do 
you  want  to  work  In  the  Industries,"  and 
U  so,  we  try  to  allocate  the  pay  jobs  on  a 
basis  of  financial  need.  We  pay  them  wages, 
you  know.  Then  this  committee  decldee 
what  his  job  Is  going  to  be.  On  the  question 
of  discipline.  Senator  Henninos,  we  do  not 
use  the  yard-captain  system.  We  have  a 
discipline  committee,  the  chairman  being  the 
deputy  warden.  They  bring  the  man  in 
and  If  it  Is  a  minor  offense,  such  as  falling 
to  get  up  in  the  morning — or  If  he  says  he 
Is  not  going  to  do  that  Job — the  deputy 
warden  will  say,  "Well,  all  right,  you  are 
going  to  lose  your  motion-picture  privilege," 
or  will  deny  him  some  other  privilege.  But 
If  It  Is  a  serious  offense — If  he  has  refused  to 
work  or  if  he  gets  Into  a  fight,  or  If  he  steals 
cigarettes,  then  we  bring  him  before  this 
committee  and  file  a  specific  charge  against 
him.  He  is  privileged  to  select  from  any  per- 
sonnel in  the  institution,  counsel,  and  they 
will  adjourn  the  meeting  until  he  confers 
with  his  counsel.  The  board  hears  him  and 
says  he  is  guilty  or  not  guilty.  They  give 
him  a  trial,  bring  In  witnesses,  then  the 
board  decides  what  to  do  with  him.  They 
can  let  him  off.  restrict  his  privileges,  or  they 
can  give  him  time  In  two  different  types  of 
segregation.  He  may  be  locked  up  In  a  cell 
by  himself  but  has  full  meals:  or  for  a  time 
they  can  put  him  in  solitary — what  the  boys 
call  "In  the  hole." 

Senator  Welkes.  Do  you  have  anything 
like  "Siberia,"  like  they  have  in  some  State 
Institutions? 

Mr.  Bennett.  No.  Senator.  If  he  gets  soli- 
tary he  gets,  as  the  boys  call  It,  "The  Spinach 
Diet. "  It  la  a  full  3.500  calorie  diet,  but  no 
meat.  It  Is  not  palatable.  They  would 
really  rather  have  bread  and  water  than  the 
spinach  diet. 

Senator  Hennings.  I  remember  seeing  dis- 
cipline enforced  In  the  Missouri  State  pen- 
itentiary. They  tised  to  take  a  fellow,  put 
him  in  solitary,  and  they  would  even  turn 
the  hose  on  them — I  know  it  has  happened. 
Others  would  have  to  stand  on  the  line. 
Years  ago  they  had  a  great  scandal  In  my 
State  where  they  strung  them  up  by  their 
thumbs.  Is  there  any  such  treatment  In  any 
of  our  Federal  Institutions? 

Mr.  Bennett.  None.  no.  sir. 

Senator  Weucek.  The  formative  years  of 
my  life  were  spent  at  a  penitentiary.  My 
father  was  connected  with  the  Idaho  peni- 
tentiary from  the  day  I  was  ttorn.  and  I 
used  to  play  on  the  ball  team  there  until 
I  was  a  Jiuilor  In  college.  Like  Senator  Hen- 
nings. I  started  as  a  prosecutor  and  have 
done  a  lot  of  work  in  this  field.  I  think  you 
have  a  committee  here  that  Is  really  In- 
terested. I  am  sorry  to  say  In  our  Idaho  In- 
stitution they  have  what  Is  known  as  "Si- 
beria" and  it  Is  a  disgrace. 

Senator  Hennings.  You  still  have  It? 

Senator  Welkex.  Yes;  and  we  had  a  riot 
out  there.  The  place  is  so  crowded  there  Is 
no  place  to  enforce  discipline.  There  Is  no 
solitary  block  out  there  that  is  not  occu- 
pied. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Our  next  penitentiary  is  the 
one  at  Lewlsburg.  Pa.  The  population  is 
1.178,  and  the  warden  is  George  H.  Hum- 
phrey. He  Is  also  a  career  officer  In  the  Fed- 
eral prison  system,  having  had  20  years  ex- 
perience. Lewlsburg  is  a  relatively  new  In- 
stitution, having  t>een  built  In   1932. 

Lewlsburg  has  only  a  relatively  few  cell 
blocks.  It  has  no  big  cell  blocks  as  in  some 
other  Institutions.  It  does  have  open  dormi- 
tories or  barracks  like  the  Army  and  Navy. 
It  has  too  many  open  dormitories.  The 
open  dormitories  can  lead  to  lots  of  trouble; 
but  the  institution  was  built  In  1932  under 
an  economy  program.  It  only  cost  about 
$3,000  a  man,  even  though  It  is  very  Impos- 
ing looking.  The  architecture  is  Italian 
HenalasMioe,  ooe  of  the  finest  ezMnplee  oX 


Oothlc  architecture  In  the  country.  But  our 
principal  problem  at  Lewlsburg  has  l>een, 
again,  not  enough  single  rooms — not  enough 
single  cell  space. 

Senator  Wclkbk.  Alger  Hiss  Is  serving  his* 
time  at  Lewlsburg,  Is  he  not? 

Mr.  BENNETr.  Yes;  we  have  a  lot  of  promi- 
nent cases — Alger  Hiss.  Harry  Gold,  and  there 
are  two  Communist  leaders  up  there. 

Senator  WSLXxa.  Has  Hiss  been  a  good 
prisoner? 

Mr.  Bewnett.  Yes;  he  has  made  an  ex- 
cellent prisoner.  He  has  taken  it  hard  and 
he  Is  doing  what  the  boys  call  "hard  time." 
But  he  has  never  asked  a  favor  or  a  privilege. 
We  have  assigned  him  to  the  storehouse. 
One  of  the  things  you  have  to  worry  about 
with  these  notorious  prisoners  Is  their  as- 
signment. Frequently  there  are  charges  we 
give  such  prisoners  cushy  Jobs. 

Senator  Welkxe.  That  question  has  been 
asked  me  many  times. 

Mr.  Bennett.  That  Is  why  we  have  had  to 
be  careful,  but  we  have  a  number  of  others — 
Winter  and  this  fellow  who  used  to  be  a 
member  of  the  New  York  Board  of  Aldermen 
and  a  Communist,  Gates,  I  think  this  fel- 
low's name  Is,  and  there  are  others,  all 
problems. 

Mr.  Welkee.  Are  they  hard  workers?  Do 
they  cause    you   trouble? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Some  do.  They  are  more 
apt  to  get  neurotic  and  we  have  to  move 
them  to  the  hospital  or  find  other  ways  to 
help  them   adjust. 

Senator  Hennings.  What  about  this  fellow 
who  was  convicted  In  Boston  for  broadcast- 
ing In  Germany? 

Mr.  Bennett.  You  are  doubtless  thinking 
of  Best.  He  died — had  a  brain  tumor,  but 
these  fellows  are  difficult  for  another  reason. 
Some  of  the  other  men  pick  on  them,  steal 
their  shoes  or  mess  up  whatever  their  work 
is.  On  the  other  hand,  some  of  these  fel- 
lows who  come  in  are  fine  fellows  and  do 
well. 

Senator  Lancee.  Will  you  tell  us  about  the 
medical  center  at  Springfield?  I  think 
Frank  Boehm  was  there  for  a  time. 

Mr.  Bennett.  We  sent  him  to  Springfield. 
At  Springfield  we  take  first  of  all  the  serious 
medical  cases — cancer,  serious  surgery,  TB 
cases,  and  others  of  that  kind  because  we 
cannot  afford  diversified  medical  treatment 
at  other  institutions.  We  also  take  mental 
cases,  men  who  have  been  declared  psychotic 
by  the  courts  and  are  held  awaiting  trial 
until  they  recover  their  sanity,  or  who  since 
being  convicted  have  become  Insane. 

There  is  an  Increasing  number  of  mental 
cases.  That  is  one  of  my  No.  1  prob- 
lems— ^lack  of  facilities  for  these  mental 
cases.  The  Congress  passed  a  law  here  about 
2  years  ago  providing  that  a  Federal  judge 
or  United  States  attorney,  if  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  a  prisoner  was  mentally  In- 
capacitated, could  commit  him  to  us  until 
such  time  as  he  recovered  his  sanity,  and 
we  have  quite  a  few  of  those.  This  fellow 
who  attempted  to  shoot  at  the  Senator  here, 
we  got  him,  and  the  fellow  who  attempted  to 
blow  up  the  Voice  of  America  station,  the 
court,  prior  to  trial,  found  he  was  Insane. 
This  fellow  from  Denver,  Colo.,  who  threat- 
ened the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
and  a  number  of  people  who  have  threatened 
the  President — some  of  them  are  dangerous 
and  others  are  not.  At  Springfield  now  we 
have  a  total  of  746  men  in  the  hospital.  The 
superintendent  of  the  hospital  Is  Dr.  I.  W. 
Steele,  a  medical  officer  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  and  a  psychiatrist. 

In  addition,  there  are  149  men  in  what  we 
call  the  maintenance  unit  at  the  Springfield 
camp.  We  have  to  maintain  the  Institution 
with  able-bodied  prisoners  and  we  have  a 
separate  building  for  them.  The  hospital  Is 
crowded.  We  have  qrlte  a  few  sex  cases  and 
homosexual  cases  that  come  to  us  out  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy — sodomy  charges — 
and  we  have  tried  to  separate  the  congenital 
bomoeezuals.    We  have  also  been  trying  to 
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do  some  research  on  them.  Per  Instance,  we 
thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of  hope  In  In- 
jecting hormones,  and  It  did  have  some 
measure  of  success  with  some  of  them,  but 
It  hasnt  proved  Itself.  Now  we  are  trying 
the  group-therapy  approach.  We  are  trying 
to  guide  and  direct  these  men  and  encourage 
them  to  sustain  each  other.  Alcoholics 
Anonymous  Is  a  system  of  group  therapy. 
We  think  the  Idea  can  be  applied  to  homo- 
sexuals as  well. 

Senator  Welkxk.  I  shall  not  Interfere  any 
more,  but  do  you  have  any  publications  or 
any  documents  that  would  show  any  Increase 
In   homosexuality? 

Mr.  BcNNrxT.  It  Is  on  the  Increase,  and 
quite  alarmingly  so.  However,  I  don't  think 
that  I  could  show  that  the  number  of  con- 
genital homosexuals  are  on  the  Increase,  that 
Is,  the  fellow  who  says  he  was  born  that 
way.  They  say,  "That's  the  way  the  Lord 
made  me  and  you  can't  change  It  so  you 
might  as  well  recognize  It."  I  don't  think 
that  group  Is  Increasing,  but  I  do  think. 
Senator  Welkeb,  that  moral  standards  and 
the  general  public  attitude  toward  that  type 
of  offense  has  changed  to  the  point  where, 
well,  people  don't  fight  against  It  as  much 
as  they  used  to  and  as  a  result  there  is  more 
of  it.  Klnsey  says  that  at  least  60  percent 
of  the  men  In  Institutions  have  some  sort 
of  experience  of  that  kind  while  they  are  in 
the  Institutions.  Our  whole  policy  has  been 
toward  fighting  It  every  time  and  every  way 
wc  can.  We  suppress  it  and  when  we  find  a 
fellow  of  that  kind  we  lock  him  up  or  we 
discipline  him  and  we  try  to  remove  the  fel- 
low who  is  the  temptation.  It  leads  to  fights 
and  one  of  the  things  most  people  don't  real- 
ize is  that  it  leads  to  homosexual  panics. 
Here  is  a  fellow  who  com^s  In  and  he  wants 
to  avoid  this  thing.  Next  thing  he  knows 
he  has  some  wolf  trying  to  make  a  pass — 
handing  him  cigarettes,  giving  him  com- 
missary. He  knows  that  guy  is  trying  to 
make  him  and  he  knows  he  doesn't  want  to 
get  In  a  fight.  He  can't  sleep,  he  blows  ap, 
but  he  doesn't  tell  us  about  It  until  after  he 
blows  up.  What  we  are  trying  to  do.  Sena- 
tor WiXKER,  Is  to  give  such  individual  a 
greater  measure  of  counsel  and  personal  help. 
Now  here  Is  Tommy.  Tommy  Is  a  good  kid, 
but  built  In  such  a  way  that  the  rest  of  the 
boys  are  picking  on  hLm.  We  try  to  see  that 
he  la  protected,  helped,  and  placed  in  situa- 
tions where  he  will  not  be  under  constant 
pressure.  All  In  all  It  la  one  of  our  most 
difficult  problems. 

Senator  Langer.  What  about  the  women  s 
Institution  at  Alderson,  W.  Vu.? 

Mr.  Bennett.  At  the  Federal  Institution 
for  women  at  Alderson,  W.  Va.,  we  have 
508  persons.  Just  about  Its  capacity,  or  80 
more  prisoners  than  a  year  ago. 

Senator  Larger.  Who  succeeded  Miss 
Hlronlmous  down  there? 

Mr.  BiNNETT.  Miss  Nina  Kinsella. 
Senator  Langer.  What  was  her  experience 
before? 

Mr.  Bennett.  She  worked  here  In  my  office. 
Prior  to  that  time  she  was  connected  with 
the  Massachusetts  prison  system.  She  has 
been  In  this  business  for  a  good  many  years. 
The  population  of  the  women's  institution 
down  there  consists  almost  50  percent  of 
drug  cases.  The  women  who  are  convicted 
of  drug  violations  go  usually  to  Lexington, 
Ky.,  but  that  is  crowded  and  so  they  take 
women  down  to  Lexington,  get  them  off  the 
drug,  and  then  transfer  them  to  us:  or  If 
they  are  older  and  more  habitual  drug  of- 
fenders they  come  directly  to  us. 

Senator  Hennings.  Senator  Welkee.  you 
had  a  couple  of  them  before  your  crime 
committee,  didn't   you? 

Senator  Weucex.  Yes;  the  wife  or  the  girl 
tha'./  married  the  colored  Jim  Yellow  Roberts. 
She  was  a  pusher  and  a  drug  addict — a  beau- 
tiful girl — but  married  this  colored  boy. 

Mr.  Bennett.  We  had  a  similar  and  in- 
teresting case  of  a  boy  who  married  a  colored 
girl.  It  was  the  same  situation  as  the  Rob- 
erta' case  except  In  reverse. 


But  getting  back  to  Alderson,  It  is  a  cot- 
tage-type Institution  where  the  women  live 
in  separate  buildings  housing  about  50  or 
60  women  in  each  building.  Each  woman 
has  a  room  to  herself.  There  are  no  guns 
or  fences,  no  walls,  and  little  or  no  evidence 
of  any  outward  restraints.  We  have  a  build- 
ing, where  on  the  second  floor,  we  can  lock 
up  our  more  serious  cases. 

Senator  Langer.  I  was  particularly  im- 
pressed with  the  dairy. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Yes;  we  run  a  dairy  at  most 
of  our  Institutions.  At  Alderson  we  have  a 
herd  of  Holsteln  dairy  cattle  and  the  women 
operate  the  dairy.  It  Is  a  good  herd  and 
they  do  a  good  Job  in  operating  the  dairy. 
We  have  a  good  pasteurizing  plant  and  the 
girls  take  a  great  deal  of  interest  In  the 
program. 

Senator  Langer.  I  may  say  that  they  get 
up  at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  t(j  take 
care  of  the  cow.s  and  there  Is  not  one  fly 
In  that  stable  and  it  is  so  clean  you  could 
almost   lie  on   the   flour  or   play   card.s  on   it. 

Mr.  Bennett.  All  our  farms,  we  tlilnk.  are 
pretty  good.  We  are  niiikint;  now  over  Boo 
Holstelns  a  day  and  our  average  l.s  12.500 
pounds  per  cow  per  year.  Our  farm  incume 
approximated  $2,000,000  last  year. 

Senator  I.ancir.  But  to  get  back  to  Al- 
derson, do  they  keep  colored  girls  separate? 

Mr.  Bennett.  Colored  girls  are  in  a  sep- 
arate building.  They  have  the  same  type 
of  room,  the  same  lacilitles. 

Senator  Langkr.  There  is  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  colored  girla  to  being  st-g- 
regated .' 

Mr.  Bennett.  No  objection. 

Senator  Langer  Are  there  any  mental 
cases  at  Alderson? 

Mr.  Bennftt.  We  have  no  place  for  women, 
at  Alderson  wno  are  mental  cases.  The  young 
woman  who  killed  her  husband  over  in 
Germany — shot  him  in  cold  blood  -is  a  men- 
tal case.  She  is  very  p.irani.id  nnd  neurotic 
but  the  Court  found  s^e  was  mentally  rc- 
sponsib.e  for  her  crime.  Neverthele.ss.  she 
is  a  mental  case  and  we  are  trying  to  tet 
her  into  St.  Elizabeths  now.  There  are  quite 
a  few  of  them  who  are  mentally  ill  Some 
day  we  may  have  to  pet  to  the  point  where  we 
will  have  to  have  special  hospitals  fur  women 
prisoners  who  are  mental  ca.ses. 

Senator  Langer.  What  about  the  McNeil 
Island  Penitentiary' 

Mr.  Bennett.  It  l.s  located  on  a  4.400-ncre 
Island  near  Tacoma.  Wr'.'ih  At  present  there 
are  992  inmates  in  the  institution.  Mr  Fred 
Wilkinson  Is  the  warden  He  is  a  career 
prison  officer.  For  a  good  many  years  we 
ran  a  training  school  for  new  officers  and  he 
was  the  training  officer  in  charge.  He  had 
previously  been  a  prison  inspector,  and  he 
Is  doing   a   fine   Job   at   McNeil    Island 

The  problems  at  M.NpU  are  the  crowded 
condition  of  the  cell  house  and  lack  of  space 
Also.  It  is  a  rather  exi)ensive  Institution  be- 
cause it  is  on  an  l.sland  and  tran.'sportatlon 
costs  are  high.  Of  course  island  prisons  are 
always  expensive  to  operate. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Our  next  institution.  Sen- 
ator Langer,  or  prison,  is  the  one  located  at 
Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

Senator  Langer.  In  my  opinion  that  is  the 
worst  one  you  have  I  think  I  saw  more 
dirt  and  filth  there  than  I  have  ever  seen. 
I  may  have  gotten  that  impression  because 
each  time  I  investigated  the  warden  wasn  t 
there  and  I  had  to  see  the  deputy  warden. 
But  I  don't  think  the  warden  was  di.'bhon- 
est.  I  heard  some  say  they  thought  some 
of  these  heifers  were  being  sold.  I  checked 
on  that  afterwards  and  found  that  was  not 
true,  but  there  was  something  about  that 
place,  Mr.  Bennett,  that  Just  didn't  look 
right.  I  tried  to  get  Senator  Capehart  and 
Senator  Jenner  to  go  out  there  but  they 
couldn't  go.  But  frankly,  that  is  the  one 
institution  that  I  would  say  needed  more 
constant   supervision. 

Mr.  Bennett.  I  hope  you  will  go  there  with 
me  again  when  the  warden  Is  there. 


Senator  Lancex    Who  is  the  warden  there? 

Mr     Bennett.   Mr.    Overlade. 

Senator  Lancer.  I  think  your  man  Steele 
at  Springfield  is  a  wonderful  man.  He  has 
the  rank  of  colonel  and  he  Is  a  fine  fellow. 
I  am  going  to  ask  this  committee  to  go 
down  to  Terre  Haute  uqannounced  to  see 
this  institution. 

Senator  Welker.  I'm  glad  you  said  unan- 
nounced, because  you  usually  find  things 
as  they  ordinarily  are.  but  they  will  dress 
it  up  for  an  investigating  committee. 

Mr  Bennett  I  would  like  to  go  along  If 
you  care  to  have  me  do  so. 

Senator  Lancer.  We  would  be  glad  to  have 
you  go  with  U.S. 

Mr  Bennett  We  have  1.500  acres  there 
and  are  raising  our  own  beef  at  Terre  Haute 
now  It  was  a  former  chemical  warfare 
plant  about  10  miles  from  the  institution. 
We  manufacture  w(X)len  blankets  there  at 
Terre  Haute.  It  Is  a  very  successful  indus- 
try. A  very  cf)n«iderable  percentage  of  the 
men  are  employed  We  also  run  a  cannery 
and  do  work  for  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the 
way  of   salvage  work. 

Senator  Lancer.  I  don't  know  enough 
about  the  way  you  run  your  places,  but  I 
notice  they  don  t  release  the  prisoners  in  the 
town. 

Mr  Bennett  Yes;  we  did  have  an  unfor- 
tunate Bituati<in  when  one  of  the  inmates 
wxs  discharged  in  the  town  and  he  got  into 
trouble  ininiediately — stole  an  automobile — 
and  there  was  an  incident  about  it.  Our 
p<4icy  l.s  that  when  a  man  is  discharged  from 
an  institution  he  is  to  be  put  on  a  train  or 
bus,  and  gotten  out  of  t<;wn.  For  .some  rea.son 
in  the  case  of  this  particular  fellow  they 
iioclectcd  to  ilo  that,  so  he  got  into  trouble 
right  in  the  town  and  the  local  police  dldn  t 
like  it 

S^-nator  Langer  EK)  you  believe  that  when 
we  drop  into  a  penitentiary  we  should  invite 
the  Senators  Iroin  that  State  to  go  along 
or  I. of 

Mr    ."rNNETT    I  » ish  you  would.  Senator. 

S  nator  Hfnnincs.  About  this  matter  of 
viMtmg  the  prisons.  I  wish.  Mr.  Bennett, 
you  wi  uld  s[)eak  very  freely  to  us,  and  I  know 
\ou  villi  ab  )ut  this  I  understand  by  the 
grapevine,  at  rather  Frank  Boehm  told  me 
that,  for  example,  when  they  transferred  him 
from  Terre  Haute  to  Springfield  they  put  him 
in  a  c.kge  btt*een  two  Negroes.  Then  they 
ran  out  of  gas  in  St  Ltjuis  at  a  busy  time  of 
the  day  whi-n  p«'ople  were  going  to  work  and 
all  the  people  were  staring  at  him  in  this 
cag*-  The  driver  was  running  around  trying 
to  find  a  place  where  he  had  authority  to  buy 
gxsoline  It  wa-s  sort  of  like  Oscar  Wildes 
experience,  with  all  the  people  on  this  busy 
.street  stopping  to  lLK;k  at  him.  But  of  course 
nobody  would  liave  recognized  him  because 
he  had  a  growth  of  beard.  Boehm  also  said 
the  grapevine  w;is  an  amazing  thing  in  a 
place  like  S[!rliigflpld.  They  tapped  out  mes- 
.s.iges  on  the  pipe  and  would  know  a  we<  k 
m  advance  vihether  a  lot  of  'hot  btys  "  from 
Chicago  were  headed  lor  Springfield  or  not, 
and  what  had  happened  at  Atlanta,  and  said 
tliey  knew  more  about  what  was  going  to 
h.ippen.  in  many  respects,  than  the  offlclali 
of  the  prisons. 

Mr  Bennett.  It  is  greatly  exaggerated,  but 
there  is  something  to  it.  But  on  the  matter 
of  transportation,  transferring  is  done  by 
United  States  marshals  and  It  is  a  problem. 
A  United  States  marshal  is  fired  if  a  prisoner 
escapes  while  in  his  custody,  so  they  shackle 
them. 

Senator  Langer  H(  w  much  did  the  Sand- 
stone institution  in  Minnesota  cost? 

Mr  Bennett  It  cost  about  a  million  dol- 
lars. But  it  Is  at  the  wrong  place.  Sand- 
stone, between  Mlnneaixjlis  and  Duluth,  was 
selected  during  prohibition  days.  We  had 
quite  a  lot  of  Canadian  liquor  runners  com- 
ing in  from  Chicago  and  Duluth.  Minn  .  and 
u  .  through  that  area  and  now  the  popula- 
tion from  that  section  of  the  country  is  way 
down.  The  number  of  commitments  from 
that  whole  area  up  there,  Senator,  from  the 
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states  of  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin.  North 
and  South  Dakota  and  Iowa.  Is  Tery  cmalL 

Senator  Lanoek.  Why  couldn't  you  transfer 
prisoners  from  other  places? 

Mr.  Bennett.  It  would  be  too  costly. 

Senator  Langcs.  Yi»,  but  otber  places  are 
overcrowded  and  there  Is  more  room  there. 

Mr.  Bennett.  But  these  Institutions  like 
A'lanta  and  Leavecworth  cost  only  about 
$3  25  per  man  ]}er  clay.  It  would  cost.  In 
that  cold  climate,  95.50  per  man  per  day. 
and  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  for  closing 
It.  Then  transportation  costs  and  fuel  costs 
are  high.  It  would  hive  been  all  right  under 
the  original  plan,  but  It  wouldn't  work  now. 
It  is  one  of  the  few  institutions  we  have  in 
our  system  that  was  politically  located.  It 
was  located  up  there  during  prohibition  days. 
And  there  was  a  gn^at  deal  of  pressure  to 
put  It  there,  and  It  wss  the  only  Federal 
penitentiary  In  that  area. 

Senator  Hsmkincb  Mr.  Chairman,  to  me 
this  whole  thing  is  so  complex.  I  And  myself 
in  wonderment.  I  Just  want  to  say  this — 
I  would  like  to  have  Mr.  Bennett  make  some 
suggestions — not  row — but  give  some 
thought  as  to  the  best  nuinner  In  which 
U  visit  these  Inatitutlotu.  I  think  we  should 
do  a  good  Job  when  we  go  into  it.  I  have 
great  revulsion  at  parading  throiigh  some 
institution  and  have  them  say.  "Well,  there 
goes  another  group  of  those  stuffed  shirts." 

Senator  Lanueb.  Do  you  think  we  should 
go  alone? 

Mr.  Bennett.  If  one  of  you  would  go  with 
me  on  an  inspection  trip  and  then  hold  open 
hou.se — Jiist  open  the  door  and  see  these 
pri.st^ners  come  in  with  their  complaints  and 
see  for  yourself  how  it  is  run. 

Senator  Hennings.  Do  you  think  these 
groups  that  go  thrcugh  these  institutions 
cause   any   resentment? 

Mr  Bennett.  No,  sir.  On  the  contrary, 
I  think  you  would  get  a  tremendous  amount 
of  satisfaction  out  of  getting  better  ac- 
quainted. Some  fellows  on  the  House  side 
did  this  and  I  think  they  got  a  great  deal 
out  of  it.  Sometimes  these  fellows  have 
Justifiable  complaints.  I  usually  spend  a 
couple  of  days  at  a  prison,  but  if  you  could 
do  it  in  a  single  ds.y  It  would  be  fine.  I 
usually  sit  In  on  a  classification  t>oard  and 
g  )  around  and  check  everybody  In  the  whole 
Institution. 

Senator  Lancer.  It  Is  embarrassing  to  have 
f -.e  warden  there.  The  prisoners  don't  talk 
as   freely. 

Senator  Welkeb.  It  Is  human  nature.  If 
a  man  is  serving  a  :H)-year  term  he  doesn't 
\  ant  to  get  up  and  tay  anything  against  the 
warden. 

Senator  Langeb.  On  the  other  hand,  it  Is 
dangerous  to  go  alone.  The  prisoner  could 
charge  you  made  all  kinds  of  promises  to 
him.  I  usually  get  ii  male  stenographer  and 
take  him  along.  But  It  Is  dangerous  to  have 
some  fellow  say  than  you  made  him  a  lot  of 
promises.     Perhaps  two  should  go  together. 

Senator  Hennings.  Mr.  Bennett,  you  make 
some  suggestions — you  know  the  business. 

Mr.  Bennett.  Why  don't  you  go  with  me, 
Senator  Hjnnimgs,  out  to  Leavenworth? 

Senator  Hennincs.  I  have  to  make  a 
speech  In  Topeka,  Kans..  on  Washington's 
Birthday.    We  will  eee  if  we  can  work  It  out. 

Senator  Lanoeb.  ^Vben  will  you  be  at  lib- 
erty to  meet  again? 

Senator  Weuub.  I  am  between  speaking 
trips. 

Senator  Langeb.  We  will  postpone  it  until 
you  get  back. 

Senator  Henninch.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
say  that  I  leave  Friday. 

Senator  Langeb.  Suppose  we  make  It  a 
week  from  Tuesday — that  will  be  February 
24.  at  10  a.  m. 

ExHiBrr  A 
Illttstbations  or  Alcatbaz  Casks 
B.  r. :  DANomouB  HoiiicoMa.  »nj,«B 
Sentenced   May  21.   IBM,  to   30  years  for 

armed    bank    robbeiy    on   temporary   parole 


from  the  Alabama  State  Prison  where  he 
had  been  committed  on  a  life  sentence  for 
murder.  He  was  then  23.  His  criminal 
record  began  with  a  ear  thef f  In  1929  when 
he  was  13  years  old.  He  was  17  when  he 
committed  the  murder  which  resulted  in  his 
State  commitment.  lYansfer  to  Alcatras 
was  made  In  August  1936  because  he  was 
regarded  as  too  serlotis  a  seciu'lty  risk  to 
remain  at  Atlanta. 

In  May  1938  R.  F.  and  two  other  Inmates 
attempted  to  escape  from  Alcatras.  In  the 
course  of  this  attempt  be  killed  an  officer  of 
the  Institution  and  was  subsequently  tried 
for  murder  and  sentenced  to  life.  There  are 
many  reports  of  other  serious  violations 
while  at  Alcatraz  including  serious  assaults 
on  other  inmates,  striking  an  officer,  and 
conspiracy  to  escape. 

In  recent  years  he  has  evidenced  some 
tendency  to  conform  to  Institutional  regula- 
tions but  he  must  still  be  regarded  as  a 
potentially  serious  custody  hazard  and  dan- 
gerous both  to  officers  and  other  Inmates. 

M.  B.:  atom  spt 

M.  8.  was  transferred  to  Alcatraz  within 
the  past  few  months.  He  is  under  sentence 
of  30  years  for  conspiracy  and  espionage. 
He  was  associated  with  Julius  and  Ethel 
Rosenberg  (who  are  currently  awaiting  exe- 
cution for  their  part  in  the  conspiracy)  and 
delivered  secret  information  to  them.  He 
also  attempted  to  recruit  others  who  were 
employed  by  the  Government  and  national 
defense   Industry   into   Soviet   espionage. 

When  the  arrests  of  the  other  principals 
began  he  fled  to  Mexico  but  was  deported 
by  Mexican  authorities  and  arrested  at  the 
border.  Because  of  the  nature  of  his  of- 
fense, the  length  of  his  sentence,  and  the 
fact  that  he  had  attempted  to  flee  the  coun- 
try prior  to  arrest,  it  Is  believed  that  the 
interests  of  security  are  best  protected  by 
his  confinement  in  Alcatraz. 

B.    N.    B. :    NAVT    PRISONEB,    MANSLAUGHTEB    CASK 

The  Bureau  of  Prisons  receives  from  mili- 
tary authorities  nearly  all  of  their  most 
difficult  problem  cases.  R.  N.  B.  Is  undoubt- 
edly one  of  the  most  difficult  prisoners  whom 
we  have  yet  received  from  the  Navy.  He 
was  originally  sentenced  to  20  years  for 
manslaughter,  breaking  arrest,  and  a.  w.  o.  1. 
In  1945  he  was  taken  into  custody  by  a  local 
law-enforcement  officer  for  interrogation  by 
service  police.  While  en  route  he  drew  a 
gun  on  the  officer  and  struck  him  over  the 
head.  The  car  In  which  they  were  driving 
went  out  of  control  and  the  officer  was 
killed.  At  Portsmouth  Naval  Prison  he  was 
found  to  be  too  difficult  to  handle.  He  was 
transferred  to  Lewisburg,  where  he  t>ecame 
a  serious  disciplinary  problem — was  Insolent 
and  refused  to  work.  He  was  transferred  to 
Leavenworth,  where  he  became  the  leader 
of  a  strong-arm  gang  which  attacked  an- 
other prisoner,  severely  Injuring  him.  Fi- 
nally it  became  necessary  to  transfer  him 
to  Alcatraz. 

In  the  4  years  that  he  has  been  at  Alca- 
traz he  has  been  found  to  be  temperamental 
and  subject  to  emotional  outbiuvts.  He  has 
been  making  some  progress,  however,  and 
has  earned  the  restoration  of  a  part  of  the 
good  time  forfeited  at  Leavenworth.  Even- 
tually, as  he  shows  his  ability  to  control 
himself,  he  will  probably  be  returned  to  one 
of  our  other  institutions. 

L.  K.  r.:   MIUTABT  PBISONXB,  BAPX  CASK.  AOGBES- 
SIVK   HOlfOSKZUAI. 

L.  E.  F.  Is  an  Army  prisoner  who  was  orig- 
inally sentenced  to  SO  years  for  rape.  While 
In  Germany  In  1945  he  forced  two  native 
women  into  a  barn  at  gun  point.  When  one 
of  the  victims  attempted  to  escape  he  shot 
and  critically  woimded  her.  He  then  tied  the 
second  victhm  and  forcibly  attempted  to  rape 
her. 

Prior  to  entering  the  service  he  had  a  de- 
linquency reccwd.  At  17  he  was  committed 
to  a  boys'  training  school  for  robbery  and 
attempted  rape  of  his  victim.    At  18  he  was 


committed  to  the  Michigan  State  Reforma- 
tory for  breaking  and  entering.  He  was 
paroled  but  was  returned  as  a  violator  after 
an  arrest  for  carrying  a  concealed  weapon. 
His  record  In  our  ctistody  included  a  long 
list  of  conduct  reports — ^he  caused  a  disturb- 
ance in  the  cellhoiise,  he*  was  found  with 
contraband  knives  In  his  possession,  he 
forced  one  Inmate  to  engage  in  homosexual 
relations  with  him,  and  attacked  another 
with  a  piece  of  iron.  His  consistent  pattern 
of  aggressive  assaultive  behavior  made  it 
necessary  to  remove  him  from  Leavenworth, 
and  he  was  transferred  to  Alcatraz  In  1050. 

B.  B,:    CANGSTBl,   ESCAPK  BISK 

B.  B.  Is  serving  31  years  for  robbery  of  • 
United  States  mail  truck  of  more  than  $100,- 
000.  He  is  a  gangster  with  a  long  and  serious 
criminal  record  which  dates  to  1925.  He  es- 
caped from  Atlanta  in  1926,  from  the  custody 
of  a  United  States  marshal  In  1928,  and  at- 
tempted to  escape  from  Jail  In  1930.  In  1932, 
while  awaiting  trial  for  armed  robbery  In 
Detroit,  he  procured  a  gun,  shot  the  Jailer, 
and  escaped.  In  1934  he  received  a  99-year 
sentence  In  Illinois  for  kidnaping.  A  year 
later  he  attempted  to  escape  from  Menard. 
He,  together  with  several  other  Inmates,  at- 
tacked a  guard,  commandeered  a  truck,  and 
crashed  through  the  prison  gates. 

In  October  1942  B.  B.,  with  several  other 
gangsters,  succeeded  in  obtaining  firearms, 
wounding  a  guard,  and  escaped  in  the  car  of 
the  victim.  After  several  weeks  he  was  re- 
captured after  a  gun  battle  with  Federal 
agents.  This  prisoner  is  now  52  years  of  age. 
but  he  is  still  regarded  as  an  escape  risk  of 
the  highest  order.  In  addition,  he  is  an  in- 
stitutional problem,  and  only  a  few  months 
ago  was  a  participant  in  a  work  stoppage  at 
Alcatrax 

H.  K.:    INVOLVED  IN  ITDBDn  OT  ANOTKXB 
INICAR 

H.  K.  is  a  23-year-old  white  man  who  was 
originally  sentenced  to  a  term  of  2  years  and 
3  months  for  the  Dyer  Act.  His  delinquency 
began  at  17,  when  he  was  committed  to  the 
State  Industrial  School  at  Camp  Hill,  Pa.  At 
the  age  of  21  he  received  a  3-year  sentence 
for  Dyer  Act  and  was  committed  to  Leaven- 
worth and  later  transferred  to  Lewisburg. 
He  was  transferred  to  Lewisburg  on  his  ciu:- 
rent  sentence  In  Augiist  of  last  year,  when  It 
appeared  that  he  was  properly  classified  for 
a  penitentiary  rather  than  a  correctional 
Institution. 

On  October  9,  1952,  while  assigned  to  a 
labor  detail  in  the  institution  compound  he 
assaulted  a  fellow  Inmate  with  a  pick,  and 
his  victim  died  shortly  after  the  attack. 
While  awaiting  trial  on  the  murder  charge 
he  was  refxirtedly  involved  in  a  plan  to  es- 
cape from  Jail  by  seizing  a  gun  from  one  of 
the  officers  who  had  him  in  custody  and  at- 
tempting to  shoot  his  way  out.  On  February 
3,  1953,  he  received  a  15-year  sentence  for 
second-degree  murder  and  has  been  recom- 
mended for  transfer  to  Alcatraz  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  security  and  safety  Of  other  in- 
mates and  for  his  own  protection. 

C.  C:  HISTOBT  or  ASSAtTLTIVK  BEHAVIOB,  AWATT- 
ING  SZNT^CE  rOB  1CT7BOB  OT  ANOTHKB  IK- 
MA-TK   IN   ATLANTA 

A  35-year-old  prisoner  committed  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  on  a  4-to-12-year  sen- 
tence for  robbery.  His  arrest  history  dates 
back  to  1937  and  includes  some  49  arrests  in 
the  Washington  area  for  such  offenses  as  rob- 
bery, assault,  assault  with  deadly  weapon 
and  larceny.  He  was  transferred  to  us  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  because  of  a  history 
of  homosexuality  and  because  he  was  felt 
too  difficult  to  handle  at  Lorton.  His  pat- 
tern of  assaultive  behavior  continued  at  At- 
lanta and  on  December  18,  1962,  he  stabbed 
and  killed  another  Inmate  while  at  work  in 
the  industries  building.  Investigation 
showed  that  this  offense  grew  out  of  a  homo- 
sexual affair.  He  cannot  be  returned  to  the 
population   at   AtlanU   because   of   hostile 
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feellngi  of  other  inmates  toward  him  and 
because  of  his  persistently  aggressive  be- 
havl<»  toward  others. 


Population  statistics,  Federal  priaona — Con. 


J.  H.:  A  XiOHa  SKNTDTCB  rOB  BOBBI 
MUBDXa 


IT   AND 


J.  H.  la  a  Sl-year-old  man  from  Chicago 
whose  arrest  record  dates  to  the  age  of  15. 
He  has  previously  served  in  the  State  prisons 
at  Joliet  and  Pontlac.  In  1949  he,  with 
three  companions,  were  intercepted  by  bank 
guards  after  a  robbery.  They  shot  and  killed 
both  officers.  The  victims  were  killed  by 
bullets  from  a  submachine  gun.  He  Is 
wanted  by  Illinois  authorities  in  connection 
with  these  offenses  also.  He  Is  regarded  as 
an  extremely  dangerous  individual  who 
would  attempt  to  escape  at  any  cost  and 
Is  thought  to  be  a  calculating,  cold-blooded 
kUler. 

c.  c:  HisTOXT  or  assattltttx  behavior,  dan- 

CBU>U8  TO  OmCKBS  AND  INMATKS 

C.  C.  is  a  military  prisoner  serving  a  life 
sentence  for  murder.  This  offense  occurred 
while  in  military  confinement  at  Camp 
Cooke.  Calif.  He  with  three  others  per- 
suaded a  military  guard  to  let  them  out  of 
their  cells  and  they  promptly  attacked  a 
fourth  Inmate  with  an  iron  pipe  and  stabbed 
him.  He  does  not  have  a  serious  prior  civil 
delinquency  record,  his  Army  adjustment 
was  marked  by  desertion  on  three  occasions. 
Since  transfer  to  Leavenworth  it  Is  reported 
that  be  has  threatened  to  assault  officers  of 
the  Institution  and  was  found  to  have  con- 
cealed a  6-lnch  highly  sharpened  knife  with 
which  he  allegedly  planned  to  assault  a  fore- 
man in  the  shoe  factory.  His  persistent  pat- 
tern of  assaultive  behavior  makes  retention 
at  Leavenworth  Inadvisable. 

w.  A.  c. :  sxaioiTS  xscapx  bisk 
A  28-year-old  white  man  from  California 
serving  50  years  for  kidnaping.  His  prior 
criminal  record  includes  commitments  to 
Lewlsbiirg  and  to  San  Quentin.  In  his  pres- 
ent offense  he  lured  a  12-year-old  girl  into 
an  automobile,  threatened  her  with  a  gun 
and  sexually  attacked  and  beat  his  young 
victim.  He  has  been  at  Leavenworth  since 
May  1952  and  reports  have  come  to  the  at- 
tention of  officials  which  indicate  that  he 
with  five  other  men  have  been  cn-ganlzing  a 
plot  to  escape  from  the  Institution.  In  view 
of  the  length  of  his  sentence,  the  fact  that  he 
is  wanted  In  California,  the  serious  nature 
of  his  present  offense  and  his  Implication  In 
an  escape  plot,  transfer  to  Alcatraz  seems 
advisable. 
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Population  statistics,  Federal  prisons 


Institution 


Ak»tiat.  Calif 

Atlanta,  Oa 

l>«venworth,  Kans 

Lfwijburjt,  Pa 

McNeil  Island,  Wash.... 

Teire  Haute,  Ind 

Aldenwn,  W.  Va 

Chllllcothe.  Ohio 

El  Ri'no,  Okhi 

National      TraininK 
Bchool.      District      of 

Columbia ... 

Peterabarc,  Va 

8prlnp1I<>ld.  Mo.: 

HnspiUI 

Maintenance  unit 

Ashland,  Ky 

I>mnbary,  Conn 

Enxlewood,  Colo 

La  Tuna.  Tex 

Milan,  Mich 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Sandstone,  Minn 

SeaRovUlp,  Tex 

Tallsha«ee,  Fla 

Texarkana.  Tex „ 

Mill  Point,  W.  Va 

MontKomery,  Ala 

Katiual  Brldse,  Va 


Nor- 
mnl 

caoac- 
ity 


384 
2.  191 
2,046 
1,431 

8.Vt 

Laos 

4W 
1.523 
1.239 


318 
808 

W8 
144 

887 

sen 

&S0 
616 
G8S 
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443 
(t22 
308 
258 
2BS 


Actual  population, 
January — 


1»43 


2«5 
2,  100 
1.880 
I.  115 
1,012 

628 

1,  194 
839 
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467 

Ml 
IW 
446 

dm 

381 
529 
473 
233 
400 


328 
396 
224 
2fi2 


1948 


2.V) 
ZOlfi 
2.272 
1,  3,M 
1,307 
1,  I. S3 

4.'i8 
1.  1<)2 

052 


335 
432 

702 
77 
4.3<} 
377 
3t9 
626 
522 
182 
110 
41.'i 
4.S2 
417 
117 
1(M 
6K 


1953 


229 
2.254 

2,290 
1.  178 
1.  154 

Loai 

.MM 

i.ra» 

002 


395 
697 


746 
149 

eir2 

408 
343 

(v.'-.s 

M3 

1H2 


4417 
417 
613 
143 
1W( 
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Institution 

Nof- 
mal 
capac- 
ity 

Actual  populatioD, 
January — 

1943 

1048 

1063 

Tur«>n,  .^^lf. 

258 

l.W 
306 

149 

IS4 

Other  institutions  now 
rlo!)e<l 

Emerpency  csmpii:  > 

Allenwnod,  I'a 

70 

Avon  I'ark,  r'la 

112 

Florent-e,  Aiir. 

Tule  u»lte,  Wa.sh.. 

Wickenburg,  Ariz 

123 

ToUl 

10,003 

16,  152  1 16.  874 

17,945 

'  OtH-ned  in  fiscal  year  1952. 


Exhibit  C 
Fkdcbal  Pbisons,  1953 

united   states   PENrrENTlART,    ALCATKAZ,    CALIF. 

Date  op>ened:    1934. 

Normal  capacity:  384. 

Present  population:    229. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Serious  escape  risk  or 
otherwise  so  dangerous  as  to  require  maxi- 
mum supervision  and  custody. 

Warden:  Edwin  B.  Swope — 25  years  busi- 
ness experience,  S'j  years  as  warden  of  New 
Mexico  State  Penitentiary,  and  18 'j  years 
With  Federal  prison  system. 

Personnel:  136  regular,  9  medical,  and  10 
industries. 

Area  served:  Direct  commitments  are  not 
ordinarily  made  to  this  Institution.  Men 
are  transferred  here  only  after  they  have 
failed  to  adjust  at  one  of  the  other  institu- 
tions. 

Industries  ojjerated:  Brush  factory,  cargo 
nets,  clothing  factory,  dry  cleaning,  glove 
factory,  mat  factory,  laundry,  shoe  repair 
shop,  wood  furniture  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products,  1952: 
$585,595. 

Farming  operations:  No  farm  at  this  In- 
stitution. 

UNITED  STATES  PENITENTIABT,  ATLANTA,  OA. 

Date  opened:  1902. 

Normal  capacity:   2191. 

Present  population:   2254. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Habitual  or  professional 
offenders. 

Warden:  William  H.  Hlatt — served  5  years 
as  sheriff  in  Idaho,  4  years  Idaho  State  Con- 
stabulary, 10  years  business  experience,  has 
a  total  of  24  years'  service  In  the  Federal 
prison  system. 

Personnel:  293  regular,  13  medical,  4  com- 
missary, 90  industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  eastern  Arkansas, 
New  England  States.  Delaware.  Florida. 
Oeorgla,  southern  Indiana,  Kentucky,  east- 
ern Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi,  New 
Jersey,  New  York.  North  Carolina,  southern 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  South  Carolina,  Tennes- 
see, Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Industries  op)erat€d:  Canvas  specialties, 
clothing  factory,  mattress  factory,  print 
shop,  textile  mill. 

Ann^ual  sales  of  industries  products,  1952- 
$8,030,445. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 1,174;  value  of  farm  production,  1952 
$150,380. 

UNITED     STATES     PENITENTIAKT,     LEAVXNWOKTB, 
KANS. 

Date  opened:    1895. 

Normal  capacity:   2,046. 

Present  population:  2.290. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Habitual  or  professional 
offenders. 

Warden:  Chealey  H.  Looney— 8>4  years' 
business  erperience  prior  to  entering  Gov- 
ernment service.  20  years  with  Federal  Prison 
System. 

Personnel:  283  regular,  14  medical,  e  com- 
missary, 72  Industries. 

Area  served:  Arizona,  western  Arkansas. 
Colorado.    Illinois.    Iowa.    Kansas,    western 


Louisiana.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  north- 
ern Ohio,  Oklahoma.  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

Industries  operated:  Brush  factory,  cloth- 
ing factory,  print  shop,  shoe  factory,  wood 
furniture  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products,  1953: 
$8,310,629. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 1,400;  value  of  farm  production,  1952, 
$221,326. 

UNITED    STATES    PENITBNTIABT,    LBWISBUBO,    PA. 

Date  opened:    1932. 

Normal  capacity:  1.431. 

Present  population:    1,178. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Younger  type  adult  of- 
fender considered  as  favorable  prospect  for 
rehabilitation. 

Warden :  George  W  Humphrey — experience 
as  public  accountant  and  auditor  prior  to 
Government  service,  21 'j  years  in  Federal 
Prison  System. 

Personnel:  247  regular,  11  medical.  4  com- 
missary, 48  Industries. 

Area  served:  New  England  States,  Dela- 
ware. Maryland,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia. 

Industries  operated:  Clothing  factory, 
metal  furniture  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products.  1953: 
$2,165,791. 

Farming  operations  Acreage  under  cnHl- 
vation.  1,500;  value  of  farm  production.  1952. 
$141,298. 

UNITED    STATES    PENrTENTIART.    M  NEIL    ISLAND, 
WASH. 

Date  opened:   1909. 

Normal  capacity:   854. 

Present  population:   1,154. 

T>pe  of  prisoner:  Primarily  for  habitual 
or   professional   offenders. 

Warden:  Fred  T.  Wilkinson — 6'i  years  with 
United  States  Marines  (1930  to  1934  and 
1943  to  1946),  15  years  with  Federal  Prison 
System. 

Personnel:  227  regular,  11  medical,  3  com- 
missary,  15  Industries. 

Area  served:    California.   Idaho,   Montana 
Nevada,   Oregon,    Utah,    Washington,    Terrl-  ■ 
tory  of  Alaska. 

Industries  operated:  Cannery,  furniture- 
repair  shop,  pallet  shop,  shipbuilding. 

Annua!  sales  of  Industries'  products,  1952: 
$1,256,364. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 1,327;  value  of  farm  production.  1952. 
$108,402. 

UNITED     STATES     PENrTENTIABT.     TEBBX     HAUTE. 
IND. 

Date  opened:  October  1940. 

Normal  capacity:    1.205 

Present   population:    1,093. 

Type  of  prisoner:  The  more  hopeful  re- 
habilitative prospects  among  the  adult  group 
of  offenders. 

Warden:  J.  Ellis  0\'erlade — 16  years  with 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  as  accountant  and 
auditor;   23  years  in  Federal  Prison  System. 

Personnel.  224  regular,  10  medical,  3  com- 
missary, 35  Industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michi- 
gan. Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne- 
braska, North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota.  Tennessee,  Wisconsin. 

Industries  operated:  Cannery,  woolen  mill. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products,  1952: 
$3,400,579. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 2,284;  value  of  farm  production,  1952, 
$114,255. 

rEDERAL   axrORMATORT    EOE   WOMEN.   ALOEBSON, 
W.  VA. 

Date  opened:  1937. 
Normal  capacity:  495. 
Present  population:   508. 
Type  of  prisoner:  Adult  womeh  with  sen- 
tences from  6  months  upward. 
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Warden:  Iflaa  Nina  KlnaelU — 13 Vi  y—n 
with  Masaachiuettii  Department  of  Oorr«o- 
tions  23  years  with  Federal  Prison  System. 

Personnel:  146  regular.  H  medical,  2  coax- 
mlssary,  IS  Induatrlea. 

Area  served:  All  judicial  dlatrlctB. 

Industries  operc.ted:  Oarment  factory, 
laundry. 

Annual  tales  of  Indtutrie*  product*,  1063: 
$338,235. 

Farming  operaticns:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 386;  value  of  farm  production.  1963, 
$50,634. 

FEDEBAL  BBFOKMAlXNtT,  CHUXIOOTRB,  OHIO 

Date  opened:   19:!6. 

Normal  capacity:    1,533. 

Present  population:    1.034. 

Type  of  prisoner  Youthful  offenders  who 
offer  favorable  prospects  for  rehabilitation. 

Warden:  Dr.  Robert  P.  Hagerman — 4  yean 
private  medical  practice,  16  months  Army 
medical  officer,  13  ;rean  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice. 13  years  Federal  Prison  System. 

Personnel:  354  regular.  11  medical.  3  com- 
missary. 40  indUBtiiea. 

Area  served:  Ne^r  England  States,  Dela- 
ware, Florida,  Geor{;ia,  niinoU,  Indiana.  Ken- 
tucky, Maryland,  MisBlaslppt,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pensylvania. 
Tenneaaee.  Virglnls.  West  Virginia.  Wlacon- 
sln. 

Industries  opeir^ted:  Chair  factory. 
foundry. 

Annual  sale*  of  Indiutrles  products.  1953: 
$711,434. 

Farming  operaticns:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 692;  value  of  farm  production.  1953, 
$101,510.  • 

FEDEBAL    BETOBMiiTOBT,    BL    BBlfO,    OKLA. 

Date  opened:  1933. 

Normal  capacity:   1,239. 

Present  population:   983. 

Type  of  prisoner  Youthful  offenders  who 
offer  good  prospects  for  rehabilitation. 

Warden:  WUllaDi  HL  Hardwlck— »  years 
business  experienc*.  23  >4  years  with  Federal 
Prison  System. 

Personnel:  231  ngular,  12  medical.  3  com- 
missary. 37  industi'les. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missotui. 
Montana.  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee. 
Texas.  Utah,  Washington.  Wyoming. 

Industries  opersted:  Broom  factory,  ma- 
chine die  and  tool  shop,  print  shop. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products.  1953: 
$1,282,015. 

Farming  operatlotu:  Acreage  vmder  cul- 
tivation. 3,451;  TJJue  of  farm  production, 
1952,  $112,704. 

NATIONAL  TBAININO  SCHOOL  FOB  BOTS. 
WASHINOTON,   D.  C. 

Date  opened:  18'75  (transferred  to  Bureau 
Of  Prisons  July  19Si9). 

Normal  capacity    318. 

Present  population:    395. 

Type  of  prisoner :  Juvenile  offenders  under 
17  years  of  age. 

Superintendent:  Dr.  Louis  Jacobs — 16 
years  service  as  medical  officer  with  Public 
Health  Service,  ap]K)lnted  superintendent  of 
the  National  TraUilng  School  In  December 
1952. 

Personnel:  138  regular.  9  medical.  3  com- 
missary, 5  industries. 

Area  served:  Principally  area  east  of  Mis- 
sissippi River  with  all  commltmenta  being 
through  special   designation. 

Industries  operated:    None. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  ctil- 
tlvatlon,  172;  value  of  farm  production,  1953, 
$17,276. 


FEonUL    BZFOBMATOBT, 

Date   opened:    1930. 
Normal  capacity:  896. 
Present  population:  69T. 


nCTBtBBUBO,   Ta« 


Type  of  prisoner:  Toung  men  principally 
from  rural  areas,  who  are  hopeful  prospects 
for  rehabilitation. 

Warden:  Richard  O.  CulTcr — 6%  years  in 
construction  trades,  served  with  United 
States  Marines  before  entering  Government 
serrlce  and  during  World  War  II.  approxi- 
mately 28  years  in  Federal  prison  system. 

Personnel:  134  regvilar,  6  medical.  3  com* 
mlssary.  3  industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama.  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  western  Kentucky,  Maryland.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  Vir- 
ginia,  West  Virginia. 

Industries  operated:   None. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 835;  value  of  farm  production.  1953. 
$54,146. 

MEDICAL  CXNTEB  FOB  FEDEBAL  PBISONEXS. 
BPBINGFIXLO,  MO. 

Date  opened:  1933. 

Normal  capacity:  Hospital,  988;  mainte- 
nance unit,    144 

Present  population :  Hospital.  746;  mainte- 
nance unit,  149. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Chronically  ill,  mentally 
111,  and  psychopathic  offenders. 

Warden:  Dr.  Ivan  W.  Steele — 24>4  years 
medical  ofDcer  with  Public  Health  Service  and 
5  years  Federal  Prison  System. 

Personnel:  304  regular.  34  medical,  3  com- 
missary. 7  industries. 

Area  served:  Commitments  are  primarily 
by  transfer  from  other  Federal  institutions. 

Industries  operated :  Parachute  factory  and 
dental  laboratory. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products,  1952: 
$111,816. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 340;  value  of  farm  production.  1953, 
$66,481. 

FEDEBAL  COBXECTIONAL  INSTITUIIOK, 
ASHLAND,   KT. 

Date  opened:    1940. 

Normal  capacity:   567. 

Present  population:  603. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Sentences  of  less  than  1 
year  and  offenders  with  sentences  not  exceed- 
ing 3  years,  who  are  above  the  reformatory 
age  and  do  not  require  conunitment  to  a 
penitentiary. 

Warden :  Allen  L.  Shank — 17  years  in  public 
education,  3  years  in  educational  work  with 
United  States  Army,  23  years  with  Federal 
Prison  System. 

Personnel:  113  regular,  6  medical.  1  com- 
missary, 10  industries. 

Area  served :  Kentucky,  Virginia,  southern 
Indiana,  western  North  Qarolina,  southern 
Ohio,  western  Pennsylvania,  eastern  and  mid- 
dle Tennessee. 

Industries  op)crated:  Fiber  furniture  fac- 
tory, tobacco  factory,  wood  furniture  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products,  1953: 
$334,113. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 124;  value  of  farm  production.  1952, 
$46,965 

FEDEBAL    COBBKCTIONAL    INSTITUTION.    DANBUBT, 
CONN. 

Date  opened:  1940. 

Normal  capacity:    560. 

Present  population:   408. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Offenders  with  relative- 
ly abort  sentences  but  who  are  not  proper 
commitments  to  reformatory  or  penitentiary. 

Warden:  Harold  E.  Hegstrom — 11  years  in 
public  education.  6  years  superintendent  of 
the  Minnesota  Training  Bchool  for  Boys,  14 
years  with  Federal  Prison  Service. 

Personnel:  13  regular,  6  medical,  3  com- 
missary, 8  industries. 

Area  served:  New  England  States,  Dela- 
ware. New  Jersey.  New  York,  eastern  and 
middle  districts  of  Pennsylvania. 

Industries  operated :  Glove  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products.  1S52: 
$817360. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  cultl- 
ration.  131;  value  of  farm  production,  1953, 
$46,411. 


FKimBAT.     COBUCnOITAL     IN8TTTUTION,     XMOLC* 
WOOD,  COLO. 

Date  opened:  1940. 

Normal  capacity:   550. 

Present  population:   343. 

Type  of  prisoner :  Youthful  offenders  In  the 
16-  to  20-year  group  primarily  committed 
under  the  Federal  Juvenile  Delinquency  Act. 

Warden:  Mylton  L.  Kennedy — 5  years  in 
educational  work.  13  years  with  Federal 
Prison  System. 

Personnel:  138  regular,  6  medical.  1  com- 
missary. 7  industries. 

Area  served:  Arizona,  Calif omUi.  Colorado. 
Idaho.  Montana,  Nelx-aska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.  Oklahoma.  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wyoming. 

Industries  operated:   None. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 495;  value  of  farm  production.  1953, 
$26,723. 

FEDEBAL    COBBBCTIONAL    INSTITUTIOK.    LA    TUlfa. 
TEX. 

Date  opened:  1932. 

Normal   capacity:    516. 

Present  population:   658. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Largely  Mexican  aliens 
who  have  violated  immigration  laws,  and 
the  remainder  is  composed  of  men  serving 
relatively  short  sentences. 

Warden :  Robert  H.  Armstrong — Experience 
Includes  services  with  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration, as  auditor  for  the  General  Ac- 
counting Office,  cavalry  officer  in  World  War 
I,  25  years'  service  with  Federal  Prison 
System. 

Personnel:  105  regxilar.  5  medical.  1  com- 
missary, 1  industries. 

Area  served:  Arizona,  Colorado.  New  llez- 
Ico,  Texas,  southern  California. 

Industries  operated:     Dairy, 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products.  1952: 
$161,914. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  cultl- 
vation.  278;  value  of  farm  and  dairy  produc- 
tion. 1952.  $74,113. 

FKOEBAL     COBBBCTIONAL     nCSTITXmOM, 
MILAN.    MICH. 

Date  opened:  1933. 

Normal  capacity:    595. 

Present  population:    633. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Adult  violators  of  nar- 
cotic laws  and  offenders  serving  sentences 
of  3  years  or  less  who  are  not  suitable  for 
reformatory  nor  properly  classified  for  penl- 
teatiarles. 

Acting  warden:  David  M.  Heritage— 4^4 
years  with  D.  C.  Board  of  Public  Welfare  as 
case  worker.  15  years  with  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:  105  regular.  6  medical,  3  com- 
missary.  17  Industries. 

Area  served:  New  England  States.  Dela- 
ware. Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky,  Maryland. 
Mississippi,  Minnesota,  New  Hamptshire.  New 
Jersey.  New  York.  North  Carolina.  Ohio. 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  eastern  and 
middle  districts  of  Tennessee.  Virginia.  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin. 

Industries  operated:    Metal  specialty  fac> 

t<M7. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products.  1952: 
$433,016. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 271;  value  of  farm  production,  1952. 
$69,851. 

FEDERAL  DETENTION  BEAOQUABTKBS,   NEW 
TOSLK.    CITT 

Date  opened:    1939. 

Normal  capacity:    142. 

Present  population:    183. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Primarily  persons  B'walt- 
ing  trial. 

Warden:  E.  E.  Thompson — 10  years  In 
fanning  and  police  work.  4  years  in  United 
States  Army.  26  >4  years  in  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:  55  regular.  4  medical.  1  com- 
missary. 7  industries. 

Area  served:  Serves  as  detention  Institu- 
tion for  eastern  and  southern  districts  of 
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Jlew  YoA  ttDd  reoelTes  prtoonen  from  the 
New  England  States  and  adjacent  areas  who 
are  transported  to  other  Federal  Institutions 
by  Bureau  of  Prlsona  busses. 

Industries  operated:     Laundry. 

Annual  sales  of  Industries  products,  1S52: 
$52,178. 

Farming  operations:    Kone. 

RDKaAL  coaxjEcnowAi.  nrsTrnrrioif , 

SEACOVnXS.  TXX. 

Date  opened:   1940. 

Normal  capacity:  443. 

Present  population:  407. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Men  who  can  be  ex- 
pected to  benefit  from  and  .who  can  adjust 
under  a  minimum  custody  environment. 
Receives  prisoners  by  transfer  from  Leaven- 
worth, El  Reno,  and  other  Federal  Institu- 
tions as  well  as  selected  direct  commitments. 

Warden:  Herbert  A.  Cox — 13  years  in  pub- 
lic education  prior  to  entering  Government 
service,  15  years  with  Federal  prison  sys- 
tem. 

Personnel:  106  regular,  5  medical,  1  com- 
missary, 5  industries. 

Area  served:  Transfers  from  other  insti- 
tutions and  direct  commitments  from  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Louisiana. 

Industries  operated:  Purniture-reflnlshlng 
shop,  garment  factory. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products,  1952: 
•396,688. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation. 600;  value  of  farm  production,  1953, 
•40,710. 

IHEDEaAL  COaRECnONAL  IMSTTrDTIOH, 
TALLAHA8SXB,    TLA. 

Date  opened:   1938. 

Normal  capacity:  622. 

Present  population:   417. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Offenders  serving  sen- 
tences of  a  few  months  to  2  years  who  are 
beyond  reformatory  age  but  who  are  suit- 
able for  confinement  in  a  medium-custody 
Institution. 

Warden :  Cecil  J.  Shuttleworth — 8  years  as 
law-enforcement  officer  prior  to  entering 
Government  service,  2>4  years  In  United 
States  Army,  19  years  with  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:  87  regular,  6  medical,  1  com- 
missary, 3  industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  Puerto  Rico. 

Indiiatries  operated:  Laundry. 

Annual  sales  of  industries  products,  1952: 
•33.713. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 594:  value  of  farm  production,  1952. 
•33,942. 

rataiAV  cokrectioival  ihstitutiow, 

TEXAKKANA,    TZX. 

Date  opened:   1940. 

Normal  capacity:  398. 

Present   population:    513. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Primarily  men  serving 
abort  sentences  as  well  as  violators  of  the 
narcotics  laws  not  addicted  to  the  use  of 
drugs  themselves. 

Warden:  Albert  McDonald — «>4  years  as 
deputy  warden  at  Eastvlew  Penitentiary. 
New  York;  12  years  as  building  contractor, 
25  years  with  Federal  prison  system. 

Personnel:  98  regular,  6  medical,  1  com- 
missary, 1  Industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado. 
Florida.  Georgia,  Kansas.  Louisiana,  Mis- 
sissippi, Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Texas. 

Industries  operated:  None. 

Farming  operations:  Acreage  under  culti- 
vation, 908;  value  of  farm  production,  1952 
•44.395. 

rBDEBAL  PBiaoir  CAxr,  icnx.  point,  w.  va. 

Date  opened:   1938. 

Normal  capacity:  258. 

Present  population:    143. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Adult  offenders  serving 
1  ymr  or  less,  special  designations  of  men 
serving  longer  terms  and  carefully  selected 


transfers  from  closer  custody  Instttutlons  of 
men  who  do  not  present  serloiis  ciutody  risks. 

Superintendent:  Kenneth  E.  Thieman — 4 
years  Kansas  State  prison  system.  11  years  in 
lumber  business,  I8V2  years  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:  30  regular,  1  medical,  1  com- 
missary, 6  industries. 

Area  served:  Kentucky.  Tennessee.  Mary- 
land. North  Carolina.  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia.  West   Virginia. 

Industries  operated:  Lumber  products  and 
sawmill. 

Amount  sales  industries  products.  1932: 
•  122.152. 

Farming  operations:  None. 

FEDERAL    PRISON    CAMP,    MONTGOlf ERT.    ALA. 

Date  opened:   1930. 

Normal  capacity:    295. 

Present   population:    189. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Adult  offenders  serving 
a  year  or  less.  sp>eclal  designations  of  men 
serving  longer  terms  and  selected  transfers 
from  closer  custody  institutions. 

Superintendent;  James  B  Gaffney — 7  years 
in  building  and  general  construction  work.  3 
years  United  States  Army.  22 ',j  years  in  Fed- 
eral prison  system. 

Personnel:  30  regular,  1  medical,  1  com- 
missary. 1  industries. 

Area  served:  Alabama,  Georgia,  Louisiana. 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee. 

Industries  operated:  None. 

Farming  operations:  None. 

NATURAL  BRIDGE  CAMP,  GREENLEE,  VA. 

Date  opened:     1944. 

Normal  capacity:  83. 

Present  population:  60. 

Type  of  prisoner;  Juvenile  twys. 

Camp  director:  Claude  O.  Botkln — 20  years 
in  administrative  and  parole  work  with  Illi- 
nois State  Relormatory.  7  years  with  District 
of  Columbia  penal  institutions.  13  years  with 
Federal  prison  system. 
,    Personnel:  24  regular,  1  industries. 

Area  served:  Commitments  are  principally 
by  transfer  from  the  National  Training 
School  for  Boys,  although  a  few  direct  com- 
mitments are  received  from  nearby  districts. 

Industries  operated;  None. 

Farming  operations:  None. 

FEDERAL   PRISON  CAMP,  TUCSON,  ARIZ. 

Date  opened:   1933. 

Normal  capacity:  258. 

Present  population:   184. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Offender*  having  sen- 
tences of  a  year  or  less,  specially  designated 
persons  having  longer  terms  and  transfers  of 
carefully  selected  men  from  closer  custody 
institutions. 

Superintendent:  Joseph  E.  Thomas — 18 
years  commercial  experience  as  clerk,  ac- 
countant, railway  traffic  representative,  and 
personnel  ofBcer.  20  years  with  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:  34  regular.  1  medical,  1  com- 
missary. 1  Industries. 

Area  served:  Arizona,  western  Texas,  south- 
ern California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico. 
Utah.  Wyoming. 

Industries  operated:  None. 

Farming  operations:  None. 

FEDERAL  PRISON  CAMP,  ALLENWOOD,  PA. 

Date  opened:  April  1952. 

Present  population:  70. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Receives  adult  offenders 
with  terms  of  1  year  or  less  who  are  not  con- 
sidered custody  risks  and  who  are  in  good 
physical  condition  and  capable  of  performing 
manual  labor;  also  recei'  es  men  suitable  for 
minimum  custody  by  transfer  from  other 
Institutions. 

Superintendent:  Guy  C.  Rexroad— 10  years 
business  experience.  9  years  public  educa- 
tion. 2  years  with  Kansas  State  Industrial 
Reformatory,  19^  years  with  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel :  17  regular.  1  medicaL 


Area  served:  Middle  and  eastern  Pennsyl- 
vania and  western  New  York. 
Industries  operated:  None. 
Farming  operations:  None. 

FEDERAL    PRISON    CAMP,    AVON    PAUL,    TUL. 

Date  opened:  January  1952. 

Present  population:   112. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Receives  adult  offenders 
with  terms  of  1  year  or  less  who  are  not 
considered  custody  risks  and  who  are  in 
good  physical  condition  and  capable  of  per- 
forming manual  labor,  also  receives  men 
suitable  for  minimum  custody  by  transfer 
from  other  institutions. 

Superintendent;    Edwin   N.  Osborne — 17'/4 
years  with  Federal  prison  system. 
Personnel;   20  regular.   1  medical. 

Area  served;   Southern  Florida. 

Industries  operated;  None. 

Farming  operations:   None. 

FEDERAL    PRISON     CAMP.    FLOReNCX,    AUZ. 

Date   opened;    December    1951. 

Present    population:    129. 

Type  of  prisoner ;  Receives  from  courts  men 
sentenced  to  1  year  or  less  who  are  suitable 
for  camps,  as  well  as  immigration  law  vio- 
lators not  regarded  as  suitable  for  the  T^jcson 
Camp  becau.se  they  present  custody  problems. 
Commitments  are  tdso  made  by  transfer  of 
specially  selected  men  from  closer  custody 
institutions. 

Sui)erlntendent :  LaWTence  A  Strubble — 10 
years  as  building  contractor.  20  years  with 
Federal  prison  system,  served  in  United 
States  Navy  from  1943  to  1949. 

Personnel ;  23  regular,  1  medical,  1  com- 
missary. 

Area  served:  Arizona,  southern  California, 
western  Texas. 

Industries  operated:  None. 

Parniing   operatlon.s;    None. 

riDERAL    PRISON    CAMP,    TVLX    LAKX.    CAUV. 

Date  opened ;   May  1952. 

Present   population;    63. 

Type  of  prisoner;  Receives  adult  offenders 
with  terms  of  1  year  or  less  who  are  not 
considered  custody  risks  and  who  are  in 
good  physical  condition  and  capable  of  p«r- 
torming  manual  labor,  also  receives  men 
suitable  for  minimum  custody  by  transfer 
from  other  Institutions. 

Superintendent;  Lemuel  S.  Fox — 4  years 
in  Marine  Corps,  2213  years  Federal  prison 
system. 

Personnel:   19  regular.  1  medical. 

Area  served;  California.  Nevada,  Oregon. 

Industries  operated;   None. 

Farming  operations:    None. 

FEDrXAL    PRISON    CAMP,    WICKKNBUR6.    JJUZ. 

Date  opened:  March  1952. 

Present  population:    123. 

Type  of  prisoner:  Receives  adult  offenders 
with  terms  of  1  year  or  less  who  are  not  con- 
sidf-red  custody  risks  and  who  are  in  good 
physical  condition  and  capable  of  performing 
manual  labor,  also  receives  men  suitable  for 
minimum  custody  by  transfer  from  other 
Institutions. 

Superintendent;  Emby  8.  Osborn — experi- 
ence Includes  farming,  mining,  and  carpen- 
try prior  to  Government  service.  20  years  with 
Federal  prison  system. 

Personnel:  20  regular,  1  medical. 

Area  served :  Western  Texas,  southern  Cali- 
fornia. 

Industries  operated:  None. 

Farming  operations;   None. 
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EXHIBIT    D 

Statement  of  James  V.  BKNNrrr,  Dirktor, 
Bureau  of  Prisons,  Before  the  Housx  Ap- 
propriations SuBCOUMirrxE,  Decxjcbki  11, 
1947 

alcatraz 

The  establishment  of  the  penitentiary  on 
Alcatraz  Island  was  in  furtherance  of  the 
policy  laid  down  by  Congress  In  the  act  of 
May  14,  1930,  which  directed  the  development 
of  an  Integrated  Federal  prison  system.  Un- 
der  this  mandate   a  Federal    penal   system 


with  facilities  which  would  permit  the  sf- 
fectlve  segregation  of  all  different  types  of 
offenders  was  established. 

From  the  outset  of  this  new  policy  the 
necessity  was  seen  for  removing  from  the 
population  of  the  major  penitentiaries  the 
vicious.  Intractable  offenders  who  were  des- 
perate escape  risks  and  who  were  also  a  con- 
stant threat  to  the  lives  other  inmates  and 
the  personnel.  Many  of  the  offenders  who 
were  coming  into  Federal  prisons  at  the  time 
Alcatraz  was  established  bad  figured  prom- 
inently in  the  wave  of  gangsterism  and  kld- 
naptngs  of  the  early  1930's.  This  led  in 
1933  to  the  acquisition  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  States  Disciplinary  Bar- 
racks at  Alcatraz  Island.  Calif.,,  and  the  re- 
modeling of  that  Institution  to  provide  a 
maximum  custody  penitentiary.  Also,  the 
institution  was  to  be  one  more  evidence  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  did  not  propose 
to  permit  a  small  number  of  prisoners  to 
defeat  Its  larger  and  more  Important  objec- 
tive of  rehabilitating  the  better  type  of 
prisoner. 

A  secondary  objective  was  to  provide  the 
Federal  Government  with  an  Institution 
which  would  t>e  as  nearly  escape  proof  as 
})osslble.  Although  there  have  been  several 
desperate  attempts  to  escape,  none  of  them 
has  been  successful.  Some  years  ago  two 
men  got  out  of  the  Institution  proper  and 
Into  the  swift  waters  around  the  island. 
T^ey  have  not  been  heard  from  since  and  ws 
are  convinced  they  were  drowned. 

A  third  objective  was  to  furnish  an  effec- 
tive answer  to  those  who  claimed  that  prisons 
did  not  deter  crime  because  they  were  all 
country  clubs.  It  was  to  be  an  institution 
which  would  be  a  deterrent  for  the  gangster, 
the  kidnaper,  and  the  ruthless  killer.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  Is  one  of  Its  primary 
purposes  and  there  are  many  who  believe 
that  the  very  fact  that  this  Institution  Is 
functioning  and  provides  a  rigid  regime  for 
desperate  malefactors  who  cannot  otherwise 
be  deterred  from  violent  crime  has  been  one 
of  the  principal  causes  in  bringing  under 
control  the  wave  of  gangsterism  and  kidnap- 
ing that  prevailed  a  few  years  ago. 

There  can  be  no  question  moreover  that 
the  institution  serves  a  very  worthwhile  pur- 
pose in  taking  out  of  other  Federal  Institu- 
tions assaultive,  dangerous,  and  vicious  pris- 
oners who.  If  permitted  to  remain,  would 
make  necessary  a  much  more  repressive  pro- 
gram and  complicate  opjsortunities  for  re- 
habilitation. The  really  bad  apples  are  taken 
out  of  the  barrel  and  put  where  they  cannot 
contaminate  others  and  defeat  the  efforts  of 
those  prisoners  who  are  honestly  trying  to 
make  a  new  start. 

The  selection  of  the  inmates  for  transfer 
to  the  institution  has  been  most  carefully 
and  painstakingly  done  In  line  with  these 
policies.  The  population  has  been  continu- 
ously maintained  at  approximately  the  pres- 
ent figure  by  transferring  out  of  the  Insti- 
tution to  other  Federal  prisons  those  who 
have  profited  by  their  experience  at  Alcatraz. 
A  man  can  earn  his  way  out  of  Alcatraz  as 
well  as  into  that  institution.  Moreover,  we 
have  never  permitted  it  to  become  over- 
crowded and  there  are  no  Instances  of  brutal 
or  inhumane  treatment  of  the  Inmates.  It 
is.  however,  an  institution  of  maximum  se- 
curity and  minimum  privileges.  The  disci- 
pline is  firm  but  fair. 

It  has.  however,  been  a  difficult  Institution 
to  administer.  Its  location  In  San  Francisco 
Bay  complicates  our  administrative  problems 
tremendously.  All  the  supplies  come  by 
water  and  all  of  the  personnel  mtist  be 
barged  to  the  institution.  Its  per  capita 
operating  cost  is  about  two  and  one-half 
times  that  of  our  other  penitentiaries.  While 
the  institution  has  never  been  completely 
modernized  along  the  lines  that  would  seem 
desirable,  the  Government  nevertheless  has 
an  investment  in  plant  and  equipment  at 
this  institution  aggregating  two  and  one- 
half  to  three  million  dollars.    However,  it 


could  not  be  replaced  by  a  modem  maximum 
security  Institution  housing  500  Inmates  at 
less  than  seven  or  seven  and  one-half  million 
dollars  at  present  prices.  I  have,  as  you  may 
recall.  Mr.  Chairman,  Indicated  on  previous 
occasions  that  at  the  proper  time  It  would 
be  wise  for  Congress  to  consider  appropri- 
ating the  necessary  funds  for  a  new  maxi- 
mum secvu-ity  penitentiary  which  would  be 
more  centrally  located  and  which  could  be 
operated  at  a  smaller  cost.  Of  course,  before 
this  decision  is  made  the  proper  commit- 
tees of  Congress  will  need  to  reach  some 
conclusion  as  to  the  effect  ot  the  Alcatraz 
penitentiary  on  the  criminal  element  and 
the  extent  to  which  Its  location,  atmosphere, 
and  build-up  act  as  a  deterrent  to  crime. 
Also,  some  decision  will  have  to  be  reached 
with  respect  to  supplying  water  to  the  in- 
stitution. At  the  present  time  our  water  is 
transported  to  the  island  through  the  cour- 
tesy and  cooperation  of  the  Transportation 
Branch  of  the  Army.  They  are,  of  course, 
reimbursed  for  the  out-of-the-pocket  costs 
of  operating  the  boat  but  the  Army  does  not 
wish  to  be  in  the  position  of  budgeting  funds 
used  largely  for  servicing  other  governmen- 
tal agencies  since  they  feel  that  they  do  not 
need  longer  to  operate  the  water  boat  for 
strictly  Army  purposes.  After  further  dis- 
cussions with  the  War  Department,  this  mat- 
ter will  again  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Budget  Bureau  and  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  in  connection  with  the  1950 
budget  as  requested  by  the  military 
authorities. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  62)  was  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  in  holding  hearings,  re- 
porting such  hearings,  and  making  investi- 
gations as  authorized  by  subsection  (k)  (6) 
of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the 
Senate,  or  by  section  134  (a)  of  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  or  the  standing 
Subcommittee  on  National  Penitentiaries,  is 
authorized  during  the  period  beginning  on 
Febriiary  1,  1953,  and  ending  on  January  31, 
1954,  to  make  such  expenditures,  and  to 
employ  upon  a  temporary  basis  such  inves- 
tigators, and  such  technical,  clerical,  and 
other  assistants,  as  it  deems  advisable. 

Sac.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  rescrfutlon,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•5,000.  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
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EXTENSION  OP  ADTHORrTY  FOR 
COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND 
INSULAR  AFFAIRS  TO  STUDY  FUEL 
RESERVES  AND  FORMULATE  A 
FUEL  POLICY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  45)  extending  the 
authority  for  a  study  and  investigation 
of  the  fuel  reserves  and  the  formulation 
of  a  fuel  policy  for  the  United  States, 
which  on  January  29,  1953,  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
from  which  it  was  reported  on  Febru- 
ary 16,  1953,  with  amendments,  on  page 
2.  line  1,  after  the  word  "continued",  to 
strike  out  "through"  and  Insert  "during 
the  period  beginning  on  February  1. 1953, 
and  ending  on";  in  line  6.  before  the 
word  "authorized",  to  strike  out 
"amount"  and  insert  "amounts":  and  in 
line  7,  after  "1950".  to  insert  "and  con- 


tinuing resolutions" 
resolution  read: 

Resolx>ed,  That  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  or 
any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof, 
under  Senate  Resolution  239,  81st  Con- 
gress, agreed  to  August  15,  1950,  and  as  ex- 
tended by  Senate  Resolution  374,  81st  Con- 
gress, agreed  to  December  21,  1950,  and  as 
extended  by  Senate  Resolution  33,  82d  Con- 
gress, agreed  to  January  29,  1951,  and  as 
extended  by  Senate  Resolution  153,  82d  Con- 
gress, agreed  to  June  29,  1961,  and  as  further 
extended  by  Senate  Resolution  242,  82d  Con- 
gress, agreed  to  January  24,  1952  (providing 
for  a  study  and  Investigation  of  the  fuel  re- 
serves and  to  formulate  a  fuel  policy  of  the 
United  States),  is  hereby  continued  during 
the  period  b^lnning  on  February  I,  1953. 
and  ending  on  January  31,  1954. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  ex- 
ceed •10.000,  in  addition  to  the  amounts  au- 
thorized under  Senate  Resolution  239,  Slst 
Congress,  second  session,  agreed  to  August 
15,  1950.  and  continuing  resolutions  ah&ll 
be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
as  amended. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  resolu- 
tion? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  this  res- 
olution extends  until  January  31.  1954, 
the  authority  for  investigations  by  pres- 
ent subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  The  sub- 
committee is  studying  the  fuel  reserves 
In  the  United  States.  The  resolution 
authorizes  only  $10,000  of  new  money. 
Approximately  $3,000  remains,  imobli- 
gated.  from  the  appropriation  for  this 
purpose  in  the  last  Congress.  The  reso- 
lution authorizes  a  continuance  of  the 
investigation,  and  provides  $10,000  of 
new  money  to  complete  this  important 
work. 

In  our  hearings  in  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  we  heard  from 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  TTy^ular 
Affairs  about  the  work  thr.t  committee  is 
doing. 

If  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  wishes 
a  further  explanation.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  will  be  glad  to 
provide  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  all 
I  have  to  say  is  that  this  resolution  pre- 
sents us  with  another  case  of  a  con- 
tinuing subcommittee.  The  work  was 
begun  during  the  Slst  Congress,  and  has 
been  continuing  ever  since,  and  will  con- 
tinue on  unless  some  •  contrary  action 
is  taken  by  the  Senate. 

In  reading  the  letter  which  was  sent 
by  my  good  friend,  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  ButlebI. 
I  noticed  that  the  woric  done  by  the  com- 
mittee has  been  more  or  less  to  collect 
reports  from  various  departments  of  the 
Government  and  to  make  the  reports 
available  to  those  who  may  be  interested 
in  reading  them.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
benefit  that  has  come  from  that,  or  any 
benefit  that  will  come  from  continuing 
this  activity. 

So  I  should  like  to  ask  my  good  triend. 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  what  he 
contemplates  doing  with  this  $13,28i. 
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Mr.  BUTXiER  of  Nebaraskft.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, all  I  can  say  is  that  we  expect  to 
continue  the  good  work  which  was  han- 
dled under  Senator  OMahoney,  of  Wy- 
oming, who  was  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee in  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses. 

The  membership  of  the  subcommittee 
that  will  continue  the  work  the  com- 
mittee has  done  in  the  past  includes  two 
very  prominent  members  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  aisle,  namely,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Mukray]  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clem- 

KMTSl. 

The  purpose  of  the  work  of  the  sub- 
committee is  to  accomplish  something 
practical  insofar  as  the  fuel  resoiu'ces  of 
America  are  concerned. 

Mr.  EXIiENDER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  is  car- 
rying on  work  similar  to  that  which  the 
committee  is  performing? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Yes;  but 
who  on  Capitol  Hill  knows  anything 
about  these  matters  unless  the  various 
reports  and  other  material  are  assembled 
and  brought  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  EXXENDER.  Where  does  the 
committee  obtain  the  information? 
Does  not  the  committee  obtain  the  in- 
formation from  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
and  other  Government  departments,  and 
simply  gather  the  information  together 
and  make  it  available? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  That  has 
been  one  part  of  the  work  the  commit- 
tee has  done  very  successfully. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Is  not  that  the 
chief  work  done  by  the  committee?  Ac- 
cordin/;  to  the  Senator's  letter,  the  com- 
mittee has  been  merely  assembling  in- 
formation and  making  it  available  to 
those  who  may  need  it.  Is  not  that 
true? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  expect 
that,  as  a  result  of  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mittee, ultimately  it  will  be  possible  for 
Congress  to  adopt  a  national  fuel  policy 
which  will  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  pro- 
tection and  security  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  When  does  the 
Senator  expect  to  accomplish  that? 
This  committee  has  been  at  work  during 
both  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses.  Does 
the  Senator  think  that  by  continuing  this 
authority  during  the  83d  Congress  his 
committee  will  be  in  position  to  propose 
legislation  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  if  the 
distingiiished  Senator  from  Louisiana 
succeeds  to  the  chairmanship  of  this 
committee  in  the  84th  Congress,  he,  too, 
will  want  to  continue  the  work  of  this 
very  important  committee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  It  is  like 
practically  every  other  project  provided 
for  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  which,  as 
the  Senator  says,  never  comes  to  com- 
pletion. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  occurs  to  me  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  done 
a  good  job  up  to  this  point.  It  is  doing 
the  same  work  contemplated  by  this 
committee.  Why  spend  this  $13,294?  1 
believe  it  could  be  saved. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  are  not  going  to  spend  that  sum 
unless   we   can   accomplish   something 


worthwhile  by  spending  it.  I  can  assure 
the  Senator  of  that. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  same  statement  was  made  last  year, 
but  I  think  there  was  a  little  more  than 
$7,000  spent  last  year.  Is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  think 
that  is  correct. 

Mr.  ETLLENDER.  Is  there  not  a  bal- 
ance of  $3,805? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.     Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  spend  that  $3,805  balance,  and 
in  addition  thereto,  another  $10,000.  Is 
not  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  We  pro- 
pose to  do  so,  provided  we  have  a  pro- 
gram laid  out  by  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  who,  himself,  is  a  mining 
engineer.  On  the  committee  with  him 
are  some  very  able  assistants,  including 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Milli- 
KiN  ] ,  in  whose  State  there  is  a  pilot  plant 
operating  at  this  time.  We  also  have  as 
members  of  that  subcommittee  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  Barrett!,  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray!, 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  LMr. 
Clements!. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator 
state  why  the  funds  now  available  to  his 
committee  through  the  Reorganization 
Act  could  not  be  used  for  this  purpose? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Because, 
in  order  to  do  the  work,  additional  help 
is  required,  in  addition  to  that  which  is 
provided  for  under  the  Reorganization 
Act.  We  expect  to  have  a  specialist, 
whom  we  have  not  yet  selected.  We  ex- 
pect to  have  a  very  able  specialist  to 
assist  the  subcommittee  it  its  work.  In 
the  previous  Congress  the  jommittee  did 
not  have  such  a  specialist. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  understand  It. 
this  work  was  done  in  committee  through 
the  regular  staff. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  In  part, 
it  was. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  is  proposed 
now  is  the  employment  of  extra  help. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  The  spe- 
cialist will  be  on  the  regular  committee 
staff. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  So.  in  addition  to 
the  four  specialists  the  committee  is  now 
permitted  to  employ,  the  Senator  de- 
sires to  employ  another  specialist.  Am 
I  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.     No. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  does  the  Sen- 
ator mean  when  he  states  that  he  ex- 
pects to  get  additional  help? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Addi- 
tional clerical  assistance  will  be  re- 
quired. We  could  not  employ  very  many 
specialists,  with  the  toUl  amount  pro- 
vided in  this  resolution,  which  is 
$10,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  simply  bringing  these  matters  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  in  order  to  dem- 
onstrate again  that,  once  a  subcommit- 
tee is  created  there  is  no  end  to  it  The 
committee  keeps  on  spending  and 
usuaUy  it  grows.  It  occurs  to  me  that  a 
good  deal  of  this  work  could  he  done  by 
the  staff  which  is  provided  for  each 
committee. 

As  I  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  several  weeks  ago.  each  stand- 


ing committee  is  authorized  to  employ 
4  specialists  and  6  clerks.  Each  com- 
mittee may  spend  up  to  $95,000.  Here 
it  is  proposed  to  provide  funds  in  addi- 
tion to  the  $95,000  granted  to  each  com- 
mittee. This  resolution  would  provide 
$10,000  extra.  It  will  simply  mean  the 
employment  of  additional  help.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  chairmen  of  the 
standing  committees  should  make  every 
effort  to  have  any  exlra  work  done  with- 
in the  allowance  which  is  available  to 
each  standing  committee. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Let  me 
assure  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  he  is  no  more  economi- 
cally minded  than  is  the  chairman  at 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs.  We  do  not  intend  to  spend  one 
dime  of  the  money  provided  by  the  reso- 
lution unless.  In  the  opinion  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee,  it  is  necessary. 
We  may  require  this  additional  amount 
for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  work 
which  was  carried  on  by  former  Senator 
OMahoney  during  the  81st  and  82d  Con- 
gresses. I  should  hate  to  see  that  pro- 
gram stopped  now.  since  up  to  this  time 
the  work  done  has  been  very  good. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  The  Senator  has 
Just  said  that  he  hopes  to  be  as  economi- 
cal as  I  have  been.  I  was  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry last  year.  I  had  $95,000  to  spend. 
and  I  spent  only  $37,000.  So,  if  my 
good  friend  follows  through,  and  handles 
his  committee  as  I  handled  mine,  he 
should  be  able  very  easily  to  do  the  work 
contemplated  without  the  extra  $10,000. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Recokd  fol- 
lowing my  remarks  that  part  of  the  let- 
ter dated  February  9.  1953.  addressed  by 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
Jenner!.  chairman  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  be- 
ginning with  the  second  paragraph 
thereof. 

The  fuels  Investigation  was  Initiated  by 
this  cummlttee  during  the  SIst  Congress. 
Ruund-table  conferences  and  hearings  were 
held  with  top  representatives  of  fuels  Indus- 
tries— coal,  petroleum,  natural  gas.  et  cet- 
era— as  well  as  with  represenutlves  of  the 
hydroelectric  Industry.  A  monograph  of 
selected  materials  on  all  United  States  fuel 
resources  wa.s  published  (3.  Doc.  8).  which 
was  In  Kreat  demand  both  In  the  United 
Slates  and  abroad.  The  committee  also  pub- 
llsheo  a  study  prepared  for  It  by  the  United 
States  GeoloKlcal  Survey.  Fuel  Reserve  of 
the  United  States,  and  this  also  was  widely 
dl-sirlbuted.  The  work  of  the  committee  In 
this  field  has  attracted  widespread  Interest, 
and  the  committee  is  of  the  opinion  these 
studies  should  continue. 

At  this  time  the  committee,  among  other 
things,  would  like  to  go  further  Into  the 
question  of  the  pnxluctlon  of  synthetic 
liquid  fuels,  to  prevent  a  possible  shortage 
of  petroleum  and  petroleum  producU.  In  the 
event  of  any  Interference  with  our  Imports. 

The  International  situation  lends  Impetus 
to  the  formulation  of  a  national  fuels  policy 
for  the  United  States  extending  not  only  to 
Us  wartime  needs,  but  with  a  view  to  a  broad 
general  policy.  It  Is  believed  that  the  studies 
which  will  result  from  these  Investigations 
will  amply  Justify  the  approprlaUon  of 
•  10.000  which  the  resolution  provides. 

The  balance  to  the  credit  of  the  commit- 
tee for  these  investigations  on  January  81. 
1953,  was  W.29404.  making  a  total  under 
Senate  Resolution  45  of  |13,2»4.04.     Only  one 
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additional  stenographer  haa  been  empioyM  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "out",  to        Mr.  FULBRIOHT.    There  Is  nothing 

heretofore,  and  the  proCeMionai  work  hM  strike  out  "the  date  'January  31.  1935'  Similar  to  the  investigation  now  being 

been  carried  on  by  the  regular  memben  of  ^^^j  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  date  conducted. 

^^l  '"n^^y^budBet  for  the  inveeti«tioni  '^^^  30.  1953' "  and  to  insert  "prior  to        Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  cor- 

suthor^STSyS^St.  button  STS  -  'January  31.  1935'  and  inserting  in  Ueu  rect  a  technical  matter.    We  are  not 

follows:  thereof    on  or  after  January  31.  1953.  aslcing   for    $50,000   additional   money. 

Travel  and  field  invertlgatlona •«,489  but  prior  to  June  30.   1953'",  SO  as  to  but  for  $25,000. 

Reporters— 8,000  make  the  resolution  read:  Mr.  ELLENDER.    How  much  money 

Stenographers 8.806         Resolved,  That   (a)    section  a   of  Senate  lias  been  spent  up  to  this  time? 

Resolution  74,  SSd  Congress,  agreed  to  June  Mr.  PULBRIGHT.     Twenty-flve  thott- 

Total 13. 294  30.  1963  (authorizing  an  Investigation  with  sand  dollars. 

Sincerely  yours,  respect  to  the  effectiveness  of   foreign   In-  Mr.    ELLENDER.     So   the   committee 

BvoB  BUTL«,  Chmirmmn.  formation  programs) .  U  amended  by  strlk-  ^  asking  for  $25,000  additional,  which 

Ihg  out  "prior  to  January  31,  1953"  and  In-  m^tg-  150  000 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.     Mr.  PresI-  aertlng  in  Ueu  thereof  "on  or  after  January  wJ^  wm'TnD Vnxrr      th«  fii>,iafr%*  maM 

dent,  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  Com-  3i,  1953,  but  prior  to  June  30.  i958."  «™JwSu^^^nnw ?nSSt?n«JS 

mitt^  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  is        <»»)  8«:tion  8  of  such  re«,iution  u  amend-  new  money.      The  only  logical  conclu- 

wis^tivelv  resooiSble    so  far  as  the  «*  »»"  -triking  out  the  figure  "•60,000"  and  sion  to  be  drawn  from  what  the  Sena- 

icglslatlvely  responsiDie    M  lar  M  mating  in  iieu  thereof  the  flguw  "$78,000":  tor  has  stated  is  that  he  ignores  the 

senate  is  concerned  for  the  develoimicnt  ^^  ^y  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  fact  that  a  legislaUve  committee  can 

fK/S*fK^«f  o^«™nJ^S;oif«iS?  !k**  ""^'  **^  T:°"**  "°'  •"»'«>°^'^'  «  study  anything  with  which  it  is  con- 
think  there  is  a  committee  whose  assign-  the  case  may  be."  ^^.^^^j     it  is  a  perfectly  absurd  posi- 

J^ori  ^,°l°n%^^^S2.'in   t*i.*S.S;2        The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  Uon  to  take  with  regard  to  a  commit- 

'^K  *L^^^.m.S!^iS  mor?^»^ISiJ        ^     ELLENDER.    Mr.    President.    I  tee.    that    because    another    committee 

r  w  i  J^™ 7h.  wnr?of  tjfS^.Sm^  ^csitate  to  Continue  to  object  to  the  has  power  to  go  into  the  field,  there- 

'Tm^  ^r.  ?^?.?i J?H„T«  m«ni^  adoption  of  thcse  resolutions,  but  I  think  fore,  the  particular  committee  cannot 

%it   SttoS  Av      Mr    SiSrSnt    will  "  ^  incumbcnt  upon  the  Senate  to  try  investigate  the  subject  with  which  it  is 

fh    Lnfttiirv£id'>  ^T^esiaenv,   wm  ^  ^^^  ^^^  affirmative  action  to  reduce  especially  concerned.  1 

L     WTTT  TO  nf  M»hr<i«ka     T  vIaW  ♦/»  ^^^  amounts  provldcd  by  resolutions  for        Mr.  ELLENDER    I  have  no  doubt  in 

thr^^-Mtir^m  MontaSsT  investigations  and  to  prevent  duplication,  my  mind  that  the  so-caUed  McCarthy 

L     Sm?»w  Av     iltt-  i^TMiHAnt  T  wish  ^^^  ^  *  resolutioH,  Mr.  President,  which  committee  could  investigate,   and  will 

♦      L™T^r^hiIw;VhTfh-!>wLn«^  comes  from  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  probably   investigate,   the    very   things 

K     ?i!:f  ^-h^^IkIJ  o»f.4™«^f  «,«  Administration  -providing  for  an  addi-  which  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 

ror«^1ft^  i^^H J^^lir?iS.iar  M  "o^al  appropriation  of   $50,000.    The  wishes  to  be  authorized  to  investigate. 

f^iT^-^.  wr>S   i^/^rSS^n  bi  sum  of  $50,000  would  be  made  available        Mr.    HICKENLOOPER.      Mr.    Presi- 

th  r«niinmT^i?Ii.  u  ^rv^n^rtXt  ^  "^«  Foreign  Relations  Committee  to  dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 

^^l     T    iiffi?t.^o^!fJi!foH««  hivestigate  the  effectiveness  of  our  for-  yield? 

Art^'nf'x^^  i;!?^mltS^i!^^JSSS  ''^n   information   program.    Only   two  "^Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

rex°ercrsu°^rvSSrov«  r  XlSS  S^*^  ^  ^VrSi^  C^raTions^'S;        ""'i     f  ^^'T^^^^"  1,  °^t  ^ 

T^^Si^^oT^t^^^^^i  ^^fr^oo^^ritsireCM  ^siSnLrr^iL^L^^rer 

the  jurisdiction  or  the  commiiwe    ana  investigate     various     departments     of  a  months  or  so? 

there  is  no  project  in  the  country  which  ri«»««rw««nf     ti^o*  u  th*^  fnnotinn  nt       "*"""«  "»  »"' 

is  more  important  than  Uiat  of  develop-  Si^SScuiar^oiLidtSf  ^'-  E^^^^^R.    Yes. 

ing  sources  of  fuel  supply,  which  may  "»"  articular  committee.  ^j.     HICKENLOOPER.      And    that 

become  necessary  in  the  yearn  ahead.  ,„i!!?!^,  Ji^S  t^^^mftt^^'^^v  two-thirds  of  its  work  has  been  dore  in 

We  have  vast  deposits  of  Ugnite  coal  in  ilJS?^  i^Jf Hnn,  TSni?  h^^ll  ^^'^^'^  counti^es  where   investigations 

various  Western  States,  and  we  feel  Uiat  !™",^r    f^     S^n^fJ^xrr^  iS^  ^*^e  ^^"^  °^«'  »^«*  ^'  ^^  *»»^® 

this  committee  is  doing  a  very  imporUnt  f^J^,    f.  ™  ^L^^  »„    nv^fiJlt'  *^^  compUed?    The  committee  wants 

work   in   collecting   information   about  p*"TJ  V«w^f  Sl.*,^  Vnd^n^^^^  to  conclude  its  work  by  the  30tti  of  next 

such  deposits  and  in  submittmg  reports  ^^J^^  ^^rJfiS^l^^Jt^ftt^^ft  J"°«-    ^here  are  a  number  of  impor- 

to  the  Senate  so  that  we  may  go  for-  ^„T,mH^?  S^Ti^^te?,  ReSiTcSml  ^^^  P^*^  «'  ^«  investigation  of  the 

ward    wiUi    a    very    effective    program  ^i^L^  f„r  ^l,!^'l.Sit^«^^^^  American  information  program  which 

which  wiU  result  in  great  benefit  to  Uie  ^^}TJ^\Jlit  ^otn^  ??  do  X  2me  "  ^  essential  to  inquire  into  before  the 

country.  w  ^^  r*«^i««/ti!^*«fS,*  iin«  «,^^  final  report  is  made.    That  program  has 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.    I  thank  ^?i°'rtZ  ^v  ?hf  sS  cflS  Mc^Shv  ^°  ^^""^"^  approximately  $100  mil- 

the  Senator  for  his  contribution.  S!SjJmuti     ¥Se    a'nn^al    of^  ttS  "°"'  *^  ^"^  ^"^  °°'  '^^  a  real  com- 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  desire  to  «.y  Uiere  '^rn'^uid^pi^^ruThJ^^^^^  l^^^^lXT'"'''''  °'  ''  "^  '^' 

is  no  more  efficient  chairman  of  a  com-  cAtion  of  a  irreat  deal  of  work  which  Proximately  1947. 

mittee  in  tiie  Senate  Uian  tiie  chairman  ^Xr  coUu^  te  now  undertTkii         ^r.  mJ^ER.    Is  it  the  contention 

of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In-  "  "       ^^  nossible   justification    in  o'  ^^^  Senator  from  Iowa  that  the  so- 

sular  Affairs,  who  is  in  every  way  striv-  ^^ing  $50.0(W«,  that  another  group  called  McCartiiy  committee  could jaot 

ing  to  operate  on  Uie  moat  economical  JfinvestSors   can   tread    Uie    same  do  ttie  work  which  the  Foreign  Relations 

basis  possible.    I  congratulate  him.  ground  now  being  covered  by  an  exist-  Committee  would  do? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.    I  thank  |^  investigation.  M'-  HICKENLOOPER.    The  Foreign 

the  Senator  from  Montana. ^j^j.  poLBRIOHT     Mr  President,  will  Relations  Committee  has  already  done 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.      The  jjje  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield?  '  two-thirds  of  the  work.    It  has  conclud- 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu-        j^ir   ELLENDER     If  the  Senator  In-  ed.  let  us  say,  all  but  the  last  third  of 

tion.  as  amended.  sists  I  shaU  yield.  ^^  operations.    I  think  the  McCarthy 

The    resolution     (S.     Res.     45),    as        ^i-   fUI^RIGHT.    I  simply  wish  to  committee,  under  the  language  of  the 

amended,  was  agreed  to.  correct  one  idea,  because  I  can  assure  statute,  can  investigate  any  situation  hi 

_^_^_^__  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  that  the  Government  where  a  single  penny  of 

„„™,„^„^      committee  to  which  he  refers  is  in  no  Public  money  is  spent.   It  has  the  broad- 

INVESTIGAnON      OF     EFFECTIVE-  interested  in  the  work  of  the  sub-  est   jurisdiction   of   any   committee   of 

NESS  OP  FOREIGN  INFORMATION     committee  which  is  under  the  chairman-  which  I  know.    Certainly  it  can  Inves- 

PROGRAMS  ship  of   the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  tigate  anything  it  wants  to  investigate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the     (Mr.    McCa.tht].    "There    is    not    the  J"' J.5SXr*?oSL\*^noTgS^ 

[rr?%^H"  i^titVti.fn^^ifh?LS-t  ssssjr^"'^'^*"*"  ss,^fsSLi'v2x;:s^tiori/°tSg 

thority  for  the  investigation  with  respect     commiiiees.  ^^     „       t.  r^r^^„^ay  n.i/i 

to  the  effectiveness  of  foreign  Inf onia-        Mr.  ELUENDER    Does  Uie   Senator  ParticiUar  f «ld. 

tion  programs,  which  had  been  reported     from  Arkansas  mean  to  say  that  the  so-        As  I«y.  ^'h^^!!"iv  waS  to^ 

from  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad-     caUed  McCarttiy  subcommitte  cannot  do  f«*»P^^' "J^  J^„?^P^  J*"'  ^^^^ 

ministration  with   an  amendment,  on     what  Uiis  oUier  subcommittee  can  do?  ton  up  the  situation  and  file  a  report.^ 
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We  want  to  work  in  conjunction  with 
the  committee  now  established  by  the 
lYesldent  and  look  Into  this  ramified 
lirogram.  It  is  a  complicated  thing,  and. 
in  my  Judgment,  greater  efficiency  can 
be  brought  about  by  the  study.  I  do  not 
believe  any  other  committee  is  going  to 
invade  the  full  field  of  the  Investigation 
being  conducted  by  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will 
see  fit  to  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  been  objecting  to  many  of  the  reso- 
lutions reported  by  the  Ck)mmittee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  for  the  past 
3  or  4  weeks,  and  everytime  I  object  the 
Senate  "sits"  on  me.  But  I  am  used  to 
that.  I  am  simply  trying,  shall  I  say, 
to  "educate"  some  of  the  Senators  as  to 
how  far  some  of  the  committees  have 
gone  In  their  investigations  as  to  the 
duplications  which  ar6  made,  and  to  the 
amoimt  of  money  these  duplicating  in- 
vestigations are  costing  our  taxpayers. 
Two  weeks  ago  we  appropriated  al- 
most $500,000  for  one  of  the  standing 
committees,  namely,  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  The  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  was  provided  an 
additional  $95,000,  or  a  grand  total  in 
excess  of  $200,000,  for  the  Committee  on 
Oovemment  Operations  alone.  If  every 
committee  should  request  similar  money 
authorizations,  there  is  no  telling  the 
extent  of  the  cost  of  such  investigations. 
Many  of  the  investigations  are  duplica- 
tions of  other  investigations.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy!  is 
now  investigating  the  Voice  of  America. 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield 
further? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  know  that  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  is  doing 
something  different  from  that  which  is 
being  done  by  the  so-called  McCarthy 
committee,  but  there  is  bound  to  be  some 
duplication.  That  is  what  I  am  trying 
to  show,  and  that  is  what  I  am  trying  to 
avoid. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  But.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  Voice  of  America  is  only  a 
very  minor  portion  of  the  activities 
and  the  expenditures  in  connection  with 
the  American  information  program. 
The  Voice  of  America  is  only  a  very 
small  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  It  Is  all  incor- 
porated in  the  appropriation.  It  in- 
volves $100  million. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  But  that  is 
for  the  entire  program. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  understand. 
The  McCarthy  committee  is  investigat- 
ing not  only  radio  programs,  but  all  lit- 
erature which  is  being  issued  to  the  en- 
tire world. 

If  the  Senator  knows,  i  should  like 
to  have  him  tell  me  what  his  committee 
has  investigated  up  to  now  that  has  not 
been  touched  upon  by  the  McCarthy 
committee. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Up  until  now. 
the  committee  has  investigated  the  re- 
ception, the  success,  and  the  methods  of 
operation  of  the  entire  American  Infor- 
mation program  in  some  30  countries. 
That  is  a  rough  estimate,  but  I  think  the 
total  Is  about  30  countries.  As  I  have 
indicated,  the  committee  is  endeavoring 


to  make  a  fair  analysis  of  the  methods 
of  the  American  information  program, 
it*  success,  its  reception,  the  results  of 
our  leadership,  the  results  of  oiur  selling 
program,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Has  the  committee 
brought  out  anything  which  the  McCar- 
thy committee  hR«  developed  recently? 

Mr.  mCKENLCOPER.     No. 

Mr.  ET .LENDER.    If  not.  why  not? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  point  I  should 
like  to  make  on  that  question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  We  have  held 
hearings  on  several  of  the  matters  on 
which  the  McCarthy  committee  is  now 
holding  hearings.  There  was  this  dif- 
ference: We  did  not  include  television. 
We  were  using  material  regarding  the 
efBclency  of  broadcasting  stations,  about 
which  the  Senator  has  read  a  great  deal 
today.  We  have  much  of  that  informa- 
tion. Last  fall  one  Democratic  Senator 
and  one  Republican  Senator  held  hear- 
ings. We  have  much  material  along 
that  line. 

The  Senator  talks  about  our  dupli- 
cating the  work  of  the  committee  headed 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
McCarthy].  The  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  we  have  already  covered  much  of 
that  material,  as  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
LMr.  HICKENLOOPER  J  has  stated. 

Up  to  now,  we  have  not  given  particu- 
lar attention  to  the  question  of  person- 
nel. That  is  about  the  only  aspect  of 
the  matter  to  which  the  committee 
headed  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  paid  special  attention,  but  we  have 
not  yet  covered  personnel. 

With  respect  to  expenditures  for  the 
so-called  Baker  West  and  Baker  East 
stations,  we  had  information  about  that. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  administration, 
through  Mr.  Compton,  has  already  taken 
steps  designed  to  correct  that  situation. 
I  had  a  feeling  that  our  committee  was 
informed  about  that.  We  disagreed  also 
about  the  practicality  of  some  of  the 
undertakings,  but  this  committee  has  no 
control  over  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations.  If  that  committee 
wishes  to  undertake  an  investigation 
similar  to  that  which  any  other  commit- 
tee is  engaged  in,  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  the  Senator 
say  that  the  McCarthy  committee  has 
been  duplicating  work  which  the  partic- 
ular committee  under  discussion  has 
done? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  It  is  not  for  me 
to  criticize  any  other  committee.  I  am 
telling  the  Senator  the  facts.  The  Sen- 
ator can  then  draw  his  own  conclusions 
from  them.  I  am  not  trying  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  criticizing  any  committee;  I  am  sim- 
ply seeking  information. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  merely  stat- 
ing the  fact  that  the  committee  is  a  bi- 
partisan committee,  created  by  a  special 
resolution  of  the  Senate.  It  is  not 
merely  a  subcommittee.  The  commit- 
tee was  created  last  year  by  a  special  res- 
olution. It  was  not  my  resolution,  al- 
though I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the 
committee.  There  is  an  equal  number 
of    Republicans    and    Democrats.    The 


only  reason  It  was  behind  time  In  Its 
work  was  the  election.  Its  work  did  not 
get  under  way,  so  far  as  committee 
meetings  themselves  were  concerned, 
until  immediately  after  the  election. 

For  example,  material  from  a  number 
of  most  Important  private  agencies  In 
this  country  and  throughout  the  world 
was  carefully  gathered  and  has  been  pre- 
pared for  use  by  the  committee.  A  great 
deal  of  work  was  necessary  in  the  ar- 
ranging of  the  material  In  order  to  make 
possible  its  use.  because  It  was  very  vol- 
uminous. All  of  that  work  was  done 
during  the  months  prior  to  the  hearings 
which  were  held  last  fall. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  the  Senator  fa- 
miliar with  the  work  his  committee  has 
done? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator  say 
whether  the  so-called  McCarthy  com- 
mittee has  looked  into  subjects  which 
have  heen  covered  by  his  committee? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  so-called  McCarthy  commit- 
tee. All  I  know  about  that  committee  Is 
what  I  read  in  the  newspapers  and  hear 
on  the  radio. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Judging  from  what 
the  Senator  has  read  In  the  newspapers 
and  heard  on  the  radio-  could  he  answer 
my  question? 

Mr.  FULBRIOHT.  Judging  from  what 
I  have  read  in  the  newspapers  and  heard 
on  the  radio,  there  has  b€«n  no  overlap- 
ping. We  have  not  pursued  our  work  in 
the  same  fashion  as  the  McCarthy  com- 
mittee, and  have  not  had  the  same  ob- 
jective. Up  to  this  time  we  cannot  see 
any  duplication,  except  as  I  have  al- 
ready mentioned  with  regard  to  the 
building  of  radio  facilities.  To  state  It  in 
another  way,  we  have  not  sought  to  dis- 
cover Communists  among  the  personnel. 
That  has  not  been  undertaken  in  any 
respect  by  our  committee. 

I  may  say  there  are  several  other  mat- 
ters that  we  have  gone  into  which  are 
under  very  critical  examination. 

Speaking  for  myself.  I  am  not  at  all 
strong  for  shortwave  broadcasts.  I 
think  the  Senator  will  recall  that  I 
never  have  advocated  great  building  pro- 
grams. I  may  say  that  the  Senate  and 
House  themselves  made  the  determina- 
tion on  that  point  to  a  very  great  extent, 
and.  of  course,  it  was  recommended  by 
the  Department. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  my  understand- 
ing is  correct,  the  Senator  has  just  stated 
that  his  committee  has  not  yet  investi- 
gated communism. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Not  with  respect 
to  personnel. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  committee  expects  to  go 
into  that  phase  of  investigation  also? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  No.  I  would  say 
that  that  matter  is  being  taken  care  of 
by  the  McCarthy  committee.  I  doubt 
that  there  would  be  any  particular  need 
for  the  committee  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
ber to  do  that.  However,  that  is  a  mat- 
ter for  the  committee  to  determine.  Up 
to  now  it  has  not  been  done.  I  see  no 
reason  to  go  over  what  has  been  accom- 
plished by  other  investigations,  with  the 
one  exception  of  the  construction  of  radio 
stations.  I  doubt  seriously  that  the  Mc- 
Carthy committee  intends  to  go  into  that 
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field.  I  may  say  w»  hare  already  gone 
Into  it  But  If  the  McCarthy  committee 
does  it.  what  can  w«  do  about  that? 
Our  committee  has  that  matter  w^  un- 
der way,  and  much  of  the  woiit  la  al- 
ready done.    

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand  that 
the  subcommittee  could  not  do  it,  but  the 
Senate  could,  if  It  desired  to  do  so. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    Do  what? 

Mr.  KLLKNDKR.    Stop  duplication. 

Mr.  SMATHERa  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ELUENDKR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  that  the  rep(^ 
proposes  to  have  field  Investigations  car- 
ried on  in  Latin  America,  in  order  to 
determine  how  effective  the  Voice  of 
America  program  Is.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  the  McCarthy  committee 
Intends  to  undertake  to  investigate  that 
phase? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  was  not  speak- 
ing or  undertaking  to  speak  for  the  Mc- 
Carthy committee  in  any  respect  what- 
soever. I  do  not  know  what  they  are 
trying  to  do.  I  was  only  endeavorhig  to 
point  out  what  our  committee  has  already 
done. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Certainly  the  Sen- 
ator would  agree,  In  view  of  the  im- 
portance of  South  American  countries 
to  the  United  States,  and  in  view  of  what 
we  have  recently  read,  to  the  effect  that 
there  Is  Communist  infiltration,  and  we 
are  losing  friends  in  South  America  by 
the  thousands  every  day.  that  $25,000 
additional  to  have  the  effectiveness  of 
the  Voice  of  America  program  examined, 
as  it  pertains  to  Latin  America,  would  be 
a  desirable  expenditure. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  understand  the 
request  for  such  an  investigation  was 
submitted  to  the  committee.  Of  course, 
the  committee  could  agree  to  consider  It. 
I  may  say  that  no  investigators  have 
been  in  South  America  at  all.  but  they 
have  been  in  the  Fu  East,  the  Middle 
East,  and  in  Europe.  There  has  been 
quite  thorough  coverage  during  the  past 
few  months. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  report  states 
that  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  money 
!&  to  conduct  field  investigations  in  Latin 
America. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct  I 
have  talked  to  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee about  the  matter.  Frankly.  I  can- 
not ret  ^ember  whether  it  was  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Florida  or  not.  The  ques- 
tion was  discussed  in  the  committee,  and 
It  was  agreed  that  it  would  be  a  proper 
matter  for  consideration.  It  may  have 
been  the  Junior  iienator  from  Florida  to 
whom  I  talked. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  It  was  not  I  who 
made  the  request,  but  I  certainly  wish 
to  agree  with  whoever  made  the  request 
that  we  could  do  nothing  more  useful 
than  to  make  the  Voice  of  America  pro- 
gram woik  effectively  in  Latin  America. 
If  by  an  expenditure  of  $25,000  the  Voice 
of  America  program  in  Latin  America 
could  be  made  to  work  effectively,  it 
would  be  a  che8.p  expenditure. 

Mr.  ELLENDElil.  Our  State  Depart- 
ment is  already  embarked  on  a  project 
to  evaluate  the  information  program. 
When  I  was  in  South  America  last  fall. 


I  learned  that  eraluaUon  experts  are  at 
work  all  over  the  world,  including  South 
America,  for  that  very  purpose. 

Mr.  President,  I  wcmdCT  if  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  or  the  Senator  f ran  Iowa 
could  answer  my  question.  I  understood 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  that  two-thirds  of  the  work  had 
already  been  accomplished. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  Is  a 
rough  estimate.  However,  field  investi- 
gations In  Europe,  the  lifiddle  East,  and 
the  Far  East  have  been  conducted.  A 
compilation  of  studies  has  been  made 
by  the  staff  for  the  purpose  of  fiu-ther 
working  toward  a  termination  of  the 
studies.  As  the  Senator  from  ^orida 
has  pointed  out,  I  believe  the  committee 
was  unanimous  in  its  belief  in  the  vital 
importance  of  a  proper  and  a  success- 
ful information  program  in  Latin  Amer- 
ica designed  to  bring  our  coimtries 
closer  together.  There  are  1  oa  2  col- 
lateral fields  Into  which  we  might  enter. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  understand, 
roughly  two-thirds  of  this  work  has  been 

done.        

*Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  is  difficult 
to  estimate.  I  should,  say  that  more 
than  half  the  work  has  been  done.  I 
should  say  two-thirds,  as  a  rough  es- 
timate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Whatever  the  per- 
centage is.  50  percent  or  more  has  al- 
ready been  accomplished  with  $25,000. 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  There  is  a  carry- 
over of  $25,000;  and  the  committee  is 
asking  for  $25,000  of  new  money.  In 
other  words,  to  accomplish  the  remain- 
der of  the  work,  which,  as  the  Senator 
says,  is  more  than  50-percent  completed, 
twice  the  amoimt  of  money  previously 
spent  in  accomplishing  one -half  of  the 
task  will  be  required.  Why  is  that  nec- 
essary? Can  any  Senator  answer  that 
question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  commit- 
tee estimated  the  amount'  of  money 
which  should  be  authorized  and  avail- 
able. It  would  be  spent  judiciously,  and 
only  such  portion  of  it  as  might  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  would  be  used. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
there  Is  one  very  obvious  reason  why  ad- 
ditional money  is  required.  During  the 
recess  of  the  Senate  we  utilized  members 
of  the  staff  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  exclusively.  We  had  only 
1  or  2  consultations  with  persons  whose 
expenses  we  had  to  pay.  It  is  obvious 
to  anyone  that  from  now  on  we  shall  be 
in  session  most  of  the  time.  We  are 
meeting  practically  every  day  in  con- 
nection with  the  regular  business  of  the 
Senate. 

Everyone  knows  the  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  the  regular  programs,  such  as 
mutual  aid,  and  so  forth,  which  come 
up  every  year.  It  is  quite  impossible  for 
the  same  persons  who  gave  all  their  time 
to  this  work  last  fall  to  carry  on  in  the 
committee.  We  must  have  someone  to 
take  the  place  of  those  we  were  using. 
That  is  one  of  the  major  reasons  for  the 
increased  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  UICKKNIiOOE*ER.  Mr.  President 
I  have  before  me  a  breakdown  of  esti- 
mated expenditures  which  was  submit- 
ted in  connection  with  the  request  for 


appropriations.    The  breakdown  Is  as 
follows: 

Ettlmated  expenditure$  under  S.  Be*.  74 
through  June  30,  1953 

BalsriM  and  relmbiirsementa  for  6 

months $16. 000 

a  Mnlor  gTMle 9,009 

1  middle  grade 3.  «M 

1  junior  grade .  1.800 

2  clerical 3,000 

Consultants,  engineering  and  legal.     12,000 
lYavel  overseas:  4  members;  3  staff 

at  92,000   each 14,000 

Travel  In  United  States  (to  trans- 
mitter installations  and  between 
VOA   (New  York)    and  Wasblng- 

ton)  40  trips  at  9100  eacb 4, 000 

Stenographic   costs 1.600 

MlsceUaneoxis  and  unforeseen  con- 
tingencies        2. 600 

TOUT 60,  000 

Estimates: 

Carryover     from     960,000     made 

avaUable  by  S.  Eles.  74 25.000 

Amount  requested  by  8.  Bes.  44..    25, 000 

Totol ,.1 60,  000 

I  invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  in  the  last  phase  of 
the  investigation  that  more  exhaustive  . 
studies  will  be  brought  back,  upon  which 
we  hope  sound  and  reliable  conclusiona 
can  be  based  and  submitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate for  legislation.  That  is  why  we  shall 
need  more  trained  personnel  in  compil- 
ing the  vast  volume  of  information 
which  we  already  have,  as  well  as  infor- 
mation which  we  shall  acquire,  and  get- 
ting it  into  the  proper  form. 

Our  committee  expectei  to  shed  s<Mne 
light  on  many  other  subjects  in  the  en- 
tire field  of  American  information  pro* 
grams.  Whether  the  Senator  is  aware 
of  it  or  not.  we  have  at  least  seven  great 
agencies  in  this  country  in  the  Ameri- 
can information  field.  Most  of  them 
are  outside  the  program  we  are  investi- 
gating, which  is  officially  called  the 
American  information  program.  We 
have  several  information  programs  in 
the  armed  services.  We  have  informa- 
tion programs  in  the  State  Departments 
We  have  information  programs  in  some 
of  our  investigating  agencies.  We  see 
no  reason  why  the  efforts  in  connection 
with  all  those  programs  cannot  be  rea- 
sonably coordinated,  resulting  in  a  sav- 
ing of  a  great  deal  of  money,  much  of 
which  is  not  included  in  the  $100  million 
to  which  reference  has  been  made.  We 
hope  to  render  service  in  that  field.       ^ 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  the  resolution 
sufficiently  broad,  in  the  Senator's  opin- 
ion, to  enable  the  committee  to  investi- 
gate the  other  aspects  of  the  informa- 
tion program? 

Mr.  HIC^KENLOOPER.  It  Is  suffi- 
ciently broad,  let  us  say,  to  allow  us  to 
enter  the  investigative  field  with  rei^ect 
to  such  programs.  A  iq>ecial  committee 
on  the  information  programs  of  the 
United  States  has  already  been  estab- 
lished by  the  President  We  have  made 
arrangements  to  work  in  cooperation 
with  that  committee  in  order  to  bring 
our  findings  and  its  findings  together  so 
that  aame  time  early  this  sinlng  we  can 
collate  all  the  information  and  work  in 
cooperation  with  the  other  committees. 
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'Foe  example.  I  have  already  arranged 
to  have  made  available  to  our  subcom- 
mittee all  the  information  and  the  back- 
groimd  which  the  McCarthy  committee 
may  develop  bi  this  particular  broad- 
casting field  and  the  personnel  field  into 
which  it  is  entering.  Of  course,  that 
would  eliminate  any  necessity  for  our 
going  into  that  field  extensively.  So,  as 
I  view  it.  there  will  be  no  duplication  in 
that  particular  field  of  investigation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  £>o  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  that  he  has 
already  consulted  with  the  McCarthy 
committee,  to  the  end  that  there  will  be 
no  duplication? 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  I  have  con- 
sulted with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  as  chairman  of  the 
committee.  I  did  so  day  before  yester- 
terday.  I  told  him  that  it  seemed  to 
me  that  his  activities  would  obviate  the 
necessity  of  any  possible  activities  along 
that  line  which  our  subcommittee  might 
feel  it  had  to  undertake  if  no  other  in- 
vestigation were  being  made.  Of  course, 
I  can  speak  only  as  of  this  moment.  I 
do  not  know  what  will  happen  in  a 
month  or  so.  However,  as  I  view  the 
situation  now,  it  is  as  I  have  stated  it. 
The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  agreed 
that  he  would  make  available  to  us  the 
CMnplete  records  of  his  committee.  He 
Invited  the  members  of  our  committee 
to  sit  in  full  cooperation  with  his  com- 
mittee if  we  cared  to  do  so.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  the  situation  as  it  now  exists 
will  eliminate  the  necessity  for  any  ex- 
tensive inquiry  on  the  part  of  our  sub- 
committee into  the  field  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  is  now  covering. 
We  can  go  into  the  field  by  obtaining 
records  from  him  and  by  making  the 
findings  of  the  committee  a  part  of  our 
thinking.  So  to  that  extent  we  shall 
have  investigated  the  field.  But  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  will  be  no  duplication 
of  time,  effort,  or  investigative  activities 
in  that  particular  field  on  the  part  of  our 
subcommittee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
have  stated  on  previous  occasions,  I 
do  not  oppose  legitimate  investigation. 
However,  it  seems  that  during  this  Con- 
gress we  will  spend  much  more  money 
than  we  spent  in  the  past  in  order  to  do 
the  same  work.  I  express  the  hope  that 
this  committee,  pursuant  to  the  pending 
resolution,  will  consult  with  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  the  end  that  there 
shall  be  no  duplication.  I  also  express 
the  hope  that  this  committee  will  be  able 
to  end  its  labors  by  June  and  not  be- 
come one  of  the  continuing  special 
committees. 

Mr,  PULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  made 
a  statement  to  the  effect  that  practically 
all  such  committees  continue  forever. 
The  Senator  may  recall  that  I  was  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  on  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation.  Did  not 
that  end? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  and  I  desire  to 
congratulate  the  Senator. 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  They  do  not  all 
continue.  I  am  siure  that  this  commit- 
tee will  not  continue.  It  will  not  con- 
tinue forever  if  I  have  anything  to  do 
with  it.  I  do  not  want  to  go  on  forever 
with  these  committees. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  did  not  intend  my 
remark  to  be  all-inclusive. 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  have  never  ap- 
pointed any  employees  of  the  committee 
in  tlie  past,  and  I  do  not  expect  to  do 
so  in  the  future. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
praciicaily  everything  has  been  said  that 
can  be  {;ald.  In  view  of  what  has  been 
said  on  the  floor,  I  feel  that  the  situa- 
tion may  not  be  entirely  clear  to  those 
in  the  galleries  w!iO  are  listening,  and 
who  may  R^t  the  idea  that  we  are  wast- 
ing money. 

The  purpose  of  an  investigation  is  to 
save  money.  We  are  considering  a 
budget  of  $78  billion.  After  the  money 
is  appropriated,  most  of  it  is  in  the  con- 
trol of  the  executive  branch.  When  we 
realize  that  only  recently  the  McCarthy 
committee  unearthed  things  which  really 
smell  in  the  Voice  of  America  program, 
showin|;  that  Communists  have  been  dic- 
tating the  particular  line  which  has 
been  going  out  to  foreign  countries,  and 
when  we  realize  the  waste  which  has 
been  occurring  in  that  one  little  activity. 
which  it  has  been  said  amounts  to  $100 
million,  what  about  the  $78  billion 
budget?  Every  dollar  that  will  be  uti- 
lized in  investigation  will  return  benefits 
to  the  Nation  in  the  ratio  of  perhaps 
100  to  1. 

Mr.  President  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas 
IMr.  PULBRIGHT  I,  who  served  as  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee,  for  his  work 
last  year.  As  chairman  of  the  entire 
committee  I  am  reconstituting  the  sub- 
committee, and  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas will  remain  as  a  member  of  the  sub- 
committee. The  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  HicKENLooPERj  Will  scrvc  as  chair- 
man. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  prepared  a  short 
statement  on  the  subject.  However,  be- 
cause I  must  attend  a  committee  meet- 
ing of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions at  2  o'clock,  instead  of  making  the 
statement  for  the  Record  at  this  time  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statkmknt  by  Scnatok  WiLrr 
I  should  like  to  make  Just  a  few  com- 
ments with  regard  to  the  question  of  juris- 
diction between  the  Senate  Government  Op- 
erations Committee  and  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Subcommittee  Investigating  the 
Voice  of  America. 

IMVCSTIOATIONS  COMMmn    HAS  COMPLETE 

juaisDicnoN 

Let  me  first  make  It  quite  clear  that  In  my 
Judgment,  the  Government  Operations  Com- 
mittee has  complete  Jurisdiction  to  Investi- 
gate anything  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  In  accordance  with  wide  au- 
thority granted  In  the  legislative  reorganiza- 
tion law. 

There  Is  therefore  an  inevitable  amount  of 
duplicate  Jurisdiction  in  that  any  Investiga- 
tion by  that  committee  would  relate  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  one  of  the  other  standing 
committees;  for  example,  an  investigation 
In  the  field  of  foreign  affairs  would  enter  into 
the  jvirlsdiction  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee. 

BXOAOm    FT7RPOSZS    OF    SINATI    UBOLDTION     74 

Now,  under  Senate  Resolution  74,  which 
had  been  Introduced  on  February  19,  1951, 
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I  had  joined  with  Senator  Benton  In  offering 
a  resolution  for  a  comprehensive  study  by 
a  six-man  subcommittee  of  "the  objectives, 
operations,  and  effectiveness  of  existing  for- 
eign Information  programs  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Stats  and  other  agencies  ot 
the  United  States." 

This  Includes  the  programs  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense,  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency,  and  all  other  Government  activities 
In  this  field. 

The  resolution  also  relates  to  such  other 
phases  as  "Increased  coordination  with  In- 
ternational Information  programs  of  other 
free  nations;  maintenance,  through  the 
United  Nations  and  through  our  own  diplo- 
macy, of  a  steadily  increasing  pressure  In 
behalf  of  worldwide  freedom  of  Informa- 
tion," together  with  a  great  many  other 
phases. 

It  can  be  seen  therefore  that  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  is 
considerably  broader  than  merely  operations 
within  the  executive  branch  of  our  own 
Government,  as  such,  but  relates  also  to  in- 
formation programs  oX  allied  goTernments, 
of  the  U.  N  .  etc. 

WORD  CONVEYED  BY  SENATOI  M'CAITHT 

Early  In  January  I  became  familiar  with 
the  fact  that  the  Senate  Government  Opera- 
tions Committee,  and  In  particular.  Its 
Permanent  Investigations  Subcommittee, 
headed  by  my  colleague,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  Intended  a  review  of  the 
Voice  of  America  program. 

My  colleague.  Senator  McCaktht,  had  In- 
formally conveyed  word  of  executive  ses- 
sions in  the  offing  on  this  subject. 

WE    WELCOME    M'CAXTHT   CONTKISI7TION8 

I.  in  turn  wrote  to  him.  Indicating  that 
I  would  welcome  any  contributions  which 
his  committee  could  make.  Just  as  I  am 
sure  any  other  standing  committee  of  the 
Senate  would  welcome  contributions  which 
could  be  made  by  the  Senate  Investigations 
Subcommittee. 

I  have  pointed  out.  In  my  contacts  with 
the  Permanent  Investigations  Subcommit- 
tee, however,  that  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  has  its  own  Subcommittee  on 
Foreign  Information  Prt^rams.  and  that  the 
then  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee.  Senator 
FuLBRicHT.  and  the  forthcoming  chairman. 
Senator  HicKrNLooPEE.  would  be  the  indi- 
viduals most  basically  concerned  with  the 
problem. 

CEXTAtN    OVrmLAPPINO    INKVTTABLK 

Now.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Permanent 
Investigations  Subcommittee  and  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Subcommittee  should  not 
continue  with  a  maximum  of  cooperation  and 
coordination  t>etween  them. 

Inevitably  there  will  be  a  certain  amount 
of  overlapping. 

I  understand,  for  example,  that  much  of 
the  same  material  which  Senator  McCaktht 
has  developed  had  been  turned  over  some- 
time back  to  Senators  Pulbkicht  and  Uick- 

ENLOOPEK. 

In  any  event,  our  basic  concern  is  to  make 
sure  that  no  single  dollar  of  appropriations 
funds  allocated  to  congressional  Investiga- 
tive committees  shall  t)e  wasted.  I  feel  sure 
that  all  of  the  Individuals  Involved  are 
deeply  Interested  In  making  sure  that  there 
shall  be  no  such  wasting  of  funds. 

ANTi-sEMrrisM  in  the  aovirr  uwion 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  address  an  inquiry  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Montana  address 
his  question  to  me. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  On  Monday  several 
Senators  submitted  a  resolution  express- 
ing the  profound  shock  of  the  Senate  at 
the   persecutions   directed    against   the 
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Jewish  people  by  the  Soviet  Union.  At 
the  time  the  resolution  was  submitted  to 
the  Senate  it  wis  understood  that  it 
would  be  reporte<l  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  before  the  end  of 
this  week.  I  should  like  to  inquire  if  It 
is  possible  for  the  committee  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WILEY.  ::  had  no  such  under- 
standing, as  chaiiman  of  the  committee, 
but  I  can  say  tliat  the  resolution  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  have  appointed  a  subcom- 
mittee to  deal  witti  the  resolution,  which, 
as  I  recall,  is  heac«d  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  IMr.  Taft] 

It  will  be  the  ftinction  of  the  subcom- 
mittee to  study  the  resolution  and  then 
take  it  up  with  tlie  various  departments 
of  Government,  :n  order  to  have  them 
give  the  subcommittee  the  benefit  of 
their  Judgment,  which  is  the  usual  prac- 
tice in  such  cas<».  The  subcommittee 
will  then  tindouttedly  come  forth  very 
shortly  with  a  report  on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  that 
we  said  we  would  try  to  report  the  reso- 
lution to  the  Senate  this  week.  How- 
ever, we  found  that  the  State  Depart- 
ment had  some  very  definite  expressions 
to  make  with  regiu-d  to  it.  I  regret  very 
much  that  we  are  not  able  to  report  It 
this  week,  but  I  liope  very  much  that  it 
will  be  possible  ix>  report  it  next  week. 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  any  step  which 
would  be  in  discord  with  the  State  De- 
partment, at  least  until  we  have  had  full 
opportunity  to  confer  with  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  imderstand.  I 
thank  the  majoiity  leader.  I  am  sure 
it  will  be  reported  back  promptly. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Action  on  it  will  be  ac- 
celerated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair).  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  Senate  Resolution  38.  as 
amended. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  (a)  section  a  of  Senate 
Resolution  74,  83d  Congress,  agreed  to  June 
30.  1953  (autboriilng  an  Investigation  with 
respect  to  the  effectiveness  of  foreign  infor- 
mation programs).  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  "prior  to  Januiry  31,  1953"  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "on  or  after  January  31,  1953. 
but  prior  to  June  30,  1953." 

(b)  Section  3  of  such  resolution  la 
amended  by  striking  out  the  figure  "$50,000" 
and  inserting  In  lU  u  thereof  the  figure  "$75,- 
000":  and  by  Insetting  before  the  period  at 
the  end  thereof  tbu  words  "or  subcommittee, 
as  the  case  may  be." 


ADDITIONAL        PERSONNEL        AND 
FUNDS  FOR  CJOMMTTTEE  ON  GOV- 
ERNMENT OPERATIONS 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  56)  providing 
additional  personnel  and  ftmds  for  the 
Committee  on  Clovemment  Operations 
reported  by  Mrs   Smith  of  Maine  from 
the  Committee  cm  Government  Opera- 
tions on  Januar}'  29,  1953,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration,   was    announced   as   next   la 
order. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  thla  res- 
olution provides  culditlonal  personnel 
and  approximately  $10,000  in  unobli- 
gated funds  appropriated  by  the  last 
Congress  for  the  reorganization  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Government 


Operations.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  McClxixam].  as  former  chairman 
of  the  subcommitt(».  had  these  funds 
available  to  him  last  year.  They  were 
not  used.  The  new  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee is  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  SmtthI.  The  resolu- 
tion does  not  ask  for  new  funds.  It  asks 
merely  for  an  extension  of  the  appro- 
priation made  last  year. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Why  were  not  the 
funds  used  last  year? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question.  The  Senator  from  Maine  is 
in  the  Chamber.  She  is  familiar  with 
the  subject 

Mrs.  SBtflTH  of  Maine,  Mr.  President, 
as  chairman  of  the  reorganization  sub- 
committee. I  will  advise  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Louisiana  that  the 
funds  were  not  used  last  year  because 
the  very  efficient  staff  of  the  full  com- 
mittee carried  on  the  work  of  the  reor- 
ganization subcommittee  and  spent  only 
$600  for  incidental  expenses. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Why  could  not  this 
work  be  done  by  the  same  efficient  staff 
this  year?  Why  is  it  necessary  to  ap- 
propriate an  additional  $10,600? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  would  fur- 
ther explain  to  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana that  that  is  exactly  what  the  sub- 
committee wishes  to  do  and  what  I  had 
in  mind,  namely,  to  utilize  the  services  of 
the  full  staff  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  which  is  well 
equipped  to  do  the  work. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  may  come 
before  the  committee  some  very  im- 
portant reorganization  proposals  which 
might  require  the  emplojrment  of  special- 
ists for  a  short  period  of  time.  We  have 
set  up  a  budget  which  we  will  use  in  the 
event  it  is  necessary  to  do  so.  Other- 
wise, the  money  will  be  returned,  in  the 
same  way  that  it  was  returned  during 
the  past  2  years. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  any  of  that 
money  be  used  in  order  to  employ  more 
experts  than  the  committee  employs 
now?  , 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Only  if  addi- 
tional experts  are  needed.  The  sub- 
committee has  no  staff  of  its  own.  We 
are  using  the  staff  of  the  full  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  that  not  in  keep- 
ing with  the  committee's  function? 
That  is  to  say.  ^ould  not  the  experts 
on  the  committee  cooperate  in  the  work 
of  any  subcommittee? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Yes;  so  long 
as  there  is  not  too  much  work  for  the 
experts  to  do. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
pointed  out  2  weeks  ago  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  has  been 
provided  with  $200,000. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  $200,000 
was  not  appropriated  for  the  use  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Reorganization  or  for 
the  full  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  It  was  appropriated  for  the 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  a  portion  of  that  money  could 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
any  matter  of  government. 


Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  will  agree  that 
a  committee's  funds  are  not  transferable 
to  a  committee  for  which  it  was  not 
appropriated. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  the  money  ap- 
propriated several  weeks  ago,  as  I  under- 
stand, was  for  the  whole  committee.  It 
was  not  merely  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigating any  special  department  of 
the  Government,  but  to  enable  the  com- 
mittee to  carry  on  its  functions  as  de- 
scribed in  the  Reorganization  Act.  It 
was  my  position  then,  as  it  is  my  posi- 
tion now,  that  the  $200,000  could  t>e 
used  for  that  purpose. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  chairman  of  the  Reorganization 
Subcommittee  it  is  my  understanding 
that  the  $200,000  appropriation  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  refers  was 
specifically  earmarked  for  investiga- 
tions, and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  before  me 
the  resolution  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  2  weeks  ago.  It  refers  to  "all 
investigations  as  authorized  by  subsec- 
tion  (g)  (2)  (b)  of  rule  XXV  of 
the  Standing  Rules  Committee."  That 
means  any  department  of  government 
and  not  only  as  to  any  special  investiga- 
tion, but  as  to  any  department  of  gov- 
ernment. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  may  advise 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana further  that  the  Reorganization 
Subcommittee  has  to  do  only  with  the 
reorganization  plans  that  come  up  from 
the  Government  and  refers  to  subsections 
(g)(1)  (B)  and  (g)  (2)  (C)  of  rule 
XXV.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  In- 
vestigation of  (jovemment  departments 
and  does  not  refer  to  subsection  (g)  (2) 
(B)  as  does  the  earlier  resolution  the 
senior  Senator  from  Louisiana  is  re- 
ferring to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  this  special  subcommittee  investi- 
gates reorganization  plans  submitted  or 
proposed  to  the  Congress? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  This  is  not  a 
special  subcommittee,  I  may  advise  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana.  This  is  the  reg- 
ular Subcommittee  on  Reorganization, 
and  is  a  part  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Ojjerations. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  other  words,  any 
plans  which  are  proposed  by  the  Execu- 
tive are  submitted  to  the  subcommittee. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Why  could  not  the 
four  si>ecialists  who  are  now  employed 
by  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations do  that  work  ?  Why  is  it  necessary 
to  employ  extra  specialists? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  That  is  ex- 
actly what  the  chairman  of  the  Reor- 
ganization Subcommittee  has  stated  al- 
ready, namely,  that  it  is  our  intention  to 
use  the  regular  staff  of  the  full  commit- 
tee. Yet,  if  a  plan  should  come  up  for 
which  an  engineer  or  a  doctor  or  some 
other  specialist  is  required,  it  would  seem 
to  the  committee  that  we  should  be  at 
least  entitled  to  the  money  which  was 
not  used  for  that  purpose  last  year. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  "Rien  this  money  is 
being  appropriated  for  something  that 
may  not  occur.    Is  that  correct? 

.  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.    This  money 
has  already  been  appropriated  and  given 
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to  the  committee.  We  are  asldng  for  an 
extension  of  time,  only,  so  far  as  the 
money  is  concerned. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  it  Is  only  in 
anticipation  that  the  present  force  will 
be  unable  or  not  qualified  to  do  the  work 
on  reorganization  plans  which  may  be 
submitted  in  the  future.   Is  that  correct? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  could  not 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
that  the  staff  is  not  qualified.  If  re- 
organization plans  come  up  in  large 
numbers,  additional  personnel  may  be 
needed.  On  the  other  hand,  we  may  be 
able  to  turn  back  the  money,  or  we  may 
request  more  money. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucHEL  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion to  the  present  consideration  of  Sen- 
ate Resolution  56? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows : 

Retolved,  That  in  holding  hearings,  report- 
ing such  hearlnga.  and  making  investigations 
as  authorized  by  subsections  (g)  (1)  (B)  and 
(2)  (C)  of  rule  XXV  of  the  Standing  Rules 
of  the  Senate,  the  Committee  on  Oovernment 
Operations,  or  any  duly  authorized  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  is  authorized  during  the  pe- 
riod beginning  on  February  1,  1953,  and  end- 
ing on  January  31,  1954.  to  make  such  ex- 
penditures, and  to  employ  upon  a  temporary 
basts  such  investigators,  and  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants,  as  it  deems 
advisable. 

Sec.  2.  Ihe  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
the  unexpended  balance  of  the  amount  au- 
thorized under  Senate  Resolution  352, 
82d  Congiess,  first  session,  agreed  to  on  Janu- 
ary 24,  1852,  shall  be  paid  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  ^nate  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  subcommittee,  as  the  case  may  be. 


AID  OP  FARMERS 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  some  reports  f  som  the 
Associated  Press  which  I  should  like  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  at 
this  time.  These  reports  suggest,  I  be- 
lieve, .some  very  constructive  and  posi- 
tive action  which  I  believe  will  meet  with 
the  approval  of  my  colleagues. 

I  now  read  the  first  report: 

Washington. — A  four -point  program  to 
stabilize  the  cattle  market  in  the  face  of  de- 
clining beef  prices  was  recommended  today 
by  a  House  agriculture  subcommittee. 

The  principal  point  called  for  immediate 
strengthening  of  credit  sources  to  provide 
emergency  loans  as  a  stabilizing  Influence 
on  prices  and  production. 

The  subcommittee  also  recommended  step- 
ping up  military  procurement  of  beef, 
prompt  controls  over  foreign  beef  imports, 
and  emphasis  on  meat  as  an  item  In  the 
Federal  school  lunch  program. 

I  now  read  a  further  report  coming 
from  the  Associated  Press,  and  quoting 
the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  Representa- 
tive Hopi.  of  Kansas.  Representative 
Hope  is  a  Republican,  I  note: 

Chairman  Hops.  Republican  of  Kansas, 
said  the  full  agriculture  committee  would 
meet  Monday  to  consider  the  program  drawn 
up  by  the  subcommittee  headed  by  Repre- 
sentative Hnx.  Republican  of  Colorado. 

Hops  said  some  legislation  might  be  neces- 
sary to  make  credit  available  to  farmers  dtfr- 


Ing  the  present  decline  In  prlcee,  Imt  that 
the  easiest  method  probably  would  be  to 
utilize  the  existing  machinery  and  funds  of 
the  Farmers   Home  Administration. 

Finally,  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  read 
a  further  Associated  Press  dispatch 
which  refers  to  Representative  Hope: 

HoPi  told  newsmen  that  before  any  legisla- 
tive action  was  taken  he  would  want  Co  con- 
sult first  with  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ben- 
son and  possibly  President  Elsenhower. 

"The  situation  is  not  critical  Just  yet.  and 
It  is  nothing  like  as  bad  as  the  1930>,"  Hope 
said.  "But  If  the  banks  tighten  up  we  might 
have  to  act  to  inspire  confidence." 

The  subcommittee  said  action  should  be 
"taken  immediately"  to  strengthen  existing 
credit  sources  to  assist  the  livestock  industry 
through  the  present  price  period  and  prevent 
unnecessary  loss,  disruption  of  orderly  mar- 
keting or  any  decrease  in  production. 

It  said  adequate  credit  should  be  provided 
to  (1 )  permit  cattle  producers  to  carry  their 
stock  through  the  critical  market  period. 
(2)  prevent  forced  marketing,  and  (3i  pre- 
vent liquidation  of  foundation  herds  on 
which  production  is  based.     . 

Hope  said  It  wouldn't  require  much  legis- 
lation to  make  emergency  credit  available 
to  producers. 

He  suggested  that  Congress  might  ojjen  the 
way  for  loans  from  the  disaster  loan  fund  of 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration. 

Hope  also  suggested  that  private  banks 
might  participate  In  some  form  of  Federal 
credit  extension  by  the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation. 

Mr.  President,  those  bulletins  or  dis- 
patches from  the  Associated  Press  have 
just  come  off  the  ticker.  They  are  im- 
portant to  notice,  because  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, by  means  of  its  appropriate  com- 
mittee, the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry,  realizes  the  serious  nature 
of  the  crisis  in  the  case  of  beef  cattle 
and  the  declining  market  prices  for  beef 
cattle. 

I  desire  to  commend  Representative 
Hill  of  Colorado,  a  Republican  Member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the 
action  which  has  just  been  taken  by  his 
subcommittee;  and  certainly  I  wish  to 
commend  Representative  Hope,  of  Kan- 
sas, for  the  action  he  contemplates  tak- 
ing. 

I  note  that  the  House  committee  Is 
acting,  rather  than  studying.  I  submit 
that  this  is  a  good  example  for  the  Senate 
to  follow,  for  certainly  action  is  desper- 
ately needed.  As  Reperesentative  Hope 
has  said,  although  the  situation  may  not 
be  so  critical  as  was  the  situation  in  the 
1930's.  it  is  sufficiently  critical  to  warrant 
the  taking  of  prompt  action  by  the  Con- 
gress. I  point  out  again  that  the  sub- 
committee said  action  should  be  taken 
immedately.  In  that  connection,  Mr. 
President,  I  stress  the  word  'action." 

So  far  as  concerns  studies  by  the  ad- 
ministration, Mr.  President,  the  present 
administration  includes  a  number  of 
former  college  presidents.  Although  I 
believe  in  study.  I  am  sure  it  is  important 
to  have  action  taken.  I  commend  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  for  its  program,  and  I  bring  it 
to  the  attention  of  the  appropriate  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  so  that  we  may 
proceed,  in  cooperation  with  the  House 
of  Representatives,  to  have  the  needed 
action  taken. 

Let  me  say  further  that  this  program 
is  a  moderate  one.  and  will  be  helpful  to 


Secretary  Benson  in  the  orderly  market- 
ing to  which  he  has  referred.  It  will  help 
do  away  with  the  undue  pessimism  to 
which  he  has  referred,  and  it  will  help  in 
the  existing  structure  of  the  agencies  of 
both  Crovemment  and  private  finance. 

Let  it  be  quite  clear  that  this  matter 
goes  far  beyond  partisan  politics,  for  in 
this  case  two  distinguished  Republican 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, who  occupy  responsible  positions 
in  that  body,  have  called  upon  their 
colleagues  to  take  action  immediately. 


PARITY  AND  ADEQUATE  CREDIT 
PROVISIONS  FOR  THE  FARMER- 
RESOLUTION  OF  SUGAR  BUSH 
FARMERS  UNION  LOCAL.  OGEMA. 

MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Sugar  Bush  Parmer's  Union  Local, 
Ogema.  Minn.  The  resolution  calls  for 
full  parity  and  adequate  credit  provi- 
sions for  the  farmer.  The  resolution  re- 
fers to  the  same  material  that  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Associated  Press  dispatches 
I  have  previously  discussed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Hon    HuBoiT  Ht7UPHacT, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAX  Snt:  Whereas,  back  in  1033.  Congress 
adopted  a  ctmmltment.  "to  achieve  full 
parity  of  Income  for  farniers."  and  all  farm- 
State  Senators  and  Congressmen  have 
pledged  support  for  this,  as  has  President 
Elsenhower  In  his  speech  at  Kasson.  Minn., 
where  he  snld  not  90  percent  but  full  parity, 
and 

Whereas.  In  spite  of  all  these  promises,  20 
years  after  March.  1933.  farmers  are  selling 
their  hogs  at  $4  to  S5  a  hundredweight  under 
parity,  eggs  at  75  percent  of  parity,  poultry 
at  40  percent  of  parity,  oats  at  about  66  per- 
cent of  parity,  and  so  on;  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  we  submit  that  while  Con- 
gress continues  to  discuss  the  soundest,  best 
method  of  assuring  the  farmers  full  parity 
of  Income,  the  farmers  should  not  continue 
to  pay  the  bill,  and  therefore  we  demand 
that  a&  an  emergency  measure  to  guarantee 
the  farmers  parity  now  In  1053.  the  Congress 
should — 

1.  Reaffirm  the  commitment  of  March  1033 
assuring  the  farmers  of  full  parity  of  Income. 

2.  Authorize  the  farmers,  effective  Janu- 
ary 1.  1953,  to  the  end  of  the  marketing  year 
or  at  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  ending 
December  31.  1953.  or  shortly  thereafter,  to 
present  evidence  of  production  and  sales  to 
the  county  PMA  office  and  if  the  average 
price  of  any  commodity  is  less  than  parity 
during  the  marketing  year,  the  difference 
between  such  amount  and  full  parity  will  be 
automatically  due  such  family  type  farmer 
and  may  be  collected  through  such  measuraa 
as  Congress  shall  provide  for  such  payment. 

3.  That  crop  Insurance  be  provided  for  all 
crops.  This  should  be  for  all  crops  and  for 
all  hazards. 

4.  That  an  adequate  appropriation  should 
be  Immediately  provided  for  Farmers  Home 
Administration  so  that  the  credit  needs  of 
all  family  type  farmers  for  their  operation, 
land  purchase,  improvements,  expansion  oX 
herds,  etc.,  can  be  met. 

SncAt  Bush  Fakmex's  Union  Local. 
William  Koski,  Chairman. 
OcEitA,  Minn. 
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COMMITTEE  WORK  BY  SENATOR 
MORSE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  be- 
ing Friday  afternoon,  I  shall  proceed,  as 
I  have  indicated  will  be  my  custom  on 
Friday  afternoons  when  the  Senate  is  in 
session,  to  do  a  good  deal  of  my  com- 
mittee work  as  li  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  VHiole.  I  select  Friday 
afternoons  because  I  recognize  that 
such  a  program  will  Interfere  the 
least  with  the  weekend  trips  of  so 
many  of  my  Senate  colleagues.  Each 
Friday  afternoon  I  shall  make  a  record 
of  my  committte  work,  so  that  when 
my  absent  colleagues  return  on  Mon- 
day they  will  be  able  to  have  an  official 
record  of  my  committee  work,  if  they 
are  interested  in  checking  into  it. 

I  should  like  no  advise  my  many  ab- 
sentee colleagues,  Mr.  President,  that 
as  the  year  wears  on  they  are  going  to 
be  surprised.  I  think,  to  find  that 
throughout  the  country  there  will  be  a 
great  deal  mon;  interest  in  my  com- 
mittee work  than  some  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  at  the  present  time  fully 
appreciate.  Whether  they  know  it  or 
not.  the  commii:tee  work  of  the  Inde- 
pendent Party,  functioning  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  is  committee  work 
that  is  of  interest  to  a  growing  number 
of  independent  persons  in  the  United 
States,  who  recognize  that  in  the  United 
States  Senate  there  Is  at  least  one  party 
that  intends  to  devote  itself  to  what  it 
believes  to  he  tlie  paramount  public  in- 
terest in  conmictlon  with  matters  of 
great  concern  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

Now.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  refer  to 
certain  resolutions. 

The  PRESromO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Griswold  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


RULES  OP  PROCEDURE  IN  CON- 
GRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS 
AND  DEROGATORY  REMARKS 
MADE  IN  DEBATE  BY  MEMBERS 
OF  CONGRESS— C08P0NS0R  OP 
CONCURRENT  RESOLUTIONS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  Feb- 
ruary 10.  the  able  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see I  Mr.  KkfauvesI  submitted  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  10,  which  would 
establish  uniform  rules  for  all  congres- 
sional hearings.  Unfortunately,  I  was 
not  on  the  floor  at  that  time  or  I  would 
have  asked  unanimous  consent  to  Join 
as  a  cosponsor  of  that  proposed  measure. 
I  ask  such  unanimous  consent  to  do  so 
at  this  time,  and  also  to  Join  as  a  co- 
sponsor  of  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 11,  which  would  provide  a  measure 
of  protection  to  individuals  who  are  the 
subject  of  adverse  comment  upon  the 
floor  of  either  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  now  I 
submit,  for  reference  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  a  Senate 
resolution  prescribing  basic  and  uniform 
rules  for  the  conduct  of  Senate  commit- 
tee hearings.  The  resolution  would  pro- 
mote the  effectiveness  of  investigations 
by  Senate  committees,  would  establish 


uniform  rules  for  the  conduct  of  Senate 
committee  hearings,  and  would  insure 
orderly  and  fair  procedure  in  the  pro- 
tection of  individuals. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  83),  submit- 
ted by  Mr.  Morse,  was  received  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  as  follows: 

Whereas  Investigation  of  matters  of  public 
importance  through  committee  hearings  Is 
of  vital  importance  to  the  discharge  of  the 
constitutional  functions  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  investigative  power  of  Senate 
committees  Is  derived  from  the  power  of  the 
Senate  to  inquire  into  matters  of  public  im- 
portance within  its  Jurisdiction;  and 

Whereas  article  I.  section  5  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  provides  that 
"Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of  its 
proceedings";  and 

Whereas  no  committee  of  the  Senate  has 
published  rules  of  procedure  to  govern  the 
ccmduct  of  hearings:  and 

Whereas  controversy  over  committee  pro- 
cedure unnecessarily  prolongs  hearings  and 
has  resulted  in  courl.  litigation;  and 

Whereas  the  committees  of  Congress  have 
not  always  observed  the  rights  of  the  In- 
dividual and  maintained  democratic  safe- 
guards: Be  it 

Jlesolred,  That  the  following  be  and  hereby 
Is,  adopted  as  rule  XXV  (b)  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate  (after  'redesignating 
present  rule  XXV  as  XXV  (a) ) : 

"1.  MEnTN'SS  AND  ECPORTS 

"(A)  Committee  meetings,  other  than 
regular  meetings  authorized  by  section  133 
(a)  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946  (00  SUt.  8S7) ,  shaU  be  called  only  upon 
a  minimum  of  24  hours'  written  notice  to  the 
office  of  each  committee  member. 

"(B)  Committee  hearings  (whether  pub- 
lic or  in  executive  session)  shall  be  held  only 
upon  the  majority  vote  of  the  committee  In 
a  meeting  at  which  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee Is  actually  present. 

"(C)  A  resolution  or  motion  scheduling 
hearings  shall  state  clearly  and  concisely  the 
subject  thereof  which  may  be  amended  In  the 
same  manner  prescribed  in  subsection  (B) 
for  the  scheduling  of  hearings. 

"(D)  No  committee  report  shall  be  Issued 
unless  a  draft  of  such  report  is  submitted 
to  the  office  of  each  committee  member  24 
hours  in  advance  of  the  meeting  at  which 
it  is  to  be  considered  and  is  adopted  at  a 
meeting  at  which  a  majority  is  actually 
present. 

"3.   HCAKINGS 

"(A)  All  witnesses  at  committee  hearings 
(whether  public  or  In  executive  session) 
shall  have  the  right  to  be  accompanied  by 
counsel. 

"(B)  Counsel  shall  have  the  right  on  be- 
half of  witnesses  to  participate  in  hearings 
In  the  following  manner:  (I)  to  advise  wit- 
nesses of  their  righU,  (11)  to  make  objec- 
tions to  questions  and  procedure,  (111)  to 
make  brief  statements  In  support  of  objec- 
tions. (Iv)  to  submit  legal  memoranda  in 
support  of  objections  (which  shall  become 
part  of  the  record,  but  need  not  be  Incorpo- 
rated in  the  transcript  of  hearings). 

"(C)  Rulings  on  motions  or  objections 
■hall  be  made  by  the  Senator  presiding,  sub- 
ject to  a]H>eal  to  the  members  present  on 
motion  of  a  member. 

"(D)  All  testimony  taken  shall  be  relevant 
and  germane  to  the  subject  of  the  hearing 
as  set  forth  in  the  resolutlcoi  or  motion 
scheduling  the  hearing  or  amendment 
thereto  adopted  prtor  to  the  witness'  ap- 
pearance, and  prior  to  hU  testifying  a  witness 
■hall  be  shown  a  copy  of  that  portion  of  the 
motion  or  resolution  sUtlng  the  subject  of 
the  hearing  or  so  much  thereof  as  wUl  ad- 
vise him  of  the  scope  of  his  Interrogation. 

"(K)  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Senate  that 
only  evidence  and  teattimony  which  is  re- 


liable and  of  probative  valiie  shall  be  re- 
ceived and  considered  by  a  committee.  The 
prlvUegee  obtaining  in  the  Federal  ootuta 
shall  be  observed  scrupulously. 

"(F)  (1)  Every  witness  shall  have  the 
right  to  make  complete  and  brief  answers  to 
questions  and  to  malu  concise  explanations 
of  such  answers. 

"(U)  Every  witness  who  testifies  In  a 
hearing  shall  have  a  right  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  testimony  either  to  make  an  oral 
statement  or  at  his  option  to  file  a  sworn 
statement  which  shaU  be  made  part  of  the 
transcript  of  such  hearing,  but  such  oral  or 
written  statement  shall  be  relevant  to  the 
subject  of  the  hearing. 

"(G)  A  stenographic  verbatim  transcript 
shall  be  made  of  all  committee  hearings. 
Copies  of  such  transcripts,  so  far  as  practi- 
cable, shall  be  available  for  purchase  at  regu- 
larly prescribed  rates  from  the  official  re- 
porter by  any  witness  or  person  mentioned 
In  a  public  hearing.  Any  witness  and  his 
counsel  shall  have  the  right  only  to  Inspect 
the  complete  transcript  of  his  own  testi- 
mony in  executive  session  but  shall  be 
(bilged  to  keep  such  testimony  confidential. 
Within  Its  discretion  a  committee  may  per- 
mit a  greater  privilege  of  inspection. 

"3.  RIGHTS  or  FKBSONS  ADVXKSXLT  AITSCIBI  Wt 
TB5TIMONT 

"(A)  A  person  shall  be  considered  to  be 
adversely  affected  by  evidence  and  testimony 
of  a  witness  If:  (1)  the  evidence  or  testimony 
would  constitute  lit^el  or  slander  at  common 
law  absent  the  Immunity  conferred  upon  it 
by  reason  of  being  made  liefore  a  committee 
of  Congress  or  (U)  the  committee  determines 
that  the  testimony  would  subject  the  person 
to  serious  hardship,  embarrassment,  shame, 
or  financial  loss.  This  definition  (Aiall  be 
liberally  ccmstrued. 

"(B)  If  the  committee  has  reasonatda 
cause  to  believe  that  a  person  wUl  be  ad- 
versely affected  by  evidence  or  testimony  to 
be  received  at  a  public  hearing,  that  person 
shall  be,  so  far  as  practicable,  ho  informed 
in  advance  of  the  hearing. 

"(C)  If  a  person  Is  adversely  affected  by 
evidence  or  testimony  given  In  a  public  hear- 
ing that  person  (subject  to  reasonable  limi- 
tations of  time  Imposed  by  the  committee) 
shall  have  the  right:  (I)  to  have  the  adverse 
witness  recalled  upon  application  made 
within  30  days  after  introduction  of  such 
evidence  or  the  termination  of  the  advene 
witness's  testimony.  (11)  to  be  represented 
by  counsel  (as  In  (b)  (2)  (B)  hereof),  (III) 
to  cross-examine  (In  person  or  by  counsel) 
such  adverse  witness,  (Iv)  to  appear  and  tes- 
tify or  file  a  sworn  statement  In  his  own 
behalf  and,  (v)  subject  to  the  discretion  of 
the  committee,  procure  subpenas  ad  testifi- 
candum and  duces  tecum,  to  procure  wit- 
nesses and  evidence  In  his  defense. 

"(D)  If  a  person  Is  adversely  affected  by 
evidence  or  testimony  given  In  executive  ses- 
sion, prior  to  the  public  release  of  such  evi- 
dence or  testimony  or  any  disclosure  of  or 
conmient  upon  It  by  members  of  the  com- 
mittee or  committee  staff  or  the  taking  of 
similar  evidence  or  testimony  In  a  public 
hearing,  such  person  shall  have  the  rights 
conferred  by  subsection  (b)  (3)  (C)  hereof 
and  to  lnsi>ect  at  least  as  much  of  the  evi- 
dence or  testimony  of  the  adverse  witness  as 
will  be  made  pubUc  or  the  subject  of  a  public 
hearing. 

"(E)  No  report  based  upon  evidence  or 
testimony  adversely  affecting  a  person  shaU 
be  released  unless  such  evidence  or  testi- 
mony and  the  complete  evidence  or  testimony 
offered  in  rebuttal  thereto,  if  any.  Is  pub- 
lished prior  to  or  simultaneously  with  the 
issuance  at  the  report. 

"4.   DBrXHTnOHS 

"As  used  in  this  rule  XXV  (b) :  "com- 
mittee" shall  mean  any  standing,  select  or 
special  committee  of  the  Senate  (except  the 
Majority  and  Minority  Policy  Committees) 
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and  BubcommlttcM  thereof;  "person"  In- 
cludes sn  IndlvMoial,  partnerahlp,  trust, 
•state,  asaoclatton.  corporation  or  society." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ate concurrent  resolution  which  I  have 
submitted  was  in  preparation  on  Feb- 
ruary 10  as  I  had  announced  on  Febru- 
ary 1.  It  deals  with  many  of  the  same 
problems  and  abuses  which  Senate  Con- 
current Resolution  10  is  designed  to 
correct. 

I  submit  this  separate  resolution  be- 
cause it  differs  in  some  respects  from 
that  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  IMr.  KxrAUvcR]. 
Many  of  the  differences  are  ones  of 
terminology,  and  my  resolution  would, 
in  my  opinion,  clarify  some  of  the  lan- 
guage contained  in  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  10.  Other  differences  repre- 
sent further  reforms  which  are  not  pro- 
posed by  the  excellent  proposal  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  think  it 
would  be  salutary  to  have  both  resolu- 
tions considered  together  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  and 
I  urge  prompt  action  to  that  end. 

THX   NZXD   roa   KZFORM 

The  fifth  and  sixth  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  are  basic  guaranties  of 
liberty  which  were  the  distillation  of 
centuries  of  experier  ce  with  abuse  of  the 
individual  by  an  overbearing  govern- 
ment The  amendments  compel  hearing 
and  presentment  by  a  grand  Jury,  pro- 
tection against  double  jeopardy,  the 
right  against  self-lncriininatlon,  due 
process,  jury  trial,  confrontation  by  wit- 
nesses against  the  individual,  compul- 
6(H7  process  to  obtain  favorable  wit- 
nesses, and  the  precious  right  to  counsel. 

It  is  true  that  many  of  these  guaran- 
ties apply  only  to  criminal  cases,  but  a 
brief  reminder  of  the  evils  which  gave 
rise  to  them  are  very  much  In  order 
today. 

The  words  "star-chamber  proceeding" 
are  rooted  in  our  language.  Like  so 
many  often-used  phrases,  realization  of 
the  exact  content  of  these  words  has 
been  lost  through  frequent  use. 

The  Star  Chamber  In  the  16th  cen- 
tury was  an  English  high  court  which 
was  characterized  by  secret  trial  without 
adequate  presentation  of  charges,  per- 
emptory procedure,  no  jury,  forced  testi- 
mony by  the  accused — often  on  matters 
of  conscience — torture,  and  cruel  pun- 
ishment. 

It  is  not  uncommon  for  the  press,  the 
bar.  religious  groups,  and  other  organi- 
zations of  unquestionable  integrity  to 
draw  analogies  between  star-chamber 
proceedings  and  some  congressional 
hearings. 

Many  such  accusations  are  unwar- 
ranted— all  too  many  are  accurate.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  Senate,  that  the 
lack  of  uniform  rules  of  committee  hear- 
ing procedure  merely  invites  the  abuse 
of  individuals  and  the  infringement  of 
basic  guaranties  of  a  democratic  society. 
It  Is  not  my  purpose  to  dwell  upon  any 
particular  instance. 

It  is  folly  to  permit  the  Congress  or 
its  committees  to  fall  into  such  disre- 
pute. The  sole  result  will  be  to  cause 
and  intensify  disillusionment  and  cyni- 
cism about  our  form  of  government. 

The  Congress  must  command  and  de- 
serve the  highest  regard  of  the  citizenry 


for  probity  and  fairness.  It  should 
stand  as  the  symbol  and  example  of 
even-handed  justice  and  fair  play. 

Moreover,  abusive  procedure  by  con- 
gressional committees  cannot  help  but 
engender  fear  and  compel  sterile  con- 
formity. This  Involves  an  Incalculable 
loss  of  free  expression  and  the  whole- 
some and  open  competition  of  ideas 
which,  after  all.  is  the  strength  of 
democracy. 

We  cannot  tolerate  or  permit  the  pos- 
sibility of  committee  procedures  which 
create  fear  and  repress  open,  frank,  and 
complete  discussion.  I  recommend  to 
the  Senate  the  speech  of  one  of  our 
greatest  Americans  and  greatest  jurists. 
Judge  Learned  Hand,  delivered  on  Oc- 
tober 24.  1952,  in  Albany.  N.  Y. 

The  great  justice  said,  in  part: 

Our  Nation  Is  embarked  upon  a  venture, 
as  yet  unproved;  we  have  set  our  hopes  upon 
a  community  In  which  men  shall  be  given 
unchecked  control  oX  their  own  lives.  That 
community  Is  in  peril;  It  Is  Invaded  from 
within.  It  Is  threatened  from  without;  It 
faces  a  test  which  It  may  faU  to  pass.  The 
choice  Is  ours  whether.  If  we  bear  the  pipes 
of  Pan.  we  shall  stampjede  like  a  frightened 
flock,  forgetting  all  those  professions  on 
which  we  have  claimed  to  rest  our  policy. 
God  knows,  there  is  risk  In  refusing  to  act 
till  the  facts  are  all  In;  but  Is  there  not 
greater  risk  In  abandoning  the  conditions  of 
all  rational  Inquiry? 

The  great  justice  continued: 

I  believe  that  that  community  is  already 
In  process  of  dissolution  where  each  man  be- 
gins to  eye  his  neighbor  as  a  possible  enemy, 
where  nonconformity  with  the  accepted 
creed,  political  as  well  as  religious.  Is  a  mark 
of  disaffection;  where  denunciation,  without 
specification  or  backing,  takes  the  place  of 
evidence;  where  orthodoxy  chokes  freedom 
of  dissent;  where  faith  in  the  eventual  su- 
premacy of  reason  has  become  so  tlmtd  that 
we  dare  not  enter  our  convictions  in  the 
open  lists,  to  win  or  lose.  Such  fears  as 
these  are  a  solvent  which  can  eat  out  the 
cement  that  binds  the  stones  together;  they 
may  in  the  end  subject  us  to  a  despotism 
as  evil  as  any  that  we  dresi;  and  they  can 
be  allayed  only  insofar  as  we  refuse  to  pro- 
ceed on  suspicion,  and  trust  one  another 
until  we  have  tangible  ground  for  mlsgiv- 
ing.  The  mutual  confidence  on  which  all 
else  depends  can  be  maintained  only  by  an 
open  mind  and  a  brave  reliance  upon  free 
discussion. 

As  I  said  to  Justice  Learned  Hand  in  a 
letter  I  wrote  to  him  after  reading  this 
great  speech,  it  sets  forth  In  language 
clearer  than  any  language  I  have  read 
for  a  long  time  the  precious  meaning  of 
the  personal  freedom  guaranteed  by  the 
American  Bill  of  Rights.  What  I  am 
talking  about  today,  Mr.  President.  In  re- 
ferring to  a  system  of  procedure,  uniform 
in  nature,  binding  upon  congres- 
sional Investigations,  is  the  same  pre- 
cious principles  and  guaranties  of  in- 
dividual freedom  and  rights  for  the  in- 
dividual American  citizen  under  the  Bill 
of  Rights.  Today  I  am  making  a  plea— 
a  plea  which  needs  to  be  made.  Mr.  Pies- 
Ident — that  faith  be  kept  with  the  spirit 
and  intent  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  as  we 
perform  our  work  In  committees  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

The  Congress  has  tolerated  the  con- 
duct of  some  committees  which  permit 
the  most  serious  charges  against  Individ- 
uals without  providing  safeguards 
against  unsubstantiated  or  highly  ques- 


tionable accusations  or  timely  and  ade- 
quate opportunity  for  defense. 
aiCHTs  or  iMDiviouALs  Asx  roa  thx  raorxcnoM 

OF    SOCIXTT 

In  our  system  of  government  it  is  a 
basic  assumption  that  rules  of  law  of 
general  applicability  are  for  the  protec- 
tion of  basic  rights  of  person  and  prop- 
erty. In  a  given  case  the  effect  of  the 
rule  may  be  distasteful  or  unpopular. 
But  we  cannot  overlook  that  it  Is  the 
rights  of  all  members  of  society  which 
our  Bill  of  Rights  and  other  protections 
to  speech  and  assembly  and  conscience 
are  designed  to  preserve.  Any  encroach- 
ment ut>on  basic  guaranties  to  satisfy  the 
heat  of  the  moment  or  to  reach  the 
abu.ses  of  a  few  individuals  Imperils  the 
rights  of  the  many. 

THK  NECESsrrT  FOB  SXNATC  INVESTIOATIOItS 

Since  the  early  days  of  the  Republic  it 
has  been  recognized  that  the  Congress 
has  the  right  and  must  exercise  the  power 
to  inform  itself  of  needs  for  legislation, 
the  manner  in  which  laws  are  adminis- 
tered, the  inadequacy  and  excesses  of 
existing  legislation,  and  kindred  matters. 
Only  by  investigation  and  hearing  can 
Congiess  discharge  its  legislative  func- 
tion and  fulfill  its  role  of  acting  as  a 
check  upon  and  balance  to  the  other 
major  branches  of  govenmient. 

On  Friday,  January  30,  the  Senate 
considered  various  resolutions  appropri- 
ating funds  for  Senate  Committees. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  made 
clear  that  he  believes  that  one  of  the 
great  and  historic  powers  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  the  Senate  as  part  of  the 
Congress,  is  the  power  to  investigate. 

In  a  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  IMr.  JennkrI  I  stated: 

Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that  In 
spite  of  the  fact  that  there  is  much  criticism 
today  about  the  Investigatory  activities  of 
the  Congress,  it  nevertheless  happens  to  be 
one  of  the  great  functions  of  the  Congress 
In  protecting  the  country  from  fraud,  cor- 
ruption, subversive  activities,  and  wrong- 
doing  against  the   public   interest? 

Mr    JrNNm.  That   is  correct. 

Mr  MoESE  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
agree  with  me  that  there  are  those  who  are 
apparently  in  opposition  to  the  granting 
of  the  funds  which  the  committee  Is  asking 
for  because  they  claim  they  do  not  like  the 
methods  or  the  techniques  of  the  investi- 
gations of  this  and  some  other  committees 
of   the   Congress? 

Mr.  jENNsa.  I  presume  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Morse.  But  Is  not  the  answer  to  that 
not  only  a  refusal  to  deny  the  funds  neces- 
sary for  conducting  fair  investigations,  but 
also  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Members 
of  the  Congress.  In  keeping  faith  with  their 
duties,  to  see  to  it  that  congressional  in- 
vestigations are  fair,  if  it  U  alleged  and 
proved  and  shown   that  they  are  not  fair? 

Mr.  JENNEK.  That  Is  correct. 

On  that  occasion  I  supported  an 
appropriaUon  of  $150,000  for  the  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Security  for 
investigations.  It  is  the  purpose  of  that 
committee  to  Investigate  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Senate. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate  should 
indirectly  scuttle  that  committee — or 
any  other  committee  which  has  investi- 
gatory power  for  the  purposes  of  legis- 
lation or  overseeing  the  operations  of 
Government  agencies  which  administer 
laws  within  the  jurisdiction  assigned  by 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act. 
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The  function  of  superintending  the 
executive  departments  has  always  been 
recognized,  and  one  of  the  major  con- 
tributions of  the  former  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  "Young  Bob"  L&PoUette,  was 
the  formulation  in  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  that  responsibility  to  act  as  a 
watchdog  of  the  executive  departments 
and  agencies.  Of  equal  importance,  is 
the  obligation  of  the  Senate  to  insure 
that  there  is  adequate  legislation  and 
administrative  power  to  deal  with  sub- 
versive activities.  Can  there  be  any 
doubt  of  this  In  a  time  of  crisis  such  as 
the  one  the  United  States  is  now  in  and 
will  continue  In  for  years  to  come? 

As  a  matter  of  principle,  I  will  not  be 
a  party  to  the  scuttling  of  those  powers 
by  indirection.  The  Senate  should  not 
give  that  power  and  then  seek  to  tie 
the  hands  of  its  committees  by  with- 
holding funds  sufOclent  to  discharge 
that  statutorily  Imposed  responsibility. 

There  have  been  pressure  groups  seek- 
ing to  forestall  Investigations  by  Senate 
committees.  They  have  sought  to  ac- 
complish this  not  by  a  frontal  attack 
upon  the  power  to  investigate.  They 
have  sought  to  have  this  done  Indirect- 
ly— by  starving  out  the  committees — by 
withholding  sufScient  funds. 

It  cannot  be  denied— as  I  observed  on 
January  30  on  this  floor— that  much  of 
the  opposition  to  these  continuing  in- 
vestigations stems  from  political  differ- 
ences with  chairmen  and  members  of 
certain  committees.  These  opponents 
distrust  certain  committee  members.  As 
I  obsei-ved  then: 

The  irembers  of  the  committee  sit  here 
under  a  great  public  trust,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  assume  or  presume  that  they  will 
not  live  up  to  that  trust  merely  because 
some  persons  do  not  like  some  of  the  com- 
mittee members  personally. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  lir.  President,  I 
am  not  going  to  Indulge  In  a  presumption  of 
guUt  against  anyone.  Including  any  colleague 
In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
going  to  hold  fast  and  true  to  a  great  prin- 
ciple of  American  justice,  namely,  the  pre- 
sumption of  innocence,  and  the  assumption 
that  trUU.  investigations,  and  hearings  are 
going  to  be  fair  and  In  keeping  with  Ameri- 
can principles  of  justice,  until  someone 
shows  me  that  such  an  assiunption  is  not 
Justified. 

The  answer  to  the  fears  of  those  who 
oppose  investigations  by  Congress — and 
these  fears  are  often  sincere  and  have  an 
tmf  ortunately  valid  basis  In  experience — 
Is  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  committee 
procedure  which  insures  free  play  and 
fair  trial. 

Yes;  "fair  trial."  We  cannot  bUnk  at 
the  fact  that  a  not  imusual  b3i>roduct 
of  investigations  is  the  attempt  to  ascer- 
tain the  guilt — and  I  would  hope,  the  in- 
nocence—of individuals  charged  with  the 
most  heinous  offenses.  The  accusations 
which  are  sometimes  made  in  the  course 
of  these  investigations  are  for  crimes 
more  serious  than  almost  any  covered 
in  the  Criminal  Code.  These  accusations 
are  of  disloyalty,  subversion,  and  Com- 
munist membership  and  activity.  Often 
these  are  not  crimes  defined  by  t^e 
code,  but  they  stand  today  among  the 
most  serious  offenses  against  the  Nation 
that  can  be  charged, 
xciz 84 


And.  when  they  are  charged,  there 
should  be  adequate  assurance  by  law  tor 
defense,  if  defense  can  be  made. 

The  views  which  I  present  today  are 
not  new  ones  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

On  December  28. 1948. 1  made  a  speech 
in  Cincinnati  in  which  I  described  the 
appropriate  functions  of  congressional 
investigations  and  the  necessary  safe- 
guards in  conducting  them.    I  stated : 

While  I  firmly  believe  that  Congress  should 
investigate  these  and  other  matters  and  fer- 
ret out  those  working  to  destroy  the  Ameri- 
can Government.  I  deplore  the  procedures 
being  used. 

As  a  lawyer,  my  confidence  in  the  Ameri- 
can judicial  system  Is  so  complete  that  I 
know  we  can  find  whatever  facts  exist  with- 
out ignoring  the  safeguards  of  the  American 
Judicial  process  which  should  be  available 
to  any  accused  person,  the  Innocent  as  well 
as  the  guUty.  Of  course,  legislative  Inquiries 
cannot  be  conducted  In  all  respects  as  ju- 
dicial trials,  but  I  know  of  no  reason  why 
congressional  Investigations  and  hearings 
cannot  be  conducted  with  decorum  and  tn 
complete  compliance  with  those  basic  and 
fundamental  protections  of  the  American 
Judicial  process  prevailing  in  the  courts. 

Later  on,  I  said: 

The  power  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  conduct  investigations  should  not 
be  curtailed,  because  the  investigative  power 
of  the  Congress  is  one  of  Otir  most  effective 
checks  against  governmental  abuses  and  one 
of  our  most  valxiable  aids  in  finding  the 
factual  basis  for  needed  legislation.  It  is 
only  the  procedures  of  congressional  investi- 
gations that  need  to  be  subjected  to  careful 
surveillance  in  the  interest  of  protecting  the 
individual  citizen  from  abusive  practices  of 
the  Congress  itself. 

Under  our  system  of  checks  and  balances 
we  must  always  be  alert  to  the  danger  that 
any  agency  of  Government,  including  the 
Congress  itself,  may,  through  the  men  in 
charge  of  its  affairs,  at  any  given  time  sub- 
stitute caprice  and  arbitrary  discretion  fc«' 
government  through  law. 

PAST  coimovERsiBi  ovxa  rWnSTIGATIOJfS 

In  the  1920's  after  the  development 
of  the  Teapot  Dome  scandals,  there  de- 
veloped a  new  historical  debate  over  the 
powers  of  Congress  to  investigate. 

At  that  time.  It  was  the  liberals  who 
championed  unlimited  investigation  by 
the  Congress  and  the  conservatives  who 
counseled  caution  and  restraint. 

Professor  Frankfurter,  now  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Frankfurter,  wrote  in  the  New  Re- 
public of  May  21,  1924: 

Professing,  of  course,  that  wrongdoing, 
impropriety,  and  unwholesome  standards  in 
public  life  should  be  exposed,  critics,  who 
have  nothing  to  say  for  the  astounding  cor- 
ruption and  corrupting  soil  which  have  been 
brought  to  light,  seek  to  divert  attention 
and  shackle  the  future  by  si^gestlng  re- 
strictions in  the  procedure  of  future  con- 
gressional investigations. 

The  conseiratives  loudly  and  vocifer- 
ously urged  strict  limitations  upon  the 
scope,  powers,  and  procedures  of  con- 
gressional committees. 

And  in  this  continuing  debate  Mr. 
Frederic  R.  Coudert  wrote  in  1929  an 
article  entitled  "Congressional  Inquisi-^ 
tlon  Versus  Individual  Liberty"— Fif- 
teenth Virginia  Law  Review,  page  537: 

In  our  present  American  life  this  ques- 
tion forau  but  a  part  of  a  very  miich  wider 


whole.  We  are  constantly  and  everywhere 
-confronted  with  the  antithesis  between  Qov- 
emment  and  liberty,  or,  as  it  may  t>e  put. 
between  efficiency  and  individual  freedom. 
Within  the  last  quarter  of  a  centtiry,  the 
Pederal  Government,  which  heretofore  had 
scarcely  impinged  upon  the  individual,  now 
everywhere  affects  his  life  and.  Indeed,  his 
death.  A  huge  bureaucracy  is  always  pre- 
pared to  Investigate  the  indlTldual's  con- 
cerns usually  with  a  view  to  the  extraction 
of  taxes. 

I  repeat:  that  was  written  in  1929. 

We  all  know  of  the  reversal  of  posi- 
tions occasioned  by  the  operations  of 
the  House  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee. Reactionaries  and  conservatives 
hailed  that  committee  as  the  protector 
of  the  Republic  and  liberals  6bjected  to 
its  wholesale  condemnations  and  over- 
active thsmjid. 

I  submit  that  many  of  these  views 
were  in  part  prompted  by  considerations 
other  than  a  sober,  reasoned  view  of 
the  proper  role,  extent,  and  method  of 
congressional  investigations.  A  good 
deal  of  the  comment  and  advocacy  was 
prompted  by  political  interests — ^and  de- 
pended upon  whose  political  fortunes 
were  being  advanced  or  bludgeoned  by 
the  particular  committee  inquiry. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  criticism  over  the  past  30  years 
has  not  been  solidly  based.  Cte  the 
contrary,  I  have  been  guided  in  draw- 
ing my  resolution  by  the  description  of 
abuses  and  suggested  remedies  put  for- 
ward by  many  such  critics,  and  by  my 
own  personal  Observations,  during  the 
past  8  years  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate, 
of  committee  procedures,  or  lack  of  pro- 
cedures. 

I  submit  that  there  are  two  basic  prin- 
ciples which  should  guide  the  Senate 
in  dealing  with  committee  investiga- 
tions and  hearings : 

First.  Recognition  of  the  prime  Im- 
portance of  effective  investigation  in  aid 
of  legislation. 

Second.  Recognition  of  the  equally  Im- 
portant necessity  of  maintaining  and 
protecting  the  basic  rights  of  citizens  in 
a  democracy. 

vscaxjiBTD  coicKirnx  sniciENcr 

One  need  attend  very  few  controver- 
sial hearings  to  realize  the  delay  and 
confusi(m  caused  by  the  lack  of  formal 
rules  of  procedure.  The  wrangles — over 
appearance  of  counsel,  the  admissibility 
of  evidence,  the  right  of  a  witness  to 
testify — are  often  protracted  and  seri- 
ously impair  the  dignity  of  committee 
procedure. 

While  some  few  committees  have 
adopted  rules  in  the  past.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  published  rules  for  the  guidance 
of  committees  or  witnesses. 

A  set  of  rules  applicable  to  all  types 
of  Senate  committees  would  advise  wit- 
nesses of  their  rights  and  guide  chair- 
men and  members  in  the  ccmduct  of 
hearings.  Differing  rules  would  lead 
<xily  to  confusion.  The  resolution  does 
provide  for  smiplementary  rules  to  meet 
individual  c(»nmittee  needs. 

The  investigatory  power  of  committees 
is  derived  from  the  power  of  each  House 
and  is  therefore  propgrly  subject  to  t^e 
control  of  the  parent^dy.  Therefore, 
my  resolution  deals  with  Vbit 
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PUMCXFUS  DTVOLVSD  XH  TSU  KKBOLTTTION 

The  major  reforms  proposed  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  are  not 
novel.  They  stem  from  the  principal 
constitutional  guaranties,  which  I  have 
sought  to  adapt  to  the  special  needs  of 
Senate  investigations.  Senate  commit- 
tees cannot  conform  to  the  same  strict 
rules  imposed  upon  the  courts.  But  any 
departure  from  court  procedure — which 
has  grown  up  over  centuries  in  response 
to  the  proven  needs  of  democratic  soci- 
ety— must  be  absolutely  necessary  and 
strictly  limited. 

I  outlined  these  principles  in  a  speech 
before  the  Association  of  American  Law 
Schools  in  December  1948.    They  are: 

First.  Before  hearings  are  commenced, 
the  subject  of  the  investigation  should 
be  clearly  stated,  and  the  evidence 
elicited  should  be  relevant. 

Second.  Witnesses  should  have  the 
right  to  coimsel,  who  would  be  allowed 
to  advise  his  chent  while  testifying. 

Third.  The  right  to  supplement  testi- 
mony by  oral  or  written  statements,  con- 
fined to  relevant  matters,  should  be  ac- 
corded witnesses. 

Foiuth.  Accurate  stenographic  records 
of  testimony  should  be  kept  of  all  testi- 
mony; whether  given  in  public  or  exec- 
utive session,  and  inspection  allowed  by 
the  witness  or  his  counsel.  Copies  of 
the  transcript  of  public  sessions  should 
be  furnished  if  requested,  and  in  the  case 
of  executive  sessions,  it  should  be  made 
available  if  later  referred  to  in  public 
session. 

Fifth.  Persons  mentioned  or  specifi- 
cally Identified  in  a  public  hearing 
should  be  afforded  certain  privileges  be- 
fore the  committee  or  any  member  or 
employee  comments  adversely.  Among 
these  privileges  should  be  the  right  to  file 
a  sworn  statement,  to  be  made  a  part  of 
the  record ;  the  right  to  appear  and  tes- 
tify; the  right  to  limited  cross-examina- 
tion of  witnesses  whose  testimony  has 
adversely  affected  him;  and  the  right  to 
call,  in  the  discretion  of  a  majority  of 
the  committee,  a  reasonable  number  of 
witnesses  in  his  own  behalf. 

Sixth.  No  committee  report  should  be 
issued  except  on  adequate  notice  and 
with  the  approval  of  a  majority  of  the 
committee. 

These  are  the  basic  reforms  embodied 
in  this  resolution. 

A  requirement  of  majority  action  to 
schedule  hearing  and  state  subject  of 
inquiry  is  a  very  important  right  to  one 
who  is  going  to  be  called  into  a  hearing. 

Subsection  1  of  the  bill,  which  applies 
to  all  types  of  hearings,  prescribes  that 
a  committee  must  have  an  actual  quorum 
present  when  it  schedules  a  hearing  and 
states  the  subject  of  inquiry.  Under  the 
proposed  resolution,  the  stated  subject 
of  the  hearing  could  be  changed  only  by 
similar  action.  Present  limitations  In 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  on 
executive  sessions  apply  only  to  standing 
committees  and  require  only  a  majority 
vote  without  specifying  that  the  vote  be 
taken  in  the  presence  of  a  quorum. 

At  present  the  scope  of  committee  in- 
quiries has  no  practical  limitation. 

I  recognize  tii#  desirability  of  flexible 
inquiries.  But  it  does  not  seem  too  much 
Uydf^  tfaitt  before  a  hearing  a  committee 
th^k  enough  about  the  matter  to  define 
the  subject  of  its^nqulry  and  so  to  limit 


the  Investigation  until  It  takes  formal 
action  to  expand  the  subject  as  the 
necessity  arises. 

AOVAMCS  NGTICX  OF  ICXCTDfOS  AJfS  KZPOaiS 

This  subsection  also  requires  formal 
advance  notice  to  members  of  committee 
meetings  and  submission  of  written  re- 
ports prior  to  the  meeting  at  which  it  is 
to  be  considered.  At  present  there  is  a 
strong  tendency  to  rubberstamp  reports 
which  members  not  only  have  not  read 
but  have  not  had  the  opportunity  to  see. 
In  fact,  at  the  beginning  of  this  session 
of  Congress  there  was  striking  evidence 
of  that  tendency,  when  the  preponderant 
majority  seemed  to  think  that  the  Sen- 
ate ought  to  rubberstamp  committee 
reports  relating  to  certain  Cabinet  nom- 
inees, which  had  been  put  on  our  desks 
just  a  few  minutes  earlier,  although,  out- 
side the  committee  members,  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  reports. 

It  is  this  rubberstamp  danger,  this 
steamroller  danger,  that  we  need  to  be 
on  guard  against  in  connection  with  all 
our  work  in  the  Senate.  We  need  to 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that,  after  all.  we 
are  not  performing  our  work  as  individ- 
ual Senators  if  we  substitute  for  our  own 
responsibility  the  judgment  of  some 
committee. 

In  the  resolution.  I  point  out  that 
hearings  would  be  limited  to  the  subject 
matter  decided  upon  by  the  committee. 

Witnesses  are  to  have  the  right  to 
representation  by  counsel  who  have 
rights  similar  to  those  of  an  attorney  in 
court. 

Only  evidence  which  is  reliable  and  of 
probative  value  would  be  received  and 
considered.  We  cannot  impose  the  strict 
rules  of  evidence  used  in  the  courts,  but 
they  should  be  the  guide.  Rules  of  evi- 
dence have  evolved  over  the  years  to  in- 
sure that  only  evidence  of  probative 
value  is  considered.  The  historic  ban 
on  hearsay  serves  a  definite  purpose.  It 
insures  that  the  witness  testifying  ob- 
served the  occurrences  which  he  de- 
scribe<l.  It  insures  an  opportunity  to 
test  the  observers  recollection  and 
veracity.  Lacking  such  safeguards, 
committees  and  the  public  can  be  mis- 
led and  reputations  can  be  ruined,  with 
no  opportunity  for  rectification.  The 
normal  exceptions  to  the  hearsay  rule, 
such  as  those  with  respect  to  experts, 
would  remain. 

Mr.  President,  for  a  great  many  years 
I  presided  in  quasi -judicial  hearings  in 
some  of  the  major  labor  arbitration  cases 
which  arose  during  the  past  two  decades 
or  more.  We  had  no  difficulty  in  our 
hearings  in  following  the  general  pat- 
tern of  the  rules  of  evidence,  the  arbitra- 
tor always  reserving  the  right,  after 
hearing  counsel  present  objections  to  the 
admission  of  certain  evidence,  to  pass 
judgment  on  whether  or  not  on  the  basis 
of  the  representations  made  concerning 
it,  as  to  its  probative  quality,  it  might 
be  of  value  to  the  arbitrator  in  reaching 
a  judicial  determination  of  the  issues 
involved  In  the  case.  But  we  did  not 
throw  the  rules  of  evidence  overboard. 
We  did  not  take  the  position  that  any- 
thing goes;  that  no  matter  how  rank  the 
hearsay  evidence  might  be  we  would  ad- 
mit it;  that  no  matter  how  immaterial, 
inconsequential  and  irrelevant  it  might 


be  to  the  determination  of  the  Issue  we 
would  admit  it  nevertheless,  because 
some  witness  wanted  to  offer  it.  We 
kept  the  hearings  within  the  limits  of 
the  reasonable  test  of  the  probative  value 
of  the  evidence. 

I  submit  that  any  committee  chairman 
can  do  exactly  the  same  as  an  admin- 
istrative law  officer  does  in  the  conduct 
of  an  administrative  law  hearing  when 
it  comes  to  applying  the  rule  of  reason- 
ableness to  which  I  have  referred,  and 
require  at  least  some  cause-to-effect  re- 
lationship when  he  comes  to  determine 
the  probative  value  of  the  evidence 
which  Is  offered  for  submission  in  the 
record  in  a  committee  hearing. 

The  rule  of  not  letting  down  all  the 
bars  in  respect  to  restrictions  on  hearsay 
evidence  would  also  protect  the  usual 
privileges  with  respect  to  confidential 
communications  between  attorney  and 
client,  husband  and  wife,  and  priest  and 
penitent.  Such  privileges  are  of  value. 
Their  value  has  been  proved  over  the 
centuries.  In  my  judgment  they  repre- 
sent protections  and  safeguards  which 
should  prevail  in  congressional  hearings, 
as  well  as  in  the  administration  of  Jus- 
tice in  the  courts  of  the  land. 

Under  my  resolution  witnesses  would 
be  given  the  opportimity  to  complete 
answers  and  make  statements,  which 
opportunity  has  sometimes  been  denied 
them  by  the  banging  of  the  gavel.  One 
has  only  to  attend  congressional  hear- 
ings to  observe  frequently  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  some  committee  member  not 
to  allow  witnesses  to  complete  even  sen- 
tences, let  alone  thoughts.  We  often 
hear  such  comments  as.  "I  have  heard 
enough  about  that.  What  have  you  to 
say  about  this?"  The  witness  may  say. 
"Senator.  I  have  not  finished  my  thought 
on  the  other  subject."  He  is  told,  "I  have 
heard  enough.  What  have  you  to  say 
about  this?" 

I  say  that  such  abuses  of  fair  proce- 
dure, which  one  sees  too  frequently  in 
congressional  hearings,  ought  to  be  pre- 
vented by  the  Senate,  and  would  be  pre- 
vented if  we  adopted  some  such  resolu- 
tion as  I  offer  today  providing  uniform 
rules  of  procedure  for  the  conduct  of 
congressional  hearings,  rules  which 
would  guarantee  to  the  witness  the  cour- 
tesy to  which  he  is  entitled,  the  right  to 
complete  his  sentences,  the  right  to  com- 
plete his  thoughts,  the  right  to  have  a 
fair  hearing.  We  should  guarantee  him 
the  right  to  present  in  full  whatever  de- 
fen.se  or  explanation  he  may  wish  to 
offer  to  inquiries  put  to  him  by  members 
of  the  committee. 

Does  that  mean  that  a  chairman  would 
have  no  power  to  control  a  witness?  Of 
course  not.  Again  it  is  a  matter  of  ap- 
plying the  principle  of  reasonableness. 
Again  it  is  a  matter  of  procedure  for  the 
chairman  and  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee to  determine,  while  maintaining 
the  same  fair  judicial  attitude  which 
members  of  the  bench  are  expected  to 
maintain  when  they  have  witnesses  be- 
fore them. 

Sometimes  witnesses  are  annoying. 
Sometimes  they  are  dishonest.  Some- 
times they  are  lying.  Sometimes  they 
are  witnesses  who  are  seeking  to  conceal; 
sometimes  they  are  guilty  witnesses.  All 
lawyers  know  the  types.  But  it  is  more 
important,  it  seems  to  me,  to  make  clear 
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at  all  times  to  our  people  that  Justice 
reigns,  and  that  third  degree  methods 
are  not  permitted  In  Senate  hearings, 
than  it  is  to  break  down  a  witness 
quickly  by  the  adoption  of  abusive 
tactics. 

I  happen  to  be  one  who  believes  that 
keen  examination,  polite  examination, 
isersevering  but  courteoxis  examination, 
can  always  bri.ng  to  the  light  of  day  the 
falsifications  of  a  dishonest  witness. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    In  a  moment. 

Mr.  Presidert.  It  is  sometimes  argued 
that  such  a  procedure  as  I  stand  for 
would  take  much  more  time.  But  time 
so  spent  by  any  investigating  committee 
in  administering  the  type  of  procedure 
for  which  I  pl'?ad  today  would  be  time 
well  spent  in  the  Interest  of  justice  as  It  is 
In  the  courtroom. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
not  had  an  opportimity  to  study  the  reso- 
lution submltt4Hl  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  C»regon.  However,  I  have 
so  much  confldtnce  in  his  good  sense,  his 
judgment,  and  Ills  knowledge  of  law  pro- 
cedure that  I  believe  I  would  be  glad  to 
support  the  resolution  after  I  have  stud- 
led  it.  Certainly  any  resolution  which 
would  establish  uniform  rules  for  the 
conduct  of  Serate  committee  hearings 
and  insure  orderly  and  fair  procedure 
and  the  protection  of  individuals,  while 
at  the  same  tim«;  promoting  the  effective- 
ness of  investigations  by  committees  of 
the  Senate,  wduld  mark  a  very  great 
gain  In  the  procedures  of  the  body  in 
which  we  serve. 

I  say  emphai.ically  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  all  the  hearings  which  have 
been  held  by  investigating  committees  of 
the  Senate  have  been  fair  or  devoted 
primarily  to  developing  the  facts  in  the 
situation  being  investigated.  Nor  do  I 
believe  that  all  the  statements  made  by 
my  colleagues  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
have  been  fair  in  all  their  implications 
and  Imputations;  rather  same  state- 
ments, consisting  of  unsupported 
charges,  have  sought  to  create  an  en- 
tirely wrong,  misleading,  and  slanderous 
impression  In  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  Tinere  has  been  a  consistent 
effort  to  discnKlit  anyone  who  opposes 
orthodoxy  in  politics,  or  in  social  view- 
point. 

I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  this  in 
the  presence  ol  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  McCarranI.  coauthor  of  the 
McCarran- Walter  bill,  because  only  re- 
cently claims  have  been  made  and 
insertions  plac*Hl  in  the  Cohchissional 
RxcoRi)  which  reflect  on  the  integrity, 
the  patriotism,  and  the  loyalty  of  those 
who,  Uke  myself,  had  the  temerity  to 
oppose  the  McCarran  bill  because  of  our 
conscience,  beciuse  of  our  feeling  that 
it  was  against  tlie  interests  of  this  coun- 
try; that  it  wa.s  unjust  and  unfair  and 
evil  in  Its  implications  and  would  be 
harmful  to  our  relations  with  the  other 
freedom-loving  nations  of  the  world. 
Yet  we  have  been  accused  of  being  under 
Communist  inl3uence  and  control. 

Within  the  past  few  dasrs  attacks  have 
been  made  in  C'ongress  on  the  integrity 
and  loyalty  of  an  outstanding  American 
woman,  Mrs.  Eugene  Meyer,  who  had  the 


courage  to  criticize  the  workings  and  op- 
erations of  one  of  the  investigating  com- 
mittees. As  one  who  has  at  heart  the 
maintenance  of  the  Independence  of  our 
educational  system,  she  made  sincere 
criticisms  of  one  of  the  current  investi- 
gations of  our  schools  and  Colleges.  So 
she,  too,  was  bitterly  and  falsely  at- 
tacked, without  cause  or  reason  or  fair- 
ness, and  the  implication  was  made  that 
she  is  a  disloyal  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  accusa- 
tions made,  not  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada  but  by  the  coauthor  of  the 
Walter-McCarran  Act.  to  the  effect  that 
those  who  opposed  the  Walter-McCar- 
ran  immigration  bill,  some  of  them  being 
of  my  religious  faith,  were  in  opposition 
because  they  had  a  predominant  and 
selfish  interest  in  repealing  the  act. 

If  the  Senator's  resolution  does  what 
I  believe  It  will  do — and  I  sincerely  hope 
it  will — in  stopping  the  sniping  and  the 
imfair.  unjust,  and  evil  Imputations  re- 
specting the  good  faith  and  loyalty  of 
people  who  have  the  courage  to  oppose 
certain  Senators  and  will  thus  restrain 
them  from  imputing  evil  and  disloyal 
motives  to  Innocent  ptersons,  I  am  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  heart  and  souL 
I  hope  his  resolution  will  do  that.  From 
the  little  opportunity  that  I  have  had  to 
study  it,  I  believe  it  may  do  just  that. 

Mr.  President,  I  tell  you  we  have  come 
to  a  sad  state  when  even  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  cannot  honestly  oppose  legis- 
lation and  cannot  honestly  rise  in  de- 
fense of  those  who  may  be  unjustly  ac- 
cused, without  being  themselves  accused 
of  subversion  and  disloyalty  and  lack  of 
patriotism. 

I  am  sorry  to  have  to  take  so  much  of 
the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon; 
but  I  feel  very  strongly  on  this  subject, 
and  I  have  been  terribly  upset  by  the 
unjustified  attacks  on  that  great  woman. 
Mrs.  Eugene  Meyer.  To  digress  slightly 
but  not  really,  I  have  also  been  shocked 
by  some  of  the  insertions  which  have 
been  made  in  the  Record  recently  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Mc- 
Carran 1  with  regard  to  those  who  oppose 
the  McCarran  Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  have  the  right 
to  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  not  asking  the 
Senator  from  New  York  to  jaeld.  I  am 
asking  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  yield 
to  me  so  that  I  may  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York, 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  York  mean  to  imply  that  I 
have  mentioned  Mrs.  Meyer's  name  on 
this  floor? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  I  did  not  mention 
the  name  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  in 
that  connection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Why  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  point  his  finger  at 
me? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  talking  about 
insertions  made  in  the  Rkcord,  and  I 
will 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  did  not  make  any 
insertions  in  the  Rbcord  dealing  with 
Mrs.  Meyer,  and  I  have  not  mentioned 
her  name  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  did  rK>t  mean  to 
imply  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  had 
attacked  Mrs.  Meyer.  If  I  gave  that  im- 
pression I  Am  sorry.  But  I  emphatically 
state  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  did 
make  insertions  in  the  Record  within 
the  last  3  days  casting  unjustifiable 
reflections  on  me  and  others,  similar  to 
the  reflections  made  on  Mrs.  Meyer.  He 
inserted  in  the  Record  an  article  and  an 
editorial  frcwn  the  Chicago  Tribune 
which  impugned  the  loyalty  and  patri- 
otism of  Members  of  Congress  who  op- 
posed the  McCarran  Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Did  I  mention  Mrs. 
Meyer's  name? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  did  not  say  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  mentioned  her  name. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Why  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  point  his  finger  at 
me? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  referring  to  In- 
sertions in  the  Record  attacking  the 
loyalty  and  patriotism  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  many  thousands  of  other 
citizens  who  had  the  courage  to  oppose 
the  McCarran  act.  I  hope  they  will 
continue  to  oppose  it.  and  I  hope  that 
eventually  the  act  will  be  repealed  or 
drastically  revised.  1  can  assure  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned  the  battle  will  continue. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  glad  that  the 
Senator  from  New  York  is  alone  in  the 
matter,  to  be  very  frank  with  him. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  New  York  for  his  com- 
ments on  my  resolution.  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York  that  if 
after  he  studies  it  he  decides  that  he 
would  like,  to  have  his  name  added  as 
a  cosponsor — and  this  goes  for  all  Sena- 
tors— and  if  he  informs  me  of  such  de- 
sire I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  his  name 
added  to  the  resolution  as  a  cosponsor. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  expressed  Mis  concern  about  pro- 
cedures of  congressional  committees, 
and  said  he  believed  that  some  of  the 
past  hearings  of  some  of  the  committees 
had  not  been  fair.  I  am  interested  in 
the  adoption  of  a  procedure  which  win 
remove  any  fear  or  suspicion  or  cause  for 
belief  that  Senate  investigations  are  not 
fair  to  all  concerned.  I  am  highly  im- 
personal about  it.  My  position  is  the 
position  of  a  lawyer,  devoted  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  fair  trial  and  fair  procedures, 
which  I  believe  to  be  essential  if  we  are 
to  perpetuate  the  system  of  equal- 
handed  justice  in  America.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  New  York  that  abuses 
have  developed  in  the  past.  That  is  to 
be  expected,  because  members  of  Senate 
committees  are  human  and  Senate  com- 
mittees are  human  Institutions.  How- 
ever, it  is  my  attitude  that  when  abuses 
are  possible  under  existing  practices  we 
owe  it  to  the  people  of  the  country  to 
adopt  procedural  reforms  which  will  re- 
move the  possibility  or  at  least  lessen 
the  possibility  of  such  abuses.  That  is 
why  I  offer  the  resolution  today. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  I  Join  with  him  in  the  part  of 
his  statement  concerning  BCrs.  Eugene 
Meyer  in  which  he  referred  to  her  as  a 
great  American  woman.  She  is  a  great 
citizen.  It  is  regrettable  that  she  has 
been  subjected  to  misquotation  and  that 
there  has  been  leveled  against  her  by  a 
Representative    in    Congress    a    charge 
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which  has  not  been  borne  out  In  fact.  I 
am  glad  to  note  at  least  there  has  been 
public  acknowledgment  that  a  mistake 
was  made.  I  have  great  admiration  for 
Mrs.  Meyer.  However.  I  will  say  some« 
thing  now  that  liCrs.  Meyer  will  not  agree 
with,  and  something  that  I  suspect  prob- 
ably many  educators  in  America  will  not 
agree  with.  I  suppose  that  one  of  the 
main  reasons  why  they  will  not  agree 
with  my  statement  is  because  of  the  psy- 
chology of  fear  and  near  hysteria  that 
grip  the  hearts  and  minds  of  many  citi- 
zens today.  It  is  the  kind  of  fear  that 
Justice  Hand  was  talking  about  in  the 
quotation  which  I  read  from  his  great 
speech  of  October  24. 

Mr.  President,  when  such  public  atti- 
tudes develop  we  ought  to  face  them  as 
one  of  the  realities  and  one  of  the  risks 
of  democracy. 

I  do  not  share  the  view  that  educa- 
tional institutions  in  America  should  not 
be  investigated.  I  want  to  be  perfectly 
fair  to  Mrs.  Meyer.  I  do  not  believe  her 
K)eech  in  Atlantic  City — and  I  have  only 
read  newspaper  accounts  of  it — would 
support  the  premise  that  it  is  her  posi- 
tion that  schools  in  America  should  not 
be  investigated  under  any  or  all  circum- 
staces.  Rather.  I  believe  she  expressed 
great  concern  over  the  fact  that  certain 
committees  of  Congress  are  planning  to 
investigate  or  are  considering  investi- 
gating educational  institutions. 

In  recent  weeks,  I  have  heard  it  ex- 
pressed by  many  educators,  and  it  is  be- 
ing expressed  to  me  by  many  educators 
in  mail  I  ht.ve  received  and  by  many  peo- 
ple not  connected  with  our  education.! 
institutions,  that  our  schools  should  be 
considered  as  above  and  beyond  any 
attempt  of  Congress  to  investigate  them. 
It  was  also  expressed  the  other  evening 
in  an  open  forum  discussion  which  I 
conducted  in  Raleigh.  N.  C,  where  there 
was  discussed  the  general  subject  mat- 
ter and  statements  were  made  to  the 
effect  that  true  liberals  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  should  stand  op- 
posed to  any  investigation  of  American 
educational  institutions.  I  do  not  share 
that  conclusion.  I  will  not  apologize  to 
anyone  for  my  liberalism;  and  as  a  true 
liberal.  I  intend  to  support — as  I  did  on 
January  30,  when  I  advocated  appropri- 
ations for  investigating  committees — 
the  right  and  duty  of  congressional  com- 
mittees to  conduct  such  investigations 
as  in  their  Judgment,  as  Senators  and 
Representatives,  they  believe  should  be 
conducted.  That  is  one  of  the  concom- 
itants of  democracy.  I  believe  it  is  one 
of  the  duties  of  Congress  to  conduct 
proper  investigations;  but  it  is  easy  to 
lose  sight  of  principles,  when  great  pub- 
lic controversy  has  been  stirred  up  and 
people  become  fearful,  suspicious,  and 
disturbed  about  dangers  which  they  be- 
lieve may  be  involved  in  investigations. 
Many  persons  are  afraid  that  some  in- 
nocent persons  may  suffer.  Of  course, 
there  is  always  that  danger. 

One  of  the  reasons  why  we  have  the 
Bill  of  Rights,  one  of  the  reasons  why, 
to  its  everlasting  credit,  the  great  legal 
profession  of  the  United  States  over  the 
decades  has  fought  for  and  defended 
fair  procedures  for  the  determination 
}e  guilt  or  innocence  of  persons,  and 
»(ected  their  rights  from  unfair 
V|he  recognition  that  if  we  are 


to  have  a  democracy  by  self-governing 
people,  then  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  in  the  various  branches  of  the 
Government,  must  be  free  to  conduct 
investi{;ations  into  injustices,  wrongs, 
fraud,  corruption,  abuses,  and — yes — 
subvers-ive  activities  which  threaten  to 
undermine  and  "termite"  the  founda- 
tions of  the  Republic. 

Mr.  President,  as  one  who  taught  in 
a  series  of  educational  institutions  in 
the  United  States  for  some  21  years,  my 
attitude  is  that  the  schools  of  the  United 
States  should  welcome  at  all  times  any 
investiiiation  any  congressional  com- 
mittee, acting  within  its  powers  of  in- 
vestigation, decides  to  conduct. 

I  believe  that  the  educators  who  seek 
to  use  pressures  to  arouse  public  opin- 
ion ag:ainst  the  exercise  of  the  power  of 
investigation  make  a  great  mistake.  Of 
course,  they  place  themselves  in  an  il- 
logical position  when  they  take  the  p>o- 
sition  that  because  they  do  not  like 
Committee  X  or  Committee  Y  or  Chair- 
man A  or  Chairman  B  of  those  commit- 
tees, therefore  liberals  should  try  to  pre- 
vent investigations  of  education  and  of 
educational  institutions.  If  they  should 
prevent  such  investigations,  in  my  judg- 
ment, they  would  be  guilty  of  violating 
one  of  the  basic  principles  of  true  lib- 
eralism, which  is  to  maintain  in  effec- 
tive operation  the  system  of  checks  and 
balances  which  in  these  days  is  so  little 
understood,  it  seems  to  me.  by  the  Amer- 
ican people,  both  those  in  Congress  and 
those  out  of  Congress. 

One  great  principle  is  that  poblic  in- 
stitutions should  at  all  times  be  sub- 
jected to  public  surveillance  and  evalua- 
tion regarding  how  they  are  carrying 
out  their  public  functions.  The  trust 
and  the  obligation  which  rest  upon  the 
schools  of  the  United  States  are  solemn 
ones.  and.  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
rights  of  individuals,  they  are  also  al- 
most sacred  ones. 

Therefore.  I  believe  the  response  of 
the  educators  of  America  should  be, 
"Welcome,  welcome;  come  forward  with 
your  investigations."  The  schools  of 
United  States  have  a  great  opportunity, 
if  they  will  only  recognize  it,  to  educate 
the  American  people  on  the  question  of 
academic  freedom  and  in  the  search  for 
the  tnith.  no  matter  where  it  leads,  for, 
after  all.  to  inculcate  truth  is  the  eireat- 
est  obligation  of  the  school  system  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  why  are  we  a  free  peo- 
ple? We  are  free  because  our  schools. 
too,  I  have  always  thought,  have  followed 
the  groat  principle  and  the  great  teach- 
ing of  Scripture: 

And  ye  shall  know  the  truth,  and  the  truth 
shall  make  you  free. 

The  great  educational  Institutions  of 
America  are,  I  believe,  most  important 
media  for  finding  the  truth.  They  should 
welcome  the  presentation  of  all  the  facts 
any  congressional  committee  may  be  able 
to  present  regarding  how  they  are  keep- 
ing their  trust  and  their  stewardship  in 
leading  the  youth  of  America  into  an 
openminded  understanding  of  the  truth 
and  a  search  for  it. 

As  an  educator.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
not  fear  an  investigation  by  any  con- 
gressional committee  or  by  any  other 
legally  constituted  body  in  the  United 


States  that  has  the  authority,  right,  and 
power  to  investigate.  But  as  an  educator 
I  would  say  to  the  investigators.  "Tell  us 
what  you  want  to  see,  tell  us  what  you 
want  to  find  out.  and  we  are  at  your 
service." 

I  believe  it  would  be  a  rather  good  edu- 
cation for  some  investigators,  too.  for  I 
say  quite  solemnly  that  I  beUeve  some 
of  them  will  be  in  need  of  it. 

What  are  the  obligations  and  duty  of 
the  liberal  in  regard  to  this  problem, 
which  is  becoming  so  controversial  in 
the  press  of  the  United  States?  The  ob- 
ligation and  duty  of  the  liberal  Mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Senate — and. 
equally,  of  the  conservative  Members  of 
the  United  States  Senate — are  to  fight 
in  the  Senate,  as  fight  we  must,  for  an 
improvement  of  our  procedure,  in  order 
to  assure,  without  any  question  of  a 
doubt,  fair  hearings.  We  must  do  that 
so  as  to  remove  the  fear  that  innocent 
persons  will  be  subjected  to  attack  before 
they  have  had  an  opportunity  really  to 
present  their  case  to  the  public,  and  as  a 
consequence  the  damage  will  be  done  and 
they  will  not  be  able  to  repair  a  tarnished 
reputation,  once  it  has  been  scarred  in 
the  public  mind. 

As  I  said  to  some  of  the  educators  at 
Raleigh,  N.  C.  last  Monday  night.  "Do 
not  forget  that  you  educators,  too,  run 
the  risk  that  is  encountered  by  all  others 
who  are  free  citizens.  In  a  democracy, 
one  of  the  risks  of  freedom  is,  of  course! 
the  risk  of  being  charged  with  wrong- 
doing, if  the  officials  of  the  law  believe 
there  is  probable  cause  for  believing  that 
one  is  guilty  of  wrongdoing. "' 

It  will  be  observed.  Mr.  President,  that 
the  words  probable  cause "  are  signifi- 
cant in  meaning  and  of  great  value  to 
the  rights  of  every  American  citizen.  If 
we  are  to  protect  the  citizen  from  un- 
justified indictment,  criticism,  and  at- 
tack, then  there  must  be  a  procedure 
which  will  guarantee  to  him  that  Judi- 
cial minds  will  pass  upon  the  question 
of  probable  cause  before  a  public  at- 
tack is  made.  That  is  why  my  colleagues 
in  the  Senate  have  heretofore  heard  me 
say  so  many  times,  and  will  hear  me  say 
it  many  times  again,  because  it  Is  basic 
to  the  protection  of  the  fundamental 
rights  of  fellow  citizens,  that  there  is  a 
direct  relationship  between  the  pro- 
cedural rights  of  a  citizen  and  his  sub- 
stantive rights.  If  he  is  not  protected 
in  fair  procedural  rights.  Mr.  President, 
he  practically  has  no  substantive  rights, 
because  unfair  procedures  to  all  Intents 
and  purposes  in  many  situations  destroy 
his  substantive  rights.  If.  for  example. 
there  is  no  probable  cause  for  believing 
during  the  course  of  an  investigation  of 
an  educational  institution  that  Profes- 
sor X  is  guilty  of  some  conduct  that 
brings  into  question  his  loyalty,  then 
there  ought  to  be  a  procedure  which  is 
designed  to  protect  him  from  an  unfair 
public  charge  before  there  is  at  least  a 
judgment  passed  upon  the  existence  of 
probable  cause.  But  if  probable  cause 
exists,  then  Professor  X.  hke  every  other 
citizen,  has  to  face  the  risk  of  Uving  in 
a  democracy,  and  should  expect  to  be  put 
upon  his  defense.  He  should  be  pro- 
tected, however,  by  the  presumption  of 
innocence;  and  the  procedure  in  con- 
ducting investigations  ought  to  be  de- 
signed to  keep  faith  with  and  be  con- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1333 


sonant  with  the  presumption  of  inno- 
cence rule,  and  not  be  of  such  a  char- 
acter as  to  stir  up  the  fear,  which  is  so 
widespread  in  America  today,  that  too 
much  of  our  ln^'estigative  work  is  pro- 
ceeding on  the  basis  of  a  presumption  of 
guilt,  and  the  transferring  from  the  in- 
vestigators to  the  accused  the  burden  of 
proving  his  inno<^nce.  I  propose  to  hold 
fast  to  the  rule,  Mr.  President,  that  even 
in  the  case  of  a  charge  of  disloyalty,  it 
is  better  to  have  a  few  gxiilty  escape  than 
to  have  the  repatation  of  one  Innocent 
man  or  woman  destroyed.  I  happen  to 
be  one  who  believes  that  the  guilty  can- 
not escape  under  fair  procedure  and  by 
the  conducting  Investigations  in  keep- 
ing with  the  spi]  it  and  intent  of  Judicial 
processes. 

I  had  not  InUmded  to  refer  to  Inves- 
tigations of  education  and  educational 
institutions  unti.  interrupted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York,  but  I  am  glad  I 
have  done  so,  Mr.  President,  because  I 
am  going  to  sp<;ak,  I  think,  within  the 
next  10  days  or  2  weeks.  t>efore  a  na- 
tional conventicn  of  college  presidents. 
In  their  letter  of  invitation,  they  have 
asked  me  to  dis4:uss  in  part  my  views  in 
regard  to  the  investigation  of  educational 
institutions.  I  want  them  to  know  my 
views  in  advanc'S.  I  want  them  to  know 
in  advance,  that  it  Is  my  position  that 
they  make  a  great  mistake  in  taking  the 
position,  if  they  do,  that  investigations 
of  American  colleges  should  not  go  for- 
ward. But  as  :i  liberal.  Mr.  President, 
I  shall  continui;.  as  I  have  done  since 
I  have  been  in  the  Senate,  to  urge  the 
adoption  of  procedural  reforms  for  the 
conducting  of  congressional  Investiga- 
tions which.  If  iidopted,  in  my  Judgment 
would  remove  e.lmost  all.  if  not  all,  the 
fear  of  outstanding  educators  who  are 
protesting  a  forthcoming  investigation 
of  American  i^ucational  Institutions. 
That  is  why,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
today.  I  am  once  again  setting  forth  my 
views  on  procedure  that  I  have  expressed 
a  good  many  times  within  recent  years, 
and.  In  this  instance,  putting  it  forth 
in  the  form  of  a  resolution. 

Now,  Mr.  Pr«sldent,  what  about  the 
rights  of  persoivs  adversely  affected  by 
testimony  in  congressional  investiga- 
tions? 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Morse  yielded  to 
Mr.  McCarran,  who  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  of  a  certain  broad- 
cast by  Mr.  Eric  Sevareid,  and  placed  in 
the  Record  certain  documents  in  con- 
nection therewith.  On  request  of  Mr. 
Morse,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
renmrks  of  Mr.  McCarran  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  siieech  of  Mr.  Morse.  ) 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  While  I  am  on  my 
feet — and  I  wish  to  express  my  gratitude 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon — I  merely 
wish  to  call  his  attention,  because  I  have 
had  a  great  deal  of  experience  within 
the  past  few  years  in  the  matter  of  con- 
ducting hearin^rs,  to  the  fact,  which  I 
know  he  must  have  thought  of,  that  in 
reality  an  investigation  by  a  legislative 
body  is  not  a  trial.  The  Senator  spoke 
of  the  time  when,  as  a  member  of  a  quasi- 
Judicial  body,  he  sat  in  Judgment  in 
formulating  a  C4)nclu5ion.  He  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  do  that.  He  also  had  a  right 
to  follow  and  cuote  court  procedure  to 
a  very  great  extent.    But  an  investiga- 


tion by  a  congressional  body  Is  primarily 
for  the  purpose  of  formulating  legisla- 
tion. That  is  its  primary  and  basic  pur- 
pose. There  may  be  other  results,  but 
that  is  the  primary  purpose,  and  it  is 
the  one  basic  reason  on  which  we  can 
Justify  investigations.  Committees  may 
have  gone  beyond  that  realm — some- 
times I  think  they  havfr— but  that  is  the 
basic  purpose  and  the  only  Justifiable 
ground  on  which  investigations  are  con- 
ducted. They  are  not  trials  in  any  sense 
of  the  word ;  they  are  merely  investiga- 
tlons  for  the  purpose  of  determining' 
what  legislation,  if  any,  is  proper  to 
meet  a  certain  objective  or  a  certain 
condition. 

There  are  some  positions  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon — and  I  have  had 
the  pleasure  of  listening  to  him  on  the 
floor — to  which  I  adhere.  I  think,  so  far 
as  possible,  within  the  scope  of  the  pur- 
pose of  the  investigation,  fair  procedures 
should  be  followed.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  find,  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  undoubtedly  discovered  from  his  ex- 
perience, imfair  witnesses  coming  be- 
fore a  committee  who  take  up  the  time 
of  the  comnfiittee  if  they  are  permitted 
to  talk  ad  libitum.  They  will  hold  up  the 
committee  not  for  hours,  but  for  days. 
Just  as  some  trials  have  been  held  up  in 
a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  So. 
Mr.  President,  one  has  to  draw  a  line 
somewhere  applying,  so  far  as  possible, 
within  reason,  the  rules  of  admissibility 
of  evidence  in  court  procedure  as  one 
believes  he  knows  them,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  protect  the  procedure  of  the  legis- 
lative body. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  for  his  com- 
ments, and  I  want  to  discuss  very  briefly 
the  point  he  makes,  that,  after  all,  a 
congressional  investigation  is  not  a  trial. 
There  is  a  certain  phase  of  investiga- 
tions which  takes  on  many  of  the  char- 
acteristics of  a  quasi-Judicial  hearing.  I 
do  not  think  It  would  be  fair  if  it  did  not. 
When  it  comes  to  the  public  hearing 
phase  of  any  congressional  investigation, 
which  is.  In  effect,  dealing  with  a  subject 
matter  or  an  issue  which  involves  the 
determination  of  the  guilt  or  Innocence 
or  the  rightful  or  wrongful  conduct  of 
some  person  under  Investigation,  there 
are  involved  many  of  the  characteristics 
of  a  trial,  or  certainly  many  of  the  char- 
acteristics of  a  quasi- Judicial  hearing. 
In  that  phase,  Mr.  President,  it  is  the 
position  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  rather  strict  judicial  pro- 
cedures of  a  fair  trial  should  be  followed, 
subject  to  those  variances  on  which  I 
have  commented  today,  such  as  those 
dealing  with  the  hearsay -evidence  rule. 
In  recent  years,  a  good  deal  of  criticism 
of  some  congressional  hearings  has  gone 
to  the  manner  in  which  congressional  in- 
vestigating conunittees  have  conducted 
their  hearings.  The  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  quite  correct  when  he  says  that 
the  source  of  Judicial  power  of  a  Senate 
committee  to  investigate  is  based,  and  it 
has  been  so  held  many  times  in  our  ju- 
dicial history,  on  the  necessity  for  inves- 
tigation by  a  committee  in  carrying  out 
the  legislative  process  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  are  not  a  law-enforcement 
branch  or  a  Judicial  branch;  we  are  a 
legislative  branch.  Therefore,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  Jurisdictional  power  we  have 


when  we  carry  on  an  Investifiration  must 
necessarily  rest  upon  the  power  to  in- 
vestigate in  order  to  obtain  the  facts 
needed  in  determining  what  legislation. 
If  any.  we  should  pass  on  a  given  subject 
matter. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  has  indi- 
cated very  clearly  that,  of  course,  soine- 
times  a  committee  goes  rather  far  afield 
from  that  Jurisdictional  authority.  But 
here,  again,  Mr.  President,  it  is  pretty 
much  like  the  application  of  the  inter- 
state commerce  clause  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. It  has  been  stretched  rather  elas- 
tically  over  the  decades,  and  what  our 
founding  fathers  thought  might  fall 
within  the  purview  of  the  restraints  on 
interstate  conunerce  has  become  some- 
what different  in  the  past  half  centiiry, 
as  a  result  of  litigation.  The  Congress, 
and  properly  so,  has  exercised  a  great 
deal  of  authority  over  commerce  by 
broad  or  liberal  constructions  and  inter- 
pretations of  the  conunerce  clause  of  the 
Constitution.  So  have  congressional 
committees. 

In  the  matter  of  investigation,  we  have 
gone  rather  far  afield  in  some  instances, 
it  seems  to  me.  as  indicated  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada,  but  always  holding, 
however,  to  this  jurisdictional  author- 
ity based  upon  the  right  to  investigate, 
because  what  is  found  might  have  some 
bearing  and  be  an  aid  in  enacting  needed 
legislation. 

So  the  fact  is.  Mr.  President,  that  once 
a  committee  starts  an  investigation  and 
states  that  its  purpose  is  to  find  facts, 
be<»use  it  thinks  it  needs  to  investigate 
certain  alleged  facts  as  an  aid  to  legis- 
lation, its  Jurisdiction  is  rather  unlim- 
ited. 

That  takes  us  into  some  of  the  other 
phases  of  the  process  of  investigation. 
When  we  talk  about  an  open  public  hear- 
ing, I  say  it  is  analagous  to  and  closely 
resembles  a  trial,  and  that  the  fair  pro- 
cedures of  Judicial  trial  should  prevail, 
with  such  exercise  of  discretion  on  the 
part  of  the  members  of  the  conunittee 
as  I  have  commented  upon  in  my  main 
remarks  today.  As  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  pointed  out.  we  sometimes 
find  an  uncooperative  witness.  In  fact, 
as  I  said  earlier  today,  we  sometimes  find 
a  dishonest  witness  or  a  Isring  witness, 
or  fellow-travelers  or  out-and-out  Com- 
munists who  follow  the  tactics  which 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  indicated. 

In  such  a  situation  my  reply  as  to  that 
Ls  that  we  can  handle  witnesses  of  that 
kind  imder  fair  procedure.  We  have  the 
reasonable  discretion  which  any  court 
has  in  controlling  a  witness  on  the  stand. 
The  witness  does  not  have  to  be  allowed 
to  rim  away  with  the  hearing,  nor  does 
his  counsel  have  to  be  allowed  to  nm 
away  with  the  hearing.  What  we  need, 
Mr.  President,  is  a  procedure  which 
guarantees  to  the  witness,  by  mandate 
of  the  Senate,  by  adopted  rule  of  the 
Senate,  the  right  to  have  counsel,  the 
right  to  cross-examine,  the  right  to  reply, 
and  then  let  the  record  speak  for  itself 
when  the  witness  seeks  to  abuse  those 
rights,  as  to  whether  the  committee  has 
fully  protected  his  rights  under  an  agreed 
uniform  procedure. 

That  is  my  position  on  this  part  of  the 
subject  matter. 
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Let  me  now  eonaider.  BCr.  Pmldent, 
Another  jduue  of  the  agntem  of  InTettl- 
gatlODS  by  ooogressioDal  committees, 
namely,  the  InTestlgatlng  phaae  f  oUowed 
by  a  district  attwney.  a  praeeeutor,  or 
the  police  and  detectlyes.  But  here, 
again.  Mr.  President,  the  citisen  Is  not 
without  procedural  protections  or  guar- 
anties when  it  comes  to  the  determina- 
tion of  what  the  police  and  the  prose- 
cutor and  detectives  can  do  or  cannot 
do.  They  are  not  free,  and  when  they 
attempt  Improper  procedure  we  recog- 
nize it  as  a  scandalous  abuse,  and  we 
can  clean  out  the  police  department  or 
the  prosecutor's  oiBee  If  they  do  not  fol- 
low the  procedural  g\iarantles  to  which 
the  citizen  is  entitled  when  an  investi- 
gation is  conducted.  A  prosecutor  can- 
not adopt  any  tactic  he  wants  to  adopt 
In  an  investigation.  He  cannot  resort  to 
third-degree  methods.  He  cannot  deny 
a  person  the  right  to  counsel.  He  can- 
not deny  him  access  to  counsel.  He  is 
greatly  limited  In  the  proi^ures  he  can 
follow  as  an  investigator. 

Mr.  President,  this  plea  I  am  making 
for  uniform  procedure  would  follow  the 
whole  investigation  process  by  an  inves- 
tigating committee  from  top  to  bottom, 
or  bottom  to  top. 

As  one  who  has  taught  criminal  law 
and  criminal  procedure  for  some  15  years, 
who  conducted  a  State  crime  survey,  and 
was  the  director  of  a  nationwide  crime 
survey.  I  say  that  I  never  at  any  time 
in  that  professional  work  found  any 
cause  to  believe  that  a  prosecutor,  or  a 
police  department,  or  a  detective,  or  an 
Investigator,  had  to  resort  to  any  tactic 
that  would  violate  the  procedures  giiar- 
anteed  to  a  free  American  citizen.  Such 
tactics  are  only  substitutes  for  lazy 
prosecutors,  lazy  detectives,  and  lazy  po- 
lice departments,  or  they  become  the 
weapons  of  persecutors  and  inquisitors, 
which  are  quite  diiferent  from  investiga- 
tors within  the  spirit  and  meaning  of 
the  guaranties  of  the  American  Bill  of 
Rights. 

I  conclude  this  part  of  the  subject  by 
saying  that  I  do  not  believe  it  makes  any 
difference  whether  a  Senate  investiga- 
tion is  identical  with  a  trial  or  not.  I 
say  it  so  closely  resembles  the  admin- 
istration of  Justice  process  that  we  ought 
to  adopt  a  uniform  set  of  rules  which 
will  guarantee  to  free  American  men  and 
women  the  same  principles  of  Judicial 
process  and  Judicial  protection  which  I 
believe  our  Founding  Fathers  clearly  in- 
tended in  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

BIGHTS  OF  PnaONS  ADVZXSKLT  AWWML'IMU  WT 
TSBTIMONT 

Now  what  about  the  subject  of  the 
rights  of  persons  adversely  affected  by 
testimony?  Earlier  proposals  have  at- 
tempted to  provide  individuals  who  are 
the  subject  of  dert«atory  evidence  with 
an  opportunity  for  rebuttal.  Many  such 
proposals,  such  as  that  in  8.  Con.  Res.  2 
in  the  81st  Congress,  were  properly  criti- 
cized tar  laying  down  brittle  niles  which 
could  be  abused  and  delay  hearings.  A 
further  objection  was  the  inexactness  of 
the  nature  of  the  testimony  which  would 
confer  the  right  of  rebattaL 

The  resolution  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  states,  explicitly  as  I  think 
can  be  done,  an  appnH>riate  test. 

Any  testimony  which  would  be  libel 
or  slander  il  not  given  in  a  congressional 


hearing  confers  the  right  to  rebuttal  if 
made  at  a  public  hearing.  Both  libel 
and  slander  are  specified  as  the  evidence 
Is  usually  oral  but  is  normally  printed. 
In  addition  charges  which  the  commit- 
tee determines  would  subject  a  person 
or  organization  to  serious  hardship,  em- 
barrassment, shame,  or  financial  loss 
gives  the  right  to  testify  in  rebuttal. 

If  possible  those  subject  to  such  at- 
tacks woiild  be  given  advance  notice.  In 
any  event  they  would  have  the  right  to 
cross-examine  the  adverse  witness  and 
to  call,  within  the  discretion  of  the  com- 
mitter, witnesses  in  their  behalf.  As  in 
private  litigation,  witness  fees  are  to  be 
paid  by  the  party  calling  the  witness  sub- 
ject to  the  right  of  the  committee  to  pay 
such  fees  out  of  committee  funds  if  in 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  such  action 
would  be  in  the  interest  of  Justice  and 
a  full  presentation  of  facts  and  evidence 
needed  for  a  fair  hearing. 

Mr.  President.  I  can  well  imagine  cir- 
ciunstances  in  which  a  person  involved 
in  a  congressional  hearing  would  be  in 
no  position  to  pay  witness  fees,  and  yet 
certain  witnesses  ought  to  be  called  in 
rebuttal  and  in  Justice  and  fairness  to 
the  person  involved  he  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  have  the  transcript  per- 
fected by  the  testimony  of  rebuttal  wit- 
nesses. That  can  always  be  done  in  an 
informal  conference  with  the  person  in- 
volved, and  the  witness  fees  can  be  paid 
by  the  committee,  just  as  a  judge  allows 
such  payment  by  the  Gtovernment  when 
some  litigant  cannot  pay  It.  The  com- 
mittee itself  can  pass  Judgment  as  to 
who  shall  pay  the  costs.  Very  frequently 
a  court,  in  his  discretion,  will  assess  the 
costs  against  the  State  because  the  court 
leans  over  backward  in  order  to  guar- 
antee to  the  accused  that  he  will  have 
his  fair  day  in  court,  and  a  full  oppor- 
tunity to  present  all  the  evidence  he  de- 
sires to  present,  in  the  presence  of  the 
witnesses,  even  though  he  may  not  per- 
sonally be  able  to  pay  the  fees  of  the 
witnesses  and  the  expenses  of  bringing 
them  to  the  court. 

miCBTS     IN    EXCL'UTIVT    SCSSIOIf 

Witnesses  would  have  the  right  to  be 
accompanied  by  counsel  and  before  any 
publication  of  or  comment  upon  adverse 
testimony  given  in  executive  session  a 
person  damaged  thereby  would  have  the 
same  rights  as  in  a  public  hearing.  This 
would  be  so  only  where  the  committee 
decides  secrecy  is  no  longer  necessary 
and  the  person  affected  would  merely  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  rebut  accusa- 
tions before  they  are  aired  in  the  press 
and  radio. 

PTTBLICATIOK  OT  KtTIJa 

In  order  that  witnesses  be  advised  of 
their  rights  these  and  supplementary 
rules  must  be  available  to  them  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

CONCLUSIOir 

The  substance  of  my  proposal  would 
In  no  way  diminish  the  investigatory 
power  of  the  Senate.  But  it  would  pro- 
vide those  basic  guaranties  of  fair  pro- 
cedure without  which  democracy  can- 
not be  said  to  exist.  Without  such  fair 
procedure  for  Senate  committee  hear- 
ings, I  think  the  Senate  will  continue 
to  be  subject  to  the  charge  that  it  is  fail- 
ing to  give  adequate  procedural  protec- 
tion to  citizens  called  before  the  Senate 


committee  Inrestlgatlons  within  the 
spirit  and  intent  of  the  precious  guar- 
anty  of  a  fair  trial  emblazoned  in  the 
Bill  of  Rights. 


THE  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATION- 
AUry  ACT— NEWSCAST  BY  ERIC 
8EVAREID 

During  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Motss,  the 
following  occurred: 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  im- 
der  date  of  February  11.  1993.  Mr.  Erie 
Sevareid  in  a  radio  newscast  issued  a 
series  of  highly  Inflammatory,  mislead- 
ing statements  with  reference  to  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act.  the  Mc- 
Carran-Walter  Act.  Unfortunately,  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Lm- 
MAHl  promptly  thereafter  caused  an  ex- 
cerpt from  the  newscast  to  be  inserted  In 
the  CoRGRKssiONAL  Rzcou).  Knowlng 
how  misleading  were  the  expressions  of 
Mr.  Sevareid.  I  requested  the  staff  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  to  check  on  the 
allegations  of  Mr.  Sevareid 's  misleading 
broadcast.  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Rxco«d  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  letter  dated  Febru- 
ary 19.  1953.  from  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  in  which  he  points  out  the  mis-i 
statements  in  the  Sevareid  broadcast 

There  beim  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rzcoao, 
as  follows: 


1953 
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D«PA«TMKI*T  or  JUBTICB. 

IMMICKATXOM    AMD 
NATtTVAUZATION    SbVICB, 

Washington  25.  D.  C.  Febnittrg  19.  1953. 

Mr.   RiCHAKD   ASSHS. 

staff  Director,  Subcommittee  on  tmmU 
ration    and    NmtMnMzation.    Seruitt 
Judiciary   CommtUee,    Vnited   State* 
Senate,   Waahington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  ifx.  AizKs:   This  U  In  rvfereno*  to 
your  letter  of  February  13.  19SS,  to  which 
you  atUcbed  an  excerpt  from  a  radio  newa- 
caat  dated  February  11.  1B5S.     In  your  letter 
you  request  that  I  submit  a  memorandum 
covering  each  item  referred  to  In  the  broad- 
cast. 

To  begin  with  I  did  not  hear  the  broad- 
cast but  on  the  morning  of  February  IS.  a 
member  of  my  staff  received  a  phon*  eaU 
concerning  it  from  Mr.   Proehl,  who  la  on 
the  Norwegian   and   IceUndlc  desk,  of  the 
SUte    Department.     Mr.    Proehl    stated    he 
had  a  copy  of  the  CBS  broadcast  of  iPte 
Sevareid  which  went  on  the  air  at  11  p.  m.. 
February  11,  l»63.  and  wanted  to  cheek  with 
this  service  on  some  of   the  commmits  so 
that  If  they  were  In  error  the  embassy  In 
Norway  could  be  Informed  so  as  to  counter- 
act the   bad   effect   It   might  have   on   the 
Norwegian  people,  by  teUlng  them  the  true 
facts.     Mr.    Proehl    also   stated    it   waa   bla 
understanding    that    Mr.    Sevareld'a   broad- 
cast was  based  on  an  article  written  by  Mr. 
Anders  Bursas,  resident  Washington  oon«- 
epondent  of  "Arbelderbladet".  of  Olao,  Nor- 
way, that  Mr.  Buraas  had  ahown  hU  article 
to  Mr.  Sevareid  and  from  It  Mr.  Sevareid 
picked  out  certain  parts  to  iise  and  added 
his  own  comments.     Mr.  Proehl  said  h*  was 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Buraas  and  woxild  ilka 
to  have  him  come  over  to  this  oOoe  to  dis- 
cuss some  of  the  Items  and  In  the  mcantlm* 
he  would  send  ua  a  copy  of  the  broMlowt. 
We  received  the  copy  and  the  same  after- 
noon   Mr.    Buraas    appeared    here.    In    the 
meantime  we  were  able  to  check  aome  of 
the  items  with  our  Baltimore,  Boston,  and 
New  York  districts  so  that  we  were  aM*  to 
give  Mr.  Buraas  the  true  facta. 


The  items  referred  to  In  the  broadcast 
which  had  a  dliect  bearing  on  actions  of 
officers  of  this  service  are  as  follows : 

( 1 )  "Not  long  ligo  immigration  police  tried 
to  search  the  Norwegian  Seaman's  Home  In 
Baltimore.  There  was  a  strong  protest  and 
they  left." 

Our  district  director  at  Baltimore  reports 
they  have  very  good  working  relations  with 
the  people  running  the  Norwegian  Seamen's 
Home  at  2lBt  and  Quilford  Streets.  Baltimore. 
That  occasionally  officers  of  this  Service  In 
the  regular  performance  of  their  duty  do  call 
there  to  question  Norwegian  seamen  who 
have  remained  in  the  United  States  beyond 
the  time  for  which  they  were  admitted,  or 
have  been  found  engaged  In  employment 
contrary  to  law  and  the  conditions  of  their 
temporary  admission.  However,  when  our 
officers  go  to  this  home  they  announce  them- 
Mlves  and  the  manager  cooperates  In  having 
the  men  presented  for  questioning.  Fur- 
thermore, on  several  occasions  the  managers 
of  the  home  have  informed  our  officers  re- 
garding seamen  stopping  at  the  home  who 
are  violating  their  status  as  seamen.  The 
questioning  of  seamen  at  the  Norwegian 
Home  and  other  places  in  Baltimore  by  offi- 
cers of  this  Service  when  the  occasion  de- 
mands it.  is  nothing  new..  It  has  been  the 
practice  for  many  years  and  the  passage  of 
the  ImmlgraUon  and  Nationality  Act  of 
1952  known  as  the  McCarran-Walt«r  Act  had 
nothing  to  do  with  It. 

4  3 )  "Last  Sunday  police  stopped  and  cross- 
examined  the  worshipers  as  they  walked  out 
of  the  Norwegian  Seamen's  Lutheran  Church 
In  BalUmore." 

The  dUtrlct  director  of  this  Service  at  Bal-, 
tlmore  stated  emphatically  that  none  of  our! 
men  have  ever  stood  outside  the  Norwegian 
Church  questioning  people  coming  out. 
This  Norwegian  Church  located  on  the  water- 
front at  Baltimore  runs  a  seamen's  home  In 
a  separate  building  about  one-half  block 
from  the  church.  Officers  of  this  Service 
have  called  at  this  seamen's  home  to  ques- 
tion seamen  when  neceasary  to  the  same  ex- 
tent as  they  do  at  the  regular  Norwegian 
Seamen's  Home. 

The  district  director  at  Baltimore  later 
learned  that  the  local  city  police  had  ques- 
tioned some  men  outside  the  Norwegian 
Church  the  previous  Sunday,  but  whatever 
their  purpose  was.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  Service  or  the  McCarran -Walter  Act. 
even  though  the  Sevareid  broadcast  would 
lead  one  to  believe  it  had  some  connection. 
The  following  figures  concerning  the  inspec- 
tion of  seamen  arriving  at  Baltimore  aboard 
Norwegian  fiagshlps  since  December  34.  1052. 
the  effective  date  of  the  new  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  indicate  the  percentage 
of  seamen  dented  shore  leave  Is  about  the 
same  as  it  was  prior  to  that  date. 

Twenty-seven  Norwegian -flag  ships  arrived 
at  Baltimore  since  December  34,  1953;  936 
seamen  aboard;  885  granted  ahore  leave:  61 
denied  shore  leave.  Most  of  the  61  denied 
shore  leave  were  cases  of  Individuals  who 
were  not  In  possession  of  valid  passports,  the 
balance  were  seamen  who  were  previously  de- 
ported from  the  United  States,  or  those  found 
after  Inspection  not  to  be  bona  flde  seamen. 
Many  of  those  denied  shore  leave  were  able 
to  have  their  passports  validated  by  the  Nor- 
wegian Consul  and  were  thereupon  granted 
shore  leave. 

(3)  "If  a  aeaman  gets  sick  and  overstays 
the  39  days,  he  can  be  put  Into  Ellis  Island 
to  await  deportation.  Among  others,  there 
are  about  a  dozen  Norwegian  sailors  Impris- 
oned on  the  island  now  because  they  were 
unable  to  algn  on  a  ahlp  within  the  time 
limit." 

Under  the  law  an  alien  crewman  If  upon 
examination  by  an  immigration  officer  la 
found  to  be  a  nonimmigrant  and  otherwise 
admissible  and  has  agreed  to  accept  such  per- 
mit, may  b«  granted  a  conditional  permit  to 


land  t«mporamy  for  a  period  of  time,  not  to 
exceed  (1)  the  perlcxl  of  time  (not  exceeding 
29  days)  during  wlilch  the  veasel  on  which 
he  arrived  remains  In  port.  If  the  Immigra- 
tion officer  is  satisfied  that  the  crewman  In- 
tends to  depart  on  the  veasel  on  which  he 
arrived;  or  (2)  29  days  if  the  Immigration 
officer  is  satisfied  tliat  the  crewman  Intends 
to  depart,  within  the  period  for  which  he  is 
permitted  to  land,  cm  a  vessel  other  than  the 
one  on  which  he  arrived. 

If  a  seaman  violates  his  status  by  remain- 
ing in  the  United  States  it  U  true  he  may  be 
apprehended  and  placed  In  dententlon  quar- 
ters at  Ellis  Island,  pending  arrangements 
for  his  deportation  or  voluntary  departure  on 
a  vessel  leaving  the  United  States.  However. 
If  his  failure  to  leave  the  United  States 
within  the  29  days  Is  due  to  Ulneas  or  for 
other  reasoiu  over  which  he  has  no  control. 
Immigration  officers  are  authorized  to  allow 
him  an  additional  and  reasonable  time  to 
regain  his  health  and  to  leave  the  United 
States.  The  number  of  Norwegian  seamen 
detained  at  Ellis  Island  varies  from  day  to 
day.  but  the  total  number  at  any  time  Is 
relatively  small.  This  was  the  case  before 
the  McCarran -Walter  Act  as  well  as  after  It. 

(4)  "A  few  weeks  ago,  11  crewmen  asked 
to  sign  off  the  motorshlp  Pleaaantville  when 
It  reached  Boston."  They  had  been  at  sea 
3  years  and  were  ready  to  fly  home  to  Nor- 
way. The  Scandinavian  shipping  authority 
aent  11  men  to  Boston  to  replace  them. 
These  11  boarded  the  ship;  then  Immigra- 
tion officials  refused  to  allow  9  of  the  orig- 
inal 11  to  get  off.  No  reasons  were  given. 
The  ship  is  now  heading  for  the  Far  East, 
its  captain  paying  for  the  extra  crew  and 
also  violating  security  rules  on  lifeboat  space. 
Those  9  men  may  not  see  their  families  for 
another  2  years." 

Mr.  Sevareid  seems  to  have  garbled  this 
one.  as  Mr.  Buraas.  the  Norwegian  reporter, 
said  it  was  not  the  way  he  had  reported  It. 
At  any  rate,  information  received  from  our 
Boston  district  gives  the  facts  as  follows: 
The  Norwegian  veasel  Pleaaantville  arrived 
at  Boston  January  17,  1953,  from  the  Far 
East.  There  were  45  aUens  in  the  crew. 
The  crew  manifest  presented  by  the  captain 
showed  that  no  crew  members  were  to  be 
paid  off  at  the  port  of  arrival.  However, 
our  ofllcers  learned  that  four  Norwegian 
crewmen  were  returning  to  Norway  and  were 
to  leave  the  ship  when  It  got  to  New  York. 
Its  next  port  of  call  in  the  United  States. 
Theee  four  were  given  D-2  permits  which 
would  allow  them  to  leave  the  PleasantviUe 
and  ship  out  on  another  vessel  or  by  other 
means.  The  captain  did  not  say  anything 
to  our  officers  about  replacements  for  any 
crew  members  coming  from  Norway.  Al- 
though there  were  other|  crewmen  who  evi- 
denced a  desire  to  leave  the  ship  In  the 
United  States,  they  were  not  certain  as  to 
whether  they  would  actually  do  so  and  could 
not  tell  untU  after  arrival  of  the  ship  at 
New  York,  the  next  United  SUtes  port.  They 
were  Instructed  that  if  at  some  other  port 
they  wished  the  privilege  of  paying  off,  or 
the  company  wished  to  have  them  paid  off, 
the  matter  would  have  to  be  taken  up  at 
the  next  port  of  caU.  The  Boston  records 
show  that  two  crewmen  of  the  PleasantviUe 
were  given  D-2  permits  at  New  York,  two  in 
Baltimore,  and  one  In  New  Orleans.  Thus, 
counting  the  four  D-2  permits  Issued  in  Bos- 
ton, it  appears  at  least  nine  of  the  crew  of 
the  PleasantviUe  were  given  permits  to  land 
which  would  enable  them  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  on  other  ships  or  by  other 
means  to  Norway  or  any  country  they  chose. 
A  further  bit  of  Information  given  to  our 
officers  was  that  the  chief  engineer  of  the 
PleasantviUe  desired  to  be  paid  off  to  go  out 
on  another  ship,  but  he  did  not  desire  to 
leave  the  PleasantviUe  untU  it  reached  San 
Francisco  which  wUl  be  aometlma  in  late 
February  or  March. 


Summing  It  up  It  would  appear  that  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act  had  no  bearing  what- 
ever as  to  whether  or  not  9  or  11  seamen  on 
the  steamship  PleasantviUe  were  to  be  re- 
placed bt  9  or  11  others  and  Instead  of  the 
ship  being  out  heading  tar  the  Far  East  it 
Is  still  en  route  from  one  port  in  the  United 
States  via  the  Canal  Zone  to  another  port 
In  the  United  States. 

"(5)  Many  foreign  seamen  are  not  signing 
off  in  American  ports  even  when  allowed  to, 
because  they  dare  not.  They  have  no  way 
of  knowing  whether  they  can  sign  on  again 
in  time  to  avoid  Imprisonment.  Foreign 
ships  can  no  longer  put  into  American  docks 
for  repairs  If  the  repairs  take  more  than  29 
days.  In  order  to  get  out  in  time,  bo'suns 
have  signed  on  as  deck  hands;  electricians 
as  mess  boys,  losing  status  and  pay." 

It  may  be  true  that  crewmen  who  In  times 
past  were  able  to  obtain  shore  leave  when 
their  vessel  arrived  and  then  on  one  pretext 
or  another  were  able  to  obtain  extensions 
permitting  them  to  remain  in  the  United 
States  for  many  months  are  Irked  by  the  re- 
quirements of  the  new  act  which  limits  their 
stay  to  periods  not  to  exceed  29  days.  How- 
ever, as  stated  under  item  3  above,  a  seaman 
required  to  be  in  the  United  States  beyond 
29  days  for  reasons  beyond  his  control  may 
be  given  a  reasonable  time  In  which  to  de- 
part. 

"(6)  Interrogations  under  the  new  law 
have  not  yet  discovered  one  Communist 
among  Norwegian  seamen;  there  may  be 
some  Reds  among  them;  but  the  real  Com- 
munists, of  course,  simply  deny  It.  Many 
American  immigration  officials  detest  what 
they  must  do  under  this  law  as  much  as  do 
the  victims.  Far  example,  there  are  women 
serving  on  Norwegian  ships  as  mess  stewards 
or  radio  operators;  this  is  a  famlUar  and  re- 
spectable career  In  Norway.  When  they 
reach  America,  these  women  are  asked  If 
they  have  ever  engaged  In  prostitution;  men 
are  asked  when  they  last  visited  a  brothel. 
If  they  Intend  to  commit  bigamy  In  this 
country,  and  so  on." 

Under  thie  new  act.  crewmen  are  subject  to 
the  same  excluding  provisions  of  the  law  as 
are  alien  immigrants,  whereas  under  the  old 
law  a  crewman  could  be  granted  shore  leave 
who,  If  he  were  applying  for  admission  as  a 
visitor  or  for  permanent  residence,  would  be 
Inadmissible.  To  this  extent  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  is  stricter  than  the  old  law.  We 
know  of  no  Immigration  officials  who  detest 
questioning  visitors,  transits,  and  those  ap- 
plying for  admission  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence.  Therefore  we  see  no 
reason  why  any  should  detest  questioning 
crewmen  to  determine  whether  or  not  they 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  law  and  are 
admissible  to  the  United  States  for  a  tem- 
porary period.  It  has  not  come  to  the  atten- 
tion of  this  office  that  any  of  our  men  are  de- 
liberately asking  every  woman  crewman  If 
they  have  ever  engaged  in  prostitution. 
While  the  law  provides  that  aliens  who  are 
prostitutes  or  who  have  engaged  In  prosti- 
tution shall  be  excluded  from  admission  Into 
the  United  States,  our  Inspectors  do  not  ask 
each  Individual  the  blunt  question  unless  he 
has  information  or  some  reason  to  believe 
the  person  being  questioned  may  have  en- 
gaged in  such  practice.  The  law  also  pro- 
vides that  the  following  shall  be  excluded 
from  admission  Into  the  United  States:  (1) 
Aliens  who  are  feeble-minded,  (2)  aUens  who 
are  Insane,  etc. 

But  our  inspectors  do  not  ask  each  Indi- 
vidual the  question  "Are  you  feeble-mind- 
ed?" or  "Are  you  insane?"  although  under 
certain  circumstances  and  in  certidn  cases 
questions  might  be  asked  to  bring  out  these 
facts. 

Figures  received  from  our  New  York  dis- 
trict show  that  since  December  24,  19S2,  93 
Norwegian-flag  ships  arrived  in  New  York 
City.    4.376    crew    members    aboard.    4,078 
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granted  shore  leaTc.  298  denied  ahon  leaye, 
as  follows: 

Lack  of  valid  paaspart 286 

Not  bona  flde  seamen , a 

Prevloiu  deports s 

Not  Included  In  crew  list 2 

Bfedlcal  reasons 5 

Stowaway 1 

Total ass 

Most  of  the  285  later  obtained  valid  pass- 
ports and  were  granted  shore  leave. 

Most  of  the  factual  Information  contained 
In  this  report  was  given  to  Mr.  Bursas,  who 
Indicated  he  was  pleased  to  hear  our  side  of 
the  story,  and  that  while  his  previous  article 
was  not  as  critical  as  Mr.  Eric  Sevareld's 
broadcast,  he  Intended  to  furnish  his  paper 
In  Oslo  with  all  the  facts  he  has  received  as 
a  result  of  his  talks  with  officers  of  this 
Service. 

Sincerely, 

AXCTI.X  R.  Mackkt, 

Commissioner. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rkcord  as 
part  of  my  remarks  a  letter  to  the  editor 
of  the  New  York  Times  dated  January 
11,  1953.  entitled  "Norwegian  View  of 
the  McCarran  Act." 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 

NoBWEOiAjf  Virw  OF  McCakxan  Act 
To  the  EoiTOB  or  th«  Nrw  Tobk  Times: 

To  many  Americans  It  may  be  a  surprise  to 
learn  that  during  some  months  more  Nor- 
wegian ships  enter  New  York  than  American. 
When,  therefore.  Norway  says  that  the  Mc- 
Carran Act  is  not  bad.  it  Is  news.  A  front- 
page article  to  this  effect  Is  to  be  found  In  a 
recent  Issue  of  Nordlsk  Tldende,  the  largest 
Norwegian  language  paper  ouUide  of  Nor- 
way. In  this  article  reference  Is  made  to 
statements  by  the  Norwegian  consulate  gen- 
eral in  New  Tork  as  well  as  by  leaders  of  sea- 
men's organizations  and  others.  All  agree 
that  the  law  Is  not  too  difficult  to  comply 
with  and  has  not  caused  any  major  diffi- 
culties. 

In  the  same  Issue  of  Nordlsk  Tldende  the 
editor,  Carl  Soyland,  has  a  two-column  edi- 
torial in  which  he  reaches  the  same  conclu- 
sion after  a  critical  discussion  of  the  various 
opposing  voices  which  have  been  heard.  This 
Is  remarkable,  considering  that  Norway  today 
is  No.  3  of  the  seafaring  nations  of  the  world 
as  to  tonnage,  and  if  modern  equipment 
and  efficiency  are  taken  Into  account,  she  Is 
more  likely  No.  1. 

When  thus  the  Norwegians,  who  are  the 
leaders  on  the  sea.  say  that  our  new  law  Is 
satUfactory  we  may  take  the  hue  and  cry 
from  others  with  a  grain  of  salt  and  con- 
gratuUte  our  lawmakers  on  a  Job  well  done. 

Macntts  Bjobnoal. 
Wkkhawkxn.  N.  J..  January  11,  1953. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  as  part  of  my 
remarks  a  translation  from  a  Norwegian 
newspaper  dated  January  1,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  trans- 
lation was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

{Translated  from  Nordlsk  Tldende,  Brooklyn. 
N.  Y..  ot  January  1,  1953 1  , 

UoCabiam  Law  Did  Not  Stop  Nokwsgiak  Sba- 
MDi  m  ^gw  YoBK— Thx  Nrw  IimicaATioM 
Law   Po«ed   a   Few   Dklats   Wtth    Pust 

AXUVALS.  But  OTBXaWIS»TlIIKG8  A«E  RUH- 

wiKo    UatM    gtoK>Onn.T    Than,    Perhaps. 

■^'■CTED,  TprjttMrwaiAM  Consulate  Sah) 

Aft«r  ttitr^f0mdS  doam  stops  of  Nor- 

weglaa  mjIfKm  at  New  York  since  the  en- 

foroemciartC  tlM  sew  Immigration  law,  it  is 


the  opinion  of  Norwegian  circles  here  every- 
thing wlU  work  out  all  right.  That  U  more 
than  can  be  said  of  the  uneasiness  in  Kurope 
about  the  new  McCarran-Walter  law.  which 
became  effective  on  December  34  and  which, 
as  U  maintained,  has  been  carried  too  far. 

This  law.  which  mainly  applies  to  Immi- 
grants to  that  country,  includes  also  the 
relations  of  foreign  seamen  with  the  United 
SUtes  authorities,  and  It  U  that  part  of  the 
law  which  caused  last  month's  transatlantic 
controversies. 

The  checkup  on  seamen  alms  primarily  at 
refusing  shore  leave  In  American  ports  to 
members  of  or  sympathizers  with  Commu- 
nist Parties  or  organizations.  Then,  to  people 
with  specifically  described  diseases  or  prison 
sentences. 

The  Norwegian  consulate  reports  that  the 
first  few  days  after  the  enforcement  of  the 
law  they  were  busy  with  passport  renewals. 
One  of  the  conditions  for  shore  leave  is  a 
passport  valid  for  at  least  6  months. 

Heretofore  the  only  provision  that  kept 
Norwegian  sesmen  out  was  an  obsolete  pass- 
port, and  that  was  quickly  taken  care  of. 
either  by  the  captain  taking  the  passport  to 
the  consulate  or  by  someone  from  the  con- 
sulate going  aboard  the  vessel. 

"This  is  easier  than  people  may,  perhaps, 
have  thought,"  they  said   at   the  consulate. 

The  same  was  reported  by  Harry  Nllsson, 
secretary  of  the  State  Welfare  Council  for 
the  Merchant  Marine,  New  York  office. 
'•Everything  is  going  all  right;  there  is  no 
stopping  the  men.  There  Is  no  unplea.sant- 
ness,  and  I  do  not  see  that  the  law  has 
created  any  difficulty  for  us." 

The  processing  took  a  little  longer  in  the 
case  of  the  first  Nor-Jteglan  ship,  people  from 
the  Norwegian  S.'amens  Church  said,  who 
send  representatives  aboard  all  Norwegian 
vessels.  But  everything  worked  out  all  right 
Aboard  the  Black  Hawk  the  checkup  was  ef- 
fected in  6  groups:  aboard  the  Nortndo  in 
3;  but  aboard  the  Ferji/jord  It  was  "al- 
most like  in  the  old  days."  Not  only  was 
it  easy  to  arrange  for  shore  leave,  but  paying 
off  also  went  off  painlessly,  it  was  reported. 

According  to  reports,  an  American  Immi- 
gration inspector  is  alleged  to  have  said  that 
Scandinavian  seamen  will  be  treated  no 
different   than   before. 

It  has  been  the  experience  thus  far  that 
the  Norwegian  seamen  apparently  tend 
toward  the  same  opinion. 

Among  other  vessels  which  arrived  in  port 
within  the  first  few  days  after  the  law  became 
effective  were  the  Gimle,  the  Black  Tern 
and  the  Ma/alda. 


IMPORT  TAXES  ON  LEAD  AND  ZINC 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  a 
few  days  ago  I  called  attention  to  the 
deplorable  conditions  existing  in  the 
American  metal  mining  industry  caused 
largely  by  the  dumping  of  vast  amounts 
of  minerals  from  foreign  countries  on 
the  American  market.  The  curtailment 
of  production  here  has  resulted  in  some 
unemployment,  and  has  depressed  prices 
to  such  an  extent  that  many  of  the  high- 
operating-cost  mines  have  shut  down. 
The  implication  of  this  is  that  metal 
mining  and  its  related  industries  is  a 
vital  segment  of  our  national  defense, 
and  something  must  be  done  to  promote 
the  production  of  minerals  which  are  so 
material  to  our  program. 

On  February  11.  at  Denver.  Colo.,  the 
National  Lead  and  Zinc  Committee  met 
and  adopted  a  policy  reconunending  leg- 
islation for  a  sliding  scale  stabilization 
Import  tax  on  lead  and  zinc.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  report  of 
this  committee  be  inserted  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  at  this  point. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

as  follows: 

BUDiMO  ScAi^  Stabiuzation  Impokt  Tax  oh 
Lead  ano  Zuic 

The  National  Emergency  Committee  on 
Lead  and  Zinc  In  conference  at  Denver,  Colo., 
on  February  10  and  11,  1969,  has  concluded 
that,  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense  and 
security,  constructive  legislation  as  stated 
below  is  needed  without  delay  for  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  mining  Industry  engaged  In 
the  production  of  lead  and  Bine. 

1  Whenever  the  respective  market  prloae 
of  these  metals  are  below  the  prices  required 
to  perpetuate  the  domestic  mining  industry, 
a  sliding  scale  stabilization  Import  taz  on 
lead  and  zinc  must  be  provided. 

2.  The  base  prices  of  lead  and  Elnc  on 
which  the  tax  should  be  determined  should 
be  prices  that  will  yield  domestic  market 
prices  of  15 'i  cents  per  pound.  New  York, 
for  lead,  and  14*2  cents  per  pound.  East  St. 
Louis,  for  zinc. 

3  The.te  base  prices  should  be  adjtisted 
periodically  with  the  BLS  index  of  primary 
market  prices  for  all  commodities  other  than 
farm  and  food. 

4.  No  tax  should  be  assessed  when  the 
United  States  domestic  market  price  Is  equal 
to  or  greater  than  the  adjusted  base  price. 

5  In  the  c.-ise  of  zinc  metal  and  refined 
lead,  the  Import  tax  should  be  at  the  rate 
of  1  cent  per  pound  for  each  1  cent  the  mar- 
ket price  is  below  the  adjusted  base  price. 

6  The  same  procedure  should  apply  for 
zinc  and  lead  in  ores  and  concentrates,  ex- 
cept that  the  Import  tax  should  be  seven- 
teiuhs  cent  per  pound  for  lead  content  and 
six-tenths  cent  for  zinc  content. 

7  The  legislation  should  be  made  effec- 
tive for  not  less  than  the  life  of  the  De- 
fense Act.  or  any  extension  thereof. 

The  committee  urges  the  support  of  this 
prosiram  by  all  segments  of  the  zinc  and  lead 
m.nlng  Industry  and  all  people  who  believe 
that  the  domestic  mining  Industry  is  worth 
saving  In   the  Interest  of  national  security. 
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DOMESTIC  ASPECTS  OP  WORLD  MA- 
TERIALS PROBLEMS— ADDRESS 
BY  OTTO  HERRES 

Mr  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Colorado 
Mining  Association,  at  Denver,  Colo. 
on  February  14,  1953,  an  address  was  de- 
livered by  Otto  Herres,  vice  president  of 
the  Combined  Metals  Reduction  Co..  on 
the  subject  Domestic  Aspects  of  World 
Materials  Problems.  This  address  deals 
with  many  of  the  difficult  problems 
facing  the  mining  industry  at  this  time. 
and  proposes  some  legislative  relief.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  address 
be  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Domestic  Aspects  or  Woblo  MATsaiALa 

PBOBt.EMS 
A   NEW  APPBOACH 

It  is  good  to  learn  from  the  President*! 
message  that  the  new  administration  prom- 
ises to  approach  all  foreign  decUlons  from 
the  viewpoint  of  this  Nation's  own  enlight- 
ened self-interest.  And  it  seems  that  now 
we  have  not  only  a  President  who  thinks  our 
national  Interests  deserve  consideration,  but 
also  a  Secretary  of  State  who  holds  the  belief 
that  our  foreign  policies  should  be  known, 
understandable,  and  right  in  the  minds  of 
the  people.  A  majority  of  the  voters  made 
It  clear  last  November  that  officlaU  who  op- 
erate without  regard  for  the  understanding 
and  confidence  of  the  people  end  up  by  losing 
the  peoples  support. 


The  attitude  of  Washington  since  the  be- 
girmlng  of  World  War  n  has  been  to  achieve 
a  brave  new  world  regardless  of  the  cost  to 
the  United  States.  The  fact  that  many 
questioned  whether  that  most  desirable  ob- 
jective was  within  the  realm  of  practical 
accomplishment  made  no  difference  to  the 
all -wise  experts  of  Washington.  There  were 
secret  commitments. 

But  unfortunately  bright  aspirations  often 
come  to  confusion.  Other  nations  in  this 
best  of  all  possible  worlds  apparently  lack 
the  loftiness  of  purpose  that  would  lead 
them  to  a  sacrifice  of  their  interests  for  the 
general  welfare.  They  have  shown  no  more 
Inclination  to  participate  in  remaking  the 
world  at  a  loss  to  themselves,  if  they  possi- 
bly can  avoid  It.  than  at  any  other  time  In 
yesterday's  7,000  years. 

In  consequence  of  the  attitude  of  our 
former  policymakers  to  have  us  follow 
strange  paths,  the  new  administration  finds 
affairs  in  Washington  and  that  brave  new 
world  of  tomorrow  In  a  sorry  mess  and  our 
best  Interests  gravely  threatened. 

the  pbice  to  pat 

The  per  capita  debt  when  Mr.  Roosevelt 
was  elected  was  $163  and  now  it  Is  tl.eo? — 
up  10  times  The  total  debt  then  was  $21  bil- 
lion but  when  the  Fair  Deal  left  office  recently 
the  debt  had  risen  to  $263,700,000,000.  That  Is 
the  price  generations  yet  unborn  will  have 
to  pay  for  the  accomplishments  for  better 
or  for  worse  of  the  last  30  years.  It  would 
appear  that  the  time  has  come  to  give  se- 
rious thought  to  the  Nation's  own  enlight- 
ened self-interest. 

The  mineral  policies  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment over  the  past  20  years  have  been  re- 
sponsible for  metal  shortages  during  two 
wars  of  this  period  and  price  instability  that 
has  been  harmful  to  producer  and  consumer 
alike.  No  effective  protection  is  available  to 
the  domestic  mining  industry  against  the 
dumping  of  metals  on  our  markets  from  low- 
wage  countries  that  have  devalued  their  cur- 
rencies. And  no  safeguard  of  consequence 
has  been  available  to  the  consumer  against 
shortages  In  times  of  heavy  demand,  or  ex- 
cessive prices  on  foreign  metals  during  pe- 
riods of  shortage. 

Unfortunately  the  same  difficulties  of 
shortages  and  abnormally  high  foreign  prices 
on  the  basic  metals,  and  the  same  hardships 
from  restrictions  on  consumer  use  are  likely 
to  be  suffered  again  when  the  next  great 
crisis  arises,  unless  the  mines  of  this  coun- 
try are  permitted  to  operate  and  develop  the 
ore  reserves  needed  for  future  production  of 
metal  essential  for  national  defense. 


PBICX   XMSTAEnJTT 

When  a  shortage  exlsU  In  the  United 
States  and  foreign  materials  are  needed 
prices  are  high.  A  foreign  price  of  86  Vi  cents 
a  pound  for  copper  to  our  consuming  indiis- 
trles  against  oiir  domestic  price  of  24  Vi 
cenu  a  pound  has  prevailed  during  the  pe- 
riod of  emergency  demand  for  rearmament 
and  the  Korean  war.  But  what  Is  the  case 
of  lead  and  zinc?  The  price  of  zinc  has 
dropped  from  19  ^  cents  a  pound  to  11>4 
cenu  dtu-ing  recent  months  and  lead  from 
18  cenu  a  pound  to  13 '^  cenU  because  of 
competition  from  heavy  Imports.  In  con- 
sequence many  mines  In  this  high-wage 
country  have  been  forced  to  suspend  opera- 
tions and  others  have  curtailed,  or  are  bare- 
ly holding  on,  thus  proving  that  as  to  miners 
hope   triumphs  over  experience. 

The  severe  drop  In  metal  prices  during 
1952  can  be  attributed  directly  to  the  free- 
trade  policies  of  the  Truman  administration 
and  the  State  Department  program  for  fi- 
nancing Increased  foreign  production  ot  met- 
als In  preference  to  protecting  domestic  pro- 
duction essential  to  national  security.  This 
program  has  contributed  substantially  to  the 
expansion  of  the  mineral  production  In  South 
An-«rlca,  Africa,  and  other  faraway  placet 
which  now  la  depressing  our  Industry. 


THE  CASE  or  znrc 

Consider  the  case  of  zinc,  which  Is  more 
or  leas  typlcaL  In  1951,  a  shortage  prevailed 
In  this  country  and  a  Oovernment  celling 
price  lower  than  world  prices  was  In  effect. 
ImporU,  including  zinc  In  ore.  were  391,021 
tons.  But  in  1952  when  supplies  became 
ample  for  our  needs,  approximately  640.000 
tons  of  foreign  zinc  were  dumped  on  our 
markeU  from  the  countries  of  low  wages  and 
devalued  currencies  to  cause  the  closing  of 
many  of  otir  properties  and  Idle  the  workers. 

And  in  1951  our  consumers  needed  lead, 
but  foreign  production  went  elsewhere  and 
Imports  fell  off  to  248.867  tons,  but  in  1952 
when  supplies  here  were  plentiful  some  550,- 
000  tons  of  foreign  lead  flooded  our  markeU. 

This  is  no  departure  from  our  past  ex- 
periences In  world  trade.  When  a  shortage 
exists  In  the  United  States  and  foreign  ma- 
terials are  needed  world  prices  are  high. 
But  when  production  Is  expanding  and  a 
surplus  is  available,  foreign  materials  from 
low-wage  countries  are  dumped  on  our  mar- 
keU to  cause  distress  to  our  Industries  and 
imemplojrment  for  our  workers. 

PBEDICTIOHS 

It  has  been  the  practice  In  Washington 
since  World  War  II  to  deal  with  predictions 
and  forecasu  of  problems  that  are  antici- 
pated in  future  years  in  order  to  gain  sup- 
port for  a  present  fraUcy.  During  the  de- 
pression years  of  the  thirties  Washington 
said  that  production  had  outrun  purchas- 
ing power  and  no  further  expansion  of  In- 
dustry could  be  expected  to  create  employ- 
ment. Government  economlsu  in  1945  pre- 
dicted 8.000,000  unemployed  in  the  change- 
over from  war  to  peace.  Washington  offi- 
cials not  many  months  ago  were  saying  the 
shortage  of  basic  metals,  copper,  lead  and 
zinc.  Is  not  going  to  be  overcome  right  away. 
The  officials  are  like  the  old  miner  "who 
learned  to  read  figuring,  but  could  not  read 
writing.  He  said  he  could  tell  from  the 
road  signs  how  far,  but  not  where  to. 

Now  we  have  the  President's  Materials  Pol- 
Icy  Commission  telling  us  in  the  Paley  Re- 
port that  they  foresee  developing  shortages 
and  rising  cosU  which  will  endanger  the 
Nation's  security  and  living  standards.  It 
Is  the  belief  of  the  Commission  that  the 
United  States  must  reject  self-sufficiency  as 
a  policy  and  Instead  go  for  the  lowest  cost 
acquisition  of  materials  wherever  secure 
supplies  may  be  found.  In  other  words,  now 
that  we  have  become  the  high-wage  country 
of  the  world  we  must  have  metals  and  min- 
erals and  raw  materials  at  lower  cost  than 
the  workers  on  our  farms  and  in  our  mines, 
fields,  and  foresU  can  produce  them  at  home. 

Tlie  Commission  reached  the  conclusion 
that  our  materials  problems  are  only  do- 
mestic aspecU  of  world  problems.  Obviously 
then  we  must  undertake  to  solve  the  prob- 
lems of  the  world  In  order  to  be  assured  of 
adequate  supplies  of  raw  materials. 

TBAIW,   NOT  Am 

This  lends  support  to  the  cause  that  car- 
ries the  slogan  "Trade,  Not  Aid"  and  brings 
propaganda  for  free  trade  in  high-sounding 
words  to  the  uninformed.  By  placing  the 
United  States  in  a  have-not  class  the  policy 
of  drastic  tariff  reductions  on  raw  materials 
gains  support  among  the  large  number  of 
cltlaens  whose  thinking  la  done  for  them 
by  their  favorite  columnlsU  and  radio  com- 
mentators. Political  and  academic  thinkers 
would  have  the  American  people  believe  we 
are  a  have-not  Nation,  but  strangely  enough 
seem  to  feel  that  we  stlU  have  billions  in 
wealth  to  distribute  to  the  far  corners  of  the 
globe. 

Mr.  TVuman  assigned  to  his  National  Secu- 
rity Resources  Board  the  task  of  reviewing 
the  rccommendatlona  of  his  Materials  Policy 
Commission.  The  Resources  Board  agrees 
with  the  Paley  Cbmmlsslon  that  the  United 
States  should  promote  the  production  of 
materials  abroad  and  help  fulfill  the  aspi- 
xmtloiM  toward  general   ecoiMMak:  develop- 


ment of  the  eountries  which  poesees  rl<^ 
resources.  The  Board  supporte  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Paley  Commission  that  we 
should  reject  self-sufficiency,  work  toward 
the  elimination  of  Import  duties  and  pro- 
mote the  development  of  the  free  world's 
resources  In  the  Interest  of  general  economic 
welfare.  In  most  Instances,  however,  the 
general  welfare  seems  to  be  held  In  high 
regard  only  by  those  who  expect  to  gain 
something  from  It,  or  from  holding  It  In 
high  regard. 

•  •  •  •  • 

FIEST  IN  METALS 

The  United  States  ranks  first  In  the 
world  in  the  production  of  the  ores  of  the 
industrial  metals  iron,  coppier,  lead,  and 
zinc.  It  leads  In  production  of  the  light 
metals  aluminum,  magnesium,  and  the 
newer  titanium.  Reject  our  self-sufficiency 
in  these  metals  and  Detroit  and  the  Nation 
will  find  that  the  ultimate  price  of  low-cost 
foreign  supplies  comes  high.  The  reccatl  of 
our  experiences  at  various  times  on  copper, 
tin,  rubber.  Industrial  diamonds,  and  on  lead 
and  zinc  during  the  scare-buying  period  of 
1951,  and  coffee  at  10  times  the  prewar  whole- 
sale price  of  1940,  to  mention  a  few  instances, 
should  furnish  proof  that  our  Nation's  own 
enlightened  self-interest  needs  serious  con- 
sideration. 

Destroy  or  weaken  our  producers  of  raw 
materials,  the  miners,  farmers,  and  growers 
of  livestock  by  Importing  the  lowest  cost 
supplies  from  the  low-wage  areas  of  the 
world  and  where  then  will  the  free  traders 
sell  their  wares?  Something  might  be 
learned  from  the  present  difficulties  of  those 
countries  which  are  not  favored  with  the 
great  natural  resources  our  country  pos- 
sesses to  support  iU  vast  industries.  Our 
great  wealth  derived  from  the  mines  and  the 
soil  provides  the  Nation's  manufacturers 
with  the  richest  and  most  profitable  market 
on  earth  for  what  they  have  to  sell. 

•  •  •  •  • 

•  SAVING  THE   MINING  INDUSTET 

Any  program  to  strengthen  our  Industries 
and  place  our  economy  on  a  sound  basis 
must  find  leadership  and  good  example  In 
the  Government.  Even  the  most  extreme 
exponente  of  free  trade  do  not  direct  their 
argtimenu  against  tariffs  to  keep  alive  the 
industries  needed  for  war.  If  the  mining 
industry  Is  worth  saving  from  destruction  by 
importe  of  low-wage  foreign  metal,  protec- 
tion must  be  afforded  American  producers. 

It  Is  believed  that  Congress  will  adopt  con- 
structive legislation  to  preserve  the  domestic 
mining  Industry,  provided  the  entire  Indus- 
try will  unite  on  a  sound  program. 

In  view  ot  international  poUtlcal  uncer- 
tainties and  the  conclusion  of  the  Paley 
Commission  that  we  are  threatened  with 
shortages  of  the  basic  metals,  national  secu- 
rity requires  a  healthy  domestic  mining  In- 
dustry with  ample  productive  capacity  and 
experienced  working  forces.  Our  great  pro- 
tection is  Industrial  strength.  And  '  this 
means  we  must  maintain  adequate  capacity 
for  the  productl(»  of  strategic  and  critical 
metals  and  minerals  within  the  United 
States. 

The  continued  operation  of  prospectors 
and  small  mining  concerns  is  important  be- 
cause these  smaUer  operations  provide  a  pool 
of  specialized  knowledge  and  trained  man- 
power available  for  the  expansion  of  mineral 
production  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 
And  their  activities  also  are  a  source  of  new 
mine  discoveries  of  consequence. 

A  national  policy  of  stockpiling  strategic 
and  critical  materials  on  a  permanent  basis 
and  the  provision  of  adequate  funds  for  or- 
derly purchases  for  defense  and  emergency 
needs  would  tend  to  stabilize  the  market  and 
protect  consumers  against  such  losses  as  were 
suffered  by  the  metal-fabricating  industries 
from  the  shortages  and  Government  ration- 
ing of  supplies  during  recent  years.  Nor 
would  consumers  be  at  the  mercy  of  high 
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foreign  prlcea  In  times  of  chortagM  m  has 
been  the  case  with  Imported  copper  aelUng 
at  la  cents  a  pound  higher  than  metal  from 
our  own  mines. 


Common  sense  and  good  Judgment  tell  us 
to  keep  our  productive  capacity  strong  and 
encourage  the  development  of  oxir  mineral 
resources.  Reject  self-sufficiency  as  a  policy 
and  we  reject  the  Idea  of  freedom,  for  self- 
sufficiency  and  Independence  go  band  In 
hand. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Without  enlightened  self -Interest  we  can- 
not maintain  our  strength  and  Independ- 
ence. And  It  la  In  the  strength  of  this  Na- 
tion that  hope  la  to  be  found  for  the  rest  of 
the  world. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  TAJFT.  I  move  that  the  Scxiate 
adjourn  until  Monday.  February  23. 
1953.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
4  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Monday.  February 
23.  1953.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMZNA-nONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  20.  1953: 
UmTKD  Nations 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Seventh  Session  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations: 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  of  MaasachuBetts. 

Ernest  A.  Oroes.  of  New  York. 

James  J.  Wadsworth,  of  New  York. 

The  following -named  person  to  be  alter- 
nate wpresentatlve  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  second  part  of  the  Seventh 
Session  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations: 

William  Sanders,  of  Virginia. 

DKPAaTMzifT  or  TH«  An  Poacx 
James   H.   Douglas.   Jr.,   of   Illinois,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

PCOEIAL  Civn.  DCTKirSZ  AOlCINISTSATIOIf 

Val  Peterson,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administrator. 


CONFIRMATION 

Executive  nomination  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  20,  1953: 

iNTXaNATION^    MONTTAXT    PUND    AKD    InTEK- 

NATiONAL  Bank  roa  RECONS-raucnoN  and 
Development 

George  M.  Humphrey,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United 
States  Governor  of  the  International  Mone- 
tary Fund  and  United  States  Governor  of  the 
International  Bank  for  Reconstruction  and 
Development. 

■■  ^Ifc       M 


SENATE 

MoND.w,  February  23, 1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  fathers'  God.  we  come  this  day 
conscious  of  a  cloud  of  witnesses  gazing 
at  us  and  speaUw^Lto  us  out  of  the 
heroic  past.  Ti^l^ptr  we  thank  Thee 
fo^ite  shinlncN^viGes,  the  moral  wis- 
dovjBid  the  elevat«tf  patriotism  of  Thy 
senpAT^^  first  Prartdent  of  the  Repub- 
lic IMf'VBll  stands  among  us  in  lofty 


reserve.  In  this  city,  which  is  baptized 
in  his  revered  name,  where  the  monu- 
mental shaft  lifts  its  glistening  white- 
ness to  the  bending  sky,  telling  to  the 
generations  the  supremacy  of  unsullied 
character,  we  bow  in  this  hallowed  tem- 
ple of  the  freedom  he  wrought  to  achieve, 
to  give  Thee  thanks  for  the  life  and 
service  of  that  one  whom  we  reverently 
call  the  Father  of  his  Country. 

Like  him  whom  we  this  day  praise 
and  honor,  may  we  be  unswayed  by 
passion  or  prejudice.  By  patience  and 
faith  may  we,  like  him,  rise  above  the 
difBculties,  discouragements,  and  dan- 
gers which  confront  us,  as  in  this  day  of 
desperate  struggle  his  unsheathed  sword 
Inspires  the  fighting  men  of  America 
wherever  liberty  Is  challenged  by  tyran- 
ny. So,  as  the  ages  roll,  may  a  grateful 
Nation  cherish  the  luster  of  his  virtues 
and  the  greatness  of  his  service.  We  ask 
It  in  the  name  of  the  Master  whom  he 
adored.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowi.ani>.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday. 
February  20,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


READING    OF   WASHINGTON'S 
FAREWELL  ADDRESS 

TTiC  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  resolution  of  the  Senate 
adopted  on  January  24,  1901,  ordering 
the  reading  on  the  22d  day  of  February 
of  each  year  of  the  Farewell  Address  of 
George  Washington,  the  Chair  having 
heretofore  designated  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]  to  read  the  ad- 
dress, the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  now 
recognized  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  COOPER  advanced  to  the  desk 
and  read  the  Farewell  Address,  as 
follows: 

To  the  people  of  the  United  States: 

Friends  and  Fellow  Citizens:  The 
period  for  a  new  election  of  a  citizen  to 
administer  the  executive  government  of 
the  United  States  being  not  far  distant, 
and  the  time  actually  arrived  when  your 
thoughts  must  be  employed  in  desig- 
nating the  person  who  is  to  be  clothed 
with  that  important  trust,  it  appears  to 
me  proper,  especially  as  it  may  conduce 
to  a  more  distinct  expression  of  the 
public  voice,  that  I  should  now  apprise 
you  of  the  resolution  I  have  formed,  to 
decline  being  considered  among  the 
number  of  those,  out  of  whom  a  choice 
Is  to  be  made. 

I  beg  you,  at  the  same  time,  to  do  me 
the  justice  to  be  assured,  that  this  reso- 
lution has  not  been  taken,  without  a 
strict  regard  to  all  the  considerations 
appertaining  to  the  relation  which  binds 
a  dutiful  citizen  to  his  country;  and  that. 
In  withdrawing  the  tender  of  service 
which  silence  in  my  situation  might 
imply,  I  am  influenced  by  no  diminution 
of  zeal  for  your  future  interest ;  no  defl- 
clency  of  grateful  respect  for  your  past 
kindness:  but  am  supported  by  a  full 
conviction  that  the  step  is  compatible 
with  both. 

The  acceptance  of,  and  continuance 
hitherto  in  the  office  to  which  your  suf- 
frages have  twice  called  me,  have  been 


a  uniform  sacrifice  of  inclination  to  the 
opinion  of  duty,  and  to  a  deference  for 
what  appeared  to  be  your  desire.  I  con- 
stantly hoped  that  it  would  have  been 
much  earlier  in  my  power,  consistently 
with  motives  which  I  was  not  at  liberty 
to  disregard,  to  return  to  that  retirement 
from  which  I  had  been  reluctantly 
drawn.  The  strength  of  my  inclination 
to  do  this,  previous  to  the  last  election, 
had  even  led  to  the  preparation  of  an 
address  to  declare  it  to  you:  but  mature 
reflection  on  the  then  perplexed  and 
critical  posture  of  our  affairs  with  for- 
eign nations,  and  the  unanimous  advice 
of  persons  entitled  to  my  confidence, 
impelled  me  to  abandon  the  idea. 

I  rejoice  that  the  state  of  your  con- 
cerns, external  as  well  as  internal,  no 
longer  renders  the  pursuit  of  inclination 
incompatible  with  the  sentiment  of  duty 
or  propriety:  and  am  persuaded,  what- 
ever partiality  may  be  retained  for  my 
services,   that    in    the   present   circum- 
stances  of   our   country,    you   will   not 
disapprove  my  determination  to  retire. 
The   impressions   with   which   I   flrsi 
undertook  the  arduous  trust,  were  ex- 
plained on  the  proper  occasion.     In  the 
discharge  of  this  trvist,  I  will  only  say 
that  I  have,  with  good  Intentions,  con- 
tributed towards  the  organization  and 
administration  of  the  government,  the 
best  exertions  of  which  a  very  fallible 
judgment  was  capable.     Not  unconscious 
in  the  outset,  of  the  Inferiority  of  my 
qualifications,    exjierleme.    In    my    own 
eyes,  perhaps  still  more  in  the  eye*  of 
others,  has  strengthened  the  motives  to 
diffidence  of  myself;  and,  every  day,  the 
increasing  weight  of  years  admonishes 
me  more  and  more,  that  the  shade  of 
retirement  is  as  necessary  to  me  as  it 
will  be  welcome.     Satisfied  that  if  any 
circumstances  have  given  peculiar  value 
to  my  services  they  were  temporary,  I 
have   the   consolation    to    believe   that. 
while  choice  and  prudence  invite  me  to 
quit  the  political  scene,  patriotism  does 
not  forbid  it. 

In   looking   forward    to   the   moment 
which  is  to  terminate  the  career  of  my 
pohtical  life,  my  feelings  do  not  permit 
me  to  suspend  the  deep  acknowledgment 
of  that  debt  of  gratitude  which  I  owe  to 
my  beloved  country,  for  the  many  honors 
it  has  conferred  upon  me;  still  more  for 
the  steadfast  confidence  with  which  It 
has  supported  me;  and  for  the  oppor- 
tunities I  have  thence  enjoyed  of  mani- 
festing   my    inviolable    attachment,    by 
services  faithful  and  persevering,  though 
in    usefulness   unequal   to   my   zeal.     If 
benefits  have   resulted   to  our  country 
from  those  services,  let  it  always  be  re- 
membered to  your  praise,  and  as  an  In- 
structive example  in  our  annals,   that 
under  circum.stances  in  which  the  pas- 
sions, agitated  in  every  direction,  were 
liable    to   mislead    amidst   appearances 
sometimes  dubious,  vicissitudes  of  for- 
tune  often   discouraging — in  situations 
in  which  not  unfrequently,  want  of  suc- 
cess   has    countenanced    the    spirit    of 
criticism, — the  constancy  of  your  support 
was  the  essential  prop  of  the  efforts,  and 
a  guarantee  of  the  plans,  by  which  they 
were    effected.     Profoundly    penetrated 
with  this  idea.  I  shall  carry  it  with  me 
to  my  grave,  as  a  strong  incitement  to 
unceasing  vows  that  heaven  may  con- 
tinue to  you  the  choicest  tokens  of  Its 
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beneficence — that  your  union  and  broth- 
erly affection  may  be  perpetual— that 
the  free  constitution,  which  Is  the  work 
of  your  hands,  may  be  sacredly  main- 
tained— that  Its  administration  in  every 
department  may  be  stamped  with  wisdom 
and  virtue— that,  in  fine,  the  happiness 
of  the  people  of  these  states,  under  the 
auspices  of  liberty,  may  be  made  com- 
plete by  so  careful  a  preservation,  and 
so  prudent  a  use  of  this  blessing,  as  will 
acquire  to  them  the  glory  of  recommend- 
ing it  to  the  applause,  the  affection  and 
adoption  of  every  nation  which  is  yet  a 
stranger  to  It. 

Here,  perhaps.  I  ought  to  stop.  But  a 
solicitude  for  your  welfare,  which  cannot 
end  but  with  my  life,  and  the  apprehen- 
sion of  danger,  natural  to  that  solicitude, 
urge  me.  on  an  occasion  like  the  present, 
to  offer  to  your  solemn  contemplation, 
and  to  recommend  to  your  frequent  re- 
view, some  sentiments  which  are  the  re- 
sult of  much  refiectlon.  of  no  inconsider- 
able observation,  and  which  appear  to  me 
all  Important  to  the  permanency  of  your 
felicity  as  a  people.  These  will  be  offered 
to  you  with  the  more  freedom,  as  you 
can  only  see  In  them  the  disinterested 
warnings  of  a  parting  friend,  who  can 
possibly  have  no  personal  motive  to  bias 
his  counsel.  Nor  can  I  forget,  as  an  en- 
couragement to  it,  your  indulgent  recep- 
tion of  my  sentiments  on  a  former  and 
not  dissimilar  occasion. 

Interwoven  as  Is  the  love  of  liberty  with 
every  ligament  of  your  hearts,  no  recom- 
mendation of  mine  is  necessary  to  fortify 
or  confirm  the  attachment. 

The  unity  of  government  which  consti- 
tutes you  one  i)eople,  is  also  now  dear  to 
you.  It  Is  justly  so;  for  it  Is  a  main 
pillar  in  the  edifice  of  your  real  inde- 
pendence; the  support  of  your  tranquil- 
ity at  home;  your  peace  abroad;  of  your 
safety;  of  youi-  prosperity;  of  that  very 
liberty  which  you  so  highly  prize.  But 
as  it  Is  easy  to  foresee  that,  from  differ- 
ent causes  and  from  different  quarters 
much  pains  wi.l  be  taken,  many  artifices 
employed,  to  v/eaken  in  your  minds  the 
conviction  of  this  truth,  as  this  is  the 
point  in  your  political  fortress  against 
which  the  bat:erles  of  Internal  and  ex- 
ternal enemiej;  will  be  most  constantly 
and  actively  (though  often  covertly  and 
insidiously)  directed;  it  is  of  infinite 
moment,  that  you  should  properly  esti- 
mate the  immense  value  of  your  national 
union  to  your  collective  and  individual 
happiness;  that  you  should  cherish  a 
cordial,  habitual,  and  immovable  attach- 
ment to  It;  accustoming  yourselves  to 
think  and  speak  of  it  as  the  palladium 
of  your  political  safety  and  prosperity; 
watching  for  it*  preservation  with  jeal- 
ous anxiety;  discountenancing  whatever 
may  suggest  even  a  suspicion  that  it  can, 
in  any  event,  be  abandoned;  and  indig- 
nantly frowning  upon  the  first  dawning 
of  every  attempt  to  alienate  any  person 
of  our  country  from  the  rest,  or  to 
enfeeble  the  sacred  ties  which  now  link 
together  the  various  parts. 

For  this  you  have  every  Inducement 
of  sympathy  and  interest.  Citizens  by 
birth,  or  choice,  of  a  common  country, 
that  country  has  a  right  to  concentrate 
your  affections.  The  name  of  American, 
which  belongs  to  you  in  your  national 
capacity,  must  always  exalt  the  just  pride 
of  patriotism,  more  than  any  appellation 


derived  from  local  discriminations. 
With  slight  shades  of  difference,  you  have 
the  same  religion,  manners,  habits,  and 
political  principles.  You  have,  in  a  com- 
mon cause,  fought  and  triumphed  to- 
gether; the  Independence  and  liberty  you 
possess,  are  the  work  of  joint  counsels, 
and  joint  efforts  of  common  dangers, 
suffering  and  successes. 

But  these  considerations,  however  pow- 
erfully they  addressed  themselves  to  your 
sensibility,  are  greatly  outweighed  by 
those  which  apply  more  Immediately  to 
your  interest.— Here,  every  portion  of  our 
country  finds  the  most  commanding  mo- 
tives for  carefully  guarding  and  preserv- 
ing the  union  of  the  whole. 

The  north,  in  an  unrestrained  Inter- 
course with  the  south,  protected  by  the 
equal  laws  of  a   common  government, 
finds  in  the  productions  of  the  latter, 
great  additional  resources  of  maritime 
and  commercial  enterprise,  and  precious 
materials  of  manufacturing  industry. — 
The  south  in  the  same  intercourse,  bene- 
flting  by  the  same  agency  of  the  norf?i, 
sees  Its  agriculture  grow  and  Its  com- 
merce expand.     Turning  partly  into  its 
own  channels  the  seamen  of  the  north. 
it  finds  its  particular  navigation  invigor- 
ated; and  while  it  contributes.  In  differ- 
ent ways,  to  nourish  and  increase  the 
general  mass  of  the  national  navigation. 
It  looks  forward  to  the  protection  of  a 
maritime  strength,  to  which  itself  is  un- 
equally adapted.     The  east,  in  a  like  in- 
tercourse with  the  west,  already  finds, 
and  In  the  progressive  improvement  of 
Interior  communications   by  land   and 
water,  will  more  and  more  find  a  valuable 
vent  for  the  commodities  which  it  brings 
from  abroad,  or  manufactures  at  home. 
The  west  derives  from  the  east  supplies 
requisite  to  its  growth  and  comfort — and 
what  is  perhaps  of  still  greater  conse- 
quence, it  must  of  necessity  owe  the  se- 
cure enjoyment  of  indispensable  outlets 
tor  its  own  productions,  to  the  weight. 
Influence,    and    the    future    maritime 
strength    of    the   Atlantic    side   of   the 
Union,  directed  by  an  indissoluble  com- 
munity of  interest  as  one  nation.     Any 
other  tenure  by  which  the  west  can  hold 
this   essential   advantage,   whether   de- 
rived from  its  own  separate  strength;  or 
from  an  apostate  and  unnatural  con- 
nection with  any  foreign  power,  must  be 
Intrinsically  precarious. 

While  then  every  part  of  our  country 
thus  feels  an  immediate  and  particular 
interest  in  union,  all  the  parts  com- 
bined cannot  fail  to  find  In  the  united 
mass  of  means  and  efforts,  greater 
strength,  greater  resource,  proportion- 
ably  greater  security  from  external  dan- 
ger, a  less  frequent  Interruption  of  their 
peace  by  foreign  nations;  and  what  is 
of  Inestimable  value,  they  must  derive 
from  union,  an  exemption  from  those 
broils  and  wars  between  themselves, 
which  so  frequently  afflict  neighboring 
countries  not  tied  together  by  the  same 
government;  which  their  own  rlvalship 
alone  would  be  sufficient  to  produce,  but 
which  oi^joslte  foreign  alliances,  attach- 
ments, and  Intrigues,  would  stimulate 
and  embitter.  Hence  likewise,  they  will 
avoid  the  necessity  of  those  overgrown 
military  establishments,  which  under  any 
form  of  government  are  Inauspicious  to 
liberty,  and  which  are  to  be  regarded  as 
particularly  hostile  to  republican  liberty. 


In  this  sense  It  is,  that  your  union  ought 
to  be  considered  as  a  main  prop  of  your 
liberty,  and  that  the  love  of  the  one 
ought  to  endear  to  you  the  preservation 
of  the  other. 

These  considerations  speak  a  persua- 
sive language  to  every  reflecting    and 
virtuous  mind  and  exhibit  the  continu- 
ance of  the  union  as  a  primary  object 
of  patriotic   desire.     Is   there   a  doubt 
whether  a  common  government  can  em- 
brace so  large  a  sphere?  let  experience 
solve  It.    To  listen  to  mere  speculation  In 
such  a  case  were  criminal.    We  are  au- 
thorized to  hope  that  a  proper  organiza- 
tion of  the  whole,  with  the  auxiliary 
agency  of  governments  for  the  respec- 
tive subdivisions,  will    afford    a    happy 
issue  to  the  experiment.    It  is  well  worth 
a  fair  and  full  experiment.     With  such 
powerful  and  obvious  motives  to  union, 
affecting  all  parts  of  our  country,  while 
experience  shall  not  have  demonstrated 
its  impracticability,  there  will  always  be 
reason  to  distrust  the  patriotism  of  those 
who,  in  any  quarter,  may  endeavor  to 
weaken  its  hands. 

In  contemplating  the  causes  which 
may  disturb  our  Union,  it  occurs  as  mat- 
ter of  serious  concern,  that  any  ground 
should  have  been  furnished  for  char- 
acterizing parties  by  geographiccU  dis- 
criminations,— northern  andmouthern 

Atlantic  and  western;  whence  designing 
men  may  endeavor  to  excite  a  belief  that 
there  is  a  real  difference  of  local  inter- 
ests and  views.     One  of  the  expedients 
of  party  to  acquire  influence  within  par- 
ticular districts,  is  to  misrepresent  the 
opinions   and   aims   of   other   districts. 
You  cannot  shield  yourselves  too  much 
against  the  jealousies  and  heart  burn- 
ings which  spring  from  these  misrepre- 
sentations; they  tend  to  render  alien  to 
each  other  those  who  ought  to  be  bound 
together  by  fraternal  affection.    The  in- 
habitants of  our  western  country  have 
lately  had  a  useful  lesson  on  this  head; 
they  have  seen,  in  the  negotiation  by 
the   executive,   and   in   the   unanimous 
ratification  by  the  senate  of  the  treaty 
with  Sp^n,  and  in  the  universal  sat- 
isfaction at  the  event  throughout  the 
United    States,    a    decisive    proof    how 
unfounded   were   the   suspicions    prop- 
agated among  them  of  a  policy  in  the 
general  govenunent  and  in  the  Atlantic 
states,  imfriendly  to  their  interests  in 
regard  to   the  Mississippi.    They  have 
been  witnesses  to  the  formation  of  two 
treaties,  that  with  Great  Britain  and 
that  with  Spain,  which  secure  to  them 
everything  they  could  desire,  in  respect 
to  our  foreign  relations,  towards  con- 
firming their  prosperity.    Will  it  not  be 
their  wisdom  to  rely  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  these  advantages  on  the  union 
by  which  they  were  procured?  will  they 
not  henceforth   be  deaf   to   those  ad- 
visers, if  such  they  are.  who  would  sever 
them  from  their  brethren  and  connect 
them  with  aliens? 

To  the  efficacy  and  permanency  of 
your  Union,  a  government  for  the  whole 
Is  Indispensable.  No  alliances,  however 
strict,  between  the  parts  can  be  an  Ade- 
quate substitute ;  they  must  inevitably 
experience  the  infractions  and  interrup- 
tions which  all  alliances.  In  all  times, 
have  experienced.  Sensible  of  this  mo- 
mentous truth,  you  have  improved  upon 
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your  first  essay,  by  the  adoption  of  a  con- 
stitution of  government,  better  calcu- 
lated than  your  former,  for  an  intimate 
union,  and  for  the  Efficacious  manage- 
ment of  your  common  concerns.  Thla 
government,  the  offspring  of  our  own 
choice,  iminfluenced  and  unawed. 
adopted  upon  full  investigation  and  ma- 
ture deliberation,  completely  free  in  its 
principles,  in  the  distribution  of  its  pow- 
ers, uniting  security  with  energy,  and 
maintaining  within  itself  a  provision  for 
its  own  amendment,  has  a  just  claim  to 
your  confidence  and  your  support.  Re- 
spect for  its  authority,  compliance  with 
its  laws;  acquiescence  in  its  measures, 
are  duties  enjoined  by  the  fimdamental 
maxims  of  true  liberty.  The  basis  of  our 
political  systems  is  the  right  of  the 
people  to  make  and  to  alter  their  consti- 
tutions of  government. — But  the  consti- 
tution which  at  any  time  exists,  tintil 
changed  by  an  explicit  and  authentic  act 
of  the  whole  people,  is  sacredly  obliga- 
tory upon  all.  The  very  idea  of  the 
power,  and  the  right  of  the  people  to 
establish  government,  presuppose  the 
duty  of  every  individual  to  obey  the 
established  government. 

All  obstructions  to  the  execution  of  the 
laws,  all  combinations  and  associations 
under  whatever  plaiisible  character,  with 
the  real  design  to  direct,  control,  coun- 
teract, or  awe  the  regxilar  deliberations 
and  action  of  the  constituted  authorities, 
are  destructive  of  this  fundamental 
principle,  and  of  fatal  tendency. — They 
serve  to  organize  faction,  to  give  it  an 
artificial  and  extraordinary  force,  to  put 
in  the  place  of  the  delegated  will  of  the 
nation  the  will  of  party,  often  a  small 
but  artful  and  enterprising  minority  of 
the  community;  and,  according  to  the 
alternate  triumphs  of  different  parties, 
to  make  the  public  administration  the 
mirror  of  the  ill  concerted  and  incongru- 
ous projects  of  faction,  rather  than  the 
organ  of  consistent  and  wholesome  plans 
digested  by  common  councils,  and  modi- 
fled  by  mutual  interests. 

However  combinations  or  associations 
of  the  above  description  may  now  and 
then  answer  popular  ends,  they  are 
likely,  in  the  course  of  time  and  things,  to 
become  potent  engines,  by  which  cun- 
ning, ambitious,  and  unprincipled  men. 
will  be  enabled  to  subvert  the  power  of 
the  people,  and  to  usurp  for  themselves 
the  reins  of  government;  destroying 
afterwards  the  very  engines  which  have 
lifted  them  to  unjust  dominion. 

Towards  the  preservation  of  your  gov- 
ernment and  the  permanency  of  your 
present  happy  state,  it  is  requisite,  not 
only  that  you  steadily  discountenance 
irregular  opposition  to  its  acknowledged 
authority,  but  also  that  you  resist  with 
care  the  spirit  of  innovation  upon  its 
principles,  however  specious  the  pretext. 
One  method  of  assault  may  be  to  effect] 
in  the  forms  of  the  constitution,  altera- 
tions which  will  Impair  the  energy  of  the 
system;  and  thus  to  undermine  what 
cannot  be  directly  overthrown.  In  all  the 
changes  to  which  you  may  be  involved. 
remember  that  time  and  habit  are  at 
least  as  necessary  to  fix  the  true  charc- 
ter  of  governments,  as  of  other  human 
imimitWtos: — tliat  experience  is  the  sur- 
esf 'Stan^M  by  which  to  test  the  real 
tendeuMmUie  existing  constitution  of  a 
atijVWmat 
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the  credit  of  mere  hypothesis  and  opin- 
ion, exposes  to  perpetual  change  from 
-V  the  endless  variety  of  hypotiiesis  and 
opinion:  and  remember,  especially,  that 
for  the  efficient  management  of  your 
common  interests  in  a  country  so  exten- 
sive as  oiiTS.  a  government  of  as  much 
vigor  as  is  consistent  with  the  perfect 
security  of  liberty  is  Indispensable.  Lib- 
erty Itself  will  find  in  such  a  government, 
with  powers  properly  distributed  and  ad- 
justed, its  surest  guardian.  It  is,  indeed, 
little  else  than  a  name,  where  the  gov- 
ernment is  too  feeble  to  withstand  the 
enterprises  of  faction,  to  confine  each 
member  of  the  society  within  the  limits 
prescribed  by  the  laws,  and  to  maintain 
all  in  the  secure  and  tranquil  enjoyment 
of  the  rights  of  person  and  property. 

I  have  already  intimated  to  you  the 
danger  of  parties  in  the  state,  with  par- 
ticular references  to  the  founding  them 
on  geographical  discrimination.  Let  me 
now  take  a  more  comprehensive  view, 
and  warn  you  in  the  most  solemn  man- 
ner against  the  baneful  effects  of  the 
spirit  of  party  generally. 

This  spirit,  unfortunately,  is  insepara- 
ble from  our  nature,  having  its  root  in 
the  strongest  passions  of  the  human 
mind. — It  exists  under  different  shapes  in 
all  governments,  more  or  less  stifled,  con- 
trolled, or  repressed;  but  in  those  of  the 
popular  form  it  is  seen  in  its  greatest 
ranluiess,  and  is  truly  their  worst  enemy. 

The  alternate  domination  of  one  fac- 
tion over  another,  sharpened  by  the  spirit 
of  revenge  natural  to  party  dissension, 
which  in  different  ages  and  countries  has 
perpetrated  the  most  horrid  enormities, 
is  itself  a  frightful  despotism.  But  this 
leads  at  length  to  a  more  formal  and 
permanent  despotism.  The  disorders 
and  miseries  which  result,  gradually  in- 
cline the  minds  of  men  to  seek  security 
and  repc«e  in  the  absolute  power  of  an 
individual ;  and,  sooner  or  later,  the  chief 
of  some  prevailing  faction,  more  able  or 
more  fortunate  than  his  competitors, 
turns  this  disposition  to  the  purpose  of 
his  own  elevation  on  the  ruins  of  public 
liberty. 

Without  looking  forward  to  an  extrem- 
ity of  tills  kind,  (which  nevertheless 
ought  not  to  be  entirely  out  of  sight)  the 
common  and  continual  mischiefs  of  the 
spirit  of  party  are  sufficient  to  make  it 
the  interest  and  duty  of  a  wise  people  to 
discourage  and  restrain  it. 

It  serves  always  to  distract  the  public 
councils,  and  enfeeble  the  public  admin- 
istration. It  agitates  the  community 
with  ill  founded  jealousies  and  false 
alarms;  kindles  the  animosity  of  one  part 
against  another;  foments  occasional  riot 
and  insurrection.  It  opens  the  door  to 
foreign  influence  and  corruption  which 
finds  a  facilitated  access  to  the  govern- 
ment itself  through  the  channels  of  party 
passions.  Thus  the  policy  and  the  will  of 
one  country  are  subjected  to  the  pohcy 
and  will  of  another. 

There  is  an  opinion  that  parties  in  free 
countries  are  useful  checks  upon  the 
administration  of  the  government  and 
serve  to  keep  alive  the  spirit  of  Uberty 
This  within  certain  limits  is  probably 
true;  and  in  governments  of  a  mo- 
narchial  cast,  patriotism  may  look  with 
indulgence,  if  not  with  favor  upon  the 
spirit  of  paj  ty.  But  in  those  of  the*  popu- 
lar  character,   in   governments    purely 


elective.  It  Is  a  spirit  not  to  be  encouraged. 
Prom  their  natural  tendency,  it  Is  certain 
there  will  always  be  enough  of  that  spirit 
for  every  salutary  purpose.  And  there 
being  constant  danger  of  excess,  the 
effort  ought  to  be.  by  force  of  public 
opinion,  to  mitigate  and  assuage  It.  A 
fire  not  to  be  quenched,  it  demands  a 
imiform  vigilance  to  prevent  it  bursting 
into  a  flame,  lest  instead  of  warming,  it 
should  consume. 

It  is  important  likewise,  that  the  habits 
of  thinking  in  a  free  country  should  in- 
spire caution  in  those  Intrusted  with  its 
administration,    to   confine    themselves 
within    their    resiiective    constitutional 
spheres,  avoiding  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  one  department,  to  encroach 
upon  another.    The  spirit  of  encroach- 
ment tends  to  consolidate  the  powers  of 
all  the  departments  in  one.  and  thus  to 
create,  whatever  the  form  of  government, 
a  real  despotism.    A  just  estimate  of  that 
love  of  power  and  proneness  to  abuse  it 
which  predominate  in  the  human  heart, 
is  sufficient  to  satisfy  us  of  the  truth  of 
this  position.   The  necessity  of  reciprocal 
checks  in  the  exercise  of  pohtical  power 
by  dividing  and  dlstributUig  it  into  differ- 
ent depositories,  and  constituting  each 
the  guardian  of  the  public  weal  against 
invasion  of  the  others,  has  been  evinced 
by   experiments   ancient   and   modem; 
some  of  them  in  our  country  and  under 
our  own  eyes.— To  preserve  them  must  be 
as  necessary  as  to  institute  them.     If,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  people,  the  distribu- 
tion or  modification  of  the  constitutional 
powers  be  in  any  particular  wrong,  let 
it  be  corrected  by  an  amendment  in  the 

way  which  the  constitution  designates. 

But  let  there  be  no  change  by  usurpation; 
for  though  this,  in  one  Instance,  may  be 
the  instrument  of  good,  it  is  the  custom- 
ary weapon  by  which  free  governments 
are  destroyed.  The  precedent  must 
always  greatly  overbalance  in  permanent 
evil  any  partial  or  transient  benefit 
which  the  use  can  at  any  time  yield. 

Of  all  the  dispositions  and  habits  which 
lead  to  political  prosperity,  religion  and 
morality  are  indispensable  supports.    In 
vain  would  that  man  claim  the  tribute 
of  patriotism,  who  should  labor  to  subvert 
these  great  pillars  of  human  happiness, 
these  firmest  props  of  the  duties  of  men 
and  citizens.    The  mere  poUtlcian.  equally 
with  the  pious  man,  ought  to  respect  and 
to  cherish  them.    A  volume  could  not 
trace  all  of  their  connections  with  private 
and   public   felicity.    Let   it  simply   be 
asked,  where  is  the  security  for  property 
for  reputation,  for  life,  if  the  sense  of 
religious    obligation    desert    the    oaths 
which  are  the  instruments  of  investiga- 
tion in  courts  of  justice?    And  let  us  with 
caution    indulge    the    supposition    that 
morality  can  be  maintained  without  re- 
ligion.    Whatever  may  be  conceded  to 
the  influence   of   refined  education   on 
minds  of  peculiar  structure,  reason  and 
experience  both  forbid  us  to  expect,  that 
national  morality  can  prevail  in  exclu- 
sion of  religious  principle. 

It  is  substantially  true,  that  virtue  or 
morality  is  a  necessary  sprtng  of  popular 
government.  The  rule,  indeed  extends 
with  more  or  less  force  to  every  species 
of  free  government.  Who  that  is  a  sin- 
cere friend  to  it  can  look  with  indiffer- 
ence upon  attempts  to  shake  the  founda- 
tion of  the  fabric? 
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Promote,  then,  as  an  object  of  primary 
Importance.  Institutions  for  the  general 
diffusion  of  knowledge.  In  proportion 
as  the  structure  of  a  government  gives 
force  to  public  opinion.  It  should  be 
enlightened. 

As  a  very  important  source  of  strength 
and  security,  cherish  public  credit.    One 
method  of  preserving  it  is  to  use  It  as 
sparingly  as  possible,  avoiding  occasions 
of  expense  by  cultivating  peace,  but  re- 
membering, also,  that  timely  disburse- 
ments, to  prepan?  for  danger,  frequently 
prevent  much  greater  disbursements  to 
repel  it;  avoiding  likewise  the  accumu- 
lation of  debt,  not  only  by  shunning  oc- 
casions of  expense,  but  by  vigorous  exer- 
tions, in  time  of  peace,  to  discharge  the 
debts  which  unavoidable  wars  may  have 
occasioned,  not  ungenerously  throwing 
upon   posterity   the   burden   which    we 
ourselves  ought  t«3  bear.    The  execution 
of  these  maxims  belongs  to  your  repre- 
sentatives, but  it  is  necessary  that  public 
opinion  should  cooperate.    To  faciUtate 
to  them  the  perfoi-mance  of  their  duty.  It 
is  essential  that  you  should  practically 
bear  in  mind,  that  towards  the  payment 
of  debts  there  must  be  revenue:  that  to 
have  revenue  there  must  be  taxes,  that 
no  taxes  can  be  devised  which  are  not 
more  or  less  Inconvenient  and  unpleas- 
ant; that  the  Intrinsic  embarrassment 
Inseparable  from  the  selection   of   the 
proper  object  (which  Is  always  a  choice 
of  difficulties.)  oui^ht  to  be  a  decisive  mo- 
tive for  a  candid  construction  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  government  in  niak<ng  it. 
and  for  a  spirit  3f  acquiescence  in  the 
measiuTs  for  obtaining  revenue,  which 
the  public  exlger.cles  may  at  any  time 
dictate. 

Observe  good  faith  and  Justice  towards 
all  nations;  cultivate  peace  and  harmony 
with  all.  Religion  and  morality  enjoin 
this  conduct,  and  can  It  be  that  good 
policy  does  not  equally  enjoin  it?  It  will 
be  worthy  of  a  free,  enlightened,  and.  at 
no  distant  period,  a  great  nation,  to  give 
to  mankind  the  magnanimous  and  too 
novel  example  of  n  people  always  guided 
by  an  exalted  justice  and  benevolence. 
Who  can  doubt  but.  In  the  course  of  time 
and  things,  the  Irults  of  such  a  plan 
would  richly  repay  any  temporary  ad- 
vantages which  might  be  lost  by  a  steady 
adherence  to  it;  can  It  be  that  Provi- 
dence has  not  connected  the  permanent 
felicity  of  a  nation  with  its  virtue?  The 
experiment,  at  least  Is  recommended  by 
every  sentiment  which  ennobles  human 
nature.  Alas!  is  It  rendered  Impossible 
by  its  vices? 

In  the  execution  of  such  a  plan,  noth- 
ing Is  more  essental  than  that  perma- 
nent Inveterate  anUpathies  against  par- 
ticular nations  and  passionate  attach- 
ments for  others,  should  be  excluded; 
and  that  in  place  of  them.  Just  and  ami- 
cable feelings  towards  all  should  be  culti- 
vated. The  natlor  which  indulges  to- 
wards another  an  habitual  hatred,  or  an 
habitual  fondness.  Is  In  some  degree  a 
slave.  It  Is  a  slavo  to  Its  animosity  or 
to  its  affection,  eitlier  of  which  Is  suffi- 
cient to  lead  it  astray  from  its  duty  and 
Its  Interest.  Antipathy  In  one  nation 
against  another  disposes  each  more 
readily  to  offer  insult  and  Injury,  to  lay 
hold  of  slight  causes  of  umbrage,  and  to 
be  haughty  and  intractable  when  acci- 
dental or  trifiing  occasions  of  dispute 


occur.  Hence,  frequent  collisions,  ob- 
stinate, envenomed,  and  bloody  contests. 
The  naUon.  prompted  by  ill  will  and  re- 
sentment, sometimes  impels  to  war  the 
government,  contrary  to  the  best  calcu- 
lations of  policy.  The  govenmient  some- 
times participates  in  the  national  pro- 
pensity, and  adopts  through  passion 
what  reason  would  reject;  at  other  times. 
It  makes  the  animosity  of  the  nation  sub- 
servient to  projects  of  hostility.  Insti- 
gated by  pride,  ambition,  and  other  sin- 
ister and  pernicious  motives.  The  peace 
often,  sometimes  perhaps  the  liberty  of 
nations,  has  been  the  victim. 

So  likewise,  a  passionate  attachment 
of  one  nation  for  another  produces  a 
variety  of  evils.    Sympathy  for  the  fa- 
vorite nation,  facilitating  the  illusion  of 
an  imaginary  common  interest,  in  cases 
where  no  real  common  Interests  exists. 
and  Infusing  Into  one  the  enmities  of 
the  other,  betrays  the  former  into  a  par- 
ticipation In  the  quarrels  and  wars  of 
the  latter,  without  adequate  inducements 
or  justifications.    It  leads  also  to  con- 
cessions, to  the  favorite  nation,  of  privi- 
leges  denied    to   others,   which   is   apt 
doubly  to  injure  the  nation  making  the 
concessions,     by     unnecessary     parting 
with  what  ought  to  have  been  retained, 
and  by  exciting  jealousy,  ill  will,  and  a 
disposition   to  retaliate  in  the  parties 
from  whom  equal  privileges  are  with- 
held ;  and  It  gives  to  ambitious,  corrupted 
or  deluded  citizens  who  devote  them- 
selves to  the  favorite  nation,  facility  to 
betray  or  sacrifice  the  Interests  of  their 
own  coimtry.  without  odiimi.  sometimes 
even  with  popularity;  gilding  with  the 
appearances  of  a  virtuous  sense  of  obli- 
gation,  a   commendable   deference   fof 
public  opinion,  or  a  laudable  zeal  for 
public  good,  the  base  or  foolish  compli- 
ances of  ambition,  corruption,  or  infat- 
uation. 

As  avenues  to  foreign  Infiuence  In 
Innumerable  ways,  such  attachments  are 
particularly  alarming  to  the  truly  en- 
lightened and  Independent  patriot.  How 
many  opportunities  do  they  afford  to 
tamper  with  domestic  factions,  to  prac- 
tice the  arts  of  seduction,  to  mislead 
public  opinion,  to  influence  or  awe  the 
public  councils! — Such  an  attachment  of 
a  small  or  weak,  towards  a  great  and 
powerful  nation,  dooms  the  former  to  be 
the  satellite  of  the  latter. 

Against  the  insidious  wiles  of  foreign 
infiuence.  (I  conjure  you  to  believe  me 
fellow  citizens,)  the  Jealousy  of  a  free 
people  ought  to  be  constantly  awake; 
since  history  and  experience  prove,  that 
foreign  Infiuence  is  one  of  the  most  bane- 
ful foes  of  republican  government.  But 
that  Jealousy,  to  be  useful,  must  be  im- 
partial, else  it  becomes  the  instrument  of 
the  very  influence  to  be  avoided,  instead 
of  a  defense  against  it.  Excessive  par- 
tiality for  one  foreign  nation  and  ex- 
cessive dislike  for  another,  cause  those 
whom  they  actuate  to  see  danger  only 
on  one  side,  and  serve  to  veil  and  even 
second  the  arts  of  infiuence  on  the  other. 
Real  patriots,  who  may  resist  the  in- 
trigues of  the  favorite,  are  liable  to  be- 
come suspected  and  odius;  while  its 
tools  and  dupes  usurp  the  applause  and 
confidence  of  the  ptople,  to  surrender 
their  interest. 

The  great  rule  of  conduct  for  us.  in 
regard  to  foreign  nations,  is.  In  extending 


our  commercial  relations,  to  have  with 
them  as  little  political  connection  as 
possible.  So  far  as  we  have  already 
formed  engagements,  let  them  be  ful- 
filled with  perfect  good  faith:— Here  let 
us  stop. 

Elurope  has  a  set  of  primary  interests, 
which  to  us  have  none,  or  a  very  remote 
relation.  Hence,  she  must  be  engaged  In 
frequent  controversies,  the  causes  of 
which  are  essentially  foreign  to  our  con- 
cerns. Hence,  therefore,  it  must  be 
imwise  In  us  to  Implicate  ourselves,  by 
artificial  ties,  in  the  ordinary  vicissitudes 
of  her  poUtics.  or  the  ordinary  combina- 
tions and  collusions  of  her  friendships  or 
enmities. 

Our  detached  and  distant  situation 
Invites  and  enables  us  to  pursue  a  dif- 
ferent course.  If  we  remain  one  people, 
under  an  efficient  government:  the  period 
Is  not  far  off  when  we  may  defy  material 
injury  from  external  annoyance;  when 
we  may  take  such  an  attitude  as  will 
cause  the  neutrality  we  may  at  any  time  > 
resolve  upon,  to  be  scrupuloiisly  respect- 
ed; when  belligerent  nations,  under  the 
impossibility  of  making  acquisitions  upon 
us.  will  not  lightly  hazard  the  giving  us 
provocation,  when  we  may  choose  peace 
or  war.  as  our  Interest,  giiided  by  justice, 
shall  counsel. 

Why  forego  the  advantages  of  so 
peculiar  a  situation?  Why  quit  our  own 
to  stand  upon  foreign  groimd?  Why.  by 
interweaving  our  destiny  with  that  of 
any  part  of  Europe,  entangle  our  peace 
and  prosperity  In  the  toils  of  Eiiropean 
ambition,  rivalship,  interest,  humor,  or 
caprice? 

It  Is  our  true  policy  to  steer  clear  of 
permanent  alliance  with  any  portion  of 
the  foreign  world ;  so  far,  I  mean,  as  we 
are  now  at  liberty  to  do  It;  for  let  me  not 
be  understood  as  capable  of  patronizing 
Infidelity  to  existing  engagements.  I 
hold  the  maxim  no  less  applicable  to 
public  than  private  affairs,  that  honesty 
is  always  the  best  policy.  I  repeat  it, 
therefore,  let  those  engagements  be  ob- 
served In  their  genuine  sense.  But  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  unnecessary,  and  would 
be  imwise  to  extend  them. 

Taking  care  always  to  keep  ourselves 
by  suitable  establishments,  on  a  re- 
spectable defensive  posture,  we  may 
safely  trust  to  temporary  alliances  for 
extraordinary  emergencies. 

Harmony,  and  a  liberal  Intercourse 
with  all  nations,  are  recommended  by 
policy,  humanity,  and  interest.  But  even 
our  commercial  policy  should  hpld  an 
equal  and  Impartial  hand ;  neither  seek- 
ing nor  granting  exclusive  favors  or  pref- 
erences; consulting  the  natural  course  of 
things;  diffusing  and  diversifjring  by 
gentle  means  the  streams  of  commerce, 
but  forcing  nothing;  establishing  with 
powers  so  disposed,  in  order  to  give  trade 
a  stable  course,  to  define  the  rights  of 
OUT  merchants,  and  to  enable  the  gov- 
ernment to  support  them,  conventional 
rules  of  intercourse,  the  best  that  present 
circumstances  and  mutual  opinion  will 
permit,  but  temporary,  and  liable  to  be 
from  time  to  time  abandoned  or  varied  as 
experience  and  circumstances  shall  dic- 
tate; constantly  keeping  in  view,  that  it 
Is  folly  in  one  nation  to  look  for  disin- 
terested favors  from  another;  that  it 
must  pay  with  a  portion  of  its  independ- 
ence for  whatever  it  may  accept  under 
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that  character;  that  Iqr  such  aeoeptanoe, 
it  may  place  Itaelf  in  the  condition  of 
havinc  given  equivalents  for  i'*«w»infti 
favors,  and  yet  of  being  reproached  with 
ingratitude  for  not  giving  more.  There 
can  be  no  greater  error  than  to  expect, 
or  calculate  mwn  real  favws  from  na- 
tion to  nation.  It  is  an  illiision  which 
experience  must  cure,  which  a  Just  pride 
ought  to  discard. 

In  offering  to  you.  my  countrymen, 
these  counsels  of  an  old  and  affectionate 
friend.  I  dare  not  hope  they  will  make 
the  strong  and  lasting  impression  I  could 
wish;  that  they  will  eontrol  the  usual 
current  of  the  passions,  or  prevent 
our  nation  from  running  the  course 
which  has  hitherto  marked  the  destiny 
of  nations,  but  if  I  may  even  flatter 
myself  that  they  may  be  productive  of 
some  partial  benefit,  some  occasional 
good:  that  they  may  now  and  then  recur 
to  moderate  the  fury  of  party  spirit,  to 
warn  against  the  mischiefs  of  foreign 
intrigue,  to  guard  against  the  impostures 
of  pretended  patriotism:  this  hope  will 
be  a  full  recompense  for  the  solicitude 
for  your  welfare  by  which  they  have  been 
dictated. 

How  far.  in  the  discharge  (tf  my  official 
duties.  I  have  been  guided  by  the  prin- 
ciples which  have  been  delineated,  the 
public  records  and  other  evidences  of  my 
conduct  must  witness  to  you  and  to  the 
world.  To  myself,  the  assurance  of  my 
own  conscience  is.  that  I  have,  at  least, 
believed  myself  to  be  guided  by  them. 

In  relation  to  the  still  subsisting  war 
in  Europe:  my  proclamation  of  the  22d 
of  April,  1793,  is  the  index  to  my  plan. 
Sanctioned  by  your  approving  voice,  and 
by  that  of  your  representatives  in  both 
houses  of  congress,  the  spirit  of  that 
measure  has  continually  governed  me, 
uninfluenced  by  atky  attempts  to  deter  or 
divert  me  from  it. 

After  deliberate  examination,  with  the 
aid  of  the  best  lights  I  could  obtain.  I 
was  well  satisfied  that  our  country, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  casei 
had  a  right  to  take,  and  was  bound  in 
duty  and  interest,  to  take  a  neutral  posi- 
tion. Having  taken  it,  I  determined,  as 
far  as  should  depend  upon  me,  to  main- 
tain it  with  moderation,  perseverance 
and  firmness. 

The  considerations  which  respect  the 
right  to  hold  this  conduct,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary on  this  occasion  to  detail.  I  will  only 
observe  that,  according  to  my  under- 
standing of  the  matter,  that  right,  so  far 
from  .being  denied  by  any  of  the  bel- 
ligerent powers,  has  been  virtually 
admitted  by  all. 

The  duty  of  holding  a  neutral  conduct 
may  be  inferred,  without  any  thing  more, 
from  the  obligation  wliich  Justice  and 
humanity  imposes  on  every  nation,  in 
cases  in  which  it  is  free  to  act.  to  main- 
tain Inviolate  the  relations  of  peace  and 
amity  towards  other  nations. 

The  inducements  of  interest  for  ob- 
serving that  conduct  will  best  be  referred 
to  your  own  reflections  and  experience. 
With  me  a  in-edominant  motive  has  been 
to  endeavor  to  gain  time  to  our  country 
to  settle  and  mature  its  yet  recent  insti- 
tutions, and  to  progress,  without  inter- 
ruption, to  that  degree  of  steength,  and 
consistency  which  is  necessary  to  give  It, 
humanly  speaking,  the  command  of  its 
own  fortunes. 


Though  in  reviewing  the  incidents  of 
my  administration,  I  am  unconscious  of 
intentional  error,  I  am  nevertheless  too 
sensible  of  my  defects  not  to  think  it 
probable  that  I  may  have  committed 
many  errors.  Whatever  they  may  be,  I 
fervently  beseech  the  Almighty  to  avert 
or  mlUgiite  the  evils  to  which  they  may 
tend.  I  shall  also  carry  with  me  the  hope 
that  my  coimtry  will  never  cease  to  view 
them  witlx  indulgence:  and  that,  after 
forty-five  years  of  my  life  dedicated  to  its 
service,  with  an  upright  zeal,  the  faults 
of  incompetent  abilities  will  be  consigned 
to  oblivion,  as  myself  must  soon  be  to 
the  mansions  of  rest. 

Relying  on  its  kindness  in  this  as  in 
other  thjigs,  and  actuated  by  that  fer- 
vent love  towards  it,  which  is  so  natural 
to  a  man  who  views  in  it  the  native  soil 
of  himself  and  his  progenitors  for  several 
generations;  I  anticipate  with  pleasing 
expectation  that  retreat  in  which  I 
promise  myself  to  realize  without  alloy, 
the  sweet  enjoyment  of  i>artaking,  in 
the  midst  of  my  fellow  citizens,  the  be- 
nign influence  of  good  laws  under  a  free 
government — the  ever  favorite  object  of 
my  heart,  and  the  happy  reward,  as  I 
trust,  of  our  mutual  cares,  labors  and 
dangers. 

Gko.  Washington. 

United  States. 

17th  September,  1796. 

[Applause.  Senators  rising.  1 


A  PRAYER  FOR  OUR  COUNTRY,  BY 
GEORGE  WASinNOTON 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  A  Prayer  for  Our 
Country,  written  by  Gen.  George  Wash- 
ington. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  prayer 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

A  Pratxk  ro«  Oub  Countbt 
Almighty    God,    who    hast    given    us    this 
good  land  for  oiir  heritage,  we  humbly  be- 
seech    Thee    that    we    may    always     prove 
ourselves  a  people  mindful  of  Thy  favor  and 
glad  to  do  Thy   will.     Bless  our   land   with 
honorable  Industry,  sound  learning  and  pure 
manners.     Save   us   from   violence,    discord, 
and   confusion;    from  pride   and   arrogance, 
and  from  every  evil  way.    Defend  our  liber- 
ties,   and    fashion    Into    one    united    people 
the  multitudes   brought   out  of  many  kin- 
dreds and  tongues.    Kndue  with  the  spirit  of 
wisdom    those   to   whom    In   Thy    name    we 
entrust  the  authority  of  Government,  that 
there  may  be  peace  and  Justice  at  home,  and 
that  through  obedience  to  Thy  law.  we  may 
show  forth  Thy  praise  among  the  nations  of 
the  earth     In  the  time  of  prosperity  flll  our 
hearts   with   thankfulness,   and    In    the  day 
of  trouble,  suffer  not  our  trust  In  Thee  to 
fail:  aU  of  which  we  ask  through  Jesua  Christ 
our  Lord.    Amen. 

Georgx  Washington. 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  It 
Is  the  purpose  of  the  acting  majority 
leader  to  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  busi- 
ness, including  consideration  of  the 
Executive  Calendar,  because  on  it  are 
the  nominations  of  representatives  to 
the  United  Nations  which  meets  to- 
morrow. Immediately  following  that  I 
shaU  propose,  with  the  permission  "of 


the  Senate,  that  legislative  aeaslon  be 
resumed  at  which  time  we  will  follow 
the  procedure  of  what  would  be  a  morn- 
ing hour,  for  the  Introduction  of  bills 
and  the  presentation  of  such  other 
routine  matters  and  statements  as  Sena- 
tors may  care  to  present  It  U  not  the 
purpose  of  ttie  acting  majority  leader  to 
have  any  proposed  legislation  considered 
today.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  morn- 
ing business  I  shall  propose,  with  the 
permission  of  the  Senate,  that  an  ad- 
journment be  taken  until  next  Wednes« 
day.  It  is  the  plan  to  meet  on  Monday, 
Wednesday,  and  Friday  of  this  week, 
and,  I  believe,  the  following  week. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  It  the 
understanding  of  the  acting  majority 
leader  that  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar  were  reported  with- 
out  opposition? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  my  un- 
derstanding.   I  know  of  no  opposition. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  one 
further  inquiry.  Mr.  President 

Is  it  not  true  that  the  majority  leader, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TaitI 
announced  at  the  last  session  that  any 
nominations  which  had  been  reported 
would  be  considered  today? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  also  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  on  February  20  the 
majority  leader,  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TatiI.  in  stating  the 
program  for  this  week,  made  the  follow- 
ing statement: 

On  Wednesday.  I  shall  propose  ttwt  th« 
calendar  be  called.  If  any  Important  blUa 
on  the  calendar  are  objected  to.  such  as  the 
bill  dealing  with  the  National  Housing  Act, 
and  one  or  two  others,  I  may  move,  after  the 
calendar  call,  that  they  be  considered.  At 
this  time  I  know  of  no  business  to  be  taken 
up  on  Friday. 

I  merely  desire  to  add.  for  the  fuHher 
Information  of  the  Senate,  that  hearings 
are  now  in  progress  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  on  a  supple- 
mental appropriations  bill.  The  hear- 
ings began  this  morning.  I  do  not  know 
how  rapidly  they  can  be  expedited  or 
when  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
may  report  the  bill  to  the  Senate.  How- 
ever, when  the  bill  has  been  reported.  It 
will  be  the  purpose  of  the  leadership  to 
move  its  consideration  as  soon  as  the  bill 
is  ready  to  be  taken  up  on  the  fJoor.  I 
think  the  Senate  should  have  notice  d 
that  intention. 
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EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  move  that  the 

Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration 

of  executive  business. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 

Senate  proceeded  to  the  conslderaUon 

of  executive  business. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    If  there  be 

no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 

state  the  nominations  on  the  Executive 

Calendar. 


UNITED  NATIONS 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Henry  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr..  of  Massa- 


chusetts, to  be  a  representative  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  the  second 
part  of  the  seventh  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Ernest  A.  Gross,  of  New  York, 
to  be  a  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  second  part  of 
the  seventh  session  of  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Un  ted  Nations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  James  J.  Wadsworth.  of  New 
York,  to  be  a  repri^entative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  second  part  of 
the  seventh  session  of  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  William  Sanders,  of  Virginia,  to 
be  alternate  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  second  part  of 
the  seventh  sessian  of  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomliatlon  is  confirmed. 


DIRBCTOR  OP  CENTRAL  INTELLI- 
GENCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  name  of 
Allen  V/elsh  Dull-as,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
The  legislative  -^lerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Lloyd  A.  Washburn,  of  California, 
to  be  Under  Secretary  af  Labor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


mlttee   which   tuanimously  reported   them 
to  the  Senate. 

There  are  4  nominations  involved.  3  dele- 
gates and  1  alternate.  The  delegates  are 
Henry  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts, 
our  permanent  representative  to  the  U.  N.; 
James  J.  Wadsworth,  of  New  York,  our 
deputy  permanent  representative;  and  Ernest 
Gross,  of  New  York.  The  alternate  is  William 
Sanders,  of  Virginia. 

The  Senate  has  only  recently  confirmed 
the  nominations  of  Mr.  Lodge  and  Mr.  Wads- 
worth In  their  capacity  as  permanent  rep- 
resenutlves.  Mr.  Gross  has  previously  served 
as  a  delegate  to  the  Assembly,  and  Mr. 
Sanders  has  also  had  long  experience  In 
United  Nations  affairs  In  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

The  Assembly  resumes  Its  resslon  tomor- 
row and  therefore  It  Is  of  the  utmoet  Im- 
portance that  these  nominations  be  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate  today  so  that  the 
United  States  will  be  officially  and  formally 
represented  from  the  beginning. 

Henrt  Cabot  Lodge,  Ja. 
Born,  Nahant.  Mass..  July  6,  1902;  son  ot 
George  Cabot  and  Mathilda  Elizabeth  Pre- 
llnghuysen  < Davis)  Lodge;  grandson  of  late 
United  States  Senator  Henry  Cabot  Lodge; 
graduate  of  Middlesex  School,  Concord, 
Mass.,  1020;  bachelor  of  arts,  Harvard.  1924; 
married  Emily  Sears,  July  1,  1926;  children: 
GecH-ge  Cabot.  Henry  Sears.  Began  with  Bos- 
ton Evening  Transcript.  1923,  New  York  Her- 
ald Tribune.  1924;  member  Massachusetts 
General  Court,  2  terms,  1933-36;  elected  to 
United  States  Senate  from  Massachusetts. 
1936.  for  term  ending  1943;  reelected,  1942; 
resigned  to  go  Into  United  States  Army;  re- 
elected. November  5.  1946.  for  term  ending 
January  1953.  Active  Reserve  officer  from 
1925;  major.  United  States  Army,  with  1st 
American  Tank  Detachment  In  Brttlsh 
Klghth  Army,  Libya,  1942;  Italy,  1844;  lieu- 
tenant colonel,  southern  Prance.  Rhine,  and 
southern  Germany,  1944-45.  Representative 
to  the  fifth  session  of  the  General  Assembly; 
appointed  representative  to  the  U.  N.  with 
rank  and  status  of  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  PlenlDotentiary  and  representative  In 
Security  Council,  January  23.  1933.  Home. 
275  Hale  Street,  Beverly,  Mass. 


Legion  of  Merit,  Order  of  British  Empire. 
E^u-opean  Theater  Ribbon;  member.  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association,  American  Society  for 
International  Law,  New  York  State  Bar  Asso- 
ciation (member  committee  on  International 
law).  Author  of  legal  articles  In  Depart- 
ment of  State  buUetlns.  etc.  Home,  178 
Rockcrast  Road,  Manhasset,  Long  Island. 
Office,  2  Park  Avenue,  New  York  City. 

James  J.  Wadswoktr 

Born,  Groveland,  N.  Y.,  June  12.  1905.  son 
of    James    Wolcott.    Jr.,    and    Alice     (Hay) 
Wadsworth;   student.  Pay  School.  St.  Marks 
School,  Southboro,  Mass.;    bachelor  of  arts. 
Yale,   1927;    doctor   of   laws,   Alfred    (N.   Y  ) 
University.   1937;   married  Harty  Griggs  Til- 
ton.  June  16,  1927;  one  daughter,  Alice  TUton 
(Mrs.  Trowbridge  Strong).     Active   In   farm 
management  and  labor.  1927-41;  member  as- 
sembly,  New   York   State  Leglslatvu-e,    1931- 
41;    assistant  manager.  Industrial   relations, 
Curtlss  Wright  Corp.,  Buffalo,    1941-45;    Di- 
rector,  Public  Service   Division,   War  Assets 
Administration,    1945-46;    director.    Govern- 
ment affairs  department.  Air  Transport  Asso- 
ciation of  America,  1946-48;  special  assistant 
to  Administrator,  Economic  Cooperation  Ad- 
ministration,   since    1948;    Acting    Director, 
Civil    Defense    Office,    since    1950;     director 
Geneseo  (N.  Y.)   Valley  National  Bank.  Citi- 
zens  Bank   &   Trust    Co.,    DansvUle,    N.    Y.; 
chairman,  mayor's  committee  on  child  care, 
Buffalo.   1944-45,  committee  on  public  wel- 
fare. Albany,  N.  Y.,  1937-41.  Joint  committee 
on    employment    of    middle    aged,    1939-41- 
member    advisory    board.    Forty    Plus    Club' 
New    York    City,    since     1940.     Republican! 
EpUcopalian.     Club:  Vale  (New  York)      Au- 
thor:   Salary    Job    Evaluation— The    Curtlss 
Wright  Plan.  1944.     Home:   1532  29th  Street 
NW.,   Washington.     Office:   800  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington. 


GOVERNOR  CP  TERRITORY  OP 
HAWAII 

The  legislative  olerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Samuel  Wilder  King,  of  Hawaii, 
to  be  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAJ>ID.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  notified  of  all 
nominations  conf  rmed  this  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  immediate- 
ly so  notified. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  may 
be  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley] 
relative  to  the  nominations  of  represent- 
atives to  the  United  Nations,  together 
with  brief  biographical  sketches  of  the 
nominees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  biographical  sketches  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

STATEMINT     BT     SeKATOR     Wn-ET     ON     Ukited 

Nations  Nominations 
The  nominations  of  United  States  delates 
to  the  United  Nations  General  Assembly 
were  sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President  on 
fT-iday  and  were  immediately  considered 
ihat  afternoon  by  the  Porelgn  Relations  Com- 


ERifEST  Arnold  Gross 
Born.  New  York  City.  September  23,  19C6; 
son  of  Arnold  and  Caroline  (Pleisher)  Gross; 
bachelor  of  science.  Harvard.  1927;  student, 
Oxford  University,  1927-28;  bachelor  of  laws. 
Harvard,    1931;    Geneva   School    of   Interna- 
tional   Studies,    summers,    1929-30;    married 
Kathryn   Watson,   September    1,    1933;    chil- 
dren, Suzanne,  Peter,  Catherine.     Admitted 
to  bar,  1933;  assistant  legal  adviser.  Depart- 
ment   of    State,    1931-33;    division    counsel, 
NRA,   1933-34;   general  counsel,  graphic  arts 
coordinating  committee,  printing  and  pub- 
lishing   industries.    1934-36;    associate    gen- 
eral counsel.  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers,   1936-38;    associate   general   coun- 
sel  for   enforcement.   National    Labor   Rela- 
tions Board.  1938-43;  Deputy  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  occupied  areas.  1948-47; 
legal  adviser.  Department  of  State,  Washing- 
ton. 1947;  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  Janu- 
ary 1948;  member  United  States  delegation  to 
Par    Eastern    Commission;    alternate    repre- 
sentative to  U.  N.  General  Assembly.  3d,  5th, 
and  6th  sessions  (representative  to  7th  sess. 
( 1st  pt. ) ) ;  Deputy  United  States  representa- 
tive to  the  United  Nations  and  deputy  United 
States  representative  in  the  Security  Coun- 
cU,  October  1949;  United  States  representa- 
tive.  U.  N.   Peace  Observation   Conunlsslon, 
December       1950.     Commissioned      captain. 
United  SUtes  Army,  1943;  advanced  to  ma- 
jor,  then   Ueutenant  colonel,   1944;    became 
Chief,    Economic    Section,    Civil    Affairs   Di- 
vision. War  Department  General  Staff;   ad- 
viser to  United  SUtes  delegation  to  Interna- 
tional Labor  Organisation,  1944,    Decorated. 


William  Sanders 
Born,  Diirango,  Mexico,  AprU  14,  1903;  son 
of   John    and    Quirina    (Olazabal)    Sanders; 
bachelor  of  arts.  Stanford  Universitv,   1928; 
master  of  arts.  George  Washington  Univer- 
sity, 1936;  bachelor  of  laws,  Columbus  Uni- 
versity,    1935;     student    Oxford    University 
England,   1923-29;   married  Elizabeth  Negley 
(Scully)      September     3,      1935;      children- 
Quirina  Harryette,  William  Barlow,  Jonathan 
Scully.       Manager,   agency     bureau,    metro- 
politan division,   postal   telegraph.   Interna- 
tional   Telephone    &    Telegraph    Corp.,    New 
York.   1929-32;    admitted   to  District  of  Co- 
lumbia bar.  1935;  partner,  law  firm.  1935-38- 
chief.      Juridical      division.      Pan-American 
Union.   1936-41;    principal   attorney.  Coordi- 
nator of  Inter-American  Affairs,  1942;  alter- 
nate member.  Emergency  Advisory  Commit- 
tee for  Political  Defense,  Montevideo,   1942- 
43.  member,  1944-45;   Associate  Chief,  Divi- 
sion  of   International   Organization    Affab-s, 
Office    of    Special    Political    Affairs,    United 
States  Department  of  State.  1945-48;  Special 
Assistant,  Office  of  U.  N.  Affairs.  1948,  Acting 
Director.   1948;   special   assistant.  Bureau  of 
U.  N.   Affairs,  and  Acting  Deputy  Aselstant 
Secretary  of  Stete,  also  United  States  repre- 
sentative. Inter -American  Council  of  Jurists 
and  United  States  alternate  representative. 
Council    Organization    of    American    States! 
1950;  professor,  seminar  in  International  law 
and    organization,    Georgetown    University, 
since  1948;  adviser  or  delegate  numerous  con- 
ferences U.  N.  sjrstem.  Organization  of  Ameri- 
can States,  NATO,  and  meetings.  Ministers  of 
Porelgn    Affairs    of    the    United    States,    the 
United  Kingdom,  and  Prance;  member,  Amer- 
ican  Bar   Association,   American   Society   of 
International  Law,  International  Law  Asso- 
ciation,   American    Political    Science    Asso- 
ciation, Phi  Kappa  Sigma.     Contributor  to 
legal   and   professional   Journals,   and   Gov- 
ernment publications.     Home:   30  Edgewood 
Terrace,  Belle  Haven,  Alexandria,  Va.     Office: 
United  States  Department  of  State,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
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I^OIBLATIVB  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  resume  the 
consideration  of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


February  23 


h.-- 


w 


1 


REJECTION  OP  INTERPRETATIONS 
OR  APPLICATIONS  OP  CERTAIN 
INTERNATIONAL  AGREEMENTS 
OR  UNDERSTANDINGS  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  93) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  On  Satur- 
day. February  21,  1953.  the  Chair  re- 
ceived from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  a  communication  with  a  suggested 
form  of  resolution  attached,  dealing  with 
certain  agreements  made  during  World 
War  n.  Without  objecUon.  the  com- 
munication and  the  resolution  will  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  will  be  printed  in  full  in 
tbeRKCoBo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  commu- 
nication and  resolution  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Pbreign  Relations, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxco&d, 
as  follows: 

Februakt  20,  1953. 
Hon.  Richard  M.  Nixon, 

President  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  In  my  message 
to  Congress  of  February  2,  1953,  I  stated 
that  I  would  ask  the  Congress  at  a  later 
date  to  join  in  an  appropriate  resolu- 
tion, making  clear  tliat  we  would  never 
acquiesce  in  the  enslavement  of  any 
people  in  order  to  purchase  fancied  gain 
for  ourselves,  and  that  we  would  not  feel 
that  any  past  agreements  committed  us 
to  any  such  enslavement. 

In  pursuance  of  that  portion  of  the 
message  to  Congress,  I  now  have  the 
honor  to  inform  you  that  I  am  concur- 
rently informing  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  that  I  invite  the  conciurence  of 
the  two  branches  of  the  Congress  in  a 
declaration,  in  which  I  would  join  as 
President  which  would — 

1.  Refer  to  World  War  n  intemaUonal 
agreement  or  understandings  concern- 
ing other  peoples. 

2.  Point  out  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Soviet  Communist  Party  who  now  con- 
trol Russia,  in  violation  of  the  clear 
Intent  of  these  agreements  or  under- 
standings, subjected  whole  nations  con- 
cerned to  the  domination  of  a  totali- 
tarian  imperialism. 

3.  Point  out  that  such  forceful  ab- 
sorption of  free  peoples  into  an  aggres- 
sive despotism  increases  the  threat 
against  the  security  of  all  remaining  free 
peoples,  including  our  own. 

4.  State  that  the  people  of  the  United 
Stotes.  true  to  their  tradiUon  and  herit- 
age of  freedom,  have  never  acquiesced 
in  such  enslavement  of  any  peoples. 

5.  Point  out  that  it  is  appropriate  that 
the  Congress  should  join  with  the  Presi- 
dent to  give  expression  to  the  desires  and 
hopes  of  the  American  people. 

G.  Conclude  with  a  declaration  that 
the  Senate  and  House  join  with  the  Presi- 
dent in  declaring  that  the  United  States 
rejects  any  interpretations  or  applica- 
ti«»  of  any  International  agreements  or 


understandings,  made  during  the  course 
of  World  War  n,  which  have  been  per- 
verted to  bring  about  the  subjugation 
of  free  peoples,  and  further  Join  in  pro- 
claiming the  hope  that  the  peoples,  who 
have  been  subjected  to  the  captivity  of 
Soviet  despotism,  shall  again  enjoy  the 
right  of  self-determination  within  a 
framework  which  will  sustain  the  peace; 
that  they  shall  again  have  the  right  to 
choose  the  form  of  government  under 
which  they  will  live,  and  that  sovereign 
rights  of  self-government  shall  be  re- 
stored to  them  all  In  accordance  with 
the  pledge  of  the  Atlantic  Charter. 

I  am  enclc^ing  a  form  of  draft  resolu- 
tion, which,  in  my  opinion,  carries  out 
the    purposes    outlined    above,    and    in 
which  I  am  prepared  to  concur. 
Sincerely, 

D WIGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

Whereas  during  World  War  n.  represenU- 
tlves  of  the  United  Statea.  during  the  course 
or  secret  conferencea.  entered  Into  various 
International  agreements  or  understandings 
concerning  other  peoples:  and 

Whereas  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet  Com- 
munist Party,  who  now  control  Russia,  have. 
In  violation  of  the  clear  Intent  of  these  agree- 
ments or  understandings,  subjected  the  peo- 
ples concerned.  Including  whole  nations,  to 
the  domlnaUon  of  a  totalitarian  Imperialism: 
and 

Whereas  such  forcible  absorpi.on  of  free 
peoples  into  an  aggressive  despotism  Increases 
the  threat  against  the  security  of  all  remain- 
ing free  peoples  Including  our  own.  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
true  to  their  tradition  and  herltarge  of  free- 
dom, are  never  acquiescent  In  such  enslave- 
ment of  any  peoples;  and 

Whereas  it  Is  appropriate  that  the  Congress 
Join  with  the  President  In  giving  expression 
to  the  desires  and  hopes  of  the  people  of 
the  Unlt«d  States;  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  and  House  con- 
curring— 

Join  with  the  President  In  declaring  that 
the  United  States  rejects  any  Interpretations 
or  applications  of  any  International  agree- 
ments or  understandings,  made  during  the 
course  of  World  War  II.  which  have  been 
perverted  to  bring  about  the  subjugation  of 
free  peoples:   and  further 

Join  In  proclaiming  the  hope  that  the 
peoples  who  have  been  subjected  to  the  cap- 
tivity of  Soviet  despotism  shall  again  enjoy 
the  right  of  self-determination  within  a 
framework  which  will  sustain  the  peace;  that 
they  shall  again  have  the  right  to  choose 
the  form  of  government  under  which  they 
will  live,  and  that  sovereign  rlghu  of  self- 
goTernment  shall  be  restored  to  them  all  in 
accordance  with  the  pledge  of  the  Atlantic 
Charter. 


States  and  not  under  civil-service  ruka 
and  regulations.  The  letter,  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Ofllce  and 
Civil  Service. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Ut.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  letter  and 
papers  just  laid  before  the  Senate  by 
the  Chair  be  printed  as  a  Senate  docu- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kansas?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Rkpo«t  ok  To«t  Claims  Pais  bt  Puhjc 
Housing  Aomini9teatiom 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  reporting,  piu- 
suant  to  law.  on  tort  claims  paid  by  the 
Public  Housing  Administration  for  the  yearv 
1948  to  1951.  Inclusive;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

RrrL'«N  OF  CnTAiN  Ptsrino  Vnasrs 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  leclslatloa 
to  repeal  ceruid  World  War  n  laws  relat- 
ing to  return  of  fishing  vessels,  and  for  other 
purposes  (with  accompanying  pepera);  to 
the  Committee  on  Intenute  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


J^-JJ,  St 


'^T-»"'i 


REPORT  BY  CIVIL  SERVICE  COM- 
MISSION OP  LIST  OP  POSI- 
TIONS NOT  UNDER  CIVIL  SERV- 
ICE (S.  DOC.  NO.  18) 

The   VICE  PRESIDENT.     The   Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission,  transmitting 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  19  agreed 
to  January   9.    1953,   a   list   of   certain 
offices,    posiUons,    places,   and   employ- 
ments, listing  the  same  by  departments 
bureaus,  boards,  commissions,  independ- 
ent establishments,  unofficial  observers 
special  attorneys  or  special  agents   and 
Federal  employments  of  all  kinds,  with 
the  amount  of  salaries  of  each  attached, 
under  the  Government  of   the   United 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 
Fetitions.   etc .    were    laid    before   the 
Senate,   or  presented,   and   referred  as 

indicated: 

By   the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Le^lature 

of  the  State  of  Oklahoma:  to  the  Committee 

on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

■•Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  S 

"Concurrent  resolution  relating  to  the  live- 
stock industry  of  Oklahoma;  memorlalla- 
liig  the  Pre.Mdent  ut  the  United  SUtes.  the 
Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  United 
State.s  Depsirtment  of  Agriculture  to  take 
action  with  respect  to  the  present  emer- 
gency 

"Whereas  the  economic  base  of  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  rests  upon  the  continued  proe- 
perity  and  well-being  of  Its  agricultural  In- 
dustry, and  the  maximum  actlTlty  o*  lU 
agricultural  citizens;  and 

'  Wherea.s  the  members  of  the  livestock 
Industry  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma  have.  In 
the  past  years  In  reliance  upon  the  farm 
proKrams  of  the  United  Statea  of  America. 
Increased  their  Investmenu  In  lands  equlp- 
m-nt.  buildings,  and  catUe;  and 

"Whereas  the  members  of  this  Industry 
have  suffered  grievously  from  the  droughts 
and  disasters  of  nature  the  past  3  years  th>is 
Increasing  their  cosu  of  production  of  mucJi 
needed  meat,  supplies:  and 

"Whereas  the  recent  decline  In  prices  paid 
for  cattle  have  caused  serious  harm  and 
damage  to  the  stockralsers  and  livestock 
feeders  of  our  State.  bankruptUig  some,  and 
sf-lously  limiting  the  anticipated  proflu  ct 
others:  and  »""»«-  «• 

"Whereas  the  political  party  now  In  power 
in  the  Federal  Government  and  Its  ofllclaU 
■ought  the  votes  of  our  people  In  Oklahoma 
for  election  during  1952  upon  the  promise 
of  100  percent  parity  for  agricultural  prod. 
ucts:  and 

"Whereas  our  stockralsers  and  feeders  de- 
pending upon  such  promises  further  ex- 
panded and  Increased  their  Investmenu 
wherever  possible:  Now,  therefore   be  U 


195S 


CONCaiESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1345 


-Reaolved  by  th^t  Senute  of  the  I4th  Leg^ 
istature  of  the  Stare  of  Oklahoma  (the  Bouse 
of  ReprcBentattve*  coneurrinff  therein) : 

"SccnoK  1,  Tbat  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Members  of  Congress  at 
the  United  Btatcs,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
United  States  Departooent  of  Agriculture  be 
requeeted  to  ptaoe  at  onoe  into  effect  a  pro- 
gram at  100  percent  ot  parity  for  tbe  siqipart 
of  prloee  at  Uvestosk. 

"BMC.  a.  That  tbe  President  of  the  United 
states,  the  Members  ot  the  Congress  ot  tbe 
United  States,  end  the  Secretary  ot  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agrtculttire 
work  out  s  program  for  tbe  relief  of  tbe 
livestock  raisers  s-nd  feeders  of  Oklahoma 
which  assures  them  of  economic  and  other 
assistance  at  once  to  preeerve  tbem  »f*>n«» 
loss. 

"Sbc.  S.  That  tbe  Congress  of  tbe  United 
SUtes  enact  S.  115.  by  Senator  Robbt  8. 
Kna  and  endorsed  by  Senator  Muu  Mom- 
BOMrr,  provldlnc  for  100  percent  parity  on 
beef  cattle  and  other  farm  products. 

"Sec.  4.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
suitably  prepared  be  forwarded  to  tbe  Pres- 
ident of  tbe  United  States,  tbe  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Bepreeentatlvea.  and  the  Vice 
President  of  tbe  United  Statee  for  preeenta- 
tlon  to  tbelr  respective  Bouses  of  Congrees. 
and  to  the  Secretary  of  tbe  United  States 
Department  of  Agrlctilture. 

"Adopted  by  the  senaU  the  10th  day  of 
February  1853. 

**D.  L.  Jotras. 
" Acting  Pretident  of  the  Senate. 
"Adopted  by  tbe  bouse  of  repreeentatlves 

the  12th  day  of  February  1953. 

"Jakxs  C.  Nancs. 
-Speaker  of  the  Bou3e  of  Representativea." 

Two  joint  reeolutlons  of  tbe  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Corrcney: 

"House  Memorial  a 
"To  the  Congreaa  of  the  United  States;  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Kep- 
retentatives: 
"Tour  memorialist,  the  Hotne  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Alaska  Legislature  In  21st 
regular  session  sssembled.  respectfully  sub- 
mits that: 

"Whereas  prospecting  for  and  the  dis- 
covery of  placer  gold  was  one  of  the  most 
Important  factors  In  bringing  people  to  and 
settling  In  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  this  type  of  citlaen  shows  Initl- 
atlve.  courage,  and  human  kindness  of  the 
highest  order;  and 

"Whereas  through  prospecting  under  the 
most  rlgorotis  conditions,  a  stupendous 
source  of  precious  and  base  materials  have 
been  discovered;  and 

"Whereas  many  of  these  bsse  materials  are 
sasoclated  with  gold;  and 

"Whereas  under  natural  conditions  tbe 
gold  content  of  theee  minerals  would  pay 
for  the  operations  of  said  deposits;  and 

"Whereas  by  regulatory  order  gold  *»»# 
been  withdrawn  as  a  conunodlty  and  cannot 
be  traded  In  except  In  lU  free  sUte;  and 

"Whereas  should  gold  be  aUowed  to  be 
bought  and  sold  on  a  free  market.  It  would 
InunedUtely  tend  to  Induce  tbe  flow  of  eapl. 
tal  to  Investigate  and  open  up  socns  of  tbe 
already  known  deposits  and  be  of  Inestimable 
benefit  to  the  Territory  In  every  line  of 
trade  and  occupation  In  tbe  Ttarltory. 

"Wow.  therefore,  your  nkenaorlaUst.  the 
House  of  BepresenUtlves  of  tbe  Territory  of 
Alaska.  In  a  1st  session  asssmbled.  eamesUy 
requesU  that  the  Congress  of  tbe  United 
States,  through  tbe  Senate  and  Bouse  of 
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Representatives,  immediately  take  steps  to 
allow  the  free  and  unrestricted  sale  of  gold. 
"And  yoftir  raem<Hi*llst  will  ever  pray. 
"Passed  by  the  house  February  11.  195a. 
"Ososea  J.  Miscovich, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Attest: 

"MABOaaar  Obisrau. 
-Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"Approved  by  the  Governor  February  13, 
1953. 

"fiurasT  Oauajium. 
"Governor  of  Alaska." 

"House  Joint  Memorial  9 
-To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Senate  and  Hotue  of  Representatives  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  and 
to  the  Delegate  in  Congress  Prom 
Alaska: 

"Youi  memorialist,  tbe  Legislature  of  tbe 
Territory  of  Alaska.  In  aist  seeslon  assem- 
bled,  respectfully  represents: 

"Where  ss  It  U  Important  to  aU  citizens 
of  tbe  United  SUtes  that  oUr  Nation's  vet- 
erans and  tbelr  families  be  properly  boused; 
and 

"Whereas  many  veterans  have  migrated' to 
the  Territory  of  Ala^a  and  are  helping  to 
develop  iU  economy  and  society:  and 

"Whereas  veterans  now  repreeent  aiH>roxl- 
maUly  17V^  percent  of  tbe  total  poptilatlon 
of  Alaska:  and 

"Whereas,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
so-called  OI  bill  of  rights  as  amended,  the 
United  SUtes  Veterans'  Administration  has 
been  guaranteeing  60  percent  of  the  anoount 
loaned  to  eligible  veterans  for  homes  In 
Alaska  by  private  lending  institutions  up 
to  a  maximum  loan  of  $12,500  and  has  been 
making  loans  directly  to  eligible  veterans 
for  homes  in  amounU  not  exceeding  $10,000; 
and 

"Whereas  these  same  loan  privileges  are 
also  available  to  eligible  veterans  residing 
in  the  continental  United  SUtes;  and 

"Whereas  it  Is  a  fact  that  the  cosU  of 
home  construction  in  Alaska  are  from  50 
percent  to  100  percent  higher  than  else- 
where in  the  United  SUtes;  and 

"Whereas  many  veterans  have  been  unable 
to  purchase  or  construct  adequate  houalng 
In  Alaska  for  themselves  and  their  fanUliee 
diie  to  tbe  higher  cosU  of  construx;tion;  and 

"Whereas  most  of  these  veterans  could  ob- 
Uin  adequate  housing  for  themselves  and 
their  families  if  the  maximum  amount  for 
Individual  home  loans  gtuu-anteed  or  issued 
by  the  United  SUtes  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion could  be  increased  to  tbe  sum  of  $15,000 
per  veteran  in  Alaska. 

"Now.  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
spectfully prays  that  the  maximum  amount 
for  veterans  home  loans  in  Alaska  guaran- 
teed or  issued  by  the  United  SUtes  Veterans' 
Administration  be  Increased  to  tbe  sum  of 
$15,000. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray. 

"Passed  by  the  house  February  7,  195S. 
"Obobcx  J.  Miscovich, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"Attest: 

"Mabgakxt  Gkisrak, 
-Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 

"Passed  by  the  Senate  February  11.  1953. 
"Cras.  D.  Joirxs, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

-Attest: 

"DOKA  M.  SWSZMXT, 

-Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  tbe  Governor  February  13, 
1963. 

"Ebivxst  OsTmnKQ, 
"Governor  of  Alaska." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
tbe  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committsc  on 
Interior  and  TnM\iiar  Aflalta: 


*Houss  Joint  Memorial  t 
-To  the  Honorable  B.  L.  Bartlett.  Deleffmte  to 
Congress  from  Alaska;  and  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States: 

"Tour  memorlallBt,  the  Legislature  of  the 

Territory  of  Alaska  respectfully  represents: 

"Whereas  Alaska  bss  potential  (^^wrtunl- 

ties  for  great  future  Industrial  devsiopment; 

and 

"Whereas  many  and  suiUble  sites  needed 
for  these  industrial  planU.  mills,  and  reUted 
use.  etc..  are  owned  by  the  United  SUtes 
Government;  and 

"Whereas  under  present  law  the  General 
Land  OIBce  does  not  have  authority  to  make 
over  160  acres  available  for  patent;  and 

"Whereas  some  of  these  sites  needed  are  in 
e^iceaa  of  160  acres: 

"Now,    therefore,    your    memorialist,    tbe 
Legislature  of  tbe  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
i^>ectfHlly  prays  that  Congress  Immediately 
authorize  sale  by  the  General  Land  OOlcc.  of 
sites  in  excess  of  160  acres  needed  for  indus- 
trial plants,  mills,  and  related  uses. 
"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray. 
"Passed  by  the  House  January  31.   1953. 
"Georok  J.  Miscovich, 
"Speaker  of  the  House, 
"Attest: 

"Maxgakst  Gsxbram, 
-Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"Passed  by  tbe  Senate  February  10,  1968. 
"Chas.  D.  JoltSB. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Attest: 

-Dora  M.  Sweswst. 
-Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  the  Governor  February  IS. 
1953. 

"BkWEST  OsuKwmo. 
"Governor  of  Alaska." 

A  resolution  o'  the  Senate  of  the  SUte  of 
New  Mexico:  to  tbe  Committee  on  Finance: 

"Senate  Memorial  4 
"Manorial  to  tbe  Congress  of  tbe  United 
SUtes  of  America,  requesting  an  amend- 
ment to  tbe  Social  Security  Act  to  tbe 
effect   that   in   detomlnlng   tbe   need  of 
appUcanU  or  reetplents  for  old-age  assist- 
ance, aid  to  dependent  ^lldren  or  aid  to 
tbe  permanently  and  totally  disabled,  the 
first  $60  of  earned  income  be  disregarded, 
to  permit  redplenU  to  work  at  casual  jobs 
without  penalty  on  tbelr  welfare  granU 
"Whereas  the  Social  Security  Act  provides 
that  in  determining  the  need  of  applicanU 
or  recipiento  for  aid  to  the  needy  blind,  any 
other  income  and  resources  of  the  individual 
claiming  aid  to  the  blind  shall  be  taken  into 
consideration:  except  that  in  »w»*-*»»g  such 
determination  the   first  $50  per  month   at 
earned  income  shall  be  disregarded,  and  tbs 
earned  income  so  disregarded  shall  not   be 
taken  into  consideration  in  determining  tbe 
need  of  any  other  individual  applying  for  or 
receiving  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  depend- 
ent chllden.  aid  to  the  blind,  or  aid  to  the 
permanently  and  totally  dlssbled;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  deemed  desirable  that  this 
exemption  be  granted  to  all  applicants  or 
reclpienU  of  any  category  of  public  asstot- 
ance.  for  which  provision  Is  made  in  the 
Social  Security  Act.  to  permit  recipiento  to 
work  at  casual  Jobs  without  penalty  on  tbelr 
welfare  grants:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  bjf  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Neva  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  tbe 
United  SUtes  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  memorlal- 
teed  to  enact  an  amendment  to  tbe  Social 
Security  Act.  that  in  determining  the  need 
of  i4>plicanto  or  recipiento  for  old-age  as- 
sistance, aid  to  dependent  children,  or  aid 
to  the  permanently  and  totally  disabled,  any 
other  income  and  resources  of  tbe  Individual 
claiming  such  aid  shall  be  taken  Into  consid- 
eration: except  that  in  making  stwb  detsr- 
mlnatloa  tbe  first  $60  per  month  of  eamsd 
income  shall  be  disregarded,  and  tbe  esmed 
Income  so  disregarded  shall  not  be  taken  into 
conalderatloD  In  dststmlnlng  the  need  of  any 
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other  IndiTldual  applTlng  for  or  receiving 
oid-age  aaslstance.  aid  to  dependent  chil- 
dren, aid  to  the  blind,  or  aid  to  the  perma- 
nently and  totally  disabled;  be  it  further 
'Resolved.  That  certified  copies  of  thla 
memorial  be  eent  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  of  New  Mexico's 
delegation  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

"TiBO  J.  Chavcb, 
President  of  the  Senate. 
"Natalu  8.  Buck. 
"Ohief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 

"Approved  by  me  this  6th  day  of  February 
1963.  ' 

"EdWIK  L.  MXCHXIC, 

"Governor.  State  of  New  Mexico." 


New  Mexico  delegation  in  Congress,  and  to 
the  Governor  and  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  sovereign  States  of  Colorado  and  Kan> 


February  23 


1953 


A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
»nd  PubUc  Welfare: 

"Senate  Memorial  3 

"Memorial  to  the   Congress  of   the  United 

States   of    America   requesting    assistance 

to  the  States  in  the  building  of  adequate 

classroom  facilities  for  the  public  schools 

"Whereas  the  several  States  of  the  United 

States  of  America  have  found  it  Impossible 

to  seciire  sufficient  local  revenues  to  provide 

adequate  and   modem  classroom  buildings 

and  equipment  for  their  public-school  chil- 

dren;  and 

"Whereas  much  of  this  difficulty  Is  caused 
by  the  migration  of  great  numbers  of  peo- 
ple as  a  result  of  Federal  military  activity; 
and 

"Whereas  although  such  migration  in- 
creases public-school  attendance  to  a  great 
extent,  local  tax  revenues  are  not  increased 
In  proportion :  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  It  hereby  Is  memorla:- 
Ized  to  enact  additional  legislation  granting 
aid  to  the  States  in  the  building  and  equip- 
ping of  classroom  buUdlngs  for  the  public 
schools:  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  certified  copies  of  this  me- 
morial be  sent  to  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  to  the  Sepaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  member  of  New  Mexico's 
delegation  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

"TiBO  J.  Cravxz, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Nataui  8.  Buck. 

"Chief  Clerk." 
A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico:   to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service: 

"Senate  Memorial  S 
"Memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Commission  on  Pine  Arts  to  cause  a 
postage  stamp  to  be  issued  in  honor  of 
Kit  Carson 

"Whereas  Kit  Carson  was  a  pioneer  of  the 
western  part  of  the  United  States,  an  in- 
trepid scout,  and  a  great  patriot;  and 

Whereas  Kit  Carson  is  worthy  to  be 
honored  and  remembered  by  present-day 
Americans  as  a  worthy  example  of  devotion 
fore"  be*?  °"°°  ^  countlr:  Now,  there- 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Jf«rtco.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
the  commission  on  Fine  Arts  be  and  each  of 
them  is  hereby  memorialized  to  cause  a 
postage  stamp  to  be  issued  in  honor  of  Kit 
Carson;  and  be  it  further 

"Resoived.  That  a  duly  enrolled  and  en- 
grossed copy  of  this  memorial  be  transmitted 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Commls- 
Biou  on  Fine  Arts,  to  each  Member  of  the 


"TlBO  J.  Chavzz, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Nataldi  S.  Buck. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  me  this  17th  day  of  February 
1953. 

"EDWTJf  L.  BfECHEM. 

"Governor.  State  of  New  Mexico." 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  relating  to  the 
renewal  of  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  In  full 
when  presented  by  Mr.  Lamgdi  on  February 
16,  1953.  p.  1077,  CoNoaissioHAi,  Rrcoao. ) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Republican 
members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  the 
Oklahoma  State  Legislature,  relating  to  farm 
and  livestock  prices;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agrlciilture  and  Forestry. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors of  the  County  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif 
favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  funds  for   medical   and   hos- 
pital services  for  war  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 
,    A    resolution    adopted    by    the    Supreme 
Lodge,  Greek -American  Progressive  Associa- 
tion,  at   Pittsburgh.   Pa.,   favoring    the    an- 
nexation of  the  Island  of  Cyprus  by  Greece; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

A  letter  In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  Merkle  Co.,  Dayton.  Ohio,  signed  by  P  s 
Larsh.  vice  president,  and  Ruth  F.  Larsh  sec- 
retary-treasurer, praying  for  the  enactment 
of  Senate  bill  822.  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  to  make  a  monetary  allowance  In 
lieu  of  headstones  or  markers  for  certain 
graves;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
A  letter  In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  .lammond  Monumental  Works  Inc 
Hammond.  Ind..  signed  by  B.  E.  Krueger* 
president  and  treasurer,  praying  for  the  en- 
actment of  Senate  bill  822.  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  make  a  monetary  al- 
lowance In  lieu  of  headstones  or  markers  for 
certain  graves;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

The  memorial  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Clarence  A 
Hopkins,  of  Leeton.  Mo.,  remonstrating 
against  the  enactment  of  legislation  provid- 
ing a  10-percent  cut  in  old-age  pensions  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota;  to  the  Committee 
on  FcM-elgn  Relations: 

"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  authorize 
Immediate     development     of     the     Great 
Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway 
"Whereas  development  of  the  Great  Lakes- 
St.  Lawrence  waterway  is  vital   to  full  de- 
velopment of  the   Inland  transportation  fa 
duties  and  resources  and  the  defense  facili- 
ties of  the  country;  and 

«n'^^,o![*,"»  '°'"  """"^  y*""  *^«  governors 
and  le^latures  of  the  SUte  of  Minnesota 
have  affirmed  their  continued  support  of 
this  project  believing  It  to  be  of  vital  neces- 
sity to  open  the  Great 'Lakes  to  navigation 
by  ocean-going  vessels  and  thereby  furnish 
midwest  farms  and  Industry  access  to  the 
markets  of  the  world,  and  at  the  same  time 
S  X^*v.h!!!  development  of  the  resources 
Of  the  Nation  and  contribute  to  Its  defense 

"Whereas  the  Dominion  of  Canada   deem- 
ing the  development  of  the  Great  Lakes-St 
Lawrence  waterway  to  be  of  vital  necSifJ" 
as  indicated  bj    the  enactment  of  itJTfor 

^^ZT""]'  '''^'  ^"^"^^  P'°P°««»  to  pro- 
^1^  ?*''*'°P  **"*  ^'^^^  Lakes-St.  lilw- 
rence  waterway  either  with  or  without  th.. 
cooperation  of  the  United  State,  of  imericat 


"Whereas  thU  project  wUl  increase  the  na- 
tlonal  security,  stimulate  the  development 
of  and  conserve  the  natural  resources  of  the 
Nation,  provide  power  and  at  the  same  time 
improve  and  augment  the  facilities  for  in- 
land transportation :  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Senate,  the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring,  memorialize  the 
Congrese  of  the  United  States  to  enact  such 
legislation  as  may  be  necessary  to  authorize 
the  development  of  the  Great  Lakes-8t.  Law- 
rence waterway  In  cooperation  with  U^t  Do- 
minion of  Canada  without  further  delay  and 
to  Uke  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to 
bring  about  the  speedy  completion  of  this 
seaway  project;  and  be  It  further 

■Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state 
transmit  properly  attested  copies  of  this  res- 
olution to  the  clerk  of  each  House  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to  each 
Minnesota  Member  thereof. 

"AaxHtni  WiLBOK. 
"President  of  the  Seriate. 
"John  A.  Habtlz, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
"Approved  February  18.  1953. 

"C.  Klmkz  Aifunsow. 
"Governor  of  the  State  of  Minnesota." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Porelim 
Relations.) 
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DAIRY  HERD  IMPROVEMENT  ASSO- 
CIATIONS—RESOLUTION OP  KAN- 
SAS   MILKING    SHORTHORN    SO- 
CIETY, MANHATTAN.  KAN8. 
Mr.   SCHOEPPEL.     Mr.   President    I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Kansas  Milking  Shorthorn  Society 
at  a  meeting  in  Manhattan.  Kans    on 
the  3d  day  of  February  1953.  urging  con- 
tinuaUon  of   the   dairy-herd   improve- 
ment associations,  a  service  which  is  val- 
uable to  the  dairy  industry  and  the  wel- 
fare of  the  public. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reso- 
luUon  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Kansas  Milking  Shorthorn 
Society  feels  that  any  curtailment  of  the 
program  of  the  division  of  Dairy  Herd  Im- 
provement Investigations.  Bureau  of  Dairy 
Industry,  is  seriously  detrimental  to  the  en- 
tire dairy  Industry;  and 

Whereas  prior  cuts  in  appropriations  have 
already  seriously  curtailed  the  work  ot  the 
Dairy    Herd    Improvement   Aa«x:latlons     we 
urgently   recommend    that    the   Director   of 
the  Budget  Bureau  be  supported  In  his  ap- 
proval of  a  Dairy  Herd  Improvement  Asso- 
ciation budget  for  the  next  fiscal  year;  and 
Whereas  the  dairy  Industry  represents  the 
largest   single   phase   of    the    Nation's   agri- 
culture  and    Its   well-being   affects    theTn- 
tlre  consuming  public,  we  urge  the  passage 
tr.^"  «<»«iuate   budget   to  insure  that  the 
tremendous    Investment    the    dairymen    are 
making  monthly  in  the  Dairy  Herd  Improve- 
ment Association  program  will  result  in  im- 
proved  efficiency  Of   the   dairy   industry   for 
the  welfare  of  all  the  public 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 
Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
J2lf;/J!  ■  ^^  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  foUows: 
By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
S.  1055.  A  bill  to  Incorporate  the  Board  of 
Fundamental  Education;  and 


8.  lOM.  A  bai  for  the  relief  of  Anta-Tbnlz 
PUp:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART  (for  himself  *n^ 
Mr.  Pastou)  : 
S.  1067.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ineorpo- 
ratlc»i  of  the  National  Woman's  Belief  Corps. 
Auxiliary  to  the  Grand  Army  ol  the  Bepub- 
Uc,  organized  188S,  70  years  old;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 
8. 1058.  A  bill  designating  Camp  McCoy, 
Wis.,  as  a  permanent  military  instaUatloa 
and  renaming  It  "Fort  McCoy";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
S.  1059.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen  A. 
BplUos,  also  known  as  Stephen  A.  Harrison; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself  and 
Mi.  Kuchkl)  : 
8.  1060.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Improve- 
ment of  East  Basin,  Los  Angeles-Long  Beach 
Harbor,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 


APPOINTMENT  OP  SUBCOMMTTTEE 
TO  CONSIDER  PROPOSED  ST. 
LAWRENCE  SEAWAY  LEGISLA- 
TION 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
announce  that  I  have  appointed  a  sub- 
committee ol  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  consider  proposed  St.  Law- 
rence seaway  legislation.  The  subcom- 
mittee consists  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  TattI.  the  Senator  from  California 
I  Mr.  KifowLANDJ.  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  OKOtai].  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  (Mr.  GauN].  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  SPASKMAifJ,  and 
myself. 

The  subcommittee  will  hold  hearings 
In  the  near  future  and  will  expedite  con- 
sideration of  the  seaway  as  much  as 
possible. 

There  are  several  proposals  pending 
before  Congress  which  embody  a  new 
approach  toward  construction  of  the  sea- 
way. For  example,  my  own  bill,  which 
is  cosponsored  by  16  other  Senators, 
would  provide  for  private  financing  of 
the  project  through  a  corporation  which 
would  sell  bonds  to  private  Investors. 
This  would  mean  that  do  appropriation 
would  be  required  and  that  the  seaway 
would  not  cost  the  taxpayers  a  red  cent. 
It  would  be  a  self-Uquldating  project 
from  start  to  finish. 

There  is  more  support  in  the  Senate 
for  the  seaway  this  year  than  I  have 
ever  known  before,  and  my  Wll  has  been 
drawn  to  attract  the  maximum  of  that 
support  by  reducing  the  Issue  to  its 
fundamentals.  The  question  is  not 
whether  the  seaway  will  be  biiilt  The 
question  is  whether  we  will  participate 
in  it. 

I  have  a^ed  the  various  executive 
agencies  to  report  on  the  current  sea- 
way proposals  as  soon  as  possible.  Once 
those  reports  are  in.  there  is  no  reason 
why  we  cannot  move  ahead.  I  am  con- 
fident that  the  project  will  be  approved 
by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
aikl  I  thadl  press  vigorously  for  favor- 
able action  by  the  full  Senate. 

As  I  have  said,  the  question  Is  not 
whether  the  seaway  will  be  built.  Can- 
ada will  build  tL  Canada  is  ready  to 
move.  Her  leaders  are  ready  to  pro- 
ceed. The  question  is  whether  we  will 
have  anythiiig  to  say  about  it  after  it  is 
built 


I  am  happy  to  say  that  many  persons 
who  heretofore  seemed  to  be  prejudiced 
have  now  seen  the  sigiiiflcaDce  of  this 
great  international  highway  or  water- 
way, and  I  trust  that  ere  long  we  shall 
be  able  to  demonstrate  statesmanship  in 
that  regard  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix,  as 
foUows: 

By  Mr.  MURRAY: 
Press  release  Issued  by  him  on  February  20, 
1953.  regarding  rapid  decline  in  the  price  of 
livestock,  and  remarks  on  the  same  subject 
made  by  him  on  radio  program  World  News 
Roundup. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Address  delivered  by  him  at  Lincoln  Day 
dinner  under  auspices  of  the  Marion  County 
Republican  Executive  Committee,  Fairmont, 
W.  Va.,  February  11,  1953. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 
Address  entitled   "America's   Challenges." 
delivered  by  him  before  the  International  In- 
stitute   of    Milwaukee   County,    Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  on  February  11,  1953. 

Addresses  delivered  at  the  national  meet- 
ing for  moral  rearmament,  Shoreham  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  12,  1953,  by 
Senator  SicrrH  of  New  Jersey;  by  His  Excel- 
lency Biklchl  Arakl,  the  Ambassador  of  Ja- 
pan; by  His  Excellency  Q.  L.  Mehta,  the  Am- 
bassador of  India;  and  by  His  Excellency  Sir 
Claude  Corea.  the  Ambassador  of  Oeylon. 
By  Mr.  JENNBR: 
Address  entitled  "Highway  to  Happtness," 
delivered  by  Mrs.  Herbert  J.  Mann  over  the 
radio  from  Station  KFI.  Los  Angeles.  Calif., 
December  38.  1953. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
Article  entitled  "Most  Public  Officials  Un- 
derpaid To  Run  Big -Business  Government." 
published  in  the  Indianapolis  (Ind.)  Star  of 
October  5,  1953. 

By  Mr.  THYE: 
Article  entitled  "Our  Propaganda  in  Asia," 
written  by  Mrs.  Fleur  Cowles  and  published 
In  the  Atlantic  Monthly. 

Article  entitled  "Raps  federal  Tire  Sale'  of 
Com,  Wheat,"  published  in  the  Mlimeapolis 
Star. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
Editorial  entlUed  "The  7th  Fleet  as  Com- 
munUt  Shield."  published  in  the  Baltimore 
(Md.)  Sim  of  February  3,  1953. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
Remarks  made  by  him,  and  corroborative 
material    with   regard    to    the   organization 
known  as  Students  for  America. 

Editorial  entitled  "Our  Shrine  of  Democ- 
racy." written  by  R.  A.  Turner,  and  published 
in  the  February  5.  1953.  issue  of  the  Potter 
Coimty  News,  of  Gettysburg,  S.  Dak. 
By  Mr.  WELKER: 
Letter  dated  February  17,  1953,  addressed 
to  him  by  Ray  J.  Fox,  a  farmer  of  Washing- 
ton County,  Idaho,  with  relation  to  problems 
of  the  farmer. 

Article  entitled  "For  Lower  Food  Prices," 

published  in  Newsweek  of  February  23,  1963. 

Letter  dated  February  15,  1953,  addressed 

to  him  by  Mis.  Dale  Laird,  of  Weiser,  Idaho. 


LIST  OF  PERSONS  WHO  HAVE 
SERVED  IN  BOTH  BRANCHES  OF 
THE  CONGRESS  AND  AS  GOVER- 
NORS OF  THEIR  STATES 

Mr.  CARI^SON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  oroceed 
for  2  minutes. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  WKhoot  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  ^«"wg  maj 
jvoceed. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  a« 
the  reading  of  George  Washington's 
Farewell  Address  has  just  been  con- 
cluded, a  review  of  some  history  since 
1789  might  be  of  interest  to  the  Senate. 
Last  summer  one  of  my  friends  sug- 
gested to  me  that  there  were  less  than 
100  men  who  have  served  in  both 
branches  of  the  Congress  and  as  gover- 
nors of  their  States.  This  statement 
rather  intrigued  me  and  I  requested  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Congressional 
Library  to  assist  me  in  research  on  this 
matter. 

As  the  junior  Senator  from  Elansas 
has  had  the  privilege  of  serving  as  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Kansas,  in  the 
United  States  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives,  I  thought  it  might  be 
of  Interest  to  Congress  w  have  the  in- 
formation that  I  have  obtained. 

I  find  in  checking  the  records,  that  89 
men  have  had  the  privilege  of  serving  In 
these  positions  since  our  Nation  adopted 
its  Constitution  in  1789. 

In  addition  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas,  there  are  five  other  Members 
of  the  United  States  Senate  who  have 
served  as  governors  of  their  States,  in  the 
United  States  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives.  They  are  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clxmxnts],  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  IMr.  ToBrr],  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina (Mr.  HoKYl,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  NkelyI, 
and  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  BARarrrl. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  of  ttie  list 
of  89  Members,  2  of  them  became  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  namely.  An- 
drew Jackson  and  Andrew  Johnson,  both 
of  them  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

In  checking  the  list  further,  I  find  that 
there  are  13  States  in  which  no  person 
has  served  in  all  three  places.  They  are 
as  foUows:  Arizona,  Delaware.  Idaho, 
Iowa.  Michigan.  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma.  Penn- 
sylvania, South  Dakota,  and  Utah. 

There  are  16  States,  including  my 
home  State  of  Kansas,  which  have  had 
one  perscm  who  has  served  in  the  three 
positions.  Those  States  are  Arkansas. 
California,  Colorado,  IlUnois,  Kansas. 
Minnesota.  Ifissouri,  Monts[na.  New 
Jersey,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island,  Texas. 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wiscwisin, 
and  Wyoming. 

There  are  5  States  that  have  had  2  per- 
sons serve  in  the  3  capacities — Alabama. 
Florida,  Indiana,  Mississippi,  and  Ver- 
mont. 

There  are  4  States  that  had  3  persons 
who  have  served  in  these  capacities — 
Louisiana,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp- 
shire, and  Ohio. 

There  are  3  States  that  had  4  serving 
in  these  various  capacities — ^Maine, 
Maryland,  and  New  York. 

There  are  2  States  which  had  5  per- 
sons serving  in  the  3  positions — Connec- 
ticut and  Georgia — and  4  States  had  6 — 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina.  Ten- 
nessee, and  Virginia. 

Of  all  the  States  of  the  Union,  Ken- 
tucky has  had  the  largest  number  of 


1^ 


Hi  > 


1348 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


persons  privileged  to  serve  in  these  3 
places,  namely,  9. 

Another  Interesting  sidelight  on  the 
men  who  had  such  service  is  that  4  of 
them,  including  Andrew  Jackson,  who 
became  President  of  the  United  States, 
did  not  render  their  service  from  the 
same  State  for  all  3  positions.  An- 
drew Jackson  served  in  the  House  and 
Senate  from  Tennessee  and  as  Governor 
of  the  State  of  Florida. 


February  23 


Samuel  Houston  of  Tennessee,  served 
as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
and  as  CJovernor  of  that  State,  but  he 
also  served  as  Governor  of  Texas  and  as 
United  States  Senator  from  that  State. 

John  Branch  of  North  Carolina,  served 
as  Governor  of  North  Carolina  and  as 
Senator  and  Representative  from  that 
State  and  also  as  Governor  of  Florida. 

John  B.  Weller  of  California,  served 
as  Governor  of  California  and  as  a  Sen- 


ator from  that  State,  but  he  also  served 
as  a  Representative  from  the  State  of 
Ohio. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
placed  in  the  Rkcord  the  names  of  those 
who  have  served  In  these  capacities,  to- 
gether with  the  names  of  the  States  and 
the  date  of  service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RccoRD,  as  follows: 


Xames  of  persona  who  have  served  as  State  governor:^,  United  States  Ifepr,senlnlivts,  and  Vnit.d  Slutrs  Senators,  1789-1953 


Namfl 


Stato 


Oovenior  ' 


Adair.  John . 

Barrett,  Frank  A 

Bibb,  WlUlam  W 

HiDfcham,  Kin.tley  .S<>ott 

Blanchard,  Newton  Craln... 
Brtncta,  John 

Brpwstpr.  Ralph  O 

BurlelRh.  E<lwin  Chick 

Bymea,  James  ¥ 

rarlson,  Frank 

ClaibonM«,  WiUlam  C.  C. 


Clemen t.i,  Earle  C. 
Corwm.  Thomas... 


Crafts,  f'amuel  C... 
Crittemlen,  John  J. 


Davis,  John 

Pixon,  Joseph  M 

KujclUh,  James  EdwarU. 

Fairfield,  John 

Fenton,  Reuben  K 


Kentncky 

Wyoming..; 

VlrKinii 

New  York „ 

Louisiana 

North  Carolina 

Florida 

Maine 

do. 

South  Carolina 

Kansas 

Tennessee 

Louisiana 

Kentucky 

....do ; 


Vermont.. 
Kentucky. 


Fish,  Hamilton... 
i'oote,  Samuel  A., 


Forsyth,  John 

Franklin,  Jesse... 
Oilos,  WUllam  B. 


Orover,  LaFayette 

Hamilton,  William  Thomas" ' 
Uamiin,  Hannibal 


Hammonil,  James  Henry  . 

Hardwick,  Thomas  W 

Harri.s,  Isham  Oreen 

lloey.  Clyde  R... I."^" 

Houston,  Ueorge  S 


Massachusetts. 

Montana 

Connecticut 

Maine 

New  York 


do 

Connecticut 


OeorKia 

North  Carolina. 
Virginia 


Houston,  Samuel. 

Hubhiwd,  Henry.. 
Jackson,  Andrew.. 


OrpRon. 

Maryhirid 

Maine 


South  Carolina.. 

(rettrgia 

Tcnne.sst-e 

North  Carolina.. 
.Alabama 


Tenni>.<is«>e 

Tt'xjvs. . 

New  Hani[)shire. . 

T  e  nnesscc 


,    .  -  Florida 

Jackson,  James Oeorttiu 


1830- 1H24 
IS.W-IU.'B 
1K17-I»sa» 
1)*M-IS5« 

iWM-iyriH 
iNi7-iHa) 

1M4-1H4.S 
1»25-11«« 
1S8S>-1W2 
lUSl-ias.") 

iiMT-iyso 
isij-iniii 

KMO-lMi 

1S2R-IS31 

IMJi-lSoO 


lK^^-l«<:^.^ 

IM4l-lH4;< 

It«l-I(«.1 

!8fi7,  lM«i». 

IS7II 
183«-l,H4.-l 
l««5-ls»ih 

l.'Mft-lH.V) 
18.}4-ls;jj 


18r-lS29 

is'.'T-iHao 


1S70-1177 

187W-IM83 

1857 


IR42-I«U4 
ltf21-ll«3 

I^.^7-lH•i2 
iya7  itHi 

1874-1S78 
IS27-IS29 

is.w-m«i 

1S41-IM3 


Senator  ' 


180^  ISOfi 
11»M- 

IXStt-lM*!! 
ISIM-IHW? 
1823-IS2U 

IWI- 

i»i;M»irt 

lUSO- 

"isi7'""' 

1H.V)- 
1845-1S50 

1H42-1S4.3 

iHi7-i'<nt 

INtVlHtl 
1H42-IMH 

iH.i.'i-mni 
im;{,vimi 

lM.Vls.Vi 

imc-im:  t 

I87.Vl)(7ti 

IS4;»   1*47 

I8«>i»- 187.5 

K'>I-N.'7 
1827   IVU 


R.'pn-- 

'.viitatiM 


N":ime 


SI. lie 


Mli)v.'rnor  ']  .Senator  ' 


K1I  IK,T3 
1M42-IH.VI 
IH(I7-1M,1 
1H»7-I8."i| 
ISX1-1H94 
1831    l8Xt 

i<nvi»Mi 

HU7  Hill 
li<ll  IWi'i 
1U.H.V  1!M7 
17117   ISOl 

ltM4-li*47 
Ih;(1  1H4<) 
|H.'4»  IV,  1 
1317-1825 


1H1H-I819 

1m2»-is:h 
17W-IS(l,-) 
18(17  IMl.t 
1803-18IJ 

1877-ISS3 
18»i«-lH7'S 
IM»v  1V,7 
lK,"i7-l>«,l 
18fitf-lHM 
1^7-1  Mil  I 
1«14-1»19 
1877  Iny; 

I94.V- 

187U 


Johnson,  Andrew 

Johnson,  Henry 

Kellogg,  WiUiam  V 


Tennes.-t'c.. 
Louisiana.. 
do 


1S2I 
17»J-18()1 

185»-1S57 

1824-1828 

187»t1877 


1H4»Hh.W 
I    18a,VIMl 
I7tf7 
1823-182.5 

I   I7«3~17«.'S 

!   IH<ll-l»«l»i 

I   18.';7- 181)2 

I        1  '<7.5 

i   1818-l«24 

1M4-1849 

lN»i»t-lN72 

1877-1883  I 


IHi;i    IsiU 
l!»2.>-iNl4 

l<«n-l!lil7 

i8«il-l>»M 

Kt.V  KW 

!  1'>.57-I««.4 
lH4.i  IM.S 
1MS*-|S2I 
I.H2:«   1S-J5 

lHl.t-M)H 

Ihit  iv.^; 

I7y.vi7y7 

I7<«V17fl8 
114»I-1SI« 
1  vid         ^ 

1  Mil- IK.") 
1M3  1M7 


IMIH  l'.«)»)  ' 

191»-1>I21 
lH41-lMtf 
1H.M    |>vil     I 
l>^23-l827 

|H2»)-I>a.') 
17««i-17y7   , 


17>«i>-1791 

i-^a-ivvj 
i8.-{4-m3tt 

1883-1885 


Kent,  Josi'ph  

\m  Kollette.  KoXnrX  M.. 

l^iriitnTl.  Jiihii 

I«ine,  HiTiry  S 
MfCniuy.  jitiiies  B 

NfcRii.'.  Jdhn  J  

.MficiiKf,  rhiiinus 
.MIlVMlKe,  Jolui. 


Nfiller,  ."^li'phen  Oeenfur 
MiBire.  {  hihrlil 

MiirrLsoii.  ('Hiiienin  K 

Morrow.  Jirciniah. ...... 

Ntvly,  M.il!he» 


Nel*in.  Kniite 
.Nichiil.m,  W  iU,ii  (• 
I'axrL^,  .\lhi(iii  K. .. 

Puickney,  Ch:!!-!*.-*. 


rirn;uif».  Jaillr.! 

I'i>iri<!exte(,  Oeorge '.'.'.'.. 

rnjx'.  John 

Reiil.  1  >!tviil  •< 

Ki>l>in.'*<in,  J  vsi'ph  T '.'.'.'. 

.■^hafroth.  John  K '.'.'".'... 

."^mith,  l«rj.>l  .."!!"r"!I"! 
Smith,  John  W.iltpr]I"I^[Il' 
.S|)ni»fue.  Williiirii.    ..'"""" 

Staiilty.  .\iuu.<itu.<  i> '.W.. 

."■liV  cllson.  Jcitifi  \\ 

Sti'W  in.  John  H'...V.'..".'] 
.Stone.  Uavid '..[[" 


.     Maryland 

.     WUnm.sIn  ... 

I   Ni  »  Jersey. . 

I  Indian  i 

.  j  Kentucky 

I  NflssL'«»i|ipl  ., 
I  Kentucky 

•'I'ltKUl    


r^oiith  (^jirollrirt 
.Maliitrii  I 
North  I'lnillii.i 
Ohio  

West  Virxinia... 


\f  iline«>t:l 

VirKini.i      .       ... 

.MiLS-K^u'liav'tUi.  .. 

.Muine 

iicHJth  Caroluia... 


18JtH82«      1833-1837 


IflDl-IOnrt 
iHirj  istia 

IH7.S-Ih7« 
IVIJ  IMIii 
IHM-IK-Vi 

1>»2'»  lK.13 
l*/2-l8H6 


IH2S-1K.TI) 
IKJU  l-vJi 
1W2I  1W.S 
1822-18* 

l»«l-lt>4.5 


lOm   1HM.5 
•  ••M   1M7 


VIryiiiln 

.M  IVil^MlplU 

Kiiiliiiky 
.Sdfih  ( 'u-oliiu. 
.Arkaiisus 
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Mr.  MARTIN.     Mr.  President,  will  the     a  Member  of  the  Senate  on  January  13. 


il-inni  in  <hr  .\  ,f,.,  p,v,.n  a.  rears  of  ^.rrlre      Tl,.- 
aci-uniiel>  nler  to  the  u-rm  ,f  ofllt*  mllwr  than  tU- 


Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARI^GN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  think  it  might  be  in- 
teresting also  to  state  for  the  Ricord 
that  after  having  served  almost  nine 
terms  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
a  former  President  of  the  United  States' 
James  A.  Oarfleld.  of  Ohio,  was  elected 


1880.  for  the  term  beginning  March  4 

1881,  but  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  de- 
cline that  office  because  in  November 
1880  he  was  elected  PresltJent  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  appreciate  very 
much  that  interesting  comment  which 
was  not  developed  in  this  study  and  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 


ANNUAL  WALLOW  OP  THE  MILITARY 
ORDER  OP  THE  CARABAO-IN- 
STALLATION  OP  DR.  GEORGE  W. 
CALVZR  AS  GRAND  PARAMOUNT 
CARABAO 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous-  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  2  minutes. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  may  proceed 
for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  mem- 
ories of  military  service  on  foreign  soil 
more  than  50  years  ago  were  revived  at  a 
reunion  held  Saturday  evening  in  this 
city.  The  occasion  was  the  annual  wal- 
low of  the  Military  Order  of  the  Carabao, 
composed  of  officers  who  served  in  the' 
Philippines. 

This  organization,  with  the  possible 
exception  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Legion 
of  Valor,  is  the  most  exclusive  military 
organization  of  our  coimtry.  Saturday 
night's  wallow  was  the  53d  gathering 
since  the  Order  of  the  Carabao  was  or- 
ganized at  Manila  in  November  1900. 

I  know  it  will  be  of  real  Interest  to 
my  colleagues  to  learn  that  our  good 
friend  and  the  attending  physician  to 
Congress.  Real  Adm.  George  W.  Calver. 
was  installed  as  Grand  Paramount 
Carabao.  It  is  a  great  pleasure  to  con- 
gratulate Dr.  Calver  on  this  honor  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  hia  comrades.  We 
know  he  will  lead  this  diatinctive  organ- 
ization during  a  fine  year  of  patriotism 
and  good  fellowship. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  Wednesday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Wednesday,  February  25, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  23,  1953; 

UNtTBD  NaTIOHS 

TO  n  ■KPassnrrAnvx  or  th«  umim  btates  or 

AMEIICA  TO  THK  ■■ODItD  PAST  OT  THK  SKVBfTH 

SESfllOH    or  THK   OUfKBAX.  AaSBMBLT   Or  TBB 
UN  mo  NATIONS 

Henry  Cabot  Lodga.  Jr..  of  MaaaacbiisctU. 
Ern«t  A.  Grow,  or  New  York. 
James  J.  Wa<lsworth.  oX  New  York. 

TO  BE  ALTBUfATB  ■KPSXSKNTATTTV  Or  TH« 
UNmCO  STATSS  Or  AMnUCA  TO  THE  BMCOlta 
PAIT  or  THZ  SKVKNTH  BIBaiOM  Or  THK  OKSI- 
KKAL   ASSnCSLT   Or  THZ  ITNrrXD   NATIONS 

William  Sanders,  of  Virginia. 

DnUCTOB  or  CkMTBAL  iMTBLUOBlfCB 

Allen  WeUb  Dulles,  of  New  York,  to  b« 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence.  ' 

DKPAanawT  or  Labob 

Lloyd  A.  liashbum.  of  CallfomU,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  Labor. 

GovBBNoB  or  Tbuutobt  or  HAWAn 
Samuel  Wilder  King,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Territory  of  HawalL 

■  e         ^sfc  ■■ 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  February  23, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  God.  our  Father,  we  thank 
Thee  for  this  day  In  the  calendar  of  our 


national  history,  commemorating  the 
birth  of  George  Washington,  who  stood 
like  a  giant  among  his  contemporaries, 
undisturbed  by  difficulties  and  unafraid 
of  dangers. 

Gratefully  and  reverently  we  call  to 
mind  the  illustrious  character  of  this 
noble  American  patriot  who  focused 
and  compacted  in  his  life  those  qualities 
of  moral  and  spiritual  manhood  which 
are  so  greatly  needed  by  our  generation. 

Burdened  with  heavy  responsibilities 
and  facing  the  arduous  task  of  cham- 
pioning a  righteous  cause,  he  girded 
himself  with  an  indomitable  faith  which 
enabled  him  to  meet  fearlessly  and  val- 
iantly the  forces  of  tyranny  and  oppres- 
sion. 

Grant  that  the  memory  of  his  coura- 
geous and  sacrificial  spirit  may  inspire  all 
the  citizens  of  our  beloved  country  to  re- 
spond with  equal  fidelity  to  the  glorious 
adventure  of  bringing  freedom  and  peace 
to  our  troubled  world. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  February  19,  1953,  was  read 
and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  its  enrolling  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  concur- 
rent resolution  of  the  following  title,  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested: 

8.  Con.  Res.  4.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional  copies 
of  prayers  offered  by  the  Chaplain,  the 
Reverend  Peter  Marshall.  D.  D.,  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  dally  sessions  of  the  Senate  ctf 
the  United  SUtes  during  the  80th  and  Slst 
Congresses. 


INTERNATIONAL  AGREEMENTS  — 
COMMUNICATION  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  93) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read  and,  together  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rxcord.  as  follows: 

February  20,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  MARTm.  Jr.. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Washington,  D.  C. 

DSAR  Mr.  Speaker:  In  my  message  to 
Congress  of  February  2,  1953.  I  stated 
that  I  would  ask  the  Congress  at  a  later 
date  to  Join  in  an  appropriate  resolu- 
tion, making  clear  that  we  would  never 
acquiesce  in  the  enslavement  of  any  peo- 
ple in  order  to  purchase  fancied  gain 
for  ourselves,  and  that  we  would  not  feel 
that  any  past  agreemmts  committed  us 
to  any  such  enslavement. 

In  pursuance  of  that  portion  of  the 
message  to  Congress,  I  now  have  the 
honor  to  Inform  you  that  I  am  concur- 
rently Informing  the  President  of  the 
Senate  that  I  Invite  the  concurrence  of 
the  two  branches  of  the  Congress  In  a 


declaration.  In  which  I  would  Join  as 
President  which  would — 

(1)  Refer  to  World  War  n  Interna- 
tional agreements  or  understandings 
concerning  other  peoples; 

(2)  Point  out  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Soviet  Communist  Party  who  now  con- 
trol Russia,  in  violation  of  the  clear  in- 
tent of  these  agreements  or  understand- 
ings, subjected  whole  nations  concerned 
to  the  domination  of  a  totalitarian  im- 
perialism; 

(3)  Point  out  that  such  forceful  ab- 
sorption of  free  peoples  into  an  aggres- 
sive despotism  Increases  the  threat 
against  the  security  of  all  remaining  free 
peoples,  including  our  own; 

( 4 )  State  that  Uie  people  of  the  United 
States,  true  to  their  tradition  and  heri- 
tage of  freedom,  have  never  acquiesced 
in  such  enslavement  of  any  peoples; 

(5)  Point  out  that  it  is  appropriate 
that  the  Congress  should  Join  with  the 
President  to  give  expression  to  the  de- 
sires and  hopes  of  the  American  people; 

(6)  Conclude  with  a  declaration  that 
the  Senate  and  the  House  Join  with  the 
President  in  declaring  that  the  United 
States  rejects  any  interpretations  or  ap- 
plications of  any  international  agree- 
ments or  understandings,  made  during 
the  course  of  World  War  n.  which  have 
been  perverted  to  bring  about  the  sub- 
jugation of  free  peoples,  and  further 
join  in  proclaiming  the  hope  that  the 
peoples,  who  have  been  subjected  to  the 
captivity  of  Soviet  despotism,  shall  again 
enjoy  the  right  of  self-determination 
within  a  framework  which- will  sxistain 
the  peace;  that  they  shall  again  have  the 
right  to  choose  the  form  of  government 
under  which  they  will  live,  and  that  sov- 
ereign rights  of  self-government  shall  be 
restored  to  them  all  in  accordance  with 
the  pledge  of  the  Atlantic  Charter. 

I  am  enclosing  a  form  of  draft  reso- 
lution, which,  in  my  opinion,  carries  out 
the    purposes   outlined    above,    and    In 
which  I  am  prepared  to  concur. 
Sincerely, 

DWICHT  D.  EXSEMHOWEX. 

Whereas  during  Wcs-ld  War  n,  rejireaenta- 
tlves  of  the  United  States,  during  the  course 
of  secret  conferences,  entered  Into  varloiu  in- 
ternational agreements  or  understandings 
concerning  other  peoples;  and 

Whereas  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet  Commu- 
nist Party,  who  now  control  Russia,  have.  In 
violation  of  the  clear  Intent  of  these  agree- 
ments or  understandings,  subjected  the  peo- 
ples concerned,  including  whole  nations,  to 
the  domlhatlon  of  a  totalitarian  imperialism: 
and 

Whereas  such  forcible  absorption  of  free 
peoples  into  an  aggressive  despotism  in- 
creases the  threat  against  the  security  of  all 
remaining  free  peoples,  including  o\ir  own; 
and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
true  to  their  tradition  and  heritage  ol  free- 
dom, are  never  acqiUescent  in  such  enslave- 
ment of  any  peoples;  and 

Whereas  it  is  appropriate  that  the  Con- 
gress Join  with  the  President  In  giving  ex- 
pression to  the  desires  and  hopes  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States;  therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  and  House  con- 
curring. 

Join  with  the  President  In  declaring  th^ 
the  United  States  rejects  any  Interpretation* 
or  applications  of  any  tntematlonal  agree- 
ments or  understandlngB,  made  during  the 
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course  ot  World  War  n,  which  have  been 
perverted  to  bring  about  the  subjugation  of 
free  peoples,  and  further 

Join  In  proclaiming  the  hope  that  the  peo- 
ples who  have  been  subjected  to  the  captivi- 
ty of  Soviet  despotism  shall  again  enjoy  the 
right  of  self-determination  within  a  frame- 
work which  win  sustain  the  peace;  that  they 
shall  again  have  the  right  to  choose  the  form 
of  government  under  which  they  will  live, 
and  that  sovereign  rights  of  self-government 
shall  be  restored  to  them  all  In  accordance 
with  the  pledge  of  the  Atlantic  Charter. 


SPECIAL.  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15  min- 
utes on  tomorrow  and  Wednesday  next, 
following  the  legislative  programs  of 
those  days  and  any  special  orders  here- 
tofore entered. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes  tomorrow,  follow- 
ing the  legislative  business  of  the  day 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered. 


GEXDRGE  WASHINGTON'S  FAREWELL 
ADDRESS 

The  SPEAKER.  I>ursuant  to  the  order 
of  the  House  of  February  9,  1953.  the 
Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Poff]  to  read  George 
Washington's  Farewell  Address. 

Mr.  POFP  read  the  Farewell  Address 
as  follows : 

To  the  people  of  the  United  States: 

Friends  and  Fellow  Citizens:  The 
period  for  a  new  election  of  a  citizen  to 
administer  the  executive  government  of 
the  United  States  being  not  far  distant. 
and  the  time  actually  arrived  when  your 
thoughts  must  be  employed  in  desig- 
nating the  person  who  is  to  be  clothed 
with  that  important  trust,  it  appears  to 
me  proper,  especially  as  it  may  conduce 
to  a  more  distinct  expression  of  the 
public  voice,  that  I  should  now  apprise 
you  of  the  resolution  I  have  formed,  to 
decline  being  considered  among  the 
number  of  those,  out  of  whom  a  choice 
is  to  be  made. 

I  beg  you.  at  the  same  time,  to  do  me 
the  justice  to  be  assured,  that  this  reso- 
lution has  not  been  taken,  without  a 
strict  regard  to  all  the  considerations 
appertaining  to  the  relation  which  binds 
a  dutiful  citizen  to  his  country ;  and  that, 
in  withdrawing  the  tender  of  service 
which  silence  in  my  situation  might 
imply,  I  am  influenced  by  no  diminution 
of  zeal  for  your  future  interest;  no  defi- 
ciency of  grateful  respect  for  your  past 
kindness;  but  am  supported  by  a  full 
conviction  that  the  step  is  compatible 
with  both. 

The  acceptance  of.  and  continuance 
hitherto  in  the  office  to  which  your  suf- 
frages have  twice  called  me,  have  been 
a  uniform  sacrifice  of  inclination  to  the 
opinion  of  duty,  and  to  a  deference  for 
what  appeared  to  be  your  desire.  I  con- 
stantly hoped  that  it  would  have  been 
much  earlier  in  my  power,  consistently 
with  motives  which  I  was  not  at  liberty 
to  disregard,  to  return  to  that  retirement 
from    which    I    had    been    reluctantly 


drawn.  The  strength  of  my  Inclination 
to  do  this,  previous  to  the  last  election, 
had  even  led  to  the  preparation  of  an 
address  to  declare  it  to  you;  but  mature 
reflection  on  the  then  perplexed  and 
critical  posture  of  our  affairs  with  for- 
eign nations,  and  the  unanimous  advice 
of  persons  entitled  to  my  confidence, 
impelled  me  to  abandon  the  idea. 

I  rejoice  that  the  state  of  your  con- 
cerns, external  as  well  as  internal,  no 
longer  renders  the  pursuit  of  inclination 
incompatible  with  the  sentiment  of  duty 
or  propriety:  and  am  persuaded,  what- 
ever partiality  may  be  retained  for  my 
services,  that  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  our  country,  you  will  not 
disapprove  my  determination  to  retire. 

The  impressions  with  which  I  first 
undertook  the  arduous  trust,  were  ex- 
plained on  the  proper  occasion.  In  the 
discharge  of  this  trust,  I  will  only  say 
that  I  have,  with  good  intentions,  con- 
tributed towards  the  organization  and 
administration  of  the  government,  the 
best  exertions  of  which  a  very  fallible 
judgment  was  capable.  Not  imconscious 
in  the  outset,  of  the  inferiority  of  my 
qualifications,  experience,  in  my  own 
eyes,  perhaps  still  more  in  the  eyes  of 
others,  has  strengthened  the  motives  to 
diffidence  of  myself;  and.  every  day,  the 
increasing  weight  of  years  admonishes 
me  more  and  more,  that  the  shade  of 
retirement  is  as  necessary  to  me  as  it 
will  be  welcome.  Satisfied  that  if  any 
circumstances  have  given  peculiar  value 
to  my  services  they  were  temporary.  I 
have  the  consolation  to  believe  that, 
while  choice  and  prudence  invite  me  to 
quit  the  political  scene,  patriotism  does 
not  forbid  it. 

In   looking   fonnard   to   the   moment 
which  is  to  terminate  the  career  of  my 
political  life,  my  feelings  do  not  permit 
me  to  suspend  the  deep  acknowledgment 
of  that  debt  of  gratitude  which  I  owe  to 
my  beloved  country,  for  the  many  honors 
it  has  conferred  upon  me;  still  more  for 
the  steadfast  confidence  with  which  it 
has  supported  me;  and  for  the  oppor- 
tunities I  have  thence  enjoyed  of  mani- 
festing  my    inviolable    attachment,    by 
services  faithful  and  persevering,  though 
in  usefulness  unequal   to  my   zeal.    If 
benefits  have   resulted   to  our  country 
from  these  services,  let  it  always  be  re- 
membered to  your  praise,  and  as  an  in- 
structive  example  in  our  annals,   that 
under  circumstances  in  which  the  pas- 
sions, agitated  in  every  direction,  were 
liable    to   mislead    amidst   appearances 
sometimes  dubious,  vicissitudes  of  for- 
time   often   discouraging — in   situations 
in  which  not  unfrequently.  want  of  suc- 
cess   has    countenanced    the    spirit    of 
criticism, — the  constancy  of  your  support 
was  the  essential  prop  of  the  efforts,  and 
a  guarantee  of  the  plans,  by  which  they 
were    effected.     Profoundly    penetrated 
with  this  idea.  I  shall  carry  it  with  me 
to  my  grave,  as  a  strong  incitement  to 
unceasing  vows  that  heaven  may  con- 
tinue to  you  the  choicest  tokens  of  its 
beneficence — that  your  union  and  broth- 
erly affection   may   be  perpetual— that 
the  free  constitution,  which  is  the  work 
of  your  hands,  may  be  sacredly  main- 
tained— that  its  administration  in  every 
department  may  be  stamped  with  wisdom 
and  virtue— that,  in  fine.  v,he  happiness 
of  the  people  of  these  states,  under  the 


auspices  of  liberty,  may  be  made  com- 
plete by  so  careful  a  preservation,  and 
so  prudent  a  use  of  this  blessing,  as  will 
acquire  to  them  the  glory  of  recommend- 
ing it  to  the  applause,  the  affection  and 
adoption  of  every  nation  which  Is  yet  a 
stranger  to  it. 

Here,  perhaps.  I  ought  to  stop.  But  a 
solicitude  for  your  welfare,  which  cannot 
end  but  with  my  life,  and  the  apprehen- 
sion of  danger,  natural  to  that  solicitude, 
urge  me,  on  an  occasion  like  the  present, 
to  offer  to  your  solemn  contemplation, 
and  to  recommend  to  your  frequent  re- 
view, some  sentiments  which  are  the  re- 
sult of  much  refiection,  of  no  inconsider- 
able observation,  and  which  appear  to  me 
all  important  to  the  permanency  of  your 
felicity  as  a  people.  These  will  be  offered 
to  you  with  the  more  freedom,  as  you 
can  only  see  in  them  the  disinterested 
warnings  of  a  parting  friend,  who  can 
possibly  have  no  personal  motive  to  bias 
his  counsel.  Nor  can  I  forget,  as  an  en- 
couragement to  it.  your  indulgent  recep- 
tion of  my  sentiments  on  a  former  and 
not  dissimilar  occasion. 

Interwoven  as  is  the  love  of  liberty  with 
every  ligament  of  your  hearts,  no  recom- 
mendation of  mine  is  necessary  to  fortify 
or  confirm  the  attachment. 

The  unity  of  government  which  consti- 
tutes you  one  people,  is  also  now  dear  to 
you.  It  is  justly  so;  for  it  is  a  main 
pillar  in  the  edifice  of  your  real  inde- 
pendence; the  support  of  your  tranquil- 
ity at  home;  your  peace  abroad;  of  your 
safety;  of  your  prosperity;  of  that  very 
liberty  which  you  so  highly  prize.  But 
as  it  is  easy  to  foresee  that,  from  differ- 
ent cau.ses  and  from  different  quarters 
much  pains  will  be  taken,  many  artifices 
employed,  to  weaken  in  your  minds  the 
conviction  of  this  truth,  as  this  Is  the 
point  in  your  political  fortress  against 
which  the  batteries  of  internal  and  ex- 
ternal enemies  will  be  most  constantly 
and  actively  i  though  often  covertly  and 
insidiously)  directed;  it  is  of  infinite 
moment,  that  you  should  properly  esti- 
mate the  immense  value  of  your  national 
union  to  your  collective  and  individual 
happine.ss;  that  you  should  cherish  a 
cordial,  habitual,  and  immovable  attach- 
ment to  it;  accu.stoming  yourselves  to 
think  and  speak  of  It  as  the  palladium 
of  your  political  safety  and  prosperity; 
watching  for  its  preservation  with  Jeal- 
ous anxiety;  discountenancing  whatever 
may  suggest  even  a  suspicion  that  it  can, 
in  any  event,  be  abandoned;  and  indig- 
nantly frowning  upon  the  first  dawning 
of  every  attempt  to  alienate  any  porUon 
of  our  country  from  the  rest,  or  to 
enfeeble  the  sacred  ties  which  now  link 
together  the  various  parts. 

For  this  you  have  every  Inducement 
of  sympathy  and  interest.  Citizens  by 
birth,  or  choice,  of  a  common  country, 
that  country  has  a  right  to  concentrate 
your  affecUons.  The  name  of  American, 
which  belongs  to  you  in  your  national 
capacity,  must  always  exalt  the  just  pride 
of  patriotism,  more  than  any  appellation 
derived  from  local  discriminations. 
With  slight  shades  of  difference,  you  have 
the  same  religion,  manners,  habits,  and 
poliUcal  principles.  You  have,  in  a  com- 
mon cause,  fought  and  triumphed  to- 
gether; the  independence  and  liberty  you 
possess,  are  the  work  of  joint  counsels. 
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and  joint  efforts,  of  common  dangers. 
suffering  and  successes. 

But  these  considerations,  however  pow- 
erfully they  addressed  themselves  to  your 
sensibility,  are  greatly  outweighed  by 
those  which  apply  more  immediately  to 
your  interest. — Here,  every  portion  of  our 
country  finds  the  most  commanding  mo- 
tives for  carefully  guarding  and  preserv- 
ing the  union  of  the  whole. 

The  north.  In  an  unrestrained  inter- 
course with  the  south,  protected  by  the 
equal  laws  of  a  common  government. 
finds  In  the  productions  of  the  latter, 
great  additional  resources  of  maritime 
and  commercial  enterprise,  and  precious 
materials  of  manufacturing  Industry. — 
The  south  In  the  same  Intercourse,  bene- 
fiting by  the  same  agency  of  the  north. 
sees  Its  agriculture  grow  and  Its  com- 
merce expand.  Turning  partly  Into  Ita 
own  channels,  the  seamen  of  the  north, 
it  finds  its  particular  navigation  Invigor- 
ated; and  while  It  contributes.  In  differ- 
ent ways,  to  nourish  and  increase  the 
general  mass  of  the  national  navigation. 
it  looks  forward  to  the  protection  of  a 
maritime  strength,  to  which  Itself  Is  un- 
equally tidapted.  The  east,  in  a  like  In- 
tercourse with  the  west,  already  finds, 
and  in  the  progressive  Improvement  of 
Interior  communications  by  land  and 
water,  will  more  and  more  find  a  valuable 
vent  for  the  commodities  which  it  brings 
from  abroad,  or  manufactures  at  home. 
The  west  derives  from  the  east  supplies 
requisite  to  Its  growth  and  comfort — and 
what  Is  perhaps  of  still  greater  conse- 
quence. It  must  of  necessity  owe  the  se- 
cure enjosnnent  of  Indispensable  outlets 
for  Its  own  productions,  to  the  weight. 
Infiuence.  and  the  future  maritime 
strength  of  the  Atlantic  side  of  the 
Union,  directed  by  an  indissoluble  com- 
munity of  Interest  as  ofie  nation.  Any 
other  tenure  by  which  the  west  can  hold 
this  essential  advantage,  whether  de- 
rived from  its  own  separate  strength ;  or 
from  an  apostate  and  unnatural  con- 
nection with  any  foreign  power,  must  be 
Intrinsically  precarious. 

While  then  every  part  of  our  country 
thus  feels  an  Immediate  and  particular 
interest  In  union,  all  the  parts  com- 
bined cannot  fall  to  find  In  the  united 
mass  of  means  and  efforts,  greater 
strength,  greater  resource,  proportion- 
ably  greater  security  from  external  dan- 
ger, a  less  frequent  Interruption  of  their 
peace  by  foreign  nations;  and,  what  Is 
of  inestimable  value,  they  must  derive 
from  union,  an  exemption  from  those 
broils  and  wars  between  themselves, 
which  so  frequently  afflict  neighboring 
countries  not  tied  together  by  the  same 
government;  which  their  own  rivalship 
alone  would  be  sufficient  to  produce,  but 
which  opposite  foreign  alliances,  attach- 
ments, and  intrigues,  would  stimulate 
and  embitter.  Hence  likewise,  they  will 
avoid  the  necessity  of  those  overgrown 
military  establishments,  which  under  any 
form  of  government  are  Inauspicious  to 
liberty,  and  which  are  to  be  regarded  as 
particularly  hostile  to  republican  liberty. 
In  this  sense  it  Is,  that  your  union  ought 
to  be  considered  as  a  main  prop  of  your 
liberty,  and  that  the  love  of  the  one 
ought  to  endear  to  you  the  preservaUon 
of  the  other. 

These  considerations  speak  a  persua- 
sive language   to   every  reflecting   and 


virtuous  mind  and  exhibit  the  continu- 
ance of  the  union  as  a  primary  object 
of  patriotic  desire.  Is  there  a  doubt 
whether  a  common  government  can  em- 
brace so  large  a  sphere?  let  experience 
solve  It.  To  listen  to  mere  speculation  In 
such  a  case  were  criminal.  We  are  au- 
thorized to  hope  that  a  proper  organiza- 
tion of  the  whole,  with  the  auxiliary 
agency  of  governments  for  the  respec- 
tive subdivisions,  will  afford  a  happy 
Issue  to  the  experiment.  It  Is  well  worth 
a  fair  and  full  experiment.  With  such 
powerful  and  obvious  motives  to  union, 
affecting  all  parts  of  our  country,  while 
experience  shall  not  have  demonstrated 
Its  Impracticability,  there  will  always  l>e 
reason  to  distrust  the  patriotism  of  those 
who.  In  any  quarter,  may  endeavor  to 
weaken  Its  hands. 

In  contemplating  the  causes  which 
may  disturb  our  Union,  It  occurs  as  mat- 
ter of  serious  concern,  that  any  ground 
should  have  been  furnished  for  char- 
acterizing parties  by  geographical  dis- 
criminations— nort?iern  and  southern — 
Atlantic  and  western;  whence  designing 
men  may  endeavor  to  excite  a  belief  that 
there  is  a  real  difference  of  local  inter- 
ests and  views.  One  of  the  expedients 
of  party  to  acquire  Infiuence  within  par- 
ticular districts.  Is  to  misrepresent  the 
opinions  and  aims  of  other  districts. 
You  cannot  shield  yourselves  too  much 
against  the  Jealousies  and  heart  burn- 
ings which  spring  from  these  misrepre- 
sentations; they  tend  to  render  alien  to 
each  other  those  who  ought  to  be  bound 
together  by  fraternal  affection.  The  In- 
habitants of  our  western  country  have 
lately  had  a  useful  lesson  on  this  head; 
they  have  seen,  In  the  negotiation  by 
the  executive,  and  In  the  unanimous 
ratification  by  the  senate  of  the  treaty 
with  Spain,  and  in  the  universal  sat- 
isfaction at  the  event  throughout  the 
United  States,  a  decisive  proof  how 
unfounded  were  the  suspicions  prop- 
agated among  them  of  a  policy  in  the 
general  government  and  in  the  Atlantic 
states,  unfriendly  to  their  interests  In 
regard  to  the  Mississippi.  They  have 
been  witnesses  to  the  formation  of  two 
treaties,  that  with  Great  Britain  and 
that  with  Spain,  which  secure  to  them 
everything  they  could  desire.  In  respect 
to  our  foreign  relations,  towards  con- 
firming their  prosperity.  Will  it  not  be 
their  wisdom  to  rely  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  these  advantages  on  the  union 
by  which  they  were  procured?  will  they 
not  henceforth  be  deaf  to  those  ad- 
visers, if  such  they  are.  who  would  sever 
them  from  their  brethren  and  connect 
them  with  aliens? 

To  the  efficacy  and  permanency  of 
your  Union,  a  government  for  the  whole 
is  indispensable.  No  alliances,  however 
strict,  between  the  parts  can  be  an  ade- 
quate substitute;  they  must  inevitably 
experience  the  infractions  and  interrup- 
tions which  all  alliances.  In  all  times, 
have  experienced.  Sensible  of  this  mo- 
mentous truth,  you  have  Improved  upon 
your  first  essay,  by  the  adoption  of  a  con- 
stitution of  government,  better  calcu- 
lated than  your  former,  for  an  intimate 
union,  and  for  the  efficacious  manage- 
ment of  your  common  concerns.  This 
government,  the  offspring  of  our  own 
choice,  uninfluenced  and  unawed. 
adopted  upon  full  investigation  and  ma- 


ture deliberation,  completely  free  in  Ita 
principles,  in  the  distribution  of  Its  pow- 
ers, vmlting  security  with  energy,  and 
maintaining  within  itself  a  provision  for 
its  own  amendment,  has  a  just  claim  to 
your  confldence  and  your  support.  Re- 
spect for  its  authority,  compliance  with 
Its  laws,  acquiescence  in  its  measures, 
are  duties  enjoined  by  the  fundamental 
maxims  of  true -liberty.  The  basis  of  our 
political  systems  is  the  right  of  the 
people  to  make  and  to  alter  their  consti- 
tutions of  government. — ^But  the  consti- 
tution which  at  any  time  exists,  imtll 
changed  by  an  explicit  and  authentic  act 
of  the  whole  people,  is  sacredly  obliga- 
tory upon  all.  The  very  idea  of  the 
power,  and  the  right  of  the  people  to 
establish  government,  presuppose  the 
duty  of  every  individual  to  obey  the 
established  government. 

All  obstructions  to  the  execution  of  the 
laws,  all  combinations  and  associations 
under  whatever  plausible  character,  with 
the  real  design  to  direct,  control,  coun- 
teract, or  awe  the  regular  deliberations 
and  action  of  the  constituted  authorities, 
are  destructive  of  this  ftmdamental 
principle,  and  of  fatal  tendency. — ^They 
serve  to  organize  faction,  to  give  It  an 
artiflcial  and  extraordinary  force,  to  put 
in  the  place  of  the  delegated  will  of  the 
nation  the  will  of  party,  often  a  small 
but  artful  and  enterprising  minority  of 
the  community;  and.  according  to  the 
alternate  triimiphs  of  different  parties, 
to  make  the  public  administration  the 
mirror  of  the  ill  concerted  and  Incongru- 
ous projects  of  faction,  rather  than  the 
organ  of  consistent  and  wholesome  plans 
digested  by  common  councils,  and  modi- 
fled  by  mutual  Interests. 

However  combinations  or  associations 
of  the  above  description  may  now  and 
then  answer  popular  ends,  they  are 
likely,  in  the  course  of  time  and  things,  to 
become  potent  engines,  by  which  cun- 
ning, ambitious,  and  unprincipled  men, 
will  be  enabled  to  subvert  the  power  of 
the  people,  and  to  usurp  for  themselves 
the  reins  of  government;  destros^ing 
afterwards  the  very  engines  which  have 
lifted  them  to  unjust  dominion. 

Towards  the  preservation  of  your  gov- 
ernment and  the  permanency  of  your 
present  happy  state,  it  Is  requisite,  not 
only  that  you  steadily  discountenance 
irregular  opposition  to  its  acknowledged 
authority,  but  also  that  you  resist  with 
care  the  spirit  of  innovation  upon  Its 
principles,  however  specious  the  pretext. 
One  method  of  assault  may  be  to  effect, 
in  the  forms  of  the  constitution,  altera- 
tions whtch  will  impair  the  energy  of  the 
system;  and  thus  to  undermine  what 
cannot  be  directly  overthrown.  In  all  the 
changes  to  which  you  may  be  involved, 
remember  that  time  and  habit  are  at 
least  as  necessary  to  fix  the  true  charac- 
ter of  governments,  as  of  other  human 
institutions: — that  experience  is  the  sur- 
est standard  by  which  to  test  the  real 
tendency  of  the  existing  constitution  of  a 
country : — that  facility  In  changes,  upon 
the  credit  of  mere  hypothesis  and  opin- 
ion, exposes  to  perpetual  change  from 
the  endless  variety  of  hypothesis  and 
opinion:  and  remember,  especially,  that 
for  the  efficient  management  of  your 
common  interests  m  a  country  so  exten- 
sive as  ours,  a  government  of  as  much 
vigor  as  is  consistent  with  the  perfect    \ 
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fecurlty  ot  liberty  is  iadispensaUe.  Lib- 
erty Itcelf  will  find  in  such  s  goreminent. 
with  powers  properly  distributed  and  ad- 
justed, its  sorest  guardian.  It  is.  indeed. 
little  else  than  a  name,  where  the  gor- 
enunent  is  too  feeble  to  withstand  the 
enterprises  ot  faction,  to  confine  each 
member  of  the  society  within  the  limits 
prescribed^  by  the  laws,  and  to  maintain 
all  in  the  secure  and  tranquil  enjoyment 
of  the  righU  of  person  and  property. 

I  have  already  intimated  to  you  the 
danger  of  parties  in  the  state,  with  par- 
ticular references  to  the  founding  them 
on  geographical  discrimination.  Let  me 
now  take  a  more  comprehensive  view, 
and  warn  you  in  the  most  solemn  man- 
ner against  the  baneful  effects  of  the 
spirit  of  party  generally. 

This  spirit,  unfortimately.  is  Insepara- 
ble from  our  nature,  having  its  root  in 
the  strongest  passions  of  the  human 
mind. — It  exists  under  different  shapes  in 
all  governments,  more  or  less  stifled,  con- 
trolled, or  repressed ;  but  in  those  of  the 
popular  form  It  is  seen  in  its  greatest 
rankness,  and  is  truly  their  worst  enemy. 

The  alternate  domination  of  one  fac- 
tion over  another,  sharpened  by  the  spirit 
of  revenge  natural  to  party  dissension, 
which  in  different  ages  and  countries  has 
perpetrated  the  most  horrid  enormities, 
is  itself  a  frightful  despotism.  But  this 
leads  at  length  to  a  more  formal  and 
permanent  despotism.  The  disorders 
and  miseries  which  result,  gradually  in- 
cline the  minds  of  men  to  seek  security 
and  repose  in  the  absolute  power  of  an 
individual ;  and,  sooner  or  later,  the  chief 
of  some  prevailing  faction,  more  able  or 
more  fortunate  than  his  competitors, 
turns  this  disposition  to  the  purpose  of 
his  own  elevation  on  \he  ruins  of  public 
liberty. 

Without  looking  forward  to  an  extrem- 
ity of  this  kind,  (which  nevertheless 
ought  not  to  be  entirely  out  of  sight  >  the 
common  and  continual  mischiefs  of  the 
spirit  of  party  are  sufficient  to  make  it 
the  Interest  and  duty  of  a  wise  people  to 
discourage  and  restrain  It. 

It  serves  always  to  distract  the  public 
councils,  and  enfeeble  the  public  admin- 
istration. It  agitates  the  community 
with  ill  founded  jealousies  and  false 
alarms;  kindles  the  animosity  of  one  part 
against  another ;  foments  occasional  riot 
and  insurrection.  It  opens  the  door  to 
foreign  Influence  and  corruption  which 
finds  a  facilitated  access  to  the  govern- 
ment itself  through  the  channels  of  party 
passions.  Thus  the  policy  and  the  will  of 
one  country  are  subjected  to  the  policy 
and  will  of  another. 

There  Is  an  opinion  that  parties  In  free 
countries  are  useful  checks  upon  the 
administration  of  the  government,  and 
serve  to  keep  alive  the  spirit  of  liberty. 
This  within  certain  limits  is  probably 
true;  and  in  governments  of  a  mo- 
narchlal  cast,  patriotism  may  look  with 
Indulgence,  if  not  with  favor,  upon  the 
spirit  of  party^  But  in  those  of  the  popu- 
lar character,  in  governments  purely 
elective,  it  is  a  spirit  not  to  be  encouraged. 
From  their  natural  tendency,  it  is  certain 
there  will  always  be  enough  of  that  spirit 
for  every  salutary  purpose.  And  there 
being  constant  danger  of  excess,  the 
effort  Qusbt  t»  be.  by  force  of  public 
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i|iliilii|J»|l|ll|l|"'i    a°d  assuage  it.    A 
Ore  ii^|pl»e  fiuenched,  it  demands  a 


uniform  vigilance  to  prevent  it  bursting 
into  a  flame,  lest  instead  of  warming,  it 
should  constmie. 

It  is  important  likewise,  that  the  habits 
of  thinking  in  a  free  coiintry  should  in- 
spire caution  in  those  intrusted  with  its 
administration,  to  confine  themselves 
within  their  respective  constitutional 
spheres,  avoiding  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  one  department,  to  encroach 
upon  another.  The  spirit  of  encroach- 
ment tends  to  consolidate  the  powers  of 
all  the  departments  in  one.  and  thus  to 
create,  whatever  the  form  of  government, 
a  real  despotism.  A  just  estimate  of  that 
love  of  power  and  proneness  to  abuse  it 
which  predominate  in  the  human  heart, 
is  siifficient  to  satisfy  us  of  the  truth  of 
this  position.  The  necessity  of  reciprocal 
checlcs  in  the  exercise  of  political  power, 
by  dividing  and  distributing  it  into  differ- 
ent depositories,  and  constituting  each 
the  guardian  of  the  public  weal  against 
invasion  of  the  others,  has  been  evinced 
by  experiments  ancient  and  modem; 
some  of  them  in  our  country  and  under 
our  own  eyes. — To  preserve  them  must  be 
as  necessary  as  to  institute  them.  If.  in 
the  opinion  of  the  people,  the  distribu- 
tion or  modification  of  the  constitutional 
powers  be  in  any  particular  wrong,  let 
it  be  corrected  by  an  amendment  in  the 
way  which  the  constitution  designates. — 
But  let  there  be  no  change  by  usurpation; 
for  though  this,  in  one  instance,  may  be 
the  instrument  of  good,  it  is  the  custom- 
ary weapon  by  which  free  governments 
are  destroyed.  The  precedent  must 
always  greatly  overl>aIance  in  permanent 
evil  any  partial  or  transient  benefit 
which  the  use  can  at  any  time  yield. 

Of  all  the  dispositions  and  habits  which 
lead  to  political  prosperity,  religion  and 
morality  are  indispensable  supports.  In 
vain  would  that  man  claim  the  tribute 
of  patriotism,  who  should  latwr  to  subvert 
these  great  pillars  of  human  happiness, 
these  firmest  props  of  the  duties  of  men 
and  citizens.  The  mere  politician,  equally 
with  the  pious  man,  ought  to  respect  and 
to  cherish  them.  A  volume  could  not 
trace  all  of  their  connections  with  private 
and  public  felicity.  Let  it  simply  be 
asked,  where  is  the  security  for  property, 
for  reputation,  for  life,  if  the  sense  of 
religious  obligation  desert  the  oaths 
which  are  the  instruments  of  investiga- 
tion in  courts  of  Justice?  And  let  us  with 
caution  indulge  the  supposition  that 
morality  can  be  maintained  without  re- 
ligion. Whatever  may  be  conceded  to 
the  influence  of  refined  education  on 
minds  of  peculiar  structure,  reason  and 
experience  both  forbid  us  to  expect,  that 
national  morality  can  prevail  in  exclu- 
sion of  religious  principle. 

It  is  substantially  true,  that  virtue  or 
morality  is  a  necessary  spring  of  popular 
government.  The  rule,  indeed  extends 
with  more  or  less  force  to  every  species 
of  free  government.  Who  that  is  a  sin- 
cere friend  to  it  can  look  with  indifler- 
ence  upon  attempts  to  shake  the  founda- 
tion of  the  fabric? 

Promote,  then,  as  an  object  of  primary 
Importance,  institutions  for  the  general 
diffusion  of  knowledge.  In  proportion 
as  the  structure  of  a  government  gives 
force  to  public  opinion,  it  should  be 
enlightened. 

As  a  very  important  source  of  strength 
and  security,  cherish  public  credit.    One 


method  of  preserving  it  is  to  use  it  as 
sparingly  as  possible,  avoiding  occasions 
of  expense  by  cultivating  peace,  but  re- 
membering, also,  that  timely  disburse- 
ments, to  prepare  for  danger,  frequently 
prevent  much  greater  disbursements  to 
repel  it;  avoiding  likewise  the  accumu- 
lation of  debt,  not  only  by  shunning  oc- 
casions of  expense,  but  by  vigorous  exer- 
tions, in  time  of  peace,  to  discharge  the 
debts  which  unavoidable  wars  may  have 
occasioned,  not  ungenerously  throwing 
upon  posterity  the  burden  which  we 
ourselves  ought  to  bear.  The  execution 
of  these  maxims  belongs  to  your  repre- 
sentatives, but  it  is  necessary  that  pubUc 
opinion  should  cooperate.  To  facilitate 
to  them  the  performance  of  their  duty,  it 
is  essential  that  you  should  pracUca'ly 
bear  in  mind,  that  towards  the  payment 
of  debts  there  must  be  revenue;  that  to 
have  revenue  there  must  be  taxes,  that 
no  taxes  can  be  devised  which  are  not 
more  or  less  inconvenient  and  unpleas- 
ant; that  the  intrinsic  embarrassment 
inseparable  from  the  selection  of  tne 
proper  object  (which  is  always  a  choice 
of  difflrulties, )  ought  to  be  a  decisive  mo- 
tive for  a  candid  construction  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  government  in  making  it, 
and  for  a  spirit  of  acquiescence  in  the 
measures  for  obtaining  revenue,  which 
the  public  exigencies  may  at  any  time 
dictate. 

Observe  gcKxl  faith  and  justice  towards 
all  nations;  cultivate  peace  and  harmony 
with  all.  Religion  and  morality  enjoin 
this  conduct,  and  can  it  be  that  good 
policy  does  not  equally  enjoin  it?  It  will 
be  worthy  of  a  free,  enlightened,  and.  at 
no  distant  period,  a  great  nation,  to  give 
to  mankind  the  magnanimous  and  too 
novel  example  of  a  people  always  guided 
by  an  exalted  justice  and  benevolence. 
Who  can  doubt  but.  in  the  course  of  time 
and  things,  the  fruits  of  such  a  plan 
would  richly  repay  any  temporary  ad- 
vantages which  might  be  lost  by  a  steady 
adherence  to  it;  can  it  be  that  Provi- 
dence has  not  connected  the  permanent 
felicity  of  a  nation  with  its  virtue?  The 
experiment,  at  least  is  recommended  by 
every  sentiment  which  ennobles  human 
nature.  Alas!  is  it  rendered  Impossible 
by  its  vices? 

In  the  execution  of  such  a  plan,  noth- 
ing is  more  essential  than  that  perma- 
nent inveterate  antipathies  against  par- 
ticular nations  and  passionate  attach- 
ments for  others,  should  be  excluded; 
and  that  in  place  of  them,  just  and  ami- 
cable feelings  towards  all  should  be  culti- 
vated. The  nation  which  indulges  to- 
wards another  an  habitual  hatred,  or  an 
habitual  fondness,  is  in  some  degree  a 
slave.  It  is  a  slave  to  its  animosity  or 
to  its  affection,  either  of  which  is  suffi- 
cient to  lead  it  astray  from  its  duty  and 
Its  interest.  AntiF>athy  in  one  nation 
against  another  disposes  each  more 
readily  to  offer  insult  and  injury,  to  lay 
hold  of  slight  causes  of  umbrage,  and  to 
be  haughty  and  intractable  when  acci- 
dental or  trifling  occasions  of  dispute 
occur.  Hence,  frequent  collisions,  ob- 
stinate, envenomed,  and  bloody  contests. 
The  nation,  prompted  by  ill  will  and  re- 
sentment, sometimes  impels  to  war  the 
government,  contrary  to  the  best  calcu- 
lations of  policy.  The  government  some- 
times participates  in  the  national  pro- 
pensity,   and    adopts    through    passion 
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what  reason  would  reject;  at  other  times. 
it  makes  the  animosity  of  the  nation  sub- 
servient to  projects  of  hostility,  insti- 
gated by  pride,  ambition,  and  other  sin- 
ister and  pernicious  motives.  The  peace 
often,  sometimes  perhaps  the  liberty  of 
nations,  has  been  the  victim. 

So  likewise,  a  passionate  attachment 
of  one  nation  for  another  produces  a 
variety  of  evils.  Sympathy  for  the  fa- 
vorite nation,  facilitating  the  illusion  of 
an  imaginary  common  interest.  In  cases 
where  no  real  common  Interest  exists, 
and  Infusing  into  one  the  enmities  of 
the  other,  betrays  the  former  into  a  par- 
ticipation in  the  quarrels  and  wars  of 
the  latter,  without  adequate  inducements 
or  justifications.  It  leads  also  to  con- 
cessions, to  the  favorite  nation,  of  privi- 
leges denied  to  others,  which  is  apt 
doubly  to  injure  the  nation  making  the 
concessions,  by  unnecessary  parting 
with  what  ought  to  have  been  retained, 
and  by  exciting  Jealousy,  ill  will,  and  a 
disposition  to  retaliate  in  the  parties 
from  whom  equal  privileges  are  with- 
held :  and  It  gives  to  ambitious,  corrupted 
or  deluded  citizens  who  devote  them- 
selves to  the  favorite  nation,  facility  to 
betray  or  sacrifice  the  interests  of  their 
own  country,  without  odium,  sometimes 
even  with  popularity;  gilding  with  the 
appearances  of  a  virtuous  sense  of  obli- 
gation, a  commendable  deference  for 
public  opinion,  or  a  laudable  zeal  for 
public  good,  the  base  or  foolish  compli- 
ances of  ambition,  corruption,  or  infat- 
uation. 

As  avenues  to  foreign  influence  In 
innumerable  ways,  such  attachments  are 
particularly  alarming  to  the  truly  en- 
lightened and  independent  patriot.  How 
many  opportunities  do  they  afford  to 
tamper  with  domestic  factions,  to  prac- 
tice the  arts  of  seduction,  to  mislead 
public  opinion,  to  Influence  or  awe  the 
public  councils! — Such  an  attachment  of 
a  small  or  weak,  towards  a  great  and 
(Kjwerful  nation,  d(X)ms  the  former  to  be 
the  satellite  of  the  latter. 

Against  the  insidious  wiles  of  foreign 
Influence,  (I  conjure  you  to  believe  me 
fellow  citizens.)  the  jealousy  of  a  free 
people  ought  to  be  corutantly  awake; 
since  history  and  experience  prove,  that 
foreign  influence  is  one  of  the  most  bane- 
ful foes  of  republican  government  But 
that  Jealousy,  to  be  useful,  must  be  im- 
partial, else  it  becomes  the  instrument  of 
the  very  influence  to  be  avoided.  Instead 
of  a  defense  against  it.  Excessive  par- 
tiality for  one  foreign  nation  and  ex- 
cessive dislike  for  another,  cause  those 
whom  they  acttiate  to  see  danger  only 
on  one  side,  and  serve  to  veil  and  even 
second  the  arts  of  influence  on  the  other. 
Real  patriots,  who  may  resist  the  in- 
trigues of  the  favorite,  are  liable  to  be- 
come susi>ected  and  odlus;  while  its 
tools  and  dupes  usurp  the  applause  and 
confidence  of  the  people,  to  surrender 
their  interest 

The  great  rule  of  conduct  for  us.  In 
regard  to  foreign  nations.  Is,  In  extending 
our  commercial  relations,  to  have  with 
them  as  little  political  connection  as 
possible.  So  far  as  we  have  already 
formed  engagements,  let  them  be  ful- 
filled with  perfect  good  faith:— Here  let 
us  stop. 

Europe  has  a  set  of  primary  Interests, 
which  to  us  have  none,  or  a  very  remote 


relation.  Hence,  she  must  be  engaged  in 
frequent  controversies,  the  causes  of 
which  are  essentially  foreign  to  our  con- 
cerns. Hence,  therefore,  It  must  be 
unwise  in  us  to  implicate  ourselves,  by 
artificial  ties.  In  the  ordinary  vicissitudes 
of  her  politics,  or  the  cM-dinary  combina- 
tions and  collusions  of  her  friendships  or 
enmities. 

Our  detached  and  distant  situation 
invites  and  enables  us  to  pursue  a  dif- 
ferent course.  If  we  remain  one  people, 
under  an  efficient  government,  the  period 
is  not  far  off  when  we  may  defy  material 
injury  from  external  annoyance;  when 
we  may  take  such  an  attitude  as  will 
cause  the  neutrality  we  may  at  any  time 
resolve  upon,  to  be  scrupulously  respect- 
ed ;  when  belligerent  nations,  under  the 
impossibility  of  making  acquisitions  upon 
us.  will  not  lightly  hazard  the  giving  us 
provocation,  when  we  may  choose  peace 
or  war.  as  our  interest,  guided  by  justice, 
shall  counseL 

Why  forego  the  advantages  of  so 
peculiar  a  situation?  Why  quit  our  own 
to  stand  upon  foreign  ground?  Why,  by 
interweaving  our  destiny  with  that  of 
any  part  of  Europe,  entangle  our  peace 
and  prosperity  in  the  toils  of  European 
ambition,  rivalshlp.  interest,  humor,  or 
caprice? 

It  is  our  true  policy  to  steer  clear  of 
permanent  alliance  with  any  portion  of 
the  foreign  world;  so  far,  I  mean,  as  we 
are  now  at  liberty  to  do  it;  for  let  me  not 
be  understood  as  capable  of  patronizing 
Infidelity  to  existing  engagements.  I 
hold  the  maxim  no  less  applicable  to 
public  than  private  affairs,  that  honesty 
is  always  the  best  policy.  I  repeat  it, 
therefore,  let  those  engagements  be  ob- 
served in  their  genuine  sense.  But  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  unnecessary,  and  would 
be  unwise  to  extend  them. 

Taking  care  always  to  keep  ourselves 
by  suitable  establishments,  on  a  re- 
spectable defensive  posture,  we  may 
safely  trust  to  temporary  alliances  for 
extraordinary  emergencies. 

Harmoixy,  and  a  liberal  Intercourse 
with  all  nations,  are  recommended  by 
policy,  humanity,  and  interest.  But  even 
our  commercial  policy  should  hold  an 
equal  and  impartial  hand ;  neither  seek- 
ing nor  granting  exclusive  favors  or  pref- 
erences; consulting  the  natural  course  of 
things;  diffusing  and  diversifying  by 
gentle  means  the  streams  of  commerce, 
but  forcing  nothing;  establishing  with 
powers  so  disposed,  in  order  to  give  trade 
a  stable  course,  to  define  the  rights  of 
our  merchants,  and  to  enable  the  gov- 
ernment to  support  them,  conventional 
rules  of  intercourse,  the  best  that  present 
circumstances  and  mutual  opinion  will 
permit,  but  temporary,  and  liable  to  be 
from  time  to  time  abandoned  or  varied  as 
experience  and  circumstances  shall  dic- 
tate; constantly  keeping  in  view,  that  it 
is  folly  in  one  nation  to  look  for  disin- 
terested favors  from  another;  that  it 
must  pay  with  a  portion  of  Its  independ- 
ence for  whatever  It  may  accept  under 
that  character;  that  by  such  acceptance, 
it  may  place  Itself  in  the  condition  of 
having  given  equivalents  for  nominal 
favors,  and  yet  of  being  reproached  with 
Ingratitude  for  not  giving  more.  There 
can  be  no  greater  error  than  to  expect, 
or  calculate  upon  real  favors  from  na- 
tion to  nation.    It  is  an  illusion  which 


experience  must  cure,  which  a  Just  pride 
ought  to  discard. 

In  offering  to  you,  my  countrymen, 
these  counsels  of  an  old  and  affectionate 
friend,  I  dare  not  hope  tiiey  will  make 
the  strong  and  lasting  impression  I  could 
wish;  that  they  will  control  the  usual 
current  of  the  passions,  or  prevent 
our  nation  from  running  the  course 
which  has  hitherto  marked  the  destiny 
of  nations,  but  if  I  may  even  flatter 
myself  that  they  may  be  productive  of 
some  partial  benefit,  some  occasional 
good ;  that  they  may  now  and  then  recm: 
to  moderate  the  fury  of  party  spirit,  to 
warn  against  the  mischiefs  of  foreign 
intrigue,  to  guard  against  the  Impostures 
of  pretended  patriotism;  this  hope  will 
be  a  full  recompense  for  the  solicitude 
for  your  welfare  by  which  they  have  been 
dictated. 

How  far.  In  the  discharge  of  my  official 
duties,  I  have  been  gmded  by  the  prin- 
ciples which  have  been  delineated,  the 
public  records  and  other  evidences  of  my 
conduct  must  witness  to  you  and  to  the 
world.  To  myself,  the  assurance  of  my 
own  conscience  is,  that  I  have,  at  least, 
believed  myself  to  be  guided  by  them. 

In  relation  to  the  still  subsisting  war 
in  Europe;  my  proclamation  of  the  224 
of  April,  1793,  is  the  index  to  my  plan. 
Sanctioned  by  your  approving  voice,  and 
by  that  of  your  representatives  In  both 
houses  of  congress,  the  spirit  of  that 
measure  has  continually  governed  me, 
uninfluenced  by  any  attempts  to  deter  <»: 
divert  me  from  it 

After  deliberate  examination,  with  the 
aid  of  the  best  lights  I  could  obtain.  I 
was  well  satisfied  that  our  country, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
had  a  right  to  take,  and  was  bound  in 
duty  and  interest,  to  take  a  neutral  posi- 
tion. Having  taken  it.  I  determined,  as 
far  as  should  depend  upon  me.  to  main- 
tain it  with  moderation,  perseverance 
and  firmness. 

The  considerations  which  respect  the 
right  to  hold  this  conduct,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary on  this  occasion  to  detaiL  I  will  only 
observe  that,  according  to  my  under- 
standing of  the  matter,  that  right  so  far 
from  being  denied  by  any  of  the  bel- 
ligerent powers,  has  been  virtually 
admitted  by  all. 

The  duty  of  holding  a  neutral  conduct 
may  be  inferred,  without  any  thing  more, 
from  the  obligation  which  justice  and 
humanity  imp>oses  on  every  nation,  in 
cases  in  which  it  is  free  to  act.  to  main- 
tain inviolate  the  relations  of  peace  and 
amity  towards  other  nations. 

The  inducements  of  interest  for  ob- 
serving that  conduct  will  best  be  referred 
to  your  own  reflections  and  experience. 
With  me  a  predominant  motive  has  been 
to  endeavor  to  gain  time  to  our  country - 
to  settle  and  mature  its  yet  recent  insti- 
tutions, and  to  progress,  without  inter- 
ruption, to  that  degree  of  strength,  and 
consistency  which  is  necessary  to  give  it. 
humanly  speaking,  the  command  of  its 
own  fortunes. 

Though  in  reviewing  the  incidents  of 
my  administration.  I  am  unconscious  of 
intentional  error.  I  am  nevertheless  too 
sensible  of  my  defects  not  to  think  it 
probable  that  I  may  have  committed 
many  errors.  Whatever  they  may  be.  I 
fervently  beseech  the  Almighty  to  avert 
or  mitigate  the  evils  to  which  they  may 
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tend.  I  shall  also  carry  with  me  the  hope 
that  my  country  will  never  cease  to  view 
them  with  indulgence:  and  that,  after 
forty -five  years  of  my  life  dedicated  to  its 
service,  with  an  upright  zeal,  the  faults 
of  incompetent  abilities  will  be  consigned 
to  oblivion,  as  myself  must  soon  be  to 
the  mansions  of  rest. 

Relying  on  its  kindness  in  this  as  in 
other  things,  and  actuated  by  that  fer- 
vent love  towards  it,  which  is  so  natural 
to  a  man  who  views  in  it  the  native  soil 
of  himself  and  his  progenitors  for  several 
generations;  I  anticipate  with  pleasing 
expectation'  that  retreat  in  which  I 
promise  myself  to  realize  without  alloy, 
the  sweet  enjoyment  of  partaking,  in 
the  midst  of  my  fellow  citizens,  the  be- 
nign Influence  of  good  laws  under  a  free 
government — the  ever  favorite  object  of 
my  heart,  and  the  happy  reward,  as  I 
trust,  of  our  mutual  cares,  labors  and 
dangers. 

Geo.  Washington. 

Unith)  States, 

17th  September.  1796. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Scrivner  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
Mr.  Hrttsxa. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
Include  a  letter  from  Admiral  Boone,  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  certain 
other  matters  pertaining  to  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  and  certain 
speeches. 

Mr.  Angell  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McCuLLOCH  and  to  include  a 
speech  by  Representative  Reed  of  Illi- 
nois, chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  Jackson  and  to  include  an  article 
entitled  "Achievements  of  Inter-Amer- 
ican Cooperation,"  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  it  exceeds  two  pages  of  the 
Record  and  is  estimated  by  the  Public 
Printer  to  cost  $196. 

Mr.  Bow  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude editorials. 

Mr.  Hillings  in  five  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Radwan  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton  with  reference 
to  the  first  day  of  issue  ceremony  of 
the  commemorative  stamp  honoring  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Bender  in  two  instances. 
Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  an  article  by 
Mr.  Tom  Linder,  commissioner  of  agri- 
culture for  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Sheehan  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Oakman  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion by  the  Common  Council  of  the  City 
of  Detroit  relative  to  the  compensation 
of  letter  carriers,  and  further  to  extend 
his  remarks  and  include  an  address  de- 
livered February  17  by  Henry  Ford, 
president  of  the  Ford  Motor  Co.,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  it  exceeds  two 
pages  of  the  Record  and  l>.^stimated  by 
the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $273. 

Mr.  Kerstbh  of  Wisconsin  and  include 
extrftotj|aa  matter. 


Mr.  Holt  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Passman. 

Mr.  Boggs  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Lucas  and  to  Include  a  statement 
prepared  by  him  about  H.  R.  2545.  his 
bill  to  protect  the  American  people 
against  industrywide  strikes. 

Mr.  Willis. 

Mr.  Matthews  relative  to  a  bill  intro- 
duced by  him  today. 

Mr.  Price  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  Machrowicz. 

Mr.  Hart  in  two  instances  in  each  to 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Rabaxtt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest  ) . 


SENATE  CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Senate 
of  the  following  title  was  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule, 
referred  as  follows: 

S.  Con.  Res.  4.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional  copies 
of  prayers  offered  by  the  Chaplain,  the  Rev- 
erend Peter  Marshall,  doctor  of  divinity,  at 
the  opening  of  the  dally  sessions  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  during  the  80th 
and  8l8t  Congresses:  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  12  o'clock  and  58  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tues- 
day, February  24.  1953.  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

484.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  relative  to 
an  appropriate  resolution,  malting  It  clear 
that  we  would  never  acquiesce  In  the  en- 
slavement of  any  people  In  order  to  purchase 
fancied  gain  for  ourselves,  and  that  we  would 
not  feel  that  any  past  agreements  committed 
us  to  any  such  enslavement  (H.  Doc.  No.  93) : 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

485.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Advisory  Commission  on  Information, 
transmitting  the  Seventh  Semiannual  Report 
of  the  United  States  Advisory  Commission 
on  Information  dated  January  1953,  pursuant 
to  section  603  of  Public  Law  402,  80th  Con- 
gress (H.  Doc.  No.  94):  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  he  printed. 

486.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmuting 
a  report  on  a  survey  and  review  of  the  Alaska 
Railroad,  an  agency  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  for  the  hacal  year  ended  June 
30.  1952  (H.  Doc.  No.  95):  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  and  ordered  to 
t)e  printed. 

487.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency,  transmitting 
the  annual  report  for  the  calendar  year  1951 
with  respect  to  tort  claims  paid  within  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act.  Public  Law 
601.  79th  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


488.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill 
entitled  "A  bill  to  repeal  certain  World  War 
II  laws  relating  to  return  of  fishing  vessels, 
and  for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

489.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com> 
merce,  transmitting  the  quarterly  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  on  the  acthr- 
Itles  and  transactions  of  the  administration 
from  October  1,  1952.  through  December  31, 
1952.  pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Ship  Sales 
Act  of  1946:  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr  REES  of  Kansas:  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  3062.  A  bill 
to  amend  section  3841  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  relating  to  the  schedules  of  the 
arrival  and  departure  of  the  mall,  to  repeal 
certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to  the  postal 
service,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept  No.  80).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr    BAILEY: 

H.  R  3361.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act.  1947  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Bducatioa 
and  Labor 

By  Mr   BROOKS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  R,  3362.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  lands  donated  to  the 
United  States  by  States  or  political  subdi- 
visions thereof  for  military  purposes  which 
are  subsequently  leased  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin: 

H  R.  3363  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  to  provide  that  a  discharge  in 
bankruptcy  shall  release  a  bankrupt  from 
provable  debts  due  as  a  tax  levied  by  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

H  R  3364  A  bill  to  provide  for  refund  of 
the  Federal  tax  paid  on  gasoline,  where  the 
gasoline  Is  destroyed  by  fire  or  other  casualty 
while  held  for  resale  by  a  Jobber,  wholesaler, 
or  retail  dealer:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CLARDY: 

H  R  3365    A    bin    to    repeal    Public    Laws 
874   and   815   of    the   8l8t   Congress;    to   the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr    COLE  of  New  York: 

H  R  3366  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Post- 
master General  to  refuse  to  accept  for 
transmittal  mall  under  certain  conditions: 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By   Mr.   CRETELLA: 

H  R  3367  A  bill  to  amend  section  1715  of 
title  18  of  the  United  SUtes  Code  to  permit 
the  transmission  In  the  malls  to  certain  offi- 
cers and  employees  of  State.  Territorial,  Dls 
trlct,  and  local  governments  of  pistols,  re- 
volvers, and  other  firearms  capable  of  being 
concealed  on  the  person,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr    DAVIS  of  Georgia; 

H  R.  3368.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  to  require  that  cer- 
tain articles  containing  synthetic  rubl>er 
shall  be  so  labeled:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
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By  Mr.  DONOHUK: 
H  R.  38«».  A  bill  to  carry  out  the  recom 
mendations  of  the  United  SUtes  Tarlir  CJom- 
mlFslon  with  re«pect  to  duty  conoeasloiu  on 
Swiss  watch  movemcnta;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  FORAND: 
H  R.  3370.  A  bill  to  amend  section  25  (b) 
(3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to 
Include  dependents  In  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines;  to  the  Ckxnmittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wjomlng: 

H  R.  3371.  A  blU  to  permit  the  exchangs 

and   amendment  of   farm  units  on  Federal 

irrigation  projects,  and  for  other  purposes; 

to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 

Affairs.  

By  Mr.  HOWBLL: 
H.  R.  3373.  A  bUl  to  increase  the  rates  of 
compensation     for     senrlce-connected     dU- 
ablllty  or  death  payable  under  the  laws  and 
regulations    administered    by    the    Veterans' 
Administration,  and  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
justment of  such  rates  on  the  basis  of  the 
cost  of  living  in  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LBSINSKI: 
H.  B.  3378.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  grant- 
ing of  preference,  in  the  assignment  of  over- 
time employment,  to  employees  of  the  postal 
field  service  paid  on  an  annual  basis;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pout  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 
By  Mr.  McOONOUOH: 
H.R.  S374.  A  blU   to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  employees  to  deduct 
their  contributions  under  private  unemploy- 
ment compensation  disability  benefit  plans 
where  such  oontrlbutlons  are  In  lieu  of  con- 
trlbuUons  otherwise  required  by  State  law; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Mcana. 
By  Mr.  MATTHEWS: 
H.R.  3375.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  remove  the  limitation  that 
medical  expenses  shall  be  aUowed  In  cer- 
tain cases  only  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed 
5  percent  of  the  adjtuted  grow  Income;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  MILLKR  o(  Kansas: 
H.R.  3376.  A     bill    to    provide    that    ex- 
penses Incurred  In  soU  and  water  conserva- 
tion practices  shall  be  deductible  from  tax- 
able Income;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  PATMAH: 
H.  R.  3377.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  %  of  the 
Clayton  Act  so  as  to  make  It  applicable  to 
discriminatory  saIm  to  the  United  SUtes  and 
to  any  SUte,  or  political  subdivision  thereof; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  S378.  A  blU  relaUng  to  certain  dis- 
criminatory pricing  praetlcea  affecting  com- 
merce: to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3370.  A  biU  to  promote  the  further 
development  at  public  library  service  In  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Bducatlon  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  8MTTH  of  VlrglnU: 
H  R.  3380.  A  blU  to  authorise  the  exchange 
of  lands  acquired  by  the  United  SUtes  for 
Prtnce  WUllam  Forest  Park.  Prlnoe  WlllUm 
County.  Va.,  for  the  purpose  of  consoUdatlng 
Federal  holdings  therein,  and  for  other  pur- 
prises;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PILLION: 
H  J.  Res.  100.  Joint    resolution    proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  the  election  of  Sen- 
ators from  Statea  hereafter  admitted  to  the 
Union:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  VORTS: 
H  J  Res.  aoo.  Joint  resolution  Joining  with 
the    President    of    the    United    Statea    In    a 
declaration  regarding  the  subjugation  o*  free 
peoples  by  the  Soviet  Union;  to  the  Commit- 
tee .in  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BARTUBTT: 

H.  Res.  152.  Resolution   providing   for  the 

payment  of  6  months'  salary  and  $350  funeral 

expenses  to  Ruth  J.  Mott,  slater  of  Betty  C. 

Ickes,   late  an   employee   of   the  BouM  oC 


Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  HouM 
Administration. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  Res.  153.  Resolution  providing  for  a  page 
matron,  to  supervise  the  housing  welfare  of 
the  pages  of  the  Hotise;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

By  tUx.  PATMAN: 
H.  Res.  154.  Resolution     providing    for     s 
committee  to  consider  removal  of  the  United 
SUtes  Capitol  or  providing  a  supplemental 
Capitol;    to   the   Committee   on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  ROOSSVELT: 
H.  Ree.  166.  Resolution  remonstrating 

against  the  perseksutlon  of  Jewish  people  In 
Soviet  RussU;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SHORT: 
H.  Res.  158.  Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the  expenses  of  the  investigations  and  studies 
authorized  by  House  Resolution  125;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 


In  honor  of  Kit  Carson;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  memorializing  the  Preai- 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes 
relating  to  enrolled  Joint  memorials  Nos.  1. 
2,  3,  and  4  passed  by  the  State  Legislature  of 
Wyoming;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes 
relative  to  the  housing  loan  program  admin- 
istered by  the  Veterans'  Administration  in 
Alaska;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of  the  Massa- 

chueetU  Legislature  to  Congress  to  Investi- 
gate and  consider  the  feasibility  of  amending 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  com- 
monly known  as  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 
or  to  repeal  the  same;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming :  Memorial 
of  original  senate  Joint  memorial  No.  1,  as 
passed  by  the  33d  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  and  approved  by  the  Acting  Gov- 
ernor on  February  11,  1953;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Alao.  original  senate  Joint  memorial  No.  2, 
as  passed  by  the  3ad  Legislature  of  the  SUte 
of  Wyoming,  and  approved  by  the  Acting 
Governor  on  February  6,  1953;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  original  senate  Joint  memorial  No.  4, 
as  passed  by  the  32d  Leiglslature  oi  the  SUte 
of  Wyoming,  and  approved  by  the  Acting 
Governor  on  February  11,  1953;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  original  senate  Joint  memorial  No.  5, 
aa  passed  by  the  S2d  Legislature  of  the  SUte 
of  Wyoming,  and  approved  by  the  Acting 
Governor  on  February  11,  1968;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  aiMl  Insular  Affairs. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  SUte  of  Arizona,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
SUtes  relative  to  offshore  or  tldeland  oU  de- 
posite;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
SUte  of  Nebraska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congreaa  of  the  United  SUtes 
requesting  the  enactment  of  a  law  esUbllsh- 
Ing  a  uniform  election  procedure  for  obtain- 
ing an  advisory  vote  for  presidential  candi- 
dates; to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
SUte  oi  Oklahoma  memorializing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes 
relative  to  the  downward  trend  of  the  farm 
and  livestock  prices  during  the  last  year  of 
the  Truman  admlnlatratlon  and  exposing  the 
purpose  behind  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion No.  3  of  the  Oklahoma  Legislattue  and 
Senate  bUl  No.  115  of  the  Congress  ol  the 
United  SUtes;  to  the  ComxnlUee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

Alao.  memorial  of  the  Leglslattire  of  the 
SUte  of  New  Mexico  memorializing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes 
requesting  assistance  to  the  SUtes  In  the 
building  of  adequate  classroom  facilities  for 
the  public  schools;  to  the  Committee  on 
Bducatlon  and  Labor. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglalature  of  the 
SUte  of  New  Mexico  memOTlallzing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
xequeatlng  the  issuance  of  a  postage  stamp 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

H.R8381.  A  bill  for  the  relief  Si?f  Ellas 
(Louis)  Kazaglls;  to  the  Committer  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.R.  3382.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chen 
Chi;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3883.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Hayim  Abraham  and  Liza  Abraham;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  3384.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
Daniel,  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HART: 

H.R.  3385.  A  blU  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  deter> 
mine  the  claim  of  Auf  der  Heide-Aragona, 
Inc..  and  certain  of  iU  subcontractora 
against  the  United  SUtes,  and  to  enter 
Judgment  thereon;  to  the  Committee  on  tha 
Judiciary. 

H.R. 3386.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Carlo* 
Maria  Rlbeiro;    to  the   Committee   on   the 

Judiciary.        

By  ISr.  HERLONG: 

H.R.  3387.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cath- 
erine Bridget  Freshman;  to  the  Committer 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MOSS: 

H.  R.  338&  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lo\il« 
Bla  Atuway;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3389.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pio  Val- 
ensln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3390.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elko 
Tanaka;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtidlclary. 

H.  R.  3391.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Onorato 
Blagioni:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3392.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Irma 
FeUciU  Reall;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H.  R.  3393.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tal  Jong 
(BUly)  Ryu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 

H.R.  3394.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Miss 
Elvira  BortoUn;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SADLAK: 

H.R. 3395.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jan  K. 
Tomcsyckl;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 

H.  R.  3396.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Hamdl 
Akar;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petitioiu 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Cleilc's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows : 

66.  By  Mr.  BCNTLEY:  Resolution  of  L.  H. 
Harris,  president,  and  Fred  W.  Canze.  sec- 
retary, Owosso  Local.  Michigan  Milk  Pro- 
ducers AssocUtlon.  to  give  special  considera- 
tion to  the  need  of  retention  on  the  farm 
of  rural  youth,  who  have,  by  years  of  service. 
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demonstrated  their  Interest  In  such  work, 
and  that  safeguards  be  set  up  preventing  de- 
pletion of  such  labor;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Benrices.      

67.  By  the  SPKAKER:  Petition  of  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association,  Chicago,  111.,  relative  to 
the  adoption  of  a  resolution  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  its  section  of  international  and 
comparative  law,  at  its  meeting  held  in  San 
Francisco.  September  15.  1952;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign   Affairs. 

68.  Also,  petition  of  National  Jewish 
Touth  Conference,  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  rel- 
ative to  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  execu- 
tive committee  of  the  National  Touth  Con- 
ference at  a  meeting  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
on  January  31,  1953.  pertaining  to  anti-Semi- 
tism in  Eastern  Butc^m;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

68.  Also,  petition  of  Greek-American 
Progressive  Association.  New  York  City.  N.  Y., 
relative  to  a  resolution  adopted  at  its  recent 
meeting  in  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  requssting  that 
they  be  placed  on  record  as  protesting  against 
the  refusal  of  the  British  Government  to 
restore  to  the  people  of  Cyprus  their  freedom 
and  their  right  to  reunite  themselves  with 
their  Mother  Greece;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

■  ■  <sW  »s 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  February  24,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Bras- 
kamp,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer  : 

Ood  of  Infinite  and  infallible  wisdom, 
may  this  moment  of  prayer  be  for  us  a 
time  of  clear  and  unclouded  vision  and 
may  all  our  blind  spots  be  removed. 

We  are  deeply  conscious  that  our  per- 
ception of  that  which  is  truly  vital  and 
fundamental  is  frequently  so  very  hazy 
and  muddy. 

Grant  that  in  the  great  adventure  of 
building  a  well-balanced  and  useful  life 
we  may  know  how  to  coordinate  prac- 
tical commonsense  with  lofty  idealism, 
self-discipline  with  personal  freedom, 
humor  with  seriousness,  joyfulness  with 
genuine  piety,  and  love  with  duty  and 
service. 

Hear  our  prayers  for  our  beloved  coun- 
try and  answer  our  petitions  in  the  name 
of  the  Christ,  whose  divine  spirit  alone 
can  illumine  and  rightly  guide  our  minds 
and  hearts.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  157,  Rept. 
No.  81) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  160,  to  amend 
section  a  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
•as  amended.  After  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  joint  resolution  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  the 
Joint  resolution  shall  be  read* for  amend- 
ment under  the  5-minute  rule.     At  the  con- 


clusion of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution 
for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and  amend- 
ments thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 


COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND 
LABOR 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  be  permitted  to 
sit  during  the  session  of  the  House  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


RECIPROCAL  TRADE   AGREEMENTS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

IMr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.  ] 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
"permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  today,  followin:,  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  POULSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  25 
minutes  today,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


PRICES  OP  FARM  PRODUCTS 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  waited  rather  patiently  for  the  past 
2  weeks  expecting  some  of  the  Republi- 
can Members  of  Congress  to  come  for- 
ward to  commend  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. Ezra  Taft  Benson,  for  the  fight 
he  is  putting  up  to  lower  farm  prices  so 
that  farm  products  can  be  purchased  by 
consumers,  especially  in  the  cities. 

Before  his  election  President  Eisen- 
hower spoke  of  full  parity  in  the  market 
place.  The  present  Secretary  of  Agii- 
culture.  it  seems  to  me,  is  trying  to  fulfill 
the  President's  pledge. 

I  am  sure  that  everyone  realizes  that 
If  the  price  of  farm  products  is  reduced 
for  the  American  housewife,  farmers 
themselves,  in  the  national  interest, 
must  put  aside  greed  for  money  gains, 
and  accept  a  lower  price  for  the  products 
they  sell.  The  attitude  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  his  speech  in  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  is  good  news  for  the  American 
consumer.    He  said: 

God  help  us  to  raise  our  sights  beyond  the 
dollar  sign,  beyond  material  things.    ' 


Mr.  Speaker,  some  people  think  the 
American  farmer  has  too  long  been  pam- 
pered by  the  farm  policies  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party.  As  individuals,  should 
farmers  learn  not  to  lean  upon  Govern- 
ment for  assistance? 

The  policies  of  the  Republican  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  are  clear  to  me.  He 
has  outlined  his  program  with  frankness 
and  sincerity.  I  am  sure  that  unless 
selfish  farm  leaders  create  confusion, 
the  American  farmer  will  understand 
that  the  end  of  artificial  price-support 
programs  is  in  sight. 

We  will  soon  come  to  the  end  of  pro- 
grams that  pile  up  potatoes  and  butter 
at  the  taxpayers'  expense.  Evidently, 
the  new  policy  is.  as  the  Secretary  has 
so  aptly  Indicated  in  his  remarks  of  the 
past  month,  if  the  farmer  is  so  inefficient 
that  he  is  unable  to  make  a  profit,  let 
him  quit  farming. 


TVA   AND  INDIA 


Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  cer- 
tain of  our  leaders  have  characterized 
the  world  situation  as  grim — and  so  it 
appears — there  are.  nevertheless,  some 
bright  spots  and  hopeful  rays  penetrat- 
ing the  overcast.  I  refer  to  the  opening 
of  the  great  TVA-type  power  project  in 
India  on  last  Saturday. 

Prime  Minister  Nehru  threw  the 
switch  which  put  into  operation  the  first 
of  a  series  of  power  units  in  India's 
$140,000,000  multipurpose  power  system. 
His  act  in  this  connection — I  believe  we 
will  all  agree — as  surely  marked  the 
breaking  of  the  dawn  of  a  new  day  In 
Asia  as  the  throwing  of  the  first  switch 
set  in  motion  the  great  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  and  started  a  new  economic 
era  in  the  South  nearly  20  years  ago. 

If  we  can  project  our  imaginations 
into  the  future  20  years  from  now  we 
can  visualize  the  blooming  of  the  great 
region  of  India  Just  as  the  power  and 
the  flood-control  mechanisms  of  the 
TVA  have  helped  a  great  region  of  the 
South  to  bloom  and  prosper.  In  con- 
templating the  controlling  and  harness- 
ing of  the  rampant  and  destructive  flood 
waters  of  the  riveis  of  India,  and  the 
distribution  of  electric  power  to  her  peo- 
ple, we  can  feel  that  the  efforts  of  the 
TVA  have  not  only  helped  our  Nation, 
but  has  served  as  a  great  example  to  the 
people  of  other  lands,  for  the  river  val- 
ley system  in  India  was  modeled  after 
the  TVA. 

Several  years  ago  Prime  Minister 
Nehru  visited  America  and  while  here 
visited  and  saw  the  TVA  in  the  South 
in  operation.  The  great  flood  control, 
navigation,  and  power  system  now  in  op- 
eration in  India  represents  the  appro- 
priation of  an  idea— a  soundly  con- 
ceived enterprise.  The  technical  know- 
how  was  supplied  by  engineers  from  our 
Nation  and  engineers  from  India  who 
received  much  of  their  training  in  our 
country. 
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Mr.  Speaker.  I  predict  that  India  will 
move  forward  with  the  free  world — as  a 
foe  of  communism — as  her  people 
flourish  and  prosper  through  economic 
progress  brought  about  by  such  TVA- 
type  project!  as  this  new  power  system 
in  India.         

FOREIGN  RESIDUAL  OIL  BRXNGS 
DISTRESS  TO  UNITKD  STATES 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the 
81st  Congress  a  special  subcommittee  of 
the  House  Education  and  Labor  Commit- 
tee investigated  the  effects  of  imports 
on  employment.  I  was  a  member  of  that 
subcommittee,  and  I  heard  indisputable 
evidence  that  unrestricted  importation 
of  residual  fuel  oil  brings  distress  to  the 
coal,  railroad,  and  domestic  oil  in- 
dustries. 

The  investigation  disclosed  that  In 
1949,  the  last  full  year  prior  to  the  time 
of  those  hearings.  74,555,000  barrels  of 
residual  had  been  shipped  into  this  coim- 
try  to  the  very  great  disadvantage  of  our 
domestic  economy.  In  energy  value 
these  Imports  were  equivalent  to  almost 
18  million  tons  of  coal,  and  the  loss  of 
this  production  deprived  miners  of  $43 
million  in  wages.  The  attendant  drop  in 
freight  traffic  caused  railroads  to  lose 
more  than  $22  million  in  wages,  and 
proportionate  losses  were  felt  In  asso- 
ciated industries  and  in  coal  communi- 
ties. 

We  residents  of  coal  areas  were  well 
aware  of  the  disaster  being  transported 
in  tanker  lots  from  foreign  refineries, 
but  the  revelation  was  shocking  to  those 
not  previously  familiar  with  conditions 
in  districts  affected  by  the  imports.  Be- 
fore any  congressional  action  designed 
to  provide  relief  from  this  unfair  com- 
petition was  taken,  however,  the  out- 
break of  hostilities  in  Korea  stiffened 
coal  demand.  Everyone  connected  with 
the  coal  industry  Joined  hands  to  provide 
the  Increased  supply  necessary  for  the 
mobilization  program.  But  while  our 
back  was  turned  the  foreign  residual  oil 
faucets  were  opened  considerably  more. 
with  the  result  that  by  1952  the  total 
Imports  of  this  product  had  risen  to  more 
than  126  million  barrels — an  increase  of 
70  percent  in  Just  3  years. 

A  still  more  startling  fact  has  Just 
been  released  by  the  United  States  Cen- 
sus Bureau.  £uid  I  should  like  to  call  it  to 
the  attention  of  every  Member  of  Con- 
gress: In  December  1952  a  total  of  16,- 
681,000  barrels  of  residual  oil  came  into 
this  country  from  foreign  refineries. 
Projected  on  a  12-month  basis,  that  rate 
amounts  to  an  astounding  200  million 
barrels,  equal  to  about  50  million  tons  of 
coal.  In  order  to  visualize  the  magni- 
tude of  the  Impact  of  these  Imports  on 
the  domestic  economy,  let  us  assume  that 
the  lost  coal  markets  fell  entirely  upon 
West  Virginia — and  I  assure  you  that  my 
State  is  the  principal  victim  of  the  cur- 
rent import  policy.  Fifty  million  tons 
of  coal  is  35  percent  of  the  total  1952 


output  of  the  mines  of  West  Virginia,  the 
Nation's  largest  coal -producing  State.  A 
loss  of  that  tonnage  would  put  at  least 
35,000  West  Virginia  families  on  relief. 
It  would  have  disastrous  repercussions 
on  every  industry  and  business  In  our 
State,  and  it  would  reduce  State  and 
local  revenues  to  a  point  where  our 
schools,  police  forces,  and  other  activi- 
ties essential  to  the  general  welfare 
would  have  to  be  curtailed. 

I  submit  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  can  no  longer  abide  this 
situation.  In  behalf  of  the  people  of 
West  Virginia  and  the  other  coal  States, 
I  implore  this  legislative  body  to  adopt  a 
bill  which  I  and  a  number  of  my  col- 
leagues have  introduced — a  bill  to  limit 
the  surging  sea  of  imported  residual  oil 
in  the  interest  of  American  industry  and 
American  labor. 


DR.  MARCUS  WHITMAN 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  ROY  O. 
WOODRUFP 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  at  this 
point  my  remarks  in  relation  to  our  late 
friend  and  colleague,  the  Honorable  Roy 
O.  Woodruff. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  death  of  our  late  colleague,  Roy  O. 
Woodruff,  is  a  personal  loss  to  me.  Roy 
Woodruff  was  a  Member  of  Congress  be- 
fore I  was  elected  to  this  body.  While  of 
opposite  political  parties,  a  friendship  of 
a  close  nature  developed  between  us. 

In  1930  I  was  elected  by  my  party  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  one  of  the  Republican  mem- 
bers was  Roy  Woodruff.  I  served  on  that 
committee  with  my  late  friend  until  1940 
when  I  was  elected  majority  leader  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  was  quickly  attracted  to  Roy  Wood- 
ruff. His  ability,  his  sincerity,  his  devo- 
tion to  duty,  his  fine  personality,  his  no- 
bility of  character,  his  inspiring  and  in- 
tense patriotism  made  a  profound  im- 
pression upon  me  and  which  was 
strengthened  as  the  years  passed. 

During  his  long  service  in  the  Congress 
he  rendered  outstanding  service  to  his 
district,  to  his  State,  and  to  our  beloved 
country. 

Roy  Woodruff  has  left  his  indelible  im- 
print in  the  pages  of  congressional  his- 
tory. I  shall  miss  Roy  very  much. 

To  Mrs.  Woodruff  and  her  son  and 
daughter,  I  extend  my  deep  sympathy  In 
their  great  loss  and  sorrow. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point. 

•nie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
necessarily  absent  from  the  House  on 
rollcall  No.  6,  and  desire  to  state  that, 
had  I  been  present,  I  would  have  voted 
"yea."  I  was  paired  against  the  mo- 
tion to  recommit  the  bill,  rollcall  No.  5. 


Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  64  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Repreaentativea 
(the  Senate  concurring).  That  the  Wash- 
ington State  Whitman  Statue  Conunlttee 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  place  temporarily  in 
the  rotiinda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman;  and  to  hold  cere- 
monies in  the  rotunda  on  May  22,  19S3;  and 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  make  necessary  arrangements 
therefor;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  statue  shall  be  perm- 
anently located  In  Statuary  HalL 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


REMOVAL  OP  MONTHLY  LIMITA- 
TIONS ON  OFFICIAL  TELEPHONE 
CALLS  AND  TELEGRAMS 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2230)  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  23,  1949,  as 
amended,  to  remove  the  monthly  limi- 
tations on  official  long-distance  calls  and 
ofllcial  telegrams  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  without  affect- 
ing the  annual  limitation  on  such  tele- 
phone calls  and  telegrams. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  two 
sections  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  telephone  and  telegraph  service  and  cleric 
hire  for  Members  of  the  House  of  Bepresen- 
tatives",  approved  June  23,  1940,  as  amended, 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "That  in 
the  case  of  each  Member  of  the  House  erf 
Representatives,  there  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, in  accordance  with  rules  and 
regvilatlons  prescribed  by  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration  and  subject  to  the 
limitations  provided  In  section  2,  the  fol- 
lowing charges: 

"(1)  toll  charges  on  strictly  official  long- 
distance telephone  calls  made  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Member;  and 

"(2)  charges  on  strictly  official  telegrams 
sent  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Member. 

"Sac,  2.  In  the  case  of  any  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  other  than  the 
Speaker,  the  majority  leader,  the  minority 
leader,  the  majority  whip,  and  the  minority 
whip,  there  shall  be  paid  under  the  first 
section  of  this  act — 

"(1)  toll  charges  on  strictly  official  long- 
distance telephone  calls  made  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Member,  aggregating  not  more 
than  1300  minutes  during  any  year;  and 

"(2)  charges  on  strictly  official  telsgrama 
sent  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Member,  aggre- 
gating not  more  than  12,000  words  during 
any  year. 

"For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
*year'  means  the  period  beginning  at  noon 
on  January  3  of  a  calendar  year  and  ending 
at  noon  on  January  3  of  the  succeeding  cal- 
endar year." 

Sbc.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  act 
to  such  act  of  June  23,  1949,  as  amended, 
shall  take  effect  as  of  noon  on  Janxiury 
3.  1953. 
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With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  2.  line  8.  strike  out  the  semicolon, 
and  Insert  "within  the  United  States.  Its 
Territories,  or  possessions;" 

Page  3.  line  0.  after  the  word  "Member", 
strike  out  the  period  and  insert  "within  the 
ynlted  States,  its  Territories  car  possessions." 

Page  2.  line  15.  strike  out  all  of  lines  15 
to  21,  IncluslTe,  and  insert: 

"(1)  toll  charges  on  strictly  ofQclal  long- 
distance telephone  calls  made  by  or  on  be- 
half of  the  Member,  aggregating  not  more 
than  1.800  minutes  dxirlng  any  year,  except 
that  if  a  Member  la  elected  for  a  portion  of 
a  term,  the  aggregate  number  of  minutes 
with  respect  to  which  toll  charges  may  be 
paid  under  the  first  section  shall  be  rediiced, 
with  respect  to  the  year  in  which  he  com- 
mences his  service,  to  a  niimber  which  is  the 
aame  percentage  of  1.800  as  the  number  of 
days  of  his  service  in  such  year  Is  of  the 
total  number  of  days  in  such  year;   and 

**(2)  charges  on  strictly  c^clal  telegrams 
sent  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Member,  aggre- 
gating not  more  than  12.000  wcHrds  during 
any  year,  except  that  if  a  Member  is  elected 
for  a  portion  of  a  term,  the  aggregate  number 
of  words  with  respect  to  which  charges  may 
be  paid  under  the  first  section  shall  be 
reduced,  with  respect  to  the  year  in  which  he 
commences  his  service,  to  a  number  which 
Is  the  same  percentage  of  12.000  as  the  num- 
ber of  days  of  his  service  in  such  year  is  of 
the  total  number  of  days  in  such  year." 

The  SPEAB^ER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendments. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  wlU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  make  a  few  observations  express- 
ing my  own  views.  I  am  not  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  bill.  I  have  always  felt  that 
when  Members  gave  up  in  part  their 
right  to  send  official  telegrams  without 
limitation,  it  was  the  wrong  step  to  take. 
I  realize  there  is  an  involvement  in  con- 
nection with  long-distance  telephone 
calls,  and  I  think  it  was  wise  and  proper, 
on  ofncial  long-distance  telephone  calls, 
to  let  the  Members,  within  reasonable 
limitation,  make  them  rather  than  pay 
them  out  of  their  own  pockets.  I  can 
remember  in  years  gone  by  I  paid  as  high 
as  $2,200  out  of  my  own  pocket  on  strictly 
official  telephone  calls  in  the  perform- 
ance of  my  duties  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  However,  I 
have  always  felt  that  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  official  telegrams  to  Members  was 
a  serious  mistake.  It  does  not  apply  to 
me  in  my  leadership  position,  because 
it  is  exempted  to  the  leaders,  and  prop- 
erly so.  But  I  want  the  record  to  show 
that  as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
while  I  am  not  interposing  any  objection 
to  this  bill,  I  have  felt  all  along  that 
limiting  Members  in  their  right  to  the 
sending  of  official  telegrams  placed  upon 
the  Members  a  hardship  that  I  thought 
was  imwise. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Of  course,  the  gen- 
tleman knows  that  what  this  bill  does  is 
simply  change  the  manner  of  computing. 
Instead  of  150  minutes  a  month  it  is 
1,800  minutes  a  year  for  telephone,  and 
the  same  with  respect  to  telegrams.  In 
the  old  days,  which  the  gentleman  talks 
about  there  was  a  liberal  provision  for 
telegrams,  and  it  was  found  that  some 
few  Members  used  and  abused  the  privi- 
lege and  employed  telegrams  for  answer- 


ing almost  all  of  their  correspondence, 
and  some  limitation  had  to  be  placed  on 
it.  That  is  the  reason  for  the  limitation. 
The  new  provision  was  adopted  in  the 
last  Congress. 

This  bill  today  simply  changes  the 
existing  provision.  It  just  changes  the 
manner  of  computing  the  time  and  the 
number  of  words.  It  gives  each  Member 
1,800  minutes  per  year  of  telephone  mes- 
sages and  12,000  words  per  year  for  tele- 
graph messages — the  same  number  ex- 
actly except  the  computation  is  by  the 
year  instead  of  by  the  month. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  At  the  time  that 
went  through  I  did  not  like  it;  and  I 
expressed  myself  because  I  did  not  see 
why  all  of  us  should  suffer  for  what  one 
or  two,  or  a  few,  might  have  done  in  con- 
nection with  the  abuse  of  official  tele- 
grams. But  I  simply  want  the  Record  to 
show  that  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
think  a  serious  mistake  was  made,  for  it 
hampered  our  ability  to  perform  our 
services  efficiently  and  economically  to 
the  people  of  our  districts  when  we  de- 
prived ourselves  of  the  right  to  send  offi- 
cial telegrams  without  limitation. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  gentleman  had 
no  telephone  privilege  at  that  time;  that 
has  been  added. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Correct,  but  in 
order  to  get  a  little  telephone  privilege 
Members  had  to  limit  themselves  in  send- 
ing official  telegrams.  I  felt  that  reason- 
able provision  for  telephones  should  have 
been  given  without  taking  away  the  right 
of  Members  in  relation  to  official  tele- 
grams; but  my  remarks  have  no  appli- 
cation to  my  friend  from  Iowa.  The 
Record  will  show  how  I  feel  on  thi.s  sub- 
ject, that  the  telephone  service  should 
have  been  granted  as  provided  in  this 
bill  on  official  matters,  and  there  should 
be  a  return  to  the  right  of  Members  with- 
out limitation  to  send  official  telegrams. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


FOLDING  ROOM 


Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration I  call  up  House  Resolution 
149  and  ask  for  its  immediate  considera- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That,  effective  Mrrch  1,  1953,  the 
rate  for  folding  speeches  and  pamphlets, 
folding  room.  Doorkeeper's  Department, 
shall  be  at  a  gross  rate  not  exceeding  %2  per 
thousand  or  for  the  employment  of  person- 
nel at  a  gross  rate  not  exceeding  $1.50  per 
hour  per  person. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
one  word  should  be  said  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Members  of  the  House.  This  is 
not  a  resolution  that  will  cost  any  more 
money ;  it  probably  will  cost  considerably 
less.  As  everyone  knows,  the  extra  help 
in  the  folding  room  has  been  employed 
on  an  hourly  basis  subject  to  six  salary 
increases  over  the  past  few  years.  This 
resolution  fixes  a  gross  maximum  salary 
and  saves  hours,  and  hours,  and  hours 


of  time  in  computing  small  amounts  In 
the  Disbursing  Office. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration I  call  up  House  Resolution 
131  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consider- 
ation. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  effective  January  8.  1953. 
the  expenses  of  the  study  and  investigation 
to  be  conducted  by  the  select  committee 
created  by  House  Resolution  22.  not  to  ex- 
ceed 9135.000,  Including  expenditures  for  the 
employment  of  investigators,  attorneys,  and 
clerical,  stenographic,  and  other  aaalatants, 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House  on  vouchers  authorized  by  such 
committee,  signed  by  the  chairman  thereof, 
and  approved  by  the  Committtec  on  Houa* 
Admluls  trail  on. 

Mr.    LeCOMPTE.    Mr.    Speaker,    on 

February  2  last  this  House  by  unanimous 
vote  provided  for  continuing  the  Com- 
mittee on  Small  Business,  renewing  the 
activities  of  that  committee  that  we  have 
had  over  the  last  few  sessions.  This 
committee  has  done  a  splendid  job  in  the 
past,  has  done  more  for  small  business 
and  independent  businessmen  through- 
out the  country  than  any  organization 
we  have  in  the  House. 

The  request  of  the  committee  for 
$135,000  is  practically  one-half  the 
amount  this  committee  had  in  the  last 
Congress. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  For  the  entire  Con- 
gress; you  see  this  is  for  one  session. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  This  is  for  one  ses- 
sion; that  is  correct.  The  committee  is 
going  to  try  to  get  along  on  that  amount. 

Mr,  PATMAN.  I  thought  the  gentle- 
man stated  he  was  reducing  it  one-half; 
it  is  really  the  same  amount. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  We  are  really  not 
reducing  anything;  we  are  granting  the 
committee  $135,000.  the  amount  asked 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee,  but  the  budget  he  submitted 
would  indicate  that  he  expects  this 
amount  to  be  sufficient  for  the  2-year 
period. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COMMITTEE   ON   UN-AMERICAN 
ACnVITIES 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration I  call  up  House  Resolution 
119. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That,  effective  January  3,  1953, 
expenses  of  conducting  the  investigations 
authorized  by  section  17  of  rule  11,  as  en- 
acted by  the  passage  of -House  Resolution  5 
of  the  83d  Congress,  Incurred  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities,  acting  as 
a  whole  or  by  subcommittee,  not  to  exceed 
$300,000  Including  expenditures  for  employ- 
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ment  of  such  experta.  special  counsel ,  In- 
vestigators, and  such  clerical,  stenographic, 
and  other  assistants,  .shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  on  vouch- 
ers authorized  by  said  committee  and  signed 
by  the  chairmen  of  the  committee,  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 

Sxc.  2.  The  official  stenographers  to  com- 
mittees may  be  used  at  all  hearings,  if  not 
otherwise  oCacially  engaged. 

Sec.  3.  That  the  funds  granted  may  be 
expended  retroactive  to  January  3.  1963,  and 
such  funds  shall  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
HoLiriELDl  but  I  do  not  yield  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  offering  of  an  amendment  or 
a  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have  no  in- 
tention of  offering  an  amendment  or  of 
opposing  the  resolution,  but  in  view  of 
the  fact  this  matter  Ls  of  great  concern 
and  the  House  had  no  warning  of  its  sub- 
mission at  this  time.  If  the  gentleman 
will  be  so  kind.  I  l>elieve  some  questions 
may  be  in  order  at  the  present  time.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  VeldeI  or  any  member  of 
that  committee  on  the  majority  side,  if 
they  are  present.  If  at  this  time  they 
will  be  willing  to  answer  some  questions? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Bir.  Speaker,  may  I 
say  that  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Velde]  was  called  to  Illinois,  but  is 
flying  back.  His  office  told  me  he  is  In 
Washington  and  should  be  here  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Then  will  the  gen- 
tleman ask  unanimous  consent  to  with- 
draw the  resolution  until  the*gentleman 
from  Illinois  is  here? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr  Speaker,  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  from  California  and 
others  know  that  it  has  never  been  the 
practice,  so  far  as  I  afn  aware,  to  sched- 
ule on  the  whip  notice  these  matters 
coming  from  the  t^ommlttee  on  House 
Administration  that  have  only  to  do  with 
the  granting  of  money  where  resolu- 
tions have  already  been  considered  by 
the  House  and  where  the  committee  Is  a 
standing  committee  of  the  House.  It 
was  generally  understood,  so  far  as  I 
know,  that  these  matters  would  be  called 
today  and  as  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  discover,  everyone  has  been  on  notice 
they  would  be  called  up  for  considera- 
tion. At  my  suggestion  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  House  Administra- 
tion has  gone  ahead  and  called  up  this 
particular  one.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
reason  why  we  should  not  go  ahead  and 
dispose  of  it  along  with  the  other  resolu- 
tions that  have  been  acted  on. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  May  I  say  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Kear- 
ney], the  ranking  majority  member  of 
the  Un-American  Activities  Committee, 
is  present,  and  I  think  he  will  discuss  the 
resolution  and  answer  any  questions 
which  you  may  desire  to  submit. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  That  will  be  sat- 
isfactory. I  would  like  to  ask.  In  view 
of  the  controversy  that  has  arisen  in 
regard  to  going  into  xmiversitles  and  col- 
leges throughout  the  land  and  investi- 
Rating  them  as  to  communism.  If  It  is  the 
purpose  of  this  committee  to  use  these 
funds  for  the  purposes  of  going  Into  the 


different  college  towns  throughout  the 
United  States  and  calling  public  hearings 
and  asking  members  of  the  faculty  or  of 
the  local  boards  of  regents  and  trustees 
to  come  before  the  committee  and  an- 
swer questions  in  a  public  way.  in  regard 
to  some  alleged  subversive  activity? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  to  me  an  equal  amount  of  time? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.     I  certainly  will. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield,  I  wonder  if 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  would  yield 
me  some  time? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  How  much  time 
does  the  gentleman  want? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  About  2  min- 
utes. 

The  SPEAKER.  I  suggest  the  gentle- 
man wait  until  the  other  two  Members 
have  exhausted  their  time. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  thought  while 
he  was  in  a  good  humor  I  would  ask 
for  a  little  time. 

Mr.  HALLECK  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  it  seems  a  little 
strange  that  every  time  the  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  starts  out  to 
ferret  out  Communists  In  this  country 
a  lot  of  people  get  disturbed  about  it. 
I  am  as  solicitous  of  the  welfare  of  col- 
leges and  universities  as  anybody,  but 
at  the  same  time  I  think  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  has 
proved  its  worth.  Those  of  us  who  have 
been  here  for  a  number  of  years  have 
heard  the  complaints,  but  when  we  call 
the  roll  just  about  everylxxly  votes  for 
the  committee.  So,  I  do  not  know  of 
any  reason  why  we  should  not  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  the  matter  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  do  not  Intend,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  use  the  5  minutes  to  answer 
the  question  by  the  gentleman  from 
California.  It  is  not  possible  for  me 
to  read  the  mind  of  the  gentleman  from 
California,  but  I  will  say  this  to  my 
distinguished  friend,  that  I  think  he  is 
going  far  afield  in  his  ideas  of  what  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
intends  to  do  with  reference  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  communism  in  educa- 
tional institutions.  Let  me  say  this  to 
the  gentleman  that  this  committee  was 
constituted  to  seek  out  communism,  no 
matter  where  it  be,  in  this  country,  and 
that  is  what  we  are  going  to  do.  We 
are  not  going  on  any  witch  hunt  as  some 
call  it.  but  we  are  going  to  investigate 
its  ramifications  and  bring  it  to  light 
wherever  it  may  be.  I  trust  that  answers 
the  question  by  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  want  to  say  this 
much:  I  am  just  as  much  interested  in 
eliminating  communism  as  the  Members 
of  the  committee  are.  but  at  the  same 
time  there  are  certain  rights  which 
should  be  protected.  I  would  like  to  ask, 
along  with  my  other  question,  if  the 
committee  expects  to  extend  to  witnesses 
before  the  committee  their  constitu- 
tional rights  as  it  has  been  doing  in  the 
last  3  or  4  years. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman  In  answer  to  that  question 


that  that  is  one  reason  why  I  went  on 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activ- 
ities 3  years  ago,  and  I  can  assure  the 
gentleman,  as  he  well  knows,  that  every 
witness  that  comes  before  that  commit- 
tee is  certainly  assured  of  his  consti- 
tutional rights.  As  a  matter  of  fact  we 
have  bent  over  backwards  In  our  desire 
to  protect  a  witness'  constitutional  rights. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  think  that  the 
gentleman  Is  telling  the  truth  and  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  pro- 
cedures of  the  committee  In  the  last  2 
or  3  years.  I  think  there  has  been  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  Members  on  the 
committee  to  preserve  constitutional 
rights,  and  I  certainly  compliment  the 
committee  for  their  procedure  in  the  last 
3  or  4  years.  However,  I  want  to  say 
this  much,  that  if  the  recent  exchange 
between  the  chairman  and  the  press 
and  Mrs.  Eugene  Meyer,  and  the  accu- 
sation made  by  the  chairman,  using  a 
different  name  altogether,  to  cast  re- 
flection upon  the  patriotism  of  Mrs. 
Meyer  is  an  indication  of  the  careful- 
ness with  which  file  information  is  used 
or  misused,  then  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Let  me  say  this  to 
the  gentleman 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Will  the  gentleman 
permit  me  to  finish? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man from  Calif omla  agree  with  me  that 
that  is  a  matter  he  should  question  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  about  and 
not  me?      

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Of  course,  I  would 
have  been  glad  to  question  the  chair- 
man, but  he  is  not  present,  and  under  the 
arrangement  that  has  been  made  I  am 
addressing  the  senior  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  3aeld? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  California  would  be  satis- 
fied if  he  knew  that  there  will  be  no 
witnesses  called  before  that  committee 
in  its  investigation  of  communism  In 
education  except  people  that  we  know 
are  now  or  have  been  Communists. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  On  that  statement, 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Walter]. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  will  certainly 
agree  If  that  procedure  is  followed  and 
other  procedures,  such  as  not  making 
accusations,  as  In  the 'case  of  the  Meyer, 
or  Mayer,  accusation,  without  adequate 
searching  of  the  record  and  verifying 
of  the  material  that  is  to  be  used  before 
using  it  in  the  newspapers.  Then  I 
would  say  that  would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  call  again  to  the 
gentleman's  attention  that  Is  a  question 
between  an  individual  and  the  news- 
papers. It  is  not  a  collective  action  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  It  is  the  action  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  the 
committee  must  be  held  responsible  to 
a  certain  extent  for  that  procedure,  par- 
ticularly where  files  of  the  committee 
are  used  for  source  material. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  on  that  point  at  all.  Cer- 
tainly if  the  gentleman  from  California 
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riifr.  HoLiKBLDl  makes  a  statement,  he 
certainly  cannot  hold  me  responsible  for 
what  he  says  in  that  particular  state- 
ment.   

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTE31.  I  wonder  if  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
has  adopted  any  rule  or  has  any  agree- 
ment which  would  prohibit  a  member  of 
the  committee  from  making  releases  in 
the  name  of  the  committee  without  the 
approval  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  to 
the  benefit  of  all  members  of  the  com- 
mittee that  no  releases  be  made  or  no 
accusations  be  made  without  the  ap- 
proval of  the  members  of  the  committee. 
The  Congress  would  be  protected,  the 
committee  would  be  protected,  and  you 
would  be  in  much  better  position  to  make 
official  and  considered  statements  to  the 
press  and  to  the  radio  and  television. 

Mr.  LkCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  California  knows  that 
on  the  first  day  of  this  session  the  House 
adopted  rules  providing  for  the  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  Activities  and  the 
investigations  of  that  committee.  It  is  a 
committee  set  up  by  the  House  and  it 
operates  iinder  the  Rules  of  t}ie  House. 
It  is  the  successor  of  the  old  Dies  Com- 
mittee. That  is  the  historical  back- 
ground of  the  committee.  The  ques- 
tion before  the  House  is.  Are  you  in 
favor  of  providing  the  money  for  that 
committee  to  make  an  investigation? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  The  House  is  in  fa- 
vor of  the  resolution,  I  am  sure.  I  have 
taken  the  floor  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  the  gentlemen  on  the  com- 
mittee if  they  will  continue  to  use  con- 
stitutional safeguards  in  committee  pro- 
cedures, before  the  vote  is  taken. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  As  we  certainly  have 
in  the  past.  But  we  are  vitally  inter- 
ested in  the  security  of  America  and  we 
intend  to  safeguard  the  interest  of  our 
country  in  any  investigation  the  com- 
mittee may  undertake. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Jackson],  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
it  is  important  that  this  matter  be  set- 
tled definitely.  The  charges  against  Mrs. 
Meyer  were  made  by  an  individual  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  against  another 
individual.  The  entire  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  cannot  be  held 
responsible  for  a  statement  made  by  an 
individual  member. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  this 
case.  Our  reply  to  those  questions  deal- 
ing with  an  isolated,  though  regrettable 
incident,  is  the  constructive  work  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities, a  committee  in  which  every  con- 
stitutional right  of  every  witness  is  de- 
fended to  the  point  where  we  take 
unprecedented  abuse  during  our  hear- 
ings for  8  to  10  hours  every  day.  Every 
witness  has  by  his  side  the  counsel  of 
his  choice.  Every  witness  who  did  not 
desire,  at  a  time  when  television  was  in 
effect  in  the  committee  hearings,  to  be 
televised,  at  his  request  was  not  televised. 


The  committee  has  leaned  over  backward 
in  an  effort  to  be  fair. 

What  has  the  conunittee  done  con- 
structively? Let  me  list  some  matters 
on  which  the  committee  has  reported 
during  1952. 

Communist  activities  In  the  Chicago 
area — the  disclosure  of  50  or  60  postwar 
Communist  branches  in  that  area. 

Review  of  Methodist  Federation  for 
Social  Action. 

Communist  activities  among  youth 
groups.  Methods  of  Communist  infiltra- 
tion in  the  United  States  Crovernment. 

The  role  of  the  Communist  press  in 
the  United  States  in  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy. 

Communist  activities  among  profes- 
sional groups  in  the  Los  Angeles  area, 
parts  1.  2,  3,  and  4. 

Communist  activities  in  the  Philadel- 
phia area. 

Communist  infiltration  of  the  Holly- 
wood motion-picture  industry,  parts  7,  8, 
and  9. 

Communism  in  the  Detroit  area,  parts 
1  and  2. 

The  testimony  of  Dr.  Edward  W.  Con- 
don and  the  annual  report  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  committee  has  gone 
to  all  parts  of  this  country  in  an  effort 
to  do  the  Job  that  was  imposed  upon  it 
under  Public  Law  601. 

So  far  as  education  is  concerned,  if 
the  American  educators,  and  if  the  gen- 
tlemen who  are  objecting  to  the  investi- 
gation of  communism  and  Communists 
in  education,  will  recognize  a  valid  dis- 
tinction, I  want  to  point  out  this  is  not 
a  blunderbuss  approa>:h  to  the  problem 
of  communism  in  education.  We  are  not 
interested  in  textbooks.  We  are  not  In- 
terested in  the  classroom  operations  of 
the  universities.  We  are  interested  in- 
stead in  finding  out  who  the  Communists 
are  and  what  they  are  doing  to  further 
the  Conmiunist  conspiracy.  I  may  say 
in  that  connection  that  we  have  sworn 
testimony  identifying  individuals  pres- 
ently on  the  campuses  of  this  country, 
men  who  have  been  identified  under  oath 
as  one-time  members  of  the  Comimunist 
Party.  Is  there  any  Member  of  this  body 
who  would  say  we  should  not  investigate 
this  situation? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  want  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  if  the  committee 
follows  out  the  principles  he  has  just 
enunciated,  none  of  us  could  find  fault 
with  that.  If  Communists — known 
Communists  to  the  committee  exist  In 
any  of  these  schools.  I  think  it  is  en- 
tirely prop>er  that  they  be  brought  be- 
fore the  committee  and  investigated. 
However,  I  do  say  if  you  go  Into  these 
college  towns  and  investigate  indiscrim- 
inately and  bring  before  your  conunittee 
great  numbers  of  people  who  are  not 
teaching  such  principles  because  some 
nunor  may  indicate  that  they  belonged 
to  some  organization  on  the  Attorney 
General's  subversive  list,  you  will  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm  to  the  free  educa- 
tional system  In  America. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  The  committee  has 
no  such  intention.  The  record  of  the 
committee  over  the  past  2  years  should 


indicate  very  clearly  that  the  commit- 
tee is  not  today  operating  in  that  man- 
ner. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Is  the  gentleman 
talking  for  himself  or  is  he  speaking  for 
the  committee? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  am  speaking  as  a 
member  of  the  committee  who  is  very 
proud  of  the  work  done  by  tlie  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities, 
and  feels  that  the  work  should  be  con- 
tinued and  expanded  until  we  find  the 
root  and  core  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  want  to  assure  the 
gentleman  from  California  that  the  sen- 
timents echoed  by  the  gentleman  from 
California.  Mr.  Speaker,  are  echoed  by 
practically  every  member  of  the  com* 
mittee.  I  might  say  that  the  committee 
heard  three  educators  last  week,  three 
former  meml)ers  of  the  Communist 
Party.  E^^ery  one  of  them  said  that  a 
Communist  educator  cannot  be  an  ob- 
jective pedagogue  and  that  he  is  a  men- 
ace to  the  educational  system  of  this 
country.  We  agree  with  that  and  we 
are  going  to  find  the  Communists  In 
education  and  elsewhere  throughout  this 
country,  if  this  body  will  go  along  and 
give  us  the  funds  we  need  to  do  the  Job. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  may 
I  say  at  this  point  that  this  resolution 
provides  for  $300,000  and  was  voted  out 
of  the  Committee  on  House  Administra- 
tion unanimously.  There  was  no  voice 
raised  against  It.  The  amount  is  the 
exact  amount  that  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  had  in  the  first 
session  of  the  82d  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  tnis  point  I  want  to 
say  further'that  I  too  am  very  much  in- 
terested in  the  welfare  of  education  and 
educational  Institutions  in  the  United 
States,  and  particularly  in  Iowa.  While 
I  am  in  favor  of  exposing  communism 
and  all  its  works  wherever  it  may  be 
found,  I  feel  certain  Jn  my  own  mind 
that  there  is  practically  no  conmiunism 
in  the  great  State  of  Iowa.  In  my  dis- 
trict we  have  four  or  five  of  the  finest 
colleges  In  the  United  States.  At  Grin- 
nell,  Iowa.  Grinnell  College,  probably  the 
oldest  college  west  of  the  Mississippi  and 
one  of  the  finest  in  the  United  States. 
No  attempt  has  been  made  to  achieve  a 
great  enrollment,  but  the  standards  and 
scholastic  achievements  of  this  school 
rank  with  the  large  universities  of  the 
East. 

At  Oskaloosa  there  is  an  Institution 
known  as  William  Perm  College,  spon- 
sored by  the  Society  of  Friends.  Former 
President  Hertiert  Hoover  has  spoken 
from  the  campus  of  this  college.  At  La- 
moni,  Iowa,  is  a  very  fine  2-year  college, 
sponsored  by  the  Reorganized  Church  of 
Jesus  Christ  of  Latter  Day  Saints,  a  stal- 
wart body  of  upstanding  Americans. 
Two  other  colleges  of  Importance  are 
within  the  district  that  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent.  Chicago  Evangelical  In- 
stitute at  University  Park,  formerly 
Kletzlng  College,  and  Ottumwa  Heights 
College  at  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  a  college  for 
women  sponsored  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church. 

I  am  under  no  apprehension  whatever 
about  the  character  of  these  schools  or 
members  of  their  faculties  In  the  schools, 
or  the  philosophies  taught  by  the  in- 
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structors  in  the  schools  I  mention.  I 
believe  the  smn  of  $300,000  wisely  em- 
ployed can  go  a  long  way  toward  expos- 
ing communism  where  it  is  hidden  in 
some  of  our  American  States,  but  I 
doubt  if  any  of  it  shows  up  in  the  schools, 
especially  in  the  Middle  West. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Is  not  this  amount 
less  than  the  amount  usually  appro- 
priated for  the  committee? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  It  is  exactly  the 
same  amount  the  committee  had  in  the 
first  session  of  the  82d  Congress. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  jrield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Ebeb- 
HARTER 1  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman from  Iowa.  I  Just  asked  the 
question  before  whether  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  had  a 
rule  of  procedure  or  any  rules  insofar  as 
releases  are  concerned  on  behalf  of  the 
committee.    That  is  a  simple  question. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  has  its  own  rules. 
The  committee  is  set  up  according  to 
the  rules  of  the  House.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  voted  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  rule  on  the  first  day  of  the 
present  session  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  They  have  no 
rules  of  their  own  as  to  the  questioning 
of  witnesses  and  as  to  the  making  of 
releases. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  gentleman  from 
California  has  Just  told  you  they  have. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  He  did  not  He 
did  not  answer  my  question. 

Mr.  LECOMPTE.  The  gentleman  from 
California  stated  that  the  rights  of  every 
witness  are  protected. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  wish  to  state 
categorically  that  my  question  has  not 
yet  been  answered.  I  asked  the  question 
three  times  and  that  is  all  I  want  to 
know — whether  the  committee  has  any 
rules  as  to  the  fair  treatment  of  wit- 
nesses who  are  brought  before  the 
committee. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  to  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Let  me  assure  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
E:berharter]  that  we  do  have  rules  and 
regulations  in  that  committee,  and  they 
are  followed  the  same  as  any  other  com- 
mittee rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Is  the  gentleman 
from  California  asking  for  time?  I 
thought  you  have  had  all  the  opportu- 
nity that  you  desire. 

Mr.  HOLIFIKI.n.  I  did  not  have  my 
time,  but  I  simply  want  to  say  that  under 
the  principles  of  committee  procedure 
enunciated  by  my  colleague  of  Califor- 
nia [Mr.  Jackson],  I  am  satisfied  that 
if  the  committee  goes  ahead  under  those 
principles  there  will  be  no  objection  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  My  only  con- 
cern is  the  protection  of  civil  rights  of 
witnesses  before  congressional  commit- 
tees. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Hoiise  Un-American  Activities 
Conunittee  all  during  the  82d  Congress, 


and,  now  again  being  a  member  of  the 
same  Important  committee  this  83d  Con- 
gress, I  feel  it  pertinent  and  appropriate 
that  I  briefly  join  In  this  present  dis- 
cussion. 

I  wish  to  say.  first,  that  I  am  glad  to 
hear  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
California  [Mr.  Holivtzld]  state  that  he 
recognizes  that  during  the  last  few  years 
this  committee  has  made  much  progress 
and  improvement  In  our  policies  and 
procedures.  I  agree  with  him  that  we 
have  done  so.  We  have  made  major 
improvements  and  while  we  have  made 
several  major  Improvements,  I  am  not 
yet  satisfied  we  have  made  all  we  should. 
But  we  are  sincerely  working  on  them. 
Second,  I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  not 
and  will  not  be  a  party  to  directly  or  in- 
directly investigating  a  person  or  group 
of  persons,  merely  because  such  person 
or  persons  does  not  conform  to  what 
might  be  commonly  called  orthodox 
viewpoints  or  orthodox  ways  of  think- 
ing. I  believe  that  the  nonconformists 
in  art.  religion,  literature  and  other 
areas  of  American  culture,  have  gen- 
erally added  to  the  strength  of  our 
American  foundations,  because  they  had 
and  exercised  the  freedom  of  the  right 
to  think  and  to  think  differently. 

Third,  as  a  conunittee  member  I  have 
not  and  will  not  approve  any  procedure 
whereby  our  committee  investigators,  or 
the  committee  itself,  goes  into  a  college 
or  university  town  or  community  as  such 
and  makes  a  shotgun  Investigation  or 
hearing,  nor  holds  blanket  shotgun 
spread-eagle  hearings.  For,  as  commit- 
tee member  Jackson  said,  we  are  not  in- 
vestigating textbooks  or  education  as 
such.  I  emphasize,  however,  that  our 
congressional  statutory  assignment  un- 
der Public  Law  601,  is  to  investigate  sub- 
versive people  and  programs  wherever 
they  exist.  I  believe  that  American  col- 
leges and  universities  and  schools  are 
best  able  to  handle  their  own  linen 
in  the  field  of  subversives  in  their  fac- 
ulties or  teaching  staffs  if  any  is  soiled. 
The  educators  should  be  vigorously  and 
vigilantly  on  the  Job;  the  same  as  all 
patriotic  citizens.  They  should  be 
prompt  and  thorough  in  handling  their 
own  area  of  the  problem.  This  is  the 
best  way,  I  believe. 

Fourth,  a  few  weeks  ago  1  was  In 
Korea,  Japan,  Okinawa,  Guam,  Kwaja- 
lein.  Hong  Kong,  and  other  places  in  the 
Far  East.  I  went  officially  as  a  member 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee;  but. 
because  I  was'  also  a  member  of  the  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee,  I  was 
privileged  to  interview  certain  of  our  own 
Intelligence  as  well  as  certain  foreign  in- 
telligence. I  wish  to  state,  that  every 
person  in  said  intelligence  of  whom  I 
asked  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
in  their  considered  Judgment,  there  was 
a  definite  connection  between  the  mili- 
tary aggressive  Communist  attack  on 
free  Southern  Korea  and  In  Indochina  by 
the  Communists,  suid  the  subversive  ac- 
tivities in  the  United  States  of  America 
and  in  Europe  and  Africa,  they  aH,  with 
one  voice,  unanimously  stated  that  in 
substance  and  effect,  that  the  said  mili- 
tary aggression  now  going  on  In  parts  of 
the  world  by  Communist  influence  and 
Infiltration  was  part  axMl  parcel  of  the 


same  International  conspiracy  by  the 
godless  totalitarian  control  of  the  Krem- 
lin, to  capture  by  force  and  violence,  if 
need  be,  the  economic,  material,  ideo- 
logical existence  of  the  free  peoples  of  the 
world.  Therefore  in  the  presence  of  that 
opinion  given  me  in  the  Far  East,  I  came 
home  with  a  revitalized  vigor  to  fight 
more  tenaciosuly  than  ever,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  guaranteed  and  constitu- 
tional freedoms  of  our  American  way  of 
life.  But.  in  like  manner  to  vigorously 
help  imcover,  ferret  out  and  reveal  to 
the  searchlight  of  public  knowledge  and 
opinion,  the  programs  of  subversive  ac- 
tivities against  the  constitutional  exist- 
ence of  our  American  Republic.  I  will 
continue  to  fight  for  the  right  of  people  to 
think  differently  than  I  do.  But.  in  my 
judgment,  it  is  a  case  in  this  world  con- 
flict against  this  world  communistic  con- 
spiracy of  either  paying  taxes  or  paying 
tribute.  I  urge  you,  all  my  colleagues,  to 
vote  this  money  requested. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  315.  nays  2,  answered  "pres- 
ent" 2,  not  voting  113,  as  follows: 
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Abbitt 

Carlyle 

Gary 

Abemethy 

Camahan 

Gathings 

Adair 

Cederberg 

Gentry 

Addonizlo 

Chatham 

George 

Albert 

Chenowetb 

Grolden 

Alexander 

Chlperfleld 

Graham 

Allen,  Ul. 

Church 

Grant 

Andresen. 

Clardy 

Gross 

H  Carl 

Clevenger 

Oubser 

Andresen, 

Cole,  Mo. 

Gwmn 

Axiifust  H. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Angell 

Cohner 

Haley 

Arends 

Condon 

Halleck 

Asplnall 

Coon 

Hand 

Bailey 

Cooper 

Harden 

Baker 

Corbett 

Hardy 

Barden 

Cotton 

Harriaon,  Nebr. 

Bates 

Cretella 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Battle 

Crosser 

Harvey 

Becker 

Cnimpacker 

Hays.  Ohio 

Belcher 

Ciuin  Ingham 

Hubert 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Heller 

Bennett.  Micb. 

Cxirtls.  Mo. 

Herlong 

Bentley 

Dague 

Hess 

Berry 

Davis,  Ga. 

Hiestand 

Bett« 

Davis.  Tenn. 

HiU 

Bishop 

Davis,  Wis. 

HlUelson 

Blatnlk 

Dawson,  Utah 

Hillings 

Boggs 

Dempeey 

Hoeven 

Boiling 

Devereiix 

Hoffman,  HI. 

Bolton. 

D-Ewart 

Hoffman.  Mich 

Frances  P. 

Dies 

Hollfleld 

Bolton, 

Dodd 

Holmes 

Oliver  P. 

Donovan 

Holt 

Bonln 

Dom.  N.  T. 

Holtzman 

Bosch 

Dom.  8.  C. 

Horan 

Bow 

Dowdy 

Hosmer 

Boy kin 

Doyle 

Howell 

Bramblett 

Dtirham 

Hruska 

Bray 

Eberharter 

Hull 

Brooks.  La. 

Edmondflon 

Hunter 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Elliott 

Hyde 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bvlna 

Ikard 

Brown,  CMiio 

Fallon 

Jackson 

BroyhlU 

Fenton 

Jarman 

Bryson 

Fernandez 

Javita 

Buchanan 

Fisher 

Jenkins 

Budge 

Fogarty 

Jensen 

Burdlck 

Ford 

Johnson 

Burleaon 

Foi  1  ^ter 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Busbey 

Fountain 

Jones,  Ala. 

Byrd 

Fraaler 

Jones,  Mo. 

Bymefl,  Wla. 

Frellnghuysen 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Camp 

Frisdel 

Judd 

Canfleld 

Fulton 

Karsten.  Mo. 

Cannon 

OarmatB 

Kean 

ZCIX- 
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'A'- 

\y 
It  iti' 


Ke&mey 

Keating 

Km 

Kelley,  Pa. 

KUbum 

King.  Calif. 

King,  Pa. 

Klrwan 

Kluczynskl 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanbam 

Lantaff 

Latbam 

LeCompte 

LesinsU 

Long 

Lovre 

Lucaa 

Lyle 

McConnell 

McCormack 

McCullocb 

McDonough 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McVey 

Machrowlcz 

Mack.  WasU. 

Madden 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Mallllard 

Marsball 

Mattbewa 

Meader 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Kans. 

Miller.  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Miller.  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Morrison 

Moss 

Moulder 

Multer 

Mumma 

Murray 


Ne*l 

Nelaon 

Nlcbolaon 

Norblad 

Oakman 

03rlen,  ni. 

O'Brien.  Mlcb. 

CKonskl 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patman 

Patten 

Patterson 

Perkins 

Pfost 

PbUlipe 

Pllcher 

Poage 

Poff 

Poulaon 

Preston 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 

Bad  wan 

Rains 

Ray 

Raybum 

Reams 

Reed,  111. 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Rees.  Kana. 

Regan 

Rbodes,  Ariz. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Rlehlman 

Riley 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Rodlno 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers,  Maas. 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Rooney 

Sadlak 

Saylor 

Scherer 

Scrlvner 

Scudder 

Seely-Brown 

NAYS— a 


Sheehan 

Sheppard 

Short 

Shuford 

Slemlnskl 

Simpson,  IlL 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith,  Kana. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Smith,  WU. 

Spenca 

Steed 

Strlngfellow 

Siilllvan 

Sutton 

Taber 

Talle 

Thomaa 

Thompson,  La. 

Thompson, 

Mich. 
Thompson,  Tex. 
Thorn  berry 
Trimble 
Utt 

Van  Pelt 
Van  Zandt 
Vinson 
Vorys 

Walnwright 
Walter 
Wampler 
Warburton 
Watts 
Westland 
Wharton 
Wheeler 
Wlckersham 
Wlgglesworth 
Williams,  N.  Y. 
WUlls 

Wilson,  Calif. 
Wilson,  Tex. 
Wlnstead 
Withers 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Yorty 
Young 


Celler 


Wler 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT"— 2 
O'Hara,  Ul.  Powell 


NOT  VOTINO— 113 


Allen,  Calif, 

Andrews 

Auchlnclosa 

Ayres 

Barrett 

Beamer 

Bender 

Bentsen 

Boland 

Bonner 

Brownson 

Buckley 

Bush 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Campbell 

Carrlgg 

Case 

Chelf 

Chudoff 

Cooley 

Coudert 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Dawson,  111. 

Deane 

Delaney 

Derounlan 

Dingell 

DolUnger 

Dolllver 

Dondero 

Donobue 

Ellsworth 

Engle 

Felghan 

Pine 

Pino 

Forand 

Gamble 


Gavin 

Goodwin 

Gordon 

Granahan 

Green 

Gregory 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hart 

Hays.  Ark. 

Heselton 

Hlnshaw 

Hope 

James 

Jonas,  lU. 

Kearns 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Kilday 

Klein 

McCarthy 

McMillan 

Mack,  111. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Mason 

Merrill 

Merrow 

Miller,  Calif. 

Mills 

MoUohan 

Morgan 

NorreU 

O'Brien.  N.  Y. 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

0*NelU 


Osmers 

Pelly 

Phllbin 

Pinion 

Polk 

Rabaut 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Richards 

Rivers 

Rogers.  Pla. 

Roosevelt 

8t.  George 

Schenck 

Scott 

Secrest 

Selden 

Shafer 

Shelley 

Sikes 

Smith.  Va. 

Springer 

Staggers 

Stauffer 

Taylor 

Teague 

Tollefson 

Velde 

Vursell 

Welchel 

Whlttea 

Wldnall 

Williams.  Miss. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wlthrow 

Yates 

Younger 

Zablockl 


So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mir.  Allen  of  Califomi*  with  Mr.  HarriBon 
of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Schenck  with  Mr.  Williams  of  Mlasls* 
slppL 


Urs.  St.  Oeorge  with  Mr.  O'Neill. 
Mr.  Auchlncloas  with  Mr.  Deane. 
Mr.  Coudert  with  Mr.  Shelley. 
Mr.  Dondero  with  Mr.  Cooley. 
Mr.  Osmers  with  Mr.  Morgan. 
Mr.  Velde  with  Mr.  Roosevelt. 
Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Dingell. 
Mr.  Shafer  with  Mr.  Barrett. 
Mr.  Scott  with  Mr.  ChudofT. 
Mr.  Gavin  with  Mr.  Granahan. 
Mr.  Wldnall  with  Mr.  Phllbin. 
Mr.  Welchel  with  Mr.  Buckley. 
Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska  with  Mr   Green. 
Mr.  Kearns  with  Mr.  Donohue. 
Mr.  Bush  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  Carrlgg  with  Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas. 
Mr.  Bender  with  Mr.  Mack  of  Illlnola. 
Mr.  Beamer  with  Mr.  Hart. 
Mr.  James  with  Mr.  Yates. 
Mr.  Ayres  with  Mr.  Zablockl. 
Mr.    Brownson    with    Mr.    Whltten. 
Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Slkes. 
B«r.  Wlthrow  with  Mr.  Rivers. 
Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Richards. 
Mr.  Hope  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 
Mr.  Hlnshaw  with  Mr.  Keogh. 
Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Klein. 
Mr.  Merrow  with  Mr    Fine. 
Mr.  Gamble  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  O'Brien 
of  New  York. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Minnesota  with  Mr    Gordon. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Gregory. 

Mr.  Hale  with  Mr.  f'orand. 

Mr.  Goodwin  with  Mr.  Dolllnger. 

Mr.    Ellsworth    with    Mr.    Delaney. 

Mr.  Heselton  with  Mr.  Staggers. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr    Felshan. 

Mr.  Dolllver  with  Mr    Miller  of  CaUfornla. 

Blr.  Springer  with  Mr.  Teague. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities.  Because  I  could  not  set 
time  to  speak  during  the  debate  on  the 
resolution  just  agreed  to,  I  ask  unani- 
mous  con.';ent  that  I  may  extend  my  re- 
marks immediately  following  those  of 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Jackson  1. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to- 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  in 
another  part  of  the  building  on  official 
business  at  the  time  of  the  rollcall  just 
concluded.  I  understand  I  was  paired 
on  this  vote.  If  present,  I  would  have 
voted  "yea." 


LIBBY  DAM,  MONT.— WATERTON 
AND  BELLY  RIVERS.  MONT. 

Mr,  D-EWART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  In  the  Record  and 
include  extraneous  matter. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DEWART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
received  the  following  joint  resolution  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Montana,  together  with 
the  following  joint  memorial  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Montana: 

Joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  83d 
Legislative  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana, the  house  concurring,  commending 
and  endorsing  the  action  of  the  State 
water  conservation  board  In  filing  In  the 
record  of  the  Waterton-Belly  Rivers  ref- 
erence of  January  12,  1948,  before  the 
International  Joint  Commission,  a  state- 
ment of  position  on  behalf  of  Montana 
and  further  recommending  that  the  Inter- 
national Joint  Commission  expedite  Its 
recommendation  to  the  Governmenta  of 
Canada  and  of  the  United  States 
Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  Montana  (the  house  of  representatives 
cvncurnng  therein  )  : 

Wherea.s  the  Governments  of  Canada  and 
of  the  United  States  by  the  reference  of  Jan- 
uary 12.  1948.  requested  an  advisory  recom- 
mendation of  the  International  Joint  Com- 
mission respecting  the  development  of  the 
nonnavigable  Internutioaal  Waterton  and 
Belly  Risers;   and 

Whereas  the  State  water  conservation 
board,  on  or  about  September  4,  1952,  filed 
with  the  International  Joint  Commission  a 
statement  of  position.  In  words  and  figures 
as  follows; 

"before  the  international  joint  commib- 
sion — in  the  matte«  of  the  >emkncs  or 
january  12.  194r  respec-ting  invbstigation 
and  rfport  covering  watdis  mom  th« 
co.ntintntal  divide  on  the  wcst  tjt  to  amd 
as  far  as  the  wcstern  limit  ot  thk  st. 
mart  .s  ri'.  er  drai.sagc  basin  on  thk  east — • 
statement  of  po^jition 

"The  State  of  Montana,  acting  for  this 
purp<  se  through  the  State  water  conserva- 
tion board,  files  for  the  record  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  this  statement  of  position: 

"(li  The  State  water  conservation  board 
Is  a  body  corpt)rate  and  politic  with  per- 
petual existence,  and  as  such  It  Is  an  agency 
of  the  State  of  M(,intana;  It  was  created  and 
It  exists  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  title 
89,  chapter  1.  Revised  Codes  of  Montana. 
1947  (sees    89    101    -eg   141,  RCM.  1947). 

"(2)  The  Lejttslatlve  Assembly  of  Montana 
has  declared  that  water  conservation  ts  a 
State  pur[X)s,e,  in  all  respects,  for  the  welfare 
and  benefit  of  the  people  of  the  State  of 
Montana  and  for  the  Improvement  of  their 
prn.spenty  and  living  conditions;  and  In  the 
carrying  out  of  the  purpose  the  SUte  water 
conservation  board  Is  performing  a  govern- 
mental function;  and  In  furtherance  of  such 
declared  purpose,  and  in  the  performance 
of  such  function,  the  State  water  conserva- 
tion board  Ls  ein|X)wered  to  make  such  In- 
vestlgation.s  as  may  be  necessary  to  plan 
and  to  carry  out  a  comprehensive  statewide 
program  of  water  conservation  and  to  par- 
ticipate. c(X)perate.  and  collaborate  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  Slates  of  America 
and  with  any  of  its  agencies. 

"(3  1  The  particular  subject  matters  cov- 
ered by  the  reffrence  in  this  cause  are  the 
waters  of  American  origin  In  the  watersheds 
of  the  Waterton  and  Belly  Rivers,  which 
rivers  In  their  natural  channels  flow  across 
the  boundary  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada. 

"(4)  With  respect  to  all  such  subject 
waters  on  the  United  States  side  of  the 
boundary  line,  article  II  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and 
Great  Britain,  proclaimed  May  13,  1910,  pro- 
vides: 'Elach  of  the  hlRh  contracting  parties 
reserves  to  ItseU  or  to  the  several  State  gov- 
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emments  on  the  one  side  and  the  Dominion 
or  Provincial  governments  on  the  other,  as 
the  case  may  be,  subject  to  any  treaty  pro- 
visions now  existing  with  respect  thereto, 
the  excixislve  Jurisdiction  and  control  over 
the  use  and  diversion,  whether  temporary 
or  permanent,  of  all  waters  on  Its  own  side 
of  the  line  which  In  their  natural  channels 
would  flow  across  the  boundary  •    •   •.' 

"(5)  There  is  no  treaty  provision  now  ex- 
isting with  respect  to  such  subject  waters,  so 
that  the  reservation  In  article  II  of  the 
treaty,  as  It  applies  to  the  waters  of  Ameri- 
can origin  in  the  watersheds  of  the  Waterton 
and  Belly  Rivers,  Is  absolute. 

"(6)  By  virtue  of  the  provision  In  article 
II  of  the  treaty  and  In  accord  with  the  gov- 
erning principles  and  rules  of  American 
law.  the  waters  of  American  origin  In  the 
watersheds  of  the  Waterton  and  Belly  Riv- 
ers, when  contemplated  for  use  or  when 
used  for  Irrigation  and  for  all  other  bene- 
ficial uses  not  within  the  purview  of  the  ex- 
press or  Implied  constitutional  powers  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  are  governed 
by  Montana  law. 

"(7)  In  the  premises  then,  the  State  of 
Montana  hereby  asserts  as  against  Canada 
and  any  of  Its  Provinces,  particularly  the 
Province  of  Alberta,  Its  absolute  legal  right 
under  article  II  of  the  treaty  to  the  exclu- 
sive Jurisdiction  and  control  over  the  use 
and  diversion,  whether  temporary  or  per- 
manent, of  all  of  the  waters  of  American 
origin  In  the  watersheds  of  the  Waterton 
and  Belly  Rivers  and  the  State  of  Montana 
hereby  refuses  to  r«'COgnlze  any  allocations 
of  the  waters  of  American  origin  in  the  wa- 
tersheds of  the  Waterton  and  Belly  Rivers 
for  the  use  and  t>eneflt  of  Canada,  and  of  any 
of  Its  Provinces,  particularly  the  Province  of 
Alberta,  except  then;  move  from  Canada  and 
any  of  lU  Provinces  In  Interest,  particularly 
the  Province  of  Albf  rta,  to  the  United  SUtes 
of  America  and  to  the  State  of  Montana  a 
valuable  conslderatlDn  acceptable  both  to  the 
United  States  of  America  and  to  the  State 
of  Montana. 

"Wherefore  the  State  of  MonUna  prays 
that  this  sUtemen'.  of  position  be  accepted 
and  filed  In  the  record  In  this  cause  before 
the  International  J<ilnt  Commission  and  that 
the  duplicate  original  of  the  same  be  fur- 
nished forthwith  tC'  the  Canadian  Section  of 
the   International  .Joint   Commission. 

"And  the  State  cf  Montana  further  prays 
that  It  be  accorded  all  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  a  part]  In  Interest  In  this  cause, 
all  to  the  end  tlut  the  legal  right  It  has 
under  article  II  of  the  treaty,  and  that  It 
hereby  asserts,  to  the  waters  of  American 
origin  In  the  wat4'rsheds  of  the  Waterton 
and  Belly  Rivers  shall  be  respected  and  pro- 
tected fully. 

"Dated  at  Helena.  County  of  Lewis  and 
Clark,  SUte  of  Montana,  this  4Ui  day  of 
September  A.  D.  Ibb2. 

"John  W.  Bonnxb. 
"Oovemor  o;  the  State  of  Montana 
and  Ex-Offieio  a  Member  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  StaU  Water  Coil' 
servation  Board. 

"PaxD  E.  BtTCX. 
"State  Engineer  of  Montana  and  fx- 
Officio    a    Member    of    the    State 
Water  Cor.  seriMtion  Board. 
"C.  H.  Raymond, 
"Vice  Chairrrian  and  Secretary  of  the 
State  Wati^r  Conservation  Board, 
"John  B.  David, 
'■Meml>er  of  the  State   Water  Con- 
servation Board. 

"Max  Mathews, 
-Member  of  the  State  Water  Con- 
servation Board. 
"Attest:  laxAL)     C.  H.  Raymond, 

•■Secretary,  iitate  Water  Conservation 
Board." 
NOV)  therefore  be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate 
of  the  State  of  Montana  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concvrring  therein).  That  we  do 
hereby  commend  the  State  water  conserva- 
tion board  for  1U>  action  in  filing  wltk  the 


International  Joint  Commission  the  state- 
ment ot  position  and  we  do  further  commend 
the  State  water  conservation  board  for  Its 
assertion  of  the  absolute  legal  right  of  Mon- 
tana as  defined  and  described  In  the  state- 
ment of  position,  particularly  paragraph  7 
thereof:  Be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
the  International  Joint  Commission  to  con- 
clude the  Waterton-Belly  Rivers  reference  of 
January  12,  1948;  Be  It  further 

Resolve  1,  That  certified  copies  of  this  Joint 
resolution  be  forwarded  by  the  Governor  of 
this  State  to  the  secretary  of  the  Canadian 
Section  of  the  International  Joint  Commis- 
sion, to  the  secretary  of  the  American  Section 
of  the  International  Joint  Commission  and 
to  the  Senators  and  Representatives  In  Con- 
gress from  the  State  of  Montana. 

Geo.  M.  Oobman, 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Dean  CHArriN, 
Speaker  of  the  House. 
Aprrovcd  February  13,  1953. 

J.  Hugo  Ajionson, 

Governor. 

Senate  Joint  Memorial  2 
Joint  memorial  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  State  of  Montana 
to  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  to  James  E.  Muexat  and 
Mike  Mansfield,  Senators  from  the  State 
of  Montana,  and  to  Weslit  A.  D'Ewakt 
and  Lie  MrrcALr,  Represenatlves  In  Con- 
gress from  the  State  of  Montana,  virglng 
that  In  the  planning  and  construction  of 
the  proposed  Llbby  Dam  In  Lincoln  County 
the  economy  of  the  area  and  the  livelihood 
of  the  people  be  safeguarded  through  selec- 
tion of  the  site  for  the  axis  of  such  dam 
and  by  appropriations  required  to  provide 
services  equal  to  those  now  existing;  and 
requesting  similar  consideration  for  Mon- 
tana people  In  the  case  of  other  Federal 
projects 

Whereas  the  water  resources  of  the  State 
of  Montana  are  now  of  great  Importance  In 
the  further  development  of  multiple-purpose 
Federal  projects  of  the  Columbia  and  Mis- 
souri River  Basins;  and 

Whereas  It  appears  that  In  the  planning 
and  construction  of  some  dams  and  water- 
reservoir  projects  for  the  impoundment  of 
Montana  water,  benefits  to  downstream  areas 
are  being  planned  or  provided  without  an 
adequate  balancing  consideration  of  detri- 
mental effects  upon  the  Montana  economy; 
and 

Whereas  this  lack  of  consideration  Is  most 
apparent  in  the  planning  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  for  the 
Llbby  Dam  project  on  the  Kootenai  River  In 
Lincoln  County,  where  the  site  proposed  at 
public  hearings  and  approved  by  Congress 
has  been  abandoned  In  favor  of  a  site  far- 
ther downstream  which  wUl  much  more  seri- 
ously affect  the  economy  of  Lincoln  County 
and  northwest  Montana;  and 

Whereas  the  selection  of  the  now  favored 
site,  only  a  few  miles  upstream  from  the  city 
of  Llbby.  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  would 
require  excessive  and  probably  uneconomic 
expendlttires  In  order  to  replace  existing 
transportation  faculties  and  to  prevent  seri- 
ous disruption  of  the  timber  and  mining  In- 
dustries of  Lincoln  County  with  ultimate 
loss  of  steady  and  gainful  employment  af- 
fecting approximately  half  of  Lincoln 
County's  families;  and 

Whereas  the  location  of  the  axis  of  the 
Llbby  Dam  upstream  from  the  confluence  of 
the  Fisher  and  Kootenai  Rivers  would  in- 
jure the  economy  of  Lincoln  County  and 
northwest  Montana  to  a  much  lesser  degree, 
which  injury  could  be  alleviated  by  Federal 
expenditures  far  less  In  amount  than  those 
required  In  case  of  location  at  any  site  down- 
stream from  the  mouth  of  the  Fisher  River; 
and 

Whereas  location  of  the  dam  at  this  up- 
stream site  would  greatly  reduce  total  costs 


and  provide  vital  protection  for  the  economy 
of  Montana  with  only  minor  reduction  In 
water  storage  or  the  amount  of  electric 
energy  generated  at  the  dam,  and  would  not 
substantially  adversely  affect  the  down- 
stream areas  of  the  Columbia  River,  for  the 
benefit  of  which  the  Llbby  project  Is  pri- 
marily Intended:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  33d  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  Montana  of  1953  now  In  session  (the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring) ,  hereby  most  urgently  request  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  In  making  any 
appropriation  of  funds  for  the  planning  and 
construction  of  the  Llbby  Dam,  take  such 
action  as  will  Insure  that  the  axis  of  said 
dam  wUl  be  placed  upstream  from  the  con- 
fluence of  the  Fisher  and  the  Kootenai 
Rivers;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  this  assembly  request  the 
Congress,  In  making  appropriations  for  the 
construction  of  the  Llbby  project,  to  define 
the  compensations  that  shall  be  received 
from  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
by  the  County  of  Lincoln  and  by  affected 
cities  and  school  districts  In  said  county  for 
extraordinary  expenses  resulting  from  ex- 
panded services  required  In  the  fields  of 
school  and  hospital  facilities,  health  and 
sanitation,  and  police  protection  Incidental 
to  the  construction  of  said  project;  and  to 
provide  all  necessary  funds  and  take  all 
needed  action  to  Insure  the  construction  of 
aU  transportation  and  other  facilities  needed 
to  provide  opportunity  equal  to  that  now 
existing  of  access  to  mines,  to  forests  In 
Federal,  State,  and  private  ownership,  and 
to  manufacturing  and  refining  plants,  to  the 
end  that  the  present  steady  and  continuous 
emplojmaent  of  Lincoln  County  people  de- 
pending upon  forests  and  mines  for  their 
livelihood  wUl  not  be  adversely  affected;  and 
be  It  further 

Resolt)ed,  That  the  Congress  be  requested 
by  this  assembly  to  provide  equal  protection 
for  the  economy  of  Montana  and  the  vrelfare 
of  Its  citizens  when  making  appropriations 
for  simUar  Federal  construction  projects  in 
Montana  which  have  been  or  may  be  au- 
thorized; and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Montana  be  hereby  directed  to 
transmit  a  certified  copy  of  this  memorial  to 
the  President  and  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  James  E.  Mukkat  and 
MiKZ  Mansfield,  Senators  from  the  State  of 
Montana,  and  Weslkt  A.  D'Ewakt  and  Lek 
Metcalf,  Representatives  in  Congress  from 
the  State  of  Montana. 

Geokge  M.  Gosman, 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Dean  Chaffin, 
Speaker  of  the  House. 

Approved  February  13,  1953. 

J.  Hugo  Akonson, 

Goi>ernor. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  JAVrrs  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  the  legislative  busi- 
ness of  the  day  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  granted. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 
Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I 
call  up  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  50)  author- 
izing the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to 
conduct  studies  and  investigations  relat- 
ing to  matters  within  its  jurisdiction,  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, effective  as  of  January  3.  1953,  acting 
as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee,  is  authorized 
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and  directed  to  conduct  thorough  studies  and 
Investigations  relating  to  matters  coming 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  committee 
under  rule  XI  (1)  (1)  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  for  such  pur- 
poses the  said  committee  or  any  subcom- 
mittee thereof  Is  hereby  authorized  to  sit 
and  act  during  the  orient  Congress  at  such 
times  and  places  within  the  United  States, 
Its  Territories,  and  possessions,  whether  the 
House  Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  ad- 
journed, to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  re- 
quire by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attend- 
ance and  testimony  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  iM-oductlon  erf  such  books,  records,  cor- 
respondence, memoranda,  papers,  and  docu- 
ments, as  It  deenui  necessary.  Subpenas  may 
be  Issued  over  the  signature  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  or  any  member  of  the 
committee  designated  by  him,  and  may  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  thereof  may  ad- 
minister oaths  to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
present  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments : 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  word  "under". 
Insert  the  words  "clause  12  of." 

Page  1.  line  5,  after  "XI"  strike  "(1)    (1)." 

Page  1,  line  9.  after  "States",  strike  out  the 
comma  and  Insert  the  word  "and." 

Page  1,  line  10,  after  "tories".  strike  out 
**,  and  possessions." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  NICHOI£ON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
no  requests  for  time  on  this  side.  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  CoLxxRl. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand  it,  this  is 
a  resolution  which  has  for  its  purpose 
the  continuation  of  the  investigating 
committee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary which  did  some  splendid  work 
In  the  82d  Congress  under  the  leader- 
ship of  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
CHELr].  I  am  convinced  there  is  justi- 
fication for  the  continuation  of  this  com- 
mittee which,  I  understand,  will  be  un- 
der the  able  leadership  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Kjcating]  who  also 
was  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  here- 
tofore. I  tliink  the  resolution  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  at  this  time  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentlemian  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Madden]. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  no- 
ticed in  the  newspaper  reports  and  radio 
broadcasts  that  His  Excellency.  Mr.  An- 
drei Vlshinsky.  representative  of  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  to  the  United  Nations,  on  his 
arrival  in  New  York  yesterday,  caused  to 
be  broadcast  a  renewal  of  his  charges  of 
germ  warfare  allegedly  committed  by 
United  States  soldiers  in  the  Korean 
area. 

I  am  hereby  submitting  a  copy  of  the 
letter  which  I  have  this  day  mailed  to 


Mr.  Vlshinsky.  along  with  the  volumes 
of  testimony  recorded  by  our  specisil  in- 
vestigating committee  concerning  the 
massacre  committed  by  the  Soviet  NKVD 
in  the  spring  of  1940 : 

Pkbbuakt  34,  1953. 
His  Excellency,  Mr.  Andbzi  Visrinskt, 

Representative  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  to  the 
United  Nations,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

E^cklxznct:  Under  separate  cover,  I  am 
this  day  f(»-wardlng  to  you.  a  bound  volume 
of  3,362  pages  of  testimony  and  exhibits 
recorded  by  the  Special  Congressional  Com- 
mittee Investigating  the  Katyn  Forest  Mas- 
sacre. These  pages  contain  the  seven  sepa- 
rate volume*)  of  testimony,  reports,  and 
reconunendatlons  based  on  our  bearings  In 
the  United  States.  England,  and  Europe.  It 
is  the  hope  of  our  committee  that  the  United 
States  Congress  act  favorably  on  recom- 
mendations that  our  testimony  and  findings 
be  formally  presented  to  the  United  Nations 
for  appropriate  action  at  this  session. 

Upon  your  arrival  in  the  United  States 
yesterday,  you  again  caused  to  be  circulated 
the  false,  malicious,  and  misleading  propa- 
ganda, acctislng  the  United  States  of  carry- 
ing on  germ  warfare  against  the  Chinese 
Communists.  You  first  made  this  charge 
when  the  Katyn  committee  opened  its  hear- 
ings In  Washington  a  year  ago.  The  purpose 
of  your  germ-warfare  propaganda  at  that 
time  was  to  lessen  the  Impact  which  you 
knew  the  evidence  to  be  assimilated  by  the 
Katyn  committee  would  reveal  concerning 
the  criminal  mind  of  the  Soviet  leaders. 
Your  renewal  of  charges  of  germ  warfare  at 
the  opening  of  the  seventh  session  of  the 
United  Nations  Is  for  the  purpose  of  again 
distracting  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the 
world  from  the  barbarous  crime  which  your 
Soviet  NKVD  committed  at  Katyn  and  the 
other  2  prison  camp  locations  where  15,000 
Polish  officers  and  civilians  were  massacred. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  world  are  looking  forward  to  you  as 
Soviet  Foreign  Minister  to  answer  the  devas- 
tating testimony  set  out  in  tlie  above-men- 
tioned voltimes  containing  the  testimony 
and  reports  of  oiir  committee.  The  world 
is  highly  Interested  in  having  you  answer 
the  following  questions  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  Nations: 

1.  Why  did  your  Government  refuse  to 
allow  the  International  Committee  of  the 
Red  Cross  to  make  a  neutral  investigation  of 
the  German  charges  concerning  Katyn  In 
1943? 

2.  Why  did  your  Government  fail  to  Invite 
any  neutral  observers  to  participate  In  your 
own  investigation  in  1944  of  the  Katyn 
Forest   massacre? 

3.  At  the  Nuremberg  trials,  your  Govern- 
ment had  complete  control  over  prosecution 
of  war  crimes  in  eastern  Europe.  Why  did 
you  fall  to  establish  your  charges  of  German 
guilt  for  Katyn  by  the  International  Mili- 
tary Tribunal? 

4.  Why  did  your  Government  fall  to  an- 
swer our  committee's  formal  and  public  In- 
vitation to  appear  and  present  evidence  at 
our  hearings,  both  in  Washington,  London, 
and  Prankfin-t,  Germany? 

5.  Why  did  your  Government  fall  to  pre- 
sent testimony  contradicting  the  avalanche 
of  testimony  offered  by  prisoners  formerly 
Interred  at  the  three  camps  and  of  other 
observers  taken  to  the  scene  of  the  crime 
which  conclusively  confirms  jour  Govern- 
ment's guilt  of  this  heinous  massacre? 

6.  Why  did  your  Government  fall  to  con- 
tradict the  testimony  of  the  six  medical  ex- 
perts who  testified  before  our  committee 
and  of  the  protocol  signed  by  12  outstand- 
ing European  scientists  and  doctors  from 
various  neutral  countries,  unanimously 
agreeing  that  the  Katyn  Forest  massacre 
took  place  In  the  spring  of  1940  when  your 
Government  and  your  armies  had  complete 
control  over  this  -area  of  Russian  territory? 

7.  Why  did  you  personally,  along  with 
Premier   Stalin.   Molotov,    and   Chief    Berla 


of  the  NKVD,  lie  to  General  Anders,  Am- 
bassador Kot,  and  Major  Josef  Casapsk  In 
1940  and  1941  as  to  the  whereabouts  of  these 
15,000  unfortunate  victims?  At  that  very 
time,  during  the  numerous  Interviews  you 
held  with  these  Polish  leaders,  you  knew 
these  Polish  prisoners  were  burled  In  maaa 
graves  In  Katyn  Forest. 

8.  Why  did  your  newspapers  and  radio 
broadcasts  constantly  send  further  mali- 
cious and  false  propaganda  concerning  our 
committee  when  we  were  holding  hearings 
in  April  1952  at  Frankfurt,  Germany?  Waa 
your  world-wide  campaign  of  slander  against 
our  committee  another  effort  to  block  this 
investigation? 

9.  Your  Excellency,  the  free  world  would 
like  to  know  the  real  truth  regarding  geno- 
cide, mass  murders  and  massacres  in  other 
subjugated  nations  now  under  the  iron  heel 
of  Soviet  communism.  Thousands  of  es- 
capees from  your  Iron  curtain  are  revealing 
statements  and  facts  confirming  the  reports 
that  International  crimes  similar  to  that 
committed  at  Katyn  are  continuing,  but  the 
extinction  of  thousands  of  lives  is  being  ac- 
complished under  a  different  method  than 
your  Government  used  at  Katyn. 

As  chairman  of  the  Special  Committee  To 
Investigate  the  Katyn  Forest  massacre.  I 
hope  you  will  answer  each  of  those  nine  in- 
quiries to  the  satisfaction  of  your  associate 
delegates  to  the  United  Nations,  the  people 
of  the  free  world  and  the  millions  of  slaves 
In  labor  camps  In  Russia  and  other  nations 
now  under  your  Government's  control. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Rat  J.  MAOonr, 
Member   of   Congress,   Chairman   of 
Special    Congressional    Investiga- 
tion Committee  Investigating  the 
Katyn  Forest  Massacre. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  res- 
olution which  Is  presently  before  us  is 
1  of  6  which  we  expect  to  call  up  today. 
Each  is  a  resolution  granting  certain  au- 
thority and  power  to  the  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  think  in  connection  with  the  considera- 
tion of  these  resolutions — and  I  take  this 
time  to  point  it  out — it  should  be  under- 
stood that  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
adopted  some  few  years  back  each  of  the 
committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives is  charged  in  these  words: 

To  assist  the  House  In  appraising  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  laws  and  In  developing 
such  amendments  of  related  legislation  as  it 
may  deem  necessary,  each  standing  com- 
mittee of  the  House  shall  exercise  continu- 
ous watchfulness  on  the  execution  by  the 
administrative  agencies  concerned  of  any 
laws  the  subject  matter  of  which  Is  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  such  committee;  for  that 
purpose  shall  study  all  pertinent  reports  and 
data  submitted  to  the  House  by  the  agen- 
cies In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Of  course.  It  is  known  to  all  of  us  that 
in  pursuance  of  the  mandate  of  the  Re- 
organization Act  in  the  past,  certain 
investigations  have  been  carried  on 
which  have  disclosed  certain  things  in 
some  of  the  departments.  By  many  it 
is  felt  that  those  endeavors  which  were 
not  completed  in  the  last  Congress 
should  be  carried  on  to  completion. 

Also.  I  think  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  there  is  a  responsibility  on 
the  part  of  all  of  the  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  House  to  exercise  that  degree 
of  watchfulness  to  which  reference  la 
made  in  the  Reorganization  Act. 
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As  far  as  this  administration  and  the 
people  In  the  administration  are  con- 
cerned. I  can  say  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  that,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
discover,  there  is  a  complete  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  people  in  the  adminis- 
trative branch  to  cooperate  with  the 
proper  legislative  committees  In  carry- 
ing forward  this  function.  I^ink  that 
cooperation  will  be  made  manifest  as 
time  goes  on. 

It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  In 
the  adoption  of  these  resolutions  or  any 
others  which  may  come  before  us  there 
is  no  intent  to  create  any  impression 
that  matters  in  the  executive  branch 
under  the  new  administration  will  not 
be  handled  In  proper  form  and  that 
things  that  have  been  wrong  will  not 
be  corrected ;  but.  ratiier,  that  the  legis- 
lative branch  of  the  Government  will 
be  carrying  on  under  the  mandate  of 
the  Reorganization  Act;  and,  likewise, 
to  conclude  such  investigations  as  may 
not  have  been  concluded  at  the  time  cf 
the  adjournment  of  the  82d  Congress. 
Mr.  KEATINO.  Mr,  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HALLECK.  T  yield. 
Mr.  KEATING.  I  merely  wish  to  add 
to  what  the  gentleman  said  with  refer- 
ence to  our  collea^e  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  Prank  Chelf.  who  Is 
now  rather  ill.  that.  I  was  greatly  im- 
pressed with  his  conduct  of  the  work  of 
the  committee  during  the  last  Congress. 
I  was  happy  to  hear  the  complimentary 
remarks  the  gentleman  made  about  him. 
It  will  be  my  endeavor  to  conduct  any 
hearings  which  are  held  in  the  same  kind 
spirit  as  that  shown  by  our  colleague 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  BolandI. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  rollcall  on  Housf-  Resolution  119.  rel- 
ative to  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities.  I  was  on  ofBcial  business  in 
another  iJart  of  th«!  Capitol.  If  I  had 
been  in  the  Chamber  at  that  time.  I 
would  have  voted  "aye." 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  1  minute. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  merely  wish  to  respond 
to  the  very  generous  and  gracious  state- 
ment made  by  our  colleague,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Kxating]  with 
reference  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  ChklfI.  I  am  sure  that  all 
of  us  in  this  House  who  thought  that 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  tMr. 
Chelf)  did  a  good  Job  as  chsannan  of 
that  committee  also  have  confidence  In 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  iMr. 
Keatino).  We  beUeve  that  he.  too,  will 
do  a  splendid  Job,  because  he  exemplified 
such  a  fine  spirit  of  fairness  as  well  as 
ability  when  he  served  on  that  commit- 
tee previously. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  HorrMANl. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Spealrer.  the  passage  of  the  Legislative 
ReorganizaUon  Act  of  1946  was  an  ef- 
fort to  bring  greater  economy  In  the 
legislative  department.  We  all  recall 
that  Congress  found  It  advisable  to  cre- 
ate the  Hoover  Commission  which  ex- 
pended something  Uke  $2  million  In 
drawing  plans  and  specifications  to  be 


submitted  to  the  Congress  In  the  form 
of  bills  which,  if  adopted.  It  was  argued 
would  bring  greatly  needed  economy  and 
efficiency. 

We  all  recall,  too,  that  In  the  82d  Con- 
gress committees,  that  were  imder  the 
control  of  the  majority  party,  and  In  the 
several  reports  both  from  the  other 
body  and  from  this  body — I  am  referring 
now  especially  to  the  reports  of  the 
Hardy  subcommittee  and  the  Bonner 
subcommittee — did  render  a  more  than 
worthwhile  service  in  bringing  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  and  to  some  of  the 
executive  departments  programs,  meth- 
ods, and  procedures  which  had  resulted 
in  enormous  waste.  In  some  Instances, 
those  committees  made  recommenda- 
tions to  the  departments,  especially  to 
the  Department  of  National  Defense, 
which  were  adopted  and  followed  and 
which  resulted  in  the  saving  of  millions 
of  dollars. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  now  and 
at  least  for  the  next  year  that  the  in- 
vestigations which  will  be  made  are  pri- 
marily into  activities  which  were  carried 
on  by  the  last  administration.  Inquiries 
Into  practices  and  procedures  which 
were  conceived,  adopted,  and  followed 
by  the  previous  administration. 

In  any  Investigations  undertaken 
now  and  later  reported  to  this  Congress 
and  to  the  people  It  should  be  clearly 
understood  that  they  are  not  critical  of 
and  do  not  criticize  policies  which  have 
been  put  into  effect  since  January  3. 
1953,  or  which  will  hereafter  be  put  into 
effect. 

All  legislative  committees,  as  the  ma- 
jority leader,  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana IMr.  Halleck],  just  stated,  have 
Jurisdiction  over  certain  activities  and 
each  and  every  committee  Is  expressly 
charged  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
with  being  watchful  not  only  over  ex- 
penditures but  over  the  methods  em- 
ployed by  the  various  executive  agencies. 
In  addition  to  those  legislative  com- 
mittees to  which  he  referred  we  have  a 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
which  Is  a  committee  primarily  charged 
with  the  duty  of  checking  wastefulness 
and  inefficiency  In  all  of  the  departments 
of  Government. 

The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  overlaps,  so  to 
speak,  the  Jurisdiction  of  all  the  other 
committees  In  that  particular  field.  In 
fact  It  was  a  consolidation  of  11  com- 
mittees which  were  charged  with  check- 
ing the  activities  of  executive  depart- 
ments. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  In  order  that  we  have 
it  all  In  the  Recced,  aproiras  the  gen- 
tleman's suggestion,  the  language  hav- 
ing to  do  with  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  Is  this:  Study  the 
operation  of  governmental  activities  at 
all  levels  with  a  view  to  determining  Its 
economy  end  efficiency. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That  Is 
right.  I  am  glad  to  have  that  Included 
in  the  Record. 

So  far  as  I  am  able  to  direct  Its  activi- 
ties the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations in  the  Investigations  it  will  make 
will  first  consult  every  other  commit- 


tee which  we  can  learn  is  attempting  to 
cover  a  like  field.  As  an  Illustration.  It 
Is  my  understanding  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  has  a  staff  of 
something  like  75  people,  all  of  whom.  In 
my  Judgment,  are  necessary,  and  have  a 
tremendous  Job  imposed  on  them  in  the 
attempt  to  ascertain  Just  what  and  In 
what  amount  appropriations  should  be 
made. 

Before  our  committee  or  Its  subcom- 
mittees goes  into  any  of  these  investiga- 
tions. If  I  have  anything  to  do  with  its 
procedure,  It  will  be  oiu-  piUT)ose  to  check 
with  that  committee,  especially  with  that 
committee,  to  learn  what  they  are  doing, 
so  that  we  may  avoid  any  duplicate  in- 
vestigations. 

Then  there  is  this  further  thought. 
The  purpose  of  our  committee,  if  I  ex- 
press it  correctly,  will  be  this:  We  will 
endeavor  to  help  the  administration  do 
the  things  that  it  wants  to  do  along  the 
line  of  giving  us  greater  economy  and 
efficiency.  While  we  have  at  the  head 
of  these  departments  Individuals — for 
example,  the  Director  of  the  Budget,  Mr. 
Dodge — who  want  reforms,  down  under- 
neath there  are  three  or  four  layers  con- 
sisting of  thousands  of  employees  who 
have  the  opportunity  to  nullify  and  ren- 
der Ineffective  the  orders  which  come 
down  from  above.  One  of  the  purposes 
of  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations will  be  to  check  In  with  these  com- 
mittees or  indii'iduals  who  are  In  cer- 
tain departments  called  compliance  offi- 
cers who  seek  to  point  out  to  the  heads 
of  the  departments  the  deficiencies  In  j^ 
that  particular  agency,  to  see  that  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  compliance  offi- 
cers or  individuals  get  to  the  top  man 
and  do  not  stop  somewhere  along  the 
road  at  a  way  station  and  never  become 
effective,  thus  preventing  the  accom- 
plishment or  fulfillment  of  the  orders 
given  by  the  heads  of  the  departments. 

The  head  of  the  administration  Is  a 
military  man,  accustomed  to  the  giving 
of  orders.  It  may  be  that,  because  of  his 
experience  as  Commander  in  Chief  over 
a  million  or  two  men  In  the  armed  serv- 
ices who  accepted  his  orders  without 
question  and  executed  them  meticu- 
lously, he  may  now  assimie  that  the  or- 
ders which  he  or  the  heads  of  his  de- 
partments will  Issue  will  be  received  in 
the  same  spirit  and  executed  with  as 
great  a  degree  of  faithfulness  as  those 
which  he  issued  as  Commander  In  Chief 
of  the  Armed  Forces  during  World  War 
n.  But  the  executive  department  of  the 
Government  is  not  subject  to  the  same 
Iron  discipline  as  that  which  prevails  In 
military  forces,  and  the  President  and 
the  members  of  his  Cabinet — some  of 
whom  are  accuston^  to  having  their 
orders,  without  question,  efficiently  exe- 
cuted, are  due  for  a  rude  awakening  If 
they  proceed  on  the  theory  that  an  order 
or  a  directive  Is  self-executing  and  will 
always  bring  about  either  the  desired  or 
obvious  result. 

Members  of  a  political  orgsmizatlon 
sometimes,  even  though  vmder  the  orders 
and  direction  of  a  superior  authority, 
have  minds  of  their  own.  are  accustomed 
to  doing  their  own  thinking  and  are  In- 
clined to  enforce  or  ignore  a  directive 
if  they  think  they  have  a  better  proce- 
dure or  objective. 
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Permit  a  repetition:  The  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  will  endeavor 
to  see  that  the  orders  given  by  the  top 
ofiBcials  are  carried  out,  that  cixnplaints 
made  by  the  compliance  employees  of 
the  various  departments  get  into  the 
hands  of  those  at  the  top  who  issue  or- 
ders, make  rules  and  regulations. 

In  that  way  we  may  be  of  real  assist- 
ance to  the  executive  departments. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  POST  OFFICE  AND 
CIVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  32  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service,  acting  as  a  whole 
or  by  subcommittee.  Is  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  conduct  thorough  studies  anc'  In- 
vestigations relating  to  matters  coming 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  committee 
under  rule  XI  (1)  (e)  of  the  Riiles  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  for  such  pur- 
poses the  said  committee  or  any  suboom- 
mlttee  thereof  Is  hereby  authorized  to  sit 
and  net  during  the  present  Congress  at  such 
times  and  places  within  the  United  States, 
whether  the  House  is  In  session,  has  recesset?, 
or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings, 
and  to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the 
attendance  and  testimony  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  records, 
correspondence,  memoranda,  papers,  and 
documents,  as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas 
may  be  Issued  over  the  signature  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  or  any  member  of 
'the  committee  designated  by  him,  and  may 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member.  The  chairman  of  the 
conunlttee  or  any  member  thereof  may  ad- 
minister oaths  to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
present  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  Investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  "rule  XI  (1)  (e)" 
and  Insert  "clause  14  of  rule  XI." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  no  requests  for  time  on  this  side. 
I  jrield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  see  no 
good  cause  to  be  served  by  a  discussion 
of  this  resolution.  It  speaks  for  itself. 
It  is  another  resolution  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OfBce  and  Civil  Service 
and  has  for  its  purpose  somewhat  a  sim- 
ilar purpose  as  that  of  the  other  resolu- 
tions which  have  been  and  will  be  con- 
sidered here  today. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Patman]. 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he 
MgffioUc  out  of  order. 

^|Ci|yAliLECK.    Reserving  the  right 
to  object.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  am  not 


going  to  object.  I  trust  we  shall  not  have 
too  many  speeches  out  of  order,  because 
certain  of  our  Members  have  an  affair 
this  evening  in  their  home  State  that 
they  want  to  attend.  As  I  say,  I  am  not 
going  to  object  to  this  request,  but  I  trust 
we  can  get  on  with  the  adoption  of  these 
resolutiohs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Patman  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks and  include  certain  statements 
and  excerpts. ) 

8TOCK-MABKZT     MAKGIN     BIDUCED     BT     rKDEBAI. 
RESZaVX   BOAEO 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pa- 
pers last  Saturday  carried  the  announce- 
ment that  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
had  just  reduced  the  margin  on  stock- 
market  transactions  from  75  percent  to 
50  percent,  effective  today.  Tuesday.  Feb- 
ruary 24.  This  means  that  the  specula- 
tor will  need  to  put  up  only  50  cents 
on  the  dollar.  He  can  speculate  on 
credit  to  the  extent  of  one-half  of  his 
purchases  of  stock. 

This  action  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
is  evidence,  to  my  mind,  that  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Board  believes  that  the  in- 
flationary period  has  ceased  and  that 
now  some  action  must  be  taken  to  ease 
a  deflationary  situation,  because  this 
move  is  unquestionably  inflationary  in 
character.  It  could  not  be  classified  any 
other  way.  Therefore,  it  can  only  be  in- 
tended to  meet  a  deflationary  situation. 

I  believe  the  deflationary  situation  has 
been  brought  about  primarily  by  the  dis- 
astrous dechne  in  farm  prices.  A  depres- 
sion on  the  farm  will  eventually  cause 
a  general  depression  if  it  is  not  stopped. 

For  the  first  time  since  World  War  I 
Government  bonds  are  allowed  to  go 
down  and  down  and  down  until  they 
have  reached  94;  that  is,  20-year  bonds 
paying  2\-i  percent.  That  has  not  hap- 
pened since  right  after  the  First  World 
War,  when  bonds  were  allowed  to  go  as 
low  in  some  sections  of  the  country. 
They  were  immediately  bought  up  by 
speculators  over  the  country,  and  of 
course  they  went  back  to  100  percent. 
But  this  is  the  first  time  such  an  action 
as  that  has  been  undertaken  which  re- 
sults in  such  a  great  reduction  in  the 
price  of  Government  bonds  since  World 
War  I.  I  now  refer  to  actions  of  the 
open  markets  committee  and  the  Board 
of  Governors  prior  to  stock-market  mar- 
gin reduction. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  is  re- 
ferring to  the  quoted  price  on  bonds  in 
dollars.  He  has  no  reference  to  the  pur- 
chasing value  of  the  dollar  represented 
by  those  bonds,  which  purchasing  power 
we  know  has  been  reduced  about  50  per- 
cent in  the  last  few  years. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  If  you  are  going  to  say 
that  the  dollar  is  worth  just  half  as 
much,  we  should  say  that  we  do  not 
have  any  $268,000,000,000  national  debt; 
we  should  say  we  have  a  $134,000,000,000 
national  debt. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  as  we  de- 
value the  dollar,  and  the  dollar  becomes 


worth  less  and  less,  then  obviously  the 
national  debt  as  a  matter  of  purchasing 
power  diminishes  in  like  amount. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  is  very  true,  but 
that  is  not  related  to  the  point  I  am 
really  attempting  to  make,  I  will  state 
to  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 
The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that 
if  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  wants  to 
undo  some'of  the  things  that  it  has  done 
to  create  a  hard-money  policy  in  this 
country,  and  to  greatly  increase  the  in- 
terest rates,  it  should  make  a  direct  at- 
tempt on  that  by  undoing  some  of  these 
things  it  has  been  doing  that  are  defla- 
tionary. By  increasing  interest  rates 
that  is  making  it  hard  on  the  home 
builders  and  the  independent  business- 
men and  the  small  people  everywhere. 
The  high  interest  rates  are  crushing 
them.  The  Federal  Reserve  Board  and 
the  open-market  committee  which  in- 
cludes the  Board  are  the  credit  policy- 
malting  board  for  our  country.  There 
is  no  question  about  that.  Twelve  men 
in  this  country  are  wholly  responsible 
for  the  credit  situation  whether  it  is  good 
or  bad.  Those  12  men  comprise  the  open 
market  committee,  which  is  composed  of 
5  presidents  of  5  of  the  12  Federal  Reserve 
banks  and  7  members  of  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board.  Those  12  men  have  It  in 
their  power  to  absolutely  control  credit 
in  the  entire  country.  So  if  credit  is 
easy,  they  are  entitled  to  the  credit  or 
blame.  If  credit  is  hard,  they  are  en- 
titled to  the  credit  or  the  blame.  We 
are  fortunate  indeed  in  being  able  to 
place  the  burden  of  responsibility  or  give 
the  credit  to  certain  people — the  12 
people  who  really  have  control  of  the 
credit  policies  of  this  Nation.  Now  they 
have  seen  fit  to  cause  the  interest  rates 
to  go  up.  This  policy  is  not  only  disas- 
trous to  the  person  who  wants  to  build 
his  own  home.  Including  the  veterans  and 
the  independent  businessmen,  but  it  has 
caused  Government  bonds  to  go  down. 
You  no  doubt  have  seen  or  heard  the 
rumor  lately  that  the  Treasury  is  going 
to  put  out  a  bond  which  will  sell  for  3 
percent  or  possibly  SV*  percent.  If  the 
Treasury  is  going  to  put  out  a  bond  that 
will  sell  for  3  percent  that  means  that  a 
20-year  bond  which  is  now  drawing  2 '4 
percent  will  have  to  go  down  to  92  in 
order  to  be  comparable  to  S-percent 
bonds.  That  is  disastrous.  If  the  re- 
duction is  to  compare  with  a  3V4-percent 
bond  it  will  be  down  to  88.  That  Is 
exactly  what  the  Board  appears  to  be 
undertaking  to  do.  The  banks  hold 
about  $70  billion  of  United  States  Gov- 
ernment bonds.  All  of  those  bonds,  of 
course,  are  not  the  2V2-p€rc€nt  bonds  I 
have  been  talking  about.  But  let  us  say 
for  the  sake  of  discu-ssion  that  they  are 
all  these  2>i-percent  bonds  and  they  go 
down  5  points  which  they  have  gone  down 
now.  That  is  equal  to  a  reduction  of 
$3>2  billion  in  value  of  those  bonds. 
How  much  is  that?  It  represents  100 
percent  of  the  capital  structure  of  the 
banks  not  Including  the  undivided  profits 
and  surplus — 100  percent  of  the  bank 
capital  of  the  entire  Nation.  The  capital 
structure  of  all  the  banks  including  sur- 
plus and  undivided  profits  amounts  to 
more  than  $11  billion.  When  anyone 
begins  to  take  action  like  that.  It  is  time 
for  this  Congress  to  commence  to  do 
something  about  it — at  least  to  discuss 
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it  and  see  what  we  have  before  us  and 
see  what  is  likely  to  happen.  Here  is 
what  I  believe  the  Board  should  consider 
doing. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
pentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  have  listened  to 
the  gentleman  and  his  argument,  it  oc- 
curs to  me  that  he  would  approve  of  the 
action  taken  by  the  Board  in  reducing 
the  margin  requirement.  Am  I  correct 
in  that  or  not? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    No,  I  am  opposed  to  it 
because  it  Is  Inflationary  and  does  not 
help  at  the  right  place.    It  will  cause 
the  banks  to  create  money  on  their  books 
for    speculation.    You    cannot    Justify 
that  now.    That  makes  it  dlfDcult  for 
other  people  to  get  money.    It  makes  It 
harder  for  the  home^builders  and  home 
owners  and  the  small  Independent  busi- 
nessmen and  all  the  rest  Including  the 
Government.     Furthermore,  by  Increas- 
ing the  interest  rates,  you  cause  tax  ex- 
empt bonds  Issued  by  States  and  political 
subdivisions  to  go  up  In  the  Interest  rate. 
They  have  gone  up  and  up  last  year. 
They  went  up  three  points  in  the  last 
week.    These  tax  exempt  seciirlties  are 
now   averaging  according  to  the  Dow 
Jones  average  about  2.65   percent.     A 
person  in   the  92-percent  tax   bracket 
would  have  to  get  30  percent  on  a  taxable 
bond  to  net  that  much.    That  Is  very 
high.    That  is  an  Increase  in  Interest 
rates  on  municipal  bonds  from  2.62  7 
days  before.    That  is  quite  an  Increase. 
What  has  caused  that?  It  Is  the  high  in- 
terest rates.    It  permits  the  big  wealth 
of  the  country  to  go  Into  tax-exempt 
bonds   and   pay   no   taxes   whatsoever. 
This  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
is   encouraging   high   interest  rates.     I 
think  it  is  bad  pwllcy.    I  am  not  trying 
to   accuse    the   administration   of   this 
policy  because  the  administration  does 
not  have  anything  to  do  with  this  par- 
ticular action,  I  am  sure.    The  Federal 
Reserve    Board    members    resent    any 
accusation    that    they    are    under    the 
Executive.    So  it  is  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board  that  is  responsible.    However,  the 
President  can  call  on  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors to  change  their  policies  and  If 
they  refuse  he  can  bring  the  matter  to 
the  attention  of  Congress  where  effective 
action  can  be  taken. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Now,  this  Is  what  I 
think  should  be  done: 

First.  I  think  something  should  be 
done  by  this  Administration  to  protect 
farm  prices,  and  It  should  be  done  at 
once.  We  are  In  a  farm  depression 
right  now.  It  looks  like  the  same  jwit- 
tem  that  was  followed  preceding  the 
worst  depression  In  all  history,  farm 
prices  going  down  and  speculation  en- 
couraged by  this  Federal  Reserve  Board 
action  going  up.  But  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board  should  ease  up  on  Interest 
rates  and  this  hard  money  policy.  They 
should  protect  Government  bonds. 
They  should  protect  that  Government 
bond  market.  I  am  not  attempting  to 
say  at  what  point  they  should  protect  it. 
Personally.  I  would  like  to  see  It  pro- 
tected   at    100    percent.    Government 


bonds  should  not  sell  below  100  percent. 
It  could  be  protected  without  costing 
the  taxpayers  a  single  cent. 

Second.  There  should  be  no  tax  re- 
duction until  the  budget  is  balanced. 
On  this  I  am  on  the  side  of  the  President. 
Third.  I  will  go  beyond  what  the 
President  has  said.  I  do  not  believe 
there  should  be  any  tax  reduction  until 
the  budget  Is  balanced,  and  a  reasonable 
amount  is  set  aside  for  the  retirement 
of  the  national  debt.  We  should  do 
those  two  things.  Balance  the  budget 
and  set  aside  a  reasonable  amoimt  for 
the  retirement  of  the  national  debt. 

Fourth.  I  believe  that  the  short-time 
interest  rates  should  be  reduced,  as  they 
can  be  reduced  and  at  great  saving  to 
the  American  taxpayer.  The  last  2  or  3 
years  the  rates  have  gone  up  from  three- 
eighths  of  one  percent  where  they  re- 
mained for  years  to  more  than  two 
percent.  This  was  deliberately  done 
under  the  guise  of  fighting  Inflation.  If 
the  Increases  were  needed  then  to  re- 
tard Inflation,  they  should  be  decreased 
now  Instead  of  reducing  the  marginal 
riKjulrements  on  stock  transactions.  We 
can  only  hope  that  these  actions  will 
not  lead  to  a  similar  terrible  depression 
as  that  which  followed  so  nearly  the 
Inauguration  of  the  last  Republican 
President.       

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  NICHOUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.   

AUTHORIZING       COMMITTEE       ON 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  TO  CONDUCT 

STUDIES  AND  INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr.   NICH0I50N.    Mr.   Speaker,  by 

direction  of  the  Cormnittee  on  Rules,  I 

call  up  House  Resolution  91  and  ask 

for  Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcom- 
mittee. U  authorlied  and  directed  to  conduct 
thorough  studies  and  investigations  of  all 
matters  coming  wltmn  the  Jurisdiction  of 
such  committee. 

8k.  a.  For  the  purposes  of  «ils  resolu- 
tion, the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authoriaed  to  hold  such  hearings, 
to  sit  and  act  during  the  present  Congress 
at  such  times  and  places,  within  or  without 
conUnental  United  States,  its  Territories  and 
possessions,  as  the  committee  may  determine, 
whether  or  not  the  House  is  in  session,  has 
recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  require  the 
attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  such  books.  p(4>ers,  and  docu- 
ments by  subpena  or  otherwise,  to  admin- 
ister such  oaths,  and  to  take  such  testimony, 
as  It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be 
issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  or  of  any  subcommittee, 
or  by  any  member  designated  by  any  such 
chairman,  and  may  be  served  by  any  person 
designated  by  any  such  chairman  ox  member. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "within-, 
strike  out  the  words  "as  without-"* 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  imder- 
takes  to  continue  the  subcommittee  in- 
vestigation that  was  recently  conducted 
in  the  previous  Congress  under  the  able 
leadership  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  King].  I  am  sure  that  with- 
out dissent  we  are  In  accord  that  that 
committee  did  a  splendid  job  in  uncover- 
ing and  disclosing  Irregularities  in  the 
tax  field  resulting  in  much  money  com- 
ing into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  that  should  have  come  into  the 
Treasury  in  the  flrst  place.  This  resolu- 
tion would  continue  that  investigation. 
I  think  the  resolution  should  be  adopted. 
Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KEAN.  I  take  this  opportunity  to 
pay  tribute  to  the  very  flne  work  done  by 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
KzNC]  as  chairman  of  this  committee 
during  the  past  session.  In  a  very  diffi- 
cult situation  he  did  a  wonderful  job,  let- 
ting the  chips  fall  where  they  may.  His 
work  was  a  credit  to  himself  and  to  the 

country.       

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure 
the  House  and  the  country  generally  ap- 
preciate the  very  gracious  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EIean] 
If  I  am  correctly  advised  I  understand 
the  gentleman  himself  will  likely  head 
up  this  committee.  I  am  sure  we  can 
look  forward  to  an  equally  fair,  honest, 
and  able  Job  on  the  part  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Speaker,  1 3^eld  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  LtleI. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  address 
myself  generally  at  this  time  to  commit- 
tee investigations. 

As  you  have  seen,  there  are  several 
resolutions  scheduled  for  today,  each 
providing  for  an  Investigation.  Previ- 
ously during  this  session  the  House  has 
authorl^^  2  or  3  committee  Investiga- 
tions; the  other  body  has  authorized  8 
or  10  comprehensive  Inquiries,  and.  I  am 
informed,  has  appropriated  more  than 
$800,000  so  far.  There  are  now  pending 
In  the  Hoiise  Committee  on  Rules  more 
than  50  resolutions  requesting  some  type 
of  Investigation. 

The  previous  Congress  authorized  al- 
most $6  million  for  investigations,  but 
all  of  that  amount  was  not  expended. 
Actually  the  amount  expended  was  very 
small  in  relation  to  the  bllUons  that  Con- 
gress appropriated. 

Investigations  and  Investigating  com- 
mittees, Mr.  Speaker,  are  not  per  se 
either  good  or  bad,  but  the  right  and 
necessity  for  Investigating  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  legislating  is  indispensable. 
Information,  accurate,  adequate,  straight 
information  is  indispensable;  It  Is  an  In- 
dispensable element  of  good  legislation. 
Information  in  terms  of  availability  to 
Congress  is  a  rationed  item,  and  if  you 
do  not  think  so,  try  sometime  to  get  your 
share;  but  the  other  kind  of  information 
is  overabundant. 

No  other  comparable  responsible  body 
In  the  world  is  subjected  to  more  mis- 
information, more  intellectual  dishon- 
esty, scheming,  disguised  motives,  and 
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plain  hoodvinkins.  There  appears  to 
be  no  closed  season.  The  art  of  decep- 
tion is  practiced  alike  by  countries, 
agencies,  groups,  associations,  and  indi- 
viduals. It  is  not  difficult  to  hoodwink 
honest  and  sincere  men  and  WMnen 
intent  upon  the  tasks  of  service  in  fields 
of  social,  economic,  and  political  be- 
havior. As  a  matter  of  fact,  our  weak- 
ness is  in  our  strength,  an  abiding  faith 
in  the  honesty  and  the  sincerity  of  all 
peoples  and  all  causes  which  would  lead 
us  to  the  elevation  of  human  dignity. 
It  is  therefore  an  essence  of  survival, 
the  survival  of  this  Congress  as  a  basic 
part  of  this  Oovemment,  that  we  prsu:- 
tice  intellectual  and  intelligent  skep- 
ticism. We  cannot  properly  fulfill  oiu: 
responsibilities  as  tools  of  a  free  people 
If  we  unwittingly  become  tools  of  mis- 
Information  or  no  information  or  bad 
information  or  prejudiced  information. 
The  great  number  of  requests  for  in- 
restigations  and  investigating  commit- 
tees that  confront  the  Congress  today, 
the  60-odd  requests  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  are  brought  about  for 
the  reason  that  we  do  not  have  a  source 
of  information  or  sufficient  information 
to  act  intelligently  on  many  issues. 

Personally,  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied 
that  the  investigations  as  so  often  car- 
ried on  meet  the  need.  I  do  not  refer, 
of  coiu-se.  to  any  particular  committee 
but  to  the  problem  generally.  Too  often 
too  many  Investigations  generate  more 
heat  than  light,  they  result  in  more 
headlines  than  they  do  information  and 
they  result  in  a  great  deal  moVe  con- 
fusion than  they  do  construction.  Per- 
haps it  may  well  be  said  that  enough 
heat  will  generate  light  and  that  head- 
lines may  produce  information  and  that 
confusion  always  precedes  construction. 
That  is  possible  but  not  probable. 

Adequate  Investigation  and  informa- 
tion that  discloses  the  purposes  of  legis- 
lation, its  operation,  its  scope,  and  the 
problems  to  be  covered,  the  causes  and 
effect,  prior  to  passage  would,  I  feel, 
result  in  much,  much  better  adminis- 
tration. 

If  Congress  knew  more  about  what  it 
was  doing  it  would  know  more  about 
what  it  had  done;  if  Congress  knew  more 
about  what  it  was  doing  it  would  know 
more  about  what  its  doing  had  done. 

For  example,  you  were  shocked  as  I 
was  some  years  ago  to  find  out  we  were 
burning  potatoes.  It  was  never  contem- 
plated. I  think,  when  the  agricultural 
program  was  started  that  any  such  thing 
would  happen.  It  was  certainly  not  con- 
templated. I  think,  when  the  Voice  of 
America  program  was  authorized  and 
funds  were  appropriated  that  many  of 
tlje  things  that  have  been  called  to  our 
attention  would  have  happened.  It  is  an 
unhealthy  situation  because  it  creates 
dissatisfaction,  it  creates  confusion  and 
lack  of  confidence  in  programs  that  are 
designed  primarily  by  this  body  and  the 
committees  that  recommend  them  to 
bring  good  results,  and  necessary  and 
useful  results.  For  instance,  did  most 
of  you  know  that  the  Navy  was  spending 
$250,000  to  create  a  space  suit  until  you 
saw  the  article  in  the  paper  the  other 
day?  I  certainly  did  not.  It  may  be 
Justified  and  it  may  be  necessary.  But  it 
certainly  is  confusing  to  the  taxpayers 


when  they  see  that  the  Air  Force  scoffs 
at  a  program  for  which  the  Navy  is 
spending  $250,000. 

The  Committee  on  Rules  the  other  day 
was  rather  shocked  to  find  that  although 
we  have  been  debating  for  more  than  4 
years  the  probability  of  appropriating  a 
few  himdred  thousand  dollars  for  Fed- 
eral aid  to  education,  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  and  has  been  spending  more 
than  $4  billion  a  year  in  that  field.  Yes, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  Congress  knew  more  at 
the  time  it  was  doing,  It  would  not  so 
often  be  called  upwn  to  undo.  Too  much 
legislation  and  too  many  appropriations 
are  passed  because  they  are  recom- 
mended by  respected  personalities.  As- 
suredly we  need  more  information.  In- 
vestigations are  in  order,  but  the  order  of 
the  Investigations  is  questionable.  Too 
many  of  them,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  sure, 
are  negative.  Too  many  of  them  are 
calculated  only  to  expose  and  not  to  dis- 
pose. Too  many  of  them  deal  in  per- 
sonalities, both  the  personality  of  the 
investigated  and  the  investigator.  Too 
many  of  them  overlap.  Not  only  do  they 
overlap  the  constituted  committees  of 
the  House  and  the  other  body,  but  they 
overlap  the  duly  constituted  authority. 

Mr.  HAIJ^CK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.    Yes;  I  will  be  delighted  to. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  It  not  true  that  a 
majority  of  these  resolutions  would  not 
be  here  at  all  except  for  the  fact  that 
it  might  be  deemed  necessary  on  occa- 
sion for  the  committee  to  have  subpena 
powers?  In  other  words,  is  not  the  au- 
thority basically  in  the  Reorganization 
Act  which  imposes  on  each  legislative 
committee  the  responsibility  of  apprais- 
ing the  administration  of  the  law? 

Mr.  LYLE.  That  is  true;  it  is  a  lack 
of  information:  lack  of  information  of 
what  we  have  done,  what  we  are  doing, 
and  what  has  happened  to  what  we  have 
done.  We  certainly  need  investigations. 
but  they  ought  to  be  in  the  channels  of 
legislation.  They  ought  to  bring  us  ade- 
quate information  before  we  pass  upon 
the  vital  Issues  that  expend  billions  of 
dollars  and  perhaps  endanger  our  lives. 
We  should  not  be  required  to  authorize 
investigations  some  years  later  after 
newspapers  and  magazines  have  exposed 
bad  administration.  It  is  not  the  func- 
tion of  this  body  to  supersede  grand 
Juries,  the  executive  in  the  administra- 
tion of  legislation,  the  FBI,  and  other 
agencies  that  are  constituted  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  fear  that  much  of  the 
information  that  results  from  investiga- 
tions is  wasted.  It  secios  to  me  that  we 
should  have  a  closer  cooperation  between 
the  various  committees.  They  should 
each  share  with  the  other  committees 
the  information  that  they  develop.  Par- 
ticularly I  feel  that  the  Appropriations 
Committee  should  more  closely  work 
with  the  legislative  committees  that  or- 
iginally authorize  the  appropriation.  It 
might  well  be  that  with  the  millions 
we  spend  on  investigations  we  could  es- 
tablish an  agency  to  furnish  Congress 
with  authentic  information  prior  to  leg- 
islation and  information  regarding  its 
administration. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  has  expired. 


Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  prevloiis  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  by 

direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  113  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  acting  a«  a  whole  or  by  subconunlt- 
tee,  Is  authorized  aiul  directed  to  conduct 
thorough  studies  and  Investigations  of  all 
matters  coming  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
such  committee. 

Skc.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution. 
the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof. 
Is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  alt 
and  act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such 
times  and  places  as  the  committee  may  de- 
termine, whether  or  not  the  House  Is  In 
session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
require  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to 
take  testimony,  as  It  deems  necessary.  8ub- 
penas  may  be  Issued  under  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  shall 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  member  designated  by  him  may  ad- 
minister oaths  to  witnesses. 

Mr.    NICHOLSON.    Mr.    Speaker.    I 

yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Colmzr]. 

Mr.  Sp>eaker.  this  resolution  is  about 
the  same  as  the  resolutions  regularly 
adopted.  This  one  and  the  one  with 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Ser\'ices  will  allow  those  two  commit- 
tees to  go  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
country. 

While  I  agree  almost  entirely  with  the 
views  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
LyleI,  who  spoke  here  a  tnoment  ago,  I 
think  we  cannot  get  too  much  informa- 
tion on  the  matters  coming  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  or  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  We  Members  who  have  been 
here  a  few  years  know  the  billions  of 
dollars  that  have  been  appropriated,  and 
some  of  us  believe  that  billions  of  dol- 
lars have  been  not  only  appropriated  but 
wasted. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the 
House  to  call  attention  to  this,  that,  or 
the  other  thing.  Usually  I  am  against 
resolutions  such  as  this  because  I  follow 
the  same  idea  that  President  Taft  had 
when  he  was  President.  He  said  about 
these  investigations  that  all  they  pro- 
duce is  a  loud  smell. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  no  requests  for 
time  on  this  resolution.  I  think  most 
of  the  Members  of  the  Congress  want  to 
know  a  little  more  about  what  is  going 
on.    I  certainly  do. 

I  yield  now  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississiopi  IMr.  ColmerI. 

Mr.  COIJilER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  just  explained,  this  is  in  line 
with  what  has  been  done  before.    This 
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gives  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs power  similar  to  that  which  was 
given  that  committee  In  the  last  Con- 
gress, and  I  assume  it  is  therefore  justi- 
fiable to  have  it  here  reinstated. 

JOIKT    COMMnTEE    ON    THK    BUDGKT 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  make  one 
comment  upon  the  very  able  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr. 
Lylx)  about  the  necessity  for  informa- 
tion; of  knowing  what  we  are  doing  at 
the  time  and  therefore  avoiding  the  ne- 
cessity for  so  much  of  aftermath  investi- 
gation. 

Last  session  I  had  the  privilege  of 
sponsoring  a  bill  that  would  have  set  up 
a  joint  committee  on  the  budget  within 
the  Appropriations  Committee.  It  would 
have  furnished  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee an  adequate  and  an  ample  staff  of 
experts  to  make  a  study  of  these  demands 
on  the  Treasury  as  we  went  along;  to 
place  the  Appropriations  Committee  at 
least  upon  a  parity  with  the  executive  de- 
partments and  not  have  the  Congress  at 
the  complete  mercy  of  the  various  bu- 
reaus and  the  Executive. 

It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge 
that  there  are  several  hundred  experts 
in  the  President's  Budget  Bureau.  Each 
department  of  the  Government  has  addi- 
tional hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  ex- 
perts in  their  department.  These  ex- 
(>erts  go  before  the  budget  committee 
and  testify  as  to  their  demands  upon  the 
taxpayers,  and  then  the  Budget  Bureau 
passes  down  to  the  Congress  the  recom- 
mendation for  these  funds.  Bearing  In 
mind  that  the  President's  Budget  Com- 
mission Is  a  policy  group,  they  therefore 
pass  down  to  the  Congress  only  such  in- 
formation as  they  want  the  Congress  to 
receive.  Therefore  the  Congress  is  at 
the  mercy  of  these  various  groups. 

The  other  body,  under  the  able  spon- 
sorship of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  Mr.  McClillan,  last 
year  passed  that  bill  We  were  defeated 
in  the  House  by  some  16  votes.  The 
other  l)ody  is  now  getting  ready  to  con- 
sider that  bill  again.  I  have  reintro- 
duced my  bill  in  the  House.  I  think  it 
is  something  that  the  leadership  should 
give  some  consideration  to.  It  is  some- 
thing that  every  Member  of  this  Con- 
gress should  give  some  consideration  to. 
We  cannot  afford.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  hide 
behind  an  expressed  or  implied  fear  that, 
if  we  do  this,  then  we  will  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  other  body.  This  is  the  only 
argument  that  has  been  seriously  ad- 
vanced by  those  who  oppose  the  bill.  I 
am  not  ready  to  admit  any  such  inferi- 
ority complex. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  fact.  I  learned  through 
the  press  a  few  days  ago  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  of  the  House 
has  recently  employed  some  25  experts 
to  go  into  the  various  departments  of 
Government,  make  a  study  of  the  opera- 
tions of  those  departments,  and  other- 
wise attempt  to  effect  economies.  I  am 
informed  that  this  was  done  under  the 
appropriation  which  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  last  year 
had  included  In  the  appropriation  bill  in 
the  dying  hours  of  the  session  In  an  effort 
to  block  our  Joint  committee  budget  bill, 
which  was  then  receiving  fioor  consid- 
eration.    I  am  not  complaining  about 


this  forward  step  being  taken.  It  is  good 
as  far  as  it  goes.  But  it  can  only  result 
in  one  of  two  things:  Either  the  other 
body  will  be  forced  to  employ  its  own 
staff  in  order  to  get  the  necessary  infor- 
mation or  it  will  have  to  act  without  the 
benefit  of  such  facts  as  may  be  discov- 
ered by  the  House  staff.  In  the  first 
altenuitive  there  will  be  a  wasteful  dupli- 
cation of  efforts  and  in  the  second  alter- 
native the  Senate,  denied  of  the  benefit 
of  such  information,  would  not  be  in 
position  to  take  advantage  of  such  val- 
uable Information.  When  we  are  talking 
about  balancing  the  budget,  effecting 
economies,  and  doing  away  with  waste 
and  extravagance  we,  the  legislative 
bodies,  can  ill  afford  to  have  such 
duplications. 

Now  that  the  forward-looking  and 
learned  Senator  from  Arkansas,  Mr. 
McClellam,  has  secured  the  joint  spon- 
sorship of  a  majority  of  the  Senate  of 
his  new  bill,  which  assures  its  passage 
there.  I  now  again  respectfully  beseech 
the  cooperation  of  the  leadership  and  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  itself  for 
a  reconsideration  of  the  action  of  this 
body  last  year  in  refusing  consideration 
of  the  bill.  The  apprehensions  just 
mentioned  cannot  be  well  founded,  par- 
ticularly when  my  bill  provides  for  the 
domination  of  the  joint  committee  by 
the  House,  which  is  as  it  should  be,  since 
the  power  and  duty  of  originating  ap- 
propriations under  the  Constitution  is  in 
the  House. 

Mr.  RiVYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall 
not  resist  this  resolution  or  any  other 
resolution  coming  before  the  House  to- 
day. I  certainly  am  not  critical  of  the 
leadership  of  this  Congress  for  bringing 
in  this  resolution  because  this  thing  got 
out  of  hand  several  years  ago,  and  I  think 
it  is  going  to  remain  out  of  hand  as  far 
as  that  is  concerned.  I  think  we  have 
been  doing  too  much  investigating  and 
too  much  legislating  by  special  commit- 
tees. I  think  we  have  been  doing  too 
much  legislating  by  subcommittees 
where  the  full  committee  in  many  in- 
stances never  has  an  opixtrtunity  to  go 
into  the  real  facts.  I  can  remember 
when  there  was  rarely  a  subcommittee 
which  really  passed  upon  legislation. 
Some  of  the  most  far-reaching  legisla- 
tion that  has  been  passed  in  the  last  40 
years  was  heard  before  a  full  committee 
and  not  before  a  subcommittee,  and 
therefore  all  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee understood  the  matter  at  hand. 
You  do  not  have  to  go  out  and  travel  all 
over  the  United  States  or  all  over  the 
world  to  find  out  the  facts  about  some- 
thing. The  ablest  men  in  the  country 
are  willing  to  come  before  the  full  com- 
mittees of  the  Congress  when  matters 
concerning  them  and  their  interests  are 
being  considered  by  the  Congress  with 
a  view  of  legislating  upon  such  matters. 
I  simply  want  to  say  there  is  no  criticism 
of  the  leadership  now  for  bringing  in 
these  resolutions,  but  I  do  think  that 
subcommittees  and  not  full  committees 
are  doing  the  exclusive  work  in  many  in- 
stances which  the  full  committee  should 
do,  and  in  all  probability  we  would  have 
better,  saner,  and  longer-lasting  legis- 
lation if  the  full  committee  had  more 
hearings  and  the  subcommittees  and 
special  committees  had  fewer  hearings. 


Mr.  HALUeCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN,    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  certainly  find  my- 
self in  agreement  with  many  of  the 
things  which  have  Just  been  said  by  the 
eminent  minority  leader.  I  wonder  if  he 
would  not  agree  with  me,  however,  that 
what  happened  was  simply  that  under 
the  reorganization  which  was  passed  by 
the  79th  Congress,  we  shrank  the  number 
of  committees  from  some  48  or  49  to  18 
or  19. 

Many  people  heralded  that  as  a  great 
accomplishment,  but  Immediately  upon 
the  adoption  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
it  fell  to  me,  as  majority  leader  of  the 
80th  Congress,  to  carry  on  that  process 
of  shrinking  up  the  committees.  I  may 
say  it  was  not  a  particularly  happy  cir- 
cumstance. What  we  found  was  that  the 
committees  promptly  divided  themselves 
into  subcommittees,  so  that  we  had  just 
about  the  same  situation  that  we  had  be- 
fore except  possibly  with  a  lesser  degree 
of  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  entire 
committee  than  we  had  theretofore. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Well,  of  course  the 
gentleman  and  I  had  some  conversation 
about  that  far-famed,  much-advertised 
reorganization.  I  think  it  received  more 
advertisement  than  any  other  legislation 
that  has  been  passed  since  I  became  a 
Member  of  this  Congress.  I  thought 
then  and  I  think  now  that  they  shrunk 
the  committees  to  too  few  in  number.  I 
had  just  given  up  the  speakership  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  There 
were  46  committees.  All  of  them  had 
committee  rooms.  I  had  been  pommeled 
around,  everybody  wanting  more  space. 
I  said,  "The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Martin  1  is  going  to  have  an 
easy  time.  He  has  about  25  or  30  extra 
committee  rooms  to  give  away."  When 
the  committees  got  through  dividing 
themselves  into  subcommittees  he  did 
not  have  any  more  room  to  give  away 
than  I  had. 

There  were  two  things  In  that  bill  that 
I  liked.  I  tried  to  see  that  they  did  not 
take  away  any  power  from  the  Speaker. 
And  I  was  very  much  in  favor  of  the  in- 
crease in  salaries. 

But  I  just  wanted  to  say  one  word 
about  the  full  committees  surrendering 
their  prerogatives  to  subcommittees,  and 
instead  of  legislating  by  these  great  com- 
mittees— and  they  are  great  commit- 
tees— we  are  legislating  too  much  by  sub- 
committees and  special  committees. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


AUTHORIZING  THE  COMMTTTEE  ON 
EDUCATION  AND  LABOR  TO  CON- 
DUCT STUDIES  AND  INVESTIGA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  NICH0U50N.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  115  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 
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The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor,  effective  from  January  3, 
1953.  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee. 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct  studies 
and  Investigations  relating  to  matters  com- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  commit- 
tee under  rule  XI,  clause  6,  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  For  such  pur- 
pose such  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  Is  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during 
the  present  Congress  at  such  times  and  places 
within  or  outside  the  United  States,  its  Ter- 
ritories and  possessions,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require  by 
Bubpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  and  tes- 
timony of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  records,  correspondence, 
memoranda,  papers,  and  documents,  as  it 
deems  necessary.  Subpenas  shall  be  issued 
only  over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of 
the  conunittee  or  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee designated  by  him;  they  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member. 

The  committee  may  report  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  from  time  to  time  during 
the  present  Congress  the  results  of  its  studies 
and  investigations,  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable.  Any  report  sub- 
mitted when  the  House  is  not  in  session 
Khali  be  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  9,  after  the  word  "within", 
strike  out  the  words  "or  outside." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson]  is  recog- 
nized for  1  hour. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
resolution  is  practically  the  same  as  the 
others  that  have  been  presented.  No 
one  has  requested  any  time  on  this  reso- 
lution. 

I  now  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  LyleI. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer- 
sey  [Mr.  SlEMINSKi]. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
voted  today  to  appropriate  additional 
funds  for  the  Un-American  Activities 
Committee;  I  am  all  for  it;  and  when 
the  record  is  written  on  the  clean-up  of 
the  Communist  conspracy  high  credit 
will  go  to  this  committee.  I  am  sure 
that  if  the  people  of  Norway,  Holland, 
and  Denmark  had  it  to  live  over  again, 
they  would  set  up  just  such  a  committee 
and  not  be  fooled  by  unwarranted  cries 
of  civil  rights  when  their  countries  were 
flooded  by  Hitler's  tourists  before  1940. 
These  tourists  were  Hitler's  fifth  colum- 
nists who  plunged  the  knife  into  Nor- 
way's, Denmark's  and  Holland's  heart.  I 
am  sure  our  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  will  spare  this  Nation  such 
treachery. 

I  wish  the  Un-American  Activities 
Committee  the  highest  praise  and  the 
utmost  success. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  no 
further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  RocersI. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  been  told  that  House 


Resolution  34  would  be  given  a  rule.  It 
provides  that  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs  may  appoint 
members  to  inspect  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. I  hoped  that  it  would  come 
up  for  action  today.  In  the  80th  Congress 
under  the  chairmanship  of  the  present 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs  such  committees  were  appointed. 
At  that  time  we  asked  for  $25,000  for 
inspection  of  VA  facilities.  After  2  years 
we  turned  back  some  of  that  money.  We 
were  not  extravagant,  and  the  commit- 
tee did  a  great  deal  of  good  in  the  in- 
spection of  insurance,  in  the  inspection 
of  hospitals,  in  the  inspection  of  train- 
ing, and  other  veterans'  activities.  There 
is  every  reason  why  House  Resolution  34 
should  be  reported  out  by  the  Rules 
Committee  quickly. 

At  the  present  time  the  House  has  a 
number  of  inspectors  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  going  through  the 
Veterans'  Administration.  I  know  they 
mean  well  but  I  doubt  if  any  of  them 
have  ever  been  in  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration before;  I  doubt  if  many  of  them 
have  ever  been  in  a  veterans'  hospital. 
I  doubt  very  much  if  any  of  them  ever 
spent  a  week  day  in  and  day  out  in  a 
veterans'  hospital. 

It  seems  to  me  that  our  primary  duty 
Is  to  take  care  of  the  man  who  paid  the 
heaviest  price  for  us.  The  Committee  on 
Appropriations  can  cut  our  work  in  half, 
or  can  cut  it  out  entirely  by  their  grant- 
ing or  withholding  of  funds.  I  think, 
however,  that  our  Members,  particularly 
the  new  ones,  ought  to  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  go  into  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration facilities,  into  the  veterans' 
hospitals.  Last  evening  I  went  out  to  see 
a  boy  from  New  Jersey,  a  quadruple  am- 
putee. I  have  never  seen  a  finer  spirit 
than  he  exhibited.  It  would  be  pretty 
horrible  to  me  to  have  to  go  all  the  way 
through  on  that  kind  of  research  work 
in  hospitals,  prosthetic  appliances  and 
so  forth.  His  chances  to  go  back  into 
the  business  world  again — you  could  not 
do  that,  you  could  not  give  him  his 
chance  for  life  and  for  happiness  over 
again  no  matter  how  badly  you  wanted 
to. 

There  was  here  at  the  Capitol  yester- 
day noon  a  double  amputee  of  World 
War  n,  also  from  New  Jersey.  This  man 
was  from  Newark,  the  other  man  from 
Paterson. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  had  my  way.  at  the 
head  of  every  parade,  every  inaugural 
parade,  every  parade  in  the  country 
would  be  our  disabled  veterans.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  person  who  watched 
that  inauguration  parade  on  Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue  or  over  the  television  who 
did  not  see  that  phantom  army,  that  in- 
visible army  of  those  who  had  given 
their  lives  for  us  and  those  who  were  dis- 
abled. In  fact,  they  rode  at  the  end  of 
the  parade.  Particularly,  I  think  it  is 
true  that  those  are  the  thoughts  of 
President  Eisenhower  because  those  men 
made  possible  his  victory. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  unhappy  to  say  that 
there  are  those  today  who  would  de- 
stroy the  work  that  is  being  done  for 
the  veterans,  the  Veterans'  Affairs  Com- 
mittee and  the  membership  of  that 
committee.  There  have  been  people  in 
the  Veterans'  Administration  who  made 


national  and  international  reputations 
through  their  work  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration who  have  gone  out  and  at- 
tacked that  administration  and  people 
and  their  work  by  smear  and  Innuendo. 
Why  they  do  it  I  do  not  know,  because 
I  have  always  felt  that  their  work,  their 
minds  and  their  hearts  were  in  the  care 
and  the  interest  of  the  disabled. 

There  are  departments  today  that 
would  like  to  take  over  the  various  func- 
tions of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
and  put  them  in  their  departments  in  or- 
der to  strengthen  their  departments.  I 
have  been  in  Washington  for  40  years, 
a  long  time,  and  I  saw  the  war-risk 
insurance  program  made  a  part  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  the  Public 
Health  Service  that  had  to  do  with  the 
hospitals,  and  the  vocational  training 
department  that  took  care  of  the  edu- 
cation of  the  veterans  also  made  a  part 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration.  It  was 
all  a  tremendously  mixed  up  proposition, 
and  very  hard  for  the  veterans.  We  took 
the  necessary  legislative  action  and  put 
all  of  these  activities  under  one  body  and 
I  hope  thev  will  remain  there. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  125. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Roolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  BUt>com- 
mlttee.  is  authorized  and  directed  to  con- 
duct thorough  studies  and  investigations  re- 
lating to  matters  coming  within  the  JurU- 
dlctlon  of  such  committee  under  clause  3  of 
rule  XI  of  the  Rules  of  the  Hovise  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  for  such  purposes  the  said 
committee  or  any  subcommittee  thereof  Is 
hereby  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the 
present  Congress  at  such  times  and  places 
within  or  outside  the  United  States,  whether 
the  House  Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has 
adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  re- 
quire by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance 
and  testimony  of  such  witnesses  and  the 
production  of  such  books,  records,  correspon- 
dence, memoranda,  papers,  and  documents, 
as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  b« 
Issued  over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  or  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee dcslRnated  by  him.  and  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  member  thereof  may  administer  oaths 
to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  during  the 
present  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies 
and  investigations  with  such  recommenda- 
tions for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the  com- 
mittee deems  desirable. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 
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SPECIAL  ORDER  VACATED 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  special  order 
granted  me  for  today  may  be  vacated. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


RED  MOVIE  IN  MAKING 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Jackson  1  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  past  3  years,  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  has  been  conducting  an  in- 
vestigation into  the  extent  of  Commu- 
nist infiltration  of  the  Hollywood  mo- 
tion-picture industry.  During  this  pe- 
riod, the  committee  has  exposed  several 
hundred  persons  who  were  employed  in 
the  motion-picture  industry  and  who 
were  or  are  members  of  the  Communist 
Party.  During  this  Investigation,  the 
committee  has  received  the  support  of 
loyal  and  patriotic  Americans  employed 
in  the  making  of  motion  pictures  in  Hol- 
lywood. Parenthetically  it  should  be 
stated  that  they  are  in  the  vast  majority 
in  the  moving-picture  city. 

The  main  purposes  of  Communist  in- 
filtration of  Hollywood  were  three  in 
number:  one  was  to  provide  a  lucrative 
source  of  income  to  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States;  the  second 
was  to  use  the  motion  picture  as  a  me- 
dium for  the  presentation  of  Communist 
propaganda ;  and  the  third  was  to  obtain 
control,  if  possible.  That  a  large  amount 
of  money  was  poured  into  Communist 
coffers  by  Communists  and  Communist 
sympathizers  In  Hollywood  Is  a  provable 
fact.  The  Communist  attempt  to  insert 
Communist  propaganda  in  motion  pic- 
tures was  not  too  successful  and  suc- 
ceeded only  to  a  minor  extent.  The 
trade-union  movement  met  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  Communists  and  sent  them 
reeling  back  in  total  rout.  However,  the 
Communists  never  stop  in  their  efforts 
to  poison  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  of  certain  foreign 
countries  against  the  American  system 
of  free  enterprise  and  the  individual  lib- 
erty of  every  citizen  in  the  free  world, 
rrgardless  of  his  nationality. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  ceaseless  and 
diabolical  attack  upon  the  United  States 
and  its  free  institutions,  I  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Congress,  and  through 
it  to  the  American  people,  some  facts 
regarding  a  picture  now  being  made  im- 
der  Communist  auspices  in  Silver  City, 
N.  Mex.  The  name  of  this  picture  is  un- 
known to  me  at  the  present  time.  How- 
ever, it  is  being  made  by  a  corporation 
vnich  calls  itself  the  Independent  Pro- 
ductions Corp.,  and  the  picture  itself  Is 
being  financed  by  the  Communist-domi- 
nated United  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter 
Workers  Union,  which  union  was  ex- 
pelled from  the  Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations  several  years  ago  because 
of  Communist  domination. 

The  Independent  Productions  Corp. 
was  incorporated  In  Los  Angeles.  Calif., 
on  September  4, 1951.  with  an  authorized 
capital  of  (52,000.  The  corporation  is 
represented  in  legal  matters  by  Ben  Mar- 
golis.  a  Los  Angeles  attorney,  who  has 
been  identified  by  several  witnesses  un- 
der oath,  as  a  member  of  the  Communist 


Party  and  who,  when  called  by  the  com- 
mittee last  fall,  declined  to  answer  all 
questions  regarding  his  alleged  Commu- 
nits  Party  membership  and  affiliations 
on  the  ground  that  to  do  so  would  tend 
to  incriminate  him.  Mr.  Margolis,  in 
his  answers  to  committee  questions, 
however,  did  not  confine  himself  to 
merely  take  refuge  in  the  fifth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  He  gave  every  evidence  during 
his  appearance  before  the  committee,  of 
the  contempt  that  a  confirmed  Commu- 
nist holds  for  everything  American. 

Another  attorney  representing  the  In- 
dependent Productions  Corp.,  and  who 
is  associated  with  Margolis  in  the  prac- 
tice of  law,  is  John  Tripp  McTeman,  a 
one-time  Government  employee  and  a 
known  contact  of  Louise  Bransten,  the 
west  coast  financial  agent  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  the  United  States;  and 
Gregory  Kheifetz,  formerly  attached  to 
the  Soviet  Consulate  in  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  McTeman  is  known  to  have 
visited  with  Gregory  Kheifetz  not  only 
In  the  home  of  Louise  Bransten,  but  also 
in  the  Soviet  Consulate  itself  in  San 
FYancisco,  Calif.  Kheifetz,  while  in  the 
United  States  as  a  representative  of  the 
Soviet  Union,  moved  freely  among  those 
persons  who  were  associated  with  the  so- 
called  Communist  apparatus. 

Officers  of  the  Independent  Produc- 
tions Corp.  are  as  follows:  Simon  Laz- 
arus, president;  Herbert  Ganahl,  vice 
president:  Kathleen  Sims,  secretary; 
Rose  Kolker,  treasurer;  and  Robert 
Gannon,  director. 

Lazarus  holds  180  shares  of  stock  in 
the  corporation  and  also  owns  a  number 
of  theaters.  It  is  assumed  that  the  thea- 
ters owned  by  Mr.  Lazarus  will  furnish  a 
medium  through  which  this  Communist- 
made  film  can  be  exhibited  to  American 
audiences.  So  much  for  the  corporate 
structure  of  the  corporation  making  the 
picture. 

Engaged  in  the  actual  making  and 
production  of  the  picture  itself  are  many 
persons  who  have  been  named  before 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties as  being  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  who,  when  called  before 
the  committee,  declined  to  answer  ques- 
tions on  the  grounds  that  to  do  so  might 
tend  to  incriminate  them.  Some  of  these 
persons  are  Herbert  Biberman,  Gale 
Sondergaard.  and  Paul  Jarrico.  Her- 
bert Biberman  Is  the  actual  producer  of 
this  Communist-inspired  film  endeavor, 
while  Gale  Songergaard  is  the  copro- 
ducer  of  the  picture.  Paul  Jarrico  is  a 
writer  working  upon  the  picture.  Mi- 
chael Wilson  and  Will  Geer  are  two  more 
imcooperative  witnesses  said  to  be  active 
in  the  production  of  the  picture. 

During  the  committee's  investigation 
of  Mr.  Jarrico.  It  was  determined  that  he 
had  attempted  to  i)ersuade  a  witness  ap- 
oearing  before  the  committee  not  to  co- 
operate with  the  committee  and  to  re- 
main in  the  Communist  Party. 

Herbert  Biberman  was  one  of  the 
leading  Communists  in  the  Hollywood 
motion  picture  industry.  In  addition  to 
being  a  producer  of  the  picture,  he  is  also 
its  director.  He,  Jerrlco,  and  Sonder- 
gaard all  declined  to  answer  questions 
pertaining  to  Communist  membership 
and  activity  when  they  appeared  before 


the  committee.  Also  associated  with  the 
making  of  the  picture  is  one  Paul  Perlin. 
a  studio  worker,  identified  as  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party,  who  appeared 
before  the  committee  on  October  6,  1952. 
and  refused  to  affirm  or  deny  his  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party.  Per- 
lin was  ousted  from  the  union  to  which 
he  belonged,  the  lATSE,  for  Communist 
activity. 

Actor  Herman  Waldman,  also  known 
as  David  Wolfe,  who  has  been  identified 
as  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
and  who,  on  October  6,  1952,  refused  to 
affirm  or  deny  such  membership  when 
he  appeared  before  the  committee,  is 
also  associated  with  the  making  of  the 
picture. 

The  persons  whom  I  have  mentioned 
as  being  engaged  in  the  actual  produc- 
tion of  this  Communist  film  are  in  no 
way  associated  with  the  established 
motion-picture  companies  in  Hollywood 
and  have  not  been  employed  by  any 
established  motion-picture  company  for 
the  past  several  years.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  are  considered  unemployable. 

As  I  have  said,  the  picture  is  being 
financed  by  the  Communist -dominated 
union  known  as  the  International 
Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter  Work- 
ers. The  official  in  charge  of  the  movie 
project  for  the  union  is  one  Clinton 
Jencks  who,  when  he  appeared  before 
another  congressional  conunittee  last 
year,  refused  to  answer  questions  re- 
garding sabotage  of  the  defense  efforts  of 
the  United  States,  taking  refuge  behind 
the  fifth  amendment. 

In  connection  with  Mr.  Jencks'  testi- 
mony before  an  investigating  committee, 
I  should  like  to  quote  from  an  article 
written  by  Victor  Riesel,  a  member  of 
the  Post-Hall  Syndicate.  Inc.,  entitled 
"Inside  Labor."  which  reads  as  follows: 

The  substance  of  the  conversation  (with 
Jencks)  was  tha.t  Mr.  Jencks  was  a  Com- 
munist Party  member  and  that  the  Union  of 
Mine,  MUl,  and  &nelter  Workers  would  take 
action  in  working  against  our  efforts  In  the 
Korean  war  by  attempting  to  stop  copper 
production  through  a  strike. 

According  to  Mr.  Riesel's  article,  when 
Jencks  was  asked  a  question  by  the  in- 
vestigating committee,  based  on  the 
quotation  from  the  article  set  forth 
above,  he  declined  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion "under  the  grounds  of  the  Consti- 
tution and  the  fifth  amendment  to  it 
that  provides  me  the  right  to  decline  the 
question." 

Also,  according  to  this  article,  at  the 
time  Jencks  appeared  before  another 
investigating  committee,  he  was  repre- 
sented, as  counsel,  by  one  Nathan  Witt, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  original  Com- 
munist cell  which  infiltrated  the  United 
States  Government  and  which  had  as 
one  of  its  members  Alger  Hiss. 

This  picture  is  being  made  in  the  State 
of  New  Mexico  not  far  frcHn  the  Los 
Alamos  atomic  proving  grounds  and.  as 
Mr.  Riesel  points  out  in  his  article, 
"where  you  try  to  hide  secret  weapons, 
you  find  concentrations  of  Communists." 
Also,  In  his  article,  Mr.  Riesel  states  that 
Silver  City,  N.  Mex..  the  scene  of  the 
picture,  is  located  near  vital  zinc  con- 
centrate mines,  and  that  the  band  of 
movie  people,  and  I  quote  from  his  ar- 
ticle, "lew  of  whom  will  ever  find  work 
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ftgrain  In  Hollywood — is  shooting  a  propa- 
ganda movie  produced,  managed,  written, 
acted  and  edited  by  men  and  women  who 
have  been  charged  by  congressional  wit- 
nesses with  being  part  of  the  pro-Soviet 
secret  apparatus  in  this  coimtry." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  received  reports 
of  the  sequences  filmed  to  date  during  the 
making  of  this  picture,  and  it  depicts 
exactly  what  might  be  expected  from  a 
group  of  Communists  engaged  in  the 
making  of  a  motion  picture.  This  picture 
is  deliberately  designed  to  inflame  racial 
hatreds  and  to  depict  the  United  States 
of  America  as  the  enemy  of  all  colored 
peoples.  If  this  picture  is  shown  in  Latin 
America,  Asia,  and  India,  it  will  do  in- 
calculable harm  not  only  to  the  United 
States  but  to  the  cause  of  free  people 
everywhere.  In  effect,  this  picture  is  a 
new  weapon  for  Russia.  For  instance,  in 
one  sequence,  two  deputy  sheriffs  arrest  a 
meek  American  miner  of  Mexican  descent 
and  proceed  to  pistol  whip  the  miner's 
very  young  son.  Another  sequence  makes 
it  appear  that  safety  regulations  in  the 
mines  are  only  for  the  white  people — or 
Anglos  as  they  are  called  in  that  region — 
and  are  not  for  Mexicans  or  Americans 
of  Mexican  descent.  The  production 
company  of  this  picture  also  imported 
two  auto  carloads  of  colored  people  for 
the  purpose  of  shooting  a  scene  depict- 
ing mob  violence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the  things  that 
make  investigations  of  communism  dif- 
ficult Is  the  failure  of  many  people  to 
understand  the  reason  for  Communist 
incitation  of  racial  hatreds  as  will  be  de- 
picted in  this  Communist-made  motion 
picture.  First,  let  me  point  out  that  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  States 
and  its  adherents  do  not  waste  the  time 
or  money  to  make  such  a  picture  unless 
It  was  felt  that  it  would  further  the 
Ideology  of  communism  in  some  way.  It 
is  the  object  of  communism  in  the  free 
countries  of  the  world  to  divide  the  peo- 
ples of  those  countries  into  two  groups 
and  to  Incite  th  groups,  one  against  the 
other.  First,  the  Communists  will  incite 
the  minority  against  the  majority  and, 
when  the  back  of  the  majority  has  been 
broken,  the  Communists  will  incite  mi- 
nority against  minority  and.  through  this 
division,  will  succeed  in  taking  over  the 
free  coimtries  of  the  world. 

The  production  of  this  picture  has 
been  condemned  by  the  Hollywood  A.  P. 
of  L.  Film  Council,  which  represents 
practically  all  labor  organizations  in  the 
film  industry.  The  chairman  of  the 
council.  Mr.  Roy  M.  Brewer,  said: 

No  motion  picture  made  by  Communists 
can  be  good  for  America.  Hollywood  has 
gotten  rid  of  these  people  and  we  want  the 
Government  agencies  to  Investigate  carefully 
the  picture  being  made  at  SUver  City,  N.  Mez. 

I  should  also  like  to  point  out  that  Mr. 
Walter  Pldgeon,  president  of  the  Screen 
Actors  Guild,  and  who  has  taken  an  ac- 
tive part  in  exposing  this  Communist 
movie,  in  an  official  statement,  said : 

I  cannot  stress  too  strongly  that  this  pic- 
ture is  not  being  made  by  Hollywood  or  any 
part  of  the  film  Industry.  We  are  asking  the 
Federal  QDvemment  to  Investigate  and  take 
whatever  steps  are  necessary. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  investigation  of  com- 
munism appears  to  be  an  endless  path. 
Despite  the  fact  that  many  of  the  per- 


sons engaged  In  the  making  of  this  pic- 
ture have  been  exposed  as  Communists 
by  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities,  they  are  continuing  to  func- 
tion in  the  never-ending  effort  of  the 
Communist  Party  to  discredit  the  United 
States  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  and.  after 
having  lost  Hollywood  as  a  source  of  in 
come,  and  this  only  recently,  have  suc- 
ceeded in  acquiring  another  source  ol 
income,  perhaps  a  more  lucrative  one. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  femarks,  I  have 
endeavored  to  point  out  that  under  the 
present  laws  of  the  United  States  it  is 
practically  impossible  to  control  Com- 
munist activity  in  the  United  States.  I 
personally  feel  that  the  time  has  come 
for  the  American  public  and  its  repre- 
sentatives in  Government  to  decide 
whether  we  shall  permit  this  heinous 
effort  of  the  international  Communist 
conspiracy,  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States,  to  continue  to  exist  and. 
through  its  existence,  corrupt  the  free 
peoples  of  the  world.  I  shall  do  every- 
thing in  my  pwwer  to  prevent  the  show- 
ing^^  of  this  Communist-made  film  in  the 
theaters  of  America,  and  I  am  confident 
that  millions  of  Americans  will  join  in 
that  effort. 


HIGH  WATER  IN  THE  GREAT  LAKES 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Say- 
lor).  Under  previous  order  of  the  House 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
Meai>er  ]  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  peo- 
ple in  the  Great  Lakes  area  and  their 
Representatives  in  Congress  have  been 
very  much  concerned  about  the  high 
level  of  the  water  in  the  Great  Lakes. 
Extensive  damage  through  erosion  and 
storms  has  been  caused  to  coastal  areas. 

In  my  own  district  in  the  county  of 
Monroe.  Mich.,  storms,  which  have  been 
more  severe  because  of  the  high  water, 
have  caused  damage  and  suffering. 
Some  measures  have  been  taken  and 
others  are  under  study  to  alleviate  the 
distress  in  this  area  on  the  western  shore 
of  Lake  Erie.  The  Corps  of  Engineers 
has  already  repaired  and  strengthened 
the  dike  at  Estral  Beach,  Mich.  The  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  has 
declared  the  area  eligible  for  disaster 
loans,  and  the  Corps  of  Engineers  has 
initiated  a  study  of  long-range  improve- 
ments for  the  protection  of  some  por- 
tions of  the  area.  The  residents,  indi- 
vidually and  through  their  associations. 
have  also,  within  their  capacity,  taken 
steps  to  help  themselves  in  combating 
this  destructive  force  of  nature. 

I  recently  came  across  an  article  en- 
titled "High  Water  in  the  Great  Lakes — 
An  Engineers  View  of  a  Problem  of 
Great  Pubhc  Concern,"  by  William  C. 
Hoad,  professor  emeritus  of  civil  engi- 
neering of  the  University  of  Michigan. 
This  article  appeared  in  the  Michigan 
Alumnus  Quarterly  Review  for  Decem- 
ber 6,  1952.  The  article  impressed  me 
as  an  extremely  competent  and  scien- 


tific discussion  of  the  natural  and  man- 
made  causes  of  the  present  Aigh-water 
levels  and  the  proix>sals  advanced  for 
solving  the  problem.  Moreover,  this  dis- 
cussion is  expressed-  in  layman's  terms 
and  is  extremely  readable. 

Through  the  courtesy  of  Professor 
Hoad,  I  have  been  able  to  send  a  limited 
number  of  reprints  of  this  article  to 
colleagues  in  the  House  and  the  Senate 
who  have  indicated  a  si}ecial  interest  in 
the  Great  Lakes  levels.  However,  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  a  contribution  to  the 
general  public  thinking  on  this  most  im- 
portant subject  if  Professor  Hoad's  views 
were  made  more  widely  available. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Naturally,  the 
problem  of  high -water  levels  on  the 
Great  Lakes  is  of  concern  to  all  of  us  In 
the  Great  Lakes  region.  I  had  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  this  article  by 
Dr.  Hoad  with  a  veiy  competent  engi- 
neer, Mr.  Carl  Nelson,  who  has  been  an 
engineer  on  the  Great  Lakes  for  many 
years.  He  commended  the  article  to  me 
as  being  one  that  is  very  factual  and  up 
to  date.  I  certainly  commend  my  good 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  MxaoerI  for  bringing  it  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  and  to  the  Members 
from  that  part  of  the  Nation,  because  It 
is  a  problem  to  us.  I  am  sure  the  arti- 
cle will  be  helpful  to  all  of  us. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  that  contribution. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  read  a  little 
of  the  background  of  Professor  Hoad. 
.supplementing  what  xny  colleague  from 
Michigan  said: 

A  long  and  distinguished  career  In  hydrau- 
lic and  sanitary  engineering  allows  William 
C.  Hoad  to  speak  with  authority  on  rivers. 
lakes,  and  the  public  use  of  water  In  general. 
Before  coming  to  the  University  of  Michigan 
In  1912.  he  had  taught  at  the  University  of 
Kansas  and  served  as  chief  engineer  of  the 
Kansas  State  Board  of  Health.  In  1»44,  after 
33  years  of  faculty  service,  he  retired  as  pro- 
fessor emeritus  of  clvU  engineering.  Quar- 
terly Review  readers  have  had  the  opportu- 
nity of  enjoying  two  articles  by  Professor 
Hoad  In  the  summer  1950  and  the  autumn 
1951  numbers. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  read  some  of  the 
opening  paragraphs  of  this  article  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  all  may 
be  printed  in  the  Rxcors  at  this  point  as 
part  of  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  am  sure  you  will  find 
this  a  very  comprehensive  article  on  the 
subject  of  the  water  level  of  the  lakes. 
Mr.  Hoad  says: 

The  present  period  of  high-water  levels 
In  the  Great  Lakes  has  brought  strongly  to 
the  front  various  questions  as  to  the  possible 
control  of  lake  levels  by  means  of  structures 
and  manipulations  particularly  planned  for 
that  purpose.  Most  of  these  questions  have 
been  focused  upon  the  great  Michigan-Huron 
pool  whose  4.000-mlle  shoreline,  occupied  and 
Improved  for  the  most  part,  seems  especially 
vulnerable  to  the  damaging  effects  of  both 
high-water  and  low-water  levels.  Questions 
such  as  the  following  are  typical: 

Why  can't  the  diversion  at  Chicago  of 
water  from  Lake  Michigan  Into  and  through 
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the  drainage  canal,  and  so  on  down  the  nil* 
nois  and  Mississippi  Rivers  to  the  Oulf  of 
Mexico,  be  greatly  increased — at  least  when 
the  lakes  are  filled  to  uncomfortable  levels? 
Time  was  when  the  Chicago  Sanitary  District 
wanted  10.000  cubic  feet  per  second  or  more, 
and  put  up  a  hard  fight  to  get  it.  Why  not 
skim  off  considerably  more  than  the  1.600 
cubic  feet  per  second  cow  permitted  for  sani- 
tary purposes,  at  least  during  period  of  high- 
lake  levels? 

Why  can't  the  flow  out  of  Lake  Superior 
be  drastically  ctirtalled  at  times  of  damag- 
ing high  water  levels  in  Michigan-Huron 
and  the  lower  lakes,  by  closing  outlet  gates 
at  the  head  of  St.  Marys  River?  Let  Lake 
Superior  be  used  as  a  sort  of  balancing  res- 
ervoir for  the  protection  of  the  shores  of 
the  lower  lakes. 

Why  can't  artlflclsl  diversion  of  water 
from  the  wstershed  of  the  Albany  River,  in 
western  Ontario,  over  the  natural  divide  and 
Into  Lake  Superior  be  stopped?  The  Great 
Lakes  and  their  connecting  channels  already 
have  a  greater  flow  than  they  can  safely 
handle. 

Ooes  the  Treaty  on  Boundary  Waters  Be- 
tween Canada  and  t)ie  United  States  deal 
with  high  lake  levels:  and  does  the  Inter- 
national Joint  CommLuion,  acting  under  the 
authority  of  that  tret.ty.  have  Jurisdictional 
control  over  water  levels  along  the  bound- 
ary? 

What  makes  the  lake  levels  so  unusually 
high  now  anyway?  Etow  high  are  they  now 
In  comparison  with  what  they  have  been 
before?  Are  progreKtlve  changes  In  lake 
levels  taking  place  wtich  definitely  point  to 
higher  general  levels  in  future?  Finally, 
Isn't  there  some  mi;t}iod  or  means  of  con- 
trol by  which  the  levels  of  these  great  In- 
land seas  can  be  kept  within  reasonable  and 
predetermined  boundf ,  with  tolerably  de- 
pendable forecasts  of  coming  levels  a  year 
or  two  ahead? 

These  and   other  re'.ated  questions  natu- 
rally arise  when   lake   levels  are  high.     An 
equally    impressive    list    of    questions,    some 
of    which   are   merely   the   converse   side    of 
these  appear  when  lake  levels  are  low.     Cor- 
respondingly  appropriate  questions   or  sug- 
gestions are  brought  1o  the  front  when  the 
Interests  of  conunercliU  navigation  are  un- 
der consideration,  or  those  of  hydroelectric 
power  at  Niagara,  or  the  great  resources  of 
the    lakes   and   their   connecting   waters   for 
healthful  recreation,  ct  the  protection  and 
preservation    of    the    tumbling    rsplds    and 
roaring  falls  of  Niagara.     It  can   be   readily 
understood  that  the  artificial  control  of  wa- 
ter levels  In  the  Great  Lakes  for  the  protec- 
tion   of    riparian    projiertles    around    their 
borders    is    only    one    aspect    of    the    much 
larger  problem  of  maklag  the  best  use  of  the 
Great  Lakes  and  their  waters  for  the  bene- 
fit   of    all    concerned.     This    more    general 
problem  is  plainly  one  of  exceedingly  great 
complexity   when   all    loterests   are   brought 
into  view,  but  it  Is  obviously  one  of  surpass- 
ing Importance,  both  now  and  for  the  future. 
There  is  no  question  that  much  damage  to 
shoreline    property    around    the    perimeters 
of  the  Great  Lakes  hiis  come  about  during 
and  by  reason  of  the  recent  (and  still  con- 
tinuing)   period    of    unusually    high    water. 
Recreation  beaches  have  been  submerged  or 
strewn    with    debris.     Mud    flats    and   other 
low  areas   alongshore  have  been   inundated 
and  In  places  have  received  deposlU  of  sand 
or    debris    torn    loose    from    nearby    banks. 
Waves   hsve   pounded    the    shore   at   higher 
than    ordinary   levels    and    have    thus    been 
able    to    erode    soft    and    vulnerable    banks 
along    horizons    that    were    thought    to    be 
above  their  reach;   also,  by  reason  of  com- 
ing in   over  deeper  foreshores,  these  waves 
have    attacked    both    banks    and    shoreline 
structures  with  unusual  violence.    The  faces 
of  many  miles  of  high  banks,  undermined 
by   this   eroelve   action,   have   slumped   into 
the    waters    below    and    the    materials   thus 
loosened    have    been   churned   up    and   dis- 
tributed   alongshore   or    have    been   carried 


lakeward  by  the  backwash  of  the  waves  and 
dtimped  over  the  edge  of  the  littoral  shelf. 
This  is  the  natural  process  of  bank  erosion, 
which  goes  Into  operation  with  every  on- 
shore wind:  but  at  high  water  levels  the 
erosive  action  is  more  rapid  and  more  de- 
structive because  the  waves  strike  against 
kxiser  and  less  indurated  bank  materials. 

The  levels  of  the  lakes  normally  fiuctuata 
In  accordance  with  the  seasons.  From  their 
high  stages  of  summertime  they  drop  slowly 
away  to  their  low  stages  In  winter,  the  rea- 
son being  that  dvirlng  the  fall  and  early 
winter  the  outflow  from  the  lakes  plus  the 
heavy  evaporation  from  their  vast  surfaces 
exceeds  their  Inflow  plus  rainfall  and  snow- 
fall upon  their  stirfaces.  But  with  the  melt- 
ing of  the  snow  upon  their  tributary  water- 
sheds the  balance  Is  reversed;  the  Inflow 
plus  rainfall  upon  the  lake  surfaces  exceeds 
the  outflow  pltis  the  lighter  evaporation  of 
the  early  months  of  the  year,  and  the  levels 
of  all  the  lakes  build  up  to  their  midsum- 
mer peaks.  The  summertime  peak  on  Erie 
and  Ontario  is  usually  reached  in  June,  on 
Mlchlg^n-Huron  in  July  or  August,  and  on 
Superior  In  September.  The  difference  In 
level  between  the  high  stages  of  siunmer 
and  the  low  stages  of  winter  averages  about 
2  feet  for  Ontario  and  Eti*>  a  foot  and  a 
half  for  Michigan-Huron,  and  a  foot  for  Su- 
perior, this  last  named  lake  being  under  a 
certain  degree  of  artificial  control. 

This  Is  the  normal  seasonal  pattern  of 
rise  and  fall,  and  the  figures  and  times  men- 
tioned are  general  averages.  But  once  in  a 
while  there  are  3  or  4  or  even  more 
years  In  a  stretch  when  rainfall  is  low  or 
evaporation  high,  and  usually  both,  on  somo 
part  of  the  watershed,  or  even  over  all  of  It, 
so  that  the  buildup  of  one  or  mere  of  the 
lakes  during  the  early  part  of  the  calendar 
year  is  less  than  the  rundown  of  the  year 
before  and  the  summertime  pesJc  settles  at 
lower  and  still  lower  stages,  year  after  year, 
until  the  long  drought  is  broken.  Sununer- 
tlme  lows  that  were  produced  In  this  way 
occurred  In  1948,  1934.  1926.  and  1911,  to 
take  a  backward  look  at  the  period  since 
the  first  cutting  or  substantial  enlarge- 
ment of  the  great  ship  channels  In  Detroit 
River. 

On  the  other  hand,  several  successive  years 
of  above-average  rainfall  or  below-average 
evsporatlon,  or  both,  have  resulted  in  the 
progressive  building  up  of  water  levels  to 
extreme  high  stages,  like  the  one  that  ap- 
pefu«  to  be  now  in  progress  on  all  five  lakes. 
Summertime  peaks  thus  built  up  on  Mich- 
igan-Huron during  the  last  40  years  were  In 
1943,   1929,  and   1918. 

These  seasonal  variations  and  the  occa- 
sional larger  changes  In  level  are  measured 
from  the  prevailing  quiet  water  levels,  the 
monthly  mean  levels  of  the  United  States 
Lake  Survey.  But  superimposed  upon  these 
levels,  at  any  time  and  at  any  place,  may 
l>e  the  transient  fluctuations  in  level  caused 
by  wind  and  by  changes  in  barometric  pres- 
sure. (Lunar  tides  also  belong  naturally  In 
this  category  but  they  are  too  small  to  be  of 
any   significance   In   this   connection.) 

A  strong  onshore  wind  raises  the  water 
noticeably  at  the  shore  line,  whUe  an  offshore 
wind  lowers  it.  Both  these  effects  are 
greatly  intensified  If  the  fetch  of  the  wind 
is  long  and  the  expanse  of  water  over  which 
It  blows  Is  shallow.  For  example,  a  gale 
from  the  west  tends  to  push  the  waters  of 
shallow  Lake  Erie  toward  the  eastern  end 
of  the  lake  with  the  result  that,  at  times 
and  for  an  hour  or  two,  the  water  level  at 
Buffalo  may  be  as  much  as  8  or  10  feet  higher 
than  the  level  at  Toledo.  Differences  of 
4  or  6  feet  are  not  uncommon.  A  strong  and 
long  continued  easterly  wind,  on  the  other 
hand,  may  pile  up  the  water  at  the  western 
end  of  the  lake,  even  to  the  extent  of  raising 
the  level  at  Amherstburg  and  Monroe  above 
the  level  of  Lake  St.  Clair,  thus  temporarily 
reversing  the  fiow  In  Detroit  River.  It  was 
the  high  water  produced  by  such  easterly 
winds    In    March    and   AprU    of    this    year. 


Buperlmpoeed  upon  the  unusually  high 
mean  level  of  Lake  Erie  at  the  time,  together 
with  the  strong  offshore  waves  raised  by 
the  same  wind,  that  fiooded  portions  of  the 
low  residential  beaches  north  of  Monroe 
and  uprooted  trees  and  did  other  damage 
along  their  unprotected  banks.  Lake  Erie 
is  notorious  for  Its  wind-produced  surges. 
Saginaw  Bay  suffers  likewise  from  occassional 
northeast  winds. 

Other  transient  fluctuations  in  water  level 
may  be  caused  by  seiches.  A  seiche  may  be 
developed  when  a  steep  barometric  gradient 
between  high  and  low  moves  rapidly  across 
the  lake.  Under  the  pressure  of  a  high  the 
water  level  is  lowered.  whUe  under  a  low 
it  rises.  If  now  the  direction  and  rate  of 
travel  of  the  barometric  wave  corresponds 
roughly  to  the  natural  oscUlatlon  period  of 
the  lake  the  whole  body  of  water  may  be 
set  to  swinging  back  and  forth  and  these 
oscillations  will  continue  for  some  time  after 
the  initial  cause  of  the  disturbance  has 
passed.  The  effects  of  the  barometric  pre^- 
svire  Itoelf  may  be  greatly  intensified  by 
winds  blowing  toward  the  barometric  low, 
although  such  winds  usually  come  In  not 
directly  toward  the  center  but  at  an  angle. 
A  storm  center  over  Lake  Htiron  with  a  strong 
wind  from  the  west  creates  a  decided  ctir- 
rent  through  the  Straits  of  Mackinac.  A 
seiche  which  swept  across  the  northern  port 
of  Michigan-Huron  early  in  May  of  this  year 
produced  oscillations  of  about  5  feet  at  Har- 
bor Beach  on  the  east  side  of  the  Lower  Pen- 
insula of  Michigan  and  nearly  as  high  la 
Grand  Traverse  Bay  on  the  west  side.  The 
rise  at  Harbor  Beach  was  aggrevated  by  heavy 
onshore  waves. 

Numerous  studies  have  been  made  of  these 
larger  ups  and  downs  of  the  past,  going  clear 
back  to  the  beginning  of  available  records, 
in  the  hope  of  discovering  some  natural 
long-term  cycle,  analogous  to  the  short-term 
seasonal  cycle,  which  might  be  taken  as  a 
guide  In  prophesying  about  future  variations 
In  level  weU  in  advance  of  their  actual  oc- 
currence. No  such  simple  cycle  and  no  con- 
sistent combination  of  cycle  and  epicycle,  has 
so  far  been  brought  to  light.  And  from  the 
very  nature  of  wind  and  weather  It  does  not 
seem  likely  that  any  such  long-term  periodic 
cycle  of  rise  and  fall  will  ever  be  found  to 
exist.  The  wind  still  bloweth  both  where 
and  when  It  listeth.  and  the  waters  appear 
likewise  Inclined  to  follow  their  own  sweet 
wlU. 

But  although  the  hunt  for  some  simple 
key  to  the  riddle  of  water  levels  appears  to 
be  a  futile  quest,  there  is  a  different  type 
of  study  which  holds  out  some  promise  of 
fruitful  results.  Both  high-  and  low-water 
levels  in  the  lakes  are  the  composite  and 
cumulative  after  effects  of  rain  and  snow 
upon  various  parts  of  th<f  watershed,  of  air 
and  water  temperatures,  of  htunidlties,  and 
wind  movements,  of  the  inflow  of  tributary 
streams  Into  the  lakes  and  the  outflow  from 
them-;  and  all  of  these  can  be  measured  and 
their  timing  can  be  known.  And  further, 
because  of  the  great  size  of  the  lakes  and 
their  enormous  storage  capacities  within 
their  upper  2  or  3  feet  of  depth,  changes 
In  water  levels  lag  months  behind  ihe  most 
Important  causes  that  produce  them,  rainfall 
and  snowfall,  for  instance.  The  effect  cf 
each  of  these  single  factors  upon  lake  levels 
can  be  calculated  and  It  appears  quite  i>os- 
slble  for  all  these  single  effects  to  be  Inte- 
grated into  a  composite  whole.  The  formula 
by  which  this  multitude  of  Influences  is 
Integrated  may  turn  out  to  be  as  long 
and  as  complex  as  the  one  which  astronomers 
itse  to  represent  the  perturbations  of  the 
moon,  but  if  skillfully  xised  It  could  be  the 
means  of  forecasting  lake  levels  and  dis- 
charge rates  with  a  fair  degree  of  accuracy 
for  at  least  some  months  and  possibly  a 
year  or  more  ahead. 

The  present  high  levels  In  the  Great  Lakes 
have  been  brought  about,  for  the  most  part, 
by  a  combination  of  ptirely  natural  causes, 
chief  of  which  Is  the  abundant  rainfall  of  the 
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past  a  or  3  yean.  In  all  the  lakes  except 
Superior,  wboee  lilgbs  and  Iowa  are  somewhat 
smoothed  out  by  manipulation  of  control 
gates  at  the  head  of  St.  Marys  River,  the 
trend  of  levels  has  been  upward  evtr  since 
the  extremely  low  stages  in  the  winter  of 
1949-1950.  The  regular  seasonal  fluctuations 
have  continued  to  operate,  but  now  for  S 
years  in  succession  the  springtime  buildup 
has  been  greater  than  the  autiunn  draw- 
down of  the  year  before,  with  the  result  that 
each  summertime  peak  has  risen  higher  than 
that  ot  the  sununer  {vecedlng.  During  the 
summer  J\ist  past  the  mean  levels  for  J\ily 
and  August  of  Michigan-Huron  were  nearly 
2  feet  above  their  average  levels  for  those 
months  during  the  past  10  years,  those  for 
Krie  about  a  foot,  and  those  for-  Ontario  a 
foot  and  4  inches.  Rainfall  over  the  entire 
watershed  continues  (September  1952)  to  be 
above  the  average.  The  Great  Lakes  appear 
to  be  definitely  headed  into  another  extended 
period  of  high-water  levels. 

There  have  been  many  Inquiries  as  to 
whether  the  high-water  levels  of  the  s\un- 
mer  of  1962  equaled  or  exceeded  earlier  high- 
water  levels  in  the  Great  Lakes.  Here  are  a 
few  records  of  high  summertime  levels  in 
Michigan-Huron,  Brie,  and  Ontario.  Supe- 
rior's highs  and  lows  are  of  no  particular 
significance  in  this  connection,  at  least  not 
since  1911  when  the  present  form  of  partial 
regulation  was  adopted.  The  elevations 
given  below  were  scaled  from  the  official 
Hydrograph  of  the  Monthly  Mean  Levels  of 
the  Great  Lakes,  published  by  the  United 
States  Lake  Survey,  whose  dependable  rec- 
ords cover  93  consecutive  years. 

High  summertime  stages  In  certain  of  the 
Great  Lakes,  as  indicated  by  the  highest 
monthly  mean  levels,  are  given  in  the  follow- 
ing table.  Elevations  are  in  feet  above  sea 
leveL 

Michigan-Huron 

June    1886 583.7 

July    1876 583.  6 

July  1871 582.9 

August  1952 582.  7 

July   1929 582.4 

June  1918 581.9 

July   1908 581.  7 

August    1943 581.6 

Erie 

May    1952 574.7 

June  1878 674.5 

June  1862 574.4 

June  1947 574.3 

June  1929 574.3 

July   188ii 574.2 

July   1943 574. 1 

Ontario 

June  1952 249.  3 

July    1947 »49.  0 

May  1870 248  9 

May  1862 248.  8 

June  1943 248.  7 

May  1886 343.  7 

June  1908 » 248.  6 

While  the  foregoing  tabulation  shows  the 
relative  heights  of  last  sununer's  high 
stages  in  comparison  with  sununertlme 
highs  of  former  years,  these  relationships 
must  be  viewed  in  the  light  of  certain  arti- 
ficial changes  that  have  been  made  in  what 
might  be  called  the  physical  structiu-e  of 
the  lakes.  The  control  gates  at  the  head  of 
St.  Marys  River  have  already  been  men- 
tioned. The  main  purpose  of  these  gates 
Is  to  make  it  possible  to  reduce  the  natural 
outflow  from.  Lake  Superior  during  periods 
of  drouth  upon  its  watershed  and  so  to 
maintain  sufilclent  depths  in  the  harbors 
of  Duluth  and  Ashland  at  the  western  end 
and  also  over  the  rocky  bottom  of  the 
shallow  forebay  at  the  eastern  end  where 
heavily  loaded  downbound  boats  sometimes 
have  to  congregats  before  being  locked 
dovra  into  St.  Marys  River  and  so  into  Lake 
Huron.  This  so-called  regulation  of  Lake 
Superior  la  simply  an  aid  to. the  navigation 


of  that  lake  by  deep-drmft  boats.  The  gen- 
eral plan  of  operation  is  to  hold  the  level 
of  Lake  Superior  about  a  foot  higher  tlian 
it  would  otherwise  be,  except  in  times  of 
unusually  high  water. 

Other  physical  changes  that  have  been 
made  which  are  of  particular  significance  in 
this  comfwrlson  are  the  deepening  and 
widening  of  ship  channels  between  Lake 
Huron  and  Lake  Erie:  the  wide  channels 
cut  through  the  gravel  bars  at  the  outlet  of 
Lake  Huron,  this  planned  cutting  being 
supplemented  by  commercial  dredging  for 
gravel  which  has  nearly  eliminated  the 
original  shoals  at  this  point;  the  St.  Clatr 
Flats  Canal  through  the  muddy  delta  at 
the  mouth  of  St.  Clair  River;  the  Grosse 
Polnte  Channel  through  the  shallow  clay 
lip  where  Lake  St.  Clair  outlets  into  the 
Detroit  River;  the  enlarged  and  deepened 
channel  In  the  lower  Detroit  River  near  the 
Amherstburg  shore;  and  the  great  Living- 
stone Channel  which  cuts  through  the 
limestone  reefs  near  Orosse  Isle  and  then 
extends  on  through  the  shoals  at  the  lower 
end  of  the  Detroit  River  Into  the  head  of 
Lake  Erie.  This  work  of  systematic  chan- 
nelization was  begun,  on  a  small  scale,  as 
early  as  1870  and  has  been  carried  on  Inter- 
mittently since  l'e76,  but  a  great  part  of  It 
was   accomplished   in   the  period   1903-1910. 

While  these  channels  between  Huron  and 
Erie  were  cut  through  primarily  to  permit 
or  facilitate  the  passage  of  deep-draft  boats, 
they  have  brought  about,  for  better  or  for 
worse,  certain  permanent  hydrologlc  changes. 
Any  pool  of  water,  even  one  as  large  as  the 
Michigan-Huron  pool,  will  drain  down  to  a 
lower  level  if  Its  outlet  channel  is  deepened. 
It  is  now  apparent  that  the  extensive  chan- 
nelization of  the  natural  waterway  from 
Huron  to  Erie  has  reduced  the  original  19- 
foot  drop  in  water  level  to  about  7'i  feet. 
The  practice  of  dumping  in  the  shallower 
parts  of  the  riverbed  the  excavated  materials 
from  the  new  channels  does  not  fully  com- 
pensate for  the  Increased  hydraulic  capac- 
ity of  the  smoother  and  deeper  channels. 
This  permanent  lowering  probably  accounts 
for  one  peciillar  fact  shown  in  the  foregoing 
tables — that,  whereas  last  summers  high 
water  level  broke  all  records  (back  to  1860) 
In  both  Erie  and  Ontario.  In  Michigan - 
Htiron  It  was  below  three  summertime  peaks 
which  had  been  recorded  prior  to  the  cutting 
of  the  ship  channels. 

With  all  the  clamor  of  the  past  year  over 
the  damage  occasioned  by  the  current  period 
of  high  water  in  the  Great  Lakes,  lltUe  or 
nothing  has  been  said  about  the  benefits 
that  have  accrued  because  of  the  high  water 
levels.  Some  of  these  seem  worthy  of 
mention. 

In  many  places  sand  and  soil  from  nearby 
eroded  banks  have  been  carried  Inland  by 
the  waves  and  deposited  among  the  weeds 
and  brush  of  low  and  muddy  flats,  raising 
their  levels  sometimes  as  much  as  a  foot  or 
more.  This  U  usually  rated  as  a  riparian 
benefit  rather  than  a  damage,  and  In  a 
number  of  places  It  has  been  a  substantial 
one. 

The  littoral  shelf  In  front  of  many  recrea- 
tional beaches  has  been  considerably  wid- 
ened by  the  dumping  of  eroded  sand  and 
gravel  which  has  been  dragged  back  from 
shore  by  the  backwash  of  waves.  This  may 
not  seem  important  now.  with  water  levels 
stUl  unustiaUy  high;  but  if  and  when  the 
water  drops  to  normal  levels  again  there  wiU 
be  a  wider  foreshore  of  shallow  water  safe 
for  wading  as  well  as  a  wider  strip  of  beach 
between  the  water's  edge  and  the  foot  of  the 
bank.  Storm  driven  waves  will  then  break 
farther  out  frem  shore  and  their  energy  will 
be  more  nearly  spent  by  the  time  they  reach 
the  bank.  There  are  few  devices  or  ar- 
rangements that  are  more  effective  for  the 
protection  of  a  soft  bank  than  a  wide  stretch 
of  gently  sloping  sand  or  gravel  between  the 
point  where  the  waves  break  and  the  bank 
This  type  of  benefit  Is  in  the  nature  of  a 


permanent  Improvement,  a  capital  gain  to 
the  riparian  property  affected. 

Then  there  are  some  benefits  which  are  in 
the  nature  of  current  operating  profits,  gor<d 
only  while  they  last.  For  example,  any  In- 
crease In  the  production  of  hydroelectric 
power,  at  the  Soo  or  at  Niagara  or  elaswhere. 
that  Is  brought  about  or  made  poMible  by 
the  current  high  water  levels,  or  by  the  high 
rates  of  flow  which  cauas  them,  is  a  pure 
gain  and  benefit.  Another  and  vastly  mors 
Important  benefit  Is  the  increased  depth  In 
harbors  and  dredged  navigation  channels, 
which  permits  the  big  freight  carriers  to 
load  to  greater  depths.  During  the  hearings 
on  the  Chicago  Drainage  Canal  controversy, 
back  In  1925.  the  Lake  Carriers'  Aasodatton 
produced  figures  to  show  that  freight  savings 
or  losses  amounted  to  $500,000  •  ysar  for 
each  inch  of  increase  or  decrease  of  depth  in 
the  navigation  channels.  The  carrying  of 
ore.  grain,  coal,  and  other  bulk  coounodlties 
in  Great  Lakes  channels  has  Increassd  con- 
siderably since  then,  while  costs  par  ton  of 
freight  moved  have  also  shown  a  large  in- 
crease as  measured  In  present  day  dollars. 
But  the  dollars  per  year  in  freight  savings 
that  have  been  made  possible  by  the  recent 
high  water  levels  have  not  been  mentioned 
during  the  current  discussion. 

The  two  diversions  into  Lake  Superior  of 
waters  from  certain  tributaries  of  the  great 
Albany  River,  in  western  Ontario,  are  quits 
small  in  comparison  with  the  great  volumes 
of  fiow  that  naturally  go  down  through  ths 
St.  Clair  and  Detroit  Rivera.  The  prssencs 
of  this  added  water  in  passing  through  ths 
channels  connecting  the  Great  Lakes  does 
Inevitably  raise  levels  somewhat,  however, 
and  hence  the  levels  of  the  lakes  themselvss. 
The  first  of  these  extra  contributions  to  Laks 
Superior  began  In  1941,  after  ths  water  level 
of  Long  Lake,  a  sr.>all  finger  lake  situated 
about  150  miles  northwest  from  Saolt  Sts. 
Marie,  had  been  raised  by  means  of  a  dam 
built  across  Its  natural  outlet  stream  toward 
the  north  and  when  the  lake,  under  war- 
time demands,  was  made  to  dlschargs 
through  a  channel  cut  from  Its  southerly 
end  across  the  Continental  Divide  and  into 
a  small  stream  tributary  to  Lake  Superior. 
The  second  and  larger  diversion  was  begun 
In  1943.  A  dam  had  been  built  across  ths 
Ogokl  River,  a  tributary  of  the  Albany,  which 
raised  the  water  level  in  the  Ogokl  about 
40  feet  and  formed  a  large  artificial  lake  of 
Irregular  shape  among  ths  hummocks  and 
marshes  of  the  broad  tableland  from  which 
the  Ogokl  collects  lU  waters.  One  southsrly 
projecting  arm  of  this  lake  came  very  close 
to  a  low  point  In  the  height  of  land  that 
separates  the  watershed  of  Hudson  Bay  from 
that  of  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence.  A  chan- 
nel was  cut  through  the  divide  at  this  point 
and  throu(;h  this  channel  a  controlled  and 
measured  flow  of  water  was  delivered  into 
a  northern  tributary  of  Lake  Miplgon  and 
thence  through  Lakes  Nlpigon  and  ths  Nipi- 
gon   River   into  Lake  Superior. 

The  dams,  control  gates,  and  other  works 
required  for  these  diversions  were  built  by 
the  rrovlnce  of  Ontario,  primarily  for  the 
benefit  of  the  provincial  hydroelectric  power 
plants  at  Niagara  FalU.  the  Idea  being  that 
an  additional  amount  of  water  equal  to  the 
Albany  diversions  could  be  taken  out  of  Ni- 
agara River  for  power  purposes  without  in 
any  way  Impairing  the  beauty  of  ths  falls. 
The  Ogokl  diversion  also  swells'  the  fiow  at 
the  Nlpigon  River  In  Its  250-foot  drop  from 
Lake  Nlpigon  into  Lake  Superior  and  so  in- 
creases the  power  resoxirces  of  the  Provincial 
Power  Commission  and  of  the  paper  mills 
and  other  industries  along  the  course  of  that 
precipitous  stream. 

The  amount  of  water  added  to  Lake  Su- 
perior by  these  two  diversions  has  vartsd 
from  about  6.000  cubic  feet  per  second  (1.400 
from  Long  Lake  and  3,600  from  Ogokl  River) 
to  B9  little  as  900  cubic  feet  per  second. 
ObvlotjBly,  these  are  relatively  small  quan- 
tities as  compared  with  the  average  fiow  of 
about  220.000  cubic  feet  per  second  out  of 
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Lake  Erie  Into  the  head  of  Niagara  River. 
The  effect  of  a  continuous  added  fiow  of 
5.000  cubic  feet  per  second  through  the  Great 
Lakes  might  be  expected  to  raise  their  levels 
by  perhaps  as  much  as  2  or' 3  inches;  lesser 
flows,  or  Intermittent  flows,  by  correspond- 
ingly smaller  amounts. 

It  should  be  mentioned  here  that  the 
Ogokl  diversion  was  discontinued  last  May, 
lor  the  time  being. 

The  Idea  of  appreciably  reducing  high- 
water  levels  In  Michigan-Huron,  and  in 
Erie  and  Ontario  as  well,  by  allowing  the 
present  diversion  down  the  Chicago  Drainage 
Canal  to  be  stepped  up  on  occasion  is  largely 
Illusory,  although  the  intangible  value  of 
merely  making  an  effort  to  do  so  may  be  for 
the  moment  worth  something.  There  is 
no  doubt,  of  course,  that  any  increase  in 
the  Chicago  withdrawal  would  lower  Michi- 
gan-Huron somewhat  and  that  this  lowering 
would  result  in  a  corresponding  and  nearly 
equal  lowering  of  both  Erie  and  Ontario.  As 
to  how  much  lowering  might  be  expected  to 
take  place  It  is  appropriate  to  refer  to  the 
findings  of  the  Committee  on  Lake  Levels 
of  the  Engineering  Board  of  Review,  of  27 
years  ago.  This  board  had  been  set  up  to 
study  and  report  upon  the  effects  of  the  Chi- 
cago diversion,  which  was  then  In  contro- 
versy, upon  the  behavior  patterns  and  uses 
of  Uie  Great  Lakes.  The  total  diversion 
down  the  Chicago  Drainage  Canal  from  1900 
to  1924  had  averaged  6.795  cubic  feet  per 
second,  including  the  city's  piunped  water 
supply;  and.  what  is  more  to  the  point,  for 
the  5-year  period  1920-24  It  had  averaged 
8.674  cubic  feet  per  second.  The  total  effect 
of  this  continuous  withdrawal  was  to  bring 
the  level  of  Michigan-Hxiron  down  about 
6'i  Inches  below  what  It  would  have  been 
without  the  diversion,  and  Erie  and  Ontario 
down  by  a  slightly  lees  amount.  Other 
smaller  or  larger  withdrawals.  If  continued 
for  a  period  of  several  years,  would  naturally 
have  proportionate  effects,  and  if  operating 
part  time  or  only  occasionally,  as  during 
periods  of  high-water  levels  only,  would  have 
effects  roughly  corresponding  to  the  pro- 
portion of  time  in  operation.  It  can  be 
readily  seen  that  the  effect  of  increasing  the 
present  Chicago  diversion  by  2,500  or  8.500 
cubic  feet  per  second,  as  has  been  proposed, 
or  to  any  other  amount  that  would  not  pro- 
duce currents  in  Chicago  River  that  would 
be  dangerous  to  navigation  or  damaging  to 
other  interests,  would  have  only  a  very  small 
effect  upon  the  level  of  Michigan-Huron. 
The  area  of  the  Michigan -Huron  pool  is  so 
great  that  If  all  inflow  could  be  stopped  for 
a  time  and  If  all  rainfall  upon  and  evapora- 
tion from  its  surface  should  cease  It  would 
require  an  outflow  of  40.000  cubic  feet  per 
second  to  lower  the  level  at  the  rate  of  an 
Inch  a  month.  An  extra  diversion  of  2,000 
or  4,000  cubic  feet  per  second  Is  a  puny  tool 
with  which  to  tackle  so  large  a  problem. 

Entirely  aside  from  any  effect  it  might 
have  on  lake  levels,  however,  it  should  be 
noted  that  any  addlUonal  drawoff  at  Chi- 
cago would  also  tend  to  preserve  and  im- 
prove the  salubrity  of  the  water  in  this 
pocketed  southerly  end  of  Lake  Michigan, 
from  which  one  of  the  greatest  aggregations 
of  population  and  commerce  and  industry 
In  the  world  must  get  Its  entire  supply  of 
water. 

The  Great  Lakes  can  be  regulated  in  cer- 
tain ways,  of  course,  and  to  a  very  great  ex- 
tent their  levels  can  be  controlled,  although 
because  of  their  enormous  size  and  the  huge 
volume  of  flow  through  them  any  artiflcial 
meddling  with  their  natural  hablU  Is  a  large- 
scale  undertaking.  The  basic  engineering 
works  required,  although  large  in  size,  are 
relatively  simple  in  character  and  are  well 
understood — control  gates  at  the  outlets  of 
Huron,  Erie,  and  Ontario  (Superior  being 
already  supplied ) ;  navigation  locks  at  the 
outleU  of  Huron  and  Ontario  (locks  being 
already  in  place  at  the  outlet  of  Superior 
and  between  Erie  and  Ontario) ;  and  enlarged 
and  deepened  connecting  channels  with  some 


special  channel  structures.  Slses.  capacities, 
locations,  and  arrangements  of  structures, 
along  with  numy  details  of  design,  would 
naturally  depend  on  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  controls  to  be  imposed;  and.  in  the 
case  of  Ontario,  on  whether  the  control  works 
were  to  be  Joined  with  any  development  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  River  for  power  production 
or  better  navigation  or  both. 

To  be  more  specific,  it  appears  to  be  phys- 
ically possible  to  hold  the  levels  of  the  lakes 
within  a  range  of  2  feet  or  less  between 
high  and  low  mean  monthly  levels — if  such 
close  regulation  of  levels  were  required — 
by  means  of  control  gates  and  enlarged  con- 
necting channels;  except  for  the  occasional 
great  drought  or  the  extraordinary  flood  that 
comes  once  or  twice  in  a  century,  when  the 
best  of  man's  efforts  may  be  able  to  mitigate 
but  not  wholly  to  control  the  effects  of  over- 
whelming weather.  The  Freeman  plan  for 
regulation  of  the  Great  Lakes.  1926.  suggested 
a  working  range  of  2.5  feet  for  Superior. 
Michigan-Huron,  and  Ontario  and  1.5  feet  for 
Erie,  or  an  average  of  2.4  feet  over  the  en- 
tire expanse  of  lake  s\u-face;  but  these  wider 
ranges  of  level  Included  an  allowance  for  the 
temporary  Impounding  of  water  over  the  en- 
tire 95.000  square  miles  of  lake  surface  for 
the  benefit  of  power  production  at  Niagara 
Falls  and  in  the  St.  Lawrence  River. 

It  is  always  assumed,  in  any  plan  of  reg- 
ulation, that  the  actual  elevation  or  alti- 
tude— that  Is  elevation  above  sea  level,  which 
locally  means  also  fixed  height  vrtth  respect 
to  existing  lands,  roads,  piers,  harbor  bot- 
toms, lock  sills,  and  the  like — of  the  low 
level  or  the  high  level  permitted  tmder 
whatever  control  pattern  is  adopted  will  be 
subject  to  such  changes  from  time  to  time 
as  may  be  found  most  advantageous  to  all 
interests  concerned.  For  example,  greatly 
increased  use  of  coastal  waters  for  public 
recreational  purposes,  accompanied  by  wide- 
spread shoreline  Improvements  and  a  gen- 
eral rise  in  valuation  of  riparian  properties, 
would  be  a  valid  consideration  in  favor  of  a 
lower  rather  than  a  higher  elevation  for  the 
control  pattern.  Navigation  interests,  on 
the  other  hand,  have  always  favored  high 
elevations;  likewise  those  of  power  and  of 
domestic  water  supply. 

It  should  be  perfectly  obvious  that  over 
and  above  the  physical  problem  of  lake  regu- 
lation— the  technical  engineering  prob- 
lem— ^there  are  <he  overriding  questions  of 
public  policy.  How  much  regtUatlon?  What 
kind  of  regulation  primarily?  Of  water 
levels,  of  fiow  rates,  of  water  quality?  In 
what  interests?  Power  production,  naviga- 
tion, public  water  supply?  Protection  of 
riparian  property?  Preserviition  of  Niagara 
Falls?    And  so  on. 

The  interests  of  navigation  would  natu- 
rally call  for  dei>endably  high  lake  levels 
from  about  the  let  of  May  through  Novem- 
ber, for  no  locks  at  Port  Huron,  and  for  no 
high  velocities  in  ship  channels  during  the 
navigation  season.  Riparian  Interests  gen- 
erally would  prefer  steady  levels  throughout 
the  year,  held  at  low  elevations.  It  would  be 
greatly  to  the  benefit  of  power  interests  if  a 
considerable  range  of  level  over  the  entire 
Great  Lakes  system  could  be  utilized  to 
equalize  the  fiow  in  the  Niagara  River  not 
only  as  between  summer  and  winter  highs 
and  lows  but  also  as  between  dry  years  and 
years  of  abundant  rainfall,  and  so  to  increase 
the  level  of  production  of  firm  power;  and 
still  more  to  their  benefit  if  a  larger  total 
allotnient  of  water  for  power  pxirposes  could 
be  secured.  Steady  levels  and.  above  all. 
protection  from  pollution  are  the  demands 
of  water-supply  users  and  of  the  numerous 
and  growing  tribe  of  aquatic  recreationists. 
And  millions  of  healthy-minded  nature 
lovers  all  over  the  continent  would  regard 
any  Impairment  of  the  natural  grandeur  and 
majesty  of  the  Falls  as  nothing  short  of 
sacrilege. 

Policy  determinations  for  the  management 
of  the  Great  Lakes  are  certainly  worthy  of 


the  best  thought  that  can  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  them. 

Many  of  the  i>oll(;y  questions  that  have 
so  far  been  raised  have  already  been  settled, 
for  a  time  at  least,  by  specific  agreements 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Canada — broad  agreements  and 
basic  understandings  recorded  in  their  treaty 
of  1909  relating  to  boundary  waters,  etc., 
and  many  later  agreements  reached  by  the 
state  departments  of  the  two  governments 
under  the  authority  and  through  the  ma- 
chinery of  that  treaty.  This  treaty  deals 
specifically  with  the  protection  and  use  of 
the  waters  contained  in  the  Great  Lakes 
and  their  connecting  channels  (including 
also  certain  other  boundary  waters) .  and  sets 
up  the  following  order  of  precedence  among 
different  uses :  tises  for  domestic  and  sanitary 
purposes;  uses  for  navigation;  uses  for  power 
and  for  Irrigation;  with  all  other  uses  sub- 
ordinate to  these.  It  provides  for  an  Inter- 
national Joint  Commission,  of  six  members, 
to  have  direct  Jurisdiction  over  such  matters 
as  the  uses  of  the  boundary  waters,  their 
protection  from  pollution,  and  diversions  or 
obstructions  affecting  their  natural  level  or 
flow,  all  within  rules  provided  in  the  treaty 
itself  or  to  be  prescribed  later  as  required  t>f 
changing  conditions. 

The  Treaty  on  Boundary  Waters  does  not 
deal  specifically  with  lake  levels,  either  high 
or  low.  in  relation  to  possible  damage  or 
benefit  to  riparian  property.  But  the  Inter- 
national Joint  Commission  is  charged  with 
the  duty  of  investigating  and  reporting  upon 
any  other  questions  or  matters  of  difference 
arising  between  the  two  countries  involving 
the  rights,  obligations,  or  interests  of  either 
In  relation  to  the  other  or  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  other,  along  the  common  frontier, 
whenever  requested  to  do  so  by  either  of  the 
two  Governments.  The  Commission  may  also 
make  binding  decisions,  as  well  as  Investiga- 
tions and  reports,  when  such  questions  and 
matters  are  referred  to  it  for  decision  by 
both  Governments. 

The  way  thus  seems  open,  as  it  always 
should  be,  for  the  exploration  and  fair  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  and  circumstances  of 
high  lake  levels,  as  well  as  of  other  ques- 
tions and  matters  as  they  zaa,j  arise. 


FORMOSA.  KOREA,  AND  OTHER 
AMERICAN-ASIAN  PROBLEMS- 
ECONOMIC  WAR  ON  RUSSIA 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  Hoiuse.  the  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
PouLsoN]  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  POUI^SON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  an  analysis  by 
Mr.  Vicente  Villamin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POULSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's  well  timed  and  wisely 
conceived  deneutralization  order  on  For- 
mosa, the  war  situation  In  Korea,  and 
the  possible  use  of  more  Asian  soldiers  in 
the  struggle  against  the  Communists  in 
Asia  have  brought  the  question  of  Amer- 
ican policies  in  Asia  actively  before  the 
American  Oovemment  and  people.  It 
is,  therefore,  highly  desirable  that  the 
facts  and  meaning  of  the  different  prob- 
lems and  situations  we  are  confronted 
with  in  Asia  be  presented  clearly,  logi- 
cally, and,  above  all,  in  a  nonpartisan 
manner. 

To  this  end.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  placing  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  a  comprehensive  and 
penetrating  analysis  of  those  problems 
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and  situations  by  Mr.  Vicente  VHIamin. 
distinfi:\iished  Filipino  lawyer,  writer, 
economist,  and  student  of  International 
affairs.  He  is.  using  his  own  words. 
"color-Uind  on  the  politleal  complexion 
of  American  problems  that  affect  other 
countries,  this  case  the  Asian  cotmtries." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  strongly  urge  every 
Member  of  Congress  and  administration 
olBcials  concerned  with  Asian  questions 
not  to  fall  to  read  the  analysis  of  Mr. 
Villamln. 

Mr.  Villamln's  analysis  follows: 

FOBMOSA,  KOBKA.  AND  OTBZS  ASUM-AMXaiCAM 

Pbobldcs — Economic  Was  on  Bubbia 
(By  Vicente  VUlBmln) 

imTTBALIZATION  Or  FOBMOSA 

The  ao-called  military  neutralization  of 
Fonnoea  Is  contained  In  a  statement  of  Pres- 
ident Truman  made  on  June  37,  1950.  That 
statement  announced  that,  complying  with 
the  resolution  of  the  same  date  of  the  Se- 
curity Council  of  the  United  Nations,  the 
United  States  would  go  to  the  aid  of  South 
Korea  which  was  attacked  by  Communist 
North  Korea  on  June  25. 

The  President  said: 

"The  attack  upon  Kcwea  makes  it  plain 
beyond  ail  doubt  that  conununlsm  has  passed 
beyond  the  use  of  subversion  to  conquer  in- 
dependent nations  and  will  now  use  armed 
Invasion  and  war.  It  has  defied  the  orders 
of  the  Security  Council  of  the  United  Na- 
tions Issued  to  preserve  international  peace 
and  security.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
occupation  of  Formosa  by  Communist  forces 
would  be  a  direct  threat  to  the  security  of 
the  Pacific  area  and  to  United  States  forces 
performing  their  lawful  and  necessary  func- 
tions in  that  area." 

TJU    TTB   FLKET 

"Accordingly.  I  have  ordered  the  7th 
Fleet  to  prevent  any  attack  on  Formosa.  As 
a  corollary  of  this  action,  I  am  calling  upon 
the  Chinese  Government  on  Formosa  to  cease 
all  air  and  sea  operations  against  the  main- 
land. The  7th  Fleet  will  see  that  this  is 
done.  The  determination  of  the  future 
status  of  Formosa  must  await  the  restora- 
tion of  security  in  the  Pacific,  a  peace  settle- 
ment with  Japan,  or  consideration  by  the 
United  Nations." 

rOKMOSA'S    STBATEGTC    VALUB    BECOONTZZS 

Thus  President  Triunan  recognized  the 
great  strategic  value  of  Formosa  to  the 
United  States.  It  was  a  sharp  and  dramatic 
reversal  of  the  position  taken  previously  by 
his  administration,  which  In  the  White  Paper 
issued  by  the  State  Department  In  August 
1949  considered  Nationalist  China  as  hope- 
less, and  in  the  speech  of  Secretary  of  State 
Dean  Acheson  In  January  1950  Formosa  was 
not  Included  In  the  western  "defense  perim- 
eter" of  the  United  States  and  therefore 
could  be  taken  by  the  Communists  without 
resistance  from  the  American  Armed  Forces. 

BFFKCTS  or  NEITTBALIZATIOW 

The  deneutralization  of  Formosa  was  ini- 
marlly  directed  against  Communist  China 
and  only  as  a  corollary  against  Nationalist 
China  as  a  part  of  the  defense  of  South  Korea 
and  American  security  in  the  Pacific.  The 
two  warring  Chinas  complied — Nationalist 
China  because  she  was,  as  she  Is  now,  friendly 
and  cooperative  with  the  United  States,  and 
Communist  China  because  she  was  not  in  a 
condition  to  attack  Formosa,  her  boasts  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

The  neutralization  produced  two  results 
which  were  favorable  to  Communist  China, 
as  follows: 

1.  It  stopped  the  attacks  against  her  by 
Nationalist  China;  and 

a.  It  saved  her  face  by  giving  her  the  ex- 
eun  for  not  attacking  Formosa,  when  the 
xtii  reaaoa  was  that  Bh«  wa«  unable  to  do  It. 


VBNBUTBAUZATtON' 

On  February  a,  1953,  In  his  message  to 
Congress  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  President 
Klaenhower  revoked  the  neutralization,  say- 
ing as  follows: 

"In  June  1950,  following  the  aggressive  at- 
tack on  the  Republic  of  Korea,  the  United 
States  7th  Fleet  was  Instructed  both  to  pre- 
vent attack  upon  Formosa  and  also  to  Insure 
that  Formosa  should  not  be  used  as  a  base  of 
operations  against  the  Chinese  Communist 
mainland. 

"This  has  meant,  in  effect,  that  the  United 
States  Navy  was  required  to  serve  as  a  de- 
fensive arm  of  Communist  China.  Regard- 
less of  the  situation  in  1950,  since  the  date  of 
that  order  the  Chinese  Communists  have 
Invaded  Korea  to  attack  the  United  Nations 
forces  there. 

"They  have  consistently  rejected  the  pro- 
posals of  the  United  Nations  Command  for 
an  armistice.  They  recently  Joined  with 
Soviet  Russia  In  rejecting  the  armistice  pro- 
posal sponsored  in  the  United  Nations  by  the 
Oovernment  of  India.  This  proposal  has 
been  accepted  by  the  United  States  and  63 
other  nations. 

"Consequently,  there  Is  no  longer  any  logic 
or  sense  In  a  condition  that  required  the 
United  States  Navy  to  assume  defensive  re- 
sponsibility on  tiehalf  of  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists, thus  permitting  those  Communists, 
with  greater  impunity,  to  kill  our  soldiers 
and  those  of  our  United  Nations  allies  in 
Kcwea. 

"1  am,  therefore.  Issuing  instructions  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to 
shield  Communist  China.  Permit  me  to 
make  crystal  clear  that  this  order  Implies 
no  aggressive  Intent  on  our  part.  But  we 
certainly  have  no  obligation  to  protect  a 
nation  fighting  us  In  Korea." 

COMPABATIVK    WAX    BISKS 

The  risk  of  war  with  Communist  China 
was  greater  when  the  neutralization  was  in- 
stituted than  when  It  was  withdrawn  be- 
cause: 

1.  If  Communist  China  had  Ignored  It.  as 
It  had  the  right  to  do  under  International 
law,  and  attacked  Formosa,  the  United 
States  would  stop  the  attack,  and  that  would 
mean  a  direct  fight  between  the  United 
States  and  Communist  China. 

a.  The  deneutralization  acknowledges,  in 
effect,  the  right  of  Communist  China  to  at- 
tack Formosa  at  will.  Therefore,  Instead  of 
condemning  it  the  Chinese  Communists  and 
their  Kremlin  allies  should  welcome  it.  But 
secretly  they  would  hate  the  United  States 
for  withdrawing  her  defense  of  them  from 
Nationalist  China  and  for  allowing  them  to 
lose  their  face  by  not  being  able  to  attack 
Formosa. 

3.  If  the  time  comes  that  Nationalist 
China  attacks  Communist  China  in  force, 
or  vice  versa,  the  fight  will  be  primarily  be- 
tween the  two  warring  Chinas  and  not  be- 
tween Communist  China  and  the  United 
States  as  would  happen  under  the  regime 
of  neutralization  if  Communist  China  had 
ignored  it.  There  Is  psychological  force  sup- 
porting the  United  States  in  this  situation. 

AFTKB    DENTUTBALIZATION 

After  deneutralization.  If  Communist 
China  attacks  Formosa  and  the  United  States 
goes  to  the  defense  of  that  Island,  such  ac- 
tion by  the  United  States  would  be  sup- 
ported by  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Defense  of  a  government  that  the  United 
States  considers  the  only  legitimate  govern- 
ment in  China  and  a  war  ally; 

a.  Stopping  the  expansion  of  Communist 
area  of  domination  under  the  general  prin- 
ciple imderlylng  the  war  In  Korea; 

3.  Protecting  the  United  States  and  other 
United  Nations  armed  forces  in  Korea  and 
the  general  security  of  the  United  States 
herself  as  well  as  the  security  of  countries 
in  free  Asla-Paclflc,  like  the  PhUlpplnes. 
Japan,  New  Zealand,  and  Australia,  to  which 


she  has  treaty  obligation   to  defend  from 
Cbmmunist  aggreaslon; 

4.  Preventing  the  Communlsta  from  ac- 
quiring control  in  the  Aaia-Paclile  region  at 
agricultural  and  mineral  producta  which  are 
vital  to  United  SUtee  Industries; 

5.  Keeping  Intact  the  western  defense 
perimeter  of  the  United  States,  the  area 
which  the  United  States  would  defend,  alone 
If  necessary,  from  enemy  attack;  and 

6.  Preventing  the  United  SUtee  air  base 
on  Okinawa  and  other  military  Izutallatlona 
in  the  neighboring  area  (Formosa  is  only 
1>4  hours  by  plane  from  Okinawa)  from 
being  outflanked  by  the  Communists;  and 
protecting  the  trust  territory,  which  la  under 
United  States  admin  Istration,  as  well  as  other 
United  States  Ulaj  ''^  in  the  Pacific  from 
being  dangerously  -.Ai»,iaed  to  Communist 
conquest. 

CBNZBAL  MAC  ABTHirB'B  TIBW 

On  the  strategic  importance  of  Formoea, 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArtbur.  In  his  addreai  to 
the  Joint  session  of  Congress  on  April  19. 1961, 
declared: 

"I  have  strongly  recommended  In  the  past 
as  a  matter  of  military  urgency  that  under 
no  circumstances  must  Formosa  fall  under 
Communist  control.  [Applause.]  Such  an 
eventuality  would  at  once  threaten  the  free- 
dom of  the  Philippines  and  the  loes  of  Japan, 
and  might  well  force  our  weetem  frontier 
back  to  the  coasts  of  California,  Oregon,  and 
Washington." 

MAKING    rOBMOSA    BTBOltO 

It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  ""^«"g  For- 
mosa strong  Is  also  self-iielp.  self-defense, 
and  aelf-preservatlon  to  the  United  States. 
lu  value  is  mutual  to  both  countries. 

Thus  U  the  United  States  committed  vir- 
tually, although  not  yet  formaily,  to  help 
Formoss  so  (at  It  could  wltiistand  enemy 
attacks  or  discourage  them,  (b)  function  as 
a  vital  second  front  in  the  wars  in  Korea 
and  Indochina,  and  (c)  prepare  Nationalist 
China  to  regain  the  mainland  from  the 
Communists. 

President  Eisenhower  and  eongreaalonal 
leaders,  Republicans  and  Democrats,  have 
repeatedly  declared  their  support  of  Formosa. 
President  Truman  came  aroxind  to  the  same 
view  when  he  announced  tiie  neutrallaation 
of  that  Island  for  Its  strategic  value  to  the 
United  States,  when  only  8  months  before 
he  adopted  a  hands-off  policy  on  Formaea  and 
said:  "The  United  States  will  not  provide 
military  aid  to  the  Chinese  forcee  on  For- 
mosa." 

CHIANG  KAI-BHXK 

Let  us  pnuse  for  a  moment  and  visualize 
what  would  have  happened  If  President 
Chiang  Kai-shek,  of  Nationalist  China,  with 
more  determination  than  sinews,  had  not 
somehow  convinced  the  Chinese  Communists 
against  invading  Formosa  when  he  was  alone 
and  abandoned  by  the  United  States  and 
the  rest  of  the  free  world.  If  Formoea  had 
then  fallen  under  Communist  domination. 
today  all  east  Asia  and  the  western  Pacific 
area  would  be  Inside  the  Iron  Curtain,  and 
the  United  States  would  presently  be  in  fear 
of  the  realization  of  General  MacArthur's 
warning  that  the  fall  of  Formoea  to^the 
Communists  would  push  the  western  defense 
perimeter  of  the  United  States  to  her  main- 
land coasts  bordering  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Is 
not.  therefore,  the  conclusion  irresistible 
that  while  he  lost  the  Chinese  nuilnland 
President  Chiang  Kai-shek  ssved  from  com- 
munism the  vast  area  of  land  and  water 
beyond  that  mainland  to  the  North  American 
Continent  and  down  below  the  Equator? 

MEASUas    or   aid   to    rOBMOSA 

The  aid  to  Formosa  should  be  immediate 
and  sufficient  to  produce  the  deelred  resulU. 
Time  Is  of  the  very  essence.  The  measure 
of  the  aid  should  take  into  consideration 
the  following  points: 

1.  Formosa  should  be  strengthened  to  a 
degree  that  woi^d  definitely  deter  Commu- 
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nlst  China  from  attacking  it.  That  would 
obviate  the  necessity  of  the  United  States 
having  to  defend  it  at  a  great  cost  In  men, 
money,  and  materiel.  Direct  preinvasion  aid 
to  Formosa  Is  more  economical  to  the  United 
States. 

2.  Formosa  should  have  a  military  estab- 
lishment of  a  size  that  would  convince  the 
Communists  that  President  Chiang  could  at- 
tack the  mainland  in  force  without  leaving 
that  Island  vulnerable  to  a  simultaneous 
counterattack  by  them.  This  would  serve 
to  enhance  the  threat  of  Chiang's  attack  on 
Communist  Chlxui  and  thereby  pin  down 
larger  Communist  forces  to  guard  the  Chiang 
attacking  front  and  keep  tiiem  away  from 
the  Korean  and  Indochlnese  fighting  fronts. 

LOSS   or    rOBMOSA 

Formosa  could  be  lost  to  the  Communist 
enemy  either  (a)  by  direct  capture  through 
Its  relative  weakness  or  (b)  through  Its  cap- 
ture while  Chiang  is  Invading  the  mainland. 

In  case  of  Its  loss,  if  the  United  States 
believes  with  General  MacArthur  that  "under 
no  circumstances  must  Formoea  fall  under 
Communist  control."  then  the  United  States 
will  be  compelled  to  recapture  Formosa  from 
the  Communists  alone  and  without  the  help 
of  Chiang's  army,  which  had  gone  to  the 
mainland. 

In  that  logical  poeslblllty.  Is  It  not  but 
elemental  prudence  for  the  United  States 
to  make  Nationalist  China  strong  now  to  a 
degree  demanded  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
situation? 

rOBMOSA    AND   NUGHBOBS 

At  this  point  It  shotild  be  stated  that 
Formosa,  even  in  its  present  relative  strategic 
weakness.  Is  a  bastion  that  protects  the  Phil- 
ippines and  other  countries  to  the  south. 
Okinawa  and  Japan  to  the  north,  and  the 
Trust  Territory  and  other  Islands  to  the  east. 
They  should  all  be  urgently  Interested  in 
seeing  Formosa's  military  establishments 
expanded,  modernized  and  strengthened  and 
the  disposition  of  her  armed  forces  properly 
synchronized  with  those  others  that  are  also 
fighting  the  Communists. 

nrvsaioN  or  mainulno 
The  Invasion  of  the  mainland  by  President 
Chiang  must  be  well  prepared,  well  timed, 
and  well  considered  as  to  calculated  risk  of 
success  or  failure.  This  fact  must  be  under- 
lined :  That  Nationalist  China  is  not  the  only 
country  to  be  the  loser  if  the  invasion  fails 
and  the  nationalist  armed  forces  are  de- 
stroyed. Losers  also  will  be  the  United 
States,  the  Philippines.  Japan,  and  other 
countries  in  the  Pacific  area.  even,  eventu- 
ally, the  countries  in  Central  and  South 
America  facing  the  Pacific  Ocean.  It  Is, 
therefore,  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
there  be  a  common  counsel  with  the  na- 
tionalist government  to  determine  the  time, 
manner,  and  means  of  the  invasion.  This 
fact  deserves  the  highest  degree  of  thought 
and  consideration,  and  Immediately. 

PBTCROUMSICAL   KLZMCNTS 

The  psychological  elements  in  the  situa- 
tion are  made  manifest  by  the  military  reali- 
ties which  are  obvioxis  even  to  the  layman. 

If  the  two  warring  Chinas  are  to  meet  in 
battle  now  or  soon,  it  is  advantageous  for 
Nationalist  China  to  have  that  battle  started 
by  a  Communist  invasion  of  Fonxu>sa  for  the 
following  reasons: 

1.  Considering  their  present  inadequate 
armed  forces,  the  Nationalists,  relatively,  are 
stronger  on  the  defensive  than  on  the  of- 
fensive; 

a.  Conversely,  the  Communists,  having  to 
cross  100  miles  of  water  to  attack  Formosa, 
are  at  their  weakest  on  the  offensive. 

8TABTIM0  POINT  Or  ATTACK 

If  the  Communists  should  attack  Formosa 
and  are  repulsed,  the  psychological  effect  of 
their  defeat  on  the  Chinese  people  on  the 
mainland  in  favor  of  the  Natlonidists  would 
be  tremendous.     That  should  be  a  starting 
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point  In  the  eomprehenslTe  planning  and  Its 
implementation  for  the  recapture  of  China 
from  the  Cbmmunlsts.  Then  there  would  be 
a  splendid  chance  to  speed  the  day  of  China's 
▼indication  and  emancipation. 

Enthusiasm  unjustified  by  military 
strength  must  be  guarded  against.  For  de- 
spite its  dramatic  and  inspiring  features  in 
the  beginning,  the  invasion  of  the  mainland 
without  the  adequate  force  reasonably  to 
guarantee  its  success,  with  the  aid  of  the 
exaltation  of  the  Chinese  people  induced 
by  the  repulse  of  the  Communist  attack  on 
Formosa,  there  are  calculated  risks  of  fail- 
ure, or  incomplete  success  or  a  Nationalist 
Dunkerque  on  the  Chinese  shore. 

FBKPABATIONS    rOB    INVABIOIT 

President  Chiang  has  an  open  field  on 
China's  coast,  especially  on  the  southeast, 
to  begin  his  liberation  of  China  from  the 
Communists.  Before  the  invasion,  the  sup- 
port and  sympathy  of  the  people  there  must 
be  captivated,  and  to  that  end  the  following 
actions  are  suggested: 

1.  Truthful  publicity  to  make  Chiang  pop- 
ular, with  emphasis  on  the  "new  Chiang." 
the  good  government  in  Formosa,  the  new 
leaders,  the  new  plans  for  China,  and  the 
fact  that  the  United  States  U  helping  Na- 
tionalist China  militarily,  financially,  and 
politically. 

a.  As  it  becomes  feasible  and  advisable, 
there  will  be  distributed  in  areas  reasonably 
safe  from  Communist  reprisals  seeds  and 
farm  equipment,  food,  clothing,  and  medi- 
cine in  prudential  amounts.  This  enter- 
prise will  be  sponsored  and  financed  by 
Overseas  Chinese.  A  few  months  ago  the 
representatives  of  these  Chinese,  number- 
ing over  la  million  In  different  parts  of  the 
world,  met  in  convention  at  Taipeh,  For- 
mosa, and  passed  a  resolution  committing 
themselves  to  the  extent  of  tlOO  million  to 
help  Nationalist  China. 

3.  The  United  States  can  Indirectly  con- 
tribute to  this  enterprise,  but  the  bulk  of 
the  contribution  must  be  from  the  Overseas 
Chinese  in  order  that  the  Chinese  people 
will  know  that  their  brothers  abroad  are 
thinking  of  them  and  of  their  welfare. 

4.  This  help  would  be  a  strong  incentive 
for  the  Chinese  people,  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  whom  are  non-Communists  and 
to  whom  communism  is  thoroughly  obnox- 
ious, to  fight  the  Communists  if  they  at- 
tempt to  deprive  them  of  it.  With  the 
patriotic  guerrillas,  supported  by  Chiang's 
regulars,  the  invasion  would  gain  force  as 
it  proceeds  and  untold  numbers  of  Chinese 
would  rally  to  Chiang's  colors. 

6.  It  is  essential  that  Chiang's  Invading 
army  is  better  equipped,  fed,  and  paid  than 
the  Communist  army,  and  that  the  Chinese 
guerrillas  that  will  Join  Chiang  sliall  be 
equally  treated.  Thla  is  to  invite  desertion 
from  the  Communist  army  to  Join  Chiang 
and  to  discourage  desertion  from  Chiang's 
army. 

6.  The  jM^invaslon  publicity  must  be  sim- 
ple and  practical  and  will  concern  with  the 
life  of  the  people.  In  very  poor  communi- 
ties the  publicity  should  be  distributed  inside 
a  small  bag  of  rice,  medicine,  or  some  other 
useful  things  so  jjeople  would  be  willing  even 
to  risk  their  lives  to  get  them.  Getting  or 
hearing  publicity,  information,  or  propaganda 
is  a  capltaJ  offense  in  Communist-dominated 
territories.  Asian  psychology  and  philosophy 
must  be  used  in  the  i»-eparatlon  of  publicity 
literature. 

7.  If  possible,  the  landing  of  Chiang  on 
the  mainland  should  be  before  the  war  in 
Korea  ends  so  that  he  wotild  not  have  to 
face  the  entire  Communist  army.  It  should 
be  synchronized  with  the  substantial  increas- 
ing of  the  South  Korean  Army  and  the 
French  Indochlnese  Army  and,  If  practicable, 
with  the  arrival  of  more  United  Nations 
troops  In  Korea,  especially  those  coming  from 
countries  not  now  represented  there.  This 
would  produce  a  tremendoxis  psychological 


effect  besides  lis  military  effects  favorable 
to  Nationalist  China.  Indochina,  and  the 
United  Nations. 

NATIONALIST  BLOCKAI«  OT  CHINA 

Nationalist  China  and  Communist  China 
have  the  right  to  blockade  each  other  because 
they  are  at  war  with  each  other. 

The  Chinese  Nationalist  Navy  Is  already 
engaged  in  blockading  the  coast  of  China 
with  indifferent  results.  It  is  effectively 
helped  by  the  approzlmately  75,000  Nation- 
alist volunteers  operating  on  the  islands 
facing  the  mainland. 

In  these  blockade  operations  the  help  of 
the  United  States  is  greatly  needed  in  the 
form  of  naval  craft,  particularly  PT  boats, 
planes,  and  other  equipment  to  make  the 
blockade  more  effective. 

nriTED   STATES   BLOC3EADB    Or   CHINA 

At  this  time,  the  blockade  of  China  by 
the  United  States  would  seem  to  be  Inad- 
visable, not  that  It  would  not  be  effective. 
A  blockade  presupposes  the  existence  of  a 
declared  or  de  Jure  war  Ijetween  Communist 
China  and  the  United  States.  Today  it  may 
be  considered  that  there  is  a  de  facto  war 
between  them  through  the  participation  of 
the  Chinese  volunteers  in  the  war  in  Korea 
who  are  in  reality  members  of  the  Chinese 
regular  army.  Because  of  the  hope  that  • 
de  Jure  war  would  be  avoided,  the  United 
Nations  has  considered  the  Chinese  truce 
conferees  first  at  Kaesong  and  then  at  Pan- 
munjom  as  representing  the  Chinese  volun- 
teers and  not  the  Chinese  Communist  gov- 
ernment, although  that  representation  Is 
known  as  a  pure  fiction. 

A  United  States  blockade  might  give  rise 
to  the  following  poGsibilities  which  would  be 
disadvantageous  to  herself: 

1.  It  would  be  used  by  Communist  China 
to  Justify  a  de  Jure  war  against  the  United 
States,  describing  her  as  the  aggressor  na- 
tion: 

a.  It  would  be  used  by  Communist  China 
in  the  propaganda  to  convince  the  Chinese 
people  that  the  United  States  is  trying  to 
starve  them;  and 

3.  It  woiild  antagonize  friendly,  non-Com- 
munist nations  which  could  claim  that  their 
trade  with  China  was  being  unduly  inter- 
fered with  without  sanction  of  interna- 
tional law. 

TRZ  BATTTJI  ACT 

The  United  States,  instead  of  the  blockade, 
could  use  persuasion  on  countries  shipping 
to  China  and  also  the  sanction  provided  for 
by  the  Battle  Act,  which  authorizes  the  with- 
drawal of  aid  by  the  United  States  from 
countries  shipping  critical  and  vital  ma- 
terials to  Communist  coxintrles.  The  more 
effective  enforcement  of  this  law  should  be 
studied  immediately. 

Some  shipments  to  Korea,  Manchuria,  and 
then  to  China  could  go  to  the  Russian  port 
of  Vladivostok.  The  application  of  blockade 
there  would  precipitate  an  outright  struggle 
between  the  United  SUtes  and  Russia. 

DernriTB  policy  on  pobmosa 

The  United  States  should  declare  a  definite 
policy  on  Nationalist  China,  reasserting  its 
present  position,  which  Is  understood  to  be 
as  follows: 

1.  That  she  recognizes  Nationalist  China 
as  the  only  legitimate  government  of  China 
and  will  continue  to  do  so;  and 

a.  That  she  considers  Formosa  as  vital  to 
her  security  and  the  security  of  the  free 
nations  in  the  Asia-Pacific  region  and  will 
go  to  its  defense  if  attacked  by  the  Com- 
munists. 

zrrEL'Hi  or  mcLABAiroN 

The  effects  of  such  declaration  would  be 
as  follows: 

1.  It  wlU  make  the  position  of  the  United 
States  clear  and  end  all  speculations  about 
it — speculations  that  help  only  the  Com- 
munists; 
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3.  It  will  encourage  Nationalist  China  and 
induce  Chinese  both  on  the  mainland  and 
overseas  to  stand  by  and  support  her  more 
actively  and  resolutely; 

3.  It  will  bring  a  greater  sense  of  security 
to  the  free  nations  in  Asia  to  which  Formosa 
is  extremely  vital  to  their  defense  and  safety 
from  Communist  aggression;  and 

4.  It  will  end  the  expectation  of  some  na- 
tions, particularly  Oreat  Britain,  that  the 
United  States  might  consent  to  turn  over 
Formosa  to  the  Communists  as  a  part  of  a 
deal  for  what  they  hope  and  imagine  as  peace 
with  the  Communists. 

MOBE  XJNrrXD  NATIONS  TOaCEB 

Out  of  flfty-odd  member  nations  of  the 
United  Nations  approved  by  the  Security 
Council  resolution  of  June  27,  1950,  to  aid 
Korea  In  resisting  the  North  Korean  invaders, 
subsequently  Joined  by  the  Chinese  volun- 
teers, only  14  of  those  nations  have 
military  contingents  in  Korea.  The  other 
nations  should  be  asked  insistently  and 
strongly  to  discharge  their  duty  and  honor 
their  approval.  This,  among  other  things, 
will  obviate  the  necessity  of  Nationalist 
China  sending  troops  to  Korea  to  help  the 
United  Nations. 

trsx  or  ASIAN  bbains 
There  are  free  Asians  who  have  both  brains 
and  common  sense.  Many  of  them  are  not 
In  the  government  service.  They  are  willing 
to  serve  without  the  United  States  spending 
a  single  dollar  for  them.  Their  own  people 
should  support  their  efforts. 

These  Asians  understand  their  enlightened 
self-interest  in  keeping  Communists  out  of 
their  countries.  Their  cooperation  should  be 
enlisted  in  the  work  of  influencing  the  minds 
and  hearts  of  their  fellow  Asians  who  are 
now  under  Communist  control,  first  to  re- 
•  slst  the  Communist  regime  dynamically 
although  perforce  now  in  silence,  and  then, 
when  the  proper  time  comes,  flght  that  re- 
gime openly  side  by  side  with  those  from 
the  outside  who  will  be  on  hand  to  help  them. 
Outsiders  must  not  restrict  themselves  to 
giving  advices  and  directions.  Worse  still, 
they  should  not  hold  themselves  aloof  from 
Asians  who  have  ideas  and  suggestions. 

tmx  or  ASIAN  icANPowxa 
Free  Asians  are  and  must  be  eager  and 
willing  to  cooperate  to  the  utmost  with  the 
United  States  and  other  free  countries  in 
fighting  and  suppressing  the  Communists 
in  Asia. 

The  idea  that  the  United  States  is  making 
Asians  flght  Asians  for  her  sake  must  be 
dismissed  by  letting  free  Asians  prove  on 
their  own  volition  that  the  struggle  Is  be- 
tween them  and  Communist  Asians.  America 
supports  the  former  and  Russia  the  latter, 
with  the  difference  that  Americans  are  fight- 
ing side  by  side  with  those  whom  they  sup- 
port, while  Russians  do  not,  and  no  one  of 
them  gets  killed. 

There  are  roughly  20  million  potential 
fighters  In  free  Asia,  excluding  India,  Burma, 
and  Indonesia,  who  call  themselves  neutrals 
and  neutralists.  They  are  made  up  of  ap- 
proximately 9  million  men  in  Japan,  2  mil- 
lion in  South  Korea.  3  million  in  the  Philip- 
pines, 2.700,000  in  Indochina.  800.000  In  For- 
mosa besides  the  600,000  under  arms.  2  mil- 
lion in  Thailand.  6.500.000  In  Mrlaya  and 
Singapore,  and  500.000  in  different  plices. 

This  estimate  does  not  Include  potential 
volunteers,  guerrillas,  and  collaborators  In 
territories  under  the  Communists,  especially 
China. 

MANPOWEX  SURVXT 

A  manpower  survey  should  be  undertaken 
without  delay  to  determine  how  many  effec- 
tives could  be  enlisted  and  where  and  how 
they  could  be  trained.  The  mere  announce- 
ment of  the  survey  will  bring  hope  to  the 
Chinese  people  that  their  liberation  Is  being 
planned  in  earnest.  That  would  put  them 
In  a  sUte  of  dynamic.  If  silent,  expectancy 


to  rise  up  against  the  Communists  when  the 
first  opportunity  offers  Itself. 

AlfEKICAN   SOLDIZIuf  IN    KOREA 

The  use  of  more  Asian  manpower  should 
not  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  all,  if  not 
most,  of  the  American  soldiers  In  Korea 
would  be  withdrawn.  The  United  States  and 
other  United  Nations  members  have  an  ob- 
ligation to  help  the  South  Korean  forces 
under  the  Security  Council  resolution  of 
June  27.  1950.  But  when  there  are  more  of 
the  latter  forces  to  man  the  entire  front 
line  of  battle,  the  United  Nations  forces 
could  take  the  reserve  and  supporting  posi- 
tions. And  a  part  of  the  American  Army, 
which  represents  some  90  p>ercent  of  the 
U.  N.  forces,  could  be  relieved,  or  that  army 
need  not  be  made  bigger,  as  It  might  be  If 
the  South  Korean  and  other  Asian  forces 
were  not  built  up  substantially.  Bigger 
Asian  forces  all  along  the  line  will  be  a 
guarantee  against  stepped-up  attacks  by 
expanded  Communist  forces.  The  presence 
of  the  American  Armed  Forces  in  Korea 
surely  is  a  powerful  morale  builder  to  the 
South  Koreans:  their  absence  would  weaken 
America's  moral  p>o6ltlon  In  the  war  In  Korea. 

ECONOMIC   WAX   ON  EUSSIA   IN   KOREA 

One  of  the  points  In  the  author's  plan 
for  an  economic  war  on  Russia  Is  here  given, 
as  follows: 

Russia  provides  most  of  the  tools  of  war 
for  the  1  million  Communists  fighting  In 
Korea.  Already  her  arsenal  must  b"  feeling 
the  drain.  The  Idea  Is  to  Increase  the  drain 
several  times  and  thus  make  her  suffer  ma- 
terially and  economically  and.  further,  cause 
more  strain  In  her  relations  with  Commu- 
nist Chln&.  which  supplies  most  of  the 
human  bodies  for  slaughter  In  Korea. 

How  could  this  be  realized?  One  potent 
way  Is  to  use  more  Asian  manpower.  If  this 
manpower,  besides  the  United  Nations  irnred 
forces.  Is  Increased,  say.  to  2  million  of  South 
Koreans  alone,  the  Communists  will  be 
forced,  on  the  present  ratio,  to  Increase  their 
army  to  at  least  4  million,  which  Russia  will 
have  to  equip  and  support.  That  Is  drain- 
ing and  depleting  the  Russian  arsenal  four 
times  over,  and  that  will  certainly  hurt  her 
severely. 

It  should  not  take  too  long  to  train  South 
Koreans  or  Nationalist  Chinese  or  other 
Asians.  They  live  in  an  atmosphere  of  war. 
They  know  Its  dangers  and  severities.  They 
realize  their  duty  to  defend  their  country. 
They  want  to  do  their  part.  And  they  are 
better   off   in   the  army  than   out. 

Gen.  Maxwell  D.  Taylor,  who  succeeded 
Oen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  in  Korea,  has  Just 
visited  Cheju  Island  off  the  coast  of  Korea 
where  raw  Korean  boys  are  being  trained 
and  turned  out  as  rugged  soldiers  ready  for 
combat  after  only  16  weeks,  or  4  months,  of 
training.  General  Taylor  was  so  deeply  im- 
pressed by  the  work  o:  training  that  he 
awarded  a  medal  of  the  Legion  of  Merit  to 
the  South  Korean  officer.  Brig.  Oen.  Kim 
Jong  Pyong,  who  Is  In  charge  of  it. 

SOtrrH    KOREAN    ARMY    PAY 

Authoritative  sources  state  that  for  the 
cost  of  maintaining  an  American  soldier  in 
Korea  at  least  28  South  Korean  soldiers 
could  be  supported.  The  pay  of  an  Amer- 
ican private  Is  more  than  the  total  pay 
of  several   South  Korean   major  generals. 

As  given  to  the  author  by  the  Korean 
Embassy  in  Washington,  the  following  is  the 
partial  pay  schedule  in  the  South  Korean 
Army  today,  monthly,  and  reduced  to  the 
dollar  equivalent:  Private.  50  cents,  lieu- 
tenant. $7;  major,  $8.50;  colonel.  $10. 
Officers'  families  are  given  rice  besides 
monetary  pay. 

"dollar   bullets" 

"Dollar     bullets"    on    the    enemy    might 

have   an   effective   role    In    Korea.     The    pay 

schedule  in  the  Communist  army  could  not 

be   higher   than   that  In   the  South  Korean 


Army.  If  the  pay  in  the  latter  army  Is 
trebled  or  quadrupled  to  $1.50  or  $2  a  month 
for  the  private,  that  might  Induce  deser- 
tions In  the  enemy  ranks  to  the  South 
Korean  Army.  The  elements  of  self-pres- 
ervntlon  and  enlightened  self-interest  are 
Involved  there. 

ABMT     FAT     IN     FORMOSA 

In  an  article  in  a  recent  laaue  of  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post,  after  a  visit  to  For- 
mosa, Mr.  Robert  Sherrod,  a  Journalist,  has 
the  following  to  say: 

"Of  cash  he  (the  Chinese  Nationalist  sol- 
dier) collects  but  little:  50  cents  per  month 
for  a  private,  $1.50  for  a  sergeant,  and  $8.40 
for  a  major  general.  But  the  ration  scale  al- 
lows each  man  26  ounces  of  rice  daily,  2 
ounces  of  soy  beans,  a  third  of  an  ounce  of 
pork,  and  two-thirds  of  an  ounce  of  fish.  In 
addition  to  a  food  subsidy  amounting  to 
about  $1.50  per  month.  Few  soldiers  have 
families  In  Formosa;  those  who  do  get  $2 
extra  each  month  for  each  dependent." 

The  army  Is  considered  very  well  fed,  get- 
ting 3.700  calories  a  day,  or  two  times  more 
of  what  It  got  while  on  the  mainland  in 
the  past. 

It  is  crystal  clear  that  the  use  of  more 
Asian  manpower  will  be  an  economy  to  the 
United  States  In  men  and  money,  while  It 
win  mean  Increased  economic  burden  on 
Russia.  That  comparative  situation  Is  what 
will  influence  Russia  most  in  considering  the 
stoppage  of  war  In  Korea  and  the  agitation 
for  more  wars. 

MEETING    RUSSU    IN    ECONOMIC   WAR 

Russia  has  been  all  along  waging  an  eco- 
nomic war  against  the  United  States,  and 
the  United  States  either  does  not  realize  it  or, 
realizing  It,  does  not  give  it  much  Impor- 
tance. Russia  has  been  trying  with  measur- 
able success  to  cause  the  United  States  to 
8f)end  heavily  on  defense  and  armament, 
push  Its  economy  onto  a  war  basis,  then 
upset  and  muddle  that  economy  and  hope 
for  the  American  people  to  lose  trust  in 
private  capitalism. 

The  author  quotes  the  following  from  his 
recent  statement: 

"You  cannot  hurt  Russia  by  simply  killing 
Chinese  and  Korean  Communists.  You  can- 
not hurt  Russia  by  calling  her  the  nastiest 
names  in  the  dictionary.  You  can  only  hurt 
Russia  by  hurting  her  in  her  economic  vitals. 
Therefore,  we  should  know  where  she  Is  vul- 
nerable and  hit  her  there.  Certainly  she 
has  many  vulnerable  economic  spots  if  we 
but  take  pains  to  locate  and  i.i;i-polnt  them. 
Let  us  meet  Russia  head-on  In  the  economic 
war  that  she  is  waging,  while  we  fight  her 
In  Korea  in  her  safe  and  magnlflcent  absence 
in  the  hot  war  and  actually  and  directly  In 
the  cold  war,  which  consists  of  the  byplay 
and  interaction  of  policies,  propaganda, 
movements,  and  other  psychological  opera- 
tions." 

RESPONSE    FROM    ASIA 

Free  Asia  should  make  a  clear  and  decisive 
response  of  her  determination  and  enthu- 
.""lasm  to  make  all  manner  of  sacrifice  and 
cooperate  with  the  United  States  and  other 
free  nations  in  flKhiing  communism,  lU 
tyrants,  its  killers,  Its  liars,  and  all  iU  de- 
structive works. 

ASIANS  FIGHT  ASIANS 

This  response  will  make  It  clear  to  the 
world,  esFjeclally  to  Soviet  Russia,  that  Free 
Asia  knows  the  dangers  from  the  Commu- 
nists to  her  vital  Interests,  her  Ideals,  and 
her  very  existence  and  Is  fighting  to  defend 
them. 

The  flght  is  between  free  Asians  and  Com- 
munUt  Asians.  They  have  to  fight  each 
other  because  Russia  made  them  fight,  be- 
ginning in  Korea.  When  all  Asians  realize 
this  fact,  they  should  and  they  will  unite 
and  fif<ht  Russia,  the  provocateur  and  the 
expectant  beneficiary  of  Asia's  division  Into 
free  and  slave  peoples. 
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AMCUCA   AND  RXIBSU 

The  Americans  and  her  associates  of  liks 
Ideals  are  supporting  Free  Asia.  The  Rus- 
sians and  her  satellites  are  supporting  Com- 
munist Asia.  The  Americans  are  using  their 
men  and  materials,  but  the  Russians  are 
lising  only  their  materials  and  seeing  to  it 
that  their  recipients,  the  Chinese  Commu- 
nists and  North  Koreans,  are  bound  under 
obligation  to  pay  for  them.  Russians  are 
tx>th  creditcnrs — \nA  they  are  heartless  cred- 
itors— and  investors,  and  they  expect  to  har- 
vest unconscionably  heavy  returns  tioax  their 
Investments. 

It  is  Russia,  not  America,  that  Is  making 
Asians  flght  Asians  for  her  benefit.  After 
the  fighting  is  finished  and  there  is  peace, 
the  Americans  will  withdraw  bag  and  bag- 
gage from  Asia,  but  the  Russians  will  stay 
there,  try  to  run  the  Asians,  and  gather  all 
the  material  benefits  that  they  can.  Asians 
should  realize  these  facts  before  it  is  too  late. 

In  helping  more  free  Asians  to  get  into 
the  armed  forces  to  flght  the  Communist 
Asians  whom  Russia  has  incited  to  start  the 
flght  between  them,  America  is  simply  heed- 
ing their  appeal  to  aid  them  defend  them- 
selves from  the  C<Mxununlsts.  They  covet 
the  honor  of  fighting  for  their  country. 
They  abhor  communism.  They  detest  the 
Communists.  They  reject  Russian  imperial- 
ism, colonialism,  and  milltarlsin  that  are 
behind  the  Russian  conquering  enterprises 
for  material  gain  which  they  hypocritically 
describe  as  "liberating"  peoples.  And  they 
know  that  the  so-called  peace  movements 
sponsored  by  Russia  are  nothing  but  prepa- 
rations for  more  conquests  and  her  publi- 
cized previndlcation  of  them.  These  things 
are  clear.  Free  Asia  is  coming  to  know  them 
with  mounting  conviction  and  indignation. 

The  common  peoples  of  both  free  and 
Communist  Asia  are  of  the  same  blood,  of 
the  same  upbringing,  and  of  the  same  aspira- 
tion, which  is  to  live  In  peace.  In  freedom, 
and  In  plenty.  Russian  communism  and 
Russian  domination  will  make  slaves  and 
roboU  of  them.  What  they  should  all  do 
is  to  tell  the  Russians  that  they  can  take  care 
of  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way  and 
leave  their  countries  for  good  and  all. 

ASIANS  OVERSEAS 

Those  Asians  who  are  out  of  their  cotmtry 
should  bestir  themselves  in  the  different 
countries  of  their  residence  and  exert  their 
aid  and  influence  in  the  flght  against  the 
local  Communists,  then  cooperate  actively  in 
the  struggle  that  is  going  on  in  Korea  and 
China.  This  applies  especially  to  the  12 
million  Chinese  overseas,  most  of  whom  are 
anti-Communist  and  live  in  southeast  Asian 
countries,  where  through  hard  work  they 
have  amassed  flnanclal  competence.  There  is 
here  an  open  field  of  beneficial  cooperation, 
which  should  be  surveyed,  harnessed,  and 
utilized.  America  could  give  the  leadership 
and  inspiration.  Those  Chinese  overseas 
will  surely  respond.  They  could  finance 
their  efforts,  and  they  would  do  it,  too. 
They  could  be  a  big  factor  in  the  fight  against 
the  Communists,  particularly  in  the  work  of 
convincing  their  brothers  under  the  Com- 
munist regime  to  rise  against  that  regime 
and  Join  the  Nationalist  forces  that  will  come 
to  regain  their  country  from  the  Russian- 
dominated  Chinese  Communists. 

AMBUCAM  BtTREATTCRACT 

Channels  should  be  kept  wide  open  for 
Asians,  both  in  ofllcial  and  private  life,  to 
exchange  views  with  Americans  on  the  co- 
ordinating of  and  cooperation  of  efforts. 
Government  bureaucracy  of  the  flat,  nar- 
row-minded kind  must  not  be  allowed  to 
Impair  that  exchange. 

ASIA   AND  XUBOPB 

It  most  be  frankly  stated  that  free 
Asians  are  somewhat  dismayed  at  the  appar- 
ent differences  in  opinions  between  the 
UnlUd  SUtes  and  Oreat  Britain  on  some 


basic  matters  concerning  Asia.  The  status 
Of  and  attitude  toward  Formosa  Is  one  of 
those  matters.  The  trading  with  Commu- 
nist China  Is  another.  The  recognition  of 
Communist  China  is  still  another.  In  the 
face  of  these  differences  the  Communists  are 
presenting  a  solid  front.  When  It  is  con- 
sidered that  a  greater  part  of  Asia,  consisting 
of  India,  Btuma,  and  Indonesia,  is  indifferent 
to  Communist  aggressions  outside  of  their 
respective  territories,  the  task  of  facing  up 
to  the  united  Communists  is  rendered  more 
difficult. 

There  are,  above  all,  voices  both  In  Europe 
and  America  saying  that  Asia  is  not  relative- 
ly as  vital  as  Europe  in  the  struggle  against 
the  Communists  and  that,  therefore,  most 
of  the  sinews  for  the  struggle  should  be 
concentrated  on  8upi>ortlng  Europe,  although 
there  is  actual  fighting  going  on  in  Asia 
and  none  in  Europe. 

That  Is  a  short-sighted,  selfish,  and  sui- 
cidal view.  There  is  only  one  front  against 
the  Communists  and  it  Is  the  continuous, 
consolidated  front  of  all  free  nations  in 
Europe,  Asia,  and  other  continents  and 
Islands  the  world  over. 

STALIN    ON    ASIA 

Premier  Josef  Stalin  said  that  the  way 
to  conquer  Europe  Is  by  conquering  Asia 
first.  He  has  weighty  reasons  for  that  state- 
ment. For  after  conquering  Asia,  which  he 
considers  easier  to  do— and  the  Russians 
have  already  conquered  a  big  slice  of  Asia, 
China — then  they  will  have  only  one  front 
to  defend,  the  European  front.  And  then 
they  can  start  the  conquest  of  Europe,  using 
Asian  manpower  and  resources.  That  would 
make  Europe  even  with  the  aid  of  America 
well-nigh  untenable. 

There  is  only  one  way  open  to  the  free 
world — it  is  unity  in  counsel  and  action  all 
along  tlie  line  and  among  all  the  peoples 
concerned  wherever  they  may  be  found — 
east,  west,  north,  and  south.  Therefore  let 
free  Europe,  free  America,  and  free  Asia 
stand  together  in  one  cohesive,  formidable 
unit  and  face  and  fight  the  Communists 
with  all  their  combined  wisdom  and  re- 
sources. That  is  what  their  self-preservation 
urgently  and  clearly  demands.  That  is  what 
they  have  to  do  if  the  world  Is  to  remain  free 
and  not  Communist. 

RATS  OF  BOFZ  IN  ASIA 

The  Asians  are  coming  to  realize  that 
there  are  two  fatal  threats  to  their  way  of 
life — communism  and  Russlanlsm.  Of  the 
two,  Russlanlsm  \b  Infinitely  the  worse  be- 
cause It  is  the  combination  of  the  two 
threats. 

Russlanlsm  Is  greed,  exploitation,  slavery. 
Imperialism,  colonialism,  and  militarism 
which  all  work  for  Russia's  selfish  aggran- 
dizement. Asia  does  not  want  Russlanlsm 
now  under  the  Communist.  It  Is  thoroughly 
repugnant  to  the  nature  of  the  Asians  and 
obnoxious  to  their  culture  and  religion. 

Russia  Is  using  today  communism  as  an 
ideology  with  which  to  conquer  other  peo- 
ples as  the  former  European  colonizing 
countries  used  the  Christian  religion  as  one 
of  the  excuses  to  establish  their  dominion 
In  new  lands  beyond  the  secu.  It  happened 
that  Christianity  was,  and  is,  good,  while 
communism  Is  bad,  thoroughly  bad.  The 
basic  motivation  of  Russia  today  Is  the  same 
as  the  motivation  of  the  colonising  nations 
of  yesterday:  Tt  is  economic,  the  acquisition 
of  wealth  for  self-aggrandizement.  Com- 
munism is  eminently  materlalistio — ^we  must 
never  forget  that. 

The  Chinese  people  will  never  reconcile 
themselves  to  Russlanlsm  that  came  to  their 
country  on  the  battlewagon  of  communism. 
Let  us  give  them  help  and  hope  so  they  will 
be  emboldened  to  thrust  aside  both  Russian. 
Ism  and  commtmism  when  their  brothers 
outside  come  at  last  to  their  rescue.  The 
other  free  Asians,  who  are  not  yet  under  the 
heels  of  Russlanlsm  and  communism,  could 
and  would  aid  them  morally  and  materially. 


They  have  to  do  it  for  their  own  self -preser- 
vation from  the  Communists  and  the  Rus« 
sians. 

Russlanlsm  and  communism  have  not  yet 
sent  their  rcx)ts  deep  in  the  soil  of  Asia  and 
their  tentacles  have  not  yet  completely  con- 
stricted the  life  of  Asians.  There  is  yet  hope 
that  the  roots  could  be  pulled  out  and  the 
tentacles  cut  off.  The  leadership  will  have 
to  come  from  the  outside.  It  must  give 
both  the  inspiratlcxi  and  the  tools.  Ltet  us 
give  them  the  things  they  need  for  their 
vindication  and  emancipation  and  for  the 
safety  and  well-being  of  the  free  world. 


EXTENSION  OP  REKfARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to : 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Dague  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  Hope  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Bluefield  Chamber 
of  Commerce. 

Mr.  Reed  of  Illinois  and  to  include  an 
editorial  appearing  in  the  Saturday 
Evening  Post. 

Mr.  Urr  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  and  to  in- 
clude a  resolution  from  the  Nebraska 
Legislature. 

Mr.  OsTESTAG  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Jenkins  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keogh  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Eberharter). 

Mr.  EviNs  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Dempstt  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Lane  in  four  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  YoRTY  in  seven  instances  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Magnttson  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  a  constituent. 

Mr.  PoRAND  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania  in  two 
instances  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Addonizio  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  SiEMiNSKi  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Addonizio)  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Frazikr  and  to  include  an  article 
from  the  Chattanooga  Times. 

Mr.  Hagem  of  C^alifomia  in  two  in- 
stances in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  in  2  instances 
in  1  to  include  an  editorial  and  in  the 
second  instance  a  news  article. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  three  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  editorials. 

Mr.  Cannon  in  2  instances,  in  1  to  in- 
clude a  letter  on  the  livestock  situation 
and  in  the  other  an  address  by  £>r.  Car- 
michael,  incoming  Secretary  of  the 
Smithsonian  Institution,  delivered  on 
Friday  evening,  February  13. 

Mr.  BUROICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
a  very  important  matter  to  present  to 
the  House.  I  am  informed  by  the  Public 
Printer  that  the  cost  of  printing  is  $294. 
But,  I  think  these  $294  will  save  millions 
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of  dollars  when  we  get  through  with  It. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent,  therefore,  to 
extend  my  remarks  notwithstanding  the 
extra  cost.    

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Bow  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  jAvrrs  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  August  H.  Andrkskn  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  HiKSTAin)  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial from  the  Omaha  World-Telegram 
under  date  of  February  11. 

Mr.  Ford  and  to  include  a  speech  by 
Mr.  Charles  R.  Sligh. 

Mr.  MxTLTnt  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Eluott  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Phust)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Halx  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hal- 
Lscx)  and  to  Include  an  address. 

Mr.  Pattzhson. 

Mr.  HosMKR  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanlmoxis  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Dkank.  for  the 
remainder  of  the  week,  on  account  of 
official  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  POULSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to :  accordingly 
at  2  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday.  February  25,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

490.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  a 
letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission,  transmitting 
a  report  on  backlog  of  pending  applica- 
tions and  hearing  cases  in  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  as  of  Jan- 
uary 31,  1953,  pursuant  to  section  5  (e) 
of  the  Communications  Act  as  amend- 
ed July  16,  1952,  by  Public  Law  554,  was 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMriTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,   as  follows: 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Joint  Resolution  157.  Joint 
resolution  to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the 
National  Housing  Act,  as  amended;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  81).  Referred  to  the 
House  Calendar. 

Mr.  L«COMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Concurrent  Resolution 
64.  Concurrent  resolution  authorizing  the 
Washington  State  Whitman  Statue  Commit- 
tee to  place  temporarily  in  the  rotunda  of 
the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the  late  Dr.  Marcus 
Whitman,  the  holding  of  ceremonies,  and 
jf>emunent  location  In  Statuary  Hall;  with- 


out amendment  (Rept.  No.  83).  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  LcCOMFTK:  Committee  on  Hovise  Ad- 
ministration. H.  R.  2230.  A  bill  to  amend 
the  act  of  June  23,  1940.  as  amended,  to  re- 
move the  monthly  limitations  on  official 
long-distance  telephone  calls  and  official 
telegrams  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives without  affecting  the  annual 
limitation  on  such  telephone  calls  and  tele- 
grams; with  an  amendment  ^Rept.  No.  83). 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LkCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  149.  Reso- 
lution revising  method  of  payments  for  fold- 
ing speeches  and  pamphlets,  Doorkeeper's 
department;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
84).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LxCOMPTK;  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  131.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  expenses  of 
the  study  and  investigation  authorized  by 
House  Resolution  22;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  86).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  119.  Reso- 
lution providing  funds  for  the  operation  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  86) .  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE:  Committee  on  Post  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  2466.  A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  July  12.  1950  (ch.  460.  64 
Stat.  336) .  as  amended,  which  authorizes  free 
postage  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  In  specified  areas;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  87).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXH.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H.  R.  3397.  A   bill    to    assist    In    preventing 
defective  construction  of  housing  aided  un- 
der   Federal    Housing    Administration    and 
Veterans"  Administration   programs;    to   the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  3398.  A    bill    to    provide   for   the    de- 
tention and  prosecution  of  Communists  and 
former  Communists,  to  provide  that  peace- 
time espionage  may  be  punished   by  death, 
and  for  other  purposes;    to   the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUDGE: 
H.  R.  3399.  A  bill  to  prevent  discrimination 
against  any  type  or  strain  of  white  clover 
seed  In  the  application  of  any  price-support 
programs  for  such  seed;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  3400.  A  bill  relating  to  the  labeling 
of  packages  containing  foreign-produced 
trout  sold  In  the  United  States,  and  requir- 
ing certain  Information  to  appear  on  the 
menus  of  public  eating  places  serving  such 
trout;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CLARDY: 
H.  R.  3401.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  pensions  of 
retired  public  school  employees  shall  be 
exempt  from  Income  tax;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  COON  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3402.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  flnal 
settlement  of  Individual  shares  In  the  tribal 
estate  and  assets  of  the  Klamath  Indians 
through  voluntary  withdrawal  from  mem- 
bership In  the  Klamath  Tribe;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3403.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  deposit 
of  Klamath  Ulbal  loan  funds  In  approved 
depositories;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3404.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure,"  with  respect   to  Sute  Jurisdic- 


tion OTer  offensea  committed  by  or  against 
Indians  Id  the  Indian  country,  and  to  con- 
fer on  the  State  of  Oregon  civil  jurladletlon 
over  Indlaru  In  the  State:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3406.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
servation of  Ash  Mid  wildlife  on  the  Kla- 
math Reservation.  In  Oregon,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H  R.  3406.  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  of 
salaries  and  expenses  of  officials  of  the  Kla- 
math Tribe:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr   CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 
H  R  3407.  A   bin    providing  tax  Incentive 
for  the  creation  of  additional  farm  storage 
facilities;    to   the   Committee  on   Ways   and 
Means. 

By  Mr  D-EWART: 
H  R  3408  A  bill  to  authorise  the  leasing 
of  restricted  Indian  lands  In  the  State  of 
Montana  for  public,  religious,  educational, 
recreational,  residential,  biulneas.  and  other 
purposes  requiring  the  grant  of  long-term 
leases;  to  the  Committee  on  Interlcv  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3409  A  bin  to  terminate  Federal  dU- 
crlmlnatl(>n8  against  the  Indians  of  Mon- 
tana; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

H  R.  3410  A  bill  to  authorize  the  SecreUry 
of  the  Interior  to  transfer  certain  property 
In  the  State  of  New  Mexico  to  the  Deptart- 
ment  of  the  Army,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H  R  3411  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  reestablish  and  correct  the 
boundaries  of  the  Qulncy  National  Ceme- 
tery by  the  exchange  of  Government-owned 
lands  In  the  Quincy-Oraceland  Cemetery. 
Qulncy.  Ill  ;  Ui  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DBWART  (by  request) : 
H  R  3412  A  bill  to  declare  that  the  United 
States  holds  certain  lands  In  tnut  for  the 
Port  Belknap  Indian  Community  of  Mon- 
tana; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular  Affairs. 

H  R  3413  A  hill  to  grant  oil  and  gas  In 
lands  on  the  Fort  Peck  Indian  Reservation. 
Mont  .  to  Individual  Indians  in  certain  cases; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    DOLUNOER: 
H  R  3414    A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  In- 
flatlon,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr    FINO: 
H  R  3415    A  bill  to  provide  a  separate  post 
office  and  stations   thereof  for   the  Borough 
of  the  Bronx.  New  York  City;    to  the  Com- 
mittee an  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr    FOOARTY: 
H  R  3416    A    bill    to    provide    exemption 
from   the   tax   on   adml.sslons;    to   the   Com- 
mltte?  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  3417  A  bill  to  amend  title  4  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  extend  the 
application  of  section  3  of  such  title  and  to 
impose  additional  penalties  thereunder  upon 
persons  who  use  the  flag  of  the  United 
States  for  advertising  purposes,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr  GUBSER: 
H.  R  3418.  A  bill  to  provide  waiver  of  pre- 
miums on  national  service  life  Insurance 
policies  for  certain  disabled  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  3419.  A   bin   to    authorize    a   $50    per 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake 
Band  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  timber  and  lumber  on  the  Red 
Lake  Reservation;   to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HIE8TAND: 
H.  R.  3420.  A   bill    to   amend   the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  Uxpayer  to  de- 
duct, as  a  business  expense,  the  cost  of  pro- 
viding care  for   children   under   12   years  of 
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age,  If  such  care  is  to  enable  the  taxpayer 
to  work  away  from  home;  to  the  Commltte* 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KINO  of  PenneylTinla: 
H.  R.  3431.  A  bUl  to  amend  eeetlon  1701  (d) 
of  the  Internal  Reirenue  Code  to  provide  that 
the  tax  on  admUaions  shall  not  apply  in  the 
case    of    admissions    to    privately    operated 
swimming   pools,   skating  rinks,  and   other 
places  providing  facilities  for  physical  exer- 
cise; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Meana. 
By  Mr.  LANTATP: 
H.  R.  343a.  A  bill  to  amend  section  8460  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  exempt  from 
tax    the   transportation  of   persons   to   and 
from  Central  America  and  to  and  from  the 
West  Indies;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN: 
H.  R.  3433.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  communi- 
cations tax;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  3434.  A  blQ  to  repeal  the  tax  on  ad- 
missions and  the  tax  on  the  transportation 
of  persona;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  MILL^  of  Nebraaka: 
H.  R  3436.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorise  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department 
or  a  member  of  the  Pint  Department  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  Director  of  the  Dis- 
trict Office  of  ClvU  Defeoae,  and  for  other 
purposes",  approved  May  31,  1951;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Dlstrl<:t  of  Coltimbla. 
By  Mr.  UORRISOH: 
H  R.  3436.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  right 
of  appeal  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
in  the  case  of  persons  separated  from  the 
classified  dvU  service  Ux  any  cause  other 
than  reduction  in  force,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN: 
H.  R.  3427.  A  bUl  to  exempt  certain  non- 
profit  organizations   from   the   tax   impoeed 
on  bowling  alleys  and  billiard  and  pool  ta- 
bles; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  RKID  of  IllinoU: 
H.  R.  3438.  A  bill  to  amend  tiUe  VI  of  the 
bplonage  Act  of  1917,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3439.  A  bUl  to  amend  cUuse  (4)  of 
section  36  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as  amend- 
ed; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RCWSI(»i  of  Kentucky: 
H.R.  3430.  A  biU  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  additional  district  Judge 
for  the  western  district  of  Kentucky;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  3431.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  sUtute  of 
limitations  in  the  case  of  criminal  prosecu- 
tions of  offenses  arising  under  the  internal 
revenue  laws;  to  the  C3mmittee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H  R.  3433.  A  bill  to  provide  for  attorneys' 
Hens  in  proceedings  before  the  courts  or 
other  departmenu  and  agencies  of  the 
United  SUtes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
H.  R.  3433.  A  bUl  to  Increase  the  limitation 
of  expenditures  for  projects  for  the  develop- 
ment at  faculties  for  water  storage  and  uti- 
lization In  arid  and  semlarld  areas  of  the 
United  States  under  the  act  of  August  38, 
1937;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Agriculture. 

H.R.  3434.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  remove  the  limitation  that 
medical  expenses  shall  be  allowed  in  cer- 
Uln  cases  only  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceed 6  percent  of  the  adjusted  gross  income; 
to  the  Committee  on  W^iys  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3435.  A  bill  to  reduce  the  excise  tax 
on  coin-operated  and  gaming  devices;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


MEMORIAI^ 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memo- 
rlals  were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  PATTBN:  Ifemorlal  of  the  Legls- 
lattire  of  the  State  of  Arizona,  requesting 
that  the  Congress  enact  a  measure  estab- 
lishing a  national  cemetery  in  the  State  of 
Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Arizona  requesting  that  legislation 
be  enacted  providing  that  revenue  accruing 
to  the  United  States  Government  from  the 
production  of  offshore  or  tldelands  oil  be  ap- 
portioned to  the  several  States  for  aid  to 
schools  on  a  per  capita  basis;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature  of  the  SUte  of  Arizona,  memorializ- 
ing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  national  cemeteries, 
and  requesting  the  establishment  of  a  ceme- 
tery in  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  requesting  stabilization  of 
the  market  for  metals  at  prices  consistent 
with  the  prevailing  domestic  economic  level 
through  the  enactment  of  constructive  legis- 
lation providing  for  a  sliding  scale  stabiliza- 
tion import  tax;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

Also,  menoorlal  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  relating  to  providing 
for  the  control  of  noxious  weeds  on  federally 
owned  or  controlled  lands;  to  the  Committee 
on  AgTlcuIttire. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  requesting  immediate 
authorization  of  sale  by  the  General  Land 
Office  of  sites  In  excess  of  160  acres  needed 
for  Industrial  planta,  mills,  and  related  uses; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BOLAND   (by  request) : 

H.  R.  343«.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Ettore 
Penna;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3437.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panta- 
leone  Capuano;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3438.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Adalglsa 
CarpaneUl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R. 3439.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  LouU 
Belkln;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3440.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Prank 
E.  Somogyvari;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  3441.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Jeannette  Pelletler;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOLAND: 

H.  R.  3443.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Giammarco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  BJr.  BOLAND  (by  request) : 

H.R.  3443.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Strani;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlclaiy. 
By  B£r.  BRYSON: 

H.R.  3444.  A   bUl   for  the   relief   of   Tokl 
Taeko;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H.  R.  3446.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Tsl 
Au  Li  (Tsl  Ozlou  Li);  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  r 

H.R.  3440.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Bmlly  Wllhelm;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOVAN: 

H.R.  3447.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Paccione  Pica;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


By  Ut.  PINO: 
H.  R.  3448.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Vlncenzo 
Governall;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  GREEN: 
H.  R.  3449.  A  bUl   for   the  relief  of  Plotr 
Kowalczyk;   to  the  CoEomlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  GUBSSt: 
H.R.  3450.  A  bUl   for  the  relief  of   John 
C.  Schock;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary.   

By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.R.  3451.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Szlama 
Szameth;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  3453.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Fischer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLIFIELD: 
H.R. 3453.  A   biU   for   the   relief   of   Mrs. 
Jullanna  Hoecker;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.R.  3454.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Kon- 
stantin  Johannes  Korve;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLT  (by  request) : 
H.R.  3455.  A    bUl    for   the    relief   of   Jalal 
Rashtlan;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3456.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Vera 
Suhrawardy  and  her  two  sons,  Oleg-Jerry 
Calder  and  Gleb  Zahld  Stihrawardy;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judicary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
H.  R.  3457.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Eva 
Annelles  Pahl  Conway;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEAN  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3458.  A    bill    conferring    Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the 
BoUnroes  Chemictil  Co..  Inc.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  KEE: 
H.R.  3450.  A   bUl    foe   the    relief   of    Etn- 
manuel  Maragoudakls;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 
H.  R.  3460.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julieta 
Juaridinl  Sherry;  to  the  Coomilttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  06MERS: 
H.  R.  3461.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Cracollce;  to  the  Ccnunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  3463.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joaqulm 
Tomas  Lleno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3463.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Solomon 
Manulkln;  to:  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  PRIEST: 
H.R. 3464.  A   bUl   for  the   relief   of  Mar- 
garetha  Poediach;  to  the  Cc»nmlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
H.R.  3465.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Balci 
Pompeo  (also  known  as  John  Base);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Itr.  VAN  PELT: 
H.R.  3466.  A   bUl    for   the   relief    of   Mrs. 
Mary  Perouz  Derderlan  Donaldson;    to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DONOVAN: 
H.  J.  Res.  301.  Joint  resolution  of  the  relief 
of  certain  alien  refugees;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

70.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Petition  of  the 
New  Jersey  Stata  Poultry  Association  oppos- 
ing further  continuation  of  price  supporto  on 
any  agricultural  producta;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture.         

71.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Asso- 
ciated   Townsend    Clube    of    Dade    County, 
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Miami,  Pla.,  requesting  passage  of  H.  B.  2440 
and  H.  B.  2447.  Federal  social  security  for 
all;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


SENAH 

Wednesday,  February  25, 1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God,  as  in  reverence  we 
hallow  Thy  name,  so  may  we  hallow  our 
own  SIS  we  keep  our  honor  bright, 
our  hearts  pure,  our  ideals  untarnished, 
and  our  devotion  to  the  Nation's  weal 
high  and  true.  In  these  fateful  days  for 
whose  dA^isions  the  future  will  judge  us. 
by  Thine  enabling  might  may  we  main- 
tain our  integrity  unsullied  by  animosi- 
ties, prejudices,  or  personal  ambitions. 
Save  us  from  the  disguises  and  pretenses 
of  our  own  hearts  which  make  us  un- 
worthy to  wear  the  vesture  of  the  gallant 
knighthood  of  Thine  eternal  purpose  for 
human  brotherhood.  As  our  frail  hands 
have  a  part  in  the  shaping  of  the  world 
that  is  to  be,  give  to  us  the  vision,  the 
wisdom,  and  the  courage  that  will  make 
for  both  justice  and  lasting  peace  in  all 
the  earth.  We  ask  it  in  the  Redeemer's 
name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  Feb- 
ruary 23,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  nomina- 
tions were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  ^ouse  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  2230)  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  23,  1949.  as 
amended,  to  remove  the  monthly  limita- 
tions on  official  long-distance  telephone 
calls  and  official  telegrams  of  Membei-s 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  without 
affecting  the  annual  limitation  on  such 
telephone  calls  and  telegrams,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  res- 
olution (S.  Con.  Res.  4)  authorizing  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  prayers 
offered  by  the  Chaplain,  the  Reverend 
Peter  Marshall.  D.  D.,  at  the  opening  of 
the  daily  sessions  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  during  the  80th  and  81st 
Congresses. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  64)  authorizing 
the  Washington  State  Whitman  Statue 
Committee  to  place  temporarily  in  the 
rotunda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman,  the  holding 
of  ceremonies,  and  ipermanent  location 


In  Statuary  Hall,  in  which  It  requested- 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  it  is  nec- 
essary for  me  to  be  absent  from  the  city 
for  the  next  3  or  4  days.  I  ask  that  I  be 
excused  from  attendance  on  sessions  of 
the  Senate  until  Monday  next. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Clekents,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Kilgore  was  ex- 
cused from  attendance  upon  the  session 
of  the  Senate  today. 


COMMITTEE    MEETING   DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  was  au- 
thorized to  meet  this  afternoon  during 
the  session  of  the  Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Proposed    Supplemental    Apprgpriatton    To 
Pat  Claims  for  Damages.  Audited  Claims, 
and  judomtnts  (s.  doc.  no.  19) 
A  communication    from   the   President   of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  a  proposed 
supplemental  appropriation  to  pay  claims  ror 
damages,    audited    claims,    and    Judgments 
rendered  against   the   United  States,  In   the 
amount  of  »13.230,037.30  ^wllh  accompanying 
papers);    to    the    Committee    on    Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Report  on  Backlog  or  Pending  Applications 
AND  Hearing  Cases,  Federal  Communica- 
tions Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  a  report  on  backlog  of  pei.ding 
applications  and  hearing  cases  In  that  Com- 
mission, as  of  January  31,  1953  (with  an 
accompanying  report):  *o  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign   Commerce. 


OFFSHORE   OR   TIDELAND   OIL   DE- 
POSITS—LETTER AND  MEMORIAL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Arizona,  transmitting  a  copy 
of  a  memorial  of  the  house  of  repre- 
sentatives of  that  State,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Omci  or  THE  Governor, 

State  Housi. 
Phoenix.  Ariz.,  February  19,  1953. 
Hon.  BiCBARO  NizoN, 

President   oj   the   United   Statex   Sen- 
ate,  Senate   Office  Building,   Wa^ih- 
ington,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dear  Mr.  President:  Enclosed  herewith 
you   will   And   a   certified   copy   of   Arizona's 
House  Memorial  No.  2  relating  to  cflshore  or 
tldeland  oil  deposits. 

You  win  note  that  this  Is  a  memorial  of 
the   house  of  representatives  only. 

Fnirthermore,  this  letter  is  not  meant  to 
carry  any  implication  of  endorsement  on  my 
part  of  the  sentiments  expressed  In  the  me- 
morial. 

Sincerely, 

Howard  Ptle, 

Governor. 


House  Memorial  2 

Memorial  relaUng  to  offshore  or  tldeland  oil 

deposits 
To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
Tour  memorialist  respectfully  represents- 
The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has 
ruled  that  offshore  oil  deposits,  also  known 
as  tldeland  oil  deposits,  belong  to  all  the 
people  of  the  United  SUtes.  The  Congress 
of  the  United  States  has  in  study  legislation 
to  define  the  mileage  limits  of  the  coutal 
States. 

In  recent  years  the  cost  of  building,  main- 
taining, and  operating  schools  has  Increased 
to  an  extent  rendering  it  extremely  difficult 
for  State  and  local  taxing  units  to  provide 
adequate  facilities  for  the  growing  number  of 
children  of  schotjl  age.  It  is  estimated  that 
Arizona  alone  needs  a  hundred  and  twenty 
million  dollars  to  take  care  of  urgent  school 
needs. 

Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  SUte  of  Arlsona. 
urgently  requests: 

1.  That  legislation  be  enacted  providing 
that  revenue  accruing  to  the  United  States 
Government  from  the  production  of  offshore 
or  tidelands  oil  be  apportioned  to  the  sev- 
eral States  for  aid  to  schools  on  a  per  capiu 
basis. 

Passed    the    house    February   9,    1963. 
Filed    in    the    office    of    the    secretary    of 
state   February  8.   1953. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 
Petitions,   etc..    were   laid    before   the 
Senate,  or  presented,   and  referred  as 

indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  Stat* 
of  Nebraska:  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  «n<l 

Administration; 

'•Legislative  Resolution  6 

"Whereas  the  various  States  have  enacted 
primary  election  laws  that  vary  In  the 
method  of  obtaining  an  advisory  Tote  on 
presidential  candidates;  and 

"Whereas  It  would  be  more  representative 
of  the  people  If  the  advisory  vote  obtained 
before  the  national  conventions  was  uni- 
form    Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Re.tolved  by  the  members  of  the  Nebraska 
Leguilature  m  6Sth  session  assembled — 

"l.  That  the  Cowgress  of  the  United  SUtes 
enact  a  law  establishing  a  uniform  election 
procedure  for  obtaining  an  advisory  vote  for 
presidential  candidates. 

"2.  That  copies  of  this  resolution,  suitably 
engrossed,  be  transmitted  by  the  clerk  of 
the  legislature  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  as  Presiding  OfHcer  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
SUtes.  and  to  each  Member  from  Nebraska 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
"Charles  J.  Warnxr. 
"President  of  the  Legislature." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Concurrent   Resolution  8 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  provide  for  the  control  of  noxious  weeds 
on  federally  owned  or  controlled  lands 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  ( the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concurring)  : 

"Whereas  federally  owned  and  controUed 
lands  are  infested  with  noxious  weeds,  which 
Infestation  u  increasing  and  spreading;  and 
"Whereas  these  areas  so  Infested  are  a 
menace  to  other  lands,  private  and  public, 
and  a  handicap  to  State  weed  control  officers 
In  performing  their  duUes;  and 

"Whereas  Federal  agencies  often  fail  to 
cooperate  with  SUte  laws;  and 
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*'Whereas  In  the  second  session  of  the  82d 
Congress  the  Honorable  K.vrl  Mxnnn  and  the 
Honorable  Harold  O.  Loviix  Introduced  bUls 
providing  for  the  control  of  noxious  weeds  on 
federally  owned  or  controlled  lands,  which 
bills  are  being  held  In  abeyance:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

•■Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  33d  ses- 
sion of  the  South  Dakota  Legislature,  the 
House  of  Representatives  <-oncurrlng  therein, 
do  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  provide  for  the  control  of  noxious 
weeds  on  federally  owned  or  controlled 
lands;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  the  United  SUtes,  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agrlculttire 
of  both  Houses  of  Congrets,  to  United  SUtes 
Senator  Karl  Mundt,  to  United  States  Sen- 
ator Francis  Cask,  to  Ccngressman  Harold 
O.  LovRE,  to  Congressman  E.  Y.  Eerrt,  and  to 
the  presiding  officers  ol  both  Houses  of 
Congress. 

"Bex  Terrt, 
"Lieutenant  Goverior,  President  of 
the  Senate. 

"Hobart  H.  Gates, 
"Speaker  of  the  House." 

Four  Jol^c  resolutions  ol  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Wyoming,  relating  to  the  Colo- 
rado River  storage  project;  development  of 
land  and  water  resources;  opposition  of  peo- 
ple of  Wyoming  to  any  fcrm  of  Federal,  re- 
gional, or  watershed  authorities,  and  grant- 
inK  to  the  SUte  of  Wyoming  all  of  the  land 
and  minerals  within  the  ionflnes  of  lU  bor- 
ders, with  the  exceptlori  of  the  national 
])ark8  and  national  moiiumenU,  national 
forests,  and  lands  for  na.lonal  defense  and 
promotion  of  aviation  and  agriculture;  to 
the  Committee  on  luu^rlor  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

( See  Joint  resolutions  pilnted  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  Barretf  on  February  30, 
1953,  pp.  1291-1202,  Conciikssional  Record.) 

A  resolution  adopted  b]-  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors of  Riverside  County.  Calif.,  favor- 
ing the  enactment  of  legislation  to  provide 
sufficient  funds  to  bring  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration hosplUl  projxam  to  the  needed 
standards  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  veteran 
]>opulatlon  of  California:  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Wellare. 

*A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Associated 
Townsend  Clubs  of  Dad<;  County,  Fla.,  at 
Bay  Front  Park,  Miami,  favoring  the  substi- 
tution of  the  so-called  Townsend  old-age 
pension  plan  for  the  present  social  security 
program:  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr    OOLDWATi:B: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  thu  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
iior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial   1 
"Joint  memorial  relating  to  national  ceme- 
teries, and  requesting  the  esUblishment  of 
a  cemetery  in  Arizona 
"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"Because  of  climatic  conditions  highly 
beneficial  to  persons  afflicted  with  certain 
terlous  and  often  faUl  ailments,  Arizona  has 
attracted  to  lu  borders  many  thousands  of 
war  veterans. 

"Due  to  this  migration  from  all  parU  of  the 
nation  of  veterans  desirous  of  receiving  the 
beneflu  of  these  exceptlor.ally  favorable  con- 
ditions, the  veteran  population  of  Arizona  is 
probably  greater  proportionally  than  that  of 
any  other  State,  and  Is  iiteadlly  Increasing. 
"In  addition  to  the  maintenance  of  several 
veterans'  hospitals  In  th<  State  there  are  a 
number  of  military  and  :aaval  Installations. 
"For  the  reasons  given  It  Is  obvious  that 
the  need  for  a  national  cemetery  In  Arizona 
Is  both  real  and  \irgent. 

"Wherefore  your  memo-lalist,  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Bute  of  Arizona,  prays: 

"1.  That  the  Congress  enact  a  measure 
e^itabllshlng  a  national  cemetery  In  the  State 
of  Arizona. 


"Adopted  by  the  senate  January  20,  1953. 

"Adopted  by  the  house  February  13,  1953. 

"Approved  by  the  governor  February  19, 
1953. 

"Filed  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of 
sUte  February  19.  1953." 

(The  VICE  PBESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Arizona,  Identical  with  the 
foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.) 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota,  relating  to  the 
development  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence 
waterway;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Belatlons. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in  the 
full  when  presented  by  Mr.  Thte  on  February 
23,  1953,  p.  1346,  Congressional  Bxcord.) 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  MINNESOTA  DI- 
VISION. IZAAK  WALTON  LEAGUE 
OP  AMERICA.  INC. 

Mr.  HUMPiniEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  resolutions  adopted  by 
the  Minnesota  Division  of  the  Izaak 
Walton  League  of  America.  Inc.,  at  their 
30th  armual  convention  on  December  5 
and  6.  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table, 
and  to  be  printed  in  the  Recokd,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolutions  Passed  bt  the  Thihtteth  An- 
nual Convention  or  the  Minnesota  Di- 
vision, IzAAK  Walton  League  of  America, 
Inc..  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  December  5  and 
6,  1952 

Be  it  resolved.  That  the  Minnesota  Division, 
Izaak  Walton  League  of  America,  approve  the 
following  Missouri  Blver  Basin  declaration 
adopted  at  the  Four-State  Izaak  Walton 
League  Natural  Resource  Conference  held  at 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  October  18  and  19,  1952: 

1.  This  conference  of  leaders  of  the  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota  di- 
visions of  the  Izaak  Walton  League  of 
America  expresses  a  continuing  affirmative 
interest  in  the  appropriate  conservation  and 
development  of  the  renewable  natural  re- 
sources of  the  Missouri  River  Basin  In  the 
long-range  public  well-being. 

2.  We  hold  that  this  conservation  and  de- 
velopment can  take  place  best  on  the  basis  of 
facts  learned  through  an  atl-lncluslve  and 
continuing  inventory  of  the  basin's  resources, 
coupled  with  a  sound  projection  of  the  needs 
of  the  basin  In  relation  to  national  needs, 
and  that  present  Inventories  are  not  com- 
prehensive and  available  to  the  public. 

3.  We  subscribe  to  the  necessity  for  the 
sUtlng  of  a  national  policy  relating  to  the 
proper  use,  treatment,  and  management  of 
the  resources  of  soil,  water,  and  the  plants 
and  animals  dependent  upon  soil  and  water, 
based  on  inventories  and  foreseeable  needs, 
and  the  application  of  that  policy  to  the 
Missouri  Basin,  realizing  that  the  chief  re- 
sponsibility of  any  successful  soU  and  mois- 
ture conservation  program  resU  with  the  in- 
dividual living  on  the  land. 

4.  We  hold  that  In  essence  the  sUtement 
of  a  national  policy  produced  by  the  Natural 
Resources  Council  of  America  and  endorsed 
by  our  national  Izaak  Walton  League  Is  an 
appropriate  policy,  pending  possible  revision 
based  upon  Inventory  and  projection  of  need. 

5.  We  reject,  as  unsound  and  undesirable, 
the  Idea  of  complete  domination  and  opera, 
tlon  of  plans  and  programs  for  the  conserva- 
tion and  development  of  the  described  re- 
sources by  governmental  agencies  alone,  in- 
cluding a  Missouri  Valley  Authority. 

0.  We  advocate  the  esUblishment  of  effec- 
tive management  and  a  review  procedure  for 


the  basin  that  will  give  full  and  democratic 
powers  and  responsibilities  to  local.  State, 
and  national  levels  of  government,  with 
domlna'^ion  by  no  one  level,  and  In  which 
the  private  citizens  of  the  basin  shall  be 
given  an  effective  voice. 

7.  We  commend  this  expression  to  our  na- 
tional organization  for  consideration  and 
action,  and  to  the  people  of  the  Missouri 
Basin.  It  Is  our  hope  that  it  will  become 
the  foundation  for  a  peoples'  program  for 
the  Missouri  Basin,  and  that  action  wUl  be 
taken  In  the  Immediate  future  to  give  It  life 
and  Implementation. 

Whereas  recreational  uses,  hunting,  fish- 
ing, and  trapping,  have  become  much  more 
ImporUnt  than  navigation  on  the  Upper 
Mississippi  River:  Be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Mlnnesote  Division  of 
the  Izaak  Walton  League  of  America  request 
the  next  Minnesota  Legislature  to  memorial- 
ize the  United  States  Congress  to  amend  the 
Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  to  "include  adminis- 
tration of  rivers  for  recreation  and  wildlife 
as  well  as  navigation." 

resolution  10 

Whereas  the  national  forests,  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  Forest  Serv- 
ice, comprise  a  fundamental  smd  Important 
part  of  our  national  resources;  and 

Whereas  these  national  forests  are  one  of 
the  few  Federal  enterprises  returning  an 
Income  In  excess  of  appropriations;  and 

Whereas  appropriations  for  development 
and  administration  of  the  national  foresU 
have  shrunk  to  very  unsatisfactory  levels; 
Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  MlnnesoU  Division  of 
the  Izaak  Walton  League  urges  full  support 
of  the  efforts  of  the  United  SUtes  Forest 
Service  In  the  development  and  administra- 
tion of  the  timber,  water,  recreational,  wild- 
life, range,  and  other  resources  of  the 
national  foresU. 

RESOLUTION   11 

Whereas  the  Minnesota  Division  of  the 
Izaak  Walton  League  has  over  many  years 
strongly  supported  the  Superior  National 
Forest  Roadless  Area  ;»T>gram,  and  espe- 
cially the  air-space  reservation;  and 

Whereas  this  air-space  reservation  was  up- 
held in  a  test  case  In  district  Federal  court. 
It  is  now  being  appealed:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  MlnnesoU  Division  of 
the  Izaak  Walton  League  continue  lU  vigor- 
ous support  of  the  program  and  aid  In  the 
enforcement  of  the  air-space  reservation. 

RESOLUTION    IS 

Whereas  the  recreation  and  wildlife  values 
on  our  national  forests  may  equal  or  exceed 
timber  values:  Be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Minnesota  Division  of 
the  Izaak  Walton  League  of  America  re- 
spectfully requests  the  United  States  Con- 
gress to  provide  adequate  funds  for  wildlife 
management  on  our  national  foreste  and 
that  at  least  one  full-time  biologist  be 
maintained  on  each  national  forest. 

Whereas  the  future  of  free  hunting  and 
fishing  In  America  Is  seriously  threatened  by 
problems  of  land  use  and  misuse:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Minnesota  division  Ol 
the  Izaak  Walton  League  arrange  a  meeting 
in  February.  April,  and  November  1953,  to 
be  attended  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Minnesota  Department  of  Agriculture,  De- 
partment of  Conservation,  University  of  Min- 
nesota faculty,  United  SUtes  Fish  and  Wild- 
life Service,  Soil  Conservation  Service,  Pro- 
duction Marketing  Administration,  farmers, 
farm  organizations.  State  and  regional  con- 
servation groups,  railroads.  United  States 
engineers,  and  other  similar  groups  the 
league  may  wish  to  Invite;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  above  said  represenUtlves 
make  Endings  and  recommendations  which 
win  help  solve  the  problems  Involved  in  the 
best  use  of  our  land  by  both  fanners  and 
sportsmen  as  it  Is  affected  by  pothole  drain- 
age, BOll-conservatlon  practices,  spring  and 
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fall  burning,  controlling  irresponsible  hnnt- 
en,  flood  control.  Irrigation,  game  cover, 
reclamation,  undergroiind -water  supplies, 
muskrat  farming,  posting  land  against  tres- 
pass, weed  control,  woodlots  and  tree  farm- 
ing, grass  farming,  restoring  womout  farms. 
and  any  other  activities  properly  coming  un- 
der this  broad  field. 


INDEPENDENCE  OP  LmnJANIA— 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
Lithuanians  of  Westfield,  Mass.,  and  sur- 
rounding cities  and  towns,  relating  to 
the  35th  anniversay  of  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Wkstfiej),  Mass.,  February  22.  1953. 
Tbe  Honorable  John  F.  Kennedy, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deak  Senatob  Kennedt:  At  the  formal 
celebration  of  the  35th  anniversary  of  the 
Independence  of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania, 
held  at  St.  Caslmlr's  Hall  in  Westfield,  Mass., 
on  February  22,  1953,  at  3:00  p.  m..  the  Lith- 
uanians of  Westfield,  Mass..  and  the  many 
Lithuanians  from  the  sxirroundlng  cities  and 
towns  unanimously  and  without  objection 
of  any  kind  adopted  and  passed  the  follow- 
ing resolution: 

"Whereas  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  ever  recognized  among  the  in- 
alienable rights  endowed  man  by  his  CYeator 
the  sovereign  rights  of  all  peoples  to  choose 
for  themselves  the  form  of  government  un- 
der which  they  choose  to  live;  and 

"Whereas  the  liberty-loving  people  of  Lith- 
uania have  always  cherished  self-government 
and  have  ever  resisted  the  tyranny  of  larger 
nations  who  were  bent  on  depriving  them  of 
their    God-given    liberties;    and 

"Whereas  against  those  principles  of  self- 
government,  the  Sovitt  Government  of  Rus- 
sia has  unjustly  deprived  Lithuania  of  her 
independence,  has  enslaved,  pauperized,  and 
is  brutally  persecuting  her  people,  has  killed 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  her  population 
and  has  condemned  about  a  fourth  of  the 
whole  nation  of  Lithuania  to  a  slow  lingering 
death  into  the  barren  and  dreary  wastes  of 
Siberia  and  the  Arctics;  and 

"Whereas  by  this  deliberate  and  systematic 
murder  of  her  people  and  the  ruthless  dep- 
redation of  Lithuania's  wealth,  culture,  and 
Institutions,  the  Soviet  Government  of  Rus- 
sia is  committing  upon  Lithuania  the  hor- 
rible crime  of  genocide,  a  crime  that  has  been 
condemned  by  all  democratic  and  freedom- 
loving  peoples;    and 

"Whereas,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  refuses  to  recognize  and  has  on  re- 
peated occasions  denounced  the  subjugation 
of  Lithuania  and  the  other  Baltic  States  by 
Russia  and  the  present  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  preelection  campaign 
talks  has  stated  that  Lithuania  and  other 
countries  like  her  shoxild  be  freed  from  Rus- 
sian aggression;   and 

"Whereas  Lithuanians  all  over  the  world  by 
appropriate  observance  and  ceremony  will 
commemorate  on  February  16.  1953.  the  35th 
anniversary  of  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence of  the  Republic  of  Uthuania:  Now 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  time  has  come  for  the 
free  world  to  make  more  substanUal  and 
more  frequent  declarations  of  its  indigna- 
tion against  the  crime  of  genocide  now  being 
committed  by  Russia  upon  Lithuania  and 
otber  smaU  nations  and  against  the  break- 
ing of. the  principles  of  international  law, 
morality,  and  human  decency  by  Russia  In 


her  treatment  of  those  countries;  be  it  fur- 
ther 

"Resolved,  That  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  continue  to  recognize  the 
de  Jure  existence  of  the  Republic  of  Uthu- 
ania and  take  immediate  necessary  action 
against  Russia  to  enable  Lithuania  to  re- 
sume her  rightful  place  among  the  free  and 
Independent  nations  of  the  world;  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  ratify  Immediately  the  Geno- 
cide Convention,  an  act  which  will  open  up 
the  way  for  Lithuania  to  present  her  Just 
and  legitimate  case  to  the  free  world  and 
without  which  little  hope  remains  for  the 
poor  unfortunate  victims  of  Soviet  tyranny 
and  aggression;   be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  use  the  influence  of  his  high  office  to 
bring  about  an  Immediate  cessation  of  the 
destruction  of  Lithuania  by  Russia,  to  com- 
pel Russia  to  withdraw  from  Lithuania  with- 
out any  further  delay,  and  to  return  Lithu- 
anian deportees  from  Siberia  and  other  parts 
of  Russia:  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  Lithuania  be  represented 
at  the  United  Nations  by  a  duly  appointed 
delegate  and  the  United  Nations  delay  no 
longer  in  making  a  thorousth  investigation 
of  the  numerous  horrible  crimes  committed 
upon  the  Lithuanian  nation  by  Soviet  Rus- 
sia; be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  Untted 
States.  His  Excellency  Dwlght  D  Eisenhower; 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Honorable  John 
Poster  Dulles:  to  the  chief  delegate  of  the 
United  States  to  the  United  Nations,  the 
Honorable  Henry  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr  :  to  the 
General  Secretary  of  the  United  Nations,  the 
Honorable  Trygve  Lie;  to  the  Senators  of 
Massachusetts,  the  Honorable  Leverett  Sal- 
tonstall  and  the  Honorable  John  P  K->n- 
nedy;  to  the  Representative  from  the  Pir.>;t 
Congressional  District  of  Ma.-^sachusetts.  thp 
Honorable  John  W.  Heselton,  and  to  the 
press. 

"Walter  Minxelis. 

"Chairman. 
"Kazts  Dn>A. 

"Secretary." 


UNION   OR   CLOSED   SHOPS- 
LETTERS 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  some  50  letters  which  I  have 
received  from  workers  in  North  Carolina 
who  are  opposed  to  the  union  or  closed 
shop,  and  who  are  apprehensive  that 
some  legislation  may  be  passed  which 
would  deny  the  right  of  the  worker  to 
exercise  his  free  choice  and  not  become 
a  member  of  the  union. 

Some  of  these  letters  are  from  rail- 
road workers  who  say  that  the  railroads 
are  being  pressured  to  adopt  the  union 
shop  and  thus  eliminate  all  workers  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  union.  This  is  a 
vitally  important  matter  to  all  workers 
regardless  of  the  character  of  their  work. 
The  workers  as  a  whole  are  probably 
more  conscious  of  their  liberty  and  free- 
dom and  more  Jealous  of  preserving  their 
rights  than  most  any  other  group. 

I  have  selected  three  of  these  letters 
as  being  typical  of  the  whole,  and  I  wish 
to  have  these  inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  following  my  remarks,  together 
with  my  reply  to  each  letter.  These 
workers  are  not  antagonistic  to  the 
union,  but  they  wish  to  preserve  their 
own  Individual  rights,  and  they  resent 
being  forced  to  Join  an  organization 
against  their  will  in  order  to  retain  their 
Jobs.  I  share  their  resentment,  and  shall 
oppose  vigorously  the  adoption  of  either 


the  union  shop  or  the  closed  shop,  and 
when  amendments  are  considered  and 
presented  to  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  I  think 
the  right  of  every  worker  to  either  Join 
the  union  or  refuse  to  Join  should  be 
definitely  and  fully  protected.  I  hope 
the  amendments  being  considered  by  the 
committee  will  embody  this  vital  prin- 
ciple. 

When  we  consider  the  fact  that  as  of 
January  1.  1953.  there  were  62  million 
people  gainfully  employed  in  the  United 
States,  and  only  15  million  of  these  be- 
long to  any  union  of  any  kind,  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  understand  how  less  than  one- 
fourth  of  the  workers  feel  that  they 
should  have  the  right  to  force  the  other 
three-fourths  to  join  the  union  or  be 
denied  the  right  to  hold  a  Job  or  to  work 
and  support  their  famihes.  It  would 
seem  that  the  47  million  workers  who 
do  not  belong  to  any  union  should  have 
the  right  to  continue  their  present  status 
unless  they  should  voluntarily  decide 
that  they  wished  to  affiliate  with  the 
union. 

The  people  who  are  clamoring  for  the 
union  or  clo.sed  shop  are  not  the  workers 
but  the  labor  leaders  who  want  to  thus 
increase  their  power  and  authority  and 
achieve  greater  control  over  the  workers 
of  the  country.  Their  power  is  already 
too  great,  and  anything  that  tends  to 
increa.se  this  authority  would  be  adverse 
to  the  workers  as  well  as  to  the  public 
generally. 

I  am  sending  to  the  desk  this  batch  of 
letters  and  asking  that  these,  along  with 
the  letters  which  1  have  asked  to  be  in- 
serted  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  be  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  having  this  pro- 
posed legislation  in  charge,  which  I  as- 
sume is  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  letters 
will  be  received  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and. 
without  objection,  the  letters  wUl  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

The  letters  are  as  follows: 

Wilmington,  n    C.  February  20. 1953 
Senator  Cltde  R    Hoet, 

Washington.   D    C. 

De.\r  Sir.  As  you  no  doubt  know,  the  17 
so-called  nonoperating  brotherhoods  repre- 
sentinK  railroad  employees  are  bringing  pres- 
sure to  bear  on  railroads  throughout  the  Na- 
tion tn  incorporate  the  union-shop  clause 
Into  the  agreements  and  have  already  been 
successful  on  a  numljer  of  roads. 

I  view  this  move  with  alarm  because  I 
feel  that  when  men  and  women  must  belong 
to  and  pay  dues  to  any  organization,  labor 
union  or  otherwise,  in  order  to  earn  a  liv- 
ing for  themselves  and  their  families,  we  will 
no  longer  have  the  democracy  that  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  cherUhed  for  so  long.  This 
view  1.S  shared  by  thousands  of  other  railroad 
employees,  many  of  whom  are  afraid  to  freely 
express  themselves  for  fear  of  retaliation  by 
the  labor  unlonK.  I  am  not  antiunion.  I 
think  that  organized  labor  has  greatly  bene- 
fited the  working  people  of  this  country,  but 
I  am  against  compulsory  membership  in  any 
organization  and  I  am  against  labor  unions 
becoming  too  powerful  as  they  wUl  most  cer- 
tainly do  if  thu  move  Is  not  checked. 

I  understand  that  the  present  Congress  will 
in  the  near  future  consider  revisions  In  the 
present  labor  laws  and  I  want  to  urge  you  to 
do  your  utmost  to  outlaw  the  union  shop, 
as  well  as  the  closed  shop,  not  only  In  th« 
railroad  industry,  but  in  all  Industry. 
Yours  very  truly, 

T.  W.  Walkxb,  Jr. 
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Femuast  23,  1»53. 
Mr.  T.  W.  WAUua,  Jr.. 

Wilmington,  N.  C. 

Dcai  Mk.  Walkxs:  I  have  your  letter  of 
February  30,  1953,  In  regard  to  the  effort 
being  made  to  pressure  the  railroads  Into  an 
agreement  to  Incorpomte  the  union-shop 
clause  in  their  agreements,  and  I  note  your 
opposition  to  this  movfnncnt. 

I  assure  you  that  I  lun  In  hearty  accord 
with  your  thinking  on  this  subject,  and  I 
eiiall  do  everything  [KMslble  to  defeat  any 
provision  of  law  requiring  the  union  shop  or 
a  closed  shop. 

I  feel  very  strong  on  this  subject,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  American  citizen  ought 
to  be  forced  to  Join  any  organization  against 
his  wlU.  I  will  defend  fully  and  completely 
the  right  of  any  worker  to  join  •  union  If 
he  desires  to  do  so.  but  I  would  Just  m 
vigorously  oppose  any  plan  that  would  com- 
pel a  worker  to  join  a  luilon  In  order  to  get 
a  job  and  make  a  living.  If  he  does  not  wish 

to   do   BO. 

I  shall  do  everything  within  my  power  to 
see   that  the  rights  of  the  people  are  not 
infringed  upon  and  that  the  workers  are  pro- 
tected In  their  full  freedom. 
With  best  wishes.  I  am. 
Yours  very  tnUy, 

Clti«  B.  Hokt. 

Rocky  Mount.  N.  C,  Telnuary  20, 1953. 
The  Honorable  Okaham  Bakoem, 

Member  of  Congress,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Sis:  I  am  writing  you  Inasmuch  as  I  un- 
derstand that  you  are  on  the  committee 
studying  the  so-called  union  shop. 

I  have  been  employed  by  the  railroad  for 
1 1  years.  Part  of  this  time  I  was  a  member 
of  the  Brotherhood  of  Railway  Steamship 
Clerks  and  withdrew  from  the  union  of  my 
own  accord.  I  wlah  to  state  that  I  am  not 
against  the  union  and  feel  that  there  is  a 
need  for  the  union;  howrv-er,  I  am  definitely 
opposed  to  union  shop  which  will  force  all 
that  are  employed  to  become  a  member  of 
the  union  or  either  Iom  their  job.  This  cer- 
tainly, in  my  opinion.  Is  unconstitutional  In 
that  it  leaves  the  employee  no  prerogative. 
Anything  that  you  can  do  will  be  greatly 
appreciated. 

Very  truly  yours. 

O.  J.  Basnis. 

FxaauABT  23.  1053. 
Mr.  O  J  Bakites, 

Rocky  Mount,  N.  C. 

Dkas  Mx.  Baxnbs:  I  thank  you  for  sending 
me  copy  of  letter  which  you  have  written 
to  Congressman  Baiokn  in  regard  to  the 
union  shop. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  union  shop  and  shall 
do  all  I  can  to  defeat  It.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  American  citizen  ought  to  be  re- 
quired to  join  any  organization  against  his 
will  in  order  to  either  get  a  position  or  to 
hold  one. 

It  is  my  position  that  every  citizen  should 
be  protected  In  his  right  to  either  join  a 
union  or  refuse  to  join  It  Juat  as  he  desires, 
and  his  right  to  work  should  not  be  Inter- 
fered with  or  denied  in  either  Instance. 

With  best  wishes.  I  am. 
Yours  very  truly. 

Cltbs  R.  Borr. 

WiLJcnfOTOH.  N.  C.  February  20,  1953, 
TTie  Honorable  Cltdc  R.  Hozt, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DcA«  SzNAToa   Horr:    I  understand  that 
efforts  are  being  exerted  to  force  the  Atlan- 
tic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.  to  agree  to  a 
union  shop. 

I  am  employed  In  a  personal  staff  office  by 
the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  general  offices  in 
Wilmington,  and  this  information  Is  very 
alarming  to  those  of  us  who  have  always 
enjoyed  working  for  the  Coast  Line  under  lt« 
present  management. 


Please  understand  that  I  do  not  oppose  aU 
unions  or  a  unionized  office  because  I  am 
aware  of  the  fact  that  they  have  brought 
about  many  excellent  working  conditions  for 
all  of  us.  However,  I  definitely  am  not  in 
favor  of  anyone  compelling  me  to  join  any 
organization  or  else  have  my  job  taken  away 
from  me.  Our  forefathers  such  as  Wash- 
ington, Samuel  Adams,  Franklin.  Daniel 
Wetister,  Jefferson,  and  Lincoln;  poets  such 
as  Lowell,  Emerson,  Longfellow,  Bryant,  and 
Whlttler  iiave  all  written  gloriously  about 
America,  which  to  them  was  synonymous 
with  freedom.  To  me,  freedom  means  a 
democracy — a  place  where  one  has  the  un- 
disputed privilege  of  accepting  or  denounc- 
ing any  action  of  government  without  fear 
of  repercussion.  There  liave  been  several 
wars  fought  for  our  democracy  and  there 
are  many  lives  being  sacrificed  at  the  present 
time  in  Korea  for  this  same  principle.  Yet, 
there  is  nothing  about  a  tmlon  shop  that 
slightly  resembles  democracy. 

As  a  native  North  Carolinian,  I  know  that 
your  past  administration  as  Governor  here 
was  a  fair  and  just  one — when  I  attended 
school  In  Raleigh  I  have  watched  you  many 
times  getting  your  morning  coke  at  Brant- 
ley's— and  I  have  always  been  extremely 
proud  of  you  as  a  representative  of  our  State. 
Therefore,  I  am  appealing  to  you  to  oppose 
any  action  that  would  deny  any  employee 
the  freedom  of  speech  and  expression,  free- 
dom from  want,  and  freedom  from  fear.  As 
John  D.  Rockefeller,  Jr.  sUted,  •'•  •  •  the 
world  owes  no  man  a  living  but  It  owes  every 
man  an  oppcvtunlty  to  make  a  living  "  In 
a  union  shop  one  has  little  opportunity. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs.  JuuA  Tabs. 


FxBBUAaT  24,  1953. 
Mrs.  Julia  Tabs, 

Wilmington,  S.  C. 

DzAX  Mas.  Tabs:  I  have  your  letter  of  Feb- 
ruary 20.  1953.  and  note  with  interest  the 
efforts  l>elng  made  to  fc»-ce  the  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  Railroad  Co.  to  agree  to  a  union  shop. 

I  can  well  understand  your  views  on  this 
subject  and  your  opposition  to  the  union 
shop,  or  a  closed  shop,  which  I  think  Is  cer- 
tainly undesirable. 

I  share  your  view  that  the  union  has  ac- 
complished much  good,  but  I  t>elieve  all 
workers  should  be  free  apd  Independent  with 
the  right  to  either  join  a  union  or  not  as 
they  prefer.  It  is  rather  presumptuous  for 
any  organization  to  take  the  position  that 
they  will  deny  a  person  the  right  to  work 
unless  he  joins  that  particular  organization. 

The  right  to  work  and  make  a  living  Is 
a  constitutional  privilege  of  an  American 
citizen,  and  I  do  not  think  that  this  right 
should  be  curtaUed  or  Invaded  by  forcing 
him  to  join  a  union  or  any  ottier  organiza- 
tion against  his  will. 

It  so  happens  that  there  lu'e  around  62 
million  people  as  of  January  1,  1953,  gain- 
fully emidoyed  in  the  United  States.  Of  this 
total  number  only  about  15  mlUion  belong 
to  any  union  of  any  kind.  It  does  seem 
rather  preposterous  for  the  union  leaders 
to  Insist  that  the  other  47  million  workers 
be  required  to  join  a  union  or  be  denied  the 
privilege  of  working.  Since  only  one-fourth 
belong  to  a  union  it  would  seem  rather  far- 
fetched for  this  group  to  demand  that  the 
other  three-fourths  either  join  or  be  pro- 
hibited from  getting  a  job.  I  feel  that  this 
47  million  are  entitled  to  work  as  well  as  the 
15  million  who  belong  to  the  unions,  and 
have  the  protection  of  their  right  to  join  a 
tmlon  and  remain  a  member  of  that  organi- 
zation, but  certainly  the  right  not  to  join 
unteas  the  worker  wishes  to  do  so.  should 
be  reserved  to  the  three-fourths  of  the  work- 
ers in  the  United  States. 

With  l>est  wishes,  I  am. 
Yours  very  truly. 

Cltdb  B.  Host. 


TREATMENT  OP  MINORITY  GROUPS 
BY  RUSSIA  AND  HER  SATEL- 
LITES— REPORT  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  I  re- 
port favorably  an  original  resolution 
protesting  against  the  treatment  of  mi- 
nority groups  by  Russia  and  her  satel- 
lites, and  I  submit  a  report  (No.  47) 
thereon. 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  84)  was  read 
as  follows: 

J^esolved.  That  it  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  that  the  vicious  and  in- 
human campaigns  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Government  and  its  puppet  governments  in 
satellite  states  in  Eiurope  and  Asia  against 
minority  groups  such  as  the  persecution  of 
Greek  Orthodox  congregations,  the  imprison- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  prelates,  the  harass- 
ment of  Protestant  denominations,  the  sup- 
prresslon  of  Moslem  conununlties,  the  perse- 
cution and  scattering  of  ethnic  groups  in 
Poland,  in  the  Ukraine,  In  the  Baltic  and 
Balkan  States,  and  In  nuiny  other  areas 
under  Soviet  domination,  and  most  recently 
the  increasing  persecution  of  the  people  of 
the  Jewish  faith,  deserve  the  strongest  con- 
demnation by  all  peoples  who  believe  that 
spiritual  values  are  the  bases  of  human 
progress  and  freedom.  Resolved  further. 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
hereby  urged  to  take  approiniate  action  to 
protest,  particularly  In  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  United  Nations,  against  these  outrages. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  in  regard 
to  the  resolution  reported  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  resolution  go  over,  under 
the  rule;  and  I  give  notice  that  I  intend 
to  ask  for  its  consideration  on  Priday. 
The  resolution  deals  vrith  the  general 
protest  against  persecution  by  the 
Soviets. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  and 
will  go  over  under  any  circumstances, 
under  the  rule. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  AIKEN: 

8. 1061.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Norman  F. 
George;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUSH: 

S.  1062.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  EUseu  Joa- 
quim  Boa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland  (for 
himself.  Mr.  Beau.,  Mr.  McClellam, 
and  Mr.  Pottee)  : 

S.  1063.  A  bUl  to  authorize  and  request 
the  President  to  prcxnote  certain  naval  offi- 
cers, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

S.  1064.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation  to  establish  policies 
and  programs  for  rotation  of  grains  In  stor- 
age and  to  offset  the  price-depressing  effects 
of  necessary  marketing  of  commodities  to 
avoid  spoUage  or  deteriorktlon;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

8. 1065.  A  blU  providing  for  creation  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpora- 
tion to  construct  part  of  Utm  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  tn  United  States  territory  In  the  in- 
terest of  national  security;  to  estaMlsIl  so- 
operation  with  Canada  In  the  oonstrwsttott. 
operation,  and  ocmtrol  of  the  St.  T  ■m— w 
seaway;  and  to  authorize  certain  works  tar 
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the  improvement  of  navigation  In  the  Great 
Lakes  System  above  Lake  Erie;  and  for 
other  purpoaes;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

S.  1066.  A  bill  to  authorize  certain  works 
for  the  Improvement  of  navigation  In  the 
Great  Lakes  System  above  Lake  Erie;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphxet  when 
he  Introduced  the  above-mentioned  bills, 
which  appear  under  separate  headings.) 

By  Mr.  GRISWOLD   (for  himself   and 
Mr.  Ivxs   (by  request)): 

S.  1067.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  to 
insure  proper  review  of  disability  status  of 
persons  discharged  from  the  armed  serv- 
ices; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare; 

S.  1068.  A  bill  to  provide  hospital  care  and 
medical  treatment  for  certain  disabled  vet- 
erans; and 

S.  1069.  A  bill  to  provide  a  further  oppor- 
tunity for  veterans  of  World  War  II  who 
were  In  active  military,  naval,  or  air  service 
of  the  United  States  on  the  delimiting  date 
for  initiating  a  course  of  education  or  train- 
ing under  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment 
Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  and  who  had  not 
initiated  a  course  prior  to  said  date,  to  Ini- 
tiate such  a  course;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 

S.  1070.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Raymond 
D.  Beckner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  NEELY  (by  request') : 

S.  1071.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of  Mr.   and 
Mrs.    Demetrius    John    Monoyioudes    to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 

S.  1072.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  leasing  of 
restricted  Indian  lands  for  public,  religious, 
educational,  recreational,  residential,  busi- 
ness, and  other  purposes  requiring  the  grant 
of  long-term  leases;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   IIUNT: 

S.  1073.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Shizue 
Rirano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   LEHMAN: 

S.  1074.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  Gllck- 
man,  Reghina  Glickman,  Alfred  Clsmaru,  and 
Anna  Ciamaru;  to  the  Committee  On  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  IVES: 

S.  1075.  A  biU  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  with 
respect  to  the  settlement  of  labor  disputes 
resulting  in  national  emergencies:  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ives  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  FERGUSON   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Pom»)  : 

S.  1076.  A  bUl  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  so  as  to  transfer  certain 
counties  from  the  eastern  district  of  Mich- 
igan to  the  western  district  of  Michigan,  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  additional 
district  Judges  for  the  Judicial  districts  of 
Michigan,  and  for  other  purj>oses;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    BARRETT    (for   himself   and 
Mr.   Hunt)  : 

S.  1077.  A  bill  to  provide  compensation  to 
the  Shoshone  and  Arapahoe  Tribes  of  In- 
dians for  certain  lands  of  the  Rlverton  recla- 
mation project  within  the  ceded  portion  of 
the  Wind  River  Indian  Reservation,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  AfFairs. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL   (by  request): 

S.  1078.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of  cer- 
tlflcatas  by  ofBcers  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
tbe  United  States,  in  connection  with  cer- 
tain pay  and  allowance  accounts  of  military 
and  civilian  personnel;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 


By  Mr.  IVES: 
S.  1079.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Welner  (Alexander  Kauschus);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON  (by  requests : 
S.  1080.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1154  (a) 
of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  to  re- 
move restrictions  against  the  selling  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  to  Indians  outside  Indian 
country  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Maonuson  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading  ) 

By  Mr.   CAPEHART   (for  himself.  Mr. 

Matbank,  Mr.  BEALL,  Mr.  BnsH,  Mr. 

Douglas.  Mr.  Preax,  Mr.  Fulbricht. 

Mr.   IVES.   Mr.    Lehman.  Mr.   Patnk, 

Mr.  ROBxansoN.  and  Mr.  Sparkuan)  : 

S.  1081.  A    bill    to    provide    authority    for 

temporary  economic  controls,  and  for  other 

purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 

Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capchakt  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland  (for  him- 
self. Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine.  Mr.  Bab- 
■rrr,  Mr.  Bkall,  Mr.  Butlxx  of  Ne- 
braska,  Mr.   Chavez.   Mr.   Durr.  Mr. 
WmcusON.    Mr.    Flanders,    Mr.    Gil- 
lette. Mr.  Hendrickson.  Mr.  Hunt, 
Mr.   JENNEX.  Mr.   Lancer,  Mr.   Mag- 
NusoN,  Idr.  Malone,  Mr.  Martin.  Mr. 
PURTELL.  Mr.  Schoeppel,  Mr.  Smath- 
KRS,    Mr.    Thte.    Mr.    Watkins.    Mr. 
WiLET.  and  Mr.  Young)  : 
S.  J.  Res.  49.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment    to     the    Constitution     of    the 
United   States   relative    to   equal    rights   for 
men  and  women;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr  Butler  of  Mary- 
land when  he  Introduced  the  above  Joint 
resolution,  which  appear  under  a  separate 
heading.) 


ROTATION  OF  GRAINS  IN  STORAGE 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  authorize  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  establish  policies  and 
programs  for  rotation  of  grains  in  stor- 
age and  to  offset  the  price -depressing 
effects  of  necessary  marketing  of  com- 
modities to  avoid  spoilage  or  deteriora- 
tion. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak 
not  to  exceed  2  minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

The  bill  (S.  1064)  to  authorize  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  estab- 
lish policies  and  programs  for  rotation 
of  grains  in  storage  and  to  offset  the 
price-depressing  effects  of  necessary 
marketing  of  commodities  to  avoid  spoil- 
age or  deterioration,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Humphrey,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  today  introducing  in  the  Senate — 
and  Representative  Marshall  is  intro- 
ducing a  similar  measure  in  the  House — 
a  bill  to  permit  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  keep  its  stocks  of  farm 
commodities  fresh  and  in  first-class  con- 
dition, and  in  economical  storage  posi- 
tion, by  sale  of  old  or  out-of-position 
farm  commodities  and  purchase  or  con- 
tract for  new  farm  commodities  to  pre- 
vent any  unfavorable  market  price 
reaction. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  an- 
nounced a  policy  of  purchasing  grain  in 


the  market  to  offset  the  effect  of  sale  of 
grain  which  has  gone  out  of  condition  or 
is  in  danger  of  going  out  of  condition. 

Wise  administration  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  stocks  requires  more 
than  crisis  action  after  loss  has  oc- 
curred or  is  imminent. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
Act  permitted  sale  of  CCC  grain  stocks 
for  their  usual  uses  only  when  it  would 
bring  support,  plus  5  percent  and  rea- 
sonable storage  charges.  Exception  was 
made  if  the  stocks  had  already  gone  out 
of  condition  or  were  in  immediate  dan- 
ger of  doing  so.  or  when  the  grain  was 
being  diverted  from  its  usual  market. 
This  made  it  impossible  for  the  Govem- 
menl  agency  to  follow  normal  trade  and 
private  practice  of  keeping  stocks  held 
in  storage  fresh— generally  never  more 
than  one  marketing  season  old — by  sell- 
ing old  and  buying  new  grain  at  market 
price. 

F\irthermore.  the  act  makes  it  impos- 
sible for  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  dispose  of  two  other  types  of  stocks : 

First.  Small  lots  which  could  not  be 
economically  stored  near  the  point  of 
acquisition,  but  would  have  to  be  trans- 
ported at  considerable  expense  to  stor- 
age facilities;  and 

Second.  Lots  acquired  In  areas  where 
storage  was  impractical  due  to  climate, 
insects,  or  other  reasons. 

The  bill  introduced  today  will  permit 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  keep 
its  stocks  fresh  by  selling  old  and  buying 
or  contracting  for  farm  commodities  at 
market  price  to  avoid  serious  market 
consequences.  It  is  hoped  that  enact- 
ment of  this  bill  will  further  the  main- 
tenance of  adequate  reserves  of  improved 
quality  products  and  that  the  recent  ex- 
ample of  market  deflation  will  be  avoided 
by  more  orderly  marketing  practice. 


ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY  DEVELOP- 
MENT CORPORATION.  AND  IM- 
PROVEMENT OP  NAVIGATION  IN 
GREAT  LAKES  SYSTEM  ABOVE 
IJVKE  ERIE 

Mr,  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  two 
bill.s  relating  to  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way and  the  improvement  of  navigation 
in  the  Great  Lakes  system  above  Lake 
Erie. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bills  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Humphrey 
were  received  and  referred,  as  follows: 

S.  1065  A  bill  providing  for  creation  of  the 
St  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpora- 
tion to  construct  part  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  In  United  States  territory  in  the  Inter- 
est of  national  security;  to  establUh  coopera- 
tion with  Canada  In  the  construction,  opera- 
tion, and  control  of  the  St.  La^Tence  seaway: 
and  to  authorize  certain  works  for  the  Im- 
provement of  navigation  in  the  Great  Lakes 
system  above  Lake  Erie,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

S.  1066  A  bill  to  authorize  certain  works 
for  the  Improvement  of  navigation  in  the 
Great  Lakes  system  above  Lake  &le;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment by  me.  together  with  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  Wiley  J,  and  my  reply  there- 
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to,  relating  to  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway, 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rboord,  as  follows: 
Statement  bt  Senator  Humphxzt 

The  St.  Lawrence  seaway  1«  vital  to  tb« 
welfare  and  prosperity  of  my  State  of  Min- 
nesota. It  \b  alao  easential  to  the  natlooal 
welfare  and  security  of  the  United  States. 
For  many  yeJirs  now  «a  have  attempted  to 
secure  congressional  approval  of  the  agree- 
ment between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
for  the  building  of  the  seaway.  Our  efforts 
have  been  unsuccessful.  Our  most  recent 
attempt  in  the  Senate  was  defeated  on  June 
18,  1963,  when  our  bUl  was  resubmitted  to 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  for 
further  study. 

An  evaluation  of  last  November's  election 
results  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  likeli- 
hood of  our  obtaining  approval  for  our  orig- 
inal legislation  Is  even  remote.  We,  there- 
fore, have  the  alternative  of  continuing  our 
efforts  In  behalf  of  our  old  pnDposal  and  al- 
lowing the  great  Inland  waterway  reeources 
to  be  utterly  wasted  or  oC  finding  a  new 
approach   to   achieve  our   objective. 

On  November  4,  19S2,  Canada  ended  the 
1941  agreement  that  she  had  with  as  for  the 
Joint  development  of  the  Bt.  Lawrence  sea- 
way project.  That  agreement  today  no 
longer  exlaU.  Tbe  seaway  will,  therefore, 
be  built.  The  only  question  Is  whether  It 
will  be  built  by  Canada  alone  or  bj  us  In 
association  with  Canada. 

The  St.  Lawrence  seaway  is  an  economic 
necessity  for  Minnesota  aiul  for  the  whole 
upper  Midwest  area.  It  will  assist  us  In  the 
shipment  of  grain,  in  the  shipment  of  the 
great  stares  of  Iron  ore  from  the  Mesabl 
Range  to  serve  the  Nation, .^In  the  develop- 
ment of  package  freight  shipments  on  the 
Great  Lakes  and  in  the  attainment  of  a  bal- 
anced economy  for  our  Stats. 

I  have  been  in  constant  consul tat.*.on  with 
my  associates  here  in  the  Senate  and  with 
Interested  citizen  groups  In  Minnesota  and 
elsewhere  In  an  attempt  to  find  a  legislative 
formula  which  will  build  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway  and  allow  the  Midwest  and.  In  partie- 
ular,  Minneeoia  to  share  in  the  economic 
t>eneflts  which  will  flow  from  the  waterway. 
This  calls  for  the  realization  of  two  objec- 
tives: First,  the  building  of  the  waterway 
and  second,  the  deepening  of  the  Detroit, 
Bt.  Clair  and  St.  MaiTS  Rivera  so  that  the 
channels  are  27  feet  deep  to  allow  ocean 
navlgaUon  to  reach  all  ports  In  the  Great 
Lakes  system. 

A  series  of  regional  conferences  were  held 
last  December  with  varloiu  committees  imd 
Interested  parties  to  work  out  a  legislative 
program  for  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence 
River  Basin  area.  As  a  result  of  those  con- 
ferences and  other  meetings,  a  policy  was 
adopted;  first,  to  separate  the  construction 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  from  the  deepen- 
ing of  the  river  channels  and,  second,  the 
question  of  what  to  do  with  the  power 
created  by  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  project. 
The  WUey  bill.  8.  680.  was  Introduced  on 
January  23.  as  part  of  the  program  to  carry 
out  thU  poUcy.  This  Mil  provides  exclu- 
sively for  the  construction  of  part  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  on  American  soli  and  for 
negotiations  with  the  Canadian  Government 
for  a  joint  United  States  and  Canadian  use 
of  the  seaway  as  a  whole.  I  Joined  in  spon- 
soring thU  bill  becatise  I  tielleve  it  Is  essen- 
tial to  the  national  self-interest  and  de- 
fense of  our  Nation  that  the  seaway  be  built. 
Senator  Wilet  Is  chairman,  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  which  will  have 
the  responsibility  for  this  legislation.  We 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  committee 
will  report  the  bUl  out  favorably.  The  bill 
has  the  support  of  President  Elsenhower  and 
the  leaden  In  Congress. 

The  Wiley  bUl  does  not  deal  with  the  need 
to  deepen  the  channels  in  the  Great  Lakes 


system  abore  Lake  Erie  and  does  not  extend 
the  direct  economic  benefits  at  the  seaway 
to  Minnesota  and  other  States  of  the  huge 
Industrial  and  agricultural  areas  west  of 
Lake  Erie.  Senator  Wiurr.  however,  as  a 
Seiuitor  from  Wisconsin,  a  State  which  re- 
quires the  deepening  of  the  channels  if  it  is 
to  enjoy  the  lieneflts  of  Increased  navigation 
resulting  from  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway,  has 
expressed  to  me  his  pledge  that  he  will  dedi- 
cate his  efforts  toward  receiving  congressional 
approval  for  the  chaiuiel  deepening  project. 
In  fact,  I  Include  the  correspondence  between 
Senator  Wilxt  and  myself  on  the  subject  at 
this  point: 

JANVABT  12,  1953. 
Hon.  AuxAin«a  Wn.rr, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dxaa  Alzz  :  Thank  you  very  much  for  your 
letter  of  January  8  and  for  sending  me  a 
confidential  draft  of  the  bill  you  plan  to  In- 
troduce shortly.  I  am  pleased  that  you  had 
It  reviewed  by  the  State  Department,  by  the 
Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association  and  by 
our  Senate  legislative  counsel.  It  is  my  hope 
that  the  bill  will  soon  be  enacted,  and  I  know 
that  you  as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  will  do  what  you 
can  to  expedite  its  passage. 

There  Is  one  concern  that  I  do  have,  how- 
ever, and  I  would  like  your  comment  on  it. 
The  bill  as  It  stands  will  not  assure  our  own 
States  of  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  that  they 
will  share  in  the  benefits  of  the  seaway.  It 
Is  my  understanding  that  a  second  bill  will 
have  to  be  enacted  In  order  to  clear  the  route 
so  that  our  States  can  benefit  from  the  sea- 
way. I  would  like  to  hear  from  you,  Alex. 
as  to  whether  we  have  any  assurances  that 
we  can  get  that  second  bill  through  the  Con- 
gress. 

I  look  forward  to  bearing  from  you. 

Best  wishes. 
Sincerely, 

HTTBorr  H.  Htticphket. 

Vhttwd  Statxs  Seitats, 

comottke  on  fobxicm  relations. 

January  16,  1953. 
Hon.  HtTBBrr  H.  HmcFHarr. 
United  States  Senator. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

ICt  Deax  Httseet:  Thank  you  for  your  fine 
letter  of  January  12.  You  are  absolutely 
right  that  we  propose  a  second  step  to  look 
after  the  needs  of  the  upper  Lake  States. 
We  plan  to  Introduce  an  amendment  to  the 
regular  Rivers  and  Harbors  bill  \mder  which 
there  would  be  deepening  on  the  channels 
on  the  Detroit.  St.  Marys  and  St.  Clair  Riv- 
ers, and  thereby  provide  27-foot  access  to  the 
upper  lake  region  beyond  Lake  Ifrle. 

According  to  the  Lake  Carriers  Association, 
this  particular  pnrocedurc  of  an  amendment 
to  the  regular  rivers  bill  Is  far  surer  of  suc- 
cess than  attempting  to  secure  channel 
deepening  through  the  seaway  bUL 

Whether  or  not  we  are  even  successful  In 
getting  the  seaway  blU  passed,  we  are  going 
to  have  to  deepen  the  channel  for  the  benefit 
of  upper  Lake  States. 

Another  problem  which  might  tiave  come 
up  If  we  had  attempted  to  put  the  channel- 
deepening  amendment  In  the  new  seaway 
bill.  Is  that  the  channel  deepening  will  be 
simiriy  a  regular  authorization  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  whereas  the  seaway  bill 
will  be  based  upon  self -liquidation  through 
charging  of  tolls.  To  combine  both  phases 
In  one  bill  would  have  meant  tliat  one  part 
would  be  eeU-Uquidatlng  and  the  other  part 
not  so. 

With  warmest  regards,  and  looking  for- 
ward to  your  continuM  support  of  this  great 
objective  which  you 'have  always  given  ao 
earnestly  in  the  past.  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Alexander  WoET. 

That  oorrespondenoe  demonstrates  that  I 
stated  M  part  of  the  understanding  in  con- 


nection with  my  coeponsorship  of  the  WUey 
bill  the  agreement  that  we  would  move  si- 
multaneously to  adopt  legislation  to  deepen 
the  channels. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  year,  I  accepted 
an  asaignment  to  serve  on  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee.  There  were  many 
reasons  for  that  decision,  but  one  of  the 
most  Important  reasons  was  my  knowledge 
that  the  Bt.  Lawrence  seaway  bill  would  be 
discussed  and  controlled  by  the  committee. 
I  believed  that  I  cotild  serve  my  State  best  by 
serving  on  the  committee  and  protecting  the 
Interests  of  my  State  when  the  St.  Lawrence 
bill  is  considered  by  that  committee. 

It  is  my  intention — and  I  have  so  stated 
to  the  people  of  Mtnnesots — to  request  full 
consideration  by  tlie  Seiuite  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  for  a  legislative  program 
which  would  combine  the  principles  of  the 
WUey  bill  with  a  legislative  approval  of  the 
channel  deepening  project. 

It  may  be  that  an  amendment  to  the 
Wiley  bill  should  be  adopted  to  unite  the 
two  programs.  It  may  be  that  we  should 
press  lor  separate  legislation  as  lietter 
strategy.  This  Is  something  we  should  de- 
cide in  the  very  near  future  and  is  some- 
thing I  am  now  discussing  with  my  col- 
leagues and  associates.  In  order  to  have  all 
the  alternatives  available  for  ready  action, 
I  am  submitting  at  this  time  three  legisla- 
tive proposals  to  the  Senate.  The  first  Is  an 
expanded  version  of  the  WUey  bill,  which  In- 
cludes a  proposal  for  deepening  the  chan- 
nels in  the  Great  Lakes  system.  The  second 
is  an  amendment  to  the  Wiley  biU.  author- 
izing the  Secretary  at  the  Army  to  carry  out 
the  Improvements  of  the  Great  Lakes  system, 
originally  proposed  in  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Canada.  This 
amendment  would  authorize  the  expendi- 
ture of  $100  mlUion  to  carry  out  the  con- 
struction. The  third  is  a  separate  biU  deal- 
ing exclusively  with  the  Improvement  of 
navigation  in  the  Great  Lakes  system  above 
Lake  Erie  by  deepening  the  channels  In  the 
Detroit  River,  Lake  St.  Clair,  St.  Clair  River, 
the  Straits  of  Mackinac  and  St.  Man-s  River. 
The  third  altonatlve  of  an  Independent 
blU  has  some  merit  In  that  It  wiU  obtain  the 
support  of  (vganlzatlons  such  as  the  Am^- 
Ican  Association  of  Port  Authorities  and  the 
Lalte  Carriers  Association,  who  have  a  sub- 
stantial economic  interest  in  improving  the 
navigation  above  Lake  Erie  but  who  are  not 
all  agreed  at  this  time  on  the  deslrabUity  of 
buUdlng  the  Bt.  Lawrence  seaway  project. 

Finally,  I  make  a  plea  for  unity.  It  Is  time 
for  us  to  be  responsible  to  the  national  wel- 
fare. I  know  that  the  best  interest  of  Min- 
nesota hinges  upon  the  national  welfare  and 
security  of  the  whole  Nation.  I  do  not  want 
to  embarrass  or  tilnder  the  effort  to  build 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  simply  because  my 
own  preferences  or  ideas  have  not  been  fully 
accepted  by  my  associates.  I  have  assur- 
ances that  by  the  time  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way project  Is  completed,  and  this  may  take 
xuitU  1969,  the  Job  of  deepening  the  chan- 
nels In  the  Great  Lakes  system  atmve  Lake 
Erie  wUl  likewise  l>e  simultaneously  com- 
pleted. Our  task  now  is  to  unite  to  attain 
both  of  these  objectives  in  a  sensible,  orderly, 
and  responsible  manner.  As  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  I  pledge 
my  energies  to  that  objective. 


AMENDMENT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  now  submit  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
me  to  the  bill  (S.  589)  providing  for  crea- 
tion of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  De- 
velopment Corporation  to  construct  part 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  in  United 
States  territory  in  the  interest  of  na- 
tional security;  authorizing  the  Corpora- 
tion to  consummate  certain  arrange- 
ments with  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
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Authority  of  Canada  relative  to  con- 
struction and  operation  of  the  seaway; 
empowering;  the  Corporation  to  finance 
the  United  States  share  of  the  seaway 
cost  on  ",  self -liquidating  basis;  to  estab- 
lish cooperation  with  Canada  in  the  con- 
trol and  operation  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway;  to  authorize  negotiations  with 
Canada  of  an  agreement  on  tolls;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ment will  be  received  and  printed  and 
will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 


AMENDMENT  OF  LABOR-MANAGE- 
MENT RELATIONS  ACT  RELATINO 
TO  SETTLEMENT  OF  LABOR  DIS- 
PUTES 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend 
title  n  of  the  Labor-Management  Rela- 
tions Act,  1947,  with  respect  to  the  settle- 
ment of  labor  disputes  resulting  in  na- 
tional emergencies.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  spealc  for  2  minutes  on  the 
bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
New  York  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

The  bUl  (S.  1075)  to  amend  Utle  n  of 
the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act. 
1947,  with  respect  to  the  settlement  of 
labor  disputes  resulting  in  national 
emergencies,  introduced  by  Mr.  Ivis,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  I 
have  introduced  proposes  to  amend  title 
II  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  with  respect 
to  the  settlement  of  labor  disputes  re- 
sulting in  national  emergencies.  It  fol- 
lows in  general  the  pattern  of  S.  1026 
which  I  introduced  on  February  20. 

However,  in  line  with  what  seem  to  me 
to  be  sound  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  by  some  who  have  commented 
about  S.  1026,  this  new  bill  contains  a 
provision  outlawing  strikes  and  lockouts 
in  vital  industries  for  a  maximum  period 
of  60  days  after  the  appointment  of  an 
emergency  board  by  the  President  fol- 
lowing his  proclamation  declaring  that  a 
national  emergency  is  threatened  or  ex- 
ists because  a  strike  or  lockout  has  re- 
sulted or  threatens  to  result  from  such 
labor  dispute. 

I  have  not  introduced  this  proposal 
as  an  amendment  to  S.  1026  because  I 
feel  that  it  should  be  considered  on  its 
own  merit  and  simultaneously  with  the 
consideration  of  S.  1026. 

I  believe  that  somewhere  within  the 
scope  of  these  two  bills  lies  a  proper  solu- 
tion to  national  emergencies  which  are 
occasioned  by  labor  disputes.  The  ob- 
jectives of  the  two  bills  are  identical. 

In  answer  to  those  who  very  appro- 
priately insist  that  the  first  considera- 
tion in  national  emergencies  resulting 
from  labor  disputes  should  be  the  pub- 
lic interest,  I  would  point  out  that  I,  too, 
have  always  believed  that  the  public  in- 
terest should  be  of  first  concern  wher- 
ever crises  of  this  nature  occur.  This 
is  exactly  why  I  have  proposed  S.  1026 
and  am  now  proposing  the  bill  which  I 
have  Just  Introduced.    Under  the  terms 


of  both  of  these  bills  the  public  Interest 
automatically  is  paramount 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  ask 
vmanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  biU  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  II  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relation*  Act,  1947.  U 
amended  by  striking  out  sections  206  to  310. 
Inclusive,  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

"NATIONAL  KMEHGENCIES 

"Sec.  206.  Whenever  the  President  finds 
that  a  national  emergency  Is  threatened  or 
exists  because  a  strike  or  lockout  has  re- 
sulted or  threatens  to  result  from  a  labor 
dispute  (Including  the  expiration  of  a  col- 
lective-bargaining agreement)  In  a  vital  In- 
dustry which  affects  the  public  Interest,  he 
shall  Issue  a  proclamation  to  that  effect. 

"Sic.  207.  (a)  After  Issuing  such  a  procla- 
mation, the  President  shall  promptly  appoint 
a  board  to  be  known  as  an  emergency  board. 

"(b)  An  emergency  bo€u-d  appointed  un- 
der this  section  shall  promptly  Investigate 
the  dispute,  shall  seek  to  Induce  the  parties 
to  reach  a  settlement  of  the  dispute,  and 
In  any  event  shall,  within  a  period  of  time 
to  be  determined  by  the  President,  but  not 
more  than  60  days  after  the  appointment 
of  the  board,  make  a  report  to  the  Presi- 
dent, unless  the  time  Is  extended  by  agree- 
ment of  the  parties,  with  the  approval  of 
the  board.  Such  report  shall  Include  the 
findings  and  recommendations  of  the  board 
and  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  parties  and 
be  made  public.  The  Director  of  the  Fed- 
eral Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service  shall 
provide  for  the  board  such  stenographic, 
clerical,  and  other  assistance  and  such  facil- 
ities and  services  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  discharge  of  Its  functions. 

"(c)  After  the  President  has  issued  a  proc- 
lamation pursuant  to  section  206  and  until 
the  emergency  board  appointed  under  this 
section  hshs  made  Its  report  to  the  Presi- 
dent, the  parties  to  the  dispute  shall  re- 
frain from  engaging  In  a  strike  or  lockout. 

"(d)  An  emergency  board  shall  be  com- 
posed of  a  chalmian  and  such  other  mem- 
bers as  the  President  shall  determine,  and 
shall  have  power  to  sit  and  act  In  any  place 
within  the  United  States  and  to  conduct 
such  hearings  either  in  public  or  in  private, 
as  it  may  deem  necessary  or  proper,  to  as- 
certain the  facts  with  respect  to  the  causes 
and  circumstances  of  the  dispute. 

"(e)  Members  of  an  emergency  board  shall 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $50  for 
each  day  actually  spent  by  them  in  the  work 
of  the  board,  together  with  necessary  travel 
and  subsistence  expenses. 

"(f)  For  the  purpose  of  any  hearing  or 
inquiry  conductiid  by  any  board  appointed 
under  this  title,  the  provisions  of  sections  9 
and  10  (relating  to  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  books,  papers, 
and  documents)  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission Act  of  September  16,  1914.  as  amend- 
ed (U.  S.  C.  title  15.  sees.  49  and  50.  as 
amended),  are  hereby  made  applicable  to 
the  powers  and  duties  of  such  board. 

"(g)  Each  emergency  board  shall  con- 
tinue in  existent  after  making  its  report 
for  such  time  as  the  national  emergency 
continues  for  the  purpose  of  mediating  the 
dispute,  should  the  parties  request  Its  serv- 
ices. When  a  board  appointed  under  this 
section  has  been  dissolved,  its  records  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  Director  of  the  Fed- 
eral Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service. 

"(h)  A  separate  emergency  board  shall  be 
appointed  for  each  dispute.  No  member  of 
an  emergency  board  shall  be  pecuniarily  or 
otherwise  interested  in  any  organization  of 
employees  or  in  any  employer  Involved  in  the 
dispute. 

"Sec.  208.  In  any  case  in  which  a  strike 
or  lockout  occurs   (l)   after  the  emergency 


board  has  made  its  report  to  the  President 
ptirsuant  to  section  207  (b),  or  (2)  in  viola- 
tion of  section  207  (c)  before  the  emergency 
board  has  made  Its  report,  the  President  shai: 
subDilt  Immediately  to  the  Congress  for  con- 
sideration and  appropriate  action  a  full 
statement  of  the  case.  Including  the  report 
of  the  emergency  board.  If  such  report  has 
been  made,  and  such  recommendations  as 
he  may  see  fit  to  make.  If  the  Congress  or 
either  House  thereof  shall  have  adjourned 
sine  die  or  for  a  period  longer  than  3  days, 
the  President  shall  convene  the  Congress,  or 
such  House,  for  the  purpoae  of  consideration 
of  an  appropriate  action  pursuant  to  such 
statement  and  recommendations. 

"Sec.  209.  When  a  dUpute  under  this  title 
has  been  finally  settled,  the  President  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  full  and  compre- 
hensive report  of  all  the  proceedings,  to- 
gether with  such  recommendations  as  he  msy 
see  fit  to  make." 


AMENDMENT  OF  CODE  RELATING 
TO  SELLING  INTOXICATING  UQ- 
UORS  TO  CERTAIN  INDIANS 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.-  Mr.  President,  by 
request  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  which  would  amend  the 
United  States  code  to  remove  restric- 
tions against  the  selling  of  intoxicating 
liquor  to  Indians  outside  reservations. 

The  bill  would  carry  out  the  objective 
of  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  American 
Legion  at  its  Miami  convention,  and  of  a 
similar  resolution  adopted  by  the  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars  at  its  national 
encampment  at  Los  Angeles;  also  a  res- 
olution from  my  own  State  of  Washing- 
ton. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  reso- 
lutions and  letter  be  appropriately  re- 
ferred and  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  wiU 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  resolution.s 
and  letter  will  be  appropriately  referred 
and  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1080)  to  amend  section 
1154  <a)  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code  to  remove  restrictions  against  the 
selling  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  Indians 
outside  Indian  country,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Magnuson,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

The  resolutions  and  letter  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

"Resolution  Calling  roa  Repeal  or  the 
Indian  Liquob  Law 

"Therefore  be  it  resolved.  That  the  Ameri- 
can Legion  in  national  convention  assem- 
bled in  Miami.  Fla  .  October  15-18.  1951.  do 
urge  repeal  of  section  241.  title  25.  U.  8.  C.  A., 
known  as  the  Indian  liquor  law,  and  all 
laws  or  parts  of  laws  in  respect  thereto  which 
would  treat  an  Indian  any  differently  than 
any  other  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

"Approved  by  the  American  Legion  at 
Miami  convention.  October   15-18.   1951." 

Vetekans  or  Pokeign  Waes 

or  THE  UNrrED  States. 
Kansas  City.  Mo..  February  10.  1953 
Senator  Warun  Q.  Magnuson, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Deas  Senatoe  Magnuson:  Attached  please 
find  copy  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  63a 
Annual  National  Encampment  of  the  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States 
held  in  August  1962  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif  . 
with  respect  to  the  rights  of  American  In- 
dians. 
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The  Veterans  of  Foreign  War*,  In  national 
encampments,  has  long  championed  the 
rights  of  American  Indians  and  has  Insisted 
that  our  Indians  be  considered  as  first-class 
rather  than  third-class  cltlBens.  We  believe 
that  American  Indians  should  have  free- 
dom of  choice  to  the  full  extent  of  consti- 
tutional rights  the  same  as  other  citizens  in 
deciding  what  they  should  or  should  not 
wear,  eat,  or  drink. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Omar  B.  Kctchxtm, 

Directur, 

"Resolution  105 — Ricrtb  op  Ikdians 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  S3d  Annual  En- 
campment of  the  Veteran*  of  Foreign  Wars 
of  the  United  States,  That  the  commander 
in  chief  be  authorized  and  directed  to  peti- 
tion the  Congress  to  clarify  and  establish 
the  rights  of  American  Indians  so  that  they 
shall  enjoy  all  privileges  accorded  other  citi- 
zens. 

"Approved  by  53d  National  Encampment, 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States,  held  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif..  August 
3-«,  1962.- 

To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhotoer, 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  of  F-epretentatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congreu 
assembled: 

We.  your  memorialists,  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  Washington,  in 
legislative  session  assembled,  most  respect- 
fully represent  and  petition  as  follows: 

Whereas  since  1820  tliere  has  been  in  ex- 
istence a  law  prohlbiticg  the  sale  or  giving 
away  of  intoxicants  to  Indian  wards  of  the 
United  States  Oovemm>;nt;  and 

Whereas  this  law  is  outmoded,  archaic,  and 
not  in  keeping  with  modem  times  and  con- 
ditions; and 

Whereas  a  number  of  American  boys  of 
Indian  ancestry  have  entered  willingly  into 
military  service  serving  in  all  branches  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  serv- 
ing with  distinction,  many  of  them  having 
fought  in  the  severest  iMttles  of  our  times; 
and 

Whereas  these  same  honorably  discharged 
veterans  are  prohibited  by  law  from  pur- 
chasing any  and  aU  beverages  which  can  be 
purchased  by  other  veterans  and  are  denied 
certain  privileges  accorded  to  others:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Washington,  in  legislative 
session  assembled.  That  we  respectfully  pe- 
tition the  Congress  of  tlie  United  SUtes  and 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  to  take 
such  steps  as  will  effectively  remove  this  dU- 
crlminatlon  to  the  end  that  an  honorably 
discharged  Indian  veter^in  shall  be  accorded 
all  rights  and  prlvileget  enjoyed  by  his  fel- 
low comrades  at  arms;  lie  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  President  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  .'Jecretary  of  the  In- 
terior of  the  United  States,  and  to  each 
Member  of  the  Washington  congressional 
delegation. 

TEMPORARY  ECONOMIC  CONTROIfl 
Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  MaybankI.  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  BealiI.  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bush],  the 
Senator  from  minors  [Mr.  Douglas  1, 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Prear], 
the  Senator  from  Ai'lcansas  [Mr.  Pul- 
BRiGHT],  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  I  vis  1.  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehiian],  the  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mr.  Payki],  the  Senator 


from  Virginia  TMr.  Robertson]  ,  and  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparxmanI. 
I  introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  provide  authority  for  temporary 
economic  controls,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill,  together  with  a  statement  pre- 
pared by  me,  and  a  digest  by  section  of 
title  VIII  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950,  as  amended,  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  wiU 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  bill,  state- 
ment, and  digest  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1081)  to  provide  authority 
for  temporary  economic  controls,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Cape- 
hart  (for  himself  and  other  Senators), 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1950.  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  title: 

"muc  vm — TxacPoaAXT  iiubcbnct  fkics. 

WAGE,  AMD  BUTT  CEILINGS 

"Ssc.  801.  In  spite  of  substantUl  in- 
creases  which  have  occurred  since  the  out- 
break of  the  conflict  in  Korea,  prices  are 
now  generally  In  normal  relationship  and 
the  economy  as  a  whole  Ls  relatively  stable. 
It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  this 
stabUlty  can  be  maintained  by  the  full  and 
effective  use  of  indirect  controls,  barring  un- 
anticipated and  adverse  international  de- 
velopments. There  is,  however,  the  ever- 
present  possibility  of  further  Communist 
aggreasic  n  which  may  seriously  Jeopardize 
the  American  economic  system  unless  proper 
safeguards  exist  for  the  immediate  imposi- 
tion ot  certain  economic  controls.  The 
necessity  for  such  safeguards  is  emphasized 
by  the  speedily  destructive  force  of  modern 
warfare  which  allows  no  delay  in  the  taking 
of  Executive  action  to  insure  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  well-being  of  the  economy.  The 
purpxise  of  this  title  is  to  provide  a  basis  for 
the  imposition  of  price,  wage,  and  rent  con- 
trols for  a  temporary  period  in  the  event 
serious  economic  dislocations  develop  which 
threaten  the  national  security  or  welfare. 

"It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  direct 
economic  controls  are  incompatible  with  the 
American  free  enterprise  system  and  should 
be  Invoked  only  If  an  emergency  arises  seri- 
ous enough  to  threaten  the  economic  well- 
being  or  security  of  the  United  States.  How- 
ever, if  such  an  emergency  should  develop 
the  President  must  have  the  power  to  employ 
immediate  economic  controls  for  such  rea- 
sonable period  of  time  as  wUl  give  Congress 
an  opportunity  to  act. 

"Sec.  802.  There  is  hereby  established  a 
National  Advisory  Council  composed  of  mem- 
bers to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate. The  membership  shall  be  representa- 
tive of  business  and  industry,  agriculture, 
labor,  and  military,  and  consumers.  The 
President  shall  designate  a  chairman  from 
among  the  meml>ers.  Such  Council  shall, 
upon  request,  advise  the  President  on  gen- 
eral policies  relating  to  economic  mobiliza- 
tion, in  addition  to  performing  the  func- 
tions prescribed  elsewhere  in  this  title.  Each 
member  may  receive  compensation  not  in 
excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  each  day  he  is 
actually  engaged  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  a  member,  and,  whUe  away  from 
his  home  or  regular  place  of  business,  he 
may  be  allowed  transportation  and  not  to 
exceed  $15  per  diem  In  lieu  of  subsistence 
and  other  expanses  while  so  employed.  The 
members  shall.  In  respect  to  their  functions 


on  the  Council,  be  exempt  from  the  operation 
of  sections  281.  283,  284,  434,  and  1914  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  section 
412  of  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act 
of  1949,  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes (5  U.  S.  C.  99). 

"Sec.  803.  (a)  The  President  is  authorized 
and  directed,  after  consulting  the  National 
Advisory  Council,  whenever  he  shall  find  and 
declare  that  the  exercise  of  such  authority 
Is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  se- 
curity or  economic  stability,  to  establish  by 
Executive  order  ceilings  on  (1)  the  price, 
rental,  commission,  margin,  rate,  fee,  charge, 
•or  allowance  paid  or  received  on  the  sale  or 
delivery,  or  the  purchase  or  receipt,  by  or 
to  any  person,  of  materials  and  services,  (2) 
wages,  salaries,  and  other  compensation  paid 
or  received  with  respect  to  employment,  and 
(3)  rents  paid  or  received  for  the  use  or 
occupancy  of  housing  accommodations,  at 
the  levels  prevailing  as  of  the  close  of  busi- 
ness on  the  business  day  next  preceding  the 
day  on  which  the  action  is  taken,  or,  if  none 
prevailed  on  such  day,  then  those  prevailing 
on  the  nearest  date  on  which,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  President,  they  are  generally 
representative.  All  ceilings  established  un- 
der this  title  shall  terminate  90  days  after 
the  Issuance  of  such  order,  or  at  such  earlier 
time  as  Congress  may  by  law  provide,  and 
the  authority  conferred  by  this  title  to  estab- 
lish ceilings  shall  not  thereafter  be  exercised. 
"(b)  The  President  may  provide  exemp- 
tions from  ceilings  in  the  case  of  any  mate- 
rials or  services  or  transactions  therein,  or 
types  of  employment,  or  housing  accommo- 
dations of  any  class  or  In  any  area.  If  he  finds 
that  (1)  such  exemption  is  necessary  for 
national  defense,  or  (2)  the  imposition  of 
such  ceilings  would  be  Impracticable  or  un- 
necessary In  order  to  effectuate  the  purposes 
of  this  title. 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  section,  the  President  may  exercise 
any  authority  granted  to  him  by  this  title 
without  prior  consultation  with  the  National 
Advisory  Council  la  the  event  a  state  of 
war  exists. 

"Sec.  804.  The  President  may  make  such 
rules,  regulations,  and  orders  as  he  deems 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  Whenever  In  the 
judgment  of  the  President,  such  action  Is 
necessary  or  proper  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
purposes  of  this  title,  he  may,  by  regulation 
or  order,  regulate  or  prohibit  speculative  or 
manipulative  practices  or  renting  or  leasing 
practices  (Including  practices  relating  to  the 
recovery  of  possession)  In  connection  with 
any  housing  accommodations,  which  in  his 
judgment  are  equivalent  to  or  are  likely  to 
result  In  rent  Increases  Inconsistent  with  the 
purposes  of  this  title.  g^ 

"Sec.  805.  (a)  Regardless  of  any  obligation 
heretofore  or  hereafter  entered  into,  it  shall 
be  unlawful — 

"(1)  For  any  person  to  sell  or  deliver,  or 
in  the  regular  course  of  business  or  trade 
to  buy  or  receive,  any  material  or  service,  or 
to  demand,  accept,  receive,  or  retain  any  rent 
for  the  use  or  occupancy  of  any  housing 
accommodations,  or  otherwise  to  do  or  omit 
to  do  any  act.  In  violation  of  this  title  or  any 
regulation,  order,  or  requirement  Issued 
thereunder,  or  to  offer,  solicit,  attempt  or 
agree  to  do  any  of  the  foregoing;  or 

"(2)  For  any  employer  to  pay,  or  any  em- 
ployee to  receive,  any  wage,  salary,  or  other 
compensation  In  contravention  of  any  regu- 
lation or  order  promulgated  by  the  President 
under  this  title. 

The  President  shall  prescribe  the  extent  to 
which  any  payment  (Including  any  wage, 
salary,  or  compensation  payment) ,  either  in 
money  or  property,  made  In  contravention 
of  any  such  regulation,  order,  or  require- 
ment shall  be  disregarded  by  the  executive 
departments  and  other  governmental  agen- 
cies in  determining  the  costs  or  expenses  of 
any  person  for  the  purposes  of  any  other 
law  or  regulation.  Including  bases  in  deter- 
mining gain  for  tax  purposes. 
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"(b)  Any  person  who  willfully  violates 
any  proTlslon  of  this  secUon  shall,  upon  con- 
viction thereof,  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $10,000  or  to  Imprisonment  for 
not  more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

"Sxc.  806.  Nothing  in  this  title  shall  be 
construed  to  require  any  person  to  sell  any 
material  or  service,  or  to  offer  any  housing 
accommodations  for  rent,  or  to  perform  per- 
sonal services. 

•Smc.  807.  As  used  in  this  title — 

"(a)  The  term  'rent'  means  the  considera- 
tion. Including  any  bonus,  benefit,  or  gra- 
tuity, demanded  or  received  for.  or  in  con- 
nection with  the  use  or  occupancy  of  housing 
accommodations,  or  the  transfer  of  a  lease 
of  housing  accommodations. 

"(b)  The  term  'housing  accommodations' 
means  any  building,  structure  or  part  thereof, 
or  land  appurtenant  thereto,  or  any  other 
real  or  personal  property  rented  or  offered 
for  rent  for  living  or  dwelling  purposes  (In- 
cluding houses,  apartments,  rooming  or 
boardlnghouse  acconunodations,  and  other 
properties  iised  for  living  or  dwelling  pur- 
poses) together  with  all  privileges,  services, 
furnishings,  furniture,  and  facilities  con- 
nected with  the  use  or  occufULncy  of  such 
property. 

"Sec.  808.  This  title  shall  become  effective 
on  May  1,  1953." 

Sk.  2.  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  717 
of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  a  semicolon  and 
the  following  "and  title  Vm  of  this  act  and 
all  authority  conferred  thereunder  shall  ter- 
minate at  the  expiration  of  90  days  atter  the 
President  proclaims  that  the  existing  inter- 
national emergency  requiring  the  involve- 
ment of  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
In  actual  hostilities  in  the  Korean  conflict 
has  ended." 

(b)  Subsection  (b)  of  such  section  717  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following: 

"(4)  Sections  702.  703,  705.  706.  707.  710. 
711,  713.  71i,  and  716  of  this  act  shall  con- 
tinue In  effect  until  the  expiration  of  title 
vm  of  this  act;  except  that  section  705  shall 
not  become  operative  until  the  President 
establishes  ceilings  on  prices,  wages,  and 
rents  under  title  VIII." 

The  statement  and  digest  presented  by 
Mr.  Cafehaht  are  as  follows: 

Statkment  BT  SKIf  atob  Capblaxt 

I  have  prepared  an  amendment  to  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950  In  which 
Senators  Matbank,  Beall,  Bttsh.  Dooglas, 
Pkxak.  Fulbucrt.  Ivks,  Lehman,  Patne, 
RoBEXTSON,  and  Spaxxman  have  Joined  as 
cosponaors. 

This  amendment  authoriiies  and  directs 
the  President,  after  consultation  with  the 
National  Advisory  Council,  to  invoke  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  90  days  a  price,  wage, 
and  rent  freeze  if  the  President  finds  serious 
economic  dislocations  threaten  our  national 
security  or  our  economic  stability.  In  the 
event  a  state  of  war  exists,  consultation  by 
the  President  with  the  National  Advisory 
Council  Is  not  required  before  the  Impoeltion 
of  8\Kh  temporary  controls. 

Authority  Is  granted  the  President  to  make 
■uch  exemptions  from  the  freese  as  are  neces- 
sary for  the  national  defense  or  where  the 
Impoeltion  of  svich  ceilings  Is  Impracticable 
or  unnecessary. 

The  authority  of  the  President  to  take 
•ctlon  under  this  amendment  expires  90  days 
after  he  proclaims  hostilities  In  the  Korean 
conflict  have  ended. 

My  purpoM  In  drafting  this  alternative  to 
my  «»^ginal  proposal  for  stand-by  controls 
la  to  Basure  the  fuUest  and  broadest  con- 
sideration by  the  administration  and  the 
Congresa  of  the  whole  problem  In  the  light 
of  logical  and  possible  approaches  to  this 
most  complicated  subject. 

It  Is  a  possible  middle-ground  approach 
consisting  of  legislation   now,  in   order   to 


authorize  a  temporary  freetie  and  leglslatloa 
after  the  freeze  to  determine  what  stabiliza- 
tion action  shculd  follow  the  freeae. 

The  merit  of  such  an  alternative  proposal 
Is  that  It  provides  a  method  for  restraining 
sharp  price  Increases  in  the  event  ot  a  serious 
national  emergency  by  allowing  a  lid  to  be 
placed  immediately  and  temporarily  on 
prices,  wages,  and  rents  and  enables  Congress 
to  have  a  reasonable  period  of  time  in  which 
to  take  action  on  over-all  stabilization  legis- 
lation, tailored  to  meet  the  then  existing 
conditions. 


Dici9r  BT   Sxcnoif   car  TrrtE   VIII,   Defense 
PxoDucnoif  Act  or  1950.  as  Amended 

SHOKT  TITLJE 

Temporary,  eniergency  price,  wage,  and 
rent  ceilings. 

DBCIJIXATION    OF    POLICT 

Section  801 :  Prices  now  relatively  stable 
and  In  normiU  relationship,  though  sub- 
stantially abo/e  pre-Korea.  Congress  feels 
such  stability  :an  be  maintained  by  Indirect 
contro)8,  barring  adverse  International  de- 
velopments. Threat  of  further  Communist 
aggression  and  speedily  destructive  force  of 
modern  warfare  require  legislative  and  or- 
ganizational sfieguards  to  provide  machinery 
for  speedy  Executive  action  In  the  event  oi 
serious  economic  dislocations  to  Insure  pres- 
ervation of  well-being  of  our  Nation. 

Congress  believes  direct  economic  controls 
Incompatible  with  free  enterprise  system  and 
should  be  Invoked  only  If  emergency 
seriously  threatens  economic  or  national 
security.  However,  should  such  emergency 
develop,  the  President  must  possess  author- 
ity to  invoke  immediate  economic  controls 
for  reasonable  period  of  time  until  Congress 
has  opportiinlty  to  act. 

national  advtsort  council  established 
Section  802:  Members  appointed  by  Pres- 
ident by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
Senate.  Membership  shall  be  represei  tative 
of  business  and  industry,  agriculture,  labor, 
the  military,  and  consumers.  Function  to 
advise  President  on  general  policies  relat- 
ing to  economic  mobilization.  Compensa- 
tion $50  per  day  while  engaged  in  duties  and 
transportation  costs  plus  not  over  $15  per 
diem  allowance.  Members  are  exempt  from 
conflict-of-interest   statutes. 

tO-DAT    FKKXZE 

Section  803  (a)  :  President  authorized  and 
directed,  after  consulting  with  National  Ad- 
visory Council  If  he  finds  exercise  necessary 
in  interest  of  national  security  or  economic 
stability,  to  esUblish  ceilings  by  Executive 
order  on  (1)  prices,  (2)  wages,  (3)  rents  on 
housing  accommodations  at  levels  close  of 
business  day  next  preceding  day  freeze 
ordered.  If  no  such  levels  prevailed,  then 
those  prevailing  nearest  date  generally  repre- 
sentative. All  ceilings  effective  for  90  days 
after  freeze  order  issued,  or  for  such  shorter 
period  as  Congress  may  by  law  provide. 

exemptions 
Section    803    ( b )  :    President    may   provide 
exemptions  if  he  finds  ( 1 )  necessary  for  na- 
tional defense,   or   (2)    imposition   impracti- 
cable or   unnecessary. 

state  of  war 
Section  803  (c>  :  In  event  state  of  war  ex- 
ists. President  may  exercise  authority  with- 
out   prior    consultation    with    National    Ad- 
visory Council. 

RULES    AND    REGULATIONS 

Section  804:  President  may  make  rules  and 
regulations  and  orders  necessary  to  carry  out 
purposes  of  tiUe.  President  may  prohibit 
speculative  or  manipulative  practices  (in- 
cluding eviction  practices)  In  connection 
with  housing  accommodations  which  In  his 
Judgment  would  result  In  rental  Increases. 

VIOLATIONS    AND    PENALTIES 

Section  805  (a)  (l);  Violations  of  price 
ceilings  made  unlawful. 


Section  805  (a)  (2) :  Violation  of  wage  pro- 
visions unlawful. 

President  may  prescribe  extent  overpay, 
ment  may  be  disregarded  In  determining 
coats  or  expenses  for  purposes  of  any  other 
law.  Including  basis  in  determiaing  gain  for 
tax  purposes. 

Section  805  (b) :  Willful  vlolatton  pun- 
ishable by  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or 
imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year,  or 
both. 

nrVOLUNTART    SXBVmTDE   PHOHIBrTED 

Section  806:  No  person  shall  be  required 
to  sell  any  material  or  service  or  perform 
p.rsonal  services. 

DEFTNrnONS 

Section  807  (a);  "Rent"  means  any  con- 
sideration or  benefit  received  for  or  In  con- 
nection with  the  use  or  occupancy  of  a  lease 
of   housing   accommodations. 

Section  807  (b)  :  "Housing  accommoda- 
tions" means  any  building  or  structure  used 
for  living  or  dwelling  purposes  together  with 
privileges,  services,  furnishings,  and  facilities 
connected  with  the  use  or  occupancy  of 
such  property. 

Section  808.   Effective  date,  May  1,  1953. 

TERMINATION 

Section  2  (a):  This  title  terminates  90 
days  after  President  proclaims  end  of  hos- 
tilities In  Korea. 

Section  2  ib):  Incorporates  and  extends 
sections  702  (definitions),  703  (delegation 
of  authority  and  creation  of  new  agencies), 
705  (Obtaining  Information  and  requiring 
mamtenance  of  records),  706  (injunction, 
venue,  service  of  process),  707  (exculjistory 
provision),  710  (authority  to  create  super 
grades,  and  prohibits  speculation  on  com- 
m<xlity  exchanges).  711  (authorizes  appro- 
priations), 713  (provisions  applicable  to 
United  States,  Territories,  posse&slons,  and 
District  of  Columbia),  715  (unconstitution- 
ality of  provision  not  to  affect  ttalance  of 
act),  716  (persons  advocating  right  to  strike 
against  Government  or  member  of  subver- 
sive organizations  not  to  be  employed  under 
act  and  such  persons  employed  may  be  prose- 
cuted I .  Section  705  not  operative  until 
freeze  Invoked. 
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AMENDMENT  OF  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATING TO  EQUAL  RIGHTS  FOR 
MEN  AND  WOMEN 

Mr  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  results  of  the  very  recent  na- 
tional election  have  revealed  conclu- 
sively that  our  women  compatriots  have 
assumed  an  ever -increasing  role  of  co- 
operation and  effectiveneis.  The  weight 
of  their  accomplishments  cannot  be 
minimized.  President  Eisenhower  has 
already  recognized  these  worthy  and  im- 
portant efforts  through  the  appointment 
of  outstanding  women  to  Federal  posts. 

The  women  of  America  have  thus  as- 
sumed a  rightful  and  increasing  respon- 
sibility for  citizenship  which  has  now 
become  an  integi-al  part  of  our  way  of 
life.  Their  contribution  to  this  great 
Nations  leadership  in  domestic  and 
world  affairs  cannot  be  denied. 

In  the  light  of  these  facts,  it  is  my 
considered  feeling,  which  is  shared  by 
many,  many  others,  tliat  the  women  of 
this  great  Nation  are  entitled  to  an 
equality  of  rights  under  the  law.  There- 
fore, on  behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator 
from  Maine  I  Mrs.  Smith  1.  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  Barrett). 
my  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from 
Maryland  1  Mr.  Beall  1 .  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  (Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator 
Irom   New   Mexico    I  Mr.    Chavez],    the 


junior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
EmFFl,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
Ferguson],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  FiJotDERsl.  the  S<;nator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  I  Mr.  HewdricksonI.  the  senior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  (Mr.  Hunt],  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Jenner],  the 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Lancer),  the  Senator  from  Washington 
IMr.  Macnuson],  the  {Senator  from  Ne- 
vada IMr.  Malone],  tlie  senior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Martin],  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Purtell], 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  (Mr.  Schoep- 
PEL],  the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr. 
Smathers],  the  Senate  r  from  Minnesota 
I  Mr.  Thye],  the  Senator  from  Utah  IMr. 
Watxins).  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  WILEY),  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  IMr,  Young),  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  joint 
resolution  which  proposes  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constituiion  of  the  United 
SUtes  relative  to  equal  rights  for  men 
and  women. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  49) 
proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  relative  to 
equal  rights  for  men  and  women,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Butlef  of  Maryland  (for 
himself  and  other  f^enators),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  bv-  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 


[Mr.  HendricksonI  be  added  as  a  co- 
sponsor  of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
44)  proposing  an  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  relat- 
ing to  the  composition  and  jurisdiction 
of  the  Siujreme  Court,  which  was  intro- 
duced by  me  on  February  16,  1953. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


REPORT  OP  SENATOR  WILEY  AS 
DELEGATE  TO  SEVENTH  GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY  OP  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  by  ap- 
pointment of  the  President.  I  served  as  a 
delegate  to  the  Seventh  General  Assem- 
bly of  the  United  Nations  which  met  in 
New  York  last  year  from  October  14  to 
December  21. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  sub- 
mit a  report  to  the  Senate  on  my  service 
as  a  delegate,  together  with  certain 
si>eeches  which  I  made  in  the  U.  N.,  and 
that  they  may  be  printed  as  a  Senate 
document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  l>e  received;  and.  without  objection, 
will  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document,  as 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 


ciary. 


INCREASED  SALARIES  FOR 
JUDGES — AMENDMENT 
Mr,  GREEN  submitted  amendments 
Intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
bill  (S.  5)  to  increiise  the  salaries  of 
judges  of  the  United  States,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


HOUSE  CONCLTlRIia^  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  64)  authorizing  the  Washington 
State  Whitman  Stitue  Committee  to 
place  temporarily  ir  the  rotunda  of  the 
Capitol  a  statue  of  the  late  Dr.  Marcus 
Whitman,  the  holding  of  ceremonies,  and 
permanent  location  in  Statuary  Hall, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(fif  Senate  concurring).  That  the  Washing- 
ton State  Whitman  Statue  Committee  is 
hereby  authorized  to  place  temporarily  in 
the  rotunda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  E>r.  Marcus  Whitman:  and  to  hold  cere- 
monies In  the  rotundii  on  May  22,  1953;  and 
the  Architect  of  the  Ci^pltol  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  make  necessaiy  arrangements  there- 
for:  and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  statue  shall  be  perma- 
nently located  In  Statuary  Hall. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION 
RELATING  TO  COMPOSITION  AND 
JURISDICTION  OF  SUPREME 
OOURT— COSPONSOR  OP  JOINT 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  T.Tr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
name  of  the  Senator  fiom  Kew  J^r^cy 


REPORT  OP  SENATOR  GREEN  AS 
DELEGATE  TO  SEVENTH  GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY  OF  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  GREEN  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wiley]  and  I  were  appointed  by 
President  Truman  delegates  to  the  Sev- 
enth General  Assembly  of  the  United 
Nations.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  just  requested  unanimous  consent  to 
submit  a  rejxjrt  on  his  work  as  delegate. 
That  request  was  unanimously  granted. 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
have  the  same  privilege  of  submitting  a 
report,  together  with  certain  speeches 
which  I  made  in  the  United  Nations,  and 
that  they  may  be  printed  as  a  Senate 
document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  received  and.  without  objection, 
will  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document,  as 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island. 

ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  TAPT: 

Address  entitled  "Freedom,  the  Key  to 
Progress,"  delivered  by  him  before  National 
Canners'  Association  at  Chicago,  111.,  on  Feb- 
ruary 21,  1953. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Na- 
tional Conference  of  Christians  and  Jews  at 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  on  February  23,  1953. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

Address  delivered  by  him  at  the  Lincoln 
Day  exercises  of  the  York-Adams  Area  Coun- 
cil,  Boy   Scouts   of  America,   at   Gettysburg 
National  Cemetery  on  February  14,  1953. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  for  broadcast 
during  Brotherhood  Week.  ^ 


By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
Article  entitled  "The  Opposition's  Job  as 
a  Democrat  Bees  It,"  written  by  Senator 
Douglas,  and  published  in  the  New  York 
Times  magazine  section  of  February  22,  1953. 
Article  entitled  "FEPC  BUl  Termed  Most 
Important,"  written  by  Ken  Turner,  and 
published  in  the  Dayton  DaUy  News  of 
August  16,  1952. 

By  Mr.  SCHOEPPKL: 
Address    delivered    by    O.    R.    Strackbeln, 
chairman.       National       Labor-Management 
Council   on  Foreign  Trade  Policy,   at   56th 
annual    convention    of    American    National 
Cattlemen's  Association,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
on  January  5,   1953. 
By  Mr.  CASE: 
Address   delivered  by  the   Ambassador  of 
India,  Mr.  G.  L.  Mehta,  at  the  sixth  National 
Men    of    Science    and    Ind\istry    dinner,    on 
November  13,  1952. 

Article  entitled  "General  Pick  says  Mis- 
souri Basin  Must  Look  Ahead  50  Years." 
written  by  Mr.  John  Jarrell  and  published 
recently  in  the  Omaha  World-Herald. 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
Address  entitled  "Lest  We  Forget,"  deliv- 
ered by  C.  A.  Hawley,  of  Ephrata,  Wash.,  be- 
fore the  TooBtmaaters  Club  on  January  30, 
1953.  I 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY:  ' 

Address  delivered  by  Efr.  Daniel  A.  Poling 
on  the  10th  observance  of  the  sinking  of  the 
U.  S.  S.  Dorchester.  , 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK:  ' 

Letter  addressed  to  him  by  Howard  L 
Young,  Deputy  Administrator,  Defense  Ma- 
terials Procurement  Agency,  regarding  prices 
paid  for  various  defense  minerals  and  metals. 
By  Mr.  AIKEN: 
Report  by  Clyde  T.  Ellis,  executive  man- 
ager. National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative 
Association,  at  annual  meeting  of  the  asso- 
ciation in  San  Francisco  on  January  26,  1953. 
By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
Editorial  entitled  "New  Voices  Speak  for 
Lower  Tariffs,"  published  in  the  LoulsvUle 
(Ky.)  Courier -Journal  of  February  20,  1953. 
Editorial  entitled  "It's  Time  To  See  What 
Yalta  Really  Meant  to  History,"  published 
in  the  Louisville  (Ky.)  Courier-Journal  of 
February  20,  1953. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
Letter  addressed  to  him  by  A.  L.  Camp,  of 
Boulder,  Colo.,  In  relation  to  the  Voice  oX 
America  program.  , 

By  Mr.  WATKINS: 
Article  from  the  Farm  Journal  written  by 
Wheeler   McMlUen.   with   reference   to   revi- 
sion of  congressional  salaries. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session,  ' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  ou 
Foreign  Relations: 

Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce,  of  Connecticut,  to 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary to  Italy; 

C.  Douglas  Dillon,  of  New  Jersey,  to  b« 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary to  Prance; 

John  M.  Cabot,  of  Massachusetts,  a  Foreign 
Service  ofBcer  of  the  class  of  career  minister, 
to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State; 


1392 


r 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


February  25 


!)i, 


Karl  L.  Rankin,  ot  Maine,  a  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officer  of  the  claas  of  career  minister,  Co 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  China;  and 

James  Clement  Dunn,  of  New  York,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career 
minister,  now  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  to  France,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  Spain. 


MESSAGE  FROM  SENATOR  IVES  TO 
THE  PEOPLE  OP  CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  on  this  day 
5  years  ago  the  ruthless  dictatorship  of 
Soviet  communism  was  forced  up<xi  the 
free  people  of  Czechoslovakia.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record,  following  these 
remarks,  the  text  of  my  message  to  the 
Czechoslovak  people  on  this  anniversary 
of  the  Communist  coup  d'etat 

There  being  no  objection,  the  message 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro, 
as  follows : 
Messagk  or  UKmn  STKna  Sew atob  Irving  M. 

IVXS  TO  THK  PZOn.E  OF  CZECHOSLOVAKIA   ON 

THi  PUTH  Anniversary  of  the  Communist 
Dictatorship,  February  25,  1053 

The  25th  day  of  February  has  become  a 
symbol  of  the  free  world's  determination  to 
resist  the  ruthless  forces  of  totalitarian  im- 
perialism. On  that  day  in  1948.  freedom  in 
Czechoslovakia  fell  victim  to  the  treacherous 
Communist  tyranny. 

After  5  years  of  merciless  subjugation,  the 
torch  of  liberty  still  burns  brightly  In  th^ 
hearts  of  the  gallant  Czech  people.  Their 
glorious  history  of  opposition  to  oppression 
and  bigotry  In  any  form  and  the  legacy  of 
freedom  which  the  Czech  patriots  have  given 
to  the  world  will  sustain  the  suffering  Czech 
people  until  the  invader  Is  driven  from  their 
soil. 

As  the  Czechoslovak  nation  turns  to  the 
fr^e  world  for  help  and  inspiration,  the 
people  of  the  United  States  reaffirm  their  tra- 
ditional friendship  for  the  courageous  people 
of  Czechoslovakia. 

On  this  fifth  anniversary  of  the  Commu- 
nist coup  d'etat,  every  loyal  American  ex- 
tends deepest  sjrmpathy  and  expresses  fer- 
vent hope  and  prayer  that  the  day  of  libera- 
tion for  Czechoslovakia  is  near. 


INVESTIGATION   OP    SUBVERSIVE 
INFLUENCES    IN    EDUCATION 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  pro- 
ceed for  not  to  exceed  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  may  proceed 
for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  heat,  but 
not  a  comparable  amount  of  light,  en- 
gendered over  the  public  inquiry  into 
subversive  influences  in  education. 

Dr.  Lewis  Webster  Jones,  president  of 
that  time-honored  institution  of  higher 
learning  in  my  own  State,  Rutgers  Uni- 
versity, has  expressed  a  mature  view  of 
the  Investigation  undertaken  last  year 
by  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
of  tJie  Senate. 

I  believe  that  every  colleague  on  the 
subcommittee,  of  which  i  am  now 
honored  to  be  a  member,  shares  my  ad- 
miration for  the  far-sighted  statement 
made  by  Dr.  Jones  in  supporting  the 
decision  of  the  university  s  board  of 
trustees  that  two  Rutgers  professors  be 


dismissed  for  refusing  to  reply  to  ques- 
tions concerning  Communist  affiliations. 

TDv.  Jones  knows  the  meaning  of  the 
term  "academic  freedom."  This  distin- 
guished educator  comprehends  that 
there  is  nothing  academic  about  free- 
dom; that  it  is  a  hard-won  right,  a  right 
that  must  be  protected  by  vigilance 
against  what  he  recognizes  as  a  ruthless 
tyranny  which  would  pervert  the  mean- 
ing of  every  good  and  honest  privilege 
we  hold  so  dear. 

It  does  not  take  much  courage  to  stand 
and  cry  "academic  freedom"  every  time 
a  teacher  refuses  to  answer  a  public 
question  about  membership  in  a  subver- 
sive organization.  It  does  take  sense 
and  courage  for  Dr.  Jones  to  draw  that 
fine  line  between  inquiry  and  inquisition 
which  is  all-important  in  judging  such 
cases. 

Dr.  Jones  show^s  us  how  sensible  In- 
quiry by  the  Congress  may  join  har- 
moniously with  a  university's  own  high 
sense  of  responsibility. 

I  believe  that  an  editorial  published 
in  the  Washington  Sunday  Star  of  Feb- 
ruary 22,  1953,  tells  the  Rutgers  story  in 
lucid  fashion,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Academic  Good  Sense 

It  is  refreshing,  in  the  current  emotional 
uproar  over  the  investigation  of  communism 
in  our  colleges,  to  read  the  calm  and  sensible 
statement  on  this  subject  by  Lewis  Webster 
Jones,  president  of  Rutgers  University. 

Two  Rutgers  prufe£sors  refused  last  year 
to  answer  questions  concerning  ComraunLst 
afflllatlons  put  to  them  by  the  Senate  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Security.  They  re- 
lied on  their  constitutional  protection 
against   possible  self-incrimination. 

Their  case  was  carefully  considered  at  Rut- 
gers. A  faculty  advisory  committee  strongly 
urged  that  no  action  k>e  taken  against  the 
two.  But  the  board  of  trustees  finally  con- 
cluded that  the  professors  must  answer  the 
questions  or  resign,  and  their  connection 
with  the  university  was  severed  last  De- 
cember 31. 

The  basic  contention  of  those  who  sup- 
ported the  professors  in  their  stand  was  that 
the  interrogation  by  the  Senate  subcommit- 
tee was  an  invasion  of  academic  freedom  and 
a  threat  to  the  Integrity  of  our  educational 
system.     Dr.  Jones,  however,  did  not  agree. 

In  his  view,  no  Issue  of  freedom  of  teach- 
ing or  of  the  right  to  hold  unorthodox  opin- 
ions was  at  stake.  If  there  had  been,  the 
university  would  have  strongly  supported 
the  two  professors.  "The  questions  Pro- 
fessors Heimlich  and  Flnley  refused  to  aii- 
swer,"  Dr.  Jones  declared,  "did  not  relate 
to  their  opinions,  but  to  their  possible  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party.  Such 
membership  is  not  compatible  with  the  free- 
dom of  thought  and  Inquiry  on  which  Amer- 
ican teaching  and  research  are  based.  It  is 
no  Invasion  of  that  freedom,  but  a  necessary 
measure  of  the  protection  of  the  freedom 
of  all  of  us,  to  seek  to  determine  whether 
teachers  and  others  In  positions  of  trust  are 
committed  to  the  discipline  and  program  of 
the  Communist  Party." 

Arguing  that  the  public  has  a  right. 
through  its  legally  constituted  represenU- 
tives,  to  inquire  Into  the  Communist  Party 
membership  of  individuals,  and  contending 
that  the  party  is  a  conspiratorial  organiza- 
tion. Dr.  Jones  continued; 

"Universities,  both  public  and  private,  are 
strongly  affected  with  a  public  interest. 
They  occupy  a  position  of  cenUal  importance 


In  our  free  society,  embodying  highest  aspi- 
rations and  hope  for  material  and  spiritual 
progress.  They  are  at  once  the  most  char- 
acteristic expression  and  the  principal 
guardians  of  the  western  tradition  of  free- 
dom. They  are  charged  with  the  preMrva- 
tlon  of  the  cultural  heritage,  the  discovery 
of  new  knowledge  and  its  dissemination,  the 
education  of  young  people  as  persons,  work- 
ers and  citizens.  They  cannot  confine  them- 
selves to  techniques,  and  adopt  an  attitude 
of  neutrality  and  withdrawal  in  the  face  of 
the  central  moral  issue  of  our  times.  •  •  • 
Public  investigation  of  the  universities  la 
legitimate  and  should  be  frankly  met.  It 
Implies  no  invasion  of  academic  Independ- 
ence. 

"The  Interference  of  any  outside  group 
with  the  proper  functions  of  the  university 
must  be  resisted,  whatever  the  cost  in  criti- 
cism and  kiss  of  financial  support.  In  the 
determination  of  the  curriculum,  methods  of 
teaching  and  research,  the  selection  of  fac- 
ulty or  speakers,  the  permission  of  free  dis- 
cussion, the  university  must  be  completely 
Independent.  In  all  these  matters,  which  re- 
late to  the  proper  performance  of  the  Intel- 
lectual functions  of  a  university,  public  in- 
quiry Is  legitimate;  InterfereiK-e  or  dictation 
is  not.  •  *  •  It  follows  that  for  mem- 
bers of  a  university  faculty  to  refuse  to 
give  a  rational  account  of  their  position  on 
Vital  community  l.ssues  not  only  cannot  l>e 
defended  by  an  appeal  to  academic  freedom, 
but  In  fact  cuts  the  ground  out  from  under 
academic  freedom  Itself." 

The  Importance  of  Dr  Jones'  statement, 
together  with  the  action  taken  at  Rutgers, 
lies  In  the  fact  that  it  outlines  a  positive 
approach  to  the  problem  of  Communist  In- 
fiitration  of  our  educational  system.  There 
is  good  reason  to  niaintain  a  close  watch  on 
congressl.jnal  investigations  of  the  educa- 
tional system,  for  they  often  are  attended 
by  serious  abuses.  But  those  who  are  con- 
tent merely  to  raise  the  cry  of  academic  free- 
dom, and  do  nothing,  are  defeating  their 
own  purpose.  For  public  opinion,  quite  prop- 
erly. Is  not  going  to  tolerate  Communist  in- 
filtration of  our  schools  and  colleges.  The 
best  way  to  deal  with  this  problem  Is  for 
the  schools  and  colleges  to  do  their  own 
housecleanlng  That  is  what  Rutgers  has 
done,  and  that  is  what  Dr.  Jones  is  advising 
others  to  do.  His  statement  is  one  that 
should  be  read  by  all  who  are  concerned 
with  this  serious  and  vital  matter. 
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EFFECT  OP  GOVERNMENT  POLITICS 
ON  AGRICULTURE 

Mr  GRISWOLD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak  for 
3  minutes  about  the  agricultural  situ- 
ation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection'' The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  may  proceed 
for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ins  recent  days  there  has  been  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  considerable  discus- 
sion relative  to  Government  policies  to 
be  followed  in  the  agricultural  field. 
Secretarj'  Benson  has  stated  that  he  feels 
the  ideal  policy  would  be  one  which  as- 
sured the  farmer  of  parity  but  provided. 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  farmer  should 
operate  increasingly  in  a  free  economy. 
Having  hved  all  my  life  in  the  strictly 
agricultural  area  of  western  Nebraska, 
I  believe  I  realize  both  the  economic  and 
social  implications  of  such  a  policy.  My 
life  has  been  spent  in  an  area  which  is 
largely  dependent  on  livestock,  and  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  segment  cf  our  agri- 
cultural economy  which  is  more  indi- 


vidualistic in  its  attitude  than  is  the  live- 
stock industry,  or  more  anxious  to  avoid 
Government  control. 

However,  I  take  this  opportunity  to 
suggest  that  In  fields  seemingly  far 
away  from  agriculture  our  Government 
has  been  placing  under  our  economy 
many  stilts  which  make  it  almost  impos- 
sible for  American  agriculture  to  oper- 
ate at  a  profit.  Farmers  and  stockmen 
have  found  It  very  difficult  to  make  any 
profit  during  the  p:ist  year  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  sale  price  of  their  prod- 
ucts has  been  on  tfie  downgrade,  while 
the  cost  of  farm  latxjr  and  the  cost  of 
machinery  has  been  very  much  on  the 
upgrade.  If  the  fa:-mer  and  cattleman 
today  are  to  be  asked  to  sell  in  a  free 
economy,  they  musi  also  have  the  op- 
portunity to  employ  labor  and  buy  ma- 
chinery in  a  free  ectmomy. 

In  this  connection.  I  wish  to  describe 
what  has  happened  in  Nebraska.    Under 
the  jurisdicUon  of  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, the  construction  of  the  Gavins 
Point  Dam  is  soon  to  be  started  in  north- 
eastern Nebraska.    It  appears  that  un- 
der the  law  .the  Federal  Department  of 
Labor  has  authority  to  fix  the  wages 
which  are  to  be  paid  under  that  contract. 
A  hearing  was  recently  held  by  the  De- 
partment of  Labor,  and  the  Department 
is.  seemingly,  about  to  grant  a  wage  in- 
crease of  from  15  cents  to  40  cents  an 
hour  higher  thaua  any  wages  paid  in  that 
area  of  Nebraska  for  certain  skilled  and 
semiskilled  labor.     This  means  that  a 
Government  stilt  is  being  put  under  la- 
bor which  will  affect  not  only  the  wages 
paid  under  that  contract  but  also  will 
indirectly  affect  the  wages  to  be  paid  by 
Nebraska  farmers  for  farm  labor.  Like- 
wise, it  will  affect  the  wages  which  will 
be  paid  in  all  other  construction  jobs 
throughout  that  area.     Therefore,  the 
State  of  Nebraska  will  undoubtedly  have 
to  pay  higher  wages  when  highways  are 
to  be  built  or  public  buildings  are  to  1)6 
erected.   The  point  I  make  is  that,  under 
the  provisions  of  Federal  law,  labor  is  not 
operating  in  a  free  economy,  but  is  being 
given    the    advantage    of    Government 
stilts.    It  should  be  remembered  that  the 
added  cost  of  this  labor  will  be  paid  by 
the  taxpayers,  the  contractors  having  a 
cost-plus  contract. 

The  farmers  and  cattlemen  are  greatly 
worried  over  the  fact  that  the  value  of 
their  products  is  on  the  decline,  while 
the  cost  of  their  labor  and  their  ma- 
chinery is  on  the  increase.  This  deci- 
sion by  the  Department  of  Labor  Is, 
seemingly,  going  to  make  it  tougher  for 
them.  I  only  suggest  that  if  the  farmer 
Is  to  operate  In  a  free  economy,  it  will 
require  much  coordination  in  other  fields 
of  Government  activity  to  make  certain 
that  the  farmer  Is  not  seriously  dis- 
criminated against. 

Our  agricultural  economy  Is  affected 
by  every  activity  of  government.  It  is 
affected  by  today's  events  in  Korea.  It 
is  affected  by  our  trade  and  tariff  pol- 
icies. It  is  affected  by  our  tax  legisla- 
tion. It  is  affected  by  our  labor  laws. 
The  interests  of  our  farmers  and  stock- 
men must  be  kept  in  mind,  no  matter 
what  Government  policy  may  be  under 
consideration. 


ECONOMIC  NEED  FOR  INDEPENDENT 
LOCALLY  OWNED  BANKS 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  may  proceed. 
Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
dwindling  continuity  of  locally  owned 
banks  an  illustration  of  what  is  happen- 
ing to  many  segments  of  this  Nation's 
economic  base? 

Because  it  is  of  interest  to  the  entire 
Nation  and  for  the  reason  that  I  believe 
a  North  Dakota  businessman  has  iden- 
tified an  economic  problem  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  our  country's  best  econo- 
mists, and  of  the  new  Republican  ad- 
ministration, I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  problem.  As  a  matter  of  identifica- 
tion of  this  businessman  and  of  his  back- 
ground and  car>acity,  I  may  say  that  he  is 
Richard  H.  Barry,  of  Fargo,  N.  Dak., 
whose  integrity  and  sincerity  are  above 
reproach. 

About  5  years  ago  he  conceived  the 
Idea  that  there  was  an  economic  need 
for  something  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
pany to  help  individuals  finance  the  pur- 
chase of  stock  of  small  independent 
banks  as  one  of  the  means  of  perpetuat- 
ing their  existence.  His  own  record  of 
successful  business  accomplishment  and 
experience  in  banking  and  raising  money 
for  small  businesses  has,  for  a  number  of 
years,  attracted  considerable  attention 
among  bankers  and  businessmen 
throughout  the  Northwest  and  in  other 
sections  of  the  Nation. 

About  3  months  ago  he  decided  to 
make  an  exhaustive  exploration  of  the 
economic  problem  as  he  saw  it  and  the 
mechanics  of  a  ];x)ssible  solution.  He  has 
submitted  his  ideas  to  more  than  58 
bankers  in  the  Midwest,  including  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  in  Minneapolis 
and  Chicago.  During  the  past  few  weeks 
he  has  explained  his  idea  and  his  pro- 
posal to  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  to 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corpora- 
tion, to  the  United  States  Treasury  De- 
partment, to  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, and  to  one  of  the  economic  ad- 
visers to  President  Eisenhower.  He  has 
generated  considerable  interest  in  the 
merits  of  the  premise  upon  which  he  is 
working  and  upon  the  mechanics  of  how 
the  economic  problem  conceivably  could 
be  reduced.  It  is  only  to  be  expected  that 
In  pioneering  an  idea  involving  a  scope 
such  as  this  he  would  not  encounter 
complete  understanding  of  the  problem 
or  of  his  suggested  proposal  in  all  quar- 
ters of  government. 

He  has.  however,  made  considerable 
headway  in  converting  many  persons  to 
his  idesis.  He  is,  in  effect,  stymied  tem- 
porarily in  one  agency  which  does  not 
necessarily  disagree  with  him,  but  which. 
in  effect,  maintains  the  position  that, 
while  his  plan  Is  not  in  confiict  with  Fed- 
eral statutes,  there  is  on  the  other  hand 
no  Federal  statute  expressly  approving 
the  mechanics  of  certain  of  the  proposed 
details. 

Mr.  Barry  has  concluded  that  while 
his  Ideas  are  sound,  he  may  be  con- 
fronted with  an  educational  program 
which  may  delay  starting  his  plan  for  1 
or  2  years.    Because  I  feel  there  is  much 


merit  in  the  groundwork  which  he  has 
developed  In  focusing  attention  on  a 
major  economic  problem,  I  am  submit- 
ting it  herewith  as  he  has  identified  it 
to  me. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  to  which  I  have  referred  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

An    IlXUSTEATlON    OF    WHAT    IS    HAPPENING    TO 

Many    Secments    or   This   Nation's   Eco- 
nomic Bask 

There  Is  an  old  taying  that  communities 
or  nations  do  not  just  happen,  but  are  built 
where  men  with  vision  and  leadership  want 
to  build  them.  It  can  also  be  said  that  com- 
munities or  nations  do  not  Just  happen  to 
disintegrate,  but  men  without  vision  and 
leadership  let  them  disintegrate. 

Let  enough  communities  disintegrate  and 
there  is  a  weakening  of  the  entire  economic 
structtire  of  a  nation. 

Today  something  Is  happening  to  a  baslo 
unit  In  many  communities  In  certain  re- 
gions of  the  United  States  that  foreshadows 
a  serious  threat  of  the  future  competitive 
situation  as  well  as  the  future  prosperity, 
property  values,  school  B3rstems,  and  general 
happiness  of  the  residents  of  those  com- 
munities. It  has  to  do  with  the  continuity 
of  the  locally  owned  bank.  There  has  de- 
veloped, because  of  a  nimiber  of  factors— 
among  them  Inflation  and  high  taxes — a 
steadily  growing  problem  where  liquidation 
or  merger  of  the  locally  owned  bank,  in  more 
and  more  Instances,  looks  unavoidable  to 
the  major  stockholders.  These  stockholders, 
who  many  times  are  actively  managing  their 
banks,  are  finding  because  of  age  or  Illness 
that  It  Is  necessary  iar  them  to  sell.  But 
they  are  unable  to  And  buyers  with  suffi- 
cient capital  to  purchase  what  Is  often  one 
of  the  largest  corporations  In  the  com- 
munity from  the  standpoint  of  capital  struc- 
ture. Individuals  with  banking  exjjerlence 
and  all  of  the  required  capital  to  purchase  a 
bank  have  become  as  scarce  as  the  proverbial 
"hen's  teeth."  Individuals  with  sufficient 
banking  experience  and  part  of  the  required 
capital  for  the  most  part  have  been  un- 
able to  obtain  long-term  credit.  The  prob- 
lem thus  created  ban  well  be  vital  to  those 
communities  and  In  the  long  rvm  to  the 
Nation. 

The  purpose  of  these  comments  Is  not  Just 
to  spotlight  the  problem,  but  to  generate 
thinking  directed  towtuti  a  solution.  The 
bard  fact  is  that  in  1952  In  this  Nation  each 
week  an  average  of  two  locally  owned  banks 
went  out  of  existence  while  only  one  new 
bank  started — despite  the  fact  that  this 
country  Is  growing  at  the  rate  of  2  miUion 
persons  per  year.  More  locally  owned  banks 
went  out  of  existence  In  1952  than  In  any 
year  since  1943. 

This  economic  problem  which  encompasses 
more  than  the  future  of  locally  owned  banks 
has  been  developing  for  several  years  but 
leadership  has  not  been  assumed  to  assemble 
possible  solutions. 

The  probl'em  is  broad.  To  open  up  more 
branch  or  chain  banking  eases  part  of  the 
pain  but  does  not  get  at  the  economic  prob- 
lem of  dwindling  continuity  of  local  owner- 
ship. There  are  many  locally  owned  com- 
panies in  existence  today  who  have  accumu- 
lated sufficient  capital  to  distribute  the  prod- 
ucts of  such  manufacturers  as  Genera]  Elec- 
tric, Ford,  or  CaterpUlar,  and  who  are  also 
confronted  with  a  similar  and  growing  prob- 
lem of  finding  buyers  with  sufficient  capital 
and  capacity. 

There  are  solutions  to  many  of  these  prob- 
lems in  the  banking  business  and  for  busi- 
ness In  general,  although  in  the  case-  of 
banks,  subject  to  three  and  sometimes  four 
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supervising  agencies,  the  complexity  of  our 
structure  of  government  Is  a  formidable 
barrier  to  break  through  for  the  average  con- 
stituent with  a  suggestion. 

If  there  Is  merit  and  economic  soundness 
in  not  permitting  many  local  segments  of 
this  Nation's  broad  economic  base  to  dis- 
appear, now  Is  as  good  as  any  time  for  ac- 
tion. 

Herein  may  be  another  opportunity  for  the 
new  Republican  administration  to  recognize 
a  widespread  problem  of  small  business  and 
to  accept  the  leadership  In  seeking  the  solu- 
tion. 


ENSLAVEMENT  OP  C2ffiCHO- 
SLOVAKIA 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  not 
more  than  2  minutes  on  the  enslavement 
of  Czechoslovakia. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  New  York  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  Febru- 
ary 25  is  one  of  the  dark  days  on  the  his- 
tory book  of  freedom,  for  this  day  marks 
the  anniversary  of  the  closing  of  the  Iron 
Curtain  around  Czechoslovakia.  This 
one-time  land  of  freedom  and  true  de- 
mocracy has  always  been  a  thorn  in  the 
side  of  totalitarian  governments  in  Eu- 
rope. For  centuries  it  has  given  its  sons 
and  its  daughters  to  the  fight  for  free- 
dom. Today,  even  after  5  years  of  Soviet 
domination,  we  are  sure  the  light  of  free- 
dom still  bums  brightly  in  the  hearts  and 
minds  of  the  people  of  Czechoslovakia. 
We  look  forward  to  the  day  when  this 
light  will  once  more  shine  undimmed  for 
Czechoslovakia  in  the  halls  of  nations. 

We  in  the  United  States  and  the  free 
world  have  not  forgotten  our  ties  with 
the  liberty-loving  people  of  Czechoslo- 
vakia. The  strength  of  the  free  world 
has  increased  greatly  in  the  past  5  years 
as  has  the  determination  to  extend  to 
all  enslaved  peoples  the  boon  of  freedom. 

The  most  concrete  way  in  which  the 
United  States  can  immediately  express 
its  admiration  and  sympathy  for  this 
brave  nation  is  by  extending  a  helping 
hand  to  those  Czechoslovakians  who 
have  fled  from  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. These  refugees  from  tyranny  are 
the  representatives  of  their  less  fortu- 
nate countrymen.  We  must  welcome 
our  fair  share  of  them  to  this  country 
and  assure  that  all  of  them  find  safe 
haven  and  an  opportunity  for  livelihood. 

For  this  purpose  we  in  the  United 
States  must  strive  for  early  revision  of 
the  McCarran  Immigration  Act.  This 
is  one  positive  thing  we  can  do  now  for 
the  people  of  Czechoslovakia  and  for  the 
cause  of  freedom  throughout  the  world. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  although 
the  morning  hour  has  not  been  con- 
cluded I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
at  this  time.  Further  proceedings  under 
the  morning  hour  may  be  had  after  the 
call  of  the  roll. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Aiken  Be&ll  Bridges 

AndatMD  Bennett  Bush 

Brlcker  Butler.  Md 


Butler,  Nebr. 

Hlckenlooper 

McClellan 

Byrd 

Htll 

MlUikln 

Capeh&rt 

Hoey 

Monroney 

Carlson 

Holland 

Morse 

Case 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Chaves 

Hunt 

Murray 

Clements 

Ives 

Neely 

Cordon 

Jackson 

Payne 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Potter 

Dlrksen 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Duff 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Haltonstall 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Eastland 

Kennedy 

Smathers 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Smith.  Maine 

Ferguaon 

Knowland 

Smith.  N.J. 

Flanders 

Kuchel 

Spark,  man 

Frear 

Ijinger 

Stennls 

Fulbrlght 

Lehman 

Symington 

George 

Long 

Taft 

OlUette 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Ooldwater 

Malone 

To  bey 

Gore 

Mansneld 

Watkins 

Green 

Martin 

Welker 

OrUwold 

Maybank 

Wiley 

Hayden 

McCarran 

Williams 

Hendrickson 

McCarthy 

Young 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr. 
Cooper]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  Mr. 
PuRTKLL]  is  necessPi-ily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  fro'o  Missouri  (Mr.  Hem- 
NiNGS],  the  Sem  tor  from  Rhode  Island 
IMr.  PastoreI,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith  J  are  absent 
on  official  busin«;ss. 

The  Senator  '.rom  West  Virginia  IMr. 
KiLcoREJ  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 


HOMETOWN,  U.  S.  A. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak  at 
this  time  for  1  minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Michigan  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  it  is  in- 
deed an  honor  and  a  privilege  for  me  to 
introduce  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  this  afternoon.  Hometown, 
U.  S.  A. 

In  my  sincere  judgment.  Hometown 
U.  S.  A.  embodies  the  spirit  of  the  Amer- 
ican people  in  their  finest  hour.  It  is  a 
project  formulated  by  the  American  Le- 
gion to  establish  a  closer  degree  of  per- 
sonal contact  between  our  Armed  Forces 
overseas  and  their  families  and  loved 
ones  here,  through  the  exchange  of  per- 
sonal recorded  messages. 

Hometown,  U.  S.  A.,  is  one  of  the  great- 
est morale-boosting  instruments  ever  ef- 
fected in  our  era.  It  embodies  the  fulfill- 
ment of  the  strongest  desire  of  our  men 
and  women  in  the  armed  services  over- 
seas, namely,  the  realization  of  closer 
touch  with  loved  ones  at  home. 

We  should  applaud  the  American  Le- 
gion organization  for  again  rising  to 
meet  a  most  urgent  need.  That  need, 
Mr.  President,  is  the  maintenance  of  a 
high  degree  of  morale  in  our  fighting 
troops  overseas.  The  Department  of 
Defense  and  the  heads  of  the  separate 
services  have  given  their  enthusiastic 
endorsement  to  this  project.  Maj.  Gen. 
Floyd  Parks.  Chief  of  Information  for 
the  Army,  has  cabled  all  theater  com- 
manders explaining  Hometown,  U.  S.  A., 
and  urging  its  activation  at  all  bases. 
Hundreds  of  radio  stations  throughout 
the  country  have  pledged  full  coopera- 


tion  in   broadcasting   Hometown   mes- 
sages. 

In  these  hours  of  international  ten- 
sion, it  is  important — indeed,  it  is  im- 
perative— that  we  exercise  every  effort 
to  keep  morale  high.  I  know  of  no  bet- 
ter way  to  do  just  this  than  to  endorse 
this  fine  program  which  is  so  much  in 
keeping  with  our  American  heritage. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
insert  at  this  point  in  the  Record  an  of- 
ficial statement  from  the  national  head- 
quarters of  the  American  Legion  which 
outlines  in  detail  Hometown,  U.  8.  A., 
and  points  out  the  paramount  impor- 
tance of  instituting  this  worthwhile 
project  a."!  soon  as  possible. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Hometown,  U.  8.  A. 

On  August  23.  1952.  at  Times  Square  in 
New  York  City,  the  American  Legion 
launched  a  new  project  which  involves  pub- 
lic relations  In  the  broadest  and  best  sense. 
It  is  called  Hometown.  U.  S.  A.  Present  at 
the  Inaugural  ceremony,  in  addition  to  the 
more  than  10.000  people  who  literally 
Jammed  Times  Square  from  curb  to  curb, 
were  the  then  national  commander  of  the 
American  Legion.  Donald  R.  Wilson.  Mayor 
ImpeUuterl.  of  New  York  City,  and  many 
other    dignitaries 

Hometown,  U.  S.  A.,  U  a  project  through 
whi.  h  the  American  Legion  provides  for 
unique  and  personal  contact  between  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  F()rces  overseas  and  their 
loved  ones  In  this  country.  The  idea  is  sim- 
ple enough:  mothers,  fathers,  friends,  and 
other  loved  ones  record  a  brief  greeting  to- 
gether with  a  tune  request:  these  recorded 
mess.iges  are  then  processed  and  mailed  by 
the  American  Legion  to  service  men  or  wo- 
men overseas  and  played  over  the  Armed 
Forces  radio  stations. 

At  the  same  time  through  special  arrange- 
ment with  the  armed  services  and  with  the 
approval  of  Defense  Secretary  Lovett,  over- 
seas personnel  will  record  similar  messages 
to  their  home  folks.  These  messages  will  be 
cleared  through  a  central  American  Legion 
ofBce  and  forwarded  to  the  appropriate  home- 
town radio  stations  for  broadcast.  Hun- 
dreds of  radio  stations  In  this  country,  as 
well  as  many  stations  on  the  Armed  Forces 
radio  network  will  devote  portions  of  their 
broadcasting  time  to  Hometown,  U.  S.  A.. 
messages. 

While  this  Is  a  new  activity  for  the  Ameri- 
can Legion,  the  basic  Idea  has  been  tested, 
and  proved  successful.  On  August  28.  1948, 
a  program  identified  as  Stateside  Calling  was 
Introduced  over  WTVM.  the  Armed  Forces 
radio  station  In  the  Philippines.  The  for- 
mat was  the  same — featuring  an  exchange  of 
broadcast  me.ssages  and  tune  dedications  be- 
tween troops  in  the  Philippines  and  their 
folks  back  home.  This  program  went  over 
big.  it  proved  to  be  a  tremendous  morale 
booster  both  for  the  troops  and  the  home 
folks,  and  radio  stations  In  this  country  co- 
operated even  to  the  extent  of  notifying 
relatives  in  advance  to  be  sure  they  would 
listen  In  for  the  greeting  from  their  special 

or. 

The  offlcer  In  charge  of  this  project  in  the 
Philippines  was  released  from  the  Army  early 
In  1952.  He  came  to  the  American  Legion 
with  the  Idea  of  developing  and  sponsoring 
It  on  a  world-wide  basis.  That  was  how 
Hometown.  U.  S.  A.,  came  to  be  launched  at 
the  time  of  the  New  York  national  conven- 
tion. You  will  be  Interested  to  know  that 
It  was  a  most  successful  launching.  Twenty- 
seven  hundred  messages  were  tape-recorded 
by  Legionnaires  and  others,  in  special  booths 
provided  for  that  purpose,  and  all  2.700  have 
since  been  proce.ssed  and  sent  overseas  to 
Armed  Forces  radio  stations. 
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Now.  I  dont  have  to  point  out  the  terrific 
human  appeal  of  this  type  of  service.  It 
provides  the  next  best  thing  to  face-to-face 
contact  between  mothers  and  sons,  wives  and 
husbands,  sweethearts  and  friends.  It  per- 
mits a  relationship  at  the  heartstring  level — 
a  relationship  that  the  individuals  can 
understand. 

The  Department  of  Defense  and  the  sepa- 
rate services  have  given  official  and  enthusi- 
astic approval  to  the  project  as  a  valuable 
aid  to  troop  morale.  Secretary  Lovett  per- 
sonally has  directed  maximum  cooperation 
on  the  part  of  all  commands — particularly 
the  special  service  officers  who  have  been 
assigned  responsibility  for  handling  the  me- 
chanics of  the  operation  overseas.  The 
Chief  of  Information  for  the  Army.  MaJ. 
Gen.  Floyd  Parks,  has  cabled  theater  com- 
manders explaining  Hometown,  U.  8.  A.,  in 
detail  and  urging  iU  activation  on  all  bases. 
A  directive  letter  over  the  Army  Adjutant 
General's  signature  will  go  to  all  special 
service  officers  and  public  Information  of- 
ficers from  the  command  to  unit  level, 
calling  for  maximum  use  of  faculties  and 
publicity  in  behalf  of  the  project.  Enclosed 
with  the  letter  will  be  a  complete  Hometown, 
U.  8.  A.,  kit.  Including  a  standard  operational 
procedure,  sample  request  blanks,  photos 
of  suggested  visual  displays,  etc.  Armed 
Ptorces  radio  service  overseas,  comprised  of 
more  than  80  individual  radio  stations  or- 
ganized in  8  networks,  wUl  earmark  60  min- 
utes of  air  time  dally  for  broadcast  of  the 
messages  and  tune  dedications. 

As  mentioned  above,  we  have  received  let- 
ters from  hundreds  of  radio  stations  through- 
out the  country,  offering  their  complete 
cooperation  and  commending  this  project, 
and  we  expect  to  hear  from  many  more. 
Though  we  realize  many  radio  stations  can- 
not utilize  the  short  transcriptions  coming 
back  from  overseas,  perhaps  they  can  utilize 
the  tune  dedications  and  cheery  messages  for 
the  folks  in  their  particular  transmitter  field. 
Write  MM  and  let  \is  know  If  we  are  •off- 
mlke"  in  regard  to  this  project.  Drop  us  a 
line  anyway — we'd  love  to  hear  from  you. 


ROBERT  M.  LA  POLLETTE.  JR. 

Mr.  WILEY.     Mr.  President.  It  Is  with  -^ 
deep  regret  that  I  convey  to  my  col- 
leagues In  the  Senate  the  formal  word  of 
the  passing  of  one  of  our  devoted  former^ 
members.  Senator  Robert  M.  La  Pollet^ 

Jr. 

I  now  send  to  the  desk  the  text  off  a 
resolution  of  condolence,  and  ask  unani 
mous  consent  that  it  be  read  and  present 
ly  considered.  . 

There  being  no  objection,  the  res<flu- 
tion  (S.  Res.  85)  was  read,  and  the  Sen- 
ate proceeded  to  consider  it.  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  Jlth 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon,  Bobert 
Marlon  La  Follette.  Jr..  formerly  a  Senator 
from  the  SUte  of  Wisconsin. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  transmit  a 
copy  of  thU  resolution  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  from  1905 
to  1947,  the  State  of  Wisconsin  was  rep- 
resented in  the  United  States  Senate  by 
a  member  of  the  La  PoUette  family. 

The  La  P\)llettes  served  here,  as  they 
served  at  the  helm  of  the  State  govern- 
ment in  Madison,  with  courage,  with 
determination,  with  integrity,  with  a 
willingness  to  take  on  many  a  cause — 
popular  or  unpopular— if  they  beUeved 
in  it. 

The  great  father  of  this  distinguished 
family,  Robert  M.  La  Toilette,  Sr.,  was  a 
man  of  the  deepest  convictions,  a  cru- 
sading battler  for  what  he  felt  to  be 


right.  He  left  an  unmistakable  mark  in 
the  history  of  my  State  in  the  form  of  a 
great  deal  of  pioneering  social  legisla- 
tion. He  engaged  in  many  great  con- 
troversies on  the  domestic  and  foreign 
scenes.  He  did  not  shrink  from  any 
battle  where  he  felt  the  interests  of  his 
State  and  Nation  were  involved.  Men 
disagreed  with  him,  but  they  respected 
him  and  admired  his  courage. 

Robert  M.  La  PoUette.  Jr..  was  a  wor- 
thy heir  to  the  fighting  La  Follette  tra- 
dition. When  elected  at  the  age  of  30. 
he  was  the  youngest  Senator  since  Henry 
Clay.  He  carried  on  the  progressive  tra- 
dition established  by  his  father.  At 
times  there  was  great  controversy  over 
the  policies  which  he,  too,  advocated  and 
the  legislation  which  he  advanced;  but 
Bob  La  PoUette,  Jr.,  was  always  fair, 
always  just,  always  considerate. 

He  was  an  industrious  Senator.  He 
worked  night  and  day  at  the  job.  He 
left  behind  him  many  warm  friendship>s 
among  the  Members  of  this  body. 

The  Legislative  Reorganization  Act 
which  he  helped  to  write  in  conjunction 
with  the  present  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Mon- 
roney] stands  as  one  of  his  brightest 
contributions;  but  it  is  by  no  means  his 
only  contribution,  as  a  look  at  the  record 
which  he  compiled  down  through  the 
years  will  show. 

Bob  La  PoUette.  Jr.,  was  a  gentleman, 
quiet,  mUd-mannered,  and  yet  one  in 
whom  deep  fires  of  convictions  burned. 

He  was  careful;  he  was  studious  and 
conscientious. 

Wisconsin  mourns  his  passing.  Friend 
or  foe  in  the  Badger  State,  we  respected 
him  as  a  worthy  son  of  a  great  father 
and  a  loyal  American.  ' 

We  will  miss  his  presence,  but  we  wiU 
remember  the  spirit  which  guided  him. 
We  salute  his  memory.    We  are  proud 
to  have  associated  with  him. 

We  say  hail  and  fareweU  to  you,  Bob 
La  PoUette,  Jr. 

We  express  our  deepest  sympathy  to 
his  family  and  dear  ones. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  we  were 
shocked  by  the  sad  news  of  the  tragic 
death  of  former  Senator  Robert  M.  La 
PoUette,  Jr. 

When  I  came  to  the  Senate  some  15 
years  ago  I  was  a  member  with  him  of 
the  old  Senate  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor,  a  committee  busy  with  much 
legislation  and  many  matters.  In  those 
early  years  of  my  service  here  there  was 
no  member  so  kind,  so  thoughtful,  and 
so  helpful  to  me.  Our  association  soon 
ripened  into  strong  friendship. 

Whether  one  agreed  with  Bob.  as  we 
aflecUonately  caUed  him.  or  disagreed, 
no  one  could  work  with  him  without 
holding  him  In  warm  appreciation  and 
the  highest  respect 

He  was  a  friend,  generous,  steadfast, 
and  true.  He  needed  no  assurances. 
There  was  no  vanity  in  him.  There  was 
no  retribution  in  his  spirit.  There  was 
no  littleness  in  the  man.  He  never  lost 
his  sense  of  justice  or  of  the  eternal  fit- 
ness of  things. 

Bom  with  a  great  name  and  a  great 
heritage,  he  walked  humbly  with  his  God. 
He  was  a  beUever  in  righteousness  at 
home  and  abroad.  He  was  a  beUever  in 
freedom  at  home  and  abroad.  He  was  a 
beUever  in  the  capacity  of  a  self-govern- 


ing people  to  shape,  its  life  for  the  grow- 
ing happiness  and  competence  of  aU. 

He  never  wavered  in  his  support  of 
measures  he  felt  for  the  common  good, 
striving  always  to  improve  the  social  and 
economic  position  of  the  people  in  the 
framework  of  the  national  welfare.  His 
was  the  disposition  to  preserve  and  his 
the  abiUty  to  improve. 

He  fought  for  agriculture  and  the 
American  farmer,  for  the  workingman. 
for  the  liberties  of  the  individual,  for  the 
disadvantaged,  and  for  opportunity  and 
justice  for  all  men. 

He  was  our  leader  in  the  fight  for  con- 
gressional reorganization,  that  repre- 
sentative government  might  be  more  effi- 
cient, more  effective,  and  more  resjxjn- 
sive  to  the  needs  and  welfare  of  the 
people. 

He  fought  monopoly  and  privUege  and 
special  interest.  He  believed  in  the 
democracy  of  man,  as  he  believed  in  the 
democracy  of  our  institutions,  and  he 
lived  up  to  his  creed. 

He  opposed  our  entrance  into  World 
War  n,  but,  Uke  that  other  great  Ameri- 
can, Arthur  Vandenberg,  with  whom  he 
was  in  close  association  as  members  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, once  our  country  was  in  the  war 
he  gave  his  aU  in  his  support  of  our 
Armed  Forces  and  for  the  winning  of  the 
war. 

No  Member  of  this  body  divined  sooner 
than  he  the  evU  nature  of  communism, 
its  debasement  of  the  worth  and  dignity 
of  the  individual,  its  denial  of  freedom 
and  its  enslavement  of  the  minds  and 
bodies  of  men,  and  its  implacable  hos- 
tility to  our  country  and  its  free  institu- 
tions. 

After  his  retirement  from  the  Senate 
he  rendered  yeoman  service  as  a  member 
of  the  Harriman  Commission,  that  laid 
the  economic  foundations  for  the 
MarshaU  plan. 

Most  of  aU.  Bob  La  PoUette  had  the 
superb  courage  to  stand  alone — ^the 
courage  to  fight  on  single  handed  and 
aU  alone  in  the  face  of  overwhelming 
odds.  The  great  and  worthy  son  of  a 
great  father,  he  was  the  warrior,  the 
patriot,  the  battler  for  the  right  as  God 
gave  Mm  to  see  it.  the  devoted,  inde- 
fatigable pubUc  servant,  the  great  Ameri- 
can, who  brought  new  luster  and  new 
fame  to  a  great  name  in  American  his- 
tory. 

Bob  La  PoUette  was  the  devoted  and 
generous  husband,  the  gracious  and  lov- 
ing father.  To  his  go6d  and  faithful 
wife  and  to  his  two  fine,  splendid  boys 
we  extend  our  sympathy  this  day. 

America  is  a  better  land  because  of 
the  life  and  service  of  Bob  La  PoUette. 
There  was  no  braver,  manlier  man. 

We  loved  him  living.  We  love  him 
now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution  <S. 
Res.  85)  submitted  by  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Bilr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  that  we  shaU  designate  Monday, 
March  2,  at  12  o'clock  noon,  for  me- 
morial exercises  for  the  late  Robert  M. 
La  PoUette,  Jr.,  former  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 
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Mr.  McCarthy  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  reso> 
lution  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  resolution. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Robert 
Marlon  La  Pollette,  Jr..  formerly  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wlaconsln. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  transmit  a 
copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  senior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  submitted  an 
identical  resolution  earlier  in  the  day, 
and  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  at  this  time  that  when  the  Senate 
concludes  its  bxisiness  today,  it  adjourn 
out  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  able 
former  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  late 
Robert  M.  La  Follette.  Jr. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed 
to. 


ORDER   FOR   THE   CONSIDERATION 
OP  THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that, 
after  the  morning  hour  is  concluded,  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
bills  on  the  calendar  to  which  there 
is  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


SILVER  PURCHASE  ACT  OP  1934 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
recent  days,  since  the  change  of  admin- 
istration and  since  the  election  in  No- 
vember, suggestions  have  been  made  by 
certain  persons  interested  in  the  mining 
industry,  that  there  might  be  a  possi- 
bility of  the  new  administration's  ask- 
ing for  a  repeal  of  the  Silver  Purchase 
Act  of  1934.  I  do  not  know  to  what 
extent  such  a  thought  permeates  the  new 
administration,  nor  did  I  observe  in  the 
general  legislative  proposals  submitted 
any  suggestion  that  the  Silver  Purchase 
Act  of  1934  should  be  repealed.  But  we 
in  the  West  are  vitally  interested  in  this 
matter.  In  order  that  the  Record  may 
be  clear,  and  in  order  to  set  aright  those 
who  might  fall  into  error  as  to  the  value 
of  the  Silver  Purchase  Act.  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  placed  in  the  Record  at  this 
time,  possibly  to  forestall  any  such  sug- 
gestion— although  the  act  referred  to 
was  a  so-called  Roosevelt  New  Deal  piece 
of  legislation— an  indication  of  what  the 
Silver  Purchase  Act  has  meant  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  partic- 
ularly to  the  people  of  the  West. 

One  of  the  suggestions  of  repeal.  Mr. 
President,  comes  from  a  very  eminent 
banker  and  financier,  a  resident  of  my 
home  city,  Seattle,  who  should  under- 
stand a  great  deal  about  the  fiscal  poli- 
cies of  the  Nation.  I  think  my  old 
friend.  Mr.  Jay  Morrison,  is  somewhat 
misinformed  when,  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  Wall  Street  Journal  under  date 
of  February  11,  he  asks: 

Can  you  think  of  any  item  of  the  budget 
Vbere  an  easier  saving  can  be  made  than 


that   obtainable   by  prompt    repeal   of   the 
Silver  Purchase  Act  of  19347 

In  answer  to  the  question.  I  sent  to 
the  Wall  Street  Journal  a  letter  which 
was  recently  published.  In  the  course  of 
my  letter  I  said: 

Mr.  Morrison  Is  apparently  misinformed 
of  the  facts  In  connection  with  the  Sliver 
Purchase  Act  of  1934.  In  the  first  place, 
not  an  ounce  of  silver  has  been  purchased 
under  this  act  for  the  past  11  years.  In  the 
second  place,  and  most  Importantly,  on  every 
ounce  of  silver  that  has  been  so  purchased, 
the  Government  has  made  an  enormous 
profit. 

The  profit  was  derived  by  acquiring  the 
silver  at  prices  ranging  from  approximately 
43  conts  to  79  cents  an  ounce,  and  coining 
It  at  Its  monetary  price  of  $1.29  an  ounce. 
The  monetary  price  was  established  under 
the  First  Coinage  Act,  approved  by  President 
George  Washington  on  April  2.  1792.  which 
stipulates  that  371  >,i  grains  of  pure  silver 
constitute  the  silver  dollar  as  our  unit  of 
currency.  Since  the  monetary  value  of  371 'i 
grains  equals  $1,  a  troy  ounce  containing  480 
grains  of  sliver  has  a  monetary  value  of 
$1.2929.  The  spread  between  the  price  the 
Treasury  paid  for  the  silver  and  $1.29  has 
been  clear  profit  to  our  Government.  The 
profit  that  has  accrued  under  the  Silver  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1934  U  $833,600,000  and  the 
total  profit  on  all  silver  purchases  derived  by 
our  Government  since  the  First  Coinage  Act 
to  December  31,  1952.  Is  $1,981,000,000. 

I  said  further  in  my  letter: 

If  Mr.  Morrison  desires  to  find  "an  Item  of 
the  budget"  wherein  a  saving  can  be  made 
he  win  most  assuredly  have  to  hx>}s.  else- 
where, for  the  piirchases  of  silver  made  by 
the  Government  since  Its  Inception  have 
always  resulted  in  a  profit  and  not  an  ex- 
pense to  the  taxpayers.  •    •   • 

Further.  Mr.  President,  I  said  in  my 
letter : 

Incidentally,  I  hope  this  is  not  a  sample 
of  the  kind  uf  economizing  to  be  under- 
taken by  the  new  administration. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  my  letter  to  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  printed  in  full  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 

Sn.vxB  PtracHASEs 

EDrroB,  THE  Wall  Street  Journal: 

On  February  11  there  appeared  in  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  a  letter  from  Mr.  Jay  Morri- 
son, Seattle,  Wash..  In  which  he  calls  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  "the  new  administra- 
tion has  pledged  reduced  expenditures'  and 
then  attempts  to  point  out  (erroneously) 
that  a  saving  can  be  made  by  "prompt  repeal 
of  the  Silver  Purchase  Act  of  1934. '  He  then 
asks  the  question,  "Can  you  think  of  any 
Item  of  the  budget  where  an  easier  saving 
can  be  made  than  that  obtainable  by  prompt 
repeal  of  the  Silver  Purchase  Act  of  1934?" 

Mr.  Morrison  Is  apparently  misinformed 
of  the  facts  In  connection  with  the  Silver 
Purchase  Act  of  1934.  In  the  first  place, 
not  an  ounce  of  silver  has  been  purchased 
under  this  act  for  the  past  11  years.  In  the 
second  place,  and  most  Importantly,  on  every 
ounce  of  sliver  that  has  been  so  purchased 
the  Government  has  made  an  enormous 
profit. 

The  profit  was  derived  by  acquiring  the 
silver  at  prices  ranging  from  approximately 
43  cents  to  79  cents  an  ounce,  and  coining  it 
at  its  monetary  price  of  $1  29  an  ounce.  The 
monetary  price  was  established  under  the 
First  Coinage  Act,  approved  by  President 
George  Washington  on  April  2.  1792,  which 
stipulates  that  371 '4  grains  of  pure  sliver 
constitute  the  silver  dollar  as  our   unit   of 


currency.  Since  the  monetary  value  of  371 V4 
grains  equals  $1,  a  troy  ounc*  containing 
480  grains  of  silver  has  a  monetary  value  of 
$1.2929.  The  spread  between  the  price  the 
Treasury  i>ald  for  the  silver  and  $1.28  has 
been  clear  profit  to  our  Government.  The 
profit  that  has  accrued  under  the  Silver  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1934  Is  $833,600,000  and  the  toUl 
profit  on  all  silver  purchases  derived  by  our 
Government  since  the  First  Coinage  Act  to 
December  31,  1952,  Is  $1, 981.000.000. 

If  Mr.  Morrison  desires  to  find  an  Item  of 
the  budget  wherein  a  saving  can  be  made, 
he  will  most  assuredly  have  to  look  else- 
where, for  the  purchases  of  silver  made  by 
the  Government  since  Its  Inception  have  al- 
ways resulted  In  a  profit  and  not  an  expense 
to  the  taxpayers.  The  acquisition  of  sliver 
by  the  United  States  Is  probably  its  moat 
lucrative  enterprise. 

Incidentally  I  hope  this  la  not  a  aampla 
of  the  kind  of  economizing  to  be  undertaken 
by  the  new  administration. 

Waxrem  G.  MAomraoM, 

United  States  Senator  from  Washington. 

Washington,  D.  C. 


BUILDING  STRONGLY,  FROM  THE 
GRASS  ROOTS 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  an  address  de- 
livered by  the  Honorable  Ezra  Taft  Ben- 
son, Secretary  of  Agriculture,  before  the 
16th  annual  National  Farm  Institute, 
Fort  Des  Moines  Hotel.  E)es  Moines.  Iowa, 
on  Saturday.  February  21.  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Let's  Build  Strong,  From  the  GRaaa  Roora 

It  is  a  signal  honor  and  a  very  great  pleas- 
ure to  be  here  today.  This  great  farm  forum 
is  well  and  favorably  known.  I  realise  that 
the  obligation  and  challenge  Involved  in 
addressing  you  Is.  In  the  light  of  national 
and  world  conditions,  almost  overwhelming. 

Cuming  here  has  aroused  a  flood  of  happy 
memories.  I  love  this  great  productive  area 
where  I  came  with  my  new  bride  In 
an  old  Ford  pickup  26  years  ago.  I  love  the 
State  of  Iowa.  My  father — one  of  the  best 
farmers  Idaho  has  produced — spent  2  years 
here  and  In  Illinois,  at  his  own  expense,  as  a 
missionary  for  his  church.  He  sold  half  of 
the  farm  so  he  could  go.  Mother  was  left  at 
home  with  7  children,  of  which  I  was  the 
oldest,  about  14.  The  eighth  chUd  was  bom 
some  4  months  after  father  left. 

Those  were  difficult  but  happy  and  profit- 
able days,  looking  after  our  share  of  the 
crops  and  managing  a  dairy  herd.  I  do  not 
remember  ever  hearing  a  murmur  from 
mother's  lips  during  those  two  eventful  but 
trying  years.  I  recall  the  thrill  of  father's 
letters  written  from  what  seemed  then  far- 
away places — Cedar  Rapids.  Springfield, 
Davenport,  Chicago,  Waterloo.  Des  Moines, 
and  many  others. 

It  is  reported  that  some  have  thought  the 
new  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  neglected 
this  great,  productive  State  of  Iowa.  Please 
be  assured  I  will  never  knowingly  do  such  a 
thlnR.  And  please  be  assured  also  that  I 
think  not  less,  but  more  of  those  who  have 
spoken  up  In  friendly  crltlcUm  of  the  Sec- 
retary. I  admire  their  Interest  and  pride 
In  this  fine  State  and  this  moat  productive 
Corn  Beit  area. 

Since  1927,  particularly  when  I  did  a  mas- 
ter of  science  thesis  at  Ames  on  the  subject. 
The  Beef  Cattle  Situation  In  the  Northern 
Range  Area  In  Its  Relation  to  the  Iowa  Feed- 
er. I  ve  had  a  high  appreciation  for  this 
State  and  the  entire  area  represented  here 
today. 

The  same  year  I  came  to  appreciate  your 
progressive    spirit    as    I    rode    on    a    special 
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4-H  Club  train  to  the  International  Live- 
stock Show  In  Chicago.  On  that  train  I 
heard  for  the  first  time,  with  the  use  of  corn 
stalks  for  emphasis,  the  singing  of  your  great 
song,  Tliat's  Where  the  Tall  Corn  Grows. 

Since  then,  typical  of  Com  Belt  progress, 
you  are  growing  corn  stalks  less  tall  but 
producing  a  lot  more  bushels  per  acre. 

I  am  deeply  grateful  for  this  privilege  of 
speaking  to  you  today.  I  am  here  to  report 
to  this  great  National  Farm  Institute  on  the 
solid  progress  that  Is  being  made  toward  a 
more  secure  and  permanently  prosperous 
agriculture.  Tou  are  leaders  In  this  largest 
of  all  Industries — ^the  agriculture  of  our  Na- 
tion. If  through  you  I  can  contribute,  even 
in  a  small  way,  to  the  development  of  sound 
agricultural  programs,  my  trip  to  this  forum 
will  be  fully  justified.  At  the  outset,  I  am 
happy  to  pledge  to  you  and  farmers  every- 
where that  I  win  always  strive  to  do  that 
which  Is  m  the  best  Interests  of  farm  people 
snd  the  Nation. 

The  state  of  the  Union  message  of  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  has  produced  a  tremen- 
dously favorable  respor.se.  As  leaders,  never 
miss  the  opportunity  t<>  drive  home  the  vital 
facts  and  calls  for  action  contained  In  that 
address.  Such  facts  at  these  are  vital  to 
every  farm  family  as  well  as  for  all  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

Current  year's  budget   deficit  $6.9  billion. 
Budget  presented  before  this  administra- 
tion took  office  Indicates  a  budgetary  defi- 
cit of  $0.9  billion  for  tbe  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1954. 

The  national  debt  is  iiow  more  than  $265 
billion. 

In  addition,  the  accumulated  obllgatlonal 
authority  of  the  PederU  Government  for 
future   payment   totals  over  $80   billion. 

Even  this  amount  Is  exclusive  of  large 
contingent  liabilities,  so  numerous  and  ex- 
tensive as  to  be  almost  beyond  description. 
Farmers,  do  not  do  business  on  such  an 
unsound  financial  basli-.  Today  there  is 
squarely  before  us  th.s  question:  How 
strongly  will  we  back  the  President  and  the 
Congress  we  have  elected  when  they  under- 
take to  cut  Federal  expeniies  and  balance  the 
budget? 

Certainly  we  must  all  stand  with  the  Presi- 
dent when  he  says: 

"The  first  order  of  business  Is  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  annual  deficit— an  essential  first 
meastire  In  checking  further  depreciation  In 
the  buying  power  of  the  dollar." 

Congress  Is  deeply  corcerned,  as  we  all 
are.  about  the  decline  In  prices  of  farm  prod- 
ucts. I  am  here  to  repor:  that  the  agricul- 
tural Interests  of  the  Nation  are  being  made 
a  first  order  of  btislness  by  your  Senators 
and  Congressmen.  Every  day  they  are  call- 
ing for  Information  and  seeking  to  know 
what  can  and  should  be  done  to  make  the 
position  of  the  farmer  mere  secure. 

As  citizens,  we  can  be  proud  of  the  men 
and  women  we  have  seni  to  Congress.  We 
shall  do  all  within  our  power  In  helping 
them  to  determine  what  are  sound  laws  for 
agriculture.  'When  laws  have  been  placed 
on  the  statute  t>ooks,  we  must  see  that  they 
are  effectively  administered,  and  In  accord- 
ance with  the  Intent  of  Congress. 

The  wise  counsel  and  (ruldance  which  we 
are  receiving  from  your  Senators  and  Con- 
gressmen Is  deeply  appre<  lated  and  Is  help- 
ing to  make  our  work  more  productive. 

The  farm  problems  handed  us  are  complex 
and  difficult. 

Over  a  billion  dollars'  «  orth  of  farm  prod- 
ucu  were  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  when  we  tock  office. 

Butter  Is  being  purchaS'Jd  at  a  rapid  rate — 
at  times,  well  over  2  mllllcn  pounds  each  day. 
The  Government  owns  over  75  million  pounds 
of  butter.  17  million  pounds  of  cheese,  and 
more  than  101  million  pounds  of  dried  milk. 
Some  corn  has  been  In  i  torage  over  4  years, 
and  some  of  It  after  golrg  out  of  condition 
has  been  coming  onto  the  market  when 
there  is  already  too  much  corn  selling.    Such 


spoilage  and  selling  Is  costly  to  farmers  and 
all  taxpayers. 

At  Oreana,  111.,  for  example,  142  cars  of 
corn  moved  recently  graded  61.3  percent 
sample  grade  or  under — the  corn  when  stored 
graded  No.  1  and  2. 

The  buildup  of  supplies  that  have  caused 
the  recent  market  breaks  took  place  before 
we  came  Into  office. 

Prices  of  farm  products  have  been  going 
down  for  about  2  years. 

Prices  had  dropped  almost  one -fifth  before 
we  took  office. 

Beef  steers,  all  grades,  at  Chicago  fell  from 
$34.22  to  near  $24  in  the  year  prior  to  In- 
augtiratlon.  It  has  meant  terrific  losses  to 
cattlemen. 

We  acted  without  delay.  Cattlemen  have 
always  maintained  and  continue  to  assure 
us  they  want  neither  price  controls  nor  price 
supports.  They  want  free  markets.  As  one 
example  of  many.  February  6  I  received  the 
following  telegram : 

"Ehirlng  the  last  few  days  newspapers  have 
carried  stories  about  the  suggestions  that  are 
being  made  by  some  people  who  propose  a 
price  support  program  for  cattle.  It  has 
always  been  the  position  of  the  Texas  and 
Southwestern  Cattle  Raisers  Association  that 
we  oppose  any  price  support  or  subsidy  pro- 
gram for  cattle.  We  have  always  believed 
there  Is  no  substitute  for  free  economy. 
Signed,  T.  J.  (Jack)  Roach,  president,  Texas 
and  Southwestern  Cattle  Raisers  Associa- 
tion." 

The  President,  as  you  know,  moved 
promptly  to  end  price  controls  and  to  kill 
compulsory  grading  of  meat.  Both  had  been 
costly  to  housewives  as  well  as  to  farmers. 

Markets  have  stabilized.  People  are  again 
eating  beef  under  a  frt.>e  price  system,  and 
prellnUnary  reports  show  some  stores  selling 
almost  one-third  more  beef. 

Factual  statements  were  sent  out,  telling 
farmers  that  the  economy  Is  strong  and.  to 
practice  orderly  marketing. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  In  one  re- 
lease after  another  has  said  It  expects  no 
major  price  changes  for  the  next  several 
months,  and  prices  "may  show  some  slight 
Increases." 

Price  support  laws  now  cover  25  commodi- 
ties or  groups  of  commodities.  Farmers 
should  make  full  use  of  these  price  supports. 
For  example,  farmers  need  not  sell  corn  at 
a  sacrifice — support  loans  can  be  had  as  late 
as  May  31  at  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  need  not  tell  Corn  Belt  farmers  that  an 
even  more  profitable  way  to  sell  com  Is  to 
feed  it  to  hogs  worth  $20  per  hundredweight. 

This  administration  Is  unqualifiedly  com- 
mitted to  price  supports.  The  President,  In 
his  state  of  the  Union  address  to  Congress, 
renewed  his  pledges  to  farmers.  He  said, 
"Present  agricultural  legislation  provides  for 
the  mandatory  support  of  prices  of  basic 
farm  commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity, 
"The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  his  as- 
sociates will,  of  course,  execute  the  present 
act  faithfully  and  thereby  seek  to  mitigate 
the  consequences  of  the  downtvuni  In  farm 
Income. 

"ThU  price-support  legislation  will  expire 
at  the  end  of  1954. 

"So  we  should  begin  now  to  consider  what 
farm  legislation  we  should  develop  for  1955 
and  beyond.  Our  aim  should  be  economic 
stability  and  full  parity  of  Income  for  Ameri- 
can farmers." 

I,  along  with  every  member  of  my  staff, 
stand  side  by  side  with  the  President.  His 
pledge  Is  our  pledge. 

I  believe  In  price  supports  and  am  under 
oath  to  give  sound  administration  to  all 
price-support  laws  which  Congress  In  Its 
wisdom  places  upon  our  statute  books.  The 
present  price-support  laws  are  the  combined 
Judgments  of  our  two  great  political  parties. 
Taking  the  lead  In  the  major  price-support 
legislation  have  been  those  two  stanch 
friends  of  American  agriculture.  Senator 
George  D.  Aikem,  who  Is  again  chairman  of 


the  8enat«  Agricultural  Committee,  and 
Congressman  Clxwtokd  R.  Hope,  chairman  of 
the  powerful  House  Agricultural  Committee. 
But  I  say  to  you  In  all  sincerity — and  I 
think  you  wlU  agree  with  me — that  price 
sui^Mrts  are  not  in  themselves  adequate  to 
keep  agriculture  strong. 

When  the  President  said,  "Our  aim  should 
be  economic  stability  and  full  parity  of  in- 
come for  American  farmers,"  he  foUowed 
with  these  statements: 

"But  we  must  seek  this  goal  in  ways  that 
minimize  governmental  interference  in  the 
farmers'  affairs,  that  permit  desirable  shifts 
In  production,  and  that  encourage  farmers 
themselves  to  use  Initiative  in  meeting 
changing  economic  conditions. 

"A  continuing  study  reveals  nothing  more 
emphatic  than  the  compUcated  nature  of 
this  subject. 

"Among  other  things.  It  shows  that  the 
prosperity  of  our  agriculture  depends  directly 
upon  the  prosperity  of  the  whole  country — 
upon  the  ptirchaslng  power  of  American 
consumers. 

"It  depends  upon  the  opportunity  to  ship 
abroad  large  surpluses  of  particular  com- 
modities and,  therefore,  upon  sound  eco- 
nomic relationships  between  the  United 
States  and  many  foreign  countries. 

"It  Involves  research  and  scientific  inves- 
tigation, conducted  on  an  extensive  scale. 

"It  Involves  special  credit  mechanisms  and 
marketing,  nu-al  electrification,  soil  conserva- 
tion, and  other  programs." 

We  propose  to  build  farm  programs  that 
are  basic  and  sound — the  type  of  programs 
with  which  farmers  In  a  free  economy  can 
so  manage  their  farms  and  market  their 
products  that  they  will  have  a  mlnlmtim 
need  for  price  supports. 

That  is  the  practical  way  to  achieve  100 
percent  of  parity  Li  prices  and  Incomes  for 
farmers. 

LuckUy,  we  have  many  years  of  experience 
to  guide  us.  Let  me  quote  for  you  the  state- 
ments made  3  years  ago  at  this  same  Insti- 
tute and  In  this  same  room  by  Chester  C. 
Davis,  wise  observer  and  long-time  friend  of 
agriculture:  "We  should  have  learned  by 
now,"  said  Mr.  Davis,  "that  the  bare  enact- 
ment of  a  law  doesn't  make  price  supports 
effective  at  the  prescribed  level. 

"The  prices  have  to  be  worked  out  by  shirt- 
sleeve operations  on  the  farm.  In  the  ware- 
house, or  In  the  market  place.  For  storable 
commodities  there  Is  a  honeymoon  period 
while  Government  stocks  are  being  built  up 
by  purchases  or  nonrecourse  loans  until  the 
load  reaches  Its  limit.  After  that  prices  have 
to  adjust  In  one  way  or  another  to  the  level 
at  which  the  commodity  wUl  be  consumed, 
unless  war  or  some  other  catastrophe  comes 
along  to  bail  us  out." 

Mr.  Davis  went  on  to  say:  "A  system  of 
rigid,  legislated  price  supports  extended  in- 
definitely Into  the  future  and  at  levels  higher 
than  the  overall  supply-demand  situation 
¥^111  support  will  have  extremely  undesirable 
consequences,  Including  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
to  farmers  themselves." 

In  considering  our  problems,  competent 
men  and  women  In  agriculture  are  our  ad- 
visers. I  believe  In  using  advisory  groups, 
and  all  through  my  life  have  seen  great 
accomplishments  fiow  from  the  combined 
judgments  of  people  who  produce,  process, 
finance,  and  market  farm  products. 

I  have  great  confidence  In  the  wisdom  of 
the  masses  of  a  well-informed  people.  When 
reasonable  people  sit  down  to  work  out  pro- 
grams, you  can  depend  upon  practical  re- 
sults. In  the  4  weeks  we  have  been  In  office 
we  have  had  the  guidance  of  Important 
groups  and  committees. 

The  14-man  advisory  committee  named  by 
the  President  met  in  early  January  and 
helped  frame  the  broad  policies  and  prin- 
ciples under  which  we  will  be  working. 

It  finished  the  work  on  the  reorganization 
plan.  The  first  part  of  this  plan  was  placed 
Inunedlately  Into  effect  following  inaugura- 
tion.    All    agencies   and    corporations    were 
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placed  In  five  groups  for  admlulstratlTe  pur- 
poses. 

The  committee  reviewed  the  International 
Wbeat  Agreement  and  approved  procedure  In 
preparing  for  the  conference,  which  opened 
January  30  with  46  nations  participating. 

International  Wheat  Agreement  advisory 
groups  consist  of  two  separate  conunlttees. 

Representatives  of  the  major  farm  organ- 
izations and  the  wheat  Industry  work 
together. 

The  other  Is  a  Joint  committee  from  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

The  cotton  advisers  met  last  week  with  53 
representatives,  and  reconunended  13  spe- 
cific actions. 

A  subcommittee  worked  out  legislative 
recoQunendatlons  that  are  now  before  Con- 
gress for  helping  the  export  trade. 

The  wool  conunlttee  met  for  3  days  last 
week.  Action  has  already  been  taken  on 
conclusions  reached  by  these  sheep  men  and 
wool  handlers  which  will  make  marketing 
more  effective. 

The  domestic  sugar  producers  and  manu- 
facturers at  the  conclusion  of  their  recent 
conference  called  to  explain  to  us  their  pro- 
gram and  how  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
can  be  of  help. 

They  showed  how  they  are  solving  most  of 
their  problems  and  how  they  [Xtjpoee  to  con- 
tinue to  keep  the  sugar  Industry  on  a  sound 
basis. 

The  dairy  committee  met  on  Tuesday  and 
Thursday  of  this  week.  These  leaders  In  the 
great  dairy  Industry  made  recommendations 
that  will  be  of  unlimited  value  In  arriving 
at  the  difficult  decisions  that  must  soon  be 
made. 

Butter  price  supports  expire  the  end  of 
March.  It  poses  some  tough  questions.  At 
what  level  should  the  support  be  extended? 
What  will  we  do  with  all  of  the  butter  that 
the  Government  has  bought? 

How  can  we  represent  the  best  Interests  of 
dairy  farmers,  the  dairy  Industry,  consiuners, 
and  taxpayers? 

We  wish  you  would  study  and  debate  such 
questions  here  in  the  great  State  of  Iowa 
which  produces  so  much  milk  and  butter — 
and  come  up  with  sound  answers. 

VE  disease  is  creating  havoc  with  some 
sections  of  the  hog  Industry.  On  Monday 
our  E>epartment  men  came  to  a  broad  cross- 
section  of  the  farm  and  Industry  leadership 
in  a  meeting  held  in  Chicago.  They  came 
to  explain  the  problem — what  bad  been 
done — and  to  ask  for  guidance. 

Tuesday  they  met  livestock  disease  control 
representatives  of  State  and  various  organi- 
zations. 

A  group  of  capable,  highly  respected  citi- 
zens is  being  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  advise  us  in  the  im- 
portant operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

All  these  illustrate  the  pattern  of  how  we 
will  proceed.  What  do  you  and  other  farm- 
ers and  indiistry  leaders  want  your  Depart- 
ment of  Agrlcultiire  to  do?  How  can  we 
serve  you  and  all  citizens? 

We  are  at  your  command. 

The  numerous  programs  and  great  deci- 
sions for  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  given  responsibility  are  very  great 
indeed. 

I  assure  you  the  Secretary  does  now  and 
will  continue  to  welcome  all  the  sound 
counsel  that  can  be  marshaled  In  meeting 
the  problems  facing  us. 

Programs  must  be  built  with  the  assistance 
of   farmers   and   those   working   with   them. 

Let's   build  strong — from   the  grass  roots 

the  type  of  programs  which  farmers  want 

the  kind  that  will  not  bring  serious  regrets 
and  dlsappointmeTits  later. 

The  great  Dn'ted  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  a  service  organization.  We 
are  to  help — not  dictate. 

We  wUl  never  be  guilty  of  handing  down 
ready-made  programs.  Citizens  should  help 
build  the  programs  and  tell  us  what  they 


want  done.     Again,  I  say,  we  are  at  your 
command. 

Do  not  wait  to  be  appointed  to  an  advis- 
ory group  or  to  otherwise  be  corwulted. 
Join  In  the  policy-making  activities  of  your 
farm  and  industrial  organizations,  and 
through  thera  become  a  constructive  force 
In  helping  guide  the  agriculttiral  develop- 
ment of  our  !?reat  country. 

Debate  the  issues  of  governmental  policies 
in  forums  like  the  National  Farm  Institute. 
Work  closely  with  your  agricultural  colleges 
and  experiment  stations.  Promote  com- 
munity discussions  and  citizenship  activi- 
ties. All  these  build  solidly  from  the  ground 
up  and  insure  dependable  Judgments  on 
which  we  can  safely  go  forward. 

In  other  words,  we  want  each  commodity 
group  to  help  develop  a  program  it  can 
make  work  with  our  help.  We  know  that 
without  the  help  of  the  Industry  and  the 
blessings  of  a  kind  providence,  we  cannot 
succeed.     We  are  earnestly  seeking  both. 

America  must  be  kept  strung  If  she  is  to 
preserve  hersj^lf  and  provide  effective  world 
leadership.  This  strength  must  come  not 
alone  from  a:-mament3  and  military  might. 
Her  strength  must  be  measured  In  the  In- 
tegrity, mortil  courage.  Independence  of 
spirit,  and  spirituality  of  her  people. 

I  love  this  Nation.  It  is  my  firm  belief 
that  the  Ocd  of  Heaven  raised  up  the 
founding  fatliers  and  Inspired  them  to  es- 
tablish the  Constitution  of  this  land.  This 
is  part  of  my  religious  faith.  To  me  this  Is 
not  Just  another  nation.  It  Is  a  great  and 
glorious  Nation  with  a  divine  mission  to 
perform  for  Uberty-lovlng  people  every- 
where. 

Therefore,  our  first  great  challenge  Is  to 
keep  America  strong — strong  economically, 
socially,  and  above  all.  spiritually.  There  is 
no  other  way.  Only  in  this  course  is  there 
safety  for  our  Nation. 

I  pray  Ood  that  no  act  of  mine  or  program 
I  shall  ever  advocate  will  in  the  slightest 
weaken  this  Nation  In  the  accomplishment 
of  what  I  believe  is  a  God -given  mandate. 

What  of  the  relationship  of  man  to  Gov- 
ernment? T;ne  supreme  test  of  any  Govern- 
ment policy,  agricultural  or  other,  should  be. 
How  will  it  affect  the  character,  morale,  and 
well-being  of  the  people?  We  need— the 
world  needs — a  strong  America  In  the  criti- 
cal years  ahead. 

Freedom  U  a  Ood-glven,  eternal  principle. 
vouchsafed  i,o  us  under  the  Constitution. 
It  must  be  continually  guarded  as  something 
more  precious  than  life  Itself.  It  Is  doubt- 
ful if  any  man  can  be  politically  free  who 
depends  upon  the  state  for  sustenance.  A 
completely  planned  and  subsidized  economy 
weakens  initiative,  discourages  industry. 
destroys  chiu-acter,  and  demoralizes  the 
people. 

This  Nation  has  been  built  upon  spiritual 
values — great,  Christian  principles  embodied 
in  the  Gospel.  As  a  Nation  we  need  the 
refining  and  sustaining  Influences  which 
come  from  ol>edlence  to  divine  law.  Without 
such  blessings  the  future  of  the  Nation  is 
insecure. 

May  a  kind  providence  give  us  the  vision 
and  courage  necessary  to  do  our  part  to 
realize  this  great  and  all-important  objec- 
tive. Never  liefore  have  we  needed  the  bless- 
ings of  Almighty  God  more  than  today.  We 
need  His  dUlne  favor  In  the  Halls  of  Gov- 
ernment, In  our  home,  in  our  factories  and 
shops,  and  on  the  farms. 

Great  decisions  lie  ahead  of  us.  Let  us 
not  shrink  from  them.  Let  us  approach 
them  with  intelligence,  and  In  the  spirit  of 
m.en  who  vulue  the  attributes  of  freedom 
and  who  recognize  the  responsibilities  that 
go  with  it.  I  have  tremendous  faith  In  the 
soundness  of  Judgment  that  comes  from  a 
free  and  Informed  p)eople. 

Let  us  so  conduct  ourselves  that  the  his- 
torian will  v/rlte.  In  recording  our  steward- 
ship, that  our  successes  came  from  releasing 
the  great  reservoir  of  creative  energy  which 


Is  to  be  found  In  every  free  man.  And  let 
htm  write  that  our  failures — and  be  will 
record  some  failures — were  errors  of  the 
mind,  not  heart. 


DECLINE  IN  BEEP  CATTLE  PRICES 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  Mr.  President,  there 
has  been  a  greiit  deal  of  diacussion  in 
this  body  recently  regardlnsr  the  decline 
in  the  market  price  of  beef  cattle.  To 
find  out  how  beef  producers  react  to  this 
situation  the  Associated  Press  has  as- 
signed one  of  its  star  reporters,  Don 
Whitehead,  to  survey  the  meat  industry 
from  growers  to  packers  in  order  to  as- 
certain what  that  industry  thinks  of  the 
situation.  The  lirst  of  several  stories  as 
a  result  of  this  :;urvey  was  published  in 
the  Wa.shington  Star  on  Tuesday,  Feb- 
ruary 24,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro, 
as  follows: 

Cattlxhxn,  Hrr  sr  Paicxa.  PBxm  Woucino 

Otrr  Oww  Solutiom 

(By  I>)n  Whitehead) 

For.T  Worth.  Tint.,  February  24.— The  Na- 
tion's cattlemen  are  taking  a  price  beating 
today  but  their  leaders  here  Insist  the  Bsen- 
hower  administration  is  on  the  right  track 
to  bring  stability  to  the  giant  cattle  Industry. 

The  story  they  tell  you  is  this:  Deaplte 
heavy  price  drops  in  cattle,  there  is  greater 
confidence  In  the  Industry  since  President 
Elsenhower's  Inauguration. 

Cattle  prices  hive  skidded  drastically  In 
the  past  2  years  from  peaks  which  brought 
fat  profits  to  Just  anybody  who  took  a  fling 
at  producing  or  feeding  cattle.  Prices  con- 
tinued to  fall  after  General  Elsenhower  took 
office  and  this  htis  touched  off  a  furore  in 
Washington  among  politlcos  with  an  eye  on 
the  1954  elections. 

PREFia   A   PKICS  Fsor 

Some  cattlemen  are  disgruntled.  Some 
are  critical  of  the  GOP  farm  policies  and 
fearful  of  the  future.  They  would  like  to 
have  the  security  of  Government  price  props 
under  their  cattle — something  they  have 
never  had.  But  It's  safe  to  say  these  stock- 
men represent  a  minority. 

Most  prominent  cattlemen  take  the  view 
that  the  price  shakedown  probably  is  a  good 
thing  over  the  long  haul  for  themselves  and 
the  Nation.  They  want  no  p«u^  of  Govern- 
ment price  supports,  subeidlee,  or  controls. 

Again  and  again  in  this  country  you  hear 
cattlemen  and  others  say  something  like 
this: 

"Naturally  we  don't  like  to  take  these 
losses.  It  hurts.  But  a  price  adjustment 
had  to  come.  If  Washington  will  Just  leave 
us  alone,  well  work  It  out  ourselves." 

CHEDl    END    or    PUCK    CONTSOI^ 

Down  this  way,  stockmen  generally  voice 
considerably  more  faith  and  confidence  in 
the  Elsenhower  farm  policy  than  you  hear 
In  Congress.  They  are  gleeful  over  the  drop- 
ping of  price  controls  on  beef.  They  approve 
the  attitude  taken  by  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture Benson,  who  has  said  farmers  in  the 
future  are  going  to  have  to  depend  more  on 
themselves  than  on  Goverement  subsidies. 

Two  years  ago  cattle  were  selling  for  S36 
for  100  pounds  (more  for  top-grade  beef 
steers).  Now  the  price  is  off  aroimd  $10  or 
more  a  hundred. 

In  the  summer  of  1951,  the  high  price  of 
beef  was  causing  cries  of  anguish  from  con- 
sumers having  a  hard  time  finding  a  good 
steak  In  the  butcher  shop.  The  supply  Just 
couldn't  meet  the  demand. 
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The  Government  had  slapped  on  price 
ceilings  and  even  ordered  rollbacks  in  the 
prices  of  beef  cattle  in  an  effort  to  hold  the 
price  line.  Some  cattletien  said  then  it 
would  take  from  3  to  5  years  for  production 
to  catch  up  with  the  demand. 

xrr  5  icnxioN  in  txas 

But  production  has  outstripped  expecta- 
tions. Today  there  is  a  record  number  of 
cattle  on  the  range  and  ir  feeder  lots.  The 
last  Department  of  Agriculture  report  showed 
a  cattle  population  of  93.696.000  on  Janu- 
ary 1.  This  is  an  increase  of  more  than  5 
million  head  under  the  same  period  last  year 
and  a  rise  of  11.6  million    ibove  1901. 

But  the  farm  value  per  .lead  on  January  1 
was  only  $128  compared  tc  $179  on  the  same 
date  a  year  ago.  However,  it  was  $31  better 
than  the  average  value  from  1942  to  1951. 

The  high-profit  period  for  cattlemen  has 
been  wiped  out.  Some  of  -.he  losses  Involved 
were  paper  losses.  But  In  many  cases  there 
has  been  a  real  financial  squeeze  on  those 
who  don't  have  the  cash  oi  the  credit  to  tide 
them  over  the  rough  spot. 

The  heavy  flow  of  cattle  to  market,  depress- 
ing prices,  resulted  from  heavy  production 
plus  a  drought  and  the  high  cost  of  feed  in 
relation  to  cattle  prices.  The  combination 
has  forced  growers  and  r'eeders  to  unload 
their  cattle  even  at  unfavorable  prices. 
Moaz  ouTsmz  sqirAWKiNo 

Oddly  enough,  out  here  one  gets  the  im- 
pression that  cattlemen  are  doing  less 
squawking  than  some  of  those  outside  the 
Industry.  This  has  broucht  some  unusual 
results. 

Recently  Senator  Kaa.  Democrat,  Okla- 
homa, Introduced  a  bill  ir  Congress  to  force 
Mr  Benson  to  use  up  to  |25  million  to  sup- 
|K)rt  beef  cattle  at  100  perc  ent  of  parity.  On 
the  face  of  It,  11  would  appear  to  be  a  move 
that  would  win  wide  support  among  the  top 
cattlemen. 

But  It  hasn't  worked  out  that  way.  Jack 
Roach,  of  Amarlllo,  president  of  the  Texas 
Southwestern  Cattle  Raisers  AsEOClation, 
called  the  proposal  "esseni  tally  a  control  pro- 
gram from  another  approach. "  He  and  his 
organization   oppose    It. 

"We  have  always  felt."  he  said,  "that  there 
ran  be  no  satisfactory  or  workable  solution 
to  our  problems  that  wovild  substitute  sub- 
sidies for  a  fair  and  opei.  market  price." 

In  an  interview.  Mr.  Roach  said:  "Let  us 
alone,  give  us  some  rain  und  we'll  get  along. 
Our  only  bellyache  is  ov«r  the  meat  that  is 
being  Imported  to  comp«te  with  the  home- 
grown product.  We'd  like  to  see  something 
done  about  that." 

SEE  OWN  soi.trnoN 

And  Dolph  Briscoe,  of  Uvalde,  one  of 
southwest  Texas'  largest  cattle  raisers,  told 
a  meeting  of  Texas  bankers  recently  that  if 
the  Government  will  not  interfere  with  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  the  cattlemen  will 
work  out  their  own  salvstlon. 

"Well  make  money  sometimes  and  we'll 
lose  money  sometimes,  tco,"  he  said.  "There 
will  be  times  when  we  car  pay  off  our  bankers 
and  there  will  be  time?  we  cant.  But  if 
you'll  stay  with  us,  we  11  stay  with  you — 
we  haven't  any  place  rise  to  go  anyhow. 
If  It  ever  rains,  thlngsll  work  out  all  right — 
and  It  always  has  ralnec.  sometime. 

"As  long  as  a  man  ha.'^  got  his  cattle  and 
a  place  to  keep  them,  h«  can  hang  on  until 
Rood  times  come,  if  the  bankers  will  stay 
with  him." 

KANCHEX   COI4[MENTS 

Out  at  Cresson,  Tex.,  lanky  Jeff  Slocum— 
one  of  three  brothers  who  operate  the  Slo- 
cum ranch — had  this  to  say:  "The  way  I 
figure,  the  Government  should  let  this  thing 
adjust  Itself.  It's  a  shame  the  break  didn't 
come  sooner — then  things  would  have  been 
a  lot  easier  on  everybody. 

"As  far  as  I'm  concerned,  I'll  stay  with 
Benson  on  his  farm  program.  And  that's  the 
way  most  folks  around  here  feel.  We  dont 
want   politics  mixed   up    In   this.     A  fellow 


used  to  be  able  to  figure  things  out  for  him- 
self, but  you  can't  do  It  when  politics  are 
Involved. 

•There's  Jiist  no  man-made  law  that  will 
take  the  place  of  supply  and  demand.  We've 
done  enough  tampering  with  it.  This  sit- 
uation is  going  to  work  hardships — but 
then  well  get  back  like  we  used  to  be,  stand- 
ing on  our  own  hind  legs.  We've  got  to 
realize  the  day  of  Santa  Claus  in  the  cattle 
business  is  gone." 


THE  CALENDAR 


The  V7CE  PRESIDENT.  Morning 
business  is  concluded,  and,  under  the  or- 
der previously  entered,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  first  bill  on  the  calendar. 


ESTABLISHMENT  OP  VETERANS'  AD- 
MINISTRATION DOMICILIARY  FA- 
CILITY AT  FORT  LOGAN,  COLO.— 
BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  242)  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration domiciliary  facility  at  Port  Lo- 
gan, Colo.,  was  announced  as  first  in  or- 
der. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
that  bill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 


PROHIBITION  OP  TRANSPORTATION 
OP  OBSCENE  MATTERS  IN  INTER- 
STATE  OR   FOREIGN    COMMERCE 

The  bill  (S.  10)  to  prohibit  the  trans- 
portation of  obscene  matters  in  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  analysis  of 
chapter  71  of  tlUe  18  of  the  United  States 
Code  is  amended  by  inserting,  immediately 
after  and  underneath  item  1464,  as  contained 
in  such  analysis,  the  following  new  item: 

"1466.  Transportation  of  obscene  matters 
for  sale  or  distribution." 

Sec.  2.  Chapter  71  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  Is  amended  by  inserting.  Im- 
mediately following  section  1464  of  such 
chapter,  a  new  section,  to  be  designated  as 
section  1465,  and  to  read  as  follows: 

"5  1465.  Transportation  of  obscene  matters 
for  sale  or  distribution. 

"Whoever  knowingly  transports  In  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  for  the  purpose 
of  sale  or  distribution,  any  obscene,  lewd, 
lascivious,  or  filthy  book,  pamphlet,  picture, 
film,  paper,  letter,  writing,  print,  silhouette, 
drawing,  figure.  Image,  cast,  phonograph 
recording,  electriced  transcription  or  other 
article  capable  of  producing  sound  or  any 
other  matter  of  indecent  or  immoral  char- 
acter, shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or 
both. 

"The  trar«portatlon  as  aforesaid  of  two 
or  more  copies  of  any  publication  or  two 
or  more  of  any  article  of  the  character 
described  above,  or  a  combined  total  of  five 
such  publications  and  articles,  shall  create 
a  presumption  that  such  publications  or 
articles  are  intended  for  sale  or  distribution, 
but  such  presumption  shall  be  rebuttable. 

"When  any  person  is  convicted  of  a  viola- 
tion of  this  act,  the  court  in  its  Judgment  of 
conviction  may.  in  addition  to  the  penalty 
prescribed,  order  the  confiscation  and  dis- 
posal of  such  items  described  herein  which 
were  found  in  the  possession  or  under  the 
immediate  control  of  such  person  at  the  time 
of  his  arrest." 


JUDICIAL  REVIEW  OF  DECISIONS 
OP  GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTINa 
OFFICERS— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  24)  to  permit  judicial  re- 
view of  decisions  of  Government  con- 
tracting officers  involving  questions  of 
fact  arising  under  Government  contracts 
in  cases  other  than  those  in  which  fraud 
is  alleged  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.    Over. 

Mr.  SMATHERS. .  Mr.  President,  by 
request  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  Hunt],  I  object  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill,  and  ask  that  it  go 
over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bUl  will 
be  passed  over. 


LIMIT    ON    FINANCING    UNDER    NA- 
TIONAL HOUSING  ACT  AS  AMENDED 

The  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  27)  to  amend 
section  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  the  joint 
resolution  involves  a  loan  authorization 
of  $500  million.  Personally,  I  favor  the 
proposal,  but  I  believe  that  a  measure 
involving  so  large  an  amount  of  money 
could  more  properly  be  taken  up  under 
procedure  that  is  conducive  to  greater 
consideration,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
TaftI.  has  made  a  statement  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that,  if  the  joint 
resolution  were  objected  to  on  the  call  of 
the  calendar,  he  would  later  move  its 
consideration,  at  which  time  it  could  be 
adequately  debated,  I  object  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  kindly  withhold 
his  objection,  so  that  I  can  submit  an 
amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Termessee  withhold  his  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  GORE.     I  withhold  the  objection. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  joint  resolution  in  order  to  have  it 
conform  with  the  resolution  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
of  the  House.  I  send  to  the  desk  the 
amendment,  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  LEGISLATIVE  Clerk.  Immediately 
following  the  first  section  of  the  joint 
resolution  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  new 
section  reading: 

Sec.  2.  Prior  to  June  30,  1954,  the  Fed- 
eral Housing  Comnalasioner  shall  f)ay  out  of 
the  capital  account  of  the  title  I  Insurance 
fund  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas\iry  the 
amount  of  $8,333,313.65  which  constitutes 
the  Government  Investment  in  the  capital 
account  of  the  title  I  insurance  fund.  The 
amount  payable  hereunder  shall  be  paid  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioner  either 
in  one  lump  sum  or  in  installments  except 
that  the  first  payment  shall  be  made  on  July 
1,  1953. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  $8,333,313.65 
which  is  to  be  paid  to  the  Government 
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out  of  surpliis  funds  is  to  be  paid  out  of 
earned  surplus,  which  amounted,  on  No- 
vember 30  last,  to  $18,100,000.  Pre- 
siunably  the  amount  is  larger  at  this  time. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  could  well  be 
done  and  should  be  done,  and  I  see  no 
objection  whatever  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  since  ob- 
jection has  been  made  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Joint  resolution.  I  do  not 
quite  see  how  the  amendment  can  be 
considered  at  this  time.  As  soon  as  the 
call  of  the  calendar  is  completed,  I  shall 
move  to  take  up  the  joint  resolution  and, 
of  course,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  will  be  in  order  at 
that  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  insist  on  his 
^objection? 

Mr.  GORK  I  insist  upon  my  objec- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Joint 
resolution  will  go  over. 


REIMBURSEMENT  FOR  DAMAGES  TO 
PUBLIC  AIRPORTS  RESULTING 
FROM  MILITARY  OPERATIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  35)  to  amend  the  Federal  Air- 
port Act  in  order  to  extend  the  time 
during  which  requests  may  be  made  for 
reimbursement  for  damages  to  public 
airports  resulting  from  military  opera- 
tions, which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  with  amendments,  on  page  1, 
at  the  beginning  of  line  5,  to  strike  out 
the  quotation  mark ;  on  line  6,  after  the 
colon,  to  strike  out  the  first  quotation 
mark;  on  line  8.  after  the  word  "ex- 
pended", to  strike  out  the  first  quota- 
tion mark;  on  line  9.  before  "(b)".  to 
strike  out  the  quotation  mark;  on  page 
2,  line  2,  before  "(d)",  on  line  12,  after 
the  word  "involved,"  to  strike  out  the 
first  quotation  mark;  to  strike  out  the 
second  quotation  mark;  on  line  13,  be- 
fore "(c)",  to  strike  out  the  quotation 
mark;  on  line  15,  before  the  word 
"Time",  to  strike  out  the  quotation 
mark;  on  line  16,  before  "(e)",  to  strike 
out  the  second  quotation  mark;  on  line 

24,  after  the  word  "request",  to  strike 
out  the  first  quotation  mark;  on  line 

25,  before  "Sec",  to  strike  out  the  quo- 
tation mark;  on  page  3.  line  2,  before 
the  word  "Claims",  to  strike  out  the  first 
quotation  mark;  on  line  3,  after  the  word 
"Act",  to  strike  out  the  first  quotation 
mark;  on  line  3,  after  the  word  "chap- 
ter", to  strike  out  the  Roman  nimieral 
"11"  and  Insert  the  Roman  numeral 
"III";  on  line  5,  before  the  word  "Pro- 
vided", to  strike  out  the  first  quotation 
mark;  on  line  11,  after  the  word  're- 
pair", to  strike  out  the  first  quotation 
mark;  on  line  12,  before  "Sec",  to  strike 
out  the  quotation  mark;  on  line  22.  after 
the  word  "Act",  to  strike  out  the  quo- 
tation mark;  on  page  3,  after  line  22, 
to  insert  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  Notwithstanding  provisions  of  ex- 
isting law  to  the  contrary,  all  appropriations 
heretofore  made  to  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, pursuant  to  certifications  made  by 
that  Department  to  the  Congress  under  sec- 
tion 17  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act,  for  re- 
imbursement of  public  agencies  for  the  cost 
Of  rehabilitating  or  repairing  public  airports 


damaged  by  Federal  agencies,  shall  remain 
avaUable  until  expended. 

So  as  to  miike  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  17  of  the 
Federal  Airport  Act.  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  By  deleting  the  last  sentence  of  sub- 
section (c)  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "Appropriations  made  pursuant 
to  this  subsection  shall  remain  available  un- 
til expended." 

(b)  By  amending  subsection  (d)  to  read 
as  follows: 

tucz  lucitatioms  oir  fxling  or  xxquxsts 

"(d)  No  request  for  reimbursement  of  the 
cost  of  rehabilitation  or  repair  of  a  public 
airport  submitted  pursuant  to  this  section 
shaU  be  conslcered  by  the  Secretary  unless 
such  request  was  submitted  to  him  within  6 
months  after  the  occurrence  of  the  damage 
upon  which  the  request  Is  based,  except  that 
m  the  case  of  a  request  relating  to  damage 
occurring  while  the  airport  was  under  the 
control  and  management  of  the  United 
States,  such  recjuest  may  l>e  submitted  to  the 
Secretary  wlthm  6  months  after  the  trans- 
fer of  such  control  and  management  of  the 
airport  to  the  public  agency  Involved." 

(c)  By  adding  thereto  a  new  subsection 
(e)    as  follows: 

TU»  USJFTATIOIVS   ON   MAKING   OF 

CERTIFICATIONS 

"(c)  No  certification  pursuant  to  this  sec- 
tion with  resi>ect  to  a  request  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  subsection  (except  a  supplemental  cer- 
tification of  the  amount  by  which  the  actual 
cost  of  accomplished  rehabilitation  or  repair 
exceeds  the  amount  of  a  prior  certification 
which  was  based  on  the  estimated  cost  of 
such  rehabilitation  or  repair)  shall  be  made 
to  the  Congress  after  a  date  1  year  from  the 
expiration  of  the  period  prescribed  by  law 
for  the  submittal  of  such  request." 

Sec.  2.  Thero  Is  hereby  repealed  the  pro- 
viso contained  In  the  appropriation  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration,  headed  "Claims,  Federal  Air- 
port Act,"  In  chapter  III  of  the  Third  Sup- 
plemental Appropriation  Act.  1951  (Public 
Law  45.  82d  CXng.),  reading  as  follows:  'Pro- 
vided, That  nci  request  for  reimbursement  of 
the  cost  of  rehabilitation  or  repair  of  a  pub- 
lic airport  flle<l  under  section  17  of  the  Fed- 
eral Airport  Act  shall  be  considered  by  the 
Secretary  unhiss  filed  prior  to  July  1.  1961, 
and  the  Secretary  shall  make  no  certification 
to  Congress  arter  July  1,  1932.  of  the  actual 
or  estimated  cost  of  such  rehabilitation  or 
repair." 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  proviso  of  the 
Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act.  1951. 
cited  In  section  2  and  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (d)  of  section  17  of  the  Federal  Air- 
port Act,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  Is  au- 
thorized to  consider,  pursuant  to  the  said 
section  17.  any  request  for  reimbursement  of 
the  cost  of  rehabilitation  or  repair  of  a  pub- 
lic airport,  which  is  submitted  to  him  with- 
in 6  months  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  act.  If  such  request  would  have  met  the 
time  requirements  of  the  said  subsection  (d) 
had  It  been  fUed  on  some  date  subsequent  to 
June  30,  1951,  and  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  act. 

Sec.  4.  Notwithstanding  provisions  of  ex- 
isting law  to  the  contrary,  all  appropriations 
heretofore  made  to  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, pursutint  to  certifications  made  by 
that  Department  to  the  Congress  under  sec- 
tion 17  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act,  for  reim- 
bursement of  public  agencies  for  the  cost  of 
rehabilitating  or  repairing  public  airports 
damaged  by  Federal  agencies,  shall  remain 
available  until  expended. 

The  amendments  were  agreed   to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  r(»ding,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  provide  fot-  the  repair  and  re- 
habilitation of  public  airports  damaged 
by  the  armed  services  during  the  present 
national  emergency,  to  extend  beyond 
June  30,  1953,  the  availability  of  previous 
appropriations  for  payment  of  claims 
under  section  17  of  the  Federal  Airport 
Act,  and  for  other  purposes." 


MAILING  OP  OBSCENE  MATTER 

The  bill  (S.  11)  to  amend  title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
mailing  of  obscene  matter,  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  ,  That  the  first  paragraph 
of  section  1461  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  Is  amended  to  read  aa  follows: 

"Every  obscene,  lewd.  lasclrlous.  Indecent, 
filthy  or  vile  article,  matter,  thing,  device,  or 
substance:  and   •    •    •." 

Sec.  2.  The  fifth  paragraph  of  section  14fll 
of  title  18.  United  States  Code,  reading 
"Every  letter,  packet,  or  package,  or  other 
mail  matter  containing  any  filthy,  rile,  or 
indecent  tiling,  device,  or  substAnoe;  and" 
Is  hereby  repealed. 


AMENDMENT  OF  DEFEJ^SE  HOUSING 
AND  COMMUNITY  FACILITIES  AND 
SERVICES  ACT  OP  1951 

The  bill  (S.  799)  to  amend  the  Defense 
Housing  and  Community  Facilities  and 
Services  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

Mr  MA YBANK.  I  may  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Jersey  that 
the  bill,  which  was  unanimously  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, merely  makes  a  technical  amend- 
ment to  the  Defense  Housing  and  Com- 
munity Facilitie.s  and  Services  Act  of 
1951,  as  amended,  by  providing  that  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  may 
make  a  loan  or  a  grant  In  connection 
with  the  relegation  of  a  community.  I 
shall  not  read  the  entire  report  unless 
the  Senator  desires  me  to  do  so. 

In  connection  with  the  construction  of 
atomic  and  hydrogen  bomb  plant  in 
South  Carolina,  the  Government  took 
over  some  250,000  acres  of  land.  In  so 
doing,  an  entire  community  was  moved. 
The  bill  provides  for  a  technical  adjust- 
ment of  the  law.  to  enable  that  com- 
munity to  obtain  some  t)eneflts  from  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  by 
grants  and  loans  or  both,  if  after  the 
bill  IS  passed  such  assistance  is  found  to 
be  appropriate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  purpose  may  be  accomplished 
through  either  a  grant  or  a  loan.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MA  YBANK.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  bill 
apply  only  to  water  facilities? 

Mr.  MA  YBANK.  The  bill  applies  to 
more  than  water  facilities. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  To  water  and 
sewer  facilities? 

Mr.  MA  YBANK,  No ;  the  bill  provides 
for  basic  facilities  necessary  for  health 
and  safety  and  certainly  the  Housing 
and  Finance  Agency  should  be  able  to 
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extend  facilities  of  that  nature  to  such 
communities  as  the  (me  I  mentioned. 
The  community  is  in  a  critical  defense 
housing  area  and  the  loan  or  grant 
would  have  to  be  approved  by  the  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Piesldent,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  yield. 
Mr.  TAFT.  As  I  understand,  there 
is  already  power  to  jirovide  for  such 
community  facilities  and  services  In  the 
case  of  towns  which  are  not  moved. 
This  bill  would  merely  extend  the  power 
to  include  towns  which  are  moved. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Tl.e  Senator  is  emi- 
nently correct.  That  ixjwer  now  exists. 
Now  it  Is  desired  to  extend  the  act  to 
that  community  which  wsis  forced  to  re- 
locate. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  If  the  town  had  not 
been  moved,  it  would  come  under  exist- 
ing law.  The  fact  that  the  town  was 
moved  by  the  Government  makes  it  nec- 
essary to  correct  a  teclinical  Inequity. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON".  Mr.  President, 
may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina whether  there  arc  any  other  com- 
munities in  the  same  category  as  the 
one  to  which  he  has  referred? 

Mr.  MAYBANK  My  information  Is 
that  there  are  no  others  In  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  desired  to 
know  if  there  were  any  other  commu- 
nities in  the  same  cat-jgory. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  My  information  Is 
that  there  is  none  otlier  in  the  United 
States.  My  information  to  that  effect 
was  obtained  from  'Jie  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency. 

I  also  wish  to  say,  with  all  due  re- 
spect to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
and  to  the  Joint  Conaraittee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  that  the  250.00  acres  of  land 
which  were  taken  ov(;r  comprise  about 
one-half  a  county  and  this  land  is  off 
the  Ux  books.  I  thlrk  it  doubtful  that 
this  much  acreage  is  needed.  If  re- 
quired by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion, then  they  shouU  certainly  have  it. 
but  if  some  of  it  is  in  excess  then  I  hope 
that  that  will  be  returned  to  the  people 
of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and  I 
withhold  my  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  preserit  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  ITiat  Public  Law  139, 
82d  Congress,  approved  September  1.  1951,  la 
hereby  amended  by  Inicrtlng  at  the  end  of 
section  315  (e)  before  the  period  a  comma 
and  the  following:  "or  (4)  the  provision  of 
community  facilities  or  services  necessary  to 
the  health,  safety,  or  public  welfare  of  the 
Inhabitants  of  a  town  or  community  which 
has  been  relocated  as  a  result  of  the  acquisi- 
tion (through  eminent  domain  or  purchase 
in  lieu  thereof)  of  Its  former  site  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Atomic  Eiergy  Commission  for 
national -defense  activities." 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  a  letter  dated  February  18,  1953. 
from  the  Housing  iind  Home  Finance 
Agency  to  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Cxirrency.  the  dis- 


tinguished Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart],  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 
Housing  and  Horn  Finance  Acenct, 

Orricx  or  thk  Administrator. 
Washinffton,  D.  C.  Febrtuiry  18,  1953. 
Re  S.  799,  83d  Congress. 
Hon.  Homes  E.  Capehart, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  United  States'^  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capehart:  This  ts  In  fur- 
ther Jeply  to  your  letter  of  February  9,  re- 
questing a  report  on  S.  799,  a  bill  "to  amend 
the  Defense  Housing  and  Community  FacU- 
iUes  and  Services  Act  of  1951,  as  amended." 
This  bill  would  authorize  Federal  assist- 
ance, under  title  III  of  the  Defense  Housing 
and  Community  Facilities  and  Services  Act 
of  1951.  for  the  provision  of  community  fa- 
cilities or  services  necessary  to  the  health, 
safety,  or  public  welfare  of  the  Inhabitants 
of  a  town  or  local  community  which  has  been 
relocated  as  a  result  of  the  acquisition 
(through  eminent  domain  or  purchase  In  lieu 
of  eminent  domain)  of  Its  former  site  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Atomic  ETnergy  Commis- 
sion for  national -defense  activities.  Under 
titles  I  and  III  of  the  1951  act  as  now  In 
effect,  the  Federal  assistance,  which  may  take 
the  form  of  loans  or  grants  or  both.  Is  limited 
to  local  communities  In  critical  defense 
housing  areas  and  is  also  limited  to  facili- 
ties "required  In  connection  with  national- 
defense  acUvltles."  The  bill  would  provide 
that  any  essential  community  facility  shall 
automatlcaUy  be  deemed  to  be  "required  in 
connection  with  national-defense  activities" 
if  it  U  necessary  to  the  health,  safety,  or 
public  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of  a  town 
or  other  local  community  (in  a  critical  de- 
fense housing  area )  which  has  been  relocated 
because  its  former  site  was  taken  over  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

It  is  our  understanding  that  the  bill  is 
Intended  to  cover  the  town  of  New  EUen- 
ton,  8.  C.  No  information  has  come  to  the 
attention  of  this  Agency  which  would  enable 
us  to  Identify  other  towns  or  communities 
which  might  be  affected  by  the  bill.  New 
Hlenton  has  very  recently  sprung  up  a  few 
miles  from  the  Savannah  River  plant  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  Its  need  for 
water  and  sewer  facilities  U  extremely  urgent 
and  Its  sudden  and  rapid  development  on 
previously  vacant  land  makes  it  clearly  un- 
reasonable to  expect  that  the  community 
can  Itself  provide  the  needed  facilities  with- 
out considerable  aid. 

Some  time  ago,  the  town  of  New  Ellenton 
sought  to  obtain  from  this  Agency  a  grant 
under  the  Defense  Housing  and  Community 
Facilities  Act  of  1951  to  construct  a  water 
and  sewer  system.    While  New  Ellenton  is  in 
the  critical  defense  housmg  area  serving  the 
AEX:  plant,  and  whUe  a  great  number  of  con- 
struction workers  employed  at  the  plant  and 
a  considerable  number  of  operating  employ- 
ees of  the  plant  lived  in  New  Ellenton,  It 
could  not  be  shown  that  the  operations  at 
the  plant  would  be  seriously  affected  by  the 
failure  to  provide  the  water  and  sewer  fa- 
cilities.    The  town  was  therefore  informed 
that  there  was  no  legal  basis  for  processing 
an  application  and,  accordingly,  we  discour- 
aged the  town  from  going  to  the  expense  of 
preparing  a  formal  application.    In  the  ab- 
sence of  such  an  implication  and  supporting 
data,  we  are  unable  to  advise  your  committee 
concerning  the  scope  and  cost  of  water  and 
sewer  facilities  which  are  actually  necessary. 
A  very  rough  and  preUminary  estimate  indi- 
cates that.  If  the  entire  area  of  the  town  is  to 
be  served,  the  total  cost  might  prove  to  be  in 
the  neighborhood  of  »600.000.    Neither  do  we 
have  any  Information  which  would  enable  us 
to  estimate  either  the  extent  to  which  the 
local  community  Itself  may  be  able  to  con- 


tribute to  the  facilities  or  what  form  Federal 
assistance  might  take  as  between  loans  and 
grants. 

While  there  has  not  been  time  since  your 
committee's  request  of  February  9  to  evalu- 
ate fully  the  merits  of  the  bill  or  to  estimate 
closely  the  possible  cost  of  the  water  and 
sewer  facilities  needed  by  New  Ellenton,  we 
do  have  a  considerable  amount  of  back- 
ground information  concerning  New  Ellen- 
ton which  will  no  doubt  be  of  Interest  to 
your  committee.  This  is  summarized  In  the 
enclosed  statement  headed  "Information 
Concerning  New  Ellenton,  S.  C. — Savannah 
River  AEC  Area."  I  am  also  enclosing  copies 
of  a  Special  Situation  Report  on  New  Ellen- 
ton. S.  C,  dated  June  30,  1952.  This  report 
was  prepared  for  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  last  May  and  June  by  the 
Savannah  River  Urbanization  Study  of  the 
University  of  North  Carolina. 

Because  of  your  request  for  an  Immediate 
reply,  there  has  not  been  time  to  clear  this 
report  on  Senate  bUl  799  with  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  As  soon  as  the  Bureau's  views 
are  obtained  we  shaU  of  coiuse  write  you 
again. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Raymond  M.  Foley, 

Administrator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  com- 
pletes the  call  of  the  calendar. 


LIMIT  ON  FINANCING  UNDER 
NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT,  AS 
AMENDED 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  27. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  clerk 
will  state  the  joint  resolution  by  title. 

The  LEGisLATivi  Clerk.  A  joint  reso- 
lution (S.  J.  Res.  27)  to  amend  section 
2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  call  up  the  amendment  which  was 
previously  read,  and  consideration  of 
which  was  temporarily  suspended. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ment will  be  stated: 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end  of 
the  first  section  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following  new  section: 

SEC.  2.  Prior  to  June  30,  1954,  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  shall  pay  out  of  the 
capital  account  of  the  title  I  Insurance  fund 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amount 
of  $8,333,313.65  which  constitutes  the  Gov- 
ernment Investment  in  the  capital  account 
of  the  title  I  insurance  fund.  The  amount 
payable  hereunder  shall  be  paid  In  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioner  either  in  one 
lump  sum  or  in  Installments  except  that  the 
first  payment  shall  be  made  on  July  1,  1953. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  I  have  already  explained 
the  amendment,  I  suggest  that,  if  there 
is  no  objection,  the  amendment  be 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  is  open  to  further  amendment. 
If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be 
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offered,  the  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment and  third  reading  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  last  sentence  of 
section  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act.  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: "The  aggregate  amount  of  all  loans, 
advances  of  credit,  and  obligations  pur- 
chased, exclusive  of  financing  charges,  with 
respect  to  which  Insurance  may  be  hereto- 
fore or  hereafter  granted  under  this  section 
and  outstanding  at  any  one  time  shall  not 
exceed   »1. 750,000,000." 

Sec.  2.  Prior  to  June  30,  1954,  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  shall  pay  out  of  the 
capital  account  of  the  title  I  insurance  fund 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amount 
of  »8,333,313.65  which  constitutes  the  Gov- 
ernment investment  In  the  capital  account 
of  the  title  I  Insurance  fund.  The  amount 
payable  hereunder  shall  be  paid  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioner  either  In  one 
lump  sum  or  in  installments  except  that  the 
first  payment  shall  be  made  on  July  1.  1953. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  the  joint 
resolution  having  been  passed,  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  statement  which  I  prepared  in 
explanation  of  the  joint  resolution,  so 
that  Senators  who  have  kindly  voted  for 
it  may  know  why  they  voted  for  it.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  eis  follows: 
Btatiment  or  Senator  Ives  on  Increase  in 

axtthorization  for  home  impeovement  and 

Repair  Loans 

This  resolution  would  Increase  FHA  title  1 
loan  Insurance  authorization  from  ^IV*  bil- 
lion to  ll^i  billion.  Loans  for  repair,  altera- 
tion, or  improvement  of  exl.ring  properties 
are  insured  under  this  title. 

At  the  present  time  there  Is  a  backlog  of 
290.000  loan  applications  totaling  $195  mil- 
lion awaiting  insurance  authorization.  The 
FHA  since  September  has  only  been  able  to 
Insure  loans  to  the  extent  of  the  amortiza- 
tion and  prepayments  on  loans  outstanding, 
or  $75  million  per  month.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  volume  of  business  will  require  in- 
surance of  approximately  $100  million  per 
month  for  the  next  18  months.  The  repay- 
ments and  amortization  on  existing  loans,  to- 
gether with  the  additional  $500  million  in 
new  authorization  for  Insurance,  should 
therefore  be  sulBclent  to  take  care  of  the 
total  program  under  this  title  until  it  ex- 
pires on  June  30,  1954. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  if  It  becomes  nec- 
essary, as  a  part  of  the  economic  and  fiscal 
policies  developed  by  the  administration,  to 
reduce  the  level  of  expenditures  for  home 
repairs  and  modernization  through  the  ap- 
plication of  credit  and  monetary  policies,  the 
FHA  has  adequate  authority  In  Its  basic 
legislation — the  National  Housing  Act — to 
do  so. 

Very  briefly,  the  way  this  insurance  pro- 
gram works  is  that  the  FHA  insures  up  to 
10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  all  eligible 
loans  made  by  the  lending  Institution  under 
its  insurance  contract.  Thus  an  institution 
that  made  $500,000  in  loans  for  home  repair 
and  Improvements  under  this  program 
would  be  Insured  by  the  FHA  for  losses  in 
connection  with  such  loans  up  to  the  extent 
of  $50,000. 

The  average  loan  nui^n|nder  this  pro- 
gram la  a  «nall  one — ctMHtotly  $675.  The 
flUAQClng  charge  cannot  exceed  $5  discount 
pe^-lpOprlylnal  face  amount  of  a  1-year  note. 
lending  institutions  and  an 
100,000  dealers,   builders,   plumb- 
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ers,  roofers,  etc. 
program. 

The  program  has  been  a  very  successful 
one  and  has  resulted  in  greatly  improved 
housing  for  maiions  of  American  citizens. 
Since  the  initiation  of  the  program  In  1934 
up  through  November  1952  over  14  million 
loans  totaling  over  $6  billion  have  l)een 
made.  The  net  loss  sustained  on  the  total 
program  has  been  1.07  percent.  The  cur- 
rent experience  is  even  much  better.  From 
March  1,  1950,  to  December  31.  1952.  on  4 
million  loans  in  the  amount  of  more  than  $2 
billion  only  30.500  claims  have  been  filed. 
The  net  loss  on  these  amounted  to  only 
sixty-two  one-hundredths  of  1  percent. 

This  program  has  been  entirely  self-sus- 
taining since  1939  when  the  law  was 
amended  permitting  a  premium  charge  to  be 
made.  The  charge  at  present  is  three-fourths 
of  1  percent  per  annum  of  the  net  proceeds  of 
each  loan.  Total  disbursements,  including 
salaries  and  expenses,  losses  and  reserves 
for  losses,  amounted  to  about  $71,500,000 
during  the  period  from  July  1939  to  Novem- 
ber 1952.  whereas  the  income  during  the 
same  period  amounted  to  $98  million  leav- 
ing $26,500,000  to  be  used  as  paid-in  capi- 
tal and  surplus. 


INTERGOVERNMENTAL    RELATIONS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  would  deem  it  reasonably  safe  to  as- 
sume that  we  here  assembled  In  this  ses- 
sion are  not  opposed  to  balancing  the 
Federal  budget. 

I  have  no  miracle  drug  and  I  have  no 
cure-all  to  administer  to  this  problen- 
patient  of  the  Nation,  but  I  think  that 
there  is  a  bill  presently  befo»»  the  Sen- 
ate which  will  one  day  tNftltlce  our 
budgets  at  all  levels  of  government  if  we 
but  give  it  a  chance. 

I  have  reference  to  the  bill  (S.  526) 
to  establish  a  National  Commission  on 
Intergovernmental  Relations  which  bill 
was  introduced  by  me  in  the  Senate  on 
January  16.  1953. 

I  think  that  if  the  proposition  embod- 
ied in  this  measure  was  important 
enough  for  inclusion  in  President 
Eisenhower's  state  of  the  Union  address, 
it  is  certainly  important  enough  for  our 
studied  deliberation  here  on  this  floor. 

The  bill  is  now  pending  before  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
of  the  Senate. 

My  colleagues  know,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  confronted  at  this  time  by  serious. 
imp>ortant,  and  pressing  problems  of  real 
significance. 

The  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
is  numbered  among  those  who  can 
count  only  24  hours  in  1  day. 

I  can  appreciate  the  problems  of 
limited  time  facing  the  chairman  of  that 
distinguished  committee  of  the  Senate. 

But  I  feel  that  we  have  our  chance  to 
restore  long-range  economy  in  govern- 
ment— at  all  levels  of  government — and 
that  the  time  is  now,  Mr.  President, 
now — with  the  mandate  of  the  great 
American  electorate  still  ringing  in  our 
ears,  a  mandate  which  is  as  plain  as  day; 
an  alternative  to  unbalanced  budget 
after  unbalanced  budget  which  could 
change  that  black  night  to  day. 

This  Commission  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations  is  designed  to  study 
overlapping  functions,  duphcating  serv- 
ices and  competitive  fiscal  relationships 
between  local,  State,  and  Federal  Gov- 
ernments. 


It  Is  a  reflection  of  the  strong  position 
taken  by  both  parties  in  the  recent  cam- 
paign. 

We  campaigned  on  the  premise  and  on 
the  promise  that  we  would  do  what  we 
could  to  stem  the  tide  toward  further 
and  further  concentration  of  authority 
in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Government 
here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  President,  this  Commission  is  a 
start  in  that  direction — a  blueprint  for 
the  future;  a  guide  to  the  determination 
of  policy  and  procedure  for  the  Congress 
to  follow. 

The  Commission  would  strive  to  find 
ways  of  establishing  a  less  competitive 
fiscal  relationship  between  the  several 
levels  of  government,  including  the  over- 
lapping and  confused  systems  of  taxa- 
tion and  the  grants-in-aid  programs. 

The  Commission  would  seek  to  elimi- 
nate duplication  and  overlapping  serv- 
ices, activities,  and  functions  among  the 
three  levels  of  government. 

Its  purpo.sa  would  be  to  reduce  gov- 
ernment spending  to  a  low  level  consist- 
ent with  eCBcient  governmental  per- 
formance. 

This  legislation  is  not  new  to  the  Sen- 
ate. 

I  introduced  early  in  the  1st  session 
of  the  81st  Congiess  a  bill  providing  for 
a  tempoiaiy  National  Commission  on 
Intergovernmental  Relations. 

It  failed  of  pa.ssage.  I  will  not  go 
into  the  reasons,  although  I  shall  always 
feel  that  they  were  quite  political  in  na- 
ture. 

I  introduced  the  bill  again  In  the  82d 
Congiess  and  can  report  that  its  coun- 
terpart was  passed  by  the  Senate,  even 
though  it  was  withdrawn  from  the  House 
before  further  action  could  be  taken. 

During  these  several  years,  we  have 
had  substantial  evidence  of  Interest  and 
support  for  this  proposal  from  many 
individuals  and  organizations. 

I  hope  and  believe  that  this  interest 
will  greatly  increase  because  the  climate 
is  right,  because  the  President  of  the 
United  State.s  has  spoken  up  for  the  gen- 
eral proposition,  and  because  we  in  the 
Senate  will  add  a  greater  voice  to  the 
ba.sic  responsibility  we  find  in  our 
hearts — to  smooth  the  working  relation- 
ships and  do  what  can  be  done  V)  restore 
the  original  balance  of  powers  among 
the  levels  of  government. 

This  conviction  has  been  growing  upon 
me  during  a  long  period  of  service  in 
public  office  in  my  own  State  of  New  Jer- 
sey and  here  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

My  experiences  at  the  State  level  of 
government  gave  me  an  opportunity  to 
observe  personally  the  growing  number 
and  complexity  of  the  problems  in  this 
field  of  intergovernmental  relations. 

When  I  came  to  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate 4  years  ago.  the  Commission  on  the 
Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government — the  Hoover  Com- 
mission— was  very  much  In  the  news  and 
on  everyone's  mind. 

This  type  of  joint  legislative-executive 
Commission  .seemed  to  provide  a  sort  of 
working  model  which  could  he  adapted 
to  the  intergovernmental  relations  prob- 
lem. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission recommended  that  such  a  com- 
mission be  set  up  for  the  purpose  of 
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making  a  study  to  ascertain  the  facts 
and  develop  a  progr.im  of  action. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  what  Senate  bill 
526  would  do. 

Our  new  President  of  these  United 
States  is  Interested — I  know  that  many 
of  you  are  Interested — I  pray  that  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
win  show  the  same  inclination  to  know 
a  good  thing  when  it  sees  It — as  It  has 
In  past  Congresses — and  grant  an  early 
hearing  for  Senate  bill  526. 

I  believe  my  measure  offers  a  real  ray 
of  economic  hope  in  the  present  fiscal 
picture  which  is  drav.n  in  shades  of  deep 
red. 

Thus  It  will  always  be.  Mr.  President, 
unless  we  get  right  down  to  altering  the 
topsy-turvy  relationships  between  Wash- 
ington, your  State  f.nd  my  State;  your 
tow'n  and  my  town. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  mcve  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  <at 
1  o'clock  and  18  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  imtll  Friday.  February  27. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  the  adjourn- 
ment being  under  the  order  previously 
entered,  out  of  respect  to  the  memory  of 
Rot)ert  M.  LaFollette.  Jr..  former  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 


NOMIN.^TIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  25.  1953: 

Diplomatic   and   Pokzicn   Bnvics 

Francis  White,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Mexico. 

Mdtuai.   SicraiTT    Acknct 

William  McNear  Rand,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Acenct 
Albert  M.  Cole,  of  Kansas,  to  be  Housing 
and  Home  Finance   Administrator. 

In   the   Asmt 

Ma].  Gen.  Samuel  Davis  Sturgls,  Jr., 
00325,  Army  of  the  United  States  (t>rlgadier 
general,  U.  S.  Army),  for  appointment  tus 
Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  and 
as  major  general  In  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
206  of  the  Army  OrganlBatlon  Act  of  1950 
and  section  613  of  the  OfBcer  Personnel  Act 
of  1947. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Ralph  Julian  Canine,  07154, 
United  States  Army,  for  appointment  as  Di- 
rector of  the  National  Security  Agency,  with 
the  rank  of  lieutenant  general,  and  as  lieu- 
tenant general  In  the  Army  of  the  United 
Stales,  under  the  provisions  of  sections  504 
and  515  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

The  following-named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  Indicated  under  the 
provisions  of  title  V  of  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947: 

To   be   major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  Whitfield*  Putnam  Shepard. 
011908,  Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier 
general,  U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  W^ter  JoMph  Muller.  012224. 
Army  of  the  United  SUtes  (brlgad««ir  gen- 
eral, U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Paul  Wolcott  Rutledge,  07289, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier  gen- 
eral, U.  S.  Army). 

Lt.  Gen.  WllUston  Blrkhlmer  Palmer. 
0 12246.  Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier 
general,  U.  8.  Army). 


Ma].  Gen.  Robert  Miller  Montague,  012261, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier  gen- 
eral, U.  8.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Harlan  Nelson  Hartness,  012269, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general. 
U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Claude  Blrkett  Ferenbaugh, 
012479,  Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier 
general,  U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Clovls  Ethelbert  Byers,  012769, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general, 
U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Henry  Irving  Hodee,  012845. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (twlgadler  general, 
U.  S.  .^--my). 

Lt.  Gen.  Isaac  Davis  White,  015080.  Army 
of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general,  U.  S. 
Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Francis  Hlckey,  010362. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general, 
U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ  Gen.  Ira  Piatt  Swift,  012208,  Army  of 
the  United  States  (brigadier  general,  U.  S. 
Army). 

To  he  major  general,  Medical  Corps 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  Edward  Shambora, 
016540.  Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier 
general,  Medical  Corps,  U  S.  Army). 

To  he  brigadier  generals 

Brig.  Ge  V  Rex  Van  Den  Corput,  Jr.,  O12700, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  S. 
Army) . 

MaJ.  Gen.  Homer  Watson  Klefer,  012701, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

MaJ.  Gen.  Crump  Garvin,  012746.  Army  of 
the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  George  Honnen,  012816,  Army  of 
the  United  States   .colonel,  U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Orlando  Clarendon  Mood.  014781, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Francis  Uncles,  014914. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

MaJ.  Gen.  Robert  Nicholas  Young.  O15068, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Sherman  Tlmberman, 
015328,  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel. 
U.  S.  Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Edwin  Kennedy  Wright,  015475. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Cha-les  Day  Palmer,  015519, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  S. 
Army). 

MaJ.  Gen.  Bruce  Cooper  Clarke,  016068, 
Army  of  the  United  SUtes  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army) . 

MaJ.  (3en.  Leslie  Earl  Simon,  015567,  Army 
of  the  Uiilted  States   (colonel,  U.  8.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  WUUam  Henry  Colbern,  O6809, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  WUkes  Chrlstenberry. 
08373,  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U.  S.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Edwin  Luther  8lt>ert,  011193. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Jones  Twltty,  012079, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Vernon  Keyser,  012089. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  8. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Glbblns  Gard.  012247. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  8. 
Army). 

To  be  brigadier  general,  Medical  Corps 
Brig.  Gen.  Martin  Eugene  Grlffln.  016537. 

Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  Medical 

Corps.  U.  8.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Alvln  Levi  Oorby.  016546,  Army 

of  the  United  States  (colonel,  Medical  Corps, 

U.  S.  Army). 


To   be   brigadier  general.   Dental  Corps 

Brig.  Gen.  Egbert  Wesley  Van  Delden 
Cowan.  011744.  Army  of  the  United  States 
(colonel,  Dental  Corp>«,  U.  8.  Army). 

The  following-named  officers  for  tempo- 
rary appointment  In  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  Indicated  under  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  515  (c)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  Jonathan  Lane  Holman,  011226. 
United  States  Army. 

Brig,  Gen.  George  Bittmann  Barth.  011241, 
United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen.  Boniface  Campbell.  09788, 
United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen.  Leslie  Dillon  Carter,  010663, 
United  States  Army. 

Brig.  Gen  Charles  Kenon  Galley,  Jr., 
012782,  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U.  S.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Lemuel  Mitchell.  012832, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Dunne  O'Connell,  OI4965. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  8. 
Army) . 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Craig  Stewart,  015349, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  8. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Trueman  Lanham, 
015568,  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel, 
U   S.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Lanier  Dasher.  Jr.. 
015634,  Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel. 
U.  8.  Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Henry  MagUn.  015812. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  8. 
Army). 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Albert  Dabiiey.  016602. 
Army  of  the  United  States  ( colonel.  U.  8. 
Army) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Guy  Stanley  Meloy,  Jr.,  016892, 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel.  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Frederick  Sink,  016907. 
Army  of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Kenner  Fisher  Hertford.  015120. 
United   States  Army. 

Col.  William  Elgle  Carraway,  015144, 
United  States  Army. 

Chaplain  (colonel)  Patrick  James  Ryan, 
017363,  United  States  Army. 

Col.  Peter  Conover  Halns  3d,  015657, 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Etevld  Henry  Tulley,  016075,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Richard  Walden  Mayo,  016430,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Jeremiah  Paul  Holland,  016812,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Walter  Morris  Johnson,  016835,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Ralph  Wise  Zwlcker,  016878,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  Earl  Clarence  Bergqulst,  016998. 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Walter  King  Wilson,  Jr.,  017512. 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  John  Elliot  Thelmer,  017566,  United 
States  Army. 

Col.  William  Carson  Bullock,  0 17635. 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Thomas  Weldon  Dunn,  018157.  Army 
of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel, 
U.  8.  Army). 

Col.  Carl  Irven  Hutton,  018177,  Army  of 
the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel,  U.  S. 
Army ) . 

Col.  John  Phillips  Daley,  018358,  Army  of 
the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel,  U.  S. 
Army). 

Col.  Sam  Carroll  Russell,  018678,  Army  of 
the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel,  U.  8. 
Army). 

Col.  Dwlght  Edward  Beach,  018747,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (lieutenant  colonel, 
U.  8.  Army). 
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Col.  Louis  Watson  Truman,  018755,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (Ueutenant  colonel, 
U.  8.  Army). 

Col.  William  Wilson  Qulnn.  019283.  Army 
of  the  United  SUtea  (lieutenant  colonel, 
U.  8.  Army). 

The  following-named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment, by  transfer,  in  the  Judge  Advocate 
General's  Corps,  Regxilar  Army  of  the  United 
States: 

Maj.  Edward  Francis  Kent.  020909,  United 
States  Army. 

MaJ.  Robert  Mabry  Williams,  031801, 
United  States  Army. 

MaJ.  Hulen  Dee  Wendorf,  021919,  United 
States  Army. 

MaJ.  Lawrence  Joseph  Puller.  022901, 
United  States  Army. 

MaJ.  Peter  Clark  Manson,  023545,  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  Harold  Edward  Parker,  034951. 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  John  Joseph  DeWlght  Kooken. 
034743,  United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Owen  Edward  Woodruif,  Jr.,  036172. 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Charles  Crawford,  035784, 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  William  Thomas  Keogh,  033742, 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Robert  Clark  Kates,  024787.  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  Harlow  Maxwell  Huckabee,  047121. 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Warren  Leigh  Taylor,  O260<S8.  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  Robert  Ernest  Miller,  037356,  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  John  Jay  Douglass,  049602.  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  William  Benton  Carne,  038011. 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Robert  McClellan  Mummey,  026610, 
United  States  Army. 

Capt.  Robert  Carl  Brickson,  027089,  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  John  Ashley  Noble,  027197,  United 
States  Army. 

Capt.  Vernon  Howard  Harper  Newman. 
027336,  United  States  Army. 

First  Lt.  Richard  Coble  Stanton.  061084. 
United  States  Army. 

The  following-named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment, by  transfer,  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States,  without  specification  of 
branch,  arm,  or  service: 

MaJ.  Clyde  Milton  Turner,  043233.  Medical 
Service  Corps,  United  States  Army. 

First  Lt.  Roy  Lambert  Kackley,  Jr.,  066030. 
Medical  Service  Corps,  United  S::ates  Army. 

First  Lt.  George  Charles  Stein,  061025. 
Medical  Service  Corps,  United  States  Army. 

The  following-named  officer  for  appoint- 
ment, by  transfer,  in  the  Medical  Service 
Corps,  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States: 

Second  Lt.  Willard  Eli  Hardwick.  064447, 
United  States  Army. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promotion 
In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States  un- 
der the  provisions  of  sections  502  and  510  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947.  Those  offi- 
cers whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  symbol 
(  X  )  are  subject  to  physical  examination  re- 
quired by  law.  All  others  have  been  exam- 
ined and  found  physically  qualified  for  pro- 
motion. 

To  be  colonel 

•William  Herschel  AUen,  Jr.,  018053. 
James  Frederick  Ammerman,  018165. 
Frederick  Dwight  Atkinson,  018169. 
*Stoe8sel  Smythe  Barksdale,  039672. 
•Lynn  Carl  Barnes,  039641. 
•Archibald  Baird  Barrett,  028880. 
•Ralph  Madison  Bauknight,  O51091. 
•  X  Oscar  Benjamin  Beasley.  018045. 
Charles  Edward  Beauchamp.  018238. 
•Gerald  Newton  Bench.  051092. 
Edward  Sedgwick  Berry.  018119. 
Clifton  Donald  Blackford.  018205. 
•Jo^^QUth  Blair  3d,  029340. 
•)^Hpkrd  D.  Boerem,  038670. 
TbHBt*  Francis  Bogart,  018245. 


•X  Robert  High  man  Booth,  018093. 
•Francis  Copass  Bowen,  039G82. 
Harry  Raymond  Boyd.  018102. 
•Kelly  Leo  Brazier,  039674. 
•George  Alexander  Brldgers,  029395. 
Raymond  Charles  Brlsach,  018202. 
Harold  Eugene  Brooks.  018152. 
Thad  Adolphus  Broom,  018246. 
•Elmer  Gwynne  Brown,  039521. 
X Percy  Howard  Brown,  Jr..  018117. 

•  X  Frederic  Gerald  Bryan.  039670. 
•Edmund  Theodore  Bullock.  029367. 
•Lester  James  Burbldge.  050933 
•Eugene  Podrea  Cardwell,  038662. 
•William  Arnold  Carter.  Jr.,  018023. 
Paul  Clark.  Jr..  018118. 

Christian  Hudglns  Clarke,  Jr..  018213. 
Carleton  Merrltt  Clifford.  018199. 
•Richard  Collins.  Jr.,  029375. 
•Charles  David  Colman.  041649. 
•Ward  Wilson  Conquest.  041630. 
XBralnard  Spencer  Cook,  018144. 
•James  Corr,  Jr..  051082. 
X  Frederick  Gardner  Crabb,  Jr.,  018172. 
•Paul  Glenn  Cramer.  061089. 
•Stuart  Francis  Crawford.  018078. 
rtobert  Edwin  Cron.  Jr..  018127. 
•Charles  Pelman  Crosby.  029435. 
James  Owen  Curtis.  Jr..  018108. 
•Harold  Augustus  Davenport,  029385. 
•Albert   Eugene   Dennis.   018052. 
•John  Rudlng  Dey.  029347. 
•Charles  Granville  Dodge.  018072. 
•Thomas  Francis  Donahue.  041435. 

•  X  John  Henderson  Dudley.  018049. 
•George  Clifford  Emehrlng.  018070. 
Thomas  Weldon  Dunn.  018157. 
Charley  Paul  Eastburn,  018203. 

•Owen    Elliot,    039801. 

•Keith  Hartman  Ewbank.  018082. 

Alva  Revlsta  Fitch.  018113. 

Frank  Theodore  Folk,  018195. 

•xJohn  Griggs  Folkes,  061057. 

•Kenneth  William  Foster.  029376. 

•William  Richard  Frederick,  Jr  .  029388. 

•Arthur  Leonard  Fuller,  Jr..  O18094. 

•Lester  Harold  Gallogly.  029420. 

George  Goodrell  Garton.  018138. 

•Clarence  Oswald  OlUy,  039681. 

X  Arthur  Cleveland  Goodwin,  Jr..  018179. 

•Eugene  Schllepp  Graham.  041661. 

John  Frank  Greco,  018133. 

•Samuel  Greenberg,  041692. 

John  Simpson  Guthrie,  018228. 

•Milton  Barnes  Hale.  041681. 

•Herbert  Allen   Hall.  041631. 

Barksdale  Hamlett.  018143. 

•X  James  Martin  Hanley.  Jr.,  041688. 

•Russel  Orvllle  Harris.  039671. 

William  Henry  Harris.  018155. 

William  Warner   Harris,  018170. 

•Carl  Hendon  Hatch,  029341. 

•Roy  Eugene  Hattan,  017563. 

John  Charles  Haydan.  018174. 

•Louis  Thellmann  Heath.  018060. 

•Alvln  Andrew  Heldner.  041635. 

•John  Henry  Hell.  Jr.,  029400. 

•Walter  Charles  Helnel,  050947. 

•Charles  Lee  Heitman,  Jr.,  018059. 

•Carroll  B.  Henderson,  029421. 

•John  Maurice  Henderson,  Jr.,  029410. 

•B4aurlce  Charles  Hlgglns,  039630. 

•James  Wilson  Holsinger,  029432. 

•Chauncey  Elman   Howland.  041671. 

•Hamilton  Hawkins  Howze,  O1B088. 

Carl  Irven  Button,  018177. 

•William  DAguUar  Jackson,  039628. 

•Joseph  Lavrrance  Jaggar,  051071. 

Joseph  Eakens  James,  Jr.,  018237. 

•Alcorn  Bernard  Johnson.  041636. 

•Brlard  Poland  Johnson,  029393. 

•Harold  Roy  Johnson.  029352. 

•Thomas  Graves  Kelthly,  041657. 

X  Eugene  Anthony  Kenny.  018193. 

>^Theodore   Roberts  Klmpton.  018226. 

•Worth  Lytton  Kindred,  029382. 

•Dale  Maxwell  King,  039644. 

•Hubert  Eugene  Klemp,  051076. 

•Frank  Kowalskl,  Jr..  018086. 

•Philip  Frederick  Kromer,  Jr.,  O18030. 

•Edward  Fenlon  Kumpe,  O18038. 

•X  Henry  Bing  Kunzig,  018081. 


•Wendell  Holmes  Langdon.  018101. 
•John  Lawrence  Lee,  051088. 
•Harold  Edgar  Uebe.  029334. 
•Albert  Alphonso  Llndqulst.  041666. 
Roy  Ernest  Llndqulst.  018120. 
James  Sawyer  Luckett.  018209. 
X  Allan   Duard   MacLean,  018229. 
•James  Blythe  Macdougall,  02933S. 

•  V  Albert  Joseph  Mandelbaum.  018061. 
•Kenneth  Frease  March.  016481. 
•Anson  Day  Marston.  029427. 
•Mettlcus  Walter  May,  Jr.,  029394. 
•Andrew  Thomas  McAnsh.  038667. 
•John  William  McDonald,  029381. 

•  .^  Hugh  Delvln  McGaw.  039537. 
•Robert    Brantley   McKay.   041663. 
•Fred  McManaway.  029339. 
•Willie  Carl  McMilUon.  038668. 
•Walter  Geor(?e  Meyer.  04165S. 
Thomas   Mlfllln.   018216. 

•Herbert  Volvenelle  Mitchell,  O1807S. 
•Carroll   Keith.  Moffatt,  029343. 
•Clarence  Avery  Moore,  050919. 
XNed  Dalton  Moore,  018212. 
•Norman   Allen   Moore,  029370. 
•William  Paris  Moore,  061053. 
Samuel  Lynn  Morrow.  Jr  .  018104. 
•Uoyd    Roosevelt    Mose«.   029362. 
•William  Edward  Murphy.  Jr..  029437. 
Roy  Whitman  Muth,  018180. 
Charles  Llnd   OUn,  A18190. 
•Andrew  Pick  OMeara,  018062. 
WIUU  Almeron  Perry.  018131. 
•Joseph    Pou    Persons.    Jr..   056776. 
X  Arthur  Carey  Peterson,  0181S1. 
•Charles  Campbell  Peterson.  041042. 
•Robert  William  Porter.  Jr.,  018048. 
Robert    Alien    Ports,    018175. 
Jaromir   Jan    Posplsll.   OI8183, 
•Clifford  Algy  Poutr*.  029371. 
Myron    Albert   Qulnto,   018210. 

•  .  Edward  Cassel  Reber,  017201. 
•Wlllard  Sanford  Renshaw.  029426. 
James  Lowell  Richardson,  Jr.,  01823X 
Samuel   Roth,  018191. 

•Jacquard  Hlrshorn  Rothschild.  O18077. 
Paul   Arthur  Roy.  018153. 
Edward    Irving    Sachs,    01818S. 
•Donald    Henry   Scott.    039018. 
•Wade  Levan  Shankle.  028984. 
•Joseph  Matthew  Shanks,  039061. 
•Claude  Newman  Shaver.  039333. 
•Louis  Henry  Shirley,  039372. 

•  X  Paul  Saunders  Shoemaker,  039348. 
•Paul  William  Shumate.  017547. 
•Gordon  Kennedy  Smith,  029383. 
•John  Edward  Soule.  O60060. 

•Gage  Henry  Spies,  029419. 
•Alexander  Graham  Stone,  018076. 
•Robert  Olney  Stone,  028975. 
Tom  Robert  Stoughton,  018156. 
•Erasmus  Hardin  Strickland,  029355. 
X  Archibald  William  Stuart.  018130. 
XAlden  Pugh  Taber,  018134. 
•Raymond  Porter  Tarr,  Jr.,  029358. 
•Henry  Frasler  Taylor.  038661. 
X  William   Nallle  Taylor,  018168. 
•Paul  Dexter  Troxler,  041693. 
•Francis  Frederick  Uhrhane.  018071. 
•Lou  George  Van  Wagoner.  041668. 
•Frederick  Theodore  Voorhees.  029374. 
•Roy  Augustus  Wall.  041784. 
Albert  WaUon.  2d.  018105. 
•Philip  Campbell   Wehle,  O1806. 
•George  Patrick  Welch,  041422. 
•Jack  Henry  Weske,  051054. 
•Vachel  Davis  Whatley,  Jr  ,  016886. 
•v  William    Whipple,    018024. 
•Kenneth   Cornelius   Wlersema.  041634. 
•Henry   Herman   Wild.   051064. 
James  Knox  Wllsorf.  Jr.,  018218. 
Franklin  Fearing  Wing,  Jr.,  018107. 

•  X  Robert  Jefferson  Wood,  018064. 
•Charles   Truman   Woods,   Q61069. 
Sidney  Clay  Wooten,  018126. 
William  Henry  Sterling  Wright,  018139. 
•Stewart   Yeo,   016664. 

To    be    colonel,    Judge    Advocate    General't 
Corps 

•Russell  Thomas  Boyle,  028900. 
•John  Anthony  Carrlgan.  8r.,  028874. 
Robert  Emzy  Chandler,  017559. 
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•John  Stuart  Dwlnell.  041467. 
•Burton  French  EllU,  029033. 
•William  Joseph  Flynn.  041663. 
•Erwln  Arthur  Jones,  041S28. 
•Harold  Francis  McDonnell.  039540. 
Vernon   Charles  Rawls,  029098. 
*  .  Richard  Edward  Relchmann,  039545. 
Nnthanlel  Brewnlng  Rleger.  051027. 
Henry  Joseph  Sommer,  029066. 
•Claudius   Oscar  Wolfe,  039536. 

To  be  colonel.  Medical  Corps 

•Harold  Irvln  Amory.  019319. 
•George  Lewis  Beatty,  019318. 
•Eaton  Wesley  Bennett,  019604. 
•Robert  Estes  Blount,  019612. 
Robert  Weston  Boal,  020058. 
•John   Mars  Caldwell,  019313. 
Robert  LaShore  Calllson,  019648. 
•Joseph   Garber   Cocke,  019658. 
Allan   Arthur  Craig,  019621. 
Howard  William  Doan,  020057. 
•Dell  Fred  Dullum,  031011. 
•Knox  Dunlap,  019667. 
•Richard  Howard  Eckhardt,  019312. 
•Erllng  Severre  Pugelxo,  020980. 
James  Emlle  Graham,  019622. 
•Joe  Barren,  018929. 
•Jenner  Garnett  Jones,  019603. 
•Emmett  Leroy  Kehoe,  019613. 
•Alfonso  Michael  Ltbascl.  019606. 
•Elmer  Arthur  Lodmell,  019316. 
William  Titus  Slchl,  019674. 
•Charles  Edwards  Spellman,  0196S5. 
•James  Bowdoln  Stapleton,  019666. 
•Byron  Ludwlg  Steger,  0 19661. 
•William  Albert  Todd,  Jr.,  019698. 
•Daniel   John  Wallgora,  O2005S. 
•Charles  Parmalee  Ward,  019314. 
•Floyd  Lawrence  Wergeland,  019599. 
•Tom  French  Whayne,  019667. 

To  be  colonel.  Dental  Corps 
•Charles  Joseph  Cashman,  019653. 
•Earl   Elmer  Fisher,   029175. 
•Elmer  Osman  Hlnman,  038633. 
•OttU  Klbert  James,  029192. 
•Herman  Henry  Kothe,  029194. 
•Arthur  Nicholas  Kracht,  020923. 
Conrad  Toral  Kvam,  O20467. 
•Thomas  Albert  McFall.  029215. 
•Harry  Edgar  Ramsey,  029191. 
•Alfred  Emerson  Toye,  041723. 
•Lyndon  Sheldon  Wilder,  066789. 
•Hamilton  Robert  Young.  066786. 

To  be  colonel.  Veterinary  Corps 

•  y  Harvie  Russell  EllU,  017791. 
•Maurice   Wendell   Hale,  017333. 
•Ralph  William  Mohrl,  017985. 
•John  Lloyd  Owens.  017035. 

•  X  Elmer  William  Young,  016298. 

To  be  colonel.  Medical  Service  Corps 
•Paul  Chrtetlan  Borup,  018694. 
•Claude  Carrol  Brltell,  029183. 
•Ralph  Rankin  Cleland.  029178. 
•Othmar  Frank  Goriup,  029187. 
•LouU  Felix  WUllams,  018324. 

To  be  colonel,  chaplains 
•Earl  Dwight  Compton,  021703. 
Silas  Edward  Decker,  020104. 
•John  Allen  DeVeaux,  A21470. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States  under  the  provisions  of  sections  602 
and  609  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 
Those  officers  whose  names  are  preceded  by 
the  symbol  ( X )  are  subject  to  physical 
examination  required  by  law.  All  others 
have  been  examined  and  found  physically 
qualified  for  promotion. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

James  Yeates  Adams,  019756. 
Richard  Hayden  Agnew,  019956. 
•Paul  William  Albert,  042607. 
John  Alfrey,  019B59. 
James  Dyce  Alger,  019848. 
•Blaine  Erastus  Anderson.  089976. 
•Francis  William  Anderson,  030354. 
Joseph  Crook  Anderson.  019884. 
Salvatore  Andrew  Armoglda,  019741. 


Alfred  Ashman,  019846. 
Edward  Lucas  Austin,  038805. 
•Thomas  Jenkins  Badger,  039981. 
•Jack  Byron  Baker,  030239. 
•John  Frederick  Ballentine,  A39983. 
•Nyles  Wesley  Baltzer,  051581. 
Walter  Edward  Bare,  Jr.,  019944. 

•  y  Frank  Lyle  Bamett,  030489. 
•Norman  Parker  Barnett,  088784. 

•  X  William  Robert  Barrlcklow,  066816. 

•  X  James  George  Basbas,  042354. 
Nassleb  George  Bassltt,  019931. 
•PhUo  Milton  Baumgartner,  038780. 
•Claudius  Albert  Beall,  Jr.,  039931. 
John  Allen  Beall,  Jr.,  019907. 
•Herrlck  Franklin  Bearce,  030498. 
•Albert  Richard  Bech,  042586. 

X  Edward  Stephen  Bechtold,  019771. 
XJohn  Orth  Beckner.  030512. 
Donald  William  Bernier,  019911. 
•Harry  William  Berry,  042480. 
•Clarence  Bldgood,  019777. 
•James  Walter  Bldwell,  029508. 
•Thomas  Prlth  Blenvenu,  030401. 
•Roy  Frank  Blackmon,  051669. 
X  Oscar  Rawlea  Bowyer,  019934. 
Andrew  Jackson  Boyle,  019924. 
Durward  Ellsworth  Breakefleld,  019781 . 
John  Drake  Brlstor,  019710. 
•John  Edward  Brooks,  Jr.,  038801. 
Gerald  Frederick  Brown,  019806. 
•Hugh  Gordon  Brown,  042539. 
•Vernon  Walter  Brugger.  039966. 
Oarlen  Randolph  Bryant,  030507. 
Walter  Joseph  Bryde,  019825. 
Paul  James  Bryer,  019947. 
•Carl  Verner  Burke,  088790. 

•  X  John  Wllkens  Burnett,  042578. 
•Samuel   Edward   Burns.  030394. 
•Sanford  Joseph  Butler,  030297. 
•Robert  Eugene  Byrns,  051606. 
•Francis  Peter  Carberry,  038789. 
•Bruce   Wendell   Caron,  030479. 
•James  Slaughter  Carpenter,  042622. 
John  Hart  Caughey,  019885. 

•  X  Paul  Alexander  Cawlfleld,  030378. 
•Joseph  Curtis  ChedUter.  030355. 
Henry  Thomas   Cherry.   Jr.,  019888. 
X  Thomas  Robert  Clarkln,  019983. 
X  Kelso  Gordon  Clow,  019784. 
•Charles  Frederick  Coates.  030433. 
Melville  Brown  Cobum,  019973. 
Stephen  Disbrow  Cocheu,  019925. 
Glenn  Cole,  019917. 

John  Dudley  Cole,  019749. 
•X  George    Thomas    Colvln,    030434. 
Robert  Hamilton  Colwell,  042640. 
•John  Francis  Condon,  039972. 
•Arthur   John   Cornelson,   051567. 
X  Noel  Maurice  Cox,  019883. 
Harry  Herndon  Critz.  019786. 
•Jefferson  Rueben  Cronk,  030461. 
•Oliver  Cornelius  Culbreth,  O30429. 
y  Salathiel  Fred  Cummlngs,  Jr..  019796. 
Kenneth  Irwin  Curtis.  019790. 
•John  D'Alessandro.  042510. 
•William  Allen  Darden,  Jr.,  042599. 
•John  Louis  Davids,  038783. 
John  James  Davis.  019935. 
•Wilbur  von  Molt  DeLoach.  030449. 

•  X  Mario  De  Malo.  030399. 
•Roy  George  DeVecchio.  042584. 
John  Somers  Buist   Dick.  019726. 
John  Henry  DUley.  019861. 
•Dale  D.  Dixon,  038788. 
•Oliver  Opal  DUon,  030494. 
•Harry  Chandler  Dodenhoff,  030407. 
X  James  Michael  Donahue,  019798. 
•George  Archibald  Douglass,  A30296. 
John  Joseph  Duffy,  019738. 

Alfred  Kirk  duMoulin,  019»43. 
•Ivan   Joe   Dyekman,   030455. 
•Armel  Dyer,  042674. 
•James  Floyd  Eason,  O304S5. 
George  Stafford  Eckhardt,  019766. 
Norman  Basil  Edwards,  019936. 
•Perry  Edwards,  030309. 
Carl  Henry  Blges,  Jr.,  030511. 
Geoffrey  Dixon  Ellerson,  019759. 
Donald  Allen  Blllget,  019719. 
•  X  David  Barton  Emmons,  089979. 
•Louis  M.  Etherton,  039940. 
Warren  Sylvester  Ererett,  019739. 


Hugh  McClellan  Exton,  019780. 

X  Louis  Duzzette  Farnsworth,  Jr.,  019904. 

•Frederick  Carl  Fell,  030379. 

•James  Lee  Ferguson,  030046. 

Raymond  Boyd  Plrehock.  0 19812. 

•Lewis  Matthew  Flint,  042519. 

•William  Foley,  042474. 

Seneca  Wilbur  Poote,  019833. 

•Robert  Luther  Ford,  038767. 

X  Allen  Harvey  Foreman,  019913. 

•  X  Thomas  Luclen  Fortin,  042605. 
•Edward  McClam  Poxworth,  042598. 
Stuart  Gilbert  Fries,  019827. 
James  Luke  Prink.  Jr.,  019821. 
Arthur  Houston  Prye,  Jr.,  019716. 
•William  Carl  Garrison.  030144. 
•Paul  Tracy  Gerard,  030445. 
Elmer  John  Olbson,  019822. 
•Gordon  Charles  Gill,  042495. 
Thomas  Duncan  Gillis,  019864. 
Robert  Rlgby  Glass,  019765. 

John  Alexis  Glorlod,  019793. 
•Leslie  EKincan  Ooodall,  030411. 
•Ralph  Wesley  Gontrum,  OS1596. 
Halford  Robert  Greenlee,  Jr.,  019801. 
X  David  HamUton  Gregg,  019713. 
William  Paulding  Grieves,  019742. 
Marcus  Samuel  Griffin,  019954. 
•Willice  Edgar  Groves,  030075. 
•Russell  Sage  Hahn,  056815. 
Ralph  Edward  Haines,  Jr..  019849. 
Roland  James  Halada,  042635. 
Harry  Rich  Hale.  019828. 
Frederick  Benjamin  Hall,  Jr.,  019747. 
•HarreU  Glenn  Hall,  051580. 
•Charles  Helmer  Hallden,  030360. 
•Earl  MUton  Hamilton,  030398. 
•X  James  Douglas  Hand,  030328. 

•  X  Harry  Frederick  Hansen.  042618. 
•Charles  Clayton  Hanson,  039873. 
Harrison  Barnwell  Harden,  Jr.,  019818. 
•Ralph  Stevens  Hardlman,  O30492. 
Edward  Moseley  Harris.  019819. 

X  Clarence  Carl  Haug,  019736. 
Russell  Lynn  Hawkins,  019960. 
•Charles  Scott  Hays,  042534. 
Benjamin  White  Heckemeyer.  019930. 
•Charles  William  Henry,  030299. 
•xPaul  Hert,  039952. 
X  George  Place  Hill.  Jr..  019972. 
Henry  Lewis  HlUe.  Jr.,  019731. 
Paul   OUn   Hoffman,   030517. 
•Roy  Donald  HoUlngton,  036348. 
•Helmer  August  Holmstrom,  030382. 
•Holman  Don  Hoover,  030305. 
•Ralph  Jefferson  Hornaday,  030423. 
Sanford  Welsh  Horstman.  019783. 
•Ward  Conrad  Howard,  042515. 
John  Nevln  Howell,   019840. 
•Emery   Erwln   Hyde,   051576. 
XCarl  Theodore  Isham,  019856. 
X  Charles  Jephthiah  Jeffus,  O19730. 
•William  Edwin  Jennings,  039964. 
•Joseph  William  Jogl.  030330. 

•  X  Joseph  Edwin  Johnston,  O30424. 
•Joseph  Wilson  Johnston,  030462. 
Stanley  Tage  Blrger  Johnson,  019743. 
X  George  Madison  Jones,  019965. 
•Richard  Ivor  Jones,  030410. 
Philip  MacGregor  Judson,  030516. 
Joseph  Waters  Keating,  019800. 
Burnls  Mayo  Kelly,  019950. 
•James  Sevier  KiUough,  029697. 
•Richard  KlmbaU,  042607. 

James  Mobley  Klmbrough,  Jr.,  019816. 

•Dick  Andrew  King,  030438. 

•Wilfred  Knobeloch.  042464. 

Edward  Kraus.  019789. 

•Chester  EmU  Lange,  030353. 

X  Cornells  DeWitt  Wlllcox  Lang.  019734. 

•Harold  Glenn  Lang,  051600. 

X  James  DeVore  Lang,  019728. 

William  Winston  Lapsley,  019727. 

Ralph  Oebom  Lashley,  019982. 

•John  Bennett  Laugerman,  O3033S. 

Harry  Jacob  Lemley,  Jr.,  019756. 

X  Charles  Frederick  Leonard,  Jr.,  019829. 

Harry  James  Lewis,  019751. 

•  X  Vernon  Lester  Lewis,  042628. 

•Murray  Adams  Little,  039956. 

•Wayne  Plnkerton  Lltz,  030304. 

•Robert  William  Lockiidge,  042524. 

•Harry  Prancls  Lovell,  042616. 
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•  X  James  Herbert  Mahoney.  05161S. 
•Honald  Noel  Maldt,  042513. 
Autrey  Joseph  Maroun.  01986S. 
Nathaniel  Macon  Martin,  019794. 
William  Vincent  Martz.  019879. 
•Grant  W.  Maaon,  030738. 
•Edward  Samuel  Mathes,  030481. 
•Robert  Wilkes  May.  039068. 
•James  Henry  McCann.  Jr..  030468. 

•  X  Lenlel  Edward  McDonald.  030408. 

X  Robert  Clarence  McDonald.  Jr.,  019799. 
•Samuel  Tllden  McDowell,  080831. 
X  Francis  Mark  McOoldrlck,  0198S7. 
•John   Thomaa  McKee.  030383. 
•Alex  Earl  McKenzle.  OQ9967. 
•Timothy  Howard  McKenzle,  039797. 
•Edward  McMaken.  030318. 
William   Bradford  Means.  019920. 
X  George  August  Meldllng,  042634. 
•Emery  Douglas  Middleton.  030329. 
Carl  Watklna  Miller.  019740. 
•George  Patrick  Miller.  042475. 
•Howard  Arthur  Miner.  039933. 
XRusseU  Melroy  Miner.  019839. 
X  Clair    Beverly    Mitchell.   019889. 
Vernon  Price  Mock.  019906. 
•George  Kreigh  Moody,  038778. 
Joseph  Charles  Moore,  019791. 

•  X  Victor  Hugh  Moore,  042602. 
John  Brown  Morgan,  0 19871. 
•Lewis  Drezel  Morgan,  O42508. 
•Preston  Miller  Motes.  O30372. 
•Leslie  Leland  Mots.  042596. 
•x  Joseph  T.  Mozley.  042611. 

•Charles   FYederlck   Mudgett.   Jr.,   030409. 
Francis  Johnstone  Murdoch.  Jr..  019853. 
X  Daniel  John  Murphy,  019778. 
•Arthur  Charles  Nauman,  O80467. 
•William  Glenn  Neely,  042538. 
•William  Jerome  Newman,  OS1635. 
•Kenneth  Hudson  Newton.  042579. 
Ellery  WUlls  NUea,  019763. 
•Edgar  AUen  Noel,  051570. 
George  Robert  Oglesby,  019877. 
William  Pierce  O'Neal.  Jr.,  019971. 
Eugene   Charles  Orth.  Jr.,  019863. 
Frank   Alexander  Osmanskl,  019745. 
•Carl  Henry  OTcrby,  030437. 
John  Richards  Parker,  019735. 
Charles  Maclean  Peeke.  019810. 
•Earl  Floyd  Pegram,  042487. 
•William  DeUo  Perez.  030324. 
•Robert  Alexander  Persell.  061606. 
•Peter  Peters.  039061. 
•Arthur  Clifford  Peterson,  042556. 
•James  Donald   Peterson,   030311. 
•Henry  Christ  Petros.  030184. 
X  Donald  Abeel  Phelan,  010711. 
Oliver  Joseph  Pickard,  019723. 
•George  Faries  FludAr,  042463. 
Lynn  Wilson  Pine,  030392. 
•Joseph  Anthony  Pongonis,  030301. 
•Carl  McCIeUan  Poston.  030400. 
•Kenneth  Bowen  Potter,  O30366. 
•Elmer  Russell  Powell.  O30414. 
Floyd  Garfield  Pratt.  019915. 
Milton  Humphrey  Price  030518. 
•John  James  Prokop,  Jr..  088797. 
Leon  Flores  Punsalan.  042639. 
•Edward  William  Quinlan.  OS  1617. 
•Nathan  McQuade  Quinn,  042574. 
>  Eric  Per  Raroee.  019961. 
•Robert  Lee  Rhea.  030327. 
John  Foster  Rhoades.  019875. 
V  Charles  Wythe  Gleaves  Rich,  019010. 
Walter  Albert  Riemenschneider,  019070. 
•Max  James  Roadruck.  042479. 
•William  Edward  Roberta.  030408. 
■  Alvln  DoUiver  Robblns.  019760. 
•Charles  Robblns.  042512. 
•Charles  Emmett  RochfcMrd.  030307. 
Carmen  Ambrose  Rogers.  0 19952. 
Otto  Jacob  Rohde.  019725. 
•Thomas  Oscar  Rooney.  042454. 
Willard  George  Root.  O19807. 
Milton  Lawrence  Rosen.  019814. 
•WUliam  Bossing,  042593. 
•Morton  Albert  Rubin.  039962. 
George  Rxihlen.  019733. 
Ivan  Clare  Rxmasey.  019774. 
•Robert  Orvllle  Rupp,  O42103. 
Joseph  Rleber  Russ,  019860. 
Lawrence  Robert  St.  John.  019805. 


•Wilton  Louis  Sanders,  O38704. 
•Benjamin  William  Saurel.  042482. 
X  Edward  William  Sawyer.  019918. 
Lawrence  Edward    Vihlanaer.  019886. 
•Paul  TapUn  Scott.  030351. 
•Joseph  Boiling  Seay,  030420. 
•Jam'cs  Dasher  Shearouse,  030337. 
•Sidney  Shelley,  042571. 
Robert  Gibson  Sherrard,  Jr  ,  019922. 
•Henry  Robert  Slevers,  030298. 
Walter  Albert  Simpson.  019778, 
Duncan  Sinclair.  019757. 
James  Prank  Skells.  019830. 
•James  Edwin  Skelly.  030473. 
Norman  Arvld  Sklnrood,  019882. 
Russell  Batch  Smith,  019953. 
Sidney  George  Spring.  019770. 
•John  Anthony  Stahl.  039934. 
Julius  Dpsmond  Stanton.  0 19823. 
John  Calvin  Stapleton,  019878. 
•Ernest  Edward  Steck.  042490. 
•William  Garnett  Steffey,  030404. 
•Raymond  Balthasar  Stelner.  051622. 
•Wilbur  Alexander  Stevens,  030365. 
•Frank  Eugene  Stevenson,  038785. 
•Manlius  Rupert  Stewart.  042503. 
•Justin   WUliam  StoU,  030483. 
X  David  Bonesteel  Stone.  019976. 

•  X  Chester  Malcolm  Stratton.  030431. 
•Erwln  Edward  Sullo.  042491. 
Charles  Albert  Symroski,  019753. 
Milton  Clay  Taylor.  019867. 
•Walter  Andrew  Taylor.  051566. 
Henry  Chaffee  Thayer.  019754. 
John  Leroy  Thomas,  019958. 
•Theodore    Gustav    Thomas.    030344. 
John  Lathrop  Throckmorton,  019732. 
James  Wllloughby  Totten,  019834. 

•  X  Clair  Edwin  Towne,  030385. 

•  X  Thomas  John  Trainor.  051604. 
•Raymond  George  Trampe.  042561. 
X  Edgar  Joseph  Treacy.  Jr..  019892. 
•Francis  Andres  Troy.  042597. 
Reuben  Henry  Tucker  3d.  019804. 
Robert  Eugene  Tucker.  019938. 

X  Hamilton  Austin  Twltchell.  019843. 
•Kennard  Smith  Vandergrlft.  042575. 
Henry  Porter  van  Ormer.  019787. 
•Clinton  Adolph  Waggoner.  042552. 
•John  Henry  Wagner.  042518. 
X  David  Campbell  Wallace,  019715. 
X  Elmer  Hardlc  Walker.  019898. 
Eugene  Henry  Walter.  019836. 
•Ralph  Henry  Watson.  042468. 
Bernard  Sanders  Waterman.  019746. 
•Lynn  Hubert  Webb.  O30946. 
•Maurice  Eaton  Webb,  030357. 
•Stuart  Lawrence  Welnerth,  042620. 
Seth  Lathrop  Weld,  Jr.,  0 19772. 
Albert  Curtis  Wells,  Jr.,  019838. 
•Bert  Kirkman  Whaley,  042612. 
Lester  Lewes  Wheeler,  019951. 
Joseph   Henry  Wlechmann,  019874. 
•Levis  Chalmers  Wiggins,   042556. 
•Arent  Orvll  Wlken.  030426. 
XLangfltt  BowdJtch  Wllby,  019748. 
X  George    Raymond    WUklns,    019750. 
xJohn  Williamson,  019900. 
•Jesse  Deaderlck  Wllloughby,  038787. 
•Julian  Alexander  Wilson,  030359. 
•Wilbur  Wilson,  042494. 
•Edward  Joseph  WUtrakls.  051575. 
•Leo  Oecwge  Woemer.  030341. 
Pennock  Hoyt  Wollaston.  019854. 
•Donald  H.  Woodynrd,  051564. 
Thomas       Washington       Woodyard,       Jr., 
019826. 

James  Martin  Worthlngton,  019797. 
John  Ralph  Wright.  Jr.,  019817. 
Clyde  Calhoun  Ziegler.  019720. 
•Roy  Frederick  Zlnser,  O30370. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonels.  Medical  Corps 
•Robert  Donald  Anderson,  067528. 
William  S-ranley  Bagnall.  024382. 
X  Joseph  Knight  Bayne.  030913. 
Harry  Louis  Herman,  022697. 
Harvey  Clark  Boyd,  022312. 
•John  Francis  Breslln.  067.'S25 
•Charles  Thomas  Brown,  067375. 
Michael  Deanc  Buscemi.  O22303. 
Maurice  Riordan  Connolly   022791. 
•Raymond  Bender  Croissant,  021734. 


•Richard  Hamilton  Bryarlle  Dear,  022379. 
Walter  Robblns  deForest,  023684. 
•Wilbur  Dwlght  Dice,  023671. 
•William  Nelson  Donovan,  021042. 
•Horace  Welles  Doty,  Jr.,  067370. 
Edward  John  Doyle,  022314. 
Carl  Taylor  Dubuy,  023660. 
•Carl   Nell   Ekman,  022293. 
Henry  Curtis  Harrell.  022307. 
Theodore  Livingston  Hartrldge.  033763. 

•  ,^  Paul  Wesley  Hayes,  030903. 

•  ■  Wilbur  Warren  Hlehle,  022275. 

•  y  Parker  Blacksher  Holllngswortb,  057526. 
Frederick  Clinton  Hopp,  033311. 
•Kenneth  Eugene  Hudson,  Oi2278. 
•Robert  Leonce  HulUnghorst,  032202. 
Hensley  Starling  Johnson,  032300. 
Tillman  Davis  Johnson,  022301. 
•Norman   Elwood  King.  022287. 

:>  Walter  Andrew  Kosteckl.  030010. 
•David   Patrick  Lauer.  030904. 
•George  Gilmore  McShatko,  02228S. 
•Alva  Edward  Miller.  022383. 
Frank  Domlnlck  Minerva,  05196X 
•Samuel  James  Newsom,  067043. 
•Byron  Atlee  Nlchol,  032286. 
•Laurence  Addison  Potter,  023304. 
•Ralph  Everett  Reiner,  0322S4. 
•Juhn  Marshall  Salyer,  O23&70. 
•Louis  Franklin  Saylor,  021733. 
•Rolland  Bernard  Slgafoos,  023201. 
Franklin  Leo  Spann,  023641. 
•Harry   Spitz.   057378. 
Carroll  Stelner  Svare,  023313. 
•Joseph  Robert  Vivas,  023704. 
Russell   Burton  Watson,  023563. 
•Carl  John  Weldge.  057041. 
Isaiah   Alonzo  Wiles.  022709. 
•Karl  Arden  Youngstrom,  056906. 
•John  Slowko  Zelenlk,  043124. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Dental  CorjM 

•Daniel  Matthew  Drlscoll.  041773. 
•Karl  Fredrick, Ehrllch,  O30858. 
•Francis  L«'on  Flatt.  061180. 

•  •  William  Paxton  Fly.  Jr..  031603. 
•Earl  Held  NlchoU.  030857. 
•Willard  LaGrand  Nielsen.  031091. 
•Thomas  Benton  Seay,  030863. 
•Clarence  EUwyn  Sheets,  Jr.,  021003. 
•Robert  Bruce  Shlra,  021062. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Veterinary  Corpa 

•Curtis  William  Betzold.  019641. 
•William  Francis  Collins.  O10608. 
•Donald  Clitlurd  Kelley,  020387. 
•Velmer  Wayne  McGlnnls,  020059. 
•James  Bernhard  Nichols,  019683. 
•Roy  Alonzo  Resseguie,  020306. 

•  •  John  Howard  Rust  3d,  030000. 
•Walter  Smit,   020494. 

•Daniel  Stevens  Stevenson,  019606. 

•  •  Bernard  Francis  Trum,  O20061. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Medical  Servict 

Corps 
•James  Jerry  Adams,  031044. 
Lawrence  Gibbons  Alexander,  031058. 
•Renaldo  Gerard  Belanger,  040100. 
•Tr>>cve  Obert  Berge,  030880. 
Gordon  Arthur  Bohn,  031075. 
•David  Cornelius  Burke,  039687. 
Elmer  Fenn  Chaffee,  052057. 
•Philip  Rich  Carlqulst,  031011. 
Martin  Samuel  Cornelia,  031084. 
Joseph  Dl  Uiacomo,  040111. 
Aujfustus  John   Daniel  Guenther,  031067. 
•Lawrence  Bryan  Hardesty.  O30096w 
Jesse  James  Jarboe,  030921. 
•Walter  Parmelee  Mead,  030972. 
George  Edward  Murphy,  031047. 
•Harry  John  Nelson,  020053. 
Allen   Pappas.  031056. 
R    L.  Parker,  031057. 
Fl.)yd  Clarence  Plowman,  031059. 

•  •  Edwin  Hammond  Potts,  031009. 
•Edward  Francis  Qulnn,  Jr.,  031031. 
•Gene  Qulnn,  030839. 

Rooert  Nelson  Read.  038864. 
Auburn  Harris  Smith,  O31073. 
•Leslie  Earl  Starks.  052029. 
•Frank  Stepczyk,  020051. 
•Arthur  Dennis  Sullivan. 090074. 
•Frederick  August  Zehrer.  041T74. 


1953 

To  he  lieutenant  colonel,  chaplains 
•Edward  Ernest  Kusch,  061154, 
•WUliam  Bruce  Sharp,  038045. 

To    be    lieutenant    colonel,    Women's    Army 
Corps 
•Hattllu  White  Addison,  L25. 
•Lillian  Faye  Foushee,  L43. 
•Bernice   Gaines   Hughes,   L208. 
•Margaret  Aleth  Klmpton,  L211. 
•Charlotte  Edna  Rhodes.  L28. 

To  be  major.  Women's  Army  Corps 

Elsie  Janet  Chapman,  L361. 

•Ann  Cummlngs,  L322. 

•Eunlty  Frances   Elderdlce,  LI  14. 

•Patricia  Evelyn  Elwell,  L115. 

•E-sther  E.  Palzgraf,  L324. 

•Irene  Bertha  Groff,  L316. 

•Lillian  Ruth  Johnson,  L109. 

•Ida  Katherlne   Madden,  L252. 

Florence  Patricia  Gibbons  Moody,  LI  16. 

•Irene  Mlchels  Sorrough,  LI  12. 

To  be  captain.  Women's  Army  Corps 
•Fannie  Lyle  Davis,  L200. 
•Virginia  Helen  Kaufmann,  L199. 
•Marie  Louise  Malone,  L198. 
•Prances  Ann  Pesmenskl,  L193. 
•Clara  May  Zunker,  L197. 

To  be  captain 
y  Frederic  Ackerson,  060562. 
XDon  Walter  Adair,  028491. 
X  Thomas  Jacob  Agner,  Jr.,  028152. 
X  Robert  Hlldebrand  Ahlers,  027905. 
X  Brooke  Albert,  027944. 

X  Donald  Gould  Albrlght,O38025. 

X  Frederick  King  Alderson,  028458. 

X  Alford  Edward  Allen,  028209. 

X  Robert  Wallace  Allen,  028211. 

XPerd  Emanuel  Anderson,  Jr.,  027006 

X  Wayne  Stetson  Anderson,  028166. 

X  Gunnar   Elnar  Andersson,  028239. 

X  John  Loveland  Armstrong,  028469. 

X  Calvin  Lincoln  Arnold,  028071. 

X  Robert  Earl  Arnold,  028313. 

X  Alvln  Ash,  028639. 

X  Shirley  Sylvester  Ashton,  Jr.,  028502. 

X  Grover  Woodrow  Asmus,  028605. 

X  Robert  Anderson  Baboock  3d,  028566. 

X  Richard  Hamlin  Bacon,  Jr.,  028656. 

X  Frederick  Clark  Badger,  027902. 

X  Charles  Pitman  Baker  3d,  A28434. 

X  David  Thomas  Baker,  027984. 

X  Francis  Rene  Baker,  038543. 

XVan  Roy  Baker,  028083. 

X  Edmund  Keith  Ball,  028308. 

X  WUliam  Henry  Bamber,  028480. 

X  Charles  WUliam  Barker,  028013. 

xKendrlck  Broyles  Barlow,  Jr.,  028438. 

X  David  Eugene  Barnett,  Jr.,  028356. 

XJohn  Curran  Barrett,  Jr.,  028481. 

xDelbert  Sylvester  Barth.  028052. 

xJohn  Edward  Barth,  028548. 

XPaul  Ingram  Barthol,  028674. 

X  Edwin  Wallace  Basham,  028344. 

X  Robert  Edward  Bassler,  Jr.,  028064. 

xJohn  Stanley  Baumgartner,  028172. 

xRex  Webb  Beasley.  Jr..  028165. 

>  Roy  Pearl  Beatty,  027981. 
xJack  George   Becker,   027915. 

A  Richard  Gordon  Beckner,  028001. 
X  Calvert  Potter  Benedict,  028286. 
X  Harold  PrancU  Dentz,  Jr.,  028392. 
X  Robert  Hamilton  Berry,  027986, 
X  Donald  Sternofl  Beyer,  028673. 
X  WUliam  Randolph  Bigler,  038202. 
XWUUam  Clarence  Bishop,  Jr.,  028428. 
X  Prank  Earl  Blazey,  028693. 
X  Donald  Perree  Eletz,  056739. 
X.  Stanley  Delbert  Blum,  027971. 
X  Rodney  Alger  Blyth,  O28204. 
X  Corwln  Boake,  Jr.,  028484. 
X  Henry  Herman  Bolz,  Jr.,  038364. 
X  Clair  LaVern  Bcok,  028430. 

>  Shepherd  Allen  Booth,  Jr.  028654. 

X  Truman  Everett  Boudlnot,  Jr.  038669. 
^Robert  Bruce  Bowen,  038147. 

>  Kyle  Watson  Bowie.  028559. 

X  Jerry  Dlxmer  Bowman.  028004. 
X  Benjamin  Franc  Is  Boyd.  028696. 
X  Russell  Raymond  Boyd.  028040. 
XPhlUp  Brian  Bnidy.  028192. 
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yLawson  Duval  Bramblett,  Jr.,  028086. 

X  Edgar  Garfield  Braun,  Jr.,  027897. 

X  Richard  Anthony  Bresnahan,  028643. 

X  David  Wlnthrop  BrlUhart,  028582. 

xHerrold  Emerson  Brooks,  Jr.,  028563. 

X  Benjamin  Clyde  Brown,  028493. 

X  David  Drummond  Brown,  028009, 

XLevl  Aloyslus  Brown,  027914. 

X  Richard  Wanless  Brunson,  028615. 

X  David  Thompson  Bryant,  027950. 

X  Arthur  Johnston  Bugh,  028470. 

X  Paris  Russell  Burn,  Jr.,  028038. 

XRay  Lawrence  Burnell,  Jr.  028026. 

X  John  Crouse  Burney,  Jr.,  027982. 

X  Dwlght  Comber  Burnham,  027916. 

XRuel  Fox  Burns,  Jr.,  028749. 

X  John  Joseph  Byrne,  028717. 

X  John  WUliam  Callaghan,  028580. 

XCarshaU  Carter  Carlisle,  Jr.,  028273. 

X  James  Elbert  Carter,  028710. 

X  Robert  Fleming  Carter,  028217. 

X  Frank  Salvatore  Caruso,  028730, 

X  Robert  Harry  Case,  028496. 

XJohn  Charles  Cassldy,  028108. 

X  Joseph  Roy  CasteUl,  028454. 

X  Edward  Joseph  Cavanaugh,  028499. 

X  James  Richard  Cavanaugh,  028237. 

X  Robert  Albert  Chabot,  028714. 

X  Smith  Barton  Chamberlain,  027587. 

X  Robert  Irving  Channon,  028219. 

X  Benjamin  Keller  Chase,  028501. 

X  William  Edward  Chynoweth,  028143. 

X  Joseph  Claypoole  Clark,  028074. 

X  John  Robin  Davis  Cleland.  041361. 

X  Carcle  Clarence  CUfford.  Jr.,  028194. 

X  WUliam  Thornton  Coburn,  050279. 

X  David  Lapham  Colaw,  028459. 

X  James  Edward  Coleman,  028021. 

\  Edward  Joseph  ColUns,  028251. 
X  Joseph  Easterbrook  Collins,  028633, 
X  Prank  Donald  Conant,  Jr.,  027990. 
X  Lester  Mykel  Conger,  028416. 

X  Steven  Llvesey  Conner,  Jr.,  028432. 

X  Richard  Lansing  Connolly,  Jr.,  028468. 

X  Thomas  Morton  Constant,  028426. 

X  James  Edward  Convey,  Jr.,  028103. 

X  WUliam  Thomas  Cound,  028231. 

X  Felix  Poster  Cowey,  Jr.,  028242. 

X  Robert  Grewelle  Cramer,  028199. 

XPat  WUliam  Crlzer,  028679. 

X  Willis  Dodge  Cronkhlte,  Jr.,  028269. 

XEMward  Francis  Crowley,  028628. 

X  Robert  Emmett  Crowley,  027967. 

X  Anthony  Angelo  Cucolo,  Jr..  028636. 

X  WUliam  Stephen  Culpepper,  Jr.,  028591. 

X  Elmo  Eugene  Cunningham,  028618. 

X  John  Peter  Daneman,  027921. 

X  Charles  Dwelle  Etenlel,  Jr.,  028258. 

X  Robert  Samuel  Daniel,  Jr.,  028455. 

XBert  AlUon  David.  028441. 

X  Harry  Alford  Davis.  Jr..  028612. 

X  Ralph  Charles  Davis.  Jr..  028744. 

X  Samuel  Preston  Davis  3d.  028393. 

X  Franklin  Richard  Day.  028003. 

X  James  Arthur  Day.  028160. 

XJohn  Blackford  Dayton,  028049. 

X  Walter  Joseph  DeLong,  Jr.,  028184. 

X  Harold  Graham  de  Moya,  028299. 

X  George  Lightfoot  Dennett,  028565. 

X  Horace  Frederick  Derrick,  028626. 

X  Rolland  Archibald  Dessert,  028388. 

X  Glenn  WUlard  Dettrey,  028546. 

X  William  George  Devens,  028008. 

X  Robert  Francis  Dickson,  028^04. 

X  Richard  Boyer  Diver,  028137. 

X  James  Thomas  Dixon,  028130. 

XFtiirel  Elmore  Dockstetter,  028305. 

X  Frederick  Andrew  Dodd,  028514. 

X  James  Joseph  Dorney,  028185. 

X  Robert  Sidney  Douthitt,  028317. 
X  Donald  Warren  I>reier,  028321. 

X  Edward  Charles  Drlnkwater,  Jr..  028578. 

X  Walter  Arthur  Dumas,  028278. 

X  Robert  Pyfe  Meln  Duncan,  Jr.,  027968. 

X  Stanley  Anthony  Durka,  056755. 

XJohn  WUliam  Dwyer  3d,  028726. 

XEarl  S.  Dye,  Jr.,  028262. 

X  Walter  Francis  Eanes,  O28058. 

X  Leonard  Edelsteln,  027065. 

X  Stephen  Orvllle  Edwards,  028127. 

X  James  Montgomery  Elder,  028473. 

X  Lawrence  Uoyd  Elder,  027910. 

X  Louis  Owen  Elsaesser,  027936. 


XJohn  MltcheU  England,  Jr.,  056717. 

X  Gerald  Samuel  Epstein,  028105. 

X  Benjamin  Crabbs  Evans,  Jr.,  028569. 

X  Robert  Nathan  Evans,  028630. 

X  Stanley  Dale  Pair,  028551. 

X  Hunter  Harry  Faires,  Jr.,  028377. 

X  Philip  Anthony  Farrls  3d,  028627. 

X  Jesse  Albert  Fields,  Jr.,  028731. 

X  George  Bernard  Fink,  027942. 

X  Joe  Wesley  Flnley,  028599. 

X  Daniel  Jarvls  Plnnegan,  028727, 

XJohn  Chambers  Fischer,  028170. 

X  Charles  Alexander  Fitzgerald,  028593. 

X  Edward  Leo  Flaherty,  Jr.,  028467. 

X  Herbert  Hesselton  Flather,  Jr.,  028234. 

X  Robert  Walton  Fleming,  Jr..  056737. 

X  Joe  Bruton  Flores,  028371. 

X  Harry  Arthur  Floyd,  028573. 

XPhUip  John  Prank,  028665. 

X  Walter  Leslie  Frankland,  Jr.,  028391. 

X  Robert  Lewis  Frantz,  028059. 

X  Frederic  Alcott  Freeh,  027930. 

XDeBow  Freed,  028477. 

X  Harold  Clinton  Friend,  028087. 

XElisha  James  Fuller,  028268. 

X  Howard  Rowson  Puller,  Jr.,  028008. 

X  William  Carl  Puller,  028055. 

X  Alvln  Franklin  Putrell,  028720. 

X  Thomas  Edward  Gaines,  028486. 

X  Vincent  DePaul  Gannon,  Jr.,  028202. 

X  James  Madison  Garrett  3d,  027143. 

XEtigene  Joseph  Gaslor,  027802. 

X  Thomas  Leigh  Gatch,  Jr.,  028478. 

X  WUliam  GUflUan  Gavin,  028585. 

X  Benjamin  Andrew  Gay,  027966. 

XJohn  Charles  Geary,  028542. 

X  Alexander  Gerardo,  028119. 

X  Falson  Pierce  Gibson,  028236. 

X  Howard  Anthony  Glebel,  028318, 

X  James  Jay  Glgante,  Jr.,  028367. 

X  Jack  Keith  Gllham,  027988. 

XJohn  WiUlam  Gillespie,  Jr..  028577. 

XRoy  Wilfred  GlUlg,  028358. 

X  Joseph  Anthony  Glza  3d,  028359. 

X  Calvin  Ervin  Glide  well.  028418. 

X  Francis  George  Gosling,  027041. 

X  John  Robert  Grace.  028220. 

XJohn  Henry  Grady.  028223. 

X  Daniel  Orrln  Graham.  028212. 

X  Clifton  WeUington  Gray,  Jr.,  028357. 

X  Stephen  B^igene  Gray.  028683. 

xJohn  Frederick  Green.  028206. 

X  Byron  DlUlngback  Greene,  Jr.,  028506. 

X  James  Morris  Grldley,  028360. 

XWUUam  Howard  Grlsham,  028452. 

X  Peter  Orosz,  Jr.,  027977. 

X  Richard  Louis  Gruenther,  028711. 

XAlvan  Cordell  Hadley,  Jr.,  028191. 

X  George  Gross  Hagedon,  027898. 

X  Philip  Darlington  Haisley,  028380. 

X  Richard  Edward  Hale,  028520. 

X  Charles  Maurice  Hall,  028456. 

X George  Edward  Hall,  Jr.,  028323. 

X  WiUlam  Charles  Hall,  028023. 

XWUUam  Walton  Hall,  Jr.,  028005. 

XHal  Edward  HaUgren,  028116. 

X  Jerome  Vincent  HaUoran,  028738. 

X  Alexander  Earl  Halls,  028065. 

X  Milton  Holmes  HamUton,  028245. 

X  Robert  MUton  HamUton,  028326. 

X  Walter  Fleming  Hamilton,  Jr.,  028208. 

X  Arthur  Edward  Hansen,  028126. 

X  Benjamin  Shaw  Hanson,  Jr.,  028076. 

XEveritt  Fee  Hardin,  028117. 

X  Alfred  Carl  Haussmann,  Jr.,  028283. 

X  Robert  Carroll  Hawley,  028254. 

XRutledge  Parker  Hazzard,  028088. 

X  Robert  Johnson  Hefferon,  038047. 

X  Robert  Foster  Hewett,  Jr.,  028528. 

X  Preston  Heacock  Hlbbard,  028729. 

X  Daniel  Webster  Hlckey  3d,  028427. 

xFYederlck  Francis  Hlckey,  Jr.,  028000. 

X  Benjamin  Tullldge  Hill,  Jr.,  028158. 

XJohn  GUlespie  HUl,  Jr..  027997. 

X  Thomas  ^'incent  Hlrschberg,  028677. 

XJohn  Christopher  Hoar,  Jr.,  028346. 

X  James  Burtrana  Hobson,  028419. 

XJohn  Alan  HoefUng.  O28404. 

X  James  Karnes  Hoey,  028036. 

X  Harold  Francis  Hogan,  027553. 

X  James  FrankUn  Holt,  027604. 

X  Harold  Waldron  Home,  028337. 

XKlbbey  Mlnton  Home,  028057. 
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xSaUl  Horowlt2.  Jr..  027973. 

XLynn  Wood  Hoskina,  Jr..  028713. 

X  Granville  Watklns  Hough,  028399. 

X  Joseph  Edward  Houseworth  3d,  028584. 

X  Thomas  Moore  Huddleston,  028340. 

X  Robert  Stout  Hughes,  028350. 

X  William  Arthur  Humphreys,  028348. 

X  David  Nlesley  Hutchison.  027928. 

X  Henry  Laurance  Ingham  2d.  028649. 

X  James  Homer  Wallace  Inskeep,  028682. 

X  Paul  MUls  Ireland.  Jr.,  028288. 

X  Robert  Overton  Isbell,  028158. 

X  Albert  Russell  Ives.  Jr.,  028675. 

X  Charles  Maples  Jaco,  Jr.,  028203. 

X  Peter   Michael   Jacula.   028716. 

X  Arthur  William  Jank,  027928. 

X  Joseph  Anthony  Jansen,  027964. 

X  Wilbur  Fields   Joffrlon,   028102. 

X  James  Wiley  Johnson,  028362. 

X  Richard  Allan  Johnson,  028145. 

XSewall  Harvey  Emler  Johnson,  028712. 

X  Alfred  Henderson  Jones.  027407. 

X  Edward  William  Jones,  028724. 

XJohn  Thomas  Jones,  028214. 

XAmos  Azariah  Jordan.  Jr..  027895. 

X  Clarence  Eugene  Jordan,  Jr..  028078. 

X  Edwin  Mortimer  Joseph.  028522. 

X  Albert   Enzo   Joy.   028534. 

XJean  Krummel  Joyce,   028284. 

X  Warren  Stanley  Jungerheld,  028663. 

X  William   Joyce   Kaliff,   028594. 

XJohn   George   Kamaras.   028100. 
X  Robert  Vincent  Kane,  028612. 

XKent  Keehn.  028336. 

XPauI   Aloyslus   Kelley.   028688. 

X  Minor  Lee  Kelso,   028745. 

X  William  Raycroft  Kelty,  Jr.,  028322. 

X  Robert  Carleton  Key.  028072. 

X  Clarence  Watle  Kingsbury,  028325. 

X  Harrison  Benson  Kinney,  028259. 

X  Richard  Martin  Kinney,  028609. 

X  William  Martin  Kiser,  028329. 

X  Alfred  Ruprecht  Kltts,  039483. 

X  Roland  Arthur  Kline,  028747. 

X  Robert  Edmund  Knapp.  028079. 

X  Harlan  GusUve  Koch,  028726. 

XJack  Wilson  Kopald,  028073. 

X  Robert  Ernest  ICren.  038277. 

XJamea  Von  Kanel  Ladd,  0384M. 

X  Andrew  Wilton  Lamar,  Jr.,  038240. 

X  Robert  Jonm  Lamb,  Jr.,  028667. 

X  Robert  Alexander  Land.  028368. 

XBenjanUn  LMter  Landla,  Jr.,  027963. 

X  David  Seffen  Lane,  028043. 

X  Ralph  Irving  LaB^ck.  028159. 

X  Wayne  Bmerson  Lawson,  O284&0. 

X  Albert  Marshall  Levitt.  028318. 

X  Robert  Vernon  Lee.  Jr.,  037974. 

X  Daniel  Marshall  Lelnlnger,  027993. 

X  Robert  Emll  Lenzner,  038083. 

X  Theodore  Julian  Lepekl,  038671. 

X  Daniel  Louis  Levy,  Jr.,  038395. 

X  William  Warner  LewU,  Jr.,  038433. 

X  William  Theodore  Lincoln,  02816I. 

X  Arthur  James  Lochrle,  Jr.,  028142. 

XDale  Earnest  Lockard.  037352. 

X  James  Robert  Loome.  028383. 

X  Malcolm  Eldrldge  MacDonald.  038701. 

X  CIvie  Br\ice  MacKeoeie,  028132. 

X  Thomas  Harold  Mahan,  028448. 

X  Daniel  Francis  Mahony,  028381. 

X  Aaron  Daniel  Maler,  050550. 

X  Robert  Joseph  Malley.  027978.  * 

X  Robert  Langham  March,  028191. 

X  Earl  Frederick  Markle.  028400. 

X  Samuel  Rucks  Martin,  028044. 

X  Stephen  Andrew  Matejov,  028373. 

XJohn  Randolph  Math  las,  028042. 

XJack  Franklin  Matteson,  028221. 

X  Walter  Stanley  Mattoz,  028592. 

X  James  Hubert  McBrlde.  028622. 

X  Thomas  Henry  McBryde,  028188. 

X  Charles  Francis  McCarty,  028715. 

X  Clarence  Edison  McChrlstlan,  Jr.,  028504. 

X  William  McCollam,  Jr.,  027896. 

X  Thomas  Roderick  McCormlck,  028680. 

X  Robert  Watt  McCoy,  028735. 

X  Edward  Francis  McCue,  028118. 

XJohn  Daniel  Henry  McDonough.  028183. 
X  James  Madison  McOarlty.  028406. 
.^.XWUliam  Herbert  McMaster,  027913. 


XJohn  Cavln  McWhorter.  028148. 

X  Joseph  Otto  Meerbott.  Jr.,  028352. 

X  Clarence  Miles  Mendenhall.  3d.  028728. 

X  Ralph  Anthony  Meola.  Jr..  028703. 

X  Doyle  M'jrrltt.  028174. 

XNeedham  Phillips  Mewborn.  028645. 

XJohn  David  Miley.  028586. 

X George  Livingston  Miller,  028013. 

XLawrenct!  Miller.  O28081. 

XLeo  John  Miller.  028011. 

X  Carey  Wiyne  Mllllgan,  028125. 

XThorntoi  Mitchell  Milton.  028033. 

XJack  HaiTlson  Montague,  028625. 

X  Robert  Alexander  Montgomery.  028697. 

X  Raymond   Turck   Moore.   028652. 

X  Edward  John  Morgan,  028257. 

X  Daniel  Feardon  Morlarty.  O28607. 

X  Jack  Warren  Morris.  028646. 

X  Robert  Franklin   Morris.  028171. 

XRoy  Josrph  Mossy,  028687. 

X  George  Carlisle  Mulr,  Jr  ,  028457. 

X  Arthur  Andrew  Murphy,  027951. 

X  Morgan  Joyce  Murphy,  028706. 

xLeon  Bcwman  Musser,  Jr.  027923. 

X  Charles  Robert  Myer,  028091. 

XJohn  W  lUam  Nance,  028602. 

X  Wayne  Stanley  Nichols.  027999. 

X  Roger  Hvirless  Nye.  O28010. 

X  Elmer  Raymond  Ochs.  028547. 

X  Patrick  Joseph  O'Connor,  028509. 

X  Carroll  Haymond  ONeUl,  028505. 

X  Gordon   Henry   Oostlng.   027958. 

X  George  FYederlck  Otte.  Jr..  028164. 

X  Thomas  Sawyer  Owen.  028544. 

X  John  K«nneth  Paden.  Jr  ,  028136. 

X  Stephen  Joseph  Pagano.  028463. 

X  Francis  Miller  Palmatler.  028684. 

X  Bernard  Joseph  Pankowskl,  027925. 

X  Alexander   Papajohn,  028413. 

xAlexandi!r  James  Papatones,  028623 

X  Thomas  Williams  Pardue.  Jr..  028676. 

X  Joseph  Dodge  Park,  028597 

X  Clifford  Button  Parke.  Jr..  028410. 

X  John  Griffln  Parker.  028260. 

XWUUam  Croom  Parker.  028140. 

X  William  Robert  Parker.  028421. 

XEIeazar  Parmly  4th.  038423. 

X  -lobert  I'rancls  Patterson.  028303. 

X  George  Smith  Patton,  028685. 

X  Arthur  William  Pence.  Jr.  028440. 

X  William  Fuller  Pence.  038113. 

X  Billy  Pat  Pendergrass.  027985. 

X  Ralph  Hugh  Pennington,  027937, 

X  Joseph  Peter  Pepe,  028471. 

X  Ernest  Anthony  Pepin,  028531. 

XJohn  Perkins  3d,  027931. 

X  Wilton  Burton  Persons.  Jr.,  037975. 

XAlexan(}er    Domlnlo   Perwlch.   038193. 

X  David  Merritt  Peters,  028681. 

X  Rocco  Anthony  Petrone,  027973. 

X  Eugene  Vincent  Pfauth,  028256. 

XThoma*  Edward  PfeUer.  028635. 

X  Robert  Hazen  Philips.  028708. 

X  Charles  Sumner  Pierce,  027888. 

XWade  Hampton  Pitts,  Jr.,  028023, 

X  Richard  John  Pitzer.  028495. 

X  Howard   Ernst  Pleuss,   028608. 

X  Richard  Sharon  Pohl.  028374. 

X  Reuben    Pomerantz.   028261. 

X  Frank  William  Porter.  Jr..  028503. 

X  George  Jewel  Porter.  028601. 

X  Edward  Adorno  Powers.  027394. 

XE.   Uovd   Powers,  028045. 

>  John  Taomas  Price,  Jr..  028369. 

XThomaji  Gaetano  Provenzano,  028346. 

X  Murray  Putzer.  028007. 

XRaoul  Jean   Quantz,  028169. 

X  Everett  Lipscomb  Rea,  028415. 

X  William  Thomas  Reeder,  028540. 

XRobert  Bradley  Rheault.  028111. 

XWUliam  Gibson  Richards.  028460. 

X  Robert  Tyler  Richmond,  Jr..  028525. 

X  Francis   Albert  Rlchter,  028347. 

X  Louis  Nelson  Roberts.  028521. 

X  Ellsha  MUler  Robinson.  Jr..  028541. 

XAdolphus  Worrell  Roffe.  027848. 

XGuy  Araold  Rogers,  O28307. 

X  Joseph  Barnett  Rogers,  038233. 

xSelwyn  Phillips  Rogers,  Jr.,  027991. 

X  Lewis  William  Rose,  027987. 

X  Irving  Granville  RoulUard,  028177. 


Del  Patrick  Rovts,  038T33. 
Edward  James  Roxbury,  Jr.,  038075. 
Richard  Lincoln  Ruble,  038696. 
Robert  Martin  Rufsvold,  027933. 
Mason  Plttman  Rumney.  Jr..  028024. 
Robert  Irwin  Rush,  028660. 
John  Ambler  Sadler,  028743. 
Richard  Robert  Sandoval.  038017. 
Marshall    Sanger,    028337. 
Edward   A.  Saunders.  037904. 
William  Ferdinand  Scharre,  Jr..  038085. 
William  Powers  Schneider,  037979. 
Frank  Carl  Schoen.  028560. 
Jack  Lawrence  Schram,  027933. 
WtlUs  Ervln  Schug.  Jr.,  028039. 
Herbert  Ardia  Schulke,  Jr.,  028014. 
John  Morris  Schuraan,  Jr..  028289. 
Ltixley   Radford  Scott.  027772. 
Robert  William  Seaman,  028668. 
William  Thaden  Seeber.  028306. 
Maurice  Serotta.  028198. 
Leslie  Neal  Shade.  Jr..  O38608. 
Eupene  Glbb  Sharkoff.  028224. 
Amos  Blanchard  Shattuck  4th,  028146. 
George  Elmer  Sheffer.  Jr  .  038120. 
Pobert  Xavler  Sheffield.  038734. 
Fields  Early  Shelton.  038600. 
David  Kirk  wood  Sheppard,  037919. 
Robert  Morln  Shoemaker,  038097. 
John  Merw.n  ShulU,  028341. 
Roy  Gayle  Slmkins.  Jr.,  038560. 
Charles  James  Simmons.  023133. 
Charles  Vlaze  Simpson  3d,  027957. 
John  EldredKC  Simp«)n,  028196. 
William  Crat  )n  Screven  Simpson,  038381. 
Christopher  Booth  Sinclair,  Jr.,  028365. 
Samuel  Charles  Skemp,  Jr..  038310. 
RolUn  While  Skllton.  028643. 
Charles  Robert  Smith,  O50&43. 
David  Halstead  Smith,  027903. 
William  Robert  Smith,  028563. 
Harry  Clnylon  Smythe,  Jr.,  028107. 
Russell  Edward  Speake.  038436. 
E  mer  Gene  Hprague,  038555. 
Norman  The<xlore  Stanflcld.  037M6. 
John  Edward  Stannard.  038442. 
Thomas  Jefferson  Stapleton,  038286. 
Dudley  Scott  Stark.  Jr.,  038439. 
Ralph  Allen  SUmer.  038483. 
Robert  Lee  Steele.  038439. 
Kenneth  John  Bteen,  O380M. 
John  Ember  Sterling.  Jr..  0379S3. 
Keith  Dennis  Stldbam.  038316. 
Harold  Joseph  Stirling,  0381B3. 
Richard  Leonard  Stone,  038176. 
William  Leete  Stone  3d.  038638. 

Robert  Warren  Storm,  038743. 

Milton  Albert  Strain,  037884. 

StratU  John  Stratls,  038114. 

Oliver  Day  Street  3d.  038063. 

Richard  Wendell  Stretff.  038090. 

William  Richard  Stroud.  038301. 

Robert  Tllghman  Strudwick.  038500. 

Charles  Robert  Hatch  Supplee,  037M4. 

Robert  Kniley  Swab.  028709. 

William  Brltton  Teglund,  038186. 

Harold  Alva  Terrell.  Jr..  038132. 

Blucher  Stanley  Tharp.  Jr..  038668. 

Raymond  Edward  Thayer.  038375. 

Vernley  Fred  Thomas.  028037. 

William  Kappes  Thomaaeet.  027943. 

Elbert  Satterlee  Throckmorton.  038339. 

John  Royster  Thurman  3d.  038336. 

Sanfuel  Hartman  Title.  038507. 

Lewis  BurUm  Tlxler.  038376. 

Allan    Curtlss    Torgerson,    038619. 

Oscar   William   Traber.  Jr..  038030. 

John    Russell    Treadwell.    027978. 

William  Harry  Trotter.  038246. 

Guy  Kent  Troy.  038162. 

Richard   CabeU  Tuck.   037956. 

Harlan    Wlnthrop    Tucker.    0381&3. 

Robert  BusUl  Tully.  028678. 

George  Earl  Turnmeyer.  Jr..  056735. 

Max  March   Uh-lch.   0279U. 

Kenneth  Crulkshank  VanAuken.  038168. 

Edwin  Renulds  Van  Deusen,  03843S. 

John  William   Vester,   038380. 

Alfred  Henry  Victor.  Jr.,  037938. 

William   SacHarov   Volmer.    038534. 

Robert  Thomas  Wagner,  038333. 
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>  Ray  Moore  Wagoner,  Jr.,  O2T»40. 
X  Richard  Harding  Walker.  038333. 
.  Sam  Sims  Walker.  0381 97. 

X  Josiah  Ara  Wallace,  Jr..  038387. 
X  Matthew  Reld  Wallls,   038008. 
xJoe  Holleman  Warren,  Jr..  037900. 
xJohn  Wiley  Warren.  Oi7763. 
X  Norman   Cooper  Watklns,  038131. 
y  Donald  Scott  Wataon.  038316. 
V  George  Stanley  Webb,  Jr..  O3801S. 
X  William   Hayee   Webb.   038383. 
X  Edwin  Leo  Weber,  Jr.,  038178. 
X  Albert  Ehinbar  Wedemi-yer.  03866S. 
X  Marvin  Btuart  Welnsteln,  038140. 
X  Norman  Bmanuel  Weiss,  038131. 

>  James  Clyde  Welch,  Jr..  038367. 

X  Anthony  Patrick  Weeolowakl,  03815S. 

X  Charles  Leroy  Wesolowsky,  O38704. 

X  Percy   Ixnils   Wheeler.   038801. 

X  Robert  Doyne  Woodley  White,  038311. 

X  Robert  Menifee  White,  Jr.,  038630. 

X  William  Jackson  Whlti^ner,  038041. 

XJohn  Day  Whitmore.  O38407. 

XJere  OtU  Whlttlngton,  038411. 

XJohn  Scholto  Wlerlnga.  Jr.,  038644. 

X  Richard  Mlnter  WUdrlck,  038019. 

X  Benjamin  Bertram  Williams,  03861S. 

X  Charles   Torrey   WUlUtas,   037033. 

X  Charles  Ourley  Wtlllanieon,  Jr^  O38404. 

XRobert  Gregg  WlUlamton.  037901. 

X  Mlnter  Lowther  Wilson,  Jr.,  038344. 

XRobert  Trent  Wnfree,  Jr..  038189. 

X  James  Bmmett    JfXrrlci:,  038538. 

XJohn  WUIlam  Wise.  C.AIM. 

XDuquesne   Abraham   Wolf.   038187. 

X  Herbert  Eric  Wolff,  03H86. 

X  Allen  How  land  Wood  3d.  O3807X 

X  Harris  H&rold  Woods,  028100. 

XJohn  McReynolds  Wozencraft,  O3780S. 

X  WlUlam  Robert  Wray,  C>3794>. 

X  William  Heaton  Toung.  02833S. 

X  Keith  Bums  Zimmerman,  038300. 

To   be   captain,   Judg*   Advocate   Oeneral'M 
Corpt 
X  Marshall  CUoe  BaUey.  08S737. 
X  Alva  Harlan  Bandy.  O03330. 
X  Cabell  Floumoy  Cobbe,  O038i0. 
X  John  Horace  Dodson.  083801. 
X  Henry  Arthur  FUher,  Jr.,  008374. 
X  Cecil  Lavone  Forlnaab,  003840. 
X  Rawla  HarreU  Frasler.  C>01907. 
xJohn  Forest  Goodman.  Jr..  063007. 
X  WUIlam  Penn  OoodmarL.  003007. 
x  Robert  Palkner  Orabb.  061900. 
X  Clifford  Bdwln  Harp,  O(S800. 
X  Joaeph  Burns  Kelly,  O0;i333. 
XJack  Pennington  Lawl<T,  001008. 
X  Albert  Charles  Malone,  Jr.,  O08376. 
X  Thomas  Pranets  Meagbisr,  Jr.,  008117. 
X  Thomas  Henry  Morton,  O8S170. 
XJohn  Lawrence  Naler.  003730. 
X  James  Bugene  Rice,  O6:i801. 
X  Paul  Henry    Schroy.  O(il070. 
X  Richard  Wesley  Snyder    063338. 
X  Earl  Castleman  Thomaii.  O08178. 
X  Charles  M.  Thompaon.  003008. 
X  Colin  Ottawa  VllUnes.  003331. 
X  Melbtirn  Neale  Washbum,  063373. 
X  Edward  James  Wlialen.  003177. 
XJean  Albert  Wolf.  0633:!9. 
X  Charles  Kenney  Wright,  Jr..  0637S3. 

To  be  c:  ptatn,  MeA.cal  Corpa 

XCTay  Franklin  Barrltt,  002798. 

X  Kevin  Gerard  Barry,  0<3478. 

X  Robert  Isaac  Boeman,  C'65437. 

X  Warren  Harvey  Brune,  066613. 

XJohn  Edward  Buess,  0«554S6. 

X  Richard  Omrl  Bullls.  Ji.,  062797. 

X  Charles  Philip  Carson.  O05961. 

X  Warren  Oavlll  Evans.  061190. 

X  Robert  Wesley  Green,  065461. 

>  Nlklaus  Joseph  Anton  Keller,  061057. 

X  George  Albert  Levi,  06H39. 

X  John  Frederic  LJunggran,  063210. 

XJohn  Charles  Marches  1,  066046. 

X  Walter  Sherman  MizeL,  066438. 

X  John  de  la  Salle  Morris,  005440. 

X  George  Elbert  Omer,  Jr.,  008830. 

X  Robert  Holland  Qulnn  067606. 

X  William  Lawson  Blchiirdaon.  005441. 


X  Thomas  Duncan  Sellers,  006483. 
XLeo  Henry  Silverman,  006436.  • 

To  be  captain.  Dental  Corp$ 
XJohn  Henry  Belaer,  003794. 
XRobert  Francis  Campion,  061960. 
X  Stanley  Sheppard  Cohen,  061965. 
X  Byron  Joaeph  Greany,  003086. 
X  James  Wlllard  Grey,  Jr.,  068737. 
XRobert  Wayne  Hobaon,  058278. 
X  Bernard  J.  Nielander,  Jr..  061191. 
X  Donald  A.  Norris.  Jr.,  Ot.'^576. 
X  Charles  Mason  Smith,  063796. 
X  Raymond  Walter  Tomczak.  062705. 
XRobert  HamUttm  West,  062086. 

To  he  captain.  Veterinary  Corpa 
X  Elwtn  Raymond  Prather,  060760. 
To  be  captain.  Medical  Service  Corps 
X  Bernard  BallkoT,  066776. 

To  be  captain,  chaplains 
XWUliam  PrentU  Barrett.  007651. 
X  James  WUIlam  Helt,  066161. 
X  EmU  Francis  Joaeph  Kapusta,  066171. 
X  James  Whittier  MorriU.  066184. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  proTlsions  of  sections  503 
and  608  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 
Thoaa  officen  whoae  names  are  preceded  by 
the  symbol  (  x  )  are  subject  to  physical  ex- 
amination required  by  law.  AU  others  have 
been  examined  and  found  physically  qiiall- 
fied  for  promotion. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

•  X  Alfred  Matthew  Adams.  066731. 
XJohn  Francis  Ahem.  Jr.,  A66133. 

•  X  LoweU  Adren  Aitken,  060961. 

X  Erwin  Frederick  Albrecht,  Jr.,  067636. 
X  Edwin  WUbm  AUen.  Jr.,  001326. 
XMUton  AUen,  A63006. 
X  Clarence  Edward  Apple,  061149. 
■Andrew  Jackson  Armstrong.  001102. 
X  Charles  Martin  AUmore,  Jr.,  066943. 
X  George  Everett  Balcom  3d,  066316. 

•  X  Kenneth  Keith  Barclay,  066386. 
XWUliam  Spencer  Barnea,  O03848. 

•  X  Andrew  Mclver  Barr,  063381. 

•  X  George  Wallace  Baas,  Jr.,  000308. 

•  X  Cyrus  WUlUm  Baasett,  000946. 

X  Benjamin  Forrest  Bateman,  003087. 
■Richard  Arthur  Baughman,  O00344. 

•  xBobert  Howard  Beck,  066134. 

•  X  WiUlam  Allen  Beddoe,  000930. 

•X  Thomas  Frederick  Begley,  000807. 
•xKarl  Francis  Bennett,  066700. 
•X  Edward  Everett  Betta,  065960. 
X  LeUnd  Ellsworth  Beyersdorfl,  003014. 
X  HarUn  LeRoy  BJork,  063860. 

•  X  George  Shannon  Black,  065053. 
XWlUiam  Dale  Boggs,  067646. 

•  X  Stephen  John  Borys.  067790. 

•  X  Robert  Ulric  Boyd.  Jr.,  066137. 
X  Charles  Stanley  Brantley.  062011. 
•X  Charles  Richard  Breed.  065302. 
•XJohn  Augvista  Brenner,  060861. 

•  X  Lawrence  Smyth  Brlce.  060867. 
XBemer  Young  Brinson.  061980. 

X  Stafford  Reade  Brooke,  Jr.,  065965. 

•  X  Richard  Mayhew  Brown,  061086. 

•  XWUliam  James  Browning,  061114. 
XOtmther  Albert  Brumme.  063853. 
XJohn  Andrew  Bryan,  061163. 
•James  Harcdd  Buck.  062845. 

•  X  John  Lawrence  Buckley.  06S288. 
X  Murray  NoveUe  Bullard.  062030. 
•Btirr  Ellis  Burgess,  060303. 
XUoyd  Leslie  Burke.  061246. 

•  James  Charles  Biisson.  060944. 
•X  James  Francis  BuUer.  066960. 
X  James  Vernon  CeOTrey,  Jr..  061363. 

•  X  Danford  Scott  CarroU.  065499. 
•X  Edwin  Thomas  CarroU,  060941. 
•Paul  Neal  Casper,  060266. 

X  Harold  MUton  Chadick.  066963. 

•  X  Robert  Lee  Chamberlain,  O60064. 
•xFred  Robert  Champion,  061020. 

•  X  J.  MUton  Christianson,  005966. 
•X  Herbert  Eugene  dark.  061315. 
•Warren  Melvin  Clark.  06&394. 


•XArthtir  Hopper  CoUlns,  Jr.,  066500. 
X  Bernard  Jackson  Conroy,  061349. 
XLodwrick  Monroe  Cook,  061350. 
•Edward  Olin  Coursen.  060309. 
•X  Arthur  L.  Cox,  066306. 
X  Robert  Uoyd  Coxe,  061361. 

•  X  Edward  Vaughan  Crawford,  060067. 
XTerreU  James  Crawford,  Jr..  063863. 
X  Anthony  Bandeira  Crlsto,  063849. 
•Eugene  Franklin  Crooks,  065971. 

•X  George  Jeffrey  Crowe.  061036. 
XJohn  Sheppard  Culpepper,  Jr..  061223. 

•  X  Joseph  Tandy  Culpepper,  065973. 

•  XRobert  Lee  DanUavez,  061113. 

•  X  Edward  Parka  Davis.  Jr..  066976. 
X  James  Hardwlck  Davis.  061143. 
•John  G.  Dawson,  060380. 
•Anthony  Carmine  DeBellls,  060803. 

•  X  Donald  Robert  de  Camara,  061108. 
•WUliam  Radcliffe  Deeley,  006977. 

•  X  Gordon  Bartlett  deLashmet,  061054. 
X  Charles  Roderick  Dezaf ra,  061345. 
•XJack  Harry  DlbreU,  066079. 

•  X  WUIlam  MacLean  Dickson,  005603. 
•Robert  Curtis  Dlehl,  066980. 

•  X  John  Dissek,  Jr.,  061034. 
XJohn  Paul  Dobbins,  O61140. 
X  Andrew  Dolzlski.  066083. 

X  Junes  Winner  Donald,  006146. 
XRobert    George    Dorsey,    001263. 
*X  James  Dowling,  066086. 
•Lawrence  Eugene  Drtacoll,  080388. 
XWUliam  Henry  Drlsko,  061153. 
•XHanz  Karl  Druener,  065310. 
X  Thomas  Edward  Duffy,  002029. 
XRoy  Holllfleld  Duggan,  Jr.,  066147. 

•  X  WUliam  L.  Durham,  061043. 

•  X  WUIlam  Lee  Durrant,  Jr.,  060868, 

•  X  Lewis  Vernon  Edner,  060919. 
*X  Arthur  Joseph  Elian,  060940. 
X  Calvin  Warren  Blis,  O6300S. 

•  X  Henry  Harris  Emerson,  061068. 
XRobert  Wesley  Knmert,  063861. 

•  X  John  Olbaon  Kngstrom,  063001. 
X  Murray  Herbert  Falk,  061338. 

•  X  WlUiam  Arthtir  Feek,  Jr.,  006140. 
•XPelham  Leander  Felder  Sd,  061080. 
X  Harold  Payne  Fields,  003033. 

•X  Merlin  Wayne  Foerster,  006389. 
XLealle  RudlalU  Forney,  Jr.,  001331. 
•XJc»in  Freeh,  Jr.,  000870. 
XCecU  Robert  French.  061158. 
•X  James  Thomas  Fulghtim,  000307. 

•  X  John  Louis  Fuller,  000878. 
•XRobert  D.  Funke,  000384. 

X  Maurice  Aloysltu  Galney,  Jr.,  001358. 
X  Elmer  John  Oalnok,  006099. 
X  James  Leonldas  Oalther,  000151. 
•James  MUton  Glauber,  001184, 
•Robert  Beaucbamp  Gleason,  000303. 
•James  Parker  Godaey,  006307. 

•  X  George  FrancU  Goodspeed,  jr.,  O0027X 

•  X  Paul  Peter  Ootowlckl,  000910. 
•Carl  WUIlam  Oraefe,  006749. 

•  X  Francis  Porter  Graves,  Jr.,  000363. 
X  Francois  Denis  Oravols,  Jr.,  003009. 

•  X  Calvin  Edgar  Green,  000013. 

•  X  Joseph  Edward  Greene,  061031. 
•Robert  Lyle  Greer,  000362. 
•Allen  Jones  Grleger,  061088. 

•  X  Marion  Immanuel  Guest.  000850. 
•Kenneth  Ray  Haas.  061109. 

•  XJohn  Hoxiston  Haddock.  Jr..  001037. 
•Mickey  Tom  Haggard,  061004. 

•  X  James  Lowell  Halcomb.  066751, 

•  X  James  Marlowe  Hanson,  060999. 

•  X  Charles  DeGraff  Hargreaves,  060875. 
•Benjamin  Franklin  Harmon,  061318. 

•  X  Harry  Howard  Harpold.  Jr..  066006. 
X  James  Bernard  Hatch,  061166. 
•XErrol  Edwin  Hayes,  Jr.,  061033. 

X  Marcus  David  Ha3rs,  067695. 

•  X  Robert  Thompson  Heder,  060863. 
•Herbert  Jimmie  Hedrick.  061310. 
•Joseph  Henry  Heiker.  061133. 
•Wilton  Albert  Herring.  Jr..  066017. 
X  WUbur  Jay  Hewitt,  063123. 

X  Richard  Goodman  Hicks,  062033. 

•  X  Thomas  Blair  Hobson,  Jr.,  061106. 
•John  Joseph  Hoch,  065387. 

X  John  Leon  Hofxies,  Jr..  061231. 
X  WlUard  Dale  Hogan,  066030. 
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•  John  Alexander  Holllngs  worth,  060881. 

•  X  WUllam  JiUlan  Herd.  060389. 

•  xOeorge  Combs  Horton.  O61013. 
X  William  Stanley  Horton,  066023. 

•  XKrnest  Ogg  HouMman,  Jr.,  061007. 

•  X  Robert  Albert  Houser,  060358. 

•  X  Cecil  Roblaon  Huff,  060866. 

•X  Charles  March  Hunter,  061014.  . 
X  Charles  Thomas  Hutzler.  063016. 

•  X  Joseph  MUton  Irvln,  060308. 

•  y  Norman  Arthur  Jensen,  066167. 
'George  Martin  Johnson,  060385. 

X  Walter  Alexander  Johnson,  Jr.,  066029. 
•George  Washington  Johnston,  060877. 

•  X  Richard  Yates  Johnston.  060386. 
X  Richard  Landjr  Jones,  063745. 
•Roy  Calvin  Jones,  061213. 
xOndre  Maurice  Ka^ns,  061974. 

•  X  WUllam  Henry  Kastner,  061044. 
•George  Edward  Kaso,  061003. 

X  Robert  Stanley  Kellar,  063338. 

•  >  George  Lawrence  Kelley,  060914. 
X  Victor  John  Kelly,  067706. 

•  X  Donald  E.  Kenney,  061029. 
•Joseph  James  Koontz,  060354. 
•Reginald  Wales  Kosekl.  065094. 

•  X  Murray  Martin  Lewis,  066036. 
X  James  Anderson  LlUard,  063004. 
X  Ronald  Argyle  Llston,  067714. 
•Robert  Porgle  Lltle,  Jr..  O66039. 

X  WUllam  Joseph  Lockhart,  062035. 

•  X  Charles  Henry  Long,  O61130. 
•James  Edward  Longsdorf,  060975. 
•X  Richard  Meigs  Love.  067717. 

X  Charles  Wendell  Luke,  063022. 

•  X  Paul  R.  Lunsford,  061052. 

•  X  William  Martin  Luse,  066042. 

•  X  Robert  Joseph  Lynch.  060253. 
X  James  Farrls  Lynn,  O66043. 

•X  Way  man  Horace  Lytle.  060921. 

•  X  Frederick  Morse  MacGregor,  Jr.,  060972. 
•William  McLauren  Major,  Jr.,  065312. 
•Howard  Heathfleld  Mann,  060259. 
•Raymond  Atkinson  Marks,  060991. 
•James  WUllam  Martin,  063244. 

•John  Harrell  Mason.  060287. 

•X  Charles  Albert  Matlach.  060894. 

X  Ralph  Albert  Mattera.  066047. 

•  X  Walter  Lloyd  Mayo,  Jr.,  060978. 

•  X  Charles  Edward  Mayrand,  060922. 
•Robert  Smith  McClenaghan.  065283. 
X  Ardie  Elbert  McClure,  Jr.,  066048. 

•  X  WiUlam  Chevis  McCorkle.  061038. 
XOtto  Louis  Mccormick.  066049. 

X  Joseph  Lewis  McCoy,  061343. 

•  X  Purdy  Belvln  McLeod.  Jr.,  067724. 
•Daniel  Frederick  McNeil,  060277. 
•xUlmer  Lamar  McNelU,  061110. 

X  Terrence  Stocker  Meade.  061225. 

•  X  Joe  Glenn  Mears,  066052. 

X  Hector  Homer  Mendieta,  066053. 
•John  Davis  Meredith,  061214. 
XCarl  Leonard  Merrltt,  066054. 
•x  George  Harvey  Meyer,  061113. 

•  X  Edward  Duncan  Mlddleton.  Jr.,  O61107. 

•  X  WUllam  Calvin  Miles,  067726. 
X  Daniel  Ludrick  MUler,  061228. 
X  Richard  Sheely  Miller,  062015. 

•  X  Robert  Byron  MUler,  060872. 
X  James  Morgan  Minter,  062019. 
•John  Angelo  Mlttlno.  060305. 

•  X  Donald  WUbert  Moak,  060902. 

•  X  Charles  Steele  Moody.  Jr..  060927. 
•RusseU  John  Moon,  060164. 
•VirgU  CartheU  Moon,  061132. 
•George  Perry  Mooney.  065295. 
XLee  Brent  Moore.  062026. 

•  X  Lee  Permenter  Moore.  065482. 

•  X  Carl  Edward  Morris,  060956. 

•  X  WUllam  Chester  Mundorf,  067731. 

•  >  Paul  Joseph  Bruno  Murphy,  Jr.,  066186. 
X  Thomas  Allord  Murphy.  061973. 

•  X  Henry  John  Nachtsheim,  Jr.,  061139. 
X  Herbert  Prank  Neller,  Jr.,  063003. 

X  Lloyd  Hampton  Newcomer,  Jr.,  062018. 

•  X  Wesley  Oraydon  Nichols.  061010. 
XJohn  Joseph  NlenstMt,  067732. 
•Charles  Edward  Nix,  Oitl37. 

•  X  Eugene  Vernon  Norr*,  065292. 
•John  McNeil  Norton.  061041. 

•  X Andrew  Richard  OConnor,  061103. 
XJohn  Charles  Ogllvle,  063491. 

•x  Robert  Theodore  OJendyk.  O60976. 


•X  Prank  Morat  O'C^iinn,  061049. 

•  X  Howard  White  t')rer8take,  O61008. 

•  X  WilUani.  Oscar  Parker,  061106. 

X  WiUlam  Harold  Parmenter,  066066. 

•  X  Henry  Addison  Pate.  Jr..  061217. 

•  X  Minor  I'eeples.  Jr..  060915. 
•Paul  Alexander  Pencola.  065300. 
X  Frank  Mercler  Pender,  061263. 
•Gerald  Leo  Perry,  Jr.,  060184. 

X  RusseU  I>erry.  061I44. 

X  WUllam  Murphy  Perry,  061159. 

X  George  fklwards  Peters,  Jr.,  061975. 

X  Robert  lieroy  Peters,  061978. 

•  X  WUlard  Thomas  Pflueger,  062008. 
X  Clifford  John  Phlfer.  061254. 

•  X  Ernest  Edgar  PhUUps,  Jr..  060942.     ' 
•Theodore  R.  Pickett.  Jr.,  060899. 

X  Frederick  AHen  Pleper.  066192. 

•  X  Stanley  Ivan  Pilgrim,  063002. 
•Jack  Thomas  Pink,  060869. 
•Joseph  Raymond  Plrkl,  060898. 
XJack  Harlow  Place,  067739. 

•  X  Bernard  John  Ploshay.  Jr.,  065309. 
XAlvin  Allen  Poag.  Jr.,  062023. 

•  X  James  Vardman  Pogue,  060973. 
•Donald  Frank  Polden,  065308. 

X  Clarence  WeUborn  Pratt.  061227. 
X  Richard  Lee  PrUlaman.  066073. 
•DenzU  Lynnwood  Prltchard,  060163. 
•Albert  Sidney  Pugh  3d.  066074. 

•  X  Benjamin  Harrison  Purcell,  061035. 
X  WUllam  Throop  Purdy,  062024. 

X  El-nest  August  Rajala.  062010. 
X  Oliver  AUen  Ray,  066079. 
•James  Channlng  Redford,  065298. 
•John  Francis  Regan,  060859. 

•  X  Harold  Whltaker  Rehm.  Jr..  066080. 
•X  Roderick  Dhu  Renick.  Jr.,  066081. 
X  Delzle  Carol  Revels,  067744. 
XTom  Hunter  Reynolds.  062017. 

•  X  Robert  Hymer  Rice.  066083. 

•  XJohn  Allen  Rlchbourg,  061118. 
•xHugh  Hays  Riddle,  066194. 

X  Charles  Ross  Roberts,  061255. 
X  Claude  LeRoy  Roberts,  Jr..  066085. 
•Ernest  Piuckney  Robinson,  060896. 
X  James  Robert  Ross,  067747. 

•  X  Terry  Charles  Salt,  060265. 
X  Alfred  George  Sapp,  061256. 
•XAlonzo  O.  C.  Sargent.  066200. 

X  Lawrenci)  Lester  Savage,  Jr..  062027. 

X  Richard  Henry  Sawyer,  061979. 

•X  Wesley  Clinton  Scarborough,  060916. 

•  X  Joseph  Frank  Schall,  065301. 

•X  William  Charles  Schemmel,  O60281. 

•  X Marcus  Carl  Scheumann.  Jr..  066094. 
•Daniel  Farren  Schungel.  065286. 
xOreste  Saugulgni  Scloecla,  067753. 
•xThomaf.  Mayes  ScovUl.  065311. 
XZadlg  Yeprem  Setlan,  066095. 
•Joseph  Henry  Shaffleld  3d,  060299 

•x  Harry  CJerhard  Sherblom.  065284. 

•  X  Lawren  :e  Daniel  Shields,  066097. 
•x  Stanton  E.  Sill,  061046. 
•Henry  Simon.  Jr.,  060886. 

•  X  Howard  Johnson  Simpson,  060987. 
X  Samuel  .Slyman,  066100. 

•  X  Everett  Francis  Smalley.  Jr  .  060303. 

•  X  Daniel  Orlfflth  Smaw  3d.  065306. 
•Harold  Franklin  Smith.  Jr..  066101. 
•Leroy  Walter  Smith.  Jr  .  066202. 
•Philip  Burke  Smith,  060911. 

X  Roddy  Lee  Smith.  O66203. 

•x  Joseph  Vincent  Spltler,  Jr  ,  066103 

•  y  Max  Robert  Stallcup,  060279. 
•vKarl  Prink  Stark,  O60929. 

,v  Phillip  Harrison  Stevens.  067763. 
X  James  WUllam  Stewart.  061248. 
X  Stephen  Wayne  Smith,  Jr.,  063501. 
•V  Francis  Joseph   Stoecker.  066106. 
X  Ransom  David  Stone.  062034. 
•Rufus  Co:-nellua  Streater.  060901. 
•xJoe  B.  Sullivan,  Jr.,  060923. 
X  Malcolm  Arthur  Sussel,  067764. 

•  X  Lawrence  Roy  Tassle,  060964. 
X  James  Henry  Tate,  Jr.,  061222, 
X  Robert  Roy  Taylor,  Jr.,  062847. 
•x  David  Held  Teener,  060871. 
•Addison  Terry,   060883. 
•Henry  Snp.lth  Thlgpen,  060264. 

•  V  Charles  Edwin  Thomann.  O610C8. 
•Hal   E.  Tindall.  060918. 

•>  Ralph  .Simon  Treadwell,  061242. 


X  WUllam  Gladstone  Trigg,  067771. 

•  X  William  Jacob  Tropf,  Jr.,  060860. 
XHlUard  Jay  Trubltt,  062035. 
•Richard  David  True.  060864. 

•  X  WUllam  Francis  Turner,  060957. 

•  X  WiUle  L.  Tyus,  060306. 

•  X  Vlncen;  Thomas  Van  Slckel,  060257. 
•Billy  Mills  Vaughn.  060893. 

X  Euell  Motle  Vinson,  063237. 

•  X  Jack  Lee  Waddell.  066114. 

X  Thomas  King  WaddeU,  O61260. 

•  X  Eugene  Paul  Walter,  060928. 

•  X  Kenneth  Watson.  Jr.,  061233. 
•James  Marlin  Welch,  060270. 

X  Vincent  Charles  Werder,  Jr..  067778. 
•X  WUllam  John  Whelan.  O606S7. 
•Ben  Owen  White,  Jr.,  060291. 
X  Charles  James  White.  065314. 

V  Marcus  Leon   Whitfield.   061230. 
•Adna  Godfrey  Wilde.  Jr..  060865. 

•  X  Edward  Thomas  WUllams.  060958. 
•Robert  Carl  WUllams.  060266. 

>  Wayman  Edward  WUllams.  066125. 
•Walter  George  WoUe,  063423. 

•  •  Marlon  Madison  Wood.  061128. 

•  •  Thomas  George  Woods.  067783. 
•Clayton  Lyle  WretUnd.  060931. 
•v  Thomas  Casper  Wyatt.  066128. 
•Douglas  Ramsey  Wyllle,  060304. 

•  •  James  Lawrence  Yacavone.  Jr..  O60263. 

•  X  Robert  AUen  Yoder.  060970. 

•  ■  John  Young  3d.  060278. 

•  •  Donald  James  Zlmmerlln,  O61012. 
• ,"  Frederick  Robert  Zurth,  065290. 

To  be  flrat  liexLtenants,  Medical  Service  Corps 
•Robert  Morris  Altman.  065304. 
•Milton  Braveman.  065501. 
•FrancU  Gerald  Dickinson,  066313. 

•  Richard  Murray  Dienel.  065981. 
•David  WUllaii  DuttweUer,  065498. 

V  Frank  Gates  Favorite,  Jr.,  065949. 

•  ■  Raymond  Jones  Franz,  065992. 
•Roy  Lambert  Kackley,  Jr.,  066030. 
•Fergus  Thomas  Monahan,  065291. 
•Carlyle  NIbley,  Jr..  065397. 

X  Thomas  Hugh  Plemon.  Jr.,  006070. 
X  Donald  Lee  Price.  066073. 
X  Daniel  Joseph  Reynolds.  006083. 
XJohn  Earl  Scanlon.  062012. 

•  ■  Leslie  John  Shellhase.  O66096. 

•  V  George  Charles  Stein,  061025. 
X  Herbert  Jean  Thompson.  067639. 
•Vernon  John  Tipton.  065399. 

>  Bernard  John  Wlest,  066133. 
•X  Gordon  WlUett,  066123. 

To  be  first  lieutenant.  Women's  Army  Corp$ 
X  Dorothy  Clare  Carson.  L356. 
X  Delma  Grey  George,  L405. 
•Lola  Marie  Irelan,  L346. 
V  Barbara  Eunice  Knudten.  L349. 
•Julia  Elizabeth  Ledbetter.  L393. 

•  •  Elsie  Jane  Metcalf,  L342. 
•Lola  Cornelia  Putman.  L343. 
•Cheryle  Mary  Hlggs,  L399. 
•Mary  Lou  Truslow.  L344. 

X  Frances  Weir,  L406. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  107  of  the 
Army-Navy  Nurses  Act  of  1947.  as  amended 
by  section  3,  Public  Law  614.  Klghty-flrst 
Congress,  approved  May  16,  1960.  Those  offi- 
cers whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  sym- 
bol (  ■  )  are  subject  to  physical  examination 
required  by  law.  All  others  have  been  exam- 
ined and  found  physically  qualified  for  pro- 
motion. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Army  Nurse  Corps 

•Eleanor  Roberta  Asleson.  N56. 

•  <  Ruby  Grace  Bradley.  N87. 
•Eileen  Winifred  Brady,  N91. 

•  V  Isa  Plfer  Gazelle,  N89. 
•Edith  Shacklette  Grimes,  N90. 
•Francis  Cecil  Gunn,  N95. 
Clara  Marie  Klely,  NlOl. 

Irene  Johanna  Klemp.  N556. 
Hortense  Eleanor  McKay,  NllO. 
•Eileen  Kathryn  Murphy.  N98. 
•Mary  Frances  Prucha.  N72. 
Mary  Matilda  Steppan.  N113. 
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To  be  major.  Army  Nurse  Corps 

Nina  Aim,  N2237. 

>  Dorothy  Jean  Barber,  N2039. 

Elizabeth   Steenburgh  Chf  mberlln,  N2032. 

Geneva  Helen  Culpepper.  N3121. 

y  Sarah  Ruth  Curtis.  N23ei. 

Mary  Louise  Dombrosky.  N3036. 

Eula  Rosalie  Falls,  N813. 

Eleanor  Mae  Garen,  N1879. 

Elsie  Kathryn  Holn,  N2330 

Eva  Doris  Houston,  N1950. 

Mary  Florene  Hyman.  Nl!*63. 

Marie  Klmmet.  N2037. 

Gladys  Lavena  Lenze.  N224. 

Martha  Marie  Staelens.  N2360. 

Betatrice  EsteUe  Tracey,  M9S3. 

Mildred  Stewart  Turner.  N1856. 

Gladys  Bday  Welch.  N2030 

To  be  Captain,  Army  Nurse  Corps 
XAlyce  Dorothea  Gordon    N1617. 

To  be  captain.  Women's  Medical  Specialist 
Corps 

X  Marlon  Elaine  Cook.  R10134. 
X  Mae  Augusta  Engsberg,  M10032. 

>  Phyllis  Reglna  Strobel.  M10069. 
xMary  Jane  Torp,  M10113. 

To  be  first  lieutenant.  Army  Nurse  Corps 
••  Eleanor  Ailce  Anderson,  N1807. 
•Helen  Louise  Black.  N1736. 

•  y  Beverly   Blaine   Bochrnan,   N1794. 

•  X  June  Lorraine  Chamliers.  N1803. 
xAnastasla  AmelU  Cha{)C)nU,  N1806. 
•xJean   Mary  Clawson,   N1787. 
•xMarUyn  Mlnton  CUy,  N1793. 

•  X  Jeanette  Marlon  Contort.  N1788. 

>  Geraldlne  Victoria  Coj;weU.  N1834. 
y  Maxlne   Douglas.   N1810. 
•Lillian   Dunlap,   N1786. 

X  Eleanor  RIU  Gallagher,  N1S36. 
X  Shirley  Marie  Gllaon.  N1824. 
X  Aloha  Betty-Marie  Hammerly,  N1816. 
X  Marie  Sousa  Lowry,  N1837. 

•  X  Pettrlna  Marie  Mead.  N1797. 
X  Helen  Elaine  Moode.  N1835. 
xLols  Jean  Moore.  N1829. 
XJean  Ann  Mulraney,  M812, 
X  Shirley  May  NeiU,  Nl(38. 

•V  Florence  LeUa  Pettey.  N179J. 

V  Irene  Eloae  Zlellnskl  Piahak.  N1818. 

F  iinces  Carolyn  Register.  N1811. 

Minerva  Anne  Benn,  N1813. 
•x  Virginia    Mary    Bulpizlo.    N1802. 
•Patricia  Ann  Thrush,  N1795. 

>  Ruth  Jane  Vanderberg,  N1806. 
•Phyllis  Jeanne  Verhonick.  N1800. 
XLenora  Beal  Welrlck.  M819. 

X  Helen  Lorraine  Wick.  N1830. 
X  Mildred  Anne  Wilcox.  N1833. 

•  X  Evelyn  MulUns  Wysor,  Nia04 

>  Petronlal  Mejlas  Yannone.  N183S. 

To  be  first  lieutenant.  Women's  Medical 
Specialist  Corps 

>  Barbara  Louise  Kenno:i.  RIOIOO. 

X  Myrna  Hathoock  Kerc<-,  M10090. 

XJune    Elizabeth    WUU-ims.    R10103. 

(NoTi. — The  officers  whose  names  are  pre- 
ceded by  the  symbol  (•)  were  promoted  dur- 
ing the  reccM  of  the  Senato.) 


««» 


Show  us  how  we  may  develop  and  safe- 
guard our  country's  material  Interests, 
but,  above  all,  how  to  protect  and  pro- 
mote it£  moral  and  spiritual  values. 

Help  us  to  see  that  history  proves  very 
conclusively  that  whole  civilizations  go 
down  in  confusion  and  chaos  unless  these 
values  become  regnant  and  potent  in  the 
life  of  humanity. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  blessed 
Lord  who  is  always  seeking  our  eternal 
good.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

\Vedne.sday,  February  25, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Be:-nard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  source  of  all  our  bless- 
ings, we  are  pausing  al.  this  noon  hour 
to  unite  our  minds  ard  hearts  in  the 
sacrament  of  adoration  and  praise. 

May  we  give  ourselve.s  in  renewed  sur- 
render and  devotion  to  Thy  holy  will  for 
this  is  the  only  return  we  can  make  for 
the  many  manifestations  of  Thy  bounti- 
ful providence. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  DEROUNIAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DEROUNIAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  the  Record  to  show  that  my  ab- 
sence yesterday  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
I  was  on  oflQcial  business  with  the  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
of  the  House.  Had  I  been  present  I 
would  have  voted  "yea"  on  House  Reso- 
lution 119,  appropriating  money  for  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities. 


THE  AMERICAN  LEGION 

Mr.  STRINGPELLOW.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  I  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STRINGPELLOW.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  today  in 
behalf  of  a  patriotic  oragnization  of 
which  many  of  us  are  members  and  with 
which  all  are  acquainted — the  American 
Legion. 

Tonight,  many  cold,  lonely,  and  home- 
sick American  servicemen  will  lie  hud- 
dled in  foxholes  in  Korea.  In  Germany. 
Japan,  Alaska,  and  countless  other  out- 
posts around  the  world,  members  of  our 
Armed  Forces  will  be  on  guard  to  protect 
and  preserve  the  citadels  of  democracy 
and  freedom-loving  people  everywhere. 
Whether  these  American  boys  are  sol- 
diers, sailors,  airmen,  or  marines, 
whether  they  are  cold  or  warm,  hungry 
or  well  fed,  suffering  from  wounds  or  in 
the  prime  of  physical  condition,  all  of 
these  men  have  one  common  denom- 
inator. They  are  all  lonely — all  a  little 
homesick — all  longing  for  Hometown, 
U.  S.  A. 

Nothing  is  so  important  to  a  member 
of  our  armed  services  as  a  letter  or  call 
from  home.  What  we  may  do  or  say 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives may  shape  the  destiny  of  the 
world  for  years  to  come,  yet  it  is  not  half 
so  important  to  a  man  in  a  foxhole  as  a 
letter  from  his  mother,  his  wife,  or  his 

This  last  week  I  had  the  honor  of  being 
asked  by  the  American  Legion  to  intro- 
duce a  new  project  being  sponsored  by 
the  Legion  called  Hometown,  U.  S.  A. 
This  is  a  project  through  which  the 
American  Legion  hopes  to  provide  Jor 


unique  personal  contact  between  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  overseas  and 
their  loved  ones  in  this  country.  The 
idea  is  simply  this:  Mothers,  fathers, 
wives,  sweethearts,  friends,  and  other 
loved  ones  record  a  brief  greeting  to  a 
serviceman  together  with  a  tune  request, 
and  these  recorded  messages  are  then 
processed  and  mailed  by  the  American 
Legion  directly  to  the  serviceman  for 
whom  they  are  intended. 

Through  special  arrangements  with 
the  armed  services  and  with  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  overseas  per- 
sonnel will  have  an  opportunity  to  re- 
cord similar  messages  to  their  folks  and 
loved  ones  at  home.  These  messages  will 
be  cleared  through  a  central  American 
Legion  oflBce  and  forwarded  to  the  ap- 
propriate hometown  radio  station  for 
broadcast.  Hundreds  of  radio  stations 
in  this  country  will  devote  portions  of 
their  broadcasting  time  to  Hometown. 
U.  S.  A.,  messages. 

While  this  is  a  new  activity  for  the 
American  Legion,  the  basic  idea  has 
been  tested  and  proved  successful.  On 
August  28,  1948,  a  program  identified  as 
Stateside  Calling  was  Introduced  over 
WTVM,  the  Armed  Forces  radio  station 
in  the  Philippines.  The  format  for  the 
program  was  the  same;  that  is,  featuring 
an  exchange  of  broadcast  messages  and 
tune  dedications  between  troops  in  the 
Philippines  and  their  folks  back  home. 
This  program  received  wide  acclaim  and 
proved  to  be  a  tremendous  morale 
booster,  both  for  the  troops  and  their 
loved  ones  at  home.  Radio  stations  in 
this  country  cooperated  even  to  the  ex- 
tent of  notifying  relatives  and  friends 
in  advance  to  be  sure  they  would  listen 
in  for  the  greeting  from  their  special 
GI. 

Having  formerly  been  in  the  field  of 
radio  broadcasting  myself,  I  feel  sure 
that  a  program  such  as  Hometown. 
U.  S.  A.,  will  have  terrific  human  appeal. 
It  provides  the  next  best  thing  to  face 
contact  between  mothers  and  sons,  wives 
and  husbands,  sweethearts  and  friends. 
It  permits  a  relationship  at  the  heart- 
string  level,  a  relationship  that  every 
person  can  feel  and  understand. 

The  Department  of  Defense  and  the 
separate  services  hare  given  official  and 
enthusiastic  approval  to  the  project  as 
a  valuable  aid  to  troop  morale.     The 
Secretary  of  Defense  has  directed  maxi- 
mum cooperation   on   the   part   of   all 
commanders,    particularly    the    special 
service  officers,  who  have  been  assigned 
the    responsibility    for    handling    the 
mechanics  of   this  operation   overseas. 
The  Chief  of  Information  for  the  Army 
has  cabled  theater  commanders  explain- 
ing Hometown,  U.  S.  A.,  in  detail  and 
urging  its  activation  on  all  bases.    A  di- 
rective letter  over  the  Army  Adjutant 
General's  signature  has  been  forwarded 
to  all  special  services  officers  and  pub- 
lic information  officers  from  the  com- 
mand to  the  unit  level  calling  for  maxi- 
mum use  of  facilities  and  pubUcity  in 
behalf  of  the  project.    Enclosed  with  the 
letter   will  be   a   complete   Hometown, 
U.  S.  A.,  kit,  including  standard  opera- 
tional procedure,  sample  request  blanks, 
photographs   of    suggested   visual   dis- 
plays, and  so  forth. 
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The  American  Legion  has  received 
letters  from  hundreds  of  radio  stations 
throughout  the  United  States  offering 
their  complete  cooperation  and  com- 
mending this  project. 

The  Governor  of  the  State  of  Michi- 
gan, O.  Mennen  Williams,  has  pro- 
claimed the  week  of  March  9  through 
March  15  as  Hometown,  U.  S.  A.,  Week 
throughout  the  State  of  Michigan.  My 
own  home  State  of  Utah  will  shortly  pro- 
claim a  similar  Hometown,  U.  S.  A., 
Week  in  the  Beehive  State.  Other 
States,  counties,  and  cities  are  requested 
to  follow  suit  and  sponsor  and  assist  in 
publicizing  this  project. 

The  purpose  of  my  remarks  today  is 
to  make  an  appeal  to  everyone,  every- 
where, to  get  behind  this  project  and 
help  make  it  a  real  success.  I  appeal 
especially  to  all  of  the  radio  stations  in 
our  country  to  make  their  recording 
facilities  available  to  the  American 
Legion,  and  family  and  friends  of  serv- 
icemen in  order  that  this  program. 
Hometown,  U.  S.  A.,  may  reach  around 
the  world  and  bring  comfort  and  joy  to 
servicemen  overseas  and  to  their  fami- 
lies here  at  home.  Because  of  present 
world  crises,  we  cannot  bring  our  serv- 
icemen home  from  overseas,  but  we  can, 
with  united  efforts,  take  Hometown, 
U.  S.  A.,  to  every  serviceman  wherever 
he  may  be  throughout  the  world. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  dur- 
ing the  rollcall  on  House  Resolution  119, 
relative  to  an  appropriation  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities,  I  was 
with  my  conunittee,  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
on  oflQcial  business  out  of  the  city.  If  I 
had  been  In  the  Chamber  at  that  time, 
I  would  have  voted  "aye." 


COMMITTEE  ON  UN-AMERICAN 
ACTIVmES 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a 
new  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  I  am  some- 
what taken  aback  and  shocked  to  find 
Bishop  Oxnam.  whom  I  do  not  know,  and 
against  whom  I  shall  lay  no  charges,  for 
after  all  he  does  not  know  me,  either,  but 
I  am  shocked  to  find  him  laying  a  blan- 
ket charge  of  the  kind  he  pretends  to 
dislike  against  me  and  all  the  other 
members  of  the  committee.  But  par- 
ticularly speaking  for  myself.  I  have  had 
no  opportunity  to  do  anything,  to  say 
anything,  and  yet  in  advance  I  am,  in 
effect,  literally  burned  at  the  stake.'  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  gentleman  of  the 


cloth  would  do  better  should  he  work 
our  side  of  the  street  instead  of  the  side 
that  seems  to  prefer  to  defend  com- 
munism. I  am  making  no  charges 
against  him,  but  I  think  it  would  do  him 
good  had  he  been  able  to  attend  this 
morning's  meeting  and  session  of  our 
committee  in  which  we  had  a  teacher 
before  us,  and  before  which  we  will  have 
some  others  this  afternoon.  Again,  I 
say,  I  charge  him  wtih  nothing  except 
ignorance  of  the  facts. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  gentleman  would 
be  surprised  to  know  how  many  people 
of  this  country  agree  with  you. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. I  hope  they  do.  But  for  anyone 
to  profess  to  dislike  a  blanket  indictment 
of  others  and  then  to  indulge  in  a  smear 
tirade  and  attack  of  the  kind  described 
in  this  morning's  Times-Herald  so  effi- 
ciently and  effectively,  and  In  last  night's 
Star,  is  beyond  understanding.  It  does 
my  heart  good  to  hear  your  statement  on 
this.  But  I  am  moved  to  say  this  even 
though  I  am  a  freshman. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
and  all  other  Members  will  not  think  for 
one  moment  that  Bishop  Oxnam  speaks 
for  the  entire  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  am  sure  he  does  not, 
and  if  he  does,  then  God  help  the  United 
States. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  7,  when  the  vote  was  taken  on 
authorizing  funds  for  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  I  was  at  the 
White  House  by  invitation  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  desire  to  state  that,  had  I  been 
present,  I  would  have  voted  "yea. ' 


FARM  INCOME 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  permit  me 
to  address  my  remarks  today  chiefly  to 
our  metropolitan  colleagues  in  the  hope 
of  getting  through  to  them  the  simple 
fact  that  farmers  are  not.  I  repeat,  not 
to  blame  for  high  food  prices. 

Here  is  what  I  mean.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture's  latest  edition  of 
the  Marketing  and  Transportation  Situ- 
ation reached  me  this  morning.  It  re- 
veals a  continued  squeeze  oa  the  Na- 
tion's farmers. 


It  shows  that  prices  received  by  farm- 
ers have  dropped  another  7  percent,  but 
retail  food  prices  have  remained  about 
the  same. 

As  a  result,  the  farmer's  share  of  the 
consumer  food  dollar  has  again  shrunk, 
this  time  from  50  cents  to  only  46  cents. 

As  I  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  not  long  ago.  net  farm  income  has 
dropped  more  than  zO  percent  since  1947. 
while  in  the  same  period  food  prices  to 
consumers  have  skyrocketed. 


TARIFF  ON  AUTOMOBILES 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKEI..  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
impressed  with  a  recent  speech  of  Henry 
Ford  II.  in  which  he  stated  that  the 
10-percent  tariff  on  automobiles  is  not 
needed  and  should  be  eliminated  at  once. 
If  that  is  true,  then  we  should  get  rid  of 
this  tariff  at  once.  Tariffs  should  only 
be  imposed  when  necessary  in  the  In- 
terests of  the  strategic  requirements  of 
this  country  or  to  protect  the  welfare  of 
American  labor,  agriculture,  and  indus- 
try. When  tariffs  do  not  serve  such  pur- 
poses, then  certainly  they  should  not  be 
imposed  as  a  restriction  on  commerce 
amongst  nations. 

Accordingly,  I  am  Introducing  a  bill 
today  placing  automobiles  and  automo- 
bile parts  on  the  free  list.  The  bill  spe- 
cifically excepts  motorcycles,  tires,  and 
parts  made  of  glass.  These  Items  have 
proved  a  need  for  protection  and,  there- 
fore, should  not  be  placed  on  the  free 
list. 

I  trust  that  Mr.  Ford  and  other  repre- 
sentatives of  the  automobile  Industry, 
together  with  Members  of  the  Congress 
representing  districts  and  States  in 
which  automobiles  are  manufactured, 
and  the  thousands  of  automobile  dealers 
throughout  the  Nation,  will  cooperate  in 
obtaining  for  this  bill  a  prompt  hearing 
before  committee  and  early  passage  by 
the  Congress. 
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OFFICE  OF  PRICE  STABILIZATION 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Office  of  Price  Stabiliza- 
tion will  expire  on  April  30.  Reason- 
able men  may  perhaps  differ  as  to  its 
ultimate  benefit  to  our  country  but  we 
will  all  agree  that  economy  was  not 
its  watchword.  Last  year,  under  the 
Truman  budget.  OPS  was  given  $36,- 
900,000  to  spend. 

When  the  President  abolished  this 
agency  during  the  midst  of  the  fiscal 
year,  some  of  the  appropriated  funds 
had  not  been  spent. 

I  have  been  informed  that  those  In 
charge  of  this  dying  agency  have  de- 
cided not  to  turn  back  the  unexpended 


funds  Into  the  Public  Treasury  but  in- 
stead are  planning  to  spend  a  large 
sum  of  money  financing  a  history  of 
OPS. 

My  Information  Is  that  the  agency 
has  either  made  a  deal  or  contemplates 
one  with  a  writer  to  produce  this  his- 
tory at  $7  per  hour  without  any  limi- 
tation as  to  time;  that  he  has  the  privi- 
lege of  hiring  associates  to  be  paid  $2 
per  hour  each,  and  consultants  at  $50 
per  day. 

I  tnist  the  new  Budget  Director,  or 
other  appropriate  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, win  take  the  necessary  steps 
to  stop  this  waste  of  money  and  recover 
the  unspent  funds  for  the  Public  Treas- 
ury. If  they  fall  to  do  so,  I  hope  this 
House  will  direct  an  Investigation  and 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  appropriate 
to  protect  the  public  from  such  extrava- 
gance and  waste. 

I  do  not  believe  we  need  to  spend  a 
large  sum  of  money  preparing  a  history 
of  OPS  since  that  history  can  be  writ- 
ten in  one  word — failure. 


THE  LATE  FRANK  STODDARD 
DICKSON 

Mr.  AT  J  JIN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Dlinols.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
was  profoundly  shocked  to  learn  of  the 
passing,  on  Tuesday,  February  24,  of 
Frank  Stoddard  Dickson,  who  served  as 
Representative  from  Illinois  In  the  59th 
Congress  when  most  of  us  were 
small  boys  and  many  Members  of  this 
body  were  yet  unborn. 

He  served  both  his  country  and  his 
State,  using  his  outstanding  natural  tal- 
ent, the  enthusiasm  of  youth,  the  energy 
of  middle  life,  and  the  wisdom  of  old  age 
to  benefit  the  laudable  causes  which 
held  his  firm  convictions.  He  lived  a 
long  life  of  care  and  devotion  to  his  fam- 
ily, and  was  an  Inspiration  to  all  with 
whom  be  associated  throughout  the 
years. 

All  of  us  here  who  so  Intimately  knew 
and  loved  him  realized  that  he  had  a 
mind  full  of  sympathetic  understanding 
and  a  heart  full  of  friendships. 

As  an  old  friend,  I  cannot  reconcile 
myself  to  the  thought  of  his  death,  so 
beautifully  expressed  by  James  Whit- 
comb  Riley: 

I  cannot  say.  and  I  will  not  say 

That  he  Is  dead.    He  is  Just  away  I 

With  a  cheery  smile,  and  a  wave  of  the  hand. 

He  haa  wandered  Into  an  unknown  land 

And  left  ub  dreaming  how  very  fair 

It  needs  must  be,  since  he  lingers  there. 

And  you — oh,  you.  who  the  wildest  yearn 
For  the  oldtlme  utep.  and  the  glad  return. 
Think  of  him  faring  on.  as  dear 
In  the  love  of  There  as  the  love  of  Here. 
Think  of  him  still  as  the  same.    I  say. 
He  is  not  dead — he  Is  just  away. 

I  fully  realize  the  Inadequacy  of  words 
to  assuage  grief,  and  I  hesitate  to  in- 
trude In  the  sacred  circle  of  a  family  in 
sorrow,  but  I  do  express  the  hope  that 
the  God  of  consolation  may  visit  them 


with  the  comfort  that  strengthens  the 
heart  against  pain,  and  that  they  may 
in  time  come  to  feel  that  in  his  life  there 
was  typified  the  most  sacred  meaning  of 
a  life  of  devotion. 

May  there  come  to  his  family  and  his 
friends  a  peace  from  today's  sorrow  and 
surcease  from  the  threat  of  defeat  to- 
morrow In  the  consoling  realization  of  a 
life  which  was  full  and  overflowing  with 
kindness  and  good  deeds. 


PRESIDENT  EISENHOWER 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  short 
time  ago  I  read  in  a  newspaper  a  very 
interesting  story.  It  dealt  with  one  of 
the  leading  Americans  of  today.  It  was 
so  singular  and  so  very  imusual  that  I 
hesitated  to  say  anything  about  it  pub- 
licly until  I  had  a  chance  to  speak  to 
the  man  referred  to  in  the  article.  I 
had  a  chance  a  few  times  lately  to  talk 
with  him  and  on  one  of  these  occasions 

1  asked  him  what  were  the  facts  about 
this  very  wonderful  story. 

Here  is  a  brief  synopsis  of  the  story. 
A  young  lad  15  years  of  age  who  was 
then  a  very  promising  athlete,  proud  of 
his  achievements,  hurt  his  knee.    After 

2  or  3  days  had  passed,  he  talked  to  his 
mother  and  father  about  It.  They  said, 
"We  must  get  a  doctor."  Blood  poison- 
ing had  set  in.  Everything  looked  dan- 
gerous. The  doctor  came.  He  said  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  the  boy's  leg 
amputated  or  if  not  he  would  most  likely 
die.  But  the  boy  said,  "No.  you  shall  not 
do  it."  The  boy  then  called  his  brother 
to  his  side.  He  said.  "Now.  my  brother, 
I  feel  I  am  going  to  become  unconscious 
in  a  few  minutes.  I  want  you  to  promise 
me  that  the  doctor  will  not  amputate  my 
leg.  The  brother  promised  and  stood 
vigil  over  his  brother  and  the  doctor  did 
not  amputate.  That  boy  lived  through 
this  serious  situation.  Today  he  is 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America. 

A  more  c(Hnplete  story  of  this  incident 
will  appear  in  the  following  article  which 
appeared  in  the  Jackson  (Ohio)  News- 
Leader.  When  I  showed  this  article  to 
President  Eisenhower  recently  while  I 
was  his  guest  at  a  luncheon  in  the  White 
House  he  said  that  the  story  in  its  es- 
sence Is  correct  but  that  it  has  been  em- 
bellished somewhat  He  has  been  pro- 
foundly thankful  that  the  outcome  was 
so  satisfactory. 

The  newspaper  story  is  as  follows: 
What  It  Takks 

A  group  of  men  with  lunch  boxes  were  at 
a  bus  stop  discussing  the  election.  A  6-footer 
said :  "Let  me  tell  you  what  helped  me  make 
my  decision. 

"I  heard  of  a  young  lad  who  was  run- 
ning home  from  school  when  be  slipped  and 
fell,  skinning  his  left  knee.  He  got  to  his 
feet  and  ran  on.  By  the  time  he  reached 
home,  he  had  almost  forgotten  the  inci- 
dent. 

"But  two  mornings  later  be  awoke  to  find 
bis  leg  aching  badly,  and  by  that  evening 
his  foot  was  black  and  badly  swollen. 


"A  doctor  was  called,  who  said  it  waa 
blood  poisoning  and  very  serious — and  next 
morning  he  said  amputation  was  necessary. 
If  we  do  it  now  we  can  save  the  rest  of  his 
leg — the  longer  we  wait,  the  more  we'll  have 
to  take  off,"  he  said  gently. 

"The  young  lad  shook  his  head  in  grim 
finality.  "You  won't  take  any  off,"  he  said 
flatly.  But  the  doctor  explained.  It's  the 
only  way  of  saving  your  life."  "No,"  the 
young  lad  said,  "I'd  rather  die."  Then  In 
agony,  he  asked  for  a  fork  on  which  to  bite. 

"He  reached  for  his  brother's  hand  and 
gasped,  "I'm  going  out  of  my  head — dont 
let  'em  do  it  whUe  I'm  out  of  my  head — 
you  got  to  stand  guard.  Promise."  The 
brother  promised  and  for  2  days  and  nights 
stood  guard  while  the  youth  muttered  and 
screamed  through  feverish  nightmare.  The 
doctor  came  again  and  again,  explaining 
that  "soon  there  will  be  nothing  we  can  do 
to  save  him." 

Willie  the  doctor  waited  for  the  lad  to  die 
the  parents  knelt  and  prayed  for  the  miracle 
which  was  all,  the  doctor  insisted,  that  could 
now  save  their  son. 

And  the  miracle  came.  The  fever  began 
to  subside;  the  blackness  faded.  After  a 
while  the  lad  awoke,  white  and  exhausted. 
He  was  alive  and  whole.  He  had  won.  Three 
weeks  later,  though  still  pale  and  weak,  he 
walked  out  of  his  room. 

This  lad  was  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower. 
Silence  prevailed,  untU  a  husky  voice  said: 
"He's  got  what  It  takes." 

Then,  one  who  had  Joined  the  group  to 
listen  reminded  them  that  when  our  Con- 
stitution was  framed  they  prayed.  When 
slavery  was  abolished.  President  Lincoln 
prayed. 

As  these  men  boarded  the  bus  the  under-  ' 
standing  glances  led  one  to  feel  that  they, 
too,  had  decided  to  pray. 

When  England  had  her  Dunkirk  during 
World  War  n  it  Is  said  that  it  was  not  un- 
tU  the  nation  was  on  Its  knees  that  the 
miracle  happened. 

Shall  we  pray? 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POLK  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday, 
February  24,  I  was  necessarily  absent 
from  the  House  during  rollcall  No.  7  on 
House  Resolution  119  providing  $300,000 
for  expenses  for  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities.  I  desire  to  state 
for  the  record  that  had  I  been  present,  I 
would  have  voted  "yea"  on  House  Reso- 
lution 119  to  provide  fimds  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities.  The 
reason  for  my  absence  during  the  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution  is  that  I  had 
accepted  an  invitation  from  the  Presi- 
dent to  attend  a  luncheon  at  the  White 
House  at  1  o'clock.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  commend 
President  Eisenhower  for  his  newly 
established  policy  of  inviting  Members 
of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  the  White  House  for  lunch- 
eon meetings.  Yesterday,  10  Demo- 
cratic and  11  Republican  Represent- 
atives were  at  the  White  House.  In 
this  morning's  newspapers,  I  noticed  an 
announcement  that  today  the  President 
has  invited  15  Democratic  Senators  for 
a  luncheon  meeting.  These  bipartisan 
meetings  with  the  President  will,  I  feel 
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sure,  bring  about  a  close  and  more  cor- 
dial working  relationship  between  the 
President  and  the  Congress  in  endeavor- 
ing to  reach  agreements  on  the  many 
troublesome  problems  with  which  we  are 
all  concerned. 


AID  TO  EDUCATION  THROUGH  TAX 
REDUCTION 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARNAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
today  introducing  a  bill  to  amend  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  to  provide  a  tax  re- 
duction for  certain  expenses  paid  or  in- 
curred by  a  taxpayer  for  his  own  educa- 
tion or  for  the  education  of  others.  The 
purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  give  much  need- 
ed help  to  the  average  family  in  pro- 
viding the  formal  schooling  that  they 
want  their  sons  and  daughters  to  have. 
In  my  own  congressional  district,  there 
are  many  families  who  make  more  than 
reasonable  sacrifices  to  provide  a  college 
education  for  their  children.  These 
families  need  the  help  that  this  bill  will 
give,  and  public  education  needs  the  en- 
couragement that  this  bill  will  give.  I 
take  this  opportunity  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  membership  of  the  House 
to  this  legislation,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
will  give  careful  attention  to  the  merits 
of  this  proposal. 


THE  ESTABLISHMENT  OP  A  COM- 
MISSION ON  OLD-AGE  AND  RE- 
TIREMENT BENEFITS 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
Introduced  a  bill,  H.  R.  3313.  which  will 
establish  a  12-member  bipartisan  Com- 
mission on  Old-Age  and  Retirement 
Benefits.  The  membership  of  this  Com- 
mission would  be  equally  representative 
of  the  Government  and  of  private  citi- 
zens; for  under  its  provisions  the  Presi- 
dent would  appoint  4  members.  2  from 
the  executive  branch  and  2  private  citi- 
zens; the  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate  would  appoint  2  Members  of  the 
Senate  aqd  2  private  citizens;  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  would  name  2 
House  Members  and  2  private  citizens. 

It  is  high  time,  in  my  opinion,  that  we 
recognize  the  fact  that  we  know  almost 
nothing  about  the  character  and  amount 
of  present  old-age  benefits  in  terms  of 
their  adequacy  or  in  terms  of  their  cost. 
We  do  know  that  there  has  been  a  rapid 
development  of  such  plans,  especially 
since  1935.  We  know  that  this  develop- 
ment has  taken  place  largely  as  a  result 
of  the  almost  revolutionary  changes  in 
production  methods  which  have  shifted 
us-^most  overnight  from  a  pattern  of 
-"-sufiBciency  to  a  wage  economy. 


We  know  that  almost  within  the  past 
decade,  the  concept  behind  retirement 
plans  has  shifted  from  the  theory  of 
reward  for  faithful  service  toward  that 
of  a  deferred  wage.  We  know  that  a 
widening  interest  in  pension  plans  for 
special  groups  has  yielded  some  valuable 
experience  at  the  same  time  that  it  has 
tended  to  produce  a  jumble  of  systems 
and  benefits  in  some  areas,  while  other 
people  in  our  country  have  been  unable 
to  build  up  any  pension  rights  whatso- 
ever. 

We  know,  too.  that  the  very  fact  that 
the  miracles  of  science  are  adding  years 
to  the  lives  of  all  of  us  means  that  we 
must  chart  our  course  carefully  if  we  are 
to  insure  that  our  oldsters  receive  an 
equitable  assurance  of  self-sufBciency  on 
the  one  hand,  and  if  we  are  to  preserve 
our  solvency  on  the  other.  Since  1900 
our  life  expectancy  has  been  increased 
by  about  20  years.  Of  course,  it  follows 
that  our  aged  papulation  is  rapidly  in- 
creasing as  a  result.  We  know,  for  exam- 
ple, that  in  1900  only  1  person  in  25  had 
reached  his  65th  birthday.  Today  the 
figure  is  1  in  13.  During  the  next  50 
years  the  ratio  will  probably  be  reduced 
to  about  one  in  eight.  By  1975.  we  are 
told,  we  will  have  20  million  people  aged 
65  and  over  in  this  country — nearly  twice 
the  number  we  have  today. 

Now  some  people  talk  as  if  these  facts 
of  our  time — this  miracle  of  a  longer 
life — is  in  the  nature  of  a  national  ca- 
lamity. I  do  not  agree  with  that  kind  of 
thinking  for  1  minute.  We  have  never, 
in  this  country,  been  afraid  of  problems 
growing  out  of  progress.  And  one  of  the 
healthiest  indications  of  the  dynamics 
of  democracy  Is  the  evidence  that  Ameri- 
can communities,  churches,  labor  unions, 
and  public  officials  are  starting  to  study 
these  problems  with  the  confidence  that 
Intelligence,  sympathy,  and  imagination 
will  produce  good  answers. 

At  the  same  time,  we  know  In  this 
country  that  we  cannot  tell  precisely 
where  we  are  going  unless  we  occasion- 
ally pause  and  take  stock  of  where  we 
are.  And  in  any  discussion  of  public  and 
private  plans  today  one  point  becomes 
very  clear — namely  the  lack  of  complete 
data.  Even  cursory  appraisal  of  the 
complex  assortment  of  pension  plans  op- 
erated by  governments  and  private  busi- 
ness suggests  the  existence  of  many  in- 
justices and  inequities.  Some  20  plans 
exist  in  the  Federal  Government  alone 
and  it  Is  noteworthy  that  those  Federal 
plans  paying  the  highest  amounts  in  av- 
erage monthly  benefits  such  as  the  judi- 
ciary or  certain  military  systems — usu- 
ally require  no  contributions  by  the 
employee,  while  Federal  contributory 
plans  usually  carry  benefits  which  are 
substantially  less  generous. 

All  available  evidence  points  to  the 
fact  that  payments  under  both  public 
and  private  systems  vary  greatly  in 
amount  and  duration.  Some  pensions 
start  when  the  husband  dies,  regardless 
of  the  wife's  age.  Others  are  paid  only 
when  there  are  children  In  the  home. 
Still  others  make  no  provision  at  all  for 
dependents  or  survivors  and  are  paid 
only  to  the  retired  wage  earner.  Many 
plans  provide  benefits  which  show  rela- 
tively little  relationship  either  to  the 
worker's  earnings  before  retirement,  or 
to  his  family  responsibilities. 


It  also  seems  clear  that  some  groups 
In  the  population  lack  any  protection 
while  others  are  receiving  retirement  al- 
lowances from  several  sources.  There 
is  a  real  need  for  a  businesslike  assess- 
ment and  comparison  of  the  many  public 
and  private  pension  and  assistance  pro- 
grams on  a  State  and  local  level  as  well 
as  on  a  national  level.  We  need  to  dis- 
cover where  inequities  exist,  whether 
protection  is  either  nonexistent  or  in- 
adequate, and  where  duplication  or  over- 
lapping occurs.  Such  an  assessment 
would.  I  believe,  lead  to  a  better  under- 
standing of  the  methods  and  purposes 
of  sound  pension  programs,  and  to  a 
more  equitable  distribution  of  those 
moneys  which  are  set  aside  for  pension 
purposes. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  why  a 
bi-partisan  commission  such  as  my  bill 
would  establish  is  necessary  for  our 
times.  I  urge  your  Immediate  early  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  3313  so  that  we  may 
get  at  the  important  job  which  Is  waiting 
to  be  done  in  this  area. 


PERSONAL  EXPLANATION 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  the  Record  show 
that  my  absence  yesterday  was  due  to 
business  In  connection  with  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. Had  I  been  present.  I  would  have 
voted  "yea"  In  connection  with  House 
Resolution  119. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  It 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


VOICE  OF  AMERICA 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  here  is  one  of  the  reasons  taxes 
go  up  and  up  and  up  and  the  national 
debt  keeps  Increasing,  Increasing,  and 
increasing: 

A  year  ago  the  Voice  of  America  con- 
demned 1.200  acres  of  the  choicest  irri- 
gated agricultural  land  in  the  State  of 
Washington  as  a  site  for  a  radio  station. 
They  paid  some  $400  an  acre  for  it. 
although  there  was  available  nearby 
other  nonagricultural  lands  that  could 
have  been  purchased  for  $10  an  acre. 

The  Voice  bought  the  more  expensive 
land  because,  they  said,  the  construction 
job  on  the  station  must  t)e  rushed. 

The  Voice  of  America  let  a  $3,500,000 
contract  to  build  the  station  to  the  J.  G. 
Watts  Construction  Co..  of  Seattle  and 
Portland,  on  a  cost-plus-fee  basis.  In 
that  contract  the  Voice  agrees  to  pay  the 
Watts  Co.  8 ',2  percent  a  month  on  the 
purchase  price  of  any  equipment  em- 
ployed on  tho  job. 

Nine  and  one-half  months  ago  the 
Voice  of  America  people  ordered  con- 
tractor Watts  to  move  his  equipment 
onto  the  radio  station  site  to  have  It 
available  for  the  erection  of .  antenna 
towers.  No  steel  has  as  yet  arrived  for 
these  towers.    Contractor  Watts  has  had 
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his  equipment  on  the  site  for  9</4  months 
and  under  his  contract  Is  entitled  to 
receive  at>out  75  percent  of  its  purchase 
price,  although  none  of  the  equipment 
has  turned  a  wheel  as  yet. 

Dr.  Compton.  prior  to  retiring  as  head 
of  the  Voice  of  America  last  week,  said 
he  had  recommended  that  the  Voice 
abandon  the  Washington  State  site  and 
buy  a  new  one.  presumably  of  more 
choice  agricultural  lands,  in  California. 
Presumably  the  Watts  Co.  will  get  sev- 
eral times  the  purchase  price  of  Its 
equipment  before  they  ever  get  to  use  It. 

Mr.  Watts.  In  Seattle  this  week,  ex- 
plained. "I  didn't  write  the  contract;  the 
State  Department  did,  and  told  me  to 
sign  It."        

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington  has  expired. 


THE  COMMUNISTS'  NARCOTICS 
CONSPIRACY 

Mr.  P0UL80N.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POULSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  be- 
coming increasingly  evident  that  the  real 
secret  weapon  of  the  Kremlin  is  the  dope 
habit. 

The  slaves  of  Stalin  swore  to  break 
the  spirit  of  resistance  In  China  by  kill- 
ing 1  out  of  every  4  Chinese.  They 
failed.  They  failed  miserably.  What 
was  their  alternative?  To  destroy  minds 
and  souls,  where  they  had  failed  to  de- 
.stroy  bodies,  by  forcing  or  beguiling  mil- 
lions of  Chinese  Into  becoming  narcotics 
addicts. 

It  is  an  axiom  of  the  narcotics  trade 
that  "every  user  Is  a  peddler." 

The  Red  dope  slaves  filter  through  to 
the  British  Crown  Colonies — to  Hong 
Kong,  to  Singapore.  Reliable  reports 
are  coming  through  that  these  users 
have  created  new  users  in  order  to 
keep  themselves  supplied  with  the  drugs 
of  doom.  Through  this  mass-production 
method,  users  three  or  four  times  re- 
moved smuggle  the  narcotics  to  sailors 
whose  vessels  put  in  at  the  ports  of  dif- 
fusion. These  sailor-smugglers — a  small 
.segment  of  a  generally  loyal  and  strongly 
Independent  group — carry  their  load  of 
narcotics  to  Mexico,  to  Canada,  and  di- 
rectly into  American  ports. 

Alert  Americans  have  recognized  the 
existence  of  this  evil.  Commissioner 
Harry  J.  Ansllnger  of  the  Bureau  of  Nar- 
cotics of  the  Treasury  has  fought  long 
and  hard  against  it  in  the  halls  of  the 
United  Nations. 

I  sincerely  believe.  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
Congress  should  legislate  against  the 
Red  narcotics  threat.  I  sincerely  believe 
that  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  should  place  the  thorough  In- 
vestigation of  this  contemptible  intrigue 
high  on  Its  agenda.  I  sincerely  believe 
that  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  would  be  well  served  by 
such  a  probe  and  by  subsequent  legisla- 
tion enacted  by  the  Congress  to  protect 
and  defend  these  people  whom  they 
represent. 


PERSONAL  EXPLANATION 

Mr.  YOUNGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
absent  yesterday  on  roll  call  No.  7,  due 
to  official  business  on  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  Had  I 
been  present  I  would  have  voted  "yea" 
on  House  Resolution  119. 


CLOSING  COAL  MINES  IN  WEST 
VIRGINIA 

Mr.  NEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  further 
evidence  of  the  devastating  effects  of  the 
importation  of  residual  fuel  oils  on  the 
coal  industry  of  West  Virginia,  I  desire 
to  supplement  the  statements  presented 
to  this  House  2  days  ago  by  my  honor- 
able colleague,  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey]. 

Let  me  quote  an  article  appearing  in 
the  Huntington  Herald-Dispatch  for 
February  22,  1953: 

DosoTHT,  W.  Va. — A  union  committee  here 
reported  tbat  about  500  miners  and  tbelr 
dependents  are  facing  near-starvation  condi- 
tions as  the  result  of  a  mine  closing  last 
month. 

On  January  29,  the  Berkley  Smokeless  Coal 
Corp.  ceased  its  operations  it  this  Raleigh 
County  mining  camp,  throwing  most  of  the 
town's  able-bodied   men  out  of  work. 

Since  that  time,  a  special  committee  com- 
posed of  United  Mine  Worker  members  said 
the  only  source  of  Income  for  the  unem- 
ployed has  been  the  union's  burial  fund. 

Committeeman  Ruben  Akers  estimated 
that  about  400  children  are  suffering  be- 
cause of  their  fathers'  unemployment. 

During  the  past  year  more  than  50 
mine  operations  have  been  compelled  to 
close  In  West  Virginia  for  lack  of  mar- 
kets. As  a  result,  more  than  6,000  min- 
ers have  been  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment. 

Coal  Is  West  Virginia's  most  Important 
Industry.  Mine  closures  affect  economic 
conditions  throughout  the  State,  result- 
ing in  reduced  purchasing  power,  de- 
clining market  demand,  a  lowering  of 
gross  sales  and  consumer's  tax,  while  at 
the  same  time  Increasing  the  Federal  and 
State  relief  load.  Coal  is  our  dependable 
base  fuel  and,  as  In  the  past,  promises 
in  the  future  to  be  an  indispensable 
source  of  power  and  domestic  require- 
ments. National  policies  tending  to  de- 
stroy the  profit  incentive  of  coal  mining, 
permitting  the  industry  to  decline,  may 
leave  the  Nation  faced  with  shortages 
and  abandoned  facilities,  and  so  be  en- 
tirely Inadequate  to  meet  the  demands 
in  time  of  dire  need.  Among  the  chief 
factors  contributing  to  the  recession  in 
the  demand  for  coal  is  the  large  quan- 
tity of  low-grade  residual  fuels  from 
foreign  refineries  now  being  permitted  to 
enter  our  ports  for  sale  at  prices  with 
which  our  oF>erators,  already  staggering 
under  the  load  of  taxes,  wages,  and 
freight  differentials,  find  themselves  un- 
able to  compete. 

Coal  is  vital  to  our  peacetime  economy ; 
It  is  indispensable  to  our  national  de- 
fense.   The  industry's  survival  is  essen- 


tial If  we  are  to  meet  the  unusual  de- 
mands for  fuels  in  times  of  emergencies. 
My  bill  (H.  R.  3185),  which  would  limit 
the  importation  of  foreign  oils  in  excess 
of  normal  requirements,  is,  I  believe, 
worthy  of  congressional  sanction. 

Coal  Is  West  Virginia's  most  important 
industry,  one  of  our  Nation's  Indispen- 
sable base  fuels,  which,  under  the  im- 
pact of  large  importations  of  foreign 
fuel  oil,  is  having  to  fight  for  survival. 
To  correct  this  situation  I  have  intro- 
duced H.  R.  3185,  and  I  call  it  to  your 
attention  for  serious  consideration. 


INDIVIDUAL  INCOME-TAX 
EXEMPTION 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take 
this  oppwrtunity  to  propound  a  question 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Reed].  There  are  several  bills  p>ending 
before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
providing  for  an  increase  in  the  individ- 
ual income-tax  exemption.  I  have  one 
for  $800,  and  I  know  another  Member 
has  one  for  $1,000.  I  can  well  under- 
stand the  viewpoint  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  on  his  own  bill,  but  the 
bill  on  which  he  proposes  to  move  up  the 
expiration  date  to  June  30.  1953.  auto- 
matically expires  on  December  31  of 
this  year.  Inasmuch  as  the  excess- 
profits  tax  expires  on  June  30  of  this  year 
and  the  tax  problem  seems  to  be  bogged 
down  in  the  House,  I  am  wondering  if 
we  can  expject  hearings  within  a  reason- 
able p)eriod  of  time  to  Increase  individual 
income-tax  exemptions? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  very  glad  to  answer  the  gentleman's 
question.  I  think  there  is  a  great  mis- 
conception in  regard  to  the  exemption. 
I  lived  through  a  p)eriod  when  p>ersonal 
exemptions  in  the  twenties,  when  we  had 
plenty  of  tax  revenues,  were  up  as  high 
as  $3,500.  I  think  it  is  a  fine  thing,  but 
the  situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves 
is  that  for  every  $100  of  exemption  the 
revenue  drop>s  off  $2  billion.  With  a 
$1,000  exemption  the  revenue  would  be 
down  $9  billion  a  year. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  ROBERT  M. 
LA  FOLLETTE.  JR. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  am  sure  every  Member  of  this  body 
was  shocked  by  the  tragic  and  un- 
timely death  of  the  former  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  Robert  M.  La  FoUette,  Jr. 
He  was  a  constituent  of  mine ;  but  more 
than  that  he  was  a  man  who  gave  the 
best  20  years  of  his  life  in  conscientious 
service  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin and  to  the  i}eople  of  America. 


I. 
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Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  minority  leader. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  just 
wanted  to  follow  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  in  making  a  remark  about 
Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr.  I  knew  him 
when  he  was  a  secretary  here;  I  knew 
him  as  a  Senator.  There  were  a  lot  of 
agitators  in  this  country  in  those  days. 
Bob  La  Follette  was  a  constructive 
statesman:  After  the  talk  when  he  took 
a  pencil  in  hand  he  w^ote  constructive 
legislation. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was 
my  great  pleasiire  to  know  Bob  La  Fol- 
lette in  his  work  here  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  and  also  as  a  close 
personal  friend.  It  is  no  secret.  I  am 
quite  siire.  that  many  times  in  the  affairs 
before  the  country  he  and  I  disagreed; 
many  times  we  did  not  see  things  alike, 
but  I  always  gave  him  credit  for  hon- 
esty and  sincerely  of  purpose  and  for 
extretne  diligence  in  the  matters  that 
came  before  him.  As  his  long-time 
friend  I  join  with  his  wife  and  family, 
his  friends  and  relatives  in  mourning  his 
passing. 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  UN-AMERICAN 

AcnvmEs 

Mr.  OTIARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OUARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
T  am  informed  by  persons  in  the  gallery 
yesterday  when  the  Un-American  Activi- 
ties Committee  resolution  was  before  the 
House  that  my  voice  clearly  could  be 
heard  three  times  requesting  the  gentle- 
man from  California,  a  member  of  the 
committee,  to  yield.  I  appreciate  that 
the  gentleman's  time  was  limited  and  I 
am  certainly  not  questioning  his  exer- 
cise of  propriety  and  prudence  in  not 
yielding  up  any  part  of  his  time  to  the 
Representative  of  the  Second  District  of 
Illinois. 

Wherever  there  Is  Communist  infiltra- 
tion it  must  be  eradicated.  Certainly  we 
owe  it  to  our  men  who  are  fighting  in 
Korea  to  continue  relentlessly  to  hunt 
out  the  hirelings  and  dupes  of  a  foreign 
government  working  from  within  to  de- 
stroy us. 

I  hold  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
my  colleague  from  Illinois,  in  the  highest 
personal  esteem.  It  was  my  thought 
yesterday  that  I  might  be  helpful  to  him 
and  to  his  committee. 

In  a  very  large  sense  the  honor  of  every 
Member  of  this  body  is  at  stake  in  the 
investigation  which  for  and  in  the  name 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
committee  is  about  to  undertake.  The 
unfortunate  incident  of  a  few  days  ago 
tn  which  the  name  of  a  most  estimable 
woman  was  placed  under  suspicion,  I  am 
sure  ttirough  inadvertence  and  to  the 


chairman's  later  sincere  regret,  illus- 
trates the  caution  that  is  required.  It  is 
said  that  this  is  to  be  an  investigation 
of  individuals  and  not  of  institutions. 
No  one  holds  a  brief  for  a  disloyal  indi- 
vidual. Everyone  should  hold  a  brief  for 
religious  institutions  and  for  popular 
education.  A  hunt  for  Communists  must 
not  turn,  even  by  accident,  into  an  attack 
upon  popular  education.  Nor  should  it 
be  permitted  to  approach  the  fringe  of 
an  attack  upon  any  church  or  upon  any 
religion.  Please  bear  in  mind  that,  with 
the  exception  of  our  State  and  munici- 
pally supported  universities,  most  of  the 
colleges  of  the  United  States  have  started 
as  church  institutions.  Bear  in  mind 
also  that  there  is  a  small  but  powerful 
group  that  for  years  has  sought  to  reduce 
popular  education  to  the  teaching  of  the 
three  R's  on  the  theory  that,  with  immi- 
gration in  large  numbers  practically 
stopped,  there  must  be  among  native 
Americans  a  working  class,  with  no 
higher  ambitions  than  the  doing  of  the 
manual  chores. 

I  am  sure  that  my  esteemed  colleague 
from  Illinois,  who  came  to  this  Congress 
with  me  as  a  freshman  in  the  81st  Con- 
gress, with  a  rich  background  in  the 
service  of  the  F13I,  is  alerted  to  all  of  this. 
I  think  he  intends  to  do  for  his  country, 
and  in  full  recognition  of  the  fact  that 
his  State  and  my  State  was  admitted  to 
the  Union  on  the  condition  that  it  would 
protect  and  advance  popular  education. 
a  complete  and  thoroughly  constructive 
job. 

Unfortunately  he  was  not  on  the  floor 
at  the  time  the  privileged  resolution  was 
before  us,  but  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia volunteered  to  speak  for  him,  at 
least  for  the  committee. 

Had  the  gentleman  from  California 
yielded  when  thrice  I  requested  him  so  to 
do,  it  had  been  my  intention  to  suggest 
first  that  an  explanation  should  be  given 
of  why  15  employees  of  the  committee 
have  been  discharged,  and  secondly  that 
a  volunteer  assumption  by  the  members 
of  the  committee  of  a  judicial  code  of 
ethics  would  prevent  future  misunder- 
standings of  the  committee.  On  the  first 
point  I  desired  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  the  fact  that  15  employees 
of  the  committee,  including  several  in- 
vestigators, had  been  discharged  appar- 
ently for  political  reasons  and  had  been 
replaced  by  others  of  a  different  political 
afflliation.  I  am  not  questioning  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  committee  and  of  its 
chairman  over  the  personnel  of  the  com- 
mittee. In  my  own  committee.  Banking 
and  Currency,  under  the  Democratic  and 
Republican  chairmanships  there  has 
been  the  same  professional  personnel. 
I  am  sure  the  present  chairman  of  the 
Un-American  Activities  Committee  could 
have  given  a  satisfactory  explanation  of 
why  the  change;  in  the  personnel  of  his 
committee.  I  am  sure  he  would  have 
been  happy  to  have  given  that  explana- 
tion so  that  there  could  be  no  possible 
misunderstanding.  We  cannot  play  pol- 
itics in  our  serious  job  of  fighting  Com- 
munists. 

I  wished  also  to  call  to  his  attention 
the  pitfalls  ahead  and  to  suggest  to  him 
that  to  avoid  any  possible  misunder- 
standings in  the  future  the  committee 


should  voluntarily  adopt  a  judicial  code 
of  ethics.  A  judge  would  disqualify  him- 
self if  prior  to  or  dviring  a  trial  he  should 
I>ermit  himself  to  become  engaged  in  a 
public  discussion  of  the  issues.  The 
same  rule  should  apply  in  the  case  of 
members  of  a  congressional  committee 
delegated  to  act  for  and  in  the  name  of  a 
legislative  body  in  an  investigative  ca- 
pacity. Therefore,  I  had  thought  that 
had  the  gentleman  yielded  to  me,  and  on 
my  suggestion,  he  would  have  volun- 
teered for  himself  and  for  the  committee 
a  commitment  that  prior  to  a  final  find- 
ing on  any  Individual  or  on  any  issue  by 
the  full  committee  each  and  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  would  refrain  from 
appearances  on  radio  and  TV  and  from 
press  releases  on  Issues  which  were  then 
pending  or  which  were  about  to  come 
before  the  committee  of  which  they  were 
members. 

As  the  gentleman  from  California  in 
the  division  of  his  time,  which  was  lim- 
ited, and  which  was  under  his  control, 
did  not  see  fit  to  yield  to  me,  and  thus 
the  to  me  helpful  suggestions  that  I 
had  to  offer  were  silenced,  there  was  but 
one  thing  that  I  could  do  in  all  good 
conscience.  That  was  to  vote  "present" 
when  the  roll  was  called. 


INVESTIGATION   OP   SUBVERSIVE 
INFLUENCES 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  of  course,  we  all  sympathize 
with  our  colleague  from  Illinois  because 
he  was  not  able  to  express  his  views  the 
other  day,  but  I  am  sure  he  will  extend 
them  in  the  Record  of  today. 

IS    THEBX    A    OOOr 

Several  years  ago  a  candidate  for  a 
municipal  office  in  the  city  of  Detroit, 
who  was  a  Communist,  carried  in  his 
campaign  literature  in  substance  the  fol- 
lowing statement: 

There  la  no  God.  Religion  la  a  fraud.  The 
priests  and  the  ministers  are  hypocrites. 

That  is  the  creed  of  the  Communist 
Party.  That  party  seeks  the  overthrow 
of  our  Government  by  force. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  is  to- 
day seeking,  as  it  has  in  the  past  sought. 
endeavored  to  expose  Communists  in  the 
Federal  Government,  in  schools  and 
other  organizations  so  that  these  Com- 
munists may  be  ousted— placed  where 
they  will  have  no  influence  in  directing 
local  or  national  activities  or  directing 
the  future  policy  of  our  Nation.  I  can- 
not see  anything  wrong  with  that  effort 

I  note  that  when  the  chairman  of  that 
committee  made  a  mistake  a  few  days 
ago  and  shortly  thereafter  apologized, 
the  Washington  Post,  which,  in  my  per- 
sonal opinion,  has  been  pink  at  least 
since  1935,  had  a  great  deal  to  say  about 
that  mistake;  but  I  also  recall  that  the 
Washington  Post  some  years  ago  was  the 
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originator  of  the  Ticious  conspiracy 
which  caused  more  than  SO  people  to  be 
called  down  here  to  WashLogton  from  all 
over  the  United  States  to  stand  trial  on 
a  false  charge  of  sedition.  For  almost 
4  years  they  were  shamefully  persecuted. 
None  was  convicted  and  tlie  Poet  after  4 
years  finally  offered  a  half-hearted 
apology. 

Just  why  the  Washlngtoa  Post — which 
has  for  years  criticized  these  who  fought 
communism  and  Commurdsts  who  con- 
tend religion  is  a  fraud  and  that  priests 
and  ministers  are  hypocrites — ^is  now 
foimd  in  bed  with  those  men  who  are 
hired  to  preach  Christianity,  charity, 
and  tolerance  from  the  pulpit  each  Sun- 
day but  who  earlier  in  the  week  bitterly 
condemned  Members  of  Congress  who 
are  oiH^osing  those  who  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  a  God,  I  cannot  understand. 
Just  i)ecause  it  does  not  approve  the 
methods,  condone  the  mistakes  of  those 
who  fight  communism  is  no  good  reason 
for  opposing  the  efforts  of  those  who 
seek  to  destroy  it. 


PRAYERS   OFFERED  BY   THE   REV- 
EREND PETER  MARSHALL.  D.  D. 

Mr.  LBCOliPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. I  call  up  annate  Concur- 
rent Resolution  4  and  ask  for  its  imme- 
diate consideration. 

TTie  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution, as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Bep' 
resentativea  concurring) ,  That  there  be 
printed  and  bound  S.OOO  a-ldltlonal  copies 
of  Senate  Document  No.  86  of  the  Slst  Con- 
greea.  lit  Mslon.  the  prayers  offered  by  the 
Chaplain,  the  Reverend  Peter  ICarshall,  doc- 
tor of  dlTlnlty,  at  the  opening  of  the  daUy 
sessions  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
during  the  80th  and  81st  Congresses.  1947- 
49;  of  which  1.950  copies  (hall  be  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate  and  4.050  copies  for  the 
use  of  the  House  of  Represe  itatlves. 

The  resolution  was  con>3urred  in. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  GO'/ERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE.  Mr.  ISpeaker.  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. I  call  up  House  Resolution 
150  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid- 
eration.   j« 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  expenses  of  conduct- 
ing the  studies  and  Investigations  author- 
ised by  clause  8  of  rule  XI  incurred  by  the 
Committee  on  Government  Opotitions,  act- 
ing as  a  whole  or  by  regular  or  special  sub- 
committees, not  to  exceed  $355,050.  includ- 
ing employment  of  such  experts,  special 
counsel,  and  such  clerical,  ctenograpblc,  and 
other  assistants,  and  which  shall  also  be 
available  for  expenses  incurred  by  said  com- 
mittee or  its  regular  or  spt^cial  subcommit- 
tees within  or  outside  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  paid  out  at 
the  contingent  fimd  of  the  House  on  vouch- 
ers authorized  by  and  signed  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Qovernment  Op- 
erations, and  approved  by  ttie  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 


1ST.  yLtCOBMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course,  in  re- 
porting this  resolution  and  the  amoimt 
allocated  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations,  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration  had  in  mind  that 
this  was  to  include  investigations  of  any 
matter  that  has  arisen  or  might  arise, 
whether  before  January  3  or  thereafter; 
Is  that  right? 

Mr.  LrtX>MPTE.  I  think  that  the 
rules  provide  for  the  subjects  that  will 
be  investigated  by  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  The  chair- 
man has  set  up  4  or  5  sulx;ommittees  to 
investigate  different  matters,  all  in  the 
Government. 

Mr.  McCORMACBL  Whether  they 
arose  before  or  after  January  3. 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE.  Why,  of  course.  We 
will  imdertake  to  track  down  wrong- 
doings   wherever    and    whenever    they 

OCCIU-.  

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


periods  of  SO  days  or  less)  shall  not  exceed 
tbe  following  numbers  in  each  grade: 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Spealcer,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPflAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  yester- 
day. February  24,  I  was  necessarily  al>- 
sent  from  the  House  during  rollcall  No.  7 
on  House  Resolution  119.  providing 
$300,000  for  expenses  of  the  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities.  I  desire  to 
state  for  the  record  that  had  I  been 
present.  I  would  have  voted  "yea"  on 
House  Resolution  119.  to  provide  funds 
for  the  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities. The  reason  for  my  at>sence  dur- 
ing the  consideration  of  Uiis  resolution 
was  that  I  had  accepted  an  invitation 
from  the  President  to  attend  a  luncheon 
at  the  White  House  at  1  o'clock. 

Mr.  NORRELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas,  Hon.  WiLBint 
D.  Mills,  and  myself  also  were  absent 
yesterday  when  the  rollcall  was  taken  on 
House  Resolution  1 19,  also  attending  the 
luncheon  at  the  White  House  as  men- 
tioned by  Mr.  Gavin.  Had  we  been  pres- 
ent, we  also  would  have  voted  "yea." 


REQUIRING  ANNUAL  REVIEW  OP 
MILITARY  PERSONNEL  REQUIRE- 
MENTS 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to 
suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2332)  to  require  an  annual  review  of 
military  personnel  requirements,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  on  June  30, 
1953,  commissioned  oOcer  personnel  on  ac- 
tive duty  in  tbe  Armed  Forces  (excluding 
Reserve  officers  on  active  duty  training  or 
Reserve  officers  ordered  to  active  duty  for 


Banks 


Oenersl  of  the  Army 

or  fl«et  admiral  ot 

the  Navy 

G«n«ral  or  admiral... 
Lieutenant  genenU  or 

vice  admiral. 

Major  general  or  rear 

adm^^ 

Brigadier  general  or 

rear  admiral 

Colonel  or  captain  of 

the  Navy 

Lieutenant  colonel  or 

commander 

Major  or  Uentenant 

commander 


Army 

Navy 

Air 
Force 

4 
8 

3 

6 

0 

7 

27 

24 

IS 

172 

128 

161 

2S7 

128 

222 

i^lW 

2,067 

4.381 

13,230 

7,096 

8,602 

18,075 

10.011 

21.454 

Marine 
Corps 


0 
1 

4 

23 

31 

646 

1.186 

2,322 


(b)  Vacancies  wltbin  the  allowances  pre- 
scribed by  subsection  (a)  of  tbis  section  for 
any  grade  may  be  assigned  to  any  lower  grade 
or  grades. 

tec.  2.  Section  834  of  Public  Law  488,  82d 
Congress,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sac.  3.  This  act  shall  terminate  on  July  1, 
1953. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  de- 
manded? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
a  second-      

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  a 
second  will  be  considered  as  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  H.  R.  2332,  as 
amended,  is  stopgap  legislation  to  pre- 
vent the  demotion  of  some  5,400  Navy 
lieutenants  who  otherwise  will  be  de- 
moted on  April  1.  1953.  That  is  the 
primary  objective  of  this  temporary 
legislation. 

The  bill  will  also  permit  the  services 
to  promote  ofBcers  to  the  grade  of  cap- 
tain or  senior  lieutenant  without  the  re- 
strictions that  are  now  contained  in 
section  634  of  the  Defense  Appropriation 
Act  of  1953.  The  majority  of  officers 
who  will  benefit  from  the  removal  of  this 
restriction  are  recalled  Reservists,  many 
of  them  married,  with  dependents,  and 
who  have  had  combat  service. 

I  want  to  make  it  abimdantly  clear 
that  the  demotion  of  5,400  Navy  lieuten- 
ants which  will  take  place  if  we  do  not 
enact  this  legislation  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  author  of  the  rider,  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  DavisI. 

He  was  given  figures  by  Uie  Navy  De- 
partment that  proved  to  be  erroneous. 
Had  the  figures  been  correct.  In  all  likeli- 
hood no  demotions  would  have  been  re- 
quired, or  at  least  only  a  few  would  have 
been  required. 

Back  in  1947  the  Congress  enacted  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act.  I  happen  to  have 
been  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  in 
the  80th  Congress  that  considered  that 
piece  of  legislation.  There  were  more 
than  303  pages  in  the  bill.  It  was  a  very 
highly  complex,  technical,  and  compli- 
cated act.  That  act  set  up  an  elalxirate 
system  of  promotion  for  officers  of  our 
Armed  Forces.  Its  purpose  wsis  to  pre- 
vent stagnation  in  rank,  eliminate  pro- 
motion based  solely  upon  seniority,  and 
reduce  the  forced  attrition  of  compara- 
tively young  officers  which  added  greatly 
to  the  retirement  costs  for  the  Armed 
Forces.    And  above  all  it  established  a 
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sound  career  program  for  officers,  aimed 
at  attracting  capable  men. 

We  thought  we  had  done  a  good  Job  on 
that  law  and  I  still  believe  that  for  the 
type  of  armed  force  contemplated  at  that 
time  we  did  a  good  job.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, neither  that  law  nor  any  laws 
enacted  prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
In  Korea,  visualized  the  type  of  situa- 
tion in  which  we  now  find  ourselves.  In 
other  words,  we  never  considered  the 
possibility  that  we  would  get  into  a  pe- 
riod of  mobilization  and  demobilization 
operating  simultaneously.  We  did  not 
think  we  would  have  an  emergency 
which  threatens  to  become  a  continuing 
thing  for  many,  many  years  to  come. 

The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  is  to 
be  congratulated  for  focusing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Congress  on  the  entire  sub- 
ject of  promotion  of  officers  in  cur 
Armed  Forces.  It  is  a  healthy  thing  to 
look  into  this  matter,  but  I  am  not 
ready  to  admit  that  promotions  have 
been  excessive,  nor  am  I  willing  to  ad- 
mit that  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  does 
not  provide  properly  for  promotions  in 
a  time  of  emergency.  In  fact,  no  one 
can  say  whether  the  law  is  adequate  or 
not  because  it  has  not  been  thoroughly 
reviewed  by  our  cormnittee  or  anyone 
else.  The  Armed  Services  Committee 
does  intend  to  examine  the  whole  matter 
during  the  next  month.  Perhaps  it  will 
be  necessary  for  us  to  place  statutory 
limitations  on  temporary  promotions  for 
the  Army  and  Air  Force  comparable  to 
those  that  are  now  in  effect  for  the  Navy. 
Perhaps  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to 
examine  present  officer  billet  require- 
ments necessary  to  man  our  Armed 
Forces.  At  the  very  least,  we  will  cer- 
tainly review  the  Officer  Personnel  Act 
and  the  Temporary  Promotion  Act  of 
1941.  After  that  we  will  report  to  the 
House  our  conclusions  on  this  very  Im- 
portant subject. 

Now  bear  in  mind  we  are  dealing  with 
a  very  sensitive  subject.  We  are  dealing 
with  men's  careers ;  we  are  dealing  with 
pay,  and  we  are  dealing  with  a  man's 
prestige  and  dignity.  We  are  dealing 
with  the  present  and  future  leaders  of 
our  Armed  Forces.  We  are  not  going  to 
improve  our  Armed  Forces,  in  fact  we 
are  going  to  seriously  injure  our  Armed 
Forces,  if  we  reduce  promotional  op- 
portunities to  such  a  point  that  no  man 
with  the  type  of  ability  required  to  lead 
our  Armed  Forces  today  will  seek  the 
service  as  a  career.  An  Army,  or  a  Navy. 
or  a  Marine  Corps,  or  an  Air  Force] 
Is  only  as  good  as  its  leaders,  from  the 
most  junior  lieutenant  to  the  most  sen- 
ior five  star  general. 

While  it  may  appear  that  we  have  too 
many  high-ranking  officers  in  our 
Armed  Forces  today,  nevertheless  we 
have  the  finest  armed  force  in  the  world. 
And  I  don't  want  to  jeopardize  that 
status  by  hasty  action  on  a  very  serious 
and  very  complicated  subject. 

Now  this  is  stopgap  legislation;  it 
repeals  the  Davis  rider  but  places,  for 
all  practical  purposes,  the  saifie  limi- 
tations on  promotion  that  were  con- 
tained in  the  Davis  rider.  However,  it 
uses  finite  figures  instead  of  percentages 
and  uses  a  definite  date  when  these  fig- 
ures may  not  be  exceeded  rather  than 
any  elate  throughout  a  90-day  period. 
It  miMi  the  Davis  rider  administra- 


tively feasible  and  prevents  an  officer 
from  suffering,  through  no  fault  of  his 
own,  should  he  otherwise  find  himself 
excess  in  grade,  because  now  each 
service  will  know  exactly  how  many  offi- 
cers it  can  have  in  each  grade.  The 
proposed  legislation  also  permits  small 
increases  over  and  above  the  original 
Davis  linlltations  in  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  for  doctors,  dentists,  and 
veterinarians  who  will  come  in  from 
civilian  life  in  the  next  few  months,  and 
the  limitations  have  been  removed  on 
captains.  Other  than  that,  the  net  re- 
sult is  the  same  as  that  contemplated  by 
the  original  Davis  rider,  which  would 
otherwise  become  effective  on  April  1, 
1953. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  House  will 
enact  this  measure  and  that  Members 
will  then  be  patient  with  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  while  it  studies  the 
whole  problem  of  officer  promotion  in 
our  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wi."^con.sin.  I  am  won- 
dering how  it  happened  that  the  com- 
mittee was  furnished  with  misinfor- 
mation. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  perhaps  the 
gentleman's  colleague  from  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  who  was  furnished  these  fig- 
ures by  the  Navy  will  give  you  full  in- 
formation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  notice  this  provides 
21.454  majors  in  the  Air  F\)rce  as  con- 
trasted to  18,075  in  the  Army  and  10.911 
lieutenant  commanders  for  the  Navy. 
and  2,522  majors  for  the  Marine  Corps. 
Why  are  there  so  many  majors  in  the 
Air  Force  ? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Most  of  them  are  re- 
called reservists,  I  will  say  to  the  gentle- 
man, and  also  because  of  the  peculiar 
type  of  function  or  particular  mission  of 
that  branch  of  the  armed  services,  there 
are  more  officers. 

Mr.  GROSS. .  There  are  more  majors. 
I  am  interested  in  knowing  why  there 
are  more  majors  than  other  officers. 

Mr.  SHORT.  There  are  more  officers 
as  compared  to  the  number  of  enlisted 
men. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  21ANDT.  Of  course,  the  Air 
Force  needs  and  has  more  officers,  and 
more  majors  because  you  cannot  place 
an  airplane  in  charge  of  an  enlisted  man. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  very  true.  As  I 
said  because  of  the  peculiar  function  or 
mission  of  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But  these  are  majors 
and  not  captains  or  lieutenants. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  ShortJ  has  consumed  10 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is 
lu-gent  legislation — urgent  because  with- 
out it  some  5.400  young  naval  lieutenants 
will  be  demoted. 


What  the  proposed  legislation  does  is 
remove  the  restrictions  which  otherwise 
would  go  into  effect  on  April  1  of  this 
year  in  the  grades  of  captain  in  the 
Army.  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps,  and 
senior  lieutenants  in  the  Navy.  There 
are  many  reserve  officers  in  this  grade 
or  immediately  below  the  grade  of  full 
lieutenant  or  captain  and  these  are  the 
men  who  will  benefit  by  the  enactment 
of  this  legislation.  There  is  also  a  small 
increase  permitted  in  the  number  of 
majors  and  lieutenant  colonels  to  take 
care  of  the  doctors  and  dentists  who  will 
be  coming  into  the  service  during  the 
last  3  months  of  this  year.  The  increases 
authorized  are  small  in  number  and  will 
only  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
proper  grades  for  these  doctors  and 
dentists. 

Now  I  think  a  brief  analysis  of  some 
of  our  personnel  laws  would  clarify  some 
of  the  questions  that  may  be  In  the 
minds  of  Members  who  are  not  familiar 
with  this  very  complicated  subject.  Let 
us  start  with  the  Navy. 

Under  the  law  passed  in  the  79th  Con- 
gress, the  permanent  authorized  enlisted 
strength  of  the  active  list  of  the  Regular 
Navy  was  established  at  500,000.  And 
under  section  4  of  that  same  law  the 
authorized  number  of  commissioned  offi- 
cers of  the  active  list  of  the  line  of  the 
Regular  Navy,  exclusive  of  commissioned 
warrant  officers,  was  established  at  7  per- 
cent of  the  authorized  enlisted  strength 
of  the  active  list  of  the  Regular  Navy. 
In  other  words,  the  permanent  law  pro- 
vides that  there  can  be  35.000  line  offi- 
ceTs  and  500,000  enlisted  personnel. 
Now  in  addition  to  this,  there  are  staff 
corps  officers  in  the  Navy.  Under  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act.  for  example,  the 
Supply  Corps  is  authorized  a  regular 
strength  equal  to  12  percent  of  the  35,000 
regular  officers.  Civil  engineers  are  au- 
thorized 3  percent,  based  on  the  35,000 
officers.  And  doctors,  dentists,  and 
chaplains,  and  officers  of  the  Medical 
Service  Corps,  account  for  approximately 
10,000  additional  regular  officers.  Thus, 
the  permanent  law  of  the  Navy  author- 
izes an  enlisted  strength  of  500,000  and 
an  officer  strength  of  approximately 
52,000. 

Then  section  2  of  the  Universal  Mih- 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act  was  passed 
in  1948  and  that  established  an  author- 
ized active  duty  peisonnel  strength  for 
the  Marine  Corps  and  Navy  combined, 
including  officers,  which  amounted  to 
666,882.  However,  the  authorization  for 
regular  officers  must  still  be  based  on  the 
authorized  enlisted  strength  of  the  Regu- 
lar Navy. 

Then  the  war  in  Korea  came  along 
and  we  had  to  remove  all  restrictions  on 
personnel  ceilings  in  the  Armed  Forces 
so  that  until  July  31.  1954.  there  are  no 
legal  limitations  on  the  size  of  the  Navy. 

Then  the  DavLs  amendment  was 
passed  last  year  on  the  theory  thct  there 
were  too  many  officers  serving  in  the 
higher  grades  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
Now.  insofar  as  permanent  promotions 
are  concerned  for  regular  personnel,  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  establishes  per- 
centages which  may  not  be  exceeded. 
In  other  words,  the  total  number  of  naval 
officers  on  the  active  list,  that  is  the  total 
number  of  line  officers  that  may  be  serv- 
ing on  the  active  list  of  the  regular  Navy, 
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may  not  exceed  seventy-flve  one-hun- 
dredths  of  1  percent  In  the  grade  of  rear 
admiral.  6  percent  as  captains.  12  percent 
as  commanders.  18  percent  as  lieutenant 
commanders.  24.75  percent  as  lieuten- 
ants, and  38.50  percent  in  the  combined 
grades  of  lieutenant.  Junior  grade,  and 
ensigns.  In  addition  to  that,  the  law 
also  sasrs  that  except  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency  hereafter  declared 
by  the  Congress,  there  can  only  be  150 
rear  admirals  on  active  dut}'  in  the  Regu- 
lar Navy,  19  restricted  line  i-ear  admirals, 
15  medical  rear  admirals,  1^  supply  corps 
admirals,  4  civil  engineers,  4  dental  ad- 
mirals, and  2  chaplains.  Even  though 
we  now  have  an  emergencs'.  these  Umits 
on  permanent  admiral  grades  have  not 
been  exceeded. 

Now,  it  was  the  intent  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act.  that  so-called  temporary 
promotions  should  tenninite  on  or  be- 
fore January  1,  1957.  In  other  words, 
when  we  passed  the  Offi<3er  Personnel 
Act  of  1947,  we  had  in  mind  an  eventual 
peacetime  armed  force  made  up  of  pro- 
fessional soldiers,  sailors,  airmen,  and 
marines.  But  until  we  got  on  a  complete 
professional  basis,  we  had  to  have  pro- 
visions for  temporary  promotions.  This 
also  took  into  consideration  the  possibil- 
ity of  an  emergency  such  as  we  are  now 
in.  or  even  a  total  war.  although  in  the 
event  of  a  total  war.  in  all  likelihood,  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  would  be  suspended 
entirely. 

Nevertheless,  the  permanent  provi- 
sions of  law.  with  respect  to  temporary 
promotions  In  the  Navy  do  contain  defi- 
nite percentage  limitations  on  the  dis- 
tribution of  officers  in  Uie  Navy.  In 
other  words,  only  seventy-flve  one  hun- 
dredths of  1  percent  of  all  of  the  line 
officers  on  active  duty  may  be  rear  ad- 
mirals; only  6  percent  may  be  captains, 
12  percent  commanders,  18  percent  lieu- 
tenant commanders,  24. 7i)  percent  lieu- 
tenants, and  38.50  percent  In  the  com- 
bined grades  of  lieutenant,  junior 
grade,  and  ensign.  Because  of  the  re- 
call of  Reserve  officers,  particularly  in 
the  grades  of  lieutenant  Junior  grade, 
and  lieutenant,  we  temporarily  sus- 
pended the  limitations  Imposed  upon  the 
grades  of  the  lowest  thre<;  officer  grades. 
But  nevertheless,  the  Navy  does  have 
definite  restrictions,  percentagewise,  on 
the  number  of  officers  that  may  serve  in 
the  higher  grades  of  lieutenant  com- 
mander and  above. 

Now  the  problem  insofar  as  the  Navy 
Is  concerned,  particularly  during  an 
emergency  of  the  type  v/hich  may  face 
us  for  many  years  to  ccme,  is  whether 
these  percentages  are  too  high.  For  ex- 
ample, under  the  limitations  that  I  have 
Just  mentioned,  the  Navj'  could  have  380 
line  rear  admirals  on  active  duty.  As  a 
matter  of  actvial  fact,  there  are  only  202 
line  rear  admirals  on  active  duty.  They 
could  have  3,184  captains,  but  only  have 
1.906.  They  could  hfive  6.389  com- 
manders, but  only  have  about  4.025. 
And  they  could  have  d.553  lieutenant 
commanders,  but  they  only  have  8.373. 
Bear  in  mind  that  I  am  speaking  of  line 
staff  corps  officers. 

I  think  in  all  fairness,  it  should  be 
stated  that  the  Navy  tas  slowed  down 
its  promotions  and  has  .stretched  out  the 
service  in  grade  requirement  for  promo- 
tion, particularly  for  the  grades  of  com- 


mander azid  above.  In  other  words, 
while  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  contem- 
plated that  a  captain  would  serve  5 
years  as  a  captain  before  he  could  be 
considered  for  rear  admiral,  today  the 
average  captain  serves  B%  years.  And 
while  the  average  commander  would 
normally  be  required  to  spend  7  years  as 
a  commander  before  he  could  be  con- 
sidered for  promotion  to  captain,  the 
average  service  in  grade  requirement  to- 
day is  0  years.  In  other  words,  despite 
the  statistics  which  show  a  large  number 
of  officers  serving  in  high  grades  com- 
pared with  World  War  n.  nevertheless, 
it  is  not  true  that  in  the  higher  grades 
naval  officers  are  being  promoted  at  an 
excessive  rate  of  speed. 

Now  In  the  Army  and  th^Air  Force  we 
face  a  different  situation.    The  Army 
law  authorizes  an  active  duty  personnel 
strengtli  of  837.000  officers,  warrant  offi- 
cers, and  enlisted  personnel,  of  which 
30.600  are  authorized  as  commissioned 
officers  of  the  Regular  Army.    The  Air 
Force  is  authorized  an  active  duty  per- 
sonnel strength  of  502.000  total  person- 
nel, of  which  27.500  may  be  active  list 
commissioned    officers    of    the    United 
States  Air  Force.    These  two  provisions 
of  law.  like  the  Navy  law,  have  been  sus- 
pended insofar  as  personnel  strengths 
are  concerned,  until  July  31,  1954.    And 
under  the  permanent  provisions  of  the 
Officer  Persoimel  Act,  the  Army  and  the 
Air  Force  are  limited  in  the  number  of 
officers  who  may  hold  permanent  grades 
in   the   regular   Army   and   Air   Force, 
Thus,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act.  three-fourths  of  1  percent 
of  the  total  officers  of  the  regular  Army 
and  Air  Force  may  be  generals.    There 
are  some  variations  for  the  medical  and 
dental  corps,  and  the  veterinary  corps. 
In  addition,  the  law  places  a  specific 
limitation  on  the  number  of  general  offi- 
cers that  may  serve  in  the  permanent 
grade  of  general  or  alx)ve  in  the  Army 
and  Air  Force.    Thus,  the  law  provides 
that  not  more  than  357  officers  on  the 
active  list  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Air 
Force  may  serve  in  a  permanent  grade 
above  that  of  colonel,  and  this  includes 
the    medical,    dental,    and    veteriimry 
corps,    and    chaplains.      Lil^ewlse.    not 
more  than  178  officers  on  the  active  list 
of  the  Regular  Army  and  Air  Force  may 
serve   above   the   permanent   grade   o^ 
brigadier  general    And  the  remaining 
167,  including  the  medical  and  dental 
corps  officers,  and  chaplains,  must  be 
jQrigadier  generals.    In  addition,  the  law 
says  that  unless  a  national  emergency  is 
declared,  after  July  1.  1948,  not  more 
than  44  officers  may  serve  in  the  Army 
and  Air  Force  in  the  grade  above  major 
general    And  finally,  the  law  sajrs  that 
only  8  percent  of  the  officers  of  the  reg- 
ulai  Army  and  Air  Force  may  be  colonels, 
only    14    percent    can    be    lieutenant 
colonels.  19  percent  majors,  23  percent 
captains,  18  percent  first  lieutenants,  and 
18  percent  second  lieutenants. 

Now,  insofar  as  permanent  promo- 
tions for  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army 
and  Air  Force  are  concerned,  these  limi- 
tations still  apply.  The  trouble,  if  there 
is  any  trouble,  is  that  there  is  no  per- 
centage limitation  such  as  there  is  in 
the  Navy  for  temporary  promotions  in 
the  Army  and  Air  Force.  In  other  words. 
the  OfBcer  Personnel  Act  merely  pro- 


vides that  whenever  the  total  nimiber  of 
officers  serving  on  active  duty  in  the 
Army  or  Air  Force  exceeds  the  author- 
ized active  list  commissioned  officer 
strength  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Air 
Force,  the  respective  Secretaries  shall 
determine  the  requirements  in  each  of 
the  commissioned  grades  and  shall  pro- 
ceed to  fill  those  requirements  through 
temporary  promotions.  The  basic  dif- 
ference between  the  Navy  syston  and 
the  Army  and  Air  Force  system  is  that 
persons  selected  for  temporary  promo- 
tion in  the  Army  and  Air  Force  do  not 
thereby  acquire  a  status  on  a  promotion 
list  wliich  would  require  them  to  be  pro- 
moted to  the  grade  on  a  permanent  basis 
in  the  event  that  there  is  a  reduction  in 
the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  Navy, 
on  the  other  hand,  in  its  system,  selects 
officers  for  temporary  promotion,  but 
having  once  been  selected  for  that 
temporary  promotion,  they  remain  on 
that  list  and  in  the  event  of  a  reduction 
in  the  size  of  the  Navy,  the  officers  who 
had  been  selected  for  temporary  promo- 
tion would  have  to  be  promoted  to  that 
grade  before  all  officers  jvmior  to  them 
could  be  considered  and  selected. 

Now,  when  I  say  there  are  no  legal 
limitations  on  temporary  promotions  in 
the  Army  and  Air  Force,  I  do  not  want 
to  leave  the  impression  that  there  are 
not  limitations  of  one  type  or  another. 
There  Is  always  the  budgetary  limitation. 
When  the  Armed  Forces  tell  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  they  need  so  much 
money  for  so  many  people  they  have  to 
give  that  committee  an  estimate  as  to 
the  number  of  people  that  will  be  serving 
in  each  enlisted  and  officer  grade.    And 
obviously,  if  the  mission  of  any  service 
requires  so  many  people,  no  service  can 
then  take  that  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  promoting  officers  and  at  the 
same  time  reduce  their  number  of  total 
personnel.     They  just  could  not  fulfill 
their  mission  if  they  did  that.    In  addi- 
tion, the  Senate  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee has  imposed  limitations  en  the 
numl)er  of  flag  officers  and  general  offi- 
cers that  will  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate 
and  that  also  acts  as  a  restriction  on  the 
promotion  of  general  and  flag  officers 
that  may  serve  in  grade  at  any  one  time. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  I  should 
mention  right  here  that  whereas  the 
Davis  amendment  permits  the  Air  Force 
to  have  409  general  officers,  nevertheless, 
the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
will  only  confirm  383  general  officers,  26 
less  than  that  permitted  by  the  Davis 
amendment;  and  where  the  Davis  rider 
permits  508  general  officers,  the  Senate 
limitation  is  496,  exclusive  of  generals  of 
the  Army,  3.    On  the  other  htmd,  the 
Davis  rider  limitation  on  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps  is  seven  less  admirals  and 
one  less  general  than  the  numbers  that 
the  Senate  agreed  to  confirm. 

What  we  are  dealing  with  in  this  bill 
today  is  stop-gap  legislation  to  prevent 
a  great  catastrophe  to  some  5,400  Navy 
lieutenants  together  with  several  thou- 
sand other  Junior  officers  whose  promo- 
tions cannot  be  effected  until  these  limi- 
tations on  the  grade  of  captain  or  senior 
lieutenant  are  repioved.  The  overall 
problem,  as  I  see  it.  boils  down  to  this: 
Are  the  Navy  percentage  limitations  in 
an  emergency  such  as  this  too  high? 
Should  we  impose  restrictive  limitations 
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In  law  for  temporary  promotions  for  the 
Army  and  Air  Force?  That  is  the  prob- 
lem. That  is  what  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  will  study  during  the 
month  of  Hiarch. 

I  trust  that  within  a  month  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  will  be  able  to 
report  to  the  House  on  this  whole  prob- 
lem and  will  be  able  to  advise  the  House 
whether  or  not  in  their  opinion  there  has 
been  any  excessive  promotions  or  abuse 
of  provisions  of  law  now  contained  in  the 
OflBcer  Personnel  Act.  But  before  I  close, 
I  want  to  emphasize  one  thing :  I  hope  the 
House  is  not  going  to  adopt  a  penny  wise 
and  pound  foolish  philosophy  with  re- 
spect to  oflQcers  serving  in  our  Armed 
Forces.  I  have  heard  the  statistics  on 
the  number  of  oflQcers  serving  in  grade 
in  World  War  n  compared  with  those 
serving  in  grade  today.  I  know  that 
those  figures  at  first  glance  appear  to  be 
out  of  proportion.  But  bear  this  in  mind, 
today  you  are  dealing  with  far  more  ad- 
vanced weapons  of  war;  and  you  are 
dealing  with  many  more  career  personnel 
tiian  we  had  in  1945.  You  are  also  deal- 
ing with  reservists  who  are  serving  their 
country  for  a  second  time  in  a  decade. 
You  cannot  attract  a  capable  young  man 
and  ask  him  to  make  a  career  of  the 
Armed  Forces  if  you  do  not  give  him  an 
opportunity  to  advance  in  his  chosen  pro- 
fession. You  cannot  keep  a  good  reserve 
oflQcer  on  active  duty  if  you  remove  op- 
portunities for  promotion.  And  you  are 
not  going  to  play  fair  with  the  men  who 
at  the  end  of  World  War  II  elected  the 
service  as  their  career  if  you  come  along 
now  and  say  we  are  not  going  to  promote 
you  any  more  because  you  were  promoted 
too  fast  during  World  War  II.  When  we 
start  to  tamper  with  the  morale  of  our 
Armed  Forces  we  are  tampering  with  the 
most  precious  thing  we  possess — our  own 
freedom. 

I  hope  the  House  will  pass  this  bill, 
and  then  let  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  study  the  whole  problem.  If 
there  have  been  abuses,  we  will  correct 
them. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  balance  of  my  time.  10  minutes,  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Davis  ]. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  rise  to  support  H.  R.  2332,  which  is 
brought  before  you  this  afternoon,  un- 
der suspension  of  the  rules,  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee. 

I  stand  before  you  as  the  author  of 
the  Davis  rider  that  you  have  heard  so 
much  about.  I  believe  that  in  the  10 
minutes  which  the  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee has  so  kindly  given  me  I  can  dem- 
onstrate to  you  that  I  am  not  just  an  of- 
ficer hater — there  are  times,  of  course, 
when  all  of  us  hate  ourselves  a  bit — 
however,  I  happen  to  be  a  Reserve  officer. 
I  am  not  vindictive,  I  am  not  completely 
stupid,  although  all  of  those  things  have 
been  said  about  me  in  the  papers  and  on 
the  radio  and  among  certain  officers  of 
of  armed  services.  I  stand  before  you 
as  a  member  of  a  great  committee  of  this 
House,  a  man  who  was  confronted  with  a 
condition  and  not  a  theory.  With  those 
who  say  that  measures  of  this  kind  ought 
not  to  be  handled  by  appropriation 
riders  Ij^gree  with  in  theory,  but  I  also 
say  that  you  will  all  find  that  sometimes 
Jljl^es  drastic  action  by  a  Member  of 


this  body  In  order  to  fulfill  the  responsi- 
bility that  is  his  duty. 

The  condition  that  faced  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  last  June,  too  late 
to  get  action  by  the  legislative  commit- 
tees of  this  body  or  of  the  Senate,  was 
this:  That  when  we  inquired  into  the  sit- 
uation of  temporary  promotions  in  the 
Armed  Forces  we  found  that  the  Air 
Force  had  well  over  a  thousand  officers 
serving  2  step.s  above  the  permanent 
rank,  just  about  100  times  as  many  as 
the  most  responsible  officers  of  that 
branch  of  the  armed  services  seemed 
to  have  any  knowledge  of.  We  found 
that  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force  com- 
bined by  next  June  30,  planned  to  have 
more  colonels  than  they  had  on  June  30, 
1945,  during  World  War  II  when  they 
had  about  three  times  as  many  men  in 
the  service.  We  found  that  there  is.  as 
of  this  date,  no  provision  in  the  law 
whatsoever  governing  the  temporary 
promotions  of  officers  of  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Force;  .so  that  in  theory  at  least, 
if  we  wish  to  talk  about  theory,  the  Army 
and  the  Air  Force  tomorrow  morning 
could  promote  every  commissioned  offi- 
cer to  the  rank  of  general,  and  there  is 
nothing  in  the  law  that  would  prevent 
that  from  com.ng  to  pass. 

We  found  that  in  the  Navy  they 
planned  to  have  more  officers  in  the 
ranks  of  commander  and  above  next 
June  than  they  had  on  June  30,  1945. 
when  they  had  3.500.000  men  as  com- 
pared to  the  li:tle  over  800.000  they  ex- 
pect to  have  by  next  June  30. 

A  similar  situation  existed  to  some  ex- 
tent with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps — 
more  officers,  lieutenant  colonel  and 
above,  than  they  had  on  June  30.  1945. 
at  a  time  when  they  had  almost  twice 
as  many  men  in  their  ranks. 

So,  to  confront  that  condition  and  not 
because  I  love  appropriation  riders  or 
because  I  hate  anybody,  the  Davis  rider 
came  into  beine;.  It  set  up  a  percentage 
limitation,  a  percentage  of  the  total  per- 
sonnel in  each  branch  of  the  service,  of 
the  officers  who  could  hold  higher  ranks 
in  all  the  bram  hes  of  the  armed  services. 
To  those  of  you  who  say  it  was  hasty, 
that  it  was  not,  given  any  consideration, 
let  me  tell  you  what  I  want  you  to  do: 
I  want  you  to  talk  to  the  members  of  the 
Armed  Service:,  Committee  of  this  House, 
talk  to  the  chairman,  talk  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia,  with  whom  I  con- 
sulted: they  recognized  the  problem  that 
existed  last  June;  ask  them  whether 
there  was  any  consideration  given  to 
this',  before  it  was  submitted  to  this 
House  for  its  action  and  it  was  passed  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  and  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  stood  up  here  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  and  said  they  had  no  objec- 
tion to  this  stopgap  because  they  felt 
something  of  that  kind  wa.s  necessary 
just  as  the  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  said  this  morning. 
So  it  became  law. 

Because  the  largest  crocodile  tears 
have  been  shed  most  profusely,  and  been 
most  widely  disseminated,  by  sources 
within  the  Navy  I  think  we  will  take  that 
for  an  example  and  show  you  just  what 
did  happen  with  respect  to  the  figures 
of  the  officers  within  the  Navy. 

We  started  with  what  the  Navy 
planned  to  have  next  June,  and  then 


a  table  was  set  up  percentagewise,  very 
carefully,  to  prevent  demotions.  There 
was  no  attempt  to  demote  anyk>ody  be- 
cause of  the  personal  hardship  on  that 
particular  officer  to  do  so;  and  these 
limitations  went  down  the  Une.  For 
commanders  and  above,  there  was  a  total 
lessening  of  officers  of  between  450  and 
500;  and  then  for  lieutenant  com- 
manders, because  of  the  repression  at  the 
top,  the  Davis  rider  allowed  200  more 
than  the  Navy  asked  for,  in  order  to  help 
take  up  the  slack.  With  respect  to  lieu- 
tenants senior  grade,  the  rider  allowed 
exactly  what  the  Navy  said  they  wanted 
to  have  right  down  to  the  last  lieuten- 
ant senior  grade;  and  that  was  the  pro- 
vision that  passed  this  House,  was  ac- 
cepted in  conference,  and  became  the 
law. 

Then  in  August  came  a  press  release 
from  the  Navy  which  said  they  were  go- 
ing to  have  to  demote  a  number  of  lieu- 
tenants— and  keep  in  mind  this:  That 
the  total  lessening  of  officers  of  the  Navy 
lieutenant  senior  grade  and  above  was 
less  than  300  out  of  43.000.  The  total 
lessening  was  less  than  two- thirds  of 
1  percent,  and  the  Navy  had  9  months  In 
which  to  get  their  house  in  order;  but 
still  the  press  release  came  out  saying 
there  were  going  to  be  many  demotions. 
I  Inquired  about  that,  and  on  October  1. 
1952. 1  got  an  an.swer  signed  by  the  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel,  and  It 
said : 

In  de\-elopinR  nfw  promotion  plans  In  order 
to  comply  with  section  634  It  became  evident 
that  an  accounting  error  with  respect  to 
grade  distribution  existed  In  the  Bureau  of 
Naval  Personnel  Statistics.  This  error,  which 
has  been  corrected,  was  cumulative  from  the 
time  of  the  outbreak  of  hootlUtles  In  Korea. 

So  on  the  basis  of  that  letter  of  Octo- 
ber 1,  he  said  there  would  be  790  demo- 
tions of  lieutenants  senior  grade.  But 
he  also  told  me  that  the  accounting  error 
had  been  corrected. 

Can  you  imagine  my  surprise  then  to 
be  told  in  January,  just  3  months  later, 
after  the  error  had  lieen  corrected,  that 
instead  of  790  demotions  the  Navy  found 
Itself  with  the  necessity  of  making  5.400 
demotions  of  lieutenants,  senior  grade, 
and  had  another  4.600  lieutenants,  junior 
grade,  who  could  not  be  promoted.  In 
other  words,  if  you  took  those  they  had 
to  demote  and  those  that  they  could 
not  promote,  the  Navys  figures  as  of  last 
July  were  about  50  percent  off  the  beam 
with  respect  to  heutenants,  senior  grade. 

But  the  part  I  resent  the  most  is  not 
that  they  made  a  mistake.  Every  hu- 
man being  will  make  a  mistake.  The 
part  that  hurts  me  the  most  deeply  is 
that  It  took  the  Bureau  of  Navy  Person- 
nel from  August,  when  It  put  out  the 
first  press  release,  until  January  of  this 
year— let  me  say.  when  their  backs  were 
to  the  wall — before  they  admitted  pub- 
licly that  the  Navy  had  made  a  mistake. 
Up  until  that  day  the  newspapers,  the 
radio  commentators,  and  the  editorial 
writers  had  been  having  a  field  day  based 
on  information  which  could  have  come 
to  them  from  one  source  only  and  that 
source  was  within  the  armed  services. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  WLsconsin  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
the  gentleman  5  additional  minutes. 
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Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  submit  to  you  that  the  failure  of 
even  one  responsible  officer  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Naval  Personnel  to  come  for- 
ward and  tell  the  officers  orthe  Navy,  to 
come  forward  and  tell  the  public,  the 
truth,  was  a  fraud  upon  the  officers  of 
the  Navy,  a  fraud  upon  the  public  and 
a  fraud  upon  me  personally.  I  think 
you  will  agree  that  fraud  can  be  just  as 
improper,  and  it  Is  so  re<ognlzed  In  law 
as  well  as  In  morals,  when  committed  by 
one  who  has  a  responslb:  llty  to  disclose 
the  whole  truth  and  falbi  to  make  such 
disclosure;  that  such  person  Is  just  as 
guilty  of  fraud  as  one  who  makes  affirm- 
ative misrepresentation  of  a  material 
fact. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  was  the  situation  on 
February  4  when  the  c^alrman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  called  hear- 
ings for  revision  of  the  Davis  rider.  I 
believe  that  H.  R.  2332,  as  amended,  rep- 
resents the  best  possible  .solution  to  this 
situation.  First  of  all.  It  completely 
accepts  In  principle  the  necessity  for 
stopgap  legislation  at  this  time,  and 
while  It  differs  In  actual  figures,  It  Is  In 
terms  of  finite  numbers  nither  than  per- 
centages. It  has  a  deflnli<e  date  Instead 
of  a  period  of  time,  yet  the  actual  figures 
for  the  higher  ranks  work  out  exactly 
the  same  as  the  Davis  rider.  It  removes 
the  limitation  on  lieutenants,  senior 
grade,  and  captains  In  the  other 
branches  of  the  service,  which.  I  might 
say,  was  In  accordance  with  my  own 
suggestion,  and  It  permits  a  few  more 
officers  in  the  oilddle  ranks  to  take  care 
of  medical  and  dental  personnel  who 
must  be  called  to  active  duty.  So  I  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  brought  forth  the  best 
possible  solution  to  this  situation.  It 
has  given  us  a  temporary  stopgap,  a 
temporary  solution.  It  prevents  demo- 
tions which,  heaven  knows,  I  had  no  In- 
tention to  cause  and  which  would  not 
have  been  caused  If  there  had  been  a 
little  more  accuracy.  It.  holds  the  line 
until  the  subcommittee  which  has  been 
appointed  by  the  chairman  can  do  the 
diincult  and  complicated  Job  that  Is  its 
assignment.  This  subcommittee  has  a 
great  responsibility  to  the  Congress  and 
to  the  people  of  this  country.  There  are 
changes  that  need  to  be  made  and  I 
hope  this  subcommlttt'e  will  do  the 
spadework  to  bring  about  these  neces- 
sary changes  In  the  peimanent  legisla- 
tion that  are  necessary  for  the  armed 
services  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr, 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  happy 
to  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  Wiscon- 
sin delegation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  want  to 
commend  the  gentleman  for  the  fight 
that  he  has  made  on  this  most  Impor- 
tant proposition.  It  has  been  a  fight,  as 
we  all  know,  against  g^reat  odds,  and  I 
can  say  to  you.  sir,  that  this  Congress 
and  the  people  of  the  I.  nlted  States  are 
deeply  Indebted  to  you  lor  this  fight. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wlscoailn.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  havt;  no  requests  for 
time,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
suspending  the  rules  and  passing  the 
bill. 


The  question  was  taken  r  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  In  his  opinion 
two- thirds  had  voted  In  favor  thereof. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 
that  a  quorum  Is  not  present  and  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quonmi  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER  (after  counting) .  One 
hundred  and  seventy-one  Members  are 
present,  not  a  quonim. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 
were — yeas  370,  nays  0.  not  voting  63,  as 
follows: 

[Roll  No.  8] 

YEAS— 370 


Abbltt 

Cretella 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Abemetby 

Cromer 

Holmes 

Adair 

Crumpacker 

Holt 

Addon  Izlo 

Cunningham 

Holtzman 

Albert 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Hope 

Alexander 

Cvirtls,  Mo. 

Horan 

Allen,  ni. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Hoemer 

Andersen, 

Dague 

Howell 

H  Carl 

Davis,  Oa. 

Hruska 

Andresen. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Hull 

August  H. 

Delaney 

Hunter 

Arenda 

Dempaey 

Hyde 

Asplnall 

Derounlan 

Ikard 

Auchlncl06a 

Devereux 

Jackson 

Ajnrea 

D'Ewart 

James 

BaUey 

Dlea 

Jarman 

Barden 

Dodd 

Jenkins 

Barrett 

DolUnger 

Jensen 

Bates 

DoUlver 

Johnson 

BatUe 

Dorn.  N.  Y. 

Jonas,  lU. 

Beamer 

Dom,  8.  C. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Becker 

Dowdy 

Jones,  Ala. 

Belcher 

Doyle 

Jones.  N.  C. 

Bender 

Durham 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Bennett,  Pla. 

Etierharter 

Kean 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Edmondaon 

Kearney 

Bentley 

Elliott 

Keams 

Bentsen 

Engle 

Keating 

Berry 

Evlns 

Kee 

BetU 

Fallon 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Bishop 

Fenton 

KeUy,  N.  Y 

Blatnlk 

Fernandez 

Keogh 

Boggs 

Fine 

Kllbum 

Boland 

Flno 

King,  Calif. 

Bolton. 

Fisher 

King.  Pa. 

Frances  P. 

Fogarty 

Klrwan 

Bolton. 

Forand 

Klein 

Oliver  P. 

Ford 

Kluczynskl 

Bonln 

Forrester 

Knox 

Bonner 

Fountain 

Krueger 

Boach 

FraEler 

Laird 

Bow 

Prellnghuysen 

Landnim 

Boykln 

Frledel 

Lane 

Bramblett 

Fulton 

Lanhanx 

Bray 

Oarmatz 

Lantaff 

Brooks,  La. 

Gary 

Latham 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Oavln 

LeCompt« 

Brown,  Qa. 

Gentry 

Leslnnki 

Brown,  Ohio 

George 

Long 

Brownson 

Golden 

Lovre 

BroyhlU 

Goodwin 

Lucas 

Bryson 

Graham 

Lyle 

Buchanan 

Granaban 

McConnell 

Budge 

Grant 

McCormack 

Burdlck 

Gregory 

McDonough 

Burleson 

Gross 

McGregor 

Busbey 

Oubeer 

Mclntlre 

Bush 

Gwlnn 

McVey 

Byrd 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Hale 

Mark,  ni. 

Byrnes.  Wis. 

Haley 

Mack,  Wash. 

Camp 

Halleck 

MagnuBon 

Canfield 

Hand 

Mahon 

Cannon 

Harden 

MallUard 

Carlyle 

Hardy 

Marshall 

Camaban 

Harris 

Martin.  low* 

Case 

Harrison,  Va. 

Matthews 

Cederberg 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Meader 

Oeller 

Hart 

MerrlU 

Chatham 

Harvey 

MetcHlf 

Chenoweth 

Hays,  Ohio 

Miller,  Calif. 

Chlperfleld 

Hubert 

MUler,  Kana. 

ChudoS 

Heller 

MUler.  Md. 

Church 

Herlong 

Billler.  N.  Y. 

Clardy 

Heselton 

Ml  Us 

Clevenger 

Hese 

Morano 

Cole.  Mo. 

Hlestand 

Morgan 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Hill 

Moes 

CoUner 

HlUelson 

Moulder 

Condon 

HilUngs 

Multer 

Cooper 

Hlnshaw 

Mumma 

Corbett 

Hoeven 

Murray 

Cotton 

Hoffman,  lU. 

Neal 

Nelson 

Rlehlman 

Thomas 

Nlcholsou 

RUey 

Thompson,  La. 

Norblad 

Roberts 

Thompson, 

NorreU 

Robeson,  Va. 

Mich. 

Oakman 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Thompson,  TeX. 

O'Brien,  HI. 

Rodlno 

Thorn  tjerry 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

ToUefson 

CHara,  Hi. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Trimble 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Utt 

O'Konakl 

Rooney 

Van  Pelt 

O'Neill 

Roosevelt 

Van  7Andt 

Osmers 

Sadlak 

Velde 

Ostertag 

St.  George 

Vinson 

Passman 

Saylor 

Vorys 

Patman 

Rchenck 

Walnwrlght 

Patten 

Scherer 

Walter 

Patterson 

Srrlvner 

Wampler 

Pelly 

Scudder 

Warburton 

Perklna 

Seely-Brown 

Watts 

Pfost 

Selden 

Welchel 

Pllcher 

Shafer 

Westland 

PlUlon 

Sheehan 

Wharton 

Poage 

Sheppard 

Wheeler 

Poff 

Short 

Whltten 

Polk 

8h\iford 

Wlckersham 

POUlSOQ 

Slemlnskl 

WldnaU 

Powell 

Simpson,  m. 

Wler 

Preston 

Small 

Wlgglesworth 

Price 

Smith,  Kans. 

WlUlamR,  N.  T. 

Priest 

Smith,  Miss. 

WUlls 

Prouty 

Smith,  Va. 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Radwan 

Smith,  Wis. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Rains 

Spence 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Ray 

Springer 

Wlnstead 

Raybum 

Staggers 

Withers 

Reams 

Stauffer 

With  row 

Reed,  ni. 

Steed 

Wolcott 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Strlngfellow 

Wolverton 

Rees.  Kans. 

Sullivan 

Yates 

Regan 

Taber 

Yorty 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Talle 

Young 

Rhodes.  Pa. 

Taylor 

Younger 
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Allen,  Calif. 

Felghan 

MoUohan 

Andrews 

Gamble 

Morrison 

AngeU 

Gathlngs 

O-Brten,  N.  Y. 

Raker 

Gordon 

PhUbln 

Boiling 

Green 

Phillips 

Buckley 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Rabaut 

CampbeU 

Harrison,  Nebr 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Carrlgg 

Hays,  Ark. 

Richards 

Chelf 

HoUfleld 

Rivers 

Cooley 

Javlts 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Coon 

Jones,  Mo. 

Soott 

Coudert 

Judd 

Secrsst 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Kersten,  Wis. 

SheUey 

Dawson,  m. 

Kllday 

Slkes 

Dawson,  Utah 

McCarthy 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Deane 

Mcculloch 

Sutton 

Dlngell 

McMUIan 

Teague 

E>ondero 

Madden 

VurseU 

Donohue 

Mason 

WUllams,  Miss. 

Donovan 

Merrow 

Zablockl 

Ellsworth 

Miller,  Nebr. 

So  (two-thirds  having  voted  In  favor 
thereof)  the  rules  were  suspended  and 
the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Mr.  Dondero  with  Mr.  Campbell. 

Mr.  Gamble  with  Mr.  Slkes. 

Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  DingelL 

Mr.  Mcculloch  with  Mr.  Shelley. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Ra- 
baut; 

Mr.  Scott  with  Mr.  Gordon. 

Mr.  Carrlgg  with  Mr.  Zablockl. 

Mr.  Coon  with  Mr.  Cooley. 

Mr.  Coudert  with  Mr.  Deane. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Utah  with  Mr.  Richards. 

Mr.  Ellsworth  with  Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Fhilbln. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Dono- 
hue. 

Mr.  Phillips  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Mr.  Merrow  with  Mr.  MoUohan. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  Judd  with  Mr.  WiUiams  of  MississippL 

Mr.  Baker  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  New  York. 

Mr.  AngeU  with  Mr.  Madden. 

Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Qreen. 

Mr.  Allen  of  California  with  Mr.  Felghan. 

Mr.  Javlts  with  Mr.  Holifield. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  place  temporary  limitations 
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on  the  number  of  oflBcers  serving  on  ac- 
tive duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes." 


i 


I  I 


PERSONAL    ANNOUNCEaiENTS 

Mr.  CARRIGQ.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
unavoidably  detained.  If  I  had  been 
present  I  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the 
rollcall  just  had. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
would  have  voted  "yea"  had  I  been  pres- 
ent on  the  rollcall  just  had.  I  was  un- 
avoidably detained  and  could  not  be  here 
in  time  to  answer  when  my  name  was 
called. 


AMENDMENT  TO  SECTION  2  (A)  OP 
THE  NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT.  AS 
AMENDED 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  157  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  In 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  ItselX 
Into  the  Conunlttee  of  the  Whole  Hovise  on 
the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  Hotise  Joint  Resolution  160,  to  amend 
aection  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
as  amended.  After  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  Joint  resolution  and 
Bhall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and'  Currency,  the 
Joint  resolution  shall  be  read  for  amendment 
under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  reading  of  the  joint  resolution 
for  amendment,  the  Committee  shaU  rise 
and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted, 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered 
as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

Ml*.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  I 
yield  30  minutes  of  my  time  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  SiirrHl 
and  at  this  time  I  yield  myself  such 
time  as  I  may  desire. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  makes  in  order 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
160  under  an  open  rule,  and  provides  for 
1  hour  of  general  debate. 

House  Joint  Resolution  160  is  a  bill 
reported  by  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  pertaining  to  that  section  of 
the  National  Housing  Act,  title  I.  y^hich 
provides  loans  for  modernization  and 
improvements  to  be  utilized  mostly  for 
small  one-family  homes.  The  effect  of 
the  bill  would  be  to  increase  the  author- 
ization for  insurance  of  these  loans  by 
the  Government  by  $500  million.  The 
authorization  is  increased  from  $1  250  - 
000.000  to  $1,750,000,000. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  briefly 
point  out  that  this  section  of  the  Nation- 
al Housing  Act  has  worked  very  well, 
that  from  the  record,  apparently  a  good 
Job  has  been  done,  that  the  record  of 
losses  is  only  about  1  percent,  that  dur- 
ing the  period  of  operation  under  this 
section  the  National  Housing  Adminis- 
tration has  recovered  the  invested  capi- 
takof  the  American  people  to  the  extent 
of  «lght  and  a  fraction  million  dollars. 
have  also  accimiulated  a  surplus  of 


some  $18  million.  This  bill  strikes  a  new 
note,  I  think,  in  that  under  the  able 
leadership  of  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Wolcott), 
and  the  other  members  of  his  committee, 
it  provides  for  the  repayment  to  the 
Government  of  the  invested  capital  of 
the  American  people. 

The  committee  in  its  report  expresses 
the  hope  that  this  will  be  the  last  in- 
crease in  insurance  authorization  which 
will  be  required;  that  from  now  on  this 
fund  will  work  as  a  revolving  fund  and 
require  no  further  increased  authori- 
zations. 

The  bill  was  reported  unanimously  out 
of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency; it  had  no  opposition  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  and  I  hope  that  the 
resolution  is  adopted. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  con- 
sume. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  has  stated,  there  is  apparently 
no  opposition  to  this  bill.  But  I  did  want 
to  comment  on  this  program,  which  is 
title  1  of  the  Federal  Housing  Act  and 
was  enacted  in  1934.  I  think  it  has  been 
an  astounding  success  both  for  the  bor- 
rowers, the  lending  institutions,  and  for 
the  Government.  The  way  title  1  works 
is  that  it  is  intended  to  supply  funds  to 
people  of  very  limited  means  in  order  to 
improve  their  homes.  It  has  a  flavor  of 
slum  clearance  to  it  in  that  it  enables 
these  people  who  own  homes  without 
modern  improvements  to  borrow  money 
from  the  banks,  repayable  in  monthly 
installments,  for  the  purpose  of  repair- 
ing or  installing  more  modern  conven- 
iences in  their  homes.  The  history  of  it 
has  been  that  in  all  those  nearly  20  years 
of  operation  the  Government  has  not 
lost  a  dollar  of  this  fund.  The  insurance 
that  is  required  to  be  piaid  by  the  lending 
institutions  to  insure  the  loans  has  ac- 
cumulated a  fund  of  such  magnitude 
that  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  very  wisely  has  provided  that 
the  money  that  the  Government  origi- 
nally put  up  for  this  purpose  shall  be  re- 
paid into  the  Treasury.  I  think  it  is  a 
very  fine  program,  and  the  committee  is 
to  be  complimented  on  bringing  in  this 
bill  to  continue- the  operation  of  this 
agency  which  has  been  most  helpful  to 
the  poorer  class  homeowners  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Patihan). 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CT7ARANTEED  LOAN,  9.7  PERCENT  INTEREST 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  agree 
with  what  the  two  preceding  speakers 
have  said  about  this  bill.  It  has  been 
used  well  and  helpful  to  our  economy, 
and  especially  to  the  small  home  owners! 
It  is.  of  course,  a  bill  providing  repair 
and  improvement  loans.  This  bill  was 
passed  in  1934  when  money  was  very 
scarce  and  we  were  suffering  from  de- 
flation. Then  we  needed  something  to 
inflate  the  currency  or  economy  and  this 


bill  served  a  very  helpful  and  useful  pur- 
pose in  doing  that.  Since  that  time 
14,000,000  loans  have  been  made,  and 
most  of  these  loans,  in  fact,  82  '2  p>€rcent 
of  them,  hava  been  made  with  the  banks. 
The  interest  rate  appears  to  be  a  very 
low  rate.  5  percent,  but  the  interest  is 
collected  in  advance,  and  5  percent  on 
the  principal  collected  in  advance  as  a 
discount  and  spread  over  a  period  of 
months  means  in  this  case  9.7166  percent 
interest  on  the  loan;  and  it  is  a  guaran- 
teed loan. 

I  think  it  is  necessary  to  pass  this  bill 
and  I  am  going  to  vote  for  it.  I  am  going 
to  vote  for  this  rule.  But  I  look  upon  it 
as  an  antideflationary  bill,  in  other 
words,  just  a  little  inflationary.  It  is 
needed  and  can  be  justified  by  reason  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  now  in  and  have 
reached  a  condition  in  our  economy 
where  we  are  having  to  fight  not  against 
inflation  so  much  but  against  the  pros- 
pects and  probabilities  of  deflation. 

This  housing  bill,  of  course,  is  for 
unsecured  loans,  absolutely  unsecured, 
made  up  to  $2,500.  As  I  have  said,  they 
are  guaranteed  in  effect  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  provide  for  the  equiva- 
lent of  9.7166  percent  interest. 

NOT    SOCIALISM     AS    CONTENDED 

This  bill  comes  nearer  being  vulner- 
able to  the  charge  of  being  socialistic 
than  any  other  law  I  know  of  that  has 
passed  in  recent  years.  However.  I  do 
not  look  upon  It  as  socialistic  at  all.  It 
serves  a  great  need.  The  loans  possibly 
would  not  be  made  if  we  did  not  guar- 
antee them  by  the  Government,  with 
this  very  high  and  attractive  rate  of  in- 
terest. These  small  home  owners  are  at 
the  mercy  of  this  type  of  legislation.  I 
do  not  look  upon  it  as  socialistic,  so 
those  charges  of  socialism.  I  believe,  are 
unfounded.  But  there  is  no  piece  of  leg- 
islation that  has  been  passed  that  is  more 
vulnerable  to  a  charge  of  socialism  than 
this  particular  piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  The  gentleman  ad- 
mits it  Is  socialistic? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No.  I  am  not  admit- 
ting that. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  The  gentleman  says  it 
is  subject  to  that  charge.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  mean,  then,  that  this  is  good 
sociali.sm? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No;  I  did  not  say  it  is 
good  socialism.  I  beg  the  gentleman's 
pardon.  I  said  it  was  more  vulnerable  to 
the  charge,  but  it  is  justified  because  it 
would  not  be  done  otherwise.  It  is  a  case 
of  the  Government  doing  things  that 
private  industry  will  not  do.  We  just 
have  to  do  it. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  The  gentleman  means 
it  Ls  socialistic,  but  it  is  justifiable? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  am  not  saying  it  is 
socialistic.  I  say  it  is  vulnerable  to  the 
charge  of  socialism.  I  do  not  say  it  is  so- 
cialistic, I  say  it  comes  nearer  being  vul- 
nerable to  the  charge  or  as  near  being 
vulnerable  to  the  charge  of  socialism  as 
any  act  this  Congress  has  passed  in  20 
years. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  begging  the  question  and  that  it  is  so- 
cialistic, but  that  it  is  jusUfled. 
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Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  can 
place  his  own  Interpretation  on  it  for 
himself.  I  am  not  objecting  to  that,  but 
I  see  the  point  the  gentleman  is  making. 
There  Is  another  feature  in  here.  It  is 
a  cooperative  feature.  A  lot  has  been 
said  against  cooperatives.  This  covers 
cooperatives.  They — the  lenders — go  in 
together,  and  they  put  three-fourths  of 
1  percent  In  interest;  they  pool  it,  and  it 
is  a  nontaxable  cooperative,  too.  They 
pool  their  money  to  have  a  riskless  in- 
vestment. Of  course,  the  Government 
is  in  effect  behind  tnem  on  10  percent  of 
the  portfolio,  the  entire  portfolio,  not 
individual  loans.  It  makes  it  for  all 
practical  purposes  guaranteed  by  the 
Government.  But  to  make  it  absolutely 
riskless  they  put  in  three-fourths  of  1 
percent,  which  is  more  than  sufficient  to 
guarantee  all  these  loans.  So  those  who 
are  Interested  in  cooperatives  can  vote 
for  this  bill  with  the  assurance  that  it 
carries  the  cooperative  feature  in  it.  Or- 
dinarily, many  Members  would  not  vote 
for  it,  but  this  is  absolutely  justified.  It 
serves  a  good  purpwse.  It  is  constructive. 
It  has  already  helped  14  million  small- 
home  owners  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.      Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    Did  the 
gentleman  say  it  was  or  was  not  infla- 
tionary? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  say  It  is  anOdefla- 
tionary.  Yes.  it  is  on  the  inflationary 
side,  but  I  call  it  antideflationary.  And 
In  1934  when  we  first  had  it,  we  badly 
needed  Inflation.    We  badly  needed  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Do  you 
think  we  need  it  today? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Well,  we  need  it.  that 
is  antideflation.  We  could  stand  a  lit- 
tle bit  of  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  A  Uttle 
more  of  it? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No,  wait  Just  a  minute 
now.  The  gentleman  asked  me  a  ques- 
tion. Let  me  answer  it.  Yes.  we  could 
stand  Just  a  little  antideflationary 
remedy.  The  Federal  Reserve  Board  on 
yesterday  in  lowering  the  margin  re- 
quirement for  stock  exchange  trans- 
actions did  something  that  was  infla- 
tionary, but  they  would  not  admit  that. 
They  probably  call  it  antideflationary. 
It  was  antideflationary  or  inflationary 
whichever  you  want  to  call  it.  There 
are  many  reasons  why  they  do  that.  Of 
course,  number  1  is  that  they  are  bound 
to  believe  that  this  inflation  has  gone 
as  far  as  it  is  expected  to  go  right  now. 
And  we  are  headed  down  a  little  bit, 
and  we  ought  to  do  something  to  stop 
deflation.  That  is  the  only  reason  I 
think  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  could 
justify  reducing  this  margin  require- 
ment to  50  percent  and  it  Is  the  only 
justiflcation  they  could  have  to  reduce 
the  margin  requirement  for  stock  ex- 
change transactions.  Of  course,  many 
people  are  glad  of  it  because  they  would 
like  to  unload  their  stocks  on  the  small 
people  as  they  did  before  the  other  de- 
pression. They  Induce  the  little  fellows 
to  come  in  and  buy,  making  it  very  at- 
tractive by  using  a  50-cent  credit  dollar 
to  get  a  dollar's  worth  of  speculation. 
They  get  them  all  in  there,  and  then  the 
stock  market  breaks  and  ruins  them. 


A  lot  of  people  might  expect  something 
like  that  to  happen. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  under- 
stood the  gentleman  to  say  that  under 
this  legislation,  those  who  borrowed 
money  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  some- 
one.   Who  is  that  someone? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No.  I  am  afraid  the 
gentleman  misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Did  not 
the  gentleman  say  they  would  be  at  the 
mercy  of  someone? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  did  use  the  word 
"mercy" — yes.  I  said  they  would  be  at 
the  mercy  of  those  who  would  charge 
9.7  percent  interest. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Who 
does  that? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  is  bordering  on 
usury  in  anybody's  book  when  they 
charge  9.7  percent  interest  for  a  riskless 
loan.  Now  when  you  make  loans  to 
Tom.  Dick,  or  Harry  with  no  security, 
then  9.7  percent  interest  possibly  could 
be  justified  on  a  loan  of  $300  or  less. 
But  whenever  you  make  a  $2,500  loan 
as  authorized  under  this  bill  which  is 
guaranteed  by  the  Government,  and 
which  furthermore  is  a  riskless  loan,  and 
you  charge  9.7  percent  interest,  that  is 
a  pretty  high  rate  of  interest.  I  believe 
the  gentleman  will  agree  with  me  that 
it  is. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes,  I 
agree  that  that  is  too  high.  Has  the 
gentleman  offered  an  amendment  to  re- 
duce it? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No ;  there  is  no  feeling 
that  it  would  accomplish  anything  be- 
cause they  contend — No.  I,  that  the 
loans  will  not  be  made.  I  do  not  agree 
and  will  vote  to  reduce  the  interest. 
Over  the  years  they  have  been  given  9.7 
percent  interest,  and  14  million  home- 
owners have  already  paid  it.  I  do  not 
think  there  would  be  any  probability  of 
an  amendment  like  that  succeeding. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  is  a  man  of  courage  and  de- 
termination, and  I  thought  he  might  at 
least  try. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  can  offer  an  amendment,  if  he 
wishes.  It  is  open  to  amendment  you 
know,  under  the  open  rule,  and  the  bill 
will  be  subject  to  amendment,  of  course. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  If  I 
understand  the  gentleman,  you  say  it  is 
inflationary,  and  you  say  it  puts  some- 
one at  the  mercy  of  someone. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    No.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  says  it  is  just  a  httle  bit  in- 
flationary. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    It  is  antideflationary. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yet  you 
are  going  to  vote  for  it? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Sure  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  it,  because  I  think  we  need  a 
little  of  it  as  antideflation.  The  Federal 
Reserve  Board  thought  so  too.  But  I 
think  the  best  thing  to  do  is  not  to  in- 
crease the  interest  rates,  but  to  lower 
interest  rates.  The  whole  trend  has 
been  to  increase  interest  rates — it  has 
been  the  hard-money  policy  and  a  policy 
favoring  high  interest  rates.  That  is  the 
reason  utilities  all  over  the  country,  or 
at  least  one  of  the  reasons  that  utilities 
all  over  the  coimtry  are  going  to  city 
councils  and  to  the  State  to  susk  for  an 
increase  in  rates — because  their  costs  are 


going  up.  Part  of  that  cost  Is  the  in- 
crease in  interest  rates.  It  upsets  our 
entire  economy  when  you  increase  the 
interest  rates.  I  do  not  think  there 
should  be  an  increase.  I  know  there  are 
reports  out  that  the  new  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  going  to  offer  some  Gov- 
ernment bonds  at  3  F>ercent,  they  are  to 
be  long-term  Government  bonds.  Some 
of  them  we  are  told  will  probably  pro- 
vide for  3  V4  percent  interest.  Well,  that 
means  an  increase  in  the  interest  rates 
all  across  the  board  for  governments — 
State,  coimty,  city,  political  subdivisions. 
Wall  Street,  all  the  banks,  finance  com- 
panies, investment  companies,  individ- 
uals, corporations  everywhere — it  means 
an  increase  in  interest  rates  everywhere 
and  it  affects  everybody.  That  is  the 
reason  behind  prices  going  down.  Two 
and  one-half  percent  bonds  have  been 
stable  over  the  years,  selling  at  100  per- 
cent, or  even  above.  Under  this  high 
interest  rate  policy  2*/^  percent  20-year 
bonds  took  a  nose  dive.  They  went 
down  to  99,  98.  97.  96.  95.  down  to  94, 
some  of  them  now,  5  or  6  points  below 
par.  Why?  They  are  getting  ready 
for  this  high  Interest  rate.  Do  you  know 
how  low  they  will  have  to  go  to  be  com- 
parable to  3  percent?  They  will  have  to 
go  down  to  92.  So  that  is  where  they 
are  headed  for.  If  they  go  down  to  com- 
pare with  31/4  percent,  they  will  have  to 
go  down  to  88.  That  is  where  they  are 
headed  for.  It  looks  to  me  like  this  Con- 
gress ought  to  give  that  a  little  consider- 
ation.   I  believe  we  should. 

This  bill  is  justified  for  the  repairs  and 
improvements  on  homes.  They  prob- 
ably would  not  get  the  money  any  other 
way.  We  need  it.  not  only  to  help  the 
housing  situation  all  over  the  Nation, 
but,  as  Judge  Smith  says,  it  has  a  flavor 
of  slum  clearance  in  it  also.  So  those 
who  vote  for  this  bill,  and  I  &m  going  to 
vote  for  it,  will  be  charged  with  voting 
for  a  socialistic  bill,  for  a  cooperative  bill, 
and  for  a  slum -clearance  bilL  That  is 
all  right.  It  is  justified.  I  believe  we 
need  it  in  this  country,  and  for  that  rea- 
son I  am  going  to  vote  for  it  notwith- 
standing those  charges. 

Bond  prices  should  be  protected  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  through  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks,  just  as  they  used 
to  be  protected  by  the  Federal  Reserve. 
They  were  pegged.  About  2  years  ago 
they  took  the  peg  out  because  they  were 
getting  ready  for  higher  interest  rates. 
I  think  they  ought  to  go  back  and  peg 
these  bonds  again.  The  statement  they 
make  in  opposition  to  it — and  the  state- 
ment is  well  founded,  but  it  can  be  cor- 
rected— it  is  claimed  that  if  we  peg  these 
bonds  at  100  p>ercent  the  banks  which 
have  $70  billion  worth  of  Government 
bonds — you  know  the  banks  get  over  a 
billion  dollars  a  year  interest  on  Gov- 
ernment bonds — and  the  banks  have 
over  $70  billion  of  Government  bonds. 
If  we  peg  the  price  at  100  cents  on  the 
dollar,  then  the  banks  would  turn  in 
the  bonds  and  get  the  dollars  and  ex- 
pand it  6  or  7  times.  In  other  words, 
for  every  $100  they  have  they  can 
make  loans  amounting  to  $600  or  $700, 
and  that  would  cause  ruinous  inflation. 
They  are  exactly  right  about  that,  but 
we  can  peg  these  bonds  and  prevent  such 
as  that  happening.    We  can  make  sure 
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that  they  cannot  expand  on  them  6  or 
7  times.  We  can  peg  these  GrOTernment 
bond  prices.  Then  we  will  have  a  more 
stable  economy  and  lower  interest  rates. 
By  lending  $6  to  every  one  the  commer- 
cial banks  can  legally  collect  six  times 
the  9.7  percent  interest  charged  on  these 
loans. 

The  Federal  Reserve  Board  h&s  been 
aiming  for  years  atliigher  interest  rates. 
So  in  voting  for  this  bill,  9.7-percent 
interest  for  the  banks  to  make  these 
loans,  I  am  not  doing  it  as  an  endorse- 
ment of  higher  interest  rates  at  all,  be- 
cause as  much  as  we  like  the  banks,  and 
as  good  service  as  they  have  always 
rendered  in  time  of  peace  and  war,  they 
do  not  need  much  additional  earnings 
now.  The  statement  of  the  bank  re- 
serves appears  like  this:  The  combined 
income  statement  of  17  large  New  York 
banks  showed  interest  on  loans  had 
increased  22.4  percent  over  the  previous 
year.  Interest  and  dividends  on  securi- 
ties by  7.2  percent  Then  after  income 
taxes,  by  16  percent  above  the  excellent 
1951  results.  So  the  earnings  are  not 
necessarily  needed  for  the  banks  because 
they  are  doing  pretty  welL  But  if  they 
must  have  a  9.7  percent  guarantee  to 
make  these  loans,  and  people  need  them, 
as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  14,000,000 
small-home  owners  have  used  it  since 
1934. 1  think  we  should  pass  the  authori- 
zation bill  and  make  these  loans  avail- 
able. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Just  one  word  in  closing:  My  distin- 
guished friend  from  Texas.  I  know,  is  a 
very  able  student  of  currency  and  hous- 
ing, and  a  longtime  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency.  I  had 
understood  that  that  committee  had 
unanimously  reported  this  bill,  but  since 
my  distingiiished  friend  has  damned  it 
with  such  faint  praise  I  am  not  sure 
whether  he  is  for  it  or  not.  But  my 
faith  in  the  legislation  is  not  shaken  by 
his  remarks. 

I  think  the  House  should  be  reminded 
that  in  all  this  period  of  18  years  this 
title  I  has  given  to  thousands  and  thou- 
sands of  small -home  owners  who  would 
never  have  been  able  to  modernize  their 
homes  the  opportunity  to  put  in  modern 
conveniences.  The  big  point  is  that 
when  we  s(>eak  of  socialism  nobody  here 
seems  to  know  just  what  socialism  is; 
we  all  make  a  guess  at  it  once  in  a 
while,  but  the  big  point  is  that  this  has 
not  been  a  burden  on  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury; the  Government  has  not  paid  any 
money  out  on  those  projects;  and  the 
guarantee  fimd  that  has  been  put  up 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill  is  to  be  re- 
turned to  the  Federal  Treasury.  If  that 
Is  socialism  I  would  like  to  see  a  little 
more  of  it  in  this  Government  and  stop 
burdening  the  taxpayers  with  subsidies 
to  all  classes  and  kinds  of  people. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  my  friend  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.     Applying  that  test  to 

;,  the  gentleman  certainly  will  be 

"  continuing  the  RFC.  because 


it  has  not  only  not  cost  the  Government 
anything  but  it  has  made  money  for  the 
Government. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  sorry; 
I  am  afraid  my  friend  has  fallen  into 
the  error  that  so  many  fall  into  in  these 
times  when  we  ought  to  balance  the 
budget,  namely,  the  RFC  is  using  Gov- 
ernment money  to  do  what  it  does,  but 
this  program  uses  the  money  of  private 
Industry. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  But  the  money  is 
guaranteed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  The  evi- 
dence discloses  that  on  the  total  program 
since  1939  the  Government  has  not  lost 
a  dime  by  this  type  of  loan. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.      Exactly. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want 
first  of  all  to  say  that  I  am  in  favor  of 
this  legislation  and  I  hope  it  may  short- 
ly be  enacted. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  spoke  yes- 
terday and  he  has  spoken  again  today. 
He  had  a  special  order  for  yesterday  and 
he  had  one  for  today.  He  has  availed 
himself  of  time  under  the  rule  and  cer- 
tainly with  that  I  can  find  no  criticism. 
What  he  has  said,  however,  I  think  de- 
serves further  comment.  Let  me  put  it 
this  way:  I  have  been  advised  that  when- 
ever you  claim  to  be  an  expert  about 
money  you  had  better  watch  out. 
•  Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  does 
not  imply  that  I  am  claiming  to  be  an 
expert,  does  he? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  have  sat  at  the 
gentleman's  feet  and  have  heard  him 
talk  time  after  time  about  money  for 
something  over  18  years.  If  that  does  not 
make  him  an  expert  on  money  then  I 
never  saw  one. 

The  gentleman  knows  of  my  regard 
for  him  and  for  his  learning,  his  un- 
derstanding and  his  great  capacity.  I 
never  have  claimed  to  know  very  much 
about  money,  but  I  have  always  claimed 
that  what  I  know  about  is  true,  or  at 
least  partly  so;  and  that  is  one  thing  I 
think  we  have  to  watch.  If  the  Mem- 
bers on  the  gentleman's  side  of  the  aisle 
want  to  take  the  gentleman's  statement 
that  Is  all  right  with  me.  but  I  am  going 
to  interpret  it  for  myself,  and  I  just  want 
to  Inquire  as  to  whether  or  not  that  is 
what  he  really  believes. 

Now.  let  me  go  back  into  a  little  his- 
tory. I  came  here,  as  I  indicated,  about 
18  years  ago.  As  a  member  of  the  Amer- 
ican Legion  and  an  active  member  I  had 
had  some  part  in  the  controversy  about 
the  payment  of  the  bonus  following 
World  War  I.  At  that  time  the  cham- 
pion of  the  scheme  to  pay  that  bonus 
with  rubber  money.  $3,000,000,000  worth, 
was  the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr. 
PATMAN  ]  and  through  all  his  time  here 
in  the  Congress  it  has  always  seemed  to 
me  that  he  was  the  advocate,  the  stal- 
wart champion,  of  the  cheap  dollar. 
Yes,  of  an  ever  increasingly  cheaper  dol- 
lar.   He  has  been  an  advocate  of  high 


prices.  Of  course,  he  will  on  occasion 
argue  that  cattle  ought  to  bring  $40  but 
it  is  terrible  for  beefsteak  to  be  a  dollar 
a  pound.  There  is  something  a  bit  in- 
consistent in  that  sort  of  an  arrange- 
ment because  it  will  not  quite  stand  up. 
So  on  occasion  I  think  he  is  blowing  a 
little  hot  and  cold  in  being  for  high 
prices  and  low  prices  and  at  the  moment 
he  just  really  does  not  know  whether  he 
is  fighting  inflation  or  deflation. 

As  I  have  listened  to  him,  it  has  been 
somewhat  difficult  for  me  to  determine 
for  myself  just  where  he  stands,  but  I 
know  out  of  these  years  and  years  of 
work  here  with  him,  years  that  I  have 
constantly  enjoyed  because  of  my  asso- 
ciation with  him,  he  has  driven  for  a 
cheaper  and  cheaper  dollar.  And  In 
many  ways,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  tragedy  of 
it  is  that  his  views  have  prevailed 
through  these  years  of  Democratic  rule. 

Let  me  ask.  Do  you  want  to  go  back  to 
that  sort  of  a  policy?  What  has  been 
the  result?  The  dollars  that  I  paid  on  . 
life  Insurance  starting  years  ago  are 
worth  about  40  cents  on  the  dollar  com- 
pared to  what  I  put  in.  The  Govenunent 
bonds  that  I  bought,  beginning  with  the 
Victory  bonds  12  years  ago,  have  become 
progressively  worth  less  in  the  quantity 
of  things  they  will  buy.  Why.  he  talla 
of  some  slight  drop  in  the  quoted  price 
of  bonds.  I  asked  him  yesterday.  "Is  it 
not  much  more  important  that  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  dollar  be  main- 
tained, that  the  value  of  our  dollar  be 
stabilized,  and  that  our  economy  be  sta- 
bilized?" It  has  not  been  illegal,  per- 
haps some  would  say  it  has  not  been  im- 
moral, but  it  certainly  has  been  unmoral 
to  drive  for  a  constant  depreciation  of 
the  value  of  the  dollar  invested  by  people 
in  life  Insurance.  In  social  security,  in 
bonds,  and  everything  else  thai  is  repre- 
sented by  a  dollar  value.  Yet  that  has 
been  the  history  of  the  past  20  years. 
and  let  no  one  deny  it.  The  fact  it  has 
been  the  history  for  20  years  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  new  Republican  admin- 
istration came  into  power  last  November. 
Make  no  mistakes  about  that. 

Now.  the  gentleman  from  Texas  is  ex- 
cited and  concerned  because  this  new  ad- 
ministration Is  calling  a  halt  to  the  con- 
stant cheapening  of  the  dollar,  the 
wrecking  of  the  savings,  and  the  dis- 
couraging of  the  thrift  of  the  people  of 
this  <  ountr>'.  That  is  the  situation.  But 
are  his  views  going  to  prevail? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiil  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  very  bill  that  Is 
proposed  here  will  cheapen  the  dollar. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Well,  the  gentleman 
says  it  is  inflationary,  which  I  seriously 
doubt.  But  at  any  rate  I  said  I  am  sup- 
porting the  bill,  and  I  shall  support  the 
bill. 

Let  me  point  out  one  thing  to  the  gen- 
tleman again,  and  he  can  search  his  own 
mind  on  this.  He  probably  can  read  it 
better  than  I  can.  but  having  worked 
closely  with  him  for  some  18  years  I 
think  I  can  read  it  to  some  extent.  I  can 
see  that  he  wants  to  continue  this  drive 
for  an  ever -cheapening  dollar.  I  just 
hope  this  time  he  does  not  have  his  way. 
None  of  us  wants  deflation,  certainly  I 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


1425 


do  not  wsmt  deflation,  but  I  will  tell  you 
what  I  do  want  in  this  country.  I  want 
a  stabilization  of  our  economy  and  a 
stabilization  of  the  value  of  the  dollar. 
May  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  does? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  am  glad  the  gentle- 
man asked  that  question  because  I  be- 
heve  I  will  go  further  than  he  will  go 
in  supporting  his  own  President.  I  am 
not  only  for  a  balanced  budget  but  I  am 
against  reducing  taxes  until  it  is  bal- 
anced. Then  I  am  in  favor  of  passing 
some  on  the  national  debt  before  we 
reduce  taxes.  Will  the  gentleman  go 
that  far? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  shall  make  my  position 
clear.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  have  al- 
ready made  it  clear.  I  am  for  balancing 
the  budget  as  a  primary  obligation.  That 
must  be  our  first  responsibihty,  although 

1  can  see  no  reason  for  being  defeatist 
about  future  tax  reduction.  Let  me  say 
also  that  if  the  gentleman  will  follow  me 
down  the  middle  aisle  on  the  teller  votes 
when  the  appropriation  bills  are  up,  we 
will  cut  the  cost  of  government  and  we 
will  get  the  budget  balanced. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  asked  the  gentleman 
whether  he  would  also  stand  for  a  sub- 
stantial payment  on  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  wiU  answer  that 
one,  too.  But,  I  want  to  say  first  of  all 
before  you  can  do  anything  with  the 
public  debt,  you  must  have  courage 
enough  to  walk  down  that  aisle  and  do 
something  about  the  cost  of  government. 
However,  when  the  time  comes,  you  and 
too  many  others  will  be  conspicuous  by 
your  absence. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  did  not 
answer  my  question. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  refuse  to  yield  fur- 
ther. Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  very  kind 
to  the  gentleman  and  generous,  and  al- 
ways shall  be.  Now  you  spoke  to  me 
about  paying  something  on  the  national 
debt.  The  gentleman's  memory  is  con- 
veniently short.    There  have  been  only 

2  year  in  the  past  20  years  of  this  Repub- 
lic when  anything  has  been  paid  on  the 
national  debt,  when  the  line  of  the  graph 
went  down  so  that  Federal  Government 
income  was  above  outgo,  and  those  were 
the  2  years  of  the  80th  Republican  Con- 
gress when  we  cut  the  cost  of  govern- 
ment. We  did  it  over  objections  of  most 
of  the  people  on  the  Democratic  side.  I 
will  qualify  that  by  saying  that  we  had 
the  support  of  enough  good  Democrats 
over  there  who  put  the  interest  of  their 
country  above  the  interest  of  their  party. 
Of  course,  we  could  not  have  done  it 
without  them.  It  has  been  that  way 
throughout  the  past  4  years.  But.  I  must 
say  that  those  were  the  only  2  years  when 
there  has  been  anything  paid  on  the  na- 
tional debt.  And.  the  Federal  debt  has 
been  reduced.  You  did  not  do  It;  you 
did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mx. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  Just 
wanted  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana whether  he  can  ever  recall  a  vote 
in  the  last  18  years  when  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  either  voted  to  balance  the 
budget  or  reduce  taxes,  either  one. 


Mr.  HATJiKCK.  Oh,  I  do  not  recall 
all  those  votes.  He  must  have  supported 
us  a  time  or  two;  he  would  almost  do 
that  accidentally  with  so  many  votes 
around  here.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
very  seldom  makes  a  mistake  but  he 
might  have  made  one  or  two.  you  cannot 
teU. 

Now,  a  lot  of  people  have  Important 
things  to  do.  I  suppose,  but  I  will  tell  you 
something.  We  might  just  as  well  find 
out  about  some'  of  these  things  people 
are  talking  about,  and  I  want  to  say  to 
you  that  the  people  who  have  been  writ- 
ing to  me  and  communicating  with  me, 
who  bought  the  bonds,  paid  on  insurance, 
paid  into  social  security,  do  not  want  to 
follow  a  false  leadership  again  that  is 
going  to  take  them  further  down  the 
drain.  Now,  that  does  not  mean  that 
we  want  any  deflation.  We  shall  attempt 
In  every  reasonable  way  to  avoid  defla- 
tion, and  already  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration has  moved  in  that  direction. 
Why,  you  have  been  parroting  about 
farm  prices.  They  are  coming  back.  I 
read  in  my  home  paper  that  corn  is  back 
to  $1.48  a  bushel,  and  the  price,  if  you 
seal  it,  is  $1.62.  The  cattle  price  situa- 
tion is  stabilizing.  We  have  tremendous 
problems  facing  our  country;  we  have 
been  maladjusted  too  long.  It  is  going 
to  take  a  terrific  amount  of  work  and 
a  lot  of  common  sense,  and  I  Just  hope 
we  do  not  continue  to  have  the  prophets 
of  continuing  inflation  and  cheaper  dol- 
lars making  their  views  prevail  on  the 
American  people. 

Mr.  LATHAM    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  160) 
to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  160, 
with  Mr.  Cahttkld  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  joint  resolution  was  dispensed 
with. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  that  during  the 
discussion  of  this  joint  resolution  on  the 
rule  most  of  the  high  points  were 
brought  out,  so  that  the  purposes  of  the 
resolution  are  pretty  well  known. 

As  has  been  pointed  out.  this  resolu- 
tion Increases  the  insurance  authority  of 
the  Federal  Housing  Administration  In 
respect  to  insurance  under  section  2  of 
tiUe  I  from  $1,250,000,000  to  $1,750,- 
000.000. 

Section  2  of  title  I  has  to  do  mainly 
with  insurance  of  loans  for  alterations, 
additions,  painting,  heating  installa- 
tions, modernization  of  existing  struc- 
tures, and  so  forth.  There  Is  a  provision 
in  section  2,  however,  that  there  can  be 


new  construction  in  some  cases,  but  the 
insurtmce  on  new  construction  is  limited 
to  $3,000.  The  insurance  on  repairs,  al- 
terations, modernization,  and  so  forth,  is 
limited  to  $2,500. 

These  loans  are  made  upon  ai^lica* 
tlon  by  a  home  owner,  usually  through 
a  contractor  or  material  supplier  to  a 
local  bank  or  other  lending  institution. 
The  local  bank  or  other  lending  institu- 
tion makes  the  loan  at  a  discount  of  5 
percent  usually  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
care  of  the  charges  feu:  carrying  the 
paper  on  an  Installment  basis  and  also 
paying  the  insurance  premiiun. 

Application  Is  then  made  to  the  Fed- 
eral Housing  Administration  for  insur- 
ance and  it  is  usually  granted.  The  In- 
surance provides  a  10-percent  coverage 
on  the  portfolio  of  this  type  of  loan  in 
the  bank,  so  that  we  should  not  say  that 
10  percent  of  any  individual  loan  is  in- 
sured, but  rather  that  10  percent  of  the 
aggregate  of  the  loans  held  in  the  financ- 
ing institution  is  insured.  Therefore.  If 
a  bank  has  outstanding  $100,000  of  this 
type  of  loan,  they  are  fully  insiu-ed 
against  loss  in  their  entire  portfolio  of 
loans  of  $100,000  up  to  $10,000.  I  think 
to  be  realistic  about  it  that  means  that 
because  the  losses  have  been  so  low,  al- 
most infinitesimal,  we  might  perhaps  for 
all  practical  purposes  say  that  each  loan 
is  guaranteed  up  to  100  percent.  It 
surely  is  until  more  than  10  percent  of 
the  portfolio  Is  lost  by  the  bank. 

This  program  was  set  up  in  1934.  It 
was  set  up  primarily  as  a  means  of  giv- 
ing employment  to  the  craftsmen.  It 
was  successful.  Between  1934  and  1939, 
the  TreasiUT  supplied  the  funds  for  the 
operation  of  the  program.  In  1939,  the 
FHA  started  charging  a  pr^nium  of 
three-quarters  of  1  percent  on  this  paper. 
Since  1939  they  have  built  up  an  earned 
surplus  of  $180  million.  That,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  $8  million  of  Government 
capital  on  deposit  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment made  a  total  of  capital  and 
earned  reserves  of  about  $26  million.  It 
has  been  found  that  that  is  much  more 
than  enough  to  meet  any  probable  losses 
on  this  program.  So  we  have  provided  in 
continuing  the  extension  of  this  pro- 
gram, which  I  will  cover  later,  that  the 
capital  be  repaid  to  the  Treasury.  I 
think  we  should  have  in  mind  that 
throughout  the  years  from  1934  to  date, 
that  is  through  1952,  there  have  been 
about  14  milUon  of  these  loans  made. 
They  currently  average  about  $567  and 
the  aggregate  of  such  loans  made  is  over 
$6  billions. 

I  am  very  glad  that  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  and  others  who  have  com. 
mented  upon  the  success  of  this  pro- 
gram have  foimd,  and  I  think  we  all 
should  conclude,  that  it  has  been  one 
of  the  most  successf\il  programs  for  the 
stabilization  of  our  economy  and  for  in- 
crea^ng  the  standard  of  living  in  Amer- 
ica which  was  ever  thought  of  or  en- 
acted by  this  Congress.  The  adminis- 
tration of  it  has  been  without  reproach. 
We  paid  a  high  compliment  to  the  ad- 
ministrators of  this  program  because 
they  have  done  a  splendid  job.  The  pro- 
gram should  be  continued. 

The  gross  losses  on  this  paper  have 
been  2.16  percent,  but  because  of  re- 
coveries from  the  gross  losses,  the  net 
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loss  has  only  been  1.07  percent — ^It  has 
been  very,  very  small.  In  consequence  of 
that,  there  has  been  built  up  this  earned 
reserve  of  $18  million  after  pasrment  of 
losses  and  after  payment  of  costs  of  ad- 
ministration. It  has  not  cost  the  Oov- 
ernment  a  cent  for  this  program.  After 
the  payment  of  all  losses,  and  after  the 
payment  of  all  operating  costs  including 
administration,  they  have  an  earned  re- 
serve of  $18  million. 

This  program  h£is  been  used  to  assist 
slum  clearance  through  the  moderniza- 
tion and  repair  of  properties  which 
otherwise  would  be  classified  as  slums. 
It  has  provided  for  safe  and  sanitary 
housing  in  many  instances  where  the 
money  would  not  otherwise  be  available. 
We  reached  the  insurance  limit  in  Sep- 
tember 1952.  and  since  then  a  large  back- 
log of  applications  have  accumulated. 
There  are  about  260,000  applications 
that  were  not  able  to  be  serviced.  They 
have  a  face  value  of  $175  million.  It  is 
expected  that  this  additional  $500  mil- 
lion will  be  suflBcient  for  all  purposes  be- 
cause as  the  gentleman  suggested,  the 
authorization  should  revolve,  and  also 
instead  of  using  the  gross  face  amount 
on  these  loans  we  use  the  sum  after  dis- 
count— that  is,  net  proceeds — in  com- 
puting the  aggregate  for  insurance  pur- 
poses, so  that  gives  quite  a  margin. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Would  the  gentleman 
make  clear  to  the  House  the  manner 
in  which  these  loans  are  negotiated,  and 
the  limitations,  briefly,  that  are  required 
of  the  agency,  and  the  various  other 
steps  that  are  necessary. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  They  can  be  made 
up  to  a  limit  of  $2,500.  except  on  new 
construction,  where  the  limit  is  $3,000. 
The  average  has  been  $567.  When  the 
lending  agency  makes  application  for 
insurance,  they  service  the  loan,  and 
the  loans  may  be  secured.  Of  course, 
the  lending  agency  could  take  a  mort- 
gage on  this  property,  first  or  second. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  5  additional  minutes. 

In  addition  to  that,  they  may  take 
what  is  known  as  a  lien  note.  In  some 
States  they  have  a  note,  with  which  I 
am  not  familiar,  by  which  the  buyer 
confesses  judgment  in  the  note,  and  they 
can  proceed  against  any  of  his  assets. 

In  many  cases  they  are  character 
loans.  They  may  have  an  endorser. 
They  may  have  comakers.  I  think  I 
know  what  the  gentleman  is  getting  at. 
If  there  are  abuses  of  this  program  on 
the  part  of  any  contractor  or  material 
man,  and  if  the  work  is  not  up  to  stand- 
ard and  there  are  sufficient  claims  to 
justify  it,  then  that  contractor,  that  ma- 
terial man  is  declared  to  be  ineligible 
from  that  time  on  for  obtaining  such  in- 
siirance  in  any  financial  institution. 

Mr.  LYLE.  One  of  the  appealing 
things  about  this  system  is  that  it  is  left 
almost  entirely  with  the  local  lending 
institutions. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  LYLE.  It  is  not  required  to  get 
authority  In  Washington  or  any  other 
partleular  place.    If  the  bank  or  lend- 


ing institution  feels  the  loan  is  Justified, 
then  it  almost  automatically  becomes 
a  part  of  a  loan  of  this  type. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  I  believe 
the  evidence  disclosed  that  the  typical 
loan  was  for  3  years  or  less,  and  the  aver- 
age amount  to  homeowper  about  $560. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Five  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  dollars.    Yes,  sir. 

Now,  on  this  question  of  recoupment 
of  capital  to  the  Treasury:  As  I  said,  in 
the  past  the  Government  advanced  the 
funds  for  this  j)rogram.  Of  the  amounts 
advanced,  less  recoveries,  there  remains 
$8.3  million  of  Government  funds  in  this 
program.  So.  because  they  felt  it  could 
be  safely  done,  and  because  this  money 
was  just  lying  around  idle,  money  that 
was  static  and  could  not  be  used  for  any 
other  purpose  than  that,  we  have  pro- 
vided in  the  committee  amendment  that 
this  Government  investment  of  $8,333,- 
313.65  shall  be  recouped  by  the  Treasury, 
and  will  be  available  in  the  Tre.  sury  for 
any  other  expenses.  I  might  say  that 
the  possibility  of  these  recoupments  was 
brought  to  our  attention  by  the  General 
Accounting  OfSce  some  time  ago.  They 
had  made  some  studies.  We  are  cooper- 
ating with  them  and  our  staff  is  cooper- 
atinu  with  them.  May  I  suggest  to  the 
other  committees  of  Congress  that  they 
likewise  cooperate  to  determine  how 
much  of  this  idle  capital  and  other  in- 
vestment is  available  for  Treasury  re- 
coupment. Our  studies  indicate  that 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  alone  there  are 
capital  and  assets  in  programs  which  can 
be  cashed  in,  which  can  be  liquidated 
and  paid  back  to  the  Treasury,  some  of 
it  a  budgetary  matter,  some  is  not  a 
budgetary  matter,  to  the  sum  total  of 
almost  a  billion  dollars.  When  we  talk 
about  balancing  the  budget  I  think  we 
should  have  in  mind  that  there  are  at 
least  a  billion  dollars  which  may  be  re- 
leased into  the  Treasury  and  paid  back 
into  the  Treasury  through  the  liquida- 
tion of  assets,  good  assets,  to  make  avail- 
able a  billion  dollars  which  means  that 
much  less  for  the  people  to  pay  in  taxes. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to 
compliment  the  gentleman  for  calling 
this  bill  up  at  the  present  time.  I  know 
he.  like  I,  has  received  certain  support 
from  the  country  generally  for  this  type 
of  legislation  at  the  present  time;  I 
have  received  a  number  of  letters  on  it. 
This  is  an  agency  that  we  created  way 
back  in  the  depression  days.  It  has 
worked  well — the  gentlemen  indicates 
that  by  his  able  speech— and  it  is  com- 
ing out  of  the  whole  apparently  with 
assets  worth  recovering  to  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States;  so  I  am  personally 
very  happy  that  it  has  been  brought  in 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. This  bill  is  one  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  stabilizing  our  economy  and  an 
effort  to  maintain  income  on  a  high  level 
so  we  can  maintain  the  present  standard 
of  living  and  per.^iaps  enable  us  to  in- 
crease it  a  bit. 


Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 

myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  it  is  unnecessary 
to  say  anything  upon  this  House  Joint 
resolution  because  I  feel  confident  It  will 
pass  with  an  almost  unanimous  vote  of 
the  House.  There  have  been  some  things 
injected  into  the  debate,  however,  which 
might  divert  your  attention  from  the 
real  issues,  things  that  I  think  are  im- 
material and  irrelevant. 

The  record  of  the  Republican  Party 
up  to  this  point  which  excites  so  much 
enthusiasm  on  the  part  of  our  good 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  Cham- 
ber. I  think  is  a  little  premature.  Let 
not  him  that  girdeth  on  his  harness 
boast  himself  as  he  that  putteth  It  off. 
The  record  has  not  been  long  enough 
for  the  people  to  appraise  it. 

This  House  joint  resolution  Is  a  New 
Deal  measure;  it  was  passed  in  1934;  it 
was  passed  at  a  time  when  we  were  in 
the  throes  of  a  depression.  It  subserved 
a  good  purpose  then;  it  still  subserves  a 
good  purpose.  The  record  is  made  and 
it  has  been  splendid;  it  has  saved  mil- 
lions of  homes  and  cost  the  Government 
nothing.  In  fact,  it  has  made  a  profit 
of  over  $18  million.  The  insurance  we 
have  granted  has  not  only  been  an  in- 
surance to  banks  and  other  lending  in- 
stitutions, but  it  has  also  been  an  insur- 
ance of  our  fundamental  governmental 
and  political  institutions.  There  are  6 
million  homes,  according  to  the  last  cen- 
sus, that  need  major  repairs  and  remod- 
eling, homes  that  probably  would  be  un- 
fit for  human  habitation  in  a  few  years 
unless  they  are  taken  care  of,  homes 
where  there  can  be  great  salvage  by 
these  repairs  being  made. 

In  my  opinion,  we  can  make  no  better 
fight  against  .subversive  activities  than 
to  see  that  the  American  people  have 
homes.  The  home  is  the  very  pillar  of 
our  Republic.  In  the  home  is  not  bred 
subversive  activities  or  hatred  of  the 
Government,  but  men  without  homes 
are  so  disheartened  sometimes  that  they 
turn  against  everything  they  should  hold 
dear,  even  their  Government.  So  I  say, 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  those  who  are  least  able  to  ac- 
quire homes,  should  be  given  the  oppor- 
tunity which  is  presented  by  this  act. 
The  insurance,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  I  Mr,  WolcottI  has  told  you,  is 
a  5-percent  discount,  which  amounts  to 
about  9.7  percent  per  annum  straight 
interest. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Are  there  any  other 
charges  that  the  borrower  has  to  pay? 

Mr.  SPENCE.    No.    The  insured  lend- 
ing organization  pays  three-quarters  of 
1  percent  per  annum  insurance  premium. 
Mr.  LANHAM.    Is  the  bank  permitted 
to  charge  that  against  the  borrower? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  No;  the  bank  is  not 
permitted  to  charge  that  against  the  bor- 
rower. The  limit  the  bank  is  authorized 
to  charge  against  a  borrower  is  the  5 
percent  discount.  If  the  borrower  wants 
to  obtain  $100.  and  the  limit  is  3  years, 
and  he  wants  to  borrow  the  $100  for  3 
years,  he  makes  out  a  note  for  $115, 
which  pays  his  interest  and  he  pays  that 
note  according  to  the  terms  of  the  con- 
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tract.  His  interest  wiJ  be  $15  and  the 
note  will  be  for  $115.  The  Insurance  is 
paid  by  the  lender,  and  there  is  no  other 
charge  made  against  the  borrower. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  No  commissions  are 
allowed? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Only  what  is  provided 
In  the  bill  and  that  is  all  the  borrower 
is  required  to  pay ;  that  is.  the  5  percent. 
The  loans  provided  by  this  House  Joint 
resolution  are  almost  always  unsecured. 
They  are  character  loans.  A  new  roof 
or  a  new  bathroom  cannot  be  attached 
or  replevied. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  Ume  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 
Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
myself  3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  will  give  millions 
of  people  an  opportunity  to  retain  their 
homes  who  otherwise  ^  ould  lose  them. 

Now,  the  6  million  homes  in  America 
that  need  repair  are  going  to  disappear 
as  homes  In  the  near  futiu^  unless  they 
are  repaired  because  nothing  deteriorates 
more  than  a  building  that  Is  not  kept 
in  a  good  state  of  repair.  Yet,  If  the 
home  Is  kept  In  repair  it  lasts  Indefi- 
nitely. I  know  of  houses  in  this  district 
that  are  a  hundred  yean  old.  in  good  re- 
pair, and  are  happy  homes  today  because 
they  have  heen  repaired  during  the  years. 
This  act  wiU  render  a  service  that  can- 
not be  overestimated. 

One  of  the  great  privileges  of  the  peo- 
ple of  a  free  government  Is  the  right  of 
pursuit  of  their  happiness;  and  to  achieve 
the  success  of  this  pursuit  nothihk  is 
more  important  than  the  acquisition  of 
a  home.  This  bill  maxes  the  acquisition 
of  homes  easier,  it  put  more  homes  on 
the  market.  It  will  go  far  to  remedy  the 
shortage  of  homes  now  available.  It  has 
worked  well  through  ttie  years,  and  I  am 
glad  to  see  that  our  friends  on  the  other 
side  recognize  that.  There  Is  no  con- 
trariety of  opinion  in  the  committee  as 
to  whether  this  bill  should  be  passed.  It 
had  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  I  hope  you  will  not  be  diverted 
by  other  questions.  It  is  only  inflation- 
ary insofar  as  any  Increase  In  credit  Is 
Inflationary  and  if  there  is  not  this  in- 
crease in  credit  these  people,  for  whom 
this  bill  Is  passed,  will  probably  never  be 
able  to  repair  their  homes.  I  think 
there  may  be  an  effort  to  reduce  the  in- 
terest rate.  I  am  afraid  If  you  reduce 
the  interest  rate  you  will  prevent  the 
people  from  getting  loans  that  they  de- 
sire, because  the  G«)vemment  of  the 
United  States  has  no  power  to  compel 
the  private  lender  to  lend  money,  and 
that  Is  one  of  the  troubles  we  have  had 
in  veterans'  loans.  Many  of  these  lend- 
ers would  rather  obtain  5-  or  5>^-per- 
cent  uninsured  loans  than  the  4-percent 
insured  loans.  So,  I  think  you  should 
consider  carefully  whether  or  not  you 
should  do  anything  that  win  make  this 
act  less  effective,  less  helpful  to  millions 
of  our  people,  than  It  Ls  now. 

Bi4r.  Chairman,  I  a*  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Deani:]  be  permitted  to 
extend  his  remarks  tit  this  point  In  the 
RxcoaD. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a 
member  of  the  House  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  I  have  long  taken  an 
active  Interest  In  this  FHA  title  I  home 
repair  and  improvement  Insurance  pro- 
gram which  the  House  is  now  consider- 
ing. I  supported  this  joint  resolution  in 
committee  and  I  urge  its  favorable  pas- 
sage by  this  body  today.  The  $500  mil- 
lion increase  in  insurance  authority  is 
needed  not  only  to  continue  the  pro- 
gram but  to  overcome  a  $200  million 
backlog  in  applications  now  pending 
before  the  FHA  for  insurance.  The 
FHA  title  I  program  has  enabled  many, 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  snuJl 
homeowners  In  the  country  not  only  to 
keep  their  homes  In  good  repair  but  In 
many  cases  enlarge  their  facilities  to 
meet  the  growing  needs  of  their  families. 

The  PHA  title  I  program  has  been  In 
operation  for  a  period  of  18  years.  It  is 
a  self-sustaining  program  and  has  not 
cost  the  Government  one  penny.  These 
title  I  loans  are  available  to  homeown- 
ers for  home  repairs,  alterations,  and 
improvements.  Under  this  legislation 
the  Government  insures  the  loans  made 
by  private  lending  institutions  up  to  a 
maximum  of  10  percent  of  any  lender's 
portfolio.  The  loans  are  repaid  on  a 
monthly  amortized  basis.  The  sound- 
ness of  the  program  is  evidenced  by  the 
fact  that  claims  paid,  less  recoveries, 
have  amounted  to  only  1.07  percent  of 
the  aggregate  loans  insured  under  this 
program. 

To  illustrate  the  eflfectiveness  of  the 
program  I  would  like  to  briefly  review 
its  operation  in  the  State  of  North  Car- 
olina. Since  the  inception  of  the  pro- 
gram in  1934,  property  owners  in  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  have  obtained 
124.316  loans  totaling  $50,425,210.  Dur- 
ing 1952,  11.700  loans  totaUng  $6,584,517 
were  made  under  this  program  to  im- 
prove property  in  North  Carolina. 

As  a  further  indication  of  the  useful- 
ness of  the  program  I  would  like  to  pre- 
sent to  you  a  breakdown  showing  the 
nimiber  and  dollar  amounts  of  PHA  title 
I  loans  made  in  the  12  counties  compris- 
ing the  Eighth  Congressional  District  of 
North  Carolina  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent.  TTiese  loans  cover  both 
home  Improvement  loans  and  new  struc- 
tures designed  for  agriculture  purposes. 
The  table  shows  loans  made  during  the 
year  1952  as  well  as  the  cumulative  totals 
since  the  start  of  the  program. 

Title  I  loans  insured  in  Eighth  Congressional 
District  of  North  Carolina 
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83.579 
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55.^,  731 
113.549 
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274,328 

Wilkw 

134,100 

Yadkin    

66,136 

Total   0/   12 
counties.-. 

B67 

322,058 

7,060 

3.024.157 

In  view  of  the  widespread  interest  in 
this  program,  I  have  prepared  a  series 
of  questions  and  answers  relating  there- 
to which  cover  its  salient  features  which 
I  believe  will  be  of  particular  interest 
to  the  membership  of  the  House.  The 
questions  and  answers  are  as  follows : 

Qiiestion.  Where  does  the  borrower  apply? 

Answer.  To  his  local  approved  bank,  build- 
ing and  loan  association,  or  other  financial 
institution. 

Question.  How  large  may  the  loan  be? 

Answer.  A  loan  may  be  for  any  amount 
up  to  $2,500  except  that  loans  to  finance 
the  cost  of  new  structures,  such  as  a  garage 
cw  a  service  building,  may  be  $3,000,  or  if  the 
Job  Is  to  alter  or  repair  a  structure  for  two 
or  more  famUles.  such  as  an  apartment 
house,  the  loan  may  be  as  much  as  $10,000. 

Question.  For  how  long  may  the  loan  be 
made? 

Answer.  Three  years  and  thirty-two  days 
Is  the  maximum  maturity  for  most  loans. 
Longer  terms  up  to  7  years  may  be  obtained 
on  the  $10,000  type  of  loans.  Longer  terms 
are  also  available  to  farmers.  It  is  to  the 
borrower's  advantage  not  to  borrow  for  a 
longer  period  than  is  necessary.  The  shorter 
the  p>erlod,  the  more  economical  the  loan. 

Question.  Is  a  mortgage  or  other  security 
required? 

Answer.  Not  generally.  Title  I  loans  are 
a  personal-loan  type  of  credit.  The  signa- 
ture of  both  husband  and  wife  on  the  note 
is  usually  required,  and  in  some  cases  lend- 
ing institutions  may  insist  upnn  a  comaker 
or  endorser.  On  loans  in  large  amounts  it 
Is  an  accepted  practice  to  have  some  form 
of  security. 

Question.  How  is  the  loan  repaldt 

Answer.  In  equal  monthly  installmenta, 
except  that  farmers  who  receive  their  in- 
come seasonally  from  crops  and  Uvestoclc 
are  permitted  to  repay  their  loans  season- 
ally. 

Question.  How  much  does  the  loan  cost? 

Answer.  The  interest  rate  and  other 
charges  which  a  lender  may  make  on  any 
loan  are  matters  of  arrangement  between 
the  lender  and  the  borrower.  However,  th« 
total  charges.  Including  interest,  may  not 
exceed  the  limit  prescribed  tonder  the  regu- 
lations of  the  Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion of  $5  discount  per  $100  for  13  equal 
monthly  installments. 

Question,  llay  the  loan  be  paid  back  at 
any  time? 

Answer.  Yes.  The  borrower  may  make  a« 
many  advance  payments  as  he  wishes.  A 
reasonable  rebate  wUl  be  allowed  when  the 
loan  is  paid  off  In  full  ahead  of  tizne. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  MuLTiR]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Three- 
fourths  of  1  percent  is  the  premium  rate. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Yes.  That  is  what 
the  lender  pays  as  a  premivun  for  the  in- 
surance by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  So  the  bank 
really  nets  about  8  percent  when  it 
makes  these  loans. 

Mr.  MULTER.  The  gross  is  9.7  less 
three-quarters  of  1  percent;  a  little  over 
8  percent.  In  other  words,  as  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Georgia  just 
pointed  out,  even  in  those  States  where 
the  maximum  interest  rate  is  7  percent, 
and  there  are  States,  of  course,  where  it 
is  only  6  percent,  despite  those  usury 
laws,  under  this  particular  act  the  lend- 
ing Institutions  are  netting  in  excess  of 
8  percent  per  annum  on  this  money 
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which  they  lend  for  this  program.  I 
think  that  is  wrong.  I  agree  heartily 
with  all  that  the  distingtiished  gentle- 
man from  Texas  has  said  on  the  subject. 
I  do  not  think  if  we  limit  the  interest 
rate  on  these  loans  we  are  going  to  tend 
to  cause  more  loans  to  be  made.  If  any- 
thing, the  bankers  may  tighten  up  a  lit- 
tle bit.  as  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  indicated.  Some  of 
them  may  be  unwilling  to  make  loans  if 
you  limit  the  Interest  rate.  But,  I  would 
like  to  test  that,  and  when  the  time 
comes  under  the  5-.ninute  rule  I  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  limit  the  interest 
rate  to  simple  interest  of  6  percent 
per  annum  on  unpaid  balances.  As  long 
ago  as  2  years  ago  I  indicated  that  it  was 
high  time  that  the  lending  institutions, 
the  banks  and  the  insurance  companies 
of  our  country  got  back  on  their  own 
feet  in  these  lending  programs  and 
stopped  relying  on  the  United  States 
Government  for  Government  guaran- 
ties. We  had  some  bankers  come  in  be- 
fore our  committee  only  yesterday  and 
indicate  that  they  were  prepared  to  make 
loans  at  simple  interest  of  5  percent  per 
annum  on  unpaid  balances. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  That  was  on 
the  program  of  soil  conservation  and  fer- 
tilization loans,  was  it  not?  The  hear- 
ings were  being  conducted  on  my  pro- 
posed amendment  to  title  L 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  was  about  to  give  the 
gentleman  full  credit  for  it.  He  is  en- 
titled to  credit  for  having  brought  that 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee  and 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  I  wish  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  thank  the  gentle- 
man and  the  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee for  their  helpful  consideration  of 
the  matter  during  the  hearings  on  my 
proposed  amendment.  I  believe  most  of 
the  bankers  in  the  rural  areas,  and  I 
mean  by  that  in  the  little  communi- 
ties, will  make  the  5-percent  loans  be- 
cause the  demand  will  be  so  great  from 
the  farmers  who  are  the  depositors  in 
the  local  banks  that  the  bankers  will  get 
Increased  deposits  and  will  have  to  make 
the  loans,  if  the  committee  sees  fit  to 
amend  the  act  to  provide  for  loans  for 
soil  conservation  and  fertilization. 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  those  comments  because  they  lend 
force  to  my  argument  that  if  good  bank- 
ing practice  dictates  the  lending  of 
money  at  5  percent  simple  interest  on 
unpaid  balances  for  soil  conservation  and 
land  improvement,  which  in  effect  is 
lending  on  the  moral  stability  of  the 
farmer,  than  which  there  is  nothing 
higher  in  this  country,  in  my  opinion, 
then  surely  good  banking  pohcy  should 
dictate  that  they  lend  at  the  same  rate 
of  interest  when  the  security  behind  the 
loan  Is  not  only  the  character  of  the 
home  owner  and  his  moral  responsibility 
but  the  very  home  he  lives  in,  which  he 
Is  Improving  with  that  money. 

I  say  let  us  test  out  whether  or  not 
these  bankers  will  not  make  these  loans 
without  the  guarantee  of  the  United 
States  Government  behind  their  loans. 
The  program  over  18  years  has  shown 
that  the  guarantee  is  a  100-percent  guar- 


antee against  losses.  No  lending  Insti- 
tution has  last  a  single  dollar  under  this 
program.  The  amount  of  their  loans 
have  been  paid  back  in  full  under  this 
guarantee  program  by  the  United  States 
Government. 

About  20  percent  of  the  loans  of  this 
type  as  called  for  by  Title  I  of  this  law 
were  made  on  an  uninsured  basis  by  the 
private  lending  Institutions,  banks,  and 
insurance  companies  of  the  country.  If 
they  want  to  charge  more  than  the 
simple  Interest  rate  of  6  percent  per  an- 
num on  unpaid  balances  that  I  propose 
in  my  amendment,  then  they  can  forego 
the  guarantee  and  may  charge  any  rate 
that  is  lawful  within  their  State.  Only 
last  week  I  received  mail  from  one  of  the 
largest  insurance  companies  in  this  coun- 
try, indicating  it  is  placing  uninsured 
mortgage  loans  at  4  percent  interest. 

There  is  no  longer  any  excuse  for  guar- 
anteeing private  capital  an  exorbitant 
return  and  at  the  same  time  guarantee- 
ing it  agaln»t  all  losses  and  risks. 

I  would  like  to  take  a  moment  or  two, 
to  refer  to  an  amendment  which  I  un- 
derstand will  be  offered  by  our  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Roosevelt]. 

This  program  has  been  used  in  large 
part  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York 
for  the  purpose  of  creating  additional 
rental  housing.  We  had  hoped  that  no 
problem  of  segregation  would  enter  that 
situation. 

Unfortumttely.  it  has  and  discrimina- 
tion in  housing  has  gotten  progressively 
worse  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York. 

The  amendment  which  the  gentleman 
will  offer  Ls  aimed  at  correcting  that 
situation.    I  urge  you  to  support  it. 

I  am  insei-ting  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  today,  an  article  which  appeared 
In  the  New  York  Times  of  February  11, 
1953,  on  this  very  subject.  I  commend 
it  to  your  attention. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  joint  resolution  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  last  sentence  of 
section  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 
aa  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  "The  aggregate  amount  of  all  loans, 
advances  of  credit,  and  obligations  pur- 
chased, ezclujlve  of  financing  charges,  with 
respect  to  wtilch  Insurance  may  be  hereto- 
before  or  hereafter  granted  under  this  sec- 
tion anrt  outstanding  at  any  one  time  shall 
not  exceed  •1,750,000,000." 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.     Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Roosevitlt: 
Page  1,  line  9  strike  out  the  perlcxl  and  the 
quotation  marks  and  Insert  the  following: 
",  provided,  however.  That  any  lusuriince 
which  may  hereafter  be  granted  under  this 
section  shall  be  limited  to  such  luans,  ad- 
vances of  credit  and  obligations  purchased. 
In  connection  with  which  the  lenders,  bor- 
rower, owners,  obligors  and  obligees  have 
first  undertaken  in  writing  that  lettings. 
rentals,  leases,  uses,  occupancies,  purchases 
and  sales  of  properties.  Including  land  and 
buildings,  shall  be  In  no  way  restricted  or 
limited  to  persons  on  account  of  race,  color, 
creed  or  place  of  origin." 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman 
first,  may  I  point  out  that  thi.s  amend- 
ment is  limited  only  to  tho.se  loans  for 
the  improvement  of  properties  which  are 
insured  under  this  program.    As  the  re- 


port of  the  committee  states,  it  is  esti- 
mated that  about  20  percent  are  not 
insured  under  this  program,  and,  of 
course,  this  amendment  would  in  no  way 
affect  those  uninsured  loans. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  this  amendment 
because  of  the  situation  which  has  been 
developing  for  some  time  in  my  own 
State  of  New  York.  I  regret  to  state  that 
during  the  last  several  years  there  has 
been  an  alarming  increase  In  discrimina- 
tion in  housing  both  In  the  city  of  New 
York  and  in  the  urban  centers  in  upstate 
New  York.  This  has  been  reported  to 
the  New  York  State  Board  on  Discrim- 
ination in  Housing.  Until  recently  there 
was  relatively  no  discrimination  In  most 
of  our  great  cities  in  upstate  New  York. 
Of  course,  that  has  not  been  true  In  New 
York  City  proper,  where  we  have,  un- 
fortunately, a  ghetto  situation  In  some 
parts  of  our  city,  notably  In  Harlem. 
While  the  minority  population,  both  Ne- 
gro and  Puerto  Rican.  has  almost  dou- 
bled in  the  city  of  New  York,  neverthe- 
less in  the  last  few  years  the  geographic 
area  in  which  these  people  find  they 
must  live  has  not  been  increased.  There 
has  been  a  tremendous  growth  of  con- 
version of  cellars  where  I  can  take  you 
and  show  you  as  many  as  20  people  living 
in  a  single  room. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  confident  that  I 
have  the  support  of  every  E>emocrat  from 
my  State.  Having  reread  the  platform  > 
of  the  National  Republican  Party  during 
the  last  campaign,  I  am  confident  that 
thoSe  Members  of  the  majority  party 
who  support  the  expressions  of  their  plat- 
form must  support  this  amendment  and 
must  support  the  concept  that  where 
the  power  of  the  Federal  Government  Is 
involved  it  cannot  be  used  to  subsidize 
segregation  of  some  citizens  apart  from 
others,  or.  in  other  words,  the  subsidiza- 
tion of  discrimination  in  our  great  cities. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Would  the  gentleman's 
amendment  do  away  with  the  situation 
where,  let  us  say.  a  person  owns  a  1- 
family  house  and  makes  a  loan  In  order 
to  convert  that  Into  a  3-family  house. 
and  that  when  he  does  that  he  cannot 
discriminate  against  the  families  that 
he  will  admit  to  tenancy  in  such  cases 
because  of  race,  color,  or  creed? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  It  would  cover  the 
one -family  houses  which  are  being  Im- 
proved for  either  sale  or  rental.  It  would 
also  cover  the  multiple-unit  dwellings 
which  similarly  are  often  improved  un- 
der the  benefits  of  title  I  of  the  National 
Housing  Act. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  I  compliment  the 
gentleman  on  his  amendment.  I  think 
it  is  a  well-thought-out  and  planned 
amendment  which  is  very  necessary,  and 
I  am  going  to  support  it 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Of  course.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  not 
a  new  question.   I  do  not  like  to  disagree 
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with  my  very  good  f.iend  and  esteemed 
colleague  from  New  York  tMr.  Roose- 
velt!, but  I  have  talked  this  matter  over 
with  several  people  who  are  directly  In- 
terested In  the  race  problem.  They  are 
of  the  opinion  that  this  piecemeal 
method  of  providing  against  discrimina- 
tion, race  or  otherwl.'*,  is  not  the  proper 
approach  to  the  basic  problem  In  the 
United  States.  In  e.dditlon  to  this,  let 
us  have  In  mind  tha:  this  Is  only  an  In- 
surance program,  and  that  If  the  local 
lending  agencies  will  make  the  loans, 
then  it  almost  follows  as  a  matter,  of 
course,  that  the  loan  Is  Insured.  Of 
course.  It  would  be  Idle  to  say  to  a  bank, 
"You  shall  or  shall  not  make  certain  In- 
dividual loans."  It  would  be  idle  for  us 
to  try  to  legislate  antidiscrimination 
policies  on  any  bank  or  lending  agency. 
That  is  the  foundation  upon  which  you 
have  got  to  build  tnis.  That  Is  not  to 
be  legislated  upon.  It  cannot  be  legis- 
lated upon.  It  is  a  matter  of  social  edu- 
cation perhaps,  overcoming  discrimina- 
tion in  the  minds  ci  the  lending  insti- 
tutions. If  It  exists. 

The  gentleman  astounds  me  by  telling 
us  in  this  House  thrt  in  the  city  of  New 
York  there  is  race  di.scrimination  on  the 
part  of  the  lending  agencies.  I  had 
thought,  from  what  I  have  heard,  that 
the  city  of  New  Yoi  k  was  the  one  place 
where  they  had  made  greater  advances 
to  overcome  race  iJrejudice  than  any- 
where else  in  the  Urdted  States.  I  would 
think  that  probably  the  gentleman  might 
proceed  through  his  State  bank  laws, 
through  his  city  ordinances,  if  there  is 
discrimination  upor  the  part  of  any  pub- 
lic service  Institution,  be  it  financial  or 
otherwise.  This  Is  not  the  place  to  put 
In  an  antidiscrimination  provision,  be- 
cause, as  I  have  f  aid.  It  follows.  Ipso 
facto,  that  If  a  loan  is  made  it  shall  be 
insured.  So  we  would  not  attempt  to  tell 
a  bank  whether  they  would  or  would  not 
make  a  loan  regardless  of  a  man's  race 
or  color  or  religious  belief. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  tjeorgia.    Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  genth-man  yield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    These  loans 
are  all  small.     Th(   purpose  of  this  act 
is  to  let  p>eople  wlio  need  repair  work 
done  on  their  houies  get  the  money  at 
a  reasonable  rate  of  Interest;  take  them 
away  from  the  money  sharks,  where  they 
are  paying  In  some  communities  as  high 
as  35  and  40  percent.    If  you  place  this 
condition  upon  a  aanker  or  lender,  or 
any  other  conditions,  they  will  not  make 
the  loan.    There  wi:i  be  mighty  few  loans 
made  in  order  to  help  these  needy  people. 
Mr.  WOLCOTT,     I  think  the  gentle- 
man  Is   right.   In   many   areas   of   the 
United  States.    Of  course,  a  bank  is  not 
going  to  take  upon  Itself  the  obligation 
of  following  up  a  loan,  the  title  to  the 
property,  to  determine  whether  the  limi- 
tations In  the  Federal  law  are  consist- 
ently being  met  throughout  the  amorti- 
zation of  the  loan.    The  bank  Is  dealing 
with  an  individual  and  It  is  up  to  the 
•    bank  to  determine,  regardless  of  race  or 
color  or  creed,  whether  a  man  Is  a  good 
risk;  whether  he  will  come  In  with  his 
monthly  payments.     I  do  not  think  It 
makes  any  difference  to  a  bank  whether 
a  man  is  black  or  white,  or  what  his 
religion  may  be. 


Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Would  not  the 
gentleman  agree  that  in  the  absence  of 
any  such  language,  the  bill  Is  more  lib- 
eral than  if  the  language  were  placed  in 
there? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  would  think  so. 
As  far  as  I  know,  there  has  not  been  any 
discrimination  In  this  program  by  any 
bank  or  lending  institution.  Surely 
there  has  not  been  any  discrimination  on 
the  part  of  the  PHA  In  limiting  the  In- 
surance or  discriminating  against  even 
lending  institutions,  to  say  nothing  about 
the  individual. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  not  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Roosevelt]  has 
presented  the  case  very  well;  but  the 
previous  speaker,  the  leader  of  the  Re- 
publican opposition,  made  a  couple  of 
statements  which  I  would  like  to  correct 
as  far  as  possible.  The  first  was  that 
he  had  been  informed  by  leaders  of  my 
race  that  they  did  not  favor  this  kind  of 
legislation.  I  do  not  know  who  those 
leaders  can  be;  all  I  can  say  Is  that  I 
see  more  leaders  of  my  race  in  1  day 
than  most  of  you  see  In  the  course  of  a 
year.  I  can  speak  for  tnem.  both  Re- 
publicans and  Democrats,  and  say  that 
except  for  the  Judas  who  is  always 
found — the  percentage  Is  1  out  of  12,  ac- 
cording to  the  original  band  of  disci- 
ples— the  leadership  of  my  race,  north 
and  south.  Republican  and  E>emocrat. 
not  only  are  in  favor  of  this  kind  of 
legislation  but  they  are  in  favor  of  Its 
being  enacted  as  quickly  as  possible  not 
for  their  own  good  but  for  the  good  of 
our  country  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

Communism  wins  only  when  democ- 
racy fails,  and  communism  can  win  by 
default  regardless  of  whether  we  are  a 
great  colossus  with  one  foot  In  Oak 
Ridge  and  the  other  in  Fort  Knox.  The 
idea  Is  fallacious  that  communism  can 
be  destroyed  by  gold  and  by  atomic 
bombs;  it  can  only  be  destroyed  by  the 
greater  idea  of  democracy.  Democracy 
Is  the  finest  idea  man  has  ever  dreamed 
of.  and  It  is  being  defeated  by  the  worst 
Idea  man  ever  concocted.  Democracy  is 
being  defeated  by  communism  globally 
today  because  of  our  failure  to  put  it 
into  practice. 

"Piecemeal  legislation."  you  call  It. 
All  legislation  is  piecemeal.  "Educa- 
tion." you  say.  will  solve  the  problem. 
How  long?  The  world  tempo  has  been 
so  Increased  that  there  is  no  longer  time 
for  education  to  solve  our  problems. 
We  do  not  know  what  holocaust  will  be 
visited  upon  us  within  the  next  30  days 
or  the  next  year.  We  have  made  tre- 
mendous technical  progress  in  America, 
but  In  terms  of  moral  and  ethical  prog- 
ress there  is  a  distinct  law.  Education 
cannot  make  up  this  lag;  it  is  up  to  us. 
the  elected  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  by  legislation  at  every  opportu- 
*  nlty  we  have  for  the  good  of  our  Nation 


and  our  world  that  we  hold  up  as  a 
shining  symbol  of  ethical  and  moral 
progress;  that  we  let  the  2  billion  col- 
ored peoples  of  the  earth  know  that  we 
are  not  trying  to  sell  a  kind  of  democ- 
racy to  the  rest  of  the  world  that  we 
are  refusing  to  practice  here. 

Let  us  have  a  bipartisan  foreign  policy 
backed  up  by  a  bipartisan  democracy 
policy.  You  cannot  have  a  successful 
bipartisan  foreign  policy  with  a  bipar- 
tisan domestic  Jim  Crow  pKjlicy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Roosevelt) 
there  were — ayes  16.  noes  49. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mtn-TOi:  Page 
1.  line  9.  strike  out  the  F>eriod  and  the  quote 
marks  and  Insert  "Provided  however.  That  the 
total  charge  for  such  loans,  advances  of 
credit  and  obligations  purchased,  whether  as 
discount  or  Interest,  including  financing 
charges,  shall  not  exceed  simple  interest  of 
6  percent  per  annuna  on  unpaid  balances." 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will 
try  not  to  repeat  what  I  said  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  with  reference  to  this  amend- 
ment. Permit  me  to  draw  your  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  as  the  law  is  now 
upKjn  the  statute  books  there  is  no  limi- 
tation of  interest  with  reference  to  these 
loans.  The  regulation  Issued  In  connec- 
tion with  these  loans  permits  a  discount 
rate  of  5  percent.  Most  people,  when 
referring  to  these  loans,  take  that  to 
mean  that  the  Interest  rate  Is  5  percent 
per  annum.  It  Is  not.  You  might  won- 
der, those  of  you  who  are  not  mathe- 
matically inclined,  why  a  5  percent 
discount  rate  adds  up  to  9.7  percent  In- 
terest per  annum.     It  is  very  simple. 

This  is  the  way  the  program  op)erates : 
A  man  goes  Into  a  bank  or  lending  Insti- 
tution and  wants  to  borrow  a  thousand 
dollars.  Let  us  assume  he  needs  a 
thousand  dollars  to  make  the  repairs  or 
modernization.  The  bank  then  tells 
him :  It  Is  going  to  cost  you  5  percent  per 
annum.  If  he  is  going  to  take  the  loan 
for  3  years,  as  Is  permitted  by  the  stat- 
ute, the  bank  then  adds  on  to  his  thou- 
sand dollars  the  sum  of  $150,  $50  for 
each  of  the  3  years.  He  executes  the 
docimients  under  which  he  agrees  to  pay 
back  to  the  bank  or  lending  institution 
$1,150  over  a  3-year  period  In  Install- 
ments of  36  equal  payments,  each  one 
to  be  made  monthly.  He  receives  $1,000 
and  over  the  36-month  period  pays  back 
$1,150.  So  he  pays  $150  for  the  use  of 
$1,000  and  actually,  when  you  compute 
the  Interest  rate  on  his  unpaid  balances 
he  Is  paying  9.7  percent  interest  per 
annum. 

That  is  immoral  and  should  be 
stopped.  So  my  amendment  provides 
that  the  Interest  charged,  whether  by 
way  of  discount  or  as  an  Interest  charge, 
shall  not  exceed  simple  interest  of  6  per- 
cent per  annum  on  the  unpaid  balances. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 
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Mr.  PATMAN.  My  Information  Is 
that  the  actual  interest  rate  where  you 
add  the  $5  to  a  $100  loan  and  pay  it 
back  over  a  period  of  12  months,  the 
interest  is  9.7166. 

Mr.  MULTER.  The  gentleman  is  cor- 
rect. If  you  go  into  some  lending  insti- 
tution, instead  of  adding  on  the  $150 
charge  for  the  3 -year  loan  to  the  $1,000, 
they  lend  you  the  $1,000  but  take  off  the 
$150.  If  the  lending  document  calls  for 
repayment  of  $1,000,  they  take  off  the 
$150  and  give  you  $850,  which  amounts 
to  an  interest  charge  of  almost  22  per- 
cent. There  is  nothing  in  the  law  that 
prohibits  that  and  there  are  many  bank- 
ing and  lending  institutions  doing  just 
that.  This  amendment  will  stop  that 
practice.  In  other  words,  I  repeat,  do 
not  be  misled  by  the  fact  that  the  regu- 
lation says  you  may  charge  a  discount 
rate  of  5  percent  per  annum-  I  am  not 
talking  about  the  discount  rate;  I  am 
talking  about  the  interest  rate  on  the 
unpaid  balance. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiQ 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  a  discount  of  5  percent 
would  make  the  simple  interest  rate 
22  percent. 

Mr.  BfULTER.  Yes;  on  the  \inpaid 
balance. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Well,  the  gentleman 
is  mistaken. 

Mr.  MULTER.  If  you  borrow  $1,000 
and  the  bank  takes  off  $150  and  you 
pay  the  balance  back  in  monthly  in- 
stallments, your  simple- interest  rate  will 
come  to  22  percent. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  I  think  the  genUe- 
man  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  will  be  glad  to  have 
the  gentleman  correct  me.  I  know  the 
gentleman  is  familiar  with  banking 
practices  but  I  have  had  the  computation 
made  by  bankers  and  that  is  what  they 
tell  me  the  rate  comes  to  as  the  simple 
interest  rate  on  the  unpaid  balance.*  I 
think  everybody  will  agree  that  if  you 
get  $1,000  this  month  and  you  pay  off 
$100  next  month,  the  second  month  you 
ought  to  pay  interest  on  the  $900  and 
not  on  the  $1,000. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  According 
to  the  testimony  of  one  of  the  witnesses 
they  did  not  take  the  $150  out  of  the 
$1,000,  but  they  added  it  to  the  $1,000. 
jg-tio  that  the  borrower  gets  the  $1,000. 
That  is  done  everywhere. 

Mr.  MULTER.  That  witness  so  in- 
formed us. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  So  nowhere 
do  they  take  the  $150  out  of  the  $1,000. 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  must  respectfully 
disagree  with  the  gentleman.  The  testi- 
mony that  the  gentleman  referred  to  is 
accurate.  They  did  say  they  were  adding 
$150.  but  no  one  has  said  that  they  did 
not  also  pursue  the  method  which  I  indi- 
cated of  deducting  the  money  in  advance. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 


Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  3 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Mr.  chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  Mcdonough,  on  page  41  of  the 
hearings  tl^iere  is  a  table  which  shows 
the  very  problem  that  the  gentleman  is 
reciting  to  the  committee,  and  it  shows 
that  the  rate  of  interest,  in  the  event 
that  the  $150  is  deducted  before  the  loan 
is  granted,  amounts  to  .097166  and  not  22 
percent. 

Mr.  MULTER,  May  I  direct  the  at- 
tention of  the  gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
you  must  not  be  misled,  as  I  indicated 
a  moment  ago.  That  is  not  the  simple- 
interest  rate;  that  is  the  discount  rate, 
and  that  is  how  we  are  being  fooled. 
The  discount  rate  is  the  amount  added 
or  deducted  from  the  face  of  the  loan. 
I  am  talking  about  simple- interest  rate. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Well.  the  note  at 
the  bottom  of  the  table  reads: 

Tbe  above  distribution  of  interest  and 
principal  payments  Is  based  upon  a  system 
of  annual  finance  charges  under  which  the 
ratio  of  total  Interest  charges  to  average 
outstanding  net  principal  shall  be  equal  to 
0.097166. 

Mr.  MULTER.  That  Is  correct  when 
they  add  the  discount  charge  to  the 
amount  delivered  to  the  borrower.  That 
means  the  interest  rate  is  over  9.7  per- 
cent per  annum.  That  is  the  rate  of 
simple  interest  on  unpaid  balances.  Now, 
by  my  amendment  I  say  they  can 
charge  no  more  than  6  percent.  If  the 
gentleman's  interpretation  of  that  state- 
ment is  correct,  then  my  amendment  will 
not  harm  them  one  bit.  But  I  assure 
you  the  tables  avoid  the  question.  They 
do  not  want  to  let  you  know  that  the 
simple  interest  rate  on  unpaid  balances 
is  as  high  as  it  really  is.  That  is  why 
80  percent  of  your  loans  are  being 
made  on  this  basis  because  they  are  get- 
ting 9.7  percent,  less  thr^-fourths  of 
1  percent  which  they  pay  for  the 
guaranty. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  The  gentleman 
claims  that  is  equal  to  22  percent. 

Mr.  MULTER.  No.  If  you  take  the 
$150  or  the  5  percent  off  the  loan  in  ad- 
vance on  a  $1,000  loan  and  give  the  man 
only  $850  and  he  pays  back  $1,000  in 
monthly  installments,  that  will  come  to 
22  percent.  If  you  take  $1,000  and  give 
him  $1,000,  lend  him  $1,000,  then  add 
$150  to  that,  then  he  pays  back  $1,150 
over  3  years;  that  averages  out  to  9.7 
percent  per  annum. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  That  statement  is 
not  borne  out  in  the  hearings  on  page 
41  that  I  called  your  attention  to.  and 
any  Member  of  the  House  can  arrive 
at  the  same  conclusion  I  suggest. 

Mr.  MULTER.  It  is  clearly  headed  up 
"discount"  and  not  'interest  rate. "  if 
you  believe  that  6  percent  interest  is  a 
large  enough  return  on  loans  guaranteed 
by  our  Government,  where  the  lender 


takes  no  risk  of  loss,  then  you  will  sup- 
port my  amendment.   I  urge  you  to  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  understand  the 
gentleman's  amendment,  and  I  have  just 
read  it,  he  puts  a  ceiling  on  the  amount 
of  interest  which  the  lending  Institu- 
tion may  charge  of  6  percent.  Now  I 
think  we  should  have  in  mind  that  these 
are  small  loans.  They  average,  as  I  said 
before,  $567.  The  alternative  on  many 
of  these  loans  by  these  small-home 
owners,  by  people  of  low  income,  by  peo- 
ple who  have  mortgages  on  their  prop- 
erty so  that  their  properties  cannot  be 
pledged  for  the  payments,  would  be  to 
go  to  the  small -loan  institutions  for  the 
money  with  which  to  make  these  repairs. 
They  are  largely  the  people  who  would 
have  to  go  to  such  institutions.  Under 
the  laws  of  many  if  not  most  of  the 
States  that  interest  rate  Is  not  6  percent, 
it  is  not  8  percent;  it  Is  24  percent,  be- 
cause under  the  laws  of  most  of  the 
States  they  can  charge  2  ];>ercent  per 
month. 

If  this  Interest  rate  Is  set  at  a  celling 
of  6  percent,  if  we  are  going  to  maintain 
the  stability  of  this  fund,  if  we  are  go- 
ing to  maintain  the  earned  surplus  we 
have  been  talking  about  here  of  $18  mil- 
lion, which  is  increasing  $5  million  a 
year,  we  must  continue  to  charge  at  least 
three-fourths  of  1  percent.  That  re- 
duces the  yield  to  the  financing  Institu- 
tion to  5 ''4  percent.  The  reason  this 
is  a  discount  proposition  is  because  of 
the  expenses  incident  to  carrying  these 
loans  on  an  amortization  basis,  the  extra 
work  which  is  necessary,  which  is  esti- 
mated in  all  other  cases  of  installment 
loans  to  be  always  over  1  i>ercent.  So 
you  deduct  the  1  percent  from  the  574 
percent  and  you  get  \\U  percent. 

A  bank  has  other  charges  Incident 
to  the  carrying  of  any  paper,  long-term 
paper,  and  so  forth,  of  probably  another 
one-half  of  1  percent  of  expense.  But 
the  point  is.  regardless  of  the  details  of 
it.  that  you  get  the  yield  to  the  bank 
down  to  the  point  where  the  bank  will 
not  make  the  loans.  They  can  Invest 
in  good  governments,  they  can  Invest  In 
industrials,  they  can  invest  in  munici- 
pals, they  can  invest  in  a  large  number 
of  securities,  without  the  risk  and  the 
expense  incident  to  these  if  there  are 
defaults,  which  would  yield  them  from 
1  to  perhaps  2  percent  more.  So  If  you 
want  to  really  stifle  this  program  I  do 
not  know  of  any  better  way  you  could 
destroy  this  program  than  to  adopt  the 
gentleman's  amendment,  because  the 
lending  institution  just  will  not  take  this 
paper  at  that  rate  of  interest  together 
with  the  charges  which  will  be  made 
against  them. 

We  have  to  give  consideration  In  this 
housing  picture  to  other  rates  of  interest. 
You  all  know  the  problem  in  the  activa- 
tion of  the  veterans'  program  as  to 
whether  an  Increase  shall  be  made.  We 
hope  it  does  not  have  to  be  made.  But 
we  have  an  example  of  that  in  the  vet- 
erans' insurance  housing  program,  where 
the  banks  cannot  afford  to  take  veterans' 
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paper  at  4  percent.  If  they  cannot  take 
veterans'  paper  at  4  percent,  secured  by 
first  mortgages  on  homes  over  a  long 
period  of  time,  theri  of  course  they  will 
not  think  they  can  take  paper  of  this 
kind,  yielding  them  no  more  than  could 
be  yielded  to  them  under  the  Veterans' 
Administration  program,  this  short-term 
paper  with  all  of  the  costs,  bookkeeping 
and  otherwise,  incident  to  the  loans.  So 
I  say  if  you  really  S(2t  out  to  destroy  this 
program  you  could  not  do  it  any  better 
than  to  adopt  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment.   I  hop)e  it  is  cefeated. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  This  funendment  will 
simply  dry  up  this  source  of  loans  for 
small  borrowers  and  drive  them  to  the 
loan  sharks,  the  small-loan  companies? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  That  wiU  be  the  only 
way  they  could  get  the  money,  as  I  see 
it.  Then  they  will  be  limited  to  $300 
and  pay  24  percent  on  it. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  This  will  sabotage 
the  whole  thing? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Yes. 

Mr.  MULTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  may  have  an  additional . 
minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  our  committee 
has  indicated  that  these  lending  insti- 
tutions and  banking  institutions  are  ob- 
jecting to  the  4-percent  rate.  Is  it  not 
true  that  they  are  ready  to  make  these 
loans  at  4' 2  percent? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Or  at  least  they  are 
Indicating  that  they  are  ready  to  make 
these  loans  at  4  ''2  percent. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MULTER.  They  have  asked  for 
an  additional  one-half  percent. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  May  I  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  it  is  a  question  of  adminis- 
tration. They  were  given  a  flexible  rate 
so  that  the  administrators  of  it  could 
flex  the  rates  sufficiently  to  meet  the 
money  market.  Now  what  the  money 
market  is,  I  do  not  know.  It  may  be  only 
one-eighth  of  1  percent.  It  might  not 
be  the  interest  rate  so  far  as  that  Is 
concerned,  it  might  be  the  lack  of  an 
available  secondary-mortgage  market — 
I  do  not  know.  But  the  reason  given  to 
us  at  the  present  time  even  by  the  veter- 
ans themselves  as  to  why  they  cannot 
get  Veterans'  Administration  insured 
loans  is  that  the  banks  will  not  take  the 
loans  at  4  percent,  and  we  have  no  way 
here  in  the  Congress  to  force  a  bank  or 
insurance  company  or  any  other  lending 
agency  to  make  a  loan  that  it  does  not 
want  to  make. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

VOTE    ON    lUBBER-DOLLAB    PBOPOSAL 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  relates  to  the  in- 
terest rates  on  veterans'  loans,  too.   Back 


in  1935  the  present  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  referred  to  a  vote  on  a  bill 
which  made  for  rubber  dollars,  and  that 
I  was  an  inflationist  because  I  was  for  it. 
and  I  desire  to  make  a  short  statement 
about  it  on  which  I  hope  the  committee 
will  bear  with  me.  I  have  great  respect 
and  admiration  for  the  majority  leader. 
In  fact,  I  have  never  known  a  more  hon- 
orable or  sincere  person  in  the  Halls  of 
Congress  than  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana I  Mr.  HalleckJ.  He  has  always 
worked  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
and  he  votes  at  the  time  in  the  way  that 
he  believes  in  the  interest  of  his  constitu- 
ents and  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
as  a  whole.  The  bill  that  he  referred  to 
when  I  was  accused  of  trying  to  pay  the 
veterans  with  rubber  dollars — that  was 
in  1935 — and  I  have  never  known  such 
a  campaign  to  be  put  on  in  my  life 
against  any  piece  of  legislation — but  as 
I  was  saying  when  the  bill  came  to  final 
passage  on  March  22,  1935,  according  to 
the  Congressional  Record,  volume  79. 
part  4,  page  4313,  this  rubber-dollar 
bill — I  notice  that  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  voted  for  that 
bill.  Not  only  that  but  I  notice  that 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Arends],  the  Republican  whip,  voted  for 
it  and  so  did  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  WoLCOTT]  vote  for  it,  the  chair- 
man of  this  distinguished  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  and  it  was  like- 
wise voted  for  by  Mr.  Steagall,  the  then 
chairman  of  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee.  It  carried  by  a  vote  of 
319  to  90. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  in  that  controversy,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  who  was  at  that 
time  with  us,  Mr.  Fred  Vinson,  now  Chief 
Jxistice,  was  the  proponent  of  the  plan 
to  pay  the  bonus  in  a  regular  manner. 
I  vigorously  supported  that  plan.  It  is 
true  that  subsequent  to  that  time,  and 
after  that  amendment  was  defeated,  I 
did  vote  for  the  bill  which  the  gentleman 
had  offered.  It  certainly  was  one  mis- 
take that  I  made  here,  and  I  have  said 
so  many  times.  I  might  say  also  that 
subsequent  to  that  time  I  went  to  the 
convention  of  the  American  Legion  in 
St.  Louis  and  got  a  lot  of  satisfaction  in 
getting  the  position  of  the  Legion 
straightened  out.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  subsequently  the  bonus  was 
paid,  but  not  in  the  fashion  that  the  gen- 
tleman tells  us  about. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  probably  is  not 
the  only  mistake  then.  You  see  the 
President  vetoed  that  bill.  I  do  not  think 
he  should  have,  but  we  were  making  a 
strong  fight  to  pass  it  over  his  veto,  and 
that  is  the  so-called  rubber  dollar  bill. 
That  is  when  we  really  got  down  to  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  it  would  be 
the  law. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  But  it  never  did  get 
to  be  the  law.  did  it? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Well,  It  would  have 
been  with  the  gentleman's  vote. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  No,  it  never  did  get 
to  be  the  law.  and  may  I  again  remind 


the  gentleman  that  I  supported  as  vigor- 
ously as  I  could  the  Vinson  proposal,  and 
when  that  was  defeated  in  the  commit- 
tee, I  made  the  mistake  of  going  along 
and  voting  for  the  gentleman's  bill.  I  am 
sorry  I  made  that  mistake,  but  I  just  did. 

Mr.  PATMAN.     The  -gentleman  made 
It  more  than  once  if  it  was  a  mistake. 

In  the  Congressional  Record,  volume 
79,  part  7,  page  7996,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  not  only  voted  for  the  bill,  but 
voted  to  override  the  President's  veto, 
and  it  was  overridden  by  an  enormous 
vote.  By  a  vote  of  322  to  98.  It  came 
within  7  or  8  votes  of  passing  over  the 
President's  veto  in  the  Senate.  But  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  had  a  great 
deal  of  good  company  on  that.  The  Re- 
publican whip  [Mr.  Arends],  another 
fine  gentleman ;  our  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  [Mr.  WolcottJ,  they  both 
voted  for  it.  I  just  do  not  believe  the 
gentleman  thought  that  that  was  a 
rubber  dollar  bill  at  that  time  or  he 
would  not  have  voted  to  override  the 
President's  veto  on  it.  There  might 
have  been  some  justification  or  excuse 
for  voting  for  the  bill  after  trying  to  get 
it  amended,  but  after  the  President  ve- 
toed it,  the  question  was  whether  it 
would  become  a  law  over  the  President's 
veto,  and  the  gentleman  voted  for  it. 
It  just  goes  to  show  that  the  gentleman 
knew  at  that  time  it  was  a  good  law,  it 
was  a  good  thing,  and  not  a  rubber- 
money  bill.  Further,  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Spence] 
and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  at  that  time,  Mr. 
Steagall.  voted  for  it.  The  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  BrowkI 
voted  for  it.  In  fact,  most  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  voted  for  that  bill 
which  the  gentleman  referred  to  as  a 
rubber-dollar  bill.  The  truth  is  I  want- 
ed to  expand  the  currency  at  that  time 
when  we  needed  expansion.  If  tlie  Pres- 
ident at  that  time,  when  I  first  started 
the  campaign — he  was  a  member  of  an- 
other party  at  that  time,  and  he  made 
the  same  mistake  that  our  President  did 
later  on 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
2  additional  minutes,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  President  was  op- 
posed to  it.  but  if  Mr.  Hoover  had  per- 
mitted these  adjusted -service  certifi- 
cates to  have  been  paid  at  that  time  he 
would  have  broken  the  back  of  the  de- 
pression right  then.  That  would  have 
ended  the  depression.  We  would  not 
have  had  any  depression.  But  he  was 
against  it,  and  he  stopped  it  from  pass- 
ing. That  would  have  created  a  certain 
amount  of  infiation  at  that  time.  We 
did  not  have  that  expansion  of  the  cur- 
rency that  was  needed.  I  should  not 
use  the  word  "inflation."  but  we  should 
have  expanded  the  currency.  Then  we 
needed  expansion  of  the  currency.  At 
that  time  I  was  in  favor  of  it.  but  I  was 
never  in  favor  of  it  when  we  had  infla- 
tion. However,  if  I  wsis  wrong  then,  I 
will  say  I  had  some  very  good  company. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  say  that 
was  controlled  expansion. 
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Mr.  PATMAN.  Controlled  expanislon. 
That  is  what  we  called  It — the  correct 
name.  In  fact,  after  we  passed  the  bin 
I  asked  unanimous  consent,  which  was 
granted,  to  change  the  title.  Cchtgres- 
siONAi.  Record,  volume  79,  part  4.  page 
4314: 

Mr.  Patican  moves  to  amend  the  title  by 
striking  out  the  title  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "To  provide  for  the 
Immediate  payment  to  veterans  of  the  fac« 
value  of  their  adjusted -service  certificates, 
for  controlled  expansion  of  the  currency,  to 
extend  the  time  for  filing  applications  for 
benefits  under  the  World  War  Adjusted  Com- 
pensation Act,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Now.  I  have  been  for  a  balanced  budget 
all  the  time.  I  voted  taxes  to  balance 
the  budget.  I  have  voted  to  reduce  ex- 
penses to  balance  the  budget.  I  have 
alwasrs  been  for  it,  I  have  been  against 
inflation  when  we  had  inflation,  but 
when  we  needed  expansion  of  the  cur- 
rency I  was  in  favor  of  it.  I  know  I 
was  right  because  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Haixeck]  was  with  me. 
Ptirthermore,  I  was  supported  by  the 
votes  of  many  others  who  are  now 
prominent  in  the  leadership  of  the  Re- 
publican Party  in  this  body.  They  are: 
Allen,  of  Illinois,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules;  Jenkins,  of  Ohio,  vice 
chairman  of  the  great  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means;  Hope,  of  Kansas, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture; WoLVERTON.  of  New  Jcrscy,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce;  Mrs.  Rogers,  of 
Massachusetts,  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs;  and  Short,  of 
Missouri,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  Also  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  at  that  time 
Mr.  DiRKSEiT,  now  a  orominent  leader  in 
the  other  body.  The  votes  at  that  time 
disclose  many  others  so  I  must  have  been 
right  or  I  would  not  have  had  such  good 
support  from  so  many  of  the  best  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  ct  Representatives. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, the  people  in  the  area  represented 
by  me  are  interested  in  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  this  resolution.  I  think  the  in- 
crease in  the  loan -insurance  authoriza- 
tion will  serve  a  useful  purpose.  We  do 
have  a  continuing  housing  shortage,  and 
the  reconditioning  and  conversion  of  ex- 
isting residential  structures  will  help  out. 
But  I  do  think  that  the  sma'I-home  own- 
er should  be  protected  against  the  pay- 
ment of  an  exorbitant  interest  rate.  It 
does  not  make  sense  that  the  bankers 
can  profitably  loan  to  small  farmers  at 
5  percent  and  cannot  loan  to  small-home 
owners  in  the  cities  at  6  percent.  Under 
title  I  the  banker  loans  with  a  full  guar- 
anty against  loss.  As  it  has  been  work- 
ing out  the  guaranty  that  the  banker  en- 
joys is  a  full  100  percent.  He  takes  abso- 
lutely no  risk.  The  service  that  he  is  re- 
quired to  render  in  the  collection  of  the 
monthly  installment  payments  usually 
amounts  to  no  more  than  a  little  book- 
keeping. While  I  shall  vote  for  the  reso- 
lution, even  though  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  MULTER]  is  defeated.  I  shall  do  so 
reluctantly,  because  at  the  interest  now 
being  charged,  the  small-home  owner  is 
being  taken  for  a  ride.  Under  the  most 
favorable  circumstances  he  is  paying  in- 


terest on  a  guaranteed  loan  of  slightly 
under  10  percent.  Where  the  banker  fol- 
lows the  practice  of  loaning  say  $1,000 
and  then  taking  from  that  $1,000  5  per- 
cent for  3  years,  or  $150,  actually  giving 
the  borrower  only  $850,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  shown  that  the  in- 
terest rate  is  22  percent.  We  are  not 
protecting  the  American  home  when,  to 
induce  the  banker  to  venture  his  money, 
we  provide  him  with  full  protection 
against  loss  and  then  soak  the  small - 
home  owner  with  an  exorbitant  interest 
rate  that  later  may  plague  him. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
In  favor  of  this  bill,  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 160,  which  is  a  joint  resolution  to 
amend  section  2A  of  the  National  Hous- 
ing Act  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
continuation  of  what  are  commonly 
known  as  title  I.  PhA  insurance  of  repair 
and  improvement  loans.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  bill  and  am  much  impressed  with  the 
fact  that  this  program  which  went  into 
effect  about  1934  has  meant  so  much  to 
the  making  of  better  homes  in  America 
by  their  repair  and  improvement. 

In  the  year  1952.  approximately  I'a 
million  loans  were  insured  in  a  net 
amount  of  approximately  $848  million. 
The  average  size  of  the  loan  insurance 
was  $567. 

Proceeds  of  loans  are  used  to  pay  for 
painting,  new  or  improved  heating  sys- 
tems, additions  or  alterations  to  homes, 
additions  or  improvement  of  insulation, 
plumbing,  interior  finishing,  roofing,  and 
other  miscellaneous  improvements. 

Since  the  beginning  of  this  program 
In  1934.  over  14  million  such  loans  have 
been  insured  in  a  net  total  volume  of 
more  than  $6  billion.  The  program  op- 
erates in  48  States. 

Another  good  thing  about  this  insur- 
ance of  loans  program  is  the  fact  that 
loans  under  the  program  are  made  by 
local  financing  institutions  and  in  1952. 
over  82  percent  of  the  loans  made  were 
made  by  the  banks. 

The  loan  insurance  program  operates 
on  a  self-sustaining  basis.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  there  is  now  over  $18  milhon  in 
the  CJovemment's  insurance  account  and 
the  insurance  account  is  itself  now  in 
position  to  pay  back  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  the  original  $8  mil- 
lion of  capital  invested  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  insurance  system.  Thus  we 
have  an  insurance  organization  set  up 
by  the  Federal  Government  which  has 
met  with  general  acceptance  on  the  part 
of  the  lending  institutions  and  under  it 
14  million  American  homes  have  been 
repaired.  By  undertaking  this  insur- 
ance, the  Federal  Government  has  not 
lost  money  and  is  now  in  position  to  re- 
pay the  United  States  Treasury  th?  orig- 
inal $8  million  advanced  and  still  have 
a  comfortable  margin  of  reserve  with 
which  to  pay  off  losses  that  may  accrue 
under  outstanding  loans  and  loans  to 
be  made  in  the  future. 

I  have  been  interested  to  hear  the  de- 
bate on  the  matter  of  interest  payments 
allowed  under  this  title  I.  PHA  insur- 
ance and  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to 
learn  that  the  amount  of  interest  allow- 
able runs  to  9.7  percent.  This  is  in  my 
judgment  too  much.  This  is  higher  than 
the  legal  rate  of  interest  prescribed  by 
the  laws  of  several  of  the  States,  includ- 


ing the  State  of  Alabama.  I  realize  that 
the  type  of  loan,  small  as  it  Is,  and  with- 
out primary  lien  or  security  on  the  prop- 
erty on  which  the  improvement  is  made 
must  carry  a  substantial  rate  of  inter- 
est. I  do.  however,  believe  that  6  per- 
cent is,  under  the  circumstances,  a  suf- 
ficient rate  of  interest  and  I,  therefore, 
do  support  and  will  support  an  amend- 
ment or  other  legislative  process  to  limit 
the  amount  of  interest  payable  on  such 
loans  to  the  legal  rate  of  6  percent. 

The  term  of  repayment  of  such  loans 
under  the  law  is  36  months.  Most  of 
them,  if  not  all,  are  repayable  on  a 
monthly  basis.  I  have  before  me  an  in- 
terest calculator  on  a  monthly  basis, 
published  by  the  Financial  Publishing 
Company  of  Boston,  and  it  indicates  a 
$600  loan  will  repay  itself  in  a  period  of 
3  years,  in  36  equal  monthly  Install- 
ments of  $18.26  when  the  Interest  rate  is 
6  percent  per  annum.  Thus,  a  $600  loan 
under  such  circumstances  will  earn  for 
the  lender  in  a  period  of  36  months  the 
sum  of  $57.36.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  a  reasonable  rate  for  a  lender  to  re- 
ceive on  a  loan  where  the  return  of  his 
money  is  guaranteed  by  an  insurance 
system  operated  by  his  Government. 
The  opposing  argument  to  this  position 
is  that  the  lending  institutions  will  not 
make  the  loans  until  they  are  allowed 
to  earn  9  percent  on  them.  I  do  not 
believe  this  to  be  true.  With  the  banks 
of  the  country  bulging  with  a  savings  of 
their  depositors.  I  still  believe  they  will 
consider  an  Insured  6  percent  loan  as  a 
good  loan  and  will  continue  to  make 
these  house  repair  and  improvement 
loans.  At  any  rate.  I  hope  this  bill  passes 
without  opposiUon.  The  latest  census 
of  houses  shows  there  are  6  million 
American  homes  now  in  need  of  consid- 
erable repairs.  If  this  system  of  PHA 
insurance  of  repair  loans  continues  in 
effect,  many  of  these  6  million  homes  will 
be  repaired  through  loans  insured  under 
this  system  and  as  America  builds  bet- 
ter homes,  it  builds  its  defenses  against 
communism  ever  stronger. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 

(Mr.  MULTER). 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment;  Page  1.  line  10. 
Insert  a  new  section  as  follows: 

Sec  2.  Prior  to  June  30.  1954.  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  shall  pay  out  of  the 
capital  account  of  the  Title  I  Insurance  Fund 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amount 
of  $8.333  313  65  which  constitutes  \he  Gov- 
ernment Investment  In  the  capital  account 
of  the  title  I  Insurance  fund.  The  amount 
payable  hereunder  shall  be  paid  In  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioner  either  In  one 
lump  sum  or  In  Installments  except  that 
the  nrst  payment  shall  be  made  on  July  1, 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
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Mr.  CAKTOttD,  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit- 
tee, having  had  under  consideration 
House  Joint  Resolution  160,  to  amend 
section  2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  157,  he  reported  the  joint 
resolution  back  to  the  House  with  an 
amendment  adopted  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  and 
was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
B  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  the  gentleman  op- 
posed to  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  MULTER.     In  its  present  form. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman 
qualifies.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Mttltex  moves  to  recommit  Bouse 
Joint  Resolution  160  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  with  Instructions  to 
report  the  same  back  forthwith  with  the 
following  amendment:  Page  1,  line  9.  strike 
out  the  period  and  the  quote  marks  and 
Insert  "Provided,  howtver.  That  the  total 
charge  for  such  loans,  advances  of  credit  and 
obligations  purchased,  whether  as  discount 
or  interest.  Including  financing  charges, 
shall  not  exceed  simple  Interest  of  6  per- 
cent per  annum  on  unpaid  balances." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Mm.TER>  there 
were — ayes  33,  noes  107. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
Is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Obviously  a  quonma 
is  not  present.  The  Doorkeeper  will  close 
the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will 
notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk 
will  caU  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken  and  there 
were— yeas  79.  nays  290.  not  voting  63, 
as  follows: 

[RoU  No.  8] 

TEAS— 79 

Morgan 
Moos 

Multer 

Norrell 

CBrten.  ni. 

O'Brien.  Mich. 

OUara.  ni. 

O'Konskl 

O'NelU 

Patman 

Perkins 

Pfoet 

Polk 

Powell 

Price 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Roberts 

Rodlno 

Rooney 

Roosevelt 

Sheppard 

Sullivan 

Tbomas 

Tales 

Torty 


Addon  Izlo 

Oarmatz 

Barrett 

Gentry 

Blatnik 

Oranahan 

Boland 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Boiling 

Heller 

Buchanan 

Holineld 

Byrd 

Holtzman 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Howell 

Cannon 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Carnahan 

Kee 

Celler 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Chudoff 

Kelly,  N.  T. 

Cox^don 

Keogh 

Crosse  r 

King.  Calif. 

Delaney 

Klrwan 

Dodd 

Klein 

DolUnger 

KluczynsU 

Dowdy 

Lane 

Doyle 

Leslnskl 

Eberharter 

Long 

Elliott 

McCormack 

Engle 

Machrowlcs 

Fallon 

Mack.  ni. 

Fine 

Magnuson 

Flno 

Metcalf 

Fogarty 

Miller.  Calif. 

Forand 

Miller,  Kana. 

Abbltt 
Abernethy 
Adair 
Albert 
Alexander 
Allen.  Calif. 
AUen,  ni. 
Andersen. 
H  Carl 
Andrssen. 

August  H. 
Angell 
Arends 
Af.pl  naU 
Auchlncloss 
Ayres 
Bailey 
Harden 
Bates 
Battle 
Beamer 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Bennett,  Mich. 
Bentley 
Bentsen 
Berry 
Betts 
Bishop 
Boggs 
Bolton, 

Frances  P. 
Bolton. 

Oliver  P. 
Bon  In 
Bosch 
Bow 
Boy  kin 
Bramblett 
Bray 

Brooks,  Tex. 
Brown,  Ga. 
Brown,  Ohio 
Brownson 
Broyhlll 
Bryson 
Budge 
Burdlck 
Burleson 
Bus  bey 
Bush 

Byrnes,  Wis. 
Camp 
Can  field 
Carlyle 
Carrtgg 
Case 

Cederberg 
Chatham 
Chenoweth 
Church 
Clardy 
Clevenger 
Cole.  Mo. 
Cole,  NT. 
Colmer 
Coon 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Cretella 
Crum  packer 
Cunningham 
Curtis,  Mass. 
Curtis,  Mo. 
Curtis,  Nebr. 
Dague 
Davis.  Oa. 
Davis,  Wis. 
Dawson,  Utah 
Dempeey 
Derounlan 
Devereux 
D'Ewart 
Dies 
DoUlver 
Donovan 
Dom,  N.  T. 
Dom,  S.  C. 
Durham 
Edmondson 
Ellsworth 
Evlns 
Pen  ton 
Pernandez 
Fisher 
Ford 


Andrews 

Baker 

Bonner 


NATS— 290 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frnzler 

Frellnghuysen 

Pulton 

Gary 

Oa  things 

Gavin 

Georg* 

Golden 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant 

Gregory 

Gross 

Gubser 

Hale 

Haley 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harris 

Harrison,  Va. 

Harrison.  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hays,  Ohio 

H^'bert 

Herlong 

Heaelton 

Hess 

H'eetand 

HIU 

HlUelson 

Hillings 

Hlnshaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  HI. 

Hoffman,  Mich 

Holmes 

Holt 

Hope 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Hruska 

Hull 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Jonas,  ni. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Judd 

Kean 

Kearney 

Kearns 

KUbum 

King.  Pa. 

Knox 

Krueger 

Latrd 

Land  rum 

Lanham 

Lantaff 

Latham  I 

LeCompte 

Lovre 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

McDonoiigh 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McMillan 

McVey 

Mack,  Wash. 

Mahon 

Mallliard 

Marshall 

Martin,  Iowa 

Matthews 

Meader 

MerrlU 

Miller,  Md. 

MUler,  Nebr. 

Miller.  N.  T. 

Mills 

Morano 

Mumma 

Murray 

Neal 

Nelson 

NOT  VOTING — 63 


Nicholson 

Norblad 

Oakman 

OTiara.  Minn. 

Osmers 

Oetertag 

Patten 

Patterson 

Pelly 

PbUllps 

PlUlon 

Poage 

Poff 

Poulson 

Preston 

Priest 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Rains 

Ray 

Raybum 

Reams 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed,  Bl. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Rlehlman 

Riley 

Robeson,  Va. 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Sadlak 

St.  George 

Saylor 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scrlvner 

Scudder 

Beely -Brown 

Selden 

Shafer 

Sheeban 

Short 

Shuford 

Simpson,  ni. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Spence 

Stauffer 

Steed 

Strlngfellow 

Taber 

Talle 

Taylor 

Teague 

Thompson.  La. 

Thompson, 

Mich. 
Thompson,  Tex. 
Thorn  berry 
ToUefson 
Utt 

Van  Pelt 
Van  Zandt 
Velde 
Vinson 
Vorys 

Walnwrlght 
Wampler 
Warbiirton 
Watts 
Welchel 
Westland 
Wheeler 
Whltten 
Wlckersham 
WldnaU 
Wler 

Wlgglesworth 
WlUlams,  N.  T. 
Willis 

Wilson,  Calif. 
Wilson,  Ind. 
Wilson,  Tex. 
Wlnstead 
Withers 
Wlthrow 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Toung 
Younger 


Coudert 

Davis.  Tenn. 

Dawson.  IlL 

Deane 

DmgeU 

Dondero 

Donohue 

Felghan 

Frledel 

Gamble 

Gordon 

Green 

Gwlnn 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Harrison.  Nebr 

Hart 

Hays,  Ark. 

Javlts 


Johnson 

Jones,  Mo. 

Keating 

Kersten.  Wis. 

KUday 

McCuUoch 

Madden 

Bfason 

Merrow 

Mollohan 

Morrison 

Moulder 

O'Brien,  N.  T. 

Passman 

Phllbln 

PUcher 

Rabaut 

Reed.  N.  T. 


Regan 

Richards 

Rivers 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Scott 

Secrest 

Shelley 

Sfemlnskl 

sues 

Springer 

Staggers 

Sutton 

Trimble 

VurseU 

Walter 

Wharton 

WUllams.  Miss. 

Zablockl 


Brooks.  La. 

Buckley 

Campbell 


Chelf 

Chiperfleld 

Coolcy 


So  the  motion  to  reconmiit  was 
rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Buckley  for.  with  Mr.  Cooley  against. 

Mr.  Brooks  for,  with  Mr.  Bonner  against. 

Mr.  DlngeU  for,  with  Mr.  Richards  against. 

Mr.  Gordon  for.  with  Mr.  WUllams  of  Mis- 
sissippi against. 

Mr.  Zablockl  for.  with  Mr.  Campbell 
against. 

Mr.  Hart  for.  with  Mr.  Slkes  against. 

Mr.  Green  for,  with  Mr.  Andrews  against. 

Mr.  MoUohan  for,  with  Mr.  Passman 
against. 

Mr.  Felghan  for,  with  Mr.  Morrison  against. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois  for.  with  Mr.  Mc- 
CuUoch against. 

Mr.  Sleminskl  for.  with  Mr.  Soott  against. 

Mr.  Frledel  for,  with  Mr.  Wharton  against. 

Mr.  Phllbln  for.  with  Mr.  Keating  against. 

Mr.  Donohue  for,  with  Mr.  Kersten  of  Wis- 
consin against. 

Mr.  Madden  for.  with  Mr.  Chiperfleld 
against. 

Mr.  O'Brien  of  New  Tork  for,  with  Mr. 
Coudert  against. 

Mr.  Moulder  for.  with  Mr.  Rivers  against. 

Mr.  Rabaut  for.  with  Mr.   Deane  against. 

Mr.  Staggers  for.  with  Mr.  Trimble  against. 

Mr.  Secrest  for,  with  Mr.  Gamble  against, 

Mr.  Shelley  for.  with  Mr.  Gwlnn  against. 

Mr.  Walter  for,  with  Mr.  Baker  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Javlts  with  Mr.  Hays  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Sutton. 

Mr.  MerrUl  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Johnson  with  Mr.  Chelf. 

Mr.  Springer  with  Mr.  Jones  of  BOssourL 

Mr.  VurseU  with  Mr.  Rogers  o<  Texas. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Regan. 

Mr.  DURHAM  changed  his  vote  from 
"yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di- 
vision (demanded  by  Mr.  Patxak)  there 
were — ayes  296.  noes  0. 

So  the  bin  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

HAWAn  ENTITLED  TO  STATEHOOD 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the/  g€ntleman  from  Ore- 
gon? 

There  was  no,  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the 
opening  day  of  the  83d  Congress  I  intro- 
duced H.  R  205,  a  bill  which  would  grant 
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to  Hawaii  statehood,  which  Is  now  long 
overdue.  As  a  former  member  of  the  old 
Territories  Committee  before  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  I  had  the  opportunity  to 
accompany  my  committee  to  the  islands, 
where  extensive  hearings  were  held  on 
the  question  of  statehood.  It  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  our  committee 
that  statehood  should  be  granted. 

President  Eisenhower  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  message  said: 

The  platforms  of  both  political  parties 
provide  Immediate  statehood  for  Hawaii. 
The  people  of  that  Territory  have  earned  that 
status.  Statehood  should  be  granted 
promptly,  with  the  first  election  scheduled 
for  1954. 

Fifty  years  have  passed  since  Hawaii 
was  admitted  to  the  Union  as  a  Territory 
and  Hawaii  has  proven  itself  during  this 
long  period  to  be  entitled  to  all  of  the 
rights  accruing  to  a  State  as  a  member 
of  the  United  States.  The  people  of 
Hawaii  by  overwhelming  majority  have 
signified  their  desire  to  become  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union,  and  on  November  1950 
ratified  a  proposed  constitution  by  a  vote 
of  82,788  to  27,109. 

A  significant  provision  in  this  consti- 
tution provides  that — 

No  p>erson  who  advocates  or  who  aids  or 
belongs  to  any  party,  organization,  or  asso- 
ciation which  advocates  the  overthrow  by 
force  or  by  violence  of  the  government  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  qualified  to  hold  any  public  office  of  trust 
or  profit  under  the  State  constitution. 

While  the  citizenry  of  Hawaii  Is  made 
up  of  many  racial  origins,  it  has  proven 
Itself  to  be  intensely  patriotic  and  has 
made  a  significant  contribution  to  our 
war  effort  in  World  War  n  and  in  the 
present  Korean  war. 

I  Include  as  a  part  of  these  remarks  a 
factual  statement  appearing  in  the  cur- 
rent issue  of  U.  S.  News  &  World  Report 
entitled  "A  Look  at  the  'State*  of 
Hawaii" : 
A  Look  at  thi:  "State"  or  Hawah — People 

Mixed.     Income    Good,     Polttics     Repub- 

UCAN 

(Statehood  for  Hawaii — it  will  change  a 
lot  of  things  for  the  United  States  and  the 
Islands  If  it  comes.  It  means  adding  an  off- 
shore State  with  white  residents  a  minority; 
means  adding  new  Congressmen,  probably 
Republicans.  If  Hawaii  makes  it  this  time, 
after  17  tries,  Texas  will  lose  its  rank  as  the 
biggest  State  in  the  Union.) 

There  is  a  chance — the  best  so  far — that 
Hawaii  win  be  admitted  to  the  Union  this 
year  as  the  49th  State. 

Hawaii,  as  a  State,  can  give  the  Republi- 
cans two  additional  seats  in  a  closely  divided 
United  States  Senate,  plus  two  more  Repub- 
lican seats  in  a  closely  divided  House.  That 
fact  Is  adding  to  the  urge  of  a  Republican 
Congress  for  favorable  action  on  Hawaii. 

President  Elsenhower  Is  asking  that  Ha- 
waii be  made  a  State.  There  is  a  promise 
from  leaders  in  both  Houses  of  Congress  that 
the  issue  of  statehood  will  be  brought  to  a 
vote. 

If  approval  Is  voted,  a  group  of  Pacific 
iBlands  win  become  the  first  noncontiguous 
Territory  to  be  added  to  the  American  Union. 
Today  the  Nation  Is  made  up  of  Individual 
States,  all  of  which  have  borders  with  one 
or  more  other  States.  Hawaii  is  an  island 
group,  not  tied  geographically  to  the  Na- 
tion. In  theory — so  opponents  of  the  action 
charge — with  Hawaii  a  State  the  way  might 
open  to  bring  other  parts  of  the  world  Into 
Uie  United  States. 


Alaska,  also  a  noncontiguous  Territory.  Is 
separated  by  Canada  from  direct  contact 
with  the  United  States.  Alaska  might  fol- 
low Hawaii,  as  the  50th  State,  if  the  Ha- 
waiians'  dream  comes  true. 

The  urge  to  turn  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
Into  a  State  is  partly  political  and  partly 
economic.  Republicans  feel  that  with  Ha- 
waii In  the  fold  they  will  be  assured  of  a 
new  block  of  votes  that  will  help  the  party 
in  Congress  and  in  presidential  election 
years. 

Sugar  and  pineapple  Interests  of  the 
Islands  feel  that,  with  statehood,  they  will 
always  enjoy  the  special  protection  that  goes 
to  Industries  within  the  American  union  dur- 
ing any  time  when  barriers  may  be  erected 
against  products  from  outside  areas. 

Life  itself,  for  individual  Hawaiians,  ac- 
tuaWy  will  not  be  greatly  different  under 
statehood. 

Taxes  will  stay  the  same.  Hawaiians  pay 
the  same  Federal  ta*es  that  mainlanders  do. 
Their  territorial  tax  system  Is  comparable  to 
the  average  State's.  It  includes  an  Income 
tax.  auto-license  fees,  and  so  on. 

Social -security   system   will   be   the   same. 
Hawaii  is  Included  in  the  Federal  system  now. 
The  draft  will  go  on  as  before.     Draft  ap- 
plies to  Hawaiian  youths  the  same  way  that 
it  affects  youths  on  the  mainland. 

Relief  pay,  unemployment  compensation, 
application  of  the  minimum-wage  law  and 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act  will  not  be  changed  in 
any  way  if  Hawaii  becomes  a  State.  People 
of  the  Territory  are  treated  now,  under  these 
and  similar  Federal  laws,  like  the  people  of 
any  State. 

Hawaiians  will  go  on  getting  FHA  loans 
on  their  houses.  Just  as  now,  if  they  achieve 
statehood.  Honolulu  will  get  the  same  slum- 
clearance  aid  from  the  Federal  Government 
as  before.  Veterans  will  continue  to  receive 
the  same  benefits.  The  farm  price-support 
system,  sugar  quotas,  agricultural  conserva- 
tion payments  will  remain  the  same. 

Differences  will  be  great,  nevertheless,  for 
the  Islands'  long-range  prospects  if  state- 
hood replaces  territorial  status. 

For  Individuals,  the  big  difference  will  be 
that  they  can  take  part  in  the  presidential 
elections.  No  presidential  candidate  has 
ever  had  to  fiy  to  Hawaii  during  a  campaign 
to  woo  the  natives  there.  But  he  might  con- 
sider the  effort  worth  whUe  if  Hawaiians 
could  vote  like  other  people. 

For  Hawaii's  politicians,  there  will  be  four 
big  Jobs  in  Congress  where  only  one— the 
Delegate's  Job — exists  today.  And  the  pow- 
er, prestige,  and  importance  of  the  Jobs  will 
be  immeasurably  greater  than  that  attaching 
to  the  Delegate's  offlc^. 

For  Hawaii's  economic  development,  state- 
hood will  bring  immense  advantages.  As  a 
sovereign  SUte,  Hawaii  will  not  be  subjected 
to  any  restraints  that  sometimes  are  Ira- 
posed  on  the  Territory.  One  specific  e.xam- 
ple  Is  the  prohibition  against  refining  of 
sugar  In  the  Islands  now.  This  limitation 
was  slipped  Into  the  sugar -quota  system  sev- 
eral years  ago. 

As  a  result.  Hawaiian  Interests  had  to  build 
a  $25  million  sugar  refinery  in  California. 
Once  the  islands  become  a  State,  they  can 
transplant  that  refinery  to  the  home 
grounds,  or  build  a  new  one  there,  and  add 
1,500  people  to  Hawaii's  payrolls.  California 
gets  them  now. 

Some  extra  windfalls  of  Federal  aid  un- 
doubtedly will  be  available  also,  if  two  Sena- 
tors and  two  Representatives  are  bargainlns? 
for  Hawaii  In  Washington  all  the  time.  For 
Instance.  Hawaii  urgently  needs  some  multi- 
purpose  water  and  power  projpcis.  As  far 
back  as  1935.  the  Islanders  got  SL'-j.OOO  from 
Congress  to  survey  the  possibilities  of  a 
power-and -water  project  on  Molokai  Just 
like  any  State  in  the  West. 

Now  a  »5  million  project  Is  envisioned  on 
that  island.  Local  interests  mav  eo  through 
with  the  Job  on  their  own.    But  as  a  state 


Hawaii  can  seek  Federal  aid  to  develop  less 
attractive  power  and  irrigation  sites. 

Another  advantage  in  statehood,  as  Ha- 
waiians see  It,  Is  that  they  will  no  longer 
have  to  scan  every  propooal,  e'  ery  bit  of  leg- 
islation, to  make  sure  that  the  key  words 
"and  the  Territories  *  are  included  in  the 
final  wording  of  legislation  that  Congress 
passes. 

As  a  State,  the  islands  will  automatically 
qualify  for  everything  that  comes  along  for 
the  other  States.  As  a  Territory  they  can  be 
left  out  if  they  are  not  careful.  That  hap- 
pened in  the  original  social -security  bill.  It 
t(X)k  Hawaiians  8  years  of  effort  to  get  bene- 
fits of  the  Federal  Road  Act  of  1916.  basic 
highway-aid  law,  extended  to  the  Islands. 
They  had  the  same  trouble  getting  Federal 
aid  for  their  "state"  university. 

With  a  .State's  status,  local  governmental 
machinery  will  not  be  caught  In  Washington 
red  tape  and  politics  as  It  now  la.  Death  or 
removal  of  1  member  of  Hawaii's  3-man 
supreme  court  often  means  months  of  wait- 
ing belore  the  President  appoints  a  new 
one.  Meanwhile,  the  court  is.  completely 
inoperative. 

Sometimes,  when  the  Territorial  Gover- 
nors term  expires,  the  President  waJU 
months  to  name  a  new  one — and  Hawaii's 
local  government  slows  to  a  crawl.  As  citi- 
zens of  a  State,  Hawaiians  wiU  elect  their 
own  Governor. 

If  Ci'nsress  does  decide  to  approve  Hawaii, 
the  union  will  be  getting  a  SUte  unlike  any 
ever  admitted  before. 

Texas  will  be  dLsplaced  as  the  biggest  State 
of  all,  in  terms  of  area  Included  in  the  State's 
boundaries.  Land  area  of  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  Is  only  6  400  square  miles,  less  than 
one-fortieth  as  hk  as  Texas.  But  the  Islands 
are  an  archipelago  containing  seven  inhab- 
ited Islands,  a  sizable  Island  given  to  the 
services  for  a  target,  and  many  tiny  atolls 
scattered   over   an    immense    area   of   ocean. 

Legally,  the  new  State  will  reach  1.100 
miles  southwest  from  the  main  islands  to 
include  Palmyra  Island,  an  atoll  which  is  part 
of  the  county  of  Honolulu. 

The  seven  large  inhabited  Islands  are  all 
clustered  together,  separated  by  a  few  miles 
of  sea.  Formed  by  volcanoes,  these  Islands 
have  semitropical  vegetation,  beautiful  scen- 
ery, and  a  climate  that  will  give  California 
and  Florida  strong  new  competition  for  the 
title  of  "most  salubrious"  State. 

Military  and  naval  bases  dot  the  Islands, 
centering  around  the  multlblllion-dollar 
Pearl  Harbor  base  United  States  Federal 
Government  activity,  almost  all  military,  is 
the  fourth  biggest  source  of  income.  Sugar, 
pineapples,  and  tourUt  trade  are  valued  at 
$233  million  a  year. 

Population  Is  37  percent  Japanese,  23  per- 
cent white.  17  5  percent  Hawaiian  or  part- 
Hawaiian,  12  percent  Filipino,  65  percent 
Chinese,   and   4   percent   other   nationalities. 

Opponents  of  .'Statehood  charge  that,  as  a 
State.  Hawaii  will  be  controlled  by  Its  non- 
whites,  people  alien  to  American  culture. 
They  say  the  L?lands  are  a  hotbed  of  com- 
munism, with  the  biggest  labor  union,  which 
dominates  economic  life,  controlled  by 
Communists. 

Hawaiians  answer  that  their  war  record 
proves  beyond  doubt  their  loyalty  to  United 
States  Ideals.  The  House  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee  found  plenty  of  Commu- 
nists, but  no  cause  to  withhold  statehood, 
after  (ui  Investigation  In  1950.  Hawaiians 
add  that,  by  making  Hawaii  a  State,  the 
United  States  will  prove  its  Interest  In  Asia 
and  spike  Communist  propaganda  that 
America  looks  down  on  orlenUl  peoples  as 
Inferiors. 

It  still  Is  far  from  certain  that  Hawaii  wiU 
become  a  State  this  year.  Since  1903. 
Hawaii  his  made  17  attempts  to  get  Into  the 
Union.  But  chances  In  1953  look  better  than 
ever. 
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AMERICA'S  TRAFFIC  JAM 


Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
member  of  the  Public  Works  Committee 
with  Jurisdiction  over  public  highways. 
I  am  deeply  Interested  In  the  highway 
problem  facing  our  Nation.  We  are  lit- 
erally and  truthfully  In  a  traffic  jam. 

The  Immense  increase  in  automotive 
vehicles  using  the  highways  Is  so  burden- 
some on  the  highway  system  that  the 
highways  are  wearing  out  much  more 
rapidly  than  they  are  being  maintained 
or  replaced.  The  traffic  hazard  has  be- 
come so  great  that  more  lives  are  being 
sacrificed  on  highways  than  in  war. 
Tens  of  thousands  of  lives  are  lost  each 
year,  thousand  of  citizens  are  maimed, 
and  inunense  projierty  values  allowed  to 
be  dissipated  by  reason  of  traffic  acci- 
dents. Many  If  not  most  of  these  are 
due  to  be  Inefficient  highways  with  too 
many  sharp  curves  and  steep  Inclines, 
too  narrow  pavement  shoulders  and 
bridges,  thousands  of  railroad  and  high- 
way grade  crossings  made  more  hazard- 
ous by  traffic  signals  and  stop  streets. 
An  efficient  highway  sjrstem  is  one  of 
the  first  needs  of  the  Nation  both  In 
peace  and  In  war.  Total  travel  on  all 
rural  roads  in  the  United  States  broke  all 
previous  records  in  1951  for  the  6  con- 
secutive years.  It  exceeded  1950  travel 
by  10  percent.  Public  Roads  reports, 
1946  travel  by  52  percent  and  1941  travel 
by  almost  53  percent.  Data  collected 
from  January  through  August  Indicate 
that  travel  on  all  rural  roads  In  1952  will 
have  exceeded  1951  travel  by  almost  7 
percent. 

On  356,000  miles  of  main  rural  roads 
carrying  more  than  73  percent  of  the 
total  rural  traffic,  1951  travel  was  almost 
190  billion  vehicle-miles.  Travel  on  all 
rural  roads  for  the  12-month  period  end- 
ing in  the  simuner  of  1952  came  to  ap- 
proximate 270  billion  vehicle-miles.  Of 
the  travel  on  main  rural  routes  in  1951, 
78  percent  by  passenger  cars.  1  percent 
by  buses,  and  21  percent  by  freight- 
carrying  vehicles.  Traffic  of  all  trucks 
and  combinations  on  main  rural  roads  in 
1951  was  1  percent  less  than  In  1950  in 
eastern  regions  of  the  county,  2  percent 
more  in  central  regions,  8  percent  more 
In  western  regions,  and  2  percent  more 
for  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 

Trucks  and  combinations  hauled  4 
percent  more  ton -mileage  of  freight  on 
main  rural  roads  in  1951  than  in  1950. 
Travel  of  single-unit  trucks  was  2  per- 
cent higher  than  In  1950.  and  that  of 
combinations  Inci-eased  about  1  percent. 
The  average  carried  load  for  all  trucks 
and  combination:?  In  1951  was  less  than 
1  percent  greater  than  the  1950  average. 
In  1951.  5  percent  of  all  trucks  and  com- 
binations exceed«Kl  a  State  legal  weight 
limit,  and  14  percent  of  the  combinations 
were  Illegally  ove.-loaded  in  some  respect. 
The  percentage  of  overweight  vehicles 
decreased  from  li)50  to  1951  in  all  regions 
except  New  England  and  the  west  north - 
central  States. 

In  1948  we  in  the  Congress  were  ad- 
vised that  to  brLig  the  highway  system 
to  adequacy  would  cost  $11  billion  at 
1948  prices  and  it  would  take  about  20 
years  to  accompLsh  the  Job  at  the  avail- 
able rate  of  expenditure  of  $500,000  a 
year. 


In  the  recent  conventions  of  the  Amer- 
ican Road  Builders  Association  In  Bos- 
ton and  the  American  Automobile  Asso- 
ciation highway  conference  in  Washing- 
ton. It  was  pointed  out  that  the  664.000 
miles  In  the  United  States  Federal-aid 
highway  system  need  $30  billion  worth 
of  repair  and  improvement.  Just  to 
stay  even.  40,000  of  the  664,000  miles 
should  be  worked  over  each  year.  Last 
year's  total  rehabilitation  was  20,000 
miles.  Most  of  the  key  40,000-mile  sys- 
tem connecting  major  cities  is  worn  out. 
Of  the  12,000  bridges  in  the  national 
system,  only  4,000  are  designed  to  carry 
the  heavy  loads  that  roll  across  the 
highways.  Engineers  are  continually 
amazed  that  the  others  continue  to 
hold  up. 

Speaking  at  the  Wisconsin  Road 
School  last  month,  H.  A.  Radzlkowskl, 
Maintenance  Chief  of  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  noted  that  the 
growth  of  highway  travel  in  the  past  20 
years  has  paralleled  the  growth  of  the 
gross  national  product  to  a  startling  de- 
gree, and  cited  the  recent  estimate  of 
the  President's  Materials  Policy  Commis- 
sion that  by  1975  the  armual' gross  na- 
tional product  will  double  in  value,  to 
nearly  $550  billion.  The  Commission 
estimates  that  there  will  be  85  million 
motor  vehicles  In  use  by  1975,  compared 
with  53.4  million  at  the  end  of  1952.  In- 
cluded are  20  million  trucks,  comparing 
with  the  present  9.5  million. 

Increases  in  motor-vehicle  registra- 
tions and  traffic  will  bring  about  auto- 
matic Increases  In  motor -tax  income,  of 
course.  And  it  can  be  presumed  that 
the  new  highways  buUt  now  will  have  the 
geometric  and  structural  capacity  to 
serve  a  reasonably  distant  future.  But 
we  are  not  building  enough  new  roads; 
on  the  past  record,  roadbuilding  agen- 
cies have  no  assurance  of  even  holding 
their  ground.  Two  other  Bureau  of  Pub- 
lic Roads  specialists,  Fred  B.  Farrell  and 
Henry  R.  Paterick,  offered  still  another 
indication  of  the  direction  we  are  mov- 
ing In  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
highway  research  board. 

The  cost  of  maintaining  highways  and 
streets  in  the  United  States  reached 
$1,531,000,000  in  1951,  H.  A.  Radzlkow- 
skl. Chief  of  the  Maintenance  Branch  of 
the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  reported. 
This  amounts  to  about  one-third  cent 
per  vehicle-mile  of  travel.  There  are 
three  major  pressures  Influencing  a  rise 
In  maintenance  costs:  the  price  trend, 
the  heavy  Increase  in  traffic,  and  re- 
habilitation of  old  roads  at  an  insuf- 
ficient rate.  Because  of  rising  costs 
alone,  it  took  $30  million  more  in  1952 
for  maintenance  forces  of  highway  de- 
partments to  do  just  about  what  they 
did  in  1951. 

In  1920.  highway  and  street  facilities 
In  existence  amounted  to  about  $400 — 
cost  new — for  each  motor  vehicle.  This 
investment  had  risen  to  $1,500  per 
vehicle  by  the  start  of  the  second  World 
War,  but  today  it  stands  at  only  $1,100. 
These  figures  have  been  adjusted  to  to- 
day's dollar. 

The  Federal  Government  is  now  exact- 
ing from  the  road  users  in  gasoline  and 
other  taxes  over  $2  billion  a  year  and  is 
returning  to  the  State  highway  depart- 


ments for  building  and  maintaining  roads 
less  than  25  percent  of  the  amount  col- 
lected. It  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
economy  and  would  save  many  thousands 
of  lives  and  immense  sums  in  property 
if  the  entire  tax- take  from  road  users 
were  turned  back  for  road  mainteruince 
and  construction.  With  such  a  program 
Instead  of  requiring  20  years  to  bring  the 
system  to  a  state  of  adequacy  it  could 
be  done  within  a  period  of  8  years.  I 
suggest  that  we  take  a  new  look  at  the 
critical  problem  of  highway  maintenance 
and  construction  and  adopt  an  over-all, 
long-range  program  under  which  the 
moneys  advanced  by  road  users  be  put 
back  into  the  highways  so  that  they  may 
be  brought  up  to  full  adequacy  at  an  early 
date  and  maintained  in  such  condition 
thereafter  in  order  to  lessen  the  enor- 
mous traffic  hazards  with  the  immense 
loss  of  life  and  property  which  is  now 
taking  place  on  our  highways. 

The  Hearst  newspapers  have  been  ad- 
vocating such  a  program  and  I  include  as 
part  of  these  remarks  a  discussion  of 
the  Hearst  plan  which  appeared  in 
Hearst  papers  on  February  1.  1953: 
A  HKAB8T  Plan  rem.  Better  Roaos 

BOW  TO  BTAKT  OONBTEUCTIOM  WOWt  NOW  IN  4S 
STATES 

(By  William  Randolph  Hearst.  Jr.) 
For  the  past  several  months  the  Hearst 
newspapers  and  the  Hearst  magazines  have 
been  devoting  a  great  deal  of  space  to  the 
highway  and  trafflc  problems  that  confront 
this  coxmtry  with  an  ever-growing  crisis. 

We  have  made  every  effort  to  keep  our  ma- 
terial factual,  to  descrltie  controversial  as- 
pects of  the  problem  without  choc«lng  sides, 
and  to  urge  that  action  toward  solving  the 
problem  start  now,  before  the  job  becomes 
hc^ieless. 

Our  campaign,  we're  pleased  to  state,  has 
drawn  the  applause  of  many,  many  readers 
and  CM-ganlEatlons  Interested  In  obtaining 
an  adequate  highway  system,  but  who  were 
unable  to  bring  the  subject  forcibly  to  the 
attention  of  the  public,  who  own  the  roada. 

Survey  encounters  three  main  facts 

In  our  research  and  study  of  the  whole 
field  of  highway  transportation,  we  came  to 
three  major  facts: 

First,  that  otir  national  highway  system 
is  woefully  obsolescent. 

Second,  that  the  efforts  being  made  to 
solve  the  problems  were  inadequate. 

Third,  that  any  plan  to  restore  our  high- 
ways would  demand  huge  sums  of  money 
which,  one  way  or  another,  mtist  come  from 
the  people. 

Start  should  be  made  immediately 

Probably  a  conclusion  could  be  added— 
that  the  future  of  this  country  demands  that 
the  problem  be  solved  right  now.  no  matter 
what  the  cost. 

If  there  was  any  criticism  of  our  campaign 
it  was  usually  stated  like  this: 

"You've  done  a  fine,  thorough  job  of  ex- 
plaining what  the  problem  is.  Some  of  us 
knew  all  about  that  before  you  printed  a 
word. 

"Now  that  you,  too,  understand  what  the 
country  is  facing,  what  do  you  recommend 
we  do  about  it?  How  do  you  suggest  that 
we  plan  and  pay  for  such  a  huge  under- 
taking?" 

We  regard  this  as  a  fair  criticism. 

We  also  regard  it  as  a  challenge  that  we 
are  prep<tfed  to  accept. 

We  have  developed  a  plan,  and  we  think 
it  is  a  good  one. 


1436 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


February  25 


|i- 


Ki.  I 


it 


Preceded  by  painstaking  research 

Before  I  say  more,  permit  me  to  Interject 
8  little  footnote  here.  Our  plan  wasn't 
dreamed  up  in  a  few  minutes  by  your  author 
when  faced  with  the  question  of  what  to 
write  about  for  this  Simday's  paper. 

It  is  the  result  of  a  lot  of  hard,  pains- 
taking research  work  into  the  whole  high- 
way traffic  problem  by  a  lot  of  our  people 
from  coast  to  coast.  We've  discussed  its  vir- 
tues and  tried  to  pick  it  to  pieces  and,  as 
I  said  above,  we  think  it  is  a  good  plan. 

Now,  in  developing  this  solution  to  a  major 
part  of  the  national  problem,  we  set  our- 
selves certain  limitations  or  specifications. 

We  wanted  a  plan  that  would  work,  that 
could  be  financed,  that  could  be  set  in  opera- 
tion quickly,  and  that  put  first  things  first. 

We  think  this  plan  meets  those  testa. 

It's  truly  a  national  crisis 
First,  let's  state  the  plan  quite  simply  and 
then  develop  and  explain  it. 

We  suggest  that,  since  the  state  of  our 
highway  system  constitutes  a  national  crisis 
from  the  standpoint  of  both  peace  and  war, 
it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  National  Govern- 
ment to  take  a  much  larger  part  in  ending 
the  traffic  crisis. 

The  Federal  Government  now  retvima  to 
the  State  highway  departments  about  25 
percent  of  the  fS  billion  that  it  collects 
annually  from  highway  users  through  the 
Federal  gasoline  tax  and  various  excise  taxes 
on  vehicles.  The  remainder  goes  into  the 
Treasury  for  expenditure  on  nonhlghway 
projects. 

National  interstate  highioay  system 

We  reconunend  that  the  Government  re- 
turn all  or  any  necessary  p>art  of  these  high- 
way tax  receipts  to  the  States  for  immediate 
Improvement  of  those  streets  and  roads  con- 
sidered as  vital  to  our  economy  and  vital  to 
our  defense. 

These  vital  streets  and  roads  we  believe 
are  contained  within  the  national  inter- 
state highway  system,  devised  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Public  Roads,  a  division  of  the  De- 
partment of  Ck>mmerce,  with  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  48  State  highway  departments. 

The  interstate  system  includes  roads  in 
all  48  States,  connects  155  of  the  199  cities 
}1o^4t.-.  a  papulation  of  50,000  or  more,  and 
paties  through  2,538  smaller  cities  and 
town;. 

The  37.800-mile  system  contains  only  1 
percent  of  the  total  street  and  road  mileage 
In  the  United  States,  but  it  carries  20  per- 
cent of  the  Nation's  traffic. 

It  contains  the  main  routes  through  cities, 
where  congestion  now  stifles  industry  and 
commerce. 

The  system  throughout  its  length  has  been 
officially  termed  "seriously  deficient."  It  is 
the  most  seriously  obsolescent  section  of  all 
of  oxir  national  network. 

Favor  return  of  road  taxes  to  States 

Our  plan,  in  brief.  Is  that  the  Federal 
Government  through  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  return  to  the  States  the  highway 
taxes  it  now  collects  in  sufficient  amounts 
to  begin  immediately  to  restore  the  inter- 
state highway  system  to  adequacy. 

The  work  would  be  done,  as  it  is  now,  by 
the  highway  departments  of  the  various 
States,  subject  to  the  apeciflcationa  and 
standards  of  the  Federal  Bureau. 

The  Bureau  could  allot  the  funds  on  the 
basis  of  the  work  to  be  done,  not  on  the 
basis  of  the  original  tax  contributions  of 
each  State. 

The  plan's  purpose  is  to  restore  the  inter- 
state highway  system,  the  vital  national  sys- 
tem, to  adequacy  throughout  its  length. 

Applying  our  specifications  to  the  plan, 
we  find  that  it  would  work,  that  It  can  be 
financed  from  present  highway  taxes,  that 
It  could  be  set  in  op>eratlon  rapidly,  and  that 
It  put*  Ont  things  first. 


The  entire  s3^tem  has  been  siirveyed.  and 
It  is  known  today  exactly  where  the  system 
la  inadequate.  Months  of  inspection  and 
planning  would  not  be  necessary. 

The  States  now  match  their  funds  with 
Federal  highway-aid  funds,  but  we  recom- 
mend that  for  the  time  necessary  to  restore 
the  Interstate  system  the  cost  be  borne  by 
the  Federal  Government  alone. 

Many  States  will  want  to  work  on  other 
highways  in  addition  to  those  in  the  inter- 
state system.  In  that  case  they  should  con- 
tinue to  provide  funds  to  match  Federal  aid. 

Possible  to  make  millions  available 

With  the  interstate  system  temporarily 
removed  as  a  responsibility  of  State  highway 
department  financing,  a  great  deal  of  other 
important  State  highway  work  could  be  ac- 
complished. 

The  plan  would  pump  about  an  additional 
$1,500,000,000  in  Federal  funds  each  year 
into  the  vital  road  network  of  the  Nation, 
the  interstate  system. 

Since  the  States  now  match  Federal  aid 
on  the  interstate  system,  the  plan  would  set 
free  many  more  millions  for  other  State  roads. 

The  entire  highway  system  would  be  given 
just  the  fast,  effective  boost  that  it  needs  if 
we  are  ever  to  start  removing  our  highways 
from  their  present  crisis  state. 

When  the  interstate  system  Is  declared  ade- 
quate throughout  Its  length,  Congress  could 
revert  to  the  present  system  or  make  any 
alterations  that  seemed  desirable. 

In  1948,  Congress  was  informed  that  to 
bring  the  system  to  adequacy  would  coet 
more  than  (11  billion  (at  1948  prices)  and 
take  about  20  years  to  accomplish  at  the 
annual  rate  of  expenditure  of  $500  million. 

Could  be  accomplished  in  8  years 

If  $1  billion  were  added  to  this,  and 
assuming  that  the  manpower,  machinery. 
and  materials  are  available,  the  job  could  be 
accomplished  in  something  like  8  years. 

In  other  words,  if  it  is  lack  of  money  that 
is  ruining  our  road  system,  the  Hearst  plan 
would  go  far  to  eliminate  It  as  a  highway 
problem  factor. 

The  job  must  be  done,  one  way  or  another, 
and  there  is  considerable  doubt  that  it  will 
•ever  be  done  at  all  under  our  present 
methods. 

As  defense  work  slackens,  ample  Federal 
funds  will  become  available  without  the 
necessity  for  new  forms  of  taxation. 

Otir  plan  presumes  that  work  will  start  as 
soon  as  possible  on  those  sections  of  the  in- 
terstate syst<im  most  deficient,  and  that  the 
entire  system  will  be  improved  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

We  believe  that  an  adequate  street  and 
highway  system  is  project  No.  1  on  the  Gov- 
ernment's domestic   program. 

It  is  not  a  radical  plan,  nor  one  that  would 
need  a  complete  revision  of  our  present  high- 
way financing  systems. 

It  does  not  assess  any  new  taxes. 

The  money  would  come  from  highway 
users  alone. 

We  submit  It  to  the  public,  who  pay  for 
and  own  the  roads,  and  to  their  govern- 
mental representatives  who  are  responsible 
for  getting  the  roads  built. 

Let's  get  America  out  of  the  traffic  jam. 

THIS    IS    AMEMCA's    LITTLINE    TODAT  :     THI 
LNTERSTATX   HIGHWAY    SYSTEM 

(By  John  H.  O'Brien) 

The  National  Interstate  Highway  System, 
which  by  the  Hearst  better-roads  plan  an- 
nounced today  would  be  put  promptly  into 
adequate  condition,  could  be  defined  as  the 
lifeline  of  America  in  peace  and  war. 

Without  it,  this  country  could  scarcely 
function  at  all. 

The  37,800  miles  of  the  system  In  most 
cases  were  the  first  highways  built  In  Amer- 
ica. They  join  State  to  State,  capital  to 
capital,  city  to  city. 


Today  they  are  the  roads  that  almost  ev- 
eryone drives  over  In  any  extended  automo- 
bile tour.  It  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
avoid  them. 

United  States  bound  by  network 

As  shown  by  the  accompanying  map  pre- 
pared by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Public  Roads, 
they  represent  a  network  binding  the  Nation 
together. 

Statistically,  the  system  Includes  31,871 
miles  of  rural  roads  and  5,969  miles  in  urban 
areas. 

Congress  In  Its  original  definition  of  the 
system  allowed  for  an  expansion  to  a  total 
of  40,000  miles  and,  of  course,  the  system 
can  be  further  expanded  to  include  new 
roads 

The  many  miles  of  big  city  expressways 
now  under  construction  or  planned  would 
be  natural  extensions. 

In  fact,  the  Hearst  plan  would  particular- 
ly help  big  cities  to  complete  the  congestion- 
relieving  throughways  they  so  badly  need. 

The  system  naturally  could  not  omit  any 
of  our  larger  centers  of  population  and  pro- 
ducrk)n.  our  major  ports,  or  our  strategic 
connections  with  Canada  and  Mexico,  but 
smaller  cities  were  not  forgotten. 

Cities  included   in  system 

New  York.  Chicago.  Philadelphia.  Lo«  An- 
geles. Detroit,  San  Francisco,  Pittsburgh. 
Boston,  Baltimore,  Milwaukee,  Albany,  San 
Antonio,  Cleveland,  and  Seattle,  of  course. 
are  in  the  system,  but  so  are  Phoenix.  Great 
Falls.  I.,aredo,  Duluth,  Grand  Rapids.  Lex- 
ington. Baton  Rouge,  Richmond.  Tampa, 
Rochester,   and   Bangor. 

The  system  connects  42  of  the  48  State 
capitals.  It  connecU  156  of  the  190  cities 
having  populations  of  50,000  or  more. 

While  it  is  only  1  percent  of  our  national 
rrlleage,  it  carries  more  than  20  percent  of 
the  Nation's  traffic. 

The  roads  of  the  system  go  where  the 
people  are.  where  the  planU  are,  where  the 
raw  materials  are.  and  to  the  seaports 
through  which  would  fiow  men  and  mate- 
rials in  event  of  war  and  during  the  uncer- 
tain duration  of  a  cold  war. 

It's  a  matter  of  defense 

A  condition  of  war  or  near  war  makes  the 
system  of  primary  interest  to  the  Federal 
Government  since  the  Government  Is  re- 
sponsible for  the  national  defense,  but  the 
network  is  Just  as  Important  in  times  of 
general   peace. 

The  system  actually  represents  extensions 
of  the  country's  assembly  lines.  Our  prod- 
ucts come  out  the  doors  of  the  plants  onto 
trucks,  and  the  trucks  move  over  the  high- 
ways, usually  on  the  Interstate  system  at 
one   point  or  another. 

It  is  the  vital  system  in  our  motorized 
civilization. 

Every  delay  because  of  congestion  adds  a 
few  cents  here,  a  few  dollars  there  to  the 
cost  of  everything  we  produce. 

The  delays  are  occurring  every  night  and 
day.  because  the  system  has  been  officially 
declared  "seriously  deficient." 

Deficiencies  are   listed 

It  has  too  many  curves  and  hills. 

The  pavement,  shoulders,  and  bridges  are 
not  wide  enough. 

It  has  thousands  of  railroad  grade  cross- 
ings impeding  Us  tremendous  traffic  fiow. 

It  Is  cluttered  with  traffic  signals  and  stop 
streets. 

While  the  Government's  survey  of  the 
entire  system  describes  conditions  In  1948, 
the  situation  today  Is  essentially  the  same. 

Some  improvements  have  been  made; 
other  sections  deemed  adequate  then  are 
unsatisfactory  under  today's  enormous 
traffic. 

As  each  year  passes  without  materially 
Improving  the  system,  more  and  more  of  it 

deteriorates. 
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Some  day  a  naticnal  effort  will  have  to  be 
made  to  get  at  leas:  this  vital  system  up-to- 
date  and  ready  for  ])eace  or  war. 

The  Hearst  plan  assumes  that  that  day  is 
today,  and  that  the  Federal  Government 
must  make  the  first  move  as  the  only  agency 
that  can. 

Let's  get  America  out  of  the  traffic  Jam. 


PROGRAM  FOR  BALANCE  OP  WEEK 
AND  ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  min- 
ute in  order  that  I  may  Inquire  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  as  to  the  pro- 
gram for  the  remainder  of  the  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  la  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  We  shaU  meet  to- 
morrow, but  as  lar  as  I  know  there  Is 
no  business  to  be  disposed  of.  It  is  my 
purpose  to  ask  that  we  adjourn  from 
tomorrow  until  Monday.  I  will  do  that 
now. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  tisk  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  tomor- 
row it  adjourn  to  meet  at  noon  on  Mon- 
day next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN  I  would  also  like  to 
ask  the  gentleman  what  is  the  pros];>ect 
in  a  legislative  way  for  next  week. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  probably  I 
had  better  withhold  that  announcement 
until  tomorrow.  I  anticipate  that  the 
two  calendars  will  be  called  on  Monday 
and  Tuesday.  It  is  i>ossible  that  some 
resolutions  may  be  out  of  the  Rules 
Committee  but  I  cannot  make  that  de- 
termination at  the  moment. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  be- 
half of  my  distinguished  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  N  ew  York  [  Mr.  Heller  1 , 
I  ask  that  he  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  2  hours  on  March  3,  fol- 
lowing the  legisla'jve  business  of  the  day 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered. I  may  say  that  he  intends  to 
yield  1  hour  of  that  time  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  CantieldI. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


GENERAL  LILAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legis.ative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  bill  Just 
passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  yester- 
day for  the  first  time  in  my  life  I  was 
invited  to  have  lunch  at  the  White  House 
along  with  21  other  Members  of  Con- 
gress on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  Of 
course,  I  accepted  when  our  great  Presi- 
dent invited  me,  but  I  did  not  realize  that 
as  Important  a  vote  would  be  had  as  was 
taken  at  that  time.  If  I  had  been  pres- 
ent yesterday  I  would  have  voted  "yea" 
along  with  the  three-hundred-odd  other 
Members  and  I  should  like  to  be  so  re- 
corded, 

AMENDMENT    TO    WALSH-HEALEY 
PUBLIC  CONTRACTS  ACT 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remiarks  and  include  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massac  husetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  in  my  hand  an  amend- 
ment which  I  propwse  Introducing  today 
to  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Contracts 
Act,  reading  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (b) 
of  section  1  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1938,  49 
Stat.  2036,  as  amended  (the  Walsh-Healey 
Public  Contracts  Act)  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  the  words  "currently  operating  In 
the  locality  in  which  the  materials,  sup- 
plies, articles,  or  equipment  are  to  be  manu- 
factured or  furnished  under  said  contract." 

My  amendment  would  be  to  the  fol- 
lowing section  of  Public  Law  846.  74th 
Congress: 

(b)  That  all  persons  employed  by  the  con- 
tractor in  the  manufacture  or  furnishing 
of  the  materials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equip- 
ment used  In  the  p)erformance  of  the  con- 
tract win  be  paid,  without  subsequent  de- 
duction or  rebate  on  any  account,  not  less 
than  the  minimum  wages  as  determined  by 
the  Secret€u-y  of  Labor  to  be  the  prevailing 
minimum  wages  for  persons  employed  on 
similar  work  or  In  the  particular  or  similar 
Industries  or  groups  of  industries  currently 
operating  In  the  locality  In  which  the  ma- 
terials, supplies,  articles,  or  equipment  are 
to  be  manufactured  or  furnished  under  said 
contract. 

If  New  England  textile  mills  and  em- 
ployees are  to  receive  justice,  I  believe 
this  amendment  is  necessary. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  also  include  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks  the  following  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  Labor: 

Uwirnj  States 
Depaktment  of  Labok, 
Office  of  the  Secketaby, 

February  24.  1953. 
Hon.  EorrH  Notntsx  Rocxas, 

Member  of  Congress,  New  House  Office 
Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Re    Covington    Mills    v.    Durkin,    Civil    No. 
258-53;    Alabama  Mills  v,  Durkin.  CivU 
No.  614-53. 
Deak  Mas.  Rogers:  In  response  to  your  In- 
quiry please  be  advised  that  in  the  above- 
named  actions  a  total  of  about  93  firms  en- 
gaged in  the  textile  industry  seek  a  declara- 
tion that  the  minimum-wage  determination 


for  the  textile  industry,  promulgated  Jan- 
uary 15.  1953.  by  my  predecessor,  is  contrary 
to  law  and  void  and  pray  for  a  stay  and  in- 
junction to  prevent  its  taking  effect  on  Feb- 
ruary 21,  1953,  as  scheduled.  These  actions 
were  brought  under  the  authority  of  section 

10  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Contracts  Act 
as  amended  by  title  in  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act  Amendments  of  1952  (Public 
Law  429,  82d  Cong.) ,  otherwise  known  as  the 
Fulbricht  amendment. 

Plaintiffs'  primary  argument  apjiears  to  be 
that  the  establishment  of  a  nationwide 
minimum  rate  of  $1  per  hotir  is  not  con- 
sistent with  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  because  it 
is  not  limited  to  "the  locality  in  which  the 
materials,  supplies,  articles  or  equipment 
are  to  be  manufactured  or  furnished"  as  they 
Interpret  section  1  (b)  of  the  act.  They  also 
contend  that  certain  technical  procedural 
defects  in  the  proceedings  which  led  up  to 
the  determination  tend  to  invalidate  It. 
They  base  their  prayer  for  declaratory  and 
injunctive  relief,  both  permEinently  and  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  the  action,  upon  the 
claim  ttiat  they  will  be  adversely  affected  and 
aggrieved  and  will  suffer  irreparable  injury 
if  the  determination  Is  permitted  to  take 
effect. 

The  Government  resisted  the  action  and 
plaintiffs'  application  for  temporary  injunc- 
tion, but  on  February  19,  1953,  the  court 
decided  In  favor  of  the  plaintiffs  substan- 
tially as  follo^-s: 

1.  He  foiuid  that  under  the  Fulbrlght 
amendment  the  plaintiffs  were  properly  be- 
fore the  court. 

2.  He  found  that  If  the  determination  were 
to  take  effect  It  would  result  in  a  substantial 
increase  in  labor  and  operating  costs  to  the 
plaintiffs  and  that  for  such  they  bad  no  ade- 
quate remedy  at  law. 

3.  He  concluded  that  the  determination 
complained  of  was  "probably"  unlawful  and 
not  in  conformity  with  the  requirements  of 
law. 

4.  He  also  concluded  that  the  plaintiffs 
would  be  irreparably  injtired  and  damaged 
pending  final  decision  of  the  case,  unless  the 
determination  was  stayed  and  enjoined  as 
to  them. 

5.  He  thereupon  denied  the  Government's 
motion  to  dismiss. 

6.  He  enjoined  the  Secretary  of  Labor  from 
in  any  manner  putting  the  determination 
into  effect  as  to  the  plaintiffs  until  the  case 
could  be  finally  decided. 

7.  He  ordered,  however,  that  should  any 
plaintiffs  be  awarded  any  Government  con- 
tract subject  to  the  act,  each  must  before 
undertaking  performance  thereof,  post  with 
the  clerk  of  the  court  a  bond  for  $2,000 
on  each  contract,  for  the  payment  to  em- 
ployees of  an}'  wage  deficiencies  below  the 

11  level  in  the  event  that  the  determination 
was  eventually  sustained  by  the  coiuia.  The 
fact  that  such  bond  is  limited  to  the  amount 
stated  wUl  not  Impair  the  Government's 
right  to  recover  any  wage  deficiencies  over 
and  above  such  sum,  in  the  event  the  de- 
termination is  eventually   held  valid. 

8.  By  a  separate  order,  the  court  also  pro- 
vided that  upon  filing  an  appropriate  motion 
other  textile  manufacturers  might  Join  in 
the  action  as  plaintiffs,  and  come  within  the 
protection  of  the  injunction,  provided  they 
also  post  the  requisite  $2,000  bond.  This 
would,  of  course,  seem  to  open  the  door  to 
the  same  temporary  relief  to  any  and  all 
textile  firms  who  are  minded  to  avail  them- 
selves of  it,  but  it  should  be  emphasized  in 
that  connection  that  such  persons  mtist 
actually  become  parties  to  the  litigation  and 
that  if  they  do  not,  the  determination  wiU 
remain  In  effect  as  to  them.  I  understand 
the  court  will  advance  this  case  on  the  docket 
and  that  It  probably  will  be  heard  on  the 
merits  at  an  early  date,  following  which  a 
permanent  injunction  will  be  granted  or 
the  case  dismissed.  However,  either  result 
In  the  district  court  will  likely  lead  to  aa 
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appeal  to  the  co\irt  of  appeals  and  eventually 
to  the  Supreme  Court.  The  stay  order  will 
cause  administrative  difficulties  to  the  var- 
ious Government  purchasing  agencies  and 
may  well  give  some  competitive  advantage  to 
the  mills  protected  by  such  order. 

If  I  can  be  of  further  service  to  you  or  your 
constituents,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call 
upon  me. 

Yours  very  truly. 


Secretary  of  Labor. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  G'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. . 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  "as  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  yesterday  I  was  absent  on 
official  business  when  rollcall  No.  7  was 
called.  Had  I  been  present  I  would  have 
voted  affirmatively  on  that  rollcall. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKE31.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ore- 
gon? 

There  w&s  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
called  out  of  the  Chamber  this  afternoon 
when  the  roll  was  called  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
2332.  If  I  had  been  present  I  would 
have  voted  for  it. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  PatmawI  is  recognized  for  15  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  that  my  special  order 
for  today  be  transferred  over  until  to- 
morrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


KXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Kearney  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  editorials. 

Mr.  Cederbero  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  articles  appearing  in  the  Bay 
City  Times  and  also  to  extend  his  re- 
marks and  include  quotations  from  trib- 
utes paid  the  late  Honorable  Roy  O. 
Woodniff. 

Mr.  Bates  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude newspaper  articles. 

Mr.  Goodwin  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torlaL 

Mrs.  Si.  George  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  BENTLrr  and  to  include  a  seven- 
point  statement  of  labor-relations  pol- 
icy and  an  accompanying  letter. 


Mr.  Smtth  of  Wisconsin  in  three  In- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr»  Hope. 

Mr.  Velde  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arends)  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Sheehan. 

Mr.  Perkins  and  to  include  a  state- 
ment on  a  plan  of  action  to  develop  the 
public-library  services. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf 
of  my  colleague  the  Delegate  from 
Alaska  [Mr.  Bartlett],  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  he  be  permitted  to  insert 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an  edi- 
torial from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch 
which  I  urge  all  Members  to  read. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Price  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude newspaper  articles. 

Mr.  WiER  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Washington  Post  of  Febru- 
ary 24. 

Mr.  Howell  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  HoLiFiELD  and  to  Include  news- 
paper articles. 

Mr.  Keogh  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Ro- 
DiNO)  and  to  include  matter  related  to 
the  subject  of  his  remarks. 

Mr.  RoDiNO. 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Hillings  in  three  separate  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Encle  In  three  separate  instances. 
In  each  to  include 'extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Shater  in  four  instances,  in  two  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BuRDicK  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  Patterson  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
MORANO ) . 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  in  2  In- 
stances, in  1  to  include  a  National  Trib- 
une editorial  and  in  the  other  the  Veter- 
ans' Administration  dental  program. 

Mr.  Deane  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Spence)  to  extend  the  remarks  made  in 
the  House  today  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Cannon  and  to  include  an  address 
delivered  by  Mr.  Whitten  before  the 
Women's  National  Press  Club.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Multer)  in  five  instances,  in  each  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Multer  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wolverton  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution pased  by  the  Legislature  of  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  Lksinski  and  to  include  the  proc- 
lamation of  the  Council  of  Free  Czecho- 
slovakia in  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mr.  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  Gathings  in  2  instances,  in  1  to 
Include  an  editorial  from  Time  Mat;a- 
zine  of  February  9.  1953. 

Mr.  Chudoff  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Elliott  In  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter 


Miss  Thompson  of  Michigan  and  to 
Include  an  address  made  by  Hon.  James 
P.  Cromwell. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 

that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  4  o'clock  and  4  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  February  28,  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  wer^  taken  from  the 
Speakers  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

491.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  information  concern- 
ing a  violation  of  subsection  (h)  (b)  which 
occurred  In  a  subunlt  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard  during  September  1952,  pursu- 
ant to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (1)  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U  S  C.  Sup.  V  665);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

492  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bin  entitled  "A  bill  to  restore  certain  pro- 
visions of  law  affected  by  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  amend  or  repeal  certain  GkJvern- 
ment  property  laws,  and  for  other  purposes'," 
approved  October  31.  1951  (65  Stat.  701); 
to  the  Committee  on  Oovemmcnt  Opera- 
tions. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
UC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 

calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr  LfCOMPTE;  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tlun  4.  Concurrent  Resolution  authorizing 
the  printing  of  additional  copies  of  Prayers 
Offered  by  the  Chaplain,  the  Reverend  Peter 
lifarshall.  D  D..  at  the  Opening  of  the  DaUy 
Sessions  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
Dunni?  the  80th  and  81st  Congresses:  with- 
out amendment  (Kept.  No.  88).  Ordered  to 
be  printed 

Mr  LeCOMPTE  Committee  on  Hovise  Ad- 
ministration. House  ResoluUon  150.  Reso- 
lution providing  for  the  expenses  of  conduct- 
ing the  studies  and  investigations  authorised 
by  clau.se  8  of  rule  XI  Incurred  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operatlorxa;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  Nu.  89).  Ordered  to  be 
printed 

Mr.  SHORT:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices H  R  2330  A  bin  to  amend  the  De- 
pendents A.s.slstance  Act  of  1950  to  continue 
in  f.Tect  certain  of  the  provisions  thereof; 
wiUn  ut  amendment  (Rept  No.  90).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.se  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
H  R  34G7  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  credit. 
upon  retirement  of  an  officer  or  employee 
from  Government  service,  to  the  Individual 
account  of  such  officer  or  employee  in  the 
civil-servlce  retirement  and  dlsabUlty  fund 
of  a  sum  representing  compensation  for  ac- 
cumulated and  current  accrued  sick  leave; 
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to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office   and  Civil 
Service. 

By    Mr.    BOW: 

H  R.  3468.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  1701  (a) 
of    the    Internal    Revenue    Code    to    provide 
that  the  tax  on  admissions  shall  nqt  apply 
in  the  case  of  any  admission  all  the  proceeds 
of  which  Inure  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of 
a    nonprofit    community    amateur    theater; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CARNAHAN: 
H.  R.  3469.  A   bill    to   amend    the   Internal 
Revenue   Code   to   provide   a   deduction    for 
certain    expenses    paid    or    Incurred    by    the 
taxpayer   for  his  ovn  education  or  for  the 
education  of  any  other  person;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CELLHR: 
H  R  3470.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  oth«r  purixtses;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  iind  Currency. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 
H.  R  3471.  A  bin  "X)  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice   Retirement    Act    of    May    29,     1930.    as 
amended;    to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By   Mr.  CONDON: 
H.R.  3472.  A    bill    to    amend    the    act    of 
July  24.  1941   (55  Stat.  605).  as  amended,  so 
as  to  remove  the  discrimination  now  existing 
against   certain    m^^nbers   of   the   Fleet    Re- 
serve and  Fleet  Marine  Corps  Reserve;  to  the 
Committee  on  Arm<;d  Services. 
By  Mr.  DOYI.E: 
H.R.  3473.  A  bill  to  establish  the  Federal 
Agency  for  Handicapped,  to  define  Its  duties, 
and   for  other   puriKjses;    to  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  I.,abor. 

By  Mr  ELLSWORTH: 
H  R  3474.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  presen- 
tation of  claims  of  the  Ccx>8  (or  Kowes)  Bay. 
lx)wer  Umpqua  (or  Kalawatset),  and  Sluslaw 
Tribes  of  Indians  tc  the  Indian  Claims  Com- 
mission; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs 

By    Mr.   FINE: 
H  R.  3475    A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming: 
H  R  3476.  A  bill  to  provide  compensation 
to  the  Shoshone  and  Arapahoe  Tribes  of  In- 
dians for  certain  lands  of  the  Rlverton  rec- 
lamation project  within  the  ceded  portion 
of  the  Wind  River  Indian  Reservation,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and   Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HART  (by  request)  : 
H  R  3477.  A  bill  to  extend  to  the  Canal 
Zone  Government  and  the  Panama  Canal 
Company  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  facilitate  the  settlement  of  the  ac- 
counts of  certain  deceased  civilian  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Government,"  approved 
August  3,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

H  R  3478.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
civilian  personnel  employed  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment, for  expenses  Incurred  Incident  to 
temporary  duty  performed  at  the  Navy  yard. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  In  1942;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H  R.  3479.  A  bill  Ui  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr    HOPE: 
H  R  3480.  A  bill  to  amend  section  509  of 
title   V   of   the   Agricultural   Act  of    1949,   to 
extend  for  3  years  the  period  during  which 
aurlcultural  workers  may  be  made  available 
lor    employment    under    such    title;    to    the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H  R.  3481.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Labor-Man- 
agement  Relations   Act.    1947,   and   for  other 
jjurposes;    to    the   Committee    on   Education 
and  Labor. 


By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
H.  R.  3482.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  so  as  to  provide  that  automobUes, 
trucks,  buses,  and  parts  thereof  shall  be 
exempt  from  duty;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  JARMAN: 
H.  R.  3483.  A  bill  to  terminate  the  tax  on 
admissions;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  3484.  A  bin  to  aid  In  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.R.  3485.  A  blU  to  aid  in  controlUng  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN : 
H.  R.  3486.  A  bUl  to  aid  in  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purp)oses;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.  R.  3487.  A  bill  to  extend  coverage  of  old- 
age  and  survivors  Insurance;  to  the  Conunit- 
tee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3488.  A  bill  to  provide  for  voluntary 
coverage  under  the  Federal  old-age  and  s\ir- 
vlvors  Insurance  system  for  lawyers  engaged 
in  the  practice  of  their  profession;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANHAM: 
H.  R.  3489.  A  bill  to  prohibit  an  individual 
from  traveling  In  Interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce In  connection  with  the  abandonment 
of  his  dependent  child;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARSHALL: 
H.  R  3490.  A   bill    to   authorize   the   Com- 
modity Credit  Corjjoratlon  to  establish  jxill- 
cles  and  programs  for  rotation  of  grains  in 
storage    and    to    offset    the    price    depressing 
effects  of  necessary  marketing  of  commodi- 
ties by  It  to  avoid  spoilage  or  deterioration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  MORRISON: 
H  R.  3491.  A   bill   to   amend   the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  annuities  re- 
ceived   under   the   Civil   Service   Retirement 
Act  shall  be  exempt  from  Income  tax;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.  R.  3492.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  so  as  to  increase  from 
75   cents   to   $1    the   minimum   hourly   wage 
prescribed  by  section  6  (a)    (1)   of  that  act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
H.R.  3493.  A  bill   to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of   Increased  special  pensions   to  per- 
sons   holding    the    Congressional    Medal    of 
Honor,  and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  OTCONSKI: 
H  R.  3494.  A  bill  to  confer  on  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  civil  and  criminal  Jurisdiction  over 
Indians  In  the  State;   to  the  Committee  on- 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REAMS: 
H  R  3495.  A   bill   to  provide  that   certain 
vessels  shall  be  subject  to  the  laws  and  regu- 
lations relating  to  the  Inspection,  safety,  and 
navigation  of  steam  vessels:  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H  R.  3496.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Veterans' 
Preference  Act  of  1944.  so  as  to  provide  addi- 
tional preference  In  retention,  reemployment, 
reinstatement,  or  transfer  for  veterans  hav- 
ing a  disability  of  10  percent  or  more;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  R.  3497.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H.  R.  3498.  A  bill  to  provide  reduced  rates 
of  postage  on  third-class  matter  mailed  by 
organizations  and  associations  of  volunteer 
flremen;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Oflice  and 
Civil  Service. 


By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 

H.  R.  3499.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  grades  of 
postmasters,  supervisors,  and  employees  in 
the  field  service  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  R.KFCE  of  Tennessee: 

H.  R.  8500.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  deputy  United  States  marshals 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the  clvil- 
servlce  laws  and  regulations;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois : 

H.  R.  3501.  A  bill  to  define  the  application 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  and 
the  Clayton  Act  to  certain  pricing  practices; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mrs.   ROGERS   of   Meissachusetts : 

H.R.  3502.  A     bill     to     provide     for     the 
amendment  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Con- 
tracts Act   (49  Stat.  2036,  as  amended);   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  YORTY: 

H.  R.  3503.  A  bill  to  amend  the  veterans' 
regulations  In  order  to  eliminate  the  provi- 
sion requiring  that  a  payment  from  a  burial 
association  shall  be  deducted  from  the  burial 
allowance  to  a  veteran;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 

H.  Con.  Res.  72.  Conciu-rent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anti-Semitism  la 
the  Soviet  Union  and  in  the  persecution  of 
Roman  Catholics  behind  the  Iron  Curtain; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 

H.  Con.  Res.  73.  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  per- 
manent residence  to  certain  aliens;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  DEMPSEY  and  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 
Memorial  of  the  New  Mexico  State  Senate, 
21st  Legislature,  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  requesting  assist- 
ance to  the  States  in  the  building  of  ade- 
quate classroom  facilities  for  the  public 
schools;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  New  Mexico  State 
Senate,  21st  Legislature,  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, and  the  Commission  on  Pine  Arts  to 
cause  a  postage  stamp  to  be  issued  in  honor 
of  Kit  Carson:  to  the  Committer  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  New  Mexico  State 
Senate,  21st  Legislattire,  to  the  Cpngress  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  requesting  an 
amendment  to  the  Social  Security  Act  to  the 
effect  that  in  determining  the  need  of  ap- 
plicants or  recipients  for  old-age  assistance, 
aid  to  dependent  children,  or  aid  to  the  per- 
manently and  totally  disabled  the  first  $50 
of  earned  income  be  disregarded,  to  permit 
recipients  to  work  at  casual  jobs  without 
penalty  on  their  welfare  grants;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the  South 
Dakota  State  Legislature,  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
provide  for  the  control  of  noxious  weeds  on 
federally  owned  or  controlled  lands;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona:  Memorial  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Arizona,  that 
legislation  be  enacted  providing  that  reve- 
nue accruing  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment from  the  production  of  offshore  or 
tidelands  oil  be  apportioned  to  the  several 
States  for  aid  to  schools  on  a  per  capita 
basis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CHATHAM: 
H.  R.  3504.  A  bUl  for   the  relief  of   Beng 
Hong  Dunne;  to  the  Ckimmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 
H.  R.  3505.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Herbert 
Neeson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3506.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Helen 
Knight  Waters  and  Arnold  Elzey  Waters.  Jr.; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DORN  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  3507.  A    bUl    for    the    relief   of    MaJ. 
Eliaa  M.  Tsovigranls;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FALLON: 
H.  R.  3508.  A  bUl  for     the  relief  of  Maria 
Grazla  Maranto;   to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FRAZIER: 
H.  R.  3509.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Eva 
Mae  Odlvun;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HART: 
H.  R.  3510.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ignazlo 
Paparella;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 
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By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.R.  3511.  A   bin    for    the   relief   of   Pearl 
Luba:    to  the   Committee  on  the   Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3512.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Bronner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  nUnols: 

H.  R.  3513.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  and 
Karl  Bamberger;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3514.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karola 
Kathe  Hansen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  ^     , 

H.R.  3515.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Llm  Tslen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R.  3516.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna 
K.  McQullkln;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3517.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lubomlr 
Pejsa;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3518.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Paul 
Matelll;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HRUSKA: 

H.R.  3519.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Song 
Yong  Cho;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON : 

H.  R.  3520.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Erna 
Roslta  Pont  (formerly  Erna  Roslta  Michel); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RADW.^N: 

H.R.  3521.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Stanislaus  Banet;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


H.  R  3522.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
S.  Roslchan;  to  the  Committee  on  thi 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REBS  of  Kansas: 
H  R  3523.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Steve  J. 
Brastaanos;     to     the     Committee     on     the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SECRE8T: 
H  R.  3524.  A   bill   for    the   relief   of   Etelsy 
Ceclle    Lewis;     to    the    Conunittee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN: 
H  R.  3525.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herman 
J.  Koehl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WIDNALL: 
H.  R  3526    A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Josef 
Ablassmeier;     to     the     Committee     on     the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3527  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oluaeppe 
Dl  Gaetano;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETmONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII. 

72  The  SPEAKER  presented  a  petition  of 
the  West  Palm  Beach  Townsend  Club  No.  1. 
West  Palm  Beach.  Fla  .  requesting  passage  of 
H.  R  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  Federal  social 
security  for  all.  which  was  referred  to  Xha 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Till  RSDAY,  Febriary  26, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rtv.  Richard  A.  Dempsey,  minister, 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  Glen  Ellyn, 
111  ,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God  our  Father,  In  whom  we  live 
and  move  and  have  our  being,  we  would 
begin  our  common  tasks  today  remem- 
bering Thee,  for  we  know  that  without 
Thee  we  can  do  nothing  and  with  Thee 
ail  things  are  possible. 

Forgive  liS  and  save  us  from  every  self- 
ish and  enslaving  attitude  lest,  while  we 
seem  to  be  bearers  of  light  and  freedom, 
we  come  as  rulers  of  darkness,  because 
we  rule  apart  from  Thee.  O  God,  who 
alone  imparteth  truth  and  freedom. 

Help  us,  O  God,  to  seek  first  Thy  king- 
dom and  Thy  righteousness;  that  being 
rooted  and  grounded  in  Thee,  we  have  a 
foundation  not  made  with  hands,  eternal 
in  the  heavens. 

This  we  pray  in  the  name  of  Him  who 
came  that  we  might  have  life  and  have  it 
N  abundantly.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  Joint 
resolution  of  the  following  titles.  In 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested: 

S  10.  Ad  act  to  prohibit  the  transportation 
of  obscene  matters  In  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce; 

8.  11.  An  act  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  the  mailing 
cf  obscene  matter; 

5.  35.  An  act  to  proTide  for  the  repair  and 
rehabilitation  of  public  airports  damaged  by 
the  armed  services  during  the  present  na- 
tional emergency,  to  extend  beyond  June  30, 
1953,  the  availability  of  prerlous  appropria- 
tions for  payment  of  claims  under  section  17 
of  the  Federal  Airport  Act,  and  for  ot.her 
purposes; 

6.  799.  An  act  to  amend  the  Defense  Ho\is- 
ing  and  Community  Facilities  and  Servloes 
Act  of  1951,  as  amended;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  27.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.    Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute, 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
desire  to  announce  for  the  Record  that 
on  Tuesday  last  when  the  vote  was  taken 
on  the  appropriation  for  the  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities  Committee,  I  was  at  the 
White  House,  along  with  other  Members 
of  the  House,  attending  a  luncheon  with 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  Had 
I  been  in  attendance  I  would  have  voted 
enthusiastically  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 


COMMTTTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  may  sit  today 
during  the  session  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


RESOLUTIONS  AGAINST  RELIGIOUS 
PERSECUTIONS  BEHIND  THE  IRON 
CURTAIN 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  today 
offering  a  resolution  expressing  it  as  the 
sense  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
"that  the  United  States  express  in  the 
United  Nations  and  in  every  other  way 
open  to  it  the  Indignation  of  its  people 
against  the  religious  persecutions  in  the 
Soviet  Union  and  in  the  Communist 
satellite  states,  its  sympathy  with  the 
tragic  victims  of  these  religious  persecu- 
tions and  its  determination  that  inter- 
national law  and  human  rights  be  pre- 
served in  the  world." 

A  good  many  resolutions  have  been 
introduced  protesting  the  calculated  pol- 
icy of  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  Com- 
munist administrations  in  the  satellite 
countries  to  persecute  people  for  their 
religious  beliefs  culminating  iii  the  anti- 
Semitic  persecutions  currently  in  prog- 
ress which  are  -so  reminiscent  of  the  Hit- 
ler era  in  Germany.  It  must  be  noted 
that  in  Nazi  Germany  these  persecu- 
tions heralded  armed  aggression  against 
the  whole  free  world.  The  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  of  the  other  body  has 
already  acted  on  a  resolution — Senate 
Resolution  84 — respecting  treatment  of 


minority  groups  by  the  So^det  Union  and 
its  satellites.  I  believe  that  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  will  soon  act  on  such 
a  resolution  and  hope  very  much  that  it 
will  receive  early  consideration  in  the 
House. 

I  believe  the  greatest  service  is  ren- 
dered by  those  who  protest  against  these 
religious  i>ersecutions  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  as  they  sound  the  tocsin  for  the 
whole  free  world  against  the  dangers  to 
freedom  everywhere  by  the  situation 
which  these  persecutions  reflect  rather 
than  confining  themselves  alone  to  the 
fight  against  the  particular  persecution 
involved  against  a  particular  faith. 

In  1906  the  Congress  by  joint  resolu- 
tion expressed  its  "hearty  sympathy  with 
the  Hebrews  in  Russia,"  then  the  subject 
of  Czarist  pogroms.  It  is  in  our  noblest 
tradition  to  do  the  same  thing  now.  The 
weight  of  moral  condemnation  by  the 
Congress  representing  the  American  peo- 
ple directed  against  Communist  religious 
I>ersecutions  is  of  vital  importance  in  the 
free  world.  That  it  counts  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that  after  the  reaction 
against  Soviet  anti-Semitism  set  in,  the 
Soviet  Union  felt  it  had  to  manufac- 
t  're  a  story  (which  appeared  in  Izvestia) 
accusing  me  and  another  Member  of  this 
House,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Celler],  of  participating  in  some 
plot  in  Israel  resi)ecting  the  Soviet 
Union.  Certainly  no  one  in  the  free 
world  will  believe  this  and  the  Com- 
munists know  it,  but  an  effort  must  be 
made  by  them,  apparently,  to  try  to 
discredit  within  the  Communist  coun- 
tries themselves  those  who  protest  artic- 
ulately against  religious  persecutions 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain.  The  moral 
indictment  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States  through  a  resolution  adopted  by 
its  House  of  Representatives  can  help 
greatly  in  the  struggle  against  commu- 
nism within  the  free  world  and  in  the 
Communist  world. 


AMENDMENTS     OP     SERVICEMEN'S 
READJUSTMENT  ACT  OP  1944 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  (H.  R.  40)  to  amend  the  Service- 
men's Readjtistment  Act  of  1944.  as 
amended,  to  insure  proper  review  of  dis- 
ability status  of  persons  discharged  from 
the  armed  services,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  A  simi- 
lar bill  was  referred  to  that  committee 
last  year. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  tiiere  objection  ro 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 
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There  was  no  objection. 
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Mrs.  ROGERG  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  (H.  R.  1534)  to  amend  the  Serv- 
icemen's Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as 
amended,  to  insure  proper  review  of  dis- 
ability status  of  persons  discharged  from 
the  armed  services  and  to  provide  for  a 
copy  of  disability  record  and  to  provide 
for  presumption  of  service-connected  in- 
jury or  disease,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  A  similar  bill 
was  referred  to  that  committee  last  year. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  'no  objection. 


B.  PRANK  HEINTZLEMAN 

Mr.  MUMMA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  include  a  news  item 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUMMA.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was 
with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  that  I  saw 
the  announcement  of  the  recommenda- 
tion of  Secretary  of  the  Interior  McKay 
of  B.  Prank  Heintzleman  as  Governor  of 
Alaska  to  President  Eisenhower. 

I  have  known  Mr.  Heintzleman  for 
many  years;  in  fact,  he  graduated  3 
years  prior  to  my  graduation  from  the 
State  Forest  Academy  at  Mont  Alto. 
Pa.  He  immediately  proceeded  to  ad- 
vance himself  in  forestry  work  by  getting 
his  master's  degree  at  Yale.  For  the 
last  27  years  he  has  been  the  official  rep- 
resentative of  the  Forest  Service  in 
Alaska. 

It  makes  me  feel  doubly  happy  to  see 
the  type  of  men  our  President  is  con- 
tinuing to  appoint  to  these  very  im- 
portant offices. 

I  would  suggest  that  if  you  have  the 
time  you  read  the  following  item  from 
the  Harrisburg  Patriot  on  the  life  of  Mr. 
Heintzleman.  I  know  you  will  be 
pleased,  as  I  was.  to  become  acquainted 
with  his  advancement.  It  will  be  a  nice 
recognition  and  advancement  in  his 
very  productive  career  for  our  country. 
Ama    Native    Chosen    for    Alaska    Job— B. 

Frank  Heintzxeman,  Born  in  Fayetteville, 

Picked  tor  Governor 

♦  A  central  Pennsylvanlan  will  be  the  next 
Governor  of  Alaska  U  the  Senate  confirms 
B.  Frank  Heintzleman,  a  native  or  Fayette- 
ville. Franklin  County,  for  the  executive  post. 
Heintzleman "s  name  Is  expected  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  today 
by  President  Elsenhower  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Douelas 
McKay.  ^ 

Heintzleman.  a  career  man  in  the  United 
States  Forest  Service,  has  served  that  depart- 
ment In  Alaska  for  the  last  27  years.  He  re- 
ceived his  training  In  forestry  work  at  the 
old  State  Forest  Academy  at  Mont  Alto,  from 
which  he  graduated  In  1907.  He  Is  described 
as  being  an  excellent  student  and  fine  man 
by  George  Wirt,  of  Camp  Hill,  retired  chief 
State  forest  fire  warden  and  then  head  of  the 
academy. 

student  at  tale 

Following  graduation.  Heintzleman  worked 
for  the  State  Department  of  Forestry  for  a 
short  time.  He  attended  the  Yale  University 
School  of  Forestry  and  was  graduated  with  a 
master's  degree  In   1910. 

Entering  the  United  States  Forest  Service 
Heintzleman    was    assigned    to    service    In 


Oregon  and  Washington.  In  1918  he  trans- 
ferred to  the  Alaskan  Division  of  the  Forest 
Service  and  has  been  there  ever  since,  with 
the  exception  of  2  years  In  Washington,  where 
he  was  assigned  to  the  National  Recovery 
Administration  In  1934-35  in  connection  with 
forest  conservation  work. 

The  64-year-old  bachelor  was  appointed 
regional  forester,  the  top  poet  of  the  Service 
In  Alaska.  In  1937.  He  was  named  special 
representative  of  the  United  States  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  In  the  Territory,  with  the  title 
of  Commissioner,  and  also  represented  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

AroES  DEVELOPMENT 

Heintzleman  has  been  most  successful  In 
acquiring  Industries  for  the  Territory  In  the 
form  of  pulp  mUls.  sawmills,  and  plywood 
factories.  He  was  recently  successful  In  ne- 
gotiating the  location  of  a  $46  million  pulp 
mill  now  under  construction  by  the  American 
Viscose  Corp..  at  Ketchikan.  As  forester  he 
has  been  instrumental  in  developing  recrea- 
tional facilities  for  the  attraction  of  tourists 
and  for  the  use  of  the  natives  In  some  20 
million  acres  of  forest  land  and  in  agricul- 
tural settlement. 

"I  would  be  most  honored,  naturally,  by 
the  appointment."  Heintzleman  told  the 
Patriot  last  night  over  the  telephone  from 
his  Washington  hotel.  He  Is  In  the  Capital 
on  Forestry  Service  business  and  expects  to 
return  to  Alaska  In  10  days.  "I  have  never 
taken  an  active  Interest  In  politics  because 
of  civil  service  regulations  and  therefore 
have  never  sought  any  office."  The  Pennsyl- 
vanlan admitted,  however,  that  he  was  a 
Republican. 

If  he  receives  confirmation  by  the  Senate, 
Heintzleman  will  succeed  as  chief  executive 
of  Alaska  Gov.  E.  L.  Bartlett,  a  Democrat. 


February  26 
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conclusion  of  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 


STANDBY  AUTHORITY  FOR  A  90-DAY 
WAGE.  PRICE.  AND  RENT  FREEZE 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 
.  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker  I 
favor  granting  the  President  of  the 
United  States  standby  authority  to  in- 
voke a  90-day  wage,  price,  and  rent 
freeze  if  he  finds  any  economic  disloca- 
tions seriously  threatening  our  national 
security  or  the  stability  of  our  domestic 
economy. 

This  authority,  if  granted  by  the  Con- 
gress, would  protect  those  most  cruelly 
hit  by  any  sharp  inflationary  rise  re- 
sulting from  any  new,  serious  national 
emergency. 

During  the  90-day  period  Congress 
could  take  action  on  any  overall  legisla- 
tion required  to  handle  the  problem. 

The  lessons  learned  from  our  experi- 
ence in  1950  should  not  now  be  forgotten. 
The  greatest  spiraling  rise  in  prices  oc- 
curred immediately  after  the  start  of 
the  Korean  war.  Had  authority  of  this 
type  been  used  at  that  time  much  of  our 
present-day  economic  trouble  could  have 
been  avoided. 

I  believe  legislation  of  this  type  pro- 
vides much-needed  and  much-desired 
protection  for  the  people. 


PROVIDINO  INSPECTION  UNDER 
FEDERAL  POOD.  DRUG.  AND  COS- 
METIC ACT 

Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
today  introduced  a  bill  to  amend 
section  704  of  the  Federal  Food 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  so  as  to 
protect  the  public  health  and  welfare 
by  providing  adequate  authority  for 
factory  inspections.  My  bill  is  to 
authorize  inspectors  to  enter  at  reason- 
able times  any  factory,  warehouse  or 
establishment  in  which  food,  drugs,  de- 
vices, or  cosmetics  are  manufactured 
processed,  packed,  or  held,  after  first 
exhibiting  appropriate  credentials  to 
the  owner,  operator,  or  custodian  there- 
of. This  type  of  inspection  law  will  in- 
sure the  inspector  that  he  is  seeing  the 
plant  under  normal  operating  conditions. 
I  am  sure  the  consumer  is  entitled  to 
that  kind  of  an  inspection  by  the  PDA 
men,  and  that  is  the  only  kind  of  In- 
spection that  will  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  statute. 

I  am  sure  that  honest  business  feels 
the  same  way  and  does  not  want  the 
fringe  operator  to  be  free  to  operate 
without  meeting  the  same  requirements 
of  sanitation  and  quality  as  the  legiti- 
mate operator.  I  believe  that  proper 
efTective  factory  Inspection  should  be  re- 
garded as  a  right  of  the  people — a  right 
to  clean  and  wholesome  products  pro- 
duced under  sanitary  conditions  and 
honest  labels,  and  a  right  to  the  meas- 
ures necessary  to  make  it  effective. 

The  Congress,  regardless  of  party,  has 
always  been  ready  to  act  whenever  that 
was  threatened,  and  I  am  confident  that 
this  Congress  will  make  this  possible.  I 
urge  this  bill  be  acted  upon  promptly 
by  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  LYLE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission  to  address   the   House   for   30 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  and  the 


DREW  PEARSON 
Mr.     VELDE.     Mr.     Speaker,     I     ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 

remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Sunday 
February  22,  in  the  course  of  his  radio 
program.  Drew  Pearson  leveled  a  foul 
and  slanderous  accusation  against  me  as 
an  individual  and  what  is  more  serious 
to  me,  against  my  son. 

Mr.  Pearson  charged  that  I  exerted 
pressure  on  the  Air  Force  to  transfer  my 
son  to  Washington,  D.  C.  I  first  want  to 
set  the  record  straight  on  this  matter. 

I  have,  as  has  probably  every  Member 
of  this  House,  at  one  time  or  another 
called  the  Air  Force  on  behalf  of  con- 
stituents, which  is  one  of  the  duties  to 
be  expected  of  a  Representative.    I  wish 


to  state  here  categorically  that  I  have 
never  discussed  with  the  Air  Force,  nor 
any  branch  of  the  armed  services,  the 
matter  of  having  my  son  assigned  to  any 
particular  location  of  duty. 

Mr  Pearson  lied  when  he  said  my  son 
was  attending  Bradley  College  in  Mis- 
souri. My  son  is  actually  attending 
Bradley  University  in  Peoria.  HI. 

I  realize  that  when  I  state  that  Drew 
Pearson  Is  an  unmitigated  liar.  I  am  not 
doing  so  with  any  Ingenuity.    Mr.  Pear- 
sons  aversion   to  the  truth  has  been 
pointed  out  by  at  least  2  Presidents  and 
more   than   70   Members   of   Congress. 
That  he  has  attacked  me  now  that  I  have 
become  chairman  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  AcUvities  is  only 
consistent  with  the  slanders  that  Pear- 
son has  leveled  against  my  predecessors 
in  the  chairmanship  of  that  committee. 
In  this  sense.  I  feel  that  I  have  now  come 
Into  my  own  by  having  Pearson  make 
false  charges  against  me  and  members 
of  my  family.    Because  of  the  volume  of 
congressional  duties  and  the  despicable 
character  of  the  source  of  these  charges. 
I  regret  that  it  has  been  necessary  for 
me  to  devote  even  this  much  time  to  cor- 
recting the  record,  and  I  am  sure  that 
you  and  the  Members  of  the  House  will 
agree  that,  as  a  Member  of  this  body 
and  as  a  father.  I  could  not  let  these  Ues 
go  unanswered. 


The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  proceedings  whereby  House  Joint 
Resolution  160  was  passed  were  vacated 
and  that  Joint  resolution  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


AMENDING  SECTION  2  (A)   OP  THE 

NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT 

Mr.    TALLE.    Mr.     Speaker.    I    ask 

unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 

consideraUon  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 

27. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  think  there 
should  be  some  explanation  made.  I 
understand  this  is  Identical  with  the 
joint  resolution  that  was  passed  In  the 
House  yesterday. 

Mr.  TALLE.  The  dlstlngxilshed 
minority  leader  Is  correct.  It  Is  Identical 
with  House  Joint  Resolution  180,  which 
passed  the  House  yesterday  without  a 
dissenting  vote. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  Joint  rejiolutlon,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  last  sentence  of 
section  2  (a)  of  thu  National  Hotislng  Act,  as 
amended.  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: "The  aggre{;ate  amount  of  all  loans, 
advances  of  credit,  and.  obligations  pur- 
chased, exclusive  of  financing  charges,  with 
respect  to  which  Insurance  may  be  hereto- 
fore or  hereafter  granted  under  this  section 
and  outstanding  t.t  any  one  time  shall  not 
exceed  »i.750.000,CiOO." 

Sec.  2.  Prior  to  June  30,  1954,  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  shall  pay  out  of  the 
capital  account  of  the  title  I  Insurance  fund 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amount 
of  $8,333,313.68  which  constitutes  the  Gov- 
ernment Investment  In  the  capital  account 
of  the  title  I  insurance  fund.  The  amount 
payable  hereunder  shall  be  paid  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioner  either  in  one 
lump  sum  or  In  Installments  except  that  the 
first  payment  shall  be  made  on  July  1,  1963. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  joint  resolution. 


PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimoxis  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute  in  order  that  I  may  query  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Abends]  as 
to  the  program  for  next  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Mon- 
day there  will  be  the  Consent  Calendar; 
on  Tuesday  the  Private  Calendar. 

On  Wednesday  and  Thursday  we  hope 
to  have  some  resolutions  from  the  Rules 
Committee  providing  for  committee 
studies  and  investigations,  similar  to 
those  which  were  passed  last  week. 

Then,  these  are  only  possibilities  for 
consideration  next  week,  but  I  think  I 
should  mention  them.  There  is  a  pos- 
sibility that  House  Joint  Resolution  200 
may  be  considered  next  week.  This  is  a 
resolution  joining  with  the  President  of 
the  United  States  in  a  declaration  re- 
garding the  subjugation  of  free  people 
by  the  Soviet  Union.  In  other  words, 
this  Is  the  so-called  secret-agreement 
resolution. 

Then  there  Is  only  a  bare  possibility 
that  we  may  have  up  for  consideration 
next  week  the  question  of  Hawaiian 
statehood.  That  is  not  too  likely,  how- 
ever. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    There  Is  no  likeU- 
hood  of  the  Alaskan  statehood  bill  being 
brought  up  for  consideration? 
Mr.  ARENDS.    Not  right  away. 


DOES  THE  RFC  COMPETE  WITH 
PRIVATE  BANKS? 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Patman]  Is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
seems  to  be  a  lot  of  emotion  mixed  with 
misinformation  regarding  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  the  RFC  should  be 
abolished.  Of  course,  there  are  a  few 
people  who  favor  Its  elimination  In  a 
thoroughly  cold-blooded  manner,  as  they 
realize  how  the  very  existence  of  the 
RFC  helps  the  small-business  man, 
helps  maintain  the  very  essence  of  pri- 
vate capitalism. 

I  can  understand — even  though  I  can- 
not share  their  point  of  view— why  a 
few  large  banks — the  number  must  be 
very  few— might  object  to  the  continua- 
tion of  a  Government  banking  institu- 
tion which  aids  struggling  small-busi- 
ness men,  whom  they  would  rather  see 
become  statistics  on  the  business  obitu- 
ary page. 

ONLT  WHIN  DteEBVnro  BORKOWDl  CANNOT  GBT 
RXtf    XLaXWHOtK 

The  only  way  In  which  the  RFC  com- 
petes with  private  banking  is  clear  to 
all  those  who  care  to  see.    I  refer  to 


the  fact  that  the  RFC  gives  assistance 
on  a  business  basis  to  energetic  and  able 
businessmen  whom  the  private  banks  are 
either  unwilling  or  unable  to  help.    If 
large  companies,  whether  they  be  banks 
or  not.  prefer  to  make  It  Increasingly 
difScult  for  small  businesses  to  grow  or 
even  to  exist,  then  in  a  sense  the  RFC 
is  an  obstacle  In  their  way  to  their  goal. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  RFC  does  not 
compete  with  private  financial  institu- 
tions in  the  sense  that  they  try  to  take 
any  lending  business  away  from  such 
private  institutions.    In  fact,  quite  the 
contrary    is    true.    Every    businessman 
who  even  comes  in  or  writes  in  to  talk 
about  a  loan  Is  advised  by  the  RFC  to 
go  first  to  his  bank  or  banks  and  see 
if  the  funds  carmot  be  obtained  there. 
It  is  not  enough  for  the  would-be  bor- 
rower to  say  that  he  cannot  get  the 
money  from  private  banks.    The  RFC 
demands  convincing  evidence  of  the  non- 
availability of  credit  on  reasonable  terms 
before  it  will:  even  consider  making  a 
loan.. 

BANKS    HELPED    BT    PAKTIdPATION 

Even  when  the  RFC  Is  convinced  that 
the  needed  funds  are  not  available  with- 
out Government  assistance,  an  effort  is 
made  to  see  if  the  private  bank  or  banks 
will  not  take  a  part  of  the  loan  with 
the  RFC  taking  the  other  part.  This 
participation  arrangement  Is  an  aid  to 
small  banks,  who  cannot  take  the  whole 
loan  but  who  would  like  to  get  some  of 
the  borrower's  business.  Certainly,  that 
is  a  far  cry  from  competition  wlUi  pri- 
vate financial  institutions. 
NO  coia»«TrnoN  with  banks  wkiiten  into 

LAW 

Understand  that  this  practice  of  not 
competing  with  private  banks  Is  not  Just 
a  policy  of  the  RFC,  which  might  change 
with  changes  In  the  administration  of 
the  Corporation.  It  Is  written  right  into 
the  law.  The  Congress  saw  the  possibili- 
ties of  the  Government  entering  the 
lending  field  in  competition  with  private 
lenders  and  plugged  the  hole  before  It 
ever  developed. 

Any  time  that  the  RFC  does  take  up  a 
loan,  which  might  have  been  made  under 
reasonable  terms  by  a  private  bank,  It  Is 
an  Instance  of  a  weakness  In  the  RFC's 
administration,  and  everyone  can  make 
mistakes.  But,  and  let  me  emphasize 
this,  it  Is  not  an  Indictment  of  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Government  lending  Institu- 
tion or  of  the  purposes  for  which  such 
Institution  has  been  established. 

I  feel  It  to  be  only  fair  to  point  out  at 
this  time  that,  to  the  best  of  my  knowl- 
edge, and  I  have  kept  up  pretty  well  on 
the  matter,  the  RFC  has  been  well  ad- 
ministered in  thi«  respect  by  its  present 
Administrator,  Harry  McDonald,  and  by 
his  immediate  predecessor,  the  Honor- 
able Stuart  Symington,  United  States 
Senator  from  the  great  State  of  Missouri. 
Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
share  the  gentleman's  views  and  asso- 
ciate myself  with  them.  I  have  had  ex- 
perience under  the  procedure  followed 
by  the  RFC,  and  I  will  say  that  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  absolutely   right.     I 
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thank  him  for  bringing  this  issxte  to  the 
floor  ot  the  House. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished minority  leader. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  want  to  Join  with 
my  colleague  from  Texas  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Louisiana.  One  of  the 
hardest  blows  tliat  could  hit  the  small 
businesses  of  tLis  country  would  be  the 
abolition  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  not  go- 
ing to  have  any  part  in  doing  away 
with  it. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  leader  of 
the  Democratic  Party  in  the  House  for 
his  statement. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield, 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  want  to  commend  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas  for 
bringing  this  matter  to  the  House.  "  It  is 
a  matter  of  tremendous  importance.  We 
all  know  that  the  so-called  RFC  was  es- 
tablished under  a  former  Republican 
President.  It  has  rendered  a  great  job 
not  only  to  the  big  business  of  the  coun- 
try but  to  small  business  as  well.  I  have 
received  many  communications  from 
small-town  bankers  who  ordinarily  you 
might  think  would  feel  that  RFC  was  in 
competition  with  them;  however,  these 
small  bankers  urged  that  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  be  not 
discontinued,  but  that  it  be  continued 
in  order  that  capital  be  not  dried  up  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.      I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  Is  a  great 
feeling  of  fear,  I  find,  among  the  small- 
business  people  of  the  country  as  to  the 
future,  a  feeling  of  uncertainty;  and  I 
am  sure  it  is  not  being  lessened  by  this 
talk  of  abolishing  Uie  RFC.  In  my  opin- 
ion it  only  increases  that  fear  because 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, as  the  gentleman  so  well  said,  does 
not  compete  'with  private  banking;  it 
implements,  supplements,  and  strength- 
ens; it  is  an  agency  which  has  worked 
very  effectively  and  very  well,  and  its 
termination  in  my  opinion  would  only 
increase  the  fears  and  anxieties  of  many 
small  independent  businessmen. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  for  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Is  it  not  true  also  that 
the  banks  cooperate  or  participate  often 
in  these  RFC  loans? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  is  ex- 
actly right;  it  really  helps  things.  Fur- 
thermore, it  does  not  compete  with  the 
banks,  but  even  if  it  were  to  compete 
with  the  banks  it  would  probably  not 
be  considered  unfair.  After  all,  the 
banks  themselves  receive  lots  of  aid  di- 
rectly and  iiMtoM^  from  the  United 
States  QovWitoCnt.  If  that  help  should 
be  wlthdrrtni  from  the  private  com- 


mercial banks  of  this  cotintry  they  could 
not  operate  profitably  right  now. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  would  like  to  say 
further  that  only  this  week  I  have  re- 
ceived letters  from  two  firms  in  my 
district,  manufacturing  plants,  that  are 
operating  very  successfully,  but  they  say 
they  could  not  have  begun  operations 
had  it  not  been  for  the  help  of  the  RFC. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

In  a  country  such  as  our  own  every 
person  should  have  a  place  where  he 
can  receive  fair  consideration  for  any 
propasal  involving  the  extension  of 
credit  to  him.  In  practice  I  doubt  with- 
out the  RFC — in  fact  I  know,  every  citi- 
zen could  not  have  received  considera- 
tion of  applications  for  credit;  I  know 
that  to  be  true.  The  number  of  banlcs 
has  been  reduced  50  percent  in  the  la.st 
25  years.  Ordinarily  you  would  think 
the  nimiber  would  increase,  but  bank- 
ing is  becoming  monopolistic  in  some 
areas.  I  am  not,  however,  going  to  talk 
to  you  about  that,  but  I  am  talking  to 
you  about  the  number  of  available  bank- 
ing units  in  the  country  actually  being 
used.  We  had  100  percent  more  banks 
25  years  ago  than  we  have  today. 
Imagine  that. 

Today  a  person  with  a  good  idea,  a 
person  who  wants  to  produce,  a  person 
who  has  everything  except  the  available 
credit  for  operating  capital,  without  the 
RFC:  can  go  to  only  one  institution,  the 
bank.  His  banker  might  not  look  with 
great  favor  on  his  idea,  he  might  not 
understand  it.  it  might  involve  some- 
thing he  is  not  familiar  with  in  that 
section  of  the  country  at  all  and  he  turns 
the  individual  down.  Well,  that  poor 
fellow  is  out  then  because  if  he  goes  to 
another  bank  they  will  ask,  "What  hap- 
pened at  your  bank?"  "Well,  they 
turned  me  down."  That  man  then  can- 
not get  any  consideration  there,  so  he  is 
entirely  out. 

There  should  be  some  agency  where 
that  person  can  go  and  get  consider- 
ation if  he  has  a  Worthy  meritorious, 
constructive  project  that  he  wants 
promoted. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  PASSMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want 
to  associate  my  views  with  those  of  the 
distiiKjuished  gentleman  from  Texas 
IMr.  PatmanI. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Do  we  not  find  the  sit- 
uation, too,  that  some  banks  in  small 
areas  do  not  have  the  capital  structure 
sometimes  to  extend  the  size  of  a  loan 
that  a  small  business  might  need,  yet 
your  local  bank  is  perfectly  willing  to 
participate  with  the  RFC  in  a  satis- 
factory loan  which  will  work  out  the  sit- 
uation of  the  local  citizen  in  that  com- 
munity? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    That  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 


Mr.  LYLE.  May  I  cafi  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  this  fact:  If  the  RFC  is  to 
continue,  and  the  gentleman  and  I  hope 
it  will,  as  a  useful  instrument  in  our 
economy.  It  must  overcome  some  of  its 
timidity.  It  must  fill  that  vacuum  which 
is  created  by  the  inability  of  local  and 
small  lending  institutions  or  banks  to 
make  certain  loans.  The  RFC  in  the 
last  few  years  has  not  been  doing  that 
job  which  it  ought  to  do.  It  started  out 
on  the  right  track.  It  saved  the  rail- 
roads and  other  great  industries.  But 
today  it  must  overcome  its  fright  and 
criticism,  it  must  overcome  its  timidity, 
and  be  a  useful  instrument  not  only  to 
the  great  industries  that  it  saved  from 
destruction,  but  it  must  fill  a  vacuum 
that  exists  so  far  as  small  industry  is 
concerned.  It  is  not  doing  that  today, 
as  the  gentleman  knows. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  beheve  it  can  do  a 
lot  more.  Of  course,  it  has  possibly  be- 
come overly  cautious  by  reason  of  the 
many  investigations  and  unfair  abuse 
heaped  upon  it. 

Mr.  LYLE.     That  is  correct 

Mr.  PATMAN.  We  want  to  give  the 
RFC  more  courage  by  giving  it  more  and 
better  backing. 

Mr.  LYLE.  That  Is  why  I  am  up  here 
right  now.  to  help  give  it  more  courage. 
If  ir  does  not  have  the  courage  to  fill  its 
proper  place  In  our  economy,  then  it  haa 
not  the  right  to  exist. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  Is  exactly  right 
We  must  encourage  it  to  fill  the  vacuum. 
The  gentleman's  criticism  is  justified  to 
some  extent. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  that  if  a  person  wanted  credit 
to  go  into  the  plg-lron  business  or  the 
steel  busine.'-s  or  something  like  that  in 
the  great  State  of  Louisiana,  he  would 
go  to  his  local  banker.  The  local  bank- 
er  would  not  know  anything  about  that 
business.  They  know  all  about  cotton 
loans,  cattle  loans,  petroleum  loans,  and 
things  like  that  but  they  do  not  know 
anything  about  the  iron  or  steel  business 
or  things  of  that  nature. 

Therefore,  there  should  be  some 
agency  where  that  person  could  turn  and 
get  consideration.  As  I  stated,  it  give« 
the  local  banks  an  opportunity  to  help 
small  business.  It  creates  a  lot  of  busi- 
ness for  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  that  serious  con- 
sideration will  not  be  given  to  abolish- 
ing the  RFC  and  if  the  effort  is  i-oade 
that  it  will  fall. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  EBERHARTER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
today  for  7  minutes,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


TAXES 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  interested  in  the  question 
of  individual  tax  exemptions  suggested 
yesterday  by  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 


tucky and  the  reply  from  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  v/ho  expressed  opposi- 
tion to  that  method  for  cutting  taxes. 
Some  of  us  will  net  agree  vith  the  esti- 
mate by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
that  revenue  wou  d  drop  $2  billion  for 
every  $100  of  exemption.  I  believe  that 
the  budget  should  be  balanced  before  a 
tax  reduction  is  m*  de.  However,  if  there 
is  to  be  a  tax  cut  there  is  no  way  that 
is  more  fair  than  t)  Increase  personal  tax 
exemptions.  If  $200  is  not  the  proper 
figure  then  it  should  be  made  $50  or 
whatever  would  b«!  most  practical.  It  is 
inconsistent  to  talk  about  a  tax  cut  to 
help  the  average  person  and  to  oppose 
an  increase  in  tax  exemption  for  indi- 
viduals and  dependents.  Some  of  the 
proposals  for  tax  cuts  look  like  an  effort 
to  shift  more  of  the  tax  burden  on  those 
least  able  to  pay. 
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OPENING  SESSIONS  OF  THE  GEN- 
ERAL ASSEMBLY  OP  THE  UNITED 
NATIONS 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  a  speech. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
pleased  to  report  to  this  House  that,  to- 
gether with  the  Honorable  Thomas  Gor- 
don, of  Illinois,  and  the  Honorable  Edna 
Kelly,  of  New  York,  both  of  them  like 
myself  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  we  had  attended,  as  ob- 
servers, the  opening  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations  and 
subsequent  committee  meetings. 

It  was.  indeed,  inspiring  to  be  present 
at  that  occasion,  and  to  see  the  repre- 
sentatives of  most  of  the  nations  of  the 
world  come  togett.er  under  the  same  roof, 
with  the  hope  oi  solving  the  problems 
facing  their  respective  peoples  through 
the  means  of  peaceful  discussion,  per- 
suasion, and  agreement. 

Although  the  C;eneral  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations  nas  been  criticized  on 
occasion  as  an  ir.effective  instrument  of 
world  peace,  to  my  mind  it  continues  to 
hold  a  promise  of  attaining  that  goal. 
The  U.  N.,  subject  to  further  improve- 
ment, remains  aj  the  best  means  man- 
kind has  so  far  discovered  of  meeting 
global  issues  on  collective  basis,  and  of 
solving  world  problems  through  peaceful, 
common  effort  of  all  nations  of  good  will. 
In  the  course  of  the  opening  session 
of  the  General  Assembly,  we  had  the  op- 
portunity of  mee  :ing  and  conferring  with 
the  Honorable  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 
and  with  other  members  of  the  United 
States  delegation  to  the  United  Nations. 
I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity, 
therefore,  of  coimnending  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  membership  of  this  House 
Ambassador  Locge's  fine  address,  which 
reads  as  follows : 

Ten  Facts 
To  appear  before  thla  gathering  of  states- 
men from  all  ovir  the  world  &a  the  repre- 
Bentatlve  of  my  country  la  a  unique  distinc- 
tion. It  la  an  honor  to  be  associated  here 
with  all  of  you — bxi  honor  of  memorable  slg- 
alflcance  to  mA. 


Since  the  last  meeting  of  the  General  As- 
sembly, there  has  been  a  change  In  the  Ck>v- 
ernment  of  the  United  States — a  change  In 
which  the  losers  have  neither  been  dis- 
graced— nor.  I  may  say,  liquidated. 

The  American  p)eople  wish  to  establish  a 
lasting  peace  and  regard  the  United  Na- 
tions as  a  vital  means  to  that  end.  As  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  said:  "Respecting  the 
United  Nations  as  the  living  sign  of  all  peo- 
ples' hope  for  peace,  we  shall  strive  to  make 
It  not  merely  an  eloquent  symbol,  but  an 
effective  force.  And  In  our  quest  for  an 
honorable  peace,  we  shall  never  compromise, 
nor  tire,  nor  ever  cease." 

Every  element  of  American  life  Is  eager 
for  peace.  For  the  sake  of  peace  we  have 
put  up  our  resources;  we  have  sent  our 
men.  Eiven  the  most  fanatic  critics  of  the 
United  States  are  unable  to  point  a  finger 
at  any  group  having  the  slightest  weight  or 
Importance  In  America  which  does  not  be- 
lieve In  peace." 

This  love  of  peace  exists  in  all  Americans 
regardless  of  party.  It  was  for  that  reason 
that  my  predecessors  at  the  last  Assembly 
voted  for  the  Indian  resolution — a  resolu- 
tion which  spared  no  effort  to  meet  the  is- 
sues; which  declared  unequivocally  for 
peace;  which  was  passed  by  a  vote  of  the 
General  Assembly  which  was  overwhelming. 
If  ever  an  action  represented  the  conscience 
of  the  world  and  the  striving  of  suffering 
humanity  for  peace  It  was  the  passage  of 
that  resolution. 

It  seemed  Impossible  that  there  could  be 
rulers  In  this  world  who  would  object  to  this 
offer,  but  it  soon  appeared  that  there  were. 
The  regimes  of  China  and  of  North  Korea 
have  turned  It  down,  and.  of  course,  when 
they  did  It.  they  must  have  known  that 
they  were  telling  the  world  In  effect:  "We 
wUh  to  continue  the  bloody  struggle  in  Ko- 
rea; and,  therefore,  tell  you  that  you  can 
only  solve  the  Korean  problem  on  our  terms." 
We.  who  are  determined  to  end  the  war  on 
a  just  basis,  mus'.  all  note  this  development 
with  regret  and  seek  the  reasons  for  It. 

CUINESK    WORDS     AND     SOVIET    ACTS 

Therefore,  we  should  first  ponder  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Chou  En  Lai,  the  Foreign  Min- 
ister of  the  Chinese  Communist  regime,  who 
In  his  political  report  of  February  4,  1953. 
spoke  of  the  Korean  war  and  said  that  It 
"has  greatly" — and  I  quote — "reinforced  the 
strength  and  Influence  of  the  world  camp 
of  peace  and  democracy  headed  by  the  Soviet 
Union" — an  unwittingly  candid  admission, 
by  the  way.  as  to  the  Identity  of  those  whose 
word  he  heeds. 

Mr.  President,  for  many  generations  Amer- 
icans have  had  close  relations  with  China 
and  have  learned  to  esteem  the  wisdom  of 
the  Chinese  people.  We  realize  that  there 
are  genuinely  democratic  forces  at  work 
tliroughout  the  world,  which  have  been  sup- 
pressed In  some  areas  Including  China. 
These  forces  reflect  the  human  desire  for  a 
richer,  freer  life.  Forces  of  this  same  kind 
built  our  own  country. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  some  Chinese  be- 
lieved the  promise  of  progress  which  was 
made  to  them  by  their  present  rulers.  Such 
promises  are  always  attractive.  But  being  an 
Intelligent  people  with  a  long  tradition  of 
wisdom  they  certainly  cEinnot  approve  of  the 
present  situation  In  which  young  manhood 
of  China  Is  being  slaughtered  In  response  to 
a  policy  which  appears  to  be  admittedly  dic- 
tated from  Mbscow. 

Apparently,  the  Soviet  Union,  with  Its  own 
special  brand  of  msignanlmlty  and  gener- 
osity, is  determined  to  carry  on  \iit  war  to 
the  last  Chinese. 

Mr.  Chou  En  Lai's  description  of  the  Ko- 
rean war  as  a  positive  good  to  communism 
shocks  us.  We  repudiate  It.  We  are  sure 
the  Chinese  people  woiUd  repudiate  it  11  they 
were  free  to  do  so. 

This  brings  me  naturally  to  another  som- 
ber truth.  This  Is:  that  the  Soviet  Union 
Is  actively  assisting  the  aggressors  In  Korea 


on  a  scale  which  makes  possible  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  aggression  and  determines 
Its  scope.  The  following  facts  therefore, 
should  be  placed  clearly  and  frankly  before 
world  opinion. 

TEN  FACTS 

Here  are  10  facts  which  the  world  should 
face: 

Fact  No.  1  Is  that  Soviet  planning  Insti- 
gated the  original  aggression,  which  was  sub- 
sequently maintained  by  Soviet  training  and 
equipment,  notably  Soviet  aircraft,  Soviet 
artillery,  Soviet  T-34  tanks,  and  Soviet  auto- 
matic weapons. 

Fact  No.  2  is  that  the  North  Korean  forces 
which  were  virtually  destroyed  after  the 
Inchon  landing  In  the  fall  of  1950  fled  across 
the  Yalu  River,  behind  the  screen  of  the 
Chinese  Communists  who  were  then  enter- 
ing Korea.  They  reappeared  on  the  battle- 
front  In  late  winter  reconstituted,  reorgani- 
Ized,  and  almost  completely  equipped  with 
weapons  of  Soviet  manufacture. 

Fact  No.  3  Is  that  the  flow  of  Soviet  equip- 
ment Is  constant  and  steady,  and  accounts 
for  the  Increase  of  combat  effectiveness  of 
the  enemy  over  the  past  year. 

Pact  No.  4  is  that  the  Chinese  Commu- 
nists who  entered  the  fighting  with  normal 
light  equipment  are  now  fighting  with 
heavy  equipment,  supplied  by  the  Soviet 
Union. 

Fact  No.  5  Is  that  naval  mines  In  large 
number,  which  have  been  picked  up  or 
w£ished  ashore  off  the  Korean  coast  have 
been  mines  of  Soviet  manufacture. 

Fact  No.  6  Is  that  the  planes  which  the 
United  Nations  Command  has  been  encoun- 
tering over  North  Korea  have  been  MIG-15'a 
and  other  aircraft,  manufactured,  and  sup- 
plied by  the  Soviet  Union. 

Fact  No.  7  Is  that  recently  United  Nations 
forces  have  encountered  a  new  type  of  Soviet 
plane,  the  IL-28.  which  is  now  a  part  of  the 
air  forces  of  the  Communist  aggressors  over 
North  Korea. 

Fact  No.  8  Is  that  in  spite  of  heavy  losses, 
the  Chinese  Communist  and  North  Korean 
air  forces  have  grown  until  they  today  have 
some  2,500  aircraft  of  which  half  are  jets, 
all  manufactured  and  supplied  by  the  Soviet 
Union. 

Fact  No.  9  Is  that  the  Soviet  Union  pro- 
vides the  replacements  for  these  aircraft 
which  United  Nations  forces  shoot  down 
over  North  Korea.  Our  experts  estimate 
that  the  Soviet  Union  has  contributed  In 
excess  of  4.400  planes  to  fight  against  the 
United  Nations  in  Korea. 

Fact  No.  10  is  that  the  antiaircraft  guns 
in  North  Korea,  Including  many  which  are 
radar  controlled,  are  of  Soviet  origin. 

The  Soviet  representatives  are  hereby 
challenged  to  disprove  these  facts.  They 
show  how  far  the  ^vlet  Union  has  gone  to 
broaden  the  war — how.  since  the  fall  of  1960. 
the  United  Nations  has  not  been  fighting  a 
local  enemy,  but  the  vast  manpower  re- 
sotirces  of  Communist  China  supported  by 
the  material  resoiu-ces  of  the  entire  Soviet 
world. 

And  then,  Mr.  President,  there  are  people 
who  have  the  crudity  to  come  here  and  make 
sanctimonious  speeches  about  world  peace. 
The  whole  world  knows  the  truth:  that 
except  for  the  active  aid  furnished  to  the 
North  rcorean  and  Chinese  Communist  ag- 
gressors by  the  Soviet  Union,  the  war  In 
Korea  would  now  be  over.  Like  the  ostrich 
who  sticks  his  head  in  the  sand  and  thinks 
that  no  one  sees  him,  the  rulers  of  the 
Soviet  Union  are  so  bemused  by  their  own 
propaganda  that  they  do  not  recognize  the 
extent  to  which  world  opinion  holds  them 
responsible  for  aiding  and  abetting  this  great 
crime  against  the  peace  of  the  world. 

The  rulers  of  the  Soviet  Union  can  stop 
the  war  whenever  they  want  to — and  Mr. 
Vishlnsky  knows  it. 

TO  BTJILD  PEACE 

Mr.  President.  pea.;e  not  only  depends  on 
collective  security;  It  must  also  be  based  on 
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equal  treatroent  of  human  beings.  As  long 
as  Uiere  Is  raclaJ  or  religious  discrimination. 
Just  so  long  Is  tlae  day  at  peace  postponed. 
Conditions  are  not  perfect  in  any  country 
In  this  regard  but  In  many  lands — ^I  know 
this  is  true  In  my  own — great  and  successful 
advances  are  being  made. 

We  have,  however,  observed  with  indigna- 
tion the  persecution  of  Christians,  Moslems, 
and  Jews  that  has  been  taking  place  in  the 
Soviet  Union  for  some  time.  That  discrimi- 
nation is  not  only  wicked;  it  will  also  In  the 
end  prove  to  be  totally  ineffective  because 
there  is  an  undefeatable  quality  In  human 
nature  which  will  always  resist  totalitarian 
attempts  to  destroy  religious  and  ethnic 
freedom. 

Mr.  President,  I  conclude. 

To  build  peace  there  must,  of  course,  be 
collective  security. 

To  build  peace  there  must  be  equal  treat- 
ment of  people  without  discrimination  as 
to  race,  creed,  or  color. 

To  build  peace  there  must  also  be  freedom 
from  the  specter  of  want.  There  is  no  use 
In  talking  to  a  starving  man  about  freedom 
or  democracy.  We  stand  ready  to  work  for 
peace  along  all  these  lines,  bOo. 

Finally,  we  believe  that  peace,  like  every 
other  great  human  problem,  is  best  solved 
by  governments  which  are  controlled  by  the 
people.  In  which  public  offlclals  are  the  serv- 
ants of  the  people,  countries  in  which  the 
word  "dictatorship"  is  a  bad  word,  and  not 
coiintries  In  which  oOlcials  proudly  boast  of 
dictatorship  and  give  it  the  misleading  title 
of  "Dictatorship  of  the  Proletariat." 

We  believe  that  the  counsel  of  many  men 
of  good  will  produces  more  collective  wisdom 
than  that  of  a  few.  We  believe  in  the  peo- 
ple; we  have  faith  in  the  people.  We  believe 
the  people  are  competent  to  make  their  own 
decisions,  and  that  a  man  Is  not  rendered 
all  wise  by  being  made  all  powerful. 

Mr.  President,  the  facts  I  have  just  pre- 
sented concerning  the  words  of  the  Chinese 
Communists  and  the  actions  of  the  Soviet 
Union  are  a  monstrous  answer  to  the  adop- 
tion by  this  assembly  of  the  Indian  resolu- 
tion. For  these  reasons  there  is  little  point 
In  reformulating  at  this  session  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  that  resolution  was  based. 
The  Indian  resolution,  in  the  words  of  a  great 
American  on  another  occasion,  raises  a  s'^md- 
ard  to  which  the  wise  and  honest  can  repair. 
When  the  day  comes  that  the  aggressors  in 
the  Far  Kast  have  a  change  of  heart — for 
whatever  reasons,  and  they  can  be  many — It 
will  not  be  difficult  for  them  to  show  it. 
Failure  to  end  the  fighting  In  Korea  is  not 
due  to  any  lack  of  cleverness  with  words  here 
In  the  United  Nations.  It  Is  due  to  the 
frankly  announced  desire  of  the  Communists 
to  continue  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  reserve  my  right  to  speak 
further  on  the  Korean  item  at  a  later  point 
In  the  debate. 


CONTROLLING  INFLATION 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
February  18  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  Representative  Multei,  intro- 
duced a  bill,  H.  R.  3184,  to  aid  in  con- 
trolling inflation,  and  on  February  24  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  Representa- 
tive DoLUNGKR,  presented  a  bill.  H.  R, 
3414,  with  similar  provisions.  I  congrat- 
ulate both  of  my  colleagues  for  their 
constructive  actions. 


The  theory  of  these  bills  is  that  it  is 
essential  to  safeguard  our  economic  sta- 
bility in  time  of  crisis  to  provide  the 
Executive  with  power  to  freeze  prices, 
wages,  and  rents  for  a  period  of  90  days, 
subject  to  congressional  review  of  the 
necessity  of,  or  a  continuation  of  a  freeze 
of  that  Icincl.  Thus,  a  mechanism  would 
be  available  at  all  times,  for  immediate 
use  in  the  event  of  emergency,  to  cush- 
ion our  economy  against  the  shock  of 
another  world  crisis.  In  effect,  the 
Multer  anci  Dollinger  bills  provide  us 
with  an  insurance  policy  which  pays  off 
when  we  nt-ed  it  most,  which  insures  our 
internal  stability  at  a  time  when  the 
greatest  defense  spending,  material 
shortages,  and  scarce  buying  threaten 
that  stability. 

Mr.  Mttlper's  bill  was  presented  at  a 
time  when,  in  this  Congress,  consider- 
able confusion  reigned  on  the  subject  of 
the  future  of  price  controls.  His  bill  evi- 
dences a  sound  and  basic  approach  to 
this  difiQcult  problem.  More  than  that, 
his  bill  evidences  a  statesmanlike  ap- 
proach to  the  new  role  being  played  by 
the  Democratic  Members  of  this  House — 
the  role  of  a  constructive  opposition. 
And  I  believe  the  best  concrete  evidence 
of  the  value  of  Congressman  Multer  s 
constructi\e  contribution  to  the  solu- 
tion of  the  difficult  question  of  future 
controls  which  now  plagues  this  Con- 
gress, is  tlie  fact  that  on  February  25 
Senator  Capehart,  the  new  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Com- 
mittee, as  well  as  all  the  Democratic 
members  of  that  committee,  introduced 
in  the  Senate  a  controls  bill  whose  ap- 
proach was  substantially  similar  to  that 
presented  to  this  House  1  week  earlier 
by  Mr.  Multer. 

Clearly,  in  the  light  of  the  history  of 
the  cold  war — and  more  especially  in 
view  of  present  administration  plans  in 
the  Far  E.ist — it  is  incumbent  upon  us 
to  take  steps  now  which,  in  the  event  of 
new  crises,  would  forestall  any  repeti- 
tion of  the  runaway  inflation  of  the  post- 
Korea  period  of  June  to  December  1950. 
In  those  few  months,  food  prices  in- 
creased 11.5  percent;  wholesale  prices 
rose  16  percent;  and  raw  material  prices 
spiralled  47.2  percent.  In  a  scant  6 
months,  the  consumers  of  this  country 
suffered  a  loss  of  over  $16  billion,  and  our 
defense  costs  rose  in  some  cases  from  50 
to  150  percent  through  inflation  alone. 

The  rollback  of  prices  is  as  difficult  as 
getting  the  chicken  back  in  the  egg.  It 
just  cannot  be  done. 

Upon  a  finding  and  declaration  of  a 
national  emergency,  the  President,  un- 
der the  Multer  and  Dollinger  bill,  issues 
his  freeze  of  prices  and  wages  when  first 
the  emergency  is  upon  us.  However. 
Congress  retains  its  ultimate  responsi- 
bility with  respect  to  legislating  for  the 
common  defense  and  the  general  welfare. 
Within  the  90 -day  period  of  the  freeze, 
it  may  end  such  freeze  forthwith,  extend 
its  termination  date,  or  enact  such  other 
legislation  with  respect  to  controls  as  it 
deems  fit. 

Clearly,  this  approach  represents  a 
great  step  forward  in  the  protection  of 
our  economy  in  the  light  of  world  con- 
ditions which  we  presently  face.  Clear- 
ly, It  is  a  step  which  this  Congress  must 
take,  or  face  the  charge  of  disregarding 


the  overriding  public  interest  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  the  House  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  will  sched- 
ule early  hearings  on  the  Multer  and 
Dollinger  bills  in  order  that  the  Ameri- 
can people  may  not  be  left  without  pro- 
tection, should  a  crisis  develop. 


UNFINISHED  BUSINESS  ON  SOCIAL 
SECURITY  AMENDMENTS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  EberharttrI  is  rec- 
ognized for  7  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  are  two  urgently  needed  amend- 
ments to  the  social-security  laws  which 
Congress  has  an  obligation  to  give  imme- 
diate consideration  to.  dVie  to  commit- 
ments made  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
last  Congress. 

I  refer  to  two  provisions  which  were 
contained  in  H.  R.  7800  when  it  passed 
the  House.  This  bill  bee? me  the  Social 
Security  Act  amendments  of  1952. 

The  first  of  these  provisions  related  to 
the  preserving  of  the  insurance  rights  of 
workers  under  the  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  program  upon  their  becoming 
permanently  and  totally  disabled.  The 
effectiveness  of  this  provision  as  the  bill 
became  law  is  contingent  UF>on  further 
action  by  Congress,  since  the  provision 
terminates  on  June  30.  1953.  and  appli- 
cations for  a  freeze  of  periods  of  disabil- 
ity cannot  be  filed  prior  to  July  1.  1953. 

In  my  opinion,  the  freezing  of  periods 
of  disability  so  as  to  preserve  the  insur- 
ance rights  of  permanently  and  totally 
disabled  persons  would  remove  one  of 
the  greatest  inequities  in  the  present 
social-security-insurance  program.  At 
the  present  time,  the  least  harm  that  pe- 
riods of  disability  can  do  a  worker  is  to 
reduce  the  size  of  his  eventual  benefits, 
and  in  the  worst  situation,  periods  of  dis- 
ability may  deny  workers  any  benefits 
whatsoever  upon  reaching  retirement 
age,  or  his  survivors  upon  his  death. 

The  House  conferees.  Republicans  and 
Democrats  alike,  stated  in  the  conference 
report,  in  referring  to  the  conference 
agreement  on  the  provision  relating  to 
the  preservation  of  insurance  rights: 

It  Is  the  intent  of  the  conferees  that 
hearings  will  be  held  on  this  entire  matter 
early  in   1053. 

The  second  amendment  to  the  social- 
security  laws  which  the  Congress  is  com- 
mitted to  is  an  amendment  which  will 
p>ermit  State  and  local  employees  who 
have  retirement  systems  of  their  own  to 
elect  also  to  have  social  security  insur- 
ance coverage. 

When  H.  R.  7800  passed  the  House,  it 
contained  such  a  provision,  under  which 
State  and  local  employees  who  already 
have  retirement  systems — with  the  ex- 
ception of  policemen,  firemen,  and 
teachers  in  elementary  and  secondary 
schools — could  also  have  social-security 
coverage  if  there  were  a  State  or  local 
law  in  effect  on  January  1,  1951,  pro- 
viding for  coordination  of  the  State  or 
local  retirement  system  with  social  se- 
curity, or  if  two-thirds  of  the  employees 
covered  by  a  State  or  local  retirement 
S3rstem  voted  in  favor  of  social-security 
coverage. 


1953 

Here  again  is  a  provision  which  would 
remove  another  ijrave  discrimination  in 
the  present  social-security  laws.  We  all 
know  that  in  the  case  of  many  corpora- 
tions, employees  have  the  protection  of 
both  a  company  pension  plan  and  social 
"ecurlty.  This  provision  merely  makes 
possible  the  same  protection  to  pubUc 
employees  in  Slate  and  local  govern- 
ments. ,  ,  ,      . 

Tlie  Senate  deleted  this  provision  from 
H  R  7800,  and  tills  deletion  was  agreed 
to  m  conference  with  the  promise  that 
early  in  1953  consideration  would  be 
given  to  the  subject.  I  again  quote  from 
the  conference  -eport.  joined  In  unani- 
nously  by  Republicans  and  Democrats: 

It  is  the  Intent  of  the  conferees  that  the 
entire  matter  of  the  extension  ol  Federal 
coverage  to  emp.oyees  already  covered  Dy 
State  and  local  retirement  systems  will  be 
explored  early  in  1963.  when  the  disability 
provisions  are  to  be  reexamined- 
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This  amendment  has  a  long  history. 
In  1949,  the  House  passed  a  bill  permit- 
ting State  and  lx»l  employees  who  have 
retirement  systtms  of-.their  own  to  elect 
social-security  coverafe.  The  Senate 
deleted  this  provision  then.  Many 
Members  of  Congress  have  In  blUs  In  the 
current  session  which  would  amend  the 
social-security  laws  along  these  lines. 

The  provision  relating  to  a  freeze  of 
periods  of  disability  so  as  to  preserve 
the  insurance  rights  of  permanently  and 
totally  disabled  workers  also  has  a  long 
histoiT.  In  1949,  the  House  passed  H.  R. 
6000,  which  contained  a  provision  pro- 
viding for  disability  Insurance  benefits. 
This  went  much  further  than  merely 
freezing  the  pe.^ods  of  disability. 

I  believe  that  Congress  has  a  moral 
obligation  to  honor  these  promises. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
has  Just  appointed  a  Subcommittee  on 
Social  Securitj .  This  subcommittee  has 
not  yet  set  up  an  agenda.  It  could  very 
promptly  begin  hearings  on  these  two 
matters,  and  leport  to  the  fuU  oomnit- 
lee  its  findings  and  conclusions  in  a  very 
short  period  of  time,  because  both  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  have  already 
made  exhaustive  studies  of  these  two 
proposed  amendments. 
Mr.  PERKLINS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 

gentleman  yield?  

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  compliment  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  EBBSHABm]  on  his 
statement.  I  have  always  felt  that  our 
social-security  laws  should  be  further 
Kberalized  and  broadened  without  doing 
any  harm  to  the  present  social  security 
trust  fund.  This  fund  deserves  the 
special  attention  of  every  Member  of  this 
body  because  any  plan  that  would  make 
workers  who  contribute  to  the  present 
fund  pay  for  those  who  do  not  contribute 
to  the  fund  Is  damaging  on  its  face. 

I  feel  that  we  should  go  even  further 
and  enact  a  disability  provision  which 
will  take  care  of  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled.  Such  a  provision  was 
in  the  bill  enacted  by  this  body  in  1949 
but  was  deleted  in  the  S«iate  by  the 
Knowland  amendment,  thereby  placing 
the  people  with  disabilities  in  the  same 
category  as  the  people  on  old-age 
assistance. 


Naturally  I  agree  with  the  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania that  we  should  permanently  freeze 
rights  of  workers  during  periods  of  total 
and  permanent  disability  so  that  they 
would  not  lose  benefit  rights  because  of 
their  disability.  Pensions  to  the  aged, 
widows  with  children,  the  blind,  the  to- 
tally and  permanently  disabled,  and  the 
retired  employee  should  be  raised. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  likewise  agree  with  the 
gentleman  that  this  Congress  should  ful- 
fill its  obligations  and  commence  im- 
mediate hearings  on  legislation  to  further 
liberalize  our  social-security  laws,  and 
to  include  other  groups  that  are  not  now 
covered.  Employees  of  State  and  local 
governments  and  of  the  teaching  pro- 
fession should  have  the  right  of  cover- 
age if  they  want  it,  notwithstanding 
their  own  retirement  plans. 

I  join  with  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania in  urging  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  who 
have  been  appointed  to  study  social- 
security  legislation  to  give  this  impor- 
tant subject  careful  consideration  at  an 
early  date  in  order  that  a  suitable  bill 
may  be  reported  out  and  enacted  during 
the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  agree  with  the 
observations  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky, and  thank  him  very  much  for 
making  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  In  House  Report  No.  1944 
on  H.  R.  7800,  of  the  82d  Congress,  ttie 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  stated 
that  the  changes  in  the  bill,  including  a 
provision  which  would  preserve  the  in- 
surance rights  of  workers  during  periods 
of  total  and  permanent  disability  and  a 
provision  permitting  social-security  cov- 
erage to  State  and  local  employees  who 
already  have  a  retirement  system  of  their 
own  'are  all  within  areas  wluch  were  In- 
tensively studied  by  your  committee  over 
a  period  of  «  months  of  hearings  and 
executive    sessions    prior    to    the    1950 
amendments,  and  thus  do  not  reqruire 
prolonged    consideration    now.    These 
changes  do  not  affect  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  program.    Your  com- 
mittee recognizes  that  there  are  other 
amendments  to  the  old-age  and  sur^^ 
Insurance  program  which   are  needed, 
but  these  six  have  been  selected  because 
of  their  urgency  and  because  of  the  wide- 
spread agreement  on  their  desirabiUty." 
For  these  reasons.  I  do  not  believe  that 
prolonged     hearings     or     deUberaUona 
would  be  necessary  now  for  action  to  be 
taken  on  these  two  amendments.    Every 
month  of  delay  means  a  substantial  loss 
of  protection  to  thousands  of  individuals 
who  have  been  urging  Congress  to  give 
them  this  protection.    Prompt  action  is 
required  to  insure  that  the  necessary 
legislation  wlU  be  enacted  before  this 
1953  session  of  Congress  adjourns. 


that  I  am  the  author  of  the  escape  clause 
in  the  1951  renewal  of  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Agreements  Act.  You  will  recall 
that  the  escape  clause  was  written  in 
the  law  by  the  Congress  for  the  express 
purpose  of  providing  a  procedure  by 
which  small  industries  could  carry  their 
complaints  before  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion and  secure  an  open  hearing  in  an 
effort  to  prove  that  they  were  being 
injured  by  excessive  foreign  imports. 
I  have  before  me  a  case  filed  by  the 
manufacturers  of  safety  pins  by  a  firm 
in  Philadelphia  and  in  Connecticut  that 
has  just  been  turned  down  by  the  Tariff 
Commission.  They  would  not  even  en- 
tertain a  hearing  for  them,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  not  following  the  proce- 
dures outlined  by  the  Commission  in 
order  to  get  a  case  before  the  Commis- 

SiOIL 

I  am  not  aware  of  anything  in  that 
escape  clause  that  may  be  set  up  in  the 
way  of  rules  and  regulations  to  prevent 
the  Commission  from  hearing  anyone, 
so  long  as  ttiey  file  an  application.    The 
Commission  might  find,  after  they  had 
gone  into  it.  that  there  was  some  addi- 
tional information  needed,  but  certain- 
ly I  am  going  to  insist  on  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
that  escape  clause  and  giving  these  peo- 
ple a  hearing.    If  they  turn  them  down 
on  the  basis  of  the  facts,  that  is  some- 
thing else,  but  it  was  intended  that  they 
be  given  a  hearing,  and  I  am  going  to 
insist  on  it.    It  is  going  to  lead  to  a 
request  for  another  investigation,  despite 
the  fact  that  the  House  has  so  many 
pending  at  the  present  time. 


ESCAPE   CLAUSE  UNDER  RECIPRO- 
CAL TRADE  AGREEMENTS  ACT 
Mr     BAILEY.     Mr.    Speaker,    I    ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 

for  1  minute.  ^.  _i,      *^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 

Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
.    Mr   BAILEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  many  of 
my  colleagues  present  today  will  recall 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to :  ... 

Mr.  ALLDf  of  Illinois  and  to  Include  an 
article  by  General  Vandenberg. 

Mr.  Beamer  and  to  include  a  concur- 
rent resolution  from  the  General  Assem- 
bly of  Indiana.  ^     ,  ,, 

Mr.  Boykin  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Gathzngs)  and  to  include  an  address. 

Mr  PERKINS  and  to  include  a  plan  or 
acUon  on  developing  a  pubUc  library 
service  in  rural  areas,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  it  exceeds  two  pages  of  the 
Record  and  is  estimated  by  the  PubUc 
Printer  to  cost  $252.  .     ,  „ 

Mr.  FaiEDEL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Price)  and  to  include  an  article  entitled 
"A  Salute  to  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower." 

Mr.  Price  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  in  four  Instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter.  .     ,    . 

Mr.  Karsteh  of  Missouri  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter.  ^     _x      ., 

Mr,  Vak  Zakdt  and  to  Include  extrane- 
ous matter.  ^  x.  *,„ 
Mr.  Long  and  to  Include  a  speech  he 

made  recently. 

Mr.  DEUiHEY  and  to  include  a  sermon. 

Mr.  Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude an  article  on  Soviet-American  re- 
lations, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it 
exceeds  the  limit  and  is  estimated  by  the 
Public  Printer  to  cost  $252. 

Mr.  Rodwo  (at  the  request  of  »«■. 
Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania)  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 
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Mr.  HoLTZMAH  (at  the  request  of,  Mr. 
Eberhartxr  ) . 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

8.  10.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion of  obscene  matters  In  Inter^ate  or  for- 
eign commerce:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  11.  An  act  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  the  mailing 
of  obscene  matter;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  35.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  repair  and 
rehabilitation  of  public  airports  damaged 
by  the  armed  services  dtirlng  the  present 
national  emergency,  to  extend  beyond  June 
30.  1963.  the  availability  of  previo\u  appro- 
priations for  payment  of  claims  under  sec- 
tion 17  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act.  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  799.  An  act  to  amend  the  Defense  Hous- 
ing and  Community  Facilities  and  Services 
Act  of  1951.  as  amended:  (o  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  aidjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  12  o'clock  Euid  46  minutes 
p.  m.),  under  its  previous  order,  the 
House  adjourned  until  Monday,  March 
2,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUnVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

493.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  the  33d 
Annual  Report  of  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

494.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  on  the 
activities  of.  expenditures  by,  and  donations 
to  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  Anthracite  Research 
Laboratory  constructed  at  Schuylkill  Haven. 
Pa.,  pursuant  to  the  act  of  December  18. 
1942  (56  Stat.  1056);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

495.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  on  the 
activities  of,  expenditures  by.  ana  donations 
to  the  Lignite  Research  Laboratory,  Grand 
Forks,  N.  Dak.,  pursuant  to  the  act  of  March 
25.  1948  (62  Stat.  85):  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 


Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DONDERO: 

H.  R.  3528.  A  bill  to  increase  the  amount 
i»uihorlzed  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  of  1952  for  the  construction 
and  improvement  of  the  national  system  of 
Interstate  highways  designated  In  accordance 
with  section  7  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway 
Act  of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  OAKMAN: 

H.  R.  3529.  A  bUl  to  increase  the  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Act  of  1952  for  the  construction 


and  improvement  of  the  national  system  of 
Interstate  highways  designated  in  accordance 
with  Ecction  7  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway 
Act  of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  MILLS: 
H.  R.  3530.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Federal  unemployment  taxes  Into 
the  Federal  unemployment  account  to  be 
available  for  the  administration  of  unem- 
ployment compensation  laws  and  public  em- 
ployment offices,  and  to  return  to  the  States 
the  excess  of  such  taxes  over  such  admin- 
istrative expenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 
tc  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MASON: 
H.  R.  3531.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Federal  unemployment  taxes  Into 
the  Federal  unemployment  account  to  be 
available  for  the  administration  of  unem- 
ployment compensation  laws  and  public  em- 
ployment offices,  and  to  return  to  the  States 
the  excess  of  such  taxes  over  such  admin- 
istrative expenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H.  R.  3532.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  BLATNIK: 
H.  R.  3533.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Labor- 
Management    Relations    Act,    1947,    and    for 
other  purposes:    to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  CRUMPACKER: 
H.  R.  3534.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  exten- 
sion of  patents  covering  inventions  whose 
practice  was  prevented  or  curtailed  during 
certain  emergency  periods  by  service  of  the 
patent  owner  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  by 
production  controls;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ELLSWORTH: 
H.  R.  3535.  A   bill    to   prevent   Federal    ac- 
quisitions of  land  from  Interfering  with  sus- 
tained-yield timber  operations;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ENGLE: 
H.  R.  3536.  A  bill   to   establish  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Camp  Bealo.   Calif.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armea  Services. 

By  Mr.  ;iAGEN  of  California: 
H.  R.  3537.  A  bill  to  establish  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Camp  Beale,  Calif.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  3538.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  repair 
and  rehabilitation  of  public  airports  dam- 
aged by  the  armed  services  during  the  pres- 
ent national  emergency,  to  extend  beyond 
June  30.  1953,  the  availability  or  previous 
appropriations  for  payment  of  claims  under 
section  17  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act,  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state  and   Foreign    Conunerce. 

By  Mr.  HESELTON: 
H.  R.  3539.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  10  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  condi- 
tions for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the 
making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  30. 
1936  (the  so-called  Walsh-Healey  Act);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  3540.  A  bill  to  restore  certain  pro- 
visions of  law  affected  by  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  or  repeal  certain  Govern- 
ment property  laws,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  October  31.  1951  (65  Stat.  701): 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  HOSMER: 
H.  R.  3541.  A  bill  to  simplify  and  consoli- 
date the  laws  relating  to  the  receipt  of  com- 
pensation from  dual  employments  under  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  HYDE: 
H.  R.  3542.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  grant  easements  for 
rights-of-way  through,  over,  and  under  the 
parkway  land  along  the  line  oX  the  Chesa- 


peake and  Ohio  Canal,  and  to  authorize  an 
exchange  of  lands  with  other  Federal  depart- 
ments and  agencies,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

H.  R.  3543    A  bill   to  establish   the   United 
States   Air  Academy  at  Camp  Beale,   Calif.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By    Mr.    MCCARTHY: 

H  R.  3544.  A  bill  to  provide  retroactive 
promotions  for  certain  postal  transportation 
clerks  engaged  in  military  service  or  service 
on  war  transfer  during  World  War  11;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  OIBce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 

H.  R.  3545.  A   bill  to  establish   the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Camp  Beale,  Calif.;  to 
the  Committee  on   Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  MOSS: 

H  R.  3546.  A   bill   to  establUh  the  United 
States  Air  Academy  at  Camp  Beale.  Calif.;  to 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.   PATTEN: 

H.  R.  3547.  A  bill  to  change  penalties  for 
the  sale  of  narcotics;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 

H.  R.  3548.  A  bill  to  provide  pensions  for 
veterans  of  World  War  I  and  World  War  II 
based  on  non-service-connectcd  disability 
and  attained  age.  and  for  other  purpwees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3549.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Tennes- 
see Valley  Authority  to  construct  a  bridge 
across  the  Power  River  arm  of  Norris  Lake;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H.  R.  3550.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and   Civil  Service. 

By  Mrs.  SULLIVAN: 

H.R.  3551.  A  bill  to  amend  section  704  of 
the  Federal  Food.  E>rug.  arvd  Cosmetic  Act.  so 
as  to  protect  the  public  health  and  welfare 
by  providing  adequate  authority  for  factory 
inspections;  to  the  Conimittee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  3552.  A  bill  authorizing  acquisition 
and  Interception  of  communications  in  In- 
terest of  national  security;  to  the  Committee 
on   the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WHARTON: 

H.  R.  3553.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
»600  to  1 1,000;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ZABLOCKI: 

H.  R.  3554.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  provide  disablllty-iiuurance  bene- 
fits for  totally  disabled  individuals,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  J.  Res  202.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  Public  Housing  Commissioner  shall 
assist  the  village  of  Greendale,  Wis.,  recently 
sold  by  the  Federal  Government,  In  defraying 
its  operating  expenses  during  the  temporary 
period  in  which  It  cannot  lawfully  raise  its 
own  adequate  revenues;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Ciirrency. 

By  Mr    HOLTZMAN: 

H  Con.  Res.  74.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anti-Semitism  in 
the  Soviet  Union  and  In  the  persecution  of 
Roman  Catholics  behind  the  Iron  Curtain; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   HILL: 

H.  Res.  158.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  the  report  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Biislness  en- 
titled "Review  of  Small  Business"  (H.  Rept. 
2513,  82d  Cong. ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 


By  Mr.  JA7TTB: 
H  Res  159.  A    reedutton    expreealxic    tbe 

condemnation  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  religious  persecutions  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

Affairs.  ^^^^^^^^^_^ 

MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  Mr  BERRY:  MemarUl  oT  the  a3d  see- 
cion  of  the  South  Dakota  State  Legislature, 
relative  to  providing  for  the  control  of  nox- 
ious weeds  on  federaUy  owned  or  controlled 
lands;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BRAY  (by  request)  '•      ^    ^  ^ 
H  R  3555.  A   bill  for   the   relief   <rf  John 
Muslch    to  the  Committee  on  the  JudlclMj. 
H  R  3556.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Humberto 
Garcia-  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BROYHILL  (by  request) : 
H  R  3557.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Capttto 
Walter  C.  Wolf;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr  DODD  (by  request) : 
H  R  3558.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Erato 
Aranopoulou;    to    the    Committee    on    the 

"^"h  R*3559.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emman- 
uel Loukas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  xxU, 

73.  The  SPEAKER  presented  a  petltkm  of 
the  MU»"«  Friendship  Townsend  Club,  No.  1, 
Miami.  Fla..  requesting.passage  of  H.  B.  2446 
and  H.  R.  2447,  Federal  social  security  for  all, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  means. 


^«» 


SENATE 

Friday,  February  27,  1953 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Ood  our  Father,  whom  we  seek  in  all 
our  need  and  through  all  the  mystery 
and  perplexity  of  life,  without  whom  we 
cannot  live  bravely  or  well:  Show  us 
Thy  will  in  all  the  maze  of  paths  our 
uncertain  feet  may  take.  As  we  draw 
near  to  Thee  now  In  prayer  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  session,  do  Thou  gracious- 
ly draw  near  imto  us,  until  we  become 
more  sure  of  Thee  than  of  midday  light. 
Come  to  us  in  the  common  life  that  en- 
tangles us.  Meet  us  in  the  thorny 
questions,  national  and  international, 
which  confront  us.  Make  Thy  highways 
through  the  avenues  of  sense  clothe  Thy 
glory  In  our  failing  and  fallible  judg- 
ments. 


sent  to  the  Senate  a  distinguished  vis- 
itor from  a  South  American  country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Iowa  may  pro- 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Last  August  I 
was  the  beneficiary  of  very  great  hospi- 
tality on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  of 
Peru.  At  that  time  I  t>ecame  acquainted 
with  a  gentleman  whose  kindness  to  me 
I  appreciate,  and  who  is  now  present  on 
a  good-will  visit  to  the  United  States. 
It  affords  me  great  pleasure  to  present  to 
the  Senate  the  Honorable  Alberto  Arispe, 
a  Senator  in  the  Congress  of  Peru  from 
the  Department  of  Arequipa.  [Applause, 
Senators  rising.! 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Tobky  was  excused  from  at- 
tendance on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
from  Monday.  March  2. 1953.  to  Tuesday, 
March  17.  1953. 


H  R  3560.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Sotlroe 
Andrew  Economou;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  „  ,      .   ..^ 

H  R.8561.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  lto». 
Ellen  HiUier;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl- 

*^' H^R  8562.  A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Emery 
Geller   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ELUSWORTH:  .      .    ,  „ 

H  R  3563.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jojl 
Maeda:  to  the  Committee  on  thi  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PALLON: 
H  R  3564.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  exten- 
sion of  Design  Patent  No.  I>-168;29e.  relating 
to  an  ashtray  design;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FINO:  ^     . 

H  R  3565.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
ColabelU;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAND: 
H  R.3566.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Plmen 
Maximovltch  Sofronov;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVIT8: 
H  R  3567.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Moe  D. 
Goldman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H  R  3568.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph, 
Bertha,  and  Salomon  Leifer;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 
i:y  Mr.  O'NEIIX: 
H  R  3569.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Lisltano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

x>«   %At     WAV  * 

H  R  3570.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Kraemer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROCeSVELT: 

H.  R.  3571.  A  bm  for  the  relief  of  Slgmund 
Spitz  and  Oertrxjde  SpiU;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R.  3572.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Paolo 
Long  a;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Rv   ^fr    HIKES* 

H  R  3573.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Edna  V.  B. 
Decker.  Barbara  P.  R.  Moore.  W.  S.  Rosasco. 
jr  ,  and  Gordon  WeUs,  as  administrator  cum 
testamento  annexo  of  the  estate  of  Anna  L  B. 
\.ciu,  deceased;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  JAViTS: 

H.R.  3574.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  I/Jdewyck 
Biuckman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 


"Breathe  on  us.  breath  of  God, 
Until  our  hearts  are  pure, 
UntU,  with  Thee,  we  will  one  will 
To  do  and  to  endure." 

Amen.      ^^^^^^^^___ 

THE  JOURNAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes- 
day, February  25,  1953,  was  dispensed 
with.  ^^^^^^^_____ 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  MiUer.  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  joint 
resoluUon  (S.  J.  Res.  27)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 

as  amended.  ^  ^^  .  ♦»,-. 

The  message  also  announced  that  ine 
House  had  passed  a  biU  (H.  R.  2332)  to 
place  temporary  limitations  on  the  num- 
ber of  oflBcers  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. In  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 


VISIT    TO    THE    SENATE    BY    HON. 
ALBERTO    ARISPE.    SENATOR    IN 
THE  CONGRESS  OP  PERU 
Mr  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor   from    Iowa    [Mr.    HickehloopmiI 
wishes  to  present  a  visitor  to  the  Senate. 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  pre- 


COMMTTTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  members  of 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  be  excused  from  attend- 
ance on  the  session  of  the  Senate  this 
afternoon,  and  that  they  may  meet  dur- 
ing the  Senate  session  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  In  asking 
that  the  members  of  his  subcommittee 
may  be  excused  from  attendance  on  the 
session  of  the  Senate  today,  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  should  realize  that 
If  there  is  a  rollcall,  they  will  have  td 
attend  the  Senate  session. 

Mr.  LANGER.   Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  is  correct  in  his  state- 
ment. ^    ^ 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  In  or- 
der to  expedite  the  work  of  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  in  the  remaining 
months  of  the  present  session  of  Con- 
gress, I  8isk  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  be  per- 
mitted to  meet  when  necessary  during 
the  sessions  of  the  Senate.  Such  per- 
mission will  not  be  abused. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  does 
that  mean  that  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations can  meet  at  any  time? 

Mr  BRIDGES.  Yes.  It  must  meet 
week  after  week  if  we  are  to  get  away 
by  the  time  that  has  been  suggested. 

Mr  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  same  privilege  with  regard  to  meet- 
ings of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
On  request  of  Mr.  Butler  of  Nebraska, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  was 
authorized  to  meet  at  2:30  o'clock  this 
afternoon  during  the  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  foUowing  oommunicaUon* 
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and  letters,  which  were  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

Dbaitb  or  PsoposFD  Pkovisions  Pbtatkino 
TO  Affkofkiatioms  roB  Post  Omcx  Dkpart- 
MKNT  (S.  Doc.  No.  20) 
A  commiinlcatlon  from  the  President  of 
the   United   States,   transmitting    drafts    of 
proposed  provisions  pertaining  to  appropria- 
tions for  the  Post  Office  Department,  fiscal 
year   1953    (with  an   accompanying  paper) ; 
to   the   Committee   on    Appropriations   and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Dkatts  or  Phopossd  Provisions  Pbhtaining  to 
Appsopsiations,  National  Mzsiation  Boakd 
(8.  Doc.  No.  21) 

A  communication  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  transmitting  drafts  of  pro- 
posed provisions  pertaining  to  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1953,  for  the  National 
Mediation  Board  (with  an  accompanying 
paper ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Proposed      Supplemxntal      Apfroprtations, 
IsEoisULTivx  Branch  (S.  Doc.  No.  22) 

A  communication  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  proposed 
supplemental  appropriations,  in  the  amount 
of  958.451,  for  the  legislative  branch,  fiscal 
year  1953  (with  an  accompanying  paper); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Proposed  Supplemental  Appropriation,  the 
Jttdiciart   (S.  Doc.  No.  23) 

A  communication  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  a  proposed 
supplemental  appropriation,  in  the  amount 
of  $11,500.  for  the  Judiciary,  fiscal  year  1953 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Proposed  Provision  Pertaining  to  Loan  Ait- 
thorizations,  Department  op  Agricclturs 
(8.  Doc.  No.  24) 

•  A  communication  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  loan  au- 
thorizations of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, fiscal  year  1953  (with  an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Report  op  Violation   op  Section  3679,  Re- 
vised Statutes,  Relating  to  ExpENDmjuE 
or  Appropriation  in  Excess  op  Allotment 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  the  violation  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  relat- 
ing to  the  expendlt'ire  of  an  appropriation 
in  excess  of  allotment;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

Repeal  op  Certain  Government  Propertt 
Laws 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
to  restore  certain  provisions  of  law  affected 
by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  or  re- 
peal certain  Government  property  laws,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  October  31, 
1951  (65  Stat.  701)  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

Report  op  AcnvrriEs  op.  Expenditures  bt, 
AND  Donations  to  Bureau  of  Mines  An- 
thracite Research  Laboratort 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  on 
the  activities  of,  expenditures  by,  and  dona- 
tions to  the  Bureau  of  Mines  Anthracite  Re- 
search Laboratory.  Schuylkill  Haven,  Pa.,  for 
the  calendar  year  1952:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Laws  Enacted  bt  LECisLATrvE  Assemblt  and 
MuNicMAL  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St 
John,  IRI. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
copies   of   laws   enacted   by   the   Legislative 


Assembly  and  the  liCunlclpal  Council  of  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I.  (with  accom- 
panying papers);  to  the  Committee  on  In« 
terlor  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  of  Civil  Service  Commission  of  List 
OF  Positions  Not-  Under  Civil  Service 
A  letter  from  the  Executive  Director. 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission.  In- 
forming the  Senate,  that  in  the  letter  of  the 
Commission  dated  February  20,  1953,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  19, 
the  lists  of  positions  not  under  civil  service 
rules  and  regulations,  the  Commission  inad- 
vertently failed  to  state  that  the  lists  do 
not  include  certain  Department  of  Defense 
positions  which  were  not  reported  to  them 
because  of  s:<;urlty  considerations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT : 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  West  Palm 
Eeach  (Pla.)  Townsend  Club  No.  1.  favoring 
the  substitution  of  the  so-called  Townsend 
plan  for  old-age  pensions  for  the  present 
soclal-sfcurlty  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

Petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  praying  for  a  revision  of  the 
so-called  McCarran  immigration  law  relating 
to  the  treatment  of  merchant  seamen;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  memorial  from 
the  Council  of  American  Master  Mariners, 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  signed  by  Thomas  Sheri- 
dan, secretary-treasurer,  remonstrating 
against  the  construction  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
Waterway;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Nebraska;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration: 

"Legislative  Resolution  8 

"Whereas  the  various  States  have  enacted 
primary  election  laws  that  vary  in  the  meth- 
od of  obtaining  an  advisory  vote  on  presi-  • 
dentlal  candidates;  and 

"Whereas  it  would  be  more  representative 
of  the  people  If  the  advisory  vote  obtained 
before  the  national  conventions  was  uni- 
form: Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  membera  of  the  Nebrcuka 
Legislature  in  sixty-fifth  session  assembled: 

"1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
enact  a  law  establishing  a  uniform  election 
procedure  for  obtaining  an  advisory  vote  for 
presidential  candidates. 

"2.  That  copies  of  this  resolution,  suitably 
engrossed,  be  transmitted  by  the  clerk  of  the 
legislature  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  as  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  from  Nebraska 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
"Charles  J.  Warner. 
"Fresident  of  the  Legislature." 


LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE— RES - 
OLUTION  OP  COUNCIL  OP  LITHU- 
ANIAN SOCIETIES.  BALTIMORE 
MD. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask:  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Council  of  Lithuanian 
Societies,  Baltimore,  Md.,  at  recent  cere- 
monies marking  the  35th  anniversary  of 
the  independence  of  Lithuania. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 


Foreign  Relations   and   ordered   to   be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

We,  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  Lithu- 
anian descent  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
in  commemoration  of  the  35th  anniversary 
of  the  declaration  of  Independence  of  the 
people  of  Lithuania,  held  on  the  leth  day  of 
February  1953.  at  the  Lithuanian  Audito- 
rium, 851  Hollins  Street,  sponsored  by  the 
Council  of  Lithuanian  siocieties,  unani- 
mously adopt  the  following  resolution: 

"Whereas  in  the  eyes  of  people  around 
the  warld,  the  United  States  has  been  the 
strongest  champion  of  the  oppressed;  and 

"Whereas  the  traditional  American  leader- 
ship in  principles  of  Justice,  morality,  and 
equal  rights  to  all  human  beings  on  the 
earth  paved  the  way  for  the  American  su- 
premacy in  the  political,  military,  and  eco- 
nomic world  affairs  which  this  country  Is 
today  providing  for  the  benefit  of  mankind; 
and 

"Whereas  intolerable  conditions  which  now 
prevail  In  Eastern  and  Central  Europe,  in- 
cluding Lithuania  and  other  Baltic  States, 
should  be  of  greatest  concern  to  the  United 
States  as  no  peace  and  stability  in  the  world 
is  possible  without  participation  of  that  part 
of  Europe  which  comprises  a  force  of  over 
100  million  people  separated  from  the  rest 
of  the  world  by  the  Iron  Curtain;  and 

"Whereas  the  mere  denial  to  recognize  the 
Soviet  claims  of  that  area,  when  not  accom- 
panied by  any  positive  action  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  to  back  Its  stand,  do 
not  and  will  not  bear  the  slightest  effect 
on  the  Kremlin  masters:   Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  we,  patriotic  American 
citizens  of  Lithuanian  descent,  concerned 
about  security  and  prosperity  of  this  great 
country  and  over  the  fate  of  our  native  land. 
Lithuania,  now  under  brutal  Soviet  yoke, 
appeal  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States — 

"1.  To  adopt  a  clear  and  firm  foreign  pol- 
icy such  as  America's  leading  role  in  the 
world  affairs  necessitates. 

"2.  To  incorporate  the  liberation  of  Lithu- 
ania and  other  Soviet-enslaved  counties, 
as  an  Integral  and  Inseparable  part,  in  the 
program  of  the  United  States  foreign  policy. 

"3.  To  Inaugurate  all  suitable  means  to 
aid  liberation  movemenu  In  the  Soviet-en- 
slaved countries  and  to  enlist  their  coop- 
eration In  the  global  efforts  to  fight  inter- 
national communism. 

"4.  To  speed  ratification  of  the  Genocide 
Convention  and  to  Implement  the  ratifica- 
tion by  a  decisive  action  within  the  United 
Nations  to  make  Soviet  Russia  responsible 
for  the  crimes  committed  In  the  Baltic  States 
and  other  countries  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain;  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  this  meeUng  pledge  all 
possible  support  of  the  Lithuanian  Ameri- 
cans t(\  the  Federal  Government  in  its  ef- 
forts to  resist  the  evil  Communist  forces 
of  aggression  and  to  sustain  peace  and  free- 
dom everywhere;  and  be  it  finally 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  State,  members  of 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 
Maryland  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  United  SUtes  representatives  In 
the  United  Nations,  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  the  mayor  of  Baltimore 
City,  the  diplomatic  and  consular  represent- 
atives of  Lithuania,  Latvia,  and  Estonia  in 
the  United  States,  and  the  press." 

ANTHONT   J.    MiCEIXA, 

President. 
Matas  Brazauskas, 

Secretary. 

COLLECTION  OP  FEDERAL  GASOLINE 
TAXES  BY  THE  STATES— RESOLU- 
TION OP  LEGISLATURE  OF  INDI- 
ANA 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 


prinUng  in  the  Rkcoed  a  Joint  resolution 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Indi- 
ana memorializing  Congress  to  enact 
legislaUon  to  repeal  Federal  laws  requir- 
ing States  to  collect  and  turn  over  to  the 
Federal  Government  gasoline  taxes. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  and.  imder 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Joint  resolution  to  memorialize  Congress  to 
enact  legislation  to  repeal  Federal  laws  re- 
quiring States  to  coUect  and  turn  over  to 
the  Federal  Government  gasoline  taxes 
Whereas  the  State  of  Indiana,  by  virtue 
of  the  laws  heretofore  enacted  by  the  United 
States  Congress  coUecU  a  tax  on  each  gallon 
of  gasoline  sold  in  the  State  of  Indiana;  and 
Whereas  each  year  In  compliance  with  said 
Federal  laws,  the  SUte  of  Indiana,  as  weU  as 
many  other  States,  sends  millions  of  dollars 
more  to  the  Federal  Oovemment.  than  it  re- 
ceives  from    the    Federal   Government   lor 
highway  purposes;  and 

Whereas  the  highway  systems  of  many 
States.  Including  Indiana  are  in  such  a  criti- 
cal condition  as  to  make  It  necessary  that 
all  taxes  collected  by  the  States  for  high- 
way purposes  be  retained  by  the  States  and 
used  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  are 
collected:   Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Otneral  Attemhly  of  th4 
State  of  Indiana: 

Section  1.  This,  the  88th  session  of  the 
General  Assembly  erf  the  State  of  Indiana 
hereby  memorializes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes  of  America  to  enact  appro- 
priate legislation  repealing  laws  which  re- 
quire the  States  to  collect  and  send  to  said 
Government  the  tax  on  gasoline. 

Sec  2.  The  secretary  of  the  senate  shall 
send  a  certified  copy  of  this  resolution  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  National  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  to  each  United  States  Sen- 
ator and  Congressman  from  Indiana. 


EVACUATION  OF  RUSSIAN  TROOPS 

PROM     LITHUANIA— RESOLUTION 

OP  LITHUANIAN  AID  ASSOCIATION. 

WORCESTER.  MASS. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  at  a 
mass  meeting  held  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Lithuanian  Aid  Association,  at  the 
hall  of  the  Lithuanian  Naturalization 
Club.  Worcester,  Mass..  relating  to  the 
evacuation  of  Russian  troops  from  Lith- 
uania. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcord,  as  follows: 

At  a  mass  meeting  held  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Lithuanian  Aid  Association,  at  the 
hall  of  the  Uthuanlan  Naturalization  Club, 
Worcester.  Mass..  the  following  resolutions 
were  unanimously  adopted: 

"Whereas  Russia,  by  force  of  arms  and  in 
utter  violation  of  all  legal  and  moral  laws, 
continues  to  occupy  the  territory  of  the 
Republic  of  Lithuania;  to  deport,  imprison, 
and  exterminate  Lithuania's  NatlonaU,  to 
commit  atrocities  against  the  civU  popula- 
tion of  Lithuania;  to  systematically  destroy 
Lithuania's  democratic  form  of  government: 
Be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Lithuanians  of  Woroes- 
ter,  Mass.,  do  most  vigorously  condemn  and 
protest  against  Russia's  such  unlawful  by 
force  of  arms  occupation  of  the  Republic  of 
Uthuanla,  against  the  deportation,  imprison- 
ment, and  extermination  of  Lithuania's  Na- 
tionals, against  the  commission  of  atrocities 


against  the  civil  population  and  against  the 
systematic  destruction  of  Lithuania's  demo- 
cratic form  of  government;  be  it  further 

"Reaolved.  That  the  Uthuanlans  of 
Worcester,  Mass.,  most  fervently  petition  the 
President  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
to  use  to  the  utmost  the  Influence  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, to  the  end  that  aU  Russian  military 
forces  and  Government  be  forthwith  evac- 
uated from  Lithuania,  and  Lithuania  and 
her  people  be  restored  as  a  free  and  independ- 
ent Republic  among  the  nations  of  the 
world  according  to  the  principles  enunciated 
In  the  Atlantic  Charter;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolu- 
tions be  forwarded  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  of  the 
United  States  from  Massachusetts,  and  to 
the  United  Nations." 

M.  ZncAiTAms, 

ChairmaTi, 

J.  Palubbckas, 

Secretary, 

THE  KOREAN  PROBLEM— PETITION 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  noth- 
ing so  well  evidences  the  Interest  of  the 
American  people  in  the  Korean  prob- 
lem and  in  the  question  of  subversion 
and  doubtful  loyalty  within  the  struc- 
ture of  government  than  the  avidity 
with  which  more  than  4,000  people  have 
signed  a  petition  addressed  tc  the  Presi- 
dent and  Members  of  the  83d  Congress. 
The  petition  has  been  circulated  by  the 
Rockford  Chamber  of  Commerce  as  a 
matter  of  public  service  and  they  have 
enrolled  literally  thousands  of  signa- 
tures. I  believe  it  quite  worthwhile  to 
have  the  petition  printed  in  the  Record. 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that 
be  done,  and  that  it  may  be  appropriate- 
ly referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Resolution  and  PrrmoN  to  the  Prestoent- 
Elbct  of  the  United  States  and  the  Mem- 
bers or  the  B3d  CoNOUtss,  October  18.  1952 


American  families  are  concerned  about  the 
position  in  which  we  find  ourselves  in  Ko- 
rea. Their  concern  grows  out  of  their  in- 
ability to  determine  in  their  own  minds 
what  is  the  right  thing  to  do. 

Throughout  the  history  of  our  country, 
pcu-ents  and  America's  young  men  have 
courageously  made  great  sacrifices  to  obtain 
or  defend  our  freedom. 

The  United  States  Armed  Forces  have 
fought  victoriously  in  all  comers  of  the 
worn.  They  have  been  sure  they  were  fight- 
ing for  the  freedom  of  themselves  and  their 
fellow  countrymen,  defending  their  homes, 
or  preserving  the  freedom  of  citizens  of  an 
allied  country — and  always  with  the  clear 
understanding  that  their  efforts  were  In 
support  of  established  fundamental  Amer- 
ican concepts  that  peace  and  individual 
freedom  are  the  divine  rights  of  man. 

Today  there  is  a  deep-seated  <ionviction 
on  the  pcut  of  a  large  number  of  our  peo- 
ple that  we  are  operating  without  a  clear- 
cut  foreign  policy.  It  may  be  that  Congress 
knows  what  our  basic  foreign  policy  Is.  It 
may  be  that  some  folks  In  the  State  De- 
partment know  what  it  is,  but  it  Is  obviously 
not  clear  to  the  American  public.  Further, 
It  is  increasingly  clear  to  a  great  many  that 
there  are  those  In  the  State  Department 
who  by  action  and  belief  support  the  philoso- 
phies, ideologies,  or  the  actions  of  Soviet 
Russia  and  her  satellites  In  preference  to  the 
fundamental  principles  that  we  of  America 
stand  for. 

Proof  of  the  fOTegolng  statement  Is  sup- 
ported by  findings  and  recommendations  of 


congressional  committees  and  has  been  con- 
clusively presented  In  sworn  testimony  be- 
fore congressional  committees,  by  competent 
Government  ofllcials  and  military  leaders  and 
by  citizens  weU  informed  through  personal 
experience  on  the  problems  of  the  Far  East 
In  particular. 

It  Is  clear  from  the  testimonies  mentioned 
above  that  men  who  foUow  the  philosophies 
of  Soviet  Russia  have  been  promoted  or 
sheltered  In  the  State  Department. 

China  was  a  loyal  and  active  AUy  during 
World  War  II.  We  have  enjoyed  a  friendly 
relationship  with  the  Chinese  people  fcx* 
generations.  Today  China  is  closed  to 
Americans  and  American  trade  for  the  flirst 
time  since  the  Boxer  Rebellion.  This  has 
happened  under  the  leadership  of  our  pres- 
ent State  Department  ofllcials.  Sworn  testi- 
mony before  congressional  committees  and 
findings  of  these  committees  make  it 
tragically  clear  that  our  State  Department 
policies  aided  the  Communists  in  taking  over 
control  of  all  China. 

We  can  no  longer  depend  upon  the  State 
Department  to  give  us  the  unbiased  truth 
or  to  direct  a  sound  foreign  policy  until  em- 
ployees disloyal  to  American  principles  are 
removed  from  the  payroll. 

Unfortunately,  the  startling  evidence  that 
has  been  published  has  been  swaUowed  up 
in  the  jwlltical  arena  before  the  American 
I>eople  have  had  an  opportunity  to  take  a 
square  look  at  it  without  political  prejudice 
or  distortion. 

We  therefore  have  a  right  to  expect  that 
men  of  integrity,  loyalty,  and  honest  purpose 
in  both  parties  of  the  Congress  wUl  Join  to- 
gether In  the  post-election  period  to  demand 
that  present  investigations  of  the  State  De- 
partment be  expedited  with  two  basic  ob- 
jectives In  mind: 

1.  To  develop  a  practical  program  to  re- 
establish American  friendly  relations  and 
trade  with  Nationalist  China  and  any  other 
countries  now  closed  to  us  where  such  moves 
are  possible. 

2.  To  recommend  to  the  83d  Congress  a 
basic  forelgrn  policy  that  the  Congress  can 
approve  and  will  Insist  that  all  departments 
of  Government  carry  out. 

Further  In  this  regard,  that  the  83d  Con- 
gress charge  the  appropriate  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Sen- 
ate with  the  serious  responsibility  of  keep- 
ing the  Congress  advised  of  any  faUure  on 
the  part  of  any  depfurtment  of  Government 
to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  people  as  ex- 
pressed by  the  Congress. 


FOREST    ROADS    AND    BRIDGES    IN 
SUPERIOR    NATIONAL    FOREST- 
RESOLUTION    OP    COUNTY    COM- 
MISSIONERS. LAKE  COUNTY,  MINN. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the     county     commissioners     of     Lake 
County.  Minn.,  relating  to  forest  roads 
and  bridges  in  the  Superior  National 
Forest. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Government  ownership  in  the 
Superior  National  Forest  in  Lake  County 
as  of  June  30,  1952,  comprises  703,781  acres, 
or  more  than  51  percent  of  Lake  County: 
and 

Whereas  this  area,  which  includes  most 
of  Lake  County's  valuable  Inland  lakeshore 
property,  is  tax  exempt;  and 

Whereas  the  acreage  of  Federal -owned  land 
In  the  Superior  National  Forest  is  con- 
stantly increasing  and  county  taxable  area 
decreasing:  and 
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Wliereas  IM»  County  Is  expending  much 
more  than  Its  meager  In -lleu-of -taxes  return 
from  the  Superior  National  Forest  for  con- 
struction on  the  forest  highway  primary 
system;  and 

Whereas  the  funds  allocated  to  the  local 
forest  administration  for  the  maintenance 
of  their  own  system  of  forest  roads  is  totally 
Inadequate:  and 

Whereas  due  to  lack  of  funds  for  proper 
maintenance,  the  forest  roads,  portages, 
bridges,  and  buildings  have  depreciated  to 
a  deplorable  and  unsafe  condition  and 
through  no  fault  of  the  competent  local  for- 
est administration;  and 

Whereas  as  a  result.  Lake  County,  a  dis- 
tressed county,  has  had  to  take  over  more 
forest  roads  into  the  county  system  and  even 
provide  for  snow  plowing  of  forest  logging 
roads  in  order  that  children  may  be  trans- 
ported to  school:  aiKi 

Whereas  Lake  County  cannot  continue  to 
be  deprived  of  taxable  value,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  continue  to  assume  additional 
xesponsibiUty  and  expend  additional  funds 
to  relieve  the  Federal  Government  of  its 
responsibility:  and 

Whereas  this  deplorable  forest  road,  por- 
tage, and  bridge  condition  can  easily  result 
In  the  wiping  out  of  this  vast  region  of 
natural  resource  in  event  of  fire  during  a 
drought  period:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 
-  Besolved,  That  Congress  be.  and  It  hereby 
Is.  requested  to  provide  yearly  emergency 
funds  to  the  extent  of  10  times  more  than 
is  now  provided  for  the  maintenance  and 
reconditioning  of  the  forest  roads  and  bridges 
In  the  Superior  National  Forest  and  until 
said  deplorable  and  dlsgracefiil  condition  Is 
corrected;  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  Senator  Edward  J.  Thye,  Sen- 
ator Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  Congressman 
John  A.  Blatnlk,  and  Galen  W.  Pike,  forest 
■upervisor,  Superior  National  Forest. 


PER  CAPITA  PAYMENT  TO  RED  LAKE 
BAND  OP  CHIPPEWA  INDIANS- 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  nHUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
In  the  Recosd.  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  General  Council  of  the  Red  Lake 
Band  of  Chippewa  Indians,  relating  to  a 
per  capita  payment  of  $50  to  each  mem- 
ber of  that  band  of  Indians. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Resolution  1 

Whereas  the  Red  Lake  Chlppewas  have 
much  unemployment  during  the  winter  and 
spring  months,  and  living  expenses  are  high- 
er during  that  period;  and 

Whereas  many  Indians  need  to  have  their 
homes  repaired;  and 

Whereas  the  Red  Lake  Indians  can  use 
extra  funds  dxiring  the  planting  season:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  council  representing 
the  Bed  Lake  Band  hereby  requests  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  through  the  Hon- 
orable Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs,  to  enact  and  pass 
legislation  to  distribute  $50  of  tribal  funds 
to  each  memb^  of  the  Red  Lake  Bcmd  of 
Chippewa  Indians  in  the  spring  of  1953.  who 
are  Uving  on  the  date  the  act  becomes  law. 
This  distribution  of  tribal  funds  shall  be 
known  as  a  per  capita  payment.  The  tribal 
funds  to  be  used  for  this  purpose  shall  be 
from  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  timber  and 
lumber  on  the  Red  Lake  Indian  Reservation 
or  from  any  other  tribal  funds  deposited  to 


their  credit  In  the  Treasnry  of  the  United 
States:  it  is  further 

Resolved,  That  no  money  paid  to  Indiana 
under  this  per  capita  act  shall  be  subject 
to  any  lien  or  claim  of  attorneys  or  other 
persons,  except  the  Bed  Lake  Band  of  Chlp- 
pewas; It  is  further 

Resolved.  That  payments  made  under  this 
act  shall  not  be  held  to  be  "other  tnoome  and 
resoiu-ces"  as  that  term  is  used  in  the  Social 
Secxulty  Act  as  amended. 


REDUCTION  IN  NUMBER  OF  BEDS 
AT  PORT  SNELLING  HOSPITAL- 
RESOLUTION  OP  POST  NO.  1172. 
VETERANS  OP  FOREIGN  WARS. 
EVELETH.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  VFW  Post,  No. 
1172,  Eveleth,  Minn.,  at  its  regular  meet- 
ing on  February  2,  1953.  protesting 
against  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
beds  at  the  Fort  Snelling  Hospital,  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  and  appropriately 
referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  many  sick  and  wounded  veterans 
are  retivning  daily  from  Korea,  and  many 
of  the  older  veterans  of  World  Wars  I  and  II 
are  needing  medical  care;   and 

Whereas  veterans'  hospitals  are  now  crowd- 
ed to  the  point  where  it  Is  difficult  for  a  sick 
veteran  to  get  immediate  hospitalization; 
and 

Whereas  the  news  has  reached  this  post 
that  the  Veterans'  Administration  is  con- 
templating reducing  the  number  of  beds  at 
the  Port  Snelling  Hospital  by  100.  or  more: 
therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  this  post  protests  the  above 
action,  and  petitions  you  to  do  all  In  your 
power  to  prevent  any  fin-ther  reduction  in 
veterans"  hospital  facilities,  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  efforts  be  made  to  increase 
the  number  of  beds  available  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling by  using  the  old  wing  of  the  Infirmary 
as  well  as  the  new  wing;   and.  be  it  finally 

Resolved,  That  this  resolution  be  sent  to 
honorable  Senators  Humphket,  Thti.  and 
Congressman  John  Blatnik. 


EXTENSION  OP  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
PROGRAM— RESOLUTION  OP  THE 
FERNWOOD  GRANGE  770.  NEW- 
BERG.  OREG. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  a  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Femwood  Grange  770,  Newl)erg. 
Oreg..  be  printed  in  the  Record.  The 
resolution  asks  that  social  security  be 
extended  to  cover  all  farmers  and  pro- 
fessional men. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Whereas  the  present  Social  Security  Act 
does  not  cover  the  farmers  and  certain  pro- 
fessional men:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Fernwood  Grange.  No. 
770,  of  Yamhill  County  goes  on  record  as 
favoring  the  extension  of  social  security  to 
cover  all  farmers  and  professional  men. 

A  copy  of  this  resolution  to  be  mailed  to 
the  Honorable  Waltes  Nosblao  and  Seoaton 
Watns  Mobsx  and  Gut  Couon. 


SECOND  SUPPI^MENTAL  APPRO- 
PRIATIONS. 19 W— REPORT  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  I  re- 
port favorably,  with  amendments,  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953.  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  I  submit  a  report  (No.  48)  thereon. 
I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  take  action  on 
the  bill  early  next  week. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  received,  and  the  bill  will  be  placed 
on  the  calendar. 


EXPENDITURES  FOR  HEARINGS  AND 
INVESTIGATIONS  BY  COMMITTEDB 
ON  ARMED  SERVICES — REPORT  OF 
A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  reported  an 
original  resolution  (S.  Res.  86),  which, 
under  the  rule,  u'as  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  In  carrying  out  the  duties 
Imposed  upon  it  by  secUon  136  of  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  of  1046  (PubUe 
Law  601.  7»th  Cong.),  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  during  th« 
period  ending  March  31.  1064,  to  make  such 
expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon  a  tempo- 
rary basis  such  investigators,  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems 
advisable. 

Sec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution  shall  not  exceed  VldC,- 
000  for  the  period  beginning  March  18,  1B53. 
through  March  31.  1954.  and  shall  be  paid 
from  the  contingent  tund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by. the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  MATBANK: 
S.  1062.  A  biU  to  approve  a  conveyancs 
made  by  the  city  of  Charleston,  S.  C,  to  the 
South  Carolina  State  Ports  Authority  of  real 
property  heretofore  granted  to  said  city  of 
Charleston  by  the  United  States  of  America; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Conunerce. 

By  Mr.  CLKMXNTS: 
S.  1083.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Glaser; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   MANSFIELD: 
S.  1084.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  d  Mr.  Maksitelo  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
S.  1085.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  which  in- 
corporated the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  oC 
the  United  States;  and 

B.  1086.  A  blU  to  amend  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1925.  incorporating  the  American 
War  Mothers;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PASTORE: 
S.  1087.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mario 
Sebac;   and 

S.  1088.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Elena  Green- 
stein;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  1089.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1715  of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  to  permit  the 
transmission  of  firearms  in  the  maUs  to  or 
from  persons  or  concerns  having  lawful  use 
for  them  In  connection  with  their  businesses 
or  their  official  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

S.  1090.  A  bill  to  extend  for  2  years  the 
period  during  which  free  postage  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
In  Korea  and  other  specified  areas  shall  be 
in  effect;  and 

8.  1091  (by  request).  A  bill  to  amend  sec- 
tion 3841  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to 
the  8che<  ulee  of  the  arrival  and  departure 
of  the  mall,  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws 
relating  to  the  postal  service,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office 

and  Civil  Service.  

By  Mr.  COOPER: 
S.  1092.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limita- 
tions on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Coom  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 
8.  1093.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  so  as  to  prescribe  circumstances 
under  which  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  system  may  be  extended  to 
State  and  local  employees  who  are  covered 
by  retirement  systems;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Porm  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
S  1094.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Markos  De- 
metrius Spanoe;  and 

S.  1095.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Gen. 
Ting  Hslng  Wen,  Tseng  Shul-Chln  Wen,  and 
Howard  Hslnhslung  Wen;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
8. 1098.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Suzanne 
Marie  Brown;  to  the  Coounittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary.   

By  Mr.  GREEN: 
8.  1097.  A   bUl   for  the  relief  of  Tadeusz 
Stanlslaw  Sluzewskl;    to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary.         

By  Mr.  PURTELL: 
8.  1098.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Elvira 
StornelU; 

8.  1099.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Au- 
gusta Sala; 

SHOO.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  John  D. 
McWllUams  Co.,  Inc.; 

S.  1101.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  O. 
Haldostlan; 

S.  1 102.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  MUan 
Ignacio  Hlebs;  and 

S.  1103.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Clrlaco  Ca- 
tlno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GELLETTB: 

8.1104.  A  bin  to  revive  and  reenact  the 
act  of  December  21,  1944,  authorizing  the 
City  of  Clinton  Bridge  Commission  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  and 
approaches  thereto  across  the  Mississippi 
River,  at  or  near  the  cities  of  Clinton,  Iowa, 
and  Fulton,  111.,  as  amended;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mi.  WATKINS: 

8. 1105.  A  bin  to  Incorporate  the  National 
Safety  Ck>uncll:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

8.  1106.  A  bill  relaUng  to  the  rendition  of 
musical  compositions  on  coin-operated  ma- 
chines; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

8.  1107.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  King  F.  Trl- 
one  and  Dera  Trlone;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8. 1108.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  laws  relating 
to  the  construction  of  Federal-aid  highways 
to  provide  for  equality  of  treatment  of  rail- 
roads and  other  public  utUltles  with  respect 


to  the  cost  of  relocation  of  utility  facilities 
necessitated  by  the  construction  of  such 
highways;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By    Mr.    MURRAY    (for    himself.    Mr. 
NxxLT,  Mr.  HuMPHKZT,  Mr.  LaNCER, 
and  Mr.  KzrACvxx)  : 
8. 1109.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  National  War  Memorial  Arts  Com- 
mission, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL   (by  request): 
S.  1110.  A  blU   to  authorize    the   appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence;    to    the    Committee    on    Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Case)  : 
8.  1111.  A  bin  authorizing  the  Issuance  of 
patents  in  fee  to  Oliver   P.  Llvermont;    to 
the    Committee    on    Interior    and    Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 
8.  1112.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lo  Blanco 
Letlzia  Maria  Genoveffa;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 

8.  1113.  A  bin  to  amend  the  ClvU  Service 

Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  as  amended; 

to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 

Service. 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 
8  1114.  A  bni  relating  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign -produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  information  to  appear  on  the  mentis 
of  public  eating  places  serving  such  trout; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

8. 1115.  A  bin  to  authorize  a  $50  per  cpplta 
payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake  Band 
of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  timber  and  lumber  on  the  Red 
Lake  Reservation;  to  the  (Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.1116.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  to  review  the  operation  of  the 
projects  for  flood  control  for  Red  Lake  River, 
Minn.,  with  a  view  to  determining  whether 
further  projects  are  necessary;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

S.  1117.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  chapel  at  the  Port  Snelling  Na- 
tional Cemetery,  Minn.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HtTMPHRZT  when 
he  Introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  blU, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  CAPEHART  (by  request) : 

8. 1118.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  regulation  of  bank  holding  companies, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capehart  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MONBONEY: 

8.  1119.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panaglotls 
(Peter)  Goudes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE   (by  request): 

8. 1120.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint  a  mem- 
ber of  the  MetropoUtan  Police  Department 
or  a  member  of  the  Fire  Department  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  Director  of  the  Dis- 
trict Office  of  CivU  Defense,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  May  21,  1951;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  KERR: 

8. 1121.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Klml  Ha- 
shimoto; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KERB    (fcv  himself   and  Bdr. 
MoNRONXT) : 

8. 1122.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer  of 
certain  lands  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


By   Mr.   WATKINS: 
B.  1123.  A   bUl   for   the   relief   of  Kosmas 
VassUlos  Foiu-narakis;  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
8.1124.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  for 
basic  and  overtime  compensation;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON  (by  request) : 

8.  1125.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  R. 
Ng; 

S.  1126.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Sandy 
Michael  John  Philip; 

S.  1127.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Seiko  Na- 
kagawa   (Mochizukl); 

S.  1128.  A    bUl    lor    the    relief    of    Fermo 
Breda; 

S.  1129.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jozo  Mandlc; 

S.  1130.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Dong 
Su: 

S.  1131.  A    bin    for    the    relief   of    Mariko 
Kunljruki; 

S.  1 132.  A  bin  for  the   relief  of  Sphridon 
Platis; 

S.  1133.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Orsollna 
Clanflone; 

8.1134.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  S. 
Delani-Beltayne; 

S.  1135.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stamatlos 
James  Bratsanos; 

S.  1136.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Pedro  P. 
Dagamac; 

S.  1137.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Utako 
Kanltz; 

S.  1138.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  John  Soudas; 

S.  1139.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Hoff; 
and 

8. 1140.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  O.  E.  Ham- 
bleton  and  Mrs.  Harriet  Elizabeth  Hamble- 
ton;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   FERGUSON: 

8.  1141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hlldegard 
Noble;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

8. 1142.  A  bUl  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  extra  compensation  for 
overtime  service  performed  by  immigration 
Inspectors  and  other  employees  of  the  Immi- 
gration Service,"  approved  March  2,  1931;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  EKDUGLAS: 

8. 1143.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Teresa  L?e 
Tipton  (Kinuko  Sakai);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GORE: 
S.  1144.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
Lower  Cumberland  Dam  and  Reservoir  on 
the  Cumberland  River  in  Kentucky  and  Ten- 
nessee, for  navigation,  flood  control,  hydro- 
electric power,  and  other  purposes;  to  the 
Comjnlttee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Jackson)  : 
8.  1145.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Improve- 
ment of  Blaine  Harbor.  Wash.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
8.  J.  Res.  50.  Joint  resolution  declaring  In- 
auguration Day  to  be  a  legal  holiday;  and 

S.J.  Res.  51.  Joint  resolution  to  designate 
the  1st  day  of  May  in  each  year  as  Loyalty 
Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CASE  (by  request) : 
8.  J.  Res.  52.  Joint  resolution  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Ckjlvunbla 
to  provide  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
office  of  Administrator  of  Rent  Control  for 
the  period  ending  April  30,  1953;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Coliunbla. 


ri 


AMENDMENT  OP  AGRICULTURAL 
ACT  OP  1949.  RELATING  TO  PAR- 
ITY PRICES 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
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1949.  and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill,  to- 
gether with  a  statement  prepared  by  me, 
be  printed  in  the  Rsco&o 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred: 
and.  without  objection,  the  bill  and 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (8.  1084)  to  amend  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, introduced  by  Mr.  Manskeld,  was 
received,  read  tTrice  by  its  title,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  101  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949  is  amended — 

(a)  by  deleting  from  the  first  sentence 
thereof  the  lang^uage  "at  a  level  not  In  excess 
of  90  percent  of  the  parity  price  of  the 
commodity  nor  less  than  the  level  provided 
In  subsecUons  <a) .  (b).  and  (c)  as  follows" 
and  substituting  therefor  the  language  "at 
100   percent   of   the    parity    price    therefor." 

(b)  by  deleting  subsection  (a),  (b),  and 
(c)  and  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  subsec- 
tion (d);  redesignating  subsection  (d)  as 
subsection  (a)  and  paragraphs  (3).  (4),  and 
(5)  of  such  subsection  as  paragraphs  (1), 
(3).  and  <3);  and  redesignating  subsection 
(3)  as  subsection  (b). 

Sac.  a.  Title  n  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949  is  amended  by  adding  a  new  section  at 
the  end  thereof  as  follows: 

"Sxc.  202.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law,  the  Secretary  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  make  available,  through 
loans,  purchases,  parity  payments,  or  other 
operations  imder  existing  law,  price  support 
to  producers  as  follows: 

"(a)  The  price  of  wool,  hogs,  eggs,  farm 
chickens,  beef  cattle,  whole  milk,  and  butter- 
fat,  respectively,  shall  be  supported  at  103 
percent  of  the  parity  price  therefor,  be- 
ginning with  the  marketing  year  or  season 
commencing  in  1954,  or  such  earlier  date  as 
the  Secretary  may  determine. 

"(b)  The  price  of  soybeans,  flaxseed,  dry 
edible  beans,  and  rye,  respectively,  shall  be 
supported  at  100  percent  of  the  parity 
{trice  therefor,  beginning  witti  the  1953  crop. 

"(c)  The  price  of  grain  sorgLiuns,  barley, 
and  oats,  respectively,  shall  be  supported  at 
a  level  which  Is  equivalent  to  100  percent 
of  the  parity  price  for  com  on  the  basis  of 
comparative  feeding  value,  beginning  witii 
the  1953  crop." 

Sbc.  3.  The  {n^ visions  of  this  act  shall  not 
wlfect  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, under  section  402  of  the  Agrlcultiu-al 
Act  of  1949,  to  make  price  support  available 
at  higher  levels. 

Sk.  4.  Section  301  (a)  (1)  (O)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended.  Is  further  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(G)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  •ectlon.  the  parity  price  for 
any  basic  agricultural  commodity  and  for 
any  of  the  conunodlties,  grain  sorghums, 
barley,  oats,  edible  beans  and  rye.  shall  not 
be  less  than  its  parity  price  computed  In  the 
manner  tised  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949." 

The  statement  of  Mr.  Manstzeid  Is  as 
follows: 

BTATncnrr  bt  flKNATOa  SiAMsrxsLO 
The  rapidly  deteriorating  situation  on  tha 
famUy  farms  at  this  Nation  warrants  our 
most  serioiis  attention.  This  is  not  a  time 
for  histrionics  and  oratory.  The  average 
prices  farmeni  received  for  tiie  commodities 
they  produced  for  sale  dropped  by  a  stag- 
gering 6  percent  in  a  single  month  between 
November  IS  and  December  15  last.  This 
(xxoDTanoe.  algnlflcantly  serious  In  and  of 
itatSS,  Is  an  even  more  serioTis  signal  of  dis- 
aster ahead  if  we  allow  the  underlying  trends 


that  caused  It  to  continue  In  the  direction 
they  are  going. 

I  am  speaking  today  to  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  my  colleagues  to  the  situation  and 
{nroepects  of  the  family  farms  of  the  Nation 
and  the  good  people  who  live  and  work  on 
them.  There  are  16  mUlions  of  these  people 
working  substantially  full  time  on  their  own 
farms.  But  it  is  not  in  their  behalf,  alone, 
that  I  speak  to  you  today.  The  facts  I  shall 
set  before  you  are  of  national  concern,  of 
direct  Importance  to  every  man.  woman,  and 
child  in  the  United  States,  and  Indeed 
throiighout  the  democratic  world. 

The  very  existence  In  society  of  a  large 
group  of  farming  families  owning  the  re- 
sources with  which  they  work,  directing  their 
own  efforts,  and  having  the  opportunity  to 
earn  respectable  livings  is  uniquely  essential 
to  the  preservation  and  strengthening  of  the 
democratic  form  of  government.  On  the 
family  farm  the  terrible  tensions  of  class  and 
economic  group  cannot  exist.  The  farm  and 
home  are  one;  members  of  the  family  are 
managers,  owners,  and  laborers  combined. 
Such  people  are  a  stable  political  group  that 
forms  one  of  the  major  bulwarks  of  organ - 
toed  democratic  government.  The  very  sta- 
bUlty  of  these  people  is  the  base  upon  which 
democratic  freedoms,  liberties,  and  strong 
unharassed  and  unsuppressed  private  as- 
sociations and  other  democratic  forms  and 
procediues  can  persist  and  prosper.  I  say 
to  you  that  the  rights  and  opportunities 
of  the  people  to  strive  for  their  economic 
well-being  and  the  right  to  participate  in  gov- 
ernmental decisions  can  only  be  preserved 
In  an  atmosphere  that  precludes  the  sup- 
pressions of  private  associations  organised 
and  financed  by  the  people  themselves  and 
of  the  other  democratic  Institutions  that 
through  tolerance  protect  the  rights  of  the 
Individual  to  freedom  of  expression  and 
thought.  Such  protections  cannot  be  pre- 
served if  bitter  economic  group  tensions 
characterize  the  full  body  of  society.  The 
large  number  of  family  farnu  Ln  this  country 
Is  a  safeguard  against  the  development  of 
this  sort  of  thing  and  a  protection  against 
political  excesses,  repressions,  and  intoler- 
ance. 

The  great  cities  of  this  country  are  not 
maintaining  themselves.  Even  from  the 
standpoint  of  population  numbers,  the  great 
seedbed  of  the  Nation  is  on  Its  family  farms. 
Our  cities  would  wither  and  die  but  for  the 
farm-born  children  that  migrate  to  them. 
If.  even  for  Just  a  few  days,  the  abundant 
flow  of  food  and  fiber  from  the  farms  were 
cut  off,  the  cities  would  be  helpless. 

The  direct  relation  of  the  production  and 
prosperity  of  family  farms  to  general  national 
Interest  is  not  confined  to  the  large  cities 
alone.  The  ebb  and  flow  of  economic  oppor- 
tunity and  results  of  the  farm  people  Is,  also, 
of  direct  Importance  to  the  people  on  the 
Main  Streets  of  a  thousand  rural  towns  and 
small  cities  and  regional  market  centers  all 
over  this  great  Nation.  This  is  true  not  only 
because  the  farm  is  the  source  of  such  a  very 
high  proportion  of  our  food  and  clothing, 
but  because  the  processing  and  distribution 
of  farm-produced  commodities  and  the 
manufacturing,  transportation,  merchandis- 
ing and  sale  of  farm  production  and  farm 
family  living  supplies  is  a  major  or  con- 
tributing source  of  Income  to  so  many  peo- 
ple. The  purchasing  power  of  a  farm  fanUly 
In  Montana  is  of  direct  concern  to  everyone 
along  the  long  chain  of  workers,  owners  and 
managers  of  businesses  from  the  automobile 
factory  In  Detroit  to  the  car  dealer  In  the 
county  seat.  What's  true  of  automobiles  Is 
true  of  farm  machinery,  petroleum  products, 
refrigerators,  and  every  Item  in  the  long  list 
of  goods  and  servtcee  that  go  into  modern 
iarmlng  and  farm  life.  The  production  and 
Income  of  the  farms  and  ranches  of  the 
Nation  are  thus  directly  related  to  con- 
tinued national  well-being  and  the  rise  or  fall 
of  national  prosperity. 


Great  national  depr«Mlons  In  the  history 
of  this  and  other  countries  have  almost  al- 
ways been  preceded  by  depression  and  eco- 
nomic reverses  on  the  farms.  Is  that  where 
we  are  headed  again?  I  don't  know  whether 
the  cause  and  effect  relationship  Is  absolute. 
But  I  say  to  you  the  Nation  can  ill  afford  to 
take  the  chance. 

Not  only  do  current  farm  problems  have  a 
direct  and  significant  importance  to  the  non- 
farm  people  of  this  generation.  The  farm 
people  of  today  arc  the  custodians  of  the 
great  water  and  soil  resources  of  the  Nation. 
The  Improvement  and  preservation  of  ovir 
farm  land  are  of  utmost  importance  to  the 
millions  as  yet  unborn.  If  the  farm  people 
of  today  are  financially  unable  or  {>sycho- 
loglcally  too  discouraged  to  make  the  extra 
effort  and  undertake  the  extra  costs  of  a 
permanent  farming  system,  we  are  thereby 
taking  a  needless  risk  with  the  continued 
stability  of  the  food  and  fiber  supply  of  the 
Nation. 

The  Implications  of  this  relate  directly  to 
national  security  In  a  troubled  world  where 
food  products  produced  on  the  farms  of  the 
United  States  have  helped  to  maintain  our 
Armed  Forces  and  those  of  our  Allies.  These 
supplies  have,  also,  been  of  crucial  Impor- 
tance in  bolstering  up  the  morale  of  other 
nations  where  progressl\-e  reductions  in  food 
rations  have  threatened  the  stabUity  and 
continuance  of  democratic  government. 

For  all  of  theae  reasons,  I  invite  attention 
to  some  of  the  threatening  trends  In  the  farm 
sector  of  our  national  economy.  The  na- 
tional security  and  the  national  Interest,  in 
my  opinion,  demand  that  we  give  early  and 
responsible  attention  to  these  matters.  These 
are  matters  of  immediate  concern:  we  cannot 
afford  to  come  to  them  at  our  leisxire.  The 
danger  to  the  Nation  Is  current,  pressing  and 
present.  We  should  Initiate  action  now.  be- 
fore the  trends  to  which  I  shall  address  these 
remarks  have  continued  for  too  long  in  the 
wrong  direction. 

The  1950  Census  of  the  TTnlted  States  re- 
ported 6382.000  farm  units  in  this  Nation. 
Some  100.000  of  these  so-called  farm  units 
could  better  be  designated  as  "industrial 
agricultural  enterprises."  They  are  *fac- 
torles-ln-the-flelds"  where  ownership  and 
management  do  not  reside  In  the  workers. 
Rather  there  is  a  split  between  management 
and  working  that  lends  itself  to  the  same 
economic  group  tensions  that  are  alwaya 
threatening  In  the  manufacturing  and  dis- 
tribution areas  of  the  national  ecoiuimy.  If 
all  agriculture  were  characterized  by  this 
factory  system,  farming  would  loee  one  of 
Its  major  functions  as  a  bulwark  of 
democracy. 

Fortunately,  fanning  In  the  United  States 
Is  still  largely  characterised  by  family-slae 
units,  some  largely  adequate,  many  inade- 
quate. Of  the  5.382.000  farm  units  counted 
by  the  Census  of  1950,  5.276.000  are  not  in 
the  "Industrial  category."  Not  near  all  of 
these  so-called  farm  units  are  actually  full- 
time  family  farm  enterprlsea,  however.  Ap- 
proximately 1,679.000  of  them  are  residences 
In  rural  areas  of  part-  and  full-time  city 
and  town  workers  and  retired  people,  and  a 
few  are  such  businesses  as  greenhouses, 
nurseries,  and  the  like.  Making  theae  de- 
ductions from  the  total  reported  by  the 
Census,  we  find  3,597.000  farm  unite  that 
provide  substantially  the  sole  source  of  In- 
come and  place  of  work  for  a  farming  family. 

Statistical  data  collected,  tabulated  and 
published  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  and 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers  allows  us 
to  get  a  pretty  thorough  look  at  the  condi- 
tions under  which  the  full-time  farming 
families  of  the  Nation  are  living  and  work- 
ing. The  personal  Income  of  the  approxi- 
mately 157  million  people  in  the  United 
States  last  year  was  an  average  of  93,264  per 
year  for  each  family,  after  you  make  adjust- 
ments to  express  city  income  in  terms  equiv- 
alent to  farm  family  purchasing  power. 
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Not  more  than  one-nlntb  of  all  the  full-     celved  by  farmers  and  thoae  they  have  to  pay.     AU  are  basic  to  the  farm  famUlM  that  pro- 
♦  imi.  farm  families  of  the  United  Statee  have     was  down  from  107  In  December  1951  to  96      duce  them.  .   ..    ^     _.         ^^^ 

InTomrSiUWgh  or  higher.    Official  figures      percent  In  December  1952.    During  the  same  Third,  the  blU  I  have  Introduced  provide. 

.4  not  available  that  would  enable  m  to  ^  the  prices  paid  by  farmer,  for  com-  for  eliminating  the  rollback  parity  pro- 
?n  ilth  dainty  what  Income  a  farm  fam-  modlUee  a1^  ser^  they  do  not  buy  from  vision  of  the  1948  act  My  bUl  continues  the 
fw  Thouirbe  able  to  earn  to  have  what  each  other  conttnued  to  climb.  ThU  con-  present  parity  formulasystem  In  full  force 
mlKht  be  called  a  decent  American  standard  tlnulng  price  squeeze  can  but  rtiow  up  later  «nd  effect  beyond  the  December  81,  1963,  CTit- 
^  HTine  m  the  official  statistics  as  a  further  reduc-      back  date  now  set  up  In  the  1949  act     Thia 

«^^t  fL  the  sake  of  having  a  figure.  I  have      tlon  in  farm  family  income.  provision  added  to  the  other  two  would  pre- 

.>,^n  ?he  le^l  Of  onw  So  pwcent  of  the  I  say  that  we  cannot  with  safety  to  the      vent  the  mandatory  minimum  support  prtce 

»v^^..ramnrnSi^  of  all  toV  people  in  Nation  and  Justice  to  farm  people,  allow  of  wheat,  for  example  from  dropp  ng  to  tne 
JJe  UnlteTsuti^  Si*ly  Sat  i^  low  this  kind  of  thing  to  continue  any  longer,  ne^hborlxood  of  fl-SO  per  ^^^\J^^J^^ 
iJo,^ht?^SSSilshbeti.»nwhitVe  could      There    U    considerable    reason    for    serious  Fourth,  my  bUl  provides  authority  for  the 

wmma^elv  caTan  aJeJ^te  fa^^^  farm  thought  In  reading  the  price  drops  of  a  list  Department  of  Agriculture  to  resimae  the 
In^H  nnf^hlt  we  cSSld  aS^^  Of  farm-produccd  commodities.     Here  are  a      use    of    parity   payments   where    needed    In 

^rfn^thu  fliJJ^e^  a^lsT6  mUlion  of  few  typl^l  examples:  Wheat  down  19  per-  conjunction  with  loans,  purcha^s,  "nd  other 
Ili  mil  t?mSilTf^«^of  ie  Nation  are  cent  In  5  yt^irs;  ^m  down  40  percent  In  6  price-support  methods  to  provide  deslrab  e 
^!^!rt^;T?or^me  re^n  oTanother:  the  years;  Kjybeans  down  31  percent;  rye  down  5  protection  to  the  producers  of  perishable 
Sh^r^a  5?7  Si  ^  mo^  or  1.S  adequate  ^rcent  lielow  the  1947-49  average.  Price,  re-  commodities.  We  would  have  the  tdmln^- 
other   3^597^(»0   are   ^°"°I^^^^  ^j^ed  by  farmer,  for  flaxseed  are  down  32      trative  devices  to  prevent  what  has  just  been 

/idTd  S.  tSe"S  fto  eSS  rSSnt  i?come.      percent  from  the  1947^  average;  dry  edible      happening  to  eggs  *nd  hogs, 
vlded  to  the  ramuy  lo  ';*™  *  ""^'^  Cl        ^,^  ig  percent.    The  price  ranchers         The  bUi  I  have  Uitroduced  may  not  be  the 

The  1950  census  reporu^efollowl^  num.  ^^"^J^^^l^^^^^i  p^rJ^t  in  Just  a  only  po«.lble  «>lutlon  to  the  problema  I  have 
ber.  of  full-time  family  farms  In  the  differ-  B^^/*^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^^  percentage,  discussed  with  you;  It  may  not  even  be  the 
ent  income  categories.  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  period.  »>««*  solution.    However,  no  better  propoaala 

Inadequate:  Theae  are  more  than  Just  cold  figures  from      have  come  to  my  attention.    And  I  say  to  you 

Net  famUy  Incomes  of  approxl-  ^^  official  Government  pubUcatlon;  they  are      It  U  Incumbent  upon  us  to  act.  before  the 

mately —  living  every-day  realities  to  millions  of  farm      situations  I  have  described  get  worse.     We 

»10O-a479 -      707,000      families  all  over  this  country.     These  farm      should  study  this  problem  and  bring  this  bill 

^480-4099 896,000      people  have  to  get  their  living  from  the  sale      or  other  proposed  legislation  to  tJie  floor  so 

prices  of  the  commodities  they  produce.  that  this  body  can  take  poslUve  action  to 

Total 1,603,000         These  price  drops  are  serious.    The  price      prevent   any    further    deterioraUon    in    the 

■■■■  declines   that  the   produoere  of  perishables      economic  sltuaUon  of  the  producers  of  per- 

Adeauate-  have  taken  are  sometimes  even  worse,  and      iahable  commodities.     We  have  a  UtUe  more 

Net  family  Income,  of  approxl-  we  are,  so  far,  less  prepared  with  legislation      Ume  In  which  to  act  with  respect  to  the 

mately—  to  do  anything  about  them.    The  price  farm-      storable,  particularly  the  basic  conunodlUe. 

$1  000-41.999 882.000      ers  receive  for  beef  cattle  is  down  by  28  per-     such  as  wheat,  corn,  and  cotton.    But  even 

•a  00O-»3.909 726.  000      ^ent  within  a  year;  veal  calves  down  26  per-     there  we  cannot  delay  beyond  this  year. 

84  000-49.999 836.  000      c^nf  sheep  down  47  pertsent;  lambs  down  33  In  connecUon  with  wheat,  we  are   faced 

•'•"^                                       nercinf    and  eggs  were  down  5  cents  per     thU  year  with  the  termination  of  the  Inter- 
Total 1.994.000      Soeen  In  the  past  year.     The  prices  of  live      national  Wheat  Agreement  If  it  cannot  be  re- 

.«         *  hoe.  is  down  27  percent  from  the  1947-49      negotiated  with  the  other  nations  and  ratl- 

That  was  the  situation  in  1950;  not  one        "^        ^^^  j^n,,  chickens  down  10  percent,     fled  by  this  Senate.    I  hope  that  this  Impor- 

of  which  this  NaUon  can  be  overly   [voud.  Alone     among    these    major    perishables,      tant  protecUon  of  oiu  national  economy  and 

As  bad  as  this  situation  U,  it  would  not  be      ^^^    ^^^  which  this  Congress  has  provided      Ite  wheat   producers  can  be  renewed  on  a 

w>  great   a  aource  of  concern   if    prospect.  niandatory    farm-prtce-support    program,      satisfactory  basis. 

for   Improvement   were   apparent   and   real.      ^  ^^^  rwluctlon.     Turkeys  we  down   6         Adequate  price  and  IncMne  protection  for 

But  such  Is  not  the  case.     In  fact,  the  under-         ^^       ^  pound  tesm  families  is  even  more  important  to  na- 

lying  trends  are  going  In  the  wrong  direction.  Natlra  and  this  Congress  has  through      tlonal  and  farm  welfare  now  than  In  earUer 

I  have  mentioned  the   starUlng  drop  In      ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  statements  In  legla-      years.    The  rapid  and  vast  Increase  In  cash 

farm  prices  of  6  percent  In  the  one  month       ^^j^^  pointed  to  parity  prices  as  a  fair  price      farm  operating  costs  make  atr-ntion  Impera- 
Irom  November  15  to  December   15  of  the  farm  commodities.    MUk  Is  selling  at  100      tlve.      Here    are   a   few   examples   In   term. 

year  Just  clOMd.     But  I  want  to  put  this  ♦  ^j  _^tv  though  butterfat  In  cream      of  typical  family  operated  farms,  as  reported 

occurrence  Into  a  larger  Mttlng  to  find  out.      ^  ^j     (^^  December  at  only  85  per-     by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  of 

U  we  can.  where  farming  and  ranching  may  ^^^  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^.„  seRlng  In  Decem-  the  United  States  Department  of  Agrlcul- 
be  headed.     The  purchasing  power  of  farm  ^^  ^^     .^^  percent  of  parity:  lambs  at      ture. 

XamlUes.  what  they  can  buy  with  the  net  pereent  of  parity;  turkeys  at  88  per-         On  the  average,  a  family -operated  catUe 

Incomes  they  are  able  to  earn  by  tolerating  '    ^T^^  79  perwnf  chickens  at  83  per-     ranch  In  the  Intermountaln  region  coxUd  op- 

and  working  on  their  farms  has  dropped  pent'a^beef  cattle  at  95  percent  of  parity,  erate  for  a  year  In  1941  with  82.500  casH 
more  than  one-fourth  in  the  past  5  yeara  ^^^^  figures  In  mind  when  you  hear     operating  expenses;  by  1951  the  figure  was 

Farm  people  are  the  only  large  economic  _»__.J^oj  farmer,  getting  rich.  Right  now.  85,000.-  Cash  expenses  on  sheep  ranches  In- 
group  in  thl.  Nation  that  has  had  to  mXmoi^  nhawn  bv  official  figures  for  December,  the      creased  from  86,000  per  year  in  the  pre-War 

such  a  large  drop  in  buying  power.     In  fact.      "  q,  ^he  major  perishable  commodl-     U  period  to  828.000  In  1951;  similar  increases 

farm  family  Income  Is  the  only  major  Indi-      ^  MttlnR  less  than  parity  for  the  farm-     in   cash   costs  took  place   on  winter-wheat 

cator  of  economic  change,  published  by  the     ^^^  conunodlties  they  sell.  farms— typical    lncrea«8    are:    from   81.000 

Federal  Government,  that  bears  a  minus  sign  ^^Ti..-,  to-..^  introduced  legislation  that  If  to  83,000  In  the  northern  plains;  In  the 
before  it.  Farm  family  Income  is  going  ^^.^^^  ^q^^ 'correct  this  situation  and  pre-  southern  plains  from  81,300  to  84,000.  Cash 
down;   most  other  economic  Indicators  are  becoming  wotm  or  recurring.  operating  expenses  on  dairy  farms  in  Wis- 

up.  Profits  of  oorporaUon.  are  up.  The  '"  .  ♦i.^  Km  t>,-«  ir.tmrfiir-ed  eliminates  consln  made  slmflar  jjercentage  increases. 
pSrehaslng  power.  In  constant  dollar.,  of  the  ,^fS'ldlS^SSe  <S  pA^^^^  jS^heS.  Cash  expenses  on  typical  family  cash-grain 
dividends  paid  by  corporations  to  stock  own-  2*^'*^^«^'^„  ^f coSnodlties.  These  farms  in  the  Corn  Belt  have  Increased  from 
ere  is  up  by  20  percent  In  the  p«t  6  year..  ^^^^^^  olSSs  SSSTbe  supported  a  pre-War  H  figure  of  around  81.500  to  over 
The  interest  rate,  obtained  by  ti^ose  fortu-      ^'J^^^f^.^t  would  not  fall  with  pro-     83,500.     And  so  it  goes. 

nate  enough  to  have  money  to  loan.  Including  "*  |~rT_  T„„ea«ed  abundance  nor  with  ac-  The  cash  coste  of  farming  are  not  only  very 
U,e  bankere.  has  been  rUlng  with  tremendou.  J^i^^J^^^StS^tS^Sl^  ii"ou  know.  High  in  relation  to  past  standards,  they 
speed.  Three-month  united  States  Trea«iry  ^^^'^S^^^'^t  JS^c^Iall  as  low  arTalso  very  High  in  respect  to  the  bite  they 
notes  interest  rate  ha.  Increased  by  almort  "J^der  ^J^^l^^^f^  f  armere  produce  take  out  of  gross  farm  cash  Income.  As  late 
400  percent  since  1947;  the  rate  on  what  is  ^^^jj^^i,™  ^  Nation  accum^ates  a  as  1947.  cash  operating  expenses  took  up  but 
called    bank«re    acceptances    is    up   by    U4     ■^^^^^ueof  the  commodity.  63  percent  of  groes  cash  farm  Income;  in  1952. 

percent  In  thoM  5  yearfc    The  buying  power     ■*^'^*P""  „  ^Sl^  mandatorv  nrloe     they  took  up  66  percent. 
Sf    tiie    weekly   earning.   oT    manufacturing         Second,  my  Wnpro^d«  mam^jto^  ^  high  Lvcl^farm  eoste  1.  of  consider- 

workere  ha.  increa^d  le«.  but  U  up  by  19  ^^P^^^^^^^^^IS^^^  ah^co^Ln  to  thoughtful  farm  people  for 
percent.  And  so  it  goeC  ^^''^^''f^^  f^"S£Scl^T^^  f^T^  liipor-  .till  another  rea«n.  Caah  octo  are  not  only 
practically  unique  In  thl.  reepect;  their  pur-  ton  ^J^^'^Srv^  P^ulSy  products-  high  but  atoo  quite  Inflexible.  Once  farm 
Chasing  power  is  down— way  <iown      Novem-      tant  "7!^;°^^^^  ^  „  up  history  Indicate,  that  they  come 

ber  15  to  December  1*.  «"^addltto«*l«  ^^^g^^^f '.S^^ySkS^flii^X  Swi'SitUttieTln  earUer  year.,  caah  farm 
percent  drop  In  price,  received  »^  f*™*"  i^SJ^S^SSl  l^Jd  ™  i5^  f^SxTVali^  operating  ooate  oould  be  reduced  by  .lowing 
indicates  that  Uie  end  of  this  kind  «rf  thing     ^^^J^J^*^  ^^^  ^  jSSl^  com     dS^^  p«rchai*s  from  ojjt^e  *««.    to 

"SS^'^recelved  by  farmar.  in   D.c«nber     ^^^  ^^J^i^^^i.^^     T^  iTSoura^CrS,^  ^tTy'S 

ruer'-s-'^pLVJaSrSti.r^'si  s?^.si. ssisrrpSr'SSSa^  i^.,o,u.i^i^r^^^^^^ 
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crop  and  bring  It  to  barreet.  Such  1b  no 
longer  the  case.  Tractors  cannot  be  put  out 
to  graze  like  borses  and  mules.  Present  bigh 
level  of  farm  production  Is  predicated  and 
made  possible  by  tbe  continued  ability  of 
farmers  to  buy  greatly  Increased  quantities 
of  fertilizer,  electric  energy,  farm  machinery 
and  equipment,  and  spare  parts.  Here  are 
Just  a  few  examples. 

Farmers  now  use  78  percent  more  power 
and  macbinery,  230  percent  more  fertilizer, 
654  percent  more  hybrid  seed  corn,  360  per- 
cent more  insecticides,  and  730  percent  more 
electric  energy  than  in  tbe  period  Just  be- 
fore World  War  n.  There  are  more  than 
twice  as  many  tractors  on  farms,  more  than 
twice  as  many  trucks,  more  than  twice  as 
many  milking  machines,  5  times  as  many 
mechanical  cornpickers.  and  4  times  as 
many  combines. 

This  means  that  the  gross  income  from 
the  sale  of  farm-produced  commodities  must 
continue  to  be  large  enough  to  cover  these 
Increased  cash  expenses  if  farm  people  are 
to  be  able  to  feed  and  clothe  the  increasing 
population  of  this  country  and  sufll- 
clent  extra  to  support  the  needs  of  national 
security  and  an  Intelligent  and  carefiU  foreign 
policy. 

By  1975  there  are  expected  to  be  approxi- 
mately 200  million  people  in  the  United 
States,  approximately  a  third  more  than  now. 
We  don't  have  the  extra  acres  to  produce 
this  needed  increase  even  If  we  expand  our 
Irrigated  and  better-drained  lands  as  much 
as  I  feel  we  should. 

The  only  way  we  can  get  this  needed  addi- 
tional food  and  fiber  wiU  be  by  producing 
even  more  on  each  of  the  acres  we  have.  An 
appraisal  of  farm  output  expansion  by  the 
48  State  productive  capacity  committees 
concluded  that  American  agriculture  could 
Increase  its  total  output  by  approximately 
one-flfth  within  5  years,  provided  there  were 
favorable  cost-price  relationships  during  the 
period  as  well  as  availability  and  use  of  great- 
ly increased  quantities  of  fertilizer,  machin- 
ery, and  other  production  goods. 

The  President's  Commission  on  Materials 
Policy  projected  a  14-percent  Increase  over 
1950  in  food  consxmiption  per  person  in  the 
United  States  and  a  28-percent  Increase  in 
population:  this  would  necessitate  an  In- 
crease in  farm  production  of  about  49  per- 
cent, almost  half  again  as  much  as  we  pro- 
duce now. 

To  attain  that  goal,  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  must  not  only  maintain  their  land 
they  must  improve  it;  they  mtist  shift  from 
presently  exploitative  systems  of  faming  to 
permanent  conservational  systems  of  farm- 
ing that  will  make  possible  the  sustained 
production  of  an  increasing  abundance.  We 
cannot  afford  to  allow  any  more  of  our  rich 
topeoils  to  wash  away  down  the  rivers,  we 
mxist  save  what  we  have  and  Improve  it.  ' 

With  the  world  situation  be*ng  what  it  Is, 
20  years  is  not  too  short  a  period  within 
which  we  should  plan  to  have  developed  a 
completely  permanent  type  of  agriculture  in 
thU  coimtry.  We  should  start  now  a  program 
of  sufficient  magnitude  that  all  o:  needed 
farm  woodlots  and  other  protective  vegeta- 
tive cover,  all  of  the  needed  springs,  seeps 
and  seedings:  all  of  irrigation  and  drainage 
on  existing  farms;  all  of  the  mulching  and 
stone  barriers:  all  of  the  needed  dams  and 
contouring  and  terracing:  and  all  of  the 
other  needed  practices  can  be  completed  in 
time.  We  should  chart  a  course  that  will  see 
that  all  of  this  is  done  within  not  more  than 
20  years.  Careful  estimates  by  Department 
of  Agriculture  technicians  and  farmer-elected 
committeemen  working  to  encourage  and 
assist  farmers  to  shift  to  conservational 
farming  methods  indicate  that,  at  the  pres- 
ent rate,  we  are  making  less  than  one-sixth 
o'.Jir^^progreM  we  should  make  each  year  to 
reftch  the  20-year  goal. 

InabUlty  to  attain  the  needed  rate  of  adop- 
tion of  needed  conservation  practices  and  in- 
itillattifc  of  needed  facilities  results  from  a 


combination  of  many  factors,  not  the  least  of 
which  are  the  lack  of  a  stable  prospect  for 
a  favorable  cost-price  relationship  and  the 
lack  of  credit  sources.  The  public  needs  to 
view  the  prospect  realistically  and  under- 
stand that  farmers  cannot  and  will  not  be 
able  to  act  as  the  good  custodians  of  the 
national  soil  and  water  resource  if  the  public 
refuses  to  shoulder  its  share  of  tbe  financial 
burden,  and  to  provide  the  technical  and 
educational  encouragement  and  advice  that 
is  needed. 

Currently  the  farmer-elected  committees 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  through  the  soil- 
conservation  districts  established  under  the 
laws  of  the  various  States  have  been  working 
together  on  an  integrated  program  of  such 
assistance.  Soil  Conservation  Service  tech- 
nical assistance  has  been  costing  the  Fed- 
eral Government  about  $300  million  per  year, 
with  ACP  assistance  and  payments  to  farm- 
ers amount  to  about  $250  million  per  year. 
These  special  programs  have  resulted  In  a 
total  performance  each  year  equal  to  about 
three  times  the  amount  of  the  cost  of  the 
Federal  Government.  In  other  words,  farm 
families  have  put  up  about  $2  for  each  $1 
invested  by  the  public  toward  sustained 
abundance  of  farm  production. 

It  would  be  disastrous,  in  my  opinion,  if 
this  Congress  should  do  other  than  to  in- 
crease the  present  scope  of  both  of  these 
programs.  The  budget  request  before  us 
calls  for  no  Increase  nor  reduction.  I  hope 
that  the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the 
Congress  will  bring  out  a  bill  that  calls  for 
a  more  positive  and  expanded  public  eflort 
to  encourage  and  assist  farmers  to  make 
large  strides  toward  a  permanent  agricul- 
ture, with  funds  appropriated  somewhat 
conmiensurate  with  the  large  stake  in  this 
effort  represented  by  the  general  public  in- 
terest. 

Not  all  of  the  needed  soil  and  water  con- 
servation measures  will  require  Federal  as- 
sistance. Much  of  the  needed  work  could  be 
paid  for  by  farm  families  themselves  out  of 
the  Increased  income  obtained  thereby,  if 
they  have  some  assurance  that  the  prices 
they  will  receive  for  the  commodities  they 
produce  will  not  be  allowed  to  fall  below  the 
high  and  rigid  cash  operating  cost  structure 
that  modern  farming  entails. 

Moreover,  the  adoption  of  conservation 
practlceti  and  installation  of  facilities  such  as 
livestock  fences,  forest  seedlings,  and  ter- 
races does  require  the  expenditure  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  period  of  substantial  sums 
of  cash  funds.  The  increased  income  from 
such  improvements  does  not  materialize  for 
some  years  and  often  is  spread  out  over  pe- 
riods of  up  to  10  or  12  years. 

Ciurently  there  is  practically  no  sources 
where  loan  funds  on  advance  and  repay- 
ment terms  adapted  to  this  conservation 
purpose  can  be  obtained  by  operating  farm- 
ers. We  need  to  encourage  the  development 
of  a  new  kind  of  farm  credit  adapted  to  gear 
In  with  the  need  of  the  Nation  to  shift  to  a 
permanent  type  of  agriculture. 

I  understand  that  the  Agriculture  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Is  contemplating  such  a 
study.  I  urge  you  to  give  this  matter  the  se- 
rious attention  it  deserves.  We  should  make 
this  a  matter  of  high  priority  and  attempt 
to  enact  needed  legislation  at  an  early  date. 
Lack  of  available  credit  adapted  to  needs 
for  adopting  permanent  farming  systems  is 
not  the  only  area  where  adequate  credit  is 
almost  totally  lacking.  There  are  two  oth- 
ers. One  of  these  is  the  need  for  credit  by 
the  more  than  a  million  and  a  half  farm  fam- 
ilies who  are  working  full  time  trying  to 
make  a  living  on  the  Inadequate  family 
farms  of  the  Nation.  I  hope  that  the  farm- 
credit  investigations  of  the  Agriculture  Com- 
mittee wUl  cover  this  area  as  weU.  Accord- 
ing to  reports  that  have  already  been  filed 
with  the  Congress  by  its  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Economic  Report,  the  Nation  is  denying 
Itself  of  a  greatly  increased  productivity  by 
virtue  of  not  in  some  way  expanding  the 


availability  of  adequate  farm  credit  for  tbes« 
low-income  farm  families. 

Moreover,  it  is  becoming  practically  Im- 
possible to  get  started  In  farming  unless  you 
inherit  an  already  equipped  farm.  Hera 
again  adequate  credit  sovu-ces  arc  almoat  to- 
tally lacking.  We  have  allowed  almoct  insur- 
mountable barriers  to  become  erected  against 
the  young  couple  that  wants  to  begin  farm- 
ing as  owner-operators  or  even  aa  well- 
equipped  tenants.  The  cost  of  buying  the 
resources  to  get  started  is  almost  prohibitive 
for  ail  of  them.  Here  is  the  reported  value  of 
Just  the  machinery  and  equipment  on  typi- 
cal family-sized  farms  of  several  different 
types:  Cash  grain  farms  in  the  Corn  Belt, 
$4,000;  hog-beef  fattening  farms  in  Corn 
Belt.  $3,200;  dairy  farm  in  eastern  Wiscon- 
sin, $4,800;  winter  wheat  and  grain  sorghum 
farm  In  southern  Great  Plains,  $5,400;  spring 
wheat  farm  in  the  northern  plains,  $3,400  to 
$4,800.  The  required  livestock  herds  could 
be  pvirchased  for  not  much  less  than  similar 
figures.  Of  course,  we  would  expect  the 
typical  young  married  couple  to  start  on  a 
somewhat  more  modest  scale  than  this,  but 
even  so.  Just  the  equipment  and  livestock  In- 
vestment required  of  a  tenant  is  no  amall 
amount. 

I  realize  that  this  Congress  established  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  and  its  prede- 
cessor agencies  to  meet  the  credit  needs  of 
low-Income  and  beginning  farmers  who  »ere 
unable  to  obtain  adequate  credit  on  reason- 
able terms  from  any  commercial  or  coopera- 
tive sources.  However,  the  loan  funds  we 
have  appropriated  for  this  agency  have  been 
so  far  short  of  the  need  that  they  are  able  to 
fill  but  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  appli- 
cations they  receive.  Many  farmers  who 
need  and  are  eligible  for  thU  type  of  credit 
do  not  even  bother  to  file  their  applications 
because  they  know  that  applicants  are  al- 
ready being  turned  away  and  a  long  waiting 
line  is  ahead  of  them.  I  hope  that  we  can 
this  year  appropriate  the  full  amount  of 
funds  authorized  by  present  law  for  theee 
purposes  and  that  we  can  enact  additional 
enabling  legislation  that  will  authorize  the 
appropriation  of  more  nearly  adequate 
amounts  of  loan  funds  for  this  agency. 

For  a  farmer  who  wants  \iltlmately  to  be- 
come an  owner-operator  in  fulfillment  of  the 
traditional  national  dream  of  this  Republic 
of  every  farmer  "under  his  own  flgtree,"  aa 
the  great  Senator  from  Missouri,  Thomaa 
Hart  Benton,  phrased  It.  is  faced  with  the 
additional  large  Investment  required  to  ob- 
tain ownership  of  the  necessary  land  and 
buildings  of  an  adequate  family  farm.  Just 
a  list  of  the  current  valuation  of  the  land  and 
buildings  of  typical  family  farms  of  differ- 
ent  types  Is  an  eyeopener.  indicative  of  tbe 
problem  to  which  I  am  Inviting  your  atten- 
tion. Here  are  some  of  the  figures  as  re- 
ported by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics :  Value  of  land  and  buildings  on  typi- 
cal family  operated  farms:  Corn  Belt  cash 
grain  farm,  $65,000;  Corn  Belt  hog-beef  fat- 
tening, $46,000;  Com  Belt  hog-dairy,  $28,000; 
eastern  Wisconsin  dairy,  $20,000;  tobacco- 
livestock.  $19,000;  southern  plains  winter 
wheat,  $42,000;  wheat,  grain,  sorghum, 
$45,000;  northern  plains  wheat  $18,000; 
sheep  ranches,  $44,000.  That  gives  you 
an  idea. 

This  is  a  serious  problem,  one  that  this 
Nation  must  face  up  to  if  we  do  not  wish  to 
see  ourselves  become  a  nation  of  tenant 
farmers.  Over  the  past  20  years  this  Nation 
has  taken  steps  to  reduce  the  rate  of  farm 
tenancy  from  42  percent  of  aU  farms  to  lese 
than  25  percent  of  all  farms.  Yet  the  almost 
total  lack  of  available  credit  for  the  next 
generation  getting  started  in  farming  Is  a 
threat  looming  up  before  us  that  the  favor- 
able trend  of  the  past  20  years  wlU  be 
reversed. 

I  realize  that  some  may  question  my  feel- 
ing of  foreboding  on  this  farm-credit  situa- 
tion. They  will  point  to  the  relatively  sol- 
vent present  condition  of  most  farmers  and 
recite  the  statistics  that  farmers"  real-estate 


debts  are  but  8  percent  of  the  total  value  of 
farm  land  and  buildings.  But  this  national 
statistic  overlooks  the  dire  circtmistances  of 
the  returned  veteran  and  other  fanner  who 
has  started  farming  In  recent  years  when 
economic  trends  have  been  against  him. 
Moreover,  this  optimistic  view  also  overlooks 
the  by  now  obvious  fact  that  the  underlying 
situation  Is  deteriorating  rapidly.  Real- 
estate  debt  in  increasing  rapidly,  tbe  ahort- 
time  debts  of  farmers  are  mounting  at  an 
even  more  rapid  rate,  and  the  Interest 
charges  on  these  debts  la  also  Increasing. 
Just  this  past  year  2  of  the  12  Federal  land 
banks  found  It  neoeaaary  to  raise  the  Interest 
rates  they  charge.  Tbe  rate  of  interest  on 
newly  recorded  farm  mortgagee  In  1953  was 
4.75  percent,  up  algnificantly  from  the  4.5 
percent  of  the  previous  year.  I  have  already 
invited  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  tbe 
very  rapid  Increaae  In  ether  commercial  In- 
terest ratea. 

These  rising  Interest  rates  are  of  Important 
concern  not  only  to  farmeza  but  to  everyone. 
Higher  interest  ratea  cboke  off  investmenta 
In  new  manufacturing  plants  and  equip- 
ment, raise  farmers'  cosU,  and  reduce  the 
purchasing  power  of  nearly  everyone  of  mod- 
est means.  This  can  only  result  In  a  slowing 
down  of  economic  progress  and  eventual 
economic  stagnation  if  we  do  not  take  de- 
liberate action  to  reverse  tbe  trends. 

Not  only  are  the  Interest  charges  that 
farmers  have  to  pay  Increasing,  the  coat 
of  things  the  farm  family  has  to  buy  are 
being  unduly  Increaeed,  and  tbe  prlcea  they 
receive  for  the  producu  they  sell  are  being 
unduly  reduced  by  increasing  freight  rates 
and  the  cost  of  tranaportatlon.  Freight  rates 
on  agricultural  producta  are  about  70  per- 
cent higher  than  at  the  end  of  World  War  n. 
The  rail  freight-rate  Increaae  authorized  by 
the  Interstate  Oommeroe  Commlaelon  In 
April  1952  was  the  11th  Increaae  granted 
since  July  1,  1940. 

Need  I  remind  you  that  It  was  tbe  increas- 
ing burden  of  ftrelgtit  ratea  and  Interest  pay- 
ments that  made  the  farm  depreeslon  of  the 
1930's  more  difficult  to  bear  than  It  would 
otherwise  have  beenf  Meed  I  point  to  tbe 
well-known  fact  that  rlalng  interest  and 
freight  rates  relative  to  agricultural  prlcea 
and  farm  Income  have  alwajrs  characterized 
periods  preceding  the  development  of  na- 
tional financial  czlaea  and  depresslona. 
WbUe  tbe  purchasing  fxiwer  of  farm  families 
has  dropped  by  more  than  one-f  oarth  In  tbe 
past  6  years,  freight  rates  on  farm  producta 
have  Increased  by  46  percent. 

Viewing  these  trends  in  tbe  farm  situation 
that  I  have  been  describing,  I  cannot  be 
other  than  concerned — deeply  concerned — 
with  what  we  are  allowing  to  happen  in  oiu- 
farm  economy.  Freight  rates  paid  by  farm- 
ers are  op,  tnteveet  ratea  on  farm  loans  la 
going  up;  the  amount  of  actual  short-  and 
long-term  lixlebtedneea  Is  going  up;  cash 
farm  operating  ooets  are  going  up.  both  be- 
catise  the  price  per  units  are  up  and  be- 
cause tbe  amount  of  goods  and  services  that 
must  be  bought  off  the  farm  Is  up;  the  in- 
comes and  purchasing  power  of  most  other 
economic  groups  in  the  country  are  still  going 
up;  yet  prices  received  by  farmers  are  going 
down;  and  farm  family  Incomes  and  purchas- 
ing power  are  going  down  rapidly. 

At  the  same  time  that  theee  things  are 
happening,  the  Nation  Ls  making  provision 
for  leas  than  one- fifth  of  the  soU  oonaerva- 
tlon  on  farms  that  it  needs  to  make  progress 
toward  eventual  eatabUshment  of  a  perma- 
nent agriculttire;  credit  eouroee  are  atill  al- 
most toUlly  lacking  for  that  purpose  and  to 
allow  the  farm  improvement  and  enlarge- 
ment needed  to  increase  the  productivity  and 
income  of  nearly  2  million  low-Income  full- 
time  farm-operating  famlllea,  aa  they  are, 
also,  almost  totally  lacking  for  young  couples 
wanting  to  start  farming  as  owner-operators 
or  even  aa  well-equipped  tenants.  In  the 
face  of  this  situation,  one  cannot  remain 
complacent  if  he  loves  his  country  and  wants 
for  it  the  maximum  strength  needed  to  up- 


hold oiu-  hand  in  world  affairs  and  to  shoul- 
der OUT  world  leadership  responsibilities. 

One  cannot  help  but  feel  that  national  ae- 
cxirlty  Itself  Is  at  stake  If  we  fall  in  our  re- 
sponsibility to  take  Immediate  action  to  en- 
act an  improved  farm  price  support  program 
along  the  Unes  or  similar  to  the  bill  I  am 
Introducing  today — if  we  fall  to  raise  the 
level  of  appropriations  for  our  soil  conser- 
vation programs  and  the  Wirmers  Home  Ad- 
ministration. 

There  Is  one  other  farm  matter  of  which 
I  should  like  to  remind  my  colleagues. 
Neither  adequate  farm  price  supports,  avail- 
able credit,  nor  better  markets  are  of  avail 
to  relieve  the  critical  problem  of  the  farm 
family  when  drought,  hail,  flood,  or  other 
natural  catastrophe  wipes  out  the  crop, 
greatly  reduces  the  harvest,  and  rultu  tbe 
past  tire  and  range.  The  80th  Congress  en- 
acted enabling  legislation  by  which  an  ex- 
perimental Federal  crop-Insurance  program 
woiild  be  initiated  in  a  few  counties  and  ex-* 
panded  into  luldltional  counties  as  experi- 
ence warranted.  This  small  and  careful  be- 
ginning has  been  found  to  be  sound  and  a 
godsend  to  the  farmer  who  has  lost  even  his 
seed  and  operating  expenses  due  to  crop  fail- 
ure through  no  fault  c€  his  own. 

This  fine  piece  of  legislation  expires  this 
year.  Unless  we  act  this  session  to  renew  it, 
the  expansion  al  tbe  crop-Insurance  program 
Into  additional  counties  will  be  blocked.  I 
hope  that  the  appropriate  committee  of  the 
Senate  will  bring  the  neceasary  proposal  be- 
fore us  so  that  we  may  act  upon  this  Im- 
portant matter  before  the  session  closes. 

Tbe  converaattons  and  discussions  I  have 
had  with  farmers  In  my  State  the  past  sev- 
eral months — and  you  know  that  I  have 
talked  with  many  of  them — convinces  me 
that  the  farmers  of  this  Nation  are  going  to 
be  watching  our  actions  very  closely.  As 
they  watch  their  purchasing  power  and  In- 
come go  down  as  their  costs  go  up;  as  they 
realise  more  and  more  that  they  are  not  be- 
ing enabled  to  be  as  good  custodians  of 
their  lands  as  they  would  like  to  be;  as  they 
see  farm  debts  piling  up  and  Interest  rates 
rising;  they  are  going  to  be  asking  us  more 
and  more  pointed  questions  as  times  goes 
on.  I  hope  that  we  shall  not  fall  them. 
Free,  unharasaed  azMl  unsuppressed  private 
a8W>clatlons  and  private  individuals  are  the 
essential  elementa  of  democracy;  only  by  pre- 
serving and  improving  the  strength  of  tbe 
large  group  of  family-size  farms  In  this  Na- 
tion can  we  maintain  the  conditions  neces- 
sary for  preserving  our  way  of  life. 


EXTENSION  OF  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
PROVISIONS  TO  CERTAIN  STATE 
AND  LOCAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Social  Security  Act  so  as 
to  prescribe  circumstances  under  which 
the  Federal  old -acre  and  survivors  In- 
surance sjrstem  may  be  extended  to  State 
and  local  employees  who  are  covered  by 
retirement  systems.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  speak  briefly  on  the 
Mil. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1093)  to  amend  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  so  as  to  prescribe  dr- 
cumstanoes  under  which  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system 
may  be  extended  to  State  and  local  em- 
ployees who  are  covered  by  retirement 
systems,  introduced  by  Mr.  Porm,  was 
rec^ved.  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Ocvnmlttee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  the 
proposed  legislation  calls  for  amend- 


ment of  the  present  Federal  social-secu- 
rity law  so  as  to  include  State  and  munic- 
ipal government  employees  now  under 
other  retirement  systems. 

In  essence,  the  bill  states  that  em- 
ployees of  any  town,  city,  or  State  gov- 
ernment under  a  retirement  system, 
may  elect  if  they  so  desire,  to  be  covered 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  old  age 
and  survivors  insurance  law.  The  bill 
does  not  apply,  however,  to  elementary 
and  secondary  school  teachers,  and 
members  of  the  police  and  fire  depart- 
ments. 

The  m£uiner  of  election  is  through  a 
referendum  vote  whereby  at  least  two- 
thirds  or  more  of  the  employees  voting 
must  indicate  their  preference  for  in- 
clusion. Ninety-day  notice  will  be  given 
all  employees  calling  for  a  referendum 
and  such  vote  will  be  conducted  by  the 
governor  of  the  State  and  appropriate 
administrators  designated  by  him. 

I  have  always  believed  that  these  peo- 
ple, as  public  servants,  are  entitled  to 
the  same  considerations  as  their  coimter- 
parts  occupying  similar  positions  with 
private  business.  They  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  decide  for  themselves, 
free  from  Federal  pressure,  whether  or 
not  they  desire  inclusion  under  the 
Federal  social-security  law. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  CHAPEL  AT 
FORT  SNEIXING  NATIONAL  CEME- 
TERY, MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  T 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a 
chapel  at  the  Fort  Snelling  National 
Cemetery  In  Minnesota. 

There  is  great  desire  on  the  part  of 
veterans'  organizations,  families  of  vet- 
erans and  many  of  our  church  groups  of 
Minnesota  for  such  a  chapeL  They  de- 
sire a  modest  building  to  seat  about  150 
persons.  I  have  met  with  these  people 
on  si  number  of  occasions  and  know  that 
the  need  for  such  a  chapel  is  deeply  felt 
among  those  directly  Involved.  It  is  my 
hope  that  the  Congress  will  see  fit  to 
meet  that  need. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1117)  to  provide  for  the 
construction  of  a  chapel  at  the  Fort 
Snelling  National  Cemetery,  Minn.,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Hxtmphmey,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  tiUe,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


CONTROL  AND  REGULATION  OF 
BANK  BOUymO,   COMPANIES 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  request  of  the  Independent  Bank- 
ers* Association  of  America,  I  introduce 
a  bill  for  the  control  and  regulation  of 
bank  holding  companies,  and  for  other 
purposes.  If  possible,  I  should  like  to 
have  the  bill  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  to  be  consid- 
ered by  that  committee  in  conjunction 
with  Its  consideration  of  certain  other 
legislation  now  before  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency,  as  re- 
quested by  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 
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The  blU  (S.  1118)  to  provide  for  the 
control  and  regiilatlon  of  bank  holding 
companies,  and  for  other  purposes,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Capehart  (by  request) , 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 


TEMPORARY  ECONOMIC  CON- 
TROLS—AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
for  appropriate  reference,  two  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to 
the  bill  (S.  1081)  to  provide  authority 
for  temporary  economic  controls,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  for  4  or  5  minutes  on 
the  amendments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ments will  be  received  and  printed,  and 
will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency ;  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Senate  bill  1081  proposes 
to  provide  authority  for  temporary  eco- 
nomic controls.  It  was  introduced  by 
the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  and  cosponsored  by  many 
members  of  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Comimittee.  including  myself. 

In  recent  days,  this  committee  has  had 
the  privilege  of  conferences  with  lead- 
ers of  the  new  administration  on  the 
economic  outlook  in  the  light  of  present 
world  conditions.  These  conferences 
have  convinced  many  of  us,  including 
myself,  that  there  is  need  for  this  legis- 
lation. 

While  we  regard  direct  economic  con- 
trols with  distaste,  and  are  ridding  our- 
selves of  them  as  rapidly  as  possible,  it 
would  be  reckless  to  assume  that  there 
can  be  no  future  need  for  ceilings  on 
wages,  prices,  and  residential  rents. 
Should  a  future  emergency  arise  which 
threatens  the  economic  well-being  or 
security  of  the  Nation,  the  President 
should  have  power  to  freeze  prices, 
wages,  and  rents  for  a  limited  time  vmtil 
the  Congress  has  an  opportunity  to  act. 

One  amendment  which  I  submit  would 
Insure  a  review  of  the  need  for  this  kind 
of  legislation  by  the  84th  Congress.  It 
proposes  a  termination  of  S.  1081  on 
April  30,  1955,  with  a  provision  extend- 
ing its  life  not  more  than  90  da3rs  beyond 
April  30,  1955.  in  case  the  President  had 
invoked  a  freeze  on  or  shortly  before 
that  date.  The  amendment  would  as- 
sure the  84th  Congress  the  same  amount 
of  time  as  we  now  have  to  review  this 
entire  problem  in  the  light  of  the  condi- 
tions which  may  exist  at  that  time. 

This  amendment  thus  modifies  S.  1081, 
which  makes  its  own  termination  de- 
pendent on  the  end  of  the  Korean  war. 
We  dare  not  assume  when  the  war  in 
Korea  will  end.  Nor  does  it  follow  surely 
that  the  need  for  temporary  freeze  au- 
thority will  end  with  peace  in  Korea. 
Situations  may  unhappily  develop  at  an- 
other trouble  spot  abroad  which  would 
create  the  very  type  of  Inflationary 
emergency  which  this  bill  is  intended 
to  meet.  This  amendment  recognizes 
such  a  contingency. 

The  other  amendment  would  remove 
provisions  in  8.  1081  creating  a  National 


Advisory  Council  and  requiring  that  the 
President  consult  this  Council  before 
placing  ceilings  on  prices,  wages,  and 
rents.  This  provision  is  opposed  for  sev- 
eral reasons. 

I  feel  confident  that  the  members  of 
the  President's  Cabinet  can  and  would 
perform  as  notable  a  service  in  advising 
the  President  on  these  matters  as  would 
the  proposed  Council.  This  Cabinet  will 
not  likely  be  drastically  changed  in  the 
next  2  years,  and  it  is  so  constituted  as  to 
give  excellent  advice  to  the  President  on 
economic  matters.  It  is  representative 
of  labor,  business,  agriculture,  and  the 
armed  services.  Each  member  is  out- 
standing in  his  field.  Therefore,  why 
should  we  incur  the  delays  and  expense 
of  requiring  the  President  to  consult  with 
a  special  council  whose  advice  he  can.  in 
any  event,  under  the  terms  of  S.  1081, 
disregard? 

Moreover,  there  may  be  danger  that 
the  meeting  of  the  proposed  Advisory 
Council  would  have  the  undesirable  psy- 
chological effect  of  attracting  undue  at- 
tention to  the  possible  imminence  of  a 
freeze.  This  could  stimulate  inflationary 
pressures  and  prompt  increases  in  prices, 
wages,  and  rents  in  order  to  have  them 
at  the  highest  f efisible  levels  at  the  time 
ceilings  might  be  imposed.  It  might  also 
set  off  scare  buying  because  of  vmcer- 
talnty  as  to  the  supply  of  goods  which 
would  be  made  available  during  the 
freeze  period.  Scare  buying  would  re- 
sult In  an  abnormal  Increase  In  demands 
for  goods  and  services,  adding  more  fuel 
to  the  fire  of  inflationary  pressures. 

These  dangers  are  reduced  by  elimi- 
nating the  Council.  The  President  has 
frequent  Cabinet  meetings  which  attract 
no  special  attention.  Many  topics  are 
discussed.  But  a  meeting  of  the  pro- 
posed new  Council  obviously  would  be 
called  to  discuss  a  freeze,  and  nothing 
else.  This  would  attract  wide  attention, 
and  set  in  motion  the  Inflationary  trends 
we  want  to  avoid. 

Finally,  while  the  amount  In  dollars 
and  cents  might  be  small,  elimination 
of  the  Council  would  result  in  economy 
in  conducting  the  Federal  Oovernment 
and  more  streamlining  of  its  operations. 
Certainly,  we  should  avoid  the  creation 
of  any  new  councils  or  agencies  when- 
ever we  have  a  choice. 


NOTICES  OP  MOTIONS  TO  SUSPEND 
THE  RULES— AMENDMENTS  TO 
SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL 

Mr.  BRIDGES  submitted  the  following 
notice  in  writing: 

In  accordance  with  rule  XL  of  the  Stand- 
ing Rules  of  the  Senate,  I  hereby  give  no- 
tice In  writing  that  It  Is  my  Intention  to 
move  to  suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for 
the  purpose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3053)  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1963,  and 
few  other  purposes,  the  following  amendment, 
namely:  On  ptige  7,  line  12,  before  the  period 
insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided, 
That  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1, 
1952,  and  for  the  succeeding  fiscal  year,  each 
local  educational  agency  of  a  State,  which 
provides  free  public  education  during  such 
year  for  children  who  reside  with  a  parent 
employed  on  Federal  property  situated  with- 


in reasonable  oommutlB«  distance  from  the 
school  district  of  such  agency  but  not  within 
the  same  State,  shall  be  entitled  to  pay- 
ments under  the  provUlons  of  section  3  (b) 
of  Public  Law  874,  81st  Ck>ngreM.  with 
respect  to  such  children  In  the  same  man- 
ner as  If  such  Federal  property  were  situated 
In  the  same  State  as  such  agency." 

Mr.  BRIDGES  also  submitted  an 
amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  House  bill  3053,  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  July  30.  1953,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
GoLOWATER )  submitted  the  following  no- 
tice In  writing : 

In  accordance  with  rule  XL  of  the  Stand- 
ing Rules  of  the  Senate,  I  hereby  give  no- 
tice In  writing  that  It  Is  my  Intention  to 
move  to  suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for 
the  purpose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3053)  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  19S3,  and 
for  other  purposes,  the  following  amendment, 
namely:  On  page  8,  after  line  10.  Insert  the 
following : 

"BuaiAu  or  Ikdiam  AiTAiBa — CoNsnucnow 
"Notwithstanding  the  prohibition  against 
the  purchase  of  land  from  appropriations  for 
Construction,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  con- 
tained In  the  act  of  July  9,  1962.  PubUc  Law 
470,  83d  OongreM.  ad  session,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  is  authorised  to  purchase 
from  said  appropriation  not  to  exceed  fifteen 
hundred  acres  of  nonreservation  lands  In 
Arizona,  and  necessary  rights-of-way  and 
easements  required  for  the  enlargement  of 
the  Plcacho  Reservoir  of  the  San  Carloa  In- 
dian irrigation  project,  and  approximately  5 
acres  of  allotted  Indian  lands  within  the 
Takima  Indian  ReservaUon.  Wash.,  for  us* 
of  the  Wapato  irrigation  project." 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
GoLDWATKR)  also  Submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  them. 
Jointly,  to  House  bill  3053,  making  sup- 
plemental appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Uible  and  to  be  printed. 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 


HOUSE  BILL  REnSlRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2332)  to  place  tempo- 
rary limitations  on  the  number  of  ofDcers 
serving  on  active  duty  In  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIAL8.  ARTICLES. 
ETC.,    PRINTED    IN   THE   APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  elc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  TOBBT: 
Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  TraflBc 
Club  of  Chicago  on  February  12,  1953. 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 
Address  delivered  by  Senator  Robzstsok 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Winchester  Area  Poultry 
Improvement  CJouncU  at  Winchester,  Va.,  on 
February  18,  1953. 
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Letter  appearing  In  the  Washington  Post 
of  February  23,  19S3.  entitled  "Rochambeau 

Memorial." 

By  Mr.  WKLBXR: 
Lincoln  Day  address  delivered  by  Senator 
jcNNZB  at  Boise,  Idaho,  February  14,  1953. 

Kdltorlal    entitled    "Dishonesty    and    De- 
ceit," published  in  the  Boise  (Idaho)  States- 
man of  February  23,  1963. 
By  Mr.  MAONUSON: 
Address  delivered  by  Hon.  Adlal  K.  Steven- 
son at  Western  States  Jefferson -Jackson  Day 
dinner.  Los  Angeles,  Calif..  Febniary  26,  1963. 
By  Mr.  MAYBAMK: 
Address   delivered   by   Claude  O.   Bowers, 
Ambassador  of  the  United  States  to  ChUe. 
on  December  16.  1962.  together  with  remarks 
by  Miss  Isabelle  Xntrikln,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  inaugxiration  of  the  Poinsett  Library, 
Santiago,  Chile. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON: 
Address  delivered  by  James  K.  Knudson. 
Defense     Transport     Administrator,     before 
Traffic  Club  of  Topeka,  at  Topeka,  Kans..  on 
January  29.  1953. 

By  Mr.  FULBRIOHT: 
Statement  by  Edward  W.  Barrett,  former 
AssUtant  Secretary  of  State,  regarding  cur- 
rent investigation  of  the  Voice  of  America. 
Statement  entiUed  "The  United  Nations. 
UNESCO,  and  American  Schools."  released 
by  Educational  Policies  Commission  of  the 
National  Education  Association  and  the 
American  Association  of  School  Administra- 
tors. 

Transcript   of   television    program    "Meet 
the  Veep."  broadcast  on  February  22,  1963. 
By  Mr.  JCWNBON  of  Texas: 
Statement  by  Donald  C.  Cook.  Chairman 
of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
on  the  occasion  of  his  resignation. 
By  Mr.  BENNETT: 
Editorial  entitled  "Utah's  Cattlemen  Add 
Their  Votes  for  Freedom,"  published  in  the 
Deseret  News  of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Febru- 
ary 21.  1963. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
Editorials  from  Baltimore  Sun  concerning 
recent  appointmenU  of  Marylanders  to  sig- 
nificant diplomatic  posts. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Editorial    entitled   "If   This   Be   Liberty." 
published  In  Collier's  for  February  38.  1963. 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
Editorial    from    Minneapolis    Tribune    of 
February  16.  1963,  paying  tribute  to  the  work 
of  Mrs.  Eugenie  Anderson  as  Ambassador  to 
Denmark. 

Article  by  Gordon  Mlkkelson,  entitled  "At- 
tempt to  Grab  Oil  Marked  by  False  Charges." 
By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
Poem  entitled  "The  Gift  of  Nancy  Hanks 
Lincoln,"  In  memory  of  Abraham  Lincoln  and 
his  mother,  composed  by  Irvln  E.  Perlgo,  of 
BoonvlUe,  Ind. 


celved  in  the  Senate  on  February  25. 
which  will  enable  the  committee  to  con- 
sider the  nominations  on  Tuesday  of  the 
coming  week. 

The  nominations  of  Livingston  T.  Mer- 
chant, of  New  Jersey,  to  be  an  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State;  Charles  E.  Bohlen, 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Repub- 
lics; and  George  V.  Allen,  of  North  Caro- 
lina, to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  India  and  Nepal,  were 
received  in  the  Senate  today  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
and  win  be  due  for  consideration  on 
Thursday,  March  5. 


NOTICE     OF     CONSIDERATION     OF 
CERTAIN     EXECUTIVE     NOMINA- 
TIONS BY  COMMITTEE  ON  FOR- 
EIGN RELATIONS 
Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  the  nomi- 
nation  of   William   McNear   Rand,   of 
Massachusetts,  to  be  Deputy  Director  for 
Mutual  Security  and  the  nomination  of 
Francis  White,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  Mexico  have  been  received  and  re- 
ferred  to   the   Committee   on   Foreign 
Relations.    I  announce  that  the  usual 
6-day  period  will  ensue  before  the  nomi- 
nations are  taken  up.    They  were  re- 


SUBCOMMTTTEES  OP  SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  at  a  ses- 
sion of  the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business  this  morning  six  subcommit- 
tees were  created.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rvcord 
at  this  point  In  my  remarks  a  state- 
ment showing  the  names  of  these  sub- 
committees and  the  names  of  Senators 
appointed  to  those  subcommittees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

SxNATX  Sklbct  Comcrrrxx  on  S>call 
Busnrxss,  83d  Congkess 

Kdwaso  J.  Tbtx.  Minnesota,  chairman; 
Chaxlxs  W.  Tobet,  New  Hampshire;  Hoicxb 
Fkbodson,  Michigan;  Lxvxarrr  Saltonstall, 
Massachusetts;  Robkst  C.  HxNDEiCKapN,  New 
Jersey;  Ammxw  F.  Schoepfkl,  Kansas;  James 
H.  DuFT,  Pennsylvania;  Jchn  Spaxjuiam, 
Alabama;  Rnaszu.  B.  Long,  Louisiana;  Gut 
M.  Gn-LETTK,  Iowa;  Hubext  H.  Humphxet, 
Minnesota;  Lestes  C.  Hitnt,  Wyoming; 
GxoxcE  A.  Smathkxs,  Florida. 

SUBCOMinTTXKS 

Tcaes 
ROBEXT  C.  HXNMUCKSON,  New  Jersey,  chair- 
man;   Edwaxo  J.   Thtx.   Minnesota;    Hokxx 
Fexctjson,  Michigan;  John  Spaxkican.  Ala- 
bama; HnvxBT  H.  Hubcfhxxt,  Minnesota. 

Monopoly 

Andxxw  F.  Schokppxi.,  Kansas,  chairman: 
Chaxixs  W.  Tobxt,  New  Hampshire;   Homex 
Fexcuson,  Michigan;  Rttssell  B.  Long,  Lou- 
isiana; Out  M.  GnxxTTK,  Iowa. 
Financing 

John  Spaxkm an,  Alabama,  chairman;  I^v- 
EXKTT  Saltonbtau.,  Msssachusetts;  Robkkt 
C.  HxNDXicKSON,  New  Jersey;  Jakis  H.  Duit, 
Pennsylvania;  Geoxgx  A.  Smathos.  Florida. 

Military  Procurevient 
HoMEX    FxxausoN,    Michigan,    chairman; 
Xjevbxxtt  Saltonstall,  Massachusetts;  Jamxs 
H.   Durr,   Pennsylvania;    Russeli.   B.   LuNC. 
Louisiana;  Gut  M.  Oiixrtx,  Iowa. 

Belationa  of  Business  With  Government 
Edwaxo    J.    Thtx,    Minnesota,    chairman; 
RoBXXT  C.  HxNDXiCKXON.  Ncw  Jcrscy;  Chaxx.X8 
W.  Tobxt,  New  Hampshire;  Lbstex  C.  Hunt, 
Wyoming;  Oxoxox  A.  Smatkxiui,  Florida. 

Retailing.  Distribution,  and  Fair  Trade 

Practices 
Jamxs  H.  Duit,  Pennsylvania,  chairman; 
Andkxw  F.   Scbokppxl.   Kansas:    Edwaxd  J. 
Thtx,    Minnesota;    Hubext    H.    Humphxkt, 
Mlnneaota:  Lbstxx  C.  Humt,  Wyoming. 


WILLIAM  VAUGHAN 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
come  to  my  attention  that  the  aide  to  our 
former  distinguished  Vice  President,  Mr. 
Baridey,  terminates  his  duties  at  the 
Capitol  today. 

This  young  man,  Mr.  William  Vaughan, 
has,  in  my  opinion,  rendered  outstand- 
ing service  In  his  work  with  the  Vice 
President.  In  particular,  he  has  been 
very  helpful  to  me  in  arranging  for  nu- 
merous Delawareans  to  meet  the  Vice 
President  when  he  was  In  office. 

I  sometimes  feel  that  members  of  the 
staffs  of  the  Vice  President  and  of  the 
Senators  are  not  always  accorded  the 
recognition  which  their  duties  warrant. 

In  the  case  of  lir.  Vaughan,  who  was, 
I  believe,  the  first  aide  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Vice  President  imder  provision  of 
law,  it  was  evident  that  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  responsibilities  ex- 
pected of  him.  Mr.  Vaughan  is  former 
Assistant  Superintendent  of  the  Senate 
Radio  Gallery,  and  former  Superintend- 
ent of  the  House  Radio  Gallery.  He  has 
also  had  executive  experience  as  a  mem- 
ber of  radio  stations  in  his  native  State  of 
Kentucky,  and  thus  was  familiar  with 
the  many  public  relations  problems  con- 
fronting an  office  as  high  as  the  Vice 
President. 

I  imderstand  that  he  assisted  the  aide 
to  our  new  Vice  President  in  becoming 
acclimated  to  his  duties. 

Speaking  for  myself.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  happy  to  wish  Mr.  Vaughan  every 
continued  success  in  whatever  private 
endeavor  he  now  chooses  to  lend  his 
talents. 

BRIEN   McMAHON,    LATE   SENATOR 
FROM  CONNECTICUT 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  week 
ago  some  of  the  associates  of  the  late 
Senator  Brien  McMahon,  of  Connecticut, 
expressed  their  admiration  and  affection 
for  this  great  American  in  speeches  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  was  a  very 
moving  occasion. 

I  have  just  received  a  letter  from  our 
former  colleague.  Senator  William  Ben- 
ton, in  which  he  pays  a  fine  tribute  to  his 
beloved  colleague. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rxcors  at  this 
point  In  my  remarks  Senator  Benton's 
letter  as  well  as  an  address  delivered 
on  November  15,  1952.  by  Gordon  Dean, 
former  head  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, in  tribute  to  the  memory  of 
Brien  Mcltfahon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  the   address  were  ordered  to   be 
printed  in  the  Rkcoro,  as  follows: 
Enctclopaxoia  Bxttanntca, 
New  York.  N.  Y..  February  19.  19S3. 
Senator  Hbkbkxt  H.  Lbhman, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington  D.  C. 
Dbax  HxaBSxr:  Only  today,  on  the  19th, 
have  I  learned  that  Senator  Knowijind  has 
designated  this  date  to  honor  the  memory 
and  achievements  of  my  senior  coUeague  for 
the  last  3  years,  Brien  McMahon. 

I  imderstand  that  the  custpm  of  setting 
aside  a  Senate  session  lo  memorialize  a  de- 
ceased member  has  not  been  foUowed  for 
•ome   years.    That   It   la   being   revived    is 
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moving  tribute  to  a  man  wbo  gave  so  much 
Intelligence  antf  humanity  to  tlie  Senate  and 
to  tba  Natton. 

I  am  deeply  grateful  for  the  cloae  relatlon- 
abip  tliat  Brlen  lldlahon  and  I  shwred. 
Through  you  I  would  Uke  to  speak  of  my 
friend  In  the  CkurouasiONAL  Rbcobd. 

We  knew  Brlen  lidfahon  as  a  man  care- 
fully and  profoundly  devoted  to  world  peace 
and  understanding.  We  juimlred  him  as  one 
who  dedicated  hlmaelf  to  the  major  prob> 
lems  of  the  mid-aoth  century,  and  espe- 
cially to  the  problem  that  dominates  and 
threatens  the  lives  of  people  everywhere. 
Atomic  energy  was  a  source  of  fear;  at  its 
imleashing  over  Hlroehlma.  Brlen  McMahon 
was  among  the  flrst  to  realize  not  only  its 
awesome  actuality  and  fearful  potential  but 
alao  its  promise  for  health  and  well-being. 
Because  Brlen  McMahon  did  not  shrink  in 
fright  or  ccHifusion,  so  has  his  country 
developed  atomic  energy  sanely,  with  civilian 
control  and  with  development  both  for 
national  security  and  human  welfare. 

We  knew  Brlen  McMahon  as  a  man  of 
■cc^w.  We  have  made  tangible  advances  in 
world  affairs  because  of  his  leadership, 
especially  as  he  expressed  It  as  a  member 
of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 
We  take  courage  and  hope  from  his  efforts 
toward  greater  International  understanding. 
As  we  pause  to  reflect  on  his  goals  and 
achievements,  we  can  gain  new  energy,  new 
vision,  renewed  purpose. 

We  are  forever  grateful  for  his  leadership. 
We  propose  that  the  leadership  of  his  prin- 
ciples continue. 

I  would  be  most  pleased  If  you  inserted 
this  letter  in  the  Baooao.  I  turn  to  you  be- 
caiise  you  represent  Ctonnectlcufs  great 
nrtghborlng  State,  New  York,  and  because  I 
jcnow  of  yoiir  deep  admiration  for  Brlen, 
expressed  to  me  so  often  diiring  the  tragic 
weeks  of  his  last  Illness. 

I  am  attaching  a  pamphlet  which  has  Just 
come  to  me  from  the  Honorable  Homer 
Cummlngs,  of  Connecticut,  former  Attorney 
General.  Tou  will  recall,  I  am  sure,  that 
Attorney  General  Cummlngs  brought  Brlen 
to  Washington  from  Connecticut,  for  his 
distinguished  career  in  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment. Twice  each  year  few  the  lasf  20  years 
friends  and  admirers  of  Homer  Cummlngs 
have  gathered  in  North  Carolina  to  do  him 
honor  over  a  weekend  of  golf,  Brlen  was 
always  a  leading  member  of  this  gjroup.  And 
most  fitting  It  was  that  under  Homer  Cum- 
ming's  leadership  the  group  paid  tribute  to 
Brlen  McMahon  at  its  most  recent  meeting. 
Gordon  Dean,  former  head  of  the  Atomic 
Rnergy  Commission,  who  made  the  principal 
address,  reprinted  in  this  pamphlet,  was  In- 
timately associated  with  Brlen  over  a  long 
period  of  years,  at  one  time  as  his  law 
partner. 

I  think  you  will  agree  that  Mr.  Dean's 
speech  would  be  a  most  appropriate  addi- 
tion to  the  statements  already  honoring 
Brlen  McMahon  in  the  CoNaHxssioNAi. 
Bbcoio.    I  hope  you  wlU  be  able  to  enter  It, 

I  am  grateful  to  you  for  helping  me  honor 
Senator  McMahon. 

With  very  best  wishes. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

WnxiAM  Bentow. 

Addrxsb  bt  Gokoon  Dean 
General  Cummlngs  and  friends.  I  know  of 
no  one  who  can  match  your  words  when  you 
are  moved  to  speak  of  one  who  has  been  close 
to  you  and  who  has  captured  your  affection. 
Brlen  McMahon  was  such  a  person.  It  is, 
therefore,  difficult  to  follow  you  on  this  pro- 
gram tonigh*.  I  do  feel  honored,  however, 
to  have  been  selected  by  you  to  speak  of 
my  warm  friend  of  many  years. 


As  many  of  you  know,  Brlen  and  I  worked 
closely  together  for  many  years  as  associates 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  later  in  pri- 
vate law  practice,  and  finally  on  the  problem 
of  war  and  peace. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  speak  of  Brlen's 
early  life  because  I  think  to  do  so  would 
be  simply  to  try  to  Improve  upon  a  score 
of  biographers  who  have  adequately  covered 
it.  I  think  the  only  thing  that  is  appropri- 
ate upon  an  occasion  such  as  this  is  to  recall 
the  character  of  the  man  who  was  one  of 
our  company  here  at  Mid  Pines. 

I  watched  Brlen,  as  did  all  of  us  here. 
with  the  exception  of  his  brother  Bill,  who 
Is  with  us  tonight,  from  a  much  later  period 
In  his  life  than  others  who  knew  him  as  a 
youth,  as  a  college  man,  and  a  law  student. 

I  first  met  him  In  1934  as  a  young,  aggres- 
sive lawyer  with  the  Tax  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.  Shortly  thereafter 
he  went  "upstairs."  as  we  used  to  say  In  Jus- 
tice, to  the  office  of  the  First  Assistant  At- 
torney General.  In  that  post,  as  In  every 
post  Brlen  held,  the  light  in  his  office  was 
always  on  late. 

He  came  to  national  attention  first  when 
he  was  assigned  to  prosecute  John  Dllllnger's 
lawyer,  and  shortly  thereafter  was  assigned 
to  try  the  killer  of  two  FBI  agents.  He  se- 
cured convictions  in  both  cases;  and  was 
named  Assistant  Attorney  General,  in  charge 
of  the  Criminal  Division.  Then  came  the 
Harlan  County  cases  and  the  slavery  cases 
in  Arkansas. 

In  1940,  having  almost  been  named  Attor- 
ney General  of  the  United  SUtes,  Brlen  en- 
tered the  private  practice  of  law,  where  he 
enjoyed  four  very  successful  years. 

Then  came  the  Senate.  The  fact  that  he 
secured  the  nomination  of  his  party — having 

been  absent  from  his  State  for   10  years 

was  in  itself  remarkable.    His  election  was 
even  more  so. 

•    He  toe*  his  oath  of  office  as  the  war  was 
coming  to  a  cloee. 

His  great  power  In  the  Senate  can  be 
related,  in  large  part,  to  the  fact  that  as 
soon  as  the  tremendous  potential  of  atomic 
energy  was  demonstrated  at  Hiroshima  he, 
as  a  Junior  Senator,  tackled  the  drafting  of 
the  legislation  upon  which  the  American 
atomic-energy  program  Is  based.  He  was  one 
of  the  first  Americans  to  grasp  the  great 
potential  of  atomic  energy — for  good  or  evil. 

He  will  be  remembered  in  history  as  one 
of  the  first  rational  spokesmen  for  peace  In 
this  hysterical  era.  He  knew  that  time  Is 
growing  very  short  to  save  civilization. 

While    many    thought    of    Brlen    as    "Mr. 
Atom."  of  the  legislative  branch,  he  was  at 
the   same   time   one   of   the   most   effective 
members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee.     He    brought    to    the    Senate    uncom- 
mon sense.     He  said  things  on  the  Senate 
floor  which,  had  they  been  said  by  a  person 
high  In  the  executive   branch,  might  have 
had    a    highly    significant    effect    upon    oiu- 
foreign  policy.    He  tried  zealously  to  find  a 
way  to  detach  the  Russian  people  from  their 
leaders,  who  Insist  that  the  United  States  Is  a 
warmongering  nation.     And,  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  he  left  behind  a  veritable  sermon 
on  the  urgency  of  learning  how  to  live  with 
one  another  in  peace.     He  was  a  thinking 
Senator— a  man  of  Imagination  and  vision. 
It  U  somewhat  ironic  that  Brlen's  death 
came  at  the  age  of  48  from  the  grim  disease 
of  cancer,  Tvhlch  may  some  day  be  wiped  out 
through  the  use  of  atomic  fission;  for  no  per- 
son could  have  dedicated  his  life  more  fully 
to   leashing    the    destructive   forces   of    the 
atom  and  unleashing  the  constructive  forces. 
Brlen  was  Irish  and  upon  occasion  some- 
one would   get   his  Irish  up.     I  personally 
loved  him  more  for  some  of  the  persons  who 
aroused  his  anger.    He  liked  to  sing  and  his 


laugh  was  deep  and  loud.  But  Brlen  never 
really  thoroughly  relaxed.  If  he  ever  did  so. 
I  am  sure  that  it  was  at  Burning  Tree  and 
here  at  Pinehurst  and  at  Mid  Pines.  But 
even  at  golf  he  was  Intense. 

Brlen  was  the  kind  of  a  man  who  didn't 
know  his  own  limitations,  but  who  once 
having  taken  on  a  scrap,  somehow  found  be 
didn't  have  any.  He  was  a  ooxirageous  fight- 
er, and  an  indefatigable  worker.  He  was  that 
enviable  combination  of  a  politician — shrewd 
enough  to  be  elected,  yet  great  enough,  af  tar 
election,  to  become  a  statesman. 

He  was  a  man  of  very  sincere  purpose. 
His  heart  was  right.  To  know  him  was  to 
love  him. 

We  shall  miss  him  from  our  company — and 
from  our  country — more,  I  am  sure,  than 
these  words  of  mine  could  ever  express. 

Lot  or  Batxif  McMahon 

Bom:  Norwalk,  Conn.,  October  6,  1908. 

Attended  Norwalk  public  schools:  gradu- 
ated from  Fordham  College  In  1934  and  from 
Tale  Law  School  in  1927. 

Began  the  fkractlce  of  law  In  Norwalk  and 
became  judge  of  the  city  court  In  19S8. 

Appointed  special  assistant  to  Attorney 
General  Cummlngs  in  Washington.  D.  O.,  In 
1933. 

Assistant  Attorney  General  In  charge  of 
the  Criminal  Division,  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  1936-39. 

Resigned  from  the  Department  of  /ustlce 
and  established  a  law  practice  in  Washing- 
ton. D.  C.  1939. 

Sleeted  to  the  United  States  Senate  from 
Connecticut  In  1944  and  reelected  in  1950  by 
a  large  majority. 

Author  of  the  McMahon  Act  (Atocnle 
Energy  Act  of  1940)  which  established  the 
principle  of  civilian  control  over  atomic 
energy. 

Chairman  of  the  Special  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy,  1946-46.  Chairman  at  the 
Joint  Conunlttee  on  Atomic  Knergy,  1940-62. 
Leading  member  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee.  Senate  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce,  *nd  Ui« 
Democratic  Policy  Committee. 

Died  July  28.  1952. 

Survived  by  bis  widow.  Rosemary  Turner 
McMahon,  and  one  daughter,  Patricia. 


COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISERS 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  In  the 
very  near  future  the  Senate  will  concern 
Itself  with  the  supplemental  appropria- 
tion measure  which  includes  funds  for 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

As  a  sponsor  of  the  Employment  Act 
of  1946,  under  which  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers  was  created.  I  waa 
shocked  to  learn  of  the  action  of  the 
lower  House  of  Congress  In  denying 
funds  to  the  one  agency  of  Govern- 
ment which  has  the  high  responsibility 
of  helping  to  avoid  another  depression 
»nd  to  promote  the  growth  and  stability 
of  the  American  economy. 

On  February  25,  therefore.  I  wrote  to 
President  Elsenhower  asking  that  he 
recommend  a  specific  sum  for  the  Coun- 
cil s  operations  during  the  remainder  of 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

I  also  asked  for  the  President's  views 
on  the  quesUon  of  whether  the  three- 
man  Council  should  be  continued  as  such 
or  whether  it  should  be  supplanted  by  a 
personal  economic  adviser.  I  pointed  out 
in  the  letter  some  of  the  reasons  why  the 
Congress  originally  provided  for  a  three- 
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man  body.    Let  me  quote  from  my  letter 
as  follows: 

In  the  congressional  consideration  of  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946,  we  explored  possible 
alternatives  to  the  three-man  Council  Idea, 
including  the  Idea  of  a  single  economic  ad- 
viser. We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
single  adviser  would  not  have  the  prestige 
of  a  three-member  Council  in  dealing  with 
the  many  departments  and  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment. We  felt  that  a  rtngle  adviser  would 
tend  to  become  an  anonymous  personal  as- 
sUtant.  We  believed  that  a  three-man  Coun- 
cil—as finally  provided  for  in  the  law— could 
be  of  more  service  in  reconcUlng  conflicting 
points  of  view,,  developing  policies  that  would 
win  public  support  and  respect,  working  with 
the  congressional  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Economic  Report,  and  consulting  with  other 
economic  research  agencies,  the  represenU- 
tlves  of  business,  agriculture,  labor,  and 
State  and  local  governments. 


Yesterday,  I  received  a  reply  from 
President  Elsenhower,  transmitting  a 
letter  of  the  same  date,  which  the  Presi- 
dent had  sent  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
In  the  letter  the  President  specifically 
requested  the  sum  of  $60,000  for  the 
fourth  quarter  of  this  fiscal  year. 

On  the  question  of  the  structure  of  the 
agency,  however.  President  Elsenhower 
expressed  no  views.  He  Indicated  that 
he  was  having  a  study  made  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  agency  and  that  if  any 
statutory  changes  may  be  needed  in  the 
Employment  Act,  he  will  promptly  rec- 
ommend them  to  the  Congress. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
serted In  the  RicoiD  at  this  point  in  con- 
nection with  my  remarks  my  letter  of 
February  25,  to  President  Elsenhower, 
and  the  President's  letter  of  February  26 
to  myself  and  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rxcord, 

as  follows: 

UwrrxD  Btatks  Ssn atc. 
Com Mrms  o»  Labob  awd  Public  Weltau.      _^ 

Februory  25,  1953. 
Bon.  DwicHT  D.  Ezsewbowxb, 
The  President. 

The  White  House,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dbax  Mk.  Pkksidcnt:  Many  Members  of  the 
Senate  are  considerably  concerned  over  the 
future  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers, 
an  agency  which,  despite  its  very  small 
size.  Is  one  of  the  most  Important  in  the 
entire  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 
This  concern  Is  shared  by  the  many  people 
In  organizations  throughout  the  country 
who.  din-lng  the  6V4  years  of  the  Council's 
existence,  have  rlghtfixlly  come  to  regard  the 
Council  as  a  valuable  guide  In  avoiding  an- 
other  depression  and  promoting  the  growth 
and  stability  of  the  American  economy. 

As  the  six>nsor  of  the  Employment  Act  of 
1946.  under  which  the  Council  was  created. 
I  have  surveyed  the  present  situation  with 
respect  to  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers and  have  found  that  there  seems  to 
be  corwlderable  uncertainty  In  the  Congress 
concerning  your  views  on  two  Important 
questions.  Our  concern  on  this  matter  has 
been  alleviated  to  a  small  extent  by  learning 
yesterday  that  on  February  4,  1963,  the  As- 
sistant to  the  President,  Sherman  Adams, 
wrote  to  the  Senate  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee asking  that  the  Agency  be  continued.  I 
presume  that  a  similar  expression  of  views 
was  sent  to  the  House  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee. 

However,  after  the  receipt  of  thU  letter 
of  February  4.  the  House  of  Eepresentatlvea 


eliminated  the  |75,000  supplemental  appro- 
priation for  the  Council.  If  this  action  is 
sustained.  It  will.  In  effect,  abolish  the  Coun- 
cil and  defeat  the  Intention  of  the  Congress 
as  expressed  In  the  Employment  Act  of  1946. 
It  would  seem  essential,  therefore,  that  the 
Members  of  the  Congress  have  the  benefit 
of  your  views  on  the  new  situation  that  has 
been  created  since  Mr.  Adams'  letter  of  Feb- 
ruary 4. 

There  are  two  questions  which  merit  at- 
tention. 

The  first  of  these  questions  is  whether  the 
three-man  Covmcll  Is  to  be  maintained  in 
Its  present  form  or  Is  to  oe  supplanted  by 
a  single  economic  adviser. 

The  House  bill,  while  denying  funds  for 
the  CouncU,  provided  »25.000  for  a  single 
•conomlc  adviser.  At  the  same  time,  specu- 
lation has  developed  concerning  the  possi- 
bility of  a  reorganization  plan  that  would 
change  the  setup  of  the  agency  to  fit  the 
prescription  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Conunlttee. 

In  the  congressional  consideration  of  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946.  we  explored  pos- 
sible alternatives  to  the  three-man  council 
Idea.  Including  the  Idea  of  a  single  economic 
adviser.  We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
single  adviser  would  not  have  the  prestige  of 
a  three-member  co\incll  In  dealing  with  the 
many  departments  and  agencies  of  Govern- 
ment. We  felt  that  a  single  adviser  would 
tend  to  become  an  anonymous  personal  as- 
sistant. We  believed  that  a  three-man 
council— as  finally  provided  for  in  the  law- 
could  be  of  more  service  In  reconcUlng  con- 
flicting points  of  view,  developing  policies 
that  would  win  public  support  and  respect, 
working  with  the  Congressional  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Economic  Report,  and  con- 
sultmg  with  other  economic  research  agen- 
cies, the  representatives  of  business,  agri- 
culture, labor,  and  SUte  and  local  govern- 
ments. 

We  also  recognized  that  every  President 
should  be  entirely  free  under  the  law  to 
appoint  to  the  CouncU  an  entirely  new  set 
of  economic  advisers,  and  that  new  CouncU 
members  need  not  be  bound  by  the  specific 
views  of  their  predecessors.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  have  not  thought  it  relevant  in 
this  communication  to  express  my  personal 
views  on  the  achievements  of  the  CouncU 
under  its  former  leadership.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  hope  you  wUl  soon  announce 
yovu-  intention  to  appoint  the  three  CouncU 
members  provided  for  under  the  law. 

The  second  question  U  whether.  If  the 
CouncU  Is  continued,  sufficient  funds  wUl  be 
provided  for  its  operations. 

In  recent  years,  the  CouncU  has  been  op- 
erating at  the  rate  of  about  $300,000  a  year. 
WhUe  there  Is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  this 
sum  would  be  sufficient  for  it  to  advise  on 
the  perplexing  economic  problems  that  face 
us  this  year  and  in  future  years,  there  Is 
no  doubt  but  that  the  CouncU's  work  would 
be  seriously  impaired  by  cutting  its  budget 
by  two-thirds.  Yet  If  it  Is  given  only  the 
$25  000  presently  provided  in  the  House  bUl 
for  a  single  personal  adviser,  the  CouncU 
would  be  m  the  position  of  having  to  operate 
at  the  rate  of  tlOO.OOO  a  year.  This  would 
be  merely  another  way  of  undermining  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946. 

I  deeply  regret  that  Mr.  Adams'  letter  of 
February  4  did  not  deal  concretely  with  this 
matter.  HU  letter  mentioned  no  figures 
whatsoever.  Subsequently  the  figure  of 
$50,000  has  been  mentioned  as  a  possible 
sum  for  the  Council's  operations  during  the 
fourth  quarter.  Yet  this  would  reduce  the 
CouncU's  operations  by  one-third,  a  reduc- 
tion which  scarcely  seems  Justifiable  to  me. 

Moreover,  I  see  no  reason  for  departing 
In  this  Instance  from  the  customary  budget- 
ary procedure  whereby  the  President  pre- 


sents to  the  Congress  his  specific  proposals 
for  appropriations. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  you  may  see  fit  to 
recommend  a  specific  sum  for  the  CouncU 
and  that  this  sum  will  be  sufficient  to  allow 
it  to  continue  its  fuU  operations  under  the 
Employment  Act. 

I  and  other  Senators  fuUy  recognize  the 
tremendous  number  of  problems  that  face 
you  and  under  ordinary  circumstances  we 
would  be  reluctant  to  press  you  for  your 
views  concerning  a  smaU  item  In  an  appro- 
Iirlatlons  bill.  However,  the  significance  of 
this  particular  matter  extends  far  beyond 
the  dollar  funds  that  are  Involved  in  the 
appropriation. 

It  raises  the  issue  of  whether  a  law  passed 
by  the  Congress  after  carefvU  and  complete 
consideration  and  extensive  hearings  is  to  be 
rendered  Ineffective  or  is  to  be  enforced. 

It  Involves  the  still  more  ImpcH-tant  Issue 
of  whether  or  not  our  country  shaU  be  fully 
prepared  to  prevent  both  depression  or  Infla- 
tion, and  to  maintain  in  the  futxn-e  the  eco- 
nomic well-being  which  is  essential  to  our 
national  and  world  leadership. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  a  state- 
ment of  your  views  on  this  matter  would  be 
exceedingly  helpful. 

With  assurances  of  my  high  esteem,  I  re- 
main 

Respectfully  yours, 

Jamzs  K.  Moixat. 


The  Wnrrx  Hovsc, 
WiisMngton,  February  26.  1953. 
Hon.  Jaicks  E.  MmtaAT, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dsab  SxNATOa  Mitxbat:  I  deeply  ap- 
preciate your  thoughtful  letter  of  February 
25  respecting  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers. I  have  written  to  Senator  BamoEs 
on  this  subject  as  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  and  beUeve  that  my 
letter  to  him  contains  substantially  the  in- 
formation that  you  have  requested.  I  there- 
fore enclose  a  copy  of  my  letter  to  Senator 
BanxsEs  by  way  of  reply. 
Sincerely, 

Dwigbt  D.  EsBVBOwn. 

Febxttaxt  28,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Srruts  BamcES, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
I>EAX  Ma.  CRAntMAM:  In  view  of  recent  de- 
velopments respecting  the  CouncU  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers,  I  think  It  wotUd  be  weU  to 
make  my  own  position  on  this  matter  clear 
for  the  purposes  of  your  committee's  deliber- 
ations. » 

I  want  to  emphasize,  first,  that  it  is  not 
my  desire  or  intention  to  imdermlpe  or  set 
aside  the  Emplo3rment  Act  of  1946.  I  beUeve 
firmly  in  the  principles  enunciated  in  that 
measvire  and  have  made  this  clear,  or  have 
sought  to,  on  a  number  of  occasions.  I  also 
am  convinced  that  the  machinery  established 
by  this  act  Is  essentiaUy  soimd. 

I  have  found,  however,  since  assuming  of- 
fice, that  one  of  the  instrumentalities  estab- 
lished by  the  act,  the  CouncU  of  Economic 
Advisers,  seems  not  to  have  the  statiu-e  that 
it  shoxUd  have.  This  is  evidenced  by  the 
manner  in  which  the  prior  Congress  limited 
the  term  of  its  appropriation.  The  employ- 
ment Act  of  1946.  in  creating  the  CouncU  of 
Economic  Advisers,  did,  I  believe,  make  wise 
provision  for  aiding  the  President  in  his  re- 
sponsibUlties  with  respect  to  economic  stabi- 
lization. To  my  mind,  it  is  essential  that  the 
President  be  able  to  look  to  such  an  agency 
for  long-range  thinking  and  planning  In  this 
vital  field.  My  Intention  Is  to  relnvlgorate 
that  body  and  augment  Its  Infiuence  by 
means  of  some  new  personnel  and  a  thorough 
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rethinking  of  Its  functions.  If  the  eonclu- 
viona  of  this  study  should  Indicate  •  need  for 
Btatotory  change,  I  shall  promptly  recom- 
mend those  changes  to  the  Congress. 
-  I  should  like  to  mention  specifically  the 
funds  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  needed  In 
the  fourth  quarter  of  this  fiscal  year  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  statute.  I  hope  that 
the  Congress  will  provide  a  siun  of  $<S0.000. 
By  the  time  hearings  can  be  held  on  the  1064 
budget,  we  will  have  proceeded  with  our  reor- 
ganization and  will  request  funds  in  an  ap- 
projHlate  amount.  If  the  funds  for  the 
fourth  quarter  of  the  1953  fiscal  year  are  too 
sharply  curtailed,  it  is  likely  to  embarrass  us 
in  obtaining  the  appropriate  new  leadership 
required.  This  amount  I  have  sviggested  Is 
$15,000  less  than  was  appropriated  by  the 
Congress  for  each  of  the  first  three  quarters 
of  the  1953  fiscal  year. 

With  warm  personxd  regard. 
Sincerely, 

DWICHT   D.    ElSEMHOWEB. 


QUOTA  LIMITATIONS  ON  IMPORTS 
OF  FOREIGN  RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to 
establish  quota  limitations  on  imports  of 
Xoreign  residual  fuel  oil. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1092)  to  establish  quota 
limitations  on  imports  of  foreign  residual 
fuel  oil,  introduced  by  Mr.  Cooper,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
nnanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak  for 
a  short  time  upon  the  bill  which  I  have 
introduced. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  in  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower's  state  of  the  Union 
message  on  February  3.  when  he  asked 
Congress  to  study  the  Trade  Agreements 
Act  with  a  view  to  extending  it,  he  made 
a  most  important  statement: 

This  objective  must  not  ignore  legitimate 
safeguarding  of  domestic  Industries,  agricul- 
ture, and  labor  standards. 

The  same  sentiment  was  expressed  by 
President  Roosevelt  when  he  transmitted 
the  Trade  Agreements  Act  to  Congress  in 
1934.  He  stipulated  that  the  provisions 
"must  be  carefully  weighed  in  the  light 
of«^he  latest  information  so  as  to  give 
assurance  that  no  sound  and  important 
American  interest  will  be  injuriously  dis- 
turbed."  In  emphasis  he  added : 

The  adjustment  of  our  foreign  trade  re- 
lations must  rest  on  the  premise  of  imder- 
standing  to  benefit  and  not  to  injure  such 
interests. 

There  are  few  who  will  dispute  the  wis- 
dom of  this  principle,  yet  there  are  so 
many  complexities  inherent  in  the  very 
nature  of  any  trade  agreement  that  una- 
nimity of  opinion  upon  its  impact  on  the 
various  phases  of  our  economy  is  seldom 
to  be  expected.  When,  however,  in  the 
conduct  of  our  business  with  other  coun- 
tries, there  arises  a  situation  which 
causes  obvious  injury  without  some  off- 
setting compensatory  considerations,  the 
bases  of  disagreement  should  be  removed. 
Such  a  case  has  been  in  existence  for  the 
past  several  years,  and  it  has  now 
reached  such  a  point  that  immediate 
remedial  acUon  is  necessary  on  the  part 


of  Congress.  This  situation  Is  the  dam- 
aging effect  of  the  Importation  of  foreign 
residual  oil  upon  the  coal  mining  indus- 
try of  the  Nation  and  upon  mine  employ- 
ment 

The  Importation  of  foreign  residual  oil 
got  under  way  on  a  comparatively  mod- 
erate scale  in  the  early  postwar  years, 
but  reached  the  flood  stage  in  1949,  and 
by  the  following  year  had  deluged  indus- 
trial markets  of  our  east  coast.  It  has 
grown  in  Intensity,  and  for  the  past  3 
years  has  caused  great  and  unnecessary 
harm  to  America's  coal  industry,  to  allied 
industries,  and  to  communities  and 
States  where  coal  is  produced.  Mean- 
while there  is  little  evidence  that  conse- 
quent advantages  have  accrued  to  any- 
one— either  here  or  abroad — except  to 
the  importing  companies.  To  realize 
the  significance  of  this  situation  requires 
an  understanding  of  what  residual  oil 
is.  the  circumstances  under  which  it  is 
brought  into  this  country,  and  its  actual 
capacity  to  displace  coal  mined  in  this 
country. 

Residual  oil  Is  the  residue  left  over  in 
the  reflnini;  process  after  gasoline,  kero- 
sene, lubricating  oils,  and  other  prod- 
ucts are  removed  from  the  crude  in  the 
oil  refiner:/^.  It  has  been  described  by 
one  of  the  larger  oil  importing  companies 
as  "the  unprofitable  end  product  of  the 
refining  process."  There  is  no  produc- 
tion cost  to  be  considered  when  its  sell- 
ing price  is  set.  for  it  is  in  the  same  cate- 
gory with  sawdust  that  accumulates  at 
a  lumber  yard. 

Most  of  the  foreign  residual  oil  now 
coming  into  the  United  States  is  chiefly 
the  product  of  Venezuela,  and  is  shipped 
from  refineries  in  Aruba  and  Curacao, 
two  small  islands  just  off  the  north  coast 
of  Venezuela,  owned  by  the  Netherlands. 

Aruba  has  a  population  of  less  than 
50,000  and  an  area  the  size  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  Curacao  is  per- 
haps twice  as  big  in  each  respect.  The 
total  number  of  employees  at  the  re- 
fineries on  these  islands  would  in  no 
way  approach  the  size  of  the  labor  force 
In  the  coal  mines  of  my  own  State  of 
Kentucky,  yet  the  oil  produced  at  these 
refineries  is  directly  responsible  for  re- 
duced work  Ume  and  unemployment  in 
the  mining  communities  of  Kentucky 
and  other  States.  While  the  import  of 
residual  oil  reduces  mine  employment, 
ironically  it  is  not  the  production  of  re- 
sidual oil  that  provides  employment  for 
the  natives  of  these  islands.  If  every 
barrel  of  residual  were  prohibited  from 
entering  our  ports,  the  economic  impact 
on  these  foreign  refineries  would  not  be 
conclusive,  because  gasoline  and  kero- 
sene and  lubricating  oil  would  conUnue 
to  be  produced  regardless  of  the  dis- 
position of  residual  oil. 

It  .'oUows  that  the  employees  in  Vene- 
zuela's oilfields,  where  the  crude  origi- 
nates, do  not  depend  upon  the  sale  of 
residual  oil  for  their  jobs.  The  crude 
wlU  be  taken  from  the  ground  and 
shipped  to  the  refineries  as  long  as  there 
are  markets  for  the  principal  products 
and  regardless  of  what  happens  to  the 
residual.  On  the  other  hand,  however, 
the  amount  of  residual  oil  coming  into 
this  country  has  a  direct  adverse  effect 
upon  the  welfare  of  our  own  coal  miners 


our  rallroadera.  and  the  merchants  and 
business  houses  In  our  coal  communities 
and  coal  producers.  The  reason  may  be 
briefly  stated. 

Residual  fuel  oil  Is  used  primarily  for 
the  generation  of  electric  power  and  un- 
der boilers  in  industrial  plants.  These 
are  traditional  coal  markets,  and  what 
has  happened  in  the  utilities  field  In  the 
important  markets  of  New  England  and 
the  Middle  Atlantic  States  since  residual 
oil  began  to  flow  our  way  Is  very  strik- 
ingly illustrated  by  a  table  that  shows 
the  amount  of  residual  oil  Imports  for 
the  years  1948  to  1951,  inclusive,  and  the 
percentage  of  electric  utility  generation 
by  bituminous  coal  and  oil  for  selected 
States  in  those  areas. 

At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
RkcoRD  the  table  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred, which  I  shall  designate  as  "table 
A." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordeied  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoss,  as 
follows; 

Tablx  a 

BarrtU  of 
"^^^r:  residual  tmportt 

1»48 _     63.  300.  000 

^^» 74.  656.  000 

1950 120.  03«,  000 

1951 118,078,000 

Electric-utility  generation    hy   type  of  fuel 
and  power 


1M8 

1MB 

IMO 

IMI 

Maivmchiupttii: 

Hiiumiuous 

Oil       

87.0 
4.1 

7.V0 
lit.0 

ej.9 

5.0 

M.l 
12L3 

<11 
4(1.0 

47.6 
46.4 

59.6 
10.4 

f*.0 
38.2 

?7.» 
611 

4«.l 
47.6 

S3.0 
lii.6 

4.1.4 
65.7 

3B.0 

90.0 

fl«.a 

2B.fl 

•as 

7.4 

fift.4 
S2.« 

Coniiirtlnit: 

tiltumiiious 

Oil 

New  Yf»rk: 

fittumiaous 

Oil _ 

Now  Jfrsry: 

Hitunilnoag 

OU 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  point 
out  that  the  table  to  which  I  have  just 
adverted  Indicates  that  In  1948  the  total 
number  of  barrels  of  residual  oU  im- 
ported numbered  53.269,000,  and  In  1951 
the  number  had  risen  to  118,675.000. 

While  coal  regained  a  small  portion  of 
the  lost  groxmd  as  the  quantity  of  resid- 
ual Imports  took  a  slight  dip  In  1951,  the 
overall  losses  since  1948  have  been  tre- 
mendous. The  1952  figures  are  not  yet 
available,  but  they  will  show  a  continued 
downward  curve  for  coal  and  further 
amplify  the  losses  suffered  by  coal  as  a 
result  of  the  great  inroads  made  by  the 
residual  oil  from  foreign  refineries. 

Those  areas  were  selected  because  they 
are  the  coal  markets  most  severely  dam- 
aged by  residual  oil  Imports.  But  the 
impact  has  had  a  telling  general  effect, 
as  indicated  in  table  B.  whi<Jh  I  desire  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Recou 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and  which  coo- 
tains  the  indices  for  the  annual  supply 
of  energy  from  all  mineral  fuels  In  the 
entire  United  States.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  table  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricom  as 
follows: 


1953 
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Table  B. — Annual  $upply  of  energy  from 

mineral  fxuU  (waterpower  excluded)  in  the  United  State*, 
thermal  units  > 

lHl-61 

,  in  IriUiont  of  E 

ritish 

Total 

mlnei&l 

fuels 

Index 

No. 
(1041- 

Imports 
of  re«ld- 

iMioil 
(In  thou- 
sands of 

biMTels 

of  42 

gallons) 

Index 
No. 

(1041- 

MO) 

Bitnmi- 
Douscoal 

and 
lignite 

Index 
No. 

(1041- 
100) 

Penngyl- 
vania 
anthra- 
cite 

Index 
No. 

(1041- 
100) 

FetrolfpJiin  (total  crude) 

Natural 

gas  (mar- 

iLeted 

produc- 
tion) 

Year 

Domestic 
produc- 
tion 

Inde.x 
No. 

(1041- 
HW) 

Imports 

Index 

No. 

Index 
No. 

(1941- 
100) 

Ml       

2r>.3.'>4 
».  IM 
2«.  4*<7 
31.K32 
31.110 
30,433 
34.  24H 
3.S.  l.\«i 
29.  W04' 
33.  S.SH 
.17,  OTfi 

100.0 
107  0 
111.0 

lau.h 

1IH.0 

lis.  s 

IJt.O 

i:«  4 

113  7 
120.5 

140.7 

23.1 
llti 
171 
22« 
}W 
»l 
341 
3:1.1 
473 
741* 

»  74f. 

•8ii2 

1(X).0 

40.4 

TLS 

07.4 

M.7 

110.6 

146.  1 

142.  r, 

2fn  3 

31K.  7 
317.4 
341.  S 

13.  471 
IS,  367 
15.463 
16.233 
15,134 
13.  WO 
16,522 
15,  707 
11.472 
13.  ,127 
14.017 

100.0 
113.3 
114.8 
120.5 
112.3 
103.8 
122.5 
116.6 
H5.J 
1(K).  4 
104.1 

1.432 
1.532 
1,540 
1.618 
1,3«5 
1.537 
1.463 
1,45! 
l.(*6 
1,  12(1 
1,064 

100.0 

107.0 

107.5 

113.0 

97.4 

107.  3 

101.  6 

10]. 3 

7.1.8 

78.2 

73.6 

8.133 

8,043 

8.733 

9,732 

9.939 

10.057 

10,  771 

11,717 

10.«R3 

11.449 

13.021 

100. 0 
98.9 
107.4 
119.7 
122.2 
123.7 
1S2.4 
144.1 
131.4 
140.8 
ICO.  1 

204 

71 

80 

260 

429 

617 

576 

746 

897 

1.009 

1,029 

100.0 
24  1 
27.2 

88.4 
145.  9 
175.0 
106.9 
253.  7 
3(15.  1 
343.  2 
350.0 

3,024 
3.282 
3,671 
3,980 
4.213 
4.331 
4.026 
5.534 
6.827 
«.  753 
7,  955 

100.0 

liM2 

1('8.  5 

1M3 

121.4 

1M4. 

131.  y 

1045 

104C        

139.3 
143.3 

1V47 

162.9 

IMH    

183.0 

1IH9             

192  7 

laso.— 

19AI     

223.3 
2ti3.  1 

lttK3 

'  '1  hf  uiiit  h«'jil  Millies emi'Ioypd 

»n':  Anthracite  !2.:uiH.tu.  per  iKJund:  biUiminous 

coiiJand  lipiit^',  13,100  B.  t.  u.  per  pound;  crude  petroleum  5,800,000  B.  t.  a 

per  bam:] 

of  42  p.-illoiis.  naturril  (ta.<t.  l,CCo  B.  I.  u.  \<vt  cuMc  loot,  risiduaJ  oil,  0,287,400  B.  I.  u.  j-cr  barrel  »l  VI  galioiis. 
»  I'n'Iitniiuiry 

>  Id  iiionllui  a<  tual;  last  2  months  estimated. 
Authority.  1°   S.  Bureau  of  Mines. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  a  ris- 
ing population,  production  for  defense, 
and  a  continued  increase  in  living  stand- 
ards are  stesullly  increasing  energy  re- 
quirements, yet  coal — which  comprises 
92  percent  ol  all  mineral  energy  reserves 
in  the  country  and  would  logically  be 
expected  tc  assiune  a  progressively 
greater  role  jo.  meeting  these  demands — 
has  not  onl.v  been  deprived  of  the  op- 
portunity to  share  proportionately  in  the 
rising  market,  but  has  actually  experi- 
enced a  decLne  sis  a  result  of  the  onrush 
of  residual  oil  from  abroad.  While  the 
foreign  residual  importation  rose  from 
142.6  to  317.4  in  the  short  space  of  4 
years,  coal'f  index  was  dropping  from 
116.6  to  104.1.  The  latter'»  table  for  1952 
is  not  yet  available,  but  the  import  index 
climbed  to  341.3 — a  gain  of  approxi- 
mately 141  percent  since  1948. 

Therein  lies  the  story  of  the  effect  of 
the   importition   of   residual    oil   upon 


markets  that  have  normally  belonged  to 
coal  but  are  being  surrendered  and  lost 
because  of  an  inequitable  provision — or 
lack  of  provision — in  our  trade-agree- 
ment laws.  But,  In  reality,  this  is  only 
half  the  story.  The  other  half  takes 
place  in  the  mining  towns  of  Kentucky 
and  other  coal-producing  centers  of  our 
Nation.  Each  ton  of  coal  Is  equivalent 
In  energy  value  to  4.167  barrels  of  resid- 
ual oil.  The  126.964,000  barrels  of  re- 
sidual fuel  that  entered  our  ports  from 
abroad  in  1952  would,  therefore,  repre- 
sent a  loss  of  some  31  million  tons  of 
coal.  That  loss  is  tragically  reflected  in 
Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania, 
Illinois,  and  in  all  other  States  where 
coal  Is  produced. 

Last  year  the  mines  In  my  State  of 
Kentucky  produced  70  million  tons  of 
coal,  a  decline  of  7  percent  \mder  the 
previous  year.  That  decline  brought 
reduced    pay    checks    to    himdreds    of 


miners,  and  caused  hundreds  of  others 
to  lose  their  jobs.  Most  of  the  other  23 
producing  States  were  even  less  fortu- 
nate than  Kentucky,  for  the  national 
decrease  in  coal  output  was  13  percent. 
It  is  true  that  the  long  steel  strike  was 
accountable  for  heavy  production  losses 
in  the  coal  industry  in  1952,  but  the  4.- 
208,000  lost  man -days  and  the  more  than 
$75,750,000  in  lost  wages  can  be  attrib- 
uted to  the  31-million-ton  decline  suf- 
fered by  coal  at  the  expense  o&  foreign 
residual  oiL 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Rbcoro,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
table  C,  which  shows  that  the  31-million- 
ton  drop  in  coal  production  tonnage  re- 
sulted in  a  loss  of  more  than  $85  million 
in  railroad  revenue  during  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobd, 
as  follows: 


Table  C. — Posluxir  economic  effect*  of  foreign  residual  oil  imports,  19^6-52 


Ymr 


m 


1<M«... 
1W7... 
1<MS... 
1049. . . 

v.*n)  . 
1911... 
1952. . . 


Rnldual  Imparts 


Barrels  of  oil  (000) 


Amount 

(2> 

44.647 

«4.  244 

M.  200 

74.  5.15 

lai.  03S 

IIH,  675 

>  126.  9M 


Cumula- 
tive 

__^3) 

44.647 

98.891 
152.160 

22!\,715 
?.V,,  711 
4«.1.43n 
H'3,3iW 


Cual  equivalent  toa£  ' 
(000) 


Amount 

(4) 


10.714 
13.018 
12,784 
1 7, 892 
28,806 
28,480 
30.4e» 


Cumula- 
tive 

(5) 


10,714 
23.732 
36.516 
64,408 
83,214 
in. 604 
142, 1«3 


Bituminous  coal  revenue  loss 


Value  per 
ton 


(6) 


$3.44 

4.  in 

4.99 
4. 88 
4.84 
4.87 
4.95 


Aggregate  value  (000) 


Amount 

(4)X(6) 

(7) 


sy.su 

54.1.5.1 

63,792 

87.313 

130, 421 

138  flOS 

1.10,822 


Cumaia- 

llve 

(8) 


$36,856 
91,011 
154,803 
242,  116 
381,. 537 
620.235 
671.067 


Man -day  loss 


Tons  per 
man-day 


(0) 


Aggregate  loss  (000) 


Amount 

(4)H-(9) 

ao) 


6.30 
6.42 
t>.  26 
6.43 
6.77 
7.00 
'7.34 


1,701 
2,028 
2,042 
2.7S3 
4.266 
4,069 
4,208 


Cumula- 
tive 

(11) 


1.701 

3,729 

6,771 

8.5,54 

12,809 

16,  S78 

21.0S6 


Year 


a) 


1946. 
1047. 
1048. 

1949 
1950. 
1051. 
1U52. 


M  iners  wa^ e  lom 


A  verage 
pnrly 
lings 


(12) 


$1.40 
l.(H 
].» 
1.94 
2.01 
2.21 

<2.25 


Average 

daily 
earnings 
(assume 
8  hours) 

(13) 


$11.20 
13.12 
15.20 
18.52 
16.06 
17.08 
18.00 


Afcgreieate  lo«s  (000) 


Amount 
(M))X(18) 


04) 


$19.  061 
26,607 
$1,038 
43,102 
68,420 
71,  MO 
76,744 


Cumula- 
tive 


OS) 


$10.  061 
45.668 

7«,ea6 

119.888 
188,308 
2)0,348 
$U,W2 


Freight  revenue  loss 


Percent 
of  coal 
carried 
by  rail  of 
produc- 
tion trans- 
ported 

fl6) 


87.0 
86.0 
86.4 
83.7 
82.0 
&i.O 


(•) 


Tons  lost  (000) 


Amount 

<4)X(16) 


(17) 


0,321 
11.105 
10. 018 
14,076 
23,880 
23.638 
2Si.28$ 


Cumuls- 
tive 


08) 


B,S21 

30,516 
31.434 
46,410 
7a  200 
«,«28 
119,217 


Revenue 
per  ton 


09) 


$2.27 
2.49 
2.74 
3.00 
3.00 
3.16 

•$.40 


Revenue  loss  (000) 


Amount 

07)X(10) 


(20) 


$21,190 
27.876 
29.915 
44.038 
73,788 
74.606 
86.983 


Curanlfr 
Uve 

(21) 


$21,150 
40.035 
78.950 
123.878 
197,  ««7 
272,363 
368.  $46 


"  Baserf  on  4.167  barwlsofrwidualoil-l  ton  of  bituminoasowlBitaiBliwus  Coal  Anroah^^ 

« 1  )ecembe  •  estimated.    Ba«ed  on  4-week  dally  average  ending  Jan.  $,  1M3     New  York  Jooirial  oT  Commwoe.  Ja«.  8, 1953. 

•  Janua.-y-oeptember  1052  average,  Accident  Analysis  Branch,  Bureau  at  Mines,  Coal  Mine  Injuries  No.  67. 

•  January-October  19S2  average. 

•  Assume  IBSl  flrures. 

*Bm!^  'c.aT'iT^  ''feT^  (e)-U  S  BoreM  of  Mines;  eol.  (12)- Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics;  col.  (16)-BituinlnoGg  Coal  Anno*!  1952,  p.  108.  and  propowd  table  ior  ISO 
Km^"  mttSliko^tSl'S^lmte,  bk^i  fl^from  Bur^u  of  Mines;  col.  (10)-ICC.  total  bituminous  coal  freight  revenue  div.ded  W  tons  ongmatrf. 
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Mr.  COOPER  Mr.  President,  the  cu- 
mulative losses,  as  shown  in  each  of  the 
columns  in  the  table,  since  foreign  resid- 
ual oil  began  to  flow  into  this  country  in 
1946  are  a  startling  reminder  that  some- 
where along  the  line  there  has  been  sad 
neglect  in  the  administration  of  our  im- 
port policies  or  in  regard  to  legislation 
in  connection  therewith. 

It  is  a  discouraging  situation  for  an 
industry  which,  when  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  in  Korea  in  1950  brought  an 
immediate  demand  for  increased  quanti- 
ties of  fuel,  responded  by  producing  22 
percent  more  coal  than  was  produced  in 
the  previous  year.  That  accomplishment 
was  made  possible  by  heavy  investments 
in  new  machinery  and  new  prop)erties, 
plus  a  new  determination  on  the  part  of 
both  management  and  labor;  but  at  that 
time  it  was  not  anticipated  that  the  com- 
petition of  residual  oil  would  interrupt 
the  production  schedules  which  were  set 
up  for  this  national  effort. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distingxiished  Senator  fiwn  Ken- 
tucky a  question  in  connection  with  the 
very  interesting  presentation  he  is  mak- 
ing. Does  he  have  any  figures  in  regard 
to  the  loss  of  revenue  to  the  United 
States  Government,  the  State  govern- 
ments, and  the  local  levels  of  govern- 
ment, which  occurs  by  reason  of  the  loss 
of  full  production  in  the  coal.  oil.  and 
gas  industries? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No;  let  me  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  that  I  do  not  have  such 
figures.  I  have  not  yet  gone  into  that 
factor  of  this  situation,  although  I  ex- 
pect to  do  so.  and  to  continue  my  work 
regarding  this  subject. 

Today  I  am  simply  trying  to  point  out 
that  the  importation  of  residual  oil  is 
directly  displacing  the  production  of 
coul.  is  adversely  affecting  the  employ- 
ment of  miners,  and  is  adversely  affect- 
ing communities  throughout  the  Nation. 
I  hope  greater  interest  will  be  shown  in 
this  subject. 

I  know  that  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  is  very  much  inter- 
ested in  it,  and  I  hope  that  we  can  de- 
velop more  information,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Senate  and  the  entire  Congress 
regarding  the  damage  that  is  being  done 
to  one  of  the  great  industries  of  the 
United  States  as  a  result  of  the  importa- 
tion of  residual  oil  which,  as  I  have  tried 
to  point  out.  does  not  really  give  any 
compensatory  benefit  to  the  countries 
with  which  trade  agreements  have  been 
made. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  If  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  will  yield  fur- 
ther, let  me  say  that  the  loss  of  revenue 
or  taxes  to  the  three  levels  of  govern- 
ment—Federal, State,  and  local— will  be 
considerable;  and  as  a  result  of  the  loss 
of  that  revenue,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
secure  revenue  from  other  sources 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  true.  Twenty- 
three  States  are  affected  by  this  problem 
I  do  not  beUeve  the  revenue  which  is 
derived  from  the  importation  of  residual 
0  1.  as  a  result  of  t^e  small  tax  which  is 
placed  upon  It,  GMT  in  any  way  meet  or 
compensate  fear  the  loss  of  revenue  to  the 


Nation,  the  States,  and  the  loc&d  com- 
munities. I  think  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion about  that. 

Mr.  President,  this  situation  is  discour- 
aging to  the  mining  men  and  their  fam- 
ilies, who  contributed  so  generously  to 
the  great  national  effort  in  World  War 
n,  and  who  in  the  postwar  effort  pro- 
duced magnificently  to  meet  the  coal  re- 
quirements of  our  foreign  allies  and 
friends.  It  is  not  selfish,  I  believe,  for 
miners  to  ask  for  reasonable  protection 
against  the  importation  of  residual  oil. 
which  is  at  least  one  cause  of  unemploy- 
ment, although  not  making  any  discerni- 
ble contribution  on  the  other  side  of  the 
ledger. 

In  addition  to  creating  these  condi- 
tions in  our  economy,  foreign  residual 
oil  imports  can  weaken  our  national  se- 
curity, for  they  tend  to  cause  us  to  place 
reliance  upon  a  source  of  fuel  that  can- 
not possibly  be  depended  upon  in  time  of 
emergency.  As  each  tanker  unloads  its 
cargo  of  unemployment  for  mining  men. 
a  double  blow  is  struck  at  the  coal  in- 
dustry. Without  work,  those  men  must 
seek  means  of  livelihood  outside  the 
n[iining  communities.  Idle  mining  com- 
panies cannot  be  expected  to  exi^and 
capacity  or  even  keep  their  mines  in  good 
working  condition.  Should  another  war 
come,  or  even  if  there  is  expansion  of  the 
present  war^vents  which  we  earnestly 
work  to  preventr— and  if  traflflc  in  ocean 
shipping  lanes  should  be  disrupted  by 
enemy  action,  as  was  the  case  during 
World  War  II,  where  would  we  turn  for 
our  increased  fuel  requirements?  We 
would  turn  to  our  coal  industry,  as  we 
have  always  done  in  past  emergencies: 
but  the  ability  of  that  industry  to  meet 
the  new  demands  will  depend  directly 
upon  the  strength  it  has  been  able  to 
muster  in  the  intervening  period. 

New  mines  cannot  be  opened  over- 
night, nor  can  men  be  recruited  at  will 
and  set  to  work  extracting  the  coal  from 
the  earth  from  1  »2  to  2  years  is  required 
for  the  opening  of  a  new  underground 
mining  operation;  and  only  trained  mine 
workers  can  fill  the  jobs  required  by 
modern  mining  methods.  An  inexperi- 
enced man  could  no  more  operate  one  of 
today's  intricate  mining  machines  than 
an  inductee  at  a  Navy  boot  camp  could 
operate  a  rocket  weapon  without  having 
training  in  its  operation. 

In  viewing  th(;  effects  of  the  floods  of 
foreign  residual  oil  into  this  country,  the 
Congress  must,  therefore,  consider  na- 
tional security  in  today's  world  and  in 
terms  of  the  future,  as  well  as  the  im- 
mediate economic  aspects  of  the  situa- 
tion. The  Conjrress  ought  to  consider 
now  the  effect  of  unlimited  imports  of 
a  product  that  not  only  inflicts  serious 
injury  upon  a  basic  industry,  but  has  an 
important  bearing  upon  the  security  of 
the  Nation. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
XT  Hw    SANGER.      The    Senator    from 
North  Dakota  would  like  to  know  what 
kind  of  coal  is  produced  in  Kentucky 
Is  It  soft  coal  or  hard  coal' 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  is  soft  coal,  the  bi- 
tuminous variety. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  there  any  lignite 
In  Kentucky? 


Mr.  COOPER.  There  is  very  little,  if 
any. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  in- 
quire about  the  freight  rates  in  Ken- 
tucky. Are  they  satisfactory,  or  are 
they  too  high? 

Mr.  COOPER.  In  the  opinion  of  our 
people,  the  freight  rates  are  not  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  other  words,  the 
rates  are  considered  to  be  too  high.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  COOPER.  We  think  the  freight 
rates  covering  the  transportation  of  coal 
in  Kentucky  are  adverse,  when  com- 
pared with  and  considered  in  connection 
with  the  freight  rates  imposed  upon  coal 
mined  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  other 
coal-producing  States. 

Mr.  LANGER.    I  may  say  to  my  friend 
that  it  is  impossible  to  develop  the  Ugnite 
fields  of  North  Dakota,  because  of  the 
very  high  freight  rates.     Suits  have  been 
instituted,  some  of  which  have  gone  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
in  an  effort  to  get  a  lower  coal  rate.    We 
were  finally  successful  in  obtaining  a 
slight    reduction    in    the   case    of    coal 
compressed  into  briquettes.      However. 
the  rates  are  so  high  that  it  is  Impossible 
to  develop  the  coal  fields  within  the 
State.      I  wondered  whether  the  State 
of  Kentucky  was  in  a  similar  situation. 
Mr.  COOPER.    The  Stete  of  Kentucky 
Is  in  exactly  the  same  situation.    There 
is  a  great  deal  of  complaint  on  the  part 
of  our  communities,  as  well  as  on  the 
part  of  the  coal  miners  and  producers. 
The  complaints  are  based  upon  the  ad- 
verse freight  rates,  resulting  from  fail- 
ure to  develop  water  transportation.    Fi- 
nally, as  a  result  of  the  impact  of  the  im- 
portation of  residual  oil,  our  great  coal 
industry  is  being  very  severely  damaged, 
and  thousands  upon  thousands  of  min- 
ers are  being  thrown  into  unemployment. 
My  position  is  that  this  industry  is  so 
important  in  the  economy  of  the  Nation 
that  the  entire  problem  of  freight  rates 
and  of  importations  should  be  given  very 
careful  consideration  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 
Mr.  LANGER.    I  remember  that  upon 
another  occasion  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  of  REA. 
Mr.  COOPER.    Yes. 
Mr.  LANGER.    I  do  not  know  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  of  a  better  friend  of 
rural   electrification  for   the   American 
farmers  than  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  LANGER.     Is  there  a  steam  plant 
In  Kentucky  at  which  some  of  the  coal 
is  used  in  the  generation  of  power  for 
use  by  the  farmers  of  Kentucky,  or  Is 
dependence  had  solely  upon  hydroelec- 
tric power? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Steam  plants  of  course 
afford  a  wonderful  opportunity  for  the 
use  of  coal.  I  very  weU  remember  the 
incident  to  which  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  referred.  I  re- 
member that  in  1948,  when  the  question 
of  the  construction  of  a  steam  plant  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  arose, 
there  were  many  other  issues  involved 
at  that  time,  some  having  to  do  with  the 
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question  of  legality,  some  with  the  ques- 
tion of  policy  and  Interest.  But,  refer- 
ring to  this  pai-ticular  problem,  the 
building  of  steam  plants  in  Tennessee 
has  provided  a  market  for  coal  in  both 
Tennessee  and  Kentucky.  Likewise,  the 
building  of  the  atomic -energy  plant  in 
Ohio  and  the  i)ropo8ed  building  of 
steam  plants  to  furnish  electrical  power 
for  that  plant  will  provide  a  market  for 
some  of  the  coal  produced  In  Kentucky. 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  steam 
plants  designed  to  produce  the  power 
which  is  so  badly  needed,  afford  an  ad- 
vantageous opport.xmity  for  the  utiliza- 
tion of  coal. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  jrleld  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  have  been  very  much 
Interested  in  what  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  has  said,  and  I  realise  how 
greatly  concerned  he  is  about  the  wel- 
fare of  one  of  the  leading  Industries  of 
his  State.  However,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  if  the  people  of  my  State  were  of- 
fered Kentucky  c»»l  free  at  the  mines, 
they  probably  would  be  unable  to  use  it. 
even  on  that  basis,  because  of  the  ter- 
rific increase  in  cost  of  transportation. 
In  my  opinion,  the  increase  In  cost  of 
transportation  is  one  of  the  critical 
problems  facing  our  country  today.  It 
seems  that  every  few  dajrs  we  read  of 
applications  for  still  further  Increases  in 
rates.  Quite  rec«!ntly  I  read  that  the 
Railway  Express  Agency  wants  to  make  a 
minimum  charge  on  any  package — even 
a  2-pound  packiige.  shipped  only  10 
miles,  of  $2.30  plus  a  tax,  or  a  total  of 
about  $2.40. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Ml .  President,  If  the  dis- 
tinguished Senatjr  from  Vermont  will 
permit,  I  may  say  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kentucky  took  the  floor  for 
a  few  moments,  lii  order  to  make  a  brief 
speech.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
we  are  now  gettlrg  Into  a  general  debate 
on  the  subject.  If  possible.  I  should  like 
to  return  to  the  regular  order  of  busi- 
ness. If  the  Senator  from  ELentucky  has 
completed  his  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEa^.  The  Chair 
would  Inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky how  much  longer  he  intends  to 
speak. 

Mr.  COOPEB..  Mr.  President,  my 
speech  will  be  concluded  within  2  min- 
utes. 

The  VICE  PRI^SIIMafr.  The  Senator 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

B4r.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakiota. 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  pohat  of 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
win  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky may  not  yield,  since  he  obtained 
unanimous  consent  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks only.  I  think  his  remarks  should 
be  completed,  in  order  that  we  may  pro- 
ceed with  the  regular  business.  If  pos- 
sible. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  point  of 
order  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  well 


taken.    By  unanimous  consent,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  may  proceed  for  2 

minutes.     

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  my  In- 
terest in  this  question  was  quickened 
last  fall  as  I  traveled  in  the  coal  produc- 
ing section  of  my  own  State  of  Kentucky. 
Kentucky  Is  the  third  largest  producer 
of  coal  In  the  Nation  and.  as  I  have  said, 
produced  last  year  70  million  tons  of 
coal.  There  are  approximately  60.000 
miners  in  Blentucky  who  are  for  the 
most  part  organized  in  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America.  Many  of  our 
counties,  communities.  aiKl  much  of  our 
business  depends  directly  upon  the  pro- 
duction of  coal. 

Last  fall  I  saw  mines  that  had  recently 
closed:  mining  companies  that  were  con- 
sidering closing  their  mines,  and  miners 
out  of  work.  I  am  informed  that  in  1952, 
16  mines  employing  2.200  men  In  Ken- 
tucky were  closed  and  thus  far  in  this 
year.  4  mines,  employing  600  men  have 
been  closed.  Of  course  there  are  smaller 
mines  which  are  closing  in  larger  num- 
bers. 

In  closing.  I  would  say  that  it  Is  true 
that  other  economic  factors  have  theii- 
Influence  upon  the  coal  industry  as  they 
do  upon  all  other  industries,  but  It  can- 
not be  denied  that  the  Importation  of 
residual  oil  can  be  easily  identified  as 
one  of  the  major  factors  which  is  dam- 
aging to  the  coal  industry  of  my  State 
and  of  the  Nation. 

This  is  easily  understood  when  we 
consider  the  simple  fact  that  approxi- 
mately 500.000  barrels  of  residual  oil  are 
coming  Into  this  cotmtry  each  day  and 
are  displacing  the  production  of  approx- 
imately 100,000  tons  of  coal  a  day. 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  have  today 
introduced  a  bill  to  fix  quotas  upon  the 
Importation  of  residual  oil.  I  believe 
that,  consistent  with  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  over  reve- 
nue matters  this  situation  deserves  the 
earliest  consideration  by  the  Senate. 
There  are  other  ways  In  which  this  prob- 
lem can  be  met.  I  shall  continue  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  this  body  the 
importance  and  urgency  of  talcing  reme  - 
dial  action  to  protect  one  of  the  great 
coal  industries  of  the  Nation  and  those 
who  are  employed  In  the  mines  against 
inequitable  competition. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  Is  the 
morning  hour  concluded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Thtt 
In  the  chair).  No;  the  momhig  hour 
has  not  yet  been  c<»icluded. 


AWARD  OF  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
HONOR  MEDAL  TO  EARL  GOD- 
WIN 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Free- 
doms Foundation  has  awarded  to  E^l 
Godwin,  one  of  the  leading  radio  com- 
mentators, the  George  Washington 
Honor  MedaL  This  is  a  very  deserved 
tribute. 

Freedoms  Foundation  is  a  privately 
endowed  body  which  describes  its  objec- 
tives in  this  way:  "To  maintain  the 
American  way  of  life  and  pass  It  Intact 
to  succeeding  generations  is  the  respon- 
sibility of  every  true  American."  It 
stands  for  and  declares  **a  fundamental 
belief  In  God;  and  constitutional  govern- 
ment designed  to  serve  the  people." 


It  Is  the  practice  of  this  foundation  to 
present  annually  awards  to  schools.  In- 
stitutions, and  Individuals.  This  year 
Vice  President  Nntow  armounced  the  list 
and  handed  awards  to  18  national  insti- 
tutions and  persons,  as  well  as  several 
hundreds  of  sectional  wards. 

The  award  to  Earl  Godwin  was  an- 
noimced  by  Vice  President  Nixon  and  is 
a  medal  for  a  single  national  broadcast. 
This  broadcast  by  Earl  Godwin  was  so 
fine  that  I  desire  it  to  be  inserted  In  the 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  that  be  done. 

Therie  being  no  objection,  the  broad- 
cast was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Earl  Goowiw's  Washinctom,  Octobbb  18.  1952 
TbLs  happens  to  be  the  last  program  I  wUl 
do  In  thia  series,  as  Mr.  Elaltenborn  returns 
to  this  time,  beginning  next  Saturday,  and 
so  I  am  going  to  end  up  in  a  barrage  of  my 
own  sentiments  on  a  subject  which  someday 
will  be  the  cause  of  another  American  revo- 
lution if  the  spirit  of  1776  can  ever  get  its 
head  above  the  swamp  of  statism  into  which 
a  lackadaisical  generation  led  it. 

Right  now  the  courts,  and  particularly  the 
great  Si^ireme  Court  at  Washington,  whose 
white  marble  building  rises  on  the  city  square 
where  Washington's  Earl  Godwin  was  born 
in  the  days  when  Americans  took  patriotism, 
as  a  matter  of  course  Just  as  the  air  they 
breathed.  (I  got  too  far  along  in  that  sen- 
tence.) The  courts  today  are  called  upon  to 
defend  the  treachery,  called  Oommunlsm, 
with  the  same  shield  that  the  patriots  pro- 
vided In  the  Constitution  as  a  bulwark 
against  the  tyranny  of  king's  courts  or  big 
government.  The  civil  rights  which  so  many 
of  our  decKlllest  Internal  enemies  bring  to 
court  to  protect  them  against  the  punish- 
ment they  deeerve  are  used  so  they  are  no 
more  than  a  racketeering  device,  such  as 
would  be  used  by  an  adroit  and  snide  trick- 
ster of  the  underworld's  lawyer  type. 

I  am  leading  up  to  the  thought  I  have  had 
ever  since  I  learned  the  words  fascism  and 
communism. 

Many,  many  of  the  young  people  who  slid 
Into  the  area  of  conununlsn\  and  who  Joined 
the  party  or  some  of  the  various  Communist- 
front  groups  did  BO  because  they  were  In- 
duced by  a  fear  of  what  they  called  fascism. 
They  seemed  to  think  that  fascism,  which  la 
a  European  blight,  was  about  ready  to  vpntA. 
throughout  the  United  States  and  so  they 
took  as  an  alternate  Mm  same  sort  of  thing 
In  another  name  and  gttlse — oommunlsm. 

They  had  Americanism  for  their  escape 
from  fascism  or  any  other  womout  Euro- 
peanlsm,  but  the  great  error  of  the  times 
was  the  trap,  called  communism.  Between 
two  dirty  little  isms  like  that  they  seemed 
unable  to  see  the  wonderfvU  divinely  Inspired 
Americanism  which  Is  responsible  for  the 
strength  of  the  RefmbUc  and  which  Is  the 
key  to  peace  and  prosperity. 

And  so  the  fight  should  not  be  betwixt  fas- 
cism and  oommunism,  but  it  shoutd  be  Amer- 
icanism against  all  else,  the  undUuted  1776 
type  of  Americanism  at  that.  The  modem 
generatloa  which  has  not  heard  of  or  experi- 
enced any  patriotic  thrtU  may  wonder  why 
I  say  that  and  they  wUl  pour  another  cock- 
tall  and  devastate  me  with  the  cxj  of  "hope- 
less reactionary."  Why,  Americanism  Is  as 
far  nxMn  reaetioa  as  the  unhampered  deluge 
upon  this  earth  of  the  power  of  the  imiverse. 
It  Is  a  divine  Inspiration.  It  is  the  departure 
from  it  which  Is  reactionary.  Time  and  time 
again  in  the  story  of  mankind  a  lot  of  patent 
political  medicine  salesmen  have  lured  the 
mass  at  people  away  from  the  path  of  prog- 
x«aa  to  some  fake  cure-all  and  this  oocvirs 
from  the  time  oC  Aaron  and  the  golden  calf 
right  down  to  the  present.  One  of  the 
poAsonous  ingredients  in  the  false  medicine 
of  communism  and  fascism  is  the  bad  grace 
Into   which    private    indusuy    and    private 
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ownership  hu  fallen  when  as  a  matter  of 
fact  It  will  be  only  private  endeavor,  private 
Initiative  and  individual  sweat  and  toll 
which  will  bring  America  back  to  American 
strength. 

One  reason  why  the  proponents  of  these 
various  un-American  isms  try  to  stop  the 
religious  Impulse  which  is  a  spiritual  heritage 
of  mankind  is  because  in  Ood's  religion  the 
truth  Is  that  mankind  is  urged  to  work, 
create,  and  own  and  not  to  turn  over  his 
stewardship  to  the  state. 

This  was  one  compelling  thought  In  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  in  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  and  it  was  on 
the  adoption  and  application  of  the  princi- 
ples in  these  two  God-given  dociunents  that 
America  became  the  wonder  country  of  the 
globe.  When  you  remember  the  Biblical 
phrase  "a  lltUe  child  shaU  lead  them."  do 
you  realize  that  the  child  of  the  nations  was 
our  America  and  that  while  the  rest  of  the 
world  has  been  losing  strength  in  the  rot 
of  wrong  ideals  the  child  America  has  led 
the  world.  It  is  the  fruit  of  our  private 
enterprise  which  has  fed  the  enslaved  and 
state-owner  nations  of  the  rest  of  the  world 
and  yet  In  spite  of  all  this  in  some  circles 
a  man  is  called  progressive  the  minute  he 
starts  shooting  at  the  only  remaining  goose 
that  lays  golden  eggs.  I  quote  that  sen- 
tence from  Dean  Manlon's  all-Amerlcan  book 
The  Key  to  Peace. 

The  common  man,  he  continues.  Is  being 
recruited  en  masse  against  the  only  system 
which  has  consistently  offered  men  a  chance 
to  become  uncommon. 

The  propagandists  for  the  State-owner 
program  defend  their  errors  by  speaking  of 
their  works  as  the  produce  of  modern  think- 
ing. They  may  be  right,  but  they  cannot 
assiune  that  it  is  correct  thinking. 

In  this  long-drawn  battle  in  which  a 
handful  of  Conununists  or  fellow-travelers 
hold  up  the  rest  at  the  country  in  the  courts, 
you  do  not  find  the  poor  down -trodden  work- 
ing man.  No.  The  fight  against  American- 
Ism  is  conducted  by  well-to-do  crusaders. 
The  card-carrying  Communists  of  today,  if 
they  carry  cards,  are  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
poUtlcal  party  with  the  name  Communist 
and  they  are  negligible  and  unlnfluentlal. 
It  is  the  hidden,  wary,  socially  and  financial- 
ly strong  man  or  woman  who  spreads  the 
theory  and  stays  hidden. 

The  influence  of  these  powerful  hidden 
characters  can  be  seen  in  the  spread  of  big 
Government  which  has  come  to  the  point 
where  the  presidency  in  this  republic  is  about 
fts  powerful  an  office  as  there  is  on  earth. 
With  certainly  the  power  of  life  and  death 
over  enterprise.  There  are  few  Americans 
today  who  are  not  listed  on  some  State  or 
Federal  Government  list  with  the  necessity 
of  reporting  to  the  Government  on  some- 
thing or  other  periodically.  One  of  these 
days  this  may  get  too  burdensome  and  a 
wave  of  what  is  going  to  be  called  the  new 
Americanisms  will  make  a  change  and  it  will 
not  be  new  at  all.  It  will  be  as  old  la  this 
country  as  the  Constitution   itself. 

Now  the  basic  factor  of  this  whole  matter 
of  American  success  as  a  Nation  of  people 
Is  in  the  mysterious  actions  of  God's  spirit 
and  that  is  scnnethlng  the  politicians  as  well 
as  the  religionists  and  theologians  must  be- 
gin to  realize  as  a  practical  matter.  Just  as 
practical  and  Just  as  effective  as  any  of  the 
physical  elements  with  which  science  works. 
Freedom  is  the  main  ingredient  and  free- 
dom can  be  choked  out  of  sight  more  easily 
than  it  can  be  maintained.  There  has  been 
an  awful  mess  made  out  of  the  word  democ- 
racy, which  has  come  into  the  forefront 
since  the  time  Woodrow  Wilson  began  say- 
ing  that  the  world  should  be  made  safe  for 
democracy  (which  U  Job  rule).  The  Pound- 
ing Fathers  never  made  use  of  the  word.  It 
was  the  individual  the  Founding  Fathers 
worked  with,  as  James  liadison  put  it,  and 
he  cert«j|jly  fathered  the  ConsUtution;  "We 


rest   our  political   experiments   on   the   ca- 
pacity of  mankind  for  self-government." 

This  Inspired  truth  spread  tremendously 
in  our  early  days  and  Is  alone  responsible  for 
the  Jump  ahead  young  America  took  in  the 
days  of  the  clipper  ships  and  the  unbeat- 
able and  unbounded  American  spirit. 

After  a  while  along  came  a  set  of  folks 
who  claimed  that  all  these  riches  are  the 
product  of  robber  bcu-ons  and  in  the  rush  to 
take  It  away  from  those  who  built  it  up  and 
hand  it  to  those  who  never  had  a  tiling  to  do 
with  it,  the  process  crushes  the  small  man 
and  family  brought  up  in  thrift  and  hard 
work,  whose  earnings  are  so  depleted  they 
are  the  forgotten  generation. 

Unfortunately  the  matter  of  communism 
has  become  a  partisan  political  matter  and 
is  a  rife  subject  in  this  campaign  and  I  sup- 
pose I  am  almost  alone  In  this  United  States 
of  America  with  the  idea  that  it  should  not 
be  a  matter  between  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats but  that  both  parties  should  quit  their 
fighting  over  it  and  start  in  on  a  bipartisan 
all-Amerlcan  drive  to  end  the  blight  in  this 
country.  It  has  been  highly  unfashionable 
to  fight  communism  (that  is  until  lately). 
For  at  least  10  years  the  world  of  fashion 
and  that  section  called  society  shunned 
the  idea  of  protesting  against  anything  un- 
American  unless  It  be  fascism.  And  what  Is 
that?  Something  nonexistent  In  America, 
so  the  influence  of  the  Reds  certainly  domi- 
nated-* American  life  for  more  years  than 
anyone  knows  and  In  that  time  we  saw  Com- 
munists commissioned  as  officers  in  the 
American  Army;  we  saw  high  Government 
officials  stop  an  Investigation  in  communism 
among  radio  operators  aboard  merchant 
marine  vessels;  we  saw  the  late  Dies  Com- 
mltttee  lauded  to  high  heaven  when  It  under- 
took its  crusade  against  nazism  and  German 
espionage  in  this  country  and  then  trampled 
almost  out  of  existence  when  it  flnlshed  up 
on  nazism  and  took  to  prying  into  commu- 
nism. 

Volumes  have  been  written  about  it  and 
very  late  volumes  Include  the  reports  of  the 
Senate's  Committee  on  Internal  Security 
which  show  that  conununlsm  is  still  hidden 
In  Government  and  Is  laughing  at  us.  As 
long  as  we  make  it  a  matter  for  Republicans 
to  attack  and  Democrats  to  defend  it  will  be 
the  best  thing  on  earth  for  communism. 
Instead  erf  that  we  should  have  an  all-Ameri- 
can truce.  Let  each  side  decide  to  let  by- 
gones by  bygones  and  join  hands. 

We  have  Joined  hands  for  a  war  on  the 
physical  threat  of  cancer;  we  have  Joined 
hands  for  the  Red  Cross;  we  have  Joined 
hands  in  a  thousand  wasrs  to  put  the  strength 
of  America  against  an  evil,  but  we  seem 
stalled  and  ineffective  when  it  comes  to  a 
fight  against  Internal  domestic  conununlsm 
because  politics  gets  In  the  way. 

Let's  rim  up  the  flag  and  sing  God  Bless 
America  and  take  an  old-time  Fourth  of 
July  delight  In  bringing  back  the  old-time 
home  gingham  apron -type  of  Americanism. 

We  do  not  have  to  say  we  are  antl-Faacist. 
freedom-loving  people.  We  are  certainly  all 
for  the  ideal  of  worldwide  human  brother- 
hood, but  we  don't  have  to  find  any  new 
phrases.  The  best  formula  produced  so  far 
for  everything  we  hope  to  be  and  started 
to  t>e  Is  Americanism.  The  one  system  which 
recognizes  the  divine  plan  for  the  complete 
d4gnlty  of  the  Individual. 

Right  now  we  see  our  foreign-policy  of- 
ficials adopting,  at  long  last,  a  hard-boiled 
attitude  against  the  diplomacy  of  the  Iron- 
Curtain  countries  and  the  American  public 
Is  fairly  well  advised  on  that  point.  But 
what  Is  not  so  apparent  is  the  fact  that  the 
motivating  power  in  ConMnunist  policy  Is 
the  Communist  plan  for  an  eventual  armed 
conquest  of  the  rest  of  the  world.  If  not 
from  without  a  country  from  the  Inside  and 
this  is  ever  present  In  every  move  Russia 
makes.  Oddly  enough  very  little  public  at- 
tention was  paid  to  the  most  recent  address 
of  Premier  Stalin  at   the   opening   of   the 


10th  Communist  Party  Congress,  that  Is. 
to  those  few  brief  sentences  In  which  he 
once  more  laid  down  the  Communist  prin- 
ciple of  gradually  infiltrating  Communist 
poison  Into  every  nation  and  forming  world 
brotherhoods  of  communism  so  that  gradu- 
ally freedom  would  be  wiped  out  of  the 
human  race.  God  never  intended  humanity 
to  be  a  race  of  state-driven  slaves.  If  such 
a  thing  ever  occurs  It  may  be  the  signal  for 
the  Angel  Gabriel's  last  trumpet.  God  would 
certainly  lower  the  boom  on  that  experiment. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
ur>?nimous  consent  to  speak  for  6 
minutes. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
like  to  object,  but  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Florida  will  wait  until  we  complete 
the  business  of  the  morning  hour.  I 
have  not  been  very  strict  In  this  matter, 
but  many  Senators  attend  the  beginning 
of  the  session  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing biUs,  and  presenting  other  rou- 
tine matters,  and  it  seema  to  me  that 
speeches  during  the  morning  hour  should 
be  confined  to  2  minutes  with  referexM» 
to  some  bill  which  is  being  introduced 
or  on  some  matter  related  to  the  twsiness 
of  the  morning  hour.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  from  Florida  would  mind  with- 
holding  his  remarks  imtil  we  complete 
the  business  of  the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  No,  indeed.  I  under- 
stood  I  was  complying  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  majority  leader.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  withhold  my  remarks  until  the 
completion  of  the  business  of  the  morn- 
ing hour,  and  then  I  hope  that  I  shall 
be  recognized  before  the  Senator  makes 
a  motion  to  take  up  a  resolution  or  bill 
for  consideration. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Of  course.  Mr.  President, 
any  Senator  can  speak  as  long  as  he 
wants  to,  but  I  should  like  to  get  some- 
thing definite  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  it  the  In- 
tention of  the  majority  leader  to  com- 
plete action  on  the  resolution  today? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes;  and  also  action  on 
the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar. Then  I  shall  move  to  adjourn 
until  Monday,  March  2,  at  noon,  when 
memorial  exercises  on  the  late  Senator 
La  PoUette  wiU  be  in  order.  After  that. 
I  hope  the  Senate  may  take  up  the  sup- 
plemental appropriation  bill  and  disp)ose 
of  it.  If  possible,  on  Monday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Can  the 
Senator  give  us  his  plan  for  the  other 
sessions  next  week? 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  far  as  I  am  advised, 
probably  no  bills  of  great  importance 
will  be  reported  or  will  be  ready  to  be 
taken  up  on  Wednesday  or  Friday.  It  is 
proposed  that  the  Senate  meet  on  Mon- 
day. Wednesday,  and  Friday  of  next 
week  for  the  transaction  of  routine  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  for  the  information. 
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CONDEMNATION  OF  TREATMENT  OF 

MINORITY    GROUPS    BY    RUSSIA 

AND  HER  SATELLITES 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Calendar  No.  43.  Senate  Reso- 
lution 84.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  tlxe  resolution. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  84).  as  loUows: 

Resolved,  That  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  SUtes  that  the  vicious  and 
inhuman  campaigris  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Government  and  its  puppet  governmenU  in 
satellite  sUtes  in  Europe  and  Asia  against 
minority  groups  such  as  the  persecuUon  of 
Greek  orthodox  congregations,  the  imprison- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  prelates,  the  harass- 
ment of  Protestant  denominations,  the  sup- 
pression of  Moslem  communities,  the  perse- 
cuUon and  scattering  of  ethnic  groups  In 
Poland,  in  the  Ukraine.  In  the  BalUc  and 
Balkan  States  and  in  many  other  areas  un- 
der Soviet  dominaUon.  and  most  recently 
the  increasing  pei*ecutlon  of  the  people  of 
the  Jewish  faith,  deserve  the  strongest  con- 
demnation by  aU  peoples  who  believe  that 
spiritual  values  an  the  bases  of  human 
progress  and  freedom. 

Resolved  furthtr.  That  the  President  of 
the  United  8tate«  is  hereby  urged  to  take 
appropriate  action  to  protest,  particularly  in 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations, 
against  these  outrages. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Jiir.  rVES.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to 
have  stated. 

The  LxoisLATivx  Clibk.  On  page  2. 
line  6.  before  the  period,  it  Is  proposed 
to  Insert  the  following:  **in  order  that 
the  United  Nations  shall  take  such  action 
in  opposition  to  them  as  may  be  suitable 
under  its  Charter." 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
Mr.  rVES.  I  think  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment  is  obvious  from  its  text  I 
wish  to  commend  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  for  the  resolution 
which  they  have  drafted  and  placed  be- 
fore the  Senate  for  consideration.  It 
is  inclusive,  and  it  covers  the  important 
points  which,  it  seems  to  me,  shoiUd  be 
covered  by  a  resolution  of  this  type. 
However,  I  feel  that  in  the  last  resolve — 
that  is,  the  second  resolve — it  would  be 
well  to  go  further  than  the  resolution 
now  goes.  The  second  resolve  now  reads 
as  follows: 

Resolved  further.  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  1b  hereby  urged  to  take  appro- 
priate action  to  protest,  particularly  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations, 
against  these  outrag 


I  concur  wholeheartedly  in  that  state- 
ment, but  it  seems  to  me  that,  in  order 
to  pin  down  our  intention  and  action,  we 
should  go  one  step  further.  In  order  to 
take  that  one  step,  I  have  offered  the 
amendment,  which  the  clerk  has  read. 
The  amendment  continues  the  second  re- 
solve, as  follows: 

in  order  that  the  United  Nations  shall  take 
sucfi  action  in  opposition  to  them — 


The  "them"  referring  to  the  outrages — 
as  may  be  suitable  under  its  charter. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  instead  of  calling 
on  the  President  to  urge  the  United 
Nations  to  act  purely  as  a  debating  soci- 
ety in  this  particular  instance,  it  would 
be  better  if  the  resolution  as  modified 
by  this  amendment  were  to  be  adopted, 
and  the  President,  acting  through  the 
United  States  delegation  to  the  United 
Nations  were  thus  to  be  requested  to  act, 
insofar  as  such  action  might  be  possible, 
to  the  end  that  the  purpose  of  the  resolu- 
tion may  be  realized  through  appropriate 
action  taken  by  the  United  Nations. 

In  other  words,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Genera!  Assembly,  Instead  of  merely  de- 
bating the  matter  contained  In  the  reso- 
lution, should  itself  at  the  least  adopt  a 
resolution  protesting  and  condemning 
the  conditions  cited  In  the  first  resolve 
of  the  resolution  now  before  the  Seimte. 
This  Is  the  reason  why  I  have  submitted 
the  amendment  to  the  resolution.  I  hope 
It  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  canvassed  the  sit- 
uation among  members  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  and  I  find  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  to  be  acceptable.    I  so  announce. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ivisl.  ^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
there  be  printed  In  the  Rxcord  at  this 
point  the  resolution  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  84) .  as  amend- 
ed, Is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  that  the  vicious  and 
inhuman  campaigns  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Government  and  Its  puppet  governments  In 
satellite  states  in  Europe  and  Asia  against 
minority  groups  such  as  the  persecution  of 
Greek  orthodox  congregations,  the  imprison- 
ment of  Roman  Catliollc  prelates,  the  harass- 
ment of  Protestant  denominations,  tlie  sup- 
pression of  Moslem  communities,  the  perse- 
cution and  scattering  of  ethnic  groups  In 
Poland,  in  the  Ukraine,  in  the  Baltic  and 
Balkan  States,  and  in  many  other  areas  under 
Soviet  domination,  and  most  recently  the 
increasing  persecution  of  the  people  of  the 
Jewish  faith,  deserve  the  strongest  condem- 
nation by  all  peoples  who  believe  that  spir- 
itual values  are  the  bases  of  human  progress 
and  freedom. 

Resolved  further.  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  Is  hereby  urged  to  take  appro- 
priate action  to  protest,  particularly  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations, 
against  these  outrages.  In  order  that  the 
United  Nations  shall  take  such  action  in  op- 
position to  them  as  may  be  suitable  under 
its  charter. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  reported 
to  the  Senate  as  an  original  resolution 
the  pending  resolution  from  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  condemning  in  the 
strongest  terms  the  vicious  and  inhuman 
persecution  of  minority  groups  by  the 
Soviet  Union  and  its  satellite  states.  The 
resoluton  further  calls  upon  the  Presi- 
dent to  protest  these  pdtsecutions  and  in 
particular  suggests  the  United  Nations 
General  Assembly  as  an  appropriate 
forum  for  protest. 

The  pending  resolution  grew  out  of 
Senate  Resolution  70,  submitted  by  the 


Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mxjhray] 
and  21  other  Senators,  and  Senate  Reso- 
lution 71.  submitted  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hxndrick- 
soK],  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  Smith],  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  Those 
two  resolutions  were  submitted  on  Feb- 
ruary 16  and  referred  to  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Conunittee,  and  became  the 
working  basis  of  the  resolution  on  which 
the  Senate  is  now  about  to  act. 

Each  of  these  resolutions  condemned 
the  recent  mamifestations  of  anti- 
Semitism  in  the  Soviet  Union.  Senate 
Resolution  70  expressed  the  expecta- 
tion that  the  United  States  Government 
would  convey  its  concern  to  the  Soviet 
Government,  while  Senate  Resolution  71 
invited  the  attention  of  all  persons  be- 
lieving in  democi*acy  and  himian  free- 
dom to  the  similarities  between  com- 
munism and  fascism.  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 70  spoke  only  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.; 
Senate  Resolution  71  was  directed  to  the 
Soviet  Union  and  its  satellite  states. 

When  we  considered  these  resolutions 
in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  Mr. 
President,  it  at  once  became  apparent 
that  what  we  were  dealing  with  was  not 
simply  anti-Semitism  but  widespread, 
calculated  persecution  of  any  minority 
group  where  such  persecution  would 
further  the  vicious  designs  of  the  mas- 
ters of  the  Soviet  Union  and  its 
satellites. 

A  subcommittee  was  therefore  ap- 
pointed, consisting  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [!i4r.  Taft],  chairman,  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  [Mr.  KnowlandI. 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ful- 
BRiGHT],  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr,  Gillette]  to  consider  the  broader 
aspects  of  the  pi-oblem ;  and  the  resolu- 
tion which  is  now  before  the  Senate  is 
the  result  of  the  subcommittee's  deliber- 
ations. 

The  resolution  condemns  Soviet  per- 
secution of  minority  groups  in  general, 
and  it  specifically  mentions  the  iwrsecu- 
tion  of  Greek  orthodox  congregations, 
the   Imprisonment  of   Roman  Catholic 
prelates,  the  harassment  of  Protestant 
denominations,  the  suppression  of  Mos- 
lem commimities,  the  persecution  and 
scattering  of  ethnic  groups  In  Poland,  the 
Ukraine,  the  Baltic  States,  the  Balkans, 
and  elsewhere,  and  the  recent  increasing 
persecution  of  people  of  the  Jewish  faith. 
It  further  urges  the  President  "to  take 
appropriate  action  to  protest,  particu- 
larly in  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations,  against  these  outrages." 
Mr.  President,  this  is  a  much  stronger 
resolution  than  either  of  those  originally 
presented  to  the  Senate.    It  condemns 
the  actions  against  minority  gix>ups,  not 
only  of  the  Soviet  Government  but  also 
of  its  puppet  governments  in  satellite 
states   in   Euro];)e   and   Asia.     It   also 
makes  it  plain  that  these  actions  are 
aimed  at  all  peoples  who  believe  that 
spiritual  values  are  the  bases  of  human 
progress  and  freedom.     In  shoit.  the 
resolution  recognizes  the  fsu;t  that  the 
question  of  minority  rights  is  indivisible, 
that  no  religion  is  safe  where  one  is  in 
danger,   and   that  a  despotism   which 
seeks  to  destroy  the   Integrity  of  one 
ethnic  group  today  will  attack  others 
tomorrow. 
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The  entire  civilized  world  has  been 
horrified  at  the  most  recent  anti-Semitic 
outrages  on  the  part  of  the  Soviet  Union 
and  its  satellites — the  phony  trials  in 
Czechoslovakia,  the  charges  against  Jew- 
ish doctors  in  Moscow,  and  other  events 
culminating  in  the  severance  of  diplo- 
matic relations  with  Israel  following  the 
bombing  of  the  Soviet  Legation  in  Tel 
Aviv.  It  is  not  beyond  belief  that  the 
bombing  was  deliberately  carried  out  by 
the  Communists  themselves  in  order  to 
provide  the  pretext  tot  actions  which 
they  intended  to  take  in  any  event. 

But.  Mr.  President,  this  wave  of  anti- 
Semitism  is  completely  consistent  with 
the  whole  Soviet  record  toward  minori- 
ties. It  is  part  of  a  pattern  of  persecu- 
tion which  caUs  for  action  against 
whichever  minority  happens  to  provide 
the  target  best  calculated  to  achieve  the 
Kremlin's  ends  at  home  or  abroad. 

Communism  is,  of  course,  basically  an- 
tireligious.  It  is  against  any  religion  and 
all  religions.  Thus  the  Kremlin  has  car- 
ried on  a  ctmsistent  campaign  of  harass- 
ment and  oppression  against  the  Russian 
Orthodox  Church,  which  Is  the  largest 
in  the  Soviet  Union.  The  Roman  Cath- 
olic Church  is  the  largest  in  most  of  the 
satellites,  and  it  has  been  the  object  of  a 
similar  campaign.  Catholic  prelates 
have  been  imprisoned  and  in  some  cases 
executed.  Protestant  groups  likewise 
are  controlled  and  regulated,  and  the 
state  has  attempted  to  suppress  the  large 
Moslem  communities  in  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 
The  Shariat,  the  Mohammedan  code  of 
laws  and  rules  of  life,  has  been  liqui- 
dated, and  in  some  areas  Moslems  are 
zx>t  allowed  to  be  married  by  mullahs. 

In  addition  to  these  activities  directed 
against  religious  groups,  the  Kremlin  has 
persecuted  and  attempted  to  destroy 
many  ethnic  groups  within  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain area.  I  think  it  could  be  fairly  said 
that  the  campaigns  against  some  of 
these  groups,  particularly  those  in  the 
Ukraine  and  the  Baltic  States,  as  well  as 
in  Poland  and  the  Balkans,  amount  to 
genocide.  Whole  peoples  have  been  de- 
ported en  masse,  and  in  some  areas  have 
been  the  targets  of  systematic  campaigns 
of  extermination. 

Mr.  President,  by  adopting  the  pend- 
ing resolution,  we  can  make  it  clear  that 
we  will  not  remain  silent  in  the  face  of 
such  premeditated  terror.  We  can  let 
the  oppressed  peoples  of  Russia  and  the 
satellites  know  that  we  have  not  forgot- 
ten them  in  their  agony.  The  conscience 
of  mankind  can  still  be  heard.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  hop>e  the  vote  on  the  resolution 
will  be  unanimous. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  say  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  that  I  commend  him  and 
the  committee  for  the  action  they  have 
taken  in  connection  with  the  pending 
resolution.  I  have  received  much  cor- 
respondence on  this  subject,  and  have 
had  many  talks  with  citizens  of  Massa- 
chusetts whose  ancestors  came  from  the 
countries  mentioned,  and  who  are  in- 
tensely concerned  about  these  outrages. 
I  am  happy  to  join  with  the  chairman 
and  other  members  of  the  committee  In 
supporting  the  resolution,  as  amended. 


Mr.  8MATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Florida. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  also 
wish  to  congratulate  the  distingiiished 
senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  his 
committee  for  reporting  this  very  time- 
ly and  necessary  resolution. 

I  wish  it  were  the  privilege  of  every 
American  citizen  to  join  with  us  in 
adopting  this  resolution,  because  indeed 
it  embodies  the  very  spirit  of  Ameri- 
canism. 

If  our  way  of  life  were  stripped  of  its 
basic  freedoms  our  institutions  would  be 
different  and  we.  as  individuals,  would 
suffer  an  intolerable  life.  I  do  not  tliink 
we  can  place  one  liberty  above  another  in 
importance,  but  if  we  were  called  upgn 
to  take  them  in  order,  I  think  freedom 
of  religion  would  be  listed  as  No.  1.  In  a 
real  sense,  without  freedom  of  worship 
all  our  freedoms  would  become  mean- 
ingless. As  our  civilization  was  bom 
from  a  love  of  complete  freedom  of  wor- 
ship, we  as  a  nation  have  an  obligation 
to  imceasingly  protect  and  strengthen 
this  freedom  In  the  world  when  freedom 
and  slavery  are  in  contest. 

It  is  wrong  to  persecute  people  for  any 
reason.  It  is  inhuman  and  evil  to  per- 
secute people  because  of  their  faith.  The 
rectnt  outrages  committed  by  the  Soviet 
Union  against*  the  Jews  deserve  the 
strongest  condemnation  from  all  free 
people.  I  am  glad  that  the  framers  of 
the  committee  resolution  have  seen  fit 
to  condemn  the  unjust  and  inhuman 
campaigns  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Union  and  its  puppet  governments 
against  all  minority  religious  groups. 

I  consider  it  an  especial  privilege  to 
vote  for  this  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  add  my  voice  in  commendation  of  the 
cwnmittee.  and  to  join  in  the  expressions 
of  Senators  who  have  preceded  me  in 
strongly  supporting  the  pending  resolu- 
tion. I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  shall  now 
report  to  the  Senate  briefly  an  episode 
in  international  relations  which  is  much 
happier  than  the  one  against  which  the 
the  pending  resolution  is  directed. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  has  the  floor. 


HEMISPHERIC  HIGHWAY  PROB- 
LEMS—PAN AMERICAN  HIGHWAY 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  last 
October,  official  representatives  of  16 
American  Republics  met  in  Mexico  City 
to  consider  hemispheric  highway  prob- 
lems. As  in  the  case  of  some  other  tech- 
nical assemblies  where  matters  affect- 
ing the  economic  well-being  of  millions 
of  persons  are  discussed,  the  general 
public  gave  little  Indication  of  great  in- 
terest. Nevertheless,  the  meeting  was 
important  in  its  immediate  action  and 
significant  In  Its  future  potentialities. 

The  occasion  was  a  special  Pan  Amer- 
ican Highway  Congress,  convened  under 
the  sponsorship  of  the  Organization  of 
American  States— Pan  American  Union. 
I  had  the  privilege  of  attending  as  a 
member  of  the  United  States  delegation, 
which  consisted  of  the  following  oillcial 
delegates:  Jack  O.  Scott,  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce  for  Transportation, 


chairman:  Speasard  L.  Holland.  congr«8- 
sional  delegate;  Robert  B.  Brooks,  eon- 
suiting  engineer;  Edwin  W.  James.  Bu- 
reau of  Public  Roads;  Henry  H.  Kelly, 
Department  of  State;  Charles  P.  Nolan. 
Department  of  State;  Paul  Reinhold. 
president.  American  Road  Builders' 
Association;  Russell  Singer,  executive 
vice  president,  American  Automobile 
Association;  Francis  C.  Turner,  Bureau 
of  Public  Roads;  Melville  Osborne. 
American  Embassy,  Mexico  City,  secre- 
tary of  the  delegation. 

There  were  also  present  16  or  more 
ofDclal  obseivers  from  our  Nation  repre- 
senting various  technical,  professional, 
and  commercial  bodies.  At  a  plenary 
session  of  the  congress  I  made  a  brief 
statement  on  behalf  of  our  entire  delega- 
tion on  a  subject  which  was  close  to  the 
heart  of  all  of  us — that  of  speeding  the 
completion  the  inter-American  highway 
from  the  United  States  to  Panama.  I 
said: 

The  United  States  favon  the  early  com- 
pletion of  the  Inter -American  Highway. 
which  will  provide  modern  and  efflclent 
overland  communication  through  the  friend- 
ly Republics  extending  from  Panama  to  the 
United  States.  Aa  tangible  evidence  of  our 
continuing  Interest  and  cooperation,  the 
United  States  has  given  subetantlal  aaeUt- 
ance,  technically  and  flnanclally,  to  the  oon- 
Btructlon  of  the  highway. 

For  example,  under  leglalatlon  enacted  by 
the  United  States  Congress  and  through  bi- 
lateral agreements  entered  Into  with  Indi- 
vidual Republics  for  the  purpcae  of  ■faring 
cotistructlon  costs,  more  than  (40  million  has 
already  been  spent  or  committed  by  the 
United  States,  most  of  It  In  recent  years.  As 
further  assurance  of  our  sincere  and  friendly 
Interest,  the  United  States  Congress  has  t>»i« 
year  authorized,  but  not  yet  appropriated, 
an  additional  sum  of  116  miUlon.  oooalstlng 
of  98  million  for  each  of  the  next  %  fiscal 
years.  1953  and  1954.  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing the  construction  of  this  highway  on 
a  cooperative  basis. 

We  aU  look  forward  to  the  early  completion 
of  the  highway  from  Panama  to  the  United 
States,  so  that  all  kinds  of  motor  vehicles 
may  move  readily  across  this  magnificently 
Interesting  and  Important  region  and  pro- 
mote Its  economic  development,  along  with 
better  hemispheric  understanding  aiKl  great- 
er solidarity. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  express  the  cordial 
appreciation  of  our  Nation  for  the  friendly 
mention  appearing  In  the  pending  resolution 
of  the  part  which  the  United  States  has 
played  In  thU  Joint  venture.  We  firmly  be- 
lieve that  the  completion  of  the  Inter-Amer- 
ican Highway  will  be  highly  beneficial  to  our 
Nation  and  to  each  of  our  friendly  neighbor* 
which  it  will  traverse. 

In  the  same  statement  I  included,  for 
the  entire  delegation,  an  informal  but 
warm  expression  of  appreciation  and 
congratulations  to  our  next-door  neigh- 
bor, the  Republic  of  Mexico,  for  Its  hav- 
ing already  completed,  wholly  at  its  own 
expense,  the  more  than  1,600  miles  of  the 
Inter -American  Highway  extending  en- 
tirely across  Mexico  from  the  border  of 
the  United  States  to  the  Guatemalan 
border. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Is  that  highway  sur- 
faced with  black  top  or  cement,  and  how 
wide  is  it? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  is  a  very  wide 
highway,  a  very  fine  highway,  com- 
parable with  our  trunk  highways. 


I  am  glad  the  Senator  has  asked  the 
question,  because  it  shows  his  own  sur- 
prise, similar  to  the  surprise  entertained 
by  me  to  find  that  Mexico  had  proceeded 
so  quickly  in  fulfilling  its  entire  obliga- 
tion in  connection  with  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Inter-American  Highway. 
From  the  Texas  border,  where  the 
Inter-American  Highway  leaves  our  Na- 
tion, to  the  Guatemalan  border  is  1.629 
miles,  and  the  highway  for  that  entire 
distance  has  been  completed,  except  for 
a  few  miles  at  the  Guatemala  border 
which  lacks  only  the  flnal  surfacing. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Are  there  stations  all 
the  way  along? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  There  are  stations, 
and  the  road  affords  a  fine  opportunity 
for  travel.  As  soon  as  the  links  in 
Central  America,  which  I  shall  mention 
in  a  moment,  are  completed,  it  will  be 
possible  to  go  easily  by  automobile  all 
the  way  to  Panama  City,  which  will  be 
highly  advantageous  to  our  Nation  in 
reaching  the  canal.  Likewise,  it  will  be 
highly  advantageous  to  all  travelers  and 
to  those  engaged  in  commercial  enter- 
prises of  many  kinds  to  have  this  high- 
way completed  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Does  the  highway  ex- 
tend to  Mexico  City? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  goes  through  Mex- 
ico aty. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
the  Information  he  has  given. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  interest. 

At  this  time  I  ask  leave  to  Insert  in 
the  Recosd  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a 
list  showing  the  status  of  the  links  of 
the  Inter-American  Highway  in  Central 
America,  from  the  southern  border  of 
Mexico  down  to  Panama  City,  as  of 
January  1953.  furnished  by  the  State 
Department  and  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads.  While  I  shall  not  read  the  en- 
tire list.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
distance  of  1.690  road-miles  has  been 
dealt  with  as  follows: 

Five  hundred  and  seventy-one  miles 
are  paved  highway.  Seven  himdred  and 
eighty-two  miles  are  graded  and  con- 
structed, all-weather  highways.  Only 
237  miles  of  the  entire  distance  of  1.590 
remain  still  in  an  impassable  condition, 
which  is  the  challenge  of  the  bottlenecks 
yet  to  be  taken  care  of.  which  are  found 
solely   in   Guatemala.  Costa  Rica,  and 

Panama.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

status  of  links  of  the  Inter-American  High- 
way in  Central  America,  as  of  January  1953 
{furnished  by  the  State  Department  and 
the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads) 
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The  first  26  miles  of  the  highway  in  Guate- 
mala, extending  from  a  point  near  Ocotal, 
at  the  border  with  Mexico,  to  San  Sebastian 
are  Impassable. 

COVTA   UCA 

From  the  Nicaraguan  border  to  point  near 
the  town  Bagaces,  64  miles  Is  passable  by 
Jeep  In  dry  season  only:  however,  It  is  hoped 
that  this  section  in  the  northern  part  of 
Costa  Rica  will  be  put  In  such  condition  by 
the  end  of  1963  or  early  1954  that  It  will  be 
possible  to  pass  at  aU  times  between  the 
capitals  of  Costa  Rica  and  Nicaragua. 

From  the  town  of  San  Isldro  about  83  miles 
south  and  east  of  San  Jose  to  the  border 
with  Panama,  it  Is  completely  Impassable. 
This  stretch  is  about  134  miles  long.  A  sur- 
vey Is  now  being  undertaken  to  lay  out  the 
route  for  this  now  Impassable  part. 

PANAMA 

Prom  the  border  with  Coeta  Rica  It  Is  Im- 
passable for  15  miles  to  the  town  of  Con- 
ceploe.  Prom  Conceplos  on  to  the  Canal 
2k>ne  it  is  passable  at  all  times. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
Senators  will  read  this  list,  because  it 
shows  that  we  are  in  sight  of  the  com- 
pletion of  an  epochal  line  of  communi- 
cations which  will  bring  us  much  closer 
to  people  who  are  our  traditional  friends, 
and  bring  them  closer  to  us,  and  help  in 
avoiding  the  terrible  things  happening 
elsewhere  on  the  earth,  such  as  are  men- 
tioned in  the  resolution  which  is  now 
pending.  After  all.  we  are  getting  along 
well  with  our  neighbors  in  Central  and 
South  America,  and  they  with  us. 

Mr.  President,  the  Inter-American 
Highway  was  only  one  of  the  topics 
which  these  distinguished  officials  and 
technicians .  from  16  nations  had  under 
consideration.  What  they  were  striving 
for.  in  addition,  was  the  establishment 
of  some  sort  of  continuity  in  their  han- 
dling of  general  highway  problems.  All 
of  them  recognized  that  the  public  high- 
way, and  the  traffic  upon  it,  are  the  very 
essence  of  economic  life  in  many  regions. 
Our  Latin  American  friends  know  that  in 
their  great  cities  they  already  have  prob- 
lems of  traffic  congestion  and  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  Just  as  trouble- 
some as  those  in  the  United  States:  they 
also  know  that  in  the  development  of 
highway  networks  in  rural  areas  and 
throughout  their  vast  undeveloped 
stretches  they  are  only  at  the  threshold 
of  the  future. 

It  was  most  encouraging  to  all  of  the 
participants  to  see  the  United  States, 
which  daily  produces  more  vehicle-miles 
than  all  the  rest  of  the  world  together, 
working  shoulder-to-shoulder  with  its 
neighbors  in  Central  and  South  America 
in  this  common  task. 

The  Mexico  City  congress  did  some 
definite  planning  for  the  immediate  fu- 
ture— planning  of  the  most  practical 
kind.  It  set  up  three  committees  of  ex- 
perts, among  whose  combined  member- 
ship will  be  distributed  Qualified  repre- 
sentatives of  all  the  21  American  Repub- 
Ucs:  one  to  make  recommendations  as 
to  how  to  establish  a  modem  highway 
department  in  each  country,  another  to 
map  the  routing  of  the  whole  Pan  Ameri- 
can Highway  and  its  feeder  road  system 
from  Alaska  to  Argentina,  and  a  third  to 
propose  plans  for  the  financing  of  pub- 
lic highways.  The  very  subjects  of  these 
committee  tasks  kindle  the  imagination. 


Mr.  President,  I  think  it  only  proper  to 
say  at  this  time  that  the  Inter-American 
Highway,  in  which  we  have  a  more  direct 
interest,  is  but  a  part  of  the  Pan-Amer- 
ican Highway  contemplated,  much  of 
which  has  been  constructed,  and  which, 
when  it  is  completed,  will  afford  automo- 
bile access  all  the  way  from  Alaslm  clear 
down  to  Patagonia. 

Furthermore,  the  delegates  at  Mexico 
City  supported  continuation  of  periodic 
highway  congresses — there  have  already 
been  five  of  them,  starting  in  1925,  and 
the  sixth  is  scheduled  for  Caracas  in 
1954 — and  added  a  provision  for  an 
interim  committee  which  will  keep  work- 
ing on  the  Mexico  City  assignments  and 
see  that  they  are  carried  out  properly  be- 
fore the  Caraca.)  assembly  is  held.  This 
interim  committee  will  also  study  plans 
for  a  permanent  Pan-American  lUghway 
organization,  wliich  is  favored  by  many 
Latin  American  coimtries. 

Secretariat  services  for  these  tasks  will 
be  provided  by  the  Pan  American  Union. 

All  of  this  activity  means  that  in  a 
fundamentally  important  economic  and 
governmental  field,  that  of  the  develop- 
ment of  highway  facilities  and  services, 
men  of  competency  and  good  will 
throughout  the  Western  Hemisphere  are 
now  working  together  intelligentiy  and 
with  determination  for  mutual  benefit 
and  the  solving  of  common  problems.  In 
these  days  of  confusion  and  misunder- 
standing in  so  many  places  throughout 
the  world,  it  was  heartening  to  see  the 
tangible  evidence  of  understanding, 
friendsliip,  and  common  effort  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  working  out  in  the 
hospitable  environment  supplied  by  our 
generous  hosts  in  Mexico. 


CONDEMNATION  OP  TREATMENT  OF 
MINORITY  GROUPS  BY  RUSSIA 
AND  HER  SATELLITES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  84)  remonstrat- 
ing against  the  treatment  of  minority 
groups  by  Russia  and  her  satellites. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  my 
own  behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  the  Sena- 
tors who  Joined  with  me  in  sutnnitting 
Senate  Resolution  70,  I  wish  to  express 
our  full  support  of  Resolution  84,  which 
has  been  reported  by  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations.  I  am  in 
perfect  cM^ord  with  everything  that  was 
said  by  the  able  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  WiLBYl,  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  agree  with  him  that  no  single 
racial  group  or  religious  group  is  exclu- 
sively involved  in  the  deplorable  activ- 
ities of  Soviet  Russia  and  her  satellite 
states.  I  believe  that  every  race  and 
every  religion  in  the  country  is  very 
much  interested  in  the  conditions  which 
prevail  in  those  unhappy  coimtries.  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
entitled  to  commendation  for  the  fine 
work  he  has  done  on  the  pending  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
there  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoao  certain 
information  prepared  at  my  request  by 
the  Library  of  Congress,  showing  that 
the  Senate  on  other  occasions  has  adopt- 
ed resolutions  similar  to  the  one  now 
pending.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair ) .    Is  there  objection ? 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoBo,  as  follows: 

SoMX  Resolutions  Rkflbcting  Congressional 
"    SsifmcENT  Ks  Foreign  MafOKrrr  Okoups, 

07th  to  820  CONOEESSES 

BIXTT -SEVENTH  CONGEESS 

Hoiise  Resolution  434,  proTldlng  that  the 
President  be  requested  to  express  to  the 
Oovemment  of  Turkey  the  moral  protest  of 
the  United  States  against  the  outrages  on 
Armenians,     Jews,     and     Christian    peoples 

{62  CONCKESSIONAL  RECORD   12970). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  74,  regarding 
the  treatment  of  the  Christian  people  in 
Turkey  (64  Congbbbsional  Recoso  124). 

Senate  Resolution  470,  relative  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Armenian  people  under  the 
Sevres  treaty  (64  Congressional  Record 
6271). 

BXZTT-EiaHTR    CONGRESS 

Senate  Resolution  54.  relative  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Armenian  people  under  the 
Sevres  treaty  (65  Congressional  Record  228). 

SEVENTT -SIXTH  CONGRESS 

House  Joint  Resolution  574,  directing  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  suspend 
commercial  relations  with  the  Empire  of 
Japan  during  the  occupation  of  Chinese  ter- 
ritory by  Japanese  armed  troops   (83  Con- 

SKESSXONAL   RECORD    1160). 

House  ResoluUon  264.  favoring  the  noti- 
fication of  Japan  of  the  intention  of  the 
United  States  to  abrogate  the  treaty  of  1911 

(84   CONGRESSIOAL   RECORD   9544). 

Ho'ise  Resolution  369,  requesting  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  express  the 
abhorrence  of  the  United  States  against  the 
brutal  treatment  of  the  peoples  of  Poland 
(86  Congressional  Record  815). 

seventt-sevdtth   congress 

House  Resolution  329,  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
respectfully  requested  to  use  his  constitu- 
tional authority  to  sever  all  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  German  Government  (87  Con- 
gressional Record  8370). 

House  Resolution  231,  creating  a  special 
committee  to  investigate  charges  against  the 
Jewish  race  (87  Congressional  Record  4992). 

Hotise  Concurrent  Resolution  51.  abrogat- 
luf  authority  under  the  lend-lease  bill  with 
respect  to  the  Union  of  SociallBt  Soviet  Re- 
pubUca   (87  CoNOEEBSiONAL  Record  6802). 

SRVEMTT-EU2RTH  CONGRESS 

Bouse  Resolution  350,  providing  for  the 
establishment  by  the  Executive  of  a  commls- 
«lr  -o  effectuate  the  rescue  of  the  Jewish 
people  of  Europe    (Mr.  Baldwin)    (89   Con- 

CRERSIONAL    RECORD    9371). 

House  Resolution  352,  providing  for  the 
establishment  by  the  Executive  of  a  com- 
mission to  effectuate  the  rescue  of  the  Jewish 
people  of  Europe  (Mr.  Rogers)    (p.  9371). 

Senate  Resolution  203.  favoring  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  commission  to  formulate  a 
plan  to  save  the  Jews  of  Europe  from  ex- 
tinction by  Nazi  Germany  (S.  Rept.  625)  (89 
Congressional  Record  9305,  10933)  (indefl- 
nltely  postponed,  p.  599.  v(51.  90). 

House  Resolution  458,  authorizing  the 
printing  of  the  manmcript  entitled  "A  study 
of  the  legality  of  the  annexation  of  Austria 
by  Germany  under  international  law  and 
Austrian  constitutional  law  and  the  policy 
of  the  United  States  toward  the  annexation" 
as  a  document  (Mr.  Jarman,  Committee  on 
Printing,  p.  2178;  reported  back  (H.  Rept 
1228).  2252,  2255;  agreed  to,  2252  (90  Con- 
CRXssioNAL  Record)  ) . 

House  Resolutions  822.  623.  624.  625,  that 
the  Congress  recommend  and  urge  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Secretary  of  State  to  vue  their 
offices  in  effecting  the  establishment  of  emer- 
gency .Shelter  In  Palestine  for  persecuted 
Jews  of  Europe  (90  CoNoaESsiONAL  Record 
7302). 
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SEVENTT  -NINTH  CONGRESS 

Senate  Conc\irrent  Resolution  40,  favor- 
ing the  restoration  of  the  Independence  of 
the  Republic  of  Lithuania  (91  Congression- 
al Record   10407). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  119,  to  assist 
the  Polish  people  in  their  aspirations  for 
complete  freedom  (91  CoNouEasioMAL  Recocd 
12491 ) . 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  44,  relative 
to  the  opening  of  Palestine  for  free  entry 
of  Jews  (91  Congressional  Record  (passed 
House,  p.  12396,  in  lieu  of  H.-Con.  Res.  113) ). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  31,  to  express 
the  disapproval  of  the  Congress  of  the  de- 
cision made  at  the  Crimean  Conference  re- 
lating to  the  partition  of  Poland  (91  Con- 
gressional Record  4470). 

EIGBTT -second   CONGRESS 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  94.  to  assist 
the  non-Russian  peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union, 
who  constitute  one-half  of  the  population, 
to  obtain  liberation  from  their  present  Com- 
munist enslavement  and  for  early  restora- 
tion of  their  basic  human  rights  and  free- 
doms, and  for  other  purposes  (97  Congres- 
sional PxcoRD  4022). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  120.  express- 
ing tl'.e  hopes  of  the  American  people  for 
the  early  liberation  of  the  Polish  people  from 
their  present  enslavement  and  for  the  early 
restoration  of  their  basic  human  rights  and 
freedoms  (97  Congressional  Record  6282). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  138.  express- 
ing the  hopes  of  the  American  people  for  the 
early  liberation  of  the  peoples  of  China  from 
their  present  enslavement  and  for  early 
restoration  of  their  basic  human  rights  and 
freedoms,  and  for  other  purposes  (97  Con- 
gressional Record  7612). 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  139.  express- 
ing the  hopes  of  the  American  people  for 
the  early  liberation  of  the  peoples  of  Czecho- 
slovakia from  their  present  enslavement  and 
for  early  restoration  of  their  basic  human 
rights  and  freedoms,  and  for  other  purp>ose8 
(97  Congressional  Record  7612  (text,  Ap- 
pendix, A4445)). 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
would  first  like  to  compliment  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  and  its  distin- 
guished chairman  upon  having  reported 
to  the  Senate  Senate  Resolution  84. 

On  Monday,  February  16,  together 
with  my  colleaeue,  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  and  the 
senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fer- 
guson], I  submitted  Senate  Resolution 
71.  wherein  it  was  stated  that  the  vicious 
and  inhuman  campaigns  conducted  by 
the  Soviet  Union  and  its  satellite  states 
against  members  of  the  Jewish  faith  de- 
serve the  strongest  condemnation. 

On  the  same  day  I  addressed  this  dis- 
tinguished body  on  this  subject,  a  subject 
that  is  now  shocking  the  conscience  of 
the  world— the  continuing  anti-Semitic 
campaign  of  the  Soviet  dictatorship 
against  the  helpless  victims  of  the  Jew- 
ish faith  living  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
and  in  the  satellite  countries  that  are 
completely  under  its  domination.  In 
West  Germany  alone  we  are  now  Wit- 
nessing a  whole  torrent  of  human  suffer- 
ing, the  young  and  old,  the  sick  and  the 
suffering,  escaping  from  this  tyranny  in 
order  to  breathe  the  free  air  of  democ- 
racy. 

For  the  first  time  we  are  calling  this 
Soviet  tyranny  by  its  proper  name— the 
Union  of  Savage  Sadistic  Ravagers. 

Soon— very  soon,  I  hope— we  will  learn 
again,  while  we  are  still  free,  that  the 
enslavement  and  murder  of  people  in 


other  lands,  directly  or  indirectly,  and 
sometimes  very  swiftly,  affects  our  free- 
doms and  our  liberties  here  at  home. 

As  I  stated  here  last  week.  It  is  high 
time  that  we  unmask  the  brutality  of 
this  despotic  Soviet  regime  and  expose  it 
to  the  world  for  what  is  truly  repre- 
sents; namely,  a  sadlstie  ravager  of  all 
that  is  fine  and  decent  in  the  hearts  of 
free  men  everywhere. 

The  time  has  arrived  for  America  to 
meet  the  war  of  propaganda,  upon  the 
record  of  Russia's  horrible  deeds,  with 
a  war  of  truth. 

I  need  hardly  remind  you  again  that 
the  latest  manifestation  of  Soviet  sav- 
agery is  merely  the  continuation  of  a 
well-concelved  plan  to  exterminate  the 
identity  of  every  racial  group  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  and  thereafter  to  extermi- 
nate democracy  everywhere. 

Consequently,  what  I  am  describing  to 
you  is  not  something  remote  from  our 
lives,  but  is  the  sort  of  thing  that  could 
happen  tomorrow  to  other  free  people, 
even  to  ourselves,  as  it  has  already  come 
to  pass  in  many  places  throughout  the 
world. 

It  is  high  time  that  we  recocrnize  that 
today  Soviet  Russia  is  using  the  fan- 
tastic big  lie  of  anti-Semitism  as  a  regu- 
lar weapon  of  state  policy. 

No  charges  are  too  preposterous  to 
promote  their  diabolical  alms  of  world 
domination. 

It  is  time  that  we  ourselves  assume 
tlie  leadership  and  proclaim  to  the 
world  in  unmistakable  terms  the  kind  of 
false  democracy  that  Russia  is  now 
practicing. 

It  is  a  source  of  real  satisfaction  to 
note  that  the  distinguished  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  has  reported  out  a 
resolution  embracing  my  views. 

I  am  indeed  happy  to  have  made  my 
contribution  to  the  coruseption  of  this 
splendid  resolution  now  before  us  for 
consideration. 

I  am  more  than  pleased  to  give  my 
wholehearted  support  to  the  committee 
resolution  which  includes  all  minorities 
under  the  Kremlin's  thumb.  I  am  more 
than  happy  to  associate  myself  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  York 
in  his  very  fine  amendment,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  constitutes  a  real  improve- 
ment. 

I  have  spoken  out  for  condemnation 
of  Red  anti-Semitism,  which  is  having 
such  an  immediate  effect  on  world  ten- 
sions, but  the  resolution  reported  by  the 
committee  is  Infinitely  wise  in  includ- 
ing—for all  the  world  to  see — how  the 
Senate  feels  about  the  Soviet  Union's 
laughable  claims  of  cultural  autonomy 
for  all  minorities. 

Mr.   President.  I  importune  my  col- 
leagues to  vote  as  one,  in  the  unanimous 
adoption  of  this  most  worthy  resolution. 
I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  , 
President,  as  a  cosponsor  with  my  dis-  ' 
tinguished  colleague  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  HxNDBicKsoK]  and  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  IMr.  Pibguson]  of  Sen- 
ate Resolution  71,  which  the  three 
of  us  developed  together,  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senate  that  I  Join  with  my  col- 
league in  his  willingness,  just  expressed, 
to  merge  our  resolution  with  Senate 
Besoluyon  84  in  order  to  have  a  wider 
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teach  for  the  overall  objectives  of  the 
resolutions  before  the  committee.  As  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, let  me  say  that  we  considered 
the  so-called  Hendrickson  resolution. 
Senate  Resolution  71,  in  committee  and  I 
flun  glad  to  go  on  record  with  my  col- 
league and  with  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan in  merging  Senate  Resolution  71 
with  Senate  Resolution  84.  This  reso- 
lution as  it  is  now  before  us  expresses 
our  profound  horror  and  our  outraged 
feelings  against  the  atrocities  commit- 
ted on  peoples  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
and  in  other  areas  of  the  world  who  are 
subject  to  such  terrible  and  indefensible 
religious  and  political  persecutions.  I 
am  glad  to  add  my  word  to  those  of  my 
distinguished  colleague  and  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
the  resolution  will  have  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I.  too, 
want  to  commend  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  for  reporting  the  pending 
resolution  to  the  Senate,  and  I  hope 
that  it  will  be  unanimously  adopted. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  urumimous  consent  that  at  3  o'clock 
this  afternoon  I  may  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  for  the  remainder  of  the  day.  I 
will  be  most  happy  to  support  the  reso- 
lution reported  fay  the  committee,  and  I 
commend  the  committee  for  having  re- 
ported It  favorably.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Paths  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
February  16.  of  this  year,  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hkhdrjcx- 
son].  for  himself,  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  and  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  the  present 
8];>eaker,  submitted  a  resolution  covering 
in  somewhat  similar  fashion  the  subject 
covered  by  Senate  Resolution  84.  The 
number  of  the  resolution  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was  Senate 
Resolution  71.  It  was  our  purpose  in 
submitting  that  resolution  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  to  the  Soviet 
Government's  inhumanity  to  man,  and 
its  lack  of  a  spiritual  outlook  toward  the 
peoples  of  the  world. 

I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  Join  in  support- 
ing the  resolution  which  was  reported 
by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  of 
which  I  am  a  member,  because  the  reso- 
lution not  only  points  up  the  particularly 
harsh  treatment  of  one  nationality 
group,  namely  those  of  the  Jewish  faith, 
but  it  also  points  up  the  Soviets'  inhu- 
manity to  mankind,  wherever  human 
beings  come  in  contact  with  the  Soviet 
power  and  the  totalitarian  state. 

The  Soviet  Communists  are  not  only 
against  minorities ;  they  are  even  against 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Russia. 
When  we  see  that  people  are  compelled 
to  flee  Soviet  ill  treatment,  persecutions, 
and  even  death,  w  realize  that  we  must 
condemn  such  actions  in  no  uncertain 
words. 

I  am  particularly  glad  that  certain 
language  has  been  inserted  in  the  reso- 
lution which  goes  to  the  crux  of  the  sit- 
uation, and  should  receive  major  con- 
sideration.   The    resolution    says    that 
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the  persecutions  "deserve  the  strongest 
condemnation  tqr  all  peoples  who  believe 
that  spiritual  values  are  the  bases  of 
human  progress  and  freedom." 

That  is  the  thing  which  the  Soviet 
philosophy  lacks.  It  lacks  a  belief  in 
the  spiritual  values,  a  belief  in  human 
progress,  in  freedom  and  in  the  dignity 
of  the  human  being.  The  Soviets  be- 
lieve that  the  state  is  supreme,  and  that 
the  human  being  amounts  to  nothing  at 
all  In  other  words,  he  is  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  state  as  the  state  deems  best. 

We  must  remember  the  divine  rights 
of  the  people — not  the  divine  right  of  the 
king,  who  represents  Uie  state;  not  the 
divine  right  of  the  Soviet  Union.  If  the 
peoples  of  the  world  will  recognize  the 
divine  rights  of  the  people,  then  there 
will  be  safeguarded  the  spiritual  values 
which  are  the  basis  of  hunuin  progress 
and  human  f  reeimn. 

I  heartily  endorse  Senate  Resolution 
84.  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  cast  my 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I 
congratulate  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  for  bringing  Senate  Resolution 
84  in  its  present  form  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

For  many  years  there  has  been  a  very 
sharp  contrast  between  the  pretensions 
of  the  Russian  Soviet  Oovemmoit  and 
the  actual  performance  of  that  govern- 
ment The  Soviet  Government  and  its 
agents  have  tried  to  represent  to  the 
world  that  Soviet  Russia  permits  the  free 
development  of  nationalities,  and  that  it 
has  abolished  race  prejudice.  In  reality, 
however,  the  Soviet  power  has  crushed 
every  nationality  which  has  shown  op- 
position to  it,  and  has  tried  to  crush 
every  religion  which  has  shown  inde- 
pendence of  it. 

This  policy  began  early  in  the  Soviet 
regime,  when,  shortly  after  World  War 
I.  Georgia  asserted  its  independence, 
and  the  Georgian  revolution  was  put 
down  in  blood.  Individual  Georgians 
were  summarily  punished. 

In  the  south  of  Russia  is  the  cotmtry 
of  the  Ukraine,  in  which  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  people  think  of  themselves 
not  as  Russians,  but  as  Ukrainians. 
Ukrainian  nationalism  and  Ukrainian 
religion  have  been  persecuted  by  the  Rus- 
sians for  many  years,  with  mass  im- 
prisonments and  mass  deportations. 

Up  in  the  Baltic  States  in  1939  and 
1940  there  was  an  infamous  division  of 
territory  between  Russia  and  Germany, 
by  the  treaty  between  Hitler  and  Stalin, 
whereby  Russia  was  allowed  to  move  into 
the  three  Baltic  States  of  Estonia,  Lat- 
via, and  Lithuania.  In  order  to  con- 
solidate her  hold  upon  those  states,  Rus- 
sia deported  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
Baits,  Estonians,  and  Lithuanians,  and 
scattered  them  over  Siberia,  putting  into 
the  Baltic  States  people  upon  whom  the 
Soviets  felt  they  could  depend.  This  was 
genocide  upon  a  large  scale.  I  am  very 
proud  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  because  it  has  consistently  re- 
fused to  recognize  the  Soviet  annexation 
of  the  three  Baltic  republics  of  Estonia, 
Latvia,  and  Lithuania^ 

Of  course,  the  Russian  Oovemment 
has  been  hostile  to  religion  throughout — 
not  only  hostile  to  previous  abuses  of 
the  Greek  Orthodox  Church,  but  hostile 


to  the  Greek  Orthodox  Church  Itself.  It 
has  not  permitted  the  Catholic  Church 
to  send  priests  and  missionaries  into 
that  cotmtry,  and  it  has  oppressed  the 
small  Protestant  groups  who  have  lived 
in  south  Russia  and  the  Ukraine. 

So  there  has  always  been  a  great  dis- 
parity between  Soviet  pretensions  and 
Soviet  practices.  In  recent  months  there 
has  come  the  shameful  drive  of  the  Rus- 
sians against  the  Jews.  Russia  is  now 
practicing  and  putting  into  effect  a  pro- 
gram of  anti-Semitism.  This  started 
in  the  satellite  states  with  the  trials  of 
Jewish  Communist  leaders  on  evidence 
which  was  probably  Wgely  trumped  up. 
These  trials  resulted  in  the  execution 
of  a  number  of  Jewish  leaders  who  for- 
merly occupied  prominent  positions  in 
the  Communist  Government. 

This  was  followed  by  the  imprison- 
ment of  9  doctors.  7  of  them  Jews,  on 
the  charge  that  they,  in  conspiracy  with 
Zionism  and  the  American  Foreign  Serv- 
ice, had  murdered  certain  leaders  of  the 
Communist  Party.  This  is  a  charge 
which  is  transparently  false,  and  which 
was  simply  made  to  stir  up  anti-Semi- 
tism. 

Since  then  we  have  had  the  breaking 
of  diplomatic  relations  between  Russia 
and  the  new  State  of  Israel.  As  the 
result  of  all  these  moves,  plus  the  hos- 
tility of  the  Communists  in  East  Ger- 
many to  the  Jews,  we  have  had,  as  the 
distingtiished  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
stated  earlier  in  the  afternoon,  mass  mi- 
grations for  the  past  month  out  of  East 
Germany  into  Berlin  and  West  Germany. 
These  migrations  sometimes  reach  3,000 
a  day,  and  have  totaled  about  30,000  in 
the  past  month. 

It  is  now  clear  that  Soviet  Russia  is 
actively  leading  the  anti-Semitic  move- 
ment in  the  world.  The  question  natu- 
rally arises  as  to  why  she  is  doing  so. 
In  my  judgment  there  are  three  reasons: 

First,  in  order  to  cover  up  her  domes- 
tic failures  and  to  make  the  Jews  once 
again  scapegoats  for  the  delinquencies  of 
those  in  power. 

Second,  it  is  an  attempt  to  win  over 
the  Araljs  of  the  Near  East  and  Middle 
East,  some  of  whom  are  anti-Semitic 
because  of  the  rise  of  the  State  of  Isrsiel. 
The  Russians  hope  that  by  embracing 
anti-Semitism  they  can  win  over  the 
Arabs  of  those  states,  and  hence  use  the 
Arab  States  to  take  the  oil  of  the  Near 
East  and  the  Middle  East. 

I  wish  to  say  that  Western  Europe  at 
present  largely  operates  upon  the  oil  of 
the  Near  and  Middle  East.  If  that 
should  be  shut  off,  and  if  the  burden  of 
supplsring  oil  for  Western  Europe  were 
thrown  on  the  United  States,  it  would 
mean  that  virtually  every  automobile  in 
the  United  States  of  America  would  h^ve 
to  leave  the  streets  almost  at  once.  I 
hardly  need  to  add  that  the  Communists 
would  also  like  to  foster  Arab  hostility 
to  other  parts  of  the  free  world  because 
of  the  strategic  position  of  the  Middle 
East  on  vital  commurJcatlon  lines. 

In  the  third  place  the  Soviets  are,  I 
believe,  trying  to  make  an  alliance  with 
the  former  Nazis  to  reunite  Germany. 
They  want  a  retmited  Germany  in  which 
Communist  East  Germany  will  control 
West  Germany,  which  will  be  militarized. 
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and  whlcn  will  be  turned  against  the 
West 

Having  failed  to  produce  economic 
benefits  for  the  people  of  East  Germany, 
and  having  failed  to  offer  anything  posi- 
tive which  is  attractive  to  the  people  of 
We£:.ern  Germany,  having  in  fact  only 
tyranny  and  terror  to  offer  to  them,  the 
Communists  are  trying  to  win  the  Ger- 
mans over  now  by  arousing  anti-Semi- 
tism cnce  again.  They  are  trying  to 
unite  Germany  on  the  basis  of  hatred. 
Soviet  Russia  has  therefore  embarked 
upon  one  of  the  most  destructive  cam- 
paigns any  nation  has  ever  launched. 
I  am,  therefore,  delighted  that  from 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  as  a  result  of 
the  merging  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  and  that  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  to  the  full 
satisfaction  of  others  of  us  who  have 
joined  them,  we  now  have  this  composite 
resolution  before  us.  which  aligns  the 
United  States  against  this  inhuman 
practice  and  which  urges  our  Govern- 
ment to  raise  this  issue  before  the  world 
and  before  the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  will  have  a 
yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  resolution,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  adopted  unanimously, 
as  an  indication  that  whatever  our  do- 
mestic differences  may  be,  we  are  united 
against  Soviet  aggression  and  are  united 
against  race  prejudice. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK,  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  say  that  he 
hoped  there  would  be  a  yea-and-nay 
vote. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  hope  so,  too,  and 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  there  will  be  a 
yea-and-nay  vote  this  afternoon  on  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  yield,  it  is 
our  purpose  to  ask  for  a  yea-and-nay 
vote  on  the  resolution  as  soon  as  debate 
Is  concluded.  Then,  immediately  fol- 
lowing the  vote,  it  will  be  the  purpose  of 
the  acting  majority  leader  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  take  up  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  yielding  for  the  Inquiry. 
My  reason  for  making  it  was  that  I  have 
a  good  deal  of  work  to  do.  and  I  desired 
to  know  whether  there  would  be  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  speak  very  briefly  on  the  subject  now 
before  the  Senate.  I  have  already  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  and  have  spoken  to 
numerous  groups  and  organizations  con- 
cerning the  brutal  and  ruthless  actions 
of  the  Soviets  toward  those  of  my  own 
faith,  toward  those  of  the  Catholic  faith 
and  of  the  Protestant  'aith,  toward  the 
peoples  of  the  Baltic  countries,  and  those 
of  other  countries  under  Soviet  domina- 
tion and  influence. 

The  position  which  Russia  has  as- 
sumed in  recent  months  follows  a  defi- 
nite pattern.  In  my  opinion— an  attempt 
to  divide  the  free  peoples  of  the  world 
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an  a,ttempt  to  bring  pressure  on  minor- 
ity groups  within  the  Soviet  sphere 
which  will  cause  them  to  be  more  tracta- 
ble and  obedient  to  Soviet  mastery  to 
placate  and  gain  the  favor  of  the  Arab 
States,  through  their  repudiation  of  the 
new  httle  Republic  of  Israel  which  has 
shown  that  it  is  a  real  outpost  of  democ- 
racy in  the  Middle  East;  and  to  gain  the 
favor  of  certain  totaUtarian-minded 
forces  in  Germany,  which,  although 
somewhat  quiescent,  still  exist. 

I  am  happy  that  a  resolution  similar 
to  that  now  pending  was  presented  first 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray]  and  I  am  proud  to 
have  been  one  of  the  cosponsors.  I  am 
very  glad  indeed,  however,  that  the  reso- 
lution has  now  been  broadened  to  take 
in  people  of  other  faiths  and  of  other  na- 
tionalities who  have  suffered  persecu- 
tion, imprisonment,  and  harassment  at 
the  hands  of  the  Soviets. 

I  have  known  what  the  Soviet  attitude 
has  been  with  regard  to  the  people  of 
the  countries  which  they  overran  during 
the  Second  World  War.     The  question 
which  is  now  troubling  our  allies  and 
ourselves  in  Korea  with  regard  to  the 
forcible  repatriation  of  people  to  Com- 
munist countries  is  not  of  recent  origin. 
Russia  took  exactly  the  same  position  in 
1944  and  1945  with  regard  to  those  who 
were  in  the  displaced  persons  camps  and 
In  the  concentration  camps,  who  had 
been  freed.     The  Soviets  claimed  that 
they  had  the  right  to  demand  the  forci- 
ble repatriation  of  those  people.    That 
matter  has  been  fought  out.  of  course.  In 
the  last  2  years,  in  the  United  Nations, 
but  it  was  fought  out  in  the  United  Na- 
tions Relief  and  Rehabilitation  Adminis- 
tration in  1944  and  1945.  and  there  was 
exactly   the  same  lineup  at  that  time 
as  there  has  been  since  then.    Fifty  or 
fifty-two  states  voted  against  forcible  re- 
patriation.   The  Soviets  and  their  small 
bloc  of  satellites  voted  for  forcible  re- 
patriation.    That  has  been  their  policy 
and  it  will  continue  to  be  their  policy. 
If  we  ever  weaken  in  the  slightest  degree' 
and  I  certainly  pray  to  God  that  we  will 
never  weaken,  in  Korea  or  anywhere  else. 
I  am  very  glad  indeed  that  the  resolu- 
tion has  been  broadened,  and  I  look  for- 
ward to  voting  for  it  with  all  of  my  col- 
leagues when  the  roll  is  called  a  little 
later  in  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  recognized. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  moment  that  I 
may  put  something  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a 
Declaration  of  Americans  of  Ukrainian 
Descent,  adopted  at  a  Ukrainian  rally  in 
Detroit  on  January  25,  1953. 

The  Ukrainians,  as  a  race  and  as  a 
people,  have  been  dominated  and  con- 
trolled by  the  Russians.  They,  too,  have 
been  enslaved  by  the  Russians,  and  I 
think  it  is  very  appropriate  that  this 
declaraUon  go  Into  the  Record  when  the 
Senate  Is  considering  the  pending  reso- 
lution In  relation  to  the  persecution  of 
aU  peoples  over  whom  Russia  has 
control. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  declara- 
tion was  ordered  lo  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  following  U  the  declaration  of  Amer- 
icans of  Ukrainian  descent,  assembled  at  the 
Ukrainian  rally  In  the  number  of  2.000, 
which  was  held  on  January  26.  10&3.  in 
Ukrainian  National  Temple.  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  commemorate  the  35th  anniversary  of 
Declaration  of  Independence  of  Ukraine  and 
the  establishment  of  the  Ukrainian  National 
Republic: 

"In  Kiev  on  January  22.  1918.  the  Ukrain- 
ian Central  Council  (Rada)  promulgated 
the  Fourth  Universal  and  thereby  brought 
about  the  rebirth  of  Ukrainian  independence 
and  established  the  Ukrainian  National 
Republic. 

"The  35th  anniversary  of  this  Important 
event  in  the  life  of  the  Ukrainian  Nation 
is  being  celebrated  by  Ukrainians  through- 
out the  free  world. 

"Ukraine  today  Is  a  country  occupied  by 
Russian  Communist  armed  forces  which  In- 
stalled a  puppet  government  against  the  wUl 
of  the  Ukrainian  people.  The  Communist 
system,  with  Its  collective  economy,  has 
brought  about  the  ruin  of  Ukrainian  peas- 
ants, and  the  bureaucratic  character  of  the 
Communist  production  and  the  unheard-of 
exploitation  of  labor  has  turned  Ukrainian 
workers  into  slaves  of  Communist  oligarchy. 
"The  Ukrainian  people  have  been  de- 
prived of  all  the  freedoms  they  enjoyed  under 
their  own  Independent  government,  have 
been  deprived  of  those  freedonu  now  enjoyed 
by  the  cirizens  of  the  free  world. 

"We  Americans  of  Ukrainian  descent,  those 
of  us  who  arrived  here  many  years  ago. 
those  of  us  who  were  born  here,  and  those 
who  arrived  only  recently,  having  fled  our 
native  land  to  escape  the  terror  of  Commu- 
nist domination  commemorate  this  day  o( 
Ukrainian  Independence,  this  great  anni- 
versary of  the  Ukrainian  people. 

"We  who  are  of  Ukrainian  descent  and 
are  cognizant  of  the  desires  of  the  Ukrain- 
ian people  speak  today  to  the  honorable 
representatives  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  freedom-loving  people  of 
this  country,  and  do  aver  that  the  Ukrainian 
people  are  striving  for  their  Independence. 
for  their  right  to  freedom,  for  their  right 
to  a  democratic  Ukrainian  Government,  tor 
such  a  government  as  was  established  during 
the  revolution  by  the  Act  of  Ukrainian  In- 
dependence In    1918. 

"We  emphasize  that  the  Ukrainian  people 
have  been  fighting  since  1918  for  their  free- 
dom from  Moscow  Communist  domination. 
This  fight  has  taken  many  forms,  among 
them  armed  resistance,  and  has  not  waned 
until  this  day. 

"We  Americans  of  Ukrainian  descent  as- 
sembled today  at  the  Ukrainian  Rally  for 
the  commemoration  of  the  35th  anniversary 
Of  the  Ukrainian  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence appeal  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment and  to  all  the  free  nations  of  the 
world  assembled  In  the  United  Nations  to  aid 
the  Ukrainian  NaUon  in  freeing  Itself  from 
Communist  tyranny  and  In  reestablUhlng 
in  Ukraine  a  government  by  the  will  of  the 
Ukrainian  people." 


BOVirr    Ahm-SEMmSM— NICI8SITT     FOB 
RIMOVING    WANT   AND   DESPAia 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Chair  very  much  for  recognizing  me. 
In  raising  my  children  I  have  tried  to 
teach  them  the  trait  of  patience  by  re- 
ferring them  frequently  to  that  good  old 
saying  that  If  not  successful  the  first 
time,    one    should    try   and    try    again. 
Since  1  o'clock  I  have  been  trying  to  get 
the  floor,  but  I  have  been  unsuccessful 
even  though  on  several  occasions  this 
afternoon  I  have  been  on  the  floor  seek- 
ing recognition  before  any  other  Senator 
addressed  the  Chair.     On  one  occasion 
a  Senator  was  recognized  who  was  not 


even  standing  up  addressing  the  Chair. 
I  point  out  to  the  Senate  that  under  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  first  addresses  the  Chair  Is 
entitled  to  recognition. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  add  my  voice 
to  those  of  other  Americans  who  are 
standing  up  before  the  world  and  de- 
nouncing the  mont  recent  savage  antl- 
Semitit  attacks  of  Soviet  Russia  upon 
the  remaining  Je^  ish  people  now  Impris- 
oned behind  tht  Iron  Curtain.  We 
should  recognize  that  such  anti-Semi- 
tism is  a  direct  assault  upon  human  lib- 
erty, decency,  and  freedom.  However, 
before  doing  so.  I  want  to  emphasize 
again  the  necessity  of  having  our  democ- 
racy and  an  other  democracies  place 
their  own  houses  in  order. 

It  is  a  truism  cf  our  democracy  that 
the  basis  of  our  achievements  today  rests 
squarely  upon  the  economic  as  well  as 
the  political  twrn-flts  that  all  freemen 
enjoy.  Today,  as  we  witness  the  torture 
and  the  destruction  of  these  liberties  In 
the  slaughterhouse  of  Soviet  despotism, 
we  must  ever  remember  that  economic 
freedom  Is  essenti  il  to  political  freedom. 

Only  when  we  eliminate  want,  and 
hunger,  and  despair,  do  we  eradicate  the 
debris  upon  which  the  Soviet  vulttires 
depend.  Human  frailties  and  basic 
wants  are  the  source  of  communistic 
strength. 

By  the  same  token,  they  are  also  the 
main  source  of  Soviet  weakness.  If  we 
place  our  own  house  in  order.  This  in- 
dicates the  necessity  of  going  ahead 
courageously  wIt^  the  reforms  and  the 
human  betterments  that  have  charac- 
terized the  progTi'ss  of  the  democracies 
during  the  last  few  generations.  We 
must  never  cease,  until  want  and  himger 
and  despair  are  removed  from  every 
household  in  this  land,  as  well  as  from 
the  homes  of  our  neighbors  throughout 
the  world. 

Once  again  the  world  is  experiencing 
another  In  a  long  series  of  Soviet  depra- 
dations  upon  human  liberties.  Indi- 
viduals and  thebr  liberties  are  being 
trampled  Into  dast  by  the  Soviets.  The 
horrendous  Soviet  octopus  sedES  to  de- 
vour everything.  The  latest  victims  are 
the  Jewish  people  who  have  made  one 
of  the  finest  contilbuUons  to  our  civiliza- 
tion that  mankind  has  ever  known. 

We  had  hoped  that  the  persecutions, 
and  the  horrors  of  the  Nazi  concentra- 
tion camp  and  death  chambers  were  Just 
a  terrible  memory.  Now,  before  a  gasp- 
ing world,  they  lire  being  revived  in  all 
their  ugly  brutality. 

It  is  apparent  ':hat  there  Is  great  con- 
fusion, chaos,  and  disintegration  imder 
the  Soviet  desjotlsm.  Otherwise,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  have  public 
purges  regularly,  and  denounce  before 
the  world  the  Jews  of  Russia. 

A    BCU>BK>AT    IS    ftTBOO 

The  weakness  of  the  Soviet  tyranny 
Is  now  revealed  by  the  fact  that  these 
Kremlin  mons^ers  must  pick  upon  a 
helpless  people- -the  Jewish  people — 
whose  religious,  eiucational.  and  cul- 
tural racial  view;?  have  been  all  but  ex- 
terminated, for  iDng  ago  all  these  raclsd 
and  cultural  traits  disintegr»\ted  and  dis- 
appeared within  the  Soviet  Union. 

So  now.  when  the  Soviet  despotism  re- 
vives. In  slightly  different  form,  the  age- 
old,  long -discredited  forgeries  about  the 


Jews,  and  halls  them  before  the  world  as 
plots  against  the  Soviet  system,  the  So- 
viet system  must  be  in  a  sad  state.  Indeed. 
No  strong  nation  would  revive  these 
old  scapegoat  concepts  and  court  the 
favor  of  the  erstwhile  Nazis  and  Pas- 
cists — who  themselves  are  discredited — 
unless  that  government  was  afraid,  or  in 
desperation. 

JTTSnCE  UMUU  TRX  CZAXXSTS'  RBGISR 

As  a  lawyer,  I  am -greatly  Interested  In 
contrasting  the  kind  of  justice  for  the 
Jews  which  existed  under  the  Czarists' 
regime  and  the  kind  that  prevails  under 
a  Soviet  regime,  so  clearly  shown  in  the 
recent  purge  trials  in  Czechoslovakia. 
The  trials  in  Russia  and  In  the  satellite 
countries  have  followed  a  common  So- 
viet pattern.  Therefore,  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  take  you  back  40  years 
and  describe  a  famous  trial  that  took 
place  in  Czarist  Russia,  when  a  Russian 
Jew  was  the  defendant. 

Briefiy,  the  facts  were  as  follows:  In 
1911,  a  mutilated  body  of  a  12-year-old 
boy  was  found  by  some  children  playing 
near  a  cavern  in  the  outskirts  of  Kiev, 
in  the  Ukraine.  It  was  apparent  that  the 
death  was  the  result  of  foul  play.  The 
officials  in  the  Czar's  Department  of 
Justice  decided  that  a  certain  Jew,  Men- 
del Beillss,  was  the  culprit.  Mr.  Beiliss 
was  an  ordinary  worker  in  a  brick  fac- 
tory.   He  was  arrested  for  murder. 

The  unusual  thing  about  the  case  was 
that    the    actnisations    were    directed 
against  him,  not  as  an  individual,  but 
as  a  member  of  the  Jewish  race.    He  was 
not  charged  with  a  criminal  act  for  per- 
sonal motives.    Rather,  he,  as  a  Jew,  was 
charged  with  committing  a  "ritual"  miu-- 
der.    Thus.  Beiliss  was  accused  and  ar- 
rested on  the  basis  of  the  discredited, 
absurd,  medieval  legend  that  Jews  use 
Christian    blood    for    ritual    purposes. 
That  is  an  old,  old  legend,  Ui.  President, 
that  has  been  used  to  persecute  the  Jews 
In  many  a  country  since  medieval  times. 
However,  the  Czar's  bureaucrats  over- 
looked two  things.    The  first  was  public 
opinion,  and  the  other  was  the  right  of 
trial  by  Jury.    Let  us  observe  what  hap- 
pened at  that  time.  In  Czarist  Russia, 
under  those  two  great  safeguards.    The 
best  Russian  lawyers  volimteered  to  de- 
fend Beiliss.    Both  the  liberal  and  the 
conservative  press  attacked  the  Justice 
Department  of  the  Czar.    The  presiding 
judge  of  the  Kiev  Circuit  Court  declined 
to  preside  over  the  case,  and  was  re- 
moved to  another  post.    Most  important 
of  all,  2  years  later,  when  Beiliss  finally 
was  tried  by  a  jury  consisting  of  peasants 
and   petty   officials,   he   was   acquitted. 
This  verdict  Is  Interesting  In  view  of  the 
pressure  and  fear  under  which  some  o£ 
the  jurors,  particularly  those  who  de- 
pended upon  the  favor  of  their  super- 
visors, had  to  act. 

j-Dancz  m  sovrrr  bitssia  tooat 
Some  40  years  have  passed  since  this 
famous  Beiliss  triaL  It  Is  also  about  35 
years  since  the  Soviet  regime  was  estab- 
bllshed  In  Russia.  Therefore,  we  should 
now  ask  ourselves:  Is  the  Russian  Jew 
better  off  today  than  he  was  In  the  old 
days  of  Czarist  Russia?  This  Is  highly 
Important  because  of  the  Soviet  claim  of 
Impartial  Justice  and  the  "cultural 
autonomy"  that  the  Communists  have 
long  heralded  before  the  world.     How 


does  this  work  out  In  the  case  of  one 
minority,  the  Jews? 

In  spite  of  all  Its  fraudulent  claims 
about  affording  the  greatest  of  protec- 
tion to  its  minority  groups,  the  plain  fact 
of  the  matter  Is  that  Soviet  Russia  is-now 
formally  persecuting  the  Jews  as  ttiey 
never  were  persecuted  before.  After  pre- 
viously eliminating  all  traces  of  Judaism 
and  Its  culture,  starting  with  the  ne- 
farious campaign  In  1947,  repeated  in 
1948,  and  continued  to  this  hour,  we  now 
find  the  same  age-old  calumnies,  lies, 
and  misrepresentations  leveled  against 
this  unhappy  race.  But  now  they  are 
pursued  ruthlessly,  as  an  integral  part  of 
state  policy. 

No  class  of  Jews  Is  exempt.  Rrst  it 
was  the  leaders  on  top,  and  now  It  Is  the 
Jewish  doctors  who  are  charged  with 
undermining  the  security  of  the  Commu- 
nist state.  The  same  is  true  of  Soviet 
Jewish  writers  and  journalists.  These 
erstwhile  Conununists  are  now  being 
branded  as  homeless  "cosmopolitans" 
who  lack  Soviet  patriotism.  Even 
though  all  traces  of  religion  have  dis- 
appeared long  ago,  the  leading  Jewish 
Communists  who  have  renounced  all 
connections  with  their  religion  are  be- 
ing accused  of  Zionist  sympathies,  and 
are  sent  to  slave-labor  camps,  or  are 
hanged  in  Prague,  on  orders  from  Mos- 
cow. 

The  simple  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that 
all  of  the  2^2  million  Jews  who  still  re- 
side in  the  Soviet  Union  are  placed  In 
the  cat^ory  of  questionable,  second- 
class  citizens.  They  are  denounced  as  a 
race,  intimidated,  molested,  persecuted, 
and  are  denied  the  right  of  going  to  the 
Jewish  homeland  in  Israel.  Obviously, 
these  people  are  being  held  as  hostages. 
The  Soviet  conspiracy  wants  to  recruit 
the  neo-Nazis  and  Arabs  In  the  all-out 
Communist  antidemocratic  drive. 

This  afternoon  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois   [Mr.   Douglas]    stressed   a   point 
which     I     believe     needs     reemphasis. 
namely,  the  relationship  of  Arabian  oil 
to  Soviet  aggression  If  the  Soviet  Union  . 
of  Russia  could  gain  control  and  pos- 
session   of    Arabian    oil.    The    Senator 
from  Illinois  set  forth  what  I  understand 
to  be  a  fact,  which  I  believe  the  Ameri- 
can people  should  realize  when  we  come 
to  deal,  for  example,  with  the  problem  of 
conserving  the  great  oil  reserves  of  the 
United  States  of  America,    The  fact  la 
that  if  the   Russians   gadn  control  of 
Arabian  oil  or  If  It  becomes  necessary, 
because  of  a  threat  of  Russian  control 
of  Arabian  oil,   to  take  the  necessary 
precautionary  steps  to  see  to  It  that  Rus- 
sia is  not  able  to  use  that  oil,  and  If 
Europe  then  becomes  dependent  upon 
American  oil,  it  will  be  a  matter  of  only 
a  few  short  weeks  before  every  private 
automobile  on  the  streets  of  America  will 
be  standing  dead  still,  for  want  of  gaso- 
line.   That  will  be  true  unless  we  wish 
to  take  the  position  that  we  would  keep 
private  automobiles  In  America  operat- 
ing and  let  the  mantif  acttirlng  plants  of 
Europe  close. 

Of  course,  that  raises  a  very  direct  de- 
fense question  as  regards  the  relation- 
ship existing  between  the  economic  pro- 
ductive power  of  Europe  in  time  of  war 
with  Russia  and  the  operation  of  private 
transportation  vehicles  in  the  United 
States.    As  the  Senator  from  UUnois 
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pointed  out  this  afternoon,  and  as  I 
understand  the  facts  to  be,  the  great 
changes  in  defense  weapons  and  ma- 
chinery since  World  War  n  have  been 
such  that  the  increased  consumption  of 
gasoline  and  oil  needed  for  the  tech- 
nological changes  alone  in  war  machin- 
ery since  World  War  n  would  require  all 
the  gasoline  and  oil  presently  being  used 
for  private  transportation  in  the  United 
States,  if  we  should  continue  to  supply 
to  Europe  the  gasoline  and  oil  which  she 
would  then  need  to  keep  her  plants  op- 
erating and  if  the  source  of  oil  from  the 
Arabian  countries  should  be  closed  to 
us.  If  that  be  true,  Mr.  President,  we 
had  better  pay  very  close  attention  to 
the  designs  of  Russia  and  to  the  relation- 
ship between  Arabian  oil.  the  offensive 
power  of  Russia,  and  the  defenses  of  the 
United  States. 

That  the  Soviet  conspiracy  wants  to 
recruit  the  neo-Nazis  and  Arabs  in  the 
all-out  Communist  antidemocratic  drive 
is  a  very  significant  fact.  For  it  was  gen- 
erally believed  that  In  the  old  Czarist 
days,  the  Jewish  people  were  helpless. 
However,  compared  to  those  today,  there 
is  no  one  left  in  Soviet  Russia  today  to 
offer  protection  to  the  Jews. 

We  must  all  recognize  that  there  are 
no  independent  high  caliber  lawyers 
alive  in  the  Soviet  Union.  They  are  the 
type  of  independent,  fearless  citizens 
who  once  came  to  the  rescue  of  Beiliss. 
and  who  could  have  defended  the  Jews 
in  the  Soviet  courts  today.  But.  alas, 
they  are  no  more. 

Likewise  a  free,  independent,  and 
courageous  press  which  could  have  come 
to  the  aid  of  the  Jews  against  the  abuses 
of  their  government  is  no  longer  exist- 
ent In  the  Soviet  despotism.  Today, 
trial  by  jury  is  a  mockery  In  the  land  of 
the  Communist  dictatorship.  Thus,  the 
voice  of  the  Russian  people  has  been  fi- 
nally silenced  by  the  terroristic  policies 
of  the  Soviet  tyranny  under  the  ruthless 
methods  of  the  secret  police. 

THE  UNITED  STATES  SHOULD  TAKE  THE  LEAD 

It  thus  becomes  important  for  the  en- 
lightened conscience  of  mankind  to 
speak  up  where  the  voice  of  the  people 
has  been  throttled  and  stilled.  Once 
more,  as  free  men  in  a  free  world  we 
must  denounce  the  latest  Soviet  tyran- 
ny that  is  designed  to  erase  freedom 
from  every  land  if  it  holds  sway.  We 
cannot  falter  in  our  paths,  for  we  must 
recognize  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  this 
Soviet  state  anti-Semitic  policy  is  to 
eliminate  the  democracies  one  by  one 
until  we  are  the  last  victim  of  their 
ruthless  dictatorship.  Let  us  speak  up 
and  protest  while,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  HendricksonJ  said  we 
still  have  a  chance. 

I  therefore  heartily  endorse  the  com- 
posite resolution  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee, because  I  think  it  encompasses 
all  nationalities  and  all  religious  faiths 
and  IS  even  a  better  resolution  than  the 
Murray  resolution  in  which  some  of  us 
joined  and  the  Hendrickson  resolution 
m  which  other  Senators  joined.  The 
authors  of  those  two  resolutions  have  in- 
dicated this  afternoon,  that  they  too 
welcome  broadening  terms  of  the  com- 
mittee's resolution,  with  the  very  de- 
sirable Ives  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr   Presl- 
dant,  the  resolution  before  the  Senate 
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Senate  Resolution  84.  has  caused  little 
dispute.  We  are  being  asked  to  do  one 
thing — to  condemn  the  persecution  of 
minorities  by  world  communism. 
We  are  being  asked  to  express  our  sense 
of  shock  and  outrage  over  the  reports 
from  l)ehind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

As  a  people  devoted  to  liberty,  we  can 
scarcely  do  less.  As  a  people  devoted 
to  God.  we  cannot  fail  to  assert  our  deep 
sympathy  with  those  whom  the  Soviet 
atheisms  are  persecuting  because  they  are 
Catholics,  Protestants,  Jews,  or  Moslems. 

The  record  is  very  clear.  It  cannot  be 
disputed  by  reasonable  men  who  have 
the  facts  anywhere.  For  their  own  po- 
litical ends,  the  Communists  are  deter- 
mined to  crush  every  faith,  every  group, 
which  in  any  way  seeks  to  dispute  their 
claim  to  world  domination. 

Since  the  record  is  clear,  the  respon- 
sibility must  be  fixed.  The  world  must 
be  given  a  clear  choice — an  opportunity 
to  observe  the  difference  between  a  to- 
talitarian system  erected  to  glorify  the 
state  and  a  democratic  system  erected 
to  protect  and  glorify  the  individual 
soul. 

Through  this  resolution.  Congress  can. 
and  should,  speak  with  a  single  voice! 
We  would  request  the  President  to  place 
our  protest  before  the  councils  of  the 
world  so  that  all  can  see  where  we  stand. 

This  action  is  in  hne  with  our  historic 
policy.  I  can  see  no  objection  to  its 
passage,  and  I  hope  its  receives  a  unani- 
mous vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bxtsh 
In  the  chair) .  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  resolution,  as  amended. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Biish 

Butler.  Md. 

Butle-,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capet  art 

Carlso.-v 

Case 

Clements 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 
Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

EUender 

Ferguson 

Pulbright 

George 

Gillette 

Gold  water 

Gore 

Green 


Hayden  McCnrrnn 

Hendrickson  McCarthy 

HenninKs  Millikm 

Hlckenlooper  Morse 

Hill  Mundt 

Hoey  Murray 

Holland  Neely 

Humphrey  Pa.«!tore 

Hunt  Pavne 

Ives  Potter 

Johnson,  Colo.  Robertson 

Johnson,  Tex  Russell 

Johnston,  S.  C.  Saltonstall 

Kefauver  Schoeppel 

Kennedy  Smathers 

Jtf"  Smith,  Maine 

Kllgore  Smith,  N.  J. 

Knowland  Stennis 

Kuchel  TaXt 

Langer  Thye 

Lehman  Tobey 

Long  Welker 

Magnuson  Wiley 

Maloue  Williams 

Mansfield  Young 
Martin 
Maybank 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  WatkinsJ 
is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr 
BeallI,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr 
Bricker],  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
tMr.  Cooper  I,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
I  Mr.  Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  LMr.  Griswold],  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  (Mr.  Jenner].  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  PurtellJ 
are  necessarily  absent. 


Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  Cha- 
vez ]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
(Mr.  Jackson],  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa (Mr.  MonroneyJ,  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Smith],  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkmaw), 
and  the  Senator  from  MIssouirt  [Mr! 
Symington  J  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Arkan.sas  [Mr.  Mc- 
Clellan]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  res- 
olution, as  amended. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to 
impress  upon  Soviet  Russia  the  fact  that 
we  mean  business  in  what  we  are  doing, 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins] 
is  absent  on  official  business.  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Utah  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Beall],  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker),  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
( Mr.  Cooper  1 .  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska I  Mr.  Griswold),  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  (Mr.  PurtellJ  are 
necessarily  absent.  If  present  and  vot- 
ing, the  Senator  'rom  Maryland,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  would  each 
vote  "yea," 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
KER  ]  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  1  Mr. 
Cordon  I  are  both  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
I  Mr.  Jackson  1.  the  S?nator  from  Okla- 
homa JMr.  MoNRONEYl.  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith),  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  SparkmanI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr! 
Symington]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  Mc- 
Clellan  ]  Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
(Mr.  Chavez),  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware (Mr.  Frear),  the  Senator  from 
Washington  I  Mr.  Jackson  ) .  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  (Mr.  McClellan),  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr  Mow- 
RONEYl.  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Smith  1 ,  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama (Mr.  Spafkman],  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Symington]  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  79 
nays  0.  as  follows: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Bennett 

Bridges 


YEAS— 79 

Butler,  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 


Clem*nta 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 


Eutl&nd 

EUender 

Ferguson 

Pulbright 

George 

GUlette 

Ooldwater 

Gore 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Hoey 

HoUand 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ives 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 


Johnifton,  S.  C. 
KefaxiTer 
Kennedy 
Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knovland 

Kuchel 

Lang'iT 

Lebnrjui 

Long 

MagEUBon 

Malone 

Mam  field 

Mart  n 

Maybank 

McCtrran 

McCtrthy 

Miiu:tln 

Mor»; 

Mundt. 

Murray 


Neely 

Pactore 

Payne 

Potter 

Robertson 

Ruaaell 

SaltonstaU 

Bchoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.J. 

Stennla 

Taft 

Thye 

Tobey 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Toung 


t>rtete  action  to  protest,  particularly  in  the 
General  Aaaembly  of  tbe  United  Nations, 
against  these  outrages.  In  order  that  the 
United  Nations  slxaU  take  such  action  In  op- 
position to  them  as  may  be  suitable  under 
Its  charter. 


IN 
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Beall 

Bricker 

Chaves 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Flanders 


Freai- 

Or\K\wo\ti 

Jack;«on 

Jenner 

McClellan 

Monroney 


Purtell 
Smith.  N.  C. 
Sparkman 
Symington 
Watkins 


So  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  84),  as 
amended,  was  agi-eed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  that  the  vicious  and  In- 
human campaigns  conducted  by  the  Soviet 
Government  and  its  puppet  governments  In 
satellite  states  in  Europe  and  Asia  against 
minority  groups  stch  as  the  persecution  of 
Greek  orthodox  cor,gregatlons,  the  Imprison- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  prelates,  the  harass- 
ment of  Protestant  denominations,  the  sup- 
pression of  Moslem  communities,  the  perse- 
cution and  scatteiing  of  ethnic  groups  In 
Poland,  in  the  Ukraine,  in  the  Baltic,  and 
Balkan  States  and  In  many  other  areas  \mder 
Soviet  domination,  and  most  recently  the  in- 
creasing persecution  of  the  people  of  the 
Jewish  faith,  deserve  the  strongest  condem- 
nation by  aU  peoples  who  believe  that 
spiritual  values  sre  the  bases  of  hiunan 
progress  and  freedom. 

Reaolwd  further.  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  Is  hereby  urged  to  take  appro- 


COMPROMISE      SETTLEMENTS 
THE    ALCOHOL    TAX    UNIT 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  on 
previous  occasions  I  have  called  atten- 
tion to  the  manner  in  which  large  tax 
assessments  have  been  compromised  by 
the  Income  Tax  Division  of  the  Treasury 
Department  for  a  fraction  of  the  pro- 
posed assessment. 

Today  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Alcohol  Tax  Unit, 
another  division  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, likewise  has  been  settling  proposed 
tax  deficiencies  on  exceedingly  lenient 
terms. 

I  am  placing  in  the  Record  specific  ex- 
amples of  some  of  these  settlements, 
showing  that  in  some  cases  agreements 
have  been  made  for  an  Insignificant 
fraction  of  1  percent. 

Without  debating  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  the  proposed  assessments,  I  do 
point  out  that  if  these  were  bona  fide 
tax  obligations,  then  the  insignificant 
fractions  for  which  these  claims  were 
settled  are  perfectly  ridiculous  and  un- 
justifiable. 

On  the  other  hand.  If  these  cases  were 
settled  on  the  basis  that  the  Government 
did  not  think  they  could  justify  claims 
greater  than  that  for  which  the  cases 
were  settled,  then  the  false  claims  by  the 
Government  constitute  nothing  short  of 
blackmail. 

What  j)ossible  explanation  can  be 
given  for  settling  a  $521,000  tax  lien  for 


$100?  Surely  these  are  not  merely  "box- 
car" figures  selected  by  the  Govemmen* 
for  bargaining  purposes.  For  the  United 
States  Government  to  file  against  any 
taxpayer  a  claim  greater  than  that 
which  the  Treasury  Department  con- 
scientiously believes  the  taxpayer  owes 
is  just  as  wrong  as  it  is  for  a  taxpayer 
to  report  to  the  Government  less  than 
what  he  thinks  is  his  actual  tax  obli- 
gation. 

I  believe  that  the  new  administration 
should  establish  the  policy  that  in  cases 
where  the  taxpayer  and  the  Treasury 
Department  have  agreed  upon  X  amount 
as  being  the  obligation  any  compromise 
settlement  thereafter  should  automati- 
cally be  public  information. 

This  publicity  would  not  embarrass 
those  ca^es  in  which  the  Government 
and  the  taxprayer  are  in  dispute  as  to  the 
liability  but  would  apply  in  cases  where 
compromises  are  made  after  an  agree- 
ment upon  the  Uability  has  been  reached. 

The  fact  that  these  glaring  examples 
of  compromise  settlements  which  I  am 
placing  in  the  Record  today  were  in  some 
instances  approved  by  public  officials 
whose  own  honesty  and  integrity  have 
been  challenged  during  the  recent 
months  does  not  alleviate  our  concern 
over  the  conditions  in  the  Alcohol  Tax 
Unit. 

I  ask  unanimous  Consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  several  specific  examples  of 
compromise  settlements  in  the  Alcohol 
Tax  Division  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  mate- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


A  pproval 
dat« 

Name  and  address 

Chief  Counsel.  Commissioner,  Secretary 

Years 
involved 

Tax  due 

Compro- 
mise settle- 
ment 

Oct.    20. 1»i3 

Jos.  Rd.litt  Brewlni  Co.,  236  West  Oalens  St.,  Milwaukee, 
Wi*. 

Wenchel,  Kennedy  (Acting  Deputy  Commissioner,  Alco- 
hol Tax  Unit). 

1M2-43 

$261, 189.  00 

$4,225 

Charge:  Liability  under  section  3150  (s). 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended  to  de- 
ficiency tax  in  re«ipect  to  oversise  packages 
of  beer  removed  from  brewery  premises  bear- 
ing internal-revenue  beer  stamps  not  of  the 
proper  denominations  required  for  tax  pay- 
ment in  full  of  the  contenU.  as  prescribed 
In  this  statute. 

Statement  of  facts:  On  March  8.  1JK3,  and 
subsequent  dates  inspectors  made  tests  of 
cooperage  at  the  proponent's  premises  to  de- 
termine their  volumetric  capacities.  Their 
report  dated  June  34.  1»43.  copy  herewith, 
and  another  repcrt  of  the  same  date  con- 
cerning vlolatlomt  of  Internal -revenue  laws 
and  regulations  were  transmitted  to  the 
Bureau  for  conaideratlon  and  advice.  In 
letter  of  August  18,  1»43.  AT:A:AHN.  the 
district  supervise*  was  advised  that  the  sub- 
mission of  an  offer  In  compromise  could  be 


invited  In  reference  to  tax  liabilities  In- 
curred through  the  use  of  one-half  barrels 
found  to  be  oversize,  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  tax  on  the  actual  quantity  of  beer 
removed  in  these  packages,  giving  proper 
credit  for  the  tolerance. 

The  Inspection  report  set  forth  that  In 
reference  to  oversize  half -barrel  packages 
used  by  this  brewer  during  the  period  of 
May  1.  1942,  to  May  31.  1943.  the  additional 
tax  liability  Incurred  was  computed  as  being 
$201,189.  under  the  provisions  of  section 
3150  (a) .  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended, 
representing  the  difference  In  vtdue  of  the 
stamps  used  on  the  packages  and  the  stamps 
of  the  next  higher  denomination.  The  re- 
port contained  also  the  amount  of  tax  due 
on  the  beer  removed  in  the  oversize  coop- 
erage of  the  half-barrel  size  in  excess  of 
the  rated  capacity  plus  tolerance  allowed  or 


$4,223.07.  This  latter  amount  was  the  one 
considered  In  determining  the  amount  of 
the  offer  under  the  Instructions  In  the  Bu- 
reau letter  above  referred  to. 

Offer  In  compromise:  An  offer  In  the 
amount  of  $4,225  had  been  submitted  by 
the  proponent  In  compromise  of  the  addi- 
tional tax  UabUlty  Incurred  with  respect  to 
beer  removed  In  oversize  wood  half-barrel 
packages,  imposed  by  section  3150  (a).  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

The  recommendations  of  district  super- 
visor were  as  follows:  "Inasmuch  as  the 
amount  of  the  offer  In  compromise  of  tax 
liability  Is  computed  In  the  Instant  case  In 
conformance  with  Bureau  policy  and  the 
exact  amount  of  tax  liability  owed  by  the 
proponent  by  use  of  oversize  cooperage  can- 
not be  determined.  It  Ls  recommended  that 
the  offer  in  compromise  be  accepted." 


Approval 
dale 


Name  and  address 


Chief  Counsel.  Commissioner,  Secretary 


Mar.  ii.  1M2  '  John  L.  Boltano,  215  East  Washington  St.,  PeUluma,  Calif.. 


Wenctiel,  Kennedy  (acting). 


Year 
involved 


Tax  due 


1037  $521,  601.  40 


Compro- 
mise sctUe- 
ment 


SlOO 


Criminal  phas4;:  On  September  13,  1937, 
John  L.  Boitano  was  Indicted  by  the  Federal 
grand  Jury. 

On  October  6,  1937,  Boitano  plead  guUty 
to   all   counts  of   the   Indictment  and   was 


sentenced  to  2  years  In  the  Federal  peniten- 
tiary and  fined  $10,000. 

Recommendation  of  the  district  super- 
visor for  acceptance  of  compromise  was  made 
on  the  following  basis: 


The  taxpayer  stated  that  the  offer  of 
$100  represented  the  maximum  amount 
that  he  was  able  to  offer  in  settlement  of 
this  liability.  Because  there  appeared  to 
be    a    posBlbiUty    that    the    proponent    was 
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liable  for   only  ft  small   part   of  the   total  was   reocHmncDded    that   the    offer    be    ac- 

asMument   Involved    In    the   case   and    be-  oepted. 

cause    he    did    not    appear    to    possess    any  As  a  resiilt  of  this  ylolaticn  the  following 

distralnable  assets  In  excess  of  the  9100  it  assessment  of  $521,604.40  was  entered  against 


Charles  Garsoll.  Pengrove,  Calif.,  and  John 
L.  Boltano.  Petaluma,  Calif.,  dated  Decem- 
ber 1937. 


Approval 
date 


Name  and  address 


Cblef  Counsel,  Commissioner,  Secretary 


Y,-iir 
Involvftl 


,    Comprtv 
Tai  due      |  mi.<i«..  settie- 
nient 


Aug.  23,1943     Alfred  J.  Aherle  (liquor  dealer),  »7  West  lOith  St..  New      Leming  (acting),  ndvertng,  SulUvan  (iKiint;)     l<j,ii 

I  uric,  N .  I .  I 


H3a,  S3().  vz 


17.300 


This  case  was  Included  In  a  list  of  compromise  settlements  released  July  2,  1852;  however,  It  Is  Included  here  as  an  additional 
example  of  settlements  In  the  Alcohol  Tax  U  nit.  »»  ~'  auu^tiuuai 


Approval 
datti 


Aug.     7, 1W2 


Kame  and  address 


Ctile/  Coun.<i»'l,  Commissioner.  ?ffrctary 


Uivolved 


Tax  du«' 


Ciimprrv 

uu.v  vtlle- 

uieul 


The  Fidelity  and  Casualty  Co  of  Vew  York,  SO  Mai'len 
Lane,  New  Yoric,  as  surety  for  the  QuinoiMs  Cori)  (du- 
tilled  spirit'),  13-15-17  Crosby  St.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


Wenchei,  Berkshire '    i'j37-3y 


$X2,  3Ua  711 


tl5,SO0 


Disposition  of  criminal  case:  The  prin- 
cipal and  others  were  charged  with  con- 
spiracy to  violate  the  internal  revenue  laws 
of  the  United  States  through  diversion,  in 
fraud  of  the  revenue,  for  privilege  purpose 
of  tax-fref.  specially  denat\ired  alcohol. 
They  were  arrested,  convicted,  and  sentenced 
In  connection  with  such  violation. 

The  Quinoid  Corp.  had  on  file  with  the 
following  bonds  executed  by  the  Fidelity  & 
Casualty  Co.,  of  New  York: 


Bond- 


EflectiTe  date  ,  Terminate  1 


lio.noo 

Jl.WJO  , 

$12.000 


Nov.  27. 1936 
May  l.S.  193X 
July     1.  IViH 


Oct.    19,  193-3 
Do. 


Note. — The  liability  was  Incurred   during 
the  period  January  1937  to  June  1939. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  In  the 
following  case  an  assessment  of  $678.- 
071.11  was  proposed  against  the  La  Pom- 
padour, Inc.,  of  Minneajxjhs.  Minn. — 
Samuel  S.  Kauffman.  president;  Harry 
L,  Wyman,  vice  president — for  violations 
during  the  period  of  June  10.  1927,  to 
January  1,  1934. 

This  proposed  tax  deficiency  was  as- 
sessed against  not  only  the  company  but 
also  a  series  of  individuals,  officers  and 
stockholders. 

Between  January  1944  and  March  1948 
these  various  individuals,  named  below, 
each  reached  an  agreement  with  the  Al- 
cohol Tax  Unit   of   the  United   States 


Treasury  Department  settling  their  joint 
obligation. 

This  company  was  engaged  In  the 
manufacture  of  cosmetics  and  barber 
preparations,  and  the  charge  was  made 
that  they  also  operated  as  wholesale 
bootleggers. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  details  of  these  compro- 
mise settlements  by  the  different  indi- 
viduals may  be  printed  in  the  Recorj) 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  details 
regarding  the  compromise  settlements  of 
the  individuals  connected  with  La  Pom- 
padour. Inc.,  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 


Approval 
date 


Jan.    25, 1944 
May  18, 1944 


Jan.    22, 194S 
Mar.  18,1946 

June  23, 1947 


Name  and  address 


Cliii'f  Coun.scl,  Cuniniis-siDiiiT,  SerrcUiry 


Tax  due 


"S^s''M.^n.^'^'^^'"''""'^^-'^''^"'^-^^'''^'""^r'^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^  '^-""^"'y    f-^*^'""?    D^P"'?   CommisMonor. 

"ir^.h*^  ^  '""\v  ^**"''*  ""^T^.  ^'-  ^."'"iia"  "^  W^iMnan).      Weulc'htl,  Nunai '."iullivau,  Berkshire 

Bertha  . ■'harp  W  yman.  and  riam  Sharp,  177U  Irvuig  .\ve.  »  ,  »'«i»s.iire. 

South.  -Minneapoii.s,  Minn. 
Samuel  S.  Kauilman,  lt32U  I'enn  Ave.  North,  Minneapolis. 

Minn. 
Joseph  Boucher,  Route  -Vo.  2.  Minneapolis.  Minn 
Ca.si>er  F.  Schelicr,  1415  loth  Ave.,   Nurth.  MiuneapoJis'''        'do 

Minn.  , 

^New  Yo7k^N^'.'^"'^"  Neviasky).  226  West  17th  St.,  |  Wenchel.  Mealey  (Deputy  Commissioner,  Alcohol  Tai  Cni 


Oliph.^Mit,  Mealey  (Deputy  Commissioner,  Alwjhol  Tax  L'nit). 

lit). 


1  Date  and  place  of  violation,  1927-36,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


'  $fi7S.  (171).  II 

» 67^  U70. 1 1 

'  67S.  OTO.  1 1 
'  C7*>,  070.  II 

'o7^07o.  ij 

'C7S.070.il 


Compriv 

mis«'  settle- 

metit 


tl.OOO 
1.63S 

1.000 

1,000 
AUO 

200 


Approval 
date 


May    2. 1945 


Name  and  address 


Chief  Counsel,  Commissioner,  Secretary 


The  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.,  Winona,  Minn  . 


Years 
Involved 


Wenchel,  .Vunan,  Berkshire,  James  J.  OConnell  (acting) .. 


192S-4I 


Tax  due 


Compro- 
mise settle* 
nieut 


$3,  OOa  000.  00 


1X10,000 


The  compromise  settlement  bore  the  fol- 
lowing notations: 

"The  offer  submitted  covers  the  1934  floor 
stocks  tax  and  no  tax  was  due  for  1938.  The 
company  has  stipulated  that  it  will  with- 
draw a  c.'alm  pending  In  the  Bureau  in  the 
amount  of  $17,618.24,  and  another  in  the 
amount  of  $16,156.73,  as  well  as  application 
for  relief  under  section  722  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1942  in  the  amount  of  something  over 
•400.000,  all  of  which  are  pending  in  the 
Income  Tax  Unit. 

"As  soon  as  the  offer  la  accepted,  we  will 
then  assess  floor  stocks  tax  In  the  amount  of 
$458,789.66,  plus  25-peroent  penalty  of  $14  - 
987.15.  or  a  total  of  $473,776.81.  which  wlU 
be  promptly  paid. 


"The  Alcohol  Tax  Unit  will,  therefore,  re- 
ceive almost  $1,000,000  for  violations  on  the 
part  of  this  company,  and  In  addition  there- 
to the  Bureau  will  benefit  to  the  extent  of 
the  amount  of  the  claims  pending  in  the 
Income  Tax  Unit. 

"Disposition  of  criminal  case:  In  view  of 
the  number  of  years  that  have  passed  since 
violations  can  be  definitely  established,  no 
criminal  action  has  been  instituted. 

"Financial  responsibility;  No  investigation 
of  the  financial  responsibUity  of  tliia  pro- 
ponent has  been  made. 

"Bond  history:  Due  to  the  fact  that  copies 
of  bonds  prior  to  July  1,  1940.  have  been  de- 
stroyed, this  ofBce  cannot  give  a  detailed 
history  of  the  bonds  covering  the  years  of  the 


violation.     Consents  of  surety  have  not  been 
filed  with  the  offer  in  compromise." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
particularly  to  caU  attention  to  one  of 
the  settlements,  namely,  the  last  one 
incorporated  in  the  Record,  involving 
the  J.  R.  Watkins  Co..  of  Winona.  Minn. 

The  amazing  part  about  the  settlement 
of  the  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.  is  that  the  crim- 
inal phase  was  completely  ignored  and 
the  compromise  agreement  reached  by 
the  Treasury  Department  apparently 
without  any  consultation  with  the  De- 
partment of  Justice. 


1953 
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The  following  correspondence  between 
Victor  R.  Anderson.  United  States  attor- 
ney of  the  District  of  Minnesota,  and  the 
Assistant  Attorney  Oeneral,  Theron  L. 
Caudle,  clearly  demonstrates  the  arbi- 
trary manner  in  which  these  cases  were 
handled. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  cor- 
respondence between  the  United  States 
Attorney  and  Mr.  Caudle,  along  with  the 
memorandum  signed  by  Mr.  Berkshire 
be  incorporated  in  the  Rccord  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence and  the  memorandum  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 

follows: 

Dbckmbxs  18.  1945. 

The  honorable  the  ATTcaNmr  OsifsaAi., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

(Attention    Hon.   Theron   I*    Caudle, 
Assistant  Attorney  General.) 

Deax  Ma.  Caudlb:  For  some  time  minors 
have  been  reaching  this  oflJce  that  the  Wat- 
kins Co..  a  large  manufacturer  of  extracts, 
patent  medicines  and  cosmetics  at  Winona. 
Minn.,  has  effected  a  compromise  with  the 
Alcohol  Tax  Unit  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
whereby  there  was  paid  in  excess  of  $1  mil- 
lion for  liability  growing  out  of  Illegal  di- 
version of  alcohol,  and  which  we  are  being 
told  was  for  both  civU  and  criminal  liability. 

The  Federal  Judges  in  this  district  have 
Indicated  quite  clearly  and  rather  forcibly 
that  they  feel  In  matters  of  this  nature  only 
civil  liability  should  be  settled  through  ad- 
ministrative channels,  and  that  the  criminal 
liability,  whether  by  payment  of  fine  or  other 
disposition,  should  be  handled  through  the 
courts. 

Of  course,  we  have  no  way  ot  knowing  what 
may  be  involved  in  the  above  matter,  which 
presumably  never  reached  your  ofSce.  but 
when  the  facts  become  known  it  may  subject 
the  adminlstraUon  to  rather  severe  criticism 
that  a  large  concern  like  the  Watkins  Co. 
can  effect  a  disposition  upon  the  payment  of 
a  fine,  while  smaller  concerns  for  violations 
of  much  less  magnitude  have  criminal  penal- 
ties imposed,  and  in  certain  cases  prisoa 
sentences. 

We  are  also  led  to  believe  tJiat  the  same 
is  true  with  respect  to  Walter  J.  Oaertner,  a 
liquor  dealer  In  St.  Paul,  who  we  are  told 
effected  a  settlement  with  the  collector  of 
Internal  revenue  of  $40,000  for  Income-tax 
liability.  We  mention  these  matters  to  you 
so  that  the  Department  may  know  what 
other  governmental  agencies  are  doing  which 
may  subject  the  administration  to  rather 
serious  adverse  criticism  and  probably  re- 
flect on  the  Department  of  Justice  as  well. 

Wishing  you  and  your  fine  staff  the  com- 
pliments of  the  season.  I  am. 
Yours  very  truly, 

ViCTOB  E.  Andexson, 
United  States  Attorney. 

Depasticxnt  or  Jtrsmcx, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  3,  1946. 
Stswabt  Bebkshibx.  Esq., 

Deputy     Commissioner     of     Internal. 
Revenue.  Alcohol  Tax  Unit.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
Re  Watkins  Co..  Winona.  Minn.,  and  Walter 
J.  Oaertner.  St.  Paul.  Minn. 
Deak  Ma.  BxKKJSHiaz:  There  Is  transmitted 
herewith  copy  of  a  letter,  dated  December  18, 
1945.  from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
District  of  Minnesota,  in  which  he  refers,  for 
the  reasons  stated  therein,  to  the  alleged  ac- 
ceptance by  your  Unit  of  an  offer  of  approxi- 
mately $1,000,000  In  compromise  of  criminal 
and   civil   liability   of   the  Watkins   Co.,   of 
Winona.  Minn.,  growing  out  of  the  alleged 
diversion  of  alcohol  in  the  mantifactiire  of 
patent  medicines. 

Reference  Is  also  made  to  an  alleged  settle- 
ment with  the  Collector  of  Internal  Revenue 


for  $40,000  of  the  income  tax  liability  of  Wal- 
ter J.  Oaertner.  a  Uquor  dealer  in  St.  Paul. 
Minn. 

This  Department  has  no  Information  con- 
cerning these  alleged  settlements  and,  in 
order  that  we  may  make  proper  reply  to  the 
United  States  attorney,  we  would  thank  you 
for  such  comments  and  information  as  you 
may  deem  appropriate  to  submit  with  re- 
spe'*t  to  the  facts  and  circumstances  sur- 
rounding the  compromise  of  the  above  cases. 
Respectfiilly, 

Tbekon  L.  Caudlk, 
Assistant  Attorney  General 
(For  the  Attorney  General). 

Jakxtart  14.  1946. 
MEMORANDXnC     FOX     Deptttt     Commissionzb 
Allxn,  Incomx  Tax  Unft 

There  are  transmitted  herewith  a  copy  of 
a  letter  from  the  Department  of  Justice, 
dated  January  3,  1946,  and  a  copy  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral  by  Victor 
E.  Anderson.  United  States  attorney,  relative 
to  the  compromise  of  criminal  and  clvU 
Uabllltles  by  the  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.,  Winona, 
Minn.,  growing  out  of  the  alleged  diversion 
of  alcohol,  and  the  alleged  settlement  of  In- 
come tax  UabUltles  of  Walter  J.  Oaertner,  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

The  Attorney  Oeneral  has  requested  the 
Bureau  to  furnish  Information  relative  to 
the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  the 
settlement  of  the  cases. 

The  inquiry  concerning  the  liabilities  of 
the  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.  is  being  answered  by 
this  Unit.  Copies  of  the  letters  are  being 
forwarded  to  you  for  whatever  action  you 
consider  necessary  concerning  the  inquiry 
relative  to  Walter  J.  Oaertner. 

Stewakt  Bekkshixe, 
Deputy  Commissioner. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Can  the  Senator  tell 
me  under  whose  administration  these 
tax  frauds  occurred? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  placed  in  the 
Record  the  facts  in  the  cases,  which 
show  that  the  compromises  in  question 
were  under  the  old  administration.  I 
notice  the  names  of  Mr.  Wenchel,  Mr. 
Kennedy,  Mr.  Mealey,  Mr.  Berkshire, 
Mr.  Nunan,  and  Mr.  Oliphant  as  the  of- 
ficials approving  the  settlements. 

Mr.  WELKER.  All  of  these  settle- 
ments occurred  prior  to  the  new  ad- 
ministration? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  right;  they 
were  made  in  the  period  1940-48.  These 
settlements  are  being  published  for  in- 
formation of  the  public  in  order  that  we 
might  all  know  how  the  past  adminis- 
tration enforced  the  tax  laws  against 
this  group. 


AGRICULTURAL  POLICY 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  today 
we  are  faced  with  serious  problems  in 
our  agricultural  economy.  For  several 
years  we  have  been  in  a  period  of  declin- 
ing farm  prices,  lowered  net  farm  in- 
come, and  unmanageable  surpluses 
which  have  been  built  up  by  the  preced- 
ing administration.  These  surpluses, 
which  have  been  inherited  as  a  part  of 
the  Truman  legacy,  are  accumulative  at 
a  shocking  rate.  If  unchecked,  they  ul- 
timately will  threaten  our  entire  agri- 
cultural program. 

The  new  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Ezra 
Taf t  Benson,  is  fully  aware  of  the  prob- 


lems of  his  Department.  In  repeated 
statements  he  has  given  evidence  that 
not  only  is  he  concerned,  but  also  he  is 
determined  to  take  eflective  steps  to  re- 
store again  to  American  agriculture  sta- 
bility, freedom  of  action,  and  local  con- 
trol. 

All  American  citizens  must  be  con- 
cerned with  the  condition  of  our  farm 
economy.  Ultimately,  the  safety,  the  se- 
curity, and  the  well-being  of  all  our  peo- 
ple are  dependent  upon  our  basic  agri- 
culture. 

The  farmers  of  my  State  are  vitally 
concerned  with  the  agricultural  prob- 
lems, but  the  immediate  impact  of  the 
present  conditions  falls  most  heavily  on 
the  farmers  and  cattle  feeders  of  the 
great  midwestem  Com  Belt  area.  As 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, it  will  soon  be  my  responsibility 
to  make  certain  recommendations  con- 
cerning the  appropriations  for  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  Consequent- 
ly, I  arise  today  to  point  out  certain  basic 
facts  which  we  must  all  consider. 

In  the  speech  made  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ben- 
son. I  was  appalled  by  the  statements  in 
which  he  told  the  American  people  that 
we  have  in  storage  com  that  is  in  an  ex- 
treme state  of  deterioration  and  is 
threatened  with  total  spoilage.  He  cited 
one  case  at  Orena,  HI.,  involving  142 
carloads  of  com.  This  com,  when  stored 
was  of  the  highest  grade.  However,  60 
percent  of  it  has  now  deteriorated  to  the 
lowest  possible  commercial  grade.  The 
Secretary  warned  that  if  this  com  were 
stored  until  the  spring  germination  pe- 
riod, it  probably  would  be  a  total  loss. 
The  American  taxpayer  must  pay  the  bill 
for  this  waste. 

It  is  extremely  important  that  In  this 
new  administration  we  realistically  ap- 
praise the  situation  and  face  the  f£u:ts 
as  they  are;  not  as  we  would  like  them 
to  be. 

Under  the  leadership  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken],  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
has  been  conducting  investigations  into 
the  present  storage  program  of  the  six 
basic  commodities,  namely,  com,  wheat, 
cotton,  peanuts,  rice,  and  tobacco. 

On  the  basis  of  the  information  thus 
far  disclosed,  it  is  apparent  that  the  en- 
tire price  support  program  has  been  mal- 
administered,  to  the  detriment  of  the 
American  farmer  and  the  American  con- 
suming public. 

The  conditions  which  have  been  re- 
vealed in  the  corn  storage  program  give 
all  of  us  cause  for  alarm,  since  if  these 
same  conditions  exist  in  the  storage  of 
the  other  commodities,  the  cost  to  the 
American  taxpayer  will  run  into  the  bil- 
lions of  dollars.  In  these  perilous  times, 
when  our  whole  national  security  and 
the  security  of  the  free  world  depend 
ui)on  a  strong  American  economy,  we 
can  ill  afford  to  allow  waste  to  run  ram- 
pant in  the  administration  of  our  farm 
program. 

In  the  past  a  great  deal  of  politics  hfiis 
been  played  with  the  agricultural  pro- 
gram of  the  United  States.  Responsible 
Members  on  both  sides  of  this  aisle  must 
be  aware  that  we  cannot  afford  to  tamper 
with  programs  which  affect  the  security 
and  welfare  of  our  Nation. 
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It  is  a  fact  that  under  the  leadership 
of  our  party,  with  support  from  many 
members  of  the  Democratic  Party,  in  the 
80th  Congress  there  was  estabUshed  a 
realistic,  workable  price -support  farm 
program.  The  Agricultural  Act  of  1948 
was  the  first  permanent  price-support 
program  ever  placed  upon  the  statute 
books  of  our  Nation.  In  1949  there  was 
enacted  an  amended  version  of  the  1948 
Agricultural  Act.  It  was  sponsored  by 
the  former  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and 
was  known  as  the  Anderson  Act.  It  pro- 
vided the  same  basic  safeguards  for 
American  agriculture  that  had  been  es- 
tablished by  the  previous  legislation.  If 
these  laws  had  been  properly  adminis- 
tered, the  condition  which  faces  us  today 
would  not  exist. 

Neither  of  these  two  laws  was  permit- 
ted to  function  as  written,  within  the  in- 
tent and  purpose  of  the  Congress,  for 
reasons  which  all  of  us  understand. 

To  cite  one  example,  both  of  these  acts 
contained  a  provision  for  the  release  of 
corn  under  the  discretionary  powers  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  When  a 
drought  hit  the  southwest  portion  of  our 
country  corn  was  not  released  in  ade- 
quate quantities  to  alleviate  the  condi- 
tion. When  the  cattle  feeders  needed 
feed  in  order  to  hold  their  cattle,  to  raise 
the  grade  of  their  beef,  and  to  preserve 
their  breeding  herds,  sufBcient  corn  was 
not  released,  even  though  it  was  avail- 
able for  sale  in  Government  storage. 

This  incident  alone  demonstrates  the 
poor  administration  of  the  program. 
The  law  provided  specific  steps  for  the 
orderly  disposal  of  these  stocks,  which 
had  been  accumulated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  law  was  never  utilized  and 
the  steps  were  never  taken. 

I  know  that  in  a  few  brief  months  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  will 
be  asked  to  pass  upon  appropriations  for 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
which  handles  the  storage  program  un- 
der the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  Obvi- 
ously we  cannot  intelUgently  proceed  to 
appropriate  these  monies  unless  we  know 
what  the  situation  is  today  in  regard  to 
accumulated  surpluses.  We  cannot  fol- 
low the  past  record  of  appropriating 
money  "in  the  dark."  Distressing 
though  the  facts  may  be,  therefore,  it  is 
comforting  to  know  that  under  the  able 
leadership  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken],  our  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  is  proceeding  as 
rapidly  as  possible  to  determine  the  ex- 
isting condition  and  to  affix  the  re- 
sponsibility. 

The  role  of  our  party,  however,  has 
changed  considerably  since  November 
1952.  As  the  original  authors  of  a  sen- 
sible agricultural  program  which  has 
been  maladministered  and  misadminis- 
tered  by  our  predecessors,  it  now  becomes 
our  task  to  redirect  this  program  so  that 
it  will  conform  to  the  basic  purposes  for 
which  the  legislation  originally  was 
placed  on  the  statute  books. 

I  have  every  confidence  in  the  integrity 
and  the  sincerity  of  purpose  of  our  new 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  I  know  h" 
understands  the  law  as  it  was  originally 
enacted  by  the  Congress.  He  has  re- 
peatedly said  he  will  administer  this  law 
within  the  intent  and  purpose  of  the 
Congress. 
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The  original  purposes  of  our  price 
guaranty,  our  forward-pricing  program, 
were  twofold :  First,  it  was  to  insure  the 
farmer  against  the  inherent  hazards  of 
his  enterprise;  second,  it  was  to  guar- 
antee an  adequate  food  supply  at  fair 
prices  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  return  to  the 
farmer  a  fair  share  of  the  rewards  of 
his  labor. 

Within  the  existing  framework  of  this 
legislation,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
is  faced  with  mandatory  demands  which, 
if  followed,  insure  the  proper  and  equita- 
ble function  of  this  law.  Those  safe- 
guards were  placed  there  by  the  Con- 
gress. The  record  that  has  been  exposed 
to  us  to  date  indicates  that  these  pro- 
visions were  not  followed  by  the  pre- 
ceding administration.  We  have  a  re- 
sponsibility to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  see  tliat  this  condition  never 
occurs  again. 

There  are  eight  te'^ts  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  is  required,  under 
the  law.  to  apply  before  determining  the 
production  needs  and  setting  the  price- 
support  levels.     These  are: 

First.  The  supply  and  demand  for 
every  commodity; 

Second.  The  price  levels  at  which 
other  commodities  are  being  supported 
and,  in  the  case  of  grains,  their  feeding 
value  as  measured  in  terms  of  corn; 

Third.  The  availability  of  price-sup- 
port funds; 

Fourth.  The  perishability  of  the  com- 
modity; 

Fifth.  The  importance  of  the  com- 
modity to  agriculture  and  the  rest  of  the 
economy; 

Sixth.  His  ability  to  di.«:pose  of  stocks, 
acquired  under  a  price-support  level; 

Seventh.  The  need  for  offsetting  ex- 
port losses;  and 

Eighth.  The  ability  and  willingness  of 
farmers  to  keep  supply  and  demand  in 
line. 

Obviously,  if  these  yardsticks  had  been 
applied  in  determining  the  production 
goals  for  the  American  farmer  during 
the  years  of  the  preceding  administra- 
tion, there  would  have  been  no  embar- 
rassing or  unmanageable  accumulations 
on  which  today  we  face  spoilage  and 
total  loss. 

It  would  be  foolhardy  for  anyone  to 
state  that  the  problems  which  are  before 
us  in  agriculture  can  be  quickly  and 
easily  solved.  This  is  not  an  age  of 
miracles.  Nevertheless,  the  problems 
were  made  by  men,  and  they  can  be 
solved  by  men. 

A  majority  of  this  Senate  believes  that 
the  Agricultural  Act  now  on  the  books  is 
a  valid,  workable,  realistic  approach  to 
the  agricultural  problems  of  our  Nation 
A  majority  of  us  still  believe  that  if 
properly  administered,  this  law  would 
have  prevented  the  agricultural  prob- 
lems we  now  face.  Furthermore  if 
properly  administered,  this  law  will  go 
far  toward  the  solution  of  the  existing 
problem  and  the  prevention  of  similar 
problems  in  the  future. 

There  seems  to  be  no  need  for  crippling 
amendments  which  will  hamstring  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  the 
performance  of  his  duty.  Although  tem- 
porarily suspended,  discretionary  powers 
provided  by  the  existing  legislaUon  en- 


able the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  re- 
store stability  and  security  to  our  Amer- 
ican farm  program.  It  would  be  a  dis- 
service  to  the  people  of  the  country  to 
force  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
by  means  of  additional  legislation,  com- 
pulsory price-supports  for  certain  com- 
modities. What  he  needs  now  is  a  dem- 
onstration of  our  confidence  in  his  ability 
to  administer  properly  the  law  we  have 
written. 

In  my  previous  remarks  I  have  had  no 
intention  of  implying  that  the  agricul- 
tural outlook  for  1953  and  1954  is  a  de- 
pressing one.  Tlie  forces  determining 
the  level  of  prices  which  farmers  will  re- 
ceive for  their  products,  which  in  turn 
will  reflect  itself  in  prices  paid  by  all 
consumers,  will  be  determined  by  the 
level  of  domestic  demand,  the  strength 
of  foreign  demand,  and  the  volume  of 
farm  products  offered  for  sale. 

Farm  prices  for  most  products  for 
which  price  supports  are  in  effect  are 
now  resting  on.  or  are  temporarily  sag- 
ping  below,  the  support  level.  The  best 
informed  sources  indicate  that  these 
prices  arc  not  likely  to  drop  much  lower, 
even  though  unusually  favorable  crop 
yields  are  realized. 

Our  high  rate  of  population  growth 
requires  increased  farm  output  each  year 
merely  to  make  it  possible  to  maintain 
existing  levels  of  per  capita  consumption 
for  our  present  high  standard  of  diet. 
It  is  the  earnest  hope  of  every  American 
that  the  standard  of  our  diet  will  be  in- 
creased, rather  than  decreased.  It  is  the 
intention  of  this  administration  to  see 
that  that  comes  about. 

Our  agricultural  program  is  not  a  pro- 
gram of  scarcity.  It  is  a  program  of 
abundance  which  seeks  to  guarantee  to 
the  156  million  Americans  the  most 
healthy  and  nutritious  foods  that  can 
be  provided  by  a  free-enterprise  system. 
I  know  that  the  farm  problems  of 
New  Hamp.shirc  and  New  England  are 
not  identical  with  those  of  the  great 
grain,  meat,  and  fiber-producing  areas 
of  our  country.  I  do  not  profess  to  be 
an  expert  on  the  specific  problems  of  all 
agriculture  I  do  take  a  modest  pride 
in  the  fact  that  as  far  as  I  know  I  am 
the  only  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate  who.  at  one  time,  served  as  a 
county  agriculture  agent,  a  State  agri- 
cultural extension  speciaUst.  as  well  as 
a  secretary  of  a  farm  organization. 
What  I  know  about  farmers  and  farm 
management  I  learned  on  a  farm. 

As  I  observe  the  picture.  I  conclude 
that  the  agricultural  outlook  for  1953 
and  1954  is  relatively  good.  There  are 
.some  readjustments  that  must  be  made. 
I  do  not  stand  here  and  propose  that  this 
administration  outpromise  the  New  Deal 
or  the  Fair  Deal.  I  do  say  that  the 
accumulation  of  evidence  convinces  me 
that  our  farm  economy  is  fundamentally 
strong  and  that  the  farmers  of  America 
can  look  ahead  to  the  future  with  con- 
fidence. In  the  2  years  ahead,  therefore, 
let  us  move  forward  calmly  and  con- 
structively. Let  us  Ignore  the  cries  of 
alarm  which  are  raised  by  special  plead- 
ers for  political  purposes  and  let  us  again 
reestablish  under  the  law  a  sound  farm 
program  which  is  in  keeping  with  a  so- 
ciety of  free  men  and  free  enterprise. 
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TAXES  AND  BUDQirrS 


Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  discuss  for  approximately 
5  or  10  minutes  a  subject  which  I  be- 
lieve is  Important  as  we  approach  the 
date  of  March  15. 

Mr.  President,  as  we  approach  the  date 
of  March  15,  there  are  two  topics  that 
seem  to  be  uppermost  in  the  minds  of 
our  citizens,  namely,  taxes  and  budgets. 

During  recent  years  our  tax  burden 
has  grown  by  leaps  and  boimds.  Our 
Federal  budget  has  and  is  mushrooming 
to  a  figure  that  is  incomprehensible. 
Ever-increasing  Federal  taxes  and 
budgets  must  be  stopped. 

Early  in  1952  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  [Mr.  Obobqi]  drew 
on  his  long  experience  as  chairman  of 


the  Senate  Finance  Committee  to  make 
a  much -quoted  statement.    He  said: 

Exceaslve  taxation  la  not  the  answer  to  In- 
flation. The  cure  Ilea  rather  In  the  adoption 
of  an  expenditure  program  tailored  to  fit  the 
ability  of  our  people  to  pay. 

The  overwhelming  truth  of  this  sound 
viewpoint  was  emphasized  for  me  when 
I  read  a  table  in  a  new  book.  Executive 
Pay  Plans,  by  J.  K.  Lasser  and  William  J. 
Casey,  two  tax  authorities.  This  table 
shows  that  top  management,  that  is,  the 
highest  paid  1  percent  of  employees;  the 
middle  management  group ;  and  the  men 
in  the  bottom  supervision  level,  foreman 
or  equivalent,  are  much  worse  off  today 
than  they  were  in  1939.  I  believe  this 
table  should  be  headed  Liquidating  Our 
Middle  Class. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 


Liquidating  our  middle  class 

Average  pay 

Increase 

19.10  pay 

after 
taxFs  and 
inflation 

Real 

1339 

1»S0 

change 

Top  manneoment  (hifth«st  paid  1  percent  of  total  employees) . 
NtiiMlr  inan^iFfnient  (next  9  jjerwnt)                       

(43,700 

ID.  .500 

3,000 

1,050 

(.■io.aoo 

15.200 
6.  SCO 

3,400 

Percent 
35 

45 
83 

IOC 

$18,000 
6.300 
2,600 

1,700 

Percent 
-59 

—40 

Uotinrn  suiHTvmon  l^vel  (foremen  or  equivalent)    

MldiUe  ni^iar^mcnt  labor  (saltu'ied  and  hourly  employees 
covered  by  wage  and  hour  law— includes  white  colLir) 

-13 
3 
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from  the  year  1946  to  1952.    The  table 
prepared  by  him  reads  as  follows: 

[In  billions  of  dollars] 


Fiscal  year  ending 
June  30 


1946  1M7 :194S  1949  1650|  1951  1952 

I        I        I        I 


F.xiwnditures... 
Rea.'ii>ts 


I'll 
'eo  7  39.  3  33.  8  40. 1  40.  2  44.  6j66. 1 

140. 0  40. 0  42.  2  38.  2  37, 0  48. 1  62. 1 


l>eficit 

Surplus 


...20.7 


1.8,  3.1;....    4.0 

.8'  8.  4'. ...I. ..J  3.5 


Note.—  The  above  laNe  is  reprinted  from  Executive  Pay  PLin.^  by  J.  K.  La.sser  and  William  J.  Casey, 
wa."!  compilo<l  from  n  survey  of  41  lending  companies  by  McKinsey  &  Co.,  management  firm. 

As  we  study  this  table  it  is  well  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
said,  in  the  statement  already  referred 
to.  about  our  middle  class  in  America: 

Our  middle  claaa  la  the  group  in  the  struc- 
ture of  our  Nation  which  1b  seldom.  If  ever, 
represented  by  spokesmen  before  committees 
of  the  Cksngress  or  by  lobbyists.  They  pro- 
vide the- country  with  our  professlonAl  men 
and  women,  with  the  proprietors  of  our 
small  businesses,  with  the  managers  and 
salesmen  for  our  industrial  and  commercial 
enterprises  as  well  as  a  large  segment  of  our 
local.  State,  and  Federal  offlclals.  They  con- 
stitute the  very  backbone  of  the  country 
and  from  their  savings  must  come  the  pri- 
vate Investment  capital  essential  for  Jobs 
and  production.  Great  Britain  la  a  tragic 
example  of  what  can  hapi>en  If  the  welfare 
of  the  middle-class  citizen  Is  Ignored  In  a 
scramble  for  taxes  to  support  swollen  gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  should  like  to  con- 
tinue, if  the  Senator  will  permit,  vmtil 
I  conclude  my  statement  Then  I  shall 
be  glad  to  jdeld. 

It  seems  to  me  our  greatest  responsi- 
bility today  is  to  bring  our  Federal  ex- 
penditures to  a  point  where  the  budget 
is  not  only  balanced,  but.  In  addition,  we 
must  have  a  program  of  progressive  tax 
reduction.  It  is  my  hope  that  we  can 
bring  this  tax  reduction  into  effect  in 
1953. 

I  believe  every  Member  of  Congress 
must  agree  with  the  President's  state- 
ment that  our  first  obligation  is  to  bring 
a  balanced  budget  in  sight. 

With  this  thought  in  mind,  I  requested 
Mr.  Colin  P.  Stam.  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  to 
furnish  me  a  table  giving  the  actual  ex- 
penditures, receipts,  deficits,  or  surplus 


NOTK.— Figures  are  rounded  and  may  not  subtract  to 
the  surplus  or  deficit. 

President  Truman,  in  submitting  his 
budget  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June 
30,  1953  and  1954,  submitted  an  estimate 
of  expenditures  in  1953  of  $74.6  billion 
and  estimated  receipts  of  $68.7  billion, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  $5.9  billion. 

For  the  year  1954  President  Truman 
estimated  expenditures  of  $78.6  billion 
with  receipts  of  $68.7  billion  and  a  deficit 
on  June  30,  1954,  of  $9.9  billion. 

Estimate  of  expenditures  and  receipts  by  Mr. 
Truman  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June 
30.  1953  and  1954 

[In  billions  of  dollars] 


1953 

1954 

F.xpenditures   

74.6 
68.7 

78.6 

Receipts 

68.7 

Deficit 

6.9 

9.0 

The  budget  presented  in  January  by 
the  outgoing  administration  called  for 
expenditures  of  $74.6  billion  in  the  fiscal 
year  1953. 

In  the  first  6  months  of  that  fiscal  year, 
July  1  through  December  31,  1952,  ex- 
penditures were  made  at  the  annual  rate 
cf  $73  billion.  Expendltiu-es  during 
January  1953  were  at  an  annual  rate  of 
$68.8  billion.  Thus  it  would  appear  that 
the  mere  coming  into  office  of  the  present 


administration  with  Its  known  purpose 
of  reducing  expenditures  has  already 
been  felt  in  the  first  month  of  its  ex- 
perience. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  directive  issued 
by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  Mr.  Dodge,  with  the  approval  of 
the  President,  with  a  view  to  making  sub- 
stantial revision  in  the  budget  of  the 
former  administration,  is  already  bearing 
fruit. 

In  this  directive  to  all  departments 
and  agency  heads  in  the  executive 
branch,  Mr.  l)odge  stated  in  part: 

It  Is  clear  that  the  budget  will  not  be 
brought  under  control  without  action  to 
reduce  budgetary  obllgatlonal  authority,  re- 
duce the  level  of  expenditures,  critically 
examine  existing  programs,  restrain  com- 
mitments for  new  programs,  and  generally 
drive  for  greater  efficiency  and  reduced  costs. 

The  Sharp  reduction  in  expenditures 
during  January,  coupled  with  the  policy 
outlined  in  the  directive  of  freezing  ex- 
penditures and  the  wholehearted  desire 
of  the  Congress  to  eliminate  wasteful 
spending,  gives  every  indication  that  we 
will  at  least  be  able  to  hold  expenditures 
down  to  the  1952  budget  expenditure 
level  of  $66.1  billion. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  in  the 
last  year  of  PJ-esident  Truman's  adminis- 
tration, or  the  year  1952,  the  expendi- 
tures were  $66.1  billion. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  the  sharp 
increase  in  Mr.  Truman's  estimates  for 
1953  over  the  £u:tual  expenditures  for 
1952.  namely,  an  increase  of  $8.5  billion. 
The  increase  for  1954  over  1953  is  $4 
billion,  and  the  increase  in  fiscal  1954 
over  fiscal  1952  is  $12.5  billion. 

I  mention  these  figures  because  I  think 
it  is  important  to  note  that  the  previous 
administration  had  its  peak  of  Federal 
expenditures  in  1952  when  the  total  was 
$66.1  billion. 

Regardless  of  the  swollen  budget  that 
the  previous  administration  has  at- 
tempted for  fiscal  1953,  we  should  bring 
the  total  spending  for  the  current  year 
to  a  figure  not  exceeding  $66.1  billion. 
This  calls  for  readjustments  and  cut- 
backs but  the  people  expect  it  of  us. 
The  budget  for  fiscal  1954  will  be  entire- 
ly in  our  hands  and  our  goal  should  be 
a  lower  figure  than  Mr.  Truman's  big- 
gest year  of  siiendlng. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  mandate  to 
ignore  the  astronomical  estimate  of  ex- 
penditures bequeathed  us  by  the  former 
administration.  We  can  discharge  that 
mandate  and  start  lifting  the  excessive 
burden  of  taxation  from  the  backs  of  the 
American  people  if  we  have  the  determi- 
nation. A  spending  ceiling  for  the  cur- 
rent year  of  not  more  than  $66  billion 
and  a  budget  of  something  less  than  that 
in  fiscal  1954  is  the  answer.  The  way 
to  put  our  Federal  finances  in  order  is 
to  start  now. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  junior  Senator 
from  Kansas  if  he  realizes  that  the  na- 
tional debt  today  is  about  $267.5  billion? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  fully  realize  that  if 
some  provision  is  not  made  to  take  care 
of  expenditures  contemplated  by  the 
present  budget,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
lift  the  debt  limit  above  the  present  $275 
billion. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  I  listened  to  the  Sena- 
tor's iUitement  about  balancing  the 
bu'lget  but  I  did  not  hear  him  say  what 
h.*  would  propose  to  do  about  the  national 
debt.  We  shall  have  to  do  more  than 
balance  the  budget.  We -cannot  justify 
ir creasing  i  .^  national  debt  by  increas- 
i-.g  interest  r^  tes  on  Government  bonds. 

Mr.  CARLS'  )N.  I  think  we  shall  have 
tcj  begin  afrf  jh,  and  to  do  first  things 
firsjt  nameV,  to  balance  the  budget.  I 
will  go  a.ong  x-.ith  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  not  only  in  the  matter  of 
balancing  ihe  budget,  but  also  in  taking 
steps  to  rtduce  the  national  debt. 

M.".  MORv-E.  Do  I  imderstand  the 
Ser^tor  correctly  that  not  only  will  it 
be  necessa^  to  itart  paying  on  the  debt, 
but  that  we  shall  have  to  do  something 
about  the  rates  of  interest  now  being 
paid  on  Government  bonds? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  in  thorough  ac- 
cord with  that  idea. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  not  the  Senator 
believe  that  raising  the  interest  rate  on 
Government  bonds,  which  the  adminis- 
tration has  already  proposed,  will  add 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
debt? 

Mr.    CARLSON.    The    problems    are 
economic  in  character,  and  they  affect 
the  general  picture  of  business  opera- 
tions as  a  whole  throughout  the  country 
I  believe  they  will  be  considered. 

Mr.  MORSE.   If  giving  the  bankers  the 
unjustified  profits  they  want,  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  invest  more  freely  in 
Government  bonds,  is  the  solution  of  our 
economic  problems.  I  will  concede  that  I 
think  the  Senator's  proposal  would  work. 
But  to  increase  the  interest  rates   on 
Government  bonds,  in  order  to  get  the 
people  to  invest,  when  it  ought  to  be 
their  patriotic  duty  to  invest,  is  to  put  a 
dollar  sign  on  patriotism  in  the  United 
States.    I  think  the  proposal  is  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  Republican  administration 
Mr.  CARLSON.    Of  course,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  entitled  to  his 
views  on  the  question  of  financing  our 
public  debt,  which  was  inherited  by  the 
present  administration.     I  am  certain 
that  he  is  quite  familiar  with  the  efforts 
made  to  refinance  the  debt  on  a  short- 
term  basis.    The  people  of  the  country 
were  offered  the  bonds,  but  until  recently 
only  a  very  small  percentage  of  them  was 
bought  because,  as  I  am  advised    the 
interest  rate  was  too  low.     If  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
desires  banks  and  insurance  companies 
of  the  United  States  to  take  the  bonds 
then  the  rates  must  be  established  on  a 
sound  basis. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas,  with  respect  to  what 
he  believes  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon thinks  ought  to  be  done,  that  several 
years  ago,  when  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  proposed  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate a  series  of  amendments  which  would 
have  undertaken  to  correct  the  tax  in- 
equities in  which  we  find  ourselves  today 
he  could  not  get  a  hearing. 

I  think  the  Eisenhower  administration 
stands  today  in  a  very  poor  position  when 
It  proposes  to  increase  the  national  debt 
and  expects  the  poor  people  of  the  coun- 
try to  pay  the  rising  interest  rates  in 
order  that  bankers  may  make  their  eco- 
nomic killing. 


Mr.  CARLSON.  The  distinguished 
S?nator  from  Oregon  will  find  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Kansas  will  be  right 
here  with  him,  trying  to  hold  down  ex- 
penditures, so  that  it  will  not  be  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  limit  on  the  national 
debt. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  in- 
terested in  the  fact  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  desires  to  lay  respon- 
sibility for  the  increased  interest  rates 
on  the  Eisenhower  administration.  Be- 
fore I  left  my  home  town  of  Custer. 
S.  Dak.  to  return  to  the  present  session  of 
Congress,  my  country  banker  called  mc 
in  and  said.  "What  do  you  think  of  the 
announcement  with  respect  to  the  offer- 
ing of  Government  bonds  at  an  increased 
rate  of  interest  with  the  national  debt  as 
high  as  it  is?" 

The  increased  rate  of  interest  was  not 
proposed  by  the  Eisenhower  adminis- 
tration: the  rate  was  raised  by  the  pre- 
vious administration. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  rec- 
ord is  clearly  against  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  as  to  who  increased  the 
interest  rates.  The  present  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  made  a  public  an- 
nouncement, stating  the  Ei.senhower  ad- 
ministrations  proposal  for  the  increased 
rate  of  interest,  .so  it  appears  very  plain 
that  it  is  the  new  administration  which 
has  advocated  it. 

The  new  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has 
made  a  clear  record  showing  that  he  u 
the  one  who  proposed,  in  his  public  state- 
ment, increasing  the  interest  rates,  for 
which  the  people  of  small  income  in 
America,  will  now  have  to  pay  millions 
of  dollars  in  taxes  to  cover  the  higher 
interest  rates.  The  debt  which  -.ill  ac- 
crue will  descend  to  American  boys  and 
girls  a  hundred  years  from  now. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  record  is  not  against 
the  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 
If  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  wLshes 
to  see  a  facsimile  of  it.  I  think  I  can  still 
supply  him  with  the  announcement  made 
in  December  that  Gov.-rnment  bonds 
would  be  sold  at  an  increased  Interest 
rate.  That  announcement  was  in  ad- 
vance of  the  taking  office  by  the  new 
administration. 

Mr.  CAPEHART  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  Ustened  with 
interest  to  the  able  address  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1  I 
wish  to  congratulate  him  and  to  concur 
in  what  he  has  said. 

I  do  not  make  these  remarks  in  criti- 
cal vein,  and  I  do  not  wish  anyone  to 
think  that  I  am  trying  to  lecture  but  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Congress  only,  controls  the  amount  of 
money  which  is  appropriated  each  and 
every  year.  It  is  not  the  President  of  the 
United  States  who  appropriates  the 
money. 

If  the  national  debt  is  too  high,  if  our 
expenditures  are  too  high,  if  our  taxes 
are  too  high,  then  that  is  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  because  Congress,  and  Congress 
alone,  controls  the  purse  strings  If 
Congress     believes    that    expenditures 


ought  to  be  reduced,  Congress  ought  to 
reduce  them.  We  ought  not  to  blame 
anyone  other  than  ourselves. 

As  I  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
about  a  year  ago.  if  we  are  concerned 
about  who  is  to  blame  for  huge  expendi- 
tures, then  all  we  have  to  do  when  we  go 
home  tonight  is  to  take  a  good  look  in 
our  mirrors,  and  we  will  be  looking  at 
those  who  are  responsible  for  huge  ex- 
penditures. 

I  do  not  know  whether  Congress  can 
reduce  expenditures  by  five.  ten.  or  fif- 
teen billion  dollars,  but  I  know  it  is  our 
responsibility,  and  ours  alone.  We  ought 
to  accept  that  responsibility.  If  we  do 
not  reduce  expenditures,  then  we  ought 
to  blame  ourselves,  and  no  one  else.  We. 
and  we  alone,  have  the  authority.  We 
have  the  responsibihty.  We  cannot  shift 
it  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
or  to  anyone  else  I  do  not  think  we  can 
much  longer  .sell  the  American  people  on 
the  idea  that  someone  other  than  our- 
selves is  responsible. 

So  I  will  join  with  the  other  95  Sena- 
tors in  reducing  expenditures,  reducing 
taxes,  and  balancing  the  budget.  We 
ousht  to  accept  the  responsibility,  and 
we  ought  to  do  it  in  the  spirit  that  it  Is 
our  responsibility  and  our  authority.  We 
oui;ht  not  to  blame  anyone  else  for  what 
has  happened  in  the  past,  because  we, 
and  we  alone,  hold  the  entire  responsi- 
bility. We  are  the  only  body  in  the  whole 
wide  world  which  has  100-percent  con- 
trol of  the  amount  of  money  which  the 
President  and  the  Government  spend 
each  year. 
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DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  FINANCES 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  recently  I 
asked  for  a  fiscal  preview  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  government's  position  for 
the  next  8  or  10  years  and  received  an 
enlightening  response  from  Mr.  Walter 
Fowler,  District  Budget  Officer. 

Soon  the  District  Committee  and  the 
Appropriations  Subcommittee  on  the 
District  will  be  studying  Washington's 
municipal  finances  again,  and  I  believe 
this  an  opportune  time  to  lay  before  the 
Senate  Mr.  Fowlers  brief  analysis. 

I  shall  not  comment  on  it  myself  at 
this  time,  but  I  also  wish  to  present  an 
editorial  /rom  the  Washington  Daily 
News  which  bears  on  Mr.  Fowler's  com- 
ments. I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this 
time  that  my  letter  to  Mr.  Fowler,  his 
reply,  and  t:ie  editorial  referred  to  may 
be  printed  !n  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  editorial  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

..       ^  PlMUABT  3.    1963. 

Mr.  Waltth  PowLni. 

Budget  Officer.  District  of  Columbia.  Dis- 
trict Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Fowlir:  In  my  poaltion  a«  chair- 
man of  the  District  Subcommittee  on  Fiscal 
Affairs.  I  think  It  would  be  helpful  for  me 
to  have  a  little  analysla  by  you  of  the  Dla- 
trlcts  current  fiscal  outlook  for  the  next  8 
or  10  years. 

I  would  be  most  grateful  if  you  could  sup- 
ply me  with  such  a  statement. 
With  kind  regards.  I  remain 
Sincerely  yours, 

FiUNCis  Case. 
»  Chairman, 


OoTOimmrr  or  rtn 
District  or  Colitscbia. 
Omcx  or  the  Budoct, 

February  4.  1953. 
Hon.  Francis  Cass, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia,  United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Case:  This  Is  In  reference 
to  your  letter  of  February  3,  1953,  In  which 
you  reqviested  me  to  supply  you  with  an 
analysis  of  the  District's  current  fiscal  out- 
look for  the  next  8  or  10  years. 

The  1954  budget  as  transmitted  to  Con- 
gress Is  a  balanced  budget.  However,  with 
respect  to  the  general  fund  alone,  It  con- 
templates the  use  of  unappropriated  sur- 
pluses and  iinexpended  balances  of  prior 
years  amounting  to  $10,330,968.  Over  a 
period  of  years  we  have  been  relying  upon 
surpluses  and  unexpended  balances  to  make 
up  a  considerable  part  of  our  revenue  avail- 
ability In  the  general  fund,  but  we  do  not 
believe  that  we  can  continue  Indefinitely 
to  rely  upon  that  souroe. 

Dlsregardfng  for  the  purpose  of  this  report 
any  contemplated  long-term  public-works 
program,  such  as  Is  recommended  by  the 
Addison  committee,  and  thinking  In  terms 
of  normal  revenue  availability,  normal  oper- 
ating and  maintenance  costs,  and  normal 
capital  outlay  for  public  works  ImiMove- 
ments.  the  picture  at  this  time  presents  itself 
as  follows: 

The  three  special  funds  (highway  fund, 
water  fund,  and  motor -vehicle  parking  fund) 
can  be  adjusted  to  remain  within  available 
revenues,  providing  no  large  construction 
program  is  undertaken. 

However,  with  reference  to  the  general 
fund,  and  baaed  upon  a  normal  Increase  in 
revenues,  an  Increase  of  3  percent  each  year 
in  operating  expenses,  and  an  average  ex- 
penditure each  year  of  $10  mlUion  in  capital 
outlay  for  public  works  Improvements.  It 
would  appear  that  beginning  with  the  fiscal 
year  1955  we  would  be  in  serious  financial 
difficulties  unless  new  tax  legislation  is  en- 
acted or  unless  the  Federal  payment  is 
materially  Increased.  It  Is  estimated  that 
the  deficit  in  the  general  fund  at  the  end 
of  the  fiscal  year  1963 — under  the  conditions 
mentioned  above,  but  without  new  tax  legis- 
lation or  increased  Federal  payment — would 
be  over  $100  million. 

The  enactment  of  pay-increase  legislation 
for  polcemen.  firemen,  and,  schoolteachers, 
as  \B  being  proposed,  would  increase  this 
deficit  to  over  $188  million  by  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  year  1983. 

Sincerely  jrours, 

Walter  L.  Fowlbk. 
Budget  Officer.  District  of  Columbia. 

I  From  the   Washington  Dally  News  of 

February  18,  1953  J 

Storm  Swivals 

Free  flow  of  information  about  District 
finances  long  has  been  inherent  in  this  com- 
munity. Frankness  Is  essential  in  a  republic. 
If  Waahingtonians  are  not  vigilant  this  pre- 
cious heritage  may  be  taken  from  them. 
The  storm  signals  are  up. 

For  example,  the  District  government  Is 
being  reorganized  (In  detail)  secretly. 
Schuyler  Lowe,  Director  of  Oeneral  Admin- 
istration, says  that  his  staff  must  reorganize 
any  given  bureau  in  secret  so  as  not  to  dis- 
turb its  personnel.  He  did  not  comment 
when  It  was  suggested  that  mystery  may  be 
more  disturbing  than  candor  to  the  persons 
involved. 

One  local  habit  has  been  for  Members  of 
Congress  to  ask  for  opinions  and  data  from 
whomever  they  please  in  the  public  service, 
and  for  the  person  interrogated  to  tell  them 
the  truth  without  fear  of  being  fired.  But 
a  storm  arose  last  week  when  the  new  Senate 
District  Committee  chairman.  Senator  Case 
(Republican,  South  Dakota),  asked  District 
Budget  Officer  Walter  L.  Fowler  to  brief  him 


on  municipal  finances.  Ko  one  Is  more  en- 
titled to  such  information.  He  could  not 
have  applied  to  a  more  reliable  aoiirce.  Mr. 
Fowler  gave  it  to  him. 

Thereupon  Mr.  Lowe  and  Commissioner 
Joseph  Donohue  voiced  displeasure.  Their 
Implication  was  that  Mr.  Fowler  should  have 
channeled  his  communication  through  theixL 

Why? 

Mr.  Lowe  has,  In  a  way,  unhorsed  Mr. 
Fowler,  althougn  he  has  not  yet  deprived 
him  of  the  title  of  budget  officer.  But  he 
has  made  the  budget  office  one  of  his  prin- 
cipalities and  Mr.  Fowler  is  his  subordinate — 
on  the  organization  chart. 

Mr.  Fowler  told  Senator  Case  that,  without 
the  $350,000,000  public  works  proposal,  the 
DUtrict  will  face  a  possible  $100  mmion 
deficit  in  its  general  fund  by  the  end  of  fiscal 
1962;  $134  million  if  salaries  of  policemen 
and  firemen  are  raised;  $168  million  if 
schoolteacher  pay  also  is  advanced. 

One  of  the  bases  for  criticizing  Mr.  Fowler 
was  that  Mr.  Lowe  and  the  Commissioners 
for  days  have  been  in  executive  session  pre- 
paring the  case  they  will  present  to  Congress 
to  support  the  $350  mUllon  program.  They 
thought  Mr.  Fowler's  timing  was  bad.  Be- 
fore answering  Senator  Case  he  should  have 
waited  until  they  had  won  approval  of  their 
exp>ensive  scheme. 

We,  however,  think  someone  should  have 
let  the  public  know  that  District  surpluses 
have  disappeared  and  that  new  taxes  for 
routine  expenses  wUl  have  to  be  Imposed 
before  ever  former  Engineer  Commissioner 
Robinson  first  revealed  his  grandiose  public- 
works  program  last  summer. 

For  whatever  it  may  be  worth,  we  serve 
notice  that  we  will  exhaust  our  resources  in 
opposition  to  the  mufsllng  of  Mr.  Fowler, 
or  any  other  custodian  of  our  common  eco- 
nomic interests;  or  to  moving  discussion  of 
District  taxes  and  spending  into  a  star  cham- 
ber; or  letting  anyone  whomsoever  Interfere 
with  the  informing  of  the  public  at  any  time 
about  its  own  affairs. 


BEEF  PRICES 


Mr.  KERR,  Mr.  AIKEN,  and  Mr. 
MORSE  addressed  the  Chair^ 

The  PRESIDINO  OPPICIER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  desires  recognition. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order.  I  do  not  care  what  the  under- 
standing Is  with  respect  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas.  If  he  is  not  on  the  floor 
asking  to  be  recognized,  he  is  not  en- 
titled to  recognition  from  the  Chair,  im- 
der  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  last  Sat- 
urday in  Oklahoma  about  400  or  500 
cattlemen  assembled  for  a  meeting  to 
discuss  the  problems  which  confront 
them  and  their  industry,  and  the  means 
they  hoped  would  be  available  to  them. 
whereby  their  problems  might  more 
easily  or  readily  be  solved,  and  whereby 
they  might  make  a  contribution  toward 
checking  the  decline  in  the  price  of  cat- 
tle, and  toward  restoring  the  price. 

They  were  in  session  all  day.  They 
discussed  almost  every  phase  of  the  eco- 
nomics and  practical  operation  of  the 
cattle  business  in  Oklahoma.  Cattle- 
men and  ranchers  who  conduct  large 
operations  were  present.  Cattle  raisers 
and  feeders  who  operate  on  a  smaller 
scale  were  present;  and  there  were  also 
present  those  whose  operations  are  very 
modest. 


This  meeting  adopted  a  number  of 
resolutions,  copies  of  which  I  have  before 
me.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarics. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

RBSOLtmoNs  Comiotteb  Report 
Due  to  the  unusual  conditions  in  which 
cattle  industry  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
finds  itself,  the  following  resolutions  are 
offered  for  attention  by  Oklahoma  Cattle- 
men's Association: 

1.  The  present  economic  condition  of  the 
cattle  industry  calls  for  all  possible  use  of 
domestic  t>eef.  This  fact  being  true,  we  ask 
Congress  and  the  Dep>artment  of  Agricultiire 
to  inunedlately  curtail  all  Imports  of  beef 
both  processed  and  alive. 

2.  While  commending  the  steps  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  already  taken 
In  removing  direct  controls  and  abollsliing 
the  compulsory  grading  of  beef,  we  strongly 
recommend  that  the  Congress  and  the  De- 
partment of  Agricultiire  support  the  banks 
in  an  effort  to  guarantee  the  loan  of  re- 
sponsible cattle  raisers  so  that  they  may  have 
an  opportimity  to  safely  continue  this  all- 
important  industry. 

3.  Recognizing  the  cattle  business  and 
agriculture  as  the  greatest  industry  in  Okla- 
homa, we  recommend  that  the  same  tax  prin- 
ciple apply  as  to  any  other  Industry:  There- 
fore be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  sales  tax  on  feed,  seed, 
and  fertilizer  be  removed. 

4.  We  wish  to  strongly  commend  the 
efforts  of  the  National  Livestock  and  Meat 
Board  and  the  American  Meat  Institute  and 
others  in  advertising  our  cattle  prodticts  and 
in  educating  our  people  as  to  the  value  of 
beef  from  an  economic  and  health  stand- 
ix)int.  We  strongly  recommend  that  the 
Oklahoma  Cattlemen's  Association, put  forth 
every  effort  to  expand  this  support' of  an  ad- 
vertising program  larger  than  anytlilng  here- 
tofore attempted. 

5.  That  we  ask  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture vmder  the  authority  of  the  law  now  In 
existence  and  in  the  manner  now  authorized 
to  support  beef  prices  at  90  percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  EIERR.  The  fifth  resolution,  to 
which  I  call  specific  attention,  reads  as 
follows : 

That  we  ask  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
under  the  authority  of  the  law  now  in  exist- 
ence and  In  the  manner  now  authorized  to 
support  beef  prices  at  90  percent  of  parity. 

It  was  the  sense  of  that  meeting  that 
the  price  of  beef  cattle  had  suffered  more 
than  a  moderate  decline,  and  that  it  was 
at  a  point  where,  if  stabilized,  it  would 
bring  widespread  bankruptcy  to  the  cat- 
tle producers  of  Oklah(una. 

niey  made  it  very  clear  that  feeders 
cannot  possibly  buy  feed  produced  from 
grains  the  prices  of  which  are  now  sup- 
ported at  90  percent  of  parity,  and  break 
even  in  the  operation  of  feeding  cattle 
now  in  the  feed  lots. 

It  was  their  conviction  that  the  price 
of  beef  cattle  had  already  declined  to 
such  a  level  that  It  would  not  only  bring 
disaster  and  bankruptcy  to  the  average 
producer,  but  that  if  the  price  is  per- 
mitted to  continue  at  present  levels,  or  to 
decline  further,  it  would  be  followed  by, 
conditions  which  would  bring  about  a 
limited  production  of  cattle  in  the  near 
future,  which  would  res'ilt  in  fewer  sup- 
plies and  higher  prices  to  the  consumers. 
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They  had  a  feeling  that  there  had  not 
been  an  equitable  and  appropriate  ad- 
justment of  the  prices  of  the  products  of 
the  beef  at  the  consumer  level. 

They  had  a  feeling  that  there  had  been 
gross  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  Sec- 
retary-of  Agriculture,  first.  In  failing  to 
do  anything  positive  in  an  attempt  to 
bring  a  halt  to  the  decline  in  prices;  and. 
second,  in  indicating  his  belief  that  prices 
had  not  yet  declined  to  such  an  extent 
as  t3  warrant  emergency  action  by  the 
Federal  Government. 

It  was  their  feeling.  Mr.  President, 
that  if  there  were  not  positive  and  ef- 
fective action  not  only  to  halt  the  decline, 
but  to  restore  the  prices  of  beef  cattle 
to  the  level  of  at  least  90  percent  of 
parity,  serious  economic  results  would 
occur  to  our  agricultural  economy,  which 
woxild  be  reflected  in  the  near  future  in 
shorter  supplies  and  higher  prices  to  the 
consumer,  and  also  in  adverse  conditions 
in  the  overall  economy  of  our  country. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  is  familiar  with  a  news  story 
which  came  off  the  ticker  a  short  time 
ago.  which  reads  as  follows: 


February  27 


Food  declined  0.6  percent  during  the 
month.  This  put  It  1.7  percent  below  a  year 
ago,  but  12.5  percent  above  the  June  1950. 
pre-Korean  war  period. 

Another  story  points  out  that  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics  said  that — 

All  food  prices  fell  six-tenths  of  1  percent. 
Lower  prices  for  meat,  poultry,  and  fish  led 
the  decline.  Dairy  products  dropped  1  per- 
cent.   MHk  and  butter  prices  dropped. 

The  report  did  not  rettect  the  gradual 
dropping  of  price  controls.  That  wiU  prob- 
ably be  shown  in  the  next  report. 

Did  the  Senator  see  those  figures  and 
Is  he  familiar  with  them? 

Mr.    KERR.    Mr.    President,    I    was 
familiar  with  the  information  generally. 
I  had  not  seen  the  specific  figures  re- 
ferred to  by  my  coUeague  from  Minne- 
sota,  but  they  point  up  the  dramatic 
fact  that,  while  the  price  of  beef  cattle 
has  declined  as  much  as  50  percent  in 
the  past  15  months,  most  of  which  de- 
cline occurred  since  the  November  elec- 
tion,  the  price  of  food  at  the  retail 
counter  did  not  decline  any  appreciable 
amoant  before  very  late  In  1952,  and  has 
not  declined  to  a  point  that  would  be 
commensurate  with  the  price  paid  to  the 
producer  as  much  as  3  or  4  months  ago 
Mr.   HUMPHREY.     Mr.   President    I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  was 
just  checking  some  of  the  statistical  in- 
formation,  and  about  a  year  ago  the 
parity  ratio  for  agricultural  commodities 
stood  at  106.    In  December  of  this  year 
It  stood  at  99;  it  was  very  close  to  the 
full  parity  base  of  100  percent.    Now  it 
stands  at  95.    Those  figures  represent  a 
drop  of  II  points  in  1  year  to  the  farmer 
m  the  overall  parity  ratio,  but  the  food 
prices  to  the  consumers  have  dropped 
1.7  during  that  period  of  time. 

I  am  merely  making  note  of' the  fact 
that,  while  some  will  say  that  the  drop 
m  the  price  of  beef  and  that  the  drop  in 
the  price  of  pork  and  of  other  products 
Is  wonderful  for  the  consumer,  that  may 
be  true  In  the  long  run.  but.  as  one  great 
English  economist  said,  in  the  long  run 


we  are  all  dead.  but.  In  the  short  run.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  consumer  Is  not 
doing  so  well.  He  got  a  drop  of  1.7  In  the 
price  he  paid,  while  we  have  seen  hun- 
dreds of  producers,  principally  in  the 
cattle  field,  seriously  affected  by  the 
sharp  decline  in  prices. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  few  suggestions  as  to  what 
I  think  might  be  appropriate  in  the 
present  situation.  First,  I  said  the  other 
day  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  it 
was  time  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
stopped  depressing  the  market  by  de- 
pressing statements,  that  this  was  a  time 
at  least  to  talk  in  terms  of  confidence. 

First  of  all.  if  we  start  saymg  that 
things  have  to  level  down,  if  we  start 
talking  about  the  fact  that  we  should 
think  in  terms  of  the  free  market,  what 
happens?  The  consumer  says,  'Let  us 
wait  a  little  before  I  buy  that  half  steer 
and  put  it  in  the  deep  freeze.  I  may  get 
a  lower  price." 

Secondly,  the  cattle  producer  says, 
"Maybe  I  had  better  sell  before  the 
price  gets  too  low."' 

Mr.  KERR.  And  he  says,  "I  am  losing 
the  money  I  am  putting  in  feed." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  I  am  talking 
about  the  cattle  feeder,  as  well  as  the 
range-cattle  producer,  but  particularly 
the  cattle  feeder  who  has  to  process  the 
beef,  and  he  finds  himself  on  the  losing 
end.  So  he  says.  "I  am  going  to  get  out 
of  this  before  I  am  really  destroyed." 

Then  the  banker  says,  -It  looks  kind 
of  bad  for  me.  I  guess  I  had  better  be- 
gin calling  in  the  loans." 

So  there  is  a  depression  In  the  making. 
What  can  be  done  about  it? 

Those  in  authority  can  stop  fright- 
ening the  people.  Even  a  smile  would 
help  in  this  situation,  having  the  effect 
of  adding  at  least  an  optimistic  note. 

Next.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  recall 
that  some  years  ago,  in  a  similar  situa- 
tion, there  were  what  were  called  re- 
gional agricultural  credit  corporations 
which  made  emergency  loans  to  those 
who  were  in  distress.  Such  an  activity 
at  this  time  would  be  helpful  to  the 
banker  as  well  as  to  the  producer.  First 
the  banker  would  be  able  to  have  his 
first  lien  on  the  cattle,  but  the  regional 
agricultural  credit  corporation  could 
make  a  second  loan,  which  would  mean 
that  the  banker  would  not  foreclose  or 
call  the  loan.  That  would  help  stabilize 
the  market. 

Some  of  the  cattle  raisers  need  long- 
term  credit,  but  they  are  not  getting  it 
today  because  the  banker  is  somewhat 
concerned  about  the  solvency  of  his  in- 
stitution. 

Next,  since  we  are  studying  practically 
everything  else,  we  should  look  into  the 
quesUon  of  what  further  extension  may 
be  made  in  the  school-lunch  program 
There  is  nothing  wrong  about  seeing 
that  a  schoolchild  gets  a  good  piece  of 
meat  once  a  day.  That  could  be  pro- 
vided for,  and  it  would  have  a  stabilizing 

Finally,  we  could  reexamine  the  allo- 
cauon  of  meat  products  to  our  own  mili- 
tary forces,  as  weU  as  to  those  of  some 
nations  associated  with  us  in  Korea 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray  1  placed  evidence  in 
the  Record  indicating  that  many  South 
Korean  troops  were  immobilized  because 
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of  malnutrition.  Yet  I  have  heard  a 
speech  on  the  Senate  floor  today  about 
unmanagable  surpluses  of  agricultural 
commodities.  Yet  our  most  valiant  ally, 
the  one  nation  that  has  more  troops  in 
the  line  than  any  other,  the  Republic  of 
South  Korea,  today  finds  part  of  Its 
manpower  Immobilized  because  of  lack 
of  food.  That  does  not  seem  to  Indicate 
good  planning. 

I  merely  toss  out  those  suggestions  to 
the  learned  and  able  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa because  he  is  an  expert  In  this 
field,  and  I  am  only  offering  this  evi- 
dence and  testimony  in  order  to  be  of 
assistance  to  him. 

Mr.  KERR.      Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  thank  my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota.     I  say  to  him 
that  I  heard  many  of  those  thoughts  ex- 
pressed on  the  fioor  of  the  meeting  of 
cattlemen  in  Oklahoma  lasl  Saturday. 
They  said  they  had  looked  to  the  head 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  en- 
couragement and  for  a  word  of  hope  and 
a  sign  of  understanding  and  a  realization 
of  their  problem,  but  he  had  returned  to 
them  without  anything  positive  or  help- 
ful.     Instead,  he  said  to  them  that  he 
was  going  to  help  restore  free  markets  to 
them,  and  he  called  upon  them,  in  a  very 
worthy  manner,  to  trust  more  in  the 
Lord— which  certainly  is  a  suggestion  of 
the  highest  merit  and  the  most  exalted 
character,  and  one  which  appeals  to  men 
whose  economic  condition  is  such  that 
their  minds  are  suflBciently  at  peace  In 
order  to  contemplate  that  desirable  pic- 
ture.    Finally  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture said  to  them.  "The  price  of  your 
commodity  has  not  yet  declined  enough 
to  warrant  emergency  action." 

When  he  was  pressed  as  to  when  the 
taking  of  emergency  action  might  be 
warranted,  he  said  he  believed  there 
should  be  disaster  insurance.  The 
thought  was  expressed  on  that  floor  last 
Saturday.  Mr.  President,  that  if  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  offers  to  tlie 
American  farmer  nothing  more  than  the 
hope  that  he  might  receive  disaster  in- 
surance, then  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  done  that  which  would  In- 
sure disaster  to  the  farmers  and  to  their 
industry. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  KERR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  was  on  the  floor 
when  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges)  delivered 
a  statement  on  agricultural  policy. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  that  what  he  was  talk- 
ing about? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  Is  what  his 
address  is  entitled. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  accept  the  prod- 
uct on  the  basis  of  the  title  affixed  to  it. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  was 
speaking  about  "unmanageable  surpluses 
which  have  been  built  up  by  the  preced- 
ing administrations." 

He  was  also  speaking  of  certain  basic 
farm  laws.  I  have  read  his  address  three 
times,  and  I  listened  in  part  to  it.  I  must 
say  that  I  have  yet  really  to  flnd  out 
exactly  what  kind  of  policy  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  was  outUning. 


For  example,  he  spoke  of  the  1948 
policy,  and  then  spoke  in  terms  of  the 
1949  program  or  the  "basic"  program. 
He  referred  to  what  he  alleged  to  be  a 
fact;  namely,  that — 

Neither  of  tboec  two  laws  was  permitted  to 
function  as  written,  within  the  intent  and 
purpose  of  the  Congress,  for  reasoxiB  which 
all  of  us  understand. 

I  assume  that  thereby  he  meant  rea- 
sons which  all  96  Senators  understand. 

I  am  trjrlng  to  ascertain  whether  this 
Is  the  beginning  of  the  repudiation  of  a 
policy  statement  regarding  agricultural 
price  supports,  which  was  made  again 
and  again  in  the  recent  campaign.  In 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire.  I  do  not  see  a  word 
about  90  percent  of  parity.  I  see  in  his 
speech  reference  to  the  1952  amend- 
ment, but  I  think  it  is  very  important 
that  we  learn  whether  we  are  being  led 
step  by  step,  inch  by  inch,  in  devious 
paths,  to  a  change  of  poUcy.  for  let  me 
make  It  quite  clear  that  two  policies  are 
embodied  in  the  laws  which  have  been 
mentioned.  The  amendments  of  1949  in- 
clude 90  percent  mandatory  price  sup- 
port In  the  case  of  certain  basic  com- 
modities. The  1948  law.  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  appropriately 
said  Is  the  first  "basic"  law  which  we 
have  had  in  the  field  of  agriculture, 
provides  what  we  know  as  the  flexible 
principle.  There  are  advocates  of  both 
these  principles,  but  I  wish  to  make  it 
crystal  clear  that  in  the  campaign  noth- 
ing was  said — and  I  ask  any  Republican 
or  Democratic  Senator  to  find  that  any- 
thing of  the  sort  was  said  in  the  cam- 
paign— to  Indicate  that  this  administra- 
tion would  take  us  back  to  the  principle 
of  flexible  price  supports.  Everything 
said  in  that  campaign — for  instance,  the 
statement  made  before  approximately 
100.000  farm  people,  at  Kasson.  Minn., 
where  the  then  candidate  for  President 
of  the  United  States — as  the  Governor 
of  Illinois  later  pointed  out — literally 
walked  away  with  the  Democratic  farm 
program,  when  he  said  that  not  only 
would  the  farmers  receive  90  percent  of 
parity,  but  that  the  Republican  objective 
is  100  percent  of  parity.  He  bettered 
us  by  10  percent  in  10  seconds. 
[Laughter.! 

My  point  is  this :  What  was  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  Sei^ate.  a  dis- 
tinguished leader  of  the  Republican 
Party,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Bridges ].  alluding  to  in  the  state- 
ment he  made  in  the  Senate  today?  I 
ask  that  questicm  for  the  reason  that 
anything  filled  with  as  much  uncer- 
tainty as  that  statement,  indicates  a  new 
kind  of  psychological  warfare  is  being 
waged — not  psychological  warfare  in 
connection  with  foreign  policy,  or  as  ap- 
plied to  farmers,  but  psychological  war- 
fare against  the  legislators  in  Congress. 

Let  me  state  clearly  for  the  Record, 
Mr.  President,  that  on  Monday  of  the 
coming  week,  I  will  introduce  proposals 
which  to  the  best  of  my  ability  will  carry 
out  every  pledge  the  Republicans  made 
to  the  American  farmers,  as  well  as  my 
own  program.  They  convinced  me;  not 
only  that,  but  they  convinced  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  people  of  my 
State.  Mr.  President,  farmer  after 
farmer  said  to  me,  "Senator  Humphrkt, 


you  are  10  percent  behind.  We  are  in 
favor  of  the  Republican  proposaL  We 
are  In  favor  of  that  90  to  100  percent, 
and  here  you  come  along  with  a  mere 
90-i)ercent  pn^posal." 

Mr.  President,  one  of  our  distinguished 
colleagues,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr],  has  brilliantly  and  vigor- 
ously advocated  the  principle  of  100  per- 
cent of  parity.  I  think  that  is  where 
the  Republicans  got  the  idea;  yes,  they 
were  persuaded  by  listening  to  the  elo- 
quence and  logic  of  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  Therefore.  Mr.  President, 
how  unfortimate  it  was  that  we  could 
not  have  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  in 
our  State  long  enough  to  make  clear  to 
the  people  of  our  State  that  that  pro- 
posal was  his  brain  child  and  his  well- 
thought-out  logic.  In  fact,  it  was  lit- 
erally taken  away  from  a  distinguished 
Oklahoman.  I  did  not  know  that  could 
be  done,  Mr.  President ;  but  it  happened. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  as  I 
listened  to  and  read  the  remarks  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges],  I  perceived  what  I 
thought  were  intended  to  be  two  prom- 
ises. In  his  closing  i>aragraph  the  dis- 
tinguished Seiuitor  from  New  Hampshire 
said: 

As  I  observe  the  picture,  I  conclude  that 
the  agricultural  outlook  for  1953  and  1954 
la  relatively  good. 

Mr.  President.  I  did  not  know  whether 
he  meant  "relatively"  in  thinking  of 
what  it  had  been  in  1931  and  1932  or 
whether  he  was  sp>eaklng  of  "relatively" 
in  thinking  of  1951  and  1952.  I  must  say 
that  that  statement,  although  it  sounds 
good,  does  not  bear  too  close  inspection. 

As  a  part  of  the  same  paragraph,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  said: 

There  are  some  readjustments  that  must 
be  made.  I  do  not  stand  here  and  ix^poee 
that  this  administration  outpromlse  the 
New  Deal  or  the  Fair  Deal. 

I  must  say  I  have  great  respect  for  the 
sincerity  of  the  Republican  candidate 
for  the  Presidency. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  do,  too. 

Mr.  KERR.  He  offered  the  farmers  of 
the  United  States  not  only  90  percent  of 
I>arlty,  but  100  percent  of  parity. 

I  quote  further  from  the  statement 
made  today  in  the  Senate  Chamber  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
BridcxsI: 

I  do  say  that  the  accumulation  of  evidence 
convinces  me  that  our  farm  economy  is  fun- 
damentally strong  and  that  the  fanners  of 
America  can  look  ahead  to  the  future  with 
confidence. 

Mr.  President,  therein,  as  I  see  it,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire attempted  to  make  a  promise  to 
American  agriculture,  but  that  promise  is 
diametrically  opposed  to  a  statement  he 
previously  made — a  statement  which 
every  farmer  who  hears  of  It  or  reads  it 
will  know  is  the  din  of  disaster,  for  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  said: 

As  the  original  authors  of  a  sensible  agri- 
cultural program  which  has  been  maladmin- 
istered  and  misadmlnistered  by  our  prede- 
cessors, it  now  becomes  oiu-  task  to  redirect 
this  program  so  that  it  wiU  conform  to  the 
basic  purposes  for  which  the  legislation  orig- 
inally was  placed  on  the  statute  books. 


Indeed,  he  had,  as  I  understood,  been 
referring  to  the  Agricultural  Act  passed 
in  the  80th  Congress,  known  generally 
as  the  Aiken  bill.  Let  me  say  that  at 
this  time  I  see  across  the  aisle  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  who 
was  the  author  of  that  bill.  For  him  I 
have  much  affection;  but  with  reference 
to  his  bill  I  must  remind  him  that  for 
a  while  the  farmers  of  America  thought 
the  term  "Aiken  bill"  merely  identified 
the  author  of  the  bill. 

As  I  understood  whe  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire,  in  his  remarks 
of  a  little  while  ago — and  he  is  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  this  body,  Mr.  Presi- 
Ident-— said : 

It  now  becomes  our  task  to  redirect  this 
program  so  that  it  will  conform  to  the  basic 
purposes  for  which  the  legislation  originally 
was  placed  on  the  statute  books. 

I  say  that,  rather  than  a  promise  of 
help,  that  is  a, pronouncement  of  doom. 

Mr,  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me?  . 

Mr.  KERR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  said  the  farmers  of  the 
United  States  could  look  with  confidence 
to  the  future,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  KERR.    That  is  what  he  said.       I 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Can  the  farmers  do 
that,  at  70  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  my  good  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Can  the  farmers  do 
that,  at  75  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  that  today  the  farm- 
ers of  the  United  States  are  trembling 
in  their  economic  habitations,  not  only 
over  the  condition  which  prevails  where- 
in many  of  the  commodities  they  pro- 
duce are  supported  at  90  percent  of 
parity,  but  they  are  in  an  environment 
in  which  they  have  been  promised  the 
restoration  of  70  percent  or  65  percent 
or  60  percent  of  parity,  which  to  them 
is  not  a  promise  of  help,  but  is  a  sen- 
tence of  economic  death. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  To  be  perfectly 
frank,  is  not  what  the  Republicans  are 
proposing  a  proposal  for  flexible  price 
supports  down  to  75  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  think  it  is  down  to  60 
percent  of  parity, 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Down  to  60  percent 
of  parity?  i 

Mr.  KERR.    Yes.  '■ 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Very  well.  That 
means  that  whenever  the  support  inice 
is  placed  lower  than  90  percent  of  parity, 
farm  prices  which  are  supported  wUl  fall 
to  that  level,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  KERR.  That  has  been  the  ex- 
perience, as  demonstrated  over  and  over 
again. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  So  they  are  telling 
the  American  farmer,  "We  want  a  new 
farm  program,  and  we  want  to  help  you. 
We  are  going  to  do  that  by  reducing  the 
prices  you  receive,  and  we  are  going  to 
reduce  your  standard  of  living."  They 
take  that  attitude  because,  as  they  say, 
"at  some  time  in  the  future  a  surplus 
might  be  built  up.  and  if  a  surplus  is 
built  up.  it  might  reduce  your  price,  and 
in  order  to  obviate  that,  we  are  going  to 
cut  that  price  today,  and  thus  reduce 
your*8tandard  of  living  now."  Is  that 
not  what  their  proposal  means? 
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Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi is  entirely  correct,  and  in  or- 
der that  there  may  be  no  doubt  about 
the  reduction  in  the  future,  they  say 
today,  "We  are  going  to  bring  about  a 
balance,  and,  in  order  to  accomplish  it, 
we  are  going  to  do  that  which  will  result 
In  the  inevitable  reduction  of  the  price." 

Let  me  say  one  more  word.  Our  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr,  BbidgesI,  said  that  our  population 
Is  increasing,  and  that  agriculture  must 
produce  more  and  more  in  order  to  meet 
the  demands ;  and  in  the  same  breath  he 
promises  the  producers  that  as  they  pro- 
duce more  and  more,  they  will  have  to 
sell  it  for  less  and  less.  Is  that  what 
my  good  friend  is  saying? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Surely  it  is.  If 
those  in  authority  are  for  parity,  why 
do  they  not  say,  "We  are  for  parity"? 
Why  do  they  not  say.  "Yes.  we  are  for  a 
support  price  that  will  give  you  parity  in 
the  markets"?  If  that  is  the  purpose, 
why  not  give  it  to  them? 

Mr.  KERR  May  I  answer  the  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Why  all  this  talk 
and  equivocation?  It  is  because  they 
want  flexible  supports,  despite  the  fact 
that  they  will  reduce  the  standard  of 
living  of  all  American  agriculture,  when 
today  it  is  only  half  that  of  the  man  em- 
ployed in  American  industry. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  and  I  will  attempt  to  answer 
him  as  to  why  they  do  not  come  out  for 
100  percent  o:  parity.  In  the  first  place 
they  are  basicaUy  against  it.  and  in  the 
second  place,  they  do  not  want  to  quarrel 
with  their  great  President  in  the  White 
House. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First  of  all.  I  de- 
sire to  commend  the  Senator  from'  Okla- 
homa on  his  latter  statement,  that  our 
great  President  in  the  White  House  I 
beUeve  in  all  sincerity  and  in  aU  honor 
did  support  and  does  want  to  see  that 
ofprogram  placed  in  effect 

Mr.  KERR.     He  at  least  promised  it 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  what  he 
promised,  and  I  think  a  man  must  be 
taken  at  his  word.  He  must  be  given 
plenty  of  time  to  permit  him  to  deliver 
on  the  promise.  However,  I  would  point 
out  what  his  spokesmen  say  for  him 
When  their  statements  are  looked  at 
one  merely  gets  the  overtones,  and  some- 
times misses  the  fine  print.  This  is  a 
great  deal  like  an  insurance  policy— it 
is  necessary  to  look  at  the  fine  print 
I  desire  to  call  the  Senators  attention 
to  a  little  of  the  fine  print.  This  is  from 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
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It  Is  a  fact  under  the  leadership  of  our 
party — 

Referring  to  the  Republican  Party— 
with  support  from  many  members  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  there  was  established  In 
the  80th  Congress  a  realistic,  workable  price- 
support  farm  program.  This  Agricultural 
Act  of  1948  was  the  first  permanent  price- 
support  program  ever  placed  upon  the  stat- 
ute books  of  our  Nation. 

I  Stop  there.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  thai  the 
program  was  realistic,  it  was  workable 


Its  effects  were  very  real.  I  do  not  say 
It  worked  for  the  good  of  the  fanner,  but 
It  was  workable.  I  agree  with  his  state- 
ment that,  "It  was  realistic  and  work- 
able." 

It  was  a  price  support  program.  I 
simply  do  not  happen  to  agree  with  the 
results  of  those  low  flexible  price  sup- 
port policies.  There  iu-e  some  aspects 
of  the  1948  act  that  are  highly  com- 
mendable. I  think  we  owe  a  great  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont for  providing  compensatory  price 
support  payments  to  the  farmers  under 
the  1948  act.  In  1949  there  was  an 
amended  version  of  the  1948  Agricultur- 
al Act.  which  was  sponsored  by  the  for- 
mer Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson], 
known  as  the  Anderson  Act,  which  pro- 
vided the  same  basic  safeguards  for 
American  agriculture  which  had  been 
established  by  previous  legislation. 

There  is  no  secret  about  the  fact  that 
some  of  us.  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  when 
it  comes  to  price  supports,  disagree  as 
to  the  virtue  of  flexibility  as  contrasted 
with  mandatory  price  supports.  I  think 
it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Anderson]  was  trying 
to  amend  the  1948  act  by  providing  what 
he  considered  to  be  a  bettor  system  of 
flexible  price  supports.  But  it  was  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell] 
who  offered  the  amendment  for  90  per- 
cent mandatory  price  supports,  if  my 
memory  serves  me  correctly,  with  the 
able  assistance  and  co-authorship  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma 

Mr.  KERR.  Yes,  and  also.  I  tnlnk. 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  YotrrfcJ 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  with  the  as- 
sistance  also  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota.  That  is  correct.  It  will  be 
noted  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire does  not  refer  to  the  Kerr-Russell - 
Young  amendment  to  the  1949  amend- 
ments  of  the  1948  act.  He  specifically 
leaves  that  out.  and  says  that  in  1949 
there  was  an  amended  version  of  the 
1948  Agricultural  Act.  which  was  spon- 
sored by  the  former  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture,  known  as  the  Anderson  Act 
Which   provided    the   same   basic   safe-" 

Sab1f/h°/H  h""^""^"  agriculture  as  those 
established  by  previous  legislation 

It  is  perfectly  clear  as  to  what  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  means. 
Then  he  continues  with  the  statement 
that  If  these  laws  had  been  properly  ad- 
ministered the  condiUons  that  face  us 
today  would  not  exist.    What  is  the  Sen- 

fh?J.  ^"^^^  ^.  '^^  •     ^^  ^^  ^™Ply  saying 
inis.     Mr.   American    farmer  and  Mr 

American  citizen,  you  are  getting  the 
nrst  lull  official  roundabout,  devious 
round-tower  expression  of  the  return  to 
low.  flexible,  price  supports.  That  is 
what  you  are  getting."  This  is  the  be- 
ginning of  the  repudiaUon  of  a  campaign 
pledge.  This  is  not  President  Eisen- 
hower speaking.  The  President  stiU  has 
his  pledge,  and  I  accept  his  pledge  in 
good  faith.  But  I  Wish  to  say  to  our 
President  that  he  had  better  do  .some 
frank  talking  with  some  of  his  lieuten- 
ants, because  some  of  them  are  be- 
giiining  to  say.  "We  did  not  mean  it  " 

I  know  that  in  New  Hampshire  100 
percent  or  90  percent  of  price  supports 
may  not  be  quite  so  meaningful  as  in 


Iowa,  or  Brookings,  S.  Dak.,  or  Kasson, 
Minn.,  but  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
knows  that  two  fundamental,  basic  farm 
speeches  wehe  given  to  the  American 
people,  one  in  Brookings.  S.  Dak..  In  Oc- 
tober, one  in  Kasson.  Minn.,  in  Septem- 
ber, and  the  only  difference  between  the 
two  speeches  was  that  the  October 
speech  went  further  than  the  September 
speech.    That  is  a  matter  of  record. 

It  is  easy  for  someone  on  the  Republi- 
can side  of  the  aisle  to  say.  "Look,  we  are 
going  to  deliver.  We  are  going  to  give 
you  100-percent  price  supports.  That  la 
our  pledge,  and  we  will  keep  It." 

If  it  was  good  enough  to  give  the  peo- 
ple such  a  pledge  in  September  and  Oc- 
tober, it  is  good  enough  to  deliver  on  it 
sometime  in  the  year  1953.    We  do  not 
need  the  legalistic  alastractions  which  we 
are  beginning  to  hear  and  which  sound 
well  but  mean  nothing.    They  try  to  take 
our  minds  off  the  problem  by  saying, 
"Let  us  investigate  Brannan."     Appar- 
ently we  are  going  to  have  another  inves- 
tigation.    "We  are  going  to  investigate 
Brannan."     Listen.    The   question   that 
needs  to  be  Investigated  today  Is.  What 
are  we  going  to  do  to  maintain  our  agri- 
cultural price  structure?    That  is  what 
needs    investigating.      Mr.    Brannan    is 
gone,  and  I  doubt  that  he  will  be  reap- 
pointed.    What  is  more,  investigations 
were  conducted  here  2  years  ago  and 
last  year.    The  American  fanners  are  not 
going  to  be  able  to  have  money  In  the 
bank  by  having  investigations,  and  the 
banker  is  not  going  to  be  paid  for  his 
loans  by  having  another  investigation. 
What  is  going  to  please  the  fanner  Is  a 
fair    prlce^not    an    exorbitant    price, 
merely  a  fair  price,  a  reasonable  price. 

Mr  KERR.  I  thank  my  friend  from 
Minnesota.  My  recollection  Is  that  an 
amendment  which  the  Senate  adopted  In 
1949  was  .sponsored  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr 
Yotmc  ] . 

With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  about  what  lieu- 
tenants of  our  distinguished  President 
now  declare,  let  me  suggest  what  I  think 
IS  the  position  they  are  taking.  Yes 
they  are  candid  in  admitting  that  the 
President  promised  the  farmers  100  per- 
cent of  parity,  but  they  are  reminding 
the  American  farmer  that  they  did  not 
make  such  a  promise,  and  I  think  they 
are  trying  to  pensuade  their  President 
that  he  did  not  mean  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  KERR,     i  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  been  In- 
trigued by  much  I  have  heard  here  to- 
day. I  heard  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Indiana  say  a  while  ago  "I  do  not 
blame  the  President  for  expenditures  for 
high  taxes,  or  for  big  deficits.  They  are 
the  responsibility  of  the  Congress." 
That  is  what  I  thought  in  1949,  in  1950  in 
1951.  and  in  1952.  but  I  did  not  hear  it 
then.  Mr.  President  it  simply  depends 
upon  who  is  in  the  driver's  seat.  So  now 
apparently,  this  is  going  to  be  the  re-' 
sponsibility  exclusively  of  the  Congress, 
and  we  are  not  going  to  permit  the  Re- 
publican administraUon  to  shoulder  the 
responsibility.  Oh.  how  the  times  have 
changed. 
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I  want  to  make  but  one  further  com- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
heard  the  voice  of  the  people.  I  am 
happy  to  hear  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  listened  to  farmers  and  has 
wisely  issued  a  price  support  order  con- 
tinuing 90  percent  of  parity  on  butter  for 
1  year,  beginning  April  1. 

Here  is  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
doing  his  duty,  and  I  want  publicly  to 
commend  him.  I  say,  "Thanks"  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  all  sincerity. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  referred  to 
the  fact  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  said  that  an  in- 
vestigation would  be  launched.  I  re- 
mind the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that 
that  is  running  true  to  form.  Through 
long  habit  the  Republicans  have  learned 
to  appoint  committees  and  commissions 
and  to  launch  investigations.  It  is  a 
program  to  which  they  are  accustomed 
and  to  which  their  habit  of  the  years 
leads  them.  They  will  find  that  the 
American  farmer  Is  far  more  Interested 
in  solving  the  problems  of  today  than  in 
their  academic  curiosity  In  connection 
with  evils  of  the  past. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President.  I 
was  very  happy  to  hear  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  said,  because  this 
Is  the  first  clear  indication  that  the  new 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  believes  in 
parity.  I  hope  he  continues  along  that 
way. 

The  Senator  from  CMdahoma  Intro- 
duced a  bill  in  the  Senate  calling  for 
100-percent  parity.  I  did  the  same  In 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Today 
I  have  introduced  the  same  bill,  brought 
up  to  date,  t)ecause  I  believe  it  Is  our 
duty  when  the  President  is  right  to  sup- 
port him  to  the  limit.  He  l>elieves  not 
only  in  90  percent  of  parity,  but  he  has 
stated  on  many  occasions  that  he  be- 
lieves in  full  parity,  which,  to  me.  means 
100  percent.  That  is  what  the  family- 
type  farmer  needs  if  he  Is  to  be  saved 
from  disaster. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  is  eminently  correct. 
As  the  days  unfold  and  the  months  go 
by.  it  will  be  demonstrated  that  the 
American  people  are  more  and  more  In 
accord  with  that  view. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield 
further? 

Mr.  KERR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  as 
we  listen  to  the  many  discussions  of 
policy,  such  as  that  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire,  it  would  seem  that  ap- 
parently he  had  not  talked  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  or  he  would  not 
have  made  that  speech. 

We  listened  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1  talk- 
ing of  cutting  the  budget  ansrwhere  from 
$8  to  $9  bilUon.  Then  we  hear  about 
reducing  taxes.  It  appears  to  me  that 
this  may  make  a  pattern.  On  the  one 
hand,  they  speak  in  terms  of  production 
and  in  terms  of  price  support,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  we  hear  other  announce- 
ments saying  that  we  are  going  to  op- 
erate more  cheaply.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  this  question:  What  does  he 


think  when  he  hears  of  reducing  the 
budget  some  8  or  9  billions  of  dollars? 

Does  it  mean  possibly  substantially 
reducing  the  appropriations  to  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment, and  possibly  appropriations 
for  other  established  benefits  which  go 
to  the  American  people? 

We  hear  2  speeches  in  1  day,  one  of 
them  saying  that  we  should  reexamine 
the  agricultural  policy,  and  the  other 
saying  that  we  should  cut  the  budget 
from  eight  to  nine  billion  dollars,  and 
adopt  a  more  vigorous  policy  abroad. 
Has  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  given 
some  thought  to  that? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  have  given  much 
thought  to  it.  No  one  would  say  or  do 
more  to  bring  about  a  reduction  in  the 
Federal  budget,  if  that  is  possible,  than 
would  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  No 
one  contemplates  it  with  any  more  eager 
desire  than  I  do.  However,  I  am  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  entire  cost  of  the 
Federal  Government,  aside  from  the  in- 
terest on  the  national  debt — which  our 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  are 
In  process  of  increasing  approximately 
one  and  a  quarter  billion  dollars  a  year — 
aside  from  the  cost  of  veterans'  pro- 
grams, aside  from  the  cost  of  ovu:  co- 
operation with  our  allies,  and  the  cost  of 
our  own  defense  progremi,  is  less  than  $11 
billion  a  year.  So  that  when  men  talk 
about  reducing  the  budget  by  $10  billion 
a  year,  since  they  are  not  going  to  re- 
duce the  interest  on  the  national  debt, 
because  they  are  in  the  process  of  rais- 
ing that  item,  since  they  are  not  going 
to  reduce  the  cost  of  our  veterans'  pro- 
grams, because  even  they  have  not  sug- 
gested that,  it  means  that  they  are  either 
going  to  cut  the  national  defense  budget 
eight  or  ten  billion  dollars  or  entirely 
eliminate  all  the  costs  of  Government 
other  than  those  items.  I  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Minnesota,  that  they  indulge 
in  a  fiction  equal  in  proportion  to  that 
which  was  uttered  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  when  he 
said,  "Our  farm  economy  is  fundamen- 
tally strong,  and  the  farmers  of  America 
can  look  ahead  to  the  future  with  con- 
fidence." 

I  would  remind  him  that  whatever 
strength  the  farm  economy  has,  has  been 
the  result  of  Democratic  farm  policies  for 
more  than  20  years.  But  when  spokes- 
men for  the  majority  party  make  an- 
nouncements on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
which  would  be  adverse  to  the  farmer, 
the  farmer  is  not  going  to  be  misled  and 
made  to  feel  that  he  can  look  to  the  fu- 
ture with  confidence  imder  those  cir- 
cimistances. 

"Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield 
further? 

Mr.  KERR    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
there  are  some  other  things  which  have 
disturbed  me.  One  day  I  read  in  the 
press  that  there  has  been  a  briefing  at 
the  White  House,  and  I  see  pictures  of 
dlstingxiished  colleagues  and  high  offi- 
cials In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment coming  out  of  the  White  House. 
The  newspaper  reporters  ask  them  what 
happened,  and  the  reply  is,  "The  situa- 
tion is  critical  It  Is  not  what  we  thought 
it  was."    Of  course,  they  could  have  as- 


certained what  it  was;  there  has  been  no 
secret  about  It. 

The  next  day  we  hear  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  Director  of  the  Budget  saying 
they  doubt  very  much  whether  there  will 
be  a  balanced  budget  this  year.  In  fact, 
they  say  it  cannot  be  balanced  this  year. 
They  doubt  whether  the  budget  can  be 
substantially  reduced.  There  are  indi- 
cations that  the  defense  budget  can  be 
pared  down  very  little  without  Jeopard- 
izing our  security. 

That  is  what  the  President's  Cabinet 
officers  say.  They  want  to  reduce  the 
budget.  They  want  to  see  taxes  reduced. 
That  is  what  everyone  who  is  in  his  right 
mind  wants.  They  want  to  see  the  econ- 
omy brought  Into  balance,  as  we  all  do. 
But  they  are  finding  out  now,  with  the 
burdens  of  office  upon  their  shoulders, 
that  the  troubles  of  the  world  are  not 
going  to  wither  away.  They  are  finding 
out  that  Truman  was  not  the  problem; 
the  problem  is  Stalin — the  cold  war. 
They  are  learning  that  there  is  some  real 
difficulty  in  the  world. 

What  I  am  getting  at  is  this:  Who  Is 
right?  Is  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
right?  Is  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
right?  Is  the  President  right?  Or  are 
these  spokesmen  right? 

The  President  says,  "Taxes  cannot  be 
reduced."  Someone  else  says,  "We  are 
going  to  reduce  taxes." 

The  President  says.  "We  must  not 
Jeopardize  national  security."  Someone 
else  says.  "We  can  trim  off  $9  billion." 

It  is  not  going  to  be  possible  to  trim 
$9  billion  from  the  Truman  budget.  Of 
course,  no  one  wants  to  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  the  Truman  budget,  but  Mr.  Tru- 
man suggested  a  budget  of  $10,300,000,- 
000  for  all  civilian  aspects  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, such  as  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, the  Department  of  Labor,  and 
all  the  independent  offices.  His  budget 
called  for  $10,300,000,000  for  all  ciyilian 
objectives. 

Then  there  Is  Interest  of  $6,400,000,000 
at  the  Democratic  rate  of  interest. 
When  the  new,  gilt-edged  Republican 
interest  rates  go  into  effect  the  amount 
will  be  up  a  little  bit. 

Mr.  KERR.  It  will  be  about  $7,700.- 
000,000. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes,  an  Increase 
of  about  $1,300,000,000. 

Mr.  KERR.  That  is  interest  on  the 
national  debt. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes,  that  is  cor- 
rect. Six  billion  four  hundred  million 
dollars  was  provided  for  in  the  Truman 
budget. 

The  former  President  suggested  a 
budget  of  $57,300,000,000  for  major 
national  security,  including  foreign  aid. 
atomic  energy,  national  defense,  and  aid 
to  our  allies. 

All  I  say  is  that  we  cannot  get  a  re- 
sponsible officer  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government,  either  by  rumor  or 
direct  statement,  to  say  that  we  can 
remove  eight  or  ten  billion  dollars  from 
the  budget  without  Jeopardizing  our 
national  security. 

Someone  else  said  that  he  dismissed 
a  thousand  employees  from  the  Mutual 
Security  Agency,  but  the  next  evening 
the  Washington  Star  said  that  that  was 
because  of  a  Truman  order. 
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Mr.  KERR.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  re- 
sented the  Evening  Star,  great  publica- 
tion that  it  is.  interfering  with  the 
TendezYous  with  a  dream  which  our 
distinguished  friend,  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Administrator,  had  been  having.  I 
thought  it  was  unkind  and  unwarranted. 
However,  if  the  writer  for  the  Star  could 
have  received  any  pleasure  or  happiness 
from  a  rendezvous  with  a  dream,  even 
by  seeking  to  perpetuate  it  for  the  benefit 
of  others.  I  think  this  early  in  the  game 
he  should  have  been  permitted  to  do  so. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  magnanimous 
qualities  and  the  generosity  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  are  exceeded  only  by 
the  economy  dreams  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Administrator. 

I  conclude  by  asking  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  if  he  has  been  able  to  recon- 
cUe  the  $10  billion  or  the  $9  billion  budg- 
et cut  with  what  he  has  heard  from  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Government. 
I  ask  him  how  we  are  going  to  do  all 
this  budget  cutting,  tax  reducing,  and  at 
the  same  time  have  100  i)ercent  parity  or 
90  percent  parity,  carry  out  a  more  dy- 
namic foreign  policy,  and  increase  our 
military  strength,  plus  bringing  the  war 
in  Korea  to  a  conclusion. 

I  want  to  be  around  when  all  this 
hocus-pocus  happens.  It  will  make  Hou- 
dini  look  like  a  bum. 

One  day  we  are  informed  that  condi- 
tions are  grim.  The  next  day  we  are  told 
that  taxes  are  going  to  come  down.  One 
day  we  are  informed  that  the  budget 
cannot  be  reduced.  The  next  day  we  are 
told,  "Think  nothing  of  it;  $10  billion 
will  be  taken  off  just  like  that." 

One  day  we  are  told.  'Terhaps  we 
ought  to  go  back  to  the  act  of  1948  " 
Then  we  are  told.  "Do  not  forget  the  90 
percent  or  100  percent  of  parity." 

That  is  really  playing  both  sides  of  the 
street.  I  hope  somebody  gets  caught  in 
the  middle— but  I  am  afraid  it  may  be 
the  people. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota  asks  me  how  these  conflicting 
thmgs  can  be  done.  I  wish  I  knew 
I  must  say  that  if  I  had  known  how  they 
could  have  been  done.  I  would  not  have 
waited  until  this  late  hour  to  publish  the 
fact.  I  await  with  all  curiosity  the  ful- 
fillment of  these  conflicting  and  mu- 
tually inclusive  predictions  and  promises 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
rose. 

South  Carolma  wish  me  to  yield  for  a 
question? 

T  ^""k  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  wished  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa whether  he  had  heard  the  Secre- 

♦  '^1?^'!^"^'^""^^  ^^^^  a  statement  as 
to  what  he  was  going  to  do  or  what  law 
he  was  going  to  advocate  when  the  pres- 
ent law  goes  out  of  existence  at  the  close 
of  the  year  1954 

rpJ^^^^-  ^  ha^e  not  heard  the  Sec- 
retary make  any  statement  on  that  sub- 
ject, but  I  saw  him  quoted  in  the  press 
as  having  said  that  the  only  program  of 
support  or  assistance  which  he  per^n- 
ally  advocated  was  disaster  insurance 
He  did  not  make  clear  whether  he  meant 
that  he  was  against  it  or  for  it 

n^iy^i^^V^^  °'  ^°"^h  Carolina. 
^tSL^i^^  l"^?"  Oklahoma  heard 
S^iSS?  \?  ^^  ^?^<^^  '*^^*  the  Secretary 
Of  Agriculture  might  propose  a  sliding 
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scale,  which  could  permit  a  sliding  down 
to  75  percent  of  parity  for  the  farmer? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
that  I  did  not  hear  that  statement  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  but  I 
heard  it  in  a  speech  made  a  little  while 
ago  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  the 
distinguished  President  pro  tempore  of 
the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  BbidcesI.  If  I  recall  his  re- 
marks accurately,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  promised  to  bring  about  a 
return  or  a  restoration  of  a  sliding  scale 
of  parity  which,  as  I  understand,  would 
go  much  below  75  percent. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
believe  it  would  go  down  to  60  percent 

Mr.  KERR.  I  beUeve  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  page 
A915  of  the  Appendix  of  the  Congres- 
sional Record,  there  is  an  article  en- 
titled "Speech  of  Hon.  Jamie  L.  WHiinrv. 
of  Mississippi.  Women's  National  Press 
Club.  Washington,  D.  C.  February  24 
1953." 

Mr.  Cannon,  who  had  the  article  In- 
serted, mentions  in  the  foreword  of  his 
remarks  that  I  was  present  at  the  meet- 
ing.    I  was  present  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Women's  National  Press  Club,  and  I  was 
given  10  minutes  to  speak  on  agricultural 
matters.     Mr.  Whttten  was  given  5  min- 
utes.    I  did  not  think  that  was  fair,  .so  I 
gave  him  2'2  minutes  of  my  time.     But 
to  my  amazement.  I  find  printed  in  the 
Record  a  30-minute  speech  which  Mr. 
Wnn-TEN  is  suppo.'^ed  to  have  given      I 
might  have  had  a  little  trouble  with  my 
hearing,  or  Mr.   WnrrrEN   might  have 
been  able  to  crowd  a  30-minute  speech 
into  5  minutes.     As  a  matter  of  fact   I 
do  not  recall  his  saying  anything  that  I 
find  in  his  speech  which  is  printed  in 
the  Record.     FYom  one  standpoint  it  is  a 
good  speech.     Certainly  the  anti-Ben.son 
speech-writing  staff  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  could  not  have  writ- 
ten a  better  speech  than  Mr.  Whitten's 
speech.     It  is  completely  full  of  errone- 
ous statements  and  shopworn  political 
arguments  which  were  heard  last  fall 
and  proved  ineffective.     I  do  not  object 
to  Its  bein<?  in  the  Record,  but  I  do  want 
It  in  the  Record  for  what  it  is 
I  wish  to  make  clear  that  none  of  the 

nrfifJ^'^^^^l^^    ""^    ^"    ^^-    WhiTTEN-S 

printed  speech  appeared  in  his  oral  argu- 
ments at  the  Women's  National  Press 
Club  meeting. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  for  the  first  time 
hi  a  long  while  I  shall  go  to  bed  tonight 
with  a  very  light  heart  and  without  a 
worry  on  my  mind.  I  have  felt  that  we 
Jiad  some  serious  agricultural  problems 
to  face.  We  always  have  had  to  face 
them.  I  think  there  probably  will  be 
some  in  the  future.  T^^o  or  three  weeks 
ago  I  was  really  concerned  about  the  wel- 
fare  of  livestock  producers  of  this  coun- 
try. However,  as  I  say.  I  shall  go  to  bed 
tonight  with  a  very  hght  heart  because 

^nm  tn"^^^'^''  P^P^^  °f  the  country. 
FVom  the  resolution  adopted  by  a  group 

ho  ^V^'''^^''  "^  Oklahoma,  and  which 
^l^V^"^  ^"  *h«  RECORD  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr  KctrI    it 

"^ll\''^\  '""r  ^^^^  ^'  last^n'the 
light  which  leads  to  salvation  and  eter- 
nal farm  prosperity.   I  can  see  them  now. 


on  their  way  to  Washington— thousands 
and  thousands  of  cattle  raisers  with 
bowed  heads,  probably  repentant  for  the 
things  they  have  said  in  the  past  about 
not  wanting  support  prices,  holding  out 
their  hats  ahead  of  them  as  they  come 
up  the  street,  not  a  homburg  in  the  whole 
lot;  and  at  the  head  of  the  procession  I 
can  see  marching  the  distinguished  and 
illustrious  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr],  with  tears  of  sympathy  runhing 
down  both  sides  of  his  chin.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey! 
will  not  be  there,  however. 

I  can  see  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
leading  these  poor,  pathetic  cattlemen 
into  Washington,  on  the  way  to  salva- 
tion and  eternal  prosperity  for  the  live- 
stock grower.  I  know  that  they  are  going 
to  be  successful  when  they  arrive  here. 
because  Ezra  Benson  cannot  resist  an 
appeal  like  that.  He  cannot  resist  the 
appeal  of  extreme  poverty.  He  cannot 
resist  the  tears  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa. I  do  not  believe  General  Ike  can 
resist  the  senatorial  pleadings,  and  the 
pathos  which  will  come  into  the  picture. 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  Secretary  Hum- 
phrey will  open  the  doors  of  the  Treasury 
and  say.  "Boys,  you  have  suffered  long 
enough.  Come  right  in  with  your  bas- 
kets, and  the  future  will  be  brighter  for 
you." 

So  I  have  no  further  worries  about 
the  cattlemen.  I  did  worry  about  the 
Uvestock  producers  in  1940.  when  hogs 
were  5  cents  a  pound,  until  the  war  came 
along  and  bailed  them  out.  Beef  was  7 
cents  a  pound,  and  no  one  was  doing 
anything  about  putting  an  effective  sup- 
port  program  into  operation  for  them 
then.  I  even  worried  in  1952.  when  the 
price  of  hogs  went  on  the  skids  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Secretary 
Brannan.  did  not  do  anything  about  it 
until  the  price  reached  76  percent  of 
parity. 

But  I  do  not  worry  any  more.     I  can 
see  the  farmer  of  the  future,  standing  in 
the  midst  of  his  wealth.     I  hope,  as  he 
surveys  all  his  possessions,  and  all  the 
good  things  which  have  come  to  him 
that  he  will  see  fit  to  give  credit  where 
credit  is  due— to  the  test  tube  and  labora- 
tory, to  Congress,  if  he  wishes,  but  above 
all  else.  I  hope  he  will  not  forget  to  give 
credit  to  the  windmill  and  the  oil  well— 
the  windmill  which  pumps  the  water  for 
his  private  bath  and  generates  electricity 
which  lights  the  runway  for  his  private 
plane  and  also  furnishes  heat  with  which 
to  cook  his  breast  of  quail. 

He  must  not  forget  what  he  owes  the 
oil  weU,  which  furnishes  kerosene  for  his 
tractor,  gasoline  for  his  Cadillac,  and 
high  octane  gasoline  for  his  private 
plane. 

Perhaps,  Mr.  President.  I  am  seeing  n 
mirage,  but  tonight,  I  am  going  to  bed 
happier  than  I  have  been  for  a  long 
time,  because  the  problems  of  the  farmer 
seem  to  have  all  been  solved 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

nr^LJ."^-    ^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^he  Senate 
busixT  consideraUon  of  executive 

RoI?f  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 

f^S.nnJiT^^,'^^^  ^  '^^  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


PROTOCOL  ON  STATUS  OP  INTERNA- 
TIONAL MILITARY  HEADQUAR- 
TERS—REMOVAL OP  INJUNCTION 
OP  SECRECY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  be  removed  from  Executive  B. 
83d  Congress,  1st  session,  a  protocol  on 
the  status  of  International  Military 
Headquarters,  set  up  pursuant  to  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty,  signed  at  Paris 
on  August  28.  1952.  and  that  the  protocol, 
together  with  the  President's  message  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  that  the  President's  mes- 
sage be  printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  Foley,  of  the  Treaty  Division,  De- 
partment of  State,  advised  that  the  De- 
partment made  the  instnmient  public 
some  time  ago. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  injunction  of  secrecy  will  be 
removed,  suid  the  protocol,  together  with 
the  President's  message,  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  the  message  from  the  President  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  Presidents  message  is  as  follows: 

Febrcart  25,  1953. 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

With  a  view  to  receiving  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  ratification. 
I  transmit  herewith  a  certified  copy  of 
a  protocol  on  the  status  of  International 
Military  Headquarters  set  up  pursuant  to 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  signed  at 
Paris  on  August  28.  1952.  This  docu- 
ment Is  a  protocol  to  the  agreement  re- 
garding status  of  forces  of  parties  of 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  and  is  related 
to  the  agreement  on  the  status  of  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization, 
both  previously  :ransmitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate in  the  2d  session  of  the  82d  Congress. 

The  Status  of  Forces  Agreement  of 
1951  and  the  present  protocol,  as  well 
as  the  companion  agreement  relating  to 
the  status  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization  Itself,  are  necessary  parts 
of  the  new  machinery  we  need  to  carry 
forward  the  vital  program  for  the  inte- 
grated defense  forces  of  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization.  These  are 
multilateral  agreements  and  thus  pro- 
vide that  basis  of  uniformity  in  these 
fields  which  is  essential  for  NATO  and 
its  Integrated  operations.  While  these 
agreements  do  not  in  every  respect  re- 
flect the  maximum  desires  of  each 
country,  and  to  that  extent  represent 
certain  compromises  on  the  part  of  all, 
it  is  my  considered  belief  that  they 
provide  a  workable,  equitable,  and  desir- 
able framework  for  NATO  activities  and 
peacetime  NATO  military  operations. 
The  early  acceptance  of  these  agree- 
ments by  the  NATO  nations  is  very  Im- 
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portant  to  the  furtherance  of  the  NATO 
collective  defense  effort. 

I  also  transmit,  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate,  the  report  made  to  me 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  regarding  this 
protocol. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSENHOWEK. 

The  White  House.  February  27.  1953. 

(Enclosures:  (1)  Report  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  State.  (2)  Certified  copy  of 
protocol  on  the  status  of  Interna- 
tional Military  Headquarters  set  up 
pursuant  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted : 

By  Mr.  8ALTONSTALL.  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

James  H.  Douglas,  Jr..  of  Illinois,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force; 

Val  Peterson,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administrator: 

MaJ.  Oen.  Joseph  Bacon  Fraser,  and  sun- 
dry other  officers  for  appointment  as  Reserve 
commissioned  officers  of  the  Army; 

Maj.  Gen.  Daniel  Noce,  and  sundry  other 
officers  for  appointment  as  lieutenant  gen- 
erals in  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Brig.  Gen.  Paul  Klstler.  MacDonald.  UU- 
nols  National  Guard,  for  appointment  as 
brigadier  general  in  the  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States; 

Col.  Jacob  Landes  Hartman.  Veterinary 
Corps,  United  States  Army,  for  appointment 
as  brigadier  general.  Veterinary  Corps,  in  the 
Regular  Army  of  the  United  States; 

MaJ.  Gen.  David  Myron  Schlatter.  62A. 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  commanding  gen- 
eral, Allied  Air  Forces,  Southern  Europe, 
with  rank  of  lieutenant  general; 

MaJ.  Gen.  Bryant  Le  Malre  Boatner.  362A. 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  the  Inspector  gen- 
eral, United  States  Air  Force,  with  rank  of 
lieutenant  general;  "^ 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  Hampton  Atkinson,  90A. 
Regular  Air  Force,  to  be  commander  in  chief. 
Alaskan  Command,  with  rank  of  lieutenant 
general; 

Edward  B.  Harp.  Jr..  and  John  R.  Perry, 
United  States  Navy,  for  permanent  promo- 
tion to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral  In  the 
Staff  Corps  of  the  Navy; 

Rear  Adm.  James  H.  Thach,  Jr..  and  sun- 
dry other  officers  for  permanent  appoint- 
ment to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral; 

Vice  Adm.  Lawrence  T.  DuBose.  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  els 
conunander.  Eastern  Sea  Frontier,  and  com- 
mander, Atlantic  Reserve  Fleet; 

Vice  Adm.  William  M.  Callaghan.  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  commander.  Amphibious  Force.  Pacific 
Fleet; 

Vice  Adm.  Francis  C.  Denebrlnk.  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  whUe  serv- 
ing as  commander,  Military  Sea  Transporta- 
tion Service;  and 

Rear  Adm.  James  L.  HoUoway,  Jr.,  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel 
and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel 
In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for  a  term 
of  4  years;  and  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Oi>eration8 
(Personnel). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC   AND  FOREIGN   SERV- 
ICE—NOMINATION PASSED  OVER 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Italy. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  on  request 
of  a  Senator  who  is  unable  to  be  pres- 
ent today,  I  ask  that  this  nomination  be 
passed  over.  However,  It  will  be  defi- 
nitely disposed  of  on  Monday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  nomina- 
tion on  the  calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN 
SE31VICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  C.  Douglas  Dillon  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  France. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
it  is  with  genuine  pleasure  that  I  rise  to 
pay  a  brief  tribute  to  C.  Douglas  Dillon, 
whose  nomination  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  France  is 
now  before  us. 

Doug  Dillon,  as  I  know  him.  is  a 
worthy  son  of  New  Jersey.  He  is  pos- 
sessed of  those  sterling  qualities  which 
are  a  mark  of  all  men  of  ability.  He  has 
a  fine  mind.  He  possesses  great  toler- 
ance. He  is  always  courteous.  He  :s 
humble  in  spirit,  but  not  lacking  in  cour- 
age. Above  all.  he  has  integrity  in  high 
degree.  He  will  be  a  truly  great  am- 
bassador. 

He  is  a  graduate  of  Harvard  College, 
class  of  1931,  magna  cum  laude.  He  is 
an  investment  banker  with  real  business 
insight.  He  is  experienced  in  interna- 
tional affairs,  with  a  weather  eye  for 
our  responsibilities,  always  scanning  the 
stormy,  international  seas. 

He  enlisted  in  the  Navy  in  1941  as  an 
ensign,  and  left  active  duty  ranks  in 
1945  as  a  lieutenant  commander. 

He  is  known  throughout  New  Jersey 
and  the  Nation  as  a  civic  leader,  actively 
engaged  in  good  works  of  charity. 

I  commend  the  President  of  the  United 
States  for  this  appointment,  and  I  con- 
gratulate the  American  people.  When 
this  nomination  shall  have  been  con- 
firmed the  American  people  will  have  an 
outstanding  ambassador  to  Prance. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  happy  to  join  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  in 
endorsing  the  nomination  of  C.  Douglas 
Dillon  to  be  Ambassador  to  Prance.  As 
a  member  of  the  New  Jersey  delegation  I 
take  pride  in  having  encouraged  the 
building  up  of  a  younger  generation  of 
businessmen  in  pubUc  affairs.  Douglas 
Dillon  has  been  one  of  the  most  active 
citizens  of  New  Jersey,  both  in  the  po- 
htical  field  and  in  the  social  and  phil- 
anthropic field  and  is  one  of  the  out- 
standing representatives  of  the  younger 
generation  of  Americans.    I  have  known 
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him  for  several  years,  and  hold  his  abili- 
ties in  the  highest  regard. 

Mr.  Dillon  has  had  a  long  education 
and  training  for  the  post  of  Ambassador 
to  France.  He  is  an  earnest  student  of 
American  foreign  relations.  He  speaks 
French  almost  as  well  as  English  and  he 
has  spent  much  time  in  France.  Thus  it 
is  that  he  will  bring  to  his  new  position 
a  feeling  for  and  an  understanding  of 
France.  At  the  same  time  his  loyalty  to 
the  United  States  is  beyond  question. 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  note  from  his 
biography  that  he  Joined  the  United 
States  Navy  as  an  ensign  in  1941  and 
retired  to  inactive  duty  with  the  rank 
of  a  lieutenant  commander  in  1945. 

Mr.  Dillon's  business  experience  makes 
him  an  especially  happy  choice.  Our 
many  financial  and  economic  ties  with 
France  make  it  Important  that  we  be 
represented  there  by  someone  who  knows 
the  problems  that  are  involved  in  these 
relations.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  relate 
in  detail  the  many  important  business 
activities  in  which  Mr.  Dillon  has  en- 
gaged, nor  shall  I  attempt  a  catalog 
of  his  business  successes — fori  there  are 
many — which  qualify  him  for  dealing 
with  diflScult  economic  problems.  Let 
me  simply  say  that  he  was  a  member  of 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  from  1931 
to  1936;  he  has  served  the  United  States 
and  Foreign  Securities  Corporation  and 
the  International  Securities  Corporation 
since  1937,  and  has  been  a  director  of 
that  organization  until  January  20  of  this 
year.  Most  Senators  will  recogniae  him 
as  the  president  of  the  well-known  in- 
vestment house  of  Dillon,  Read  &  Co., 
Inc.,  a  position  from  which  he  has  also 
resigned. 

Here,  then,  we  have  the  fine,  broad- 
gaged  intelligent  businessman.  He  is 
modest,  industrious,  and  unassuming. 
His  success  in  business  shows  that  he 
possesses  Initiative,  drive,  and  a  deep 
understanding  of  human  relations, 
which  should  stand  him  in  good  stead  in 
France.  His  wide  interest  in  commu- 
nity affairs  is  shown  by  his  membership 
on  the  board  of  governors  of  New  York 
Hospital,  the  board  of  managers  of  the 
State  charities  aid  association,  a  direc- 
torship of  the  united  hospital  fund  of 
New  York,  his  trusteeship  of  the  United 
States  council  of  the  International 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  a  member- 
ship on  the  board  of  overseers  of  Har- 
vard University. 

I  am  happy  to  join  in  commending  the 
administration  for  this  excellent  ap- 
pointment. Not  only  Mr.  Dillon  himself, 
but  his  family  as  well,  will  be  worthy 
representatives  of  the  United  States  at 
one  of  the  important  capitals  of  Europe. 
I  hope  his  nomination  will  be  promptly 
confirmed. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  statement  which  I  have  pre- 
pared, together  with  a  biography  of  C 
Douglas  Dillon. 

I  ask  that  the  nomination  be  con- 
firmed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord.  as  follows: 

STATIMIlfT   BT   SeKATOB  WtlFT 

The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  unanl- 
moualy  recommends  that  the  Senate  conflrm 


the  nomination  of  C.  Douglas  Dillon,  of 
New  Jersey,  to  b«  Ambassador  to  Prance. 

Mr.  Dillon  is  a  well-known  Investment 
banker,  and  until  recently  was  chairman  of 
the  board  of  Dillon,  Read  &  Ck).  He  has  also 
been  actively  Interested  throughout  his  adult 
life  In  foreign  relations.  He  took  his  honors 
degree  at  Harvard  In  American  foreign  policy, 
and  he  has  been  an  active  member  of  the 
Council  on  Foreign  Relations  In  New  York, 
and  of  the  Foreign  Policy  Association.  He 
worked  with  Mr.  Dulles  on  foreign-policy 
matters  during  the  1948  election  campaign. 

In  addition,  Mr.  Dillon  has  visited  Prance 
many  times,  and  traveled  extensively 
throughout  the  country.  He  speaks  French, 
and  has  a  wide  acquaintanceship  among  the 
French  people. 

Mr.  Dillon  has  resigned  his  business  con- 
nections and  he  assured  the  committee  that 
he  has  no  financial  interests  which  would  b« 
Incompatible  with  his  duties  as  American 
Ambassador. 

The  committee  heard  Mr.  Dillon  testify  in 
executive  session  on  February  17,  and  on 
February  24  voted  unanimously  to  report  his 
nomination  to  the  Senate.  Members  of  the 
committee  were  impressed  with  his  knowl- 
edge of  Prance,  and  his  practical  approach 
toward  the  solution  of  our  mutual  problems. 

I  know  of  no  opposition  to  the  nomination, 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  act  on  it  promptly. 

Biographical  Sketch  or  C.  Douglas  Dillon 

Home:   Far  Hills,  N.  J. 

Office:  46  William  Street,  New  York  5, 
N.  Y. 

Born:  Geneva.  Switzerland,  August  21, 
1909;  son  of  Clarence  and  Anne  (Douglass) 
Dillon. 

Education :  Graduated  from  Groton  School 
In  1927;  graduated  from  Harvard  College, 
magna  cum  laude.  In  1931,  A.  B. 

Married:  Phyllis  C.  Ellsworth.  1931.  Chil- 
dren: Phyllis  Ellsworth.  Joan  Douglas. 

Experience:  Member  of  New  York  Stock 
Exchange.  1931-36;  with  United  States  & 
Foreign  Securities  Corp.  and  United  States 
&  International  Securities  Corp.  since  1937; 
president  since  1946.  director  since  1938; 
vice  president  and  director,  Dillon,  Read  & 
Co.,  Inc.,  since  1938. 

Director:  United  States  &  Foreign  Secu- 
rities Corp.  and  United  States  &  Interna- 
tional Securities  Corp.;  Dillon.  Read  &  Co., 
Inc.;   Amerada  Petroleum  Corp. 

Military:  Joined  United  States  Navy  as  en- 
sign in  1941;  retired  to  inactive  duty  with 
rank  of  lieutenant  commander  in   1945. 

Other:  Member  of  the  board  of  governors 
of  New  York  Hospital;  member  of  board  of 
managers  of  State  Charities  Aid  As8o.riation; 
director.  United  Hospital  Fund  of  New  York; 
tiustee.  United  States  CouncU  of  the  In- 
ternational Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Clubs:   Racquet   and  Tennis    (New  York) 
Knickerbocker     (New     York),     Links     (New 
York).    River     (New     York),     Recess     (New 
York),  Metropolitan   (Washington). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination  of  C.  Douglas 
Dillon  to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  France? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Karl  L.  Rankin  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  China 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr 
President,  because  of  my  personal  ex- 
perience with  him  over  the  period  of  the 
past  few  years.  I  rise  to  speak  in  support 
of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Karl  L.  Rankin 
of  Maine,  to  be  Ambassador  to  China' 
I  particularly  wish  to  refer  to  my  own 
contacts  with  him  in  1949  and  1951  when 
I  visited  the  Far  East. 


I  first  met  Karl  Rankin  when  he  was 
consul — not  even  with  ministerial 
rank — at  Hong  Kong,  and  in  charge  of 
our  affairs  there  because  of  the  illness  of 
Mr.  Leighton  Stewart,  who  was  then  our 
Ambassador. 

Mr.  Rankin  was  the  source  through 
which  I  was  able  to  meet  various  per- 
sons in  that  area  and  to  study  the  situa- 
tion in  China  at  that  time.  Mr.  Rankin. 
although  he  was  critical  of  some  of  our 
policies,  was  always  loyal  to  the  admin- 
istration he  was  serving.  He  made  it 
possible  for  us  to  make  the  contacts  we 
needed  in  order  to  conduct  our  studies. 

A  little  later  it  was  my  privilege  to 
have  a  small  part  in  his  appointment 
as  our  Minister  to  Formosa,  where  the 
troubles  of  the  Nationalist  Qovemment 
of  China  centered. 

In  1951,  after  he  went  to  Formosa,  I 
visited  him  there.  In  a  very  short  time 
I  found  that  he  had  established,  not  only 
among  the  Chinese  Nationalist  people 
there,  but  also  among  the  Formosans 
themselves,  a  high  degree  of  confidence 
in  the  United  States  and  in  Its  purpose 
of  helping  the  people  in  that  area.  I 
felt  then  that  he  was  filling  a  very  im- 
portant mission,  especially  as  I  watched 
his  full  cooperation  with  our  BCA.  later 
MSA  representatives  there,  and  with  our 
military  mission  under  General  Chase. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  with  the 
grasp  he  had  of  our  American  policy 
in  that  part  of  the  world,  and  also  with 
his  ability  in  contacting  the  various 
natives  and  bringing  them  into  satis- 
factory relationships  with  our  United 
States  commission. 

I  sincerely  rejoice  that  it  has  been 
possible  for  the  administration  to  ap- 
point Karl  Rankin  as  Ambassador  to 
China,  to  succeed  our  last  Ambassador. 
Mr.  Leighton  Stewart,  and  to  represent 
us.  as  I  know  he  will  do.  with  great  credit 
in  that  important  capacity.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  his  nomination  may  be 
promptly  confirmed. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  thank  the  distinguished  and  able  sen- 
ior Senator  from  New  Jersey  for  his  very 
Icind  and  generous  words  concerning  a 
son  of  Maine. 

This  is  a  moment  of  pride  for  Maine 
as  one  of  its  illusirlous  sons  has  been 
chosen  for  the  post  of  Ambassador  to 
Nationalist  China.  Karl  L.  Rankin  has 
brought  great  honor  to  Maine  in  his  il- 
lustrious career  in  the  diplomatic  serv- 
ice of  his  country.  I  have  personally 
seen  him  in  action  and  have  been  proud 
to  say  that  I  come  from  the  same  State 
he  does.  I  saw  his  excellent  work  first- 
hand in  Austria. 

I  am  confident  that  he  will  do  honor 
to  his  country  and  his  State  in  his  future 
service  as  Ambassador  to  Nationalist 
China. 

Mr.  "«',ILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
had  prepared  a  statement  in  relaUon  to 
this  distinguished  citizen,  which  I  ask  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record,  together  with 
a  brief  biographical  sketch.  I  teke  pride 
In  asking  confirmation  of  his  nomina- 
tion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  biography  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

STATCMKNT   BT    SKNATOB   WlLTT 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  h«a 
considered  the  nomination  of  Karl  L.  Rankin. 


of  Brldgton.  Maine,  to  be  American  Ambas- 
sador to  China,  and  has  voted  without  objec- 
tion to  recommend  that  the  Senate  oonfirin 
his  nomination  without  delay. 

I  submit  herewith  for  the  record  a  bio- 
graphical sketch  which  is  a  mere  listing  of 
this  gentleman's  experience  and  background. 

While  we  may  not  be  in  agreement  on 
every  matter  pertaining  to  the  Par  East.  I 
am  sure  that  we  all  are  agreed  that  one  of 
the  most  confused  and  disturbed  areas  of 
the  world  Is  the  Far  East.  eapecUIIy  China. 
What  we  do  or  fall  to  do  In  the  area  now 
may  have  far-reaching  effects  In  the  future. 
Impossible  to  anticipate.  This  is  one  spot 
above  all  others  where  the  United  States 
needs  to  have  competent  diplomatic  repre- 
sentation. 

Mr.  Rankin  is  unusually  well  qualified  for 
the  position  to  which  the  President  has  ap- 
pointed him.  He  has  had  extensive  experi- 
ence in  the  diplomatic  service,  and  much  of 
it  in  the  Far  East.  Members  of  the  Senate 
may  perhaps  recall  that  he  was  the  American 
counselor  at  Athens  in  charge  of  our  legation 
during  the  crucial  time  when  the  Communist 
guerrillas  were  most  active.  He  rendered  ex- 
ceptionally fine  and  competent  service  there, 
for  he  cooperated  most  effectively  with  Mr. 
Grlswold  and  General  Van  Fleet. 

More  recently,  Mr.  Rankin  has  served  as 
charge  d'affaires  at  Taipei,  a  position  which 
he  held  after  August  19C0.  Mr.  Rankin 
understands  the  Chinese  problem.  He  has 
been  close  to  the  Nationalist  Government  at 
its  headquarters  on  Formoea.  He  knows  the 
very  complicated  and  difficult  issues  which 
the  United  States  confronts  In  China.  I 
think  I  speak  for  the  committee  when  I  say 
that  the  President  has  selected  a  very  able 
representative  to  perform  a  very  d'fllcult 
mission. 

BrocRAPHicAL  Skitch  or  Kasl  L.  Rankin 

Born:  Manltowo<:.  Wis.,  September  4.  1893. 

Education:  Topeka  (Kans. )  High  School 
graduate;  Mercersburg  Academy  graduate; 
Fed.  Polytech.,  Zurl;h,  Heidelberg  U.  1920-21; 
Princeton  U..  C.  E.  1922;  D. 

Experience:  Fleic  engineering  1919;  relief 
work  in  Smyrna,  Tiirkey.  1930;  construction 
superintendent.  Near  East  Relief.  Russia. 
1922-25;  manager  ol  a  development  company 
In  U.  S.  1925-27;  appointed  assistant  trade 
commissioner  at  Piague  Aug.  1.  1927;  cml. 
attach^  at  Prague  .Tune  27,  1929;  at  Athens 
and  Tirana  Feb.  4,  1933;  del..  23d  session  of 
Int.  Inst,  of  Statiitlcs.  Athens.  1936:  cml. 
attach^  at  Brussels  and  Luxemburg  June  29 
1939;  Foreign  Serv.ce  Officer  of  Class  Pour 
July  1.  1939;  consul  and  secretary  In  the 
Diplomatic  Service  liov.  16. 1939;  cml.  attach^ 
at  Belgrade  July  6.  1940;  also  constil  at  Bel- 
grade Nov.  1.  1940;  at  Manila  Dec.  8.  1941- 
Jan.  1.  1942:  Interned  by  Japanese  Jan.  3. 
1943-Oct.  1943:  cl&is  three  Feb.  1,  1942;  to 
.  the  Department  Sept.  S,  1943;  cml.  attachd 
at  Cairo  Feb.  5.  1944;  counselor  of  embassy 
for  economic  affairs  near  the  Govt,  of  Greece 
estab.  In  Eg3rpt  (aUo  with  supervision  over 
econ.  activities  In  Albania  and  Yugoslavia) 
Oct.  7,  1944;  counst^lor  of  embassy  for  econ. 
affairs  at  Athens  Oct.  21.  1944;  class  two  May 
16.  1945;  counselor  of  Legation  for  economic 
affairs  at  Vienna  Sept.  13.  1946;  Foreign  Serv- 
ice Officer  of  Class  two  Nov.  13.  1946:  class 
one  May  15.  1947;  counselor  of  Embassy  at 
Athens  Oct.  16.  194'';  class  of  career  minister 
Oct.  22.  1948;  comul  general  April  7.  1949; 
consul  general  at  Canton,  temp..  July  21. 
*  1949;  at  Hong  Korg  Aug.  26.  1949;  also  at 
Macau  Oct.  18,  19411;  charge  d'affaires  ad  in- 
terim at  Taipei  In  addition  to  duties  as  con- 
sul general  and  mliister  Aug.  8,  1950. 

Legal  resident:  South  Brldgton,  Maine. 

Military:  U.  8.  Navy  1918;  It.  cmdr..  U.  8. 
Naval  Reserve. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  behalf  of 
Karl  L.  Rankin,  whose  nomination  to  be 


Ambassador  to  Nationalist  China  is  now 
before  the  Senate.  I  have  traveled  in 
countries  where  he  has  represented  the 
United  States.  I  have  found  him  to  be 
very  cooperative.  He  has  a  fine  under- 
standing of  the  conditions  which  exist 
In  the  world  at  the  present  time.  He 
also  has  a  clear  understanding  of  the 
institutions  of  America.  I  believe  him 
to  be  an  able  diplomat,  and  I  am  sure 
we  can  place  our  confidence  in  him.  It 
is  a  real  privilege  to  support  his  nomi- 
nation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion. Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination  of  Karl  L.  Rankin 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  China? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  James  Clement  Dunn  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  Spain. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  my  friend  of  many  years, 
James  Clement  Dunn.  I  knew  him  some 
years  ago,  first  in  Belgium,  as  I  recall. 
I  have  seen  him  successively  advance 
with  growing  distinction  from  one  post 
to  another.  I  think  we  were  all  deeply 
Impressed  by  his  brilliant  performance 
in  Italy  under  the  most  difficult  condi- 
tions. 

Mr.  Dunn  took  on  the  difficult  post  in 
France,  in  which  he  also  acquitted  him- 
self with  great  distinction.  Now  he  is 
going  to  the  third  important  European 
country,  namely,  Spain.  Mr.  Dunn  will 
have  had  experience  as  our  representa- 
tive in  three  important  centers;  namely, 
Rome,  Paris,  and  Madrid. 

I  know  of  no  one  in  oiu:  career  service 
more  competent  than  James  Dunn.  I 
rejoice  that  he  is  to  continue  in  the  dip- 
lomatic service  in  the  very  important 
post  to  which  he  has  been  nominated.  I 
know  that  he  will  serve  us  as  well  in  his 
new  position  as  he  has  served  us  in  the 
posts  he  has  previously  occupied. 

As  a  personal  friend  of  James  Clement 
Dunn  I  am  glad  to  pay  this  tribute,  and 
to  express  the  hope  that  his  nomination 
will  be  promptly  confirmed. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
very  little  that  I  can  add  to  what  has 
been  said.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to 
know  this  distinguished  American,  and 
to  know  something  about  the  fine  service 
he  has  rendered  abroad.  He  is  truly 
what  is  meant  by  the  term  "career  diplo- 
mat," one  who  makes  it  a  point  to  under- 
stand the  obligations  of  his  position.  He 
gets  to  know  the  people  of  the  nation 
in  which  he  is  a  resident  at  the  time 
while  representing  our  country,  and  the 
people  get  to  know  him.  The  result  is 
there  is  a  mutual  respect,  which  really 
makes  for  good  international  relation- 
ship. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  had  a  statement 
prepared,  with  a  biographical  sketch  of 
Mr.  Dunn,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  following  my  statement, 
and  I  am  happy  to  move  that  the  nom- 
ination be  confirmed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  biographical  sketch  were  or- 


dered to  be  printed  in  the  Rec(mi>.  as 
follows: 

Stattubnt  BT  Senatok  Wilet 

I  take  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  In  asking 
the  Senate  to  conflrm  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
James  C.  Dunn,  of  New  York,  to  be  Am- 
bassador to  Spain. 

Mr.  Dunn  Is  now  Ambassador  to  France, 
and  before  that,  he  was  Ambassador  to  Italy. 
He  Is  a  career  Foreign  Service  officer  who 
has  rendered  distinguished  service  In  many 
extremely  Important  posts  over  the  years. 
He  Is  personally  known  to  many  Senators, 
and  I  am  sure  that  all  who  have  met  him 
have  been  Impressed,  as  I  have  been,  by  his 
ability  and  his  clear  understanding  of  the 
European  scene. 

Mr.  Dunn  has  had  a  steady  rise  In  the  For- 
eign Service  since  he  joined  the  Department 
of  State  as  a  clerk  In  1919.  He  has  been 
concerned  mainly  with  European  affairs  and 
has  had  previous  service   In  Spain. 

The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  unani- 
mously ordered  Mr.  Dunn's  nomination  fa- 
vorably reported  to  the  Senate  earlier  this  ^ 
week.  Mr.  IXinn  Is  now  in  Europe,  and  It  was 
felt  unnecessary  to  call  him  back  for  a  hear- 
ing, because  he  is  a  career  ofBcer  and  be- 
cause he  is  personally  known  to  many  mem- 
bers of  the  committee.  There  is  no  opposi- 
tion to  his  appointment,  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  importance  of  the  position  of  Ambas- 
sador to  Spain  Is  readily  apparent  and  re- 
quired no  additional  emphasis.  In  my  opin- 
ion. President  Elsenhower  Is  to  be  congratu- 
lated for  choosing  such  an  outstanding  For- 
eign Service  officer  to  represent  our  country 
In  this  crucial  post.  I  ask  that  the  nomina- 
tion be  confirmed. 

Biocraphical  Sketch  or  James  Clement 

Dunn 

Born:  Newark.  New  Jersey.  December  27, 
1890. 

Education:  Studied  law  and  architecture. 

Experience:  Clerk,  Department  of  State, 
1919;  App.  sec.  of  cmb.  or  leg.  of  class  four 
and  assigned  to  the  Etept.  Sept.  5.  1919;  to 
Madrid  Feb.  26.  1920;  class  three  Aug.  24, 
1921;  assigned  to  Port -au- Prince  Mar.  1.  1922; 
class  two  Jan.  23,  1924;  to  Brussels  Mar.  7, 
1924;  For.  Ser.  officer  of  class  four  and 
1st  sec.  at  Brussels  July  1.  1924;  class  three 
June  2.  1926;  to  the  Dept.  Apr.  29,  1927; 
dlr.  of  ceremonies  at  the  White  House  Sept. 
27,  1927;  chief,  Dlv.  of  Int.  Conferences  and 
Protocol,  Feb.  4,  1928;  class  two  Oct.  16,  1929; 
couns.  to  commn.  for  study  and  review  of 
conditions  In  Haiti,  1930;  1st  sec.  at  London 
May  17,  1930;  resigned  Aug.  7,  1930;  app. 
chief,  Dlv.  of  Int.  Conferences,  Dept.  of  State, 
at  $8,000  Sept.  10,  1931;  sec.  gen.  of  Am. 
del.  1st  stage.  Gen.  Disarmament  Conf., 
Geneva,  1932;  chief,  Dlv.  of  Protocol  and 
Confs.,  June  1,  1933;  sec.  gen.  to  Am.  del.. 
7th  Int.  Conf.  of  Am.  States,  Montevideo, 
1933:  special  asat.  to  the  Sec.  of  State  and 
chief  of  protocol  Feb.  12,  1934;  special  asst. 
to  the  Sec.  of  State  and  chief,  Dlv.  of  Western 
European  Affairs,  July  1.  1935;  chief,  Div. 
of  European  Affairs,  Jime  16.  1937;  adviser 
on  pol.  relations  July  17.  1937;  at  $8,500 
July  19.  1937;  mem.  CItU  Affairs  Comm.. 
Combined  Chiefs  of  Staff.  1940-45;  at  $8,750 
Oct.  1,  1941;  mem..  Interdept.  Comm.  on  War 
Information,  1942;  mem.,  Comm.  on  Po- 
litical Planning.  Nov.  2.  1942— Jan.  15.  1944 
(chm..  Nov.  2.  1942— Mar.  1943);  adviser. 
Offlc3  of  For.  Econ.  Coordination.  June  24- 
Nov.  6.  1943;  mem.,  Policy  Comm.  and  Co- 
ordinating Comm..  Comm.  for  Econ.  Pcdicy 
in  Uberated  Areas,  1943-;  dir.  OfBce  of 
European  Affairs,  Jan.  15.  1944;  also  act.  dir.. 
Office  of  Special  Pol.  Affairs.  Jan.  15-May  7, 
1944;  at  $9,000  Apr.  1,  1944;  mem.  of  U.  8. 
group.  Dumbarton  Oaks  Conversations  on 
Int.  Ch-g.,  Washlt^ton,  1944;  Asst.  Sec.  of 
State  Dec.  30,  1944;  mem.  and  chm..  State 
War,  Navy  Coordinating  Comm.,  1944-46; 
mem..  Secretary's  Stall  Comm..  Dec.  20.  1045; 
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cbm.  of  U.  S.  del..  Commonwealth  Telecom- 
munications Conf..  Bermuda,  1945;  A.  E.  and 
P.  to  Italy  Jiily  26.  1»46;  alao  U.  8.  rep., 
Advlaory  Council  for  Italy,  and  U.  S.  pol. 
adviser  to  the  Supreme  Comdr.,  Mediter- 
ranean Theater,  Caserta.  Italy.  July  25.  1946; 
For.  Ser.  officer  of  class  of  career  minister 
Nov.  14,  1946;  A.  E.  and  P.  to  Prance,  Mar. 
13    1952. 

Military:  U.  S.  Navy  1917-19.  It.,  aide  to 
naval  att.  at  Habana. 

Legal  residence:  New  York,  New  York. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEarr.  The  question 
Is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  conflimed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  M.  Cabot,  of  Massachu- 
setts, to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Senators  from  New 
Jersey  and  the  Senator  from  Maine  in 
endorsing  the  nominees  from  their 
States.  I  am  very  happy  to  endorse  the 
nomination  of  John  M.  Cabot,  a  citizen 
of  Massachusetts,  to  be  an  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Mr.  Cabot  has  served  in  several  trou- 
ble spots  in  the  past  few  years.  He  was 
in  the  Argentine;  he  was  transferred 
from  the  Argentine  to  Shanghai,  China; 
from  Shanghai.  China,  to  Belgrade,  Yu- 
goslavia; and  thence  to  Finland.  So  he 
has  served  his  country  in  diplomatic 
posts  as  a  career  oflBcer  in  several  im- 
portant posts.  He  is  now  coming  back 
to  the  United  States  as  an  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Latin  American  Af- 
fairs, and  I  am  confident  he  will  make 
good  in  his  new  post. 

Mr.  Ba^NNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
happy  to  join  my  colleague  the  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
TONSTALL],  and  to  say  a  word  on  behalf 
of  the  nomination  of  John  Moors  Cabot, 
of  Massachusetts,  to  be  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  charge  of  Latin  Ameri- 
can Affairs.  Mr.  Cabot  has  had  a  long 
and  distinguished  career  in  the  Foreign 
Service,  and  is  a  diplomat  of  the  very 
finest  type. 

I  should  also  like  to  note.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  yesterday  was  the  92d  birth- 
day of  Mr.  Cabot's  father,  Dr.  Crodfrey 
L.  Cabot,  the  active  head  of  Godfrey  L. 
Cabot.  Inc.,  in  Boston.  Dr.  Cabot  is  an 
extraordinarily  active  and  energetic 
man,  who  learned  to  fiy  in  the  Navy  at 
the  age  of  58,  and  who  has  subsequently 
been  president  of  the  National  Aeronau- 
tics Association  and  the  Federation 
Aeronautique  Internationale.  Dr.  Cabot 
can.  therefore,  be  considered  dean  of  the 
elder  statesmen  in  aviation  in  this 
country. 

Both  the  father  and  son  are  among  the 
finest  products  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts,  and  I  am  happy  to 
support  Mr.  Cabot's  nomination  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  com- 
mittee heard  Mr.  Cabot  on  February  24. 
We  were  impressed  with  his  pleasing  per- 
sonality and  with  his  broad  grasp  of  the 
main  problems  which  will  confront  him. 
I  am  confident  that  he  will  fully  justify 
the  President's  confidence  in  him. 


I  have  prepared  a  statement  and  a 
biographical  sketch  which  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment  and   sketch  were  ordered   to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Statement  bt  Sd*ato«  WnxT 

On  Tuesday.  February  24.  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  unanimously  recom- 
mended that  the  nomination  of  John  M. 
Cabot,  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for 
Latin  American  Affairs,  be  reported  to  the 
Senate  for  fa^  orable  action.  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ate will  act  promptly  so  that  Mr.  Cabot  can 
take  his  poet  at  once. 

In  taking  a  new  look  at  our  total  foreign 
policy,  I  think  It  Is  clear  that  we  must  do 
what  we  can  to  develop  closer  working  rela- 
tions with  our  Latin  American  neighbors. 
We  must  never  allow  ourselves  to  become  so 
preoccupied  with  Europe  and  Asia  that  we 
In  any  way  neglect  our  good  friends  south 
of  the  Rio  Gi  ande. 

Mr.  Cabot  Is  admirably  equipped  to  handle 
this  challenge  In  his  new  post.  He  graduated 
from  Harvard  and  Oxford  and  has  been  a 
member  of  tne  Foreign  Service  for  27  years. 
Many  of  his  assignments.  Including  service 
In  Mexico  City,  Santo  Domingo.  Rio  de  Ja- 
neiro, Buenos  Aires,  and  Guatemala,  have 
been  In  the  Latin  American  field.  His  knowl- 
edge of  languages — Including  French,  Span- 
ish, and  Portuguese — will  be  extremely  help- 
ful to  him.  (IS  will  his  wide  first-hand  expe- 
rience In  the  area  to  which  he  Is  to  be 
assigned. 

BlOCKAPHTCAL  SKrrCH  OF  JoHN   M.   CaBOT 

Born:  Cambridge,  Mass.,  December  11, 
1901. 

Education:  Browne  and  Nichols  Sch.  grad.; 
Harvard  U.,  A.  B.  1923;  Brasenose  Coll..  Ox- 
ford U..  B.  Lltt.  1925. 

Experience:  App.  For.  Ser.  officer  unclass. 
and  V.  C.  of  career  Sept.  1,  1926;  v.  c.  at 
Callao-Llma  Feb.  26.  1927;  For.  Ser.  officer 
at  the.  Legation  at  Santo  Domingo  Dec.  29. 
1928;  sec.  In  the  Diplo.  Ser.  May  23.  1929; 
3d  sec.  at  Santo  Domingo  June  11.  1929; 
class  eight  find  cons.  Apr.  15,  1930;  3d  sec.  at 
Mexico  City  Dec.  26.  1930;  at  Rio  de  Janeiro 
May  12,  1933;  class  seven  and  2d  sec.  at  Rio 
de  Janeiro  Oct.  1.  1935;  2d  sec.  at  The  Hague 
Dec.  13.  1935;  at  Stockholm,  temp..  July  23, 
1938;  class  six  Aug.  17,  1938;  2d  sec.  at  Gua- 
temala Aug.  24,  1938;  class  five  May  1,  1941; 
to  the  Dept.  July  3,  1941;  act.  asst.  chief, 
Dlv.  of  the  Am.  Republics,  Sept.  26,  1942; 
asst.  chief  Mar.  22,  1943;  class  four  July  16, 
1943;  asst.  chief,  Div.  of  Caribbean  and  Cen- 
tral Am.  Affairs,  Jan.  15,  1944;  act.  chief, 
temp.,  May  2.  1944;  chief.  July  1,  1944;  couns. 
of  emb.  at  Buenos  Aires  Apr.  19.  1945;  class 
two  May  16,  1945;  couns.  of  emb.  at  Belgrade 
June  26,  1946;  For.  Ser.  officer  of  class  two 
Nov.  13,  1£»46;  detailed  to  Nat.  War  Coll. 
Sept.  3-Dec.  20,  1946;  class  one  May  15.  1947; 
couns.  of  emb.  and  cons,  at  Shanghai  Nov. 
25.  1§47;  cons.  gen.  Feb.  12,  1948;  cons.  gen. 
at  Shanghai  In  addition  to  duties  as  couns. 
of  emb.  Feb.  23,  1948;  class  of  career  minis- 
ter June  19.  1948;  A.  E.  and  M.  P.  to  Finland 
Feb.  2.  1950  recess  appointment  as  A.  E.  and 
P.  to  Pakistan  Sept.  17.  1952. 

Legal  residence:  Manchester,  Massachu- 
setts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  ARMED 
SERVICES 
Mr.  SAI.TONSTALL.    Mr.  President. 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  list  of  appointments 


and  promotions  In  the  armed  services 
totaling  5.741  names,  the  ranks  ranging 
from  second  lieutenant  and  ensign  to 
and  including  colonels  and  captains.   ^^^ 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these 
nominations  be  confirmed  en  bloc,  and 
the  President  notified. 

By  way  of  explanation,  I  may  say  that 
I  make  this  request  because  these  names 
have  already  been  printed  once  in  the 
Congressional  Record.  To  print  this 
large  list  in  the  Executive  Calendar 
would  seem  to  be  a  needless  duplication, 
which  would  involve  a  cost  of  approxi- 
mately $450. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
nominations  be  confirmed.  They  have 
been  submitted  by  two  Presidents,  Pres- 
ident Truman  and  President  Eisenhower, 
they  have  lain  on  the  desks  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  for  a  period  of  sev- 
eral weeks,  and  there  have  been  no  ob- 
jections to  any  of  the  nominations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
continue  to  follow  what  I  believe  to  be 
a  sound  policy  for  procedure  in  the  Sen- 
ate. I  do  not  believe  nominations  should 
be  acted  on  by  the  Senate  on  the  same 
day  on  which  they  are  presented.  No 
doubt  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
is  quite  correct  in  stating  that  In  all 
probability  objections  to  these  promo- 
tions may  not  be  raised.  However,  In 
the  last  couple  of  minutes.  I  have  heard 
whispered  comment  to  the  effect  that 
perhaps  objection  to  approving  the 
nominations  today  would  give  oppor- 
tunity to  look  into  some  of  the  nomi- 
nations. I  do  not  believe  it  necessarily 
follows  that  the  names  would  have  to  be 
printed  in  the  Executive  Calendar.  I 
should  be  perfectly  willing  to  have  the 
list  remain  at  the  desk  over  the  weekend 
in  charge  of  the  clerk  for  the  inspection 
of  any  Senator,  but  I  do  not  think  nom- 
inations should  be  acted  on  upon  the  day 
on  which  they  are  presented.  Therefore 
I  object. 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIi..  Mr.  President, 
the  procedure  I  have  suggested  has  been 
adopted  many  times,  but  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  follow  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  nominations  lie  on 
the  desk  without  being  printed,  and  I  will 
ask  that  they  be  taken  up  on  Monday  or 
Wednesday  of  next  week.  I  repeat,  there 
has  been  no  objection  to  any  of  the  nomi- 
nations, and  they  are  all  below  the  rank 
of  a  general  officer  in  the  Army  or  a  flag 
officer  in  the  Navy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  agreed  to;  and.  without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  immedi- 
ately notified  of  the  confirmations  of 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar 
today. 


LEGISLATIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  resume  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


FRIDAY  MEETING  OF  THE 

INDEPENDENT  PARTY 

electric  pown:  aovestisimo  rAWCT  and 

KILOWATT   rACT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  my 
colleagues  are  advised,  it  Is  very  impor- 
tant that  I  do  some  of  my  committee 
work  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  in  the 
name  of  the  Independent  Party.  I  am 
well  aware  of  the  fact  that  since  this  is 
Friday  afternoon,  a  good  many  of  my 
colleagues  are  necessarily  absent  from 
the  floor.  I  am  sure  they  will  appreciate 
the  performance  ol  my  committee  work 
on  the  fioor  in  their  absence  so  that  it  is 
available  to  them  in  the  Congressional 
Record  in  case  any  of  their  constituei^ts 
might  later  refer  to  it. 

DESICATXNO    THE    RZMAJlKS    TO    SENATOR    NORRIS 

As  I  advised  my  colleagues  when  I 
spoke  to  this  body  on  February  13.  I 
propose  to  give  a  series  of  speeches  in 
the  Senate  on  the  s  eneral  subject  of  our 
natural  resources  and  their  development 
and  use.  I  am  dedicating  my  speeches  to 
one  of  the  great  lioerals  of  our  history, 
one  of  the  finest  statesmen  who  ever 
served  in  this  body,  the  late  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nebi-aska.  George  Norris. 
It  is  hard  for  us  to  measure  the  value 
of  such  a  statesman  as  Senator  Norris, 
for  without  his  courage,  great  learning, 
and  persistence,  it  is  doubtful  If  we 
would  have  as  many  vital  laws  on  the 
statute  books  prot<;cting  and  developing 
our  great  natural  resources,  as  we  do 
have  today. 

BVMMART     OP     CONOR  ESSIONAL     rOWER     POLlCT 

Permit  me  to  summarize  briefly  the 
great  achievement-;  America  has  attained 
as  a  result  of  the  electric -power  policy 
that  was  adopted  ty  our  Congress  during 
the  last  two  generations. 

My  remarks  in  tlie  Senate — to  be  found 
in  the  Congressional  Record  for  Febru- 
ary 13.  1953,  beginning  on  page  1069 — 
entitled  "America's  Natural  Resources — 
Electric -Power  Policy,"  summarize  the 
evolution  of  our  national  power  policy. 
There  have  been  six  main  legislative 
principles  enunciated  by  Congress. 

The  first  is:  Federal  dams  should  In- 
clude facilities  for  generating  electricity. 
This  was  enunciated  by  Congress  as  early 
as  1906. 

The  second  great  principle  Is:  public 
works,  which  develop  public  property 
with  public  funds,  should  be  for  the  use 
of  the  people  by  granting  preference  to 
the  same  public  in  the  disposition  of 
their  power. 

The  next  principle  in  the  evolution  of 
our  Federal  powtr  policy  was  the  pro- 
vision for  low  interest  rates.  Conse- 
quently, under  a  wise  congressional  man- 
date, the  Federal  Government  has  used 
its  own  lending  power  in  order  to  make 
available  to  publ  c  projects  the  low  in- 
terest rates  which  the  Government  it- 
self enjoys. 

The  fourth  principle  announced  by 
Congress  in  establishing  a  sound  Federal 
power  policy  was  that  such  p>ower  shall 
be  used  for  the  l>enefit  of  domestic  and 
rural  consumers. 

Logically  follov/ing  this  doctrine.  Con- 
gress provided  that  power  should  be  sold 
at  the  lowest  possible  reasonable  rates. 


Congress  desired  to  encourage  the 
widest  usage  of  such  power  and  at  the 
same  time  prevent  its  monopoly. 

Mr.  President,  at  a  later  date  I  shall 
devote  an  entire  speech  to  the  history 
and  importance  of  the  so-called  pref- 
erence-clause principle  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  of  power  generated 
at  publicly  built  dams.  In  that  speech 
I  shall  attempt  to  sustain  the  position 
I  have  taken  heretofore  in  the  Senate 
in  a  number  of  speeches  and  in  keeping 
with  a  number  of  votes  I  have  cast  on 
the  question  of  power  development, 
namely,  that  preference  should  be  given 
to  public  bodies.  In  the  giving  of  such 
preference,  the  equities  of  private  utili- 
ties should  be  taken  into  accoimt.  In 
light  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  in 
each  individual  case,  subject  to  the 
greater  right  of  the  public  under  the 
preference  clause,  private  utilities  should 
be  given  fair  contracts  for  power  off  of 
grid-back  transmission  lines  carrying  the 
power  to  load  centers. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
my  position  that  the  bus-bar  principle 
should  not  be  the  policy  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  connection  with  the  dis- 
tribution of  power  generated  at  dams 
built  with  the  taxpayers'  money.  Having 
been  built  with  the  taxpayers'  money, 
I  believe  the  taxpayers,  under  the  pref- 
erence clause,  are  entitled  to  the  pref- 
erence in  the  distribution  of  the  power, 
at  least  to  public  bodies. 

WHAT    REA    ACCX>MPU89ED 

Mr.  President,  as  an  example  of  the 
Importance  of  protecting  the  public  in- 
terest in  the  distribution  of  power  gen- 
erated at  publicly  built  dams,  I  described 
in  my  speech  of  February  13  what  one 
typical  agency,  namely,  the  Rural  Elec- 
trification Administration,  has  done  in 
the  brief  span  of  a  little  more  than  15 
years. 

We  learned  that  imder  REA,  electric 
rates  were  more  than  halved,  and  that 
rural  America  is  living  in  a  daylight 
world  of  electricity,  instead  of  in  kero- 
sene drabness.  The  records  of  REA 
show  that  loans  of  several  billions  of 
dollars  are  being  repaid  with  promptness 
that  is  rare,  even  in  private  business. 

THE  PERIL  BEFORE  ITS  NOW 

I  warn  that  these  superb  national  ac- 
complishments— the  mighty  Federal 
power  projects  and  the  Rural  Electrifica- 
tion Administration — are  Imperiled  at 
this  very  hour.  Truly,  this  is  a  chal- 
lenge that  no  user  of  electricity  in  Amer- 
ica— which  means  all  of  us — can  ignore 
for  the  stakes  are  nothing  less  than  our 
advanced  way  of  living.  I  shall  try  to 
set  forth  the  main  issues  as  I  see  them 
and  as  I  have  experienced  them  down 
through  the  years. 

SOMETHING    MORE    THAN    PUBLIC    POWER 

The  basic  issues  involved  are  national 
In  scope.  We  might  as  well  look  the 
facts  squarely  in  the  face  and  recognize 
that  either  we  shall  go  forward  to  greater 
accomplishments  by  preserving  our 
dwindling  national  resources  as  well  as 
our  priceless  water-power  projects  for 
the  benefit  of  all  the  people,  or  else  we 
shall  give  this  invaluable  national  herit- 
age to  private-power  interests,  to  per- 
mit them  to  develop  only  the  portion  of 


Its  potential  that  will  result  In  their  own 
profit  and  gain.  It  is  important,  there- 
fore, that  we  see  where  we  came  from, 
in  order  to  visualize  where  we  are  going. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  that  will 
necessarily  raise,  in  the  course  of  this 
series  of  speeches,  a  discussion  of  the 
points  of  view  already  expressed.  I  ad- 
mit, in  very  skeleton  form  by  the  new 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  indicating  the 
policies  which  should  be  followed  in  the 
case  of  publicly  built  dams,  fie  has  been 
reported  in  the  press  as  having  expressed 
himself  in  respect  to  the  preference 
clause  and  in  connection  with  what  he 
has  called  an  equal  rights  of  the  private 
utilities  in  the  distribution  of  power 
from  Government-built  dams. 

If  I  correctly  interpret  the  remarks  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  if  the 
newspaper  accounts  have  accurately  out- 
lined his  views  in  regard  to  the  policy  of 
the  Federal  Government  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  of  power  from  these 
dams,  I  find  myself  diametrically  op- 
posed to  the  new  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, so  far  as  his  power  policies  are 
concerned. 

In  another  of  these  speeches  on  the 
problem  of  natural  resources,  I  shall 
devote  my  attention  to  the  position  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  con- 
nection with  the  power  and  public  do- 
main policies  of  the  United  States. 
However,  in  fairness  to  him,  I  shall  wait 
for  a  while,  until  his  views  are  stated  in 
greater  detail  and  until  I  feel  that  we 
have,  through  him.  a  clear  enunciation 
of  the  Eisenhower  administration's  pol- 
icy regarding  the  entire  natural  re- 
sources problem. 

THE    STRUGGLE    POR    PRESERVnNG    OUR    NATIONAJb 
RESOURCES 

Mr.  President,  throughout  our  history 
there  has  been  a  great  struggle  in  con- 
nection with-  preserving  our  national 
resources.  There  have  been  two  schools 
of  thought  on  the  proper  use  of  our 
national  resources  and  water  power. 
One  group  feels  that  our  resources  and 
power  do  not  involve  any  special  public 
interest. 

Other  public  leaders  have  always  held 
that  these  natural  resources  are  the 
heritage  of  all  the  American  people, 
since  they  could  not  be  replaced  if  once 
they  were  deeded  away  to  wasteful  ex- 
ploitation. If  we  examine  the  history 
of  Federal  fiood  control,  we  find  a  ruth- 
less struggle  between  these  two  schools 
of  thought. 

OUR    NATIONAL    POWER    POLICT 

The  reclamation  laws;  the  fiood  con- 
trol acts;  the  Raker  Act;  the  Federal 
Water  Power  Act;  Boulder  Canyon  Proj- 
ect Act;  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
Act;  the  Rural  Electrification  Act;  the 
Bonneville  Project  Act;  the  Fort  L>ecK 
Act;  and  in  addition  the  Grand  Coulee 
Dam;  the  Southwestern  and  Southeast- 
em  Power  Administrations,  all  stand  as 
tributes  to  the  fact  that  the  people, 
through  their  Congress,  in  unmistakable 
terms  have  established  a  national  power 
policy  that  is  designed  to  preserve  our 
natural  resources  and  water  power  for 
the  benefit  of  all  the  people,  and  to 
provide  electric  service  at  rates  that 
industries  and  the  people  can  afford 
to  pay. 
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Mr.  President,  there  is  no  question  In 
my  mind  about  what  the  verdict  of  the 
people  as  a  jury  on  this  issue  will  be, 
once  the  record  is  made  clear  to  them. 
They  will  not  vote  to  turn  over  to  a  pri- 
vate utility  monopoly  the  power  re- 
sources of  the  streams  belonging  to  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  They 
will  insist  that  the  power  resources  of 
the  streams  of  America  be  kept  for  the 
people,  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  through  appropriate  legislation 
passed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  They  will  so  insist  for  the  sim- 
ple reason  that  these  resources  belong 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
should  not  be  turned  over  to  monopo- 
listic enterprise. 

There  are.  however,  snowballing  at- 
tempts to  undermine,  stop,  and  reverse 
this  people's  program.  The  preliminary 
feints  and  moves  are  now  being  made. 
I  issue  this  warning  before  the  main  at-> 
tack  begins,  lest  public  power  have  its 
Battle  of  the  Bulge,  its  Bastogne. 

THZ    ELXCTBIC    OOMPANT    ADVXRTISIKG    PROGRAM 

I  should  like  to  consider  with  you,  Mr. 
President,  the  amazing  advertising  pro- 
gram the  private  utilities  have  been  em- 
ploying, which  has  as  its  apparent  pur- 
pose the  destruction  of  our  existing  Fed- 
eral power  policy. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  31 -page  document 
called  the  ECAP  Story.  ECAP  stands  for 
"electric  companies  advertising  pro- 
gram." As  I  turn  to  the  opening  page,  I 
find  that  it  was  published  by  the  electric 
companies  participating  in  the  electric 
companies  advertising  program.  As  I 
turn  to  the  appendix,  which  is  found  on 
pages  28  to  31,  I  see  that  many  of  the 
leading  electric  light  and  power  com- 
panies in  the  United  States  are  partici- 
pants in  this  program. 

One  of  the  signincant  things  about  the 
advertising  program  is  that  the  utility 
companies  are  using  the  dollars  that 
come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumers 
of  electricity,  in  order  to  mislead  the 
American  people  about  our  present  Fed- 
eral power  policy.  This  is  a  gross  misuse 
of  the  funds  of  all  of  us  who,  as  consum- 
ers, pay  for  electricity. 

Utility  companies  are  granted  fran- 
chises which  are.  in  effect,  licenses  to 
conduct  a  monopoly.  This  practice  is 
justified,  but  only  if  the  charges  do  not 
exceed  the  costs  of  operation,  plus  a  rea- 
sonable return  on  the  capital.  Legiti- 
mate advertising  to  publicize  service  cer- 
tainly is  a  justified  cost  element.  But 
advertising  for  political  purposes,  for  in- 
fluencing public  opinion  on  governmen- 
tal policy — can  hardly  be  considered  a 
legitimate  operating  expense.  This  is 
all  the  more  true  in  the  case  of  a  monop- 
oly, where  the  rate  payers  have  no  choice 
but  to  use  its  service. 

What  is  the  3CAP  Story?  Permit  me 
to  read  from  page  12  of  this  very  en- 
lightening dociiment: 

OFWioif  Stttbiks  Also  Useful  as  Guidkposts 
The  surveys  not  only  give  ECAP  Indica- 
tions of  changing  attitudes,  but  provide  use- 
nil  gtUdepoets  for  our  strategy.  For  exam- 
ple: 

The  1949  survey  made  It  apparent  that 
the  large  majority  of  the  public  had  come  to 
oppose  socialism:  69  percent  said  socialism 
would  be  a  "bad  thing"  for  the  United  States 
But  people  did  not  recognize  the  socialistic 
ImpUcatlons   of   Government   In   the   oower 


buslncM.  Por  when  they  were  msked, 
"Shoiild  the  Federal  Oovernment  produce 
and  sell  all  electricity  In  the  country?"  only 
46  percent  opposed  It.  This  showed  that 
people  were  against  socialism,  but  did  not 
oppose  nfttlonallzatlon  of  the  electric  in- 
dustry In  the  same  proportion. 

And  here  ECAP  found  an  important 
guidepost.  The  opportunity  to  go  over 
from  the  purely  friend-making  phase  to 
a  more  aggressive  phase  came  sooner 
than  was  expected.  This  was  the  place. 
For  now.  with  the  probability  of  friendly 
support  iilready  indicated.  ECAP  began 
to  point  out  that  nationalization  of  the 
electric  industry  was  in  effect  the  first 
stage  of  socialism. 

The  response  was  tremendous. 

This  Is  such  an  advertising  gem  that 
we  can  look  at  it  carefully  again  to  see 
exactly  what  it  means.  When  the  peo- 
ple were  asked.  "Is  it  all  right  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  produce  and  sell 
all  the  electricity?"  a  majority — namely. 
56  percent — said  this  was  all  right.  So 
what  did  the  private  utility  lobby  do? 

In  another  survey,  the  American  peo- 
ple were  asked  if  they  liked  socialism. 
A  majority  of  the  American  people — 
namely,  (59  percent — said  that  socialism 
was  a  bad  thing  for  the  country.  So 
the  trick  was  to  tie  public  power — which 
people  wanted — to  socialism — which 
they  deplore — so  that  the  people  would 
condemn  the  very  thing  they  previously 
said  was  satisfactory. 

ADVERTISING    TAKES    OVEK 

The  advertisers  took  over.  Here,  on 
page  13  of  this  propaganda  booklet,  is 
the  picture  of  a  little  boy  sitting  at  a 
table.  In  front  of  him  is  a  drawing, 
giving  him  a  Bible,  a  pencil,  and  a  free 
ballot.  The  caption  of  this  power-lobby 
ad  reads:  "Will  you  leave  these  to  your 
children'*"  That  is  like  asking  a  child 
if  he  wants  a  vacation  from  school,  or 
a  farmer  whether  he  wants  good  weather 
for  his  crops. 

Notice,  however,  what  appears  at  the 
bottom  of  this  ad.    Permit  me  to  read  it: 

But  there  are  people  who  are  trying  to 
give  the  United  States  Government  more 
and  more  control  over  American  life.  "Let 
the  Government  start,"  they  say.  "by  taking 
over  certain  Industries  and  services — the 
doctors,  the  railroads,  the  electric  Ught  and 
power  companies." 

Most  of  these  people— like  most  Amerl- 
cans — dont  want  a  socialistic  United  States 
of  America.  They  have  other  reasons  for 
Government  control.  But  when  Govern- 
ment, moving  step  by  step,  controls  enough 
things,  you  have  a  socialist  government 
whether  you  want  It  or  not.  You'll  be  con- 
trolled, too.  Then  what  freedoms  wUl  you 
be  able  to  pass  on  to  your  children? 

We,  the  business-managed  electric  com- 
panies which  publish  thU  advertisement,  are 
battling  this  move  toward  a  socialistic  gov- 
ernment. We  want  to  remind  everyone  how 
seriously  It  threatens  every  business— and 
everybody's  freedom. 

Americas    Business-Managed    Tax- 
paying  ELEcraic  Light  and  Powes 

Companies.' 

This  was  published  widely  throughout 
the  United  States.  The  advertising  col- 
umns of  great  newspapers  were  taken 
up  with  it.  at  a  cost  of  many  thousands 
of  dollars. 


TRS   PUIPOSC   AND   P«XCS   OT   SCAT 


According  to  Ita  own  publication. 
ECAP  has  been  in  operation  since  1939. 
In  1950 — the  only  year  for  which  it  states 
a  figure — ECAP  had  a  budget  of  $1,465.- 
000.  This  did  not  include  the  expendi- 
tures of  companies  which  used  advertis- 
ing materials  suppUed  by  it. 

It  claims  to  represent  about  51  per- 
cent of  the  industry's  customers.  I  take 
that  to  mean  companies  which  deal  with 
that  percentage  of  consumers.  Or  per- 
haps it  equates  the  use  of  consumers' 
payments  with  representation. 

In  1776.  Mr.  President,  as  I  recall, 
there  occurred  in  America  a  revolution 
which  rocked  the  world  and  which  made 
clear  the  distinction  between  a  lack  of 
representation  and  a  representation  by 
representatives  chosen  by  a  free  people. 

ECAP  literature  states  that  it  is  de- 
signed "to  discourage  further  Govern- 
ment encroachment  in  the  electric  busi- 
ness." That  is  a  polite  way  of  saying  it  is 
combatting  public  power. 

A  large  part  of  its  program  is  appar- 
ently   devoted    to    besmirching    public 
power  programs  as  socialistic. 
let's  ux»k  at  the  facts 

Now.  do  we  have  socialism  or  creep- 
ing socialism  in  the  electric-power  in- 
dustry in  America  today?  Let  us  turn 
to  the  record  and  see.  First,  let  us  take 
the  amount  of  electric  power  that  was 
generated  by  public  and  private  agencies 
in  1942.  in  1947,  and  in  1951,  the  latest 
figure  available. 

These  are  figures  as  published  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  and  suppUed 
to  me  by  the  Library  of  Congress,  as  were 
the  bulk  of  statistics  in  this  presentation. 

PKBCENT  or  private  AND  PT7BUC  OUTBUTIOai  Or 
POWE« 

In  1942.  when  a  relatively  small  total 
was  generated,  the  private  utiliUes  sup- 
plied 85  percent  of  the  electric  power  In 
this  country.  In  1947,  they  generated 
nearly  81»*2  percent  of  a  much  larger 
amount,  and  in  1951  the  figure  was  still 
81 '2  percent  for  a  still  larger  quanUty. 
In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  although 
in  1942  the  private  utillUes  suppUed  85 
percent  of  the  electric  power  generated 
in  the  United  SUtes.  and  in  1947  they 
supplied  nearly  81 '2  percent,  they  actu- 
ally supplied  more  kilowatt-hours  in 
1947.  when  they  supplied  only  81 V4  per- 
cent of  the  toUl  power,  than  they  did 
in  1942.  when  they  supplied  85  perxsent 
of  the  total  power.  This  is  true  because 
of  the  great  Increase  in  the  production 
of  kilowatt-hours  during  the  intervening 
years. 

All  the  publicly  owned  systems — this 
includes  municipals.  State,  and  public 
utility  districts.  cooperaUves.  and  the 
Federal  Governmentr— generated  nearly 
all  of  the  balance.  15  percent  in  1942. 
18',2  percent  in  1947,  and  the  same  pro- 
portions. 18 '2  percent,  in  1951. 

U  THU  SOCIALISM  r 

Now  the  question  I  want  to  ask  you  and 
the  private  utilities  is  this: 

When  they  generated  85  percent  of  a 
small  total  amount  of  power  in  1942.  and 
over  81  percent  of  a  larger  total  amount 
of  power  in  1947,  and  over  81  percent 
or  nearly  twice  as  much  power  last 
year,  where  does  Government  socialL«sm 


If  the  cities  generated  less  than  AV2 
percent  in  1942.  and  approximately  5 
percent  in  1947.  and  alMut  the  same  per- 
cent last  year,  where  is  the  "creeping 
socialism?" 

Where  the  Statj  and  power  districts 
generated  l'/2  percent  of  the  power  in 
1942.  1.64  percent  in  1947.  and  1.36  per- 
cent— or  a  drop  of  0.28  percent  last 
year — where  is  the  "socialism"? 

PRIVATE  tmLITlES  STILL  HAVE  LION'S  SHAKE 

In  1942.  the  private  utilities  sold  87 
percent  of  the  comparatively  small  total 
amount  of  electric  p>ower — approximate- 
ly 165  billion  kilowatt-hours — sold  in 
the  United  States  In  1947.  they  sold 
83  percent  of  a  larger  total  amount  of 
the  electric  power — about  224  billion 
kilowatt-hours — sold  in  this  country  and 
in  1951  they  sold  32  percent  of  a  total 
amount  of  the  country's  power — 326  bil- 
lion kilowatt-hour  J — about  double  that 
of  1942. 

The  private  utlli'-ies  sell  power  at  both 
wholesale  and  retail.  Many  of  the  co- 
operative utility  dLstricts  and  municipals 
purchase  pKJwer  an  wholesale  from  the 
private  utilities  anl  distribute  it  to  ulti- 
mate consumers  in  their  respective 
communities. 

The  Federal  Go^'emment.  however,  is 
essentially  a  wholesaler  of  the  power 
penerated  at  Federal  plants.  It  sells  its 
power,  with  first  preference  to  other 
publicly  owned  ag(;ncies. 

LARGE    INDUSTKIAL    VSAGS 

Industry  uses  large  blocks  of  power 
and  purchases  approximately  90  per- 
cent of  the  Federal  power. 

Ironically,  one  roight  say.  the  private 
utilities  have  been  the  recipients  of  al- 
most one-fourth,  22  percent,  of  this 
Federal  power. 

How  in  the  face  of  these  cold,  hard' 
facts  can  the  utilities  say  that  America 
is  faced  with  "creeping  socialism"  in  the 
electric  utiUty  field?  The  plain  fact  oj 
the  matter  is  that  the  utilities  have  more 
than  held  their  own.  The  municipals 
and  the  State  and  power  districts  have 
expanded  percentagewise  only  slightly 
during  the  last  4  years,  and  the  propor- 
tional sale  of  Federal  power  has  de- 
creased from  1947  to  date. 

PlTBLIC     POWER     AND     PKIVATE     ENTEKPRUE     USE 

We  have  just  se<*n  the  favorable  status 
that  the  private  utilities  enjoy  alongside 
the  municipals  and  States  and  power 
districts.  The  most  notable  exceptions 
are  the  power  districts  and  the  REA  sys- 
tems which  have  gone  into  territories 
that  the  private  utilities  could  not  or 
would  not  serve  iit  a  price  consumers 
could  afford  to  pay.  Outside  of  this,  the 
private  utiUties  an;  pretty  much  holding 
their  own.  if  not  increasing  their 
proportion  of  the  power  market. 

Let  us  once  again  ask  this  question: 
Who  obtains  most  of  the  power  from 
the  public-power  projects? 

X.ARGE  AMOtTNT  SOLD  TO   INDt7ST«T 

From  the  start,  a  large  portion  of  this 
power  was  generated  and  sold  to  indus- 
tries and  to  private  utilities.  The  mu- 
nicipahties  are  selling  one-third  of  their 
power  to  industry  and  small  business,  for 
the  factories  supplying  essential  products 
for  cities,  the  Nation,  and  the  world.  Is 
this  socialism?  The  simple  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  public  power  at  low  rates 


has  helped  to  make  American  industry 
strong. 

It  has  always  been  my  position,  Mr. 
President,  and  during  the  past  8  years  I 
have  argued  it  several  times  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  that  we  need  both  private 
and  public  utlhties  operating  in  the  same 
general  region.  We  certainly  cannot 
tolerate  the  kind  of  economic  waste  that 
exists  when  private  utilities  or  public 
utilities  build  spite  lines,  down  the  same 
easement  or  the  same  highway,  and  en- 
gage in  ruinous  competition. 

We  are  dealing  here.  Mr.  President, 
with  a  kind  of  service  rendered  to  the 
people  of  our  country  which,  as  a  matter 
of  public  pwlicy.  we  have  recognized  ought 
to  l>e  regulated  because  of  its  monopo- 
listic features.  In  this  field  of  enter- 
prise we  have  recognized  that  such  regu- 
lation is  based  on  sound  public  policy, 
because  the  industries  involved  are  vest- 
ed with  a  public  interest,  and  if  they 
are  not  subject  to  reasonable  regulations 
by  the  Government  operating  through 
State  utilities  commissions,  and  Federal 
commissions,  the  poor  consumer  is  going 
to  be  rooked.  He  will  be  exploited  and 
charged  rates  made  on  the  basis  of  what 
the  traffic  will  bear.  We  are  deaUng  here 
with  an  economic  product,  the  availa- 
bility of  which  is  so  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  a  high  American  stand- 
ard of  living  and  the  perpetuation  of  the 
private-enterprise  system  that  the  Gov- 
ernment takes  and  should  take  an  in- 
terest in  it,  in  order  to  protect  the  public 
interest. 

It  has  always  been  my  position,  Mr. 
President,  that  in  the  vicinity  of  great 
,pubUc-built  dams  it  is  a  good  thing  that 
private  utilities  and  public  utilities  op- 
erate in  the  same  general  area,  free, 
however,  from  the  kind  of  spite  line 
work  of  which  in  too  many  instances 
private  UtiUties  have  been  gmlty.  PubUc 
utilities  on  occasion  have  also  con- 
structed duplicating  Unes. 

What  I  want  to  emphasize  today,  if  I 
fail  in  making  anything  else  clear  in  the 
Record,  Mr.  President,  is  that  over  the 
years  this  pubUc  policy,  tliis  public  power 
program  of  the  Federal  Government, 
under  the  acts  of  Congress  to  which  I 
referred  in  my  speech  of  May  13.  has 
been  one  of  the  great  boons  to  private 
industry  across  this  land. 

Multiple-purpose  dams  would  not 
have  been  constructed — not  a  single  one 
of  them — by  the  private  utilities  of  the 
Nation.  They  were  built  by  the  tax- 
payers of  America  acting  through  theu* 
Congress  in  the  interest  of  protecting 
private  enterprise  and  promoting  the 
general  welfare.  That  was  the  jxjlicy 
behind  the  program.  Yet  we  see  here. 
Mr.  President,  a  clever  but  a  snide  prop- 
aganda bulletin  seeking  to  poison  the 
minds  of  the  American  people  into  be- 
lieving that  a  continuation,  of  this  sound 
public  power  program  of  the  Federal 
Government  constitutes  a  creeping  so- 
cialism. 

Visit  my  State.  Mr.  President;  go  to 
the  area  of  the  BonneviUe  Dam  and  con- 
template the  results  of  the  construction 
of  that  dam  with  tax  dollars  paid  by  all 
American  taxpayers,  and  consider  the 
beneficent  effects  it  has  had  upon  private 
industry  in  my  State.  It  has  been  a 
great  boon  to  private  industry.    Private 


businesses  have  sprung  up  locally  and 
others  have  come  into  our  State,  result- 
ing in  the  production  of  fncome  which, 
in  turn,  has  added  to  the  taxes  paid  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States".  This 
great  desideratum  would  never  have  been 
enjoyed  if  we  had  relied  on  the  private 
industries  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  to  de- 
velop the  maximum  potential  of  the 
power  resources  of  the  Columbia  River. 
In  fact,  Mr.  President,  what  the  private 
utilities  really  are  designing  and  schem- 
ing to  do  at  this  time  is,  so  to  speak,  to 
skim  off  the  cream  of  the  rivers,  so  far 
as  their  power  potential  is  concerned. 
taking  an  amount  of  power  which  will 
guarantee  to  them  the  maximum  of 
profit,  whereas  the  interest  of  the  Amer- 
ican people  demands  the  development  of 
every  last  kilowatt  of  power  the  Colvun- 
bia  River  and  the  Snake  River  and  their 
tributaries  are  capable  of  developing. 

That  is  why,  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  intends  in  this 
session  of  Congress  and  for  his  remain- 
ing stay  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  "watchdog"  this  whole  ques- 
tion of  public  power  and  continually  to 
raise  his  voice  against  the  kind  of  vicious 
propaganda  the  private  utiUties  are  put- 
ting forth,  seeking  to  gut  the  pubUc- 
power  program  belonging  to  the  people 
of  this  Nation. 

Under  the  cliche  and  the  name-calling 
technique  of  creeping  socialism,  it  is  a 
scheme  to  gut  the  program,  whereas 
the  program  itself  has  been  one  of  the 
greatest  booms  to  the  strength  of  pri- 
vate industry.  The  evidence  is  clear 
that  private  industry  has  flourished 
within  the  economic  environment  of 
every  great  multiple  purpose  dam  the 
Federal  Government  has  built  in  con- 
formity with  the  wise  poUcy  of  devel- 
oping the  power  potential  of  the  streams 
of  America,  to  which  the  great  Norris,  of 
Nebraska,  dedicated  himself  during  his 
service  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

I  close  my  remarks  on  this  subject  by 
sasdng  that,  consequently,  when  the  good 
people  of  this  country  want  to  discuss 
the  development  of  power  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  the  people,  let  us  drop  these 
high-pressure,  fancy-sounding  advertis- 
ing claims  of  some  power  companies  and 
consider  these  desirable  projects  solely 
on  their  merits — their  value  for  the 
people. 

At  each  step  forward  in  the  march  of 
American  democracy  and  social  improve- 
ment, the  obstructionists  have  falsely 
cried  "socialism."  America  has  grown 
strong  because  she  chose  to  ignore  them 
and  dared  to  be  enterprising  and  free. 

I  think  a  fitting  close  to  these  par- 
ticular remarks  wiU  be  found  in  an 
article  which  appeared  on  February  12, 
1953,  in  the  Oregon  Statesman,  pub- 
lished in  Salem,  Oreg.  The  article  was 
written  by  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
citizens  of  my  State,  a  former  Repub- 
Ucan  governor  of  Oregon,  a  man  who,  in 
my  opinion,  is  a  great  liberal — Charles 
A.  Sprague.  In  the  editorial.  Mr.  • 
Sprague  discusses  in  part  some  of  the 
problems  connected  with  the  matter  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  natural 
resources  of  our.  country. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
article  printed  in  the  Record  as  the  clos- 
ing paragraph  of  my  speech. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccou), 
as  follows: 

ItSkdcsToMk 
(By  Charles  A.  Sprague) 

During  Ills  Interrogation  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Interior  and  InBTilar  Affairs 
Douglas  McKay  stated  his  sympathy  with  the 
States  of  Texas  and  Louisiana  which  have 
sought  rettirn  of  centred  of  their  offshore 
oU-bearlng  lands.  At  this  Junctiire  Chair- 
man BtmjEB  offered  this  comment: 

"I  would  like  to  say  here  that  when  the 
tldelands  question  is  settled — and  I  hope  it 
will  be  rather  definitely  before  too  far  in 
this  session — there  are  plans  for  the  Intro- 
duction of  a  bin  that  wUl  make  the  same 
theory  applicable  to  public  lands  now  held 
by  the  Federal  OoTemment  within  the 
State,  and  Nevada  can  really  be  a  State  of 
the  Union  instead  of  a  port  State  and  part 
Territory.  The  same  is  applicable  to  other 
areas. 

"This  may  be  very  Impractical.  It  Is  only 
a  thought  thrown  out  to  Indicate  to  you  one 
bill  that  may  be  facing  us  a  little  later  in 
the  session." 

That  comment  has  touched  off  a  lot  of 
speculation.  The  Statesman's  correspond- 
ent. A.  Robert  Smith,  reports  that  Orme 
Lewis,  the  new  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, whose  division  will  include  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  National  Parks.  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs,  told  the  Senate  Interior 
Conmiittee  that  he  believes  the  long-range 
policy  of  the  Federal  Government  should  be 
to  turn  over  publicly  held  lands  not  to  the 
States,  but  to  private  citizens,  though  he 
made  the  reservation  that  vital  watersheds 
might  better  remain  in  Government  hands. 

What's  goln%  on  here?  Surely  the  new 
administration  isn't  going  back  to  Benjamin 
Harrison's  time  and  sell  off  its  national  for- 
ests. Surely  it  Isn't  going  to  turn  over  the 
public  domain,  most  of  which  was  so  poor 
It  never  was  homesteaded,  to  graziers.  Sure- 
ly It  isn't  going  to  divest  itself  of  lands  in 
national  parka.  While  the  people  of  the 
West  gripe  a  good  deal  over  the  extent  of 
Federal  ownership  of  lands,  I  doubt  If  very 
many  other  than  those  with  a  sel&sh  Inter- 
est want  the  Federal  Government  to  sell 
out  and  get  out. 

Noting  that  the  National  Association  of 
Manufact\irers  was  Joining  the  United  States 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  urging  scaling 
down  of  Federal  land  ownership,  the  well- 
informed  and  conservative  Bend  Bulletin 
makes  an  analysis  of  this  Federal  ownership 
of  52  percent  of  land  in  Oregon.  Its  com- 
ment is  pertinent,  and  I  quote  from  its 
editorial : 

"There  are  five  principal  land  groups  in- 
cluded in  the  Federal  52  percent.  These  are 
the  national  forests,  the  Indian  reservations. 
Crater  Lake  Park,  the  O.  and  C.  lands,  and 
those  included  in  what  was  once  called  the 
unreserved  public  domain.  The  public  do- 
main, now  under  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man- 
agement, comprises  the  lands  left  over  after 
everybody  had  his  pick  under  the  homestead 
laws.  The  other  four  groups  need  n' 
description. 

"The  NAM  should  indicate  which  of  thet  > 
lands  it  feels  should  go  out  of  Feder<  . 
ownership. 

"There  would  be  no  point  certainly  in  try- 
ing to  get  the  public  domain  on  the  tai  rolls. 
Those  lands  would  have  gone  Into  private 
ownership  years  ago  had  they  been  worth 
paying  taxes  on.  Much,  indeed  of  like  lands 
was  homesteaded,  patents  were  secured,  and 
•  then  they  went  tax  delinquent.  Now  they 
are  held  by  the  counties  and  are  nothing  but 
a  bother.  They  ought  to  be  returned  to  Fed- 
eral ownership  and  managed  along  with  the 
other  lands  under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act. 

"We  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  chance 
to  get  Indian  reservations  on  the  tax  roll  nor 
would  any  effort  to  do  so  be  made.  If  any- 
thing txuned  up  on  a  reservation  that  the 
white   man   wanted.   It   would   probably   be 


taken  away  Just  as  Celllo  is  being  taken  In 
spite  of  a  solemn  treaty.  No  Indian  lands 
would  otherwise  go  on  any  tax  roll. 

"We  do  not  believe  that  the  NAM  would 
get  anywhere  In  a  program  to  reduce  the 
area  of  Crater  Lake  National  Park.  We  do 
not  believe  that  there  is  any  chance  that  the 
O.  and  C.  lands  will  be  turned  over  to  pri- 
vate ownership.  That  leaves  out  of  the  five 
groups  only  the  national  forests. 

"We  wonder  if  the  NAM  and  United  Stetes 
chamber  program  is  to  bring  about  a  dis- 
persal of  these  Federal  lands." 

I  think  most  of  the  pressure  for  disposal 
of  Federal  lands  emanates  from  the  Rocky 
Mountain  country,  Wyoming  in  particular. 
The  big  stockmen  there  want  to  get  hold  of 
grazing  lands.  As  far  as  Federal  forests  are 
concerned,  more  lumbermen  want  the  Gov- 
ernment to  retain  ownership  than  want  the 
lands  sold.  This  way  they  get  a  chance  to 
bid  on  timber  without  the  investment  and 
risks  of  land  ownership. 

If  the  bUl  Senator  Btnxn  refers  to  does 
come  up,  it  will  draw  overwhelming  opposi- 
tion from  those  wanting  protection  for  their 
water  supplies  and  from  fwwerful  and  vocal 
conservation  groups  (forestry,  wildlife,  soils, 
water).  From  a  political  standpoint  serious 
consideration  of  such  legislation  would  react 
against  the  Republican  Party.  Secretary 
McKay  has  not  advocated  any  such  policy, 
and  he  should  promptly  straighten  out  his 
new  Assistant  Secretary  lest  he  involve  the 
E>epartment  in  a  program  of  scuttling  these 
great  national  resources. 

Surely  we  do  not  have  to  fight  Theodore 
Roosevelt's  great  battle  over  again  in  this 
year  1953. 

THE  BUDGET  AND  THE  NATIONAL 
DEBT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  there  are 
some  other  matters  I  wish  to  discuss  in 
connection  with  my  committee  work  this 
afternoon. 

Earlier  this  afternoon  there  was  an 
address  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
by  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson],  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed great  concern  about  balancing 
the  budget.  As  the  Record  will  show,  I 
certainly  share  his  concern,  and  for 
some  years  I  have  been  trying  to  do 
something  to  bring  about  a  balanced 
budget.  I  raised  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  as  the 
Record  wUl  show  tomorrow,  the  question 
of  the  relationship  of  taxes  and  the  na- 
tional debt  to  the  problem  of  balancing 
the  budget,  and  I  suggested  that  we 
should  stop  increasing  the  debt  and  also 
start  paying  it  off.  That  point  seemed 
to  have  missed  the  Senator  from  Kansas, 
because  there  was  no  mention  of  it  in 
h''-  ct.-;  dement. 

1  i>ii*.-^  to  him  today  that  paying  off  on 
the  debt  s  r>art  of  the  budget-balancing 
problem.  Ihat  was  my  position  in  1947 
on  the  flo<  •  of  the  Senate  when  I  offered 
a  series  o  amendments  to  a  then  pend- 
ing tax  ^' J — and  I  reoffered  them  in  1948 
''uJ  dcain  in  1949.  The  amendments, 
which  had  b^en  prepared  by  the  Com- 
mittee for  Economic  Development,  I 
thought,  were  pretty  good.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  at  least  there  ought  to  have 
been  a  hearing  on  them.  But  no  hear- 
ing was  held  on  the  amendments,  be- 
cause the  position  taken  at  that  time 
was  that  they  were  intended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  revising  the  tax  structure.  The 
bill  then  pending  was  concerned  with  the 
whole  question  of  tax  percentages  and 
tax  rates.  It  was  a  so-called  tax -reduc- 
tion bill. 


I  said  at  that  time — and  the  view  I 
then  expressed  is  as  sound  today — that 
when  we  dabble  In  tax  percentages,  we 
engage  in  superficiality,  so  far  as  the 
basic  problem  is  concerned.  It  Ls  more 
important  to  pay  attention  to  inequities 
and  to  the  loopholes  in  the  tax  structure, 
and  we  should  realize  that  there  Is  no 
longer  any  clear-cut  line  of  distinction 
with  respect  to  tax  jurisdiction  In  this 
country.  The  Federal  Oovermnent  im- 
poses taxes  for  the  same  purpoaes  for 
wiiich  State  governments  levy  taxes. 
Moreover,  State  governments  also  are 
double-taxing.  I  do  not  use  that  term 
in  its  technical  sense,  but  in  the  sense 
that  States  are  levying  taxes  similar  to 
those  levied  by  counties  and  municipal- 
ities. In  some  instances,  other  local  gov- 
ernmental units  have  tax-levying  au- 
thorities which  apply  some  of  the  same 
kinds  of  taxes  as  are  applied  by  other 
units.  For  several  years,  I  have  urged 
that  consideration  be  given  to  a  remedy 
for  that  situation. 

I  thought  that  a  good  start  would  be 
to  adopt  the/  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  for  Economic  Development 
in  its  1947  fei>ort.  As  I  tried  to  make 
clear  in  my  iprevlous  speeches.  I  do  not 
mean  to  imply  that  I  agree  with  all  the 
recommendations  of  that  committee, 
but,  at  least,  I  think  they  are  so  meri- 
torious that  they  are  deserving  of  most 
careful  hearings  by  the  Senate,  because 
they  deal  with  tax  inequities,  and  also 
with  the  question  of  making  pajrments 
on  the  national  debt. 

That  is  what  I  meant  when  I  said  or 
Indicated  earlier  this  afternoon  that  I 
thought  the  Senator  from  Kansas  would 
have  strengthened  his  argument  If  he 
had  included  a  proposal  not  only  to  bal- 
ance the  budget,  but  to  do  more  than 
that  by  having  a  reserve  of  income  in 
excess  of  expenditures,  to  the  extent  of 
several  billion  dollars  a  year,  that  could 
be  applied  to  the  national  debt. 

The  national  debt  now  Is  approxi- 
mately $267,500,000,000.  Perhaps  the 
economics  I  studied  in  college  and  per- 
haps the  laws  of  finance  I  have  always 
thought  were  sound,  no  longer  are  sound* 
but  that  will  have  to  be  proved  to  me  be- 
fore I  will  believe  it.  I  still  think  it  an 
incontrovertible  principle  that  if  sound 
domestic  economy  is  desired  In  our 
homes,  we  had  better  do  a  little  saving. 
At  least,  we  had  better  break  even.  By 
breaking  even  I  mean  we  had  better 
break  even  after  we  have  paid  our  debta. 

When  all  is  said  and  done,  I  think  that 
one  of  the  reasons  why  we  do  not  have 
a  100-cent  dollar — and  there  are  many 
reasons — is  that  we  are  letting  the  debt 
run  away  with  us.  Whether  we  like  It 
or  not,  economic  laws  are  working 
against  us  in  respect  to  the  relationship 
and  the  infiuence  of  that  debt  uix>n  the 
value  of  the  American  dollar. 

As  I  said  this  afternoon  to  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  (Mr.  Carlson]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Cask],  I 
am  still  of  the  opinion  that  we  should 
not  Increase  the  debt  by  following  a 
course  of  action  which  would  increase 
interest  rates  on  Qovemment  bonds.  I 
was  rather  interested  In  the  attempt  of 
Republican  speakers  in  the  Senate  to 
show  that  that  is  not  a  Republican  policy, 
but  that  as  recently  as  December  the 
outgoing  Democratic  administration  of- 


fered a  plan  to  increase  interest  rates  on 
Government  bonds. 

I  do  not  think  that  Is  much  of  an  argu- 
ment. I  have  noticed  that  since  the 
beginning  of  this  Congress,  when  some 
of  the  proposals  of  the  new  administra- 
tion have  not  clicked  quite  so  well  as 
the  administration  apparently  thought 
in  advance  they  might  click,  there  has 
been  a  tendency  to  hide  behind  two  alibis. 
The  first  is,  "Well,  the  Republicans  in- 
herited the  situation.  It  is  a  problem 
that  was  created  before  the  Republican 
administration  took  office."  Or  else  it  is 
said.  "Well,  after  all,  the  Democrats 
did  it- 
Mr.  President,  I  think  we  ought  to 
start  doing  what  we  think  is  right.  If 
the  Democrats  did  something  that  was 
wrong,  we  should  not  alibi  a  continua- 
tion of  it  by  following  suit.  I  think  the 
argument  made  here  this  afternoon,  that 
the  interest  rate  matter — about  which 
I  shall  have  something  more  to  say  in  a 
moment — was  after  all,  something  the 
Democrats  were  talking  about  in  Decem- 
ber, is  a  pretty  weak  rebuttal  to  the  fact 
that  the  Eisenhower  program  with  re- 
spect to  the  interest  rate  is  going  to  cost 
the  little  people  of  America  a  good  many 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars.  We  are 
going  to  leave  to  American  boys  and 
girls  who  follow  us  on  this  scene  an  in- 
creased national  debt  as  a  result  of  the 
increase  in  interest  rates  on  Government 
bonds  l>eing  put  into  effect  by  Eisen- 
hower. I  think  it  is  a  sad  thing.  I  never 
will  believe  that  it  was  necessary.  I 
refuse  to  believe  that  we  must  put  a 
dollar-sign  on  American  patriotism  in 
order  to  get  American  investors  to  be 
patriotic.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  if  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  his 
new  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  really 
appealed  to  the  American  people  through 
an  educational  program  setting  forth 
the  plight  in  which  the  bond  market 
may  be,  the  bonds  could  have  been  sold 
without  increasing  the  interest  rate. 
Ei.senhower  cannot  justify  increasing  the 
national  debt  through  increased  interest 
rates.  That  will  be  the  exact  result  of 
the  Eisenhower  program  in  this  field. 

Mr.  President,  I  always  Lke  to  quote 
the  Wall  Street  Journal,  because  I  know 
that  when  I  do  so  I  am  not  quoting  an 
antiadministration  sheet.  I  notice  in 
the  Wall  Street  Journal  for  February 
25  an  interesting  story  under  the  title 
of  "Bond  markets."  The  subheading  is 
"long-term  Treasury  2 > 2-percent  issues 
fall  fourteen  thirty-seconds  to  lowest 
level  ever.  Dip  seen  refiecting  belief 
United  States  may  convert  some  short- 
term  debt  to  this  type  issue." 

I  shall  ask  to  have  the  entire  article 
printed  in  the  Record  in  a  moment. 
However.  I  wish  Co  refer  to  a  couple  of 
paragraphs  which  loear  out  the  point  I 
made  in  my  discussion  with  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  (Mr.  Carlson!  and  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case] 
earlier  this  afternoon.  They  seemed  to 
think  I  was  wrong  as  to  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  what  is  happening  to  the 
Government  l)ond  market.  They  tried 
to  blame  it  on  the  Democrats,  because 
of  some  Democratic  action  back  in 
December.  Listen  to  this  from  the  Wall 
Street  Journal: 

The  recent  declines,  according  to  Oovem- 
ment  bond  folk,  probably  reflect  the  growing 


belief  that  the  new  Republican  administra- 
tion may  some  time  later  In  1953  convert  a 
part  of  the  heavy  short-term  public  debt  Into 
long-term  securities. 

This,  It  U  thought,  might  be  accomplished 
through  a  30-year  bond  carrying  interest 
at  a  rate  ranging  from  3  percent  to  3>4  per- 
cent. The  Victory  Loan  2^s,  which  have  a 
little  less  than  20  years  to  run  to  maturity, 
as  of  yesterday  were  yielding  the  buyer 
approximately  2.85  percent. 

Commenting  on  yesterday's  market  one 
dealer  declared:  "It's  as  thin  as  a  dime. 
Everybody  is  keeping  on  the  sidelines  to  see 
what  the  administration  will  do  about  a  new 
long-term  issue." 

Almost  nobody  saw  a  connection  between 
the  lower  Treasury  bond  prices  and  the 
reduction  in  margin  requirements  that  sent 
the  stock  market  higher. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  entire  article  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Long-Term  Treastjbt  214-Pe«cent  Issxtes 
Fall  k-i-j  to  Lowest  Level  Eveb — Dip  Seen 
Reflecting  Belief  United  States  Mat 
Convert  Some  Short-Term  Debt  to  This 
Ttpe  Issue 

New  York. — Long-term  Issues  of  the 
United  States  Government's  2'i  percent 
bonds  retreated  further  yesterday  on  small 
offerings. 

Both  the  bank-eligible  2y2S  of  September 
15,  1967-72.  and  the  Victory  Loan  2'28  of  De- 
cember 15.  1967-72,  slipped  off  n^i  of  a  point 
to  94>;32  bid,  their  lowest  level  since  Issu- 
ance. 

The  September  2'2  8  were  first  offered  to 
Investors  in  1941  and  the  December  2' is  in 
1945,  the  latter  bonds  coming  in  the  final 
loan  drive  of  World  War  II.  Aside  from  their 
slightly  shorter  maturity,  the  Septembers 
are  distinguished  from  the  Decembers  by 
the  fact  that  they  are  eligible  for  Invest- 
ment by  commercial  banks. 

Before  1951  neither  Issue  ever  sold  below 
cost  to  the  original  Investor,  since  it  was  the 
official  nolicy  to  support  them  whenever  the 
prices  threatened  to  go  below  par.  Begin- 
ning in  that  year  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
moved  away  from  "mothering"  the  market 
and  now  acts  only  to  avoid  disorderly  condi- 
tions, not  to  peg  the  bonds  at  any  given 
prices. 

The  recevit  declines  according  to  Govern- 
ment bond  folk,  probably  reflect  the  grow- 
ing belief  that  the  new  Republican  admin- 
istration may  some  time  later  in  1953  con- 
vert a  part  of  the  heavy  short-term  public 
debt  into  long-term  securities. 

This,  it  is  thought,  might  be  accomplished 
through  a  80-year  bond  carrying  interest  at 
a  rate  ranging  from  3  percent  to  3V4  percent. 
The  Victory  Loan  2 Vis,  which  have  a  little 
less  than  20  yetirs  to  run  to  maturity,  as  of 
yesterday  were  yielding  tbe  buyer  approxi- 
mately 2.85  percent. 

Commenting  on  yesterday's  market,  one 
dealer  declared:  "It's  as  thin  as  a  dime. 
Everybody  Is  keeping  on  the  sidelines  to  see 
what  the  administration  will  do  about  a  new 
long-term  Issue." 

Almost  nobody  saw  a  connection  between 
the  lower  Treasxiry  bond  prices  and  the  re- 
duction in  margin  requirements  that  sent 
the  stock  market  higher.  "It  was  Just  a 
ftirther  retreat  by  bonds  in  the  face  of  the 
higher  Interest  rates  that  more  orthodox 
Treasury  policies  would  involve."  was  the 
most  general  comment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
express  in  the  Record  my  judgment  as  to 
where  the  responsibility  rests.  It  rests 
clearly  on  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion.   As  I  stated  earlier  this  afternoon, 


very  early  in  the  life  of  this  administra- 
tion the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  let 
go  the  tip  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Treasury 
in  regard  to  Qovemment  bonds.  Why 
should  not  the  writer  in  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  write  exactly  as  he  did  on  the 
25th  of  February,  as  to  what  the  effect 
of  that  tip  was  on  the  bond  market? 
Investors  are  going  to  wait  and  see. 

What  I  deplore  is  the  increase  in  the 
national  debt  which  results  from  the  in- 
creased interest  rates.  I  think  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  should  first  have 
tried  some  other  methods  to  bring  about 
the  necessary  purchases  of  bonds. 

What  the  American  people  need  is  an 
information  program,  a  Voice  of  America 
here  in  America  on  the  facts  which  con- 
front this  country  economically;  and 
then  a  program  which  relates  to  the 
facts,  a  program  which  is  aimed  not  at 
increasing  the  national  debt,  but  paying 
it  off.  I  happen  to  be  firmly  of  the 
opinion  that  the  sacrificial  obligation  of 
our  generation  in  the  interest  of  long- 
term  American  history,  in  the  welfare  of 
American  boys  and  girls  who  are  going 
to  walk  the  stage  of  America  100  years 
from  now.  is  to  leave  them  a  sound  econ- 
omy. We  are  not  going  to  do  it  by  fol- 
lowing a  Government  interest  policy 
which  increases  the  debt,  and  in  my 
judgment  serves  only  to  make  the  rich 
richer  and  the  poor  poorer. 

I  was  interested  in  the  comment  which 
came  from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
this  afternoon.  I  do  not  share  the  views 
reflected  in  some  of  the  expressions  by 
Democratic  Senators  this  afternoon  in 
regard  to  what  they  think  can  be  done 
or  cannot  be  done  in  the  field  of  economy. 
One  of  them  pointed  out.  "You  do  not 
hear  anyone  suggest  that  the  defense 
budget  can  be  cut."  My  answer  to  him 
is  that  I  do.  I  believe  that  it  can  be  cut 
substantially.  We  can  cut  it  by  billions 
of  dollars,  by  eliminating  the  waste  and 
extravagance  to  be  found  in  the  defense 
budget.  At  the  same  time  we  shall  have 
a  sounder  defense,  because  we  shall  have 
a  sounder  dollar,  a  sounder  economy.  In 
my  judgment,  we  shall  also  have  stronger 
installations  as  defense  establishments. 

I  note  the  p -esence  in  the  Chamber  at 
this  time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]  .  He  has  done  exceedingly  able 
work  as  chairman  of  the  Johnson  sub- 
committee, which  issued  43  unanimous 
nonpartisan  reports  on  the  military  poli- 
cies of  this  Government  in  relation  to 
contracts,  expenditures,  finance  policies, 
fraud,  and  corruption  which  our  com- 
mittee disclosed.  It  was  a  great  honor 
for  me  to  serve  with  him  on  that  sub- 
committee. Although  the  Senator  from 
Texas  and  I  have  great  differences  of 
opinion  on  some  things.  I  pay  him  honor 
again  today  by  sas^ng  that  I  believe  his 
work  as  chairman  of  the  Johnson  sub- 
committee of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee saved  the  American  taxpayers 
several  billion  dollars.  I  think  a  correct 
computation  would  put  the  saving  at 
more  than  $5  billion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  very  much  for  his  generous 
comments.  Moreover,  I  deeply  appre- 
ciate the  fine  contribution  which  he  has 
made  toward  that  record. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  I  appreciate  the  kind- 
ness of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  and  the 
others  of  us  who  served  in  a  nonpartisan 
capacity  on  the  Johnson  subcommittee 
know  full  well  that  great  savings  can  be 
made  in  the  Defense  Department  budget 
The  Long-Morse  report,  which  was 
brought  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  can 
be  substantiated  with  respect  to  every 
statement  which  is  made  in  that  report, 
If  we  go  behind  the  scenes  into  the  ex- 
ecutive records.  Of  course,  we  can  save 
great  siuns  of  money.  I  disagree  with 
the  view  expressed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  this  afternoon,  when  it  was 
pointed  out  that  no  one  in  the  Senate 
was  proposing  to  cut  the  defense  budget. 
I  sun.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long]  is;  and  the  members  of  the  John- 
son subcommittee  have  signed  reports 
which,  in  effect,  amount  to  proposing  the 
very  same  thing. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  little  said  about 
making  those  savings  and  applying  them 
on  the  national  debt.  I,  too,  want  to  see 
the  time  come,  and  come  quickly,  when 
we  can  reduce  taxes,  but  I  simply  do  not 
think  we  can  keep  faith  with  the  chal- 
lenge of  our  generation  if  we  are  not  will- 
ing to  lead  the  people  of  the  United 
States  into  a  better  understanding  of 
their  economic  responsibilities  to  Amer- 
ican history.  In  our  generation  we  had 
better  be  thinking  in  terms  of  American 
history,  and  we  had  better  be  thinking 
in  terms  of  leaving  to  the  Americans 
who  are  to  follow  us  the  sound  economic 
policy  for  which  I  am  arguing  this  after- 
noon. 

PROPOSED  INVESTIGATION  OF  SENATE  STAFTS 

Mr.  President,  I  have  two  other  little 
matters  I  wish  to  take  up,  and  then  my 
work  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  for  this  week  will  be  done. 

I  notice  in  the  press  that  a  proposal 
has  been  made  that  all  the  members  of 
the  Senate  staffs  should  be  investigated. 
I  welcome  that,  and  I  wish  to  cooperate 
by  volunteering  this  afternoon.  I  here 
and  now  notify  the  Attorney  General 
that  he  can  start  with  my  staff  and  with 
the  head  of  my  office,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  hir;r,elf .  I  do  not  believe  in  dis- 
crimination. We  are  all  in  this  together. 
If  anyone  is  disturbed  about  the  fact  that 
members  of  our  staffs  have  access  to 
highly  secret  material  and  security  ma- 
terial from  time  to  time,  I  point  out  that 
that  goes  for  Senators  also.  If  it  is  im- 
portant that  our  staffs  be  investigated, 
it  is  important  that  Senators  be  investi- 
gated. They  are  merely  American  citi- 
zens, after  all.  I  do  not  know  of  any- 
thing in  connection  with  our  positions 
that  should  protect  us  from  investigation. 

So  I  say,  "Mr.  Attorney  General,  start 
with  my  office  and  my  staff."  I  hope  that 
other  Senators  will  follow  suit  and  vol- 
unteer. I  believe  it  will  be  a  fine  ex- 
ample to  set  for  the  American  people. 
If  there  is  to  be  Investigation,  then  let 
the  investigation  include  every  possible 
organization  to  which  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  or  his  staff  belongs  or  has 
belonged  which  might  be  subversive, 
such  as  the  Ku  Klux  Klan.  I  think  the 
Ku  Klux  Klan  is  highly  im-American 
and  is  one  of  the  most  subversive  or- 
ganizations in  America.  If  any  Senator 
or  member  of  his  staff  belongs  or  has 


belonged  to  any  such  subversive  organi- 
zation as  a  Nazi  bimd.  or  a  Silver  Shirt 
organization,  as  well  as  any  Communist 
or  Communist- tinged  organization,  or 
any  other  organization  that  is  un- 
American  and  stands  as  a  challenge  to 
our  constitutional  system,  I  think  he 
should  be  investigated. 

Following  this  speech  I  shall  send  the 
Attorney  General  tomorrow  excerpts 
from  it  that  set  forth  this  offer  of  mine 
so  that  he  can  start  this  investigation 
if  there  is  cause  to  fear  that  Senators 
and  their  staffs  are  subversive.  The 
sooner  we  can  get  all  these  investiga- 
tions out  of  the  way,  the  better.  I  am 
for  them,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  rules 
of  procedure  which  I  discussed  a  week 
ago  today  when  I  did  my  committee 
work  for  that  day.  I  may  say  to  the 
Attorney  General  that  my  offer  to  inves- 
tigate my  office  is  not  based  upon  the 
prior  passage  of  any  code  of  fair  proce- 
dure. We  will  take  the  procedures  as 
they  generally  apply,  and  proceed  with 
them  because  I  am  satisfied  that  my  of- 
fice will  survive  with  a  clean  bill  of  pa- 
triotic health  no  matter  what  procedures 
for  the  investigation  are  followed. 

AMBASSADOR    HENRY    CABOT    LODGE 

Now.  Mr.  President,  I  turn  to  another 
matter,  and  then  I  shall  be  through  for 
the  day.  I  wish  to  give  a  little  advice 
to  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  the  Ambassador 
of  the  United  States  to  the  United 
Nations. 

I  share  the  views  expressed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  IMr.  Gore],  which 
I  read  in  the  press  this  morning,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  conduct  of  our  former 
colleague  was  very  tactful,  and  that  he 
did  not  think  he  was  very  diplomatic 
when  he  refused  to  shake  hands  with 
Vishinsky.  I  did  not  think  so  either.  I 
believe  it  would  be  well  if  Ambassador 
Lodge  registered  for  some  Emily  Post 
course  in  diplomacy  and  ambassadorial 
courtesy.  I  dislike  Vishinsky  as  much  as 
he  does,  but  I  believe  we  have  to  separate 
our  personal  feelings  from  our  public 
responsibilities  and  diplomatic  duties.  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  in  our  actions  we 
should  keep  in  mind  the  judgment  of 
those  countries  in  the  world  in  which 
Russia  has  made  greater  progress  with 
her  vicious  propaganda  than  we  would 
like  to  admit.  Mr.  Lodge  is  reported  to 
have  justified  his  conduct  with  the  ques- 
tion, "Don't  you  know  there  is  a  new 
administration  in  Washington?"  I  do 
not  believe  he  truly  represents  the  ad- 
ministration in  that  attitude.  I  should 
not  like  to  think  so.  Good  manners 
should  even  be  expected  from  a  Lodge 
from  Massachusetts.  Such  pique  as  he 
displayed  is  good  ammunition  for  the 
vicious  Russian  propagandists  to  shoot 
at  us  in  India  and  the  rest  of  Asia  as  well 
as  in  other  parts  of  the  world  where  the 
fight  for  freedom  is  taking  place. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  Mr.  Lodge  well, 
but  I  wish  he  would  be  more  tactful  in 
his  relations  with  the  diplomats  from 
other  countries,  even  though  we  do  not 
believe  they  are  either  tactful  or  diplo- 
matic. I  never  knew  that  even  in  this 
kind  of  a  situation  two  wrongs  make  a 
right. 

I  trust  that  this  Uttle  fatherly  and 
brotherly  advice  of  mine  may  be  of  some 
help  to  the  former  Senator  from  Massa- 


chusetts, now  the  Ambassador  of  the 
United  States  to  the  United  Nations. 

SUBMISSION  OF  BKPOBT 

With  this.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  those 
who  have  been  so  kind  as  to  listen  to  my 
report  this  afternoon,  and  I  hope  they 
hked  it  well  enough  to  cause  them  to  be 
with  me  again  next  Friday  afternoon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  filed. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Monday  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Monday,  March  2.  1953. 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  27.  1953: 

Department  of  Statb 

Livingston  T.  Merchant,  of  New  Jersey,  a 
Foreign  Service  offlcer  of  class  1,  to  be  an 
Ajs&lstant  Secretary  of  State. 

Diplomatic   and  Pobbicn   Bksvics 

Charles  E.  Bohlen.  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, a  Porelf^n  Service  offlcer  of  the  class 
of  career  minister,  to  be  Ambassador  Kxtraor- 
dlnary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  Dnlted 
States  of  America  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  So- 
cialist Republics. 

George  V.  Allen,  of  North  Carolina,  a  For- 
eign Service  offlcer  of  the  class  of  career 
minister,  now  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  to  Yugoslavia,  to  be  Ambas- 
sador Ebttraordlnary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  India  and 
to  serve  concurrently  and  without  additional 
compensation  as  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Nepal. 

United  States  Attosnets 

Anthony  Julian,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Massachusetts,  vice  Oeorge  P.  Garrlty,  term 
expiring. 

George  E  MacKinnon,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
\:.tnnesota.  vice  Philip  Neville,  resigned. 

J.  Edward  Lumbard,  of  New  York,  to  b« 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  New  York,  vice  Myles  J.  Lane,  resign- 
ing. 

United   States  Makshals 

Robert  Henry  Beaudreau.  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  district 
of  Massachusetts,  vice  Arthur  J.  B.  Cartler, 
removed. 

Enard  Erickson.  of  Minnesota,  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Minnesota. 
vice  John  J.  McGowan.  term  expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  Friday.  February  27.  1953: 

Dkpabtment  or  Stat* 

John   M.   Cabot,   of   Massachusetts,   to   be 

an   Assistant   Secretary   of   State. 

Diplomatic  and  Forkign  Sbbvicz 
C.  Douglas  Dillon,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotenti- 
ary of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Prance. 
Karl  L.  Rankin,  of  Maine,  to  be  Ambas- 
sador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America   to  China. 

James  Clement  Dunn,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotenti- 
ary of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Spain. 
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Monday,  March  2,  1953 

Rt.  Rev.  Msgr.  Louis  C.  Vaeth.  pastor, 
St.  Bernardine's  Church.  Baltimore,  Md., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Divine  Legislator,  from  whcxn  all 
holy  desires,  right  counsels,  and  Just 
works  do  proceed,  bless  these  loyal  Sen- 
ators of  the  United  States  with  that  per- 
fect peace  which  the  world  cannot  give, 
neither  can  it  take  away — that  positive 
peace  perpetuated  by  a  consecrated  con- 
scientiousness of  loyalty  and  devotion  to 
God,  to  our  Nation,  and  to  our  people 
and  their  fellow  Senators.  Enlighten 
their  minds  and  strengthen  their  wills 
that  they  may'direct  their  hearts  to  obey 
Thy  commandments  and  thus,  being 
freed  from  the  fear  of  both  domestic  and 
foreign  enemies,  may  satisfactorily  serve 
their  God.  their  Nation,  and  their  people 
in  peace,  in  justice,  and  In  truth.  Bless 
them  with  the  courage  of  their  honest 
and  sincere  convictions  and  convince 
them  of  their  unselfish  courage  that  they 
may  realize  in  serving  the  Nation  and 
its  people  they  are  truly  serving  Thee, 
the  omniscient  lawgiver  and  loving 
Father  of  all  nations  and  all  men.  Re- 
ward their  self-sacrificing  service  with 
that  satisfying  serenity  of  soul,  promised 
by  Thee  to  faithful  servants — "Well  done, 
thou  good  and  faithful  servant,  enter 
into  the  Joy  of  thy  Lord" — and  so  poeti- 
cally paraphrased  by  Father  Abrams 
Ryan: 

"Better  than  grandeur,  better  than  gold. 
Than  ranks  and  titles  a  thousand  fold. 
Is  a  healthy  body  and  a  mind  at  ease 
And  simple  pleasures  that  always  please, 
A  heart  that  can  feel  for  another's  woes 
With  sympathy  large  enough  to  enfold 
All  men,  as  brothers,  is  better  than 
gold." 

May  the  peace,  blessing,  strength,  and 
wisdom  of  God  abide  with  you  always. 
Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  February 
27,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 
On  request  of  Mr.  Clements,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Magntjson  and 
Mr.  Pastore  were  excused  from  sessions 
of  the  Senate  for  the  next  few  days, 
while  attending  to  oflBcial  committee 
business  In  New  York  City. 


MEMORIAL  ADDRESSES  ON  THE 
LATE  ROBERT  M.  LA  FOLLETTE, 
JR..  FORMER  SENATOR  FROM 
WISCONSIN 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  unanimous-consent  order 
for  today,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  Monday,  March  2,  1953, 
Immediately  following  the  approval  of  the 
Journal.  It  be  In  order  for  Senators  to  de- 
Uver  addresses  on  the  life,  character,  and 
public  service  of  the  Ute  Honorable  Robert 


Ooldwater 

McCarthy 

Oore 

McCIellan 

Green 

Milllkm 

Grlswold 

Monroney 

Hayden 

Morse 

Hendrlckann 

Mundt 

Hennlngs 

Murray 

Hlckenlooper 

Neely 

Hill 

Payne 

Holland 

Potter 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

Hunt 

Robertson 

Ives 

Rniwell 

Jackson 

Saltonstall 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Sraathers 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith.  Maine 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Kennedy 

Stennis 

Kllgore 

^mlngton 

Knowland 

Taft 

Kuchel 

Thye     - 

Langer 

Tobey 

Long 

Watkins 

Malone 

Welker 

Mansfield 

Wiley 

Maybank 

Young 

McCarran 

M.  Ui  FoUette.  Jr.,  t<xra.et\.j  a  Senator  from 
XbB  state  oX  Wisconsin. 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

BuUer,  Md. 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

Frear 

Fulbright 

George 

Gillette 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
BeallI,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr. 
Flanders],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  Williams  J  are  necessarily 
absent. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin]  is  absent  on 
official  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senators  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
HoBY  and  Mr.  Smith]  and  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson]  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  (Mr.  Pastore]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
express  my  great  distresrl^ecause  of  the 
death  of  former  SenatoR^iobert  M.  La 
FoUette,  Jr..  and  to  say  a  few  words  In 
appreciation  of  his  character  and  his 
outstanding  public  and  legislative 
service. 

I  first  met  Bob  La  FoUette  when  I 
came  to  the  Senate  In  1939.  He  was 
then  a  veteran  Senator,  having  been  first 
elected  In  1925, 14  years  before  that  time. 
He  practlcaUy  Uved  his  entire  life  as  a 
Senator.  Because  of  a  serious  Ulness,  he 
was  not  able  to  graduate  from  the  Uni- 
versity of  Wisconsin,  although  his  out- 
standing merit  was  recognized  later  by 
the  conferring  upon  him  of  an  honorary 
degree  by  that  university.  Instead  of 
returning  to  coUege.  he  became  secre- 
tary to  his  father  in  Washington  and 
was  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  prsu;- 
tlces  and  procedure  of  the  Senate  long 
before  he  l>ecame  a  Senator.  When  his 
father  died  he  was  elected  to  succeed 
him.  and  served  continuously  for  22 
years.  Although  he  was  not  a  lawyer, 
he  had  a  complete  grasp  of  legal  prin- 
ciples, and  particularly  of  parliamentary 
law,  and  his  outstanding  ability  enabled 


him  to  be  as  good  a  legislator  as  any 
lawyer  could  be. 

I  served  with  him  both  on  the  Finance 
Committee  and  on  the  Education  and 
Labor  Committee,  and  so  I  came  to  know 
him  Intimately  as  a  person  and  In  con- 
nection with  many  legislative  problems. 
He  believed  strongly  hi  the  principles  of 
his  father  and  adhered  to  those  prin- 
ciples faithfully,  with  due  regard,  of 
course,  to  changing  conditions.  He  was 
brought  up  in  a  school  which  beheved  in 
greater  Government  intervention  in 
various  matters,  with  respect  to  which 
he  went  somewhat  further  than  I,  but 
his  abiding  Interest  was  always  the  wel- 
fare of  the  people.  He  was  never  a  dem- 
agog. He  was  always  sincere,  and  the 
soul  of  honor  Itself.  He  had  an  able 
mind  and  could  present  the  most  effec- 
tive arguments  and  reasons  for  his  views. 
The  speeches  he  made  had  a  marked  ef- 
fect on  many  Senators,  although  he  was 
not  of  their  party. 

When  I  came  here  he  was  one  of  that 
group,  which  I  joined,  which  was  funda- 
mentally opposed  to  our  entry  Into  the 
Second  World  War  until  we  were  ac- 
tuaUy  attacked,  and  he  and  I  attended 
many  meetings  with  Senators  Johnson, 
of  California,  Borah,  Vandenberg,  and 
others  who  were  concerned  to  maintain 
American  neutrality  as  long  as  that 
could  be  accomplished.  He  was  with  the 
rest  of  us  in  the  battle  against  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  which  was  practically  the 
turning  point  in  the  final  decision  to 
take  part  In  the  war. 

I  remember  weU  our  joint  work  on  the 
HlU-Burton  Act  in  the  Education  and 
Labor  Committee,  and  I  knew  that  he 
was  not  an  extremist  on  Federal  welfare 
measures,  but  was  willing  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  States  and  to  adjust  Federal 
aid  to  the  necessities  of  particular  com- 
munities and  particular  situations.  He 
was  a  believer  in  sound  finance,  the  bal- 
ancing of  the  budget,  and  a  stable  cur- 
rency. He  was  Intensely  Interested  in 
social  security,  and  I  worked  with  him 
on  many  amendments  to  that  law. 

I  remember  working  with  him  on  a 
subcommittee  on  the  taxation  of  cooper- 
ative and  mutual  fire  habiUty  Insurance 
companies.  He  was  an  ardent  believer 
in  the  cooperative  movement  and  felt 
that  I  did  not  have  sufficient  sympathy 
with  It,  although  I  thought  I  was  quite 
friendly  and  agreed  finaUy  to  a  settle- 
ment of  the  problem  which  left  the  mu- 
tual insurance  companies  In  almost  too 
favorable  a  situation. 

Many  have  referred  to  the  work  which 
he  did  in  connection  w^ith  the  reorgani- 
zation of  the  Senate.  He  knew  more 
about  the  Senate  than  any  other  Sen- 
ator, and  had  very  definite  ideas  on  how 
our  work  could  be  Improved.  I  do  not 
think  he  agreed  with  all  the  provisions 
of  the  La  FoUette-Monroney  Act,  but  he' 
certainly  Is  entitled  to  credit  for  most 
of  them  and  for  modernization  of  the 
Senate  organization. 

In  1946,  Bob  La  FoUette  suffered  the 
kind  of  fate  that  Is  Ukely  to  meet  any 
of  us  who  depend  on  elective  office.  In 
part  at  least  because  he  felt  and  ex- 
pressed such  a  strong  sense  of  loyalty 
to  his  progressive  associates  In  Wiscon- 
sin. He  never  let  his  defeat  affect  his 
good  humor  or  his  interest  in  public 
matters.    He  became  interested  in  otbrr 
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work,  and  stayed  away  from  the  Senate, 
largely,  I  think,  because  he  did  not  like 
the  idea  of  any  former  Senator  lobbying, 
or  even  being  accused  of  lobbying.  Dur- 
ing these  6  years  I  have  missed  very 
much  the  personal  association  with  him. 
Today  I  pay  tribute  to  a  man  of  out- 
standing character,  a  public  servant  de- 
voted to  his  public  employers,  an  out- 
standing statesman,  and  one  of  the 
greatest  of  Senators. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  long  as  our  people  venerate  in- 
tegrity, statesmanship,  and  loyalty,  the 
name  of  the  late  Senator  Robert  M.  La 
Pollette.  Jr.,  will  be  cherished  and  hon- 
ored in  these  United  States. 

It  was  not  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
him  in  the  Senate,  and  I  make  that 
statement  with  a  deep  sense  of  regret. 
But  no  one  who  lived  and  worked  in 
Washington  diuring  the  years  of  his  serv- 
ice could  fail  to  be  aware  of  the  con- 
tribution he  made  to  his  Nation. 

The  fighting  son  of  a  fighting  father. 
Bob  La  Follette  looked  upon  his  position 
in  the  Senate  as  one  which  carried  many 
obligations  and  few  privileges.  He 
looked  upon  public  service  as  a  chal- 
lenge— a  challenge  to  battle  for  the 
underprivileged  and  for  the  Nation. 

He  was  a  man  who  was  never  afraid 
of  being  in  a  minority — no  matter  how 
unpopular.  He  was  a  man  who  fre- 
quently found  himself  in  disagreement 
with  his  colleagues,  but  his  integrity  was 
never  challenged. 

He  was  also  a  man  of  achievement — a 
man  whose  deeds  still  live  in  the  form 
of  laws  and  acts  that  touch  our  lives 
today.  The  legislative  Reorganization 
Act  is  but  one  of  his  many  accomplish- 
ments. 

Every  chapter  must  come  to  an  end 
and  Bob  La  Follette  has  gone  to  his  eter- 
nal reward.  Before  the  bar  of  history, 
there  can  be  only  one  verdict — public 
servant,  statesman,  great  American. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  join 
with  other  Senators  in  paying  my  re- 
spects and  tribute  to  a  good  man  and  a 
former  colleague.  I  worked  very  closely 
with  Bob  La  Pollette  from  the  time  I 
came  to  this  body  in  January  1941.  He 
was  one  of  the  ablest  public  servants  I 
have  ever  known.  He  was  one  of  the  few 
men,  so  far  as  I  know,  who  could  change 
a  vote  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  giv- 
ing his  opinion  on  pending  legislation. 

He  was  particularly  watchful  of  those 
Interests  which  might  seek,  through  leg- 
islation, to  obtain  unwarranted  advan- 
tages for  themselves  at  the  expense  of 
the  public  or  of  their  competitors.  Al- 
though he  was  always  watchful  of  what 
have  come  to  be  known  as  vested  inter- 
ests, I  never  knew  him  to  be  unfair  to- 
ward them.  He  was  always  mindful  of 
the  needs  of  the  laboring  man,  or  the 
union  man.  if  one  wishes  to  use  that 
term,  but  he  was  never  their  man,  be- 
cause he  would  not  always  do  what  they 
wanted  him  to  do.  He  never  hesitated 
to  give  the  representatives  and  spokes- 
men of  labor  warnings  when  he  thought 
they  were  trying  to  do  something  that 
they  should  not  be  doing,  or  tried  lo  ob- 
tain what  was  not  properly  theirs.  Per- 
haps he  thus  alienated  the  support  of 
CM-tain  union  labor  interests  in  his 
State,  which  contributed  to  his  defeat 
the  last  time  he  ran  for  public  office. 


He  was  always  considerate  of  what  we 
call  the  underprivileged,  but  I  never 
knew  of  his  trying  to  capitalize  on  his 
sympathy  for  them  in  the  political  field. 

His  last  and  perhaps  his  most  im- 
portant work  was  done  on  the  Legisla- 
tive Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  As 
those  of  us  who  were  here  then  will  re- 
call, the  bill  came  up  late  in  the  session. 
It  was  finally  enacted  during  July,  Just 
before  the  primaries  in  Wisconsin  which 
would  determine  whether  he  would  be 
renominated  for  his  ofBce  in  the  Senate. 

I  had  heard  disturbing  nmiors  from 
Wisconsin,  and  in  the  early  part  of  July 
I  spoke  to  Bob  and  told  him  that  he 
ought  to  go  home,  for  his  own  good,  to 
assure  his  renomination.  He  expressed 
himself  as  being  apprehensive  about  it 
and  felt  that  probably  he  would  not  be 
renominated:  but  he  said  he  could  not 
go  home  because  he  had  to  look  £Jter  the 
bUl.  He  felt  that  it  had  gone  to  the 
point  where  he  could  not  leave  it  and 
go  home  in  behalf  of  his  renomination. 
Undoubtedly  if  he  had  gone  home  he 
would  have  been  renominated.  Never- 
theless, he  felt  that  his  duty  to  the 
people  of  the  Nation  was  more  important 
than  his  renomination.  There  were 
those  of  us  who  disagreed  with  him  on 
that  point,  but  nevertheless  he  did  what 
his  conscience  told  him  to  do.  He  was 
defeated. 

After  his  defeat  he  took  up  other  lines 
of  work.  However,  after  he  lost  the 
nomination  so  far  e^  I  know,  he  never 
came  back  on  the  Hill,  except  once. 
Perhaps  it  was  because  some  of  us  did 
not  ask  him  to  come  back  as  we  should 
have  done.  We  get  very  careless  about 
such  things.  I  feel  sometimes  that  we 
could  have  done  more  than  we  did  to 
have  made  his  outside  work  happier  for 
him. 

A  few  nights  before  Bob  La  Pollette's 
death  I  was  talking  with  a  South  Amer- 
ican diplomat,  who  told  me  of  the  respect 
and  esteem  in  which  Bob  La  Follette  was 
held  in  his  country.  Even  after  he  left 
the  Senate,  he  continued  this  good  work. 

Many  of  us  who  knew  him  best  will 
miss  him  siidly.  because  we  thought  of 
him  more  often  than  we  saw  him.  I 
think  that  the  most  we  can  do  for  him 
now  and  the  best  way  in  which  we  can 
pay  our  homage  to  his  memory  and  to 
the  work  he  did  for  his  country  is  to  try 
to  do  our  work  here  as  well  as  he  did  his 
work  when  he  was  one  of  us. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  pay  a  brief  tribute  to  Robert  M.  La 
PoUette.  Jr.  My  tribute  will  be  com- 
pletely unstudied  and  entirely  sincere. 

When  Bob  La  Follette  first  began  to 
serve  this  body  his  father  was  here.  I 
am  perhaps  the  only  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate who  served  with  Robert  M.  La  Fol- 
lette, Sr.,  whom  I  recall  very  pleasantly, 
because  shortly  after  I  entered  the  Sen- 
ate, he  came  over  to  me  and  talked  with 
me.  He  knew  some  people  in  my  State, 
and  felt  very  close  to  some  of  my  very 
warm  friends. 

Young  Bob  La  Pollette  was  virtually 
raised  in  the  Senate  and  around  the 
Capitol.  He  knew  the  procedures  of  the 
Senate  perhaps  better  than  anyone  else, 
because  he  gave  special  attention  to  the 
work  of  the  Senate,  even  before  he  suc- 
ceeded his  father  as  a  Member  of  this 
body. 


I  served  for  a  number  of  years  with 
Bob  La  Follette,  Jr.,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  and  £ks  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Bob  La  Follette  became  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  in  1929. 
as  I  recall.  I  had  been  a  member  of  the 
committee  for  perhaps  1  year  or  more 
before  he  entered  upon  his  service  on 
the  committee.  At  that  time,  as  now. 
distinguished  Members  of  this  body 
served  on  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee.  Generally  speaking.  Bob 
La  Follette  shared  the  views  of  such  emi- 
nent Senators  as  William  E.  Borah,  of 
Idaho;  Hiram  Johnson,  of  California: 
and  others,  although  after  Pearl  Harbor 
and  after  we  entered  the  war.  Bob  La 
Follette  gave  his  wholehearted  and  un- 
stinted support  to  every*  effort  to  win 
that  war. 

I  knew  Bob  La  Follette  perhaps  best 
as  a  member  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, because  I  was  acting  chairman 
of  that  committee,  and  subsequently  was 
chairman  of  the  committee,  during  a  pe- 
riod when  he  served  as  a  useful  member. 
Bob  I^a  Follette  always  had  his  own 
views,  in  which  he  earnestly  and  sin- 
cerely believed,  on  all  matters  with 
which  that  committee  had  to  deal.  After 
he  became  a  member  of  the  committee, 
it  considered  not  merely  matters  of 
taxation,  but  also  matters  relating  to 
social  security,  including  the  present  So- 
cial Security  System — which  was  amend- 
ed in  1950,  after  he  left  this  body — and 
practically  all  veterans'  legislation  relat- 
ing to  World  War  I  and-  subsequently, 
that   relating    to   World   War   H 

Bob  La  Follette  had  the  keenest  sym- 
pathy for  men  who  labor,  for  the  work- 
ers of  the  country.  He  had  a  thorough 
understanding  of  their  problems.  He 
had  deep  convictions  regarding  taxation. 
He  believed  profoundly  in  taxing  ac- 
cording to  ability  to  pay.  I  do  not  re- 
member reporting  a  bill  to  the  Senate 
or  studying  a  bill  in  the  Finance  Com- 
mltteee  without  having  Bob  La  Follette 
manifest  his  willingness  to  make  known 
his  views,  and  to  make  them  kiu>wn  In 
the  strongest  possible  terms. 

Bob  La  Pollette  was  a  man  of  strong 
character.  Mr.  President.  He  could  dif- 
fer with  his  colleagues  without  ever 
questioning  their  honesty  or  Integrity. 
He  was  a  man  o'  rare  qualities  with 
respect  to  his  deep  conviction  that  all 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and 
all  other  Members  of  the  Senate  were 
entitled  to  hold  their  convictions:  and 
rarely,  if  ever,  did  he  question  the  hon- 
esty of  purpose  of  anyone  who  differed 
with  him  on  any  important  matter. 
Time  after  time  he  presented  his  view 
that  taxes  should  be  levied  according 
to  ability  to  pay.  When  the  committee 
decided  against  him,  as  it  generally  did 
on  that  particular  question,  he  ac- 
quiesced in  the  decision  of  the  commit- 
te.  but  reserved  his  right  to  come  to  this 
floor  and  present  his  views.  Many  times 
he  expressed  his  Ideas  here  on  taxation 
matters.  He  did  so  with  great  clarity, 
much  force  and  vigor,  and  the  utmost 
sincerity,  but  always  with  respect  for 
other  members  of  his  own  committee, 
and  for  other  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
differed  with  him. 

With  respect  to  the  administrative  and 
technical  side  of  the  tax  acts  which  the 
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committee  had  to  formulate  with  great 
rapidity,  and  witli  respect  to  general 
provisions  of  taxation  In  which  he  had 
no  particular  interest,  he  made  his  con- 
tribution, nevertheless,  and  stood  loy- 
ally by  the  committee  in  the  presenta- 
tion of  so  mvch  of  the  tax  or  revenue 
measiu'es  as  he  could  conscientiously  en- 
dorse. 

Bob  La  Follette  was  a  realist  in  the 
true  sense,  and  approached  all  subjects 
as  a  realist.  Likewise  he  was  a  liberal  in 
the  true  sense. 

When  we  were  entering  the  great  de- 
pression, indeed,  vhen  we  h£id  entered 
it.  although  many  )3ien  in  public  life  did 
not  comprehend  the  severity  of  that  ter- 
rific economic  stom,  which  was  sweep- 
ing not  only  our  o\m  country  but  also  a 
large  part  of  the  civilized  world.  Bob  La 
Follette  came  upor.  this  floor  and  urged 
the  appropriation  cf  a  staggeringly  large 
sum  of  money,  for  that  day  and  time.  I 
remember  how  he  presented  that  pro- 
posal. I  think  I  was  the  only  conserva- 
tive in  this  body  wtio  voted  with  Bob  La 
Follette  for  an  appropriation  which 
would  have  been  t.dequate.  had  it  been 
resolutely  used  and  applied  in  the  early 
days  of  that  depression,  to  have  stemmed 
the  terrific  economic  tide  which  carried 
down  so  many  fortunes  in  this,  our  land. 
We  were  defeated,  but  Bob  La  Follette 
never  forgot  my  ^ote  on  that  political 
measure. 

After  he  was  defeated  as  a  Member  of 
this  body,  he  came  to  my  office  during 
the  first  2  or  3  weeks  of  every  session 
of  Congress  and  talked  to  me  at  length. 
I  not  only  respect«!d  him,  but  I  learned 
to  love  him  because  of  his  high  sense  of 
honor  and  becaus<;  of  his  indefatigable 
industry  and  his  gi  eat  ability  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body. 

He  not  only  labored,  of  course,  to  bring 
about  the  Reorganization  Act,  but  he  un- 
derstood something  of  the  philosophy 
which  lay  back  of  his  labors  in  trying  to 
reform  the  procedure  in  the  Senate. 
Time  after  time  lie  came  to  me  and 
talked  to  me  about  the  articles  which 
were  api>earlng  during  the  Second  World 
War  and  afterward,  from  the  pens  of  so 
many  writers — art:cles  which  were,  in 
fact  bold  attacks  ujwn  the  Senate.  Bob 
La  Follette  understood  very  early  what 
they  meant.  He  knew  that  those  at- 
tacks were  inspired  by  a  desire  to  cripple 
representative  government  in  these 
United  States,  and.  Indeed,  In  the  free 
world.  With  deep  conviction  on  the 
subject,  he  anxiously  sought  an  opportu- 
nity to  revise  the  rules  and  the  proce- 
dure of  the  Senate.  The  Reorganization 
Act  was  but  a  feeble  expression  of  what 
he  wished  to  do.  But  being  a  realist,  he 
knew  that  he  had  to  take  one  step  at  a 
time;  he  had  to  make  progress  slowly. 

On  the  Finance  Committee  and  on  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  one  could 
always  count  upon  the  pKJsltlon  taken  by 
Bob  La  Follette  In  committee  to  be  his 
position  steadfastly  to  the  end.  He  was 
not  given  to  compromise,  but  he  knew 
that  many  pieces  of  legislation  had  to  be 
the  result  of  compromise.  Consequently, 
he  was  willing  to  agree  with  his  fellow 
members  on  those  two  important  com- 
mittees. 

Having  served  with  him  on  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  I  know  with  what 
deep  conviction  he  opposed  our  entry 


into  World  War  n.  as  his  distinguished 
father  before  him  had  opposed  our  entry 
into  World  War  I.  He  opposed  every 
step  which  he  considered  to  be  leading  to 
World  War  n,  which  finally  engulfed  us. 
of  course,  following  the  attack  on  Pearl 
Harbor. 

It  fell  to  my  lot  to  confer  with  Secre- 
tary Stimson  and  others  who  were  most 
Interested  In  what  we  know  as  lend- 
lease  legislation.  In  its  formative  stage. 
Bob  La  Follette  often  conferred  with 
me  regarding  that  particular  piece  of 
legislation.  He  did  not  approve  it.  He 
regarded  it  as  a  certain  step  toward  war. 
Mr.  President,  it  was  as  the  result  of  a 
suggestion  made  in  conference  at  the 
State  Department  with  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  State,  with  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Mr.  Stimson.  and  others,  that  the  lend- 
lease  bill  was  introduced  in  both  Houses 
of  the  Congress  by  the  leaders  of  the 
major  party.  But  it  fell  to  my  lot  on 
this  floor  to  carry  the  burden  of  the 
fight  for  lend-lease.  Bob  La  Follette. 
while  strongly  and  definitely  disagree- 
ing with  the  legislation,  nevertheless  ac- 
corded to  me  as  he  always  did.  complete 
honesty  of  purpose  In  presenting  that 
legislation  to  this  body. 

It  had  seemed  to  me,  Mr.  President,  for 
some  months  that  we  were  becoming  in- 
volved in  the  war  then  going  on  in  Eu- 
rope, and  would  ultimately  become  an 
active  participant  In  it.  But  it  seeemed 
to  me  also  that  through  lend-lease  we 
might  possibly  avoid  the  necessity  of 
entering  It.  We  all  know,  of  course,  what 
happened.  Hindsight,  of  course,  is  al- 
ways better  than  foresight,  particularly 
in  a  period  of  great  crisis:  but  not  once 
did  Bob  La  FoUete  question  the  Integrity, 
the  motive,  the  purpose,  and  the  high 
honor  of  anyone  who  sponsored  lend- 
lease  or  any  other  piece  of  legislation 
which  did  not  have  his  approvaL 

I  recall  that,  shortly  after  we  entered 
the  war,  a  very  serious  question  arose  re- 
garding oil.  The  late  Senator  Vanden- 
berg.  then  a  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan,  Senator  Bob  La  Follette.  Jr., 
and  two  or  three  other  Members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  were  mem- 
bers of  a  subcommittee  to  study  a  very 
Important  agreement  or  treaty  with  re- 
spect to  oil.  Many  matters  were  brought 
to  us  In  confidence,  and,  when  certain 
information  reached  us  which,  at  that 
time,  we  were  not  free  to  divulge  to  the 
general  public.  Bob  La  Follette.  who 
heard  the  facts,  said  that,  regardless  of 
the  facts  and  regardless  of  every  other 
consideration,  he  was  willing  to  go  all  out 
to  procure  and  to  safeguard  the  oil  which 
might  become  so  vital  to  us  in  that  great 
conflict. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  was  deeply  grieved 
at  the  passing  of  Bob  La  Pollette.  I  sup- 
pose that  each  of  us,  at  some  time  in  life, 
passes  through  our  Gethsemane. 

Bob  La  Pollette  was  a  man  of  tireless 
Industry,  of  unsulUed  integrity,  and  of 
fine  purpose  In  life  as  a  public  servant. 
He  loved  the  Senate.  He  resented  every 
attack  upon  it  as  an  attack,  not  only 
upon  this  body  but  upon  representative 
government,  upon  free  government.  He 
acted  always  in  accordancer  with  his  deep 
conviction  that  he  was  striving  to  better 
the  condition  of  the  common  man,  to 
better  the  condition  of  his  fellow  citizens. 
He  knew  what  criticism  was.    When  he 


was  but  a  boy  he  had  observed  severe 
criticism  aimed  at  his  distinguished 
father;  but  he  did  not  carry  bitterness 
as  a  result  of  it,  he  did  not  harbor  any 
unworthy  thoughts.  From  the  first  to 
the  last,  he  was  so  straightforward  In  his 
own  thinking.  In  his  own  integrity,  in 
his  own  high  purpose  sis  a  citizen  and  as"  a 
public  servant,  that  he  could  not  ques- 
tion the  position  of  any  man  If  he  be- 
lieved that  the  man  held  his  position 
honestly  and  sincerely. 

To  his  wife,  who  was  truly  his  help- 
meet, and  to  his  two  fine  boys,  I  am  sure 
the  Senate  wishes  to  express  its  deepest 
sympathy.  To  the  great  State  of  Wis- 
consin, likewise,  I  am  sure  the  Senate 
wishes  to  express  sympathy  in  connec- 
tion with  the  passing  of  one  of  her  dis- 
tinguished sons  who  contributed  so 
greatly  to  the  history  of  that  great  State 
in  this  body. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, when  I  first  entered  the  Senate  I 
had  the  privilege  of  serving  with  the  late 
Senator  La  Follette  on  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Education,  as  it  was  then 
called,  and,  shortly  afterward,  on  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I  can 
therefore  join  with  my  colleagues  who 
have  expressed  themselves  regarding 
their  association  with  him  in  the  per- 
formance of  senatorial  duties.  Out  of 
my  own  experience  I  desire  to  add  a 
further  word  of  tribute. 

Young  Bob  La  Follette  commanded 
the  genuine  admiration  and  respect  even 
of  those  who  opposed  his  views.  He  was 
always  a  courageous,  honest,  and  skill- 
ful fighter  for  the  principles  in  which 
he  believed.  He,  like  his  father  before 
him,  was  a  truly  devoted  public  servant. 

Bob  La  Follette.  Jr..  will  chiefly  be 
remembered  for  his  work  as  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Civil  Liberties  Committee. 
By  exposing  substandard  working  and 
Uving  conditions  this  committee  laid  the 
groundwork  for  the  social  reforms  which 
followed  during  the  next  20  years  and 
which  have  now  become  accepted  parts 
of  our  political  and  economic  fabric. 

Senator  La  Pollette's  skill  as  a  legis- 
lator and  student  of  political  science 
was  Illustrated  by  his  accomplishments 
in  the  field  of  legislative  reorganization. 
The  La  PoUette-Monroney  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  and  the  great  improvements 
which  it  brought  about  in  our  legisla- 
tive procedures  testify  to  his  energy, 
persistence,  and  devotion  to  the  cause  of 
efficient  and  responsible  government. 

Young  Bob  was  a  radical  in  a  num- 
ber of  respects.  With  many  of  his  views 
and  ideas  some  of  us  could  not  agree. 
But  he  was  a  man  of  such  great  in- 
tegrity and  principle  that  he  inevitably 
commanded  the  respect  of  all  those  who 
worked  with  him.  His  Individual  per- 
sonality, as  well  as  the  large  part  which 
he  played  in  the  development  of  Ameri- 
can political  institutions  and  public 
policy,  will  be  long  and  well  remembered. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  shock  of  his  sad 
passing,  I  am  overcome  by  the  thought 
that  one  who  worked  among  us  here 
should  have  been  the  victim  of  a  sad  and 
uncontrollable  depression.  In  the  crowd- 
ed hours  through  which  we  are  all  liv- 
ing do  we  become  unaware  of  the  suffer- 
ings of  our  close  friends?  He  was  able  to 
sense  the  sufferings  of  his  fellow  human 
beings  and  he  gave  of  himself,  during 
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his  life  with  us  in  the  Senate,  to  alle- 
viate those  sufferings.  When  his  hour 
of  suffering  came,  were  we  too  busy? 
Did  we  pass  by  on  the  other  side?  I 
cannot  raise  the  question  without  a  pang 
In  my  heart. 

.  But  I  can  say  to  his  family  and  those 
whom  he  loved  that  he  gave  to  us  all  a 
great  something  for  which  we  are  eter- 
nally indebted. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  at  its 
meeting  on  February  25.  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  authorized  me,  as 
chairman,  to  send  to  the  widow  and  fam- 
ily of  the  former  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. Robert  M.  La  PoUette,  Jr..  a  letter 
of  condolence.  I  should  Uke  to  read  that 
letter  now,  and  to  incorporate  it  in  the 
record  of  today's  proceedings: 

Februart  26,  1953. 
Mrs.  RoBKST  M.  La  Poixirm,  Jr.. 

Washingon,  D.  C. 

Dear  Ubs.  La  Foixtttk:  At  a  meeting  on 
yesterday.  February  25,  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  on  which  Senator  La 
Follette  ser'ved  so  long  and  so  ably,  author- 
teed  and  directed  me.  as  chairman,  to  convey 
to  you  the  committee's  deep  sense  of  grief 
at  the  tragic  death  of  your  distinguished 
husband,  and  to  extend  to  you  its  heartfelt 
sympathy  in  your  hour  of  bereavement. 

Those  of  us  who  were  privileged  to  serve 
with  Senate*  La  Follette  in  the  Senate  and 
particularly  In  the  closer  companionship  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  knew  and 
loved  him  as  a  friend  and  a  comrade  whose 
courage,  honesty,  and  integrity  were  an  In- 
spiration to  UB  all.  He  was  a  man  of  high 
Ideals,  strong  character,  and  extraordinary 
devotion  to  the  principles  of  this  Republic. 

We  were  inexpressibly  shocked  and  grieved, 
and  we  feel  a  deep  sense  of  personal  loss. 
Sincerely, 

Al^XAMDEB  WlLET. 

Mr.  President,  I  spoke  briefly  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  on  February  25  in 
memory  of  Bob  La  Follette,  and  sub- 
mitted Senate  Resolution  85,  which  was 
imanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Senate  as 
8  whole.  Mere  words,  however,  are  not 
sufficient  to  express  ovu-  sense  of  sorrow 
at  the  passing  of  this  great  and  good 
American  though  I  do  not  think  I  have 
ever  heard  a  finer  encomium  paid  any- 
one than  that  which  was  paid  this  morn- 
ing by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  to  my  former  associate  Robert 
La  Follette. 

The  vitality  of  Bob  La  PoUette's  ideas, 
his  philosophy  of  hving,  indeed  the 
strength  of  his  personality  make  it  im- 
possible to  think  of  him  as  less  than  alive 
and  serving  a  cause  in  which  he  believed 
and  in  which  he  was  deeply  interested. 
It  is  immeasurably  comforting  now  to 
know  that  he  hais  but  exchanged  the 
shadow  for  the  substance  of  existence, 
and  that  while  he  walked  with  other 
men,  he  gave  the  best  of  himself  for  the 
Improvement  of  others.  He  had  a  great 
heart  for  humanity,  a  warmth  and  com- 
passion for  others  that  will  not  be  for- 
gotten. 

One  of  his  unique  talents  was  an  abil- 
ity to  translate  that  feeling  for  others 
into  positive  terms.  The  thousands  of 
little  men  who  profited  from  his  contri- 
bution to  a  better  way  of  life,  to  an  ele- 
vated place  in  the  sun,  to  an  enhanced 
self-respect,  cannot,  indeed  should  never, 
overlook  Bob  La  Pollette's  rich  under- 
standing of  their  needs,  and.  to  the  best 
c:  his  ability,  the  supplying  of  those 
needs. 


His  was  a  mind  not  fenced  in  with 
dogma  and  preconceived  notions  of  how 
to  attain  a  worthy  objective.  If  red-tape 
and  outworn  procedures  stood  in  the  way 
of  progress.  Senator  La  Follette  was  the 
first  to  find  a  way  around  such  obstacles. 
And  find  a  way  he  did.  although  he  some- 
times had  to  endure  criticism  and  con- 
demnation from  those  who  wanted  to 
stand  still.  In  both  word  and  deed  he 
was  a  progressive  in  the  true  sense  of 
that  term. 

A  tireless  and  indefatigable  worker, 
he  was  also  selfless  in  his  labor  in  the 
Senate.  One  might  say  of  him  that  in 
the  interests  of  increased  efficiency  in 
the  legislative  arm  of  his  Government, 
he  sacrificed  his  personal  interests  for 
the  over- riding  good:  he  neglected  po- 
litical considerations  for  what  seemed  to 
him  far  worthier  goals. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  there  is  nothing  I  can  add  to 
the  eloquent  statement  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Gkorgb]  in  his  tribute  to  young  Bob  La 
Follette.  as  he  was  affectionately  called. 
The  proudest  and  greatest  privilege  I 
have  had  in  life  was  to  serve  in  the 
Senate  with  such  statesmen  as  George 
Norris.  Hiram  Johnson.  William  Borah. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler,  and  young  Bob  La 
Follette.  All  those  men  were  true  lib- 
erals in  the  best  sense  of  that  much 
abused  word — they  were  progressives. 
Bob  La  PoUette  was  by  no  manner  of 
means  the  least  of  those  men;  in  my  book 
he  did  not  take  second  place  to  any  man. 
His  heartbeat  in  understanding  and 
sympathy  for  the  oppressed;  for  the 
farmer;  for  the  "little  man";  for  the 
man  who  could  not  be  here  to  si>eak  for 
himself.  He  was  not  radical  in  any  sense 
of  that  ugly  word;  he  was  liberal  and 
progressive  in  his  thoughts  about  people 
and  political  theories.  He  was  sound  in 
his  desire  for  good  government.  He 
wanted  tliis  Government  to  be  the  very 
best  and  he  wanted  it  to  be  sound  to  the 
nth  degree.  As  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  has  pointed  out.  he 
had  a  great  love  and  a  sincere  respect 
for  this  body  in  which  we  are  p.ivileged 
to  serve. 

Approximately  3  weeks  ago  Bob  La 
Follette  called  at  my  office  and  we  had 
another  of  those  delightful  visits  which 
I  shall  always  remember.  He  visited  me 
once  or  twice  every  year.  We  discussed 
many  things.  He  was  as  interested  as  he 
ever  was  in  what  was  taking  place  in  the 
Congress,  in  the  United  States,  and  in 
the  world  and  he  was  wide  awake  and 
alert  as  to  what  was  happening.  Al- 
though ho  has  been  in  biasiness — big  busi- 
ness— for  6  years,  none  of  his  political 
views  had  undergone  any  revision. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  remember  so  long 
as  I  hve  the  last  visit  I  had  with  Bob  La 
Follette. 

I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  every- 
thing the  Senator  from  Georgia  had  to 
say  this  morning  with  reference  to  Bob 
La  Follette.  I  completely  concur  in  his 
detailed  and  eloquent  statement.  I 
served  on  the  Finance  Committee  with 
Senators  George  and  La  Follette  and 
heard  the  arguments  made  there,  and  I 
know  how  sound  Bob  La  Follette  was  on 
all  tax  questions. 

As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  put  it. 
Bob  La  Follette  insisted  that  taxes  be 


levied  on  the  basis  of  ability  to  pay.  He 
wanted  Government  to  be  based  on  the 
principle  of  Justice,  equality,  and  human 
welfare,  and  he  fought  for  It  along  that 
line  without  compromise  and  without 
surrender.  That  should  give  us  a  true 
Insight  into  the  views  of  this  thoughtful 
and  forceful  statesman  on  all  political 
questions. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  Senator 
Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr.,  whose  un- 
timely passing  we  mourn  today,  was 
known  as  young  Bob. 

He  will  Jilways  be  young  Bob,  for  his 
spirit  and  mind  were  characterized  by 
youthful  courage,  flexibility,  and  the 
quest  for  truth  and  facts.  It  has  always 
been  the  young  who  seek  new  paths,  new 
ways  for  meeting  old  problems;  who  re- 
ject the  tyranny  of  labels. 

Young  Bob  successfully  carried  on  the 
magnificent  work  of  his  father,  the  old 
but  ever  new  fight  of  independence  In 
thought  and  politics. 

Both  old  Bob  and  young  Bob  knew  no 
allegiance  but  their  loyalty  to  their  ooim- 
try  and  to  the  principles  of  democracy. 
They  waged  courageous  battles  for  free- 
dom as  a  matter  of  conscience.  They  re- 
jected the  mere  formalism  of  allegiance 
to  a  political  party  and  embraced  the 
more  meaningful  allegiance  to  Ideas  and 
programs. 

As  a  Senator,  young  Bob  was  a  Pro- 
gressive— before  that  name  was  sullied 
by  lesser  men.  He  was  an  independent, 
and  his  work  is  a  monument  to  freemen. 
The  work  of  the  La  Follette  commit- 
tee of  the  1930s  was  one  of  the  great  con- 
tributions of  modern  times  to  the 
advancement  of  freedom.  With  courage 
and  without  favor,  young  Bob  uncov- 
ered violence  and  repression  and  the 
more  subtle  interference  with  the  free- 
dom of  action  and  mind  which  marks 
free  citizens.  He  did  not  seek  sensa- 
tional headlines.  He  sought  facts,  and 
he  sought  realistic  solutions  which  were 
consistent  with  democratic  principles. 

His  final  work  as  a  Senator  was  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
That  great  reform .  which  compelled  ad- 
miration and  respect  from  both  sides  of 
the  aisle,  was  accomplished  in  large 
measure  by  the  leadership  of  young  Bob. 
Disagreements  and  doubts  were  resolved 
by  his  intervention  because  of  his  earned 
reputation  for  integrity  and  devotion  to 
the  public  good. 

I  hope  I  will  be  excused  for  making  a 
personal  comment.  Toung  Bob  was  born 
in  Madison,  Wis.,  near  my  birthplace. 
Each  year  at  the  Dane  County  Pair  I  en- 
joyed a  very  happy  association  with  the 
La  Follette  boys.  They  raised  Shetland 
ponies,  as  did  I.  On  most  occasions  they 
were  successful  in  defeating  me  in  the 
show  ring.  But  I  had  one  pony  which 
they  could  not  defeat.  I  shall  never  for- 
get the  fine  lessons  of  sportsmanship 
young  Bob  taught  me  when  I  was  a  boy, 
because  each  year  when  that  pony  would 
win  the  blue  ribbon,  it  would  be  young 
Bob  who  would  be  first  to  enter  the 
ring  to  shake  my  hand,  congratulate  me, 
and  say,  "I  still  would  like  to  own  that 
pony." 

I  have  felt  a  special  kinship  of  spirit 
to  the  crusading  independence  of  both 
the  La  Pollettes.  because  of  the  great  in- 
spiration  which    their   leadership   has 
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been  to  me  from  t.ie  time  I  was  a  small 
boy. 

Young  Bob  La  Follette  made  a  record 
of  independent  judgment  and  action 
which  we  cannot  duplicate.  But  we  can 
seek  to  follow  and  emulate  the  princi- 
ples which  guidec.  the  two  Senators — 
which  have  staked  out  for  them  an  im- 
mortal place  in  American  history — 
which  have  contributed  to  a  more  vital 
and  more  free  America. 

Young  Bob  was  a  lover  of  the  poems 
of  Robert  Burns.  In  my  judgment. 
Burns  wrote  a  great  monument  to  young 
Bob  when  he   pemied   these   immortal 

lines : 

EprrAPH  ON  A  Friend 

(By  Rot«rt  Bums) 
An  honest  man  here  lies  at  rest. 
As  e'er  Ood  with  His  image  blest. 
The  friend  of  man.  the  friend  of  truth. 
The  friend  of  agi;.  and  guide  of  youth. 

Few  hearts  like  1  is.  with  virtue  warm'd. 
Few  heads  with  knowledge  so  Inform'd. 

To  Bob  La  Polletle's  wife.  Rachael.  and 
his  two  boys,  Mrs.  Morse  and  I  extend 
our  deep  sympathy,  and  pray  for  them 
God's  comfort  and  blessings. 

Mr.  MONRONE\'.  Mr.  President,  few 
Senators  throughc>ut  our  history  had 
such  a  wide  and  lasting  impact  upon 
America  as  did  Robert  M.  La  Follette.  Jr. 

Looking  back  upDn  the  history  of  the 
years  in  which  he  served  in  this  body, 
from  1925  to  1946,  the  Imprint  of  "Young 
Bob"  on  the  idealism  of  our  democ- 
racy is  found  on  the  milestones  of  our 
progress. 

Using  different  methods,  but  still  aim- 
ing at  fundamental  improvements  in  de- 
mocracy which  his  distinguished  father 
had  waged  a  single-handed  fight  to 
achieve.  Bob  La  ?'ollette  lived  to  see 
many  of  these  reforms  become  a  i)er- 
manent  part  of  American  life. 

His  success  in  following  through  on 
the  paths  charted  by  his  father  was  due 
primarily  to  his  devotion  to  his  work 
and  to  his  great  aiipreciation  of  his  re- 
sponsibility as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
He  always  knew  and  understood  every 
fact  of  the  problem  with  which  he  was 
dealing.  He  had  an  unbounded  energy 
to  carry  through,  regardless  of  the  odds. 
His  great  skill  as  a  parliamentarian,  and 
the  respect  all  Senators,  regardless  of 
political  views,  entertained  for  his  sin- 
cerity and  for  his  knowledge  of  any  sub- 
ject with  which  he  was  concerned,  gave 
him  leadership  that  few  other  Senators 
have  enjoyed. 

His  efforts  to  guai-antee  to  labor  funda- 
mental freedom  to  organize,  his  zeal  for 
investigation  into  cases  of  oppression 
and  violation  of  civil  rights,  and  his  de- 
sire to  relieve  the  disaster  of  unemploy- 
ment made  him  a  leader  in  this  field  of 
legislation. 

But  his  interest  did  not  stop  there.  He 
spoke  out  stronglj  for  a  strong  and  a 
sound  fiscal  policy,  and  was  one  of  the 
leaders  in  establishing  a  fair  base  for 
Federal  revenue,  one  that  put  in  plain 
focus  the  part  of  tlie  load  that  every  tax- 
payer was  expected  to  carry. 

His  recognition  of  the  aim  of  Stalin 
for  world  imperialism  came  early,  and 
his  exposure  of  it  and  his  constant  ef- 
forts to  safeguard  American  foreign 
policy  against  Communist  duplicity, 
proved  his  foresiglit  against  this  danger. 


The  finest  experience  of  my  service 
in  the  Congress  came  through  my  asso- 
ciation with  Bob  La  Follette.  I  was 
privileged  to  serve  with  him  in  the  efforts 
to  reorganize  the  Congress,  and  I  well 
know  the  scope  and  breadth  of  his  un- 
derstanding of  our  legislative  machinery. 
It  was  largely  his  vast  knowledge  of 
parliamentary  government,  its  artificial 
roadblocks,  and  its  deficiencies  that  led 
to  the  acceptance  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Legislative  Reorganiza- 
tion of  which  he  was  the  chairman. 

Hardly  was  the  ink  dry  on  the  report 
when  Bob  La  Follette  was  busy  translat- 
ing the  report  into  legislation.  With 
enthusiasm  and  energy,  he  completed 
the  compUcated  drafting  of  the  bill  and 
then  moved  swiftly  to  secure  its  pas- 
sage. I  am  firmly  convinced  that  it  was 
the  personal  leadership  and  recognized 
abihty  of  Bob  La  Follette  that  secured 
consideration  of  the  bill  by  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  and  opened  the  way 
for  its  enactment  into  law.  Day  after 
day,  with  patience  and  good  humor,  he 
explained  the  complicated  bill  and  won 
for  it  the  support  that  brought  about  its 
final  passage. 

As  in  most  of  his  other  efforts,  he  com- 
pletely ignored  his  own  j)ersonal  poUtical 
fortunes  and  stayed  on  the  job  to  see  the 
legislation  through  to  final  enactment, 
despite  the  fact  that  he  was  facing  the 
most  difficult  political  race  of  his  career. 
Had  he  been  able  to  return  to  his  State 
for  the  primary  campaign,  instead  of 
remaining  in  Washington,  his  loss  of  the 
nomination  by  5,000  votes  undoubtedly 
would  not  have  occurred. 

Because  of  his  character,  his  leader- 
ship, his  determination  always  to  fight 
hard,  but  fairly,  for  the  things  he  be- 
lieved in.  he  added  stature  to  the  United 
States  Senate.  He  scorned  hypocrisy, 
demagoguery.  and  pretense.  He  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions  to  fight  alone, 
if  necessary,  for  the  things  he  believed 
were  good  for  the  country  he  loved.  He 
had  the  good  humor,  the  friendship,  and 
the  love  of  his  fellow  man  that  helped  to 
carry  through  to  enactment  his  ideas  and 
Ideals  of  good  government. 

It  is  small  wonder  that  the  record 
made  by  Robert  La  Follette,  Jr.,  properly 
won  for  him  national  and  international 
recognition. 

Mr.  President,  so  many  of  the  great 
newspapers  of  our  country  have  written 
of  his  contributions  to  our  Government 
that  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
some  of  them  included  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarlis. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  News  of  February  25, 

1953] 

Bob  La  Foixxtte 

News  of  the  suicide  of  former  Senator 
Robert  M.  La  Follette  comes  as  a  shock  to  his 
thoiisands  of  friends  and  to  the  multitude  of 
Americans  who  followed  his  public  career. 

Despondency  over  111  health  is  the  only 
explanation  offered,  and  indeed  the  only  one 
that  could  make  sense,  for  Bob  La  Follette 
was  a  man  of  tough  and  logical  mind  and 
of  stout  heart,  with  a  body  that  long  seemed 
to  lack  the  stamina  for  the  hard  erdeavor  to 
which  he  applied  himself. 

Bob  practlcaUy  was  born  to  public  life.  He 
was  only  five  when  his  father,  old  Bob,  was 
elected  Governor  of  Wi8Con«ln.    After   old 


Bob  went  to  the  Senate,  and  the  son  reached 
the  age  to  do  the  work,  Toung  Bob  served  as 
his  father's  secretary,  and  upon  his  father's 
death.  young;;^Bob  succeeded  to  his  seat,  and 
was  reelected  3  times — serving.  In  all.  22 
years  In  the  Senate. 

He  grew  In  stature,  usefulness,  and  influ- 
ence. Bob  never  took  the  Senate  floor  with- 
out first  mastering  the  subject  on  which  he 
chose  to  speak — and  when  he  spoke,  other 
Senators  listened.  He  was  a  progressive  of 
the  school  founded  by  his  father,  among  men 
of  the  caliber  of  Burton  Wheeler,  George  Nor- 
ris, and  Bill  Borah;  men  of  a  time  and  a 
philosophy  not  to  be  associated  with  the 
muddle-headedness  which  has  been  passed 
off  as  progressivism  and  liberalism  In  recent 
years. 

Bob  La  Follette  scorned  pretense  and  hy- 
pocrisy and  demagogery.  He  supported  all 
the  early  reforms  of  the  Roosevelt  adminis- 
tration, but  he  parted  company  with  the  New 
Deal  on  Its  fiscal  Irresponsibility.  He  be- 
lieved In  pay-as-you-go  government. 

He  opposed  hidden  taxation,  and  thought 
all  taxes  should  be  visible,  painful,  and 
broadly  based,  so -that  the  people  would  be 
encouraged  to  police  their  Government's 
spending.  At  one  time  when  the  Roosevelt 
administration  shifted  its  tax  policy  for 
punitive  and  political  purposes.  Senator  La 
Follette  stood  up  and  said  something  which 
those  who  heard  him  will  not  forget. 

"American  business."  he  said,  "can  ad- 
Just  itself  to  progressive  legislation.  But 
American  business  can  never  adjust  to  con- 
stant uncertainty." 

A  list  of  his  accomplishments  would  fill 
many  pages  of  this  newspaper.  We  mention 
only  a  few : 

His  1937  investigation  of  the  "Uttlj  steel" 
strike,  which  threw  so  much  light  on  the 
labor-management  troubles  of  that  time. 
His  coauthorshlp  of  the  Congressional  Re- 
organization Act.  which  won  him  the  1946 
Collier's  award  as  the  outstanding  Senator. 
His  early  understanding  of  and  warnings 
against  the  Communist  menace.  His  alert- 
ness to  the  dangers  Inherent  In  President 
Roosevelt's  secret  dealings  with  Stalin.  His 
quick  recognition  that  the  United  Nations 
would  founder  on  the  San  Francisco  Charter 
provision  of  the  veto  power. 

We  extend  condolences  to  his  family,  and 
we  regret  to  say  that  since  Bob  La  Follette's 
defeat  In  1946.  we  have  not  known  his  like 
in  the  United  States  Senate. 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  February  28, 
1953] 
Robert  M.  La  Foluttte,  Jr. 

Robert  M.  La  Follette.  Jr..  was  the  model 
of  a  high-minded  and  resi>onslble  Senator, 
and  he  left  a  lasting  Imprint  on  Congress  In 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946.  He  always 
regarded  the  modernization  of  the  archaic 
procedures  of  Congress,  embodied  In  the  La 
Follette-Monroney  Act,  as  his  outstanding 
achievement,  and  doubtless  It  will  be  so  re- 
corded. But  his  21  years  of  legislative  serv- 
ice from  1926  to  1946  were  filled  with  achieve- 
ment. He  fought  hard  for  the  progressive 
Ideals  charter  by  his  father  In  such  varied 
fields  as  minimum-wage  legislation  and  the 
protection  of  civil  liberties.  He  was  a  skilled 
parliamentarian  and  a  clean  fighter,  and  his 
gifts  of  persuasion  won  many  to  what  had 
been  a  minority  view.  Even  in  his  prewar 
Isolationism  he  had  the  respect  of  his  op- 
ponents for  the  sincerity  of  his  conviction. 

Bob  La  Follette  was  In  a  sense  the  victim 
of  his  own  Idealism.  During  the  1946  cam- 
paign he  was  too  busy  with  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  to  go  back  to  Wisconsin  and  cam- 
paign. He  had  taken  root  In  Washington, 
and  he  reUed  on  the  Progressive  tradition 
in  Wisconsin  to  see  him  through.  He  was 
less  fortunate  in  this  respect  than  Senator 
Vandenberg  In  XClchlgan.  The  Progressive 
Party  had  decayed,  and  Senator  La  FoUette 
lost  the  Republican  nomlnatlou  by  a  mere 
6,000  votes.     Ironically  It  was  Um  sroupe 


1502 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  5 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


he  had  befriended  meet — ^the  liberals  and 
particularly  the  labor  unions — that  ganged 
up  to  defeat  him,  and  put  in  Joseph  Mc- 
Ca«tht. 

Mr.  La  PoUette  took  his  defeat  stoically 
and  without  rancor.  He  threw  himself  Into 
the  oattle  for  the  Marshall  plan;  he  became 
a  member  of  the  Citizens  Committee  for  the 
Hoover  Report;  and  he  went  into  business 
as  consultant  to  several  large  firms  having 
interests  in  Latin  America.  His  death  by 
his  own  hand,  no  doubt  occasioned  by  his 
persistent  ill  health,  is  deplorable. 

[From  the  Madison  Capital  Times  of 

February  25,  1953] 

RoBEBT  M.  La  PoLLirm,  Jr. 

The  tragic  gunshot  that  ended  the  dra- 
matic life  of  young  Bob  La  Follette  Tuesday 
took  from  Wisconsin  and  the'  Nation  a 
man  whose  greatness  is  denied  by  none. 
But  it  left,  in  bold  relief,  the  monumental 
achievements  of  the  58  yean  of  his  life's 
span. 

A  great  son  of  a  great  father,  few  men 
in  America  have  packed  into  so  short  a  time 
such  outstanding  achievement,  so  exciting 
a  career,  or  so  much  devoted  service  to  his 
fellow  man. 

Bob  La  Follette,  it  has  been  said,  was  bom 
to  serve.  As  a  boy  he  stood  by  the  side 
of  his  great  father,  striving  in  the  monu- 
mental work  that  made  the  La  Follette  name 
and  the  name  of  Wisconsin  familiar  to  the 
WOTld.  As  a  young  man,  he  was  with  his 
father  through  the  storm-tossed  years  of 
the  fight  to  translate  Wisconsin's  achieve- 
ments to  the  national  scene.  He  knew 
what  it  meant  early  in  life  to  feel  the  sting 
of  calumny  that  so  often  falls  on  the  head 
of  a  public  servant  devoted  only  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people.  He  stood  by  his 
father's  side  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  watched  him  escape 
assassination  only  by  the  intervention  of 
other  Senators  with  the  assailant.  As  a 
sensitive  young  man,  he  lived  through  the 
era  when  his  father  was  hung  in  efflgy  be- 
cause of  his  stouthearted  battle  for  what 
he  considered  to  be  the  best  interests  of 
the  people  of  his  country. 

Another  man,  made  of  weaker  stuff,  would 
have  emerged  from  these  experiences  cynical 
and  embittered.  But  young  Bob  came 
through  these  experiences  to  take  his  own 
place  in  the  public  life  of  the  Nation  and 
carry  on  the  tradition  of  public  service  which 
his  father  had  established. 

At  the  early  age  of  30  he  took  his  place 
in  the  United  States  Senate  to  begin  a 
career  that  was  to  extend  over  a  period  of 
a  decades  of  noble  achievement  in  the 
service  of  the  people  his  father  served  so 
devotedly.  It  has  been  said,  even  by  some 
of  those  who  fought  him  hardest,  that  in 
those  two  decades  he  left  a  record  that  ac- 
cords him  the  right  to  be  considered  among 
the  greatest  of  the  statesmen  who  have  sat 
In  the  Senate. 

To  'enumerate  his  achievements  there  is 
to  recite  a  litany  of  the  obvious.  Respected 
feared,  and  admired,  he  was  the  watchdog 
of  the  people's  interests.  Many  of  the  great 
achievements  of  the  New  Deal  era,  which 
bore  the  name  of  other  Senators,  were  the 
fruit  of  hU  long  struggle  alongside  other 
Independents  such  as  Norris,  of  Nebraska- 
Cutting,  of  New  Mexico,  and  Borah  of  Idaho' 
The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  the  Ci- 
vilian Conservation  Corps,  the  Wagner  Act 
unemployment  relief,  bank  insurance,  farm 
-V  .ief ,  and  the  other  monuments  of  proeres- 
sive  government  were  but  a  few  of  the 
projects  he  helped  to  start  and  saw  through 
to  a  successful  conclusion. 

Under  his  hand  the  La  Follette  Liberties 
Committee  in  the  thirties  exposed  the  con- 
spiracy of  force  and  corruption  aimed  at 
denying  American  workers  their  right  to 
organize  and  bargain  collectively.  His  pa- 
U«nt    work    and    long    years    of    experience 


shaped  and  put  through  the  La  Follette  re- 
organization bill  in  the  79th  Congress. 

Few  men  ever  came  to  the  Senate  with 
greater  responsibility.  It  was  his  task  to  fill 
the  seat  of  a  man  whose  ability,  courage,  and 
incorruptibility  had  won  the  admiration  of 
a  nation  and  a  large  par^  of  the  world.  With 
simplicity  and  deep  dedication  young  Bob 
went  to  work  at  the  Job  of  meeting  that 
responsibility. 

He  suffered  the  same  abuse  and  vilification 
his  father  suffered.  He  was  redbaited  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  When 
he  acquired  a  small  piece  of  real  estate  to 
develop  for  a  home  for  his  family  his  enemies, 
by  the  use  of  fraudulent  pictures,  told  the 
people  of  Wisconsin  that  he  had  purchased 
a  large  Virginia  estate.  He  paid  the  price 
of  devoted  service  to  the  people. 

And,  at  last,  when  he  was  cut  down  and 
his  20  years  of  service  were  ended,  it  is  jjer- 
haps  his  greatest  tribute  that  it  took  a  com- 
bination of  the  extremists  on  the  right  and 
on  thi!  left  to  do  the  Job.  It  was  the  alliance 
of  the  right-wing  Republicans  and  the  Com- 
munlists,  then  In  control  of  the  Wisconsin 
CIO,  which  brought  his  public  career  to  an 
end. 

It  was  characteristic  of  Bob  La  Follette 
that  he  could  take  this  Ironical  twist  of  the 
political  fates  with  the  same  good  grace  that 
marked  his  acceptance  of  the  treatment 
given  his  father.  He  was  able  to  do  so  t>e- 
cause  he  was  born  and  reared  in  the  tradi- 
tion of  serving  the  people.  He  had  learned 
well  from  his  father  that.  In  the  cause  which 
he  served,  the  rewards  are  few  and  bitter. 

But  like  his  father  he  never  lost  faith 
throUi?h  the  long  years  of  service  in  the  ulti- 
mate .success  of  the  cause.  He  saw  the  many 
thlngi;  for  which  his  father  fought  become 
part  cf  the  lives  of  the  people  of  his  SUte. 
And  after  the  death  of  his  father  he  saw 
them  take  shape  and  become  a  part  of  the 
lives  of  the  people  of  the  Nation.  And  his 
great  leward  was  to  have  had  a  part  In  shap- 
ing them  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

His  lather,  like  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  WliKTonsln  who  today  lead  a  better  life 
because  he  lived,  would  have  been  proud  of 
him. 

[From  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  February  25, 

1953) 

RoBixT  M.  La  Pollettx,  Jr. 

In  the  105  years  of  Its  sUtehood,  Wiscon- 
sin has  been  represented  by  21  men  In  the 
United  States  Senate,  and  Robert  M.  La  Fol- 
lette, Jr.,  served  the  longest  of  any  of  them. 

His  senatorial  career  covered  22  years.  That 
record  is  approached  only  by  his  father,  with 
19,  and  Timothy  Otis  Howe,  who  served  18 
years  between  1861  and  1879. 

Young  Bob  entered  the  Senate  in  1925 
on  his  fathers  name.  He  was  the  young- 
est Member  of  that  body  since  Henry  Clay. 
He  was  scorned  by  the  then  controlling  ultra- 
conservative  leadership  for  his  youth  and  for 
his  allegiance  to  the  mldwestern  liberal  group 
that  was  soon  to  be  labeled  "the  sons  of  the 
wild  Jackass."  But  when  he  departed  in 
1946.  he  held  the  highest  respect  of  most 
Members  of  the  Senate  whatever  their  no- 
litical  leanings. 

He  earned  this  respect  chiefly  by  his  in- 
dustry and  his  skill  as  a  legislative  techni- 
cian. He  was  not  the  dramatic  figure  that 
his  father  had  been,  nor  the  brilliant  orator 
nor  the  stubborn  fighter.  He  carried  his 
points  by  his  hard  work  In  committee  and 
t)y  his  mastery  of  subjects  under  discussion 
on  the  floor.  He  was  the  sort  of  Senator  most 
appreciated  by  other  Senators. 

His  last,  and  probably  his  greatest,  con- 
tribution  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  Nation 
was  the  Reorganization  Act.  In  this  he 
made  a  start  on  the  streamlining  of  the  legls- 
lauve  machinery.  He  had  to  overcome  tra- 
dition and  custom.  Congress  has  back- 
h,?*""  ,^  °J?„*^®  Reorganization  Act  since  1946 
out  it  still  stands  as  a  monument  to  La 


Follette's  ability  »nd  as  a  model  for  future 
congressional  reformers. 

The  Journal  often  disagreed  with  Senator 
La  Follette  on  issues  of  the  day — particularly 
his  chronic  isolationism  (like  his  father's) 
and  what  appeared  to  be  opportunistic  ex- 
ploiting of  labor  Issues  In  the  quest  for 
votes. 

But  this  newspaper  nerer  doubted  his  in- 
dustry, ability,  and  personal  honesty — and 
his  essential  desire  to  be  of  public  serrloe. 

[From  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  Febru- 
ary 25.  1953] 

ToTTMO  Boa 

The  tragic  death  of  Robert  If.  La  Follette, 
Jr.,  will  shock  every  American  who  has  come 
to  regard  the  family  name  he  bore  as  the 
symbol  of  a  tradition  which  America  cannot 
do  without. 

Young  Bob  not  only  bore  the  name.  As  a 
United  States  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  21 
years,  be  ably  carried  on  the  tradition.  He 
may  not  have  had  as  wide  a  range  as  his 
father,  but  by  and  large  he  stood  for  the 
same  fearless  independence,  the  same  pas- 
sionate regard  for  the  rights  of  ordinary  men. 
the  same  concern  for  economic  Justice  widely 
distributed.  Among  the  notable  achieve- 
ments of  his  career  was  the  committee  which 
investigated  strikebreaking  and  oppressive 
labor  practices  in  the  thirties. 

It  was  always  the  essence  of  poiiUcal  irony 
that  when  young  Bob  at  length  sought  to 
find  a  home  within  the  Republican  Party, 
he  was  rejected  in  tlie  Wisconsin  primary 
and  his  distinguished  senatorial  career  was 
ended.  Subsequent  history  has  doubled  ths 
irony  of  that  1948  primary  which  La  Follette 
lost  by  5,000  votes,  for  the  man  who  beat  him 
was  Joseph  P.  McCarthy,  who  now  swaggers 
about  the  United  States  Senate  as  ths  living 
antithesis  to  the  La  Follette  tradition. 

On  whatever  evil  days  that  tradition  may 
fall,  American  politics  cannot  do  without  It. 
And  if  there  are  no  La  Pallettes  to  carry  It 
on.  there  will  be  others  of  other  names  and 
from  other  States.  For  what  old  Bob  and 
young  Bob  stood  for  is  the  very  wsfincc  of 
American  democracy. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  Mr.  President. 
other  Senators  have  expressed  more  ably 
than  I  can  the  views  of  Bob  La  Follette  on 
public  matters ;  but  I  would  not  want  this 
occasion  to  pass  without  pasrlng  my  very 
biief  and  small  tribute  to  him  as  a  man. 

He  was  one  of  the  first  who  came  and 
shook  my  hand  and  offered  to  help  me 
when  I  became  a  Member  of  this  body. 
I  shall  never  forget  his  kindness  at  that 
time.  His  friendship  and  helpfulness 
always  remained  available  to  me,  and  I 
took  advantage  of  it. 

I  believe  that  the  qualities  of  his  which 
appealed  to  me  most  were  his  friendli- 
ness, his  fairness,  his  objective  look  at 
questions  of  public  policy,  and  his 
jealousy  for  the  prestige  of  the  body  in 
which  we  sit.  One  could  always  ap- 
proach Bob  La  Follette  and  expect  a 
friendly  reception  and  a  fair  appraisal 
of  the  question  which  one  might  ask. 
As  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken  1  so  well  said,  he  was  always 
listened  to  when  he  debated  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  When  he  felt  strongly  he 
expressed  himself  forcefully  and  well  on 
his  side  of  the  subject.  Whether  one 
agreed  with  him  or  not,  he  commanded 
respect. 

I  had  many  talks  with  him  concerning 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  and  what  could 
be  done  to  improve  them.  He  was  very 
jealous  of  the  prestige  of  the  Senate. 
He  was  one  of  tlie  best  presiding  officers 
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the  Senate  ever  had.  He  Insisted  on 
order.  He  insist(-d  on  the  rules  of  debate 
being  observed.  No  matter  who  might 
be  violating  them,  he  never  hesitated  to 
express  himself,  tind  to  endeavor  to  bring 
the  Senate  back  within  Its  rules. 

One  of  the  pl'^asantest  afternoons  of 
my  life  was  an  occasion  when  Bob  La 
Follette  visited  ttie  school  in  Massachu- 
setts which  his  iion  was  attending.  He 
asked  me  to  come  to  the  school  and  take 
part  in  a  debate  in  which  he  was  acting 
as  moderator,  ar.d  in  which  his  son  was 
the  leader  on  one  side.  We  passed  a  very 
pleasant  afternoon  in  friendly  associa- 
tion with  the  young  friends  of  his  son. 
I  shall  always  remember  that  occasion. 
Afterward  we  carried  on  a  correspond- 
ence on  the  subject  of  the  debate.  Bob 
La  Follette  and  I  did  not  fully  agree  on 
certain  points. 

We  certainly  shall  miss  him  as  a  man. 
The  Senate  has  missed  him  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  I  never  felt  that  I 
knew  him  well  enough  to  be  called  a  real- 
ly intimate  friend.  However.  I  shall  al- 
ways miss  him.  fc«cau8e  of  the  respect  in 
which  he  was  held,  and  because  of  the 
opportunity  which  we  always  felt  we  had 
to  approach  him  when  we  wished  to  do 
so.  I  have  the  utmost  sympathy  for  the 
members  of  his  ftimily.  I  shall  never  for- 
get my  high  regard  for  him. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
lives  of  Robert  M.  La  Follette.  8r.,  and 
Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr.,  were  closely 
Joined.  In  a  sense  the  son  was  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  father.  They  were  both 
lives  in  the  be^it  American  tradition. 
They  were  also  lives  which  had  in  them  a 
certain  musical  quality  beginning  with 
the  stormy  period  of  the  career  of  the 
elder  La  Follette  and  continuing  into  a 
period  of  relative  serenity  for  the  son. 

The  real  poli':ical  lives  of  the  two 
spanned  a  period  of  approximately  60 
years.  It  was  in  1895. 1  believe,  that  Rob- 
ert La  Follette.  Sr.,  made  the  fateful  de- 
cision to  challenge  the  entrenched  po- 
litical forces  which  were  then  dominat- 
ing his  State.  The  struggle  was  ex- 
tremely bitter  for  5  years,  from  1895  to 
1900,  and  Bob  La  Follette,  Sr..  was  re- 
peatedly defeated. 

In  1900  he  wiis  elected  Governor  of 
Wisconsin,  and  he  became  probably  one 
of  the  three  or  lour  great  governors  in 
the  history  of  the  United  States.  Re- 
form after  reform  was  put  into  effect — 
reforms  which  a'  the  time  were  bitterly 
opi>osed  and  bitterly  denounced,  but 
which  have  virtually  all  proved  their 
worth.  I  refer  to  such  things  as  State 
income  taxes,  thi  regulation  of  the  rates 
of  public  utilitie.s,  protective  labor  legis- 
lation, negotiation  between  labor  and 
management  of  i-ules  for  the  government 
of  labor-management  relations,  the  en- 
couragement of  farm  cooperatives,  and, 
perhaps  most  striking  of  all,  the  intro- 
duction of  civil  service  into  Wisconsin, 
under  which  there  were  blanketed  Into 
the  civil  service  many  of  his  political  op- 
ponents who  then  held  office.  This 
demonstration  of  sincerity  in  connec- 
tion with  the  CiVil  sei-vice.  even  at  his 
own  cost,  made  a  profound  impression. 
The  principle  spread  gradually  to  other 
States,  such  as  New  York  and  Massachu- 
setts.    Wisconsin   under  Fighting  Bob 


became  a  synonym  for  honesty  and  in- 
tegrity. 

It  was  a  stormy  period.  In  1904.  as  I 
recall,  Bob  La  Follette.  Sr..  was  elected  as 
a  United  States  Senator.  When  he  rose 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  make  his 
first  speech,  on  the  control  which  he 
thought  big  business  interests  exercised 
over  the  Nation,  he  was  met  with  one 
of  the  most  bitter  slights  any  man  could 
experience.  Virtually  the  entire  mem- 
bership of  the  Senate  rose  and  walked 
out  into  the  cloakrooms,  leaving  him 
speaking  alone.  His  reply  was,  "There 
will  come  a  time  when  you  will  stay  and 
Usten." 

Bob  La  Follette,  Sr.,  was  a  stormy  char- 
acter. He  lived  in  stormy  times.  He 
fought  for  unpopular  ideas.  People  were 
either  for  or  against  him.  There  were 
no  neutral  opinioivs.  He  carried  on  his 
fight  to  defend  the  humble  people  of  his 
country,  whether  they  were  workers, 
farmers,  or  consumers,  against  the  great 
economic  and  political  powers  of  the 
Nation.  He  took  an  extremely  unpopu- 
lar view  at  the  outbreak  of  the  First 
World  War.  a  view  which,  from  the 
standpoint  of  history,  looking  back.  I 
now  personally  believe  was  mistaken,  but 
a  point  of  view  which  was  honest,  and 
which  he  followed  at  great  personal  cost 
to  himself.  At  one  time  it  nearly  brought 
him  expulsion  from  the  United  States 
Senate  and  possibly  even  a  jail  sentence. 

He  came  through  that  terrible  period 
with  the  respect  not  only  of  the  Senate, 
but  of  the  country.  He  was  reelected 
in  1922.  and  in  1924  he  ran  for  the  office 
of  President  of  the  United  States.  Mil- 
lions of  us  loved  and  respected  him,  and 
asked  for  nothing  better  than  to  tie  his 
shoelaces.  The  campaign  in  1924  was 
bitter  and  exhausting,  and  at  its  con- 
clusion the  father  died. 

As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  has  said,  Bob  La  Follette,  Jr.. 
was  secretary  to  his  father  during  this 
stormy  period.  He  shared  the  anguish 
of  his  father.  He  experienced  the  sense 
of  reflected  unpopularity  of  his  father; 
but  it  never  dinmied  his  spirit. 

He  was  appointed  by  the  Governor  of 
Wisconsin  to  succeed  his  father.  So  for 
40  years  there  was  a  Robert  M.  La 
Follette  representing  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin in  the  United  States  Senate. 
Never  was  a  name  better  represented. 

Bob  La  Follette,  Jr.,  represented  not 
only  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  but  also  the 
United  States  of  America.  He  repre- 
sented wage  earners  who  had  little  or 
no  protection  in  the  economic  or  politi- 
cal field.  He  represented  farmers  who 
were  weak  economically,  and  at  that 
time  weak  politically.  He  represented 
humble  housewives.  As  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  said,  he  was  ever  fair 
to  those  who  held  a  different  point  of 
view;  and  while  he  opposed  their  poli- 
cies, he  loved  them  as  people.  The  his- 
tory of  the  Senate  and  the  history  of 
our  Nation  are  the  better  for  his  life. 
He  was  a  man  of  honor  and  integrity. 
He  was  a  defender  of  civil  liberties,  an 
advocate  of  social  security,  and  a  sup- 
potter  of  decent  labor  legislation.  He 
was  never  animated  by  hate  but  was  al- 
ways animated  by  love.    He  was  a  skilled 


parliamentarian.    He  was  one  of  the 
noblest  of  all  Americans. 

In  a  sense  this  is  the  best  of  the 
American  tradition.  In  a  sense  the 
La  Follettes  remind  me  of  one  of  the 
great  symphonies  of  Beethoven.  They 
begin  with  a  stormy  first  and  second 
movement,  and  then,  despite  the  tragic 
end.  move  into  the  quieter  movements. 
Struggle  merges  into  reconciliation  and 
a  measure  of  serenity. 

A  Qoble  contribution  has  been  made 
to  American  life  by  the  lives  of  these 
two  great  men.  father  and  son.  I  am 
sure  that  not  only  do  we  send  our  love 
and  greetings  to  Bob's  wife,  his  children, 
and  his  family,  but  we  also  feel  grateful 
and  humble  for  his  life,  determined  to 
be  in  some  measure  better  men  because 
we  knew  Bob  La  Follette. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
endorse  every  word  that  has  been 
uttered  today  by  my  colleagues  in  tribute 
to  Bob  La  Follette.  If  ever  a  man  was 
motivated  by  principles  it  was  Bob  La 
Follette.  One  of  the  principles  by  wiiich 
he  Uved  all  his  life  was  the  principle 
first  enunciated  by  Grover  Cleveland:  A 
public  office  is  a  public  trust.  Bob  La 
Follette  lived  out  that  principle  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate  and  in  his  pubUc  life. 
He  was  a  powerful  defender  of  the  peo- 
ple.   He  was  their  tribune. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  very  brief  in 
my  remiarks.  When  the  time  comes  for 
all  of  us  to  meet  God.  I  hope  we  may  be 
able  to  say  with  Bob  La  Follette,  in  all 
good  conscience,  "I  have  fought  a  good 
fight.  I  have  kept  faith.  I  have  not 
been  idle." 

I  close  with  the  quotation,  "Ave  atque 
vale." 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Lehman]  had  planned  to  be  pres- 
ent today  to  pay  his  tribute  to  the 
memory  of  Bob  La  Follette.  Unfortu- 
nately the  Senator  from  New  York  is  ill 
and  cannot  be  here.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senato«  LKHicair 

The  tragic  death  of  former  Senator  Robert 
M.  La  Follette,  Jr.,  is  a  source  of  sadness  not 
only  to  those  who  were  his  friends  and  col- 
leagues but  to  thousands  of  people  who  knew 
him  only  by  name  and  reputation. 

He  was  a  great  man  and  represented  one 
of  America's  great  traditions.  He  was  the 
son  and  political  heir  of  a  great  father — a 
man  who  broke  ground  for  liberalism  in  the 
United  States.  Under  the  leadership  of  the 
La  FoUettes,  the  State  of  Wisconsin  became 
one  of  the  Nation's  testing  grounds  for  liberal 
ideas,  most  of  which  are  now  permanently 
enshrined  in  the  laws  of  ovu  land.  When 
the  La  Follettes,  father  and  son,  espoused 
some  of  these  ideas  they  were  denounced  as 
radical  and  revolutionary.  Now  they  are 
accepted  as  part  of  the  American  way  of  life. 

The  people  of  New  York  especially  have  a 
deep  feeling  for  the  La  Follette  family  and 
for  the  tradition  which  they  helped  to 
found  and  lead.  What  La  Follette,  the 
father,  was  doing  in  Wisconsin  our  own  t)€- 
loved  Al  Smith  was  doing  in  New  York.  New 
York  and  Wisconsin  together  pioneered  In 
the  field  of  social  legislation — in  the  matter 
of  workmen's  compensation,  clilld  labor,  and 
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the  protection  of  working  women.  As  Frank- 
lin Delano  Roosevelt  carried  on  In  the  State 
of  New  York,  young  Bob  La  Pollette  carried 
on  In  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  The  two  lines 
met  when  In  1936  young  Bob  La  Follette,  al- 
though by  political  label  a  Republican,  sup- 
ported Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  a  Democrat, 
for  reelection  to  the  presidency. 

It  was  my  great  privilege  both  as  lieu- 
tenant governor.and  as  governor  of  New  York 
to  maintain  the  close  association  between 
New  York  and  Wisconsin  which  had  existed 
under  my  predecessors.  I  recall  that  during 
the  time  I  was  lieutenant  governor  and  our 
State  was  held  In  the  grip  of  terrible  unem- 
plojrment,  all  of  us  took  heart  from  the  fight 
led  by  young  Bob  La  Follette  in  the  United 
States  Senate  to  provide  Federal  relief  for 
unemployment,  to  bring  out  Into  the  light  of 
day  the  stark  and  compelling  facts  of  himaan 
misery  which  the  national  administration  of 
that  day  would  have  preferred  not  to  have 
acknowledged. 

Bob  La  Follette  was  never  a  physically 
robust  man.  All  his  life  he  fought  against 
poor  health.  He  had  great  courage,  both 
physically  and  morally.  He  was  a  deeply 
sincere  man  and  a  dedicated  man. 

I  did  not  always  agree  with  his  viewpoint, 
especially  on  foreign  policy  in  the  years 
preceding  World  War  II.  but  I  always  re- 
spected the  integrity  of  his  beliefs.  Al- 
though I  believe  he  erred  in  some  respects, 
he  was  deeply  and  profoundly  right  In  his 
understanding  of  the  threat  of  communism. 
His  bold  and  outspoken  condemnation  of 
that  threat  at  a  time  when  others  were 
silent  or  actually  "soft"  toward  communism, 
was  a  contributing  factor,  I  am  told,  to  hla 
political  defeat  in  1946.  It  todk  only  a  few 
years  to  show  the  deep  wisdom  that  was  his. 
His  spirit  was  crushed  by  the  rejection  he 
suffered  at  the  hands  of  the  voters  of  his 
party,  and  now  7  years  later  he  has  left  the 
land  of  the  living. 

I  did  not  have  the  privilege  of  serving  in 
the  Senate  with  him,  but  his  spirit  has  been 
here  even  in  his  physical  absence  from  the 
Senate.  The  spirit  of  Bob  La  Follette  will 
remain  here  as  one  of  the  great  traditions 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  last  Wed- 
nesday, the  day  after  the  death  of  Bcb 
La  Pollette  I  sought  to  pay  my  tribute 
to  his  memory,  to  his  life,  and  to  his  serv- 
ices to  his  country.  I  shall  not  today 
repeat  those  words,  but  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  the  fine  tributes  which  have 
been  paid  to  the  memory  of  Bob  La  Pol- 
lette by  some  of  the  leading  newspapers 
of  the  coimtry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

(From    the   New   York    Herald    Tribune    of 

February  26,  1953) 

SxNATOR  Robert  M.  La  FoLLrm,  Jr. 

To  those  who  knew  the  first  Senator  La 
Follette,  the  son  who  succeeded  him  was 
always  affectionately  called  young  Bob 
But  during  his  22  years  in  the  United  States 
Senate  the  son  proved  himself  time  and  time 
again  as  a  mature,  brave  and  skillful  fighter 
for  the  principles  In  which  he  believed. 
Father  and  son  were  devoted  public  servants 
all  their  lives.  It  was  comparatively  early 
in  his  senatorial  career  that  Robert  Marlon 
La  Follette.  Jr.,  chaired  and  directed  the 
Senate  Civil  Liberties  Committee  in  an  ex- 
posure of  working  conditions  and  living 
standards  that  laid  the  groundwork  for  the 
reforms  of  the  last  20  years. 

The  social  legislation  under  which  for  the 
first  time  workers  were  protected  in  their 
right  to  organize,  the  breaking  up  of  com- 
pany-dominated unions,  the  development  of 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  and  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  were  made  possible  because 


Senator  La  Follette  exposed  the  abuses  of 
social  and  economic  power  which  made  legis- 
lative correction  imperative.  The  modern 
and  model  reorganization  act  designed  to 
streamline  legislative  procedures  In  Congress 
stands  as  testimony  to  his  legislative  skill 
and  understanding.  In  fact,  it  is  widely  be- 
lieved that  his  determination  to  see  that 
piece  of  work  completed,  even  though  it  pre- 
vented him  from  returning  to  Wisconsin  to 
campaign  for  his  reelection  to  the  Senate, 
permitted  McCarthy  to  win.  Bob  La  Fol- 
lette's  great  tradition  and  training  in  the 
field  of  civil  liberties  must  have  made  him 
wonder  whether  the  triumph  of  the  re- 
organization bill's  enactment  was  worth  the 
price — for  he  had  real  respect  for  human 
beings. 

[From  the  New  York  Tl  ncs  cf  February  26, 
19'jJ  I 

ROBERT  11.   l-i  I  OLLETTE,  J::. 

• 

It  is  true  that  liobert  M.  La  Follette.  Jr. 
got  his  political  start  in  h.'^'  b«»^uU9'-  ne  wa.? 
the  son  of  his  fatter,  bu*  he  was  nuch  more 
than  that.  With  none  of  "FlghLlng  Bob's" 
flamboyance  but  ».  1th  all  of  h.s  intensity, 
th3  younger  La  FoiJette  made  an  honored 
name  in  his  own  right  und  bee  an  t  f^iie  of  the 
most  esteemed  ai.d  useful  i.I.  .a'^ers  of  the 
Senate  of  the  Unlttd  Sutes. 

Succeeding  In  1925  to  liif  Sf-njwt.  jeit  long 
held  by  his  father,  younj;  BDb  berved  the 
people  of  Wisconsin  and  of  all  the  Nation  for 
21  eventful  years.  When  *\f  went  down  to 
defeat  In  the  Rep'.ibllcan  primary  of  1946  at 
the  hands  of  one  Joseph  R.  McCartht,  he 
was  still  a  relatively  young  man  with  promise 
of  future  political  activity  before  him.  But 
he  decided  otherwise,  and  It  is  safe  to  say 
that  the  Nation  was  the  loser.  For  Bob  La 
Follette  had  amply  demonstrated  that  he  was 
a  public  servant  of  integrity.  Industry,  and 
ability. 

Long  before  the  economic  collapse  that  led 
to  the  great  depression  Senator  L^  Follette 
had  shown  his  social  consciousness  by  taking 
an  active  interest — and  attempting  to  Inter- 
est others — In  the  problems  of  national  un- 
employment. By  1936  he  had  become  chair- 
man of  the  famous  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Civil  Liberties,  whose  exposure  of  the  meth- 
ods then  used  to  prevent  union  organization 
and  collective  bargaining  had  a  profound 
effect  on  public  thinking.  If  he  had  an  In- 
adequate perception  of  foreign  relations,  he 
had  a  keen  understanding  of  domestic  affairs, 
and  he  knew  that  one  of  the  great  problems 
of  democratic  government  was  to  make  its 
machinery  work  with  a  maximum  of  effi- 
ciency. To  this  end  he  helped  fashion  a 
far-reaching  congressional  reorganization 
act  during  his  last  term  of  office. 

Insurgent  and  Independent.  Republican, 
and  Progressive— La  Follette  was  in  many 
ways  a  pioneer;  and.  as  is  so  often  true  of 
pioneers,  he  made  some  political  enemies  as 
well  as  many  devoted  friends.  But  all  of 
them  held  him  in  high  respect,  and  his  self- 
inflicted  death  brings  to  a  tragic  close  a 
career  cf  high  distinction  and  of  great 
service. 

[Prom   the  Baltimore  Sun  of  February   26 
1953) 

Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr. 

Men  in  middle  life  will  reflect  with  a  start 
that  to  their  younger  colleagues  the  death 
of  Robert  M.  La  Follette.  Jr..  can  have  no 
special  meaning.  Yet  for  the  first  45  years 
of  this  century,  the  La  Follette  name  was  one 
of  the  mightiest  and  most  attractive  in 
American  political  life.  With  Young  Bob's 
defeat  in  1946  as  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
the  La  Follettes  went  out  of  office,  but  the 
former  Senator  stayed  on  in  Washington  a 
knowing  and  friendly  man. 

The  elder  La  Follette  with  hla  famous 
white  mane  of  hair  embodied  the  best  in  the 
tradition  of  indigenous  midwestern  Ameri- 
can radicalism.     Constitutionally  suspicious 


of  any  power  based  on  money,  he  looked  upon 
the  East  and  the  easterners  as  almost  by 
definition  given  to  easy  political  sin.  An  Iso- 
lationist in  World  War  I.  he  had  the  older 
dream  of  an  aloof  America,  a  spot  of  paradise- 
like  calm  in  an  ugly  and  passion-torn  world. 
He  never  really  yielded  that  vision. 

Young  Bub  had  served  as  his  father's  sec- 
retary, and  it  was  a  natural  thing  for  the 
Wisconsin  electorate  to  name  him  Senator 
in  his  father's  place.  Coming  to  Washington 
In  1925,  the  youngest  Senator  since  Henry 
Clay,  the  son  rose  rapidly  to  a  place  of  real 
po^yer  in  the  Insurgent  wing  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party.  The  late  Senators  Norrls  and 
Borah  were  the  vocalists  of  this  bloc,  in  th« 
late  twenties  and  early  thirties.  "But  the 
politics."  wTote  Frank  R.  Kent  in  the  Sun, 
"the  policies,  the  strategy,  the  organization 
and  the  energy  are  supplied  by  'Little  Bob." 
He  la  the  dynamo.   •    •    •" 

In  the  Senate  the  younger  La  Follette 
made  some  injudicious  sallies  in  the  direc- 
tion of  his  father's  isolationism.  But  special 
prestige  came  from  his  investigations  into 
employer  abuses  against  labor  unions  in  the 
l>re-Wagner  Act  days.  His  lasting  monument 
1*  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946 
by  which  the  Congress  was  adapted  for  better 
service   in   a  tumultuous  age. 

Since  he  was  always  not  merely  a  liberal 
but  a  stoutly  anti-Communist  liberal,  it  was 
a  dark  paradox  that  La  Follette  was  defeated 
in  the  end  by  Senator  McCarthy.     Perhaps 

the  spectacle  of  a  La  Follette  in  private  life 

and  in  Washington  rather  than  Wisconsin- 
seemed  to  the  ex-Senator  as  incongruous  as 
it  seemed  to  many  political  observers  of  hla 
generation.  His  death  will  cause  a  special 
pang  to  those  who  knew  him. 

[From  the  Roanoke  (Va  )  Times  of  February 
26,  1953] 

"Young  Bob"  La  FoLLnTr 

Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr.,  of  Wisconsin, 
owed  much  to  the  magic  name  of  his  father, 
"Fighting  Bob,"  for  his  rise  in  politics.  But 
his  own  abilities  and  popularity  enabled  him 
to  build  a  political  career  that  kept  him  In 
the  Senate  for  21  years. 

"Young  Bob's  "  death  at  his  own  hand,  ap- 
parently t)ecause  of  despondency  over  ill 
health,  removes  from  the  national  scene  ona 
who  was  consistently  liberal  and  independ- 
ent. The  pattern  of  liberalism  and  progrea- 
sivism  that  maintained  the  La  Pollette^— 
father  rnd  sons.  Robert  and  Philip— In  po- 
litical power  for  nearly  half  a  century  shifted 
in  1946  when  "Young  Bob"  loat  the  Republi- 
can senatorial  nomination  to  Joseph  R. 
McCarthy,  then  a  little  known  circuit  court 
Judge.  After  succeeding  his  noted  father  in 
the  Senate  in  1925  he  was  elected  to  a  full 
term  in  1928  and  twice  was  reelected  on  the 
Progressive  ticket. 

Senator  La  Follette  found  the  atmosphere 
of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt's  New  Deallam  con- 
genial, supporting  the  late  President  In  his 
first  three  presidential  campaigns.  In  FDR's 
campaign  for  a  fourth  term  he  stood  aloof. 
He  objected  strenuously  to  Roosevelt's  for- 
eign policy  before  this  country  entered  World 
War  II.  Sometimes  he  was  referred  to  aa 
an  isolationist.  He  opposed  lend-lease  to 
Britain,  neutrality  law  revision  permitting 
American  ships  to  carry  munitions  to  bellig- 
erent ports,  and  selective  service.  But  after 
the  war  he  threw  his  support  behind  the 
Marshall  plan  for  E^iropean  recovery  and  the 
United  Nations. 

Senator  La  Follette's  political  beliefs  fre- 
quently were  at  variance  with  those  of  his 
colleagues  and  he  was  sometimes  out  of  tune 
with  the  voice  of  the  country.  But  he  earned 
respect,  nevertheless.  Said  Senator  Wn.rr 
of  Wteconsln :  "Whether  or  not  we  may  have 
always  agreed  with  him.  we  knew  him  as  a 
determined  fighter  for  his  ideas— Just.  fair, 
friendly.  Industrious.  He  was  a  worthy  heir 
of  the  unforgettable  La  Follette  tradition  of 
public  service." 
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[From    the    St.    Lcmla    Globe-Democmt    of 
February  36.  19631 

End  or  a  Dtmastt 

The  unfortunate  death  of  Robert  If.  La 

Follftte.  Jr..  ends  a  political  dynasty  that 
made  its  Influence  felt  In  thU  country  lor 
nearly  half  a  century.  Young  Bob  did  not 
possess  the  magnetic  personality  of  hla 
famous  father,  nor  his  drive,  but  he  carried 
on  the  family  tradition  of  political  independ- 
ence and  liberalism  dtirlng  hU  21  years  In  the 
Senate. 

Elected  In  1926  to  fUl  the  Mat  left  vacant 
by  his  father's  death,  he  was  the  youngest 
Senator  to  enter  Congress  since  Henry  Clay, 

In  1928  he  was  reelected  as  a  Republican, 
but  6  years  later  he  organised  the  Progres- 
sive Party  with  his  brother.  Philip,  and  waa 
reelected  in  that  year  and  again  in  1940  as  a 
Progressive.  In  1946  he  announced  his  re- 
turn to  the  Republican  fold,  but  Ironically 
\\  !is  defeated  by  a  political  unknown,  Joseph 
R.  McCarthy.  Since  then  he  had  been  an 
economic  adviser  Li  Washington. 

A  dynasty  has  crtme  to  an  end.  but  the 
tradition  it  symboUi'od  remains. 

[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
Fefjruary  25,  1953  J 

ROBKST  M.  La  FOLLRTK.  JR. 

The  La  Follettes  of  Wisconsin  wrote  a 
chapter  in  American  politics  that  lives  now 
only  as  a  tradition.  Young  Bob  was  a  part 
of  that  tradition.  But  In  the  hour  of  his 
tragic  death  it  is  not  the  political  tradition 
but  a  certain  gentleneae,  gallantry,  and  hu- 
mility in  bis  character  as  a  man  that  Is 
treasured  as  the  prnonnl  memory  of  those 
who  knew  him.  He  fought  cleanly  and 
vieiirously  for  what  he  believed,  and  defeat 
never  robbed  hlxn  oi  grace  or  dignity. 

[From  the  Wisconsin  State  Journal,  Madi- 
son, Wis.,  of  February  25,  1963] 

Jfnnar  M.  La  Follette,  Jr. 

Beyond  the  duties  of  the  sociologist  and 
the  requirements  of  the  law,  it  Is  probably 
within  the  province  of  no  mam  to  Inquire 
into  tne  reasons  for  another's  self-destruc- 
tion. 

Yet  the  act  that  ended  tbe  life  of  Robert 
M  La  Follette.  Jr..  waa  so  foreign  to  the  per- 
sonality that  it  calls  up  bewilderment  almost 
tu  the  point  of  disbelief. 

He  was  always  the  fighter.  Though  his 
once-brUliant  and  powerful  political  career 
may  have  been  done,  he  was  successful  by 
any  material  standard.  He  was  wealthy.  He 
was  Important.  He  was  respected.  He  was 
too  big  a  man  to  have  let  poltlcal  defeat 
corrode  his  soul.  He  was  too  responsible  a 
man  to  have  sought  anything  without  reason 
Bumcient  unto  hlmaeU  and  others. 

It  is  left  now,  then,  only  to  speculate  upon 
and  sympathize  with  the  terrible  tortures 
of  111  health  ha  must  have  suffered,  more 
awful  than  his  closest  Intimates  must  have 
known. 

it  is  left,  too.  to  sorrow  and  to  regret 
this  man's  passing. 

These  words  are  set  down  by  the  Wisconsin 
State  Journal  through  no  mere  dictate  of 
t:\ste  and  tradition  of  saying  only  well  of 
the  dead. 

Through  all  hU  poUtlcal  'lifetime,  this 
newspaper  and  young  Bob  La  Follette  were 
political  opponents.  This  newspaper  fought 
lilm  politically  with  every  honorable  means 
at  hand.  And  he  never  pulled  a  punch  at 
us,  either. 

Yet  aU  the  time  you  were  fighting  him  you 
could  like  him.  admire  him.  respect  him  for 
his  fine  Intellect  and  hla  personal  Integrity. 

The  man  who  quarreled  with  him  through 
the  newspaper  or  on  the  platform  could  meet 
him  personally  and  be  greeted  with  grace  and 
rh;u-m  and  good-hearted  manliness.  There 
w:  s  nothing  petty  or  mean  or  vindictive 
-•jout  Bob  La  Follette.     From  his  boyhood 


In  this,  his  hometown,  he  was  known  as  a 
good  fellow. 

Even  in  his  political  record  there  was  much 
to  praise,  much  for  gratitude  from  his  bit- 
terest enemies.  They  could  and  did  count 
him  dead  wrong  In  his  phlloeophiee,  atti- 
tudes, and  approaches,  yet  grant  him  bril- 
liance and  courage  In  the  technique  of 
statesmanship.  And  he  gave  much  of  great 
good  to  national  legislation. 

He  was  blessed  with  strength  and  brains 
and  the  ambition  to  use  both. 

It  is  doubly  tragic  that  such  a  man  could 
not  have  had  longer  to  give  more  from  this 
great  store. 

[Prom  the  Pittsburgh  Press  of  February  25, 
1Q53] 

Bob  La  Follette 
News  of  the  suicide  of  former  Senator 
Robert  M.  La  Follette  comes  as  a  shock  to 
his  thousands  of  friends  and  the  mtiltitude 
of  Americans  who  followed  his  public  ca- 
reer. 

Despondency  over  111  health  Is  the  only 
explanation  offered  and  Indeed  the  only  one 
that  could  make  seiue.  For  Bob  La  Follette 
was  a  man  of  tough  and  logical  mind  and 
of  stout  heart,  with  a  body  that  long  seemed 
to  lack  the  stamina  for  the  hard  endeavor 
to  which  he  applied  himself. 

Bob  practically  was  bom  to  public  life. 
He  waa  only  5  when  hla  father,  old  Bob. 
was  elected  Governor  of  Wisconsin.  After 
old  Bob  went  to  the  Senate,  and  the  son 
reached  the  age  to  do  the  work,  young  Bob 
served  as  his  father's  secretary.  And  upon 
his  father's  death,  young  Bob  succeeded 
to  his  ceat,  and  was  reelected  three  times — 
serving  In  all  22  years  in  Senate. 

He  grew  In  stature,  usefulness  and  Influ- 
ence. Bob  never  took  the  Senate  floor  with- 
out first  mastering  the  subject  on  which 
he  chose  to  speak — and  when  he  spoke,  other 
Senators  listened. 

He  was  a  progressive  of  the  school  founded 
by  his  father,  among  men  of  the  caliber  of 
Burton  Wheeler,  George  Norrls,  and  Bill 
Borah — men  of  a  time  and  a  philosophy  not 
to  be  associated  with  the  muddle-headed- 
ness  which  has  been  passed  off  as  progres- 
siveism  and  liberalism  In  recent  years. 

Bob  La  Follette  scorned  pretense  and  hy'- 
pocrlsy  and  demagogery.  He  supported  all 
the  early  reforms  of  the  Roosevelt  adminis- 
tration, but  he  parted  company  with  the 
New  Deal  on  Its  fiscal  irresponsibility.  He 
believed  In  pay-as-you-go  Government. 

He  opposed  hidden  taxation,  and  thought 
all  taxes  should  be  visible,  palnftil  and 
broadly  based,  so  that  the  people  would  be 
encouraged  to  police  their  Government's 
spending.  At  one  time  when  the  Roosevelt 
administration  shifted  Its  tax  policy  for 
punitive  and  political  purposes.  Senator  La 
Follette  stood  up  and  said  something  which 
those  who  heard  him  will  not  forget. 

"American  business,"  he  said,  "can  adjust 
Itself  to  progressive  legislation.  But  Amer- 
ican business  can  never  adjust  Itself  to  con- 
stant uncertainty." 

A  list  of  his  accomplishments  would  flU 
many  pages  of  this  newspaper.  We  mention 
only  a  few: 

His  1937  Investigation  of  the  Little  Steel 
strike,  which  threw  so  much  light  on  the 
labor-management  troubles  of  that  time. 
His  coauthorshlp  of  the  Congressional  Re- 
organization Act,  which  won  him  the  1946 
Collier's  award  as  the  outstanding  Senator. 

His  early  understanding  of  and  warnings 
against  the  Communist  menace.  His  alert- 
ness to  the  dangers  Inherent  In  President 
Roosevelt's  secret  dealings  with  Stalin.  His 
quick  recognition  that  the  United  Nations 
would  flounder  on  the  San  Francisco  Char- 
ter provision  of  the  veto  power. 

We  extend  condolences  to  his  family,  and 
we  regret  to  say  that  since  Bob  La  Follette's 
defeat  in  1946,  we  have  not  known  his  like 
In  the  United  States  Senate. 


Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President.  I 
never  had  the  privilege  of  serving  in  the 
Senate  with  Bob  La  Pollette,  but  during 
7V^  years  he  served  in  the  Senate  I 
was  honored  by  being  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  along  with  the 
present  junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  MoNRONZT]  and  my  colleague,  the 
present  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  GoRS],  who  were  also  Members  of 
the  House.  We  were  interested,  along 
with  Senator  La  Pollette,  in  legislative 
reorganization  proposals.  The  resulting 
legislation  became  known  as  the  La 
PoUette-Monroney  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946.  Senator  La  Follette  was  hot 
only  considerate  always  of  Members  of 
the  Senate,  but  I  doubt  that  any  Member 
of  the  Senate  has  spent  more  time  con- 
ferring with  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  than  he  did.  He  was 
always  interested  in  working  with  the 
Members  of  the  House  in  connection  with 
this  particular  legislation. 

I  feel  we  have  lost  one  of  the  greatest 
Americans  of  this  time. 

I  shall  not  go  into  detail,  but.  in  my 
opinion,  one  of  the  finest  tributes  that 
I  have  read  on  what  Bob  La  Pollette's  life 
meant  to  our  Nation  was  written  by  the 
thoughtful  columnist.  Thomas  L.  Stokes. 
His  tribute  was  published  in  the  Chat- 
tanooRa  Times  of  March  1,  1953.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  it  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  the  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

La  Follettes  E^nxw  Honbbtt  in  Dissent 
(By  Thomas  L.  Stokes) 

Washcngton. — The  death  here — tragically 
by  his  own  hand — of  the  flgure  known  for  so 
many  years  as  young  Bob  casts  a  shadow 
of  sorrow  for  his  host  of  friends  while  at  the 
same  time  It  throws  a  twilight  nostalgic  glow 
on  a  whole  era  of  our  history. 

Former  Senator  Robert  Marlon  La  Follette, 
Jr..  of  Wisconsin,  symbolized,  as  did  his 
father  before  him,  a  native  American  pro- 
gresalvtsm,  an  honest  and  brave  dissent, 
which  left  a  deep  and  salutary  Imprint  upon 
oin*  American  democracy. 

That  progressivlsm  carries  on  today, 
though  more  freely,  for  it  Is  confused  and 
without  the  magnetic  and  sure  leadership  of 
Its  heyday.  It  copes  with  new  and  strange 
problems  and  Issues  In  a  Nation  suddenly 
grown  so  big  In  Itself  and  before  the  world, 
with  Its  economic  life  highly  organized  and 
consolidated  and,  in  some  respects,  reginaent- 
ed  Into  giant  Industry,  giant  labor,  and  giant 
government.  A  clear  path  Is  hard  to  pick 
in  the  morass.  The  answers  no  longer  are 
easy,  though  they  never  were  so  really. 

But  It  survives.  If  we  but  stop  to  recognize 
It.  wherever  the  dignity  and  Independence 
of  the  htmaftn  being  shine  out  today.  They 
do  shine  brightly,  contrasted  with  the  ap- 
pearance on  the  scene  of  the  elder  Bob  La 
FoUette  aroimd  the  turn  of  the  century, 
when  men,  women,  and  children  worked  at 
long  hours  In  bleak  surroimdings  for  pitiful 
wages  In  the  era  of  the  exploiters.  •  •  • 
When  our  sometimes  sainted  empire  build- 
ers, more  vulgarly  called  robber  barons  by 
some  historians,  juggled  railroads  for  stock 
market  plunder  and  held  State  governments 
in  their  greedy  hands,  tmd  took  their  toll 
from  farmers  In  extortionate  freight  rates 
•  •  •  when  their  compatriots  of  like  In- 
stinct ravaged  oiu:  forests,  as  they  did  in  Bob 
La  Follette's  Wisconsin,  with  no  thought  of 
the  future  •  •  •  when  our  farmers  had  lit- 
tle say  about  the  mtirketing  of  their  crops 
and  the  prices  they  wotild  get  and  were  tIc- 
tims  of  economic  forces  which  they  could  not 
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understand  and  about  which  they  could  do 

Uttle. 

In  changing  all  of  thla  the  American  pro- 
gresslTe  tradition  of  dlaaent.  In  which  the 
La  PoUettea  were  forceful  leaders,  had  Its  In- 
fluence. So  great  an  Influence,  Indeed,  that 
eventually  millions  rallied  about  the  La  Fol 


Obviously  there  Is  little  that  can  be    vestigatlons  of  the  Committee  on  Oov- 


added  to  the  eloquent  tributes  which 
have  been  paid  to  Robert  M.  La  Pollette, 
Jr..  by  those  who  served  with  him.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  chair,  like  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  did  not  have 
that  privilege.    When  I  came  to  Wash- 


ernment  Operations,  and  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  were  authorized  to 
meet  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 

today. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Wiley,  and  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  Committee  on  For- 


l!.?;.r,t'^r.r'.:r=i!;'.;^V'iS     ^;^\K-lih  >kTi;ei-^^r  ofu..    el.n  Relation.  was_.uthor^_^U>__m«t 


When  the  son  was  a  Senator.  This  became 
in  time  so  great  a  multitude  that  the  two 
great  political  parties  blatantly  cribbed  from 
the  Progressive  philosophy,  and  Inserted  It. 
piece  after  piece.  Into  the  law  of  the  land. 
What  we  caU  the  New  Deal  bore  In  many  of 
its  worthy  aspects  the  Imprint  of  La  Follette 
progresslvlsm  when  It  ultimately  poured  In 
In  a  flood  of  legislation  from  a  frantic  Con- 
gress strufitgllng  to  stem  the  tide  of  depres- 
sion.   It  was  a  fertile  yeast. 

La  Pollette  history   goes  way  back,  back 
far  beyond  the  first-hand  knowledge  of  this 


House  of  Representatives  I  had  the  priv- 
ilege of  meeting  and  knowing  Bob  La 
Pollette  through  mutual  friends.  He 
made  a  great  and  lasting  impression  on 
me,  as  he  had  on  the  many  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  served  with  him.  That 
impression  particularly  was"  that  here 
was  a  man  of  great  intellectual  ability 
who  was  not  plagued  with  what  often 
goes  by  the  name  of  intellectual  arro- 
gance or  pride.  Here  was  a  man  of 
great  ability  and  humility  who  had  re- 
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the  elder  In  the  sunset 
knew  and  watched  the  younger  through  all 
his  career  of  21  years  here  In  the  Senate, 
which  ended  In  194«  with  his  defeat  In  the 
Republican  primary  by  Senator  Joseph  Mc- 
Caetht.  Flashbacks  of  remembered  scenes 
tell  much  of  the  La  Pollette  story  in  Ameri- 
can politics  and  American  life. 

That  late  afternoon  of  July  4,  1924.  in  a  dim 
hall  in  Cleveland  when  the  29-year-old 
young  Bob.  his  rounc".  face  aglow,  accepted 
for  his  father,  not  present,  the  nomination 
for  President  on  an  Independent  ticket.  The 
exultant  delegates  thrilled  over  the  young 
man's  rousing  reading  of  his  father's  state- 
ment. Here  it  may  be  interpolated  that  Sen- 
ator La  Pollette  the  father,  bucking  Cool- 
idge  pro8p)erity,  so-called,  gave  witness  by 
the  nearly  6,000,000  votes  he  polled  of  the 
distress  and  discontent  then  in  the  farm 
belt,  for  he  polled  a  considerable  vote  in  all 
the  area  beyond  the  Mississippi,  running 
ahead  of  the  Democratic  candidate,  John  W. 
Davis,  in  10  of  those  States.  But  the  GOP 
hierarchy  was  unheeding  of  the  cloud  in  the 
West,  which  broke  in  political  catastrophe 
over  its  head  8  years  later. 

Memory  brings  back  young  Bob  again, 
now  a  Senator  in  the  seat  of  his  father  who 
had  died  in  1925.  as  he  stood  before  the  1928 
Kansas  City  Republican  convention  and 
offered  once  again,  in  vain,  as  so  often  before, 
the  "La  Pollette  platform."  It  was.  of  course, 
rejected,  though  virtually  all  of  it  now  is 
law.  He  was,  however,  given  a  great  ova- 
tion, a  sportsmanlike  gesture  in  lieu  of  votes 
for  his  platform — and  in  lieu  of  political 
vision. 

Once  again,  after  depression  had  broken 
over  the  land  in  waves  of  unemployed, 
young  Bob  comes  back  as  he  stood  in  his 
place  in  the  Senate,  day  after  day,  and  read 
In  desolate  detail,  city  by  city,  of  what  was 
happening  to  our  people  in  depression.  It 
was  a  grim  and  moving  story  that  finally 
moved  Congress  to  act. 

And  again,  as  he  sat  at  the  head  of  the 
table  in  a  committee  room  directing  the  m- 
vestigation  into  the  abuse  of  civil  liberties  of 
American  workers.  That  paved  the  way  for 
reforms  in  a  system  of  labor  rAations  that 
still  had  Juiigle  asjects.  These  reforms  in- 
cluded the  outlaw  of  brutality,  with  accom- 
panying sawed-off  shotguns  and  tear  gas 
against  strikers. 

It  is  a  story  of  political  dissent  and  of 
economic  progress.  That  would  seem  to 
have  some  meaning  in  this  day  when  so 
many  would  squelch  dissent,  would  suppress 
traditional  native  American  progresslvlsm, 
would  confuse  the  issue  by  name-calling — 
Socialist.  Communist,  leftist,  and  such 
subterfuges. 

Forgetting  how  we  came  to  be  what  we 
are. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    With    the 
Indulgence   of   the    Senate,    the   Chair 
^  would  like  to  make  a  brief  statement. 


whom  he  could  consider  as  not  laeing 
his  intellectual  equals. 

An  indication  of  the  esteem  in  which 
Bob  La  Pollette  was  and  is  held  by  his 
colleagues  is,  as  the  Parliamentarian  has 
informed  the  Chair,  that  this  Ls  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  the  Senate  that  a 
special  day  has  been  set  aside  for  memo- 
rial services  for  a  man  who  was  not  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of  his 
death. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting  a 
nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE- 
ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  27  > 
to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended,  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  Vice  President. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, which  is  investigating  waterfront 
racketeering,  be  excused  from  attend- 
ance on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  during 
the  remainder  of  the  week.  The  sub- 
committee proposes  to  hold  executive 
hearings  in  New  York  during  the  re- 
mainder of  this  week.  The  members  of 
the  subcommittee  are  Mr.  Tobey,  Mr. 
Capehart,  Mr.  Cooper.  Mr.  Potter,  Mr. 
Macnuson.  Mr.  Hunt,  and  Mr.  Pastore. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt,  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Internal  Security  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Judgeships  of  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary,  the  Subcommittee  on  In- 


this  afternoon  during  the  session  of  the 

On  request  of  Mr.  Capehart,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  was  authorized 
to  meet  this  afternoon  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Butler  of  Nebraska, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  was 
authorized  to  meet  this  afternoon  during 
the  session  of  the  Senate. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 
RipotT  ON   AcTTvmaa  or.  ExPENorruais  bt. 

AND  Donations  to  the  Lignite  Reseabcu 

Laboratory.  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  SecreUry  of  the 
Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law.  on  the 
activities  of.  expenditures  by.  and  donations 
to  tlie  Lignite  Research  Laboratory,  Grand 
Forks.  N.  Dak.,  for  the  year  1952;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  or  Federal  Power  Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  of  that  Commission,  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

Report  or  Federal  Mfdiatton  and  Conctlia- 
TiON  Service 
A  letter  from  the  Director.  Federal  Me- 
diation and  Conciliation  Service.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a 
report  of  that  S?rvice  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report) :  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare, 

AiTDiT  Report  on  Federal  Housing 
Adminis'tration 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  an  audit 
report  on  the  Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations, 

AUDTT  Report  on  Federal  Prison  Industuis, 
Inc. 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit 
report  on  Federal  Prison  Indtiatrlee,  Inc..  for 
tlie  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

Audit  Rfport  on  Fedexal  National 
Mortgage  Association 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  an  audit 
report  on  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  As- 
sociation, for  the  year  ended  June  30,  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Op)erations. 

Report  or  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo- 
ration ON  Program  roR  Disposal  to  Pri- 
vate Industry  or  Government-Owned 
Rubber-Producing  Facilities 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  the  program  for 


c'spoaal  to  private  Induatry  at  the  Oorem- 
ment-owned  rubber-i»txluelii«  faculties 
( with  an  accompanying  report) :  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMCRIAIiS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  th« 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  relerred  as 

indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Illinois;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs: 

"House  Joint  Resolution  25 

"Whereas  the  State  of  lUlnois  haa  within 
Its  boundaries  on  Lake  Ulchlgan  076.640  acrea 
of  submerged  lands  which  hare  been  owned 
and  claimed  by  the  State  and  its  grantees  for 
over  100  years,  and  the  SUte.  Ita  political 
Eubdlvlsions  and  grantees  have  expended 
minions  of  dollars  in  Improvements  along 
the  shores  of  Lake  Ulchlgan  on  lands  for- 
merly covered  by  the  waters  of  Lake  Michi- 
gan: and 

"Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  case  of  lUinoit  Central  R.  R. 
Co.  V.  State  of  IlUnoiM  (146  U.  8.  387).  held 
the  Great  Lakes  to  be  'open  seas'  and  that 
Illinois'  ownership  of  that  portion  of  Lake 
Michigan  within  Its  boundaries  rested  upon 
the  same  rule  of  law  ss  'lands  under  tide- 
waters on  the  borders  of  the  sea';  and 

"Whereas  State  ownership  of  lands  beneath 
the  waters  within  the  seaward  boundaries  of 
the  State  has  been  challenged  and  clouded 
by  Federal  officials  In  recent  years,  all  of 
which  constitutes  a  threat  against  the  State 
of  Illinois.  Its  political  subdivisions,  and 
grantees  in  connection  with  Its  ownership  of 
the  above-mentioned  lands:  Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Repreaentatives 
of  the  esth  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Illtnoia  {the  Senate  concurring  herein).  That 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  hereby 
petitioned  to  enact  legLslatton  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  which  would  confirm  and  rec- 
ognize in  this  State  and  Its  political  sub- 
divisions, its  and  their  ownership  and  full 
rights  in  all  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  its  boundaries,  subject  only  to  neces- 
sary Federal  regulations  In  connection  with 
International  relationships,  navigation,  and 
defense:  and  be  it  fxirther 

-Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  by  the  secretary  of  state  to  the  Pres- 
ident, the  Vice  President,  Senator  Paul  H. 
I>ouGLAs,  Senator  Bvotrrr  M.  Ddixskn,  and  to 
each  member  of  the  DUnols  delegation  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress." 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Illinois;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works: 

*^ouse  Resolution  SS 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  annual- 
ly takes  from  Illinois  motorists  millions  of 
dollars  in  Federal  motor  fuel  and  automotive 
excise  taxes;  and 

"Whereas  the  amount  of  these  taxes  col- 
lected in  Illinois  greatly  exceeds  the  amount 
contributed  by  the  Federal  Government  for 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  Federal 
highways  in  Illinois;   and 

"Whereas  the  continued  policy  of  drain- 
ing automotive  revenues  from  Illinois  with- 
out a  commensurate  benefit  to  the  people  of 
the  State  has  seriously  crippled  our  high- 
way program;  Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representativea 
of  the  68th  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Illinois.  That  we  respectfully  request  the 
Federal  Government  to  return  to  the  State 
of  Illinois  all  of  the  excise  taxes  collected  in 
Illinois  from  automotive  sources.  Including 
motor  fuel,  and  that  these  excise  taxes  be 
used  exclusively  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  Federal  highways  In  nilnoU; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  by  the  secretary  of  state  to  the  Presi- 


dent at  the  United  States  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  ctf  the  United  States  House  at  Rep- 
resentatives and  to  each  Uember  of  the  Con- 
gress representing  the  State  of  lUinois." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  at  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Conunerce: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  3 

"To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled: 

''We.  your  memorialists,  the  Leglslattire  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  In  Its  SSd 
session,  do  respectfully  represent,  that — 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho  produces  and 
ahlps  annually  In  Interstate  commerce  an  av- 
erage of  50,000  carloads  of  potatoes  classi- 
fied as  to  United  States  grades;    and 

"Whereas  a  practice  has  arisen  in  market- 
ing centers  of  repacking  Idaho  potatoes  In 
Inferior  packs  and  without  proper  designa- 
tion as  to  grade  or  quality;  and 

"Whereas  Idaho  potatoes  are  being  re- 
packed and  reclassified  and  Improperly  dis- 
played as  to  origin,  grade,  and  quality;  and 

"Whereas  the  consuming  public  Is  being 
misled  and  deceived  by  the  above  practices: 
Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  ses- 
sion of  the  Legislature  in  the  State  of  Idaho 
( the  House  concurring) ,  That  we  hereby  urge 
upon  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
1  ass  an  act  protecting  the  consumers  of  fresh 
vegetables  as  to  the  grades  and  CM'lgln.  and 
that  a  fine  be  Imposed  upon  any  wholesale 
or  retail  dealer  repacking  under  Inferior 
grades  or  falling  to  properly  advertise  the 
origin  of  said  fresh  vegetables,  or  falling  to 
relnspect  such  repacked  potatoes  by  Federal 
inspection  to  determine  the  proper  grade  of 
such  potatoes  when  displayed  for  sale  or  sold 
under  any  United  States  grade;  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  be.  and  he  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed,  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of   the  United  States." 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on  La- 
bor and  Public  Welfare: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  11 
"Memorializing  Congress  to  deed  the  title 
to  ail  of  the  area  of  Fort  Logan  except 
that  area  now  used  as  a  national  cemetery, 
to  the  State  of  Colorado  together  with  all 
appurtenances  thereto 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  39th 
General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado 
{the  House  of  Representatives  concurring 
herein )  : 

"SacnoN  1.  That  whereas  the  State  of 
Colorado  is  In  urgent  need  of  adequate  hous- 
ing facilities  for  the  aged  Infirm. 

"Sec.  2.  That  the  faciUtles  at  the  Pueblo 
State  Hospital  are  no  longer  capable  of  han- 
dling Increasing  admissions. 

"Sec.  3.  That  the  State  of  Colorado  faces 
financial  crisis  In  apportioning  available 
moneys  to  cover  necessary  State  service. 

"Sk.  4.  That  the  city  and  county  of  Den- 
ver lacks  a  proper  situs  for  the  care,  con- 
trol, and  treatment  of  alcoholics. 

"See.  6.  That  the  problem  of  caring  for 
alcoholics  has  not  been  satisfactory  and  adds 
to  the  increasing  tax  load  of  Denver  tax- 
payers. 

"SK.  6.  That  by  deed  In  1887  the  SUte  of 
Coltxtuio  deeded  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment without  cost  640  acres  of  land  near 
Denver  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Oov- 
ernmient  as  a  military  post.  This  was  desig- 
nated as  Fort  Logan,  Colo.  This  land  haa 
been  exempted  from  taxation  by  the  State 
of  Colorado  for  any  purpose  since  that  date. 

"Sbc.  7.  That  except  for  approximately  40 
acres  set  aside  as  a  national  cemetery.  Fort 
Iiogan  Is  no  longer  a  military  post. 

"Sec.  8.  That  Fort  Logan  has  adequate 
brick  and  stone  buildings   containing  aim 


porches  and  wide  expanses  of  lawn  Ideally 
suited  for  the  proper  housing  and  recreation 
of  aged  people.  These  buildings  can  be 
served  from  a  central  heating  plant  and 
water  supply,  and  a  central  facility  Is  avail- 
able for  preparation  and  distribution  at  toad 
to  the  different  housing  imits. 

"Sec.  9.  That  there  are  available  bousing 
facilities  for  the  people  employed  to  care  for 
the  aged  people  residing  there. 

"Sac.  10.  That  certain  buildings  are  lo- 
cated on  the  situs  of  Fort  Logan  which 
would  be  Ideal  for  the  housing,  care,  and 
treatment  of  alcoholics  presently  crowding 
the  jail  facilities  In  Denver  and.  whereas, 
the  State  of  Colorado  may  contract  with  the 
city  of  Denver  that  the  city  of  Denver  may 
have  the  use  of  property  belonging  to  the 
State  of  CcHorado  for  so  long  as  that  speci- 
fied purpose  shall  continue. 

"Sec.  II.  That  certain  facilities  are  being 
occupied  by  veterans  as  a  veterans'  housing 
project  on  part  of  the  grounds  of  Port  Logan; 
that  these  facilities  are  not  feasible  for  use 
far  housing  of  aged  people  or  for  treatment 
of  alcoholics;  that  the  State  of  Colorado 
can  contract  with  a  legal  entity  set  up  to 
manage  and  operate  such  veterans'  housing 
project;  that  the  said  legal  entity  shall  have  ' 
authority  under  such  contract  to  manage 
and  operate  such  veterans'  housing  project 
for  so  long  as  the  project  Is  operated  as  a 
veterans'  housing  project,  and  when  said 
veterans'  housing  project  shall  no  longer  be 
operated  as  a  veterans'  housing  project  then 
and  in  that  event  the  entire  use.  manage- 
ment, and  control  of  said  land  constituting 
the  area  now  tised  as  a  veterans'  housing 
project  shall  revert  to  the  State  of  Colorado 
absolutely. 

"Sue.  12.  That  there  are  areas  of  tillable 
land  In  the  Fort  Logan  area  which  can  be 
well  used  for  rehabilitation  at  alcoholics; 
be  It  ftirther 

"Resolved.  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  memorial  be  immediately  transmitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States,  and  to  each  Mem- 
ber erf  the  Congress  from  this  State." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  ColonOo;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  5 

"Whereas  building  ot  roads  and  highways 
since  the  inception  of  our  Government  has 
been  primarily  %  State  responsibility;  and 

"Whereas  every  State  of  the  Union  has  tre- 
mendous problems  in  maintaining,  extend- 
ing, and  building  highways  and  bridges  due 
to  the  lack  of  building  program  during  the 
war-year  period;  and 

"Whereas  the  ^Federal  Government  has 
always  collected  much  more  than  they  have 
sent  back  to  the  States  for  road-building 
purposes;  and 

"Whereas  the  costs  of  building  and  main- 
taining roads  and  highways  have  increased 
tremendously;  and 

"WhereoB  States  have  demonstrated  they 
are  willing,  have,  and  do  cooperate  in  build- 
ing the  federally  designated  highways;  and 

"Whereas  the  States  sensed  the  respon- 
Bibllity  of  an  Integrated  highway  system  as 
it  relates  to  the  national  welfare;  and 

"Whereas  the  States  have  demonstrated 
that  they  can  build  adequate  highways;  and 

"Whereas  in  many  Instances,  many  econ- 
omies can  be  effected  through  sole  State  re- 
sponsibility of  building  highways;    and 

"Whereas  because  of  the  foregoing  facts 
and  after  due  consideration,  the  Council  of 
State  Governments  In  national  meeting  De- 
cember 7  in  Chicago  passed  a  resolution  sup- 
gorting  this  proposition,  and  the  Governors' 
onference  in  the  national  meeting  In  July 
1952  imanimously  passed  a  resolution  sup- 
porting this  proposition:  Therefore  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Hotise  of  Representatives 
of  the  Thirty-ninth  General  Assembly  of  t-he 
State  of  Colorado   {the  Senate  concumm^ 
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herein) ,  Tluit  the  83d  seMlon  of  CJongreM  give 
serious  oonBlderatloa  to  ttae  question  of  elim- 
inating the  Federal  gaeollne  tax  and  leaving 
that  area  of  taxation  entirely  to  the  States; 
and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  attested  copies  of  this  me- 
morUl  be  sent  to  the  Presiding  Offlcers  of 
each  House  of  the  Congress  and  to  each 
member  of  the  Colorado  delegation  in  Con- 
gress, and  that  copies  thereof,  showing  that 
said  nwmcwial  was  adopted  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  Colorado,  be  sent  to  each  house 
of  each  legislature  of  each  State  of  the  United 
States." 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth    of    Massachusetts:    to    the 
Committee   on  Foreign  Relations: 
"Resolutions  memorlallBtng  the  Congress  of 

the  United  States  In  favor  of  the  passage 

of  legislation  granting  aid  to  the  Israeli 

Government 

"Whereas  there  Is  now  pending  before 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  bills  to 
grant  aid  to  the  Israeli  Government;  and 

"Where  it  is  the  purpose  of  these  bills 
to  give  financial  aid  in  the  form  of  grants 
to  the  Government  of  the  ancient  and  tra- 
ditional democracy  now  known  as  the  Israeli 
State;  and 

"Whereas  such  assistance  to  the  people  of 
Israel  in  developing  their  natural  resources, 
expanding  their  agricultural  and  Industrial 
economy  will  mean  a  great  productive  ca- 
pacity and  will  further  the  promotion  of 
the  security  and  general  welfare  of  the 
United  States  and  of  Israel  and  will 
strengthen  the  ties  of  friendship  between  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  of  Israel; 
and 

"Whereas  such  grants  would  further  the 
basic  objectives  of  the  Charter  of  the  United 
Nations:  Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Coiirt  of  Mas- 
sachusetts respectfully  urges  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  give  Intensive  study 
and  consideration  to  such  bills  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  use  its  best  efforts  to  have  such  pro- 
posed legislation  enacted  into  law;  and  be  it 
further. 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  state 
to  the  presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of 
the  Congress  and  to  the  Members  thereof 
from  this  Commonwealth." 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  Friendship 
Townsend  Club,  No.  1.  and  Miami  Townsend 
Club  No.  22,  both  of  Miami.  In  the  State  of 
Florida,  favoring  the  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion to  substitute  the  so-called  Townsend 
old-age  pension  plan  for  the  present  social- 
security  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  house  of  dele- 
gates of  the  American  Medical  Association, 
at  Denver,  Colo.,  relating  to  the  Interna- 
tional Labor  Organization;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  house  of  dele- 
gates of  the  American  Medical  Association, 
at  Denver,  Colo.,  relating  to  international 
treaties  and  covenants;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

"Hotise  Concvnrent  Resolution  6 
•Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the   United  States   to   repeal 
section  1154  of  title  18,  U.  8.  C.  A.,  known 
as  the  Indian  liquor  law  and  all  laws  and 
parts    of    laws    in    respect    thereto    which 
would  treat  an  Indian  differently  than  any 
other  citizen  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
and  of  the  United  States  of  America 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Hov.se  of  Represent- 
atives  of   the   State   of  South   Dakota    (the 
Senate  concurring  therein) : 

"Whereas  Indians  were  declared  to  be 
cltizena  «  the  United  States  by  act  of  Con- 


gress  In  the  year  1934  and  have  ever  since 
aasTzmed  a  share  and  responsibility  In  our 
Government  not  unlike  other  citliens;  and 

"Whereas  Indians  have  fought  and  died 
for  the  right  of  full  citizenship  in  all  wars 
In  which  oxir  country  has  been  engaged.  It 
is  noted  that  many  young  Indian  men  are 
now  lying  dead  and  wounded  on  the  battle- 
fields of  Korea;  and 

"Whereas  the  existence  of  the  law  afore- 
mentioned has  resulted  in  unjustified  dis- 
crimination against  Indians;  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has 
failed  to  enforce  this  law  adequately  and 
there  is  no  prospect  of  Improvement  in  this 
regard;  and 

"Whereas  the  prohibition  in  this  regard, 
not  unlike  that  Imposed  on  the  whole  citi- 
zenry of  this  country  before  the  repeal  of 
the  18th  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  has  had  the 
effect  of  enhancing  the  value  and  desirability 
of  obtaining  and  consuming  these  alcoholic 
beverages  with  disastrous  results;  and 

"Whereas  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Senate  concurring 
therein,  that  the  existence  of  this  discrimi- 
natory law  has  had  the  effect  of  setting  the 
Indian  apart  from  other  citizens  and  by  so 
doing  has  materially  retarded  his  assimila- 
tion Into  the  general  population;  and 

"Whereas  the  Office  of  Indian  Affairs, 
numerous  veterans  organizations,  medical 
groups,  and  the  Indian  people  and  non- 
Indian  people  alike,  are  unanimous  In  their 
desire  for  full  repeal  of  this  ''-t-dated  law: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Ho  .se  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  S  luth  Dakota  (the 
Senate  concurring  therel,  )  do  memorialize 
the  Congress  of  the  Unltev'  States  to  repeal 
outright  section  1154  of  tltK  18,  U.  S.  C.  A., 
known  as  the  Indian  liquor  law  and  all  laws 
or  parts  o.'  laws  In  resp)ect  thereto  which 
would  treat  an  Indian  differently  than  any 
other  citizen  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
and  of  the  United  States  of  America;  be 
it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Hon- 
orable Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  Honorable  Karl  E.  Muttot  and  the 
Honorable  Francis  Case,  United  States  Sen- 
ators from  South  Dakota,  to  the  Honorable 
E.  Y.  Berrt  and  the  Honorable  Harold  O. 
LovRE,  Representatives  In  Congress  from 
Scuth  Dalcc  ta,  and  to  the  Presiding  Officers 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress  of  the  United 
States." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  Iden- 
tical with  tne  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.) 

Two  concurrent  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations; 

"House   Concurrent   Resolution   1 
"Concurren:    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  Increase 
the  apprc'prlatlon  for  the  use  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Animal  Industry  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States  and  the 
allocation   of   funds  to  the   United  States 
Bureau  of   Animal   Industry   in  the  State 
of   South   Dakota   In   order   to   more   ade- 
quately prosecute  cooperative  programs  of 
livestock  disease   control   and    eradication 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ate concurring  therein): 

"Whereas  the  livestock  industry  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota  has  for  years  past  been 
faced  with  problems  of  animal  diseases  and 
control  and  eradication  of  buch  diseases;  and 


"Whereaa  ttke  Ureatock  sanitary  authorities 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  have  in  the  past 
been  granted  the  thorough  and  adeqtiate 
cooperation  of  the  BtU'eau  of  Animal  Indus- 
try of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States;   and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  South  Dakota  has 
consistently  from  time  to  time  Increased  the 
appropriation  and  emergency  funds  neces- 
sary for  the  use  of  the  South  Dakota  Live- 
stock Sanitary  Board;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  allocation  of  funds 
to  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
South  Dakota  is  inadequate  to  successfully 
carry  on  the  routine  problems  of  TB  retest- 
ing  and  control  and  to  cope  with  the  In- 
creasing problems  of  Bang's  disease  control, 
and  problems  Involving  the  cooperation  of 
the  South  Dakota  Livestock  Sanitary  Bofu-d 
in  the  widespread  program  of  solution  of 
the  problems  of  these  and  various  other  live- 
stock diseases:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ate concurring  therein)  do  memorialize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  materially 
increase  the  appropriation  for  the  use  of  the 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States, 
and  substantially  Increase  the  allocation  of 
funds  to  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  for 
use  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  be  it  fur- 
ther 

■Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Hon- 
orable  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United 
States,  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal  In- 
dustry of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
the  United  States,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Honorable  Kakl  Mundt  and 
the  Honorable  FaAMcis  Case.  United  States 
Senators  from  South  Dakota,  to  the  Honor- 
able Harocd  O  Lovmz  and  the  Honorable  E.  T. 
BraiRT  Representatives  in  Congress  from 
South  Etekota.  and  to  the  Presiding  Officers 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress  of  the  United 
States." 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  5 
"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  appro- 
priate funds  In  lieu  of  taxes  not  received 
from  nontaxable  Indian  land  to  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  for  the  benefit  of  the 
counties  therein  and  to  direct  that  such 
funds  be  used  for  welfare,  law  enforcement, 
road  construction  and  maintenance, 
health,  and  education 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ate  concurring  therein): 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  in  times 
past  entered  Into  certain  treaties  with  the 
Sioux  Tribes  In  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
whereby  large  tracts  of  land  located  within 
said  State  were  relieved  from  State  taxation; 
and 

"Whereas  In  recent  years  the  Federal  Gov- 
.ernment  appropriation  for  Indian  activities 
has  been  Inadequate  and  has  been  taken  up 
for  the  most  part  in  administrative  expenses 
including  large  Federal  salaries,  necessitating 
large  expenditures  by  the  State  of  South  Da- 
kota for  Indian  welfare  and  other  activities 
with  no  probability  of  reimbursement  there- 
for; and 

"Whereas  It  is  a  solemn  obligation  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  take  care  of  all 
needy  Sioux  Indians  until  they  become  self- 
supporting  and  to  keep  such  lands  In  a  non- 
taxable status:  Now.  therefore  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  SUte  of  South  Dakota  ( the  Sen- 
ate concurring  therein)  do  memorialize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  appropriate 
funds  for  the  use  of  the  State  of  South  Da- 
kota and  Its  counties  In  lieu  of  taxes  nut  re- 


ceived from  nontaxable  Indian  lands,  and 
thereby  relieving  counties  In  this  State  from 
the  burden  impoeed  by  nontaxable  Indian 
land  and  to  direct  that  such  funds  be  used 
for  welfare,  law  enforcement,  road  construc- 
tion and  maintenance,  health  and  educa- 
tion; be  it  further 

•Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  hon- 
orable Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Aifalrs  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  of  the  House  or  Representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  Honorable  Kakl  E.  Muwdt  and  the  Hon- 
orable FxANcis  Cass,  United  States  Senators 
from  South  Dakota,  to  the  Honorable  E.  T. 
Berrt  and  the  Honorable  Habolo  O.  Lovax. 
Representatives  in  Congress  from  South  Da- 
kota, and  to  the  Presiding  Officers  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress  of  tlie  United  States.- 

The  VICE  PRESIDIJNT  laid  before  the 
Senate  two  concurrent  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  Sta'-e  of  South  Dakota, 
identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Comnlttee  on  Appro- 
priations. 


FARM  PRICES  —  LETTER  PROM 
HOLST-COPLEY  FARMERS  UNION. 
CLEARWATER   COUNTY,  BAGLEY. 

MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  letter 
from  the  Holst-Copl<jy  Farmers  Union 
Local,  Clearwater  County.  Bagley.  Minn.. 
concerning  the  present  situation  with 
respect  to  falling  farai  prices  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcoro  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 

Baclxt,  Mink.,  February  23,  1953. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphret, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washiigton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Hitscphxet:  As  Secretary  of 
the  Hoist -Copley  Fanners  Union  Local, 
Clearwater  County.  I  wai  instructed  by  reso- 
lution to  write  to  you  concerning  the  pres- 
ent falling  farm  prices.  We,  the  northern 
Minnesota  farmers,  are  much  disturbed 
about  these  conditions  and  we  urge  that 
Immediate  action  be  taken  to  remedy  this. 
We  appreciate  the  spieiidld  efforts  you  al- 
ways put  forth  in  the  interest  of  the  family 
farmer  and  will  continue  to  support  you  in 
yoiu  efforts. 

Sincerely. 

Ona  Sobemson, 

Secretary. 


Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord,  as  follows: 
RKsoLxmoir   on   Faku   CRxorr   bt   Rxnviixb 

COUMTT      FaUCKSS      UNIOM,      FKBaUABT      13» 

1953 

Whereas  the  farmers  of  Renville  County 
and  the  State  of  Minnesota  have  been  hard 
hit  by  the  drastic  drop  in  prices  they  receive 
for  their  produce;  and 

Whereas  the  prices  they  must  pay  for  the 
things  they  buy  have  not  dropped;  and 

Whereas  the  farmers  need  adequate,  long- 
term  credit  at  fair  Interest  rates  to  tide  them 
over  this  difficult  period;   and 

Whereas  existing  credit  sotirces  do  not  In 
fact  provide  such  credit;  and 

Whereas  failtire  to  act  promptly  on  this 
credit  emergency  means  disaster  for  the 
family-size  farm:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  petition  our  United 
States  Senators  and  Congressmen  and  otir 
State  legislators  to  Immediately  Introduce 
and  press  passage  of  legislation  providing 
Immediate  and  adequate  funds  for  long-term 
agrlcultxiral  credit  at  interest  rates  not  to 
exceed  3  percent. 

DAI.E  D.  Hack, 

Secretory. 


Respectfully  submitted,  we  urge  your  offi- 
cial attention  to  help  carry  out  these  ideals. 
Whispering  Pines  Fasmeks  Union  Local, 
Maettn  FREiMaucxsoN,  President. 
Mis.  John  A.  Olson,  Secretary. 


FARM  CREDIT— RESOLUTION  OP 
RENVILLE  COU?^TY  FARMERS 
UNION,  RENVILLi:.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  cons<!nt  that  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  ttiv  Renville  County 
Farmers  Union,  Renville,  Minn.,  on  Feb- 
ruary 13,  urging  Immediate  and  ade- 
quate funds  for  long-term  agricultural 
credit  at  Interest  rates  not  to  exceed 
3  percent,  be  printed  in  the  Rrcou.  and 
appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 


RESOLUTIONS       OP       WHISPERING 
PINES  FARMERS  UNION,  BAGLEY, 

MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  three  reso- 
lutions adopted  at  a  recent  meeting  of 
the  Whispering  Pines  Farmers  Union  at 
Bagley.  Minn.,  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  1 

Whereas  the  drafting  of  our  farm  youth 
for  military  service  has  affected  the  produc- 
tive efficiency  of  thousands  of  American 
farms,  broken  up  homes  and  brought  grief 
to  thousanids;   and 

Whereas  three  cooperative  creameries  in 
Minnesota  have  closed  up  becatise  of  labor 
shortages  In  their  respective  communities 
caused  by  the  draft:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  we,  the  members  of  the 
Whispering  Pines  Farmers  Union  Local,  urge 
deferment  from  military  duty  of  all  boys 
whose  knowledge  and  experience  Is  contrib- 
uting to  the  farm  and  factory  production  so 
esse.ntlal  to  America's  domestic  welfare. 

RESOLimoN  3 

Whereas  farm  Income  has  already  dropped 
to  dangerous  levels;   and 

Whereas  the  90  i>ercent  of  parity  price 
supports  on  butter  will  expire  as  of  March 
31:   Be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  urge  price  supports  on 
dairy  products  of  not  less  than  90  percent  of 
parity  be  extended  to  guarantee  continued 
safe  farm  Income  and  abundant  supplies  for 
export  to  a  hungry  world  which  Is  violently 
revolting  against  hunger,  poverty,  and  op- 
pression. 

Resoltttion  3 

Whereas  President  Elsenhower  made  spe- 
cific and  implied  promises  during  this  cam- 
paign: Be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  remind  President  Elsen- 
hower of  those  promises  for  "not  merely  90 
percent  of  parity — but  full  parity"  farm  In- 
come; let  us  remind  President  Elsenhower, 
too,  of  his  Implied  promise  to  end  the  Korean 
war  and  to  provide  a  domestic  "prosperity 
not  based  on  war." 


SALE  OP  DOMESTIC  GOLD  IN  MAR- 
KETS OF  WORLD— JOINT  RESOLU- 
TION OF  LEGISLATURE  OF  COLO- 
RADO ; 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  before  me  a  joint  resolution  which 
was  adopted  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado.  It  is  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  approve  legis- 
lation granting  domestic  producers  of 
gold  to  sell  their  product  in  the  markets 
of  the  world — memorializing  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  approve  leg- 
islation authorizing  the  domestic  pro- 
ducers of  gold  to  sell  the  product  of  their 
labors  in  the  markets  of  the  world." 

I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record 
and  thereafter  be  properly  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency,  and.  un- 
der the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

House  Joint  Memorial  3 

Memorializing  the   Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  approve  legislation  granting  do- 
mestic producers  of  gold  to  seU  their  prod- 
uct In  the  markets  of  the  world — Memorial- 
izing the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
approve  legislation  authorizing  the  domes- 
tic producers  of  gold  to  sell  the  product 
of  their  labors  in  the  markets  of  the  world 
Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives   of    the    39th    General    Assembly    of 
the  State  of  Colorado   (the  Senate  concur- 
ring herein) ,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  is  hereby  memorialized  to  ap- 
prove legislation  authorizing  the  sale  of  gold 
from  domestic  mines  by  the  producers  there- 
of on  the  open  markets  of  the  world  at  prices 
which  prevail  on  those  markets,  without  fur- 
ther restriction;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  l>e  and  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  In- 
vestigate the  reasons  for  present  restrictions 
upon  the  buying  and  selling  of  gold  within 
and  without  the  United  States  by  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  which  privilege  Is  de- 
nied citizens  of  this  country  although  ex- 
tended to  citizens  of  other  countries,  with 
no  apparent  harmful  effects  upon  the  eco- 
nomics of  the  respective  countries  in  which 
gold  Is  allowed  to  be  bought  and  sold  with- 
out government  restriction;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  Investigate  and  determine  the  reasons 
why  the  International  Monetary  Fund  has 
consistently  sidetracked  the  Issue  Involved 
In  raising  the  price  of  gold  on  an  Interna- 
tional basis  to  a  realistic  figure  commensurate 
with  the  costs  of  production  within  gold- 
producing  countries;  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  take 
action  now  pending:  "Recolnage  of  the  $10 
gold  pieces";  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  8i>eaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
Congressmen  representing  those  States  In 
which  gold  Is  produced  either  as  a  primary 
product  or  as  a  byproduct  from  the  produc- 
tion of  other  metals,  and  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  with  the  additional  plea 
directed  to  the  Chief  Executive  that  Imme- 
diate steps  be  taken  to  bring  about  the  ob- 
jectives set  forth  In  this  Joint  memorUl. 


I-     ^Ja  ■ 
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DEPINrnON  OP  CEaRTAIN  GASOLINE 
AND  OTHER  PETROLEUM  PROD- 
UCTS—LETTER PROM  GENERAL 
COUNSEL,  TREASURY  DEPART- 
MENT 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  and  appropriately 
referred  a  letter  from  Elbert  P.  Tuttle. 
the  new  General  Counsel  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  to  Colin  Stam.  chief 
of  the  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Internal  Revenue  and  Taxation,  with 
respect  to  changes  in  the  definition  of 
gasoline  and  other  petroleum  products 
now  taxable  under  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code. 

It  will  be  noted  that  Mr.  Tuttle's  let- 
ter makes  reference  to  and  indorses  in 
principle  a  bill  I  have  introduced,  S. 
218,  designed  to  repeal  the  tax  on  cer- 
tain types  of  tractor  fuel  which  are  now 
taxable.  Although  the  tax  on  these  fuels 
is  collected,  it  brings  no  revenue  into 
the  Treasury  since  it  must  all  be  re- 
funded on  the  basis  that  it  is  not  used 
in  a  highway-using  vehicle.  My  bill  is 
designed  to  cut  out  this  needless  red 
tape  of  collecting  a  tax  which  is  all  to 
be  refunded,  and,  if  ena .ced,  my  bill 
should  save  the  Government  a  great  deal 
of  administrative  expense. 

It  will  be  noted  that  Mr.  Tuttle  has 
asked  for  legislation  to  be  drafted  in 
general  terms  correcting  this  situation 
and  also  several  similar  situations.  I 
have  notified  him  that  I  intend  to  co- 
operate with  the  Treasury  Department 
fully  in  this  matter,  and  I  have  asked 
that  all  possible  speed  be  made  in  draft- 
ing such  legislation  so  that  it  can  be 
acted  uix)n  very  promptly. 

I  also  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord my  bill."S.  218,  following  Mr.  Tuttle's 
letter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, and.  together  with  the  bill,  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 
Mr.  Colin  F.  Stam. 

Chief  oj  Staff,  Joint  Committee  on 
Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  Room 
1011.  New  House  Office  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

FtBKDART  17,  1953. 
Dkab  Mr.  Stam  :  Further  reference  is  made 
to  your  letter  of  October  7,  1952,  requesting 
the  Department's  views  on  a  proposal  which 
you  have  received  to  amend  regulations  44, 
relating  to  the  tax  on  gasoline,  to  redefine 
the  term  gasoline  so  as  to  e.xempt  commer- 
cial solvents  and  naphthas  from  the  tax  on 
gasoline. 

Under  existing  law  the  manufacturers'  ex- 
cise tax  on  gasoline  applies  to  all  products 
commonly  or  commercially  known  or  sold 
as  gasoline.  Including  caslnghead  and  natu- 
ral gasoline,  and  Including  any  petroleum 
product  satisfying  the  volatility  require- 
ments of  United  States  motor  gasoline, 
whether  it  Is  ultimately  used  as  a  fuel  for 
the  propulsion  of  motor  vehicles,  motor- 
boats,  or  airplanes,  or  whether  It  la  used  for 
any  other  purpose.  However,  commercial 
solvents  and  naphthas  (as  well  as  certain 
other  similar  products)  are  hot  taxable  as 
gasoline  when  they  are  sold  under  an  ex- 
emption certificate,  obtained  prior  to  or  at 
the  time  of  sale  by  the  Importer  or  pro- 
ducer, certifying  that  such  products  are  pur- 
chased for  use  (1)  otherwise  than  as  a  fuel 
for  the  propulsion  of  motor  vehicles,  motor- 
boats  or  airplanes,  and  (2)  otherwise  than  In 


the  manufacture  or  production  of  such  a 
fuel.  Moreover,  if  ccanmerclal  solvents  or 
naphthas  are  sold  tax-paid  by  the  producer 
or  importer  to  dealers,  and  such  products 
are  ultimately  resold  for  non- motor-fuel 
uses,  the  producer  or  Importer  may  secure  a 
refund  or  credit  where  the  ultimate  user  fur- 
nishes the  required  exemption  certificate. 

Tour  correspondent  recommends  that  the 
regulations  be  amended  by  redefining  gaso- 
line so  as  to  exclude  commercial  solvents 
and  naphthas,  thus  eliminating  the  tax  on 
these  products  regardless  of  their  end  use, 
and  thereby  eliminating  the  need  for  ex- 
emption certificates  where  these  products  are 
sold  for  non-motor-fuel  uses.  In  support  of 
this  recommendation  your  correspondent 
argues  that  practically  none  of  the  commer- 
cial solvents  and  industrial  naphthas  are 
usable  either  alone  or  blended  as  fuel  in  en- 
gines. For  the  reasoiis  indicated  t)elow  the 
Department  would  not  object  to  an  amend- 
ment of  the  law  which  exempted  commercial 
solvents  and  naphthas  from  the  tax  on  gas- 
oline, but  does  not  feel  that  It  could  pro- 
vide an  exemption  for  these  products  under 
existing  law  by  amendment  of  the  regula- 
tions. 

It  Is  appropriate  to  note.  In  the  considera- 
tion of  this  proposal,  that  it  has  the  same 
basic  purpose  as  one  made  by  Senator  Hvch 
BcTLEE  o?  Nebraslca  in  a  bill  which  he  Intro- 
duced in  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses,  and 
which  he  has  again  introduced  in  the  pres- 
ent session  of  Congress,  to  e.xempt  farm  trac- 
tor fuel  Jrom  the  tax  on  gasoline.  Senator 
BUTLEE  s  bill  would  accumpUah  this  purpose 
by  amending  section  3412  (c)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  exclude  from 
the  defliiitlon  of  the  term  gasoline  any 
prodxict  10  per  centum  of  which  is  recovered 
at  not  less  than  250  degrees  Fahrenheit  and 
not  more  than  90  per  centum  of  which  is 
recovered  at  446  degrees  Fahrenheit.  When 
It  last  reported  to  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  Senator  Butllr's  proposal  (report 
dated  July  7.  1952.  on  S.  2758.  82d  Congress. 
2d  S?SEion).  the  Department  indicated  that 
it  would  have  no  objection  to  a  bill  which  ex- 
empted f-irra  tractor  fuel  from  the  tax  on 
gasoline,  provided  this  was  done  by  simply 
naming  farm  tractor  fuel  as  a  kind  of  fuel 
exempt  from  the  tax  rather  than  by  provid- 
ing for  an  e.xemption  through  speciflcaliy 
prescribed  distillation  tests.  In  taking  this 
position  the  Department  recognized  that 
there  is  a  relatively  limited  possibility  that 
farm  trat  tor  fuel  would  be  used  as  a  fuel 
for  the  jjropulsion  of  motor  vehicles,  and 
that  elimination  of  the  need  for  exemption 
certificates  in  the  case  of  farm  tractor  fuel 
would  have  certain  advantages  both  for  the 
taxpayer  and  for  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue. 

It  would  appear  that  the  arguments  In 
favor  of  exempting  farm  tractor  fuel  from 
the  tax  on  gasoline  are  equally  applicable 
in  the  case  of  commercial  solvents  and 
naphthas,  and,  accordingly,  the  Department 
would  not  object  to  an  amendment  of  sec- 
tion 3412  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
which  exempted  these  products  by  name 
from  the  tax  on  gasoline.  As  in  the  case 
of  farm  tractor  fuel,  the  Department  feels 
that  an  exemption  should  not  be  provided 
through  specifically  prescribed  distillation 
tests.  If  commercial  solvents  and  naphthas 
were  named  as  products  exempt  from  the  tax, 
the  Department  would  by  regulations  pre- 
scribe the  distillation  tests  which  it  would 
be  necessary  for  such  products  to  meet  in 
order  to  be  within  the  exemption.  Such  an 
approach  would  provide  a  desirable  degree 
of  administrative  flexibility  so  that,  as  new 
fuels  are  developed  or  new  uses  found  for 
old  fuels,  the  distillation  tests  could  be 
changed  to  meet  the  new  conditions.  More- 
over, this  approach  would  be  consistent  with 
the  approach  previously  used  In  providing 
specific  exemptions  for  kerosene,  gas  oil  and 
fuel  oil. 

While  the  Department  would  not  object 
to    a   statutory    exemption   for    commercial 


solvents  and  naphthas,  It  does  not  feel  that 
It  can  provide  an  exemption  for  these  prod- 
ucts under  existing  law  by  amendment  of 
the  regulations.  After  the  enactment  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1933,  which  originally 
Imposed  the  tax  on  gasoline,  numerous  con- 
ferences were  held  with  representatives  of 
the  Bureau  of  Standards  and  members  of 
the  petroleum  industry  In  order  to  deter- 
nUne  the  dividing  line  between  those  prod- 
ucts commonly  or  commercially  known  as 
gasoline  which  are  taxable  regardless  of  their 
classifications  or  uses  and  those  products 
which  are  only  taxable  when  sold  as  a  fuel 
for  the  propulsion  of  motor  vehicles,  motor- 
boats,  or  airplanes.  As  a  result  of  these  con- 
ferences the  concliislon  was  reached  that 
In  determining  the  taxabUlty  of  the  various 
producu  the  Department  would  be  required 
to  rely  on  their  distillation  temperatures. 

In  determining  the  taxability  of  the 
liquids  other  than  gasoline  which  are  spe- 
cifically named  in  the  law,  like  naphtha, 
and  of  all  other  liquids  which  are  taxable 
becaxise  they  are  prepared,  advertised,  of- 
fered for  sale,  or  sold  for  use  as,  or  used 
as,  motor  fuel,  the  Department  has  relied 
on  the  Standard  Method  of  TesU  for  Distil- 
lation of  Gasoline,  Naphtha,  Kerosene,  and 
Similar  Petrolevim  Products  (A.  S.  T.  M. 
desl[;nalion;  D8G)  of  the  American  Society 
for  Testing  Materials.  It  has  been  found 
since  June  21.  1932.  the  effective  date  of 
the  statute  Imposing  tlie  tax  on  gasoline, 
that  most  commercial  solvents  and  naphthas 
meet  these  specifications.  Thus,  In  order  to 
maintain  a  consistent  policy  the  Department 
has  held  that  sales  of  commercial  solvents 
ai.d  naphthas,  10  percent  of  which  has  been 
recovered  when  the  thermometer  reads  347 
degrees  Fahrenheit,  or  95  percent,  of  which 
has  been  recovered  when  the  thermometer 
reads  464  degrees  Fahrenheit,  are  subject  to 
tax  unless  sold  under  exemption  certificates 
for  u.se  otherwise  than  as  a  fuel  for  the  pro- 
pulsion of  motor  vehicles,  motorboats,  or 
airplanes. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  naphtha  Is  spe- 
cifically named  in  the  law  as  a  liquid  subject 
to  the  gasoline  tax  except  when  used  for 
nonmotor  fuel  purposes,  the  Department 
feels  that  it  does  not  have  the  authority  to 
exempt  naphtha  from  the  tax  on  gasoline 
withnut  regard  to  its  end  use  by  amendment 
of  the  regulations.  In  this  connection  It 
should  be  noted  that  specific  exemptions 
have  been  provided  by  the  code  for  certain 
liquids  without  regard  to  their  end  use, 
namely,  kerosene,  gas  oil,  and  fuel  oil. 
Moreover,  in  view  of  the  specific  provisions 
of  the  code,  the  Department  is  of  the  opinion 
that  it  could  not  by  regulations  exempt 
commercial  solvents  from  the  tax  without 
affording  a  similar  exemption  to  other  prod- 
ucts having  the  same  cr  comparable  dis- 
tillation temperatures  and  sold  for  nonmotor 
fuel  uses.  Under  the  circumstances  It 
would  seem  that  an  exemption  from  the 
gasoline  tax  for  commercial  solvents  and 
naphthas,  or  for  any  other  liquids  which 
study  may  Indicate  could  properly  be  ex- 
empted from  the  tax  without  regard  to  end 
use.  should  be  accomplished  by  an  amend- 
ment of  the  law. 

I  have  asked  the  Bureau  to  undertake  a 
complete  study  of  the  base  of  the  gasoline 
tax  and  to  prepare  a  draft  of  legislation 
which  wculd  exclude  from  the  tax  base  com- 
mercial solvents,  naphthas,  farm  tractor 
fuel,  and  any  other  producU  which  the 
study  Indicates  are  not  used  as  fuel  for  the 
prolusion  of  motor  vehicles,  motorboats,  or 
airplanes. 

Very  truly  yours. 

ELBZnr    P.    TtTTTLE, 

General  Counsel. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  3412  (c) 
(2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as 
amended  (relating  to  tax  on  gasoline).  Is 
amended  by  inserting  before  the  period  at 
the  end  thereof  a  comma  and  the  follow- 
ing:   "or  any   product   10  percent   of   which 


Is  recovered  at  not  lew  than  350  degrees 
Fahrenheit  and  not  more  than  BO  percent 
of  which  la  recovered  at  44fl  degrees  Pabren- 
belt."  

LONGSHOREMEN  STRIKES  —  RESO- 
LUTION OP  SENATE  OP  HAW  AH 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  S(!nate  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  relating  to  my  bill  which  is 
designed  to  protect  the  people  of  the 
Territories  against  the  crippling  effects 
of  the  periodic  stiikes  among  the  long- 
shoremen and  in  the  shipping  industry, 
such  as  they  ha^e  experienced  in  the 
past. 

I  am  afraid  most  people  In  the  48 
States  do  not  realize  how  terribly  de- 
structive such  strikes  have  been  to  the 
economic  life  and  prosperity  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Hawaii  and  Alaska.  I  am  not  so 
much  interested  In  the  kind  statements 
about  myself  contained  in  this  resolu- 
tion, although  they  are  very  flattering, 
of  course.  I  would  like  to  have  this  reso- 
lution incorporated  in  the  Record  to 
demonstrate  to  the  Senate  how  urgent 
this  problem  is  and  how  strongly  the 
people  of  Hawaii  fcsel  about  it.  I  recom- 
mend this  resolution  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  and  House  committees  which 
are  now  studying  proposed  changes  to 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  in  recent  years  labor  disputes 
along  the  waterfront  have  frequently  In- 
terrupted ocean  transportation  service  be- 
tween the  mainland  of  th»  United  States 
and  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  and 

Whereas  the  effect  of  these  waterfront  dis- 
putes have  been  tc  paralyze  and  severely 
damage  the  economj  of  the  Territory;  and 

Whereas  the  Honorable  HtrcH  Buruot, 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Nebraska,  has  on  Jaaury  7,  1953,  introduced 
a  bill,  S.  225,  In  the  United  States  Senate 
designed  to  prevent  Interruptions  to  ocean 
transportation  service  between  the  United 
States  and  Its  Territories  and  possessions  as 
a  result  of  labor  disputes;  and 

Whereas  Senator  Kctlu  has,  by  the  intro- 
duction of  S.  225,  fiuther  indicated  his 
genuine  Interest  In  the  welfare  and  economic 
well-being  of  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  27th  Legis- 
lature of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  That  we  do 
by  this  means  express  our  appreciation  to 
Senator  Butler  for  his  Intense  Interest  in 
the  welfare  and  economic  well-being  of  the 
people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  com- 
mend him  for  his  elfort  to  free  Hawaii  from 
shipping  tieups  by  the  introduction  of 
8.  225;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  a  duly  certified  copy  of  tills 
resolution  be  transmitted  to  Senator  Bittler. 


RESOLUTIONS  CP  KANSAS  SOCIETY, 
DAUGHTERS  OP  AMERICAN  REV- 
OLUTION, SAIINA.  KANS.  i 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  pre- 
liminary to  the  gathering  again  this  year 
in  Washington  of  the  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution,  the  Kansas  So- 
ciety Daughters  oi  the  American  Revolu- 
tion assembled  In  their  55th  annual  con- 
ference, in  Salina.  Kans.,  has  adopted  a 
number  of  resolu;ions,  pro-American  in 
character  and  indicative  of  the  love  and 
loyalty  the  memoers  of  this  organiza- 


tion show  toward  the  principles  upon 
which  this  coimtry  was  founded. 

I  ask  the  unanimous  consent  for  the 
insertion  of  these  resolutions  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

RKSOLTTTIOIfa  or  THE  KANSAS  SOCirTT,  DaTTGH- 
TEES  or  THE  AMIRICAIt  REVOLUTION,  65tH 
ANNXTAL  COKTEREIfCK,  SaLIMA,  KaMS.,  PEBEU- 

AST  18  Through  21,  1953 

X 

Resolved,  That  the  55tb  State  Ck>nference, 
Kansas  Society,  Daughters  of  the  American 
Revolution,  at  this  session  ratify  the  resolu- 
tions stUl  applicable  adopted  by  the  61st 
Continental  Congress,  National  Society, 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  at 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  14  to  18,  1952;  and 

Resolved,  That  we  quote  for  reemphasls  a 
number  of  the  resolutions  of  our  national  so- 
ciety by  Incorporating  them,  wbolly  cr  in 
part,  into  our  resolutions  here. 

n.    OBSEBVAMCE  OF  PATRIOTIC  ANITIVERSARIES 

American  Independence  Day 

Whereas  the  character  of  a  nation  is  Judged 
and  Its  people  Inspired  by  Its  national  cele- 
brations;   and 

Whereas  many  citizens  In  the  United  States 
seem  to  forget  or  disregard  the  original  pa- 
triotic and  spiritual  intent  of  our  national 
holidays;  and 

Whereas  we  sorely  need  greater  devotion 
to  the  principles  of  our  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence: Be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  heartily 
commend  those  communities,  counties,  and 
cities  in  Kansas  that  on  the  Fourth  of  July, 
1952,  made  of  it  a  day  of  fine  patriotic  cele- 
brations and  programs;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  we  urge  all  members  and 
chapters  to  lend  every  Influence  and  assist- 
ance toward  making  the  day  one  of  real  pa- 
triotism on  which  the  deeds  and  the  prin- 
ciples for  which  our  forefathers  cave  their 
talehts,  fortunes,  and  lives,  be  recounted  In 
song  and  story;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  we  make  It  a  duty  to  see 
that  the  Stars  and  Strlpts  are  displayed  In 
all  proper  public  places,  and  at  our  own 
homes. 

Constitution  Day,  September  17 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
by  resolution  which  In  tiirn  was  signed  by 
the  President  on  February  29,  1952,  created 
Citizenship  Day,  designed  to  replace  Consti- 
tution Day:  Be  It 

Resolved.  That  Kansas  Society,  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution,  tu-ge  its  mem- 
bers and  chapters  to  continue  to  observe 
and  preserve  the  original  significance  and 
name  of  Constitution  Day;   and  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  encouraged  to  rescind  the  action 
establishing  Citizenship  Day  to  replace  Con- 
stitution Day. 

m.  THE  riAO 
Display  of  the  flag 

Whereas  the  flag  of  the  United  States  of 
America  is  the  revered  symbol  of  national 
sovereignty  and  represents  the  unity  of  our 
Nation;  and 

Whereas  misguided  efforts  have  been  made 
on  United  States  soil  to  fly  other  flags  in  the 
position  of  honor  upon  certain  occasions; 
and 

Whereas  our  national  society.  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution,  through  insist- 
ant  effort  has  called  such  circumstances  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress;  and 

Whereas  by  such  effort  the  United  States 
Army  chiefs  responded  in  April  1952  by  clari- 
fying in  the  minds  (tf  citlBcns  the  proper 
honor  to  be  accorded  the  Stars  and  Stripes 
of  our  Nation;  therefor^  be  It  known  to  all 
citizens  and  to  the  members  of  Datighters  of 
the  American  Bevolution  that  no  other  flag. 


national  nor  international,  shall  be  dis- 
played over,  or  in  place  of,  the  flag  of  the 
United  States  of  America  on  United  States 
soli,  nor  on  United  States  ships  at  sea:  Be  It 
Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  lu-ge 
through  its  Senators  the  immediate  action 
by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Hotise 
upon  S.  2039.  passed  by  the  Senate  April  22, 
1952,  which  prohibits  the  display  of  any  aag 
in  the  United  States  of  America  in  a  position 
of  equal  or  superior  prominence  to  the  Stars 
and  Stripes. 

Scouts  pledge  to  the  flag 

Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  some 
overenthusiastlc  or  misinformed  leaders 
of  some  of  our  Qlrl  and  Boy  Scout  troops  In 
some  States  have  made  the  error  of  having 
the  troop  under  their  guidance  give  a  pledge 
of  allegiance  or  a  flag  salute  to  the  United 
Nations  flag;  and 

Whereas  we  are  all  very  proud  of  the  fine 
patriotism  and  splendid  training  of  our  3 
million  Scouts  In  America:  Be  It 

Resolved,  That  we,  as  members  of  Kansas 
Society,  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion, and  as  guardians  of  American  girls  and 
boys,  the  flower  and  the  hope  of  our  Nation, 
be  very  alert  to  any  influence  of  any  indi- 
vidual who  would  regiment  these  groups 
toward  any  loyalties  inimical  to  our  Nation's 
welfare. 

The  flag  at  polling  places 

Whereas  Federal  law  829,  the  flag  code, 
requires  that  the  flag  be  displayed  at  all 
polling  places  on  election  days:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  urge  mem- 
bers to  protest  any  neglect  of  such  observ- 
ance in  otir  State  and  our  own  voting  places. 

IV.  government  bt  treaties 

Whereas  the  battle  for  the  freedom  and 
indei>endence  of  the  United  States  has 
moved  from  battlefields  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment through  negotiations  of  international 
conventions  and  treaties,  which  become  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land  as  soon  as  ratified 
by  the  Senate;  and 

Whereas  treaties  already  ratified  and  oth- 
ers now  In  the  process  of  negotiation  and 
ratification  will  destroy  our  time  honored 
constitutional  protections  for  life,  liberty, 
and  property;  wipe  out  the  finely  balanced 
constitutional  Jurisdiction  of  our  individual 
States;  and  subject  every  citizen  of  the 
United  States  to  the  enforcement  of  laws 
enacted  by  internationalists  and  an  assort- 
ment of  world  parliaments;   and 

Whereas  all  these  provisions  and  conven- 
tions presented  under  the  plan  of  the  vari- 
ous and  numerous  divisions  of  the  United 
Nations  are  deftly  set  forth  in  the  folder 
literature  of  the  named  division — as  for 
example,  to  name  but  several — the  subtle 
International  Labor  Organization  (the  ILO 
and  ITO) ,  the  oft -exposed  Genocide  Con- 
vention, and  UNESCO's  educational  program 
for  world  citizenship;  and 

Whereas  In  the  Steel  case,  three  Justices 
of  the  Supreme  Court  expressed  the  opinion 
that  some  of  the  recently  ratified  treaties  had 
given  the  President  of  the  United  States 
authority  to  seize  the  property  of  the  steel 
companies,  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  notwitlistandlng;   and 

Whereas  State  courts  have  held  that  these 
same  treaties  have  suspended  the  marriage 
laws  and  land  laws  of  several  States  in  otir 
Union:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  In  this  55th 
State  conference,  give  unqualified  support  to 
the  passage  of  Senate  bUl  1.  called  the  Brlcker 
amendment,  which  would  place  all  treaties 
as  subservient  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  would  limit  the  time,  dur- 
ing which  treaties  might  be  operative,  to 
the  administration  under  which  they  were 
n^otlated:  Be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  commend 
the  position  of  President  Elsenhower  that 
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pMt  secret  treaties  negotiated  by  any  Gov- 
ernment ofBciaLs  be  repudiated. 

V.    UWH'gU  NATIONS 

Whereas,  since  the  adoption  of  the  United 
Nations  Charter  to  promote  and  maintain 
peace,  the  world  has  continued  In  a  state  of 
tvirmoll  and  hostility,  with  member  nations 
arraigned  on  opposite  sides  In  this  titanic 
struggle  of  communism  versus  freedom:  and 

Whereas  frequently  the  General  Assembly 
cf  the  United  Nations  Is  used  as  a  sounding 
board  for  free  dissemination  of  Communist 
propaganda;   and 

Whereas  the  United  States  Secretariat  pro- 
vides asylum  for  spies  and  disloyal  citizens: 
Be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  deplores 
this  abuse  of  the  privileges  of  the  United 
Nations  and,  while  the  wisdom  of  remaining 
a  member  of  this  organization  has  been 
questioned,  commends  the  McCarran  com- 
mittee In  Its  attempts  to  eliminate  subver- 
sive employees  from  the  United  Nations  Sec- 
retariat. 

VT.    UM-AICZXICAN  ACTTVrmS 

Whereas  thinking  Americans  know  there 
Is  a  need  for  constant  vigilance  against  all 
subversive  forces  in  our  midst:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Kansas  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution.  In  confer- 
ence assembled,  expresses  thanks  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  for  its  support  of 
a  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  and 
urges  its  continued  support  of  this  com- 
mittee. 

Vn.    nCDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVISTICATION 

Resolved,  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  in  confer- 
ence assembled,  reaffirms  its  unqualified  faith 
In  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and 
the  present  Director,  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

Vm.    IMMIGRATION 

Whereas  there  has  developed  a  campaign 
to  destroy  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  which 
became  a  law  of  the  United  States  on  Decem- 
ber 24,  1952;    and 

Whereas  this  bill  was  the  result  of  a  4-year 
careful  study  and  analysis  of  our  immigra- 
tion practices,  which  had  not  had  revision 
In  over  a  century;  and 

Whereas  the  act  was  passed  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  again  overwhelmingly  carried 
over  President  Truman's  veto:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Kansas  Daughters  of 
the  American  Revolution  urges  Congress  to 
retain  the  McCarran -Walter  act  to  ward 
off  attempts  to  weaken  or  modify  this  act; 
and  to  continue  to  screen  aliens  carefully 
and  keep  the  present  Immigration  quotas. 

nc.    ova  AMERICAN   YOtJTH 

Education  for  Americanism 
Resolved,  That  United  States  history  which 
Is  offered  in  the  curriculum  of  our  Kansas 
schools  be  emphasized  as  the  core  of  the 
social  studies,  and  that  it  be  actually  taught 
rather  than  neglected  and  sometimes  left 
out  by  a  busy  teacher  In  favor  of  some  more 
Intriguing  portion  of  the  unit;  and  further 
Resolved,  That  the  subject  of  history  of  the 
United  States  be  presented  from  textbooks 
and  by  teachers  in  such  manner  as  to  inspire 
students  with  respect,  appreciation,  and  a 
desire  to  emulate  the  Founding  Fathers  and 
all  of  those  patriots  who  have  preserved,  pro- 
tected, and  maintained  our  American  way 
of  life. 

X.    UNESCO  BOOKLETS 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society  of 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution  com- 
mends the  Los  Angeles  School  Board  for 
banning  the  booklets  of  UNESCO  from  its 
schools  and  urges  all  of  its  members  to  work 
to  ban  UNESCO  teaching  from  all  our  schools. 

Xt.    CHILDREN  OF  THE  AMERICAN  REVOLUTION 

Whereas  the  conflict  between  the  princi- 
ples of  our  Republic  and  the  doctrines  of  to- 


talitarianism Is  growing  in  strength  and  te- 
nacity, thereby  with  ever  Increasing  insist- 
ence, threatening  the  future  of  the  youth  of 
today;  and 

Whereas  the  Society  of  the  Children  of 
the  American  Revolution  Is  devoted  to  the 
instruction  of  its  members  in  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  our  Government,  re- 
spect for  constitutional  authority,  obedience 
to  law,  and  devotion  to  the  United  States  of 
America  and  its  flag:  Be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  members  of  the  Kansas 
Society  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion continue  their  interest  in  the  Society 
of  the  Children  of  the  American  Revolution 
who  are  naturally  entitled  to  be  cherished  as 
the  special  charges  and  dearest  wards  of  the 
parent  society;    and   further 

Resolved.  That  we  express  our  great  pride  in 
the  growth  and  the  activities  ol  our  Kansas 
Children  of  the  American  Revolution. 

Xn.    NARCOTICS 

Whereas  chiefs  oi^pollce  throughout  Amer- 
ica have  reported,  within  recent  weeks  an 
alarming  trend  in  the  increase  of  drug  ad- 
diction and  the  growing  narcotic  traffic 
among  minors,  a  most  serious  menace  to  the 
youth  of  our  country  In  all  localities  and  on 
all  economic  levels;  and 

Whereas  adequate  Laws  to  punish  have  not 
been  enacted  that  are  commensurate  with 
the  degree  of  the  crime  committed  by  the 
narcotic  peddler;  and 

Whereas  the  State  of  Georgia  now  gives  life 
Imprisonment  for  the  first  conviction  of  sell- 
ing narcotics  to  a  minor  and  shows  a  de- 
crease in  the  use  of  narcotics  in  the  State: 
Be  it 

Resolved,  that  the  Kansas  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  requests  the 
passage  of  laws,  similar  to  Georgia,  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kansas,  wherein 
life  imprisonment  is  the  penalty  for  the  first 
conviction  for  selling  narcotics  to  a  minor. 

XIII 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution  reaffirm  its 
opposition  to  Federal  aid  to  education:  to 
socialized  medicine:  and  to  compulsory 
health  Insurance;  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  reaffirm  its 
opposition  to  ihe  adoption  of  the  Covenant 
on  Human  Rights  and  to  the  Genocide  Con- 
vention. 

XIV.    RETURN   TO   PRIVATE   ENTERPRISE 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government  of  the 
United  States  now  owns  27  percent  of  the 
land  In  the  United  States,  besides  controlling 
vast  enterprises  for  military  production  and 
a  number  of  huge  authorities  over  water  and 
power,  all  operated  at  costs  far  ab.^ve  their 
returns;  and 

Whereas  such  deficit  operations  must  be 
met  with  taxpayers'  money:  Be  it 

Resolved.  That  Kansas  Society.  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution,  express  its  con- 
viction that  as  rapidly  as  possible  such  ac- 
quired lands  as  are  capable  of  agricultural 
or  other  private  enterprise  be  opened  for  re- 
sale or  allocated  to  returned  soldiers  for 
homemaking.  and  that  all  those  operations 
where  the  Government  is  a  competitor  of 
private  business  be  resold  to  persons,  or  com- 
panies, capable  of  operating  them  at  a  profit 
for  individuals  Interested.  Thus  the  taxes 
upon  such  Individual  operation  can  be  used 
for  the  support  of  legitimate  government, 
and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Kansas  Society,  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution,  heartily  en- 
dorse the  release  of  controls  and  that  we 
support  all  such  administrative  and  con- 
gressional measures  as  shall  set  the  Ameri- 
can citizen  free  to  think  and  act  independ- 
ently, and  to  live  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow, 
earning  an  honest  wage  for  an  honest  day's 
work  which  Is  the  avowed  principle  of  the 
new  administration. 


XV.    EISENHOWER   INAUGURAL    PRATER 

Resolved.  That  the  55th  State  Conference 
of  the  Kansas  Society.  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution,  commend  the  Kansas 
State  Legislature  for  its  timely  and  appro- 
priate action  in  having  printed  and  dis- 
tributed to  be  read  and  memorized  by  the 
pupils  in  the  public  schools  of  Kansas,  the 
devout  Inaugural  prayer  of  President  Elsen- 
hower. 

Committee  on  Resolutions:   Mrs.  Bruce 

Josserand,    Chairman;     Mrs.    Roy    V. 

Shrewder;     Mrs.    Wm.    L.    Ainsworth; 

Mr.  J.  W.  Gowans;   Mrs.  Prank  Davis; 

Mrs.  Jonathan  B.  Carter;  Miss  Maude 

B.   Skinner;    Mrs.  Hugh  H.   Monahan. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  JENNER.  from  the  Committee  on 

Rules  and  Administration: 

H.  Con  Res.  63  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional  copies 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Public  Law  414.  82d  Congress,  second  session; 
without  amendment: 

S  Res.  16.  Resolution  to  provide  for  loyalty 
checks  on  Senate  employees;  with  amend- 
ments (Rept    No    50 1 ;  and 

S.  Res.  49.  Resolution  to  Investigate  cer- 
tain matters  respecting  postal  rates  and 
charges  In  handling  certain  mall  matter; 
with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  51). 

By  Mr  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

S  Res.  81.  Resolution  relative  to  the  plight 
of  Palestinian  Arab  refugees;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  52);  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary;    without  amendment: 

S  56.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Anton 
Helfert    (Rept.    No.    53); 

S  59  A  blll'for  the  relief  of  Felix  Kort- 
schak    (Rept.    No.   54); 

S  65.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Plury 
Paluy    (Rept.   No.   55); 

S  100  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Detroit 
Automotive  Products  Co.  (Rept.  No   56): 

S  152  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Fred  P.  Hine« 
(Rept.  No    57); 

S  248  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bouessa 
Deeb   (Rept    No.  58k 

S  36^  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alambert  E. 
Robinson    (Rept.   No.   59); 

S.  484  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  Don.  Alex- 
ander;  (Rept    Nt    60) ; 

S  615  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Altoon  Saprl- 
chian   (Rept    No.  61 1 ;   and 

S,  837  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Etigene 
Rlvochc  and  Marie  Barsky  (Rept   No.  62). 

By  Mr  LANGEIt,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,   with  an  amendment: 

S  101  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Phed  Vos- 
nlacos  (Rept.  No.  63) ; 

S  102.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Cracchlolo  (Rept.  No    64); 

S  140.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
McBrlde   (Rept.  No.  65); 

S.  141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Ray 
Smith  (Rept.  No    66); 

S.  153.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wilhelm 
Engelbert   (Rept.  No.  67); 

S.  173.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Socorro  Ge- 
rona  de  Castro  (Rept.  No.  68): 

S.  255.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Odllla, 
also  known  as  Maria  Hutier  (Rept.  No.  69); 

S.  522.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  P. 
Ruckman  (Rept    No   70);  and 

S  682.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  Rod- 
ney GUtner  (formerly  JoJiWakamiya)  (Rept. 
No.  71 ). 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,   with   amendments: 

S.  147.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sizuko  Kato 
(Rept.  No.  72);  and 

S.  720.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Comdr.  John 
J.  O'Connell,  United  States  Naval  Reserve 
(Rept.  No.   73). 


REPORT  OF  SELECT  CX^MMI'i'i'EE  ON 

SMALL  BUSINESS   (S.  REPT.  49) 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  Small  Business,  I 
submit  the  armual  report  of  that  com- 
mittee covering  its  work  during  the  sec- 
ond session  of  the  82d  Congress.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  LMr.  Percusoh], 
who  was  not  a  member  of  the  Small 
Bu.«iness  Committee  in  the  82d  Congress, 
did  not  participate  In  the  preparation 
of  the  report.  The  report  has  the  iman- 
imous  approval  of  all  of  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  By  way  of  explana- 
tion. I  may  say  that,  not  having  partici- 
pated In  the  hearings  and  in  the  consid- 
eration of  the  subject.  I  did  -not  Join  In 
the  report.  That  does  not  indicate  that 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  report,  nor  does 
it  indicate  that  I  disagree  with  any  par- 
ticular part  of  it.  However.  I  felt  that 
before  one  should  become  a  party  to  a 
report,  he  should  have  first-hand  and 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  contents  of 
the  report. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  FkrgusohI  Is  entirely  correct. 
He  was  not  a  member  of  that  committee 
during  the  past  year.  Therefore.  It  Is 
entirely  appropriate  that  he  not  share 
any  of  the  responsibilities  of  the  annual 
report. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  received  and  printed. 


PRINTING  OP  REPORT  ENTITLED 
•PUBLIC  POLICY  AND  COMMU- 
NIST DOMINATION  OP  CERTAIN 
UNIONS" 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  report  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Labor  and  Labor- 
Management  Relations  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress on  public  policy  and  Commimist 
domination  of  certain  unions,  be  printed 
as  a  Senate  dociunent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  March  2,  1953,  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  27)  to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the 
National  Housing  Act,  as  amended. 


By  Iff.  BCHOEPPBL: 
B.  1147.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Karen  Ruth 
Bauman;   to  the  Ooxnmittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SCHOBPPKL  (by  request) : 
S.  1148.  A   bill   to   amend   the   Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
B.  1149.  A  bin  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Antoine 
Gazda;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
8. 1150.  A    bill    to    extend    the    franking 
prlvUege  to,  and  to  provide  office  facilities 
and  secretarial  assistance  for,  former  Presi- 
dents of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  OCmB: 
8.  1151.  A  bill  authorizing  the  transfer  to 
the  8tate  of  Tennessee  of  certain  lands  in 
the  Veterans'  Administration  center,  Moun- 
tain   Home,    Tenn.;    to   the    Committee   on 
Finance. 

By  Mr.  MTT.T.nmu  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado)  : 

8. 1152.  A  bill  to  extend  for  a  period  of 
S  years  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  make  loans  to  fur  farmers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

By   Mr.   IVBB    (for   himself   and   Mr. 
Flandxks)  : 

8. 1153.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  broader  dis- 
tribution of  health  services,  to  increase  the 
quantity  and  improve  the  quality  of  health 
services  and  faculties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welffue. 

8. 1154.  A  biU  to  provide  for  the  deduction 
of  subscription  charges  to  certain  prepay- 
ment health  service  plans  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Federal  Income  tax;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ivn  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bills,  which  appear  under 
separate  headings.) 

By  Mr.  KUCHEL: 

8. 1156.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Bentivegna;   and 

8. 1156.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jaganath 
P.  Chawla;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HENDRICK80N: 

8. 1157.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  so  as  to  permit  the  reimportation  free 
of  duty  of  certain  artic?es  exported  under 
lease  to  foreign  mantifacturers;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

8.  1158.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stayka 
Petrovlch  (Stajka  Petrovic);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

8.  J.  Res.  53.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  grant  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  have  attained  the  age  of 
18  the  right  to  vote;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLXmON 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  In- 
troduced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

8. 1146.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee   on   Labor    and   Public   Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hvmfhuct  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 


NATIONAL  HEALTH  ACT  OP  1953 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Plandihs]  I  introduce,  for  appro- 
priate reference,  a  proposed  National 
Health  Act  of  1953.  I  ask  vmanlmous 
consent  to  speak  for  not  to  exceed  3 
minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  ajjpropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
New  York  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1153)  to  facilitate  the 
broader  distribution  of  health  services, 
to  Increase  the  quantity  and  Improve  the 
quality  of  health  services  and  facilities, 
and  for  other  purposes.  Introduced  by 


Mr.  Ives  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Plahhers)  . 
was  received,  read  twice  by  Its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  the  blU. 
among  other  purposes,  will  facilitate  the 
broader  distribution  of  health  services 
and  Increase  the  quantity  and  Improve 
the  quality  of  such  services  and  facilities. 
Identical  legislation  is  being  Introduced 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Rep- 
resentative Hals  and  Representative 
Javits.  If  enacted,  this  bill  will  be  called 
the  National  Health  Act  of  1953  and  will 
provide  a  voluntary  program  of  health 
insurance  In  response  to  the  health  needs 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

This  Is  substantially  the  same  bill 
which  we  cosponsored  and  Introduced  in 
1949  in  the  first  session  of  the  81st  Con- 
gress. We  are  reintroducing  It  In  modi- 
fied form,  In  the  belief  tiiat  It  is_ de- 
signed to  provide  adequate  health  care 
In  a  manner  consistent  with  our  cotm- 
try's  traditions  of  freedom,  and  that  It 
should  be  considered  along  with  other 
proposals  having  a  similar  purpose, 
which  may  come  before  the  Senate.  By 
such  a  course  of  action,  the  health  needs 
of  the  Nation  can  be  met  realistically 
within  the  framework  of  our  free  Insti- 
tutions and  without  resort  to  Govern- 
ment Intervention  and  control. 

The  cornerstone  of  the  national 
health -insurance  prc^ram  advocated  in 
this  bill  Is  the  local,  voluntary,  prepay- 
ment health  service  plan.  Many  such 
plans  are  In  oiperation  today.  Unfortu- 
nately, their  cost  Is  beyond  the  means  of 
a  large  segment  of  the  population.  The 
increasing  popularity  of  these  plans, 
however,  demonstrates  that  the  volun- 
tary approach  to  the  exigencies  imposed 
by  ill  health  is  the  solution  desired  by  the 
majority  of  the  people — if  it  is  designed 
in  consideration  of  their  financial  re- 
sources. 

The  volimtary  health  and  medical 
service  program  embodied  In  this  bill 
basically  Is  financial  assistance  to  volun- 
tary, nonprofit,  prepayment,  health 
plans. 

Primary  responsibility  for  the  develop- 
ment of  adequate  health  services  is 
placed  in  the  States  and  local  communi- 
ties, with  the  fullest  encouragement  to 
local  Initiative.  The  people  are  thus  of- 
fered the  maximum  in  assistance  with 
the  minimum  of  governmental  inter- 
ference. 

Through  this  proposed  legislation,  the 
health  problems  of  the  Nation  are  met 
in  terms  of  present  available  services, 
while  the  necessary  incentives  are  pro- 
vided for  additional  medical  facilities. 

Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  rVES.    I  yield. 
Mr.  LANGER.    I  wondered  whether  it 
included  dom,estics  and  farmers. 

Mr.  rVES.  It  Includes  everyone.  It  Is 
entirely  voluntary.  There  is  nothing  at 
all  compulsory  about  It. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
the  text  of  a  r6sum6  of  the  National 
Health  Act  of  1953. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  rdsuin6 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoro, 
as  follows: 

Tttsmti  OF  National  Health  Act  or  1953 
The  proposed  National  Health  Act  of  1953 
would  amend  the  already  existing  Public 
Health  Serrlce  Act  by  (a)  adding  a  new  title 
vn  which  provides  an  Immediate  health  and 
medical  service  program;  (b)  adding  a  new 
title  VII"  which  provides  for  a  long-range 
sxirvey  of  national  health  needs;  (c)  expand- 
ing existing  provisions  for  hospital  construc- 
tion and  adding  new  provisions  for  aid  to 
i      I  medical  and  nursing  schools;  and  (d)  adding 

'       I  provisions  for  local  public-health  units. 

MXW  VOLUNTABT  HEALTH  AND  MEDICAL  SXKVICK 
PBOGXAIC 

The  i^urpose  of  this  program  is  to  provide 
immediate  assistance  so  as  (1)  to  enable  vol- 
untary prepayment  health  service  plans  to 
make  their  services  generally  available  In 
tiie  communities  which  they  serve  at  charges 
based  on  the  income  of  the  subscribers;  (2) 
to  encourage  the  establishment  of  local  ad- 
ministrative facilities  embracing  functional 
health  service  regions  and  districts  In  order 
to  facilitate  the  effectuation  of  present  and 
future  health  programs;  (3)  to  enable  non- 
profit hospitals  uid  medical  and  nursing 
schools  to  maintain  and  Improve  their  serv- 
ices and  facilities;  and  (4)  to  assist  volun- 
tary prepayment  health  service  plans  to  con- 
struct and  equip  personal  health  service 
centers. 

The  key  to  the  new  health  and  medical 
program  is  the  local  voluntapy  prepayment 
health  service  plan.  Many  such  plans  are 
In  operation  today.  Both  new  and  existing 
plans,  to  qualify  for  Federal-State  aid.  would 
be  required  to  base  their  rates  of  payment 
by  subscribers  uix)n  a  percentage  of  the  sub- 
scribers' adjusted  gross  Income  (up  to 
$5,000);  and  under  each  plan  a  majority  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  must  be  laymen. 

Primary  responslb'.ity  for  the  development 
of  adequate  health  services  would  be  placed 
In  the  States  and  local  communities.  In 
order  to  participate  In  the  program,  each 
State  would  set  up  a  State  health  council. 
This  council  would  divide  the  State  Into 
several  regions,  a  number  of  which  have  al- 
ready been  established  under  the  Federal 
Hospital  Construction  Act.  Each  region 
would  be  managed  by  a  health  region  au- 
thority, composed  of  laymen  appointed  by 
the  governor. 

Individuals  who  obtain  medical  care  for 
themselves  and  their  families  by  voluntarily 
subscribing  to  a  cooperating,  voluntary,  non- 
pront,  prepayment  health  plan.  Member- 
ship would  be  in  a  group  plan  or  on  an  in- 
dividual basis— with  the  Health  Region  Au- 
thority determining  the  number  of  non- 
group  applicants  the  plans  can  accept.  Fur- 
ther provision  would  be  made  regarding  the 
limit  on  the  number  of  out-of-State  bene- 
ficiaries a  plan  might  include. 

A  national  yardstick  in  the  form  of  a 
comprehensive  range  of  benefits  would  be 
established.  The  cost  for  this  particular 
coverage  would  be  estimated  by  the  health 
region  authorities  for  each  health  region. 
The  subscription  charge  for  this  range  of 
benefits  could  not  be  less  than  3  percent 
of  the  subscriber's  Income  under  $5,000. 
Plans  could  offer  more  or  less  comprehensive 
benefits  than  those  contained  In  the  na- 
tional yardstick  and  as  the  range  of  bene- 
fits offered  might  vary,  so  the  rates  would  be 
required  to  vary  from  the  3-percent  mini- 
mum for  national  yardstick  benefits.  The 
State  through  the  State  health  council 
would  determine  the  maximum  range  of 
services  all  the  plans  in  the  State  might 
offer.  The  minimum  charge  for  participa- 
tion In  a  plan  would  be  $6  a  year. 

FEDERAL-STATE    AID    TO    LOCAL    PLANS 

The  States  would  be  able  to  expend  funds. 
a  percentage  of  which  would  l>e  reimbursa- 
ble by  the  Federal  Government,  for  payments 
to  voluntary  plans  to  meet  any  deficit  be- 


tween the  aggregate  of  Income  from  sub- 
scription chaxgefl  and  the  "allowed  cost" 
calculated  by  each  health  region  authority, 
as  the  normal  cost  of  supplying  beneflu 
under  each  approved  contract. 

The  basic  formula  for  Federal  aid  under 
this  bill  would  follow  the  lines  of  the  Hos- 
pital Construction  Act.  Federal  aid  would 
be  granted  a  State  In  Inverse  proportion  to 
Its  per  capita  Income.  States  qualifying  for 
the  maximum  percentage  would  receive  Fed- 
eral aid  at  a  ratio  of  three  Federal  dollars 
for  every  State  dollar  devoted  to  the  pro- 
gram; those  with  the  highest  per  capita  in- 
come, subject  to  the  minimum  percentage, 
would  get  one  Federal  dollar  for  two  State 
dollars.  The  amount  of  Federal  aid  could 
not  exceed  $15  a  year  for  each  person  cov- 
ered under  health  plans  in  the  respective 
States. 

A  State  would  begin  to  receive  its  Federal 
contribution  as  soon  as  It  passed  the  appro- 
priate legislation  and  the  required  machinery 
was  in  operation. 

When  financial  help  might  be  needed  for 
the  inception  of  a  qualified  nonprofit  plan, 
the  Federal  Government  would  also  help. 
Provision  would  be  made  for  State  non- 
interest-bearlng  loans,  reimbursable  under 
the  "Federal  percentage."  to  match  funds 
provided  for  the  establishment  of  a  plan 
from  private  contributions  or  non-lnterest- 
bearlng  loans. 

LONG-RANGE  STTRVTT  OF  NATIONAL  HEALTH  NEEPS 

A  bipartisan  comml.sslon  to  be  known  as 
the  "Federal  Health  Study  and  Planning 
Commission"  would  be  created  under  this 
act.  This  commission,  to  be  appointed 
Jointly  by  the  Congress  and  the  President, 
would  direct,  supervise,  and  coordinate  con- 
tinuing health  studies  with  respect  to  the 
most  pressing  problems,  such  as  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country's  hospitals,  the 
recruitment  and  training  of  health  person- 
nel, the  provision  for  care  for  the  chronic 
diseases  (heart  disease,  cancer,  multiple 
sclerosis,  cerebral  palsy,  poliomyelitis,  and 
other  crippling  diseases  of  children,  etc.), 
and  provision  for  dental  care.  The  com- 
mission would  utilize  the  research  facilities 
of  existing  governmental  agencies  and  other 
organizations  as  far  as  practicable. 

The  commission  would  be  instructed  to 
formulate  and  submit  to  the  President  and 
to  the  Congress  within  a  period  of  4  years 
a  20-year  national-health  program.  Pro- 
vision would  be  made  for  interim  reports 
to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  pend- 
ing submission  of  its  findings  and  program. 
In  formulating  this  long-range  plan  the 
commission  would  be  required  to  take  into 
account  the  recommendations  1 1  the  co- 
operating local  and  national  organizations. 
Thereafter  the  commission  would  submit, 
every  2  years,  further  plans,  on  a  2o-year 
basis,  designed  constantly  to  Improve  the 
Nation's  health  services. 

HOSPITAL-CONSTHUCrnON    PROGRAM 

The  present  hospital-construction  pro- 
gram would  be  modified  to  permit  State 
grants  and  Federal  contributions  for  the 
construction  of  diagnostic  centers,  and  per- 
sonal health-service  centers,  serving  amlju- 
latory  patients,  as  well  as  hospitals  and 
public-health  centers.  The  appropriation 
under  this  program  would  be  Increased  from 
$150  million  to  $175  million  per  year. 

ASSISTANCE   TO    MEDICAL   AND    NURSING    SCHOOLS 

The  act  would  provide  assistaiice  in  main- 
taining and  increasing  the  number  of  in- 
dividuals trained  annually  in  the  fields  of 
medicine  and  nursing. 

Payments  to  medical  schools  of  $500  for 
each  enrolled  student,  plus  an  additional 
$1,000  for  each  enrolled  student  In  excess  of 
average  past  enrollment  would  be  authorized. 
Comparable  provisions  would  be  provided  for 
nursing  schools. 

The  Surgeon  General  would  be  authorized 
to  grant  up  to  50  percent  of  the  costs  of  con- 
struction and  equipment  of  new  medical  or 


nursing  schools  or  expansions  of   existing 
schools. 

LOCAL   FUBLIC    HEALTH    TTNITB 

The  act  would  make  provision  for  assist- 
ance to  States  for  the  development  and 
maintenance  of  local  public  health  units  or- 
ganized to  provide  basic  full-time  public 
health  services  In  all  areas  of  the  Nation 
and  for  the  training  of  all  types  of  person- 
nel for  public  health  unit  work. 

If  a  State  were  to  provide  a  plan  for  ex- 
tending the  coverage  and  services  of  local 
public  health  units.  It  would  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  percentage  of  the  expenditures  un- 
der the  plan,  the  percentage  varying  Inverse- 
ly with  the  State's  per  capita  Income,  but 
not  exceeding  C6-3  percent. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yieW 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yield,  provided  I  have 
time.  If  not,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  yield. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
York  whether  he  believes  his  proposal 
meets  in  basic  outline  or  basic  purposes 
the  recommendation  which  was  made  by 
the  committee  under  the  chairmanship 
of  Dr.  Paul  Magnuson.  recently? 

Mr.  IVES.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  may 
say  to  my  distinguished  friend  from  Min- 
nesota, I  have  not  gone  through  the 
whole  program,  although  I  have  very 
perfunctorily  examined  the  recommen- 
dations. It  occurs  to  me  that  in  large 
mea.suie  those  recommendations  are  met 
by  the  ideas  and  plans  embodied  in  the 
bill  which  I  have  just  introduced  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
i  Mr.  Flanders  I  and  myself.  So  far  as  I 
know  the  bill  conforms  to  the  general 
purpose  of  the  plan  and  proposal  sub- 
mitted by  the  Magnu.son  committee.  If 
such  is  the  case,  I  am  very  glad  to  note 
that  we  are  in  substantial  agreement. 
It  is  all  voluntary;  there  Is  nothing  com- 
pulsory about  it,  in  any  way.  shape,  or 
form.  That  is  the  way  it  should  be  in  a 
free  society. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  T  may  say  to  the 
Senator  it  is  my  understanding,  from 
having  read  the  report,  that  his  pro- 
posal follows  the  outline  of  the  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  Committee  on  Health 
Needs. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  their  proposals  are 
followed,  because  this  bill  was  introduced 
in  1949. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  recall  that.  I 
commend  the  Senator  again,  and  I  may 
say  I  hope  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  will  work  speedily  on.  his 
Pioposal.  because  it  .seems  to  me  to  make 
good  sense,  and  it  represents  a  sound 
middle  ground. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  Flanders  I  I  introduce  for  appro- 
priate reference  another  bill,  which  is  a 
companion  to  the  bill  just  introduced. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1154)  to  provide  for  the 
deduction  of  subscription  charges  to  cer- 
tain prepayment  health  service  plans  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Federal  income  tax. 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Ives  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Flanders)  .  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance. 


AMENDMENT  OP  NATIONAL  LABOR 
RELATIONS  ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce,  for  appropriate  reference,  a 
bill  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  as  amended.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  be  permitted  to  speak  for 
not  to  exceed  3  minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1146)  to  amend  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Humphkkt,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  introduced  a  bill  which  seeks  to 
incorporate  into  legislation  some  of  the 
legislative  recommendations  of  the  staff 
of  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Labor 
and  Labor -Management  Relations,  with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act.  The  subcommittee 
directed  the  staff  to  conduct  an  investi- 
gation of  the  reasons  for  excessive  delay 
in  processing  cases  before  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  under  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act.  The  factual  background 
for  my  recommendations  may  be  foimd 
in  a  subcommittee  staff  report  titled 
•The  Problem  of  Delay  in  Administering 
the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act." 
What  I  have  tried  to  do  in  this  bill 
Is  to  put  these  recommendations  in  leg- 
islative form.  I  should  add  that  I  do 
not  feel  ocunmitted  to  every  word  in  the 
bilL  I  offer  it  in  the  hope  that  there 
may  emerge  some  relief  from  the  in- 
tolerable situation  in  which  it  takes  more 
than  a  year  to  process  fully  an  unfair 
labor  practice  case.  If  we  add  to  this 
the  time  taken  by  enforcement  proceed- 
ings in  a  court  of  appeals,  this  means 
another  year. 
My  bill  seeks  to  do  the  following: 
First.  To  provide  a  pool  of  legal  assist- 
ants to  trial  examiners.  The  trial  ex- 
aminers conduct  the  hearings  and  write 
the  reports  in  unfair  labor  practice  cases, 
on  the  basis  of  which  the  Board  issues 
its  decisions.  At  the  time  when  our  in- 
vestigation was  made,  it  took  more  than 
2  months  from  the  close  of  the  hearing 
to  the  issuance  of  the  intermediate  re- 
port by  the  trial  examiner.  The  Con- 
gress ought  to  consider  whether  provid- 
ing legal  research  assistants  will  have 
the  effect  of  cutting  down  this  time 
appreciably. 

Second.  To  permit  the  Board  to  or- 
ganize its  legal  staff  in  its  own  way.  The 
effect  of  the  present  provision  is  to  es- 
tablish separate  legal  staffs  of  about  15 
lawyers  each  for  every  Board  member. 
One  investigation  indicated  that  the 
legal  staff  work  could  be  handled  more 
economically  and  more  eflBciently  if  Uie 
Board  were  permitted  to  decide,  in  the 
light  of  all  of  the  circumstances,  how  to 
organize  its  legal  staff. 

Third.  To  permit,  at  the  Board's  dis- 
cretion, prehearing  elections  in  represen- 
tation cases.  The  prehearing  election 
device  was  developed  in  the  latter  days 
of  the  Wagner  Act  period.  It  is  a  tech- 
nique whereby  the  Board  directs  an  elec- 
tion even  though  there  may  be  issues  in 
dispute  which  are  unresolved.     It  was 


found  that  many  of  the  unreserved  issues 
were  washed  out  by  the  results  of  the 
election.  The  Taft-Hartley  law  elimi- 
nated the  prehearing  election.  It  is  my 
conviction  that  the  time  consumed  in 
processing  representation  cases  can  be 
materially  reduced  if  the  prehearing 
election  is  reinstated. 

Foiu-th.  To  permit  the  Board  to  use 
various  methods  in  determining  the  ex- 
istence of  a  majority  in  a  representation 
case.  The  Board  is  now  restricted  to 
an  election,  even  though  In  Its  Judgment 
a  card  check  may  be  equally  reliable, 
more  economical,  and  less  time-con- 
suming. 

Fifth.  To  permit  a  regional  director  of 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  to 
exercise  final  authority  on  all  issues  in 
representation  cases,  subject  to  a  limited 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Board  itself. 
Most  of  the  representation  cases  are  of 
a  routine  character  and  involve  no  novel 
issues.  One  or  another  party  to  the  pro- 
ceeding will  insist  on  a  Board-directed 
election,  more  for  reasons  of  expediency 
than  for  reasons  concerned  with  the 
merits  of  the  Issues.  My  proposal  would 
permit  the  regional  director  to  make 
final  determinations  of  all  Issues  In  a 
representation  case,  subject  only  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Board  if  the  Board  feels 
that  a  useful  purpose  will  be  served  by 
entertaining  an  appeal.  Otherwise,  the 
Board  would  have  the  right  to  reject  an 
appeal  in  much  the  same  way  that  the 
Supreme  Court  refuses  to  grant  cer- 
tiorari. 

Sixth.  To  permit  the  Board  to  issue 
a  decision  in  an  unfair  labor  practice 
case  where  the  parties  waive  the  right 
to  a  hearing  and  agree  to  a  stipulation 
of  the  facts.  Here,  again,  is  an  economy 
measure  which  would  speed  up  Board 
decisions  and  would  eliminate  the  ex- 
pense to  the  parties  and  to  the  Govern- 
ment incidental  to  the  conduct  of  a 
hearing. 

Seventh.  To  establish  a  court  of  labor 
appeals  with  the  same  Jurisdiction  as  the 
circuit  courts  of  appeal  now  exercises  in 
review  and  enforcement  cases.  The 
Judges  of  the  court  would  be  designated 
by  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  from  the  current  roster 
of  judges  In  the  district  courts  and  the 
circuit  courts  of  api;>eal.  It  would  func- 
tion in  much  the  same  way  that  the 
Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  functions 
with  respect  to  orders  of  the  Office  of 
Price  Stabilization.  My  proposal  would 
provide  specialized  machinery,  without 
necessarily  having  specialized  judges. 
Petitions  for  enforcement  or  review  are 
now  heard  in  11  different  courts  of  ap- 
peal, each  with  different  rules  and  pro- 
cedures. The  proposed  court  of  labor 
appeals  couid  sit  at  a  place  most  con- 
venient to  the  parties.  The  experience 
of  the  Emergency  Court  of  Appeals  shows 
that  it  can  process  cases  more  speedily 
than  can  the  ordinary  Federal  courts. 

My  proposals  have  no  partisan  pur- 
pose. They  are  designed  to  achieve  two 
major  objectives: 

First.  To  provide  timely  adjudication 
of  cases  arising  imder  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act. 

Second.  To  economize  on  the  expendi- 
ture of  time  and  money  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  litigants  before  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board. 


Mr.  President,  it  Is  my  sincere  hope 
that  these  proposals  will  be  given  imme- 
diate consideration  by  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare.  They  are 
submitted  after  careful  study  and  re- 
search, and  I  believe  they  represent  the 
views  of  a  number  of  the  members  of  the 
committee. 


PRDTHNG  OP  ADDITIONAL  COiPIES 
OF  DOCUMENT  RELATING  TO 
POSITIONS  NOT  UNDER  CIVIL 
SERVICE.  83D  CONGRESS.  FIRST 
SESSION 

Mr.  CARLSON  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  87).  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Beaolved,  That  there  be  printed  additional 
copies  of  Senate  Document  No.  18  of  the 
83d  Congress,  first  session,  entitled  "Posi- 
tions Not  Under  the  Civil  SCTvlce."  as  pro- 
vided for  by  existing  law,  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate  document  room. 


REVIEW  OF  DISABILITY  STATUS  OP 
PERSONS  DISCHARGED  FROM 
ARMED  SERVICES — CHANGE  OF 
REFERENCE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  February  25,  1953,  the  bill  (S. 
1067)  to  amend  the  Servicemen's  Read- 
justment Act  of  1944t  as  amended,  to 
insure  proper  review  of  disability  status 
of  persons  discharged  from  the  armed 
services,  was  Introduced  in  the  Senate 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

A  reading  of  the  bill  convinces  me  that 
the  subject  matter  of  the  bill  is  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  rather  than  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

I  therefore  ask  that  the  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committee  be  discharged 
from  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
and  that  It  be  referred  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committee. 

I  may  say  Mr.  President,  that  I  have 
conferred  with  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  who  has  ex- 
amined the  bill,  and  we  are  agreed  that 
the  reference  now  suggested  by  me 
is  the  proper  disposition  of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
It  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIAI5,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Ur.   BRIDGES: 

Address  entitled  "Young  Americans,  the 
Putxire  Belong  to  You,"  delivered  by  Senator 
Harry  P.  Cain,  of  Washington,  before  the 
Republican  National  Convention  on  July 
10.  1053. 

By  Mr.  McCLELLAN: 

Article  entitled  "Some  at  America's  Chief 
State  School  Officers,"  written  by  Dr.  George 
a.  Beuter,  Jr..  of  Arkansas  A.  *  M.  OoUege. 
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By  Mx.  BBICKZR: 

Sdltorlal  enUttod  "Safeguard."  under  the 
general  Utle  "LegUlaUon  by  Treaty."  pub- 
lished In  the  Detroit  (Mich.)  Free  Press.  oX 

February  23.  1953.      

By  Mr.   SCHOKPPEL: 

Editorial    entlUed    "Job   for    an    Expert." 
relating  to  waste  In  the  defense  program, 
written  by  Fred  Brlnkerhoff.  editor,  published 
in  the  PltUburg    (Kans.)    Headlight. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

Article  entitled  "Oonfused  Trade  Policy." 
written  by  Marquis  Chllds,  and  published  in 
the  Washington  Post  of  February  28.  1963. 

Editorial  entitled  "To  a  Bewildered  Rus- 
sian," written  by  David  Lawrence,  and  pub- 
lished In  the  U.  S.  News  &  World  Report 
for  March  6.  1653. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

Editorial  entitled  "Offshore  Oil,"  published 
In  the  New  York  Times  of  March  2,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "A  Good  Stewardship." 
publlahed  in  the  Santa  Fe  New  Mexican  of 
January  19,  1953. 

Editorial     entitled     "Letting     the     Public 
Know,"  published  in  the  Paris  (Tenn.)  Post- 
Intelligencer  of  February  11,  1953. 
By  Mr.  W ATKINS; 

Article  entitled  "Crusaders  in  Washing- 
ton." written  by  "BoIomu  Alexander,  and  pub- 
lished In  the  Salt  Lalce  Tribune  of  February 
36.  195S. 


ORDER  DISPENSING  WITH  CALL  OP 
THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  morning 
hour,  the  reading  the  calendar  be  dis- 
pensed with.        • 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  is  agreed  to. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  RELATING  TO  CIVIL 
ACTIONS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES  IN  THE  DISTRICT  COURTS 
FOR  RECOVERY  OP  TAXES  ER- 
RONEOUSLY OR  ILLEGALLY  AS- 
SESSED OR  COLLECTED 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  Judicial  Machinery  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  desire 
to  give  notice  that  a  public  hearing  has 
been  scheduled  for  Friday,  March  6. 1953. 
at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424.  Senate  Office 
Building,  on  S.  252,  permitting  all  civil 
actions  against  the  United  States  for 
recovery  of  taxes  erroneously  assessed  or 
collected  to  be  brought  in  the  district 
courts  with  the  right  of  trial  by  jury. 
Persons  desiring  to  be  heard  should 
notify  the  committee  so  that  a  schedule 
can  be  prepared  for  those  who  wish  to 
appear  and  testify.  The  subcommittee 
consists  of  myself,  chairman,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  (Mr.  Watkins],  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION   OP    ANTHONY    JULIAN,    OF 
MASSACHUSETTS.  TO  BE  UNITED 
STATES  ATTORNEY  FOR  THE  DIS- 
TRICT OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing  has   been   scheduled   for   Tuesday, 
March  10.  1953,  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424, 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Anthony  Julian,  of  Massachu- 


setts, to  be  United  States  attamey  for 
the  district  of  Massachusetts,  Tlce 
CSeorge  P.  Oarrity,  term  expiring.  At 
the  indicated  time  and  place  all  persons 
interested  in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  perti- 
nent. The  subcommittee  consists  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
LaxguI.  chairman,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hxmdkickson],  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HkrnincsJ. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  ENARD  ERICKSON,  OP 
MINNESOTA.  TO  BE  UNITED 
STATES  MARSHAL  FOR  THE  DIS- 
TRICT OP  MINNESOTA 

Mr.  LANGEIR.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
March  10,  1953,  at  2  p.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Enard  Ericsson,  of  Minnesota, 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  dis- 
trict of  Minnesota,  vice  John  J.  Mc- 
Gowan,  term  expired.  At  the  indicated 
time  and  place  all  persons  interested  in 
the  nomination  may  make  such  repre- 
sentations as  may  be  pertinent.  The 
subcommittee  consists  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Lanceh],  chair- 
man, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  1 ,  and  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  HeniongsJ. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  ROBERT  HENRY  BEAU- 
DREAU.  OP  MASSACHUSETTS.  TO 
BE  UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OP  MASSA- 
CHUSETTS 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
March  10,  1953,  at  2  p.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nafon  of  Robert  Henry  Beaudreau,  of 
Massachu-setts,  to  be  United  States  mar- 
shal for  the  district  of  Massachusetts, 
vice  Arthur  J.  B.  Cartier.  removed.  At 
the  indicated  time  and  place  all  persons 
interested  in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  perti- 
nent. The  subcommittee  consists  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lan- 
GERl.  chairman,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson  1,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  [Mr.  HENNiifcsl. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  J.  EDWARD  LUMBARD.  OF 
NEW  YORK.  TO  BE  UNITED  STATES 
ATTORNEY  FOR  THE  SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Tuesday. 
March  10,  1953,  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424, 
Senate  Of3ce  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  J.  Edward  Lumbard,  of  New 
York,  to  be  United  States  attorney  for 
the  southern  district  of  New  York,  vice 
Myles  J.  Lane,  resigning.    At  the  indi- 


cated time  and  place  an  persons  Inter- 
ested in  the  nomination  may  make  such 
representations  as  may  be  pertinent. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer], 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Hendrickson],  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hxnnincs]. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  GEORGE  E.  MacKINNON, 
OF  MINNESOTA.  TO  BE  UNITED 
STATES  ATTORNEY  FOR  THE  DIS- 
TRICT OP  MINNESOTA 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
March  10,  1953,  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424, 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  George  E.  MacKinnon,  of  Min- 
nesota, to  be  United  States  attorney  for 
the  district  of  Minnesota,  vice  Philip 
Neville,  resigned.  At  the  indicated  time 
and  place  all  persons  interested  in  the 
nomination  may  make  such  representa- 
tions as  may  be  pertinent.  The  subcom- 
mittee consists  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer  1,  chaliman, 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
drickson], and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Hennings]. 


THE   WALTER -McCARRAN 
IMMIGRATION  ACT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Port  of  New 
York  Longshoremen  Post.  No.  7095, 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States,  signed  by  John  A.  Condon,  com- 
mander. New  York  County  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars.  Americanism  chairman, 
dated  February  21,  1953,  relative  to  cer- 
tain phases  of  the  Walter-McCarran 
Immigration  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro. 
as  follows: 

Poi  T  or  New  York 
LoMCSaOREMEIf  PosT,  No.  7095. 

VrrxRANs  or  FoBdcN 
Wars  or  the  UNrrxD  Stars. 
New  York.  N.  Y..  February  21, 1953. 
The  Honorable  Senator  McCssaAN, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
DiAB  Senator:  This  post  woiild  like  to  go 
on  record  as  unanimously  endorsing  the  sec- 
tion of  the  McCarran -Walter  Immigration 
Act  pertaining  to  the  screening  of  foreign 
seamen. 

We  feel  we  are  in  better  position  to  Judge 
the  merits  of  this  section  of  the  act  than  the 
so-called  experts  that  have  criticized  some- 
thing they  know  little  about. 

If  at  any  time  you  need  assistance  in  your 
fight  to  keep  this  section  of  the  act  from 
being  deleted  please  do  not  hesitate  to  con- 
tact us. 

Respectfully  and  sincerely  yours, 

John  A.  Condon, 
Commander,  New  York  County,  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars,  American' 
ism  Chairman. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  an  article  which  I  have  prepared 
for  publication  in  the  magazine  U.  S.  A., 
the  magazine  of  American  affairs,  en- 


titled "The  Background  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Act" 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rbcoro. 
as  follows: 

The  Backcrodns  or  :'«*  McCABSair-WALnx 
A:rr 

(By  Senator  Fat  McCarsan) 
The  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of 
1952.  more  commonly  referred  to  as  tlie  Mc- 
Carran-Walter  Immigration  Act,  went  into 
operation  on  Christ  mas  Eve,  1952.  One 
would  think  that  opponents  of  any  legisla- 
tion passed  over  a  Presidential  veto,  includ- 
ing this  act.  would  a  low  such  legislation  a 
reasonable  period  In  operation  before  trying 
to  destroy  it.  But  s  jch  has  not  been  the 
case  with  the  McCari  an-Walter  Act.  From 
the  day  It  was  enacted.  Its  enemies  have 
sought  ways  and  means  to  strike  it  down. 
Why  this  persistent  ojiposltlon?  What  kind 
of  a  law  is  It?  What  does  it  do?  Is  it  dis- 
criminatory? Those  ire  some  of  the  ques- 
tions to  be  dealt  wltti  in  this  article. 

Recognizing  the  ne<d  for  a  comprehensive 
evaluation  ot  our  immigration  laws,  the  SOth 
Congress.  In  1M7,  empowered  the  Senate 
Committee  on  the  Ju<llciary  "  •  •  •  or  any 
duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof.  •  •  • 
to  make  a  full  and  complete  investigation  of 
our  entire  immigration  system."  It  was 
learned  during  the  course  of  the  Senate  sub- 
committee's 4-year  ir  vestigatlon  that  the 
pattern  of  our  old  immigration  system  had 
Ijeen  established  not  only  by  2  compre- 
hensive Immigration  Uws.  but  by  over  200 
additional  legislative  enactments.  In  addi- 
tion, there  had  been  u  number  of  treaties, 
Executive  orders,  proclimatlons.  rules,  regu- 
lations, and  operating  instructions  which 
were  in  effect.  The  Inunlgration  laws  were, 
moreover,  so  closely  Intertwined  with  the 
naturalization  laws  thitt  it  was  essential  for 
the  two  sets  of  laws  to  be  considered  to- 
gether. The  subcommittee  concluded  early 
in  its  study  that  it  woi.ld  t>e  unwise  and  im- 
practicable to  submit  the  proposed  changes 
in  the  form  of  numerous  amendments  to  the 
patchwork  of  the  old  iiomlgratlon  and  natu- 
ralization laws.  It  wiis.  therefore,  decided 
to  draft  one  complete  omnibus  bill  which 
would  embody  all  of  the  immigration  and 
naturalization  laws.  The  subcommittee 
undertook  a  task  which  had  never  l>efore 
been  accomplished  in  the  history  of  this 
country;  namely,  the  revision  and  codifica- 
tion of  all  of  our  numerous  immigration  and 
naturalization  laws. 

The  subcommittee  litudied  not  only  the 
history  of  the  immigration  policy  of  the 
United  States,  but  the  immigration  pwlicies 
of  other  countries.  We  delved  into  the  his- 
tory and  developnient  of  international  mi- 
grations and  the  probl<;ms  of  population  and 
natural  resources.  W'J  studied  the  charac- 
teristics of  the  jKjpulatlon  of  the  United 
States,  Insofar  as  they  were  related  to  our 
immigration  and  naturalization  system.  Wo 
studied  the  organization  and  functions  of 
the  agencies  of  the  Government  which  are 
concerned  with  the  administration  and  oper- 
ation of  our  immigriition  and  naturaliza- 
tion laws.  We  studliid  each  of  the  thou- 
sands of  provisions  of  our  immigration  and 
naturalization  laws  vlth  the  end  in  view 
of  appraising  their  adequacy,  force  and  effect, 
and  In  conjunction  therewith  we  studied 
the  Judicial  and  administrative  Interpreta- 
tions of  those  provisions  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  Implementing  them.  We  learned 
that  at  least  60  percent  of  the  total  world 
Immigration  from  ea:-ly  in  the  nineteenth 
century  to  1930  has  come  to  the  United 
States.  Canada,  which  has  ranked  next  to 
the  United  States  as  a  receiving  country, 
has  received  11.5  percent  of  total  world  im- 
migration, or  less  th:in  one-fifth  as  much 
as  the  United  Statefs.  Argentina  has  re- 
ceived about  10  percent  of  total  immigration, 
while  Brazil  has  been  the  place  of  destina- 
tion for  7  percent  to  a  percent  of  world  im- 


migration. Australia,  New  Zealand,  and 
South  Africa  have  received  most  of  the  re- 
mainder. So.  it  is  not  an  idle  boast  that  we 
have  the  most  liberal  immigration  p<dicieB  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere. 

In  the  coxirse  of  our  work,  the  subcom- 
mittee obtained  and  considered  appraisals 
and  suggestions  from  several  hundred  offi- 
cers and  employees  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  and  the  visa  and  pass- 
port divisions  of  the  Department  of  State. 
In  addition,  we  received  and  considered  ap- 
praisals and  suggestions  from  numerous  in- 
dividuals and  representatives  of  various  in- 
terested nongovernmental  organizations. 

The  study  and  investigation  disclosed 
many  inequities,  weaknesses,  loopholes,  and 
Inconsistencies  in  the  old  hodgepodge  immi- 
gration and  naturalization  system.  The 
gravity  of  this  situation  was  not  merely 
academic,  nor  was  it  confined  to  the  ques- 
tion of  serious  Inconvenience  to  those  who 
undertake  to  administer  or  understand  our 
laws.  Today,  as  never  before,  a  sound  im- 
migration and  naturalization  system  is  es- 
sential to  the  preservation  of  our  way  of 
life,  because  that  system  is  the  conduit 
through  which  a  stream  of  humanity  flows 
into  the  fabric  of  our  society.  If  that  stream 
Is  healthy,  the  Impact  on  our  society  Is  salu- 
tary; but,  if  that  stream  is  polluted,  our 
institutions  and  our  way  of  life  l)ecome 
infected. 

The  law  as  it  was  finally  enacted  went 
through  several  drafts  before  it  was  ap- 
proved. In  that  work,  we  were  assisted  by 
not  only  the  staff  of  the  Senate  subcommit- 
tee, but  also  by  experts  from  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service,  the  Visa  and 
Passport  Divisions  of  the  Department  of 
State,  and  the  legislative  counsel  of  the 
Senate. 

After  the  Introduction  of  the  original  bill 
In  April  of  1950.  copies  were  circulated  to  in- 
terested governmental  and  nongovernmental 
agencies  for  study  and  comment.  The  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service  as- 
signed two  experts  who  prepared  a  detailed 
critique  of  the  bill,  and  the  Department  of 
State  set  up  a  special  committee  within  the 
Department  which  performed  a  similar  func- 
tion. In  addition,  a  number  of  nongovern- 
mental agencies  submitted  analyses  and  sug- 
gestions. In  the  course  of  numerous  con- 
ferences over  a  period  of  several  weeks,  the 
various  suggestions  and  analyses  were  con- 
sidered and  the  blU  was  further  refined.  Fol- 
lowing that,  extensive  joint  public  hearings 
were  conducted  by  subcommittees  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  Judiciary  Committees  on 
the  immigration  bills  then  before  the  Con- 
gress. On  April  25,  1952.  the  House  passed 
the  bill  by  an  overwhelming  vote  of  206  for 
and  68  against.  The  Senate  followed  suit 
shortly  thereafter,  and  sent  the  bill  to  the 
White  House.  When  President  Truman 
vetoed  the  bill,  it  was  enacted  over  his  veto. 
The  cardinal  principle  which  guided  us  in 
determining  what  this  act  should  contain 
was  simply  this:  The  best  interests  of  the 
United  States  of  America  must  be  served. 
In  the  light  of  that  principle,  let  us  examine 
the  chief  features  of  the  act. 

We  have  retained  the  national  origins 
quota  system  as  the  basis  for  our  quantita- 
tive restriction  of  immigration  to  this  coun- 
try. This  formula  for  computing  quotas  is 
that  the  quota  for  each  quota  area  shall  be 
one-sixth  of  1  percent  of  the  ntunber  of  in- 
habitants m  the  continental  United  States 
in  1920  attributable  by  national  origin  to 
such  quota  area.  In  addition,  several  coun- 
tries which  previously  had  no  quotas  are 
allotted  minimum  quotas  of  100.  The  na- 
tional origins  quota  system  has  been  an  in- 
tegral part  of  our  immigration  pxjlicy  since 
it  I  establishment  in  1929,  and,  wliile  it  has 
been  frequently  criticized  and  attacked,  no 
one  as  yet  has  come  forward  with  an  ac- 
ceptable substitute.  Congress  had  two  pur- 
poses in  miind  when  it  adopted  the  national 
origins  formtUa.    The  first  was  to  provide  a 


basis  for  determining  quotas  for  the  numeri- 
cal restriction  of  the  flow  of  immigrants  to 
this  country.  The  second,  and  broader  pur- 
pose, was  to  preserve  the  composition  of  the 
population  of  the  United  States  on  the  basis 
of  the  prop>ortlonate  contribution  made  by 
the  various  nationality  groups.  The  legis- 
lative history  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
shows  that  Congress  never  intended  the 
150,000  quota  immigrants  allowed  to  be  a 
minimum  limitation,  but  intended  that  it 
should  l>e  the  maximum  niunber  of  quota 
Immigrants  to  be  admitted  annually.  Even 
those  who  would  whittle  away  the  principle 
of  national  origin  quotas,  by  providing  for 
the  distribution  of  \inused  quota  numbers 
among  the  low-quota  countries,  seemingly 
profess  adherence  to  the  principle  of  national 
origins  for  the  maintenance  of  the  compo- 
sition of  our  population  according  to  the 
contribution  by  various  nationalities. 

How  has  this  formula  served  us  In  reality? 
During  the  period  from  1924  to  1946  Immi- 
gration from  northern  and  western  Europe 
amounted  to  43.1  percent  of  the  total,  where- 
as slightly  over  79  percent  of  our  white  popu- 
lation, according  to  the  1920  census,  was  at- 
tributable to  that  area.  During  that  period, 
immigration  from  southern  and  eastern 
Europe  amounted  to  18.9  percent  of  the  total, 
whereas  15  percent  of  the  white  population 
of  1920  was  of  southern  and  eastern  Euro- 
pean origin.  Immigration  from  the  Western 
Hemisphere  countries  amounted  to  36J2  per- 
cent of  the  total,  whereas  5.6  percent  of  the 
1920  white  population  was  attributable  to 
that  area. 

Although  the  flow  of  immigration  has  not 
followed  the  pattern  contemplated  under 
the  national  origins  formula.  It  has  provided 
a  fixed  and  easily  determinable  method  of 
controlling  inunlgration  which  is  not  subject 
to  the  whims  and  caprice  of  administrative 
interpretation,  and  which  is  automatically 
resistant  to  pressures  for  special  treatment. 
Experience  has  shown  that  the  national  ori- 
gins form\ila  has  been  more  of  a  numerically 
restrictive  measure  than  a  means  of  auto- 
matically selecting  immigrants  from  the  var- 
ious nationalities,  since  the  countries  of 
northern  and  western  £Xirope  have  used  a 
much  smaller  percentage  of  their  quotas 
than  the  countries  of  southern  and  Eastern 
Eiu-ope.  The  national  origins  quota  formula 
was  and  Is  a  rational  and  logical  method  of 
numerically  restricting  inunlgration  In  such 
a  manner  as  to  preserve  best  the  sociological 
and  cultural  balance  in  the  population  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  eminently  fair  and 
sound  for  visas  to  be  allocated  in  a  ratio 
which  wUl  admit  a  preponderance  of  immi- 
grants who  will  be  more  readUy  assimilable 
because  of  the  similarity  of  their  cultural 
background  to  that  of  the  principal  compo- 
nents of  oiu-  population. 

The  act  removes  from  our  immigration 
laws  any  racial  discrimination  in  a  realistic 
manner.  Under  its  terms,  national  origin 
quotas  are  made  available  to  all  countries  of 
the  world,  and  no  immigrant  is  barred  solely 
because  of  race,  nor  are  aliens  barred  from 
naturalization  because  of  race.  However, 
fijted  limitations  are  Included  to  prevent  an 
influx  of  more  orientals  than  can  be  assimi- 
lated. No  one  is  inadmissible  to  the  United 
States  solely  on  the  basis  of  race,  but  all  per- 
sons indigenous  to  an  area  designated  as  the 
Asia-Paclflc  Triangle  are  assigned  to  the  quo- 
tas for  that  area.  By  removing  the  racial 
bar  to  immigration  and  naturalization, 
about  85,000  OTientals  in  the  United  States 
and  Hawaii,  who  have  been  our  friends  and 
neighbcffs  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  became 
eligible  for  citizenship. 

Parenthetically,  let  me  say  that  the  Asia- 
Paciflc  triangle  provision  received  the  en- 
dorsement of  every  major  oriental  group  in 
the  United  States  as  the  only  fair  and  reason- 
able solution  to  the  problem  presented.  The 
opponents  of  the  Asia-Pacific  triangle  provi- 
sion sponsored  legislation  which  would  have 
swept  away  all  of  the  control  provlsiona  ot 
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the  old  law  without  vubstlttitlng  »ny  reaaon- 
aMe  limitations  In  their  place.  Under  their 
propoaals  an  estimated  600XX)0  orientals,  who 
are  natives  of  nonquota  countries  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  woiild  have  become  Im- 
mediately eligible  for  immigration  to  the 
United  States.  Thousands  upon  thousands 
of  orientals,  without  statutory  limitation, 
would  have  become  Immediately  eligible  for 
Immigration  to  this  country  for  permanent 
residence  because  of  the  greatly  expanded 
nonquota  categories  which  would  have  been 
established  pursuant  to  the  above  legislation. 
This  would  have  been  in  addition  to  the 
qxiotas  which  have  been  assigned  to  each 
of  about  two  dozen  oriental  countries  in  the 
Par  East.  Again,  let  me  repeat  that  these 
proposals  were  so  fantastic,  so  drastic,  and  so 
unrealistic  that  the  major  oriental  groups  in 
this  country  shied  away  from  them  and  en- 
dorsed the  McCarran-Walter  version  as  the 
only  fair  and  reasonable  solution  of  the 
problem  of  racial  Inellgibles. 

It  was  urged  by  some  that  we  pool  unused 
quotas  and  apportion  them  to  low-quota 
countries.  Let  me  point  out.  however,  that 
the  pooling  of  unused  quotas  would  be  in 
direct  conflict  with  the  national  origins 
quota  principle,  which  Is  the  foundation  of 
OMX  protective  immigration  system,  and  which 
seeks  Xr  maintain  the  relative  composition 
of  our  population.  The  effect  of  pooling  un- 
used quotas  would  be  not  only  to  increase 
substantially  the  number  of  aliens  coming  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
but  would,  in  the  course  of  a  generation  or 
so.  tend  to  change  the  ethnic  and  cultural 
composition  of  this  Nation.  Much  has  been 
said  about  it  being  the  duty  of  our  country 
to  open  wider  and  wider  the  gates  In  order 
to  alleviate  the  surplus  population  of  the 
overpopulated  countries  of  the  world.  I  in- 
sist, however,  that  an  Immigration  and  na- 
tionality code  Is  not  the  prop>er  vehicle  for 
the  solution  of  the  svirplus  population  prob- 
lems of  the  world.  Other  means  should  be 
utilized,  and  are  being  utilized,  to  find  a 
solution  to  the  problem  of  overpopulation  of 
Europe.  I  do  not  know  what  the  answer  to 
this  vital  world  problem  may  be,  but  I  do 
know  that  the  answer  will  not  be  found 
through  the  destruction  of  our  own  Immigra- 
tion system. 

Another  significant  change  made  bv  the 
new  act  Is  the*  removal  of  discriminations 
based  on  sex.  Certain  of  its  provisions  would 
permit  American  women  citizens  to  bring 
their  alien  husbands  to  this  countiy  as  non- 
quota immigrants,  and  enable  alien  hus- 
bands of  resident  women  aliens  to  come  in 
under  a  quota  in  a  preferred  status.  Under 
the  old  law  men  were  accorded  favored  treat- 
ment, BO  that  a  wife's  status  could  not  be 
used  to  enhance  the  husband's  chances  of 
keeping  the  family  together.  That  is  no 
longer  the  case.  For  example,  under  pre- 
vious law  a  wife  from  a  low-quota  country 
could  accompany  her  husband  from  a  high- 
quota  country  and  was  chargeable  to  the 
high  quota.  But  It  did  not  work  the  other 
way  around.  If  the  wife  were  from  the  high- 
quota  country  and  the  husband  from  the 
low-quota  country,  he  could  not  accompany 
her  on  the  high  quota.  The  new  act  changes 
that,  so  that  the  husband  from  the  low- 
quota  country  can  accompany  his  wife  from 
the  high-quota  country.  And,  under  this 
new  act  stepchildren  are  accorded  the  same 
treatment  as  natural  children  for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  our  irrunigration  laws. 

One  of  the  most  significant  changes  made 
by  the  new  act  is  the  introduction  of  a  prin- 
ciple of  selectivity  into  our  quota  system. 
Under  this  provision,  50  percent  of  each 
quota  Is  allocated  to  aliens  whose  services 
are  needed  in  this  country  because  of  their 
special  knowledge  or  skills. 

This  new  act  also  revises  those  provisions 
of  th^  law  relating  to  the  qualitative  grounds 
for  exclusion  of  aliens  so  that  the  criminal 
and  Immoral  classes,  the  subversives  and 
other  undesiraljles  can  be  excluded  from  ad- 


mission into  this  eoimtry.  This  has  been 
done  in  a  sincere  effort  to  insure  that  when 
millions  of  aliens  are  storming  our  gates  we 
shall  not  be  admitting  into  our  society  those 
who  would  contaminate  or  subvert  It.  Like- 
wise, the  dep>ortable  classes  of  aliens  and  the 
deportation  procedures  have  been  strength- 
ened so  that  subversive  and  undesirable 
aliens  are  not  permitted  to  remain  In  our 
midst. 

It  is  charged  that  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act  introduces  new  racial  dUcrlmlnatlona 
into  our  Immigration  laws.  The  truth  la 
that  all  raclJU  barriers  to  the  naturalization 
of  aliens  arc  removed  and  that  the  racial 
bars  to  immigration  are  removed  within  cer- 
tain limitations.  Under  the  old  law  certain 
Orientals  were  absolutely  excluded  from  en- 
tering the  United  States  as  Immigrants,  but 
under  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  no  alien 
Is  Inadmissible  solely  because  of  race,  and 
quotas  are  available  for  all  the  peoples  of 
the  world.  Some  have  charged  that  the 
quota  syste-na  militates  against  Catholics 
and  Jews,  but  this  Is  not  so.  Between  1920 
and  1950.  5.370,679  Immigrants  entered  the 
United  States.  The  largest  number  were 
from  Canada  (1.204,760)  and  Latin  America 
(1.026,797).  Many  Canadians  are  Catholic; 
practically  all  Latin  Americans  are  Catholic. 
From  European  countries  the  largest  immi- 
gration was  in  this  order:  Germany,  Italy, 
Great  Brita.n,  Ireland,  Poland.  Czechoslo- 
vakia, Sweden.  France.  Four  of  these  are 
Catholic  countries,  and  nono  of  the  others 
Is  wholly,  some  not  even  predominantly, 
Protestant.  Jews  Immigrated  on  all  quotas, 
not  being  classed  as  a  separate  nation.  In 
no  year  wer^i  the  Jews  less  than  3.3  percent 
of  all  lmmif;rants;  and  after  1933  they  rose 
from  constituting  10.28  percent  of  all  immi- 
grants to  52  3  percent  in  1939;  52  20  percent 
in  1940;  43  percent  in  1941;  36  percent  in 
1912.  Hall  of  all  the  world's  Jews  now  live 
in  the  United  States  and  Canada,  with  the 
overwhelming  majority  being  in  the  United 
States.  There  Is,  therefore,  not  the  slightest 
substance  for  the  charge  that  the  national 
quota  system  has  had  anti-Semitic  or  antl- 
Cathollc  applications. 

Never  before  have  our  nationality  and 
naturalization  laws  been  nitegrated  with  our 
Immigration  laws,  as  is  the  case  In  this  new 
act.  Race  is;  eliminated  as  a  bar  to  naturali- 
zation. No  one  who  has  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  this  country  for  permanent  resi- 
dence will  be  denied  the  privilege  of  citizen- 
ship solely  because  of  hi^  race. 

Other  significant  provisions  of  the  natural- 
ization part  of  this  act  broaden  and  redefine 
the  exceptions  to  expatriation  by  residence 
abroad  of  a  naturalized  citizen.  These  ex- 
ceptions art'  designed  to  meet  more  realistic- 
ally the  varied  problems  which  arise  In  con- 
nection with  those  citizens  who  have  bona 
fide  reason.s  for  foreign  residence. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  we  treat  the 
Communists  too  harshly  in  the  new  Immigra- 
tion Act.  Frankly,  they  are  accorded  the  type 
of  treatment  deserved  by  traitors  to  this 
country,  which  is  what  they  are.  If  anyone 
In  this  land  of  ours  still  doubts  that  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  is  part 
and  parcel  of  the  international  Communist 
conspiracy,  he  has  only  to  read  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigations  Documentary 
Proof  on  the  subject,  and  the  conclusions 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board. 
After  14  months  of  public  hearings,  a  panel 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
found  that  the  United  States  Communist 
Party  was  directed,  dominated,  and  con- 
trolled by  the  Soviet  Union,  and  that  it 
should  reg:ster  with  the  Attorney  General 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  195C.  Such  registration  would  force 
the  Communist  Party  not  only  to  reveal  its 
secret  membership  lists,  but  also  to  open  Its 
propaganda  and  financial  activities  to  Fed- 
eral scrutiny  and  control  The  panel's  deci- 
sion asserted  that  the  Communist  Party  lives 
for  the  day  when  it  can  install  a  dictatorship 
Of  the  proletariat  in  the  United  States.  •  •  • 


Nurtured  by  the  Soviet  Union,  it  strives  in- 
cessantly to  make  the  United  States  a  Soviet 
America.  Does  anyone  still  have  doubt? 
Should  they  be  handled  with  kid  gloves? 

The  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of 
1952  was  passed  by  the  Congress  on  June  27. 
1952,  over  President  Truman's  veto.  On  Sep- 
tember 4,  1952.  2  months  before  the  general 
election  and  more  than  3  months  before  the 
new  act  went  Into  effect  on  December  24. 
1952.  the  President  appointed  a  special  Com- 
mission on  Immigration  and  Naturalisation 
to  study  and  evaluate  the  Immigration  and 
naturalization  policies  of  the  United  States. 
This  Commission  was  to  render  a  final  report 
on  the  administration  and  operation  of  our 
immigration  laws  on  January  1.  1953,  one 
week  after  this  new  law  went  into  effect. 
This  was  done  despite  the  fact  that  It  Is  the 
duty  and  prerogative  of  Congress  to  deter- 
mine policy  and  make  the  laws,  and  despite 
the  fact  that  this  new  act  provides  for  the 
creation  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Policy  to  make  a  con- 
tinuing study  of  our  immigration  and  na- 
tionality problems  and  policies.  No  measure 
which  has  been  passed  by  Congress  In  recent 
years  has  received  more  attention,  more  hard 
work,  more  thoughtfulness.  more  study,  or 
h.is  been  the  concern  of  more  Interested  gov- 
ernmental and  nongovernmental  agencies 
and  individuals  than  this  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  We  realized  that  such  an 
intensive  study  of  so  technical  a  subject 
comes  very  seldom — the  last  one  was  in 
1911 — so  no  avenue  was  left  unexplored,  no 
Idea  was  discarded  without  serious  thought. 

I  believe  that  this  Nation  Is  the  last  hope 
of  western  civilization  and  if  this  oasis  of  the 
w  irld  shall  he  overrun,  perverted,  contami- 
nated or  de.stroyed,  then  the  lajst  flickering 
light  of  humanity  will  be  extinguished.  I 
take  no  issue  with  those  who  would  praise 
the  contributions  which  have  been  made  to 
our  society  by  people  of  many  races,  of  varied 
creeds  and  colors.  America  is  indeed  a  Join- 
ing together  of  many  streams  which  go  to 
form  a  mighty  river  which  we  call  the  Amer- 
ican way.  However,  we  have  in  the  United 
States  today  hard  core  Indigestible  blocs 
who  have  not  become  Integrated  Into  the 
American  way  of  life  but  which,  on  the 
contrary,  are  its  deadly  enemies.  Today  as 
never  before  untold  millions  are  storming  our 
gates  for  admission  and  those  gates  are 
cracking  under  the  strain.  The  solution  of 
the  problems  of  Europe  and  Asia  will  not 
come  through  a  transplanting  of  those  prob- 
lems en  masse  to  the  United  States.  A  solu- 
tion remains  possible  only  If  America  Is 
maintained  strong  and  free;  only  if  our  In- 
Ftltutlons.  our  way  of  life,  are  preserved  by 
those  who  are  part  and  parcel  of  that  way 
of  life  so  that  America  may  lead  the  world 
in  a  way  dedicated  to  the  worth  and  dignity 
of  the  human  soul.  I  do  not  Intend  to  be 
prophetic,  but  if  the  enemies  of  this  legisla- 
tion succeed  in  riddling  It  to  pieces,  or  In 
amending  it  beyond  recognition,  they  will 
have  contributed  more  to  promote  this  Na- 
tion's downfall  than  any  other  group  since 
we  achieved  our  independence  as  a  nation. 


RECOMMENDATIONS   OF  NATIONAL 
LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  recently 
Chairman  Paul  M.  Herzog.  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board,  appeared 
before  the  House  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor  and  made  a  statement 
which  is  worthy  of  thoughtful  consid- 
eration by  all  who  are  Interested  in 
labor-management  relations.  Without 
at  this  time  going  into  its  substance  or 
even  the  recommendations  it  contains. 
I  would  call  to  the  attenUon  of  the  Con- 
gress two  editorials  concerning  this 
statement,  which  appeared  in  the  Feb- 
ruary 26  issues  of  the  New  York  Times 


and  the  Washlngrton  Evening  Star.  At 
this  point  in  my  remarks.  I  ask  to  hare 
printed  In  the  body  of  the  Rccoto  the 
texts  of  the  New  York  Times  editorial 
entitled  "NLRB's  Qise"  and  the  Wash- 
ington Evening  Sttir  editorial  entitled 
"Give  the  States  a  Cihance." 

There  being  no  C'bjecUon,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

iFrom    the    New   York    Times    of   February 
26.  1953) 

NLRB'H  Case 
The  testimony  of  Piml  M.  Henog,  Chair- 
man of  the  Nationai  Labor  Belatloos  Board, 
before  the  House  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor  was  a  well- baiaiKsed  prasentation 
of  the  Board's  adminlstrattou  of  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act.  It  merits  the  careful  considera- 
tion of  Congress.  Particularly  is  this  true 
because,  as  Mr.  Heraog  pointed  out,  congres- 
sional intent  Is  not  cletf  In  some  of  the  law's 
provisions,  which  can  l>e  construed  In  several 
ways. 

The  Board  proposes  among  other  things, 
thBt  the  non-Oommuntet  oath  for  union 
leaders  be  discarded  and  that  the  problem 
of  communism  In  unions  be  turned  over  to 
some  outside  tribunal  such  as  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Board.  But  on  disputed  In- 
terpretations of  the  law  Itself  Congress  can- 
not expect  the  Board  to  offer  a  unanimous 
remedy,  since  on  the.-ie  matters  the  Board 
would  obviously  split,  iis  It  has.  when  specific 
cases  Involving  the  f.elfsame  controversial 
sections  have  come  before  it.  ClefU'ly  the 
Board  needs  more  guidance  from  Congress 
on  its  intent  as  to  thf  law's  provisions  gov- 
erning union-shop  elections.  Jurisdictional 
disputes,  the  obligation  to  bargain,  free 
speech,  and  secondary  boycotts.  These  may 
appear  at  first  though:  to  l)e  technical  mat- 
ters, but  they  go  to  the  root  of  labor-man- 
agement relations  ami  give  rise  to  contro- 
versies which  entail  titrikes.  litigation,  and 
lo.ss  of  time  to  employers  and  employees. 

Congress  should  comply  with  the  Boards 
request  to  free  it  from  the  statutory  chains 
which  now  make  It  all  but  Impossible  to 
cede  Jurisdiction  over  local  controversies  to 
State  labor  boards.  There  Is  no  reason  why 
the  Board  should  retain  control  over  local 
establishments  where  even  thcunh  Federal 
Jurisdiction  may  attach  as  a  matter  of  con- 
stitutional law,  the  Impact  upon  Interstate 
commerce  Is  negligible  In  practice.  Indeed, 
the  Board  has  made  some  progress  In  this 
area,  for  it  has  voluntarily  abstained  from 
assuming  Jurisdiction  in  the  New  York  taxi 
Industry,  over  which  it  has  been  at  logger- 
heads with  the  New  York  State  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board.  This,  however.  Is  not  enough. 
Congress  should  pemlt  the  Board  to  make 
agreements  with  State  labor  boards  to  cede 
Jurisdiction  over  casJs  predominantly  local 
in  character. 

It  is  rather  refreshing  to  hear  the  head 
of  a  Federal  agency  inform  Congress,  as 
Chairman  Herzog  did.  that  It  seeks  not  more 
power  but  less.  The  Board  argues  persua- 
Flvely  that  its  role  ihould  not  be  enlarged 
"because  the  freedom  of  American  employers 
and  labor  organizat.ons.  dealing  from  ap- 
]>rnxiraately  equal  s-rength,  to  make  their 
own  collective  bargaining  with  a  minimum 
f)f  Government  intervention  still  seems  to 
us  the  best  road  to  Industrial  stability." 

The  Board's  record  in  feeding  up  case 
handling  Is  commen<lable.  In  the  past  long 
delays  have  sometlmts  tended  to  worsen  labor 
relations. 

[From    the    Washington    Ivenlng    Star    of 

February  K,   19SS| 

OrvK  Bta-.'es  a  Chanci 

In  these  times  of  expanding  Oovemment 

it  Is  news  when  the  ]iea>d  of  a  ftderal  agencF 

asks  Congress   to   reduce   Its   authority   and 

activities.    Chalrmaa  Paul  U.  Herzog.  of  the 
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Katk)nal  Labor  Belattona  Board  has  mad* 
such  a  request  before  the  House  Labor  Com- 
mittee, which  Is  stuc^ylng  proposed  changes 
in  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  Mr.  Herzog  believes 
that  the  Federal  Oovemment.  through  the 
inJlB,  Is  eoncemlnf  lt«elf  with  many  labor - 
management  disputes  that  the  States  could 
handle  more  effectively  and  more  expedi- 
tiously. 

The  NLRB  Chairman  complained.  speclA- 
cally,  about  a  provision  of  the  present  act 
which  has  prevented  the  Federal  Board  from 
waiving  Jurisdiction  in  favor  of  State  agen- 
cies In  cases  that  have  little  national  signifi- 
cance. Section  10  of  the  law  authorizes  such 
waivers,  but  \mder  conditions  which  have 
proved  to  be  a  complete  block  to  any  cession 
of  cases  to  State  agencies.  This  section  em- 
powers the  NLRB  to  cede  to  State  authorities 
any  local  case  that  can  be  handled  under  a 
State  law  not  "Inconsistent-  with  the  Fed- 
eral law.  The  trouble  with  the  restriction, 
Mr.  Herzog  said,  is  that  no  State  has  a  labcx' 
law  that  seems  to  meet  the  condition.  Con- 
sequently, no  NLRB  cases  have  been  referred 
to  State  boards  since  1947. 

"We  believe,"  Mr.  Herzog  told  the  commit- 
tees, "that  the  NLRB  has  more  than  enough 
to  do,  without  dissipating  Its  energies  upon 
predominantly  local  controversies  where, 
even  though  Federal  Jurisdiction  may  attach 
as  a  matter  of  constitutional  law,  the  Impact 
upon  Interstate  commerce  is  negligible  In 
practice;  that  the  States  should  not  be  In- 
hibited from  experimenting  with  labor  rela- 
tions legislation  where  local  enterprises  are 
concerned;  and  that  there  should  no  longer 
be  a  no-man's  land  In  those  border-line 
trades  where  the  NLRB,  in  a  spirit  of  self- 
abnegation,  declines  to  exercise  Jurisdiction 
but  where  the  States  do  not  dare  proceed  be- 
cause of  the  present  limitations  contained 
In  section  10." 

Such  a  diversion  of  local  disputes  to  State 
boards  would  give  the  Federal  agency  more 
tinne  to  devote  to  major  cases  touching  the 
national  interest.  So  would  the  suggested 
transfer  to  some  other  Federal  authority  of 
the  task  of  dealing  with  the  threat  of  com- 
munism In  labor  unions.  Mr.  Herzog  advo- 
cated repeal  of  the  antl-Communlst  oath 
provision  of  the  act,  largely  because  It  has 
failed  of  Its  purpose  of  eliminating  Reds 
from  unions.  He  reoommended  several 
"clarifications"  of  the  present  law  which 
would  help  In  enforcing  It.  As  one  who  has 
had  first-hand  experience  in  administering 
the  act,  his  suggestions  should  receive  care- 
ful consideration. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
Mr.    FERGUSON.     Mr.    President.    I 

move   that  the  Senate  proceed  to   the 

consideration  of  executive  business. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 

Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 

of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  the  nomi- 
nation of  Harry  N.  Routzohn,  of  Ohio, 
to  be  Solicitor  for  the  Department  of 
Labor,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN 
SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce  to  be  Am- 


bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Italy. 

Mr.  WILEY,  Mr.  President,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
regard  to  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Clare 
Boothe  Lace,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  Am- 
bassador to  Italy. 

Mrs.  Luce  has  had  a  long  and  varied 
career  in  journalism,  in  the  theater,  and 
in  politics.  She  is  a  former  member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  where 
she  served  from  1943  to  1947,  and  she 
has  written  and  spoken  a  great  deal  on 
public  issues.    Her  views  are  well  known. 

Mrs.  Luce  appeared  at  an  executive 
hearing  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee February  17.  On  February  24, 
the  committee  voted  unanimously  to  re- 
ix)rt  her  nomination  favorably  to  the 
Senate. 

Mrs.  Luce  is  familiar  with  Italy  and 
she  speaks  the  Italian  language.  She 
has  in  the  past  made  broadcasts  for  the 
Voice  of  America  in  Italian  directed 
esp^ially  to  Italian  women.  She  told 
the  committee  that,  in  her  opinion,  "an 
American  Ambassador  abroad  is  a  rep- 
resentative of  all  the  pe<^ie  to  all  the 
pe<H}le  of  tiie  country  to  which  he  goes, 
regardless  of  party  or  class  or  creed,  and 
£o  while  abroad  I  think  he  is  both  the 
mirror  of  the  highest  aims  and  aspira- 
tions of  his  country,  and  a  window 
through  which  our  country  may  see  what 
the  true  aims  of  that  country  are 
abroad." 

Mr.  President.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  for  that  point  of  view. 

Some  question  has  been  raised  about 
Mrs.  Luce's  nomination  on  the  grounds 
that  it  might  lead  to  the  appointment  of 
an  Ambassador  to  the  Vatican  or  that 
Mrs.  Luce  herself  might  serve  in  a  dual 
capacity. 

I  want  to  give  the  Senate  categorical 
assurance  tliat  the  question  of  an  Am- 
bassador to  the  Vatican  is  in  no  way  in- 
volved in  Mrs.  Luce's  nomination  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Italy.  The  corps  of  dip- 
lomats accredited  to  the  Vatican  is  sep- 
arate and  distinct  from  the  corps  ac- 
credited to  the  Itahan  Government  We 
liave  Mrs.  Luce's  own  statement  to  the 
committee  on  this  point  as  well  as  a 
strong  statement  aflBrming  her  belief  in 
the  deeply  rooted  American  idea  of  the 
separation  of  church  and  state. ' 

Whether  or  not  the  United  States 
should  have  diplomatic  representation 
at  the  Vatican  is  an  entirely  separate  is- 
sue which  is  wholly  irrelevant  to  this 
nomination  as  Ambassador  to  Italy. 

I  hope  that  the  nomination  will  be 
confirmed  unanimously. 

I  attach  to  my  statement  a  biograph- 
ical sketch  of  Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce, 
which  I  ask  to  have  printed  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BlOGRAFHICAI.  SKKTCH   OF  MKS.   CUlMX  BOOTHX 

Lttce 

Bom:  New  Terk.  N.  T.,  April  10,  1908. 

Family  background:  Daughter  of  WUliam 
T.  and  Ann  (Snyder)  Boothe. 

Education:  St.  Mary's,  Garden  City.  Long 
Island.  N.  T.,  1915-17;  The  Castle.  Tarry- 
town,  N.  Y,  1917-19. 


L. 
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Marital  statua:  Married  Henry  R.  Luce  No-  mats  which  existed  there  was  a  very  There  being  no  objection,  the  tabla 

member  23, 1935.  friendly  one.  and  I  do  not  want  anything  was  ordered  to  be  pi  iiiied  In  the  Rbcoku. 

Experience:  Associate  editor.  Vogue,  1930;  ^q  happen  that  may  do  some  injury  to  as  follows: 

associate  editor.  Vanity  Pair.  1931-32:  man-  ^.j^g     q^^  feeling  which  now  exists  there.  Butter  under  price  support  for  caleridar  year 

aging  editor  1933-34:  ^^^'^^L^''^^^  Mr.  FERGUSON.     Does  the  Senator  i»50 

Ta'^^r^llr'^^'nii^^^^^'io:^  aslc  for  p<,stponement  Of  the  considera-  ''-^ 

necticut  District,  Republican.  tion  of  the  nomination?                               Alabama ,*S'"? 

other:      Author:     Stuffed     Shirts,     1933;  Mr.    JOHNSTON    of    South    Carolina.      k^i^\- a  om' IS 

Europe  In  the  Spring.   1940:    plays:   Abide  The  Senator    from    New    Jersey     (Mr.     musIssIddi I'Boo'Toa 

With  Me:  The  Women,  1937;  Kiss  the  Boys  smithJ    was  on  the  floor  a  few  minutes      Tennessee s'aOSMa 

Goodbye,  1938;  Margin  ror  Error,  1939.     Con-  minotT     ■"" 8  2Tl' IM 

tributed  ^icies  and  fiction  to  magazines,  ^^r.  FERGUSON.  Does  the  Senator  InS^a::::::::::::::;::^^^^^^^^^^^   5;  SI;  J?; 

Home:  Ridgefield.  Oonn.  ^^^^  ^^^^  Carolina  object  to  consider-      Iowa.... l.  243.  470 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South   Carolina,  ing  the  nomination  at  this  time?             Michigan 1.667, 126 

Mr.  President,  at  the  last  call  of  the  Ex-  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.    I     Oklahoma *'  2M  iJs 

ecutive  Calendar  I  objected  to  consid-  realize  that  it  is  a  matter  for  the  Presi-     Texas              ' 47613 

ering  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Luce  at  dent,  but  I  did  want  to  call  the  situation  Kansas._..V/....V.'.V.V™.V.V>'        aos!  729 

that  time.    The  reason  I  objected  was  very  forcefully  to  his  attention,  and  the     Missouri _  10.746. 422 

that  I  wanted  to  invite  the  attention  of  only  way  I  could  do  so  was  to  let  it  be     Nebraska 83,«84 

Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  known  how  I  feel  with  reference  to  it.         Minnesota 11.846. 536 

to  the  serious  condition  we  are  facing  at  go.  Mr.  President,  if  the  nomination     iS'^v""*^ "  ^'  ®«S^ 

the  present  time  in  Italy.     I  was  fear-  can  be  passed  over  temporarily,  until  the     VhJ^o       los'S? 

ful,  among  other  things  that  a  change  senator  from  New  Jersey  can  return  to              '  ^^ 

in  the  Ambassadorship  to  Italy  prior  to  the  floor.  I  think  he  can  throw  some  light  Total                                  109  aio  oao 

the   election   there   might   cause   some  on  the  subject 

disturbance  in  our  relations  which  might  w_    thyf      Mr    Prp«!iri*»nt    t  ^hnniH  ^'^^-  THYE.    Mr.  President.  In  the  cal- 

affect  the  election  in  the  wrong  direction  ^^^  ^  ^,^    unanimous    coiient    to^  f"^^^l"^^'^^°• 'l^^^^^,""^"'"^  ^l^^- 

for  us.    That  was  the  reason  I  objected  recognized  for  a  few  minutes  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

at  that  time.     Since  then  I  have  talked  ^     pvT?nnc?nv      x;rr    o^oci^^  f  ^"  ^^^  ^°^*^  amount  of  109.210,620  pounds 

with  some  of  the  Members,  and  I  should  _|^;   t',vl  ,,^   tho  ^,^r^I^    .  y"  ^^^^h  went  to  the  Corporation.     In  the 

like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  S^nH^t^""  h^^-  W'<=^»H"^^            ^^"  ^^^'  ^^"  ^^^'^  "^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^''^  ^' 

this  question:  Is  it  true  that  Mrs.  Luce  P^oP^ation  bill  in  legislative  session.  p^^^  ^f  ^^  Gutter  to  the  Commodity 

will  not  be  sworn  in  untU  after  the  elec-  „  \^f^\  unanimous   consent   that    the  credit  Corporation, 
tion  in  Italy?  S^'^  1?.^°^^  fL^""";    f  /vf  ?^°^*i^  ^"""^  ^  ^^all  not  burden  the  Senate  by  read- 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  have  heard  rumors  to  ^,^it?nn  U^  J™  h      VT  °J  "°°'':  '^^  ^^e  names  of  all  those  States,  but  I 
that  effect.    I  should  Ulce  to  say.  in  rela-  ?^lf^,  Zr.fZ^  ^^^^^u^  Calendar,  and  ^sk  unanimous  consent  that  a  Uble  en- 
tion  to  the  fear  expressed  by  the  Senator  ^^^^J"^  Proceed  )*ith  the  other  nomina-  t^ed  "Butter  Under  Price  Support  for 
from  South  Carolina,  that,  knowing  Mrs.  "   ,_.       DiacioTTMn  ttt.  ^^®  Calendar  Year  1952"  be  printed  at 
Luce  as  I  do,  and  having  known  her  for  .    ""i"®  ^^^  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob-  this  point  in  the  Ricohd. 
quite  a  number  of  years— as  a  girl  she  J,^   °°'/"^  nomination  of  Mrs.  Clare  There  being  no  objecUon.  the  Uble 
used  to  visit  in  my  own  State,  and  I  have  fr°,^^  ^P^^  *"^  °^  placed  at  the  foot  of  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccoto 
met  her.  of  course,  on  the  platform— I  f,"^  "^t  ^^  nominations  on  the  Executive  as  follows: 

think  if  her  nomination  were  confirmed     ^.alendar. ^^^^^^  ^^^^           ^ 

at  this  time,  with  her  wonderful  ability  ^^^^^^^^^^  2952 

to  sell  a  bill  of  goods  for  America,  she  PRICE  SUPPORT  FOR  BUTTER  AT  90  Pounds 

would  do  a  grand  Job.  PERCENT  OT  PARITY                    Illinois 4  614  »42 

I  may  say.  Mr.  President,  that  there  rr-tr^in     «                                              lowa. _         1"  620*448 

was  some  talk  in  the  committee  to  the  "^^-  THYE.    Mr.  President.  I  feel  that     Kentucky "      '  137'  500 

effect^it  was  very  indefinite,  and  per-  ^  should  make  a  few  remarks  in  sup-     Ohio 480.' 408 

haps  the  Senator  from  Michigan   [Mr.  ^^^^  °^  Secretary  Benson's  announce-     Oklahoma 382.607 

Ferguson]  can  enlighten  me— that  her  °^^"^  ^^^'  ^^  intends  to  support  dairy     Kant<as... 670.697 

appointment  was  to  be  deferred  until  Products   at   90    percent   of    parity   for     ^'f**'"'''-- 3.688.198 

May.  the  next  year,  following  the  expiration     Nebraska 914. 060 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South    Carolina,  of  the  present  order,  which  will  expire     No^t^h  Dakota:::::"." I'"    ^JfJ'IS 

That  was  the  understanding  I  received  °°  April  1.                                                         Tennessee 171.736 

from  some  Members  on  the  other  side  ^"  order  that  we  may  have  a  complete     Wisconsin 708!  193 

of  the  aisle.    I  talked  with  the  Senator  understanding  of  the  price-support  pro-                                                          . 

from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  and  he  srram  as  it  related  to  dairy  products  in               Total 16. 064. 637 

said  he  thought  it  was  going  to' be  post-  ^^^  ^^^^  several  years.  I  should  like  to  Mr  THYF  Mr  Pr^irfpnt  in  thp 
poned  until  after  the  election  in  Italy.  ^J^H'^'''^  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  rnonths  of  January  and  February  of 
Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  no  definite  in-  HH  ^}}''^  ^  f^^Pl^^  «'  butter  exists  all  1953  70  million  pounds  of  butter  were 
formation  on  the  subject.  over  the  Nat  :  ^  ^^  confined  to  purchased  under  the  so-called  price- 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  °?VhifT.on  f.  ff-  As  an  indication  support  program.  This  is  under  a  sup- 
Would  the  Senator  from  Michigan  mind  fl  th.  LiJlJ  ^  H^n'^n^w*^^  ^^''^  ^^^^  Port  of  90  percent,  as  announced  by  Mr. 
passing  this  nomination  over  until  the  ^^l^f.^l^'^ff;  r^""  ^^^°  *^^,<^T™^^  Brannan.  the  prev  ous  Secretaryof  Agri: 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  2.?      Corporation   received    from   the  culture                            occxctary  ui /vkh 

can  return  to  the  floor  of  the  senate  and  bim^    °'   Alabama    152.619    pounds   of  Mr.  President,  there  must  be  a  support 

answer  my  question?  r^;„i.  ^  ,•      ^  .     ...     ^  program  for  dairy  products  or  perishable 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  shall  endeavor  to  ^S^^^lt  ^^'^ered  to  the  Commodity  products  if  there  is  to  be  a  support  pro- 
ascertain  the  facts  from  the  State  De-  fj!.^}  Corporation  176.753  pounds  of  gram  on  feed  crops,  such  as  com.  feed 
partment.  I  have  no  personal  knowl-  ^T  V  w  ^  ,•  ^  x  wheat,  and  cottonseed  meal,  a  product 
edge  as  to  when  she  will  take  office.  I  ^  IIl^^  delivered  to  the  Commodity  of  high  protein,  and  which  the  dairy 
understand  that  that  is  entirely  up  to  hnf?  ^°'"P°™"°^  3.082,520  pounds  of  producer  must  purchase.  Cotton  Itself 
the  President  of  the  United  States  ouuer.  is  under  a  90-percent  support  program. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina  I  ^.Lf^^  ,wv^  burden  the  Senate  with  Another  item  is  flaxseed,  from  which  is 
know  that  is  true.  In  the  latter  part  of  mm^f.lniii?*v,^''/>f  V*'!!?  ^  ^^  '''^'^'  ^^^^""^  ^^'^^«*  "'e*!-  All  the  high- 
last  November  I  visited  Italy  and  found  TuTti^n  mav  Sp  nHntS^  '  'I'u''^^^  "'^  P'°'"'^  ^^^  ^^^^^  «°*«  ^^^  ^^«  ^^^^ 
that  the  relauonship  with^ur  SpT  I^ t^^Sf L^T^ kk^  ^"^  ^'^^^^  TZeTTs^lUn.To^^T'' ""' "^ 
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I  believe  Secretary  cl  Acricultuic  Ben- 
son was  entirely  justified  in  his  an- 
nounced support  o!  9*  percent  for  dairy 
products  for  the  year  commencing  April 
1,  1953. 

It  was  expected  that  reactions  to  Sec- 
retary Benson's  a  inouncement  of  the 
dairy  support  level  would  be  Taried.  As 
might  have  been  expected,  metropolitan 
newspapers  apparently  have  chosen  to 
take  the  Secretary  to  task  for  deciding 
that  supports  for  dairy  products  should 
be  continued  for  a  year  at  90  percent  of 
parity.  I  refer  to  an  article  written  by 
Mr.  Aubrey  Graves,  and  published  in  the 
Washington  Post  cif  February  26.  1953. 
That  article  was  zuit  one  wtiich  enlight- 
ened anybody.  It  caused  a  great 
amount  of  confu-^ion.  I  was  indeed 
happy  when,  as  ol  this  date.  March  2. 
1953.  the  Post  printed  an  editorial  on  the 
same  subject  that  was  far  more  enlight- 
ening, ani  did  the  consumer,  as  well  as 
the  producer,  much  good,  because  it 
clarified  a  very  higiily  technical  and  con- 
fused question. 

However,  attention  should  be  called  to 
the  fact  ♦iiat  the  price-support  level  will 
be  approximately  2  cents  a  pound  less 
than  it  has  t)een  (turiof  the  past  year. 
and  that  the  ptircliase  of  butter  will  be 
on  the  basing -poll  It  method,  using  the 
New  York.  Ctiicairo,  Seattle,  and  San 
Francisco  terminal  marlcets.  with  appro- 
priate differentials  at  other  points  in  the 
country.  Butter  has  been  purchased  at 
a  uniform  price  throughout  the  country. 
which  in  effect  metJit  that  ttie  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation  paid  the  freight 
and  certain  other  costs.  This  is  not  to 
be  done  in  this  calendar  year. 

The  position  of  butterfat  prices  with 
relation  to  the  feed  costs  of  dairy  farmers 
should  also  be  notiid. 

The  parity  ratio  for  all  farm  commodi- 
ties decUned  1  point  between  Janu- 
ary 15  and  February  15.  1963,  from 
95  to  94  percent,  while  the  ratio  stood 
at  100  percent  in  February  1952.  Stated 
in  another  way.  prices  received  by  farm- 
ers declined  9  percent  from  February 
1952  to  February  1953.  while  prices  they 
paid  declined  mui:h  less;  in  fact,  they 
declined  only  2A  percent. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  factor  which 
we  must  recognise  and  reckon  with.  We 
cannot  allow  the  income  of  the  farmer 
to  decline  rapidly,  while  his  operating 
costs  remain  on  the  high  level  which  In- 
flationary conditicins  In  the  economy  of 
the  Nation  have  brought  about  in  the 
past  18  months. 

Therefore,  if  tJiere  Is  to  be  a  stable 
economy  in  the  United  States,  It  will  be 
necessary  to  support  farm  prices  and  to 
keep  them  somewhere  in  line  with  the 
producer's  expense  and  keep  the  agri- 
cultural economy  In  balance  with  the 
national  economy;  otherwise  there  will 
be  chaos  in  the  entire  economy  of  the 
United  States.  Not  only  will  the  earn- 
ings of  farmers  be  affected,  but  a  decline 
in  their  income  will  be  reflected  through- 
out every  category  of  the  economy  of  the 
Nation  and  will  ultimately  reeu:h  con- 
sumers, as  well  as  persons  empk)yed  in 
factories  and  the  white-collar  group  em- 
ployed in  offlces. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  THYE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  NorUi  Dakota,. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  not  that  situation 
suialogous  to  what  happened  after  World 
War  I?  At  that  time  the  prices  of  all 
farm  products  dropped,  but  everything 
which  farmers  bought  remained  hi«h.  or 
declined  only  one  index  point,  with  the 
exception  of  copi>er. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  asked  a  very  pertinent  ques- 
tion. I  wish  to  read  figures  showing  the 
percentage  of  total  national  income  to 
persons  living  on  farms  over  a  period  of 
years  in  order  to  show  trends  and  how 
the  income  of  farmers  in  relation  to 
national  economy  is  reflected. 

Looking  at  a  tabulation  over  a  period 
of  years,  we  find  that  of  the  total  na- 
tional income,  the  farmer  received.  In 
the  calendar  year  1912, 13.7  percent.  In 
the  calendar  year  1917  he  received  16.5 
percent,  and  that  was  at  a  time  when 
the  United  States  economy  was  relatively 
high,  not  only  for  the  farmer  but  also 
for  the  worker,  whether  he  was  a  fac- 
tory worker,  a  professional  man,  or  » 
businessman. 

In  1922  the  percentage  dropped  to 
8  percent.  That  was  the  beginning  of 
a  recession  that  affected  not  only  the 
farmer  but  affected  also  the  entire 
economy  of  the  United  States. 

In  1927  the  farmer's  income  in  rela- 
tion to  the  total  national  Income  was 
8.2  percent.  In  1932  it  dropped  to 
5.5  percent  of  the  national  income.  That 
was  the  beginning  of  the  depression  of 
tlie  early  1930's.  . 

In  1937  the  percentage  had  risen  to 
8.8  percent,  and  in  1942  to  9.1  percent. 

In  1947  it  had  risen  to  9  percent,  and 
In  1952  it  had  dropped  to  6.4  percent. 

In  other  words,  the  recession  felt  In 
agricultural  areas  of  the  Nation  today  is 
reflecting  a  recession  that  commenced 
in  the  calendar  y<ear  1951  and  carried 
itself  through  1952.  We  are  now  feel- 
ing the  effects  of  that  recession  as  of 
1953;  and  unless  we  can  support  agri- 
cultural prices  to  maintain  a  sort  of 
stable  price  level,  there  will  be  a  reces- 
sion wiiich  will  have  its  reflex  beyond 
the  boundaries  of  the  farm  economy.  It 
will  reach  into  the  cities  and  factory 
centers  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYK  I  yield  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  North  I>akota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  want  to  commend  the 
able  Senator  from  Minnesota  on  an  ex- 
cellent speech  in  behalf  of  90-percent 
supports  for  butterfat.  In  view  of  aH 
the  facts,  I  do' not  think  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  could  have  taken  any 
other  course.  Hoa  ever,  I  do  take  excep- 
tion to  some  of  his  excttses  for  the 
90-percent  supports.  I  do  not  think  any 
excuses  were  necessary.  3F\or  example, 
he  ties  his  reasons  for  dairy  sum>orts 
closely  to  90-percent  supports  for  basic 
farm  commodities.  There  Is  some  rela- 
tion, of  course,  but  not  nearly  as  much 
as  he  Indicates.  For  example:  there  is 
no  price  siupport  on  pasture,  which  is  a 
large  part  of  the  feed  supply  for  cattle. 
There  is  no  support  on  hay  or  on  en- 
silage. Oat  supports  are  85  percent  of 
imrity.    Wheat  has  been  selling  at  82  to 


85  percent  of  parity,  or  from  SO  to  40 
cents  a  bushel  below  90-peroent  support, 
for  most  of  the  time  during  the  last 
8  months.  Even  corn  is  selling  far  below 
90-percent  supports.  60  I  think  that 
part  of  his  statement  was  not  quite 
accurate. 

Mr.  THYE.  May  I  ask  to  whom  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  referring 
when  he  says  tlK  statement  is  not  quite 
accurate? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  refer  to  Secretary 
Benson,  not  to  the  ahle  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  was  very 
careful  in  developing  these  figures,  and 
I  was  ready  to  defend  my  figxires  if 
necessary. 

If  agricultural  prices  are  allowed  to 
slide  to  too  low  a  level,  we  can  rest  as- 
sured that  such  prices  will  ultimately  be 
reflected  in  the  entire  national  eoonomy. 
That  is  as  certain  as  that  night  follows 
day. 

When  we  go  back  over  the  flgtires  we 
see  that  in  1932  the  farmers'  share  <rf  the 
national  income  was  5.5  percent.  That 
was  the  beginning  of  the  depression  of 
the  1930's.  In  the  calendar  year  1952  the 
fanners'  share  of  the  national  income 
was  only  6.4  percent.  That  is  a  danger 
signal,  afid  we  had  better  recognize  it  as 
Members  of  Congress.  Therefore,  we 
had  better  oommend  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  having  announced  90 
percent  support  on  butter,  rather  than 
write  articles  such  as  the  one  to  which 
I  referred  earlier,  in  which  Mr.  Aubrey 
Graves  used  such  langua«:e  as  this: 

Benson's  failure  to  drop  the  snpport  level 
came  as  a  sbock  f  oilowlsg  his  recent  St.  Paul 
speech. 

It  was  that  article  which  led  me  to  do 
some  searching  into  the  facts  and  figures. 

If  we  permit  ourselves  to  be  beclouded 
in  our  thinking  with  regard  to  the  farm- 
support  program,  to  the  point  where  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  not  supported 
"When  he  takes  a  sound  stand,  some  day 
we  shall  waken  to  find  a  national  depres- 
sion on  our  hands  which  will  lead  to  a 
serious  situation,  and  it  will  be  most  dif- 
ficult to  bring  the  Nation  out  of  it.  For 
that  reason,  today  I  am  defending  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  because,  as  I 
stated  earlier,  batter  surpluses  come 
from  every  section  of  the  United  States — 
not  only  from  Tennessee,  but  from  the 
New  England  area.  They  are  not  con- 
fined to  the  midwestem  section.  There 
are  times  in  the  year  when  butter  sur- 
pluses necessarily  exist  If  we  are  to  have 
a  sufficient  amount  of  flmd  milk  to  meet 
the  consumers'  needs  in  the  summer, 
wrhen  the  milk  supply  is  at  a  low  volimie 
and  when  the  consumption  is  exceeding- 
ly high.  I  refer  to  the  consumption  of 
fluid  milk  as  well  as  butter  fat  which 
eoe&  into  ice  cream.  If  we  are  to  have 
an  ample  supply  of  fluid  milk  for  the 
months  of  August,  September,  and  Octo- 
ber, we  shall  have  butter  surpluses 
throughout  the  winter  months  and  the 
early  spring  months  of  the  year.  Such 
a  surplus  exists  now.  Therefore,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  could  do  noth- 
ing other  than  step  in  and  buy  the  sur- 
plus butter  which  was  being  offered.  As 
Boon  as  we  have  gone  through  the  month 


..  ^?.^ 

K| 

^1 

m 

'-:%.m 

t<-!: 


1522 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  2 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1523 


I 


of  March.  I  am  confident  that  we  shall 
see  a  smaller  amount  of  butter  offered 
to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Once  we  get  past  the  period  involved 
in  the  announcement  of  90  percent  sup- 
ports a  year  ago.  which  period  expires 
on  April  1  of  this  year,  we  shall  find  that 
the  amount  of  butter  offered  to  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  will  be  less, 
because  the  announced  support  price,  at 
90  percent  represents  a  return  for  butter 
2  cents  less  than  the  price  for  the  previ- 
ous calendar  year,  even  though  the  Sec- 
retary announces  supports  at  90  i)ercent. 
because  the  parity  ratio  will  bring  2  cents 
a  pound  less  for  butter  under  the  new 
executive  order  than  under  the  Executive 
order  of  a  year  ago. 

Prices  for  butterfat  and  cream  aver- 
aged only  66.8  cents  a  pound  in  mid- 
February.  This  was  1  Vz  cents  less  than 
the  price  a  month  earlier,  and  16.1  cents 
less  than  the  price  a  year  earlier,  or  a 
decrease  of  19.4  percent,  compared  with 
a  decrease  of  only  6  percent  in  feed 
prices. 

Secretary  Benson  followed  the  only 
logical  course  in  extending  support 
prices  for  dairy  products  at  90  percent 
of  parity  for  another  year.  In  my  opin- 
ion, this  is  not  inconsistent  with  his 
statement  made  at  St.  Paul. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  Record,  at  this 
point  I  ask  to  have  printed  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  a  two-page  release  issued  by 
the  oflBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture on  February  27.  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Secsxtabt  Benson  Announces  1953-54  Dairt 
Support  Lxvxl 
UNTrxs  Stars  Depabtmknt 

OP  Agriculturk. 

OfPICK  or  THX  SECRrTART, 

Washington,  February  27.  1953 

Dairy  product  prices  will  be  supported  at 
90  percent  of  parity  for  another  year  be- 
ginning April  1.  according  to  the  announce- 
ment made  today  by  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. Ezra  Tart  Benson. 

This  decision  follows  the  recommendation 
of  the  Dairy  Advisory  Group,  congressional 
leaders,  farm  leaders,  and  others  who  have 
been  consulted. 

"A  primary  reason  for  continuing  the 
maximum  support  allowed  by  the  law,"  ac- 
cording to  Secretary  Benson,  "was  assurance 
from  the  dairy  advisers  that  the  Industry 
would  Immediately  start  work  on  programs 
to  reduce  to  a  minimum  governmental  sup- 
port purchases.  The  year  will  give  the  In- 
dustry time  to  demonstrate  to  what  degree 
it  can  solve  Its  own  problems. 

"Here  Is  one  of  the  great  agricultural  In- 
dustries," said  Benson,  "that  has  told  us  they 
want  time  to  get  programs  Into  operation. 
We  know  the  Important  dairy  Industry  does 
not  want  to  depend  on  Government  price 
supports.  The  farm  and  dairy  leadership 
now  has  the  opportunity  to  demonstrate 
what  teamwork  will  accomplish." 

A  representative  work  conference  Includ- 
ing farmers  and  leaders  of  their  organiza- 
tions, processors,  distributors,  retailers,  and 
consumers  will  be  called  together  at  once. 
Each  segment  of  the  dairy  Industry  will  be 
asked  to  send  representatives  prepared  to 
assume  definite  responsibility  for  a  portion 
of  the  solution  of  the  dairy  problems.  Sec- 
retary Benson  said,  for  example.  "Dairy  farm- 
ers can  shift  more  rapidly  to  flxUd  milk  sales 
and  away  from  butterfat. 

"Ifllk  companies  can  move  more  milk  from 
butter-ptroduclng  areas  Into  regions  needlne 
fluid  milk. 


"Betail  dairies,  stores,  and  consumers  can 
more  actively  promote  the  sale  of  milk  and 
milk  products. 

"There  are  other  adjustments  which  the 
Industry  can  make  to  reduce  the  accumu- 
lation of  surplus  dairy  products. 

"The  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  offered  to  help  and  the  assist- 
ance of  the  agricultural  colleges,  exfierlment 
stations,  and  extension  services  can  be  de- 
pended upon." 

"Dairy  farmers  and  dairy  industry  leader- 
ship has  a  major  challenge."  continued  Sec- 
retary Benson.  "We  believe  they  will  put  the 
dairy  business  on  a  more  solid  basis — with 
a  minimum  dependence  on  price  supports. 
They  have  asked  for  time — we  have  agreed. 
Now  we  will  all  pitch  In  to  get  the  Job  done." 

Such  price  support  operations  as  are 
needed  will  be  carried  out  through  offers  to 
purchase  butter,  cheese,  and  nonfat  dry 
milk  solids. 

Purchases  of  butter  will  be  made  on  a 
"basing  point"  method,  using  the  four  ter- 
minal markets  of  New  York,  Chicago,  Seattle, 
and  San  Francisco,  with  appropriate  differ- 
entials at  other  points  in  the  country.  This 
will  be  a  change  from  the  present  policy  un- 
der which  butter  has  been  purchased  at  a 
uniform  price  throughout  the  country. 

The  drop  In  the  parity  formula  will  re- 
duce the  butter  price  support  about  2  cents 
per  pound. 

Program  details,  which  otherwise  will  be 
generally  comparable  with  those  of  present 
operations,  will  be  announced  by  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Recoso  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  an  editorial  which  was  pub- 
lished in  today's  issue  of  the  Washington 
Post.  It  is  an  excellent  editorial,  which 
greatly  clarifies  the  situation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows : 

XMlemma  in  Dairt  Supports 
Agriculture  Secretary  Benson  is  wise  to 
plan  a  series  of  talks  over  the  country  to 
explain  his  views  on  farm-price  supports.  It 
Is  apparent  that  those  views  have  been  dis- 
torted by  persons  who  see  in  any  suggestion 
for  change  In  the  system  of  rigid  hiijh  price 
supports  an  attempt  to  undermine  American 
agrlcultiue.  What  amounts  almost  to  a  cam- 
paign of  fearmongering  has  arisen — fear,  not 
of  what  has  happened,  but  of  what  might 
happen.  If  Mr.  Benson  can  get  his  essentially 
moderate  position  across  to  responsible  farm 
audiences,  we  surmise  that  many  of  those 
fears  will  be  quieted. 

In  this  connection  Mr.  Benson's  decision 
to  continue  dairy  price  supports  at  90  per- 
cent of  parity,  while  disappointing  to  con- 
sumers, ought  to  reassure  farmers  that  pol- 
icy changes  wiU  not  be  precipitate.  Whether 
or  not  to  lower  dairy  supports  to  85  or  80 
percent  would  have  been  a  most  difficult  de- 
cision, and  Mr.  Benson  would  have  Invited 
criticism  either  way.  In  view  of  the  huge 
governmental  stocks  of  butter — 89  million 
pounds — as  well  as  of  cheese,  his  own  dis- 
position must  have  been  to  drop  the  support 
level. 

But  a  drop  In  the  dairy  support  level,  at 
the  same  time  that  supports  on  feed  grains 
remain  pegged  by  law  at  90  percent  through 
1954.  would  have  put  a  squeeze  on  dairy 
farmers.  Incidentally,  a  major  reason  for  the 
alarm  over  falling  beef  cattle  prices  is  the 
fact  that,  whereas  cattle  prices  are  not  sup- 
ported, feed  prices  are  pegged.  Here  is  a 
classic  example  of  the  way  In  which  rigid 
supports  upset  the  economy.  Paced  with 
mandatory  grain  supports.  Mr.  Benson  made 
a  practical  compromise.  Dairymen  are  as- 
sured 90  percent  support  for  another  year, 
but  they  have  clear  warning  to  adjust  them- 


selves to  a  program  reqxilrlng  leaa  govam- 

mental  aid. 

Mr.  Benson  spoke  euphemlatically,  how- 
ever, when  he  said  that  the  high  supports,  if 
continued,  will  price  butter  right  out  of  the 
market.  Reports  of  butter  consumption  vis  a 
vis  that  of  margarine  show  that  a  whole- 
sale change  In  eating  habits  has  long  since 
occurred.  Millions  of  Americans,  whatever 
their  personal  tastes,  prefer  to  buy  margarine 
at  30  cents  Instead  of  butter  at  76. 

Dairymen  themselves,  despite  the  preeaure 
of  their  lobbyists,  must  recognize  that  there 
Is  something  criminally  wasteful  in  the  gov- 
ernmental purchase  of  2  million  pounds  of 
butter  a  day  for  storage,  and  perhaps  event- 
ual dumping.  What  Is  happening  Is  a  re- 
alignment of  values  on  dairy  products.  The 
use  of  skim  milk  is  on  the  upswing,  and 
vegetable  oils  have  supplanted  higher  priced 
butterfat  for  many  uses.  Possibly  this  means 
higher  ultimate  prices  for  fluid  milk  and 
lower  prices  for  butterfat.  Lower  prices  for 
butterfat  might.  In  turn,  restore  some  of  Ita 
popularity.  Mr.  Benson  needs  to  remind  the 
dairy  Industry  continually  during  the  next 
year  that  the  basic  adjustment  cannot  take 
place  until  the  price-support  system  is 
changed  to  facilitate  production,  not  for  the 
Government,  but  for  the  market. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  say  further  that  we.  as 
Members  of  Congress,  must  watch  the 
trend,  not  only  of  our  agricultural  econ- 
omy, but  of  our  entire  national  econ- 
omy.  If  we  fail  to  do  so,  and  if  one  seg- 
ment is  thrown  out  of  balance  with  re- 
spect to  others,  it  will  be  a  matter  of 
only  a  short  time  until  there  will  be 
chaos,  which  will  be  drastically  reflected 
in  our  entire  national  economy.  I  stand 
in  full  agreement  with  the  announced 
support,  at  90  percent,  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts for  the  next  12  months,  commencing 
April  1.  as  contained  in  the  order  Issued 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  last 
week. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  comments  with  regard  to  a 
certain  nomination  on  the  Executive 
Calendar.  I  will  be  unable  to  be  present 
when  it  is  taken  up  for  discussion  this 
afternoon. 

In  order  that  I  may  catch  a  train  at 
3  o'clock.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  be  excused  from  further  attendance 
upon  sessions  of  the  Senate  until  I  re- 
turn from  the  trip  which  I  am  about  to 
take. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  facetiously 
and  good  naturedly  that  th'  Republican 
speakers  in  support  of  Secretary  Benson 
ought  to  get  together.  Their  signals 
seem  to  be  crossed.  I  think  it  would 
make  rather  humorous  reading  to  read 
the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  I  Mr.  Bridges  I  last  week,  and 
then  read  the  comments  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  today,  and  try  to  fol- 
low the  time  clock  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  I  think  they  ought  to  get 
together  if  they  are  really  going  to  pre- 
sent a  united  front  in  the  agriculture 
picture,  because  if  I  ever  listened  to  two 
inconsistent  speeches.  I  have  heard  them 
from  these  two  distinguished  leaders  of 
the  Republican  Party. 

Now,  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
make  a  few  comments  on  another  sub- 
ject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


NOMINATION  OF  JAMES  H. 
DOUGLAS.  JR..  TO  BE  UNDER  SEC- 
RETARY OP  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  comments  on  the  nomination 
of  James  H.  Douglas.  Jr..  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  which  nomi- 
nation will  be  under  consideration  later 
this  afternoon.  At  that  time  I  shall  not 
be  present  to  register  my  vote  against 
his  nomination,  so  I  wish  to  annoimce 
at  this  time  that,  if  present,  I  would  vote 
against  it  and  to  make  certain  com- 
ments as  a  result  of  my  study  of  the 
record  of  the  Armed  Service  Commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  Douglas'  nomination  was  favorably 
reported  last  Friday,  and  is  on  the  cal- 
endar for  today.  He  is  a  Chicago  at- 
torney. He  has  stock  holdings  which 
run  into  hundreds  Df  thousands  of  dol- 
lars. A  complete  list  is  available  from 
the  Armed  Services  Committee.  The 
committee  requested  that  Douglas  divest 
himself  of  800  shares  of  Phillips  Petro- 
leum stock  and  145  shares  of  Texas  Gulf 
Producing.    Douglas  agreed  to  do  so. 

The  transcript  shows  that  Douglas 
has  400  shares  of  Seaboard  Oil  of  Dela- 
ware. The  record  shows  that  members 
of  the  committee  discussed  this  subject, 
and  were  not  sure  whether  or  not  the 
company  is  a  refining  company.  They 
did  not  seem  to  be  able  to  reach  an 
agreement  on  that  point. 

Not  being  a  member  of  the  committee. 
I  must  judge  from  what  is  in  the  record. 
As  I  gather  from  the  record,  some  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  felt  that  if  this 
was  a  refining  company  Douglas  should 
net  rid  of  his  shares  In  It.  Mr.  Douglas 
was  not  present  at  this  hearing  In  order 
to  clear  up  this  matter.  So  far  as  the 
record  shows,  this  discussion  was  left 
unresolved.  So  we  still  do  not  know. 
Even  if  we  wish  to  accept  as  sound  the 
criterion  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, which  I  think  is  a  very  fallacious 
criterion,  namely,  the  distinction  be- 
tween a  refining  company  and  a  pro- 
ducinp  company,  as  a  basis  for  determin- 
ing whether  or  not  a  nominee  should 
be  required  to  sell  his  shares,  we  can- 
not tell  from  the  record  the  breed  of 
his  stocks. 

Douglas  Is  a  cotrustee  of  several  trusts. 
Including  that  of  his  father's  estate,  in 
which  the  mother  has  a  life  Interest. 
He  and  his  brother  will  share  equally 
upon  her  death.  It  was  stated  that  this 
trust  has  diversified  stockholdings,  but 
no  description  was  made  beyond  Doug- 
las' statement  that  the  trust  does  not 
hold  aircraft  or  airline  shares. 

As  a  lawyer  I  know  it  is  elementary 
that  when  one  is  trying  to  find  the  facts 
he  does  not  stop  with  the  witness' 
statement  as  to  what  the  facts  are.  In 
my  judgment.  If  one  Is  carrying  out  his 
trust  as  a  member  of  the  committee,  he 
ought  to  determine  exactly  what  these 
stocks  are.  Simply  to  accept  the  state- 
ment that  they  are  not  aircraft  or  air- 
line shares — which  Is  all  the  record 
shows — certainly  Is  not  sufficient  for  me 
as  a  lawyer.  I  still  think  we  ought  to 
know  what  the  facts  are.  based  upon  a 
listing  of  the  shares.  That  should  not 
be  very  difficult. 


The  appointee  also  has  some  Interests 
and  royalties  In  oil  well  enterprises  which 
do  not  refine  petroleum  products,  but 
sell  to  refineries.  The  discussion  In  the 
committee  was  to  the  effect  that  it  has 
adopted  the  rule  that  Defense  Depart- 
ment appointees  should  divest  them- 
selves of  refining  company  stock,  but  not 
producing  company  stock.  The  ra- 
tionale Is  that  the  latter  would  not  deal 
with  defense-procurement  agencies.  I 
think  It  Is  a  remarkable  rationale,  but 
clearly  unsound.  In  my  opinion,  there 
Is  a  very  direct  relationship  between  the 
oil  Industry  as  such  and  the  procure- 
ment of  oil  by  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment. I  believe  the  kind  of  Interest  Mr. 
Douglas  has  is  one  that  should  have 
been  gone  into  more  carefully  than  the 
transcript  of  the  hearings  shows  was 
the  case. 

The  record  discloses  that  petroleum 
procurement  for  all  the  military  services 
is  handled  by  the  Armed  Services  Pe- 
troleum Purchasing  Agency.  There  is 
an  Air  Force  representative  on  the 
Agency,  but  he  is  not  within  the  Office 
of  the  Under  Secretary.  However,  he 
does  not  work  In  a  vacuum.  Nor  would 
the  proixised  Under  Secretary  work  In  a 
vacuum.  They  all  work  together  In  the 
Departfaaent  of  the  Air  Force.  To  say 
that  because  the  Under  Secretary  him- 
self does  not  sit  on  the  procurement 
agency,  or  that  the  officer  who  does  sit 
on  the  procurement  agency  representing 
the  Air  Force  does  not  work  within  the 
Office  of  the  Under  Secretary,  Is  a  great 
charge  on  the  credulity  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate,  If  the  conclusion  the  com- 
mittee thinks  we  ought  to  draw  is  that 
therefore  there  could  not  possibly  be  any 
question  of  Influence  that  would  seep 
through  the  Air  Force  Department  be- 
cause of  the  position  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Air  Force.  They  work  shoul- 
der to  shoulder.  They  are  parties  in 
Interest.  One  would  expect  that  to  be 
the  fact  In  any  kind  of  team  work. 

At  the  outset  of  the  hearing  Mr. 
Douglas  stated  that  he  would  resign  all 
his  directorships,  including  that  In  the 
American  Air  Lines,  If  his  nomination 
Is  confirmed.  I  compliment  him  on  that 
great  concession,  but  I  wish  the  Record 
to  show  that  if  a  yea-and-nay  vote  were 
held  on  the  nomination — and  I  do  not 
think  one  will  be  held — I  would  vote 
against  confirmation.  I  would  vote 
against  It  because  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  record  shows  thai  Mr.  Douglas  has 
been  cleared  of  an  affinity  of  Interest  any 
more  than  Wilson,  Kyes,  Talbott,  or 
other  nominees,  whose  nominations.  In 
my  opinion,  for  Important  positions  in 
the  Defense  Establishment,  should  never 
have  been  confirmed,  because  they  have 
Interests  which  are  in  Fwtential  conflict 
with  the  public  Interest. 


FEDERAL  CIVIL  DEFENSE 
ADMINISTRATION 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nom- 
ination of  James  H.  Douglas,  Jr.,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Jackson  in  the  chair).  Tlie  question  Is, 
Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nom- 
ination of  Val  Peterson  to  be  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administrator. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


ARMY  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to 
read  sundry  nominations  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  the 
nominations  in  the  armed  services  listed 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  be  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  In  the 
Army,  National  Guard,  Air  Force,  and 
Navy  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


SUNDRY  APPOINTMENTS  AND  PRO- 
MOTIONS IN  THE  ARMED  SERV- 
ICES 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nom- 
inations lying  on  the  table,  referred  to 
at  the  bottom  of  the  Executive  Calendar, 
be  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
Inquire  what  nominations  are  now  being 
considered? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  wiU  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  that  nomina- 
tions of  5,500  junior  officers  were  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  on  Friday.  On  ob- 
jection of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  they  were  laid  over  until  today. 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  sundry  appointments 
in  the  Regular  Army,  sundry  appoint- 
ments and  promotions  in  the  Air  Force, 
and  sundry  appointments  In  the  Navy, 
which  were  reported  favorably  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall]  on  behalf  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  on  February  27, 1953, 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN 
SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Clare  Boothe 
Luce  to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  Italy.    

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make 
clear  to  the  Senate  that  my  request  on 
Friday  that  consideration  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce,  of 
Connecticut,  be  held  over  until  today  was 
not,  by  any  means,  motivated  by  doubt 
as  to  the  personal  integrity  and  ability 
of  the  lady  from  Connecticut. 

Rather.  It  was  the  result  of  a  recent 
visit  to  Italy  where  I  found  that  Ambas- 
sador Bunker  had  performed  a  remarka- 
ble service  for  our  country  In  a  difficult 
poUtlcal  situation.  I  found  that  the  at- 
tention of  the  Italian  Government  and 
people  were  focused  upon  our  acts  here 
in  the  United  States.    They  were  eagerly 
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awaiting  any  move  we  might  make 
which  would  reflect  our  future  attitude 
toward  the  Italian  nation.  FOr  this  rea- 
son, therefore.  I  felt  that  a  more  advised 
and  deliberate  approach  should  be  taken 
to  the  nomination  of  a  new  Ambassador 
to  assiune  the  duties  now  being  per- 
formed so  ably  by  Ambassador  Bunker. 

Let  me  emphasize  that  I  want  the  sit- 
uation in  Italy  to  reniain  as  it  is  at  the 
present  time.  I  believe  that  to  be  the 
best  position  to  take  imder  all  the  cir- 
cumstances. Particularly,  we  should  not 
indicate  that  we  are  in  any  way  inter- 
ested in  the  election  which  is  about  to 
take  place  in  Italy. 

It  was  my  thought  that  by  avoiding  a 
hasty  approach  to  the  nomination,  we 
could  b^t  assxire  the  maintenance  of  the 
good  relations  between  our  two  countries 
and  also  avoid  the  charge  that  the  re- 
placement involved  political  implications 
in  connection  with  the  forthcoming 
Italian  elections. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  now  withhold 
any  further  objection  to  the  nomination. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
behalf  of  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Clare 
Boothe  Luce.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
she  appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  I  believe  she  demon- 
strated beyond  any  doubt  that  she  im- 
derstands  the  duties  of  Ambassador  to 
Italy.  She  also  very  clearly  distin- 
guishes between  the  position  of  Ambas- 
sador to  the  Government  of  Italy  and 
that  of  Ambassador  to  the  Vatican  State. 
She  also  demonstrated  that  she  imder- 
stands  the  principle  of  the  separation  be- 
tween church  and  state  in  America. 

I  believe  that  she  will  serve  in  the  po- 
sition of  Ambassador  to  Italy  with  credit 
to  herself  and  to  our  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Mrs. 
Clare  Boothe  Luce  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Italy? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
of  all  nominations  confirmed  this  day. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 
Mr.    FERGUSON.    Mr.    President,    I 
move  that  the  Senate  resimie  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


SECOND     SUPPLEMENTAL     APPRO- 
PRIATIONS.  1953 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  calendar  No.  44,  which 
is  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1953,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  CR.  R. 
3053)  making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1953,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan, 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3053)  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jime  30,  1953.  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  is  now  considering  the  second 
supplemental  appropriation  bill,  so- 
called,  which  is  the  first  appropriation 
bill  of  the  1953  session  of  Congress. 

A  great  many  persons  in  the  United 
States  and  a  great  many  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  had  considerable  to  say 
about  economy  and  about  balancing  the 
budget.  The  first  appropriation  bill  of 
the  1953  session  is  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, and  this  is  the  time  for  the  Senate 
to  proceed  to  effect  economy. 

I  beUeve  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee has  done  a  good  job  on  the  bill.  Let 
me  point  out  that  the  appropriation 
items  submitted  by  the  President  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  consid- 
ered by  the  Senate  committee,  totaled 
$2,327,521,114.  The  biU  as  reported  by 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  to 
the  Senate  calls  for  appropriations  in  the 
amount  of  $947,325,579.  or  a  decrease  of 
$1,380,195,535  from  the  estimates  and 
the  budget  requests. 

The  bill  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Ap- 
propriations Committee  differs  in  only 
minor  respects  from  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives.  Items 
now  included  in  the  bill,  as  reported, 
which  were  not  in  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House,  are  largely  ones  which  were 
never  submitted  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, but  came  in  subsequent 
budget  estimates.  For  instance,  in  that 
connectibn  let  me  refer  to  an  item  of 
$13  million  for  claims  and  judgments. 
There  is  nothing  the  Congress  can  do 
about  claims,  once  they  have  been 
passed  upon  by  the  courts  and  once  the 
courts  have  settled  their  amounts,  we 
can  only  appropriate  the  amount. 

Various  other  small  items  are  con- 
tained in  the  bill;  but  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  considering  the  bill  kept 
economy  in  mind,  and  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ate committee  has  held  it  to  the  same 
test.  I  hope  we  can  proceed  to  act  on 
the  bill  without  any  great  delay. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Inasmuch  as  I  have  to 
attend  a  hearing  in  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  on  the  so- 
called  tidelands-oil  legislation,  I  desire 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  print- 
ed at  this  point  in  the  Record  some  re- 
marks I  have  prepared  in  connection 
with  the  pending  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Very  well. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  MnxRAT  on  Appro- 
priation FOR  CouNcn-  OP  Economic  Advisxrs 
AND  Contused  Economic  Policies  or  the 
Administration 

I  should  like  to  make  a  few  brief  comments 
on  the  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
CouncU  of  Economic  Advisers. 


THESE   MEMBERB    OP  OOITNCIL  8BOT7UI  ■■ 
APPOarTED 

First  of  an.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
the  $60,000,  provided  for  the  CouncU  of  Kco- 
nomlc  Advisers  by  the  S«nat«  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  Is  unique  in  one  respect:  It 
Is  the  only  appropriation  Item  (or  an  agency 
which  had  no  head. 

WhUe  I  support  the  committee's  action  In 
restoring  the  funds  that  had  been  eliminated 
by  the  other  House,  I  believe  It  Is  essential 
that  appointments  be  made  promptly  to  fUl 
the  three  positions  on  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers  as  provided  for  under  the 
Employment  Act  of  1948. 

widespread  coNrnsioH  on  boomomic  pouct 

At  the  present  moment,  we  see  on  all  sides 
a  growing  confusion  In  the  economic  poUclee 
of  the  administration. 

In  the  field  of  agriculture  there  seems  to 
be  a  serious  unawareness  of  the  possible  dan- 
gers confronting  the  American  farmers  and 
of  the  dangerous  Impact  of  declining  farm 
prices  on  the  rest  of  the  economy. 

In  the  field  of  fiscal  policy,  we  are  told,  on 
the  one  hand,  that  many  billions  of  dollars 
of  wasteful  expenditures  can  be  eliminated 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  rery  few  budget 
cuts  can  be  expected. 

We  are  told  on  one  day  that  taxes  can  be 
reduced  and  on  another  day  that  they  cannot 
be  reduced. 

On  the  one  hand — presumably  because  In- 
flationary pressures  have  abated — we  aee 
price  controls  abandoned  and  margin  re- 
quirements on  the  stock  market  reduced. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  told  that  higher 
Interest  rates  are  needed  to  stem  Inflation. 

CONFUSION    and  WAffTE   IM   TNTSSaVr  RATIB 

We  are  told,  on  the  one  hand,  that  more 
of  the  public  debt  should  be  placed  In  long- 
term  bonds,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Treasury  Department  replaces  alnuMt  •&  bil- 
lion of  11>4 -month  securities  with  securities 
maturing  In  only  12  months. 

We  are  told  that  a  primary  purpoee  of 
the  administration  Is  to  reduce  costs.  Tet 
in  this  recent  refinancing  operatlrn — which 
Is  the  biggest  single  action  the  new  admin- 
istration has  taken  In  the  field  of  economic 
policy — the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has 
boosted  the  rate  of  Interest  from  l\  per- 
cent  to  21/4  percent. 

This  Increase  of  three-eights  of  1  percent 
means  an  increased  cost  to  the  Government— 
and  Increased  profit  to  the  bankers — of 
$34  mUUon  a  year,  a  figure  verified  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  This  sum  alone 
Is  twice  what  would  be  needed  to  expand 
and  improve  our  Nation's  faculties  for  train- 
ing an  adequate  supply  of  doctors,  dentists, 
and  nurses. 

We  are  told  that  this  costly  increase  In 
Interest  payments  Is  forced  upon  us  by  the 
fact  that  the  market  rate  has  risen  as  a 
result  of  the  automatic  operation  of  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand.  Yet  the  finan- 
cial expert  of  the  New  York  Times  who 
reported  upon  the  refinancing  operation  In 
the  New  York  Times  of  February  15  said 
that  one  consideration  In  the  higher  Interest 
rate  was — and  I  quote — "the  willingness  of 
the  Treasury  to  pay  even  more  than  the 
market  rate." 

NEED  FOR  COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  APVISEMa 

It  was  to  deal  with  problems  of  this  type 
that  the  Congress  provided  for  the  CouncU 
of  Economic  Advisers  In  the  Employment  Act 
of  1946. 

The  primary  purpose  of  the  CouncU  of 
Economic  Advisers  Is  to  develop  a  consistent 
and  integrated  economic  policy  which  will 
promote  maximum  employment,  production, 
and  purchasing  power. 

The  members  of- the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers,  when  appointed.  wlU  obviously  not 
find  their  task  an  easy  one. 

Any  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  when 
appointed,  will  probably  find  Itself  faced 
with  the  necessity  of  recommending  many 
changes  and   improvements  In  the  present 


pconomlc  policies  of  the  present  administra- 
tion. 

Berause  of  the  obvious  need  for  such 
changes  and  Improvements.  I  sincerely  hope 
tliiit  the  appointments  will  be  made  without 
further  delay. 

sixty    thousand    DOLLARS    ADEQUATE    FOR    THIS 
FISCAL   TEAR 

As  for  the  specific  sum  of  $60,000  to  carry 
the  Council  through  the  remainder  of  this 
fiscal  year.  I  am  highly  gratified  with  the 
action  of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee. This  decision.  If  sustained,  will  re- 
verse the  action  of  the  other  House  which, 
by  deleting  funds  for  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers,  would  have  defeated  the 
Intent  of  the  Congress  as  expressed  In  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946. 

The  .eum  of  $60,000.  I  am  Informed,  will 
be  suflBcient  to  allow  this  important  agency 
to  operate  during  the  next  few  months.  I 
assume  this  figure  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Senate:  I  hope  it  will  be  agreed  to  by  the 
conferees  representing  the  other  House. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amount  carried  by  the  appropriation 
bill  we  are  now  considering  is  almost 
60  percent  below  the  total  amount  re- 
quested by  the  Budget  Bureau  orig- 
inally. It  is  actually  59.3  percent  below 
the  estimates.  Most  of  the  estimates 
and  requests  for  appropriations  were 
submitted  to  the  Congress  by  the  pre- 
vious administration.  Congress,  how- 
ever, can  take  little  credit  for  this  tre- 
mendous reduction  in  the  appropriations 
carried  by  this  particular  bill,  for  al- 
most all  the  savings  were  volimtarily 
made  by  the  new  administration. 

Time  after  time  at  the  appropriations 
committee  hearings  we  heard  officials 
of  the  new  administration  say,  "We  can 
fLei  along  without  that  additional  ap- 
propriation," or  "We  shall  use  the  funds 
we  already  have."  This  spirit  of  econ- 
omy on  the  part  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  is  something  new  to 
me,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  spirit  which 
should  be  shown  by  the  administration. 

I  have  compiled  a  brief  table  show- 
ing the  reductions  in  appropriation  re- 
quests which  were  voluntarily  made  by 
the  new  administration  and  also  the  re- 
ductions which  were  made  after  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  Senate  Ap- 
propriations Committee  brought  the  at- 
tention of  the  new  administration  to 
this  subject.  The  two  types  of  reduc- 
tion made  by  the  new  administration 
amount  to  $1,380,358,500.  This  total  is 
greater  than  the  amount  sho^m  on  page 
1  of  the  Senate  committee's  report  as 
a  reduction  in  the  budget  estimates,  be- 
cause some  of  the  transfers  requested 
by  the  new  administration  are  not  con- 
sidered as  appropriation  estimates  dr 
requests.  In  previous  years,  however, 
such  transfers  were  rare,  since  the  em- 
phasis always  seemed  to  be  on  new 
and  additional  appropriations — in  other 
words,  on  new  and  additional  funds — 
not  on  transfers  and  the  use  of  existing 
appropriations. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  hava 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  the  table  of  appro- 
priations reductions  requested  or  agreed 
to  by  the  new  administration  and  also 
the  table  of  reductions  in  appropriations 
requests  which  were  made  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  were  accepted  by  the 
new  administration,  and  were  not  ap- 
pealed to  the  Senate. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Appropriations     reductions     requested     or 

agreed  to  by  the  new  administration 
I.  instances    and    amounts    of    reductions 

WHERE  REQUESTS  WERE  REDUCED  BT  NEW  AD- 
MINISTRATION BEFORE  CONSIDERATION  BT 
CONGRESS 

State  Department  salaries  and 

expenses $360,000 

Justice,   fees  of   witness   and 

support  of  prisoners •  870,  000 

Justice,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization,  salaries  and 
expenses  for  new  law 1.725,000 

Commerce,       Patent       Office, 

printing   expenses 5.000 

Post  Office,  postal  operations.       >  28.  000.  000 

Post  Office,  claims ^  300.  000 

Department  of  Labor.  Employ- 
ment Security,  salaries  and 
expenses 31,000 

Labor.  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics    ' 150.  000 

National     Mediation      Board. 

salaries  and  expenses '  17,000 

Agriculture,  REA,  for  tele- 
phones         '  15, 000,  COO 

President's  emergency  fund- _  lOD.  000 

Civil  Service  Commission,  for 

U.  N.  Investigation >  1,  000,  COO 

Veterans'  Administration, 
medical  and  hospital  serv- 
ices ._. 3,074,000 

VA.  readjustment  benefits 80,  640,  000 

Defense  Department,  military 

pay 145,150.000 

Total _ 276,422,000 

'By  transfer. 

n.  REDUCTIONS  IN  APPROPRUTIONS  REQUESTS 
WHICH  WERE  MADE  BT  THE  HOUSE,  ACCEPTED 
BT  NEW  ADMINISTRATION.  AND  NOT  AP- 
PEALED TO  SENATE 

Judiciary,  miscellaneous  sal- 
ary and  expenses $36,000 

State  Department,  United 
States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  Commission '  1.  000,  000 

Treasury,    Bureau    of    Public 

Debt 1,550.000 

Labor.  Bureau  of  Employ- 
ment Security,  grants  to 
States 1.190,000 

Labor,  unemployment  com- 
pensation for  veterans 5,000,000 

FSA.  Office  of  Education,  sal- 
aries and  expenses 30,000 

PSA,    Public    Health    Service, 

payment  to  Hawaii 56,  000 

VA.  readjustment  benefits. _._         50,  418,  000 

VA,  servicemen's  indemnities-  600,  000 

VA,  grants  to  Philippines 432.500 

Defense,  mUltary  pay *  1,  043,724,  000 

Total 1.  103.  936,  500 

>  By  transfer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  proceed  to  5jate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  was  under 
the  heading  "Chapter  I — Legislative 
Branch,"   on   page    1   after   line   8,   to 

insert: 

Senate 

For  payment  to  Rosemary  T.  McMahon, 
widow  of  Brlen  McMahon,  late  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut.  $12,500. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2, 
after  line  2,  to  insert: 

SALARIES,    OFFICERS    AND   BMPLOTEE8 

The  appropriation  for  salaries  of  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Senate  contained  in 


the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act, 
1953,  Is  made  available  for  the  employment 
of  additional  clerical  assistants  for  each 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Florida,  so  that 
the  allowance  for  administrative  and  clerical 
assistants  for  such  Senators  will  be  equal  to 
that  allowed  other  Senators  from  States  hav- 
ing a  population  of  more  than  3  mUllon  but 
less  than  5  million,  the  population  of  said 
State  having  exceeded  3  million  Inhabitants. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2, 
after  line  12,  to  insert: 

The  appropriation  for  salaries  of  officers 
^nd  employees  of  the  Senate  contained  In  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1953, 
is  made  available  for  the  emplo3rment  of 
additional  clerical  assistants  for  each  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  so  that 
the  allowance  for  administrative  and  clerical 
assistants  for  such  Senators  wUI  be  equal  to 
that  allowed  other  Senators  from  States  hav- 
ing a  population  of  more  than  5  million  but 
less  than  10  million,  the  population  of  said 
State  having  exceeded  5  million  Inhabitants. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2, 
after  line  21,  to  insert: 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Effective  March  1, 
1953,  the  appropriation  for  salaries  of  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Senate  contained  In  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act  for  the 
fiscal  year  1953  Is  made  available  for  the  com- 
pensation of  one  camera  and  sound  engineer. 
Joint  Recording  FacUlty,  at  the  basic  rate  of 
$4,080  per  annum,  and  one  shipping  clerk. 
Joint  Recording  FacUlty,  at  the  basic  rate  of 
$1,500  per  annum. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3, 
after  line  4,  to  insert: 

Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senatb 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing :  For  an  addi- 
tional   amount    for    salaries    for    the    Joint 
Committee  on  Printing,  at  rates  to  be  fixed 
by  the  committee,  $555. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3, 
after  line  8,  to  insert: 

Joint  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Policy :  For  salaries  and  expenses  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Policy,  Including  the  objects 
specified  In  section  401.  Public  Law  414, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  second  session, 
$14,000;  notwithstanding  subsection  (j)  of 
section  401.  amount  to  be  disbursed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  upon  vouchers  ap- 
proved by  the  chairman  of  the  Joint  com- 
mittee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3, 
after  line  16.  to  insert: 

Vice  President's  automobile:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  for  purchase,  exchange,  driv- 
ing, maintenance,  and  operation  of  an  auto- 
mobUe  for  the  Vice  President,  $980. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

In'iulrles  and  Investigations:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  for  "Expenses  of  Inquiries  and 
Investigations,"  $500,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  "House  of  Representatives,"  on 
page  4.  after  line  6,  to  insert: 

salaries,  officers  and  employees 

Office  of  the  Clerk:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  the  "Office  of  the  Clerk."  $3,835 
to  be  available  for  the  compensation  of  one 
editor  and  laboratory  superrtsor.  effective 
March  I.  1W3.  •(  a  »>•»»«  rate  oC  $4.C«)  per 
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anniun,  and  one  script  writer  and  general 
gecretary,  effective  March  1,  1953,  at  a  baalc 
rate  of  $2,500  per  annum.  Joint  Recording 
Facility. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
after  line  11,  to  insert: 

ARCHmCT  OF  THI   CAPrtOL 
CAPrrOL    BinLDING    AND    GBOX7KDS 

Capitol  Buildings:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  "Capitol  Buildings"  $3,651.  of 
which  $2,861  shall  be  for  payment  to  Sklnker 
&  Garrett,  contractor,  for  constructing  brick 
arches  under  the  main  entrance  portico  steps 
of  the  Capitol  BuUding  to  support  the  1953 
Inaugural  stands. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5. 
after  line  18,  to  insert: 

Senate  Restaurant:  For  repairs,  improve- 
ments, furnishings  and  equipment  for  the 
Senate  Restaurant.  Capitol  Building,  includ- 
ing personal  and  other  services.  $1,600,  to  be 
expended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration,  without 
regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  6,  to  insert: 

Senate  OfBce  Building:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  "Senate  OfHce  Building."  $54,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the 
heading  "The  Judiciary,"  on  page  6, 
after  line  3,  to  insert: 

SuPRiMi  Court  of  thi  Untted  States 

PKEPAKATTON    OF    RULES    FOB    CIVIL    PROCEDURE 

For  expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court  inci- 
dent to  proposed  amendments  or  additions 
to  the  rules  of  civil  procedure  for  the  United 
States  district  coiirts  pursuant  to  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  section  2072.  to  be  ex- 
pended as  the  Chief  Justice  in  his  discretion 
may  approve,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  printing  and  bind- 
ing, and  per  diem  allowances  in  lieu  of  actual 
expenses  for  subsistence  at  rates  to  be  fixed 
by  him  not  to  exceed  $10  per  day.  $11,500,  to 
remain  available  until  June  30,  1954. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  "Chapter  n — Department  of 
State — International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission.  United  States  and 
Mexico",  on  page  7,  line  16,  after  the 
word  "expended",  to  insert  "of  which 
$1,000,000  shall  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  for  "Interna- 
tional information  and  educational  ac- 
tivities". Department  of  State  Appro- 
priation Act.  1953." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

Depasticxmt  of  Justice 

The  Attorney  General  is  hereby  authorized 
to  transfer  from  appropriations  contained 
.  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation 
Act,  1953,  not  to  exceed  $270,000  to  the  ap- 
propriation "Pees  and  expenses  of  witnesses, 
Justice",  1953.  and  not  to  exceed  $600,000  to 
the  appropriation  "Support  of  United  States 
prisoners.  Federal  Prison  System."  1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  "Patent  OflBce — Salaries  and 
Expenses",  on  page  8,  at  the  beginning 
of  line  18,  to  strike  out  $100,000"  and  in- 
sert "$130,000." 
.  i%lbiB  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  "Access  Roads  (Act  of  Septem- 
ber 7,  1950)",  on  page  9.  line  5,  after 
"(Act  of  September  7,  1950)".  to  strike 
out  "for  liquidation  of  obligations  in- 
curred pursuant  to  the  contract  author- 
ity granted  by  the  act  of  October  16, 
1951  (65  Stat.  422) .  $8,000,000.  to  remain 
available  until  expended,"  and  insert  "to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $18- 
000,000.  of  which  $8,000,000  is  for  Uqui- 
dation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant 
to  the  contract  authority  granted  by  the 
act  of  October  16.  1951  (65  Stat.  422)." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  "Chapter  HI",  on  page  9,  after 
line  17,  to  insert: 

Post  Oftice  Department 

(Out  of  the  postal  revenues) 

postal  operations 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Postal  op- 
erations", $28,000,000.  to  be  derived  by  trans- 
fer from  the  appropriation  "Transportation 
of  mails",  fiscal  year  1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  10.  to  insert: 

CLAUia 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Claims". 
$300,000,  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  the 
appropriation  "Transportation  of  mails",  fis- 
cal year  1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the 
heading  "Chapter  IV— Department  of 
Labor — Bureau  of  Employment  Secu- 
rity',  on  page  10,  after  line  7.  to  insert; 

SALARIES    AND    EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Salaries 
and  expenses ',  $80,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  'Federal  Security  Agency — Of- 
fice of  Education",  on  page  11,  after  line 
18,  to  insert: 

SCHOOL    CONSTHUCnOH 

The  amount  made  available  under  this 
head  in  the  Federal  Security  Appropriation 
Act.  1953,  for  necessary  expenses  of  technical 
services  rendered  by  other  agencies,  is  in- 
creased from    '$750,000"  to  "$875,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
12,  after  line  11.  to  insert: 

National  Mediation  Board 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Salaries  and 
expenses."  $7,000.  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  the  appropriation  "Salaries  and  ex- 
penses," National  Railroad  Adjustment 
Board,  fiscal  year  1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

arbitration  and  emergency  boards 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Arbitration 
and  emergency  boards."  $10,000.  to  be  de- 
rived by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
"Salaries  and  expenses,"  National  Railroad 
Adjustment  Board,  fiscal  year  1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  13,  to  insert: 

National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board 
salaries  and  expenses 

The  amount  made  available  under  this 
head  in  the  National  Mediation  Board  Ap- 
propriation Act.  1953.  exclusively  for  com- 


pensation  and   expenaea   of  referees   is  de- 
creased Irom  "$216,000"  to  "$199,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13, 
after  line  6,  to  insert: 
Chapter  V — Department  of  Agriculture 

RURAL     ELECTRICAL     ADMINXSTRATIOK 

Loan  authorizationa 
The  basic  amount  authorized  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  AppropriaUon  Act, 
1953.  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  rural  electrification  pro- 
gram is  decreased  from  "$50,000,000"  to  '$35,- 
000.000."  and  the  basic  amount  authorized 
by  said  act  to  be  borrowed  for  the  rxiral  tele- 
phone program  is  increased  from  "$25,0(X),- 
000"  to  "$40,000,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

13,  line  17,  after  the  word  "Chapter",  to 
strike  out  "V  and  insert  "VI." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

14,  line  18,  after  the  word  "Chapter",  to 
strike  out  "VI"  and  Insert  "VH." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  "Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 
dent." on  page  14,  after  line  19,  to  strike 
out: 

The  White  House  Ofticb 
salaries  and  expenses 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Salaries 
and  expenses."  including  employment  with- 
out regard  to  the  civil  service  and  ciasalflca- 
tton  laws  of  an  economic  adviser  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  a  staff  incidental  thereto,  $25,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  15.  to  insert: 

Council  of  Economic  Aoviszas 

SALARIES    AND    EXPENSES 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Salaries  and 
expenses."  $60,000;  and  said  appropriation 
shall  remain  available  through  Juiie  30, 
1953. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  "Emergency  fund  for  the  Presi- 
dent— national  defense",  on  page  16, 
line  3.  after  the  word  "defense",  to  strike 
out  "$75,000"  and  insert  "$250,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  17, 
after  line  3.  to  strike  out: 

GRANTS    TO    THE    REPUBLIC    OF    THE    PBnJFPnnCS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  "Grants  to 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines',  $1  million. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  17, 
line  13,  after  the  word  "Chapter",  to 
Strike- out  "VH"  and  insert  "Vm." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  18, 
line  3,  after  the  word  "Chapter",  to  strike 
out  "VIH"  and  Insert  "IX." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  19, 
after  line  21,  to  insert: 

Chapter   X 

CLAIMS  FOR  DAMAGES,  AUDTTED  CLAIMS,  AMD 
JUDGMENTS 

For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  as 
settled  and  determined  by  departments  and 
agencies  in  accord  with  law,  audited  claims 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Account- 
ing OfBce.  and  Judgments  rendered  against 
the  United  States  by  United  States  district 
courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims. 
as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document  No.  19,  83d 


Congress.  $13,230,038.  together  with  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  Interest 
(as  and  when  specified  In  such  Judgments 
or  in  certain  of  the  settlemenU  of  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office  or  provided  by  law) 
and  such  additional  sums  due  to  Increases 
In  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  necessary  to 
pay  claims  in  foreign  currency:  Provided, 
That  no  Judgment  herein  appropriated  for 
shall  be  paid  untU  It  shall  have  become  final 
and  conclusive  against  the  United  States  by 
failure  of  the  parties  to  appeal  or  otherwise: 
Provided  further.  That,  unless  otherwise 
si)cclflcally  required  by  law  or  by  the  Judg- 
ment, payment  of  Interest  wherever  appro- 
priated for  herein  shall  not  continue  for 
more  than  30  days  after  the  date  of  approval 
of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  w£is,  on  page  20. 
line  18,  after  the  word  "Chapter",  to 
strike  out  "IX"  and  insert  "XI." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  "General  provisions",  on  page 
20,  line  20.  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "901"  to  "1101." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22. 
line  3.  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"902"  to  "1102." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  state  to  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  that 
I  have  before  me  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ber- 
nard Weitzer,  national  legislative  direc- 
tor of  the  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the. 
Unitcd  States.  With  the  letter  he  has 
sent  me  a  copy  of  a  telegram,  which 
I  have  since  submitted  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire.  The  telegram  re- 
lates to  appropriations  for  the  Veterans' 
Administration.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
the  telegram  was  placed  in  the  record 
of  the  hearings  before  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  say  that  the 
telegram  came  in  after  the  hearings  were 
concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  assume  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  will  have  no  ob- 
jection to  having  the  telegram  placed  at 
thi.s  point  In  the  Record;  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  HILL.  Then.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  the 
telegram  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
a.s  fellows: 
Hon.  Styles  Bridges, 

Chairman,  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee. The  Capitol,  Washington.  D.  C: 

On  behalf  of  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  I  respectfully  urge 
you  support  full  supplemental  appropriation 
requested  In  Veterans'  Administration  ap- 
proved by  Budget  Bureau  $15,886,000  for 
administration  finance  contact  service  voca- 
tional rehabilitation  and  education  loan 
guarantee  program  and  medical  services  plus 
$10  million  additional  for  medical  services. 
Appropriations  cuts  In  past  years  have  al- 
ready seriously  erocied  the  VA  medical  serv- 
ices and  staff  leading  to  thousands  of  un- 
usable hospital  beds  and  causing  deaths  and 
dangeroiis  bacdahips  to  veterans  entitled  by 
law  to  medical  treatment.  The  appropria- 
tions suggested  above  are  urgent  now  and 
correction  in  the  1954  budget  will  not  undo 
the  further  ruination  of  the  medical  services 
and  the  contact  service  which  present  cuts 
Will  Inflict.    Contact  service  is  the  essential 


means  whereby  th«  veteran  is  aided  to  get 
the  benefits  you  have  voted  for  him.  The 
appeals  made  to  you  by  some  Senators  on 
behalf  of  veterans  in  their  States  awaiting 
medical  service  can  be  duplicated  in  prac- 
tically every  State  in  the  country  where  more 
than  21,000  eligible  ai^llcant  veterans  are 
waiting  to  get  Into  hospitals  and  more  than 
289.000  applications  are  p>ending  for  out- 
patient dental  treatment,  more  than  2>4 
times  as  many  as  there  were  last  year.  Will 
appreciate  youivebterlng  this  message  in  your 
committee  hearings  record. 

Bernard  Wettzee, 
National  Legislative  Director. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendments  have  now  been 
agreed  to,  and  the  bill  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  under 
authorization  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  in  conformity  with  a 
notice  given  in  proper  time  for  the  sub- 
mission of  an  amendment.  I  now  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  which  I  ask 
to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  11. 
in  line  18.  before  the  period,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 
"Provided,  That  for  the  fiscal  year  be- 
ginning July  1.  1952,  and  for  the  suc- 
ceeding fiscal  year,  each  local  educa- 
tional agency  of  a  State,  which  provides 
free  public  education  during  such  year 
for  children  who  reside  with  a  parent 
employed  on  Federal  property  situated 
within  reasonable  commuting  distance 
from  tho  school  district  of  such  agency 
but  not  within  the  same  State,  shall 
be  entitled  to  payments  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3  (b)  of  Public  Law 
874.  81st  Congress,  with  respect  to  such 
children  in  the  same  manner  as  if  such 
Federal  property  were  situated  in  the 
same  State  as  such  agency." 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
fo  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
our  committee  was  unanimous  in  au- 
thorizing the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire to  submit  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  amendment 
would  add  nothing  to  the  total  amount 
to  be  appropriated,  but  would  facili- 
tate greatly  the  attainment  of  the  objec- 
tive of  giving  some  help  to  such  areas, 
regardless  of  whether  the  children  live  in 
Virginia,  the  District  of  Columbia.  Mas- 
sachusetts. New  Hampshire,  or  else- 
where. In  any  event,  the  purpose  is  to 
have  them  receive  the  aid  Congress  in- 
tended they  should  receive. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes.  The  amend- 
ment is  based  on  the  assumption — I  may 
say,  in  connection  with  what  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Virginia  has 
said — that  these  are  Federal  funds,  and 
if  they  are  used  for  school  purposes  in 
areas  where  a  great  Federal  project  is 
In  existence,  the  expenditure  of  the 
funds  should  not  be  limited  by  State 
lines.  For  example,  let  us  say  there  is 
a  large  plant  in  Virginia  or  perhaps  in 
Indiana — I  remember  one  in  Indiana — 
and  let  us  assume  that  some  of  the  per- 
sons working  in  the  plant  live  in  Ken- 
tucky— or  vice  versa.  Under  the  law 
which  has  been  in  effect,  they  must  live 


within  the  State  where  the  plant  is  lo- 
cated in  order  to  obtain  benefits.  The 
State  boundary  is  an  imaginary  line 
which  should  not  be  in  effect  where  Fed- 
eral funds  are  to  be  used.  The  test 
should  be  reasonable  commuting  dis- 
tances to  the  plant,  in  order  that  all 
communities  may  be  treated  equally. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  one  matter  only.  This  proviso  ap- 
plies not  only  to  this  fiscal  year  but  to 
the  succeeding  fiscal  year.  The  matter 
dealt  with  here  will  require  the  passage 
this  year  of  another  school  act — an 
authorization  act.  as  I  remember.  Con- 
sequently. Senators  should  closely  watch 
to  see  that  that  act  does  not  repeal  this 
provision  for  the  succeeding  fiiscal  year. 
I  only  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  may  later  supersede 
what  is  being  done  here  for  the  next 
fiscal  year.  I  have  no  objection  to  in- 
cluding it  in  this  bill,  but  it  should  be 
covered  by  permanent  legislation. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  for  his  contribution  to  the 
discussion  regarding  this  particular 
amendment.  I  should  be  glad  to  pro- 
ceed to  explain  the  amendment  at  some 
length,  if  desired,  but  I  know  that  all 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee understand  it.  Prom  my  talks  with 
most  of  the  other  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  judge  that  they,  too,  understand  it. 
It  is  a  fair  approach  to  correct  an  in- 
equality which  prevails  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
a  good  many  States  of  the  Union  are 
affected  by  this  provision? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes.  About  15  States 
are  affected  by  it.  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
list  of  the  States  that  will  be  affected. 
They  are  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia.  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Iowa.  Illinois.  Texas,  Arkansas,  Penn- 
sylvania, Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Indiana. 
South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska.  There 
may  be  others,  but  this  is  the  number 
we  have  been  advised  are  currently  faced 
with  the  problem  we  seek  to  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  14, 
after  line  4,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

BxmEAU  OF  Indian  Affairs 

CONSnUCTTON 

Notwithstanding  the  prohibition  against 
the  purchase  of  land  from  appropriations  for 
construction.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  con- 
tained in  the  act  of  July  9,  1952,  Public  Law 
470,  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  is  authorlsoed  to  pur- 
chase from  said  appropriation  not  to  exceed 
1,500  acres  of  nonreservation  lands  in  Ari- 
zona, and  necessary  rights-of-way  and  ease- 
ments required  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Plcacho  Reservoir  of  the  San  Carlos  Indian 
irrigation  project,  and  approximately  5  acres 
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J  ,  J.       t     M    — itkiT.  *t^»  vakima  piCACHO  mBBDVoiB,  A«iz.  about  8.000  icrs-feet.    The  reservoir  Is  ex- 

Wapato  irrigation  project.  tlon  by  the  f  ^^^^^^^  °' .  ^^^J^^^L^^  protection    of    the    surrounding    ar«a    from 

Mr.    HAYDEN.      Mr.    President,    this  ^Sc^^'l^   aSSerfoJIm^rTve^^^^^  Samage  in  the  time  of  .ea«,nal  freabeU  and 

amendment  Involves  no  Increase  In  ap-  ^^^^^  ^^  known  as  the  Picacho  Reaervoir.  in  ■torma. 

propriations.     Last  year  In  the  Depart-  connection  with  flood  control  and  irrigation  'All  of  the  lands  propoMd  for  purchase 

ment  of  the  Interior  appropriation  biU  on  the  San  Carloe  project  in  Arizona.  are  above  the  high-water  line  of  the  present 

Sere  was  aonropriated  for  the  Bureau  it  now  appears  that  the  $300,000  cannot  reservoir.     It   Is   estimated   that   It   wUl    be 

^  t«hTo^  IffJ^    *17«»(WOOO    for   con-  be    expended    for    the    acquisition    of    land  necesaary   to   purchase    1.154.6  acres   at   the 

of  Indian  Affairs    $17^  000  lor  con  p^                 ^^^  I    ^^^  ^  ^he  following  estimated  costs: 

Struction    of    various    If ^^^f. Jf"f  \^?^  Tncrease  m  the  size  of  the  r«ervolr.    It  also  864    acres    desert    land    at    $50   per 

projects.     There   was  included   in  the  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  g^^^^  ^j  Washington        acre W3.200 

appropriation    bill    the    customary    lan-  t^ere  U  need  to  acquire  a  small  tract  of  land  290  5  acres  cultivated  land  at  WOO 

guage,  that  no  part  of  the  sum  should  be  inside  of  an  Indian  reservation.                                per   acre 87,  150 

expended   for   the   acquisition  of   land  amendment  offx«xd                                                                                ■ 

within  the  Stat«  of  .Art«)na   CaU^rn^a.  ^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^   ^    chairman,  is  to                 Total,  1,154  5  acres.... 130,360 

Colorado.   New   Mexico,    south    uaKOia.  ^^^^  ^  legislative  amendment  and   have  It  "The    allotted    Indian    lands    within    the 

Utah,  and  Wyoming,  outside  the  bound-  prm^ed  in  the  record  at  this  time  which  win  Yakima  Reservation,  Wash.,  are  required  for 

aries  of  existing  Indian  reservations,  and  modify    legUlatlve    limitations   that   I   have  a  pumplng-plant  site  and  operator's  quarters 

that  no  part  of  the  appropriation  should  cited.     I  want   to  include   in  the  record  a  for  the  Wapato  Irrigation  project  within  the 

be  used  for  the  the  acquisition  of  land  statement  as  to  just  exactly  what  was  ex-  Yakima  Indian  Reservation.    The  purchase 

or  water  rights  within  the  States  of  Ne-  pected   to   be   done    in    each   case,    and    the  cost  Is  estimated  at  t600' 

vftrfa    Orpeon    and   Washington    either  Justlflcatlon  for  the   proposed   amendment.  Senator  Ha tden.    I  next  Insert  a  statement 

yaaa.   '-^^f on    ana    vv»ftii     b        .  chairman  BamcES.    You  may  Include  that  made  by  Mr.  C.  A.  Anderson,  district  engl- 

inside  or  outside  the  boundaries  of  ex-  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  Irrigation  and  Draln- 

isting  reservations.  ^-j^g  amendment  referred  to  follows:)  age  District. 

When  we  made  the  appropriation  we  .-q^  page  s  after  line  4  in  H.  R.  3053,  as  re-  (The  statement  referred  to  followa:) 

did    not    have    that    provision   in    mind,  ported  to  the  House,  insert  the  following :  "Statement  of  C.  A.  Anmmon.  Dtstsict  Ew- 

There  was  an  allocation  of  $300,000  for  «  bukeau  op  Indian  ArrAias  CoNarKUcnoN  gineer,  San  Cablos  laaicATioN  and  D«auc- 

the  improvement  of  the  San  Carlos  In-  .  -Notwithstanding  the  prohibition  against  ace  Distwct,  Coouoce.  Akiz. 

dian  irrigation  project  in  Arizona.     But  ^^^  purchase  of  land  from  appropriations  for  -The  district  I  represent  U  a  part  of  the 

it  cannot  be  used,  because  the  improve-  construction.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  con-  San  Carlos  Federal  Irrigation  project  which 

ment    would    result   in    flooding    certain  talned  in  the  Act  of  July  9,  1952.  Public  Law  comprises  an  area  of   100,000  acres  of  irrl- 

lands,  principally  desert  lands  which  had  470,  Eaghty-second  Congress,  second  Session,  gated  land,  located  In  central  Arlsona  about 

been  acquired.     The  same  thing  is  true  the  secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  midway  between  the  cities  of  Phoenix  and 

with  resp>ect  to  a  pumping  plant  to  be  to  purchase  from  said  appropriation  not  to  Tucson.    One-half  the  area  within  the  proj- 

located  on  the  Yakima  Indian  Reserva-  exceed  fifteen  hundred  acres  of  nonreserva-  ect  Is  Indian  land,  property  of  the  Plnm  In- 

*\r^r^  iry  tHA  <5tjitj.  ftf  Wa.«;hin«?tnn      It  is  ^^°^  ^*^^»  '°  Arizona,  and  necessary  rights-  dians,  who  were  engaged  in  agrlcultxire  there 

tion  in  the  State  01  r;,^'""?,^-     "J^  of-way  and  easement,  required  for  the  en-  before  the  white  man  first  came  to  explore 

a  smaU  tract  but  the  title  must  be  passed  i^gement  of  the  Ptcacho  Reservoir  of  the  the  area  some  300  years  ago.    The  remaining 

from  the  Indians  to  the  Umtea  fatates,  3^^  carlos  Indian  irrigation  project,  and  ap-  half,  or  50,000  acres,  of  the  project  U  owned 

for  the  purpose  of  building  the  power-  proximately    five    acres    of    allotted    Indian  and  operated  by  white  farmers,  and  thU  are* 

plant.     This  ameridnrent  merely  makes  lands  within  the  Yakima  Indian  Reservation,  comprises    the    San    Carloe    Irrigation    and 

it  possible  to  do  what  the  Congress  in-  Washington,  for  use  of  the  Wapato  irrigation  Drainage  District. 

tended  should  be  done  at  the  last  session,  project.'  ^  -The  works  of  the  project  were  constructed 
For  the  information  of  the  conferees.  I  -JusTmcATiow  pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  7,  1924  (43  Stat, 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  included  '"^«  purchases  proposed  will  be  made  out  475).  These  works  were  placed  into  opera- 
iry  the  Virnoitn  at  thi<s  nninf  in  mv  rp-  °'  funds  appropriated  by  the  said  act  for  the  tlon  about  the  year  1931,  and  the  area  hae 
m  ine  tiECURO  at  uu&  iwiiiu  111  my  ic  jj^^g^jQ^  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  end-  enjoyed  the  economic  benefit  and  growth  re- 
marks a  complete  statement  regaramg  ^^^  j^^^  ^q  ^^^3  under  the  provisions  of  suiting  from  the  development  since  that 
this  matter,  which  appears  at  page  277  the  act,  however,  the  San  Carlos  irrigation  time. 

of  the  hearings.  project  cannot  use  the  funds  to  purchase  the  "A  repayment  contract  between  the  8ecre- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  ob-  lands  necessary  for  the  enlargement  of  the  tary  and  the  San  Carloe  Irrigation  and  Draln- 

Jection?  reservoir  because  of  specific  limitations  con-  age  District  was  entered  Into  In  June  1931. 

There  being  no  objection    the  state-  talJ^f^**  'n  the  act.    it  is  pre  vlded  therein  that  Under  Its  terms  the  program  of  operation 

triAnt  was  nrHprpH   tr,\»  T^rl'ntArf   In  thi»  "°  P*^^  °^  '^®  ^^^'^  appropriated  for  the  and  maintenance  Is  defined  as  are  the  obll- 

ment  was  oraerea  to  Oe  pnniea  in  ine  construction  of  irrigation  projects  shall  be  gatlons  of  the  district  for  the  repayment  of 

rCECORD,  as  follows.  used  for  the  acquisition  of  lands  within  the  reimbursable  construction  coeta  on  an  an- 

iNTxaios  Depastment  States  of  Arizona,  California.  Colorado.  New  nual  basis. 

BUBEAXT  or  INDIAN  AiTAixs  Mexlco,  South  Dakota,  UUh,  and  Wyoming  "Because  of  the  extensive  Indian  interest 

Senator  Hatden      Mr    Chairman    In   the  ''"*^'***  °^  ^^^  ^"""^^"^''^  ^^  existing  Indian  j^  -oived,  the   San  Carlos  project  was  con- 

oenator  hatden.     aar.  cnairman,  m   xne  reservations,  and  that  no  part  of  the   ap-  ..  ,,-t-H  h«  ♦>,«  Tr,H4»„  a^^i^l  -«.*  ♦».-  t^ 

Interior  Department  appropriation  bill  last  proprlatlon  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  "^^ZV^  fT      h     fn       J^           ,    T  J^ 

year,   undar   "Construction.   Bureau   of   In-  of  land  or  water  rights  within  the  States  of  P«^tment,    through    the    Office    of    Indian 

dlan  Affairs,"  there  Is  a  provision:  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  either  in-  Affairs,  still  retairu  control  and  management 

"For  construction,  major  repair,  and  im-  side  or'  outside'  the  boundaries  of  existing  °^  ^^*  principal  project  works, 

provement  of  Irrigation  and  power  systems,  reservations.  "picacho  aESEavoa  peoject 

buildings,    utilities,    roads    and    tralU,    and  "The  lands  needed  for  the  enlargement  of  -picacho  Re«.rvoir  i«  a  -mftii  «t^r.o.  r*. 

other  facilities;  acquisition  of  lands  and  In-  the  Picacho  Reservoir   In  Arizona    approxl-  ^^f,      ,       ..h     ?  ♦^           !           !,       ^,  ?k 

teresta   In   lands;    preparation   of  lands   for  mately  1,155  acres,  are  outside  of  any  Indian  "^°^'   located   at   the  eastern   edge   of  the 

farming;  and  architectural  and  engineering  reservation.    The  San  Carlos  Irrigation  proj-  P'°i^^  *'«»  ^'^  adjacent  to  the  main  canal, 

services    by    contract;    to   remain    available  ect  was  constructed  under  the  act  of  Con-  '*  serves  two  Important  purposes:    (1)    To 

until  expended;  $17,600,000  of  which  $1,380,-  gress  approved  June  7.  1924  (43  Stat.  475).  capture   and   store   unregulated   floodwateie 

000  la  for  liquidation  of  obligations  Incurred  The     Picacho     Reservoir,     originally     con-  which  would  otherwise  ..a  lost  for  Irrigation 

pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted."  structed  by  the  water  users  about   1892,  Is  use;   and   (2)    to  regulate  or  make  uniform 

There  are  two  provisos:  used  to  impound  fioodwaters  of  the  Gila  and  the  flow  In  a  main  canal  which   conducts 

'•Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein  San  Pedro  Rivers,  and  the  surrounding  areas  water  for  some  40  miles,  feeding  project  lat- 

approprlated  shall  be  used  for  the  acqulsl-  west  of  the  Picacho  Mountains,  for  Irrigation  erals  along  its  course 

r»mo°JL/r'V'<^ol^n  *^.w  ^m'.^^^^^  purposes.      The    reservoir    provides    storage  "The  reservoir  has  been  In  operation  for 

California.    Colorado,    New    Mexico,    South  regulation  and  water  distribution  service  for       „ ,  «n  „-„—     t*              .  4      «            *     ^*^ 

DakoU.  Utah,  and  Wyoming  outside  of  the  the  San  Carlos  project  and  protects  a  fertile  "^^  ^  ^'"^-    ^J"  ""  o'^^^aUy  constructed 

boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations:  farm  area  from  possible  damages  resulting  ^'^^  ^^^  ^^  settlers  In  the  valley  before  the 

Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this  ap-  from  flood  runoff,  which,  during  storm  pe-  ProJ^^t  was  buUt.    It  was  then  taken  over  by 

proprlatlon  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  riods  In  the  area,  has,  at  times,  exceeded  the  ^*  Government  as  a  part  of  Ihe  San  Carlos 

of  land  or  water  rights  within  the  States  of  capacity  of  the  reservoir.    As  a  result  of  silt  project   works.     Silt-laden   floodwaten    Im- 

Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington  either  in-  deposits,  the  reservoir  capacity  has  decreased  pounded  there  from  time  to  time  have  caused 

Bide  or  e«teide  the  boundaries  of  existing  over  the  years  from  that  of  approximately  the  storage  space  to  gradually  become  smaller. 

"••"'•^IfP"*'*  15,000   acre-feet   to   a  present   capacity   of  At  the  present  time  the  area  la  practically 
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level  with  the  top  of  the  confining  embank- 
ment. As  a  coi^equence  the  fioodwaters 
which  form  a  part  of  the  common  project 
supply  can  no  longer  be  Impounded  or  reg- 
ulated and  must  run  to  waate  if  storage  space 
Is  not  restored.  Moreover,  the  loss  of  flood 
storage  capacity  presents  an  annual  threat 
of  flood  damage  to  areas  below  the  reeervolr 
because.  If  no  detention  la  provided,  such 
fioodwaters  will  unquestionably  run  over 
and  past  the  former  storage  site  and  con- 


tinue without  control  to  oause  damage  to 
improved  areas  below." 

Senator  Hatden.  In  addition  to  Mr.  An- 
derson's statement,  1  deelre  to  have  included 
m  the  record  data  that  he  has  submitted, 
showing  who  owns  the  lands  that  are  to  be 
acquired,  and  the  nature  of  the  lands, 
whether  cultivated  or  desert,  together  with 
certain  data  that  he  has  prepared  in  con- 
nection with  it. 

(The  material  referred  to  follows:) 


San  Carlos  project- 


Summary  of  landn  or  righin-of-xcay  required  for  reconstruction  and 
enlargement  of  Picacho  Reservoir 


(f-r<-liiin  numNrs  rrft'nwl  tw  in  the  followinp  LihiiLition  .im  sections  25  and  36,  township  «  south,  nntre  Seast'  spctions 
.•«!  iiiKl  M.  township  6 south,  ranw  0 east;  swiloos  1  snd  2.  township  7  south,  ranee  8  east;  and  secUong  8,  township 
7  south,  nuiRe  0  r»st,  all  U.  und  b.  K.  B.  sud  M.,  Arizona] 


Fee. 

No. 


•It 
3fi 
30 
31 
2 
31 

e 
1 
1 

6 
6 


Owner  of  leeord 


ACTPS  rt-quired 


Cultivated 


Ix-onard  Bellows,  Waitshury.  Wash 

Kreil  W'uertx,  Coolklfe,  Aril 

i^tatt  ol  Arirona 

do 

do 

do 

Kitty  Hayes,  et  a!.,  I/os  AnpelfS.  Calif 

A.  Aveneiiti  KsUte,  Tucson.  Ariz 

V.  Whitliick,  ('<<>lid(»'.  Aril 

C.  iialpr,ni,  CiKilidPf.  Ki\l 

Earl  Sheelej',  Ij»  Marque.  Tex 

C.  liaicoiu.  Coultdee,  ArU 


31.1 
«7.4 
27.0 
44).  0 
40.  U 


"70.5 
14.  S 


Desert 


4. ".6 
24<i  .1 
KXl.  7 

w).  n 

14^1.5 

14M.0 

79.  C 

«W.O 

ni.  1 

50.0 


Total 


31.  i 

■  C7.4 

17,.  f> 

2S().  .S 

140.7 

XI.  0 

140.  .S 

14M.0 

150.1 

M.  5 

go.  1 

50.0 


Paten  t<»d  or 
8tatt>  (un- 
patented) 


Patentd. 

Uo. 
PtaK?. 

Do. 

l>o. 

Do. 
Patented. 

1>0. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Totals  (from  preUminary  surveys) 


«  290.  8         •  1, 044. 0 


1.334.6 


'  Diirinf  19flJ,  followinr  surreys,  wiltivnted  area  war  enlarged  soirewl  at  in  REU  •eo.  1.  This  appears  to  be  alxiut 
SO  acn-s  additknuil.    llnice  total  cultivated  UK-a  i«  now  e.stiinate<1  al  total  oi  340. £  otrrft. 

'  Actual  hiphwuler  liiH'  oJucw  rcsTvoir  is  estimated  from  .«iirvry5  to  cover  new  sii  s»Tt  arca.«  to  the  extent  of  approx- 
Imnlrly  H(V4  anvs.  It  mav  he  recesswry  to  iiurchase  additional  frarikm*  to  subdivision  lines,  amounting  to  about 
IbU  luns.    Therelure  total  es^limatcd  di'M.rt  area  is  1,044  (864  plus  ItO)  acres. 

NOTES  O.V  TABULATION  OF  AKEAS,  PICACHO  RE.SERVOIU 

Aeru 

Total  patentfid  tend 759.  7 

Total  uiU'aiclitfd  Uuid  (c>tait.<> 574.8 

X.VA.h 

Fstimate  of  r^st  of  acqutrinir  lands  (from  Indian  Service  preliminary  reports 

KH  aiTfs  (l«scrt  laml  sf  »,V) $4.1.200 

290.  6  acres  cultivated  land  at  tUX) 87, 150 

Total  estimate  for  purchase  of  riitht -of-way 130.350 

It  i*  believed  that.  If  found  necessary  to  purcha*  a  total  of  .340.5  acres  of  cultivated  land  and  1.044  acres  of  desert 
tand  :i5  indicated  ui  the  tahul'ition  and  explained  by  the  notes  above,  sucfa  total  areas  can  be  obtained  wiLhin  the 
WJ^s^lti  shown  lu  tlK'  atxtve  esiiniute. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  used  to  attain  the  desired  objective 
tlie  Senator  yield?  should  be  given  more  study.  Itwassug- 
Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  gested  that  the  sponsor  or  sponsors  of 
from  Oregon.  such  amendment  confer  with  the  chair- 
Mr.  CORDON.  As  one  who  has  man  and  members  of  the  legislative  sub- 
worked  long  in  this  particular  vineyard  committee  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
with  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  I  desire  priations,  to  see  whether  they  could 
to  add  my  word  to  his  with  respect  to  agree  on  a  formula  for  increased  cleri- 
the  amendment  he  has  just  offered.  I  cal  staffs  prior  to  the  consideration  of 
think  the  cunendment  is  in  the  public  the  next  supplemental  or  regular  appro- 
interest,  and  that  the  particular  excep-  prlation  bill.  Such  action  will  postpone 
tion,  or  the  two  exceptions  from  the  pro-  the  date  of  this  relief,  and  it  might  im- 
hibition.  should  be  made.  It  will  be  very  POse  a  burden  on  Senators.  I  desired 
helpful  to  the  Indians  in  question,  and  it  to  offer  that  explanation.  I  see  in  the 
is  absolutely  necessary  if  the  construe-  Senate  Chamber  the  very  able  and  dis- 
tion  projects  are  to  go  forward.  tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques-  DirkskmI.  who  was  one  of  the  sponsors 
tion  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  this  provision,  and  I  shall  defer  to  him 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  i^  ^e  cares  to  add  anything  to  this 
I  Mr.  HaydenJ.  explanation. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  in  this  raised  the  question;  indeed,  as  a  matter 
bill  there  was  one  item  relating  to  cleric  of  fact,  it  was  raised  in  a  number  of  con- 
hire  about  which  there  was  some  ques-  ferences  long  before  the  matter  was  pre- 
tion  particularly  from  Senators  of  States  sented  to  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
with  large  populations.  Some  of  the  Senators  from  States  with  large  popula- 
Senators  from  large  States  are  paying  tions,  particularly  populations  that  are 
money  out  of  their  own  pockets  for  vocal  and  are  given  to  writing  letters, 
clerical  hire  m  order  to  carry  their  offi-  are  in  the  unhappy  position  of  having 
cial  load.  This  condition  should  not  put  upon  them  8Ui  undue  burden.  I  am 
prevail,  and  so  far  as  I  am  amcerned,  I  frank  to  confess  that  I  am  in  that  im- 
think  the  Senate  should  take  steps  to  happy  fix. 

remedy  it.    However,  the  other  day  at        The  formula  by  which  we  operate  now 

the  committee  meetings,  in  marking  up  Is  broken  up  into  three  categories :  P^st. 

tills  bill,  it  was  felt  that  the  formula  States  with  a  population  of  less  than 


3.000,000  are  allotted  $39,540  as  e.  base. 
I  confess  I  have  never  been  able  to 
fathom  the  intricacies  of  all  the  addi- 
tions to  the  formula  by  which  that 
amoimt  is  spelled  out,  because  it  must 
take  into  account  nearly  every  legisla- 
tive proposal  touching  the  salaries  of 
clerical  assistants  which  at  one  time  or 
another  is  enacted. 

The  next  category  covers  States  with 
populations  of  from  3  to  5  million; 
the  third.  States  having  populations  of 
from  5  to  10  million;  and  then  those 
having  more  than  10  million.  I  happen 
to  come  from  a  State  that  has  a  popu- 
lation of  more  than  9  million.  The 
population  of  New  Mexico  is  1  million; 
that  of  New  York  is  in  excess  of  14  mil- 
lion, or  4  millioi:  more  than  the  top 
figure. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  find  myself  in  the  very  un- 
happy fix  of  being  unable  to  compete 
with  the  House  of  Representatives  when 
it  comes  to  hiring  clerical  assistants ;  nor 
can  I  compete  with  the  governmental 
agencies  downtown.  Sometimes  when  a 
very  able  person  comes  forward — a  per- 
son who  might  well  serve  in  my  office — 
and  I  suggest  what  is  the  maximum  sal- 
ary I  can  pay.  it  is  not  acceptable,  and 
I  discover  that  I  cannot  compete  with 
the  agencies  of  the  executive  branch. 

There  is  one  other  factor  involved, 
which  affects  particularly  those  States 
that  are  most  remote  from  the  District 
of  Columbia.  I  refer  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  no  provision  today  for  a  trans- 
portation allowance  for  clerks.  I  think 
the  Members  from  California  would  like 
to  give  employment  to  persons  from 
their  State,  yet  we  all  know  that  the 
transportation  costs  are  heavy,  indeed, 
and  when  the  California  Members  can- 
not offer  enough,  it  simply  means  they 
caimot  compete  with  others  who  might 
engage  the  services  of  such  persons. 

Speaking  as  one  whose  State  is  in  the 
category  of  large  States,  I  simply  say  to 
the  Senate  that  I  need  more  help.  I 
cannot  go  on  forever  working  the  life 
out  of  my  staff.  They  start  early  and 
work  until  6  or  7  o'clock  at  night.  They 
work  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays.  I 
bought  portable  typewriters  for  some  of 
them  so  they  could  work  at  home,  for 
which  they  receive  no  extra  compensa- 
tion. I  have  procured  for  them  the 
number  of  electric  typewriters  the  rule 
will  allow.  It  becomes  a  tremendous 
chore  to  take  care  of  the  mail  It  is  not 
so  heavy  as  it  was,  but  in  1951,  in  a  single 
day,  more  than  6.000  first-class  letters 
reached  my  office.  They  must  be  an- 
swered. The  people  are  entitled  to  a 
response  from  one  who  represents  them 
in  the  Senate  or  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield?  * 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  cost  of 
transportation  of  an  employee  is  so 
clearly  a  serious  problem  with  which 
many  of  us  are  faced  that  I  cannot  help 
but  comment  on  that  particular  phase 
of  the  Senator's  statement.  The  cost  of 
transportation  by  plane  from  the  city  of 
St.  Paul,  or  the  city  of  Minneapolis,  to 
Washington  is  approximately  $122.02. 
We  cannot  recruit  workers  from  such  aa 
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w«^  «f  trovpi  Riinw      that  If  we  had  to  wait  untU  the  30th  of     ing  populations  of  about  250.000  whoae 
^  Sre^.;'airu.?S1ntX'  ^  Z    T^'^'i,r^T^^X,^n    ^n  that  that  .  not  .  correct  aUoc. 

^^f?J^lTl1i,SS^ll^i.    ■'^li^-'/rry'rrbie  .0  .et  by    '"rBRIDOES.    Mr.  president,  1  Wish 

wiS  t^e^lounrof  ^ertSS  help  th^    to  a«ure  the  <ll.tlngui^«l  «;^to  rom 
have  at  the  present  time;  but  I  find  great    IlUnols.  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
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tion.  There  ought  to  be  a  committee 
giving  this  matter  special  attention  and 
careful  study.  If  that  Is  not  done,  we 
will  have  a  great  many  headaches  in  the 


Bible  to  recruit  workers  from  such  local! 
Ues     Most  of  the  time  we  have  to  take 
employees  who  offer  themselves  from  the 

^'oiS^^'^^^e    senator   from     difficulty.    There  is  a  city  in  Illinois  with 
Minnesota  has  placed  his  finger  on 
point.     A  Senator  would  like  to  favor 
people  in  his  own  State.    They  are  fa 


_  South  Carolina,  and  other  Senators  who 

iEhS     r'S^riiation  ormoTe^'than  TyrmiUion  may  be  interested   that,  so  Jar  as  I  am 

peSns.  but  I  can  take  only  1  person  concerned,  as  cha  rman  of  the  ^^^ 

in  the  office  for  that  large  population,  tee  on  Appropriations.  Insofar  as  I  have 


miliar  with  the  conditions  in  the  State, 
whether  it  be  in  agricultiu-e  or  in  indus- 
try.  They  know  other  persons  there,  and 
it  serves  a  very  useful  purpose  in  a  Sena- 
tor's office  to  have  employees  from  his 
own  State,  if  possible.    I  am  in  the  un- 
happy position,  because  of  the  limitation 
on  clerical  allowances,  plus  the  fact  that 
there  Is  no  transportation  allowance,  of 
having  to  content  myself  with  employing 
persons  who  are  residents  of  Maryland 
and  Virginia.    They  are  fine  people;  but 
what  kind  of  an  explanation  can  we 
make  to  the  voters  back  home?    I  am 
free  to  admit  that  a  Member  of  the  Con- 
gress does  wear  a  political  tab,  and  peo- 
ple want  a  little  favor  now  and  then,  and 
they  are  rightly  entiUed  to  it  by  every 
tradition.   I  have  great  difficulty  because 
of  the  strait  jacket  In  which  I  am  com- 
pelled to  operate. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  further? 
Ut.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  Another  grave  problem  of 
Senators  who  come  from  far-distant 
States  is  that  frwn  time  to  time  they 
must  return  to  their  respective  States 
and  must  take  some  members  of  their 
staffs  with  them  in  order  to  conduct  their 
business  properly.  A  year  ago  I  was 
compelled  to  take  two  of  the  members 
of  my  staff  and  have  them  establish  an 
office  in  St.  Paul.  There  are  no  allow- 
ances with  which  to  pay  travel  expenses 
of  those  persons  who  must  return  to  the 
States  in  order  to  staff  the  office  we 
establish  during  the  time  Congress  is  in 
recess. 

There  is  another  problem.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, which  apparently  no  one  seems  to 
appreciate  or  understand,  namely,  that 
we  must  ask  some  of  our  staff  members 
to  give  up  their  living  quarters  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  move  out  to  our 
own  States  for  a  period  of  3  or  4  months, 
and  then  return  to  Washington  when 
Congress  reconvenes.  It  involves  great 
expense,  and  much  inconvenience,  but 
conditions  are  such  that  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  convince  persons  in  the  States 
that  they  should  come  to  Washington  to 
take  positions  in  the  offices  of  Senators. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  quite  correct. 
The  formula  imder  which  we  operate  is 
certainly  not  scientific.  How  can  we 
justify  a  jump  from  a  population  of 
3  million  to  5  mUlion  persons,  when  the 
next  category  is  over  10  million  persons? 
We  are  penalized  in  that  respect.  I 
worked  out  a  formula  which  I  thought 
was  infinitely  better. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  like  to  encumber  a  supple- 
mental appropriation  bill,  but  I  know 


We  are  confronted  with  enough  work  to 
make  it  entirely  worthwhile  to  have  2 
or  3  and  thus  facilitate  a  great  deal 
of  the  work  at  the  Nation's  Capital,  and 
give  more  expeditious  service.  But  that 
carmot  be  done  under  the  formula  which 
prevails. 

I  had  hoped  that  my  idea  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  favor  and  the  grace  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.   BRIDGES.     Mr.   President,    will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  BRIDGES.     Let  me  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Illinois  that  I 
think  the  committee  did  look  with  favor 
on  the  objective  which  he  sought.    The 
committee  did  favor  some  action  along 
the  lines  he  has  indicated.    No  ri-f  nite 
recommendation     was     made,     '^n"     it 
seemed  to  be  the  prevailing  view   Vnat 
the  legislative  subcommittee  Cviuld  fur- 
nish a  formula  and  then  report  its  find- 
ings in  connection  with  th3  nfjxt  appro- 
priation bill  to  come  before  che  Senate. 
The  difficulty  about  acting  oii  the  fioor 
at  the  moment  is  the  haste  with  which 
we  would  have  to  act  in  perfecting  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  I  know  that  one 
cannot  discern  at  a  glance  all  the  things 
that  are  involved,  so  I  am  generally  re- 
luctant to  advance  an  amendment  under 
such  circumstances.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
distinguished  chairman  that  I  shall  with- 
hold the  amendment  in  the  hope  that 
by  the  time  the  next  supplemental  or  de- 
ficiency appropriation  bill  is  considered, 
there  will  have  been  an  opportunity  to 
explore  the  question. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  going  to  hand  this 
proposal  in  the  form  of  an  amendment  to 
my  distinguished  chairman,  knowing  full 
well  that  it  will  receive  vigorous,  care- 
ful scrutiny  and  attention. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  that  we  should 
give  a  great  deal  of  study  to  this  partic- 
ular matter.  Some  Senators  now  on  the 
floor  may  recall  that  the  matter  was  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service.  That  committee,  too.  did 
a  great  deal  of  investigating.  At  that 
time  we  found  that  when  we  jumped 
these  brackets  up  to  3  million  or  a  little 
more,  in  three  categories,  that  was 
not  enough.  There  ought  to  be  more  of 
a  breakdown. 

As  an  illustration,  in  my  own  State, 
the  population  is  2,200,000.  Yet  at  the 
present  time  there  are  other  States  hav- 


it  within  my  power  to  do  so,  I  shall  see 
to  it  that  the  legislative  subcommittee 
makes  a  study  of  the  question,  and  that 
the  full  committee  acts  on  it.  in  coimec- 
tion  with  the  next  bill  in  which  it  can 
be  appropriately  included.  I  assume 
there  will  be  another  supplemental  ap- 
propriation bill.  The  question  should  be 
considered  by  the  legislative  subcommit- 
tee, and  something  along  the  suggested 
lines  might  be  included.  I  recognize  the 
problem,  and  I  hope  we  may  have  the 
cooperation  of  the  committee  and  of  the 
interested  Senators  in  solving  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  a  question.  Has  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  concluded  his  colloquy  on 
the  subject  he  was  discussing? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes.  unless  the  Sena- 
tor has  a  question  on  the  point. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  No ;  my  question 
relates  to  another  point. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Then,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee  on  Independ- 
ent Offices.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  chair- 
man of  the  full  committee  a  question 
with  respect  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  found  on  page 
16.  line  12.  Approximately  $5  million 
more  was  asked  than  was  allowed  by  the 
House.  The  Senate  committee  did  not 
allow  it.  but  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Director  of  the  Budget  for  an  opinion. 
May  I  ask  the  chairman  if  any  reply  has 
been  received  from  the  Director  of  the 
Budget? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  may  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Massachusetts 
that  the  matter  was  submitted  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  as  the  committee 
directed,  but  up  to  this  moment  there 
has  been  no  reply  from  the  Bureau. 
However,  in  my  judgment,  there  will  ne 
another  supplemental  appropriation  bill, 
and  whether  the  budget  reports  favor- 
ably on  the  item  or  not.  the  conmilttee 
will  have  an  opportimity  to  pass  on  it 
when  that  bill  is  considered.  So  the 
matter  can  be  considered  a  little  later. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  But  the  matter 
was  referred  to  the  new  Director  of  the 
Budget,  in  order  to  get  an  opinion  from 
him.  was  it  not? 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  On  page  18  of  the 
bill,  line  14,  under  the  items  aggregating 
$1,200,000,000.  apparently  to  be  appro- 


priated to  make  up  an  increase  for  the 
military  forces,  I  read  the  following  lan- 
guage : 

The  foregoing  amounts  under  this  heading 
to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  such  appro- 
priations available  to  the  Department  of  De- 
fense for  obligation  during  the  fiscal  year 
1953  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  with  the  approval  of  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

I  should  like  to  ascertain  from  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  committee 
if  the  breakdown  on  page  22  of  the  re- 
port means  that  the  action  of  the  Senate 
in  passing  this  bill  today  means  reducing 
funds  for  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  the  Army  by  $301  million;  that  we  are 
taking  away  from  the  Air  Force  money 
for  planes  in  the  amount  of  $295  million; 
that  we  are  reducing  the  funds  for  the 
Marine  Corps  by  $40  million ;  the  amount 
for  ships  and  facilities  of  the  Navy  by 
$83  million;  the  amount  for  ordnance 
and  facilities  by  $57  million:  the  amount 
for  medical  care  for  troops  by  $5,700,000; 
together  with  ftmds  for  other  matters 
listed. 

In  other  words.  I  should  like  to  under- 
stand whether  the  statement  of  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Febguson]  today  that  a  saving  of 
more  than  a  billion  dollars  is  shown 
means  that  we  are  to  eliminate  funds  for 
the  acquisition  of  ships,  ordnance,  and 
aircraft,  and  for  medical  care,  amounts 
which  will  not  be  restored  later  by  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  is  my  understand- 
ing that  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
its  respective  divisions  have  gone  over 
the  figures  with  the  staff  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  and  also  with 
some  members  of  the  committee,  and 
the  Department  has  given  assurance  that 
the  reductions  can  be  absorbed  without 
the  loss  of  effectiveness  of  the  defense 
effort,  or  a  reduction  of  any  of  the  es- 
sential aspects  of  the  defense  program. 
In  other  words,  it  is  the  understanding 
of  the  committee  that  the  funds  will  not 
be  replaced,  and  that  the  reductions  can 
be  absorbed  without  detrimentally  affect- 
ing the  defense  program. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  Senate  com- 
mittee having  cut  $295  million  from  Air 
Force  funds,  some  $40  million  from  Ma- 
rine Corps  funds,  and  some  $57  million 
from  ordnance,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  we  would  save  money,  if  when 
the  appropriation  bill  for  the  armed  serv- 
ices comes  before  the  Senate,  the  $57 
million  for  ordnance,  and  the  amounts 
for  airplanes  and  other  Items,  will  come 
back  through  another  door  when  the 
time  comes  to  appropriate. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No,  it  Is  the  under- 
standing of  the  committee  that  these 
amounts  will  not  come  back  through  an- 
other door,  but  that  they  are  actual  sav- 
ings. For  example,  as  a  result  of  going 
into  production  in  the  manufacture  or 
purchase  of  certain  ordnance  equipment, 
and  therefore  getting  lower  costs,  the 
Department  of  Defense  is  able  to  achieve 
its  objective  at  an  amount  lower  than 
was  requested  In  the  previous  appropria- 
tion bill.  Therefore,  the  surplus  can  be 
used  for  this  purpose  and  not  detract 
from  the  original  objective.  That  is  oiu: 
understanding. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  In  other  words, 
what  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 


Committee  on  Appropriations  is  saying 
is  that  this  is  a  rescission,  and  not  an 
actual  saving  of  money? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No.  Let  me  read  a 
statement  with  respect  to  that  question 
by  Mr.  Lyle  8,  Garlock.  one  of  the  top 
officials  of  the  Department  of  Defense: 

with  respect  to  the  method  of  financing 
proposed  by  the  House,  the  Department  does 
not  object  to  financing  the  bill  from  funds 
available,  but  we  do  want  to  point  out  that 
it  is  still  too  early  In  the  year  to  determine 
which  appropriations  can  stand  these  trans- 
fers without  any  substantial  interference 
with  the  military  operations. 

So  If  this  committee  agrees  with  the  House 
action,  and  it  Is  understood  we  are  to  take 
the  money  from  those  appropriations  which 
will  not  cause  any  interference  with  the  mUi- 
tary  buildup,  we  wUl  concur.  It  is  possible,  ' 
Senator,  that  we  might  have  to  use  some 
procurement  money  that  would  have  to  be 
replaced  in  later  years. 

He  leaves  an  out  for  the  future. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  do  not  think  he 
leaves  an  out;  I  think  he  leaves  the  door 
wide  open,  if  this  matter  is  to  be  handed 
to  the  Senate  and  to  the  country  as  a 
billion  dollar  saving. 

I  listened  intently  to  the  Senator  as 
he  read  from  the  report,  and  I  under- 
stood the  witness  to  say  it  was  far  too 
early  to  tell  just  what  portion  of  these 
rescissions  or  transfers  or  manipulations 
would  '..  3  savings  which  could  come  back 
in  the  form  of  requests  for  appropria- 
tions in  other  bills.  I  am  not  so  familiar 
with  military  needs  as  is  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations;  but  when  the  armed 
services  appropriation  bill  comes  before 
the  Senate,  I  should  certainly  be  very 
much  surprised  if  the  Department  of 
Defense  did  not  ask  for  more  money.  I 
find  in  the  report  that  it  is  proposed  to 
transfer  $57  million  for  ordnance  facil- 
ities. Moreover,  I  certainly  doubt  that 
there  is  $40  million  of  fat  in  the  Marine 
Corps  appropriation.  I  doubt  very  se- 
riously whether  there  is  $83  million  for 
ships  that  we  can  automatically  wipe 
out  and  not  have  to  replace. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oklahoma,  be- 
cause I  know  that  he  wants  to  be  fair, 
and  that  he  is  looking  for  the  facts,  that 
in  my  judgment  there  might  very  well 
be  that  amount  of  fat  that  can  be  taken 
out.  It  can  easily  be  taken  out.  The 
information  conveyed  to  our  committee 
was  that  on  June  30.  1952.  there  was  ap- 
proximately $7  billion  in  completely  un- 
obligated funds. 

I  am  in  favor  of  adequate  national 
defense,  and  have  always  been.  Back  in 
the  1930's,  when  many  Members  of  this 
body  were  in  favor  of  cutting  down  de- 
fense appropriations  and  closing  their 
eyes  to  what  was  going  on,  I  fought  for 
appropriations  for  national  defense.  I 
have  always  been  in  favor  of  adequate 
national  defense.  However,  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  waste  and  du- 
plication which  could  be  eliminated,  and 
I  think  this  is  one  way  of  dqlng  it. 

I  .caimot  say  to  the  Senator  absolutely 
that  with  respect  to  these  items  the  De- 
fense Department  may  not  try  to  slip 
some  items  in  by  the  back  door  again.  I 
would  not  be  foolish  enough  to  say  that 
it  will  not  try  to  do  so.  But  to  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  and  belief  these  sav- 
ings can  be  absorbed,  and  I  believe  that 


the  method  proposed  is  the  best  way  of 
policing  the  situation. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  'the  only  thing 
that  worries  me  is  what  the  Senator  has 
just  read,  to  the  effect  that  it  is  too  early 
in  the  year  to  know.  Now  we  are  told 
that  we  are  saving  more  than  $1  billion. 
As  I  read  the  bill  we  are  not  saving  a 
thin  dime.  We  are  robbing  Peter  to  pay 
Paul.  We  are  meeting  $1,200,000,000 
worth  of  pay  due  servicemen  imder  in- 
creased allowances  and  pay. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  proposing 
to  rescind  or  transfer  some  $1,043,000,- 
000.  However,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  does  not  say,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve he  can  say,  whether  in  this  action 
we  are  taking  away,  for  example,  $28 
million*  of  civilian  reUef  in  Korea,  or 
taking  away  from  the  Army  some  $301 
million.  Certainly,  if  money  which  has 
been  appropriated  for  the  Army  is  not 
used  by  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year  it  will 
still  be  available  for  the  Army.  So  we 
would  not  have  to  appropriate  so  much 
money  in  the  next  defense  bilL 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  depends  on  the 
type  of  the  appropriation;  some  author- 
izations lapse  in  1  year,  some  remain 
available  until  expended.  Let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that 
often  in  the  past  there  has  been  a  rush 
by  the  departments  to  obligate  and  spend 
money  before  the  deadline  of  June  30. 
I  do  not  say  that  that  has  been  true  in 
all  cases,  but  I  do  say  that  there  has 
been  such  a  general  tendency  in  the 
Federal  Government.  If  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  exercising  its  duties 
in  the  field  of  appropriations,  can  force 
a  department  to  use  money  previously 
appropriated  to  carry  out  an  act  without 
detriment  to  the  general  program,  I 
think  it  Is  sound  procedure  to  do  so. 
Large  balances  of  unobligated  funds 
available  to  an  agency  are  not  conducive 
to  tight  economical  operations.  I  do 
not  think  the  Senator  has  any  cause  for 
worry.  I  have  never  heard  of  damage 
resulting  by  reason  of  a  department  of 
the  Government  voluntarily  giving  up 
money.  

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  breakdown,  I 
take  it.  is  that  which  is  recommended  by 
the  Department  of  Defense  for  ordnance, 
aircraft,  ships,  and  other  things  which 
are  not  needed,  and  for  which  the  De- 
partment will  not  need  to  seek  new  ap- 
propriations. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct.  The 
Senator  will  note  Items  for  retired  pay, 
and  a  number  of  items  for  military  per- 
sonnel. The  opportunity  for  savings 
arises  because  during  the  fiscal  year 
there  were  not  the  number  of  men  in  the 
services  contemplated  when  the  request 
for  appropriations  was  made  last  session. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  ordnance  shortages.  I 
should  not  like  to  see  the  Senate  take 
action  which  would  cut  $57  million  from 
the  item  of  ordnance,  which  apparently 
is  in  this  list. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Where  does  the  Sen- 
ator see  the  item  of  ordnance? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  On  page  23  of  the 
committee  report.  There  is  an  item  of 
$57,288,000  listed  imder  "Ordnance  and 
facilities."  I  cannot  tell  i^ielber  It  is 
for  the  Marine  Corps  or  the  Nury,  or 
both.    In  other  words,  the  reaclastope 
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appear  to  me  to  come  out  of  fighting 
funds,  funds  for  military  equipment, 
medical  care,  and  things  of  that  kind, 
which  we  have  been  led  to  believe  are 
greatly  needed,  and  represent  a  very  im- 
portant part  of  our  national  defense. 

With  a  $40  billion  bill  coming  in  later, 
I  do  not  see  how  the  Congress,  and  par- 
ticiilarly  the  Senate,  can  tell  whether  or 
not  such  appropriation  bill  will  carry  the 
$1  billion,  which  we  save  on  March  2,  and 
which  we  may  find  ourselves  reappro- 
priating  in  May,  or  whenever  the  bill 
comes  to  us. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  All  I  can  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is 
that  the  committee  will  do  its  best  to 
see  that  these  items  are  not^eappropri- 
ated  for  through  any  back-door' opera- 
tion. We  have  approached  the  prob- 
lem in  a  sincere  effort  to  attain  econ- 
omy, bearing  in  mind  that  no  Defense 
Department  ofQcial  will  be  absolutely 
positive.  Defense  Department  officials 
say  "probably,"  and  Congress  must  make 
the  decision.  I  think  the  Defense  De- 
partment officials  went  as  far  as  they 
I '  could  in  the  hearings  without  the  official 

approval  of  their  superiors.  We  have 
had  various  conferences  since.  Prior  to 
that  time  we  convinced  ourselves  that 
this  was  an  eqmtable  method. 

I  think  we  must  approach  this  prob- 
!  lem  from  the  standpoint  that  we  must 

^*  provide  adequate  national  defense;  but 

let  us  not  by  any  means  call  national 
defense  a  sacred  cow  and  say  "hands 
off."  because  there  is  evidence  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  waste  and  duplication 
in  the  Defense  Department. 

I  assure  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
that  we  shall  do  everything  we  can  to 
see  that  the  defense  agencies  do  not  call 
for  reappropriations.  I  assure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  that  to  the  best  of 
our  knowledge  and  belief,  based  upon  our 
ability  to  get  the  facts,  elimination  of 
these  funds  will  not  cripple  the  defense 
effort.    That  is  all  I  can  say. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Can  the  Senator 
also  as^^ure  me  that  the  so-called  reduc- 
tions of  $1  billion  do  not  represent  reduc- 
tions in  personnel,  payroll,  and  things 
like  that?  Are  they  mostly  reductions 
^  In   money   previously   appropriated   for 

■  equipment,  planes,  ships,  or  ordnance, 

^  representing  items  which  have  not  yet 

been  expended  by  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Generally  speaking. 
I  believe  that  is  true.  They  are  funds 
not  needed,  or  not  required  now.  due  to 
changed  conditions.  There  may  be  some 
exceptions.  But  so  far  as  we  can  tell, 
this  is  an  equitable  procedure.  It  does 
not  mean  cutting  comers  in  any  way. 
We  do  not  expect  to  have  to  make  appro- 
priations later  because  of  our  action  in 
transferring  funds  today. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  recall,  the^e  was 
testimony  by  Mr.  Lyle  S.  Garlock.  Deputy 
Comptroller,  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  the  effect  that  at  least  $600 
million  of  this  money  was  not  to  be  used 
and.  if  transferred,  did  not  have  to  be 
replaced.  His  explanation  was  that  in 
many  cases  estimates  were  made  about 
a  year  ago  which  were  somewhat  greater 
<>ttian  were  necessary.    In  allocating  ap- 


propriated money  to  various  people, 
most  of  them  had  some  left  over,  which 
makes  up  this  svmL  With  respect  to  the 
$600  million,  I  am  sure  the  chairman 
can  give  assurance  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  replace  that  amount. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  himself  asked 
the  question,  and  received  the  positive 
answer  that  $600  million  absolutely 
would  not  be  used. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  committee  and 
witnesses  then  proceeded  to  discuss  the 
remainder  of  the  items.  If  there  is  any 
question  whatever,  it  applies  to  the  re- 
mainder of  the  items  and  not  to  the 
$600  million. 

Mr.  EXTENDER.    That  is  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  further  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendment  to  be  proposed, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a 
third  time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend- 
ments, request  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Vice  President  appointed  Mr.  Bridges, 
Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Cordon.  Mr.  Hayden, 
and  Mr.  Russell  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 


THE  BUDGET  OP  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  the  Congress  will  con- 
sider in  the  near  future  the  budget  for 
the  District  of  Columbia.  In  that  con- 
nection, it  will  have  to  deal  with  a  peren- 
nial problem — one  that  confronts  every 
new  session  of  Congress.  The  problem 
i5  this:  How  much  should  Congress  ap- 
propriate as  the  share  of  the  Federal 
Government  toward  the  annual  oper- 
ating expenses  of  the  District  of 
Columbia? 

Let  me  say,  at  the  outset,  that  I  am  not 
now  a  member  of  the  District  Commit- 
tee. I  had  the  privilege  of  serving  on 
that  committee  for  8  years.  But  my 
assignment  to  three  other  committees 
now  precludes  my  serving  on  the  com- 
mittee under  the  able  leadership  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 
Nevertheless,  during  my  tenure  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  Committee  I  gained 
a  deep  concern  for  the  problems  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  I  have  an  abiding 
love  for  Washington — our  National  Cap- 
ital. Always  I  shall  stand  ready  to  do 
whatever  I  can  to  preserve  and  develop 
it  as  the  principal  shrine  of  our  people. 

With  this  in  mind  I  am  compelled  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the 
serious  financial  condition  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  I  have  studied  the 
matter  carefully.  I  am  convinced  that 
Congress  must  take  action  if  it  is  to 
maintain  the  financial  stability  of  the 
municipal  government.  The  demands 
for  the  services  and  f acihties  of  the  city 


government  are  greater  than  ever.  In 
recent  years — as  Senators  know — the 
Federal  Government  has  undergone  a 
tremendous  expansion  in  Washington. 
The  cost  of  operating  the  city  has 
spiraled  due  to  inflation. 

In  1917  the  total  cost  of  running  the 
city  of  Washington  was  about  $10  mil- 
lion. In  1945  the  total  cost  had  increased 
to  $70  million.  And  for  the  fiscal  year 
1952  the  costs  climbed  to  $120  million. 
Despite  these  increased  demands  for 
services,  and  rising  costs,  the  Federal 
share  of  the  city's  operating  expense  has 
dwindled  to  only  a  fraction. 

The  record  shows  that  the  Federal 
payment  has  shrunk  from  50  percent  to 
40  percent  to  30  percent.  At  the  present 
time  it  is  less  than  9  percent.  This  Is 
the  lowest  Federal  contribution  toward 
the  operating  costs  of  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington in  the  history  of  our  Nation. 

The  Federal  pajrment  Is  not  a  subsidy. 
It  is  not  a  grant-in-aid.  Rather,  it  Is  a 
pajnnent  that  the  Federal  Government 
owes  to  the  municipal  government  for 
services  performed  during  the  year. 

If  we  go  into  the  history  of  the  rela- 
tions between  the  National  Government 
and  the  city  of  Washington,  we  will  find 
that  the  Federal  payment  has  gone 
through  four  major  phases. 

During  the  first  period,  between  1790 
and  1878,  there  was  no  fixed  system  for 
Federal  payment.  In  some  years  there 
were  lump  sum  pajmients  and  in  other 
years  there  were  no  payments  at  all. 
But  the  average  payment  during  this 
early  period  was  about  25  percent  of  the 
city  budget. 

During  the  second  period,  from  1879 
to  1921.  the  District  of  Colimabia  was  on 
a  50  50  basis  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. This  fixed  ratio  pajrment.  estab- 
lished in  the  Organic  Act  of  1878,  lasted 
for  more  than  40  years. 

The  third  period  began  In  1921  when 
Congress  ignored  the  organic  act  and 
provided  for  a  40-60  basis  of  payment. 
The  Federal  Government  paid  40  per- 
cent. The  same  plan  was  used  in  1922. 
In  1923  the  40-60  ratio  basis  of  payment 
was  made  permanent. 

The  final  period  in  the  history  of  the 
Federal  payment  began  in  1925  when 
Congress  adopted  the  present  lump-simi 
payment  system.  The  first  lump-simi 
payment  was  for  $9  million,  or  about  30 
percent  of  the  city's  expenses  for  that 
year.  But  during  the  period  since  1925. 
and  up  to  the  present  time,  the  Federal 
share  has  gone  down  from  30  percent  to 
less  than  9  percent. 

Mr.  President,  throughout  the  years 
District  officials  and  civic  organizations 
have  urged  Congress  to  establish  a  defi- 
nite policy  of  fair  and  regular  Federal 
payments  for  the  upkeep  of  our  National 
Capital.  But  just  as  soon  as  Congress 
adopts  a  policy,  as  the  record  shows.  It 
proceeds  to  Ignore  it  and  appropriates 
an  arbitrary  Federal  share.  This  is  often 
done  without  measuring  the  services  it 
has  obtained,  or  expects  to  obtain,  from 
the  District  Government.  The  officials 
and  residents  of  Washington  cannot 
have  any  assurance,  from  year  to  year, 
as  to  what  percentage  of  payment  the 
Congress  will  allow  toward  the  operating 
costs  of  the  Nation's  Capital. 

Before  I  go  into  the  necessity  for  a 
fixed  policy,  though.  I  think  we  ought  to 


look  at  some  of  the  causes  that  underlie 
the  District's  financial  condition. 

The  first  problem  is  the  real  estate  or 
land  situation  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

As  Senators  know,  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia is  an  area  that  is  fixed.  It  can- 
not expand.  It  can  never  reach  out  and 
annex  new  territory.  The  total  land 
area  of  Washington,  excluding  the 
streets,  is  about  30.688  acres.  But  less 
than  48  percent  of  the  real  estate  in 
Washington  is  taxable.  Think  of  it :  The 
city  of  Washington  is  not  allowed  to  tax 
52  percent  of  the  land  and  real  estate 
within  its  borders. 

Moreover,  the  District  Is  losing  more 
and  more  land  and  real  estate  every  year 
which  it  could  normally  tax.  But  the 
Federal  Government  is  expanding.  And, 
every  time  the  Federal  Government  buys 
property,  the  tax  revenues  previously  re- 
ceived on  such  property  is  lost  to  the 
District.  I  have  prepared  a  chart  for 
the  Record  which  Illustrates  how  Federal 
purchases  of  real  estate  are  rapidly  de- 
reasing  District  revenues.  Quoting  from 
that  chart: 

(a)  The  Cosmos  Club  property  was 
bought  by  the  Government  in  1940.  The 
annual  revenue  lost  to  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia amounts  to  $22,843.  Since  1940 
the  District  has  lost  in  total  revenues 
$273,600  on  that  one  piece  of  property 
alone. 

( b )  The  Blair  House  was  purchased  by 
the  Government  in  1941.  The  tax  reve- 
nue lost  each  year  is  well  over  $8,000. 
This  is  roughly  $88,000  since  its  purchase. 

<c)  The  Senate  Office  Building  site — 
by  the  Senate  Office  Building — was  pur- 
chased by  the  Government  in  1949.  The 
District's  loss  in  revenue  on  that  prop- 
erty is  more  than  $10,000  a  year. 

<d)  The  General  Accounting  Office 
site,  purchased  by  the  Government  in 
1941,  causes  a  loss  to  the  District  of  more 
than  $14,000  a  year.  Since  its  purchase, 
the  District  Government  has  lost  $154,- 
000  in  revenue. 

These  illustrations  reflect  the  impact 
of  Federal  purchases  of  real  estate  on 
District  revenues.  These  four  items 
alone  represent  a  loss  of  more  than  one- 
half  million  dollars.  Such  losses  in  reve- 
nues are  permanent  and  cannot  be  re- 
placed. In  fact,  it  seems  almost  a  policy 
of  Congress  to  require  and  expect  the 
residents  of  Washington  to  make  up  such 
losses  in  revenues  by  increased  taxation. 

In  addition  to  property  federally 
owned,  there  is  the  impact  of  privately 
owned,  tax-exempt  property.  Foreign 
governments  own  large  and  valuable 
holdings  here  in  Washington  for  embassy 
and  legation  purposes.  All  of  them  are 
exempt  from  the  payment  of  real  estate 
taxes.  There  are  also  many  large  na- 
tional organizations  which,  over  the 
years,  have  secured  special  acts  of  Con- 
gress exempting  them  from  land  and  real 
estate  taxes. 

More  important,  the  future  program 
already  approved  by  Congress  indicates 
more  and  more  tax  exemptions  in  Wash- 
ington. 

How  much  do  the  Federal  exemptions 
on  land  and  real  estate  cost  the  District 
government  in  terms  of  revenue? 

First.  If  taxed.  Federal  real  property 
uould  produce,  each  year,  $19  million. 


Second.  If  taxed,  real  estate  owned  by 
national  organizations,  foreign  govern- 
ments, and  other  private  property  now 
exempt  from  taxation,  would  produce 
almost  $3  Vz  million. 

Mr.  President,  no  other  city  govern- 
ment in  the  United  States  is  expected 
to  operate  and  to  take  care  of  its  finan- 
cial neocLj  under  such  crippling  tax 
exemptions  as  those  unposed  by  Con- 
gress on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

While  we  are  thinking  in  terms  of  real 
estate,  we  might  also  point  to  the  ever- 
widening  park  areas  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. The  National  Zoological  Park  is 
maintained  and  operated  solely  from 
District  funds.  Much  of  Rock  Creek 
Park  was  acquired  with  District  money; 
and  although  the  title  is  in  the  United 
States,  the  job  of  policing  and  maintain- 
ing these  parks  is  at  District  expense. 

Turning  to  another  major  problem 
underlying  the  District's  financial  situa- 
tion, we  ought  to  look  at  a  few  of  the 
services  performed  by  the  city  for  the 
Federal  Government.  I  shall  name  just 
a  few: 

First.  Fire  Department  services,  wash- 
ing and  pumping  out  fiooded  Federal 
buildings,  special  details,  and  fire-fight- 
ing instruction. 

Second.  Water  furnished  Federal 
agencies — for  which  Congress  pays  less 
than  the  full  cost. 

Third.  Installing  curbs  and  gutters 
abutting  Federal  property,  as  well  as 
building  highways,  sidewalks,  and  alleys. 

Fourth.  Handling  and  treating  sewage 
from  Federal  property. 

Fifth.  Issuing  motor  vehicle  license 
plates  and  special  plates. 

Sixth.  Temporary  home  for  ex-sol- 
diers and  ex -sailors. 

Seventh.  Cleaning  streets  abutting 
Federal  property,  and  refuse  disposal. 

Eighth.  Special  police  details  for  Fed- 
eral purposes.  And,  speaking  in  terms 
of  police  services,  let  me  advise  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation,  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover,  in  recently  writing  an  open  let- 
ter to  law-enforcement  officers  all  over 
the  United  States,  said: 

One  factor  which  contributes  to  the  prop- 
erty of  the  criminal  elements  Is  a  police 
scale  too  low  to  maintain  law-enforcement 
forces  at  full  strength.  Manpower  was 
spread  too  thinly,  and  the  criminal  element 
moved  In  wherever  a  gap  appeared. 

The  statement  by  the  FBI  Director  is 
applicable  to  conditions  in  Washington. 
We  do  not  pay  enough  to  get  the  num- 
bers of  qualified  police  we  need.  The 
police  force  in  Washington  is  greatly 
undermanned. 

Mr.  President,  the  final  major  prob- 
lem underlying  the  District's  growing 
financial  crisis  is  constituted  by  the  ob- 
ligations of  the  municipal  government 
in  connection  with  Federal  programs. 
For  instance: 

First.  The  improvement,  maintenance, 
and  pwlicing  of  federally  owned  parks 
cost  the  I>lstrict  government  over  $2 
million  dollars  a  year. 

Second.  Expenses  of  National  Zoologi- 
cal Park  cost  $615,000  a  year. 

Third.  Land  purchased  and  to  be  pur- 
chased and  titled  in  the  United  States 
under  the  Capper-Cramton  Act  is  set  at 
$16  million. 


Fourth.  The  District's  share  of  the 
Hospital  Center  to  be  built  is  $17^2  mil- 
lion. 

Fifth.  The  District  government's 
share  of  the  new  United  States  Court 
Building  is  about  $5  million. 

Mr.  President,  these  and  many  other 
items  make  up  the  services,  expenses, 
and  obligations  of  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton in  its  relations  to  our  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. These  demands  upon  the  mu- 
nicipal government  are  the  highest  in 
history.  Yet  the  Federal  contribution  is 
near  the  lowest  in  history.  In  my  opin- 
ion, it  means  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  exercising  little  better  than 
squatter's  rights  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. 

Many  people  will  ask.  Why  do  not  the 
people  of  Washington  do  more  for  them- 
selves? Why  do  they  not  impose  new 
taxes  and  higher  taxes? 

In  answer  to  that  question,  let  me  say 
that  while  I  served  on  the  District  Com- 
mittee I  found  the  residents  of  Wash- 
ington always  ready  and  willing  to  pay 
their  full  share  for  the  upkeep  and  oper- 
ations of  the  National  CapitaL  The  rec- 
ord speaks  for  itself. 

In  1951  District  residents  paid  an  aver- 
age of  $128.61  in  city  taxes.  This  was 
the  highest  per  capita  rate  recorded  in 
any  big  American  city.  The  Census  Bu- 
reau reports  that  the  average  person  in 
America's  largest  cities  paid  only  $61 
in  municipal  taxes  last  year.  But  the 
residents  of  Washington— our  Capital 
City — paid  twice  that  amount,  and  have 
paid  it  for  several  years. 

District  tax  collections  have  Jumped 
more  than  210  percent  in  the  last  10 
years.  We  know  now  that  the  District 
of  Columbia  has  tapped  its  last  major 
reservoir  of  revenue.  I  am  speaking  of 
the  sales  tax.  We  know  now  that  any 
further  increases  in  taxes,  especially  in 
real  estate  rates,  would  cause  more  peo- 
ple and  more  businesses  to  move  beyond 
the  District  borders.  W&know  now  that 
the  taxpayers  of  Washington  have  all  the 
burdens  they  can  carry. 

When  we  think  of  the  mounting  oper- 
ating rosts  and  the  ever  higher  taxes  on 
the  people  of  Washington,  and  compare 
them  with  the  low  Federal  payment  year 
after  year,  we  can  reach  only  one  con- 
clusion: The  failure  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  make  its  fair  payment  has 
shifted  the  burden  directly  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  District.  To  the  extent 
that  the  residents  of  Washington  foot 
the  bill  for  services  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, they  are  subsidizing  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  We  cannot  look  on  it 
any  other  way. 

Mr.  President,  the  District  of  Colimi- 
bia  government  cannot  properly  handle 
its  own  financial  affairs,  and  determine 
how  it  will  support  its  services,  unless  it 
knows  what  its  revenues  will  be.  It  can- 
not know  what  its  revenues  will  be  un- 
less it  has  some  assurance  of  what  it  is 
going  to  receive  from  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. The  best  way  to  provide  such 
assurance,  in  my  opinion,  is  to  establish 
a  certain  fixed  ratiaof  expenses  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Colimibia. 

The  Nation,  through  Its  Congress,  must 
assume  for  the  future  a  fixed  share  of 
the  bmden  of  operating  and  maintaining 
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Its  National  Capital.  I  think  we  should 
do  this  by  adopting  a  fixed  ratio  of  Fed- 
eral payment  of  not  less  than  25  percent 
of  the  total  expenses  of  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington, excluding  special  funds. 

Such  a  proposj^  would,  in  my  estima- 
tion, solve  a  number  of  important  prob- 
lems connected  with  District  appropria- 
tions. 

Rrst.  It  would  provide  Congress  with 
an  adequate  and  permanent  basis  for 
determining  atmually  what  is  a  fair 
payment  from  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment toward  the  expenses  of  the 
District  government. 

Second.  It  would  simplify  the  prob- 
lems here  in  Congress  by  making  un- 
necessary the  yearly  controversy  over 
the  form  and  amount  of  Federal  pay- 
ment to  the  District. 

Third.  It  would  simplify  the  District 
budgeting  problem  by  settling  the  role  of 
the  Federal  Government  in  financing  the 
District.  The  fixed  ratio  of  25  percent 
would  make  certain  for  District  officials 
the  extent  and  character  of  the  Federal 
payment. 

While  I  am  not  introducing  legislation 
at  this  time.  I  believe  that  the  District 
Committee  should  make  a  serious  study 
of  the  feasibility  of  this  proposal.  I  am 
convinced  that  this  proposal  for  a  25  per- 
cent payment  maintains  the  integrity  of 
the  fiscal  relationship  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  District  of 
Coliunbia.  It  insures  that  District  resi- 
dents and  taxpayers  will  pay  sufficient 
revenues  for  normal  local  operating  ex- 
penses, as  do  citizens  in  comparable 
cities.  It  provides,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  costs  in  excess  of  those  normally 
borne  by  residents  of  other  large  cities 
shall  not  be  expected  of  District  resi- 
dents. Such  excess  costs  shall  be  paid 
for  by  the  Federal  Government  as  a  part 
of  its  normal  operating  expenses.  This 
is  only  fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  President.  Washington  is  the  jewel 
of  American  cities — the  symbol  of  free- 
dom for  the  people  of  all  the  world.  I 
hope  that  this  year  Congress  will  begin 
a  new  era  in  our  Federal  and  District 
relations. 

I  hope  that  it  will  be  an  era  in  which 
the  Nation  will  again  recognize  its  re- 
sponsibility toward  Washington  and  act 
to  balance  government  rule  with  proper 
financial  support. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  stated,  I  have  felt 
that,  although  I  am  not  on  the  commit- 
tee, yet  I  should  make  this  statement. 
I  fear  that  we  neglect  our  duty  to  the  city 
of  Washington,  and  have  been  neglect- 
ing it  in  the  past,  in  falling  to  appropri- 
ate sufficient  amounts  to  pay  for  the 
services  rendered  by  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  WEDNESDAY 
Mr.    HENDRICKSON.    I    move    that 

the  Senate  adjourn  imtil  12  o'clock  noon 

on  Wednesday  next.. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  3 

o'clock  and  44  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 

adjourned  until  Wednesday,  March  4, 

1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  March  2,  1953: 

Department  or  Laboc 

Harry  N.  Routzohn.  of  Ohio,  to  be  Solicitor 
for  the  Department  of  Labor. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  2,  1953: 

Diplomatic   and   Foreign   SniviCE 

Mrs.  Clare  Boothe  Luce,  of  Connecticut, 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  Italy. 

Depaktment  or  the  Are  Force 

James  H.  Douglas,  Jr.,  of  Illinois,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

Federal  Civil  Detense  Administration 

Val  Peterson,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administrator. 

Army  or  the  United  States 

The  following-named  oflQcers  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  position  Indicated  and  for 
appointment  as  lieutenant  generals  In  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro- 
visions of  sections  504  and  515  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

MaJ.  Gen.  Danle^l  Noce,  05226,  United 
States  Army,  to  be  the  Inspector  General, 
United  States  Army,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Alexander  Russel  Boiling,  07548. 
United  States  Army,  to  be  commanding  gen- 
eral. Third  Army,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  Benjamin  Kean,  012470. 
United  States  Army,  to  be  commanding  gen- 
eral. Fifth  Army,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Lyman  Louis  Lemnltzer,  012687, 
United  States  Army,  to  be  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff  for  Plans  and  Research,  United  States 
Army,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  Kelly  Harrison.  Jr., 
05279,  United  States  Army,  to  be  deputy 
commanding  general.  United  States  Army 
Forces,  Par  East,  with  rank  of  lieutenant 
general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Paul  Wllklns  Kendall,  012199, 
United  States  Army,  to  be  corps  commander, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Reuben  Ellis  Jenkins.  Oil 658, 
United  States  Army,  to  be  corps  commander, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general.    . 

MaJ.  Gen.  Isaac  Davis  White,  OlSOBO;  Army 
of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general,  U. 
S.  Army),  to  be  corps  commander,  with  the 
rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Withers  Alexander  Burress, 
04812,  United  States  Army,  to  be  command- 
ing general.  First  Army,  and  senior  United 
States  Army  member.  Military  staff  Commit- 
tee, United  Nations,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant  general. 

The  following-named  ofBcers  for  tempo- 
rary appointment  In  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grade  Indicated  under  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  515  (c)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  he  major  generals 
Gen.    Emerson    Leroy     Cummlngs, 


Brig. 
015500. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 
015641. 

Brig. 

Brig. 
08472. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 


Gen.  Leslie  Earl  Simon,  015567. 
Gen.  Richard  Clare  Partridge,  012630. 
Gen.     Haydon     Lemaire     Boatnerj 

Gen.  Halley  Grey  Maddox,  0 12852, 
Gen.   Samuel   Tankersley    Williama, 

Gen.  Arthur  Gilbert  Trudeau,  015513, 
Gen.  Wayne  Carleton  Smith,  O16207.* 
Gen.  Earle  Standlee,  016530. 
Gen.  Cornelius  Edward  Ryan,  07375. 
Gen.  Kester  Lovejoy  Hastings,  OI2219! 
Gen.  Francis  William  Farrell,  012784. 


Brig.  Oen.  Gilman  Clifford  Mudgett, 
014966. 

Brig.  Oen.  Garrison  Holt  Davidson.  018755. 

Brig.  Gen.  Paul  DeWltt  Adams,  O17306. 

Brig.  Oen.  Gerald  Joseph  Hlggtns,  019530. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Francis  Uncles.  014914. 

Brig.  Oen.  Richard  Warburton  Stephens, 
01 5569. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Edward  de  Shazo. 
01 6479. 

(Note. — Above-named  offlcera  were  ap- 
pointed during  the  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Regxtlar  Armt  or  the  Unitbd  States 

Col.  Jacob  Landes  Hartman,  00561,  Veter- 
inary Corps,  United  States  Army,  for  ap- 
pointment as  brigadier  general.  Veterinary 
Corps,  In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  provisions  of  title  V  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

National  Guaju>  or  the  UNrm  Statzs 

The  officer  named  herein  for  appointment 
In  the  National  Ouard  of  the  United  States 
as  a  Reserve  commissioned  officer  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  under  the  provtslona 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952 
(Public  Law  476,  82d  Cong.)  and  sections  38 
and  73  of  the  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended: 

Brig.  Oen.  Paul  Kistler  MacDonald, 
0296004.  to  be  brigadier  general,  Illinois  Na- 
tional Guard,  to  date  from  July  15,  1952. 

In  the  AaMT 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476.  82d 
Cong.)  : 

To  be  major  generala 

Maj.  Oen.  Joseph  Bacon  Fraser,  0347121. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Calhoun  Henagan,  0163943. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Albert  Edward  Henderson, 
02  64146. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Paul  Henry  Jordan,  0241877. 

Maj.  Gen.  Edward  Delvln  Slrols.  0174246. 

To  be  brigadier  general* 

Brig.  Gen.  Ernest  Nicholas  Bauman, 
0262926. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Justus  Heam,  0395111. 

Brig.  Gen.  Jesse  Scott  Lindsay,  0237198. 

Brig.  Oen.  Julius  Andres  Stark,  0143760. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Frederick  White. 
0285841. 

Brig.  Gen.  Otis  Mlnot  Whitney,  02791T2. 

The  nominations  of  John  F.  Patton  et  al, 
for  appointment  In  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States,  which  were  confirmed  this 
day.  were  received  by  the  Senate  on  January 
20,  1953.  and  may  be  found  in  the  Senate 
proceedings  of  the  Congressional  Rxcoko  for 
that  date  under  the  caption  "Nominations," 
beginning  with  the  name  of  John  F.  Patton. 
appearing  on  page  457,  and  ending  with  the 
name  of  Joe  L.  Youngker,  which  is  shown  on 
page  458. 

The  nominations  of  Italo  W.  Danlele  et  al., 
for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States,  which  were  confirmed  today, 
were  received  by  the  Senate  on  February  10, 
1953,  and  appear  in  full  in  the  Senate  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Congressional  Rbcoro  for 
that  date,  under  the  caption  "Nominations," 
beginning  with  the  name  of  Italo  W.  Danlele 
which  Is  shown  on  page  1011  and  ending  with 
the  name  of  Allan  J.  Francisco,  which  is 
shown  on  the  same  page. 

Recitlar  Air  Foscs 

The  following  officers  for  appointment  to 
the  positions  Indicated  under  the  provisions 
of  section  504,  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

MaJ.  Gen.  David  Myron  Schlatter,  62A, 
lieutenant  general.  Regular  Air  Force,  to  be 
commanding  general.  Allied  Air  Forces, 
Southern  Europe,  with  rank  of  lleutenaiit 
general. 

MaJ.  Oen.  Bryant  Le  Maire  Boatner,  362A. 
lieutenant  general.  Regular  Air  Force,  to  be 


the    Infpector    general.    United    States    Mr 
I-,,rce.  with  rank  of  lieutenant  gcneraL 

M.ij  Gen.  Joseph  Hampton  Atkinson.  OOA, 
htutenant  general.  Regular  Air  Force,  to  be 
commander  in  chief,  Alaskan  Comm&nd. 
with  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 

ADDITIONAL  Appointments  in  the  Riculab 
Ant  Force 

The  nominations  of  Wlstar  L.  Graham  et 
al..  for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Air  Force, 
which  were  confirmed  today,  were  received 
by  the  Senate  on  January  20.  1953,  and  may 
be  found  In  the  Senate  proceedings  of  ths 
Co.scREssiONAL  RECORD  fOT  that  dat«  under 
the  caption  "Nominations."  beginning  with 
the  name  of  Wlstar  L.  Graham,  which  ap- 
pears on  page  458,  and  ending  with  the  name 
cf  Donald  L.  Zaworskl.  which  Is  shown  on 
p;ige  462. 

The  nominations  of  Troy  William  Craw- 
ford et  al.,  for  promotion  in  the  Regular 
Air  Force,  which  were  confirmed  today,  were 
received  by  the  Senate  on  January  9,  1963, 
and  may  be  found  In  the  Senate  proceedings 
()(  the  Congressional  Record  for  that  date 
under  the  caption  "Nominations."  beginning 
with  the  name  of  Troy  William  Crawford, 
which  appears  on  page  292.  and  ending  with 
the  name  of  Margaret  Louise  Eau,  Which  Is 
shown  on  page  296. 

IN   THE  NaVT 

appointments 

Vice  Adm.  Laurance  T.  DuBose,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
Inj?  as  commander,  Eastern  Sea  Frontier,  and 
commander.  Atlantic  Reserve  Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  William  M.  Callaghan,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay.  and 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving 
as  commander.  Amphibious  Force.  Pacific 
Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  Francis  C.  Denebrlnk,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  commander,  Military  Sea  Transporta- 
tion Service. 

Rear  Adm.  James  L.  HoUoway,  Jr.,  United 
Stales  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel 
and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel 
In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for  a  term  of 
4  years;  and  to  have  the  grade,  rank.  pay. 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
(personnel). 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy  , 
for  permanent  appointment  to  the  grade  of 
rear  admiral: 

To  he  rear  admirals,  line 
James  H.  Thach.  Jr.    William    K.    Menden- 
Richard  W.  Ruble  hall.  Jr. 

Stanhope  C.  Ring         Harry  D.  Felt 
Charles  F.  Coe  John  M.  Will 

Thomas  B.  WllllamsonLeslle  A.  KnUkem 
Aaron  P.  Stoors  3d 

Rear  admirals,  Medical  Corp$ 

Frederick  C.   Greaves 
John  Q.  Owsley 

To  be  rear  admiral.  Supply  Corps 

Joseph  L.  Herllhy 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
rear  admiral  In  the  staff  corps  Indicated,  sub- 
ject to  qualification  therefor  as  provided  by 
law: 

Edward  B.  Harp,  Jr.,  Chaplain  Corps. 

John   R.   Perry,   Civil   Engineer  Corps. 

The  nominations  of  Rudolph  J.  Fabian  et 
al..  for  permanent  appointment  in  the  Navy 
and  the  nominations  of  Spencer  M.  Adams 
et  al.,  for  promotion  In  the  Navy,  both 
groups  of  which  were  confirmed  today,  were 
received  by  the  Senate  on  January  39,  1953, 
and  appear  In  the  Senate  proceedings  of 
the  Congressional  Record  on  that  data 
under  the  caption  "Nominations,"  beginning 
with  the  name  of  Rudolph  J.  Fabln.  which 
Is  shown  on  page  636,  and  ending  with  th« 
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last   name   of   the   second   group,   Nicholas 
Mandzak,  which  appears  on  page  642. 

The  nominations  of  William  A.  Alfano  et 
al.,  which  were  also  confirmed  today,  were 
received  by  the  Senate  on  February  6,  1953, 
and  appear  In  the  Senate  proceedings  of  the 
Congrbbsional  Rbcord  for  that  date  under 
the  caption  "Nominations,"  beginning  with 
the  name  of  WUliam  A.  Alfano,  which  U 
shown  on  page  934.  and  ending  with  the 
name  of  Samuel  F.  Leader,  ahown  on  page 
036. 

■■         <■»         ■■ 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  March  2,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  we  rejoice  that  Thou 
art  always  willing  and  able  to  supply 
each  new  day  with  its  needed  blessings. 

We  pray  that  we  may  be  numbered 
among  those  whose  minds  and  hearts  are 
rich  in  the  supply  of  Thy  divine  spirit 
of  truth  and  righteousness,  of  mercy  and 
forgiveness. 

Grant  that  in  these  days  of  world 
tragedy  and  tribulation  we  may  have  the 
grace  to  pray  even  for  our  enemies  who. 
in  their  blindness,  their  hatred,  and  bru- 
tality are  filling  human  life  with  so 
much  suffering  and  sorrow. 

Inspire  us  with  the  dynamic  and  vic- 
torious virtues  of  goodness  and  love. 
Show  us  how  we  may  lift  mankind  into 
that  higher  spiritual  unity  where  all 
antipathies  and  antagonisms  are  tran- 
scended by  the  spirit  of  brotherhood  and 
good  will. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  February  26,  1953.  was  read 
and  approved. 


UNITED  STATES  V.  WEINBERG 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

OmcE  or  THE  Clerk, 
House  or  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  28,  1953. 
The  honorable  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Sir:  In  compliance  with  House  Resolution 
No.  105,  January  22,  1953,  I  have  appeared 
before  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  matter  of 
United  States  of  America  v.  Joseph  W.  Wein- 
berg, Criminal  No.  829-52. 

I  am  attaching  herewith,  for  the  Informa- 
tion and  consideration  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, a  copy  of  the  official  transcript 
of  a  statement  made  by  the  court  In  the 
above  proceedings. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Ltle  O.  Snader. 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


CAPITOL  PARKINO 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the   gentleman  from   Ohio    [Mr. 

SCHXNCK]. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  to  make  a  brief  re- 
port to  the  Members  on  the  results  of 
the  perplexing  parking  problem  study  by 
the  special  subcommittee  ol  the  Com- 


mittee on  House  Administration.  This 
subcommittee,  of  which  I  have  had  the 
honor  to  serve  as  chairman,  includes  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
Mr.  WnxiAM  Cole,  and  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  Mr. 
Charles  Dkane. 

We  have  had  numerous  meetings  and 
have  enjoyed  the  fullest  cooperation 
from  Mr.  Russel,  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
House;  Mr.  Ljmn  and  his  staff.  Architect 
of  the  Capitol;  Captain  Broderick  of  the 
Capitol  Police;  ofQcers  of  the  Washing- 
ton Met]:*opolitan  Police  Department: 
and  Mr.  George  Keneipp,  Director  of 
Vehicles  and  Traffic  of  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. We  have  made  a  full  report  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration 
and  it  has  been  unanimously  accepted. 

The  plans  we  propose  do  not  include 
the  building  of  any  new  parking  facili- 
ties, although  such  facilities  are  needed 
now  and  their  need  will  become  increas- 
ingly greater  as  time  goes  on.  The 
study  and  proposal  of  any  such  plans 
comes  within  the  proper  scope  and  juris- 
diction of  another  committee  of  the 
House. 

The  approach  to  the  problem  by  the 
subcommittee  was  entirely  from  the 
point  of  view  of  being  of  service  to  two 
general  groups — the  public  who  often 
drive  thousands  of  miles  to  see  their  own 
United  States  Capitol  and  who  many 
times  have  important  problems  to  dis- 
cuss with  their  Representatives  and  Sen- 
ators, and  the  Members  of  Congress  and 
limited  numbers  of  their  ofiBce  staffs, 
committee  staffs,  and  service  employees, 
all  of  whom  are  vital  to  the  switual  work 
in  the  Capitol  and  congressional  oflBces. 
In  order  to  make  the  plan  work,  it  is 
absolutely  essential  that  the  full  coop- 
eration of  ever3T)ne  involved  is  assured. 

Within  the  next  few  days  each  Member 
will  receive  a  letter  directed  to  his  per- 
sonal attention.  Please  read  it  care- 
fully, follow  the  instructions  fully,  and 
keep  it  on  file  for  reference.  Also  in  the 
very  near  future,  the  owners  of  author- 
ized vehicles,  other  than  those  of  Mem- 
bers, will  receive  a  notice  to  appear  for 
the  Capitol  Police  to  check  the  car  au- 
thorization and  aflSx  the  new  and  neces- 
sary "sticker."  Please  insist  that  each 
of  your  employees  follow  these  instruc- 
tions to  the  letter. 

There  has  been  complete  cooperation 
with  our  colleagues  in  the  Senate  to  re- 
serve completely  the  plaza  area  on  the 
east  side  of  the  Capitol. 

A  very  limited  number  of  spaces  have 
been  reserved  on  the  plaza  for  the  offi- 
cers of  the  House  and  Senate  whose  cars 
must  be  parked  in  designated  spaces. 
Another  very  limited  number  has  been 
reserved  for  members  of  the  working 
press.  All  remaining  spaces  are  reserved 
for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  public  and 
parking  will  be  limited  to  not  more  than 
2  hours  enforced  by  the  Capitol  Police. 
This  is  designed  to  stop  the  all-day  park- 
ing of  unauthorized  cars  and  to  protect 
the  rights  of  our  Capitol  visitors.  Your 
full  cooperation  and  help  in  this  matter 
will  assure  success. 

The  regulations  for  parking  of  the  au- 
tomobiles owned  by  Members  is  fully  ex- 
plained in  the  letter  each  will  receive. 
These  regulations  may  seem  very  harsh 
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and  restrictive,  yet  they  have  been  pro- 
mulgated for  only  one  purpose — to  serve 
the  Members  in  their  official  duties. 
Briefly,  each  Member's  car  must  have  the 
official  83d  Congress  tag  on  it.  The  issu- 
ance and  use  of  these  tags  is  fully  covered 
by  law.  The  use  of  the  tags  of  any  prior 
Congress  is  unlawful.  The  use  of  the 
various  State  tags,  which  indicate  the 
owner  is  a  Member  of  Congress,  will  not 
be  sufficient  to  park  in  a  restricted  area 
around  the  Capitol  and  congressional 
office  buildings.  No  cars,  other  than 
those  bearing  the  official  tags  of  the  83d 
Congress,  will  be  permitted  to  park  in  the 
areas  reserved  for  Members.  All  these 
matters  are  fully  covered  in  the  letter 
each  Member  will  receive. 

Finally.  I  want  to  urge  everyone  to 
cooperate  fully  with  the  Fwhce  officers. 
They  are  here  to  serve  all  of  us  and  have 
been  issued  very  strict  instructions.  Any 
effort  by  anyone  of  us  to  gain  special 
favor  or  courtesy  will  only  serve  to  break 
down  the  successful  administration  of 
this  parking  program.  Whether  it 
works  or  not  is  largely  up  to  each  of  us. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  yield  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  and  minority  leader, 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  May  I  ask  the  gen- 
tlemen whether  or  not  in  this  setup  there 
is  going  to  be  some  parking  space  set 
aside  for  the  general  public  who  want 
to  visit  the  Capitol  or  want  to  visit  their 
Representatives  here? 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Yes.  I  am  happy  to 
have  the  distinguished  gentleman  ask 
that  question.  We  have  reserved  144 
spaces  on  the  east  side  of  the  Capitol 
for  use  of  the  public.  Those  are  the 
spaces  to  which  I  referred  and  they  will 
be  limited  to  2  hours  parking.  This 
parking  ban  will  be  enforced  by  the  Cap- 
itol police. 

Mr.  HAI.T.ECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  and  majority  leader,  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  commend 
the  gentleman  and  those  who  have 
worked  with  him  for  the  formulation  of 
this  program  in  respect  to  parking.  It 
has  been  evident  to  many  of  us  for  a  long 
time  that  something  needed  to  be  done. 
I  trust  that  when  the  details  of  the  plan 
are  made  available  to  us  all  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  all  of  our  em- 
ployees will  study  the  plan  and  under- 
take to  abide  by  it. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  vield? 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tlewoman from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  RCX5ERS  of  Massachusetts. 
What  happens  to  the  Members  who  are 
obliged  to  use  taxicabs''  Some  of  us 
have  no  automobiles  in  Washington. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  I  answer  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  by  asking  a  question — do 
you  not  park  your  taxicabs  in  restricted 
areas? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachu.setts.  I 
think  it  would  be  nice  if  we  could  be- 
cause sometimes  we  keep  a  taxicab  wait- 
ing in  ordA  to  make  a  very  important 
ejigagement  with  some  department,    i 


think  something  ought  to  be  arranged 
in  that  direction. 


ONE  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
WASHINGTON  TERRITORY 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wa.'^hington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  March 
2.  1853 — 100  years  ago  this  very  day — 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  Presi- 
dent Fillmore,  signed  a  bill  creating 
Washington  Territory. 

Today  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Washington  in  the  capital  city  of  Olym- 
pia  will  observe  with  appropriate  com- 
memorative exercise  this  ICOth  anni- 
versary. 

I  regret  Mr.  Sp>eaker  that  I  cannot  be 
pre^^ent  at  the  ceremonies  at  Olympia 
and  I  am  sure  thi.s  di.«iappointment  is 
shared  by  my  colleagues  from  Washing- 
ton State. 

However,  it  .^eems  proper  and  fitting 
here  and  now  that  recoenition  be  given 
in  this  Hou«e  of  Repre'^entatives  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  this  au- 
spicious day.  and  likewL^^e  to  record  our 
felicitations  and  sood  wi.'^hes  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  State  of  Washington  on  this 
100th  anniversary  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Territory  of  Washington. 


E.  ALAN  PHILLIPS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Ma-^sachu.setts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGEIRS  of  Ma.^sachu.'^etts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  Saturday  evening  here  in 
Washington  I  had  the  great  privilege  of 
attending  a  meeting  of  the  Science  Tal- 
ent Institute.  Forty  boys  and  girls  se- 
lected from  14,260  high-school  .seniors 
have  come  here  to  compete  for  the  West- 
inghouse  science  scholarships  at  the 
Twelfth  Annual  Science  Talent  In.stitute 
being  held  from  February  26  through 
March  2.  I  was  the  guest  of  Mr.  E.  Alan 
Phillips,  of  Lincoln,  Mass..  a  young  con- 
stituent of  mine.  I  was  very  proud  that 
he  was  one  of  the  40.  He  is  only  15  years 
old  and  the  youngest  member.  He  is  a 
genius.  He  was  doing  algebra  when  he 
was  6  years  old.  He  will  graduate  in 
June  from  Weston  High  School.  Weston, 
then  hopes  to  attend  Massachusetts  In- 
stitute of  Technology  to  prepare  for  a 
career  in  mathematics.  A  member  of  the 
staff  of  his  school  publication.  Alan  also 
belongs  to  mathematics  and  photogra- 
phy groups  and  lists  radio  and  astronomy 
among  his  hobbies.  His  science  project, 
titled  "The  Compression  of  Liquids  and 
Gases  Under  Gravitational  and  Centrif- 
ugal Forces."  involved  mathematical 
calculations  much  more  complex  than 
are  normally  expected  of  high-school 
students.  Alan  won  a  gold  medal  for  the 
highest  score  in  a  State  mathematics  ex- 
amination by  the  University  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  top  honors  in  a  similar  ex- 


amination conducted  by  Tiifts  College. 
He  is  the  son  of  Dr.  H.  B.  Phillips,  retired 
professor  of  mathematics  at  MIT.  and 
Mrs.  Phillips. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  need  scientists  des- 
perately today  and  I  hope  many  more  of 
our  youth  will  go  into  scientific  fields  of 
study  and  education.  Through  advance- 
ment in  science  they  will  accomplish  even 
greater  things  than  they  have  in  the 
past.  Through  medical  science  they  will 
save  many  lives  and  they  will  help  to 
maintain  peace  in  the  world. 

In  the  Appendix  of  the  Rccokd  today 
you  will  find  a  brief  resume  of  Dr.  W.  E. 
Shoupp's  .speech  at  the  meeting  Satur- 
day evening  and  a  memo  on  the  science- 
talent  search  The  Westinghouse  Elec- 
tric Corp  de.serves  a  great  many  con- 
gratulations for  their  foundation  re- 
search work. 


FOREIGN  OIL 

Mr  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  addre.ss  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Penn'-ylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr  DOLLIVER  asked  and  wa.s  given 
permi.ssion  to  address  the  House  today 
for  45  minutes,  following  the  legislative 
program  of  tlie  day  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 

Mr  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  on  tomorrow  and  Wednesday, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  pro- 
grams of  those  days  and  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr  YATES  a.sked  and  was  given  per- 
mi.ssion to  address  the  House  today  for 
90  minutes,  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


A    PAY    INCREASE    FOR    EVERY 
WORKER  IN  AMERICA 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Con- 
gress has  the  power  to  grant  a  pay  in- 
crease to  every  workingman  in  America. 
It  can  be  done,  and  it  should  be  done 
without  the  need  for  a  work  stoppage,  a 
strike,  or  a  labor  dispute.  It  can  be  done 
in  either  one  of  two  ways:  By  p>assing 
H.  R.  1.  Congressman  Reeds  tax  reduc- 
tion bill;  or  by  raising  the  individual  in- 
come tax  exemption  from  $600  to  $700. 

Either  of  these  tax  reduction  pro- 
grams would  give  every  worker  in  Amer- 
ica more  take-home  pay  to  spend  upon 
his  family.  A  tax  reduction  at  this  time 
would  also  have  the  tendency  to  stop  the 
vicious  spiral  that  has  been  going  on 
during  the  last  decade— namely,  first  a 


pay  increase,  then  a  tax  increase;  an- 
other pay  increase,  then  another  tax  in- 
crease, ad  infinitum.  Every  time  the 
worker  has  succeeded  in  getting  a  pay  in- 
crease to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  liv- 
ing. Uncle  Sam  has  Inunediately  stuck 
his  long  arm  deeper  into  the  working- 
mans  pay  envelope  and  extracted  a 
larger  share  of  what  he  found  there. 

Is  it  not  about  time,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
reverse  this  process?  The  Congress  can 
start  the  reverse  movement  by  passing 
H.  R.  1.  or  by  raising  the  $600  individual 
income  tax  exemption  to  $700.  Every 
Member  of  Congress  who  during  the 
campaign  promised  his  people  tax  re- 
duction, expenditure  reduction,  and  a 
balanced  budget  should  take  the  floor 
and  place  himself  on  record  for  action 
now.  This  year  is  the  year  to  keep  our 
campaign  promises.  Next  year  will  be 
too  late.  It  can  be  done  if  we  have  the 
will  to  do  it  and  the  courage  to  act  now. 


RUTH  J.  MOTT 

Mr  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
mini-stration.  I  call  up  House  Resolution 
152  and  ask  for  \\i\  immediate  consid- 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
fallows: 

Resolved.  That  theie  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
seiitattves  to  Ruth  J.  Ilott.  sister  of  Betty  C. 
likes,  late  an  employee  of  the  House  of 
Hepresentatlves.  an  amount  equal  to  fl 
niunthb'  salary  at  the  rate  she  was  receiving 
at  the  lime  of  her  death,  and  an  additional 
iimuuiit  not  to  exceed  $350  toward  defraying 
the  funeral   expenses  of  the  said   Betty   C. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


IMPORTATION   OP  RESIDUAL  FUEL 
OIL 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
f  ir  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  t^entleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  my 
privilege  some  days  ago  to  address  my 
colleagues  of  the  House  on  the  serious 
situation  that  has  arisen  in  the  appar- 
ently uncontrolled  importation  of  resid- 
ual fuel  oil.  That  situation  has  been 
bad  and  it  is  growing  woise.  For  in- 
stance, during  the  month  just  ended. 
in  February,  for  the  week  ending  Feb- 
ruary 7,  the  average  daily  Importation 
for  residual  fuel  oil  was  425,000  barrels, 
for  the  week  ending  February  14  the 
average  was  437,000  barrels.  That  is 
equivalent  to  better  than  104,000  tons  of 
soft  coal  on  the  basis  that  1  ton  of 
coal  is  equivalent  to  4  and  a  fraction 
barrels  of  residual  fuel  oil.  This  situa- 
tion was  aggravated  by  the  recent  ap- 
pioval  of  a  change  In  the  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  with  the  Republic  of 
Venezuela  in  South  America  by  which 
the  import  duty  on  fuel  oil  was  reduced 
from  21  cents  a  barrel  to  5V4  cents  a 
barrel.    They   have   just   discovered   a 


huge  oil  field  in  Lake  Maracaibo  in 
Venezuela  in  which  the  production  Is 
approximately  a  million  barrels  daily. 
The  United  States  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement  must  prepare  to  meet 
the  situation  of  local  markets  being 
fiooded  with  that  cheap  residual  fuel 
oil  from  Venezuela.  Under  the  favored 
nations  clause  in  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  that  affects  any  other 
nation  importing  oiL 


A  PROMISE  TO  MY  CONSTITUENTS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  please  do  not  yell  at  me  if  the 
83d  Congress  does  not  cut  taxes,  balance 
the  budget.     I  will  do  my  part. 

My  ears  still  ring  because  of  the  criti- 
cism of  some  commentators,  columnists, 
and  editors — 1  or  2  in  my  own  district — 
who  jumped  all  over  me  when  I  voted  in 
accord  with  a  practically  unanimous  13- 
year-old  policy  of  the  Republican  Party 
and  its  leaders,  which  opposed  a  grant 
of  legislative  power  to  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive. 

Oh,  sure  I  am  accustomed  to  a  lam- 
basting by  left-wing  "experts,"  but  some 
of  this  latest  blast  came  from  friends 
who  should  know  better,  but  apparently 
thought  a  little  "taking  him  down" 
would  be  helpful.    Maybe  so. 

It  never  did  seem  important  to  me 
when  eating  a  breakfast  egg  or  a  hen 
for  supper,  whether  the  hen  or  the  egg 
came  first — just  something  to  argue 
about. 

Nor,  do  I  now  think  it  important 
whether  this  Congress  first  balances  the 
budget  or  first  cuts  taxes.  But,  one 
thing  I  do  know :  we  promised  the  people 
that  we  would  do  both,  and  a  Congress- 
man had  better  keep  those  promises  or 
have  a  mighty  good  alibi  ready  come 
November  1954. 

November  last,  sick  of  the  Korean  war, 
disgusted  with  the  mess  in  Washington, 
and,  because  of  our  promise  to  cut  taxes, 
balance  the  budget,  the  people  let  Tru- 
man go  and  elected  President  Eisen- 
hower and  a  Republican  Congress,  At 
least,  we  are  getting  some  indications 
of  a  positive  foreign  policy.  We  are  on 
our  way  to  cleaning  up  the  mess  in 
Washington,  but  I  see  no  indications 
that  we  are  either  to  balance  the  budget 
or  reduce  the  tax  rate.  Quite  the  con- 
trary. 

Though  Truman  was  in  power,  the 
Republican-controlled  80th  Congress 
reduced  taxes  and  balanced  the  budget. 
It  can  be  done  again,  but  only  if  we  cut 
expenditiu-es,  and  that  we  can  do  by 
eliminating  the  waste  and  extravagance 
in  the  Executive  and  other  departments, 
quit  spending  so  many  billions  abroad, 
practice  a  little  economy  ourselves. 

When  someone  Jumps  on  me  because 
of  some  fancied  failure  to  follow  the 
orders  of  someone  without  authority  to 
issue  the  order  just  take  a  look  at  the 
record.    I  am  only  1  of  435  in  the  House. 


It  is  my  purpose  to  vote  not  only  to 
balance  the  budget,  but  to  cut  taxes  be- 
cause I  believe,  as  do  other  Michigan 
Republican  Congressmen,  that  a  cam- 
paign promise  is  something  more  than 
political  oratory. 

If  President  Eisenhower  gets  a  New 
Deal  Congress  of  domestic  and  inter- 
national spenders  in  1955,  it  will  not 
be  because  I  have  not  gone  along  with 
the  party's  campaign  promises,  worked 
and  voted  to  clean  up  the  "mess"  here  at 
home  and  abroad. 

Again,  I  suggest  to  my  friends,  "take  a 
look  at  the  record."  And  to  my  col- 
leagues, "let  us  get  the  job  started." 


PREELECTION  PROMISES  TO 
REDUCE  TAXES 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEABIER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
already  the  spendthrift  crowd  is  plan- 
ning emergencies  to  justify  higher  taxes, 
greater  funds  to  spend.  There  is  only 
one  thing  the  Government  spenders  here 
and  abroad  fear  and  that  is  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  flow  of  revenue  from  the  tax- 
payer's iJocket  into  the  coffer  of  the 
Treasury.  Was  a  spendthrift  ever 
known  to  stop  squandering  another's 
funds  imtil  the  source  was  cut  off?  It 
is  such  tax  victims,  as  the  teacher  to 
whom  Mr.  Pegler  refers,  who  are  bled 
white  by  the  spendthrift  crowd.  These 
spendthrifts  are  the  ones  who  have  taken 
the  purse  strings  from  Congress;  they 
are  the  ones  who  are  opposed  to  any  tax 
relief  under  H.  R.  1.  The  drive  Is  on 
now  in  full  force  to  frighten  the  people 
with  Russian  saucers,  submarines  off  our 
coasts,  germ  warfare,  and  atomic  bombs. 
It  is  the  hope  of  the  Treasury  raiders  to 
make  Republicans  and  Democrats  alike 
ignore  their  solemn  preelection  promises 
to  reduce  taxes.  H.  R.  1  will  bring  tax 
rehef  to  over  50,000,000  taxpayers,  yet  a 
few  men  stand  ready  to  repudiate  the 
promises  made  by  which  they  now  hold 
office. 

Abraham  Lincoln  once  said: 

It  was  In  the  oath  I  took  that  I  would,  to 
the  best  of  my  ability,  preserve,  protect,  and 
defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  I  could  not  take  the  office  without 
taking  the  oath.  Nor  was  It  my  view  that  I 
might  take  an  oath  to  get  power,  and  break 
the  oath  In  using  the  power. 

Let  me  paraphrase  the  words  of  Abra- 
ham Lincoln.  It  was  the  preelection 
promise  made  by  me  to  the  voters  that  If 
elected  I  would  reduce  taxes,  I  felt  I 
could  not  be  elected  without  making  the 
promise  to  the  voters  that  if  elected  I 
would  reduce  personal  income  taxes. 
Nor  was  it  my  view  that  I  might  make 
this  promise  to  get  power,  and  then  vio- 
late my  promise  to  the  voters  when 
placed  in  power. 

How  many  Members  of  Congress  in 
either  party  would  have  been  elected  in 
the  last  election  if  each  candidate  had 
stood  before  the  voters  and  said:  "If  you 
will  elect  me  to  Congress  I  pledge  myself 
to  vote  against  reducing  your  individual 
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income  taxes,  and  I  will  shrink  from 
cutting  governmental  expenses." 

I  believe  with  Professor  James,  "that 
every  fine  impulse,  every  lofty  emotion 
that  we  allow  to  evaporate  without  ac- 
tion, is  just  another  opportunity  lost." 
The  citizens  of  our  Nation  expect  the 
Republican  Congressmen  to  display  hon- 
esty, intelligence,  independence,  and 
judgment  in  the  conduct  of  legislative 
functions,  as  pledged  to  the  people  dur- 
ing the  recent  national  election. 

Under  leave  to  extend  heretofore 
granted.  I  am  inserting  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  the  article  of  Westbrook  Pegler 
which  appeared  in  the  New  York 
Journal,  February  27,  1953,  as  follows: 

IMCOMZ  Tax  and  a  Teach  eh  s  Pmrui. 

ExPEaiENCK  With  It 

(By  Westbrook   Pegler) 

I  present  herewith  a  short  and  simple  an- 
na) ol  a  poor,  weary,  and  somewhat  broken- 
down  Florida  schoolteacher,  to  make  a  con- 
trast with  the  disgraceful  waste  of  tons  of 
money  wrung  from  the  likes  of  her  on  the 
wanton  frivolities  and  subsidies  of  a  corrupt 
government. 

Listen : 

"May  I  present  a  problem?  It  is  entirely 
true.  I  still  must  find  some  way  to  raise 
money  for  my  Income  taxes  for  this  past 
year,  and  I  still  must  keep  on  trying  to  find 
something  to  do  in  order  to  be  able  to  live. 

"I  was  born  in  Florida  and  have  worked 
here  most  of  my  life.  Beginning  In  June 
1914,  I  taught  35  years  In  the  Florida  public 
schools.  In  1949. 1  reached  the  age  of  60  and, 
since  I  had  been  overloaded  in  the  class- 
rooms for  years,  I  felt  that  I  must  retire 
befwe  my  health  completely  gave  way.  In- 
deed. I  was  unable  to  work  for  several 
months. 

"My  salary  had  run  from  $45  a  month  for 
7  or  8  months  a  ye^r  to  $2,500  yearly  the 
last  year  that  I  taught.  Now  my  pension 
under  the  Florida  teachers'  pension  system 
Is  $100  a  month  and  is  taxable. 

"The  4-year  bed  illness  of  a  sister,  which 
ended  in  her  death,  left  me  heavily  in  debt. 
Therefore,  when  Internal  Revenue  notified 
me  in  December  1950  that  I  owed  $195  in- 
come tax,  plus  $33.33  interest  on  my  1947 
returns,  due  to  errors  in  the  returns,  I  was 
in  no  position  to  pay  it.  They  had  made 
no  effort  to  tell  me  about  it  before.  In  other 
words,  they  had  got  around  to  notifying  me 
3  years  late." 

This  is  a  familiar  abuse  of  the  citizen. 
Parasites  of  civil  service  loaf  on  the  Job, 
whistle  Jumping  and  stalling  In  the  wash- 
rooms to  the  extent  of  millions  of  paid 
hours  a  year  and  tot  up  thetr  rights  and 
benefits  at  the  expense  of  this  wretched 
woman  multiplied  by  millions. 

By  inattention  and  sloth  they  fall  years 
behind  in  their  work.  Meanwhile,  com- 
pound Interest  at  6  percent  piles  up  against 
unsuspecting  and  morally  Innocent  citizens 
who  pay  their  salaries. 

In  the  end,  the  little  people,  the  weak  and 
friendless  millions  for  whom  the  Koosevelts 
and  Truman  and  their  evil  cult  expressed 
Bucti  mournful  pity  while  they  grabbed  every 
dollar  within  their  greedy  reach,  always  are 
held  to  the  literal  figures  rigged  against 
them  by  expert  professional  tormenters. 

For  contrast,  the  record  of  the  last  2  years 
of  the  Truman  debauch  disclosed  hundreds 
of  cases  in  which  actual  cheats  and  thieves 
were  forgiven  tax  debU  of  millions  on  the 
corrupt  proposition  that  it  were  better  to  col- 
lect a  little  money  than  to  Jail  a  rogue  with 
a  friend  In  the  White  House  or  a  lawyer 
late  of  the  Treasury  staff. 

Our  schoolteacher's  letter  continues: 

"I  explained  the  circumstances  and  asked 

for  time  to  payit  in  Installments.    I  was  told 

that  this  WM  not  Uncle  Sam's  way.    I  must 

Bend    %    check    Immediately    for    the    full 


amount.  That  was  the  first  of  several  such 
letters. 

"In  June  1951  while  I  was  still  trying  to 
raise  the  whole  amount,  the  case  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  local  (Lakeland)  office. 
After  being  summoned  and  having  appeared 
before  the  local  officer  for  several  lengthy  ses- 
sions, he  suggested  that  I  go  to  the  bank  and 
borrow  $40,  pay  25  cents  for  a  certified  check, 
and  offer  it  In  compromise. 

"I  did.  Months  later.  I  was  notified  that 
my  offer  was  not  accepted.  I  wac  then  ad- 
vised to  add  $10  more  and  make  a  second 
offer  of  compromise.  I  did  and  waited  several 
months  more. 

"On  October  15.  1951, 1  went  to  work  teach- 
ing in  Georgia.  My  salary  for  the  remainder 
of  the  school  year  ending  in  September  1952 
was  around  $1,500,  before  taxes.  My  ex- 
penses— board,  etc. — were  heavy  and  I  was 
paying  on  other  debts. 

"In  May  1952  Just  before  school  closed, 
and  without  notifying  me  that  my  $50  cffer 
had  been  rejected,  the  Georgia  tax  office 
seized  $245  of  my  summer  salary,  which  was 
most  of  it. 

"Now  the  old  debt  was  paid  but  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  still  had  the  $50  I  had  sent  in 
offer  to  compromise.  Although  I  wrote  them 
several  times  asking  for  it  and  stressing  my 
real  need,  they  did  not  get  around  to  sending 
it  until  this  January  1953.  I  endorsed  it  and 
handed  it  back  to  them  in  the  tax  office  here 
(Lakeland)  and  they  wanted  me  to  have  it 
cashed  and  buy  another  certified  check 
which  would  have  cost  around  65  cents. 

"But  they  did  finally  accept  it.  But  they 
had  kept  it  over  a  year,  but  gave  me  no  in- 
terest, although  they  had  charged  me  more 
than  $50  Interest  and  penalties  on  the  $195 
I  owed  them." 

This  cruel  experience  Irresistibly  reminds 
me  of  the  braggart  announcement  of  a  char- 
acter known  as  Leigh  Dannenberg,  a  devotee 
and  personal  friend  of  Eleanor  Roosevelt,  for 
many  years  the  publisher  of  a  weekly  scandal 
sheet  at  Bridgeport.  Conn.,  that  he  was  re- 
cently back  after  4  months  in  New  Delhi, 
India,  where  he  set  up  a  New  Deal  propa- 
ganda rag,  at  the  invitation  of  the  discredited 
Park  Avenue  political  mountebank.  Ambas- 
sador Chester  Bowles. 

The  purpose  was  to  teach  the  people  of  In- 
dia the  Dannenberg  version  of  American 
ethics,  morals,  and  decency. 

This  character  himself  said  the  budget  for 
this  squandering  of  the  taxes  of  the  unfortu- 
nate schoolteacher  whose  letter  forms  the 
burden  of  this  essay  was  $1,000,000  a  year. 
The  State  Department  said  it  was  $300,000. 

Dannenberg  may  have  been  exaggerating 
and  the  State  Department  trimming,  each 
for  obvious  reasons.  Dannenberg  got  $35  a 
day  plus  travel  allowances,  paid  by  the  taxes 
and  penalties  of  this  tired  old  schoolmaam 
for  his  expert  service  in  indoctrinating  the 
Indians  in  the  Dannenberg  culture,  also  at 
her  expense. 


PREELECTION  PROMISES 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoff- 
man] and  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
IMr.  Reed]  have  pointed  out  their  Re- 
publican concern  over  the  apparent  in- 
difference of  the  Republican  Party  to 
campaign  promises  and  platform.  This 
failure  is  a  matter  of  concern  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Democratic  Party  also.  The 
Republicans  did  make  many  promises 
during  the  campaign  and  since  the  cam- 
paign.   They  remind  me  more  and  more 


of  the  hunting  party  that  sent  a  few  of 
its  members  out  before  dawn  to  set  out 
the  decoys.  The  main  body,  following  at 
dawn,  was  so  eager  for  the  kill  that  it 
shot  up  all  of  the  decoys  before  It  could 
be  stopped.  One  of  the  Republican 
decoys  was  a  balanced  budget.  That  one 
has  been  blasted.  Another  was  reduc- 
tion of  military  expenditures.  The  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  has  set  his  sights  on 
that.  Mr.  Reed's  tax  reduction  is  under 
fire  from  the  executive  offices  and  from 
the  majority  leader.  The  Republican 
Chairman  of  the  House  District  Commlt- 
tc^  has  splintered  one  of  the  most  re- 
cently placed  decoys,  additional  commis- 
sioners for  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Two  other  decoys,  extension  of  recipro- 
cal trade,  and  extension  of  social  secu- 
rity are  under  the  guns  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  chairman. 

The  Republicans  have  had  two  chances 
for  live  game,  one  in  the  case  of  the  Re- 
organization Authority,  and  another  in 
the  educational  aid  fof  impacted  school 
districts. 

In  each  case  while  the  Republicans 
were  shooting  at  the  decoys,  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  of  the  House  had  to  as- 
sume responsibility  and  bring  down  the 
live  game. 

Mr.  McCORMACK. 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I 

Mr.  McCORMACK. 
other  promise  that  is  very  important  for 
the  national  interest  of  this  country,  a 
stronger  national  defense.  We  have  got 
to  keep  that  in  mind  when  we  hear  talk 
about  reduced  taxes,  reduced  budgets; 
how  can  that  be  brought  about  with  a 
stronger  national  defense? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  They  are  practi- 
cally shooting  decoys  out  of  each  other's 
hands.  It  begins  to  look  as  though  they 
will  return  from  the  hunt  with  their 
game  bags  full  of  chips,  and  their  re- 
trievers' mouths  full  of  spUnters. 


Mr.  Speaker,  will 

yield. 

There  Is  also  an- 


PREELECTION  PROMISES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  accord- 
ing to  press  reports,  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Committee  withdrew  requests  for 
nationwide  radio  time  to  broadcast  a 
speech  delivered  Saturday  at  Raleigh, 
N.  C.  by  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Georgia  and  recent  candidate  for 
the  Democratic  presidential  nomination. 

Evidently  someone  decided  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee  could  not 
afford  to  sponsor  radio  time.  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  could  not  afford  it 
for  financial  or  for  ideological  reasons. 

There  may  be  a  clue  to  Democratic 
Chairman  Mitchell's  decision  in  the  pre- 
pared text  of  the  speech. 

The  Senator,  it  seems,  was  guilty  of 
saying,  among  other  things,  that — 

The  American  system  has  always  recog- 
nized that  unusual  genius,  capacity,  and 
energy  is  entitled  to  its  reward.  Those  who 
possess  these  traits  will  accumulate  more 
than  those  who  do  not.     In  this  belief  ts 


found  the  strength  and  reasons  for  growth 
of  our  economic  system. 

Perhaps  even  greater  heresy  to  the 
tender  ears  of  the  radicals  who  have  cap- 
tured control  of  the  Democratic  Party 
was  this  warning  from  the  Senator: 

Tliere  are  those  who  would  have  us  to 
drink  of  the  fatal  potion  of  national  state 
socialism.     We  must  resolutely  reject  their 

enticements. 

Apparently  even  Mr.  Mitchell  and 
friends  realized  that  the  Senator  could 
not  possibly  have  been  referring  to  Re- 
publicans with  that  remark. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  deserves  our  sym- 
pathy in  its  present  dilemma. 

Certainly  theirs  Is  a  sorry  situation: 
the  leftwingers  they  are  willing  to 
.sponsor  were  discredited  In  the  Novem- 
ber election.  On  the  other  hand,  they 
cannot  afford  to  let  a  nationwide  audi- 
ence listen  to  a  member  of  their  own 
party  who  speaks  out  for  sound  Ameri- 
can principles. 

The  Senator  also  said: 

The  Democratic  Party  cannot,  and  will  not, 
be  returned  to  power  If  this  conspiracy  to 
drive  the  South  out  of  the  party  Is  con- 
tinued. Those  who  promote  this  movement 
should  realize  that  If  any  special  group  of 
extremists  ever  succeeds  In  driving  out  the 
old-line  Democrats  and  fashioning  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  solely  to  their  ideas,  they  would 
suffer  the  most  disastrous  defeat  In  Ameri- 
can political  history.  They  cannot  name 
three  States  they  would  be  assured  of  carry- 
ing for  their  presidential  nominee,  and  the 
represenutlon  of  this  group  In  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  would  be  pathetic  to 
behold. 

It  is  apparent  some  are  already  trying 
to  take  the  Senator  and  his  people  out 
of  the  party. 


PREELECTION  PROMISES 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RA'JfBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
was  a  very  wise  man  from  the  State  of 
the  Speaker  occupying  the  Presidency 
one  time,  and  he  was  being  kidded  a 
great  deal  as  being  "Silent  Cal"  and  not 
talking.  He  said:  "I  found  out  early  in 
life  you  did  not  have  to  explain  some- 
thing you  never  had  said."  I  trust  the 
Rentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI, 
may  take  that  to  his  bosom. 

I  want  to  say  further  to  him  and  to 
his  colleagues  who  believe  as  he  does  that 
they  are  going  to  have  all  they  can  do. 
the  Republican  National  Committee  and 
the  leadership  in  the  RepubUcan  Party, 
looking  after  their  own  business  between 
now  and  1954  and  from  1954  to  1956, 
without  giving  any  gratuitous  advice  to 
the  Democratic  Party. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  This  Is  Consent  Cal- 
endar day.  The  Clerk  wiU  caU  the  first 
bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 


ESTABLISHMENT      OP      NATIONAL 
PARK  (TERRITORY  OP  HAW  AH) 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1525) 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  the 
City  of  Refuge  National  Historical  Park, 
In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  may  I  make 
inquiry  of  the  author  of  the  bill  or  some 
member  of  the  committee?  I  notice  that 
this  bill  applies  to  a  small  piece  of  ground 
in  the  national  park  in  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  However,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  advises  that  in  the  event  of  enact- 
ment estimates  for  appropriations  for 
the  maintenance  of  this  park  should  be 
held  in  abeyance  until  such  time  as  con- 
ditions warrant  consideration  of  addi- 
tional expense  for  items  of  this  character. 
In  view  of  that  statement  on  the  part  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  why  should 
we  pass  such  legislation  at  this  time? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  first  eight  bills  on  the  Consent 
Calendar  come  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  and  were  be- 
fore the  House  last  year.  They  appeared 
on  the  Consent  Calendar  and  passed,  but 
were  not  considered  by  the  other  body 
because  of  certain  difficulties  over  there 
in  organization.  These  bills  were  han- 
dled this  year  by  the  able  subcommittee 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Montana 
[Mr.  D'EwARTl.  We  again  had  hearings 
and  these  first  eight  bills  came  from  his 
subcommittee  to  the  full  committee  with 
a  unanimous  report.  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Montana  [Mr.  D'EwARTl  if  he 
will  answer  the  question  propounded  by 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr,  Ctjnwing- 

HAMl. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  The  question  Is,  Why 
should  this  bill  be  enacted  at  this  time? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  That  is  correct, 
in  view  of  the  statement  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  The  bill  was  brought 
before  the  committee  at  the  request  of 
a  large  group  of  people  who  were  inter- 
ested in  such  matters,  including  the  Ad- 
visory Board  of  the  National  Parks,  es- 
tablished by  an  Act  of  Congress,  the  Na- 
tional Parks  Association,  the  County  of 
Honolulu,  and  other  groups.  This  monu- 
ment -Is  a  refuge  that  has  been  there  for 
a  great  many  years.  The  exact  way  it 
was  built  is  not  known.  It  is  thought 
that  we  should  acquire  this  property  at 
the  present  time  and  set  It  aside  as  a 
national  park.  It  will  not  deteriorate, 
I  agree,  but  the  opportunity  is  present 
to  acquire  the  property  for  future  gen- 
erations. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  May  I  inquire  of 
the  gentleman  if  there  Is  any  lilqi^hood. 
in  the  event  that  no  approprianon  will 
be  available  for  a  long  period  of  years, 
that  the  situation  would  be  changed  at 
that  time  so  that  the  law  would  not  be 
adequate  in  the  event  we  do  enact  this 
bill  into  law? 

Mr.  D'EWART.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  Is  Indorsed  by  such  well-known 
agencies  I  think  we  can  be  sure  that  this 
is  adequate  to  reserve  the  land  that  is 
needed  for  this  national  park. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  notice  in  this  par- 


ticular committee  report,  and  also  In 
several  of  the  others,  the  letter  of  trans- 
mittal from  the  Department  Is  dated 
1952  or  in  1951.  Consequently,  it  is  ob- 
viously out  of  date.  Several  of  these 
bills  are.  may  I  say  rather  inconsequen- 
tial, they  are  not  major  legislative  pro- 
posals. I  think  we  should  require  here- 
after up-to-date  letters  of  transmittal 
In  all  of  the  committee  reports  before 
such  legislation  shall  come  to  the  floor 
and  be  favorably  acted  upon.  I  shall 
withdraw  my  reservation  in  this  in- 
stance but  certainly  we  cannot  in  this 
1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress  be  acting 
on  legislation  with  recommendations  of 
prior  years.  I  think  that  warning  should 
be  transmitted  to  all  the  committees. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  may 
say  that  what  the  gentleman  has  said  in 
regard  to  reports  is  entirely  true,  but  in 
these  instances  we  have  had  a  represent- 
ative of  the  Bureau  before  our  commit- 
tee and  he  has  indicated  that  the  pre- 
vious report  is  the  opinion  of  the  present 
regime.  In  view  of  the  change  of  ad- 
ministration and  the  difficulties  that 
they  are  having  in  the  departments,  it  is 
impossible  to  get  reports  on  these  and 
other  bills  of  similar  nature  that  are 
before  our  committee.  It  may  be  some 
time  before  we  can  get  these  reports. 
However,  each  one  of  these  bills  was 
unanimously  passed  by  our  committee. 
It  was  debated  and  passed  by  the  last 
Congress  on  the  Consent  Calendar,  and 
we  have  cleared,  as  far  as  possible,  with 
the  Department.  In  view  of  that  situa- 
tion we  thought  It  advisable  to  go  ahead 
with  biUs  of  this  type,  get  them  out  of 
the  way.  and  get  them  over  to  the  other 
House,  rather  than  have  them  come  up 
later  in  the  session. 

Mr.  PORD.  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  when  title  to  such 
lands  located  on  the  Island  of  Hawaii,  within 
the  following -described  area,  as  shall  be 
designated  by  the  Secretary  ot  the  Interior, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  judgment  and  discre- 
tion as  necessary  and  suitable  for  the  pur- 
pose, shall  have  been  vested  in  the  United 
States,  said  lands  shall  be  set  apart  as  the 
City  of  Refuge  National  Historical  Park,  In 
the  Territory  of  HawaU,  for  the  benefit  and 
inspiration  of  the  people: 

PASCEL    1 

Being  aU  of  R.  P.  3306,  L.  C.  Aw.  7219, 
Apana  2  to  Kaliae,  aU  of  L.  C.  Aw.  9470  to 
Muki.  and  portions  of  R.  P.  7874,  L.  C.  Aw. 
11216  Apana  34  to  M.  Kekauonohi  (Ahupuaa 
of  Honaunau) ,  and  R.  P.  6852,  L.  C.  Aw.  7712 
Apana  I  to  M.  Kekuananoa  (Ahupuaa  of 
Keokea). 

Beginning  at  a  one  and  one-half-inch  pipe 
in  concrete  monument  called  "Kalani,"  at 
the  southeast  corner  of  this  parcel,  the  north- 
east corner  of  parcel  3,  and  on  the  common 
boundary  of  the  lands  of  Keokea  and  Klilae. 
the  coordinates  of  said  point  of  beginning 
referred  to  Government  Survey  Triangula- 
tion  Station  "Lae-O-Kanoni"  being  seven 
thousand  four  hundred  forty-four  and  eight- 
tenths  feet  south  and  five  thousand  three 
and  two-tenths  feet  east,  and  running  by 
azimuths  measured  clockwise  from  true 
south: 

1,  Seventy-nine  degrees  thirty-three  min- 
utes fifteen  seconds  six  hundred  and  eighty 
feet  along  the  land  of  Klllee.  L.  C.  Aw. 
852 1-B  to  O.  D.  Hueu  and  passing  over  a 


?' 


I 

4:: 
I'. 


I 

I  ■ 


S* 


1540 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECX)RD  —  HOUSE 


March  2 


105  J 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


1541 


rock  called  "Kiiwala."  marked  K  +  K  at  slz 
hundred  Bcventy-tbree  azKl  two-tenths  ttet 
to  high-water  mark;  thence  along  high-water 
mark,  along  seacoast  for  the  next  tlffe« 
courses,  the  direct  azimuths  and  dlstanos 
between  points  at  seacofkst  being: 

2.  One  hundred  and  thirty-five  degrees 
Afty-one  minutes  three  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred  seventy-six   and   one-tenth   feet; 

3.  One  hundred  and  fifty-two  degrees 
twenty-five  minutes  one  thousand  and 
seventy -eight  feet; 

4.  Two  hundred  and  forty  degrees  flfty-flve 
minutes  one  thoiisand  two  hundred  four  and 
four -tenths  feet; 

5.  Three  hundred  and  fifty-four  degrees 
nine  minutes  two  hundred  twenty-four  and 
one-tenth  feet  along  the  remainder  of  L.  C. 
Aw.  11218:34  to  M.  Kekauonohi,  along  stone 
wall  and  old  trail  ; 

6.  Two  hundred  and  sixty  degrees  fifty- 
four  minutes  one  hundred  seventy-five  and 
nine-tenths  feet  across  old  trail  along  stone 
waU  to  a  "_(-"  on  rock: 

7.  One  hundred  and  fifty-eight  degrees  six 
minutes  seventy-two  feet  along  L.  C.  Aw.  7296 
to  Puhl,  along  stone  wall; 

8.  Two  hundred  and  sixty  degrees  thlrty- 
«lx  minutes  ninety  and  seven-tenths  feet 
along  stone  wall; 

9.  One  hundred  and  ninety-four  degrees 
ten  minutes  sixty-two  and  nine-tenths  feet 
along  stone  wall  along  L.  C.  Aw.  7295  and 
6e7»-B:2  to  Keolewa; 

10.  One  hundred  and  seventy-five  degrees 
fifty-four  minutes  twenty-six  and  nine- 
tenths  feet  along  stone  wall; 

11.  Two  hundred  and  fifteen  degrees 
thirty-seven  minutes  forty-seven  and  four- 
tentbs  feet  along  stone  wall  along  remainder 
of  L.  C.  Aw.  11216:34  to  M.  Kelcauonohl; 

12.  One  hundred  and  seventy-two  degrees 
twenty-eight  minutes  forty-eight  and  one- 
tenth  feet  along  same; 

13.  Two  hundred  and  twenty-six  degrees 
twenty-three  minutes  two  hundred  twenty- 
eight  and  eight-tenths  feet  along  remainder 
Of  L.  C.  Aw.  11216:34  to  M.  Kekauonohl  to  the 
•outh  side  of  fifty-foot  road; 

.  14.  Two  hundred  and  sixty-four  degrees 
fifty-one  minutes  one  hundred  fifteen  and 
two-tenths  feet  along  the  south  side  of  flf  tv- 
foot  road; 

15.  Two    hundred    and    fifty-two    degrees 
^thirteen    minutes    two    hundred    and    two- 
tenths  feet  along  same; 

16.  Two  hundred  and  eighty-six  degrees 
thirty  minutes  one  hundred  seventy  and 
nine-tenths  feet  along  same; 

17.  Two  hundred  and  thli^ty-elght  degrees 
twenty-five  minutes  ninety-two  and  eleht- 
teutha  feet  along  same; 

18.  Two  hundred  and  twenty-three  degrees 
one  minutes  one  hundred  fourteen  and  four- 
tenths  feet  along  same; 

19.  Three  hundred  and  thirty-eight  de- 
grees forty-nine  minutes  thirty  seconds  four 
thousand  nine  hundred  eighty  and  three- 
tenths  feet  along  the  remainder  of  L  c  Aw 
11316  34  to  M.  Kekauonohl  and  L.  C  Aw 
7712:1  to  M.  Kekuanaoa  and  passing  over  a 
one  and  one-fourth-inch  pipe  in  concrete 
inonument  at  one  thousand  four  hundred 
eighty-one  and  six-tenths  feet  to  the  point 
of  beginning.  *^ 

Area,  one  hundred  slxty-slx  and  nlnetv 
one-hundredths  acres. 

PAKCZI.    2 

Being  portions  of  L.  C.  Aw.  11216  Apana  34 
to  M.  Kekauonohl,  R.  p.  7874  (Ahupuaa  of 
Honaunau ) . 

Beginning  at  a  pipe  In  concrete  at  the 
northeast  corner  of  this  parcel,  the  coordi- 
nates of  said  point  of  beginning  referred  to 
Government  Survey  Trlangulatlon  Station 
•Lae-O-Kanonr-  being  two  thousand  one 
hundred  thirty-nine  feet  south  and  eleven 
thousand  six  hundred  seventeen  and  nine- 
tenths  feet  east  and  ninnlng  by  azimuths 
measured  clockwise  from  true  south : 

1.  Three  hundred  fifty-eight  degrees  twen- 
ty-three   minutes    two    hundred    sixty    and 


four-tenths  feet  along  the  remainder  of  L.  C. 
Aw.  11216:34  to  M.  Kekauonohl; 

a.  Ninety-three  degrees  thirty  minutes  two 
hundred  and  sixty-nine  feet  along  same, 
along  stone  wall,  along  lot  2  of  the  subdivi- 
sion by  B.  P.  Bishop  estate; 

3.  Eighty-two  degrees  no  minutes  three 
hundred  and  eighteen  feet  along  same  to  the 
east  side  of  fifty-foot  road;  degrees  twenty 
minutes  two  hundred  ninety-one  and  five- 
tenths  feet; 

S.  Two  hundred  and  seventy  degrees  no 
minutes  six  hundred  and  twenty  feet  along 
the  remainder  of  L.  C.  Aw.  11216:34  to  M. 
Kekauonohl  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Area,  three  and  seventy  one-hundredths 
acres. 

Together  with  an  easement  6  feet  wide  for 
a  pipeline  right-of-way  extending  from  the 
Government  road  to  parcel  1,  the  south  side 
of  said  right-of-way  being  described  as 
follows: 

Beginning  at  the  east  end  of  this  right-of- 
way  on  the  common  boundary  of  the  lands 
of  Honaunau  and  Keokea,  the  coordinates 
of  said  point  of  beginning  referred  to  Gov- 
ernment Survey  Trlangulatlon  Station  '  Lae- 
O-Kanonl"  being  three  thousand  one  hun- 
dred ninety  and  eight-tenths  feet  south  and 
eleven  thousand  seventy-eight  and  eight - 
tenths  feet  east,  and  running  by  azimuths 
measured  clockwise  from  true  south; 

1.  Eighty  degrees  thlrty-slx  minutes  five 
seconds  one  hundred  and  seventeen  feet 
along  L.  C  Aw.  7712  1  to  »I  Kekaunaoa.  to 
the  Trlangulatlon  Station  "Ahupuaa"  of  the' 
B.  P.  Bishop  estate; 

2.  Eighty-two  degrees  twenty  minutes 
seven  thousand  two  hundred  eighty-nine  and 
one- tenth  feet  along  same  to  a  1 '4 -inch 
pipe  in  concrete  monument  on  two  hundred 
eighty-nine  and  one-tenth  feet  along  same 
to  a  1 '4 -Inch  pipe  in  concrete  monument 
on  the  east  boundary  of  parcel  1  the  co- 
ordinates of  said  point  of  the  end  of  this  six- 
foot  right-of-way  referred  to  Government 
Trlangulatlon  Station  "Lae-O-Kanonl"  belrg 
four  thousand  one  hundred  eighty-two  and 
four-tenths  feet  south  and  three  thousand 
seven  hundred  thirty-nine  and  four-tentiis 
feet  east. 

Area,  one  and  two  one-hundredths  acres. 

PASCEX     3 

Being  portion  of  L.  C.  Aw  8521- B  to  G  D 
Hueu,  being  portion  of  the  Ahupuaa  of 
Killae. 

Beginning  at  a  l'2-lnch  pipe  In  concrete 
monument  called  KalanI  at  the  northea.«!t 
corner  of  this  parcel,  the  southeast  corner 
of  parcel  1.  on  the  common  boundary  of  the 
lands  of  Keokea  and  Killae.  the  coordinates 
of  said  point  of  beginning  referred  to  Gov- 
ernment Survey  Trlangulatlon  Station  "Lae- 
O-Kanoni"  being  seven  thousand  four  hun- 
dred forty-four  and  eight-tenths  feet  south 
and  five  thousand  three  and  two-tenths  feet 
east  and  running  by  azimuths  measured 
clockwise  frum  true  south: 

1.  Three  hundred  thirty-eight  degrees 
forty-nine  minutes  thirty  seconds  five  hun- 
dred ninety-five  and  four-tenths  feet  along 
the  remainder  of  L.  C.  Aw    8521  B  '.o  G.  D. 

2.  Ninety  degrees  no  minutes  one  thousand 
ninety-nine  and  seven-tenths  feet  along 
same  and  along  said  eight  thousand  foot 
south  coordinates  line  and  across  school 
grant  7  Apana  6  to  high-water  mark; 

3.  Thence  along  high-water  mark,  along 
sea.  the  direct  aximuth  and  distance  being- 
two  hundred  six  degrees  thirty-three  min- 
utes thirty  seconds  four  hundred  eighty-two 
and  nine-tenths  feet; 

4.  Two  hundred  fifty-nine  degrees  thirty- 
three  minutes  fifteen  seconds  six  hundred 
eighty  feet  along  L.  C.  Aw.  7712  1  to  M 
Kekuanaoa  and  passing  over  a  rock  called 
Kuwala.  marked  KrK  at  six  and  eight- 
tenths  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning 

Area,  ten  and  twenty-five  one-hundredths 
acres. 

Sec.  2.  Upon  the  vesting  of  title  In  the 
United  States  to  such  lands  as  may  be  desig- 


nated by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  tm 
necessary  and  suitable  for  historical  park 
purposes  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  1  of  this  act,  the  City  of  Refuge 
National  Historical  Park  shall  be  established 
by  order  of  the  said  Secretary,  which  shall  be 
published  In  the  Federal  Register.  Any  other 
lands  within  the  area  described  above  shall 
become  a  part  of  the  national  historical  park 
upon  the  vesting  of  title  thereto  In  the 
United  States  and  upon  publication  of  an 
a-jproprlate  supplemental  order  by  the  said 
Secretary  In  the  Federal  Register. 

Sec.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  au- 
thorized to  procure,  by  donation  or  purchase, 
with  any  funds  that  may  be  available  for 
that  purpose,  lands  and  Interests  In  lands 
which  may  be  needed  foi*  the  City  o'  Refuge 
National  Historical  Park  within  the  area  de- 
scribed In  section  1  hereof. 

Sec.  4.  In  order  to  cooperate  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  in  consolidating  in 
Federal  ownership  lands  within  the  area  de- 
scribed above,  and  to  facilitate  acquisition  of 
the  lands  needed  fo.  the  national  historical 
park,  the  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii is  also  authorized  to  acquire  lands  for 
said  park,  at  the  expense  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  by  exchange  or  otherwise.  In  accord- 
ance with  procedure  prescribed  by  the  act  of 
February  27,  1920  (41  Stat.  452). 

Sec  5  The  City  of  Refuge  National  His- 
torical Park  shall  be  administered  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  of  August  25.  1916  (39  SUt. 
635;  16  U  S  C,  1946  edition,  sees.  1-4).  ss 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  such  addi- 
tional authority  compatible  therewith  as  Is 
contained  in  the  act  of  August  21,  1935  (49 
Stat  666;  16  U  S  C,  1946  edition,  sees. 
461  467),  with  regard  to  preservation  of  his- 
toric sites  and  objects  of  national  slgnlfi- 
cancr. 

With  the  following  committee  am»nd- 

ments : 

Page  5.  line  21.  Insert; 

■4  Thence  along  the  east  side  of  fifty-foot 
road,  the  direct  azimuth  and  distance  being: 
one  hundred  seventy-one." 

Page  7.  line  23,  Insert  "Hueu  to  the  eight 
thousand  loot  south  coordinates  line  re- 
ferred to  Government  Survey  Trlangulatlon 
Station   Lae-O-Kanonl." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
acreed  to. 

'."he  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  pa.ssed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


BIG  BEND  NATIONAL  PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  1527) 
to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  the  remaining  non- 
Pederal  lands  within  Big  Bend  National 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc .  That,  notwithstanding 
any  other  provisions  of  law,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorised  to  {wocure, 
In  such  manner  as  he  may  consider  to  be  in 
the  public  interest,  the  remaining  non- 
Federal  land  and  interests  In  land  within 
the  boundaries  of  Big  Bend  National  Park. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table 


torical  Monumeat.  Virginia,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Cleric 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  SecreUry  of 
the  Interior  is  authorised  to  acquire,  in 
such  manner  as  be  shall  consider  to  be  in  the 
public  interest,  any  land  or  intoreets  In  land, 
within  a  distance  of  I^  miles  from  the  his- 
toric Appomattox  Coiu-thouae  slto,  Vizginia. 
which  he  thaUX  consider  to  be  suitable  for 
addition  to  the  Appomattox  Courthouse  Na- 
tional Historical  Monument.  The  Secretary 
U  authorired  also  to  dispose  of  any  surplus 
monument  lands  in  such  manner  as  he  shall 
consider  approprUte,  or  to  exchange  any 
monument  lands  for  non-Federal  lands  of 
approximately  equal  value  when,  in  his  opin- 
ion, such  action  Is  in  the  interest  of  the 
United  States.  Properties  acquired  purstiant 
to  this  act  shall  become  a  part  of  the  monu- 
ment upon  acquisition  of  title  thereto  by  the 
United  States.  The  total  area  of  this  na- 
tional monument  as  It  may  be  revised  pur- 
suant to  this  act  shall  be  no  greater  than 
its  present  acreage. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


TO  FACILITATE  DEVELOPMENT  OP 
BUILDING  MATERIALS  IN  ALASKA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1529) 
to  facilitate  the  development  of  building 
materials  in  Alaska  through  the  removal 
of  volcanic  ash  from  portions  of  Katmai 
National  Monument,  Alaska,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpose  of 
aiding  in  the  development  of  building  mate- 
rials essential  to  the  growth  of  Alaska,  the 
Secretary  erf  the  Interior  is  authorized,  in 
his  discretion,  for  a  period  of  15  years 
from  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act,  and 
under  such  conditions  and  for  such  con- 
sideration as  he  may  prescrltM  to  permit  the 
removal  of  deposits  of  siliceous  volcanic  ash, 
commonly  known  as  pumlclte,  from  such 
areas  as  he  may  designate  along  the  shores  of 
Shelik  of  Strait  in  Katmai  National  Monu- 
ment, Alaska. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  7,  after  the  word  "act",  strike 
out  "and  under  such  conditions  and  for  such 
consideration  as  he  may  prescribe"  and  Insert 
"pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
July  31,  1947  (61  SUt.  681).  as  amended." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


APPOMATTOX  COURTHOUSE 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1528) 
to  authorize  the  addition  of  land  to  the 
Appomattox  Courthouse  National  His- 


ADDITION    TO    CASTIIliO    DE    SAN 
MARCOS  NATIONAL  MONUMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  1530) 
to  supplement  the  Mt  of  June  29,  1936 
Hg  Stat.  2029),  relating  to  the  Castillo 
de  San  Marcos  National  Monument,  in 
the  State  of  Florida. 

The  SPElAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINQHAM.  ISx.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  note  that 
the  report  on  this  bill  states  that  there 
is  approximately  1  acre  involved  in  the 


Castillo  de  San  Marcos  National  Mon- 
ument in  the  State  of  Florida,  and  that 
this  1  acre  is  to  be  purchased  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $30,000.  I  appreciate 
Florida  is  a  great  State  and  has  valuable 
ground,  byt  I  wonder  if  we  should  not 
have  an  explanation  as  to  why  1  acre 
should  cost  $30,000  for  use  in  a  national 
park.      

Mr.  D*EWART.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  HuLONGl,  in  whose  district  this 
monument  is  located.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  bill  be  passed  over 
without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROVIDE   FOR   ADDITION  OF  CER- 
TAIN GOVERNMENT  LANDS 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  1532) 
to  provide  for  the  addition  of  certain 
Government  lands  to  the  Cape  Hatteras 
national  seashore  recreational  area  proj- 
ect, and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Ford],  a  member  of  the 
Consent  Calendar  Committee,  who  was 
called  off  the  floor,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  this  bill  be  passed  over  with- 
out prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


RECORDATION  OF  SCRIP.  LIEU  SE- 
LECTION, AND  SIMILAR  RIGHTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1813) 
to  require  the  recordation  of  scrip,  lieu 
selection,  and  similar  rights. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  owner  of,  and 
any  person  claiming  rights  to.  Valentine 
scrip.  Issued  under  the  act  of  AprU  5,  1872 
( 17  SUt.  64B) :  Sioux  Half -Freed  scrip.  Issued 
under  the  act  of  July  17,  1864  (10  SUt.  304); 
Supreme  Court  scrip.  Issued  under  the  acts 
of  June  33,  1880  (13  Stat.  85),  March  3,  1867 
(14  Stat.  544),  and  June  10,  1873  (17  Stat. 
378):  Surveyor-General  scrip.  Issued  under 
the  act  of  June  3.  1868  (11  Stat.  3iM) ;  a  sol- 
dier's additional  homestead  right,  granted  by 
sections  3300  and  3307  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes; a  forest  lieu  selection  right,  assertable 
under  the  act  of  March  3,  1906  (33  Stat. 
1384) ;  a  lieu  selection  right  conferred  by  the 
act  of  July  1,  1888  (30  Stat.  597) :  a  bounty 
land  warrant  Issued  under  the  act  of  March 
3,  1856  (13  Stat.  701) ;  or  any  lieu  selection  or 
scrip  right  or  botinty  land  warrant,  or  right 
in  the  nature  of  scrip  Issued  under  any  act  of 
Congress  not  enumerated  herein  (except  the 
indemnity  selection  rights  of  any  State,  or 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska),  shall,  within  3 
years  from  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  pre- 
sent his  holdings  or  claim  for  recordation 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Sac.  3.  In  the  case  of  a  transfer  after  the 
effective  date  of  thU  act,  by  assignment,  in- 
heritance, operation  of  law.  or  otherwise  of 
a  holding  or  claim  of  any  right  required  by 
this  act  to  be  recorded,  the  holding  or  claim 
of  right  so  acquired  shall  be  presented  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  within  6  months 
after  such  transfer,  for  recordation  by  it; 
except  that  where  siich  transfer  occurs  with- 
in the  period  of  3  years  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  act  and  the  prior  owner  has  not 
oomplied  with  provlslcxis  of  this  act,  the 
owner  or  claimant  by  transfer  ahaU  have  the 


remainder  of  such  period  or  a  period  of  6 
months,  whichever  is  the  longer,  within 
which  to  present  his  claims  or  holdings  for 
recordation. 

Sbc.  S.  There  shall  be  endorsed  on  the  evi- 
dence of  the  Tight  or  warrant  each  recorda- 
tion thereof. 

Sbc.  4.  Claims  (x  holdings  not  presented 
for  recordation  as  {Mrescribed  herein  shall  be- 
come null  and  void  and  all  rights  and  inter- 
ests thereunder  shall  terminate. 

Sbc.  5.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  au- 
thorized to  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  3,  line  3,  strike  out  section  4  and 
insert: 

"Sec.  4.  Claims  or  holdings  not  presented 
for  recordation,  as  prescribed  herein,  shall 
not  thereafter  be  accepted  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  for  recordation  or  as  a  basis 
for  the  acquisition  of  lands." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


-\ 


REPEAL  CERTAIN  LAWS  RELATING 

TO  ttmbiIr  and  stone 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  1816) 
to  repeal  certain  laws  relating  to  timber 
and  stone  on  the  public  domain. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  TtiAt  the  followi^  acts 
or  portions  of  acte  are  hereby  repealed: 

(a)  Sections  1  to  3.  inclusive,  of  the  act 
of  June  3,  1878  (20  Stat.  89),  as  amended 
(43  U.  S.  C,  sees.  311,  312,  and  313). 

(b)  Act  of  June  3.  1878  (20  Stat.  88).  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C,  sees.  604,  605,  and  606). 

(c)  Section  8  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1891 
(26  Stat.  1095,  1099),  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented (16  U.  S.  C,  sees.  607,  608,  609. 
610,  611,  611a,  613,  and  613),  except  the  first 
sentence  of  said  section  8.  as  amended  (43 
U.  S.  C,  sec.  1166). 

(d)  Act  of  March  4.  1913  (37  Stat.  1015). 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C,  sees.  614  and  615). 

Sbc.  3.  Rights  and  llabUlties  existing  under 
'  the  foregoing  statutes  on  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word,  my 
purpose  being  to  ask  my  good  friend 
from  Pennsylvania.  Judge  Graham,  who 
is  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  a  few  ques- 
tions on  a  matter  unrelated  to  this  bilL 

Last  year  we  passed  a  bill  the  sum  and 
substance  of  which  was,  as  I  recall,  to 
enable  those  in  the  service  during  the 
present  emergency  to  be  quickly  natural- 
ized imder  conditions  similar  to  those 
extended  to  World  War  n  veterans.  Is 
miy  recollection  correct? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  gentleman  is  ab- 
solutely correct  in  his  statement. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  bill  was  re- 
ported out  of  the  Committee  of  the  Judi- 
ciary and  passed  the  House  and  went 
to  the  Senate.  A  few  days  before  ad- 
journment the  Senate  committee  re- 
ported out  the  bill  with  amendments,  and 
it  passed  the  Senate,  but  went  to  con- 
ference too  late  for  the  conferees  to  have 
an  opportunity  to  adjust  the  differences. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    That  is  correct. 
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Mr.  McCORMACK.  My  recollection  Is 
that  the  principal  amendment  in  dls-  . 
agreement  was  th^t  in  the  Senate  bill 
there  was  a  provision  that  those  who 
were  temporarily  in  the  United  States 
and  who  were  in  our  armed  services 
should  not  be  given  this  opportunity. 

Mr.  ORAJEIAM.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Without  passing 
upon  that  question,  because  I  think  they 
shoxild  and  I  am  sure  my  friend  from 
Pennsylvania  does,  for  I  do  not  believe 
we  should  draw  a  distinction  between 
those  in  the  armed  services,  whether 
they  are  here  on  a  j)ermanent  or  on  a 
temporary  visa  if  they  are  in  the  serv- 
ice— it  seems  to  me  the  question  of  their 
willingness  to  serve  our  covmtry  is  the 
primary  question  involved — there  is  an- 
other bill  now  pending  before  my  friend's 
subcommittee? 

Mr.   GRAHAM.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  bill  is  com- 
prehensive? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  should  like  to 
ask  my  friend  this  question,  without 
pressing  it,  for  I  realize  probably  the 
gentleman  is  awaiting  a  report  from  the 
Department  of  JiLstice  on  it. 

Mr.   GRAHAM.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  understand  the 
Department  of  Defense  is  strongly  in 
favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  All  our  information  is 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  ask  my 
frieAl  if  he  can  give  an  idea  as  to 
the  chances  of  early  action  on  the  bill. 
There  is  a  tremendous  amount  of  inter- 
est in  it.  I  may  say  also  that  interest 
te  Increased  because  there  are  certain 
young  men,  and  I  am  sure,  young  wom- 
en, but  young  men  particularly,  who  are 
now  serving  in  the  armed  services  and 
who.  in  case  they  serve  in  Korea  and  are 
captured  and  made  prisoner,  are  likely 
to  be  in  a  very  uncomfortable  situation  in 
that  they  are  citizens  of  other  countries 
whose  governments  are  not  members  of 
the  United  Nations,  such  as  Ireland. 
They  also  include  displaced  persons  com-' 
Ing  from  countries  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. I  know  we  have  those  of  Irish 
blood  who  have  volunteered  to  serve  and 
are  serving,  and  we  have  those  who  are 
displaced  persons  coming  from  coun- 
tries now  located  behind  the  so-called 
Iron  Curtain.  They  are  two  groups  that 
are  in  a  very  uncomfortable  situation,  a 
▼ery  bad  situation,  unless  this  speedy 
means  of  naturalization  is  afforded  them. 
Is  my  friend  acquainted  with  that  situ- 
ation? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.     Yes,  I  am. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words. 
my  observations  In  the  nature  of  a  ques- 
tion really  cover  the  situation? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  is  an  accurate 
statement. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  ask  my 
friend  what  his  views  are  on  this  bill? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  We  plan  to  take  it  up 
as  quickly  as  we  can.  At  the  moment 
the  subcommittee  I  head  Ik  engaged  in 
handlliic  the  tldelands  matter,  and  we 
are  pressing  to  get  that  through  as  soon 
as  possible.  It  has  been  before  the  Con- 
gress a  number  of  times.  We  are  anxious 
to  get  It  out  of  the  subcommittee.  One 
or  two  other  bilk  are  hsted  ahead  of  the 


bill  to  which  the  gentleman  refers.  As 
quickly  as  we  can  reach  it,  we  will  take 
up  the  matter  of  which  the  gentleman 
speaks. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  because  I 
know  there  is  a  tremendous  amount  of 
interest  In  the  legislation  and  I  realize 
the  failure  to  pass  it  quickly  will  bring 
inequities  to  many  who  are  serving  in 
our  Armed  F\)rces  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  May  I 
point  out  to  the  gentleman  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  many  reasons  why  this  bill 
should  be  passed  we  have  in  the  armed 
services  at  the  present  time  a  number 
of  men  who  are  eligible  for  commission ; 
that  is,  otherwise  they  would  be  eligible, 
they  have  all  the  qualifications,  and  our 
armed  services  feel  that  they  are  quali- 
fied in  every  particular,  but  because  they 
are  not  citizens  they  cannot  be  granted 
commissions.  I  join  with  the  gentleman 
in  the  thought  that  this  bill  should  be 
passed  quickly. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman for  that  additional  observation, 
which  is  very  pertinent.  I  was  not  aware 
of  it,  though  I  quickly  see  the  significance 
of  it. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


BUREAU  OP  PRISONS  EMPLOYEES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  395) 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  Court  of  Claims  with  respect  to 
claims  against  the  United  States  of  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons, 
Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  bill 
be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDING  SECTION  3841,  REVISED 
STATUTES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  fH.  R.  3062) 
to  amend  section  3841  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  relating  to  the  schedules  of  the 
arrival  and  departure  of  the  mail,  to  re- 
peal certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to  the 
postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  May  I  ask 
that  some  member  of  the  committee  ex- 
plain just  what  this  bill  accomplishes? 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  no  member  is  present 
who  can  explain  what  the  bill  does,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDING  ACT  OP  JULY  12,  1950 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  24«6) 
to  amend  the  act  of  July  12,  1950  (ch. 


460.  64  Stat.  336) ,  as  amended,  which  au- 
thorizes free  postage  for  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
specified  areas. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
IMirliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
has  this  bill  been  on  the  Consent  Calen- 
dar long  enough  so  that  it  may  be  prop- 
erly considered  at  this  time? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  in- 
formed that  the  bill  has  been  on  the  cal- 
endar for  the  required  time. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 

[Mr.   CtTNNINCHAlf  I  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDING  SECTION  3841.  REVISED 
STATUTES 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter 
of  clarification,  was  the  objection  raised 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  McCORMACK  1  in  reference  to  an 
explanation  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  3062? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
would  be  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman's 
explanation. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  return  to  Calendar  No. 
10.  the  bill  'H.  R.  3062)  to  amend  section 
3841  of  the  Revised  SUtutes  relating  to 
the  schedules  of  the  arrival  and  depar- 
ture of  the  mail,  to  repeal  certain  obio- 
lete  laws  relating  to  the  postal  service. 
and  for  other  purposes,  for  its  present 
consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  Will  the 
gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose 
of  this  bill  in  the  first  instance  is  to  re- 
peal the  present  law  which  requires  poet- 
masters  throughout  the  United  States  to 
send  to  the  Postmaster  General  all  re- 
ports concerning  the  arrival  and  depar- 
ture of  the  mail.  The  purpose  of  this  bill 
is  to  eliminate  the  mere  formal  forward- 
ing to  the  Postmaster  General  the  time 
of  arrival  and  departure  of  each  mail 
that  is  brought  to  or  taken  from  each 
post  office.  Instead  of  that.  It  is  be- 
lieved it  would  serve  a  much  better  pur- 
pose If  the  postmaster,  instead  of  for- 
warding each  arrival  and  departure, 
would  send  to  the  Postmaster  General 
those  that  are  late  on  arrival  or  those 
that  are  late  on  departure.  Therefore, 
in  bookkeeping  alone  it  would  save  a 
great  deal  of  money  and  eliminate  much 
red  tape. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  Is  no  in- 
tention to  follow  this  up  by  depriving 
any  of  the  ports  of  entry  of  the  am- 
tinued  service  of  steamship  fines,  is 
there? 

Mr.  BONIN.    No.  sir. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  there  any  fur- 
ther explanation  my  friend  wants  to 
make  to  the  House? 

Mr.  BONIN.  In  addition  to  that,  there 
is  another  section  here.  In  fact,  there 
are  two  other  sections.  There  is  a  re- 
vised classification  which  Public  Law  204 
of  the  82d  Congress  provided.  Therein, 
the  classification  of  "clerk  in  charge" 
would  actually  not  be  necessary.  He  is 
working  at  the  present  time,  but  the 
classification  is  still  maintained  on  the 
statute  books.  Therefore,  this  section  is 
merely  for  the  purposes  of  clarification 
and  to  be  continued  under  the  new  leg- 
islation as  passed  in  the  82d  Congress. 
In  the  third  faction,  this  amendment  is 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  post 
roads.  At  the  present  time,  all  post 
roads  and  highways,  while  kept  up  and 
maintained,  are  classified  as  post  roads; 
but.  you  must  still  obtain  approval  of  the 
Congress  in  order  to  establish  them.  It 
is  merely  a  clarification  of  the  law  in 
repealing  certain  sections  in  consistence 
with  other  sections  of  the  law. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words, 
the  gentleman  states  that  this  will  bring 
about  not  only  economy  but  efficiency, 
without  the  impairment  of  any  service? 

Mr.  BONIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  might 
say  that  a  similar  bill  was  passed  by  the 
House  in  the  closing  days  of  the  last  ses- 
sion. The  bill  did  not  reach  the  other 
body  in  time  for  action  there.  This  bill 
was  originally  sent  down  by  former  Post- 
master General  Donaldson.  Since  it  did 
not  pass  the  other  body,  the  present  Post- 
master General  sent  the  same  bill  down 
this  time.  This  Is  certainly  a  good  bill 
which  will  bring  about  economy  and  re- 
peal a  lot  of  useless  and  obsolete  laws 
that  are  on  the  statute  books  today. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
view  of  the  statements  that  both  gen- 
tlemen have  made  which  I  think  It  is 
good  to  have  for  the  Record,  and  I  might 
state  that  the  explanation  by  the  gentle- 
men satisfy  me,  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Bonin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  aectlon  3841  of 
the  Revised  SUtutat  (sec.  7.  title  39.  United 
tiutes  Code)  U  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  the  clause  reading:  "and  he  shall  cause 
to  be  kept  and  returned  to  the  Department, 
at  short  and  regular  InterTals,  registers, 
showing  the  exact  times  of  the  arrivals  and 
departures  of  the  mall.",  and  by  Inserting,  In 
lieu  thereof,  a  clause  to  read  as  follows:  "and 
he  shall  cause  to  be  kept  and  forwarded  to 
the  Department,  or  designated  field  offices, 
such  reports  as  he  may  consider  necessary." 

Sec.  a.  The  act  entitled  "An  act  to  re- 
classify postmasters  and  employees  of  the 
IKwtal  service  and  readjust  their  salaries  and 
compensation  on  an  equiUble  basis,"  ap- 
proved June  6,  1920  (41  Stat.  1045).  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by 
6 tr iking  out  the  paragraph  reading: 

"A  clerk  In  charge  is  defined  as  a  clerk  in 
charge  of  a  railway  post  office,  terminal  rail- 
way post  office,  or  transfer  office  whether  he 
Ijerforms  service  alone  or  has  a  crew  of  clerks 
under  his  supervision,  or  of  a  tour  or  a  crew 
within  a  tour  of  a  terminal  railway  post 
office  or  transfer  office." 


B«c.  3.  Section  3975  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(sec.  493,  Utle  39.  U.  8.  C.)  U  hereby  amended 
by  striking  out  the  semicolon  and  the  fol- 
lowing: "but  where  such  service  is  performed 
over  a  route  not  established  by  law,  he  shall 
report  the  same  to  Congress  at  its  meeting 
next  thereafter,  and  such  service  shall  cease 
at  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress, 
unless  such  route  is  established  a  post  route 
by  Congress." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 
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FREE  POSTAGE  FOR  MEMBERS  OF 
THE  ARMED  FORCES  IN  SPECI- 
FIED AREAS 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  the  bill  (H.  R.  2466)  to  amend  the 
act  of  July  12,  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat. 
336),  as  amended,  which  authorizes  free 
postage  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  in  specified  areas, 
was  called.  Calendar  No.  11,1  asked  that 
it  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.  I 
am  now  fully  informed  of  the  purpose  of 
the  bill  and  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  return  to  its  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  what  the  bill  does,  but  I 
would  Uke  to  ask  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  York  for  a  brief  explanation. 

Mrs.  St.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
bill  is  merely  a  continuation  of  the  pres- 
ent law  which  gives  free  mailing  privi- 
leges to  the  troops  in  Korea  or  in  any 
war  area.  But  what  is  does  further,  and 
we  feel  it  is  a  very  important  addition,  is 
to  extend  the  free-mailing  privilege  to 
hospitalized  service  people  outside  the 
continental  United  States.  We  are  par- 
ticularly anxious  that  this  privilege 
should  not  be  curtailed  in  any  way.  We 
have  cleared  it  with  the  Department  of 
Defense  who  have  given  it  the  fullest 
consideration  and  approval.  We  have 
also  cleared  it  with  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  they  assure  us  that  as  the 
bill  is  written  they  would  like  to  see  it 
go  through  immediately  so  there  will  be 
no  interruption  or  curtailment  of  this 
service. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  the  present 
law  this  right  of  free  mailing  may  be 
extended  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Postmaster  General. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  believe  that  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  confined  now 
to  Korea  and  Europe. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Yes,  or  any  de- 
clared war  area,  that  is,  declared  by  the 
President  or  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  the  bill  con- 
tains a  further  provision  extending  it  to 
hospitalized  veterans,  as  the  gentle- 
woman has  said. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  That  is  also  pro- 
vided. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  discretion  to 
extend  the  privilege  Is  left  to  the  Presi- 


dent of  the  United  States,  not  the  Post- 
master GeneraL 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  knew  there  was 
delegated  authority  contained  in  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  section 
of  the  act  of  July  13,  1950  (ch.  460,  64  Stat. 
336).  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  any  first-class  letter  mail  matter 
ada:iisslble  to  the  malls  as  ordinary  mail 
matter  which  Is  sent  by  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  ( 1 )  while 
on  active  duty  or  In  the  active  service  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  In 
Korea  and  such  other-  areas  as  the  President 
of  the  United  States  may  hereafter  desig- 
nate as  combat  zones  or  theaters  of  mUltary 
operations;  or  (2)  while  hospitalized  outside 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States 
when  such  hospitalization  Is  a  resvUt  of 
service  In  Korea  and  such  other  areas  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  may  hereafter 
designate  as  combat  zones  or  theaters  of 
military  operations;  to  any  person  in  the 
United  States.  Inq^udlng  the  Territories  and 
possessions  thereof,  shall  be  transmitted  In 
the  malls  free  of  postage,  subject  to  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral may  describe.  When  specified  by  the 
sender,  letters  weighing  not  to  exceed  one 
ounce  shall  be  transmitted  to  destination  by 
air  mail.  dep>endent  upon  air  space  avaU- 
ablUty  therefor." 

Sk.  2.  Section  3  of  said  act,  as  amended, 
is  further  amended  by  deleting  therefrom 
"until  June  30,  1953",  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  words  "until  June  30,  igSS." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table  . 

The  SPEAKER.  That  completes  the 
call  of  the  calendar. 

THE  PEOPLE  BEHIND  THE 
PROFESSIONAL  STAFF 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks,  and  to  include  a  statement 
by  Dr.  R.  G.  De  Voe. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Nev 
Jersey?  ,  .^ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  glad  of  the  opportunity  to  include 
with  my  remarks  a  statement  which  was 
furnished  me  by  Dr.  R.  G.  De  Voe,  man- 
ager of  the  Veterans'  Administration 
hospital  in  the  Bronx.  New  York  City, 
entitled  "The  People  Behind  the  Pro- 
fessional Staff."  In  this  statement  Dr. 
De  Voe  clearly  points  out  that  the  oper- 
ation of  a  hospital  is  so  dependent  on 
excellent  teamwork  between  the  various 
units  therein  that  if  one  unit  should  be 
crippled  in  any  way.  it  affects  the  oper- 
ation of  the  entire  hospital.  It  is  read- 
ily appreciated  from  his  statement  that 
a  reduction  in  the  nonprofessional  staff 
who  service  the  operation  of  the  hos« 
pital  itself  is  bound  to  affect  the  pro- 
fessional staff  engaged  in  the  care  of 
the  patients. 

I  am  convinced  that  Dr.  De  Voe  and 
his  staff  at  the  veterans'  hospita'  In  the 
Bronx.  New  York  City,  are  doing  every- 
thing they  can  to  cooperate  in  reduqinff 
expenses  and  have  of  their  own  accord 
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i  ^^   ^A  h,    rt*.nartinent      One    of    our    largest    non-      which  enables  us  to  gage  our  performance  In 

instituted   savings   where   saytagS   could  JJ^.tS^^'rSou^    ui   our    engmrnng   de-      comparison    with    other    hosplUls.    Govern- 

be   made   without  crippling  the  service.  P^^^^j^^^  ^bose  task  is  to  maintain  without      ment  and  otherwise:  preparation  of  payrolls 

It  becomes  very  necessary  for  the  ap-  JXiiures    a    conglomeration     of     buildings     '-  — '"—■  -""  Hi.tnhution  of  nav 

propriate  committees  of  Congress  to  In-  (housing  1.500  patients)  some  of  which  were 

quire  into  the  actual  situation  in  great  built  n  1900  and  some  in  1940.    Aside  from 

detail  before  authorizing  a  reduction  in  keeping  the  buildings  in  repair,  which  is  a 

appropriations  for  hospital  operaUon  in  job  in  itself  where  you  have  provided  a  half- 

*^*^     *^  minion    patient-days    In    a    year    and    have 


the  Veterans'  Administration 

Prom  my  study  of  the  situation  I  be- 
lieve that  something  is  wrong  with  the 
high  echelon  of  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration when  it  approves  a  reduction  in 
the  nonprofessional  personnel  with  as- 
surances that  it  will  not  affect  the  care 
of  the  patients.  Both  Congress  and  our 
veterans  are  entitled  to  better  judgment 
on  which  they  can  rely.  I  hope  my  col- 
leagues will  read  Dr.  De  Voes  excellent 
statement  which  follows : 
Thi  Piopu!  Behind  the  Pkofesstonai.  Staff 

For  many  years  hospitals,  boih  private  and 
Government,  have  been  accused  of  poor 
management  because  of  their  high  costs,  and 
more  recently  VA  hospitals  have  been  asked, 
"Why  cant  you  cut  down  ypur  staff  of  non 


tajcen  care  of  52.000  veterans  as  outpatients 
our  maintenance  people  have  to  see  that  the 
basic  services — heat,  steam,  electricity,  gas — 
are  provided  24  hours  a  day.  7  days  a  week, 
year  In  and  year  out.  without  failures  which 
could  make  the  doctors  attempts  futile.  We 
have  already  cut  this  department  down  to 
the  point  where  we  honestly  feel  we  are 
practicing  false  economy.  This  same  de- 
partment must  be  ready  to  run  our  ambu- 
lances, plow  the  snow,  haul  supplies  and 
patients.  Our  laundry  must  continue  to 
process  7.000,000  pieces  of  laundry  every  year 
In  order  to  maintain  hospital  standards 
which  I  am  sure  no  one  wants  to  set  drop. 
Our  guard  force  must  protect  the  property 
and  provide  fire-flghtlng  services  when  nec- 
essary. 

Our  supply  division  Is  responsible  for  pur- 
^!!^f/-Jio',^«^  ^^^.^nnnerwVthout  touc^  chasing,    warehousing,    and    Issuing    all    the      of   this  department   have   been   a  matter   of 

5So«    Surs^rden^^UH  -PP'^-    ^"^    equipment    used    In    a    huge      controversy   from   time   to  time,   but   It   ha. 

"  ■  hospital   of   this   type.     In   doing   this,   they 


for  all  employees  and  distribution  of  pay 
checks:  operation  of  patients'  funds  activi- 
ties. This  Interesting  activity  Is  somewhat 
like  a  small  bank  In  that  all  patients  are 
encouraged  to  deposit  any  money  they  bring 
with  them  to  the  hospital  which  can  be 
withdrawn  by  them  at  any  time.  In  addi- 
tion, we  have  Incompetent  patients'  funds 
which  must  be  administered  by  the  manager 
and  handled  by  the  finance  office.  Personnel 
in  this  division  were  also  reduced  during  1952 
by  four. 

The  personnel  department  handles  the  hir- 
ing and  discharging  of  employees  and  the 
operation  of  a  personnel  program  at  the  hos- 
pital consisting  of  training  and  recruitment 
which  we  also  do  for  other  hospitals.  The 
personnel  department  Is  also  responsible  for 
staff  work  In  connection  with  Incentives 
awards  and  suggestion  programs,  employee 
health  activities,  and  advice  to  the  manager 
regarding  personnel  administration. 

Special  services  Is  responsible  for  recrea- 
tion, chaplalncr  service,  library,  both  profes- 
sional and   patients'  library.     The  activities 


still  give  the  same  service  both  from  the 
standpoint  of  quantity  and  quality?"  Hos- 
pital authorities  have  answered  this  ques- 
tion many  times  and  In  many  ways,  but  here 
are  a  few  points  concerning  VA  hospitals 
which  may  help  to  further  clear  the  question. 
It  Is  true  that  since  1945  operating  costs 
of  veterans'  hospitals  have  increased  con- 
siderably In  terms  of  cost  per  patient-day. 
This,  of  course,  Is  due  In  part  to  the  general 
rise  In  costs  of  everything,  but  more  Impor- 
tant, It  Is  the  Improvement  In  care  of  our 
patients  over  that  In  prewar  VA.  The  VA 
hospital  has  also  taken  Its  place  as  one  of 
the  best  hospitals  In  the  community  and  has 
assumed  Its  rightful  responsibilities  to  the 
Nation  Insofar  as  training  of  personnel,  pro- 
fessional and  nonprofessional,  and  utilizing 
Its  vast  resources  of  patients  for  research  for 
the  benefit  of  all  mankind.  This,  of  course. 
Is  expensive  but  worth  while. 

Many  people  not  engaged  In  the  day-by- 
day  operation  of  hospitals  are  prone  to  look 
upon  the  hospital  In  the  light  of  a  hotel  for 
tick    people,    or    business-type    institution. 
Nothing    can    be    further    from    the    truth. 
The  hospital,  to  be  a  good  one,  must  be  a  dy- 
namic  medical   workshop  with  complex   or- 
ganization  of   services;    a  social    Institution 
serving  the  needs  of  sick  people  and  keeping 
uppermost  the  fact  that  the  needs  of  those 
sick  people  must  come  first  before  any  at- 
tempts at  profit-making  or  economy  In  the 
business  sense  of  the  word.     The  direct  fur- 
nishing of  care  to  patients  by  the  people  they 
see — doctors,    nurses,    dentists,     and    dieti- 
tians— Is   the   most   expensive   phase   of   the 
hospital,  but  let  us  stop  and  think.     These 
people  could  not  render  their  services  with- 
out a  large  group  of  people  behind  the  scenes 
who  provide  the  materials,  supply  the  food, 
the  records,  the  telephones,  etc..  which  must 
be    provided    for.     We   agree   wholeheartedly 
that  the  VA  hospital,  having  a  public  trust 
In  the  expenditure  of  taxpayers'  money,  must 
be  as  efflclent  as  {XMsible  and  must  be  con- 
stantly searching  for  better  and  more  eco- 
nomical means  of  operation.     Here  I  do  not 
think  we  have  failed. 

This  hospital,  through  research  and  man- 
agement Improvement  programs,  has  volun- 
tarily cut  Its  staff  as  our  personnel  have  be- 
come more  experienced,  and  newer  and  better 
ways  of  doing  the  hospital  work  have  been 
found.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  In  the  last  year 
we  have  processed  27  employee  suggestions 
resulting  In  Improved  service  and  84  work 
simplification  studies  resulting  in  economies 
In  either  personnel  or  supplies. 

We  have  been  asked,  "Why  can't  you  cut 
your  nonpro&tMlonal  staff.  What  do  they 
have  to  do  with  patient  care."  Let's  go  down 
the    nonprolewlonal    activities    department 


must  insure  that  the  doctor  will  have  every- 
thing he  needa  when  he  needs  it  and  still  not 
overstock  and  tie  up  the  hospitals  money. 
They  must  buy  all  the  hospitals  food  at  the 
best  advantage,  and  this.  too.  must  be  avail- 
able when  needed.  Warehousing  in  Itself  Is 
a  big  business.  The  supply  division  must 
stock  and  maintain  stock  levels  on  over 
2.000  Items  that  are  used  on  a  recurring 
basis  In  the  hospital.  This  stock  replenish- 
ment system,  as  It  Is  called  was  copied  from 
some  of  the  largest  Industrial  concerns  In 
the  country  as  a  means  of  assuring  continu- 
ous supply  without  overtocklng.  Our  sup- 
ply division  consisting  of  31  persons  has  been 
reduced  by  4  persons  during  the  past  year 
alone  as  a  result  of  Improved  methods 
brought  about  by  constant  management 
study. 

In  our  hospital  we  al.so  have  a  communi- 
cations and  records  department  whose  main 
functions  are  the  sorting  and  delivering  of 
140.000  pieces  of  mall  per  month,  coming  to 
us  from  outside;  the  maintenance  of  a 
messenger  system  at  this  hoepltal  where  we 
have  no  call  system,  the  operation  of  cur 
telephones,  travel,  and  transportation  activi- 
ties, and  one  of  our  biggest  headaches,  the 
maintenance  of  records  and  ftlea.  Adminis- 
trative records  and  files  are  a  small  problem, 
but  the  maintenance  of  a  system  of  accu- 
rate filing  of  the  tens  of  thousands  of  pa- 
tients' records  which  must  be  maintained 
here  for  a  period  of  10  years  is  enormous.  It 
should  be  pointed  out  that  medical  records 
In  a  Veterans'  Administration  hospital  serve 
two  purposes:  First,  as  medical  and,  or  re- 
search records,  and  secondly,  as  very  impwr- 
tant  records  concerning  the  ca^e  of  a  vet- 
eran In  the  adjudication  of  any  claim  he 
may  have  pending  against  the  Government 
for  compensation  or  pension.  We  have  re- 
duced this  department  through  our  own 
efforts  by  four  people  during   1952. 

The  registrar  division,  another  nonprofes- 
sional service.  Is  responsible  for  all  the  ad- 
ministrative aspects  pertaining  to  the  admis- 
sion and  disposition  of  patients  and  mainte- 
nance of  their  current  records,  as  well  as 
provision  for  taking  care  of  patients'  cloth- 
ing: responsible  for  property  and  equipment 
on  wards  and  the  furnishing  of  a  steno- 
graphic service  for  transcription  and  typing 
of  patients'  clinical  records.  This  division 
was  created  to  relieve  our  doctors,  nurses, 
and  other  professional  personnel  from  purely 
administrative  duties. 

Our  finance  office  Is  responsible  for  the 
accurate  accounting  of  all  moneys  expended 
at  this  hospital  for  any  purpose  and  from 
any  source.  Other  functions  of  this  division 
are  maintenance  of  a  coet-accounting  system 


been  our  experience  that  the  program  prop- 
erly directed  for  long-term  type  neuropey- 
chiatric  and  tuberculous  patients  is  t)enefl- 
clal  in  aiding  our  medical  staff  Insofar  «s 
dealing  with  more  cooperative  patients  la 
concerned. 

Housekeeping  Is  a  prodigious  Job  in  a  hos- 
pital of  this  size  and  type.  It  goes  without 
saying  that  every  hospital  must  be  Immacu- 
late at  all  times  and  at  all  hours.  Our  hos- 
pital, where  It  Is  not  at  all  uncommon  to 
have  1,500  visitors  to  patients  at  any  time, 
and  located  In  a  large  population  center, 
presents  special  problems  In  housekeeping. 
If  It  were  not  for  the  afore-mentloned  fac- 
tors, our  old  buildings  with  their  high  ceil- 
ings, old-fashioned  floors,  would  be  a  Job  -n 
Itself.  This  department,  which  we  have 
niechanii'ed  to  the  maximum,  is  another  one 
vihose  work  Is  often  taken  for  granted,  but 
is  constantly  a  thorn  In  the  side  of  hospital 
management. 

I  have  thus  far  discussed  only  the  purely 
administrative  activities  which  function  as 
services  to  the  professional  and  subprofes- 
sional  staff.  In  our  professional  departments 
we  h.-ive.  of  course,  many  complex  activities 
handled  by  other  than  doctors,  nurses,  or 
dentists. 

Our  dietetic  department  for  Instance,  Is 
res!)onsible  for  preparing  approximately  7.000 
meals  a  day  and  on  time.  Our  patients  and 
the  public  often  see  only  the  pretty  dietitian 
or  the  nurse  who  serves  the  tray,  but  In  our 
dlscvission.  we  must  stop  and  think  what 
happens  and  how  many  people  are  Involved 
In  getting  that  tray  to  the  patient.  We  must 
re.ilize  that,  after  the  supply  people  pur- 
chase the  food.  It  must  be  transported, 
menus  planned,  food  prepared  for  cooking, 
cocked,  divided  Into  portions,  and  trans- 
ported to  the  patient  to  whom  It  Is  to  be 
served.  Afterwards,  the  remains  of  the  food 
that  has  become  garbage  must  be  taken  back 
and  disposed  of.  and  the  dishes  washed. 
Garbage  from  7.000  meals  Is  a  formidable 
thing  as  Is  the  dishwashing!  To  get  back 
to  preparation  of  food,  most  of  our  food  la 
purchased  In  bulk.  Our  beef,  for  instance, 
is  purchased  In  carcass  lots.  It  would  be 
prohibitive  for  us  to  purchase  cuts  as  the 
average  householder  dees,  so  In  order  for  our 
food  to  be  prepared  for  cooking,  we  must 
maintain  a  staff  of  butchers,  kitchen  helpers. 
etc.  We  must  prepare  vegetables,  keep  our 
kitchens  and  serving  areas  hospital  clean  to 
prevent  Infection  on  a  24-hour,  7  day  a  week 
basis. 

We  wonder  whether  the  average  lay  person 
takes  Into  consideration  the  assistance  the 
doctor  must  have  In  modern  medicine  to 
make  an  accurate  diagnosis  and  to  decide 
upon  courses  ol  treatment.     Here  again,  our 
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X-ray  department,  our  huge  and  complex 
laboratories,  all  of  which  must  be  adequately 
manned  If  tragic  urrors  are  to  be  averted,  are 
too  of  ten  out  of  tlie  public  eye  when  it  comes 
to  judging  the  hc«pltal.  Yes.  the  character 
of  hospital  care  baa  changed  radically  in  the 
past  decade.  In  an  era  of  ever  increasing 
technical  advances  in  medicine,  new  testing 
techniques — electrocardiograph,  electroence- 
ph.ilograph.  specliil  high-speed  X-raya — have 
added  greatly  to  the  overhead  cost.  Anti- 
biotics, the  extensive  use  of  intravenous 
fluids.  Including  blood,  plasma,  more  labora- 
tory examinations,  all  of  which  mean  more 
skilled  personnel — these  are  examples  of 
modern  hospital  techniques.  requiring 
greater  additional  cost,  but  while  they  have 
iiirreased  the  cost  of  running  the  hospital, 
they  have  lengthened  the  patient's  life,  re- 
duced pain,  and  out  the  time  of  his  stay  in 
the  hoepltal.  CDncentrated  treatment  is 
costly,  but  It  payii  off  economically  as  well  as 
physically.  Excluding  our  long-term  or  cus- 
todial cases,  our  patients  spend  much  less 
time  In  the  hospital  than  they  would  have 
ir  huspitalized  for  the  same  illness  10  years 
ago. 

The  points  that  we  have  brought  out  are 
not  peculiar  to  a  Veterans'  Administration 
Hospital  but  are  applicable  to  any  large  unl- 
versity-typw  teaching  hoepltal.  organized  and 
operated  to  take  the  lead  In  the  medical 
world  toward  the  goal  of  not  only  rendering 
the  highest  type  of  medical  treatment  but 
aUo  to  discover  new  methods,  train  profes- 
sional staff,  and  to  conduct  research  in  those 
problems  still  baffling  physicians  the  world 
over.  The  Veterans*  Administration  has 
made  a  notable  contribution,  and  it  would 
Indeed  be  tragic  if  false  economy  were  to 
destroy  these  things  now. 


SENATOR  HOMER  FERGUSON 

Mr.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  gives  me  a 
great  pleasure  to  submit  to  you  a  sum- 
mary report  on  the  activities  of  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  our  great  State  of 
Michigan  during  the  82d  Congress. 
Michigan's  pride  in  Senator  Homcr  Fer- 
guson has  been  justified  by  his  two  terms 
of  distinguished  service  to  his  country 
and  to  his  State.  He  has  been  a  dynamic 
influence  in  the  work  of  two  major  Sen- 
ate committees  and  his  active  participa- 
tion in  Senate  debate  has  placed  him 
among  the  hardest  working  and  most 
able  men  In  the  Senate. 

High  on  the  list  of  outstanding  legis- 
lative achievements  during  1952  is  an 
amendment  to  the  Defense  Production 
Act  credited  to  the  efforts  of  Senator 
Ferguson.  This  amendment  terminated 
the  undesirable  activities  of  the  Inter- 
national Materials  Conference,  which 
had  deprived  American  industries  of 
much -needed  raw  materials  for  war  pro- 
duction. 

Elsewhere  In  labor  and  Industrial  fields 
our  distinguished  Senator  urged  alloca- 
tion of  Goverrunent  contracts  to  dis- 
tressed areas.  Furthermore,  he  vigor- 
ously condemned  President  Truman's 
unconstitutional  seizure  of  the  steel  in- 
dustry. Concurring  with  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  Senator  Ferguson 
called  upon  the  President  to  halt  the 
steel  strike  through  the  use  of  existing 
legislation. 


One  of  the  chief  champions  of  econ- 
omy in  the  82d  and  previous  Congress, 
Senator  Ferguson  was  instrumental  in 
achieving  the  greatest  reduction  in  Fed- 
eral expenditures  in  the  Nation's  his- 
tory. On  more  than  50  occasions  during 
Senate  debate.  Senator  Ferguson  ex- 
pressed his  strong  opposition  to  any  in- 
crease in  Government  spending.  The 
Senator  is  directly  responsible  for  a  sav- 
ings of  over  $10  million  of  the  total  re- 
duction. He  waged  a  victorious  fight 
against  waste  and  inefficiency  in  the  De- 
fense Department  which  saved  millions 
in  Federal  expenditures. 

As  a  member  of  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  Senator  Ferguson  took  part  in 
the  exhaustive  investigations  of  Com- 
munist Infiltration  in  IPR.  Committee 
research  resulted  In  the  conclusion  that 
the  Institute  of  Pacific  Relations  was  a 
vehicle  used  by  the  Communists  to  direct 
American  far-eastern  policies  toward 
Communist  objectives. 

On  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  issue. 
Senator  Ferguson  In  1952  spearheaded 
the  fight  on  the  side  of  those  who  favored 
the  project.  The  high-water  levels 
which  last  year  caused  so  much  damage 
to  States  l)orderIng  the  Great  Lakes,  de- 
manded much  of  Senator  Ferguson's  at- 
tention. He  sponsored  legislation  for 
control  of  the  Great  Lakes  water  level 
and  in  addition  earmarked  part  of  emer- 
gency fiood  relief  appropriations  for  use 
in  Michigan  areas. 

Senator  Ferguson  was  responsible  for 
introducing  into  the  82d  Congress  bills 
to  provide  for  servicemen's  absentee  bal- 
lots where  State  laws  do  not  make  ade- 
quate provisions.  A  bill  providing  for 
compensation  on  the  same  basis  for  un- 
employed vets  as  for  unemployed  civil- 
ians was  also  introduced  and  guided  into 
law  by  our  senior  Senator. 

Senator  Ferguson  has  always  foimd 
time  in  his  busy  schedule  to  assist  the 
citizens  of  Michigan  in  their  relations 
with  the  Federal  Government  and  its 
agencies. 

His  attendance  record,  shared  by  only 
one  other  Member  of  the  Senate,  is  edi- 
fying proof  of  our  Senator's  conscientious 
efforts  throughout  the  year.  He  missed 
only  one  of  129  rollcall  votes  and  one  of 
121  quorum  caUs  for  an  attendance  rec- 
ord of  99.6  percent. 

My  report  does  not  do  justice  to  the 
far-reaching  accomplishments  of  Sena- 
tor FERGUSON.  However,  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  Michigan  I  submit  this  trib- 
ute to  Michigan's  senior  Senator,  Homer 
Ferguson. 


ACCELERATED  AMORTIZATION  FOR 
AMERICAN  OVERSEAS  INVEST- 
MENT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  United  States  has  evolved 
a  conscious,  if  sometimes  uncoordinated, 
policy  for  redressing  the  grave  economic 
Imbalance  between  itself  and  the  rest 


of  the  free  world.  Among  other  things, 
this  policy  has  included  the  encourage- 
ment of  American  private  investment 
overseas,  although  no  great  progress  has 
been  made.  With  this  in  mind,  I  have 
introduced  today  a  bill,  H.  R.  3600.  to 
amend  ttie  Internal  Revenue  Code  to 
permit  accelerated  amortization  on  cer- 
tain facilities  constructed,  established  or 
acquired  in  foreign  coimtries  by  Amer- 
ican investors. 

One  of  the  basic  economic  problems 
faced  by  our  friends  abroad  is  that  of 
production  and  productivity.  Most  of 
these  countries  are  imable  to  produce 
enough  goods  and  services  at  competitive 
prices  to  exchange  for  the  goods  and 
services  they  must  import  to  build 
stronger  economies  and  support  their 
own  defense  effort.  Their  position  can 
be  improved  only  by  expanding  produc- 
tion and  Increasing  productivity  through 
the  investment  of  more  capital,  develop- 
ment of  managerial  skill  and  encourage- 
ment of  labor  cooperation  with  a  greater 
share  of  the  profits. 

The  greatest  source  today  for  both 
capital  and  technical  knowledge  is  the 
United  States.  We  all  agree  that  Amer- 
ican investment  in  the  form  of  foreign- 
aid  programs  cannot  provide  a  perma- 
nent solution.  The  answer  must  be 
increased  investment  abroad  by  Ameri- 
can private  enterprise.  Such  invest- 
ment would  make  available  to  our  allies 
in  some  measure  the  economic  benefits 
of  the  production,  distribution,  and  man- 
agement techniques  which  have  con- 
tributed so  , greatly  to  this  country's 
imposing  economic  strength. 

Since  1947  United  States  direct  foreign 
investment  has  been  running  at  some- 
thing over  one  billion  a  year.  And  it 
has  been  very  largely  special  purpose 
investment  heavily  concentrated  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  This  amounts  to 
less  than  four  one-thousandths  of  na- 
tional income  as  contrasted  with  the 
approximately  one  one-himdredth  cap- 
ital movement  during  the  1930's.  almost 
three  times  the  current  rate. 

There  are  many  convincing  reasoris 
why  American  private  capital  is  reluctant 
to  seek  opportunity  abroad.  My  bill  is 
designed  to  diminish  the  importance  of 
two  of  these  factors — the  threat  of  war 
destruction  and  expropriation  of  assets 
through  nationalization  schemes.  If 
direct  investments  could  be  amortized 
within  a  relatively  short  time,  the  risk 
of  destruction  or  expropriation  would  no 
longer  be  prohibitive. 

Accelerated  amortization  is  the  device 
which  has  done  so  much  for  domestic 
investment  in  defense  production  for 
World  War  U  and  the  Korean  war.  As 
Mr.  M.  C.  Conick,  executive  partner  of 
Maine  &  Co..  Pittsburgh,  has  pointed  out. 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  caiuiot  do  the 
same  thing  for  overseas  investment  con- 
sistent with  our  national  policy.  Amor- 
tization takes  care  of  the  risk  that  an 
investment  may  be  written  off  on  the  one 
hand  as  useless,  on  the  other  as  war- 
damaged  or  expropriated.  It  is  reason- 
ably estimated  that  this  device  could 
induce  the  export  of  American  capital 
at  a  rate  of  three  or  four  billion  a  year 
and  more. 

This  system  of  overseas  investment 
and  re-investment  was  the  very  basis  of 
Great  Britain's  creditor  position  in  the 


,  ill 


^3 


a. 


1546 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  2 


r 


•I 


19th  century,  which  saw  an  unprece- 
dented expansion  in  the  development  of 
the  world's  resources.  Both  Britain  and 
the  rest  of  the  world  benefited.  Under- 
developed countries  expanded  their  pro- 
duction base  and  Britain's  imports  from 
and  exports  to  them  increased.  The 
effect  of  United  States  investment  in 
Canada  in  this  century  is  another  ex- 
ample. By  importing  American  capital 
and  skills,  Canada  has  been  able  to  de- 
velop its  natural  resources  to  such  a  de- 
gree that  real  national  income  doubled 
in  one  decade. 

There  are  important  differences,  how- 
ever, in  the  two  situations.  The  Ameri- 
can investor  is  discouraged,  as  his  British 
counterpart  of  the  last  century  was  not, 
by  discriminatory  legislation  and  admin- 
istrative practices  of  foreign  govern- 
ments, by  double  taxation,  by  unstable 
and  Inconvertible  currencies,  by  the 
shortage  of  dollar  exchange,  and,  as 
noted  before,  by  the  threat  of  expropri- 
ation and  war  damage.  Investment  can- 
not be  justified  if  there  is  no  assurance 
that  the  principal  will  remain  Intact  and 
a  reasonable  return  enjoyed.  We  cannot 
expect  private  enterprise  to  accept  un- 
fair risks  in  the  name  of  national  policy. 
The  Government  itself  must  provide  the 
inducements  if  it  desires  an  Increase  In 
overseas  investment  in  the  face  of  what 
our  businessmen  regard  as  an  unfavor- 
able Investment  climate.  We  expect 
friendly  eountrles  to  help  develop 
healthier  conditions  for  the  foreign  In- 
vestor, but  this  will  be  a  slow  and  tedious 
process  of  negotiation  and  the  need  for 
greater  Investment  is  immedlat;. 

This  Investment  Incentive  offers  the 
possibility  for  real  missionary  work  for 
the  free  enterprise  economic  system. 
The  bill  specifically  provides  that  invest- 
ment programs  which  are  a  joint  under- 
taking between  American  enterprise  and 
Investors  of  the  foreign  country  con- 
cerned shall  have  priority  In  the  issuance 
of  amortization  certificates.  In  this  way 
each  coimtry  should  benefit  not  only 
from  the  capital  import  but  also  from 
experience  with  American  technical  skill. 
Wages  are  made  a  factor  in  awarding 
amortization  certificates  In  order  to  pre- 
vent the  exploitation  of  local  wage  stand- 
ards and  consequent  cheap  labor  com- 
petition with  American  domestic  In- 
dustry. 

If  the  people  abroad  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  share  in  the  American  sys- 
tem of  capital  investment,  they  can  take 
the  lead  in  steps  to  revitalize  their  own 
economy.  Corporate  investment,  sym- 
bolizing the  individual  citizen's  share  in 
the  ownership  of  our  great  business  en- 
terprises, is  the  best  possible  assurance 
of  broadening  the  base  of  a  free  econ- 
omy in  the  non-Communist  nations  of 
the  world.  There  is  no  better  way  of 
helping  to  bring  about  a  better  apprecia- 
tion of  the  system  that  has  made  the 
United  States  the  envy  of  the  world  than 
to  offer  the  opportunity  to  citizens  of 
other  countries  to  share  in  profits  of 
success  of  the  free-enterprise-business 
development  in  their  own  country.  The 
owners  and  the  wage  earners  in  a  profit- 
able industrial  system  are  not  likely  to 
be  easy  victims  of  Communist  propa- 
ganda. 

The  question  of  cost  to  the  American 
taxpayer  under  this  program  is  more 


UH 


apparent  than  real.  Taken  on  the 
short-term  view,  the  cost  would  be  the 
loss  of  the  amount  rebated  to  each  com- 
pany in  the  form  of  a  tax  credit  for  ac- 
celerated amortization  of  the  invest- 
ment abroad.  Yet  what  Is  lost  from 
Government  revenue  temporarily  would 
soon  be  recovered  and  more  by  revenue 
accnilng  from  the  taxable  earnings  on 
the  investment. 

But  to  talk  of  dollar  costs  is  to  tragi- 
cally ignore  the  profounder  longterm 
Implications  of  a  ma.ss  movement  of 
American  capital  overseas.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter strictly  of  our  self-interest.  It  has 
come  as  a  painful  discovery  to  a  peo- 
ple who  has  so  long  practiced  the  philos- 
ophy of  live-and-let-live.  but  Americans 
now  recognize  that  the  security  and  ec- 
onomic well-being  of  our  allies  is  neces- 
sary to  the  security  and  well-being  of 
themselves. 

Here  is  a  way  to  give  the  lie  to  the 
Marxist  dogma  that  capitalist  nations 
must  wage  aggressive  wars  to  gain  mar- 
kets for  their  surplus  production.  Quite 
simply  put.  either  the  rest  of  the  world 
rises  to  our  level  eventually,  or  we  sink 
to  theirs. 

TEXAS  INDEPENDENCE  DAY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Lyle]  Is  recognized  for  CO 
minutes. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  March  2  is 
an  Important  date  in  the  history  of 
man's  quest  for  freedom  from  despot- 
ism.   It  Is  Texas  Independence  Day. 

Texans  are  doubly  blessed  with  a  her- 
itage of  freedom.  They  are  doubly 
blessed  with  the  honor  of  two  great 
flags,  the  Lone  Star  fiag  of  Texas,  and 
the  beautiful  flag  of  our  country,  both 
of  which  today  fiy  over  the  capltol  of 
our  State,  and  each  of  them  exemplifies 
the  glory  of  the  red.  the  white,  and  the 
blue. 

Our  pride  In  being  Texans  detracts 
not  at  all  from  our  devotion  to  the  com- 
mon goal  of  the  joint  enterprise  of  all 
of  the  States.  The  contribution  of  our 
State,  its  people,  its  resources,  and  its 
industry  has  in  no  small  measure  con- 
tributed to  the  greatness,  the  progress, 
and  the  stability  of  our  country.  We 
love  our  country  no  less  because  we  love 
our  State  so  much.  We  serve  our  coun- 
try no  less  because  of  our  devotion  to 
the  welfare  of  our  State. 

The  development  of  Texas  parallels 
the  development  of  the  United  States, 
and  its  resources  have  consistently  in- 
creased the  sum  total  of  our  Nation's 
wealth. 

Petroleum  is  a  resource  that  is  right- 
fully identified  with  the  progress  and 
development  of  our  State  and  of  the 
Nation.  It  is  a  resource  upon  which  the 
future  of  our  country  may  well  depend. 
In  this  day  of  labels  we  are  reminded 
that  this  is  the  atomic  age.  I  am  not 
at  all  certain  whether  this  is  a  promise 
or  a  threat.  Of  this  I  am  sure.  In  this 
atomic  age.  petroleum  is  the  resource 
of  survival,  and  surviving,  we  may  be 
able  to  determine  what,  if  anything,  the 
atomic  age  brings  except  the  threat  of 
extinction. 

I  was  greatly  impressed  by  a  recent 
article  written  by  the  very   able  Gen. 


Carl  Spaatz.  United  States  Air  Force, 
retired,  as  it  appeared  in  the  February  9 
issue  of  Newsweek.  General  Spaatz 
wrote  that — 

The  atomic  age  is  upon  ua  but  oil  remains 
the  strategic  material  that  will  decide 
whether  we  are  to  have  peace  of  sorts  or 
another  world  war.  At  the  moment  the 
bulk  of  the  world's  oil  resources  Is  under 
our  control  and  helps  keep  the  peace.  But 
If  the  oil  resources  of  the  Middle  East,  which 
He  temptingly  close  to  the  Russian  sphere. 
were  to  come  under  Russian  control,  the 
oil  balance  would  shift  to  the  Soviet  side 
and  war  in  our  time  would  become  a  vir- 
tual certainty. 

Such  a  conclusion  nominates  our  do- 
mestic crude  supplies  as  our  mightiest 
weapon  of  war. 

Petroleum  Is  the  versatile  resource 
that  adapts  itself  alike  to  construction 
and  destruction.  In  a  complex  economic 
society  it  would  be  foolish  to  single  out 
a  resource  or  an  Industry  as  the  Indis- 
pensable one.  Realism  demands,  how- 
ever, in  the  face  of  Russia's  attitude  that 
we  think  In  terms  of  both  peace  and 
war.  In  times  of  peace,  petroleum  and 
natural  gas  account  for  more  than  half 
of  our  energy  requirements.  In  war.  pe- 
troleum accounts  for  approximately  one- 
half  of  our  overseas  shipments. 

A  recent  report  published  by  the  De- 
fense Production  Administration  evalu- 
ates Its  Importance  in  the  following  lan- 
guage : 

The  machlnM  of  peace  and  war  run  on 
petroleum.  A  program  to  expand  American 
Industry  substantially  and  keep  It  operat- 
ing at  top  capacity  requires  constantly  In- 
creasing quanWtles  for  fuel,  for  lubricants, 
and  for  the  many  chemicals  that  are  made 
from  petroleum — everything  from  toluene  for 
TNT  to  wax  for  packaging.  Greater  Indus- 
trial activity  and  peak  level*  of  employment 
demand  more  and  more  gasoline  for  air- 
planes, automobiles,  trucks,  tractors,  and 
buses,  and  more  diesel  fuel  for  locomotives. 

Oil  is  a  resource  so  abundant  and  so 
common  to  Americans  we  are  often  un- 
able to  appreciate  either  the  product  or 
the  daring  and  adventuresome  spirit  of 
the  Indlvdluals  and  Industry  that  have 
made  It  available,  abundant,  and  useful 
at  prices  each  of  us  can  afford.  It  is 
important  that  we  have  more  knowledge 
of  both  the  resource  and  the  industry. 

I  have  some  knowledge  of  the  history 
and  operation  of  the  petroleum  industry 
but  no  Interest,  direct  or  indirect,  that 
shades  an  objective  presentation  to  you 
of  information  you  will  want  to  have. 

Like  many  successful  enterprises,  this 
Industry  is  too  often  subjected  to  dis- 
torted and  unreasonable  attacks.  Too 
often  it  is  characterized  in  relation  to 
some  of  the  buffoons  who  may  have  been 
associated  with  it.  Then  again,  it  is  at- 
tacked simply  because  it  Is  big  and  suc- 
cessful. I  assume  that  this  will  ever  be 
so.  for  it  seems  to  be  part  of  our  nature 
that  we  fear  failure,  but  are  afraid  of 
success. 

The  petroleum  industry  has  dared  to 
succeed.  It  has  dared  to  challenge  the 
stubbornness  of  nature,  to  explore  the 
mysteries  of  the  earth,  and  to  conquer 
the  dangers  of  the  unknown.  It  has 
dared  to  be  successful  in  the  face  of  the 
scornful,  the  doubters,  and  the  timid.  It 
Is  a  fabulous  and  fascinating  Industry, 
favored  by  luck,  but  solidly  built  upon 
good  business  principles,  a  national  con- 
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sclousness  of  responsibility,  and  respect 
for  the  laws  of  nature.  It  is  a  busiuMs 
in  which  failure,  though  so  frequent  as 
to  be  usual,  is  forgotten  and  wiped  out 
by  the  rewarding  benefits  of  success.  It 
is  tough,  hard,  and  competitive. 

The  petroleum  industry  is  a  national 
Industry  and  production  of  oil  and  gas 
is  not  limited  to  a  few  States.  Actually, 
petroleum  is  being  produced  at  this  time 
In  27  States.  Leasing  and  geological  and 
geophysical  work  is  currently  being  con- 
ducted in  practically  every  State  in  the 
Union.  Almost  14  percent  or  more  of  the 
total  land  area  of  the  United  States,  more 
than  275,000.000  acres,  is  now  under 
lease  for  oil  and  gas.  In  practical  terms, 
such  activity  translates  into  millions  of 
dollars,  yes,  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars, being  paid  to  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  families  and  land-owners  each 
year  throughout  the  United  States  for 
such  leases  and  royalty  payments. 

It  employs  well  over  a  million  people 
throughout  the  United  States,  and  I 
think  It  may  be  conservatively  said  that 
other  millions  are  Indirectly  employed  by 
it  in  related  industries.  This  industry 
has  Invested  billions  of  dollars,  that  an- 
nually pay  millions  In  dividends  to 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  Americans 
throughout  the  48  States.  Since  the 
end  of  World  War  n  the  industry  has 
expanded  $7  billion  in  its  development 
program. 

This  great  industry  was  not  and  could 
not  have  been  developed  except  in  the 
favorable  climate  of  a  free  government 
dedicated  to  the  development  of  free 
enterprise.  Its  success  has  required  the 
understanding  of  problems  peculiar  to 
such  an  enterprise,  as  well  as  tolerance, 
patience,  and  encouragement.  The  his- 
tory of  the  oil  Industry  does  not  reveal  it 
to  be  either  timid  or  cautious.  Its  suc- 
cess has  required  boldness,  daring,  and 
even  recklessness  at  times.  It  has  defied 
predictions  of  disaster.,  laughed  at 
prophesies  of  failure  and  in  the  true 
American  spirit  of  faith  in  self  it  has 
gone  and  continues  to  go  forward  and  to 
pace  the  greatness,  the  development,  and 
the  productiveness  of  our  Nation.  All 
predictions  to  the  contrary,  the  oil  indus- 
try is  today  on  the  threshold  of  new  tech- 
nical and  scientific  advances  and  dis- 
coveries which  will  make  its  past  per- 
formances appear  amateurish.  Though 
grown,  it  is  In  many  respects  in  its 
Infancy. 

It  is  unfortunately  true  that  the  oil 
industry  has  been  harassed  by  Ignorance, 
by  jealousies,  and  by  many  who  just  do 
not  believe  in  free  enterprise,  particular- 
ly where  it  is  applied  to  the  development 
of  natural  resources.  Too,  it  has  had  to 
face  the  opposition  of  those  who  either 
did  no.  know  or  did  not  wish  it  to  suc- 
ceed, individuals  both  in  and  out  of  gov- 
ernment. Many  had  no  faith  in  the  in- 
dustry. Some  wanted  the  Government 
to  control  it. 

As  far  back  as  1866.  the  United  States 
Revenue  Commission,  apparently  with 
little  faith  in  the  future  of  the  oU  in- 
dustry, predicted  that  we  would  be  able 
to  develop  synthetics  to  take  its  place. 
In  the  following  82  years  there  has  been 
produced  in  this  country  more  than  37 
billion  barrels  of  oil. 

In  1885,  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey  reported  to  the  NaUon  that  there 


was  little  or  no  chance  of  the  production 
of  oil  in  the  State  of  California.  For- 
tunately, those  engaged  in  the  oil  indus- 
try did  not  believe  this,  for  since  that 
time  more  than  8  billion  barrels  of  oil 
have  been  produced  in  the  great  State  of 
California. 

Again,  in  1891.  the  United  States  Geo- 
logical Survey  reported  that  there  was 
little  or  no  chance  for  production  in  the 
States  of  Kansas  and  Texas.  How  very 
wrong  they  were.  More  than  14  blUlon 
ba'rrels  of  oil  have  been  prodxiced  in  these 
two  States,  with  known  reserves  of  ad- 
ditional billions. 

In  1908.  still  undaunted,  officials  of  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey  esti- 
mated that  the  future  maximiun  supply 
of  oil  in  the  United  States  was  221/2  bU- 
lion  barrels.  Again,  the  oil  Industry 
refused  to  believe  this  and  has  since  pro- 
duced more  than  35  billion  barrels  and 
has  within  its  grasp  proved  reserves 
amounting  to  more  than  30  billion 
barrels. 

In  4914.  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines  decided  to  enter  into  the  picture 
of  predictions  and  estimated  that  the 
future  production  of  oil  was  approxi- 
mately 6  billion  barrels.  The  Industry 
has  since  produced  6  times  that  much. 

We  have  Increased  our  production  of 
oil  more  than  four  times  since  1920,  pro- 
ducing each  year  since  that  date  in  ex- 
cess of  our  requirements,  all  of  this  in 
the  face  of  a  prediction  that  year  by 
Geological  Survey  that  we  had  reached 
the  peak  of  production  and  that  there 
was  a  great  need  for  foreign  oil  and 
sjrnthetics. 

In  1939.  an  official  of  the  Interior  De- 
partment spoke  up.  saying  that  the 
United  States  oil  supply  would  last  only 
13  years.  New  oil  deposits  discovered  in 
the  United  States  since  that  time  for 
exceed  the  then  known  supplies. 

In  1947.  the  State  Department  decided 
to  have  a  hand  at  predictions  and  the 
then  chief  of  the  petroleiun  division  of 
that  department  stated  that  sufLcient 
oil  could  not  be  found  in  the  United 
States.  What  happened?  Well,  in  the 
following  year  1948.  and  in  the  face  of 
such  a  prediction,  the  oil  industry  dis- 
covered its  largest  volume  of  oil  in  the 
history  of  the  Industry,  more  than  twice 
our  annual  consumption,  or  4^3  million 
barrels. 

But  not  to  be  dismayed,  in  1949^,  the 
Secretary  of  Interior  predicted  that  the 
end  of  the  United  States  oil  supply  was 
almost  in  sight.  The  industry's  answer 
to  such  a  prediction  was  that  the  United 
States  can  now  Increase  its  production 
by  more  than  a  million  barrels  of  oil 
per  day. 

You  can  well  see  from  past  perform- 
ances that  the  oil  industry  is  not  a  timid 
one  and  apparently  it  either  cannot  read 
the  press  releases  or  it  pays  very  little 
attention  to  predictions  of  doom  and 
failure  from  those  who  know  very  little 
about  its  great  potential. 

In  1953.  Mr.  Russell'Brown.  an  indus- 
try spokesman,  well  qualified.  I  think,  to 
Judge  the  potential  of  the  industry,  said 
in  a  speech  in  Houston.  Tex. : 

We  have  within  the  confines  of  the  United 
States  petroleum  suppUes  equal  to  our  full 
national  reqtUrements  for  ttie  foreseeable 
future. 


He  continued  to  state: 

Whatever  extent  to  which  this  oountry  Is 
now  or  may  becomfe  dependent  on  outside 
■ouroee  for  petroleum  suppUes  la  a  matter 
of  Government  poUcy. 

In  the  matter  of  Government  policy, 
you  and  I  share  a  great  responsibility. 
We  must  be  responsible  for  policies  and 
actions  which  will  create  the  cUmate.  a 
favorable  climate,  for  the  continued  ex- 
pansion, growth,  development  and  op- 
eration, not  only  of  this  but  other  great 
American  industries  whose  continued 
success  is  essential  to  the  continued  wel- 
fare, prosperity  and  happiness  of  our 
Nation. 

lYibulous  and  fantastic  as  has  been 
the  development  of  the  oil  industry  in 
the  past,  requirements  of  the  present  and 
future  demand  that  it  outdo  Its  past  per- 
formances. Circumstances  over  which 
the  Industry  has  no  control  demand  per- 
formance of  which  it  alone  can  controL 

It  is  conservatively  estimated,  I  think, 
that  the  defense  program  will  this  year 
boost  our  petroleum  needs  to  8.200.000 
barrels  a  day.  This  is  an  Increase  of 
20  percent  over  the  6.800,000  barrels  per 
day  which  we  used  in  1950.  Such  an 
increase  in  production  will,  of  course, 
require  the  drilling  of  a  great  deal  more 
wells  each  year  than  we  have  ever  drilled 
yearly  in  our  history.  Our  refineries 
must  be  expanded  so  that  additional 
millions  of  barrels  of  crude  petroleum 
may  be  manufactured  into  gasoline,  fuel 
oil.  and  other  finished  petroleum  prod- 
ucts. 

Such  increases  will,  of  necessity,  en- 
large our  transportation  and  distribu- 
tion facilities.  The  Defense  Production 
Administration  has  urged  that  the  re- 
fining capacity  be  so  expanded  as  to  per- 
mit by  the  end  of  this  year  a  refining 
capacity  of  125,000,000.000  barrels  an- 
nually. To  handle  this  increase  more 
pipelines,  more  tankers,  more  tnick 
transports,  more  barges  and  more  rail- 
road facilities  are  required. 

The  domestic  oil  industry  cannot  ex- 
pand simply  because  there  is  a  need  for 
its  products;  there  must  also  be  a  mar- 
ket for  its  products.  Too,  its  expansion 
will  be  limited  to  the  expansion  of  other 
industries  upon  whom  It  must  depend  for 
materials.  Such  an  exi>anslon  will  re- 
quire tremendous  sums  of  money,  money 
that  is  becoming  more  and  more  dif- 
ficult to  entice  into  the  necessary  gam- 
bles that  are  a  part  of  the  industry. 
Such  an  expansion  will  require  more 
than  7.000.000  tons  of  steel  and  more 
than  7,000.000  pounds  of  aluminum.  It 
will  require  40,000,000  pounds  of  copper. 
It  will  require  lumber,  electrical  supplies, 
transports,  yes.  it  will  require  practically 
a  portion  of  the  entire  product  of  Amer- 
ica. It  must  have  additional  labor,  elec- 
trical power,  and  most  of  all.  it  will 
require  a  favorable  attitude  on  the  part 
of  the  Government. 

Unquestionably,  billions  of  barrels  of 
oil  He  beneath  the  surface  of  this  great 
country  of  ours.  To  be  sure,  it  is  an 
elusive  and  well-hidden  resource,  not 
only  exceedingly  difficult  to  locate  but 
also  most  difficult  to  capture.  I  have 
observed  the  development  of  this  indus- 
try for  many  years,  yet  I  have  never 
ceased  to  marvel  at  the  dUBculties  that 
must  be  overcome  to  put  a  faUon  of  gas 
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toto  the  automobO.  I  drive.    You  win  group  or  ^\^^^'^^'^'^    SS?Ikitd?t?m'S^°^S^"^ 

'"^^Ssse-i.^.^  sSS^XiSs°'..5^'^.'S3  ^!-'"a.r.^i'ro-w%r'J7i 

S5LSm\?S  Sr^„»LT.r.".e^.r.?A"Ss^  ~™£:~"S' 

sS-Ji-e^'^oiUt^iS:'!  isrii,roirs^i:frrtfan"^jr^  =f '^?7™~ 

SSffo^cS^    S  of  the  deeper  wells  in  the  world,  has  some  things  to  say     to  be  untrue.     It  is  true  that  fortunes 

^led  to^  inuSroven  areS may  cost  about  the  future  of  the  industry  which     have  been  predicated  upon  the  produc- 

druieauxiaymunprovenaac*^       J  t  know  wiU  be  helpful  to  you.    General     tion    of    this    great    resource.      Portu- 

SIIStoSSaVen^ay?amZ^SSted'^  'l^oZs^i^sS^g^Tth at  Je  should  dfiU     nately.  that  is  no  crime     Too.  fortunes 

^^roirtwo  hundr^  thousand  to  a  55.000    new    wells    each    year    to    meet     have  been  lost  by  many  in  the  busing. 

S^on  dollars  pir  drimi^  tlX  This.  -'V  ..n„ir.m.nL.  In  1952.  there  were  It  is  also  true  Uiat  the  wealth  that  has 
of  course,  would  not  be  a  great  deal  of 
money  if  we  knew  exactly  where  to  drill 
each  hole.  But  nature  is  tricky,  particu- 
larly when  it  comes  to  hiding  its  re- 
sources, and,  in  spite  of  technical  and 
scientific  advances.  8  out  of  every  9  wells 

S^1LS1rnoTretSJ'onep?S;?''o°f  me  Jisr:the  pther'dky  W  one  oi  the  omciaU    Th^statement  may  be  ea.n,  verifled  b. 


our  requirements.  In  1952.  there  were 
only  45.840  wells  drilled.  The  general 
estimates  that  we  will  probably  drill  in 
excess  of  46,000  this  year.  There  are 
many  factors  which  would  account  for 
failure  to  drill  the  required  number  of 
wells,  not  the  least  of  which  is  the  lack 
of  drill  stem  pipe  and  casing.    I  spoke 


been  produced  from  this  resource  and 
the  energy  ihat  has  resulted  from  its 
product  have  benefited  more  millions, 
both  directly  and  indirectly,  than  any 
other  industry. 

This  industry  has  consistently  been  In 
the    forefront    in    hourly    wages    paid. 


tremendous  amount  of  capital  involved 
In  such  an  undertaking.    I  am  speaking 
now  of  what  is  known  to  the  industry 
as  wildcat  wells,  or  wells  drilled  in  areas 
under  which  there  is  no  known  produc- 
tion.   This  may  also  be  true  of  marginal 
wells.     This   being   the   case,   it   is.   of 
course,  not  difficult  at  all  to  see  that  if 
you  have  average  luck  it  will  cost  more 
than  a  million  dollars  to  find  one  oil  well. 
I  know  of  several  cases  where  independ- 
ent operators  have  drilled  as  many  as 
20  or  30  dry  holes  without  finding  one 
that  was  productive.    If  you  are  fortu- 
nate enough  to  be  average,  however,  and 
to  find  1  oil  well  in  9  after  expending 
a  million  dollars  or  more,  it  may  or  may 
not  be  a  good  oil  well.    It  may  or  may 
not  be  of  sufficient  productive  capacity 
to  return   the   money   expended.     Past 
experience  has  proven  that  the  chances 
are  18  to  1  against  discovering  a  very 
small  field,  a  field  so  small  that  its  pro- 
duction will  provide  the  United  States 
with  its  oil  needs  for  4  hours  or  less. 
And  the  odds  go  up,  for  they  are  53 
to   1 — and   these  figures  are  based  on 
experience — the  chances  are  53  to  1  of 
finding  a  small  field  which  could  supply 
our  needs  for  2 '2  days  or  less.    It  is  even 
more  difficult  to  find  a  medium-sized  oil 
field    the    production    of    which    could 
supply  our  needs  in  the  United  States 
lor  a  week  or  less.    The  chances  are  230 
to  1  for  finding  such  a  field.     It  is  the 
dream,  I  am  sure,  of  every  man  or  woman 
engaged  in  the  oil  industry  to  find  or 
own  a  part  of  a  large  oil  field,  and  they 
are  being  found,  but  the  chances  are 
991  to  1  against  such  a  discovery. 

This  will  give  you,  dramatically.  I 
think,  a  better  conception,  not  only  of 
the  faith,  courage,  and  daring  that  it 
takes  to  be  a  part  of  this  industry,  but 
it  will  also  give  you  an  understanding 
which  you  and  I  must  have  to  encourage 
the  continued  expansion  and  develop- 
ment of  a  product  that  we  must  have. 

It  becomes  increasingly  difScult  in  the 
face  of  increasing  costs,  decreasing  re- 
turns, tremendous  odds,  and  the  scarcity 
of  profitable  production  to  keep  lending 
institutions  and  individual  risk  capital 
flowing  freely  into  the  industry's  hands; 
but  fortunately,  the  bold,  almost  fool- 
hardy spirit  which  has  sparked  this  in- 
dustry continues  to  live  in  the  hearts  of 
Individuals  engaged  in  it,  and  any  man 
Who  underestimates  the  potential  of  this 


in  the  department  that  allocates  pipe 
and  tubing.  He  estimates  that  it  is  pos- 
sible to  fill  about  80  percent  of  the  re- 
quests received.  Equipment  has  been 
difficult  to  get,  I  am  told  this  almost 
d£.ily  by  those  engaged  in  the  industry. 
Particularly  this  is  so  for  the  small 
independent  operator.  At  the  present 
time  there  are  more  than  500  drilling 
rigs  idle.  While  this  counti-y  is  by  no 
means  running  out  of  oil,  it  is  quite  cer- 
tain that  we  cannot  afford  the  idleness 
of  500  drilling  rigs.  Particularly  is  this 
true  when  we  realize  a  jet  engine  uses 
ap~»roximately  3^2  times  the  amount  of 
pet,  oleum  products  as  a  propeller -driven 
aircraft.  Yes;  and  we  cannot  afford  the 
idleness  of  500  drilling  rigs  in  the  United 
States  when  we  realize  the  covetous 
attitude  of  Russia  toward  oil  in  the 
Middle  East. 

In  1952,  this  country  produced  2'i  bil- 
lion barrels  of  oil  and  natural  gas  liquids 
and  at  the  same  time  increased  our 
known  oil  reserves  by  approximately  2 
billion  barrels.  This  now  gives  us  a 
reserve  in  excess  of  34  billion  barrels. 
Compare  this  to  the  5  billion  barrels  in 
reserve  at  the  end  of  World  War  I  and  it 
seems  to  be  entirely  adequate.  However, 
in  the  face  of  estimates  that  by  the  end 
of  1975  we  will  need  between  12  and  14 
million  barrels  a  day.  twice  that  we  are 
now  producing,  it  becomes  readily  ap- 
parent that  the  oil  industry  still  has  a 
great  task  ahead  of  it. 

There  are.  says  General  Thompson, 
probably  more  than  75  billion  barrels  of 
oil  remaining  in  the  ground  in  old  oil- 
fields, waiting  to  be  recaptured  by  new 
production  methods.  Unquestionably, 
this  will  be  done. 

This  industry,  since  1859.  when  the  dis- 
covery well  was  drilled,  has  made  great 
progress.  The  development  of  this  Na- 
tion, its  roads,  its  schools,  its  transporta- 
tion facilities,  its  productive  capacity,  all 
are  monuments  to  the  oil  industry  that 
has  dared  to  be  great  and  successful  in 
the  face  of  many  obstacles. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
reason  to  be  proOd  that  its  good  judg- 
ment, its  faith  in  private  ownership  and 
free  enterprise  have  cleared  the  road  for 
the  advancement  and  success  of  this  in- 
dustry. This  has  not  at  all  times  been  an 
easy  task  for  the  Congress.  Proponents 
of  Federal  control  of  resources,  oppo- 
nents   of    free    enterprise    and    others 


a  look  at  statistics  published  by  the  De- 
partment of  Labor.  It  has  fought  to 
keep  its  product  within  the  financial 
means  of  all  the  people.  Again,  you  may 
see  by  statistics  published  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  that  while, 
on  an  average,  all  products  have  in- 
creased in  price  by  16  percent  since  the 
start  of  the  Korean  war,  ci  ude  petroleum 
has  increased  ohly  by  eight-tenths  of  1 
p>ercent. 

Taxwise.  this  industry  contributes  bil- 
lions yearly  as  its  share  of  the  cost  of 
local.  State,  and  Federal  government. 

For  example,  the  petroleum  tax  bill, 
for  1950  was  over  $3*'ai  billion.  Concern 
has  been  expressed  as  to  the  capacity 
of  the  petroleum  industry  to  keep  pace 
with  the  requirements  of  the  future,  the 
requirements  of  our  country  in  this  era 
of  half  peace  and  half  war.  A  glimpse 
at  the  past  clearly  indicates  the  poten- 
tial of  this  industry  for  the  future.  It 
can  meet  the  demands.  Current  re- 
quirements of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  the  industrial  and  domestic 
trade  of  the  United  States  are  being 
supplied.  Simultaneously,  our  known 
reserves  are  increasing.  The  industry  is 
capable  of  expanding  production,  re- 
serves, refining  capacity,  and  transpor- 
tation facilities.  It  can  do  all  of  these 
things,  our  Government  willing. 

In  1951.  the  United  SUtes  Geological 
Survey  reported: 

In  the  United  States  adequate  production 
has  been  a  direct  function  of  economic  In- 
centive. Until  the  unpredictable  date  at 
which  the  Incentive  falls  to  provide  the 
needed  supplies  there  will  be  no  convincing 
evidence  that  we  have  reached  the  limits  of 
our  ability  to  expand  the  potential  ultimately 
recoverable  reserves  of  petroleum. 

It  cannot  meet  its  requirements  and 
at  the  same  time  battle  with  bureaus  and 
bureaucracy  intent  upon  Its  control. 
The  future  of  the  oil  industry  in  relation 
to  the  welfare  of  our  country  depends 
upon  a  national  policy  understood  and 
agreed  to  by  both  industry  and  the  Gov- 
ernment and  faithfully  carried  out  by 
all  concerned. 

Much  thought  has  been  given  to  such 
a  policy  and  in  1949  the  National  Pe- 
troleum Council,  at  the  request  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  outlined  the 
aims  of  such  a  policy.    It  stated : 

First.  It  should  result  in  a  maximum 
contribution  by  the  oil  industry  to  an  ex- 
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panding  American  economy  and  to  a 
rising  standard  of  living,  Including  stable 
employment  at  fair  wages  within  the  in- 
dustry. 

Second.  It  should  maintain  conditions 
most  likely  to  assure  adequate  supplies  of 
petroleum  in  both  peace  and  war. 

Third.  It  shoiutd  maintain  conditions, 
within  the  free-enterprise  system,  most 
likely  to  assure  adequate  supplies  of  es- 
sential materials  equitably  available  to 
all  units  in  the  industry  in  both  peace 
and  war. 

Fourth.  It  should  contribute  to  the  ex- 
pansion of  trade  and  of  industrial  activ- 
ity at  home  and  abroad  by  encouraging 
American  nationals  in  the  development 
of  both  domestic  and  foreign  oil  re- 
sources. 

Fifth.  It  should  (H>erate  to  strengthen 
our  free  institutions  by  demonstrating 
that  the  issues  which  periodically  arise 
in  an  industrial  democracy,  involving  the 
relations  of  Government  and  private  in- 
dustry, of  State  and  individual,  can  be 
successfully  resolved  within  our  existing 
institutional  framework. 

To  achieve  the  aims  outlined  by  the 
NPC.  it  is  of  great  importance  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  continue 
its  understanding  and  its  support  of  a 
tax  policy  that  will  encourage  explora- 
tion and  development  of  the  untapped 
reservoirs  of  oil  remaining  within  the 
borders  of  this  country. 

The  percentage-depletion  law.  passed 
by  Congress  in  1926  and  subsequently 
maintained,  has  been  a  major  factor  in 
the  development  of  our  oil  supplies. 
This  wise  and  understanding  and  neces- 
sary provision  of  the  tax  laws  must  be 
continued.  The  odds  against  profitable 
production  are  increasing  daily.  Wells 
are  being  drilled  deeper  and  deeper  and 
the  costs  are  ever  mounting.  Each  year 
the  gamble  becomes  more  pronounced. 
To  encourage  capital,  badly  needed  capi- 
tal, from  lending  institutions  and  indi- 
vidual investors,  the  oil  industry  must  be 
assured  of  a  tax  structure  that  will  per- 
mit exploration  in  unproven  areas  with 
the  prospect  of  a  profit  commensurate 
with  the  risks  involved. 

Such  a  policy  is  wise  and  tenable  be- 
cause it  is  based  upon  the  Nation's  need 
for  petroleum  and  not  the  industry's 
greed  for  profit. 

Since  1932  the  Congress  has  wisely 
encouraged  the  development  of  the  do- 
mestic petroleum  industry  by  discourag- 
ing the  importation  of  foreign  oil.  Here 
again  the  decision  was  necessarly  made 
and  maintained  on  the  basis  of  the  wel- 
fare of  oiu:  country.  Excessive  imports 
of  petroleum  products  are  a  threat  to 
the  Nation's  reserves  and  its  capacity  to 
produce  in  times  of  war.  Our  position 
of  strength  against  our  present  enemies 
may  well  be  In  ratio  to  our  capacity  to 
explore  and  to  produce  within  our  own 
borders  adequate  oil  and  reserves. 

The  NPC  has  put  it  this  way: 

The  Nation's  economic  welfar*  and  secu- 
rity require  »  policy  on  petroleum  Importa 
which  wUl  encourage  exploration  and  devel- 
opment efforts  In  the  domestic  Industry  and 
which  wui  make  available  a  t«^»tnniitn  sup- 
ply of  domestic  oil  to  Diaet  the  needs  of  tbls 
Nation. 

The  availability  of  petroleum  from  domes- 
tic fields  produced  under  sound  oonssrvaUon 
practices,  together  with  other  pertinent  fao- 


tors,  provides  the  means  for  determining  if 
Imports  are  necessary  and  the  extent  to 
which  impcn'ts  are  desirable  to  supplement 
our  oil  supplies  on  a  basU  which  will  be 
sound  In  terms  of  the  national  economy  and 
in  terms  of  conservation. 

The  implementation  of  an  import  policy, 
therefore,  should  be  flexible  so  that  adjtist- 
ments  may  readUy  be  made  from  time  to 
time. 

Imports  in  excess  of  our  economic  needs, 
after  taking  into  account  domestic  produc- 
tion in  conformance  with  good  conservation 
practices  and  within  the  limits  of  maximum 
efficient  rates  of  production,  wUl  retard  do- 
mestic exploration  and  development  of  new 
oil  fields  and  the  technological  progress  in  all 
branches  of  the  Industry  which  is  essential 
to  the  Nation's  economic  welfare  and 
security. 

The  importation  of  foreign  oil  is  a 
positive  threat  to  the  domestic  industry. 
It  is  not  difficult  to  conceive  of  a  proper 
policy  regarding  imports.  Only  greed  on 
the  part  of  elements  of  the  industry,  or 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, will  keep  us  from  a  quick  and  suc- 
cessful meeting  of  the  import  issue. 

A  recent  editorial  in  the  Oil  and  Gas 
Journal  very  ably  analyzed  the  require- 
ments for  success: 

If  defense  is  our  main  Job  and  if  oil  Lb 
vital  to  defense  and  if  a  domestic  reserve 
capacity  is  essential  to  the  pcpgram,  then  all 
concerned  should  help  achieve  this  objective. 

One  simple  fact  should  be  obvious:  Some- 
body has  to  pay  a  lot  of  money  to  build  up 
and  carry  reserve  oil-producing  capacity. 
Producers  are  wUling  to  finance  the  program 
themselves  if  they  can  get  enough  funds  from 
the  sale  of  oU  they  do  produce  to  carry  their 
Investment  in  unused  facilities. 

In  addition  to  an  adequate  price  per  bar- 
rel, producers  need  assurance  of  a  large 
enough  market  to  give  them  the  needed  in- 
come. This  means  holding  Imports  to  some 
reasonable  proportion  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumption, say  about  the  same  ratio  as  in 
recent  years. 

Other  essentials  of  this  program  are  a  fair 
allocation  of  steel  between  domestic  and  for- 
eign producers,  assuran^  that  foreign  pro- 
ducers wUl  share  in  the  reserve  program  by 
keeping  production  below  capacity  and  free- 
dom from  harassment  and  prosecution  for 
doing  what  the  defense  planners  ask. 

This  is  a  reasonable  program  and  it  doesnt 
require  any  worldwide  cartel  or  International 
control  machinery.  It  can  be  achieved  by  a 
clear  understanding  of  objectives  and  meth- 
ods, and  genuine  cooperation  among  all  ele- 
ments of  the  oil  Industry  and  the  Federal 
Government. 

Domestic  production  and  adequate  re- 
serves are  much  more  important  than 
profits  from  foreign  oil  imports. 

In  the  passage  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
in  1938.  the  Congress  specifically  denied 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission, an  agency  created  by  that  act. 
over  production  and  gathering  of  natu- 
ral gas. 

Here,  again,  the  administrative 
agencies  have  attempted  to  interfere 
with  congressional  intent  and  have  in 
many  instances  attempted  to  exercise 
controls  over  the  production  and  gath- 
ering of  natural  gas,  which  has  caused 
great  confusion  in  this  important  phase 
of  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 

The  petroleum  industry  Is  by  no  means 
a  sacred  cow  and  those  who  have  played 
a  part  in  its  development  are  by  no 
means  exempt  or  excused,  nor  shoifld 
they  be,  from  the  due  processes  of  law, 
nor  from  accountabili^.  No  indtistry 
rightfully  hopes  to  escape  necessary  su- 


pervision and  regulation.  Wisely,  the 
States  have  been  delegated  the  right  and 
power  of  such  control  and  supervision. 
Particularly  is  this  true  in  the  field  of 
conservation.  Such  a  policy  has  resulted 
in  our  ability  to  produce  adequate  sup- 
plies. The  continuance  of  such  a  policy 
is  basic  to  future  success. 

Regulation  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment must  be  kept  at  a  minimum  for 
over-regtUation  would  stifle  It.  It  is  an 
industry  that  thrives  on  freedom.  It  ia 
an  industry  that  nature  regulates  and 
one  which  competition  controls.  No 
trust  or  monopoly  threatens  the  con- 
sumer. 

This  may  well  be  the  atomic  age,  but 
it  is  certain  that  until  it  has  advanced 
considerably,  petroleimi  is  the  one  great 
resource  upon  which  we  must  depend  for 
progress  and  development  in  peace,  and 
for  survival  and  victory  in  war.  The 
welfare  of  the  industry  has  merged  with 
the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 


AMENDMENT  TO  CONSTITUTION  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEIAKKR  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
NicHOLSOM).  Under  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  DoLLivER]  is  recognized  for  45 
minutes. 

Mr.  DOLLIVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  included  at 
the  beginning  of  my  remarks  House 
Joint  Resolution  25. 

The  SPEAKE31  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(House  Joint  Resolution  25  follows:) 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep~ 
reaentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled  {ttoo-thirds  of  each 
House  concurring  therein).  That  the  follow- 
ing article  is  proposed  as  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which 
shall  be  valid  to  all  Intents  and  pturpKises  as 
part  of  the  Constitution  when  ratified  by 
the  legislatures  of  three-fourths  of  the  sev- 
eral States: 

"AancLB  — 

"SKrnoN  1.  No  treaty  or  executive  agree- 
ment shall  be  made  respecting  the  rights 
of  citizens  of  the  United  States  protected  by 
this  Constitution,  or  abridging  or  prohibit- 
ing the  free  exercise  thereof. 

"Sbc.  2.  No  treaty  or  executive  agreement 
shall  vest  in  any  international  organlaatioa 
or  in  any  foreign  power  any  of  the  legislative, 
executive,  or  judicial  powers  vested  by  this 
Constitution  in  the  Congress,  the  President, 
and  In  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
respectively. 

"Sbc.  S.  No  treaty  or  executive  agreement 
shall  alter  or  abridge  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the 
several  States  unless,  and  then  only  to  the 
extent  that,  Congress  shall  so  provide  by  act 
or  joint  resolution. 

"Sac.  4.  Executive  agreements  shall  not  be 
made  in  lieu  of  treaties. 

"Executive  agreements  shall.  If  not  sooner 
terminated,  expire  automatically  1  year  after 
the  end  of  the  term  of  ofltce  for  which  the 
President  making  the  agreement  shall  have 
been  elected,  but  the  Congress  may,  at  the 
request  of  any  President,  extend  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  term  of  such  President  the  life 
of  any  such  agreement  made  or  extended 
during  the  next  preceding  Presidential  term. 

•TTie  President  shall  pubUsh  all  executive 
agreements  except  that  those  which  in  his 
Judgment  require  secrecy  shall  be  submitted 
to  apiM-oprlate  committees  oX  the  CoBgrsss 
in  lieu  of  publication. 
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*Wc.  8.  OongreM  lihall  have  power  to  en- 
force this  article  by  appropriate  ieglslatlon. 

"Stc.  6.  Tbis  article  iball  be  Inoperative 
unlcM  It  aball  have  been  ratlfle<l  aa  an 
amendment  to  tbe  Constitution  by  the  leg- 
islatures of  three-fourths  of  the  several 
States  within  7  years  from  the  date  of  Its 
submission.". 

z 

Mr.  DOLLIVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
reason  of  the  impact  of  world  affairs  on 
the  United  States  and  the  Impact  of  the 
United  States  on  world  affairs  in  the 
present  generation,  new  and  intensified 
Interest  is  evident  in  the  treaty-making 
powers  delineated  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  The  entry  of  the 
United  States  into  the  United  Nations 
organization,  also  focuses  the  attention 
of  the  American  people  on  this  problem. 
In  the  last  50  years,  the  force  of  events 
has  pushed  our  country  into  a  new  and 
tintried  and  unusual  position  with  re- 
spect to  our  foreign  policy.  This  re- 
quires, once  again,  that  the  American 
people  look  at  the  situation  closely. 

To  begin  with  what  are  the  provisions 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
with  respect  to  treaty  making? 

Before  going  further,  let  me  set  forth 
the  existing  provisions  of  the  United 
States  Constitution,  pertaining  to  the 
making  of  treaties. 

aA&  J    nUATT-MAKINC     PaOVISIONS 

Article  n,  section  2,  clause  2: 


The  President — 

Aall  have  power,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  to  make  treaties,  pro- 
vided two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present 
concur:  and  he  shall  nominate,  and  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
shall  appoint  Ambassadors,  other  public  Min- 
isters, and  consuls. 

Article  I,  section  10.  clause  1 : 

No  state  shall  enter  Into  any  treaty,  alli- 
ance, or  confederation. 

SnPaSMACT  CLAUSK 

Article  VI,  clause  2 : 

This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  which  shall  be  made  in  pur- 
suance thereof;  and  all  treaties  made,  or 
which  shall  be  made,  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land:  and  the  Judges  in  every 
State  shall  be  bound  thereby,  anything  in 
the  Constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding. 

IMPUEMENTING    POWnS    OF    OONGKXSS 

Article  I,  section  8,  clause  18: 

The  Congress  shall  have  power  •  •  •  to 
make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the 
foregoing  powers,  and  all  other  powers  vested 
by  this  Constitution  in  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  In  any  department  or 
offlcer  thereof. 

There  are  many  who  contend  there  is 
no  necessity  for  an  amendment  of  the 
nature  I  propose.  Because  they  say  it 
Is  beyond  the  realm  of  possibility,  or 
even  probability,  that  the  Supreme  Court 
would  uphold  a  treaty  provision  which 
contravenes  a  constitutional  prohibition. 
In  support  of  this  contention  they  say 
that  the  Supreme  Court  has  stated  in 
Geofroy  v.  Riggs  ((1890)  133  U.  S.  258) 
and  in  Asakura  ▼.  Seattle  ((1924)  265 
U.  S.  332)  that  a  treaty  cannot  do  that 
which  the  Constitution  forbids. 


But  the  issue  is  not  so  simple.  I  too 
doubt  that  our  Supreme  Court  would  up- 
hold a  treaty  provision  to  override  a  con- 
stitutional prohibition.  I  feel,  however, 
with  thousands  of  other  lawyers  that 
while  the  treaty-making  power  might  be 
used  not  to  override  a  constitutional  pro- 
vision, It  might  be  employed  to  circum- 
scribe a  constitutional  right  without  run- 
ning afoul  of  a  constitutional  prohibi- 
tion. 

The  Supreme  Ckiurt  has  rendered  at 
least  three  opinions  containing  far- 
reaching  implications  in  this  respect. 
They  are.  first.  United  States  v.  Curtiss- 
Wright  Export  Corp.  ((1936)  299  U.  S. 
315-318),  which  stated: 

It  will  contribute  to  the  elucidation  of 
the  question  If  we  first  consider  the  differ- 
ences between  the  powers  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  respect  of  foreign  or  external 
affairs  and  those  in  respect  of  domestic  or 
Internal  affairs.  That  there  are  differences 
between  them,  and  that  these  differences  are 
fundamental,  nvay  not  be  doubted. 

The  two  classes  of  powers  are  different, 
both  in  respect  of  their  origin  and  their  na- 
ture. The  broad  statement  that  the  Feder- 
al Government  can  exercise  no  powers  ex- 
cept those  speclflcally  enumerated  In  the 
Constitution  and  such  implied  powers  as 
are  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  Into  ef- 
fect the  enumerated  powers,  is  categorical- 
ly true  only  in  respect  of  our  internal  af- 
fairs. In  that  field,  the  primary  purpxjse  of 
the  Constitution  was  to  carve  from  the  gen- 
eral mass  of  legislative  powers  then  {>os- 
sessed  by  the  States  such  portions  as  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  vest  in  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, leaving  those  not  Included  in  the 
enumeration  still  In  the  States.  Carter  v. 
Carter  Coal  Co.  (298  U.  S.  238.  284).  ITiat 
this  doctrine  applies  only  to  powers  which 
the  States  had,  is  self  evident.  And  since 
the  States  severally  never  possessed  interna- 
tional powers,  such  powers  could  not  have 
been  carved  from  the  mass  of  State  powers 
but  obviously  were  transmitted  to  the  United 
States  from  some  other  source.  During  the 
colonial  period,  those  powers  were  possessed 
exclusively  by  and  were  entirely  under  the 
control  of  tlie  Crown.  By  the  Declaration  of 
Independence,  "the  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America"  declared  the 
United  (not  the  several)  Colonies  to  be  free 
and  Independent  States,  and  as  such  to 
have  "full  power  to  levy  war,  conclude  peace, 
co.itract  alliances,  establish  commerce  and 
to  do  all  other  acts  and  things  which  inde- 
pendent States  may  of  right  do." 

As  a  result  of  the  separation  fron\  Great 
Britain  by  the  Colonies  acting  as  a  unit,  the 
powers  of  external  sovereignty  passed  from 
the  Crown  not  to  the  Colonies  severally,  but 
to  the  Colonies  in  their  collective  and  cor- 
porate capacity  as  the  United  States  of 
America.  Even  before  the  declaration,  the 
Colonies  were  a  unit  In  foreign  affairs,  act- 
ing through  a  common  agency — namely  the 
Continental  Congress,  composed  of  delegates 
from  the  13  Colonies.  That  agency  exercised 
the  powers  of  war  and  peace,  raised  an  army, 
created  a  navy,  and  finally  adopted  the  Dec- 
laration of  Independence.  Rulers  come  and 
go;  governments  end  smd  forms  of  govern- 
ment change;  but  sovereignty  svirvives.  A 
political  society  cannot  endure  without  a 
supreme  will  somewhere.  Sovereignty  Is 
never  held  In  suspense.  When,  therefore, 
the  external  sovereignty  of  Great  Britain  In 
respect  of  the  Colonies  ceased.  It  immedi- 
ately passed  to  the  Union.  See  Penhallou)  v. 
Doane  (3  Dall.  64.  80-81).  That  fact  was 
given  practical  application  almost  at  once. 
The  treaty  of  peace,  made  on  September  23. 
1783.  was  concluded  between  his  Britannic 
Majesty  and  the  "United  States  at  America." 
(8  SUt.  European  Treaties  80.) 


The  Union  existed  before  the  Oonstltution. 
which  was  ordained  and  established  among 
other  things  to  form  "a  more  perfect  Union." 
Prior  to  that  event.  It  is  clear  that  tbe 
Union,  declared  by  the  Articles  of  Confed- 
eration to  be  "perpetual,"  was  the  sole  pos- 
sessor of  external  sovereignty  and  In  the 
Union  it  remained  without  change  save  In* 
■ofar  as  the  Constitution  tn  express  temw' 
qualified  its  exercise.  The  Pramers'  Ck>nven* 
tion  was  called  and  exerted  its  powers  upon 
the  irrefutable  postulate  that  though  the 
States  were  several  their  people  in  respect 
of  foreign  affairs  were  one.  Compare  The 
Chinese  Exclusion  Case  (130  U.  8.  581,  004. 
606).  In  that  convention,  the  entire  ab- 
sence of  State  power  to  deal  With  those 
affairs  was  thus  forcefully  stated  by  Bufus 
King: 

"The  States  were  not  'sovereigns'  in  the 
sense  contended  for  by  some.  They  did  not 
possess  the  peculiar  features  of  sovereignty— 
they  could  not  make  war,  nor  peace,  nor 
alliances,  nor  treaties.  Considering  them  «a 
political  beings,  they  were  dumb,  for  they 
could  not  speak  to  any  foreign  sovereign 
whatever.  They  were  deaf,  for  they  could 
not  hear  any  propositions  from  such  sov- 
ereigns. They  had  not  even  the  organs  or 
faculties  of  defense  or  offense,  for  they 
could  not  of  themselves  raise  troops,  or 
equip  vessels,  for  war."  (5  Elliott's  Debate* 
212  » 

It  results  that  the  Investment  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  with  the  powers  of  external 
sovereignty  did  not  depend  upon  the  afllnn- 
atlve  grants  of  the  Constitution.  Tbe 
powers  to  declare  and  wage  war.  to  conclude 
peace,  to  make  treaties,  to  maintain  diplo- 
matic relations  with  other  sovereignties.  If 
they  had  never  been  mentioned  In  the  Con- 
stitution, would  have  vested  in  the  Federal 
Government  as  necessary  concomltanta  of 
nationality.  Neither  the  Constitution  nor 
the  laws  passed  in  pursuance  of  it  have  any 
force  in  foreign  territory  unless  in  respect  of 
our  own  citizens  (see  American  Banana  Co. 
V.  United  Fruit  Co..  (213  U.  S.  347,  356)); 
and  operations  of  the  nation  in  such  terri- 
tory must  be  governed  by  treaties.  Interna- 
tional understandings  and  compacts,  and  the 
principles  of  International  law.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  family  of  nations,  the  right  and 
power  of  the  United  States  in  that  field  are 
equal  to  the  right  and  power  of  the  other 
members  of  the  International  family. 
Otherwise,  the  United  States  is  not  com- 
pletely sovereign.  The  power  to  acquire  ter- 
ritory by  discovery  and  occup>ation  (Jones  v. 
United  State.i  (137  U.  S.  203,  212)).  the  power 
to  expel  undesirable  aliens  (Fong  Yue  Ting 
v.  United  States  (149  U.  S.  688.  705  et  aeq.)), 
the  power  to  make  such  international  agree- 
ments as  do  not  constitute  treaties  In  the 
constitutional  sense  {Altman  A  Co.  v.  United 
States  (224  U  S  583,  600-601));  Crandall, 
Treaties.  Their  Making  and  Enforcement,  Sd 
ed.,  p.  102  and  note  1),  none  of  which  Is  ex- 
pressly affirmed  by  the  Constitution,  never- 
theless exist  as  Inherently  Inseparable  from 
the  conception  of  nationality.  This  the 
court  recognized,  and  in  each  of  the  cases 
cited  found  the  warrant  for  Its  conclusions 
not  in  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  but 
lu  the  law  of  nations. 

The  third  case  is  United  States  v. 
Pink  ((1942)  315  U.  S.  203,  232-233). 
which  stated : 

We  recently  stated  in  Hines  v.  DavtdouHtB 
(312  U.  S.  52,  68),  that  the  field  which  affects 
International  relations  Is  the  one  aspect  of 
our  Government  that  from  the  first  has  been 
most  generally  conceded  imperatively  to  de- 
mand broad  national  authority:  and  that  any 
State  power  which  may  exist  Is  restricted  to 
the  narrowest  of  limits.  There,  we  were 
dealing  with  the  question  as  to  whether  a 
State  statute  regulating  aliens  survived  a 
similar  Federal  statute.  We  held  that  It  did 
not.    Here,  we  are  dealing  with  an  exclusive 
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PMeral  function.  If  State  laws  and  policies 
«iid  not  yield  before  the  exercise  of  external 
powers  of  the  United  States,  then  otir  for- 
eign policy  might  be  thwarted.  These  are 
delicate  matters.  If  State  action  could  de- 
feat or  alter  our  foreign  policy,  serious  conse- 
quences might  ensue.  The  Nation  as  a  whole 
would  be  held  to  answer  if  a  State  created 
difficulties  with  a  foreign  power.  Compare 
Chy  Lung  v.  Freeman  (92  U.  8.  279-280). 
Certainly,  the  condltloru  for  enduring  friend- 
ship between  the  nations,  which  the  policy 
of  recognition  in  this  instance  was  designed 
to  effectuate,  are  not  likely  to  flourish  where, 
contrary  to  national  policy,  a  lingering  at- 
mosphere of  hostility  la  created  by  State 
action. 

The  next  case  to  which  I  call  your  at- 
tention is  United  States  v.  Belmont 
{ ( 1937)  301  U.  S.  324,  331 ) ,  which  stated: 

Plainly,  the  external  powers  of  the  United 
States  are  to  be  exercised  without  regard  to 
State  laws  or  policies.  The  supremacy  of  a 
treaty  in  this  respect  has  been  recognised 
from  the  b'^ginnlng.  Mr.  Madison,  in  the 
Virginia  convention,  said  that  if  a  treaty 
does  not  supersede  existing  State  laws,  as 
far  as  they  contravene  its  operation,  the 
treaty  would  be  Ineffective.  "To  counteract 
it  by  the  supremacy  of  the  State  laws  would 
bring  on  the  Union  the  Just  charge  of  na- 
tional perfidy,  and  involve  us  in  war."  (3  El- 
liot's Debates  515.)  And  see  Ware  v.  Hylton 
(3  Dall.  109.  236-237).  And  while  thU  rule 
in  respect  of  treaties  is  establUhed  by  the 
express  language  of  cl.  2,  art.  VI.  of  the 
Constitution,  the  same  rule  would  result  in 
the  case  of  all  international  compacts  and 
agreements  from  the  very  fact  that  com- 
plete power  over  International  affairs  Is  In 
the  National  Government  and  is  not  and 
cannot  be  subject  to  any  ciu-tailment  or  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  the  several  States. 
Compare  United  States  v.  Curtis3-Wright  Ex- 
port Corp.  (290  U.  S.  304.  316).  et  aeq.  In 
respect  of  all  international  negotiations  and 
compacts,  and  in  respect  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions generally.  State  lines  disappear.  As  to 
such  purposes  the  State  of  New  York  does 
not  exist.  Within  the  field  of  Its  powers, 
whatever  the  United  States  rightfully  xin- 
dertakes.  It  nedessarlly  has  warrant  to  con- 
summate. And  when  Judicial  authority  Is 
invoked  in  aid  of  such  consummation.  State 
constitutions.  State  laws,  and  State  policies 
are  irrelevant  to  the  Inquiry  and  decision. 
It  is  inconceivable  that  any  of  them  can  be 
Interposed  as  an  obstacle  to  the  effective  op- 
eration of  a  Federal  constitutional  power. 
Compare  Missouri  v.  Holland  (252  U.  S.  416); 
Aaakura  v.  Seattle  (265  U.  S.  332,  341). 

Charles  E^ans  Hughes,  former  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  in  an  address  before  the  American 
Society  of  International  Law  on  April 
26.  1929.  has  stated: 

If  we  take  the  Constitution  to  mean  what 
It  says,  it  gives  in  terms  to  the  United  States 
the  power  to  make  treaties.  It  is  a  power 
that  has  no  erpUclt  limitation  attached  to 
it.  and  so  far  there  has  been  no  disposition 
to  find  in  anything  relating  to  the  external 
concerns  of  the  Nation  a  limitation  to  be 
implied. 

Now  there  Is.  however,  a  new  line  of  activity 
which  has  not  been  very  noticeable  in  this 
country,  but  which  may  be  In  the  futvu-e. 
and  this  may  give  rise  to  new  questions  as 
to  the  extent  of  tbe  treaty-making  power. 
I  have  been  careful  in  what  I  have  said  to 
refer  to  the  external  concerns  of  the  Nation. 
I  should  not  cure  to  voice  any  opinion  as  to 
an  Implied  limitation  on  the  treaty-making 
power.  The  Supreme  Court  has  expressed  a 
doubt  whether  there  eofuld  be  any  such. 
That  Is.  the  doubt  has  been  expressed  In  one 
of  Its  opinions.  But  U  there  Is  a  UmlUtioo 
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to  be  Implied,  I  should  say  it  might  be  found 
in  the  nature  of  the  treaty-making  power. 

What  is  the  power  to  make  a  treaty?  What 
is  the  object  of  the  power?  The  normal 
scope  of  the  power  can  be  found  In  the 
appropriate  object  of  the  power.  The  power 
is  to  deal  with  foreign  nations  with  regard 
to  matters  of  international  concern.  It 
is  not  a  power  Intended  to  be  exercised,  it 
may  be  assumed,  with  respect  to  matters 
that  have  no  relation  to  International  con- 
cerns. 

So  I  come  back  to  the  suggestion  I  made  at 
tbe  start,  that  this  is  a  sovereign  nation; 
from  my  point  of  view,  the  Nation  has  the 
power  to  make  any  agreement  whatever  in 
a  constitutional  manner  that  relates  to  the 
conduct  of  our  International  relations,  un- 
less there  can  be  found  some  express  iiro- 
hlbltlon  in  the  Constitution,  and  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  which  would  in  any  way  detract 
from  the  power  as  I  have  defined  it  In  con- 
nection with  otir  relations  with  other  gov- 
ernments. But  if  we  attempted  to  use  the 
treaty-making  power  to  deal  with  matters 
which  did  not  pertain  to  our  external  rela- 
tions but  to  control  matters  which  normally 
and  appropriately  were  within  the  local 
Jurisdictions  of  the  State,  then  I  again  say 
there  might  be  ground  for  implying  a  limi- 
tation upon  the  treaty-making  power  that 
it  Is  Intended  for  the  purpose  of  having 
treaties  made  relating  to  foreign  affairs  and 
not  to  make  laws  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States  in  their  internal  concerns  through 
the  exercise  of  the  asserted  treaty-making 
power, 

n 

The  treaty-making  provisions  of  our 
Constitution  were  written  at  a  time  and 
In  a  period  of  human  history  when  inter- 
national relations  were  much  simpler 
than  they  are  now.  This  is  particularly 
true  with  reference  to  our  new  Nation, 
founded  on  a  new  continent,  remote 
from  the  European  world. 

At  the  time  of  adoption  of  the  Consti- 
tution, there  were  no  means  of  rapid 
communication  by  telegraph,  telephone, 
or  radio.  The  journey  across  the  At- 
lantic was  slow  and  arduous,  made  by 
sailing  vessel.  There  was  much  less 
reason  for  close  and  strict  supervision 
of  international  affairs  than  is  true  to- 
day. 

Because  of  the  contemporary  situation, 
a  question  immediately  presents  itself 
for  discussion.  Does  the  United  States, 
through  the  United  Nations,  or  some  sim- 
ilar organization,  or  through  a  world  fed- 
eration, desire  to  relinquish  its  sovereign- 
ty as  a  nation — in  whole  or  in  part?  To 
some  legal  scholars,  it  appears  that  such 
relinquishment  could  take  place  through 
the  treaty-making  powers  outlined 
above,  and  take  place  practically  with- 
out the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  through  the 
"back  door." 

Certainly,  most  Americans  will  agree 
if  we  are  to  relinquish  a  portion  of  our 
sovereignty,  it  should  be  through  the 
franchise  of  the  people  as  expressed  in 
their  elected  representatives  and  not  by 
a  subterfuge  apparently  made  possible  by 
the  provisions  in  the  Constitution  con- 
cerning treaty  making. 

This  is  not  an  unfounded  fear.  The 
State  Department  imder  President  Tru- 
man's administration  has  stated  in  State 
Department  Publication  3972,  Foreign 
Affairs  Policy  Series  26,  released  Septem- 
ber 1950.  that  "there  is  no  longer  any 
real  distinction  between  'domestic'  and 
'Xoreign'  affairs." 


I  feel  very  strongly  that  our  Constitu- 
tion, adopted  by  the  sovereign  people  of 
this  great  land  of  ours,  has  given  the 
United  States  a  government  that  has 
guaranteed  human  liberties  and  provided 
economic  comforts  and  blessings  found 
nowhere  else  in  this  world,  and  therefore 
should  not  be  changed  unless  absolutely 
necesscuy. 

In  order  that  our  liberties  and  bless- 
ings shall  not  be  eroded  away  by  a  creep- 
ing tendency  toward  centralized  world 
government,  every  American  must  be 
alerted  to  the  dangers  that  lie  in  the 
treaty-making  power.  Our  forefathers, 
fully  aware  that  changes  in  the  economic 
situations  and  the  political  philosophies 
of  the  world  might  require  changes  in 
this  great  document,  provided,  with 
foresight  and  wisdom,  a  mode  of  amend- 
ment in  article  V.  This  mode  of  change 
I  propose  to  invoke.  While  the  idea  of 
raising  the  level  of  basic  freedoms  and 
rights  for  all  peoples  is  highly  commend- 
able and  concurred  in  by  me.  I  do  oppose 
any  course  of  action  through  the  exercise 
of  the  treatymaking  power  which  might 
effectuate  a  substantial  or  even  insignifi- 
cant lowering  of  our  liberties  and  bless- 
ings ostensibly  in  order  to  raise  those  of 
the  peoples  of  the  world.  Actually,  such 
a  lifting  of  other  peoples  must  come  from 
within  their  own  borders,  and  not  at  the 
expense  of  deterioration  of  our  freedoms. 

The  International  Covenant  on  Hu- 
man Rights,  as  revised  at  the  seventh 
session  of  the  United  Nations  Commis- 
sion on  Human  Rights,  April-May  1951. 
contains  many  provisions  which  might 
affect  certain  of  our  basic  rights  by  im- 
posing obligations  and  restraints  upon 
the  relationships  existing  between  our 
separate  States  and  their  citizens. 

The  medical  profession  especially  may 
be  confronted  with  its  socialization  un- 
der article  25,  which  reads: 

The  states  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize the  right  of  everyone  to  the  enjoyment 
of  the  highest  standard  of  health  obtain- 
able. With  a  view  to  Implementing  and 
safeguarding  this  right  each  State  party 
hereto  undertakes  to  provide  legislative 
measures  to  promote  and  protect  health  and. 
in  particular: 

(I)  to  reduce  infant  mortality  and  pro- 
vide for  healthy  development  oi  the  child; 

(II)  to  improve  nutrition,  housing,  sani- 
tation, recreation,  economic  and  working 
conditions,  and  other  aspects  of  environmen- 
tal hygiene; 

(ill)  to  control  epidemic,  endemic,  and 
other  diseases; 

(Iv)  to  provide  conditions  which  would 
assure  the  right  of  aU  to  medical  service 
and  nodical  attention  in  the  event  of  sick- 
ness. 

Our  coimtry  as  a  whole  may  be  con- 
fronted with  socialization  under  articles 
19  through  24.  which  read: 

AITICI.E     19 

The  States  parties  to  the  present  cove- 
nant— 

1.  Bearing  in  mind  the  link  between  the 
rights  and  liberties  recognized  and  defined 
above,  and  the  economic,  social,  and  cul- 
tural rights  proclaimed  in  the  universal  dec- 
laration of  human  rights: 

2.  Resolved  to  combat  the  scourges,  such 
as  famine,  disease,  poverty,  the  feeling  of 
Insecurity,  and  Ignorance,  which  take  toll  of 
or  degrade  men,  and  prevent  the  free  de- 
velopment of  their  personality: 

S.  Resolved  to  strive  to  insure  that  every 
buman  being  shaU  obtain  the  food,  clothing. 
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shelter,  essential  for  his  Uvelibood  and  well- 
being,  and  shall  achieve  an  adequate  stand- 
ard of  living  and  a  continuous  Improvement 
of  his  living  material  and  spiritual  condi- 
tions; 

4.  Undertake  to  take  steps,  indlvldxially 
and  through  intemattonal  cooperation,  to 
the  mazlmxmi  of  their  available  resources 
with  a  view  to  achieving  progressively  the 
full  realization  of  the  rights  recognized  in 
this  part  of  the  present  covenant. 

Asncu  so 
Work  being  the  basis  of  all  hiuian  en- 
deavor, the  States  parties  to  the  covenant 
recognize  the  right  to  work,  that  is*  to  say. 
the  fundamental  right  of  everyone  to  the 
opportunity,  if  he  so  desires,  to  gain  his  liv- 
ing by  work  which  he  freely  accepts. 

ASnCLX     SI 

The  States  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize the  right  of  everyone  to  Just  and  favor- 
able conditions  of  work,  including — 

(a)  Safe  and  healthy  working  conditions; 

(b)  Minimum  remuneration  which  pro- 
Tides  all  workers: 

(I)  With  fair  wages  and  equal  pay  for  equal 
work,  and 

(II)  A  decent  living  for  themselves  and 
their  families;  and 

(c)  Reasonable  limitation  of  working 
hours  and  periodic  holidays  with  pay. 

ASnCUE  22 

The  States  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize the  right  of  everyone  to  social  security. 

AKTICLZ  23 

The  States  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize the  right  of  everyone  to  adequate 
housing. 

ASnCLX   24 

The  States  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize the  right  of  everyone  to  an  adequate 
standard  of  living  and  the  continuous  im- 
provement of  living  conditions. 

The  states  »nd  local  subdivisions  may 
find  education  transferred  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  under  article  28  which 
reads: 

ASTTCLZ   SB 

The  states  parties  to  the  covenant  recog- 
nize: 

1.  The  rl(;ht  of  everyone  to  education. 

2.  That  education  facilities  shall  be  ac- 
cessible to  all  In  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  nondiscrimination  enunciated  in 
paragraph  1  of  article  1  of  this  covenant. 

3.  That  primary  education  shall  be  com- 
pulsory and  available  free  to  all. 

4.  That  secondary  education,  in  its  differ- 
ent forms,  including  technical  and  profes- 
sional secondary  education  shall  be  gener- 
ally available  and  shall  be  made  progres- 
sively free. 

5.  That  higher  education  shall  be  equally 
accessible  to  all  on  the  basts  of  merit  and 
shall  be  made  progressively  free. 

6.  That  fundamental  education  for  these 
persons  who  have  not  received  or  completed 
the  whole  period  of  their  primary  education 
shall  be  encouraged  as  far  as  possible. 

7.  That  education  shall  encourage  the  full 
development  of  the  human  personality,  the 
strengthening  of  respect  for  human  rights, 
and  fundamental  freedoms  and  the  suppres- 
sion of  all  Incitement  to  racial  and  other 
hatred.  It  shall  promote  \inderstandlng.  tol- 
erance, and  friendship  among  all  nations, 
racial,  ethnic,  or  religious  groups,  and  shall 
further  the  activities  of  the  United  Nations 
for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  enable  all 
persons  to  participate  effectively  in  a  free 
society. 

8.  The  obligations  of  States  to  establish  a 
system  of  free  and  compulsory  primary  edu- 
cation shall  not  be  deemed  incompatible 
with  the  liberty  of  parents  to  choose  for 
their  children  schools  other  than  those  es- 
tablished by  the  State  which  ccmform  to 
minimum  standards  laid  down  by  the  State. 


9.  In  the  exercise  of  any  functions  which 
the  State  assimaes  in  the  field  of  education, 
it  ahall  have  respect  for  the  liberty  of  parenU 
to  insure  the  religious  education  of  their 
children  in  conformity  with  their  own 
convictions. 

The  ICRal  and  all  other  professions  may 
not  be  aware  of  the  implications  of  arti- 
cle vm,  paragraph  2  of  Senate  Execuuv  e 
Report.  82d  Congress,  the  treat:  •  of 
friendship,  commerce,  and  nay»«ation 
between  the  United  States  and  Isi-ael 
which  states: 

a.  Nationals  of  either  party  ^all  not  l>e 
barred  from  practicing  the  professions  within 
the  territories  of  the  other  .oarty  merely  by 
reason  cf  their  alienage;  bui  they  BhR.il  be 
permitted  to  engage  in  proft<sslouiU  activ- 
ities therein  upon  compliance  with  the  re- 
quirements regarding  qualifloatlons,  resi- 
dence, and  competence  that  are  applicable 
to  nationall^  of  such  other  party. 

Let  US  consider  what  this  provision  can 
do  with  respect  to  state  requirements  for 
admission  to  the  bar  and  practice  before 
local  courts  of  the  United  States.  A 
cursory  examination  of  the  publication 
of  the  West  Publishing  Co.  entitled 
"Rules  for  Admission  to  the  Bar  (1951)" 
Indicates  that  of  53  Jurisdictions,  41 
States,  2  Territories,  2  pxjssessions,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia  have  require- 
ments in  one  form  or  another  relating  to 
citizenship.  Only  a  prolonged  study 
would  demonstrate  how  many  more  pro- 
fessions could  be  invaded  through  the 
invocation  of  this  provision. 

ni 

Fully  recognizing  the  arguments  that 
these  possibilities  may  never  develop, 
nevertheless,  I  feel  there  is  an  urgent 
need  for  a  constitutional  amendment  to 
clarify  the  situation.  I.  therefore,  have 
introduced  House  Joint  Resolution  25 
which,  I  believe,  will  resolve  doubts  cov- 
ering these  problems. 

It  was  introduced  the  first  day  of  the 
session  of  this  Congress.  That  amend- 
ment makes  provisions  as  follows: 

Section  1  reads: 

No  treaty  or  Executive  agreement  shall  be 
made  respecting  the  rights  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States  protected  by  this  Consti- 
tution, or  abridging,  or  prohibiting  the  free 
exercise  thereof. 

Its  broad  terms,  not  only  prohibit 
treaties  which  conflict  with  constitu- 
tional rights,  or  treaties  which  conflict 
with  enumerated  constitutional  rights, 
but  they  also  prohibit  treaties  respecting 
the  rights  of  the  citizens  protected  by 
the  Constitution  or  treaties  which  might 
abridge  or  prohibit  the  free  exercise  of 
such  rights. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  House 
Joint  Resolution  25  also  provides  that 
any  treaty  which  affects  the  internal 
economy  and  workings  of  the  United 
States,  shall  not  have  the  effect  of  super- 
seding the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  domestic  laws,  unless  and  un- 
til such  a  treaty  has  been  implemented 
by  congressional  action. 

My  amendment,  however,  does  not 
connict  with  the  well-established  doc- 
trine of  the  exclusiveness  of  control  of 
foreign  relations  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment as  expressed  in  article  IX  of 
the  Articles  of  Confederation:  "The 
United  States  in  Congress  assembled, 
shall  have  the  sole  and  exclusive  right 


and  power  of  sending  and  reoeiving  am- 
bastodors — entering  into  treaties  and 
alliances."  nor  as  expressed  in  article  n. 
sectton  2,  clause  2  of  the  Constitution  ot 
the  United  States,  supra. 

It  merely  prevents  the  exercise  of  the 
treatjrmaking  power  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  abridge  or  to  defeat  those  rights 
emanating  from  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  that  we  Americans  have 
considered  for  more  than  165  years  to  be 
inherent,  natural,  and  unchangeable. 

Section  2  of  my  resolution  reads: 

No  treaty  or  executive  agreement  shall  vest 
In  any  International  organization  or  in  any 
foreign  power  any  of  the  legislative,  execu- 
tive, or  Judicial  powers  vested  by  this  Con- 
stitution In  the  Congress,  the  President,  and 
m  the  courts  of  the  United  Statea,  respec- 
tively. 

It  must  seem  unnecessary  to  most  peo- 
ple to  incorporate  into  the  Constitution 
a  provision  of  this  nature.  It  must  seem 
inconceivable  to  most  people  that  there 
is  danger  of  the  President  negotiating 
and  the  Senate  ratifying  a  treaty  which 
would  delegate  or  transfer  these  powers 
to  an  international  or  foreign  power. 
That  the  possibility  is  not  too  far- 
fetched is  evident  from  the  testimony 
before  our  congressional  committees  on 
certain  proposals  pending  in  the  United 
Nations.  For  example,  Alfred  J. 
Schweppje.  of  Seattle,  chairman  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  committee 
having  the  Genocide  Convention  before 
it  for  study,  testified  before  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Sul)committee  that — 

The  ultimate  objective  of  proponents  of 
the  Genocide  Convention  Is  to  submit  Amer- 
ican citizens  to  trial  by  an  international 
court  on  account  of  having,  for  example. 
Inflicted  mental  harm  on  a  national,  eth- 
nical, racial,  or  religious  group. 

For  another  example.  George  A. 
Finch,  of  Washington,  member  of  the 
committee  on  peace  and  law  through 
the  United  Nations  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  and  editor  in  chief  of  the 
American  Journal  of  International  Law, 
testified  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Subcommittee  in  January  1950 
on  intent  to  destroy  and  mental  barm 
as  follows: 

Can  It  be  successfully  denied  that  segre- 
gation laws  are  susceptible  of  being  de- 
nounced as  causing  mental  harm  to  all  mem- 
bers of  a  group  against  which  such  laws 
discriminate?  Minority  groups  In  this  coun- 
try are  vigorously  seeking  to  have  such  dis- 
crimination abolished  by  Federal  legislation. 
Can  there  be  any  reasonable  doubt  that  if 
Congress  falls  to  enact  the  civil  rights  laws 
now  being  urged  upon  It  and  if  this  conven- 
tion Is  ratified  as  submitted,  members  of 
the  affected  groups  will  be  in  a  position  to 
seek  legal  relief  on  the  ground  that  this  so- 
called  Genocide  Convention  has  superseded 
all  obnoxious  State  legislation? 

Section  3  of  my  resolution  reads: 

No  treaty  or  executive  agreement  shall 
alter  or  abridge  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  sev- 
eral States  unless,  and  then  only  to  the  ex- 
tent that.  Congress  shall  so  provide  by  act 
or  Joint  resolution. 

I  did  not  include  in  this  section  that 
additional  clause,  found  in  many  of  the 
proposed  constitutional  amendments, 
which  places  an  additional  control  on 
congressional  implementing  legislation 
by  specifically  limiting  its  exercise  to  the 
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constitutionally    delegated    powers    of 
Congress. 

Nowhere  In  the  published  debates  of 
the  Constitutional  Convention  do  I  find 
any  proposal  that  the  treatymaking 
power  of  the  Federal  Government  shall 
be  held  within  the  delegated  powers  of 
Congress  in  the  domestic  field,  nor  do  I 
find  in  these  debates  any  suggestion  that 
needed  implementing  legislation  to  a 
treaty  should  be  limited  to  the  orbit  of 
specifically  delegated  powers.  I  assume, 
as  it  is  evident  from  the  debates  of  the 
Constitutional  Conventiion  that  our  fore- 
fathers assimied,  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment must  possess  in  the  interna- 
tional field  as  great  a  right  to  negotiate 
and  carry  out  international  agreements 
as  is  possessed  by  any  other  members  of 
the  family  of  nations. 

This  section  would  not  override  the 
rationale  of  the  opinion  in  Missouri  v. 
Holland  ((1924)  252  U.  S.  416).  to  the 
effect  that  the  Congress  may  enact  con- 
stitutional legislation  on  the  basis  of  a 
treaty  which  would  not  be  ix)ssible  were 
it  not  for  the  treaty.  I  feel  that  to  cir- 
cumscrilje  the  treatymaking  power  to 
the  extent  that  it  would  interfere  un- 
necessarily with  the  conduct  of  pur  for- 
eign affairs  is  not  proper.  I  believe  that 
it  should  be  possible  to  supersede  State 
laws  or  municipal  regulation  by  a  treaty 
If  the  following  actions  pertaining  to  the 
treaty  have  been  previously  taken:  First, 
negotiation  by  the  President;  second, 
ratifk:ation  by  the  Senate;  and,  third, 
implementation  by  the  Congress.  My 
proposed  amendment  i>revents  treaty 
provisions  from  being  self-executing  in 
the  domestic  legislative  field,  that  is,  be- 
coming effective  as  internal  law  contrary 
to  State  constitutional  provisions  and 
laws.  Under  my  amendment  a  treaty 
will  be  an  inteniational  agreement  only 
and  will  not  affect  domestic  internal  laws 
unless  and  until  Congress  has  passed 
implementing  legislation.  This  places  us 
in  the  same  position  as  that  now  pre- 
vailing in  most  other  countries  of  the 
world. 

My  amendment  also  limits  the  author- 
ity of  the  Executive  with  respect  to  exec- 
utive agreements.  It  does  not  abolish 
executive  agreements  but  provides  that 
any  executive  agreement  entered  into  by 
a  President  shall  expire  1  year  after  he 
leaves  office,  subject  to  provision  that  it 
can  be  renewed  by  his  successor  in  office. 

Section  4  of  my  resolution  reads: 

Executive  agreements  shall  not  be  made  in 
lieu  of  treaties. 

Executive  agreements  shall.  If  not  sooner 
terminated,  expire  automatically  1  year  after 
the  end  of  the  term  of  office  for  which  the 
President  making  the  agreement  shall  have 
been  elected,  but  the  Congress  may,  at  the 
request  of  any  President,  extend  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  term  of  such  President  the  life 
cf  any  such  agreement  made  or  extended 
during  the  next  preceding  President's  term. 

The  President  shall  publish  all  executive 
ajn-eements  except  that  those  which  In  his 
Judgment  require  secrecy  shall  be  submitted 
to  appropriate  committees  of  the  Congress  in 
lieu  of  publication. 

The  first  paragraph  of  this  section  is 
predicated  upon  the  need  to  arrest  the 
recently  developed  practice  of  bypassing 
the  Senate  with  the  substitution  of  an 
executive  agreement  for  a  treaty.  As  in- 
dicative of  this  trend  I  quote  the  state- 


ment of  Ur.  Vermont  Hatch.  New  York 
City,  mdnber  of  the  committee  on  peace 
and  law  through  the  United  NaUons  of 
the  American  Bar  Association,  in  the 
bearings  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  United 
States  Senate  on  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
130.  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  1952: 

The  extent  to  which  the  scale  between  the 
executive  agreemenU  and  treaties  has  shifted 
is  mighty  interesting.  Mr.  Borchard's  article 
in  54  Yale  Law  Journal  gives  you  an  account 
year  by  year,  and  Mr.  McClure  in  his  book 
does,  too.  Mr.  McCliu%  poinU  out  that  dur- 
ing the  first  50  years  of  government  under 
the  Constitution  the  President  Is  known  to 
have  entered  into  some  27  international  acts 
without  invoking  the  consent  of  the  Senate, 
while  60  became  law  as  treaties.  In  the 
second  half-century  there  were  238  executive 
agreements  and  215  treaties.  Now  it  has 
gone  the  other  way,  and  for  the  third  similar 
period  there  were  917  executive  agreements 
and  only  524  treaties,  so  you  can  see  exactly 
what  has  happened  (p.  59). 

Paragraph  2  of  this  section  would 
limit,  by  a  constitutional  restriction,  the 
effective  operation  of  executive  agree- 
ments by  providing  for  automatic  ex- 
piration 1  year  after  the  elective  term 
of  the  President  who  made  the  agree- 
ment. It  serves  notice  on  foreign  na- 
tions that  executive  agreements,  which 
in  effect  are  personal  undertakings  of 
the  President,  will  not  be  binding  ex- 
cept for  1  year  after  his  term. 

Paragraph  3  of  this  section  makes  pub- 
lication of  executive  agreements  manda- 
tory, except  those  requiring  secrecy,  in 
which  instances  they  would  be  submitted 
to  appropriate  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress. 

IV 

Knowing  the  extent  of  the  treaty- 
making  power  and  the  limitations  which 
may  be  imposed  by  treaties  on  the  in- 
ternal laws  of  the  United  States.  I  feel 
it  is  proper  at  this  time  to  submit  my 
proposed  amendment  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  to  the  ];)eople 
of  this  Nation  in  whom  sovereignty 
exists. 

I  do  feel  it  very  desirable  that  the 
questions  raised  by  this  amendment, 
which  are  the  direct  result  of  the  cur- 
rent situation,  should  be  carefully 
thought  out  and  considered  by  the  Amer- 
ican people.  This  is  not  a  passing  phase 
of  human  history.  The  whole  world  is 
bound  together  as  never  before,  and  our 
citizens  should  focus  their  attention  upon 
the  problems  raised  by  the  shrinking 
world.  For  a  good  many  generations 
ahead,  there  is  no  likely  diminution  of 
these  problems.  We  must  face  this  per- 
plexing and  difficult  issue,  and  decide  as 
a  people  what  our  course  will  be. 

I  have  every  confidence  that  Ameri- 
cans, if  given  the  facts,  will  make  the 
correct  and  righteous  decision. 


CAPT.   HYMAN  GEORGE  RICKOVER 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  YatssJ  is  recog- 
nized for  90  minutes. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is 
now  pending  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Senate  the  question 
of  confirmation  of  appointments  for  ad- 
miral which  were  made  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  recently 


convened  naval  selection  boards.  The 
recommendations  of  one  of  the  selec- 
tion boards  is  of  particular  importance. 
If  those  recommended  for  rear  admiral 
by  a  naval  selection  board  which  met  on 
July  8,  1952.  are  approved,  it  will  mark 
the  end  of  the  distinguished  career  of  a 
fine  naval  officer,  Capt.  Hyman  G.  Rlck- 
over.  Under  the  law.  having  served  for 
30  years  and  having  been  passed  over  by 
two  selection  boards,  Rickover  will  be 
compelled  to  retire  on  June  30.  1953.  at 
age  52.  With  his  retirement  will  come 
the  end,  too,  of  a  thrilling  saga  of  a  man's 
dedication  and  devotion  to  a  dream — a 
dream  of  controlling  the  new  force  which 
had  devastated  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki, 
a  dream  of  harnessing  the  atom  for  the 
United  States  Navy. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  HELLER.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  able  and  learned  gentleman  from 
Illinois  is  again  addressing  the  House  on 
the  Captain  Rickover  case.  May  I  at  this 
time  record  my  support  of  the  gentle- 
man's position  and  commend  him  for  the 
fight  he  is  making  for  fair  play  and  jus- 
tice for  Captain  Rickover.  The  good 
people  of  Illinois  can  well  be  proud  of  the 
services  being  rendered  the  Nation  by 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Yates]. 

Mr.  YATES.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  dream  will  not  have  been  fulfilled 
when  he  retires,  but  as  a  result  of  his 
doggedness  and  determination  we  stand 
on  the  threshold  of  reality.  Today  we 
are  building  two  nuclear-powered  sub- 
marines, a  nuclear-powered  aircraft 
carrier  and  are  contemplating  a  United 
States  Navy  completely  atom  powered 
within  the  next  10  or  15  years.  It  is  to 
be  deplored  that  Captcun  Rickover  must 
be  compelled  to  leave  the  Navy  before 
his  work  is  finished.  It  would  have 
been  infinitely  better  for  the  Navy,  for 
the  Nation,  for  all  concerned,  if  he  could 
have  been  promoted  to  rear  admiral  so 
that  he  could  have  completed  his  task 
before  retiring. 

In  my  speech  to  the  Congress  on  Feb- 
ruary 12,  I  stated  that  I  believed  a 
flagrant  injustice  had  been  done  to  a 
deserving  naval  officer.  I  really  believe 
he  was  wronged,  but  if  that  were  all 
that  was  involved  in  the  Rickover  case, 
I  would  not  again  be  taking  the  floor. 
But,  in  my  opinion,  the  Rickover  case  in- 
volves much  more  than  that.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  possibility  of  serious  error 
having  been  committed  by  passing  him 
over,  there  is  raised  also  the  question 
whether  his  retirement  will  Jeopardize 
prompt  completion  of  the  atomic  sub- 
marine project,  and  secondly  whether 
the  selection  board  processes  of  promo- 
tion should  be  reviewed  by  the  Congress 
to  provide  greater  assurance  of  fair 
treatment  to  officers  facing  promotion. 

Just  how  vital  to  the  United  States  is 
the  atomic  submarine  project?  'Is  it 
necessary  that  Captain  Rickover  stay  on 
or  can  any  replacement  for  him  in  ac- 
cordance with  usual  Navy  routine  carry 
on  the  work  as  well  as  he  has  done? 

Vice  Adm.  Charles  A.  Lockwood  thinks 
the  project  is  quite  Important.  In  an 
article  written  for  the  Saturday  Evening 
Post  few  July  22,  1950,  which  is  entitled 
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"We're    Betting    Our    Shirts    on    the 
Atomic  Submarine,"  he  said: 

Thank  Ood.  we  do  have  the  answer  to  the 
snorkel  submarine,  the  boat  which  has 
transformed  submersible  concepts  and  de- 
signs, and  upon  which  Russia  U  relying  to 
build  the  greatest  underwater  fleet  in  the 
world  and  thus  gain  control  of  the  seas. 

The  answer  to  the  Kremlin  threat  Is  the 
atomic -powered  submarine  presented  so 
dramatically  to  Congress  by  Adm.  Forrest  P. 
Sherman,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  when 
he  sought  the  necessary  appropriation  for  its 
construction.  The  present  cost  of  a  stand- 
ard fleet-type  submarine  is  $10  million.  At 
a  coat  of  »40  million,  which  will  include  the 
building  of  the  initial  atomic  pile  and  the 
actual  construction  of  the  vessel,  in  3  years 
the  United  States — we  hope — will  be  the  first 
nation  to  possess  the  atom  submarine,  and 
so  lay  the  foundation  for  a  fleet  which  will 
outrun,  outfight,  and  outmaneuver  the  most 
advanced  snorkel  types  that  Russia  is  build- 
ing behind  the  curtain  or  Is  likely  to  build. 
•  •  •  I  repeat  that  we  have  the  answer  to 
the  Russian  snorkel  In  the  atom  submarine, 
and  that  we  shall  possess  a  weapon  that 
might  well  decide  the  next  war.  It  certainly 
wUl  decide  any  naval  war.  •  •  • 

The  measureless  power  that  was  unleashed 
to  devastate  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki  will  oe 
harnessed  for  propulsion  purposes  and  will 
produce  the  first  true  submarine — a  vessel  of 
high  speed,  unlimited  range,  and  operational 
ability,  scorning  the  present  snorkel  for  air 
Intake,  and  using  the  more  effective  weapons 
constantly  being  perfected,  the  deadliest 
imderwater  killer  ever  conceived. 

One  gathers  the  impression  that  Ad- 
miral Lockwood  is  convinced  that  the 
atomic-submarine  project  is  entitled  to 
top  priority  among  all  the  projects  in 
the  Navy,  and  rightly  so.  It  is  an  un- 
dertaking vital  to  the  safety  and  wel- 
fare of  our  Nation.  The  admiral  con- 
tinues: 

The  pity  of  It  Is  that  we  didn't  start  earlier 
on  the  project,  so  that  at  the  present  point 
In  history  the  Russian  challenge  would  be 
less  overpowerlngly  iirgent.  The  Navy  De- 
partment and  several  able  scientists,  part 
of  our  wartime  group  of  naval  aulstants,  had 
plans  for  jiist  such  a  boat  back  In  1946,  but 
failed  to  get  the  green  light  from  the  higher 
•chelons.  •  •  • 

Although  the  efforts  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment to  strengthen  our  national  defense  by 
production  of  this  Invincible  submarine  were 
retarded  for  years,  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  the 
National  Research  Council,  and  the  Office 
of  Naval  Research  were  not  idle.  Plans  for 
this  newest  power  plant  were  developed,  and 
Intensive  study  was  initiated  In  naval.  In- 
dustrial, and  university  laboratories  to  solve 
the  difficult  engineering  problems  presented 
by  this  radically  new  prime  mover. 

Thus,  even  though  we  are  years  late  in 
realizing  the  original  conception,  the  proj- 
ect has  a  good  technical  head  start.  For 
this,  the  Nation  should  be  deeply  grateful  to 
the  submariners,  engineers,  and  scientists 
who  never  lost  hope,  but  stood  by  their 
guns. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  name 
of  Captain  Rickover  is  not  mentioned  as 
having  had  any  part  in  the  conception 
and  development  of  the  atomic  subma- 
rine. Admiral  Lockwood  gives  credit  to 
Vice  Adm.  E.  L.  Cochrane  and  to  Capt. 
A.  Q.  Mumma  as  being  the  initiators  of 
the  project,  but  not  to  Rickover.  One 
finds  a  similar  omission  in  reading  the 
article  by  Adm.  Homer  N.  Wallin  en- 
titled "America's  New  Dreadful  Weapon." 
which  appeared  in  Collier's  for  Decem- 
ber 20,  1952.  Admiral  Wallin  gives  no 
credit  to  any  single  individual,  although 


he  must  have  remembered  the  citation 
with  which  Secretery  of  the  Navy  Kim- 
ball had  bestowed  a  gold  star  on  Captain 
Rickover  in  lieu  of  a  second  Legion  of 
Merit  a  few  months  before  the  article 
was  published,  which  read  as  follows: 

Captain  Rickover  more  than  any  other  in- 
dividual is  responsible  for  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  the  nuclear  sub  program.  He  has 
held  tenaciously  to  a  single  Important  goal 
through  discouraging  frustration  and  op- 
position. His  efforts  have  led  to  the  laying 
of  the  keel  of  the  world's  first  nuclear-pow- 
ered submarine  well  in  advance  of  his  orig- 
inal schedule. 

Secretary  Kimball  added  the  state- 
ment: 

Rickover  has  accomplished  the  most  im- 
portant piece  of  development  in  the  history 
of  the  Navy. 

One  wonders  whether  the  apparent 
oversight  of  the  admirals  in  their  articles 
was  purposeful.  In  contrast  to  their 
viewpoint  is  the  one  appearing  in  the 
recently  published  book  by  Dr.  Ralph  E. 
Lapp,  entitled , "The  New  Force,"  which 
the  author  describes  as  a  history  of  atoms 
and  people.  On  page  143  the  author 
says: 

At  the  time  that  the  switch-over  occurred 
in  the  power  program,  I  was  working  for 
the  Research  and  Development  Board  In  the 
Pentagon  and  I  took  pains  to  explore  the 
military  priority  for  an  atomic  submarine. 
I  discovered  that  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
had  assigned  a  priority  to  the  nuclear  pro- 
pulsion of  undersea  craft  but  upon  further 
Inquiry  this  turned  out  to  be  a  desirable 
military  objective  rather  than  an  urgent 
military  necessity.  The  Navy  Department,  at 
the  time,  was  not  sold  upon  the  atomic  sub- 
marine and  Its  enthuslaam  for  the  project 
was  largely  centered  upon  a  single  naval 
officer.  Capt.  H.  G.  Rickover.  I^re  than  any 
one  person,  civilian  or  military.  Captain 
Rickover  was  responsible  for  getting  the  Navy 
interested  in  A-power. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  PRICE.  The  gentleman,  of 
course,  knows  I  have  served  since  its 
creation  on  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy.  In  June  of  last  sum- 
mer I  had  the  privilege  of  being  as- 
signed by  the  late  Senator  Brlen  Mc- 
Mahon.  chairman  of  that  committee,  to 
represent  the  Congress  at  the  laying  of 
the  keel  of  the  first  atomic  submarine, 
at  Groton,  Conn.  I  well  recall  the  high 
tribute  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
and  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  the  work  and  the 
effort  on  the  part  of  Captain  Rickover  in 
connection  with  this  project. 

In  line  with  what  the  gentleman  has 
been  stating  in  his  remarks,  may  I  read 
just  one  paragraph  of  the  tribute  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, Mr.  Gordon  Dean,  paid  to  Cap- 
tain Rickover  at  that  time: 

There  are  many  people  who  have  played  a 
role  In  the  events  which  have  led  to  this 
ceremony,  but  If  one  were  to  be  singled  out 
for  special  notice,  such  an  honor  should  go 
to  Capt.  H.  G.  Rickover.  whose  talents  we 
share  with  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  and  whose 
energy,  drive,  and  technical  competence  have 
played  such  a  large  part  in  making  this 
project  possible. 

Those  words  were  in  line  with  the 
statements  of  other  speakers  on  that  oc- 


casion. Every  one  of  them  paid  tribute 
to  Captain  Rickover  as  a  man  who 
babied,  fostered,  and  brought  this  proj- 
ect along. 

May  I  say  that  our  own  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  put  much  of  the  drive 
behind  the  military  to  go  forward  with 
this  project.  The  gentleman  has  stated 
that  it  was  a  sort  of  project  the  military 
endorsed,  but  did  not  put  any  expeditious 
effort  behind.  Our  committee  put  much 
of  the  effort  behind  that  project,  and  not 
until  Captain  Rickover  came  into  the 
program  were  we  getting  the  results  that 
we  as  a  committee  desired. 

I  think  the  gentleman  is  doing  a  great 
service  to  the  country  in  bringing  the 
Captain  Rickover  case  to  the  attention 
of  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  remarks.  May  I  say  that  I  think 
the  gentleman  deserves  great  credit  for 
the  part  he  has  played  as  a  member  not 
only  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  but  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  House  in  making  sure 
that  the  military  might  of  this  Nation 
would  be  kept  in  the  forefront  of  the 
nations  of  the  world,  that  It  would  be 
modern,  streamlined,  and  prepared  for 
any  eventuality.  The  gentleman  is  to  be 
commended  also  for  having  recognized 
the  talents  of  Captain  Rickover  and 
helped  in  liis  drive  for  the  atomic  sub- 
marine. 

In  the  next  chapter  the  author  tells  the 
story  of  Rickover's  drive  for  the  atomic 
submarine  as  follows: 

The  foregoing  (material)  should  sulBe*  to 
indicate  some  of  the  aspects  of  producing 
atomic  power  In  a  nuclear  engine  and  to 
point  out  the  unique  problems  assoclatad 
with  the  latter.  We  are  by  now  equipped 
with  sufficient  technical  facts  about  atomic 
engines  to  proceed  to  discuss  the  propulsion 
unit  which  the  Atomic  Energy  Commlssloa 
and  the  Navy  E>epartment  are  collaborating 
on  and  which  promises  to  be  the  world's  first 
mobile  atomic  powerplant. 

In  tracing  back  through  the  records,  I  find 
that  the  first  clear-cut  recognition  of  the 
possibility  of  using  atomic  power  In  subma- 
rines is  contained  In  a  report  to  President 
Roosevelt.  Dated  November  1,  1939,  this  re- 
port states:  "If  the  chain  reaction  could  be 
controlled  so  as  to  proceed  gradually,  it 
might  conceivably  be  used  as  a  continuous 
source  of  power  In  submarines,  thus  avoid- 
ing the  use  of  large  batteries  for  underwater 
power."  Although  this  is  the  first  published 
record  I  could  find,  I  know  from  my  work 
with  the  Navy  that  the  Naval  Research  Lab- 
oratory had  become  Interested  In  nuclear 
power  In  the  spring  of  1939  and  had  under- 
taken preliminary  experiments  In  the  field. 
Thereafter  the  Navy  was  almost  completely 
frozen  out  of  the  atomic  project  so  that 
there  was  nothing  done  and  no  Interest  was 
manifest  In  atomic  propulsion  until  the  end 
of  the  war. 

One  might  have  expected  that  after  V-J 
Day  the  Navy  would  have  moved  Into  the 
atomic  power  field,  for  It  is  probably  the 
world's  largest  consumer  of  premium  fuels. 
Furthermore,  it  has  constantly  searched  for 
new  methods  of  propelling  undersea  craft. 
looking  for  fuels  which  would  not  consume 
precious  oxygen.  Moreover,  the  Navy  Is 
mindful  of  the  need  to  do  away  with  the 
dead  weight  of  fuel  storage  which  Is  such  a 
limiting  factor  In  marine  design.  And,  of 
course,  it  Is  always  on  the  lookout  for  new 
engines  to  drive  ships  through  the  seas  at  a 
faster  clip.  Despite  all  of  these  facts,  the 
Navy  In  1945  and  for  at  least  3  years  to  fol- 
low seemed  blind  to  the  potentialities  at 
atomic  power. 


There  was  one  man  in  the  Navy  who  did 
see  the  use  for  A-power.  This  was  a  slightly 
built  but  hard-bitten  officer  named  Capt. 
Hyman  O.  Rickover.  Not  only  did  he  see  his 
final  objective  clearly  but  he  proceeded  reso- 
lutely toward  getting  A-power  for  subma- 
rines, possessed  of  all  the  zeal  and  energy  of 
a  rellgloiis  convert.  I  remember  first  run- 
ning across  Captain  Rickover  just  after  the 
end  of  the  war  when  he  visited  our  Chicago 
laboratory.  At  that  time  I  had  not  come  into 
contact  with  many  naval  officers  but  I  real- 
ized Immediately  that  Rickover  was  some- 
thing of  a  phenomenon.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  speak  his  mind  or  to  criticize  any- 
thing— the  latter  characteristic  was  scarcely 
one  which  later  endeared  him  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission. 

Captain  Rickover  realized  that  the  poet- 
war  era  found  the  Navy  in  a  very  confused 
state  of  mind  and  that  there  was  no  inter- 
est in  atomic  propulsion.  So.  very  adroitly, 
he  did  not  Immediately  attempt  to  sell  the 
big  brass  on  this  new  venture;  rather  he 
gathered  around  himself  a  group  of  young 
lieutenants  and  proceeded  to  make  them 
sweat  It  out  at  Oak  Ridge,  learning  all  the 
wrinkles  in  this  new  technology.  There  were 
two  things  which  he  knew  were  needed  to 
pry  open  the  door  for  the  Navy;  one  was 
technical  knowledge  about  atomic  energy 
and  the  other  was  personal  acquaintance 
with  atomic  scientists.  It  Is  not  fair  to  say 
that  Rickover  and  bis  cohorts  infiltrated 
into  the  atomic  energy  project,  (or  this  Im- 
plies both  stealth  and  a  kid-glove  approach: 
It  Is  more  appropriate  to  say  that  the  Navy 
secured  s  beachhead  In  the  atomic  field. 

During  the  establishment  of  the  beach- 
head the  Atomic  Energy  Conunlssion  took 
over  control  of  all  atomic  work.  The  peril- 
ously small  naval  task  force  clung  to  Its  po- 
sition, anticipating  trouble  but  none  de- 
veloped. With  his  landing  force  secure.  Cap- 
tain Rickover  launched  the  second  phase  of 
his  campaign.  He  badgered  the  Navy  to  en- 
llRt  the  support  of  the  big  guns  In  Washing- 
ton, these  being  the  admirals  on  Constitu- 
tion Avenue.  Before  the  naval  position 
could  be  enlarged  he  realized  that  strong 
demands  had  to  be  made  upon  the  AEC.  In 
other  words  the  Navy  had  to  apply  the  pres- 
sure to  the  new  agency  In  order  to  speed  up 
work  on  naval  reactors.  About  this  time  I 
had  moved  from  Chicago  to  Washington  and 
was  working  in  the  Pentagon  as  scientific 
adviser  to  the  War  Department  and  in  the 
course  of  time  I  met  Captain  Rickover  fre- 
quently. 

One  meeting  I  shall  never  forget.  I 
dropped  by  Rickover's  office  across  the  street 
from  the  AEC  headquarters.  Greeting  me 
with  a  wry  smile  the  Captain  shoved  a  manlla 
folder  across  his  desk  at  me.  I  glanced  at 
the  title  on  the  cover,  "Quarterly  Progress 
Report  on  Atomic  Propulsion."  and  flipped  it 
open.  Inside  there  was  a  single  blank  piece 
of  paper.  "We  didn't  do  a  damned  thing." 
he  said  and  added  some  choice  comments 
about  the  way  In  which  the  prefect  was 
polng.  The  latter  didn't  surprise  me  but  I 
was  Intrigued  with  the  zero-word  report 
which  Rickover  had  prepared  for  his  superior. 
Vice  Admiral  Mills,  then  chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ships.  This  was  but  one  of  the  ways  In 
which  he  persuaded  Admiral  Mills  to  do 
something  about  getting  an  atomic  subma- 
rine for  the  Navy. 

There  was  another  meeting  that  is  equally 
vivid  to  me.  This  one  was  a  much  larger 
and  more  formal  affair — the  annual  meeting 
of  the  Symposium  on  Undersea  Warfare,  held 
in  the  auditorium  of  the  Interior  Etepart- 
ment.  There  were  hundreds  of  officers  and 
civilians  present  and  on  the  stage  were  Ad- 
miral Mills  and  an  AEC  commissioner.  Admi- 
ral Strauss,  who  was  presiding.  Reading  a 
prepared  speech,  Admiral  Mills  fired  broad- 
side after  broadside  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  for  lu  failure  to  develop  atomic 
power,  especially  for  the  Navy.  At  one  point 
In  his  speech  the  towering  admiral  tvtrned 
to  Admiral  Strauss  and  interpolated:   "Mind 


you.  the  Navy  Isn't  griping,  but  we  do  want 
atomic  power."  Admiral  Strauss  must  have 
wandered  back  to  his  AEC  office  In  a  daze 
for  he  had  had  no  advance  warning  of  the 
attack. 

The  Navy  had  used  its  big  guns  for  the 
first  time  and  before  the  reverberations  had 
ceased  it  was  clear  that  the  second  phase  of 
Rickover's  campaign  was  accomplished.  Any 
kid  gloves  which  the  captain  may  have  pos- 
sessed were  put  aside  in  favor  of  a  bare- 
knuckles  approach  to  nuclear  propulsion. 
Even  those  who  held  no  love  for  Captain 
Rickover,  and  these  included  many  officers, 
had  to  admit  that  he  had  secured  his  beach- 
head and  had  also  succeeded  In  swinging  top 
strategy  around  to  support  a  major  offensive. 

Up  to  the  spring  of  1948  Captain  Rickover 
had  been  practically  the  only  driving  force 
for  nuclear  propulsion.  What  he  had  ac- 
complished in  3  years  of  dogged  persistence 
he  had  done  almost  slnglehanded.  After 
Admiral  Mills'  slam-bang  speech  the  situa- 
tion changed.  The  Committee  on  Under- 
sea Warfare  gave  support  to  the  atomic  pro- 
pulsion program  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  officially  endorsed  the  military  objec- 
tive in  developing  the  new  type  submarine. 
Real  pressure  was  now  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  ABC.  Lacking  a  real  program  of  its  own 
and  l>elng  unable  to  cope  with  the  pressure, 
the  atomic  agency  formulated  the  reactor 
program  which  was  descritwd  In  the  previous 
chapter. 

These  facts  as  I  have  stated  them  consti- 
tute to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  the  real 
history  of  how  the  reactor  program  in  the 
United  States  was  shaped  and  how  the  Navy 
made  its  entry  into  the  A-ix>wer  field. 
Somewhere  within  the  AEC  headquarters 
there  is  probably  an  official  history  of  these 
same  developments  and  they  probably  dis- 
agree sharply  with  my  account.  Too  often 
.official  histories  are  tidy  and  logical  accounts 
of  events  which  are  neither  logical  nor  com- 
plementary. The  facts  as  I  have  presented 
them  are  those  of  an  eyewitness,  not  an 
historian. 

This  is  the  story  as  told  by  an  eye- 
witness, one  who  should  know  what  hap- 
pened. When  one  considers,  too.  the 
statement  by  Dr.  Lawrence  R.  Hafstad, 
Director  of  Reactor  Research  for  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission: 

It  Is  an  understatement  when  I  say  that 
more  than  any  other  single  Individual  in  the 
entire  nuclear  submarine  program.  Captain 
Rickover  Is  responsible  for  the  present  rapid 
development  of  the  project. 

When  one  remembers  the  words  of  the 
late  Senator  Brien  McMahon.  who  was 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Compiittee  on 
Atomic  Energy: 

In  all  seriousness.  I  think  the  whole  coun- 
try as  well  as  the  Navy  owes  a  debt  to  Rick- 
over— I  think  he  Is  proving  that  the  Impos- 
sible In  the  atomic  field  cannot  only  be  done 
but  done  quickly  and  by  economic  means. 

When  one  recalls  the  tribute  paid  by 
Gordon  Dean.  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  at  the  ceremony  at 
which  the  keel  for  the  first  atomic-pow- 
ered submarine  was  laid  on  June  14, 
1952.  when  he  said: 

There  are  many  men  who  have  played  a 
role  In  events  which  have  led  to  this  cere- 
mony but  if  one  were  to  be  singled  out  for 
special  notice,  such  an  honor  should  go  to 
Capt.  H.  G.  Rickover  whose  talents  we  share 
with  the  Bureau  of  Ships  and  whose  energy, 
drive  and  technical  competence  have  played 
such  a  large  part  in  making  thl^  project 
possible. 

When  one  is  reminded  of  what  Sec- 
retary Kimball  told  the  Joint  Conunittee 
on  Atomic  Energy  on  September  22, 1951, 
that — 


This  Westinghouse  bunch  is  a  very  capa- 
ble organization  with  this  very  intricate 
manufactTiring  thing  for  this  titanium  they 
have  to  make,  and  they  got  this  machinery 
in  12  months;  and  I  said  how  4^  they  get 
it  in;  and  they  said,  "Rickover  made  us  get 
it  in." 

When  one  considers  all  of  these  en- 
comiums from  people  who  were  inti- 
mately associated  with  the  A-sub  proj- 
ect, one  wonders  even  more  at  the  ad- 
mirals' oversight  in  not  having  given 
some  acknowledgment  to  Rickover's  ac- 
complishments. One  wonders,  too.  about 
the  nine  admirals  who  sat  on  the  selec- 
tion t)oard  which  passed  over  Rickover 
for  the  second  time.  They  knew  that 
their  action  would  compel  his  retirement 
from  the  Navy  long  before  his  work  on 
the  first  naval  atomic  vessel  project  was 
completed. 

Why  was  Hickover  persona  non  grata 
to  the  admirals,  especially  since  accord- 
ing to  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel 
he  had  not  received  an  unsatisfactory 
or  unfavorable-fitness  report? 

Perhaps  it  is  because  Rickover  is  an 
individualist  and  the  Navy  has  no  use 
for  individualists.  The  Navy  demands 
organizational  achievements  and  not  in- 
dividual achievements.  In  the  course  of 
the  design,  development  and  construc- 
tion of  any  naval  vessel,  the  project  may 
have  as  many  as  a  dozen  different  direc- 
tors at  various  officer  echelons.  In  the 
past,  as  many  as  two  or  three  Chiefs  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ships  have  been  connected 
with  one  project.  The  Navy  offlcer-rota- 
tional  program  is  such  that  after  about  3 
years  in  a  job  a  man  moves  on.  Another 
steps  in  to  fill  his  shoes,  inheriting  both 
the  strengths  and  the  frailties  of  his 
predecessor.  Time  goes  on.  Eventually 
out  of  the  system  comes  a  finished  prod- 
uct. The  system  gets  the  credit  for  the 
achievement — not  the  people,  for  none 
of  them  have  really  been  around  long 
enough  to  make  a  lasting  impres^on  on 
the  developments. 

Perhaps  this  is  what  motivated  the  se- 
lection board's  action,  for  we  can  only 
speculate.  Although  Rickover  had  been 
in  his  particular  assignment  for  an  un- 
usually long  time,  the  selection  board 
may  have  been  convinced  that  the  amaz- 
ing results  that  were  obtained  in  so 
short  a  period  of  time  came  out  of  the 
system;  that  there  were  people  who  were 
put  in  the  job  and  that  the  system,  in- 
dependent of  the  man,  produced  the  re- 
sults. If  this  were  the  case,  all  that 
could  be  said  was  that  Rickover  was 
lucky  to  be  assigned  to  the  spot,  and  that 
his  mere  presence  in  the  job  was  not  and 
is  not  sufficient  reason  or  justification 
to  make  him  an  admiral. 

But  actually  that  is  not  what  occurred. 
The  facts  show  that  the  success  story  of 
the  atomic  project  is  one  almost  entirely 
of  individual  achievement — the  vision 
and  devotion  of  a  single  man.  The  glow- 
ing tributes  which  Rickover  has  received 
attest  this,  and  if  further  verification  is 
desired,  it  can  be  obtained  from  the  peo- 
ple who  know — the  people  working  In 
the  program.  I  thought  I  should  talk  to 
some  of  them  and  I  did.  I  learned  a 
great  deal  about  Captain  Rickover — not 
everything  perhaps,  but  enough  to  con- 
vince me  that  he  is  a  most  unusual  per- 
son, operating  in  a  most  imusual  way, 
who  has  achieved  fabulous  results. 
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I  learned  that  Rickover  undertook  al- 
most on  his  own  to  achieve  atomic  pro- 
pulsion for  the  Navy;  that  almost  on  his 
own  he  undertook  and  set  out  to  get  the 
research,  the  development  and  manu- 
facturing facilities,  the  trained  person- 
nel, the  appropriations,  and  interest  it 
needed.  In  order  to  place  himself  in  a 
position  to  carry  on  operations  effec- 
tively, he  obtained  dual  responsibilities 
in  both  the  AEC  and  the  Navy.  He  could 
then  represent  both  organizations,  elim- 
inating liaison  problems  and  the  accom- 
panying red  tape.  Not  only  did  he  ob- 
tain this  for  himself,  but  for  his  entire 
organization.  This  unique  setup,  which 
he  personally  masterminded  and  imple- 
mented, is  an  administrative  gem  which 
has  saved  time  and  money.  It  was  a 
major  instrument  in  the  effectiveness  of 
his  future  operations. 

This  done,  Rickover's  next  step  in- 
volved people.  He  knew  what  the  Navy 
sometimes  fails  to  recognize — that  all 
great  things  come  out  of  people,  not  sys- 
tems. There  had  to  be  good  people,  who 
were  well  trained;  people  who  could 
think  clearly,  have  mature  judgment, 
accept  responsibility.  His  own  personnel 
he  carefully  screened  for  these  char- 
acteristics. He  personally  urged  the 
companies  with  which  he  did  busi- 
ness to  spend  more  time  on  per- 
sonnel; to  hire  better  people;  to  con- 
tinually delve  down  into  their  organiza- 
tions to  find  younger  people  who  could 
accept  more  responsibility;  to  recognize 
and  allow  engineers  to  operate  with 
fuller  authority  and  consequently  more 
effectiveness.  Companies  with  which  he 
does  business  will  readily  admit  that  it 
was  Rickover's  urging  and  persistence 
that  forced  them  to  equip  themselves  to 
do  a  faster,  better,  more  competent  job. 
He  sets  a  tremendous  example  of  hard 
work*  himself — 12  to  14  hoiirs  a  day. 
6  or  7  days  a  week.  He  ^f  ks  no  loyalty 
to  himself.  He  demands  devotion  only 
to  the  job. 

Rickover  Is  a  fanatic  on  training.  He 
was  the  major  Influence  in  getting  the 
Oak  Ridge  School  of  Reactor  Technology 
set  up.  He  arranged  for  a  course  in 
nuclear  engineering  to  be  set  up  at  MIT 
to  train  ofiBcers.  He  sent  people  away 
to  school  for  special  training  over  the 
objections  of  subordinates  who  were 
already  strained  for  personnel.  These 
same  objectors  now  admit  that  without 
this  training  people  within  their  organ- 
ization could  not  carry  on  the  job  today. 

The  on-the-job  training  is  continual 
and  incessant.  Rickover  sets  extremely 
high  standards  and  then  trains  his  peo- 
ple to  meet  them.  His  training  has  paid 
off.  Today,  due  to  his  efforts,  there  are 
now  hundreds  who  have  received  train- 
ing in  this  work.  Typical  of  Rickover's 
vision  and  foresight  was  the  early  train- 
ing of  the  crew  for  the  first  submarine. 
Long  before  the  design  of  the  engine  was 
completed  he  made  arrangements  for  the 
Navy  to  assign  a  small  group  of  ofTlcers 
and  enlisted  men  to  the  project  to  insure 
that  fully  quahfled  people  would  be 
available  for  the  ship. 

The  depth,  the  entire  scope  of  the 
program  came  out  of  Rickover.  As  re- 
cently as  1947.  atomic  science  and  engi- 
neering were  mysteries  to  the  Industry 
of  this  country.  Such  work  was  carried 
on    in    the    national    laboratories — Ar- 


gonne.  Oak  Ridge.  Los  Alamos,  and  so 
forth— in  an  atmosphere  designed  to 
match  universities.  There  existed  a  be- 
lief In  both  the  laboratories  and  industry 
that  these  matters  were  too  esoteric  for 
industry,  that  the  problems  of  secrecy 
were  too  complex  for  the  industrial  or- 
ganization, that  the  profit  motive  nec- 
essary to  lure  industry  was  lacking. 

But  Rickover  believed  that  nuclear 
power  could  not  be  realized  without  the 
help  of  industry;  that  the  newborn  dis- 
cipline of  atomic  energy  could  not  be 
engineered  by  the  scientists  who  had 
devised  it;  that  it  had  to  be  simplified 
and  streamlined  to  the  point  that  engi- 
neers could  understand  it  and  make  it 
work. 

He  had  to  sell  industry  on  investing 
their  most  talented  and  most  promising 
people  in  this  new  and  apparently  profit- 
less field.  He  had  to  sell  scientists  on 
turning  over  the  responsibility  for  their 
delicately  nurtured  brain  child  to  the 
crude,  rough  hands  of  Industry.  These 
things  he  believed  and  these  things  he 
accMnplished. 

It  was  Rickover  who  established  the 
design  philosophy  for  the  power  plant 
and  then  initiated  the  action  to  see  that 
it  was  carried  out.  It  was  he  who  decided 
the  plant  would  not  be  built  as  a  labora- 
tory model  to  prove  a  principle,  but 
built  to  go  into  a  ship.  It  would  not  be 
spread  out  as  a  test  facility  but  would 
be  built  as  an  engine  which  could  go 
to  war — rugged,  reliable,  and  shock 
proof,  designed  to  go  in  a  submarine  and 
meet  submarine  requirements.  So  the 
program  was  established  to  build  the 
land-based  engine  Into  a  section  of  a 
submarine  hull.  Rickover  insisted  that 
the  shipboard  problems  had  to  be  faced 
In  the  present,  not  the  future.  This  was 
the  hard  way  but  the  short  way.  This 
was  the  gamble  but  it  paid  off.  This 
was  all  done  over  the  objections  of  many 
leading  engineers  and  scientists  In  the 
business.  They  now  all  admit  that  the 
prospects  of  a  nuclear-powered  subma- 
rine in  1954  would  not  even  be  realized 
if  Rickover  had  not  laid  out  the  way. 

Not  only  did  Rickover  set  the  scope, 
but  he  set  the  time  scale  as  well.  He 
wanted  a  submarine  in  1954.  The  engi- 
neers and  physicists  told  him  it  could 
not  be  done.  He  would  not  listen.  They 
pointed  out  all  the  design,  development, 
research,  and  manufacturing  problems. 
He  would  not  listen.  Laboratories,  test 
facilities — all  of  these  were  nonexistent. 
Rickover  said  he  would  get  these  for 
them  and  he  did.  They  soon  found  out 
that  he  was  not  fooling.  He  was  all 
business.  So  they  proceeded  to  do  the 
things  they  said  could  not  be  done  and 
they  did  it  within  the  time  scale  he  set 
up.  His  pushing  and  unreasonableness 
were  soon  felt  by  every  welder,  laboratory 
technician,  and  engineer.  This  man 
could  be  pleased  but  never  satisfied. 

Training,  scope  of  program,  time 
scale — these  are  functions  that  could 
come  out  of  any  administration.  But 
people  in  the  program  say  this  was  only 
a  small  part  of  Rickover's  operations. 
He  traveled  frequently,  often  times 
spending  every  day  in  his  office  and  every 
night  in  some  plant  away  from  Washing- 
ton. He  was  not  content  with  reading 
reports,  or  receiving  glowing  accounts  of 
progress   from   company   officials.     He 


went  out  Into  the  plants,  watched  equip- 
ment on  test,  picked  out  design  soft  spots 
and  continually  brought  his  naval  engi- 
neering experience  to  bear  on  equipment 
designs.  Where  he  saw  danger  in  de- 
pending on  one  source  of  supply,  he 
pushed  parallel  efforts.  He  was  never 
satisfied  with  satisfactory  performance. 
He  was  always  seeking  excellence.  He 
would  personally  check  to  satisfy  him- 
self that  the  equipment  could  be  main- 
tained by  sailors  and  did  not  require 
doctors  of  philosophy  to  nurse  it.  The 
design  and  performance  standards  were 
Rickover's.  His  influence  was  felt  right 
down  to  the  drawing  boards  where  people 
were  working  on  pumps,  boilers,  control 
equipment,  and  other  items  too  numerous 
to  mention. 

When  the  development  of  Industrial 
zirconium  bogged  down,  he  stepped  in 
and  personally  took  charge.  He  named 
himself  "Mr.  Zirconium"  and  personally 
directed  the  whole  zirconium  program 
for  over  a  year.  As  a  result  of  Rickover's 
pushing  and  guidance,  zirconium  has 
gone  through  the  same  evolution  in  3 
years  that  aluminum  went  through  In 
50  years.  His  methods  have  compressed 
20  years  of  engineering  into  5. 

Rickover  has  left  his  imprint  on  every 
engineer  scientist  and  technician  in  the 
atomic  sub  program.  Every  component 
has  felt  the  weight  of  his  philosophy  and 
experience. 

Are  his  methods  the  usual  Navy  way 
of  doing  things?  Unquestionably  not. 
Does  this  mean  that  his  methods  are 
inferior  to  the  usual  Navy  way?  Un- 
questionably not.  What  it  does  mean 
apparently,  is  that  he  canixot  continue 
to  do  what  he  has  done  and  stay  in  the 
good  graces  of  the  Navy. 

This  is  the  story  in  part,  of  Rickover's 
accomplishments.  The  Job  is  not  com- 
plete and  will  not  be  finished  in  June. 
What  will  happen  to  the  project  when 
Rickover  leaves? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Some  days  ago  I  read 
a  press  release  about  the  case  of  Captain 
Rickover.  In  that  story  I  believe  it  gave 
his  age  a^  52.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  when  the  Selection  Board  has 
passed  a  man  over  a  second  time  that 
they  will  not  again  consider  his  case 
for  promotion,  and  he  might  Just  as 
well  resign  and  for  that  reason  he  is 
resigning? 

Mr.  YATES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  The  retirement  age  is 
62.  Is  it? 

Mr.  YATES.  No.  Under  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947.  it  is  provided  that 
when  an  oflBcer  Is  in  a  promotion  zone 
and  is  passed  over  by  two  succeeding 
Selection  Boards  for  promotion,  that  is, 
he  is  not  selected  by  the  Board  for 
promotion  and  he  has  a  certain  number 
of  years  of  service — in  Rickover's  case, 
being  a  captain,  the  number  is  30  years- 
having  been  passed  over  twice,  with  the 
appropriate  number  of  years  in  service, 
the  officer  is  compelled  to  retire  when 
his  term  of  service  is  up.  I  consider  the 
practice  to  be  most  wasteful  of  valuable 
manpower,  and  I  certainly  think  that 
the  law  should  be  changed.  There  Is 
another  case  I  remember  very  well  of  a 


man  who  was  In  the  Air  Force,  and  who 
retired  at  the  age  of  47.  It  was  Lieu- 
tenant General  Quesada,  who  until  his 
retirement,  was  the  head  of  the  bomber 
command  of  the  Air  Force.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  laws  pertaining  to  the 
Air  Force  are  similar  to  those  of  the 
Navy  or  whether  his  retirement  was 
mandatory.  I  do  know  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Navy.  Rickover's  retirement  is 
mandatory.  He  can  retire  and  the  Navy 
can  call  him  back,  provided  he  wants 
to  come  back.  I  discuss  later  in  my 
address,  however,  that  this  will  not 
serve  to  expedite  completion  of  the 
atomic  vessel  project. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  want  to  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  for  the  infor- 
mation and  commend  him  on  his  efforts 
in  behalf  of  the  captain. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Janu- 
ary 15,  1953,  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Kim- 
ball held  a  press  conference  at  which  the 
following  exchange  of  questions  and  an- 
swers took  place : 

The  Press.  You  feel  the  Navy  has  enough 
men  of  Rickover's  caliber  so  they  can  afford 
lo  retire  them 

Secretary  Kimball.  You  never  have  enough 
men  of  enough  caliber,  but  we  have  got  a 
lot  of  very  capable  people  In  our  technical 
branches.  I  think  the  strength  of  the 
Navy — really,  the  great  strength  of  the 
Navy — 18  our  special-duty  officers.  We  have 
them  to  a  greater  extent  than  either  of  the 
other  services. 

The  Press.  You  have  a  man  that  can  take 
over   In   Rickover's  Job.   then? 

Secretary  Kimball.  Yes. 

The  Pkess.  Who  Is  he? 

Secretary  Kimball.  I  could  name  you  two 
or  three,  but  I  wouldn't  care  to  start  a  name- 
calling  thing.  I  am  hoping  they  will  keep 
Captain  Rickover  on  that  Job  because  he  has 
done  a  fine  Job  on  It. 

The  Pkxss.  You  wanted  him  promoted  to 
admiral:  Is  that  It? 

Secretary  Kimball.  Surely,  but  I  was  not 
willing  to  Insist  that  the  board  do  It. 

The  Secretary  said  that  he  could  name 
two  or  three  j)eople  who  could  take  Rick- 
over's place,  but  it  is  significant  that  he 
wound  up  by  saying  that  he  hoped  Cap- 
tain Rickover  would  be  kept  on  the  Job 
because  he  has  done  such  a  fine  job. 

Nobody  knows  what  will  happen  when 
Rickover  leaves.  There  will  be  a  re- 
placement: there  always  is.  But  who  It 
will  be  is  unknown  at  this  time.  That  is 
why  I  believe  it  Is  so  desperately  impor- 
tant that  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
of  the  Senate  find  out  before  it  acts  on 
confirmation  of  those  recommended  for 
admirals  who  will  be  placed  in  command 
of  the  atomic-vessel  project.  There  is 
no  naval  oflBcer  in  the  project  itself  who 
could  replace  Rickover.  In  the  normal 
course  of  events  the  Navy  will  bring  an 
officer  in  from  another  activity  who 
knows  nothing  about  the  project,  because 
rotation  of  duty  Is  the  Navy  way,  even 
among  EDO  officers,  and  the  project  must 
inevitably  suffer. 

The  Navy  will  put  another  captain  on 
the  project,  although  one  would  think 
that  with  the  whole  fleet  moving  onto  an 
atom-powered  basis  in  10  or  15  years,  the 
activity  is  important  enough  to  be  sub- 
ject to  the  command  of  an  admiral. 
The  Air  Force  project  which  seeks  the 
application  of  nuclear  power  to  aircraft 
is  under  the  command  of  a  general. 

While  it  may  not  "go  to  hell  In  a  hand- 
basket"  as  one  reporter  stated  would 


happen,  we  cannot  overlook  the  state- 
ment of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
which  appeared  in  the  Washington  Post 
on  February  18.  1953.  that — 

If  Rickover  Is  forced  to  resign  from  the 
Navy  on  retirement  schedules,  these  things 
probably  will  happen:  (a)  Morale  of  the  AEC 
Naval  Reactors  Branch  will  be  affected;  (b) 
some  of  Rickover's  staff  will  leave;  and,  (c) 
there  will  be  a  time  lag  that  usually  occurs 
when  there  is  a  change  In  a  key  post. 

The  extent  to  which  these  factors  oc- 
cur will  determine  the  promptness  and 
success  of  completion  of  the  A-sub  proj- 
ect. These  would  not  have  been  sources 
for  concern  had  Rickover  been  recom- 
mended for  promotion. 

Amazingly  enough,  the  admirals  who 
decided  that  Rickover  should  not  be  pro- 
moted to  flag  rank  status,  have  recog- 
nized how  important  his  services  are  to 
the  atomic  submarine  project.  They  are 
trying  to  pull  him  back  into  the  Navy 
through  the  back  door.  On  February 
13,  1953,  an  article  appeared  in  the  New 
York  Times  which  stated  that  the  Navy 
Is  "both  asking  and  urging"  Capt.  Hy- 
man  G.  Rickover  to  stay  on  his  job  of 
»  directing  the  building  of  the  world's  first 
atomic-powered  submarine.  Rear  Ad- 
miral Wallin  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  who 
should  know  more  than  anyone  else  of 
the  Importance  of  Rickover's  work,  is 
quoted  as  saying  that  the  Navy  was  "ask- 
ing and  urging  the  scientist  to  stay  on 
the  Job.  If  he  agrees,"  the  article  goes 
on.  "he  presumably  would  go  through 
the  formality  of  retirement  and  then  be 
recalled  to  active  duty." 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  matter  were  not 
so  serious,  it  would  be  laughable.  To  my 
mind  this  offer  is  the  usual  smoke  screen 
laid  down  by  the  admirals  as  they  beat  a 
hasty  retreat  from  an  obvious  and  colos- 
sal blunder.  In  one  breath  they  say  that 
Rickover  does  not  merit  promotion  and 
we  can  get  along  very  well  without  his 
services.  In  the  next  breath,  they  say 
that  his  talents  are  so  vital  to  the  success 
of  the  atomic  project  that  we  urge  him 
to  retire  and  come  back  on  active  duty. 

Let  us  examine  that  proposition  for  a 
moment.  Can  Rickover  do  as  good  a  job 
as  a  retired  naval  captain  recalled  to 
active  duty  as  he  has  done  up  to  now? 
Can  he  have  any  infiuence.  let  alone  per- 
sonal pride  with  his  superior  officers  who 
until  recently  were  his  junior  in  rank? 
Will  he  have  the  same  prestige  with 
junior  officers  in  the  Navy  or  with  in- 
dustry when  they  know  that  he  has  been 
passed  over  twice?  Will  the  atomic  proj- 
ect receive  a  greater  setback  by  having 
a  passed-over  captain  at  its  head  or  a 
new  commanding  officer  who  is  merely 
a  figurehead?  Certainly,  a  captain  who 
has  been  retired  and  recalled  does  not 
have  the  same  power  to  influence  deci- 
sions as  one  who  still  retains  the  pos- 
sibility of  becoming  an  admiral. 

In  his  press  conference  of  January  15. 
Secretary  Kimball  was  asked  the  ques- 
tion: 

With  your  knowledge  of  the  Navy,  what  Is 
your  opinion  of  how  well  a  twice  passed- 
over  captain  can  operate  in  the  Navy?  How 
much  respect  and  command  do  you  think 
they  can — 

At  this  point  Secretary  Kimball  broke 
in  with  his  reply: 

In  the  case  of  Rickover — in  the  case  of 
any  of  them  that  are  passed  over  twice — we 


know  a  lot  of  people  In  there  who  have  been 
passed  over  twice  that  are  extremely  canable 
people,  extremely  capable  people.  I  know 
a  dozen  of  them  that  I  am  very  fond  of  and 
have  a  very  high  respect  for  their  technical 
ability  and  I  have  tried  and  gotten  many  of 
them  placed  in  industry. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  this  is  a  signifl- 
cant  answer.  In  effect,  Secretary  Kim- 
ball acknowledges  t»^ot  a  passed-over 
captain  does  not  have  the  prestige  nec- 
essary to  remain  on  active  duty  in  the 
Navy  for  a  job  such  as  running  the 
atomic  vessel  project.  The  Secretary  in- 
fers that  moving  into  private  industry  is 
much  better.  So  that  when  the  sugges- 
tion is  made,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Rick- 
over should  return  to  continue  to  head 
up  the  project  as  a  passed-over  captain, 
much  as  I  respect  and  admire  the  cap- 
tain, I  would  be  hesitant  to  recommend 
that  he  do  so.  not  only  for  his  own  per- 
sonal prestige  and  profit,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  program,  as  well. 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  very  important  point 
has  been  overlooked  in  this  whole  case 
because  primary  emphasis  has  been 
placed  on  the  military  uses  of  atomic 
power.  We  must  realize  that  the  Navy's 
atomic  program  today  represents  the 
only  real  effort  in  the  Nation  to  eng-ineer 
practical  atomic  power  systems.  It  is 
the  only  basis  there  is  of  the  country's 
infant  atomic  industry.  Rickover's 
group  has  actually  two  power  plants 
completely  designed  and  construction 
is  now  well  advanced.  These  plants  are 
of  entirely  different  types,  both  from  a 
nuclear  standpoint  and  from  a  power 
plant  standpoint.  Another  large  power 
plant,  this  one  capable  of  propelUng  an 
aircraft  carrier — or  of  powering  a  city, 
if  you  will — is  now  being  designed.  This 
represents  a  third  and  completely  dif- 
ferent approach  to  the  use  of  atomic 
power.  "Thus,  in  a  few  years,  while  other 
reactor  programs  are  still  in  the  early 
stages  of  development,  there  will  be  op- 
erating in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
three  entirely  different  land  based 
atomic  engines.  These  plants  will  be 
run  by  engineers  and  not  theoretical 
scientists.  Their  components  have  been 
produced  by  industrial  concerns — not  by 
atomic  laboratories.  Operations  and 
maintenance  procedures  will  be  based 
on  Navy  and  industrial  practice,  for 
these  are  not  mere  laboratory  rigs. 
That  is  why  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission is  so  vitally  interested  in  the 
Navy's  power  plants  as  central  station 
prototypes.  That  is  why  when  civilian 
atomic  power  comes,  it  will  be  a  by- 
product of  the  Navy's  work. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  February  12,  I  stated 
to  the  Congress  that  we  are  in  a  new 
age — an  atomic  age  and  that  we  should 
establish  atomic  age  standards,  by  giv- 
ing recognition  for  promotions  in  the 
Navy  to  those  officers  who  are  scientists 
as  well  as  those  who  are  fighting  men. 
I  suggested  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  an 
element  of  cotcunon  sense  and  fairness 
should  be  brought  to  engineering  duty 
officer  selection  processes  and  I  pro- 
posed: 

First.  That  the  members  of  engineer- 
ing duty  officer  selection  boards  which 
are  convened  to  pass  upon  the  promo- 
tion or  retention  of  officers  in  flag  rank 
shall  consist  of  three  line  officers,  three 
engineering    duty    officers,    and    three 
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civilians  who  are  selected  by  the  Presi- 
dent from  among  the  outstanding  sci- 
entists and  engineers  in  the  country. 

Second.  The  chairman  of  such  a  board 
shall  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  designated  for  the  purpose  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Third.  There  shall  be  a  stenographic 
record  made  of  the  entire  proceedings  of 
the  board,  copies  of  which  shall  be  for- 
warded to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  In  the  event  that  there  is  dis- 
agreement by  members  of  the  selection 
board,  such  disagreement,  with  reasons 
therefor,  may  be  noted  and  attached  to 
the  stenographic  report  by  the  minority 
members. 

Fourth.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or  the  Presi- 
dent shall  have  the  right  to  reject  the 
action  of  the  selection  board  in  whole  or 
in  part  and  to  reconvene  the  board.  In 
the  event  that  there  shall  be  disagree- 
ment among  the  members  of  the  selec- 
tion board,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Navy 
or  Defense  and  the  President  may  sub- 
stitute the  name  of  an  officer  not  selected 
by  the  majority,  but  approved  by  at  least 
one  member  of  the  board.  If  either  of 
the  Secretaries  does  so,  he  shall  make 
an  appropriate  notation  on  the  report, 
with  his  reasons,  in  forwarding  the 
report  to  the  President  for  final  appoint- 
ment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  today  filed  a  bill 
incorporating  those  suggestions. 

My  biU,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  limited  to  the 
promotion  of  officers  of  flag  rank.  I 
have  not  yet  given  sufficient  study  to  the 
possibility  of  its  application  to  officers 
in  lower  ranks,  although  I  believe  that 
congressional  review  of  their  situation  is 
warranted.  I  have  recently  received  a 
letter  from  a  lieutenant  commander,  who 
for  obvious  reasons  refused  to  sigm  his 
name,  reading  as  follows : 

DcAX  Sm:  In  connection  with  your  investi- 
gation of  the  passover  of  Captain  Rlclcover 
I  would  like  to  point  out  thla  apparent 
unequal  treatment  is  now  the  rule  well  below 
the  rank  of  captain. 

The  action  of  the  selection  board  laat  Oc- 
tober, for  instance,  in  passing  over  10  out  of 
18  eligible  AEDO  lieutenant  commanders  for 
promotion  to  commander  is  a  case  in  point. 
Thla  is  much  below  the  ratio  of  accepted 
unrestricted  officers  in  the  promotion  zone. 
It  la  a  known  fact  that  sonse  of  these  AEDO 
officers  have  excellent  records  while  some 
of  the  unrestricted  officers  recommended  for 
promotion  have  at  least  questionable  records. 

Many  of  these  "engineering  duty"  officers 
who  answered  the  Navy's  frantic  call  for 
BClentinc  and  specialized  personnel  at  the 
close  of  the  last  war  now  find  themselves  in 
the  position  of  not  being  able  to  advance 
in  the  Navy  and  not  being  able  to  get  out 
and  return  to  their  civilian  Jobs  since  no 
resignations  from  the  Regular  Navy  are  being 
accepted.  These  officers  face  a  possibility  of 
being  kept  on  active  duty  up  to  18  years  in 
the  same  rank  before  the  law  will  permit 
retirement  or  release.  This  is  certainly  a 
different  picture  than  was  painted  for  them 
in  1947-48  when  they  were  Induced  to  accept 
Regular  commissions. 

It  is  my  belief  that  any  action  taken  by 
Cc^ngress  to  force  the  promotion  of  qualified 
captains  but  which  does  not  also  extend 
down  to  the  lower  ranks  will  only  serve  to 
work  further  hardship  on  the  lower  ranks 
by  serving  to  limit  the  number  of  officers  who 


are    allowed   to   become   qualified   captains 
even  more  severely  than  at  present. 

The  letter  graphically  shows  a  dis- 
couragement and  deterioration  of  mo- 
rale among  AEDO  officers  and  EDO  offi- 
cers that  is  most  disturbing  and  dis- 
heartening. These  branches  of  the  serv- 
ice used  to  attract  the  flower  of  Naval 
Academy  classes.  Today  those  standing 
highest  in  their  class  seek  servioe  in 
other  branches,  because  the  opportuni- 
ties for  promotion  are  so  limited.  The 
length  of  tenure  required  in  each  grade 
and  the  attrition  in  the  selection  process 
itself  bear  abnormally  hard  upon  the 
naval  engineering  officers.  In  1940 
Comdr.  H.  N.  Wallin.  of  the  Construction 
Corps,  who  incidentally  is  now  Chief  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ships,  and  an  admiral, 
wrote  a  paper  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posed merger  between  the  personnel  of 
the  Construction  Corps  and  the  Bureau 
of  Engineering.  It  appears  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  Register  for  April  27,  1940,  and 
I  believe  it  is  worth  quoting  in  full: 

Commander  Wallin  submitted  some  Ideas 
on  technical  and  personnel  assignments.  He 
said: 

"In  any  discussion  of  personnel  legislation 
it  is  essential  that  we  do  not  lose  sight  of  the 
tremendous  importance  of  the  quality  of  our 
technical  personnel  who  are  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  designing  and  producing 
the  best  ships  and  equipment  possible.  The 
importance  of  this  follows  from  the  fact  that 
no  matter  how  efficient  or  spirited  our  oper- 
ating personnel  may  be.  when  the  real  test 
comes,  the  fate  of  the  battle  will  usually  de- 
pend upon  the  ability  of  our  ships  to  flght. 
and  to  continue  in  the  fighting  in  spite  of 
severe  blows. 

"In  other  words,  material  Is  certainly  of  no 
less  importance  than  the  personnel  who  man 
the  ships.  Deficiencies  In  material  may  well 
prove  fatal  to  the  Navy  and  to  the  national 
defense  of  the  country.  This  is  axiomatic; 
it  is  a  fact  generally  recognized  and  accepted, 
but  material  Is  a  prosaic,  inanimate  thing, 
and  there  is  a  natural  tendency  to  take  it 
for  granted  and  to  assume  that  it  will  always 
be  adequate  for  the  purpose  intended.  Most 
persons  not  engaged  in  the  actual  work  of 
ship  construction,  and  even  those  operating 
the  ships,  seldom  have  an  adequate  apprecia- 
tion of  the  vast  amount  of  technical  talent 
which  must  constantly  be  applied  to  the  de- 
sign and  construction  cf  our  ships.  Thus,  if 
we  are  to  have  the  best  ships,  we  must  have 
the  best  technical  personnel — men  who  are 
educated  and  trained  in  their  specialty  and 
encouraged  to  devote  their  full  talents  to 
the  task  of  striking  the  best  balance  possible 
in  the  conflicting  requirements  and  com- 
plexities of  war  vessels. 

"In  order  to  get  the  best  technical  per- 
sonnel for  the  work,  three  things  are  neces- 
sary— first,  there  must  be  a  real  desire  on 
tho  part  of  the  young  officers  to  apply  for 
assignment  for  post-graduate  Instruction  and 
training  In  the  specialty;  second,  the  laws 
which  govern  the  careers  of  officers  in  the 
specialty  must  be  such  as  to  offer  an  attrac- 
tive career;  and  third,  administration  must 
give  such  recognition  to  the  specialty  as  to 
offer  encouragement  and  contentment,  a  leel- 
Ing  of  security,  such  that  the  officer  spe- 
cialists can  devote  themselves  wholeheart- 
edly and  conscientiously  to  their  task.  With 
respect  to  the  first  consideration,  it  is  obvious 
that  young  officers  will  not  apply  for  assign- 
ment to  technical  work  unless  their  prospec- 
tive career  as  a  full-time  specialist  outweighs 
the  prospects  which  exist  In  the  line  for  the 
better  type  of  officers,  on  the  average  say  in 
the  upper  one-fourth  or  one-fifth  of  the 
Naval  Academy  classes.  Naturally,  there  Is 
an  urge  on  the  part  of  most  officers  to  stay  In 
the  line  in  order  to  command  ships  and  to 
attain  the  various  flag-rank  commands  afloat 


and  ashore.  The  best  type  of  officer  will  not 
give  up  his  opportunity  In  the  line  without 
the  promise  of  an  attractive  career  as  an  of- 
ficer specialist.  Unless  the  career  as  a  spe- 
cialist appears  attractive.  It  Is  needless  to  ex- 
pect satUfactory  recruitment.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  applications  for  transfer  to  the 
construction  corps  have  recently  reached  a 
lower  standard  than  heretofore,  no  doubt 
because  of  the  unsatisfactory  and  unsettled 
promotion  situation  with  the  corps;  further. 
I  understand  that  applications  for  transfer 
to  the  specialty  of  aeronautical  engineering 
duty  only  have  been  considered  below  the 
expected  standard.  The  laws  which  govern 
a  group  of  officer  specialists  and  the  general 
administration  of  the  group  determine,  of 
course,  whether  the  specialty  offers  an  at- 
tractive or  unattractive  career.  There  Is  no 
unanimity  of  opinion  as  to  Just  what  legis- 
lation or  administrative  action  is  necessary 
to  guarantee  the  best  results,  but  it  Is  a 
strong  feeling  on  the  part  of  many  officers  of 
the  construction  corps,  and  possibly  in  other 
technical  branches,  that  existing  conditions 
are  not  conducive  to  technical  excellence  in 
these  sp>eclaltles.  Many  officers  in  the  con- 
struction corps  do  not  feel  that  H.  R.  0450 
win  in  the  long  run  improve  the  present  un- 
satisfactory situation  but  seem  to  feel  that 
the  best  solution  might  be  found  in  the 
present  corps  system  by  suitable  remedial 
modification  In  existing  law  and  in  admln- 
istratlon." 

The  reasons  sustaining  Commander 
Wallin's  argument  at  that  time  are  as 
valid  today  as  they  were  then.  The  EDO 
and  the  AEDO,  the  scientific  branches 
of  the  Navy,  are  not  nearly  as  attractive 
as  the  line,  and  will  continue  to  suffer. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen- 
tleman is  making  a  very  strong  speech. 
It  is  obvious  the  gentleman  has  given  a 
lot  of  thought  and  time  to  the  subject 
he  is  discussing  and  I  have  been  listen- 
ing with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  what 
he  has  to  say.  In  reference  to  the  spe- 
cialty officers,  may  I  say  that  I  agree 
with  what  the  gentleman  has  said.  I 
have  been  discussing  the  matter  with 
some  officers  in  the  service  and  the  feel- 
ing generally  is  that  the  combat  officer 
gets  the  break  in  so  many  rules  and  regu- 
lations that  seem  to  balance  in  favor  of 
the  combat  officer  as  against  the  spe- 
cialty officer.  The  technical  officer  has 
a  reason  for  being  there.  He  is  extremely 
important.  I  think  he  should  be  treated 
with  fairness  in  the  regulations  which 
the  Department  promulgates.  One  regu- 
lation of  which  there  was  considerable 
complaint  is  the  matter  of  awarding 
housing  to  the  technical  officer.  The 
feeling  is  that  there  is  an  unfair  arrange- 
ment there,  especially  in  the  Army.  I 
make  this  observation  because  I  think 
it  flts  into  what  the  gentleman  has  to 
say. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  thank  the  genUeman 
for  his  remarks.  I  pointed  out  earlier 
in  my  address  that  whereas  the  AEDO 
and  the  EDO  branches  of  the  Navy  used 
to  attract  the  best  of  the  Annapolis 
graduating  classes,  they  are  no  longer 
doing  this  because  there  is  a  feeling 
among  the  graduates  that  they  can  get 
further  in  the  Navy,  they  can  achieve 
higher  rank,  they  can  achieve  better 
status  as  line  officers. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  A  similar 
situation  prevails  in  reference  to  the 
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Military  Academy.  At  one  time  the  high- 
ranking  graduates  sought  the  Engineers. 
Now  there  is  not  that  unanimity  of 
opinion  that  we  had  at  that  time.  Many 
of  them  are  seeking  other  braiiches  of 
the  service. 

Mr.  YATES.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

While  the  law  itself  may  be  at  fault, 
this  is  not  the  entire  reason.  Certainly 
those  administering  the  law  on  naval  se- 
lection boai'ds  have  contributed  to  th^ 
difficult  situation  through  unreasonable 
and  unrealistic  performance.  When  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  was  passed  in  1947, 
recognition  was  intended  to  be  given  to 
outstanding  officers  by  providing  for 
their  accelerated  promotion.  John  L. 
Sullivan,  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
wrote  a  letter  on  March  18,  1947,  to  Hon. 
Walter  O.  Andrews,  chairman  of  the 
Commltt^  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
House,  in  which  he  stated: 

H.  R.  3537  combines  a  number  of  unique 
featvu-es  calculated  to  allow  accelerated  pro- 
motion in  the  case  of  outstanding  officers 
without  the  necessity  of  all  those  who  are 
passed  by  their  Juniors  being  considered  as 
having  failed  of  selection  for  promotion,  as 
is  the  case  under  existing  law.  This  would 
be  accomplished  by  the  establishment  of 
promotion  zontjs,  or  the  block  of  officers 
In  each  grade  who  if  not  promoted  would 
be  considered  aii  having  failed  of  selection  to 
the  next  higher  grade.  As  Is  now  provided, 
an  officer  would  not  be  Involuntarily  sepa- 
rated from  the  active  list  unless  twice  fall- 
ing of  selection  in  succeeding  years.  No 
officer  would  be  considered  to  have  failed 
of  selection  unless  he  was  in  the  promotion 
Eone  and  was  not  selected  for  advancement. 

Yet.  in  spite  of  this  provision  of  the 
law,  which  would  permit  naval  selection 
boards  to  dip  l>elow  the  promotion  zones 
for  up  to  5  p«*rcent  of  their  selections, 
an  action  which  would  give  hope  and  en- 
couragement to  all  officers  in  the  eUgible 
area,  an  action  which  would  make  them 
believe  that  tliey  would  have  a  chance 
for  advanced  iiromotion,  naval  selection 
boards  have  rot  done  so.  In  the  EDO 
branch,  all  promotions  since  1947  have 
been  from  offic  ers  in  the  promotion  zone, 
none  from  tlie  zone  below.  I  should 
qualify  that.  If  any  have  been  taken  at 
all  from  beloi)^'  the  zone  they  have  been 
from  eligibles  on  the  point  of  entering 
the  promotion  zone.  There  has  never 
been  an  allo:ation  of  the  5  percent 
across  the  enUre  eligible  zone  as  there 
should  be. 

This  has  bejn  the  case  as  well  in  the 
selection  of  ofBcers  from  the  promotion 
zone.  There  have  not  alwasrs  been 
across-the-zone  selections  as  there 
should  be.  Selection  boards  have  on 
occasion  selected  a  disproportionate 
number  of  officers  from  a  particular 
class,  rather  than  making  their  selec- 
tions from  tht  several  classes  within  the 
promotion  zoae.  As  a  result,  the  In- 
equity continues  until  the  retirement  of 
those  selected  out  of  the  particular  class. 
This,  too,  causes  an  unfortunate  result, 
inasmuch  as  t  tie  retirements  all  occur  at 
the  same  time,  rather  than  being  grad- 
uated over  se^  eral  years  and  giving  the 
Navy  the  bene^fit  of  a  continuity  of  ex- 
perience from  its  older  men. 

Mr.  Speakei-,  I  do  not  know  all  the 
answers,  but  I  do  know  that  it  is  essen- 
tial that  the  C'ongress  face  this  problem 
now.  Today  there  Is  no  protection 
under  the  law  and  regulations  for  ofBcers 


who  are  eligible  and  have  not  been  pro- 
moted. Nobody  checks  the  actions  of 
the  selection  boards.  Nobody  knows  or 
apparently  cares  whether  the  selection 
boards  have  acted  wisely.  The  Rickover 
case  is  only  one  example  of  flagrant 
errors  that  must  have  happened  in  many 
other  instances,  but  nobody  knows  about 
It  or  takes  the  trouble  to  Investigate. 
Unless  remedial  steps  are  taken,  the 
same  procedure  will  continue  on  and  on. 
Today  only  the  selection  boards  review 
all  the  officers  eligible  for  promotion. 
Once  they  make  their  selections,  there  is 
no  hope  for  those  who  are  passed  over. 
They  are  discarded  and  nobody  knows 
anything  about  them.  The  President 
and  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of 
the  Senate  review  short  biographical 
sketches  only  of  the  officers  picked  for 
promotion,  and  no  information  is  made 
available  respecting  the  men  who  have 
been  passed  over.  Therefore  there  is  no 
way  that  either  the  President  or  the 
Senate  can  comp^e  the  officers  selected 
with  those  who  have  not  been  chosen. 
We  have  no  way  of  knowing  whether  the 
selection  boards  have  promoted  the 
most  capable  men.  It  is  argued  that  the 
members  of  the  selection  board  know 
these  men  and  are  in  the  best  position 
to  judge  whether  they  should  be  pro- 
moted. I  do  not  believe  this  is  enough. 
There  is  too  much  secrecy  surrounding 
the  promotion  process.  There  is  an  ap- 
palling lack  of  information.  I  think 
that  not  only  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
make  the  service  their  life  career,  but  for 
the  sake  of  the  country  as  a  whole,  there 
must  be  some  check  or  balance  estab- 
lished to  verify  that  the  selection  boards 
have  done  the  best  job  possible.  Per- 
haps this  lies  with  the  Secretary,  per- 
haps it  lies  with  the  President — but 
there  must  be  some  check  established. 

In  the  76th  Congress  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs  was  holding 
hearings  on  S.  4026  dealing  with  the  re- 
organization of  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  transfer  of  the  Construction 
Corps  to  the  line.  On  page  86  the  fol- 
lowing interchange  took  place: 

Senator  Davis.  Is  it  possible  in  the  Navy 
for  a  man  that  Is  Incompetent  to  be  labeled 
as  a  fitted  officer? 

Admiral  Nntrrz.  I  hope  not. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  not  asking  you  about 
what  you  hope,  but  I  am  asking  you  If  that 
Is  possible  to  be  done.  I  am  asking  you  if 
a  man  who  Is  Incompetent  and  unable  to  do 
his  work  can  be  labeled  as  fitted?  That  is 
what  I  want  to  know.  I  do  not  want  any 
hope  about  It.  I  want  to  get  an  answer  of 
"yes"  or  "no"  to  it. 

Admiral  Nimttz.  As  an  individual  I  cannot 
answer  that.  Only  the  nine  officers  on  the 
selection  board  can  answer  that  question. 

The  Chajxman.  A  man  may  be  competent 
for  20  years  and  take  to  drink  and  the 
selection  board  know  he  has  been  drinking, 
but  he  has  had  20  years  and  Instead  of  kick- 
ing him  out  without  any  retirement  pay  at 
all.  the  selection  board  find  him  fitted.  Is 
that  not  right? 

Admiral  Niicrrz.  That  is  possible;  yes.  I  do 
not  know  what  goes  on  In  the  minds  of  the 
nine  officers  who  are  designated  as  a  board  of 
selection.  They  have  the  officer's  record  and 
decide  whether  he  Is  best  fitted,  fitted,  or  not 
fitted.  When  they  say  he  Is  fitted.  I  cannot 
ask  them  why  they  hold  him  fitted.  Their 
sessions  are  closed  and  they  are  not  required 
to  explain  their  action.  81x  out  of  those 
nine  members  determine  whether  he  is  fit- 
ted, best  fitted,  or  whether  he  Is  not  fitted. 


Senator  Dsvu.  Then  the  hximan  element 
can  enter  into  it  with  these  men  that  are 
on  the  board? 

Admiral  Nncm.  Of  cotirse.  the  human  ele- 
ment enters  into  everything  that  men  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Certainly.  I  think  we 
should  know  if  a  man  is  competent  or  tf  he 
is  fitted,  and  we  ought  not  to  put  men  that 
are  incompetent  on   as  fitted  officers. 

Admiral  Niism.  I  agree  with  you  100  per- 
cent. Every  officer  on  these  selection  boards 
takes  a  solemn  oath,  having  in  mind  the  best 
interests  of  the  servioe.  that  he  will  do  his 
duty  on  the  selection  board  as  prescribed  by 
law,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
they  have  not  done  their  duty. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  believe  there  Is 
any  question  but  that  the  officers  on 
the  selection  boards  try  to  do  their  duty. 
It  is  possible,  under  the  system,  for  serv- 
ice politics  to  be  played  and  for  personal 
friendships  to  be  favored,  but  I  do  not 
make  this  charge.  I  will  accept  the  fact 
that  the  officers  engaging  in  the  selec- 
tion process  respect  the  oaths  they  have 
taken  and  conscientiously  do  their  best 
to  pick  the  top  people.  But  mistakes  do 
happen.  The  Rickover  case  is  one  in- 
stance ;  there  may  have  been  many  more. 
In  all  fairness  to  the  men  in  the  service, 
in  fairness  to  the  Navy,  and  to  the  coun- 
try, the  Congress  must  establish  some 
means  of  review  to  assure  equality  of 
consideration  not  only  for  the  officers 
picked  by  the  selection  boards  but  for 
the  others  with  whom  they  competed 
for  promotion  as  well.  We  must  find 
some  way.  too.  of  giving  recognition  to 
the  merit  of  an  outstanding  individ- 
ualist in  the  face  of  the  Navy's  demand 
for  conformity  and  uniformity.  We  can- 
not, we  must  not  continue  to  indulge  in 
the  luxury  of  wasting  men  whom  we 
cannot  replace. 

Mr.  Speaker,  because  I  consider  the 
Navy's  atom  project  so  vital  to  the  de- 
fense and  welfare  of  this  Nation,  because 
I  consider  the  promotion  to  rear  admiral 
of  Capt.  Hyman  G.  Rickover  as  being 
essential  to  the  prompt  and  successful 
completion  of  the  program,  I  hope  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate will  find  some  way  to  achieve  that 
promotion.  I  know  that  some  will  say 
that  he  is  the  casualty  of  the  attrition 
inherent  in  the  selection-board  process. 
I  am  not  willing  to  accept  that  state- 
ment. 

To  my  mind  the  A-sub  projects  are 
of  such  importance  that  I  would  want  to 
know  that  the  admirals  who  passed  over 
Rickover  had  in  mind  a  specific  replace- 
ment for  him  possessing  his  demon- 
strated nuclear  talents  and  capabilities. 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  and  all  EDO 
captains  can  do  the  job  as  well.  Unless 
and  until  it  is  shown  that  such  a  re- 
placement exists.  I  would  consider  the 
action  of  the  selection  board  as  an  abuse 
of  discretion  and  a  blunder  which  should 
be  corrected  and  not  condoned.  The 
Judgment  of  admirals  is  not  infallible 
merely  because  they  are  admirals. 

It  is  most  heartening  to  know  that  the' 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate proposes  to  go  into  the  Rickover  case, 
for  the  confirmation  process  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  a  mere  formality.  It  Is  the 
only  check  set  out  In  the  law  for  review 
of  appointments  by  the  Executive,  the 
only  means  we  have  to  correct  the  In- 
fliction of  possible  wrongs  In  the  promo- 
tion procedure.   Captain  Rickover.  other 
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officers  who  have  been  improperly  passed 
over,  have  no  redress  against  abuse  un- 
less the  Senate  reviews  their  cases. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  reiterate  what  I  have 
stated  before — that  if  our  military  estab- 
lishment is  not  to  stagiuite.  we  must 
heed  the  advice  of  the  great  scientist.  Dr. 
Vaimevar  Bush,  as  stated  in  his  book 
Modem  Arms  and  Free  Men: 

We  now  need  an  adequate  (H^anlzatlon 
within  the  National  MUltary  EBtablUhment 
for  deliberate  military  planning  In  all  as- 
pects of  modern  war,  not  merely  the  strictly 
military  part  of  a  generation  ago.  When  the 
President  and  Congress  have  set  It  up  and 
started  It  In  operation,  they  should  review 
It  constantly,  they  should  review  Its  methods 
and  Its  personnel,  and  they  must  review  Its 
decisions,  for  upon  them  enormous  appro- 
priations wUl  depend. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  append  to  my  remarks  an  article  ap- 
pearing in  Look  magazine  for  this  month 
entitled  "The  Strange  Case  of  the  Man 
Behind  the  Atomic  Sub." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  article  referred  to  follows:) 

Thk  Stkangk  Cask  or  the  Man  Behind  thk 
Atomic  Sub — The  Citation  Said  He  Had 
accompushed  the  most  important  piece 
or  Development  in  the  Navt's  History, 
But  the  Navy  Declined  To  Promote  Him 
(By   Ronald   Schiller) 

Sometime  soon  In  a  shipyard  near  Groton. 
Conn.,  the  first  atomic-powered  submarine, 
Nautilus,  win  slide  down  the  ways  and  open 
a  new  era  in  the  world's  history. 

"This  vessel,"  said  President  Truman  at 
the  laying  of  her  Iceel  last  June,  "is  the  fore- 
runner of  atomic-powered  merchant  ships 
and  airplanes,  of  atomic  power  plants  pro- 
ducing electricity  for  factories,  farms  and 
homes.  •  •  •  The  day  that  the  propellers 
of  this  new  submarine  first  bite  Into  the 
water  •  •  •  will  be  the  most  momentous 
day  in  •  •  •  atomic  science  since  that  first 
flash  •   •   •   in  the  desert  7  years  ago." 

Everybody  knew  that  atomic  energy  would 
be  harnessed  by  Industry  some  day,  but  the 
Job  was  so  Immensely  complex  that  most 
scientists  put  its  realization  50  year!  into  the 
future.  The  miracle  of  Nautilus  is  that,  from 
first  plans  to  completion,  she  will  have  been 
built  in  about  5  years. 

Chief  credit  for  this  achievement  belongs 
to  a  silver-haired  Navy  captain  named  Hy- 
man  George  Rickover,  who  first  dreamed  It 
up,  then  carried  it  through  against  heavy 
odds.  Without  his  leadership,  the  atom  sub 
would  still  be  a  dream.  Captain  Rlckover's 
reward  for  this  service  to  the  Nation  is  to 
have  been  passed  over  twice  for  promotion. 
This  means  that  he  must  retire  from  the 
Navy  next  June,  with  his  work  half  done,  at 
the  age  of  53. 

The  atom  submarine  developed  In  Rlck- 
over's mind  after  the  first  atomic  bombs  fell 
on  Japan.  In  1946,  the  year  after  the  Hiro- 
ahlma  bomb,  he  got  himself  assigned  to  a 
course  of  atom  study  with  the  Manhattan 
project  at  Oak  Ridge.  Povir  of  the  Navy's 
bright  yoiing  officers  also  were  assigned  to 
the  course.  When  they  had  completed  their 
studies,  they  went  on  a  tour  of  all  the  atomic 
-research  Installations  and  came  back  con- 
vinced that  an  atom-powered  craft  was  feasi- 
ble. They  prepared  detaUed  plans  for  getting 
the  work  started  and  submitted  the  plans  to 
the  Navy.  The  report  was  shelved  and  Rlck- 
over's little  group  was  disbanded. 

But  "Rick"  U  a  battler  who  doesn't  quit 
When  he  knows  he's  right.  After  months  of 
getUng  nowhere.  Rickover.  together  with 
Adm.  Earle  MUls,  then  chief  of  the  Bureau 
Of  Ships,  persuaded  Adm.  Chester  Nlmltz. 


chief  of  na^al  operations,  to  write  a  letter 
stating  that  "the  atomic  submarine  la  mill- 
tarUy  desirable."  It  had  the  effect  of  an 
order  to  get  going. 

In  Washington,  this  kind  of  tactics  to 
strongly  disapproved.  But  Rick  didnt  care. 
"That  letter  was  my  hunting  license,"  he  said. 
"Without  it.  Nautilus  would  have  been  Just 
another  of  the  doaens  of  worthwhile  Navy 
projects  that  die  of  old  age  trying  to  get 
through  channels." 

RICKOVKR'S  RECX>RI> 

Once  he  had  his  license,  Rickover  got  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission — the  only  agency 
empowered  to  build  atomic  reactors,  or  fur- 
naces— to  say  that  an  atomic-powered  en- 
gine was  feasible.  Then  he  got  himself 
assigned  to  duty  with  the  AEC  and  that 
freed  him  from  a  lot  of  Interagency  red  tape 
and  Navy  restrictions.  His  working  habits 
were  Just  as  heretical:  Rank  means  nothing 
in  his  outfit;  ability  alone  determines  where 
a  man  fits.  And  be  has  protected  his  of- 
ficers from  being  transferred  every  three 
years,  as  is  the  Navy  custom,  so  that  he  would 
not  lose  their  atomic  experience. 

"It  takes  2  years."  Rick  said,  "to  break 
a  youngster  of  the  bad  habits  he  has  learned 
elsewhere  in  the  Navy,  to  teach  him  to  tackle 
problems  directly  instead  of  by  the  rules,  to 
get  him  to  stick  his  neck  out  and  accept  re- 
sponsibility. In  battle,  tbe  habit  of  obedi- 
ence is  essential,  but  it  won't  work  in  the 
technical   sphere,   not    in   this   atomic   age." 

In  vital  matters,  the  captain  has  gone  over 
the  heads  of  his  superiors,  after  informing 
them  that  he  intended  to  do  so.  With  people 
who  obstruct  the  program  either  willfully 
or  foolishly,  he  is  merciless.  People  have 
learned  not  to  tangle  with  him.  "I'm  too 
obnoxious,"  he  says. 

It  took  3  years  of  research  and  pressure 
to  wear  down  the  last  opposition  to  the  atom 
sub.  In  1949  Congress  appropriation  $40  mil- 
lion and  work  was  started  on  the  ship  that 
nobody  could  describe  and  that  many  people 
thought  could  never  be  built.  When  the 
firm  which  had  been  asked  to  build  the  sub 
asked  what  the  Job  would  involve.  Rickover 
answered  truthfully:  "I  have  no  idea." 
And  when  a  scientist  on  Rick's  staff  heard 
that  Rick  had  set  5  years  for  the  Job.  he  ex- 
ploded: "The  little  dope.  He'll  never  live  to 
see  this  thing  finished." 

There  was  no  precedent  for  the  Job.  Not 
one  component  could  be  ordered  from  a 
catalog;  each  one  had  first  to  be  imagined, 
then  designed,  then  turned  over  to  a  manu- 
facturer, whose  reaction  usually  was  that  It 
couldn't  be  done.  The  steam  plant  alone, 
said  one  of  America's  foremost  ship  designers, 
"would  ordinarily  have  taken  the  Navy  .5 
years  to  develop."  When  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  asked  how  so  many  radically  new 
Jobs  had  been  completed  in  so  short  a  time, 
Westinghouse  executives  told  him.  "Rickover 
made  us  do  It." 

No  man  In  the  Navy  was  better  qualified 
by  training,  experience  and  temperament  to 
undertake  this  Job.  The  son  of  an  immi- 
grant Jewish  tailor  in  Chicago.  Rickover  was 
graduated  from  the  Naval  Academy  in  1922. 
then  went  to  Columbia  for  a  degree  In  elec- 
trical engineering.  He  acquired  a  reputation 
as  a  "loner "  who  could  get  things  done. 
Ships  on  which  he  served  In  engineering  won 
the  red  "E"  for  excellent  performance.  As 
head  of  the  Electrical  Section  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  during  the  war.  he  earned  the 
Legion  of  Merit.  "The  money  he  saved  the 
Government,"  said  a  General  Electric  vice 
president,  "ran  Into  hundreds  of  millions." 

Rick  received  another  commendation  as 
Industrial  manager  of  the  Okinawa  repair 
base  and  a  third  from  the  Army  for  services 
at  Oak  Ridge.  The  Job  he  did  as  Inspector 
general  of  the  19th  Fleet  after  the  war  was 
so  outstanding  that  Its  commander  recom- 
mended him  for  flag  rank.  It  was  a  fine 
record,  but  It  coet  him  inuneuse  Ices  In  per- 
sonal popularity. 


When  a  mess  developed  at  the  Navy's  larg- 
est supply  depot.  In  Mechantesburg,  Pa.,  dur- 
ing the  war,  "Rlck"  was  asked  to  clean  It  up. 
"It  was  a  Job."  he  said,  "that  could  be  don« 
only  by  a  S.  O.  B.,  so  they  called  me  In." 

The  captain  does  hlmsalf  an  Injuatto*. 
When  he's  not  battling,  he  is  a  quiet  man  of 
considerable  charm  and  humor.  Those  who 
work  closely  with  him  say  he  Is  aensitlve  and 
sympathetic. 

When  the  atom-sub  project  was  begun. 
"Rick's"  first  problem  was  to  find  competent 
personnel.  In  1947.  engineers  with  nuclear 
experience  were  scarce.  He  was  sucraaaful  in 
obtaining  the  services  of  the  four  young 
officers  who  had  served  with  him  at  Omk, 
Ridge.  Among  them  was  Comdr.  Louis 
Roddls,  who  bad  stood  number  one  in  hU 
class  at  the  Naval  Academy  and  who  bad 
made  one  of  the  highest  records  at  the  school. 
Rickover  charmed  the  chemlata,  phyBlclats, 
metallurgists,  engineers,  and  production  men 
he  needed  away  from  Industry,  ooUege  labo- 
ratories and  other  Navy  bureaus,  largely  by 
flrlng  their  Imaginations.  One  engineer  quit 
a  1 15. 000  a  Job  in  industry  to  work  with 
"Rlck"  for  $7,500.  Another  said  recenUy.  "I 
was  warned  to  stay  away  from  'Rlck.'  People 
told  me  he'd  work  me  to  death.  But  after 
I  listened  to  him,  I  knew  it  would  be  one 
hell  of  a  fast  ride  to  somewhere." 

Everybody  who  gets  a  Job  with  "Rlck"  to  put 
through  a  grilling  In  which  he  snarls  idiotic 
questions  at  them:  If  you  saw  a  Wave  who 
was  sloppily  dressed,  what  would  you  tell 
her?  How  wouid  you  pick  the  most  Intelli- 
gent person  In  a  roomful  of  people  Just  by 
looking  at  them?  "Rlck"  says  he  doesnt  care 
what  the  answers  are.  "I  want  to  find  out 
whether  a  man  can  think  straight  about  a 
problem  he  has  never  considered  before,  be- 
cause that's  what  he's  going  to  have  to  do 
every  day  of  his  life  here.  And  whether  hell 
stand  up  to  me  when  he's  convinced  I'm 
wrong.  Too  much  depends  on  hto  dectolona 
to  have  it  otherwise." 

RACING    against    TIM* 

Some  people  come  out  of  this  third  degree 
shaking.  But  thooe  who  survive  make  a  re- 
markable team  of  nuclear-power  apeclaltota, 
and  their  devotion  to  Rlck  to  almost  fanatic. 
Their  great  enemy  is  time.  "The  more  you 
sweat  in  peace  the  less  you  bleed  In  war." 
Rlck  quotes.  He  to  pretty  sure  that  the 
Russians  are  working  on  atom-propelled  thlps 
and  that  this  to  a  race  we  can't  afford  to  lose. 
He  has  a  knack  for  getting  the  last  ounce 
out  of  his  men.  but  he  knows  that  you  can't 
order  a  scientist  to  give  you  the  answer  to  a 
brand-new  problem  by  a  certain  date.  All 
you  can  do  to  to  get  him  so  enthusiastic  that 
he  will  surpass  himself. 

But  nobody  on  the  staff  works  harder  than 
ite  chief.  At  the  end  of  a  normal  working 
day.  he  often  grabs  a  plane  and  transfers  hto 
operations  to  a  laboratory,  plant,  or  prortng 
ground  In  some  other  city.  Once  he  went 
16  days  without  sleeping  twice  in  the  same 
place.  He  has  called  conferences  at  all  hours 
of  the  night;  be  has  called  heads  of  corpora- 
tions out  of  bed  at  2  a.  m.  to  find  out  why 
a  promised  delivery  had  not  been  made.  None 
of  the  people  who  told  me  about  such  Inci- 
dents had  any  resentment  toward  Rlck.  They 
admire  a  man  who  will  go  to  such  lengths  to 
get  a  Job  done. 

"You  prove  to  him."  one  engineer  said, 
"that  a  Job  can't  be  done,  and  he  practically 
calto  you  a  liar.  He  wont  Itoten  to  reason 
and  he  keeps  needling  you  unUl  you  walk 
away  from  him  In  a  rage.  You  know  the  Job 
can't  be  done,  and  then  you  do  It  anyway 
Just  to  spite  him." 

There  was  a  big  meUls  firm  that  wanted  a 
year  to  put  a  processing  plant  into  opera- 
tion. Rick  gave  them  10  weeks  and  mads 
them  stick  to  It.  Another  firm  wanted  14 
months  to  create  a  vital  component  for 
Nautilus.  Rlck  called  a  night  meeting  of  the 
company's  engineers  and  got  them  to  de- 
liver the  part  In  10  month*. 
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The  thing  engineers  admire  most  about 
Rickover  to  hto  ability  to  save  years  by  tele- 
scoping projectc.  In  the  normal  way.  the 
atom  submarine  would  have  started  with  tbe 
building  of  an  atomic  reactor.  Just  to  see 
If  it  would  work.  Then,  when  tbe  experts 
shook  the  bugs  out  of  the  reactor,  they'd 
redesign  it  to  Navy  speclflcatlons  and  try 
It  out  on  a  surface  vessel.  If  that  worked, 
they'd  compress  It  and  Install  It  in  a  sub- 
marine, which  was  tbe  ultimate  goal.  Bach 
step  would  have  taken  years. 

Rick  was  having  none  of  that.  He  insisted 
that  the  reactor  go  directly  into  the  sub. 
While  the  primary  research  was  still  going 
on  In  the  labora 'x)rle8,  he  had  Westinghouse 
start  building  tl.e  actual  engine.  Long  be- 
fore the  engine  »-as  completed,  he  was  build- 
ing a  full-size  submarine  out  near  Arco, 
Idaho.  Before  the  Arco  Job  was  flntohed,  the 
keel  for  Nautilu:i  was  being  laid  at  Groton, 
Conn.  Rlck  hac.  saved  5  to  16  years.  "He 
stuck  hto  neck  out  a  mile."  said  an  executive 
ol  one  of  the  companies  Involved.  "It  took 
more  ability  and  sheer  courage  than  I've 
ever  seen  In  37  years  in  Industry  or  the 
NavTf." 

And  while  the  reactor  for  Nautilus  was  be- 
ing buUt  by  Wettlnghouse.  Rickover  started 
construction  of  n  second  atomic  engine,  the 
submarine  Intermedtote  reactor,  at  General 
Electric.  Nautilus  will  use  water  to  trans- 
mit atomic  heat  to  the  steam  engine;  the 
new  one  uses  llc|Uid  metal  and  operates  on 
an  entirely  dlfl>;rent  principle.  Last  year, 
while  those  two  projects  were  going.  Rick 
undertook  to  build  a  third  reactor  for  instal- 
lation in  an  aL-craft  carrier  and  began  a 
fourth,  still  secret  project. 

the  IiKAOUEST  WEAPON 

When  the  flrst  atom  sub  to  in  the  water, 
she  will  be  one  of  the  deadliest  weapons  ever 
devised.  She  will  travel  under  water  im- 
mensely faster  than  any  previous  submarine, 
and  will  have  practically  unlimited  range. 
Given  enough  focjd  and  water,  she  could  stay 
submerged  for  phenomenally  long  periods  of 
time,  coming  up,  as  the  Navy  gag  runs.  "Just 
long  enough  for  the  crew  to  reenltot."  She 
will  l>e  able  to  cross  oceans  without  reveal- 
ing herself  and  launch  guided  missiles  with 
atomic  warhea<to  and  supersonic  speed 
against  UrgeU  far  inland.  She  wUl  be  able 
t<>  track  down  and  kill  enemy  submarines. 

This  wea]X)n  50U  can  call  Rlckover's  con- 
tribution. It  scarcely  occurred  to  anyone 
that  hto  achievement  would  not  l>e  recog- 
nized. Yet  the  selection  board  that  met  in 
July  1951  to  consider  the  promotion  of  cap- 
tains to  rear  admirals  passed  him  over.  On 
July  7.  1952.  the  day  before  a  second  selec- 
tion board  met.  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Dan 
Kimball  took  Rickover  Into  hto  office  and 
gave  him  a  gold  star  to  add  to  his  Legion 
of  Merit,  with  a  citation  that  read: 

"Captain  Rickover  more  than  any  other 
individual  to  res]>on8lble  for  the  rapid  devel- 
opment of  the  nuclear  ship  program.  He  has 
held  tenaciously  to  a  single  important  goal 
despite  discoura^rlng  frustration  and  opposi- 
tion, and  has  constotently  advanced  the  sub- 
marine thermal  reactor  well  beyond  all  ex- 
pecUtions  •  •  •  a  contribuUon  of  inesti- 
mable value  to  the  Nation's  security.  •  •  • 
He  has  accomp.lshed  the  most  Important 
piece  of  development  in  the  htotory  of  the 
Navy." 

At  that  same  time,  Gordon  Dean,  chairman 
of  the  AEC.  sent  the  selecUon  board  a  letter 
stating  that  Rlckover's  "energy,  drive,  and 
technical  competence"  had  made  the  project 
possible.  Dr.  Lawrence  Hafstad,  Rlckover's 
AEC  boss  and  tupervtoor  of  all  atomic  re- 
actor work  In  the  country,  sent  a  similar 
letter. 

PROMOTION   RXrUSEB 

The  nine  admlrato  of  the  board  rejected 
Rickover  again,  but  they  raised  to  flag  rank 
30  other  captains  whose  services,  however 
meritorious,  cannot  compare  with  Rick's. 

Admirals  with  whom  I  discussed  thto  curi- 
ous business  explained  that  promotion  in  the 


Navy  to  not  given  as  a  reward  but  to  the  best 
fitted,  and  that  perhaps  the  board  felt  that 
Rlckover's  experience  was  too  speclallied  for 
flag  rank.  Which  would  seem  to  mean  that 
the  captain's  chances  for  promotion  would 
have  been  better  had  he  spent  hto  time  on 
routine  Jobs  of  diverse  nature,  as  Is  the 
usual  practice,  instead  of  giving  himself 
completely  to  one  matter  of  Immeasurable 
Importance. 

"What  It  adds  up  to,"  said  one  admiral,  "Is 
that  he  Just  didn't  get  enough  votes  In  the 
board."  Another  officer  working  for  Rickover 
said.  "I've  been  warned  three  times  by  friends 
in  the  service  that  my  continued  association 
with  Rickover  would  Jeopardize  my  career." 

Gordon  Dean.  AEC  Chairman,  said,  "I  think 
I  know  every  topflight  atomic  engineer  in  the 
country  and  I  don't  know  one.  Navy  or  civil- 
ian, who  could  do  the  Job  Rickover  to  doing." 
Every  knowledgeable  person  to  whom  I  spoke 
to  convinced  that  the  program  he  started  will 
be  slowed  down  by  years  If  Rickover  Is  com- 
pelled to  retire  now. 

He  could  continue  after  June  30  on  a  year- 
to-year  basis,  never  to  be  considered  for  pro- 
motion and  subject  to  retirement  at  any  time 
at  the  will  of  the  Navy.  He  would  have  little 
authority  in  naval  matters;  hto  position 
would  be  practically  untenable.  It  to  pos- 
sible, however,  that  he  still  might  gej.  hto 
promotion  should  the  President,  as  Com- 
mander In  Chief,  set  aside  the  Selection 
Board's  action  and  promote  him  anyway. 
Theodore  Roosevelt  did  that  for  Adm.  Wil- 
liam Sims. 

Atsout  the  only  person  concerned  who 
hasn't  op>ened  hto  mouth  to  Rickover  him- 
self. He  has  Just  stepped  up  the  tempo  of 
bis  work  to  get  as  much  done  as  possible  in 
the  time  left.  Lota  of  people  have  offered 
him  good  Jobs  at  more  p>ay  than  the  Navy 
gives  him. 

Hyman  George  Rickover  can  afford  to  re- 
tire, but  can  the  country  afford  to  lose  him? 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  further 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  append  to  my 
remarks  the  article  appearing,  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  this  morning  en- 
titled "Senate  Checking  Failure  to  Pro- 
mote Naval  Atom-Sub  Expert." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  article  referred  to  follows:) 
Senate  Chbckino  Failure  to  Promote  Naval 
Atom-Sub  Expnrr 
(By  John  G.  Norrto) 

A  Senate  investigation  which  could  bring 
about  changes  In  the  method  of  selecting 
officers  for  high  military  rank  to  scheduled 
to  open  thto  week. 

It  stems  from  the  controversy  over  the 
Navy's  failure  to  promote  Its  U^  atomic  pro- 
putolon  expert,  Capt.  Hyman  G.  Rickover,  to 
the  rank  of  rear  admiral.  Having  been 
passed  over  twice  by  a  Navy  selection  board, 
the  53-year-old  officer  must  retire  thto  June 
whUe  the  important  Job  on  which  he  has 
been  engaged  Is  as  yet  Incomplete. 

Rickover  to  widely  credited  with  being 
chiefly  responsible  for  the  exUaordinary  rapid 
development  of  the  Navy's  atomic-powered 
submarine — a  revolutionary  craft  due  for 
completion  next  year.  His  drive,  unortho- 
dox methods  and  disregard  for  Navy  protocol 
In  pushing  the  development  of  atomic  power 
for  ships  are  said  to  have  hastened  this  great 
step  forward  In  naval  shipbuilding  by  years. 

TOES  STKPPai)  ON 

Charges  have  been  made  in  Congress  and 
the  press  that  Rickover  stepped  on  Impor- 
tant toes  In  hto  drive  toward  hto  goal  and 
that  he  to  being  shelved  for  bucking  the 
systeifi  and  Incurring  the  dtollke  of  tradition - 
minded  sujieriors. 

Hto  congressional  champions — notably 
Representative  Sidnet  R.  Tatkb.  Democrat, 


of  minoto.  a  wartime  naval  officer — also 
charge  that  Rlckover's  retirement  thto  June 
will  delay  the  devlopment  of  the  Navy's  two 
atomic  submarines  and  an  aircraft  carrier. 
The  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  under 
which  Rlckover's  nuclear  propulsion  staff 
has  been  working,  concedes  that  some  of  hto 
key  civilian  scienttots  will  leave  and  the 
morale  of  the  unit  will  be  affected  if  be  to 
forced  out. 

The  Navy  has  not  yet  answered  its  critics. 
Top  admlrato  are  expect^  to  appear  before 
the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  thto 
week  for  questioning  about  the  charges. 

It  seems  clear,  however,  that  a  major  Issue 
which  the  Senators  must  weigh  to  one  that 
has  come  up  many  times  before  in  American 
military  history — the  fate  of  the  man  with  a 
cause. 

specialization  risxt 

Traditionally,  young  officers  have  been 
taught  that  the  way  to  an  admiral's  cocked 
hat  is  to  diversify  your  career.  Don't  become 
a  zealot,  they  are  told.  Don't  overspeclallze 
and  get  so  hepped  on  putting  over  something 
you  believe  in  that  your  record  ten't  well 
rounded.  Above  all,  don't  get  so  Intent  on 
putting  over  your  ideas  that  you  go  outside 
of  regular  channels,  over  the  heads  of  su- 
periors who  can't  see  the  importance  of  what 
you're  doing. 

Thto  advice  undoubtedly  to  sound.  Officers 
who  gain  a  reputation  for  handling  a  variety 
of  Jobs  well  seem  to  go  farther  than  those 
known  largely  as  expert  in  one  fleld.  That's 
true  even  among  officers  who,  like  Rickover, 
are  specialists  and  not  required  to  qualify 
for  command  of  warships.  One  of  the  expla- 
nations given  in  naval  circles  for  hto  failure 
to  be  selected  to  that  he  to  overspeciallzed  in 
hto  fleld  of  engineering. 

Navy  men  say  dlverslflcatlon  rates  higher 
than  accompltohment  In  a  specialty — no 
matter  how  Important — in  the  Navy,  because 
admiral's  billets  largely  require  broad  com- 
mand or  administration  ability.  As  for  zeal- 
ots— those  who  go  to  extremes  to  push  new 
ideas — they  are  bound  to  get  into  trouble  in 
the  traditionally  conservative  military  forces. 

IN   OOOD   OOMPANT 

Tet  it  to  Just  such  unconventional  cham- 
pions of  change  who  have  brought  about 
majM'  progress  in  American  arms — ^usually 
at  the  expense  of  their  own  careers.  Rick- 
over, It  would  appear,  to  In  good  company. 

One  notable  example  was  Alfred  T.  Mahan. 
now  In  naval  htotory.  He  retired  as  a  cap- 
tain In  1897  after  pushing  with  little  effect 
the  cause  of  higher  education  in  strategy 
and  tactics  for  naval  offico^.  It  was  only 
after  hto  writings  on  the  place  of  seapmwer 
in  world  affairs  won  recognition  abroad  and 
President  Theodore  Roosevelt's  backing  that 
the  "practical  old  salts"  at  the  helm  of  the 
Navy  put  hto  ideas  Into  effect.  He  was 
promoted  to  admiral  on  the  retired  list  in 
1006. 

Adm.  William  S.  Sims  was  another  whose 
efforts  to  put  over  necesssuy  changes  got 
him  into  trouble.  Hto  Insistence  that  naval 
gunnery  practices  were  faulty  nearly  caused 
hto  court-martial  as  a  commander.  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  backed  him  against  the  ad- 
mirals, however,  and  the  vital  reforms  were 
made.  Sims  was  one  of  the  few  who  got 
out  of  line  and  won  out.  He  retired  as  a 
four-stitr  admiral. 

The  fight  for  recognition  of  aviation  also 
brought  its  martyrs.  General  BUly  MltcheU 
was  the  best  known,  but  there  were  others 
who  battled  the  conservative  powers- that -be 
and  paid  for  it.  Adm.  John  H.  Towers, 
leader  of  naval  aviation's  struggle  over  the 
battleship  admlrato,  kept  hto  fight  largely 
"within  the  family"  and  eventually  reached 
high  rank.  But  hto  infighting  resulted  in 
hto  being  passed  over  once  for  promotion 
and  kept  him  from  hto  chief  ambition — • 
top  sea  command  in  World  War  II. 
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There  were  similar  casualties  in  other  bat- 
tles for  change.  The  long  b«ttle  for  high- 
pressure  steam  propulsion  and  other  techni- 
cal reforms  had  their  unsung  martyrs.  Capt. 
K.  M.  Zacharlas  cnisaded  for  ills  ideas  in 
the  field  of  nayal  intelligence  and  psycho- 
logical warfare  and  was  retired.  His  pro- 
motion to  rear  admiral  on  the  retired  list 
was  the  result  of  a  general  law  advancing 
ofBcers  with  wartime  combat  deccwations. 
Some  of  those  who  have  got  out  of  line 
fighting  the  status  quo  undoubtedly  have 
been  wrong  and  their  superiors  right.  The 
question  of  how  far  opposition  can  l>e  per- 
mitted without  becoming  insutwrdination 
always  is  a  problem. 

pRAisK  or  EICKOVnt 

Of  Rickover's  abUlty,  even  brUllance,  there 
seems  no  question.  His  feat  in  getting  the 
atomic  sub.  Nautilus,  so  far  advanced  in  less 
time  than  was  considered  possible  has  won 
the  highest  praise.  The  plaudits  come  from 
Chairman  Qordon  Dean  and  other  top  ofll- 
clals  of  the  AXC,  from  industry — which  he 
made  step  up  schedules  and  cut  corners — 
from  some  admirals  and  from  Dan  A.  Kim- 
ball, former  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Kimball  Is  on  record  as  sa3ring  that  Rick- 
over's was  "the  most  Important  piece  of  de- 
velopment in  the  history  of  the  Navy." 

From  Indications,  Navy  chiefs  are  not  ex- 
pected to  question  Rickover's  accomplish- 
ments and  ability.  But  they  are  expected 
to  argue  that  promotion  is  not  so  much  a 
reward  for  past  service  as  an  estimate  of  an 
officer's  qualification  for  still  greater  respon- 
sibility in  higher-ranking  posts. 

And  further,  that  the  2  iioards  of  9 
rear  admirals  which  considered  his  advance- 
ment had  to  pass  on  his  record  against  those 
of  many  other  engineering  specialists  with 
whom  he  was  in  competition.  The  last  board 
considered  Rickover  and  27  other  engineering 
capalus  to  fill  2  vacancies  in  f!  ig  rank  for 
officers  of  their  category.  They  picked  Capt. 
Peter  Haas,  Jr.,  commander  of  the  Philadel- 
phia Naval  Shipyard,  and  Capt.  Armand  M. 
Morgan,  assigned  to  the  Mare  Island,  Calif., 
shipyard. 

NO    KEASONS    GTVIN 

No  one  has  said  why  the  board  felt  Haas 
and  Morgan  were  better  fitted  for  promotion 
than  Rickover  and  others.  The  proceedings 
are  secret  as  are  the  votes  taken  by  the 
members. 

Some  members  of  the  Senate  committee 
want  to  call  members  of  the  board  and  ask 
their  reasons. 

They  may  well  inquire  as  to  why  Secretary 
Kimball — who  is  on  record  as  saying  he 
wanted  Rickover  promoted — did  not  do  some- 
tlHng  atxiut  it.  For  there  are  numerous  In- 
stances in  the  past  where  Navy  Secretaries 
and  the  White  House  iiave  brought  weight 
to  t>ear  for  the  promotion  of  officers. 

Navy  admirals  try  to  keep  the  control  of 
promotions  within  the  uniform  selection 
boards  as  the  fairest  system. 

But  the  Secretary  does  direct  the  Board 
on  what  to  do— how  many  officers  to  pick, 
how  far  down  the  list  to  go,  etc.  Secretaries 
can  and  have,  also  directed  the  Boards  to 
select  officers  with  certain  specified  qualifi- 
cations, which  in  fact  means  they  have  to 
name  a  particular  man. 

They  also  can,  and  have,  reconvened 
Boards  and  handed  back  promotion  lists 
because  the  Board  chose  someone  the  Secre- 
tary believed  should  not  have  been  promoted 
or  failed  to  pick  someone  he  felt  was  neg- 
lected. Various  Presidents  also  have  taken 
similar  action.  Both  the  Navy  and  Defense 
Secretaries  sign  and  forward  such  lists  to  the 
President,  as  a  matter  of  practice,  although 
this  is  not  required  by  law.  When  the  Pres- 
ident approves,  the  list  is  supposed  to  be 
final.  Promotions,  of  course,  are  not  com- 
plete, until  confirmed  by  tlve  Senate. 

Secretaries  James  Forrestal  and  Francis 
Matthews  insisted  on  playing  such  a  part  in 
the  promotion  system.  President  Truman 
Intervened  on  one  occasion. 


Assimiing  that  Congress  should  conclude 
an  injustice  has  been  done,  what  happens 
then? 

msmoTT  oouu)  act 

President  Elsenhower  could  simply  nomi- 
nate Rickover  fcH-  promotion,  and  if  the  Sen- 
ate agreed,  he  would  be  a  rear  adnxiral.  Pro- 
motion laws  do  not  provide  for  this,  but 
there  are  ample  precedents  for  such  action. 

Or  Navy  Secretary  Rol>ert  Anderson  could 
convene  a  new  selection  Board  before  June 
30  and  Rickover  could  be  recommended  for 
advancement,  either  by  free  choice  of  the 
new  Board  or  by  virtual  directive  from  the 
Secretary. 

Congress  Itself,  contend  service  lawyers, 
cannot  promote  him  by  a  special  act  or 
other  action,  without  violating  the  Presi- 
dent's appointive  powers  under  the  Consti- 
tution. There  are  many  precedents  for  leg- 
islative promotions  on  the  retired  list,  but 
not  to  active  posts. 

However,  the  Senate,  should  it  decide  to 
do  so,  can  exert  pressure  on  the  Navy  to  ad- 
vance anyone  by  refusing  to  confirm  others 
for  like  rank.  The  committee  already  has 
held  up  approval  of  30  officers  selected  for 
flag  rank  by  the  Board  which  passed  over 
Rickover. 

Whatever  happens.  Congress  is  expected  to 
take  a  long,  new  look  at  the  promotion  sys- 
tem, to  determine,  for  one  thing,  if  changes 
are  needed  to  protect  outstanding  experts  in 
this  age  of  specialization. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  BRCXDKS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  tomorrow,  at  the  concltision  of 
the  legislative  program  of  the  day  and 
following  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 


THE  SPIRIT  OF  TEXAS 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  3  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  this 
opportunity  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  that  today  is  a  day  dear  to 
the  hearts  of  all  Texans.  It  is  Texas 
Independence  Day.  Today  commemo- 
rates the  day  when  the  spirit  of  Texas 
prevailed  over  the  conquering  hordes 
of  the  tyrant  and  the  independence  of 
Texas  was  proclaimed.  All  of  us  here 
are  familiar  with  the  great  natural  re- 
sources of  our  fine  State  of  Texas — the 
oil,  the  cattle,  the  wheat,  the  cotton  and 
the  timber,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  an 
even  greater  thing  is  the  spirit  of  Texas 
which  was  kindled  at  the  Alamo  and 
fanned  into  a  roaring  flame  by  Sam 
Houston  at  San  Jacinto,  a  spirit  that 
bows  to  no  tyrant,  a  spirit  that  holds 
that  every  man  is  entitled  to  freedom  of 
body  and  soul.  It  seems  that  on  this  day 
which  commemorates  the  anniversary  of 
the  independence  of  Texas,  all  of  us  here 
could  do  well  to  rededicate  ourselves  to 
the  spirit  of  Texas. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  IKARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  commend 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  on  his  timely 
and  most  pertinent  speech.  I  think  it 
is  well  that  he  has  come  before  the  Con- 
gress on  this  day  to  call  attention  to  the 
great  service  rendered  to  the  people  of 


Texas  by  the  great  patriots  who  met  the 
foe  and  repulsed  him.  I  think  this  day 
should  also  bring  to  our  minds  most 
clearly  that  we  in  America,  and.  of 
course.  In  Texas  too  are  today  beset  by  a 
foe  far  more  sinister  than  Santa  Anna, 
a  foe  who  is  working  within  our  coim- 
try's  borders  and  a  foe  that  Is  much  more 
difncult  to  fight.  I  think  as  long  as  the 
spirit  of  the  patriots  who  won  independ- 
ence for  Texas  prevails  we  need  have  no 
fear  of  communism  in  this  country.  I 
pledge  to  the  country  the  continued  ef- 
forts of  all  Texans  fired  by  the  spirit  of 
our  great  patriots  to  continue  our  fight 
against  communism. 

Mr.  IKARD.  I  hope  the  future  days, 
and  I  know  they  will,  provide  for  us  and 
our  leadership  the  intellect  of  an  Austin, 
the  courage  of  a  Bowie,  and  the  leader- 
ship of  a  Houston. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Hunter. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  in  two 
instances  and  to  Include  two  articles. 

Mr.  Bow  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial appearing  in  the  February  26  edi- 
tion of  the  Smith  County  News. 

Mrs.  St.  George  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Prelinghuysen  and  to  include  an 
address  by  Hon.  George  F.  Kennan.  not- 
withstanding the  fact  it  exceeds  the  limit 
and  is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer 
to  cost  $200. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt. 

Mr.  Beaker  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  articles. 

Mr.  D'EwART  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Chiperfield  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  Angell  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Cretella  and  to  include  a  letter 
and  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Lane  in  four  Instances  and  to  In- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  to  include  a 
speech  made  on  February  28  by  Hon. 
Richard  B.  Russell,  of  Georgia,  at 
Raleigh,  N.  C. 

Mr.  O'Neill  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Boston  Post. 

Mr.  Patman. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  four  instances 
and  to  include  in  one  an  editorial  from 
the  Federation  News  entitled  "The 
La  Follette  Error." 

Mr.  Bartlett  in  three  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  include  an  editorial 
appearing  in  the  current  Issue  of  the 
American  Legion  magazine. 

Mrs.  Sullivan  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch. 

Mr.  Zablocki. 

Mr.  Bailey  and  to  include  two  letters. 

Mr.  Keogh  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Heller)  and  to  include  matter  relative 
to  his  remarks. 
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Mr.  Rhodes  in  two  instances  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MBTCALr  in  two  Instances  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Magnuson  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wigglesworth  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  In  two  Instances 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  HnxiNGS  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Saylor  >  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Colorado  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Denver  Post. 

Mr.  Saylor  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  and  to  include 
a  speech  by  Mr.  George  E.  Springfellow. 

Mr.  Patterson  in  two  instances  and 
to  include' extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Sieminski  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Edmondson  and  to  include  a  copy 
of  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  with  attached 
charts  on  the  subject  of  importation  of 
meat  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DiNGELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Yates)  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

SENATE  ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLU- 
TION SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  joint  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

8  J.  Res.  27.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Hagen  of  Min- 
nesota (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Halleck), 
for  3  weeks,  on  account  of  illness. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
at  <2  o'clock  and  57  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day, March  3,  1953  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE    COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speakers  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

496.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  audit  of  Federal  Prison  Indus- 
tries, Inc.,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
1952,  pursuant  to  the  Government  Corpora- 
tion Control  Act  (31  U.  8.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc. 
No.  96 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

497.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  audit  of  Federal  Housing  Ad- 
ministration for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952,  pursuant  to  the  Government  Cor- 
poration Control  Act  (31  U.  8.  C.  841)  (H. 
Doc.  No.  97);  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

498.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  audit  of  Federal  National 
Mortgage    Association    for    the    fiscal    year 


ended  June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  the  Gov- 
ernment Corporation  Oantrol  Act  (31  U.  S.  C. 
841)  (H.  Doc.  No.  98);  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

499.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator, 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  trans- 
mitting reports  of  expenditures  made  in  ex- 
cess of  appcK-tionments  approved  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1953 
by  the  Federal  Housing  Administration,  pur- 
suant to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

600.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  transmit- 
ting the  report  of  the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation  with  respect  to  the  de- 
velopment of  a  program  for  disposal  to  pri- 
vate Industry  of  the  Government-owned 
rubt>er-produclng  facilities,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 9  (a)  Of  the  Rubber  Act  of  1048,  as 
amended,  and  Executive  Order  9942  of  April 
1,  1948;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

501.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  American 
Academy  of  Arts  and  Letters,  transmitting  a 
report  of  its  activities  during  the  year  end- 
ing December  31,  1952;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
House  Administration. 

502.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
National  Institute  of  Arts  and  Letters,  trans- 
mitting the  ofQcial  report  of  the  National 
Institute  of  Arts  and  Letters  for  the  year 
1952;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration. 

603.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  the  an- 
nual re[x>rt  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration, Federal  Security  Agency,  for  the  fis- 
cal year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

504.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of 
its  newly  issued  publication  entitled  "Sta- 
tistics of  Electric  Utilities  In  the  United 
States,  1951,  Publicly  Owned";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

505.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Federal 
Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service,  trans- 
mitting the  Fifth  Annual  Report  of  the  Fed- 
eral Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1952;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

506.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  cer- 
tain bills  and  resolutioils  passed  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St. 
John  and  by  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the 
Vligin  Islands,  pursuant  to  section  16  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States  approved  June  22,  1936;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  152.  Reso- 
lution providing  for  the  payment  of  6 
months'  salary  and  $350  funeral  expenses  to 
Ruth  J.  Mott,  sister  of  Betty  C.  Ickes,  late 
an  employee  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  91).  Or- 
dered to  be  printed. 


PimUC  Bn.I.S  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SAYLOR: 
H.  R.  3575.  A  bill  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  Gov- 
ernment and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  Original  States; 


to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ABERNETHT: 

H.  R.  3576.  A  bUl  to  facUltate  the  adjust- 
ment of  cotton  production  and  marketing; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 

H.  R.  3577.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controlUng  in- 
flation, and  for  other  ptirposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  BYRNE  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  3578.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  CANNON: 

H.  R.  3579.  A  bill   providing  for   construc- 
tion of  a  highway,  and  appurtenances  there- 
to, traversing  the  MlBsisslppl  Valley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  COON: 

H.  R.  3580.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  provide  tliat  the  tax 
on  the  transportation  of  property  shall  not 
apply  In  the  case  of  certain  property  exported 
from  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Bfr.  D'EWART: 

H.  R.  3581.  A  bill  to  further  the  policy 
enunciated  In  the  act  of  October  26.  1949 
(63  Stat.  927),  to  facilitate  pubUc  partici- 
pation In  the  preservation  of  sites,  buildings, 
and  objects  of  national  significance  or  in- 
terest by  providing  for  a  National  Trust  for 
Historic  Preservation  In  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 

H.  R.  3582.  A  bUl  to  facUltate  the  broader 
distribution  of  health  services,  to  increase 
the  quantity  and  Improve  the  quality  of 
health  services  and  facilities,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3583.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion of  subscription  charges  to  certain  pre- 
payment health  service  plans  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Federal  income  tax;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
^  H.  R,  3584.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  sys- 
tem of  Ijankruptcy  throughout  the  United 
States."  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts 
amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary 
thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H.  R.  3585.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  deduc- 
tion of  subscription  charges  to  certain  pre- 
payment health  service  plans  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Federal  income  tax;  to  the  CJommittee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3586.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  broader 
distribution  of  health  services,  to  Increase 
the  quantity  and  Improve  the  quality  of 
health  services  and  facilities,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.  R.  3587.  A  bill  to  reclassify  the  salaries 
of  olBcers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  States  Park  Police, 
the  White  House  Police,  and  the  Fire  Depart- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

H.  R.  3588.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act,   1947;    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  MAILLIARD: 

H.  R.  3589.  A  bUl  to  am«nd  section  1701 
(c)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  <3ode  to  provide 
that  the  tax  on  admissions  shall  not  apply 
in  the  case  of  any  opera  conducted  under 
municipal  auspices  or  by  a  nonprofit  civic  or 
community  membership  association,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  3590.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1701  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that 
the  tax  on  admissions  shall  not  apply  in  the 
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caae  of  admissions  to  a  planetarium;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  tlr.  MASON: 
H.  R.  3591.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (In- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the 
exemption  for  a  dependent,  and  the  addi- 
tional exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness) 
from  teoo  to  |700;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CHARA  of  Illinois: 
H.  R.  3592.  A    bill    to    aid    in    controlling 
inflation,    and   for   other   purposes;    to    the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  3593.  A  bill  to  permit  deduction  for 
income-tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  in- 
currrd  by  working  mothers  In  providing  care 
for  their  children  while  they  are  at  work;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota  (by 
request) : 
H.  R.  3594.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  1917. 
as  amended,  so  as  to  permit  the  return  under 
such  section  of  property  which  an  alien 
acquired,  by  gift,  devise,  bequest,  or  in- 
heritance, from  an  American  citizen;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  O'NKLL: 
H.  R.  3595.  A  bill  relating  to  the  compen- 
sation    of    certain     laundry     employees     at 
United  States  naval  hospitals;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  PERKINS: 
H.  R.  3596.  A  bill  to  provide  a  cost-of-liv- 
ing pay  Increase  for  employees  of  the  field 
service  of  the  Post  Office  Department;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  PRIEST: 
H.  R.  3597.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction, operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
lower  Cumberland  Dam  and  Reservoir  on 
the  Cumberland  River  In  Kentucky  and 
Tennessee,  for  navigation,  flood  control, 
hydroelectric  power,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona: 
H  R.  3598.  A  bill  to  consolidate  the  Parker 
Dam  power  project  and  the  Davis  Dam  proJ-» 
ect;   to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SHAFER: 
H.  R.  3599.  A  bill  to  repeal  certain  laws 
authorizing  the  Postmaster  General,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  to  revise  parcel-post  rates,  size 
limits,  zones,  and  other  conditions  of  mail- 
ability;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi : 
H.  R.3800.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  accelerated  amor- 
tization with  respect  to  certain  facilities  con- 
structed or  acquired  In  foreign  countries 
which  will  help  make  available  to  foreign  In- 
vestors and  labor  the  economic  benefits  of 
American  production,  distribution,  and 
management  techniques:  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 
H.  R.  3601.  A  bill  to  increase  the  amount  of 
disability    pension    payable    to    veterans    of 
World  War  I;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri: 
H.  R.  3602.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  gar- 
nishment, execution,  or  trustee  process  of 
wages  and  salaries  of  civil  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUE: 
H.  R.  3603.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  commission  to  Investigate  and 
make  recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
distribution  of  governmental  functions  and 
sources  of  revenue  within  the  framework  of 
our    Federal,    State,    and    local    systems    of 


government;  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 

By  Mr.  POQARTT: 

11.11.3604.  A  bill  to  protect  the  public 
health  and  welfare  by  restoring  authority  for 
factory  Inspections  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug.  Cosmetic  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 

H.  R.  3605.  A  bill  to  provide  for  two  addi- 
tional district  Judges  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  California  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HINSHAW; 

H  R.  3606.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  de- 
velopment of  civil  transp>ort  aircraft  adapt- 
able for  auxiliary  military  service,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H  R.  3607.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  design, 
development,  and  construction  of  prototype 
aircraft  suitable  to  the  needs  of  local -service 
airlines;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  KEAN: 

H  R  3608  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so 
as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  program  and  In- 
crease the  amount  of  earninf^s  permitted 
thereunder  without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  McINTIRE: 

H.  R.  3609.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  land  in  Acadia  National  Park 
to  the  towns  of  Dedham  and  Otis,  and  to  the 
city  of  Ellsworth,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr    ROONEY: 

H.R  3610.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banklnt;  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  SIKES: 

H.R.  3611.  A  bill  K)  provide  for  an  addi- 
tional Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By    Mr.    WICKERSHAM: 

H.  R.  3612.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  trans- 
fer of  certain  lands  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa: to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R  3613.  A  bill  authorizing  an  appro- 
priation to  aid  the  Oklahoma  Agricultural 
and  Mechanical  College  in  establishing  an 
experimental  farm;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By   Mr.   WITHROW: 

H.  R.  3614.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  complete  the  survey  of  the 
Pecatonlca  flood  area,  and  to  appropriate 
$25,000  for  such  purpose;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  YATES: 

H.  R.  3615.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947  to  improve  the  pro- 
cedure for  the  selection  for  promotion  of 
certain  naval  officers  designated  for  engi- 
neering duty,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  J.  Res.  203.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  pur- 
chase beef  and  butter  on  the  open  market 
for  distribution  to  needy  persons  In  other 
countries;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.   COLE  of   New  York: 

H.  Res.   160.     Resolution  authorizing  pay- 
ment   of    official    telephone    service:    to    the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 

H.  Res.  161.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  to  make  investiga- 
tions into  any  matter  within  Its  Jurisdic- 
tion, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature  to  Congress  to  favor 
passage  of  legislation  granting  aid  to  the 
Israeli  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HESELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  memorializing  the  Congrees 
of  the  United  States  In  favor  of  the  passage 
of  legislation  granting  aid  to  the  Israeli  Gov. 
ernment;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOLMES:  Memorial  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  State  of  Washington,  re- 
solving that  the  lake  being  formed  by  the 
Impounding  of  waters  behind  McNary  D«m 
on  the  Columbia  River,  be  glvem  the  name 
"Lake  Wallula"  to  commemorate  this  historic 
place  which  will  be  inundated;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr  PRICE:  Memorial  of  the  68th  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  State  of  Illinois  request- 
ing that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
enact  legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  date 
which  would  confirm  and  recognize  in  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  its  political  subdivisions. 
Its  and  their  ownership  and  full  rights  in 
all  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
its  boundaries,  subject  only  to  necessary 
Federal  regulations  In  connection  with  inter- 
national relationships,  navigation,  and  de- 
fense; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona;  Memorial  of 
the  Arizona  State  Legislature  relating  to  na- 
tional cemeteries,  and  requesting  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  national  cemetery  in  Arizona; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Arl&una  State  Legis- 
lature requesting  the  formulation  of  a  plan 
for  cooperation  in  the  development  of  ground 
water  supplies  on  Indian  reservations  In  cen- 
tral and  southern  Arizona:  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Arizona  State  Leg- 
islature relating  to  Indians  and  requesting 
the  elimination  of  existing  Federal  laws 
which  discriminate  against  Indians;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior   and  Insular   Affairs. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  9f  Arizona,  memorializ- 
ing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  Indians  and  re- 
questing the  elimination  of  existing  Federal 
laws  which  discriminate  against  Indians;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relating  to  a  request  to  deed  the  title  to  all 
of  the  area  of  Fort  Logan  ekcept  that  area 
now  used  as  a  national  cemetery,  to  the  State 
of  Colorado  together  with  all  appurtenances 
thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  the  approval  of  legislation  au- 
thorizing the  domestic  producers  of  gold  to 
sell  their  product  In  the  markets  of  the 
world;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  that  there  be  given  serious  con- 
sideration to  the  question  of  eliminating  the 
Federal  gasoline  tax  and  leaving  that  area  of 
taxation  entirely  to  the  States;  to  the  Com- 
mltee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  memorializing  the  President 


and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  rela- 
tive to  urging  passage  of  legislation  protect- 
ing the  consumers  of  fresh  vegetables  as  to 
the  grades  and  origin,  and  that  a  fine  be 
Imposed  upon  any  wholesale  or  retail  dealer 
repacking  under  inferior  grades  or  falling  to 
properly  advertise  the  origin  of  fresh  vege- 
tables; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  Increase  of  appropria- 
tions for  the  use  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States  and  the  allocation  of 
funds  to  the  Unite  1  States  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota  in 
order  to  more  adequately  prosecute  coopera- 
tive programs  on  livestock  disease  control 
and  eradication;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  repeal  of  section  1154 
of  title  18.  United  States  Code  Annotated, 
known  as  the  Indian  liquor  law  and  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  in  respect  th-reto  which 
would  treat  an  Indian  differently  than  any 
other  citizen  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
and  in  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  on   Interior  and  Insular   Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Siuth  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  requesting  the  appropriation  of  funds 
in  lieu  of  taxes  not  received  from  nontaxable 
Indian  land  to  the  State  of  South  Dakota  for 
the  benefit  of  the  counties  therein  and  to 
direct  that  such  funds  be  used  for  welfare, 
law  enforcement,  road  construction  and 
maintenance,  health,  and  education:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  memorializing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  water  being  Impounded  be- 
hind McNary  Etem  on  the  Columbia  River, 
and  recommending  that  it  be  named  "Lake 
Wallula";  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  transmitting  a  copy  of  house 
memorial  No.  5  concerning  appointment  to 
the  office  of  Governor  of  Alaska;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr    BARRETT: 
H  R  3616     A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nlcolet- 
ta  Dl  Donato;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  3617    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Miele;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H  R  3618.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  the  board 
of  foreign  missions  of  the  Pentecostal  Holi- 
ness Church  for  a  mission  site  and  other  pub- 
lic purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H  R.  3619.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rufln 
Manikowskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  FORD: 
H  R.  3620.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Georgia 
Christos  Demarelos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   GREGORY: 
H.  R.  3621.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  M.  G. 
Huff;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  GWINN: 
H.R.  3622.  A   bUl   for  the  relief  of  Jerry 
Hadroeek;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HERLONG: 
H.  R.  3623.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wlllard 
Chester  Cauley;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEATING   (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3624.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
M.  Learning;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ : 
H.R.  3625.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Luigi 
Rosella;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 
H.  R.  3626.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin 
Johnson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ONEILL: 
H.  R.  3627.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Blaggio 
D'Alessandro;     to    the    Committee    on    tue 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H  R.  3628.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
El  Khouri;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  3629.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eleanor 
Bertoni;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WAINWRIGHT: 
H.   R.   3630.  A   bill   for   the   relief  6f  Mrs. 
Nathalie    Iliine;    to   the    Committee    on   the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  3631.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Sonya  Goldschmidt;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.  R.  3632.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Milan  P. 
Vojvodic;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXIJ. 

74  Mr.  BUSH  presented  a  petition  of  Co- 
lumbia-Northumberland County  convention 
In  annual  session  at  Berwick.  Pa..  February 
23.  1953.  in  opposition  to  (1)  any  change  In 
the  McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act 
which  would  weaken  our  economy  and  Na- 
tion; (2 1  every  proposition  providing  Federal 
aid  to  education  where  Federal  control  Is  In- 
volved; and  (3)  urging  that  the  Voice  of 
America  be  continued  under  the  superviFion 
of  the  State  Department  and  its  controlling 
committee  be  appointed  and  Investigated 
properly  prior  to  appointment,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TlE.SDAY,  M.\RCH  3,  1933 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  A.  Ray  Cartlidge.  D.  D..  pastor  of 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  Champaign, 
111.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  ever-present  Father, 
as  we  start  this  session  of  duties  and 
opportunities  we  know  our  need  of 
strength  in  body,  mind,  and  spirit. 
Alone  we  are  not  enough.  All  that  we 
have  comes  from  Thee  and  all  that  we 
shall  become  and  do  is  governed  by  Thy 
grace.    Send  Thy  spirit  into  us. 

May  Thy  patience  shown  to  mankind 
through  the  ages  inspire  us  to  a  deeper 
patience  toward  the  thoughtless,  the  ig- 
norant, and  the  petty  that  press  upon  us. 

May  wisdom  from  Thee  enable  us  to 
sift  the  truth  from  falsehood,  justice 
from  partisanship,  and  greatness  from 
smallness;  and  thus  enlightened  may  we 
have  courage  to  do  the  better  thing. 


Grant  unto  us  each  an  irmer  core  of 
faith  and  trust  that  after  we  have  done 
the  best  we  know  with  these  hours  we 
may  leave  the  rest  with  Thee  in  peace  of 
heart  and  mind.  Through  Jesus  Christ 
our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  aimounced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend- 
ments in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  3053.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Cordon. 
Mr.  Hayden,  and  Mr.  Russell  to  be  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


SPEAKER  PRO  TEMPORE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desig- 
nates the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Halleck]  to  act  as  Sp>eaker  pro  tem- 
pore on  Wednesday  and  Thursday  of 
this  week. 


OFFICER  PERSONNEL  IN  THE 
ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  keep- 
ing with  the  action  of  the  House  last 
Wednesday  in  passing  H.  R.  2332,  as  tem- 
porary legislation  relating  to  officer  per- 
sonnel in  the  Armed  Forces,  I  rise  to 
advise  the  House  that  next  Thursday  the 
Armed  Forces  Subcommittee  on  Person- 
nel, of  which  I  am  privileged  to  be  chair- 
man, will  begin  hearings  on  this  subject. 

We  intend  to  make  a  thorough  study 
of  the  entire  promotion  program.  We 
have  already  asked  the  respective  serv- 
ices to  furnish  our  committee  with  cer- 
tain basic  information.  In  order  that 
the  House  may  be  advised  as  to  oiu-  ap- 
proach to  this  problem,  that  you  may 
have  assurances  of  thoroughness  with 
which  we  will  study  this  whole  matter 
of  promotion  of  officers.  I  am  includ- 
ing as  part  of  my  remarks  a  statement 
I  released  to  the  press  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  type  of  information  we  have 
requested  and  will  review. 

Inasmuch  as  much  of  the  information 
we  will  study  is  of  a  classified  nature,  our 
committee  will  hold  all  hearings  in  exec- 
utive session  until  further  notice.  It  is 
my  best  estimate  that  it  will  take  ap- 
proximately 4  weeks  of  hearings  and  con- 
centrated work  on  the  part  of  the  fom- 
mittee  to  make  this  study.  We  will  be 
thorough  and  wholly  objective. 


'I- 'I 
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Bepr«senUtlv«  LesUX  C  KKKKM.  Republi- 
can. Illinois,  cnairman  of  the  aubcommltte* 
of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  that 
will  investigate  the  entire  promotion  pro- 
ifram  for  officers  of  the  .^med  Forces,  bti- 
noun«ed  today  that  hearing*  will  begin  on 
Thursday    March  5,  1953. 

Mr  Akxnds  said  that  due  to  the  ctaMlfled 
nature  of  much  of  the  Information  to  be 
stihmitted  to  the  subcommittee  all  hearlngr* 
would  be  In  executive  aeaalon  until  further 
notice. 

Representative  Amnt»  stated  that  he  had 
ssked  each  service  to  submit  full  )\istiflca- 
tton  for  each  Job  now  occupied  by  a  flag 
or  general  oftcer  in  each  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
He  said  the  services  have  also  been  aslced 
to  submit  the  names  of  all  flag  and  general 
oflBrers.  their  ages.  rank,  permanent  grades, 
and  their  present  temporary  grades. 

Mr.  AaxNDS  sa^J:  'The  services  will  also 
be  asked  to  submit  Information  concerning 
the  billet  justification  for  all  colonels  now 
serving  on  active  duty  In  the  Armed  Forces, 
together  with  »  comparison  of  the  perma- 
nent grades  of  these  ofBcers  and  the  temi- 
porary  grades  In  which  they  are  now  serv- 
ing." 

Other  Information  which  will  be  sought 
by  the  subcommittee  Involves  the  total  num- 
ber of  offlcers  now  serving  on  active  duty  In 
each  grade,  compared  with  the  total  number 
of  officers  each  service  feels  necessary  to  man 
properly  the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr  Ait^NDS  revealed  the  nature  of  the  les;- 
Islation  his  subcommittee  would  possibly 
consider  by  explaining  that  each  service  has 
been  asked  to  submit  a  suggested  percentage 
distribution  of  offlcers  based  on  the  total 
number  of  offlcers  on  active  duty,  graduated 
downward  as  the  total  number  of  offlcers  on 
active  duty  increases.  He  said  that  this  In- 
ff>rmatlon  would  be  stiidied  by  the  subcom- 
mittee to  determine  whether  It  is  possible 
to  pi  ice  percentage  limitations  on  temporary 
proriotions  during  periods  of  emergency  such 
as  now  exist  when  the  enlisted  and  officer 
strengths  far  exceed  the  authorized  regular 
strengths. 


THREE -CENT  BUS  FARE  FOR 
SCHOOL  CHILDREN 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  Hoasc  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  main  purpose  of  the  Hoase 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
Is  to  pass  on  legislation  for  the  District. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee,  I  was 
asked  to  introduce  legislation  repealing 
the  Capital  Transit  Co.s  3-cent  fare  for 
school  children. 

It  was  explained  to  me  at  the  time  that 
legislation  of  this  kind  was  pending  in 
another  legislative  body,  which  also  deals 
with  Di.strict  of  Columbia  legislation. 

The  3-cent  school  children's  fare  was 
established  by  Public  Law  733,  71st  Con- 
gress. February  25.  1931;  therefore  it 
takes  loKislation  to  repeal  It. 

I  am  Informed  there  are  9.000,000 
3-cent  school  fares  annually.  If  this 
amount  were  doubled  to  6  cents  It  would 
mean  $270,000  additional  revenue  annu- 
ally for  the  Capital  Transit  Co.  The  1952 
earnings  failed  to  meet  dividends  by 
$297,000.    Rather  significant  but  true. 

From  the  way  the  Capital  Transit  Co. 
Is  obtaining  rate  increases  and  declaring 


dividends  with  wartime  profits,  they 
apparently  ru)w  see  another  opportunity 
to  grab  from  school  children.  Three 
cents  today  is  a  cheap  price  for  anything. 
Regardless,  this  company  under  present 
management  is  not  going  to  get  any  help 
from  me  and  I  hope  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  Committee  in  taking  one  cent 
from  school  children  under  such  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  publicly  -state 
that  I  will  not  introduce  such  legi.slation 
in  this  body  If  such  is  introduced,  I 
will  oppose  it  in  the  subcommittee.  I 
will  oppose  i  in  the  full  committee  and 
on  the  House  floor  if  it  gets  that  far, 
which  I  doubt. 

Such  is  my  position  on  this  request  and 
proposal  as  long  as  the  present  owner- 
ship of  Capital  Transit  ;.s  maintained. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  repeat  that  I 
feel  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee 
is  one  of  legislation. 

I  think  it  past  time  that  someone  in 
proper  authority  let  the  Capital  Transit 
Co.  know  that  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Congress,  and  the  country  are  not 
going  to  be  pushed  around  any  longer 
by  them. 

As  chairman  of  the  Di.strict  of  Colum- 
bia Committee.  I  can  make  a  start  by  op- 
p>osing  the  legislation  just  mentioned. 

Furthermore.  I  believe  it  should  be 
publicly  called  to  attention. 

The  present  ownership  may  be  within 
the  law  in  buying  control  of  the  Capital 
Transit  Co.  at  $20  per  share,  only  to 
receive  it  back  in  dividends  in  4  years. 
The  North  American  Co.  may  have 
been  within  their  rights,  when  upon  be- 
ing ordered  by  the  Security  and  Ex- 
change Commission  to  divest  themselves 
of  their  Capital  Tran.sit  stock,  including 
the  several  million  dollars  ca.«h  sleeper"' 
they  did  so.  Then  the  wolf  gang  cashed 
in  on  it. 

The  stockholders  of  the  North  Ameri- 
can Co.  could  well  wonder  why  they  did 
not  participate  in  dividends  rather  than 
their  management  let  the  Wolfson  group 
grab  the  'sleeper."  This  would  be  in- 
teresting to  know  from  many  angles. 

If  all  of  this  is  within  the  law.  then 
the  law  should  be  amended  before  it  is 
too  late.  Government  workers.  Wash- 
ington business  concerns,  professions, 
banks,  and  the  Congress  have  a  vital  in- 
terest in  public  transportation  in  the 
Nation's  Capital. 

If  new  legislation  stopping  this  so- 
called  legalized  dissipation  of  the  Capi- 
tal's traasportation  system  is  what  will 
stop  it,  then  I  am  willing  to  introduce  it. 
The  District  of  Columbia  Committee  will 
seek  lesjal  advice  of  the  Corporation 
Coun-sel  on  it.  If  punitive  legislation  i.*; 
needed — and  I  am  willing  to  call  it  that 
in  the  public  interest — I  hope  the  Cor- 
poration Coun-sel.  the  new  Chairman  of 
the  Utilities  Commission,  and  the  Dis- 
trict Commissioners  will  soon  come  up 
with  il  either  to  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee. 

They  might  just  as  well  come  now  be- 
cause the  battle  is  on.  If  the  present 
method  of  milking  the  surplus  of  the 
Capital  Transit  Co.  and  the  public  is  not 
stopped  in  the  not  too  distant  future, 
they  will.  In  my  opinion,  appear,  asking 
lor  help  sooner  or  later,  regardless. 


Last  year,  a  distinguished  Illinois  citi- 
zen came  up  with  this  old  English  state- 
ment which  seems  to  apply  to  the  Capi- 
tal Transit  Co  : 

The  law  locks  up  both  man  and  woman. 
who  steals  the  goose  from  the  common,  but 
lets  the  greater  fflun  loose  who  steals  th« 
conimon  from  the  goose. 

Mr  Speaker.  I  have  gone  over  my  re- 
marks with  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
I  Mr.  Tklli].  who  is  chairman  of  the 
District  Subcommittee  on  Public  Utili- 
ties. Insurance,  and  Banking.  He  has 
approved  what  I  have  said.  The  press 
has  taken  a  public  Interest  in  the  mat- 
ter. I  am  trying  to  make  a  feeble  con- 
tribution. I  t)elieve  if  something  Is  not 
done,  and  soon,  the  District  and  the 
Congress  are  going  to  have  something 
on  their  hands  that  will  cost  them 
millions. 


SECOND    SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRO- 
PRIATI05I  BILL.  1953 

Mr  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speakers  table  the  bill  'H.  R.  3053) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendment's,  and  agree  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  approximately  what 
the  difference  is  t>etween  the  two  Houses? 

Mr  TABER.  It  runs  to  probably  $25 
million  or  $30  million. 

Mr  CANNON.  Is  that  an  increase  or 
decrease  with  relation  to  the  House 
figures? 

Mr.  TABER     Oh,  the  usual. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Is  there  a  proposal  on 
the  part  of  the  other  body  to  decrease 
any  item  in  the  House  bill? 

Mr  TABER.  There  was  one.  an  item 
for  the  transfer  of  $1  million  out  of  funds 
of  the  so-called  Voice  of  America  item. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  is  to  insist  on  all  other  House 
figures? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
draw my  reservation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York''  I  After  a  pause]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:      Messrs.     Taber,     Wiccles- 

WORTH,      CLEVENCER.      BXJSBEY,      CANHOH, 

RooNEY,  and  Focarty. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
other  special  orderj. 


discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  <H.  R.  3350)  for  the  relief  of 
Ralston  Edward  Harry,  and  the  bill 
(H  R  3276)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Mar- 
garet D.  Surhan,  and  that  these  bills  be 
leiefened  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Mas.sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  also  ask  that  I  may  have  in- 
serted as  part  of  my  remarks  a  letter 
from  General  Gray  explaining  that  the 
$^)00,C00  was  not  taken  from  any  hospi- 
tal beds,  but  from  a  fund  that  the  budget 
had  impounded;  so  it  did  not  mean  the 
taking  away  of  any  hospital  beds. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
t*.e  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ma.ssachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


REREFERENCE  OF  BILLS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  be 


ALAN  PHILLIPS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachu-setts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  was  a  privilege  and  with 
preat  pride  that  I  watched  Alan  Phillips, 
of  Lincoln.  Mass.,  a  young  constituent 
of  mine,  receive  the  award  of  a  West- 
inKhouse  scholarship  of  $2,800  that  will 
enable  him  to  continue  his  work  in 
science. 

The  boy  is  15  years  old  and  graduates 
from  hish  school  in  June  of  this  year. 
They  told  me  last  night  that  he  has 
the  brain  of  a  very  much  older  individ- 
ual. Two  of  the  scientists  there  told  me 
they  thought  that  in  later  years  he  would 
have  the  finest  scientific  mind  In  the 
country.  You  can  imagine  how  proud 
we  in  the  commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts are  of  that  boy.  The  following  is 
the  release  given  to  the  press  regarding 
tlie  awards  given  last  evening  at  the 
dinner  given  by  the  Westinghouse  Elec- 
tric Corp.  at  the  Statler  Hotel  to  the 
winners  in  Science  Talent  Search: 

Ma-ssachusctts  and  Brookxtn  Bots  Win  Top 
Honors  in  Science  Talent  Seabch 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  2. — A  15-year- 
old  M.'i&sachusetts  boy  and  a  Brookl]m,  N.  Y., 
boj-  of  16.  took  top  honors  here  tonight  as 
the  most  promising  of  America's  young  scl- 
ent Lsts. 

E.  Alan  Phillips,  of  Mount  Tabor  Road, 
Lincoln.  Mass.  (near  Boston),  won  first 
award,  the  $2,800  Westinghouse  grand  science 
scholarship,  at  the  awards  banquet  which 
r  included  the  12th  Science  Talent  Search. 
Young  Phillips  Is  the  youngest  finalist  ever 
to  win  the  grand  science  scholarship.  The 
banquet  was  held  In  the  Presidential  ball- 
room at  the  Hotel  Statler. 

Paul  H.  Monsky.  of  925  Prospect  Place. 
Brooklyn,  placed  second,  and  won  a  $2,000 
science   scholarship. 

Alan  Phillips  will  graduate  In  June  from 
Weston  High  School,  Weston.  Mass.,  then 
htipes  to  prepare  for  a  career  In  mathematics 
at  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology. 
Paul  Monsky.  who  aspires  to  be  a  mathe- 
matical physicist,  graduated  from  Brooklyn 
Technical  High  School  m  January  thla  year, 
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ranking  first  In  his  claas  of  468  students. 
He  hopes  to  enroll  at  Harvard  University  or 
Swarthmore. 

aWAKD    $11,000   IN   WESTINGHOUBK   SCUNCB 
SCHOLARSHIPS 

A  total  of  111.000  In  Westinghouse  science 
scholarships  was  awarded  at  the  banquet 
to  the  9  girls  and  31  boys  from  19  States  who 
were  finalists  in  the  competition,  attending 
the  5-day  Science  Talent  Institute.  Noted 
adult  scientists,  educators,  and  Government 
ofllclals  saw  the  scholarships  presented  by 
Dr.  Harlow  Shapley,  chairman  of  the  four- 
man  board  of  Judges. 

Eight  of  the  40  young  scientists  were 
awarded  $400  scholarships.    They  are: 

Virgil  E.  Barnes.  Jr..  17,  207  East  33d  Street, 
Austin,  Tex.,  graduating  senior  at  Austin 
High  School. 

Alan  T.  Moffet.  16.  of  1325  8th  Street.  SW., 
Rochester,  Minn.,  Rochester  Senior  High 
School. 

David  B.  Mumford,  15,  of  Summerland  Key, 
Fla.,  a  senior  at  Phillips  Exeter  Academy, 
Exeter.  N.  H. 

Arthur  E.  Pearlmutter.  16,  of  66-09  110th 
Street,  Forest  Hills.  N.  Y.,  Forest  Hills  High 
School. 

Joanna  R.  Russ,  16.  of  620  Thwaites  Place, 
New  York  City,  Taft  High  School. 

Martin  C.  Tangora,  16,  of  2047  Orrlngton 
Avenue.  Evanston.  111..  Evanston  High  School. 

John  S.  Willis,  18.  of  1302  East  Villa  Street, 
Pasadena,  Calif.,  Pasadena  City  College  High 
School. 

Jack  A.  Wolfe.  16.  of  4530  Southeast  Clin- 
ton Street.  Portland,  Oreg.,  Franklin  High 
School. 

THIRTT    OTHERS    WIN    SCHOLARSHIPS 

Thirty  of  the  finalists  were  awarded  $100 
Westinghouse  science  scholarships.  Listed 
by  States,  they  are: 

Arizona:  Karen  M.  Spangehl,  16,  2829  North 
2«th  Street,  Phoenix,  North  Phoenix  High 
School. 

California:  Paul  R.  Brayton,  Jr.,  17,  5647 
Repetto  Street,  Los  Angeles.  Garfield  High 
School:  Dennis  R.  Clark,  18,  1912  Thayer 
Avenue.  Los  Angeles.  University  High  School. 

Georgia:  Nancy  Eleanor  Wright,  17.  256 
Altoona  Place.  SW.,  Atlanta,  Joseph  E. 
Brown  High  School;  Edward  F.  Menhlnlck, 
17,  Womack  Road,  Dunwoody,  Chamblee 
High  School,  Chamblee. 

Illinois:  John  C.  Reynolds,  17,  640  Forest 
Avenue,  Glen  Blyn,  Glenbard  Township 
High  School. 

Indiana:  Barbara  E.  G.  Hopf,  16,  512  South 
Swain  Street,  Bloomington,  University  High 
School;  David  R.  Swarner,  15,  box  472,  route 
5.  Valparaiso,  Valparaiso  High  School. 

Missouri:  James  D.  Larson,  18.  10011  East 
35th  Terrace,  Kansas  City.  William  Christ- 
man  High  School,  Independence. 

New  Jersey:  David  F.  Isles.  17,  10  Arlington 
Road.  Cranford,  Cranford  High  School;  David 
E.  Sosin.  17,  12  North  8th  Avenue,  Highland 
Park,  Highland  Park  High  School. 

New  York:  Merle  R.  Forman,  16,  10  Argyle 
Road,  Brooklyn,  Erasmus  Hall  High  School; 
Charles  G.  Gross,  17,  326  East  4th  Street, 
Brooklyn,  Erasmus  Hall  High  School;  Howard 
Resnikoff,  15,  3126  Coney  Island  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  Abraham  Lincoln  High  School; 
Robert  L.  Rubinstein,  15,  1514  West  11th 
Street,  Brooklyn,  Lafayette  High  School; 
Robert  A.  Shore,  16,  2624  Avenue  L,  Brook- 
lyn, Midwood  High  School;  Norman  Strax, 
17,  10  Somerset  Drive,  Great  Neck,  Great  Neck 
High  School;  Domlnlck  J.  Ptrone,  16.  106 
North  Columbus  Avenue,  Mount  Vernon, 
Archbishop  Stepinac  High  School.  White 
Plains:  Emma  M.  Duchane.  10.  437  East  85th 
Street.  New  York  City.  Hunter  College  High 
School;  EUuyo  Itokawa.  17.  219  East  4Qth 
Street.  New  York  City.  Hunter  College  High 
School;  Harry  J.  Cassidy.  Jr..  18.  148  Steuben 
Street.  Painted  Post.  Painted  Post  High 
School;  Kenneth  J.  Harte.  17.  45  Lawrence 
Road.    Scarsdale,    Scarsdale    Higli    School; 


Jonathan  D.  Lubln,  16,  2  Shirley  Avenue. 
Staten  Island,  TottenvUle  High  School.  Tot- 
tenville. 

Ohio:  Mary  E.  Klrtley.  17.  602  Crescent 
Road.  Mansfield.  Mansfield  Senior  High 
School. 

Oklahoma:  Richard  N.  Claytor.  18.  181f 
West  Cameron  Street,  Tulsa.  Central  High 
School. 

Pennsylvania:  Laurence  Schmoyer.  17.  724 
North  19th  Street,  Allentown.  AUentown 
High  School;  Th&yer  C.  French.  18,  804  Ohio 
River  Boulevard,  Sewickley,  the  Hotchkisa 
School.  LakeviUe,  Conn. 

South  Dakota:  John  M.  Winter.  Jr.,  17,  205 
South  Pine  Street,  Vermillion,  Vermillion 
High  School. 

Virginia:  Merle  A.  Mitchell.  15.  7849  Ogden 
Street,  Norfolk,  Booker  T.  Washington  High 
School. 

WUconsln:  Michael  P.  Grant.  16,  189  Lake 
Drive,  Oshkosh,  Oshkosh  High  School. 

WINNING     PROJECTS    CONCERNED    MATHEMATICS, 
LIGHT    BEAMS 

Young  Phillips'  winning  science  project 
concerned  mathematical  calculations  nor- 
mally considered  far  beyond  high  school 
students.  It  was  titled  "The  Compression 
of  Liquids  and  Gases  Under  Gravitational 
and  Centrifugal  Forces."  His  rep>ort  con- 
siders various  problems  concerning  the  sub- 
ject, and  Includes  an  estimate  of  how  far 
the  ocean's  surface  has  been  lowered  by 
compression.  Basically,  he  reported,  his 
problem  was:  "If  the  world  were  made  of 
water,  would  it  stay  together?" 

Alan  comes  by  his  Interest  In  mathematics 
naturally,  being  the  son  of  Dr.  H.  B.  Phillips, 
retired  professor  of  mathematics.  Massachu- 
setts Institute  of  Technology.  Ranking  first 
in  his  class  at  Weston  High,  Alan  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  staff  on  his  school  publication, 
and  he  also  belongs  to  mathematics  and 
photography  groups  there.  His  hobbies  In- 
clude radio  and  astronomy.  He  won  a  gold 
medal  for  the  highest  score  in  a  State  mathe- 
matics examination  conducted  by  Tufts  Col- 
lege.    He  is  a  former  Boy  Scout. 

Paul  Monsky  was  curious  as  to  what  hap- 
pens to  a  beam  of  light  when  it  passes 
through  a  medium  consisting  of  dissimilar 
elements  or  Ingredients,  and  he  based  his 
science  project  on  such  a  study.  Son  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Morris  Monsky.  he  pursues  a  num- 
ber of  hobbies  Including  mathematics,  chess, 
handball,  and  the  deciphering  of  secret 
cryptograms,  codes,  and  ciphers, 

Paul  served  on  the  editorial  staff  of  bis 
school  publication,  held  membership  in 
mathematics,  science,  astronomical,  physics, 
and  glee  clubs,  and  was  a  member  of  Brook- 
lyn Technical  High's  mathematics,  chess, 
and  physics  teams.  He  has  won  seven  first 
jM'lzes  in  mathematics  contests,  one  In  a  chess 
competition,  one  in  a  physics  contest,  and 
one  In  a  history  competition. 

TTRGES    SKILLFUL    USE  OF   MANPOWEK 

Dr.  Leonard  Carmlchael.  Secretary  of  the 
Smithsonian  Institution,  in  the  principal  ad- 
dress at  the  banquet,  warned  that  there  are 
not  enough  "intellectually  able,  physically 
competent  Individuals  of  proper  age"  to  pro- 
vide the  men  and  women  needed  to  fill  this 
Nation's  military,  civilian,  and  foreign  aid 
requirements. 

While  he  urged  the  use  of  scientific  meth- 
ods in  solving  the  manpower  shortage.  Dr.' 
Carmlchael  Insisted  that  "American  citizens 
shall  be  treated  as  free  and  essentially  sacred 
human  Individuals  and  not  as  pawns  in  a 
totalitarian  game. 

"Never  in  peacetime,  and  only  to  the  least 
possible  degree  in  wartime,  must  America 
consider  the  ordering  about  of  our  fellow  citi- 
zens In  an  effort  to  bring  about  optimal  labor 
utilization. 

"Proper  manpower  utilization  alone  will  al- 
low our  Nation  to  maintain  Its  strength."  Dr. 
Carmlchael  said.  "By  such  utilization  we  can 
become    more    individually    productive    and 
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•IBO  have  to  the  greatest  degree  possible  the 
peraonal  satisfactions  that  come  Irom  per- 
forming well  the  tasks  In  society  which  we 
have  selected  and  for  which  we  are  well 
fitted." 

The  40  teen-age  scientists  who  competed 
here  In  the  finals  of  the  Science  Talent 
Search  were  chosen  from  entrants  In  all  48 
States.  Selections  were  based  on  the  stu- 
dents' showing  m  a  tough  science  aptitude 
test,  their  teachers"  reports,  their  grades  and 
their  own  science  projects.  About  15,000  top- 
ranking  high -school  seniors  requested  copies 
of  entry  materials  and  entered  one  or  more 
phases  of  the  competition,  and  2,264  of  them 
submitted  complete  entries. 

The  scholarships  presented  tonight  may  be 
used  at  any  accredited  college,  university  or 
technical  school.  In  addition  to  Dr  Shapley. 
who  announced  names  of  the  award  winners. 
Judges  Include  two  consulting  psycholo- 
gists— Dr.  Harold  A.  Edgerton.  vice  president 
of  Richardson.  Bellows,  Henry  &  Co..  New 
York,  and  Dr.  Stcuart  H.  Brltt.  vice  presi- 
dent and  research  director  of  Needham,  Louis 
&  Brorby,  Inc..  Chicago  advertising  agency — 
and  Dr.  Rex  A.  Buxton.  Washington  p)sy- 
chlatrlst. 

The  search  Is  conducted  by  Science  Clubs 
of  America  through  Science  Service.  The 
scholarships  are  awarded  by  the  Westing- 
house  Educational  Foundation,  which  is  sup- 
ported b^  the  Westlnghouse  Electric  Corp. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  THURSDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
tinanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permi-ssion  to  addre.ss  the  House 
for  35  minutes  on  Thursday,  March  12, 
1953,  following  the  legislative  program 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  15  minutes  on  Thursday  next,  fol- 
lowing the  legislative  program  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


INDIANS  AT  PORT  TOTTEN,  N.  DAK.. 
NEED  THEIR  RESERVATION  HOS- 
PITAL 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
tinanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
are  over  1.300  Indians  on  the  Fort  Tot- 
ten  Indian  Reservation  in  North  Dakota. 
The  reservation  originally  comprised  a 
tract  of  land  of  220,834  acres,  half  of 
which  was  good,  productive  farm  land. 
In  1892  this  reservation,  against  the  ob- 
jection of  the  more  progressive  Indians, 
was  opened  to  white  settlement. 

The  lands  were  sold  to  white  settlers, 
and  of  course  the  prospective  owner  ex- 


amined the  land  before  he  accepted  it. 
Naturally,  the  best  farming  lands  were 
taken,  and  out  of  this  reservation  of 
220.834  acres  there  remains  only  54.026. 
and  only  20  percent  of  this  is  fit  for  farm- 
ing purposes.  The  hills  covered  with 
scrub  oak  were  left,  which  are  fit  for 
neither  farming  nor  grazing. 

The  Indians  are  now  in  worse  social 
condition  than  ever  before,  and  only 
about  2  percent  are  self-supporting. 
Many  of  the  remaining  Indians  are  old 
and  health-broken  because  of  malnutri- 
tion, and  they  need  care  and  attention. 
Now,  at  a  time  when  they  need  hospital 
help,  the  Commissioner  proposes  to  close 
the  hospital  and  send  the  Indians  to 
white  hospitals  in  a  country  where  there 
are  none.  Devils  Lake  is  the  largest  city, 
with  a  population  of  about  7,000.  and  has 
two  hospitals  which  are  understaffed 
and  barely  able  to  take  care  of  white 
people. 

The  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs 
says  he  has  a  contract  with  hospitals  to 
take  care  of  these  Indians,  and  the  pro- 
gram to  be  followed  is  as  follows: 

If  an  Indian  is  sick  or  meets  with  an 
accident,  he  must  first  go  to  the  Agency 
doctor  and  get  a  certificate  directing  him 
to  a  white  hospital.  It  is  several  miles 
from  Devils  Lake,  and  in  the  winter 
months,  because  of  drifted  snow,  a  sick 
Indian  i.s  compelled  to  rumble  along  in 
some  conveyance  a  distance  of  13  to  30 
,  miles.  When  he  gets  to  the  already 
crowded  hospital  he  is  more  often  turned 
away  than  received.  In  one  case  which 
was  presented  to  the  Indian  Commis- 
sioner on  Wednesday  a  sick  Indian  child 
went  to  the  Devils  Lake  Hospital,  having 
a  fever  of  alarming  temperature.  The 
parents  had  not  obtained  a  certificate 
from  the  Agency  doctor  because  the  doc- 
tor was  away  on  other  business.  The 
child,  with  almost  a  fatal  fever,  was 
turned  away. 

If  the  Commissioner  does  havs  con- 
tracts with  white  hospitals,  nevertheless, 
I  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  hospitals 
object  to  taking  in  Indians,  especially  if 
they  are  aged  and  dirty. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  pauperized 
conditions  of  these  Indians  was  brought 
about  by  the  way  the  Government  has 
handled  them.  I  grew  up  close  to  this 
reservation,  and  in  the  pioneer  days  there 
were  no  needy  Indians.  Today  there  is 
nothing  on  this  reservation  to  sustain 
these  Indians,  either  in  agriculture  or  in 
industrial  pursuits,  and  the  Government 
has  made  little  effort  to  supply  them  with 
something  to  do.  The  Commissioner 
claims  there  are  no  nurses  to  be  had,  but 
he  does  admit  that  there  are  plenty  of 
young  women  on  the  reservation  who 
are  out  of  work  and  could  be  turned  into 
nurses  with  very  little  effort.  You  do 
not  have  to  have  a  Shakespeare  to  read 
a  thermometer  or  administer  to  patients 
what  a  doctor  prescribes  for  them;  and 
these  girls,  on  the  first  day  of  their  serv- 
ice, can  understand  that  cleanliness  and 
comfort  are,  in  many  cases,  superior  to 
medicine  in  treating  sick  people. 

Since  we  are  responsible  for  the  pres- 
ent condition  of  these  Indians,  shall  we 
withdraw  medical  care  from  them  be- 
cause it  is  feared  we  might  spend  too 
much  money?    We  do  not  bring  up  this 


argument  when  the  time  comes  to  make 
appropriations  for  the  Marshall  plan,  or 
NATO,  or  what-have-you?  Nothing  is 
ever  said  about  these  appropriations 
being  a  poor  business  deal.  When  it 
comes  to  our  own  people  here  in  the 
United  States,  who  need  medical  atten- 
tion, and  need  it  more  direly  than  any 
people  on  earth,  we  hesitate  and  the 
Commissioner  warns  us  that  we  will  be 
spending  too  much  money. 

If  the  countries  of  the  world  knew  how 
we  have  treated  the  American  Indians, 
and  how  we  are  still  treating  them,  they 
would  hardly  say  that  our  boast  of  a 
great,  free  country  obtains  here  among 
our  own  people.  We  refuse  to  turn  the 
Indians  loose  on  their  own,  but  have  kept 
them  cooped  up  on  reservations,  with  re- 
stricted rights,  until  the  Indian  has  lort 
self-respect  and  has  become  an  absolute 
dependent  upon  what  dole  the  Govern- 
ment, his  guardian,  gives  him. 

By  overwhelming  numbers  the  Indians 
object  to  the  closing  of  the  Fort  Totten 
Hospital,  and  the  white  p>eople  in  the 
towns  where  these  Indians  would  be 
treated  also  object  to  it.  Commercial 
clubs  have  petitioned  members  of  Con- 
pre.ss  to  prevent  the  closing  of  this  hos- 
pital, and  in  my  opinion  it  would  be 
nothing  less  than  criminal  to  allow  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  intention  to  close  the  hos- 
pital. We  are  the  guardians  of  these 
Indians  by  our  own  choice,  and  now,  in 
the  dark  days  of  their  dependent  exist- 
ence, brought  about  by  ourselves,  shall 
we  run  like  cowards  from  our  duty  and 
be  permitted  to  proclaim  in  defense  of 
our  action  that  it  costs  too  much? 


ARMED  FORCES  RETIREMENT 
POLICY  RECKLESS? 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
would  like  to  a.sk  one  question.  I  hope 
that  the  House  in  this  session  will  re- 
view our  retirement  policy  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

It  seems,  by  this  policy,  that  one  by 
one.  we  are  cutting  down  our  best  World 
War  II  and  Korea  combat-tested  gen- 
erals and  leaders,  while  the  Soviets  are 
not. 

By  next  June.  I  am  told,  we  are  going 
to  retire  some  500  combat-experienced 
colonels. 

This  Armed  Forces  retirement  law  was 
passed  in  1947  when  everything  seemed 
economical  and  rosy,  and  when  our 
training  films  fitted  Ferdinand  the  Bull, 
join  the  Army  and  see  the  world,  tactics, 
but  with  the  increased  pressure  being 
applied  against  the  Reds  by  our  State 
Department,  it  seems  to  me  we  are  on 
the  wrong  road  in  knocking  down  our 
best  combat  leaders  at  this  time.  Youth 
thirsts  for  leadership,  as  well  as  oppor- 
tunity, in  combat. 


AUTOMOBILE  EXCISE  TAX  TO  AID 
FEDERAL-AID  ROAD  PROGRAM 

Mr.   KLUCZYNSKI.    Mr.   Speaker,   I 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
am  today  introducing  a  bill  to  set  aside 
the  proceeds  of  the  manufacturers'  excise 
taxes  on  automobiles,  tires,  and  tubes, 
gasoline,  and  lubricating  oil  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Federal-Aid  Road  Act. 

Under  the  present  law  the  tax  money 
collected  from  these  sources  goes  into  the 
Treasury  for  general  purposes. 

There  are  not  enough  roads  to  hold 
the  output  of  motorized  traffic,  truck, 
passenger  and  bus.  In  1941  we  began 
running  out  of  roads  when  we  had  32 
million  motor  vehicles  registered.  Our 
main  highways  were  bursting  at  the 
seams.  To  the  present  time  roadbuildlng 
and  maintenance  have  been  interrupted 
and  so  today  with  52  million  vehicles 
using  the  highwas^  our  whole  economy 
has  and  is  being  built  aroimd  motorized 
transportation  of  both  people  and  prop- 
erty. 

The  future  demands  and  the  future 
will  bring  about  an  expansion  of  the  use 
of  motor  vehicles.  Main  highways  and 
secondary  highways  are  badly  congested, 
t)eing  too  narrow,  too  winding,  and  anti- 
quated. 

Our  national  defense  and  safety  re- 
quire a  quick  and  full  movement  of 
motorized  traCBc  from  one  end  of  the 
Nation  to  the  other. 

It  demands  a  uniform  and  unified  sys- 
tem of  four-  and  six -lane  highways. 

Why  should  not  the  public  that  pays 
the  tax  from  motorized  traffic  then  have 
the  full  benefit  and  assistance  that  that 
tax  can  provide.  No  one  can  deny  that 
the  proper  source  to  look  to  to  solve  our 
muddled  traffic  problems  should  be  the 
manufacturers'  excise  taxes  on  automo- 
bile accessories  and  the  kindred  products. 

We  need  a  solution  to  ovu-  rc»d  prob- 
lem. We  need  a  unified  traffic  system 
throughout  the  entire  country.  We  must 
have  Federal  aid  to  all  the  States. 

This  bill  grants  the  needs  supplied  by 
the  agencies  that  require  the  needs. 

Our  whole  economy  and  Federal  de- 
fense must  have  this  aid. 

It  is  the  only  way  we  can  keep  America 
on  the  move.  Speed  up  and  reduce 
bottlenecks. 

The  American  Trucking  Association, 
through  Walter  F.  Carey,  Its  president, 
just  the  other  day  publicly  expressed  the 
emergency  of  the  situation. 

The  American  Association  of  State 
Highway  Officials,  which  is  an  association 
made  up  of  48  State  highway  depart- 
ments, the  Territorial  departments  of 
Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  the  Federal  Biu*eau  of 
Public  Roads  recently  decried  the  urgent 
need  of  such  a  bill  as  I  today  present. 


NEWSPRINT  MILL  IN  LOUISIANA 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 


House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  approval  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment a  few  days  ago  of  a  tax  amortiza- 
tion certificate  clears  the  way  for  the 
construction  of  a  $2y2  million  mill  in 
LaPourche  Parish,  La.,  which  will  manu- 
facture newsprint  and  pulp  from  sugar- 
cane bagasse.  This  plant  is  the  first  of 
Its  kind  in  the  world. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  in  the 
middle  of  1950.  undertook  as  part  of  its 
monopoly  study  an  investigation  and  an 
analysis  of  the  newsprint  industry.  It 
quickly  learned  that  constructive  efforts 
to  augment  the  supply  of  newsprint  was 
indeed  necessary  in  the  United  States. 
It  particularly  took  notice  that  the  de- 
velopment of  new  techniques  and  the  use 
of  new  materials  as  a  source  of  newsprint 
were  absolutely  mandatory.  In  its  report 
of  May  1951,  the  committee  formally 
recommended  that  steps  be  taken  toward 
the  development  of  new  raw  materials 
and  processes  and  that  encouragement 
be  given  for  the  furthering  of  new  en- 
terprises. It  specifically  recommended 
the  employing  of  methods  for  making 
newsprint  from  bagasse.  As  an  aid  to 
these  new  industries,  the  committee 
recommended  governmental  assistance 
and  encouraged  the  development  of  new 
plants  in  the  South  and  suggested  giv- 
ing them  the  benefit  of  accelerated  de- 
preciation for  tax  purposes. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  then 
took  affirmative  steps  to  implement  its 
recommendations  through  the  coop>era- 
tion  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce.  That  agency  undertook  an 
intensified  program  whereby  the  series 
of  pilot  plant  tests  by  the  Bureau  of 
Standards  was  undertaken  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  feasibility  from  a  financial 
and  commercial  viewpoint  of  making 
newsprint  from  sugarcane  bagasse.  This 
program  also  explored  the  obstacles 
which  had  militated  against-  newsprint 
expansion  in  the  United  States,  includ- 
ing not  only  this  particular  technique 
involving  bagasse,  but  many  other 
techniques  and  processes.  In  the  course 
of  Its  study,  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce considered  all  the  aspects  involved 
in  the  expansion  of  production  such  as 
the  financing  and  the  amortization. 

This  program  is  coiitinulng  at  the 
present  moment  with  a  view  to  develop 
potentialities  of  hardwoods  and  other 
materials  not  as  yet  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  newsprint.  It  is  sincerely 
hoped  that  these  experiments  will  prove 
as  successful  as  the  initial  one.  In  the 
very  near  future,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  is  expected  to  render  a 
progress  report  on  its  activities  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House.  Here 
Is  a  concrete  example  whereby  an  Inves- 
tigation and  study  by  a  committee  of  the 
Congress  and  the  cooperation  of  an 
agency  of  the  Government  has  opened  an 
entirely  new  field  for  private  enterprise. 
It  indicates  what  can  be  done  through 
the  joint  cooperative  efforts  of  Govern- 
ment and  private  industry  to  expand 


production  without  flnanclni:  by  the 
Government.  In  the  erection  of  this 
plant,  only  private  capital  will  be  used. 
I  am  confident  that  this  step  will  go  a 
long  way  to  Alleviate  the  serious  short- 
age of  newsprint  in  the  United  States. 


RICHMOND  NEWS  LEADER 

Mr.  ABBTTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  The  Richmond  News 
Leader  is  one  of  the  outstanding  daily 
newspapers  in  Virginia  and  for  that  mat- 
ter in  the  Nation.  It  has  had  a  splendid 
editorial  staff  for  many,  many  years  and 
I  desire  to  publicly  commend  them  for 
the  outstanding  contribution  the  staff 
has  made  for  better  government  in  this 
country. 

I  am  in  entire  accord  with  their  edi- 
torial of  February  26  and,  while  I  am 
not  a  member  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  will  han- 
dle this  matter  to  which  the  editorial  re- 
fers, I  have  from  time  to  time  made 
cursory  examinations  of  the  problem 
and  find  that  not  only  are  the  facts  as 
set  out  in  the  editorial  true  but  it  is 
true  to  such  an  extent  that  the  people 
of  other  nations  have  resented  the  atti- 
tude of  our  representatives  in  these  for- 
eign countries  as  well  as  the  lavish  living 
that  the  Federal  employees  have  flaunt- 
ed before  them. 

I,  therefore,  call  upon  the  appropriate 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  make  a  painstaking  investigation 
of  these  matters  so  that  no  longer  will 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  have  to 
underwrite  the  lavish  living,  the  gross 
extravagance  and  the  utter  disregard  of 
the  feelings  of  the  native  citizens  that 
many  of  our  representatives  serving  in 
foreign  countries  have  been  responsible 
for  in  the  past. 

The  editorial  entitled  "It  Isn't  the 
Personnel,  It's  the  Upkeep"  is  as  follows: 

It  Isn't  thi  Piksonnkl,  It's  th«  Upkxbp 

The  commendable  effort  now  being  made 
in  Washington  to  reduce  p)er»onnel  in  the 
Foreign  Service  will  accomplish  only  half  its 
purpose  if  It  Is  not  followed  promptly  by  » 
reduction  In  the  extravagant  services  pro- 
vided for  the  personnel.  Originally  these 
services  were  furnished  at  hardship  posts 
only — In  those  dreary  backwashes  of  civili- 
zation where  important  and  necessary  rela- 
tions might  have  to  be  maintained,  but  where 
United  States  representatives  could  not  And 
the  most  elementary  conveniences  available 
locally.  For  a  i)erlod  after  World  War  n, 
they  were  extended  to  some  of  the  most  de- 
sirable and  civilized  diplomatic  posts  on 
earth,  with  the  generous  and  perhaps  neces- 
sary object  of  keeping  large  American  mis- 
sions from  eating  up  or  using  up  the  limited 
resources  of  war-torn  countries. 

But  however  honorable  its  origin,  the  pro- 
vision of  goods  and  services  to  American 
military  and  civUlan  personnel  all  over  the 
world  has  now  become  a  racket.  Free  aerv- 
ices  and  plentiful  tax-free  goods  enable 
American  representatives  abroad  to  live  be- 
yond anything  most  of  them  ever  dreamed 
of  at  home.  Three  and  four  servants  to  the 
family  are  not  unusual  and  even  the  sky- 
scraper bachelor  apartments,  put  up  at  lavlatk 
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expenM  by  a  beneficent  government,  are 
equipped  with  maids'  rooma.  In  Britain, 
dozens  of  boxises  in  the  $50,000  and  tTS.OOO 
bracket  have  been  purchased  for  the  rent- 
free  accommodation  of  United  States  per- 
sonnel, and  In  Germany  a  whole  town  was 
built  to  hovise  the  "larg^t  embassy  on  earth" 
before  the  peace  treaty  was  negotiated. 
Electric  kitchens  have  been  Installed  In 
Nairobi,  clubs  and  bars  set  up  in  Tokyo,  and 
mt  the  Army's  big  night  club  In  Garmlsch. 
a  movable  dance  floor,  the  largest  of  its  kind 
in  the  world,  rolls  back  to  uncover  an  Ice 
rink. 

Germany's  transportation  system  seems  to 
be  functioning  smoothly  and  efficiently,  but 
when  the  new  American  High  Commissioner 
arrived  In  Bonn  this  month,  he  arrived  by 
special  train.  It  hardly  Improves  matters 
for  the  taxpayers  that  It  was  probably  the 
same  special  train  that  carries  Army  wives 
and  High  Commission  clerks  on  picnics  to 
the  Bavarian  Alps  or  shopping  expeditions 
to  Hamburg. 

For  a  3-day  NATO  conference  In  Rome,  18 
new  automobiles  were  sent  from  Germany 
to  take  our  envoys  from  their  hotels  to  the 
conference  rooms.  When  Seoul  was  evacu- 
ated in  July  1950  the  Embassy  staff  left  be- 
hind tlOO.OOO  worth  of  American  food.  $40,000 
worth  of  liquor,  and  $22,500  worth  of  gaso- 
line. When  a  lone  point  4  agricultural  ex- 
pert arrived  In  Iraq  last  fall,  it  was  said  the 
cost  of  transporting  his  goods  and  chattels 
would   support   an   Arab   village   for   a  year. 

Nobody  knows  what  the  upkeep  of  our 
foreign  service  really  costs  the  American 
people;  it  is  burled  so  deep  in  the  military 
budget,  foreign  aid.  State  Department  funds, 
and  other  appropriations  that  the  most  In- 
defatigable Congressman  has  never  at- 
tempted to  trace  down  more  than  a  frac- 
tion of  it.  But  if  only  the  more  outrageous 
Items  were  eliminated,  the  saving  would  be 
considerable  and  the  overall  efficiency  of  the 
service  improved. 

Nowadays,  when  much  of  our  business  with 
foreign  nations  could  be  handled  more  ex- 
peditiously by  transoceanic  telephone,  a 
primary  object  of  the  foreign  service  Is  to 
keep  the  United  States  In  touch  with  what 
Is  going  on  all  over  the  world.  This  object 
will  be  imperfectly  attained  as  long  as  we 
have  little  Americas  everywhere  tn  which  our 
personnel  is  almost  as  separated  from  all 
contact  with  conditions  abroad  as  if  It  had 
stayed  at  home. 


SPECIAL  ORDER 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  special  or- 
der I  had  for  tomorrow  be  vacated  and 
that  it  be  set  for  Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PRIVATE  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Private  Cal- 
endar day.  The  Clerk  will  call  the  first 
bill  on  the  Private  Calendar. 


MR.  AND  MRS.  JOSEPH  W. 
FURSTENBERG 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  662  > 
for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  W. 
Purstenberg. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mr. 


and  Mrs.  Joseph  W.  Purstenberg,  Toms  River, 
N.  J.,  the  sum  of  $1,000.  The  payment  of 
such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  of  the  said  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Purstenberg 
against  the  United  States  arising  out  of  the 
loss  of  a  registered  letter  mailed  by  the  said 
Mrs.  Purstenberg  at  a  United  States  naval 
post  office  In  Argentla,  Newfoundland,  on 
June  28,  1949.  The  said  Mrs.  Ftirstenberg 
mailed  such  letter,  which  contained  $2,000 
in  cash,  in  reliance  on  the  assertion  of  a 
postal  employee  in  such  office  that  registered 
mail  was  the  safest  way  to  send  such  money. 
Although  the  declared  value  of  such  letter 
was  $2,000.  and  although  the  said  Mrs.  Purst- 
enberg paid  a  registration  surcharge  which 
was  based  on  such  declared  value,  the  said 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Purstenberg  have  heretofore 
been  reimbursed  only  $1,000.  which  is  the 
maximum  amount  payable  under  existing  law 
for  the  loss  of  any  one  piece  of  registered 
mail:  Proiided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  ac- 
count of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,0C0. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.    MURIEL  J.   SHINGLER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  720> 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Muriel  J.  Shingler, 
doing  business  as  Shingler's  Hatchery. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Muriel  J. 
Shingler.  doing  business  as  Shingler's  Hatch- 
ery, of  11543  South  Paramount  Boulevard. 
Downey.  Calif  .  the  sum  of  $305  15  Payment 
of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settlement  of 
all  claims  of  the  said  Shingler's  Hatchery 
against  the  United  States  for  reimbursement 
for  the  loss  of  approximately  1.795  baby 
chicks  which  were  contained  in  a  shipment 
of  9,000  baby  chicks  mailed  by  the  said 
Shingler's  Hatchery  on  November  30.  1950.  at 
Downey.  Calif  .  to  Peterson  Feed  &  Supply 
Co.,  Tucson.  Ariz.  Such  shipment  was  not 
Insured  by  employees  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment although  such  Insurance  was 
requested  by  the  said  Shingler's  Hatchery 
prior  to  the  time  such  shipment  was  made. 
Such  claims  are  not  cognizable  under  the 
provisions  of  title  28  of  the  United  States 
Code  relating  to  tort  claims  against  the 
United  States  by  reason  of  section  2680b 
of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  exempt- 
ing from  such  provisions  those  claims  arising 
out  of  the  loss,  miscarriage,  and  negligent 
transmission  of  postal  matter.  No  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000, 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


CHESTER  H.  TUCK  AND  OTHERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  724> 
for  the  relief  of  Chester  H.  Tuck.  Mary 
Elizabeth  Fisher.  James  Thomas  Harper, 
and  Mrs.  T.  W.  Bennett. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follow^s: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Chester  H.  Tuck. 
of  TuUahoma.  Tenn..  the  sum  of  $10,000;  to 
Mary  Elizabeth  Fisher,  of  Tullahoma.  Tenn., 
the  sum  of  $10,000:  to  James  Thomas  Harper, 
of  Tullahoma,  Tenn..  the  sum  of  $1,000;  and 
to  Mrs.  T  W.  Bennett,  of  Tullahoma,  Tenn., 
the  sum  of  $10,299.50.  The  payment  of  such 
sums  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
of  the  said  Chester  H.  Tuck.  Mary  Elizabeth 
Fisher,  and  James  Thomas  Harp>er  agaliist  the 
United  States  f(ir  p)ersonal  injuries  sustained, 
pain  and  suffering  undergone,  medlc.Hl  and 
hospital  expenses  incurred,  and  loss  of  earn- 
ings sustained  by  them  as  the  result  of  an 
accident  involving  an  Army  truck  which  oc- 
curred at  the  intersection  of  South  Jackson 
and  Cook  Streets,  In  Tullahoma,  Tenn  ,  on 
March  11,  1944:  and  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  of  the  said  Mrs  T.  W.  Bennett  against 
the  United  States  for  the  death  of  her  minor 
daughter  Ruth  Cleek,  who  died  as  a  result 
of  injuries  sustained  In  such  accident,  and 
for  expenses  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
burial  of  the  said  Ruth  Cleek:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  for  the  payment  of  any  one  claim  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  such  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwlth-standing.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  "$1,000"  and 
Insert   '$700" 

Page  1.  line  10.  strike  out  "$10,299.50"  and 
Insert   "$7,299  50." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  pa.s.sed.  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MR.  AND  MRS.  THOMAS  J.  CAMPION 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  726) 
for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  J. 
Camoion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  autliorlzed 
and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Campion,  of  PottsviUe, 
Pa  .  the  sum  of  $8,280.  in  full  settlement  of 
all  claims  against  the  United  States  arising 
out  of  the  death  of  their  daughter.  Lucy  T. 
Campion,  on  March  3.  1945.  from  injuries 
sustained  by  her  in  an  accident,  involving 
an  Army  vehicle,  which  occurred  on  the 
same  date  on  the  Indiantown  Gap  Military 
Reservation.  Pa  ;  the  driver  of  the  said  Army 
vehicle  was  not  acting  within  the  scope  of 
his  employment  at  the  time  the  said  acci- 
dent occurred;  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
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^'ith  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
hiwful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
sl'.all  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ALEXANDER  A.  SENIBALDI 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  739) 
for  the  relief  of  Alexander  A.  Senibaldi. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Alexander  A.  Benl- 
baldl  (chief  petty  officer.  U.  8.  Naval  Re- 
serve ) .  Everett.  Mass.,  is  hereby  relieved  of 
all  liability  to  refund  to  the  United  States 
the  sum  of  $624.27.  Such  sum  represents 
compensation  received  by  the  said  Alex- 
ander A  Senibaldi  as  an  employee  of  the 
United  States  Post  Office.  Boston.  Mass..  dur- 
ing the  period  beginning  July  16.  1946.  and 
ending  January  2,  1947.  while  he  was  also 
employed  at  the  Watertown  Arsenal  and  was 
receiving  dual  compensation  from  the  United 
States  at  a  combined  annual  rate  In  excess 
of  $2,000.  In  the  audit  and  settlement  of 
the  accounts  of  any  certifying  or  disbursing 
officer  of  the  United  States,  full  credit  shall 
be  given  for  the  amount  for  which  liability 
Is  relieved  by  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any 
money  in  the  TreasiUTr  not  otherwlGe  appro- 
priated, to  the  said  Alexander  A.  Senibaldi 
an  amount  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  the 
amounts  paid  by  him.  or  withheld  from  sums 
otherwise  due  him.  in  complete  or  partial 
satisfaction  of  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
for  such  refund. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recou- 
(>ider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


ARTHUR  J.  BOUCHER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  834) 
for  the  relief  of  Arthur  J.  Boucher. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  15  to  20. 
Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide compensation  for  employees  of  the 
United  Slates  suffering  Injuries  while  In  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other 
purposes.  "  approved  September  7,  1916,  as 
amended  (5  U.  S.  C.  765-770),  are  hereby 
waived  in  favor  of  Arthur  J.  Boucher,  for 
compensation  for  disability  allegedly  catised 
by  his  employment  as  an  employee  of  the 
Bijston  Naval  Shipyard.  Boston.  Mass.,  in 
July  1944.  and  his  claim  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  be  considered  and  acted  upon 
under  the  remaining  provisions  of  such  act, 
as  amended.  If  he  files  such  claim  with  the 
Department  of  LabcH-  (Bureau  of  Employees' 
Compensation)  not  later  than  6 months  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  No  bene- 
fits shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act  for  any  period  prior  to  the  date 
of  Its  enactment. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  to  i>ay,  out  of  any  naoney  In  the 
Treastu-y  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the 
simi  of  $2,500  to  Mrs.  Agnes  Turkett.  of  50 
Lancaster  Street.  Albany.  N.  Y..  In  fuU  set- 
tlement of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  personal  injuries  sustained  as  the 
result  of  a  fall  In  the  post  office  at  Albany, 
N.  Y..  on  November  27.  1944:  Provided.  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment : 

Page  1.  line  5.  strike  out  "$2,500"  and 
Insert  "$1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


LEILA  PARK 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  883) 
for  the  reUef  of  Leila  Park. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Leila 
Park.  1110  South  Fifth  Street.  Waco.  Tex., 
the  sum  of  $858.95.  The  payment  of  such 
sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
of  the  said  Leila  Park,  for  reimbursement  of 
expenses  caused  by  the  negligence  of  Sgt. 
Eldon  R.  Ernest.  AF  28667575.  while  driving 
an  Air  Force  truck  on  or  about  March  1.  1952. 
Sergeant  Ernest  drove  the  truck  Into  a  1949 
Chevrolet  club  coupe,  owned  by  Leila  Park, 
while  the  Chevrolet  was  parked  by  the  curb- 
ing on  a  street  in  Waco,  Tex.  Sgt.  Eldon  R. 
Ernest  was  not  acting  within  the  scope  of  his 
authority  at  the  time  of  the  collision. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "$858.95"  and 
Insert  "$534.95." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Prorided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ed- 
ward Levandoekl,  Dunkirk,  N.  Y..  the  sum  of 
$15,000.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be 
In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  ^f  the  said 
Mr.  and  BCrs.  Edward  Levandoskl  against  the 
United  States  arising  out  of  the  death  of 
their  minor  daughter,  Jean,  which  occurred 
on  June  1,  1951,  when  she  fell  over  a  cliff 
while  running  along  an  unprotected  and 
badly  eroded  path  on  Coast  Guard  property 
adjacent  to  Point  Gratiot  Park,  a  public 
park  and  playground  In  Dunkirk.  N.  Y.: 
Provided.  ITiat  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accovint 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  p>erson  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
tune,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.   AGNES  TURKETT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  873) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Agnes  Turkett. 


MR.   AND   MRS.    EDWARD 
LEVANDOSKI 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  887) 
for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Edward 
Levandoskl. 


TRUST  ASSOCIATION  OF  H. 
KEMPNER 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  951) 
for  the  reUef  of  the  Trust  Association  of 
H.  Kempner. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  la 
hereby  conferred  upon  the  Court  of  Claims 
(a)  to  hear  the  claims  of  the  Trust  Asso- 
ciation of  H.  Kempner.  of  Galveston.  Tex., 
against  the  Government  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  Germany  for  reimbursement  for 
losses  alleged  to  have  been  sustained  as  a 
result  of  the  sale  of  certain  cotton  by  such 
trust  association  to  certain  mills  In  Ger- 
many during  the  years  1923  and  1924.  and 
to  determine  the  amounts  of  any  such  losses, 
and  (b)  to  determine  the  total  of  the  varloxis 
amounts  wrongfully  paid  out  of  the  Trust 
of  Germann  and  Co.  while  Its  property  was 
being  administered  by  the  Allen  Property 
Custodian. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  la 
authorized  and  directed  (a)  to  credit  the 
Trust  of  Grermann  and  Co.  with  an  amount 
equal  to  any  amounts  found  by  the  Court 
of  Claims  under  clause  (b)  of  the  first 
section  of  this  act  to  have  been  wrong- 
fully paid  out  of  such  trust,  and  to  charge 
such  sum  against  the  War  Claims  Fund, 
created  by  section  13  of  the  War  Claims  Act 
of  1948.  or  against  any  other  funds  or  prop- 
erty of  the  Government  of  Germany  or  of 
nationals  of  Germany  In  the  possession  or 
under  the  control  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  which  may  hereafter 
come  Into  the  possession  or  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and  (b)  to  pay,  to  the  Trust  Association  of 
H.  Kempner.  out  of  such  War  Claims  Fund 
or  such  other  funds,  the  amounts  so  credited 
to  the  Trust  of  Germann  and  Co.  and  so 
charged  against  such  War  Claims  Fund  or 
such  other  funds,  or  so  much  thereof  as 
does  not  exceed  the  amount  of  any  losses 
found  by  the  Court  of  Claims  under  clause 
(a)  of  the  first  section  of  this  act  to  have 
been  sustained  by  the  Trust  Association  of 
H.  Kempner:  Provided,  That  such  payment 
shall  not  be  made  unless  and  until  such  trust 
association  executes  and  delivers  to  the 
said  Trust  of  Gennann  and  Co.  a  complete 
asslgiunent  of  all  claims  and  demands  of 
the  said  Trust  Association  ol  H.  Kempner 
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■gainst  the  Government  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  Germany  arising  out  of  the 
sale  of  such  cotton  during  the  years  1923 
and  1924:  Provided,  That  such  payment 
■ball  not  be  made  unless  it  leaves  such  War 
Claims  Pund  in  a  position  to  discharge  all 
payments  therefrom  authorized  and  di- 
rected  to   be   paid   under   the   War   Claims 

Act  of  1948. 

• 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  reau  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passxl,  ai.i  a  motion  to 
rejonsider  vas  laid  on  the  table. 
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THOMAS  J.  MORRIS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  969) 
for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J.  Morris. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated. 
to  Thomas  J.  Morris,  of  Comanche.  Okla  ,  the 
sum  of  $2,931.50,  together  with  interest 
thereon  at  the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum 
from  January  1.  1923,  until  paid  in  satisfac- 
tion of  his  claim  against  the  United  States 
for  damages  sustained  by  him  In  May  1922. 
on  account  of  sweetpotato  weevil  received 
from  an  uninspected  interstate  shipment  of 
sweetpotato  plants. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Line  6.  strike  out  "$2,931.50.  together  with 
Interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  6  percent  per 
annum  from  January  1,  1923,  until  paid,  m 
satisfaction  of  his  claim",  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  •'$1,500.  in  lull  settlement  of  all 
claims." 

At  the  end  of  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
in  excess  or  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  tabic. 


DASON  EQUIPMENT  CORP. 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1133) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Dason  Equipment 
Corp. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Dason  Equip- 
ment Corp..  of  Brooklyn.  N,  Y  .  is  relieved 
of  any  liability  to  pay  all.  or  any  part  of 
the  sum  of  $7,005.75  claimed  by  the  United 
States  as  liquidated  damages  under  contract 
W  ll-183-qm-«160.  dated  June  23.  1949  since 
the  nonperformance  of  the  contract  resulted 
In  an  eventual  saving  to  the  United  Slates. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


A.  C.  ISRAEL  COMMODITY  CO  .  INC. 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H  R   1194  > 
for  the  relief  of  the  A.  C.  Israel  Com- 
modity Co.,  Inc. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  la  autboriaed  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  A.  C.  Israel 
Commodity  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  the 
sum  of  $7,582  57,  plus  interest  on  such  sum 
at  the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  for  t'le 
period  beginning  on  December  '.j,  1945,  and 
ending  on  the  date  of  enactm'.nt  of  this  act. 
The  payment  of  such  sum  ^all  be  in  full 
settlemT.'  of  all  c'.alms  of  .ne  sa'd  compprv 
againr c  the  !Jnit«»J  State'  lor  remsbarsernent 
''f  f^e  amount  paid  (under  protest  1  bj  such 
company  on  December  13.  1945.  as  damages 
for  alleged  violation,  in  connection  with  the 
sale  by  such  company  of  imported  chocolate 
bars,  of  price  regulations  established  by  the 
Office  of  Price  Administration:  Proiided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  ihe.-eof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  figures  strike  out 
the  comma  and  insert  a  period.  Strike  out 
everything  in  lines  7  and  8.  and  line  9  down 
to  and  including  the  period. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


HELMUTH  WOLP  GRUHL 


MRS.  KATHERINE  L.  SEWELL 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  iH.  R.  1331) 

for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Katherine  L.  Sewell. 
There   being   no  objection,   the  Clerk 

read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs  Katherine 
L.  S?well  the  sum  of  $40  000  The  payment 
of  such  sum  shiill  b?  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  of  the  said  Mrs  Katherine  L.  Sewell 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of  per- 
sonal injuries  sustained  by  her  when  the 
automobile  in  which  she  was  riding  was 
struck  by  a  Government  vehicle  on  Okinawa 
Island,  on  April  3.  1949:  Proi-tded.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  ^M.OOO  •,  and  in- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  ••$10,000. " 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  1334) 
for  the  rehef  of  Helmuth  Wolf  Gruhl, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  managing 
trustee  of  the  Fedrrai  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance  Trust  Fund  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  such  trust  fund, 
the  sum  of  S<i68  53  to  Helen  Mann  Gruhl 
f  f  I  the  use  and  benefit  of  Helmuth  Wolf 
CiruM.  fcvich  sum  represents  the  total  of 
'  hild  -  Insurance  benefits  that  would  have 
been  payable  under  title  II  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  to  Helmuth  Wolf  Gruhl  during 
the  periixl  December  1942  to  February  1947, 
If  he  had  known  of  the  death  of  his  father 
and  h.'id  filed  timely  application  for  such 
benefits. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  pa.s.sed.  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


JOE  BARGAS 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1452) 
for  the  relief  of  Joe  Bargeis. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treiu-ury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
'zed  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
111  the  Ttea-sury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
the  sum  of  tl  000  Vj  J.«  Bargas,  of  Trinidad, 
CjIo  .  lather  of  Eddie  Bargas.  a  minor.  In  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  on  account  of  the  death  of  the  said 
Eddie  Bargiis  as  a  result  of  Injuries  sustained 
on  the  United  States  Post  Office  grounds  st 
Triiudad.  Ci.lo  .  on  July  12.  1950,  the  claim 
of  the  said  J;*  Bargas  Is  nut  a  claim  that 
if.  CMgniZiible  under  the  Federal  Tort  Claims 
Act.  P'^oiidrd.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  .'^rvlces  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
l.iwful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
with.sfanding.  Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
viMon.s  of  thir,  act  shall  l)e  deemed  guilty 
of  a  mi.'^demeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  pa.ssed.  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


HAROLD  JOE  DAVIS 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1460) 
for  the  relief  of  Harold  Joe  Davis. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwli^  appropriated,  to  Harold  Joe  Davis, 
Tulsa.  Okla  .  the  sum  of  $16,748.  The  pay- 
ment of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  said  Harold  Joe 
Davis  against  the  United  States  arUlng  out 
of  the  permanent  Injuries  he  susUlned,  as 
a  civilian,  while  serving  In  line  of  duty  under 
orders  of  the  United  States  Navy  as  fire  chief 
of  the  United  States  Naval  Air  Station,  Dutch 
Harbor.  Alaska,  during  enemy  au-  attacks 
Which  occurred  on  June  3  and  4.  1942:  Pro- 
vtded.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropri- 
ated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  serv- 
ices rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 


to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  uix>n 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page    1.    line   6.   strike   out    "$16,748"    and 

Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$10,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


KENNETH  McRIGHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  1461) 
for  the  relief  of  Kenneth  McRight. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
road  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
iitherwlse  appropriated,  to  Kenneth  McRlght, 
Henryetta.  Okla.,  the  sum  of  $10,000.  The 
payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  said  Kenneth  Mc- 
Kight  against  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  the  permanent  Injuries  sustained  by  him 
In  Dallas.  Tex.,  on  April  13,  1960,  when  he 
was  shot  by  an  Insane  meml>er  of  the  United 
States  Army;  Prorided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  up)on  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ESTATE  OP  RENE  WEIL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1632) 
for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Rene  Weil. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Rene 
Weil,  late  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  the  sum  of 
$2  927.23,  together  with  Interest  compounded 
at  the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  from 
February  1,  1944.  The  payment  of  such  stun 
f-hall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of 
such  estate  against  the  United  States  for 
refund  of  overpayments  In  Federal  estate  tax 
which  were  made,  on  July  30,  1943,  and  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1944.  as  a  result  of  the  fact  that 
certain  Federal  and  State  Income  tax  pay- 
ments had  not  been  deducted  from  the  value 
of  the  gross  estate  as  provided  by  section 
812  (b)  (3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
No  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
art  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdenveanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  svun 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 


With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  8,  sifter  the  figures  strike  out 
".  together  with  interest  compounded  at 
the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  from  Febru- 
ary 1,  1944." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  SYLVIA  SIMONSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1636) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Sylvia  Simonson. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
the  sum  of  $10,000  to  Mrs.  Sylvia  Simonson, 
of  South  809  Freya  Street,  Spokane,  Wash., 
in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  personal  injuries  and  med- 
ical and  hospital  expenses  sustained  as  a 
r  it  of  an  accident  while  directly  serving 
the  Armed  Forces  as  an  instructor  pilot  for 
the  training  school  rendering  training  in- 
struction to  the  319th  College  Training  De- 
tachment. Pullman,  Wash.,  on  December  28, 
1943:  Prorided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "$10,000",  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$5,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


FRANKLIN  JIM 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1883) 
for  the  relief  of  Franklin  Jim. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  hereby  is,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
Phillip  Jim  and  Ella  Jim.  as  legal  guardians 
of  the  person  and  estate  of  Franklin  Jim.  a 
minor  full-blood  Pawnee  Indian,  the  sum 
of  $5,000.  Such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
arising  from  injury  to  his  left  hand  on 
October  10,  1945,  which  was  caught  In  the 
presses  of  a  sorghum  mill  being  used  on  the 
grounds  of  the  Pawnee  Indian  School  near 
Pawnee,  CMcIa.,  during  a  period  when  he  was 
a  student  at  said  school,  was  13  years  of  age. 
and  was  assigned  the  task  of  attending  said 
sorghum  mill  by  the  school  authorities,  who 
were  employees  of  the  United  States:  Pro~ 
vided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  dellrered  to  or  re- 


ceived by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim.  It  shall  be  un- 
lawful for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  re- 
ceive any  sum  of  money  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  ac- 
count of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "to",  strike 
out  the  balance  of  line  5  and  all  of  line  0 
ending  with  the  word  "estate"  and  insert 
"the  legal  guardian." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardiaa 
of  Franklin  Jim,  a  minor." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


WILLIAM  KIPP  AND  DAROLD  D. 
SELK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H,  R.  2023) 
for  the  relief  of  William  Kipf  and  Darold 
D.  Selk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  ( 1 )  to  William  Klpf . 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  a  sum  (not  to  exceed  $195.96) 
sufficient  to  satisfy  the  Judgment  and  court 
costs  recovered  by  him  against  Darold  D. 
Selk,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  on  October  24,  1951,  in 
the  United  States  District  Covu-t  at  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  and  (2)  to  the  said  Darold  D.  Selk.  a 
sum  equal  to  $195.96  less  the  amount  paid 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  under  clause 
( 1 ) .  but  in  no  case  to  exceed  the  total  amount 
which  may  have  been  paid  by  the  said 
Darold  D.  Selk  in  partial  or  full  satisfaction 
of  such  Judgment  and  court  costs.  The  pay- 
ment of  the  sum  specified  In  clause  ( 1 )  shall 
be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said 
William  Klpf  against  the  United  States  and 
the  said  Darold  D.  Selk  arising  out  of  an 
accident  which  occurred  in  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
on  January  27,  1950,  and  which  Involved  a 
mall  truck  being  operated  by  the  said  Darold 
D.  Selk  as  an  employee  of  the  United  States 
postal  service.  The  payment  of  the  sum 
specified  in  clause  (2)  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  said  Darold  D.  Sellc 
against  the  United  States  for  indemnificatioa 
for  losses  he  suffered  by  reason  of  the  Judg- 
ment and  court  costs  recovered  against  him 
as  a  result  of  such  accident.  No  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 
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COLOMBIA  BASIN  ORCHARD  ET  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2033) 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
judgment  upon  certain  claims  of  the 
Columbia  Basin  Orchard,  the  Seattle 
Association  of  Credit  Men,  and  the  Per- 
ham  Fruit  Corp. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  Is 
hereby  conferred  upon  the  Coxirt  of  Clalnis. 
xu>t withstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  any 
prOTlslon  of  law  to  the  contrary,  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  all 
elalma  at  the  Columbia  Basin  Orchard,  the 
Seattle  Association  of  Credit  Men.  and  the 
Perham  Fruit  Corp.  <aU  corporations  of 
Washington)  against  the  United  States  aris- 
ing out  of  the  flooding,  during  the  period 
beginning  June  1.  1939,  and  ending  April 
30,  1940,  of  certain  real  property  owned  by 
the  said  Columbia  Basin  Orchard  in  Grant 
County,  Wash.,  Insofar  as  such  flooding  was 
the  result  of  certain  drilling  operations  car- 
ried out  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in 
the  course  of  Its  investigations  preliminary 
to  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  an  equaliz- 
ing reservoir  in  the  Grand  Coulee. 

Sec.  2.  All  claims  against  the  United  States 
within  the  purview  of  the  first  section  of 
this  act  shall  be  forever  barred  unless  action 
Is  begun  thereon  within  1  year  after  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  parsed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


COL.  HARRY  P.  CUNNINGHAM 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  2158) 
for  the  relief  of  Col.  Harry  P.  Cunning- 
ham. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Is  authorized  and  directed  to  treat  the 
claim  of  Col.  Harry  P.  Cunningham  against 
the  German  Government,  which  was  filed 
with  the  office  of  the  Alien  Property  Custo- 
dian on  September  26.  1947  (claim  No. 
16224)  under  section  32  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
32).  as  though  the  architectural  services  on 
which  such  claim  Is  based  gave  rise  to  a  lien 
Interest  In  the  property  in  connection  with 
which  such  services  were  performed  and 
such  interest  was  the  basis  for  a  valid  title 
claim  under  such  section  of  such  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


LOUIG  A.  SCHAFER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2169) 
for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Schafer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  sections  15 
through  20  of  the  Federal  Employees"  Com- 
pensation Act.  as  amended,  are  hereby 
waived  In  favor  of  Louis  A.  Schafer.  of  La 
Payette,  Ind.;  and  hU  claim  for  compensa- 
tion for  disability  resulting  from  an  injury 
alleged  to  have  been  sustaind  by  him  on  or 
about  October  30,  1943.  while  In  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties  as  a  blaclcsmlth  at  the 
former  United  States  Navy  Yard  at  Pearl 
Harbor.  T.  H.,  shall  be  acted  upon  under  the 
remaining  provisions  of  such  act  If  he  flies 
such  claim  with  the  Bureau  of  Employees' 
Compensation,  United  States  Department  of 


Labor,  not  later  than  60  days  after  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  F>a&sed.  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


HISAMI  YOSHIDA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  759) 
for  the  relief  of  Hisami  Yoshida. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc  .  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child,  Hisami  Yoshida.  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  M.  Sgt.  and  Mrs  Roy  Martin  Siegert. 
citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  pa.ssed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


ASP  AST  A  VEZERTZI 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  tH.  R.  886) 
for  the  relief  of  Aspas.a  Vezerlzi. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  imn-ilnratlon  and  naturalization  laws, 
the  alien  Aspasla  Vezertzl  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
af  of  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee  ;nd  head 
tax.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  is  available. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  "That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act.  Aspasla  Ve- 
zertzl shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act  upon  payment  of 
the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  wa.s  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  tlie 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


EDITH  MARIE  PAULSEN 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  861) 
for  the  relief  of  Edith  Marie  Paulsen. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows; 

fie  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  2i;o  of  the 
ImmlgraUon  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child,  Edith  Marie  Paulsen,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural -born  alien  child 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  H.  Paulsen,  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


CHARLES  H.  LIN.  ALSO  KNOWN  Aa 
LIN  CHAO  HSI 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  960) 
for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Lin.  also 
known  as  Lin  Chao  Hsi. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  If  marred,  etc  ,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Charles  H.  Lin  (also  known  as  Un  Chao 
Hsi)  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  hare 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  in.«truct  the  proper  quota-control  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  from  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MARGARET  CELIKCAN 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  973) 
for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Celikcan. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 

read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Br  If  enacted,  etc  .  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws 
Margaret  Celikcan  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  UnUed  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upfiii  the  payment  of  the  required  visa  fe« 
and  head  lax  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent  re-sldence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quuta-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  fr(;m  the  number  of  dis- 
placed persons  who  shall  be  granted  the  sta- 
tus of  permanent  residence  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Dl.iplaced  Persons  Act.  as 
amended  (62  Stat  101 1,  64  Stat  219  50  U 
S    C    App    19531. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  ovit  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  -That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act.  Margaret  Celik- 
can shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  i)ermanpnt  residence  a.s  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act  upon  pavment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  pr()per  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  ta 
available.* 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agieed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  lead  the  third 
time,  and  pa.s.'jed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  HELGA  JOSEFA  WILEY 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1193) 

for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Helga  Josefa  Wiley. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 

read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  immigration  laws,  the  provi- 
sions of  the  nth  category  of  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  1917.  as  amended  (8 
U  S.  C,  sec  136  (e)i,  shall  not  hereafter 
apply   to   Mrs.   Hel^'a   Josefa   Wiley,   German 


wife  of  Harold  Wiley,  a  United  States  citizen 
and  member  of  the  United  States  Armed 
F  >rces,  with  respect  to  any  conviction  or 
admission  of  the  commission  of  any  crime 
in  her  case  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
v'.\  the  date  of  enactment  of  thta  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clatise  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "That, 
n  it  witlistanding  the  provisions  of  section  212 
(;i)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  Mrs.  Helga  Josefa  Wiley  may  be  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
if  she  is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  provisions  of  that  act:  Prottded, 
niat  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
f'.round  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
h;icl  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  thiid 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ROSE  MARTIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1362) 
for  the  relief  of  Rose  Martin. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
road  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  4  (a)  and  9  of  the  Immigration 
Act  of  1924,  as  amended,  the  m.nor  child. 
Rose  Martin,  shall  be  held  and  considered  'o 
be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of  Col.  and 
Mrs  L.  A.  Burbank,  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "That, 
for  the  purposes  of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (a) 
and  205  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  the  minor  child.  Rose  Martin,  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born 
alien  child  of  Col.  and  Mrs.  L.  A.  Burbank, 
citizens  of  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  JAMES  W.  TUTEN.  JR. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1451) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  James  W.  Tuten,  Jr. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Mrs.  James 
W  Tuten.  Jr.,  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  if 
she  Is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  I>epart- 
nient  of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
h.ive  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  James  M. 
Tuten,  Jr." 


YEE  KEF.  LAM 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1794) 
for  the  relief  of  Yee  Kee  Lam. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Yee  Kee  Lam  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as 
provided  for  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  for  the  first  year  that  su:h 
quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


JACK  KAMAL  SAMHAT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1895) 
for  the  relief  of  Jack  Kamal  Samhat. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  4  (a)  and  9  of  the  Immigration 
Act  of  1924,  as  amended,  the  minor  child. 
Jack  Kamal  Samhat,  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Robert  Charles  Phillips,  a  citizen  i>f  the 
United  States. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  Jack  Kamal  Samhat 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  i>er- 
.nanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
ti  ?.  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  make  a  statement,  Mr.  Speaker, 
because  this  is  a  matter  that  will  be  com- 
ing up  right  along. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would 
rather  conform  to  the  rules  governing 
the  Private  Calendar.  The  gentleman 
can  get  a  minute  after  call  of  the  cal- 
endar is  completed. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice? 

There  was  no  objection. 


GRANTING  STATUS  OP  PERMANENT 
RESIDENCE  TO  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  Clerk  called  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  29,  favoring  the  granting  of 
the  status  of  permanent  residence  to 
certain  aliens. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  resolution 
may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will 
not  object,  but  as  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee handling  immigration  and 
natiu-alization  cases,  I  desire  to  make  a 
short  statement  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Hie  gentleman  can- 
not do  that  on  the  Private  Calendar; 
reservations  of  objection  are  not  per- 
mitted. 


FRED  B.  NISWONGER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2366) 
for  the  relief  of  Fred  B.  Niswonger. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Fred  B.  Niswonger, 
of  Weed.  Calif.,  the  sum  of  $966.64.  The 
payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  said  Fred  B.  Nis- 
wonger against  the  United  States  for  reim- 
bursement for  the  loss  of  salary  which  he 
sustained,  for  the  period  beginning  February 
1,  1946,  and  ending  May  31,  1946,  as  a  result 
of  not  being  restored  to  his  former  (Ktsltloa 
of  postal  cleric  In  the  United  States  post  of- 
fice at  Weed,  Calif.,  immediately  following 
his  honorable  discharge  from  the  Army  on 
January  31,  1946.  The  said  Fred  B.  Nis- 
wonger was  subsequently  restored  to  such 
position  pursuant  to  order  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission:  Proinded,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  ex- 
cess of  10  i>ercent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
sliall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  stun  not  ex- 
ceeding » 1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


WINIFRED  A.  HUNTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  2381). 
for  the  relief  of  Winifred  A.  Himter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Winifred  A.  Hunt- 
er, of  San  Antonio.  Tex.,  the  sum  of  916. 100. 
The  payment  of  such  svun  shall  be  In  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Winifred 
A.  Hunter  against  the  United  States  for  re- 
imbursement for  damage  to  her  {personal  and 
household  effects  sometime  between  Decem- 
ber 7,  1946.  and  March  7,  1947,  at  BUbao, 
Spain.  Such  damage  was  Incurred  when  the 
said  Winifred  A.  Hunter,  while  employed  as  a 
clerk  In  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  was  transferred  from  the 
American  Embassy  at  Managua,  Nicaragua, 
to  the  American  Embassy  at  Madrid,  Spain: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  luilawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwltlistandlng. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  tills 
act  shall  be  deemed  giUlty  of  »  mlsdemMmoc^ 
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and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  «,  strike  out  "♦16.106"  and 
Insert  "»6.500." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


M.  NEIL  ANDREWS 

TTie  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2386) 
for  the  relief  of  M.  Neil  Andrews. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstand- 
ing section  1204  of  the  General  Apprc  prlation 
Act.  1951.  or  any  other  provision  of  law. 
there  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  appropriation 
available  for  payment  of  salaries  of  Judges 
of  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States, 
to  M.  Nell  Andrews  a  sum  representing  the 
salary  of  a  Judge  of  a  district  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  period  which  the  said 
M.  Nell  Andrews  served  as  district  Judge  for 
the  northern  district  of  Georgia  after  August 
9,  1950:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  p)ercent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  deliv- 
ered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  o<  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It 
shall  be  unlawful  for  any  ageut  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  with- 
hold, or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  thii-d 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


KENNETH  CECIL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  2398) 
for  the  relief  of  Kenneth  Cecil. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows ; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
the   provlslors   and    limitations   of    sections 
15  to  20.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled 
••An   act   to  provide   compensation   for   em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  suffering  injur- 
ies while  in  the  performance  of  their  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  Septem- 
ber 7,  1916,  as  amended   ( U.  S.  C,   1940  ed 
title    5.    sees.    765-770).    the    Labor    Depart- 
ment    (Bureau    of    Employees'    Compensa- 
tion)   is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive  and  consider,  when  nied.  the  claim  of 
Kenneth  Cecil,  of  Evansville,  Ind     for  com- 
pensation under  such  act.  within  6  months 
from  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act    en 
account  of  personal  injuries  alleged  to  have 
been  sustained  by  him  in  the  month  of  Jan- 
uary 1936,  while  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  as  a  census  eniunerator  In  Evansville 
Ind.;  and  the  Bureau,  after  such  considera- 
tion of  such  claim,  shall  determine  and  make 
findings  of  fact  thereon  and  make  an  award 
for   payment  of  compensation    to   Kenneth 
Cecil,  provided  for  In  such  act  of  September 
7.  1916.  as  amended:  Provided,  That  no  bene- 
fits shall  accrue  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


RUTH  D.  CRUNK 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  2420) 
for  the  relief  of  Ruth  D.  Crunk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  in  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Ruth  D.  Crunk, 
widow  of  Tim  D.  Crunk,  the  sum  of  $5,000. 
The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  lull 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Ruth  D. 
Crunk  against  the  United  States  for  the 
death  of  her  husband  on  January  22,  1944. 
as  the  result  of  burns  sustained  In  a  fire  at 
the  Evans  Hall  houoiiig  project,  Evansville. 
Ind..  which  was  under  the  supervision  and 
management  of  the  National  Housing  Agency, 
the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  (congres- 
sional No.  17857.  decided  April  3.  1951.  pur- 
suant to  S.  Res.  268.  81st  Cong  i  having  found 
that  the  United  Slates  was  negligent  In  lail- 
Ing  to  enforce  Its  safety  regulations,  and  that 
such  failure  was  the  proximate  cause  of  such 
fire:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwlth.standing. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mi=demeRnor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engro'^.'spd 
and  read  a  third  time,  wa.s  read  the  third 
time,  and  pas.sed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


LEGAL  GUARDIAN  OP  RAYMOND 
GIBSON.  A  MINOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2433) 
for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of 
Raymond  Gibson,  a  minor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

*v,^^^'  ^"a^ff-rf.  etc..  That   the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury   is   authorized   and   diiectod   to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Trea^mry  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  legal  guardian 
of  Raymond  Gibson,  a  minor,  of  Lakeland 
Md.._tne  sum  of  $l.C00.  in  full  settlement  of 
a:l  calms  against  the  United  States  6n  ac- 
count of  the  pergonal   injuries  su.statned  by 
the  said  Raymond  Gibson,  the  pain  and  suf- 
fering undergone   by   him.   the   medical    and 
hospital  expenses  Incurred  for  his  treatment 
and  the  damage  caused  to  his  bicycle,  as  the 
result    of    an    accident    Involving    an    Army 
vehicle,   which   occurred   at    the   Interrection 
of  Lakeland  Road  and  55th  Street,  in  Lake- 
land.   Md  .    on    May    7,    1949;    the    driver    of 
the  said  Army  vehicle  was  not  acting  wuhin 
the  scope  of  his  employment  at  the  time  the 
said   accident    occurred:    Pronded     That    no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  bv  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
conriection   with  this   claim,   and   the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary   notwithstanding.     Any    person    violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table 


EMMET  WOOD  AND  VIOLA  WOOD 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2593) 
for  the  relief  of  Emmet  Wood  and  Viola 
Wood. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  a^y  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Emmet  Wood 
and  his  wife.  Viola  Wood.  Jointly,  the  sum 
of  $3,239  10.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall 
be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the 
said  Emmet  Wood  and  Viola  Wood  against 
the  United  States  arising  out  of  injuries 
sustained  by  them  when  the  vehicle  In  which 
they  were  passengers  was  struck  by  a  War 
Department  truck  at  Monterey.  Calif.,  on 
December  25,  1&41  :  Provided,  That  no  "part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1.01,0. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engro.ssed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table 


CUFFORD  ROBINSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2607) 
for  the  relief  of  Clifford  Robinson. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Br  It  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorn-ed  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwLse  appropriated,  to  ClifTord  Robinson. 
Cleveland.  Ohio,  the  sum  of   $137.71.     Such 
sum  represents  the  amount  of  the  Judgment 
and  costs  for  which  the  said  Clifford  Robin- 
son   was  held  liable  on  January  24.  1952.  In 
a    civil    action    in    the    municipal    court    of 
Cleveland,  as  the  result  of  an  accident  which 
occurred    near    the    intersection    of    Chester 
Avenue    and    36th    Street    In    Cleveland    on 
March  19.  1951,  and  which  involved  a  United 
States   mall   truck   being  driven   by   the  said 
Clifford    Robln.M'n.    a    letter    carrier    In    the 
United    States   Post   Office,    Cleveland,   Ohl». 
Such  sum  shall   be  paid  only  on  condition 
that    the   said    Clifford    Robinson    shall    use 
such   sum.   or  so   much   thereof   as   may  be 
necessary,  to  pay  such  judgment  and  costs 
in  full    provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
apprcpnated    in    tills    act    In    excess    of    10 
percent    thereof   shall    be    paid    or   delivered 
to  or  received   by  any  agent  or  attorney  en 
account  of  .services  rendered   In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall   be  un- 
lawful,   any   contract    to    the   contrary    not- 
withstanding.   Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
sh.".ll    be   fined   in   any   sum   not   exceeding 
$1,000.  * 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table 


JULIO  MERC  ADO  TOLEDO 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R   2615) 
for  the  relief  of  Julio  Mercado  Toledo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise   appropriated,    the   sum   of    $2,060 
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to  Julio  Mercado  Toledo,  who  was  Injured 
on  March  9.  1944.  when  atruck  by  a  United 
States  Army  truck.  In  Ponce,  P.  R.  The  pay- 
ment of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  on  account  of  such  accident:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


SANTOS  SANABRIA  ALVAREZ 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2618) 
for  the  reUef  of  Santos  Sanabria  Alvarez. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
jjay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $6,000  to 
Santos  Sanabria  Alvarez,  who  was  Injured 
on  December  1.  1<K0.  when  struck  in  Agua- 
dllla,  P.  R.,  by  a  United  States  Army  truck. 
The  payment  of  nuch  sum  shall  be  In  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  on  account  of  such  accident:  Pro- 
vided. That  no  piu-t  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  .services  renden-d  In  connection  with  this 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  (XJntrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


DONALD  J.\MES  DARMODY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2645) 
for  the  relief  of  Donald  James  Darmody. 

There  being  ro  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Donald  James 
Darmody.  St  Paul,  Minn.,  the  sum  of  $427  82. 
The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Donald 
James  Darmody  against  the  United  States 
arising  out  of  personal  injuries  and  property 
damage  sustained  by  him  on  February  1. 
1950.  when  his  car,  while  legally  parked  near 
the  Intersection  ol  East  Seventh  Street  and 
Maria  Avenue  in  St.  Paul,  was  struck  by  an 
Army  vehicle  beinj  operated  by  an  enlisted 
man  of  the  Army.  The  Department  of  the 
Army,  on  August  28.  1980,  disallowed  such 
claim  on  the  ground  that  the  operator  of 
the  Army  vehicle  was  not  acting  within  the 
scope  of  his  employment  at  the  time  of  the 
accident,  and  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  on  Decembor  8.  1950.  sustained  such 
disallowance  on  the  same  ground:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be'  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Any  person 


Tiolatlng  the  int>vlslons  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  JUAN  ANTONIO  RIVERA  ET  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2660) 
for  the  reUef  of  Mrs.  Juan  Antonio 
Rivera.  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  Antelo,  Mrs. 
Jorge  Diaz  Romera,  Mrs.  Otto  Resse,  and 
Mrs.  Hugo  Soria, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Mrs.  Juan  Antonio 
Rivera,  of  La  Paz,  Bolivia,  widow  of  Col. 
Juan  Antonio  Rivera;  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  An- 
telo. of  La  Paz.  Bolivia,  widow  of  maj.  Raul 
Valle  Antelo;  Mrs.  Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  of  La 
Paz.  Bolivia,  widow  of  Maj.  Jorge  Diaz  Ro- 
mero; Mrs.  Otto  Resse,  of  La  Paz.  Bolivia, 
widow  of  Maj.  Otto  Resse.  and  Mrs.  Hugo 
Soria,  of  La  Paz.  Bolivia,  widow  of  Maj. 
Hugo  Soria,  are  authorized  to  present  their 
claims  against  the  United  States  on  account 
of  the  deaths  of  Col.  Juan  Antonio  Rivera. 
Maj.  Raul  Valle  Antelo.  Maj.  Jorge  Diaz 
Romero.  Maj.  Otto  Resse.  and  Major  Hugo 
Soria,  who  were  killed  as  the  result  of  an 
accident  In  which  a  C-54  transport  plane 
of  the  United  States  Air  Force  crashed  In 
the  Pacific  Ocean  approximately  1  mile  off  the 
Peruvian  coast  near  the  town  of  San  Juan. 
Peru,  on  December  19.  1947.  under  the  For- 
eign Claims  Act  (55  Stat.  880).  as  amended, 
and  that  for  the  purpose  of  such  claims  the 
deaths  shall  be  considered  as  having  hap- 
pened In  Bolivia:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
any  settlement  In  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  serv- 
ices rendered  In  connection  with  such  set- 
tlement, and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provlclons  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  strike  out  lines  3  to  10  and  page  2, 
lines  1  to  10.  and  insert  the  following:  "That 
the  Secrretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out 
of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  $10,000  to  Mrs. 
Juan  Antonio  Rivera,  widow  of  Col.  Juan 
Antonio  Rivera;  the  sum  of  $10,000  to  Mrs. 
Raul  Valle  Antelo,  widow  of  Maj.  Raul  Valle 
Antelo;  the  sum  of  $10,000  to  Mrs.  Jorge  Diaz 
Romero,  widow  of  Maj.  Jorge  Diaz  Romero; 
the  sum  of  $10,000  to  Mrs.  Otto  Resse,  widow 
of  Maj.  Otto  Resse:  and  the  sum  of  $10,000 
to  Mrs.  Hugo  Soria,  widow  of  Maj.  Hugo 
Soria.  all  of  La  Paz.  Bolivia.  Such  sums 
are  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  because  of  the  death  of 
the  husbands  of  these  claimants,  who  were 
killed  as  the  result  of  an  accident  In  which 
a  C-54  transport  plane  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force  crashed  In  the  Pacific  Ocean  ap- 
proximately 1  mile  off  the  Peruvian  coast 
near  the  town  of  San  Juan,  Peru,  on  Sep- 
tember 19,  1947." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


DISPLACED  PERSONS 
Mr.  GRAHAM.    Mr.   Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 


for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  Irota 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire 
at  this  time  to  make  an  explanation  of 
the  purpose  of  House  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 29  and  similar  resolutions  which  I 
will  periodically  offer  in  the  House. 

In  1948.  the  Congress  authorized  the 
Attorney  General  to  grant  permanent 
residence  in  the  United  States  to  15,000 
aliens  who  had  entered  this  country 
lawfully  on  a  temporary  basis  if  they 
prove  to  his  satisfaction  that  they  are 
displaced  persons  who  carmot  return  to 
their  native  countries  because  of  fear  of 
persecution  based  on  their  race,  religion 
or  political  beliefs.  Under  the  same  law. 
the  Attorney  General  had  to  submit 
those  appUcants  to  a  thorough  screening 
and  if  he  found  them  to  be  eligible  for 
permanent  residence  he  was  directed  to 
submit  their  names  to  the  Congress  for 
a  rescreening  and  approval  of  his  recom- 
mendations. 

In  Congress,  the  Committees  on  the 
Judiciary  of  both  Houses  scrutinize  the 
Attorney  General's  recommendations 
and  under  an  arrangement  with  the  Sen- 
ate, concurrent  resolutions  approving 
the  Attorney  General's  rulings  originate 
with  the  House  committee. 

In  each  and  every  case  an  FBI  and  a 
CIA  investigation  was  conducted  and  in 
each  and  every  case  approved,  a  quota 
number  is  being  deducted  for  every  alien 
who  under  such  resolution  is  granted 
permanent  resident  status  in  the  United 
States. 

This  entire  operation  is  a  self-liqui- 
dating one.  The  deadline  for  filing  ap- 
plications with  the  Attorney  General  ex- 
pired on  June  16,  1952.  and  it  is  there- 
fore expected  that  by  the  end  of  this 
Congress  all  cases  deserving  of  Congres- 
sional approval  will  be  taken  care  of. 

I  might  add  that  according  to  what  the 
committee  hears  from  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  the  congres- 
sional allocation  of  15,000  quota  numbers 
will  not  be  used.  It  looks  like  not  over 
8,000  aUens  falling  within  this  category 
will  be  permitted  to  remain  in  this 
country. 

VETERANS'  ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  34.  Rept. 
No.  92 ) .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  sub- 
committee, is  authorized  and  directed  to 
conduct  an  Inspection  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration with  a  particular  view  to  deter- 
mining the  efficiency  of  the  administration 
and  operation  of  Veterans'  Admlnistratloa 
installations. 

The  committee  shall  repwrt  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  House 
Is  not  in  session),  as  soon  as  practicable 
during  the  present  Congress,  the  results  of 
its  inspection,  together  with  such  recxim- 
mendatlons  for  legislation  as  it  deems 
advisable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  the 
committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within  the 
United  States,  whether  or  not  the  House  la 
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sitting,  has  recesaed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
hold  such  hearings,  to  require  the  attendance 
of  such  witnesses  and  the  production  of 
such  records,  docximents,  and  papers,  to  ad- 
minister oaths,  and  to  take  such  testimony 
as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be 
Issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  or  by  any  member  desig- 
nated by  such  chairman,  and  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member. 


NEWSPRINT  INVESTIGATION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  126.  Rept. 
No.  93 » .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  acting  as  a 
whole  or  by  subcommittee,  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  conduct  an  investigation  of — 

<  1 )  the  current  and  prospective  consump- 
tion of  newsprint  and  othe/  papers  used 
in  the  printing  of  newspapers,  magazines. 
or  such  other  publications  as  are  admitted 
to  second-class  mailing  privileges: 

(2)  the  current  and  prospective  produc- 
tion and  supply  of  such  papers,  factors  af- 
fecting such  production  and  supply,  and 
possibilities  of  additional  production 
through  the  use  of  alternate  source  mate- 
rials; 

(3)  the  facilities  which  are  or  will  be  de- 
voted to  the  production  of  such  papers,  and 
policies  relating  to  the  expansion  of  such 
facilities: 

(4 1  the  exports  and  Imports  of  such  pa- 
pers, and  policies  related  thereto.  Including 
governmental  export  allocations;  and 

(5)  the  availability  and  adequacy  of  the 
supply  of  such  papers  to  the  several  con- 
sumers, particularly  the  smaller  newspapers, 
and  governmental  and  other  policies  relat- 
ing thereto. 

The  committee  may  report  to  the  Hou-^e 
from  time  to  time  the  results  of  its  investi- 
gation, with  such  recommendations  for  leg- 
islation or  otherwise  as  the  committee  deems 
desirable,  and  shall,  before  the  expiration 
of  the  present  Congress,  submit  to  the  House 
a  final  report.  Any  report  submitted  when 
the  House  is  not  in  session  shall  be  hied 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

For  purposes  of  carrying  out  the  provl- 
tlons  of  this  resolution,  the  committee,  or 
any  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  authorized  to 
Bit  and  act  during  the  present  Congress  at 
such  times  and  places  within  or  outside  the 
United  States,  whether  the  House  is  in  ses- 
sion, has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  hold 
such  hearings,  to  require  the  attendance  of 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such 
books,  correspondence,  memoranda,  papers 
and  documents,  by  subpena  or  otherwise  and 
to  take  such  testimony,  as  It  deems  neces- 
sary. Subpenas  shall  be  Issued  over  the  sig- 
nature of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  may  be  served  by  any  person  designated 
by  the  chairman. 


co\r:;fnTEE  on  interstate  and 

FOREIGN  COMMERCE  INVESTIGA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  127,  Rept 
No.  94 ) .  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  eff.ctive  from  January  3 
1953.  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  may  make  such  Investiga- 
tions and  studies  as  It  deems  advisable  with 
respect  to  any  matter  within  its  Jurisdiction 
For  the  purposes  of  such  investigations  and 
studies  the  committee,  or  any  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  may  sit  and  act  during  the  pres- 
ent Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within 
or  outaide  the  United  States,  whetl.er  tn- 


House  Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  ad- 
journed, to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  re- 
quire, by  subpena  or  otherwise,  the  attend- 
ance and  testimony  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  records,  cor- 
respondence, memoranda,  papers,  and  docu- 
ments, as  It  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may 
be  Issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  or  any  member  of 
the  committee  designated  by  him.  and  may 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or   member. 

Tlie  committee  may  report  to  the  House 
at  any  time  during  the  present  Congress  the 
results  of  any  Investigation  or  study  made 
under  authority  of  this  resolution,  together 
with  such  reommendations  as  It  deems  ap- 
propriate. Any  such  report  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Houce  if  the  House  is 
not  in  sesiiion. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  I 
hour  on  Thursday  next,  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  legislative  prof?ram  of  the  day 
and  following  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore enteied. 


PROGRAM  FOR  THURSDAY  NEXT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Houi^e 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana.' 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr  Speaker.  I  take 
this  time  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
announcement.  The  whip  notice  indi- 
cated that  any  such  resolutions  as  those 
just  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Rules 
would  be  called  this  week  if  they  were 
so  reported.  I  anticipate  calling  these 
resolutions  on  Thursday  next. 


'  M.^NTHE"  CELLER-S  30TH  ANNR'ER- 
SARY  IN  CONGRESS 
The  SPEAKER.  Under  previou.s  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Heller]  is  recognized  for 
2  hours. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr  Speaker,  I  ri.se  to 
pay  tribute  to  one  of  our  distinRuished 
colleagues  who,  tomorrow,  celebrates  20 
years  of  service  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  On  March  4.  1923,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Celler  | 
entered  the  Halls  of  Congress.  He  has 
spent  three  momentous  decades  here  ris- 
mg  to  great  heights  of  leadership  and 
statesmanship. 

During   the   past   few   years   he   has 
served  with  great  di.<;tinction  as  chair- 
man of  the  Houce  Judiciary  Committee 
He  is  the  dean  of  the  Nsw  York  Demo- 
cratic delegation. 

^  The  name  of  Em^nual  Celler— or 
•Mannie"  as  many  of  us  affectionately 
call  him— has  become  a  hou;iehold  by- 
word, particularly  in  our  Borough  of 
Brooklyn  where  he  is  umversaHy  loved 
and  admired.  He  has  attained  a  na- 
tional reputation  as  a  responsible  spokes- 
man for  New  York  and  a  champion  of  the 
causes  of  the  underprivileged. 

-Mannie-  Celler  is  a  fighting  liberal 
He  has  fought  the  battle  of  the  working 
people.    He  has  fought  the  battle  against 
the  power  of  big-business  monopoly     He 
has  fought  bravely  in  the  defense  of  free 


expression,  free  press,  free  assembly,  and 
for  all  civil  liberties  which  make  up  our 
democracy.  In  recent  years  he  has  been 
one  of  the  stanchest  advocates  of  the 
United  Nations  and  has  espoused  the 
causes  of  independence  for  Israel  and 
India. 

I  recall  meeting  "Mannie"  for  the  first 
time  in  June  1922.  He  was  then  a  can- 
didate for  his  first  term  in  Congress;  I 
was  a  candidate  for  graduation  from  the 
Boys'  High  School  in  Brooklyn.  He 
came  to  speak  at  the  commencement  ex- 
ercises at  his  alma  mater  that  summer. 
That  was  the  first  time  that  I  had  seen 
him  or  heard  him.  and  his  speech  left  an 
indelible  impression  on  my  mind.  It 
was  natural,  therefore,  for  me  to  later 
follow  his  career  with  the  keenest  of  in- 
terest, not  dreaming  that  some  day  I 
would  be  honored  to  sit  together  with 
him  in  this  House. 

In  1925  or  1926  I  became  active  In  local 
politics  and  I  was  privileged  to  meet  him 
at  our  monthly  meetings.  I  never  failed 
to  attend  a  meeting  of  the  organization 
at  which  ■Mannie"  Celleb  was  scheduled 
to  speak.  I  vividly  remember  that  when- 
ever notices  were  sent  out  informing  the 
membership  that  "Mannie'  would  ad- 
dress the  meeting,  the  auditorium  was 
invariable  filled  to  capacity.  We.  his 
workers,  constituents,  and  followers  in 
those  days  when  he  made  his  first  steps 
in  Congress,  were  certain  that  "MAifNiE" 
Celler  would  some  day  atUin  imperish- 
able prominence  as  a  statesman. 

For  many  years  I  was  proud  to  ring 
doorbells  in  his  behalf  and  to  persuade 
constituents,  which  was  not  difficult,  to 
vote  for  him.  His  personal  popularity 
and  appeal  were  so  potent  that  on  elec- 
tion day  he  would  carry  with  him  to 
victory  the  rest  of  the  local  party  ticket 
We  used  to  call  it  the  "Celler  ticket,"  and 
anyone  who  had  the  good  fortune  to  be 
on  the  Celler  ticket  was  always  sure  of 
election. 

I  remember  a  very  exciting  and  inter- 
esting court  ca.<^e  some  years  later  in 
v.hich  I  had  the  honor  to  represent 
"Mannie"  Celler.  where  an  insurgent 
candidate  in  our  district  attempted  to 
pet  on  the  ballot  for  a  primary  election 
by  using  •  Mannie's"  name  on  petitions 
which  were  circulated  among  the  voters. 
This  insurgent  was  well  aware  of  the 
strength,  influence,  and  popularity  of 
Celler'5  name  and  he  tried  to  attach  his 
own  to  it  without  authority,  hoping 
thereby  to  gain  high  party  position.  The 
cace  was  tried  before  one  of  our  great 
and  learned  jurists,  the  Honorable 
Charles  J.  Lockwood,  who  is  now  a  ref- 
eree m  the  Supreme  Court  of  Kings 
County.  Judge  Lockwood,  a  Republican 
saw  through  the  fraud  and  invahdated 
the  petition.  In  other  words,  it  is  even 
judicially  noted  that  the  name  "Mannii" 
Celler  is  a  politically  invaluable  asset 

In  1942  I  had  the  Honor  of  being  a 
candidate  for  the  State  senate,  running 
on  the  same  ticket  with  "Mannie" 
Celler.  He  was  a  candidate  for  reelec- 
tion to  Congress,  and  since  we  covered 
the  sam.'  districts,  we  campaigned  to- 
gether. "Mannie"  had  practically  no 
opposition.  Anyone  familiar  with  the 
political  situation  in  the  district  would 
quote  you  overwhelming  odds  that 
Mannie"  would  win  by  at  least  2  to  1 
Actually,  the  vote  was  SO.COO  for  Celler 
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and  a  little  under  15.000  for  his  oppo« 
nent.  You  would  think  that  under  such 
favorable  circumstances  "Mannie"  would 
take  it  easy  and  not  conduct  much  of  a 
campaign.  But  he  waged  a  vigorous 
campaign  and  I  have  always  had  the 
feeling  that  he  did  it  just  to  bring  me 
along  on  his  bandwagon  and  introduce 
me  to  the  voters  so  that  I.  too,  could  be 
elected. 

There  was  one  particular  incident  dur- 
ing that  campaign  which  I  shall  never 
forget.  It  was  the  night  before  the  elec- 
tion. For  weeks  prior  thereto  we  had 
conducted  a  strenuous  campaign  and 
I  decided  to  take  a  night  off  to  rest  for 
the  ordeal  of  election  day.  At  about 
9  p.  m..  just  as  I  had  gotten  into  bed.  the 
telephone  rang.  It  was  "Mannie"  Celler 
informing  me  that  he  would  stop  by  in  a 
little  while  and  pick  me  up  in  his  car  to 
go  out  for  another  round  of  speaking 
engagements.  I  wis  ashamed  to  te^Hiim 
that  I  was  in  bed  and  anxious  for/ftbadly 
needed  rest.  I  am  revealing  this  to  him 
now  for  the  first  time.  But  I  dressed 
quickly  and  proce<-ded  with  him  to  some 
desolated  area  only  to  find  that  there 
were  hardly  any  people  in  the  streets  to 
greet  us.  I  remarked  to  "Mannie": 
"Wry  talk  here?  You  haven't  even  got 
a  corporal's  guard  to  listen  to  you."  His 
reply  was:  "As  £0(m  as  we  start  to  talk. 
you  will  find  that  till  my  good  friends  liv- 
ing in  these  surrounding  tenements  will 
open  their  windows,  put  their  heads  out, 
and  listen." 

And  that  is  exactly  what  happened. 
As  soon  as  he  started  to  speak,  I  could 
see  along  the  row  of  tenement  houses 
windows  being  opened,  heads  popping 
out,  and  an  audience  listening  atten- 
tively. The  smile  on  "Mannie's"  face 
extended  from  one  ear  to  the  other. 
When  the  meeting  was  over,  he  said  to 
me:  'And  now  we  must  go  to  meet  the 
crowd  that  leaves  the  theater  on  Pitkin 
Avenue,  my  old  stamping  grounds." 

That  campaign  taught  me  something 
about  "Mannie  "  which  all  Members  of 
the  House  who  have  watched  him  in  ac- 
tion know,  that  he  is  never  satisfied  with 
a  job  unless  it  is  v-ell  done. 

Notwithstandinij  the  fact  that  "Man- 
nie" is  approaching  his  65th  birthday 
next  May.  he  can  still  do  more  work 
than  men  25  years,  his  junior.  On  many 
occasions,  when  we  travel  back  to  New 
York  on  the  plane,  I  always  marvel  at 
the  way  he  is  able  to  recline  in  his  seat, 
grab  20  or  30  winks  of  sleep,  and  then, 
fully  refreshed,  delve  immediately  into 
h;s  briefcase  for  a  pile  of  reading  matter. 

Besides  being  known  as  a  hard  and 
diligent  worker,  "Mannie"  is  also  known 
and  loved  for  his  delightful  sense  of 
humor.  He  is  never  too  busy  to  tell  a 
humorous  story  cr  a  good  joke  in  an 
effort  to  evoke  a  laugh  from  his  com- 
panions. He  has  a  bag  of  tricks  which. 
at  the  drop  of  a  hat.  he  will  display.  It 
is  not  unusual  to  see  "Mannie"  sur- 
rounded by  a  group  of  colleagues  show- 
ing them  how  a  silver  coin  will  dis- 
appear from  the  palm  of  his  hand  or 
from  between  his  fingers  or  how  he  can 
shape  a  puppet  out  of  a  handkerchief. 
All  who  know  him  personally  will  testify 
to  his  kindliness,  his  sense  of  fair  play 
and  his  desire  to  be  helpful  to  his  fellow 
men. 


Now,  on  the  occasion  of  his  30th  anni- 
Tersary  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
"Maknh"  Cklleh's  autobiography.  You 
Never  Leave  Brooklyn,  appears.  His 
story  of  those  30  years  is  also  the  story 
of  America  in  the  last  three  decades. 
When  he  first  came  here,  he  was  quickly 
plunged  into  the  fierce  controversy  then 
raging  over  the  question  of  immigration. 
He  is  still  in  the  midst  of  that  con- 
troversy today — but  how  the  world  has 
changed  during  those  30  years.  In  a 
sense.  "Mannie"  Celler  has  never  left 
Brooklyn  and  the  millions  of  people  that 
make  up  that  community — the  Jews,  the 
Irish,  the  Italians,  and  other  nationality 
groups. 

"Mannie"  Celles's  book  is  the  story  of 
a  warm  and  sincere  hxmian  being,  an 
honest  public  official,  who  never  hesi- 
tates to  speak  out  for  impopular  causes, 
yet  one  who  is  modest  in  his  claims  of 
personal  triumphs  and  big  enough  to 
admit  his  mistakes. 

On  this  occasion,  I  want  to  offer  to 
"Mannie"  my  sincerest  wishes  for  his 
continued  good  health  and  to  express  the 
hope  that  he  will  be  with  us  here  for 
many  more  years  to  come,  to  give  us  of 
his  rich  experience,  his  wise  counsel,  and 
his  helpful  guidance  in  the  trying  days 
ahead. 

Only  about  2  weeks  ago  a  very  sig- 
nificant remark  was  made  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  by  the  learned  and  dis- 
tinguished Congresswoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mrs.  Rogers!.  In  substance 
she  stated  that  sometimes  she  has  the 
feeling  we.  in  the  Congress,  do  not  show 
our  admiration  and  our  appreciation  to 
our  colleagues  here  for  what  they  do  for 
us  and  for  our  countryr  How  very  true 
that  is. 

I  am  happy  therefore  that  we  are 
taking  time  out  today  to  honor  "Mannie." 
This  is  his  day  and  he  richly  deserves 
the  high  esteem  we  have  for  him.  On 
this  occasion,  there  comes  to  my  mind 
a  poem  which  I  think  is  most  appropri- 
ate. I  do  not  recall  the  name  of  the 
author,  but  the  poem  is  as  follows: 

If  with  pleasure  you  are  viewing  any  work  a 
man  Is  doing. 
If  you  like  him  or  you  love  him,  tell  him 
now; 
Don't    withhold    your    approbation    tUl    the 
parson  makes  oration 
And  he  lies  with  snowy  llUaB  on  his  brow; 
For  no  matter  how  you  shout  it,  he  won't 
really  care  about  It; 
Re  won't  know  how  many  teardrops  you 
have  shed; 
If  you  think  some  praise  is  due  him  now's 
the  time  to  slip  it  to  him 
For  he  cannot  read  his  tombstone  when 
he's  dead. 

"Mannie,"  we  love  you  dearly,  and  we 
wish  you  and  your  devoted  and  charm- 
ing wife,  Stella,  and  your  children  and 
grandchildren  happiness,  good  health, 
and  all  the  blessings  which  life  can  be- 
stow upon  you. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I 
understand  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  is  yielding  an  hour  to  me? 

Mr.  HELLER.  Yes;  I  wiU  be  glad  to 
yield  1  hour  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [ISx.  Cantield]. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  is  recognized. 


Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take 
the  keenest  pleasure  in  participating  in 
this  expression  of  esteem  in  which  my 
friend  and  colleague,  Emanuel  Ckller, 
is  universally  held.  Today  marks  the 
30th  anniversary  of  his  election  to  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Fifteen  times 
has  Emanuel  Celler  stood  before  his 
constituents,  and  15  times  have  his 
constituents  voted  their  overwhelming 
confidence  in  him.  Let  it  be  stated  that 
his  is  a  constituency  not  easily  pleased. 
It  gives  as  much  passion  to  its  politics 
as  it  does  to  its  baseball.  It  is  more 
variable  in  its  mood  and  more  diverse  in 
its  activities  than  any  other  region  I 
know  of. 

It  has  been  stated  by  the  previous 
speaker,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Heller!  that  "Mannie"  Celler  has 
written  a  book  entitled  "You  Never  Leave 
Brooklyn."  I  lived  in  Brooklyn  once 
upon  a  time,  I  do  not  want  to  negate 
the  title  of  this  book,  but  I  lived  in 
Brooklyn  for  a  few  months  in  1917  be- 
fore I  joined  the  Army  of  the  United 
States.  Of  course,  I  should  say  in  pass- 
ing that  those  were  days  when  "Mannie" 
Celler  was  unknown  to  me;  I  did  not 
come  to  know  "Mannie"  Celler  until 
1923  when  he  came  here  as  a  representa- 
tive from  Brooklyn  along  with  my  late 
chief  and  predecessor,  Mr.  Seger.  of  Pas- 
saic, N.  J.,  a  beloved  Member  of  this 
House,  whom  I  served  as  secretary  for 
some  17  years.  I  know  how  Mr.  Seger 
and  Mr.  Celler  appraised  each  other; 
they  were  bosom  friends.  Oft  have  I 
heard  my  late  chief  say  to  me:  "He  is  a 
dependable  friend,"  and  I  have  found 
him  to  be  such  in  this  legislative  body. 

Now,  about  this  book;  I  have  in  my 
hand  at  this  moment  an  article  appear- 
ing in  the  Washington  Star  of  Sunday. 
March  1,  1953,  a  review  of  this  book 
"You  Never  Leave  Brooklyn"  by  Mary 
McGrory.  In  her  review  she  emphasizes 
the  fairness  of  the  author.  She  says  in 
part: 

Each   CHAPmt  an  Entity 

With  undue  deference,  Mr.  Ceixeb — think- 
ing perhaps  some  readers  might  not  want  to 
read  from  cover  to  cover — has  made  of  each 
chapter  an  entity.  Thus,  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  his  concern  with  the  Independence 
of  India,  the  founding  of  the  Gtate  of  Israeli, 
monopolies,  the  Un-American  Activities 
Committee,  and  so  on,  are  covered  in  self- 
contained  sections. 

The  Representative  has  not  so  much  as 
indulged  himself  in  the  long  view  or  the  mel- 
low summary.  Pressed  for  a  uind  of  prteis 
of  what  30  years  in  practical  politics  has 
added  up  to,  he  said  the  other  day  that  the 
rewards  of  congressional  life  in  terms  of 
human  services  ultimately  outbalanced  the 
frustration,  and  that  a  saying  of  Disraeli 
has  helped  him  through  some  of  the  bad 
days. 

"Ever  be  armed  with  the  breastplate  of 
good  temper." 

In  all  his  dealings  in  this  House,  our 
esteemed  colleague  from  Brooklyn  has 
always  been  temperate.  In  pa£:sing  I, 
too,  recall  a  statement  once  made  by 
Disraeli  as  follows:  "Life  is  too  short  to 
be  little." 

"Mannie"  Celler  has  never  been  little. 

"Mannie"  Celler  has  courage  and  he 
has  conviction.  He  has  never  been  afraid 
to  be  in  the  minority,  to  swim  against 
the  tide,  if  necessary,  to  vote  as  his  good 
sense  tells  him  to,  without  fear  and  with- 
out currying  favor. 
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To  me,  T  must  confess.  It  is  the  per- 
sonal flavor  of  the  man  that  I  relish. 
The  public  bills  which  bear  his  name. 
such  as  the  foreign  trade  zone  bill,  the 
amendments  to  the  Displaced  Persons' 
Act,  the  Antimerger  Monopoly  Act.  the 
act  to  admit  Eastern  Hemisphere  In- 
dians, the  Federal  Register  Act,  and 
others,  give  the  measure  of  his  legislative 
achievements.  But  to  me,  aside  from 
these,  it  is  the  man  of  generosity  of  feel- 
ing, the  marvelous  funny  stories  he  tells, 
the  good  companion,  the  friend  ready  to 
help,  aways,  that  spell  "Mannie"  Celles 
as  much  as  his  congressional  activities. 

Those  who  have  listened  to  "Mannie" 
on  the  floor  have  been  struck  by  one 
thought — how  preeminently  fair  he  has 
been  in  debate,  even  in  the  very  heat  of 
it.  Though  his  own  conviction  was  firm, 
he  respected  the  opinion  of  the  opposi- 
tion. I  ought  to  know.  I  have  been  in 
the  opposition  many  times. 

Perhaps,  I  can  best  sum  up  both  my 
feeling  for  and  evaluation  of  Emanuel 
Cellcr  in  one  word — gentleman.  He  is 
firm  without  obstinacy;  kindly  without 
weakness  and  a  defender  of  rights  with- 
out pomposity  and  without  self-right- 
eousness. A  most  valuable  public  serv- 
ant. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  LMr. 
Philbin  1 . 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  fit- 
ting indeed  today  that  the  House  should 
pause  in  the  midst  of  its  legislative  pro- 
gram to  acknowledge  and  commemorate 
the  30-year  service  in  this  great  delibera- 
tive body  of  my  very  dear  friend,  and  our 
universally  esteemed  colleague.  Con- 
gressman "Mannie"  Celler. 

Pew  among  us  have  enjoyed  such  long. 
uninterrupted  tenure  in  the  House.  Few 
have  been  privileged  to  render  such  dis- 
tinguished, valuable  service  to  the  House, 
to  his  great  State  of  New  York,  and  to 
the  Nation. 

Generous  of  impulse,  liberal  in  thought 
and  action,  courageous  of  heart,  sympa- 
thetic and  kindly  by  nature,  endowed 
with  a  brilliant  mind,  marked  by  great 
ability,  unyielding  in  honest  convictions. 
broadminded.  tolerant,  and  helpful  to- 
ward his  fellow  man.  "Mannie"  Celler 
may  well  be  proud  of  his  outstanding  and 
illustrious  record  as  a  faithful,  devoted 
public  servant  and  a  great  patriotic 
American. 

As  a  friend  and  admirer  as  well  as  a 
colleague  of  his,  I  am  very  happy  and 
highly  privileged  to  join  with  so  many 
of  our  colleagues  in  expressing  to  Con- 
gressman Celler  my  heartiest  felicita- 
tions upon  the  completion  of  his  30  years 
of  meritorious,  splendid  service  and  to 
extend  to  him  and  all  his  family  my  sin- 
cere congratulations. 

May  "Mannie"  Celler,  friend,  hu- 
manitarian, and  patriot,  long  continue  to 
enjoy  good  health  and  happiness  with 
his  family,  and  may  he  be  spared  for 
many  years  to  come,  in  wisdom,  experi- 
ence, ability,  kindness,  and  courage 
faithfully,  ably,  and  conspicuously  to 
serve  his  district  and  our  country. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Price  1 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  a 
fitting  tribute  to  a  deserving  Member  of 
this  body.  I  Join  my  colleagues  in  honor- 
ing   "Mannie"    Celleh,    the   gentleman 


from  Brooklyn,  on  the  30th  anniversary 
of  the  start  of  his  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Only  six  other  Members  of  the  House 
were  in  this  Chamber  when  Emaitoel 
Celler  came  here  to  represent  New 
York's  10th  District  on  March  4,  1923. 
One  of  these  is  our  friend  and  colleague 
from  across  the  river  from  my  own  con- 
gressional district,  the  Honorable  Clar- 
ence Cannon,  of  Elsberry.  Mo.,  and  to 
him  I  also  pay  tribute  upon  the  observ- 
ance tomorrow  of  his  30th  anniversary 
as  a  Member  of  Congress. 

I  am  certain  each  member  of  Illinois' 
delegation  in  Congress  joins  me  i;i  c  n- 
gratulating  'Mannie"  Celler  today.  We 
all  recognize  his  great  ability,  his  record 
of  great  achievements  through  his  long 
years  of  service.  More  than  that,  we 
regard  "Mannie"  Celler  as  a  true 
friend — one  of  the  most  amiable  men  in 
the  House.  He  is  a  staunch  supporter 
of  causes  he  believes  upholds  the  dignity 
of  man.  I  personally  like  to  think  of 
him  in  the  same  category  of  that  great 
champion  of  human  rights — the  late 
Honorable  Adolph  Sabath  of  Illinois. 

"Mannie  '  Celler  serves  his  district 
with  honor  and  the  Nation  profits  by  his 
eternal  vigilance  in  the  cause  of  justice 
fcr  all.  I  wish  him  many  more  years  in 
the  service  of  his  country'. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
MachrowiczI. 

Mr.  MACHROWICZ.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
am  happy  to  join  my  colleagues  in  oay- 
ing  tribute  to  our  dear  and  esteeined 
friend  "Mannie"  Celler  on  the  occasi.in 
of  his  30th  anniversary  in  Congress.  I 
did  not  have  the  pleasure  of  kno"  ing 
hir.1  personally  unUl  I  became  :*  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  and  of  tb-  Judiciary 
Committee  in  January  of  Ifjl.  His  fame 
and  reputation,  however.  \,as  well  known 
to  me  long  before  that. 

Every  citizen  of  this  country  who  has 
interested  himself  in  ou;-  progress  m  the 
past  30  years  knows  of  .'nis  valuable  con- 
tribution to  the  enactment  of  social  leg- 
iGlation  which  has  raised  the  standards 
of  living  and  defended  the  human  rights 
of  our  people. 

My  brief  experience  as  a  member  of 
the  committee  over  which  he  presided 
gave  me  an  insight  to  "Mannie"  Celler, 
the  man.  His  fairness,  honesty,  cour- 
tesy and  loyalty  to  his  convictions  en- 
deared him  to  me  as  they  did  to  every- 
one who  had  the  good  fortune  to  know 
him. 

Not  only  New  York  but  our  entire  Na- 
tion claims  "Mannie"  Celler  as  our  own 
and  is  proud  of  him.  I  sincerely  hope 
for  him  many  more  fruitful  years  in  his 
chosen  career  to  serve  the  public. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
OHaraI. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
my  constituents  back  in  Illinois  would 
not  forgive  me  if  I  remained  silent  on 
such  an  occasion  as  this.  Many  of  my 
constituents  may  never  have  seen  Eman- 
uel Celler,  may  never  have  had  the 
rich  opportunity  of  closeness  to  his  warm 
presence,  but  his  name  is  ever  in  their 
minds  and  is  enshrined  in  their  hearts. 
To  them  Emanuel  Celler  is  the  personi- 
fication of  America.  His  life,  his  deeds. 
and  his  words  write  for  them  the  story 


of  an  America  that  has  come  through 
troubhng  vicissitudes  and  baffling  mis- 
understandings to  as  close  an  approach 
as  has  yet  been  reached  under  human 
government  to  the  brotherhood  of  man. 
For  30  years  he  has  served  in  this  Cham- 
ber. No  American  of  our  times  has  given 
of  his  life  thirty  more  fruitful  years. 
His  influence  has  reached  into  countless 
homes  in  every  State  of  our  Union.  It 
has  been  a  mighty  force  in  the  strength- 
ening of  courage  and  the  rekindling  of 
faith.  But  for  such  men  as  Emanuel 
Celler  these  United  States  of  America 
would  not  be  as  secure  in  national  char- 
acter to  combat  tyranny  elsewhere  and 
to  lead  democracy  to  yet  higher  heights. 
What  I  have  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  but  an 
inadequate  expression  of  the  affectionate 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  the  district 
in  Illinois  that  I  represent  for  our  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  now 
my  distinct  pleasure  and  privilege  to 
yield  to  the  distingui.shed  minority  whip, 
our  good  friend  and  beloved  colleague 
from  Massachusetts   (Mr.  McCormackI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Can- 
field]  has  just  made  remarks  in  relation 
to   our   dear   friend   and   colleague   the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Celler] 
that  reflect  the  views  of  all  of  us  who 
have    known    "Mannie"   Celler    for   so 
many  years.     To  me,  "Mannie"  Celler 
has  always  been  an  in.spiration;  not  only 
a   gentleman,   as   has   my   friend   from 
New  Jersey  .so  properly  said — and  how 
impressive  that  word  is  of  all  of  the  fine 
qualities  necessary  to  make  up  a  gen- 
tleman— but  a  man  of  vision,  of  unusual 
capacity,  of  sincere  convictions,  and  of 
great  courage.     To  me  the  two  most  im- 
portant elements  in  public  life — in  fact. 
they  may  apply  to  any  walk  of  life — are 
loyalty     and     courage.     Certainly,     our 
friend  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Celler  1  is 
loyal  to  the  people  he  represents,  to  his 
State,  and  to  our  Nation,  and  loyal  to 
those    deep    convictions    and    spiritual 
truths  which   he  entertains  and  which 
he  symbolizes  in  .such  a  striking  manner. 
His   courage   has   manifested   itself   on 
many  occa.'^ions.     It  is  one  thing  to  be 
the  advocate  of  a  winning  cause;  it  is 
another  thing  to  be  the  advocate  and 
the  fighter  for  what  at  the  time  appears 
to  be  a  losing  cause.     As  my  mind  goes 
back  through  the  25  years  that  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  this  body — my  friend 
from  New  York  was  here  5  years  prior 
to  my  arriving— I  have  recollections  of 
the    gentleman    from    New   York    I  Mr. 
Celler  I  taking  the  well  of  this  floor  on 
many  occa.sions  fighting  for  what  at  the 
time  appeared  to  be  a  losing  battle,  but 
convinced    that    his    position    was    the 
proper  and  the  sound  one  for  the  best 
interest    of    our    country    and    of    our 
people.     How   often   have   I  seen   that 
happen,  and  the  fights  he  made,  losing 
at  the  time,  but  constituting  a  founda- 
tion  for   future    victories   and    success. 
On  many  occasions  I  have  seen  the  de- 
feats of  one  day,  conditions  that  "Man- 
nie" Celler  fought  to  prevent  so  loyally 
and  ably,  become  the  victories  of  a  later 
date,  the  power  of  his  logic  and  the  effect 
of  his  ifcl.sdom  prevailing  upon  the  minds 
of  his  colleagues  so  that  at  a  later  date 
that   which  he  advocated  became  en- 


acted into  law  or  became  operative  and 

effective. 

In  debate  he  Is  always  a  temperate 
gentleman,  one  who  respects  the  views 
of  others  in  disagreement.  To  me  a  very 
fine  practical  definition  of  a  gentleman. 
particularly  in  public  life  and  holding 
public  office,  but  a  gentleman  outside  of 
public  life  and  public  oflBce.  is  one  who 
can  disagree  without  being  disagreeable. 
Certainly  our  good  friend  from  New 
York,  Congressman  Celler,  exemplifies 
that  type  of  a  gentleman  to  the  highest 
degree  humanly  possible.  It  is  well  and 
proper  that  on  occasions  of  this  kind. 
after  long  periods  of  service  in  this  body. 
we  pause  in  relation  to  any  of  our  col- 
leagues, without  regard  to  party,  to  pay 
our  respects  for  the  long  years  of  faith- 
ful, loyal,  and  courageous  service  they 
have  given  to  our  country  as  a  result 
of  their  membership  in  this  body.  The 
very  fact  that  any  one  of  us  remains  in 
this  body  for  a  protracted  period  of  time 
i.s  powerful  evidence  that  we  must  have 
some  qualities  that  are  attractive  to  our 
people,  and  the  very  fact  tha^  Congress- 
man Celler  has  been  a  Member  of  this 
body  for  30  continuous  years  shows  the 
love  and  the  affection  and  the  respect 
that  the  people  of  his  district  have  for 
him.  not  only  starting  out  as  a  young 
Congressman  30  years  ago,  but  during 
the  years  that  have  intervened  between 
the  first  day  of  his  service  in  this  body 
until  today.  The  people  of  his  district 
can  well  feel  proud  of  the  service  that 
he  has  given  to  them  throughout  the  last 
30  years.  They  can  be  proud  not  only 
in  the  beneficial  results  to  themselves 
but  the  contributions  that  he  has  made 
as  their  representative  in  this  body  to 
the  preservation  and  the  progress  of  our 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  very  glad  to  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  paying  this  de- 
serving but  simple  tribute  one  whom 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Canfield]  properly  terms  "a  gentleman," 
but  who  is  also  a  great  American. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  30  seconds. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  just  shown  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Shafer)  Mr.  Ciller's  book  You 
Never  Leave  Brooklyn.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  after  reading  the  fore- 
word now  says.  "I  am  sold.  I  am  going 
to  be  one  of  the  first  purchasers  of  that 
new  book  by  our  esteemed  colleague." 

I  now  yield  to  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  House  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Reed],  such  time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  REED  of  IlUnois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
You  Never  Leave  Brooklyn.  That  is 
the  name  and  I  assume  the  theme  of  a 
book  which  today  is  released  to  the  pub- 
lic. I  have  for  several  months  known 
of  its  preparation.  Except  for  the  title 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  its  scope  or  con- 
tents. I  do  know  its  author.  He  was 
born  in  Brooklyn  and  Brooklyn  has  al- 
ways been  his  home.  Over  the  years  he 
has  been  identified  with  scores  of  civic 
and  charitable  organizations  whose  sw;- 
tivities  were  mainly  directed  from  Brook- 
lyn. He  is  devoted  to  his  home  com- 
munity. He  earned  and  has  retained  the 
respect  of  its  citizens. 


In  1922  they  voted  to  send  him  to 
Washington  to  represent  them  in  this 
House.  That  he  has  done  so  to  their 
satisfaction  is  evident  from  the  fact  that 
he  has  been  reelected  for  15  consecutive 
terms. 

Today  completes  his  first  30  years  in 
this  body.  He  has  served  in  the  admin- 
istrations of  Presidents  Harding,  Cool- 
idge.  Hoover,  Roosevelt,  Truman,  and 
now  Eisenhower,  and  in  this  House  un- 
der Speakers  Gillette.  Longworth.  Gar- 
ner. Rainey.  Byms.  Bankhead.  Rayburn, 
and  Martin.  Today  there  are  still  serv- 
ing in  the  House  only  four  House  Mem- 
bers who  welcomed  him  as  a  freshman 
Congressman  in  1923,  and  two  who  were 
fellow  freshmen  in  his  class. 

At  first  I  had  a  notion  that  You  Never 
Leave  Brooklyn  was  a  misleading  title 
and  that  Washington  as  well  as  Brook- 
lyn would  no  doubt  receive  honorable 
mention.  I  still  think  the  latter  is  true. 
BInowing  the  author,  however,  as  a  good 
lawyer  and  one  who  measures  well  his 
words,  I  took  the  precaution  of  seeking 
from  the  dictionary  a  definition  of  the 
word  "leave."  It  means,  "to  depart 
from;  to  quit;  to  end  one's  connection 
with;  to  abandon;  to  desist  from;  to 
make  an  end  of ;  to  cease."  Then  I  knew 
what  I  should  have  known  from  the  be- 
ginning that  the  title  was  right,  for 
"Mannie"  Celler  would  never  depart 
from;  quit  or  abandon  Brooklyn.  He 
has  been  merely  commuting  to  Wash- 
ington these  30  years. 

He  served  6  years  in  the  House  before 
the  opportunity  was  accorded  him  to 
gain  a  seat  on  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  for  which  he  was  eminently 
well  qualified.  For  24  years  he  has  been 
one  of  its  able,  diligent  faithful  mem- 
bers. 

When  I  first  was  elected  to  that  Com- 
mittee in  1937,  being  not  too  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  holdover  members,  I 
sought  information  from  a  former  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  this  House.  Earl 
C.  Michener,  who  was  one  of  my  senior 
Republican  colleagues  on  the  committee, 
and  who  later  became  its  chairman.  I 
well  remember  what  he  said.  It  was  as 
follows : 

"Mannix~  CELXJOt  Is  chairman  of  Subcom- 
mittee No.  1  on  which  I  serve.  He's  a  Tam- 
many Democrat.  He's  a  good  lawyer  and  he's 
fair  and  impartial  as  a  chairman. 

Of  coiu^e  Earl  was  not  qxiite  correct. 
He  should  have  said,  "He  is  a  Brooklyn 
Democrat."  At  any  rate,  after  Earl 
Michener  had  ably  served  2  years  as  our 
chairman,  the  people  of  our  Nation  be- 
came deluded  and  confused  and  returned 
a  Democratic  majority  to  the  House. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York — or  should  I  say  Brooklsm — ^be- 
came our  chairman.  It  was  my  first  op- 
portunity to  observe  him  as  a  presiding 
ofScer.  Earl  Michener  was  right.  He 
was  a  good  chairman.  He  was  fair.  He 
was  impartial  He  never  attempted  to 
curb  legitimate  discussion  and  he  always 
recognized  any  member  who  wished  to 
express  his  views.  He  and  I  often  dis- 
agreed on  controversial  issues.  But  af- 
ter all  that  was  not  strange.  I  repre- 
sented a  constituency  in  Illinois  and  he 
represented — Brooklyn;  and  our  respec- 
tive constituencies  did  not  think  alike. 


He  served  as  our  chairman  for  4  years 
and  is  now  ranking  minority  member. 

He  has  my  heartiest  congratulations 
on  this,  the  anniversary  of  30  years  of 
unselfish,  devoted  service  to  his  country, 
his  party  and — Brooklyn.  I  wish  him 
success  in  his  new  venture  in  the  literary 
field  and  trust  that  You  Never  Leave 
Brookljm  will  soon  be  rated  in  the  book- 
stores as  I  rate  him,  a  "best  Celler." 

And  finally,  having  in  mind  the  indus- 
try, wisdom  and  conscientious  service  he 
has  rendered  the  House  and  particularly 
our  committee,  I  shall  go  as  far  as  con- 
sistency will  permit  me,  in  trusting  fer- 
vently that  he  will  retain  his  present 
important  responsibility  as  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  as  long  as  he  shall  remain 
in  Congress. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  IlUnois  [Mr.  Jonas]. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
it  is  a  real  privilege  for  me  to  pay  tribute 
to  a  distinguished  colleague  upon  an 
occasion  like  this. 

Congressman  Emanuel  Cellfr  was 
known  to  me  by  reputation  before  I 
came  to  Washington  to  take  my  place 
as  a  Member  of  the  81st  Congress.  Be- 
ginning with  the  82d  Congress,  I  served, 
with  him  on  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, over  which  he  presided  as  the 
chairman. 

His  record  of  constructive  service  as 
a  Congressman  during  the  past  30  years 
has  already  been  commented  upon  by 
my  colleagues  who  preceded  me,  and  I 
most  heartily  subscribe  to  the  tributes 
that  have  been  paid  to  him  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  today. 

I  look  upon  the  career  of  Congressman 
Celler  as  one  of  outstanding  merit  and 
devotion  to  duty.  I  am  everlastingly 
grateful  to  him  for  the  kind  and  cour- 
teous treatment  that  he  accorded  me  as 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 
I  am  also  under  obligation  to  him  for 
the  timely  suggestions  that  he  repeat- 
edly offered  me  on  occasions  when 
his  counsel  and  cooperation  was  very 
helpful. 

The  tribute  paid  to  Congressman 
Celler  on  this,  the  30th  anniversary  as 
a  Member  of  the  House,  bespeaks  the 
esteem  and  respect  entertained  for  him 
as  an  outstanding  and  notable  Member 
of  Congress. 

I  sincerely  congratulate  him  on  this 
occasion  that  points  up  to  30  years  of 
useful  service  in  the  interest  of  tho 
public,  and  I  am  happy  to  add  this  brief 
contribution  to  the  many  well-merited 
and  deserving  compliments  that  have 
been  paid  him  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
by  so  many  of  his  friends  and  colleagues 
associated  with  him  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now 
yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham]  such 
time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  of 
all  I  wish  to  thank  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Canfield] 
for  the  opportunity  to  say  a  good  word 
for  my  good  friend  and  also  to  thank 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Heller]  for  the  coiui«sy  extended  to  me. 
It  is  necessary  for  me  to  return  to  an- 
other scene  of  action  in  a  few  moments 
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to  hold  a  subcommittee  hearing  on  the 
so-called  tldelands  matter,  and  these  two 
gentlemen  have  kindly  and  courteously 
given  me  this  opportunity. 

I  came  to  the  Congress  14  years  ago. 
I  was  assigned  to  subcommittee  No.  1 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and 
EMAmxEL  Ciller  was  then  my  ranking 
officer.  Throughout  these  14  years  we 
have  served  together,  we  have  seldom 
agreed  politically,  but  I  will  say  now, 
and  I  am  only  too  glad  to  say  it,  that 
in  all  those  years  I  never  found  a  more 
courteous  gentleman  than  he. 

No  matter  how  sharply  we  disagreed, 
he  was  always  frank,  friendly,  and  al- 
ways honest.  As  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee he  upheld  the  highest  traditions 
of  our  great  committee. 

A  few  years  ago  I  wrote  a  history  of 
this  committee;  and  when  you  stop  to 
think  of  the  great  men  who  have  sei-ved 
on  this  committee,  you  can  see  the  honor 
and  prominence  which  came  to  Emanuel 
Ciller  ,  and  which  he  so  richly  deserves. 
Three  Presidents  of  the  United  States 
have  gone  forth  from  that  committee; 
1  Vice  President;  7  Speakers  of  this 
House  have  gone  forth.  Sixty-five  Mem- 
bers have  gone  into  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Seventeen  Members  have 
served  as  members  of  the  Cabinet  of  the 
United  States.  On  the  long  list  of  men 
who  have  served  you  can  think  of  Daniel 
Webster,  Franklin  Pierce,  William  Mc- 
Kinley,  Thaddeus  Stevens,  Stephen  A. 
Douglas — I  could  go  on  and  name  them. 
I  would  say  that  "Mannie"  Celler's  name 
will  rank  with  the  best  of  those,  in  the 
years  to  come. 

I  was  struck  by  what  our  chairman 
[Mr.  Reed]  said  about  the  difference  in 
our  districts.  I  often  wonder  if  I  lived 
in  another  district  what  my  views  would 
be.  By  the  same  token,  if  Mr.  Celler 
hved  in  my  district  I  wonder  what  his 
views  would  be. 

In  committee  work  we  come  close  to- 
gether. You  come  to  know  each  other. 
You  get  beneath  the  things  that  are 
superficial  and  on  the  surface,  and  you 
see  the  sterling  character  of  a  man.  I 
have  never  known  a  man  to  conduct  more 
losing  fights  than  this  man,  but  he  has 
never  lost  his  sense  of  humor.  He  has 
always  been  fair;  he  has  always  been 
temperate;  he  has  always  been  kindly; 
he  has  always  been  a  gentleman. 

I  am  glad  to  pay  this  tribute  to  him. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  RooneyJ. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
happy  to  be  privileged  to  join  with  my 
colleagues  today  in  paying  this  deserv- 
ing tribute  to  Congressman  Emanuel 
Celler  on  the  occasion  of  his  30th  anni- 
versary of  service  here  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

"Mannie"  Celler.  as  he  is  affection- 
ately known  to  most  of  us  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle,  was  born  in  Brooklyn  on 
May  6.  1888.  He  was  graduated  from 
Boys'  High  School  of  Brooklyn  in  1906. 
Colimfibia  College,  New  York  City,  in 
1910  and  the  Columbia  University  Law 
School  in  1912.  He  was  highly  success- 
ful in  the  practice  of  law  from  the  out- 
set of  his  career  and  has  added  great 
distinction  and  luster  to  our  great  legal 
profession. 


Elected  to  the  68th  Congress  on  March 
4,  1923,  he  has  served  with  great  honor 
and  distinction  during  some  of  the  most 
crucial,  diflQcult,  and  trying  times  in  the 
history  of  our  country.  He  has  made  a 
lasting  and  courageous  record  in  carry- 
ing out  the  principles  of  our  democratic 
form  of  government  and  during  his  30 
years  of  service  has  won  the  acclaim, 
respect,  and  warm  admiration  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

As  a  close  personal  friend  and  col- 
league, I  feel  that  my  life  has  been 
richer  and  fuller  because  of  my  friend- 
ship with  "Mannie"  Celler.  When  I 
first  became  a  Member  of  this  body  he 
was  a  very  busy  man  with  his  important 
work  in  the  House,  his  duties  in  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee,  and  his 
pressing  problems  as  the  dean  of  our 
Brooklyn  delegation  but  I  remember 
quite  vividly  his  courteous  helpfulness 
and  cheerful  cooperation  whenever  I  had 
any  perplexing  problem  which  I  desired 
to  present  to  him.  Like  most  freshmen 
Members,  I  had  many  matters  which  I 
found  somewhat  bewildering  and  shall 
always  be  grateful  for  his  sound  advice 
and  wise  counsel. 

While  we  here  in  the  House  get  to 
know  each  other  pretty  well  and  have 
an  opportunity  to  learn  and  evaluate 
the  character  and  accompli.<:hments  of 
our  colleagues.  I  nevertheless  feel  that 
in  order  to  have  an  accurate  understand- 
ing of  the  true  character  of  a  man  we 
must  go  amongst  the  people  with  whom 
he  has  lived  and  associated  himself 
throughout  his  lifetime.  He  grew  up  in 
a  neiphborhocd  where  he  intimately 
knew  from  early  childhood  friends  and 
neighbors  of  many  nationalities  and  in 
this  teeming  atmosphere  of  a  big  city,  he 
developed  his  great  passion  for  finding 
effective  means  to  help  improve  the  liv- 
ing standards  and  general  welfare  of  the 
many  plain  working  people  and  thase 
who  came  here  from  foreign  shores  to 
take  up  permanent  residence  and  be- 
come citizens  of  our  beloved  country. 
From  such  surroundings  he  rose  to  his 
present  eminent  stature  as  a  legislator, 
an  outGtanding  liberal  statesman,  and 
humanitarian.  His  continuous  service 
in  this  House  over  a  30-year  span  dem- 
onstrates that  the  people  whom  he  rep- 
resents in  the  11th  Congressional  Dis- 
trict of  New  York  have  profound  faith 
and  confidence  in  him.  They  have 
learned  to  love  and  admire  him  for  his 
unstinted  devotion  to  the  betterment  of 
the  lot  of  the  working  men  and  women, 
his  sponsorship  of  beneficial  legislation 
for  our  immigrants,  his  devotion  to 
democratic  principles  and  civil  liberties. 

Today,  on  the  eve  of  the  anniversary 
of  his  30  years  of  service  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  I  congratulate 
"Mannie"  Celler  and  wish  him  many, 
many  years  of  good  health  and  happi- 
ness, and  continuance  of  rendering  in 
the  future  the  courageous  and  enlight- 
ened service  he  has  rendered  to  the 
people  of  his  district.  State,  and  country 
in  the  past.  His  beloved  wife,  daughters, 
and  grandchildren  may  weU  be  proud  of 
him. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  know 
you  will  indulge  me  if  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  sitting  in  the  gallery  at  this 


time  is  a  former  Member  of  this  House, 
now  a  specialist  in  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress. He  is  Meyer  Jacobstein,  who 
came  to  the  Congress  back  in  1923  with 
"Mannti"  Celler.  I  just  had  a  brief 
talk  with  Mr.  Jacobstein  and  he  told  me 
of  his  intense  admiration  for  Mr.  Celler. 
He  said  also  that  before  he  came  to  Con- 
gress he  was  a  professor  at  the  University 
of  Rochester.  Rochester.  N.  Y.  He  con- 
tinued: "You  know.  Congressman  Can- 
field,  your  colleague.  Ken  Keating,  was 
one  of  the  best  students  we  ever  had  in 
that  university." 

I  now  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Keating!  such 
time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  day  when  we  do  honor  to  our  distin- 
guished friend  from  Brooklyn  exclu- 
sively. I  am  happy  to  be  one  to  join  in 
this  tribute  to  my  beloved  friend  and  able 
colleague.  I  have  served  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  during  my  com- 
paratively short  tenure  in  Congress  at  all 
times  with  Mr.  Celler.  Except  in  the 
80th  Congress,  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
sat  on  the  majority  side  of  that  commit- 
tee. But  when  his  party  was  in  power 
our  friend  from  Brooklyn  was  the  chair- 
man of  that  great  committee  and  I  can 
conscientiously  say  that  during  his  chair- 
manship he  extended  to  all  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  then  minority,  and  specifi- 
cally to  me.  every  courtesy  which  was 
possible.  Politics  did  not  dictate  the 
objects  of  his  generous  treatment. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Celler]  and  I  have  frequently  differed, 
sometimes  vehemently,  on  various  issues 
which  have  come  t>efore  us.  both  in  the 
committee  and  here  on  the  floor,  but 
never  in  his  mind  or  heart  any  more  than 
in  mine  has  there  been  the  slightest  de- 
gree of  rancor  or  ill  feeling.  He  is  one 
who  to  my  way  of  thinking  is  outstanding 
in  the  respect  that  one  can  differ  with 
him  vigorously  and  debate  the  issues 
heatedly,  yet  walk  away  shaking  hands 
and  as  good  friends  as  ever. 

I  am  delighted  he  has  now  been  offi- 
cially recognized  as  an  author.  His  pen 
has  already  been  used  very  effectively  in 
the  work  of  our  committee  arid  the  re- 
sults appear  in  the  debates  on  many  bills 
in  the  Congressional  Record. 

He  has  a  delightful  facility  of  expres- 
sion which  will  cause  me  to  read  You 
Never  Leave  Brooklyn  with  great  pleas- 
ure. "Mannie"  Celler  has  kept  me 
awake  at  night  many  times  worrying 
over  how  I  could  meet  his  keen  intellect 
and  penetrating  argument  in  debate  the 
next  day  on  some  issue.  He  will  now 
keep  me  awake  at  night  in  the  more  en- 
joyable task  of  reading  this  book  about 
his  interesting  life  and  distinguished  ex- 
ploits. I  hope  his  book  will  receive  the 
enthusiastic  reception  from  the  reading 
public  which  I  know  it  so  richly  deserves. 

Since  I  am  informed  it  is  impossible 
to  elect  a  Republican  from  the  congres- 
sional district  represented  by  my  good 
friend  from  Brooklyn.  I  can  without  re- 
straint of  any  kind  express  the  hope  that 
he  will  be  serving  in  this  House  for  many 
years  to  come.  My  wish  for  him  and  his 
family  is  that  they  may  be  vouchsafed  all 
of  the  good  things  of  life  in  most 
abundant  measure. 


Mr.  HELLER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  now 

yield  with  great  honor  to  our  beloved 
minority  leader,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  RayburnI. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
talk  about  Brooklyn  reminds  me  some- 
what of  what  happened  down  in  Texas. 
as  history  tells  us.  One  of  the  smallest 
counties  in  Texas  then  wanted  to  secede 
from  Texas.  It  was  not  too  effective,  of 
course;  however  the  resolution  was 
pa-ssed. 

I  understand  there  is  a  movement  on 
that  has  suppiort  in  some  quarters  that 
they  admit  the  free  state  of  Brooklyn 
as  the  49th  or  50th,  if  Congress  passes 
the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill.  If  I  were 
to  line  up  on  either  side,  I  would  line  up 
on  the  side  of  Brooklyn. 

Brooklyn  must  be  a  wonderful  place  to 
live  and  rear  families  because  I  have  seen 
some  of  the  finest  people  I  have  ever 
known  in  all  the  years  I  have  been  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
who  came  from  Brooklyn. 

To  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  30  years  means  a  great 
deal.  You  have  got  to  be  accurate,  you 
have  got  to  be  fleet-footed,  know  how  to 
get  around  and  convince  people,  or  fool 
them,  one  or  the  other.  To  be  a  Member 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
which  I  think  is  the  greatest  body  on 
earth,  is  a  great  honor.  As  I  have  said 
so  often,  it  has  been  my  life  since  I  was 
a  very  young  man  and.  frankly,  it  is  one 
of  my  great  loves.  It  is  a  great  honor  for 
any  man  to  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives 1  time  by  a  constituency, 
but  when  they  renew  that  commission 
for  15  times,  it  becomes  really  a  greater 
and  greater  honor. 

"Mannie"  Celler  must  have  been  can- 
did and  frank  with  his  jaeople.  They 
must  think  he  is  honest,  they  must 
really  feel  he  is  true  to  the  ancient  faiths 
that  made  this  country  great  and  that 
have  kept  it  great.  He  made  a  great 
chairman  of  the  outstanding  Committee 
on  tlie  Judiciary  where  his  name  will  be 
remembered  as  long  as  the  Congsks- 
sioNAL  Record  and  the  history  of  legisla- 
tion is  written  and  read. 

So,  today.  I  congratulate  my  friend, 
because  throughout  all  these  years  we 
have  been  close,  personal  friends.  He 
has  a  personality  that  elicits  friendships, 
and  that  is  one  of  the  finest  things  after 
all  that  can  come  to  a  man;  that  he  so 
walks  among  his  fellows  that  they  are 
delighted  to  call  him  "friend."  and  today 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr. 
Celler]  I  give  my  heartfelt  congratula- 
tions and  wish  him  many  years  of  life 
and  enjoyment  with  his  family  and 
friends,  and  that  his  service  in  this  House 
may  be  extended  many  years  in  the  fu- 
ture. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  IMr.  GwinnI. 

Mr.  GWINN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  I 
should  recite  very  briefly  a  little  incident 
out  of  personal  experience  with  "Mannie" 
Celler  that  confirms  all  of  these  com- 
pliments that  have  been  said,  and  yet 
may  not  be  repetitious.  A  broadcasting 
company  in  New  York  staged  a  little 
radio  show  quite  early  in  our  respective 
lives  between  the  gentleman  from 
Brooklyn  and  a  neophyte  coming  out  of 
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Westchester,  N.  Y.,  for  my  first  time  on 
the  radio.  We  started  this  show  on  a 
heated  subject.  "Mannie."  I  thought, 
kept  the  microphone  and  talked  an  in- 
credibly long  time.  The  moderator  did 
nothing  about  it.  I  did  not  know  what  to 
do.  In  those  days  there  was  only  one 
microphone  between  the  parties.  After 
the  show  "Mannie"  came  over  to  me  and 
said,  "Well.  I  thought  you  knew  the  rule 
of  this  rough  game.  When  you  feel  you 
must  say  something  in  the  debate,  you 
just  grab  the  microphone  away  from  the 
other  fellow  and  start  talking."  We 
have  been  on  the  radio  since  many  times, 
and  I  think  I  ought  to  confess  at  this 
time  that  I  have  taken  advantage  of 
that  rule  too  often  and  "Mannie"  in  his 
anxiety  to  be  fair  every  time  since  has 
given  way  to  see  that  I  had  more  than 
a  fair  break.  It  simply  confirms  his 
everlasting  sense  of  fairness,  both  as  a 
lawyer  and  as  a  Congressman.  It  shows 
his  capacity  for  friendship  and  human 
feeling  of  kindliness  and  for  square  play 
which  I  have  always  felt  in  dealing  with 
him  and  meeting  with  him.  And  it  is 
true  even  when  disagreeing  violently 
with  him. 

Greetings  to  you,  "Mannie.** 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  IMr.  Klein]. 

Mr.  KLEIIN.  Mr.  SF>eaker.  much  has 
been  said  here  this  afternoon  about  our 
good  friend  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler] 
and  about  Brooklyn.  Lest  you  gain  the 
impression  that  all  of  New  York  is  Brook- 
lyn, I  must,  as  a  resident  of  New  York 
but  not  of  Brooklyn,  correct  that  im- 
pression. All  of  Brooklyn  is  New  York 
but  not  all  of  New  York  is  Brooklyn, 

We  have  many  famous  institutions  in 
the  city  of  New  York  and  some  even  in 
Brooklyn.  Up  to  this  point  Brooklyn's 
claim  to  fame  has  been  the  Brooklyn 
Dodgers.  Now  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Celler]  can  take  his  place 
alongside  the  other  great  monument  to 
Brooklyn. 

There  are  many  nice  things  I  should 
like  to  have  said  about  and  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York,  my  really  good 
friend.  In  the  past,  but  he  would  not 
permit  me  to  do  so  because  of  his  mod- 
esty. However,  this  is  probably  a  good 
time  to  say  some  of  them,  for  he  cannot 
stop  me  now. 

I  came  here  almost  12  years  ago.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler], 
whom  I  did  not  know  at  the  time  except 
by  reputation,  wfc  even  then  a  great 
man,  well  known  in  New  York.  I  intro- 
duced myself  to  him  on  the  floor,  right 
in  that  corner;  I  remember  it  well.  He 
invited  me  downstairs  for  lunch.  His 
lovely,  charming  wife,  Stella,  was  there. 
We  three  had  lunch  together,  and  Mrs. 
Celler  gave  me  some  well-intentioned 
words  of  advice,  which  I  have  never 
taken.  I  am  sure  she  remembers  them, 
and  understands.  I  want  to  publicly 
thank  you,  "Mannie"  for  the  help  and 
support  you  have  given  me  on  many, 
many  occasions  when  I  have  come  to  you 
for  help.  We  all  have  problems,  and  I 
have  always  felt  I  could  go  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  for  advice.  He 
knew  my  problems,  he  knew  my  district, 
and  he  was  always  happy  to  take  what- 
ever time  wa£  necessary  to  help  me.  and 


many  other  neophytes  who  appealed  to 
him. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  has 
accomplished  many  constructive  and 
valuable  things  in  the  30  years  he  has 
served  here,  many  things  of  which  we  in 
New  York  are  exceedingly  proud.  I 
think,  however,  that  probably  his  great- 
est monument  will  be  his  fight  and  eter- 
nal vigilance  on  behalf  of  the  millions 
of  unfortunate  people  who.  to  escape  po- 
litical and  religious  persecution  abroad, 
have  had  to  come  to  these  shores  for 
sanctuary,  and  have  pleaded  with  us  to 
open  the  doors  of  this  great  land  of  op- 
portunity, so  that  they  might  attempt 
to  rebuild  their  shattered  lives. 

This  country  has  become  great  by 
reason  of  the  immigrants  who  have  come 
to  our  shores  over  the  years.  The  cul- 
tures that  were  brought  here  from  all 
the  countries  of  the  world  have  helped 
us  in  building  the  greatest  and  the 
strongest  democracy  in  the  world. 

I  think  the  one  thing  of  which  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  can  be  proud- 
est is  the  fight  he  has  made  over  the 
years  to  see  that  we  have  decent,  hu- 
mane, and  liberal  immigration  laws. 
Here  again  he  is  in  one  of  the  great  fights 
of  his  car^r  for  the  repeal  of  the  Mc- 
Carran  Act.  and  I  know  "Mannie  '  Cel- 
ler will  go  on  to  win  the  fight  on  this 
ill-conceived  immigration  law  which  is 
presently  on  our  books  and  which  I  be- 
lieve was  a  mistake.  I  sincerely  believe 
we  will  correct  that  error.  In  that  fight 
to  correct  it,  in  that  fight  to  create  a 
more  humane  immigration  policy  in  this 
country,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Celler]  will  be  the  leader  in  the 
future,  as  he  has  been  in  the  past. 

I  have  been  here  12  years,  so  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  has  18  years  on 
me;  and  "Mannie."  I  would  like  to  make 
a  deal  with  you  now.  Eighteen  years 
from  now.  when  I  will  have  served  30 
years  in  this  House,  I  hope  you  will  be 
here  to  lead  the  Members  in  saying  about 
me  some  of  the  things  we  are  saying 
about  you,  and  I  hope  I  will  deserve 
them,  as  you  certainly  do. 

Even  those  of  us  from  New  York  do 
not  always  agree,  but  one  thing  we  do 
agree  upon  is  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  has  been  a  credit 
not  only  to  Brooklyn  or  to  New  York, 
but  to  our  entire  country.  I  think  he 
ought  to  change  the  name  of  his  book — 
not  You  Never  Leave  Brooklyn,  but  that 
you  Never  Leave  the  U.  S.  A. — you  never 
leave  the  greatness  that  you  have 
earned. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  [Mr.  Friedel]. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  ten- 
ure in  Congress  has  been  very  brief,  in- 
deed. A  little  more  than  30  days,  as 
compared  with  Mr.  Celler's  30  years,  and 
yet  I  believe  I  have  been  in  this  House 
long  enough  to  come  to  an  appreciation 
of  those  qualities  which  conspicuously 
distinguish  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

I  am  sure  that  everyone  will  agree  that 
he  is  a  man  of  vigorous  independence, 
with  a  mind  of  his  own  and  the  courage 
and  forthrightness  to  give  it  expression 
as  a  fighter  who  does  not  hesitate  to  give 
battle,    I  submit  that  the  world  today 
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could  use  many  more  people  who  value 
their  independence  and  are  always  ready 
to  stand  up  and  fight  for  it. 

But  no  tribute  to  Mr.  Celler  would  be 
complete  it  it  did  not  speak  of  his  rare 
good  humor,  which  seems  never  to  fail 
him,  and  which.  I  suspect,  has  rescued 
both  him  and  his  adversaries  from  the 
perils  of  stalemate  debate  on  many  an 
occasion. 

New  Members  like  myself  are  grateful 
to  Mr.  Celler  and  other  veterans  in  this 
House  who  are  always  ready  to  guide  us, 
and  I  am  particularly  happy  to  join  in 
this  tribute,  for  it  affords  me  an  oppor- 
tunity to  acknowledge  the  helpfulness 
and  kindness  of  all  those  in  the  leader- 
ship of  this  distinguished  body  who  make 
it  possible  for  newcomers  to  find  their 
way. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  de- 
lighted now  to  yield  2  minutes  to  my 
good  friend,  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Roosevelt!. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
grateful  to  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  for  a  num- 
ber of  reasons.  One  of  the  reasons  I  am 
particularly  grateful  to  him  F>oints  up 
one  of  my  great  difficulties.  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  remembering 
funny  stories,  but  I  have  always  found 
no  difficulty  whatsoever  in  getting 
"Mannie"  to  repeat  over  and  over  and 
over  again  the  same  stories  in  order  to 
refresh  my  memory.  I  am  also  very 
frank  to  say  that  I  am  grateful  to  my 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  the 
majority  side,  for  their  tributes  to  one 
of  the  great  statesmen  of  the  State  of 
New  York  and  the  city  of  New  York. 
They  have  frankly  said  that  they,  on 
occasion,  have  not  been  able  to  agree 
with  the  positions  that  "Mannie"  has 
taken.  I  want  it  clearly  understood, 
however,  that  one  of  the  proudest  things 
in  my  short  record  is  that  I  think  I  can 
truthfully  say  now  for  the  past,  and  I 
am  confident  for  the  future,  "  'Mannie.' 
I  never  disagree  with  you."  I  have  fol- 
lowed you  on  many,  many  issues  because 
I  know  that  the  heart  that  has  deter- 
mined your  verdict  on  the  issues  stands 
for  the  same  things  that  motivate  my 
life.  I  look  forward  in  the  years  that 
lie  ahead  here  in  the  Congress  and.  in 
whatever  walk  of  hfe  to  which  we  may 
be  called,  to  the  opportunity  of  working 
with  you  and  of  following  you.  I  think 
that  my  party,  the  Democratic  Party,  is 
what  it  is  today  because  of  the  inspira- 
tion and  the  leadership  and  the  posi- 
tions you  have  taken  in  your  30  years  of 
service  to  your  country.  I  hope  and  I 
pray  that  our  party  will  continue  to  fol- 
low the  precepts  which  you  have  laid 
down  and  will  continue  to  lay  down. 

"Mannie,"  I  simply  say  to  you,  "lead 
on,  your  friends  will  follow." 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Javits]  such  time  as  he 
may  require. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
known  our  colleague,  Mr.  Celler.  for  a 
lot  longer  time  than  I  have  been  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  have 
known  him  as  a  friend  and  as  a  coworker, 
and  I  knew  him  as  a  New  Yorker  long 
before  I  came  here.  It  was  a  great  pleas- 
ure to  be  associated  with  him  here  in  this 
vei-y  distinguished  House  of  Representa- 


tives. I  have  derived  particular  pleas- 
ure from  sitting  here  today  and  hearing 
these  great  tributes  paid  to  Mr.  Celler. 
The  appraisal  of  a  man  after  30  years  of 
service  from  his  colleagues  who  have 
served  with  him  in  a  Jxxly  as  searching  as 
this,  into  character,  motives  and  objec- 
tives, I  think,  is  a  fair  appraisal  of  the 
very  life  of  a  man.  As  a  friend  I  join  with 
every  one  of  Mr.  Celler's  friends  in  de- 
riving the  greatest  pleasure  from  this  ap- 
praisal of  him  as  a  sterling  character  and 
a  great  public  servant,  by  the  most 
searching  jury  in  the  world.  It  is  a 
wonderful  tribute  and  a  great  joy. 

There  is  one  thing  about  Em.wttel 
Celler  which  perhaps  has  not  been  men- 
tioned, and  about  which  I  know  a  great 
deal.  I  hope  that,  without  rep>eating  all 
the  other  encomiums  which  have  been  so 
properly  heaped  upon  him,  he  will  for- 
give me  in  speaking  of  this,  for  in- this  I 
share  a  deep  passion  with  him. 

I  believe  that  when  a  public  servant 
fights  for  a  great  issue  he  fights  for  it 
everywhere,  not  just  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  but  everywhere.  In  this,  Mr. 
Celler  is  an  absolute  inspiration  to  me 
and  to  countless  others.  He  always, 
everywhere,  fights  for  what  he  believes 
in.  After  having  been  chairman  of 
a  great  committee,  in  a  completely  secure 
district,  we  see  him  work  even  harder 
than  ever,  on  radio,  in  public  addresses, 
on  television,  in  meetings:  in  getting  col- 
leagues to  act  together,  as  he  has  on  that 
side  of  the  aisle  time  and  again;  work- 
ing to  get  so  many  of  our  colleagues  to- 
gether behind  a  particular  i.ssue.  That 
is  the  kind  of  extracurricular  duty 
which  makes  of  a  man  a  hero.  This  I 
know  a  great  deal  about.  In  this  I  know 
Emanttel  Celler  has  served  extremely 
well. 

It  is  gratifying  to  Join  in  this  tribute. 
This  life  is  so  full  of  strife,  controversy, 
argument,  and  discussion  that  to  have 
the  unadulterated  privilege  for  a  full  2 
hours  of  saying  the  good- things  that  are 
in  our  hearts  about  a  truly  beloved  col- 
league is  as  much  a  joy  to  us  as  it  is  to 
him. 

For  Emantjel  Celler.  long  and  con- 
tinued health  and  life  in  this  great  serv- 
ice which  he  has  "started '  so  auspi- 
ciously. Both  to  him  and  to  his  beloved 
wife.  Stella,  every  good  wish. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  my  able  colleague  from  New 
York  [Mr.  MulterI. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.^peaker.  I  am  very 
happy  to  join  in  this  tribute  to  our  very 
distinguished  colleague. 

In  November  1922.  I  was  participating 
in  my  second  political  campaign  but  cast- 
ing my  first  vote  in  the  adjoining  district 
to  that  in  which  'M.AmiiE"  Celler  was 
running.  I  remember  how  people  said 
this  young  man  did  not  have  a  chance  of 
winning;  it  was  a  losing  race.  However, 
he  won  that  fight,  and  he  has  won  re- 
election every  time  since. 

It  has  been  my  happy  privilege  to  look 
to  him  for  help  and  guidance  all  through 
the  years.  He  has  never  been  found 
wanting. 

Even  though  he  has  on  this  floor  In 
many  a  battle  wound  up  in  the  minority 
when  the  vote  was  counted,  he  never  lost. 
He  never  lost  respect;  he  never  lost  face; 
he  never  lost  faith. 


All  of  the  nice  things  that  have  been 
said  about  him  today  can  be  summed  up 
in  a  few  words:  A  true  statesman;  a 
genuine  scholar;  a  thorough  gentleman. 
Since  rhyming  has  been  a  part  of  the 
order  of  the  day.  I  will  complete  my  few 
remarks  with  this  tribute:  "Emaitdu. 
Ciller,  a  regular  feller." 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  RodinoJ  such  time  as  he 
may  require. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was 
Edgar  Guest  who.  in  his  own  inimitable, 
homespun  way,  penned  the  poem.  People 
Liked  Him.  The  poet  must  have  had  in 
mind  some  noble,  kind,  gracious,  and 
gentle  character  who  refiected  the  hu- 
man touch  in  all  his  doings. 

For  some  4  years  now  it  has  been  my 
privilege  and  my  pleasure  to  know  just 
such  a  gentleman  in  the  person  of  the 
Honorable  Emanuel  Celler. 

I  have  come  to  admire  him  as  a  truly 
distinguished  colleague  in  this  great 
body  of  men.  and  my  admiration  of  him 
and  respect  for  his  human  touch,  his 
fairness,  and  his  understanding  of  peo- 
ple has  grown  with  each  passing  day. 
Serving  under  his  chairmanship  in  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  I  have  also 
come  to  look  upon  him  with  the  fond  and 
warm  affection  of  a  friend  who  has 
known  his  kindness  and  who  has  sought 
his  counsel. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  has 
served  our  Nation  and  his  district  well. 
His  30  years  of  devoted  service  in  the 
Hou.se  are  distinguished  with  achieve- 
ments all  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  America  and  in  keeping  with  our 
time-honored  traditions  and  ideals;  and 
though  as  "Mannie"  says  in  his  autobiog- 
raphy. You  Never  Leave  Brooklyn,  that 
in  his  30  years  he  has  seen  many  causes 
go  a-borning  and  a-dying.  his  efforts  in 
their  behalf  have  not  been  in  vain  or 
futile,  nor  will  they  be  soon  fogotten.  for 
his  dedication  to  these  causes  has  been 
with  sincere  conviction  and  great 
courage. 

It  is  nice  to  be  able  to  say  on  this 
day  on  which  we  celebrate  the  30th  an- 
niversary of  his  service  as  a  Member  of 
Congress,  to  "Mannie":  May  God  bless 
you  with  many  more  years  of  fruitful 
service,  and  may  you  enjoy  His  bounties 
of  health  and  happiness  in  abundance. 
And  as  Edgar  Guest  might  say: 
People  like  him,  not  because 

He  Is  rich  or  known  to  fame; 
He  has  never  won  applause 

Aa  a  star  In  any  game; 
His  Is  not  a  brilliant  style. 

His  Is  not  a  forceful  way. 
But  he  has  a  gentle  smile 

And  a  kindly  word  to  say. 
Never  i.rropant  or  proud. 

On  he  goes  In  manner  mild; 
Never  quarrelsome  or  loud. 
Just  as  simple  as  a  child; 
Honest,  patient,  brave  and  true. 
Thus  he  lives  from  day  to  day, 
Doing  what  he  ttnds  to  do 
In  a  cheerful  sort  of  way. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
happy  to  yield  2  minutes  to  my  learned 
and  distinguished  colleague  from  New 
York  [Mr.  DollingerI. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
pleased  to  have  this  opportunity  to  pay 
honor  to  my  dear  friend  and  colleague, 
Hon.  EMAmTEL  Celler.     Tomorrow   he 
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completes  30  years  of  continuous  service 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  a 
^  Representative  from  New  York. 

No  one  could  be  more  deserving  than 
he  of  the  words  of  praise  which  are 
spoken  of  him.  He  has  the  respect  and 
high  regard  of  all  who  know  him;  his 
reputation  as  a  man  of  integrity,  a  bril- 
liant legislator,  and  as  a  man  of  his  word, 
is  widely  acknowledged. 

Congressman  Celler  has  ably  repre- 
sented the  people  of  his  district  through 
some  of  the  most  critical  days  in  our  his- 
tory— the  depression  years,  the  dark  days 
of  World  War  II — and  now  in  these  dif- 
ficult times  when  we  are  striving  for 
universal  peace.  In  him,  the  people 
have  a  man  who  deals  effectively  with 
our  tremendous  problems,  and  who  has 
the  courage  to  fight  for  the  right. 

As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  Mr.  Celler  distinguished  him- 
self as  a  man  of  keen  intellect.  He 
dealt  with  the  difficult  and  complicated 
measures  before  his  committee  with  com- 
petence, good  judgment,  and  fairness. 

Those  of  us  who  came  to  Congress 
more  recently  have  always  found  him 
wjlhng  to  give  us  the  benefit  of  his  years 
of  experience  and  judgment,  and  his 
advice,  when  it  is  asked.  He  has  never 
failed  to  give  me  a  helping  hand  when 
I  needed  it.  and  I  have  found  him  to  be 
a  true  friend.  I  know  that  many  others 
also  value  his  cooperation  and  friend- 
ship. 

Congressman  Celler  has  given  SO 
years  of  splendid  service  to  the  people 
of  this  Nation.  He  has  given  unselfishly 
of  his  tim^  talents,  and  energy  in  the 
interests  of  good  government.  He  typi- 
fies the  finest  in  leadership  and  his  con- 
tributions to  his  community  and  the 
Nation  are  invaluable. 

We  have  always  known  him  to  be  an 
able  attorney  and  fine  statesman;  now 
we  are  pleased  to  learn  that  he  is  an 
author  as  well.  His  autobiography  is 
being  released  at  this  time,  and  I  am 
certain  that  it  will  be  well  received  and 
widely  read. 

We  salute  our  dear  colleague,  Emanttel 
Celler;  we  congratulate  him  upon  his 
outstanding  career  and  his  many  accom- 
plishments; we  are  happy  that  we  can 
continue  to  have  the  benefit  of  his  guid- 
ance and  friendship.  We  wish  for  him 
many  more  years  of  happiness,  good 
health,  and  success,  for  he  deserves  the 
best  that  life  can  give. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now 
yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  SieminskiI. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  think  there  will  ever  again  be  heard 
the  cry  in  this  land  of  ours  of  "Comes 
the  revolution  '  so  long  as  we  have  men 
in  the  Congress  who  have  suffered  and 
fought  for  freedom,  the  freedom  to  be 
heard,  as  has  our  distinguished  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  CkllerI. 

Europe  has  known  the  cry,  so  has  Asia, 
and  in  '76,  America,  too,  and  the  rea- 
son generally  has  been  because  parlia- 
ments of  those  lands,  and  governments 
of  the  world,  have  turned  the  talk  of 
people  off.  not  let  them  be  heard.  Griev- 
ances mounted.  Frustrations  boiled. 
Revolutions  followed. 

Last  spring  on  Formosa,  after  I  had 
addressed  the  Chinese  Parliament,  that 
night,  just  before  dinner,  Chiang  Kai- 


shek  asked  me  what  I  thought  of  their 
legislative  procedure.  I  said,  "General, 
so  long  as  that  red  light  flashes  on  the 
speaker's  rostrum,  to  warn  a  man  his 
time  is  running  out,  you  will  never  have 
revolution  in  Formosa.  Let  your  people 
talk,  general,  let  them  talk,  do  not  turn 
them  off." 

"Mannie"  Celler  embodies  the  spirit 
of  letting  a  man  be  heard.  He  fights  for 
that  right.     Bless  him. 

Let  me  recall  one  incident  as  a  fresh- 
man here.  After  30  years,  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority  was  brought  to  ac- 
count in  Washington.  Mr.  Celler  might 
have  ruled  the  hearing  out  on  a  tech- 
nicality ;  the  Port  of  New  York  Authority 
could  have  gloated  over  a  hollow  victory; 
one  Member  really  did  want  to  throw  us 
out,  deny  us  a  committee  hearing.  How- 
ever. Mr.  Celler,  looking  beyond  the 
point  of  procedure,  looking  to  the  spirit 
of  our  problem  and  the  frustrations  of 
the  people  of  northern  New  Jersey  in 
connection  with  the  i.ssue  involved,  al- 
lowed that  hearing  to  go  on.  No  damage 
was  done,  frustrations  were  mollified. 
Since  then,  the  port  of  New  York  has 
been  undergoing  a  cleaning-up  process. 

"Mannie"  keep  going.  That  is  what 
your  spirit  means  to  the  people.  That 
is  what  this  Congress  means  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  world,  the  right  to  be  heard. 
We  are  not  fancy-pants  legislators  ham- 
strung by  semicolons  or  colons;  ours  is 
a  spirit  of  letting  the  people  be  heard. 
Keep  doing  that  for  your  people.  "Man- 
nie." and  you  will  never  be  responsible 
for  causing  the  cry,  "Comes  the  revolu- 
tion." 

Your  people  must  Indeed  be  proud  of 
you  and  themselves  on  this,  your  30th 
anniversary  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. The  very  best  to  you.  to  Mrs. 
Celler.  and  your  daughter.  They,  too, 
must  be  intensely  proud  of  you,  as  are 
the  people  of  the  13th  District,  and  Hud- 
son County,  in  New  Jersey. 

And  I  thank  you.  Mr.  Cavtitld,  Repub- 
lican though  you  be,  for  giving  me  this 
time  to  say  these  things  about  my  fellow 
Democrat.  Mr.  Celler.  of  New  York. 
That  spirit  we  commemorate. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  hap- 
py to  yield  3  minutes  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
BrysonI,  who  for  many  years  has  been 
serving  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  with 
Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a 
privilege  to  join  my  colleagues  in  thus 
paying  tribute  to  one  who  has  so  long 
and  so  faithfully  served  in  this  body. 
If  Tie  same  or  similar  conditions  pre- 
vail in  New  York  State  as  in  South  Caro- 
lina, I  can  attest  that  one  does  not  gain 
a  seat  in  Congress  by  default.  Subse- 
quent elections  are  far  more  scrutiniz- 
ing than  the  first.  It  has  been  my  good 
fortune  to  be  elected  eight  times  and 
one  has  to  be  good  for  that.  To  be 
elected  15  consecutive  times  as  our  col- 
league, EImanuel  Celler.  means  he  must 
be  very  good  or  else  he  has  his  people 
believing  as  much. 

This  very  day  I  sat  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  as  I  have  for  some  years, 
between  a  Catholic  and  a  Jew;  I,  my- 
self being  a  Protestant,  Baptist.  In  spite 
of  these  religious  differences,  I  hold  these 
gentlemen  in  highest  esteem.  In  this 
(y>nnection,   on   Sunday   morning   last^ 


upon  going  to  my  accustomed  place  of 
worship  here  in  Washington,  Calvary 
Baptist  Church,  at  Eighth  and  H  Streets. 
I  learned  that  our  sanctuary  was  being 
repaired  and.  for  the  time  being,  this 
large  Baptist  body,  upon  Invitation,  was 
worshiping  in  the  Washington  Hebrew 
Cathedral  just  across  the  street,  this 
Jewish  body  having  recently  occupied  a 
beautiful  new  temple  elsewhere  in  the 
city.  At  the  morning  worship  service 
next  Sunday,  Rabbi  Norman  Gersten- 
feld  will  explain  the  many  impressive 
and  ancient  Hebrew  symbols  adorning 
the  walls  of  the  Jewish  temple.  This 
is  an  interesting,  current,  personal  ex- 
perience which  calls  to  mind  the  words 
of  the  bard,  committed  to  memory  by 
me  some  years  ago  and  made  a  part  of 
my  creed: 

Shall  I  ask  the  brave  soldier,  who  flghte  by 
my  side 
In   the  cause  of  mankind,  if  our   creeda 
agree? 
Shall  I  give  up  the  friend  I  have  valued  and 
tried 
If  he  kneel  not  before  the  same  altar  with 
me? 
Prom  the  heretic  girl  of  my  soul  should  I 

fly. 

To  seek  somewhere  else  a  more  orthodox 
kUs? 
No!  perish  the  hearts,  and  the  laws  that  try 
Truth,  valor,  or  love,  by  a  standard  like 
this! 

It  is  comforting  to  know  that  there 
seems  to  be  a  trend  of  greater  religious 
tolerance  in  our  fair  land.  Those  who 
fight  the  Christian  faiths,  called  Com- 
munists, are  solidified  and  committed  to 
the  pagan  philosophy  of  godlessness, 
denying  that  there  is  a  future  life  or 
a  way  of  salvation. 

Although  I  am  often  on  the  other  side, 
from  my  friend  "Mannie"  Celler,  of  the 
many  controversial  issues  confronting 
us,  I  have  never  questioned  his  sincer- 
ity or  purpose.  He  is  an  indefatigable 
worker.  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  of  him 
devoting  so  much  time  to  so  many  prob- 
lems both  in  and  out  of  Congress.  It 
is  an  honor  to  extend  greetings  to  him 
upon  the  completion  of  the  three  hectic 
decades  which  he  has  served. 

I  am  pleased  that  such  occasions  as 
this  are  marked  before  our  colleagues  are 
summoned  to  their  final  reward.  Too 
often  we  neglect  speaking  words  of  ap- 
preciation, comfort,  and  encouragement 
to  those  entitled  thereto  until  they  have 
already  answered  the  final  roll  call. 

Some  unknown  poet  has  left  these  sig- 
nificant words  which  are  most  appli- 
cable on  this  occasion: 

Why  Wait  roR  Death? 

I  would  rather  have  one  little  rose 
Prom  the  garden  of  a  friend 
•     Than  to  have  the  choicest  flowers 
When  my  stay  on  earth  must  end. 

1  would  rather  have  the  kindest  worda 

And  a  smUe  that  I  can  see 
Than  flattery  when  my  heart  is  still 

And  this  life  has  ceased  to  be. 

I  would  rather  have  a  loving  smile 
Prom  friends  I  know  are  true 

Than  tears  shed  'round  my  casket 
When  this  world  I  bid  adieu. 

Bring  me  all  the  flowers  today. 

Whether  pink  or  white  or  red: 
I'd  rather  have  one  blossom  now 

Than  a  truckload  when  I'm  dead. 
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"Mannie,"  you  have  my  heartiest  con- 
gratulations, and  I  wish  for  you  many 
more  happy,  fruitful  years  of  devoted 
public  service. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  I  Mr.  Johnson  1. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did 
not  know  there  was  going  to  be  this  in- 
teresting gathering  to  eulogize  one  of 
our  great  Members  until  I  entered  the 
Chamber,  so  whatever  I  have  to  say  to- 
day will  be  an  impromptu  statement. 

Right  after  I  came  to  Congress,  a  little 
over  10  years  ago.  I  met  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  and  I  was 
impressed  by  him.  The  particular 
thing  that  impressed  me  was  a  trivial 
•  one,  but  it  reflected  an  interest  in  my 
congressional  district.  He  told  me  that 
he  had  at  one  time  been  a  wine  sales- 
man who  sold  wine  for  some  California 
wineries,  and  as  I  represented  a  district 
with  a  great  many  good  wineries  I  be- 
came interested  in  Mr.  Celler.  How- 
ever, in  a  short  time  I  learned  that  he 
was  an  outstanding  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  used  to  lis- 
ten to  his  debates  and  to  his  discussions 
with  interest  and  profit.  I  believe  I  am 
in  a  position  more  than  any  other  per- 
son, perhaps,  in  the  Chamber  today,  to 
look  at  his  career  objectively.  It  hap- 
pens that  during  the  last  five  campaigns 
I  received  the  nomination  of  both  the 
Republican  and  the  Democratic  Parties. 
So  while  I  am  a  Republican  and  have  the 
endorsement  of  the  Democratic  Party. 
I  can  look  a  little  more  liberally  and 
objectively  at  the  record  of  a  man  who 
is  a  Democrat.  As  I  look  at  the  title 
of  his  book,  it  impresses  me  oi  reflect- 
ing something  that  is  not  true.  Mr. 
Celler  is  known  away  beyond  Brooklyn. 
He  is  in  demand  as  a  speaker  in  Cali- 
fornia, clear  across  the  continent.  He 
is  listened  to  with  much  respect.  He  is 
in  demand  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
to  discuss  public  problems,  becau.se  peo- 
ple know  he  has  a  broad  grasp  of  the 
problems  of  the  curious  world  in  which 
we  live  today.  To  me  he  represents 
what  I  consider  a  good  Congressman.  I 
do  not  always  agree  with  him:  I  think 
4  he  is  too  liberal  sometimes  for  me,  being 
a  westerner,  but  he  honestly  and  con- 
scientiously takes  his  stand  on  the  pub- 
lic questions  that  come  before  us,  and  if 
every  man  in  this  Chamber  did  likewise, 
the  final  composite  of  what  we  do  would 
be  good,  in  my  opinion.  That,  to  me, 
is  the  view  that  the  people  in  our  various 
areas  send  us  here  to  reflect,  and  to  rep- 
resent them  as  best  we  can.  Some  of 
us  are  lucky  enough  to  come  from  con- 
stituencies of  tolerant  people  who  are 
willing  to  accept  our  judgment  as  to 
what  is  best  to  do.  Mr.  Celler  repre- 
sents his  people  but  has  a  broader  inter- 
est, a  wider  outlook,  than  most  of  us 
because  of  his  work  and  experience  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  30 
years.  His  record  justifies  us  to  classify 
him  as  a  statesman.  So  it  is  a  great 
pleasure  for  me  to  say  that  I  am  happy 
to  be  here.  I  wish  Mr.  Celler  many, 
many  more  years  of  good  health  and  I 
hope  they  will  all  be  spent  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  so  we  can  have  the 
benefit  of  his  counsel,  his  wisdom,  and 
Ills  statesmanship. 


Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
who  desire  to  do  so  may  be  permitted 
to  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  in  regard  to  our  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Celler ] . 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Pat- 
terson). Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUCKLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  deem 
it  a  great  privilege  and  honor  to  join  with 
my  colleagues  in  paying  tribute  to  a 
great  man.  a  fine  friend,  and  an  out- 
standing public  servant — our  respected 
and  esteemed  colleague.  Congressman 
Emanuel  Celler. 

"Mannie"  Celler  is  a  wonderful  and 
fine  man.  He  is  a  great  Congressman 
and  a  magnificent  public  servant.  For 
the  past  20  years  that  I  have  been  in 
Congress.  "Mannie"  Celler  and  myself 
have  developed  a  warm  and  deep  tie  of 
understanding  and  friendship.  He  is  a 
man  of  high  integrity.  He  has  a  fine 
legal  mind  and  as  a  Congressman  he  has 
contributed  much  in  the  various  fields 
of  his  activity. 

When  he  was  chairman  of  the  power- 
ful House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
he  performed  his  work  in  a  conscientious, 
comE)etent,  and  fair  manner.  As  such 
chairman,  he  was  always  gracious,  kind, 
and  tolerant  to  all  who  had  matters  be- 
fore said  Houie  Judiciary  Committee. 
To  his  colleagues  in  Congress  and  others, 
he  has  ever  been  a  considerate  gentle- 
man. 

During  his  30  years  in  Congress.  "Man- 
nie" Celler  has  consistently  fought  for 
and  supported  legislation  which  would 
give  greater  protection  and  aid  to  the 
weak,  the  unfortunate,  and  the  oft-called 
forgotten  man.  He  rendered  devoted 
service  to  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman  ad- 
ministrations. He  stanchiy  supported 
the  New  Deal  policies  of  President  Roose- 
velt and  the  Fair  Deal  policies  of  Presi- 
dent Truman.  He  is  a  true  liberal  in  the 
real  sen.-e  of  the  word. 

I  know  him  to  be  a  man  of  conviction 
and  principle.  I  have  found  his  think- 
ing to  be  clear,  constructive,  and  fear- 
less. He  speaks  what  he  believes.  He 
has  always  spoken  out  against  the  forces 
of  totalitarian  brutality.  He  well  knows 
the  menace  cf  the  Soviet  Union  and  its 
satellites  to  all  religions.  His  recent  tele- 
vision speech  of  February  14.  1953,  over 
the  American  Broadcasting  Co.  network, 
entitled  "What's  Behind  Soviet  Anti- 
Semitism,"  clearly  shows  his  keen  insight 
of  the  problem  of  anti-Semitism  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain  and  its  threat  to  world 
peace  and  security. 

His  virtues  and  accomplishments  are 
held  in  high  regard  by  the  people  from 
his  congressional  district.  For  30  years, 
his  constituents  have  sent  him  back  to 
Congress,  because  they  knew  that  he  was 
a  splendid  public  servant.  I  am  indeed 
grateful  and  very  happy  to  have  had  this 
opportunity  to  express  my  deep  senti- 
ments about  Congressman  Celler.  a 
great  American,  our  fellow  colleague  and 
my  good  friend. 

Mr.  KEOOH.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a 
privilege  for  me  to  join  in  this  tribute  to 
our  distinguished  colleague.  Representa- 
tive Emanuel  Celler,  the  dean  of  the 
Brooklyn  congressional  delegation,  who 


today  celebrates  30  years  of  service  in 
the  House.  Those  30  years  are  marked 
by  many  accomplishments  and  achieve- 
ments of  which  he  may  well  be  proud 
for  his  has  been  an  untiring  labor  In  the 
cause  of  civil  Uberty,  freedom,  and  peace. 
He  has  given  freely  of  his  support  and 
encouragement  to  the  struggling  young 
nation  of  Israel  and  has  been  a  stanch 
champion  of  the  rights  of  the  minorities. 

During  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses. 
Mr.  Celler  served  with  distinction  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  the  House.  He  has  earned  a  rep- 
utation as  one  of  the  most  hard-working 
Members  of  the  Congress.  I  am  honored 
to  consider  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  a  p>ersonal  friend,  as  well  as  a  col- 
league in  the  House — my  friendship  with 
him  dating  long  prior  to  my  becoming  a 
Member  of  the  75th  Congress.  His  sense 
of  humor  and  command  of  the  English 
language  are  well  known  and  have  been 
evidenced  many  times  during  his  par- 
ticipation in  important  debates. 

The  people  of  his  congressional  dis- 
trict in  Brooklyn  are  fortunate  to  have 
had  as  their  Representative  in  Congress 
for  the  past  3D  years  such  an  able,  con- 
Fcientious  and  devoted  pubUc  servant  as 
Emanuel  Celler.  As  a  friend,  fellow 
Brooklynite.  and  colleague,  I  Join  with 
all  of  his  many  friends  who  salute  him 
today  and  express  the  hope  that  he  will 
enjoy  many  more  years  of  good  health 
and  happiness  and  that  we  will  be  for- 
tunate enough  to  continue  to  benefit  by 
his  advice  and  service. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  A  rare  opportunity 
has  been  accorded  me  this  afternoon. 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  pay  deserved  tribute  and 
to  glorify  the  name  of  my  friend  and 
colleague.  Emanuel  Celler.  statesman 
and  patriot,  who  for  lo  the5e  30  fruitful 
years  has  served  faithfully  the  people  of 
the  15th  Di.strict  of  New  York.  The 
people  of  the  Nation  and  humanity  the 
world  over  have  benefited  by  his  mag- 
nanimous works. 

Emanuel  Celler  is  a  personality  so 
rich  and  genuine  in  human  understand- 
ing, affection,  and  seif-discipiine  that  I 
believe  he  is  porser.sed  of  all  the  cardinal 
virtues.  In  seniority  he  has  risen  to  the 
point  where  but  few  Members  outrank 
him,  but  his  highest  rating  comes  by  way 
of  the  love  and  respect  which  the  mem- 
berfhip  of  this  HDU.se  bears  him. 

I  am  rich  and  proud  in  the  thought 
of  being  his  friend  and  coworker.  Deep 
and  abiding  is  the  love  I  bear  him  whom 
I  have  known  for  more  than  a  score  of 
years.  From  the  first  day  I  entered  this 
Chamber  he  has  been  an  inspiration  to 
me  for  the  straightforward  and  coura- 
geous course  he  has  followed.  The 
printed  record  of  the  House  is  replete 
with  the  great  contributions  made  by 
"M\nnie"  Celler  but  there  are  even  more 
of  his  accomplishments  which  never  have 
or  ever  will  be  recorded.  His  phi- 
losophy of  life  constitutes  a  perfect  and 
an  ideal  pattern  which  is  the  link  be- 
tween man  and  his  Creator.  I  would  in 
preference  take  the  word  of  Emanuel 
Celler  to  the  gilt  or  legal  bond  of  almost 
any  other. 

I  congratulate  him  on  this  occasion 
and  prayerfully  ask  for  him  health,  hap- 
piness, and  continued  tenure  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country. 


Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  has 
been  a  privilege  for  me  to  serve  with  Mr. 
Celler  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  for  the  past  10  years. 
4  years  of  which  time  my  distinguished 
colleague.  Mr.  Ckller,  was  chairman. 

Mr.  Celler  has  always  been  very 
courteous  to  and  considerate  of  his  col- 
leagues. He  has  exhibited  very  sympa- 
thetic understanding  of  the  problems  of 
new  Members,  and  willingly  extended  a 
helping  hand  to  any  of  his  colleagues 
who  sought  his  advice. 

The  State  of  New  York,  and  particu- 
larly his  constituents  who  have  elected 
him  to  serve  for  16  consecutive  terms, 
can  well  be  proud  of  the  achievements  of 
Congressman  Celler.  In  the  Halls  of 
Congre&s  he  has  distinguished  himself  as 
a  gentleman  of  outstanding  abihty.  He 
has  clung  tenaciously  to  and  fought  vig- 
orously for  the  principles  he  thought 
were  right,  whetlier  he  was  :n  the  mi- 
nority or  majority. 

It  is  a  plea.«:urc  to  join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  paying  tribute  to  an  able  leg- 
islator, a  good  friend. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  long  before  I  was  elected  to 
Congress,  I  knew  "Mannie"  Celler.  In 
.some  sections  of  our  city,  his  name  seems 
to  be  a  byword. 

Tomorrow,  Mr  Celler  celebrates  30 
years  as  a  Memb«?r  of  Congress.  I  have 
heard  from  all  quarters  of  our  city  of 
th?  good  that  he  has  done,  and  it  really 
makes  one  wonder  how  so  very  many 
good  deeds  could  have  been  packed  into 
30  years. 

"Mannie"  Celi,er  Is  an  outstanding 
credit  to  our  home  town.  He  was  born 
and  raised  in  Brooklyn  and  like  so  many 
others  here  in  Ccmgress,  his  success  was 
not  handed  to  him  on  a  silver  platter. 
At  an  early  age,  lie  learned  the  value  of 
hard  work  and  by  crowding  the  hours,  he 
managed  to  attend  law  school.  But  a 
legal  career  offered  only  a  limited  op- 
portunity to  help  his  neighbor.  Seeking 
another  outlet,  he  became  a  candidate 
for  election  to  a  seat  in  Congress.  A 
Democrat,  running  in  a  solidly  Republi- 
can district,  was  doomed  for  defeat  but 
that  Democrat  was  Emanuel  Celler  and 
he  won.  Again  and  again,  at  14  subse- 
quent elections,  the  people  of  that  dis- 
trict have  sent  him  back  to  Congress. 
He  serves  them  well  and  they  know  that 
no  one  can  serve  them  better.  As  his 
colleague  from  the  adjoining  district 
and  as  the  executive  member  of  the  18th 
assembly  district,  I  pray  God  will  bless 
him  and  guide  him  for  years  to  come. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  our  esteemed  colleague,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  PineI. 

Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  deeply 
honored  for  the  opportunity  to  join  with 
the  Members  of  the  Congress  in  paying 
tribute  to  a  fine  /jnerican  and  remark- 
able and  faithful  pubUc  official. 

"Mannie."  the  best  tribute,  and  with- 
out intending  a  pun.  the  finest  tribute 
I  can  pay  you.  is  to  tell  you  that  my  lovely 
wife  thinks  the  world  of  you,  and  she  is 
pretty  good  at  evaluating  goodness  in 
human  beings. 

Thirty  years  aga  today  our  illustrious 
colleague.  Hon.  Ekanuel  Celler,  took  liis 
oath  in  this  Chamber  as  a  Member  of 
Congress  from  Brc-oklyn.  N.  Y.,  and  every 


2  years  since  has  been  reelected  to  the 
same  high  office. 

Born  in  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.,  May  6, 1888,  he 
attended  the  city's  public  schools  and  was 
graduated  from  Boys'  High  School.  New 
York,  in  1906.  He  continued  his  studies 
and  was  graduated  later  from  Columbia 
College  and  Columbia  University  Law 
School,  my  own  alma  mater,  receiving 
his  law  degree  from  the  latter  in  1912. 

Always  a  fighting  liberal  during  his 
service  in  Congress,  he  has  watched  our 
country  rise  from  its  policy  of  isolation 
to  one  of  world  leadership  extending  a 
helping  hand  to  all  the  world. 

In  1924,  he  plunged  into  the  fierce  con- 
troversy raging  over  immigration,  and 
has  ever  since  been  identified  with  the 
subject  of  immigration  and  naturaliza- 
tion. An  active  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  more  recently  its 
chairman,  he  has  had  ample  opportunity 
to  help  the  cause  of  freedom  and  has 
fought  in  said  committee,  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  every  bill  discussed, 
which  he  considered  discriminatory.  In 
the  81st  Congress,  he  introduced  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  to  per- 
mit 339.000  displaced  persons  to  enter  the 
United  States,  instead  of  200,COO.  and 
over  a  period  of  4  years  instead  of  2  years. 
His  bill  also  liberalized  many  other  dis- 
criminatory features  of  that  act.  In 
addition,  he  introduced  emergency  legis- 
lation to  permit  300,000  refugees  who 
have  been  displaced  since  World  V/ar  II. 
including  those  from  Iron  Curtain  coun- 
tries who  were  not  covered  by  the  Dis- 
placed Persons  Act  to  enter  over  a  period 
of  3  years.  He  has  been,  and  is  still  en- 
deavoring to  liberalize  the  unjust  provi- 
sions of  the  McCarran  Act  of  the  last 
Congress. 

Congressman  Celler  made  the  most 
of  his  opportunity  in  Brooklyn  where  he 
has  grown  up  from  childhood  with  the 
Irish,  the  Jews,  the  Italians,  the  Greeks, 
and  peoples  of  all  the  world.  He  pos- 
sessed the  courage,  will  power,  and  vision 
to  enjoy  the  opportiuiities  made  avail- 
able to  him  by  this  great  country  of  ours. 
Out  of  the  swarming  streets  in  which 
he  grew  up,  he  has  learned  a  wholesome 
respect  and  zeal  for  the  plain  working 
people  and  has  always  been  in  their  cor- 
ner opposing  the  power  of  business  mo- 
nopoly and  bravely  defending  free 
speech,  a  free  press,  free  assembly,  and 
all  civil  Ui)erties.  Throughout  his  pubhc 
career,  he  manifested  a  deep  and  sincere 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  American 
people.  Everyone  knows  of  his  real  de- 
votion to  the  cause  of  Israel  and  India 
and  his  magnificent  advocacy  of  the 
United  Nations.  In  his  30  years  in  pub- 
lic office,  he  has  talked  to  the  great  and 
near  great;  to  the  Presidents  and  the 
makers  of  Presidents;  to  the  Churchills 
and  the  Nehrus  and  Orlandos  of  history. 
He  has  earned  the  love  and  respect  of  his 
colleagues  in  the  House  and  all  the  people 
with  whom  he  has  come  in  contact  in 
officialdom.  He  is  eminently  fair  and 
open-minded  in  matters  pertaining  to  his 
official  duties  and  courteous  and  coopera- 
tive to  anyone  who  .seeks  his  counsel.  He 
is  a  progressive,  vigorous,  and  militant 
Member  of  the  House  who  has  given 
diligent  service  to  the  constituency  that 
he  represented  so  capably  in  Congress 
for  30  years. 


Today  we  honor  him  as  a  conscientious, 
faithful,  and  outstanding  public  official 
and  communal  leader.  I  am  proud  to  be 
one  of  his  colleagues  in  this  great  House 
of  Representatives,  and  trust  he  will  be 
spared  to  serve  with  us  for  many  years 
to  come. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now 
yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Lane]  such 
time  as  he  may  require. 

"MANNIE"  CELLER  CELEBRATES   30   TEABS   OF 
6EBVICE 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  his  autobi- 
ography comes  out  tomorrow. 

It  is  titled  "You  Never  Leave  Brook- 
lyn." 

By  jumping  the  gun  today,  fellow 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives are  paying  him  a  personal  tribute 
that  might  well  be  called,  "May  you  never 
leave  V/ashington." 

That  expresses  our  sentiment  toward 
a  colleague  who  has  given  the  best  years 
of  his  life  to  the  service  of  our  Nation. 

Ke  is  a  faithful  guide  to  every  bewil- 
dered freshman  who  feels  like  an  orphan 
when  he  first  comes  to  this  new  House, 
and  he  is  a  warm-hearted  friend  to  the 
veteran  Members  who  have  been  here  so 
long  that  they  consider  this  Chamber  as 
their  true  home. 

The  fact  that  "Mannie"  Celler  has 
been  elected  for  15  consecutive  terms — 
and  from  Brooklyn,  of  all  places — is  a 
testimonial  in  itself.  Judging  by  the 
lively  interest  his  constituents  take  in 
baseball  and  other  activities,  I  know  that 
they  can  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less 
than  a  champion. 

And  that  is  what  "Mannie"  has  been — 
fighting  for  the  little  guy  all  the  way,  and 
winning  his  case  for  him  in  this,  the  big- 
gest of  all  leagues. 

His  vast  and  practical  background  may 
be  traced  to  the  composition  of  his  teem- 
ing district,  which  includes  just  about 
every  problem  known  to  man  with  the 
exception  of  agriculture,  mining,  and  In- 
dian affairs,  although  I  am  not  so  sure 
about  the  latter,  for  there  may  be  a  few 
native  Americans  mixed  in  v/ith  his  great 
cosmopolitan  following. 

Some  Members  have  a  clear  line  of  au- 
thority from  the  districts  they  represent. 
Whether  farm,  labor,  "silk  stocking,"  or 
otherwise,  such  districts  are  interested  in 
one  particular  phase  of  national  legisla- 
tion aljove  all  others.  The  Memlaer  who 
carries  out  this  mandate  has  an  uncom- 
plicated job.  He  does  not  have  to  be  a 
political  genius  who  can  satisfy  a  swarm 
of  contradictory  viewpoints. 

So  who  among  us  can  complain  when 
we  look  at  the  little  U.  N.  that  "Mannie  ' 
has  represented  for  nearly  a  third  of  a 
century  without  being  mowed  down  in 
the  crossfire.  This  takes  skill  of  a  re- 
markably high  order.  Come  to  think  of 
it.  maybe  he  should  be  promoted  to  rep- 
resent us  at  the  United  Nations.  I  can 
see  the  hard-boiled  Reds  squirm,  as  he 
indicts  them  for  their  crimes  against 
humanity  with  a  passionate  sincerity 
that  comes  from  the  common  touch  that 
has  always  endeared  him  to  the  average 
American. 

I  count  It  an  honor  to  have  served 
with  him  for  many  constructive  years  on 
the  Judiciary  Committee.     As  chairman. " 
he  was  able,  diUgent,  and  fair.    Lirins 
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up  to  such  k  high  standard  of  Justice  in 
his  dealings  with  all  men.  he  could  not 
fail  to  inspire  us  by  his  example.  His 
accomplishpients  are  reflected  in  the 
laws  of  our  Nation,  and  they  stand  for 
honor,  mercy,  and  integrity. 

The  greatest  satisfaction  that  any  man 
can  enjoy  in  this  life  is  the  knowledge 
that  he  brought  hope  and  strength  and 
happiness  to  others. 

To  the  extent  that  he  does  this,  he 
becomes  a  credit  to  himself  and  to  the 
creative  spirit  that  is  at  work  in  this 
world,  despite  the  troubles  that  present- 
ly plague  us. 

When  a  man  has  earned  our  esteem 
he  is  entitled  to  know  it. 

And  so,  while  he  is  still  with  us,  and 
for  many  more  years,  we  trust,  we  want 
to  give  public  notice  of  our  high  regard 
and  loyal  friendship  for  "Mannie" 
Celler. 

Such  men  as  he  are  the  unsung  heroes 
of  America.  Day  in  and  day  out  they 
work  to  make  representative  government 
serve  the  people.  The  good  that  they 
do  seldom  makes  the  front  page,  but 
without  it  our  freedoms  might  have  per- 
ished. 

To  the  millions  of  young  people  in  our 
schools,  from  whom  the  leaders  of  to- 
morrow will  come,  influenced  for  better 
or  for  worse  by  the  actions  of  their  eld- 
ers. I  recommend  the  living  reality  of 
EicANUEL  Celler  as  a  sound  pattern  for 
the  shaping  of  their  own  careers. 

The  United  States  will  be  in  good 
hands  if  they  do. 

He  comes  from  a  minority  group  who 
have  been  persecuted  as  no  others  have 
by  the  ignorance  and  cruelty  of  their 
fellow  human  beings.  But  they  did  not 
succumb  to  self-pity  or  arrogance.  FYom 
tragedy  they  acquired  wisdom  and  the 
grace  that  goes  with  it.  For  the  greater 
understanding  that  is  essential  to  lead- 
ership. 

Knowledge  and  character  are  fused  in 
the  personality  of  "Mannie"  Celler. 
bringing  to  the  United  States  House  of 
Representatives  the  genuine  ability  that 
is  needed  to  solve  the  urgent  and  diffi- 
cult problems  that  have  been  thrust 
upon  us. 

We  are  grateful  for  the  intelligence 
and  the  trusted  advice  that  he  contrib- 
utes to  our  deliberations. 

And  we  cherish  him  with  the  confi- 
dence that  we  give  only  to  old  friends. 

Congratulations  to  you,  "Mannie."  on 
your  30th  anniversary  of  distinguished 
public  service. 

Brooklyn  must  be  as  proud  of  you  as 
we  are. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  Patb«an]. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  just 
want  to  endorse,  approve,  and  applaud 
the  fine  things  that  have  been  said  about 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  New 
York.  "Mannie"  Celler.  It  has  been  my 
pleasure  and  privilege  to  associate  with 
Mr.  Celler  and  to  work  with  him  for 
more  than  24  years  as  a  Member  of  this 
great  body.  I  know  that  he  is  an  able, 
conscientious,  honest,  and  noble  states- 
man. He  has  done  some  mighty  fine 
things  for  our  country,  and  for  his  dis- 
trict in  particular.  He  has  the  respect 
and  best   wishes   of   his   colleagues.    I 


certainly  wish  for  him  In  the  future  the 
finest  and  best  things  in  life. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  point  I  should 
like  to  read  the  first  paragraph  of  Mr. 
Celler's  autobiography.  You  Never  Leave 
Brooklyn.  Also  the  last  paragraph  in 
this  book. 

The  first  paragraph  reads  as  follows: 

You  never  leave  Brooklyn.  The  life  that 
spills  over  from  Pitkin  Avenue  follows  you 
to  the  placid,  well-ordered  Connecticut 
Avenue  of  Washington,  D.  C.  The  hoops, 
the  kites,  the  skates,  the  sleds,  the  fights  of 
Brookl3m's  children  follow  you  to  the  streets 
of  official  Washington,  where  no  children 
scamper  through  the  streets  or  tumble  under 
your  feet.  The  rhadows  of  Brooklyn  tene- 
ments fall  upon  the  low  houses  of  Wash- 
ington. 

Externally  Washington  Is  a  lady — proper, 
hatted,  and  gloved,  as  becomes  a  lady. 
Brooklyn  Is  a  woman,  overlarge.  aproned  for 
work,  with  a  crisscrossed  heart. 

The  last  paragraph  in  this  book: 

I  cannot  thrust  myself  Into  the  future. 
Swirling  around  In  my  mind  are  the  ques- 
tions of  the  atom  bomb,  the  hydrogen  bomb, 
Korea,  the  use  of  the  veto  power  In  the 
United  Nations,  the  rearming  of  Germany, 
the  hungry,  distended  bellies  of  children  In 
Asia.  Each  question  Is  related  to  the  other, 
and  there  is  no  marking  off  where  one  begins 
and  the  other  ends.  Perhajaa  when  we 
understand  the  relatedness  of  these  prob- 
lems, not  only  each  to  the  other,  but  the 
relatedness  to  each  of  us,  individually  and 
personally,  will  the  ragged  pieces  of  the 
world  fall  in  place.  This  will  be  the  search. 
It  will  be  mine,  I  know. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Heller  1  the  balance  of  the  time 
allotted  to  me. 

Mr.  HOLLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Cahfornia.  Mr. 
Speaker,  lest  those  who  read  this  Record 
think  it  is  provincial  or  participation  in 
it  limited  entirely  to  those  who  come 
from  States  on  the  eastern  seaboard  sur- 
rounding the  great  city  of  New  York,  I 
want  it  to  show  that  I  come  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  country  to  pay  my 
respects  to  the  lovable  dean  of  the  New 
York  delegation. 

Mr.  Celler  to  me  epitomizes  the  type 
of  Americanism  that  we  all  can  well  af- 
ford to  follow:  he  bases  it  squarely  on 
the  dignity  of  man;  he  has  recognized 
this  fundamental  of  Americanism  as  his 
guiding  light.  He  has  been  tolerant, 
lovable,  understanding,  and  I  know  from 
experience  how  he  has  helped  and  does 
help  those  of  us  who  come  fumbling  into 
the  halls  of  Congress.  There  has  never 
been  a  time  that  I  for  one  have  felt  that 
I  could  not  go  to  "Mannie"  with  any  of 
the  complex  problems  that  beset  a  new 
Member  of  Congress  and  receive  sound 
solid  advice  from  him.  I  have  not  always 
agreed  with  him;  I  have  not  always 
voted  with  him.  but  his  being  a  liberal 
like  myself  I  found  that  our  thoughts 
were  generally  in  consonance ;  and  I  am 
glad,  as  one  who  comes  from  the  Pacific 
Coast,  to  hail  "Mannie"  Celler. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  fMr.  Brooks  1. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  add  my  word  of  triljoite 


to  those  which  have  been  uttered  by  so 
many  Members  of  Congress  here  today. 
This  year,  the  year  1953,  is  a  great  year 
In  the  history  of  the  United  States  of 
America;  it  is  the  150th  anniversary  of 
the  purchase  of  Louisiana  from  France, 
and  it  Is  also  the  30th  anniversary  of 
service  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  our  colleague  and  friend,  EMAmjEL 
Celler. 

I  have  sat  here  almost  2  hours  and 
have  listened  to  one  tribute  after  an- 
other paid  to  this  able  colleague,  Eman- 
uel Celler,  of  New  York,  and  I  say  this 
is  a  great  year  and  a  great  day  in  his 
life;  to  be  the  author  of  a  book  and  the 
recipient  of  all  these  great  tributes  here 
at  one  particular  time  Is  really  a  big 
order.  I  do  not  think  I  have  heard  since 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  House  trib- 
utes of  the  character,  type,  forcefulness. 
and  extent  of  those  paid  here  today  to 
our  colleague,  Emanuel  Celler.  So  I 
join  with  others  who  have  previously 
spoken  in  congratulating  our  friend  and 
colleague  upon  the  completion  of  30 
years  active  able  representation  In  the 
Congress  of  the  United  Stales.  J  hope 
to  be  able  to  be  here  to  c  'bratc  the 
40th  anniversary  of  his  service  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Congratula- 
tions, "Mannie"! 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  my  good  friend  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Colorado  I  Mr. 
Rogers). 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  only  fitting  and  proper  that 
I  ar.  a  younger  Member  of  this  House 
sh>.>uld  rise  and  pay  tribute  to  our  dis- 
tinguished leader  from  New  York  and 
ci  ingratulate  him  on  his  30  years  of  serv- 
ice and  the  publication  of  his  book,  You 
N.ver  Leave  Brooklyn.  As  it  so  happens 
tht  fame  of  "Mannie"  Celler  had  trav- 
eled to  my  fair  city,  the  mile-high  city 
and  county  of  Denver,  long  before  I  came 
to  Congress.  I  am  informed  that  his 
relatives  and  his  uncle  were  among  the 
founders  of  an  outstanding  institution, 
the  National  Jewish  Consumptive  So- 
ciety in  the  city  and  county  of  Denver. 
Through  that  and  his  legal  activities  I 
came  to  know  him  before  I  became  a 
Member  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

Since  coming  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives it  has  t>een  my  pleasure  to 
serve  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  with 
him.  During  that  time  I  have  felt  that 
if  at  any.  time  I  wanted  a  friend  and 
counselor  on  the  many  problems  that 
appear  to  a  fre.shman  Congressman  I 
could  consult  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man whom  we  are  congratulating  on  hia 
30  years  in  Congress. 

I  want  to  join  with  the  balance  of  our 
colleagues  and  say  to  you,  "Mannie": 
The  Nation  is  proud  of  the  services  that 
you  have  rendered.  We  want  to  con- 
gratulate you  on  the  honest  efforts  that 
you  have  through  the  years  given  to  this 
Nation.  May  you  have  many,  many 
more  years  of  hard  work  that  you  are  so 
capable  of,  as  I  know  we  all  appreciate 
you. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
time  I  know  that  we  would  all  be  de- 
lighted to  hear  from  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York,  Congress- 
man and  author  I  Mr.  Celler],  referred 
to  by  the  esteemed  minority  leader  as 


fleet-footed,  a  gentleman  par  excellence. 
I  now  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentlema;!  from  New  York  IMr. 
Celler  I. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  my 
dear  colleagues.  I  cannot  recall  many 
moments  in  my  life  equal  to  this  one.  I 
cannot  find  the  words  strong  enough  to 
convey  my  feelings.  It  is  more  than  ap- 
preciation. It  Is  more  than  gratitude. 
Tlie  30  years  nave  at  this  moment 
diopped  away  from  me.  I  am  once 
again  a  young  man.  inexperienced,  know- 
ing there  was  nuch  to  learn,  yet  not 
knowing  how  much  more.  It  is  no  dif- 
ferent now.  While  I  have  learned  much, 
there  is  much  more  to  learn.  But  one 
of  the  things  I  did  not  know  then,  which 
I  know  now,  is  that  service  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  carries  with 
It  a  precious  gift  of  friendship  from  the 
men  and  wcmea  who  serve  together. 
Aside  from  working  in  the  public  inter- 
est, as  each  one  of  us  sees  and  defines  it. 
there  are  many  occasions  of  disappoint- 
ment, frustration  and  even  of  failure, 
but  throughout  .-emains  the  warmth  of 
friendship  such  as  has  been  expressed 
here  today.  I  am  indeed  humble  before 
it. 

You.  my  friends,  see  the  best  In  me 
and  by  that  very  fact  call  forth  the  best 
in  me.  Also.  I  have  learned  that  only 
through  failure  can  we  rise  to  achieve 
success.  Our  greatest  glory  is  not  in 
never  falling  but  in  rising  every  time  we 
fall.  Friends  lilce  you  always  help  one 
to  rise. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  want  to  make  a 
fpeech.  You  ha/e  heard  enough  of  my 
.•^peeches  in  30  years.  I  just  want  to  say 
*  thank  you." 


HON.  SAM  RAYBURN 
The  SPEAKEIt  pro  tempore.    Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  (Mr.  Patman]  is  recog- 
nized for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  to- 
morrow. March  4  1953,  the  distinguished 
pentleman  from  Texas.  Hon.  Sam  Ray- 
BiRN,  will  have  sei-ved  40  years  in  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives. 
The  lexas  Members  had  planned  a  pro- 
pram  for  tomorrow  in  his  honor,  but  we 
were  surprised  to  learn  a  few  minutes 
a^•o  that  the  ge.itleman  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  Halleck  1 .  the  majority  leader,  con- 
.sulted  with  the  i,'entleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Rayburn  1 ,  the  minority  leader,  and 
they  agreed  that  the  House  would  ad- 
journ over  until  Thursday,  and  the 
unanimous  consent  was  propounded  and 
there  was  no  objection  to  it.  So.  the 
House,  when  it  adjourns  today,  will  ad- 
journ to  meet  on  Thursday  next.  March 
5.  The  Texas  Members  cannot  go 
through  with  their  planned  program  to 
eulogize  Mr,  Rayburn  on  the  40th  an- 
niversary of  his  coming  here.  However, 
the  Texas  delegation  will  have  a  lunch- 
eon tomorrow  in  the  Speaker's  din- 
ing room  here  in  the  Capitol  and  we 
can  still  carry  out  part  of  our  plans. 

Mr.  Rayburn  came  here  March  4. 1913. 
He  has  been  here  longer  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  House.  He  is  not  only 
the  dean  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, but  he  is  the  dean  of  the  entire 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  because 
he  has  been  here  longer  than  any  Mem- 


ber of  either  body,  the  House  or  the 
Senate.  When  I  first  came  here  as  a  new 
Member  almost  a  quarter  of  a  century 
ago  I  remember  Mr.  Rayburn  gave  me 
some  advice  which  I  shall  never  forget 
and  which  has  been  very  valuable  to  me 
the  entire  time  that  I  have  had  the  priv- 
ilege and  the  opportunity  of  serving  here 
in  this  great  body.  He  said  that  a  Mem- 
ber should  realize  that  he  is  dependent 
upon  two  constituencies  for  success: 
One  constituency,  the  voters  in  his  dis- 
trict who  make  it  possible  for  him  to 
be  here,  who  make  it  possible  for  him  to 
serve;  the  other  constituency,  his  col- 
leagues in  the  House  of  Representatives 
who  make  it  possible  for  him  to  succeed 
as  a  Member  of  this  great  body. 

Now.  Mr.  Rayburn  has  certainly  car- 
ried out  the  advice  that  he  has  often- 
times given  to  new  Members  in  that  re- 
sp2ct.  He  has  a  backlog  of  strength,  of 
intangible,  invisible  strength,  in  his  own 
district,  of  sufficient  support  that  it  has 
always  made  it  possible  for  him  to  be 
reelected  in  20  and  more  different  elec- 
tions in  the  district  that  he  has  the  honor 
to  represent;  many  opponents  of  his  in 
the  past  have  learned  to  their  sorrow 
the  strength  of  this  backlog  and  he  has 
been  elected  because  of  that  backlog  of 
strength,  and  that  backlog  of  strength 
and  good  will  has  permitted  him  to  re- 
main here  in  the  United  States  Congress, 
and  the  other  backlog  of  strength  and 
good  will  here  in  Congress  has  made  it 
possible  for  him  to  succeed  and  to  be- 
come chairman  of  a  great  committee, 
one  of  the  greatest  in  this  House,  and 
to  be  the  author  of  some  of  the  greatest 
laws  that  have  ever  passed  the  American 
Congress  and  to  be  minority  leader  and 
to  be  majority  leader  and  to  be  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

He  has  not  only  the  honor  and  the  dis- 
tinction of  being  the  dean  of  the  entire 
Congress  but  he  has  the  honor  of  hav- 
ing served  as  Speaker  of  the  House  longer 
than  any  other  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  ever  served. 

So  today  we  congratulate  Mr.  Ray- 
burn for  tomorrow,  since  he  had  agreed 
without  our  knowledge  and  consent  for 
the  House  to  go  over  until  Thursday 
next,  overlooking  tomorrow,  when  we  ex- 
pected to  have  the  real  ceremony. 

The  Members  of  Congress  who  come 
here  call  upon  Mr.  Rayburn  for  advice. 
He  is  always  kind,  he  is  considerate,  he  is 
helpful,  and  he  is  constructive. 

He  has  served  with  more  than  3.000 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in 
America  who  stands  higher  and  in 
greater  esteem  with  every  one  of  those 
Meml>ers  today  than  the  Honorable  Sam 
Rayburn  of  the  Fourth  Congressional 
District  of  the  State  of  Texas.  He  is  en- 
titled to  that  good  name,  "Mr.  Democrat 
of  the  United  States." 

Few  men  have  served  a  single  con- 
stituency for  so  long  in  this  Chamt>er. 
None  has  served  with  a  deeper  devotion 
to  duty  or  with  greater  infiuence  for  good 
of  his  fellowman. 

This  moment  is  too  brief  to  recount 
even  the  major  items  of  the  impressive 
record  our  colleague  has  carved  in  the 
service  of  his  country  and  his  country- 
men. Even  the  Congressional  Record 
of  the  past  two  decades  fails  to  enumer- 


ate highlights  of  his  historic  service  and 
achievements. 

Permit  me.  please.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  re- 
call that  the  statutes  of  this  modern  day 
contain  imix)rtant  laws  conceived  and 
written  by  Sam  Rayburn;  conceived  and 
written  and  enacted  to  meet  the  rapidly 
changing  conditions  and  needs  of  the 
Nation  as  it  shifted,  during  his  service, 
from  a  pastoral  to  a  scientific  age. 

H:s  i>erception.  his  vision,  his  compre- 
hen'^ion  of  the  problems  of  the  future  and 
the  means  to  meet  them,  made  it  pos- 
sible for  Sam  Rayburn  to  make  immeas- 
urable contributions  to  the  economic 
growth,  security,  and  well-being  of  the 
Nation. 

In  recognition  of  his  leadership,  his 
knowledge,  his  courage,  his  abiUty.  his 
wisdom  and  love  of  justice  and  fairness, 
this  House  elected  Sam  Rayburn  to  serve 
as  its  Speaker  for  a  total  of  10  years. 
No  such  honor  has  or  probably  ever  will 
be  bestowed  upon  another  Member  of 
this  body. 

The  sense  of  fairness  that  Sam  Ray- 
burn has  demonstrated  not  only  as 
Speaker  and  majority  and  minority 
leader  of  his  party  is  a  challenge  to  all 
of  us  who  serve  in  this  democratic 
body. 

In  this  long  service  of  40  years  Mr. 
Rayburn  has  seen  this  Nation  come  out 
of  two  world  wars  and  three  econom.c 
depressions  and  continue  to  grow  in  ma- 
terial and  spiritual  wealth.  And  he  had 
a  hand,  a  strong  hand,  in  this. 

Aside  from  the  honors  bestowed  upon 
and  the  almost  fabulous  accomplish- 
ments of  our  beloved  colleague,  Sam  Ray- 
burn is  known  by  innumerable  friends  in 
both  Democratic  and  Republican  parties 
for  his  big,  generous,  understanding, 
helpful,  and  loyal  heart. 

Loving  people,  Sam  Rayburn  is  loved 
by  people,  people  everjrwhere. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  have 
often  heard  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas  and  our  former  Speaker 
say,  "I  love  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives." We  all  knov  that  to  be  true. 
Mr.  Rayburn  has  the  real  affection  and 
the  lasting  admiration  of  all  of  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House,  Republican  and 
Democrat  alike.  He  has  written  much 
history  in  this  legislative  body,  and  he 
will  always  be  remembered  as  one  of  our 
greatest  Members,  and  one  of  our  ablest 
Speakers. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  remarks. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  time  I  have  asked 
for  today  was  not  for  this  purpose,  but 
was  for  the  purpose  of  speaking  on  an- 
other subject  which  I  shall  briefly  dis- 
cuss. Since  our  good  Democratic  leader, 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray- 
burn] had  already  agreed  to  adjourn 
over  until  Thursday,  I  felt  that  some- 
thing should  be  said  about  the  40th  an- 
niversary of  his  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  will  speak  to  you 
about  the  RFC  and  about  how  the  RFC 
aids  small  business,  and  how  it  would 
not  be  economical  to  discontinue  the 
RFC.  Furthermore,  I  want  to  discuss 
the  fact  that  all  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment   do    not    save    the    taxpayers 
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money.  Most  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment cost  the  taxpayers  money.  But 
the  RFC  not  only  saves  the  taxpayers 
money,  but  it  makes  large  contributions 
over  the  years  of  hundreds  of  millions 
of  dollars  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States — of  dollars  which  would  normally 
hav .  to  be  paid  by  the  taxpayers  if  the 
RFC  did  not  pay  it  into  the  Treasury. 

HOW  DOES  THE  RTC  AID  SMALL  BUSINESS? 

Small  business — small,  private,  com- 
petitive, independent  business— is  the 
backbone  of  a  democratic  and  capital- 
istic economy.  In  other  words,  it  is 
essential  to  our  way  of  living. 

That  is  an  emphatic  statement,  but 
I  dare  say  that  none  here  will  disagree 
with  it.  Even  in  the  current  atmos- 
phere, everyone  is  for  small  business. 
At  least,  they  are  until  it  comes  to  the 
point  of  doing  something  to  help  it  sur- 
vive and  grow.  Then  some  of  small  busi- 
neso's  loudest  supporters  suddenly  have 
*'big  business"  elsewhere  and  do  not  stay 
to  be  counted. 

UTECnVE  FOB  SMALL  BUSINESS 

I  will  cherish  your  attention  for  a  few 
moments  while  I  talk  briefly  about  an 
institution  in  this  country  that  does  help 
small  business  and  can  be,  if  it  is  per- 
mitted, even  more  effective  in  this  re- 
spect than  it  is  today.  I  refer  to  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation. 
Surely  if  it  can  be  demonstrated  that 
the  RFC  does  in  fact  give  assistance  to 
those  energetic  and  able  businessmen 
who  happen  to  be  small  today,  then  we 
have  established  an  invulnerable  case  for 
the  continuation  of  that  Government 
agency.  It  may  come  as  a  great  surprise 
to  some  people,  but  all  of  our  great  in- 
dustrial giants  were  small  business  once, 
and,  incidentally,  most  of  them  got  Gov- 
ernment assistance,  too,  through  tariffs, 
tax  advantages,  land  grants,  and  so 
forth.  However,  today  we  are  talking 
about  sound,  businesslike  assistance;  for 
each  small-business  man  who  merits  it 
is  also  required  to  repay  it  with  interest. 

Although  the  RFC  has  made  a  few 
large  loans  to  both  small-  and  medium- 
size  businesses,  it  is  a  fact  that  over  a 
period  of  time  approximately  90  percent 
of  all  of  the  RFC  business  loans  are  for 
amounts  less  than  $100,000  each, 

SHOULD    NOT    TURN    INDEPENDENTS    OVER 
TO  LOAN  SHARKS 

By  making  credit  available  through 
the  RFC  on  sound  credit  terms,  small 
and  independent  businessmen  have  been 
aided  in  converting  from  less  essential  to 
urgently  needed  defense  activities.  Keep 
in  mind  that  in  each  instance  ample  evi- 
dence was  assembled  prior  to  making 
such  loans  that  private  funds  were  not 
otherwise  available  on  reasonable  terms. 
I  will  note,  however,  that  the  RFC  has 
made  funds  available  to  legitimate  busi- 
ness which  might  have  been  otherwise 
available  from  loan  sharks  and  others 
of  that  breed.  But  I,  for  one,  will  never 
come  to  the  point  of  favoring  an  action 
which  would  push  the  small-business 
man  into  the  clutchej:  of  the  loan  shark. 

COMPETENT  STAFF  AVAILABLK 

Strategically  located  throughout  the 
United  States,  there  are  trained,  honest, 
experienced  staffs  of  RFC  personnel  who 
consult  with  the  small -business  man  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  him  useful  advice 


and  suggestions  as  to  how  he  can  put 
his  business  on  a  sounder  financial  l)asis. 
A  very  substantial  amount  of  these  busi- 
nessmen, who  consult  with  the  RFC  per- 
sonnel, do  not  get  loans.  In  fact,  many 
of  them  are  able  then  to  reset  their 
financial  management  and  put  them- 
selves in  such  condition  that  they  are 
able  to  obtain  private  financing  through 
appropriate  private  channels.  However, 
whether  or  not  the  small -business  man 
ultimately  obtains  a  loan  from  the  RFC, 
he  has  obtained  a  useful  service  which 
large  businesses  can  readily  afford  them- 
selves. 

SMALL   BANKS   NEED  RFC 

Although  I  have  been  speaking  of  pri- 
marily the  small  manufacturer  and  the 
small  merchant.  I  might  point  out  that 
a  good  many  of  the  banks  in  the  United 
States  are  also  small  business.  Through 
the  method  of  participation  arrange- 
ments, the  RFC  enables  many  small 
banks  to  take  as  much  of  the  loan  as 
they  are  able  with  the  RFC  taking  up 
only  the  remainder.  I  know  that  some 
of  you  come  from  parts  of  the  country 
Vv'here  most  of  the  banking  business  is 
not  done  by  institutions  which  can  be 
called  small  but  there  are  other  ener- 
getically growing  parts  of  our  country 
which  are  indeed  short  of  credit  for 
legitimate  business. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  RFC  is  a  Gov- 
ernment agency  which,  without  cost  to 
the  taxpayer  and  witliout  attempting  to 
take  over  anything  private  business  will 
handle,  stands  as  a  sound  monument  to 
the  farsightedness  and  thoughtfulness 
of  those  who  believe  that  small  business 
is  the  backbone  of  our  prosperous 
economy. 

IS  IT   AN   ECONOMY   TO   CLOSE  THE   RFC? 

There  seems  to  be  a  lot  of  conversation 
about  economy  in  government  these 
days — and  I  happen  to  be  one  who  favors 
translating  the  noise  into  action.  But  I 
mean  real  economy,  net  the  type  of  thing 
which  simply  makes  a  showing  on  the 
books — and  really  is  something  else  in 
disguise.  The  statements  favoring  the 
abolishment  of  the  RFC  as  an  economy 
measure  are  the  type  of  something  else 
I  am  referring  to — and  the  disguise  is 
pretty  thin,  almc-^t  transparent. 

The  RFC  gets  no  appropriation  from 
the  Congress  to  pay  its  employees,  its 
rent  on  its  offices,  or  any  other  of  its 
operating  expenses.  In  addition,  it  pays 
interest  on  the  money  it  borrows  from 
the  Treasury  for  its  loans  to  private  busi- 
nesses, to  municipalities,  to  disaster  vic- 
tims, and  so  forth. 

In  other  words — and  this  Is  sufBciently 
rare  to  be  almost  startling — the  RFC 
pays  its  own  way  and  pays  a  net  return 
back  to  the  United  States  Treasury. 
Gentlemen,  the  RFC  is  an  earner — not 
just  in  the  sense  of  public  benefit  but  also 
in  actual  dollars  and  cents  to  the  United 
States  Treasury. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  some  with 
a  very  short-run  viewpoint  that  if  the 
RFC  stopped  lending  money  and  just 
started  a  quick  liquidation  of  the  loans 
it  has  made,  there  would  be  a  bigger  dol- 
lar return  to  the  Government.  That  is 
undoubtedly  true  in  the  sense  that  some 
money  would  be  coming  in  and  none, 
other  than  the  liquidation  expenses, 
would  be  going  out.    However,  the  RFC 


makes  loans,  not  gifts.  Keep  that  in 
mind.  The  public's  money  has  been 
loaned  out  to  borrowers  who  could  not 
get  the  funds  from  private  sources. 
Rapid  liquidation  of  credits  which  do  not 
have  a  good  private  market  would  have  to 
take  place  at  a  substantial  discount.  As  a 
consequence,  there  might  be  a  fancy  book 
showing  of  dollars  coming  in  during  a 
short  period  of  time  but  only  at  a  bis 
loss  of  the  public's  money.  These  loans 
are  set  up  to  pay  out  as  quickly  as  the 
anticipated  earnings  of  the  borrowers 
will  allow,  and  the  RFC  record  on  repay- 
ment is  quite  impressive.  A  speed-up 
liquidation  would  ruin  some  companies, 
break  faith  with  citizens  who  contracted 
with  the  Government,  and  lose  some  of 
the  public's  money. 

If  that  is  economy,  then  I  have  been 
in  favor  of  something  else  for  these  many 
years — and  ju.st  called  it  by  the  wrong 
name.  However,  whatever  you  call  It — 
it  certainly  is  poor  bu-siness. 

When  I  said  the  economy  dlsgul.se  is 
thin.  I  meant  just  that.  Why  not  close 
the  Post  Office?  It  loses  money  and 
some  of  the  offices  would  sell  for  pretty 
good  figures.  The  answer  Is  obvious. 
Tlie  service  is  essential  and  should  be 
continued  whether  or  not  it  costs  money. 
Turning  again  to  the  RFC — those  advo- 
cating its  closing  as  an  economy  measure 
were  just  talking  popular  language — 
even  though  misleading.  What  they 
actually  mean  is  that  they  do  not  like 
the  public  service  the  RFC  is  perform- 
ing for  those  useful  citizens  who  Just  do 
not  happen  to  have  any  other  fair  and 
legal  way  of  getting  the  money  they  need. 
They  do  not  like  it  even  if  it  does  make 
money.  But.  they  do  not  want  to  come 
right  out  and  tell  the  small-business  men. 
the  small  banks,  the  disaster  victims 
that — so  they  call  it  an  economy  meas« 
ure. 

DO     ALL     COVERNMINT    AGENCIES     COST    TH« 
TA.XPATKR    MONET? 

Some  of  my  colleagues,  who  also  are 
honestly  in  favor  of  giving  small  business 
a  fair  financial  break,  have  agreed  with 
me  that  the  RFC  performs  a  very  useful 
role  in  our  country.  But.  some  of  them 
say:  "We  have  to  cut  expenses.  We  have 
to  give  the  taxpayer  a  break  too.  So 
maybe  we  cant  afford  the  RFC  right 
now." 

Well,  I  was  delighted  to  see  a  little 
item  in  the  newspaper  the  other  day — 
not  pleased  that  it  got  such  a  small 
amount  of  .space — but  pleased  with  the 
facts  in  the  article.  It  announced  that 
Harry  McDonald,  Administrator  of  the 
RFC.  had  handed  a  check  for  $28  miUion 
to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Humphrey. 

Even  these  days  that  is  not  "chicken 
feed."  And.  what  is  so  impressive,  gen- 
tlemen, is  the  direction  the  money  went. 
To.  not  from,  the  United  States  Treasury. 

By  the  v.ay.  that  is  not  all  the  money 
the  RFC  has  paid  to  the  United  States 
Treasury  since  July  1,  1952,  during  this 
fiscal  year.  Altogether,  this  agency 
which  gets  no  money  from  the  taxpayer 
and  pays  interest  on  the  money  it  bor- 
rows, turned  in  to  the  Treasury  $102,- 
784.000  on  its  activities. 

Compare  that  record  with  other  agen- 
cies of  the  Government  and  compare  the 
RFC's  performance  too.  And.  gentle- 
men, it  looks  to  me  as  if  we  have  found 


a  bright  spot,  a  pretty  lonesome  one, 
it  is  true,  but  nevertheless  a  bright  star 
in  the  overhanging  darkness  of  deficits. 
high  taxes,  and  heavy  spending  habits. 
The  RFC  does  not  have  to  make  money 
to  justify  its  existence.  Just  ask  the 
small- business  men,  the  small  banks,  the 
tliousands  of  victims  of  floods,  storms, 
and  earthquakes.  But,  if  it  can  do  what 
it  does  and  still  turn  money  into  the 
Treasury  each  year.  I.  for  one.  certainly 
will  not  complain. 


IMPORTATION   OP  RESIDUAL  FUEL 
OIL 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is 
pending  before  the  Congress  H.  R.  2947. 
introduced  by  me  early  in  this  session. 
This  bill  seeks  to  place  a  limitation  of  5 
percent  of  the  domestic  consumption 
upon  residual  fuel  oil  imported  into  the 
United  States  from  foreign  countries. 

I  am  very  glad  to  state  that  other 
Members  of  Congress,  in  their  desire  to 
represent  their  constituents  and  to  pro- 
tect the  best  interests  of  the  p>eople  as 
a  whole  in  the  United  States,  have  joined 
in  the  move  to  curtail  the  grossly  ex- 
cessive importation  of  fuel  oil  into  the 
United  States  and  quite  a  few  colleagues 
have  introduced  like  and  similar 
measures. 

The  coal  industry  of  this  country  pro- 
duces one  of  the  basic  necessary  prod- 
ucts that  give  strength  and  endurance 
to  our  Nation  both  in  times  of  war  and 
in  peace.  Anything  that  strikes  at  the 
heart  of  the  coal  industry,  that  weakens 
and  demoralizes  the  men  who  work  in 
and  around  the  mines,  and  that  drives 
many  of  the  coal  operators  out  of  busi- 
ness seriously  and  adversely  affects  the 
entire  country. 

For  several  years  the  growing  and  in- 
creasing amount  of  imported  residual 
fuel  oil  has  inflicted  more  and  more 
damage  to  an  American  industry  and 
has  caused  and  is  causing  the  unemploy- 
ment of  many  thousands  of  working 
men.  You  cannot  produce  steel  unless 
you  have  bituminous  coal.  In  addition, 
many  of  the  essential  factories  and  in- 
dustries in  this  country  must  and  do 
depend  upon  the  production  of  coal  to 
continue  in  business.  Many  milhons  of 
homes,  large  and  small,  depend  upon  coal 
for  their  principal  fuel  and  heating  pur- 
poses, and  in  the  past  it  has  afforded 
employment  for  more  than  500,000  of 
our  working  men  who  work  in  and 
around  the  mines,  and  it  has  given  em- 
ployment to  many  more  thousands  of 
men  engaged  in  the  management  of  the 
mines.  It  has.  in  the  past,  afforded 
reasonable  profits  to  invested  capital 
under  our  free  enterprise  system.  Yet 
things  are  taking  place  now  on  an  accel- 
erated scale  that  threatens  this  industry. 
It  strikes  both  at  this  basic  business  from 
a  standpoint  of  management  and  in- 
vested capital,  as  well  as  at  the  men 
themselves  who  do  the  work. 


Ai  an  example  of  this  growing  danger 
to  one  of  the  principal  and  necessary 
American  businesses,  I  wish  to  place  be- 
fore the  Members  of  the  Congress  these 
facts.  Approximately  8  or  9  years  ago, 
the  importation  of  fuel  oil  into  the 
United  States  from  foreign  countries  was 
only  a  Uttle  in  excess  of  44  million  barrels 
while  in  1851  the  encroachment  up>on  our 
business  and  working  men  had  grown  to 
where  there  were  imported  more  than 
118  million  barrels,  and  last  year  this 
increased  another  10  million  barrels. 

To  give  the  Members  of  Congress  a 
picture  of  the  seriousness  of  the  havoc 
which  is  being  wrought  against  our 
American  workingmen  and  businesses, 
the  permission  to  import  into  this  coun- 
try such  a  large  quantity  of  fuel  oil  to 
displace  coal  and  to  displace  fuel  oil  pro- 
duced by  domestic  oil  companies,  this 
imported  residual  fuel  oil  has  displaced 
from  the  market  approximately  31  mil- 
lion tons  of  coal  each  year.  It  has  lost 
to  American  businessmen  who  have  in- 
vested their  capital  in  the  coal  industry 
revenues  of  $150  million  a  year,  and  it 
has  thrown  out  of  employment  and 
caured  the  loss  of  more  than  4  million 
nian-working-days  in  and  around  the 
mines. 

To  approach  this  condition  from  an- 
other standpoint  so  that  the  membership 
of  this  House  can  appreciate  this  grow- 
ing danger  each  year,  the  miners  of  the 
country  are  now  losing  each  year  in  ex- 
cess of  $75  million  in  wages,  and  this  loss 
of  domestic  production  in  America  and 
progressive  unemployment  is  not  con- 
fined to  the  mining  industry  alone.  Be- 
sides all  of  this  each  year,  it  causes  a 
loss  to  the  railroads  of  America,  which 
are  themselves  essential  to  our  well-be- 
ing and  prosperity  in  times  of  war  and 
peace,  revenues  from  freight  of  more 
than  $85  million.  Because  of  the  loss  of 
production  of  coal  in  our  domestic  coal 
mines  that  is  being  replaced  by  fuel  oil. 
it  has  resulted  in  the  railroads  laying  off 
many  thousands  of  railroad  employees 
and  throwing  them  out  of  employment, 
and  it  causes  a  direct  loss  of  wages  to  the 
men  who  run  and  operate  our  railroads 
of  more  than  $41  million  in  wages  each 
year. 

There  are  several  States  in  this  union 
the  principal  production  of  which  is  coal. 
There  are  several  other  States  that  pro- 
duce coal  in  such  quantities  that  the  coal 
industry  is  a  major  factor  in  their  eco- 
nomic well-being  and  prosperity.  While 
the  country  generally,  over  the  past  few 
years,  partly  because  of  our  armament 
program,  has  enjoyed  prosperity  and  a 
high  rate  of  employment  of  our  i)eople, 
yet  when  you  take  a  look  at  the  coal 
producing  areas  of  the  United  States,  in 
any  one  of  the  many  States  that  produce 
coal,  you  will  find  just  the  opposite  con- 
dition. 

In  these  States  that  produce  coal  you 
will  find  unemployment  has  been  in- 
creasing from  year  to  year,  and  many 
hundreds  of  well-managed,  strong  coal 
companies  have  been  forced  to  go  out  of 
business.  Such  a  condition  as  this,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  requires  and  de- 
mands the  attention  of  the  legislative 
body  of  this  Nation.  If  we  survive  as  a 
nation  in  this  great  struggle  that  is  tak- 
ing place  over  the  face  of  the  world,  we 
must    remain    strong    ourselves.    Our 


principal  advantage  over  the  enemies  of 
this  country  that  would  destroy  and  en- 
slave us  is  our  power  to  produce  here  at 
home.  Anything  that  greatly,  perma- 
nently, and  seriously  injures  any  of  our 
essential  producing  American  industries 
weakens  the  whole  Nation  and  places  us 
in  more  danger  should  world  war  ni 
strike  us  than  we  would  otherwise  be. 

Another  thing  that  should  be  consid- 
ered in  addition  to  driving  American 
businessmen  out  of  business  and  throw- 
ing countless  thousands  of  men  out  of 
employment  is  the  fact  that  if  we  bxilld 
up  a  strong  segment  of  our  American 
economy  to  be  dependent  upon  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  fuel  oil  and  war  does 
come,  shipping  that  oil  from  foreign 
countries  over  the  oceans  and  waterways 
into  America  would  be  in  great  danger. 
It  could  be  very  seriously  reduced  or  en- 
tirely cut  off  and  countless  thousands  of 
businesses,  homes,  and  people  that  are 
dependent  upon  the  use  of  foreign  fuel 
oils  would  be  thrown  into  a  state  of 
demoralization  and  it  would  seriously 
handicap  the  efforts  of  our  country  to 
wage  a  successful,  protective  war  against 
foreign  enemies. 

One  of  the  greatest  sources  of  rer- 
enue  in  my  home  State  of  Kentucky 
comes  from  the  coal  industry.  In  addi- 
tion, the  coal  industry  in  the  past  has 
furnished  employment  to  one  of  the 
largest  groups  of  working  men  of  any 
industry  that  we  have  in  that  State. 
To  all  of  Kentucky,  next  to  farming,  the 
production  of  coal  is  the  most  important. 
Anything  that  handicaps  and  partially 
destroys  the  coal  industry  effects  our 
whole  State.  The  same  thing  can  be 
said  of  West  Virginia.  Tennessee.  Penn- 
sylvania. Illinois,  and  to  a  lesser  degree 
Ohio.  Indiana.  Colorado.  Alabama,  and 
some  other  States. 

The  production  of  coal  in  some  of 
the  counties  in  Kentucky  in  the  pros- 
perous year  of  1952  fell  off  as  much  as 
22  percent  below  the  production  in  1951. 
Over  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  besides  many 
thousands  of  coal  companies  that  have 
been  forced  to  close,  those  that  are  hang- 
ing on  and  (^ntinulng  to  operate  are 
only  running  part  time.  Most  of  them 
only  operate  their  mines  3  days  a  week. 

We  want  to  maintain  friendly  and  rea- 
sonable relations  with  other  foreign 
countries  and  we  want  to  trade  with 
them  on  a  fair  and  equitable  basis,  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  we  should  go  so 
far  in  cultivating,  sp>onsoring,  and  ex- 
panding foreign  trade  so  as  to  destroy 
ourselves.  "Whatever  reciprocal-trade 
agreements  are  entered  into  by  our  coim- 
try  with  other  nations  should  have  fair 
and  reasonable  provisions  protecting 
vital  and  essential  industries  in  America 
and  the  men  who  depend  solely  upon 
these  American  institutions  for  their 
livelihood.  No  reasonable  country  with 
whom  we  have  trade  agreements  would 
expect  us  to  weaken  and  destroy  our 
home  production. 

In  the  past  similar  measures  were 
taken  by  this  Government  to  that  pro- 
posed in  my  bill  to  limit  the  importation 
of  residual  fuel  oil  to  5  percent  of  the 
domestic  production.  I  think  that  pro- 
tection which  we  had  along  about  1939 
was  fair  and  reasonable  and  I  hope  and 
believe  that  the  great  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  this  Congress  to  which 
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my  bill  and  other  bills  have  been  re- 
ferred will  give  us  a  hearing  and  that 
when  the  seriousness  of  this  situation  is 
brought  home  to  them,  that  they  will 
report  this  bill  and  I  hope  that  it  may 
be  passed. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  measure  that 
would  instill  more  hope  and  confidence 
among  such  a  large  group  of  American 
people  than  to  give  them  this  just  pro- 
tection. 

In  Kentucky,  coal,  we  think,  is  the 
State's  most  important  asset.  This  in- 
dustry is  the  biggest  employer  and  brings 
more  money  into  Kentucky  than  does 
any  other  product.  We  were  hard  hit 
last  year  by  the  encroachment  of  residual 
fuel  oil  and  it  is  taking  the  normal  mar- 
ket for  coal,  but  we  are  being  harder  hit 
this  year.  In  the  first  7  weeks  of  1953. 
the  Hazard  coal  fields  in  Kentucky  was 
off  31  percent  in  production  as  compared 
to  the  same  period  in  1952.  The  Harlan 
coal  field  is  off  22  percent,  the  Big  Sandy 
section  is  off  24  percent,  and  the  State 
as  a  whole  is  off  17  percent. 

This  question  is  important  not  only  to 
Kentucky  but  to  many  producing  States 
and  to  many  factx)ries  and  industries  that 
depend  upon  coal  for  their  fuel  purposes. 
Kentucky  coal  alone  is  used  in  30  States 
and  in  most  of  Europe  west  of  the  Iron 
Curtain.  Eastern  Kentucky  ccal  is  not 
only  the  chief  source  of  coke  and  chemi- 
cal but  is  used  widely  for  home  heating 
and  a  variety  of  other  manufacturing 
uses. 

The  great  utility  plants  and  many  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  plants  of  the  Nation 
must  depend  upon  coal  for  the  genera- 
tion of  FKJwer.  and  to  sit  idly  by  and  per- 
mit a  great  industry  to  be  destroyed  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  thrown 
out  of  employment  by  the  importation  of 
foreign  products  which  unjustly  com- 
petes for  our  domestic  market  will  not 
only  hi'rt  the  people  directly  connected 
with  the  coal  industry  but  will  perma- 
nently damage  the  defense  effort  of  this 
great  Nation. 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND  IN- 
SULAR AFFAIRS  IN\TCSTIGATION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  109.  Rept. 
No.  108).  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  (now  comprised  of  the 
six  former  Committees  on  Insular  Affairs. 
Territories.  Public  Lands,  Irrigation  and  Re- 
clamation. Mines  and  Mining,  and  Indian 
Affairs)  may  make  Investigations  Into  any 
matter  within  its  Jurisdiction.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  making  such  investigations  the  com- 
mittee, or  any  subcommltee  thereof,  Is  au- 
thorized to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within 
the  United  States.  Its  Territories,  mandated 
islands,  and  possessions,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require,  by  sub-' 
pena  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  and  testi- 
mony of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  records,  correspondence,  mem- 
oranda, papers,  and  documents  as  It  deems 
necessary.  Subpenaa  may  be  issued  under 
the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee or  aof  member  of  the  committee  des- 
ignated by  him,  and  may  be  served  by  any 


person    designated    by    such    chairman    or 
member. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  I.  beginning  on  line  2.  strike  the  fol- 
lowing: "(now  comprised  of  the  six  former 
Committees  on  Insular  Affairs,  Territories. 
Public  Lands,  Irrigation  and  Reclamation, 
Mines  and   Mining,   and   Indian   Affairs)." 

Page  1,  beginning  on  line  9.  strike  the  fol- 
lowing: "mandated  Islands,  and  possessions" 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"possessions,  and  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands.*' 


OUR  MOST  VALUABLE  RESOURCE 

The  SPEAKER  pTo  tempore  (Mr. 
AncellK  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
I  Mr.  Brooks]  is  recognized  for  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  war  that  ended  in  1945  was 
called  a  world  war  because  it  spread  over 
most  of  the  inhabited  portions  of  the 
earth.  Several  million  soldiers  were  in- 
volved, many  lives  were  lost,  and  nu- 
merous cities  devastated.  The  United 
States  and  other  powerful  nations  were 
constantly  conducting  air  raids.  It  was 
a  big  war  with  a  big  name. 

And,  yet.  the  United  States  air  forces 
have  expended  more  ammunition  in 
Korea  than  was  used  by  them  during  the 
entire  period  of  World  War  II.  and  the 
Army  has  fired  off  more  artillery  and 
mortar  ammunition  than  it  did  in  Eu- 
rope during  the  Second  World  War. 
That  little  country  out  there  alonT  the 
far  reaches  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  is  not 
much  larger  than  my  native  Loui;:iana. 
but  it  has  been,  and  is  now.  the  bloodiest 
battlefield  of  all  time. 

For  many  months  after  June  1950  it 
was  dififlcult  for  most  Americans  to  com- 
prehend the  magnitude  of  the  Korean 
war.  Although  it  rapidly  increased  in 
scope  and  fury,  it  was  given  a  rather 
insignificant  name.  But  it  is.  in  serious 
reality,  a  bitter  war  and  a  bis  war. 
More  than  a  million  and  a  half  men  are 
now  engaged  in  that  struggle. 

Because  the  United  States  has  in  that 
area  such  a  tremendous  investment  in 
manpower  and  money,  a  subcommittee 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  was 
sent  there  to  make  a  study  of  conditions 
and  report  them  as  they  were  found. 

As  chairman  of  that  subcommittee.  I 
would  not  want  to  change  a  single  para- 
graph of  the  report  we  made  of  our  mis- 
sion to  the  Far  East.  But  I  do  want  to 
record  certain  impressions  and  observa- 
tions that  are  more  personal  and  inti- 
mate than  would  have  been  appropriate 
in  the  official  recounting  of  our  findings. 
Reports  of  committees  are  confined 
rather  closely  to  setting  forth  facts 
and  figures  which  do  not  always  reflect 
the  influences  of  all  the  human  per- 
ceptions. A  sentient  committeeman, 
such  as  I  am,  finds  more  to  report  than 
that  which  comes  in  cold  figures,  al- 
though he  helps  gather,  assemble,  and 
logically  analyze  them. 

As  a  ftirther  reference  to  the  report  of 
the  subcommittee,  it  does  not  seem  im- 
modest at  this  time  to  express  delight 
over  the  fact  that  our  recommendations 
coincide  with  some  of  the  new  policies 
outlined  in  the  President's  state  of  the 


Union  message  to  a  Joint  session  of  thfl 
Congress  and  to  the  American  people  on 
February  2.  disclosing  the  fact  that  he 
had  ordered  a  withdrawal  of  the  7th 
Fleet  from  the  waters  that  separate 
Formosa  from  the  mainland  of  China,  a 
distance  of  -approximately  100  miles. 
This  Executive  order  will,  in  effect,  re- 
lease Chinese  Nationalist  troops  to  en- 
gage in  war  against  the  enemy  if  their 
Government  and  military  leaders  so 
desire. 

However,  many  weeks  before  the 
President's  message  was  prepared  and 
delivered,  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  reported  its 
conclusions  regarding  the  Chinese  Na- 
tionalist troops  in  Formosa.  The  com- 
mittee had  opF>ortunity  to  observe  a 
representative  regiment  of  that  army 
and  was  most  favorably  impressed.  And 
from  what  we  learned,  the  economic  ad- 
vantages to  be  gained  by  use  of  these 
troops  are  well  worth  considering. 
Please  note  the  following  excerpts  from 
the  report: 

A  private  In  the  Chinese  Nationalist  Army 
receives  $2  a  month  and  a  major  %b  a  month. 

In  connection  with  the  use  of  oriental 
trtxips.  It  la  th?  committee's  view  that  the 
attention  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
should  be  directed  to  the  need  In  Formosa 
for  addiiional  hardware.  The  actual  com- 
mitmeiits  of  the  United  States  In  IhU  respect 
have  not  been  fulfilled  and  the  further  traln- 
Iniit  of  the  Chinese  Nationalist  troops'  In 
the  us?  of  m-^dern  weapons  and  equipment 
has.  therefore  been  delayed  Even  If  the 
troops  on  Fiirmn.sa  were  never.  In  fact,  used 
as  a  flighting  force  In  Korea,  their  training 
and  equipment  would  bo  a  most  Important 
asset  to  the  United  States. 

It  Is  the  committees  recommendation. 
therefore,  that  the  Department  of  E>efense 
direct  it.s  attention  to  this  matter  of  supply- 
Ini?  the  Chinese  Nationalist  troops  In  ac- 
cordance with  plans  previously  made  and 
commitments  already  entered  upon. 

None  of  the  preceding  discussion  •  •  • 
Is  Intended  •  •  •  to  indicate  that  there 
s'hould  be  a  precipitate  withdrawal  of 
American  troops  from  Korea. 

However,  I  must  admit  that  quite  re- 
cently and  subsequent  to  the  report  of 
the  committee,  oppo;.ition  to  this  pro- 
posal ha.s  come  from  unexpected  sources. 
Certain  officials  of  the  Korean  Govern- 
ment claim  that  combat  between  Chinese 
Nationalist  troops  from  Formosa  and 
Chinese  Communist  troops  would  in- 
tcn.sify  the  fighting  in  Korea.  This  ex- 
pressed opposition  may  be  application 
of  that  ancient  proverb  attributed  to 
Confuciuo! 

They  sleep  in  the  .-same  t)ed  but  they  do 
not  dream  the  same  dreams. 

Our  recommendation  that  Chinese 
Nationalist  troops  be  used  in  Korea  is 
not  in  conflict  with  nor  does  it  supple- 
ment action  that  may  arise  from  the 
Piesidenfs  statement: 

I  am  •  •  •  Issuing  instructions  that  the 
7th  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to  shield 
Communist  China. 

In  fact,  lifting  the  neutrality  block- 
ade in  Formosa  Strait  is  a  step  toward 
fulfillment  of  the  recommendations  of 
our  committee.  It  is  also  in  support  of 
my  personal  conclusions  that  all  free 
peoples  of  the  Pacific  area  should  be  in- 
spired to  utmost  effort  on  their  own  be- 
half and  encouraged  to  protect  them- 


selves against  enslavement  which  Com- 
munist aggression  always  foreshadows. 

And  this  Is  precisely  what  the  people 
of  Korea  want  to  do.  They  are  telling 
us  Americans  that  if  we  will  help  train 
their  boys  of  military  age  and  equip 
them  with  modern  weapons  of  war.  Ko- 
rea will  assimie  and  welcome  the  obliga- 
tion of  driving  Communist  hordes  from 
their  beloved  homeland.  Koreans  are 
using  a  very  euphonious  slogan  in  their 
effort  to  convince  us  of  their  earnest- 
ness. Ejcpressed  in  only  seven  words,  it 
intones  deep  sincerity:  "Give  us  guns 
and  save  your  sons." 

This  admonition  to  save  our  sons  is 
very  appealing  to  American  families. 
That  is  precisely  what  they  want  to  hear 
and  want  to  see  accomplished.  But  let 
us  forget  the  sentimental  approach:  let 
us  divest  the  matter  of  everything  that 
derives  from  emotion.  Let  us  consider 
the  subject  from  a  purely  cold-blooded 
economic  viewpoint.  Let  us  be  realistic 
about  the  matter  of  saving  our  sons. 

If  population  numbers  enter  Into  the 
e.stimated  offenr.ive  or  defensive  strength 
of  a  nation,  we  are  poor,  indeed.  In  com- 
parison with  any  of  the  Asiatic  coun- 
tries. Cor^sldering  population  In  rela- 
tion to  land  area.  Korea  can  be  used  as 
an  example.  That  little  country  is  the 
size  of  the  State  of  Idaho  and  with  simi- 
lar topography. 

But  get  this:  Idaho's  population  Is 
Eli^'htly  more  than  a  half  million  as  com- 
pared to  Korea's  35  million,  both  north 
and  south.  And  to  carry  the  analogy  a 
bit  further  and  reverse  the  ratio  of  land 
area,  let  us  compare  China  and  the 
United  States.  China  proper,  with  a 
land  area  of  about  one-third  larger  than 
that  of  the  United  States,  has  a  F>opula- 
Uon  of  nearly  500  millions. 

To  help  me  make  clear  my  impressions 
that  manpower  is  cheap  and  human  be- 
ings are  extremely  plentiful  in  the  Far 
Ea.'-t.  let  me  mention  an  insignificant 
but  enlightening  incident  that  occurred 
in  Hong  Kong.  There  were  six  of  us 
committee  members  in  a  restaurant, 
seated  at  a  small  table.  The  moment  I 
sat  down  I  became  interested  in  the 
array  of  employees  who  seemed  to  be 
concerned  with  our  welfare.  Finally. 
I  wanted  to  gratify  my  curiosity,  so  I 
counted  our  waiters.  There  were  17  of 
them.  And.  as  you  may  well  imagine, 
the  service  was  very  poor.  Haggling 
over  prices  was  their  only  evidence  of 
efficiency. 

After  that  incident  and  on  occasions 
when  I  ate  alone,  4  or  5  people  waited 
on  me,  regardless  of  how  meager  the 
meal  was  intended  to  be. 

Comprising  the  most  densely  popu- 
lated area  in  the  world.  China  and  Man- 
churia are  teeming  with  over  600  mil- 
lion humans,  all  sensitive  to  Communist 
exploitation.  For  many  years  they  have 
waged  a  savage  struggle  to  keep  soul  and 
body  together  in  a  region  where  poverty 
and  wretchedness  know  no  limits.  In 
a  war  to  the  death,  they  have  but  little 
to  lose  in  the  bare  chance  of  gaining 
bread  and  shelter.  Life  to  them  is  a 
lingering  horror  at  best.  What's  the 
difference  whether  it  ends  today  or  to- 
morrow? There  are  no  odds.  One 
alternative  is  as  good  as  the  other. 

This  philosophy  of  fatalism,  this  grim 
outlook  on  life,  and  this  acceptance  of 


the  inevitable,  have  helped  make  good 
soldiers  of  them — a  stern  fact  we  will  do 
well  to  remember. 

This  philosophy  of  fatalism  In  popula- 
tions that  run  into  the  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions, offered  great  opportunity  for  ex- 
ploitation. Russia  saw  there  a  great 
wealth  of  manpower.  Hordes  of  people, 
desolate  human  beings  that  would  sub- 
scribe to  any  sort  of  ideology  in  order 
to  get,  each  day.  a  bowl  of  rice.  It  was 
fiendishly  smart  of  the  Kremlin  to  come 
up  with  the  plan  of  arraying  them 
against  peoples  of  the  world  who  desire 
to  remain  free. 

Perhaps  those  astronomical  p>opula- 
tion  figures  explain  the  disregard  of 
human  life  that  one  sees  in  the  Far  East. 
Out  there,  humans  are  cheap.  The  loss 
of  a  few  hundred  soldiers  in  battle  is  a 
matter  of  little  consequence  to  military 
and  political  leaders.  There  are  plenty 
more  where  those  dead  soldiers  came 
from. 

No  doubt  the  Kremlin  gave  much 
thought  to  these  facts  before  they  be- 
gan the  campaign  of  fomenting  wars 
in  Asia  in  order  to  spread  their  doctrine 
of  communism.  Quite  likely  the  Krem- 
lin also  took  into  account  the  American 
high  appraisal  of  human  life  and  our 
grave  concern  for  those  who  are  wound- 
ed on  the  battlefield  and  for  those  who 
die  while  serving  their  country. 

Aside  from  the  sentiment,  this  ap- 
preciation and  high  regard  of  himaan 
life  is  a  necessary  economic  strategy  to 
which  the  United  States  must  adhere. 
We  must  conserve  our  manpower.  We 
can  afford  to  give  guns  to  Korea,  but 
we  cannot  afford  to  sacrifice  our  sons. 
They  are  not  expendable.  Our  young 
men  and  women  are  our  greatest  re- 
source.   They  must  not  be  wasted. 

For  many  years  I  have  been  vitally 
interested  in  the  conservation  of  our 
natural  resources,  which  include  refor- 
estation, the  prevention  of  soil  erosion, 
and  which  embraces  proper  land  use 
and  a  definite  plan  for  water  use.  I 
have  been  interested  in  the  science  of 
chemurgy  and  in  the  use  of  synthetics 
which  have  been  developed  to  relieve  the 
strain  upon  many  natural  resources.  To 
my  great  relief,  science  has  always  come 
forward  with  a  substitute  when  there 
was  threat  of  complete  exhaustion  of  a 
raw  product.  But  we  have  one  God- 
given  resource  for  what  science  is  pow- 
erless to  create  a  substitute.  It  Is  our 
most  valuable  resource.  And  for  this 
reason,  Korea's  appeal,  "Give  us  guns 
and  save  your  sons,"  must  not  go  im- 
heeded. 

However,  a  realistic  analysis  must  be 
made  of  the  situation  that  would  arise 
if  the  greater  part  of  our  troops  were 
brought  home  or  moved  to  Japan  or  to 
Okinawa.  We  must  know  the  answer 
to  certain  important  questions.  What 
assurance  do  we  have  that  well-trained 
and  well -equipped  Korean  troops  can 
prevent  the  southward  surge  of  Commu- 
nist soldiers,  and  what  chance  is  there 
to  drive  the  invaders  out  of  the  home- 
land? What  sort  of  soldier  does  this 
suffering  little  cotmtry  across  the  Pa- 
cific produce? 

Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  has  answered 
that  last  question  in  these  words: 

South  Koreans  have  all  the  quaiitiea  for 
making  good  anti-Red  soldiera.    Tbey  bave 


tasted  Communist  rule  by  terror,  and  despise 
It.  They  are  loyal,  intelligent,  and  obedient. 
Tliey  have  proved  they  can  learn  soldiering 
quickly.  •  •  •  They  are  equal  to  American 
soldiers  in  personal  camouflage,  digging  In, 
mountain  climbing,  night  patrolling.  Infil- 
tration, ambuscades,  and  taking  prisoners. 
For  the  type  of  defensive  warfare  In  which 
we  are  engaged,  the  South  Korean  soldiers 
are  as  good,  man  far  man,  as  United  States 
troops. 

This  is  the  statement  of  our  great  mili- 
tary commander. 

South  Korean  soldiers  are  frequently 
called  ROK's  and  while  talking  about 
them,  this  great  Army  officer,  Gen. 
James  A.  Van  Fleet,  makes  this  addi- 
tional comment: 

And  you  can  train,  feed,  and  pay  16  ROK's 
for  the  price  of  1  American. 

When  the  members  of  the  committee 
were  in  Korea.  60  percent  of  the  155- 
mile-long  battlefront  was  being  held  by 
ROK's,  Eleven  divisions  of  Koreans 
were  trained,  equipped,  and  ready  for 
combat,  and  since  that  date  another  di- 
vision has  been  added.  In  addition  to 
these,  there  were  2,500  native  soldiers 
integrated  into  each  of  the  United  States 
divisions,  comprising  almost  one-third 
of  the  total  number. 

As  a  further  assurance  that  the  Ko- 
reans are  not  guilty  of  idle  boasting  when 
they  say  to  us,  "Give  us  guns  and  save 
your  sons,"  I  take  the  liberty  of  quoting 
another  paragraph  from  the  report  of 
the  committee: 

The  committee  feels  that  particular  note 
should  be  made  of  the  fine  work  being  per- 
formed by  the  Korean  Service  Corps.  Thou- 
sands of  South  Koreans  are  now  perform- 
ing, even  at  the  frontlines.  virtually  all  of 
the  difficult  duties  which  normally  fall  to 
the  lot  of  the  fighting  men.  This  Includes 
the  carrying  of  ammunition  and  supplies  up 
to  the  frontlines.  the  digging  of  gun  em- 
placements and  foxholes,  as  well  as  many  of 
the  other  onerous  Jobs  connected  with  carry. 
ing  on  combat  operations. 

I  shall  make  no  effort  to  paint  for  you 
the  horrible  picture  of  misery  and  deso- 
lation that  we  found  in  Korea,  a  little 
country  that  has  for  2^2  years  suffered 
the  tortures  of  a  big  war.  Even  so,  and 
regardless  of  their  miseries,  they  are 
saying,  "Give  us  guns  and  save  your 
sons.*'  It  seems  to  me  they  are  offering 
us  a  square  deal,  one  that  is  not  purely 
one-sided.  We,  as  well  as  they,  have  a 
deep  interest  in  this  war.  They  want 
to  drive  Invaders  from  their  homeland; 
we  want  to  stop  of  spread  of  commu- 
nism. Koreans  are  not  at  one  and  the 
same  time  casting  benevolent  Uncle  Sam 
in  the  role  of  Santa  Claus  and  soldier 
to  play  both  leading  parts  in  their  drama 
of  war  and  in  addition  expecting  the 
United  States  to  relieve  them  of  their 
burden  of  overpopulation.  Please  re- 
member that  I  am  expressing  my  per- 
sonal thoughts  and  opinions,  although 
It  was  while  serving  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  that  I  was  able  to  make  these 
observations. 

Before  the  committee's  mission  was 
well  under  way  through  Korea,  Formosa, 
and  Japan,  as  well  as  Hawaii,  the  Philip- 
pines, Johnston  Island,  C^clnawa.  Hong 
Kong,  and  Alaska,  we  began  talking 
about  e^nding  the  tasks  set  for  us  back 
in  Washington.  Members  of  the  com- 
mittee  began  asking  each  other  such 
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questions  as  "Why  not  extend  our  agen- 
da? Why  not  go  further  than  merely 
checking  on  reports  that  there  is  a  short- 
age of  ammunition,  a  shortage  of  weap- 
ons, and  that  much  of  the  mechanism 
of  war  is  inefDcient  and  obsolete?  Whr 
not  learn  everything  possible  that  might 
help  set  up  in  that  area  maximiun  de- 
fense of  the  United  States?" 

And  long  before  we  approached  our 
Journey's  end.  I  discovered  that  I  had  a 
very  personal  interest  in  our  mission.  I 
began  trying  to  find  answers  to  the  many 
questions  that  fathers  and  mothers  are 
asking  about  their  sons  who  have  been 
sent  to  that  faraway  land  to  expose 
themselves  to  the  dangers  of  war  and  the 
perils  of  a  harsh  and  brutal  ideology 
that  spurns  our  faith  in  Almighty  God 
and  defies  the  brotherhood  of  man.  I 
became  seriously  concerned  about  our 
most  precious  and  most  valuable  resource 
that  is  constantly  being  impoverished 
by  Asia's  manpower,  which  is  her  cheap- 
est commodity. 

If.  by  removing  the  blockade  from  For- 
mosa Strait,  we  are  releasing  Chiang 
Kai-shek's  550,000  soldiers  to  fight  the 
Communists  anywhere  they  may  be 
found,  we  are  making  steps  toward  a 
conclusion  of  the  war.  If  we  train  and 
equip  Korean  soldiers  they  will  soon  be 
able  to  hold  the  entire  front  line  of 
battle.  Then  we  may  safely  withdraw 
our  forces,  perhaps  to  the  island  of  Oki- 
nawa. And  let  me  say  In  this  connection 
that  Okinawa  is  our  greatest  citadel  in 
the  western  Pacific  and  we  should  con- 
tinue to  hold  and  strengthen  it. 

Furthermore,  in  my  opinion,  there  is 
still  another  way  to  bring  this  war  to 
an  end  and  thereby  save  our  sons.  We 
have  long  since  learned  that  pussyfoot 
methods  do  not  get  us  anywhere  with 
Communists.  So  why  continue  using 
soft  gloves  and  mealy  words? 

I  found  nothing  in  the  course  of  my 
trip  which  should  deny  us  the  use  of 
atomic  energy  in  Korea.  No  one  in  that 
area  asserted  any  objection  to  its  use. 
But  they  would  like  to  know  the  answer 
to  certain  questions: 

Will  the  use  of  atomic  energy  break 
the  stalemate?  Will  the  use  of  atomic 
energy  bring  the  war  to  an  end  and 
thereby  save  the  lives  of  United  Nation's 
soldiers? 

My  answer  to  both  questions  is  an 
emphatic  "Yes."  And  be  assured  that 
I  am  fully  mindful  of  the  devastating 
powers  of  atomic  energy.  Nevertheless, 
I  urge  the  use  of  it  in  Korea.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  use  of  our  latest  weap- 
ons and  energy  will  extend  the  war.  On 
the  other  hand,  I  am  convinced  that 
only  the  most  drastic  measures  will  bring 
it  to  a  hasty  end. 

The  time  is  late.  Let  us  not  wait  too 
long.  The  Communists  have  turned  the 
calendar  back  to  the  era  of  fang  and 
claw.  And  like  animals  of  the  primeval 
forest,  the  peoples  of  the  world  are  now 
confronted  with  the  primordial  law  of  a 
survival  of  the  fittest. 

The  high  value  that  Americans  put  on 
human  life  is  disclosed  by  the  way  sick 
and  wounded  soldiers  are  treated.  It 
was  reassuring  to  learn  that  in  Korea 
our  military  organizations  are  trained, 
manned  and  equipped  to  handle  casual- 
ties to  a  degree  that  almost  is  beyond 


belief.  This  statement  is  borne  out  by 
statistics. 

Of  every  1,000  soldiers  to  reach  an 
American  hospital  during  World  War  I. 
80  of  them  died.  This  number  of  fatal- 
ities in  World  War  n  was  reduced  to  45. 
But  in  Korea,  of  every  1,000  wounded 
soldiers  to  reach  an  American  mobile 
army  surgical  hospital,  only  23  have 
died. 

While  in  Korea,  I  was  privileged  to 
make  a  closeup  and  an  intimate  study 
of  the  way  we  handle  war  casualties  out 
there.  I  became  a  victim  of  one  of  the 
"bug"  families  that  sometimes  inhabit 
the  drinking  water  of  that  region.  I  was 
put  on  the  same  sort  of  litter  used  for 
wounded  and  sick  soldiers  and  carried 
into  an  evacuation  plane  and  fiown  to 
Tokyo  Army  Hospital.  Please  under- 
stand that  this  was  not  of  my  own  choos- 
ing. I  had  not  asked  for  it.  I  was  not 
trying  to  hitchhike  back  to  the  United 
States. 

Today  I  am  disposed  to  boast  that  I  am 
the  only  Congressman  ever  privileged  to 
travel  under  such  circumstances  and 
with  such  passengers.  Although  the 
experience  threatened  to  wreck  my  emo- 
tional structure,  I  now  know  that  it  will 
never  again  be  my  privilege  to  fraternize 
with  such  a  courageous  group.  Those  44 
sick  and  wounded  soldiers  on  the  evacua- 
tion plane,  attended  by  3  nurses  and  5 
corpsmen,  convinced  me  that  mortal 
man  is  not  without  nobility  of  soul.  And 
if  CKxl  made  man  in  His  own  image,  He 
must  have  used  for  a  model  His  vision  of 
an  American  military  nurse. 

At  Tokyo  Hospital  I  saw  the  grim  re- 
sults of  war.  In  my  resolve  to  do  every- 
thing within  the  limits  of  my  ability  to 
conserve  our  most  valuable  resources,  I 
prepared  page  after  page  of  notes  that 
would,  in  years  to  come,  refresh  my 
memory.  Like  most  notes  that  are  hast- 
ily jotted  down,  many  of  mine  are  not 
complete  sentences.  Even  so.  in  order  to 
present  the  scene  as  it  unfolded  before 
me  there  in  that  hospital,  I  give  you  a 
few  of  my  notes  just  as  they  were  writ- 
ten: 

A  crippled  soldier  walking  with  two  canes, 
but  engaged  In  the  task  of  pushing  a  wheel- 
chair in  which  sits  another  soldier  who  has 
recently  lost  a  leg. 

A  soldier  with  no  hands  turning  the  pages 
of  a  t>ook  with  his  toes.  He  Is  very  clumsy. 
He  hasn't  learned  the  trick  yet.  But  he 
finally  succeeds.  No.  he's  having  hard  luck. 
He  dislodges  the  book  and  loses  his  page. 
He's  a  little  disturbed,  agitated.  Now  he's 
all  right.  A  one-armed  soldier  has  come  to 
his  aid. 

A  gray  lady  worker  reading  aloud  to  a 
blind  soldier.  She's  called  away.  Another 
patient,  swathed  in  bandages,  picks  up  the 
book  and  continues  the  reading., 

A  young  captain  with  whom  I  have  talked. 
Two  days  ago  he  was  ordered  to  standby.  On 
a  I5-mlnute  notice  he  may  be  ordered  home. 
"I'm  going  home,"  he  has  said  a  thousand 
times.  He  waits — not  very  patiently.  He 
dares  not  leave  the  room  for  fear  orders  will 
come  while  he's  out.  The  order  does  (\nally 
come.  "I'm  going  home,"  he  says  to  no  one. 
But  he's  so  overjoyed  he  scarcely  knows  what 
he's  doing.  He  picks  up  a  small  bag.  walks 
out.  Quickly  he  comes  back  into  the  room. 
Then  out  again.  Three  times  he  comes  back 
for  things  he's  overlooked.  He  can't  think 
of  anything  but  home.  Finally  he  recovers 
his  poise,  looks  at  me  and  grins.  ••Qoodby," 
tie  says,  "I'm  going  home." 


I  try  to  Join  him  in  his  exultation, 
but  the  lump  in  my  throat  makes  me 
mistrust  my  voice.  There  are  so  oumy 
who  are  not  going  home.  I  can  only 
wave  "goodby"  to  the  happy  young  cap- 
tain who  represents  America's  most  val- 
uable resource. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  has  made  a  very  fine  presen- 
tation regarding  his  trip,  and  especially 
the  hospitals.  May  I  say  that  we  have 
on  the  floor  at  the  present  time  our 
former  colleague,  Ruth  Bryan  Owen 
Rohde,  who  was  Minister  to  E>enmark. 
She  tells  me  that  2  years  ago  Deiunark. 
little  Denmark,  gave  a  hospital  ship  to 
the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes,  I 
know  of  the  hospital  ship  from  Denmark. 
It  is  doing  fine  work  there  for  the 
wounded  United  Nations  soldiers. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
has  made  a  very  fine  report.  May  I  ask 
him  when  he  was  in  Korea  and  how  long 
he  was  there? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  left 
about  August  1.  We  were  due  back  about 
the  middle  of  September.  I  stayed  over 
5  weeks  longer. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  At  that  time  we 
had  11  divisions  in  South  Korea  in  the 
line? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Before  I 
left  we  had  11  divisions  in  the  line. 
They  were  actually  taking  over  60  per- 
cent, or  I  would  say  65  percent  of  the 
battle  line. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  One  other  divi- 
sion has  gone  in  since  then? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes,  there 
are  12  there  now  unless  more  have  gone 
ir  in  the  last  few  days. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Can  the  gentle- 
man give  us  any  information  as  to  the 
divisions  that  may  be  in  training  now? 
Are  there  any  other  South  Korean  divi- 
sions in  training? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes,  at 
that  time  we  were  training,  which  was 
as  early  as  September.  400.000  South 
Koreans.  Our  difBculties  at  that  time 
were  twofold — the  training  of  their  offi- 
cers, because  we  had  to  train  them  for 
leadership  and  give  them  confidence  and 
we  had  to  Rive  them  technical  informa- 
tion. We  brought  a  good  many  of  the 
officers  to  this  country  to  train  them  in 
radar  and  technical  things  and  in  artil- 
lery. We  have  done  a  good  job  in  that 
resp>ect,  but  we  need  to  train  more  of 
them  than  we  have.  We  need  to  give 
them  leadership  in  this  training.  But  in 
addition  to  that  we  must  train,  of  course, 
the  enlisted  men.  They  make  good  sol- 
diers when  they  are  properly  trained 
under  good  leadership. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Does  the  gentle- 
man think  that  even  with  a  complete 
buildup,  you  can  withdraw  all  American 
troops  from  South  Korea? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Nobody 
recommends  that.  In  time,  it  is  my  hope 
that  we  can  build  up  the  South  Koreans 
under  capable,  commissioned,  officer  per- 
sonnel to  the  point  that  we  might  be  able 


to  withdraw  oiu-  troops  ultimately,  let  us 
say,  to  Okinawa  Which  is  just  across  the 
bay,  which  is  our  great  citadel.  But  I 
think  no  one  out  there  recommends  that 
now  our  troops  beJQrought  home  to  the 
U.  S.  A.  which  would  take  them  far 
away  from  this  perilous  spot  on  the  globe. 
Mr.  McCOR:viaCK.  So  that  the 
South  Koreans  who  are  in  there  now, 
and  who  will  go  in,  will  have  been  under 
training  for  some  months? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  For  a 
long  time  the  trouble  in  Korea  has  been 
the  delay  in  getting  of  equipment.  We 
do  not  have  enough  equipment  to  equip 
the  divisions  totaling  400,000  troops. 
That  equipment  must  be  run  off  the 
lines,  and  it  must  be  modern  eo.uipment. 
Then,  after  it  is  off  the  line  and  avail- 
able, the  Koreans  have  to  be  taught  to 
use  it. 

Mr.  McCORM-\CK.  Can  the  gentle- 
man give  us  any  information  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  new  South  Korean 
divisions  have  started  to  be  organized. 
let  us  say.  within  the  past  few  months? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  could 
not  say  as  to  the  last  2  or  3  months,  but 
I  can  .say  this — that  there  are  enough 
South  Koreans  over  there,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  give  us  .he  1.800.000  men  in  all. 
We  can  train  them  gradually  to  the  point 
where  we  will  have  1,800,000  South 
Koreans. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  So  that  we  will 
have  the  facts,  and  I  agree  with  the  idea 
of  building  up  not  only  there  but  in 
Indochina  and  <'lsewhere  as  quickly  as 
possible,  as  I  say  so  that  we  v.ill  have 
the  facts,  this  buildup  that  has  been  ac- 
complished to  date  was  done  under  Pres- 
ident Truman;  that  is  correct,  is  it  not? 
It  was  done  undir  his  administration. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  be- 
Rinning  of  the  jjrogram  started  a  long 
time  ago. 

Mr.  McCORM.^CK.     Yes. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Actual- 
ly, of  course,  this  country  had  been 
whipped  down  during  World  War  II,  and 
then  after  they  .had  an  invasion  unex- 
pectedly from  North  Korea,  the  country 
was  whipped  down  to  a  very  low  point. 
It  was  hard  to  gel  confidence  restored  to 
men,  and  it  was  almost  impossible  for  a 
while  to  get  it  restored  to  the  officers  in 
the  .sei-vice.  That  sort  of  thing  returns 
.slowly  to  human  Iseings.  It  is  not  some- 
thing that  you  can  give  back  to  them  in 
a  day  and  expect  them  to  take  it  up  as 
you  would  eat  a  bowl  of  soup.  It  does  not 
come  back  that  quickly. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No.  And  this 
slogan  of.  "Give  us  guns  and  save  your 
sons,"  is  very  nice  too.  but  it  has  to  be 
implemented  as  a  practical  matter  be- 
fore it  can  be  put  into  operation;  is  that 
not  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    Oh.  yes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  A  few  weeks  ago 
on  a  program,  I  heard  the  South  Korean 
Ambassador  to  the  United  States  make 
that  same  statement,  but  he  vigorously 
opposed  any  Nationalist  troops  going 
over  to  South  Korea.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  a  rather  inconsistent  position. 

Mr.      BROOKS      of     Louisiana.    Of 
course,  we  here,  if  I  may  say  so  to  my 
distinguished  friend,  the  gentleman  from  * 
Ma.<vsachusetts.  do  not  realize  the  ani- 
mosities that  disturb  the  Far  East.    We 


do  not  realize  there  is  a  great  feeling  of 
bitterness  between  Japan  and  Korea  be- 
cause of  the  long  period  of  occupation  of 
Korea  by  Japan. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  fMr.  An- 
GELL) .  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
man may  have  5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
would  like  to  add  one  thing.  That  is 
that  just  recently  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment has  presented  Mrs.  Ruth  Bryan 
Rohde  the  highest  decoration  of  that 
country.  Mrs.  Rohde  is  now  with  the 
United  Nations. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  And  we 
certainly  congratulate  her  most  heartily 
on  that  decoration. 

Mr.  McCORNLACK.  She  richly  de- 
serves it.  She  was  one  of  the  outstand- 
ing Members  of  this  House  when  she  was 
in  this  body,  as  all  who  served  with  her 
knew. 

Coming  back  to  South  Korea.  "Send  us 
guns  and  save  your  sons."  It  is  pro- 
posed, as  I  understand,  to  build  up  six 
or  eight  mere  South  Korean  divisions. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  would 
hope  10  more. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course,  we 
have  to  face  the  fact  that  it  is  going  to 
cost  us  $200  million  a  year  to  maintain 
each  division. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  cost 
$85  million  just  to  equip  a  division. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  But  to  maintain 
it  a  year  it  will  cost  $203  million  for  each 
division? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Every  bit 
of  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  Is  a  prob- 
lem that  can  only  be  carried  o\lt  suc- 
cessfully by  the  appropriation  of  money 
to  do  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is  going 
to  take  a  lot  of  money.  I  think  the 
American  people  should  be  told  that  they 
cannot  train  more  South  Koreans, 
Chiang  Kia-shek's  550.C00,  without  put- 
ting up  the  money  to  equip  and  train  the 
men. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  that  is  also 
true  of  Indochina? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Well,  I 
did  not  go  down  there.  I  am  not  as 
familiar  with  Indochina  as  I  am  with 
these  two  places. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  So  that  we  have 
to  face  the  realities  of  life.  The  Ameri- 
can people  have  to  be  hardened  to  the 
necessity  of  making  sacrifices  because 
our  national  interest  is  involved  in  the 
whole  picture.  Is  that  a  fair  statement? 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes.  I 
think  that  is  a  fair  statement.  The 
American  F>eople  know  that  war  is  a  grim 
reality.  There  is  nothing  picturesque  or 
alluring  about  war.  You  carmot  handle 
a  war  without  equipment  or  without  sol- 
diers. If  you  are  going  to  win  the  war, 
you  must  have  well-trained  and  well- 
equipped  soldiers.  That  is  going  to  cost 
money. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  you  have  to 
have  the  appropriations  that  are  neces- 
sary. 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  You  must 
have  the  necessary  appropriations. 

Mr.  CANPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  As  one  who  saw  the 
picture  in  Korea  last  spring,  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  make  the  statement  he 
has  made  today.  It  is  a  very  important 
statement.  It  is  a  very  timely  state- 
ment. Only  last  week  I  went  to  Walter 
Reed  "Hospital,  there  to  see  the  first  Air 
Force  quadruple  amputee  in  this  Ko- 
rean conflict,  a  Paterson,  N.  J.,  boy, 
Clarence  "Red"  Mosley,  aged  21.  He 
talked  to  his  Congressman  at  length 
about  the  situation  in  Korea.  I  wish  he 
could  have  been  in  the  gallery  today  to 
hear  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  talk  very  much  as  this  boy 
feels  about  ending  the  war  over  there. 

The  gentleman  has  discussed  some  de- 
ficiencies on  Formosa.  I  recall  when  our 
congressional  group  went  to  Formosa 
late  last  April  we  noted  one  particular 
deficiency;  that  is,  the  lack  of  footgear 
on  the  part  of  the  Nationalist  Chinese 
troops.  We  saw  there  a  crack  division, 
the  67th,  training  in  the  hills  on  maneu- 
vers, wearing  tattered  and  torn  sneakers. 
I  wonder  if  that  deficiency  has  been  cor- 
rected. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No.  It 
has  not.  If  the  gentleman  had  looked 
closer  he  would  have  found  more.  Of 
course,  they  were  running  around  over 
those  bare  rocks  with  tennis  shoes.  Ten- 
nis shoes  would  not  last  otu*  troops  12 
hours.  Furthermore,  they  had  all  types 
of  guns.  One  gun  was  an  M-1  rfie.  We 
took  another  from  a  Chinese  soldier, 
and  that  was  an  old  Chinese  Nationalist 
rifle.  Another  was  a  Japanese  rifle.  An- 
other was  a  French  rifle.  And  we  even 
saw  a  Springfield  rifle.  You  cannot  run 
an  army  with  a  dozen  different  kinds  of 
rifles  in  one  unit  and  furnish  ammuni- 
tion for  them. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  I  know  the  gentle- 
man must  have  spoken  with  General 
Chase,  who  heads  our  commission  on 
Formosa. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    At  length. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  At  the  particular 
time  we  saw  him  he  was  heading  a  mis- 
sion of  400  American  officers  commis- 
sioned to  build  up  and  train  this  Na- 
tionalist Chinese  Army.  I  wonder  if  he 
discussed  with  the  gentleman  the  matter 
of  appropriations — I  mean  how  much  it 
costs  to  support  an  American  GI  in  Asia 
and  how  much  it  costs  to  support  a  Chi- 
nese Nationalist  trooper  on  Formosa? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  went 
into  all  of  that. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  3  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  obiection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  went 
Into  all  of  that.  It  is  a  matter  which  I 
think  should  be  made  abundantly  clear 
to  the  American  people  that  it  is  going 
to  cost  money ;  it  is  going  to  cost  a  good 
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deal  of  money  to  equip  native  soldiers, 
but  considerably  less  than  to  maintain 
American  boys  over  there.  The  matter 
of  wages  is  not  so  great,  for  the  Ctiinese 
Nationalist  trooper  is  paid  such  a  pov- 
erty wage  that  it  is  practically  negligible. 
The  cost  of  salaries  and  i)ay  is  way  down. 
It  levels  off,  of  course,  in  favor  of  the 
Chinese  Nationalist  trooper;  his  actual 
maintenance  such  as  the  service  of  sup- 
ply, medical  department.  Judge  Advocate 
General's  department,  all  of  that  is  out 
in  the  Chinese  armies.  Generally  au- 
thorities do  not  worry  with  those  sup- 
porting services  as  we  do  and  the  cost, 
therefore,  is  less. 

Mr.  CANFIELX).  The  general  in  talk- 
ing to  us  was  very  frank  in  the  question 
of  cost.  He  said  he  felt  the  United  Na- 
tions were  losing  a  good  bet  from  the 
standt>oint  of  cost  alone  and  he  pointed 
out  that  while  it  costs  some  $6,000  or 
$7,000  a  year  to  sustain  an  American  GI 
in  Korea,  it  costs  only  $300  to  sustain  a 
Chinese  Nationalist  soldier  on  Formosa ; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  it  costs  us  better 
than  that,  that  it  costs  us  around  $10,000 
per  year  to  take  care  of  an  American 
soldier. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  costs 
us  around  $10,000  a  year;  that  is  the 
average  cost:  so  there  is  a  big  difference 
in  costs.  But  do  not  mistake  this,  to 
equip  those  troops  and  put  them  in  the 
fi?ld  is  going  to  cost  money,  and  the 
American  people  should  be  tcld  that  it  is 
going  to  cost  money  to  furniGh  them 
with  the  equipment  they  are  entitled  to 
receive  if  they  are  going  to  do  any  fight- 
ing; You  cannot  give  them  second-class 
stuff  if  you  want  them  to  do  firot-class 
fighting. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  I  am  sure  the  gen- 
tleman will  agree  with  me  that  the  men 
on  Formosa  are  good-looking,  they  are 
strong,  they  are  healthy.  The  gentle- 
man probably  saw  them  doing  their  gym- 
nastic, their  jujitsu.  They  are  very 
adept,  very  competent.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  was  impressed  by  their  phys- 
ical stature,  that  they  looked  good 
physically. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen- 
tleman is  correct ;  they  looked  good  phys- 
ically, but  they  were  thin.  I  never  saw 
a  fat  Chinese.  They  eat  a  diet  of  rice 
and  raw  fish,  and  they  do  not  get  fat 
on  it.  But  the  equipment  that  was  avail- 
able to  them  was  archaic.  I  saw  knap- 
sacks on  their  backs  of  18S8  vintage. 
They  were  supposed  to  have  blankets 
tied  across  them.  Some  had  blankets; 
some  had  old  wornout  raincoats  they 
tried  to  stretch  across  their  backs  and 
disguise  them  as  blankets,  and  some  had 
on  wornout  raincoats.  They  do  not  have 
the  equipment,  that  is  all. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker. 
with  the  permission  of  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  gentleman's  time  be  ex- 
tended for  2  additional  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
That  is  agreeable  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
visited  Formosa,  did  he? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Sure.  I 
visited  Formosa  and  remember  it  well, 
because  that  is  where  I  got  the  amoeba 
that  later  on  caused  me  to  spend  5  weeks 
in  our  hospital  over  there  in  Korea. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  are  very  glad 
that  it  was  no  longer  than  5  weeks  and 
that  the  gentleman  is  back  with  us,  be- 
cause he  is  a  valuable  Member. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  thank 
the  distinguished  gentleman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Would  the  gen- 
tleman care  to  make  an  observation  as  to 
the  degree  of  training  there? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Of  course, 
it  is  always  hard  to  talk  about  that.  I 
went  in  there  and  talked  to  the  General- 
issimo— they  call  him  the  "Gimo  "  over 
there.  He  had  very  able  ofBcers  under 
him.  one  in  particular,  a  General  Sun.  a 
very  able  man.  If  left  alone,  he  can  do 
a  very  creditable  job.  But  it  is  hard  to 
know  what  is  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of 
men  who  have  been  away  from  their 
homeland  10  or  12  years  as  these  Chinc-^e 
have;  nobody  knows.  It  is  a  chance,  it 
is  a  gamble.  Perccnally  I  favor  equipping 
them  to  let  them  do  some  fighting.  As 
to  what  they  are  going  to  deliver  after 
we  have  trained  and  equipped  them  with 
equipment  that  costs  a  great  deal  of 
money.  I  do  not  know.  That  is  a  gamble, 
but  I  am  willing,  perGonally.  to  take  the 
gamble  to  see  what  they  can  do. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  important 
thing  in  a  fighting  man  is  the  will  to 
fight  ^ 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct,  and  the  courage  behind  the  will. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  all  enters 
into  the  will.  There  are  certain  factors, 
intangibles,  thai;  make  up  that  will,  con- 
fidence in  the  leadership,  hope  for  the 
future;  many  factors  that  make  up  the 
will  to  fight  or  the  will  not  to  fight,  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct.  Those  troops  went  over  there 
as  a  beaten,  wornout  group  of  men.  just 
able  to  drag  them.selvcs  over  into  For- 
mosa. They  left  all  of  their  equipment 
on  the  mainland.  We  have  to  take  these 
same  men,  although  they  look  to  me  to 
be  very  athletic,  and  I  think  they  are 
vigorous,  too,  but  we  are  going  to  have 
to  take  those  men  and  give  them  the 
spirit  to  fight  or  the  desire  to  go  back 
and  reconquer  and  take  their  homeland 
for  the  Nationalist  Government. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  I  have  two  questions 
on  the  subject  of  will  and  leadership.  Is 
it  not  true  that  most  of  those  troops  on 
Formosa  today  have  loved  ones,  relatives, 
back  home  on  the  mainland? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  do  not 
know.  I  think  they  hope  they  have 
them  back  there,  but  whether  they  are 
still  alive  in  Communist  China  or  not 
I  do  not  know,  and  I  do  not  believe  they 
know. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  That  is  a  fair  state- 
ment. Is  it  not  true  that  a  large  per- 
centage of  the  oEBcers  of  the  Formosan 
Army  are  young  men,  graduates  of 
American  universities?  Was  not  the 
gentleman  impressed  by  what  he  saw? 
The  Government  of  Formosa  is  a  pro- 
gressive government.  Governor  Wu,  of 
the  Formosan  Government,  is  a  gradu- 
ate of  Princeton  University,  in  my  own 


State.  I  believe  they  have  a  good  gov- 
ernment in  Formosa  today. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  One  is 
bound  to  be  impressed  by  the  number 
of  those  people  who  speak  English  in 
contrast  with  the  few  of  us  who  know 
anything  about  Chinese.  Wherever  I 
went,  of  course,  I  had  an  interpreter,  and 
the  gentleman  probably  had  to  have  an 
interpreter,  but  a  great  many  of  those 
people  do  speak  English,  a  great  many 
of  them  have  been  educated  in  Elnglish 
or  American  schools.  In  reference  to 
the  Government  of  Formosa,  I  do  not 
know  the  answer;  we  did  not  study  that, 
and  I  cannot  say.  The  land  did  not 
look  good  to  me.  It  looks  poverty- 
stricken  to  me. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  But  In  contrast  with 
some  other  parts  of  the  Orient  it  is  a 
lu.sh  i.'-land.  They  grow  many  things  on 
Formosa  that  they  do  not  grow  in  other 
parts  of  the  Orient. 
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THE  BOOZ.  ALLEN  k  HAMILTON 
REPORT 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previou;.  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachu.':etts  [Mrs. 
Rogers)  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  already  received  permis- 
sion to  have  included  with  my  extension 
of  remarks  a  letter  from  General  Gray 
regarding  the  Bocz.  Allen  L  Hamilton 
survey  of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
I  .should  like  to  read  a  little  of  this  letter 
into  the  Record  at  this  time  and  those 
who  want  to  read  the  entire  letter  may 
find  it  in  the  Appendix. 

You  may  remember  that  when  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  was  up 
for  con:  ideration  a  number  of  Members 
attacked  General  Gray  for  spending 
money  on  the  Booz,  Allen  &  Hamilton 
report,  saying  that  that  money  could 
have  been  better  used  for  hospitals. 
Although  General  Gray  made  this  expla- 
nation to  our  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs.  I  was  not  able  at  the  time  to 
come  in  here  to  say  exactly  what  Gen- 
eral Gray  had  told  us. 

I  will  read  part  of  the  letter: 

In  reswnse  to  your  telephone  call  con- 
cerning the  rcaiona  why  the  Booz.  Allen  & 
Hamilton  report  w;ui  made  and  how  It  was 
paid  for— the  AdrfiUilstrator  received  a  letter 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
dated  September  23,  1950.  which  directed  him 
to  employ  a  commercial  firm  to  conduct  a 
manaeempnt  survey  of  the  VA.  A  specifica- 
tion for  the  J  )b  to  be  done  was  drawn  and 
an  Invitation  to  bid  was  offered  to  18  lead- 
ing, experienced  management-consultant 
firms  •  •  •  n-.e  contract  was  awarded  to 
Booz.  Allen  &.  Hamilton  at  a  fixed  bid  price 
of  $:05.0C0. 

On  the  floor  there  was  bitter  debate 
the  other  day  and  it  was  said  that  Gen- 
eral Gray  should  use  that  money  for 
hospitals. 

I  read  again: 

simultaneously  with  the  request  from  the 
President,  the  question  arose  in  the  Admin- 
istrator's mind  as  to  where  the  money  was 
to  come  from  to  pay  for  this  contract  and 
upon  Inquiry  of  the  Director,  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  was  advised  that  It  would  be  taken 
from  the  appropriation  for  administration, 
medical,  hospital,  and  domiciliary  services 
fur  fiscal  year  1951,  from  an  unobligated 
amount  In  that  appropriation  which  had 
been  impounded  by  the  Director,  Bureau  of 


the  Budget  and  which  would  not  have  been 

HviiUable  for  use  after  the  end  of  that  fiscal 
y«  !ir  under  any  circumstances. 

In  addition,  these  funds  were  not  available 
to  the  medical  department  for  the  care  of 

patients. 

I  think  that  report  did  a  good  deal, 
because  while  General  Gray  carried  out 
some  of  the  recommendations,  he.  with 
his  own  staff,  improved  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Booz,  Allen  &  Hamilton 
report,  and  many  of  us  think  and  many 
of  the  veterans'  organizations  feel  that 
his  reorganiJiation  plan  is  a  very  fine 
plan. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  tremendously  In- 
terested in  the  statement  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  Brooks  1  re- 
garding the  care  of  the  men  abroad 
fighting  in  Korea.  He  points  out  that 
this  care  should  be  continued  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  hospitals  after  the  men 
come  back  to  this  country.  We  must 
make  sure  that  this  care  is  continued 
in  the  veterans'  hospitals.  Fine  medi- 
cal care  is  given  to  our  veterans  by  the 
Veterans'  Administration.  Nothing 
should  be  done  to  terminate  that  care. 
According  to  Admiral  Boone,  who  testi- 
fied before  our  committee,  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  has  recommended  that  the 
care  of  the  veterans  be  reduced  in  grade 
and  actually  cheapened  in  veterans"  hos- 
pitals. I  do  not  beheve  the  people  of 
the  country  will  stand  for  or  permit  any 
such  action.  This  proposed  action 
amounts  to  nothing  more  than  gambling 
with  the  lives  of  brave  Americans  who 
have  already  made  their  sacrifices  in  the 
cause  of  freedom.  An  amendment  was 
Introduced  to  the  supplemental  appro- 
priation bill  for  $10  million  additional 
amount  for  veterans'  hospitals.  Un- 
fortunately it  failed  by  a  few  votes.  I  feel 
sure  that  when  the  Members  realize 
the  great  need  for  additional  money  to 
run  our  hospitals,  that  a  supplemental 
appropriation  will  be  voted,  and  I  am 
introducing  a  bill  for  that  purpose.  It 
is  impossible  to  run  hocpitals  without 
money.  It  is  likewise  impossible  to  pro- 
vide hospitals  in  certain  areas  and  in- 
crease the  number  of  beds  in  hospitals 
in  various  congressional  districts  with- 
out sufficient  funds  and  adequate  fi- 
nancing. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Ey  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Goodwin  in  three  instances,  in 
each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  HoRAN    <at    the    request    of    Mr. 

IIONTER  )  . 

Mr.  Wilson  of  California  and  to  in- 
clude an  editorial  from  the  San  Diego 
Union. 

Mr.  Bentley  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hillings  in  two  inctances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Merrow  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  New  Hampshire 
General  Court. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  two  reso- 
lutions. 

Mr.  Hull  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  With- 
Rowj  in  two  instances. 


Mr.  Bttrdick  in  two  instances, 

Mr.  Bonin  and  to  include  copy  of  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Pennsylvania 
district  of  the  Polish  Roman  Catholic 
Union. 

Mr.  Lane  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Carnahan  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous material. 

Mr.  Albert  and  to  include  a  newcpaper 
article. 

Mr.  Roberts. 

Mr.  SiEMiN.sKi  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Lanham  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Price  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Heller  in  four  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER. 

Mr.  Buckley   (at  the  request  of  Mr. 

DOLLINGER)  . 

Mr.  Fine  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Dol- 
ling er  ) . 

Mr.  Klein  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Buckley  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Machrgwicz*. 

Mr.  Doyle  and  to  include  a  speech  de- 
livered by  Frank  B.  Belcher,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  it  exceeds  the 
limit  and  is  estimated  by  the  Public 
Printer  to  cost  S252. 

Mr.  Bates  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Ayres. 

Mr.  Javits  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Oak  MAN  and  to  include  a  letter 
and  an  editorial. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK  and  to  include  a  letter 
and  two  resolutions. 

Mr.  Radwan. 

Mr.  CooLEY  in  two  instances,  in  one 
to  pay  tribute  to  former  Congressman 
Doughton,  and  in  the  other  to  include 
an  editorial  appearing  in  the  magazine 
Quick. 

Mr.  McDonouch  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  in  one  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MoRANo  (at  the  refluest  of  Mr. 
Johnson)  . 

Mr.  GwiKN  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr,  Watts  and  to  include  an  editorial. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly <at  3  o'clock  and  44  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad- 
journed until  Thursday,  March  5.  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

607.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the 
United  States  Soldiers'  Home  for  the  fiscal 
year  1952,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  Congress,  approved  March  3,  1883;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

608.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
St&tea  Department  oX  Justice,  transmitting 


a  list  of  orders  granting  the  applications  for 
permanent  resiaence  filed  by  the  subjects, 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Displaced  Per- 
sons Act  of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  REEOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 
proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  34.  Resolution  to  conduct 
an  Inspection  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  92). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  126.  Resolution  to  direct 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  to  investigate  actual  and  contem- 
plated action  affecting  production  or  con- 
sumption of  newsprint;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  93).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois :  Committee  en  Rules. 
Houce  Resolution  127.  Resolution  to  author- 
ize the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  to  conduct  investigations  and 
studies  with  respect  to  matters  within  its 
JuriGdiction;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
94 ) .    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois :  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  109.  Resolution  to  author- 
ize the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  to  make  investigations  into  any  mat- 
ter within  its  Jurisdiction,  and  for  other 
purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  108). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  3575.  A 
bill  to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form 
a  constitution  and  State  government  and  to 
be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  original  States;  with  amend- 
ments ( Rept.  No.  109 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 


REPORTS      OF      COMMil'i'EES      ON 
PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  777.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Richard  H.  Backus;  without  amendment 
( Rept.  No.  95 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  778.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Jennie  Maurello;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  96).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  782.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Kurt  J.  Hain;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
V.o.  97).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  FORRESTER:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  814.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Lt.  Thomas  C.  Rooney  and  Mrs.  Thomas  C. 
Rooney,  his  wife;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  98).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  870.  A  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Harry  Block;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  99).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.     H.  R.  946.     A  bill  for  the  relief 
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of  Mrs.  Louise  Blackstone;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  100) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  1456.  A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  Susaa  Kay  Burkhalter.  a  minor;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  101).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  2363.  A  bill  for  the  relief  ol 
David  H.  Andrews  and  Joseph  T.  FPtsch; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  102).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  MILLSR  of  New  York:  Commi  'ee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  2815.  A  bill  t  t  Uu 
relief  of  Flcyd  C.  Barber;  without  ai:^.«rd- 
m?nt  (Rspt.  No.  103).  Referred  to  the  Ci  -r.- 
mittse  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.   LANE:    Committee   on   the   Juti!ciar 
H.  R.  2817.     A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  'i. 
Ferris;  v/lth  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  104). 
Referred    to    the    Committee    of    the    Wholo 
House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illincis:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3215.  A  bill  to  confer  Juris- 
diction upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the 
United  States  to  consider  and  render  Judg- 
ment on  the  claim  of  the  Clemmer  Construc- 
tion Co.,  Inc.;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  105).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Kouce. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
JucUciary.  H.  R.  3230.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Carroll  O.  Switzer;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  Ho.  106).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3231.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  M.  S?t.  Robert  A.  Espe;  without  amend- 
ment (Kept.  No.  107).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows; 

By   Mr.   BARRETT: 

H.  R.  3G33.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controUlnrr  In- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Baniiinfi;  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  3634.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  so  as  to  prov.de  for  a 
limited  Judicial  review  of  decisions  of  Fed- 
eral officers  under  finality  clauses  In  Gove.-n- 
ment  contracts;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GENTRY: 

H  R.  3635.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  exempt  from  ta.x  admissions 
to  athletic  games,  if  the  proceeds  Inure  ex- 
clusively to  the  benefit  of  a  Junior  college; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr.   KEOGH: 

H.  R.  3638.  A  bill  amending  section  34  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  Octo- 
ber 6.  1917  (40  Stat.  411).  as  amended;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By   Mr.    KLUCZYNSKI: 

H.  R.  3637.  A  bill  to  set  aside  the  proceeds 
of  the  manufacturers"  excise  taxes  on  auto- 
mobiles, tires  and  tubes,  gasoline,  and  lub- 
ricating oil  for  the  purposes  of  the  Federal- 
Aid  Road  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  LANTAFF: 

H.  R.  3638.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3469 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  exempt  from 
tax  the  transportation  of  persons  to  and  from 
Mexico,  to  and  from  Central  America,  and 
to  and  from  the  West  Indies;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By   Mr.   MACHROWICZ: 

H.  R.  3639.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tiou  and  Labor. 


By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  3640.  A  bill  to  provide  that  for  the 
purpose  of  disapproval  by  the  President  each 
provision  of  an  appropriation  bill  shall  be 
considered  a  separate  bill;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PRICE: 

H.R.  3641.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  honoring 
fhe  coii  miners  and  coal  Industry  of  America; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and   Civil 

H  P.  ''6i2.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Rallrord 
Henremeit  Act  of  1937.  as  amended;  to  the 
Co.nmitt».-»>  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
me:  ^r 

H  R  -  .■'3  A  oili  to  repeal  thoce  provisions 
of  the  Rr  .iroad  Retuen.ent  Act  of  1937  which 
r^Qi^ce  ne  amcunt  rf  i  railroad  annuity  or 
pen.««^-T  wh?re  Ine  ir.'.ivldual  or  his  spouEe 
is  (or  on  ;. roper  ai-"' -icatlon  would  be)  en- 
titled to  c?rialn  Ij.t'irance  benefits  under 
the  .'x^Lial  Seciui'j  A>  c;  to  the  Committee 
oil  Interstate  and  Fore.gn  Commerce. 

H  R.  3644  A  bill  ti  amend  the  Social 
Seciulty  Act  to  permU  the  earning  of  $1,200 
in  wastes  in  a  year  without  loss  of  old-age 
and  survi. "^rs"  v..6urance  benefits,  and  to 
Increase  from  $900  to  $1,200  the  amcu:it  of 
net  earnin^js  from  self-employment  which 
may  be  received  In  a  year  without  loss  of 
such  benefits;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H.  R  3645.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  prel'ml- 
nary  examination  aiid  survey  of  Redwood 
Cr(?k,  Humboldt  County.  Cpllf..  for  flood- 
control  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr   SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.R  364G    A    bill    to   clarify    the    Internal 
Revenue  Code   with  respect   to  the   Rllnn   of 
claims  for  refund;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr  STAUFFER: 
H.  R  3:47  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
Itchment  of  an  addition  to  the  Gettysburg 
National  Cemetery  on  lands  presei-.tly  located 
within  the  Crettysburg  National  Military 
Park;  to  the  Commlllee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WIER: 
n  R  3643.  A   bill   to  provide   for   the  con- 
struction  of   a   chapel   at   the   Fort   Snelling 
National  Cemrtcry,  Minn  :  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affalrn. 

By  Mr   WILSON  of  California: 
H  R.  3649.   A  bill   to  provide  for  two  addi- 
tional district  Judges  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  California,  and   for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    BOSCH: 
H  R  305O    A  bin  to  create  a  United  States 
Foreign  Service  Academy;   to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  AfTa:r.-.. 

By  Mrs    BUCHANAN: 
H  R.  3651.   A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  In- 
flation and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr   CONDON: 
H  R  3652.  A    bill    to   amend    the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  a  construction 
worker   may   deduct   from   gross   Income   ex- 
penses   paid    or    Incurred    for    transportation 
between  his  home  and  the  site  of  the  con- 
struction project;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  COOLEY: 
H.  R  3653.  A  bill  to  grant  foster  children 
dependency    status    for    Federal    Income-tax 
purposes;    to   the   Committee  on  Ways   and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.  R.  3654.  A  bill  to  esUblLsh  for  Italy  an 
annual  Immigration  quota  of  300,000;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEARNS: 
H  R  3655.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act  so 
as  to  provide  for  the  control  of  the  consump- 
tion of  alcoholic  beverages  in  certain  club* 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  lor  other 


purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  tlie  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr    PATTERSON: 
H.  R.  3656.  A  bill  to  permit  the  charging  of 
tolls  on  certain   highways  constructed  with 
Federal    aid;    to   the    Committee   on   Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H  R  3657.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr   REED  of  New  York: 
H  R.  3658.  A   bill    to  extend   for   an   addi- 
tional 2   years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
importation   of   gifts   from   members   of   the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad;     to    the    Committee    on    Ways    and 
Means. 

H  R  3659  A  bill  to  extend  until  July  1. 
1955.  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be  ex- 
empt from  duty;  to  the  Committee  on  Way* 
and  Means 

By  Mr  SEEL Y -BROWN: 
H  R  3660  A  bill  granting  Increases  In  the 
annuities  of  certain  former  civilian  offlclals 
and  employees  engaged  In  and  about  the 
construction  of  the  Panama  Canal,  and  for 
ot.^er  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  WIER: 
H  R  3661  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  of 
the  Migratory  Bird  Hunting  Stamp  Act  of 
M.arch  16.  1934.  to  Invalidate  Federal  mlgra- 
tory-blrd  huntlnf^  stamps  In  States  which 
prohibit  by  law  the  taking  of  migratory 
waterfowl  by  nonrerldents  thereof;  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. 

By  Mr  SMALL: 
H  J  Res  204.  Joint  resolution  reimburs- 
ing uncompensated  leave  to  Government 
Printing  Office  employees  earned  during  the 
flr.cal  year  1932;  to  the  Committee  on  Hous* 
Administration. 

H  J  Res  205  Joint  resolution  to  unify 
severance  pay  to  F'ederal  employees,  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr  CUNNINGHAM: 
H  Con  Res.  75.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding Information  for  Congress  of  revisions 
of  the  United  Nations  Charter  which  the 
United  States  Intends  to  propose  in  the  event 
a  general  conference  to  revise  such  a  Charter 
is  held  and  providing  that  no  revision  shall 
be  projxised  until  and  unless  approved  by 
the  Senate,  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr    BUCKLEY: 
H  Re.s  162    Resolution     condemning     the 
growing  antt-Semltlsm  In  Russia  and  In  the 
Ru.sslan  satellite  countries;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 


MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXH,  memo- 
rials   were    presented    and    referred    83 
follows: 

By  Mr  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the  South 
Dakota  State  Legislature  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  Increase  the 
appropriation  for  the  u.«;e  of  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry  of  the  Dei>artment  of  Agri- 
culture of  the  United  States  and  the  alloca- 
tion of  funds  to  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry  In  the  State  of  South  Da- 
kota In  order  to  more  adequately  prosecute 
cooperative  programs  on  livestock-disease 
control  and  eradication;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  South  Dakota  State 
Legislature  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  .States  to  make  provision  for  pay- 
ment of  the  exact  equivalent  of  taxes  to  the 
States  and  other  lesser  political  subdivisions 
whenever  the  tax  base  of  such  taxing  units 
is  depleted  by  withdrawals  of  lands  for  the 
use  of  Federal  agencies;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


By  the  SPEAKER:  IfemorUl  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Idaho,  memorialising 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  recognition  and  Im- 
jx)rtance  of  the  spruce-timber  resources  In 
the  State  of  Idaho,  and  to  initiate  an  ade- 
quate emergency  program  to  control  the 
.xpruce-bark-beetle  epidemic;  to  the  Coounlt- 
tee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  memorallzing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
requesting  the  enactment  of  legislation  pro- 
viding for  the  donation  of  lands  formerly 
within  the  Ftirt  Missoula  Military  Reservation 
to  Missoula  County.  Mont.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  to  make  provision  for  payment  of  the 
exact  equivalent  of  taxes  to  the  States  and 
other  lesser  political  subdivisions  whenever 
the  tax  base  of  such  taxing  units  is  depleted 
h"  withdrawals  of  lands  for  the  use  of  Fed- 
eral agencies;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BENTIiET: 
H  R.  3662.  A    biU    for    the    relief    of    Eva 
Ruttkay;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.  3663.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Hajna 
Sefwl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  36664.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anis  Mo- 
vafagh;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 
H  R  3665.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Bible;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DEMP8ET: 
H  R.  3668.  A  bill  fCM"  the  relief  of  Rev.  Pe- 
tros  Constantine  Remoundos;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  EVINS: 
H  R  3667.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  B. 
Glrdley;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H  R.  3668.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 
Zimmerman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R  3669.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paula 
Bernstein;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HULL: 
H  R  3670.  A    blU    for   the    relief   of   Mrs. 
Julia  Gamroth;    to  the  Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
H  R.3671.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
£   Durham;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  3672.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Clyde 
M.  Litton;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 
H  R.  3673.  A    biU    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Araxin    Jerlan;    to   the    Committee   on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 
H  R.  3674.  A    bill   for   the    relief   of   Oer- 
hardt  Fassl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 

H  R.  3675.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herre  van 

der  Veen,   Mrs.   Marie   van  der  Veen,  Helen 

Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  Jan  Herre  van 

der  Veen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  3676.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  JuanlU 
Kloeden  McCormlck-Goodhart;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  3677.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Paollna  (Angela  Dl  Franco);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 
EL  R.  3078.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Geco-ge 
Prokofleff  de  Seversky  and  Isabelle  Prokofleff 
de  Seversky;  to  the  Conmxittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 
H.R.  3679.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicola 
Mastroflllppo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H.R.  3680.  A    bin    for    the   relief    of   Dora 
CamaUch;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
H.R.  3881.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Nathan 
L.  Laufman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 
H.  R.  3682.  A   bUl   for    the  reUef   of   Tate 
Ou  Lee;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WATTS: 
H.  R.  3683.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edmon 
Burgher;    to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 


to  dwell  In  peace  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth.    In  the  name  of  Christ.    Amen. 


PETITIONS.   ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

75.  By  Mr.  BUSH:  Petition  of  Disabled 
American  Veterans,  Department  of  Pennsyl- 
Tania.  approving  resolution  by  the  national 
convention  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  a  sufficient  overall  annual 
appropriation  so  as  to  guarantee  sufficient 
funds  to  operate  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion throughout  each  fiscal  year;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

76.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  M^iftTnl 
Townsend  Club,  No.  22,  Miami,  Fla.,  request- 
ing passage  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  Fed- 
eral social  security  for  all;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

77.  Also,  petition  of  American  Medical  As- 
sociation, Washington,  D.  C,  relative  to  reso- 
lutions on  international  treaties  and  cove- 
nants acted  upon  by  the  American  Medical 
Association  in  session  December  1952  at  Den- 
ver, Colo.;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs. 

78.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chairman,  the 
National  Assembly,  Republic  of  Korea,  rela- 
tive to  a  message  requesting  economic  and 
military  aid;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Aflalra. 


-•♦■ 


SENATE 

"Wednesday,  March  4, 1953 

Bishop  W.  Earl  Ledden.  resident  in 
the  Syracuse  area  of  the  Methodist 
Church,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  God,  our  Heavenly  Father,  for 
yet  another  day  of  life  we  bless  Thy  holy 
name.  Without  Thy  sustaining  grace 
we  could  not  stand;  with  Thy  help  we 
dare  confront  the  massive  duties  of  this 
day.  Give  us,  we  pray,  strength  equal 
to  our  tasks,  integrity  equal  to  all  test- 
ings. 

And  grant,  O  God.  that  our  minds  may 
be  so  open  to  Thy  truth,  our  wills  so 
gratefully  dedicated  to  the  Power  that 
both  made  and  preserved  us  a  nation, 
that  we,  servants  of  Thine  and  of  the 
people,  may  be  privileged  this  day  to 
strengthen  the  forces  of  righteousness 
and  justice  and  good  wilL 

Move  Thou  upon  the  hearts  of  leaders 
of  all  lands,  to  the  end  that  men  may 
yet  recognize  each  other,  across  all 
frontiers,  as  members  of  one  great  hu- 
man family  destined  by  their  Creator 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
March  2,   1953,  was  dispensed   with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maiu-er.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other 
purposes;  agreed  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
that  Mr.  Taber,  Mr.  Wigglesworth,  Mr. 
Clevenger.  Mr.  Bitsbey.  Mr.  Cannon,  Mr. 
RooNEY,  and  Mr.  Pogarty  had  been  ap- 
pointed managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  B.  663.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Joseph  W.  F^irstenberg; 

H.  R.  720.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Muriel  J.  Shingler,  doing  business  as  Shing- 
ler's  Hatchery; 

H.  R.  724.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chester 
H.  Tuck,  Mary  Elizabeth  Fisher,  James 
Thomas  Harper,  and  Mrs.  T.  W.  Bermett; 

H.  R.  726.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Campion; 

H.  R.  739.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
A.  Senlbaldi; 

H.  R.  759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hisaml 
Yoshida; 

H.  R.  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J.  Boucher; 

H.R.  861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen; 

H.  B.  873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Agnes  Turkett; 

H.  R.  883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leila 
Park; 

H.  R.  886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aspasia 
Vezertzi; 

H.  R.  887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Edward  LevandosU.; 

H.  R.  951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Trust 
Association  of  H.  Kempner; 

H.  B.  960.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Charles 
H.  Lin  (also  known  as  Lin  Chao  Hsi); 

H.  R.  969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
J.  Morris; 

H.  E.973.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Celikcan; 

H.  R.  1 133.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Dason  Equipment  Corp.; 

H.R.  1193.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Helga  Josefa  Wiley; 

H.  B.  1194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
A.  C.  Israel  Commodity  Co.,  Inc.;  ^ 

H.  R.  1331.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Katherlne  L.  Sewell; 

H.  B.  1334.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helmuth 
Wolf  Oruhl; 

H.  B.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin; 

H.  B.  1451.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
James  M.  Tuten,  Jr.; 
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H.  R.  1452.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe 
Barga«; 

H.  R.  1460.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
Joe  Davis; 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRlght; 

H.  R.  1525.  An  act  to  authorize  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  City  of  Refuge  National  His- 
torical Park  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1527.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acqui- 
sition by  the  United  States  of  the  remaining 
non-Federal  lands  within  Big  Bend  National 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1528.  An  act  to  authorize  the  addi- 
tion of  land  to  the  Appwmattox  Court  House 
National  Historical  Monument,  Va.,  and  for 
other  purposes: 

H.  R.  1529.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  devel- 
opment of  building  materials  in  Alaska 
through  the  removal  of  volcanic  ash  from 
portions  of  Katmai  National  Monument, 
Alaska,   and   for   other   pxirposes; 

H.  R.  1632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  Rene  Well; 

H.  R.  1636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Sylvia  Simonson; 

H.  R.  1794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yee  Kee 
Lam; 

H.  R.  1813.  An  act  to  require  the  recorda- 
tion of  scrip,  lieu  selection,  and  similar 
rights; 

H.  R.  1816.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws 
relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public 
domain; 

H.  R.  1883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
legal  guardian  of  Franklin  Jim.  a  minor; 

H.  R.  1895.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jack 
Kamal  Samhat; 

H.  R.  2023.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  William 
Klpf  and  Darold  D.  Selk; 

H.  R.  2033.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deternilne, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  of 
the  Columbia  Basin  Orchard,  the  Seattle 
Association  of  Credit  Men,  and  the  Perham 
Pruit  Corp.; 

H.  R.  2158.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col. 
Harry  P.  Cunningham; 

H.  R.  2169.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
A.  Schafer; 

H.  R.  2366.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  B. 
Niswonger; 

H.  R.  2381.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wini- 
fred A.  Hunter; 

H.  R.  2386.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Neil 
Andrews; 

H.  R.  2398.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
Cecil; 

H.  R.  2420.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
D.  Crunk; 

H.  R.  2433.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Raymond  Gibson,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  2466.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  12.  1950  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  336).  as 
amended,  which  authorizes  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  specified  areas; 

H.  R.  2593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emmet 
Wood  and  Viola  Wood; 

H.  R.  2607.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  CllfTord 
Robinson; 

H.  R.  2615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  2618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Santos 
Sanabria  Alvarez; 

H.  R.  2645.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James  Darmody; 

H.  R.  2660.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Juan  Antonio  Rivera,  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  Antelo, 
Mrs.  Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs.  Otto  Resse,  and 
Mrs.  Hugo  Soria;   and 

H.  R.  3062.  An  act  to  amend  section  3841 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the  sched- 
ules of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the  mall, 
to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to 
the  postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 


cused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  for  the  remainder  of  the 
week. 

COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE   SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  KEFAUvrR,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  consid- 
ering proposed  constitutional  amend- 
ments was  authorized  to  sit  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate  today. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
Suspension  of  Deportation  of  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  report  reciting 
facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  in  the 
cases  of  sundry  aliens  whose  deportation  has 
been  suspended  by  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  under  author- 
ity of  the  Attorney  General,  together  with 
a  statement  of  the  reason  for  such  suspension 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary, 

Granting  of  Status  of  Permanent  Residence 
TO  Certain  Aliens 
Two  letters  from  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law.  copies  of  orders  granting  the  appli- 
cations for  permanent  residence  of  certain 
aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  facts 
and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to  each 
alien,  and  the  reason  for  granting  such  appli- 
cations (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  of  United  States  Soldiers'  Home 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  United  States  Soldiers'  Home,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952.  together  with  a  copy  of  the 
report  of  Annual  Inspection,  1952  (with  ac- 
companying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Report  of  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, Federal  Security  Agency,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare. 

Puplication  Entitled  "Statistics  of  Elec- 
tric Utilities  in  the  United  States,  1951, 
Publicly  Owned" 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  the  Commis- 
sion's newly  issued  publication  entitled 
"Statistics  of  Electric  Utilities  In  the  United 
States.  1951,  Publicly  Owned"  (with  an  ac- 
companying document);  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 
On  request  of  Mr.  Maybank,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Green  was  ex- 


PETITIONS  AND   MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore : 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  6 
"To  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep' 
resentatives    of    the    United    States    in 
Congress  assembled: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  in  its  32d 
aesfiion,  do  respectfully  represent  that — 


"Whereas  In  Idaho  a  total  of  250  million 
board  feet  of  Engelmann  spruce  timber  has 
been  Infested  and  killed  by  a  violent  out- 
break of  the  Engelmann  spruce  bark  beetle 
during  the  summer  of  1052;  and 

"Whereas  total  spruce  stands  of  2  billion 
board  feet  and  having  a  stumpage  value  of 
$15  million  and  whose  manufacture  would 
create  labor  and  lumber  values  amounting  to 
over  $175  million  on  these  5  national  for- 
ests and  adjacent  lands  in  other  ownerships 
are  immediately  threatened  by  this  Insect 
outbreak:  and 

"Whereas  in  addition  there  are  3  million 
board  feet  of  spruce  in  Idaho  which  may  be 
killed  by  this  insect  outbreak  unless  It  Ij 
controlled;   and 

"Whereas  a  plan  to  control  the  epidemic 
and  salvage  the  spruce  has  been  developed 
by  a  Joint  Forest  Service.  Bureau  of  Ento- 
mology, the  State  of  Idaho,  and  Timber  In- 
dustry Group;  and 

"Whereas  the  carrying  out  of  the  program 
will  make  possible  the  protection  from  bark- 
beetle  attack  of  intermingled  species  of 
timber  and  salvage  of  all  Infested  timber; 
and 

"Whereas  this  plan  baa  the  objective  In 
Idaho  of  removing  205  million  board  feet  of 
infested  and  salvage  spruce  in  1953  and 
475  million  board  feet  of  such  spruce  in 
1954  which  will  require  the  construction  of 
368  miles  of  access  roads  during  the  2-year 
period;  and 

"Whereas  It  Is  necessary  to  supplement  the 
road  construction  and  logging  plana  with  a 
chemical  treatment  program  to  control  the 
spread  of  the  bark  beetles  In  Uolated  areas; 
and 

"Whereas  time  is  the  essence  of  the  suc- 
cess of  this  prc:)gram  as  timber  killed  by  thia 
Insect  lias  little  value  unless  salvaged  with- 
in 2  years :  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

'Resolved  by  the  32d  Legislative  Assembly 
of  Idaho  of  1953.  now  in  session  {the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  concurring). 
Do  most  earnestly  request  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  recognize  the  impor- 
tance of  the  spruce  timber  resource  in  Idaho 
and  to  Immediately  Initiate  an  adequate 
emergency  program  to  control  the  sprues 
bark-beetle  epidemic;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be  authorized,  and  he  is 
hereby  directed  to  forward  certified  copies  of 
this  memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  the  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives representing  this  State  In  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  4 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwicht  D.  Eisenhowe«. 
President  of  the  United  States;  the 
Honorable  Charles  E.  Wilson,  Secrktart 
OF  Defense;  the  Honorable  Douglas  Mc- 
Kay. Secretary  of  the  Interior;  Howard 
I.  Young,  Depott  Administrator,  De- 
fense Materials  Procurement  Aoenct; 
and  J.  D.  Small,  Chairman,  MUNrriONS 
Board: 

"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  6f  the  State  of 
Idaho,  in  legislative  session,  duly  and  regu- 
larly assembled,  most  respectfully  present 
the  following  preamble  and  resolution,  to- 
Wlt: 

"Whereas  our  normal  peacetime  require- 
ments of  prlnaary  Antimony  are  about  15,- 
000  tons  and  in  the  event  of  an  all-out  war 
these  requirements  would  be  Increased  to 
about  45.000  tons;  and 

"Whereas  heavy  Importation  of  foreign  An- 
timony at  depressed  prices  during  1951  and 
1952  forced  the  Yellow  Pine  Mine  in  Valley 
County,  Idaho,  to  shut  down  with  the  result 
that  our  total  domestic  production,  since  this 
shutdown,  has  been  at  the  rate  of  less  than 


100  tons  annually,  or  less  than  1  percent  of 
our  total  domestic  requlremento;  and 

•Whereas  the  said  Yellow  Pine  Mine,  for 
years  had  been  supplying  over  90  percent  of 
the  entire  domestic  mine  output  and  has  a 
productive  capacity  ©qulTalent  to  orer  ao 
I^ercent  of  our  peacetime  requirement  and 
about  10  percent  of  our  wartime  needs;  and 

•Whereas  formerly  our  prhQClpal  source  of 
supply  was  from  Chin*,  which  source  U  no 
longer  available  to  the  free  world,  and  an- 
other major  source  has  been  Bolivia,  which 
source  is  undependable  because  of  an  un- 
stable government  and  economic  disturbance, 
and  all  other  sources  are  either  far  distant, 
declining,  or  undependable;  and 

•  Whereas  our  Government  stockpile  has 
been  estimated  to  contain  only  20,000  tons 
of  primary  Antimony,  or  approximately  6 
months'  supply  during  a  wartime  demand 

period;   and 

"Whereas  our  major  wartime  requirements 
for  Antimony  cannot  be  satisfied  by  scrap 
or  secondary  Antimony,  but  only  by  primary 
Antimony;  and 

•Whereas  since  February  1952  the  total 
United  SUtes  consumption  of  primary  Anti- 
mony has  exceeded  the  total  avaUable  sup- 
ply. Including  Imports;  and  • 

"Whereas  the  United  SUtes  industrial 
stocks  of  primary  Antimony  have  declined 
during  1952  to  the  lowest  point  in  many 
years :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

■Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Idaho  {the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
nng).  That  we  most  respectfuUy  urge:  that 
In  the  InteresU  of  national  security  the  new 
admlnUtration  carefully  examine  our  Na- 
tion's stockpiling  program  with  respect  to 
primary  Antimony;  and  be  It  fxirther 

•Resolved.  That  we  moot  respectffully 
urge  that  since  we  are  now  in  i  war  emer- 
gency and  are  currently  dependent  on  for- 
eign sources  for  over  99  percent  of  oux  pri- 
mary Antimony  supplies,  we  believe  that  our 
national  stockpile  ol  primary  Antimony,  es- 
timated to  contain  only  enough  Antimony 
to  last  6  months  during  an  all-out  war,  Is 
dangerously  Inadequate,  and  we  believe  tliat 
the  Antimony  8tock]>lle  objective  should  be 
raised  to  a  more  reiJistic  flgvire;  and  be  it 
further 

'Resolved.  That  w<!  most  respectfully  urge 
that  consideraUon  be  given  to  encouraging 
or  maintaining  some  productive  capacity  In 
this  country.  We  particularly  refer  to  the 
closed  down  Antimony  mine  and  smelter  at 
Btibnite.  Idaho,  and  beUeve  it  regrettable 
that  these  excellent  faciUtles  have  not  been 
made  use  of  in  building  up  an  adequate 
stockpile;  be  It  furt'aer 

'Resolved.  That  tlie  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  be,  and  he  hereby  U.  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  send  copies  of  ttiis 
Joint  memorial  to  ttiS  Honorable  Dwight  D. 
Elsenhower,  President  of  the  United  States; 
Secretary  of  Defeiu«  Charles  B.  Wilson; 
Douglas  McKay,  Secretary  erf  Interior;  How- 
ard I.  Young.  Deputy  Administrator.  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency;  J.  D.  Small, 
Chairman.  Munitlomi  Board;  Hon.  Henry  C. 
Dworshak.  United  States  Senate;  Hon.  Her- 
man Welker.  United  Stetee  Senate;  Hon. 
Hamer  H.  Budge  a  ad  Hon.  Oracle  Pfoet. 
United  States  House  of  Representatives;  Hon. 
Richard  M.  Nixon,  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States;  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr., 
Speaker  of  the  Hoxise;  Hon.  George  W.  Ma- 
lone,  chairman,  Set.ate  Mines  Committee, 
and  Hon,  A.  L.  Miller,  chairman  of  House 
Internal  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee.'* 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  a£.d  Insular  Affairs: 


*^ouse  Memorial  5 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Elsenhovaer, 
President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica; the  Honorable  Douglas  McKay.  Sec- 
retary  of  the  Interior  of  the  United 
States:  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  In 
aist  session  assembled,  respectfully  submits 
that — 

"Whereas  an  appointment  to  fill  the  office 
of  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  under 
the  administration  of  President  Dwight  D. 
Elsenhower  Is  Imminent;  and 

"Whereas  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Elsen- 
hower, President  of  the  United  States,  has 
repeatedly  stated  that  he  would  prefer  to 
appoint  an  Alaskan  to  the  Office  of  Governor 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  are  desirous  of  having  an  Alaskan 
appointed  Governor  of  Alaska  until  such 
time  as  enabling  legislation  Is  enacted  so 
that  they  may  elect  an  Alaskan  to  this 
office;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  residents  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Alaska  who  are  able  and  fully  quali- 
fied to  fill  the  office  of  Governor;  Now.  there- 
fore, 

"Your  memorialist,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  respect- 
fully urges  that  a  bona  fide  resident  and 
Inhabitant  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  be 
forthwith  appointed  to  the  office  of  Governor. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray. 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  That  the  text 
of  this  memorial  be  telegraphed  to  the  Hon- 
orable E>wlght  D.  Elsenhower  and  the  Honor- 
able Douglas  McKay  Immediately  upon  Its 
adoption. 

"Passed  by  the  house  February  16,  1953. 

"Georck  J.  MiSCOVICH, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
-Attest; 

"Margaret  Grisham, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"Approved  by  the  Governor  February  19, 
1953. 

"EairxsT  GRUzwiirc, 
"Governor  of  Alaska." 
A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  Cuba  Marble  &  Granite  Works.  Cuba.  Mo., 
signed  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  James  I.  EKxld.  owners, 
praying  for  the  enactment  of  Senate  bill  622. 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  make 
a  monetary  aUowance  in  lieu  of  headstones 
or  markers  for  certain  graves;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.   MUNDT: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  14 
"Conctirrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  make 
provision  for  payment  of  the  exact  equiva- 
lent of  taxes  to  the  States  and  other  lesser 
political  subdivisions  whenever  the  tax 
base  of  such  taxing  units  is  depleted  by 
withdrawals  of  lands  for  the  use  of  Federal 
agencies 

"Be  it  resolved  hy  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  {the  House  concurring 
therein) : 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  and 
agencies  thereof  from  time  to  time  have 
withdrawn  from  the  State  and  Its  political 
subdivision  areas  such  as  the  ammunition 
depot  at  Provo;  the  Angostura  irrigation 
project  in  Fall  River  and  Custer  Counties; 
the  Belle  Fotirche  irrigation  project  in  Butte 
and  Meade  Counties;  submarginal  land  util- 
isation areas  principally  located  in  Stanley, 
Ljrman.  Jones.  Jackson.  Pennington,  and 
Perkins  Counties;  airbases  at  Rapid  City  and 
at  Sioux  Falls,  the  Pine  Ridge  Indian  Reser- 
vation; the  Crow  Creek  Indian  Reservation; 
the  Cheyenne  Indian  Reservation;  Rosebud 
Indian  Besenratlon;  the  Standing  Rock  In- 


dian Reservation;  the  Lower  Brule  TnH<an 
Reservation;  the  Slsseton  Indian  Reserva- 
tion; the  Black  Hills  National  Forest;  the 
Harney  National  Forest;  Wind  Cave  National 
Park;  Jewel  Cave  National  Park;  the  Bad 
Lands  National  Monument;  the  Rtiahmore 
National  Monument;  the  East  and  West 
Short  Pine  National  Forests;  veterans'  fa- 
cility hospitals  at  Sioux  Falls  and  at  Ft. 
Meade;  the  bombing  range  in  Shannon 
County;  the  experiment  station  at  Newell; 
the  various  Indian  schools;  the  Indian  hos- 
pital at  Rapid  City;  the  Federal  sanatorium 
at  Hot  Springs,  and  the  other  lesser  with- 
drawals;  and 

"Whereas  In  the  development  of  the  Mis- 
souri River  project  It  will  be  necessary  for 
the  Federal  Government  to  acquire  exten- 
sive areas  In  South  Dakota  such  as  dam 
sites,  areas  to  be  Invmdated  and  marginal 
lands,  rights-of-way  for  canals  and  ditches, 
townsltes,  and  areas  for  administrative  fa- 
cilities;  and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  South  Dakota  has 
for  a  period  of  12  years  paid  on  school  and 
endowment  lands  held  in  trust  by  the  State, 
the  exact  equivalent  of  school  district  and 
county  levies:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
South  Dakota,  the  House  of  Representatives 
concurring  therein,  do  memorialize  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  take  steps  to 
provide  for  the  payment  of  the  exact  equiva- 
lent of  taxes  which  would  otherwise  be 
levied  on  lands  in  the  State  and  Its  political 
subdivisions  were  such  lands  not  acquired  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  Its  agencies; 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
United  States  Senator  Kasi.  Mundt,  United 
States  Senator  Francis  Case,  Congressman 
Harold  O.  Lovrz,  and  to  Congressman  E.  Y. 
Bkxbt,  and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota, 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Oommlttee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.) 

By    Mr.    GOLDWATER: 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Memorial  3 

"Memorial  requesting  the  formulation  of  a 
plan  for  cooperation  In  the  development  of 
ground-water  supplies  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions In  central  and  southern  Arizona 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Department    of    the    Interior,    arid    the 
Commissioner  of  Indan  Affairs: 
*Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"Of  the  estimated  total  of  1,200,000  Irri- 
gated acres  under  cultivation  in  Arizona  in 
1952,  over  800,000  acres,  or  almost  70  percent, 
derive  their  principal  source  of  water  from 
ground  water  supplies. 

"Of  Arizona's  72  million  acres  only  about 
2  percent  is  agricultural  land,  one-half  of 
which  is  privately  owned.  Almost  20  million 
acres,  or  27  percent,  are  Indian-reservation 
lands. 

"Most  of  the  irrigated  lands  deriving  their 
principal  source  of  water  from  ground  water 
supplies  are  situated  In  the  great  central 
valley  of  Arizona  In  Maricopa,  Pinal,  and 
Pima  Counties. 

"A  survey  made  by  the  Phoenix  area  office 
of  the  Office  of  Indian  Affairs  shows  a  pos- 
sibility of  developing  approximately  400.000 
acres  of  Indian  reservation  lands  in  the  cen- 
tral valley  of  Arizona  tiu-ough  the  instal- 
lation of  pumps  and  the  use  of  ground  water 
supplies.  Much  of  this  land  Is  near  or  ad- 
jacent to  the  presently  developed  Irrigated 
acreage  and  In  the  same  geological  basin. 

"Studies  made  by  the  United  States  Geo- 
logical Survey  and  the  State  of  Arizona  estab- 
lish that  the  water   tables  in  Uie  central 
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▼alley  of  Arizona  are  lowering  and  In  most 
Instances  the  declines  in  the  water  table  are 
steady  and  persistent. 

"Proposals  have  been  made  by  the  Indian 
tribes  involved  and  the  Phoenix  area  office 
of  the  Office  of  Indian  Affairs  to  develop 
considerable  additional  acreage  on  the  res- 
ervations in  the  central  valley  of  Arizona 
through  the  medium  of  development  leases 
to  non-Indian  lessees.  Additional  wlth- 
drawls  from  the  ground  water  basin  supply- 
ing this  area  on  the  scale  proposed  would 
constitute  a  serious  threat  to  the  existing 
agrictiltural  economy  of  the  State,  would  not 
be  a  permanent  development  of  Indian 
reservation  lands,  by  reason  of  the  resultant 
competition  for  existing  limited  ground 
water  supplies  and  would  not,  therefore,  add 
materially  to  the  permanent  economic  wel- 
fare of  the  Indian  nor  enable  the  Indian  to 
immediately  farm  the  land  himself.  So  long 
as  the  p>os8lbllity  of  this  type  of  develop- 
ment of  reservation  lands  exists,  it  will  be 
impossible  to  secure  passage  of  adequate 
legislation  regulating  the  withdrawal  of 
ground  water  in  the  affected  areas.  It  is 
recognized,  however,  that  the  normal  devel- 
opment of  land  by  the  Indians  themselves 
would  not  seriously  Interfere  with  any  policy 
of  water  control. 

"The  State  of  Arizona  has  Just  completed 
a  study  of  the  underground  water  resources 
of  the  State,  and  legislation  designed  to  con- 
trol further  development  in  a  large  part  of 
the  central  valley  will  undoubtedly  be  in- 
troduced as  soon  as  a  decision  by  the  State 
Supreme  Court  In  a  pending  case  is  an- 
noimced. 

■Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Senate 
o*  the  State  of  Arizona,  urgently  requests: 
"1.  That  those  agencies  of  the  United 
States  Government  directly  concerned  with 
this  problem  recognize  its  significance  by 
adoption  of  a  statement  of  policy  for  the 
guidance  and  assistance  of  the  legislature 
in  its  future  deliberations,  and  indicate  their 
willingness  to  cooperate  with  the  State  of 
Arizona  in  effecting  an  orderly  withdrawal  of 
existing  ground-water  supplies." 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Arizona:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Memorial   1 
"Memorial  relating  to  Indians  and  requesting 
the   elimination   of   existing   Federal    laws 
which  discriminate  against  Indians 
"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
the    Secretary    of    the    Interior: 

"Your  memorialist  respectfully  repre- 
sents: 

"The  Indians  of  Arizona  are  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  all  fundamental  American 
rights  enjoyed  by  their  fellow  citizens  of 
other  races. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Senate 
of  the  State  of  Arizona,  prays: 

"1.  That  the  Congress  eliminate  all  exist- 
ing Federal  laws  which  discriminate  against 
Indians." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  State  of  Arizona,  identical 
with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 
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Banking  and  Currency,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Be  it  resolved.  That  this  council,  having 
decided  as  a  result  of  a  conference  of  the 
committee  of  the  whole,  under  date  of 
February  14,  1953,  on  the  matter  of  rent 
control  insofar  as  concerns  the  city  of  Med- 
ford,  that  rent  controls  should  be  retained; 
and  therefore 

Resolved.  That  the  Federal  Government  at 
Washington  should  be  memorialized  to  either 
extend  the  Government  control  of  rents  or 
prepare  legislation  that  would  pass  on  to 
the  State  governments  the  power  to  set  up 
controls  in  the  various  States;   and  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Massachusetts  State 
Legislature  be  requested  to  make  prepara- 
tions for  rent  controls  within  the  State  In 
the  event  that  the  Federal  Government  falls 
to  extend  the  period  of  rent  control.  It  being 
the  considered  opinion  of  this  council  that 
controls  should  be  statewide  rather  than 
individual  community  control;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
transmitted  upan  passage  to  the  Members 
of  Congress  and  the  State  legislature  fur 
their  consideration  and  action  thereon. 


RENT  CONTROLS— RESOLUTION  OP 
CITY      COUNCIL      OP     MEDFORD 
MASS. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Medford, 
Mass.,  relating  to  rent  controls. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 


OIL  BENEATH  COASTAL  WATERS — 
RESOLUTION  OP  BOARD  OP  DI- 
RECTORS, KANABEC  COUNTY  CO- 
OPERATIVE OIL  ASSOCIATION, 
MORA,  OGILVIE.  ISLE.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Kanabec  County  Cooperative  Oil  Asso- 
ciation, Mora,  Ogilvie,  Isle,  Minn.,  at  its 
meeting  on  February  27,  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  and  appropriately  referred. 
The  resolution  urges  the  retention  of  the 
offshore  oil  deposits  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Federal  Government. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Kanabec  CotrN-rr  Cooperative 

Oil  Association'. 
Mora.  Minn..  February  28,  1953. 
Senator  H    H.'  Humphrey, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D  C. 
Dear  Senator  Humphrey:  The  board  of 
directors  of  our  associ.-itlon  In  their  nicnthly 
meeting  yesterd.^y.  February  27.  pas,sed  tlie 
following  resolution  which  they  Instructed 
me  to  send  to  you : 

"Whereas  the  vast  deposits  of  oil  valued 
at  upwards  of  »50  billion,  which  lie  far  out 
beneath  the  coastal  waters  of  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  the  Pacific  Ocean,  rightfully  be- 
long to  all  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
as  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  repeatedly  held;   and 

"Because  it  would  be  unjust  to  surrender 
the  ownership  of  these  vast  natural  resources 
to  the  States  of  Texas.  California,  and  Louisi- 
ana since  they  He  outside  of  the  recognized 
tide  lands  which  belong  to  these  States. 

"Therefore,  you  are  respectfully  urged  to 
use  your  influence  to  retain  the  ownership 
of  these  resources  under  the  control  of  all 
of  the  States  as  they  are  at  present." 

We  hope  that  you  will  give  this  important 
matter  your  careful  attention  as  It  Is  of  vital 
Importance  to  all  of  the  people  of  the  U.  S,  A. 
If  the  oil  lobby  succeeds  In  their  efforts  to 
talce  this  oil  from  all  of  the  States  In  favor 
of  three  States,  it  may  someday  greatly  em- 
barrass our  Republican  administration. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Carl  J.  Johnson. 

Secretary. 
John  B.  Vandermter, 

Acting  Manager. 


EXCISE  TAXES  —  RESOLUTION  OP 
MINNESOTA  TELEPHONE  ASSO- 
CIATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  and  appropriately  referred, 
a  resolution  unanimously  adopted  in  con- 
vention by  the  Minnesota  Telephone 
Association  on  February  19,  1953.  relat- 
ing to  excise  taxes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 


Whereas  the  member  companies  of  the 
Minnesota  Telephone  A.ssoclation  are  vlUlly 
concerned  with  the  tax  burden  on  telephone 
service:  and 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  recognized  the  special  burden  created  by 
excise  taxes  on  public  utility  services  gen- 
erally, by  the  recent  elimination  of  such  tax 
on  electrical  energy  and  reduction  of  tax  on 
telegraph  communications;   and 

Whereas  the  excise  tax  paid  by  telephone 
subscribers  la  rightly  considered  by  the  sub- 
scribers as  an  integral  part  of  the  cost  of 
telephone  service;  and 

Whereas  other  comparable  public  utilities 
generally  are  not  currently  subject  to  a  Fed- 
eral excise  levy  of  any  kind;  and 

Whereas  there  has  been  a  widespread  re- 
action against  excise  taxes  on  telephone  serv- 
ice  from  both  resident  and  business  tele- 
phone subscribers:    and 

Whereas  excise  taxes  on  this  service  have 
Leen  resorted  to  In  the  past  only  in  cases  of 
emergency,  and  repealed  when  the  emergency 
was  over:  and 

Whereas  with  nearly  50  million  telephones 
in  use  In  the  United  States  and  more  than 
160  million  local  exchange  conversations  and 
7  million  long-distance  calls  every  day  in  the 
year,  it  should  be  obvious  to  anyone  that 
more  people  are  affected  by  the  taxes  on 
phone  calls  than  could  pcwslbly  be  affected 
by  the  taxes  on  any  other  thing  or  service; 
and 

Whereas  telephone  service  Is  not  a  luxury 
but  Is  a  business  and  social  necessity  and 
an  essential  service  lilce  water,  gas,  and  elec- 
tricity, and,  In  case  of  illness,  fire,  accident, 
or  other  emergency,  far  from  being  a  luxury. 
It  i.s  a  Vital  necessity:  yet  this  essential  and 
vital  service  is  nevertheless  taxed  at  rates 
higher  than  the  tax  on  Jewelry,  furs,  and 
adm.lsElons  to  theaters,  and  is  the  same  as 
the  tax  on  cabarets  and  roofgardens;  and 

Whereas  water,  gas.  electriccl  energy,  and 
certain  short-haul  transportation  are  exempt 
from  excise  taxes,  and  telephone  service  is 
the  only  utility  service  which  is  subject  to  an 
excise  tax.  the  tax  on  telephone  service  Is 
rank  discrimination;   and 

Whereas  the  ellmlnatl<in  of  excise  taxes  on 
telephone  service  would  assist  telephone 
companies  in  their  program  for  extending 
telephone  service  to  rural  areas:  and 

Whereas  telephone  companies,  at  substan- 
tial expsnse  to  themselves,  serve  as  tax  col- 
lectors for  the  Federal  Government  in  con- 
nection with  the.se  taxes,  and  collection  of 
tlie  tax  has  been  dune  without  compensation 
or  even  reimbursement  of  expenses  incurred, 
thus  imposing  a  genuine  hard.«-hlp  upon  some 
of  the  member  companies  of  tills  associa- 
tion :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Rcsc'ved  by  this  convention  assembled. 
That  the  Minnecota  Telephone  Association 
and  ItG  member  companies  are  of  the  opinion 
that  the  precent  exci:;e  tax  on  communica- 
tion service  makes  It  imnosclble  to  maintain 
a  reasonably  priced  and  nondiscriminatory 
public  communication  service,  and  that,  ac- 
cordingly, the  excise  tax  on  communication 
service  should  be  repealed  or  greatly  reduced; 
and 

Resolved  further.  That  the  offlcers  of  this 
a.'^soclatlon  are  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  forward  a  copy  of  this  resolution 


to  each  of  the  Minnesota  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives in  the  Conip-ess  of  the  United 
States,  and  said  officers  ire  further  author- 
ized and  directed  to  urg-s  said  Senators  and 
Representatives  to  support  any  legislation 
looking  toward  a  repeal  or  reduction  in  the 
hlehly  discriminatory  exclae  tax  now  Imposed 
CiU  telephone  service. 


P.'^RITY  PRICES   ON   DAIRY   PROD- 
UCTS—RESOLUTION     OP     UNION 
GROVE   FARMERS   UNION.   LOCAL 
282,  PAYNESVILLE    MINN. 
Mr  HUMPHREY.    Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous    consent    that    a    resolution 
adopted  by  the  Union  Grove  Farmers 
Uruon,  Local  282,  Payresville.  Minn.,  re- 
garding  parity   on   dairy   products,   be 
printed  in  the  Rxcord,  and  appropriately 
referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Porejitry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

FcBBUAiT  25,   1953. 
Hon.  HtrsniT  HtrnPHaiT. 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washinijton.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Senatob:  Th«'  members  of  Union 
Grove  Farmers  Union.  Local  282.  of  Meeker 
County,  State  of  Mlunf«ot«.  consisting  of 
79  paid  members,  offer  tae  following  resolu- 
tion to  you  that  was  drawn  up  at  our  last 
meeting: 

"Whereas  the  support  price  of  dairy  prod- 
ucts is  due  to  expire  March  31  and  as  the 
sale  of  dairy  products  in  the  major  portion 
of  not  only  our  Income,  but  the  entire  State 
of  Minnesota,  and  if  not  supported  of  at 
least  90  percent  of  parity  our  income  wlU 
certainly  be  lowered  to  a  dangerous  level, 
and  any  further  reduct:.on  In  farm  Income 
will  have  a  strong  tendency  to  upeet  the 
economy  of  the  entlrf  United  States  of 
America:  TTherefore  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  signers  of  the  accom- 
panied resolution  respectfully  request  that 
dairy  products  be  suppo.^ted  at  90  percent  of 
parity." 

This  resolution  was  signed  by  members 
present  at  the  local  meet  Ing,  to  support  dairy 
]>rnduct8  at  90  percent  of  parity.  Dated 
February  18,  1953. 


STABILIZATION  OP  FARM  PRICES- 
RESOLUTION  OP  NORTH  DAKOTA 
STATE  SENATE 

Mr.  LANCER  Mr,  President,  I  am 
In  receipt  of  a  letter  signed  by  five  mem- 
bers of  the  North  Daliota  State  Senate, 
the  33d  legislative  assembly,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 24.  1953.  transmitting  resolution 
10,  adopted  by  the  North  Dakota  State 
Senate,  memorializing c  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  take  steps  to  stabilize  farm 
prices.  I  ask  unaniiaous  consent  that 
the  letter  and  resolttion  be  appropri- 
ately referred  and  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
nnd  resolution  were  rtferred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

State  or  North  Dakota, 
33d  LzGisLAnvx  Asskmblt. 
Bismarck,  February  24,  1953. 
Hon    William  LANon, 

United   States   Seruitor,  Senate   Office 
Building.   Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senatoe  Lancdi:  Enclosed  herewith 
is  a  copy  of  Senate  Resolution  10.  which  has 
been  adopted  unanimously  by  the  North  Da- 
kota Senate.  The  undersigned  sponsors  of 
the  resolution  are  deeply  concerned  about 


the  present  uncertain  status  of  farm  prices 
and  the  urgent  necessity  of  Immediate  cor- 
rective measiires. 

It  Is  our  sincere  hope  that  effective  steps 
wlU  be  taken  at  once  to  stabilize  farm  prices 
and  that  the  agricultural  economy  of  North 
Dakota  and  the  Nation  as  a  whole  will  be 
fully  protected  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture and  the  Congress  ol  the  United 
States. 

Very  truly  ycurs. 

Albert   J.    Sandness. 

Esnxst  C.  Livincston, 

Rein  hart  Krznz. 

Harrt  W.  Wadesom, 

Philip  J.  Bauer, 

Senators. 

Senate  Resolution  10 
Resolution   memorializing  the  Elecretary  of 
Agriculture  to  take  steps  to  stabilize  farm 
prices 

Whereas  the  economic  welfare  of  all  the 
people  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  is  en- 
tirely dependent  on  a  prosperous  agricul- 
tural economy;  and 

Whereas  after  a  dozen  years  of  abundant 
production  of  farm  crops  through  favorable 
weather  conditions  there  is  evidence  of  a 
natural  decline  in  that  production  cycle; 
and 

Whereas  this  decline,  together  with  falling 
agricultural  prices,  and  an  Increased  cost  of 
operation  has  already  resulted  in  an  in- 
crease in  farm  and  chattel  mortgages,  and 
a  general  tightening  of  credits,  thus  bring- 
ing about  a  decrease  in  the  buying  power  of 
our  people;  and 

Whereas  the  support  price  and  the  cash 
price  of  grain  la  far  below  the  1910  to  1914 
parity  price;  for  example,  such  per  bushel 
parity  price  on  wheat  Is  $2.44,  on  oats  $1.10, 
on  barley  $1.71,  and  on  flax  $4.66,  while  cash 
prices  on  these  products  today  in  Bismarck 
are  as  follows:  wheat,  $2.08.  oats  $0.56,  bar- 
ley $0.91.  and  flax  $3.52;  and 

Whereas  Importation  of  farm  commodities 
exceeds  exportation  by  over  a  billion  doUars 
and  the  continued  dumping  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  stocks  would 
further  depress  the  market;  and 
-  Whereas  we  are  unalterably  (^p>osed  to  go- 
ing back  to  a  program  of  sutMldy  payments 
and  Oovernment  control  of  agrlculttiral  op- 
erations In  lieu  of  fair  market  prices  or  a 
sound  price  support  program;  and 

Whereas  we  recognize  that  "parity"  is  a 
price  determined  by  the  Oovernment  to  be 
fair  to  producer  and  consumer  alike  and 
present  price  supports  are  necessary  to  pro- 
vide a  fair  price  for  farm  products:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota.  That  we  urge  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  take  immediate  steps  to 
halt  the  ruinous  drop  In  farm  prices,  and 
that  a  program  designed  to  stabilize  all  farm 
commodity  prices  at  full  parity  be  put  Into 
effect  at  the  earliest  poeslble  moment;  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
let  It  be  known  in  unmistakable  terms  that 
this  administration  is  not  going  to  let  the 
farmers  be  pushed  to  the  edge  of  disaster 
before  coming  vigorously  to  their  aid;  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  take  action  Immediately  tinder 
section  22  of  the  Agricultural  Act  to  curtail 
heavy  imports  of  agricultural  commodities  of 
which  we  have  abundant  supplies  and  which 
imports  are  seriously  affecting  the  operation 
of  our  price  support  program;  be  It  fvu-ther 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture desist  dumping  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  stocks  on  our  markets  when 
prices  are  below  established  support  levels; 
be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  renewal  of  the  Inter- 
national Wheat  Agreement  U  necessary  In 
order  to  continue  adequate  foreign  exports; 
be  it  further 


Resolved,  That  we  commend  and  support 
Senator  Milton  Toitnc  for  his  untiring  ef- 
forts to  obtain  economic  equality  for  Agri- 
culture, and  that  we  endorse  his  stand  on 
international  trade  agreements,  farm  price 
supports,  and  fair  Import  and  export  pro- 
grams. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted : 

By  Mr.  PAYNE,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia : 

S.  873.  A  biU  to  amend  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Credit  Unions  Act;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  74). 

By  Mr.  BARRETT,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia: 

S.  697.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Delegate  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  House  of 
Representatives;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
No.  75). 

By  Mr.  CASE,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia: 

S.  J.  Res.  52.  Joint  resolution  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  provide  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent  Control  for 
the  period  ending  Ajh-II  30,  1953;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  79). 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

S.  709.  A  bin  to  give  proper  recognition  to 
the  distinguished  service  of  Col.  J.  Claude 
Klmbrough;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  78) ;  and 

H.  R.  2332.  A  bill  to  place  temporary  limi- 
tations on  the  number  of  officers  serving  on 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  77). 


CONTINUANCE  IN  EFFECT  OP  CER- 
TAIN PROVISIONS  OP  THE  DE- 
PENDENTS ASSISTANCE  ACT  OF 
1950— REPORT  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
I  report  favorably  an  original  bill  to 
amend  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act  of 
1950,  to  continue  in  effect  certain  of  the 
provisions  thereof,  and  I  submit  a  report 
(No.  76)  thereon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received  and  the  bill  will 
be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

The  bill  (S.  1188)  to  amend  the  De- 
pendents Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  con- 
tinue in  effect  certain  of  the  provisions 
thereof,  reported  by  Mr,  Saltonstall, 
from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  placed  on 
the  calendar. 


PRINTINa  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  DOCUMENT  RELATING  TO  PO- 
SITIONS NOT  UNDER  CIVIL  SERV- 
ICE 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
I  report  favorably,  without  amendment. 
Senate  Resolution  87,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  87)  was  read 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  be  printed  addlUonal 
copies  of  Senate  Document  No.  18  of  the  83d 
Congress.  1st  session,  entitled  "Poeltion* 
Not  Under  the  Civil  Service,"  as  provided  for 
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by  existing  law,  for  tbe  use  of  the  Senate 
document  room. 

Mr.  KT  LENDER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  may  we  have 
an  explanation  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  the  res- 
olution authorizes  $1,200  for  additional 
copies  of  Senate  Document  18.  The  cost 
of  printing  these  copies  under  this  reso- 
lution would  be  about  $500  per  thousand, 
so  the  resolution  will  give  the  Senate 
two  more  thousand  for  distribution. 
This  resolution,  however,  miist  be 
adopted  in  time  to  catch  the  run  of  this 
document  or  it  will  be  of  no  use.  To 
have  to  put  the  document  back  on  the 
press,  once  it  has  been  run  the  first  time, 
will  cost  about  $1,500  for  the  first  thou- 
sand copies.  Since  that  figure  is  in  ex- 
cess of  $1,300.  the  resolution  must  be 
agreed  to  now.  or  it  will  come  too  late 
to  be  of  any  value  in  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  these  copies  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
quire if  the  resolution  is  on  the  calendar? 

Mr.  JENNER.  No ;  I  am  reporting  the 
resolution  from  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration. 

Mr.  ET.T.EI'JDER.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESroENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  resolution? 

There  beini?  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  87)  submitted  by  Mr.  Carl- 
son on  March  2,  1953,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, was  considered  and  agreed  to. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
S.  1159.  A  bill  to  provide  mandatory  price 
supports  through  1957  for  dairy  products, 
hogs,  cattle,  poultry  and  eggs,  oats,  soybeans. 
rye.  flaxseed,  barley,  grain  sorghums,  and 
other  commodities;  to  the  Committee  oa 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Httmphret  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 
8.  1160.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain  land  to  the 
city  of  Tucson.  Ariz.,  and  to  accept  other 
land  In  exchange  therefor;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  1161.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  as  amended,  by  adding  a  new 
subsection  to  section  14  relating  to  State 
authority  to  regulate  the  right  to  strike  and 
picket:  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare. 

By  Mr.   FERGUSON: 
S.  1182.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of   Angelo 
Giuseppe  Grassl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   KEFAUVER: 
S.  1163.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  salaries  of 
Judges  of  the  United  States;    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 
S.  1164.  A  bill  to  amend  section  218  (d)  of 
the  Social  Secur'ty  Act  so  as  to  permit  the 
coverage   under   the   old-age   and   survivors 
Insurance  program  of  State  employees  cov- 
ered under  a  State  retirement  system.  If  the 
State  by  which  such  retirement  system  was 
established  had  in  effect  on  January  l,  195 1, 
•  statute  providing  for  making  such  retire- 
ment system  supplementary  to  the  old-age 


and  survivors  Insurance  system;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Wilkt  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  TAFT: 

8.  1165.  A   bill    for    the    relief    of   Paul    E. 
Rocke;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 

S.  1166.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Wil- 
liam Brady;  and 

S.  1167.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
Nicholas  Christodoullas;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 

GOLDWATER)  : 

S.  1168.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  settlers  on 
the  International  Strip  at  Nogales.  Ariz.;  to 
the   Committee   on  the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 
S.  1169.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Tamiko 
Nagae: 

S.  1170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chie  Adachl; 
and 

S.  1171.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ivo  Marku- 
lin;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   HENNINGS    (for  himself    and 
Mr.  Symington)  : 
S.  1172.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Eugene 
Ctibor:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   WATKINS: 
S.  1173.  A    bill    Ui    facilitate    the    develop- 
ment, management,   and   use  of   public   use 
areas  and  facilities  and  improvement  of  wild- 
life habitat  on  the  national  forests,  and  for 
other  piirposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
S.  1174.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  relief 
of  certain  Reserve  officers  formerly  in  the 
Regular  Army  and  Navy  and  who  were  ap- 
pointed prior  to  Augu.st  24.  1912.  and  March 
4,  1913.  respectively;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  THYE  (for  himself,  Mr.  Spark- 
man,   Mr.   Duff,   Mr.   Gillette.   Mr. 
Hendkickson.    Mr.    Hu.mphrey,    Mr. 
Hunt,  Mr.  Long.  Mr.  Schoeppel,  Mr. 
Smathers,  and  Mr.  Tobey  )  : 
S.  1175.  A  bill  to  amend  and  extend  until 
June   30.    1954.    the   provision   of    title   II   of 
the  First  War  Powers  Act,  1941,  as  amended, 
and   to   prescribe   standards   for   the    imple- 
mentation of  such  provisions;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

(See   the   remarks   of  Mr.   Thye  when   he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  IVES: 
S.  1176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Hos- 
kins.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KUCHEL: 
S.  1177.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    David 
Satoshl  Phillips;   to  the  Committee  oa  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
S.1178.  A  bill  to  provide  that  pensions 
shall  be  extended  to  the  widows  and  chil- 
dren of  deceased  World  War  II  veterans  on 
the  same  conditions  as  they  are  now  ex- 
tended to  the  widows  and  children  of  de- 
ceased World  War  I  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

S.  1179.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  em- 
ployees of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
who,  while  In  the  course  of  their  official 
duties,  suffered  losses  for  personal  property 
by  reason  of  war  conditions  and  whose 
claims  for  such  losses  have  been  considered 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury upon  the  recommendation  of  a  Treas- 
ury Claim  Board: 

S.  1180.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act 
of  May  29,  1945,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
for  the  settlement  of  claims  of  military  per- 
sonnel and  civilian  employees  of  the  War 
Department  or  of  the  Army  for  damage  to 
or  loss,  destruction,  capture,  or  abandon- 
ment of  personal  property  occurring  inci- 
dent to  their  service"  by  extending  the  Ume 
Xor  filing  certain   claims   thereunder; 

S.  1181.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3185  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code; 


S.  1182.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lennle 
P.  Rlggs,  James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon  L. 
Ransom; 

S.  1183.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
DeMontigny; 

S.  1184.  A  bill  to  authorize  relief  of  au- 
thorized certifying  officers  from  exceptions 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  terminated 
war  agencies  In  liquidation  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  State; 

S.  1185  A  bill  to  amend  further  the  Fed- 
eral Register  Act.  as  amended;   and 

S.  1166.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of 
328.000  special  nonquota  Immigrant  visas  to 
certain  refugees,  German  expellees,  and  na- 
tives of  Italy,  Greece,  and  the  Netherlands, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1187.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  of  a  high  school  for 
Indian  pupils  within  the  eraerlor  boundaries 
of  the  Fort  Berthold  Reservation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SALTON3TALL: 

S  1188.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Dependents 
Af.slstance  Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof;  placed  on 
the  calendar. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstall  when 
he   reported   the   above   bill    from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  which  api)ear  un- 
der a  separate  heading  ) 
By  Mr    LEHMAN: 

S  J  Res  54  Joint  resolution  designating 
March  3.  1954,  as  General  Pularkl  Day;  to 
the  Cotmnlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PRICE  SUPPORTS  FOR  CERTAIN 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  provide  mandatory-  price  supports 
through  1957  for  dairy  products,  hogs, 
cattle,  poultry  and  eggs,  oats,  soybeans', 
rye.  flaxseed,  barley,  grain  sorghums, 
and  other  commodities.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  statement  prepared 
by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1159)  to  provide  manda- 
tory price  supports  through  1957  for 
dairy  products,  hogs,  cattle,  poultry  and 
eggs,  oats,  soybeans,  rye,  flaxseed,  barley, 
grain  soi-ghums,  and  other  commodities, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Humphrey,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Humphrey  is  as 
follows: 

STATEMia»T     BY     SENATOH     HUMPHRET 

Confusion  and  uncertainty  over  the  future 
agricultural  policies  of  the  new  administra- 
tion seriously  threatens  to  undermine  the 
farm  economy  of  our  Nation. 

Farm  prices  are  already  on  the  skids,  at  a 
time  when  costs  of  farming  are  increasing. 
Farm  income  Ls  declining  dangerously  in 
relation  to  the  income  of  other  segments  of 
our  economy. 

The  current  issue  of  the  U.  S.  News  ft 
World  Report  agrees  that  farmers  are  caught 
in  a  squeeze — getting  less  for  what  they  sell 
and  paying  almost  as  much  for  what  they 
have  to  buy.  It  backs  up  iu  conclusion  that 
a  farm  recession  Is  now  under  way  with 
figures  from  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  showing  that  the  farm  share  of 
national  income  has  fallen  below  1932. 

In  that  depressed  year,  farmers'  share  of 
the  national  income  was  7.3  percent.  By 
194€,  that  share  had  risen  to  10.8  percent. 


For  1953,  It  is  now  offlolally  estimated  to  be 
onlv  6  5  percent. 

Other  economic  indli»tor«  of  the  farm  sit- 
uation— the  parity  pot  itlon  of  farmers,  the 
r.irmers'  share  of  the  lood  dollar,  and  what 
farmers  keep  from  gross  income — are  also 
all  sharply  down,  accorllng  to  the  U.  8.  News 
&  World  Report. 

These  are  warnings  that  must  be  heeded, 
if  we  are  to  avert  the  kind  of  collapse  that 
has  plunged  us  into  pist  depressions. 

Immediate,  positive,  constructive  action  is 
needed  to  bolster  the  economic  climate  for 
American  agriculture. 

Action  Is  needed  to  clarify  the  conflicting 
phlloeophles  now  so  apparent  within  the 
ranks  of  the  adminlstrstion  in  regard  to  agri- 
culture. 

Action  is  needed  to  irake  good  the  repeated 
n.s.'.urances  of  the  leaders  and  platforms  of 
buth  political  parties  that  economic  pro- 
tection for  agriculture  would  be  continued. 

Action  Is  needed  tc  establish  such  eco- 
nomic protection  as  a  basic  public  policy. 
nuiy  accepted  as  in  the  public's  interest, 
beyond  the  realm  of  pslltlcal  controversy. 

The  bill  which  I  ha\'e  introduced  will  ac- 
complish that  purpose 

It  will  assure  American  farmers  fair  re- 
turns for  answering  the  Nation's  call  to 
greater  production.  It  will  eliminate  the 
threat  of  economic  penalty  for  producing  in 
the  abundance  the  Nt.tion  now  requires  to 
meet  fully  Its  domes'.lc  and  International 
needs. 

I  am  proposing  that  the  farm  price  sup- 
port level  be  at  90-100  percent  of  the  parity 
f.ilr  return  standard  for  all  basic  and  other 
deslt;nated  storable  com-nodltles — the  parity 
level  pledged  to  the  American  farmer  by 
President  Elsenhower  Curing  the  campaign. 

I  am  proposing  to  make  mandatory  the 
snpjxirt  of  a  number  3f  commodities  which 
are  now  subject  to  the  discretion — or  in- 
dLscretlon — of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  bill  would  add  flaxseeds,  soybeans, 
oats,  rye,  barley,  and  grain  sorghums  to  the 
list  of  commodities  su]>ported  by  mandatory 
90  100  percent  price  fupports. 

It  would  also  make  mandatory  the  support 
of  dairy  products,  cattle,  hogs,  and  poultry 
a:id  epgs  at  not  less  than  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  am  further  propxjsir.g  to  extend  the  period 
of  firm,  mandatory  farm  price  supports 
through  1957,  a  year  a;ter  the  new  adminis- 
tration takes  office. 

I  am  asking  that  the  present  dual  parity 
formula  be  continued  for  that  same  period. 
Instead  of  requiring  the  so-called  "new 
firniula  "  to  go  into  effect  at  the  end  of  next 
year. 

In  the  bill,  I  am  purposely  not  limiting 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  any  one  meth- 
od uf  supix)rt  for  perishables,  recommend- 
Ini;  Instead  that  he  co:^slder  the  use  of  any 
or  all  of  several  alternative  methods. 

We  must  accomplish  price  suppwrt  to  the 
farmers  without  penalizing  consumers  by 
withholding  such  perltihable  products  from 
u.seiul,  human  consumption. 

American  farmers  were  told  by  President 
Eisenhower  In  a  campaign  speech  at  Brook- 
ings. S.  Dak.,  on  October  4.  1952,  that — 

"The  Republican  Pa.rty  is  pledged  to  the 
su.stainlng  of  the  90  p«;rcent  of  parity  price 
supports,  and  it  is  pledged  even  more  than 
that  to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  full 
parity,  100  percent  of  parity,  with  a  guar- 
anty In  price  supports  at  90  percent." 

Earlier  at  Kasson.  Minn.,  on  September  6, 
President  Elsenhower  tald: 

'T  Rrmly  believe  that  agriculture  Is  enti- 
tled to  a  fair,  full  share  of  the  national 
Income  •  •  •  and  a  fair  share  is  not  merely 
90  percent  of  parity,  but  fiUl  parity." 

He  aded,  and  again  I  quote: 

"As  provided  in  the  Republican  platform, 
the  nonperlshable  crops  so  important  to  the 
diversified  farmer,  cropw  auch  as  oaU,  bar- 
ley, rye,  and  soybeans  should  be  given  the 
same  protection  as  available  to  the  major 
cash   crops." 


He  tOso  said,  in  the  same  talk: 

"We  must  find  sound  methods  of  obtain- 
ing greater  protection  for  our  diversified 
farms,  our  producers  of  perishable  foods. 
They  yield  the  rich  variety  of  meat,  milk, 
eggs,  fruits,  and  vegetables,  that  support  our 
nutritious  national  diet  •  •  •  we  can  and 
will  find  a  sound  way  to  do  the  Job." 

With  those   views  I  most   heartily  agree. 

I  have  accepted  the  President's  pledge  to 
American  farmers  in  good  faith,  as  I  am  sure 
our  farmers  have  done. 

I  welcomed  President  Eisenhower's  views  as 
consistent  with  the  constructive  farm  phi- 
losophy of  the  Democratic  administrations 
under  which  agriculture  had  been  guided  out 
of  the  depth  of  depression  into  its  period 
of  greatest  progress  and  prosperity.  He 
seemed  to  agree  with  many  of  us  that  our 
farm-price-support  laws  needed  to  be 
strengthened  and  expanded  to  cover  more 
commodities  and  not  weakened  or  scuttled. 

Ao  an  expression  of  my  agreement,  I  am 
placing  before  the  Senate  In  bill  form  the 
means  of  carrying  out  President  Elsenhow- 
er's pledges  to  American  farmers.  It  is  de- 
signed to  firm  up  our  entire  agricultural 
economy  by  ending  the  doubt  and  uncer- 
tainty that  now  hangs  over  the  head  of  every 
farmer  risking  his  investment  in  the  pro- 
duction of  food  and  fiber  for  the  Nation's 
needs. 

There  Is  urgent  need  for  such  action  with- 
out  delay. 

Day  after  day  farmers  in  my  State  of 
Minnesota  and  in  other  States  are  tumbling 
to  the  brink  of  financial  ruin  over  the  "Ni- 
agara" of  falling  farm  prices. 

I  have  received  letters,  telegrams,  a  memo- 
rial from  the  State  Legislature  of  Minnesota, 
and  other  appeals  for  action  from  farmers 
without  precedent  since  the  1920's,  when 
agriculture  was  permitted  to  sink  into  a 
decline  that  ended  In  mass  bankruptcy. 

We  can  never  permit  such  a  decline  again. 

On  the  contrary,  we  urgently  need  the 
utmost  strength  in  our  agricultural  economy 
at  this  very  time. 

Agriculture's  Job  has  not  changed  over- 
night. Farmers  of  this  country  still  have 
the  tremendous  responsibility  of  producing 
abundantly  to  meet  all  the  expanding  needs 
of  a  growing  population,  and  of  contribut- 
ing their  utmost  to  the  economic  strength 
of  our  country  at  a  time  when  we  mtist  be — 
and  remain — economically  strong. 

Pood  requirements  of  the  future  will  be 
much  greater  than  now,  and  ways  must  be 
found  to  make  further  strides  In  production. 

The  problems  confronting  farmers  trying 
to  accomplish  their  Job  of  production  haven't 
changed  overnight  either.  They  are  still 
there  and  must  be  faced  squarely  regardless 
of  changes  in  the  country's  political  leader- 
ship. 

Foremost  among  them  is  the  problem  of 
insuring  continued  food  abundance  by  pro- 
viding some  assurance  of  reasonable  returns 
for  the  farmer  producing  it. 

Everyone  has  a  stake  in  maintaining  such 
abundant  production,  not  Just  the  farmer. 

Our  population  has  been  increasing  at  the 
rate  of  about  2V2  million  a  year — 21/2  million 
more  mouths  to  be  fed  each  year — 7,400  a 
day,  300  an  hour,  5  every  minute. 

In  the  face  of  that  population  trend  con- 
sumers have  a  vital  stake  in  maintaining  a 
strong  and  productive  agricultural  economy. 
Abundant  agricultural  production  is  the 
consumer's  only  safeguard  against  soaring 
retail  prices  now  that  price  controls  are  being 
scuttled. 

But  can  farmers  be  expected  to  go  on 
producing  in  abundance  if  it  means  they 
must  take  less  and  less?  To  protect  the 
interests  of  both  farmers  and  consumers, 
we  must  maintain  the  incentive  of  fair 
prices  to  achieve  abundance.  We  must  then 
find  ways  to  vise  that  abundance  wisely  with- 
out penalizing  the  producer. 

Both  presidential  candidates  recognized 
and  accepted  that  public  policy  as  In  the 
best  interest  of  the  entire  Nation. 


Unfortunately,  farmers  are  learning  that 
a  sharply  conflicting  philosophy  is  coming 
out  from  hiding  from  within  the  ranks  high 
In  the  councils  of  the  Republican  Party. 

The  discredited  starve-out  theory  of  lower- 
ing prices  to  force  compulsory  adjustments 
is  being  brushed  off  and  hatiled  into  public 
light  again. 

Farmers  have  a  right  to  know  the  real 
intentions  of  the  Republican  adirinistration. 

They  know  what  President  Elsenhower 
promised  them. 

They  know  what  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Benson  is  saying. 

They  know  the  two  views  are  In  sharp 
conflict. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  undoubt- 
edly a  sincere,  eco^est.  and  deeply  religious 
man.  Nevertheless,  his  principles  are  obvi- 
ously opposed  to  the  campaign  promises  of 
President  Eisenhower. 

Secretary  Benson  expounded  his  farm  phi- 
losophy in  an  address  at  St.  Paul,  in  which 
he  declared  that  "price  supports  should  pro- 
vide insurance  against  disaster."  He  appar- 
ently doesn't  believe  price  supports  should 
be  used  to  provide  farmers  some  Instuance 
of  fair  prices. 

Farmers  have  every  right  to  be  alarmed  at 
what  loolLs  like  the  beginning  of  a  sellout — 
a  repudiation  of  what  had  been  pledged  to 
them,  not  once  but  repeatedly,  during  the 
campaign. 

They  will  be  even  more  alarmed  if  they 
read  the  remarks  of  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore of  the  Senate,  Mr.  Bridges,  given  in 
this  Chamber  Friday,  apparently  setting 
the  stage  for  turning  back  the  clock  to 
a  survival-of-the-flttest  squeeze-out-the- 
little-fiillow  farm  philosophy. 

Such  a  course  would  be  a  direct  repudia- 
tion of  the  President's  pledge  to  the  farmers 
of  this  country  and  a  dangerous  tampering 
with  the  Nation's  future  food  supply. 

It  is  clear  to  me.  on  the  basis  of  Secre- 
tary Benson's  speech  at  St.  Paul,  that  if 
there  is  to  be  any  action  to  strengthen  farm 
markets  and  halt  price  declines  that  action 
must  be  clearly  initiated  by  the  Congress. 

And  It  app>ears  clear  to  me,  on  the  basis  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire's  policy 
Statement  on  Friday,  that  if  anything  is 
going  to  be  done  to  make  good  President 
Elsenhower's  campaign  pledges  to  farmers  it 
will  have  to  be  supported  from  this  side  of 
the  aisle  instead  of  depending  upon  the 
President's  own  majority  party. 

That's  all  I  have  done  in  this  bill— to  ask 
the  Senate  to  make  good  on  the  pledges  to 
American  farmers  by  both  political  parties. 

We  cannot  leave  these  vital  problems  to 
be  solved  at  the  discretion — or  indiscretion — 
of  the  Secretary  _of  Agricultin-e.  However 
sincere  he  may  be,  his  basic  philosophy  does 
not  agree  with  the  necessity  of  maintaining 
high-level  farm  price  supports. 

Fortunately,  he  rose  above  his  own  prin- 
ciples long  enough  to  extend  at  least  tem- 
porarily the  existing  90-percent  support  for 
dairy  products. 

His  decision  is  certainly  welcome,  but  it 
holds  little  assiu-ance  for  the  future — for 
either  dairy  products  or  other  commodities. 

In  granting  the  90-percent  support  dairy 
extension,  the  Secretary  still  made  clear  he 
was  opposed  to  it  in  principle.  And  he  cer- 
tainly gave  a  gloomy  outlook  of  what  his 
ideas  are  toward  reducing  price  supports  in 
the  future. 

Let  me  quote  from  a  Washington  Post 
article  explaining  Secretary  Benson's  posi- 
tion : 

"In  temporary  Justification,  he  (Benson) 
pointed  out.  however,  that  dalr3maen  pay 
high  prices  for  feed.  Com  and  wheat,  which 
go  into  it,  will  be  supported  at  90  percent 
of  parity,  at  least  until  1954.  It  would  not 
be  fair  to  drop  dairy  prices,  he  felt,  until 
corn  and  wheat  come  down  in  price." 

Could  it  be  any  clearer  what  his  inten> 
tlons  are  toward  support  of  all  basic  com- 
modities  after  1954? 
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Can  farmers  be  asked  to  keep  on  producing 
In  abundance  with  such  a  threat  hanging 
over  their  heads? 

The  American  farmer  needs  to  be  told  and 
wants  to  be  told  as  quickly  as  possible  where 
he  stands.  It  is  Important  that  the  farmer, 
the  agricultural  tradesmen,  the  boards  of 
trade,  the  mercantile  exchanges,  and  those 
who  deal  In  farm  conmiodltles  know  and 
know  promptly  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  does  not  propose  to  stand  by 
and  do  nothing  while  agricultural  prices 
break  and  drag  our  whole  economy  into  a 
sharp  recession  or  a  depression. 

They  need  to  be  assured  that  the  American 
people  want  continued  abundant  produc- 
tion, and  that  we  recognize  a  public  obliga- 
tl  n  to  protect  the  producers  of  that  abun- 
dance. 

Both  Secretary  Benson  and  Senator  BRnx:ES 
have  recently  been  making  disturbing  state- 
ments about  unmanageable  surpluses,  indi- 
cating they  are  thinking  in  terms  of  scarcity, 
rather  than  welcoming  abundance  and  seek- 
ing to  make  gogd  use  of  It. 

What's  behind  the  smokescreen  suddenly 
being  created  about  unmanageable  surpluses, 
at  a  time  when  every  study  shows  the  world's 
food  production  is  not  even  keeping  pace 
With  its  population  gro\^-th? 

How  can  there  be  talk  about  huge  sur- 
pluses of  corn,  when  we  have  been  using 
up  more  feed  grains  than  we  have  produced 
the  last  few  years?  We  have  been  drawing 
upon  our  reserves  until  we  should  be  more 
concerned  about  maintaining  them  at  safe 
levels  than  talking  about  surplus. 

Let's  not  be  hoodwinked  into  turning 
backward  toward  any  scarcity  philosophy  for 
agriculture.  We  reject  the  notion  of  squeez- 
ing the  little  fellow  out  of  business  until 
production  can  be  so  restricted  as  to  de- 
mand— and  get — artificially  high  prices  from 
the  consumer. 

I'm  afraid  too  many  spokesmen  for  the 
majority  party  can't  get  over  the  habit  of 
looking  ba'-k  20  years  or  so.  In  all  sincerity, 
I  ask  them  to  turn  around  and  look  ahead. 
Instead.  They  have  a  new  responsibility 
and  a  new  obligation  to  look  ahead,  and  to 
act  constructively  for  the  future. 

How  much  food  are  we  going  to  need  from 
American  farmers?  Let  me  give  you  some 
examples: 

To  supply  each  person  In  1075  with  the 
B/ime  standards  of  diet  as  we  have  been  pet- 
ting will  require  about  S'o  billion  more 
pounds  of  red  meat  than  were  produced  in 
19jO. 

Such  a  requirement  for  meat  means  that 
by  1975  we  will  need  annual  increases  equiva- 
lent to  the  1950  pig  crop  of  Iowa  and  Ne- 
braska, plus  the  1950  cow  numbers  of  Min- 
nesota, Texas,  and  Oklahoma,  plus  the  1950 
lamb  crops  of  Montana,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
Nevada. 

We  will  need  10  billion  more  quarts  of 
milk— equal  to  the  1950  milk  production  of 
Michigan,   Wisconsin,   and   New   York. 

We  will  need  an  additional  I14  billion 
dozen  eggs — equal  to  the  1950  egg  produc- 
tion of  California,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Illinois, 
and  Pennsylvania. 

These  figures  don't  allow  for  better  diets. 
They  provide  Just  for  holding  our  own.  And 
yet  all  of  us  hope  that  by  1975  our  standard 
of  diet  can  be  improved. 

The  American  farm  is  the  production  plant 
that  must  meet  these  growing  requirements 
for  American  consumers. 

Is  this  any  time  to  start  dismantling  tl^^t 
plant,  cutting  down  its  productive  capacity 
telling  the  farmer  if  he  cant  cope  with  the 
hazards  of  our  complex  economy  he  Just 
better  get  out  of  business? 

That's  Just  what  these  folks  mean  who 
talk  so  glibly  about  natural  adjustments, 
free  markeU.  and  less  Government  interfer- 
ence. 

Nobody  raised  such  howls  about  huee  Gov- 
ernment outlays  to  expand  our  great  indus- 
trial productive  facilities,  to  make  sure  we 


could  meet  the  stepped-up  demands  of  de- 
fense production.  Nobody  said  we  ought  to 
let  free  markets  take  care  of  such  expan- 
sion. Nobody  said  that  we  let  our  Industry 
risk  Its  own  Investment  without  any  assur- 
ance of  orders  and  tax  benefits  from  the 
Government. 

Why  Isn't  there  Just  as  much  a  public 
stake  in  making  sure  our  agricultural  plant 
can  meet  its  future  demands? 

I'm  proud  of  the  American  farmer,  and 
his  record  of  meeting  the  Nation's  needs 
In  the  face  of  a  struggle  to  survive.  I  think 
he  can  meet  the  huge  needs  ahead.  But  I 
think  we  all  have  a  vital  stake  in  helping 
him  meet  those  needs. 

It  can't  be  done  by  limiting  our  research 
activities.  It  can't  be  done  by  weakening 
our  conversation  efforts.  It  can't  be  done 
by  tightening  our  credit  facilities.  It  can  t 
be  done  by  restricting  fertilizer  production. 
And  it  certainly  can't  be  done  by  weakening 
our  price-support  structure,  and  thereby 
telling  farmers  that  If  they  go  ahead  on  a 
long-range  development  program  of  this  na- 
ture they  do  so  at  their  own  risk. 

Yet  all  those  threats  hang  over  the  head 
of   American   agriculture   today. 

Let's  remove  those  threats  and  give  agri- 
culture a  green  light  to  go  on  producing 
with  confidence.  As  a  Nation  which  requires 
that  production,  we  are  willing  to  assure 
farmers  fair  returns  for  producing  it. 

We  must  prcp.ire  for  the  day  when  It  will 
be  clearly  demonstrated  for  all  to  see  that 
we  in  the  United  States  are  not  an  a-.jricul- 
tural  surplus  Nation.  We  may  suon  need 
inccnti-es  to  increape  the  production  of 
wheat,  fla.x,  corn,  sugar  beets,  and  other 
farm  commodities. 

My  bill  would  also  extend  the  provi  ion 
of  section  402  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949.  which  would  allow  a  further  Increase 
in  price-support  levels  above  the  mandatory 
levels  If  production  Incentives  are  needed 
for  the  national  welfare  and  national  secu- 
rity. 

In  fact,  an  intelligent  agricultural  poUrv 
must  recognize  that  there  Is  a  great,  un- 
tapped, potential  demand  for  uur  agricul- 
tural commodities. 

All  of  us  w.mt  to  see  food  used,  not  waited. 

Both  the  Democrat  ;ind  Republican  Par- 
ti.?s,  during  the  campai„'n,  pronused  to  find 
new  ways  to  sU|.port  perishables.  I  hope 
we  can  do  so.  My  bill  would  fulfill  the  Dem- 
ocratic and  Republican  pledges  to  extend 
supports  to  such  perishables,  but  I'm  willing 
to  leave  the  way  open  to  find  a  better  way 
to  do  it. 

I  don't  want  to  tie  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
cultures  hands.  I  dont  want  to  see  any 
waste  of  foods  when  need  exists  for  it  *n 
the  world. 

We  know  that  our  loan-and-storage  pro- 
grams that  work  so  well  for  storable  com- 
modities are  not  practical  fur  perishables 
.  without  risking  huge  wa^ste  and  economic 
loso.  But  there  certainly  arc  other  alterna- 
tive methods  available  lor  supporting  such 
perishables. 

Among  them.  Id  like  to  suggest  fiuther 
consideration  of — 

1.  The  use  of  compensatory  payments, 
such  as  previously  included  in  the  1948 
Agricultural  Act  authored  bv  Senator  Aikfn, 
and  slmJlar  to  those  still  successfullv  used 
In  the  Sugar  Act.  I  understand  Secretary 
Benson  has  Just  recently  testified  In  sup- 
port of  continuing  the  present  Sugar  Act 
that  Includes  such  payments,  so  perhaps  h»» 
may  decide  they  have  merit  for  support  of 
other  commodities. 

2.  Expanding  distribution  of  perishables 
through  our  school-lunch  programs,  chari- 
table institutions  and  military  procurement. 

3.  New  methods  of  more  liberal  credit  for 
livestock  producers  that  will  encourage  and 
permit  more  orderly  marketing. 

4.  A  domestic  food  allotment  plan  similar 
to  that  previously  proposed  by  Senator  Ai&sM 
for  low-income   families. 


5.  Development  of  international  programs 
for  making  such  food  supplies  available 
where  they   are   most   needed   in    the   worll. 

6.  Use  of  our  abundant  production  to  fight 
communism,  by  Improving  the  diets  of 
South  Korean  and  other  allied  troops. 

Through  wise  use  of  such  methods,  I  am 
sure,  the  proven  benefits  of  price  support 
can  be  achieved  for  producers  of  these  im- 
portant perishables  without  penalizing  the 
consumer  and  risking  huge  waste  and  heavy 
economic  loss — a  loss  that  In  the  past  has 
often  been  far  greater  than  the  costs  of 
these  alternative  methods  would   be. 

It  is  to  our  own  Interest  as  a  Nation,  and 
It  Is  In  the  Interest  of  freedom  and  humanl- 
tarlanl.-^m  all  over  the  world,  that  we  begin 
to  rai.se  our  sights  and  use  some  imngina- 
tion  so  that  our  agricultural  products  can 
be  effectively  utilized,  and  our  agricultural 
economy   protected. 

We  shouid  enter  into  International  nego- 
tiations throtich  the  United  Nations  to  ex- 
tend the  principles  of  the  international 
wheat  agreement,  not  only  for  wheat,  but 
for  other  agricultural  c  immodities.  Mil- 
lions in  the  world  are  undernouriFhed  and 
underfed,  and  can  use  the  health-giving 
strength  and  life  which  American  farmers 
produce  In   their  fields. 

Furthermore,  as  the  dl.'itingul^hed  senior 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr  Murray]  hrs 
urced.  we  should  ship  our  beef  to  Korea 
where  South  Korean  soldiers  are  suffering 
from  seri.nis  m.ilnutrition.  Meat,  too.  can 
te  used  a.^^  a  weapon  In  the  strugcle  agalnrt 
Communi-t  imperialism.  Hun'M-r  amor.g 
Sni.h  Korean  troops  Is  reducing  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  their  combat   units. 

All  of  these  potential  outlets  offer  new 
opportunities  for  agrirulture,  and  new  chal- 
lenges for  this  administration  to  serve  agri- 
culture— If  it  will. 

But   the  ne"d   for  positive  act!r-i   is   now. 

There  has  been  a  need  l.,r  firm  action  on 
farm  prices  for  many  weeks. 

A  month  ago,  Mr  Benson  asked  for  time 
to  study  the  problem  bef(;:e  declaring  his 
position  on  price  supports.  Today  the  prob- 
lem Is  no  hmger  one  of  giving  him  lime  to 
study  the  problem.  The  Secret.. ry  has  an- 
nnincod  his  policy,  and  it  is  a  policy  which 
runs  counter  to  the  pledges  made  by  Presi- 
dent Ei.senhower  to  the  farmers  of  the 
Uiutod  States   during  his  campaign. 

Today  the  need  1.^  to  eliminate  confusion 
and  indcci.sion  and  move  on  to  protect  the 
economic   stability   of    rural   America. 

The  situation  in  agriculture  i.s  too  serloua 
to  qulbbl"  about  p  liitica!  credit.  The  necco- 
sity  is  to  [;et  .-oniet lung  done. 

That  Is  why  I  have  introduced  this  bill, 
and  why  I  am  sure  many  of  nn'  colleagues  on 
both  sides  of  the  nisle  will  support  such  an 
effort  to  make  good  on  what  our  farmers  have 
been  led  to  expect— and  to  thereby  seive 
the  best  Interests  of  the  entire  Nation. 


INTEGR.^TION  OF  WISCONSIN  RE- 
TIREMENT SYSTEM  FUND  WITH 
FEDERAL  OLD-AGE  AND  SURVI- 
VORS INSURANCE  SYSTEM 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  Pi'e.sident,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  pro- 
viding for  integration  of  the  Wisconsin 
retirement  system  fund  with  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system. 

1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 

2  minutes  in  explanation  of  the  bill 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The 

bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and.  without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  may  proceed. 

The  bill  tS.  1164)  to  amend  section 
218  (d)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  so  as 
to  permit  the  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  program  of 
State  employees  covered  under  a  State 
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retirement  system.  If  the  State  by  which 
such  retirement  system  was  established 
had  in  efTect  on  January  1.  1951,  a  stat- 
ute providing  for  making  such  retire- 
ment system  supplementary  to  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  system,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Wiliy.  was  received. 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
which  I  have  introduced  provides  for  the 
integration  of  the  Wisconsin  retirement 
fund  with  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  system.  The  bill  is 
identical  to  legislation  I  have  offered 
previously  in  the  Congress. 

For  several  years  I  have  been  endeav- 
oring to  achieve  this  objective  in  the 
interest  of  some  30.000  workers  covered 
under  the  Wisconsin  system.  They  are, 
I  feel,  entitled  to  have  their  modest  State 
pension  supplemented  by  Federal  cover- 
age, just  as  workers  in  private  companies 
have  their  Industrial  pension  supple- 
mented by  Federal  coverage. 

The  amendment  pertains  exclusively 
to  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  the  only  State 
which  made  provision  prior  to  January 
1.  1951,  for  such  integration. 

The  able  past  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  (Mr.  George]  had 
kindly  assured  me  last  year  of  his  ac- 
ceptance of  this  amendment.  All  that  is 
awaited  therefore  is  the  passage  of  a  new 
social-security  bill. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  this  can  occur 
this  year  rather  than  wait  until  next 
year,  as  some  reports  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  have  indicated. 

I  recognize  the  need  for  careful  study 
for  comprehensive  improvement  of  the 
social -security  system.  But  I  feel  that 
relatively  minor  and  noncontroversial 
amendments  of  this  nature  should  not 
have  to  wait  until,  let  us  say,  July  1954 — 
the  end  of  the  2d  session  of  the  83d 
Congre.ss.  but  should  be  enacted  prompt- 
ly. Elderly  people  on  State  pensions  can 
barely  keep  body  and  soul  together  on 
their  pittance  of  pensions  in  these  infla- 
tionary times.  They  are  entitled  to 
speedy  action. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text 
of  the  bill  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  subsection  (d)  of 
tection  218  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (re- 
lating to  voluntary  agreements  for  coverage 
of  State  and  local  employees)  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  "Exclusion  of"  In  the  heading, 
by  inserting  "( 1)  "  after  "(d)  ",  and  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para- 
graphs: 

"(2)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (1),  an 
acreement  with  a  State  may  be  made  ap- 
plicable (either  In  the  original  agreement  or 
by  any  modification  thereof)  to  service  p>er- 
formed  by  employees  in  positions  covered  by 
a  retirement  system  (excluding  positions 
specified  in  paragraph  (3))  If  there  were  In 
effect  on  January  1,  1951.  in  a  State  or  local 
law.  provisions  relating  to  the  coordination 
of  such  retirement  system  with  the  insur- 
ance system  established  by  this  title. 

"(3)  Nothing  in  the  preceding  paragraph 
of  this  subsection  shall  authorize  the  exten- 
sion of  the  insurance  system  established  by 
this  title  to  service  In  any  of  the  following 
positions  covered  by  a  retirement  system — 

"(A)  any  policeman's  or  fireman's  position 
or  any  elementary  or  secondary  school 
tcfiCher's  position;   or 


"(B)  any  position  covered  by  a  retirement 
Bystem  applicable  exclusively  to  positions  In 
one  or  more  law-enforcement  or  fire-fighting 
units,  agencies,  or  departments. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  any  in- 
dividual in  the  educational  system  of  the 
State  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof 
supervising  elementary  or  secondary  Instruc- 
tion In  such  system  or  In  any  elementary  or 
secondary  school  therein  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  an  elementary  or  secondary  school 
teacher." 


AMENDMENT  AND  EXTENSION  OP 
TITLE  II  OF  FIRST  WAR  POWERS 
ACT  OP  1941 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkmak],  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  DuFr],  the  Sena^pr  from  Iowa 
IMr.  GiLLET-rEl,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hekdrickson],  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey  1 ,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  HuTfT.l  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
(Mr.  Long],  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  ScHOEPPEL],  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida (Mr.  Smathers],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  my- 
self. I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  amend  and  extend  until 
June  30,  1954.  the  provision  of  title  n 
of  the  First  War  Powers  Act,  1941,  as 
amended,  and  to  prescribe  standards  for 
the  implementation  of  such  provisions. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1175>  to  amend  and  extend 
until  June  30,  1954.  the  provision  of  title 
II  of  the  First  War  Powers  Act.  1941,  as 
amended,  and  to  prescribe  standards  for 
the  implementation  of  such  provisions, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Thye  (for  himself  and 
other  Senators) ,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2  min- 
utes in  explanation  of  the  bill  which  I 
have  introduced. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  to- 
day introduced  a  bill  to  amend  and  ex- 
tend the  provisions  of  title  n  of  the  First 
War  Powers  Act  of  1941  giving  authority 
to  the  defense  agencies  to  adjust  con- 
tract prices.  Ten  of  my  associates  on 
the  Small  Business  Committee  have 
joined  me  in  sponsoring  the  bill. 

The  bill  represents  the  culmination  of 
over  a  year's  study  of  a  riroblem  which 
has  been  found  to  be  of  serio'is  conse- 
quence to  numerous  small  concerns  en- 
gaged in  defense  production.  In  Febru- 
ary of  last  year  the  Small  Business  Com- 
mittee conducted  hearings  which  dis- 
closed that  many  small  companies  had 
suffered  or  were  suffering  extreme  finan- 
cial hardship  as  a  result  of  price  in- 
creases and  material  shortages  which  oc- 
curred after  the  Korean  invasion.  We 
were  aware  of  the  fact  that  Public  Law 
921  of  the  81st  Congress  had  amended 
and  extended  title  n  of  the  First  War 
Powers  Act  of  1941  to  allow  the  defense 
agencies  to  amend  contracts  to  meet  such 
contingencies. 

Our  study  of  the  legislative  history  and 
administration  of  Public  Law  921  in- 
dicated that  Congress  in  extending  the 


law  expressed  a  twofold  intent;  namely, 
to  protect  military  sources  of  supply  by 
keeping  defense  suppliers  in  business  and 
to  afford  relief  to  suppliers  suffering 
heavy  losses  on  fixed-price  contracts. 
We  found  that  the  defense  agencies  were 
administering  the  law  under  regulations' 
which  allowed  relief  only  where  a  con- 
tractor was  foimd  to  be  "essential" ;  that 
is,  a  sole  source  of  supply  or  one  of  a 
very  few  sources  of  supply,  and  that 
those  agencies  were  refusing  to  afford 
relief  to  businesses  incurring  heavy  losses 
except  where  they  could  meet  the  strin- 
gent requirement  with  regard  to  "es- 
sentiality." 

In  a  report  setting  forth  the  results  of 
its  study,  the  Small  Business  Committee 
concluded  that  the  effect  of  the  regula- 
tions issued  By  the  defense  agencies  had 
been  to  destroy  almost  entirely  both  the 
utility  of  the  law  and  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress in  enacting  the  legislation.  It  is 
significant  that  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  which  reported  the 
present  legislation  on  title  n  powers  and 
which  will  consider  this  bill,  endorsed 
the  conclusions  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee. 

In  our  judgment  the  administration 
of  title  n  powers  has  been  inequitable 
and  has  resulted  in  many  small  busi- 
nesses suffering  extreme  financial  hard- 
ship. The  bill  which  I  have  introduced 
today  amends  existing  law  to  make  it 
clear  that  title  n  powers  are  to  be  util- 
ized to  afford  relief  to  contractors  in- 
curring extreme  financial  hardship  on 
fixed-price  contracts  due  to  factors  be- 
yond their  anticipation  or  control  with- 
out regard  to  the  number  of  sources  that 
may  be  available  elsewhere  to  supply 
defense  needs. 

The  bill  contains  a  provision  that  com- 
panies which  have  incurred  such  hard- 
ships since  June  24,  1950,  may  be  en- 
titled to  relief  regardless  of  the  fact  that 
final  payment  on  a  contract  has  been 
received  or  that  relief  has  been  pre- 
viously denied. 

Title  II  powers  are  now  in  effect  under 
Public  Law  426  of  the  82d  Congress,  but 
by  the  terms  of  that  law  the  powers  are 
due  to  expire  June  30,  1953.  This  bill 
would  extend  the  operation  of  title  II 
powers,  as  amended,  until  June  30,  1954. 

In  brief,  the  bill  is  designed  to  render 
practical  justice  to  small  business,  and 
the  sponsors  therefore  believe  it  merits 
the  support  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 

I  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  wish  to  express 
my  concurrence  in  the  remarks  just 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye]  with  respect  to  the  bill  to 
amend  and  extend  title  n  of  the  First 
War  Powers  Act. 

The  members  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee  who  considered  this  matter 
in  the  previous  session  of  Congress  were 
of  the  firm  belief  that  a  simple  amend- 
ment of  the  military  regulations  on  title 

II  powers  would  achieve  the  objectives 
of  the  bill  introduced  today.  The  com- 
mittee reconmiended  to  the  military  that 
it  amend  its  regulations  but  it  was  not 
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until  the  closing  days  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress that  the  Department  of  Defense 
advised  that  it  was  reluctant  to  do  so 
in  the  absence  of  new  legislation. 

It  is  encouraging  to  me  to  note  the 
support  which  the  members  of  the  pres- 
ent Small  Business  Committee  have 
given  to  the  bill.  I  think  that  support 
expresses  the  concern  of  the  members 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  a  matter 
which  is  of  critical  importance  to  many 
small  businesses. 


GENERAL  PULASKI  DAY 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a 
joint  resolution  which  would  designate 
March  3  of  next  year  as  General  Pu- 
laski E>ay,  in  memory  of  the  206th  anni- 
versary of  Gen.  Casimir  Pulaski.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  joint  reso- 
lution be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  54)  designating 
March  3.  1954.  as  General  Pulaski  Day. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  March  3,  1954,  marks  the  206th 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Gen.  Casimir 
Pulaski:  and 

Whereas  it  is  fitting  to  recall  the  contribu- 
tions and  sacrifices  which  he  made  that  this 
Nation  might  be  born,  in  freedom;  and 

Whereas  today  the-  country  of  his  birth  Is 
enslaved  under  the  hand  of  a  totalitarian 
dictatorship  unequaled  In  human  history; 
and 

Whereas  all  Americans  at  this  moment  in 
history  hold  out  the  hand  of  friendship  to 
the  people  of  the  Polish  nation  and  offer 
continued  hope  to  them  for  freedom  from 
the  oppression  they  now  live  under;  There- 
fore be  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  March  3,  1954.  the 
206th  anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Gen.  Casi- 
mir Pulaski,  be  observed  as  General  Pulaski 
Day.  and  the  Congress  recommends  that  en- 
couragement be  given  to  appropriate  cere- 
monies throughout  the  Nation. 


STUDY  OF  JUVENILE  DELINQUENCY 
IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  for  appropriate  reference  a  reso- 
lution providing  for  a  study  of  juvenile 
delinquency  in  the  United  States.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  2  min- 
utes on  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred,  and.  without  objection, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  may  pro- 
ceed. 

The  resolution  <S.  Res.  88\  submitted 
by  Mr.  Kefauver,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, or  any  duly  authorized  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
conduct  a  full  and  complete  study  of  Juve- 
nile delinquency  in  the  United  States.  In 
the  conduct  of  such  investigation,  special  at- 
tention shall  be  given  to  ( 1 )  determining 
the.  extent  and  character  of  Juvenile  delin- 
quency in  the  United  States  and  its  causes 
and  contributing  factors,  (2)  the  adequacy  of 
existing  piovlsions  of  law.  including  chapters 
402  and  403  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code,  In  dealing  with  youthful  offenders  oX 


Federal  laws,  (3)  sentences  Imposed  on,  or 
other  correctional  action  taken  with  respect 
to,  youthful  offenders  by  Federal  courts,  and 
(4)  the  extent  to  which  Juveniles  are  violat- 
ing laws  relating  to  the  sale  or  use  of  nar- 
cotics. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee  shall  report  Its 
findings,  together  with  its  recommendations 
for  such  legislation  as  it  deems  advisable,  to 
the  Senate  at  the  earliest  date  practicable 
but  not  later  than  March  1,  1954. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution, 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  is  authorized  to  employ 
upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable. The  expenses  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$50,000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contint!;ent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  very  serious  problems  with  which 
we  are  faced  today  is  that  of  juvenile 
delinquency. 

Juvenile  delinquency  is  on  the  in- 
crease. Children  in  scores  of  cities  are 
committing  more  crimes  and  worse 
crimes  than  at  any  time  since  World  War 
II,  a  national  survey  shows. 

While  it  is  important  to  protect  the 
public  from  the  confirmed  criminal,  it 
is  even  more  important  to  prevent  the 
juvenile  delinquent  of  today  from  be- 
coming the  confu-med  criminal  pf  to- 
morrow. 

There  is  little  that  can  be  done  to  re- 
form a  hardened  criminal,  who  has  .'^pent 
a  hfetime  in  crime.  If  society  has  the 
knowledge  and  the  tools,  however,  there 
is  much  that  can  be  done  to  prevent  a 
youth  from  turning  to  crime. 

This  is  a  nonpartisan  matter.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Hen- 
drickson]  and  I  are  sponsoring  a  reso- 
lution proposing  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  or  a  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee of  the  judiciary,  shall  con- 
duct a  full  and  complete  study  of  juve- 
nile delinquency  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  course  of  this  study,  we  ask 
for  special  attention  to  be  given  the 
following  matters: 

First.  Determining  the  extent  and 
character  of  juvenile  delinquency  in  the 
United  States  and  its  causes  and  con- 
tributing factors; 

Second.  The  adequacy  of  existing  pro- 
visions of  law,  including  chapters  402 
and  403  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code,  in  dealing  with  youthful  offenders 
of  Federal  laws; 

Third.  Sentences  imposed  on.  or  other 
correctional  action  taken  with  respect  to, 
youthful  offenders  by  Federal  courts; 
and 

Fourth.  The  extent  to  which  juveniles 
are  violating  laws  relating  to  the  sale 
or  use  of  narcotics. 

We  hope  that  this  study  will  give  us 
the  knowledge  that  we  need  to  legislate 
effectively  in  tho.se  fields  of  Federal  juris- 
diction dealing  with  juvenile  delin- 
quency. 

We  hope  that  it  will  lead  us  to  the 
root  causes  of  crime — the  social  condi- 
tions which  breed  crime.  It  is  within  our 
power  to  eradicate  many  of  these  con- 
ditions. 

We  need  only  the  knowledge — and  the 
will  to  do  so. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON  subsequentb 
said:  Mr.  President,  if  there  is  a  single 
problem  which  plagues  our  homefront 
and  which  touches  many  a  forgotter 
family,  it  is  what  I  choose  to  call  the  fifth 
horseman  of  doom,  the  growing  problem 
of  crime  among  our  youth. 

A  recent  poll  of  cities  throughout  the 
Nation  tells  us  the  prim,  dangerous  facts 
Juvenile  delinquency  is  at  its  highest 
peak  since  World  War  II,  and  the  crimes 
being  committed  by  the  young  of  oui 
Nation  are  harder,  fiercer,  more  shock- 
ing than  ever  before  in  our  Nation'.' 
history. 

The  .senior  Senator  from  Tenne.ssef 
IMr.  Kefauver  I  this  morning  submittec 
a  resolution  identical  to  the  one  which 
I  shall  shortly  submit  to  the  Senate. 

It  is  submitted  in  the  hope  that  il 
may  afford  a  solution  to  this  nationa! 
problem  and  disgrace. 

Either  of  the."^e  resolutions  woulc 
authorize  the  Judiciary  Committee,  or  a 
subcommittee  thereof,  to  examine  the 
nationwide  extent  and  character  of  ju- 
venile delinquency,  its  causes  and  con- 
tributing factors. 

It  calls  for  a  review  of  present  Federal 
statutes  dealing  with  youthful  offenders, 
correctional  action  taken  with  respect 
to  youthful  delinquents  by  Federal 
courts,  and  a  study  of  the  extent  tc 
which  juveniles  are  violating  the  nar- 
cotics laws. 

Mr.  President,  by  .submitting  separate 
but  identical  resolutions,  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  IMr.  Kefauver  I  and  I 
are  attempting  to  emphasize  in  this  in- 
stance the  e.s.'ential  nonparti.sanship  of 
our  aims  and  of  our  objectives. 

Our  examination  of  juvenile  crime 
leads  us  to  believe  that  a  comprehensive 
call  should  be  made  to  the  local  levels 
of  law  enforcement  and  the  social 
agencies  living  with  this  di.saster  of  the 
young  in  body,  but  the  old  and  warped 
in  spirit. 

But  it  is  more  than  merely  a  call  to 
the  policeman  and  the  .social  worker.  It 
is  a  summons  to  the  parents,  the  very 
heart  of  the  family,  who  live  with  the 
problem  and  mast  in  so  many  instances 
unwillingly  abide  by  it,  but  who  so  fre- 
quently do  not  understand  how  to  com- 
bat it. 

Federal  laws  and  the  Federal  courts 
are  involved  in  addition  to  the  spotlight 
we  hope  to  throw  on  the  whole,  ugly 
spectacle  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  our 
social  workers  and  the  mothers  and 
fathers  of  the  counti-y. 

It  is  the  genius  of  our  people  to  accept 
whatever  challenge  comes  along  and  to 
find  ways  to  meet  it. 

Let  us  do  something,  I  say  today, 
about  this  problem.  Let  us  find  out  what 
is  wrong  and  then  correct  what  is  wrong. 
I  think  the  time  has  come  to  take  up 
this  cross,  which  weighs  heavily  upon  us, 
in  a  really  comprehensive  and  diligent 
manner  not  only  because  of  the  billions 
of  dollars  wasted  because  of  the  toll 
crime  takes  but,  more  important,  be- 
cause we  are  engaged  in  the  saving  of 
our  children's  lives. 

I  now  submit  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence the  resolution  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  89 >,  submitted 
by  Mr.  Hendrickso.v.  was  received  and 


referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judl- 
ciiirv,  or  any  duly  authorlaed  Bubcommlttee 
thereof.  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  con- 
duct a  full  and  complete  study  of  Juvenile 
delinquency  in  the  United  States.  In  the 
conduct  of  such  investigation  special  atten- 
tion shall  be  given  to  (1)  determining  the 
extent  and  character  of  Juvenile  delinquency 
111  the  United  States  and  its  causes  and  con- 
tributing factors,  (2)  the  adequacy  of  exist- 
ing provisions  of  law.  Including  chapters 
4J2  and  403  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
C  >de.  in  dealing  with  youthful  offenders  of 
Ftderal  laws,  (3)  sentences  Imposed  on,  or 
other  correctional  action  taken  with  respect 
to.  youthful  offenders  by  Federal  courts,  and 
(4  I  the  extent  to  which  Juveniles  are  violat- 
ing laws  relating  to  the  sale  or  use  of 
narcotics. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee  shall  report  its  flind- 
Ings,  together  with  Its  recommendations  for 
such  legislation  as  it  deems  advisable,  to  the 
Senate  at  the  earliest  date  practicable,  but 
iidt  later  than  March  1,  1954. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution 
the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof.  Is  authorized  to  employ 
upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical,  cler- 
ical, and  other  assistants  as  It  deems  advis- 
able. The  expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$50,000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 


HOUSE  BILLS   REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred,  as 
indicated : 

H.  R.  662.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs    Joseph  W.  Furstenberg; 

H"  R  720  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Muriel  J.  Shingler.  doing  biwlness  as  Shlng- 
ler's  Hatchery; 

H  R.  724.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chester 
H  Tuck.  Mary  Elizabeth  Fisher.  James 
Thomas  Harper,  and  Mrs.  T.  W.  Bennett; 

H  R.  726.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Campion; 

H.  R.  739.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexan- 
der A.  Senibaldi; 

H  R.  759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hisaml 
Tosh  Ida; 

H  R  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J.  Boucher; 

H  R.861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie   Paulsen; 

H  R  873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Agnes   TXirkett; 

H  R.  883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leila 
Park; 

H  R  886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aspasia 
Vezertzi; 

H  R  887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Edward  Levandoskl; 

H.  R.  951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Trust 
Association   of  H.  Kempner; 

H  R.  960.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
H.  Lin   (also  known  as  Un  Chao  Hal); 

H  R  969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
J    Morris; 

H  R  973.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 

Cellkcan; 

H  R.  1133.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Duson  Equipment  Corp.; 

H  R.  1193.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helga  Josefa  Wiley; 

H  R  1 194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  A.  C. 
Israel  Commodity  Co..  Inc.; 

n  R.  1331.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Kathcrine  L.  Sewell; 

H  R.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 

Martin; 

H  R  1451.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
James  M.  Tuten.  Jr.; 


H.  R.  1453.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe 
Bargas; 

H.  R.  1460.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Harold 
Joe  Davis; 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRight: 

H.  R.  1632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  Rene  Well; 

H.  R.  1636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Sylvia  Simonson; 

H.  R.  1794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yee 
Kee  Lam; 

H.  R.  1883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Franklin  Jim,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  1895.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jack 
Eamal  Samhat; 

H.  R.  2023.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  William 
Eipf  and  Darold  D.  Selk; 

H.  R.  2033.  An  act  to  confer  Jvirlsdlctlon 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  certain 
claims  of  the  Columbia  Basin  Orchard,  the 
Seattle  Association  of  Credit  Men,  and  the 
Perham  Fruit  Corporation; 

H.R.  2158.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col, 
Harry  F.  Ctmningham; 

H.  R.  2169.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A. 
Schafer; 

H.  R.  3366.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Fred  B. 
Nlswonger; 

H.R.  2381.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wini- 
fred A.  Hunter; 

H.R.  2386.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M. 
Meil  Andrews; 

H.R.  2398.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
CecU; 

H.  R.  2420.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  D. 
Crunk; 

H.  R.  2433.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Raymond  Gibson,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  2593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emmet 
Wood  and  Viola  Wood; 

H.  R.  2607.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford 
Bobinson; 

H.  R.  2615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  2618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Santos 
Sanabrla   Alvarez; 

H.  R.  2645.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James  Darmody;  and 

H.  B.  2660.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bflrs. 
Juan  Antonio  Rivera.  Mrs.  Raul  Valle  Antelo, 
Mrs.  Jorge  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs.  Otto  Resse, 
and  Mrs.  Hugo  Sorla;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1334.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hel- 
muth  Wolf  Qruhl;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

H.R.  1525.  An  act  to  authorize  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  City  of  Refuge  National  His- 
torical Park  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and 
for  other  purpxxes; 

H.  R.  1527.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisi- 
tion by  the  United  States  of  the  remaining 
non-Federal  lands  within  Big  Bend  National 
Park,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1528.  An  act  to  authorize  the  addi- 
tion of  land  to  the  Appomattox  Court  House 
National  Historical  Monument.  Va..  and  for 
other  purp>oses; 

H.  R.  1529.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  de- 
velopment of  building  materials  In  Alaska 
through  the  removal  of  volcanic  ash  from 
portions  of  Katmal  National  Monument, 
Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1813.  An  act  to  require  the  recorda- 
tion of  scrip,  lieu  selection,  and  similar 
rights;  and 

H.  R.  1816.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws 
relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public 
domain;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  2466.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  12,  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat.  836).  as 
amended,  which  authorizes  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  specified  areas;  and 

H.  R.  3062.  An  act  to  amend  sectios  3841  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the  sched- 
ules of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the  mail, 
to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to 


the  postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes: 
to  the  CoQunittee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By    Mr.   LEHMAN: 

Senior  day  address  delivered  by  Governor 
McKeldin.  of  Maryland,   at   Johns  Hopkins 
University,  February  27,  1953. 
By   Mr.   BRICKER: 

Editorial  entitled  "Back  It  Up,"  published 
in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Milwaukee  (Wis.) 
Sentinel;  editorial  entitled  "Treaties  and 
the  Constitution,"  published  In  the  Chris- 
tian Science  Monitor  of  March  2,  1953;  and 
editorial  entitled  "Bxicker's  Amendment," 
published  in  the  Cleveland  Plain  Dealer  of 
February  25,   1953. 

By  Mr.   GILLFFTE: 

Editorial    entitled    "Truth    About    Yalta 
Emerges."  published  in  the  Louisville  Cour- 
ier-Journal of  ryent  date. 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

Letter  dated  February  26.  1953,  addressed 
to  him  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  Lentz,  Sauk 
Centre,  Minn. 

By  Mr.   HENNINGS: 

Editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch 
of  January  27,  1953,  commenting  on  the  re- 
port of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  on  proposed  amendments  to  the 
Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act. 

Brief  history  of  the  First  Baptist  Church 
of  Holden,  Mo.,  written  by  Dr.  George  S. 
Reuter,  Jr.,  In  connection  with  the  celebra- 
tion of  the  church's  75th  anniversary. 

Washington's  Birthday  address,  delivered 
by  Col.  John  GrlfUn,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on 
February  23,  1953. 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting; 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceeding's.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COM- 
MITTEES 

As  in  executive  session. 
The   following   favorable   reports   of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  from  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfsu^: 

Harry  N.  Boutzohn,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Solicitor 
for  the  Department  of  Labor. 

By  Mr.  BARRETT,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia: 

Richard  R.  Atkinson,  as  a  member  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Redevelopment  Land 
Agency. 

By  Mr.  SALTONBTALL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

Col.  Claude  Monroe  McQuarrle  and  sundry 
ofScers  for  temporary  appointment  as  briga- 
dier generals  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING — GENERAL 
VAN  FLEET 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  that  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  is  going  to  hear 
General  Van  Fleet  tomorrow  morning  in 
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room  212,  Senate  Office  Building,  at  10 
o'clock,  and  that  any  Senators  who  wish 
to  be  present  at  the  meeting  will  be  wel- 
come to  attend  and  hear  what  he  has 
to  say. 

NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  PERMITTING  COM- 
PELLING OP  TESTIMONY  AND  TO 
GRANT  IMMUNITY  FROM  PROSE- 
CUTION IN  CONNECTION  THERE- 
WITH 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  Judicial  Machinery  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  desire 
to  give  notice  that  a  public  hearing  has 
been  scheduled  for  Tuesday.  March  10, 
1953,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room  424.  Senate 
Office  Building,  on  S.  565,  permitting 
compelling  of  testimony  and  to  grant 
immunity  from  prosecution  in  connec- 
tion therewith.  Persons  desiring  to  be 
heard  should  notify  the  committee  so 
that  a  schedule  can  be  prepared  for  those 
who  wish  to  appear  ai)0  testify.  The 
subcommittee  consists  of  myself,  chair- 
man, the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr.  Wat- 
kins  ],  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  I  Mr. 
WelkerJ. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  PROVIDING  GEN- 
ERAL RULES  OP  PRACTICE  AND 
PROCEDURE  BEFORE  FEDERAL 
AGENCIES 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  Judicial  Machinery  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  de- 
sire to  give  notice  that  a  public  hearing 
has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday,  March 
12.  1953,  at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424,  Senate 
Office  Building,  on  S.  17,  providing  gen- 
eral rules  of  practice  and  procedure  be- 
fore Federal  agencies.  Persons  desiring 
to  be  heard  should  notify  the  committee 
so  that  a  schedule  can  be  prepared  for 
those  who  wish  to  appear  and  testify. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  myself, 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr! 
Watkins],  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
I  Mr.  Welker]. 


REMOVAL  OP  LIMITATIONS  ON  OF- 
FICIAL LONG-DISTANCE  TELE- 
PHONE CALLS  AND  TELEGRAMS  OF 
MEMBERS  OP  THE  HOUSE 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  2230)  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  23.  1949,  as 
amended,  to  remove  the  monthly  limita- 
tions on  official  long-distance  telephone 
calls  and  official  telegrams  of  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  without 
affecting  the  annual  limitation  on  such 
telephone  calls  and  telegrams,  which  was 
read  twice  by  its  title. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  House  bill,  and  covers  purely  a  House 
matter,  and  in  such  matters  the  Senate 
never  interferes.  I  ask  that  its  passage 
be  expedited  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  PRINTING  OF 
ADDITIONAL  COPIES  OP  IMMI- 
GRATION AND  NATIONALITY  ACT 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  Con- 
current Resolution  63,  which  is  Calendar 
No.  45. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  con- 
current resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  tfie  Hou.te  of  Reprexentative:* 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  there  be 
printed  25,000  additional  copies  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act.  Public  Law 
414,  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  of  which  20.000 
copies  shall  be  for  the  House  document  room, 
3.000  copies  for  the  Senate  document  room. 
1,000  copies  for  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Judiciary,  and  1,000  copies  for  the  House 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  may  we  have 
a  brief  explanation? 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  resolution  would 
authorize  the  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  known  as  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act.  The  committee's  supply  of 
copies  is  completely  exhausted.  The  de- 
mand for  copies  is  great.  The  cost  of 
the. printing  is  estimated  at  $2,694.44. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  have  no  objection 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 


NOMINATION  OP  DOUGLAS 
MacARTIIUR  II 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  White 
House  sent  to  the  Senate  today  the  nom- 
ination of  Douglas  MacArthur  11.  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  counselor  of 
the  Department  of  State.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  nomination  will 
be  considered  by  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  after  6  days  have  expired, 
under  the  rule  adopted  by  the  committee 
at  this  session. 


PROGRAM  FOR  TODAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I 
know,  the  only  business  before  the  Sen- 
ate today  is  the  transaction  of  routine 
business  in  the  morning  hour.  After  the 
morning  hour  is  concluded,  and  Senators 
have  had  an  opportunity  to  make  such 
remarks  as  they  desire  to  make.  I  shall 
propose,  for  the  good  of  the  order,  that 
the  Senate  adjourn  until  Fi'iday. 


TWENTIETH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
FIRST  INAUGURATION  OP  FRANK- 
LIN D.  ROOSEVELT 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  not 
more  than  a  minute  and  a  half 

The  i'RESrDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  asks  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  for  not  more  than  a 
minute  and  a  half.    Is  there  objection? 


The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  20 
years  ago  today,  shortly  after  the  hour 
of  noon,  the  late  Chief  Justice  Charle? 
Evans  Hughes  administered  the  oath  of 
office  to  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  as  the  32d 
President  of  the  United  States.  A  few 
minutes  later.  President  Roosevelt  de- 
livered one  of  the  greatest  inaugural  ad- 
dresses in  the  history  of  the  American 
presidency,  and  brought  to  a  distressed 
and  depression-ridden  Nation  a  thrill  of 
hope  and  confidence  unfclt  in  many  pre- 
vious years. 

From  that  point  on.  a  new  era  opened 
for  America.  Under  the  leadership  of 
President  Roosevelt.  revolutionary 
changes  were  made  in  this  country 
which  will  never  be  unmade.  Under 
President  Roosevelt.  America  came  of 
age  and  assumed  the  leadership  of  the 
free  world. 

I  think  it  well,  on  this  anniversary  day 
to  look  back  upon  those  20  years,  and  to 
give  thanks  to  the  memory  of  the  great 
man  whom  New  York  gave  to  this  coun- 
try and  to  the  world. 

I  may  say  that  one  of  the  greatest 
privileges  and  one  of  the  preatest  honors 
that  has  ever  come  to  me — or  indeed 
that  Will  ever  come  to  me— was  that 
while  President  Roosevelt  was  Governor 
of  the  State  of  New  York,  during  his  two 
term.-,  in  that  office.  I  served  under  him 
as  his  lieutenant  governor.  I  was  proud 
in  those  days  to  be  called— as  he  did  me 
the  honor  to  call  me— his  'right  arm."' 
And  when  he  went  from  Albany  to 
Washington,  to  serve  his  country  ai 
President  and  to  serve  all  mankind,  I 
was  elected  to  succeed  him  as  Governor. 
His  removal  to  Washington  did  not  cut 
the  ties  between  us.  During  all  his 
years  as  President.  I  was  privileged  to 
enjoy  his  confidence  and  his  friendship. 
I  was  proud  to  yield  him  my  deep  loyalty 
and  support. 

I  do  not  wi.sh  today  to  comment  at  any 
length  on  the  memory  of  Franklin 
Roosevelt  th:  man,  or  of  Franklin  Roose 
velt  the  leader  of  this  Nation  and  of  the 
free  nations.  But  I  do  think  it  appro- 
priate that  we  look  back  upon  the  era 
which  will,  I  beheve.  be  known  in  his- 
tory as  the  Rooseveltian  era— the  era 
which  saw  America  rescued  from  eco- 
nomic ruin  and  grown  to  the  greatest 
world  stature  and  world  responsibihty 
this  country  or  any  country  has  ever 
known. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  fol- 
lowing this  part  of  my  remarks,  a  memo- 
randum entitled  "Two  D3cades  of  Demo- 
ciatic  Progress:  The  GOP  Inheritance." 
which  sets  forth  very  clearly  the  progress 
that  has  been  made  by  the  United  States 
since  1932,  a  period  of  just  20  years. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Two  Decades  of  Democratic  Progress — The 
GOP  Inheritance 
On  March  4,  1933.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt 
took  office  as  President  of  the  United  States 
In  the  midst  of  a  terrible  depression.  Mil- 
lions were  unemployed.     Corporation  profits 


J 


were  nonexistent.     Home  and  farm  foreclo- 
Bures  were  commonplace. 

TTn-enty  years  later  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower 
became  President  under  very  dlflerent  con- 
ditions.   He   took  OTer  an  economy  which 


waa  thriving,  thanka  to  20  years  of  Demo- 
cratic policies. 

What  will  Dwlght  Elsenhower  and  the  Re- 
publican Party  do  with  the  heritage  left 
them  by  the  Democratic  Party?    Will  they 


learn  the  lessons  taught  by  the  Democrats 
and  lead  us  to  still  greater  prosperity?  Or 
win  they,  now  that  the  campaign  Is  over,  for- 
get their  promises  to  support  the  policies 
which  are  vital  to  our  prosperity? 
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ONE   HUNDRED    AND    THIRD   ANNI- 
VERSARY    OP     THE     BIRTH     OP 
THOMAS  MASAJIYK 
Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  a  minute  and  a  half. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Iowa  asks  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  a  half. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  is  rec- 
ognized for  a  minute  and  a  half. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
one  hundred  and  third  anniversary  of 
the  birth  of  Thomas  Masaryk,  who  was 
born  on  March  7, 1H50.  is  almost  at  hand. 
I  am  honored  to  join  in  rendering  tribute 
to  one  of  the  greatest  men  of  our  cen- 
tury, the  liberator  of  the  Czech  nation, 
founder  of  the  Republic  of  Czechoslo- 
vakia, and  President  of  his  country  for 
17  fruitful  years. 

The  life  of  this  far-sighted  patriot  Is 
an  inspiration  to  all  men  today  who 
yearn  for  freedom  and  independence  for 
captive  peoples.  In  the  span  of  his 
lifetime,  Thomas  Masaryk  conceived  and, 
by  both  his  writings  and  his  works, 
brought  about  the  liberation  of  his  peo- 
ple. He  crowned  his  success  by  serving 
as  President  of  the  newly  founded  Re- 
public with  wisdom,  patience,  and  toler- 
ance until  age  forced  his  retirement  in 
1935.  His  death  in  1937  came  in  time  to 
prevent  his  seeing  the  tragedies  that 
overtook  his  people — the  infamy  of 
Munich,  the  sava«e  onslaught  of  the 
Nazi  stormtroopers,  the  hell  of  wartime 
occupation,  followed  by  the  redoubled 
tragedy  of  a  liberation  betrayed  by  the 
Red  terror. 


Men  who  love  liberty  stand  in  admira- 
tion before  the  magnificent  contribution 
to  that  timeless  cause  made  by  Thomas 
Masaryk.  A  people  who  could  produce 
such  a  man  will  surely  once  again  free 
Itself  from  oppression  and  rejoin  the 
world  of  freemen.  We  pray  that  this 
day  will  come  soon,  and  that  the  Czech 
people  themselves  on  March  7  will  be 
able  once  more  to  join  in  public  celebra- 
tion of  the  birthday  of  their  greatest 
leader,  Thomas  Masaryk. 


ELBERT  D.  THOMAS,  FORMER  SEN- 
ATOR FROM  UTAH 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, unfortunately  I  was  absent  when 
tributes  were  paid  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  the  late  Elbert  D.  Thomas, 
who  for  some  time  was  a  colleague  of 
ours  in  the  Senate.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  for  a  minute  and  a 
half. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  may  proceed  for  a  mii>> 
ute  and  a  half. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, Elbert  Thomas  was  a  colleague  of 
mine,  and  when  he  passed  away  I  felt  a 
pang  of  regret  and  sorrow,  because  I 
had  come  to  have  a  very  high  regard 
for  his  personality,  for  his  charswter, 
and  for  his  fine  qualities  as  a  man.  I 
saw  him  last  in  Honolulu  and  Tokyo  in 
1951,  when  he  was  discharging  his  re- 
sponsibilities as  head  of  the  trusteeship 
of  certain  Pacific  islands. 

Many  fine  statements  have  been  made 
In  tribute  to  the  distinguished  career  of 


Elbert  TTiomas.  I  wish  to  confine  my 
remarks  to  the  man  himself  as  I  knew 
him. 

Elbert  Thomas  and  I  served  together 
on  both  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  of  which  he  was  chair- 
man. In  addition  I  was  a  member  of  a 
special  subcommittee  of  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committeee  of  which  he  was 
chairman  and  which  held  hearings  on 
various  plans  and  proposals  for  amend- 
ing and  strengthening  the  United  Na- 
tions. 

In  all  my  associations  with  Elbert 
Thomas  I  was  continually  impressed  by 
his  deep  religious  and  spiritual  faith. 
This  faith  formed  the  basis  of  his  warm 
humanitarianism.  It  was  the  motivat- 
ing force  behind  a  life  dedicated  to  serv- 
ing God  and  his  fellow  men. 

But  Elbert  Thomas  possessed  more 
than  a  great  soul.  He  also  possessed  a 
brilliant  and  well-disciplined  mind.  He 
was  a  philosopher-statesman  in  the  best 
sense  of  the  word. 

It  was  perhaps  in  the  field  of  foreign 
relations  that  Senator  Thomas  and  I 
were  closest  to  one  another.  Both  of 
us  were  strong  supporters  of  the  League 
of  Nations,  the  United  Nations  and  vari- 
ous other  collective  security  measures. 
He  was  a  leader  in  educating  our  citi- 
zens to  their  Nation's  responsibilities  as 
a  great  world  power.  I  shall  always 
cherish  especially  my  association  with 
him  in  that  capacity. 

Elbert  Thwnas  was  a  man  of  faith,  a 
man  of  learning,  and  a  man  of  character. 
He  was  the  type  of  mtm  all  of  us.  regard- 
less of  political  viewmlnt.  were  proud 


I  ^1 


4   1 


1612 


CCWGRESSfONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  ^ 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1613 


to  have  in  the  Senate.    "He  set  a  hlfifh 
standard  lor  each  of  us  to  follow. 


CHEST  X-RAYS 


Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  an  announceraent. 

During  the  next  2  weeks,  March  11 
through  March  20,  there  will  be  an  op- 
portunity for  all  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  their  staffs  to  get  a  chest  X-ray. 
The  X-ray  unit  will  be  set  up  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building  in  room  154. 

There  is  no  charge  for  this  service, 
which  is  being  provided  by  the  District 
Health  Department,  the  District  Tuber- 
culosis Association,  and  the  TJnited 
States  Public  Health  Service  as  a  part 
of  their  joint  effort  to  eradicate  tuber- 
culosis in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

It  will  only  take  a  few  minutes  for  each 
one  of  us  to  get  an  X-ray,  and  I  urge  that 
we  all  participate  in  this  effort,  and  that 
we  encourage  all  of  our  personnel  to  do 
likewise. 

Detailed  Information  regarding  this 
survey  should  already  have  been  sent  to 
Senators  individually.  If  any  Senator 
has  not  received  such  a  notice,  I  ask  that 
he  please  contact  the  ofiQce  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate. 


>i4 


TRIBUTES    TO    MEMBERS    OP    THE 
SENATE 

HARRY  T.  BTRD,  OT  VIRUIWTA 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unaiMmous  consent  to  proceed  for 
10  minutes  under  the  heading  suggested 
by  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
"For  the  Good  of  the  Order." 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  not  generally 
known  that  only  three  Members  of  this 
distinguished  body  were  Members  of  the 
Senate  prior  to  the  73d  Congress.  They 
are  "the  noblest  Roman  of  them  all," 
the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  tMr. 
GEORcn:] ;  the  able  and  beloved  Senator 
from  Arizona  fMr.  Hatdi:n];  and  the 
leader  of  ns  young  Democrats,  the  jmiior 
Senator  from  Georgia  IMr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  President,  today  marks  the  twen- 
tieth anniversary  of  the  freshman  class 
of  the  73d  Congress.  Of  the  -Senate 
Members  of  that  class,  only  two  are  still 
with  us — the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarraw]  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  tMr.  Byrd]. 

In  his  memorable  address  at  the  lay- 
ing of  the  cornerstone  of  the  Bunker  HiH 
Monument  50  years  after  the  end  of  the 
Revolutionary  War,  Daniel  Webster 
turned  first  to  the  veterans  in  his  audi- 
ence, saying:  'Venerable  men,  you  come 
down  to  us  from  a  former  generation.'* 
After  describing  the  outstanding  accom- 
plishments of  that  former  generation, 
Webster  referred  to  the  first  settlements 
at  Jamestown  In  1607  and  at  Plymouth 
in  1620,  saying: 

Wt  ghftll  not  stand  unmoved  on  tlie  shore 
or  Plymouth,  while  the  sea  continues  to  wash 
It:  nor  wUl  onr  hrethren  Ln  another  carry 
and  anrtent  colony  forget  the  prtace  of  Its 
first  eatabllshment.  till  tbeir  river  shall  oeaas 
to  flow  by  It.  Mo  vigor  at  yaath,  no  ma- 
turity of  manhood,  will  lead  the  Natloa  to 
Xorg^t  the  spots  vihere  lt«  Infancy  wm  cradled 
•Ad  flei'ended. 

"  Bven  had  our  generation  been  inclined 
to  forget  those  first  spots  that  cradled 


and  defended  the  infancy  of  our  Repub- 
lic, the  qualities  of  the  men  who  de- 
scended from  those  colonial  ancestors 
would  have  kept  that  memory  alive. 

Not  far  from  Jamestown,  in  the  county 
of  Westmoreland,  which  this  year  will 
celebrate  its  300th  anniversary,  was  bom 
the  first  President  of  the  United  States; 
and  not  far  from  Plymouth  was  born 
John  Adams,  the  second  President.  The 
third  President  of  the  United  States, 
Thomas  Jefferson,  was  born  in  Albe- 
marle County,  Va.,  about  125  mile.s  from 
Jamestown;  but  the  fourth  and  fifth 
Presidents,  Madison  and  Monroe,  were 
born  in  the  same  county  in  which  Wash- 
ington was  born.  In  that  county  like- 
wise wei-e  born  Light  Hor.se  Harry  Lee 
and  his  famous  son.  Gen.  Robert  E.  Lee. 

Among  the  early  settlers  on  the  James 
River,  near  Jamestown,  was  William 
Byrd.  He  was  the  builder  of  that  lovely 
James  River  home.  Westover;  the 
founder  of  Richmond.  Virginia's  capital 
city;  and  one  of  the  ablest  businessmen 
of  the  early  colonial  period.  He  accom- 
panied Gov.  Alexander  Spotswood  on  his 
historic  trip  across  the  Blue  Ridge 
Mountains  in  1716.  when  for  the  first 
time  a  white  man  saw  the  fertile  area 
now  knoTRTi  as  the  Shenandoah  Valley. 
in  which  his  descendant,  Harry  Flood 
Byrd.  was  born. 

Ltist  summer,  when  Byrd  was  a  candi- 
date in  the  Democratic  primary  for  re- 
election to  the  Senate.  I  addressed  my 
friends  of  Staunton  and  Auj^usta,  on 
July  8,  in  behalf  of  his  nomination,  say- 
ing I  could  testify  "not  on  the  basis  of 
hearsay,  but  as  an  eyewitness  of  the 
public  career  of  a  friend  who  has  become 
not  only  a  leader  in  the  greatest  legis- 
lative body  in  the  world  but  a  national 
figure  of  whom  every  Virginian  may 
justly  be  proud." 

I  concluded  that  address  by  urging 
"every  Virginia  Democrat  who  believes 
in  honesty  and  integrity  of  government, 
in  free  enterprise  and  in  those  principles 
of  constitutional  democracy  for  which 
Thomas  Jefferson,  Andrew  Jackson,  and 
Woodrow  Wilson  stood  to  rally  now  to 
the  support  of  Harry  Plood  Byrd  as 
their  logical  champion." 

A  few  days  later  I  renewed  that  jrfea 
over  the  radio  and  television,  at  Norfolk. 

While  I  was  not  an  eyewitness  to  his 
birth,  as  I  was  born  just  13  days  before 
he  wa«.  Harry  Byrd  and  I  were  bom  on 
the  same  street  and  in  the  same  town. 
Our  friendship  and  first  public  service 
commenced  in  January  1916,  when  we 
were  deskmates  in  the  State  senate  in 
Richmond.  For  6  years  we  served  to- 
gether in  that  body.  In  1925,  Byrd  was 
elected  Governor  of  Virginia;  and  during 
the  4  years  of  his  term  as  Governor,  I 
*rved  in  his  cabinet,  so  to  speak,  as 
chairman  of  the  Virginia  Commission  of 
Game  and  Inland  Rsheries. 

In  the  fall  of  1932.  I  was  elected  to 
the  House  of  Representatives;  and  in  the 
spring  of  1933,  when  Senator  Claude  A. 
Bwanson  resigned  to  become  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  Byrb  was  appointci  a  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia.  On  March  4,  1»33, 
we  both  took  the  same  oath  of  ofiRce  as 
Members  of  the  Congress,  he  In  the  Sen- 
ate and  I  in  the  House.  In  November 
1946.  I  was  elected  to  succeed  the  late 
Carter  Glass,  and  again  joined  Harry 
Byrd  as  a  Senate  colleague. 


Darin?  aur  service  of  20  years  In  the 
Congress,  Byhd  has  continued  to  exhibit 
the  qualities  of  ability  and  integrity 
which  attracted  national  attention  to 
him  as  Governor  and  made  him  a  serious 
contender  for  the  Presidency  In  1932. 
On  the  comparatively  few  occasions  dur- 
ing our  congressional  service  when  we 
have  found  ourselves  on  opposite  sides 
of  an  issue.  I  have  given  him  the  same 
credit  for  sincerity  of  motives  which  I 
expected   and   received   from   him. 

Since  the  outstanding  character  of 
Byrb  s  record  in  the  Senate  is  so  well 
known  to  his  Senate  colleagues.  I  shall 
use  this  occasion  to  bear  eyewitness, 
as  I  said  at  Staunton,  to  his  contribu- 
tions to  pood  government  in  our  home 
State  of  Virginia. 

In  190a,  when  he  was  only  21  years  of 
aere.  but  already  had  demonstrated  his 
bu.siness  ability.  Byrd  was  elected  presi- 
dent of  the  Valley  Turnpike  Co.,  which 
had  built  90  nudes  of  hard-suifaced  road 
from  Winchester  to  Staunton,  financing 
it  by  the  collection  of  tolls.  Conse- 
quently, when  Byrd  entered  the  State 
Senate  in  1916 — a  period  of  transition 
from  'horse-ajxl-buggy  days"  to  naotor 
ti  ansport — he  not  only  was  aware  of  the 
value  of  improved  roads,  but  also  was 
imbued  with  an  ambition  to  lift  the 
Vircrinia  farmers  out  of  the  mud.  In 
realizing  that  ambition,  future  genera- 
tions can  say  of  him: 

Careless  of  the  monumpnt  by  the  grave, 
be  built  In  the  wurkl  a  niuuumeut  by  which 
men  might  be  taught  to  remember  not 
where  he  died,  but  where  he  lived. 

Virginians.  I  frankly  admit,  have  a 
weakness  for  boasting  of  the  glory  of 
their  past.  I  trust,  however,  that  I  am 
indulging  in  no  idle  boast  when  I  say 
that  I  regard  Virginias  highway  system 
as  equal  to  any  in  the  Nation.  Cer- 
tainly future  generations  will  consider 
that  highway  system  as  an  enduring 
monument  to  where  Byrd  lived,  because 
under  his  pay-as-you-go  policy  we  built 
that  highway  system  without  a  State 
debt. 

In  1916,  State  Senator  O'Connor  Gool- 
rick,  of  Frederic ksbure:.  Senator  Byrd. 
and  I  became  joint  patrons  of  a  resolu- 
tion to  lay  out  a  State  highway  system. 
The  resolution  called  for  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  Governor  of  a  commission 
from  the  General  Assembly,  of  which 
Goolrick,  Byrd.  and  I  were  members, 
Willi  Goolrick  serving  as  chairman.  In 
January  1918,  we  submitted  our  report  • 
to  Gov.  Henry  Carter  Stuart.  At  that 
time  I  was  a  first  lieutenant,  assigned  to 
the  318th  Infantry  of  the  «Oth  Division; 
but  Governor  Stuart  prevailed  upon  the 
Adjutant  General  of  the  Army  to  give  me 
a  brief  leave  of  absence  so  that  I  could 
assist  in  securing  the  adoption  of  a  bill 
to  creabe  a  State  highway  system. 

As  soon  as  that  bill  had  been  passed, 
the  issue,  at  course,  arose  as  to  how  so 
ambitious  a  road  program  would  be  fi- 
nanced. Senator  Bviu>  assumed  the 
leadership  of  those  who  favored  a  pay-* 
as-you-go  pohry;  and  largely  out  of  his 
own  funds,  he  financed  the  campaign 
which  resulted  in  the  defeat  of  a  State 
bond  issue. 

It  was  not  surprising,  therefore,  that 
In  the  spring  of  1925.  Virginians,  who 
favored  a  pay-as-you-go  policy  not  only 


for  roads,  but  in  all  other  governmental 
actions,  regarded  Byrd  as  their  logical 
candidate  for  the  governorship.  He  was 
elected  in  1925,  and  assumed  office  the 
following  January. 

During  the  next  4  years.  Byrd  gave  our 
State  an  administration  which  was  out- 
standing in  two  n^pects:  It  was  definite- 
ly progressive  in  Its  objectives,  while 
conservative  in  iia  method  of  financing 
those  objectives.  We  embarked  upon  an 
ambitious  State  highway  building  pro- 
gram, to  be  financed  by  a  gasoline  tax 
and  license  fees  from  motor  vehicles,  all 
strictly  segregated  for  highway  purposes. 
Appropriations  for  public  education  were 
increased,  while  the  State  land  tax  was 
being  abolished.  Additional  State  reve- 
nue was  secured  by  increasing  the  fran- 
chise tax  on  railroads  and  all  other  pub- 
lic utilities.  Meanwhile,  economies  were 
brought  about  by  a  reorganization  and 
corvsolidation  of  State  bureaus.  In  sub- 
sequent years  more  than  one  State  gov- 
ernment has  studied  Byrd's  Virginia 
reorganization  plan. 

Commencing  with  World  War  IT  in 
Europe,  when  we  furnished  our  allies 
large  supplies,  and  later  became  an  ac- 
tive participant,  we  have  been  operating 
at  a  relatively  high  level  of  prosperity; 
at  times  it  might  properly  be  called  a 
boom.  But  dui'ing  the  early  1930's 
agriculture  was  never  more  depressed. 
Virginia  still  is  to  a  large  extent  an  agri- 
cultural State.  During  that  depression 
period  the  State  had  assumed  responsi- 
bility only  for  the  roads  that  were  in- 
cluded in  the  State  highway  system.  All 
other  public  roads  were  called  county 
highways,  and  each  county  was  responsi- 
ble for  the  construction  and  maintenance 
of  its  own  county  roads.  The  county 
road  tax  was  the  heaviest  tax  our  farm- 
ers had  to  pay.  Realizing  that  the 
State,  with  its  better  engineering  facili- 
ties and  more  adequate  supply  of  heavy 
road  machinery,  could  build  and  main- 
tain county  roads  more  efficiently  than 
could  the  local  boards  of  supervisors,  and 
that  assumption  by  the  State  of  the  con- 
struction and  maintenance  of  county 
roads  would  lift  a  heavy  tax  burden  from 
our  farmers,  Bvrd  proposed  that  the 
State  assume  resixinsibility  for  all  public 
roads.  The  legislature  adopted  that  sug- 
gestion; and,  although  he  was  not  a 
member  of  the  legislature  at  the  time, 
that  law  is  now  known  in  Virginia  as 
the  Byrd  road  law. 

Extensions  of  the  State  system  were 
delayed  temporarily  by  that  program,  but 
immediate  progress  was  noticeable  in  all 
the  rural  areas  of  Virginia;  and  before 
long  the  increase  in  the  use  of  motor 
vehicles  and  the  increase  of  tourist  traf- 
fic in  Virginia  produced  sufficient  addi- 
tional revenue  from  the  gasoline  tax  to 
finance  successfully  the  enlarged  under- 
taking. 

When  Byrd  was  elected  to  the  State 
••senate  in  1916  he  was  a  farmer;  and  he 
has  been  a  farmer  all  his  life.  In  fact, 
solely  through  his  own  efforts,  not  only 
has  he  become  the  largest  individual 
orchardist  in  Virginia,  but  with  an  an- 
nual production  now  of  about  iy2  mil- 
lion bushels  of  apples  a  year,  he  is  no 
doubt  the  largest  apple  producer  in  the 
world.  But  Byrd  also  was  a  business- 
man ;  and.  as  such,  he  fully  realized  that 
the  average  farmer  did  not  enjoy  a  pro 


rata  share  of  the  national  income,  and 
that  any  State  largely  dependent  for  its 
revenue  upon  agriculture  would  fall  be- 
hind in  an  industrial  age,  in  which  man's 
productivity  could  be  increased  tenfold 
by  power  machinery.  Therefore,  as 
Governor  of  Virginia,  one  of  his  major 
undertakings  was  to  bring  new  industry 
into  Virginia.  He  accomplished  this 
through  giving  assurance  of  a  fair  and 
just  tax  rate  and  of  adequate  protection 
against  illegal  actions  of  any  kind.  The 
revenue  the  Federal  Government  now 
collects  from  Virginia  is  testimony  to 
how  well  Byrd  worked  to  balance  agri- 
culture with  industry  in  Virginia. 

Near  his  home,  at  Front  Royal,  is  the 
rayon  plant  of  the  American  Viscose  Co., 
the  largest  single  plant  of  its  kind  in  the 
world.  At  Newport  News  we  have  the 
largest  privately  owned  shipbuilding  and 
drydock  company  in  the  world.  At 
Fredericksburg  there  is  located  a  cello- 
phane plant  which  puts  out  each  year 
enough  cellophane  to  pave  a  one-lane 
highway  from  Fredericksburg  to  the 
moon.  At  Danville  we  have  a  cotton  mill 
whose  daily  capacity  of  cotton  cloth, 
1  yard  wide,  would  stretch  from  Danville 
to  New  York,  wrap  around  the  Empire 
State  Building,  and  come  back  to  Phila- 
delphia. At  Bassett  we  have  the  largest 
single-unit  furniture  plant  in  the  world; 
and  at  Suffolk,  the  largest  peanut  fac- 
tory in  the  world.  In  all  types  of  tex- 
tiles— woolens,  cotton  goods,  rayon,  and 
nylon — Virginia  has  become  a  major  pro- 
ducer. The  Du  Pont  Co.,  for  instance, 
has  large  textile  plants  at  Ampthill.  near 
Richmond:  at  Martinsville;  and  at 
Waynesboro. 

In  my  opinion,  the  best  test  of  a  man's 
worth  to  his  day  and  generation  is  what 
endures  after  he  is  dead  and  gone.  Fu- 
ture generations  will  be  able  to  look  back 
upKjn  two  enduring  monuments  to  Harry 
Byrd's  ability  and  interest  in  the  devel- 
opment of  his  native  State:  A  highway 
system  that  has  greatly  promoted  the 
commerce  of  the  State,  as  well  as  being  a 
Joy  and  a  delight  to  all  tourists;  and  an 
industrial  empire  which  has  greatly  im- 
proved the  lot  of  industrial  workers, 
given  employment  to  many  submarginal 
farm  operators,  and  assured  the  State  of 
dependable  revenue  for  the  support  of 
such  major  undertakings  as  public 
schools,  colleges,  eleemosynary  institu- 
tions, and  the  conservation  and  develop- 
ment of  natural  resources. 

It  is  no  wonder,  therefore,  that  the 
Inefficiency  and  wastefulness  of  our  Fed- 
eral Government  during  recent  years 
have  weighed  so  heavily  upon  the  heart 
of  a  man  like  Harry  Byrd,  who  would 
like  to  see  duplicated  on  a  national  scale 
what  has  been  accomplished — if.  with  all 
due  deference.  I  may  say  so — in  Virginia. 

PATUCK    A.    M'CAHKAN,    OF    NEVADA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  want 
to  take  this  occasion  to  congratulate  the 
senior  Senator  from  my  State  of  Nevada 
upon  his  20  years  of  service  in  this  body. 
He  is  a  great  American  and  an  eminent 
citizen  of  our  State  of  Nevada.  Before 
coming  to  the  Senate  he  served  as  chief 
justice  of  our  State  supreme  court. 
Prior  to  that  time  he  had  attained  the 
reputation  of  being  one  of  the  finest 
criminal  lawyers  in  Nevada  or  in  any 
other  State.    He  was  elected  to  the  Sen- 


ate by  the  people  of  the  State  of  Nevada 
four  times  consecutively,  covering  a 
total  of  24  years.  He  is  a  fighter,  and 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  he  has  always 
stood  for  what  he  believed  to  be  right. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  not  necessary  to 
agree  always  with  a  fighter  in  order  to 
admire  him.  I  admire  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  my  State  and  I  wish 
for  him  many  more  years  of  service  to 
our  country  and  to  our  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  desire  to  associate  myself 
with  the  eloquent  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]. 

When  on  August  9.  1951,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  the  Honorable 
Patrick  A.  McCariun,  reached  his  75th 
milestone,  his  colleagues  in  the  Senate 
paid  him  well-deserved  tributes  on  his 
long  and  useful  Ufe  of  service  to  his  fel- 
low man.  Today,  we  are  celebrating 
another  memorable  anniversary.  On 
March  4.  1933.  this  distingtiished  lawyer, 
powerful  orator,  brilliant  scholar,  re- 
sourceful legislator,  outstanding  states- 
man, courageous  American,  and  cham- 
pion of  the  West  took  his  oath  of  office  as 
a  United  States  Senator  in  this  Chamber. 

He  is  a  member  of  the  bar  in  Nevada, 
California.  Utah,  and  Arizona.  He  has 
been  president  of  the  Bar  Association 
of  Nevada  and  vice  presid^it  of  the 
American  Bar  Association.  At  the  age 
of  41.  he  became  the  chief  justice  of  the 
supreme  court  of  his  beloved  State. 

He  is  the  author  of  numerous  history- 
making  legal  opinions  on  water,  mining, 
corporation,  and  criminal  law.  He  is 
the  author  of  many  acts,  including  the 
all -important  Administrative  Procedure 
and  the  Internal  Security  Acts. 

For  many  years.  Senator  McCasran 
has  been  the  chairman  of  a  conference  of 
Senators  known  as  Senators  from  the 
Western  States.  From  time  to  time,  he 
has  suggested  that  we  select  someone 
else  as  chairman.  This,  the  western 
Senators  will  never  do.    We  want  Pat. 

Whenever  trouble  arises  in  the  West, 
the  West's  great  leader.  Pat  McCarram. 
calls  a  conference  of  western  Senators, 
and  he  invites  officials  of  the  executive 
departments  to  meet  with  us  to  discuss 
the  particular  problem  troubling  our 
section  of  the  coimtry.  Sometimes  the 
problem  is  mining;  at  other  times  it  is 
livestock,  or  grazing,  reclamation,  power 
development,  agriculture,  the  noxious 
weed  Halogeton,  or  any  other  matter  of 
peculiar  interest  to  the  West.  These 
conferences  are  not  blocs.  Men  of 
all  parties  attend,  primarily  to  get  the 
cold  facts,  to  guide  them  in  meeting  their 
legislative  responsibilities. 

Senator  McCarran  is  an  indefatigable 
worker.  Prior  to  the  Reorganization 
Act,  he  was  a  member  of  Committees  on 
Appropriations,  District  of  Columbia,  Ir- 
rigation and  Reclamation,  Public  Lands 
and  Surveys,  Commerce,  Special  Com- 
mittees on  Conservation  and  Wild  Life 
Resources.  Silver,  Committee  Investigat- 
ing the  Effects  of  Centralization  of 
Heavy  Industry,  and  the  Committee  In- 
vestigating Receivership  and  Bankruptcy 
Proceedings  and  Administration  of  Jus- 
tice in  the  United  States  Courts.  Since 
the  advent  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
which  has  reduced  considerably  the 
number  of  standing  committees  of  the 
Senate.  Senator  McCarsan  retained  his 
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membership  on  tbe  Appropriations  and 
Judiciary  Committees  because  of  their 
importance  to  the  people  of  tbe  United 
States.  He  was  chairman  for  jnauy 
years  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  hav- 
ing jurisdiction  over  more  bilis  which 
were  considered  and  passed  by  ttie  Sen- 
ate during  the  past  few  years  than  all 
of  the  other  standing  committees  com- 
bined. 

Indeed,  I  would  be  remiss  if  I  should 
fail  to  emphasize  the  deep-rooted  con- 
victions of  Senator  McCarran  with  re- 
spect to  monetary  economics.  He  is  par- 
ticularly well  versed  in  the  monetary 
theories  of  hard  money  and  the  over- 
whelming need  of  commerce  for  a  sound 
money  system.  He  believes  in  it  with 
all  his  heart,  just  as  did  Washington, 
Jefferson,  and  tJieir  contemporaries,  who 
breathed  into  the  Constitution  the  con- 
cept that  the  best  money  is  that  which 
is  coined  from  gold  and  silver.  It  would 
be  unthinkable  for  this  vital  subject  to 
be  considered  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  without  finding  Pat  McCarkan  in 
the  thick  of  the  fight  against  a  manipu- 
lated currency. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  past  20 
years  the  State  of  Nevada,  yes.  our  en- 
tire country,  has  been  fortunate  to  have 
as  their  outstanding  representative  in 
this  body  this  great  man  from  the  Far 
West  and  Harry  Byrd  from  the  Old 
Dominion.  They  came  here  together 
and  together  they  have  labored  for  their 
country.  Their  leadership  and  their 
achievements  will  be  recorded  and  re- 
cited many  years  after  those  now  within 
the  range  of  my  voice  have  departed  from 
this  world.  It  is  my  fervent  wish  that 
this  Nation  may  have  the  services  of 
these  patriots  for  many,  many  years. 

Indeed  it  is  a  great  privilege  to  serve 
In  this  body  with  the  Senate  twins,  Pat 
McCarran  and  Harry  Byrd.  These  na- 
tionally and  internationally  famous 
statesmen  have  much  in  common.  Both 
are  men  of  tmusual  moral  courage  and 
moral  courage  above  all  else  is  the  need 
of  these  tragic  times.  Both  are  passion- 
ately independent.  Both  are  uncom- 
promising on  their  moral  convixrtions. 
Neither  of  them  fears  to  stand  alone 
when  they  believe  they  are  in  the  right. 
Brutal  criticism  and  calumny  does  not 
sway  either  of  them  one  iota  from  the 
path  of  righteousness  as  they  see  it. 
Each  of  them  has  but  one  test  for  his 
stand  on  questions  before  the  Senate: 
"Is  it  in  the  best  interest  of  the  people?" 

SENATOB  M'CARa.\N  AND  SENATOR  BTED 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
sire to  join  in  what  has  been  said  about 
the  two  distinguished  Americans  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranJ 
and  the  Senator  frcwn  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd].  These  gentlemen  have  left  their 
imprint  upon  American  history.  They 
are  not  Democrats,  they  are  not  Repub- 
licans— they  are  both  Americans,  and. 
Indeed,  great  Americans.  Mr.  President! 

KinHAW)  B.  KUSSZLL,   OF  GECkRGIA 

The  year  19S3  was  a  notable  year  in 
American  history.  The  Nation  was  in 
the  midst  of  a  great  depression.  The 
economic  and  monetary  systems  were  in 
chaos  wad  the  people  had  changed  po- 
liUcal  administrations  as  a  result  of  the 


economic  catastrophe  which  was  engulf- 
ing the  Nation  and  the  world. 

The  same  year  was  notable  likewise  for 
oltical  developments  in  other  nations — 
the  emergence  of  personalitiex  and  fac- 
tors tiiat  were  to  iead  to  the  great  wortd 
catastrophe  of  1938  which  marked  the 
beginning  of  World  War  IL  These  in- 
tervening 20  3^ears  from  1923  to  1953  have 
been  among  the  most  historic  years  of 
mankind. 

The  year  1933  was  LTcewise  marked  by 
the  arrival  in  the  United  States  Senate 
of  American  personalities  w-lio  were  des- 
tined to  leave  their  imprint  on  those  his- 
toric years.  Among  those  who  came  to 
the  Senate  for  the  first  time  that  year 
u-as  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  RussillJ.  fresh  from  a  fine  career 
in  the  public  affairs  of  his  native  State, 
which  had  seen  him  as  a  youth  elected 
to  the  State  legislature,  thence  speaker 
of  the  house  of  representatives,  and  on 
his  SOth  birthday  elected  governor  of  a 
great  State— the  youngest  man  on  the 
political  scene  in  the  history  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  in  passing 
that  it  has  been  my  observation  in  the 
10  years  during  which  I  have  been  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  that  the  State  of 
Georgia  has  been  and  is  one  of  the  best 
represented  States  in  the  American 
Union. 

The  administration  of  Governor  Rtrs- 
sixL  was  so  successful  in  attuning  the 
State  government  with  the  needs  of  that 
era  through  consolidation  of  bureaus  and 
the  streamlining  of  government  that  his 
State  offered  a  pattern  to  other  States 
of  the  Union  who  were  encountering 
great  difficulty  in  making  their  govern- 
mental machinery  responsive  to  the 
needs  of  that  time.  It  was  only  natural 
that  Governor  Russell  should  be  sent  by 
the  people  of  Georgia  to  serve  them  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

On  January  12,  1933.  2  months  prior 
to  the  inauguration  of  Franklin  Roose- 
velt, the  new  Democratic  President,  Sen- 
ator RtTssELL  was  sworn  in  as  a  Member 
of  the  United  States  Senate.    Since  that 
day,  he  has  been  part  and  parcel  of  the 
history  of  his  time.     It  is  not  necessary 
to  attempt  to  enumerate  the  achieve- 
ments that  have  resulted  from  his  vision 
and  humanitarianism.    School  children 
all   over   America   are    today   receiving 
wolesome.  health-building  diets  through 
the  school-lunch  program  inaugurated 
by    the  junior   Senator   from   Georgia. 
The  farmers  of  America  have  always 
known   hrm   as    one   of   their    greatest 
champions.     He  served  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  during  the  years  when 
the   great   farm   programs   were   being 
worked  out  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ameri- 
con  economy  and  the  toiling  millions  on 
the  farms  of  the  Nation.    At  the  same 
tirne  he  was  serving  as  the  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Agricultural  Ap- 
propriations of  tiie  Senate  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  where  he  continued  his 
service  to  the  American  farmers. 

On  this  committee  his  work  has  con- 
tinued on  an  ever-widening  horizon, 
benefiUng  the  rural  life  of  the  NaUo.n. 
Soil  conservation,  drainage,  flood  con- 
trol, rural  electrical  power^ll  have  been 
guided  by  the  hand  of  Senator  Russell. 
and  it  can  truly  be  said  that  the  agrarian 


life  of  his  Nation  has  been  blessed  by  his 
services. 

When  the  war  clouds  hovered  during 
the  latter  part  of  the  1930  s  and  the 
safety  of  the  Nation  was  menaced  by 
foreign  forces.  Senator  Russell  was  one 
Okf  those  who  sounded  the  clarion  cry  and 
from  his  position  on  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  contributed  so  much  to  pre- 
paring the  defenses  of  the  Nation.  He 
was  a  leader  on  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee when  the  fleet  was  expanded  to 
serve  its  historic  mission  in  the  time  of 
peril.  It  was  this  fleet  which  he  helped 
bring  into  being  that  enabled  the  Nation 
to  fight  on  two  oceans  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  President,  other  accomplishments 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  could  be 
enumerated,  including  his  great  parlia- 
mentary skill,  but  I  think  one  of  the 
finest  attributes  of  the  man  has  been  his 
loyalty  and  devotion  to  his  own  section. 
Although  he  is  in  no  si?nse  a  sectionalist, 
he.  hoTR-ever.  has  always  manifested  great 
pride  in  his  heritage  and  throughout  the 
country  he  is  honored  for  it  and  is  known 
everywhere  as  one  of  the  best  apostles 
of  the  South  and  its  ini5titutions.  Serv- 
ing that  great  area,  he  has  greatly  served 
the  intere.st  of  his  Nation. 

No  statement  concerning  Senator  Rus- 
sell would  be  complete  without  taking 
note  of  the  fact  that  he  is  only  one  of  a 
great  family.  He  has  12  brothers  and 
sisters,  each  of  whom  has  become  dis- 
tinguished in  his  selected  vocation — on 
the  farm,  on  the  judiciary,  in  the  pulpit, 
and  other  avenues  v.hich  opportunity 
has  afforded  them.  His  father  was  chief 
justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  his 
State,  and  he  had  the  distinction  of 
swearing  his  son  in  as  Governor  of  that 
great  Commom^-ealth.  His  mother,  now 
85.  must  derive  great  comfort  as  she  looks 
back  over  her  motherhood  knowing  that 
each  of  her  children  has  served  so  faith- 
fully and  well  and  that  each  of  them 
has  contributed  greatly  to  the  world. 

It  was  no  happenstance  that  in  1952 
a  large  section  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
north,  south,  east,  and  west,  acclaim- 
ing the  virtues  of  this  man.  tried  to  place 
into  his  hands  the  banner  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party. 

Mr.  President,  history  does  not  pay  ofT 
on  hindsight,  but  it  is  easy  now  for  all 
to  see  that  the  debacle  of  tlie  Democratic 
Party  in  1952  would  not  have  occurred 
in  so  great  a  measure  had  Dicx  Russell 
been  the  nominee  of  his  party.  It  does 
not  speak  in  derogation  of  others  to  ac- 
claim the  attributes  of  leadership  pos- 
sessed by  Senator  Russell  which  would 
have  characterized  him  as  a  candidate 
and  which  would  further  have  marked 
hin  as  a  great  President.  He  is  still 
young;  the  horizon  is  continuing  to  un- 
fold before  him.  His  greatest  days  of 
service  to  his  State  and  Nation  are  still 
in  front  of  him.  I  know  I  bespeak  the 
good  will  and  affection  and  esteem  of 
the  entire  Senate  when  I  specifically 
join  other  Senators  in  acclaiming  his  20 
years  o;  service  in  this  body  and  wish 
him  Godspeed  in  the  years  which  he 
ahead  of  him. 

SENATOR  BYHD  AMD  8ENATD«   MCARlAK 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
year  1933  was  a  great  year  for  An>erica, 
especially  for  the  United  States  Senate. 


There  Is  very  little,  if  anything,  that  I 
can  add  to  the  remarks  made  by  my 
colleatjues  about  the  careers  and  lives  of 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia,  Harry  Plood  Byrd;  the  distin- 
puished  senior  Senator  from  Nevada, 
Pat  McCarran;  and  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia.  Richard 
Russell.  In  particular.  I  wish  to  address 
my  few  remarks  to  Harsy  Flood  Byrd 
and  to  Pat  McCarran. 

Addressing  myself  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  (Mr.  By:d].  let  me 
say  that  he  is  truly  a  statesman  in  the 
tradition  of  Thomas  Jefferson.  He  has 
been  rightly  called  Vii-ginia's  man  of 
the  midcentury,  and  he  is  today  making 
hi.s  greatest  contribution  to  the  entire 
Nation. 

Harry  Flood  Byrd  had  a  humble  be- 
f;  Inning.  At  the  age  of  15  he  took  over 
a  newspaper  that  had  failed  as  a  result 
of  a  depression,  and  since  that  time  he 
lias  known  what  it  means  to  make  a  liv- 
ing in  the  free -enterprise  way.  He  has 
been  skilled  In  politics,  but  above  ali  he 
has  been  skilled  and  learned  as  an  Amer- 
ican. His  record  since  coming  to  the 
United  States  Senate  is  one  thrt  is  con- 
sistent with  statesmanship,  that  is  pri- 
marily interested  in  the  general  welfare 
of  the  Nation,  and  rises  far  above  party 
altitudes. 

Senator  Byrd  has  fought  consistently 
for  economy  in  Government.  He  has 
warned  that  the  free  world  cannot  re- 
main f:ee  if  the  United  States  should 
become  insolvent,  and  if  private  enter- 
prise should  disapp>ear  under  Govern- 
ment regulation. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  H.fRRY  Flood 
Byrd  personally,  and  to  know  him  is  in- 
deed an  honor.  That  I  have  his  respect 
and  confidence  is  one  of  the  greatest 
things  I  can  say  about  my  public  life. 
He  is  a  man  of  high  personal  integrity, 
a  personal  integrity  which  has  guided 
him  throughout  his  entire  career.  He 
is  truly  representative  of  the  finest  tra- 
ditions of  the  great  State  of  Virginia  and 
of  the  South.  Certainly  he  is  one  of 
the  stanchest  defenders  of  the  free  in- 
stitutions of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  in  going  hurriedly  over 
some  of  Senator  Byrd's  sp)eeches.  I  found 
three  quotations  which  I  should  like  to 
repeat  publicly,  so  that  we  may  think 
about  them  again.  I  first  quote  his  fa- 
mous remark  when  he  said: 

I  am  for  peace  without  appeasement.  In- 
ternational machinery  to  preserve  It.  and  a 
stronR,  efficient,  and  vigilant  military  estab- 
ment  at  home  and  abroad  to  enforce  It. 

I  am  for  fullest  freedom  and  flexibility  In 
fnreiL'n  trade  and  commerce,  but  I  am  against 
sxibsidlzlng  foreign  trade  deficits  and  sub- 
Bldizing  repugnant  foreign  political  ideol- 
ogies. 

I  am  against  international  dole,  boondog- 
gle and  waste,  but  I  have  never  cast  a  vote 
against  relief  of  human  suffering  In  time  of 
distress   or   emergency. 

Next,  I  like  his  famous  remarks  at 
Chattanooga,  Tenn..  on  January  18, 
1952.  when  he  stated:  

When  does  democracy  becom^  Insolvent? 
In  a  system  such  as  ours,  when  and  how 
does  national  Insolvency  manifest  Itself? 

There  probably  will  be  no  milestone  to 
marlc  the  crossroad,  but  It  seems  to  me  that 
a  democracy  Is  approaching  Insolvency 
«kcn— 


(1)  We  are  unable  to  pay  current  costs 
of  Government  over  a  prolonged  period  with 
taxes  short  of  confiscation  and  diminishing 
returns;  and 

(2)  When  the  constant  cheapening  of  the 
dollar  is  a  result  of  those  operations. 

Then.  I  like  Senator  Byrd's  words  de- 
livered on  April  24,  1952,  before  the 
American  Newspaper  Publishers  Asso- 
ciation in  New  York  City,  when  he  said : 

When  I  entered  the  Senate  on  March  4, 
1933,  the  title  of  tbe  first  bill  I  was  required 
to  vote  upon  was:  "A  bill  to  preserve  the 
credit  of  the  United  States  Government." 
The  national  debt  was  about  $30  billion, 
and  tbe  tax  collections  $4  billion  annually. 
This  legislation  was  advocated  by  President 
Roosevelt,  who  then  indicated  great  con- 
cern for  the  solvency  of  our  country.  It 
provided  for  a  reduction  of  15  percent  In 
the  Federal  expenditures.  Within  a  few 
months  Mr.  Roosevelt's  alarm  subsided,  and 
the  law  was  rep>ealed.  Our  Government 
then  began  an  orgy  of  Federal  spending 
and  waste  which  was  intensified  after  Mr. 
Truman  came  into  office.  It  is  a  period,  I 
think,  that  can  be  properly  labeled  "20  years 
of  fiscal  irresponsibility.*' 

Mr.  President,  my  State  of  Idaho 
joins  with  the  other  States  in  congratu- 
lating the  great  State  of  Virginia  on  the 
service  of  its  senior  Senator.  We  wish 
him  many  more  happy  returns  of  this 
anniversary,  and  pray  that  he  may  be 
here  to  guide  and  lead  us  for  many  years 
to  come. 

Mr.  President,  directing  my  remarks 
now  to  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada.  Pat  A.  McCarran.  He  was 
born  of  Irish  immigrant  parentage  m 
1876.  He  was  a  poor  boy  who  knew  the 
hardships  of  the  West.  Pat  McCarram 
did  everything  possible  to  become  eda- 
cated.  As  a  boy.  he  herded  sheep  on  the 
deserts  and  prairies  of  Nevada,  and  later 
rose  to  become  Nevada's  greatest  states- 
man, public  servant,  and  judge.  I  think 
it  is  significant  that  all  the  great  men 
to  whom  we  are  paying  tribute  today 
worked  their  way  from  the  bottom  up. 
Pat  McCarran  left  college  in  his  senior 
year  to  operate  a  stock  ranch  for  the 
family  and  he  became  as  skilled  in  the 
field  of  ranching  and  farming  as  he  was 
later  to  become  in  the  field  of  law. 

Pat  McCarran  started  his  legislative 
experience  in  the  State  legislature  at  the 
age  of  26.  He  was  admitted  to  the  prac- 
tice of  law  in  the  year  1905,  and  early 
demonstrated  his  great  ability,  for  which 
I  can  vouch,  because  his  name  is  known 
all  over  the  West  to  all  young  lawyers. 
He  was  elected  to  the  Nevada  Supreme 
Court  at  the  age  of  36,  and  from  1917  to 
1918  served  as  Chief  Justice  thereof. 

It  is  highly  interesting  to  note,  and  it 
is  a  great  tribute  to  my  friend  from  Ne- 
vada, as  well,  that  not  one  of  the  many 
judicial  decisions  which  this  great  man 
rendered  has  ever  been  reversed  by  a 
higher  court. 

Pat  McCarran  entered  the  national 
scene  in  1933,  when  he  came  to  the 
United  States  Senate,  following  a  most 
brilliant  campaign.  As  has  been  testi- 
fied here,  he  is  the  author  of  famous 
pieces  of  legislation — among  others,  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  and  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  I  should  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  he  is  the  father 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  He  is  an 
eminent  jurist,  legislator,  and  statesman. 


In  going  back  over  his  career  and 
reading  many  of  his  noteworthy  state- 
ments, I  have  found  a  couple  to  which  I 
wish  to  invite  special  attention. 

In  a  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
on  July  10, 1937.  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  had  this  to  say : 

I  would  rather  serve  one  term  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  have  that  honor,  and 
go  back  into  the  humble  walks  of  private 
llie,  where  Mr.  Parley  says  he  will  consign 
me,  than  to  be  here  all  the  remainder  of  my 
days  and  say  that  I  did  cot  exercise  my  own 
Judgment. 

In  a  letter  to  a  constituent  dated 
March  3,  1941,  my  distinguished  friend 
had  this  to  say — and  I  commend  it  to  all 
Senators,  whether  they  be  young  or  old 
in  point  of  service; 

I  took  an  oath,  when  I  became  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  up- 
hold and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  against  all  enemies,  either  for- 
eign or  domestic.  I  did  not  take  an  oath 
to  uphold  or  defend  any  man  or  group  of 
men.  My  obligation,  imposed  by  the  oath, 
was  that  I  would  uphold  and  defend  the  or- 
ganic law  of  this  country.  That  obligation 
I  will  carry  out. 

The  matter  of  my  being  reelected  is  so  triv- 
ial and  inconsequential  in  the  great  emer- 
gency that  prevails  here,  that  it  is  as  noth- 
ing compared  to  the  country's  welfare.  My 
name  may  be  on,  or  may  pass  off,  the  roll  of 
the  Senate,  but  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  welfare  of  my  coun- 
try must  go  on  forever." 

In  offering  congratulations  to  my 
friend  from  our  neighboring  State  of 
Nevada.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  the  con- 
clusion of  my  remarks  some  excerpts 
from  speeches  and  publications  which 
he  has  written,  to  show  the  world  what 
a  great  statesman  the  State  of  Nevada 
proudly  sent  to  the  halls  of  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  WELXER.  Mr.  President,  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
I  Mr.  Eastland]  has  ably  reviewed  the 
career  of  the  distinguished  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  but  I 
should  like  to  conclude  my  remarks  at 
this  time  by  pajang  tribute  to  this  great 
statesman  and  dynamic  spokesman  for 
the  people  of  his  State  and  party.  He 
is  known  to  all  of  us  for  his  truly  im- 
pressive ability,  for  his  never-failing 
courtesy,  and  for  his  polished  skill  as 
a  great  orator  and  master  of  parliamen- 
tai-y  procedure.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  know 
and  work  with  Dick  Russell,  of  Georgia, 
and  it  is  alwaj^  highly  worthwhile  to 
hear  his  views  on  the  legislative  prob- 
lems before  the  Senate.  I  wish  him 
many  more  years  of  activity  in  this  body, 
and  I  am  certain  they  will  be  as  pro- 
ductive and  stimulating  as  have  been 
those  he  has  known  thus  far. 

ExHTBrr  1 
Addmss  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Mat  10,  1937 

A  government,  whatever  its  form  may  be, 
depeiuis  primarily  and  fundamentally  upon 
the  confidence  given  to  it  by  the  people  who 
submit  to  its  orderly  direction.  For  this  150 
years  our  growing  p>opulation  has  lent  the 
strength  of  Its  confidence  to  the  mandate 
of  the  courts  established  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  UxUted  States. 
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That  the  constitutional  court  and  the 
courts  permitted  by  the  Constitution  should 
be  Independent  of  the  will  or  dictate  or 
dominance  of  any  other  authority,  is  the 
spirit    of    the    organic    law.  •  •   • 

The  law  is  not  the  people.  The  people 
Is  not  the  law.  The  law  is  the  spirit  of 
Justice  governing  the  people,  and  Its  ap- 
plication to  individuals,  to  associations,  to 
every  form  of  civil  life  must  be  so  hedged 
around  with  reverence  and  security  that 
the  civil  courts  established  by  and  wifh 
the  consent  of  the  Constitution  may.  In  an 
hour  of  popular  passion,  protect  all  the 
people  from  the  tyranny  of  what  might  be 
a  lawless  majority.   •   •   • 

If  any  authority,  however  much  admired, 
can  hold  at  its  beck  and  call,  or  effect  even 
to  the  least  jot  or  tittle,  the  Judgment  of 
that  court,  then  to  that  extent  individual 
liberty  is  Jeopardized,  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution is  adulterated,  and  our  form  of 
Government  is  challenged. 

Speech  on  the  Ploob  of  the  Senate,  Jxtly 
10,  1937 
I  would  rather  serve  one  term  In  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  have  that  honor, 
and  go  back  into  the  humble  walks  of  pri- 
vate life,  where  Mr.  Parley  says  he  will  con- 
sign me,  than  to  be  here  all  the  remainder 
of  my  days  and  say  that  I  did  not  exercise 
my  own  judgment. 

From  a  Letteh  to  His  Old  Grammar-School 
Teacher,  September   13,    1937 

In  this  hour  when  a  troubled  and  torn 
world  is  searching  about  for  a  safe  form 
of  government,  it  is  my  view  that  those  of 
us  who  love  constitutional  democracy  and 
who  have  faith,  safety,  and  security  by  this 
form  of  government,  must  cling  tenaciously 
to  the  fundamental  principles  embraced 
within  our  Constitution  that  have  so  safely 
guided  us  through  many  troublesome  periods. 
The  peoples  of  the  world  are  looking  for  a 
leadership  to  guide  them  out  of  conditions 
of  slaughter  and  confusion.  Our  Govern- 
ment, the  United  States  of  America,  must 
assume  that  great  leadership  and  hold  on 
high  the  torch  of  individual  human  liberty. 

Statement  Betore  a  StrscoMMnTEE  or  the 

COMMrTTEK     on     INTERSTATE     COMMERCE     IN 

StJPPORT  or  His  Bill  To  Promote  the  De- 
velopment or  Safety  and  To  Provide  for 
the  Regulation  or  Civil  Aviation  and  Aib 
Transport,  April  6,  1938 

I  have  this  faith:  I  have  said  publicly  and 
I  say  to  this  committee  now  that  I  believe 
that  America  can  become  the  mistress  of  the 
air.  Just  as  Britannia  has  been  the  mistress 
of  the  seas  in  centuries  past,  if  we  will  but 
look  progressively  upon  this  subject,  if  we 
will,  first  of  all,  give  all  the  encouragement 
we  can  to  our  own  domestic  lines  and  every 
encouragement  possible  to  those  lines  that 
fly  our  flag  into  foreign  countries. 

Prom  a  Letter  to  a  Constituent,  March 
3,   1941 

I  took  an  oath,  when  I  became  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  uphold 
and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  against  all  enemies,  either  foreign  or 
domestic.  I  did  not  take  an  oath  to  uphold 
or  defend  any  man  or  group  of  men.  My 
obligation.  Imposed  by  the  oath,  was  that  I 
would  uphold  and  detend  the  organic  law 
of  this  country.  That  obligation  I  will  carry 
out. 

The  matter  of  my  being  reelected  Is  so 
trivial  and  inconsequential  in  the  greet 
emergency  that  prevails  here,  that  it  is  as 
nothing  compared  to  the  country's  welfare. 
My  name  may  be  on,  or  may  pass  off,  the  roll 
of  the  Senate,  but  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  welfare  of  my  country 
muat  go  on  forever. 


From  a  Letter  to  a  Newspaper  Editor, 
August  12,  1941 

The  farmers  of  America  deserve,  because 
of  conditions  through  which  they  have  passed 
in  the  last  3  years  and  will  pass  now,  to  be 
seriously  considered  for  an  opportunity  to 
get  the  coet  of  production — and  enough  over 
and  above  that  to  retain  the  Interest  of  the 
American  people  in  the  industry  of  agri- 
culture. 

If  we  fall  in  this  respect  or  if  we  refuse  to 
recognize  the  rights  of  the  farmers  for  cost 
of  production  plus,  we  will  primarily  drive 
the  American  out  of  agriculture,  and  we  will 
secondarily  have  in  America  a  great  agrarian 
population  breathing  discontent  and  forever 
rebellious  against  a  Government  that  falls 
to  render  Justice  to  them. 

Prom  Statement  on  Senate  Floor.  Septem- 
ber 4,  1941,  During  Debate  on  Extension 
or  Lend-Lease  TO  Russia 

After  all  is  said  and  done,  it  remains  a 
question  of  whether  we  shall  encourage 
within  this  country  those  who  for  23  years 
have  avowedly  come  here  for  the  purpose  of 
destroying  this  country  or  whether  we  shall 
stand  for  this  country  against  that  move- 
ment.  •    •    • 

The  leader,  the  Executive,  is  now  saying 
that  we  are  going  to  sponsor  Russia — com- 
munistic Russia,  if  you  please.  Commu- 
nism •  •  •  was  Implanted  here  when  we 
recognized  Soviet  Russia.  •  •  •  It  Is  here, 
right  with  us,  and  we  are  going  now  to  say 
that  we  will  give  a  sponsorship  to  it  by  aid- 
ing, by  lending,  by  giving.   •    •    • 

There  are  those  of  us  who.  until  God  takes 
us  out  of  this  realm,  will  go  down  the  line 
for  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
•  •  •  But  if  we  espouse  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  Unit  'd  States,  we 
will  not  lend  support  to  those  who  would 
destroy  this  Government  and  who  are  now 
here  attempting  to  destroy  it. 

I  despise  Hitler  and  all  he  stands  for.  and 
equally  I  despise  Stalin  and  all  he  stands 
for.  I  want  those  two  dogs  to  come  together 
and  destroy  each  other.  It  would  be  well 
for  democracy.  But  I  would  not  lend  a  word 
to  either  one  of  them,  because  neither  of 
them  is  a  friend  of  this  country.  If  Stalin 
succeeds,  then  God  help  democracy  and  God 
help  Christianity. 

Telegram  to  Reno  Evening  Gazette, 
December  9,  1941 

The  people  of  America  did  not  want  war. 
The  American  people  would  have  gone  to  any 
honorable  end  to  avoid  war.  but  while  we 
love  and  crave  peace  for  ourselves  and  all 
the  peoples  of  the  world  we  will  not  retreat 
when  unprovoked  and  uninvited  attack  is 
forced  upon  us.  The  declaration  of  war 
made  by  Congress  is  our  answer  to  all  who 
would  violate  honor  and  decency  by  bring- 
ing war  upon  a  peace-loving  people.  A 
united  people  will  teach  a  lesson  to  all 
aggressors  everywhere  and  remind  them  that 
decency  still  prevails  among  honorable  men. 
Our  country  is  confronted  by  its  greatest 
trial.  It  cannot  flinch.  It  must  not  falter. 
It  will  not  fall. 

F^OM  Signed  Article  in  the  Exchancite 
(Ofticlal  Publication  of  the  National 
Exchange  Club),  August  1942 

Untold  possibilities  He  undeveloped  within 
the  sphere  of  cargo  planes  •  •  •  the  flying 
merchantmen,  the  freight  carriers  of  the  air, 
are  possible,  are  certain,  and  must  receive 
the  encouragement  and  the  support  of  a 
progressive  people. 

From  a  Letter  to  a  CoNsTrruKNT,  August  20, 
1942 

My  observation  is  that  whenever  a  bureau 
tackles  a  difficult  problem  It  branches  out 
with  a  new  bureau;  and  when  that  new  bu- 
reau is  faced  with  another  difficult  problem. 


It  In  turn  branches  out  Into  another  bureau. 
Hence  we  have  a  multiplicity  of  these  so- 
called  bureaus. 

Then  we  have  a  switching  around  or  two, 
or  a  reorganization  or  two,  and  a  re-coordl- 
natlon  or  two,  and  in  the  interim,  there  are 
those  In  control  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
who  refuse  to  listen  to  anything  that  does 
not  come  from  under  a  brass  hat.  Anything 
worth  while  originating  outside  of  the  sacred 
precincts  does  not  get  far.  and  no  one  inside 
the  circle  dares  do  anything  on  his  own 
initiative. 

However,  my  dear  friend,  American  people 
and  American  products  and  American  deter- 
mination wl-1  win  the  war.  •  •  •  I  always 
believe  In  America,  its  power,  and  Its  possi- 
bilities to  bring  the  light  into  the  view  of 
the  great  masses.  America  gets  results. 
This  is  my  consolation. 

From  a  Letter  to  Nevada  Reportimo  Service, 
August  27,  1942 

To  the  inquiry.  "Why  should  a  man  be 
compelled  to  pay  «  •  •  labor  unions  in 
order  to  l>e  permitted  to  work  at  a  war  pro- 
duction plant   •    •    •?■•  one  answer  is  this: 

All  that  has  ever  been  accomplished  for 
the  toller,  the  man  who  works  for  a  living, 
has  been  accomplished  by  the  toller,  the 
worker  himself,  in  union  with  his  fellow 
workers.  No  statute  was  ever  enacted  for  the 
welfare,  promotion,  health,  or  security  of  the 
worker  that  was  not  first  put  forward  and 
demanded  by  the  worker  himself,  speaking 
in  unison  with  his  fellow  workers. 

For  the  last  century  In  this  country  work- 
ing people  have  Joined  together  in  what  they 
choose  to  term  unions,  and  out  of  these 
unions  has  come  legislation,  rules,  and  regu- 
lations constituting  practices  for  the  uplift 
of  nhe  worker.  Sanitary  surroundings,  free- 
dom from  lianger,  safe  places  in  which  to 
work,  reasonable  living  conditions,  reason- 
able pay  per  year.  day.  or  week,  have  all  been 
accomplished,  and  each  of  these  by  the  de- 
mand of  united  workers. 

This  activity  for  the  welfare  of  the  toller 
in  his  various  pursuits  has  been  crystallized 
in  each  instance  into  statutes,  but  In  every 
case  it  has  been  accomplished  by  the  united 
effort  of  the  workers  themselves.  •    •   • 

The  reason  for  charging  •  •  •  for  a  man 
to  belong  to  the  union  before  he  could  get 
employment  is  because  tlie  wage  that  man 
would  receive  In  his  employment  is  a  wage 
that  was  effected  and  brought  about  by  the 
action  of  the  union  which  he  is  required  to 
Join  and  by  the  efforts  of  that  union  extend- 
ing over  long  years  of  trial.  During  that  time 
many  men  lost  their  lives  and  many  lost 
their  standing  In  the  community  in  order 
that  the  standard  of  wage  for  which  they 
were  fighting  might  be  accomplished,  and  in 
order  that  the  labor  conditions  surrounding 
the  employment  might  be  bettered  and  Im- 
proved. This  Is  the  Justification  for  the 
Imposition  of  the  fee. 

From  a  Speech  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  Fxbruart 
21,    1943 

Were  this  war  to  end  tomorrow,  the  fields 
of  France  could  not  be  planted  unless  the 
seed  came  from  America;  if  this  war  were 
over  tomorrow,  even  Germany,  though  enemy 
she  is  today,  could  not  progress  unless  some 
helping  hand  from  the  world  that  Is  now 
her  enemy  brought  her  people  Into  a  real- 
ization that  they  live  for  something  more 
than  war.  If  this  war  were  to  end  tomor- 
row, the  British  people,  the  British  Empire, 
with  all  of  Its  power,  would  be  calling  upon 
us  as  she  is  today,  for  assistance  in  time  of 
peace,  as  we  have  assisted  her  In  time  of  war. 

How  are  we  going  to  do  it?  By  maintain- 
ing at  home  a  national  at  -^ngth;  by  doing 
away  with  difficulties  regarding  these  new 
Ideologies  and  isms  that  are  being  preached 
from  one  end  of  the  land  to  the  other,  by 
those  that  would  say  to  us,  "We  will  tear 
down  American  sUeneth  and  American  In- 
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tegrity  and  throw  our  strength  proml*cuou»- 
ly  throughout  the  world." 

The  wurld  will  be  safer,  more  secure,  and 
mure  happy,  if  we  maintain  a  nation  so 
fciruug.  so  secure  within  Iteelf,  so  independ- 
ent, that  it  can  give  to  a  recovering  world 
the  things  that  a  recovering  world  will  need 
when  this  is  over. 

From  a  Letter  to  President  Roo-sentxt, 
August  ao,  1943 

Fxid  may  write  the  peace,  but  air  power 
will  win  the  war. 

One  of  our  moat  Important  problems  today 
is  what  to  do  with  our  growing  air  strength; 
how  to  control  and  direct  our  military  avia- 
1 1(111  so  as  to  uTilea.«!h  Its  maximum  potential 
for' e  ripalnst  the  enemy,  while  at  the  same 
time  pre8er\'lng  the  necessary  cooperation 
between  the  air  arm  and  our  other  Armed 
FVirces.  This  is  a  problem  which.  T  know, 
you  recotrnlze;  one  In  which  you  are  vitally 
lntpro>ted  and  to  which  y  ju  have  given  much 
Ihoui^ht. 

In  recent  monllis.  achievements  of  our  Air 
Force  have  been  so  great  that  I  know  it 
niiuit  have  been  hiird  fur  you  to  continue  to 
dfiiy  ihuse  force's  the  autonomy  which  they 
bttk.  and  the  recoguitlon  which  they  so 
iichly  deserve.  But  you  have  been  ham- 
Iiereci  by  lack  of  ui.iuamity  among  yuur  ad- 
Mavrs.  both  a*  to  the  end  to  be  achieved  and 
i!;e  course  tci  be  pursued,  and  serious  ques- 
tiiiii.s  have  been  raided  as  to  how  far  yuu,  as 
Chief  Executive,  might  go  in  giving  this 
Nation  an  independeiit  and  autonomous  Air 
Force. 

Involved  are  legal  questions,  on  which  I 
do  not  presume  to  advise  you.  Involved 
likewise  are  practical  questions  concernliig 
Dvialion  and  administration,  and  as  to  these 
questions,  also,  I  offer  no  advice.  This  Is 
not  intended  as  i  letter  of  advice.  It  is  a 
call   for   action. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Tlie    petition    is    this:    Take    action    now 

whuh  will  elve  us  the  unified,  coordinated, 
iiut.'iiiinKJUs  Air  Force  that  can  make  most 
efTective  use  of  the  air  power  with  which 
we  must  win  the  war. 

Take  action  along  the  lines  recommended 
by  the  ablest  of  your  advisers,  or  by  a  major- 
ity of  tiiem;  take  action  to  the  limit  of  the 
powers  which  your  legal  advlt-ers  tell  you  ycu 
pos.se.ss:  Lake  such  action  as  you  can.  and  if 
you  deem  it  not  enough,  ask  the  Congress 
to  take  furtl^r  action;  but  take  action  now. 

Every  hour  we  spend  winning  this  war  the 
slow  way.  when  we  could  be  winning  li  twice 
as  last.  18  half  an  hour  of  defeat. 

From   Commencement  Address,  Georgetown 
Univeksitt,  September   12,  1943 

Public  administration  is  never  so  difficult, 
and  g>xxl  public  adnrUnlstratlon  is  never  so 
Important,  as  In  time  of  war.  In  wartime 
it  becomes  the  appropriate  function  of  Con- 
pi  es.s  to  vote  vast  lump-sum  appropriations, 
find  to  make  the  broad  delegations  of  power 
which  tlie  Executive  needs.  But  the  fact 
that  we  are  engaged  In  a  war  does  not  mean 
that  we  must  revise  our  form  of  govern- 
ment. We  are  making  war  as  an  organized 
Nation,  and  one  of  the  purposes  for  which 
we  fight  Is  the  preservation  of  our  constitu- 
tional liberties  and  our  constitutional  form 
of  government.  We  must  not  let  that  eseea- 
tlal  truth  escape  us. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Nothing  could   be   more   violative   of   the 

principle  of  government  by  consent  of  the 
governed  than  a  system  under  which  laws 
are  made  by  appointive  officials,  interpreted 
by  the  same  or  other  appointive  officials,  and 
administered  by  the  same  or  still  other  ap- 
pointive officials.  It  Is  no  fallacy  •  •  •  to 
say  that  a  large  body  of  our  law  today  Is 
so  made,  so  interpreted,  and  so  admin- 
istered. •   •   • 

When  a  man  rises  to  an  Important  position 
It  is  customary  to  sup  pose  that  his  advance- 


ment has  been  due,  at  least  In  part,  to  some 
special  merit;  but  this  Is  not  always  true, 
even  in  private  business  and  Industry,  and 
certainly  it  is  not  always  tftie  in  government. 
Still,  most  people  aie  likely  to  believe  it. 
Usually,  the  one  who  believes  it  most  strongly 
is  the  man  himself.  As  a  result  of  this  rather 
common  failing,  most  of  the  men  who  write 
our  administrative  law,  and  who  Interpret  it 
and  administer  it,  have  come  to  regard  them- 
selves as  rather  superior  beings.  In  some 
cases  they  are.  In  many  cases  they  are  not. 
This  feeling  of  superiority  is  manifested  in 
a  great  many  ways,  ranging  all  the  way 
from  the  petty  dilatory  tactics  with  which 
sundry  petty  bureaucrats  seek  to  bolster 
their  own  petty  egos,  to  the  complete  dis- 
regard of  ordinary  civil  rights  and  estab- 
lished democratic  processes  and  procedures 
which  every  now  and  then  te  evidenced  by 
some  new  Executive  promulgation  or  admin- 
istrative   interpretation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Fully  centrallred  control  of  all  govern- 
mental functions,  in  a  bureaucracy  fo\jnded 
upon  administrative  law,  is  the  very  antith- 
esis of  that  democracy  '.n  which  all  our 
rights  are  rooted;  the  democracy'  from  which 
spring  all  our  hope-.,  not  only  for  a  better 
future,  but  even  for  a  maintenance  of  the 
unnumbered  freedom.^  which  we  as  a  nation 
have  enjuyed  since  the  foundation  of  our 
Republic. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Dictatorship  is  not  always  a  creature  of 
war;  sometimes  it  comes  tiptoeing  stealthily 
upon  an  unsuspecting  people  in  time  of 
peace;  and  sometimes  it  is  builded  secretly 
by  the  people  themselves,  unknowing  the  po- 
tentialities of  what  they  create;  until  like 
Frankenstein's  monster,  similarly  builded, 
it  is  unleashed  to  accomplish  the  enslave- 
ment or  destruction  of  its  creator. 

It  has  been  said  that  true  stateamanship 
must  kiKJW  a  higher  purpose  than  vote-get- 
ting. We  cannot  argue  with  that  thesis. 
But  we  say  to  you  that  U  every  Meml>er  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress  guided  his  every 
action  by  the  criterion  of  whether  what  he 
did  would  win  him  votes  or  lose  him  votes 
at  the  next  election,  the  body  of  law  enacted 
by  such  a  Congress  would  be  vastly  preferable 
to  a  body  of  law  created  by  men  owing  no 
allegiance  to  any  group  of  voters,  and  giving 
no  particular  thought  or  weight  to  public 
opinion,  either  In  the  country  as  a  whole  or 
within    any    particular   section    of    It. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Government  by  administrative  law  breeds 

opportunity  for  personal  arrogance,  evades 
the  courts,  sneers  at  the  rule  of  stare  de- 
cisis, affords  no  precedents,  and  fortifies  it- 
self by  pointing  ridicule  at  Congress  and 
other  lawmaking  bodies  of  our  Nation. 

•  •  •  •  • 
The  growth  of  legislation  by  administra- 
tive directive  Is  the  step  between  democracy, 
with  constitutional  guaranties  protecting  the 
body  of  the  law  in  the  people,  and  a  Gov- 
ernment by  men  with  their  back  to  the  wall, 
hurling  defiance  at  constitutional  and  sub- 
stantial changes  prompted  by  progress  and 
founded  on  the  spirit  of  the  law. 


From  Opening  Remarks  at  Joint  Meeting  or 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  House,  Called 
by  Senator  McCarkan  on  October  4,  1943, 
To    Discuss    Industrial    Decentealizatio:^ 
Early  last  July,  shortly  before  the  summer 
recess  of  the  Congress,  I  addressed  a  letter 
to  a  number  of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate, 
calling  attention  to   •   •    •  the  desirability  of 
decentralizing    heavy    Industry     (j)erhaps    I 
should    say  recentrallzing   heavy    industry), 
especially  through  establishment  of  new  or 
expanded   facilities   for   production    of    Iron 
and  steel.  In  areas  outside  the  few  acknowl- 
edged steel  centers  of  this  country. 

•  •  •  •  • 

We  must  realize  that  in  dedicating  our- 
selves to  work  for  the  establishment  of  fa- 


cilities for  the  prodvictlon  of  iron  and  steel. 
In  sections  of  the  country  which  do  not  have 
auch  facilities,  we  are  charting  a  course 
which,  if  we  sail  It  truly,  will  mean  sub- 
stantial changes  in  the  economic  set-up  of 
this  Nation.  The  importance  of  these 
changes  will  be.  perhaps,  far  beyond  our 
present  capacity  for  visualization.  I  believe 
these  changes,  if  made,  will  greatly  benefit 
the  country  as  a  whole,  as  well  as  bene- 
fiting the  indlvldiial  States  which  we  as 
Members  of  Congress  represent.  I  want  to 
see  those  changes  made.  But  I  do  not  be- 
lieve we  should  embark  upon  the  course 
through  which  these  changes  may  be  pro- 
duced, without  a  realization  of  the  broad 
scope  of  the  results  which  our  actions  may 
have. 

We  should  understand  clearly  that  the 
course  to  which  we  propose  to  commit  our- 
selves is  not  one  which  may  t)e  run  in  a 
day,  or  a  week,  or  a  month,  or  a  year.  There 
are  many  things  which  we  can  accomplish 
almost  immediately,  through  concerted  ac- 
tion. There  are  many  other  things  which 
can  be  accomplished,  if  at  all,  only  as  a  re- 
sult of  long  and  arduous  effort.  I  believe 
we  shciHd  pledge  ourselves  to  continue  that 
effort  untU  our  ends  have  been  achieved. 
And  one  of  those  ends  should  be  that,  in 
the  final  analysis,  there  shall  be  no  great 
section  of  this  country  which  shall  not  have 
emerged  into  economic  self-sufficiency. 

From  a  Letter  to  a  Constituent,  October  9, 
1943 

I  fear  that  this  war  will  not  end  when 
the  last  gun  is  fired.  I  can  see  signs  that 
indicate  that  this  is  to  be  a  war  with  an 
Indefinite  ending.  No  one  can  say  positively 
that  there  will  be  such  a  thing  as  a  peace 
term,  and  no  one  can  conjecture  whether 
or  not  there  will  be  a  jjeace  treaty. 

It  is  admittedly  a  plan  on  foot  to  have 
International  arrangements  fixed  by  inter- 
national agreements  rather  than  by  treaties. 
This  is  one  of  the  mo%'ements  of  the  times 
and  one  of  the  things  that  hurl  themselves 
squarely  into  the  face  of  our  Constitution  and 
form  of  government. 

From   Speech  at  San  Francisco,   Calif., 
June  9,  1944 

In  addition  to  the  question  of  our  national 
security,  the  question  of  a  better  balanced 
and  less  centralized  economy  also  demands 
the  development  of  the  West.  A  larger  urban 
population  In  the  West  would  open  new 
prospects  to  the  agrlculttiral  States  of  the 
Middle  West,  would  prove  a  boon  to  eastern 
industries  too. 

Finally,  no  other  single  propect  has  so 
much  to  offer  for  the  solution  of  the  total 
postwar  economic  problem.  The  West  offers 
new  prospects  and  new  opportunities  to  mil- 
lions of  people  who  have  reached  the  zenith 
of  their  hopes  and  j)oaBibillties  in  the  over- 
crowded and  overdeveloped  East.  A  pro- 
nounced westward  movement  of  ]X)pulation 
would  set  the  industries  of  the  East  hum- 
ming by  creating  a  maximum  demand  for 
durable  goods,  producers'  goods  and  con- 
sumers' goods. 

From  Speech   Bsfore  the  CALtFoaNiA  State 

Legislature  in  Special  Joint  Session,  June 

9,    1944 

War,  even  among  democratic  peoples.  Is  a 
totalitarian  interliide.  It  is  a  necessity  of 
limited  dtuation,  a  hatefiil  but  necessary 
Job  that  demands  and  Justifies  tlie  suspen- 
sion of  Individual  planning,  of  many  indi- 
vidual liberties,  and  raises  maximum  indi- 
vidual sacrifice,  rather  than  individual  lib- 
erty and  well-being,  to  the  heights  of  the 
greatest  social  ideal.  War  has  the  effect  of 
creating  the  jjsychological  mood  essential 
for  its  Buccees — the  mood  that  has  for  its 
motive  the  suspension  of  all  but  the  military 
considerations. 

This  necessary  mood,  thli  heroic  but  col- 
lectivist  mood.  Is  not  the  normal  mood  oX 
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this  Nation.    It  Is  not  the  mood  In  which 
thld   Nation  has  achieved   Its   strength,   Its 
greatness,  and  Its  wealth.    We  cannot  regard 
It  as  more  than  a  necessary  Interlude. 
•  •  •  •  • 

We  must  guard  against  this  mood,  which 
will  tempt  us  strongly  because  the  problems 
of  reconversion,  of  reconstruction,  will  be  so 
complex  and  so  trying,  and  we  must  be  on 
guard  against  the  men  who  advocate  that  we 
turn  to  the  building  of  the  peace  In  this 
mood.     These  men  would  cost  us  the  peace. 

Radio  Addhzss,  Augttst  17,  1944  (4  Dats  Be- 
roRX  THE   Opening  of  the  World  Peace 

CONFEKENCE    IN    WASHINGTON) 

It  is  not  for  this  country  to  attempt  to 
police  the  world;  nor  for  England  to  do  so. 
nor  any  other  country.  The  Job  must  be 
done  cooperatively  by  all  the  nations  which 
are  fitted  by  their  ideals  and  principles,  and 
their  strength  of  arms,  to  Join  in  the  effort; 
Just  as  in  the  early  days  of  the  West,  all 
upright  and  straight-shooting  citizens  were 
expected  to  Join  together  In  a  posse  to  com- 
bat some  outlaw  band.  In  those  early  days, 
whenever  it  became  known  that  there  were 
more  citizens  available  for  the  posse  than 
there  were  outlaws,  and  that  they  could  ride 
faster  and  throw  more  lead,  outlawry  died 
out  on  the  range.  That  same  principle  will 
work  out  Internationally. 

From   Radio   Speech,   October    10,    1944 

We  face  the  problem  of  taking  emphatic 
action,  in  concert  with  the  other  peace-lov- 
ing nations,  to  make  certain  that  when  this 
mighty  conflict  is  over,  war  shall  never  again 
be  allowed  to  spread  desolation  and  destruc- 
tion across  the  (ace  of  the  earth. 

Twice  now  in  naif  a  century"  the  old  world 
has  called  upon  our  people  to  give  their 
blood,  their  strength,  and  their  wealth  to 
quench  the  conflagration  of  war  arising  out 
of  old  greeds  for  power. 

If  this  country  Is  thus  to  be  called  upon 
to  give  its  blood  to  win  wars,  it  should  not 
hesitate  to  give  its  brain  and  courage  to 
prevent  war   before  the  flame  Is  lighted. 

PiOM  Radio  Speech,  November  4,  1944 
I  am  satisfled  that  this  country,  along  with 
the  other  great  powers  of  the  world,  should 
bind  itself  never  to  commit  an  act  of  ag- 
gression. I  do  not  believe  my  country  wi:i 
ever  desire  to  commit  an  act  of  aggression. 
And  I  believe  we  can  and  should  agree  to  do 
our  part  in  making  armed  force  available 
to  deal  swiftly  and  effectively  with  any  na- 
tion which  dares  to  start  a  war.  •   •   • 

We  must  plan  for  the  prompt  use  of  over- 
whelming force  against  any  aggressor  na- 
tion. If  we  make  such  force  available  and 
bind  ourselves  to  use  It,  the  occasion  may 
never  a.lse  when  we  shall  have  to  do  so;  but 
Just  as  surely  as  we  fail  to  make  such  force 
available,  sooner  or  later  some  outlaw  na- 
tion will  take  advantage  of  that  failure  to 
throw  the  world  once  more  in  the  hell  of 
war. 

From   Hearings.   Senate   CoBCMrrrEE  To   In- 
vestigate      Industrial       Centralization, 
Thxjrsdat,   November  16,    1944 
It  is  my  conviction  that  the  function  of 
democratic   government    is   not    to   plan    for 
business  but  to  plan  with  business;   that  it 
is   not   the  function   of   democratic   govern- 
ment to  supplant  business  In  any  of  Its  vital 
functions,   but   to   ..ssist   business   In   main- 
taining Its  full  Initiative  and  the  fullest  con- 
fidence both  in  itself  and  the  Government. 

From  Letter  to  SECRETART-TREAStmER.  Nevada 
State  Farm  Bureau,  September  15,  1945 
I  am  deeply  concerned  about  the  philoso- 
phy of  Oovernment,   which  apparently  still 
persists  in  the  minds  of  many  here  In  Wash- 


ington, that  we  can  continue  to  spend  our 
way  to  prosperity. 

During  the  war  years  this  country  has 
produced  hugely;  but  nnich  of  what  we  pro- 
duced has  been  or  will  be  destroyed.  There- 
fore, it  does  not  represent  permanent  wealth. 
We  have  not  paid  our  way  as  we  went.  If 
we  do  not  make  a  serious  and  effective  ef- 
fort to  curtail  Government  expenditures  and 
to  at  least  move  toward  a  balanced  budget, 
I  fear  that  we  may  wake  up  some  morning 
to  find  that  the  savings  of  our  people,  a  sub- 
stantial portion  of  which  are  Invested  in 
Government  obligations,  have  depreciated 
sharply. 

F^OM  Testimony  Before  Senate  CoMMmxE 
ON  Interstate  Commerce.  October  9,  1945 

Free  enterprise  has  made  this  country  the 
greatest  Industrial  Nation  In  the  world.  But 
remember,  free  enterprise  does  not  mean  the 
rule  of  the  jungle,  where  the  lion  and  the 
tiger  are  free  to  meet  the  competition  of 
smaller  animals  by  having  them  for  break- 
fast. Enterprise  which  is  truly  free — and  I 
mean  enterpri.se  which  Is  free  alike  from 
Government  control  and  direction,  from  arti- 
ficial economic  obstacles,  and  from  the 
hampering  Influence  of  monopoly — Is  our 
best  bet  to  solve  the  problems  which  lie 
ahead  of  us. 

From  a  Letter  to  a  Professor  at  the  Uni- 
versity OF  Nevada,  November  27,  1945 

I  have  never  been  able  to  understand  why 
we  should  coddle  any  group  or  party  or  for- 
eign government  which  Is  dedicated  to  the 
overthrow  of  uhat  democracy  which  is  the 
foundation  of  this  Nation. 

Sometimes  I  grow  discouraged  about  the 
situation,  for  I  have  found  that  a  man  can 
hew  to  the  line  over  a  period  of  years,  and 
for  part  of  the  time  he  will  be  called  an 
Isolationist,  for  part  of  the  time  he  will  be 
called  a  warmonger,  and  for  most  of  the  time 
he  will  be  called  a  meddler,  a  crackp>ot.  or 
worse.  Howe^er.  I  shall  never  change  my 
views  on  this  question,  for  I  feel  it  too  deeply. 
I  shall  continue  to  do  my  best  to  combat 
at  all  times  the  forces  which  I  know  are  this 
Instant  undermining  the  foundations  of  our 
national  integrity. 

P^om  a  Speech  on  Senate  Floor,  November 
29.  1945.  ON  the  Occasion  of  Introducing 
A  Bill  To  Create  a  National  Natural  Re- 
sources Policy  and  Provide  fob  a  Natural 
Resources  Inventory 
No  one  really  knows  how  much  we  have 

depleted  our   natural   resources   in  our  war 

efforts. 

•  •  •  •  • 

I  do  not  go  as  far  as  others  have  gone  in 
painting  the  picture  black.  I  do  not  agree 
that  we  have  become  a  "have  not"  nation. 
But  we  do  not  know  the  facts.  And  we  need 
to  know  the  facts.  We  need  to  know  what 
our  natural  resources  are.  where  they  are, 
and  how  they  may  best  be  used  In  the  na- 
tional interest 

A  nation  is  a  business.  The  United  States 
is  the  biggest  business  In  the  world.  For 
us  to  continue  in  business  without  knowing 
our  potential  upsets  is  Insane  from  an  eco- 
nomic standpoint. 

From  an  Article  in  the  Journal  of  the 
American  Bar  Association,  December  1946 
Where  law  ends,  arbitrary  power  begins. 
If  the  laws  may  be  bent  to  the  preferences 
of  any  official  agent  or  tribunal,  they  cease 
to  be  laws,  and  become  merely  advisory  de- 
clarations of  the  legislature.  But  this  Na- 
tion was  foundtid  upon  the  premise,  enunci- 
ated In  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
that  all  arbitrary  executive  power  is  to  be 
avoided.  It  is  therefore  unsound  and  unwise 
to  divide  government  into  matters  of  law 
and  matters  of  discretion,  because  such  a 
division  implies  that  the  one  is  as  proper  as 


the  other.  Although  we  may  never  wholly 
achieve  it  in  all  details,  the  whole  theory 
and  cast  of  our  Government  Is  that  it  is  a 
government  of  law,  rather  than  a  govern- 
ment of  men.  Discretion  is  merely  ihe  In- 
escapable or  unintentional  residue. 

From  Statement  to  the  Press,  Wednesday, 
April  16,  1947 

One  of  the  factors  working  toward  con- 
stantly greater  and  greater  centralization  of 
industrial  power  in  the  United  States  Is  the 
Inability  of  small  businesses  to  grow  In  the 
traditional  American  fashion. 

It  Is  important,  in  a  capitalistic  democ< 
racy  such  as  ours,  to  have  a  constant  in- 
fusion of  new  blood  at  the  bottom  of  the 
business  ladder,  in  all  fields  of  endeavor;  and 
to  give  those  who  start  new  enterprises  every 
reasonable  opportunity  and  Inducement  to 
grow. 

From  Speech  on  Senate  Floor,  April  24,  1947 
Americans  already  have  come  a  long  way 
toward  looking  to  their  Government  Instead 
of  to  themselves,  in  small  things  as  well  as 
big.  Small  business  Is  t)elng  liquidated. 
Big  business  Is  being  regulated.  Agriculture 
demands  Government  support.  The  de- 
mands of  labor  operate  on  a  national  scale 
with  legal  sanctions.  The  soul  of  the  indi- 
vidual is  being  smothered  in  the  struggle  of 
these  giants.  But  these  things  are  well 
enough  known.  Indeed,  they  are  so  well 
known  that  we  are  In  danger  of  accepting 
them  as  commonplace  and  Inevitable.  One 
can  hardly  speak  of  them  without  being 
viewed  as  an  historical  throwback,  or  as 
desiring  the  restoration  of  days  beyond 
recall.  We  are  In  danger  of  finding  that  the 
evil  of  big  government  has  been  converted 
into  a  virtue.  We  are  face  to  face  with  an 
era  in  which  men.  as  persons  of  human  dig- 
nity, are  paled  into  insignificance  beside  the 
modern  state  and  superstate. 

From  a  Letter  to  Wally  Borzn,  May  4,  1948 

Certainly,  you  are  right  about  the  fact 
that  a  Senator's  mall  often  Includes  some 
letters  which  are  unduly  or  unfairly  critical. 
However,  It  has  been  my  experience  that 
usually  one  of  these  letters  is  written  simply 
because  the  man  who  wrote  it  didn't  know 
all  the  facts.  After  all.  one  of  the  great 
privileges  of  being  an  American  la  the  right 
to  go  off  half-cocked  every  now  and  then,  to 
express  an  honest  opinion  even  if  it  Is  half- 
baked,  and  to  do  a  rlght-alxjut-face  without 
shame  when  Increased  iLnowledge  sheds  more 
light  on  the  subject. 

A  lot  of  folks  who  probably  never  read 
Emerson's  statement  that  a  foolish  con- 
sistency Is  the  bugaboo  of  little  minds  are 
constantly  proving  the  truth  of  this  state- 
ment In  their  dally  lives,  and  are  proving  at 
the  same  time  that  by  Emerson's  standards 
their  own  minds  are  not  little. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Your  method  of  putting  the  good  in  one 

pile  and  the  bad  in  another  would  be  the 
worst  possible  way  for  a  Congressman  to 
evaluate  his  mall.  That  Is  too  much  like 
trial  by  compurgation.  One  letter  may  be 
infinitely  more  Important  than  another,  not 
because  of  whom  It's  from,  but  because  of 
the  thought  behind  It. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Most  of  the  Senators  I  know — and  I  know 

most  of  them  rather  Intimately — don't  want 
cheers.  Their  goal  Is  simply  to  know  each 
night  that  they  are  still  doing  the  best  Job 
they  can  of  representing  the  folks  who 
elected  them;  knowing  that,  they  can  sleep 
with  their  consciences.  Constructive  criti- 
cism doesn't  bother  them,  because  they  can 
do  something  at>out  it;  it  helps  them  do  a 
better  Job.  Captious  or  irresponsible  criti- 
cism Lb  sometimes  irritating  but  doesn't  get 
under  your  skin  if  you  recognize  it  for  what 
it   is,   because   there's  nothing   you   can   do 


about  It.  And  most  ol  the  Senators  I  know 
are  pretty  good  at  separating  the  wheat 
from  the  chaff. 

From  a  Letter  to  a  Constituent,  August  9, 
1948 
It  has  always  been  my  own  personal  belief 
that  the  policy  which  tas  made  this  country 
greiit.  a  policy  of  pro<luclng  to  the  maxi- 
mum and  then  ftndlni;  or  developing  mar- 
kets, is  the  soundest  policy  for  us  to  pursue. 
Such  a  policy  shuns  aitiflclal  controls,  per- 
mits basic  economic  lav^s  to  operate  unham- 
pered, and  is  bound  to  result,  in  my  opinion, 
in  the  greatest  ultimatt  good  for  the  largert 
number.  There  are  tou  many  in  Washing- 
ton who  are  prone  to  o\  erlook  the  basic  eco- 
nomic truth  that  our  standard  of  living  Is 
measured  by  what  we  produce,  plus  what 
we  import,  minus  what  we  export.  Perhaps 
that  Is  oversimplification  for  it  takes  no  ac- 
count of  the  problem  of  distribution;  but 
if  what  we  face  Is  a  distribution  problem 
solely,  it  hardly  seems  pertinent  to  attempt 
to  solve  this  problem  by  attempting  to  con- 
trol production. 

From  Address  Before  A  «erican  Bar  Associa- 
tion. Seattle,  Wash  September  7,  1948 
For  years  the  Supreme  Court  has  been 
holding  that,  because  similar  powers  have 
been  conferred  upon  lome  Federal  agency, 
this  or  that  function  of  SUte  or  local  gov- 
ernments has  by  the  very  silence  of  Con- 
press  been  Impliedly  rendered  null  and  void. 
Now  that  Federal  functions  have  thrown  with 
the  expanded  scope  of  the  commerce  clause. 
blind  legislation  of  t  lat  kind  must  ulti- 
n.ately  come  close  to  obliterating  effective 
State  or  local  government.  The  very  fact 
that  In  recent  years  .t  has  become  estab- 
lished that  almost  every  seriotia  activity  ol 
the  people  of  this  land  may  be  the  subject 
of  Federal  regulation,  and  that  In  the  same 
tmie  much  has  been  brought  Into  Federal 
control  that  previously  had  not  been,  re- 
quires two  things:  First,  there  is  need  for 
u.s  to  look  back  over  l.jglslation  of  this  gen- 
eration and  make  due  provision  that  it  shall 
not  supersede  State  regulation  where  the 
latter  does  the  Job.  Second,  when  new  jr 
expanded  authority  is  proposed  for  any  Fed- 
eral agency.  Member;,  of  Congress  shouid 
ask  themselves:  "If  this  is  done,  will  and 
should  all  State  and  local  Jurisdiction  vo 
the  same  effect  autoaaatically  cease  to  be 
valid?" 

The  first  of  those  things  has  not  been 
done,  the  second  rar?ly.  As  a  result,  our 
unwritten  constitution  now  In  effect  pro- 
vides that  every  time  we  add  Federal  regu- 
latory authority,  by  the  same  token  and 
without  saying  so,  we  <limlnlsh  the  authority 
of  all  the  States.  In  many,  perhaps  most, 
such  situations  that  result  is  unnecessary 
and  may  be  unwise.  In  any  event,  whether 
or  not  necessary  or  v  Ise,  that  effect  comes 
about  silently  and  thoughtlessly.  Thus, 
moreover,  have  we  blindly  Ignored  Thomas 
JetTerson's  admonltloi  that  State  govern- 
ments are  the  most  competent  administra- 
tion for  our  domestic  concerns,  and  the 
surest  bulwarks  against  antldemocrat'tc 
tendencies. 

From   Radio  Speec;^,  October   4,   1948 

Communism  Is  the  biggest  boobytrap  In 
human  history.  It  Is  a  boobytrap  that  no 
^ane  and  clear-thinking  man  or  woman  who 
has  ever  known  the  God-given  freedom  of 
America  would  ever  walk  into  with  open 
eyes.  But  you  can  diift  Into  it  If  you  re- 
fuse to  think,  if  you  are  too  lazy  to  take 
action  to  avoid  it,  if  you  shut  your  eyes  to 
realities,  if  you  give  ear  to  the  voices  that 
are  constantly  trying  to  create  and  foster 
dissatisfaction  and  prejudice  and  hatred  and 
unrest  and  uncertainty. 


From  Statement  to  the  Press,  January  28, 
1949  (in  Connection  With  Introduction 
OF  A  Bill  To  Give  Aid  to  the  National 
Government  of  China) 

With  regard  to  China,  the  United  States 
faces  a  decision  which  may  determine  Its 
position  In  the  world  of  the  future.  We  can- 
not defer  this  decision,  for  to  accept  delay 
is  to  decide  against  action.  It  is  time  to 
stop  drifting  on  a  sea  of  rhetoric  and  good 
Intentions  and  examine  the  facts. 

We  must  decide  anew  whether  our  system 
of  free  Institutions,  fre^  enterprise,  and  the 
dignity  of  the  Individual  human  being,  is 
going  to  accept  the  challenge  of  communism 
In  Its  announced  determination  to  destroy 
all  that  we  and  our  forbears  have  builded. 
If  we  reaffirm  our  dei  sion  to  accept  that 
challenge,  we  cannot  stand  still;  we  either 
go  forward  or  we  retreat.  We  must  face 
the  issues  squarely. 

•  •  •  •  • 

We  cannot  afford  to  debate  and  delay  this 
decision.  While  we  bemoan  the  failures  and 
shortcomings  of  our  former  ally  across  the 
Pacific,  our  enemies  are  taking  over  China 
and  laughing  at  our  efforts  to  straddle  the 
fence.  The  time  is  here  for  us  to  take  our 
position  against  communism  in  Asia,  as  we 
have  In  Europe. 


Speech  on  Senate  Floor,  February  25,  1949 
Events  in  Asia  are  dally  emphasizing  the 
cold  hard  truth  of  the  motivating  power 
behind  the  Chinese  Communists.  No  longer 
can  even  the  most  optimistic  believe  that 
the  war  in  China  is  a  mere  revolt  of  an 
oppressed  people.  The  tenacity  with  which 
the  Communists  hold  on  to  the  olive  branch 
they  claim  to  have  extended  is  Indicative 
of  Moscow's  determination  to  exercise  its 
complete  control  over  this  prostrate  nation, 
not  by  a  peaceful  settlement,  but  by  com- 
plete surrender  of  those  forces  who  would. 
If  given  the  opportunity,  oppose  the  inter- 
national expansion  of  communism. 

•  «  •  •  • 

Flushed  with  recent  victories,  the  real 
hand  behind  the  Chinese  Communists  is 
making  itself  known  In  Asia  today.  Korea  Is 
a  powder  keg,  ready  to  explode  in  our  face 
if  we  are  pushed  out  of  China  as  a  force 
in  opposition  to  communism.  Reports 
already  Indicate  the  situation  approaches 
outright  war  between  the  southern  portion, 
which  we  recognize,  and  the  northern  or 
Communist  portion,  which  the  Soviets  recog- 
nize. 

Make  no  mistake.  If  the  Communists  are 
not  stopped  In  China,  the  next  step  will 
be  Korea  and  do  not  forget  that  In  Korea 
we  still  maintain  occupation  troops  and  If 
trouble  becomes  serious  in  that  country  our 
boys  must  fight  or  get  out  and  ^.dmit  to 
the  world  that  we  are  losing  our  battle  for 
the  survival  of  freedom. 


From  an  Article  in  the  Georgetown  Law 
Journal,  May  1950 

So  long  as  Government  lawyers  appear  to 
segard  the  application  of  legislation  as  a 
sort  of  chessboard  on  which  they  may  play 
games  with  private  Interests,  the  effect  of 
statutes  Is  bound  to  be  at  least  deferred. 

From  Speech  in  Senate,  July   12,   1950 

Mr.  President,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  should  Immediately  sever  dip- 
lomatic relations  with  the  Government  of 
Soviet  Russia  and  with  the  governments  of 
the  countries  which  are  satellites  of  Soviet 
Rvissia.  May  I  hasten  to  add  that  the  sever- 
ance of  diplomatic  relations  is  not  a  step 
toward  war  but  is  a  last  hope  to  marshal  the 
free  people  of  the  world  In  the  cause  of  peace 
and  to  quarantine  those  who  are  courting 
war  by  spreading  their  tentacles  to  all  corners 
of  the  world. 


From  Radio  Interview  on  Northwestern 
University  Program,  the  Reviewing  Stand, 
Week  of  December  1,  1950 

At  the  start,  we  must  understand  that  the 
fight  Is  not  against  subversive  Ideas  but 
against  subversive  acts.  Mere  advocacy  of 
radical  economic  and  social  doctrines,  by 
Communists  or  anyone  else,  constitutes  no 
real  menace  to  the  United  States.  Unsound 
doctrines  will  not  endure  when  exposed  to 
the  light  of  truth  In  a  free  society.  Laws 
suppressing  free  expression  of  any  economic 
and  social  doctrine^  no  matter  who  advo- 
cates them,  would  be  unwise,  and  would 
strike  at  the  roots  of  our  constitutional  guar- 
anties of  free  speech. 

The  real  danger  to  our  freedoms,  from  the 
Communists.  Is  not  in  what  they  say  or 
think  but  In  what  they  are  trying  to  do. 

The  economic  and  social  doctrines  of  com- 
munism are  only  window  dressing  behind 
which  a  conspiratorial  fifth  column  oper- 
ates In  the  United  States,  under  the  absolute 
discipline  of  the  Kremlin.  This  foreign-con- 
trolled conspiracy  Is  working  fanatically  to 
undermine  or  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the   United  States   by   overt  acts. 

From  Speech  in  Senate,  January  16.  1951 
This  is  a  queer  kind  of  war  in  Korea. 
We  are  trying  to  fight  it  without  admitting 
that  we  are  in  It.  That  makes  It  a  tough  war 
to  fight  and  an  easy  war  to  lose.  In  that 
kind  of  war.  LT  the  enemy  loses,  we  don't  win; 
but  If  the  enemy  wins,  we  lose.  So,  If  we 
are  going  to  go  on  fighting  this  war,  we're 
suckers  If  we  don't  use  every  weapon  avail- 
able to  us. 

From  Speech  in  Senate,  August  6,  1951,  Dis- 
cussing the  Global  Propaganda  War 
I  think  we  should  abandon  the  superior, 
almost  patronizing  tone  of  a  rich  and  moral 
uncle  addressing  p>oor  relatives.  No  state- 
ment by  Americans  about  how  well  off  and 
free  they  are  will  carry  weight  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain.  We  must  learn  to  look  through 
the  eyes  of  our  audience,  whether  In  Odessa 
or  Shanghai  or  Tlmbuctoo.  Our  propaganda 
must  be  directed  to  their  interests,  their  self- 
esteem,  their  hopes  for  the  future.  They 
must  be  made  to  feel  that  we  need  their 
help,  not  merely  that  they  need  ours.  We 
must  fiatter,  rather  than  derogate,  their 
national  and  racial  experience. 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  a  global  propaganda  war,  a  miss  is  as 
good  as  a  mile.  Close  doesnt  count.  Noth- 
ing short  of  an  all-out  offensive  will  do  the 
Job.  We  have  every  moral  and  political 
right  to  use  the  same  weapons  of  subver- 
sion. Infiltration,  and  thought  warfare  that 
have  been  used  for  30  years  against  us.  The 
Soviet  rulers  have  not  been  seeking  Just  to 
irritate  us — or  simply  to  embarrass  us;  they 
have  been  aiming  to  destroy  us.  They  have 
exploited  our  every  weakness  and  social  con- 
tradiction. There  are  no  fewer  weaknesses 
and  contradictions  at  their  end,  for  us  to 
exploit. 

We  need  a  fighting  policy,  aiming  at  the 
soonest  possible  collapse  of  the  Red  hier- 
archy, and  we  need  techniques  of  psycho- 
logical warfare  to  match  such  a  policy. 

From  Address  Delivered  at  Arlington  Na- 
tional Cemetery,  Memorial  Day  1934 
The  array  that  may  threaten  the  security 
of  our  Nation's  foundation  Is  not  a  uni- 
formed army.  K  it  were,  we  might  recog- 
nize our  foe.  The  force  of  reform  against 
our  institutions  may  come  from  afar  and 
may  challenge  without  a  declaration  of 
war.  It  sAtis  the  emissary  of  propaganda 
to  tell  us  that  the  strength  of  democracy 
is  disintegrating,  that  the  principles  for 
which  our  patriots  struggled  and  died  be- 
long to  an  age  of  the  past,  that  the  doctrine 
of  popular  government  falls  to  meet  demands 
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of  the  present  day,  and  that  the  Instrument 
written  by  Jefferson  and  Hamilton  and  ex- 
pounded by  Marshall  no  longer  is  possessed 
of  the  spirit  and  the  profoundness  that 
caused  men  to  give  their  lives  for  Its  preser- 
vation. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  add  my  words  to  the  tributes 
which  have  been  paid  today  to  our  dis- 
tinguished colleagues  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  especially  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia,  Harry  Flood  Byrd, 
and  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada. Pat  McCarran.  The  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  has  a  high  regard  and 
a  profound  respect  for  the  statesman- 
like views,  the  courage,  and  the  industry 
of  these  great  Senators.  Thousands  of 
Kansans  share  my  view.  May  their  fine 
abilities  and  services  be  available  to  this 
body  for  many  years  to  come. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  those  who 
have  preceded  me  in  paying  tribute  to 
our  distinguished  colleagues.  I  congrat- 
ulate the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  upon  their  20 
years  of  distinguished  service  in  this  leg- 
islative body.  I  share  the  sentiments 
which  have  been  expressed  by  other  Sen- 
ators. Their  abilities  and  capacities  as 
statesmen  and  legislators  have  long  been 
recognized  and  acknowledged  through- 
out the  Nation. 

Aside  from  their  great  abilities,  they 
each  have  one  characteristic  which  most 
impresses  me,  and  which  commands 
the  admiration  and  esteem  of  the  Amer- 
ican people.  It  is.  Mr.  President,  their 
frequently  demonstrated  willingness  to 
rise  above  merely  partisan  considerations 
and  place  their  services  upon  the  basis 
of  the  best  interests  and  welfare  of  this 
Nation. 

While  they  symbolize  to  me  the  true 
traditions  and  principles  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  as  founded  by  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson, they  rise  above  and  beyond  that, 
In  that  they  further  symbolize  the  true 
traditions  and  principles  of  real  Ameri- 
canism. During  my  10  years  of  service 
in  the  Senate  I  have  been  privileged 
and  honored  to  enjoy  their  personal 
friendship.  I  have  profound  resp)ect  for 
their  opinions  and  judgment.  I  have 
often  looked  to  them  for  counsel  and 
guidance,  and  have  deferred  to  their  wis- 
dom and  followed  their  leadership  on 
many  issues  associated  with  legislation 
over  which  their  respective  committees 
have  jurisdiction. 

I  am  happy  to  join  my  colleagues  in 
congratulating  them,  and  I  wish  for  each 
of  them  many  more  anniversaries  of 
distinguished  and  fruitful  service  in  this 
body. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  many  able,  fitting, 
and  well-earned  tributes  which  have 
been  paid  today  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  and  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]. 

Ever  since  Senator  Byrd  entered  upon 
his  duties  in  this  Chamber  some  20  years 
ago,  I  have  followed  his  career  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest.  I  have  not  only 
followed  it  with  interest,  but  I  have  been 
thrlBed  on  occasions  by  his  courage  and 
his  fine  approach  to  the  issues  which 


have  confronted  our  country  from  time 
to  time.  Wo  should  all  be  proud  to  lae  in 
this  body  with  one  who  possesses  the 
talents  and  the  ability  of  Harry  Flood 
Byrd.  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia. 

As  to  the  .senior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran],  it  has  been  my  priv- 
ilege. Indeed  my  high  privilege,  to  serve 
under  his  leadership  on  the  vital  and  im- 
portant Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of 
the  Senate.  He,  too,  on  many  occasions, 
has  been  an  inspiration  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  He  possesses 
great  courage  and  fine  legal  ability.  He 
is  a  great  American. 

So.  Mr.  President,  it  gives  me  a  great 
deal  of  happiness  and  pleasure  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  deserved  tributes 
we  have  heard  paid  to  these  outstanding 
Americans. 

SENATOK       H\TDEN,       SENATOR       BTKD,       SENATOR 
M'CARRAN,    AND    SENATOR    BUSSEIX 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, our  session  today  marks  an  anni- 
versary for  three  of  our  most  distin- 
guished and  able  Members. 

It  was  just  26  years  ago  that  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arizona,  Carl  Hay- 
den,  was  first  sworn  in  as  a  Member  of 
the  Senate.  It  was  just  20  years  ago  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia.  Harry 
P.  Byrd,  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada,  Pat  McCarran,  first  took  the 
oath. 

For  two  decades  and  more,  these  able 
men  have  served  their  States  and  their 
Nation.  They  have  risen  to  positions  of 
national  stature  through  the  exercise  of 
ability,  loyalty,  and  devotion  to  prin- 
ciple. 

Like  our  good  friend  Senator  Richard 
B.  Russell,  of  Georgia,  whose  20th  an- 
niversary as  a  Senator  was  last  January 
12,  their  names  are  already  a  part  of  the 
history  of  the  Senate. 

As  have  so  many  others  of  the  junior 
Members  of  the  Senate,  I  have  learned 
to  lean  heavily  on  the  wise  counsel  and 
the  long  experience  of  these  senior 
statesmen.  I  have  found  them  to  be 
towers  of  strength  in  the  days  when  the 
road  is  rough. 

I  express  to  them  the  hope  that  there 
are  ahead  of  them  many  more  years  of 
service  in  which  their  experience  and 
their  ability  will  play  the  same  vital  role 
in  American  life  that  they  are  now  play- 
ing and  have  played  in  the  past. 

SAM   RAYBtmN,   OT  TEXAS 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  now  to  pay  trib- 
ute to  another  great  American.  Texas 
takes  great  pride  in  the  fact  that  the  be- 
loved former  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Sam  Rayburn,  today 
marks  the  40th  anniversary  of  his  being 
sworn  in  as  a  Member  of  that  great 
public  body.  Mr.  President,  no  man  in 
public  life  today  commands  a  higher  de- 
gree of  respect,  devotion,  and  affection 
from  those  who  know  him  than  does 
Sam  Rayburn. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  wish  to  refer  to 
another  most  important  anniversary 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor. 

FRANKLIN    D.    ROOSEVELT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, today  marks  one  of  the  great  events 
of  American  history.  It  was  on  March 
4— just    20    years    ago— that    the    late 


Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  took  the  oath  of 
office  as  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

In  these  times,  we  tend  to  forget  the 
bleak  mood  of  the  country  at  the  time  he 
took  office.  The  United  States  was 
clutched  tightly  in  the  grip  of  a  terrible 
depression.  Millions  were  unemployed, 
and  walked  the  streets  in  an  aimless 
search  for  jobs  that  did  not  exist.  Cor- 
poration profits  were  nonexistent,  and 
the  ledgers  showed  few  entries  that  were 
not  in  red  ink.  On  farm  after  farm,  the 
knock-knock  of  the  sheriff's  hammer 
symbolized  the  wave  of  mortgage  fore- 
closures. 

Few  of  us  can  forget  the  feeling  of 
confldence  that  swept  the  Nation  when 
President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  took 
over  the  reins.  He  trusted  the  people, 
and  the  people  tr\isted  him.  Together- 
acting  as  Americans  In  a  common  enter- 
prise— we  proceeded  to  pull  ourselves  out 
of  the  mire  of  economic  desix>nd. 

It  has  been  two  decades,  Mr.  President, 
since  that  great  day.  America  has  gone 
far  and  has  lived  through  some  of  the 
most  important  chapters  of  history.  To- 
gether, we  have  risen  to  the  highest 
standard  of  living  in  history — to  the  po- 
sition of  the  mightiest  of  the  free  nations 
of  the  world. 

We  are  still  close  to  the  administra- 
tion of  our  late  President.  Many  of  the 
acts  of  that  administration  were  and  still 
are  controversial,  as  are  all  events  of  the 
recent  past. 

But  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  posi- 
tion of  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt  in  the 
hearts  of  the  American  people.  He  will 
always  be  the  man  who  appeared  in  our 
darkest  hour  of  depression  and  voiced 
the  true  soul  of  these  United  States. 

The   only   thing   we   have   to  fear   is  fear 

Iteelf— 

He  said  on  March  4,  1933.  Those  are 
the  words  of  hoF>e  which  carried  us 
through  the  depression.  Those  are  the 
words  of  hop>e  which  can  carry  us 
through  the  days  ahead. 


BEEF  AND  CATTLE  PRICES 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  address  a  few  remarks  to 
the  Senate  on  the  subject  of  the  gloom 
which  seems  to  pervade  this  body,  and 
which  has  unfortunately  spread  across 
the  land,  concerning  the  cattle-price  sit- 
uation. 

Mr.  President,  I  come  from  a  State 
relatively  small  from  the  standpoint  of 
population,  but  large  from  the  stand- 
point of  land.  Within  its  borders  there 
are  numerous  animals  classified  as  cat- 
tle, so  we  are  very  much  interested  in  this 
subject. 

I  have  been  greatly  grieved  to  hear  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Kerr)  speak  of  his  concern 
over  the  distress  which  is  felt  in  his  State 
because  of  declining  cattle  prices. 

I  have  sat  here  a  long  time  waiting  to 
hear  some  Senator  from  a  cattle-produc- 
ing State  express  confldence  in  the  men 
who  made  this  industry  great,  and  ex- 
press the  feelini  that  the  same  faith  and 
determination  which  caused  those  men 
to  move  to  the  West  and  to  create  the 
great  cattle  industry  might  enable  them 
to  solve  their  own  problems. 


A^'riculture  and  cattle  comprise  more 
tl'.an  one-fourth  of  tlie  entire  economy 
of  my  State,  so  I  speik  with  deep  con- 
cern on  this  subject.  I  had  hoped  that 
the  li'-ht  which  the  ca  tie  and  sheep  pro- 
ducers of  my  State  of  Arizona  would  cast 
in  this  Chamber  todaj  might  dispel  some 
cf  the  t^loom  and  ser^-e  as  a  second  sun 
to  use  en  this  day  and  make  plain  the 
fact  that  a  State  small  in  population  but 
(.reat  in  area  has  a  keen  determination 
to  solve  this  problem  in  the  old-fash- 
ioned American  way. 

I  wish  to  read  a  velegram  which  I  re- 
ceived this  morning  from  the  Arizona 
Wool  Growers  Association.  We  have  not 
talked  much  about  sheep,  but  those  Uttle 
animaK  also  give  us  concern.  The  tele- 
pram  reads  as  follow? : 

Phofnix,  Arit:  .  February  28.  1953. 
Ilor.    Barry  Goldwater 

United  States  Senator, 

Washiigton.  D.  C: 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  today  there  is  a 
general  public  discussion  and  some  criticism 
lit  the  L'niled  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture in  the  new  administration,  we  feel  that 
It  Is  time  for  the  Bhee:vralslng  Industry  to 
restate  our  long-estahllshed  belief  and  an- 
nounce our  whnle-hea-ted  support  for  the 
principles  enunciated  by  Secretary  Ezra  Ben- 
B'.n  calling  for  less  Government  support,  less 
Government  controls,  end  more  opportunity 
for  the  development  of  agriculture  under 
private  enterprise.  We  believe  agriculture 
can.  and  we  know  the  wool-growing  Industry 
can.  develop  the  production  of  food  and  fiber 
needed  for  our  o  vn  uses  and  the  assistance 
of  our  allies  In  today's  battle  to  maintain  a 
free  world  and  we  car.  take  our  place  in  a 
free  and  strong  domestic  economy  which  is 
riquired  if  this  Natlcn  is  to  continue  its 
leadership.  We  can  do  this  t>est  without 
Government  controls  a  id  vlthout  cost  to  the 
taxpayers.  We  only  ask  that  we  get  the  right 
to  first  place  in  a  free  American  market,  with 
the  American  farmer  and  American  worker 
protected  from  cheap  'orelgn  Imports  which 
are  destroying  the  American  standard  of  llv- 
Ini;  and  which  for  several  years  forced  do- 
mestic producers  to  accept  more  and  more 
Government  aid. 

Abizona  Wool  Geoweks 
Association. 

roiest  w.  lockett, 

President. 

H.  B.  Embach, 

Secretary. 

To  further  dispel  the  note  of  anxiety 
which  we  find  in  some  places  through- 
out the  country.  I  sliould  like  to  read  to 
the  Senate  a  few  exct;rpts  from  an  article 
published  in  the  Arizona-Republic  of 
February  28,  in  reporting  the  proceedings 
of  the  Arizona  Catt.e  Growers  Associa- 
tion, held  in  Bisbee.  Ariz.  The  excerpts 
show  how  vitally  these  people  are  con- 
cerned with  governmental  support  and 
the  extreme  importance  th'^y  place  on 
this  subject,  which  we  have  heard  so 
ably  discussed  in  this  body.  The  sub- 
ject has  been  of  paramount  concern  to 
the  cattle  growers  of  Oklahoma.  I  know 
that  Oklahoma  raises  far  more  cattle 
than  does  Arizona.  However.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  call  attention  to  what  Mr.  Ralph 
Cowan,  the  president  of  the  Arizona  Cat- 
tle Growers  Association,  referred  to  as 
the  first  problem  confronting  the  asso- 
ciation. It  may  be  hard  to  believe  in 
this  day  and  age,  but  that  problem  is 
cattle  rustling,  or  the  stealing  of  cattle. 
It  is  what  we  see  on  the  Hopalong  Cas- 
sidy  and  other  television  programs.  That 
was  the  first  problem  to  which  the  presi- 
dent of  the  association  referred,  not  Gov- 


ernment support  of  prices.  Then  he 
went  on  to  make  an  excellent  statement, 
from  which  I  should  like  to  read,  and  I 
suggest  that  Senators  from  other  cattle- 
producing  States  could  pass  this  word 
along.    I  read  from  the  article: 

"We  did  not  expect  the  abrupt  drop  with- 
out a  comparable  decline  in  cattle  feed 
prices,"  Cowan  asserted. 

"Our  big  trouble,"  he  added,  "is  that  we 
often  look  at  the  price  received  per  pound 
of  beef  without  regard  to  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing that  pound  of  beef. 

"I  would  say  that  one  of  our  alms  should 
be  that  we  take  cognizance  of  the  cost  of 
producing  this  pound  of  beef  In  relation  to 
the  price  we  get." 

Later  In  the  convention,  F.  E.  Molin. 
secretary  of  the  American  National  Cat- 
tlemen's Association,  asked  the  delegates 
to  the  convention  to  write  to  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Ezra  Taft  Benson  and  to 
their  Representatives  in  Congress,  re- 
questing that  support  prices  not  be  placed 
on  the  cattle  industry. 

Mr.  President,  in  closing  I  should  like 
to  read  a  letter  which  I  received  this 
morning  from  Mr.  Carlos  Ronstadt,  pres- 
ident of  the  Baboquivari  Cattle  Co.  He 
writes: 

Baboqtttvari  Cattle  Co., 

Amado,  Ariz.,  March  1,  1953. 

Dear  Barrt:  It  was  an  inspiration  to  me. 
as  it  would  have  been  to  you,  to  attend  the 
Arizona  cattle  growers'  convention  In  Bisbee 
this  past  weekend.  The  group  asked  that 
no  controls,  no  subsidies,  no  price  floor,  nor 
any  help  other  than  buy  American  and  long- 
term  loans  be  given  for  cattle.  They  think 
that  old  law  of  supply  and  demand  should 
t>e  allowed  to  operate,  and  that  if  prices  drop 
that  soon  other  things  will  come  into  line, 
but  that  we  will  maintain  our  freedom  and 
Independence.  I  know  that  this  is  what  you 
stand  for,  and  It  would  have  given  you  con- 
fldence In  yourself,  as  It  did  for  the  rest  of 
us.  There  was  only  one  speaker  in  opposi- 
tion out  of  several  hundred  present.  Inci- 
dentally, he  is  not  a  leader  in  Arizona  of 
our  Industry. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  these  few 
remarks  only  to  show  the  American  peo- 
ple that  in  this  great  land  of  ours,  within 
the  State  from  which  I  proudly  come  and 
which  I  call  my  home,  there  are  those 
who  today  are  not  afraid  to  stand  up  on 
their  own  feet,  as  they  did  in  days  when 
they  struggled  to  get  the  cattle  industry 
to  the  point  where  it  is  today.  That  was 
done  by  strong  men  who  had  faith  and 
hope  and  were  willing  to  fight  and  suffer 
for  their  principles.  AH  they  ask  for 
today  is  to  have  us  in  Washington  get 
out  of  their  hair. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  gladly  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Carlos  Ronstadt.  and  I  derive  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure  from  the  fact  that  we 
have  the  same  type  of  citizen  in  the  State 
of  Nevada,  as  I  am  sure  other  States 
have.  Men  of  this  type  have  made  their 
investments,  and  all  they  ask  is  that 
Congress  do  nothing  which  will  destroy 
their  investments. 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona.  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  what  in  his  opin- 


ion will  happen  to  the  cattle  Industry 
if  we  continue  to  import  cattle  from  . 
Mexico  and  Canada  and  frozen  meat 
from  New  Zealand  and  Australia,  as  well 
SiS  canned  meat  from  kl\  areas  in  which 
it  is  available?  If  we  were  to  continue 
that  policy,  what  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  would  be  the  fu- 
ture of  the  cattle  business  in  this 
country? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  should  like  to 
read  a  portion  of  a  telegram  which  I 
read  in  full  before  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  entered  the  Chamber.  I  believe 
my  reading  of  the  excerpt  will  answer 
the  Senator's  question.  It  not  only  ex- 
presses my  feeling  but  also  the  feeling 
of  a  large  segment  of  the  population  of 
my  State.    It  reads: 

We  only  ask  that  we  get  the  right  to  first 
place  In  a  free  American  market,  with  the 
American  farmer  and  the  American  worker 
protected  from  cheap  foreign  exports,  which 
are  destroying  the  American  standard  of 
living  and  which  for  several  years  forced  do- 
mestic producers  to  accept  more  and  more 
Government  aid. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
that  statement  does  answer  my  question. 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  further  question  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  further 
to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  what  the  Senator  has  stated  meets 
with  the  general  approval  of  the  people 
of  my  State  and  the  people  of  many 
other  States.  It  is  the  reason  why  we 
need  the  protection  of  the  buy-Ameri- 
can policy  which  was  mentioned.  A 
former  Representative  in  Congress  at 
one  time  proposed  a  25 -percent  leeway  in 
prices.  That  is  to  say,  the  Government 
in  its  purchases  could  favor  the  domestic 
producer  to  the  extent  of  25  percent  in 
the  price  paid.  Is  not  the  reason  why 
producers  need  the  benefit  of  the  dif- 
ferential because  in  the  other  producing 
countries,  such  as  Mexico,  New  Zealand, 
and  other  areas  of  the  world,  the  wages 
are — I  was  going  to  say  one -third,  but 
actually  they  are  one-tenth  of  what  the 
wages  are  in  this  country? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  believe  the 
problem  to  which  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada refers  is  wrapped  up  in  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  find  ourselves  in  rela- 
tion to  the  cattle  industry.  It  is  a  sub- 
ject which  has  been  discussed  brilliant- 
ly on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  We  have 
a  cattle  population  of  approximately  94 
million,  and  we  must  work  off  approxi- 
mately a  million  of  that  population  be- 
fore we  can  expect  to  flnd  cattle  prices 
solidifying  and  starting  to  rise  again.  ■ 
To  answer  specifically  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  I  would  say 
that  naturally  when  we  find  ourselves  in 
a  condition  of  overproduction,  the  intro- 
duction of  any  outside  sources  of  supply 
tends  to  keep  prices  down.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  comes  from  a  State,  as  I  do 
also,  which  produces  copper.  In  the  case 
of  copper  the  situation  is  such  that  our 
country  cannot  produce  sufficient  copper 
for  our  own  domestic  needs  and  there- 
fore we  feel  it  is  proper  to  import  for- 
eign copper  to  supply  the  demands  of 
our  armed  services. 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President 
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Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  one  more  question. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Are  we  still  in  the 
morning  hour? 

The  PRESroiNO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
AiKZN  in  the  chair) .  The  morning  hour 
has  not  been  concluded. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  permit  me 
to  ask  one  more  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona? 
Mr.  LANGER.  Certainly. 
Mr.  MALONE.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  is  fully  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  American  wool  industry,  for  ex- 
ample, does  not  produce  as  much  wool 
as  is  used  in  this  country.  That  is  the 
direct  result  of  the  free-trade  policy  of 
the  executive  department.  The  respon- 
sibility of  fixing  that  policy  has  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  executive  de- 
partment by  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act.  by  which  the  constitutional  respon- 
sibility of  Congress  was  transferred  di- 
rectly to  the  executive  department  and 
allowed  to  be  administered  by  a  State 
Department  which  had  very  little,  if  any, 
knowledge  of  domestic  or  foreign  indus- 
try. The  supply  of  wool  produced  in  this 
country  is  not  adequate  for  the  Ameri- 
can market.  When  wool  is  allowed  to 
come  into  this  country  without  the  pay- 
ment of  any  import  fee  or  duty  in  the 
form  of  a  differential,  as  the  Constitu- 
tion calls  for,  it  means  that  no  investor 
in  the  wool  business  or  sheep  business  in 
the  United  States  is  safe.  In  other 
words,  no  man  in  his  right  mind  would 
put  any  money  in  the  sheep  business,  be- 
cause at  least  one-half  of  his  produc- 
tion could  be  overwhelmed  by  foreign 
Importation.  Does  not  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  agree  with  that  statement? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  addressed  my 
remarks  to  the  cattle  situation.  We 
could  become  involved  here  in  a  long 
discussion  of  the  advisability  of  free 
trade,  as  against  tariffs.  I  would  sug- 
gest that  we  might  postpone  our  remarks 
until  that  particular  subject  comes  to 
the  floor. 

I  think  the  Senator's  question  Is  an- 
swered amply  by  the  telegram  I  read. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
that  specific  question  was  answered. 

In  closing,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  cattle 
business,  the  sheep  business,  the  copper 
business,  the  textile  business,  the  crock- 
ery business,  and  practically  all  other 
businesses  in  the  United  States  are  se- 
riously affected.  Recently  three  crock- 
ery plants  in  Ohio  were  closed.  Imports 
are  coming  from  Japan,  Germany,  Eng- 
land, and  elsewhere.  The  principle  or 
I)olicy  involved  is  clear.  A  nation  which 
wishes  to  maintain  its  high  standard  of 
living  is  faced  with  two  alternatives.  It 
can  pay  subsidies,  and  thus  can  subsi- 
dize, for  all  practical  purposes,  the  out- 
put of  other  nations.  In  that  way  prices 
are  held  up  when  the  market  cannot  ab- 
sorb any  more  of  the  particular  prod- 
ucts, and  such  products  will  have  the 
protection  of  a  Buy  American  program, 
under  which  a  subsidy  of  25  percent,  or 
whatever  amount  Congress  determines. 
will  be  provided.  In  order  to  afford  suf- 
ficient leeway  to  favor  American  pro- 
ducers. Or  Congress  can  proceed  as  is 
provided  In  the  Constitution,  namely,  by 
levying  duties,  imposts,  or  excises  to 
make  up  tht  differential  or  difference  be- 


tween the  standard  of  living  in  our  coun- 
try and  the  standards  of  living  in  other 
countries.  When  that  difference  or  dif- 
ferential is  paid  into  the  United  States 
Treasury  a  few  times,  it  will  not  be  long 
before  the  foreign  countries  concerned 
raise  their  standards  of  living,  so  that 
they  will  equal  ours. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  present  policy 
encourages  the  maintenance  of  the  very 
great  difference  now  existing  between 
the  standard  of  living  in  the  United 
States  and  the  standards  of  living  In 
other  countries. 


THE  WATCHMAKING  INDUSTRY 
AND  NATIONAL  SECURITY 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  there 
was  recently  released  by  the  White 
House  a  highly  significant  report  con- 
cerning the  national-defense  importance 
of  our  domestic  jeweled-watch  industry. 
This  subject  is  particularly  interesting 
to  me  because  there  has  recently  been 
established  in  my  State,  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  only 
existing  domestic  plant  for  the  manu- 
facture of  jewel  bearings,  which  are  tiny 
but  indispensable  to  the  operation  of 
ti-nepieces  and  similar  precision  instru- 
ments that  are  so  vital  to  our  national 
security  program. 

Because  of  both  the  immediate  and 
the  long-range  significance  of  this  re- 
port, which  is  entitled  "The  Watchmak- 
ing Industry  and  National  Security".  I 
request  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Senate  to  insert  in  the  Record  the  press 
release  issued  by  the  National  Security 
Resources  Board  summarizing  this  re- 
port, together  with  certain  unclassified 
excerpts  from  the  report  itself. 

Th?  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bar- 
rett in  the  chair).    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
and  excerpts  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

KXECDTIVI    OmCE    OF  THE    PRESIDENT, 

National  Secubitt   RESorRCES  Boabo. 
Washington,  D.  C.  January  16,  1953. 

Jack  Gorrie,  Chairman  of  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board,  released  today  the 
results  of  a  specialized  manpower  study  Im- 
portant to  the  security  of  the  Nation. 

At  the  request  of  the  President,  the  Na- 
tional Security  Resources  Board  chaired  a 
committee  composed  of  representatives  from 
the  Department  of  Defense,  Commerce,  and 
Labor.  This  commltte  was  directed  to  deter- 
mine (1)  the  nature  of  the  skilled  man- 
power requlremenu  which  would  be  placed 
on  the  watchmaking  Industry  in  the  event 
of  full  mobilization,  and  (2)  the  necessity 
for  and  practicability  of  measures  to  main- 
tain and  develop  an  adequate  supply  base 
of  skilled  workers  in  this  industry.  They 
embodied  their  findings  in  a  classified  report 
submitted   to   the   President. 

The  committee's  analysis  made  It  clear  that 
precision  jeweled  movements  are  essential 
to  the  security  of  the  Nation  in  wartime. 
These  are  produced  uniquely  by  the  Jeweled 
watch  segment  of  the  watch  and  clock  In- 
dustry. 

The  nature  of  the  skills  and  the  long  train- 
ing time  required  for  the  development  of  key 
skills  In  manufacturing  Jeweled  watch  move- 
ments make  it  necessary  to  keep  workers 
continuously  producing  these  products. 
This  makes  the  usual  standby  facilities  ap- 
proach to  the  problem  of  maintaining  a 
mobilization  base  unsultert  to  the  require- 
ments of  this  situation. 

The  committee  therefore  specified  a  mini- 
mum production  range  sufficient   to   main- 


tain the  required  base  of  skilled  workers  for 
mobilization  requirements. 

The  present  annual  level  of  domestic  pro- 
duction of  Jeweled  movements  is  above  this 
minimum  and  therefore  adequate  to  preserve 
a  sufficient  base  of  .skilled  workers  for  mobili- 
zation needs.  The  committee  concluded  that 
no  Government  action  1b  necessary  at  this 
time. 

The  committee  recommended,  however, 
that  the  production  levels  of  thla  industry 
be  kept  under  review  by  the  National  Security 
Resources  BoarC  and  that  the  Government 
take  action  U  production  falls  below  the 
safety  level. 

The  committee  further  considered  the 
relative  merits  of  seven  measures  which 
might  be  taken  If  necessary  to  maintain 
production  at  the  minimum  level.  These 
measures,  some  of  which  would  require  legis- 
lation, might  be  applied  singly  or  In  com- 
bination: 

1.  Advanced  procurement  of  watches  and 
chronographs  for  military  use  under  con- 
ditions of  full  mobilization. 

2.  Preferential   procurement. 

3.  Increase  In  the  tariff. 

4.  Import  quotas. 

5.  Direct  subsidy. 

6.  Removal  of  excise  tax  on  Jeweled  clocks 
and  watches. 

7.  Accelerated  amortization  of  capital 
equipment. 

Unclassified  Excerpts  From  Mbmobandum, 
Jack  Gorrie,  Chairman,  National  Secu- 
rity Resources  Board,  to  John  R.  Steel- 
man,  THE  Assistant  to  the  President, 
Januart  12,  1953 

Subject:  The  watchmaking  Industry  and  na- 
tional security. 

You  will  recall  that  the  President.  In  a 
letter  of  September  26,  requested  me  to  es- 
tablish an  interdepartmental  committee  with 
representation  from  the  Dep^u-tments  of  De- 
fense, Labor,  and  Commerce.  This  commit- 
tee was  to  (1)  determine  the  nature  of  the 
skilled  manpower  requirements  which  would 
be  placed  on  the  watchmaking  Industry  la 
the  event  of  full  mobilization,  and  (2)  de- 
termine the  necessity  for  and  practicability 
of  measures  to  maintain  and  develop  an  ade- 
quate supply  base  of  skilled  workers  In  this 
Industry. 

The  committee  has  completed  Its  report, 
which  was  transmitted  to  the  President 
today.  In  the  course  of  the  development  of 
this  repHjrt  the  committee  consulted  also  with 
the  Department  of  State,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, and  the  Treasury  Department.  Rep- 
resentative firms  In  the  industry  participated 
extensively  In  preparing  the  basic  dava  on 
which  some  of  the  major  findings  rest. 

The  study  makes  it  clear  that  precision 
Jeweled  movements  are  essential  to  the  se- 
curity of  the  Nation  In  wartime.  It  was  fur- 
ther determined  by  the  committee  that  the 
products  of  the  Jeweled  watch  Industry, 
namely  Jeweled  clocks.  Jeweled  watches, 
chronographs,  and  chronometers,  have  a  very 
high  essentiality  rating  and  are  uniquely  pro- 
duced by  the  firms  in  this  branch  of  the 
watch  and  clock  Industry. 

It  was  also  determined  that  the  usual 
standby-facilities  approach  to  the  problem 
of  maintaining  mobilization  base  is  un- 
sulted  to  the  requirements  of  this  situation. 
The  nature  of  the  skills  and  the  long  train- 
ing time  required  for  key  skills  in  producing 
Jeweled  watch  movements  make  It  necessary 
to  keep  workers  actually  producing  products 
directly  and  continuously  using  these  skills. 
It  is  generally  agreed  that  skills  devel- 
oped in  producing  precision  Jeweled  move- 
ments can  be  utilized  on  other  products 
and  for  other  industries.  However,  It  Is  only 
after  long  training  periods  that  workers  from 
other  Industries  become  qualified  to  make 
Jeweled  movements. 

Dissipation  of  the  skills  presently  em- 
ployed either  by  curtaUment  below  a  mini- 
mum production  level  of  Jeweled  movements 
or   by   transfer   to   alternative    activity   not 


requiring  the  same  order  of  skills  clearly 
W)Uld  not  be  In  the  Interest  of  national 
security.  Such  skill  attrition,  of  course.  Is 
not  a  serious  problem  In  the  short  run  when 
fckilled  workers  are  temporarily  transferred 
to  less  exacting  work  in  the  same  plant. 
But,  If  proloi^ged,  such  transfer  results  In 
U..SS  of  akUl,  workers  leaving  the  plant,  and 
cessation  of  training.  Therefore,  It  Is  not 
suflicient  for  nationa.1  security  purposes 
merely  to  maintain  the  facilities  on  a  stand- 
by biisls.  It  Is  the  skills  that  must  be 
m.ilntained.  This  can  only  be  done  by  ac- 
tu:il  put-through  of  watch  and  clock  move- 
nienls  or  the  parts  of  such  movements. 

The  committee  therefore  concluded  that 
in  view  of  the  critical  and  unique  nature 
of  the  .skills  Involved,  a  minimum  number 
of  Jeweled  clocks  and  watches  sliould  be  con- 
tinuously produced  by  this  industry  In  order 
to  preserve  a  base  of  skilled  workers  upon 
which  expansion  could  be  built  In  the  event 
of  full  mobilization.  A  minimum  produc- 
tion range  was  specified  by  the  committee 
and  is  contained  in  the  classified  report. 

The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  present  level  of  production  was  adequate 
t.j  preserve  this  base  of  skilled  workers  but 
siic^Tsted  that  the  production  levels  of  this 
Industry  be  kept  under  review  by  the  Na- 
tional Security  Resources  Board  and  that  the 
Ci<  vernment  take  specific  action  If  produc- 
tion falls  below  the  safety  level. 

The  committee  further  considered  the 
relative  merits  of  seven  alternate  measures 
which  might  be  taken  :o  nuintain  produc- 
tl  n  at  the  minimum  level.  For  some  of 
the>e  mea.«ures  legislation  would  be  required. 
The  measures  are: 

1.  Advanced  procurement  of  watches- and 
chronographs  fur  military  use  under  condi- 
tujus  of  full  mubtllzaiion. 

2.  Preferential  procurement  from  the  Jew- 
eled w.ntch  Industry  for  jeweled  watch  and 
clock  movements. 

3  Increase  in  the  tarlfT. 

4  The  establishment  of  Import  quotas. 

5  Direct  subsidies. 

6  The  removal  of  the  excise  tax  on  jew- 
eled clocks  and  watches. 

7.  Accelerated  araurlizatlon  of  capital 
equipment. 

The  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  the 
neveral  alternatives  are  discussed  in  the  re- 
port. 

COLLECTION  OP  LUMP-SUM  PAY- 
ME>rrS  FOR  ACCUMULATED  AN- 
NUAL LEAVE  BY  EMPLOYEES  OP 
THE  OFFICE  OF  RENT  STABIU- 
ZATION 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Piesident.  on 
Februaiy  4,  1953,  I  called  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  the  highly  question- 
able procedure  whereby  49  employees  of 
the  Economic  Stabilization  Agency, 
Omce  of  Rent  Stabilization,  had  devised 
a  .<:cheme  whereby  they  were  collecting 
lump-sum  payments  for  accumulated 
annual — terminal — leave. 

At  that  time  I  pointed  out  that  these 
lump-sum  payments  were  made  on  the 
false  a.s.sumption  that  the  employees 
were  being  separated  from  the  service 
when  actually  there  was  no  break  in 
their  service  record  nor  any  change  in 
their  job  requirements. 

On  that  same  date  I  incorporated  in 
the  Record  a  letter  purportedly  signed 
by  Mr.  William  G.  Barr  defending  this 
transaction  on  the  basis  that  the  30-<lay 
separation  notices  of  May  26,  1950,  were 
given  in  contemplation  of  a  closing  of 
that  aRency  on  June  30,  1950. 

The  following  day.  Mr.  Barr  appeared 
at  my  office  and  repudiated  any  part  in 
the  preparation  or  signing  of  this  letter 


attributed  to  him.  and  claimed  that  the 
letter  defending  this  highly  questionable 
procedure  had  been  prepared  in  his  ab- 
sence and  his  name  affixed  by  another 
oflBcial  of  the  agency. 

To  clarify  Mr.  Barr's  true  position  on 
this  question,  at  this  point  I  ask  unani- 
mous consept  to  have  incorporated  in  the 
Record  a  portion  of  a  letter  dated  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1953,  explaining  how  he  had  not 
only  refused  to  defend  the  transaction 
but  actually  condemned  the  practice 
when  it  was  authorized.  Mr.  Barr  made 
this  same  report  to  the  chairmen  of  the 
Senate  and  House  Committees  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr- 
GoLDWATZR  in  the  chair).  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

As  you  know,  the  present  Office  of  Rent 
Stabilization  Is  the  successor  agency  to  the 
Office  of  the  Housing  Expediter.  I  have  acted 
as  Deputy  to  the  Housing  Expediter  and  as 
Deputy  Director  of  Rent  Stabilization 
throughout  this  period. 

In  all  candrr,  I  must  inform  you  that  the 
device,  for  cash  settlement  of  annual  leave 
credits  was  conceived  without  my  knowledge. 
When  I  was  informed  of  the  device  I  consid- 
ered It  to  be  clearly  unethical  and  contrary 
to  the  responsibility  which  all  Federal  em- 
ployees owe  their  Government. 

In  spile  of  my  strenuous  objections,  the 
device  was  carried  into  effect.  However,  my 
views  as  to  the  Impropriety  of  the  procedure 
were  so  strong  that  I  informed  all  of  the 
employees  under  my  immediate  supervision 
that  1  would  demand  the  resignation  of  any 
of  them  who  took  advantage  of  the  device. 

Had  I  been  in  a  position  to  do  so,  my 
views  of  the  ethical  standards  required  of 
Federal  employees  would  have  prompted  me 
to  insist,  likewise,  UfKin  the  resignation  of 
the  two  officials  who  were  responsible  for 
conceivin^j  and  executing  the  device. 

On  January  30,  1953.  I  was  appointed  Act- 
ing Director  ol  Rent  Stabilization.  This  ap- 
pointment win  become  effective  at  the  open- 
ing of  business  February  9,  1953.  According- 
ly. I  have  this  day  notified  the  two  respon- 
sible officials  that  they  will  be  suspended 
from  employment  at  the  opening  of  business 
February  9. 

I  can  well  understand  that  your  committee 
will  be  interested  In  the  complete  details  of 
this  matter,  and  I  am  most  anxious  to  make 
these  details  available  to  It.  Accordingly.  I 
will  welcome  the  opf)ortunlty  to  appear  be- 
fore the  committee  to  explain  my  position 
regarding  this  occurrence. 

I   am   writing    a  similar  letter   to  Repre- 
sentative John  Phti.i.ips,  of  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Independent  Offices  Appropriations. 
Sincerely  yours. 

William  G.  Barr, 

Acting  Director. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
facts  are  Congress,  on  June  23,  1950.  ex- 
tended this  agency  1  year,  or  until  June 
30.  1951.  and  the  extension  law  was 
signed  by  the  President  on  June  23 — 3 
days  prior  to  the  sei>aration  payments. 

Following  this  exposure  on  February 
4,  1953,  the  case  was  called  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Honorable  Lindsay  C.  War- 
ren. Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States,  for  an  opinion  as  to  its  legality. 
Under  date  of  February  20,  1953,  Mr. 
Warren  submitted  his  report — a  copy  of 
which  has  been  forwarded  to  the  chair- 
men of  the  appropriate  Senate  and  House 
committees. 


At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  the  conclusions 
reached  by  the  Comptroller  General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  opinion 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Investigation  has  been  made  Into  the  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  the  action  of  cer- 
tain officials  of  the  Economic  Stabilization 
Agency,  Office  of  Rent  Stabilizaticn,  in  "ter- 
minating" 49  employees  of  the  Agency  from 
permanent  appointments  on  June  26,  1950, 
immediately  rehiring  them  under  temporary 
appointments,  paying  them  for  accumulated 
annual  (terminal)  leave,  and  transferring 
them  back  to  permanent  status  upon  the 
expiration  of  the  period  paid  for  as  leave. 
Further  payments  were  made  to  them  for 
the  leave  accrued  for  the  service  in  the  tem- 
porary status.  Pour  additional  employees 
were  treated  in  like  manner  at  later  dates. 
The  53  employees  were  thus  paid  a  total  of 
$111,421.34  (gross)  upon  transfer  to  tempo- 
rary status  and  $12,545.17  when  transferred 
back  to  a  permanent  status.  The  reinstate- 
ments were  dated  soon  after  the  expiration 
of  the  period  for  which  leave  wiis  pai^;  in 
other  words,  as  soon  as  the  restoration  could 
technically  have  been  accomplished  without 
creating  a  requirement  for  refund  of  any 
part  of  the  leave  payment  received.*  •  Forty- 
seven  of  the  employees  in  question  were  on 
duty  In  the  Washington  office.  Four  were 
attached  to  San  Francisco  and  two  to  the 
Atlanta  office. 

basis  claimed  for  the  acttoj* 
Responsible  officials  of  the  Agency,  queried 
as  to   the  motive  behind  the   action,  assert 
that   inasmuch    as   the    life   of    the    Agency 
was  due   to  expire   unless  extended   by   the 
Congress   some  means   had   to   be   found   to 
carry    on   the   work    of   the   Agency   and    at 
the    same   time    provide   for    liquidation    of 
the  enormous  liability  for  accumulated  an- 
nual leave  to  the  credit  of  all  of  the  em- 
ployees of  the  Agency.     It  Is  reported  that 
three  plans  were  discussed — first,  to  termi- 
nate Immediately   enough  of   the  personnel 
to   allow  payment  of  salary  to  the  balance 
of  the  personnel  through  June  30;   seconi, 
to   request  every  employee   to   volunteer   to 
take  1  week  of  leave  without  pay;  and,  third, 
to  solicit  the  consent  of  permanent  status 
employees  with  sizable  leave  balances  to  be 
placed  on  leave  without  pay  for  a  sufficient 
period   to  save  enough   of   their   salaries    lo 
cover  1  week  of  salary  needed  for  the  bal- 
ance of  the  staff,  these  particular  employees 
to    be    terminated    In    accordance    with    the 
terms    of   reduction -In -force    notices    Issued 
and    receive    lump-sum    payments     (which 
would   be   paid   from   funds   made   available 
for  terminal  leave)    then  to  be  rehired   on 
a  strictly  temporary  basis  until  It  was  de- 
termined which  positions  could  be  retained 
under  new  staffing  patterns.     It  is  reported 
that   plan  3   was   first   considered  the  mo?t 
logical  and  it  was  decided  upon.     However, 
a  few  dayc  later  the  Housing  Kxpediter  in- 
dicated that  this  plan   (which  was  proposed 
by    Mr.    John   J.   Madlgan,   the   Deputy   Di- 
rector) seem  complicated,  that  there  was  in- 
sufficient  time   to   explain   it,    and   that   It 
would  not  be  adopted  generally.     It  is  fur- 
ther reported  that  as  Information  concern- 
ing  this   plan    had    come   to    the    attention 
of  many  of  the  employees  of  the  Office,  the 


'  One  case  was  exceptional.  C.  O.  Plummer 
was  returned  to  permanent  duty  prior  to 
expiration  of  the  temporary  leave  date  as  he 
expected  to  be  recalled  to  military  service 
and  desired  to  retain  a  permanent  status 
when  he  returned  from  the  service.  He  re- 
funded $355.12  by  check  dated  August  28, 
1950. 
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requiring    the   same   order   of   skills   clearly 

wiuld  not  be  In  the  Interest  of  national 
security.  Such  skill  attrition,  of  course.  Is 
not  a  serious  problem  In  the  short  run  when 
skilled  workers  are  temporarily  transferred 
to  less  exacting  work  in  the  same  plant. 
But,  if  proloiiged,  such  transfer  results  in 
U.ss  of  skill,  workers  leaving  the  plant,  and 
cebsatlon  of  training.  Therefore,  It  Is  not 
sufficient  for  national  security  purposes 
merely  to  maintain  the  facilities  on  a  stand- 
by biisls.  11  Is  the  skills  that  must  be 
maintained.  This  can  only  be  done  by  ac- 
tu:il  put-through  of  watch  and  clock  move- 
nieiils  or  the  parts  of  such  movements. 

The  committee  therefore  concluded  that 
In  view  of  the  critical  and  unique  nature 
of  the  skills  Involved,  a  minimum  number 
of  Jeweled  clocks  and  watches  sliould  be  con- 
tinuously produced  by  this  industry  In  order 
to  preserve  a  base  of  skilled  workers  upon 
which  expansion  could  be  built  In  the  event 
of  full  mfjbillzatlon.  A  minimum  produc- 
tion range  was  specified  by  the  committee 
and  is  contained  in  the  classified  report. 

The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  i^resent  level  of  production  was  adequate 
t.j  preserve  this  base  of  skilled  workers  but 
BUEgPsted  that  the  production  levels  of  this 
Indu-^try  be  kept  under  review  by  the  Na- 
tional Security  Resources  Board  and  that  the 
Gc  vcrnment  take  specific  action  If  produc- 
tion falls  below  the  safety  level. 

The  committee  further  considered  the 
rela'ive  merits  of  seven  alternate  measures 
which  mlcht  be  taken  :o  nuintaln  produc- 
tl  n  at  the  minimum  level.  For  some  of 
thr>e  mea-^ures  legislation  would  be  required. 
The  measures  are: 

1.  Advanced  procurement  of  watcher  and 
chrono^^raphs  for  military  use  under  condl- 
li  ins  o(  full  mobilization. 

2.  Preferential  procurement  from  the  Jew- 
eled wntch  industry  for  Jeweled  watch  and 
clock   movempnt.s. 

3  Increase  in  the  tariff. 

4  The  establishment  of  Import  quotas. 

5  Direct  subsidies. 


attributed  to  him.  and  claimed  that  the 
letter  defending  this  highly  questionable 
procedure  had  been  prepared  in  his  ab- 
sence and  his  name  affixed  by  another 
official  of  the  agency. 

To  clarify  Mr.  Barr's  true  position  on 
this  question,  at  this  point  I  ask  unani- 
mous consept  to  have  incorporated  in  the 
Record  a  portion  of  a  letter  dated  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1953,  explaining  how  he  had  not 
only  refused  to  defend  the  transaction 
but  actually  condemned  the  practice 
when  it  was  authorized.  Mr.  Barr  made 
this  same  report  to  the  chairmen  of  the 
Senate  and  House  Committees  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr- 
GoLDWATER  in  the  chair).  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

As  you  know,  the  present  OfHce  of  Rent 
Stabilization  Is  the  successor  agency  to  the 
Office  of  the  Housing  Expediter.  I  have  acted 
as  Deputy  to  the  Housing  Expediter  and  as 
Deputy  Director  of  Rent  Stabilization 
throughout  this  period. 

In  all  candcr.  I  must  inform  you  that  the 
device,  for  cash  settlement  of  annual  leave 
credits  was  conceived  without  my  knowledge. 
When  I  was  informed  of  the  device  I  consid- 
ered It  to  be  clearly  unethical  and  contrary 
to  the  responsibility  which  all  Federal  em- 
ployees owe  their  Government. 

In  spile  of  my  strenuous  objections,  the 
device  was  carried  into  effect.  However,  my 
views  as  to  the  Impropriety  of  the  procedure 
were  so  strong  that  I  Informed  all  of  the 
employees  under  my  Immediate  supervision 
that  1  would  demand  the  resignation  of  any 
of  them  who  took  advantage  of  the  device. 

Had  I  t>een  in  a  position  to  do  so.  my 
views  of   the  ethical  standards  required   of 


At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  the  conclusions 
reached  by  the  Comptroller  General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  opinion 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Investigation  has  been  made  Into  the  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  the  action  of  cer- 
tain officials  of  the  Economic  Stablllzatioa 
Agency.  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization,  In  "ter- 
minating" 49  employees  of  the  Agency  from 
permanent  appointments  on  June  26.  1950, 
immediately  rehiring  them  under  temporary 
appointments,  paying  them  for  accumulated 
annual  (terminal)  leave,  and  transferring 
them  back  to  permanent  status  upon  the 
expiration  of  the  period  paid  for  as  leave. 
Further  payments  were  made  to  them  for 
the  leave  accrued  for  the  service  in  the  tem- 
porary status.  Pour  additional  employees 
were  treated  in  like  manner  at  later  dates. 

The  53  employees  were  thus  paid  a  total  of 
$111,421.34  (gross)  upon  transfer  to  tempo- 
rary status  and  $12,545.17  when  transferred 
back  to  a  permanent  status.  The  reinstate- 
ments were  dated  soon  after  the  expiration 
of  the  period  for  which  leave  wiis  pai^;  in 
other  words,  as  soon  as  the  restoration  could 
technically  have  been  accomplished  without 
creating  a  requirement  for  refund  of  finy 
part  of  the  leave  payment  received.'-  Forty- 
seven  of  the  employees  in  question  were  on 
duty  In  the  Washington  office.  Fotir  were 
attached  to  San  Francisco  and  two  to  the 
Atlanta  office. 

BASTS    C1.AIMET)    FOR    THE    ACTTON 

Responsible  officials  of  the  Agency,  queried 
as  to  the  motive  behind  the  action,  assert 
that  Inasmuch  as  the  life  of  the  Agency 
was  due  to  expire  unless  extended  by  the 
Congress  some  means  had  to  be  found  to 
carry    on   the   work   of   the   Agency    and    at 
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director  of  personnel  (Mrs.  Linda  A.  Mat- 
teo)  Inquired  of  the  Housing  Expediter 
whether  he  objected  to  use  of  the  plan  oy 
any  desiring  It.  Since  he  had  no  objection. 
It  was  taken  advantage  of  by  employees  lo- 
cated at  the  central  office  and  a  few  from 
the  field  who  happened  to  be  In  Washing- 
ton on  official  visits  or  were  told  of  the  plan 
by  telephone  upon  the  occasion  of  a  call 
from  the  field. 

All  employees  of  the  Agency,  except  a  few 
who  were  on  extended  sick  leave,  took  1 
week's  leave  without  pay  between  June  11 
and  24,  1950,  though  many  of  them,  knowing 
their  services  could  not  be  spared,  contrib- 
uted their  time  without  compensation.  The 
49  employees  participating  in  the  plan  were 
continued  on  limited  appointments  while 
all  other  employees  of  the  Agency  continued 
to  receive  extensions  of  their  reductlon-ln- 
force  notices  every  30  days.  This  situation 
prevailed  from  June  through  September  of 
1950. 

The  explanations  are  numerous,  conflict- 
ing, and  only  partly  related  to  the  known 
problems  and  their  rational  solution.  It  is 
true  the  1950  salary  fund  was  running  short 
(apart  from  the  balance  usable  only  for  ter- 
minal leave).  But  the  action  then  con- 
sidered and  finally  taken  in  the  last  few 
days  had  only  a  faintly  negligible  effect  on 
the  1950  salary  appropriation.  The  payment 
for  accumulated  leave  did  not  have  any 
effect  on  the  1950  operating  fund  for  sala- 
ries and  expenses  Inasmuch  as  such  pay- 
ments were  charged  against  the  fund  ear- 
marked for  terminal  leave.  Also,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  employees  were  actually 
never  off  the  payroll  there  was  no  saving 
Involved  except  for  the  1  week's  leave  with- 
out pay  taken  by  each  employee  of  the 
Agency. 

AVAn.ABn.rnr  or  funds 
During  the  fiscal  year  1950  the  Office  of 
Bousing  Expediter  (Office  of  Rent  Stabiliza- 
tion as  of  July  31,  1951)  was  operating  under 
the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1949  (Public 
Law    31.    81st    Cong.)     approved    March    30, 

1949.  The  basic  legislation  covered  the  pe- 
riod through  June  30,  1950.  The  President 
recommended  in  the  budget  for  the  Inde- 
pendent Offices  Appropriation  Act.  1950.  the 
sum  of  $26,750,000  to  cover  the  program  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  year  1950.  The  budget  Item  was 
finally  approved  in  the  amount  of  $17,500,000 
or  $9,250,000  less  than  estimated  require- 
ments. In  discussions  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate,  when  consideralion  was  being  given 
to  raising  the  figure  of  $17,500,000  it  was 
indicated  that  consideration  might  be  given 
a  supplemental  request  in  January,  when 
the  actual  needs  would  be  known.  Late  In 
January  the  President  submitted  a  supple- 
mental estimate  of  $3,600,000  to  enable  the 
Housing  Expediter  to  administer  rent  con- 
trol through  June  30,  1950. 

At  that  time  there  was  considerable  agi- 
tation for  the  termination  of  rent  control 
on  June  30,  1950,  and  in  view  thereof  there 
was  appropriated  in  the  Urgent  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  approved  March  27, 

1950,  64  Stat.  37,  the  sum  of  $4,000,000  (an 
Increase  of  $400,000  over  the  estimate)  'of 
which  $2,600,000  shall  be  available  for  the 
payment  of  tremlnal   leave  only." 

Additional  funds  in  the  amount  of  $800,- 
000  were  requested  for  salaries  and  expenses 
but  only  $600,000  was  made  available  in  the 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  approved 
June  29,  1950,  64  Stat.  286.  As  of  April  21, 
1950,  there  was  an  unused  balance  of  $1,358, J 
496  of  the  amount  of  $2,600,000  earmarked 
for  terminal  leave  pay  by  the  act  approved 
March  27.  19£0. 

As  a  net  result,  therefore,  there  was  an 
appropriation  deficiency  for  the  fiscal  year 
1950,  but  it  is  emphasized  that  this  defi- 
ciency is  not  an  acceptable  explanation  for 
the  solution  final'y  arrived  at,  since  the 
conversions  to  temporary  and  payments  for 


leave  did  not  effect  any  savings  to  the  1950 
salary  fund.  What  was  accomplished  was 
the  use  of  some  of  the  1950  terminal  leave 
fund  which  otherwise  (and  unless  reappro- 
priated)  would  have  reverted  to  the  Treasury. 

By  a  law  approved  June  23,  1950,  the  life 
of  the  agency  was  extended  to  June  30.  1951 
(Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1950.  64  Stat.  255). 
As  of  the  date  (June  26,  1950J  when  the 
personnel  changes  were  made  to  temporary 
status,  the  Agency's  basic  law  thus  had  been 
extended,  but  no  appropriation  for  the  new 
fiscal  year  had  been  provided.  This  Agency — 
in  common  with  most  others — operated  for 
several  months  on  the  basis  of  continuing 
joint  resolutions,  which  permitted  salary 
payments  but  which  did  not  settle  what 
amount  would  be  available  for  the  entire 
fiscal  year  1951.  The  status  of  the  appro- 
priation for  1951  thus  obviously  was  uncer- 
tain on  June  26,  1950,  but  it  is  emphasized 
the  uncertainty  is  not  a  reason,  much  less 
a  warrant,  for  converting  p)ermanent  employ- 
ees to  temporary,  since  as  temporaries  their 
cost  continued  as  a  charge  against  the  ex- 
pected appropriation. 

By  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act.  1951. 
approved  September  27.  1950,  64  Stat.  1044, 
there  was  appropriated  for  salaries  and  ex- 
penses for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951.  the  sum  of  $10,615,500  together  with 
not  exceeding  $1,600,000  of  the  unobligated 
balances  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  pur- 
pose for  the  fiscal  year  of  1950,  of  which  not 
less  than  $2  million  was  available  only  for 
payment  of  terminal  leave. 

REASON  GIVEN  FOR  FAILURE  TO  CANCEL  THE  MOVE 
FOR  PAYMENT  OF  TERMINAL  LEAVE  TO  4  9  EM- 
PLOYEES 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  life  of  the 
Agency  was  extended  to  June  30,  1951,  by  the 
act  of  June  23,  1950,  an  explanation  was 
requested  from  responsible  officials  of  the 
Agency  as  to  why,  immediately  after  that 
time,  steps  were  not  taken  to  cancel  the 
plan  to  make  the  payment  for  terminal  leave 
to  the  49  employees  In  question.  The  only 
explanation  offered  was  that  It  was  not 
known  how  much  money  the  Agency  would 
receive  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to  pay 
for  as  much  of  the  accumulated  leave  as 
the  employees  had  asked  for. 

NOTICES  TO  EMPLOYEES 

All  employees  of  the  Agency  were  given 
reduction  in  force  notices  on  May  26,  1950, 
effective  June  30,  1950.  These  notices  were 
later -amended,  changing  the  date  to  June 
25,  1950,  and  the  49  employees  in  question 
were  given  temporary  appointments  effective 
June  26.  1950.  These  employees  were  con- 
tinued in  a  temporary  status  long  enough 
for  the  leave  which  they  were  paid  a  lump 
sum  for  to  expire.  Shortly  thereafter,  and 
usually  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  pay 
period,  they  were  reconverted  to  a  permanent 
status  and  again  paid  a  lump  sum  for  leave 
accrued  during  their  status  as  temporary 
employees.  (Exception  In  the  case  of  C.  O. 
Plummer  previously  explained.) 

The  reparation  of  the  four  employee?  was 
at  a  later  date  and  obviously  for  different 
reasons.  Statements  of  various  employees 
were  to  the  effect  that  payments  made  to 
two  of  these  employees,  namely,  John  T. 
O'Brien  and  Donald  K.  Martin,  were  at  their 
oral  request  and  for  personal  reasons.  The 
files  do  not  contain  evidence  of  such  re- 
quests. It  was  further  reported  that  these 
two  payments  were  made  at  the  direction  of 
William  G.  Barr  (former  General  Manager  of 
Rent  Stabilization)  now  Acting  Director  of 
Rent  Stabilization.  Form  52,  'Request  for 
Personnel  Action,"  was  actually  signed  by 
Mr.  Barr  in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien. 

There  is  attached  Mr.  Barr's  statement  to 
the  effect  that  he  disfavored,  and  regarded 
as  unethical,  the  payments  to  the  49  em- 
ployees.   The  statement  does  not  advert  to 


his   formal   request  for   like   action   In   the 
O'Brien  case. 

During  hearings  before  the  Independent 
Offices  Subcommittee  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  on  February  10,  1953, 
It  was  indicated  that  Mr.  Edwin  D.  Dupree, 
Jr  ,  General  Counsel  of  the  Office  of  Rent 
Stabilization,  desired  to  participate  In  the 
plan  in  order  to  make  a  down  payment  on  a 
home.  Records  of  the  corporation  court  of 
the  city  of  Alexandria.  Va.,  disclose  that 
on  October  23,  1950,  a  deed  was  recorded 
showing  the  ourchnse  by  him  of  a  house  in 
Alexandria  on  which  there  was  recorded  a 
fi.'st  trust  in  the  amount  of  $10,600,  a  second 
trust  of  $3,500,  and  a  third  trust  of  $2,717.90. 
Computation  from  the  amount  of  revenue 
stamps  on  the  document  discloses  that  the 
house  cost  approximately  $20,400,  which 
leaves  a  balance  of  $3,512  10,  apparently 
paid  in  cash.  Mr.  Dupree  received  a  net 
payment  for  accumulated  annual  leave  In 
July  1950  of  $3,654.75. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  par- 
ticular attention  is  called  to  that  portion 
of  the  report  which  explains  how  Mr. 
Edwin  D.  Dupree.  Jr..  the  General  Coun- 
sel of  the  OfRce  of  Rent  Stabilization, 
participated  in  the  plan  in  order  to  make 
a  down  payment  on  a  home.  Records  of 
the  corporation  court  of  the  city  of 
Alexandria.  Va..  disclose  that  on  October 
23, 1950,  a  deed  was  recorded  showing  the 
purchase  by  him  of  a  house  in  Alexandria 
on  which  there  was  recorded  a  first  trust 
in  the  amount  of  $10,600.  a  second  trust 
of  $3,500,  and  a  third  trust  of  $2,717.90. 
Computation  from  the  amount  of  rev- 
enue stamps  on  the  document  discloses 
that  the  house  cost  approximately  $20.- 
400,  which  leaves  a  balance  of  $3,512.10, 
apparently  paid  in  cash.  Mr.  Dupree 
received  a  net  payment  for  accumulated 
annual  leave,  in  July  1950,  of  $3,654.75. 

There  were  four  other  employees  who 
on  a  different  occasion  followed  this  same 
practice  and  brought  the  total  gross  pay- 
ments to  $111,421.34.  All  payments  were 
made  by  merely  transferring  the  em- 
ployees from  pei-manent  to  temporary 
status  without  any  change  being  made  in 
their  official  duties  or  salaries  and  with- 
out the  loss  of  a  day  or  hour  in  service. 

Mr.  Warren  also  called  attention  to  a 
fact  which  makes  the  whole  transaction 
even  more  questionable  in  that  when 
these  employees  were  transferred  back  to 
permanent  status  again,  without  the 
formality  of  being  separated  for  even  a 
day.  they  received  additional  lump-sum 
payments  as  temporary  employees  total- 
ing $12,544.17. 

At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record  a 
breakdown  of  these  second  lump-sum 
payments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Office  of  Rent  Stabilization,  temporary  em- 
ployees  converted  to  reinstatements 
{Washington,     D.     C.     unless     otherwise 
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Office  Of  Rent  Stabilization,  temporary  em- 
nhyyees  converted  to  teinstatementa 
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•scertain  their  legality,  proposed  to  ac<»pt 
lump-euzn  payments.  At  that  time  I  felt  as 
I  Etill  feel,  that  it  was  unethical  to  make  such 
payments. 

The  determination  of  questions  of  ethics 
with  respect  to  the  actions  of  Government 
officials  in  policy-making  positions  always 
leaves  room  for  a  difference  of  opinion  on 
specific  issues.  As  to  the  ethics  of  the  action 
In  question.  I  concede  that  an  individual  may 
sincerely  believe  that  these  payments  were 
ethical  as  well  as  legal.  However,  my  own 
opinion  as  to  the  question  is  so  strong  that 
I  today  suspended  John  J.  Madigan,  Deputy 
Director  (Administration  i ,  Edwin  D.  Dupree. 
Jr.,  General  Counsel,  and  Linda  A.  Matteo. 
Director  of  Personnel  of  this  Agency.  These 
three  iwrsons  in  1950  were  in  positions  which 
should  have  led  them.  In  my  opinion,  to 
register  strong  objection  against  these  lump- 
sum payments.  They  not  only  failed  to  ob- 
ject but  took  such  payments  themselves. 
This  fact  endowed  the  procedure  with  such 
an  air  of  respectability  that  I  am  not  in- 
clined to  blame  any  of  the  50  subordinate 
employees  who  applied  for  payments  and,  at 
the  present  time,  no  disciplinary  action  is 
planned  against  them. 

I  shall  appreciate  being  informed  by  your 
oCBce  of  any  conclusions  of   fact  or   of   law 
which  result  from  your  study  so  that  I  may 
adopt  an  appropriate  course  of  action. 
Sincerely  yours. 

William  G.  Barr.  Acting  Director. 
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'  San  Fr'.iit\d.v'.o,  I'lilif. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  now  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  incorporated  in 
the  Record  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated  Feb- 
ruary 9,  1953.  signed  by  Mr.  William  G. 
Barr,  Acting  Director  of  the  Rent  Stabili- 
Zi\tion  Office,  and  addressed  to  Mr.  Nor- 
man E.  Simpson,  of  the  General  Account- 
ing Office,  placing  the  responsibility  for 
this  practice  upon  the  top  officials  who 
engineered  and  approved  the  plan.  I 
commend  him  for  his  prompt  action  in 
firing  the  three  top  officials  who,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Housing  Administra- 
tor, Tighe  Woods,  authorized  this  scheme. 
There  being  no  objection,  tlie  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Omci  OF  Rent  Stabilization, 
Washingtor^.  D.  C,  February  9.  1953. 
Norman  E.  Simpson. 

Chief,  Washington  Field  Office,  Office  of 
Investigations,  General  Accounting  Of- 
fice, Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Simpson:  You  have  requested  a 
statement  from  me.  explaining  In  summary 
form  my  position  on  the  lump-sum  payments 
for  terminal  leave  made  in  1950,  with  respect 
to  which  you  are  conducting  an  examination 
of  the  records  of  this  Agency,  and  its  prede- 
cessor Agency,  the  Office  of  the  Housing  Ex- 
pediter. 

When  the.se  payment!  were  first  propoaed, 
I  voiced  objection  to  their  being  made. 
These  objections  were  not  directed  toward 
the  legality  of  the  payments,  since  o'ar  Gen- 
eral Counsel  and  ovu"  Deputy  Director  (Ad- 
mluistratlouj    who   wers   in   a  posltiou   to 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  attempted  to  find  out  to  what  extent 
this  practice  has  been  followed  in  the 
past  by  other  Government  agencies  and 
to  date  I  have  found  but  one  other  in- 
stance; namely,  the  case  i)?here  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army  in  1947  notified 
approximately  3,000  civilian  employees 
of  the  Antilles  Command — West  Indies^ 
that  those  who  desired  to  resign  volun- 
tarily and  receive  lump-sum  paj'ments 
for  their  leave  would  be  immediately 
tl  ereaf  ter  given  temporary  appoint- 
ments for  not  to  exceed  1  year,  and  at 
the  expiration  of  the  lump-sum  leave 
period  (after  which  no  refund  would  be 
required  if  reemployed  in  permanent  or 
indefinite  positions)  would  be  given 
schedule  A-l-vii  appointments  without 
time  limitations. 

I  find  that  this  case  had  been  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral in  1949,  and  at  this  point  I  ask  iman- 
imous  consent  to  have  incorporated  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  cor- 
respondence dated  March  28,  1949,  and 
April  20.  1949.  between  the  Comptroller 
General.  Lindsay  C.  Warren,  and  the 
President  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, Harry  B.  Mitchell. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre-v 
spondence  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  ^, 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Comptroller  Genoul  of  the 

UNirni  States, 
Washington,  March  28.  1949. 
President, 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission. 
Mt  Dear  Ma.  Mitchell:  In  the  audit  of 
1947  Individual  Earnings  Records  for  the 
Antilles  Department,  ClvlUaai  Personnel 
Branch,  APO  864.  Miami.  Fla.,  a  question 
arises  as  to  the  propriety  or  legality  of  lump- 
sum leave  payments  made  to  approximately 
3,000  employees  who,  during  the  latter  part 
of  the  fiscal  year  1947,  were  requested  to 
resign  TOluntarlly  and  simultaneously  to  ac- 
cept temporary  appointments  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reducing  the  high  liability  caused 
by  accumulated  and  accrued  annual  leave 
in  view  of  an  anticipated  reduction  of  funds 
lor  the  fifical  year  1948. 


Pc.  example.  In  the  case  of  Albert  Laster, 
Fire  Chief.  CAP-6,  $4,716.75  per  annum,  in- 
cluding 25  percent  overseas  differential.  In- 
dividual Earnings  Rec»rd  162  indicated  "Res- 
ignation WOP  (VOL)"  March  20,  1947,  and 
a  lump-sum  pmyment  of  $1,452.81  for  961 
hours  annual  leave,  covering  the  period 
March  31.  1947.  through  1  hour  July  23, 
1947.  On  March  30,  1947,  Albert  Laster  re- 
ceived a  temporary  appointment  at  the  same 
grade  and  rate  of  pay  in  the  same  position. 
This  appointment  continued  in  force  through 
July  23,  1947,  covering  the  same  period  of 
time  as  covered  by  the  above  961  hours  of 
annual  leave.  On  July  24,  1947,  Albert  Las- 
ter's  temporary  appointment  was  converted 
to  schedule  A-1-7,  an  appointment  without 
time  limitation,  and  he  was  paid  $58.05  for 
30  hours  annual  leave  Eiccrued  while  a  tem- 
porary employee  from  March  30  through 
July  23,  1947.  This  last  change  of  status  re- 
turned the  employee  to  the  same  type  of 
appointment  and  the  same  leave  system 
held  prior  to  his  "voluntary"  resignation 
March  29,  1947. 

This  Office,  In  letter  dated  April  21,  1948. 
requested  the  administrative  office  to  fur- 
nish the  authority  for  the  questioned  per- 
sonnel actions,  and  in  reply  of  May  7,  1948. 
it  was  stated  that  said  actions  were  taken 
under  authority  of  Radio  ANTD  32.  dated 
April  1,  1947,  Issued  by  the  Commanding 
General.  Antilles  Department.  A  copy  of 
that  document  is  enclosed  herewith. 

Generally,  this  Office  in  auditing  pajToll 
accounts  does  not  question  the  validity  of 
personnel  actions  such  as  appointments  (see 
5  Comp.  Dec.  649:  26  id.  804;  17  Comp.  Gen. 
786)  presuming  them  to  have  been  made  in 
accordance  with  civil-service  rules  and  reg- 
ulations. However,  the  facts  as  disclosed 
here  of  wholesale  resignations — approxi- 
mately 3,000 — and  of  the  Immediate  or  si- 
multaneous reappointments  under  schedule 
A-1-7  are  such  as  to  require  inquiry  by  this 
Office.  Accordingly,  It  will  be  appreciated  if 
you  will  inform  this  Office  as  to  whether  the 
action  of  the  Departoient  of  the  Army  in 
making  the  temp)orary  appointments  and 
subsequent  permanent  indefinite  appoint- 
ments under  schedule  A-1-7  In  lieu  of  con- 
tinuing the  same  employees  in  their  perma- 
nent classified  status  is.  under  the  circum- 
stances above  disclosed,  considered  to  have 
been  in  accordance  with  the  civU-service 
rules  and  regulations,  or  otherwise  has  the 
approval  of  your  Commission. 
Respectfully, 

Lindsay  C.  Warren, 
Comptroller  General  of  tlie  United 
States. 


UNrrED  States 
Ci\'iL  Service  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.  April  20,  1949. 
Hon.  Lindsay  C.  Warren, 

Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States, 
Dear  Mr.  Warren:  Reference  is  made  to 
,our  letter  of  March  28,  1949,  concerning 
lump-sum  leave  payments  made  to  approxi- 
mately 3,000  employees  of  the  Antilles  De- 
partment, Department  of  the  Army,  during 
the  latter  part  of  the  fiscal  year  1947.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  Department  notified  employ- 
ees that  those  who  desired  to  resign  TOlun- 
tarlly and  receive  lump-sum  payment  for 
their  leave  would  be  immediately  thereafter 
given  temporary  appointments  for  not  to  ex- 
ceed 1  3rear.  and  at  the  expiration  of  the 
lump-sum  leave  period  (sifter  which  no  re- 
fund would  be  required  if  reemployed  in 
permanent  or  Indefinite  positions)  would  be 
given  scredule  A-l-vli  appointments  with- 
out time  limitation;  and  tliat  this  procedure 
was  carried  out.  You  ask  whether  the  action 
Is  considered  to  have  been  in  accordance 
with  civil-service  rules  and  regulations,  o* 
otherwise  has  the  approval  of  the  CJommls* 
sion. 
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Paragraph  vli  of  section  1,  schedule  A  of 
the  clvll-servlce  rviles  for  a  number  of  years 
prior  to  May  1.  1947  (the  date  the  new  rules 
became  effective)  read: 

"Any  person  employed  In  a  foreign  coun- 
try or  In  the  Virgin  lolands,  or  In  Puerto 
Rico  when  public  exigency  warrants,  or  In 
any  Island  possession  of  the  United  States  In 
the  Pacific  Ocean  (except  the  Hawaiian  Is- 
lands), or  In  the  Philippine  Islands,  when 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  It  Is  not 
practicable  to  treat  the  position  as  In  the 
competitive  classified  service;    •   •   *." 

For  several  years  the  Commission  ruled 
that  because  of  defense  and  war  needs  It  was 
not  practicable  to  treat  the  position  as  In 
the  competitive  classified  service. 

Positions  listed  In  schedule  A  of  the  clvll- 
servlce  rules  are  not  In  the  competitive 
civil  service  of  the  United  States,  and  the  In- 
cumbents of  such  positions  are  therefore 
subject  to  the  administrative  direction  of 
the  respective  departments  or  agencies.  So 
far  as  concerns  the  subject  matter  of  your 
letter  the  Commission  has  no  Jurisdiction  or 
control  over  the  action  taken  by  the  War 
Department  In  1947  and  subsequent  thereto 
with  respect  to  the  occupants  of  these  ex- 
cepted positions. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Hahrt  B.  MrrcHEii,  President. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
made  a  request  to  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral that  he  prepare  a  memorandum  on 
the  legality  of  these  transactions.  In 
this  recent  niemorandum,  which  I  shall 
incorporate  in  the  Record,  it  is  found 
that  the  Comptroller  General  in  1949 
had  decided  that  "while  the  payments 
were  Irregular  no  further  action  would 
be  taken." 

Since  in  1949  the  Comptroller  General 
and  the  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  while  not  actually  ruling 
the  payments  illegal,  did  describe  them 
as  highly  improper  and  unethical,  I  fail 
to  understand  why  this  scheme  was  not 
promptly  reported  to  the  Congress. 

It  is  noted  that  in  August  1951  the 
General  Accounting  auditors  had  discov- 
ered the  second  case  of  lump  sum  sepa- 
ration payments  in  the  OflBce  of  Rent 
Stabilization;  however,  while  at  that 
time  the  auditors  had  criticized  the 
transaction,  it  was  decided  at  a -confer- 
ence that  in  view  of  the  1946  and  1949 
decisions  of  the  Comptroller  General,  in 
reference  to  the  Army  payments,  no  re- 
port would  be  made  to  the  Comptroller 
General's  oflBce.  Likewise, '  again  Con- 
gress was  not  notified. 

The  memorandum  dated  February  20, 
1953,  which  I  am  incorporating  in  the 
Record  later,  signed  by  Frank  L.  Yates, 
the  Acting  Comptroller  General,  has  this 
to  say  in  reference  to  this  decision  by 
their  auditors: 

With  reference  to  the  decision  made  by 
the  audit  personnel  not  to  report  the  pay- 
ments made  by  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabili- 
zation to  the  Comptroller  General,  I  can  see 
the  reasoning  for  such  a  decision  but  I 
emphatically  disagree  with  it.  This  was  a 
matter  involving  53  employees  receiving  pay- 
ments aggregating  in  excess  of  9100.000.  and 
a  transaction  that  was  highly  questionable 
both  from  a  legal  and  moral  standpoint. 
Notwithstanding  the  action  directed  in  the 
Army  case,  which  had  no  general  application 
and  was  not  Intended  as  a  precedent,  the 
case  of  tiMlOlBce  of  Rent  Stabilization  should 
hav«  ^pd^^flDBiptly  brought  to  the  attention 
of  fSi  OoiBptroller  General. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
Incorporated  in  the  Record  at  this  point 


the  report  to  which  I  have  Just  referred 
and  which  embodies  the  decisions  of  the 
Comptroller  General  regarding  the  an- 
nual leave  act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Decisions  or  the  Comptrolldi  Oenkkal 

iNTEaPRETlNG    TOT    ACT 

The  Comptroller  General  In  decision  of 
AprU  7,  1945  (24  Comp.  Gen.  726),  stated 
that  the  act  of  December  21.  1944.  providing 
tor  lump-sum  payments  for  leave  upon 
transfer  of  employees  between  different  leave 
systems  did  not  apply  to  an  employee  who 
transferred  from  a  permanent  position  to  a 
temporary  position  even  though  under  the 
annual  and  sick  leave  regulations  Issued  by 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  it  was  not  man- 
datory that  the  leave  credit  be  transferred. 

In  1946  the  question  of  payment  for  ac- 
crued leave  to  employees  upon  transfer  from 
permanent  positions  to  temporary  positions 
was  again  submitted  to  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral. Several  cases  were  pointed  out  where 
employees  holding  permanent  positions  with 
substantial  annual  leave  accumulations  had 
been  transferred  or  reemployed  in  temporary 
positions  In  different  agencies  and  were  not 
given  any  credit  for  the  annual  leave  in  the 
new  agency.  As  indicated  above,  the  leave 
regulations  Issued  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission provided  that  the  credit  of  annual 
leave  to  an  employee  under  these  circum- 
stances was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
agency  to  which  the  employee  transferred. 
As  a  practical  matter,  very  few  agencies  ever 
permitted  employees  to  transfer  the  annual 
leave  they  had  earned  in  permanent  posi- 
tions to  theli'  temporary  positions  because 
the  agency  did  not  want  to  assume  liability 
for  payment  of  the  leave  at  a  later  date.  As 
a  result  the  accrued  leave  merely  remained 
to  the  credit  of  the  employee  in  the  perma- 
nent position  he  had  left  to  be  picked  up 
In  the  event  of  subsequent  reemployment  in 
another  permanent  position.  In  considera- 
tion of  the  niatter,  question  arose  as  to 
whether  after  termination  of  temporary  ap- 
pointments, some  of  which  were  held  for 
periods  up  to  1  year,  lump-sum  payments 
could  be  made  for  leave  accrued  in  prior 
permanent  positions  or  whether  the  leave 
was  forfeited  unless  the  employee  was  able 
to  again  obtain  a  permanent  position. 

In  reviewing  the  matter  the  provisions  of 
the  Annual  Leave  Act  of  March  14,  1936  (49 
Stat.  1161)  were  reexamined  to  ascertain 
whether  the  leave  provided  for  In  the  act 
for  temporary  and  permanent  employees  tn 
fact  constituted  the  same  leave  system.  The 
Comptroller  General,  in  decision  of  October 
24.  1946.  26  Comptroller  General  259.  con- 
cluded that  the  1936  act  did  in  fact  set  up 
two  different  systems  of  leave  for  teniporary 
and  permanent  employees  in  that  the  an- 
nual leave  for  permanent  employees  was 
earned  on  tlie  basis  of  26  days  per  year, 
whereas  temporary  employees  earned  leave 
on  the  basis  of  2'i  days  for  each  month  of 
service.  Another  consideration  was  the  dif- 
rent  treatment  accorded  to  temporary  em- 
ployees by  the  leave  regulations  which,  as 
previously  Indicated,  did  not  require  the 
transfer  of  annual  leave  when  an  employee 
transferred  from  a  permanent  position  to  a 
temporary  position.  This  situation,  under 
certain  circumstances,  could  cause  the  for- 
feiture of  the  annual-leave  credit.  It  was 
pionted  out  in  the  decision  that  the  Con- 
gress in  enacting  the  1944  act  apparently 
intended  to  authorize  a  lump-sum  leave  pay- 
ment in  every  situation  In  which  an  em- 
ployee otherwise  might  be  compelled  to  for- 
feit the  leave  which  had  accrued  to  his 
credit. 

After  decision  of  October  26,  1946,  until 
the  enactment  of  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave 
Act  of  1951  (65  Slat.  679),  the  departments 
and  agencies  were  authorized  to  make  lump- 


sum leave  payments  to  employees  without 
any  liability  on  the  part  of  the  employees  to 
refund  any  portion  of  the  payments  upon 
bona  fide  transfers  between  permanent  and 
temporary  positions.  However,  the  decision 
was  never  Intended  as  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  an  employee  from  a  permanent  posi- 
tion to  a  so-called  temporary  poeltlon  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  paying  the  employee  for  ac- 
crued leave  to  his  credit,  or  liquidating  a 
liability  of  the  agency. 

ACTION  OF  THE  GENERAL  ACCOUNTINO  OTTICE  IN 
194  9  WITH  RESPECT  TO  A  CASE  INVOLVING 
3.000  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
ARMT 

The  first  case  of  any  wholesale  transfers 
of  employees  from  permanent  position  to 
temporary  positions  with  a  sutwequent  re- 
turn to  permanent  positions  for  the  specific 
purpose  of  liquidating  the  agency's  liability 
for  lump-sum  payments  for  accrued  annual 
leave  came  to  the  attention  of  the  Comp- 
troller General  In  1949.  Audit  of  civilian 
pay  records  of  employees  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  Antilles  Command  (West 
Indies),  showed  that  in  1947  approximately 
3.000  employees  of  that  command  had  re- 
ceived lump-sum  payments  for  annual  leave 
under  such  circumstances.  The  Audit  Divi- 
sion of  the  General  Accounting  Office  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  the  Army  installation 
requesting  that  the  authority  be  furnished 
for  the  action  taken.  The  reply  stated  that 
such  action  was  taken  under  authority  of 
a  telegram  dated  April  1,  1947,  Issued  by  the 
commanding  general,  Antilles  IJepartment. 
That  telegram  revealed  that  the  primary  pur- 
pose of  the  action  was  to  pay  off  annual-leave 
liability  from  excess  funds  of  the  1947  ap- 
propriation of  that  command.  It  being  an- 
ticipated that  a  reduction  in  funds  would 
be  made  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  mat- 
ter was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Comptroller  General  and  the  Information 
concerning  this  situation  was  sent  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  by  letter  of  the 
Comptroller  General  dated  March  28,  1949. 
with  the  request  that  advice  be  furnished 
as  to  whether  the  action  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  .\rmy  In  converting  permanent 
employees  to  temporary  and  then  back  to 
permanent  was  In  accordance  with  the  Com- 
missioner's regulations,  or  otherwise  had  the 
approval  of  the  Commission.  The  Civil 
Service  Commission  replied  under  date  of 
April  20.  1949,  and  stated  that  the  CommU- 
slon  had  no  Jurisdiction  with  respect  to  the 
positions  In  question  since  they  were  sched- 
ule A  positions  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Thereafter  it  was  decided  that  while  the 
payments  were  Irregular  no  further  action 
would  be  taken.  If  collections  were  re- 
quired from  the  employees  involved  the 
annual  leave  represented  thereby  would  have 
to  be  recredlted  to  the  employees'  accounts, 
and  payment  again  made  for  the  accrued 
annual  leave  when  the  employees  were 
finally  separated  from  the  service.  It  was 
thought  that  the  Government  possibly  would 
have  had  to  pay  more  for  the  leave  If  this 
action  had  been  Insisted  upon  because  of 
promotions  and  other  pay  changes  affecting 
many  employees.  Further,  it  was  realized 
that  many  of  the  employees,  in  all  proba- 
bility, had  been  separated  from  the  service 
In  the  2-year  period  which  had  elapsed  be- 
tween 1947  and  1949  because  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  civilian  personnel  by  the  Army  in 
1948.  Because  of  these  factors  and  the  cost 
of  examining  some  3.000  leave  records,  at- 
tempting to  effect  collection  of  the  pay- 
ments, and  making  adjustments  for  the  re- 
credit  of  annual  leave,  the  Audit  Division 
was  Instructed  that  credit  could  be  allowed 
for  the  payment  made. 

The  employees  of  the  General  Accounting 
Office  who  worked  on  this  case  in  1949  do 
not  recall  that  it  was  thought  a  proper  case 
to  report  to  the  Congress.  They  believed 
the  case  was  an  Isolated  one,  no  others  hav- 
ing come  tu  their  attentlun  at  that  time. 


PBIOR  ACTION  OF  THE  GENERAL  ACCOTTNTINO 
OKFICE  CONC-ERNING  THE  PAYMENTS  MADE  BT 
THE   OFFICE  OF  RENT   STABILIZATION 

In  August  1951  General  Accounting  Office 
auditors  mpde  an  on-tbe-eit«  audit  of  the 
payrolls  of  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization — 
then  Office  of  the  Housing  Expediter.  This 
audit  was  conducted  by  Mr.  J.  E.  McManus 
(not  presently  employed  by  the  General  Ac- 
c.  anting  Office).  IXirlng  the  course  of  the 
Budlt.  it  was  discovered  by  Mr.  McManus  that 
In  June  1950  a  number  of  employees  of  the 
office  who  held  permanent  appxjlntments 
were  terminated  and  Immediately  given  tem- 
porary appointments  In  the  same  positions. 
By  reason  of  the  termination  of  the  perma- 
nent apF>olntment  the  employees  were  paid 
lor  all  annual  leave  accrued  to  their  credit  as 
of  the  date  of  termination.  The  employees 
were  allowed  to  remain  as  temporary  em- 
ployees until  such  time  as  the  period  covered 
by  the  leave  payment  expired  and  then  were 
given  permanent  appointments  and  paid  for 
all  leave  accrued  to  Chelr  credit  dviring  the 
period  of  temporary  app>ointment». 

Mr  McManus  prepared  a  memorandum  of 
the  facU  addressed  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Sasscer, 
auditor  In  charge,  dated  August  29,  1951, 
This  memorandum  was  prepared  for  the  sig- 
nature of  Mr.  L.  C.  Tredway,  who  was  the 
immediate  supervisor  of  Kir.  McManus.  Mr. 
Tredway  (not  presently  employed  by  the 
General  Accounting  Office),  was  Interviewed 
in  the  past  week.  He  believes,  to  the  best 
of  his  knowledge,  that  the  memorandum 
was  taken  to  the  office  of  Mr.  H.  H.  Sasscer 
and  discussed  with  him  and  Mr.  Wlneberp, 
zone  audit  chief,  on  Septemt>er  3,  1951. 
Mr  Tredway  believes  it  was  decided  at  the 
conference  that  in  view  of  the  1946  and  1949 
decisions  of  the  Comptroller  General  no  re- 
port would  be  made  to  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral's office  at  that  time,  but  an  informal 
exceptions  would  issue  to  see  what  explana- 
tion the  administrative  office  could  offer. 
On  September  12,  1951,  Mr.  McManus  Issued 
an  Informal  exception,  which  Is  used  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office  to  raise  a 
question  with  an  agenc^  under  audit  and 
request  an  explanat.on  of  a  particular  pay- 
ment made.  The  Informal  exception  was 
taken  against  the  lump-sum  leave  payment 
made  to  Mr.  Edwin  Dupree.  Jr.  Mr.  Tredway 
further  stated  that  before  any  reply  was 
made  the  1951  Annuai  and  Sick  Leave  Act  was 
aj)pr<)ved  and  since  the  practice  to  which 
exception  was  taken  could  no  longer  occur 
he  advised  Miss  Sophlu  Donlne.  payroll  super- 
vi.s(jr  of  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization.  In 
response  to  a  telephone  call  from  her,  that 
no  reply  to  the  Informal  exception  was 
necessary. 

Upon  examination  cf  the  audit  files  of  this 
ca.se.  since  the  matte-  has  been  reopened,  a 
O'py  of  the  memoranc.um  of  August  29.  1951, 
was  found.  However,  neither  the  original 
cf  the  memorandum  lor  the  copy  of  the  In- 
lornial  exception  dat'd  September  12,  1951, 
was  with  the  file.  /.  thorough  search  has 
bepn  made  for  these  documents  without  re- 
sult.* In  reviewing  this  matter,  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  documents  were  withheld 
from  the  files  with  any  improper  Intent  or 
purpose.  Certainly  anyone  removing  a  doc- 
ument in  an  attempt  at  concealment  would 
not  be  likely  to  leave  i  copy  of  the  document 
removed,  as  in  the  « ase  of  the  August  29, 
1951.  memorandum.  In  any  event,  in  the 
ll.ht  of  the  facts  nov  disclosed,  the  absence 
of  these  documents  'rom  the  files  has  had 
no  bearing  upon  the  Ection  taken  In  the  case. 
Mr.  McManus  reviewed  the  audit  files  on 
February  17,  1953,  a  id  he  has  furnished  a 
statement  that  to  th ;  best  of  his  knowledge 
the  files  are  complete  except  for  the  two  doc- 
uments mentioned.  A  similar  statement  has 
been  obtained  from  two  employees  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  who  reviewed  the 
files  in  July  1952  li.  connection  with  the 
1952  payroll  audit  dI  the  Office  of  Rent 
etablllzatlon. 


Kelther  the  Oomptroller  General  nor  I  take 
lightly  the  responsibility  for  the  proper  safe- 
guarding of  papers.  In  my  experience  with 
the  General  Accounting  Office  since  creation 
of  the  Office  In  1921,  It  has  been  an  extremely 
rare  occasion  when  official  papers  could  not 
be  located  Immediately. 

With  reference  to  the  decision  made  by 
the  audit  personnel  not  to  report  the  pay- 
ments made  by  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabiliza- 
tion to  the  Comptroller  General.  I  can  see 
the  reasoning  for  such  a  decision  but  I  em- 
phatically disagree  with  it.  This  was  a  mat- 
ter Involving  53  employees  receiving  pay- 
ments aggregating  In  excess  of  $100,000,  and 
a  transaction  that  was  highly  questionable 
both  from  a  legal  and  moral  standpoint. 
Notwithstanding  the  action  directed  In  the 
Army  case,  which  had  no  general  applica- 
tion and  wtis  not  Intended  as  a  precedent, 
the  case  of  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization 
should  have  been  promptly  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Comptroller  General. 

PRESENT  POSITION  OF  THE  GENERAL  ACCOUNTING 
OFFICE  CONCERNING  THE  PAYMENTS  MADE  BT 
THE  OFFICE  OF  RENT  STABILIZATION 

Upon  review  of  all  of  the  facts  now  dis- 
closed In  connection  with  the  payments 
made  for  accrued  leave  by  the  Office  of  Rent 
Stabilization,  there  Is  no  doubt  that  the 
shifting  of  employees  from  permanent  to 
temporary  positions  and  then  back  to  per- 
manent positions  was  done  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  making  payments  fcr  accrued  annual 
leave.  The  appointments  were  not  in  fact 
bona  fide.  Therefore,  the  payments  made 
for  accrued  leave  as  a  result  of  the  transac- 
tions were  not  proper.  However,  the  full 
monetary  result  has  not  been  completely  de- 
veloped at  this  lime.  If  a  flat  position  Is 
taken  that  all  employees  should  repay  the 
amounts  received  In  lump-sum  leave  pay- 
ments there  would  necessarily  have  to  be  re- 
credits  to  the  employees'  leave  accounts. 
The  Government  would  make  a  collection 
with  one  hand  and  assume  a  liability  with 
the  other.  In  some  cases  the  liability  would 
have  to  be  paid  off  in  the  near  future.  In 
the  case  of  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization 
there  Is  no  statutory  authority  for  its  con- 
tinuance l)cyond  April  30.  1953.  In  some  cir- 
cumstances, it  could  result  In  Increased  cost 
to  the  Government  to  require  a  collection  of 
the  amounts  paid  in  1950  and  1951  and  re- 
credlt  an  employee's  leave  account  and  then 
pay  for  accrued  leave  to  the  employee's  credit 
In  60  days  time,  consideration  being  given  to 
the  fact  that  all  Federal  employees  have  re- 
ceived a  pay  Increase  since  1950.  On  the 
other  hand,  where  employees  were  carrying 
close  to  the  maximum  allowable  leave  ac- 
cumulation in  1950,  It  Is  possible  that  an 
employee  would  have  received  or  be  in  a 
position  to  receive  a  larger  payment  for  leave 
than  he  would  be  entitled  to  If  the  1950  de- 
vice had  not  been  used. 

The  General  Accounting  Office  Is  present- 
ly reconstructing  the  leave  accounts  of  each 
of  the  53  employees  involved.  In  any  case 
where  the  transaction  In  1950  or  1951  re- 
sulted in  an  additional  cost  or  liability  to 
the  Government,  adjustment  will  be  made 
( 1 )  by  collection  of  overpayments  where  em- 
ployees have  left  the  service:  (2)  by  reduc- 
tion of  terminal  leave  payments  upon  sep- 
aration of  those  employees  still  employed  by 
the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization;  or  (3)  in 
cases  of  employees  who  have  transferred  or 
may  transfer  to  other  agencies  by  notifying 
the  agencies  to  which  transferred  to  adjust 
the  employee's  leave  account. 

To  that  end,  a  letter  was  addressed  to  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization, 
on  February  13.  1953,  requesting  him  to  trans- 
mit to  the  General  Accounting  Office  for  set- 
tlement any  proposed  lump-sum  leave  pay- 
ments to  employees  of  the  agency  who  were 
involved.  By  the  same  letter,  the  Office  of 
Rent  Stabilization  was  requested  to  furnish 
complete  leave  information  with  resj)ect  to 
those   employees  who  have   been  separated 


from  the  service,  or  who  have  transferred  to 
other  agencies.  The  Acting  Director  has 
agreed  to  this  request. 

Also,  the  General  Accounting  Office  will 
examine  into  the  propriety  of  the  cases  men- 
tioned In  the  report  of  the  Office  of  Investi- 
gations wherein  leave  payments  were  made 
to  employees  of  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabiliza- 
tion as  far  back  as  1947,  as  well  as  any 
other  cases  of  a  similar  nature  that  come 
to  our  attention. 

EFFECT  OF  THE  ANNUAL  AND  SICK  LEAVE  ACT  OF 
I9S1 

The  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951, 
which  became  effective  January  6.  1952.  elim- 
inated any  difference  between  the  earning 
of  leave  by  temporary  and  permanent  em- 
ployees. Consequently,  the  chance  of  any 
recurrence  of  manipulations  such  as  prac- 
ticed by  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization  has 
been  virtually  eliminated.  However,  there 
is  one  exception  under  the  1951  act  as  con- 
strued in  the  Comptroller  General's  decision 
of  December  14,  1951  (31  Comp.  Gen.  215  at 
p.  222).  The  1951  Leave  Act  provides  for 
a  90-day  period  of  continuous  employment 
before  an  employee  may  earn  annual  leave 
and  that  after  the  90-day  period  Is  served 
the  employee  may  then  be  credited  with 
annual  leave  for  such  period.  In  decision 
of  December  14,  1951,  It  was  held  that  a 
break  In  service  of  one  or  more  days  re- 
quires an  employee  to  begin  a  new  qualify- 
ing period  of  90  days.  It  was  further  held 
that  L'  an  employee  Is  separated  for  one  or 
more  days  from  a  p>ermanent  position  and 
receives  a  lump-sum  leave  payment  for  his 
accrued  annual  leave  and  Is  then  reemployed 
In  a  temporary  position  for  less  than  90  days 
he  Is  not  required  to  make  refund  of  the 
lump-sum  leave  payment. 

The  reason  underlying  that  conclusion  was 
that  employees  appointed  for  less  than  90 
days,  after  a  break  in  service,  had  no  annual 
leave  potential  and  thus  were  considered  to 
be  under  no  leave  system.  This  was  re- 
garded In  the  same  light  as  a  transfer  to  a 
different  leave  system  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  of  December  21.  1944.  If  the 
temporary  appointment  la  extended  to  90 
days  or  more  or  converted  to  a  permanent 
basis  the  employee  becomes  liable  under 
the  decision  for  refund  of  the  lump-sum 
payment  and  upon  making  that  refund  must 
be  credited  with  the  leave  represented  there- 
by. That  ruling  permits  agencies  to  hire 
employees  for  a  short  period  of  time,  after 
they  have  been  separated  from  permanent 
positions,  without  the  agencies  becoming 
liable  for  a  large  accumulation  of  annual 
leave  which  would  be  transferable  or  credited 
In  the  tempwrary  positions  if  refund  of  the 
lump-sum  payment  was  necessary.  However, 
a  request  recently  has  been  received  from 
Senator  Johnston  of  the  Senate  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  for  a  review  of 
the  position  of  the  Comptroller  General  as  to 
that  particular  phase  of  the  Annual  and  Sick 
Leave  Act  of  1951.  The  ruling  of  December 
14,  1951.  is  now  being  reviewed  and  I  will 
advise  you  of  the  results. 

Frank  L.  Yates, 
Acting  Comptroller  Generul  of  tht 
United  States. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  John- 
ston], in  his  speech  on  this  subject  on 
February  6,  1953,  when  discussing  my 
statement  of  February  4,  pointed  out  how 
the  Civil  Service  Committee  had  spon- 
sored legislation,  which  was  adopted  by 
the  Congress,  correcting  this  loophole 
whereby  an  employee  could  obtain  a 
lump-sum  payment  of  his  annual  leave 
accumulations  by  merely  separating 
from  the  Government  for  1  or  more 
days.  I  call  attention,  however,  to  the 
fact  that  £ven  that  former  ruling  would 
not  be  applicable  in  this  instance  in 
that  there  was  no  separation  for  even 
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1  day  or  1  hour.  This  was  clearly  a 
scheme  of  a  few  bureaucrats  who  felt 
the  Federal  Treasury  was  their  private 
playground. 

The  Comptroller  General  is  assem- 
bling information  to  determine  the  ac- 
tual amount  involved  in  the  case  of  the 
Antilles  Command,  where  3,000  employ- 
ees used  this  same  device  in  1947,  and  a 
further  report  with  that  informationi 
along  with  the  names  of  the  responsible 
oflficials  will  be  rendered  at  a  later  date. 

In  the  meantime  I  am  glad  to  note 
that  the  General  Accounting  Office  is 
presently  reconstructing  the  leave  ac- 
coimts  of  each  of  the  53  employees  in- 
volved in  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization 
Agency,  and  states  that  in  any  case 
where  the  transaction  in  1950  or  1951 
resulted  in  an  additional  cost  or  lia- 
bility to  the  Government,  adjustment 
will  be  made,  first,  by  collection  of  over- 
payments where  employees  have  left  the 
service;  second,  by  reduction  of  termi- 
nal-leave payments  upon  separation  of 
those  employees  still  employed  by  the  Of- 
fice of  Rent  Stabilization;  or,  third,  in 
cases  of  employees  who  have  transferred 
or  may  transfer  to  other  agencies  by 
notifying  the  agencies  to  which  trans- 
ferred to  adjust  the  employee's  leave 
account. 

The  Comptroller  General  has  prom- 
ised to  check  the  other  Government 
agencies  to  see  if  this  dubious  scheme 
has  been  adopted  elsewhere.  If  it  has, 
I  think  it  should  be  immediately  stopped. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  Friday  next,  at  12 
O'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  58  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Friday.  March  6,  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate*  March  4,  1953: 

Defabtment  of  Statz 

Douglas  MacArthur  2d.  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1, 
to  be  Counselor  of  the  Department  of  State. 

Post  Otfict  Department 
Albert   J.   Robertson,    of   Iowa,    to   be   an 

Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

Ormonde  A.  Kieb,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  an 

Aiisistant  Postmaster  General. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Edward  F.  Howrey,  of  Virginia,  to  be  a 
Federal  Trade  Commissioner  for  the  unex- 
pired term  of  7  years,  from  September  26, 
1952,  vice  John  Carson,  term  expired. 

In  the  Air  Force 

The  following-named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  to  the  grades 
Indicated,  under  the  provisions  of  title  V  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  Roger  Maxwell  Ramey,  91A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force) ,  United 
States  Air  Force. 

Maj.  Gen.  Francis  Hopkins  Grlswold,  94A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force) ,  United 
States  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  George  Warren  Mundy,  358A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force) .  United 
Slates  Air  Force, 


MaJ.  Gen.  Walter  Kdwln  Todd,  381 A  (briga- 
dier general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
States  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Frank  Fort  Everest,  366A  (briga- 
dier general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
Statea  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Frederic  Harrison  Smith,  Jr., 
461 A  (brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force), 
United  States  Air  Force. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  Fulton  McKee,  467A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force), 
United  States  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Emery  Scott  Wetzel,  464A  (brig- 
adier general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
Statea  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Edward  Wharton  Anderson. 
514A  (brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force), 
United  States  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Robert  Whitney  Burns,  527A 
(brigadier  generil.  Regular  Air  Force), 
United  States  Air  Force. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Morris  Hargreaves.  233A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force,  Medical. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Lucas  Victor  Beau,  174A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Byron  Ellhu  Gates.  186A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Htggins  White,  238A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Colby  Maxwell  Myers.  246A 
(colonel,  Regi  lar  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Alfred  Henry  Johnson.  270A 
(colonel,  Regulai-  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Stewart  Mills.  357A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Homer  LeRoy  Sanders,  41  lA 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air   Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Benton  McDonald, 
469 A  (colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
States   Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Walker  Sessums.  Jr., 
489A  (colonel,  Fiegular  Air  Force),  United 
States   Air   Force 

Brig.  Gen.  Lewis  R.  Parker,  438A  (colonel. 
Regular  Air  Force).  United  States  Ai     Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Jarred  V^incent  Crabb,  535A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  Statea 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Oliver  Stanton  Picher,  540A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Mark  Edward  Bradley.  Jr.,  552A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  Dole  Eckert,  560A  (col- 
onel, Regular  ALi-  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

MaJ.  Gen,  Edward  Julius  Tlmberlake.  603A 
(colonel,  Regulai-  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air   Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Archie  Jordan  Old,  Jr ,  605A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air   Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Herbert  Bishop  Thatcher,  634A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Dan  Clark  Ogle.  602A  (colonel. 
Regular  Air  Force).  United  States  Air  Force, 
Medical. 

The  following -named  officers  for  tempo- 
rary appotntmert  in  the  United  States  Air 
Force,  under  thu  provisions  of  section  515, 
Officer  Personnel   Act   of   1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

Brig,  Gen.  Haywood  Shepherd  Hansell,  Jr., 
A017468,  Regulai  Air  Force,  retired,  on  active 
duty. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edmund  Clarence  Langmead, 
207A.  Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Rot-ert  Lynn  Copsey,  AO104024, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 


Brig.  G«n.  Thomas  Randall  Rampy, 
AO922780,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Morris  Hargreaves,  233A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Ulggins  White,  338A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Homer  LeBoy  Sanden.  41  lA, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

,  Brig.  Gen.  Lewis  R.  Parker,  438A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Benton  McDonald, 
469A,  Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Harold  Hicks,  227A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Paul  Ernest  Ruestow,  548A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  David  Hodge  Baker.  567 A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  David  William  Hutchison.  601A 
(colonel,  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig  Gen.  John  Raymond  Gilchrist,  836A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Kingston  Eric  Tlbbetts,  436A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Jarred  Vincent  Crabb,  635A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harlan  Clyde  Parks,  472A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Morris  John  Lee,  566A  (colonel. 
Regular  Air  Force).  United  States  Air  Force. 

Brig  Gen.  Robert  Edward  Lee  Eaton.  594A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force, 

Brig  Gen.  Gabriel  Polllon  Dlsosway.  654A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Albert  Boyd.  424A.  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Brig  Gen.  Leigh  Wade  AO403535.  Air  Force 
Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Delmar  Taft  Splvey.  SSSA,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Koehler  Gerhart,  525A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Elmer  Blair  Garland.  322A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Raeburne  Landon,  712A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lee  Bird  Washbourne,  810A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  James  McCormack,  Jr.,  17981A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Auby  Casey  Strickland.  134A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Ray  Henry  Clark,  212A,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  John  Phillips  Kirkendall,  234A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  James  William  Andrew,  289A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Joseph  Gerard  Hopkins,  339A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Edward  Harold  Porter,  346A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Joseph  Arthur  Bulger,  379 A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Edwin  Lee  Tucker,  420A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Benjamin  Scovill  Kelsey,  433A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Raymond  Lloyd  Winn,  435A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Harold  Huntley  Bassett,  445A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Thomas  Jefferson  Dubose,  470A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Harold  Winfleld  Grant,  497A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Janes  Leroy  Jackson,  503A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 
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Col     Stoyte    Ogleby    Rcss,    531  A,    Regular 

Air  Force. 

C.)l  Frederick  Earl  Callioun.  545A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  Royden  Eugene  Beebe,  Jr..  587A. 
!■    -ular   Air   Force. 

C  1  Richard  Tide  Coiner,  Jr.,  619A,  Regu- 
lar AK  Force. 

Col.  Edward  Willis  Sua -ez,  633A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.   Sidney   Francis   GUln,   649A,   Regular 

Air  Force. 

Col  Marvin  Edward  Kennebeck,  18819A, 
r,  -uiiir   Air   Force,   Dental 

f,,l      Hu-sell    Keillor,    7J8A.     Regular    Air 

F;  re;'. 

Col.  Loyd  Encene  Grlfflt,  19047A,  Regular 
A;r  Force.  Medical. 

Cil.  William  JefTers  ICennard,  19048A, 
Ke'jular   Air  Force,   Medical. 

C  '1  Richard  Maltern  Mjntgomery,  1025A. 
r.e-uKir   Air   Force. 

Col  Richard  Elmer  ISUsworth,  1115A. 
Kecular    Air    Force. 

Col  James  Howard  Walsh.  1120A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Chester  Witten  Cecil,  Jr.,  1298A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  AUKUstus  Maine  Minton,  1301A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  William  Pf  rter  Farnsworth,  A0922626 
(colonel.  Air  Force  Reserve).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

C ol  Edgar  Eugene  Glean,  160A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Herbert  Leonard  GiiUs,  432A,  Regular 
Air  F(jrce. 

C^i  Robert  Shuter  Macrum,  519A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Llewellyn  Owen  Rv-an,  521A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Daniel  Webster  Jenkins,  528A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Stanley  Tanner  Wray,  608A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Thomas  Samuel  Moorman,  Jr.,  644A, 
Recular  Air  Force. 

Col  Claude  Edward  Durcan,  686A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Millard  Chester  Young,  934A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  William  Sebastian. Stone,  1059A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  Riiymond  Judson  Reeves,  1082A,  Regu- 
l,ir  Air  Force. 

CmI  Thomas  Cebern  Misgrave,  Jr.,  1129A, 
Re^riilar  Air  Force. 

Col.  Russell  Lee  Waldran,  1164A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

CI.  John  Dale  Ryan.  1418A,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  William  Hugh  Blam.-hard,  1445A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  Clifford  Harcourt  Rees,  630A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col,  William  Edward  RonU,  918A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Charles  Wesley  Sciott,  949A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  William  Monte  Canterbury.  1071A. 
Recular  Air  Force. 

Col  Charles  Pratt  Brown,  1185A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Major  Samuel  White,  19056A,  Regular 
Air  Force,  Medical. 

Col.  James  Oscar  Guthrie,  1266A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Henry  Russell  Splcer,  1487A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Thomas  Patrick  Gerrity,  1613A.  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  Riilph  Ehnanuel  F:sher,  240A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Woodbury  Megrew  Burgess,  323A,  Reg- 
ular Air  Force. 

Col.  Alvord  Van  Patern  Anderson,  Jr.. 
371A.  Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Glynne  Morgan  Jjnes.  398A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Alired  Frederick  Kalberer.  607A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col  Ethelred  Lundy  Sykes,  914A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 


Col.  Benjamin  Jepson  Webster.  974A.  Reg- 
ular Air  Force. 

Col.  George  Stewart  Cassady.  994 A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Karl  Truesdell,  Jr..  1023A.  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col  Joseph  D.  Croft  Caldara,  1048A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Albert  Theodore  Wilson,  Jr..  1086A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Ira  David  Snyder,  854A,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  Howell  Marion  Estes,  Jr.,  1211A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Joseph  James  Nazzaro,  1241A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col  Joseph  Stanley  Holtoner,  1283A,  Regu- 
lar Air  F'orce. 

Col.  John  Dudley  Stevenson,  1320A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Thomas  Alan  Bennett,  1513A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  in  the 
United  States  Air  Force,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952: 

To  be  lieutenant  general 

Lt  Gen,  James  Harold  Doolittle,  A0271855, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

To    be   major   generals 
MaJ,      Gen.     Victor      Emile      Bertrandias, 
A0267231,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

MaJ,  Gen.  Edward  Peck  Curtis,  A0146277. 
Air    Force    Reserve. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Cyrus  Rowlett  Smith,  AO902787, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 
Brig.  Gen.  Walter  Gelvin  Bain,  AO29C604, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig!  Gen.  John  Marza  Bennett.  Jr., 
AO403621,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Donald  Campbell. 
AO900263,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Emmet  Condon, 
A022t877,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Merian  Coldwell  Cooper. 
AO163054,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

MaJ,  Gen.  Robert  Lynn  Copsey,  AO104024 
(brigadier  general.  Air  Force  Reserve) .  United 
SlJates  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frederick  Trubee  Davison, 
A0245451,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lawrence  George  Fritz, 
A0191234.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Johnson  George, 
A0284578.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Wallace  Harry  Graham.  A0343889 
(brigadier  general.  Air  Force  Reserve) .  United 
States  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Pierpont  Morgan  Hamilton, 
AO900788.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Gates  Hardin,  AO170727 
(brigadier  general,  Air  Force  Reserve) .  United 
States  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harold  Ross  Harris.  A0231186, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Philip  Henebry,  AO406548, 
Air  Force  Fleserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Theron  Baldwin  Herndon, 
AO238180,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Howell  Howard,  A0511937, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Ray  Willis  Ireland,  AO909835, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Bruce  Johnson,  AO504391,  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Douglas  Keeney,  A0114138.  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Henry  Christopher  Elrlstofferson, 
A025267S,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Walter  Barton  Leach.  AO907234, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Timothy  James  Manning. 
AO901542,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Maylon.  AO109296.  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Chester  Earl  McCarty.  A0235959. 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Arthur  Lee  McCullough, 
A0257728,  Air  Force  Reserve. 


Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Fenton  McManmon. 
AO919209,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Richard  Lewis  MelUng, 
AO370824,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Henry  Terry  Morrison,  AO168027, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lacey  Van  Buren  Murrow. 
AO230184,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Will  Faust  Nicholson,  A0426283. 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Freeman  Nielsen, 
AO924980,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Russell  Isaac  Oppenheim, 
AO300863.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Dick  Royal  Petty,  A0263968,  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Leroy  Plummer, 
AOl  14537,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Randall  Rampy, 
AO927780  (brigadier  general,  Air  Force  Re- 
serve), United  States  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Franklin  Rose.  A0166159,  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Howard  Archibald  Rusk. 
A0166916,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Peter  Constant  Sandretto, 
AO908471.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  James  Smith,  AO903591, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Ray  James  Stecker,  A03 19899, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Luther  Wallace  Sweetser.  Jr., 
AO270360,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Lafeton  Whitney, 
AOl  02007,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Biig.  Gen.  Walter  Wallace  Wood,  A0229786, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Albert  Mclver  Woody,  AO17E850, 
Air  Force  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Tandy  Young,  Jr., 
A0449164,  Air  Force  Reserve. 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appoint- 
ment as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  in  the 
United  States  Air  Force,  for  service  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Al-  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952: 

To  be  major  general 

Brig.  Gen.  Leonard  Ewlng  Thomas. 
AO179089,  California  Air  National  Guard,  to 
date  from  September  12,  1952. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 
Col.  Joseph  Peter  Gentile,  AO384460,  Mas- 
sachusetts Air  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
September  12,  1952. 

Col.  Rollln  Bascom  Moore,  Jr.,  A0397579, 
California  Air  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
September  12,  1952. 

Col.  George  Robert  Stanley,  A0289148, 
Connecticut  Air  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  September  12.  1952. 

In  the  Navt 

The  following-named   (Naval  Reserve  Offi- 
cers' Training  Corps)    to  be  second  lieuten- 
ants in  the  Marine  Corps: 
Norgren   E.   Allen  Ludwlg   C.    Bohler 

Richard  J.  Allen  Arthur   H.   Bourne 

Paul  F.  Amos  James  T.  Bowen 

Ernest  J.  Andersen         James  M.  Bowers 
Andrew    E.    Anderson. Daniel  Z.  Boyd 

Jr.  Frank  M.  Boyd 

Leo  Angros,  Jr.  Richard  C.  Brackett 

Donald  J.  Atha  Dean  B.  C.  Brady 

Thomas  J.  Ayers  John  K.  Brigden.  Jr. 

Clarence  M.  Baker  James  J.  Briody 

Thomas  J.  Ballew  Thomas  D.  Brooks 

John   B.   Bany.   Jr.        Joseph  E.  Browne 
Peter   A.  Bauer  Horace  W.  Burgess 

Freddie  P.  Bayless         William  A.  Burns 
Glen  T.  Beauchamp     Peter  J.  Byrnes 
Charles  D.  Beaumont    John  J.  Cahill 
Leslie  R.  Becker  Thomas  L.  Cain 

William  G.  Beckham,  John  T.  Caldwell 
■    Jr.  Irvin  D.  Califf 

Guy  W.  Belleman  Harold  R.  Callison 

James  M.  Belling  Donald    C.    CarroU 

Robert  P.  Beschel  Steve  N.  Cavros 

Joseph  P.  Blllera  James  W.  Chambers 

Daniel    S.    Bltner  Burr  T.  Chambless 

Ronald  J.  Bocclerl        William  M.  Champion 
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Frederick  Chase,  Jr. 
Robert  A.  Christy 
Francis  X.  Clancl 
Bernard  E.  Clark 
Simon  L.  Coatman 
Arthur  B.  Colbert 
Charles  W.  Colson 
Richard  J.  Conroy 
William  H.  Conway 
Gary  D.  Cooper 
Thomas  J.  Coyle 
Duane  D.  Crews,  Jr. 
George  C.  Cxislck 
Joseph  P.  Daly  III 
Donald  W.  Darby,  Jr. 
Robert  R.  Darron 
Joseph  B.  David  in 
Ed  R.  Davles 
John  E.  Decoursey 
George  W.  Desmet 
Orval  E.  Donovan 
John  W.  Dresely 
Paul  E.  Dufendach 
William  B.  Duncan 
William.  J.  Dunham 
Randall  W.  Duphlney 
Hugh  C.  Diurbln 
Arthur  J.  Eagan 
Charles  H.  Egger,  Jr. 
William  R.  Eleazer 
WUliam  D.  Elzea 
Charles  D.  Emmons 
Louis  O.  Erwin 
John  R.  Esther 
John  E.  Fant 
Philip  S.  Penton 
Bruce  S.  Fleming 
David  W.  Florence,  Jr. 
Benjamin  P.  Fow,  Jr. 
James  V.  Fowler 
Quentin  I.  Franklin 
Henry  C.  Fry 
Patrick  E.  Gallagher 
Albert  T.  Gamon 
Kenneth  M.  Giles 
Ronald  R.  Gilliam 
Willis  H.  Gilmore,  Jr. 
David  L.  GiuntoU 
Thomas  T.  Glldden 
Robert  L.  Goodall 
James  C.  Goodin 
Bruce  E.  Graham 
Roger  W.  Greer 
John  E.  Grenier 
Bammy  L.  Grimes 
Paul  E.  Grimm 
Edward  J.  Gulas 
John  A.  Hamilton 
Ralph  D.  Hamilton 
Richard  T.  Hannegan 
Richard  J.  Hanscom 
James  M.  Hart 
Harold  D.  Haviland 
Clyde  C.  Helmer 
Meredith  Hemphill, 

Jr. 
William  R.  Henley 
Gaylord  L.  Henry 
Gordon  L.  Hillyard 
Michael  J.  Hiza,  Jr. 
Eamon  P.  Holly 
Frank  K.  Hoornbeek 
David  E.  Horlacher 
John  R.  Hosty 
William  E.  House 
Stanley  S.  Houston 
Bradley  W.  Howe 
Robert  C.   Hyland 
Claude  S.  Jackson 
Thomas  Jackson 
Erich  W.  James 
Harry  E.  Jenks  II 
James  T.  Jordan 
Paul  R.  Judy 
Richard  J.  Kemper 
Thomas  D.  Kennedy 
Thomas  L.  Kennedy 
IMch  Kilmer 
#Olin  P.  Kinney 


James  K.  Kneussl,  Jr. 
Bruce  E.  Knox 
Henry  R.  Kroeger 
Clayton  E.  Ladd 
Daniel  H.  Laldman 
Homer  A.  Lamotte 
James  H.  Landers,  Jr. 
Kenneth  F.  Lange 
Robert  W.  Lee 
Tony  G.  Lee 
Harry  L.  Lefever 
Paul  A.  Lesser,  Jr. 
Earle  D.  Lltzenberger 
Luther  A.  Lone 
Dan  W.  Lufkln 
Thomas  A.  Lynch 
Eldrldge  J.  Macewan 
Byron  E.  Madden 
Edward  A.  Mahlln 
Doyle  B.  Manhart 
Austin  M.  Marts 
Donald  G.  Massen 
Gilbert  B.  Mattson,  Jr. 
Donald  F.  Mayer 
Jack  D.  McCreight 
Gary  A.  McDanlel 
Arthur  T.  McDermott 
Richard  P.  McDermott 
Daniel  V.  McDonald 
Duard  R.  McDonald 
Thomas  D.  McDowell 
Rolland  S.  McGlnnis 
James  J.  McMonagle 
Edward  H.  Mergens 
Allen  H.  Mlchelet 
Richard  C.  Mies 
Walter  L.  Mollneux,  Jr. 
Clark  S.  Morris 
Robert  F.  Morrlss 
Stephen  Mostardl 
"J"  Robert  Mueller 
Burt  A.  Murdock 
Albert  G.  Murphy 
Maurice  M.  Murphy 
Robert  D.  Myers 
Ronald  E.  Nelson 
Bernard  J.  Newton 
Jerome  L.  Norton 
Robert  D.  Nosum 
William  T.  Nyland 
William  J.  O'Connell 
James  M.  dander 
Paul  L.  Oshirak 
John  L.  O'Toole 
William  D.  Owens 
Kenneth  P.  Palmer 
Robert  P.  Palmer 
Robert  A.  Papettl 
Francis  M.  Parsons 
George  L.  Patrick 
Richard  E.  Patterson 
Charles  M.  Perrott 
Robert  J.  Peters 
James  S.  Phillips 
Bert  R.  Pitcher,  Jr, 
Walter  T.  Porter 
Sherwood  P.  Prawel, 

Jr. 
Donald  E.  Priest 
Robert  L.  Pryatel 
Douglas  R.  Purdy 
George  J.   Radlch 
William  A.  Rankin,  Jr, 
Dale  Ratliff 
Stephen  G.  Reich 
Harry  R.  Richards 
Jack  K.  Rlngler 
Barry  H.  Rizzo 
Jr.  Gene  P.  Robinson 
Tomas  Rocha,  Jr. 
Donald  B  Romans 
John  C.  Rowett 
Roy  A.  Rumbough 
Andrew  W.  Rush  II 
Philip  J.  Ryan 
Frederick  P.  Salzman 

Jr. 
Donald  H.  Sayco 
William  M.  Scalfe 
Charles  C.  Schelrman 


Emil  R.  Schnell 
Donald  P.  Shlldneck 
Helmuth  Slemer.  Jr. 
Donald  R.  Simpson 
Joseph  N.  Smith 
Thomas  P.  Stanton 
Donald  I.  Starr 


Thomas  B.  Urbanske 
Roy  L.  Van  Winkle 
James  H.  Walker 
John  B.  Walker,  Jr. 
Robert  P.  Walling 
Gerard  J.  Walsh 
Joel  S.  Watklns,  Jr. 


Thomas  R.  Strlngfleld  William  W.  Wehr 
Daly  Thompscn,  Jr.       Ullle  C.  Wells 
Robert  H.  Toailinson  Lewis  E.  Westbrooke 


ni 

Lee  H.  Toole 
Joseph  E.  Tracey 
"J"  "B"  Troxel 
Bruce  A.  Truesdale 
John  B.  Tuctek 


Jack  L.  Williams 
Robert  G.  Williams 
Tren  A.  Williamson 
Garrett  J.  Wimpey 
Preston  D.  Woods 
Harold  G.  Young 


William  A.  T;/kslnskl   Rex  J.  Young 

William  L.  Jones,  Jr.  (civilian  college  grad- 
uate), to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade)  In 
the  Chaplain  Corps  in  the  Navy. 

The  following-named  (civilian  college 
graduates)  to  the  grades  Indicated  In  the 
Dental  Corps  In  the  Navy: 

LIEUTENANT 

Clyde  R.  Parks 

LIEXn-ENANTS      (JUNIOR     GRADE) 

"J"   Vernon   Scott 
"J"  Vinton   Scott 

Charles  F.  Tedford  to  be  ensign  In  the 
Medical  Service  Corps  in  the  Navy. 

The  following-named  personnel  to  the 
grade  of  second  lieutenant  in  the  Regular 
Marine  Corps  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
title  34,  United  States  Code,  section  1020e 
(b).  subject  to  qualification  therefor  as 
provided  by  law: 
Allen  H.  Bloom 
William  P.  Boyle 
Billy  J.  Bradley 


Edward  V.  Mannlx 
Will  A.  Merrill 
Ernest  L.   Moglia 
Floyd  S.  Breckeru-idge,  Gerald  S  Pate 

Jr.  Harry  J.  Sleverg 

Roland  F.  ClnclareUl    William  O.  Smalley 
Edward  W  Poster,  Jr.   Charles  R.  Stiffler 
Gordon  G.  Green.  Jr.      John  B.  Wolf 
Donald  M.  Higbie  Zachary  Whaley 

Allard  H.  Lennon 

The  following-named  personnel  to  the 
grade  of  second  lieutenant  in  the  Regular 
Marine  Corps  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
title  34.  United  States  Code,  section  1020e 
(b),  or  title  34  United  Slates  Code,  section 
634,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  &s  pro- 
vided by  law: 

George  F.  Altman  Joseph  De  Prima 

Prankie  E.  Allgood        Victor  R.  De 
Witburn  C.  Anderson,      Schuytner 


David  W.  Howell 
Ernest  A.  Huerlimann 
Maurice  Hunter 
Harold  H.  Hutter,  Jr. 
Richard  L.  Hyland 
Harvey  G.  lUg 
John  W.  Irion,  Jr. 
Samuel  L.  Jenkins 
Howell  J.  Johnson 
Peter  O.  Johnson 
Paul  M.  Johnston 
Robert  I.  Jones 
George  N.  Jorgensen 
Floyd   A.  Karker 
William  M.  Keenan 
Louis  J.  Kelsh 
Robert  C.  Knee,  Jr. 
William  K.  Kramer 
Richard  A.  Kucl 
Henry  J  La  Tempa,  Jr 
Pierce  A.  Law 
James  E.  Lebherz 
Thomas  J.  Lee 
Jlmmie  D.  Lester 
Morltz  Lhevlnne 
William  H.  Lightfoot, 

Jr. 
Charles  H  Llndsley,  Jr 
Ronald  E    Luley 
Barry  E.   Lynch 
Ronald  J    Lynch 
Joseph  A.  Maclnnls 
Mack  E    Madzlnskl 
Gerald  P.  Mahoney,  Jr. 
John  H.  Maloney 
Paul  Massanopoll 
William  L.  McBrayer 
Don  A.  Mlckle 
Paul  A.  Monahan 
William  J. 

MoiitRomery 
Stuart  Moore,  Jr. 
Thomas  R.  Morgan 
Charles  F.  Moser 
Edward  A    MuUln 
Monte  L.  Munn 
James  D.  Munson 


Jr. 


John  W.  Ar.drews 

Kermlt  W.  Andrus 

Frank  A.  Applegate 

James  R.  Armentrout    Samuel  G.  Faulk 

Richard  B.  Arneson       Uiuls  I.  Fein 


Jack  F.  Dorman 
Robert  Droved ahl 
Daniel  M.  Duffleld.  Jr. 
Paul  J.  Ermatinger 


Glen  H.  Br.rlow 
William  H.  Bates 
William  E.  Binnlon 
James  H.  Bird,  Jr. 
Tom  R.  Birdwell 
Stanley  G.  Borjesson 
Clifford  J.  Brenner 
William  E.  Bucher 
Owen  J.  Butler 
Richard  A    Ca.sh 
Edward  J.  Chesla,  Jr. 


Edward  F.  Pernandes 
Wells  L.  Field  III 
Edward  F.  Fitzgerald 
Charles  A.  Folsom 
James  S.   Francis 
John  R.  Gale 
Luther  E.  Gartln 
James  E.  Gillls 
Theodor  M.  Glend- 

range 
Marcus  J    Gravel 


James  W.  Christopher- Bernard  D.   Grooms 


son 
William  H.  Clark  III 
Daniel  C.  Coleman 
Andrew  G.  Comer 
James  F.  Conlon 
Gerald  B.  Cornwall 
Gregory  A.  Corliss 
John  V.  Cox 
Jack  W.  Davis 
George  R.  Deaux 
Rufino  De  La  Cruz 
Louis  De  Lalne,  Jr. 


Harry  H.  Grunwald, 

Jr. 
John  A.  Haley,  Jr. 
Walter  W.  Hargadine 
John  B.  Harris 
Richard  F.  Harrison 
James  G.  Higs^lns 
Rollin  E.  Hlppler 
Ervin  E.  Hodges 
Robert  E.  Hofstetter 
John  F.  Holden 
John  S.  Hollls 


John  A.  O'Brien 
William  J.  O'Brien 
Harold  F.  O'Donnel^l 
James  D.  ONell 
Herbert  M.  Page,  Jr. 
Horaclo  E.  Perea 
Aydlette  H.  Perry,  Jr. 
Victor  A.  Perry 
Russell  O.  Phillips 
Bayard  S.  Pickett 
RolUn  R.  Powell,  Jr. 
Paul  G.  Radtke 
Lesley  L.  Ralson 
Cleveland  N. 

Reddlck,  Jr. 
Alan  R.  Rehbock 
John  H.  Rlcketson 
William  B.  Rudolph 
Anthony  8.  G.  Russo 
.  Constatlne  Sangalls 
Richard  E.  Schuberg 
Joseph  Scoppa,  Jr. 
Bruce  J.  Shore 
Joseph  W.  Stevens,  Jr. 
Spencer  F.  Thomas 
,  Alva  F.  Thompson,  Jr. 
James  P.  Thompson 
William  M.  Toller 
Herbert  W.  TomllnsoD 
Raymond  L.  Tryon 
Leland  W.  Tucker 
Frank  P.  Turner 
Leonard  S. 

Van  Gaasbeek 
Solomon  L  Van  Meter 
George  F.  Vorhauer 
Dallas  R.  Walker 
Elwood  J.  WatU 
William  Welse 
Lawrence  Welsser 
Michael  E   White 
John  W.  Wiita 
Milton  D.  Wlllford 
Donald  W.  WlUon 
Lewis  C   Witt 
Neal  B.  Wyna 


The  folio  7lng-named  ofBcers  to  the  gradea 
Indicated  in  the  Nurse  Corps  in  the  Navy: 

LIEUTENANTS 

Eleanor  M   Antolne 
Eleanor  M.'Hahn 

LIEUTENANT    (JUNIOR    G»ADE) 

June  MacK.  Bartlem 

The    following-named     personnel     of    the 
Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appointment  to 
the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel  for  limited 
duty: 
Frederick  Benton  John  C.  Johnson 

The    following-named     personnel     of    the 
Marine    Corps    for    permanent    appointment 
to  the  grade  of  major  for  limited  duty: 
Richard  Burcess  John  Webber 

Frederick    M.    Stein-   Lloyd  C.  Williams 

hauser  William  L.  Woodruff 

The  following-named  personnel  of  the 
Marine  Coriw  for  permanent  appointment  tO 
the  grade  of  captain  for  limited  duty: 


Albert  P.  Rlnehart 
Anthony  J.  Roscoe 
Richard  W.  Sinclair 
Donald  L   Shenaut 
George  W.  Torbert 
Joseph  W.  Utz 
Russell  C.  White 
Elmer  R.  Wlrta 


E'jgene    Anderson 
Roy  H    Bley 
Cecil  T.  Carraway 
George  R.  Ear^le 
Robert  H    Fore 
George  J.  Hanft 
Alexis  A    Jedenoff 
Douglas  K  Morton 
Stephen  K.  Pawloskl 

The  following-named  personnel  of  the 
Marine  Ojrps  fur  permanent  appointment  to 
the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  for  limited  duty: 


Wllburn  C.  Allen 
Ray  H.  Bishop 
Sidney  W.  Cooley 
Harley  L    Grant 
Haldon  W.  Undfelt 


Alfred  E.  Montrlef 
Harold  O.  Schrler 
James  G.  G.  Taylor 
Robert    J.    Vroeglnde- 
wey 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Till  RSDAY,  March  5,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and 
wa.'<  calleci  to  order  by  the  Speaker  pro 
trnipore,  Mr.  Halleck. 

1  he  Chaplain,  Rev.  Iternard  Braskamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

God  of  all  grace  and  goodness,  may 
this  new  day  be  filled  with  lofty  aspira- 
tion for  personal  and  national  righteous- 
ness. 

Grant  that  we  may  do  our  very  best  to 
l.clp  our  confused  and  troubled  world 
finci  the  way  of  peace. 

May  our  plans  and  desires,  our  deliber- 
ations and  decisions,  always  be  in  har- 
mony and  Identical  with  Thy  wise  and 
beneficent  purposes  for  all  mankind. 

Inspire  and  encourage  us  with  the 
joyous  certainty  that  our  trust  in  Thee 
and  in  the  triumph  of  the  kingdom  of 
truth  and  brotherhood  can  never  be  put 
to  shame. 

Hear  us  in  the  n&me  of  our  blessed 
Lord.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Tue.'^day,  March  3.  1953.  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 
A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  and  cone  jrrenl' resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H  R  2230.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  23,  1949,  as  amended,  to  remove  the 
monthly  limitations  oii  ofllclal  long-distance 
telephone  calls  and  official  telegrams  of 
MrmberB  of  the  Hou;«  of  Representatives 
without  affecting  the  annual  limitation  on 
such  telephone  calls  and  telegrams;   and 

H  Con.  Res.  63.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional  copies 
cr  tlie  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Public  Law  414,  82d  Congress.  2d  session. 

-A 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
Hou.se  for  5  minutes  today,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


of  Chinese  Communists  and  equally 
studied  criticism  of  the  Chiang  Kai-shek 
government"  and  that  he  had  associated 
with  persons  he  "had  reasons  to  believe" 
were  Communists  or  Communist  sym- 
pathizers. 

Over  the  last  several  years  I  have  spent 
many  hours  studying  the  record  of  this 
man.  I  find  nothing  to  justify  his  reten- 
tion on  a  pension  equal  to  approximately 
three-fourths  of  the  salary  paid  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress — and  way  above  the 
average  national  individual  income. 

On  the  contrary.  I  have  found  many 
things  to  justify  a  finding  much  harsher 
than  the  expression  of  reasonable  doubt 
about  his  loyalty.  And  so  I  ask  the  com- 
mittee and  the  Congress  to  strike  from 
the  appropriation  bill  for  the  State  De- 
partment any  provision  for  the  payment 
of  a  pension  to  this  man.  If  necessary. 
I  will  sponsor  a  rider  to  accomplish  that 
purpose.  I  can  see  no  sense  in  paying 
$9,000  a  year  to  anyone  about  whom  it 
can  be  said  that  "he  had  failed  to  meet 
the  standards  expected  of  an  experienced 
Foreign  Service  ofBcer." 

I  am  glad  he  is  no  longer  on  the  active 
list  but  I  deplore  the  way  it  has  been 
done.    The  price  is  too  high. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary which  is  considering  tidelands  leg- 
islation may  sit  today  during  the  session 
of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


JOHN  CARTER  VINCENT 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  '.o  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
mornin;-?'s  papers  curry  a  story  that  John 
Carter  Vincent  is  tc  be  retired  on  a  $9,000 
pension.  The  State  Department  news 
relea.se,  it  is  claim'Kl,  says  that  Vincent 
had  "failed  to  meet  the  standards  ex- 
pected of  an  experienced  Foreign  Service 
ofTK-er." 

The  loyalty  review  board  had  found 
'reasonable  doubt"  as  to  Vincent's  loyalty 
and  recommended,  that  he  be  fired  out- 
nuht.  The  review  board  correctly  stated 
that  Vincent  had  voiced  "steady  praise 
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BOB   BARKER 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  state- 
ment and  some  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, recently  a  friend  of  mine  of  some  30 
years  who  was  employed  as  an  investi- 
gator by  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  was  dismissed  by  the 
chairman,  without  a  hearing,  for  mis- 
takenly advising  the  chairman  that  Mrs. 
Agnes  Meyer,  of  the  Washington  Post, 
was  the  author  of  a  letter  referred  to  in 
the  Moscow  Pravda.  This  investigator, 
Bob  Barker,  has  been  in  Government 
service  for  some  25  years,  and  is  well 
known  to  many  Members  of  this  House 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  has  worked 
for  several  congressional  committees  in 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House. 

After  his  dismissal  by  the  committee, 
without  a  hearing,  became  public  he  has 
been  attacked  by  Mr.  Alfred  Friendly  in  a 
story  appearing  in  tJie  Washington  Post 
on  Sunday. 

Mr.  Barker  has  prepared  a  statement 
explaining  how  the  error  occurred  in  er- 
roneously naming  Mrs.  Meyer  as  the  au- 


thor of  the  letter  quoted  in  Pravda.  and 
answering  the  charges  against  him  by 
Alfred  Friendly  in  the  Post 

Since  Mr.  Barker  has  no  forum  before 
which  he  could  appear  and  defend  him- 
self and  get  his  defense  on  record,  sev- 
eral of  his  friends  have  asked  me  to  put 
his  statement,  and  a  copy  of  the  original 
translation,  in  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord, together  with  some  of  the  many  fine 
letters  of  commendation  he  has  received 
over  the  years  from  Members  of  Con- 
gress, and  I  am  glad  to  do  this  in  simple 
justice  to  him. 

Statement  or  Robekt  B.  Barker  re:  Mrs. 
Agkes  Meyer,  Article  in  Washington  Post 
BT  Alfred  Friendly 

I  have  been  dismissed  as  an  Investigator 
for  the  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  for  erroneously  advising  the  chair- 
man, Hon.  H.  H.  Velde,  that  Mrs.  Agnes  Meyer, 
reporter  for  and  part-owner  of  the  Washing- 
ton Post,  was  the  author  of  a  letter  to  the 
Journal,  Soviet  Russia  Today,  which  was 
quoted  in  Pravda  on  April  30.  1947. 

None  of  the  nine-member  committee.  In- 
cluding the  chairman,  has  ever  asked  me  to 
explain  how  the  error  occurred,  and,  since 
I  was  dismissed  without  a  hearing,  and  have 
been  subsequently  smeared  and  libeled  la 
the  Washington  Post  by  one  Alfred  Friendly, 
I  believe  a  statement  of  the  facts  should  be 
made. 

It  was  a  perfectly  natural  thing  for  a 
Russian  scholar  and  translator  at  the  Library 
of  Congress  to  assume  that  Agnes  Meyer  was 
the  Mrs.  Meyer  who  was  quoted  In  Pravda  In 
his  oral  translation  to  me,  and  likewise  for 
me  to  assume  that  she  verote  the  letter  when 
the  English  translation  subsequently  received 
from  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  gave 
the  name  as  Mrs.  Meyer,  not  Mayer.  This 
translation  was  placed  In  the  committee  files 
and  reference  cards  prepared  giving  the  name 
of  Agnes  Meyer  as  the  author  of  the  letter. 
From  this,  the  chairman  Issued  a  statement 
to  the  press,  making  the  same  error  that  the 
translator  and  I  had  made.  It  was  perfectly 
natural  for  all  of  us  to  come  to  this  conclu- 
sion. In  view  of  the  pro-Communist  editorial 
policy  of  the  Washington  Post,  which  carried 
Mrs.  Meyer's  picture  on  page  7M,  Sunday, 
September  3.  1950,  as  one  of  the  prize- 
winning  Post  reporters. 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  violent 
exception  taken  by  Mrs.  Meyer  over  the  state- 
ment mistakenly  attributed  to  her  that  she 
deplored  those  speaking  so  disdainfully  of 
the  Russians,  when  her  own  newspaper.  In 
an  editorial  on  July  21,  1946,  congratulated 
Earl  Browder  on  his  trip  to  Moscow  after  he 
was  removed  as  the  Russians'  No.  1  Commu- 
nist In  the  United  States,  and  called  Browder 
a  "rugged  Individualist." 

The  article  in  Pravda  by  N.  Rubinstein 
named  as  friends  of  the  Soviet  Union  abroad 
such  well-known  Americans  as  Claude  Pep- 
per, Henry  Wallace,  Elliott  Roosevelt,  Paul 
Robeson,  Johannes  Steel,  Ralph  Perry,  Albert 
Einstein,  Joseph  E.  Davles. 

Surely  Mrs.  Meyer  should  not  object  to 
being  named  In  company  with  these  well- 
known  apologists  for  communism,  even  by 
mistake.  I  can't  And  where  her  newspaper 
ever  denounced  any  of  them  for  their  pro- 
Russian  views. 

The  above  explanation  would  not  be  com- 
plete without  a  few  other  references  to  the 
pages  of  the  Post  Itself,  and  we  come  again 
to  Browder,  who  has  spent  most  of  his  adult 
life  betraying  his  country,  and  find  an- 
other editorial  In  the  Post.  April  28,  1950, 
referring  to  Browder's  refusal  to  name  Com- 
munists In  the  State  Department  when  tes- 
tifying before  the  Tydlngs  committee,  and 
congratulating  him  for  his  "adherence  to 
Xundamental  American  decencle*.** 
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It  Is  small  wonder  that  Communists  ap- 
pearing before  congressional  committees  de- 
fiantly refuse  to  answer  questions,  when  they 
have  a  ready  ally  In  the  Washington  Post. 

But  even  worse  than  this  defense  and 
praise  of  Earl  Browder,  Mrs.  Meyer's  Wash- 
ington Post  was  forced  to  admit,  on  its  edi- 
torial pages  on  January  16,  1948.  that  Its 
city  editor.  Ben  Gilbert,  had  been  a  Commu- 
nist under  the  name  of  Ben  Goldberg.  A 
rival  newspaper  had  forced  the  hand  of  the 
Post  after  a  delay  of  2  days  when  the  ques- 
tion arose  during  a  police  trial  board  hear- 
ing. 

Following  this,  it  appears  that  Alfred 
Friendly's  loyalty  was  questioned  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  dur- 
ing hearings  on  foreign  aid  on  May  7.  1948. 
page  797  of  hearings,  when  the  chairman 
(Mr.  Taber  of  New  York)  asked  W.  Averell 
Harriman  if  he  had  cleared  Friendly  with 
the  FBI  (for  employment  by  ECA).  and. 
after  a  long  defense  of  Friendly  by  Harri- 
man, the  chairman,  apparently  unimpressed, 
said: 

"From  what  I  have  heard.  I  know  of  noth- 
ing that  would  tend  to  destroy  the  confi- 
dence of  the  American  people  in  the  pro- 
gram as  much  as  the  participation  of  this 
gentlemen  and  others  of  the  same  philosophy 
in  it." 

Possibly  Mr.  Taber  was  thinking  of  why  the 
Washington  Post.  Alfred  Friendly's  employer, 
had  ignored  and  failed  to  answer  the  follow- 
ing charges  made  against  it  on  March  20. 
1948,  at  page  A2068.  part  10,  volume  94.  of  the 
Congressional  Record; 

"The  editorial  record  of  Eugene  Meyer's 
Washington  Post,  a  paper  which  wields  great 
Influence  because  it  is  owned  by  one  of  the 
pillars  of  free  enterprise,  because  it  is  pub- 
lished in  the  Capital,  and  because  it  is  a 
lively  Journalistic  product  according  to  the 
standards  of  the  day.  has  long  been  in  need 
of  examination.  A  scrutiny  shows  that  it 
has  followed  in  recent  years  on  most  major 
issues  the  basic  pattern  of  the  Communist 
Party  line — not  in  the  outspoken  manner  of 
the  Moscow  Pravda  or  the  New  York  Dally 
Worker,  but  in  that  very  special  dialect  which 
Marshall  Field's  P  M  and  Michael  Straight's 
New  Republic  have  so  adroitly  introduced 
Into    our    contemporary    language. 

"Behind  pro  forma  attacks  on  communism, 
occasional  sorties  against  Gromyko  and  Vi- 
shinsky.  support  of  the  Marshall  plan,  aid 
for  Greece,  and  similar  lip  service  manifes- 
tations, the  Washington  Post  has  pursued 
these  lines: 

"1.  Oblique  defense  of  domestic  and  foreign 
Communists.  Communist  organizations,  and 
Communist  activities. 

"2.  Attacks  on  persons  exposing  Commu- 
nist Infiltration,  on  respectable  anti-Commu- 
nist Members  of  Congress,  and  on  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities. 

"3.  Attacks  on  the  President's  loyalty  pro- 
gram. 

"4.  Attacks  on  such  legitimate  govern- 
ments as  those  of  Greece  and  China — of 
moment  to  our  national  defense. 

"5.  Subversion  of  confidence  in  the  United 
States  Government  through  its  editorial 
columns. 

"6.  A  double  standard  on  civil  rights." 

The  Post  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  left- 
wing  clique,  who  managed  to  put  over  a 
watered-down  version  of  the  (Communist) 
party  line,  disguised  and  embellished  by  the 
pedantic  literary  style  of  the  intellectual 
fellow  travelers. 

Many  persons  in  Washington.  Including 
newspapermen  and  Members  of  Congress, 
could  not  understand  why  the  editor,  pub- 
lisher, and  the  owners.  Eugene  and  Agnes 
Meyer,  did  not  answer  these  charges. 

The  conviction  of  Alger  Hiss  must  have 
been  a  real  shock  indeed  to  the  readers  of 
the  Washington  Post.  In  view  of  the  manner 
In  which  the  Post  handled  the  day-by-day 
account  of  his  second  trial,  burying  it  on 
inside  pages  and  deleting  mention  entirely 


of  the  Introduction  of  certain  evidence  un- 
favorable to  Hiss. 

Now  in  view  of  the  above  tactics  of  so- 
called  news  reporting  and  editorial  comment 
of  Mrs.  Meyer's  Washington  Post.  I  believe 
any  reasonable  person  would  come  to  the 
same  conclusion  that  was  reached  by  the 
Russian  translator  and  myself  on  the  au- 
thorship of  the  Meyer  letter  In  Pravda.  It 
was  certainly  an  honest  mistake. 

The  Washington  Post  on  March  1.  19.''3. 
charged  me  with  giving  false  Information 
concerning  Mrs.  Agnes  Meyer,  its  reporter 
and  part  owner,  and  stress  that  the  Post 
discredited  me  in  1947  and  successfully  chal- 
lenged my  veracity,  etc. 

The  article  In  the  Post  by  this  same  Alfred 
Friendly  charges  that  my  testlmnny  before 
the  Senate  section  of  the  Joint  Atomic  Com- 
mittee in  1947  on  the  nomination  of  David 
Eli  Lllienthal.  regarding  a  letter  written  by 
a  TVA  Communist  named  Henry  Hart  Ui 
another  Communist  named  Rob  Hall,  was 
false.  This  is  the  same  charge  that  Alfred 
Friendly  made  ai^ainst  me  in  1947. 

A  complete  answer  to  this  charge  is  thit 
if  there  had  been  any  evidence  of  perjury, 
I  would  have  been  prosecuted  in  the  courts, 
Just  as  numerous  other  witnesses  have  been 
prosecuted  for  perjury  before  conpresslnnal 
committees.  The  reason  I  was  not  prose- 
cuted is,  of  covirse,  obvious.  The  statements 
I  made  before  the  committee  were  true,  and 
when  they  were  brought  Into  questl'in.  the 
statements  were  prove!\  by  satisfactory  evi- 
dence from  other  witnesses.  For  Instance, 
my  testimony  was  substantiated  by  the  sup- 
porting testimony  of  the  nolice  (officer  named 
Lt.  Ollie  Osborne,  of  Birmingham.  Ala., 
who  under  oath  t'lld  the  Senate  committee 
on  February  12.  1947.  page  395  of  the  hear- 
ing, that  he  was  present  with  me  when  the 
Hart  letter  was  obtained,  and  that  he  was 
present  with  me  when  we  had  a  photostat 
of  the  letter  made. 

"Mr.  Osborne.  That  was  a  copy  of  the 
original  letter  seized  on  April  9.  1940,  oy 
Bob  Barker  and  myself  while  in  the  Com- 
munist headquarters  of  Robert  F.  Hall,  sec- 
retary of  district  17,  located  235  Clarke 
Building.   Birmingham.   Ala." 

•  •  •  •  • 

"So  about  10  a.  m.  on  the  10th.  Mr  Barker 
and  myself  went  to  the  Electric  Blue  Printing 
Co..  which  at  that  time  was  located  at  108 '^ 
North  21st  Street,  to  have  the  documents 
that  we  had  photostated." 

Then  the  police  officer  produced  an  affi- 
davit from  W.  Roydnn  Hulen.  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  Electric  Blue  Printing  Co.. 
Inc..  of  Birmingham.  Ala.,  dated  February 
11.  1947,  which  appears  In  the  record  of  the 
hearings,  and  states  that  Lieutenant  Osborne 
and  Barker,  an  investigator  for  the  Dies  com- 
mittee, came  to  him  with  some  documents 
which  they  described  as  highly  confidential, 
and  that  he  made  photostats  of  them  and 
delivered  them  to  Lieutenant  Osborne. 

Furthermore,  there  was  submitted  to  the 
Senate  committee  In  evidence  a  news  story 
coming  out  of  Washington,  presumably  from 
the  Scrlpps-Howard  bureau  following  a  chock 
which  Mr.  Loy  Miller,  the  editor  of  the  News- 
Sentinel,  had  directed  be  made  at  the  Dies 
committee  to  see  if  the  files  contained  the 
Hart  letter,  and  this  story,  which  appears  m 
the  News-Sentinel  on  page  B-8.  Sunday.  July 
23,  1943.  quotes  Mr.  Robert  Stripling,  chief 
of  the  Dies  staff,  as  verifying  that  the  Hart 
letter  was  in  the  Dies  committee  files.  On 
the  basis  of  the  verification  of  Mr.  Stripling, 
the  Knoxvllle  News-Sentinel,  which  Is  a  rival 
of  the  Knoxvllle  Journal,  printed  the  Hart 
letter  in  full.  Although  this  letter  was 
published  first  in  the  Knoxvllle  Journal,  and 
again  in  the  Knoxvllle  News-Sentinel  on 
separate  occasions,  and  although  Henry  Hart 
was  still  in  the  TVA  in  Knoxvllle  at  the 
time,  he  made  no  protest  over  the  publica- 
tion of  the  letter  to  the  editor  of  either 
paper. 

An  additional  circumstance  which  may  •■jc 
mentioned  is  the  fact  that,  after  the  publica- 


tion of  this  letter  by  both  newspapers,  the 
Dies  committee  received  no  protest  from 
Henry  Hart,  or  anyone  else  mentioned  in  the 
letter. 

Now  to  show  the  complete  bias  of  Alfre.l 
Friendly  toward  me.  an  avowed  antl-Com- 
munlst:  he  omitted  entirely  any  mention 
whatever  In  his  sit  ry  of  the  above  evidence 
which  no  reputable  newspaperman  would  d). 

The  fact  that  Mr.  Dies  now  stales  that 
he  cannot  recall  such  a  letter,  out  of  the 
thousands  of  letters  and  documents  received 
by  the  Dies  commiilee  In  7  years,  does  not 
Impeach  my  veracity. 

Alfred  Friendly  goes  on  to  say  that  I  made 
ai;other  false  statemeiit  about  who  gave  the 
Knoxvllle  Journal  the  Hart  letter  in  the  first 
place.  I  stated  that  I  did  not  give  the  Jour- 
nal the  letter.  Friendly  says  he  made  an 
investigation  which  showed  that  I  did.  Tlie 
only  testimony  before  the  Senate  committee 
contrary  to  mine  wii.s  the  testimony  of  Alfred 
Friendly,  himself.  Tlie  man  whom  Friendly 
said  cixitradicted  me  wits  not  called,  and  I 
w:is  not  recalled  from  Miami  to  testify  fur- 
ther, although  I  did  request  an  opportunity 
to  do  so.  but  the  hearings  were  closed,  and 
Lillenthal's  nomination  was  sent  to  the 
.Senate  fioor.  S<>,  on  the  biisis  of  Alfred 
Friendly  s  he;u-say,  he  says  I  did  not  tell 
the  truth. 

Frlen.dly.  In  trtie  "Wa-^hlngton  Dally  Work- 
er" style  of  distorted  reporting,  failed  to  tell 
the  other  facus,  and  that  Is  when  Henry  Hart 
testified  before  the  Senate  committee  himself 
In  1947.  he  denied  writing  such  a  letter,  but 
couldn't  lor  the  life  of  him  remember  any  of 
the  Communists  In  the  TVA  cell  with  him 
except  Mabel  Abercromble  and  David  .Stone 
Martin,  whereiis  both  William  Waller  Rem- 
ington and  Harry  F.  (Chick)  Alber.  who  were 
in  the  same  TVA  Communist  cell  with  Henry 
Hiu-t.  ha\e  since  been  indicted  by  Federal 
grand  Juries  for  perjury  in  denying  Com- 
munist Party  member.shlp,  and  Remington 
has  been  convicted  the  second  time  while 
Alber  awaits  trial  at  Alexandria,  Va. 

I  have  worked  for  the  executive  and  legis- 
lative branches  of  the  Government  for  some 
23  years,  and  attach  photostats  of  letters 
received  from  Gon  Prank  T.  Hines,  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  from  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  who  were  chairmen  or  act- 
ing chairmen  of  committees,  or  members 
from  1939  to  1953.  Tliese  letters  are  from 
He)n.  Martin  Dies.  Hon.  J.  Parnell  Thomas, 
Hon.  Jerry  Voorhls.  Hon.  Joe  Starnes.  Hon. 
Joe  Casey,  Hon.  Clarence  Lea.  Hon.  Frank 
Fellows,  Hon.  Percy  Priest,  Hon.  Ed  J.  Hart, 
Hon.  L<juis  E  Miller.  Hon.  Carl  Curtis,  Hon. 
Oreii  Hams,  Hon.  E.  E.  Cox,  Hon.  John  S. 
Wood. 

Library  of  Congress. 
Legislative  Reference  Service. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Friends    of    the    Soviet    Union    Abroad 
(Excerpts  from  an  article  by  N.   Rubinstein 
in    the   Moscow    Pravda.    April   30.    1947, 
No.  105,  p.  4) 

There  are  many  sincere  friends  of  the 
Soviet  Union  In  the  United  States  who  are 
grouped  around  the  National  Council  of 
Soviet-American  Friendship.  The  chairman 
of  this  organization  is  a  Protestant  minister 
Melish;  its  members  and  active  contributors 
to  the  Journal  Soviet  Russia  Today  are  the 
State  attorney  of  California.  Kenny;  the  well- 
known  radio  commentator.  Johannes  Steel; 
the  professor  of  phlkjsophy,  Ralph  Perry, 
the  former  Anibas.sador  to  the  U.  S.  S.  R., 
and  author  of  the  book  Mission  to  Moscow, 
Joseph  Davles;  Albert  Einstein;  the  famous 
singer,  Paul  Robeson;  and  many  others. 

The  American  friends  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R  In 
their  public  appearances  continually  empha- 
size the  fact  that  to  be  a  supptirter  of  prog- 
ress and  democracy  in  one's  own  country 
means  to  be  a  friend  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  "The 
struggle  for  healthy  relations  with  the  So- 
viet   Union,"    writes    Melish,    "is    a   struggle 
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for  a  healthy,  growing,  progressive,  demo- 
cratic America." 

"It  is  necessary  that  at  present  more  than 
ever  sober-minded  Americans  should  come 
forward  openly  for  an  honest  collaboration 
with  the  U.  8.  S.  R.  In  order  that  peace  be 
established,"  declares  Prof.  Albert  Ensteln. 

Appeals,  articles,  letters  written  to  the 
c(jUor  of  the  Journal  Soviet  Russia  Today 
liidicate  that  men  hke  Melish  express  the 
rnoixl  of  a  great  number  of  ordinary  Ameri- 
cans. "We  feel  profound  admiration  for 
the  people  of  the  Soviet  Union,"  writes  Mrs. 
M.yer  in  her  letter.  "It  simply  makes  you 
sUk  at  heart  when  you  hear  many  radio 
commentators  speaking  so  unjustly  and  dls- 
d.untully  of  the  Russians." 

VrrEBANS'  Administration, 
Washington,  February  11.  1939. 
Hun    Martin  Dies, 

Chatrman,  House  Committee  To  Investi- 
gate Un-American  Activities,  House  of 
Representatives,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  M«.  Dibs:  Mr.  Robert  B.  Barker 
Informs  me  he  is  an  applicant  for  the  posi- 
tion of  special  Investigator  for  the  House 
Committee  To  Investigate  Un-American  Ac- 
liviiies. 

Mr.  Barker  was  employed  by  this  Admin- 
istration from  July  24,  1922,  untU  June  19. 
1937,  when  he  resigned  of  his  own  volition. 
During  this  period  he  occupied  the  posi- 
tions of  assistant  chief,  contact  division, 
central  office,  and  special  contact  representa- 
tive. Na.^hvllle  regional  office. 

In  those  positions  Mr.  Barker  had  a  wide 
fxp<'rlence  in  his  contacts  with  Members  of 
C  .ngress,  veterans  and  their  representatives, 
and  the  general  public  In  connection  with 
nrattcrs  coming  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  and  in  making  In- 
vestigations of  complicated  cases,  some  In- 
vijlvlng  the  question  of  violation  of  Federal 
penal  statutes.  From  facts  obtained  In  the 
investigation  of  individual  cases.  It  Is  con- 
sidered Mr.  Barker  has  a  natural  intuition 
for    investigatory   work. 

From    contacts    with    and    observation    of 
Mr.    Barker's    services    while    with    this    Ad- 
nunistration  he  Is  considered  honest,  couscl- 
enlitus,  and  an  Indefatigable  worker. 
Very   truly  yours, 

FXANK   T.    HiNBS, 

Administrator. 

Congress  or  the  United  States, 

House  or  ^Representatives, 

Special  Commfttee  on 
Un-American  Activities, 
Washington.  D.  C,  February  26.  1943. 
Mr    RoBF.RT  B.  Barker, 

Senior  Investigator,  Special  Committee 
on    Un-American    Activities,    House 
of  Representatives.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear    Barker:    You    have    been    employed 
by  the  special  committee  since  February  16, 
1'.'39,  as  senior  investigator  and  field  repre- 
sentative at  a  salary  of  $4,200  per  annum. 

Now  that  you  are  leaving  the  committee  to 
assist  Judge  Cox  in  the  Federal  Communi- 
cations Commission  Investigation,  I  want  to 
give  you  this  letter  of  commendation. 

You  have  made  Investigations  for  the  spe- 
cial committee  In  Canada,  New  York,  Massa- 
chusetts, Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Del- 
aware, Indiana,  Illinois,  Tennessee,  Ken- 
tticky.  North  Carolina,  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and  Mexico. 

I  want  to  thank  you  particularly  and  ex- 
pre.ss  the  appreciation  of  myself  and  the 
^pe^ial  committee  for  the  excellent  work  you 
did  m  the  William  Dudley  Pelley-Sllver  Shirt 
Legion  case;  the  Gllbert-Campbell-McWhir- 
ter-Deatherage  anti-Semitic  case;  the  Ger- 
man-American Bund  Investigation  In  New 
Jf-rsev;  the  Kyffhauser  Bund  In  Philadelphia: 
the  Christian  Front  In  Boston;  the  KenvU 
explosion;  sabotage  In  Sun  Ship;  the  Ku 
Klux  Klan;  the  Bethlehem  strike  disturb- 
ances; Nazi  and  Communists  In  Philadel- 
phia Navy   Yard;    the   Communist  Party  of 


Pennsylvania;  and  the  American  League  for 
Peace  and  Democracy  In  Washington  and 
Chicago. 

My  best  wishes  go  with  you  for  continued 
success  In  your  new  undertaking.    You  have 
the  ability  and  experience  to  do  the  Job. 
With  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes,  I  am, 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Martin  Dies,  Chairman, 

Congress  or  the  United  States, 

House  or  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  15,  1944. 
Mr.  Robert  Barker. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Barker:  Now  that  you  are  no 
longer  a  member  of  the  investigative  force 
of  the  Special  Committee  To  Investigate  Un- 
American  Activities,  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
ber, I  would  be  remiss  if  I  did  not  express 
to  you  In  writing  my  appreciation  for  the 
excellent  work  which  you  did  for  our  com- 
mittee. 

You  and  I  were  brought  together  on  a 
number  of  different  occasions,  so  I  had  full 
opportunity  to  witness  your  splendid  work. 

One  of  the  best  Jobs  which  you  ever  did 
was  the  investigation  of  the  German-Amerl- 
ca:i  Bund  camp  at  Nordland,  N.  J.  Likewise 
your  presentation  before  the  subcommittee 
at  Newark  of  the  facts  discovered  by  you  at 
that  camp.  Your  Investigation  of  Nordland 
probably  had  more  to  do  with  its  closing 
than  any  other  thing;  your  Investigation  of 
the  cause  of  the  explosion  of  the  Hercules 
Powder  Co.  at  Kenvil.  N.  J.,  was  also  very 
thorough.  I  was  on  the  scene  of  that  explo- 
sion immediately  after  It  took  place,  and  I 
had  occasion  to  witness  the  Investigations 
made  by  the  various  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  frankly,  you  seemed  to  get  more 
Information  than  did  any  of  the  others. 

I  could  go  on  and  write  many  other  favor- 
able things,  but  this  Is  Just  enough  to  dem- 
onstrate the  high  regard  which  I  have  for 
you  personally  and  for  yotir  ability,  as  both 
an  investigator  and  counselor. 

Hoping  that  fate   will   bring  us  together 
again  some  time,  and  with  best  wishes  for 
the  future,  I  am,  with  best  personal  regards. 
Sincerely, 

J.  Parnell  Thomas. 

CONCRBSS  OF  the  UNITED  STATES, 

House  or  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  24,  1943. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

This  letter  Is  written  for  the  purpose  of 
stating  that  I  have  been  acquainted  for  the 
past  5  years  with  Robert  H.  Barker  and  have 
had  the  opportunity  to  observe  very  inti- 
mately his  work  as  an  Investigator  and  his 
character  as  a  man. 

I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  by  which  committee  he  was 
employed  up  until  January  of  1943. 

Mr.  Barker  Is  In  deadly  earnest  about  his 
work.  He  is  thorough  and  efficient,  and  he 
has  one  of  the  most  remarkable  memories 
that  I  have  ever  come  In  contact  with.  Any- 
one who  has  been  acquainted  with  him  can- 
not fall  to  be  Impressed  also  by  his  deep 
earnestness,  sincere  patriotism,  and  desire  to 
be  of  maximum  possible  service  to  the  best 
Interests  of  his  country.  He  performs  his 
work  without  fear  or  favor.  He  Is  unpreju- 
diced In  his  point  of  view  and  In  his  chosen 
line  of  work  would  be  Invaluable  to  any 
agency  which  might  see  fit  to  employ  him. 

jerbt  voorhis. 

Congress  ot  the  United  States, 

House  or  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C.  March  25,  1943. 

Hon.  E.  E.  Cox, 

Member  of  Congress,  Chairman,  Special 
Committee    Investigating    the   FCC. 
House  Office  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
Mr  Dear   Gene:   I  am   Informed  you   are 
considering  the   application   of   Mr.   Robert 


Barker  as  an  Investigator  for  your  special 
committee.  Barker  has  been  with  the  Spe- 
cial Committee  Investigating  Un-American 
and  Subversive  Activities  for  several  years. 
I  find  Mr.  Barker  to  be  a  very  able,  conscien- 
tious, and  thorough  Investigator.  He  inves- 
tigated the  alleged  Klan-German-American 
Bund  alliance  In  the  New  Jersey  area,  the 
TVA,  the  Ku  Klux  Klan,  and  the  Southern 
Conference  on  Human  Welfare — for  the  sub- 
committee of  which  I  acted  as  chairman.  I 
found  his  work  to  be  satisfactory  and  of  high 
order.  I  have  no  hesitation  In  recommend- 
ing Mr.  Barker  to  you  and  your  committee 
as  an  eflQclent  and  competent  investigator. 
Sincerely  your  friend, 

Joe  Starnes. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Special  Committee  on 
Un-American  AcnvrriES, 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  3,  1943. 
To  Whom^  It  May  Concern: 

This  Is  to  certify  that  for  the  past  several 
years,  as  a  member  of  the  Dies  committee,  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  to  observe  the 
character  and  the  work  of  Robert  B.  Barker, 
who  has  been  an  Investigator  for  that  com- 
mittee. 

I  found  him  to  be  a  man  of  excellent  char- 
acter, entirely  trustworthy  and  reliable,  and 
most  energetic  In  his  work. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Joseph  E.  Caset. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Select  Committee  To  Investigate 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  3, 1945. 
Mr.  Robert  B.  Barker, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Bob:  Now  that  we  have  completed 
our  investigation  by  the  Select  Committee 
To  Investigate  Federal  Communications,  I 
desire  to  express  to  you  my  sincere  appre- 
ciation of  the  service  you  did  for  our  com- 
mittee and  the  country. 

Your  work  as  Investigator  was  thorough, 
exhaustive,  and  complete  as  each  matter 
came  within  your  duties.  Your  analysis  and 
Interpretation  of  Jthe  facts  of  each  matter 
Involved  was  spl^did. 

You  became  oilr^  general  counsel  under 
clrctunstances  that  would  have  been  onerous 
to  any  attorney.  You  showed  a  very  un- 
usual ability  to  assemble  and  use  facta  In 
their  proper  order  and  to  present  them 
clearly  and  effectively.  I  commend  you  for 
a  Job  well  done. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am, 
Sincerely  yours. 

Clarence  F.  Lea, 

Chairman. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  6,  1945. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

It  affords  me  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to 
advise  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Robert  B.  Baker.  I  have  known  him  for 
several  years  but  became  much  more  Inti- 
mately acquainted  with  him  during  the 
period  that  he  served  as  attorney  for  a  special 
Committee  To  Investigate  the  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission.  I  was  a  member 
of  that  committee  during  the  latter  part  of 
Its  existence  and  work. 

During  the  time  he  served  as  Investigator, 
Mr.  Barker  obtained  a  vast  amount  of  valu- 
able and  useful  information  for  the  com- 
mittee. At  a  later  date  and  In  a  rather 
critical  period  of  the  committee  hearings,  b« 
assumed  the  responsibility  of  chief  count  ,4 
after  a  resignation  had  left  that  place  vacant. 

I  was  greatly  Impressed  by  the  manner 
In  which  Mr.  Barker  conducted  the  matters 
before  that  committee.  He  had  so  fully 
familiarized  himself  with  even  minor  details 
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and  handled   these  so  skUlfully  that  there 
wa«  nothing  to  be  desired.    Moreover.  I  have 
come  to  appreciate  him  as  a  man  ol   very 
high  principles  and  Ideals. 
Sincerely  yours. 

J.  PxKCY  Priest. 

Congress  or  the  Untted  States, 
House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  3,  1945. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

This  Is  to  advise  that  I  am  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Robert  B.  Barker.  Mr.  Barker  was  em- 
ployed by  a  Special  Committee  To  Investi- 
gate the  Federal  Communications  Commis- 
sion, which  was  authorized  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  In  the  78th  Congress. 

His  work  as  an  Investigator  was  of  the 
highest  caliber.  He  succeeded  In  obtaining 
most  valuable  fnformatlon  for  the  use  of  the 
committee  and  the  thoroughness  and  compe- 
tence with  which  he  carried  on  his  work 
compelled  my  admiration.  At  a  certain  dif- 
ficult stage  in  the  proceedings  of  the  com- 
mittee, upon  the  resignation  of  the  com- 
mittes  general  counsel.  Mr.  Barker  stepped 
Into  breach  and  continued  to  act  as  general 
counsel  of  the  committee  until  it  terminated 
Its  activities  at  the  end  of  that  Congress. 

He  conducted  himself  in  a  brilliant  man- 
ner and  his  presentation  of  the  case  before 
the  committee  left  little  to  be  desired.  His 
knowledge  of  all  the  Intricate  details  In- 
volved, his  remarkable  memory  of  facts  and 
occurrences,  his  complete  knowledge  of  the 
testimony  to  be  presented,  all  constituted  a 
striking  manifestation  of  his  sincere  love  of 
his  work  and  genuine  ability  In  its  execution. 
Mr.  Barker  has  a  pleasing  personality  and  my 
experience  with  him  compels  me  to  say  that 
he  is  thoroughly  trustworthy  in  every  re- 
spect. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Edw.  J.  Hart. 

Law  Otfices  of  Louis  E.  Miller. 

St.  Louis,  April  17,  1945. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

As  a  former  member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  To  Investigate  the  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission.  I  became 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Robert  B.  Barker,  and 
had  an  opportunity  to  appraise  at  first  hand 
his  work  as  an  investigator  and  later  as  coun- 
sel for  the  committee. 

In  the  20  years  that  I  have  practiced  law, 
I  have  never  observed  any  investigator  with 
greater  devotion  to  duty  or  knowledge  of  the 
subject  of  the  investigation.  Mr.  Barker's 
work  was  tireless,  thorough,  and  comprehen- 
sive. His  ability  to  assimilate  facts  and  re- 
call the  manifold  details  of  his  work  was 
amazing. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  it  be- 
came necessary  for  Mr.  Barker  to  assume  the 
duties  of  the  general  counsel  for  the  com- 
mittee, and  without  a  moment's  delay  he  did 
so.  and  his  work  was  painstaking  and  bril- 
liant. 

I  was  particularly  Impressed  by  the  fair- 
ness of  Mr.  Barker  toward  the  witnesses  and 
the  committee.  He  was  solicitous  to  present 
only  such  material  as  was  factual  and  such 
findings  as  were  justified  by  the  evidence. 

I  have  been  so  impressed  by  his  ability  and 
Industry,  that  I  would  not  only  employ  him 
In  my  ofBce,  had  I  the  need  for  another 
competent  Investigator  and  lawyer,  but  I 
would  consider  anyone  else  exceedingly  for- 
tunate who  can  have  the  benefit  of  his 
services. 

You  may  believe  me  to  be 
Sincerely  yours, 

Louis  E.  Miller. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Denver,  Colo.,  August  30,  1946. 
Robert  B.  Barker, 

Attorney  at  Laic,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Barker:  In  connection  with  your 
recent  request,  I  have  authorized  my  offlce 


m  Washington  to  furnish  you  with  a  type- 
written copy  of  my  letter  in  longhand  to 
S*'nator  Ellender  of  the  19th. 

I  appreciate  your  industry  and  loyalty. 
Sincerely, 

E.  C.  Johnson, 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Washington,  D.  C.  January  8,  1947. 
Mr.  Robert  Barker. 

Chief  Investigator,  Special  Committee 
To   Investigate   Campaign    Eipendi- 
tures.     House     of     Representatives. 
Washington.  D    C. 
Dear  Mr.  Barkkr:  May  I  take  this  occasion 
to  thank  you  for  your  fine  help  and  coopera- 
tion   in    connection    with    the    work   of    this 
committee.    Our  time  was  short  and  we  faced 
many  handicaps.     It  is  my  opinion  that  you 
have  done  a  very  g(K)d  Job. 
With  all  Rood  wishes,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Carl  T    Curtis. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

J|^fcousE  of  Representatives. 
^fmington.  D.  C,  January  9,  1947. 
Hon   Robert  B   Barkfr. 

A.'fsi.^Cant   General   Counael   and   Chief 
Investigator  of  the  Special  Commit- 
tee   To    Investigate    Campaign    Ex- 
penditures,   Howfe    Office    Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Bob:  As  the  Special  Committee  of  the 
House  To  Investigate  Campaign  Expenditures 
has  completed  its  work  and  filed  the  report, 
I  want  to  take  this  privilege  of  expressing  our 
grateful   thanks   for   your   untiring   work    as 
assistant    general    counsel    and    chief    inves- 
tigator of  the  committee. 

I  know  that  your  task  was  very  difficult  In 
some  instances  and  required  a  most  careful 
approach  and  consideration.  You  have  per- 
formed this  important  work  faithful!''  and 
well.  I  have  enjoyed  working  with  you  in  an 
effort  to  do  a  good  job  fur  the  Congress. 

The  committee  was  fortunate  in  having 
you  as  a  member  of  the  stuff,  and  we  very 
greatly  appreciate  the  fine  work  ycni  have 
done. 

With  best  wishes.  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Oren  Harris, 
Member  of  Congress. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington.  D.  C.  March  5.  1948. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

This  will  evidence  that  the  undersigned 
has  known  Robert  B.  Barker,  an  attorney,  of 
MaryviUe,  Tenn.,  for  many  years.  He  was 
present  when  I  took  the  oath  of  offlce  when  I 
came  to  the  House  more  than  23  years  a^;o. 
For  much  of  the  time  since  then  I  have  been 
closely  associated  with  him.  Mr.  Barker  is  a 
registered  Republican  and  has  many  friends 
in  both  political  parties  in  the  House  and 
Senate. 

When  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
To  Investigate  the  Federal  Communicatioiis 
Commission  was  set  up  in  February  1943,  I, 
as  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  requested 
Martin  Dies,  of  Texas,  who  was  then  chair- 
man of  the  Special  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  to  furnish  me  with  the 
best  man  In  his  organization  to  take  over 
the  investigatory  work  of  my  committee,  and 
as  a  result  of  this  he  sent  me  Bob  Barker, 
who  did  a  magnificent  job  and  at  the  end 
of  the  investigation  was  not  only  serving 
as  chief  investigator,  but  as  counsel  for  the 
committee,  and  it  is  my  information  that  he 
prepared  the  bulk  of  the  final  report  that 
the  committee  made. 

If  I  were  called  upon  to  name  the  most 
skillful  Investigator  In  Washington.  I  would 
take  Mr.  Barker.  He  Is  a  man  of  wide  expe- 
rience and  has  a  wealth  of  Information  that 
would  make  him  Invaluable  to  any  group 
undertaking  to  uncover  fraud,  or  practices 
which  are   Inimical   to   the   country's   good. 


Since  Mr.  Barker  was  with  the  committee 
above  referred  to,  he  has  been  counsel  and 
investigator  to  other  committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  House,  and  has  been  In  my  offlce  a 
great  part  of  the  time,  and  I  know  him  to  be 
Industrious  and  completely  loyal,  and  I  rec- 
ommend him  without  the  slightest  reserva- 
tion to  any  or  all  needing  the  services  of  this 
kind  of  a  man. 

Very  respectfully. 

E   E   Cox. 


Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House   of   Repre.sentatives, 
Washington.  D   C  .  February  17.  1951. 
Robert  B.  Barker.  Esq  , 

Wit-'hington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Robert  :  I  have  served  as  a  member 
of  a  subcommittee  to  Investigate  campaign 
exiJendltures  three  times,  for  three  congres- 
sional elections.  In  the  79th  Congress,  Hon. 
Percy  Priest  was  chairman;  in  the  80th,  Hon. 
Roes  Rizley  was  chairman;  and  In  the  81st 
Congress  Hon  Mike  Mansfield  held  that  posi- 
tion. I  believe  that  these  committees  were 
fortunate  In  having  your  service  as  chief 
investigator  and  a.islstant  general  counsel  in 
the  performance  of  what  has  proven  to  be  a 
most  important  function,  viz;  that  of  ascer- 
tainiiit;  the  facts  and  rejxirting  the  conclu- 
sions in  cases  where  violation  of  the  election 
laws  has  been  alleged  in  relation  to  House 
membership.  You  have  performed  your  du- 
ties I  believe  honestly  and  efficiently.  Your 
services  should  be  in  demand  by  committees 
of  Con^re.-ss.  I  have  convincing  proof  that 
yuu  are  a  Republican. 
Sincerely, 

Frank  Fellows, 
Afriib^r  of  Congress. 
Tliird  District,  Maine. 


Congress  of  the  United  States, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Washington.  D.  C .,  January  IS.  1953. 
Mr    POBERT  Barker. 

Investigator,  House  Committee  on  Vn- 
Amertcan  Activities,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Di:ar  Bugeye:  In  severing  my  connection 
with  the  committee.  I  want  you  to  know  of 
the  very  real  and  deep  appreciation  I  feel  for 
yuur  loyalty  to  the  work  of  the  cortrmittee, 
and  the  efficient  manner  in  which  you  have 
discharged  the  dunes  that  have  devolved 
upon  you.  as  well  as  for  the  many  evidences 
of  personal  friendship  which  you  have  shown 
to  me  personally.  You  boys  on  the  commit- 
tee have  always  gone  beyond  the  call  of  duty 
to  lighten  my  load  and  1  shall  always  be 
grateful. 

My  earnest   wish   Is  that   the   future   may 
hold  in  store  for  yi  u  all  of  the  good  things 
which  you  .<io  richly  deserve. 
Best    wishes. 

Your  Inend. 

John  S.  Wood 


THE  IRANIAN  SITUATION 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mou.s  consent  to  addres.s  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
ma  rk.s. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
shocked  to  read  on  the  news  ticker  on 
Tuesday  that  Premier  Mossadegh  of 
Iran  had  ordered  all  American  nationals 
to  remain  ofT  the  streets  of  his  country; 
that  diplomats  representing  the  United 
States  had  been  stoned;  that  American 
soldiers  had  been  threatened;  that  the 
Premier  had  called  on  the  tank  corps 
of  his  nation  to  defend  American  citi- 
zens. 

We  have  been  told  we  must  appro- 
priate large  sums  for  foreign  aid  giants. 
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oT.H  imns    the  repayment  of  which  Is  today     had     battalions     of     Russians,  slaved  by  the  ruthless  dictatorship  of  the 

nna   loaii.^.    til          ^^  .7  Ukrainians    Poles    and  others  in  beinc  Communist  conspiracy  since  1917,  which  con- 

doubiful,   in  order  that  we  can  maice  Ukrainians,  Foies.  ana  owners  in  oeing,  i        ^as  been  headed  by  j.  v.  staiin  since 

fnt-nd.s  and  influence  the  people  of  for-  And  suppose  we  also  had  effective  con-  ^^^4  and  it  now  appears  that  staiin's  dicta- 

eign  nations.  tact  with  a  bulwark  of  patriots  in  the  Worship  haa  ended  and  the  enslaved  peoples. 

Is  this  an  example,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  Soviet  Union  and  other  captive  nations  in  the  providence  of  God,  may  now  have  an 

thp  friendship  which  we  have  purchased  who  were  ready  to  spring  into  action  at  opportunity  to  work  toward  the  achievement 

with  American  taxpayers'  dollars?    Dol-  the  opportune  time.    Would  we  not  then  of  their  basic  human  rights  and  freedoms; 

1  .T^    so   badly   needed    to    balance    the  be  better  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  and 

h  H.^rt  of  America's  housewives?  end  of  Stalin's  rule  and  be  able  to  do  whereas  the  American  people  have  long 

^1:\!\he.srthe"uxes  we  are  told  we  ^^t^^-f    --.^^ofX^cLrunirt  '^^7rlSn"^Ts^lSTTl^^^^^^^^^^ 

cannot  reduce  now?  hope  for  the  liberation  of  the  Communist  ^^.^^  ^^  ^^^  following  words: that  au 

Mi.   Speaker.    I   have   checked   on   the  enslaved  peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  men  are  created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed 

dollars  American  taxpayers  have  sent  to  the  captive  nations?  by   their   Creator   with   certain   unalienable 

Ii  in  a  nation  of  15  million  people,  since  At  the  time  of  Lenin's  death  there  was  rights,  that  among  these  are  life,  liberty,  and 

1045  '  The  cost  of  buying  friends  who  a  great  struggle  for  power  to  gain  con-  the  pursuit  of  happiness.    That  to  secure 

itnnp  nur  citizens    insult  our  flag,  and  trol  of  the  Communist  apparatus.    Stalin  these    rights,    governments    are    instituted 

thVp^ten   American   military   personnel  won  out  and  after  many  bloody  purges  among  men  deriving  their  just  powers  from 

thieaien    Amcriv-an    ixiu-n^ij     ^^^^vL^y.^  ♦»,„.. o„„,qc  r>f  h,\oy,     and  Inw-rankine  the  consent  of  the  governed,  that  whenever 

comes  very  high.  °^  ^^°''^^'l'^V/ ^i!  «"   «U v  ihTp  t^  r^^^  any  form  of  government  becomes  destructive 

Here  is  the  price  already  paid— $74,-  Communists  he  was  finally  able  to  con-  ^^  '^^^^  ^^^|  ^^  ^  ^^.^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^ 

421  000.     How  long,  Mr.  Speaker,  imtil  solidate  his  position  of  POwer,  ^^^^j.  ^j,  ^^  abolish  it,  and  to  institute  new 

we  think  of  our  taxpayers?  There    will    no    doubt    be    a    similar  government,  laying  its  foundation  on  such 

A  A  to  Iran  since  Julv  1945  Struggle  tO  determine  Stalin's  successor,  principles  and  organizing  ItB  powers  m  such 

^      ^                                *              ,       ,  Many   of    today's   top   Communists   may  form,  as  to  them  shall  seem  most  llkely  to 

(Department    of    Commerce    report,    foreign  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^  safety  and  happiness";  and 

aid,  July  1945  through  September  1952)  SOOn^  a|aa.^^^    ^^^^^     ^^    ^^^^^^    ^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^ 

Grants:  ...     j„*„^„„i   „*  j^tcT-TiQl   nnnflirt   at  the  principles  are  universal  and  apply  to  all  men. 

Mutual  Security $14,  036.  000  this  interval  of  internal  ^onfl^t  at  the  '^^^^^         ^^  ^jj  ^^^^^  ^^d  under  all  forms 

Technical     assUtance     (point  Very   core   and  ceqter  Of   the  worldwide  ^^  government;  and 

4) '♦0,000  Communist   operation    to   win   the   COIQ  whereas  these  principles  flow  from  certain 

Lend-lease 750.000  war  by  helping  the  process  of  llberaUon  essential  truths, ^mong  which  are— 

of   the   enslaved   millions  who   are   our  -j^^t  the  Creator  is  the  author  of  every 

Total    grants 14.  826,  000  gj-gatest  potential  allies  against  the  Com-  human  being  and  the  source  of  his  rights  and 

^  munists.  that  neither  the  state  nor  any  other  human 

^^'"'''■.            ^.,       M,.,.^                ^A  ins  oon  Today  we  received  news  of  the  Polish  agency  has  jurisdiction  to  exploit  any  human 

Foreign  credit*  utilized _     34.185,000  /"^^      Z     «         *  ^~  /-««,»«, inict  nn  being  or  violate  his  rights: 

Foreign  credits  unutilized...     25, 410, 000  Jet  pilot  who  flew  from  Communist  Po-  ''^;^«  °;                       J      ;        mankind  and 

^ land   to  freedom   in  Denmark  with   his  ynat  tne  state  is  a  servant  to  manKina  ana 

— — — — — —  miiu    uu  iiccuuiw                 _,„.„„      T^ie    ic  not  Its  master  and  may  not  pervert  its  ad- 
Total   loans 59,595^0  Rvissian    built    MIQ    airplane.     This    is  n^jnlstratlve  and  police  powers  so  as  to  make 

•=^  -     7^^  just  one  sample  of  what  could  be  re-  ^^  ^^^^^^^  ^  weapon  to  violate  human  rights  or 

ToUl  grants  and  loans —     74,421,000  pgated  many  times  if  we  wished  to  en-  ^  terrorize  the  people; 

^^^^^-^  courage  it.     The  armies  of  the  captive  That  there  is  a  brotherhood  of  all  men  but 

TWIT     CTJTTJTT^     ow    R  TTQOT  TTTmN     7fl  uatlons  and  the  Sovlct  Army  Itself .  wlth  only  under  the  fatherhood  of  God;  and 

int.    fei'XKii     ur    "^Yr^A-T^rT^vr  r^^  whlch  the  Communists  hope  to  conquer  whereas  communism  wears  a  humanitar- 

BASED  ON  THE  DECLARATION  OF  ^^^  world  are  full  of  seeds  of  disaffection  Ian  cloak  and  poses  as  the  Messiah  of  social 

INDEPENDENCE  CAN  AID  LIBERA-  ^^  discontent      Could  the  Communists  Justice  but  m  reality  has  given  rise  to  the 

TION  OF  SOVIET  PEOPLES  trust  any  of  their  pilots  alone  in  the  air  °^ost  reactionary  regime  of  our  time  based 

uuai/  any  ui  wici*  h                          _„j-   _  on  barbarism  and  slavery  as  a  result  of  its 
Mr.    KERSTEN    of    Wisconsin.    Mr.  or  divisions  in  the  field  if  we  made  a  j^^o^ai  doctrine  founded  in  malice  setting 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex-  serious  effort  to  help  them  surrender  ^^^^  against  man,  class  against  class,  and  ail 
tend  my  remarks  at  this  point  and  to  without  endangering  their  lives?  men  against  God;  and 
include  a  resolution  which  I  am  today  The  great  number  of  voluntary  sur-  whereas  communism  thrusts  itself  beyond 
introducing     regarding     the     Russian  renders  in  Korea  of  North  Korean  and  civu  government  and  political  philosophy, 
people  Chinese  soldiers  who  vow  they  will  vio-  claiming  the  whole  man,  denying  all  splrit- 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  lently  resist,  if  necessary    any  attempt  ^l,  ^^g  rSaVormThri^  X?s 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from  to  return  them  to  Communist-dommated  ^^^^^^^  by  God  in  His  image  into  soulless 
Wisconsin?  areas,  also  exposes  the  Achilles  heel  or  biological  units,  to  be  fitted  into  a  military 
There  was  no  objection.  communism.    We  have  greatly  bungled  ^nd  economic  machine  designed  for  world 
Mr.    KERSTEN    of    Wisconsin.     Mr.  this  great  psychological  warfare  victory  revolution;  and 
Speaker    now  that  Stalin's  rule  in  the  in  Korea  by  apologizing  for  its  huge  sue-  whereas  communism,  although  not  native 
Soviet  Union  is  ended,  which  rule  has  cess.    Instead  we  should  be  strongly  an-  to  Russia,  was  adopted  by  a  small,  ruth- 
been  a  direct  threat  to  the  security  of  nouncing  to  the  world  how  these  victims  less  Bolshevik  ^^^^^'^l^.^'^^^^  su^S7d 
the  united  States,  how  are  we  prepared  of  communism  prefer  freedom  to  Com-  ^-«"^ J-J^i  SrireTdomTined^brttt 
to  take  advantage  of  this  Soviet  crisis  to  munist    slavery.    We    shouia    welcome  j^yggi^  people  and  other  peoples  within  the 
end     the     power     of     the     Communist  them  to  our  side.  former  Russian  Empire  in  thehr  democratic 
conspiracy?  Let  us  recall  that  nearly  5  million  revolution  of  February  1917;  and 

Under  our  new  leadership  I  am  sure  we  Soviet  troops,  to  get  away  from  Com-  whereas  communism  after  coming  to 
will  not  merely  wait  for  the  dust  to  set-  munist  tyranny,  voluntarily  su. rendered  power  in  Russia  succeeded  until  recently  by 
tie  but  that  we  will  seize  the  initiative  to  the  Nazis  in  World  War  II.  before  means  of  false  propaganda,  deceit,  poiice- 
nnd  command  events  instead  of  letting  they  discovered  the  Nazis  were  not  their  state^^methods^  and  ^^^-rnieuc^uy^^  sealed 
events  command  us.  It  Is  a  grave  mis-  liberators.  largely  ignorant  of  the  plight  of  the  peoples 
fortune  that  the  previous  administra-  i  am  including  in  my  remarks  a  resolu-  ^i^hin  the  Soviet  Union  and.  in  turn,  keep- 
tion  did  not  implement  the  amendment  tlon  which  I  have  introduced  in  the  mg  the  peoples  within  the  soviet  union  in 
\\  hich  I  sponsored  to  the  Mutual  Security  House  today  to  aid  in  the  early  liberation  ignorance  of  the  true  nature  of  conditions 
Act  passed  into  law  2  years  ago,  which  of  the  peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union.  The  existing  outside  its  borders  and  particularly 
provides  for  the  formation  of  escapees  text  of  the  resolution  is  as  foUows:  of  conditions  in  the  democratic  world;  and 
from  Iron  PnrtAin  rniintrip«s  int/i  na-  .  ^  ♦  t5«  ^^„*^^r.  t«  Whereas  communism  has  taken  the  lives  or 
inr^i^inifa^  fi^iif^ifn  Jh!Sc  of  House  Concurrent  Resolution  76  millions  of  human  beings  in  the 
Uonal  miltary  units  and  cadres  of  Resolution  expressing  the  hopes  of  the  Amer-  soviet  Union,  including  a  vast  number  of 
Kus.'^ian  antl -Communist  troops  to  be  at-  ^^^^^  people  for  the  early  liberation  of  the  ^^e  members  of  its  own  armed  forces  (other 
tuched  to  NATO.  The  amendment  also  Russian  people  and  other  peoples  within  t^jan  in  the  late  war),  and  has  enslaved  the 
provides  for  the  formation  of  similar  the  Soviet  Union  from  their  present  en-  peoples  by  robbing  peasants  of  their  farms 
Polish,  Hungarian,  and  other  satellite  slavement  and  for  the  early  restoration  of  ^nd  transforming  them  into  landless  agri- 
national  anti-Communist  units  with  their  basic  human  rights  and  freedoms,  cultural  robots;  by  chaining  workers  to  their 
their  own  uniforms  and  flags  of  freedom.  and  foi;  other  purposes  factories  and  t'-a'?ff°'-°?i^K  ^^f'^.^^^^jL"^: 

Suppo.se  we  had  fully  utilized  this  pro-  Whereas   the    Russian   people    and   other  »«««  '^f"«i^i*^^J°f,^^^^^^ 

Virion  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  and  we  peoples  ol  the  Soviet  Union  have  been  en-  tuals  of  freedom  of  creative  work  and  thought 
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and  tranaftamlng  them  Into  voiceless  Ideo- 
logical robots:  by  submitting  vast  numbers 
from  all  classes,  botb  men  and  women,  old 
and  young,  workers  (industrial  and  white 
collar).  p>easants.  and  Intellectuals,  to  the 
EUbhiunan  conditions  of  concentration  camps 
in  uninhabitable  areas  and  transforming 
them  into  a  nameless  host  of  more  than  15 
million  state  slaves;  by  the  uprooting  and 
dispersal  of  minority  groups;  by  practicing 
genocide  upon  national  groups  within  the 
Soviet  Union;  and 

Whereas  communism  is  In  the  process  of 
destroying  the  institution  of  the  family  in 
the  Soviet  Union  by  an  enforced  collective 
way  of  life,  by  inordinate  control  and  in- 
doctrination of  the  children,  and  by  setting 
members  of  the  same  family  against  one 
another  through  fear  and  terror;  and 

Whereas  communism  is  in  the  process  of 
destroying  religion  In  the  Soviet  Union  by 
fostering  atheism,  by  ridiculing  and  perse- 
cuting the  sincere  religious  expression  of 
the  people,  by  perverting  religious  instincts 
in  the  hearts  of  the  young,  by  murdering 
the  representatives  of  religion,  by  destruc- 
tion of  places  of  worship  and  the  abolition 
of  religious  Institutions,  by  tolerating  only 
religious  services  subservient  to  the  state, 
and  defying  the  leader  of  the  Red  regime; 
and 

Whereas  communism  by  force  and  deceit 
has  transformed  Into  a  tool,  of  International 
aggression,  the  Soviet  Army,  conscripted  of 
peace-loving  peasants,  workers,  and  Intel- 
lectuals whose  true  antl-Communlst  senti- 
ment has  been  demonstrated  by  numerous 
revolts  (such  as:  1921 — the  revolt  of  the 
Baltic  fleet  at  Kronstadt;  1937 — the  plan  to 
overthrow  the  Communist  regime  led  by 
Marshal  Tukhachevsky,  head  of  all  the  So- 
viet armed  forces,  resulting  in  the  purge 
of  4  of  the  5  Soviet  army  marshals,  399 
generals,  and  over  30,000  other  Soviet  army 
officers;  1941-45 — the  mass  surrender  of 
4,500.000  Soviet  troops  to  the  German  forces 
under  the  mistaken  assumption  that  the 
German  forces  were  bringing  freedom  and 
liberation  to  their  homeland;  the  formation 
of  an  antl-Communlst  army  of  liberation 
of  over  800.000  soldiers;  when  later  the  true 
alms  of  the  Nazis  were  realized  by  the  So- 
viet people,  the  same  patriotic  spirit  was 
manifested  in  the  victorious  march  from 
Stalingrad  to  Berlin  in  the  gallant  defense 
of  their  homeland);  and 

Whereas  communism  by  making  false  and 
appealing  promises.  In  an  atmosphere  of 
Ideological  black-out  In  the  Soviet  Union, 
perverts'the  patriotic  fervor  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  young  idealists,  who  have  a  genuine 
desire  to  serve  their  people,  and  exploit  it 
*    Xor  an  antlhuman  conspiracy;  and 

Whereas  communism  in  order  to  extend 
stiU  further  its  tyranny  concentrates  its 
efforts  on  promoting  Eirtiflclal  hostile  feel- 
ings between  the  friendly  and  peace-loving 
peoples  within  the  Soviet  Union  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  of  other 
free  nations  whose  basic  aspirations  as 
human  beings  are  identical,  and  who  have 
no  real  conflicting  interests;   and 

Whereas  communism,  not  satisfied  with 
the  exploitation  of  millions  of  people  In  the 
Soviet  Union,  has  already  forced  Marxist- 
Stalinist  tyranny  on  the  once  free  and  inde- 
pendent nations  of  Latvia.  Lithuania,  Es- 
tonia, Poland,  Rumania,  Bulgaria,  Hungary, 
Albania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  also  parts  of 
Germany  and  Austria,  and  initially  on  Yugo- 
slavia, which  still  follows  the  Communist 
ideology,  anr*  in  the  words  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  Justice  Jackson  in 
the  recent  case  of  American  Communication 
Association  ▼.  Douds  (339  U.  S.  at  p.  429), 
"The  International  police  state  has  crept  over 
Eastern  E?urope  by  deception,  coercion,  coup 
d'etat,  and  terrorism  and  assassination";  and 
communism  has  conquered  China  and  is  in 
the  process  of  attempting  to  subjugate  Korea, 
Tibet,    Indochina,    and    Malaya,    and    seeks 


eventually  to  enslave  free  men  everywhere; 
and 

Whereas  agreements  made  by  any  one  or 
more  of  the  free  nations  with  the  Communist 
regime  that  now  enslaves  the  peoples  within 
the  Soviet  Union  strengthen  materially  and 
morally  the  ]X)sitlon  of  said  regime,  weaken 
the  resistance  to  Communist  tyranny,  and 
dim  the  hop4;s  of  the  people  for  liberation; 
such  agreements  with  said  regime  being  used 
by  it  only  to  its  advantage  for  the  purposes 
of  accumulating  additional  strength  and  to 
the  disadvantage  of  every  other  country 
seeking  honorably  to  compose  dlCferences 
with  it;  it  being  one  of  the  prime  techniques 
of  communism  to  disregard  truth  and  honor 
and  to  Ignore  agreements  whenever  oppor- 
tune; and 

Whereas  in  contrast  to  the  treacherous 
fifth  columns  that  operate  In  the  free  coun- 
tries of  the  world  to  enslave  them  to  inter- 
national communism,  there  exists  in  the 
Soviet  Union  a  potential  force  for  freedom 
composed  of  the  great  majority  of  the  peo- 
ples of  the  Soviet  Union  who  yearn  for  lib- 
erty, which  force,  if  activated  by  the  encour- 
agement and  positive  aid  of  the  free  peoples 
of  the  world,  will  enable  them  to  liberate 
themselves  and  overthrow  the  Communist 
tyranny  and  help  place  mankind  on  the  path 
of  peace  Instead  of  plunging  it  Into  the  holo- 
caust of  a  third  world  war;  and 

Whereas  past  tragic  mistakes  In  the  poli- 
cies of  certain  of  the  free  nations,  includ- 
ing that  of  the  United  States,  toward  the 
Communist  regime  in  the  Soviet  Union  and 
a  failure  fully  to  understand  the  true  nature, 
extent,  and  the  enormity  of  its  aggressive  de- 
signs have  substantially  contributed  toward 
placing  said  Communist  regime  in  a  position 
where  it  now  is  a  clear  and  present  danger 
to  world  peace  and  the  free  progress  of  man- 
kind compelling  the  United  States  and  other 
free  nations  iigain  to  undertake  a  vast  pro- 
gram of  armament  expenditures;   and 

Whereas  while  we  rearm  with  reluctance 
an-l  would  prefer  to  devote  our  energies  to 
peace,  we  are  determined  to  defend  oiu:  free- 
dom; and 

Whereas  rearmament  alone  coupled  with 
an  attempt  tc  compose  differences  with  the 
Communist  regime  by  treaties  and  agree- 
ments leaving  undisturbed  said  regime  and 
Its  present  enormous  conquests  of  aggression 
will,  over  a  ptrlod  of  years,  place  a  crushing 
burden  of  armaments  upon  the  free  world 
that  eventual  y  could  well,  of  Itself,  destroy 
freedom;  and  such  agreements  and  treaties 
would  tend  tD  stabilize  said  regime  in  its 
conquests  antl  give  a  benediction  to  a  way 
of  life  that  his  declared  war  on  all  human 
nature  under  its  control;  and 

Whereas  th'?  world  cannot  long  continue 
to  exist  half  slave  and  half  free:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  hereby  reaffirms  the 
historic  friendship  of  the  American  people 
with  the  Russ.an  people  and  other  peoples  of 
the  Soviet  Union,  between  whom  and  the 
American  people  there  are  innumerable  ties 
of  kinship,  and  concerning  whose  mutual 
aspirations  for  democracy,  liberty,  and  Jus- 
tice there  has  always  been  alliance;  that  the 
American  mo-.lves  for  these  aspirations  lie 
deep  because  the  United  States  of  America 
was  founded  and  has  been  built  largely  by 
the  oppressed  peoples  from  all  countries. 

Sec.  2.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States 
on  behalf  of  the  American  people  hereby  ex- 
presses the  flria  conviction  that  the  peoples  of 
the  Soviet  Union  have  the  right  to  the  basic 
rights  and  freedoms  for  which  they  have  long 
struggled,  and  for  which  In  World  War  II 
they,  together  with  other  people,  shed  their 
blood,  among  which  rights  and  freedoms  are: 

(a)  The  right  of  the  people  to  life,  liberty, 
and  private  ownership  of  property:  the  right 
of  an  accused  to  a  speedy  and  public  trial  in 
accordance  wl  h  principles  of  law  and  Justice. 

(b)  The  freedom  of  religion,  of  speech,  of 
thought,  and  of  the  press. 


(c)  The  right  of  the  people  to  peaceably 
assemble,  to  be  secure  in  their  persons, 
houses,  papers,  and  effects,  against  unrea- 
sonable searches  and   seizures. 

(d)  The  freedom  of  families  from  undue 
state  interference  and  control,  and  the  right 
of  parents  in  the  education  of  their  own 
children. 

(e)  The  freedom  of  movement  within  the 
country  and  of  travel  abroad  and  upon  the 
high  seas,  together  with  the  freedom  to  en- 
gage In  commerce  and  pursuits  of  private 
enterprise  and  in  all  peaceful  activities. 

(f)  The  right  of  peasants  to  their  own 
land,  to  work  It  as  they  see  fit  and  to  dispose 
of  the  fruits  of  their  labor  as  they  see  fit. 

(g)  The  right  of  the  workers  to  select 
freely  the  type  and  place  of  their  employ- 
ment, and  to  obtain  equitable  wages  and 
decent  working  hours  and  conditions  through 
the  organization  of  their  own  truly  inde- 
pendent trade  unions. 

(h)  The  right  of  Intellectuals  to  freedom 
of  scientific  and  artistic  creation,  to  freedom 
of  cultural  Intercourse  with  the  whole  world, 
and  to  establishment  of  educational,  scien- 
tific, and  cultural  institutions  Independent 
of  state  control. 

(i(  The  right  of  political  prisoners  of  all 
classes  to  Inunedlaie  liberation  and  aid  lu 
rehabilitation. 

(J)  The  freedom  of  the  Russian  peoples 
and  the  other  peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union 
to  command  their  armed  forces  to  defend 
their  legitimate  interests,  and  the  freedom 
of  the  armed  forces  from  being  used  by 
the  Communist  tyranny  as  an  aggressive 
force  either  against  its  own  people  or  against 
other  nations. 

Skc.  3.  It  is  further  expressed  to  be  the 
firm  conviction  of  tlie  American  people  that 
the  peoples  within  the  Soviet  Union  have 
the  right  of  self-determination  to  be  gov- 
erned by  their  own  consent  based  on  the 
free  expression  of  popular  will  Including  the 
right  of  any  of  the  nations  within  the  Soviet 
Union  to  choose  its  own  form  of  government 
and  also  the  right  to  form  a  free  federation; 

Sex-  4.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
on  behalf  of  the  American  people,  recognizes 
the  right  of  the  peoples  within  the  Soviet 
Union  to  liberate  themselves  from  Com- 
munist tyranny  and  to  overthrow  and  bring 
to  Justice  their  oppressors;  but  solemnly 
pledges  that  the  common  struggle  against 
imperialist  communism  in  which  this  Nation, 
together  with  other  free  nations,  is  now 
engaged  is  not  directed  against  those  who 
have  been  misled  by  communism  through  no 
fault  of  their  own  or  those  who  have  un- 
wittingly served  the  small  clique  In  control 
of  the  Communist  regime,  provided  they 
break    with   communism: 

Sec.  5.  To  assist  in  bringing  about  the 
liberation  of  the  peoples  within  the  Soviet 
Union  at  the  earliest  possible  date  and  in  a 
peaceful  manner  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  hereby  requests  the  President  of  the 
United  States — 

(a)  to  continue  his  efforts  to  formulate  a 
foreign  policy  which  recognizes  the  essen- 
tially evil  nature  of  the  international  Com- 
munist regime,  which  is  consolidating  the 
military  and  industrial  potential  of  the  So- 
viet Union  and  the  other  areas  which  It 
has  conquered  for  the  destruction  of  the 
United  States  and  all  free  nations  and  the 
tisurpation  of  p<jwer  to  foster  communism 
throughout  the  entire  world,  and  which  pol- 
icy realizes  that  no  real  peace  can  exist  in 
the  world  for  either  the  peoples  of  the  Soviet 
Union  or  the  American  people  until  the 
power  of  Communist  tyranny  in  the  world 
is  destroyed,  and  which  policy  distinguishes 
between  the  Communist  regime  and  the  peo- 
ple enslaved  by  them; 

(b)  U)  terminate  diplomatic  relations  with 
and  withdraw  United  States  recognition  of 
the  present  Communist  regime  of  the  Soviet 
Union  because  of  our  friendship  and  regard 
for  the  peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  our 
realization  that  this  Communist  regime  is 
not  a   true   government  responsible   to   the 


people  and  to  make  no  further  agreementa 
with  or  commitments  to  the  present  Soviet 
r.-ime  that  would  tend  in  any  way  to  main- 
tain stabilize,  or  further  extend  their  power 
over  the  peoples  enslaved  by  them; 

(c)  to  direct  our  representatives  In  the 
United  Nations — 

( 1 )  to  demand  the  expulsion  of  the  pres- 
ent Communist  regime  of  the  Soviet  Union 
from  the  United  Nations  because  of  its  per- 
Blsient  violation  of  the  purposes  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations; 

( 2 1  to  demand  that  free  elections  be  held 
Jn  the  Soviet  Union  under  the  supervision 
of  the  United  Nations  after  a  preparatory 
period  necessary  to  eliminate  the  effects  of 
Communist  terror,  in  order  to  reestablUh 
peace  and  Justice  in  the  Soviet  Union  and 
better  secure  the  international  peace  and 
security;  and 

(d)  To  carry  out  plans  to  provide  material 
hUl  and  moral  support  to  active  fighters  now 
Bt niggling  for  the  liberation  of  the  p>eoples 
of  the  Soviet  Union  and  other  Communist- 
dominated  countries,  including  the  following 
nieth(xls: 

(1)  Aid  to  and  appropriate  utilization  of 
escapees  and  persons  lit)erated  from  the  So- 
Met  Union  and  other  Communist-dominated 
countries  desirous  of  combating  communism, 
as  is  authorized  under  section  101  (a)  (1) 
of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1951.  espe- 
cially by  forming  those  willing  Into  national 
military  units; 

(2)  Encouragement  of  effective  resistance 
activities  in  and  defection  from  the  Soviet 
Union  and  other  Communist-dominated 
countries; 

(3  I  Cooperation  with  and  encouragement 
of  private  individuals  and  private  organiza- 
tions desirous  of  combating  communism.  In- 
cluding nationality  organizations  and  groups 
whose  members  have  an  origin  or  particular 
interest  in  the  Soviet  Union  and  other  Com- 
munist-dominated countries;    and 

(4)  The  use  of  political  and  psychological 
methods  to  expose  and  combat  the  world 
Communist  tyranny  and  to  rekindle  devo- 
tion to  the  universal  principles  of  freedom. 
Independence,  and  human  dignity  which  are 
pet  forth  in  the  American  Declaration  of 
Inde{>endence. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA'S  OFFICIAL  FLAG 
Mr.   BRYSON.    Mr.   Speaker.   I   ask 

unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
lur  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carohna? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  a  re- 
ception recently  given  for  the  President 
by  ladies  of  the  Congressional  Club.  I 
v;iis  much  impressed  by  the  beautiful 
display  of  the  flag  of  the  United  States 
.^uirounded  by  the  flat?s  of  the  States. 
The  many  varied  colored  and  designed 
flai;s  pre.sented  a  beautiful  picture.  Next 
to  the  flag  of  our  country,  the  most  im- 
pressive one  was  the  Palmetto  flag  of 
my  State.  On  one  side  of  my  desk  in  the 
House  Office  Building  stands  the  red, 
white,  and  blue  colors  of  my  country,  and 
on  the  other  side  stands  the  flag  of  blue 
and  white  of  South  Carolina.  The  his- 
tory of  our  country's  flag  is  generally 
known.  The  history  of  the  flags  of  our 
States,  I  fear,  is  not  sufllciently  known. 
The  following  is  a  brief  history  of  South 
Carolina's  flag: 

Long  may  our  palmetto  banner  of  blue 
With  its  white  tree  and  crescent  float  over 
our  State, 


Showing  the  faith  of  our  patriots  true. 
Who  have  left  in  our  hands  precious  Lib- 
erty's fate. 

Our  flag  as  well  as  our  State  has  had 
a  remarkable  and  glorious  history.  Both 
State  and  flag  originated  in  the  struggle 
for  independence  from  Britain  and  they 
have  ever  since  been  joined  always  in 
the  flght  for  freedom. 

It  seems  to  have  been  in  the  late  stim- 
mer  of  1775  that  our  flag  was  born.  It 
was  designed  in  its  flrst  form  by  Gen. 
William  Moultrie,  who  relates  the  cir- 
cumstances himself: 

A  little  time  after  we  were  In  possession  of 
Port    Johnson     (September    1775),    it    was 
thought  necessary  to  have  a  flag  for  the  pur- 
pose of  signals:    (as  there  was  no  national 
or  State  flag  at  that  time)   I  was  desired  by 
the    council    of    safety    to    have    one    made, 
upon  which,  as  the  State  troops  were  clothed 
In  blue,  and  the  fort  was  garrisoned  by  the 
flrst  and  feecond  regiments,  who  wore  a  silver 
crescent   (sic)   on  the  front  of  their  caps;   I 
had  a  large  blue  flag  made  with  a  crescent 
In  the  dexter  corner,  to  be  in  uniform  with 
the    troops.      This    was    the    flrst    American 
flag  which  was  displayed  in  South  Carolina: 
On  its  being  flrst  hoisted,  it  gave  some  un- 
easiness to  our  timid  friends,  who  were  look- 
ing forward  to  a  reconciliation:   They  said 
it  had  the  appearance  of  a  declaration  of  war; 
and  Captain  Thornborough.  in  the   Tamer, 
sloop  of  war,  lying  in  Rebellion  Road,  would 
look  upon  It  as  an  Insult,  and  a  flag  of  de- 
fiance, and  he  would  certainly  attack  the  fort; 
but  he  knew  his  own  force,  and  knew  the 
weight  of  our  metal;   he  therefore  kept  his 
station  and  contented  himself  with  spying 
us. 

It  was  this  plain  blue  flag  with  the 
white  crescent  that  suffered  its  baptism 
of  fire  June  28,  1776,  when  a  British  fleet 
of  11  armed  vessels  bombarded  the  un- 
finished fort  on  Sullivan's  Island. 

It  was  In  that  hard-fought  battle  that 
a  British  shot  broke  the  flag  staff  and 
the  flag  fell  outside  the  ramparts.  Sgt. 
"William  Jasper,  Second  Regiment  of  the 
Regular  South  Carolina  troops,  men- 
tioned it  to  Colonel — later  General — Wil- 
liam Moultrie:  "Colonel,  don't  let  us 
fight  without  our  color."  "How  can  you 
help  it."  replied  the  colonel,  "the  staff  is 
gone?"  "Then  I  will  replace  it,"  cried 
Jasper,  who  leaped  over  the  high  wall 
and  rescued  the  flag.  He  tied  it  to  a 
sponge  staff  and  stuck  it  on  the  parapet 
near  the  enemy.  Standing  there  by  the 
flag  he  gave  three  cheers  and  then  went 
back  to  work  his  gun  until  the  battle 
was  over  and  the  broken  fleet  had  retired 
in  dismay.  Like  one  of  Sir  Walter 
Scott's  heroes.  Sergeant  Jasper  in  ef- 
fect- 
stood  for  his  country's  glory  fast. 
And  nailed  his  colours  to  the  mast! 

The  chief  executive  of  South  Caro- 
lina. President  John  Rutledge,  came  in 
person  to  thank  the  garrison  for  its  brave 
defense  of  Charlestown — now  Charles- 
ton— in  a  fort  which  experts  had  sup- 
posed to  be  untenable.  President  Rut- 
ledge  took  his  own  sword  from  his  side 
and  presented  it  to  Sergeant  Jasper  to 
honor  him  for  his  brave  deed  in  saving 
the  flag.  The  fort  was  named  Port 
Moultrie  in  honor  of  Its  intrepid  com- 
mander, and  somewhat  later  a  white  pal- 
metto tree  was  placed  upright  in  the 
center  of  the  flag.  This  tree  was  added 
not  only  to  relieve  the  unusual  plainness 
of  the  banner  as  first  hastily  raised  by 


General  Moultrie,  but  to  give  recogni- 
tion that  the  palmetto  had  protected  the 
State  in  time  of  extreme  danger.  Where 
harder  woods  would  have  broken  and 
splintered  jvhen  struck  by  cannonballs, 
the  palmetto  logs,  so  unusual  for  the 
construction  of  a  fortress,  were  suffi- 
ciently soft  and  spongy  to  allow  the  shot 
to  sink  into  the  wood  without  much 
damage  to  surrounding  structures.  And 
so  the  palmetto,  which  beautifies  our 
coast  in  peace  and  which  saved  our  State 
in  war,  was  added  to  our  State  flag,  for 
which  General  Moultrie's  blue  banner 
with  the  white  crescent  in  the  corner 
furnished  the  basic  design. 

It  was  adopted  in  its  present  form  by 
the  general  assembly  as  the  national 
flag  of  South  Carolina  in  1861.  Some 
of  the  suggestions  which  were  discussed 
in  that  year  by  the  general  assembly  or 
its  committees  include  the  following  in- 
teresting designs: 

White,  with  a  green  palmetto  tree  upright 
thereon;  and  the  union  blue,  with  a  white 
increscent. 

Red.  with  palmetto  of  natural  color,  up- 
right In  the  center — blue  union,  with  white 
Increscent. 

Blue,  with  a  golden  palmetto  upright  upon 
a  white  oval  in  the  center  thereof,  and  a 
white  Incresent  In  the  upper  flagstaff  corner 
of  the  flag. 

The  plans  to  put  more  color  in  the  flag 
were  promoted  by  the  senate,  whereas 
the  house  preferred  to  avoid  any  great 
change,  and  saw  the  advantage  of  a  sim- 
-ple  design  much  like  that  which  had  so 
early  endeared  itself  to  South  Carolina 
patriots.  This  latter  counsel  prevailed, 
and  the  banner  well  known  to  us,  blue 
with  a  white  palmetto  upright  in  the 
center  and  a  white  increscent  in  the 
upper  flagstaff  corner,  became  the  em- 
blem of  the  independent  republic  of 
South  Carolina. 

Upon  forming,  with  other  Southern 
States,  the  Confederate  States  of  Amer- 
ica, this  flag  remained  as  the  State  flag 
of  South  Carolina,  and  was  not  changed 
when  she  was  reinstated  in  the  Union. 
It  is  still  our  State  symbol  of  sovereignty 
and  freedom.  And  there  should  be  no 
conflict  of  loyalty  or  of  authority.  The 
one  who  is  disloyal  to  his  State  cannot  be 
trusted  by  his  country.  He  who  loves  his 
State  will  be  loyal  to  the  greater  Union 
of  which  it  is  a  part. 

I  am  glad  that  the  flag  has  come  down 
to  us  with  so  little  change  from  the  early 
days  of  our  American  War  of  Independ- 
ence. An  old  flag  means  more  than  a 
new  flag;  it  assumes  added  significance 
as  our  State  goes  on  from  glory  to  glory. 
The  flag  is  the  symbol  of  the  State — and 
what  a  wonderful  State  it  is— with  its 
level  farms  and  its  granite  hills,  its  for- 
ests and  plains,  its  rivers  and  lakes,  its 
cities  thriving  with  expanding  industry. 
But  the  flag  represents  particularly 
our  cultural  heritage — the  love  of  free- 
dom in  the  hearts  of  men  who  prefer 
peace  but  are  willing  to  battle  and,  if 
necessary,  to  die  to  maintain  their  rights. 
Our  State  flag  has  always  stood  for  local 
self-government  and  against  the  tyr- 
anny, potential  or  real,  of  distant  cen- 
tralized force.  On  this  issue  our  embryo 
flag  defeated  the  British  at  Port  Moul- 
trie; on  this  same  issue  our  flag  went 
with  Lee  to  Appomattox,  there  to  lay 
down  its  aims  but  not  its  principles; 
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since  that  day  our  South  Carolina  flag 
has  signalized  the  defeat  of  Spanish  tyr- 
anny with  Dewey  at  Manila  Bay.  has  in- 
spired our  men  to  victory  over  Kaiserism 
and  Hitlerism  in  two  World  Wars,  and 
is  today  waving  gloriously  in  Korea  in 
the  struggle  of  States  rights  against 
Stalinism. 

But  in  it  all  we  have  learned  that  the 
victories  of  peace  are  even  more  to  be 
desired  than  the  winning  of  wars.  And 
in  both  war  and  peace  our  palmetto  flag 
represents  our  beloved  State.  It  stands 
for  the  Slim  total  of  our  history,  and  I 
should  like  to  mention  names  of  men  who 
have  made  it  what  it  is  and  have  in- 
creased its  glory  by  their  loyalty  and 
sacrifice;  but  the  list  is  too  long  and 
selection  too  difficult. 

Our  flag  brings  to  us  the  challenge  of 
the  futiu-e.  The  boys  and  girls  growing 
up  in  the  Palmetto  State  will  determine 
the  honor  of  our  flag  in  the  days  to  come. 
To  these  energetic  youth  and  to  every 
South  Carolina  patriot  I  commend  these 
words  expressing  the  spiritual  nature  of 
the  flag  and  our  relation  to  it;  they  are 
by  the  late  Franklin  K.  Lane,  who  was 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  President 
Wilson: 

I  am  not  the  flag;  not  at  all.  I  am  but 
Its  shadow.  I  am  whatever  you  make  me. 
nothing  more.  I  am  your  behef  In  yourself. 
your  dream  of  what  a  people  may  become. 
•  •  •  I  am  the  day's  work  of  the  weakest 
man.  and  the  largest  dream  of  the  most 
daring.  •  •  •  I  am  the  clutch  of  an  idea, 
and  the  reasoned  purpose  of  resolution.  I 
am  no  more  than  you  believe  me  to  be  and 
I  am  all  that  you  believe  I  can  be.  I  am 
whatever  you  make  me,  nothing  more. 

So  in  the  words  of  our  own  State  song : 

Throw  thy  bold  banner  to  the  breeze! 
Front  with  thy  ranks  the  threatening  seas, 
Like  thine  own  proud  armorial  trees,  Caro- 
lina! 


RESIDUAL  OIL  IMPORTATIONS 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
rapid  increase  in  the  importation  of 
residual  fuel  oil  is  alarming.  This  is 
the  oil  shipped  into  this  country  and 
dumped  on  the  seaboard  after  the  gaso- 
line has  been  extracted  from  the  crude 
oil. 

During  the  month  of  January  1952,  an 
average  of  418.032  barrels  were  dumped 
daily  as  compared  with  a  daily  average 
of  498,200  barrels  for  January  1953.  In 
February  of  1952  the  daily  average 
amounted  to  382,650  barrels  as  com- 
pared with  the  February  1953  daily  aver- 
age of  431.245  barrels.  These  figures 
were  released  by  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  Speaker,  coming  from  a  coal-min- 
ing district  and  realizing  that  4  barrels 
are  equal  to  a  ton  of  coal,  we  can  readily 
see  the  impact  that  these  importations 
are  having  on  our  coal  industry  and 
throwing  the  miners  out  of  employ- 
ment. Each  coal  miner  in  this  country 
averages  a  Uttle  better  than  7  tons  per 
day.  During  the  month  of  January 
1952,  105,000  tons  of  coal  per  day  was 


displaced  as  a  result  of  these  residual - 
oil  importations,  and  for  the  corre- 
sponding pei-iod  in  1953,  we  lost  our 
market  for  125.000  tons  of  coal. 

Recently  a  change  in  the  reciprocal 
trades  agreement  with  Venezuela  reduc- 
ing the  import  tax  from  21  cents  per 
barrel  to  5 'A  cents  per  barrel  stepped 
up  importations  considerably. 

On  June  2.  1950,  I  appeared  before  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Conunittee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  protesting 
against  such  importations.  When  we 
consider  the  fact  that  in  1946  only  44,- 
467.000  barrels  were  imported  as  com- 
pared with  128  million  barrels  in  the 
year  of  1951,  we  can  readily  realize  the 
seriousness  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  only  basic  in- 
dustry that  is  being  crippled  by  these 
importatiom  and  we  are  hopeful  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  will  consider  legislation  to 
establish  quota  limitations  on  imports 
of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil  separately 
from  the  renewal  of  the  reciprocal  trade 
agreements  in  general. 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that 
thoughtful  consideration  is  being  given 
to  a  proposal  to  consider  such  legislation 
separately  on  its  own  merits. 

We  are  hopeful  that  we  will  be  able 
to  obtain  separate  hearings  before  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  or  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee at  an  early  date. 


TREND  OP  NEW  FARM  POLICIES 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Marshall]  be 
given  permi.ssion  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point,  in  the  Record  and  include 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want 
to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Members 
of  the  Hous(;  an  article  by  Mr.  Alfred  D. 
Stedman  in  the  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Pre.ss 
of  March  1.  1953,  in  which  he  makes 
some  observations  on  the  trend  of  new 
farm  policies: 

Can  Benson  Win? 

Becoming  crystal  clear  is  the  downright 
earnestness  in  Secretary  Ezra  T.  Benson's 
purpose  to  help  agriculture  back  to  a  free 
competitive  system  after  1954  when  present 
Federal  price  props  expire.  To  him  this 
means  a  free  market  for  farmers  thereafter, 
with  a  minimum  of  permanent  reliance  on 
Federal  price  supports. 

Can  Benson  win  that  coming  struggle? 
Perhaps.  If  the  main  hazard  is  seen  and  re- 
moved ahead  of  time.  Happily,  that  hazard 
seems  to  ha\e  been  recognized  and  tabbed 
by  both  Benson  and  his  chief.  For  Mr.  Ben- 
son has  noted  frankly  that  farmers'  chances 
to  discard  Government  props  will  depend  in 
part  on  the  willingness  of  other  groups  to  do 
the  same.  And  President  Elsenhower  has 
taken  his  stand  for  extension  by  this  Con- 
gress of  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements 
Act  for  lowering  tariflTs. 

The  point  is  that  the  present  Government 
price  props  and  economic  restraints  did  not 
originate  on  the  farm.  They  were  demanded 
and  won  In  the  1920's  and  1930s  by  an  agri- 
culture that  balked  at  going  unprotected 
in   a,   tariff-protected   economy.     So   now   a 


return  to  free  markets  and  free  competition 
has  to  be  shared  by  all,  including  those  tariff. 
protected  Industries  that  would  get  some  real 
competition  from  abroad.  Elsenhower  him- 
self has  best  stated  the  importance  to  peace 
of  binding  our  allies  tu  us  with  mutual  ties 
of  two-way  trade. 

Some  tariffs  have  been  lowered  and  some 
remain  very  high.  On  Government  pur- 
chases, the  Buy  America  Act  adds  25  percent 
to  the  existing  tariff  wall.  With  the  Govern- 
ment a  big  buyer  of  materials  for  farm  Im- 
provements and  building,  that  gets  to  be  a 
substantial  cost  factor.  It  comes  on  top  of 
a  20-percent  rale  on  plywood.  10  percent  on 
lumber,  and  tariffs  on  copper,  fencing,  and 
other  materials.  Henry  Ford  II  told  how  a 
foreign  defense  bidder  figured  to  pay  a  45- 
percent  import  duty,  and  still  compelled  two 
United  States  firms  to  cut  their  bids  nearly 
50  percent  on  an  Army  contract.  And  this 
was  to  get  them  down  Inside  the  25-percent 
margin  of  advantage  that's  given  under  the 
Buy  America  Act.  Figure  It  out  for  your- 
self. Evidently  their  original  bids  could 
have  been  four  times  as  high  and  their  final 
bids  double  the  foreign  competitor's  net  bid, 
after  45  percent  export  duty. 

Fortunately,  the  Issue  of  tariff  subsidies 
to  industry  and  agriculture  comes  up  In  Con- 
gres.s  for  settlement  now,  a  year  ahead  of 
next  year's  struggle  to  scale  down  farm  price 
sup^ports  enough  so  free  markets  can  operate. 
Tlius  farm  groups  will  know  In  advance 
whether  there  are  to  be  really  free  competi- 
tive markets  all  around,  or  not.  If  the  In- 
dustrial tariffs  are  scaled  down.  Secretary 
Benson  will  get  a  lot  of  farm  support  for 
lowering  farm  price  props.  Tliis  support  will 
come  especially  from  farm  groups  having  big 
stakes  In  export  trade,  with  main  farm  op- 
position from  dairy  and  beef  men.  But  If 
Industrial  tariff  walls  are  to  stay  up,  Secre- 
tary Benson's  earnestness  and  devotion  may 
not  be  enough  In  his  fight.  Not  very  rosy 
may  be  the  prospects  of  winning  farmers 
over  to  free  markets  and  low  price  props 
for  themselves  alone. 


DISCHARGE  OF  MEMBERS  OF  THE 
STAFF  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
UN-AMERICAN  ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque.st  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  several 
days  ago  it  was  stated  on  the  floor  of 
the  Hou.se  as  a  fact  that  15  members 
of  the  staff  of  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  and  two  Investiga- 
tors had  been  discharged  because  they 
happened  to  be  Democrats,  and  were  re- 
placed by  Republicans. 

I  made  an  investigation  of  the  real 
facts  in  the  matter  and  I  find  that  one 
investigator  was  discharged.  He  was 
the  man  whose  incompetency  was  dem- 
onstrated beyond  peradventure  of  doubt; 
and,  incidentally,  he  was  a  Republican. 
Six  very  minor  clerks  were  discharged, 
and  but  two  of  them  were  replaced. 

I  am  making  this  statement  so  that 
you  will  know  what  the  facts  are. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  obJectJon. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  news 
from  Russia  concerning  the  Illness  of 
Josef  Stalin  is  fraught  with  the  gravest 
con-sequences  to  the  free  world.  While 
Stalin  was  utterly  cruel  and  ruthless,  he 
was  more  cautious  and  conservative  than 
the  younger  Bolsheviks  who  surrounded 
l.im  in  the  circle  of  power.  He  followed 
the  advice  of  Lenin  that  the  way  to  con- 
quer the  free  world  was  through  fifth 
columns  of  Communists,  fellow-travelers. 
and  suckers.  This  strategy  proved  ex- 
tremely successful.  Only  our  pride  and 
partisanship  keeps  us  from  acknowledg- 
in«  that  Stalin's  ability  to  outsmart  and 
outgeneral  American  and  British  leader- 
ship enabled  Russia  to  emerge  from  a 
third  rate  power  to  the  status  of  a  world 
menace.  Through  these  tactics  Stalin 
\va.s  able  to  weld  the  manpower  and  re- 
sources of  nearly  one- half  the  world  into 
an  unprecedented  striking  force. 

More  than  10  years  ago  a  former  top- 
ranking  Communist  official  told  me  that 
Stalin  would  be  succeeded  by  Georgi  M. 
Malenkov.  He  described  Malenkov  to 
me  as  the  most  sinist<;r  and,  at  the  same 
time,  the  ablest  leader  he  had  ever 
known.  He  said  that  MalenkoVs  idol 
and  pattern  was  Genghis  Khan,  whom  he 
strives  to  emulate  in  every  way.  At  the 
time  I  was  told  this.  Malenkov  was  a 
minor  functionary.  Since  then,  I  have 
witnessed  his  spectacular  rise  to  power. 
1  have  read  everything  about  him  that  is 
available.  It  is  my  belief  that  if  he  suc- 
ceeds Stalin.  Communist  Russia  will  en- 
ter into  the  third  phase  of  its  program 
for  world  conquest,  the  military  invasion 
and  occupation  of  Europe  and  Asia. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  Uttle  time  left 
to  put  our  house  in  order,  economically. 
militarily  and  spiritually,  to  survive  the 
storm  which  will  increase  in  momentum 
and  fury  if  a  second  Genghis  Khan 
mounts  the  throne  of  the  czars. 


control  would  be  the  better  approach  are 
at  least  open  to  debate. 

In  the  81st  Congress,  I  introduced  a  bill 
calculated  to  impress  this  situation  on 
the  sportsmen  of  America  as  well  as  the 
State  of  South  Dakota  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior.  I  was  given  to 
understand  that  this  was  a  temporary 
device  and  would  soon  be  repealed. 
However,  in  the  recently  adjourned  ses- 
sion of  the  legislature  the  repealer  was 
defeated  and  it  may  not  come  up  again 
imtil  1955. 

With  a  short  statement  of  the  facts 
one  can  draw  their  own  conclusion  as  to 
whether  this  is  a  conservation  measure 
or  a  measure  for  other  purposes. 

In  1951,  the  last  fiscal  year  available, 
South  Dakota  sold  59,125  waterfowl 
stamps,  10.925  more  than  in  1950,  with  a 
population  of  652,740  by  the  census  of 
1950.  Even  without  any  resident  hunt- 
ers this  means  that  1  out  of  every  11 
residents  is  a  waterfowl  hunter,  by  far 
the  largest  per  capita  in  the  United 
States.  For  the  year  1953  their  Federal 
grants-in-aid  for  the  conservation  pro- 
gram are  $172,598.10. 

My  measure  will  not  in  any  way  dis- 
turb these  programs  and  it  will  promote 
conservation  without  discrimination. 
Unless  some  such  steps  are  taken  the 
whole  program  for  international  cooper- 
ation under  the  waterfowl  treaties  are  in 
jeopardy. 

The  Legislature  of  Minnesota  is  now 
considering  retaliatory  legislation  and  a 
so-called  tit-for-tat  bill  has  passed  the 
lower  house. 

Let  us  not  Balkanize  our  entire  migra- 
tory waterfowl  program. 


MALENKOV  AS  SUCCESSOR  TO 
STALIN 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 


MIGRATORY  WATERFOWL 
PROTECTION 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Si^eaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requfst  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Tuesday, 
March  3,  I  introduced  H.  R.  3661,  which 
will  be  of  interest  to  all  who  are  coh-^ 
cerTiCd  in  the  conservation  of  our  mi- 
gratory waterfowl. 

Since  the  1947  ses.sion  of  their  legisla- 
ture, the  State  of  South  Dakota  has  ex- 
cluded nonresident  hunting  of  migratory 
waterfowl  within  the  borders  of  the 
State. 

The  reasons  generally  given.  Insofar  as 
I  can  determine,  are  that  it  is  a  con- 
servation measure  calculated  to  help  the 
State  develop  certain  wildlife  areas  and 
to  control  certain  out-of-State  sports- 
men that  had  secured  monojwly  of  the 
better  waterfowl  passes  in  their  State. 
Whether  the  method  taken  by  their  leg- 
islature or  other  methods  within  their 


IN    DEFENSE    OP    STANDBY    PRICE 
AND  WAGE  CONTROLS 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in- 
troducing a  bill  to  give  the  President 
standby  authorities  to  freeze  prices  and 
wages  in  times  of  economic  emergency 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  90  days.  This 
authority  seems  to  me  to  be  the  very  least 
we  can  do  in  the  way  of  economic  pre- 
paredness to  meet  the  dangers  of  further 
Communist  aggression.  It  is  not  enough 
to  build  up  our  military  strength  and  lo 
expand  defense  production.  We  must 
also  guard  against  the  serious  weakening 
of  the  economy  from  the  inflationary 
pressures  that  take  place  when  a  crisis 
develops  in  foreign  affairs. 

I  am  sympathetic  with  those  who  fear 
the  expansion  of  economic  controls  in 
ordinary  times.  I  do  not  wish  to  rely  on 
direct  controls  over  prices  and  wages 
under  normal  circumstances.  But.  un- 
fortunately, from  the  point  of  view  of  our 
national  security,  conditions  are  not 
normal.  The  international  situation  is 
such  that  we  dare  not  jeopardize  the  se- 
curity of  the  Nation  by  ignoring  the  pos- 
sibility of  an  emergency  suddenly  de- 
veloping in  oiiT  relations  with  Russia  and 
her  satellites.  Our  position  of  world 
leadership  calls  for  a  realistic  appraisal 
of  all  f orseeable  contingencies  and  for  a 


determined  effort  to  keep  the  United 
States  as  the  arsenal  of  democracy.  We 
cannot  afford  to  weaken  our  democratic 
allies  as  well  as  our  own  economic  sys- 
tem through  failure  to  give  the  President 
authority  to  take  prompt  action  to  main- 
tain economic  stability  when  the  coun- 
try is  confronted  by  an  emergency  sit- 
uation. 

There  are  those  who  are  opposed  to 
giving  the  President  the  limited  author-  ^ 
ity  stipulated  in  my  bill,  because  they 
fear  that  we  may  continue  direct  con- 
trols longer  than  necessary.  Such  a  tim- 
orous attitude  at  best  is  a  sign  of  a  lack 
of  sense  of  proportion  under  the  polit- 
ical and  economic  conditions  of  1953 
and  at  worst  a  manifestation  of  a  mental 
outlook  that  chooses  to  hug  illusions 
rather  than  face  up  to  the  realities  of 
the  world  as  it  is.  It  is  not  througn 
shortsighted  policies  based  upon  fear 
that  we  will  preserve  the  free  enterprise 
system.  We  are  likely  to  be  much  more 
successful  if  we  shed  such  fears  and  il- 
lusions and  learned  from  the  experi- 
ence of  the  past  to  take  the  necessary 
elementary  precautions  to  protect  the 
American  people  against  the  menace  of 
inflation. 

One  does  not  have  to  go  back  very  far 
to  see  what  happens  to  the  price  struc- 
ture when  the  economy  is  confronted  by 
emergency  conditions.  During  the  7 
months  following  the  outbreak  of  the 
Korean  war  in  June  1950,  pnces  rose 
rapidly  with  many  dislocations  in  the 
productive  system.  Sensitive  spot  mar- 
ket prices  of  22  basic  raw  materials  rose 
52  percent ;  producers'  prices  for  all  com- 
modities traded  in  wholesale  markets  ad- 
vanced 16  percent  and  consumer  prices 
increased  8  percent.  If  there  was  a  rush 
to  buy  on  the  part  of  consumers,  a  specu- 
lative buildup  of  inventories  by  busi- 
ness firms,  and  an  acceleration  of  the 
wage-price  spiral  when  we  were  con- 
fronted by  a  limited  war  in  Korea,  we 
can  certainly  expect  more  ruinous  types 
of  inflationary  pressure  when  we  have 
to  shift  over  to  a  large-scale  war 
economy. 

There  can  be  little  doubt  that  had  we 
not  waited  7  months  before  enacting 
price  control  legislation  we  could  have 
prevented  a  large  part  of  the  inflationary 
price  rises  between  June  1950  and  Jan- 
uary 1951.  Moreover,  once  we  permit 
distortions  and  inequities  to  develop  be- 
cause of  the  absence  of  an  across-the- 
board  freeze  on  all  prices,  wages,  and 
salaries,  then  the  job  of  administering 
a  control  program  becomes  most  difficult 
and  at  the  same  time  hampering  and 
delaying  the  progress  of  the  defense  pro- 
duction effort. 

It  flies  in  the  face  of  experience  to 
contend,  as  some  do,  that  it  is  uimeces- 
sary  to  have  standby  authority  because 
the  Congress  will  enact  the  required  leg- 
islation inamediately  upon  the  develop- 
ment of  a  crisis.  But  it  is  foolish  to  for- 
get that  even  after  Pearl  Harbor  it  took 
4  months  before  a  price  control  act  was 
passed.  It  took  almost  twice  as  long 
after  Korea.  Is  it  not  the  better  part  of 
wisdom  to  give  the  President  the  power 
to  freeze  prict^  and  wages  for  3  months 
so  that  the  consumer  and  businessman 
will  have  the  assurance  that  prices  will 
remain  stable  while  the  Congress  enacts 
a  controls  law  that  will  best  meet  the 


u 


'"' 


m 


1G40 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  5 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


1641 


conditions  Confronting  the  country  as  a 
result  of  the  emergency?  It  is  to  the 
best  interest  of  the  country  that  the 
Congress  act  now  and  not  wait  only  until 
the  crisis  is  upon  us.  The  leaders  in  the 
Kremlin  can  strike  quickly.  Let  them 
know  that  we  are  prepared  to  move 
speedily  on  the  economic  as  well  as  on 
the  military  front  to  meet  any  contin- 
gency of  that  kind. 


TEXT  OF  JURY  INSTRUCTIONS 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  it 
is  my  pleasure,  and  I  also  feel  it  is  per- 
haps my  duty,  under  the  circumstances, 
as  a  member  of  the  House  Un-American 
Activities  Committee,  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  I  am  this  day  inserting 
in  the  Congressional  Record,  which  you 
will  receive  tomorrow  morning,  a  copy  of 
the  exact  text  of  many  of  the  jury  in- 
structions recently  given  in  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  the  Los  Angeles  Com- 
munist jury  trial  in  which  the  distin- 
guished judge,  the  Honorable  William  C. 
Mathes  gave  said  jury  instructions.  The 
defendants  were  found  guilty. 

As  a  member  of  the  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee  again,  I  was  naturally 
interested,  and  also,  having  practiced 
law  actively  for  about  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury in  my  native  State  of  California  be- 
fore I  came  to  th'e  Congress,  beginning 
the  79th  Congress,  I  was  sure  it  would  be 
to  my  own  benefit  and  education,  to 
make  somewhat  of  a  study  of  the  jury 
instructions  given  by  the  Federal  judges 
in  the  several  Federal  court  jurisdictions, 
where  these  Communist  jury  cases 
have  been  tried.  But  because  the  Los 
Angeles  case  appeared  to  be  the  most 
recent,  and,  because  the  instructions 
there  given  by  the  Federal  judge,  ap- 
peared to  be  substantially  the  same  as 
those  given  in  the  other  jurisdictions, 
for  these  and  other  apparent  reasons 
satisfactory  to  me,  I  selected  the  instruc- 
tions in  the  comparatively  recent  Los 
Angeles  case  which  I  felt  would  be  most 
pertinent  for  the  information  and  en- 
lightenment of  you,  my  colleagues,  in  the 
premises.  Nor  are  the  instructions 
highly  techincal  either.  Read  them. 
Then  observe  and  consider  the  issues 
through  the  instructions  that  come  be- 
fore an  American  jury  and  court,  arisiHg 
out  of  a  criminal  indictment  against 
American  citizens  who  are  charged  with 
conspiracy  to  violently  overthrow  our 
constitutional  form  of  government. 

Another  reason,  I  believe  it  will  be  rea- 
sonably profitable  to  ycu  one  and  all  to 
read  these  instructions,  is  that  I  am 
aware  that  several  of  you  have  come  to 
me  as  a  member  of  the  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee  and  asked  me  what 
sort  of  instructions  were  given  by  the 
judges  to  the  jury  in  such  cases.  Also, 
I  am  not  infrequently  asked  by  Mem- 
bers and  others,  whether  or  not  it  is  a 
fact  that  there  is  evidence  of  real  sub- 
stantial actual  conspiracy  to  use  any 
force  or  violence.    Also,  whether  or  not 


it  is  the  present  Government  of  the 
United  States  or.  whether  it  is  some  gov- 
ernment in  i:he  mythical  distant  future, 
which  the  Commies  talk  about.  In  light 
of  these  and  other  such  questions;  in 
light  of  the  importance  of  these  jury 
trials  in  the  history  of  our  national  se- 
curity and  defense  against  aggressive 
and  military  communism,  as  well  as 
against  subversive  communism,  I  wish 
to  take  your  time  to  read  one  of  these 
recent  and  .significant  jury  instructions. 
And,  of  course,  my  colleagues,  each  and 
everyone  of  these  instructions  are  given 
in  accordance  with  the  existing  law  of 
the  land,  through  the  decisions  of  our 
highest  American  courts. 

Here,  for  instance,  is  No.  12-G  given 
by  Federal  Judge  Mathes  in  the  recent 
Los  Anegelcs  case;  but,  before  reading  it 
to  you,  I  specifically  call  your  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  judge  told  the  jury 
in  it,  that  tlie  Government  referred  to  in 
this  Los  Angeles  case,  which  the  jury 
had  just  found  the  Communist  defend- 
ants guilty  of  being  in  a  conspiracy  to 
overthrow  and  destroy  by  violence  and 
force,  was  the  present  Government  of 
the  United  States.  I  read  said  instruc- 
tion No.  12~G: 

The  burden  is  upon  the  prosecution  to 
prove  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the  de- 
fendants conspired  to  advocate  the  duty  and 
necessity  of  the  overthrow  and  destruction 
of  the  Government  by  force  and  violence. 
The  Government  referred  to  Is  the  present 
Government  of  the  United  States,  which  does 
afford  to  the  people  democratic  means  for 
bringing  abjut  such  changes  as  they  desire. 
It  is  not  st  me  hypiJthctical  future  govern- 
ment which  afifords  no  such  means. 

Need  I  therefore  remind  you  again 
that  your  own  House  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee  has  a  continuing  and 
most  definite  daily  challenge  and  very 
strenuous  responsibility,  to  bring  to  light 
and  uncover  and  reveal  to  the  light  of 
truth,  honesty,  patriotism,  aad  honest- 
to-God  American  citizenship,  the  fact 
that  these  subversive  Communists  in  the 
United  States  of  America  are.  in  fact, 
members  of  an  international  conspiracy 
to  actually  overthrow  and  destroy  tho 
present  Government  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  what  the  jury  in 
Los  Angeles  and  in  these  other  cities  had 
found  these  conspiratorial,  totalitarian, 
unpatriotic,  hypocritical,  dangerous,  un- 
grateful citizens  to  be  guilty  of.  This  is 
the  sort  of  people  in  our  Nation  whom  I, 
as  a  member  of  the  Un-American  Activi- 
ties Committee,  am  primarily  interested 
in  uncovering  to  the  light  of  day  with 
their  dastardly  conceived  plans  against 
our  American  freedoms.  And  yet.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  fight  with  all  my  vitality 
for  your  right  to  speak  your  mind  about 
orderly  changes  in  our  self-government 
processes. 

It  is  this  very  sort  of  a  conspiracy,  rep- 
resented by  the  pre.sent  subversive  Com- 
munists in  the  United  States,  which  has 
already  claimed  the  lives  of  many  pa- 
triotic and  distinguished  American  lads 
and  which  this  very  day  is  part  and  par- 
cel of  the  aggressive  military  attack  by 
Soviet  and  Chinese  communism  in  South 
Korea.  My  colleagues,  need  I  say  to 
you  that  we  owe  it  to  tliose  great  dead 
and  to  the  great  unborn  that  we  shall  do 
our  dead-level  best  in  being  eternally  vig- 


ilant and  vigorous  in  our  respective  areas 
of  American  citizenship  responsibilities, 
privileges,  and  duties?  We  cannot,  with 
any  feeling  of  comfort  or  of  pride  within 
us.  live  in  these  days  of  stress  and  strain 
and  rivalry  between  the  Communist 
ideology  and  our  own  American  way  of 
life,  dare  be  slothful  about  the  destiny 
of  our  children  and  our  children's  chil- 
dren. Let  us,  therefore,  live  vibrantly 
for  our  faith  in  the  precepts  of  this  great 
Nation  in  the  legislative  halls  of  which 
we  have  the  responsibility  of  setting  an 
example  worthy  of  the  blessings  of  God 
and  of  our  fellowmen. 


SHIPMENTS  OF  STRATEGIC  MATE- 
RIALS TO  THE  SOVIET  BLOC  AS 
PRIOR  COMMITMENTS 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  first,  con- 
tinuing my  fight  to  stop  shipments  of 
strategic  goods  from  going  to  the  Iron 
Curtain  countries,  I  would  like  to  point 
out  another  important  legal  leak,  that  is, 
the  continued  fulfillment  of  prior  com- 
mitments made  before  the  adoption  of 
the  United  States  embargo  policy. 

The  United  States  has  reluctantly 
agreed  to  the  shipment  of  $2,500,000 
worth  of  strategic  materials  from  our 
allies  to  Iron  Curtain  countries  as  ex- 
ceptions to  the  embargo.  These  excep- 
tions are  part  of  the  contracts  with  the 
Soviet  bloc  countries  made  before  pas- 
sage of  the  Battle  Actr— Public  Law  213, 
82d  Congress — which  embargoes  these 
particular  materials  with  the  penalty  of 
cutting  off  all  United  States  aid  unless 
the  President  of  the  United  States  de- 
cides it  is  to  the  security  interest  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  make  an 
exception.  These  contracts  are  known 
as  prior  commitments. 

<a>  Still  outstanding  on  the  books  for 
future  delivery  are  prior  commitments 
for  strategic  materials  from  our  allies 
to  the  Soviet  bloc  amounting  to  over 
three  times  the  $2.5  million  which  have 
already  been  excepted. 

(b)  The  problem  of  prior  commit- 
ments is  one  of  the  major  problems  fac- 
jn'-jOeneral  Eisenhower's  administration 
4ir  stopping  strategic  shipments  to  the 
Communists.  It  is  one  of  the  major 
headaches  Mr.  Stassen  will  have  in  ad- 
ministering the  Battle  Act,  but  it  is  one 
that  must  be  .successfully  met. 

Second.  On  the  good  side  of  the  ledger 
is  the  fact  that  over  60  countries  who  are 
recipients  of  our  aid.  and  certain  other 
nonrecipient  countries  have  made  no 
shipments  to  China.  Russia,  or  the  satel- 
lite countries  of  items  classified  as  arms, 
ammunition,  implements  of  war  and 
atomic-energy  materials  in  accordance 
with  the  embargo  provisions  of  the  Bat- 
tle Act  where  no  exceptions  are  permis- 
sible under  any  conditions,  subject  to  the 
total  loss  of  American  aid. 

Third.  The  President  of  the  United 
States,  upon  the  advice  of  the  Battle  Act 
Administrator,  has  made  six  exceptions 


on  the  basis  that  It  was  to  the  security 
interests  of  the  United  States  to  do  so. 
Reasons  given  include:  The  belief  that 
NATO  would  be  undermined  by  cutting 
off  aid  to  these  countries;  the  fact  that 
Western  European  nations  are  cooperat- 
ing to  a  very  large  degree  in  denying  the 
Communists  strategic  materials;  the  de- 
sire to  protect  the  $25  billion  Investment 
in  western  defense  made  by  the  United 
States  since  World  War  U;  the  feeling 
that  cutting  off  aid  might  increase  the 
flow  of  strategic  goods  to  the  Soviet  bloc ; 
and  the  allowance  for  the  Nation's  de- 
termination to  keep  its  contracts  which 
were  made  in  good  faith. 

( a )  An  exception  was  made  on  the  de- 
livery by  the  Netherlands  to  Poland  of 
about  $240,000  worth  of  petroleum  ex- 
ploration equipment. 

(b)  An  exception  was  made  on  the 
sale  of  a  $11,000  grinding  machine  by 
Italy  to  Rumania. 

(c)  An  exception  was  made  on  a 
13,000-ton  tanker  built  by  Denmark  and 
delivered  to  Russia.  It  should  be  em- 
phasized that  Denmark  has  recently  laid 
the  keel  of  a  second  tanker  for  delivery 
to  Russia  in  the  future,  in  further  ful- 
fillment of  a  prior  commitment  which 
resulted  in  the  delivery  of  the  tanker  last 
summer,  for  which  an  exception  has  al- 
ready been  granted.  The  Administrator 
of  the  Battle  Act  has  placed  this  type  of 
strategic  goods  in  the  category  where 
exceptions  are  possible  If  determined  to 
be  in  the  security  interests  of  the  United 
States  rather  than  under  the  category 
of  war  materials  for  which  no  exceptions 
can  be  made  und«!r  any  circumstances. 
These  tankers  can  haul  jet  fuel  to  kill 
American  boys. 

( d  >  An  exception  was  made  to  Prance 
for  $959,245  worth  of  boring  machines, 
valves,  chemical  equipment,  compressors, 
electronic  equipment,  aluminum,  and 
ball  bearings  which  went  to  Poland  and 
Czechoslovakia. 

<e)  An  exception  was  made  to  Italy 
for  $940,000  worth  of  rolling-mill  equip- 
ment, ball  and  roller  bearings  which 
went  to  Rumania,  Poland,  and  Czecho- 
slovakia. 

(f)  An  exception  was  made  to  the 
United  Kingdom  for  $583,818  worth  of 
forging  machines,  special  metalworking 
machines,  pumps,  valves,  rolling-mill 
equipment,  balances,  locomotives  and 
parts,  specialized  testing  devices,  ball 
and  roller  bearings,  greases  and  oils, 
nickel,  and  one  blower  which  went  to 
Poland,  Hungary,  Russia,  Czechoslo- 
vakia, and  China. 

Poland  got  approximately  half  the  $2.5 
million      total,      with      Czechoslovakia 
second.  Hungary  third,  and  the  Soviet 
Union  fouith.    All  of  the  shipments  went 
to  those  four  countries  with  the  excep- 
tion of  50  gallons  of  lubricating  oils  and 
greases    for   medical    apparatus.     This 
shipment,  valued  at  $66,  went  to  China. 
Fourth.  However,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  governments  of  Western  Europe  have 
prior  commitments  to  make  their  own 
people  secure,  to  meet  their  obligations 
to  the  United  Nations  and  to  help  fight 
for  the  common  caxisc  of  the  freedom- 
loving  nations  of  the  world  which  should 
take  precedence  over  prior  commitments 
to  R'issia  and  her  satellites.    Our  allies 
maintain  that  these  shipments  are  not 
verj  important.    However,  by  the  time 


the  round  of  exceptions  Is  made  to  coim- 
tries  for  shipments  of  strategic  materials, 
by  the  time  limited  shipments  of  strate- 
gic materials  from  various  nations  are 
made  according  to  international  agree- 
ments, by  the  time  noneooperating  coun- 
tries send  their  strategic  goods  to  the 
Communists  either  directly  or  through 
the  free  ports  of  continental  Europe,  by 
the  time  Illegal  trade  is  consummated — 
all  added  to  what  Russia  and  her  satel- 
lites can  produce  on  their  own — the 
build-up  of  the  Communist  war  machines 
is  assisted  substantially  from  the  West. 

(a)  The  problem  presented  by  prior 
commitments  was  recognized  by  the  ad- 
ministrator at  the  time  the  Battle  Act 
went  into  effect.  The  coordinating 
countries  were  requested  to  agree  to  defer 
all  deliveries  of  prohibited  items  against 
outstanding  contracts  until  an  inventory 
could  be  taken  of  such  commitments 
and  an  evaluation  made  of  their  signifi- 
cance. Tliese  nations  refused  to  do  this, 
although  they  have  cooperated  in  sub- 
mitting a  careful  inventory  of  their  out- 
standing prior  commitments  and  have 
agreed  to  cancel  the  deUvery  of  a  num- 
ber of  such  items  which  have  been  con- 
tracted for. 

(b)  It  is  easy  to  understand  the  re- 
luctance of  our  allies  to  break  contracts 
previously  entered  into  in  good  faith.    It 
Is  difficult  to  understand  their  apparent 
indifference  to  the  benefit  derived  by 
the  Communist  countries  from  such  de- 
liveries while  fighting  is  going  on  in  Ko- 
rea and  while  further  Russian  aggres- 
sion threatens  the  Middle  East,  Indo- 
china, and  Europe.    Officials  of  several 
European  governments  explained  that 
their  governments  had  a  policy  and  tra- 
dition of  living  up  to  their  contracts, 
with   an   implication   that   the   United 
States  perhaps  had  a  different  policy  and 
tradition.    The  United  States,  however, 
when  it  takes  emergency  action  for  its 
defense,   makes   its  commodity   alloca- 
tions, price  ceilings  and  export  license 
limitations  without  regard  to  prior  com- 
mitments.   Ordinarily,  such  regxilatlons 
go  Into  effect  immediately  and  previous 
contracts  have  to  be  adjusted  accord- 
ingly. 

(c)   I  believe  tliat  the  primary  ex- 
planation of  the  European  attitude  on 
this  point  Is  that  the  Europeans  regard 
the  current  international  situation,  in- 
cluding the  Korean  war,  as  being  less  of 
an  emergency  than  do  the  people  of  the 
United  States.      They  do  not  have  as 
many  boys  coming  home  in  caskets.    A 
technical  but  absurd  point  is  made  by 
them  that  nobody  is  at  war  with  Russia 
or  her  European  satellites  so  there  is  no 
reason  to  cut  off  trade  with  them.    Also, 
they  seem  to  place  the  economic  advan- 
tage they  gsnn  from  such  trade  above  the 
fact  that  Russia  has  voided  these  doubt- 
ful obligations  of  1-he  free  nations  to  con- 
tinue fulfillment  of  these  prior  commit- 
ments by  virtual  enslavement  of  millions 
of  people,  by  her  instigating  and  back- 
ing  the  Communist  fight   against  the 
United  Nations  forces  in  Korea  and  by 
her  serious  threat  of  further  aggression 
in  the  Middle  East,  Indochina,  Europe, 
and  elsewhere.    They  minimize  the  mili- 
tary gain  by  the  Soviet  bloc  from  such 
trade.     I  believe  our  allies  have  prior 
commitments  to  make  their  own  people 
secure  to  meet  their  obligations  to  the 


United  Nations  and  to  help  fight  tor  the 
common  cause  of  the  freedom -loving  na- 
tions of  the  world  which  should  take 
precedence  over  the  prior  commitments 
to  Russia  and  her  satellites. 


HON.  SAM  RAYBURN  AND  HON. 
ROBERT  GROSSER 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    BAILEY.    Mr.    Speaker,    I    am 
happy  to  be  privileged  to  join  with  my 
colleagues  in  paying  this  deserving  trib- 
ute to  2  great  men  who  have  on  yes- 
terday served  this  august  body  40  years. 
Our    beloved    ex -Speaker — Sam    Ray- 
burn— and    Robert    "Daddy"    Grosser 
have  had  a  long  and  distinguished  career 
in  the  House  of  Representatives.    They 
have  served  with  honor  and  distinction 
during  some  of  the  most  crucial  and  dif- 
ficult days  of  oxu:  country.    They  have 
made  a  lasting  and  courageous  record 
in  carrying  out  the  principles  of  our 
democratic  form  of  government  and  have 
won  acclaim  not  only  from  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress,  but  of  our  country. 
The    continuous    service    of    these    2 
great  legislators  over  a  period  of  40 
years  proves  that  the  people  whom  they 
represent  In  the  great  State  of  Texas 
and  the  beautiful  State  of  Ohio  have 
profound  faith  and  confidence  in  their 
leadership. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  extremely  proud 
to  have  served  In  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  to  be  associated  with 
Speaker  Rayburn  and  "Daddy"  Grosser, 
and  to  congratulate  them  on  their  out- 
standing character,  their  fairness,  and 
unstinting  devotion  to  their  fellow  men 
and  to  the  service  of  their  country.  I 
know  that  the  world  today  could  use 
many  more  such  men  who  have  the  qual- 
ities and  tlie  courage  to  fight  for  the 
rights  and  welfare  of  this  Nation. 

As  a  friend  and  admirer  of  our  for- 
mer beloved  Speaker,  and  "Daddy" 
CROSsni,  as  he  is  afifectionately  known 
by  all  of  us,  I  am  happy  indeed  to 
wish  them  many  years  of  continued  serv- 
ice in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
their  district,  and  their  country.  My 
sincere  hope  is  that  they  will  both  con- 
tinue in  good  health  and  that  they  will 
be  spared  for  many  years  to  come. 


HON.  ROBERT  GROSSER 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  has 
already  been  stated,  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  Hon.  Robert  Grosser,  of  Cleveland, 
was  first  elected  to  Congress  40  years  ago 
yesterday.  His  service  was  not  continu- 
ous but  I  think  that  he  has  served  alto- 
gether for  34  years  and  that  he  has 
served    continuously   for    30    years.     I 
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could  consume  an  hour  In  talking  about 
this  man  of  many  fine  qualities.  He  is 
highly  educated  and  has  been  a  man  of 
force.  Instinctively  he  has  always  been 
a  man  whose  word  was  good.  He  was 
also  a  very  forceful  speaker.  These 
characteristics  made  him  a  good  legis- 
lator. When  I  came  to  Congress  28  years 
ago  yesterday.  I  remember  meeting  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Grosser]. 
He  was  then  a  vigorous,  red -headed  man 
of  fine  physique  who  looked  as  if  he  had 
come  right  off  the  football  field.  For 
years  he  retained  his  strength  but  as  you 
have  seen  him  in  the  last  few  years  you 
know  that  he  has  been  seriously  handi- 
capped by  illness.  In  spite  of  his  illness 
he  has  by  reason  of  his  indomitable  cour- 
age kept  on  with  his  work  and  he  has 
been  reelected  successively  several  times. 
I  have  always  considered  Bob  Grosser  as 
a  man  whose  character  is  above  reproach 
and  I  am  glad  to  add  a  word  by  reason 
of  my  personal  friendship  and  high  re- 
spect for  him. 


OUR    NATIONAL    PARKS    AND 
MONUMENTS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  United  States  owns  and  controls 
179  national  parks  and  monuments. 
They  are  visited  by  more  than  40  million 
people  each  year.  These  parks  and 
monuments  include  the  Statue  of  Liber- 
ty, the  Petrified  Forest,  and  a  volcano  in 
Hawaii.  With  that  thought  in  mind,  I 
have  asked  Mr.  Conrad  L.  Wirth,  Direc- 
tor of  National  Park  Service,  to  appear 
before  the  House  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs Committee  on  Monday  morning  at 
10  o'clock.  He  is  to  give  us  a  report  on 
the  national  park  system  and  the  steps 
that  they  have  taken  to  carry  out  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  the  Congress  has 
placed  upon  them  for  the  protection, 
care,  and  interpretation  of  the  great 
scenic  and  historic  treasures  of  the 
United  States.  Mr.  Wirth  has  informed 
me  that  he  will  bring  with  him  some  of 
his  assistants  and  a  series  of  colored 
slides  in  order  better  to  explain  the  na- 
tional park  system  and  the  work  that 
the  Service  is  doing.  This  presentation 
will  take  about  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
to  an  hour  at  the  most.  After  that  time 
Mr.  Wirth  and  his  assistants  will  be 
available  for  any  questions  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

I  am  bringing  this  to  your  attention 
because  I  feel  that  our  national  park  sys- 
tem is  of  tremendous  importance  to  the 
Nation  and  in  the  hope  that  other  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  might  care  to  sit  in 
and  listen  to  this  presentation.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Wirth  has  shown  some  slides 
to  the  Subcommittee  on  Interior  Appro- 
priations headed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa.  Congressman  Ben  Jensen;  how- 
ever, It  would  give  me  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  if  that  subcommittee  might  find 
time  to  join  us. 

I  firmly  believe  that  the  national  parks 
represent  the  best  the  Nation  has  in 


scenic  and  historic  treasures.  The 
United  States  was  the  first  nation  in  the 
world  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
such  things  as  these  for  its  people.  They 
are  an  expression  of  freedom  and  de- 
mocracy in  that  they  belong  to  all  of  us 
and  are  for  the  use  and  enjoyment  of 
all  of  us.  I  feel  also  that  the  national 
park  system  is  playing  an  important 
part  in  strengthening  not  only  the  social 
well-being  of  our  Nation,  but  its  eco- 
nomic stability  as  well.  Travel  to  the 
parks  is  important  in  our  national  econ- 
omy. I  am  told  that  28  States  now  main- 
tain that  recreational  travel  in  which 
the  national  parks  play  so  large  a  part, 
is  considered  as  one  of  their  three  largest 
industries. 

The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com- 
mittee handles  all  the  basic  legislation 
for  the  National  Park  Service.  However, 
we  always  welcome  .suggestions  from  our 
colleagues  on  the  other  committees  in 
Congress.  In  order  to  better  understand 
what  the  National  Park  Service  is  doing 
and  what  the  national  park  system 
stands  for,  we  cordially  invite  you  to  this 
presentation  in  our  hearing  room,  on  the 
third  floor  of  the  new  House  Office  Build- 
ing. 


THE  FISHING  INDUSTRY  NEEDS 
ASSISTANCE 

Mr.  WESTLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  afk 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WESTLAND.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Blaine,  Wash.,  a  town  of  about  1,700  pop- 
ulation, after  spending  $102,000  of  its 
own  funds  in  recent  years,  has  mort- 
gaged its  future  by  appropriating  an  ad- 
ditional $250,000  for  improvements  to  its 
small-boat  haven.  This  refuge  is  used 
by  hundreds  of  boats  of  the  fishing  fleet 
from  the  entire  Pacific  coast  of  our  coun- 
try during  times  of  rough  weather  and 
storms,  and  as  a  landing  port  for  its  val- 
uable catch. 

The  fishing  indu-try  is  of  tremendous 
Importance  to  the  economy  of  our  area. 
It  has  been  made  to  suffer  by  competi- 
tion with  foreign  products  which  are 
produced  by  low-cost  labor.  Its  natural 
resource  of  raw  material  has  been  de- 
pleted throughout  the  years  by  pollution 
and  by  the  construction  of  power  dams 
which  block  the  rivers  and  interfere  with 
the  natural  spawning  practices  of  the 
fish. 

In  recent  years  the  salmon  run  in  the 
Puget  Sound,  particularly  in  the  area 
contingent  to  Blaine,  Wash.,  has  been 
showing  a  gradual  but  important  im- 
provement. This  is  duo  primarily  to  the 
outstanding  efforts  of  those  interested, 
and  the  result  is  a  great  increase  in  the 
number  of  boats  desperately  needing 
such  a  haven  as  that  provided  at  Blaine. 
During  the  last  year  this  haven,  which 
provides  normal  moorage  for  about  60 
boats,  has  been  used  by  nearly  1.000:  by 
actual  count  380  boats  have  been 
squeezed  in  and  tied  up  at  one  time,  cre- 
ating a  terrific  fire  hazard  with  a  poten- 
tial loss  of  $5  million  to  boats  and  gear 
alone  should  a  blaze  start.  These  boats 
come  from  every  harbor  in  the  State  of 


Washington  and  from  as  far  south  as 
San  Pedro,  Calif. 

In  view  of  the  willingness  of  the  people 
of  this  aggressive  community,  themselves 
to  provide  half  of  the  necessary  funds 
for  this  drastically  needed  Improvement. 
I  believe  that  the  project  as  approved  by 
the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and 
Harbors  should  be  authorized  for  imme- 
diate construction  by  the  Congress. 


THE  BUDGET 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  Congress  has  been  In  session  now 
since  early  in  January.  Of  course,  since 
November  7  everybody  has  known  who 
would  be  in  control  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  including  the  other 
body,  and  we  knew  who  would  be  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  Everybody  is 
interested  now  in  knowing  when  we  are 
going  to  get  the  budget  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration. All  of  the  committees  of 
the  Congress  are  uncertain  as  to  how  to 
act  and  how  to  proceed  in  their  delibera- 
tions in  order  to  cooperate  with  the  ad- 
ministration in  getting  a  balanced  budg- 
et for  this  country.  One  of  the  great 
programs  enunciated  last  September  and 
October  was  to  balance  the  budget.  It  is 
very  easy  to  balance  the  budget,  provided 
you  do  the  balancing  on  the  stump,  but 
when  it  comes  to  a  practical  realization 
of  a  balanced  budget  you  will  find  it  is  a 
very,  very  diflBcult  thing  to  do.  I  hope 
the  President  will  soon  be  able,  instead 
of  being  so  engrossed  in  firing  experts 
now  in  the  Government,  to  present  a 
budget  to  this  Congress. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 
It  IS  about  time  the  present  adminis- 
tration sent  up  a  budget. 


WHO  WILL  BALANCE  THE  BUDOEI? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  a.'-k  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  Hou.'^e  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vi.se  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  can  sympathize  with  our  Dem- 
ocratic friends.  They  are  worried  about 
balancing  the  budget  and  a  reduction  in 
taxation — they  only  had  about  20  years 
to  do  that  job  themselves.  They  gave  the 
people  an  ever-increasing  debt;  two 
wars,  one  still  on  hand;  an  ever  greater 
tax  load.  I  remember  when  Roosevelt 
was  a  candidate.  He  said  he  was  going 
to  cut  25  percent  off  the  expenditures 
of  the  executive  departments,  and  he 
said  he  was  going  to  balance  the  budget. 
He  said  he  was  going  to  stay  on  the  gold 
standard.  Well,  he  was  in  ofBce  no  more 
than  6  months — hardly  6  months  when 
he  repudiated  the  whole  Democratic 
platform  and  never  since  to  this  day, 
except  in  1947  and  1948  when  the  Re- 
publicans were  in  control,  in  spite  of 


Brother  Tniman  and  all  of  his  wasteful 
bureaucrats  down  there.  In  spite  of  all 
of  them  the  Republican  Congress  bal- 
anced the  budget  and  lowered  the  tax 
rates.  Now.  if  you  fellows  will  just  quit 
your  unsound  approach  to  this  situation, 
we  will  again  balance  the  budget,  lower 
Uixes  and  if  the  Internationalists  In 
both  parties  join  the  real  Republicans, 
V.  e  will  get  out  of  this  war. 


Mr.  PULTON.  Does  the  gentleman 
intend  to  bring  up  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 200,  the  secret-agreements  resolu- 
tion, next  week? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  It  Is  not  contemplated 
to  bring  that  up  next  week  at  this  time. 


RESOLUTION  TO   REMOVE  RINCON 
ANNEX  POST  OFFICE  MURALS 


INVESTIGATION  BY  ARMED 
SERVICES  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  a  privileged  reso- 
lution (H.  Res.  156)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT 
WEEK— COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.   Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  in  order  that  I  may 
ask  my  distinguished  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois   [Mr.  Arends]  If  he 
can  announce  the  program  for  next  week. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  ARENDS.    May  I  state  to  the  mi- 
nority whip,  and  to  the  House,  that  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  this 
afternoon  it  is  hoped  that  a  rule  will  be 
granted  on  the  so-called  HawaUan  state- 
hood bill.    If  so.  and  we  will  get  per- 
mission to  file  a  report  on  the  bill,  the 
bill  will  be  brought  up  for  consideration 
on  Monday.    That  is  bill  H.  R.  3575.    Of 
course,  we  know  not  how  much  time  will 
be  granted  under  the  rule  for  general 
debate,  but  it  is  expected  that  we  will 
conclude  general  debate  on  the  bill  on 
Monday,  If  it  is  at  all  possible,  and  then 
read  the  bill  for  amendment  and  com- 
plete consideration  of  the  bill  on  Tues- 
day. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  other  words, 
we  will  have  general  debate,  no  matter 
what  length  of  time  might  be  provided 
under  the  rule,  and  then  the  bill  will  be 
taken  up  under  the  5-minute  rule  and 
we  will  complete  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  on  Tuesday? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  Is  the  hope.  Of 
course,  it  will  be  controlled  by  the  rule, 
and  we  know  not  what  may  be  provided 
in  the  rule. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  mean  so  that 
Members  may  be  advised  as  to  the  situa- 
tion it  is  not  intended  to  complete  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  on  Monday. 
Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  right. 
Then,  on  Wednesday,  it  is  hoped  that 
we  will  take  up  the  bill  H.  R.  2330,  which 
is  a  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  having  to  do  with  dependency 
allotments. 

The  program  for  Thursday  and  Friday 
Is  at  this  moment  undetermined. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Has  permission 
been  obtained  for  the  Committee  on 
Rules  to  file  reports? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  may  have  until  midnight  to- 
night to  file  certain  rejwrts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
n>an  from  Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  ARENDS.    I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 


Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
today  introduced  a  joint  resolution  di- 
recting the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  to  remove  certain  mural  paint- 
ings from  the  lobby  of  the  Rincon  Annex 
Post  OfBce  Building  in  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

These  murals,  supposedly  portraying 
the  early  history  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, are  an  insult  to  the  State,  an 
insult  to  the  intelligence  of  the  public, 
and  anti-American  in  motif. 

They  cast  a  most  derogatory  and  im- 
proper reflection  on  the  character  of  the 
pioneers,  are  controversial  in  design,  and 
tend  to  promote  racial  hatred  and  class 
warfare. 

The  murals  contain  subtle  ridicule  of 
characters  which  are  supposed  to  repre- 
sent the  American  people.  For  example, 
in  a  panel  where  a  round-table  group  is 
shown  an  unnecessary  shading  behind 
the  figure  representing  the  United  States 
makes  it  appear  this  person  has  mule- 
like ears. 

In  another  panel,  by  chance  or  design, 
the  American  flag  is  placed  in  a  sec- 
ondary position  to  those  of  other  nations 
illustrated. 

In  1941  a  competition  was  held  to 
select  an  artist  to  paint  the  murals  for 
the  Rincon  annex  post  ofiBce.  The  en- 
tries were  supposed  to  be  open  for  Amer- 
ican artists  only,  but  the  one  chosen  to 
do  the  work  at  that  time  was  not  an 
American  citizen,  but  was  a  native  of 
Moscow. 

Public  records  and  files  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
contain  enough  information  on  this  par- 
ticular artist's  coimections  and  activities 
with  subversive  groups  and  publications 
to  fill  seven  typewritten  pages. 

For  several  years  numerous  civic 
groups,  fraternal  and  patriotic  organiza- 
tions, labor  unions,  newspapers,  and  in- 
dividuals have  flled  protests  with  the 
Commission  on  Public  Buildings  to  have 
the  murals  removed. 

Support  has  been  pledged  by  many  of 
my  colleagues  and  information  has  been 
brought  out  on  this  floor  from  time  to 
time  in  very  recent  years  as  to  what 
extent  subversive  elements  have  invaded 
the  field  of  American  art  with  their 
insidious  propaganda. 

I  offer  this  joint  resolution  not  only 
In  the  interest  of  the  people  of  my  State 
but  in  the  public  interest  as  a  whole. 

Its  passage  will  insure  prompt  re- 
moval of  the  murals  which,  as  described 
in  the  words  of  the  Society  of  Western 
Artists,  are  "artistically  bad,  historically 
absurd,  and  politically  corrupf 


Resolved,  That  the  expenses  of  conducting 
the  studies  and  Investigations  authorized  by 
House  Resolution  125,  83d  Congress,  incurred 
by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  not  to 
exceed  $150,000,  including  expenditures  for 
the  employment  of  special  counsel,  experts, 
clerical,  stenographic,  and  other  assistants, 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House  on  vouchers  authorized  by  such 
committee  and  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  and  approved  by  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration. 


Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
say  to  the  House  that  I  have  six  resolu- 
tions for  investigations  by  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  House.  Every  one  of 
those  investigations  has  been  authorized 
by  resolutions  adopted  by  this  House. 

I  thought  I  might  mention  the  six 
resolutions,  and,  if  there  is  no  objection, 
we  can  discuss  these  resolutions  and 
adopt  all  of  them  one  by  one  in  their 
order  without  delay  unless  some  Mem- 
bers desire  to  offer  a  few  remarks  as 
each  resolution  is  brought  for  considera- 
tion. 

The  resolution  before  the  House  at  the 
moment  is  for  an  investigation  by  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  It  provides 
$150,000,  the  same  amount  which  the 
committee  had  in  the  82d  Congress. 

There  is  a  resolution  providing  for  in- 
vestigation by  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor,  which  provides  $50,000 
for  making  such  investigation. 

Another  resolution  which  I  will  offer 
later  calls  for  $75,000  for  investigation 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
This  is  exactly  the  amount  that  was  au- 
thorized for  the  committee  in  the  82d 
Congress,  although  $54,000  was  returned 
unexpended.  The  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs  has  a  splendid  record  and 
usually  returns  a  large  part  of  the  ftmds 
voted  for  its  use. 

I  might  say  at  this  time  that  all  of 
these  resolutions  which  I  shall  offer  today 
provide  for  investigations  during  the  en- 
tire period  of  the  83d  Congress.  They 
are  not  just  for  1  year  but  they  are  for  a 
2 -year  period. 

Another  resolution  will  be  offered  a  lit- 
tle later,  with  an  amendment,  providing 
for  $110,000  for  investigation  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which  has 
already  set  up  at  least  two  subcommit- 
tees. This  is  scarcely  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  amount  of  money  that  was 
expended  by  that  committee  in  the  82d 
Congress. 

Another  resolution  which  I  shall  offer 
provides  $50,000  for  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service.  This  com- 
mittee has  had  $50,000  in  the  80th  Con- 
gress, $50,000  in  the  81st  Congress,  but 
had  no  money  in  the  82d  Congress.  A 
considerable  number  of  problems  con- 
front this  committee,  and  I  think  they 
are  modest  in  asking  for  only  $50,000. 
Perhaps  as  important  as  any  of  the 
resolutions  that  are  about  to  be  brought 
before  the  House  is  one  providing  for 
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$100,000  for  the  contiimation  of  the  in- 
vestigation by  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. This  is  in  fact  a  continuation 
of  an  Investigation  that  has  been  con- 
ducted by  a  subcommittee  under  the 
chairmanship  of  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  King!.  I  think  the  in- 
vestigation made  by  that  committee  has 
saved  this  Government  an  enormous  sum 
of  money  in  funds  that  have  been  col- 
lected and  passed  into  the  Treasury  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  such  investiga- 
tion has  been  made. 

If  there  are  no  questions,  I  will  move 
the  previous  question. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  have  one  question 
with  reference  to  the  last  committee,  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  the 
investigation  to  be  made.  Will  the  gen- 
tleman tell  us  how  many  of  the  people 
in  the  Treasury  Department  were  blank- 
eted over  from  the  political  end  of  it 
into  the  career  end? 

Mr.  LcCOMPTE.  I  assume  the  com- 
mittee will  obtain  such  information. 
My  answer  would  be  "Yes."  but  I  will 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
IMr.  KeanI,  who  will  take  charge  of  this 
investigation. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  We  were 
bamboozled  into  taking  that  reorgan- 
ization plan.  That  is  all  right,  but  from 
the  information  I  have.  I  had  heard  they 
had  put  a  lot  of  politicians  over  into 
these  career  jobs. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  think  what  the  gentle- 
man says  is  largely  true.  That  is  one 
thing  the  committee  is  going  to  look  into. 
As  far  as  I  can  find  out.  just  as  the 
gentleman  said,  what  they  did  was  to 
find  additional  and  permanent  jobs  and 
promotions  for  people  whom  they  wished 
to  favor  for  political  reasons. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  But  the  gentleman 
does  consider  that  the  King  committee 
has  done  a  very  good  job  in  finding  funds 
that  should  be  collected. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Very  much  so.  I  think 
the  result  of  the  committee's  work  has 
been  that  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 
have  flowed  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.    I  asked  the  gentle- 
man that  question   because   I  did   not 
think  he  wanted  to  leave  the  Impres- 
sion that  the  King  committee  had  not 
done  a  good  job  with  respect  to  the  col- 
lection of  taxes  due  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 
Mr.  KEAN.    I  certainly  did  not. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE.     I  yield. 
Mr.    McCORMACK.     It    is    not   very 
easy  to  sit  here  and  listen  to  a  lot  of 
statements  and  charges  which   in  my 
opinion  are  not  supported  by  the  facts 
but  just  picked  out  of  thin  air  that  a 
lot  of  career  positions  were  just  created 
for  politicians.    I  do  not  know  that  any- 
one is  filling  any  non-civil-servlce  posi- 
tion  under   the   reorganization   of   the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  outside  of 
the  Commissioner  and  a  few  who  require 
State    confirmation    but   that   he    had 
lo  be  appointed  according  to  the  civil- 
service  law;  such  persons  had  to  have  a 
civil-service  status.    That  is  my  under- 
standing.   If  my  understanding  is  in- 
correct I  would  like  to  have  it  corrected. 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE.    I  will  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  if  he  cares 


to  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  KEAN.  We  have  not  looked  care- 
fully into  the  details  of  that,  but  as  I 
understand  no  examinations  were  given 
under  the  civil-service  laws  in  practically 
all  of  the  cases. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  may  be  so 
when  a  person  has  a  civil-service  status. 
Mr.  KEAN.  That  is  correct;  but  you 
can  have  a  very  low  civil-service  status 
aiid  then  be  promoted  through  various 
grades  to  these  important  positions  with- 
out following  the  normal  civil-service 
course.     That   is   what   occurred. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  do  not  think 
that  happened,  but  in  this  case  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  defend  it;  I  want  the 
facts,  and  I  know  my  friend  from  New 
Jersey  does  and  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  also.  As  I 
understand  the  civil-service  law  you  can- 
not jump  an  employee  more  than  two 
grades,  and  there  are  certain  restric- 
tions. You  cannot  take  a  clerk  who  has 
a  civil-service  status  and  make  him  as- 
sistant commissioner. 

Mr.  KEAN.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  are  cer- 
tain specific  requirements  and  stand- 
ards established  for  that  position. 
Everyone  I  know  who  occupies  a  position 
under  the  new  setup  in  New  England  is 
someone  who  had  a  civil-service  status. 
They  did  not  have  to  have  an  examina- 
tion because  they  had  the  civil-service 
status,  and  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
established  standards  or  requirement-s 
for  each  position.  I  know  of  1  or  2 
cases  of  men  who  were  collectors  who 
could  not  meet  the  civil-service  require- 
ments for  a  position  I  thought  them  emi- 
nently qualified  to  fill ;  they  could  not  be 
appointed  to  the  positions,  however,  be- 
cause they  did  not  meet  the  require- 
ments. But  I  know  of  no  one  occupying 
a  responsible  position  who  has  been  shot 
up  there  from  some  low  position.  Take 
the  district  commi.ssioners  and  the  4  or 
5  assistant  district  comjni.ssioners.  they 
are  all  men  who  have  had  comparable 
positions  in  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  prior  to  their  appointment; 
that  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  KEAN.  We  are  looking  into  that. 
We  have  heard  a  great  many  rumors, 
we  have  had  a  lot  of  letters  from  people 
complaining  about  that ;  we  are  going  to 
look  into  the  matter  and  find  out  if  it 
Is  true  or  if  it  is  not  true.  If  what  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  says  Ls 
true  we  will  let  the  people  know;  if  not 
we  will  also  let  them  know. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  think  that  Is  a 
very  fair  statement.  That  is  quite  dif- 
ferent than  saying  that  they  have  taken 
people  from  low  positions  and  put  them 
into  places  of  responsibility  with  the  in- 
ference that  they  are  not  able  to  per- 
form the  job.  I  think  the  course  out- 
lined by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
is  a  very  fair  and  proper  one. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LECOMPTE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  offer 
an  apology.  I  want,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
apologize  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts because  perhaps  some  o*f  us 
were  maybe — I  was — under  a  misappre- 
hension In  all  these  cases.  I  remember 
when  the  NLRB  was  sending  out  exami- 


nation blanks  to  fill  positions — and  I 
have  had  blanks  similar  to  the  ones  in 
this  case — the  blanks  came  out  with 
many  questions  and  among  the  ques- 
tions was:  "How  much  have  you  con- 
tributed to  the  E>emocratic  local  com- 
mittee for  campaign  purposes  over  the 
years?"  There  were  several  questions, 
but  they  were  upon  some  of  the  blanks! 
If  that  is  an  examination,  I  must  apolo- 
gize to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  is  now  considering  a  request  for  a 
sum  of  money  for  an  investigation  b> 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  for  the 
moment. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentlemar 
from  New  Jersey  in  his  temperate  way 
understood  the  purpose  of  my  few  ob- 
servations and  he  responded  accord- 
insly. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  would  like  to  go  back 
to  the  question  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
investigations.  The  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  may  perhaps  be  able  to  help 
Having  in  mind  certain  information 
which  camo  to  some  of  us  in  the  last 
.session  indicating  that  recommendations 
for  pro.'^ecutions  in  reference  to  income- 
tax  violations  from  various  districts,  spe- 
cifically from  the  Philadelphia  area,  were 
not  further  prosecuted  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  I  would  like  to  inquire 
whether  the  gentleman's  committee  in- 
tends to  look  into  the  recommendations 
for  prosecutions  by  internal-revenue 
sources  or  Trea.sury  agents,  and  what 
happened  to  them  when  they  went  to  the 
Justice  Department? 

Mr.  KEAN.  When  we  complete  the 
present  pha^e  of  the  investigation,  the 
next  thing  we  are  going  to  do  is  to  lock 
into  the  difTerences  between  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Bureau  and  the  Tax 
Divi.'-ion  of  the  Ju.stice  Department  and 
see  what  the  trouble  is  and  why  they 
have  not  been  cooperating  as  we  feel 
thry  should. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Perhaps  the  gentleman 
can  get  some  of  the  dust  brushed  off  of 
those  old  prosecutions  and  get  some 
information. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Will  the  gentle- 
man yield  further,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  injecting  extraneous  matter  but  to 
me  an  important  matter  and  of  con- 
cern to  me,  namely,  the  fact  that  many 
taxpayers  make  honest  mistakes.  I  am 
very  much  concerned  with  the  large  per- 
centage of  taxpayers  who  are  facing  in- 
dictment and  trial  on  the  ground  of 
fraud  where  in  the  pjist  those  charged 
with  the  responsibility  in  the  Bureau 
or  in  the  Department  of  Justice  would 
say  there  is  civil  liabihty  only  rather 
than  fraud,  which  carries  with  it  a 
criminal  indictment.  I  do  not  expect 
my  friend  from  New  Jersey  to  make  any 
reply.  I  just  make  an  observation  be- 
cause I  notice  there  are  3  to  5  times  as 
many  recommendations  for  indictment 
recently  as  there  were  a  few  years  ago. 
I  know  my  friend  from  New  Jeney  will 
conduct  this  investigation  in  a  manner 
where  men  in  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  and  the  Department  of  Justice 
will  have  no  fear  of  assuminc  their  r*"- 


sponsibility  In  the  making  of  decisions. 
In  other  words,  they  are  not  being  tried 
on  their  judgment;  they  will  be  inquired 
into  as  to  Improper  actions  or  anything 
which  might  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
law  on  their  part. 

Mr  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  Is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 
Mr  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- , 
mmi.stration,  I  call  up  House  Resolution 
G6  and  ask  for  its  immediate  considera- 
tion. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  further  con- 
ducting the  studies  and  Uivestlgatlons  au- 
thcrized  by  House  Resolution  60  of  the  83d 
(i ingress,  incurred  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary-,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcom- 
mittee, not  to  exceed  tlOO.OOO  Including  ex- 
jiendltures  for  the  employment  of  exi>crts. 
^^M•^lal  counsel,  clerical,  stenographic,  and 
(  thcr  a.s«l8tant8.  and  all  expenses  necessary 
for  travel  and  subsistence  Incurred  by  mem- 
bers and  employees  while  engaged  In  the 
a.  iivltle.s  of  the  committee  or  any  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  con- 
tin^ient  fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers  au- 
thorized by  such  committee  signed  by  the 
rhalrman  of  such  committee  and  approved 
1  y  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  line  5.  strike  out  "$100,000"  and 
Insert;   "$110,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed 

to 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND 
LABOR 

Mr  LeCOMPTE.     Mr.  Speaker,  by  dl- 

rf  ction  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  House  Resolution 
116  and  ask  for  its  immediate  considera- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution  as  fol- 
lows: 

Reaolved,  That,  effective  from  January  3, 
193.  the  expenses  of  the  studies  and  investl- 
pations  to  be  conduc;ted  pursuant  to  Hotise 
Reroiutlon  115  by  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Lebor,  actlrg  as  a  whole  or  by  sub- 
committee, not  to  exceed  $50,000,  Including 
f  per.dltures  for  the  employment  of  Investi- 
gators, attorneys,  and  experts,  and  clerical, 
stenographic,  and  oi.her  assistants,  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  travel  and  subsistence 
incurred  by  members  and  employees  while 
engaged  In  the  activities  of  the  committee 
or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  shall  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  on 
Vouchers  authorized  und  signed  by  the  chair- 
man of  such  committee  and  approved  by 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 

Bfc.  2.  The  offlclul  committee  reporters 
may  be  used  at  all  hearings  held  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  If  not  otherwise  offlclally 
engaged. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  House  Resolution 
145  and  ask  for  its  Immediate  considera- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  expenses  of  conducting 
the  studies  and  Investigations,  authorized 
by  House  Resolution  113,  83d  Congress,  In- 
curred by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee,  not 
to  exceed  $76,000,  Including  expenditures  for 
the  employment  of  such  ex[>erts.  clerical, 
stenographic,  and  other  assistants,  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House 
on  vouchers  authorized  by  such  committee 
or  subcommittee,  signed  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  ;.nd  approved  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


before  the  Disbursing  OflBce  pays  any 
of  these  warrants  by  check  the  vouchers 
have  to  be  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee    on    House    Administration. 
Any  vouchers  that  come  in  that  are  not 
regular  and  in  order  will  be  returned  by 
the  committee. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


fir 
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COMMITTEE  ON  POST  OFPICF  AND 
CIVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. I  call  up  House  Resolu- 
tion 148  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  conducting 
the  studies  and  investigations  authorized  by 
House  Resolution  32,  83d  Congress,  Incurred 
by  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcom- 
mittee, not  to  exceed  $50,000,  Including  ex- 
penditures for  printing  and  binding,  em- 
ployment of  such  experts,  and  such  cleri- 
cal, stenographic,  and  other  assistants,  shall 
be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  on  vouchers  authorized  by  said  com- 
mittee and  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the 
cr  jimlttee,  and  approved  by  the  Committee 
on  House   Administration. 

See.  2.  The  official  committee  reporters 
may  be  used  at  all  hearings  held  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  U  not  otherwise  officially 
engaged. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

COMMITTEE  ON  WAYS  AND  MEANS 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. I  call  up  House  Resolution 
123  and  ask  for  Its  immediate  considera- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  conducting 
the  studies  and  Investigations  authorized  by 
House  Resolution  91,  83d  Congress.  Incurred 
by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  act- 
ing as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee,  not  to 
exceed  $100,000,  Including  expenditures  for 
the  employment  beginning  on  January  4, 
1953,  of  such  experts,  clerical,  stenographic, 
and  other  assistants,  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers 
authorized  by  such  committee,  signed  by 
the  chairman  of  such  committee,  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  LiCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  every 
Member  of  the  House  I  think  has  taken 
notice  of  the  fact  that  all  vouchers  have 
to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration.   This  means  that 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND 
INSULAR  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  109  and  ask 
for  Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  ( now  comprised  of  the  six 
former  Committees  on  Insular  Affairs,  Terri- 
tories, Public  Lands,  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation, Mines  and  Mining,  and  Indian  Af- 
fairs )  may  make  investigations  into  any  mat- 
ter within  its  jurisdiction.  For  the  purpose 
of  making  such  investigations  the  commit- 
tee, or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized to  sit  and  act  during  the  present  Con- 
gress at  such  times  and  places  within  the 
United  States,  Its  Territories,  mandated  is- 
lands, and  possessions,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require,  by 
subpena  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  and 
testimony  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  such  books,  records,  correspond- 
ence, memoranda,  papers,  and  documents  as 
it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  issued 
under  the  signattire  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  of  the  committee 
designated  by  him,  and  may  be  served  by 
any  person  designated  by  such  chairman  or 
member. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  3,  after  "Affairs",  strike  out 
the  remainder  of  line  3  and  all  of  lines  4  and 
5  down  to  and  including  the  word  "Affairs)" 
in  line  5. 

Line  10.  after  "Territories",  strike  out 
"mandated  islands,  and  possessions,"  and 
Insert  "possessions,  and  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands." 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
because  of  an  error,  and  because  of  the 
fact  that  Puerto  Rico  has  been  given 
different  status  by  the  Congress,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  amendment  so  as 
to  insert  the  words  "Puerto  Rico"  after 
the  word  "possessions"  in  line  11. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  lb.  Bbown  of  Ohio 
to  the  committee  amendment:  Page  1,  line 
11,  after  "possessions",  insert  the  words 
"Puerto  Rico." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  resolution  simply  gives  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
the  authority  it  needs  to  have  to  meet 
Its  responsibilities  under>4;he  Reorganiza- 
tion Act,  and  to  make  Investigations  into 
matters  coming  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  committee.  It  also  gives  the  same 
authority  and  subpena  power  as  were  ac- 
corded to  the  committee  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress, and  permits  the  committee  to  sit 
and  hold  hearings  any  place   in   the 
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United  States  or  its  Territories  and  pos- 
sessions.   It  is  the  usuai  resolution. 

I  have  no  further  requests  for  time, 
and  now  3rield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  [Mr.  ColkerI. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  has  explained  the  purpose  of  the 
resolution,  and  there  being  no  requests 
for  time  on  this  side,  I  cannot  add  any- 
thing to  what  has  been  said.  The  reso- 
lution speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  would  like  to  include  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  a  statement  which  I  made 
today: 

The  most  powerful  and  brutal  tyrant  the 
world  has  ever  known  has  passed  from  the 
Ecene  of  power.  As  this  Is  being  written, 
there  has  been  no  oflSclal  announcement  of 
Stalin's  death,  but  It  Is  obvious  that  the 
Communist  ruler  has  reached  the  end  of 
his  reign.  As  the  symbol  of  the  most  power- 
ful wave  of  reaction  against  human  progress 
which  the  modern  world  has  ever  known. 
Joseph  Stalin  Is  also  perhaps  the  most  hated 
and  feared  man  in  history. 

There  will  be  no  frenzied  rejoicing  In  the 
free  world  at  his  death,  however.  A  familiar 
menace  iz  not  so  frightening  to  most  of  us  as 
an  unknown  menace  It  will  be  this  unknown 
menace  in  control  of  Russia  in  the  Immediate 
future,  and  no  man  can  predict  the  course  of 
action  which  will  result  when  the  Politburo 
Is  dominated  by  men  whose  minds  have  no 
concept  of  the  basic  values  which  western 
civilization  prizes.  In  the  struggle  for  power 
which  Is  now  going  on  behind  the  scenes,  a 
dominant  leader  or  faction  may  seek  to  gain 
or  consolidate  control  by  changing  the  cold 
war  into  a  hot  one,  or  again  the  struggle 
may  bring  about  a  long-term  change  in  Rus- 
sian policy,  a  drawing  in  of  the  tentacles  to 
concentrate  on  the  Internecine  warfare  in  the 
Kremlin. 

We  can  be  sure  that  there  will  be  a  struggle 
for  power,  no  matter  what  official  reports  are 
made  available  on  this  side  of  the  Iron 
Curtain.  In  all  of  history  no  dictator  has 
peacefully  passed  on  his  power  to  a  succes- 
sor. Stalin  himself  took  control  of  Russia 
only  after  years  of  savage  civil  strife  follow- 
ing the  incapacity  of  Lenin.  No  supreme 
board  of  directors  or  other  oligarchy  in  the 
pattern  of  the  Politburo  will  be  able  to  as- 
sume permanent  control  of  the  Communist 
world.  There  must  be  a  single  tyrant,  or 
eventually  there  will  be  none  at  all. 

EKirlng  this  period  of  transition,  the  free 
world,  and  especially  the  United  States,  mu.st 
not  relax  Its  efforts  to  continue  to  mobilize 
to  preserve  freedom.  None  of  us  must  yield 
to  the  temptation  to  conclude  that  dangers 
have  passed.  No  greater  opportunity  will 
ever  be  presented  to  us  to  weaken  the  Rus- 
sian hold  on  satellite  powers.  Now  Is  the 
time  for  our  psychological  warfare  to  be  put 
in  high  gear,  to  relentlessly  take  advantage 
of  a  turn  In  the  corner  of  history. 

This,  as  never  before,  is  a  time  for  unity  In 
the  free  world,  and  in  the  United  States  as 
the  free  world's  leader.  There  can  be  no  ex- 
cuse for  partisanship,  and  men  in  positions  of 
responsibility  should  weigh  their  words  and 
deeds  with  the  knowledge  that  the  future  of 
human  freedom  may  be  within  their  power 
of  decision. 

Free  men  everywhere  have  a  God-given  op- 
portunity to  turn  the  tide  of  history  with- 
out the  catastrophic  bloodletting  which  we 
all  have  feared. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PROVIDING  FOR  INSPECmON  OP 
THE  VETERANS'  ADMINISTRA- 
TION 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
I  call  up  the  resolution  (H.  Res.  34)  to 
conduct  an  inspection  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  and  ask  for  its  immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows ; 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Veter- 
ans' Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  sub- 
committee, is  authorized  and  directed  to 
conduct  an  inspection  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration with  a  particular  view  to  de- 
termining the  efficiency  of  ths  adminlstrii- 
tlon  and  operation  of  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration   inst.iUations. 

The  comiT.ittee  shall  report  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  House 
is  not  in  st'ssion),  as  soon  as  practicable 
during  the  jjresent  Congress,  the  results  of 
its  inspection,  together  with  such  recom- 
mendations fur  legislalicn  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  the 
committee,  or  any  subcommittee  therci  f, 
is  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  tlie  pres- 
ent Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within 
the  United  States,  whether  or  not  the  House 
is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  to  require  the  at- 
tendance of  such  witnesses  and  the  produc- 
tion of  such  records,  documents,  and  papers, 
to  administer  oaths,  and  to  take  such  testi- 
mony a^  it  ceems  necessary.  Subpenas  may 
be  i.-^sued  ur.der  the  signature  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  or  by  any  member 
designated  l)y  such  chairman,  and  may  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  seeing 
to  it  that  the  legislation  over  which  it 
has  jurisdiction,  once  enacted  into  law, 
is  properly  administered;  and  to  other- 
wise keep  careful  check  upon  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
This  is  the  usual  resolution  which 
gives  this  important  committee  the  au- 
thority to  conduct  proper  investigations 
into  the  various  activities  and  facilities 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi   [Mr.  Col- 

MER]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  have  the 
attention  of  the  gentlewoman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs,  if  I  may,  to 
inquire  whether  it  is  the  purpose  of  this 
resolution  to  look  into  all  phases  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  or  into  any 
particular  phase,  and  particularly 
whether  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  commit- 
tee to  look  into  and  investigate  the  ques- 
tion of  veterans'  housing  about  which  so 
many  of  us  have  had  so  many  complaints. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
assiire  the  gentleman  that  it  is.  Six  sub- 
committees were  appointed.  There  is 
one  subcommittee  which  has  been  estab- 


lished for  housing.    I  think  a  great  deal 
can  be  accomplished  in  that  way. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Then  it  is  the  purpose 
to  investigate  that  phase — the  housing 
angle — of  the  Administration? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes; 
that  is  the  purpose.  It  is  the  purpose  to 
investigate  all  of  the  six  businesses  that 
are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  I  would  like  to 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  we  have  a  very 
fine  committee.  The  members  are  very 
much  interested  in  these  questions,  and 
are  very  thorough  in  their  work. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
woman. I  tiiink  she  will  find  there  is 
ample  room  for  investigation  there. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  SecrestI. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  is  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Ayres).  Al- 
ready, even  in  advance  of  this  resolution, 
he  IS  making  a  careful  investigation  of 
the  whole  hou.sing  problem  and  especially 
at  the  present  time  with  respect  to  the 
proper  interest  rate  on  loans  guaranteed 
under  the  veterans'  legislation.  I  think 
this  bill  will  result  in  millions  of  dollars 
of  economy  and  at  the  same  time  enable 
us  to  give  far  better  service  to  the  vet- 
erans themselves.  The  best  example  of 
that  is  the  result  of  the  Teague  investi- 
gation, which  was  made  during  the  last 
Congress  and  resulted  in  the  Korean  GI 
bill  of  rights  being  100  percent  better 
than  the  bill  which  was  passed  for 
World  War  II  veterans. 

Mr.  COLMER.  May  I  ask  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  who  IS  a  great  friend  of  the  vet- 
erans themselves  if  he  will  be  a  member 
of  this  committee? 

Mr.  SECREST.  I  will  be  a  member  of 
the  hospital  committee  and  also  of  the 
pensions  and  compensation  committee. 
I  am  a  member  of  two  subcommittees. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  am  very  anxious  for 
the  appropriate  subcommittee  to  look 
into  this  question  of  veterans'  housing, 
construction,  and  the  bypassing,  and  so 
on,  about  which  we  have  received  so 
many  complaints. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Under  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Veterans'  Committee — and  I 
commend  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chu.sett5  IMi-s.  Rogers  1  for  appointing 
the.'^e  subcommittees  instead  of  trying 
to  keep  the  ".'uole  committee  in  her  own 
hands — under  that  there  will  be  no  angle 
of  the  \?tera.is'  program  that  will  not 
be  i-xpl.T.ea,  and  explored  to  the  end  that 
the  vet-^r  n  will  be  served  better  and  the 
taxpayti  .'  money  is  not  wasted. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennyslvania. 

Mr.  BONIN.  I  happen  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Housing.  We 
had  a  meeting  this  morning.  We  are  all 
set  to  go  out  into  the  field  already,  in 
order  to  determine  exactly  what  can  be 
done  for  the  veterans  on  this  question 
of  housing. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
that  information. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  past  In- 
vestigations by  this  committee  have  re- 


sulted In  savings  of  millions  and  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  yet.  at  the  same  time, 
this  committee  has  never  used  the  total 
funds  appropriated  to  it,  and  has  re- 
turned a  great  portion  of  such  funds  to 
the  House.  The  investigations  that  have 
been  conducted  in  the  past  by  this  com- 
mittee have  been  veiy  economical  ones 
and  have  paid  great  results. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  Kcntleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  .ike  to  ask 
thp  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  a 
question.  In  view  of  the  colloquy  that  has 
pone  on  about  the  investigations  con- 
cerning veterans'  housing.  I  think  I 
know  the  state  of  mind  of  those  who  par- 
ticipr.ted;  but.  in  order  that  there  be  no 
misunderstanding,  if  my  inference  is 
correct,  the  purpos?  of  the  investigation 
is  to  bring  about  conditions  that  would 
be  for  the  best  interests  of  the  veterans; 
is  that  right? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachi  !.etts.  Oh, 
yes.  A  great  many  houses  were  improp- 
erly built,  and  the  veterans  were  over- 
charged. I  think  it  will  result  in  very 
p-eat  benefit  to  the  veterans.  It  has 
done  so  already,  but  there  is  stiU  much 
work  to  be  done. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  thi?  House  has  no  ob- 
jection, I  would  like  to  insert  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks  the  personnel  of  the  com- 
mittees that  are  hardiing  these  investi- 
gations. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  the  extension  may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  matter  referred  to  follows:) 

SUBCOM  ^rrTEES 

ADMlUnSTUATlON    AND    nN.M»CE    Ztt    THE 

VmRANS'  ADMINISTRATION 

E  Ross  Adal-.  Indiana,  chairman;  Paul  A. 
Pino.  New  York;  Albert  W.  Cretella,  Con- 
necticut; James  A.  Byrne,  Pennsylvania; 
Armlstead  I.  Selden,  Jr..  Alabama. 

COMPENSATION    AKD  PENSION 

Edmund  P.  Radvv-an  New  Yor?-.  chairman; 
John  P.  Saylor.  Peniisylvanla;  William  3. 
Mailliard,  California;  W.  J.  Bryan  Dora. 
South  Carolina;  Robeit  T.  Secrest,  Ohio. 

EDUCATION    AND   TRAINING 

William  L.  Springer.  lUlnola.  chairman; 
E  Roes  Adair,  Indiana;  Edmund  P.  Radwan, 
Ne-7  York;  Olln  E.  T'-ague.  Texas;  Harlan 
Hagan,  California. 

HOSPITALS 

Bernard  W.  (Pat)  Kearney.  New  York. 
chairman;  John  P.  Saylor.  Pennsylvania; 
Peter  Frellnghuysen,  Jr..  New  Jersey;  Wil- 
liam S.  Mailliard.  California;  Albert  W.  Cre- 
tella. Connecticut;  Joe  L.  Evlns.  Tennessee; 
Robert  T.  Secrest,  Ohio;  Elizabeth  Kee,  West 
Virginia;  George  S.  Long,  LouLsl&na. 

HOXTSINO 

William  H  Ayres.  Ohio,  chairman;  Winston 
L  Prouty.  Vermont;  Edward  J.  Bonin,  Penn- 
sylvania; Olln  E.  Tea^'ue.  Texas;  Ed  Edmond- 
Bon,  Oklahoma. 

INSTJHANCr 

Winston  L.  Prouty,  Vermont,  chairman; 
Edward  T.  Bonln,  Pennsylyania;  Paul  A.  Flno, 
New  York;  D.  R.  (Billy)  Matthews,  Florida; 
Armlstead  I.  Seldeu.  Jr.,  Alabama. 

SPANISH    WAR 

Russell  V.  Mack,  Washington,  chairman; 
Peter  Frellnghuysen.  Jr.,  New  Jersey;  Paul  A. 
Flno.  New  York;  George  S.  Long.  Louiaiana; 
Brady  Gentry.  Texas. 


Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  strongly 
support  the  resolution  offered  by  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Last  month  this  House  voted  down  the 
Teague  amendment  to  the  supplemental 
appropriations  bill,  which  would  have  re- 
stored $10  million  in  badly  needed  funds 
for  VA  hospitals.  I  am  sure  those  Mem- 
bers who  voted  against  that  amendment 
did  not  realize  how  seriously  lack  of 
fimds  is  affecting  our  war  veterans,  who 
need  and  deserve  adequate  hospital  care. 

I  am  including  with  my  remarks  a  let- 
ter from  Dr.  R.  G.  De  Voe,  manager  of 
the  Bronx  Veterans'  Hospital  in  my  con- 
gressional district.  Dr.  De  Voe  points 
out  very  clearly  and  forcefully  what  re- 
ductions in  funds  have  meant  at  just  one 

hospital. 

Pebrxjaht    26,    1953. 

Hon.  Sidney  A.  Pine, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Washington,    D.    C. 
Dear  Mr.  Fine:  Regarding  your  inquiry  i^A 
to  th^"  effects  of  reduction  of  funds  for  op- 
eration of  this  hospital,  the  following  is  sub- 
mitted: 

Prior  to  August  1952.  the  personnel  ceil- 
ing for  this  hospital  was  2,043.  excluding 
staff  for  research.  In  October  we  were  noti- 
fied by  our  central  office  that  effective  No- 
vember 4.  1952,  our  celling  would  be  reduced 
to  1,931.  This  meant  a  reduction  of  112 
positions.  This  reduction  of  staff  was  a 
result  of  a  cut  of  some  $31,000,000  from  the 
Veterans'  Administration  medical  budget. 

As  one  of  the  larger  VA  general,  medical, 
and  surgical  hospitals,  we  assumed  a  share  of 
this  cut  In  funds.     Our  hospital,  operating 
1.558    beds.    Is    one    of    the    large    teaching 
centers  In  the  Veterans'  Administration.    In 
1946  a  committee,  composed  of  the  deans  of 
the   six   medical   schools,    was   organized   to 
guide  the  training  of  resident  physicians  in 
all  the  specialties  of  medicine  and  surgery 
with  the  exception  of  obstetrics  and  pediat- 
rics.    A  staff  of  consultants  and  attendings, 
unmatched  perhaps  anywhere  In  the  world, 
was    appointed    to    supervise    the    care    and 
treatment  of  our  patients  and  assist  in  the 
educational  program.     With  this  wealth  of 
professional  talent  and  because  of  our  loca- 
tion, this  hospital  was  designated  as  a  center 
for  treatment  In  many  of  the  medical  and 
surgical  specialties.     Difficult  cases  are  sent 
to   us  from   all  over   the  United  States  for 
diagnosis    and    specialized    treatment.       In 
taking  our  place  alongside  other  great  med- 
ical centers  In  New  York  City,  It  was  possible 
for  us  to  gather  an  outstanding  staff,  both 
professional  and  nonprofessional.  Interested 
In  the  atUlnment  and  perpetuation  of  the 
Veterans'    Administration    goal    of    medical 
service  second  to  none. 

The  one  factor  that  has  plagued  us  In  con- 
tinuing our  service  has  been  the  uncertainty 
of  financial  support  which  has  manifested  it- 
self In  reductions  of  our  staff  because  of  cuts 
In  appropriations.  In  1950  we  suffered  a 
severe  cut  and  at  that  time  lost  many  fine 
people  who  felt  that  the  high  Ideals  of  the 
VA  hospital  program  were  being  sacrificed. 
We  managed  to  weather  this  storm  but  again, 
last  November,  we  were  told  that  we  must 
cut  our  staff  by  112  positions. 

During  the  time  between  1950  and  1952 
we  had  voluntarily  reallned  our  staff  by 
reducing  to  a  bare  minimum  the  adminis- 
trative and  semlprofesslonal  groups  and 
transferring  positions  to  our  nursing  and 
other  professional  staff.  When  we  were  told 
to  reduce  our  staff  again  In  1962,  we  knew 
that  to  reduce  the  nonprofessional  staff 
ftirther  would  endanger  the  safety  of  our 
patients  and  personnel  alike  and  might  cre- 
ate chaos  In  our  organizational  structure. 
Nothing  remained  but  to  reduce  our  bed 
capacity  and  other  services  to  otir  patients. 


My  staff  and  I  sincerely  believed  that  it 
would  be  tragic  to  water  down  the  quality 
of  medical  care,  so  we  proceeded  to  reduce 
the  quantity.  Since  November,  with  the 
help  of  our  central  office,  we  have  been  able 
to  remedy  some  situations  but  others  remain 
the  same. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-five  beds  remain 
closed.  This  constitutes  the  bed  capacity  of 
the  plastic  stirgery  ward,  the  women's  ward, 
including  new  female  tuberculosis  section, 
one  closed  neuropsychlatric  ward,  and  a  new 
tuberculosis  isolation  unit. 

One  operating  room  suite,  representing 
three -eighths  of  the  operating  room  space, 
was  closed  In  order  to  save  five  positions. 
After  approximately  1  month,  during  which 
time  backlog  and  waiting  list  cases  became 
overly  heavy  and  pressure  increased,  we 
opened  the  operating  rooms  at  the  expense 
of  five  personnel  drawn  from  other  hospital 
services  which  could  111  afford  to  lose  them 
and  by  use  of  overtime  in  our  nursing  staff. 
This  has  resulted  in  (1)  decreased  elevator 
service  which  is  now  a  source  of  continuous 
complaint;  (2)  decreased  messenger  service, 
which  makes  communication  difficult  and 
uncertain;  (3)  inability  on  the  part  of  the 
engineer  and  laundry  to  provide  certain  serv- 
ices previously  offered  and  which  now  reflect 
in  Increased  budget  costs. 

The  opening  of  these  operating  rooms  also 
served  to  increase  nursing  workload  on  the 
wards  beyond  that  contemplated  at  the  time 
that  125  beds  were  withdrawn.  For  that 
reason  we  now  feel  that  more  than  thia 
number  should  have  been  dropped  from 
the  operating  bed  service  in  order  to  provide 
better  nursing  coverage  for  the  remaining 
beds.  As  a  result  of  the  continuous  pressure 
under  which  our  nurses  are  working,  resig- 
nations have  increased  and  recruitment  haa 
become  more  difficult.  Many  committed  in 
recruitment  programs  have  canceled  their 
commitments.  They  give  as  their  reason 
rumors  of  our  overworked  nursing  staff,  as 
well  as  continuously  unsettled  VA  budgetary 
conditions  which  make  the  headlines  every  so 
often.  Since  a  great  many  institutions  In 
this  area  are  now  paying  salaries  equal  to  or 
better  than  that  which  the  VA  now  offers,  the 
former  attraction  on  the  straight  pecuniary 
basis  no  longer  helps  us  to  recruit.  Three 
of  the  13  nurses  in  the  operating  room  dis- 
affected by  present  conditions  have  asked 
for  transfer. 

As  an  Indication  of  the  pressure  on  tli« 
surgical  service  at  the  present  time,  the 
turnover  on  this  service  was  108  percent  la 
the  month  of  January.  The  psychiatric 
service  was  forced  to  reduce  its  facilities  for 
shock  treatment  by  33  percent  and  Its  bed 
capacity  for  the  care  of  new.  acutely  dis- 
turbed mental  patients,  including  Korean 
battle  casualties,  by  50  percent,  and  we  have 
been  unable  to  provide  any  relief. 

Pour-hundred-odd  paraplegics  in  the  area 
who  depend  on  this  hospital  for  surgical 
treatment  for  recurrent  pain,  urinary  tofec- 
tion,  skin  ulcer,  etc.,  are  all  seriously  and 
dangerously  affected.  Our  paraplegic  serv- 
ice is  so  crowded  that  we  have  difficulty  In 
finding  room  for  service-connected  patients, 
ijt  is  almost  impossible  to  give  any  service 

2iow  to  fion -service-connected  cases.  Non- 
ervlce-connected  paraplegics  do  not  receive 
yapproprlate  treatment  at  any  other  place  In 
/'  this  area,  and  their  condition  is  a  death  sen- 
tence In  the  absence  of  such  treatment  as 
only  the  VA,  with  the  exception  of  the  Rusk 
Institute  of  RehabUitation  at  Its  high  cost, 
can  give.  Due  to  the  terrific  pressure  and 
workload  on  our  acute  paraplegic  ward,  we 
have  recently  found  It  necessary  once  again 
to  request  central  office  to  furnish  us  7  or  8 
additional  nursing  positions  to  protect  the 
quality  of  care,  and  at  the  same  time  pro- 
vent  utter  demoralization  of  the  nursing 
service  which  must  work  under  these  severe 
and  trying  conditions. 
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A  special  tuberculosis  service.  Just  com- 
pleted at  a  coet  $100,000.  Is  not  In  use  be- 
cause of  lack  of  funds  and  personnel  in- 
tended for  its  operation. 

We  were  forced  to  curtail  our  follow-up 
clinic.  This  clinic,  set  up  to  check  patients 
who,  although  no  longer  in  need  of  hospital 
care  and  occupancy  of  a  bed,  required  fol- 
low-up examinations  to  prevent  recurrence 
of  Illness  and  to  gather  medical  knowledge 
for  the  Veterans'  Administration  and  society 
in  general.  It  is  limited  now  only  to  those 
who,  in  the  Judgment  of  our  physicians, 
most  drastically  need  the  follow-up  service. 
Borderline  cases  which  may  or  may  not  flare 
up  again  cannot  be  checked. 

Reductions  in  force  such  as  these.  In  addi- 
tion to  their  direct  result  of  curtailing  serv- 
ices to  veterans,  have  the  insidious  effect  of 
destroying  confidence  and  esprit  de  corps  of 
a  very  fine  staff.  The  situation  might  have 
been  much  worse  If  it  weren't  for  the  loyalty 
of  our  remaining  staff  who  have,  by  their 
Ingenuity  and  Just  plain  hard  work,  carried 
on  in  the  face  of  this  demoralizing  cut. 
Very  truly  yours, 

R.  G.  Dk  Voe,  M.  D.,  Manager. 

The  Bronx  Veterans'  Hospital  is  one 
of  the  oldest  and  finest  in  the  country, 
and  Dr.  De  Voe  is  widely  recognized  as 
an  outstanding  manager.  I  have  re- 
ceived many,  many  letters  from  my  dis- 
trict commending  Dr.  De  Voe  and  the 
entire  staff  of  the  hospital  for  their 
ability  and  selfless  devotion  to  duty.  I 
know  that  they  have  done  the  very  best 
job  possible  under  diflBcult  circum- 
stances. Lack  of  funds  has  caused  a 
serious  reduction  in  facilities  available 
to  veterans  in  the  Bronx,  where  we  are 
blessed  with  inspired  leadership  and  out- 
standing ability ;  the  situation  must  be  a 
great  deal  worse  at  many  other  veterans" 
hospitals. 

I  am  sure  that  every  Member  of  the 
House  agrees  that  the  least  we  can  do 
for  our  disabled  veterans  is  to  pro- 
vide them  with  adequate  hospital  care. 
There  are  many  places  where  economies 
can  be  made,  but  we  certainly  should  not 
renege  on  a  solemn  debt  to  the  men  who 
fought  our  wars.  The  cost  of  adequate 
medical  care  for  these  men  is  small  in- 
deed when  compared  to  the  sacrifices 
they  made  for  their  country. 

I  am  confident  that  the  House  will  vote 
adequate  funds  for  veterans'  hospitals 
when  the  Members  are  aware  of  the  real 
need  that  exists.  This  investigation  can 
perform  a  valuable  service  by  pointing 
out  that  need. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Pine]  may  extend 
his  remarks  on  the  resolution  just  passed 
at  that  point  in  the  Record  following  my 
remarks  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


INVESTIGATION  AFFECTING  PRO- 
DUCTION OR  CONSUMPTION  OP 
NEWSPRINT  BY  THE  INTERSTATE 
AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE  COM- 
MITTEE 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker. 

by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  126  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  acting  as  a 
whole  or  by  subcommittee,  is  authorized  and 
directed    to   conduct    an    investigation    of — 

( 1 )  the  ciirrent  and  prospective  consump- 
tion of  newsprint  and  other  papers  used  in 
the  printing  of  newspapers,  magazines,  or 
such  other  publications  as  are  admitted  to 
second-clas.'i  mailing  privileges; 

(2)  the  current  and  prospective  produc- 
tion and  supply  of  such  papers,  factors  af- 
fecting such  production  and  supply,  and 
possibilities  of  additional  prcxluctlon  through 
the  use  of  alternate  source  materials; 

(3)  the  ficillties  which  are  or  will  be  de- 
voted to  thi;  production  of  such  papers,  and 
policies  relating  to  the  expansion  of  such 
facilities; 

(4)  the  exports  and  Imports  of  such  papers, 
and  policies  related  thereto,  including  gov- 
ernmental export  allocations:   and 

(5)  the  availability  and  adequacy  of  the 
supply  of  Kuch  papers  to  the  several  con- 
sumers, particularly  the  smaller  newspapers, 
and  governmental  and  other  policies  relating 
thereto. 

The  committee  may  report  to  the  House 
from  time  to  time  the  results  of  its  Investi- 
gation, with  such  recommendations  for  leg- 
islation or  otherwise  as  the  committee  deems 
desirable,  and  shall,  t>efore  the  expiration 
of  the  present  Congress,  submit  to  the  House 
a  final  report.  Any  report  submitted  when 
the  House  is  not  In  session  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

For  purposes  of  carrying  out  the  provi- 
sions of  this  resolution,  the  committee,  or 
any  subcommittee  thereof,  Is  authorized  to 
sit  and  act  during  the  present  Congress  at 
such  times  and  places  within  or  outside 
the  United  States,  whether  the  House  is  In 
session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
hold  such  hearings,  to  require  the  attend- 
ance of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  correspondence,  memoranda, 
papers,  and  documents,  by  subpena  or  other- 
wise, and  to  take  such  testimony,  as  It  deems 
necessary.  Subpenas  shall  be  Issued  over 
the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  may  be  served  by  any  person 
designated  by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  resolution  gives  specific  authority  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  either  by  subcommittee 
or  full  committee,  to  conduct  an  investi- 
gation of  the  supply  of  newsprint  and 
other  paper  used  in  the  publication  field. 
This  is  tlie  same  committee  which  has 
been  in  existence  for  some  little  time, 
and  has  accomplished  such  great  results 
to  the  benefit  of  the  publishing  industry 
of  the  United  States.  A  proper  paper 
supply  is  a  matter  that  is  of  great  im- 
portance, not  only  to  the  publishing  in- 
dustry, but  also  to  our  entire  population. 

I  might  add  that  in  the  past  this  com- 
mittee through  its  efforts  has  already 
brought  about  a  great  increase  in  paper 
production  here  in  the  United  States, 
especially  in  the  Southland.  However 
there  is  still  a  great  deal  oX  work  for  this 


committee  to  do.  Under  the  able  leader- 
ship of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
I  Mr.  WoLVERTON  ] ,  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee, who  has  had  some  10  years  of 
experience  with  the  paper-supply  prob- 
lem, I  am  sure  a  great  deal  more  good 
can  be  accomplished. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Col- 
mer). 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
no  requests  for  time  on  this  side. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
my  attention  has  been  called  by  the  Par- 
liamentarian to  an  error  which  appears 
in  the  resolution  on  page  3.  hne  1.  that 
the  word  "shall"  should  be  changed  to 
"may." 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment 
for  this  purpose. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bbown  of  Ohio: 
Page  3,  line  1,  strike  out  the  word  "shall "  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "may." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
support  the  pa.ssage  of  House  Resolution 
126,  now  before  the  House.  The  purpose 
of  the  resolution  is  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  on  the  whole  subject  of  newsprint, 
including  current  and  prospective  pro- 
duction and  consumption,  the  factors 
affecting  production  and  supply,  the 
possibilities  of  additional  production 
through  the  use  of  alternate  source  ma- 
terials, the  expansion  of  domestic  facili- 
ties of  production,  and  the  formulation 
of  export  and  import  policies,  including 
governmental  export  allocations.  The 
whole  purpose  being  to  Insure  availability 
and  adequacy  of  the  supply  of  such  paper 
to  all  consumers,  particularly  the  smaller 
newspapers. 

This  resolution  Is  similar  in  Its  au- 
thority with  respect  to  newsprint  as  was 
contained  In  the  resolutions  passed  by 
the  House  in  several  previous  instances, 
except  that  this  resolution  relates  only 
to  newsprint  while  the  others,  in  addi- 
tion to  newsprint,  also  covered  a  study 
of  brand  names  and  material  specifica- 
tions in  certain  manufactured  articles. 
The  necessity  for  the  latter  authority  has 
ceased  to  exist,  but  the  necessity  for  con- 
tinued study  of  the  whole  subject  of 
newsprint  continues  to  exist. 

Newsprint  is  not  specifically  designated 
as  one  of  the  subjects  coming  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
as  set  forth  in  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1946.  but  historically,  as  evidenced  by 
the  several  resolutions  passed  by  previous 
Congresses  conferring  similar  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  committee,  it  has  been 
generally  recognized  as  coming  within 
the  purview  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
committee  over  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  in  general.  In  other  words, 
although  not  enumerated  by  name  in  the 
act  of  1946,  it  requires  no  strained  inter- 
pretation of  the  term  "commerce"  to  In- 
clude it  naturally  and  properly  as  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee.  It  is 
Identical  with  the  jurisdiction  over  other 
commodities  entering  into  interstate 
commerce.    Thus,  as  I  have  already  said. 


It  has  been  historically  so  considered  aU 
through  the  years,  both  before  as  well  as 
after  the  passage  of  the  Reorganization 

Act. 

The  present  situation  with  respect  to 
newsprint  requires  that  the  committee 
shall  continue  its  study.  While  it  is  felt 
that  much  good  has  resulted  from  previ- 
ous studies  made  by  committee  investi- 
^alion-s,  yet  there  remains  much  more 
to  be  done.  This  is  particularly  true 
with  respect  to  finding  ways  and  means 
of  providing  domestic  or  other  sources 
of  .supply  that  will  not  leave  our  con- 
sumers dependent  upon  Canada.  Four- 
fifths  of  our  supply  now  comes  from  that 
one  country.  It  therefore  leaves  us  at 
the  mercy  of  Canada  both  as  to  quantity 
and  price.  Under  these  conditions  the 
price  has  been  steadily  rising. 

Wliile  it  is  true  that  there  has  been 
considerate  attention  given  to  us  by  Ca- 
nadian producers,  yet  the  fact  remains 
we  .should  not  be  left  entirely  at  their 
mercy  in  this  imjxjrtant  matter,  nor, 
continue  in  a  state  of  helplessness.  It  is 
time  that  our  domestic  resources  should 
be  built  up,  or  at  least  that  some  alter- 
nate source  of  supply  be  found. 

Thus,  the  purpose  of  this  resolution 
Is  to  continue  our  .studies  of  all  the  fac- 
tors and  elements  that  enter  into  the 
production  and  supply  of  this  important 
item  of  real  necessity  in  a  democracy 
such  a.s  ours. 

This  investigation,  I  assure  the  House, 
will  not  be  conducted  in  an  antagonistic 
manner  toward  oui  Canadian  friends  nor 
anyone  else,  but  with  the  single  purpose 
of  ascertaining  what  can  and  should  be 
done  to  give  our  consumers  an  adequate 
supply  of  newsprint  at  a  reasonable  and 
fair  price. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  House 
Resolution  126  was  introduced  by  Mr. 
WoLVEUTON,  the  cnairman  of  our  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. It  provid«?s  that  our  committee 
he  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
investigations  with  reference  to  the 
newsprint  situation  in  the  United  States. 
I  support  this  resolution.  Our  commit- 
tee, composed  of  30  Members  of  this  Con- 
pres.s,  unanimously  supports  this  resolu- 
tion. 

I  want  to  commend  the  Rules  Com-^ 
mittec  in  reporting  the  resolution,  and  I 
can  say  to  the  House  that  it  is  a  most 
important  program,  as  the  question  of 
newsprint  vitally  affects  the  newspaper 
industry  and  thu.s  one  of  our  basic  prin- 
ciples in  America,  the  freedom  of  the 
pre.ss. 

Our  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Por- 
cicrn  Commerce  has  had  the  jurisdiction 
over  the.  question  of  newsprint  under  the 
authority  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946.  It  comes  under  the  subject  of 
Interstate  and  FH^reign  Commeixe  gen- 
erally. However,  under  the  broad  gen- 
eral authority  of  our  committee,  we  have 
had  jurisdiction  over  this  subject  matter 
many  years  before  the  Reorganization 
Act  adopted  by  ihis  Congress  in  1946. 

The  question  as  to  the  reasons  for  this 
special  resolution  and  why  the  matter 
of  new.sprint  does  not  come  under  the 
general  resolution:  This  Is  primarily  be- 
cause historically  the  subject  matter  has 
come  within  our  committee  jurisdiction 


but  is  not  s[>ecLfically  designated  under 
the  act.  Because  of  the  continuous  con- 
cern with  the  subject,  it  is  necessary  to 
give  emphasis  to  our  supply,  production 
and  consumption  of  newsprint,  and  re- 
lated problems  thereto. 

It  is  amazing  that  we  are  virtually  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Canadian  producers  of 
newsprint.  Eighty  percent  or  more  of 
the  newsprint  used  in  the  United  States 
comes  from  Canada.  As  a  result  of  this 
committee's  action,  the  industry  has 
benefited  tremendously.  We  now  have 
some  new  mills  in  this  country  and  par- 
ticularly in  the  South  and  others  being 
considered. 

The  question  of  adequate  supply  im- 
mediately and  in  the  future  continues  Uj 
warrant  careful  consideration.  The 
gravity  of  this  problem  makes  it  impera- 
tive that  our  committee  be  authorized  to 
continue  investigation  in  the  protection 
of  newspapers  and  the  general  public  as 
well  as  the  welfare  of  the  country. 

I  should  like  also  to  emphasize  the 
necessity  of  our  committee  having  au- 
thority in  connection  with  this  investiga- 
tion not  only  within  but  outside  the 
United  States  as  provided  in  this  reso- 
lution. There  are  many  reasons  why 
such  jurisdiction  should  be  authorized. 
Not  only  is  Canada  the  subject  of  inves- 
tigation in  this  program  but  it  is  neces- 
sary to  go  into  other  countries  and  par- 
ticularly where  there  are  related  prod- 
ucts necessary  in  the  production  of  news- 
print. It  is  important  that  we  endeavor 
In  interest  the  development  of  this  pro- 
gram in  such  a  way  that  the  industry  will 
be  benefited  by  it  as  it  has  been  bene- 
fited by  the  action  of  this  committee 
over  the  past  several  years. 

I  can  assure  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
this  is  not  only  a  problem  that  needs  at- 
tention, but  one  that  we  must  give  our 
careful  and  continuous  study  and  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


INVESTIGATIONS  AND  STUDIES  BY 

COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND 

FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  127  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  effective  from  January  3, 
1953,  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  may  make  such  Investiga- 
tions and  studies  as  it  deems  advisable  with 
respect  to  any  matter  within  its  Jurisdiction. 
For  the  purposes  of  such  investigations  and 
studies  the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  may  sit, and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within  or 
outside  the  United  States,  whether  the  House 
Is  In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  such  hearings,  and  to  require,  by 
Bubpena  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  and 
testimony  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  such  books,  records,  correspond- 
ence, memoranda,  papers,  and  documents, 
as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be 
issued  under  the  signattire  of  the  chairman 
Of  the  committee  or  any  member  of  the  com- 


mittee designated  by  him,  and  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member. 

The  committee  may  report  to  the  House 
at  any  time  during  the  present  Congress  the 
results  of  any  investigation  or  study  made 
under  authority  of  this  resolution,  together 
with  such  recommendations  as  it  deems  ap- 
propriate. Any  such  report  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  House  is 
not  in  session. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
first  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
WoLVERTON],  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
be  permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  on 
this  resolution,  also  on  House  Resolution 
126. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks on  the  pending  resolution  and  also 
to  extend  my  remarks  on  the  newsprint 
resolution  immediately  following  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 

I  Mr.  WOLVERTON]. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  resolution  simply  gives  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce the  usual  authority  to  conduct  in- 
vestigations in  regard  to  the  matters 
which  come  under  its  direct  jurisdiction. 
This  is  the  typical  resolution  which  is 
necessary  to  comply  with  the  terms  and 
requirements  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1947. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
House  Resolution  127.  83d  Congress,  gives 
the  committee  general  authority  to  con- 
duct investigations  into  the  subject  mat- 
ters which  were  assigned  to  it  by  the  Leg- 
islative Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  and 
provides  that  the  committee  or  any  sub- 
committee may  sit  at  any  place  within  or 
without  the  United  States  whether  or 
not  the  House  is  in  session  or  has  ad- 
journed. It  clothes  the  committee  with 
subpena  power. 

This  resolution  merely  grants  the  same 
authority  as  has  been  given  the  com- 
mittee in  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses  by 
House  Resolution  107,  81st  Congress,  and 
Hoiise  Resolutions.- 51  and  323,  82d 
Congress. 

The  committee's  jurisdiction  is  broad 
and  is  outlined  by  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946  and  covers  the  following 
subjects: 

First.  Interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce generally. 

Second.  Regulation  of  interstate  and 
foreign  transportation,  except  transpor- 
tation by  water  not  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Third.  Regulation   of   interstate   and 
foreign  commimications. 
Fourth.  Civil  aeronautics. 
Fifth.  Weather  Bureau. 
Sixth.  Interstate    oil    compacts,    and 
petroleima  and  natural  gas,  except  on  the 
public  lands. 
Seventh.  Securities  and  exchanges. 
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Eighth.  Regulation  of  interstate  trans- 
mission of  power,  except  the  installation 
of  connections  between  Government 
water-power  projects. 

Ninth.  Railroad  labor  and  railroad 
retirement  and  unemployment,  except 
revenue  measures  relating  thereto. 

Tenth.  Public  health  and  quarantine. 

Eleventh.  Inland  waterways. 

Twelfth.  Bureau  of  Standards,  stand- 
ardization of  weights  and  measures,  and 
the  metric  system. 

Under  previous  resolutions  and  the 
Jurisdiction  conferred  by  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act,  this  committee  has  conducted 
a  number  of  highly  significant  investiga- 
tions into,  and  made  reports  upon,  such 
important  subjects,  among  others,  as  (a) 
petroleum,  and  assurances  of  supplies 
from  domestic  and  foreign  sources;  (b) 
national  transportation  policy;  (c)  civil 
aviation.  United  States  carriers'  overseas* 
operations,  international  barriers  upon 
the  free  flow  of  commerce,  and  aviation 
safety;  (d)  public  health,  including 
medical  care  systems  proposed  domesti- 
cally and  operating  in  foreign  nations; 
(e)  continued  operation  of  Inland 
Waterways;  and  (f)  agencies  falling 
within  the  legislative  jurisdiction  of  the 
committee. 

Refer  pages  2,  3,  House  Report  No. 
3251.  81st  Congress. 

Refer  House  Report  No.  1527,  82d 
Congress. 

There  is  no  diminution  in  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject  matter  covered  by 
these  continuing  investigations  and  sev- 
eral more  are  of  increased  magnitude. 
To  the  matters  of  petroleum,  aviation, 
transportation,  public  health,  and  for- 
eign commerce,  should  be  added  the 
growing  concern  over  the  effects  of  infla- 
tion on  railroad  retirement  benefits,  and 
specifically  in  comparison  with  social 
security  benefits.  It  goes  without  saying 
that  there  is  a  special  need  for  considera- 
tion of  the  administration  which  has 
been  given  by  the  agencies  falling  within 
the  committee's  legislative  jurisdiction. 

House  Resolution  127  gives  the  com- 
mittee general  authority  to  conduct  in- 
vestigations into  the  subject  matters 
which  fall  within  its  jurisdiction,  pro- 
vides that  the  committee  or  any  sub- 
committee may  sit  at  any  place  within 
or  without  the  United  States,  whether 
or  not  the  House  is  in  session  or  has 
adjourned,  and  clothes  the  committee 
with  subpena  power.  This  resolution 
merely  grants  the  identical  authority 
which  has  been  given  the  committee  in 
recent  sessions  of  the  Congress,  such  as 
House  Resolutions  51  and  323,  82d  Con- 
gress, and  House  Resolution  107,  81st 
Congress,  and  supplements  the  author- 
ity granted  by  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
zation Act  and  the  Rules  of  the  House. 

The  committee  ever  has  been  conscious 
of  its  duties  and  responsibilities  under 
the  Reorganization  Act  to  maintain  a 
careful  watchfulness  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  statutes  involving  subjects 
for  which  the  conunittee  has  legislative 
jurisdiction,  and  has  conducted  numer- 
ous examinations  in  this  field  so  that  it 
might  be  kept  current. 

Just  now  we  are  in  the  process  of 
reviewing  with  each  agency:  First,  Its 
jurisdiction;  second,  its  organization; 
third,  its  administrative  policies;  and. 


fourth,  such  changes  as  its  experience 
may  lead  it  to  believe  properly  should 
be  made.  Subsequently  we  shall  hear 
from  industry  on  the  same  policies  and 
operations. 

Such  review  is  primarily  upon  funda- 
mental issues  and  policies  and  not  UF>on 
procedural  details.  A  number  of  years 
has  passed  since  most  of  the  legislation 
was  enacted.  It  seems  most  appropri- 
ate, therefore,  now  to  review  them  in 
the  light  of  the  accumulated  experience 
of  these  years,  to  reexamine  the  basic 
purposes  underlying  the  statutes,  the 
reasons  prompting  their  original  enact- 
ment, their  continuing  application  and 
desirability,  the  changes  which  time  may 
have  shown  properly  should  be  made 
or  new  legislation  required,  all  from  the 
viewpoint  of  most  fully  and  effectively 
meeting  the  public  interest. 

I  should  like  to  proceed  for  a  few 
moments  upon  the  character  of  soire  of 
the  matters  which  are  being  developed  in 
this  review  and  upon  the  nature  of  some 
of  the  problems  requiring  further  inves- 
tigation and  examination.  In  such  way 
perhaps  I  may  best  illustrate  the  tre- 
mendously broad  scope  of  the  subjects 
assigned  to  the  committee  by  the  Reor- 
ganization Act,  many  of  which  transcend 
the  limits  of  the  continental  United 
States.  Under  the  conditions  of  today, 
and  the  emerging  trends  of  the  last  dec- 
ade or  so,  these  are  of  extreme  impor- 
tance. The  enormous  expansion  of  our 
internal  domestic  economy  naturally  ac- 
centuates the  problems  and  issues  which 
accompany  our  commerce  among  the 
several  States.  The  substantial  growth 
of  international  commerce,  transporta- 
tion, and  communication,  our  depend- 
ence on  foreign  supplies  for  our  enlarg- 
ing economy  and  national  defense,  and 
our  augmented  obligations  in  our  partici- 
pation in  and  leadership  of  world  affairs, 
enhance  the  need  for  constant  surveil- 
lance in  most  of  the  fields,  and  right  now 
demand  the  most  attentive  consideration 
of  many  of  the  fields  entrusted  to  us. 

I  shall  quickly  scan  some  of  the  major 
items  of  moment  under  the  12  topics  as- 
signed to  the  committee,  indicating  them, 
but  not  herein  attempting  to  express  any 
comment  on  the  nature  of  any  possible 
solution. 

1.    INTOISTATK  AND  FORZIGN  COMMERCE 
GENERAXXT 

There  is  a  vast  variety  of  subjects 
under  this  caption  Including  not  only 
those  which  are  readily  apparent,  but, 
even  such  diverse  topics  as  the  numer- 
ous claims  of  our  nationals  against  the 
funds  arising  from  the  operation  of  the 
OflBce  of  the  Alien  Property  Custodian 
under  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act; 
the  correct  labeling  of  furs,  fabrics,  and 
flammable  textiles;  advertising  gen- 
erally, and  fair  competition  under  laws 
administered  by  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission ;  and  the  activities  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce.  The  importance  of 
and  problems  connected  not  only  with 
our  interstate  commerce  but  also  with 
our  foreign  commerce,  cannot  and  should 
not  be  ignored. 

Illustrative  of  the  studies  which  this 
field  entails  is  that  of  the  matter  of  news- 
print. Today  we  are  dependent  upon 
Canada  for  nearly  four-fifths  of  our 
supply  and  have  successively  been  sub- 


jected to  increasing  prices  therefor. 
The  continued  availability  of  adequate 
supplies  to  meet  our  own  needs,  which 
are  more  than  half  of  those  of  the  world, 
involves  Canadian  and  Scandinavian  fa- 
cilities as  well  as  domestic.  The  draft 
on  the  basic  woodpulp  source  for  news- 
print furnished  includes  careful  perusal 
of  alternate  demands,  which  largely  are 
asserted  as  stimulants  of  the  price  in- 
creases. Specifically,  competition  from 
synthetic  fibers,  such  as  rayon,  has 
jumped  by  leaps  and  bounds,  being  some 
fourfold  greater  in  Europe  than  at  the 
end  of  the  war — chiefly  at  United  States 
instigation.  Alternate  or  new  sources  of 
woodpulp  need  study,  especially  in 
Alaska,  where  already  inroads  are  being 
made  by  cellulose  or  chemical  pulp 
plants  for  uses  other  than  newsprint. 
Consideration  of  alternate  materials  to 
woodpulp  comprises  materials  such  as 
bagasse,  on  which  a  plant  in  Peru  Is  now 
running,  and  others  in  Italy,  India,  and 
Egypt  are  under  construction  utilizing 
different  processes  which  may  permit  use 
of  cornstalks,  cotton,  and  the  like,  as 
well. 

2.  REGUT^TTON  OF  INTOISTATK  AND  TOSXICIf 
TRANSPORTATION,  EXCEPT  TRANSPORTATION  BT 
WATER  NOT  SUBJECT  TO  THE  JURISDICTION  Of 
THE    INTERSTATE   COMMERCX   COMMISSION 

Though  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
was  substantially  rewritten  In  1940,  there 
are  many  matters  of  policy  and  opera- 
tions significant  today :  The  competition 
among  the  various  modes  of  transporta- 
tion, whether  rail,  air,  motor,  water,  or 
pipeline;  protection  to  the  shipper  or 
user;  protection  to  the  various  carriers; 
preservation  of  the  inherent  advantages 
of  each  mode  of  transportation;  the 
equalization  of  competition,  through 
greater  or  less  regulation,  or  imposition 
of  user  charges  for  the  cost  of  facilities 
provided  by  use  of  public  funds ;  oppor- 
tunity for  one  carrier  to  operate  another 
form  of  transportation;  measures  for 
increased  safety;  the  adequacy  of  the 
national  transportation  system  for  de- 
fense; the  expedition  of  the  operations 
of  the  regulatory  bodies;  and  the  like. 

3.  REGULATION     OF     INTERSTATE     AND     rORXICN 

COMMUNICATIONS 

The  statute  as  It  relates  to  domestic 
operations,  was  given  intensive  study 
during  the  last  Congress,  and  amended 
along  procedural  lines.  Many  of  the  sub- 
stantive matters,  however,  continue  of 
vital  import,  such  as:  allocation  of  radio 
and  TV  stations,  including  clear  chan- 
nels; color  TV;  educational  TV;  sub- 
scription and  theater  TV;  and  the  divest- 
ment of  international  cable  and  radio 
facilities. 

Communications  are  by  no  means  en- 
tirely a  domestic  matter,  with  the  grow- 
ing television  usage  resulting  in  problems 
with  neighboring  countries,  and  radio 
communications  involving  the  use  of  the 
air  by  all  of  the  world.  While  we  are 
party  to  the  International  Telecommuni- 
cations Union,  and  various  international 
conventions,  numerous  infractions  of 
such  agreements  continue  to  occur. 

4.    CIVIL    AERONAUTICS 

While  the  Increasing  prominence  of 
aviation  goes  without  gainsaying,  the 
problems  which  concurrently  arise  are 
particularly  urgent,  some  of  them  being: 
improvements  to  safety;  separation  of 


air-mail  subsidy;  treatment  of  non- 
.scheduled  carriers;  continuing  promo- 
tion of  aviation,  and  competition  with 
other  forms  of  transport;  airport  con- 
struction; and  hazards  of  adjacency  to 
airports;  condemnation  of  air  space;  air- 
craft liability;  and  regulation  of  security 
issues. 

The  external  issues  are  likewise  mo- 
mentous, such  as:  determination  of 
overseas  routes;  the  operation  of  Amer- 
ican carriers  overseas,  their  foreign  com- 
petition, the  restrictions  placed  on  the 
free  flow  of  commerce  by  foreign  govern- 
ments, bilateral  agreements,  and  our 
participation  In  tlie  International  Civil 
Aeronautics  Organization;  the  increased 
competition  In  foreign  markets  for 
American  aircraft,  and  the  increased 
competition  from  foreign  production — 
jet  aircraft— there  and  here;  the  facill- 
tie.s  abroad  supplied  by  our  own  funds, 
and  charges  made  for  their  use  by  for- 
e\^n  governments;  international  rates, 
and  .separation  of  air-mall  subsidy;  and 
the  like. 

8.    WEATHER  BUREAU 

Even  this  seeming  more  or  less  routine 
subject  amazingly  has  become  fraught 
with  many  problems  growing  out  of  re- 
cent developments,  enhanced  by  the  war; 
and  the  Interesting  experiments  In  such 
fields  as  rainmaking  have  brought  with 
them  challenging  issues  of  the  sover- 
eignty over  a  cloud,  or  the  liability  which 
may  attend  a  man-made  rain. 

6.  INTERSTATE  OIL  COMPACTS,  AND  PETROLEUM 
AND  NATURAL  GAS,  EXCEPT  ON  THE  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

Every  situation  envisaged  In  the  vari- 
ous studies  and  reports  made  by  the  com- 
mittee in  the   80th   and  ensuing   Con- 
gre.sses  can  but  be  viewed  with  greater 
gravity  today,  especially  in  the  continued 
reliance  which  can  be  placed  upon  for- 
eign supplies,  and  the  Increased  foreign 
demand  which  may  be  made  on  domestic 
supplies.     The  Nation  currently  is  a  sub- 
stantial Importer,  rather  than  exporter 
of  petroleum,  though  there  apparently  Is 
a  rea.sonable  cushion  of  domestic  pro- 
duction which   might  be   brought  into 
play.    There   is   no   evidence,   however, 
that  this  would  be  adequate  for  the  de- 
mands of  the  Nation  under  emergency 
conditions.     Diligent  restudy  is  required 
of:   the  availability  of  nearby  sources, 
acces-slble  by  land,  such  as  Canada  and 
Mexico;  the  availability  of  sources  in  the 
Caribbean:  the  potential  effect  either  of 
the  loss  of  Middle  East  supply  sources. 
or  of  a  surplus  from  such  area  and  the 
resultant  upon  domestic  exploration  and 
development;  the  potential  expansion  of 
the  Par  East  fields  to  serve  the  Far  East, 
and  any  mitigation  of  the  present  heav>' 
depletion  of  California  resources  for  such 
market:   and  the  development  of  syn- 
thetic liquid  fuel  processes. 

Nor  Is  petroleum  solely  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. The  natural  gas  industry 
ha.s  magnified  tremendously  during  the 
la.'^t  few  years,  and  now  supplies  an 
amount  of  energy  equivalent  to  half  that 
supplied  by  petroleum.  With  such  ex- 
pansion, further  problems  have  arisen, 
s  jch  as:  safety  of  natural  gas  pipelines; 
regulation  of  security  Issues  of  natural 
J^as  companies;  adequacy  of  reserves 
available  for  use;  the  exercise  of  the 
ri{iht  of  eminent  domain;  the  issuance 


of  interim  certificates;  the  expediting 
of  rate  cases  and  other  applicants; 
and  administrative  policies  under  the 
statutes. 

7.    SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGES 

There  are  many  matters  of  great  con- 
cern In  this  area,  some  of  them  being: 
adequacy  of  the  current  protection  to 
customers  of  broker-dealers;  adequacy 
of  protection  to  Investors  In  investment 
companies;  effectiveness  of  the  prohibi- 
tions on  pools,  pegging,  and  manipula- 
tion, and  the  policing  of  such  practices; 
the  expediting  of  the  liquidation  of  the 
work  under  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  in  integration  of  utility 
holding  companies;  the  adequacy  of  the 
protection  to  investors  actually  afforded 
by  the  disclosure  provisions  of  the  acts, 
measured  in  terms  of  the  purposes  In- 
tended and  the  practice  in  distribution 
and  underwriting ;  and  so  on. 

A  very  real  situation  arises  in  the  re- 
listing of  Japanese  and  German  securi- 
ties, the  trading  In  foreign  securities, 
and  the  distribution  here  of  new  offer- 
ings. The  entire  program  of  foreign 
aid,  mutual  assistance,  development  of 
backward  areas,  and  the  like  has  re- 
sulted in  considerable  pressures  to  en- 
courage private  capital  to  assume  part.  If 
not  the  major  part,  of  the  financial 
burden.  Desirable  as  this  may  be,  it  is 
clear  that  investments  of  this  character 
hardly  may  represent  "blue  chips,"  with 
ensuing  complications.  The  role  of  the 
private  investor  in  our  foreign  program, 
and  the  protections  which  he  should  be 
afforded,  comprise  much  more  territory 
than  the  plain  disclosure  philosophy  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  and  new  orien- 
tation is  needed. 

8.  REGULATION  OF  INTERSTATE  TRANSMISSION  OF 

POWER 

Probably  no  industry  has  had  greater 
development  the  last  few  years  than  the 
electric  power  industry,  and  yet  the  de- 
mand for  power  still  exceeds  the  supply 
In  some  areas;  shortages  continue;  the 
interconnecting  grid  system  necessary 
for  proper  national  defense  is  most  im- 
portant. 

9.  RAILROAD  LABOR  AND  RAILROAD  RETIREMENT 
AND  UNEMPLOYMENT,  EXCEPT  REVENUE  MEAS- 
URES   RELAT'     G    THERETO 

Althougli  the  last  Congress  considered 
the  changing  circumstances  of  the  high- 
er levels  of  pay,  the  effects  of  inflation, 
and  the  difficulties  of  meeting  living  re- 
quirements with  the  beneflts  afforded 
under  the  acts,  and  did  ameliorate  the 
situation  with  an  Increase  In  the  bene- 
flts, the  subject  is  still  one  of  grave  con- 
cern to  the  committee.  These  problems 
and  the  comparison  with  social  security 
system  benefits  necessitate  further  con- 
sideration. 

10.    PUBLIC    HEALTH    AND    QUARANTINE 

There  hardly  is  a  more  significant  sub- 
ject than  that  of  the  Nation's  health: 
the  provision  for  medical  care,  the  ade- 
quacy of  hospitals,  the  supply  of  suffi- 
cient medical  personnel,  or  the  research 
into  sundry  diseases. 

Proposals  for  meeting  some  of  these 
problems  along  lines  similar  to  those  in 
effect  abroad  have  warranted  and  con- 
tinue to  merit  study  as  to  their  applica- 
bility or  desirability.  The  rapidity  of 
International  air  transport  has  aggra- 


vated the  problems  of  efficient  and  effec- 
tive quarantine,  and  there  are  other 
obligations  in  our  participation  in  for- 
eign health  programs. 

Related  to  the  subject  of  public  health 
is  the  problem  of  protecting  consumers 
against  falsely  labeled  and  deleterious 
foods,  drugs,  cosmetics,  and  devices. 
This  protection  must  extend  both  to 
foods,  drugs,  cosmetics,  and  devices  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States,  and  to  such 
products  imported  from  abroad.  How- 
ever, consideration  must  also  be  given  to 
protecting  foreign  nations  which  pur- 
chase these  products  from  the  United 
States — and  also.  Incidentally,  to  pro- 
tecting American  citizens  when  travel- 
ing abroad — from  physical  harm  and  ec- 
onomic injuries  resulting  from  substand- 
ard and  dangerous  foods,  drugs,  cosmet- 
ics, and  devices  sold  abroad  by  American 
manufacturers  and  exporters. 

11.    INLAND    WATERWAYS 

While  several  attempts  have  been 
made  to  dispose  of  the  governmental 
barge  line  In  recent  years,  the  entire 
subject  is  as  yet  unresolved. 

12.  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS,  STANDARDIZATION  OF 
WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES,  AND  THE  METRIC 
SYSTEM 

While  last  in  the  list  of  subjects  as- 
signed to  the  committee,  the  matter  of 
our  scientific  research  and  study  is  one 
of  the  most  pressing  which  faces  the 
Nation  today.     Apart  from  the  work  of 
the  Bureau,  and  the  dissemination  of 
scientific  and  technical  knowledge  un- 
dertaken by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, the  stimulation  and  maintenance 
of  an  adequate  program  of  training  our 
future  scientists  and  of  sponsoring  re- 
search In  the  basic   sciences  which  is 
being  tmdertaken  by  the  National  Science 
Foundation  Is  of  the  highest  urgency. 
Under   the   conditions   of   these   times, 
indeed,  the  advancement  of  research  in 
the  basic  sciences  well  may  be  the  most 
important  of  all  of  the  subjects  for  which 
the  committee  has  responsibility.    The 
problem  is  far  from  solved  today,  as  the 
immediate  demands  for  applied  research, 
and  the  limitations  of  trained  staff  and 
facilities,  seriously  affect  what  we  should 
be  doing  in  the  longer  term  and  more 
far-reaching  field.    This  topic  is  high 
on   the   agenda   of   the   committee   for 
further  study. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  discussed  at 
length  the  work  of  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  the 
scope  of  its  jurisdiction,  and  the  prob- 
lems which  confront  it.  The  consider- 
ation of  this  resolution  today,  has  pro- 
vided me  with  opportunity  to  outline  for 
the  House  something  of  the  vast  respons- 
ibilities and  implications  of  the  commit- 
tee's work.  I  have  been  proud  to  serve 
on  this  committee  for  many  years,  and 
doubly  proud  presently  to  be  Its  chair- 
man. It  Is  one  of  the  oldest  committees 
of  the  House,  having  existed  continu- 
ously since  Its  creation  in  1795.  It  has 
served  faithfully,  and  I  believe,  well,  in 
the  interests  of  the  House,  and  those  of 
the  Nation.  It  can  but  be  a  source  of 
great  gratification  to  the  committee,  and 
to  me,  to  have  the  endorsement  of  the 
committee's  activities  which  the  passage 
today  of  this  resolution  will  indicate. 
Mr.  Speaker.  X  urge  its  adopuaa. 
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Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  usual  resolution  providing  the  gen- 
eral authority  for  our  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  to  con- 
duct investigations  over  the  subject  mat- 
ters that  come  under  our  jurisdiction. 
It  is  the  same  general  t3rpe  of  resolution 
of  other  committees.  I  support  this  reso- 
lution as  being  necessary  in  the  conduct 
of  the  committee's  work.  It  has  the 
unanimous  support  of  our  committee. 

This  resolution.  Mr.  Speaker,  provides 
for  the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  to  carry  on  the  work  which  is 
assigned  to  us  under  the  Legislative  Re- 
organization Act  of  1946.  It  is  necessary 
to  conduct  investigations,  hold  hearings 
and  make  studies  of  the  many  problems 
on  which  we  are  called  upon  to  consider 
legislation.  It  provides  that  we  may 
carry  on  this  work  which  is  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  committee  busi- 
ness within  or  without  the  United  States 
and  whether  or  not  the  House  is  in  ses- 
sion or  has  adjuomed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  committee  has  wide 
and  broad  jurisdiction.  It  covers  many 
highly  technical  subjects,  which  in  some 
way  or  other  affect  every  phase  of  our 
activity.  Under  the  Reorganization  Act 
our  committee  is  charged  with  these  sub- 
jects, to  wit: 

First.  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
generally. 

Second.  Regulation  of  interstate  and 
foreign  transportation,  except  transpor- 
tation by  water  not  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Cobi- 
mission. 

Third.  Regulation  of  interstate  and 
foreign  communications. 

Fourth.  Civil  Aeronautics. 

Fifth.  Weather  Bureau. 

Sixth.  Interstate  oil  compacts,  and  pe- 
troleum and  natural  gas,  except  on  the 
public  lands. 

Seventh.  Securities  and  Exchanges. 

Eighth.  Regulation  of  interstate  trans- 
mission of  power,  except  the  installation 
of  connections  between  Government 
water-power  projects. 

Ninth.  Railroad  labor  and  railroad  re- 
tirement and  unemplosnnent.  except 
revenue  measures  relating  thereto. 

Tenth.  Public  health  and  quarantine. 

Eleventh.  Inland  waterways. 

Twelfth.  Bureau  of  Standards,  stand- 
ardization of  weights  and  measures,  and 
the  metric  system. 

This  House  is  familiar  with  the  activi- 
ties of  this  committee  and  the  work  we 
have  done.  We  have  only  to  refer  to  the 
legislation  we  have  brought  to  this  Con- 
gress and  the  many  reports  we  have  sub- 
mitted. 

There  has  been  something  said  about 
the  extent  of  our  investigation  outside 
of  the  United  States.  The  very  first 
item  on  which  we  have,  jurisdiction,  I 
remind  you,  is  "Interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  generally."  This  by  its  very 
statement  makes  our  jurisdiction  outside 
of  the  United  States  as  it  covers  foreign 
commerce.  The  other  jurisdictional 
subject  matters  as  outlined  speak  for 
themselves  and  by  their  very  nature  are 
foreign  as  well  as  domestic,  as  it  is  with 
foreign  communications,  world-wide  avi- 
ation, and  so  forth.  Therefore,  it  is 
highly  appropriate  that  our  committee 
continue  the  work  we  are  charged  with 
axKil  be  not  only  given  the  authority  but 


directed  to  conduct  these  studies  wher- 
ever it  is  necessary. 

The  magnitude  of  these  questions  and 
the  gravity  of  the  problems  affecting  our 
very  nerve  center,  such  as  petroleum, 
transportation  and  communication,  pub- 
lic 'lealth,  gives  us  tremendous  responsi- 
bilities. Therefore,  there  is  a  special 
need  for  this  resolution  and  I  commend 
the  Rules  Committee  for  its  action  in  re- 
porting thi5  resolution. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
now  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  9  minutes  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  speak  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Mis.=:issippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
afternoon  the  Committee  on  Rules  will 
be  requested  to  p.  rant  a  rule  on  the  very 
controversial  question  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  Some  of  us  have  very  deep  con- 
victions about  this  proposition  and  I 
think  that  the  Members  of  the  House 
might  very  well,  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  take  a  good  look-see  at  that  bill 
before  it  passes  this  Congress. 

I  have  not  prepared  anything  specific 
here  because  I  had  not  intended  to  speak 
on  the  subject  today;  however.  I  should 
like  in  this  brief  time  to  present  a  few 
facts  about  the  proposition  generally  in 
order  that  you  might  be  thinking  about 
it  because  I  assume  the  bill  will  get  right- 
of-way  for  consideration  upon  the  floor. 

Here  are  48  contiguous  States  that 
comprise  and  make  up  the  United  States 
of  America.  Here  is  a  group  of  islands 
more  than  2.000  miles  farflung  from  the 
continent  of  the  United  States;  made  up 
of  a  conglomeration  of  races  of  people 
whom  we  propose  by  one  fell  swoop  to 
bring  into  this  Union  of  States  of 
America. 

Let  us  see  what  the  Governor  of 
Hawaii  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  1951  on  the  question  of  popu- 
lation and  the  origin  of  the  people  mak- 
ing up  that  population.  Of  the  total 
population,  there  were:  Hawaiians.  12.- 
902.  or  2.8  percent  of  the  population; 
part  Hawaiians.  78,815,  or  16.9  percent 
of  the  total;  Puerto  Ricans.  10.477.  or 
2.2  percent;  Caucasians.  77,000.  or  16  5 
percent;  Japanese,  186,205.  or  39.9  per- 
cent; Koreans.  7,278,  or  1.6  percent;  Fili- 
pinos. 61,708,  or  13.2  percent;  all  others. 
1,790,  or  1.4  percent. 

Now  under  this  bill  it  Is  proposed  to 
bring  in  two  new  Members  in  the  other 
body,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
and  make  them  equal  Senators,  repre- 
senting this  small  population  at  this  far- 
flung  outpost,  with  the  great  State  of 
New  York,  the  great  State  of  Califor- 
nia, the  great  State  of  Illinois,  and  other 
States  that  I  might  mention  that  go  into 
the  sisterhood  of  States  of  this  country. 
Then  it  is  proposed  to  bring  in  two  addi- 
tional Representatives  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  from  those  islands.  My 
friends.  I  do  not  think  that  the  consti- 
tutional fathers  who  set  up  this  country 
ever  had  any  such  concept  that  any  such 
thing  would  ever  be  done. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Those  two 
extra  Congressmen  that  they  are  going 
to  bring  in.  what  States  do  they  come 
out  of?  Is  that  an  addition,  or  do  two 
States  lose  a  Congressman' 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  appreciate  the  gen- 
tleman's remarks.  We  do  not  want  to 
approach  this  thing  selfishly,  but  rather 
objectively.  That  means,  as  my  distin- 
guished friend  just  pointed  out,  that 
some  States  of  this  Union  now  are  going 
to  lose  two  Representatives  in  order  to 
give  two  to  Hawaii.  That  is  just  one 
phase  of  it. 

Another  phase  of  the  matter  that  to 
me  is  most  disturbing  is  that  once  we 
set  the  precedent  here  of  admitting  Ha- 
waii then,  of  course,  comes  Alaska.  Now, 
Alaska,  in  my  judgment,  can  make  a 
much  better  case  for  admission  into  the 
Union  as  a  State  than  can  Hawaii. 
Alaska  is  practically  at  our  door  even 
though  it  also  is  at  Russia's  door  just 
across  the  Bering  Sea.  In  contrast  to 
Hawaii,  it  Is  much  more  contiguous. 
Then  what  happens?  Here  are  the  Vir- 
gin Islands;  here  is  Puerto  Rico;  here 
is  Samoa.  Where  will  we  stop  once 
we  let  down  the  guard?  My  friends, 
that  all  to  me  simply  does  not  bode  well 
for  the  welfare  of  these  common  United 
States.  I  know  that  this  thing  is  polit- 
ical and  we  might  just  as  well  lay  it 
on  the  table  and  be  frank  about  It.  I 
sometimes  pride  myself,  maybe  justly,  or 
unjustly,  that  I  am  not  very  partisan; 
that  I  try  to  approach  these  problemiS 
objectively,  but  we  have  a  political  sit- 
uation here  and  we  might  Just  as  well 
face  it.  My  party,  the  Democratic  Party, 
has  advocated  the  same  thing,  let  us 
be  frank  about  it.  But,  of  course,  my 
party  has  also  advocated  Alaska.  Now 
the  party  of  my  friend  from  Illinois, 
the  Republican  Party,  comes  in  and  is 
going  to  make  fish  out  of  one  and  fowl 
out  of  the  other,  and  is  just  going  to 
bring  In  Hawaii.  Of  course,  there  is 
bound  to  be  some  reason  for  this.  The 
implication  is  there.  What  is  It?  You 
know  what  it  is.  and  I  am  not  going 
to  spell  it  out.  But  I  say  to  you  that 
what  might  be  advantageous  to  the  Re- 
publican Party  today  or  what  might  'je 
advantageous  to  the  Democratic  Party 
tomorrow  may  not  be  so  in  5  or  10  years 
from  now.  Regardless  of  the  partisan 
political  implications,  it  cannot  be  for 
the  welfare  of  the  country  under  any 
circumstances. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Let  me  bring 
the  gentleman's  attention  back  for  a  mo- 
ment to  the  population  list  there.  In 
Hawaii  tiiere  is  a  large  Chinese  papula- 
tion that  it  is  proposed  to  bring  Into  the 
Union.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
if  the  gentleman  would  do  a  little  arith- 
metic on  that  subject,  he  would  find  that 
1  Chinaman  in  Hawaii  would  have  the 
same  power  in  the  election  of  Senators 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  as 
31  American  citizens  in  the  great  State 
of  New  York.  In  other  words,  the  pop- 
ulation of  Hawaii  is  such  and  the  pre- 
dominance of  the  Chinese  population 
there  is  such  that  1  Chinaman  has  the 
same  power  in  the  United  States  Senate 


as  31  American  citizens  in  the  State  of 
N-w  York.  The  .same  thing  applies  in 
jjiuportion  to  other  great  States.  I  have 
bft'n  wondering  why  any  Members  from 
rhose  threat  States  should  be  willing  to 
diminish  and  dilute  their  power  in  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Again  I  am  grateful 
tu  mv  always  able  friend. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
t;me  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Colmer 
was  allowed  to  proceed  out  of  order  for 
5  additional  minutes,  i 

Mr  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
t!ie  L'cntleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mas.sachusetts. 

Mr  NICHOLSON.  How  many  native 
Hawaiians  are  there  in  comparison  with 
people  of  other  races  who  live  in  Hawaii? 

Mr.  COLMER.  According  to  this 
table  that  was  filed  by  the  Governor  of 
Hawaii,  Hawaiian.s  constitute  2.1  percent 
oi  the  population,  and  part  Hawaiians 
16  9  percent.  The  gentleman  can  make 
lus  anthmotical  computation  from  that. 

This  certainly  should  not  be  ap- 
proached as  a  partisan  matter.  I  cer- 
tainly hope  that  in  its  consideration  it 
will  not  be.  I  know  very  able  and  con- 
scientious men  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
who  are  opposed  to  what  I  think  is  a 
treat  tragedy  and  trave.sty  here. 

May  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers on  my  left,  the  majority  side,  what 
one  of  the  great  leaders  of  the  Republi- 
can Party  had  to  say  about  this  proposal 
as  lat*"  as  1948.  The  gentleman  to  whom 
I  refer  is  none  other  than  a  distinguished 
former  Senator  from  the  great  State  of 
Massachusetts,  Mr.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge. 
Jr.,  who  is  now  our  representative  at  the 
United  Nations.  This  is  what  Mr.  Lodge 
said  in  addressing  the  Honorable  Hugh 
Butler,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  of  the 
Senate  in  1948.    Mr.  Lodge's  letter  is  as 

follows: 

Mat  25,  1948. 

Hun    Hugh  Butleu, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
DF.^R  Sknator:  Tills  Is  an  attempt  to  put 
Into  writing  tlie  conversation  which  we  had 
fitter  the  Senate  voted  against  discharging 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
on  the  matter  of  Hawaiian  statehood. 

Having  been  In  the  Hawaiian  Islands  twice 
and  having  the  privilege  of  firsthand  knowl- 
edge on  the  performance  of  the  soldiers  from 
H.iWHll  who  fought  In  Italy.  I  am  sure  that 
no  valid  argument  can  be  offered  against  the 
Americanism  of  the  people  of  the  Hawaiian 
Inlands.  The  thought  of  a  Senator  from  the 
Hawaiian  Island^  being  chairman  of  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee,  for  example,  does 
not  bother  me  in  the  least.  To  those  con- 
siderations, of  course,  must  be  added  the  Im- 
portant material  contribution  which  they 
make  to  the  United  States. 

This,  however,  is  not,  as  I  see  It,  all  that 
Is  involved. 

1.  We  face  the  fact  that  If  ever  we  depart 
from  the  practice  of  confining  statehood  to 
areas  wUhln  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  we  do,  in  fact,  establish  a  new 
precedent.  If  we  admit  the  Hawaiian  Is- 
lands. It  is  Inevitable  that  people  In  Puerto 
Rico  and  Alaska  will  be  very  much  encour- 
aged In  their  desire  to  achieve  statehood  for 
lUelr  respective  areas.     We  know  that  there 


Is  already  a  movement  on  foot  to  submit  an 
application  on  the  part  of  the  British  Crown 
colony  of  Newfoundland.  Some  of  us  have 
already  been  approached.  In  the  Italian 
election  which  passed  on  the  question  of  re- 
taining the  monarchy  there  were,  to  ray  recol- 
lection, several  thousand  people  who  voted 
in  favor  of  having  Italy  Join  the  United 
States  as  a  State.  All  these  people,  and  no 
doubt  many  others,  will  be  encouraged  If 
they  learn  that  the  Hawaiian  Islands  have 
been  given  statehood. 

2.  The  question  of  enlarging  the  number 
of  States  Is  one  that  does  not  in  any  way 
Involve  one's  opinion  of  the  people  who  live 
in  any  particular  area.  There  are,  of  course, 
splendid  people  In  Alaska  and  Puerto  Rico 
and  In  all  these  other  places,  and  nothing 
contained  in  these  remarks  In  any  way 
reflects  on  the  people  who  live  In  those 
places. 

3.  Regard  should  be  had  to  the  changes 
which  have  taken  place  In  the  organization 
of  nations  throughout  the  world.  The  idea 
of  forming  a  regional  group  or  so-called 
Atlantic  community  Is  very  much  to  the  fore 
and  has  been  endorsed  In  principle  by  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  This 
would  mean  that  certainly  places  like  New- 
foundland could  achieve  a  close  relationship 
with  the  United  States  without  going  the 
full  distance  of  having  Congressmen  and 
Senators. 

4.  The  matter  of  the  size  of  the  United 
States  Senate  Is  something  to  be  seriously 
considered.     As  new   States  Join  the  Union, 
they  do  not   materially  change  the   size   of 
the    House   but   they    do   very   substantially 
alter  the  size  of  the  Senate.  In  which  they, 
because    of    our    Federal    system,    hold    even 
representation  with  the  largest  States.     This 
means  that  every  time  we  add  more   Sena- 
tors to  the  Senate,  we  decrease  the  relative 
Importance  of  every  existing  senatorshlp.     If 
the  Senate  gets  sufficiently  large.  It  will  be 
necessary   to  set  up  the  counterpart  of  the 
House  Rules  Committee  and  have  a  sort  of 
supercommlttee  which  will  act  as  a  grave- 
yard   or   deep   freeze    for   legislation.     Then 
most  Senators  will  cease  to  be  relatively  un- 
fettered representatives  of  sovereign  States. 
It    Is    not   clear   to    me    why    the    Hawaiian 
Islands  could  not  become  part  of  California 
or   why    Alaska   could    not   become   part   of 
the  State  of  Washington.     This  would  give 
them   Congressmen   in  proportion  to  popu- 
lation.    I  have  not  yet  seen  It  stated  why 
it  Is  utterly  essential  that  so  sparsely  popu- 
lated an  area  as  Alaska  should  have  the  same 
number  of  Senators   as  the   great   State  of 
New    York,    with    Its    teeming    millions    of 
people. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  repeat  that  all  these 
factors  are  at  stake  in  the  question  of  Ha- 
waiian statehood  and,  in  my  opinion,  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  cannot  com- 
pletely discharge  Its  responsibility  merely 
by  Investigating  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  They 
should  also  go  Into  all  these  matters  which 
so  drastically  affect  the  entire  composition 
of  the  Senate,  the  Importance  of  Individual 
Senators,  and  the  future  of  our  Government. 
Very  sincerely  yours. 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 

United  States  Senator. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall 
not  trespass  further  upon  the  time  and 
patience  of  my  very  considerate  col- 
leagues. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  by 
including  the  splendid  letter  which  I  have 
partially  read  from  the  former  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Lodge,  and  also 
to  Include  a  very  splendid  statement  filed 
with  the  Insular  Affairs  Committee  by 


the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Pillion]. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  "Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CCLMER.  The  thought-provoking 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Pillion]  is  as  follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  other  distinguished 
members  of  this  committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  Insuring  brevity  and  accuracy,  I  respect- 
fully ask  permission  to  read  my  objections 
to    the    bills    now    under    consideration. 

At  the  outset.  I  would  like  to  state  that 
I  am  not  opposed  to  statehood  for  Hawaii. 
I  am  only  seeking  a  deferment  of  admittance 
until  legislation  can  be  approved  which 
would  permit  entry  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union 
on  an  equitable  basis  without  loss  or  re- 
duction In  the  present  rights  of  suffrage 
of  the  citizens  of  the  48  States. 

I  refer  to  two  concurrent  resolutions  now 
before  the  House,  each  of  which  would 
amend  the  present  constitutional  provision 
providing  for  two  Senators  for  ench  State. 

The  first  resolution  being  House  Joint 
Resolution  17.  sponsored  by  Representative 
CoUDERT,  of  New  York,  wo  aid  amend  the 
17th  amendment  of  our  Constitution  by  pro- 
viding that  Congress  may  determine  whether 
any  State  hereafter  admitted  shall  be  en- 
titled to  senatorial  representation,  if  any. 

The  second  resolution,  introduced  yester- 
day In  the  House  by  me,  would  amend  the 
17th  amendment  of  our  Constitution  by  pro- 
viding that  any  State  hereafter  admitted 
shall  be  entitled  to  one  S?nate  seat  only 
when  It  attains  a  population  of  one-half 
of  the  average  population  represented  by 
each  Senator  of  all  the  other  States  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  two  Senators  only  If  It 
attains  a  population  of  one  and  one-half 
times  the  average  population  represented  by 
each  Senator  of  all  the  other  States. 

For  example:  The  average  population 
represented  by  each  Senator  according  to 
the  1951  census  estimate  Is  1.589.292.  Pur- 
suant to  the  resolution  proposed  by  me, 
Hawaii  would  become  entitled  to  one  Senator 
only  upon  attaining  a  population  of  one- 
half  of  the  average  or  794.646  persons.  It 
would  be  entitled  to  2  Senators  only  upon 
attaining  a  population  of  2.383,938  persons 
or  l>i  of  the  average  population  represented 
by  each  Senator. 

Gentlemen.  I  have  no  pride  of  authorship 
and  I  bfcUeve  that  the  adoption  of  either 
resolution  would  provide  a  means  or  an 
avenue  for  admitting  States  upon  an  equi- 
table basis.  Hawaii  could  be  admitted  under 
either  resolution  without  reducing  the  power 
and  the  rights  of  suffrage  for  the  people  of 
the  other  States. 

My  opposition  to  the  bills  being  considered 
now  before  th^  committee  is  based  primarily 
upon  the  grant  of  disproportionate  sena- 
torial representation  to  Hawaii.  Under  pres- 
ent law,  Hawaii  would  becone  entitled  to 
two  Senate  seats.  With  its  population  of 
466.329  persons,  Hawaii  would  enjoy  repre- 
sentation in  the  United  States  Senate  of 
670  percent  of  the  average  senatorial  repre- 
sentation possessed  by  the  average  person  In 
the  other  48  States.  Each  of  its  inhabitants 
will  have  approximately  25  tlme^  the  vote 
of  the  people  of  California  in  the  United 
States  Senate  and  20  times  the  vote  of  the 
people  of  Illinois,  10  times  the  vote  of  the 
people  of  Massachusetts,  35  times  the  vote 
of  the  people  of  New  York,  and  22  times  the 
vote  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania.  The  In- 
habitants of  Hawaii  will  enjoy  6V2  times  the 
voting  power  of  the  average  person  In  the 
United  States  In  the  choice  of  Senators. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  that  this  grant  of 
senatorial  representation  is  not  a  newly  cre- 
ated power  but  is  a  transfer  of  power  from 
tl.j  people  of  the  other  48  States  and  Is  a 
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corresponding  reduction  of  their  present 
right  o?  suffrage  In  the  election  of  United 
States  Senators. 

The  accompanying  document,  marked 
"Document  No.  1,  column  1,"  indicates  the 
percentage  of  senatorial  repreeentation  of 
each  State  at  present.  Column  2  gives  the 
percentage  of  senatorial  representation  of 
each  State  In  the  event  of  Hawaiian  state- 
hood. It  also  Indicates  the  loss  of  senatorial 
vo*  ng  power  to  each  of  the  peoples  of  the 
States  In  such  event. 

These  are  not  mere  figures  that  we  are 
discussing  but  all  sovereign  right-  of  the 
people  of  this  country  entrusted  to  Congress, 
subject  only  to  the  limitations  contained  in 
our  Constitution. 

What  are  some  of  these  rights  of  ours? 

1.  The  right  to  lay  and  collect  taxes  with- 
out limitation. 

2.  The  right  to  declare  war  without  limi- 
tation or  restriction. 

3.  The  right  to  raise  and  support  arms. 

4.  The  right  to  provide  for  the  common 
defense. 

5.  The  right  to  provide  for  the  general 
welfare. 

6.  The  right  to  borrow  money  without  lim- 
itation. 

7.  The  right  to  coin  and  regulate  the  value 
of  money. 

8.  The  Senate  alone  Is  entrusted  with  veto 
power  In  the  making  of  treaties  by  our 
President. 

We  as  trustees  of  these  sovereign  powers 
should  examine  most  carefully  our  right  to 
surrender  any  portion  of  them  except  upon 
a  proportionate  basis. 

I  would  like  also  to  add  the  thought  that 
the  alienation  of  any  powers  of  our  people 
by  reason  of  this  bill  is  not  a  temporary 
transfer.  The  surrender  of  these  powers  is 
irrevocable  and  will  continue  for  the  life  of 
this  Republic. 

The  theory  of  equality  of  representation 
Is  based  on  the  premise  that  we  were  a  fed- 
eration of  sovereign  States,  and  equality  by 
States  of  senatorial  representation  was 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
smaller  States  against  encroachment  by  the 
larger  States.  The  election  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  based  upon  the  theory 
that  we  were  one  nation  rather  than  a  fed- 
eration of  sovereign  States.  For  this  reason, 
is  was  provided  that  the  election  of  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  would  be 
upon  a  proportionate  basis  and  In  accord- 
ance with  the  population. 

The  gentleman  who  framed  our  Consti- 
tution very  wisely  attempted  to  protect  the 
larger  States  from  disproportionate  per 
capita  representation  In  the  Senate.  Our 
Constitution  provided  that  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  be  selected  by  the  legislatures  of 
their  respective  States  and  not  by  popular 
suffrage.  It  was  Intended  that  Members  of 
the  Senate  represent  tl  e  sovereign  States 
and  not  the  people  of  the  States.  It  was 
their  duty  to  prevent  the  encroachment  by 
the  Federal  Government  upon  the  sovereign 
powers  of  the  State.  This  brake  upon  the 
powers  of  the  Senate  was  destroyed  by  the 
17th  amendment  of  1913  which  provided  for 
popular  suffrage  in  the  election  of  Senators. 

With  the  change  in  the  mode  of  selection 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  our  Senate 
ceased  to  represent  the  State  governments 
and  to  defend  the  sovereign  powers  of  the 
States  against  the  encroachment  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  The  Senate  became  a 
second  popular  house  dependent  for  its  elec- 
tion upon  popular  suffrage.  This  change  In 
our  Constitution  destroyed  the  reason  for 
the  rule  and  the  principle  that  each  State 
should  have  two  Senators  and  that  each 
State  should  have  an  equality  of  representa- 
tion. The  continuing  infringement  upon 
powers  reserved  to  the  States  Is  fast  bring- 
ing about  a  socialization  oX  almost  every  gov- 


ernmental service.  The  larger  States  are 
unable  to  adequately  protect  their  interests 
due  to  the  lack  of  representation  In  our 
Senate.  I  respectfully  submit  that  the  addi- 
tion of  two  Senators  from  Hawaii  Is  unjust, 
inequitable,  and  will  weaken  the  bonds  of 
this  Republic. 

PRESIDENTIAL     SUFFRAGE 

It  Is  a  common  presumption  that  each  of 
us  have  an  equal  voice  in  the  election  of  oiu 
President.  This  is  a  fallacy.  The  accom- 
panying document,  marked  Document  No.  2, 
Indicates  the  average  percentage  value  of 
presidential  representation  of  persons  In  each 
State. 

For  example:  Six  persons  living  In  the 
State  of  New  York  have  the  same  right  to 
suffrage  in  the  election  of  a  President  as 
one  person  who  resides  in  Nevada.  In  Penn- 
sylvania and  California,  approximately  five 
and  one-half  persons  in  each  of  these  two 
States  have  the  same  right  of  suffrage  in  the 
election  of  a  President  as  one  person  residing 
in  Nevada.  The  accompanying  document  In 
column  one  lists  the  percentage  value  of  the 
presidential  vote  of  residents  in  the  various 
States  at  the  present  time.  Column  two  lists 
the  percentage  value  of  the  presidential 
vote  of  tiiese  same  residents  in  the  event  of 
Hawaiian  statehood.  Column  three  lists  the 
percentage  of  loss  of  suffrage  by  residents  of 
each  State  In  the  election  of  a  President  If 
statehood  Is  granted. 

I  have,  of  late,  heard  a  great  deal  about 
second  class  citizenship  in  connection  with 
civil  rights.  In  my  humble  estimation,  the 
very  foundation  of  citizenship  in  a  republic 
Is  the  equal  right  of  suffrage.  Yet,  in  this 
country,  we  have  48  classes  of  citizenship. 
One  for  each  State  with  different  rights  of 
suffrage  ior  both  senaUjrial  and  presidential 
representation.  The  people  of  New  York 
State  are  48th  class  citizens,  the  people  of 
California  are  47th  class  citizens,  and  the 
other  States  rank  In  tlie  corresponding  order 
of  their  population. 

Now  gentlemen,  it  Is  not  my  Intention  to 
emphasize  the  disparity  between  the  riphts 
of  suffrage  of  the  peoples  of  the  various  States 
for  the  purpose  uf  recrimination.  All  I  ask 
Is  that  you  do  not  worsen  our  lot  by  the 
approval  of  any  one  of  the  bills  before  us. 

POLmCAL  CONSIDERATION 

It  is  commonly  stated  in  Republican  Party 
circles  that  in  the  event  of  statehood  Hawaii 
will  send  two  Republican  Senators  to  our 
United  States  Senate.  It  is  hoped  that  these 
two  seats  will  help  maintain  Republican 
Party   control   of    the   United   States   Senate. 

It  is  similarly  stated  in  Democratic  Party 
circles  that  If  Alaska  were  granted  state- 
hood. Alaska  would  send  two  Democratic 
Senators  to  our  United  States  Senate. 

Almost  every  argument  presented  by  the 
proponents  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  applies 
with  equal  force  in  favor  of  statehood  for 
Alaska.  If  statehood  Is  granted  to  Hawaii 
without  granting  statehood  to  Alaska,  then 
the  Republican  Party  is  subjecting  itself  to 
the  charge  of  executing  a  political  maneuver. 
If  in  the  event  that  Hawaii  is  granted  state- 
hood, and  due  to  political  pressure  Alaska 
Is  also  granted  statehood,  or  In  the  event 
of  a  compact  between  leaders  of  the  two 
parties  granting  statehood  to  both  of  these 
Territories,  then  the  wrong  and  the  injustice 
perpetrated  upon  the  48  States  Is  com- 
pounded. 

And,  gentlemen,  this  problem  Is  too  grave 
and  too  solemn  for  political   maneuverings. 

ALIEN  POPtJI-ATlON  IN   HAWAII 

According  to  the  publication,  Hawaii. 
U.  S.  A.,  and  Statehood,  Hawaii  had  (In  1951)' 
a  total  population  of  466,329  of  which  402,754 
were  American  citizens  and  63,575  persons 
were  aliens. 


The  alien  population  constitutes  13.6  per- 
cent of  the  total  population  of  Hawaii.  The 
estimated  alien  population  of  the  whole 
United  States  Is  3  million  or  about  2  percent. 
This  large  alien  population  In  Hawaii  far 
exceeds  any  State  In  the  Union  In  propor- 
tion to  the  citizen  population. 

The  Constitution  .n  referring  to  the  basis 
for  apportioning  representation  In  the  House 
uses  the  word  "persons."  Over  the  years, 
there  has  been  agitation  and  serious  argu- 
ment whether  or  not  aliens  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  population  figures  upon 
which  representation  is  based. 

If  aliens  were  excluded  either  by  statute 
or  by  constitutional  authority  from  the  basis 
of  apportionment,  then  Hawaii  would  barely 
be  entitled  to  one  Representative  and  her 
two  Senators  would  be  more  disproportion- 
ate to  the  average  representation  of  the 
peojile  of  the  other  States  in  the  Senate. 

EFFECT  or  ADMISSION  OF  HAWAII  UPON  APPOR- 
TIONMENT OF  MEMBERSHIP  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF 
REPREStNTATIVES 

Section  6  of  each  of  the  bills,  now  before 
this  committee,  provides  that  Hawaii  shall 
be  entitled  to  two  Representatives  until  the 
next  rpapix)rtlonment.  These  two  Repre- 
sentatives will  be  In  addition  to  the  present 
membership  of  485  Members,  Increasing  the 
membership  to  437. 

At  the  reapportionment  following  the  1960 
census  the  membership  will  be  reduced  to 
the  present  membership  of  435  Members  »act 
of  1911).  This  will  have  the  effect  of  re- 
placing two  Representatives  from  other 
States.  The  States  that  will  lose  the  two 
member.' hips  now  temporarily  established 
fur  Hawaii  are  the  States  that  show  loss  or 
the  smallest  gain  in  population  between  the 
li<,')U  and  19CU  census. 

The  annexed  document  (marked  "Doc. 
No.  3")  lists  those  States  that  have  shown 
a  decrea.se  In  population  between  April  1. 
1950  (last  census)  and  July  1,  1951  (lat- 
est census  estimate).  The  following  seven 
States  fall  in  this  category:  Alabama.  Ken- 
tucky. Maine.  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  West  VlrKlnla.  These  States 
have  a  combined  total  membership  of  32 
seats  In  the  House. 

If  Hawaii  i!  granted  statehood  and  shall 
be  entitled  to  two  Members  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives  following 
the  1960  census,  then,  in  all  probability,  the 
present  membership  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  States  of  Alabama,  Ken- 
turky.  Maine  Montana.  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  West  Virginia  vlll  be  reduced  by 
two  Members.  The  loss  of  two  seats  by  these 
States  to  Hawaii  cannot  be  determined  with 
reasonable  certainty,  but  must  await  the 
1960  censuo. 

I  am  attempting  to  emphasize  that  when 
this  Congress  ^Tants  two  seats  In  the  House 
of  Representatives.  It  Is  at  the  same  time 
C'lmnuttlni;  itself  to  reducing  the  member- 
ship of  the  other  States  by  two  seats.  The 
probability  as  to  which  States  will  lose  these 
seats  is  dependent  upon  population  growth. 
As  of  the  presently  available  Information, 
it  would  appear  that  following  the  1960 
census,  the  loss  of  two  seats  In  the  Hou.se 
win  be  divided  among  the  following  States: 
Alabama.  Kentucky.  Maine,  Montana.  North 
Dakota.    South    Dakota,    and    West    Virginia. 

The  loss  of  two  seats  in  the  House  to 
Hawaii  will  be  additional  to  the  loss  of 
membership  by  reason  of  population  appor- 
tionment. If  the  present  trend  In  p)opu- 
latlon  crowth  of  the  States  continues  until 
the  next  census,  then,  these  seven  States 
may  lose  from  3  to  6  seau  In  the  House  (esti- 
mate) under  present  law.  In  addition  to 
these  losses,  they  wUl  also  lose  two  addi- 
tional seats  now  being  proposed  to  be  granted 
to  Hawaii.  Thus,  these  States  should  now 
prepare  themselves  for  a  loss  of  between  5 
and  8  seat£  in  the  House  of  Representatives 


following  the  1960  census.  The  above  esti- 
mate Is  subject  to  application  of  the  equal- 
proportions  rule. 

CONSTITUnONALITT  OF  SECTION  6  OF  BILLS  PRO- 
POSING    STATEHCXJD     FOR      HAWAII 

Section  6  of  each  of  the  bills  proposing 
statehood  for  Hawaii,  provides  in  part.  "The 
state  of  Hawaii  upon  Its  admission  Into  the 
Union  shall  be  entitled  to  two  Representa- 
tives until  the  taking  effect  of  the  next 
reapportionment." 

The  United  States  Constitution,  amend- 
ment XIV,  section  2,  provides  in  part, 
'Representatives  shall  be  apportioned  among 
the  several  States  according  to  their  respec- 
tive numbers." 

The  total  population  of  the  United  States 
Including  Hawaii  but  excluding  the  District 
of  Columbia  Is  153.038,329.  By  applying  the 
above-stated  provision  of  the  Constitution, 
and  dividing  the  temporary  membership  of 
4:i7  into  the  total  population,  the  resulting 
average  population  for  each  congressional 
district  is  350.202  persons.  Upon  division 
of  this  averaee  population  for  each  Repre- 
sentative into  the  present  population  of 
Hawaii  of  466.329  persons,  we  arrive  at  a  fig- 
ure ol  1  33.  This  figure  represenU  the  nu- 
merical fractional  representation  to  which 
H.iwiill  would  today  be  entitled  to  under 
the  United  States  Constitution.  This  com- 
putation gives  to  Hawaii  the  benefit  of  the 
temporary  Increase  In  the  House  to  437  Mem- 
bers. Hawaiian  representation  would  be  de- 
creased from  the  1.33  fraction  when  the 
House  is  decreased  to  435  Members. 

If  we  are  to  use  the  United  States  census 
figures  (19501  of  150.697.361  as  the  popula- 
tion r)f  the  United  States  and  499,794  as  the 
pi.puhilion  of  Hawaii,  the  fractional  repre- 
sentation to  which  Hawaii  would  be  entitled 
is  the  figure  1  44. 

It  is  respectfully  submitted  that  the  pro- 
Vision  granting  Hawaii  two  Representatives 
computed  according  to  either  the  1950  United 
States  census  or  the  1951  United  States  cen- 
sus estimates  is  contrary  to  and  in  violation 
of  the  United  States  Constitution,  amend- 
ment  XIV,  section  2. 

The  present  effect  of  giving  Hawaii  one 
Beat  more  than  it  would  be  entitled  to  is 
to  decr'-at-e  the  representation  of  the  com- 
bined representation  of  the  other  48  States 
by  one  seat. 

Note  All  of  the  figures  used  In  this  mem- 
orandum are  United  States  census  estimates 
as  .il  July  1,  1951.  excepting  the  population 
ol  Hawaii  for  1951  which  is  the  population 
figure  estimated  by  the  Hawaii  Statehood 
Commission  These  are  the  latest  popula- 
tion estimates 

CONCLUSION 

Gfutlemen,  I  have  tried  to  present  to  you 
the  basic,  relevant,  and  material  factors  in- 
volved in  this  issue. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  magnitude  of  the 
Ls^ups  presented  by  these  bills  Is  exceeded 
only  by,  first,  our  relations  with  the  Soviet 
and  second,  our  Involvement  in  the  United 
Nations. 

I  a.sk  that  the  members  of  this  commit- 
tee refrain  from  acting  hastily,  to  lay  aside 
our  personal  considerations,  and  to  resolve 
this  problem  with  all  the  wisdom  bestowed 
upon  each  of  us.     Thank  you. 

Document  No.  1 

Averiige  percentage  value  of  senatorial 
representation  of  persons  In  each  State  based 
upon  the  following  data: 

A.  Total  population  of  United  States  July 
1.  1951,  excluding  District  of  Columbia  and 
Hawaii:    162,572,000. 

B  Average  representation  by  each  Senator: 
1,589,292. 


C.  Total  population  of  United  States  July 
1,  1951,  Including  Hawaii  but  excluding  Dis- 
trict  of   Columbia:    153,038,329. 

D.  Average  representation  of  each  Senator 
with  2  Hawaiian  Senators  included:  1,561,616, 

E.  Average  percentage  value  of  vote  of  per- 
sons in  the  United  States  in  senatorial  rep- 
resentation equals  100  percent. 

P.  Column  1  is  percentage  value  of  vote  of 
residents  of  States  without  Hawaii  statehood. 

G.  Column  2  is  percentage  value  of  vote  of 
residents  of  States  If  Hawaii  is  granted  state- 
hood. 

H.  Column  3  Is  loss  of  percentage  value  of 
vote  of  residents  of  States  If  Hawaii  Is  granted 
statehood. 
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DcxruMENT  No.  3 
Census  figures  of  States  showing  popula- 
tion decreases,  from  April  1,  1950,  to  July  1, 
1951: 


Note  -  N'w  Vork,  Uhio,  and  I'ennsylvania  would 
also  i-ach  siiow  a  small  loss  if  the  fipure?  were  rarricd  out 
to  another  dipit. 

Document  No.  2 
Average   percentage   value  of   presidential 
representation  of  persons  In  each  State  based 
upon  the  following  data: 

A.  Total  population  of  United  States  July 
1,  1951,  excluding  District  of  Columbia  and 
Hawaii:    152,572,000. 

B.  Total  population  of  United  States  July 
1  1951,  Including  Hawaii  but  excluding  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia:   153,038,329. 

C.  Average  percentage  value  of  vote  of 
persons  In  the  United  States  In  presidential 
representation  equals  100  percent. 

D.  Column  1  Is  percentage  value  of  presi- 
dential vote  of  residents  without  Hawaii 
statehood. 

E.  Column  2  is  percentage  value  of  presi- 
dential vote  of  residents  If  Hawaii  Is  granted 
statehood. 

r.  Column  3  is  loss  of  percentage  value  of 
presidential  vote  of  residents  if  Hawaii  Is 
granted  statebood. 
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Note  -The  aver;«:c  incre:vse  in  piri>ulation  from  iy40 
to  lySo  was  13  jiercent.  Any  State  substantially  below 
Uie  average  in  IWiO.  is  likely  to  lo.se  1  or  more  s^uLs. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  iMr.  Smith], 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  pro- 
ceed out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  wish  to  supplement  the  statement  of 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  because 
in  the  limited  time  he  had.  he  was.  of 
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course,  not  able  to  go  into  the  particulars 
of  this  Hawaiian  situation.  I  just  take 
this  time  in  order  to  ask  those  Members 
of  the  House  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  this  matter,  as  I  am.  to  look  at  two 
reports  on  communism  in  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  made  within  the  last  2  years. 
One  report  is  the  annual  report  of  the 
Ck>mmittee  on  Un-American  Activities. 
It  is  Hou.se  Report  No.  3249  of  the  81st 
Congress,  2d  session.  Union  Calendar  No. 
1134.  I  want  to  say  I  have  read  it,  and 
the  statements  made  in  that  report  con- 
cerning communism  and  its  prevalence 
there,  and  the  power  over  there  of  Harry 
Bridges  is  not  disputed  anywhere. 

Then.  I  would  also  like  to  have  you  look 
at  the  report  of  the  Senate  on  a  similar 
subject  in  the  82d  Congress.  1st  session, 
that  is  the  last  Congress.  It  is  Calendar 
No.  296  and  it  is  Senate  Report  No.  314. 
If  you  will  get  those  two  reports  and 
read  what  they  say  about  communism  in 
the  Hawaiian  Islands,  it  will  be  most 
illuminating,  I  assure  you. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith]  has  expired. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

UNITED  STATES  v.  SIDNEY 
BUCHMAN 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  the  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  will  state  the  ground  of  the 
question  of  privilege. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been 
subpenaed  to  appear  before  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  testify  on  March  9. 
1953,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m..  in  the  case  of 
United  States  against  Sidney  Buchman. 
which  is  a  congressional  contempt  pro- 
ceeding. Under  the  precedents  of  the 
House,  I  am  unable  to  comply  with  this 
subpena  without  the  consent  of  the 
House,  the  privileges  of  the  House  being 
involved. 

I  therefore  submit  the  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  this  House. 

I  send  to  the  desk  a  subp>ena. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Unfted  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict   or    Columbia  —  United    States    of 
America  v.  Sidney  Buchman,  No.  469-52 
To  Hon.  Harold  H.  Velde: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  Third  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  fourth  floor,  courtroom  8,  in  the 
city  of  Waslilngton,  on  the  9th  day  of  March 
1953,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.;  to  testify  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buchman. 

This  subpena  is  issued  on  application  of 
the  defendant. 

Harry  M.  Huix,  Clerk. 
By  E.  William  Jurey, 

Deputy  Clerk. 
Edward  Benntit  Williams. 

Attorney  for  the  Defendant, 
1000  Hill  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Fkbsxtary  25,  1953. 


Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  163) .  which 
I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  for  its  imme- 
diate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Whereas  Representative  Harold  H.  Veldk, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  has  been  served  with 
a  subpena  to  appear  as  a  witness  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  at  Washing- 
ton D.  C.  on  the  9th  of  March  1953,  In  the 
case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buch- 
man, Criminal  Docket  No.  469-52;   and 

Whereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  no 
Member  Is  authorized  to  appear  and  testify, 
but  by  order  of  the  House:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  Representative  Harold  H. 
Velde  Is  authorized  to  appear  in  response  to 
the  subpena  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney 
Buchman  at  such  time  as  when  the  House  ia 
not  sitting  in  session;   and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  submitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respectful 
answer  to  the  subpena  of  said  court. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The    SPEAKER    pro    tempore.     The 
» question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to 
a  question  of  the  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  will  state  the  question  of 
privilege. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  testify  on  March 
9,  1953.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m..  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  against  Sidney  Buch- 
man, which  is  a  congressional  contempt 
proceeding.  Under  the  precedents  of  the 
House  I  am  unable  to  comply  with  this 
subpena  without  the  consent  of  the 
House,  the  privileges  of  the  House  being 
involved.  I  therefore  submit  the  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  this  body. 

I  send  to  the  desk  a  subpena.  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  temr.;rc.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict    OP     Columbia — United     States     of 

America  i'.  Sidney  Buchanan,  No.  ^t'j  52 
To  Hon.  Donald  L.  Jackson: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appenr  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  at  Third  and  Con.'.l'.M- 
^  tion  Avenue  NW.,  fourth  floor,  courtroom  8. 
In  the  city  of  Washington  on  the  9th  day  of 
March  1953,  at  10  a.  m  ,  to  testify  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buchman. 

This  subpena  is  Issued  on  application  of 
the  defendant. 

Harry  M.  Hull. 

Clerk. 
By  E.   William    Jurey. 

Deputy  Clerk. 
Edward  Bennett  Williams, 

Attorney  for  Defendant.  1000  Hill 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

February  25,  1953. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  164)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Whereas  Representative  Donald  L.  Jack- 
son, a  Member  of  this  House,  has  been  served 
with  a  subpena  to  appear  as  a  witness  be- 


fore the  District  Court  of  the  United  Statea 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  at 
Washington.  D.  C.  on  the  9th  of  March  1953. 
in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney 
Buchman,  Criminal  Docket  No.  469^52;   and 

Whereas  by  tlie  privileges  of  the  House 
no  Member  is  authorized  to  appear  and  tes- 
tify but  by  order  of  the  House:  Therefore 
be  it 

Resolved,  That  Representative  Donald  L. 
Jackson  is  authorized  to  appear  in  response 
to  the  subpena  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney 
Buchman  at  such  time  as  when  the  House 
Is  not  sitting  In  session;    and  be  it  further 

Resolvt'd,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  submitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respect- 
ful answer  to  the  subpena  of  said  court. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to 
a  question  of  the  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been 
subpenaed  to  appear  before  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  testify  on  March  9. 
1953.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m..  in  the  case  of 
United  States  against  Sidney  Buchman, 
which  is  a  congressional  contempt  pro- 
ceeding. 

Under  the  precedents  of  the  House  I 
am  unable  to  comply  with  the  terms  of 
the  subpena  without  the  consent  of  the 
Hou.se.  the  privilege  of  the  House  being 
involved. 

I  therefore  submit  the  matter  to  the 
con.sideration  of  this  body. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  sent  to  the  desk  the 
subpena. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

United  States  Dlstrict  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict    OF     Columbia — United     States     of 
America  v.  Sidney  Buchanan,  No.  469-52 
To  Hon.  Clyde  Doyle: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  Third  and  Constitu- 
tion Avenue  NW  .  fourth  floor,  courtroom  8, 
In  the  city  of  Wi\shlngton,  on  the  9th  day  of 
March  1953  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  to  testify 
in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney 
Buchanan. 

This  subpenp  is  issued  on  application  of 
the  defendant. 

Harry  M.  Hull. 

Clerk. 
By  E.   William   Juret. 

Deputy  Clerk. 
Edward  Bennett  Williams. 

Attorney  for  Defendant,  1000  Hill 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
February  25.  1953. 

Mr.  DO"5fLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  165  >  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Whereas  Representative  Cltde  Dotle,  a 
Member  of  this  Hou.se.  has  been  served  with 
a  subpena  to  appear  as  a  witness  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  at  Washing- 
ton. D.  C  .  on  the  9th  day  of  March  1953.  in 
the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buch- 
man. Criminal  Docket  No.  469-52;  and 

Whereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  no 
Member  is  authorized  to  appear  and  testify, 
but  by  order  of  the  House:  Therefore  be  it 
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Resolved,  Tbat  RepresentatlTe  Cltde 
Doyle  is  authorized  to  appear  In  response  to 
the  subpena  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in 
the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buch- 
man at  such  time  as  when  the  House  Is  not 
Bitting  In  session;  and  be  it  further 

Rc!>ohed.  That  i  copy  of  this  resolution  t>e 
submitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respectful 
answer  to  the  subpena  of  said  court. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  r.  consider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

OHIO  SKKaUICENTENNIAL 
CEI.EBRATION 
Mr.  POLK.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  tc  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  levise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  oi'  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  year. 
1953,  is  an  important  and  significant 
milestone  in  the  history  of  the  great 
State  of  Ohio.  It  marks  the  150th  anni- 
versary of  Ohio's  statehood. 

Ohio  was  the  fourth  State  admitted  to 
the  Union  after  the  original  13  Colonies. 
Ohio,  the  17th  .State,  admitted  in  March 
1803,  was  preceded  into  the  Union  by 
Vermont,  March  4,  1791;  Kentucky, 
June  1.  1792;  and  Tennessee,  June  1, 
1796. 

One  of  the  historical  events  just  prior 
to  Ohio's  admission  into  the  Union  as  a 
State  was  the  ride  of  Thomas  Worthing- 
ton  from  Chillicothe.  Ross  County,  Ohio, 
to  the  city  of  Washington.  On  Novem- 
ber 29.  1802.  the  first  constitutional  con- 
vention for  the  State  of  Ohio  completed 
its  work  and  f.ppointed  Mr.  Worthing- 
ton  an  agent  rxj  bring  to  the  Congress 
and  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
copies  of  the  newly  adopted  Ohio  State 
Constitution. 

As  a  part  of  the  Ohio  Sesquicentennial 
Celebration  which  began  in  Chillicothe, 
Ohio,  on  March  3  of  this  year.  Mr. 
George  Murphy,  accompanied  by  his 
e.scort,  Mr.  Don  Strausbaugh,  is  reenact- 
ing  Thomas  Worthington's  historical 
ride  of  over  150  years  ago.  Mr.  Murphy 
and  Mr.  Strau.«=baugh  left  ChiUicothe 
Tue.sday  afternoon.  March  3.  carrying 
with  them  letters  and  offlcial  documents 
from  the  Ohio  General  As.sembly  then  in 
se.s.sion  at  Chillicothe,  and  they  are 
scheduled  to  arrive  in  front  of  the  United 
States  Capitol  Building  here  in  Wash- 
inKton  on  next  Monday,  March  9,  at 
11  a.  m. 

The  Ohio  Constitutional  Convention 
of  1802  used  exceedingly  good  judgment 
in  selecting  Thomas  Worthington  to 
serve  as  their  agent  in  furthering  the 
claims  for  Ohio  statehood. 

Much  of  th€  significance  of  Thomas 
Worthington's  trip  on  horseback  from 
Chillicothe  to  Washington  stems  from 
the  character,  influence,  and  prestige  of 
this  outstanding  Virginian  who  had 
come  to  Chillicothe  as  a  surveyor  in 
1705-96.  His  father.  Robert  Worthing- 
ton, was  a  friend  of  George  Washington 
and  Thomas  Worthington's  friendship 
with  President  Thomas  Jefferson  was  a 


vital  factor  in  Ohio's  becoming  a  State. 

Thomas  Worthington  was  elected  as 
one  of  Ohio's  first  United  States  Sena- 
tors and  later  served  as  Governor  from 
1814  to  1818. 

Mr.  Murphy  and  Mr.  Strausbaugh  are 
traveling  the  same  route  from  Chilli- 
cothe to  Washington  that  Thomas 
Worthington  traveled  in  1802. 

Scheduled  stops  are  to  be  made  at 
Lancaster,  Zanesville,  and  Cambridge  in 
Ohio;  Wheeling,  W.  Va.;  Washington 
and  Uniontown,  Pa.;  Cumberland.  Md.; 
Martinsburg.  W.  Va.;  and  Leesburg.  Va. 

Up>on  their  arrival  in  front  of  the  Cap- 
itol here  in  Washington  next  Monday, 
it  is  the  plan  of  the  Ohio  society  in 
Washington  to  give  these  two  messen- 
gers from  the  city  of  Chillicothe  a 
rousing  welcome  befitting  the  impor- 
tance of  their  mission  in  reenacting  one 
of  the  most  important  events  in  Ohio 
history. 

They  will  bring  copies  of  resolutions 
from  the  100th  Ohio  General  Assembly 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
And,  again,  may  I  say  that  all  Members 
of  the  House  are  cordially  invited  to  be 
present  on  the  Capitol  steps  at  11  a.  m. 
on  Monday,  March  9,  to  participate  in 
this  celebration. 


COMMITTEE     ON     THE     JUDICIARY 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  investigating  the  Jus- 
tice Department  be  permitted  to  sit  dur- 
ing the  session  of  the  House  this  after- 
noon. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LONGSHOREMENS      AND     HARBOR 
WORKERS'  COMPENSATION  ACT 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  reminds  the  gentleman  that  there 
are  several  special  orders  pending.  If 
there  is  no  objection,  however,  the  gen- 
tleman may  proceed  for  5  minutes. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  the  legislation  which  I 
am  introducing  today  to  amend  section 
41  of  the  Longshoremen's  and  Harbor 
Workers'  Compensation  Act.  The  pur- 
pose of  this  legislation  is  to  provide 
safety  in  longshore  and  harbor  work 
through  a  system  of  safety  rules  and  reg- 
ulations, and  safety  inspection  and 
training.  A  companion  bill  is  being 
sponsored  jointly  in  the  Senate  by  the 
Honorable  H.  Alexander  Smith  of  New 
Jersey,  and  the  Honorable  John  F.  Ken- 
nedy, of  Massachusetts. 

Longshore  and  harbor  work  is  one  of 
the  most  hazardous  occupations  in 
American  industry.  It  is  imperative 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
recognize  the  perils  faced  by  such  em- 
ployees and  enact  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity safety  legislation  for  accident 
prevention. 

Latest  figures  for  the  work  Injuries 
among  longshoremen  which  have  been 


supplied  to  me  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  of  the  Department  of  Labor 
are  for  the  year  1951.  These  figures  re- 
veal that  the  frequency  rate  of  accidents 
to  longshoremen  is  76.5  percent  for  each 
1,000,000  employee-hours  worked.  I  in- 
vite you  to  compare  this  with  the  figure 
in  all  mantifacturing  industries,  which 
is  15.5  percent  for  each  1.000.000  em- 
ployee-hours worked.  There  are  5 
times  as  many  injuries  occurring  among 
those  who  work  along  the  docks  as  com- 
pared with  those  who  work  in  all  the 
manufacturing  industries  combined. 

The  severity  rate,  which  is  the  meas- 
ure of  the  .seriousness  of  injuries  in  terms 
of  days  lost,  indicates  that  for  long- 
shoremen the  percentage  is  12.4  for 
every  thousand  employee-hours  worked. 
For  all  manufacturing  industries,  this 
figure  drops  to  1.3.  The  material  which 
we  have  available  clearly  shows  that  in- 
juries to  dock  workers  are  on  the  aver- 
age 10  times  as  serious  as  those  occur- 
ring in  all  manufacturing  industries. 

Further,  it  is  my  belief  that  these  fig- 
ures are  far  lower  when  they  apply  to 
longshoremen  than  they  would  be  if  we 
had  complete  reporting.  These  figures 
are  supplied  to  the  Dep>artment  of  Labor 
on  a  voluntary  basis,  and  only  a  small 
portjon  of  the  industry  has  furnished  re- 
ports. Those  who  have  reported  are 
those  firms  which  have  the  better  rec- 
ords. Those  with  the  poorest  records 
are  not  inclined  to  furnish  figures  and 
there  are  no  regulations  which  compel 
them  to  do  so.  Thus,  when  I  point  out 
that  there  are  5  times  as  many  injuries 
which  are  10  times  as  severe,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  this  can  in  no 
sense  be  termed  exaggeration. 

The  Congress  must,  through  its  legis- 
lative powers,  provide  enforceable  safety 
standards  for  the  stevedoring  industry 
which  will  save  lives  and  prevent  the 
many  instances  of  permanent  impair- 
ment of  employees  engaged  in  such  ac- 
tivity. It  is  essential  that  we  realize  the 
responsibility  which  we  have  toward 
these  workers  to  provide  minimums  of 
safety  and  first  aid.  The  working  con- 
ditions of  the  employees  ox  the  many 
stevedoring  companies  vary  greatly  and 
there  is  an  urgent  need  for  standardiza- 
tion of  safety  programs  in  the  industry. 
Because  of  the  fact  that  workers  of  this 
type  go  from  one  firm  to  another,  they 
are  faced  with  different  standards  of 
safety  and  accident  prevention.  In  some 
of  the  poorer  firms,  conditions  of  em- 
ployment are  deplorable.  There  are 
either  inadequate  or  no  provisions  for 
care  of  these  workers  in  event  of  injury. 
Further,  there  are  no  minimum  safety 
requirements  for  the  equipment  which 
must  be  used  by  such  employees  in  the 
■  performance  of  the  duties  assigned  to 
them. 

The  legislation  which  I  am  introduc- 
ing would  impose  a  duty  on  employers  to 
furnish  safe  places  of  employment,  to 
utilize  safe  working  methods,  and  to  pro- 
vide safe  stevedoring  gear.  It  is  appro- 
priate ihat  the  Federal  Government  take 
every  precaution  to  insure  the  lives  and 
safety  of  longshoremen  and  harbor  work- 
ers connected  with  shipside  operations. 
Voluntary  programs  for  safety  in  long- 
shore and  harbor  work  have  not  been 
successful,  and  for  that  reason  Federal 
legislation  is  required.   It  is  my  hope  that 
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I  will  have  the  enthusiastic  support  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  for  the  enact- 
ment of  this  legislation. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  12 
o'clock  on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  may  have  until  midnight  to- 
morrow night  to  file  certain  reports. 

Th3  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE   NEW   COMMISSION    ROW:    ST. 
LOUIS.  MO. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
rkan  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Curtis]  is  rec- 
c^nized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  believe  that  all  too  often  debates 
that  have  occurred  in  the  past  are  buried 
and  forgotten,  particularly  if  the  debate 
revolved  around  a  bill  which  was  de- 
feated. Sometimes  a  review  of  the  past 
is  helpful  in  guiding  our  future  course. 

About  a  year  and  a  half  ago  we  had 
before  the  House  H.  R.  39,  a  bill  to  en- 
courage the  improvement  and  develop- 
ment of  marketing  facilities  for  handling 
perishable  agricultural  commodities — 
see  Congressional  Record,  volume  97, 
part  9,  pages  12084-12092,  and  pages 
12172-12186.  The  proponents  of  the  bill 
urged  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  move  into  this  field 
financially  because  the  marketing  facili- 
ties in  many  of  our  cities  were  unhealthy 
and  inadequate  and  that  private  enter- 
prise presumably  could  not  do  the  job. 

The  bill  was  defeated  by  those  who 
felt  that  though  marketing  facilities 
might  be  badly  needed,  this  was  not  a 
field  for  the  Federal  Government  to 
*  enter.  It  was  suggested  that  here  spe- 
cifically was  an  example  of  creeping 
socialism. 

I  am  placing  in  the  Record  the  follow- 
ing statement  appearing  in  the  St.  Louis 
Post-Dispatch,  Sunday  morning,  Febru- 
ary 22,  1953,  hailing  the  opening  of  the 
new  $3  million  St.  Louis  produce  market: 
Produce  Marketing  in  St.  Louis 
(By  Virgil  G.  Baker) 

The  saga  of  produce  marketing  !n  St. 
Loula  Is  as  colorful  as  Old  Man  River. 

The  story  begins  with  the  pioneering  days 
of  the  Great  Gateway  to  the  West,  the  rugged 
era  of  river  shipping,  the  opening  of  vast 
frontiers  of  new  land  beyond  thp  Missis- 
sippi. 

The  frontiers  of  new  land  have  long  since 
disappeared.  It  seems  at  times  there  are  no 
new  frontiers  to  conquer  and  that  the  spirit 
of  the  pioneers  lives  only  in  history.  But 
perhaps  that  spirit  only  sleeps,  awaiting  the 
prop)er  hour  of  resurgence. 

For  today.  In  St.  Louis,  the  spirit  of  pio- 
neering  has   arisen   again,   to   write   a   new 


chapter  in  the  saga  of  produce  marketing  in 
St.  Louis. 

The  building  of  the  new  commission  row. 
now  being  formally  opened  after  more  than 
4  years  of  struggle  and  strain,  is  an  exempli- 
fication of  {iloneerlng  In  new  fields  for  pro- 
motion of  the  general  welfare. 

Here  is  a  story  of  men — idealistic,  coura- 
geous, doggedly  determined,  pioneering  in 
the  field  of  organization,  in  financial  ven- 
turing, in  construction  planning  and  prac- 
tices. In  wholesale  produce-marketing  oper- 
ations; most  of  all  In  striking  at  basic  de- 
terminants m  the  field  of  public  health. 

Except  for  preliminary  surveys  of  the 
needs  of  this  area  In  produce  marketing  by 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, the  entire  project  of  the  new  St.  Louis 
market  has  been  carried  out  by  local  men. 
without  subsidy  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment or  any  other  taxing  body.  It  repre- 
sents a  spirit  of  cooperative  effort  probably 
unparalleled,  bringing  together  many  rug- 
gedly individualistic  interests  for  the  com- 
mon good. 

Produce  marketing  In  St.  Louis  and.  In- 
deed, probably  all  over  the  Nation,  has  been 
a  lot  like  Topsy.  It  "Just  growed."  Never 
before  had  there  been  much  planning,  cer- 
tainly no  concerted,  scientific  approach  to 
the  industry's  many  problems,  no  conception 
of  the  basic  underlying  role  which  the  man- 
ner of  operation  so  certainly  plays  in  the 
health  of  the  people  of  St.  Louis  and  the 
surrounding  trading  area  which  the  market 
serves. 

Where  there  are  no  groat  metropolitan 
concentrations  of  population,  such  terminal 
facilities  a.s  the  new  St.  Louis  market  still 
are  unnecessary.  But  in  the  bigger  cities 
there  are  lew  Instances  in  which  anything 
approaching  the  action  that  has  been  taken 
here  has  b<?en  accomplished. 

St.  Louis  produce-marketing  men  have 
blazed  and  are  following  a  new  trail.  It 
bids  fair  to  lead  to  new  ways  of  life  for  the 
men  in  the  business  and.  it  seems,  must  go 
far  to  make  St.  Louis  and  the  area  the  market 
serves  a  better  place  in  which  to  live  and  to 
do  business. 

Now  the  point  I  want  to  emphasize  Is 
this.  Suppose  H.  R.  39  had  become  law 
in  1951?  How  futile  would  have  seemed 
the  efforts  of  these  new  pioneers,  with 
men  in  other  areas  holding  back  waiting 
for  Federal  funds  getting  their  lazy  wish? 
How  much  additional  burden  would 
have  been  placed  upon  the  backs  of  the 
Nation's  taxpayers  to  fulfill  these  lazy 
men's  dreams? 

I  hope  the  day  of  creeping  socialism 
is  over.  I  hope  it  has  been  successfully 
beaten.  But  let  me  warn  my  colleagues, 
as  I  did  earlier  in  this  session,  of  the 
danger  of  its  successor — military  so- 
cialism. In  one  sense  it  is  even  more 
dangerous  than  its  predecessor.  It 
turns  over,  not  to  civilian  government, 
vast  fields  of  endeavor,  but  to  military 
government — government  outside  the 
safeguards  of  the  Bill  of  Rights.  Here 
is  real  occasion  for  alarm. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  recall  very  well  the 
excellent  contribution  made  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  to  the  defeat  of  the 
bill.  H.  R.  39,  which  provided  $25  million 
to  help  build  markets  in  various  cities 
of  the  country,  with  the  Government 
putting  up.  as  I  recall,  85  percent  of  tlie 
money.  I  again  compliment  the  gentle- 
man for  his  excellent  assistance  in  join- 
ing with  ethers  of  us  to  defeat  this  bill 
and  I  also  want  to  congratulate  the  city 


of  St.  Louis  for  going  ahead  with  the 
project  on  its  own  In  the  true  spirit  of 
initiative  and  free  enterprise. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  BR0WN30W.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  has  done  a  very  wise 
thing  in  bringing  back  to  our  attention 
some  of  these  matters  which  seem  dead 
and  buried  in  the  past.  The  city  of  St. 
Louis  doing  the  job  is  certainly  an  l::- 
ample  of  free  enterprise.  I  th.nk  the  city 
of  St.  Louis  Is  to  be  congratulated,  and 
I  think  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  this 
vindicates  the  judgment  of  those  who 
believe  in  free  enterprise  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  and  fight  against  unneces- 
sary burdens  on  the  taxpayers.  I  hope 
Oi.her  cities  will  follow  suit,  because  mar- 
keting facilities  do  need  improving,  but 
the  means  of  improving  them  lies  within 
the  existing  framework  of  our  own  local 
government  and  our  own  free  society. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana.  So  often  we 
have  the  oratory  down  here  in  the  well 
01  the  Houso  fHDinting  out  the  conditions 
that  exist,  and  they  are  bad.  frequently, 
like  lack  of  marketing  facilities,  the  fact 
that  they  are  unhealthy,  and  so  on,  but 
all  on  the  assumption  that  the  only  way 
you  can  solve  the  problem  Is  through  the 
Federal  Government  moving  Into  the 
picture  when,  indeed,  that  is  not  the 
function  of  the  Government.  The  real 
way  to  proceed  in  this  country  is  to  do 
it  through  private  enterprise,  and  In- 
stead of  government  competing  with 
them,  let  government  encourage  private 
enterprise.  I  think  we  have  a  great  fu- 
ture ahead  of  us  following  such  a 
program. 

SIDNEY  BUCHMAN 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to 
a  question  of  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  will  state  his  question  of  privi- 
lege. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  testify  on 
March  9,  1953,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  the 
case  of  United  States  against  Sidney 
Buchman,  which  is  a  congressional-con- 
tempt proceeding.  Under  the  prece- 
dents of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to  com- 
ply with  the  subpena  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  House,  the  privilege  of  the 
House  being  involved.  I  therefore  sub- 
mit the  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
this  body  and  send  the  subpena  to  the 
desk. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  subpena. 

The  Cifi^-k/tead  the  subpena.  as  fol- 
lows :  ' 

United  States  District  Court  for  thk  Dis- 
trict    or     Columbia — United     States     of 
America  v.  Sidney  Buchanan,  No.  463-52 
To  Hon.  Francis  E.  Walter: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  Third  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW..  fourth  floor,  courtroom  8,  in  the 
city  of  Washington  on  the  9th  day  of  March 


1953  at   10  o'clock   e.  m.   to  testify   In  the 
ciuse  of  the  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buchman. 
This  subpena  is  ijwsued  on  application  of 
the  defendant 

Harrt  M.  Hull,  Clerk. 
By  E.  William  Juret, 

Deputy  Clerk. 
Edward  Bennett  Williams, 

Attorney  (or  Defendant.  1000  Hill 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
FEBRUARY  25.   1953. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  166) ,  and 
nsk  for  its  immedif.te  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
low.s : 

Whereas  Represent.itlve  Francis  E.  Walter, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  has  been  served  with 
a  subjjena  to  appear  as  a  witness  before  the 
District  Court  of  th<  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  at  WaBhlng- 
ton,  D.  C.  on  the  9th  day  of  March  1953.  in 
the  case  of  'he  United  States  v.  Sidney  Buch- 
vinn.  Criminal   Dock-?t   No.   469-52;    and 

Whereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  no 
Member  is  authorized  to  appear  and  testify, 
but  by  order  of  the  House:   Therefore  be  it 

Rewlved,  That  Representative  Francis  E. 
Wai  ttr  is  authorized  to  appear  In  response  to 
the  subpena  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  In 
the  case  of  the  Unxted  States  v.  Sidney  Buch- 
man at  such  time  as  when  the  Hotise  Is  not 
eutlng  In  session:   aid  be  It  further 

Rc-<olied.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  b« 
Fubmilted  to  the  sa  d  court  as  a  respectful 
answer  to  the  subpena  of  said  court. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table. 


UNCLAIMED  DEPOSITS  IN  NATIONAL 
BANKS  AND  OTHER  VALUABLE 
UNKNOWN  PROPERTIES 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  '-he  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  PatmanI  is  recog- 
nized for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire 
to  discuss  a  question  that  no  one  par- 
ticular person  in  the  country  is  excited 
about,  but  millions  of  people  should  be 
concerned  about. 

A  few  years  ago  I  introduced  a  bill  to 
provide  for  the  dif.position  of  unclaimed 
depo.sits  in  national  banks.  The  bill  did 
not  go  sufHcientlj  far  and  I  have  not 
pursued  it  in  recent  years,  but  it  touches 
on  a  subject  that  I  think  should  be  ex- 
plored more  fully.  In  the  hope  that 
some  Member  will  be  interested  enough 
to  explore  this  subject  more  fully  or  that 
.«;ome  committee  of  Congress  will  take  it 
up  and  do  something  about  it.  I  want  to 
give  some  information  concerning  the 
problems  involved. 

There  is  at  lea.st  $100,000,000  in  dor- 
mant accounts  in  National  and  State 
banks  in  the  United  States.  We  do  not 
know  for  sure,  but  last  year  when  I  was 
chairman  of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report, 
composed  of  both  Hou.se  Members  and 
Senate  Members,  I  asked  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Currency  to  Include  in  a 
questionnaire  being  sent  out  a  question 
that  would  embrace  this  information 
about  unclaimed  dormant  deposits  in 
national  banks. 

Most  of  the  national  banks  answered 
this  questionnaire.  Some  of  them  did 
not  answer  and  some  few  even  refused  to 
an.swer.  However,  the  answers  received 
indicated  that  the  national  banks  had 


over  $50,000,000  in  dormant,  unclaimed 
accounts  belonging  to  depositors.  Many 
of  these  depositors  have  forgotten  them, 
or  they  are  dead  and  gone,  and  their 
loved  ones,  their  heirs,  and  their  legal 
representatives  know  nothing  about  the 
accounts  and  have  no  way  in  the  world 
to  get  the  information.  Since  the  na- 
tional banks  represent  fewer  than  one- 
half  of  the  total  number  of  banks  of  the 
country,  evidently  there  must  be  around 
$100,000,000  in  all  the  banks.  That  is 
quite  a  sizable  sum  of  money.  Also, 
many  people  have  made  investments  in 
the  building  and  loan  associations  or 
the  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions and  their  whereabouts  are  un- 
known. Their  dependents  or  their  legal 
representatives  have  no  way  of  knowing 
about  these  investments.  It  is  the  same 
way  with  credit  unions,  with  postal  sav- 
ings accounts,  and  with  veterans. 

two   hundred   dollars  on   the  average   due 
600,000     veterans     whose     addresses     are 

UNKNOWN 

Not  SO  long  ago  the  "Veterans'  Admin- 
istration declared  dividends  on  the 
national  service  insurance  policies  held 
by  about  16,000,000  veterans.  Today 
there  are  about  600,000  of  these  veterans 
whose  whereabouts  are  unknown  and 
their  checks  cannot  be  delivered.  They 
cannot  be  located.  These  600,000  vet- 
eians  are  entitled  to  $120,000,000,  or 
about  $200  per  veteran.  This  runs  into 
a  lot  of  money. 

Not  only  that,  during  World  War  I 
and  World  War  n,  in  time  of  peace,  and 
during  this  present  Korean  war  veter- 
ans were  Induced  to  save  money  and  the 
Government  gives  them  4  percent  on 
their  savings  if  left  on  deposit.  Many 
veterans  have  taken  advantage  of  that. 
I  understand  there  are  enormous 
amounts  there  now.  And  the  owners, 
of  course,  are  unknown.  There  are  dor- 
mant accounts,  unclaimed  accounts,  and 
unknown  accounts,  I  mean  unknown  to 
the  dependents  of  the  veterans  who  are 
gone,  who  are  dead,  or  who  have  dis- 
appeared for  some  reason  or  other. 

In  addition  to  that,  many  veterans, 
or  I  will  say  servicemen,  were  properly 
induced  to  buy  savings  bonds  and  war 
bonds.  They  did  that  through  the  pay- 
roll-deduction plan.  Many  of  these 
servicemen  would  pay  a  bond  half  out 
or  nine-tenths  out,  and  then  maybe 
something  would  happen  to  that  serv- 
iceman. The  bond  is  there  right  now. 
and  the  Government  does  not  know 
where  to  send  that  money  and  does  not 
know  how  to  locate  the  person  who  is 
entitled  to  it.  It  is  a  violation  of  the 
law  for  anyone  connected  with  the  Gov- 
ernment or  the  Veterans'  Administration 
to  give  any  information  to  anybody  to 
indicate  that  a  veteran  is  entitled  to  so 
much  money  so  that  the  legal  dependents 
or  legal  representatives  could  get  that 
money  if  they  made  a  claim  for  it.  If  a 
Government  employee  should  do  that,  he 
would  be  violating  existing  law.  There- 
fore, we  can  safely  say  that  there  are 
hundreds,  multiplied  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  in  that  situation.  I 
think  something  should  be  done.  I  do 
not  like  to  appear  in  the  attitude  of 
advocating  the  creation  of  another  Fed- 
eral agency,  and  I  am  not,  but  I  do  be- 
lieve there  should  be  some  national  clear- 


ing agency  whether  It  be  sponsored  by 
the  Government  or  endorsed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment or  aflBllated  with  the  Govern- 
ment, it  does  not  make  so  much  differ- 
ence as  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  place 
where  all  these  dormant  accounts  and 
these  unclaimed  accounts  and  records 
could  be  submitted  to  this  agency  or  to 
this  department,  and  where  the  record 
could  be  kept,  and  where  interested  citi- 
zens could  at  any  time  find  out  the  in- 
formation that  would  be  helpful  to 
them,  information  which  I  believe  they 
are  rightfully  entitled  to  receive.  Such 
an  agency  could  pay  its  own  way  and 
would  not  cost  the  taxpayers  anything. 
Two  other  points  should  be  menUoned. 
Stockholders  in  corporations  in  inter- 
state business  sometimes  are  entitled  to 
a  great  deal  of  money  through  these 
corporations.  The  corporations  cannot 
locate  the  people  who  are  entitled  to  that 
money,  and  oftentimes  in  areas  of  the 
United  States  where  there  is  oil  and 
gas,  the  oil  and  gas  leases  provide  that 
the  leases  can  be  continued  another  year 
usually  by  the  deposit  in  a  certain 
bank — the  bank  is  indicated  at  the  time 
the  lease  Is  made — of  a  certain  amount 
in  that  bank  and  the  money  Is  placed 
there  to  the  credit  of  the  person  making 
the  lease.  A  great  deal  of  that  money 
is  still  there,  and  the  owners  are  still 
unknown.  So  there  are  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  in  the  aggregate  be- 
longing to  people  who  need  it  but  know 
no  way  of  getting  the  correct  informa- 
tion concerning  it. 

Mr.   EVINS.    Mr.   Speaker,   will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  EVINS.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
a  tremendously  important  matter  with 
reference  to  these  dormant  accounts  in 
veterans'  funds  and  in  savings  bonds 
that  have  been  set  aside,  and  in  credit 
unions  and  in  retirement  funds.  He  has 
indicated  that  he  is  against  the  law  for- 
bidding the  departments  to  make  known 
this  fact  to  any  heir  or  beneficiary. 
Many  times  veterans  are  endeavoring  to 
secure  Information  as  to  their  entitle- 
ments and  the  departments  will  not  re- 
veal that  Information  to  them.  It  has 
occurred  to  me  that  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue  does  publish  from  time 
to  time  the  refunds  on  taxes  and  the 
overpayments  in  taxes.  Why  cannot 
the  other  agencies  of  the  Government 
be  placed  in  the  same  category  so  that 
they,  too,  can  make  known  overpay- 
ments, or  dormant  accounts,  and  so 
forth?  Would  not  that  help  to  solve 
the  situation? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  It  would  be  very  help- 
ful, but  it  would  require  a  change  in  the 
law,  of  course.  It  would  not  reach  all 
these  other  classes  of  cases  that  we  have 
discussed.  It  would  just  reach  those 
particular  cases  connected  with  the  Gov- 
ernment. To  that  extent  It  would  be 
good.     It  would  be  fine. 

Mr.  EVINS.  There  is  then  a  differ- 
ence in  the  policy  or  the  law  with  respect 
to  various  agencies  of  the  government — 
some  agencies  are  not  permitted  to  dis- 
close information  whereas  other  agen- 
cies do  publlciza   certain   Information. 
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The  Government  recognizes  that  differ- 
ence does  exist? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Yes.  sir;  I  do. 

Not  so  long  ago  a  constituent  gave  me 
the  information  that  her  son  had  de- 
posited $5,000  in  a  bank  in  the  West,  or 
had  made  an  investment  in  a  Federal 
savings  and  loan.  His  letter  did  not  in- 
dicate clearly,  and  she  could  not  deter- 
mine exactly  where  he  had  made  the 
investment  or  deposited  the  money,  but 
he  had  that  much  money.  She  knew 
that.  He  had  lost  his  life  overseas.  She 
was  trying  to  find  some  way  to  locate 
that  money.  Of  course,  there  is  no  way 
in  the  world  to  do  it.  In  this  case  it 
was  the  Pacific  Coast  area.  She  would 
have  to  inquire  at  every  bank  on  the 
Pacific  Coast  or  at  every  Federal  savings 
and  loan,  and  if  an  oCBcer  of  either  in- 
stitution was  approached,  doubtless  he 
would  be  indifferent;  he  would  want 
some  evidence  of  heirship  or  kinship,  or 
want  to  know  why  this  person  was  in- 
quiring. So  you  would  have  an  endless 
task  before  you,  which  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible.  The  result  is  there  is 
no  way  today  that  unclaimed  and  dor- 
mant accounts  and  investments,  running 
into  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  can 
be  identified  and  delivered  to  the  people 
who  are  legally  entitled  to  receive  them. 

SAT8    $3    BILLION    IN    IDLE    rUNDS   THAT    SHOULD 
BE  RECOVERED 

Some  time  ago  I  received  a  copy  of  a 
letter  that  Lazar  Karpess.  certified  public 
accountant,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  had  written 
to  Mr.  John  L.  Sullivan,  who  was  then 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
concerning  additional  revenue  and  un- 
claimed deposits.  I  am  inserting  here- 
with a  part  of  the  letter : 

Representative  Wright  Patman  has  Just 
introduced  a  bill  whereby  unclaimed  de- 
poeita  In  the  5,137  national  banks  In  the 
United  States,  which  are  estimated  to  be  as 
high  as  $100  million,  would  be  turned  over 
to  the  United  States  Treasury.  While  the 
Importance  of  this  bill  cannot  be  denied, 
nevertheless,  the  estimated  amount  Is  but 
3  percent  of  more  than  $3  billion  In  Idle 
funds  which  should  be  recovered  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  from  many  thousands  of 
lost  legacies,  some  of  which  are  as  follows: 

An  endowment  in  Massachusetts  for  the 
relief  of  superannuated  wool  carders.  There 
have  been  no  wool  carders  there  in  the  last 
150  years,  but  the  fund  is  still  accumulating 
in  the  banks. 

An  endowment  providing  for  the  ransom 
of  American  seamen  held  by  Barbary  pirates 
on  the  North  African  coast. 

An  endowed  lectureship  at  an  American 
university  on  the  use  of  coal  gas  as  a  cure 
for  malaria  fever. 

An  endowment  dated  1683  providing  for 
the  "relief  of  seven  aged  Protestants  in  the 
county  nl  Cork,  Ireland."  For  the  last  50  or 
60  ye;u-s  the  trustees  have  been  unable  to 
flind  seven  Protestants  of  any  kind  in  all 
County  Cork.  The  fund  now  has  more  than 
$300,000  in  it. 

The  Bryan  Mullauphy  Fund,  St.  Louis.  1851. 
aids  '•worthy  and  distressed  travelers  pass- 
ing through  St.  Louis  to  take  up  new  land  In 
the  West."  At  last  report  the  fund  had  more 
than  $1  million  surplus  and  no  takers. 

The  English  Parliament  nationalized  sim- 
ilar wealth  more  than  100  years  ago,  when 
a  board  of  inqtMry  found  30,000  trust  funds, 
endowments,  and  foundations  for  classes  of 
ppople  and  charitable  causes  that  had  van- 
ished from  the  earth. 

Therefore,  I  urgently  recommend  that  you 
consider  the  advisability  of  appointing  a  spe- 


cial commission  or  Inquiry  board  with  powers 
to  make  a  similar  investigaton  of  trust  funds, 
endowments,  and  foundations  in  our  country. 
I  am  confident  the  result*  wiU  enable  our 
Government  to  recover  these  enormous  idle 
funds  of  $3  billion  for  the  common  good  of 
our  Nation.  These  suggestions  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  proposed  bill  by  Representa- 
tive Wright  Patman  for  the  recovery  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  unclaimed  deposits 
of  $100  million  held  by  the  5.137  national 
banks. 

My  intensely  patriotic  devotion  to  our 
democratic  way  of  life  has  led  me  to  write 
this  letter,  with  the  fervent  hope  that  you 
will  command  me  to  render  a  service  for  our 
country  In  this  crisis  before  us. 

LEASE    rentals 

Lease  Rental  Service  of  Tulsa,  Okla., 
had  the  following  to  say  concerning  the 
unclaimed  deposits  proposal: 

A  copy  of  your  bill.  H.  R.  4886, 
providing  for  the  disposition  of  unclaimed 
deposits  in  nptional  banks,  is  before  us  and 
Is  read  with  much  interest.  We  certainly 
think  you  have  something  here  and  we  would 
like  to  help  if  you  can  find  a  use  for  our 
Information. 

Our  business,  is  the  collection  of  un- 
claimed oil  and  gas  lease  rental  deposits,  and 
during  the  4  months  we  have  been  operating 
we  can  certainly  give  you  some  very  inter- 
esting angles  as  to  why  these  deposits  have 
accurred. 

This  bill  H.  R.  4886  was  pending  sev- 
eral years  ago.  There  is  no  bill  pending 
at  this  time  that  would  meet  this  prob- 
lem. 

Advertisements  are  Inserted  in  some 
cities  covering  a  small  part  of  these  as- 
sets but  many  of  the  interested  people 
are  doubtless  out  of  reach  of  such  pub- 
lications. 

A  member  of  a  legislature  in  one  of 
the  eastern-seaboard  States  had  the  fol- 
lowing to  say  concerning  the  unclaimed 
deposits  proposal: 

I  am  very  much  Interested  In  your  bill 
H.  R.  4886,  and  if  it  isn't  taking  too  much 
of  your  time.  I  would  like  to  know  its  status 
In  the  Congress. 

As  a  member  of  the  escheats  committee, 
board  of  trustees.  I  had  introduced,  in  the 
last  legislature  of  this  State,  a  bill,  very 
similar  to  your  bill,  but  the  bankers  de- 
feated us  largely  for  the  reason  that  State 
legislation  would  not  apply  to  national 
banks.  We,  who  are  handling  this  matter 
at  the  university,  feel  that  if  your  bill  be- 
comes law  that  we  can  hope  to  get  a  State 
law  that  will  give  us  the  dead  money  In 
State  banks. 

Therefore,  we  are  pulllrg  for  your  bill, 
and  if  there  is  anything  that  we  might  be 
able  to  do  to  cause  its  enactment,  it  would 
be  a  pleasure. 

This  matter  of  allowing  banks  to  keep 
this  type  of  money  has  been  neglected  too 
long  in  both  State  and  Nation.  We  suc- 
ceeded In  getting  the  dead  money  in  dead 
State  banks,  anproximately  $200,000,  that. 
at  outside,  would  not  be  over  20  percent  of 
the  par  of  the  claims,  which  you  see  was 
neglect  that  reduced  a  $1,000,000  to  $200,000. 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
sion brought  to  the  attention  of  the  pub- 
lic interesting  information  concerning 
unknown  owners  of  stocks  and  bonds.  A 
newspaper  clipping,  which  appeared 
about  a  year  ago,  concerning  this  infor- 
mation is  as  follows: 

TWENTT-FIVE  MILLION;    WHO   OWNS   It?— SEC 

Lists  Reorganized  Stocks,  Bonds — Warns 
OF  Deadline  Dates 

Twenty-flve  million  dollars  Is  waiting  for 
someone,  and  part  of  It  may  belong  to  you. 


The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
this  week  issued  "a  special  report  listing  se- 
curities and  cash  available  to  investors,  which 
may  be  lost  forever  unless  the  Investors  en- 
titled thereto  take  prompt  action.  The 
funds  available  amount  to  |25  million." 

These  are  securities  of  corporations,  most- 
ly utility  concerns,  which  were  looted  by 
"holding  company  magnates,"  got  into  flnau- 
cial  trouble,  and  were  reorganized  as  a  re- 
sult of  New  Deal  reforms.  Some,  however, 
are  nonutlllty  corporations  which  were  re- 
organized by  bankruptcy  proceedings.  Al- 
together, these  companies  had  millions  of 
stock   and  lx>nd  holders. 

WILL    BECOME   WORTHLESS 

"Publication  of  the  list."  the  SEC  said.  "Is 
an  attempt  to  help  Investors  realize  evc-y 
last  dollar  to  which  they  are  entitled  in  these 
corporate  reorganizations. 

"Unfortunately,  those  investors  who  can 
least  afford  to  lose  are  the  ones  most  likely 
to  have  forgotten  or  neglected  their  owner- 
ship of  securities,  or  to  be  unaware  of  the 
reorganization   proceedings." 

The  report  lists  about  200  securities  which 
have  value  now  but  will  become  worthless 
after  "deadline"  dates. 

The  commission  says  It  Is  sending  copies  A 
the  list  to  banks  and  brokers,  who  can  show 
the  list  to  anyone  interested.  Copies  may 
al.so  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.  C,  and  asking  for  the  report  on  Se- 
curities Required  to  be  Exchanged  for  Cash 
or  New  Securities. 

A    $250,000    POT    or    OOLO 

The  following  news  article  appeared  in 
the  Chicago  Sunday  Tribune,  March  28, 
1948: 

A  $250,000  PoT  or  Gold  Awaits  121   Chica- 
coANs — Lost      Stockholders      or      Heirs 

Sought 

(By  Lloyd  Wendt) 

Five  large  mldwestern  and  eastern  corpo- 
rations are  seeking  information  concerning 
12  Chicago  area  residents  or  former  residents 
who  are  on  their  stockholder  lists  but  cannot 
be  located  They  are  the  owners  of  shares 
which,  with  accumulated  dividends,  are 
worth  almost  $250,000.  The  Individual 
amounts  range  from  $50  to  $8,000. 

All  of  the  123  purchased  stock  In  the  cor- 
porations many  years  ago.  Subsequently 
they  moved  from  the  addresses  listed  on  the 
corporation  books.  The  company  officials 
have  not  been  able  to  find  them.  They  are 
ready  to  buy  the  stock  and  to  pay  the  ac- 
cumulated dividends  either  to  the  forgetful 
shareholders  or  their  legal  heirs.  All  that  Is 
necessary  is  proof  of  identity,  or.  in  the  event 
the  shareholder  no  longer  la  living,  proof  ol 
heirship. 

here's  chance  to  help 

The  names  and  last  known  addresses  of  the 
missing  persons  have  been  provided  to  the 
Tribune  by  Dan  Eisenberg  of  Skip  Tracers 
Co.  in  New  York,  who  has  specialized  in  flnd- 
int:  ml-s.-^lng  persons  for  many  years.  The 
Individuals  named,  their  legal  heirs,  or  read- 
ers having  useful  information  about  them 
can  assist  in  the  search  for  the  missing 
stockholders  by  sending  the  facts  they  pos- 
sess to  Mlssini;  Persons,  the  Chicago  Tribune, 
Chicago.  All  letters  will  be  forwarded,  un- 
opened, to  Eisenberg. 

During  the  years  he  had  been  In  the 
business  of  hunting  missing  persons.  Eisen- 
berg has  found  more  than  10,000  individuals 
who  had  money  coming  to  them,  according 
to  his  records.  Recently  the  widow  of  Prank 
C.  Rhodes,  former  New  York  broker,  was 
found  by  the  company  in  an  Eastern  State 
and  informed  that  she  can  receive  $40,000 
for  35  shares  of  stock  her  husband  bought 
and  forgot.  The  shares  now  are  worth 
$20,000,  while  the  accumulated  dividends  to- 
tal  $20,000  more. 

Sometimes  the  stockholder  Is  lost  Ijecause 
his  name  has  been  misspelled  on  the  com- 


pany records,  or  the  address  was  given  In- 
correctly. More  ofien,  however,  the  investor 
jiniply  forgot  that  he  owned  the  stock  and 
failed  to  leave  a  forwarding  address  when  be 
moved.  Frequentl/  a  few  clews,  provided  by 
relatives  or  former  friends,  make  it  possible 
for  Skip  Tracers  a  jents  to  find  him.  but  oc- 
casionally the  techniques  of  a  private  detec- 
tive are  required.  To  date,  Eisenberg  esti- 
m:ites  that  he  has  been  successful  in  85  per- 
cent of  the  cases  he  has  undertaken.  In 
about  one-third  of  the  successful  cases,  heirs 
of    the    original    stockholders    received    the 

money. 

"A  few  years  ago,  corporations  had  little 
Interest  in  findii.g  missing  stockholders." 
E.-enbers  said.  "Unclaimed  accounts  were 
a  b.H,kkteping  nuisance,  but  it  was  felt  that 
nothir.t,'  could  be  done  about  them.  Our 
comi  any  made  a  survey  of  500  corporations 
and  found  on  th'Mr  llsU  167,000  names  of 
persons  who  had  not  received  dividends  for 
years.  The  company  didn't  know  where  to 
Lend  the  money. 

"PUT   HOARD   AT  THIRTY    MILLION  I 

"TTiat's  where  we  came  in.  We  undertook 
to  trace  down  a  list  of  12, £00  names  and  have 
been  doing  that  work  ever  since.  We  esti- 
mate that  there  is  upwards  of  $30  million 
in  unclaimed  or  uncollected  dividends  and 
unredeemed  stocks  and  bonds  in  various 
vaults  about  the  country.  While  most  of 
the  cert.ttcates  a-e  owned  by  small  share- 
holders, some  of  the  amounts  total  Into  the 
thousands." 

Usually  the  missing  shareholders  are  glad 
to  be  "found,"  but  occasionally  one  objects. 
A  lew  years  ago.  Skip  Tracers  was  locking 
for  a  man  who  had  $400  coming  to  him. 
From  his  relatives  they  learned  that  he  was 
fond  of  a  certain  science  magazine.  They 
checked  the  subscription  list  of  the  publica- 
tion and  found  that  the  man  they  sought 
was  living  in  an  Ohio  city. 

WANTED    IN    JEWEL   THEFT 

An  agent  called  at  the  address  provided 
by  the  magazine  list  and  was  ordered  off  the 
premises.  Suspicious,  he  went  to  the  local 
police  and  told  his  story.  They  checked  the 
description  he  provided  and  advised  that  the 
man  sought  was  wanted  for  Jewel  robbery. 
They  seized  the  elusive  stockholder  Just  as 
he  was  attempting  to  leave  town. 

More  often,  however,  missing  stockholders 
are  delighted  to  discover  that  a  cash  wind- 
fall is  awaiting  them.  Recently,  Skip  Tracers 
found  a  Florida  man  who  had  Invested 
heavily  in  the  market  prior  to  1929.  After 
the  crash  he  took  up  life  as  a  beachcomber 
and  papered  the  walls  of  his  shack  with 
gaudy  stock  certificates.  He  learned  from 
Skip  Tracers  that  his  wallpaper  was  worth 
$34,000. 

'Mr.  Patman  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks and  insert  certain  letters  and 
newspaper  articles.) 


WALSH -HEALEY  LOCALITY 
AMENDMENT 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Bender).  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mrs.  Rogers]  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vi.^e  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
therein  the  bill  that  I  introduced,  to 
which  an  amendment  is  related. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,    last    week    I   introduced    an 


amendment  to  the  Walsh-Healey  Pub- 
lic Contracts  Act  on  a  matter  of  great 
importance  not  only  to  the  New  Eng- 
land textile  industry  but  also  to  em- 
ployers and  employees  throughout  the 
country.  My  amendment  would  strike 
out  the  reference  to  locality  in  section 
1  (d)  of  the  act.  the  section  which  pro- 
vides for  the  determination  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Labor  prevailing  minimum 
wages  to  be  paid  on  Government  supply 
contracts.  This  deletion  would  make 
clear  bej'ond  question  that  minimum 
wage  rates  under  the  act  may  be  de- 
termined on  a  nationwide  basis  and 
that  the  Secretary  is  not  required  to  fix 
different  wage  rates  for  different  areas 
of  the  country. 

This  is  in  full  accord  with  the  intent 
of  Congress.  In  fact,  for  many  indus- 
tries, the  evils  to  which  the  act  was  di- 
rected could  not  be  eliminated  in  any 
other  way.  The  primary  purpose  of  the 
statute,  as  clearly  revealed  by  its  legisla- 
tive history,  was  to  prevent  expenditures 
by  the  Federal  Government  from  en- 
couraging and  perpetuating  substand- 
ard labor  conditions.  Inasmuch  as  Gov- 
ernment contracts  are  normally  awarded 
to  the  lowest  bidder,  the  employers  pay- 
ing the  lowest  wages  had  a  definite  ad- 
vantage in  bidding  on  the  billions  of  dol- 
lars of  Government  contracts.  This,  of 
course,  worked  to  the  very  serious  detri- 
ment to  the  working  people  and  also  to 
employers  paying  decent  wages. 

In  addition  to  eliminating  this  in- 
equity, the  Walsh-Healey  Act  was  spe- 
cifically intended  to  protect  legitimate 
dealers,  in  bidding  on  Government  con- 
tracts, from  the  competition  of  un- 
scrupulous bid  brokers  and  vest-pocket 
dealers. 

It  is  quite  apparent  that  in  many  in- 
dustries these  purposes  of  the  act  could 
not  have  been  achieved  unless  there  were 
a  single  industrywide  minimum  wage.  If 
a  lower  minimum  had  been  established 
for  low-paying  areas.  Government  con- 
tracts would  have  continued  to  flow  to 
those  areas.  Also,  unscrupulous  con- 
tractors in  higher  wage  areas  would  have 
been  able,  through  bid  peddling,  to  have 
the  contract  work  performed  by  manu- 
facturers in  low-paying  areas. 

Fortunately,  Mr.  Speaker,  these  results 
have  been  avoided,  because  from  the  very 
inception  of  the  act,  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  has  fixed  a  single  nationwide  min- 
imum wage  with  respect  to  many  indus- 
tries. Furthermore,  it  is  clear  that  Con- 
gress has  agreed  with  this  setting  of  na- 
tionwide determinations.  Year  after 
year  the  Secretary  of  Labor  has  come  to 
Congress  for  an  appropriation  for  the 
administration  of  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act.  If  Congress  considered  that  he  had 
no  authority  to  determine  prevailing 
minimum  wages  on  a  nationwide  basis,  it 
is  inconceivable  that  it  would  have 
granted  these  appropriations,  as  it  did, 
without  taking  the  necessary  action  to 
limit  his  discretion.  During  these  last 
16  years,  the  question  of  nationwide  de- 
terminations has  been  raised  many 
times  in  committee  hearings  and  floor 
deliberations,  but  Congress  has  never 
repudiated  the  Secretary's  interpreta- 
tion. The  reason  is  clear.  Determina- 
tion of  minimum  wages  on  a  locality 
basis  would  foster  the  very  evils  which 
the  act  was  intended  to  cure. 


The  most  recent  attempt  to  compel 
the  Secretary  to  make  wage  determina- 
tions on  a  locality  basis  occurred  during 
the  last  session  of  Congress.  The  Ful- 
bright  amendment  to  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act,  as  originally  introduced  in 
the  Senate,  would  have  required  the 
making  of  such  determinations  on  the 
basis  of  city,  town,  village,  or  other  civil 
subdivision.  The  Senate  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  specifically  re- 
jected this  locality  amendment. 

Although  the  locality  amendment  was 
rejected,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  82d  Congress 
adopted  a  very  broad  procedural  amend- 
ment to  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.     Relying 
upon  this  amendment,  about  92  firms 
in  the  textile  industry  have  brought  an 
action  in  the  Federal  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  prevent  the 
nationwide  minimum  wage  determina- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  in  that 
industry  from  taking  effect.    The  court 
construed  the  new  amendment  as  per- 
mitting any  manufacturer  to  challenge 
a  wage  determination,  even  though  the 
manufacturer    does    not   have   a    Gov- 
ernment contract  and  has  not  even  bid 
on  one.    Many  of  the  92  firms  involved 
in  this  action  were   in   that  situation. 
Two  weeks  ago  the  court  issued  a  stay 
order  which  has  prevented  the  Secre- 
tary's   minimum    wage    determination 
from  applying  to  those  firms  until  the 
legality  of  the  determination  is  finally 
decided.    Further,  the  order  of  the  court 
allows  other  textile  firms  to  join  in  the 
action  and  be  relieved,  at  least  tempo- 
rarily, from  complying  with  the  wage 
determination. 

In  granting  this  broad  stay  of  the 
wage  determination,  the  district  court 
did  not  rule  on  whether  an  industry- 
wide minimum  wage  determination  is 
legal.  That  question  will  be  decided 
later  in  this  litigation.  However,  Judge 
Schweinhaut  expressed  an  opinion,  in 
effect,  that  the  textile  wage  deter- 
mination was  probably  illegal  be- 
cause it  was  established  on  an  industry- 
wide basis. 

If  such  an  opinion  is  finally  adopted 
and  the  interpretation  accepted  during 
the  past  16  years  is  upset,  the  effect 
would  be  disastrous,  particularly  for  the 
New  England  textile  industry.  This 
would  also  be  felt  throughout  the  Nation 
by  employees,  and  by  employers  with 
high  labor  standards.  The  ultimate  re- 
sult would  be  tantamount  to  an  actual 
repeal  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act. 

In  order  to  prevent  such  a  possibility, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  to  affirm  the  long-es- 
tablished and  accepted  interpretation,  I 
believe  that  all  reference  to  locality 
should  be  removed  from  the  act.  The 
amendment  I  have  offered  would  strike 
out  that  language,  and  would  thereby 
make  certain  that  the  purposes  of  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  will  not  be  defeated. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  KiLBURN  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  editorials. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 
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Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
Include  a  speech. 

Mr.  Farrington  In  two  Instances  In 
each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  St.  George  in  three  instances  in 
each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Angell  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  JuDD  in  four  instances  in  each  co 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Bolton  in  three  instances  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Knox  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  McVey  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Coudert  (at  the  request  of  Mr 
Arends)  in  two  instances  and  to  include 
a  newspaper  editorial. 

Mr.  Graham  and  to  include  a  short  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Perkins  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Louisville  Courier -Journal. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Florida  and  to  includ? 
an  address  by  Gen.  Omar  Bradley. 

Mr.  Walter  and  to  include  a  Igtter  and 
an  editorial  which  appeared  in  the 
World-Telegram. 

Mr.  Wier  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mrs.  BtrcHANAN  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Colorado  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Denver  Post  of  Feb- 
ruary 27. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude the  opening  testimony  of  Mr. 
George  Meany,  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor,  before  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  in 
regard  to  the  Taft-Hartley  law. 

Mr.  Bartlett  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Secrest. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Price  in  three  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Rodino. 

Mr.  AspiNALL  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  in  each  instance  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  and  to  include 
an  article  by  the  Honorable  Barnet  Hodes 
on  'The  American  Heritage." 

Mr.  Doyle  asked  and  was  given  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  remarks  and  include 
copy  of  certain  jury  instructions  which 
were  recently  given  by  a  distinguished 
Los  Angeles  district  Federal  judge  in  a 
criminal  case  in  which  the  Communists 
were  found  guilty  of  conspiring  to  over- 
throw the  present  United  States  Gov- 
ernment by  force  and  violence,  which  is 
estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$252. 

Mr.  Bates  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Perkins  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. 

Mr.  FoGARTY  and  to  Include  a  resolu- 
tion commending  Senator  Kennedy. 

Mr.  Feighan  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  ez^neous  matter. 

Mr.  QAnbiK^s  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  and 
also  an  article. 


Mr.  Vurszll  and  to  Include  a  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  Radwan. 

Mr.  WoLVERTON  In  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  fat  the  request  of  Mr. 
Kearns)  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Friedel. 

Mr.  BoGGs  in  two  instances  in  each  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Oakman  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arej<ds)  and  to  include  a  magazine  ar- 
ticle. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCoRMACK)  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Howell  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
CoRMACK)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Gavin  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Bender  in  five  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  GwiNN  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bray  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Vey)  and  include  an  article  by  Mr.  Isaac 
Don  Levine  entitled  "Stalin's  Death  May 
Help  Shorten  the  Korean  War,"  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Daily  N.^ws  of 
March  3. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  McVE^.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
thac  the  House  do  now  adiourn. 

The  motion  was  aeireed  to. 

Accordingly  (at  2  o'clock  and  18  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House,  pursuant  to  its 
previous  order,  adjourned  until  Monday, 
March  9,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

509.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  re- 
port on  the  audit  of  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1952.  pursuant  to  the  Government  Cor- 
poration Control  Act  (31  U.  S.  C.  841)  (H. 
Doc.  No.  101);  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

510.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proix>sed 
bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section  5210 
of  the  Revised  Statutes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

511.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army  relative  to  the  dis- 
posal of  Army  excess  personal  property  lo- 
cated in  areas  outside  the  contlnenuil  United 
States,  Alaska.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  for  the  calendar  year  1952, 
pursuant  to  section  404  (d),  title  IV  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  152.  81st  Cong  ) ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

512.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  report  on  rec- 
ords proposed  for  disposal  and  lists  or  sched- 
ules covering  records  proposed  for  disposal 
by  certain  Government  agencies;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 

513.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator, 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  trans- 
mitting the  annual  report  with  respect  to 
tort  claims  paid  within  the  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency  by  the  ofBce  of  the 
Administrator  and  the  constituent  agencies, 
the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  the  Federal 
Housing    Administration,    and    the    Public 


Housing  Administration  for  the  calendar  ye.ir 
1952.  pursuant  to  section  404,  Public  Law  601, 
79th  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

514.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  transmitting 
copies  of  orders  granting  the  applications  for 
permanent  residence  filed  by  the  subjects, 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Displaced  Per- 
sons Act  of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

515.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  transmitting 
copies  of  orders  granting  the  applications  for 
permanent  residence  filed  by  the  subjects, 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Displaced  Per- 
sjins  Act  of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

516.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  tran.smittlng  a 
list  of  cases  involving  suspension  of  deporta- 
tion, and  requesting  that  they  be  withdrawn 
from  thc«.e  before  the  Congress  and  returned 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  th*  Department  of 
Ju.stice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

517.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
mljjration  and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  E>epartment  of  Justice,  transmitting 
c-ples  (if  orders  suspending  deportation  a-s 
well  as  a  list  of  the  persons  Involved,  pur- 
suant to  the  act  approved  July  1,  1948  (Pub- 
lic Law  B63).  amending  subsection  (c)  of 
section  19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  Pebni- 
ary  5.  1917.  as  amended  (8  U  S.  C.  165  (cj  ); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

518  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Im- 
mit;rati()n  and  Naturalization  Service.  United 
Stutos  Department  of  Justice,  transmitting 
Cupirs  (jf  orders  suspending  deportation  rts 
well  as  a  list  of  the  persons  Involved,  pur- 
suant to  the  act  approved  July  1,  1948  (Pub- 
lic Law  803).  amending  subsection  (c)  uf 
section  19  nf  the  Immigration  Act  of  Feb- 
ruary 5.  1917.  as  amended  (8  U  8.  C.  155  (C)  ); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

519  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing  Per- 
sons Act.  a.s  amended  and  extended,  until 
July  1.  1S>54";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

520  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  proposed  bill  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  December 
23.  1944,  authorizing  certain  transactions  by 
disbursing  ffflcers  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  t)ther  purposes  ":  to  the  Committee  on 
G<ivrrnment  Operations. 

521.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Trea.sury.  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro- 
posed bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section 
4482  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended 
(46  U  S.  C.  475).  relating  to  life  preservers 
for  river  steamers";  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

522.  A  letter  from  the  SecreUry  of  the  In- 
terior, transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled 
"A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the  act  of  July 
31.  1950.  relating  to  appropriations  for  con- 
struction by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ol 
the  Eklutna  project.  Alaska";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OF  COM\nTTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC  BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  ol 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, House  Resolution  156.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  expenses  ol 
the  investigations  and  studies  authorized  by 
House  Resolution  125;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  110).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  Houa*  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  6«.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  Ck)mmltte« 
on  the  Judiciary:  with  an  amendment  (Rept, 
Ni    111).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  118.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  studies  and 
Investigations  to  be  conducted  pursuant  to 
H  use  Resolution  115;  without  amendment 
(Rept    No    112).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
mml.stratlon.  House  Resolution  145.  Reso- 
lution providing  for  expenses  of  conducting 
studies  and  Investigations  authorized  by 
H'luse  Resolution  113:  without  amendment 
(Kept   No.  113).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mi  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  148.  Reso- 
lution providing  for  the  expenses  Incurred 
by  House  Resolution  32.  83d  Congress;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  114) .  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr  LrCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  123.  Reso- 
lution providing  funds  for  the  expenses  of 
t>>e  investigation  and  study  authorized  by 
Houve  Resolution  91;  without  amendment 
(lippt  No.  115).  Ordered  to  be  printed. 
*■  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Ii.terlor  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1524.  A 
bill  to  facilitate  the  management  of  the  na- 
tional park  system  and  miscellaneous  areas 
adiniiiUtered  in  connection  with  that  system, 
and  for  other  purposes;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept  No  116).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
c.f    the   Whole    House   on   the    State   of    the 

Uiii'in.  .. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Jufluiary.  H.  H.  2561.  A  bill  to  further 
amend  the  act  of  May  29.  1945.  entitled 
'An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  of  military  f)ersonnel  and  civilian  em- 
jilovces  of  the  War  Department  or  of  the 
Army  for  damage  to  or  loss,  destruction,  cap- 
ture, or  abandonment  of  personal  property 
occurring  Incident  to  their  service"  by  ex- 
tending the  time  for  filing  certain  claims 
thereunder;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
117).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiclarv.  H  R  2567.  A  bUl  to  amend  the 
act  of  July  26,  1947  (61  Stat.  493).  relating 
to  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers; 
with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  118).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  169.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  2330.  a  bill  to 
amend  the  DependenU  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
to  continue  in  effect  certain  of  the  provisions 
thereof;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  123). 
lie! erred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr,  ALLEYS'  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  170.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  3575,  a  bill  to  en- 
able the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitu- 
tion and  State  government  and  to  be  ad- 
mitted Into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
wiih  the  original  States:  without  amendment 
(Kept.  No.  124).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 


Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Conunlttee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2013. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  land 
In  Alaska  to  the  Calvary  Baptist  Church,  of 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  for  use  as  a  church  site; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  120).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2019.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  sell  certain  land  to  Ted  B.  Landoe 
and  Roderlc  S.  Carpenter;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  121 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  73.  Concur- 
rent resolution  favoring  the  granting  of  the 
status  of  permanent  residence  to  certain 
aliens;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  122). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIU,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  ClerK 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebcaslca:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2011.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  public 
lands  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska  Council  of 
Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  campsite  and 
other  public  purposes;  without  amendment 
(R:-pt.  No,  119).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  FRIEDEL: 
H  R.  3684.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
Income  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer.  Including 
a  dependent  and  the  additional  exemption 
for  old  age  or  blindness,  and  for  other  ptir- 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BECKER: 
H  R  3685.  A   bill    to    amend   the    Service- 
men's Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amend- 
ed, so  as  to  authorize  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  to  furnish  space  and  faciU- 
tles,  if  available,  to  State  veteran   agencies; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BOGGS: 
H  R  3686.  A  bill  to  encourage  equity  in- 
vestments  through   extension  of  tax   incen- 
tives, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BOLLING: 
H.  R.  3687.  A  bill  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948.  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON: 
H  R  3688    A  bill  to  extend  the  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  system  to  certain  service 
performed    by   fishermen.    Including    service 
performed  by  them  atward  vessels  of  10  tons 
or    less;    to    the    Committee    on    Ways    and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 
H  R  3689.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  automatic  separa- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.R.  3690.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (b) 
(3)    of   the  Internal   Revenue   Code;    to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  CONix)N: 
HR.  30-91.  A    bin    to    authorize    the    con- 
struction of  additional  works  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Contra  Costa  Canal,  a  feature  of 
the  Central  Valley  project,  California;  to  the 
Committeee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.  R.  3692.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  pay  In- 
crease for  postmasters,  officers,  and  employ- 
ees In  the  field  service  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment; to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  FOGARTY: 
H.  R.  3693.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  10  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions 
for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making 
of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes."  approved  June  30,  1936  (the 
so-called  Walsh-Healey  Act);   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FOR  AND: 
H.R.  3694.  A  bill  to  reclassify  dictaphones 
in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930;  to  the  Committee 
Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  FRIEDEL: 
H  R  3695.  A  bill  to  amend  section  223  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1950;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mrs.   HARDEN: 
H.  R.  3696.  A  bill  to  discontinue  certain  re- 
ports now  required  by  law;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H.R.  3897.  A  bill  to  aid  In  controlling  in- 
flation and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Ciorrency. 
By  Mr.  KEATING: 
H.  R.  3698.  A  bill  to  Indemnify  drivers  of 
motor  vehicles  of  the  postal  service  against 
liability  for  damages  arising  out  of  the  op- 
eration of  such  vehicles  In  the  performance 
of  official  duties;   to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin; 
H.  R.  3699.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  3466  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  to  subordinate  tax 
claims  of  the  United  States  to  wage  claims 
In  State  Insolvency  proceedings;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 
H.  R.  3700.  A  bin  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  provide  uniform  longevity 
grades  for  the  postal  field  service"  approved 
May  3,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  LeCOMPTE: 
H.R.  3701.  A  bill  to  provide  that  certain 
alien  spouses  of  American  servicemen  may 
be  admitted  to  the  United  States.  If  they 
were  married  with  the  consent  of  the  appro- 
priate military  authority,  notwithstanding 
paragraph  (6)  of  section  212  (a)  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McGREGOR: 
H.  R.  3702.  A  biU  to  amend  the  Publics 
Buildings  Act  of  1949  to  authorize  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  General  Services  to  acquire 
title  to  real  property  and  to  provide  for  the 
construction  of  certain  public  buildings  for 
housing  of  Federal  agencies  or  departments, 
including  post  offices,  by  executing  purchase 
contracts,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  3703.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  extra  compensation  for 
overtime  service  performed  by  inunigratioa 
inspectors  and  other  employees  of  the  Im- 
migration ^rvice,"  approved  March  2,  1931; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  3704.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  incor- 
poration,  regulation,   merger,   consolidfetion, 
and  dissolution  of  certain  business  corpora- 
tions  In  the   District  of   Columbia;    to   th« 
Committee   on   the  District  of   Columbia. 
By  Mr.  O'NEILL: 
H.  R.  3705.  A  bill  to  amend  section  41  of 
the    Longshoremen's    and    Harbor    Workers' 
Compensation  Act  so  as  to  provide  a  system 
of  safety  rules,  regulations,  and  safety   In- 
spection  and   training,   and  for   other   pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  PATTERSON: 
H.  R.  3706.  A  biU  to  amend  section  4   (1) 
of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Serv- 
ice Act.  so  as  to  provide  shorter  periods  of 
service  for  certain  doctors  and  dentists  who 
are    inducted    thereunder    after    serving    on 
active   duty   in   the   Armed   Forces;    to   the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  PRIEST: 
H.  R.  3707.  A   bill   to   amend   the   Natural 
Gas  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  3708.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  uniform  longevity  grades 
for  the  postel  field  service"  approved  May  3. 
1950;   to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3709.  A  bill  to  protect  the  rights  of 
veterans  of  World  War  U  In  the  field  postal 
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eervlce;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 

H.  R.  3710.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  ciarrency. 
By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H.  R.  3711.  A  bill  to  promote  greater  econ- 
omy in  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment by  providing  for  a  consolidated 
cafih  budget,  a  separation  of  operating  from 
capital  expenditures,  long-range  budget  esti- 
mates, the  scheduling  of  legislative  action 
on  appropriation  measures,  yea-and-nay 
votes  on  amendments  to  appropriation 
measures,  and  a  Presidential  item  veto;  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  SAYLOR: 

H.  R.  3712.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
Solano  project;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  STAGGERS: 

H.  R.  3713.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  (including  the  ex- 
emptions for  dependents  and  the  additional 
tx-^mptions  for  old  age  and  blindness)  from 
I60O  to  $800  for  1953,  and  to  $1.C00  for  1954 
and  succeeding  years;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By    Mr.    WESTLAND: 

H.  R.  3714.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  improve- 
ment of  Blaine  Harbor,  Wash.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

By    Mr.    WICKERSHAM: 

H.  R.  3715.  A  bill  to  amend  and  extend 
until  June  30,  1954.  the  provision  of  title 
II  of  the  First  War  Powers  Act,  1941,  as 
amended,  and  to  prescribe  standards  for  the 
Implementation  of  such  provisions;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   WITHROW: 

H.R.  3716.  A   bill   to  regulate  subsistence. 

expenses  and  mileage  allowances  of  civilian 

ofHcers  and  employees  of   the  Federal  Gov- 

■  ernment;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 

Operations. 

H.  R.  3717.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
31,  1946,  in  order  retroactively  to  advance 
In  grade,  time  in  grade  and  compensation 
certain  employees  in  the  postal  field  service 
who  are  veterans  of  World  War  II;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.R.  3718.  A  bill  to  grant  equitable  com- 
pensatory time  to  postal  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3719.  A  bill  to  protect  the  salaries  of 
clerks  in  Post  Offices  of  the  third  class;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Ci\U 
Service. 

By    Mr.    WOLVERTON: 

H.  R.  3720.  A  bill  to  protect  striped  bass: 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By   Mr.   BISHOP: 

H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  furnish  certain  electrical  or  mechanical 
office  equipment  for  the  use  of  Members, 
officers,  and  committees  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

By  Mr.   GRANAHAN: 

H.J.  Res.  207.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  extension  of  the  pericxl  of  pension- 
able service  In  the  case  of  Navy  veterans  of 
the  war  with  Spain;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'   Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  208.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  third  Sunday  in  June  of  each  year  as 
Fathers  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  SAYLOR: 

H.  J.  Res.  209.  Joint  resolution  .revoking 
the  authorization  gf  the  Solano  project;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H.  J.  Res.  210.  Joint     resolution     revokint; 
the  authorization  of  the  Solano  project;   to 
the    Committee    on    Interior    and    Insular 
Afiairs. 


H.J.  Res.  211.  Joint  resolution  directing 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  to  re- 
move the  mural  paintings  from  the  lobby  of 
the  Rincon  Annex  Post  Office  Building  in 
San  Francisco,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.J.  Res.  212.  Joint  resolution  permitting 
the  entry  of  500  children  under  6  years  of 
age,  adopted  by  United  States  citizens  who 
are  serving  abroad  In  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States,  or  who  are  employed 
abroad  by  the  United  States  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 

H.  Con.  Res.  76.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  hopes  of  the  American  people 
for  the  early  liberation  of  the  Russian  people 
and  ether  peoples  withni  the  Soviet  Union 
from  their  present  enslavement  and  for  the 
early  restoration,  of  their  basic  human  rights 
and  freedoms,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FULTON: 

H.  Res.  167.  Resolution  providing  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  1,  a  bill  to  reouce  indi- 
vidual income  ta.\es.  etc  ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

By  Mrs    ROGERS  of  Massachusetts; 

H  Re.s.  168.  Resolution  authorizing  funds 
for  the  inspection  of  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration; to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 


ME.VORIALS 

Under  clau.se  3  of  rule  XXIT,  memo- 
rials were  pre.sented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL:  Memorial  of  the  Colo- 
rado State  Legislature  memorializing  Con- 
gress to  authorize  funds  to  be  made  available 
for  construction  of  several  units  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  storage  project  and  participiitmg 
project,^;  to  the  Cummiitee  un  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COTTON:  Rpsolutlnn  rassed  by  the 
New  Hampshire  Legislature  requesting  that 
the  Federal  Government  retire  immediatelv 
from  the  field  of  motor-fuel  taxation,  to  tiie 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona  that  thu.se 
agencies  of  the  United  States  Government 
directly  concerned  with  water  problems  rec- 
ognize Its  signification  by  adoption  of  a  state- 
ment of  policy  for  the  guidance  and  assist- 
ance of  tht>  legislature  in  its  future  delibera- 
tions and  indicate  their  willingness  to  co- 
operate with  the  State  of  Arizona  In  eflTect- 
ing  an  orderly  wilhdr.iwal  of  exi.  ti:ig  gr^'und 
water  sunpUes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Ii.sular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Arizona,  that  the  Congress  elimi- 
nate all  existing  Federal  laws  which  dis- 
criminate against  Indians:  to  the  Coininlttee 
on  Interior  and  In.^ular  Affairs. 

By  the  SPE.\KER :  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Colorado,  memorializ- 
ing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  Slates  relative  to  e.xpres&lng  con- 
demnation of  So\let  Russia  for  its^brut.il 
and  inhumane  persecution  of  Jews  living 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain;  to  the  Cumiuiitee 
on  Foreign  .\ff.iirs. 

Al.>o,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  authorize  funds  to  be  made  available  fur 
construction  of  several  units  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects; to  the  Committee  on  Iiiteriur  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Guam,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
requesting  -.he  amendment  of  the  Organic 
Act  of  Guam  to  provide  for  the  election  of 
a  Resident  Commissioner  for  the  Territory 
of  Guam  in  Washington,  D  C  .  and  to  pro- 
Vide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Representa- 


tive to  present  this  matter  to  the  Congre.ss 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Guam,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  requesting  provision  for  appoint- 
ment of  residents  of  Guam  to  the  United 
States  Military  and  Naval  Academies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr    KEOGH: 

H  R.  3721.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Giovanni 

DeLuca;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr    BARRETT: 

H   R  3722    A    bill    for   the   relief   of   Frank 

Michael   Whalen.   Jr.;    to   the   Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr'  BEAMER : 
H  R  372:3.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
H.    Cox;     to    the    Committee    on    Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.   BELCHER: 
H  R  3724    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anthony 
Lynn   Neis;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr   B^TINE  of  Pennsvlvanla: 
H  R  3725    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Curtis  W. 
Strung;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H  R   3726    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Henry    Harrison,    to    the    Committee   on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    DAWSON  of  Utah: 
H  R  3727    A    bill    for    the    relief   of   David 
Yaiig  and   wife,   Katherine   Loui.se   Yang;    to 
the  Committee   nn   the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    DEIANEY: 
H   R  37:8    A    bill    for    the    relief   of    Helen 
Gertrude  Koubek,  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

H  R.  3729  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Teresa 
Maria  CipoUone.  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3730  A  bill  fr,r  the  relief  of  James  D. 
Bi.ubaris  (Bubar;.si;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlfiary 

H  R  3731     A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vincenzo 

Micich;  to  the  C  unmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    LODD: 

H  R  3732    A  bill  for  the  relie'  nf  Catherine 

(Catherina)  D.  PUgard;  to  the  Committee  ou 

the   Jiidinnry. 

By  Mr    DORN  nf  New  York  ■ 
H   R   37::;3    A    bill    l..r    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Anna  Holder,    to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  3734  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Elpt- 
niki  Calaliduu.  to  ilie  Committee  un  ine 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr    FOG ARTY: 
H  R   37J.T    A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Maria 
An>uint.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    FRIEDEL: 
H  R  3736    A   bill    for  the  relief  of  Z  >ltan 
Ruttner    and    Mrs.    Edith    Ruttnei;     to    the 
Cummiltee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3737  A  biil  fur  the  relief  of  Marl.\ 
Quiteuriotti,  to  the  CtJinmittee  ou  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    GR.ANAHAN: 
H  R  ;j738    a    bill    for    the    relief    of    Max 
Fi.'Cher;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.3739.   A   bill    for   the   relief  of   Robert 
Bertram;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv   Mr    HYDE: 
H  R  3740.  A    bill   fur   the   relief   of   Henry 
William    Brady,    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    KELI  EY  of  PennsvIv.Tnia  : 
H  R  3741.   A  bill  tiiT  the  relief  of  Ludmlla 
Orange;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    KEOGH: 
H  R  3742    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Paul 
Bern.'-tein,    to    the   Committee   on    the   Judi- 
ciary. 


H  R  3743.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
David  Segal.  Chalm  Szemaja  Segal,  and  leek 
Hersz  Segal;    to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Ju- 

diciarv.  . 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 
H  R  3744.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Shea- 
Matson  Trucking  Co.;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3745.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stefan 
Virniluis  Issarescu;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H  R  3*746.  A  bill   for   the   relief   of   Mario 

Sebac;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3747.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kalmau 

and  Kato  Berger;   to  the  Committee  ou  the 

J,uluiary. 

Bv  Mr.  HELLER: 
H  R  3748.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of   David 
Ra.-^km  and  others;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr.  HINSHAW: 
H  R  3749.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Woldemar 
Jaskowsky;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    JOHNSON: 
H    R    3750.  A  bin   for   the  relief   of   Miss 
In?e  Beckmann;    to  the  Committee  on   the 
Judiciarv. 

H  R  3751.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
andria S  Balasko;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.  McC.KRTHY: 
H    R.   3762.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Misa 
Hatsuko  Tsuhamoto;   to  tlie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McDONOUGH: 
H.  R.  3753.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cynthia 
Jacob;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr.  MORANO: 
H    R   3754    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alfonso 
Spennato;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 
H  R  3755    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Claude  R. 
Wimer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    PHIl-BIN: 
H    R    3756.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Allen 
Poj)e,  his  heirs  or  personal  representatives; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.  REAMS: 
H   R   3757.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Kilmer  Nickerson;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 
H   R   3758    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stavrula 
Perutsea;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCOTT: 
H    R   3759.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  E,-posito;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN: 
H   R.  3760    A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Walter  D. 
Jenckes  and  Harriet   Jenckes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
H   R   3761.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gallcano 
Padem  Achacoso;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R  3762.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edvardo 
Rnmua  Arat>e;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

■■  lw»  ■■ ■ 


ftcience  but  whets  the  sword  to  a  sharper 
edge  and  would  destroy  us  with  our  own 
wheels  and  wings.  Without  Thee  com- 
merce cannot  save  us,  for  selfish  trade 
but  lifts  the  hunger  of  covetousness  to  a 
higher  pitch.  Without  Thee  even  edu- 
cation cannot  redeem  us,  for  we  know 
now  that  the  mere  sharpening  of  the 
intellect,  the  massing  and  mastery  of 
facts  and  figures  may  but  fit  men  to  be 
tenfold  more  masterful  in  the  awful  art 
of  slaughter.  And  so,  we  pray  that 
Thou  wilt  shatter  our  delusions,  shine 
through  our  blindness,  shame  our  pride, 
that  we  stray  not  in  folly  away  from 
Thee. 

As  partners  in  a  crusade  of  decency 
and  honor  to  make  men  free,  bring  us 
to  the  common  victory  for  the  inalien- 
able rights  of  all  men  everywhere.  We 
ask  it  in  the  Redeemers  name.    Amen. 


SENATE 

FninAY,  March  0,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Ftev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D,  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer; 

Father  of  our  life.  Foimtain  of  our 
being;  We  thank  Thee  for  the  light  of 
Thy  countenance  which  illumines  our 
pathway  with  eternal  splendor.  With- 
out that  light  we  walk  in  darkness. 
Without  Thee  as  guide  our  boasted  prog- 
re.ss  but  leads  to  tlie  quagmires  of  futil- 
ity  and   oblivion.     Without   Thee   our 


THE  JOURNAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday, 
March  4,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, it  is  necessary  for  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  the 
senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  LMr. 
Green  1.  and  myself  to  attend  an  impor- 
tant meeting  on  official  business,  and  I 
therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
we  may  l>e  excused  for  such  time  this 
afternoon  as  may  be  necessary  for  us  to 
attend  the  meeting. 

The      VICE     PRESIDENT.     Without 
objection,  the  leave  is  granted. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Amendment  or  Section  5210  of  Revised 
Statutes 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legUlatlon 
to  amend  section  5210  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
AtrrHORiz.\TioN  or  Certain  Transactions  bt 
UNITED  States   Disbt-Tisino  Officers 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  leg.lslatlon 
to  amend  the  act  of  December  23,  1944. 
authorizing  certain  transactions  by  disburs- 
ing officers  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  Bankhig  and  Ctirrency. 

Lite  Presekvxrs  pok  Riveh  Steamers 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  amend  section  4482  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (46  U.  S.  C. 
475)  relating  to  life  preservers  for  river 
steamers  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


appaopriations    for    construction    of    th« 
Eklutna  Project,  Alasi^a 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
to  amend  section  6  of  the  act  of  July  31,  1950, 
relating  to  appropriations  for  construction 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
Eklutna  project,  Alaska  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Construction  of  Potential  Fort 
Gibson  Project,  Oklahoma 
A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  th« 
Interior,   transmitting,    pursuant    to   law,    a 
report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  on 
a  plan  for  the   construction  of   the  poten- 
tial   Fort   Gibson    project,   Oklahoma    (with 
accompanying   papers);    to    the    Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Report  on  Foreign  Excess  Personal  Prop- 
erty Disposal,  Department  of  the  Army 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  reix>rt  on 
foreign  excess  personal  property  dispyoeal,  for 
the  period  January  1  to  December  31,  1953 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
Report    on    Cooperation    Wrrn    Mexico    in 
Control    and    Eradication    of    Foot-and- 
MotTTH  Disease 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  re- 
port on  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  in  the  control  and  eradication  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  for  the  month  of 
January  1953  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  ou  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Temporary  Admission  Into  thk  United 
States  of  Certain  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  copies  of  orders 
entered  in  cases  of  temporary  admission  of 
certain  aliens  into  the  United  States  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee  ou 
the  Judiciary. 

Granting  of  Applications  for  Permanent 
Residence  to  Certain  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  copies  of  the  or- 
ders ol  the  Commissioner  of  Immigratioa 
and  Naturalization,  granting  the  applica- 
tions for  permanent  residence  of  certaia 
aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  facts 
and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to  eacli 
alien,  and  the  reasons  for  granting  such  ap- 
pUcatlons  (with  accompanying  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  copies  of  orders,  granting  the  appli- 
cations for  permanent  residence  of  certain 
aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  facts 
and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to  each 
alien  and  the  reasons  for  granting  such  ap- 
plications (with  accompanying  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judicia.-y. 

Suspension  of  Deportation  of  Certain 

Aliens 
Three  letters  from  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
Department  of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursu- 
ant to  law,  copies  of  orders  suspending  de- 
portation of  certain  aliens,  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provi- 
sions of  law  as  to  each  alien  and  the  reasons 
for  ordering  such  suspension  (with  accom- 
panying papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Suspension  of  Deportation  of  Certain 
Aliens — WrrHDRAWAL  of  Names 
A  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  with- 
drawing the  names  of  certain  aliens  from 
lists  of  aliens  heretofore  transmitted  to  the 
Senate  relating  to  suspension  of  deportation 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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Avon  RzpoRT  ON   Federal   Crop   Ihsuranck 
Corporation 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corpo- 
ration, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Gotrernment  Operations. 

Rkport  on  Tort  Claims  Paid  bt  Housing  and 
HoMX  Finance  Agency 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  Washington, 
D.  C,  rejKjrtIng,  pursuant  to  law,  on  tort 
claims  paid  by  that  Agency,  for  the  calen- 
dar year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Report  or  Commissioner  of  Education 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion on  the  administration  of  Public  Laws 
874  and  815,  81st  Congress,  2d  session,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report):  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Report  bt  Civil  Service  Commission  of  List 

OP    Positions    Not    Under    Civil    Service 

(Pt.  2  OF  S.  Doc.  No.  18) 

A  letter  from  the  Executive  Director, 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 19.  agreed  to  January  9,  1953,  a  further 
list  of  positions  not  under  civil  service  rules 
and  regulations  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OflQce 
and  Civil  Service,  and  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed as  part  2  of  Senate  Document  No.  18. 

Disposition  or  Executive  Papers 

A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  ti 
list  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of 
several  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Government  which  are  not  needed  in  the 
conduct  of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  Interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  disposition  (with  ac- 
companying papers);  to  a  Joint  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  In  the 
Executive    Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr. 
Carlson  and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina  members  of  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Montana;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

"Joint  memorial  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
United  States  Senators  James  E.  Murray 
and  MIKE  Mansfield,  and  Representatives 
Wesley  A.  D'Ewart  and  Lee  Metcalf,  all 
of  Washington.  D.  C,  requesting  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  providing  for  the 
donation  of  lands  formerly  within  the  Fort 
Missoula  Military  Reservation  to  Missoula 
County,  Mont. 

"Whereas  the  United  States  of  America 
formerly  established  a  military  reservation  in 
Missoula  County,  Mont.,  which  was  legally 
denominated  Fort  Missoula;    and 

'•Whereas  subsequent  to  World  War  IT, 
Port  Missoula  was  decommissioned  as  a  fort 
and  sutwtantial  portions  of  Fort  Missoula 
were  declared  to  be  surplus;  and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Is  now  making 
no  use  of  large  portions  of  the  area  form- 
erly comprising   Fort   Missoula;    and 

"Whereas  the  citizens  of  Missoula,  Mont., 
through  the  Missoula  Chamber  of  Commerce, 


have  heretofore  donated  substantial  areas 
of  land  to  the  United  States  for  Fort  Mis- 
soula; and 

"Whereas  the  county  of  Missoula  Is  at 
the  present  time  leasing  a  portion  of  the 
area,  but  under  a  ease  Is  unable  to  ade- 
quately preserve  and  protect  the  buildings 
and  Is  unable,  under  the  existing  laws  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  to  purchase  the  portions 
of  Fort  Missoula  not  now  used  by  the  United 
States  and  not  held  for  contemplated  use  by 
the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  lands  and  buildings 
would  be  of  great  value  to  the  public  of 
Montana:   Now,  therefore,  be   It 

"Resolved  by  the  .'3d.  Legi.-:latiip  Asscmb!]/ 
of  the  State  of  Montana  [the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  concurring)  . 
That  we  respectfulh'  urge  the  enactment  of 
legislation  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  donation  of  those 
portions  of  Fort  Missoula  which  are  not 
being  used  by  the  United  States  for  mili- 
tary service  to  the  county  of  Missoula;  be 
it  further 

'Resolved.  That   copies   of    this   memorial 
be  submitted  by  the  secretary  of  state  of  the 
State    of    Montana    to    the    Senate    and    the 
House    of     Representatives     of     the     United 
States  Congress,  to  Senators  James  E.  Mur- 
ray   and    Mike    Mansheld    and    Repre.senta- 
tlves  Wesley  A.  DEwart  and  Lee  Metcalf. 
"Dean  Chaffin. 
"Speaker  of    the   House. 
"Geo.    M.    Gosman. 
"President   of   the  Senate. 

"Approved  February  25,  1953." 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial   13 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  President 
and  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State   Department    to    express    their    con- 
demnation of  Soviet  Russia  for  Its  brutal 
and  Inhumane  persecution  of  Jews  living 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
"Whereas  the  Communists  to  advance  their 
antlrellglous  philosophies  have  embarked  on 
a  determined  program  of  enslavement,  tor- 
ture,  and   extermination   of    large    segments 
of  the  population  of  Europe;   and 

"Whereas  as  a  result  thereof  the  lives  of 
2.500.000  persons  of  the  Jewish  faith  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain  hang  in  the  balance;  and 
"Whereas  the  democratic  forces  of  all 
right-thinking  people  of  the  world  must  be 
marshaled  to  combat  thi.s  barbaric  course  of 
action  in  order  that  the  fundamental  con- 
cepts of  morality,  religion,  and  freedom  can 
endure:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  39th  Gen- 
eral  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado 
(the  House  of  Representatives  concurring 
herein).  That  this  general  a.ssembly  respect- 
fully requests  the  President  and  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  State  Department 
to  condemn  publicly  the  persecution  and 
brutal  treatment  of  Jews  living  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain,  and  to  combat  such  uncivil- 
ized action  by  taking  whatever  steps  are  fxjs- 
slble  to  curtail  further  brutality  and  perse- 
cution;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  memorial  be  immediately  transmitted 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  and  to  each  Member  of 
Congress  from  this  State. 

"Gordon  Allott, 

"Prt'sident  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred    H.    Cresswell. 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"David  A.  Hamil, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

"Lee  Matties, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 


A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  14 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  Congress  to 
authorize  funds  to  be  made  available  for 
construction  of  several  units  of  the  Col- 
orado River  storage  project  and  partici- 
pating projects 

■  Whereas  the  Colorado  River  storai^e  proj- 
ect and  particii^atlng  projects,  which  include 
the  proposed  Florida  reservoir.  Pine  River 
extension.  Navaho  reservoir.  Hammond. 
S<juth  San  Juan  and  the  Shlprock  projects, 
has  been  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  of  the  United  States. 

"Whereas  the  construction  of  reservoirs 
and  utilization  of  the  Colorado  River  and  Its 
tributaries,  as  contemplated  and  reported  on, 
aside  troni  direct  and  lasting  benefit  to  busi- 
ness and  t;/  .agriculture,  will  also  be  of  greatly 
Increasei  i^eneflt  to  ttsh  culture  and  better 
fishing,  aiid  that  recreational  areas  fur  the 
use  uf  the  public  will  be  created  of  immeas- 
urable value,  and 

"Whereas  In  spite  of  all  organized  opposi- 
tion and  reports  to  the  contrary,  there  will 
be  no  as.^essable  damage  of  any  kind  or  na- 
ture to  any  public  use  area  involved  in  the 
construction  of  said  projects:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Raolved  by  th"  Senate  of  the  39t)i  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado  {the 
Howtc  of  Representatives  concurring  here- 
in), Tliat  this  general  assembly  resjjectfully 
requests  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
consider  a  bill  which  would  authorize  funds 
vo  be  made  available  for  the  construction  of 
tlie  several  units  of  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project  and  participating  projects,  as 
recommended  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Colo- 
rado Water  Conservation  Board;  be  It  further 
"Resolved.  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  memorial  be  immediately  transmitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States,  and  to  each  Mem* 
ber  of  Congress  from  this  State. 
"Gordon  Allott. 

"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred  H.  Cresswell, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"David  A.  Hamii., 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

"Lfe  Mattifs, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  tlie  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  No,  3 

"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  approve  legislation 
granting  domestic  producers  of  gold  to  sell 
their  product  In  the  markets  of  the 
world  — Memorializing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  approve  legi.slatlon  au- 
thorizing the  domestic  producers  of  gold 
to  sell  the  product  of  their  labors  in  the 
markets  of  the  world 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  35th  General  Assembly 
of  the  State  of  Colorado  {the  Senate  con- 
curring herein).  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  and  Is  hereby  memorialized 
to  approve  legislation  authorizing  the  sale 
of  gold  from  domestic  mines  by  the  pro- 
ducers thereof  on  the  open  markets  of  the 
world  at  prices  which  prevail  on  thoae  mar- 
kets, without  further  restriction;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  in- 
vestigate the  reasons  for  present  restrictions 
upon  the  buying  and  selling  of  gold  within 
and  without  the  United  States  by  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  which  privilege  is  de- 
nied citizens  of  this  country  although  ex- 
tended to  citizens  of  other  countries,  with 
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no  apparent  harmful  e.Tects  upon  the  eco- 
nomics of  the  respectlvi}  countries  in  which 
gold  Is  allowed  to  be  bought  and  sold  with- 
out Government  restriction;  be  It  further 
"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  Investigate  and  determine  the  reasons 
why  the  International  Monetary  Fund  haa 
consistently  sidetracked  the  issue  involved 
In  raising  the  price  of  gold  on  an  interna- 
tional basis  to  a  realistic  figure  commensu- 
rate with  the  costs  of  production  within 
gold -producing    countries;    be    it    further 

"Resolved.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  is  hereby  memorialized  to  take 
action  now  pending:  'Ilecoinage  of  the  110 
gold  pieces';  be  it  furtlier 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  Congressmen  representing  those  States 
in  which  gold  is  produc«-d  either  as  a  primary 
product  or  as  a  by-product  from  the  produc- 
tion of  other  metals,  imd  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  wl:h  the  additional  plea 
directed  to  the  Chief  Executive  that  immedi- 
ate steps  be  taken  to  bring  about  the  ob- 
jectives set  forth  in  tl^.is  Joint  memorial. 
"David  A..  Hamil, 
"Speaker  of  the  House 

of  Representatives. 
"Leb  Mattixs, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 
"Gordon    Allott, 

"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildseu  H.  Cresswell, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  Is- 
land of  Guam:  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services: 

"Resolution  14 

"Resolution    relative   to   memorializing   and 
requesting    the    Cor-gress    of    the 
States  to  provide  for  appointment 
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Congress  of  the  United  States  by  nonvoting 
Resident  Commissioners  or  Delegatee  to  Con- 
gress; and 

"Whereas  the  Territory  of  Guam  has  not 
been  accorded  the  right  of  such  representa- 
tion, although  the  people  of  Guam  strongly 
desire  the  same;  and 

"Whereas  such  representation  Is  necessary 
to  a  ready  understanding  by  the  Congress  of 
the  problems  of  the  people  of  Guam  and  to 
their  ultimate  solution :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  hereby  respectfully  memorialized 
and  requested  to  amend  the  Organic  Act  of 
Guam  to  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Resi- 
dent Commissioner  to  represent  the  Terri- 
tory of  Guam  In  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  provide  adequate 
notice  to  the  Guam  Legislature  prior  to  con- 
sidering the  matter  of  providing  for  a  com- 
missioner In  order  that  a  qualified  represent- 
ative of  the  legislature  and  people  of  Guam 
may  present  necessary  information  and  ex- 
plain the  desirability  of  such  a  commissioner 
to  the  Members  and  to  the  proper  committees 
of  the  United  States  Congress;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  the  committee  on  rules  be, 
and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  appoint  one 
qualified  person  as  representative;  and  be  it 
further 

^Resolved,  That  the  committee  on  rules  be, 
and  is  hereby,  authorized  to  pay  the  neces- 
sary travel  and  other  expenses  of  that  repre- 
sentative out  of  the  fund  appropriated  for 
contingent  expenses  of  the  legislature;  and 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  executive  secretary  oe 
directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this  resolution 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  Secretary 
the    Interior,    and    to    the   Governor    of 


tary  and  Naval  Academies 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Leffislature  •/  the 
Territory  of  Guam: 

"Whereas  residents  of  other  Territories  of 
the  United  States  are  eligible  for  appoint- 
ments as  cadets  and  midshipmen  to  the 
Military  and  Naval  Acftdemles;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  many  able  and  deserv- 
ing residents  of  Guam  who  are  not  presently 
eligible  under  the  lawn  of  the  United  States 
to  receive  such  appointments:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  legislature  does  here- 
by memorialize  and  request  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  amend  the  statutes  of 
the  United  States  to  provide  that  an  equal 
number  of  appointments  shall  be  made  from 
among  the  residents  of  the  Territory  of 
Guam  as  are  made  from  among  the  residents 
of  every  other  Territory  of  the  United  States; 
and  be  It  further 

"Resolved  That  the  executive  secretary  be 
directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this  resolution 
to  the  President  of  t^.e  United  States,  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States,  the  Secietary  of  the  Interior, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  the  Governor 
of  Guam." 

A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  Is- 
land of  Guam:  to  the  C^ommlttee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Resolution  8 

"Resolution  relative  tj  memorializing  and 
requesting  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  amend  the  Organic  Act  of  Guam 
to  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Resident 
Commissioner  for  the  Territory  of  Guam 
In  Washington,  D.  C,  and  to  provide  for 
the  appointment  of  a  representative  to 
present  this  matter  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 

Territory  of  Guam: 
"Whereas   it  Is  customary  for  Territories 

of  the  United  States  to  be  represented  in  the 


A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaksa;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  15 
"To  the  Honorable  Divight  D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States;  the  Hon- 
orable Douglas  McKay,  Secretary  of  the 
Interior;  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate; the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
United  States  House  of  Representatives; 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represents: 

"Whereas  statehood  in  the  American  Union 
on  a  basis  of  full  equality  has  long  been  an 
aspiration  of  the  people  of  Alaska,  believing 
In  government  of,  by,  and  for  the  people;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  Alaska  have,  for  a 
long  time  past,  demonstrated  their  ability 
and  fitness  to  assume  the  full  rights,  obliga- 
tions, and  duties  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  now  desire  to  form  themselves 
into  a  State,  as  the  people  of  all  other  Ter- 
ritories have  done  before  them;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  our  sister  Territory 
of  Hawaii  enjoy  the  prospect  of  being  ad- 
mitted to  statehood  at  the  present  session 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
committees  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  national  platforms  of  both 
our  major  political  parties  have  called  for 
the  early  admission  of  Alaska  to  statehood. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  respect- 
fully prays  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  at  Its  present  session,  adopt  adequate 
enabling  legislation  providing  fo-  the  ad- 
mission of  Alaska  as  a  State  of  the  Union. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 


A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
Tior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Memorial  1 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica; the  Honorable  Douglas  McKay.  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  of  the  United 
States;  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  In  21st  session  assem- 
bled, respectfully  submits  that: 

"Whereas  an  appointment  to  fill  the  office 
of  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  under 
the  administration  of  President  Dwight  D. 
Elsenhower  is  imminent;  and 

"Whereas  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisen- 
hower, President  of  the  United  States,  has 
repeatedly  stated  that  he  would  prefer  to 
appoint  an  Alaskan  to  the  ofBce  of  Governor 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  are  desirous  of  having  an  Alaskan 
appointed  Governor  of  Alaska  until  such 
time  as  enabling  legislation  is  enacted  so 
that  they  may  elect  an  Alaskan  to  this  office; 
and 

"Whereas  there  are  residents  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Alaska  who  are  able  and  fully  quali- 
fied to  fill  the  office  of  governor. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
spectfully urges  that  a  bona  fide  resident 
and  inhablUnt  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska 
be  forthwith  appointed  to  the  office  of  gov- 
ernor. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray. 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  That  the  text  of  this 
memorial  be  telegraphed  to  the  Honorable 
Dwight  D.  Elsenhower  and  the  Honorable 
Douglas  McKay  immediately  upon  its  adop- 
tion." » 

The  petition  of  Nicholas  J.  Curtis,  of 
Paterson,  N.  J.,  praying  for  leave  to  deposit 
with  the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate,  96  copies  of  a  brief  relating  to 
his  claims  against  Philip  Forman  and  Guy 
L.  Fake,  United  States  district  Judges  for  the 
district  of  New  Jersex^,(wlth  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

The  petition  of  H.  Joseph  Mahoney,  of 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  relating  to  free  and  inde- 
pendent States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WELKER: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature   of 
the  State  of   Idaho;   to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  4  f 

"To   the  Honorable   Dwight   D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States;  the  Hon- 
orable  Charles  E.   Wilson,   Secretary   of 
Defense;  the  Honorable  Douglas  McKay, 
Secretary    of    the    Interior;    Howard    I. 
Young,   Deputy   Administrator,   Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency,  and  J.  D. 
Small,  Chairman  Munitions  Board: 
"We,   your  memorialists,  %he  Senate   and 
House    of    Representatives    of    the    State    of 
Idaho,  In  legislative  session,  duly  and  regu- 
larly  assembled,    most   respectfully   present 
the  following   preamble   and   resolution,  to 
wit: 

"Whereas  our  normal  peacetime  require- 
ments of  primary  antimony  are  about  15,000 
tons  and  in  the  event  of  an  all-out  war  these 
requirements  would  be  increased  to  about 
45.000  tons;  and 

"Whereas  heavy  Importation  of  foreign 
antimony  at  depressed  prices  during  1951 
and  1952  forced  the  YeUow  Pine  mine  in 
Valley  County,  Idaho,  to  shut  down  with  the 
result  that  our  total  domestic  production, 
since  thU  shutdown,  has  been  at  the  rate 
of  less  than  100  tons  annually,  or  less  than 
1  percent  of  our  total  domestic  reqtiire- 
ments;  and 
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"Whereas  the  said  Yellow  Pine  mine,  lor 
years  had  been  supplying  over  90  percent 
ot  the  entire  domestic  mine  output  and  has 
a  productive  capacity  equivalent  to  over  20 
percent  of  our  peacetime  requirement  and 
about  10  percent  of  our  wartime  needs;  and 

"Whereas  formerly  our  principal  source 
of  supply  was  from  China,  which  source  Is 
no  longer  available  to  the  free  world,  and 
another  major  source  has  been  Bolivia,  which 
source  Is  undependable  because  of  an  un- 
stable government  and  economic  disturb- 
ance, and  all  other  sources  are  either  far 
distant,  declining  or  undependable;  and 

"Whereas  our  Government  stockpile  has 
been  estimated  to  contain  only  20,000  tons 
of  primary  antimony,  or  approximately  6 
months'  supply  during  a  wartime  demand 
period;  and 

"Whereas  oxir  major  wartime  requirements 
for  antimony  cannot  be  satisfied  by  scrap  or 
secondary  antimony,  but  only  by  primary 
antimony;  and 

"Whereas  since  February  1952  the  total 
United  States  consumption  of  primary  anti- 
mony has  exceeded  the  total  available  sup- 
ply. Including  Imports;  and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Industrial 
stoclts  of  primary  antimony  have  declined 
d\U"ing  1952  to  the  lowest  point  In  many 
years;  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Idaho  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring). That  we  most  respectfully  urge  that  In 
the  Interests  of  national  security  the  new 
administration  carefully  examine  our  Na- 
tion's stockpiling  program  with  respect  to 
primary    antimony;    and    be    It    further 

"Resolved.  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
that  since  we  are  now  in  a  war  emergency 
and  are  currently  dependent  on  foreign 
sources  for  over  99  percent  of  our  primary 
antimony  supplies,  we  believe  that  our  na- 
tional stockpile  of  primary  antimony,  esti- 
mated to  contain  only  enouerh  antimony  to 
last  6  months  during  an  all-out  war,  is  dan- 
gerously Inadequate,  and  we  believe  that 
the  antimony  stockpile  objective  should  be 
raised  to  a  more  realistic  figure;  and  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
that  consideration  be  given  to  encouraging 
or  maintaining  some  productive  capacity  In 
this  country.  We  particularly  refer  to  the 
closed  down  antimony  mine  and  smelter  at 
Stlbnlte,  Idaho,  and  believe  it  regrettable 
that  these  excellent  facilities  have  not  been 
made  use  of  In  building  up  an  adequate 
stockpile;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  be,  and  he  hereby  is.  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  Honorable  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower,  President  of  the  United  States; 
Charles  E.  Wilson,  Secretary  of  Defense; 
Douglas  McKay,  Secretary  of  the  Interior; 
Howard  I.  Young.  Deputy  Administrator.  De- 
fense Materials  Procurement  Agency;  J.  D. 
Small.  Chairman,  Munitioas  Board;  Hon. 
Henry  C.  Dworshak.  United  States  Senate; 
Hon.  Herman  Welker.  United  States  Senate; 
Hon.  Hamer  H.  Budge  and  Hon.  Grade 
Pfost,  United  States  House  of  Representa- 
tives; Hon.  RlQUard  M.  Nixon.  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States;  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Mar- 
tin, Jr.,  Speaker  of  the  House;  Hon.  George 
W.  Malone.  chairman.  Senate  Mines  Com- 
mittee, and  Hon.  A.  L.  Miller,  chairman 
of  House  Internal  and  Insular  Affairs  Com- 
mittee." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and   Insular  Affairs: 

"Joint  memorial  to  the  President,  the  Con- 
gress, and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of 
the  United  States,  relative  to  certain  in- 
demnity lands  selected  by  the  State  of 
Idaho  In  lieu  of  school  sections  belonging 
to  the  public  school  endowment 
"We,  your  memorialists,  the  32d  Legislature 

of  Idaho,  respectfully  represent  and  request 

that: 


"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho,  acting  by 
and  through  its  duly  authorized  officers,  on 
April  14,  1913.  filed  clear  lists  No.  15,  16,  and 
21  for  Indemnity  selection  of  lands  in  Caribou 
and  Bingham  Counties.  Idaho,  which  selec- 
tion was  In  lieu  of  school  sections  withheld 
from  the  lands  granted  to  the  State  by  the 
Idaho  Admission  Act;    and 

"Whereas  such  clear  listed  lands  amount- 
ing to  117.407.07  acres  were  then  subject  to 
"a  reservation  by  the  United  States  of  the 
phosphate  located  thereon  which  reservation 
was   later   withdrawn;    and 

"Whereas  such  lands  were  selected  in  lieu 
of  lands  in  which  the  State  of  Idaho  had 
title  to  all  mineral  rights;   and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho  now  has  title 
to  said  lands  and  to  all  other  minerals  In 
said  land  save  and  except  phosphate;   and 

"Whereas  Congress  did  not  include  in- 
demnity selections  such  as  those  contained 
in  clear  lists  No.  15.  16.  and  21  within  the 
scope  of  the  act  of  January  25.  1927  (43 
U.  S.  C.  A.  87C),  although  it  was  apparently 
Intended  by  the  Congress  that  that  act 
should  confirm  to  the  State  with  regard  to 
Indemnity  lands  an  Interest  equivalent  to 
that  granted  under  the  act  in  all  school  sec- 
tions known  to  be  mineral  on  the  effective 
date  of  that   act;    and 

"Whereas  the  development  of  these  clear 
listed  lands  for  phosphate  mining  has  been 
undertaken  under  leases  issued  in  good  faith 
by  the  Ftate  of  Idaho,  and  the  Slate  has 
expended  money  and  effort  in  the  develop- 
ment of  these  areas  for  phosphate  produc- 
tion; and  has  collected  substantial  rentals 
thereon;   and 

"Whereas  the  values  contained  thire 
should,  when  mined,  accrue  to  the  benefit 
of  the  public  school  entluwnient  fund  of 
Idaho  as  was  intended  in  the  grants  con- 
tained in  the  admission  act;   and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  in  IQ.'iO  i.ssued 
leases  to  mine  phosphate  in  and  upon  these 
same  lands,  and  thereby  claimed  paramount 
authority  to  phosphate  deposits  located  in 
such  lands,  but  lays  no  other  claim  to  such 
lands. 

"Now.  therefore,  your  memorialists,  the 
32d  Legislature  of  tho  State  of  Idaho,  do  re- 
spectfully urge  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  which  will  con- 
firm to  the  State  of  Idaho  the  title  to  all 
phosphate  found,  or  to  be  found,  in  the 
lands  covered  by  clear  lists  15.  16.  and  21. 
and  will  restore  these  rights  to  the  State: 
and  it  is  hereby  directed  tliat  the  attorney 
general  of  Idaho  make  representation  to  the 
Governmen..  of  the  United  States  to  the  end 
that  such  legislation  be  enai  ed;  and  that 
he  cause  copies  cf  this  niemorlal.  duly  cer- 
tified, to  be  tran.'^mltted  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  of  the  U:ilted  States,  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  Senate  and  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  United  S'ates  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  to  the  Representatives  of 
Idaho  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  I,egtslature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture  and  Forestry; 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  6 
"To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  Hou^c  of  Rrp- 
rcsentative'i    of    the    United    States    m 
Congress  Assembled: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Letri.«laf  ure  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  in  its  32d 
session,  do  respectfully  represent:   that — 

"Whereas  in  Idaho  a  total  of  250  million 
board  feet  of  Engelmann  spruce  timber  has 
been  infested  and  killed  by  a  violent  out- 
break of  the  Engelmann  spruce  bark  beetle 
during  the  summer  of  1952;  and 

"Whereas  total  spruce  stands  of  2  billion 
board  feet  and  having  a  stumpage  value 
of  $15  million  and  whose  manufacture  would 
create  labor  and  lumber  values  amounting 
to  over  $175  million  on  these  five  national 
forests  and  adjacent  lands  in  other  owner- 
ships are  Immediately  threatened  by  this 
Insect  outbreak;  and 


"Whereas  in  addition  there  are  3  billion 
board  feet  of  spruce  In  Idaho  which  may 
be  killed  by  this  insect  outbreak  unless  It 
Is  controlled;   and 

"Whereas  a  plan  to  control  the  epidemic 
and  salvage  the  spruce  has  been  developed 
by  a  Joint  Forest  Service,  Bureau  of  Ento- 
mology, the  State  of  Idaho,  and  Timber  In- 
dustry Group;   and 

"Whereas  the  carrying  out  of  the  program 
will  make  possible  the  protection  from  bark 
beetle  attack  of  intermingled  species  of  tim- 
ber and  salvage  of  all  Infested  timber;  and 

"Whereas  this  plan  has  the  objective  In 
Idaho  of  renKJVing  205  million  board  feet  of 
infested  and  salvage  spruce  in  1953  and  475 
million  board  feet  of  such  spruce  In  1954 
which  will  require  the  construction  of  368 
miles  of  access  roads  during  the  2-year 
period:  and 

"Whereas  it  Is  necessary  to  supplement  the 
road-construction  and  logging  plans  with  a 
chemical-treatment  program  to  control  the 
spread  of  the  bark  beetles  In  isolated  areas; 
and 

"Whereas  linie  is  the  essence  of  the  suc- 
cess of  this  proi^ram  as  timber  killed  by  this 
Insect  ha-s  Utile  value  unless  salvaged  within 
2  years     Nmw,  therefore,  be  It 

■  Kfso/icd  by  the  32d  Lrgi.slative  Assembly 
of  Idalio  of  1953.  nou-  in  .vc.nmou  {tfic  Svnate 
ayid  Huu'^r  of  Representatives  concurring). 
That  we  most  earnestly  request  that  the  C  <n- 
grei,s  of  the  United  Slates  recognize  the  Im- 
portance of  the  spruce  timber  resource  in 
Idaho  and  to  Immediately  Initiate  an  ade- 
quate emergency  program  to  control  the 
spruce  bark  beetle  epidemic,   be  It  further 

■Rr.solt  rd.  Thav  the  .secretary  of  .s'ate  of 
the  State  cf  Idaho  be  authorized,  and  he  la 
hereby  directed  to  forward  certified  copips 
of  this  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
Ihe  United  States,  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  representing  this  State  lu 
the  Coneres,s  of  the  United  States  " 

By    Mr     WILLIAMS    (for   himself   and 
Mr.  Fkeak  I  : 

A  Joint  re.solutlon  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Delaware;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Rules  and  Administration: 

"House  Joint  Resolution  3 

"Joint  resolution  memorializing  the  a.<ysump- 

tlon  of  governmental   autlnrUy   by   a   ntw 

national  administration  by  ttie  election  nt 

the    Honorable    Dwight    D     Ei.senhower    a« 

President  of  the  United  States 

"Whereas  in  accordance  with  constitu- 
tional provisions  and  procedure  a  national 
election  was  held  on  November  4,  1952,  for 
the  office  of  President  and  other  National 
and  Stale  offices;  and 

"Whereas  the  citizens  of  this  Republic  ex- 
ercising their  inalienable  right  of  suffrage 
have  seen  fit  to  entrust  the  responsibility  (.f 
Government  to  a  new  administration  and 
did  elect  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Elsen- 
hower as  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America;    and 

"Whereas  this  exhibition  and  bestowal  of 
confidence  on  the  part  of  the  American 
people  Is  being  fulfilled  by  the  expression 
of  these  fundamental  principle;  of  freedom. 
Justice,  and  morality  upon  which  this  Nation 
was  founded,  and  frtun  which  It  derives  its 
great  strength  and  power,  as  evidenced  by 
the  humble  pr.iyer  to  Almighty  God.  sp<.ken 
by  our  lu-w  Chief  Executive  upon  his  taking 
the  oath  of  office  as  President  of  these  United 
States;  and  also  by  his  subsequent  concise, 
forthright,  and  inspiring  state  of  the  Union 
message  to  the  Congress:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

'■Resolved  by  the  Hou<ie  of  Rrpretentativea 
of  the  State  of  Drluuare  {the  Senate  con- 
currtng  therein).  That  the  117th  Gener.il 
Assembly  of  the  State  of  Delaware  hereby 
expresses  its  recognition  and  appreciation  of 
the  assumption  of  the  powers  of  Government 
by  the  new  national  administration  and  con- 
veys to  the  President,  the  Honorable  Dwight 


D  Elsenhower,  the  Vice  President,  the  Hon- 
orable Richard  M.  Nixon,  and  to  all  others  in 
authority,  its  hearty  felicitations,  good 
wishes,  and  high  hopes  that  they,  with  Ood's 
help  and  guidance,  will  meet  the  grave  prob- 
lems of  the  moment,  and  of  the  dlfflcult 
times  ahead  with  foresight,  courage,  and 
wisdom;   and  be  it  further 

•Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  Joint  reso- 
lution be  sent  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Unm!d  States,  and  to  each 
member  of  the  Delaware  congressional 
delegation." 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
A   Joint    resolution    of    the   Legislature   of 
the  State  of  Montana;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  5 

"Joint  memorial  of  the  Senate  and  House 

of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Montana 

to  the  Honorable  James  E.  MinuiAT  and  the 

Honorable  Mnu  lifANsnKLJ),  United  States 

Senators  from  Montana;  to  the  Honorable 

Weslkt    a.   D'Ewakt    and    the    Honorable 

Lex  Mxtcalf,  Congr'^ssmen  from  Montana. 

memorializing  the  (kingress  of  the  United 

States    to    act   favorably    upon    a    United 

Sutes  Senate  Joint  resolution  relative  to 

making  treaties  and  executive  agreements 

"Whereas  the  83d  Ctongress  of  the  United 

States  has  Introduced  a  resolution  proposing 

an  amendment  to  the  Constitution   of   the 

United    sutes    relative    to    the    making    of 

treaties    and    executive    agreements:    Now. 

therefore  t>e  it 

"Resolved  by  the  3:d  Leffislatit^e  Assembly 
of  Montana  of  1953  nou)  in  session  (the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curring). That  we  hereby  most  earnestly  re- 
quest the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  act 
favorably  upon  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1. 
to  wit: 

"  'Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  making  of  treaties  and 
executive   agreements 

"  'Resolved  by  thr  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled  (tu>o-thirds 
of  each  House  concurring  therein).  That  the 
following  article  Is  proposed  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  shall  be  valid  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  as  part  of  the  Constitution 
when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  several  States: 
" '  "AmcLz  — 

Sbctiom    1.  a    provision    of    a    treaty 

which  denies  or  abridges  any  right  enumer- 
ated In  this  Constitution  shall  not  be  of 
any  force  or  effect. 

S«c.   a.  No   treaty   shall   authorize   or 

permit  any  foreign  power  or  any  Interna- 
tional organization  to  supervise,  control,  or 
adjudicate  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United 
sutes  within  the  United  SUtes  enumerated 
In  this  Constitution  or  any  other  matter 
essentially  within  the  domestic  jurisdiction 
of   the  United  SUtes. 

Sec.  3.  A  treaty  shall  become  effective 

as  Internal  law  In  the  United  States  only 
through  the  enactment  of  appropriate  legis- 
lation by  the  Congress. 

Sec.  4.  All  executive  or  other  agree- 
ments between  the  President  and  any  Inter- 
national organization,  foreign  power,  or  offi- 
cial thereof  shall  be  made  only  In  the  manner 
and  to  the  extent  to  be  prescribed  by  law. 
Such  agreemenU  shall  be  subject  to  the 
limitations  Imposed  on  treaties,  or  the  mak- 
ing of  treaties,  by  this  article. 

Sxc.  6.  The  Congress  shaU  have  power 

to  enforce  this  article  by  appropriate  legis- 
lation. 

Sec.  6.  This  article  shall  be  inoperative 

unless  It  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  legis- 
latures of  three-fourths  of  the  several  States 


within  7  yean  from  the  date  of  iU  submis- 
ilon";  be  it  further 

"  'Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial 
be  transmitted  by  the  secretary  of  state  of 
Montana  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.'  " 


PERSECUTION  OP         MINORITY 

GROUPS  BY  RUSSIA  AND  HER  SAT- 
ELLITES—RESOLUTION  OP  DELE- 
GATE COMMITTEE  ON  COMMU- 
NITY AFFAIRS.  JEWISH  FEDERA- 
TION OP  NEW  ORLEANS.  LA. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Dele- 
gate Committee  on  Community  Affairs 
of  the  Jewish  Federation  of  New  Orleans, 
La.,  together  with  a  list  of  member  or- 
ganizationsV  which  was  sent  to  me  by 
Jules  J.  Paglin,  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, relating  to  the  persecution  of 
minority  groups  by  Russia  and  her  sat- 
ellites. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  together  with  a 
list  of  member  organizations,  as  follows: 

Resolution  Adopted  bt  Delegate  Body  or 
CoMMUNrrr  ArrAias  or  the  Jewish  Fed- 
EaATioN  or  New  Orlxans,  Fxbeuart  36, 
1953 

Every  right-thinking  and  Justlce-lovlng 
person  in  the  United  SUtes  has  been  shocked 
and  chagrined  to  learn  of  the  beastly  perse- 
cution of  Jews  end  other  minority  groups  in 
Soviet  Russia  and  the  satellite  countries. 
Therefore,  all  of  us  present  at  this  gather- 
ing desire  to  protest  against  these  atrocities 
and  to  condemn  these  Inhuman  practices. 
We  furthermore  desire  to  give  expression  to 
the  hope  that  the  United  States  representa- 
tives at  the  United  Nations  General  Assem- 
bly will  make  their  voices  heard  in  liehalf  of 
democracy  and  humanity  and  protest  vig- 
orously against  the  abominable  crimes  that 
are  being  perpetrated  by  Soviet  Russia  and 
her  satellites. 

SIEICBES  OBGANOATIONS  Or  THE  DELEGATE  COM- 
MITTEE or  COMMDNITT  ArTAIES  Or  THE  JEW- 
ISH rEDERATION  Or  NEW  ORLEANS 

Anshe  Sfard  Congregation,  Anshe  Sfard 
Sisterhood.  Beth  Israel  Congregation.  Beth 
Israel  Sisterhood.  B'nal  B'rlth  Lodge,  B'nal 
B'rlth  Women's  Auxiliary,  Business  and  Pro- 
fessional Women  of  Hadassah,  Chevra  Thlllm 
Congregation,  Chevra  Thlllm  Sisterhood, 
Gates  of  Prayer  Congregation.  Gates  of  Prayer 
Sisterhood,  Hadassah.  Jewish  Federation, 
Mlzrachl  Organization.  Pioneer  Women.  Tem- 
ple Slnal  Congregation.  Temple  Slnal  Sister- 
hood. Touro  Synagogue  Congregation.  Touro 
Synagogue  Sisterhood.  Workmen's  Circle, 
Zionist  Organization. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Recchid,  as  follows: 

The  West  VntcuoA  State  Bab 

Whereas  practicing  attorneys  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  retirement  and  insurance 
benefits  available  to  those  self-employed  un- 
der the  1950  amendment  to  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act;  and 

Whereas  the  various  bar  associations  and 
Integrated  bars  of  the  United  States  have 
been  considering  two  types  of  retirement  and 
insurance  beneflU  for  practicing  attorneys, 
the  first  an  amendment  to  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act.  and  the  second  a  combination  tax 
deferment  and  pension  plan,  of  which  the 
Keogh-Reed  bills  are  a  prototjrpe;  and 

Whereas  the  board  of  governors  of  the  West 
Virginia  SUte  Bar  In  meeting  assembled  has 
considered  both  of  the  plans  suggested  and  is 
of  opinion  that  the  amendment  to  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  provides  only  bare  sub- 
sistence pensions,  and  that  therefore  both 
suggestions  should  be  enacted  into  law: 
Therefore  be  it  .j 

Resolved,  as  follows: 

1.  That  this  board  favors  the  amendment 
of  the  present  Social  Security  Act  so  as  to 
permit  practicing  attorneys  to  be  eligible  for 
the  benefits  thereunder  as  self-employed 
persons,  on  a  voluntary  basis  if  possible,  or, 
if  not,  on  a  compulsory  basis  similar  to 
others   so  eligible; 

2.  That  this  board  favors  the  enactment 
Into  law  of  a  tax-deferment  pension  plan 
substantially  similar  to  that  proposed  In  the 
Keogh-Reed  bills  in  the  last  session  of  the 
Congress; 

3.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be 
transmitted  by  the  Secretary  to  the  West 
Virginia  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  RepresenUtlves  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  such  other  persons  as  the  president  of 
the  West  Virginia  SUte  Bar  shall  direct.    , 

»    ■  <-i  i 


INCLUSION  OP  ATTORNEYS  IN  SO- 
CIAL SECURITY  PROGRAM— RES- 
OLUTION OP  WEST  VIRGINIA 
STATE  BAR 

Mr.  KILOORE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RicoRD  and  appropriately  referred 
a  resolution  unanimously  adopted  by  the 
board  of  governors  of  the  West  Virginia 
state  bar,  in  regard  to  legislation  to  per- 
mit practicing  attorneys  to  become  eli- 
gible for  benefits  under  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act,  and  in  support  of  a  tax-defer- 
ment-pensioa  plan. 


IMPORTATION  OP  RESIDUAL  FUEI^ 
OIL— RESOLUTION  OP  CHAMBER 
OF  COMMERCE,  BLUEFIELD,  W.  VA. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  the 
importation  of  residual  fuel  oil  from  for- 
eign countries  has  very  seriously  affected 
the  economic  health  of  my  State  of  West 
Virginia.  I  feel  strongly  that  we  are 
going  to  have  to  face  up  to  the  need  for 
legislation  to  relieve  this  situation.  At 
this  time,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  and  appro- 
priately referred  a  resolution  on  the  sub- 
ject which  was  adopted  by  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Bluefield.  W.  Va.,  oa 
February  10,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  els 
follows: 

Resoldtion  Adopted  bt  the  BLinnELD  Cham- 
bee  or  Commekce,  BLUEraxo,  W.  Va..  Fee- 
auAET  10,  1953 

Whereas  during  the  last  several  year* 
heavy  importations  of  residual  fuel  oil  from 
foreign  countries  has  adversely  and  seriously 
affected  the  economy  of  West  Virginia  and 
Virginia,  especially  the  bltumlnotis  coal  In- 
dustry of  southern  West  Virginia  and  south- 
west Virginia.  The  situation  has  steadily 
grown  worse  and  the  bituminous  coal  fn- 
dustry  of  southern  West  Virginia  and  south- 
west Virginia  is  now  in  a  critical  condition. 
Coal  mining  provides  employment  for  thou- 
sands of  miners  and  railroaders  living  in 
Bluefield.  W.  Va..  and  vicinity,  and  Is  tiM 
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economic  lifeblood  of  southern  West  Vir- 
ginia and  southwest  Virginia.  The  importa- 
tion of  foreign  residual  fuel  oil  has  thrown 
out  of  employment  thousands  of  coal  miners 
and  railroad  employees  and  has  adversely 
and  seriously  affected  many  small  enterprises 
wholly  dependent  for  their  prosperity  upon 
the  production  and  sale  of  coal. 

A  few  years  ago  New  England  consumed 
between  17  million  and  18  million  tons  of 
southern  coal  annually,  mostly  low  volatile, 
which  is  mined  in  the  Bluefleld,  W.  Va.,  area, 
but  during  the  last  several  years  the  flood  of 
foreign  residual  fuel  oil  has  replaced  nearly 
two-thirds  of  the  southern  coal  which  was 
formerly  shipped  to  the  New  England  States, 
said  foreign  oil  being  dumped  in  New  Eng- 
land at  prices  with  which  southern  coal 
could  not  possibly  compete.  Due  to  these 
importations  of  foreign  oil  and  other  eco- 
nomic conditions  many  mines  in  southern 
West  Virginia  and  southwest  Virginia  have 
closed  down  and  It  is  anticipated  that  during 
the  year  1953  many  other  mines  will  close, 
causing  Incalculable  damage  to  the  coal  min- 
ers, railroad  employees,  business  enterprises, 
and  the  residents  of  this  community:  There- 
fore be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Bluefleld  Chamber  of 
Commerce — 

First.  Deplores  and  condemns  the  con- 
tinued Importations  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oil  at  prices  with  which  the  bituminous  coal 
industry  of  West  Virginia  and  Virginia  can- 
not compete  and  urges  each  individual  mem- 
ber of  this  Chamber  to  exercise  his  influence 
In  any  way  possible  to  relieve  this  situation. 

Second.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
shall  be  sent  to  each  member  of  the  West 
Virginia  and  Virginia  delegations  in  the 
United  States  Congress  with  the  request  that 
proper  legislation  be  enacted  to  relieve  these 
deplorablje  conditions;  that  copies  of  said 
resolution  shall  also  be  sent  to  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of  Interior,  and 
the  Tariff  Commission  of  the  United  States, 
with  the  request  that  steps  be  taken  Imme- 
diately to  remedy  the  situation  and  bring  an 
end  to  the  unfair  competition  brought  about 
by  the  importation  of  cheap  foreign  residual 
luel  oil.  , 

Third.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
Bent  to  the  State  chamber  of  commerce  and 
to  the  various  local  chambers  and  boards  of 
trade  throughout  West  Virginia. 


INCLUSION  OP  FARMERS  AND  CER- 
TAIN SELF-EMPLOYED  PERSONS 
IN  SOCIAL- SECURITY  PROGRAM- 
RESOLUTION  OF  ELKHORN 
GRANGE  908.  NORTH  POWDER, 
OREG. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Elkhorn  Grange.  No.  908, 
North  Powder,  Oreg..  be  printed  in  the 
Record.  The  resolution  asks  that  so- 
cial security  be  extended  to  cover 
farmers  and  other  self-employed  per- 
sons. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  social  security  has  been  broad- 
ened to  Include  self-employed  farm  labor, 
etc.;  and 

Whereas  most  young  farmers  have  some 
social  security  rights  before  starting  to  farm 
which  they  will  lose,  and  statistics  show  that 
the  average  American  farmer  or  his  depend- 
ents do  not  have  ample  old-age  security: 
Therefore  let  It  be 

Resolved,  That  EHkhorn  Grange.  No.  908 
goes  on  record  favoring  the  extension  of  the 


Social  Security  Act  to  Include  the  farmer, 
as  well  as  the  self-employed;  and  be  It  fur- 
ther 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  Pomona  Grange,  State  Orange, 
and  our  Congressman. 

Lowell  Chandler, 

Master. 
Lois  Smith, 

Secretary. 


CERTAIN   INDIAN   TRIBAL  FUNDS- 
LETTER  AND  RESOLUTION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  letter 
from  the  Ojibway  Tomahawk  Band,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  and  a  resolution  from  that 
band  be  printed  in  the  Record  and  ap- 
propriately referred.  The  matters  are  of 
vital  concern  to  the  Indians  of  my  State 
and  relate  to  certain  tribal  funds. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  resolution  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Ojibway  Tomahawk  Band. 
St.  Paul.  Minn.,  February  18,  1953. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphrey. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

V/a-^hington,  D.  C. 
Our  Dear  Senator:  From  the  Congres- 
sional Record  of  January  16,  1953.  attached, 
we  noticed  you  presented  a  resoluticlh  for  ap- 
propriation of  $100,000  for  the  Tribal  Execu- 
tive Council  of  the  Chippewas  of  Minnesota, 
Edward  Wilson,  president. 

For  your  information,  at  a  special  called 
meeting  of  the  tribal  council,  July  9,  1953. 
which  Commissioner  Myers  attended,  a  reso- 
lution— which  asked  for  a  general  account- 
ing to  be  completed  within  6  months  -signed 
by  200  Indians  or  more  was  presented  to  the 
council  and  adopted  unanimously. 

Enclosed  please  And  a  copy  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

There  has  been  no  action  as  yet.  In  fact, 
as  you  will  see  by  our  resolution,  there  has 
been  no  accounting  of  tribal  estate  since  the 
adoption  of  the  Wheeler-Howard  Act  by  the 
Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe,  July  24,  1936. 

In  view  of  the  request  made  by  the  signers, 
active  members  of  the  tribe,  and  its  adoption 
by  the  tribal  council,  we  believe  your  reso- 
lution should  be  withheld  until  such  ac- 
counting is  completed  to  the  satisfaction  of 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  tribe. 
Submitted. 

William  Madiso.v, 
Legi.'ilativc  Chairman. 
Gertrude  Lerch, 
Secretary/- Treasurer. 

The  following  resolution  was  presented  to 
the  tribal  council: 

"Whereas,  the  Wheeler-Howard  Act,  or 
Reorganization  Act,  self-government,  was  en- 
acted into  law  June  18,  1934  (48  Stat.  984); 
and 

"Whereas  under  said  law  the  Chippewas  of 
Minnesota  adop'ted  the  same  under  the  name 
of  'The  Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe'  and 
their  constitution  and  bylaws  were  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  Washing- 
ton. D.  C,  July  24.  1936;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  organization  has  not  to 
this  date, — July  1,  1952 — given  a  full  and 
complete  statement  of  accounting  of  the 
tribal  business  to  the  Chippewas  as  a  whole. 
or  as  individuals: 

"Now,  therefore,  we,  the  undersigned  en- 
rolled members  of  various  bands  which  make 
up  the  Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe,  do  here- 
by petition  Its  tribal  executive  committee  to 
give  each  enrolled  member  a  report  of  all 
business  matters,  such  as  money  borrowed 
and  moneys  accrued  from  all  sources,  such 


as  from  loans  In  various  projects,  both  tribal 
and  Individual;  acres  of  land  bought  ai:id 
sold,  and  complete  mapped  areas  where  tribal 
lands  are  located;  timber  resources.  Including 
the  mapped  areas  where  the  wild  rice  pur- 
chased land  are  located,  Including  moneys 
spent  for  wild  rice;  Its  Income  from  said 
project;  it  is  further 

"Re.solved.  That  a  reasonable  time  of  6 
months  be  allowed  for  the  completion  of  said 
complete  Rcneral  accounting  in  printed  form 
for  the  availability  of  all  enrolled  members 
of  the  Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe. 

"The  petitioners  of  this  resolution  have  a 
right,  according  to  law,  to  know  everything 
ccnicerning  the  business  transactions  of  the 
tribe. 

"The  Wheeler-Howard  Art  does  state  In 
section  10,  "A  report  shall  be  made  annually 
to  Congress  of  transactions  under  this  au- 
thorization." 

"It  is  evident,  since  Congress  makes  such 
appropriations  out  of  the  GeiienU  Treasury, 
it  is  proper  to  give  an  accounting  of  such 
transaction.  On  the  other  hand,  individuals 
who  are  enrolled  members  of  the  tribe  and 
who  do  not  hold  any  office  In  the  organiza- 
tion are  Ju.stified  to  secure  an  accounting  un- 
der the  law  which  is  found  in  the  American 
Bill  of  Rights,  the  first  10  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  Stales,  which 
£h(juld  mean  more  to  the  Indian  race  be- 
cause of  their  aboriginal  rights. 

"The  petitioners  refer  specifically  to 
amendment  5 — protection  of  person  and 
properly — American  BUI  of  Rights,  last  part 
which  states,  "nor  be  dei)rlvcd  uf  life,  liberty, 
or  property  without  due  process  of  law;  nor 
shall  priViite  property  be  Uiken  for  public 
use  without  Just  comix-nsation.' 

"Therefore,  the  petitioners  are  sharehold- 
ers in  all  Chippewa  estate  by  treaty  rights 
as  well  as  enactments  of  laws  pertaining  to 
their  Irib.U  bu.sinos.s.  Therefore,  we  siikmit 
the  foregoing  resolution  fur  its  passage." 


I 


INCLUSION  OF  CERTAIN  NURSES 
IN  SOCIAL  SECURITY  PROGRAM— 
RESOLUTION  OF  WISCONSIN 
STATE  NURSES'  ASSOCIATION. 
EAU  CLAIRE,  WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
for  appropriate  reference  a  resolution 
which  I  have  received  from  Mrs.  Ann 
Wilcox,  chairman  of  tJie  committee  on 
legislation  from  the  Eau  Claire  District 
of  the  Wiscoubiu  State  Nurses'  Asso- 
ciation. 

The  resolution  urges  the  inclusion  of 
nurses  working  for  State  and  municipal 
governments  under  the  Federal  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  system.  I 
heartily  endorse  the  resolution. 

It  is,  of  course,  consistent  with  the 
so-called  Wiley  amendment  which  I 
offered  to  the  omnibus  social -security 
law  in  the  last  Congress.  Under  my 
amendment,  the  third-odd-thou.sand  in- 
dividuals covered  under  the  Wisconsin 
retirement  fund  would  be  blanketed  in 
under  the  Federal  social-security  sys- 
tem. Thus,  State  and  municipal  workers 
could  receive  supplementary  Federal 
coverage  in  addition  to  their  modest 
State  and  local  coverage,  just  as  millions 
of  industrial  workers  throughout  the  Na- 
tion receive  Federal  pensions  in  addi- 
tion to  the  private  pensions  provided  by 
their  respective  companies. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
resolution  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
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Finance  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Eau  Claisx  Distiict, 
Wisconsin  State  Nurses'  Association, 

February  12, 1953. 
Mr.  Alexander  Wilet, 

Member  o/  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  At  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Eau  Claire  District  of  the  Wisconsin  State 
Nurses'  Association,  which  was  held  at  Luther 
Hospital.  January  14.  1953.  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

■Resolved,  That  the  Eau  Claire  District  of 
the  Wisconsin  State  Nurses'  Association  do 
hereby  publicly  express  a  desire  to  have  the 
laws  regarding  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  changed  to  Include  and  cover 
nur.ses  in  government  employment,  such  as 
city  or  county  school  nurses,  city  or  county 
health  departments,  public  Institutions,  and 
similar  organizations." 

Resolution  formally  moved,  seconded,  and 
approved  by  the  group. 

Any   Interest   that   you   can   lend   to   this 
cause  would  be  very  much  appreciated. 
Sincerely  yours. 

(Mrs)  Ann  Caves  Wilcox. 
Chairman,  Committee  on  Legislation. 


ORGANIZATION  OP  FEDERAL  EX- 
ECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS  AND 
AGENCIES— REPORT  OP  A  COM- 
MITTEE  (S.  REPT.  NO.  80) 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  I  am  releasing 
today  a  chart  and  accompanying  report 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  organization 
of  Federal  executive  departments  and 
agencies,  with  the  number  of  paid  civil- 
ian employees  assigned  to  each  major  op- 
erating unit.  This  is  one  of  a  series  of 
such  charts  that  have  been  released  by 
the  committee  covering  a  period  of  6 
years,  beginning  January  1,  1947. 

With  the  chart  is  included  a  committee 
report  to  the  Senate  which  includes  a 
summary  of  present  Federal  employment 
by  departments  and  agencies,  with  de- 
tails regarding  reorganization  changes 
that  have  taken  place  during  the  past 
calendar  year.  The  report  and  chart  re- 
flect a  total  of  2.564.111  paid  civilian  em- 
ployees in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  as  of  January  1, 1953.  This 
exceeds  by  301.486  the  highest  previous 
postwar  total  of  2,262,625  on  January  1, 
1947.  Increases  of  79,699  were  reported 
during  1952,  as  compared  to  an  increase 
of  319,050  reported  on  the  last  chart  is- 
sued covering  calendar  year  1951. 

The  report  reflects  a  total  of  205,210 
employees  assigned  to  overseas  posts  as 
of  January  1,  1953—181,035  in  the  de- 
partments, and  24,175  in  the  independ- 
ent agencies — of  whom  89.112  are  Amer- 
ican citizens  and  116,098  are  nationals  of 
other  countries. 

The  executive  departments  reported  a 
total  of  2,208.296  civilian  employees  as  of 
January  1,  1953.  of  which  181.035  were 
employed  overseas — 82,336  citizens  and 
98.699  foreign  nationals.  The  total  rep- 
resents an  increase  of  84.138  during  1952, 
and  an  overall  increase  of  418,030  since 
January  1,  1947.  Defense  activities  ac- 
count for  most  of  the  increases  in  the 
departments,  with  67,360  additional  em- 
ployees reported  in  the  Department  of 
Defense  during  1952.  and  337.809  for  the 
6 -year  period.    The  Post  Office  Depart- 


ment reports  increases  of  13,608  for  the 
year,  and  66,229  since  1947;  and  the  De- 
partment of  State.  9.691  and  17,181  for 
the  same  periods.  The  Department  of 
Commerce,  although  reporting  a  reduc- 
tion of  4.857  employees  in  1952,  reflected 
an  overall  increase  of  13,490  for  the  6- 
year  period.  The  Departments  of  State 
and  Commerce  indicated  that  the  in- 
creases were  largely  due  to  oversea  ac- 
tivities, and  to  the  operations  of  the  Na- 
tional Production  Authority,  respect- 
ively. The  Department  of  the  Interior 
reported  increases  of  812  during  the  past 
year,  and  6.083  since  1947.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  has  827  less  employees 
than  it  reported  a  year  ago.  but  still  re- 
ported 6.199  more  than  in  1947,  due  to 
expansion  of  FBI  field  service  in  1950 
and  1951,  Decreases  in  employees  were 
reported  by  the  Treasury  Department, 
totaling  1.608  for  1952,  and  14.646  since 
January  1,  1947.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture,  although  reflecting  an  in- 
crease of  1.244  in  1952,  reported  an  over- 
all decrease  of  12,919  during  the  6-year 
period.  The  Department  of  Labor  re- 
ported a  reduction  of  1,285  during  the 
past  year,  and  1.396  since  1947. 

The  Independent  agencies  reported  a 
total  of  354,658  employees  as  of  Janu- 
ary 1.  1953,  representing  a  decrease 
of  4,344  employees  during  4952.  and 
16.674  less  employees  assigned  to  these 
agencies  than  were  employed  on  Janu- 
ary 1,  1947.  Of  the  present  fotal,  24.175 
were  overseas  employees — 6.776  citizens, 
and  17,399  foreign  nationals. 

The  largest  decrease  among  independ- 
ent agencies  during  the  6-year  period 
was  reported  by  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration— 50,830,  of  which  2.251  occurred 
in  1952.  Other  agencies  reporting  de- 
creases were  the  Panama  Canal  Com- 
pany, 8,485,  and  the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation.  7,258.  The  Economic 
Stabilization  Agency  decreased  its  em- 
ployees by  6,343  during  the  past  calendar 
year,  due  to  its  liquidation  program. 
Increases  during  the  past  year  were  re- 
ported by  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
1,148;  the  Mutual  Security  Agency, 
1,033;  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
966;  and  General  Services  Administra-- 
tion.  787. 

The  chart  and  accompanying  report 
released  by  the  committee  have  been 
generally  accepted  as  the  official  report 
on  organization  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. It  is  the  only  chart  issued  which 
accurately  reflects  the  number  of  em- 
ployees assigned  to  each  agency's  activ- 
ity by  major  operating  comp)onents. 
The  information  on  which  the  chart  and 
report  are  compiled  is  certified  to  the 
committee  by  the  Secretary  or  agency 
head,  of  each  of  the  departments  and 
agencies.  The  committee  has  received 
many  letters  of  commendation  and  ex- 
pressions from  officials  and  others  in- 
terested in  the  operations  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  to  the  value  of  these 
charts  and  reports,  and  has  been  in- 
formed that  they  are  used  extensively 
by  educational  institutions  in  their 
courses  in  American  Government.  I  be- 
lieve that  Members  of  Congress  will  find 
that  the  information  will  be  equally 
beneficial  to  them  in  connection  with 
committee  studies  of  Federal  operations, 
proposed    reorganizations,     appropria- 


tions, and  expenditures  as  applied  to 
the  various  components  of  the  executive 
branch. 

At  this  time  I  submit  the  report  of 
the  committee,  together  with  the  chart 
to  which  I  hr.ve  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
and  chart  will  be  received,  and  the  re- 
port wiU  be  printed. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  IVES: 
S  1189.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Elwood  Grissinger;  to  the  Committee  oa 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  1190.  A  bill  to  amend  section  205  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947.  so 
as  to  make  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  ex  oCQcio  members  of 
the  National  Labor-Management  Panel 
established  by  such  section:  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  FLANDERS: 
S.  1191.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  payment 
of  transportation  expenses  in  the  case  of  ci- 
vilian employees  of  the  American  Battle 
Monuments  Commission  serving  outside  the 
United  States  when  granted  leave  of  absence 
to  visit  in  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
S.  1192.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment of  an  addition  to  the  Gettysburg  Na- 
tional Cemetery  on  lands  presently  located 
within  the  Gettysburg  National  Military 
Park;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ELLENDER   (for  himself.  Mr. 
Young,  and  Mr.  Welker)  : 
S.  1193.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949  and  Public  Law  471,  81st  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry.  i 

By  Mr.  GEORGE: 
S  1194.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Thomas 
Henry  Harrison;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare.  , 

By  Mr.  MORSE: 
S.  1195.  A  bill  to  amend  subsection  4  (c) 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended,  relating  to  compensation  for  un- 
used leave  of  enlisted  persons;  and 

S.  1196.  A  bill  to  amend  section  402  (d)  of 
the  Career  Compxensation  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended,  to  eliminate  discrimination  against 
certain  personnel  of  the  uniformed  services 
incapacitated  prior  to  physical  examination 
for  promotion,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Morse  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 

By  Mr.  BARRETT  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Butler  of  Nebraska,  and  Mr.  Case)  : 
S.  1197.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  negotiation  by  the  States  of 
Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  South  Dakota  of 
certain  compacts  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
waters  common  to  two  or  more  of  said 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 
S.  1198.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vera  Helene 
Hamer  (Vera  Helga  Mueller)  and  Sonja  Mar- 
gret    Hamer     (Sonja    Margot    Mueller;;     to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   HILL    (for   himself    and    Mr. 
Sparkman)     (by   request)  : 
S.  1199.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  the  fam- 
ilies of  certain  merchant  seamen   who  lost 
their  lives  In  an  airplane  crash;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LONG: 
S.  1200.  A  bill  to  direct  the  closing  of  the 
United  States  navai  installation  at  Naples, 
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Italy;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Long  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear-  luider 
a  separate  heading.) 

By   Mr.    KNOWLAND: 

S.  1201.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin  P. 
Pavlov;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  KocHEL) : 

S.  1202.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  North- 
ern District  of  California  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  of 
the  State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 

S.  1203.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
Rollins  S.  Emmerich;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

S.  1204.  A  bin  for  the  re'.lff  of  Dr.  Yen- 
Yu  Huang  and  his  minor  daughters,  Lilliaa 
and  Jean  Huang;   and 

8.  1205.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wally 
Krausnlck  Paeschke;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   KENNEDY: 

S.  1206.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josephine 
Lisltano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  AIKEN: 

S.  1207.  A  bill  to  amend  section  509  of 
title  V  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  to  ex- 
tend for  3  years  the  period  during  which  ag- 
ricultural workers  may  be  made  available 
for  employment  under  such  title;  to  the 
Committee  on  Af^riculture  and  Forestry. 

S.  1208.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  D. 
Eumner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUSH: 

S.  1209.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Uhen? 
Khoo;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr,  DWORSHAK: 

S.  1210.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ignaclo 
Lecue;  and 

S.  1211.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
Madarieta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

S.  1212.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alice  Masa- 
r>k;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lehman  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading  ) 

By  Mr.  KILGORE  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Macnuson ) : 

S.  1213.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  for 
basic  and  overtime  compensation;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kh-gore  when  he 
introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  HUNT: 

S.  1214.  A  bill  to  provide  for  uniform  rel- 
ative rank  for  the  persons  occupying  the 
positions  of  leaders  or  directors  of  the  vari- 
ous Service  bands;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

S.  1215.  A  bill  to  create  an  executive  de- 
partment of  the  Government  to  be  known 
as  the  Department  of  Health,  Education. 
and  Piiblic  Welfare:  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  1216.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karl  L.  von 
Fchlleder;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Ey  Mr.  BRICKER: 

S.  1217.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  the   alien 
Col.  Panagiotis  Chrlstopoulos;   to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    the   Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

S.  1218.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Winifred 
Margaret  Short;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr,   MCCARTHY: 

S  1219.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Gertrude 
M    Baumberger; 

S  1220.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Heidi  H. 
Baumberger; 

S,  1221.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Fritz  Baum- 
berger. Jr.; 


S.  1222,  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emma 
Baumberger; 

S,  1223.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fritz  Baum- 
berger; 

S.  1224.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erika  Baum- 
berger; 

S.  1225.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Brunhilde 
Walburga  Golomb,  Ralph  Robert  Golomb, 
and  Patricia  Ann  Golomb;   and 

S.  1226.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stefan  Vir- 
gil ius  Issarescu;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  1227.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  complete  the  .survey  of  the 
Pecatonica  flood  area,  and  to  appropriate 
$25,000  for  such  purpose,  to  the  Commitlte 
on  Public  Work.s. 

By  Mr,  POTTFR: 

S.  1228.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patric  Do- 
rian  Patterson;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   SALTONSTALL    (by   request): 

S,  1229,  A  bill  to  Cf)ntinue  the  eiTectiveness 
of  the  Missing  Persons  Act.  i\s  amended  and 
extended,  until  July  1.  1954,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 


UNEQUAL  TREATMENT  OF  ENLISTED 

MEN    IN    PAYMENT    OF    ACCUMU- 
LATED LEAVE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce, for  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Armed  Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946.  relat- 
ing to  treatment  of  enlisted  men  m  the 
payment  of  accumulated  leave. 

Simply  stated  the  bill  would  remedy 
the  unequal  treatment  accorded  enlisted 
men  in  the  computation  of  unused  leave 
pay.  At  the  present  time  such  payments 
to  officers  include  the  actual  rates  of  al- 
lowances, which  have  been  increased 
since  1946.  But.  in  the  case  of  enlisted 
men,  payments  are  based  upon  the  lower 
1946  allowances. 

There  seems  to  be  no  valid  reason  for 
this  discrimination  and  this  bill  would 
accord  equal  treatment  for  enlisted  men. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropnat?Iy  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  it  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  bill  <S,  1195> 
to  amend  subsection  4  <c>  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946,  as  amended, 
relating  to  compensation  for  unused 
leave  of  enlisted  persons,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Morse,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services;  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  first  ser.tence 
of  section  4  (C)  of  the  Armed  F  )rces  Leave 
Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as   follows: 

"lO  Any  member  of  the  Armed  Forces 
discharged  after  Augu.st  31.  1946.  having 
unused  accrued  leave  standing  to  his  credit 
at  the  time  of  discharge  shall  be  compensated 
for  such  unused  leave  In  cash  on  the  bas.s 
of— 

"(1)  the  ba.se  and  longevity  pay,  and  al- 
lowances, applicable  to  such  member  on  the 
date  of  discharge  including  for  enlisted  per- 
sons the  allowances  as  provided  for  such 
enlisted  persons  in  subsectioii  (a)  of  this 
section,  if  his  dischfirge  occurred  before  the 
effective  date  of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub- 
section;   or 

"(2)  the  basic  pay  .ind  the  basic  allowances 
for  quarters  and  subsistence  applicable  to 
such  member  on  the  date  of  discharge,  In- 
cluding for  enlisted  f)ersons  discharged  dur- 
ing the  continuance  of  the  Dependents 
AssisUnce  Act  ol  1950  applicable  basic  allow- 


ances for  quarters  and  subsistence  at  the 
rates  prescribed  by  amendments  made  by 
that  act.  as  amended,  if  his  discharge  oc- 
curred on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
paragraph. 

No  cash  settlement  shall  be  made  to  any 
member  (.A)  discharged  for  the  purpose  of 
accepting  a  commission  or  warrunt  or  enter- 
ing into  an  enlistment  in  his  respective 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces,  or  iB)  electing 
to  carry  over  such  unused  leave  to  a  new 
enlLstment  in  his  respective  branch  of  the 
Armed  Forces  on  the  d.iy  loUowmg  date  of 
di.'si.harge  '■ 

.Sec  2,  The  amendment  made  by  this  act 
shall  be  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  f\rst 
month  beszmnint;  after  the  date  uf  enact- 
ment of   this  act. 
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INEQUITIES  IN  RETIREMENT  OP 
MILITARY  PERSOiNNEL  WOUNDED 
IN  KOREA 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr  President.  I  intro- 
duce, for  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  a  bill  to  amend  section 
402  'd'  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949. 

Under  existing  law  military  personnel 
are  barred  from  promotion  and  retire- 
ment at  a  higher  rarik  when  wounds  in- 
terfere v.ith  passing  the  pliysical  exami- 
nation required  for  promotion.  This 
works  a  special  hardship  on  .'servicemen 
wounded  in  Korea.  Tliey  are  forced  into 
retirement  by  wounds  suffered  in  com- 
bat. And  the  very  same  di.^ability  pre- 
vents retirement  at  a  higher  rank  to 
which  they  otherwise  would  be  entitled. 

This  was  not  the  law  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949.  Apparently  this  result  was  not 
intended.  I  urge  speedy  rectification  oL 
this  inequity. 

I  ask  unanimous  con'^ent  tliat  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and  without  objection,  it  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  beins  no  objection,  the  bill  iS. 
11961  to  amend  section  402  id>  of  the 
Career  Ccmpensation  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  to  eliminate  discrimination 
against  certain  personnel  of  the  uni- 
formed services  incapacitated  prior  to 
physical  examination  for  promotion,  and 
for  other  purposes,  intrcduced  by  Mr. 
Morse,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc.  That  the  fifth  proviso 
contained  in  section  402  (d)  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949.  as  amended  (37 
U,  S  C.  272  (dn.  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  ■Prntided  further.  That  if  the  phys- 
ical Oisabihty  entitllni;  such  member  to  dis- 
ability pay  IS  found  to  e.xist  at  any  time  prior 
to  promotion  or  advancement  In  pay  grade 
in.  the  case  of  a  member  ( 1  i  who  is  on  a 
recommended  list  or  a  promotion  list  for 
permanent  or  temporary  promotion,  or  (2> 
who  is  eligible  for  promotion  to  higher  per- 
manent or  temporary  commissioned  officer, 
warrant  officer,  or  enlisted  rank,  crade,  or 
rating,  or  for  assignment  to  a  hmher  war- 
rant officer  pay  grade,  and  whose  eligibility 
for  such  promotion  or  assignment  is  based 
upon  cumulative  length  of  service  or  length 
of  service  m  rank,  pradc.  pay  grade,  or  ratintr, 
the  disability  retirement  pay  of  sucli  membt  r 
shall  be  based  upon  the  basic  pay  of  the  rank, 
grade,  pay  grade,  or  rating  to  whlrh  such 
member  would  have  been  promoted  or  as- 
signed, but  fur  such  disability,  if  such  rank. 


grade,  pay  grade,  or  rating  Is  higher  than  any 
other  rank,  grade,  pay  grade,  or  rating  upon 
which  Buch  pay  la  herein  authorized  to  b« 
computed  and  which  such  member  would 
have  been  entitled  to  receive  If  serving  en 
active  duty  In  such  rank,  grade,  pay  grade,  or 
rating." 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  act 
shall  be  effective  as  of  October  1,  1B49. 


PROPOSED  CLOSING  OP  NAVAL  IN- 
STALLATION AT  NAPLES.  ITALY 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  today  I 
am  introducing  a  bill  to  require  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  to  close  the  naval  in- 
stallation at  Naplcj.  Italy. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  visit,  together 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon, 
this  naval  activity  during  the  month  of 
September  1952.  After  a  thorough  brief- 
ing on  the  activities  of  the  Navy  at 
Naples,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  I 
were  completely  convinced  that  the 
amount  of  money  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  Is  spending  on  the 
Navy's  activity  at  Naples  is  almost  100 
percent  wasted.  I  would  not  quibble  if 
perhaps  our  Government  might  be  deriv- 
ing even  two  or  three  thousand  dollars 
of  benefit  for  the  $10  million  it  is  spend- 
ing at  Naples,  but  from  point  of  quali- 
tative consideration,  I  am  convinced  that 
this  activity  takes  the  prize  for  sheer 
waste  without  beneficial  results. 

The  naval  activity  at  Naples,  with  its 
thousands  of  naval  personnel,  is  not  in 
anywise  used  to  support  our  6th  Fleet 
operating  in  the  Mediterranean.  When 
we  visited  that  activity  in  Sept€mt)er 
1952  it  was  no  longer  the  headquarters 
of  any  Mediterranean  command  activi- 
ties under  our  NATO  organization.  The 
Italian  Government  would  not  permit  it 
to  be  called  even  a  defense  activity. 
Upon  returning  to  the  United  States,  we 
severely  criticized  the  naval  activity  at 
Naples,  and  General  Bradley  told  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  that  the  Navy 
had  its  CINCNELM,  meaning  Com- 
mander in  Chief  Northeastern  Atlantic 
and  Mediterranean,  at  Naples.  He  ex- 
plained to  the  committee  that  the  activi- 
ties of  CINCNELM  no  longer  included 
the  responsibility  for  the  United  States 
or  Allied  operations  anywhere  in  the 
Atlantic  or  the  Mediterranean.  Such 
activities  had  been  taken  over  under  our 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  ac- 
tivities. CINCNELM,  according  to  Gen- 
eral Bradley,  had  had  his  activities  re- 
duced to  the  Red  Sea  and  part  of  the 
Indian  Ocean,  where  the  United  States 
does  not  pretend  t3  maintain  any  con- 
siderable number  of  ships  or  shore  ac- 
tivities. Subsequently,  the  Navy  testi- 
fied that  Admiral  Wright  occupies  the 
position  of  CINCNELM,  and  Admiral 
Wright  was  still  in  London  and  that 
CINCNELM  headquarters  had  never  been 
established  in  Naples. 

As  a  former  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  as  a  Navy  veteran 
myself,  Mr.  President,  permit  me  to  sug- 
gest the  nature  of  the  naval  activity  at 
Naples.  Every  indication  points  to  the 
fact  that  this  wasteful  expenditure  of 
more  than  $10  million  a  year  at  Naples 
is  a  part  of  naval  officer  thinking  to  the 
effect  that  once  in  a  good  port,  the  Navy 
should  never  leave,  until  it  is  actually 
forced  to  depart  by  its  own  Government 


or  actually  thrown  Into  the  sea  by  the 
people  occupying  the  land. 

I  am  reminded  of  one  of  my  experi- 
ences in  the  service  during  World  War 
II  when  some  of  us  were  so  fortunate 
as  to  be  assigned  to  operating  amphib- 
ious craft  to  unload  cargo  in  Palermo 
Harbor.  One  of  the  oflBcers  became  so 
fondly  attached  to  the  city  of  Palermo 
and  its  citizens  that  he  found  every  con- 
ceivable excuse  to  stay  at  Palermo.  On 
two  occasions  his  ship  was  ordered  to 
leave,  along  with  other  ships.  However, 
in  each  instance,  his  ship  broke  down 
after  leaving  the  breakwater,  and  limped 
back  into  the  harbor  under  limited  op- 
erational capabilities.  Finally,  a  third 
time  he  was  ordered  to  Bizerte,  and  the 
local  commander  of  the  Palermo  base 
sent  an  oceangoing  tug  behind  to  tow 
the  amphibious  craft  to  Bizerte  in  the 
event  that  another  breakdown  should 
occur. 

In  this  instance,  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill, 
hoping  that  by  act  of  Congress  we  may 
be  able  to  tow  the  Navy  out  of  Naples 
harbor,  where  it  has  no  useful  purpose 
to  serve.  The  measure,  I  believe,  will 
save  the  taxpayers  well  in  excess  of  $10 
million  a  year. 

The  bill  iS.  1200)  to  direct  the  closing 
of  the  United  States  naval  installation 
at  Naples.  Italy,  introduced  by  Mr.  Long. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 


ALICE  MASARYK 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  private 
bill  granting  the  right  of  permanent  resi- 
dence and  asylum  in  this  country  to  Dr. 
Alice  Masaryk,  an  accomplished  lady  in 
her  own  right,  who  is  the  daughter  of 
that  great  world  statesman  and  fighter 
for  democracy,  the  late  President 
Thomas  Masaryk,  og  Czechoslovakia. 

It  is  particularly  appropriate  that  I 
introduce  this  bill  today  because  tomor- 
row is  the  anniversary  of  the  birth  of 
this  lady's  great  father.  The  birthday 
of  this  man,  father  and  founder  of  the 
Czechoslovakian  Republic,  is  celebrated 
by  all  Czechoslovaks  who  love  freedom. 
In  Czechoslovakia,  before  it  was  ruth- 
lessly seized  by  the  Communists,  it  was 
celebrated  as  a  national  holiday.  Here 
in  America  we  have  regularly  taken  note 
of  this  day.  It  has  been  the  occasion 
for  a  rededication  to  the  cause  of  free- 
dom for  which  Masaryk  worked  during 
all  of  his  life. 

He  was  a  great  scholar  and  writer. 
His  contributions  to  the  wTitings  of  our 
times  on  the  subject  of  democracy  are 
of  lasting  significance.  His  death  in 
1937,  at  the  age  of  87,  brought  to  an  end 
one  of  the  most  fruitful  lives  of  our  times. 

I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  introduce 
the  bill  in  behalf  of  his  daughter  who 
for  some  time  now  has  been  in  this  coun- 
try, engaged  in  social  work,  and  also 
broadcasting  to  Czechoslovakia  over  the 
Voice  of  America  and  Radio  Free  Europe. 
This  accomplished  lady  was  at  one  time 
president  of  the  International  Confer- 
ence on  Social  Work.  During  the  time 
that  her  father  was  in  this  coimtry  fight- 
ing for  Czechoslovakian  independence, 
Dr.  Masaryk  was  working  with  Jane  Ad- 


dams  in  famous  Hull  House  in  Chicago. 

Her  entire  life  has  been  a  spleiidid 
example  of  what  we  consider  the  most 
noble  of  human  traits.  Not  only  her  own 
life  but  the  lives  of  her  illustrious  parent 
and  her  brother,  the  late  Jan  Masaryk, 
have  been  filled  with  acts  of  friendship 
and  cooperation  with  the  United  States. 

She  has  lately  been  served  with  an 
order  of  deportation.  It  seems  incred- 
ible that  it  should  require  a  piece  of  spe- 
cial legislation  for  this  country  to  offer 
permanent  haven  and  asylum  to  a 
woman  of  Dr.  Masaryk's  stature,  not  to 
speak  of  the  contributions  of  her  family 
to  the  cause  of  freedom.  I  hope  that 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  will 
speedily  report  this  bill  and  that  it  will 
be  quickly  passed  in  special  tribute,  not 
only  to  this  lady  and  to  the  name  of 
Masaryk  but  to  the  freedom-loving  peo- 
ple of  Czechoslovakia. 

The  bill  ^S.  1212)  for  the  relief  of  Alice 
Masaryk,  introduced  by  Mr.  Lehman,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

JUDGMENT  UPON  CERTAIN  CLAIMS 
FOR  BASIC  AND  OVERTIME  COM- 
PENSATION 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
judgment  upon  certain  claims  for  basic 
and  overtime  compensation.  I  had  in- 
tended to  speak  in  support  of  the  bill, 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  Senate.  Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement  by 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1213)  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  judgment  upon  certain 
claims  for  basic  and  overtime  compen- 
sation, introduced  by  Mr.  Kilgore  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Macnuson),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Kilcore  is  as 
follows : 

Statement  bt  Senator  Kilcork 

I  have  Just  Introduced  a  bill  to  waive  the 
6-year  statute  of  limitations  with  respect  to 
certain  claims  of  Government  employees  for 
overtime  comi>ensatlon.  Practically  all  erf 
these  claims  arise  under  section  23  of  the 
Act  of  March  28,  1934,  which  provided  a  40- 
hour  week  for  wage-board  employees  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  overtime  at  the 
rate  of  time  and  one-half  for  all  hours  worked 
in  excess  of  40  hours  a  week. 

The  wage-board  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government  are  those  engaged  In  the  manual 
trades  and  occupations,  such  as  carpenters, 
painters,  electricians,  and  the  like,  whose  pay 
Is  fixed  by  wage  boards  on  the  basis  of  rates 
prevailing  In  private  industry.  They  do  not 
include  any  employees  who  are  under  civil 
service,  who  are  engaged  In  administrative 
or  policy-making  positions,  or  whose  pay  Is 
otherwise  fixed  by  statute.  To  obtain  wage- 
board  employees,  the  Government  must  com- 
pete with  private  Industry,  must  therefore 
pay  wages  which  are  comparable  with  those 
paid  in  private  industry,  and  must  provide 
similar  working  conditions. 
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Throughout  private  Industry,  a  40-hour 
week  and  time  and  one-half  for  overtime 
have  prevailed  for  many  years.  Section  23 
of  the  act  of  March  28.  1934.  provided  a  40- 
hour  week  and  time  and  one-half  for  com- 
parable wage-board  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  great  majority  of  these 
employees  have  been  paid  on  that  basis  ever 
Elnce. 

Unfortunately,  a  few  Isolated  groups  were 
mistakenly  excluded  from  the  benefits  of 
section  23  by  rulings  of  the  Comptroller 
General.  Among  these  were  floating  equip- 
ment employees  of  the  Panama  Canal,  and 
employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad.  In  the 
Toicnsley  case  ( 101  C.  Cls.  237;  323  U.  S.  557) . 
and  the  Hearne  case  (107  C.  Cls.  335)  the 
Panama  workers  established  their  right  to 
the  benefits  of  section  23. 

The  rights  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road were  presented  to  the  Court  of  Claims 
In  a  test  case.  Poggas  v.  V.  S.  (118  C.  Cls.  385) . 
This  case  was  filed  In  1947.  The  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Court  of  Claims  Is  limited  to  6  years 
prior  to  the  date  a  claim  Is  filed  In  the  court. 
Therefore  the  Poggas  claim  was  limited  to 
the  period  from  1941  to  the  date  It  was  filed. 
That  meant  that,  even  If  they  won  their  cases 
Jn  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  employees  of  the 
Alaska  Railroad  would  have  been  deprived  of 
most  of  the  compensation  to  which  they 
were  entitled,  that  is.  compensation  for  the 
period  from  1934  to  1941.  To  overcome  this 
injustice,  the  81st  Congress  enacted  and  the 
President  approved  Public  Law  440.  which 
waived  the  statute  of  limitations  with  respect 
to  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad,  and 
authorized  the  court  to  render  Judgment  for 
the  entire  period  back  to  1934.  On  December 
5,  1950.  the  Court  of  Claims  decided  that 
Poggas  was  entitled  to  recover,  and  that 
therefore  all  nonoperatlng  employees  of  the 
Alaska  Railroad  were  entitled  to  Judgment. 
The  only  other  large  group  of  wage-board 
employees  who  were  deprived  of  the  benefits 
of  section  23  regarding  whom  we  have  defi- 
nite knowledge  were  the  employees  of  the 
Alaska  Road  Commission.  These  employees 
are  typical  wage-board  employees,  and  there 
was  no  Justification  whatever  for  depriving 
them  of  the  benefits  of  section  23  by  ad- 
ministrative action.  About  4  years  ago  one 
of  these  road  commission  employees  made 
demand  on  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
for  overtime  compensation  under  section  23, 
and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Interior  E>epartment 
ruled  that  he  was  entitled  to  such  ccmpen- 
Batlon.  Thereafter,  several  claimants  filed 
claims  with  the  Comptroller  General  who 
likewise  ruled  that  they  were  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  section  23.  These  claims 
were  certified  to  Congress  for  appropriation. 
Funds  to  pay  the  claims  were  not  appro- 
priated, however,  presumably  because  the 
House  committee  misunderstood  the  situ- 
ation (.see  H.  Rept.  No.  1797,  81st  Cong..  2d 
sess.,  p  80).  In  October  1950,  the  Alaska 
Road  Commission  Informed  some  of  these 
claimants  of  the  action  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  and  advised  them  that 
their  only  recourse  was  a  suit  in  the  Court 
of  Claims.  Several  suits  were  filed  by  the 
claimants  In  January  1951. 

These  road  commission  employees,  and 
most  other  wage-board  employees,  com- 
menced to  receive  time  and  one-half  for 
overtime  after  40  hours  a  week  on  July  1, 
1945.  The  entire  period  for  which  the 
claims  run.  therefore.  Is  from  March  28.  1934, 
until  July  1.  1945.  The  Individual  claims,  of 
course,  begin  with  the  first  date  of  employ- 
ment or  March  28,  1934,  whichever  Is  later; 
and  terminate  on  the  last  date  of  employ- 
ment or  July  1,  1945,  whichever  Is  earlier. 
The  test  claimant  had  last  worked  for  the 
road  commission  on  March  5.  1945.  so  that 
at  the  time  the  claim  was  filed  In  the  Court 
rf  Claims  on  January  24,  1951,  all  of  plain- 
tiff's services  had  been  performed  more  than 
6  years  prior  to  the  date  of  filing,  except 
for  the  last  40  days  before  March  5,  1945. 
The  Government  therefore  made  a  motion 


for  summary  Judgment  against  the  plaintiff 
for  the  period  prior  to  January  24,  1945. 
On  July  15,  1952.  the  Court  of  Claims  denied 
this  motion  (Afarr  v.  U.  S.  (123  C.  Cls.  474 1  ). 
The  basis  of  the  court's  decision  was  that 
the  Comptroller  General,  by  certifying  the 
claim.  In  effect  reached  an  accord  which 
renewed  the  Government's  obligation  to  pay 
the  compensation. 

Manifestly,  this  decision  raises  a  nice 
legal  question,  and  1*  is  reported  that  the 
Government  will  seek  certiorari.  If  the 
Supreme  Court  should  overrule  the  Court  of 
Claims,  the  claimant  would  be  entitled  to 
receive  overtime  comj^ensation  for  a  period 
of  40  days,  but  would  be  deprived  of  com- 
pensation to  which  lie  was  entitled  for  a 
period  of  many  years.  If  the  Supreme  Court 
should  affirm  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Claims,  the  claimant  could  then  recover  the 
full  amount  found  due. 

Regardless,  however  of  the  ruling  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  unle.ss  action  is  taken  by 
Congress,  most  of  these  faithful  Govern- 
ment employees  will  have  been  deprived  of 
overtime  compensation  which  Congress  had 
provided  for  them  by  law.  This  will  be  so 
because  only  a  small  number  of  claims  have 
been  certified  by  the  Comptroller  General, 
and  because  very  few  cf  them  have  been  filed 
in  the  Court  of  Claims. 

In  1934  Congress  enacted  an  overtime 
compensation  law  for  this  entire  group  of 
Federal  employees.  From  1934  to  1945  they 
were  wrongfully  deprived  of  this  compensa- 
tion because  of  erroneous  administrative  ac- 
tion. If  any  of  them  are  to  recover  what 
should  have  been  paid  to  them,  all  of  them 
ought  to  be  permitted  to  recover.  It  will  be 
Injustice  If  one  or  a  dozen  of  them  recover 
all  or  part  of  what  is  due,  and  the  great  ma- 
jority of  them  are  left  without  remedy.  I  do 
not  believe  that  Congress  wants  to  withhold 
from  these  people  what  Congress  previously 
ordained  they  were  entitled  to  receive  and 
for  which  they  rendered  service.  Nor  do  I 
think  that  the  Government  can  equitably  ex- 
ploit the  statute  of  Imitations  to  enforce  a 
wrongful  act  against  a  group  of  its  own  em- 
ployees. To  avoid  that  the  bill  I  have  Intro- 
duced ought  to  be  enacted  promptly. 

My  bill  would  not  determine  the  rights  of 
these-  claimants.  It  would  simply  enable 
them  to  have  their  clay  In  court,  and  have 
their  rights  adjudicated  by  the  tribunal  Con- 
gress has  established  for  that  purpose.  The 
court  has  already  held  in  the  Townsley  case, 
the  Hearne  case,  the  Poggas  case,  and  the 
Marr  case  that  these  wage-board  employees 
were  not  culpably  di  atory  in  the  assertion 
of  their  claims. 

Since  Congress  has  already  waived  the  stat- 
ute with  respect  to  employees  of  the  Alaska 
Railroad,  there  is  certainly  no  sound  reason 
why  Congress  should,  by  inaction,  discrimi- 
nate against  the  employees  of  the  Alaska 
Road  Commission.  i::xcept  for  the  period 
within  which  claims  may  be  filed,  my  bill. 
It  should  be  noted,  is  Identical  with  one  in- 
troduced by  Senator  Macnuso.v  (S.  751). 
which  was  reported  out  unanimously  by  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  In  the  last  Con- 
gress. 


TEMPORARY   ECONOMIC   CON- 
TROLS—AMENDMENT 

Mr.  PREAR  submitted  amendment."^ 
Intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
bill  (S.  1081)  to  piovide  authority  for 
temporary  economic  controls,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


the  United  States  submitting  several 
nominations,  and  withdrawing  the  nom- 
inations of  Walter  J.  Cummings,  Jr.,  of 
Illinois,  to  be  Solicitor  General  of  the 
United  States,  and  William  J.  Bray,  of 
Connecticut,  to  be  Assistant  Postmaster 
General,  which  nominating  messages 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

(For  nominations   this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  the  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMITnEES 

As  in  executive  session. 
The    following    favorable    reports    of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SYMINGTON,  from  the  Committee 
on    Armed   Services: 

Lt.  Gen.  Lewi.s  Andrew  Pick.  Army  of  the 
United  States  (major  general,  U.  S.  Army, 
retired  I .  lor  advancement  to  the  grade  ol 
lieuterant  general  on  the  retired  list. 

Lt.  Gen.  Hubert  RelUy  Harmon  (major 
general.  Regular  Air  Force).  United  Staten 
Air  Force,  to  be  advanced  t)n  the  retired 
list  to  the  grade  c^f  lieutenant  general  and 
ei.ective  March  1,  1953.  to  be  senior  Air 
Force  member.  Military  Staff  Committee. 
United  Nations,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general  and  dale  uf  rank  from  January  19, 
1948:  and 

Lt.  Gen.  Elwood  Richard  Quesada.  and 
several  other  lieutenant  generals  ( major 
generaLs.  Regular  Air  Force)  to  be  advanced 
on  the  retired  list  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
general. 


NOMINATION  OP  ALBERT  M.  COLE 
TO  BE  HOUSING  AND  HOME  FI- 
NANCE ADMINISTRATOR 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  I  report  fa- 
vorably the  nomination  of  Albert  M. 
Cole,  of  Kan.sas.  to  be  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator.  I  hope  that  on 
Monday  the  Senate  will  con^iider  the 
nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  in  execu- 
tive session,  the  nomination  will  be  re- 
ceived and  placed  on  tlie  Executive  Cal- 
endar. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  scission. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  frcm  the  President  of 


NOTICE  OF  HEARINGS  ON  CERTAIN 
NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  sent  to  the 
Senate  today  the  nominations  of  Mrs. 
Lorena  B.  Hahn.  of  Nebraska,  to  be  the 
Representative  of  the  United  States  on 
the  Commi.s.sion  on  the  Status  of  Women 
of  the  I^conomic  and  Social  Council  of 
the  United  Nations  for  a  term  expiring 
December  31,  1955,  Robert  D.  Murphy, 
of  Wisconsin,  a  Foreign  Service  Officer 
of  the  Class  of  Career  Minister,  now 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary to  Japan,  to  be  an  A.ssistant 
Secretary  of  State,  and  John  M.  Alli- 
son, of  Nebra.ska,  a  Foreign  Service  Offi- 
cer of  Class  One.  to  be  Amba.ssador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  to 
Japan.  The  nominations  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  nomina- 
tions will  be  coiLsidered  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  after  6  days 
have  expired,  in  accordance  with  the 
rule. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GREEN: 

Address  entitled  "Security  and  the  United 
Nations,"  delivered  by  him  at  the  University 
of  Rhode  Island  on  Marcti  5.  1953. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
Address  delivered  by  blm  on  the  occasion 
of  the  40th  anniversary  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Department  of  Labor,  March  3,  1953. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 
Address   delivered    by   Senator   Henninqs 
before  a  statewide  Democratic  rally  at  To- 
peka,  Kans..  on  February  21,  19S3. 
By  Mr,  LEHMAN: 
Address  delivered  by  him  before  the  Amer- 
ican Association  for  the  United  Nations,  at 
the  Shoreham  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C.  on 
March  3,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Disrupting  Morale, - 
published  in  the  Washlnj^on  Post,  March  3. 
1953.  discussing  a  certalr.  memorandum  cir- 
culated among  employees  of  the  Budget 
Bureau. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHRFT: 
Statement  prepared  by  blm  in  commemo- 
ration of  anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Thomas 
O.  Masaryk. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
Statement  by  Charles  3.  Rh3me,  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mute on  the  Judiciary,  on  March  4.  1953. 
relating  to  the  so-called  Brlcker  amendment 
dealing  with  treaties. 

By  Mr.  KILGORE: 
Article  entitled  "Steveason  and  the  Big  OH 
Grab."   written    by   Thomas   L.   Stokes,   and 
published  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
February  18.  1953. 

By  Mr    MARTIN: 
Article  by  Dr.  Charles  M.  Steese.  regarding 
part  played  by  Gen.  Simon  Cameron,  Ambas- 
sador to  Russia  In  the  Lincoln  administra- 
tion, on  the  acquisition  of  Alaska. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 
Address  entitled   "Th^  War   Against  Pov- 
erty," delivered  by  Edward  J.  Bell,  aidmlnls- 
trator.  Oregon  Wheat  Commission,  at  Sixth 
Annual   Conference   of   Oregon   High   School 
International     Relation.?     League,     Eugene, 
Oreg..   February   27,    1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Offshore  OH."  published 
In  the  New  York  Times  of  March  2,  1953. 
By  Mr.  JENNER: 
Statement  entitled  "Agriculture  Is  the  Na- 
tion's Basic  Economic  Problem,"  written  by 
Robert  M.  Harrlss. 

Statement  of  policy  for  Inquiry  by  the 
Senate  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  Into 
communism  In  the  educitlonal  process. 
By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
Statement  by  George  J.  Burger,  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  National  Federation  of  Inde- 
pendent Business,  Inc.,  regarding  the  en- 
lurcement  of  the  antitrust  laws. 

Statement  by  Philip  II.  Perlman,  of  Mary- 
land, before  subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  on  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  1,  regarding  treaties  and  domestic 
law. 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
Editorial  from  Columbus  (Ohio)  Dispatch 
with  reference  to  treaties  and  the  basic  law. 
Editorial    from    San    Francisco    Chronicle 
on  the  same  subject  matter. 

Editorial  from  the  Palladium-Item  and 
Sun-Telegram  of  Richmond,  Ind.,  on  the 
same  subject  matter. 

Editorial  from  San  Francisco  Examiner  of 
February  25,  1953,  on  the  same  subject  mat- 
ter. 

By   Mr.   MCCARTHY: 
Letter  addressed  to  him  by  the  Lions  Club 
of  BrUlion,  Wis.,  regarding  number  of  per- 


sons in  that  town  who  voted  In  the  recent 
election. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  THIRD  ANNI- 
VERSARY OP  THE  BIRTH  OP 
THOMAS  G.  MASARYK 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  tomorrow, 
March  7,  will  mark  the  103d  anniversary 
of  the  birth  of  the  great  Czechoslovak 
patriot  and  world  leader,  Thomas  G. 
Masaryk.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record, 
following  these  remarks,  the  text  of  a 
message  to  the  people  of  Czechoslovakia 
which  I  have  prepared  for  this  occasion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Sknato«  Ivrs  on  the  103d  An- 
niversakt  of  the  bikth  ot  thomas  g. 
Masabtk,  Maxch  7.  1953 

Each  year,  only  a  few  days  after  the  tragic 
anniversary  of  Communist  control  in  Czech- 
oslovakia, the  people  of  that  European 
stronghold  of  freedom  may  lift  their  hearts 
to  celebrate  the  anniversary  of  the  birth  of 
one  of  the  most  courageous  men  the  world 
has  ever  known. 

Thomas  G.  Masaryk.  Czechoslovakia's  great 
statesman  and  patriot,  was  born  on  March  7, 
1850.  By  his  study  and  ardent  labors,  a  true 
democracy  was  realized  and  established  In 
his  1  omeland.  His  Ideals  created  one  of  the 
flrst  free  nations  In  all  of  Europe. 

On  the  occasion  of  his  anniversary  It  Is 
appropriate  that  we  pay  homage  again  to 
Thomas  Masaryk.  His  leadership,  his  schol- 
arship, his  Innate  greatness  are  still  an  In- 
spiration not  only  to  the  people  of  his  native 
land,  but  to  all  people  who  love  freedom. 
His  memory  cannot  be  erased  by  present 
tjTanny  In  his  homeland.  His  tremendous 
strength  is  a  beacon  for  those  who  follow 
him.  guiding  them  forward  to  the  day  when 
freedom  is  once  again  established  in  his  be- 
loved nation. 

I  Join  my  supplications  with  all  others  who 
fervently  desire  the  liberation  of  Czechoslo- 
vakia. On  this  anniversary,  our  prayer  is 
brightened  and  hop>e  kindled  by  the  memory 
of  Thomas  Masaryk. 


MILITARY  POLICY  IN  KOREA 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  fortunately  free,  so  far  as  the  present 
administration  is  concerned,  of  support- 
ing and  enjoying  the  contemptible  policy 
of  allowing  our  soldiers  and  our  allies  to 
be  shot  at  on  the  stationary  battle- 
front  in  Korea  for  an  indefinite  time. 
What  many  of  us  have  called  a  stale- 
mate has  been  better  termed  by  Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet  as  a  sitdown.  A  stale- 
mate is  a  situation  in  which  the  forces 
are  so  evenly  balanced  that  neither  can 
get  ahead  of  the  other.  A  sitdown  is 
a  situation  where  one  side  by  deliberate 
policy  refuses  to  take  military  advan- 
tage when  it  is  plain,  clear,  and  unde- 
niable. Our  sitdown  has  continuously 
weakened  us  and  continuously  strength- 
ened the  Communist  position. 

The  question  is,  what  are  we  to  do  next 
now  that  our  minds  are  clear  and  we  are 
open  to  consider  a  change  in  policy? 

There  is  one  change  in  policy,  Mr. 
President,  which  lies  on  the  side  of  politi- 
cal action,  and  may  be  added  to  our  mili- 
tary policy  whatever  that  may  turn  out 
to  be.  The  jwlitical  action  will  not  work 
against  constructive  military  policy. 
Both  will  work  to  strengthen  each  other 


and  strengthen  the  free  nations  of  the 
world. 

What  our  political  action  might  be,  I 
have  set  forth  in  a  talk  which  I  gave  at 
a  luncheon  for  tlie  American  Association 
for  the  United  Nations  at  the  Shoreham 
Hotel  on  Tuesday.  March  3. 

The  death  of  Joseph  Stalin  may  well 
have  world-shaking  results,  but  it  should 
have  no  effect  on  such  diplomatic  policies 
as  I  am  proF>osing,  since  these  are  based 
on  eternal  truths  and  the  spiritual  laws 
of  the  universe.  They  are  not  super- 
vened by  current  events,  no  matter  how 
portentous  these  may  be. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  address  deUvered  by  me 
on  the  occasion  referred  to  be  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  following  these 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Next  S'Teps  for  the  Untted  Nations 

There  has  been  a  tendency  In  public 
thinking  to  write  off  the  United  Nations  as  a 
failure.  The  fact  that  so  many  constructive 
proposals  have  been  vetoed  by  the  Soviet 
Government  has  led  to  proposals  for  a  com- 
plete reorganization  of  the  whole  institu- 
tion. There  is  a  large  body  of  opinion  whlcn 
feels  that  our  common  action,  particularly  in 
search  of  a  common  defense  against  aggreo- 
slon.  has  been  stopped  by  an  insurmountable 
roadblock. 

This  roadblock  Indeed  does  exist  so  far  as 
certain  types  of  action  are  concerned.  It 
does  not,  however,  prevent  all  useful  action 
nor  does  It  place  a  bar  across  the  road  to 
what  may  be  the  most  useful  and  effective 
types  of  action  open  to  the  United  Nations. 
Our  opportunities  are  ahead  of  us,  not  be- 
hind us. 

The  new  courses  of  action-will  be  directed 
particularly  toward  measures  which  have  In 
them  a  large  moral  content  and  which  will 
draw  to  their  support  the  spiritual  forces  of 
the  globe  and  of  the  universe.  Let  us  look 
at  a  few  examples  of  undertakings  of  this 
sort. 

First  it  would  seem  entirely  feasible  to 
take  our  part  In  the  Korean  war  out  of  the 
classification  of  a  contest  for  power  and  seek 
to  resolve  it  on  the  basis*  of  well-being  of 
people.  It  would  seem  that  this  could  easily 
be  done  by  announcing,  unilaterally,  terms 
on  which  the  United  Nations  would  be 
willing  to  end  the  conflict,  not  by  a  truce,  but 
by  a  peace. 

A  flrst  provision  of  such  terms  would  be 
to  offer  to  Communist  China  a  neutral  zone 
along  the  Yalu  whose  neutrality  would  be 
inspected  and  administered  by  a  commis- 
sion composed  solely  of  Asiatic  nationals. 
This  would  take  care  of  the  only  Interest  in 
the  Korean  war  which  Communist  China  has 
expressed;  viz  that  she  wants  assurance  that 
Manchuria  will  not  be  invaded  from  the 
southeast.  That  government  would,  there- 
fore, be  furnished  with  a  face-saving  pro- 
posal and  the  United  States  and  other  west- 
ern nations  would  be  freed  from  the  accusa- 
tion that  this  war  is  a  part  of  a  contest  for 
power  between  Washington  and  Moscow. 
These  terms  would  renounce  political  power 
on  the  part  of  the  so-called  "capitalist  na- 
tions and  colonizing  powers." 

These  terms  should  be  broadcast  to  the 
soldiers  of  the  Communist  armies,  over  the 
air  and  from  the  air.  It  is  Important  that 
they  should  know  that  there  Is  nothing  for 
them  to  flght  for  except  Russian  imperial- 
ism. Everything  else  is  theirs  If  they  will 
cease  fighting. 

If  we  then  made  definite  the  offer  to  re- 
build in  usable  form  the  housing,  transpor- 
taUon.  and  Industries  of  noirthern  Korea  as 
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well  as  Bouthem  Korea,  the  war-torn  popu- 
ulatlons  of  the  north  should  be  anxious  for 
A  settlement  on  this  basis. 

After  rebuilding,  the  United  Nations  would 
offer  to  carry  out  its  original  pxirpose  of 
holding  free  elections  by  means  of  which  the 
reunited  country  could  select  its  own  form 
of  government. 

Every  group  except  professional  Commu- 
nist politicians  would  derive  advantages  from 
the  proposed  settlement.  This  would  in- 
clude the  Communist  government,  the 
Communist  soldiers  and  the  harassed  citi- 
zens of  North  and  South  Korea.  It  could  be 
stopped  by  a  veto  from  Moscow  whose  sup- 
port of  the  war  has  been  so  clearly  recorded 
by  Ambassador  Lodge.  But  such  a  veto 
would  open  itself  to  the  clear  demonstra- 
tion that  the  purposes  of  Moscow  are  the 
accumulation  of  power  and  not  the  well- 
being  of  people. 

Another  line  of  thought  and  action  that 
must  be  pursued  is  the  project  for  eliminat- 
ing curtains  whether  of  iron,  bamboo,  or 
other  materials.  These  curtains  prohibiting 
intercourse  between  the  peoples  of  the  world 
is  an  offense  in  the  sight  of  God  and  man. 
He  who  has  made  of  one  blood  all  the  na- 
tions of  the  earth  does  not  desire  that  His 
Bons  should  be  separated  from  each  other  in 
groups  which  have  no  comiaunlcatlon  or 
personal  relationships. 

The  curtains  must  be  attacked.  We  can 
draw  support  for  such  an  attack  from  na- 
tions which  are  now  trying  to  remain  neu- 
tral in  what  appears  to  them  to  be  a  contest 
for  power  between  Moscow  and  Washington. 
These  nations  can  Join  our  side  gladly  and 
strongly  since  this  proposal  Is  not  one  for 
power  but  for  the  dignity,  freedom  and  in- 
tercommunication of  peoples. 

One  of  the  points  which  should  be  brought 
out  Is  that  no  nation  which  hides  behind 
the  curtain  can  honorably  seek  admission 
to  the  United  Nations.  We  have  seen  that 
the  countries  behind  the  curtain  which  al- 
ready have  been  admitted  are  unable  and 
unwilling  to  act  as  members  of  th2  family 
of  nations.  They  have  cut  themselves  off 
from  that  role.  It  is  unfortunate  that  they 
have  gained  entrance  to  the  United  Nations 
when  they  cannot  fulfill  their  responsibili- 
ties therein.  We  must  make  every  effort  and 
offer  every  proper  inducement  for  them  to 
raise  the  curtain,  but  our  experience  is  such 
that  we  must  oppose  the  entrance  of  those 
countries  who  thus  prevent  themselves  from 
carrying  out  the  obligations  of  membership. 
This  Is  a  much  stronger  bar  to  recognition 
than  Is  the  fact  that  we  detest  certain  forms 
of  government.  Diplomatic  history,  prac- 
tice, and  precedent  do  not  prohibit  the  rec- 
ognition of  a  detestable  de  facto  adminis- 
tration. But  when  It  comes  to  granting  the 
privileges  of  recognition  to  a  nation  which 
hides  behind  a  curtain  and  so  is  unwilling 
to  ciury  out  the  responsibilities  of  recogni- 
tion and  membership  in  the  family  of  na- 
tions, that  is  a  new  condition,  and  It  must 
be  met  with  new  determination  and  new 
precedents.  But  with  this  determination 
goes  the  responsibility  of  welcoming  and 
assisting  any  genuine  moves  by  Communist 
China  to  draw  the  curtain  aside. 

Of  the  many  opportunities  to  move  Into 
the  field  of  moral  issues  and  spiritual  power, 
there  Is  one  which  we  must  continue  to  pre- 
sent and  support.  That  is  universal  guaran- 
teed disarmament. 

Tliere  Is  no  substitute  for  such  thorough- 
going disarmament.  There  Is  no  substitute 
for  having  It  guaranteed  in  the  terms  of 
international  Inspection  and  administration. 
When  the  other  nations  of  the  world  open 
themselves  to  international  inventory,  in- 
spection, and  control  of  arms  and  munitions, 
the  nations  which  refuse  obviously  refuse 
for  unworthy  purposes.  This  situation  must 
be  continuously  presented  and  continuously 
pressed. 

Here  again  we  have  a  project  which  is 
based  on  the  well-being  of  peoples  rather 
than  the  aggrandizement  of  power.     To  re- 


fuse to  accept  terms  of  complete  Inspection 
is  to  give  plain  indication  that  the  nation 
which  refuses  to  acc»?pt  such  a  program  is 
not  concerned  with  the  well-being  of  the 
peoples  of  the  earth.  It  Is  not  concerned 
with  the  well-being  of  Its  own  people.  It 
sets  power  above  people.  This  position  is 
one  wlilch  should  djiiw  condemnation  from 
nations  which  have  tried  to  stay  neutral  be- 
cause they  feared  being  drawn  Into  a  power 
contest.  There  Is  no  power-seeking  left 
here.  There  Is  nothing  but  concern  for  the 
material  and  spiritual  well-being  of  the  citi- 
zens of  all  natiors. 

While  continuously  presented  In  the 
agenda  of  the  Council  and  in  the  forum  of 
the  Assembly,  continjed  rejection  must  lead 
to  other  means  of  presenting  the  popular 
cause.  It  will  then  become  the  duty  of 
those  responsible  for  the  Information  pro- 
grams, beamed  to  the  citizens  of  the  coun- 
tries behind  the  curtains,  to  raise  questions 
In  the  minds  of  those  citizens  as  to  why 
they  should  continue  to  bear  this  heavy 
load  of  armies,  arms,  and  armament.  Ques- 
tions should  be  Implanted  in  their  minds  as 
to  whether  their  governments  really  care 
anything  about  theri  as  persons  or  are  only 
concerned  with  their  usefulness  in  support- 
ing power  politics.  By  continuing  such  an 
Information  campaif^n  simply,  strongly,  and 
continuously,  forces  can  be  set  in  motion 
which  will  weaken  the  foundations  of  totali- 
tarlan  Imperialism  and  help  to  bring  the 
world  back  to  peace,  prosperity,  and  spiritual 
progress. 

"People,  not  power,"  must  be  the  watch- 
word of  the  United  Nations.  Moving  in  this 
spirit  and  with  this  purpose,  a  brighter  future 
lies  open  ahead  of  us. 


EIGHTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP  COMMU- 
NIST DICTATORSHIP  IN  RUMANIA 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  8 
years  ago  the  Rumanian  nation  was 
placed  under  the  slavery  of  Communist 
conspiracy.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of 
these  remarks,  a  statement  I  have  pre- 
pared on  the  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Statement  by  Senator  Homeh  FERcrsoN  on 

THE    AnNI\E11S.ART    OF    COMMCNIST   DOMINA- 
TION or  Rumania 

Today  marks  the  eighth  anniversary  of 
the  Installation  of  a  Soviet  Communist  dic- 
tatorship of  Rumania. 

The  Communist  domination  of  Rumania 
on  March  6,  1945,  was  in  violation  of  the 
Yalta  agreements  and  took  place  almost  be- 
fore the  Ink  was  dry  on  the  decLsioiis.  Mr. 
Vishlnsky  went  to  Bucharest  and  ordered  the 
disarming  of  the  Rumanian  garrison,  took 
over  complete  control  of  the  city  by  means 
of  the  Red  army,  and  demanded  instant 
dismissal  of  the  national-union  government 
of  General  Radescj  and  the  installment  of 
a  Communist  government. 

This  date,  March  6,  Is  therefore  the  anni- 
versary of  the  enslavement  of  the  Rumanian 
people  and  the  anniversary  of  one  of  the 
early  enslavement  of  peoples. 

It  Is  this  kind  of  enslavement  that  we 
condemn.  We  must  offer  hope  and  courage 
to  the  citizens  of  Rumania  and  other  im- 
prisoned peoples    behind    the   Iron   Curtain. 


TREATMENT  ACCORDED  SICK  OR  IN- 
JURED SEAMEN  UNDER  IMMIGRA- 
TION AND  NATIONAUTY  ACT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  un- 
der date  of  February  6.  1953.  Mr.  Kosmas 
Fournarakis,  president  of  the  Interna- 
tional Society  for  the  Aid  of  Greek  Sea- 
men, Inc.,  addressed  an  inquiry  to  rae 


concerning  the  treatment  being  accorded 
sick  or  injured  seamen  under  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act.  Follow- 
ing that.  I  addressed  a  letter  of  inquiry 
to  Mr.  Argyle  R.  Mackey.  Commissioner 
of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  asking  for  clarification  of  the 
points  raised  in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Four- 
narakis. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  dated 
March  2.  1953,  from  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  in  which  he  re.sponds  to  the 
aforementioned  inquiry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recorb, 

as  follows: 

March  2.  1953. 
Hon    Pat  McCarran. 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sfnator  McCarran:  This  acknowl- 
edges the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  February 
16,  1953,  with  which  you  enclosed  the  at- 
tached letter  dated  February  6,  1953,  from  Mr. 
Kosmas  Fournarakis.  president  of  the  Inter- 
national Sucu'ty  lor  the  Aid  of  Greek  Seamen, 
Concerning  specific  problems  which  have 
arisen   in  the  case  of  Greek  seamen. 

As  you  know,  section  252  (a)  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act  provides  that 
alien  crewmen  may  be  issued  conditional 
permits  to  land  temporarily  In  the  United 
States  for  (li  the  period  of  time  (not  ex- 
ceeding 29  daysi  during  which  the  vessel  or 
aircraft  on  whuh  he  iu-rlved  remains  in  port, 
if  the  immigration  officer  is  satisfied  that  the 
crewman  intends  I*)  depart  on  the  vessel  or 
aircraft  on  which  he  arrived;  or  (2)  29  days. 
If  the  immigratifin  officer  Is  satisfied  that 
the  crewman  intends  to  depart,  within  the 
period  for  which  he  is  permitted  to  land,  on 
a  vessel  or  aircraft  other  than  the  one  on 
which  he  arrived. 

Mr.  Fournarakis  seems  particularly  con- 
cerned about  the  treatment  acoi;rded  to  sick 
or  injured  seamen.  All  district  directors  of 
the  Service  have  been  authorized.  In  ca.^es 
where  a  crewman  failed  to  leave  the  United 
States  within  29  days,  if  such  failure  Is  due 
to  Illness  or  othrr  rea.snns  bcyt)nd  his  ci.>ntrol, 
to  allow  him  additional  and  reasonable  time 
to  regain  hi5  health  and  depart  the  United 
States. 

In  order  further  to  clarify  the  procedures, 
special  telegraphic  In.'^tructions  were  sent  to 
all  District  Directors  under  date  of  FebrUiU"y 
18.  1953,  covering  the  following  points;  Th© 
ci\ses  of  alien  crewmen  who  have  been  issued 
conditional  landing  permits  under  section 
252  (at  (1)  of  the  act  (for  the  time  their 
vessel  remains  in  port),  who  later  request 
permits  under  section  252  (a)  (2)  of  the 
act  (29-day  jjermit  with  permission  to  pay 
off  and  discharge)  for  the  purjwse  of  secur- 
ing hospital  or  medical  treatment,  are  to  be 
granted  such  permits  valid  for  29  days  from 
their  original  landing,  if  their  applications 
are  found  to  be  b<jna  fide  In  every  respect. 
If  the  physical  condition  of  such  seamen 
prevents  their  departure  within  29  days,  they 
are  to  be  granted  a  further  period  of  time 
within  which  to  depart  voluntarily  from  the 
United  States  without  tiie  institution  of  de- 
portation proceedings  inasmuch  as  the  act 
has  been  so  construed  as  to  preclude  grant- 
ing formal  extensions  of  temporary  stay.  A 
period  of  voluntary  departure  without  the 
Institution  of  deportation  proceedings  is  also 
to  be  granted  to  crewmen  who  were  originally 
Issued  29-day  landing  permits  before  the 
need  for  hospital  or  medical  treatment  be- 
came known  and  whose  physical  condition 
prevents  their  departure  within  29  days.  All 
landing  permits  issued  under  section  252  (a) 
(2)  of  the  act  are  to  be  Issued  for  the  full 
29  days  permitted  under  the  act.  Bona  fiiie 
crewmen  who  are  unable  to  depart  within  the 
period  of  their  adnusblon   because  of   othe^ 
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reasons  beyond  their  control,  such  u  their 
vessel's  going  into  dryd'Xk.  unavailability 
of  shipping,  etc.,  are  also  to  be  given  a  period 
within  which  to  depart  voluntarily  without 
the  institution  of  deportation  proceedings. 

It  is  believed  that  the  instructions  above 
referred  to  will  satisfactorily  take  care  of  the 
problems  pointed  out  in  the  specific  cases 
referred  to  by  Mr.  Fournarakis. 
Sincerely. 

'  ,  Commissioner, 


FIRST  VISA  TO  JAPANESE  NATIONAL 
UNDER  LIBERALIZED  UNITED 
STATES  IMMIGRATION  LAW 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  letter  dated 
February  14,  1953.  addressed  to  me  from 
Sozaburo  Kujira  Oka.  of  Tokyo.  Japan, 
who  was  the  recipient  of  the  first  visa  to 
be  handed  a  Japanese  national  under  the 
liberalized  United  States  immigration 
law  of  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows  : 

Tokyo,  Japam,  February  14,  1953. 
The   Honorable   Pat  A.   McCaxran, 
United  States  Senatr", 

Washington,   D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Senator  It  Is  with  a  great 
deal  of  delight  and  honor  to  Inform  you  that 
I  have  been  chosen  as  the  first  Japanese  citi- 
zen In  postwar  Japan  to  receive  an  Immigra- 
tion visa  to  enter  the  United  States. 

This  was  made  possible  by  the  passage 
of  the  new  American  Immigration  law,  which 
eliminates  racial  barriers  as  a  basis  of  exclu- 
sion from  the  United  States,  and  which  re- 
moves all  racial  barrleis  to  naturalization 
as  an  American  citizen. 

This  event  la  without  a  doubt  the  great- 
est and  happiest  moment  of  my  life.  Words 
alone  cannot  express  the  thrill  which  I  ex- 
perienced when  His  Excellency  the  United 
States  Ambassador  to  Japan.  Robert  D.  Mur- 
phy, handed  me  the  visa  on  January  21.  1953. 
at  11  a.  m.,  at  the  United  States  Embassy  in 
Tokyo,  Japan. 

In  closing.  I  would  like  to  express  my  sin- 
cere gratitude  for  giving  me  this  great  right 
to  enter  the  United  States  of  America,  and 
I  shall  endeavor  to  make  myself  worthy  of 
the  great  honor  which  has  been  l>estowed 
upon  me. 

Please  give  my  best  rrigards  and  gratitude 
to   all    personnel    who   made   efTorts    for   the 
passage  of  this  new  Immigration  law. 
Very  truly  yours. 

SO.MBTnK)   Kdjiraoka. 


TRIBUTE  TO  SENATOR  HAYDEN 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
on  Wednesday  of  this  week  I  joined  in 
the  oflering  of  many  well-earned  trib- 
utes to  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  ByrdI  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarran)  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  anniversary  of  their  20  years 
of  service  as  Senators  of  the  United 
States. 

At  that  time  I  did  not  realize,  or.  If  I 
did,  I  forgot,  that  there  was  another 
among  us  to  whom  tribute  should  also 
be  paid  for  the  same  long  and  faithful 
period  of  service  as  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate. 

I  take  this  opportunity  to  pay  my  re- 
spects to  the  very  able  senior  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydcnI.  whose  long 
and  faithful  record  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  is  one  of  brilliance 
and  rich  accomplishment.    I  believe  it 


was  in  1912  that  Senator  Hayden  first 
came  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. For  the  past  2  years  it  has 
been  my  pleasure  and  privilege  to  serve 
on  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration under  the  able  leadership  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona.  Prom  that  expe- 
rience, I  am  convinced  that  I  shall  ever 
feel  the  inspiration  of  the  Senator's  com- 
petence, integrity,  and  sincere  friend- 
ship. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  the  fine  and  able 
mind  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  to- 
gether with  his  happy  and  charming  per- 
sonality, will  remain  with  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  for  a  long  time  to  come. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  remarks  of  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey.  It  has  been  my  good  fortune  to 
serve  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions with  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
and  there  is  no  finer  or  more  able  man 
serving  on  that  committee  than  Senator 
Hayden. 


SHORTAGE  OP  AMMUNITION 
IN  KOREA 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  which 
I  have  written  to  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, Mr.  C.  E.  Wilson,  with  respect  to 
the  testimony  given  yesterday  by  Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet  regarding  the  shortage 
of  ammunition  in  Korea.  I  had  taken 
up  this  matter  with  the  former  Secretary 
of  Defense,  Mr.  Lovett,  on  August  13, 
1952.  and  called  his  attention  to  com- 
plaints that  had  been  made  to  me  alleg- 
ing this  shortage. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  $100  billion 
has  been  expended  for  military  purposes 
since  the  begiruiing  of  the  Korean  war 
on  June  25.  1950,  it  is  nearly  unbeliev- 
able that  there  has  been  a  continuous 
shortage  of  ammunition  in  Korea  in  the 
22  months  General  Van  Fleet  has  served 
as  commander  in  the  field.  It  is  par- 
ticularly amazing  that  there  has  been  a 
shortage  of  hand  grenades  and  a  neces- 
sity for  rationing  ammunition  and  other 
implements  of  war.  When  you  ration 
hand  grenades  and  other  ammunition  to 
a  soldier  on  the  frontline,  it  is  often 
equivalent  to  a  verdict  of  death. 

I  was  surprised,  too,  that  General 
Van  Fleet  stated  the  Communists  have 
greater  artillery  power  than  we  have 
and  did  not  seem  to  suffer  from  any  lack 
of  ammunition. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  copy  of  the 
letter  I  wrote  on  yesterday  to  Secretary 
Wilson  asking  for  a  full  report  in  the 
matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mabch  5,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Charles  E.  Wilson, 

Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr  Dear  Mr.  Wilson:  In  my  20  years  in 
the  Senate  I  have  never  lieen  more  shocked 
than  I  was  today  when  General  Van  Fleet 
testified  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  that  there  has  been  a  shortage 
of -ammunition  and  hand  grenades  in  Korea 
for  at  least  22  months. 

General  Van  Fleet  testified  this  shortage 
has  been  continuoiis  since  he  took  command 
and  that  almost  daUy  be  had  reported  it 


officially  and  through  channels.  Failure  to 
supply  these  munitions,  according  to  General 
Van  Fleet,  seriously  handicapped  not  only 
the  prosecution  of  the  war  against  Commu- 
nist Chinese  and  North  Koreans  but  also  the 
protection  of  our  own  troops. 

Shortage  of  munitions  inevitably  leads  to 
greater  loss  of  life  and  prolonged  conflict. 
To  me,  such  a  situation  as  this,  extending 
over  22  months,  represents  criminal  ineffi- 
ciency, because  since  the  Korean  war  started, 
on  June  25,  1950,  the  following  appropria- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  armed  services: 
$51  billion  In  fiscal  year  1951.  $61  billion  In 
fiscal  year  1952.  $48  billion  in  fiscal  year  1953; 
total,  $160  billion. 

From  these  appropriations,  the  following 
expenditures  have  been  made  for  military 
purposes:  $20  billion  In  fiscal  year  1951,  $39 
billion  In  fiscal  year  1952,  $44  billion  In  fiscal 
year  1953.  Included  in  fiscal  1953  are  ex- 
penditures to  July  1,  1953.  Total,  $103 
billion. 

Today  the  armed  services  have  on  hand 
unexpended  balances  In  appropriations  which 
have  been  made  to  them  totaling  approxi- 
mately $80  billion,  and  they  estimate  that 
as  of  next  June  30  they  will  still  have  some 
$60  billion  of  unexpended  appropriations, 
exclusive  of  whatever  may  be  appropriated  In 
the  current  session  of  Congress. 

In  the  face  of  these  facts  It  Is  outrageous 
that  we  have  allowed  unnecessary  loss  of 
life  and  the  Improper  prosecution  of  the 
Korean  war  for  22  months  by  failure  to 
supply  necessary  munitions. 

As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, I  am  asking  that  yru — 

1.  Make  a  full  investigation  as  to  what 
officials  at  the  Pentagon  received  Informa- 
tion, so  often  transmitted  by  General  Van 
Fleet,  that  there  was  a  shortage  of  munitions. 

2.  What  officers  at  the  Pentagon  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  failure  of  General  Van 
Fleet  to  receive  adequate   munitions. 

3.  What  action  you  will  take  to  punish 
those  officers  who  have  been  guilty  of  such 
negligence  of  their  official  duties. 

4.  What  steps  are  being  taken  by  the  Pen- 
tagon to  supply  adequate  munitions  In  the 
future. 

5.  That  this  and  all  other  information  In- 
cident to  a  shortage  of  munitions  In  Korea 
be  presented  as  promptly  as  possible  so  that 
the  Armed  Servlctss  Committee  of  the  Senate 
can  undertake  further  Investigations,  should 
such  be  desirable. 

In  closing,  let  me  say  that  when  a  charge 
such  as  this  comes  from  the  commanding 
general  In  the  field.  It  Is  of  such  Importance 
as  to  warrant  the  most  exhaustive  Investiga- 
tion so  as  to  determine  who  Is  at  fault,  and 
to  punish  those  who  have  been  derelict  in 
their  duties. 

Cordially  yoiu-s, 

Hahet  F.  Btrd. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting  a 
nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one  of  his  sec- 
retaries. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  submitting 
the  nomination  of  Arthur  F.  Burns,  of 
New  York,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Morning 
business  is  closed. 
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LEGISLATT.VE  PROGRAM  FOR  TODAY 
AND  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
about  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that, 
as  in  executive  session,  the  Executive 
Calendar  be  called. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object — and 
I  shall  not  object — I  wish  to  make  in- 
quiry of  the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er as  to  his  plans  for  next  week. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Beyond  calling  the  calen- 
dar on  Monday,  I  do  not  believe  there 
will  be  any  substantial  legislation  con- 
sidered next  week.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  important  measures  except  those 
which  are  actually  on  the  calendar.  I 
may  move  to  take  up  any  of  those  meas- 
ures if  they  are  objected  to  upon  the  call 
of  the  calendar,  though  I  do  not  know  of 
any  measures  on  the  calendar  which  are 
really  controversial. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
majority  leader  plan  to  have  the  Sen- 
ate meet  on  Monday,  Wednesday,  and 
Friday  of  next  week? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes;  on  Monday,  Wednes- 
day, and  Friday  of  next  week.  A  num- 
ber of  nominations  are  expected  to  be 
received,  and  I  think  the  Senate  should 
meet  to  dispose  of  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  majority  leader  indicate  whether  or 
not  it  would  be  agreeable  to  him  to  take 
up  today  Senate  Resolution  16,  Calendar 
No.  46? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  We  intend  to  take 
It  up  today.  In  addition  to  Calendar 
Nos.  46  and  47,  being  Senate  Resolution 
16  and  Senate  Resolution  49,  re-jpec- 
tively,  I  believe  there  is  another  resolu- 
tion which  has  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 


EXECUTIVE  NOMINATIONS 
Mr.     TAFT.     Mr.     President,    I    ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  as  in  executive 
session,     the     Executive     Calendar     be 
called. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
clerk  will  state  the  first  nomination  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


DEPARTMENT   OF   LABOR 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harry  N.  Routzohn  to  be  Solicitor 
for  the  Department  of  Labor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  if  this  nomina- 
tion was  reported  unanimously  by  the 
committee? 

Mr.  TAFT.  This  nomination  was  re- 
ported unanimously  by  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  TAFP.  I  may  say.  since  Mr. 
Routzohn  is  a  constituent  of  mine,  that 
he  is  one  of  the  leading  attorneys  in  the 
city  of  Dayton.  Ohio.  I  think  he  might 
well  have  been  recommended  to  be  a 
Federal  judge  if  he  had  not  been  beyond 
the  ftge  limit  prescribed  by  the  Attorney 


General's  ruling.  He  has  had  service  on 
all  sides  of  the  labor  question.  He  has 
represented  labor  unions  and  many  other 
clients.  For  some  time  he  has  been  the 
attorney  for  the  International  Brother- 
hood of  Carpenters,  in  the  position  of 
general  counsel.  I  do  not  know  of  any- 
one who  I  think  would  be  more  impar- 
tial in  his  action  as  Solicitor  of  the  De- 
partment of  Lat)or.  He  was  a  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress  during  the  years 
1939  and  1940. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination  of  Harry  N. 
Routzohn  to  be  Solicitor  for  the  De- 
partment of  Lalwr? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Richard  R.  Atkinson  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  District  of  Columbia  Rede- 
velopment Land  Agency. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


■^y^- 


THE  ARMY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  Ai-my  nominations  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Army  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  President 
be  immediately  notified  of  all  nomina- 
tions confirmed  this  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Withour  nt-- 
jection.  the  President  will  be  r.ot.n»  i 
forthwith. 


LOYALTY  CHECKS  ON  SENATE 
EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Senate  Resolution  16,  Calendar 
No.  46. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  The  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  16)  to  provide  for  loyalty 
checks  on  Senate  employees. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  con.sider  the  resolu- 
tion, which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
with  amendments,  on  pa.ce  1,  line  5.  after 
the  words  "to  the"',  to  strike  out  -Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  the";  in 
line  7,  after  the  word  "Investigation"',  to 
strike  out  "and  to  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency.";  on  page  2.  line  5.  after 
the  word  '"the",  to  strike  out  "Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  to  the",  and  in  line  7. 
after  the  word  '"Investigation"',  to  strike 
out  the  comma  and  "and  to  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency",  so  as  to  make  the 
resolution  read: 

Resolved.  That  hereafter  when  any  person 
Is  appointed  as  anx  employee  ol  any  commit- 


tee of  the  Senate,  of  any  Senator,  or  of  any 
office  of  the  Senate  the  committee.  Senator, 
or  officer  having  authority  to  make  such 
appointment  shall  transmit  the  name  of  such 
person  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investipa- 
tlon.  together  with  a  request  that  such  com- 
mittee. Senator,  or  officer  be  informed  as  to 
any  derogatory  Information  In  the  possession 
of  such  agency  concerning  the  loyalty  of 
such  person,  and  In  any  case  In  which  such 
derogatory  Information  Is  revealed  such  com- 
mittee. Senator,  or  officer  shall  make  or  cause 
to  be  made  such  further  Investigation  as  shall 
have  been  considered  necessary  to  determine 
the  inyalty  of  such  person. 

Every  such  committee.  Senator,  and  officer 
shall  promptly  transmit  to  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investisjation  a  list  of  the  names 
of  the  Incumbent  employees  of  such  com- 
mittee. Senator,  or  officer  together  with  a 
request  that  such  committee.  Senator,  or 
officer  be  informed  of  any  derogatory  infor- 
mation contained  in  the  files  of  such  agency 
concerning  tlie  loyalty  of  such  employee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  It. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Chair  know  of 
any  reason  why  an  amendment  to  Sen- 
ate Re.solution  16  which  would  require 
that  the  re.solution  cover  Senators  as 
well  as  Senate  employees  would  not  be 
in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion is  .subject  to  amendment  in  the 
usual  manner.  Of  cour.-^e.  in  the  Senate 
germanene.'^s  is  not  required  in  the  case 
of  amendments. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  merely  wi.<^h  to  an- 
nounce that  at  a  later  hour  this  after- 
noon I  shall  offer  the  amendment  which 
I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  beinpr  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  .Mr. 
Morse  was  ordered  to  be  printed  m  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill,  Insert  a  new  section, 
as  follows: 

"Sec   2.     The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall 

tran.smit  the  names  of  each  Senal'ir  of  the 
United  States,  incumbent  en  the  date  of  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  and  hereafter 
enteiing  upon  the  office  of  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Fed^'ral  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation, totrelher  with  a  request  Uiat  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion be  informed  a'^  to  any  derogatory  infor- 
mation in  the  po.sses&ion  of  each  agency  (ar.d 
if  such  IS  on  file,  any  reljutting  information) 
Concerning  the  loyalty  and  the  reliability  of 
such  Senator  for  security  purposes.  In  any 
ca.se  in  whirh  .«iuch  derogatory  and  rebutting 
information  Is  submitted,  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  shall  make  or 
cause  to  be  made  such  further  investigation 
nece.S8ary  to  resolve  the  issues  raised  by  such 
report  and  to  take  such  further  action  as  U 
or  the  Senate  shall  deem  necessary." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  to  Senate  Re.solution  16 
would  include  an  investigation  of  Mem- 
bers of  Uie  Senate  as  well  as  Senate 
employees. 

As  I  announced  last  week,  I  have  al- 
ready notified  the  Attorney  General  that, 
so  far  as  my  office  is  concerned,  this  res- 
olution is  not  needed.  We  are  i)erfectly 
willing  to  have  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice proceed,  on  a  voluntary  basis  or  a 
waiver  basis,  with  the  investigation  of 
members  of  my  office  staff,  including  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  himself. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend- 
ments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE  Mr.  President.  I  am  hav- 
ing an  amendment  to  the  resolution 
drafted.  As  soon  as  it  has  been  drafted 
I  shall  offer  It  to  the  Senate. 

T-he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  "SVliat  is  the 
pleasure  of  the  Sena'^e? 


REPORT  OF  THE  INDEPENDENT 
PARTY  ON  SENATE  COMMITTEE 
ASSIGNMENTS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  while  the 
amendment  is  being  drafted  I  shall  dis- 
cuss another  subject  matter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  recoimized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
for  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  a  proposed  amend- 
ment to  Senate  Resolution  32,  which  I 
submitted  on  January  13. 

The  subject  of  the  assignment  of  Sen- 
ators was  debated  at  .some  length  on  that 
day.  At  that  time  I  submitted  Senate 
Re.solution  32,  to  enlarge  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Pukilic  Welfare  by  two 
members,  a  member  of  the  majority 
party  and  Uie  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

PtJRPOSE  OF  SENATE  RESOI  TTrlON   39 

That  proposal  has  a  twofold  purpose: 
to  maintain  numerical  control  of  those 
committees  by  the  majority  party  and 
to  continue  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  those  committees  in  recog- 
nition of  his  Senate  seniority  and  in 
conformity  with  the  almost  unbroken 
rule  of  the  Senate  that  once  a  Member 
is  as.signed  to  a  committee  he  is  not 
removed  from  it  in  violation  of  his  Sen- 
ate seniority. 

INACTION  or  BtTLES  COMMITTE« 

That  resolution  has  been  pending  be- 
fore the  Rules  Committee  since  January 
13  and  so  far  as  I  know — and  there  has 
been  no  public  announcement  to  the  con- 
trary— absolutely  no  action  has  been 
taken  upon  it.  No  hearings  have  been 
held,  no  committee  discussion  or  vote 
has  taken  place,  no  report  has  been  made 
to  the  Senate. 

I  point  out  that  the  distinguished  mi- 
nority leader  blocked  consideration  of 
Senate  Resolution  32  on  the  day  that  I 
submitted  it — see  Congressional  Record, 
page  337.  January  13.  1953.  He  indicated 
that  he  believed  tlie  proposal  should  re- 
ceive the  consideration  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee. At  that  time  I  was  of  the  opinion 
that  the  issues  were  sufficiently  clear  to 
enable  any  Senator  to  vote  immediately 
upon  my  proposal.    That  was  not  done. 

MANT    BKNATOaS    DESEU    GPFOBTUKITT    TO    VOTB 

Many  Senators  stated  on  that  occasion 
and  later  that  they  desired  to  have  the 
opportunity  to  vote  on  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 32.  It  appears  to  me  that  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  time  has  elapsed  since 
January  13 — 7' 2  weeks,  to  be  precise — 
to  enable  the  Rules  Committee  to  con- 
sider Senate  Resolution  32  and  report  it 


so  that  the  Senate  may  consider  it  and 
vote  upon  it. 

The  Senate  will  recall  that  on  January 
13,  the  membership  of  standing  commit- 
tees was  voted  upon.  At  that  time  many 
Senators  complained  that  they  were  em- 
barrassed by  the  parliamentary  situa- 
tion in  which  they  found  themselves. 
They  were  not  F>ermitted  to  vote  on  Sen- 
ate Resolution  32. 

The  distinguished  majority  leader, 
with  his  customary  fairness,  agreed  to 
a  postponement  of  the  assignment  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the  two 
committee  posts  which  were  left  over 
after  the  Republican  and  Democratic 
caucus  slates  were  drawn. 

As  I  stated  at  the  time,  Mr.  President, 
the  assignment  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon,  if  he  had  been  assigned  to 
the  two  committees  to  which  it  was  sug- 
gested he  should  be  assigned,  would  have 
been  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a 
garbage-can  assignment.  Those  two 
assignments  being  all  that  were  left,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  would  have 
been  required  to  take  the  leavings.  I 
did  not  think  they  would  have  been  even 
edible  criunbs. 

The  sole  reasonable  purpose  of  delay 
was  to  permit  committee  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  32. 

ONLY  ONCE  HAS  A  SENATOK  BIXN  BKMOVED  FKOM 
A    COMMITTEE    FOR   POLITICAL    DIFFERENCE 

When  the  Senate  discussed  committee 
assignments  on  January  13,  I  presented 
the  complete  history  of  committee  as- 
signment in  the  Senate.  It  shows  that 
on  only  one  occasion — I  repeat,  on  only 
one  occasion — has  the  Senate  removed 
a  member  from  a  committee*  becaiise  of 
differences  between  him  and  the  admin- 
istration or  majority  party.  One  has  to 
go  back  to  1871,  during  General  Grant's 
"illustrious"  administration,  to  find  that 
occasion. 

Charles  Sumner,  who  at  that  time  had 
been  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  since  the  Republicans 
gained  control  of  the  Senate  and  who 
had  served  with  distinction,  oppyosed 
Grant's  plan  for  the  annexation  of  Santo 
Domingo.  The  Republican  caucus  in 
reporting  its  committee  list  on  March  10. 
1871,  omitted  Sumner  as  chairman,  and 
In  addition,  did  not  include  him  as  a 
member  of  the  committee. 

A  vociferous  debate  ensued  and  the 
disciplinary  action  was  denounced  by 
such  eminent  Senators  as  Wilson, 
Schurz.  and  Trumbull,  and  described  as 
unjustifiable,  impolitic,  and  unnecessary. 

James  G.  Blaine  later  observed: 

Never  was  the  power  of  the  caucus  more 
wrongfully  applied.* 

There  were  several  other  Senators  who 
opposed  their  party's  nominee  or  policy. 
Some  were  among  the  most  renowned 
Members  of  this  body:  Stephen  Douglas, 
Ladd,  and  Norris.  In  not  one  case  did 
anyone  lose  a  committee  post  formerly 
held  by  him.  In  some  cases,  though 
not  all,  a  Senator  has  not  been  continued 
as  a  committee  chairman,  but  in  none 
of  those  instances  was  he  removed  from 
a  committee  on  which  he  had  served. 


Let  me  describe  some  of  the  demotions 
from  chairmanships  which  took  place, 
not  one  of  which  was  accompanied  by 
loss  of  membership  on  the  committees 
involved. 

1859:  Stephen  A.  Douglas,  the  only 
Democratic  chairman  from  a  non-slave- 
holding  State,  was,  while  absent  from 
the  Senate,  dropped  from  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  Committee  on  Territories, 
which  he  had  held  since  his  election  to 
the  Senate.  Senator  Pugh  laid  this 
punishment  to  vindictiveness  for  Doug- 
las' antislavery  views. 

1867: 

Contrary  to  precedent,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  short  session  a  new  election  of  all  the 
standing  committees  took  place.  The  list 
submitted  by  the  majority  leader  was  ap- 
proved without  debate.  Apparently  the  sole 
object  of  this  election  was  to  discipline  the 
Republican  chairmen  who  had  not  supported 
the  radicals  In  the  ▼ote  to  override  the 
President's  Tcto  of  the  civil  rights  bill.^ 
Three  chairmen  were  demoted. 
1923:  In  my  remarks  on  January  13, 1 
described  the  removal  of  Senator  Cum- 
mins from  the  chairmanship  of  a  com- 
mittee he  had  held  for  4  years.'  Cum- 
mins was  then  73  years  old  and  held 
another  chairmanship.  Two  chairman- 
ships were  deemed  too  great  a  burden 
for  a  man  of  his  age.  A  contributing 
factor  was  his  unpopularity  with  certain 
Senators  who  opposed  the  Esch -Cum- 
mins Transportation  Act  of  1920. 

1925:  On  this  occasion  the  dominant 
Republicans  disciplined  the  supporters  of 
old  Bob  La  FoUette's  presidential  can- 
didacy in  the  campaign  of  1924.  Ladd 
lost  a  committee  chairmanship  and  the 
others  were  reduced  in  committee  senior- 
ity. None  was  removed  from  a  com- 
mittee on  which  he  had  served. 

1929:  Senator  Norris  supported  Al- 
fred E.  Smith  and  Heflin  supported 
Hoover  in  the  1928  campaign — each 
crossing  TJarty  lines.  They  both  contin- 
ued in  the  same  committee  posts  they 
had  held  before  the  election. 

This  matter  has  been  researched  and 
re-researched — and  no  example  of  re- 
moval from  a  committee  other  than 
Sumner  in  1871  has  been  unearthed. 

Therefore,  I  wish  again  to  make  crystal 
clear  for  the  Record  that  on  January  13, 
1953,  the  Senate  followed  a  course  of 
action  which  it  had  not  followed  since 
1871.  My  colleagues  in  the  Senate  can 
tell  their  constituents  all  they  want  to 
tell  them,  as  they  have  in  many  letters, 
copies  of  which  I  have  received  from 
their  constituents,  to  the  effect  that  no 
disciplinary  action  was  taken  against  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  but  t^eir 
constituents  are  too  smart  to  swallow 
that  alibi  or  rationalization.  Their  con- 
stituents know  full  well  what  happened 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  on 
January  13,  1953.  at  the  hands  of  a 
Senate  which  apparently  felt  that  the 
time  had  come  to  set  an  example  for 
all  the  future  which  would  teach  a  lesson 
to  insurKcnts  and  rebels  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  It  was  aimed  at 
reminding  insurgents  what  would  hap- 
pen to  them  if  they  refused  to  accept  the 
dictates  of  a  party  caucus.    However,  the 


>  Haynes,  The  Senate  o#  the  United  States, 
vol.  I.  pp.  30a-303. 
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action  will  not  deter  true  liberals.  It 
will  boomerang  against  the  Senators 
who  voted  as  they  did  on  January  13. 
I  was  fair  enough  to  advise  both  party 
caucuses,  some  days  prior  to  the  meeting 
on  January  13,  that  I  did  not  desire  to 
be  assigned  by  a  party  caucus  to  a  Sen- 
ate committee,  but  that  I  desired  to  be 
assigned  to  committees  in  accordance 
with  my  rights  under  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1946. 

But  apparently  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate  either  have  not  read  or  did  not 
wish  to  read  with  the  correct  interpre- 
tation the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
because  after  reading  it  they  could  not 
reach  any  other  conclusion  than  that 
under  that  act  every  Member  of  this 
body  has  a  right  to  be  assigned  to  com- 
mittees by  vote  of  the  Senate,  not  by 
action  of  a  political  caucus.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  asked  to  be  as- 
signed in  accordance  with  his  rights  un- 
der the  Reorganization  Act.  The  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  went  back  to  1871^r 
a  precedent  which  was  established  arthe 
beginning  of  another  military  adminis- 
tration," for  the  action  which  was  taken 
against  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  my  colleagues  can  con- 
tinue to  tell  their  constituents  that  they 
took  no  disciplinary  action,  but  I  intend 
to  meet  them  on  the  platform  in  their 
States  in  1954,  and  we  will  discuss  with 
their  constituents  the  real  meaning  of 
their  action  on  January  13,  1953. 

Mr.  President.  I  was  appalled  by  the 
glaring  fact  that  on  January  13.  the  Sen- 
ate proceeded,  in  efifect,  to  remove  a  Sen- 
ator from  committee  posts  long  held 
without  the  shghtest  research  of  the 
precedents  of  the  Senate.  No  Senator 
of  the  majority  party  made  any  state- 
ment which  would  indicate  that  he  or  his 
party  or  caucus  had  considered  the  his- 
tory of  the  Senate  before  taking  the  ac- 
tion the  caucus  had  decided  upbn.  The 
majority  leader  gave  no  inkling  of  hav- 
ing any  such  Information. 

With  only  two  exceptions,  the  Demo- 
cratic speakers  demonstrated  the  same 
lack  of  information,  and  worse.  Both 
parties  appeared  indifferent,  apathetic. 
to  the  possibility  that  164  years  of  prece- 
dent might  be  overturned.  To  me,  that 
was  a  shocking  course  of  action, 

THZ  nUNCIPLK  or  KIMORITT  RKPRESENTATIOI*  IS 
BOOTED    IN    DIMOCKATIC    TRAOmON 

Nor  was  there  a  shred  of  evidence  that 
either  the  Republican  Party  or  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  had  given  the  slightest 
prior  thought  to  the  principle  of  minor- 
ity representation. 

As  I  stated  in  my  remarks  on  January 
13,  the  rights  of  minority  parties  in  the 
Senate  to  committee  assignments  is  not 
a  matter  of  sufferance:  It  does  not  de- 
pend upon  the  indulgence  of  the  major- 
ity of  the  mcHnent.  It  is — or  at  least  it 
has  been — firmly  rooted  in  a  tradition 
of  the  Senate  which  has  but  mirrored  a 
basic  premise  of  our  democratic  form  of 
government:  namely,  that  the  majority 
shall  prevail  but  with  due  regard  for 
the  preservation  of  minority  representa- 
tion and  the  recognition  of  minority 
rights.  The  Constitution  is  designed  to 
insure  and  preserve  that  balance,  and  it 
is  for  that  reason  that  amendments  to 
the  Constitution  require  more  than  a 
simple  majority. 


At  any  moment  a  majority  of  sufBcient 
numbers  could  override  the  basic  rights 
of  minority  groups — whether  a  political 
party,  a  religious  group,  or  dissenters  of 
many  persuasions.  In  such  a  case  the 
strength  of  democracy  is  its  accumu- 
lated tradition  of  liberty  and  the  protec- 
tion of  minority  rights  which  has  de- 
feated and  will  defeat  attempts  at  total!  - 
tarian  control. 

The  history  of  progress  Is  the  history 
of  minorities  fighting  for  their  rights, 
not  humbly  petitioning  for  the  indul- 
gence of  their  betters. 

The  distinguished  minority  leader 
stated  on  January  13 — Congressional 
Record,  page  343 — that  he  had  no  in- 
tention ,of  interfering  with  the  selec- 
tion d!^^e  majority  caucus  because  the 
majority  "soon  would  be  picking  every 
member  of  every  committee  in  the  Sen- 
ate. I  can  see  no  more  dangerous  day 
that  could  ever  face  a  minority,"  said  he. 

Mr.  President.  I  say  that  is  a  counsel 
of  fear.  Certainly  the  minority  party 
should  be  the  first  to  stand  on  its  hind 
legs  and  fight  any  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  another  minority  party.  I 
would  recall  to  the  Senate  that  the  motto 
of  the  Hapsburgs  was  "divide  and  con- 
quer." I  call  the  attention  of  my  liberal 
friends  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  that  is  also  the 
old  shell  game  which  for  decades  has 
been  played  against  liberals  in  American 
politics — in  short,  divide  and  conquer. 
The  liberals  should  have  known  that 
there  was  nothing  better  that  the  reac- 
tionaries would  like  to  do  than  divide  the 
liberals.  Turn  the  liberals  against  each 
other  and  then  pick  them  off  one  by 
one  has  been  reactionary  policy  for 
decades.  It  is  a  bad  thing  that  my  lib- 
eral friends  in  the  Senate  fell  for  the 
tactics. 

THE    PKOPOSEO     AMENDMENT    TO     SENATE 
RESOLUTION    32 

Let  me  turn  to  the  arithmetic  of  the 
situation  and  outline  what  I  submit  to- 
day. 

The  minority  leader,  in  blocking  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Resolution  32, 
stated  that  the  caucus  slates  were  de- 
signed to  insure  the  same  percentage  of 
minority  party  representation  in  this 
Congress  as  obtained  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress. 1st  session.  He  pointed  out  that 
in  1950  the  Republican  Party  had  47 
Members  in  the  Senate  and  that  in  this 
Congress  the  Democratic  Party  has  47 
Members  in  the  Senate.  He  is  not  com- 
pletely correct  in  his  statement  that  the 
percentages  are  the  same.  Mr.  President; 
they  are  only  roughly  the  same. 

In  the  first  session  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress there  were  a  total  of  203  committee 
posts,  of  which  the  then  minority  party 
had  94.  Under  the  reorganized  commit- 
tee plan  adopted  on  January  9,  1953, 
there  are  now  a  total  of  209  committee 
posts,  of  which  the  Democratic  Party 
presently  has  77. 

What  I  propose  In  my  amendment  to 
Senate  Resolution  32  is  to  increase  the 
number  of  committee  posts  by  two.  That 
would  be  accomplished  by  adding  2  mem- 
bers to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices and  2  members  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  by  re- 
ducing the  membership  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  Com- 


mittee on  Public  Works  by  1  member 
each.  The  total  change  In  overall  com- 
mittee posts  would  be  from  209  seats  to 
211  seats.  At  present  the  Committee  on 
the  Ehstrict  of  Columbia  is  supposed  to 
have  9  members,  and  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  is  supposed  to  have  11 
members.  Until  now.  each  has  operated 
with  one  vacancy.  It  will  be  recalled  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TattI  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
Case!  explained  that  it  was  not  found 
possible  to  agree  upon  a  plan  which  would 
insure  a  numerical  majority  of  majority 
party  members  on  all  committees.  It  was 
decided  that  the  Republican  and  Demo- 
cratic strength  on  those  2  committees 
should  be  equal,  and  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  should  be  the  ninth 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  the  eleventh  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

They  implied  that  I  could  conceivably 
hold  the  balance  of  power  on  these  com- 
mittees. They  were  not  happy  about  the 
prospect  but  apparently  felt  that  this  was 
the  best  that  they  could  do. 

Of  course,  at  no  time  have  they  ever 
contemplated  what  the  Record  will  show, 
namely,  that  my  votes  on  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  my  votes  on  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare, for  years  and  years,  have  never 
been  based  u!)on  any  partisan  theory  of 
who  holds  the  balance  of  pwwer.  but 
only  on  the  theory  of  the  merits  of  the 
issues  before  the  committee,  and  on 
what,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  was  best  for  the  country. 
The  assumption  concerning  the  balance 
of  power  on  committees  which  has  run 
through  this  debate  on  committee  as- 
signments is.  of  course,  clearly  based 
up>on  what  I  think  is  a  very  undesirable 
admission  that  in  committee  at  least 
some  Senators  act  from  a  partisanship 
standpoint  rather  than  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  merits  of  the  issues  before 
the  committee.  But  I  said  on  January 
13  that  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  agree 
with  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
as  I  did.  that  the  majority  party  was 
entitled  to  have  a  majority  of  one  on 
the  committees  of  the  Senate.  I  did  not 
quarrel  with  that,  but  I  quarreled  with 
the  false  assumption  of  the  minority 
that  it  had  no  responsibilities  in  the  fight 
to  protect  the  interests  of  a  minority  or 
independent  party  in  the  Senate.  Again 
today  I  charge  the  minority  with  having. 
on  January  13,  walked  out  on  its  clear 
obligations  to  protect  minority  rights  as 
a  minority  party  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  The  minority  is  going  to 
learn  from  constituents  of  theirs  across 
the  country  that  thousands  of  them 
agree  that  there  was  a  failure  on  the  part 
of  the  minority  party,  on  January  13, 
to  live  up  to  the  professed  liberal  beliefs 
of  certain  Members  of  the  minority,  in 
connection  with  this  committee  fight, 
because  they  substituted  political  expedi- 
ency for  political  principle,  as  they  well 
know.  In  fact,  some  of  them  have 
tended  to  half  confess  it  in  letters  to  con- 
stituents, copies  of  which  have  been  sent 
to  me. 

But  what  have  Members  of  the  minor- 
ity done  since  January  13  to  correct  a 
wrong,  not  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  but  a  wrong  to  the  traditions  of 
the  United  States  Senate,  a  wrong  for 
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which  they  can  find  no  precedent  since 
1871.  They  have  done  absolutely 
nothing.  They  stand  convicted  before 
the  bar  of  American  public  opinion  to- 
day, in  my  judgment,  as  a  group  of  men 
who  walked  out  on  their  responsibilities 
to  minority  rights  in  the  Senate  of  tbe 
United  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  I  think,  knows 
that  I  am  a  cosix>nsor  of  Resolution  No. 
32.  I  was  very  glad  Indeed  to  be  a  co- 
sponsor,  because  I  felt  that  the  proposal 
which  was  made  took  into  account  the 
existence  of  an  independent  party,  and 
also  recognized  that  a  party  that  had 
been  voted  the  majority  party  in  the 
election  was  entitled  to  organize  the 
House  and  the  Senate,  and  to  control  the 
committees  by  majority  membership  on 
the  committees. 

I  supported  Resolution  No.  32  with  my 
friend,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon,  because  I  felt  that  the  solution 
offered  by  the  resolution  was  a  reason- 
able and  a  fair  one;  and  I  still  do.  be- 
cause on  two  committees,  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Pubhc  Welfare  and  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  on  which 
the  di.stinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  served  with  such  great  distinc- 
tion for  many  years,  it  would  have 
given  him  continued  membership  and 
at  the  same  time  would  have  permitted 
the  majority  party  to  assert  its  role  as 
a  majority  party. 

While  I  think  that  resolution  was  an 
entirely  fair  one.  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
the  thesis  enunciated  by  my  friend  from 
Oregon  that  the  minority  party  did  not 
recognize  its  responsibility.  Quite  the 
opposite.  Mr.  President.  Many  of  us  in 
the  minority  party  spoke  in  favor  of 
Senate  Resolution  32  and  stated  that 
we  would  support  it.  as  we  would  sup- 
port it  today  if  it  should  come  before 
the  Senate,  because  we  consider  it  to 
be  a  thoroughly  fair  and  equitable  reso- 
lution which  gives  recognition  both  to 
the  right  of  seniority  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  to  the  right  of  the 
majority  party  to  assert  its  function  as 
the  majority  party  in  the  Senate. 

When  that  resolution  was  proffered, 
as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will  recall, 
some  of  us  asked  that  it  be  rejwrted 
promptly  by  the  committee.  The  an- 
swer was  that  no  Eissurance  could  be 
given  as  to  a  specific  date  on  which  it 
would  be  reported.  It  has  certainly 
been  my  understanding  that  it  would  be 
brought  before  the  Senate,  not  neces- 
sarily with  a  favorable  report  from  the 
committee,  but  brought  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  so  that  Members  could  fight 
for  it. 

I  can  assure  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  when  that  happens  he  will  have 
the  support  of  many  members  of  the 
minority  party,  as  well  as,  I  believe,  the 
support  of  many  members  of  the  ma- 
jority party,  because  it  provides  a  sound 
way  to  handle  the  situation.  It  would 
accord  recognition  of  the  right  of  the 
member  or  members  of  an  independent 
party  to  have  proper  committee  assign- 
ments and  of  the  right  of  a  Member 
who  has  served  on  committees  for  many 
years  to  maintain  his  seniority,  and  at 


the  same  time  It  would  recognize  the 
right  and  the  authority  of  the  majority 
party  to  organize  and  to  contrcri,  so  far 
as  it  is  able  to  do  so  through  its  own 
efforts,  the  proceedings  within  the  com- 
mittees and  within  the  Senate. 

I  want  the  Senator  to  know  that  I 
stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  him  in 
a  desire  to  have  the  resolution  brought 
before  the  Senate,  and  I  can  assure  him 
that  when  that  hapi>ens  he  will  certainly 
have  my  support,  as  he  has  in  the  past, 
and  aLso  the  support  of  many  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  in  both  parties. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
glad  to  have  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York.  I  assure  him  that  in 
my  reply  I  mean  no  personal  reflection 
upon  him.  I  am  talking  to  the  principle 
which  is  involved;  and  I  wish  to  say 
that  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  are  completely  unsatisfactory, 
so  far  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  concerned,  as  to  the  correct  explana- 
tion of  what  happened  prior  to  January 
13  and  on  January  13  as  affecting  the 
minority  side  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
think  the  Senator  from  New  York  can 
erase  from  the  Record  the  plain  facts. 
He  talks  about  a  group  of  Senators  on 
the  minority  side,  when  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  offered  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 32.  rising  and  asking  to  join  in  the 
resolution.  That  was  sort  of  an  after- 
thought on  their  part.  But  the  fact 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  should  never  have 
been  placed  in  such  a  position  that  he 
himself  had  to  offer  Senate  Resolution 
32  in  order  to  do  justice  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  to  a  minority  interest.  That 
should  have  been  done  by  the  minority 
party  itself;  the  resolution  should  have 
been  offered  by  the  minority  party  itself. 
But  it  was  the  minority  party  which 
blocked  the  proposal  when  the  majority 
leader  himself  made  very  clear,  as  the 
Record  of  January  13  will  show,  that  it 
would  have  been  acceptable  to  the 
majority  leader. 

The  minority  party  cannot  by  any 
stretch  of  the  imagination  place  upon 
the  majority  party  the  responsibility  for 
what  has  happened  in  regard  to  this 
committee  problem.  They  say.  Mr. 
President,  out  of  one  corner  of  their 
mouths,  that  they  recognize  that  the 
majority  is  entitled  to  a  majority  on  the 
committee,  but  out  of  the  other  comer 
.of  their  mouths  they  say  in  a  letter  which 
I  am  going  to  read  presently  that  it  was 
the  responsibility  of  the  majority  to  take 
care  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
by  way  of  committee  assignments.  They 
cannot  have  their  cake  and  eat  it,  too; 
they  cannot  have  the  argument  both 
ways;  they  cannot  take  the  position  that 
the  majority  is  entitled  to  a  majority  of 
one  and  then  take  the  position  that  the 
majority  should  have  destroyed  that  ma- 
jority of  one  on  the  two  committees  that 
I  am  entitled  to  serve  on.  The  fact  is 
that  the  minority  party  did  not  want  to 
recognize  the  fact  that  there  are  three 
parties  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  They  do  not  want  to  face  the 
fact  that  there  is  an  Independent  Party 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  So 
nothing  was  done  by  them  on  January 
13  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  They  did  not  offer  any 
resolution  to  protect  his  rights. 


The  Senator  from  New  York  says  they 
rallied  to  the  support  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  after  he  offered  the  resolu- 
tion. Do  Senators  think  it  was  pleas- 
ant for  the  jtmior  Senator  from  Oregon 
to  take  the  action  he  did?  Do  they 
think  it  is  easy  to  do  that  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  considering  the  kind  of  press 
we  have  in  America  today,  which  is  ever- 
ready  to  distort  the  position  taken  by 
nonconformists?  I  have  my  feelings, 
too.  Mr.  President.  It  was  only  because 
of  the  important  seniority  principle 
which  was  involved  that  I  made  the  fight 
for  the  protection  of  my  seniority  rights. 
I  had  gone  to  the  books.  I  looked  upon 
what  I  had  to  do  as  being  a  task  for  a 
student  of  government.  I  believed  I 
ought  to  do  my  paper  work.  Before  the 
meeting  on  January  13  I  had  studied  the 
precedents  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  I  knew  that  the  Senate  could 
not  justify  breaking  the  precedents  of 
decades  if  the  precedents  were  pointed 
out  I  pointed  them  out  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  minority  in  the  speech  which 
I  made  on  the  subject  on  January  13. 
They  Ignored  the  precedents. 

Where  were  the  voices  on  the  mincBrity 
side?  Only  six  Members  stood  up  and 
were  counted  in  support  of  protecting 
the  precedents  and  traditions  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  on  this  Issue 
of  my  seniority  rights. 

Mr.  President,  I  make  bold  to  say  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  cannot  sub- 
mit an  iota  of  evidence  that  shows  there 
was  any  inclination  or  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  minority  In  its  caucus  to  pro- 
tect the  minority  rights  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  What  ruled  in  that 
caucus  was  politics,  not  principle — "get 
every  committee  assignment  we  can  for 
Democrats"  was  the  obvious  tactic  of 
that  Democratic  caucus. 

"The  Senator  from  Oregon,"  says  one 
of  them  In  a  letter  to  a  constituent,  "has 
made  his  bed;  let  him  lie  In  it." 

I  do  not  object  to  my  bed,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  proud  of  the  political  bed 
I  have  made  for  myself.  But  I  wish  to 
say  to  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  that  they  are  going  to  hear  from 
me  in  1954,  across  the  country,  on  this 
matter  of  principle  versus  political  ex- 
pediency. They  will  find  out  In  their 
own  bailiwicks  what  the  attitude  of  their 
constituents  may  be  on  the  question  of 
principle  versus  political  expediency. 

Let  me  say  further,  Mr.  President, 
that  it  makes  nice  rationalizing  to  a 
constituent  to  say,  "Well,  we  were  in  a 
difficult  parliamentary  position.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  was  maneuvered 
into  a  bad  parliamentary  position,  and 
there  was  nothing  we  could  do  about 
that,  but  the  first  time  we  had  a  chance 
to  help  him  we  rallied  to  him  and  In- 
dicated that  we  were  going  to  support 
his  resolution." 

That  Is  an  Interesting  alibi,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  is  what  I  call  working  both 
sides  of  the  street,  because  the  fact  is 
that  they  were  not  interested  in  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
found  himself  until,  first,  they  took  care 
of  their  own  committee-  assignments. 
There  were  some  choice  ones  made,  too. 
Some  of  my  alleged  friends  on  the 
minority  side  got  some  choice  committee 
plums    on    January    13.    They    picked 


1682 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  6 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1683 


their  plums  first;  then  they  started  talk- 
ing about  protecting  the  minority  rights 
of  the  Independent  Party  in  the  United 
States  Senate. 

Did  they  vote  on  committee  assign- 
ments on  January  13  ?  That  raises  again 
the  old  question  of  form  versus  sub- 
stance, because  Senate  rule  XXIV  reads 
as  follows: 

In  the  appointment  of  the  standing  com- 
mittees, the  Senate,  unless  otherwise  ordered, 
shall  proceed  by  ballot  to  appoint  severally 
the  chairman  of  each  committee,  and  then, 
by  one  ballot,  the  other  members  necessary 
to  complete  the  same.  A  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  votes  given  shall  be  neces- 
sary to  the  choice  of  a  chairman  of  a  stand- 
ing committee,  but  a  plurality  of  votes  shall 
elect  the  other  members  thereof.  All  other 
conunlttees  shall  be  appointed  by  ballot,  un- 
less otherwise  ordered,  and  a  plurality  of 
votes  shall  appoint. 

Did  they  vote.  Mr.  President?  Let  the 
record  show  the  form  of  the  ballot  they 
sent  to  the  desk.  The  form  of  the  ballot 
sent  to  the  desk  Was  a  mimeographed 
copy  of  a  political  caucus  list  of  com- 
mittee assignments,  at  the  bottom  of 
Which  each  Senator  signed  his  name,  and 
sent  it  to  the  desk  as  his  ballot.  They 
can  call  it  a  ballot  if  they  wish  to.  but, 
in  accordance  with  my  sense  of  values, 
they  sent  to  the  desk  an  underwriting  of 
a  political  caucus  action,  and  I  refuse 
to  believe  that,  at  least  in  some  cases, 
it  represented  the  true  judgment  of  the 
individual  Senator  as  to  how  he  ought  to 
have  voted. 

Some  Senators  have  been  kind  enough 
and  fair  enough  to  tell  me  subsequently 
that  they  realized  they  did  not  send  a 
ballot  to  the  desk.  In  some  instances 
they  have  formally  apologized  to  me. 
Perhaps  I  have  not  been  very  kind,  be- 
cause I  responded  to  their  apologies  by 
saying  that  I  never  accept  an  apology 
Involving  a  matter  of  public  policy.  I 
accept  an  apology  only  in  a  matter  that 
Involves  a  social  error  or  a  personal 
affront.  But  an  apology  never  rights  a 
wrong  against  public  policy.  The  kind 
of  apology  tendered  was  merely  con- 
science salve  for  the  apologizer,  and 
some  hard  feelings  have  resulted. 

If  there  is  a  desire  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion of  personal  relationships  that  have 
resulted,  I  may  say  that  I  recognize  that 
this  was  an  unfortunate  incident.  How- 
ever, irrespective  of  the  unfortunate  per- 
sonal relations  which  have  resulted.  I 
shall  continue  to  fight  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  for  what  I  think  is  the  pro- 
tection of  a  great  principle,  namely,  the 
seniority  rights  of  a  Senator.  I  shall 
continue  to  try  to  make  the  record  clear 
for  future  students  of  the  history  of  the 
Senate,  by  showing  that  in  this  session 
of  Congress  there  was  at  least  one  Sena- 
tor who  fought  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  protect  8  years  of  seniority  rights 
that  were  emasculated  on  January  13, 
1953. 

I  believe  that  the  unfortunate  act  of 
the  United  States  Senate  on  January  13 
in  violating  my  seniority  rights  is  going 
to  plague  future  Senators  and  future 
Senates.  If  it  is  the  attitude  of  the 
Members  of  'the  United  States  Senate 
that  by  disciplinary  action  they  can  in- 
hibit and  control  insurgents  of  the  fu- 
ture, they  are  mistaken.  Unless  I  fail 
entirely  to  read  the  handwriting  on  the 
wall,  I  venture  the  prediction  today  that 


the  number  of  independents  and  insur- 
gents in  the  United  States  Senate  in  the 
years  immediately  ahead  is  going  to  in- 
crefise,  because  increasing  millions  of 
American  people  are  becoming  sick  and 
tired  of  the  political  expediency  that  has 
come  to  dominate  both  major  parties  in 
this  country.  That  is  why  there  is  going 
to  be  an  upsurge  from  the  grassroots  of 
America  in  opposition  to  the  kind  of  po- 
litical expediency  that  stalked  the  floor 
of  the  United  States  Senate  on  January 
13,  1953. 

So  I  say.  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  that  his  ex- 
planation is  not  good  enough  for  me.  be- 
cause the  time  for  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  as  a  member  of  a  minority  party, 
to  have  acted  was  before  he  ever  came 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  January  13. 
when  he  saw  that  his  party  was  about 
to  follow  the  course  of  action  which  it 
followed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in 
a  moment. 

The  place  for  the  Senator  from  New 
York  to  have  acted  was  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  before  he  sent  to  the  desk 
the  mimeographed  copy  of  the  I>emo- 
cratic  caucus  list,  to  which  he  signed  his 
name,  and  which  he  called  a  ballot.  That 
was  the  time  for  the  Senator  from  New 
York  to  have  stood  up  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  be  counted  in  defense 
of  minority  rights. 

When  I  offered  my  resolution,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  York  asked  permis- 
sion to  join  in  offering  it.  of  course  I 
granted  him  permission,  but  I  would 
have  been  much  more  pleased  if  the 
Senator  from  New  York  had  made  the 
fight  for  minority  rights  prior  to  the 
time  he  sent  to  the  desk  something  which 
I  will  never  call  a  ballot  under  Senate 
rule  XXIV. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  first  place.  I 
may  say  that  not  being  on  either  the 
policy  committee  of  the  Democratic  mi- 
nority or  the  steering  committee,  I  had 
no  part  in  deciding  on  the  minority 
membership  of  the  committees.  I  ac- 
cepted my  membership  on  the  commit- 
tees, as  did  other  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  may  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  it  was  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  York  who  strongly  urged  hint 
to  adopt  the  course  of  presenting  Senate 
Resolution  32  to  this  body,  rather  than 
a  resolution  which  he  presented  later 
on  his  own  initiative,  which  would  have 
meant  bumping  off  the  committees  Sen- 
ators who  were  selected  by  the  two  ac- 
credited and  recognized  committees  of 
the  Senate. 

Furthermore,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon may  remember  that  it  was  at  his 
suggestion  and  on  his  insistence  that 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  was  re- 
quired to  vote  on  the  ballot  that  had  been 
presented,  which  he  referred  tj  as  a 
mimeographed  ballot — and  it  was  a  mim- 
eographed ballot.  So  far  as  I  recall  this 
was  not  done  at  the  insistence  of  other 
Members  of  the  Senate,  but  at  the  in- 
sistence of  the  Senator  ^om  Oregon 
himself.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon will  recall  that  I  strongly  urged  that 
the  procedure  outlined  in  Senate  Reso- 


lution 32  was  sound  and  fair,  and  that 
it  recognized — and  I  wish  to  repeat  the 
word  "recognized"' — three  things  which 
I  believe  are  essential  in  any  legislative 
body  in  a  democracy. 

First,  it  recognized  the  seniority  rights 
ot  a  Senator  who  had  served  for  many 
years  on  important  committees.  Sec- 
ond, it  recognized  certain  rights  of  an 
Independent  Party — and  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  represents  an  In- 
dependent Party.  The  third  point  is 
the  most  imp>ortant.  to  my  mind,  because 
I  believe  in  majority  government.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  party  which  has  been  elected 
by  the  people  of  our  country  to  serve  as 
the  majority  party  in  a  legislative  body 
should  be  given  the  means  of  carrying 
out  its  mandate.  Resolution  32,  of 
which,  as  I  have  said,  I  was  a  cosponsor, 
recognized  that  viewpoint.  It  would 
have  recognized  that  the  Republican 
Party  had  a  mandate  to  organize  the 
Senate  and  its  committees.  It  would 
have  maintained  the  majority  position, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  have  given 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
a  place  on  the  two  Important  commit- 
tees which  have  been  mentioned,  which 
I  was  very  anxious  that  he  have. 

I  will  say  to  the  acting  majority  lead- 
er and  the  acting  minority  leader  that  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  fair  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  to  criti- 
cize the  committee,  as  I  am  criticizing 
it.  for  not  having  permitted  the  resolu- 
tion to  come  before  the  Senate  long 
before  that,  so  that  we  might  have  had 
a  right  to  vote  in  support  of  the  reso- 
lution, which  I  think  was  fair.  wise,  ju- 
dicious, and  equitable.  The  resolution 
has  not  come  before  us. 

That  is  my  criticism.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  join  him  in 
that  criticism.  I  join  him  in  saying  that 
that  resolution  should  be  brought  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  so  that  Members  of 
the  Senate  may  evidence  and  demon- 
strate their  feelings  in  regard  to  its 
provisions. 

In  my  judgment  that  is  the  proper, 
wise,  and  fair  way  to  proceed.  I  must 
say  that  when  that  resolution  comes 
before  us — and  I  hope  this  debate,  acri- 
monious as  it  may  have  been,  will  serve 
the  purpose  of  bringing  it  out  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate— I  think  we  shall 
have  made  a  great  gain  in  support  of 
the  principles  of  democratic  govern- 
ment. I  believe  that  that  is  the  proper 
way  to  proceed,  rather  than,  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  has  done  and  is  doing, 
in  accusing  Members  of  the  Senate  who, 
I  believe,  have  just  as  consistent  a  rec- 
ord of  liberalism  as  has  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon,  of  surrendering  their 
principles  and  of  being  willing  to  yield 
to  political  expediency. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  al- 
ways glad  to  have  the  comments  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  on  any  subject, 
including  this  one.  Usually,  however.  I 
find  his  comments  more  satisfactory  and 
logical  than  I  find  them  today.  So  I 
shall  reply  to  the  comments  which  he 
has  just  made,  because  I  find  them  as 
unsatisfactory  as  his  previous  comments. 

He  has  opened  up  the  question  as  to 
what  happened  behind  the  scenes  on 
January  13.  I  will  tell  the  Senate  some 
of  the  things  that  happened  behind  the 
scenes  on  Januai-y  13. 


It  is  true  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  suggested  that  some  such  resolu- 
tion as  the  one  submitted  by  me.  Senate 
Resolution  32,  ought  to  be  offered;  and 
some  of  his  colleagues  suggested  it.  But 
he  did  not  say  what  my  reply  was.  My 
reply  was:  "Why  should  I  be  submitting 
such  a  resolution?  Why  should  I  be 
placed  in  the  position  of  having  to  stand 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  fight  for 
my  minority  rights?  Why  should  I  be 
placed  in  such  a  position  that  I  have  to 
nominate  myself  for  membership  on 
those  two  committees?  In  my  opinion.  I 
am  entitled  to  membership  on  them 
under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  right.  You  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  ought  to  be  protecting  my 
rights." 

What  was  the  reply?  What  was  the 
comment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
and  some  other  Senators  on  the  other 
side?  "You  have  us  in  a  difficult  situ- 
ation. We  have  been  maneuvered  into 
a  bad  parliamentary  position.  We  are 
in  the  position  now  where  we  must  either 
vote  for  you  and  against  a  Democrat,  or 
for  a  Democrat  and  against  you." 

What  was  my  reply?  I  said,  "You  are 
In  no  such  position  at  all.  You  are  in 
the  position  where  you  must  vote  either 
for  or  against  a  principle.  The  prin- 
ciple involved  is  protecting  the  seniority 
rights  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  in  keeping  with  the 
spirit  and  meaning  of  rule  XXIV  of  the 
Senate,  under  which,  by  ballot,  you  are 
to  decide  who  shall  go  on  the  commit- 
tees. What  criterion  are  you  going  to 
apply  when  you  come  to  cast  that  ballot 
judument?  How  can  you  escape  the 
criterion  of  seniority  rights?" 

The  trouble  with  Senators  on  the 
other  side  i.s  that  they  did  not  want  to 
do  what  they  should  have  done  in  fair- 
ne.ss.  They  should  have  recognized — 
because  it  was  as  clear  as  the  noses  on 
their  faces — that  they  ought  to  have 
dropped  the  Member  of  lowest  seniority, 
of  the  freshman  class,  on  the  two  com- 
mittees with  respect  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  was  entitled  to  reten- 
tion of  membership.  That  is  how  simple 
it  was. 

It  was  not  a  question  of  voting  for  or 
af:ainst  a  Democrat.  It  was  a  question 
of  voting  for  or  against  protecting  the 
principle  of  seniority  in  the  United 
States  Senate;  and  each  and  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  minority  party  who  sent  the 
mimeoKiaphed  caucus  li.st  to  the  clerks 
desk  failed  to  protect  that  principle. 
1  hey  can  alibi  and  rationalize  and  argue 
all  they  wLsh.  as  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  done  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
this  afternoon:  but  they  cannot  escape 
the  pinch  In  which  they  are  caught.  He 
cannot  escape  the  pinch  In  which  he  is 
caught.  He  did  not  vote  to  protect 
seniority  rights  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  January  13.  He  sent  a  so-called 
ballot  to  the  desk  which  did  not  protect 
the  principle  of  seniority  rights;  and  he 
cannot  cough  that  one  out  of  his  system: 
he  cannot  Ret  It  out.  It  is  there  for  all 
time,  for  all  to  see.  The  same  Is  true  of 
his  colleagues  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle.  The  minority  party  did  not  pro- 
tect minority  rights  on  January  13. 

Let  me  make  a  further  comment  with 
respect  to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York.    Why  did  he  not  offer 


the  resolution?  Why  did  not  a  group  of 
Democratic  Senators  offer  the  resolu- 
tion? I  wonder — and  I  only  express 
wonder — if  It  was  because  they  knew 
that  their  minority  leader  was  against 
It.  and  so  stated  on  the  fioor  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  January  13. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  I  think  the  Senator's 
memory  Is  very  poor.  He  may  recall — 
and  we  can  consult  the  Record  of  Jan- 
uary 13— that  the  first  resolution  which 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  submitted  was 
Senate  Resolution  32,  which  he  sub- 
mitted very  early  In  the  session  of  that 
day.  My  recollection  Is  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  urged  Its  Immediate 
consideration,  but  the  Chair  declared 
that  that  proposal  was  out  of  order,  be- 
cause the  resolution  had  to  lie  over  for 
a  day,  which  was  In  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Before  he  ever  came  to 
the  fioor  of  the  Senate  on  January  13, 
what  fight  did  the  Senator  from  New 
York  make  within  the  Democratic  Party 
to  protect  the  rights  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon?  What  fight  did  the  Senator 
from  New  York  ever  make  in  the  Demo- 
cratic caucus,  taking  the  position  that 
the  Democrat  of  lowest  seniority  ought 
to  give  way  to  the  greater  seniority  rights 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  that  at  all  times,  even 
though  the  Senator  from  New  York  was 
not  on  the  policy  committee  or  on  the 
steering  committee — and  I  am  not  even 
certain  that  those  committees  had  been 
appointed  prior  to  that  time — the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  strongly  urged  the 
retention  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
as  a  member  of  those  two  committees. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Why  did  not  the  Sena- 
tor Vote  that  way? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Because  I  felt,  as  I 
have  stated,  that  Senate  Resolution  32 
was  the  right  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Even  when  the  Senator 
knew  that  there  was  not  a  chance  of 
getting  It  through  the  Senate? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Even  when  I  knew 
that  the  later  method  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  would  have  meant 
the  complete  negation  of  the  principle 
to  which  I  am  attached,  of  the  right  of 
the  majority  party  to  organize  and  con- 
duct the  affairs  of  the  Senate. 

I  did  not  expect  to  say  this,  until  this 
uncalled-for  attack  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon 

Mr.  MORSK  The  Senator  asked  for 
it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Perhaps  I  did. 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  the  Senator's  ac- 
tions justify  It. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Perhaps  I  did  ask  for 
It.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  he  will  recall  that  I  volun- 
teered— no;  I  will  not  say  this.  It  would 
not  be  fair. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Go  ahead. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  was  a  statement 
made  in  confidence. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned no  such  statement  need  be  re- 
garded as  having  been  made  in  confi- 
dence.   Let  the  Senator  proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Very  well.  I  volun- 
teered to  withdraw  from  the  Committee 


on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  in  favor  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  It  is  true  that 
that  was  after  the  vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Two  days  afterward. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  1  day  or  2  days,  but  it  was  still 
an  offer  made  In  good  faith,  and  made  In 
a  desire,  first,  to  show  my  confidence  In 
the  Senator  from  Oregon;  and  in  the 
second  place,  because  I  felt  that  he 
would  be  an  extremely  valuable  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  as  he  had  been  Tor  many  years. 

Let  me  say  In  all  kindness — and  I 
know  I  am  repeating — that  although  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  been  in  the 
Senate  for  many  more  years  than  I  have, 
he  has  not  been  in  public  life  longer  than 
I  have,  or  longer  than  some  of  my  col- 
leagues, nor  has  he  served  the  people  of 
the  Nation  longer,  nor  has  he  served  lib- 
eral causes  longer.  I  cannot  help  re- 
mark that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
no  monopoly  on  liberalism,  on  liberal 
leadership,  or  on  liberal  action,  and  that 
some  of  the  Senators  he  has  attacked, 
both  on  the  Republican  and  on  the  Demo- 
cratic sides  of  the  aisle,  have  records  on 
liberalism  which  I  believe  would  not 
suffer  by  compari-son  with  his  record, 
much  as  I  admire  and  resF>ect  him. 

He  has  no  monopoly  on  liberalism,  on 
liberal  leadership,  or  on  the  support  of 
liberal  causes  which  extend  over  a  great 
many  years.  Others  too  have  principles 
and  convictions.  I  am  sorry  that  I  had 
to  engage  in  this  colloquy  with  my  friend 
from  Oregon.  It  has  not  been  bitter  on 
my  side,  and  certainly  I  did  not  want  it 
to  be.  because  in  spite  of  statements  and 
remarks  which  have  been  made  by  him 
both  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  and  on 
the  outside,  I  still  have  a  great  affection 
and  admiration  for  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon,  and  I  have  great  confi- 
dence in  him.  He  is  a  real  liberal,  but  I 
do  not  think  he  is  the  only  liberal  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
reply  to  the  ad  hominem  argument  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  as  follows: 
There  is  no  one  in  this  body  who  re- 
spects the  liberalism  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  more  than  does  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  think  he  is  the 
giant  of  us  all  so  far  as  the  record  on 
liberalism  is  concerned.  I  have  said 
across  the  platforms  of  America  on  in- 
numerable occasions  that  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  greater  liberal  in  the  United 
States  than  Herbert  Lehman,  of  New 
York,  and  I  still  think  that  is  true.  That 
is  why  I  am  deeply  grieved  and  pained 
that  on  this  occasion  he  should  walk  out 
on  his  own  principles  and  liberalism  by 
failing  to  protect  in  this  instance  minor- 
ity rights,  as  he  has  so  heroically  done 
in  other  Instances. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  knows 
full  well  that  he  Is  getting  pretty  close 
to  the  beltllne  when  he  tries  to  imply 
by  innuendo  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  thinks  he  has  a  monopoly 
on  liberalism  in  this  country.  I  make 
no  such  profession.  I  do  say.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  when  it  has  been  pointed  out 
that  a  principle  of  liberalism  was  at 
stake,  I  never  knowingly  walked  out 
on  It.  X      , 

The  Senator  from~New  York  has  re- 
ferred to  a  conversation  which  he  had 
with  me  some  2  days  after  January  13, 
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Well.  Mr.  President,  let  us  put  it  in  the 
Record.  He  said  he  was  very  much  dis- 
turbed about  the  course  of  action  he 
had  followed  on  January  13.  He  said 
he  had  voted  his  convictions  and  he 
thought  he  was  right,  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  he  was  right.  He  said  he 
thought  he  was  right,  but  he  wanted  to 
talk  to  me  on  a  proposal  which  he  wanted 
to  make  to  the  Democratic  Policy  Com- 
mittee. He  wanted  to  oflfer  to  resign 
from  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  with  the  understanding  that  I 
be  appointed  in  his  place,  because  he 
thought  I  ought  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
He  thought  also  that  I  ought  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  but  he  did  not  think  he  could 
do  anything  about  that  committee.  He 
could  do  something,  however,  about  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
because  he  is  a  member  of  it. 

My  reply  to  him  in  essence  was  that 
I  knew  he  would  not  mean  to  insult  me. 
and  I  asked  him  what  made  him  think 
that  I  would  accept  through  his  charity 
what  I  was  entitled  to  as  a  matter  of 
right.  I  said  that  I  would  not  think  of 
accepting  appointment  to  any  committee 
through  any  action  of  charity  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York.  I  said  I  held 
fast  to  the  principle  of  seniority  which 
had  been  emasculated  by  this  body  on 
January  13. 

I  desire  to  say  further  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York  that  he  did  not  have  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Democratic  policy 
committee,  and  he  did  not  have  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Democratic  steering  com- 
mittee to  make  his  fight  for  the  protec- 
tion of  minority  rights  in  the  Senate  on 
January  13,  or  prior  to  January  13, 
through  the  Democratic  Party. 

Mr.  President,  he  rebutted  himself 
when  he  sent  to  the  desk  a  ballot  which 
cannot  be  reconciled  with  that  resolu- 
tion. He  rebutted  himself  when,  after 
he  discovered  on  January  13  that  not 
even  his  minority  leader  would  go  along 
with  him  on  the  whole  question  of  pro- 
tecting the  seniority  rights  of  a  minority, 
he  himself  did  not  make  the  fight  to  pro- 
tect that  principle  at  the  time  of  the 
balloting. 

.  In  my  judgment  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion about  the  fact  that,  confronted  with 
the  problem  my  alleged  friends  were 
confronted  with,  and  with  the  attitude 
of  the  minority  leader  on  January  13 
on  my  resolution,  that  they  should  have 
protected  the  seniority  rights  of  8  years 
service  in  the  Senate,  instead  of  giving 
superior  consideration  to  seniority  rights 
which  were  just  taking  root  in  freshmen 
Senators  who  had  just  recently  walked 
o.ito  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That  is 
the  major  premise  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon,  and  it  is  a  premise 
which  is  consistent  with  the  precedents 
of  the  Senate,  except  for  the  one  of 
1871.  The  Senator  from  New  York  has 
had  nothing  to  say  about  the  precedents 
of  the  Senate.  He  has  had  nothing  to 
say  about  the  fact  that  never,  except 
for  once  in  our  history,  has  a  Senator 
received  such  treatment  in  the  matter 
of  committee  assignments  as  I  received 
on  January  13. 

Since  its  formation  on  January  13, 
the  Dlatrict  of  Columbia  Committee  has 
beW  atveral  meetings,  has  formed  sev- 


eral subcommittees  and  scheduled  hear- 
ings. The  Committee  on  Public  Works 
also  has  held  several  meetings,  and  has 
assigned  a  regular  day  for  its  regular 
meetings.  Apparently  these  committees 
are  discharging  their  functions  without 
being  handicapped  by  a  vacancy  on  each 
committee. 

I  want  to  set  the  record  absolutely 
straight  by  saying  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
Case],  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Martin  1.  came 
to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  should  like  to 
have  notices  of  committee  meetings  sent 
to  me.  because  they  assumed  that  I 
would  be  assigned  to  those  two  commit- 
tees. I  told  them  I  appreciated  their 
courtesy  very  much,  but  that  I  would 
await  action  of  the  Senate  on  my  resolu- 
tion and  that  I  thought,  to  be  ver>'  frank 
about  it.  I  was  in  a  very  much  better 
position,  parliamentarily  speaking,  if  I 
did  not  participate  in  any  committee 
meetings  until  I  was  assigned  to  the 
committees  by  formal  action  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  said  I  thought  it  was  only  fair 
to  await  action  by  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  on  my  resolu- 
tion. However.  I  feel  that  I  owe  these 
two  committee  chairmen  the  courtesy  of 
having  the  record  show  that  they  of- 
fered to  send  me  notices  of  meetings  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and  of 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

It  is  clear  that  in  the  Senate  the  pro- 
vision for  an  odd  number  of  members 
is  designed  primarily  to  insure  control  by 
the  majority  party.  Assigning  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Oregon  to  these  com- 
mittees as  the  ninth  or  eleventh  member 
would  not  serve  that  purpose. 

It  is  not  unprecedented  to  have  a  com- 
mittee composed  of  an  even  number.  I 
have  not  conducted  an  exhaustive  re- 
search into  this  matter,  inasmuch  as 
time  did  not  permit  me  to  do  so.  How- 
ever, I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  do 
so,  for  in  choosing  a  back  number  of  the 
Congressional  Directory.  I  found  an  in- 
stance in  the  first  volume  I  picked  up — 
that  of  the  75th  Congress.  1st  session. 

In  that  Congress — mark  you  this.  Mr. 
President,  it  was  the  75th  Congress,  1st 
session — no  less  than  14  committees,  in- 
cluding the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor, 
the  then  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
and  the  then  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs, had  even-numbered  memberships. 
It  is  true  that  the  Democrats  had  a 
majority  on  the  committees  but  the 
membership  of  the  committees  wa^  even 
numbered. 

I  might  observe  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  have  the  same  total  of  commit- 
tee posts  and  the  same  Democratic  per- 
centage of  seats  if  the  Senate  were  to 
reduce  the  membership  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations,  as  orig- 
inally proposed.  But  the  Senate  has 
been  persuaded  that  that  committee 
should  continue  at  the  same  strength 
as  in  the  last  Congress.  I  agree  that 
such  determinations  of  policy  should 
take  precedence  over  the  percentage  of 
committee  posts,  where  the  difference 
comes  to  less  than  one-half  of  a  percent, 
as  in  this  case. 


Mr,  President,  let  me  reiterate:  My 
proposal  is  to  add  one  member  of  the 
majority  party  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  to  both  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  and  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  and  to  contract  both  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  Public  Works  Com- 
mittees from  their  proposed  strength 
of  9  and  11  seats  to  8  and  10  seats,  re- 
spectively, the  number  with  which  they 
have  been  operating. 

Let  me  assure  the  minority  leader  that 
the  percentage  of  Democratic  scats 
would  remain  practically  unchanged. 

I  beheve  that  my  proposal  also  requires 
that  the  number  of  majority  members 
who  serve  on  more  than  2  committees 
be  expanded  by  2.  That  number  has 
already  been  increased  and  offset  by 
3  Democrats  who  can  sit  on  3  commit- 
tees. The  additional  change  seems 
slight.  There  are  several  Reoublican 
Senators  who  would  be  available  for  the 
two  additional  posts. 

I  close  by  saying  that  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 32.  with  the  proposed  amendments, 
offers  the  Senate  an  opportunity  to  re- 
verse what  otherwise  will  stand  as  a  re- 
grettable and  dangerous  precedent  of  in- 
fringement upon  the  rule  of  seniority  for 
committee  membership — as  opposed  to 
committee  chairman^-hip — which  is  a 
salutary  rule  for  tht  protection  of  mi- 
norities and  the  orderly  selection  of  com- 
mittoes. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  submit  and  ."^end 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  to  Senate 
Resolution  32,  and  I  request  that  the 
amendment  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bu.SH 
In  the  chair  >.  The  amendment  will  be 
ceived,  printed,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
one  other  item  in  regard  to  this  subject 
matter:  I  have  been  receiving  a  number 
of  copies  of  letters  which  some  of  my 
Democratic  colleagues  in  the  Senate 
have  been  sending  to  constituents,  in  an- 
swer to  protests  they  have  received  from 
constituents  against  the  .sacrifice  of  prin- 
ciple which  in  my  judgment  occurred  on 
January  13.  Those  letters  are  very  in- 
teresting letters  of  alibi.  Without  dis- 
clo.-ing  the  name  of  the  Senator  who 
wrote  the  particular  letter  to  which  I 
shall  now  refer.  I  wi.sh  to  read  what  al- 
most takes  the  form  of  a  form  letter, 
for  I  understand  that  this  particular 
Senator  has  received  so  many  protests 
that  he  is  replying  to  all  of  them,  ir- 
respective of  who  the  .sender  may  be,  by 
using  the  salutation  "My  dear  friend," 
and  his  replies  appear  to  be  identical. 

In  his  letter  of  February  21,  that  Sen- 
ator said; 

TJNiTED  States  StNATe. 

February   21.   1953. 

Mr  De-m  Friend:  I  have  before  me  now 
your  letter  of  February  16  a.sklng  why  the 
majority  of  Democratic  Senators.  Including 
myself,  deserted  Senator  Mobse  in  his  fight 
for  the  Senate  committee  assignments. 

I  am  afraid  you  and  others  have  drawn  er- 
roneous conclusions  from  organization  ac- 
tivities In  connection  with  the  establishment 
of  the  new  Senate.  As  you  may  know,  when 
a  new  Congress  convenes,  both  the  majority 
and  the  minority  parties  submit  their  lists 
of  recommendations  for  committee  assign- 
ments. In  this  Congress,  the  Senate  has  • 
membership  of  49  Republicans  and  47  Dem- 
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ocratB.  This  Republican  membership,  how- 
ever. Included  Senator  Morse,  and  when  the 
Democrats  filed  their  list  of  committee  mem- 
bership they  naturally  did  not  include  Sen- 
ator Morse,  who  Is  not  and  never  has  been 
a  member  of  our  party.  When  the  Republi- 
cans flled'their  list  they  did  not  Include  Sen- 
ator MoR.SE.  and  explained  the  fact  by  stat- 
iiii;  that  he  had  publicly  declared  that  he 
did  ru)t  care  to  be  alBllated  with  the  Repub- 
lican Farty. 

Let  me  digress  long  enough  to  .say  that 
I  do  not  know  how  one  could  make  it 
clearer  than  I  did  over  the  weeks,  and 
then  in  the  speech  I  made  on  the  floor 
rf  the  Senate,  when,  well  in  advance  of 
January  13. 1  served  notice  on  the  Demo- 
crats that  I  was  not  .seeking  assignment 
by  a  Republican  caucus  or  by  any  other 
caucus,  but  that  I  was  seeking  assign- 
ment under  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946.  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate,  acting  as 
a  committee  of  the  whole — which  was  a 
sound  parliamentary  position  for  me  to 
take. 

The  Democratic   Senator   who   wrote  ^ 
the  letter  to  which  I  am  referring  then 
stated  in  the  letter: 

You  can  readily  see  the  situation  that  fol- 
lowed. He  did  not  become  a  member  of  our 
party,  and  for  us  to  place  him  on  a  com- 
mittee as-slgnment  would  be  to  take  away  an 
a.ssipnmenl  from  one  of  our  Democratic 
members.  It  was  a  Republican  "baby."  and 
their  responsibility,  not  ours. 

Mr.  President,  where  is  the  Senator 
from  New  York?  I  should  like  to  have 
him  hear  it,  because  that  is  the  alibi,  the 
rationalization,  the  "out"  that  a  number 
of  Democratic  Senators  are  using  in  an- 
swering complaining  mail  from  their 
constituents  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  Those  Senators  are  saying, 
•"It  was  a  Republican  baby." 

Mr.  President,  it  was  no  one's  baby, 
but  it  was  a  precious  principle  of  sen- 
iority rights  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  the  writer  of  this  letter  never  so 
much  as  mentioned  to  his  constituent, 
because  if  that  Senator  had  done  so.  he 
could  not  have  justined  his  vote  with 
the  alibi  and  rationalization  he  ad- 
vanced in  his  letter. 

I  read  further  from  the  letter: 

We  refused  to  be  placed  in  a  position 
where  we  must  lower  our  strength  in  order 
to  make  way  for  a  member  of  their  party — 

Of  course,  he  just  got  through  saying 
I  was  not  a  member  of  their  party — 
that  they  had  repudiated — 

In  a  minute  I  shall  have  something 
to  say  about  that^- 

and  at  a  time  when  membership  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  its  control  hung  In  such  close  bal- 
Buce  that  Senator  Morse  s  vote  could  easily 
swing  control,  and  he  also  had  publicly  an- 
nounced that  on  organization  matters  he 
would  not  vote  with  the  Democrats  In  the 
Senate. 

That  is  an  interesting  comment. 
The  letter  concludes  as  follows: 
I  hope  this  gives  you  a  clearer  picture  of 
the  situation  that  was  presented  to  us. 
Sincerely. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  inserted  in  the  body  of 
my  remarks  at  the  point  following  the 
reading  of  the  letter  of  Senator  X  to 
his  constituent,  my  reply  to  the  con- 
stituent, with  the  names  of  both  the 
constituent  and  the  Senator  deleted. 


Thtre  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

March  4.  1953. 

Dear  Mr  X:  Thanks  very  much  for  send- 
ing to  me  Senator  X's  alibi  for  substituting 
political  expediency  for  political  principle, 
as  set  out  in  his  letter  of  February  21  to  you. 

The  tragedy  of  this  session  of  Congress  so 
far  has  been  the  sacrifice  of  principle  on  the 
part  of  Senators  who  claim  to  be  liberals. 
Senator  X"s  explanation  is  completely  fallaci- 
ous, In  my  Judgment.  The  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946  says  that  members  of  commit- 
tees are  to  be  elected  by  ballot.  It  says 
nothing  about  members  of  committees  being 
selected  through  a  political  caucus,  either 
Democratic  or  Republican. 

What  happened  in  the  Senate  on  January 
13  is  that  both  the  Democrats  and  Republi- 
cans placed  partisanship  above  principle. 
and  they  have  to  fall  back  to  1871  to  find  a 
precedent  for  their  course  of  action. 

It  was  then  that  Sumner,  of  Massachusetts. 
was  kicked  off  his  committees  because  he 
disagreed  with  another  miiilarv  President, 
Ulysses  S.  Grant. 

I  am  enclfjsing  tearsheets  from  the  Con- 
gressional Record  containing  my  statements 
of  January  13  and  29  on  this  committee 
issue. 

It  is  a  matter  of  great  regret  to  me  that 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  would  attempt  to 
alibi  their  unsound  position  on  this  i£sue,  as 
Senator  X  did  to  you. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Wayne  Morss. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  who  wrote 
the  letter  did  not  get  by  with  it  with  his 
constituent,  because  his  constituent  saw 
through  it  as  one  sees  through  glass. 

Let  me  say  the  Republican  Party  in 
the  Senate  tried  to  be  fair;  it  never  re- 
pudiated me.  The  Republican  Party  was 
courteous  and  kind  enough  to  me  to 
send  me  official  notices  to  attend  the  Re- 
publican conferences  of  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Senate,  prior  to  January  3; 
and  I  appreciated  it,  and  I  said  so  to  the 
Republican  leadership.  But  I  also  made 
clear  that  I  meant  it  when  I  resigned 
from  the  Republican  Party  and  stated 
that  I  would  not  be  present  at  any  Re- 
publican conferences.  The  Democrats 
knew  that.  So  the  statement  of  this 
Democratic  Senator  that  I  had  been  re- 
pudiated by  the  Republican  Party  was. 
as  he  must  have  known,  a  misstatement 
of  fact. 

No.  Mr.  President,  in  his  letter  he  con- 
fesses that  what  the  Democrats  actually 
were  interested  in  on  January  13,  was 
not  in  minority  rights  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  but  in  gaining  as  many  Demo- 
cratic seats  on  committees  as  they  could, 
irrespective  of  the  seniority  rights  of  a 
Member  of  the  minority.  They  have 
convicted  themselves. 

I  have  a  sense  of  humor  about  it.  too. 
Mr.  President.  I  have  some  friends  on 
the  Democratic  side  who,  during  the  late 
campaign,  introduced  me  in  various 
States.  Oh,  if  I  only  had  transcriptions 
of  those  speeches  of  introduction.  Mr. 
President,  would  they  show  hypocrisy? 
I  hate  to  think  so,  but  it  is  impossible  to 
reconcile  those  speeches  of  introduction 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  when 
I  was  fighting  for  what  I  believed  was 
right  in  that  campaign,  with  the  votes 
of  some  of  these  Senators  on  January  13, 
because  in  those  speeches  of  introduc- 
tion they  were  talking  about  the  impor- 
tance of  dissenters  in  American  politics. 
They  were  lauding  the  independence  of 


judgment  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  in  that  campaign. 

I  was  not  entitled  to  any  committee 
assignment;  I  would  not  have  taken  a 
committee  assignment;  in  fact,  I  would 
have  been  insulted  had  a  committee  as- 
signment been  based  UF>on  any  service 
I  rendered  in  that  campaign,  because  in 
the  campaign  I  was  simply  standing  for 
what  I  thought  was  right.  But  the 
record  speaks  for  itself  as  to  what  that 
service  was,  and  one  will  look  in  vain, 
Mr.  President,  for  any  Senator  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  who  fought 
harder  and  was  in  more  "tough  spots" 
on  campaign  platforms  in  supporting  the 
presidential  candidate  of  the  Democratic 
Party  than  was  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  Some  say  all  is  fair  in  politics. 
I  presume  it  is,  Mr.  President,  but  it  is 
also  an  interesting  commentary  on  the 
kind  of  loyalty  to  their  professions  on 
the  part  of  some  of  the  Democratic  Sen- 
ators who  made  speeches  of  introduction 
in  behalf  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  during  the  campaign. 

Surely,  I  know  this  subject  is  a  "hot 
potato,"'  and  I  am  going  to  keep  it  hot 
until  there  is  recognition  on  the  part  of 
some  hberals  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  aisle  that  they  have  done  a  great 
injustice,  not  to  me  but  to  themselves. 
They  have  done  an  injustice  to  their  own 
liberal  principles.  I  shall  await  with 
interest  to  learn  what  steps  they  pro- 
pose to  take  to  rectify  the  injustice.  Jt 
is  not  pleasant  to  be  the  guinea  pig  in 
the  situation.  I  know  full  well  what  they 
have  done  and  I  am  wilhng  to  pay  the 
price.  I  am  aware  of  the  irreparable 
political  damage  this  alleged  group  of 
liberals  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the 
aisle  have  done  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  because  for  weeks  there 
have  appeared  in  newspapers  across  my 
State  from  3  to  5  vicious  editorials  a 
day,  inspired  by  reactionaries  in  my  State 
who  want  to  destroy  me  politically  be- 
cause they  know  they  cannot  control  me. 
In  these  editorials  there  is  the  constant 
bombardment  to  the  effect  that  "net  even 
the  Democrats  will  stand  by  hirn;  not 
even  the  liberal  Democrats  will  s.and  by 
him."  Today  "81  to  7"  is  the  political 
slogan  of  Oregon,  and  has  been  since 
January  13  in  respect  to  political  attacks 
upon  me. 

Some  of  those  on  tht  P'Uiocrat.c  side 
have  the  audacity  in  o^y  in  som?  of 
their  letters  to  sorr  of  their  constit- 
uents "the  junior  Seiiator  from  Oregon 
is  bitter  and  he  is  n  poor  sport."  Mr. 
President,  let  me  i-ell  >gu  that  i  am 
not  moved  by  name -calling  tactics.  If 
fighting  in  self-defense  is  poor  sports- 
manship, if  disclosing  to  the  constitu- 
ents of  these  alleged  liberal  Democrats 
what  they  did  on  January  13  is  poor 
sportsmanship,  I  accept  the  charge.  If  it 
is  bitterness,  I  accept  that,  too.  But  let 
me  tell  you  further,  Mr.  President,  that 
this  kind  of  walking  out  on  minority 
rights  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
is  something  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  going  to  forget,  because  he 
is  convinced  that  he  is  making  a  fight  to 
protect  the  principle  that  prevailed  in 
this  body  for  decades  until  January  13, 
1953,  when,  for  the  first  time  since  1871 
the  principle  of  seniority  was  destroyed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  was  de- 
stroyed because  an  insurgent  dared  stand 
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for  his  convictions  and  refused  to  follow 
the  advice  of  some  of  the  Democrats,  not 
to  put  them  in  such  a  position  that  they 
could  be  criticized  if  they  failed  to  stand 
up  and  be  counted  under  rule  XXIV  of 
the  Senate  and  failed  to  elect  to  com- 
mittees a  Senator  who,  in  their  judg- 
ment, ought  to  serve  on  them.  They 
voted  and  said  one  thing  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  and  within  a  matter  of  min- 
utes, in  the  cloakroom  and  in  the  res- 
taurant, some  of  them  told  me  how  much 
they  wished  they  could  have  voted  to  put 
me  on  the  Armed  Services  and  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committees.  I  have  a 
phrase  for  that  kind  of  conduct.  Mr, 
President.    It  is  political  hypocrisy. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
listened  to  the  colloquy  between  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  York — 
and  perhaps  similar  colloquy  may  have 
taken  place,  before  I  came  to  the  floor — 
there  flashed  into  my  mind  two  brief 
sentences  from  Holy  Writ,  which  I  am 
glad  to  quote.  The  first  is  the  question 
of  Jeremiah,  the  prophet: 

Is  there  no  balm  In  Gilead? 

The  other  is  the  assurance  given  us  by 
the  writer  of  the  Book  of  Hebrews: 

Now  no  chastening  for  the  present  seemeth 
to  be  Joyous,  but  grievous:  nevertheless, 
afterward  It  yleldeth  the  peaceable  fruit  of 
righteousness  unto  them  which  are  exer- 
cised thereby. 

I  urge  my  friends  to  take  some  hope 
and  comfort  from  those  verses  of 
scripture. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu- 
tion. The  resolution  is  open  to  amend- 
ment. 


ELEANOR  M.  HAHN 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
as  in  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  I  report  the 
nomination  of  Eleanor  M.  Hahn,  for  ap- 
pointment to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
in  the  Nurse  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army, 
I  request  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  this  nomina- 
tion. Lieutenant  Hahn  is  presently  serv- 
ing in  the  grade  of  lieutenant  of  the 
Nurse  Corps  of  the  Naval  Reserve  and 
will  be  over  age  in  grade  for  regular  ap- 
pointment under  existing  law  on  Satur- 
day. This  nomination  went  forward 
from  the  Navy  Bureau  of  Personnel  on 
February  9,  but  was  unavoidably  delayed 
at  higher  levels  because  of  the  backlog 
of  pending  business  facing  officials  of 
the  new  administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objection 
to  the  consideration  of  the  nomination? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject— this  is  the  kind  of  nomination 
which  I  think  it  is  perfectly  proper  to 
approve  in  this  manner.  My  policy  of 
requiring  nominations  to  remain  on  the 
table  for  a  day  goes  only  to  the  nomina- 
tions of  persons  who  control  policy- 
making. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed: and.  without  objection,  the  Pres- 
ident wiU  be  notified. 


LOYALTY  CHECKS  ON  SENATE 
EMPLOYEES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  16  to  provide  for 
loyalty  checks  on  Senate  employees. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
pending  resolution.  Senate  Resolution 
16.  which  has  been  reported  from  the 
committee  on  rules,  is  intended  to  pro- 
vide for  loyalty  checks  on  Senate  em- 
ployees. Let  me  say  at  the  outset  that  I 
understand  an  amendment  may  be  pro- 
posed to  change  the  word  'loyalty"  to 
"security."  so  as  to  make  the  resolution, 
in  terms,  provide  for  security  checks.  I 
should  have  no  objection  to  such  a 
change. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  probably  the 
mildest  resolution  of  this  nature  which 
could  be  drafted. 

It  does  not  specifically  require  any 
form  of  clearance  in  advance  of  employ- 
ment ;  nor^oes  it  even  make  such  clear- 
ance a  condition  of  continued  employ- 
ment. It  does  not  specifically  require  a 
full  field  investigation  in  any  case. 

All  this  resolution  does  is  provide  for 
name  checks  on  employees  or  prospec- 
tive employees  of  the  Senate.  Senate 
committees,  or  individual  Senators.  In 
the  ca.se  of  a  prospective  emplo-ee. 
where  the  name  check  shows  derogatory 
information,  the  resolution  provides 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
other  appointing  officer  is  to  make  or 
cause  to  he  made  such  further  investi- 
gation as  shall  have  been  considered 
necessary  to  determine  the  loyalty  of 
such  person.  The  extent  of  such  an  in- 
vestigation is  not  stipulated,  and  this  is 
left,  therefore,  to  sound  discretion.  In 
the  case  of  an  employee  already  on  the 
payroll,  the  resolution  requires  only  that 
a  name  check  be  made.  The  procedure 
to  be  followed  in  the  ca.se  of  a  report 
that  derogatory  information  is  con- 
tained in  the  files  with  respect  to  some 
particular  person  is  to  be  left  in  each 
case  to  the  committee  or  Senator,  or 
other  appointing  power. 

It  might  be  that  the  Senate  would 
wish  to  go  further  than  this  resolution 
goes.  It  would  be  possible  to  draft  much 
more  stringent  provisions.  As  a  matter 
of  fact.  I  have  in  the  pa.st  drafted  strong- 
er provisions  than  this  in  at  least  two 
different  alternatives  besides  the  bill 
which  I  introduced;  and  I  made  those 
drafts  available  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  if  that  com- 
mittee wanted  to  use  them.  The  com- 
mittee chose  to  report  the  resolution  now 
pending. 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  I 
might  say  that  one  of  the  drafts  to  which 
I  refer  was  so  drawn  as  to  make  the  loy- 
alty test  a  prerequisite  to  appointment; 
that  is.  it  would  require  a  name  check 
and  a  report,  and  the  transmission  of  the 
information  to  the  appointing  authority, 
before  an  appointment  could  be  made. 
The  other  draft  to  which  I  refer  was. 
hke  the  resolution  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, concerned  with  provisions  of  pro- 
cedure to  be  followed  after  appointment. 
The  difference  is  that  the  draft  which 
was  not  introduced  specifically  required 
a  further  investigation  in  every  case  in 
which  a  name  check  should  reveal  de- 
rogatory information,  whereas  Senate 
Resolution  16  requires  only  the  name 


check.  Of  course,  it  would  be  possible 
to  add  to  the  resolution  a  prohibition 
against  employment,  or  continued  em- 
ployment, of  any  person  who  Is  a  mem- 
ber of  a  Communist  organization. 
There  may  be  some  question  whether 
such  a  section  should  be  included,  since 
such  a  section  would  be.  in  effect,  a 
limitation  on  the  discretion  of  a  com- 
mittee, and  would  also  operate  to  deny 
to  a  Communist  Member  of  Congress,  if 
such  should  be  elected,  the  right  to  em- 
ploy Communist  assistants.  Such  limit- 
ations might  be  good;  but  I  did  not  in- 
clude them  in  my  resolution,  because  I 
was  interested  in  presenting  the  least 
controversial  provision  along  this  line 
which  could  be  developed. 

Just  one  further  ix)int  might  be  worthy 
of  mention.  In  preparing  the  various 
drafts  of  which  I  have  spoken,  in  ad- 
vance of  submission  of  my  resolution,  I 
gave  thought  to  the  idea  of  setting  up 
.some  sort  of  legislative  loyalty  board. 
This  idea  I  discarded  as  being  undesira- 
ble. There  are  a  number  of  reasons  for 
this,  .some  of  them  administrative.  An- 
other reason  for  discarding  the  legisla- 
tive loyalty  board  idea  is  that  it  might 
well  lead  to  a  .sort  of  central-hiring  .sys- 
tem, which  many  Members  of  Congress 
would  vigorously  oppo.se. 

I  am  »ery  glad  the  committee  has  de- 
cided to  report  Senate  resolution  16  and 
I  hope  .some  such  resolution,  either  in 
the  form  of  the  pending  resolution  or  in 
such  modified  form  as  the  Senate  may 
see  fit  to  adopt,  will  be  approved  by  the 
Senate. 

The  committee  has  amended  the  reso- 
lution to  eliminate  the  provision  for 
checking  with  agencies  other  than  the 
FBI.  Tills  is  probably  a  wise  amend- 
ment, and  I  would  not  wish  to  oppo.se  it. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
indicate  my  support  of  Senate  resolution 
16.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  for 
some  time  the  Senate  Small  Business 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  chairman,  has 
voluntarily  followed  a  policy  of  having 
all  of  it.s  professional  staff  members  fully 
cleared  by  the  security  agencies  of  the 
Government. 

I  believe  that  all  employees  of  the 
Senate  should  be  cleared.  I  hope  that 
Senators  will  give  their  support  to  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  .statement  I  have 
prepared  concerning   the   resolution. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Jenneb 

Ttie  resolution  contempUites  that  name 
checks  be  authuri/cd  wall  respect  to  two 
gmups  of  Senate  employees. 

The  first  group  c  n-.sists  of  those  who  al- 
ready are  on  the  payroll  of  the  Senate. 
whether  in  the  office  uf  a  Si-nator,  on  the 
Etaflr  of  a  Senate  committee,  or  In  some 
capacity  which   .serves  the  Senate. 

The  second  group  consl.sts  of  those  who 
may  be  employed  m  the  future  by  a  Sena- 
tor, by  a  Senate  committee,  or  by  the  Senate 
itself. 

It  should  be  made  clear  that  the  name 
check  to  be  made  initially  as  to  both  groups 
contemplate  that  the  advice  of  the  FBI  shall 
consist  merely  of  the  statement— without 
anything  el.se  being  added— that  there  Is  or  Is 
not  in  the  FBI  files  derogatory  InXormatloa 


concerning  the  employee  or  proepective  em- 
ployee. 

In  the  case  of  present  employees.  If  the 
name  check  shows  derogatory  Information 
exists,  then  more  detailed  Information  with 
respect  to  that  derogatory  information  shall 
be  furnished  In  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  resolution.  However,  in  the  case 
of  prospective  employees,  a  name  check 
shall  be  requested  before  they  are  placed  on 
the  rolls.  If  the  FBI  then  finds  that  deroga- 
tory Information  does  exist,  then  the  FBI 
shall  furnish,  under  this  resolution,  and  to 
the  proper  person  In  the  Senate,  a  statement 
which  says  only  that  such  data  exists,  but 
without  revealing  In  any  fashion  the  nature 
of  that  data. 

No  general  Information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  FBI  which  reflects  on  anyone  un- 
less the  person  Investigated  Is  actually  on 
the  Senate  payrolls. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  I 
certainly  favor  his  resolution.  I  see  no 
rf>ason  why  Senate  employees  should  re- 
ceive treatment  any  different  from  that 
accorded  other  employees  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. There  can  be  no  question  that 
some  Senate  employees,  because  of  posi- 
tions they  hold  and  because  they  have 
accessibility  to  security  information,  are 
in  a  very  good  position  to  do  damage  to 
the  security  of  the  United  States,  If  they 
are  not  reliable  persons.  Therefore.  I 
think  that  the  power  to  check  such  em- 
ployees is  a  power  that  we  ought  to  vote 
for  this  afternoon. 

As  a  lawyer.  I  am  disturbed  about  the 
word  "loyalty"  which  api>ears  on  line  11. 
page  1.  and  again  on  line  3  and  line  12, 
page  2. 

I  wish  to  make  myself  very  clear  about 
this,  because  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  knows  how  easy  it  is  to  be  mis- 
understood on  this  matter.  I  believe  that 
what  we  are  after  is  to  plug  any  loop- 
hole involving  a  violation  of  security.  I 
suggest  that  the  amendment  I  shall  offer 
is  even  broader,  in  effect,  than  the  term 
"loyalty."  But  as  a  lawyer  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  much  more  difficult  to  lay 
down  applicable  criteria  for  testing 
loyalty  than  it  is  to  lay  down  applicable 
criteria  for  testing  reliability  for  seciuity 
purposes. 

My  suggested  amendment  is  that  on 
page  1.  line  11,  the  word  "loyalty"  be 
stricken,  and  that  there  be  inserted  in 
lieu  thereof  "liability  for  seciu-ity  pur- 
poses". 

A  person  might  be  very  loyal,  but  yet 
might  be  a  veiT  bad  risk  for  security 
purposes.  Let  us  speak  hypothetically 
for  a  moment,  to  illustrate  what  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has  in  mind. 
Members  of  the  Senate  staff  might  be 
very  loyal  so  far  as  our  form  of  Gov- 
ernment is  concerned,  but  might  be  un- 
controllable gossips.  We  might  just  as 
well  publish  the  information  in  a  news- 
paper as  to  allow  such  a  person  to  sit 
in  a  committee  meeting  or  have  access 
to  any  of  the  files  of  the  Senate.  We 
could  not  get  rid  of  such  a  person  under 
the  terms  of  the  resolution  as  it  stands, 
on  any  ground  of  loyalty.  He  would 
be  loyal,  but  he  might  be  so  lacking  in 
judgment  that  he  would  be  a  bad  se- 
curity risk. 

If  a  person  is  disloyal,  he  is  also  & 
bad  security  risk.  I  think  my  phrase 
is  broader  than  the  term  "loyalty."  with 
respect  to  what  we  fu-e  trying  to  do, 


and  that  is  to  plug  the  loopholes  with 
respect  to  security  risks. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  look  with  favor  upon  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment  if  the  language  were 
"loyalty  and  reliability  for  security  pur- 
p>oses." 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  will  accept  that. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  So  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned.  I  have  no  objection. 
However.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  no  objection  to 
leaving  the  word  "loyalty"  in. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  my  sug- 
gestion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  simply  say  that  what- 
ever agencv  is  to  administer  this  law 
will  have  a  great  deal  more  difficulty 
laying  down  workable  criteria  for  deter- 
mining loyalty  than  criteria  for  deter- 
mining security. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  let  my  amendment 
be  that  wherever  the  word  "loyalty"  oc- 
curs, there  shall  follow  immediately 
thereafter  the  words  "and  reliability  for 
security  purposes." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator 
if  he  has  any  objection  to  another 
amendment  which  I  suggest,  namely,  in 
line  10  on  page  1.  and  a  corresponding 
amendment  in  line  10  on  page  2.  in  the 
clause  beginning  "or  officer",  after  the 
word  "derogatory",  in  line  10  on  page  1, 
and  following  the  same  word  at  the  end 
of  line  10  on  page  2.  to  insert  the  words 
"and  rebutting."  If  the  flies  contain 
rebutting  information,  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  the  rebutting  information.  Does 
the  Senator  object  to  adding  those 
words? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Personally  I  have 
no  objection. 

Mr.  MORSEL  Mr.  President.  I  send  to 
the  desk  the  amendments  which  I  have 
just  discussed,  ^nd  ask  that  they  be 
stated.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  1. 
line  10,  after  the  word  "derogatory",  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  the  words  "and  re- 
butting." 

On  page  1,  line  11,  after  the  word 
•ioyalty",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
words  "and  reliability  for  security  pur- 
poses." 

On  page  2.  line  3,  after  the  word 
"loyalty",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
words  "and  reliability  for  security  pur- 
poses." 

On  page  2.  line  10,  after  the  word 
"derogatory",  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
"and  rebutting." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  MoRsxl. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  s^iprove  the 
amendments.  However,  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  and  I  cannot  speak  for 
that  committee. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  2  or  3  members  of  the  Committee 


on  Rules  and  Administration  present. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  objection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  not  think 
so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  resolution 
would  be  easier  to  administer  if  it  were 
amended  as  suggested.  I  believe  that 
the  words  "reliability  for  security  pur- 
poses" would  afford  a  much  better  check 
than  the  word  "loyalty." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  another  amendment  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  add  a  new  section  at  the  end 
of  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall 
transmit  the  names  of  each  Senator  ol 
the  United  States,  Incumbent  on  the  date 
of  the  adoption  ol  this  resolution  and  here- 
after entering  upon  the  office  of  Senator  oC 
the  United  States,  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  together  with  a  request  that 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration be  informed  as  to  any  derog- 
atory Information  in  the  possession  of  each 
agency  (and  IX  such  Is  on  file,  any  rebutting 
information)  concerning  the  loyalty  and  the 
reliability  of  such  Senator  for  security  pur- 
poses. In  any  case  in  which  such  derogatory 
and  rebutting  information  is  submitted,  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration  shall 
make  or  cause  to  be  made  such  further  in- 
vestigation necessary  to  resolve  the  Issues 
raised  by  such  report  and  to  take  such  fur- 
ther action  as  it  or  the  Senate  shall  deem 
necessary. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  speak  very  briefly  on  my  amendment. 
I  notice  some  smiles  on  the  faces  of 
other  Senators.  I  think  I  understand 
why  there  should  be  such  smiles,  if  they 
do  not  understand  my  reason  for  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  glad  to  see  the  bright,  genial  smile 
on  the  face  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  more  happy  than 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  may  some- 
times think.  I  am  sure.  But  even  though 
I  may  have  a  smile  on  my  face,  I  am 
in  dead  earnest  about  this  matter. 

Speaking  hypothetically,  if  a  certain 
Senator  has  access  to  security  secrets, 
and  if  the  FBI  knows  that  in  fact  he  is 
not  a  good  security  risk,  even  though  he 
may  have  fooled  the  jieople  of  his  State 
into  electing  him  to  the  Senate,  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  are  greater  than 
any  tradition  of  the  Senate. 

The  times  in  which  we  live  are  so  seri- 
ous that  we  cannot  afford  to  take  risks, 
even  with  United  States  Senators.  If 
any  Senator  can  be  shown  in  fact  to  be 
a  bad  security  risk,  I  believe  we  ought 
to  apply  the  rule  of  the  Senate  imder 
which  we  are  the  judges  of  the  qualifi- 
cations of  our  colleagues. 

All  my  amendment  does  is  to  seek  to 
give  some  meaning  and  effective  juris- 
diction to  the  rule.  If  there  is  a  Sen- 
ator who.  Investigation  shows,  is  a  bad 
security  risk,  then  I  think  he  ought  to 
be  treated  as  any  other  employee  of  the 
Government  would  be  treated,  and  that 
he  should  come  under  the  purview  of 
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this  resolution.  In  my  opinion,  the  prob- 
lem of  security  knows  no  perscxi,  in  the 
sense  that  no  person  in  our  Government 
who  has  access  to  security  files  ought 
to  have  any  immunity  or  ought  to  be 
treated  as  though  the  Senate  were  a 
sanctuary  for  his  subversive  operations. 
I  am  opposed  to  making  the  Senate  a 
sanctuary  for  subservise  politicians,  if 
there  be  any..  That  is  why  I  have  offered 
my  amendment.  I  should  be  interested 
to  learn  of  any  argxmient  which  can  be 
advanced  against  it.  In  effect,  we  would 
be  volunteering  to  make  ourselves  sub- 
ject to  the  same  kind  of  investigation  as 
that  to  which  we  propose  to  subject  em- 
ployees of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sec- 
retary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Lbgislattvk  Clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Green 

McCaoran 

Anderson 

Orlswold 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Hayden 

McClellan 

Beall 

Hendrlckson 

MlUikin 

Bennett 

Hennlngs 

Monroney 

Brlcker 

Hlckenlooper 

Morse 

Bush 

HIU 

Mundt 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Payne 

Byrd 

Holland 

Potter 

Capehart 

Humphrey 

PurteU 

Carliioa 

Hunt 

Robertson 

Caae 

Ives 

Riissell 

Clements 

Jackson 

SaltonstaU 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Daniel 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dlrksen 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  N.  O. 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Kennedy 

Stennls 

Dwortibak 

Kerr 

Symington 

KastUnd 

Kllgore 

Taft 

Blender 

Knowland 

Thye 

Ferguson 

Kuchel 

Tobey 

Flanders 

V^atklns 

Frear 

Lehman 

Welker 

Fulbrlght 

Long 

WUey 

George 

Malone 

Wtlllamii 

OUlette 

Mansfield 

Toung 

Ooldwater 

Martin 

Oore 

Maybank 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land IMr.  BuTLKR]  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wsishlngton  [Mr. 
Magnxtson]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  ofiQclal  business. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr,  Mur- 
ray], the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Nebly],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastors],  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent 
on  ofiBcial  business. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the  re- 
quest for  the  yeas  and  nays  sufficiently 
seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 


The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.      The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  Senators 
have  just  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  read  again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  be  read  again. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end 
of  the  resolution,  it  is  proposed  to  add 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

S»c.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall 
transmit  the  names  of  each  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  Incumbent  on  the  date  of 
the  adcpvion  of  this  resolution  and  here- 
after entering  upon  the  office  of  Senator  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  together  with  a  request  that 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration be  Informed  as  to  any  deroga- 
tory information  In  the  possession  of  each 
agency  (and  If  such  Is  on  file,  any  rebutting 
Information)  concerning  the  loyalty  and  the 
reliability  of  such  Senator  for  security  pur- 
poses. In  any  case  In  which  such  derogatory 
and  rebutting  Information  Is  8ubn>ltted,  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
shall  make  or  cause  to  be  made  such  further 
Investigation  necessary  to  resolve  the  Issues 
raised  by  such  report  and  to  take  such  fur- 
ther action  as  It  or  the  Senate  shall  deem 
necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  [  Put- 
ting the  question.] 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  is  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resoluti'  n  as  amended. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  16),  as  amend- 
ed, was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  hereafter  when  any  per- 
son Is  apiKtInted  as  an  employee  of  any 
committee  of  the  Senate,  of  any  Senator. 
or  of  any  office  of  the  Senate  the  commit- 
tee. Senator,  or  officer  having  authority  to 
make  such  appointment  «hall  transmit  the 
name  of  such  person  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  together  with  a  request 
that  such  committee.  Senator,  or  officer  be 
Informed  as  to  any  derogatory  and  rebut- 
ting Information  In  the  p>08sesslon  of  such 
agency  concerning  the  loyalty  an  J  reliabil- 
ity for  security  purposes  of  such  person,  and 
In  any  case  In  which  such  derogfatory  In- 
formation Is  revealed  such  committee.  Sen- 
ator, or  officer  shall  make  or  cause  to  be 
made  such  further  Investigation  as  shall 
have  been  considered  necessary  to  determine 
the  loyalty  and  reliability  for  security  pur- 
poses of  such  person. 

Every  such  committee.  Senator,  and  officer 
shall  promptly  transmit  to  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  a  list  of  the  names 
of  the  Incumbent  employees  of  such  com- 
mittee, Senator,  or  officer  together  with  a 
request  that  such  committee.  Senator,  or 
officer  be  Informed  of  any  derogatory  and 
rebutting  Information  contained  In  the  files 
of  such  agency  concerning  the  loyalty  and 
reliability  for  security  purposes  of  such  em- 
ployee. 

INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  POST- 
AL RATES  AND  CHARGES 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Res- 
olution 49.  This  resolution  relates  to 
an  investigation  of  certain  matters  re- 


specting postal  rates  &nd  charges  in  the 
handling  of  certain  mail  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  49),  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  with  amendments, 
on  page  3,  in  line  14.  after  the  word 
"than",  to  strUce  out  'February  1."  and 
insert  'January  31,";  in  line  21,  after 
the  word  'advisable",  to  strike  out  "to 
contract  with  firms  or  organizations  for 
personal  services.";  in  Une  23.  before 
the  word  'services",  to  insert  "reimburs- 
able"; and  on  page  4.  in  line  2,  after  the 
word  "council ".  to  insert  "of  not  more 
than  ten  persons, '  so  as  to  make  the 
resolution  read: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Poet 
Office  and  ClvU  Service  or  any  duly  author- 
ized subcommittee  thereof  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study  and 
Investigation  with  respect  to  the  following 
matters : 

( 1 1  Postal  rates  and  charges  In  relation 
to  the  reasonable  cost  of  handling  the  sev- 
eral classes  of  mall  matter  and  special  serv- 
ices, with  due  allowances  In  each  class 
for  the  cire  required,  the  degree  of  prefer- 
ment, priority  In  handling,  and  economic 
value  of  the  services  rendered  and  the  public 
Interest  served  thereby. 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  expenditures  now 
charged  to  the  Post  Office  Department  for 
the  following  Items  should  be  excluded  In 
considering  costs  for  the  several  classes  oC 
mall  matter  and  special  services: 

(A)  Expenditures  for  free  postal  services: 

(B)  Kxpendltures  In  excess  of  revenues  for 
International  postal  services: 

(C)  Expenditures  for  subsidies  for  postal 
services  pursuant  to  law  or  legislative  policy 
of  Congress; 

(D)  Expenditures  in  excess  of  revenues. 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  5,  1930  (39 
U.  S.  C.  793),  not  enumerated  In  the  preced- 
ing subparagraphs  (A),  (B),  or   (C); 

(E)  Expenditures  for  services  of  any  char- 
acter not  otherwise  enumerated  herein  which 
may  be  performed  for  other  departments 
and  agencies  of  the  Government;  and 

(F)  Expenditures  which  may  be  Justified 
only  on  a  national  welfare  basis  and  not 
primarily  as  a  business  function. 

(3)  Expenditures  for  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment by  other  Government  agencies 
which  should  be  considered  In  connectioa 
with  the  cost  for  the  handling  of  the  sev- 
eral classes  of  mall  matter  and  special  serv- 
ices, such  as  employees'  retirement,  use  of 
Government  buildings,  and  maintenance 
services. 

(4)  The  extent.  If  any.  to  which  Post 
Office  Department  expenditures  In  excess  of 
revenue,  for  Its  various  services  and  for 
the  handling  of  various  classes  of  mall,  ar« 
Justified  as  being  In  the  public  Interest. 

(5)  The  costs  of  handling,  transporting, 
and  distributing  the  several  classes  of  maU. 
and  procedures  whereby  such  costs  can  be 
reduced  through  Improvements  In  methods 
and  equipment. 

(6)  Other  matters  relating  to  the  Im- 
provement of  the  postal  system. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate 
not  later  than  January  31,  1954,  the  results 
of  Its  study  and  Investigation  under  this 
resolution  together  with  such  recommenda- 
tions as  It  may  deem  advisable. 

Sic.  2.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  this  resolu- 
tion, the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  em- 
ploy upon  a  temporary  basis  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  It  deems  ad- 
visable, and,  with  the  consent  of  the  head 
of  the  department  or  agency  concerned,  to 
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utilize  the  reimbursable  serrlces.  Informa- 
tion, facilities,  and  j)er8onnel  of  any  of  the 
departments  or  agencies  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  committee  is  authorized  to  ap- 
point an  advisory  council  of  not  more  than 
10  persons  which  may  include  representa- 
tives of  the  general  public,  representative 
users  of  the  malls,  members  of  accounting, 
management,  and  engineering  firms,  postal 
experts,  representatives  of  postal  employee 
organizations  and.  with  special  reference  to 
ratemaklng  In  their  fields,  representatives 
of  public  transportation  and  distribution  or- 
ganizations. The  functions  of  the  council 
shall  be  to  assist  the  committee  In  the  studies 
and  investigations  authorized  by  this  reso- 
lution. The  council  shall  meet  at  such 
times  and  places  as  may  be  authorized  by 
the  committee. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed 
•  100.000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution, as  amended. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  whether  we  may  have  an  expla- 
nation of  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  requested 
an  explanation  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  this 
resolution  involves  nothing  more  than 
an  appropriation  of  $100,000  for  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. Members  of  that  committee  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  and  explained  the 
purpHjse  of  the  proposed  investigation. 
For  example,  the  Post  Office  Department 
is  running  at  a  deficit  which  is  growing 
larger  each  year.  Last  year  it  was  ap- 
proximately $500,000,000.  This  year  it  is 
estimated  to  be  $614,000,000.  It  was  the 
unanimous  judgment  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  to  reverse  this  trend. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  $100,- 
000  provided  by  this  resolution  will  prove 
to  be  money  well  spent,  if  by  its  expendi- 
ture there  can  be  brought  about  greater 
efficiency,  ais  well  as  better  service,  and 
deficits  can  be  stopped  or  substantially 
reduced. 

We  understand  that  the  House  is  also 
undertaking  an  investigation  of  this 
kind.  It  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
the  committee  that  this  involves  a  big 
field.  I  forget  how  many  thousands  of 
employees  the  Department  has,  but  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  is  well  acquainted 
with  the  procedure  he  intends  to  follow, 
and  I  am  sure  he  will  be  able  to  answer 
any  and  all  questions  concerning  this 
resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Griswold  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator  in- 
form us  who  app>eared  before  his  com- 
mittee in  an  effort  to  justify  this  reso- 
lution? 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Carlson ],  presented  the  budget  and 


an  explanation  of  the  proposed  appro- 
priation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  he  produce  any 
concrete  evidence  to  show  the  necessity 
for  it? 

Mr.  JENNER.    Yes;  he  did. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  he  produce  any 
evidence  which  indicated  that  the  Post 
Office  Department  is  now  engaged  in 
doing  the  very  thing  that  the  chairman 
seeks  to  accomplish  imder  the  authority 
of  this  resolution? 

Mr:  JENNER.  Yes;  but  he  made  the 
statement,  as  I  recall,  that  there  was  no 
reason  why  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government  should  rely  exclusively  upon 
the  executive  branch,  when,  although 
the  executive  branch  has  had  this  ques- 
tion under  consideration  for  many,  many 
years,  the  deficit  increases  each  year. 
He  thought  it  time  that  we.  as  legislators, 
should  look  into  the  subject.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  is  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  was  listening  to 
what  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
IMr.  Johnston]  said  with  reference  to  a 
bill  passed  last  year,  and  with  reference 
to  the  investigation  of  the  operating 
methods  of  the  Post  Office  Department. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Indiana,  does  this  resolution  relate  back 
to  the  authorization  which  was  then 
made? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  do  not  think  so.  I 
think  what  the  Senator  is  referring  to  is 
the  Purvis  investigation  of  all  Govern- 
ment employees,  in  all  the  departments 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  will  yield.  I  should 
like  to  be  permitted  to  answer  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Minnesota.  It 
does  refer  to  the  resolution  approved  by 
the  Senate  last  year,  which  was  also  ap- 
proved by  the  House  and  signed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The 
resolution  was  passed  so  late,  however, 
that  no  effort  was  made  to  obtain  funds 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  study  of  the 
Post  Office  Department.  That  is  the  rea- 
son for  this  resolution,  which  has  the 
unanimous  approval  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  which 
is  coauthoried  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  John- 
ston], and  which,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Indiana  said,  has  the  unan- 
imous approval  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  that  I  was  former- 
ly a  member  of  that  committee.  I  knew 
that  we  had  been  very  much  interested 
in  this  kind  of  check-up  and  study  of 
the  operating  methods  of  the  Post  Office 
Department.  I  merely  wondered  whether 
this  particular  resolution  related  to  the 
action  which  had  already  been  taken. 
I  realize  it  was  late  in  the  session  when 
the  bill  was  signed  and  became  law.  Will 
the  Senator  point  out  whether  this  is 
over  and  beyond  that,  or  whether  it  is 
in  line  with  that  which  had  already  been 
authorized? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  that  a  similar 
resolution  was  submitted  in  the  last  ses- 


sion of  Congress,  upon  which  no  action 
was  taken. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Mr.  President.  I 
again  take  the  floor  in  order  to  assist 
my  friends  across  the  aisle  in  carrying 
out  one  of  the  important  planks  in  the 
Republican  platform — the  plank  having 
to  do  with  economy.  It  strikes  me  that 
if  the  Senate  is  to  be  in  a  position  to 
preach  economy  to  other  departments, 
we  should  practice  economy  ourselves. 
It  was  only  last  month  that  the  Senate 
appropriated  $500,000  to  take  care  of  a 
deficit  which  had  been  created  by  nimier- 
ous  and  sundry  investigations  that  have 
been  ordered  by  the  Senate. 

Why  do  we  not  give  the  Eisenhower 
administration  a  chance  to  clean  its  own 
house?  Why  do  we  not  give  Mr.  Sum- 
merfield  a  chance  to  make  his  own  inves- 
tigation as  to  what  should  be  done  in  the 
Post  Office  Department?  I  talked  to  the 
Postmaster  General  yesterday,  and  he 
said  that  he  had  employed  the  services  of 
accountants  and  engineers,  who  are  now 
at  work,  in  order  to  find  ways  and  means 
by  which  the  Post  Office  Department  can 
be  put  on  a  more  economical  and  effi- 
cient footing,  thus  saving  our  taxpayers 
money.  But  Mr.  Summerfields  study  is 
not  enough.  What  are  we  being  asked 
to  do  here  today?  We  are  being  asked 
to  create  a  committee,  and  provide  it 
with  $100,000,  so  it  can  spend  our  tax 
money,  calling  before  it  many  of  the 
people  now  employed  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  in  an  effort  to  find  out  what 
improvements  can  be  made.  This  com- 
mittee is  to  employ  management  engi- 
neers and  accounting  firms,  as  is  now 
being  done  by  Mr.  Siunmerfield.  The 
approval  of  this  resolution  and  the  crea- 
tion of  a  new  subcommittee  would  be 
rank  duplication,  nothing  else. 

As  I  pointed  out  last  month  in  the 
course  of  debate,  the  Senate  is  not  lead- 
ing the  way,  it  is  not  showing  the  way, 
to  economy.  The  expenses  incurred  by 
the  Senate  for  investigations  has  in- 
creased tenfold  during  the  past  10  years. 
In  1940  it  was  $170,268,  and  for  1952.  it 
was  $1,722,600 — merely  for  investigative 
purposes.  I  am  not  opposed  to  legiti- 
mate investigations;  some  of  them  do  a 
great  deal  of  good;  but  I  again  ask,  why 
do  we  not  give  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration a  chance  to  do  its  own  investi- 
gating? Why  do  we  not  give  the  new 
administration  a  chance  to  clean  its  own 
house?  If  in  the  course  of  time  they 
fail  to  make  an  improvement,  that  might 
be  the  time  for  us  to  offer  our  assistance. 

As  I  pointed  out  further,  the  amount 
of  money  that  has  been  appropriated 
annually  to  operate  the  Senate  during 
the  course  of  the  past  10  years  has  in- 
creased from  $3,936,986.  in  1940,  to  the 
present  figure  of  $12,850,000,  almost  3Vi 
or  four  times  what  we  spent  10  years  ago. 
Yet  we  are  preaching  economy.  Why  do 
we  not  practice  it? 

As  I  also  pointed  out.  since  1946  the 
number  of  employees  of  the  Senate  has 
increased  from  1.369  in  1946  to  1.950  in 
1952 — an  increase  of  42.4  percent — yet 
we  are  being  again  asked  to  add  to  that 
number.  The  total  Senate  expenditures 
since  1946  have  increased  from  $5,963,000 
to  $11,354,000  in  1952,  or  an  increase  of 
89  percent  since  1 946.    Yet  we  stand  here 
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and  ask  other  departments  to  economize. 
We  ought  to  practice  what  we  preach  and 
not  merely  give  lip  service  to  budget 
cutting. 

I  was  recently  attracted  by  the  elo- 
quent remarks  of  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson], 
who  sponsors  this  resolution.  He  made 
a  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
February  27.  which  appears  on  page  1479 
of  the  Record.    At  that  time  he  said: 

During  recent  years  oxir  tax  burden  has 
grown  by  leaps  and  bounds.  Our  Federal 
budget  has  and  Is  mushrooming  to  a  figure 
that  is  Incomprehensible.  Ever-Increasing 
Federal  taxes  and  budgets  must  be  stopped. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas said  further : 

It  seems  to  me  our  greatest  responsibility 
today  Is  to  bruig  our  Federal  expenditures 
to  a  {xilnt  where  the  budget  Is  not  only  bal- 
anced but.  In  addition,  we  must  have  a  pro- 
gram of  progressive  tax  reduction.  It  Is  my 
hope  that  we  can  bring  this  tax  reduction 
into  effect  In  1953. 

I  believe  every  Member  of  Congress  must 
agree  with  the  President's  statement  that  our 
first  obligation  Is  to  bring  a  balanced  budget 
In  sight. 

And  he  added: 

Regardless  of  the  swollen  budget  that  the 
previous  administration  has  attempted  for 
fiscal  1953,  we  should  bring  the  total  spend- 
ing for  the  current  year  to  a  fig\ire  not  ex- 
ceeding $66.1  billion.  This  calls  for  readjust- 
ments and  cutbacks,  but  the  people  expect 
It  of  us.  The  budget  for  fiscal  1954  will  be 
entirely  in  our  hands  and  our  goal  should  be 
a  lower  figure  than  Mr.  Truman's  biggest  year 
of  spending. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  mandate  to  ig- 
nore the  astronomical  estimate  of  expendi- 
tures bequeathed  to  us  by  the  former  ad- 
ministration. We  can  discharge  that  man- 
date and  start  lifting  the  excessive  burden 
of  taxation  from  the  backs  of  the  American 
people  if  we  have  the  determination.  A 
spending  celling  for  the  current  year  of  not 
more  than  $66  billion  and  a  budget  of  some- 
thing less  than  that  In  fiscal  1954  is  the 
answer.  The  way  to  put  our  Federal  finances 
In  order  is  to  start  now. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  has  struck  at  the  heart 
of  the  matter.  Now  is  the  time  to  begin 
reducing  expenses;  yet  here  we  are  con- 
sidering an  increase  in  spending  at  the 
express  request  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas.  As  I  pointed  out  a 
moment  ago,  we  provided  last  year  al- 
most $1  million  in  the  contingent  fund  to 
defray  the  cost  of  such  things  as  the 
investigation  which  is  now  being  re- 
quested. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ET, TENDER.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment. Last  Monday  we  provided  for  a 
deficiency  of  $500,000. 

Mr.  President,  it  goes  without  saying 
that  we  cannot  balance  the  budget  if  we 
continue  to  increase  our  own  expendi- 
tures. It  is  my  hope  that  Senators  will 
begin  giving  more  than  lip  service  to 
economy.  We  ought  to  practice  it.  We 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  today, 
and  my  advice  Is  that  we  do  it. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas. . 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ap- 
preciate very  much  the  position  taken 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana.   I  assure  him  that  I  share  his 


concern.  But  there  Is  a  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  past  fiscal  year  the  Post 
Office  Department  had  a  deficit  in  ex- 
cess of  $500  million.  This  year  it  esti- 
mated that  it  will  be  $640,000,000,  and  it 
Is  estimated  that  it  will  be  more  than 
$700  million  next  year.  Is  it  worth  while 
to  spend  $100,000  of  the  people's  money 
to  determine  whether  there  is  some  way 
by  which  we  can  stop  continuing  deficits 
in  that  one  department? 

Mr.  ET  .LENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Post  Office  Department  is  now  at  work 
in  an  effort  to  do  that  very  thing.  I  have 
been  informed  by  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral that  he  is  employing  a  firm  of  con- 
sultants— experts  on  such  matters — in 
order  to  make  such  a  study. 

Mr.  President,  the  Hoover  Commission 
spent  thousands  of  dollars  in  its  survey, 
and  I  am  informed  that  the  Postmaster 
General  is  making  every  effort  to  put  in- 
to operation  as  much  of  the  Hoover  pro- 
gram as  may  be  possible.  Why  should 
we  not  give  Mr.  Summerfleld  a  chance? 
If  he  needs  money  in  order  to  carry  on 
his  study,  I  should  much  prefer  that  it 
be  furnished  him  rather  than  for  the 
Senate  to  apt)oint  a  subcommittee,  hire 
additional  investigators,  and  incur  other 
expenses. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  glad  the  Sena- 
tor has  mentioned  the  fact  that  the  Post- 
master General  is  conducting  a  survey. 
I  assure  the  distinguished  Senator  that 
our  committee,  I  am  sure,  will  be  most 
pleased  to  cooperate  with  the  Postmaster 
General.  We  state  in  our  report  that 
we  exp>ect  to  cooperate  with  the  Post- 
master General  and  with  the  Post  Office 
Department  in  working  out  a  coordi- 
nated program.  We  can  work  very 
closely  with  t^e  present  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, and  we  expect  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
heard  that  before  when  I  have  opposed 
other  resolutions.  But  the  Senator  has 
just  stated,  or  perhaps  it  was  some  other 
Senator  that  not  only  is  the  Senate  going 
to  undertake  an  investigation,  but  that 
the  House  will  be  engaged  in  a  similar 
investigation. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  House  is  goine;  to 
make  an  investigation  along  personnel 
lines.  It  is  to  be  hoped,  at  least,  that 
we  may  make  a  study  of  the  distribution 
of  different  classifications  of  mail.  There 
will  be  no  duplication  of  effort  between 
the  Post  Office  Department,  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  the  Senate 
committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  a.<?k  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  a  series  of 
questions. 

Does  he  agree  with  me  that  the  first 
responsibility  for  bringing  about  econo- 
mies in  a  given  department  of  the  Gov- 
ernment rests  upon  the  head  of  that 
department? 

Mr.  EI  .LENDER.     I  do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  believe  that  the  Postmaster 
General,  a  member  of  the  Cabinet,  has 
adequate  money  and  personnel  to  make 
such  investigations  as  may  be  needed 
in  order  to  bring  about  economies  and 
efficiency  in  his  department? 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  he  has  not,  he 
should  come  to  Congress  and  sisk  for  it; 
and  I  would  be  the  first  to  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  the  Senator  inclined, 
at  least,  to  have  a  "hunch,"  as  I  have, 
that  considering  the  tremendous  budget 
the  Postmaster  General  has  and  the  large 
number  of  personnel  serving  under  him. 
if  there  is  the  will  to  bring  about  greater 
economies  and  efficiency  in  the  Depart- 
ment, he  is  In  position  to  do  it? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    That  Is  my  position. 

Mr.  MORSK  Does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  agree  with  me  that  as  a  mat- 
ter of  policy  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  should  not  Initiate  Investigations 
into  possible  economies  In  various  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  until  a  given 
department  demonstrates  that  It  can- 
not be  relied  upon  to  put  Its  own  house 
In  order  and  bring  about  economies 
which  are  possible  of  being  brought 
about? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  Is  the  position 
I  have  been  taking  all  along,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator.  Let  us  give  Mr.  Sum- 
merfield  a  chance  to  work  out  a  method 
by  which  savings  can  be  accomplished. 
That  Is  his  duty,  and  I  am  sure  he  will 
fulfill  it.  He  Is  a  man  of  intelligence. 
There  Is  no  doubt  that  with  the  employ- 
ment of  engineers  he  can  do  a  good  job. 
if  left  alone.  If,  In  the  course  of  time. 
It  becomes  clear  that  a  better  job  can  be 
done  than  Mr.  Summerfield  may  accom- 
plish, there  will  be  time  enough  to  start 
an  Investigation.  But  let  us  give  the 
Postmaster  General  a  chance.  That  is 
what  I  am  pleading  for.  At  the  same 
time,  we  should  try  to  practice  what  we 
are  preaching  to  the  departments.  We 
should  economize  at  home — in  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator   yield   for  another   question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  the  primary  purpose  of  a 
Senate  Investigation,  and  the  only  legal 
justification  for  one.  Is  to  seek  Informa- 
tion and  data  which  may  be  of  assistance 
to  the  Senate  In  passing  whatever  ap- 
propriate legislation  may  be  needed? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct; 
that  is  my  conception  of  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  share 
my  suspicion  that  in  some  cases  we  seem 
to  be  moving  in  the  direction  of  conduct- 
ing Investigations  from  the  motivation 
of  interfering  with  the  administration  of 
a  department,  and  determining  the  de- 
partment's administrative  policies  rather 
than  getting  information  which  will  help 
us  as  an  aid  to  the  passage  of  needed 
legislation? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  may  be  leading 
to  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  last  question,  which 
Is  really  a  recapitulation  of  one  of  the 
other  questions,  is  this:  The  Senator, 
then,  takes  the  position,  does  he  not.  that 
until  the  Post  Office  Department,  under 
Mr.  Summerfield,  shows  that  It  Is  not 
capable  of  bringing  about  the  economies 
and  the  efficiency  that  may  be  needed 
in  the  Post  Office  Department,  we  should 
not  be  appropriating  money  to  Investi- 
gate what  amounts  to  the  administrative 
policies  of  the  department? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  Is  exactly  my 
position. 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator, and  we  should  have  a  yea-and-nay 
vote  on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
stated  a  moment  ago.  In  a  conversation 
yesterday  with  Mr.  Summerfield.  the 
present  Postmaster  General.  I  was  pro- 
vided the  Information  which  I  have  just 
given  the  Senate.  The  Investigation 
has  been  going  on  for  quite  some  time;  It 
was  ordered  by  Mr.  Summerfield. 

Two  or  three  days  ago,  Mr.  A.  B. 
Strom  appeared  as  a  witness  before  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee.  He 
works  under  Mr.  Summerfield.  He  in- 
dicated to  our  committee  that  a  thor- 
ough Investigation  is  now  being  made 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  In  an 
effort  to  find  out  what.  If  anything  Is 
wrong  in  the  way  of  administrative 
practices  and  where  savings  can  be 
accomplished.  These  problems  are  be- 
ing studied  In  the  light  of  providing 
better  service  to  the  public.  That  testi- 
mony appears  In  the  record  of  the  hear- 
ings which  were  held  recently  in  refer- 
ence to  the  second  supplemental  appro- 
priation bill. 

In  addition  to  all  this,  Mr.  President, 
the  Senate  spent  $200,000  for  an  investi- 
gation of  air  mail  subsidies  during  the 
81st  Congress,  through  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce — 
under  the  chairman.ship  of  the  Senator 
from   Colorado    I  Mr.   Johnson  1. 

The  $200,000  was  sp>ent  under  con- 
tract with  a  firm  of  expert  consultants 
who  were  hired  to  Investigate  the  prob- 
lem at  hand.  This  problem  was  "a  sur- 
vey of  certified  interstate,  overseas,  and 
foreign  carrier  operations,  with  a  view 
to  drafting  legislation  requiring  the 
separation  of  mail  comp>ensatlon  from 
any  Federal  subsidy  payments."  The 
same  thing  will  have  to  be  done,  or  is 
intended  to  be  done,  under  the  reso- 
lution now  under  consideration. 

We  have  all  the  data.  I  do  not  know 
what  has  become  of  the  recommenda- 
tions which  may  have  ben  made  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  but  $200,000  has 
been  spent  in  order  to  get  the  Investl- 
^'ation  under  way,  and  to  make  recom- 
mendations as  to  what  ought  to  be  done. 

A.side  from  that,  hearings  were  held 
by  the  Post  Office  Committees  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  during  1951.  Bills 
for  adjustment  of  postal  rates  were  con- 
sidered by  those  committees.  There 
were  considered  at  that  time  three  Sen- 
ate bills,  S.  1046,  S.  1335,  and  S.  1339. 
and  the  committee  held  extensive  hear- 
ings. The  transcripts  of  the  hearings 
consisted  of  918  printed  pages,  and  the 
cost  of  printing  those  hearings  alone 
was  almost  $11,000. 

In  1950  another  bill  with  reference  to 
postal  rate  increases  was  considered  by 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House.  More 
hearings  were  held,  and  another  volume 
of  printed  hearings  was  Issued,  consist- 
ing of  464  pages.  Included  In  this  vol- 
ume was  a  vast  amount  of  Information, 
which  I  know  will  be  duplicated  if  the 
pending  resolution  should  be  agreed  to. 
The  cost  -of  printing  that  last  hearing 
alone  was  more  than  $5,000. 

In  1949  three  bills  were  considered; 
namely.  S.  1103.  H.  R.  2945.  and  H.  R. 
2982.  all  pertaining  to  the  adjustment 
of  postal  rates  or  postal  rate  revisions. 


In  all.  the  first  hearing,  on  S.  1103, 
consumed  1.139  pages.  Cto  H.  R.  2945. 
in  two  parts,  the  hearings  consumed 
1.761  pages.  On  H.  R.  2982  the  hearings 
consumed  776  pages.  The  total  cost  of 
printing  those  hearings  alone  was 
$41,816.  Yet  we  are  being  asked  for  an- 
other $100,000  in  order  to  make  a  further 
investigation  of  postal  rates.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  my  way  of  thinking  that  resolu- 
tion Is  not  now  necessary.  Let  us  give 
Mr.  Summerfield,  who  has  just  come  into 
office,  a  chance  to  see  what  he  can  do. 
Let  us  not  send  Investigators  to  his  of- 
fice taking  up  his  time,  and  trying  to 
tell  him  what  he  ought  to  do.  Let  us 
first  give  him  a  chance  to  act. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  wish  to  make  the 
point,  if  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will 
permit  me  to  do  so,  that  I  am  quite 
familiar  with  the  hearings  which  were 
held  from  1949  on.  Every  year  the 
pastal  deficit  has  been  Increasing  at  a 
rate  of  $100  million  a  year.  Does  not 
the  distinguished  Senator  think  that  not 
only  Is  It  time  that  we  hold  hearings 
but  also  that  we  do  something  about 
the  situation? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  recall,  and  per- 
haps the  Senator  from  Kansas  likewise 
recalls,  the  pwstal  rate  increases  were 
made  necessary  because  of  salary  raises 
which  were  given  thousands  upon  thou- 
sands of  employees.  But  the  point  I 
wish  to  make  is  that  the  Senate,  as  a 
legislative  body,  should  give  the  execu- 
tive branch  a  chance  to  do  its  work  be- 
fore stepping  into  the  picture  with  a 
crew  of  hired  investigators.  I  feel  sure 
that  within  the  next  4,  5,  or  6  months 
good  results  will  be  obtained  from  the 
work  now  being  done  by  Postmaster 
General  Summei-field.  From  all  the  in- 
formation I  have  been  able  to  obtain,  he 
is  an  able,  competent  man.  Aside  from 
those  whom  he  Is  employing  to  help  do 
this  work.  I  understand  Mr.  Siunmerfleld 
has  an  excellent  staff  under  him  who 
could  assist  In  carrying  on  this  activity. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First,  may  I  have 
this  point  made  clear:  Is  the  Post  Office 
Department  presently  employing  mana- 
gerial engineers? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Has  that  been  be- 
gun recently? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Since  Mr.  Summer- 
field  has  taken  office.  I  talked  to  him 
yesterday. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Has  a  reputable 
outside  firm  of  management  engineers 
been  hired? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  firm  that  has 
been  hired  is  Heller  Associates,  the  same 
firm  which  helped  In  the  work  of  the 
Hoover  Commission. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  in  connection 
with  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  re- 
ferred to  the  growing  postal  deficit  of 
$100  million  a  year. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  more  than  $600 
million. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  But  It  is  growing  at 
the  rate  of  $100  million  a  year.  Does  the 
Senator  recall  that  when  we  voted  for  a 


postal  rate  increase,  we  at  the  same 
time  stepped  up  the  salary  scale,  and 
that  at  that  time  public  notice  was  giv- 
en that  the  Increased  postal  rates  would 
not  compensate  for  the  increase  in  cost  ? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  Is  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  feel  sure  that  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  also  realizes  that 
the  Post  Office  Department  has  to  han- 
dle a  large  amount  of  the  business  of  the 
American  economy  In  the  form  of  com- 
munications of  various  kinds,  and  as  that 
economy  steps  up  Its  production  in  the 
flow  of  goods,  a  greater  burden  is  neces- 
sarily imposed  upon  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment.   Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So,  really  when  we 
consider  the  deficit,  without,  of  course, 
having  intimate  knowledge  as  to  the  ap- 
paratus and  operation  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  the  deficit  is,  in  fact,  com- 
posed of  two  factors:  First,  an  inade- 
quate rate  structure;  second,  the 
stepped-up  nature  of  the  American 
economy.  I  suppose  that,  thirdly,  one 
might  say  that  the  apparatus  or  ma- 
chinery of  the  Post  Office  Department — 
that  is.  its  distribution  machinery,  its 
mechanical  equipment,  and  the  other 
parts  of  the  Department — may  not  be  as 
up  to  date  as  they  should  be. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  might  Inform  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  Mr.  Donaldson,  the  former  Post- 
master General,  had  been  at  work  for 
many  months  experimenting  with  sys- 
tems of  op>eratlon  to  see  if  money  could 
not  be  saved. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  recall  that  during  the 
campaign  a  pledge  was  made  to  restore 
two  deliveries  of  mail  a  day? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  do  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  recall  that  such 
a  pledge  was  made.  How  can  the  postal 
deficit  be  reduced  If  there  are  to  be  two 
deliveries  of  mall  a  day?  It  has  been 
ascertained  that  the  cost  of  an  addi- 
tional delivery  would  be  rather  substan- 
tial. Mr.  Donaldson  reduced  deliveries 
In  residential  areas  to  one  a  day  as  an 
economy  measure. 

I  think  the  Senate  might  want  to  take 
note  of  that,  because  investigation  or 
no  Investigation — and  I  am  not  passing 
judgment  on  that  at  the  moment — I  sub- 
mit that  one  of  the  problems  is  addi- 
tional revenue.  If  we  are  going  to  fulfill 
the  commitment,  or  at  least  the  sug- 
gested commitment,  of  greater  service. 
it  appears  that  It  will  be  necessary  to 
have  more  manp>ower.  If  It  Is  necessary 
to  have  more  manpower,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  have  greater  revenue.  If  there  is 
to  be  greater  revenue,  there  must  neces- 
sarily be  higher  charges  or  else  there 
will  be  an  increased  deficit.  It  is  just 
that  simple. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  that  phase  of  the  problem.  I  re- 
peat that  the  only  thing  I  am  trying  to 
suggest  to  the  Senate  is  that  what 
should  be  done  now  is  to  give  to  the 
executive  department,  to  the  brand  new 
Postmaster  General — who  is  starting  out 
afresh,  full  of  vim  and  vitality — a  chance 
to  see  what  he  can  do.  The  Senate 
should  permit  him  to  use  to  the  utmost 
the  fine  investigators  or  engineers  whom 
he  has  engaged,  the  Heller  Associates. 
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We  should  let  him  try  his  hand.  Then, 
if  within  the  6  months  or  a  year  he  does 
not  succeed,  or  if  he  needs  more  money 
to  carry  on  the  work,  I,  for  one.  would 
be  willing  to  give  it  to  him.  But  let  ua 
see  what  the  new  Postmaster  General 
will  do  before  burdening  him  with  a 
group  of  Senate  investigators,  hired  at 
great  expense  to  our  taxpayers.  Let  us 
not  duplicate. 

Under  this  resolution,  the  committee 
proposes  to  employ  management  engi- 
neering and  accounting  firms  at  a  cost 
of  $40,000.  That  is  not  much,  as  Ped- 
ez-al  spending  goes,  but  it  is  still  $40,000 
in  tax  money  that  could  otherwise  be 
saved.  There  are  also  proposed  three 
staff  positions  for  consultants,  techni- 
cians, and  rate  experts,  with  average 
salaries  amounting  to  $9,000  each;  four 
stenographers,  with  average  salaries  of 
$4,500.  Reporting  the  proceedings  will 
cost  $4,000;  travel  per  diem,  $7,000,  and 
telephone,  telegraph,  and  supplies, 
$4,000. 

Mr.  President^  Mr.  Summerfield  is  the 
boss  of  the  Post  Office  Department.  He 
is  the  one  who  is  in  touch  with  the  situ- 
ation. He  is  the  one  who  could  obtain 
results  by  fully  investigating  the  situa- 
tion, without  being  bothered  by  a  horde 
of  investigators  and  being  called  up  to 
the  Hir  to  testify  as  to  what  ought  to  b; 
done.  Let  us  give  the  man  a  chance. 
He  has  already  begun  a  study  of  the 
department.  Thus,  at  the  same  time — 
at  least  for  the  moment — we  can  save 
$100,000  for  the  taxpayers. 

Providing  $100,000  for  a  duplicating 
investigation  would  require  the  income 
taxes  to  be  paid  by  339  soft-coal  miners 
earning  $4,562  a  year  each;  it  would  re- 
quire the  income-tax  payments  of  "6.666 
textile  workers  receiving  an  average  an- 
nual salary  of  $2,758  each.  That  is 
where  some  of  our  tax  money  would  go. 

If  we  are  to  balance  the  budget,  let  us 
start  now  by  practicing  economy  in  the 
Senate;  and  if  we  practice  economy  in 
the  Senate,  we  can  more  consistently 
preach  it. 

INTERNATIONAL  MUTUAL  AND  ECO- 
NOMIC  ASSISTANCE    PACTS 

Mr.  MALONE  and  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of 
South  Carolina  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

UNITED  ET\TES  ENTIRELY  SURROUNDED  BY  MU- 
TUAL-ASSISTANCE pacts;  united  statis 
FINANCES     BOTH    SIDES    OF    THE    KOREAN     WAR 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  call 
the  attention  of  this  distinguished  body 
to  the  fact  that  we  are  completely  sur- 
rounded by  mutual  assistance  and  eco- 
nomic pacts  and  treaties. 

A  few  days  ago  the  Russians  said  that 
of  course  they  were  furnishing  Commu- 
nist China  with  war  materiel  under  their 
mutual-assistance  pact.  Both  England 
and  France  have  mutual-assistance 
pacts  with  Russia — and  we  have  the  At- 
lantic pact  with  11  of  the  European  na- 
tions which  includes  both  England  and 
France — each  of  the  4  treaties  or  pacts 
contains  a  pledge  of  mutual  economic 
assistance  and  all  are  in  full  force  and 
effect  and  are  being  observed  to  the 
letter. 


In  addition  England  recognized  Com- 
munist China.  This  closes  the  gap  so 
that  we  finance  our  own  war  in  Korea — 
and  our  opposition  in  Korea,  China,  and 
in  Russia. 

In  March  1949.  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  called  to  the  attention  of 
this  body  the  fact  that  both  England 
and  France  had  separate  mutual  eco- 
nomic and  assistance  pacts  with  Russia 
reading  startlingly  like  the  Atlantic 
pact  with  us. 

ENGLAND'S    PACT    WITH    RUSSIA 

In  the  pact  between  England  and  Rus- 
sia, which  was  signed  by  Anthony  Eden 
and  V.  Molotov.  and  which  was  placed  in 
the  Congressional  Record  in  toto  in 
March  1949,  article  6  reads  as  follows: 

The  high  contractiug  parties  agree  to  ren- 
der one  another  all  possible  economic  assist- 
ance after  the  war. 

This  pact  has  10  more  years  to  run — 
and  no  notice  has  been  given  or  attempt 
made  to  cancel  it. 

FRANCES     PACT     WITH     RUSSIA 

In  a  similar  agreement  made  between 
F^-ance  and  Russia,  and  signed  by  Molo- 
tov and  Bidault,  of  France,  article  6 
reads  as  follows: 

The  higli  contracting  parties  agree  to  ren- 
der each  other  every  possible  economic  as- 
sistance after  the  war.  with  a  view  of  fa- 
ciUtating  and  accelerating  reconstruction  of 
both  countries,  and  in  order  to  contribute 
to  the  cause  of  world  prosperity. 

This  pact  also  has  several  years  to 
run  and  there  is  no  indication  that  either 
party  wants  it  canceled. 

CHINAS     PACT     WITH      RUSSIA 

A  few  days  ago  the  press  carried  the 
announcement  that  the  Russian  repre- 
sentative here  had  stated  that,  of  course. 
Russia  was  sending  war  material  to  Com- 
munist China  under  the  mutual-assist- 
ance pact  signed  with  China,  which  still 
has  a  consideiable  time  to  run.  and  there 
is  no  indication  that  either  party  wants 
it  canceled. 

Article  6  of  the  alliance  between  the 
Russians  and  the  Republic  of  China 
says : 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  af- 
ford one  another  all  possible  economic  as- 
sistance in  the  postwar  period  in  order  to 
facilitate  and  expedite  the  rehabilitation  of 
both  countries  and  to  malce  their  contribu- 
tion  to  the  prosperity  of   the   world. 

UNITED    STATES    PACT    WITH    ATLANTIC    PACT 
XATIONS    INCLUDING    ENGLAND    AND    FRANCE 

On  April  4.  1949.  or  about  that  date,  we 
approved  a  treaty  called  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty,     Article  2  says: 

Art.  2.  The  parties  will  contribute  tow.ird 
the  further  development  of  peaceful  and 
friendly  International  relations.  •  •  •  They 
will  seeit  to  eliminate  conflict  in  their  In- 
ternationa! economic  policies  and  will  en- 
courage economic  collaboration  between  any 
or  all  of  them  ...  to  promote  conditions 
of  Stability  and  well-being,  and  to  encourage 
economic  collaboration.  It  should  facilitate 
long-term  economic  recovery  through  replac- 
ing the  sense  of  insecurity  by  one  of  confi- 
dence in  the  future. 

UNITED   STATES   COMPLETELY    SURROUNDED    WITH 
MUTUAL    ASSISTANCE    PACTS 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  begin- 
ning in  1942  with  the  English  pact  with 
Russia  and  the  French  pact  with  Russia, 
and  continuing  with  Russia's  pact  with 
China  and  our  pact  with  the  European 


nations,  we  have  been  completely  sur- 
rounded with  pacts,  all  agreeing  to  help 
one  another. 

As  a  result  we  are  financing  both  sides 
of  our  own  war. 

FURNISHING   RUSSIA   THR   SINEWS   OF  WAR 

Many  times  since  March  1948  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Nevada  stood  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  explained  this 
seeming  paradox.  At  that  time  he  placed 
in  the  Record  86  trade  treaties  between 
Russia  and  the  Iron  Curtain  countries 
on  the  one  hand,  and  17  Marshall  plan 
countries,  several  of  them  made  by  Eng- 
land and  France  with  Russia,  calling  for 
the  shipment  of  everything  needed  by 
the  Ru.ssians  to  enable  them  to  fight 
world  war  III  with  us. 

Later — in  1950 — he  placed  96  such 
trade  treaties  in  the  Record. 

Tiie  point  is  that  we  are  completely 
surrounded  by  pacts.  We  agreed  to  help 
the  European  nations.  We  have  built 
factories  there  so  that  they  could  in- 
crease their  production  from  about  96 
percent  in  1948.  when  we  pa.s.'^ed  the  first 
Marshall  plan,  to  about  160  percent  at 
thi.s  time. 

The  four  mutual-assistance  pacts  com- 
plete the  circle — we  are  at  war  with  our- 
selves— the  cold  war.  tliat  is.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  called  attention  at 
that  time  to  the  lack  of  markets  for  the 
fjoods  to  be  produced  by  the  Mar.shall 
plan  countries  except  in  Russia  and  the 
Iron  Curtain  countries 

Under  the  mutual -a.ssistance  pacts,  the 
European  countries  sell  ftoods  to  Russia 
and  Russia  sells  the  necessary  goods  to 
Communist  China. 

Therefore  the  taxpayers  of  America 
are  furnishing'  about  75  percent  of  the 
mat.crial  used  to  kill  tlieir  own  boys 
in  Korea. 

TUF    "NLW"    PI.AN 

There  are  two  notable  visitors  in  our 
midst  today.  Mr  Butler  and  Mr.  Eden. 

Mr.  Butler  is  the  author  of  the  slogan 
"Trade,  not  aid."  There  is  no  secret 
about  the  fact  that  that  slogan  emanated 
from  the  same  agency  which  coined  the 
phrase  "reciprocal  trade." 

Of  cour.se.  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act  IS  not  reciprocal,  and  was  never  m- 
tended  to  be.  But  the  slogan  "reciprocal 
trade"  sold  free  trade  to  the  American 
people  under  a  misleading  date  line. 

THE    GREATER    OUR    DEBT.    THE    GREATER    OUR 
WEAL!  H 

Their  Lord  Keynes  first  sold  an  ailing 
president  on  the  theory  that  the  greater 
our  debt,  the  greater  our  wealth — we 
now  owe  approximately  $270  billion. 

THE  MORE  WE  DIVIDE  OUR  MARKETS.  THE  CREATES 
OIR    WEALTH 

They  are  now  selling  us  the  proposl-- 
tion  that  the  more  we  divide  our  markets 
with  the  natioii.s  of  the  world  the  greater 
our  income  will  be.  All  we  have  to  do  is 
to  complete  the  job  of  wiping  out  all  pro- 
tection to  our  workingmen  and  investors. 
We  have  already  transferred  the  consti- 
tutional responsibility  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  regulate  foreign 
trade  through  the  imposition  of  duties, 
imposts,  and  exci.ses  to  the  executive  de- 
partment throu^ih  the  enactment  of  the 
1934  Trade  Agreements  Act — Reciprocal 
Trade  Act. 

Ihe  executive  department  has  for  20 
long  years  reyulated  our  foreign  trade 


with  only  one  idea  in  view.  What  is  that 
view.  Mr.  President?  It  is  to  divide  the 
markets  of  this  Nation  with  the  nations 
of  the  world,  so  that  we  will  all  live  alike, 
average  our  standard  of  living  with  the 
sweatshop  labor  of  foreign  nations. 

ANOTHER    $7    BILLION 

In  the  meantime,  of  course,  we  are  to 
make  up  the  trade-balance  deficits  with 
.veven  billion  or  nine  billion  or  ten  billion 
dollars  annually,  whatever  it  requires. 

Mr.  Dulles  and  Mr.  Stassen  have  just 
completed  a  trip  to  Europe  to  get  infor- 
mation with  which  to  support  another 
$7  billion  appropriation, 

MR.    ANTHONY   EDEN     (BRITAIN) 

Mr.  Eden  arrived  in  this  country  on 
March  4  and  in  a  New  York  interview 
with  a  New  York  Times  reporter  said, 
among  many  other  things,  "We  are  ask- 
ing nothing  from  you." 

Mr.  President,  in  that  same  interview, 
Mr.  R.  A.  Butler,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  father  of  the  slogan 
"Trade,  not  aid" — .slogan  which  further 
confused  our  people — voiced  the  expec- 
tation of  selling  this  idea  to  the  Amer- 
ican people. 

I  read  from  an  article  published  in  to- 
days  New  York  Times.  The  headlines 
read:  "Eden  Reveals  Aim  on  Converti- 
bility ol  the  Pound  Sterling,"  meaning 
that  the  United  States  must  put  up  five 
to  ten  billion  dollars  more  to  maintain 
the  fictitious  pound  value.  "He  links 
progressive  freeing  of  pound  to  United 
States  guaranty  of  dollars  as  protec- 
tion." 

He  asks  for  nothing.  Therefore,  he 
asks  for  everything  including  our  life's 
blood — our  very  sources  of  our  income. 

FICTITIOUS   VALUES  SUPPORTED  BY  DOLLARS 

This  is  the  "nothing"  he  asks  for: 

Tlie  United  Kingdom,  as  banker  for  the 
Cummonwealth.  to  undcrtalce  a  staged  and 
propre.s,slve  advance  to  convertibility  of 
sterling  into  dollars  but  on  a  stout  lea.-sh 
limiting  payments  to  current  trade  accounts, 
as  distinguished  from  accumulated  storing 
dtbt  and  to  designated  dollar  commodities. 

We  will  find  within  a  very  short  time 
the  suggestion  being  made  that  $5  bil- 
lion or  $10  billion  be  granted  to  them 
through  a  new  bank  or  throuph  the 
World  Bank  in  order  to  support  the 
fictitious  price  of  the  pound,  as  well  as 
other  European  currencies. 

I  read  further  from  the  interview  as 
reported  in  the  New  York  Times. 

These  are  his  aims: 

The  United  States  Government,  or  an  in- 
ternational agency  like  the  International 
Monetary  Fund,  to  create  a  guarantee  fund 
tif  dollars  to  underwTite  the  success  of  the 
elTort  and  protect  Britain's  meager  gold-and- 
doliar  reserves. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  been  losing  our 
gold  reserves  at  the  rate  of  about  two 
billion  dollars  a  year.  They  buy  our  gold 
with  the  money  we  give  them.  So  here 
it  comes.  We  are  to  stabilize  the  pound 
at  its  fictitious  value.     I  quote  further: 

The  exchange  rate  of  the  pound  sterling 
In  terms  of  dollars  to  be  unpegged  from  the 
current  oflBclal  par  value  of  t?  80  and  per- 
mitted to  fluctuate  within  a  predetermined 
range  below  that  figure  with  the  objective 
of  enhancing  the  competitive  status  of  Com- 
monwealth exports  In  world  markets. 


MANIPULATION    OF   MONET    VALUES   FOR   TRADX 
ADVANTAGE 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  trick  involved 
in  the  manipulation  of  the  currency  of 
a  nation.  It  simply  means  that  when  a 
nation  wants  to  export  more  it  merely 
lowers  the  price  of  its  money,  and  when 
it  wishes  to  import  more  it  merely  raises 
the  price  of  its  currency. 

We  do  not  manipulate  the  value  of  the 
dollar,  we  are  the  victim. 

At  one  time  the  sterling  bloc  had  as 
many  as  28  different  values  for  its  p>ound. 
The  price  of  the  E>ound  is  fixed  in  each 
area  with  respect  to  whether  or  not  im- 
ports are  desired. 

When  a  nation  within  the  sterling  bloc 
wants  to  encourage  imports  from  an- 
other country  it  raises  the  price  of  ex- 
change in  that  nation's  money,  and  when 
they  want  to  discourage  imports  from 
that  country  it  gives  less  in  terms  of  value 
of  that  currency. 

CHILE — EIGHT  DIFFERENT  VALUES  FOR  ITS  MONEY 

I  recently  discussed  the  question  of 
the  import  duty  on  copper  on  the  Senate 
floor. 

At  that  time  I  put  into  the  Record 
eight  different  values  of  the  Chile  peso. 
The  peso  is  used  in  exactly  the  same  way ; 
to  regulate  trade.  Its  value  is  manipu- 
lated with  reference  to  the  value  of  the 
money  of  the  country  from  which  the 
imports  are  to  come  or  are  to  be  pre- 
vented from  coming. 

NO  COUNTRY  KEEPS  TRADE  AGREEMENTS  WITH  US 

There  is  not  one  foreign  country — and 
I  .say  this  without  fear  of  contradiction — 
which  has  kept  the  spirit  of  its  trade 
treaties  with  the  United  States. 

THE  EUROPEAN  COUNTRIES  WILL  NOT  TRADE  WITH 
EACH    OTHER 

Italy  cannot  even  sell  an  orange  in 
one  of  the  otRer  European  countries,  and 
the  countries  cannot  sell  their  products 
in  Italy,  That  is  just  an  illustration. 
They  all  act  alike  in  preventing  trade 
between  themselves.  The  bars  are  up 
between  all  the  countries  in  Europe:  yet 
the  whole  area  of  Europe  is  less  than 
about  half  the  area  of  the  United  States 
but  containing  practically  twice  the 
population. 

WE  SUPPORT  rr  all 

The  trick  is  that  we  are  supporting  all 
of  this  subterfuge,  and  now  we  are  get- 
ting ready  to  step  into  it  again  and  divide 
what  markets  we  have  left  with  them. 
I  read  further: 

The  United  States  to  remove  or  modify 
existing  Impediments  to  international  trade 
of  the  free  world  through  lower  tariff  rates, 
simpler  and  more  expeditious  customs  pro- 
cedures, more  equal  opportunity  for  British 
and  other  foreign  shipping  to  compete  for 
American  freights. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  watch  this  at- 
tempt at  customs  simplification.  I  have 
not  read  the  recently  proposed  legisla- 
tion on  customs  simplification,  but  when 
the  subject  was  seriously  proposed  2  years 
ago  I  did  read  the  proposed  legislation 
very  carefully.  This  was  the  fishhook  in 
it.  They  would  change  to  the  use  of  the 
foreign  valuation  of  the  article  for  fixing 
the  existing  tariff  or  import  fees  or 
duties,  as  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  calls  such  regulation,  instead  of 
the  American  value,  which  would  cut  in 
two  or  reduce  to  one-third  or  one-fifth 


of  the  amount  of  the  Import  fee  that 
exists  at  the  present  time  when  fixed  on 
the  American  dollar  value.  That  is  the 
fishhook. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  ways  of 
lowering  the  tariffs.  That  is  only  one 
way.  One  other  is  through  trade  agree- 
ments which  are  never  kept  by  anyone 
but  this  country.  Another  way  is 
through  inflation.  It  is  a  well-known 
fact  that  the  dollar  is  worth  atx)Ut 
33  to  35  percent  of  what  it  was  worth 
in  1934;  therefore,  the  effective  duty  or 
tariff  protection  is  lowered  accordingly. 

I  quote  further: 

The  United  States,  by  long-term  agree- 
ments or  otherwise,  to  lead  the  way  toward 
more  stable  prices  of  raw  materials,  particu- 
larly in  the  sterling  area,  and  thereby  reduce 
or  eliminate  wide  fluctuations  In  the  Brit- 
ish balance  of  payments  with  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

That  means  the  same  thing  that  was 
suggested  by  Mr.  Churchill  when  he 
arrived  in  this  country  a  short  time  ago, 
namely,  that  we  enter  into  a  cartel  agree- 
ment and  guarantee  that  certain  mate- 
rials coming  from  sterling  bloc  countries 
would  always  have  a  profitable  price  to 
the  sterling  countries. 

We  are  asked  to  enter  into  the  very 
thing  that  we  avoid  in  this  country 
through  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act. 

J  read  further: 

The  items  on  the  Commonwealth  pros- 
pectus are  there  because,  in  the  view  in  the 
recent  Commonwealth  conference,  they  re- 
quire some  solution  before  there  can  be  any 
bridging  of  the  "dollar  gap"  through  "trade, 
not  aid." 

Yet.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Eden  says  he 
asks  for  nothing. 

Mr.  President,  I  invite  attention  to 
the  great  propaganda  splurge  made  im- 
mediately following  the  election.  They 
started  immediately  after  the  election 
to  sell  the  "trade,  not  aid"  slogan  to  this 
administration.  Some  of  the  sugges- 
tions would  do  credit  to  a  highwayman. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  an 
article  published  in  the  New  York  Times 
of  November  30,  1952.  The  headline 
reads: 

WHAT    THE    COMMONWEALTH    WANTS    FROM 
UNITED   STATES 

I  quote: 

For  one  thing,  the  United  States  tariff  on 
dutiable  Imports  has  been  cut  some  60  per- 
cent between  1937  and  1951  without  any 
noticeable  affect  on  Imports.  For  another, 
customs  regulations  designed  to  encourage 
stoppage  rather  than  entry  of  foreign  goods 
have  been  vastly  more  effective  than  tariff 
rates  in  holding  down  Imports. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  where  they  in- 
tend to  switch  from  the  American  value 
to  the  European  value,  thereby  cutting 
the  tariff  down  by  one-third  to  one- 
tenth. 

I  quote  further:  ''^ " 

If  only  for  psychological  reasons,  however, 
career  economists — 

Mr.  President,  note  that  it  refers  to 
career  economists — 

here  assume  that  the  customs  simplification 
law  will  be  passed  at  the  next  session  of 
Congress  and  that  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  will  be  extended  beyond  the 
June  30  terminal   date. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  same  interview. 
as  reported  in  the  New  York  Times  of 
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March  6.  1953,  Mr.  Butler  Is  quoted  as 
follows: 

Although  It  was  known  In  this  country 
as  the  pc.nt  4  program.  Mr.  Bun.™  de- 
scribed as  "point  1"  among  the  things  he 
would  have  this  country  undertake,  "a  great- 
er volume  of  overseas  United  States  Invest- 
ment, private  and  public.  In  developing  the 
good  things  of  the  earth,  especially  in  under- 
developed countries." 

Mr.  President,  I  call  atten,tion  to  the 
fact  that  when  any  investor  invests 
money  in  almost  any  foreign  country, 
including  England,  he  cannot  get  his 
capital  investment  out  of  that  country; 
he  cannot  sell  his  property  and  return 
the  capital  to  the  United  States  from 
that  country. 

Therefore.  United  States  investors  are 
not  investing  in  those  countries.  Of 
course,  Mr.  President,  if  any  foreign  na- 
tion will  safeguard  the  integrity  of  such 
investments,  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  getting  investors  to  invest  in  that 
country,  and  there  will  be  no  shortage  of 
investments  there,  if  it  simply  will  guar- 
antee not  to  confiscate  the  investments. 
as  has  become  the  custom. 

I  read  further  from  the  article  in  the 
New  York  Times,  quoting  Mr.  Butler: 

We  want  the  chance  of  trading  commer- 
cially with  the  dollar  with  the  minimum  bar- 
riers of  tariffs,  discrimination  In  shipping 
policy,  "Buy  American"  legislation  and  the 
like. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  at  one 
time  we  "vere  smart  enough  to  give  our 
Government  ofBcials.  when  making  pur- 
chases of  materials.  25-percent  leeway  in 
connection  with  the  purchase  of  mate- 
rials produced  in  the  United  Stateo. 
knowing  that  in  most  foreign  countries 
the  wages  paid  are  probably  one-tenth 
of  those  paid  in  the  United  States,  and 
certainly  never  more  than  one-half,  with 
the  exception  of  Canada.  Therefore, 
there  is  no  chance  of  competition  be- 
tween goods  produced  in  the  United 
States  and  goods  produced  in  those  for- 
eign countries,  unless  there  is  some  way 
or  means  by  which  to  favor  the  goods 
produced  in  the  United  States.  How- 
ever, foreign  countries  now  wish  to  have 
that  United  States  legislation  repealed. 

I  read  further  from  the  New  York 
Times  article  quoting  Mr.  Butler: 

I  welcome  the  trends  In  this  direction  In 
recent  reports  of  the  Committee  for  Eco- 
nomic Development  and  the  Advisory  Board 
for  the  Mutual  Security  Agency. 

Mr.  President,  if  there  is  anyone  who 
does  not  know  what  the  Committee  for 
Economic  Development  is.  let  me  advise 
him  that  it  was  organized  about  1938 
by  Mr.  Paul  Hoffman,  the  man  who  spent 
the  money  under  the  Marshall  plan  and 
ECA,  and  who,  in  his  articles  in  various 
magazines,  which  I  have  read  from  time 
to  time  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
advocated  that  we  break  down  all  pro- 
tection to  the  American  workingmen 
and  investors  and  permit  all  foreign  ma- 
terials to  be  imported  into  the  United 
States,  as  in  the  case  of  butter  imported 
from  Denmark  and  other  countries.  We 
did  break  down  the  protection  to  the 
dairy  farmers  and  now  the  Government 
is  purchasing  the  butter  thut  is  produced 
in  the  United  States  and  storing  it  in 
■warehouses  or  caves  in  the  United 
States — as  was  done  in  the  case  of  eggs 


at  one  time.  I  do  not  know  Just  where 
all  of  the  butter  is  stored,  but  millions 
wid  millions  of  dollars'  worth  of  it  has 
been  put  in  storage,  and  much  of  it  has 
become  rancid. 

Finally,  the  stored  butter  is  either 
thrown  away  or  given  away,  while  the 
American  people  eat  the  butter  that  is 
ixnported  from  abroad  or  the  oleomar- 
garine. 

The  result  is  that  the  United  States 
is  stabilizing  the  world  price  of  butter. 
That  action  is  similar  to  the  action  our 
Government  took  in  the  case  of  pota- 
toes— until  finally  the  Government  had 
so  many  potatoes  that  it  gave  away  tre- 
mendous quantities  of  them  and  also 
destroyed  and  burned  quantities  of 
them,  and  finally  there  was  a  .shortage 
of  potatoes  in  our  country.  Of  course, 
Mr.  President,  it  takes  experience  to  be 
able  to  run  out  of  potatoes. 

MR.   STASSEN.  MtJTUAL  SECUTIITT   DmECTOR 

At  this  point  I  wi.sh  to  call  attention 
to  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Sta.ssen. 
Even  Mr.  Stassen  has  stated  now  that 
our  European  friends  are  trading  with 
the  enemy.  I  quote  now  from  an  article 
appearing  in  the  Chicago  Tribune  of 
March  2.  1953: 

Harold  Sta.-^sen,  foreign-aid  administra- 
tor, said  today  too  much  British  rubber  and 
other  strategic  materials  supplied  by  nations 
supposedly  friendly  to  the  United  States  aie 
going  to  Russia. 

Mr  Stassen  proceeded  to  make  recom- 
m?ndations  to  stop  those  shipments. 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  all  that  Is 
nece.'^^sary  to  stop  those  shipments  is  to 
require  of  those  countries,  as  the  price  of 
our  cooperation  with  them,  tliat  they 
stop  trading  with  the  enemy;  that  is  all 
that  is  needed. 

The  Wherry-Malone-Khn  resolution 
stopped  that  trading  with  the  enemy; 
but  thereafter  this  body  decided  to  sup- 
plant that  measure  with  the  Battle  Act, 
which  p)ermitted  the  Piesident  of  the 
United  States  to  decide  how  much  trad- 
ing with  the  enemy  would  be  permitted. 
The  result  has  been  that  those  countries 
have  continued  to  engage  in  that  trad- 
ing, without  restraint. 

TWO  APPROACHES  TO  DESTROT  THE  UNrTED  STATES 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  approach- 
es to  destroy  the  United  States,  the  po- 
litical approach  and  the  economic  ap- 
proach. 

COMMX'NIST    APPROACH 

The  pohtical  approach  is  called  com- 
munism. As  a  matter  of  fact,  socialism 
may  be  just  as  bad;  it  is  simply  com- 
munism in  the  infant  stages.  However, 
we  seem  to  have  caught  up  with  com- 
munism. The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  McCarthy]  and  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  IMr.  Jenner]  are  handling  that 
phase  of  the  matter.  I  believe  that  the 
matter  is  in  good  hands.  We  will  elimi- 
nate the  third  gender  in  the  State  De- 
partment and  many  of  the  individuals 
who  have  been  working  with  the  enemy, 
instead  of  for  the  United  States. 

ECONOMIC    APPROACH 

However,  there  is  another  approach 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate.    It  is  the  economic  approach. 

We  can  destroy  our  country  economi- 
cally, just  as  well  as  we  can  destroy  it 


by  any  particular  "ism"  on  earth.  The 
political  approach  in  an  attempt  to  de- 
stroy the  United  States  is  by  our  poten- 
tial enemy.  Russia ;  but  the  economic  ap- 
proach is  by  our  supposed  allies,  or  at 
least  our  potential  allies.  Some  of 
them— the  sterling  bloc— are  represented 
in  the  United  States  today.  Supposedly 
they  aie.  or  will  be.  our  allies;  but  in  the 
meantime  they  would  destroy  us  by 
means  of  a  division  of  our  markets— the 
source  of  our  income. 

We  are  supposed  to  remove  the  duties, 
imposts,  and  excises — to  a  point  where 
all  the  low-wage,  sweat-shop  countries 
will  be  able  to  export  to  our  shores  the 
products  of  their  sweat-shop  labor. 

That  is  proposed  to  be  done  by  re- 
moving all  duties,  imposts,  or  excises, 
which  represent  the  difference  between 
the  costs  of  production  in   those  low- 
wage,    sweat-shop    countries    and    the 
costs  of  pioduction  in  the  United  States 
with  our  higher  wage  standard  of  living. 
The  materials  produced  in  those  for- 
eign countries  are  very  often  produced 
by  means  of  materials  and  machinery  we 
have  previously  given  to  them.    Yet  now 
they  propose  that  we  remove  all  duties, 
imposts,  and  excises,  so  as  to  make  if 
possible    for    them    to    maintain    their 
sweat-shop,    low-wage    conditions,    and 
for    their    manufacturers    to    keep    or 
pocket  the  difference  between  their  pro- 
duction costs  and  what  the  traffic  will 
bear  here.     Mr.  President,  anyone  who 
stops  to  think  can  readily  understand 
that   such    pi-ocedure    would    encourage 
tho.se  countries  to  continue  to  hold  down 
the  wages  paid  to  their  working  people. 

ENCOt-TLAGE  HICHEK  rORElCN  STANDAED  OF  LIVING 

However.  Mr.  President,  we  should  fol- 
low the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
The  Constitution  charges  Congress  with 
the  ,e.spoiisibilitcs  for  regulating  foreign 
trade.  If  the  duties  and  imposts  were 
fixed  on  the  ba.'^is  of  fair  and  reasonable 
competition,  so  as  to  give  the  foreign 
countries  an  equal  opportunity  to  enter 
our  markets,  but  without  giving  them 
any  advantage  in  that  respect,  and  if 
provision  were  made  for  flexibility,  so 
that  as  the  wages  paid  in  those  coun- 
tries went  up.  the  duties  here  would  go 
down,  then  those  countries  soon  would 
see  that  they  would  receive  no  advantage 
by  paying  low  wages,  and  thus  they 
would  be  encouraged  to  raise  their 
standard  of  living,  so  as  to  move  toward 
a  high  .standard  of  living. 

Mr.  President,  a  ti'emendous  propa- 
panda  machine  has  been  working  on  the 
American  people,  since  the  date  of  the 
la<=t  election. 

So  we  may  know  what  their  real  ob- 
jective is,  let  me  refer  to  an  article  in 
Look  magazine  on  November  18,  by  Ar- 
nold J.  Toynbee,  who  is  described  as  fol- 
lowing "the  tradition  of  great  his- 
torians." In  that  connection,  I  now  read 
from  a  description  which  appeared  in 
the  magazine  Look  on  November  18, 
1952: 

Arnold  Toyni>ee  •  •  •  ,  the  world's  fore- 
most living   philosopher-historian. 

Mr.  President,  in  that  issue  of  Look 
magazine.  Mr.  Toynbee's  article  is  en- 
titled 'The  Next  Step  in  History."  It  is 
a  3-page  article,  but  we  have  to  read 
only  1  paragraph — which  I  shall  read 


into  the  CoNGRKSsiONAt  Record — In  or- 
der to  know  exactly  what  Mr.  Toynbee 
thinks  the  next  step  in  history  will  be. 
I  read  now  from  his  article: 

The  Next  Stkp  in  Histokt 
(By  Arnold  J.  Toynbee) 

The  steps  that  are  needed  are  not  emer- 
gency measures  but  permanent  arrangements 
for  putting  and  keeping  our  house  In  order. 

After  including  in  the  article  a  great 
deal  of  material  to  the  effect  that  we 
are  moving  toward  a  one-world  govern- 
ment. Mr.  Toynbee  says: 

This,  though,  would  be  unlikely  to  be  the 
end  of  the  process  of  western  constitutional 
development,  for  a  western  electorate  would 
soon  begin  to  ask  Itself  why  It  should  not 
elect  this  common  western  legislature  as 
well  as  the  local  national  legislatures.  If 
democracy  means  the  control  of  governments 
by  legislative  bodies  that  are  elected  and 
reelected  by  the  people,  then  democracy 
would  call  for  the  direct  election  of  a  com- 
mon legislative  body  charged  with  the  su- 
preme responsibility  of  controlling  the  west- 
ern community's  common  executive  services. 

There  Is  where  we  are  headed.  Mr. 
President,  according  to  the  great  his- 
torian. Mr.  Toynbee;  and  it  is  no  secret 
that  the  entire  European  setup,  led  by 
the  sterling  bloc,  is  headed  toward  that 
particular  objective  to  bring  us  into  the 
family  of  European  nations.  They 
would  have  one  legislature  for  the  At- 
lantic Pact  nations,  added  to  from  time 
to  time  as  they  see  fit  to  take  in  new 
member  nations. 

Then  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
would  become  a  State  legislature,  and 
our  present  State  legislatures  and  State 
governors  would  become  county  commis- 
sioners. I  suppose.  That  is  about  the 
way  such  a  plan  would  work.  We  would 
be  outvoted  all  of  the  time. 

Mr.  President,  all  this  material  goes 
to  show  us  exactly  what  is  the  objective 
of  the  visit  to  our  country  of  Mr.  Eden 
and  Mr.  Butler,  who  now  are  in  the 
United  States  to  arrance  the  next  logical 
step  to  level  our  economy  with  the  Euro- 
pean nations. 

We  are  to  abolish  all  duties  and  all 
other  regulations  of  foreign  trade,  as  the 
Constitution  directed  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  do.  The  Congress 
has  transferred  such  control  to  the  Chief 
Executive,  and  he  now  has  full  control 
of  the  regulation  of  foreign  trade;  Con- 
gress no  longer  has  such  control. 

So  we  pay  subsidies  to  American  pro- 
ducers, and  allow  foreign  products  to 
enter  the  United  States  free  of  any  tariff 
or  duty. 

How  we  can  continue  to  pay  subsidies 
and  still  reduce  taxes  is  something  that 
no  one  has  yet  figured  out.  I  notice 
that  everyone  now  says  we  must  find  out 
how  much  money  each  of  the  depart- 
ments want  before  we  can  reduce  taxes. 
If  one  ever  gets  into  a  serious  conversa- 
tion with  the  head  of  a  department,  he 
will  be  crying  with  him  before  the  con- 
ference is  over.  It  will  be  found  impos- 
sible to  reduce  the  appropriation.  Not 
only  that,  it  will  probably  be  found  nec- 
essai-y  to  raise  it,  and  there  will  there- 
fore be  no  reduction  of  taxes. 

I  like  what  Mr.  Reed  says:  "Let  us 
reduce  taxes  to  what  we  think  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  can  pay.  and 


read  the  menu  backward — then  go  home, 
and  let  them  scream."  That  is  the  only 
way  we  can  reduce  taxes. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  at- 
tention for  a  moment  to  an  article 
written  by  a  columnist  whom  I  have 
quoted  several  times  on  this  floor.  The 
article  is  entitled  "Forgotten  Treaties 
With  Russia."  and  it  is  written  by  Con- 
stantine  Brown.  It  was  published  in 
the  Washington  Evening  Star  on  Febru- 
ary 16.  1953.  People  would  find  it  prof- 
itable to  read.  Exactly  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  already  quoted, 
there  is  but  one  objective,  and  that  is 
to  reduce  this  country's  living  stand- 
ard, and  when  we  finally  run  out  of 
money  with  which  to  pay  the  subsidies, 
with  all  of  the  material  coming  in 
from  foreign  nations,  we  will  then  be- 
gin to  understand  what  foreign  trade 
on  a  free  basis  with  the  lower  living 
standard  of  wages  of  other  nations 
means. 

I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  Brit- 
ain's relationship  to  Japan.  I  have  be- 
fore me  the  U.  S.  News  &  World  Re- 
port of  December  5,  1952,  from  which  I 
read; 

John  Foster  Dulles,  as  Secretary  of  State, 
Is  to  find  himself  In  the  middle  of  a  trade 
war  between  America's  principal  allies  In 
the  Par  East  and  In  Europe.  Japan  and 
Britain  are  at  each  other's  throats  In  a  bitter 
battle  for  world  markets. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  as  Senators  may  remem- 
ber, stood  here  on  the  Senate  floor  to 
suggest  that  the  treaty  written  by  Mr. 
Dulles  and  approved  by  the  Senate  had 
then  and  there  lost  Japan ;  it  was  only  a 
matter  of  time  until  they  would  make  a 
decision. 

Anyone  who  knows,  anyone  who  will 
study  the  natural  sources  of  the  raw 
materials  available  to  them  and  their 
natural  markets,  will  know  that  when 
we  lost  China  to  the  Communists — and 
we  did  it  deliberately — we  then  and  there 
laid  the  groundwork  to  lose  Japan. 
Reading  from  the  U.  S.  News  Si  World 
Report  of  December  5,  1952,  I  continue: 

Britain,  hard  up  and  alarmed  by  Japan's 
recovery.  Is  working  desperately  to  check  the 
flood  of  Japanese  goods  Into  normally  Brit- 
ish markets.  Japan,  struggling  to  rebuild 
her  trade  and  obliged  to  restrict  dealings  with 
Communist  China,  is  determined  to  regain 
markets  In  southeast  Asia  and  to  get  more 
markets  In  Africa,  the  Middle  East,  and  Latin 
America. 

In  this  head-on  clash,  old  antagonisms  be- 
tween these  two  allies  of  the  United  States 
are  coming  to  the  surface.  British  Common- 
wealth countries  are  raising  barriers  against 
Japanese  goods,  British  traders  are  making 
charges  of  cutthroat  competition. 

Their  skilled  labor  is  even  lower  paid 
than  it  is  in  Britain.  It  was  from  7  to 
12  cents  an  hour  when  I  was  there  in 
1948. 

I  continue : 

The  British  Government  Is  trying  to  keep 
Japan  from  getting  most-favored-natlon 
treatment.  The  Japanese  are  accusing  the 
British  of  dirty  dealing.  Anti-British  feel- 
ing Is  rising,  fanned  by  a  quarrel  over 
whether  Japanese  authorities  shaU  have 
power  to  punish  British  and  Commonwealth 
troops  for  offenses  committed  in  Japan. 


Japanese  competition  already  is  squeezing 
the  British.  The  sterling  area  wliich  Britain 
looks  upon  as  her  market,  bought  $244  mil- 
lion worth  of  Japanese  goods  In  1950  and 
more  than  twice  as  much  in  1951. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  further  in  the 
article,  the  following : 

British  countermeasures  to  meet  this  com- 
petition are  becoming  more  drastic  and  are 
a  matter  of  growing  concern  In  Japan.  Brit- 
ish and  Commonwealth  countries  recently 
have  raised  new  Import  barriers  aimed  at 
Japanese  products.  The  Importing  of  Jap- 
anese textiles  by  Singapore.  Hong  Kong,  west 
Africa  and  several  other  areas  has  been  cut 
sharply  or  suspended. 

Britain  Is  trying  to  limit  Japan's  trade  in 
other  areas,  also.  This  is  being  done  by  de- 
laying Japan  admittance  to  the  General 
Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT). 
Japan  outside  GATT.  Is  denied  the  bencflts 
of  lower  tariffs  in  effect  among  the  34  mem- 
ber countries. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  little  point  in 
reading  further.  It  Is  simply  a  matter  of 
leaving  Japar.  on  our  payroll.  We  are 
sending  money  there,  spending  it  for  na- 
tional defense  purposes,  and  when  we 
quit  Japan  is  going  to  China. 

Certainly  we  cannot  continue  to  allow 
their  imports  to  come  in  here  free  of  any 
duty.  Pour  crockery  plants  have  closed 
down  imOhio.  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
That  is  only  a  start. 

When  we  get  around  to  considering  the 
American  people,  the  workers  and  inves- 
tors, as  a  part  of  our  responsibility,  then 
Japan  has  this  choice :  Where  is  she  go- 
ing to  go?  Can  she  trade  with  the  Far 
East,  right  at  her  doorstep?  No.  she 
cannot,  as  long  as  the  colonial  system 
exists,  and  we  support  it. 

She  must  trade  within  her  natural 
area,  and  in  order  to  do  that  she  will 
have  to  make  a  deal — and  she  will  make 
it  with  China  when  the  time  comes. 

MS.    rORD EtnOPEAN    PLANTS 

Now,  Mr.  President,  we  have  had  lately 
a  statement  by  a  great  Industralist.  Mr. 
Ford.  Mr.  Ford  says  that  we  should 
drop  all  our  tariffs  and  all  our  duties 
and  have  free  trade  throughout  the 
world,  that  it  would  be  wonderful. 

Mr.  Ford  has  a  plant  in  England  where 
he  can  produce  his  Ford  automobiles 
cheaper  than  he  can  produce  them  in 
the  United  States  after  paying  stand- 
ard-of-living  wages. 

I  cannot  say  that  I  blame  him.  except 
that  I  think  he  is  shortsighted.  In  other 
words,  when  he  builds  up  competition, 
as  he  will,  if  he  gets  away  with  this 
statement  of  his — which,  of  course.  I 
hope  he  does  not — and  if  the  people  of 
the  United  States  wake  up  In  time,  he 
certainly  will  not  get  away  with  it. 

But  if  he  did,  and  he  thereby  threw 
these  people  in  the  United  States  out  of 
work  In  the  various  areas,  from  the  min- 
ing areas  to  the  crockery  areas,  in  the 
watch  manufacturing  areas  and  the  tex- 
tile States,  and  almost  every  place  else— 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  exactly 
what  it  would  result  in — then  what 
happens? 

As  it  is  now  almost  every  man  in  the 
United  States  who  has  a  job  is  a  potential 
buyer  of  a  Ford,  or  an  automobile  of 
some  kind.  With  the  kind  of  wages  they 
have  over  there,  from  40  cents  a  day  up 
to  $2  or  $3  a  day.  not  1  in  100  is  a  poten- 
tial buyer  of  an  automobile. 
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I  believe  that  by  mining  the  home 
markets  he  will  ruin  himself  if  he  could 
bring  about  the  change.  He  possibly 
thinks  he  can  work  the  slave  labor 
against  the  high  standard-of-living  labor 
in  this  country,  and  profit  by  it.  God 
help  him  if  he  did  get  away  with  it;  that 
is  all  I  can  say. 

The  business  machines,  General  Elec- 
tric and  in  general  big  business,  will  be 
for  this  free  trade  I  predict.  What  is 
big  business?  I  would  describe  it  for  the 
purpose  of  this  statement  as  business  of 
such  size  and  such  a  nature  that  it  can 
put  its  plants  in  the  area  of  low  wages, 
behind  the  sweatshop  labor  curtains  and 
import  the  goods  at  a  lower  price  than 
they  can  produce  them  here  paying  our 
standard-of-living  wage. 

The  little  businesses  are  the  ones  that 
cannot  do  that.  They  must  stay  home 
and  take  the  consequences.  I  think  they 
will  rise  up  to  stop  this  silly  business. 

NEVADA,    CAUrOKNIA,    AND    FREZ    TRADE 

I  have  received  a  telegram  which  indi- 
cates that  the  legislature  of  the  State 
of  Nevada  is  passing  a  resolution 
memorializing  Congress  to  stop  this  busi- 
ness of  free  trade  which  affects  mining, 
the  cattle  business,  the  wool  business,  the 
textile  business,  the  crockery  business, 
and  practically  all  small  business  in  this 
country. 

If  Congress  is  going  to  ignore  the 
production  areas  that  make  this  country 
great,  and  which  pays  the  taxes — I  guess 
they  think  it  time  for  them  to  take  a 
hand.  I  will  have  the  resolutions  at  the 
next  session  of  the  Senate. 

Also,  I  am  advised  through  Senator 
Harold  J.  Powers,  President  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Senate,  that  they  have  passed  a 
resolution  along  the  same  line  in  the 
California  legislature,  and  I  hoF>e  to  have 
that  resolution  by  the  time  we  return 
for  the  next  cession  of  the  Senate. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  I  think — and  this 
is  merely  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada speaking — we  should  have  a  do- 
mestic policy  that  would  safeguard  the 
integrity  of  our  economic  system,  that 
would  place  a  floor  under  the  wages  and 
Investments  in  this  country,  that  would 
preserve  our  market  to  the  extent  of 
giving  foreign  nations  an  equal  break  in 
our  markets  but  no  advantage. 

Let  the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act  ex- 
pire. The  people  of  the  Nation  are  wak- 
ing up;  they  pay  the  bills  to  pay  for  tt;e 
appropriations  which  this  Congress  so 
blithely  makes. 

Let  the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act 
expire,  and  it  automatically  goes  back 
to  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  is  an 
agency  of  the  Congress  whose  responsi- 
bility it  is  to  fix  duties,  excises,  and  im- 
posts, and  to  regulate  foreign  trade. 

Let  the  Tariff  Commission  fix  such 
duties  on  the  basis  of  fair  and  reason- 
able competition. 

That  is  simply  commonsense  in  keep- 
ing ourselves  in  business  in  this  country. 
A  report  recently  made  by  a  former 
chairman  of  the  Budget,  Daniel  W.  Bell, 
now  acting  chairman  of  the  Public  Ad- 
visory Board  for  Mutual  Security,  con- 
tained 10  recommendations.  I  ask  prec- 
edent. There  being  no  objection,  the 
outline  will  appear  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 


(Prom  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce 
of  March  5,  1953  | 

Recommendations 
The  recommendations   made   In    the   Bell 
report  are: 

1.  Basing  trade  policy  on  national  rather 
than  group  Interest  and  adopting  measures 
to  help  industries  affected  by  the  change  in 
policy  readjustment  by  extending  unemploy- 
ment Insurance,  retraining  workers,  diversi- 
fying production,  and  converting  to  other 
lines. 

2.  The  adoption  of  a  new  simplified  tariff 
act  providing  for  a  general  reduction  in 
duties  and  the  elimination  of  present  uncer- 
tainties by  consolidating  tariff  rates  into 
seven  basic  schedules.  The  redrafting  of  the 
Tariff  Act  would  be  done  by  the  President 
according  to  standards  set  up  by  Congress. 

3.  Extension  of  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act  without  time  limit. 

CUSTOMS    SIMPLIFICATION 

4.  Customs  simplification  by  the  prompt 
passage  of  a  bill  similar  to  the  one  passed 
by  the  House  in  1951.  plus  the  creation  of  a 
commission  to  propose  further  measures 
along  these  lines. 

5.  Reduction  of  tariffs  and  elimination  of 
quotas  on  agricultural  products  to  allow 
freer  import  at  world  prices  of  goods  not 
produced  in  this  country,  with  a  repeal  of 
section    104  of   the   Defense   Production   Act. 

6.  Elimination  or  reduction  of  tariffs  on 
metals  and  minerals,  of  which  imports  are 
a  major  part  of  United  States  supplies;  in 
cases  where  domestic  production  must  be 
increased  for  defense  purposes,  it  should  be 
encouraged  through  special  purchases  and 
contracts. 

7.  Elimination  of  Import  excise  taxes  on 
petroleum  products.  If  Imports  should  reach 
a  level  where  they  impede  domestic  explora- 
tion and  development,  other  measures  to 
assure  a  domestic  industry  adequate  to  de- 
fense needs  may  be  taken. 

8.  Elimination  of  the  requirement  that  50 
percent  of  the  cargo  on  aid  and  loan  ship- 
ments is  reserved  to  domestic  carriers,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  countries  that  discrimi- 
nate against  American  vessels. 

BUT-AMERICAN  STUDT 

9.  Reconsideration  of  buy-American  legls- 
latior. 

10.  The  establishment,  with  United  States 
participation,  of  an  international  organiza- 
tion to  promote  the  objectives  of  the  Gen- 
eral Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  i  GA TTi . 

In  its  recommendations  for  a  new  tariff 
act.  the  report  suggests  that  the  7  basic 
schedules  consist  of  a  free  list,  4  groupings  of 
commodities  bearing  duties  of  10.  20,  30.  and 
40  percent  ad  valorem;  a  specific  list  for 
basic  agricultural  and  mineral  raw  materials. 
and  an  extraordinary  list  of  commodities 
whose  importation  should  be  limited  for 
security  reasons. 

The  first  recommendation  is  enough. 
It  appears  we  are  supposed  to  take  the 
miners,  the  people  in  the  sheep  bu.sine.ss. 
and  the  sheep  herders  and  teach  them 
how  to  make  hats,  unless  the  hat  bu.si- 
ness  is  also  destroyed  by  competition 
from  abroad. 

If  we  placed  a  tent  over  the  city  of 
Washington,  we  would  have  nothing  but 
an  international  lobby,  and  Mr.  Bell  has 
apparently  fallen  heir  to  the  common 
aflBiction. 

I  hope  that  before  the  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act — the  so-called  Recipro- 
cal Trade  Act — comes  up  for  exten.sion 
that  there  will  be  a  sufficient  number  of 
Senators  who  will  stand  on  the  floor  un- 
til it  dies. 

Mr.  President.  I  received  a  letter  from 
a  man  in  Tonopah.  Nev.,  not  long  ago.  i 
had  asked  him  if  there  was  anything  I 


could  do  for  him  in  answer  to  his  first 
letter.  He  said  a  little  testily,  "Don't  do 
anything  for  me.  Just  do  not  do  any- 
thing more  to  me.  That  is  all  I  would 
ask." 

CHAIEMAN     or    THE     MINERALS     AND     rUELS 
COMMITTEE 

I  should  like  to  make  the  further  an- 
nouncement, as  chairman  of  the  Min- 
erals and  Fuels  Subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs,  that  I  am  organizing  the  sub- 
committee at  thi.s  time,  and  I  intend  to 
accomplish  two  things:  First,  to  deter- 
mine the  strategic  and  critical  minerals 
and  materials,  including  fuels,  which  are 
available  to  us  in  wartime;  and.  second, 
to  determine  where  such  materials  are 
available  to  us  in  peacetime. 

We  Will  have  some  of  the  best  engi- 
neers and  advisers  in  the  country  to  work 
with  Ihe  committee.  FYom  my  experi- 
ence in  engineering  over  a  period  of  30 
years.  I  believe  the  Western  Hemisphere 
can  be  made  practically  self-sufBcient  in 
the  production  of  strategic  and  critical 
minerals  and  materials,  including  fuels, 
this  would  keep  our  production  so  that 
it  could  be  immediately  increased  in  case 
of  trouble. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  get  ready  and  get 
busy,  and  catch  up  with  our  plane  man- 
ufacture .so  that  neither  Russia  nor  any 
other  nation  is  ahead  of  us.  and  let  us 
also  catch  up  on  submarine  manufac- 
ture, so  we  need  not  fear  anyone. 

Let  us  reach  the  point  where  every 
nation  in  the  world  will  know  that  if 
they  pull  the  trigger  on  us.  we  can  de- 
fend ourselves 

If  we  do  that  we  would  not  have  a  war 
for  50  years.  We  are  led  to  believe  that 
in  order  to  get  nuclear  ores  from  the 
Belgian  Congo  we  must  protect  Belgium. 
That  we  have  to  protect  certain  nations 
in  the  Far  East  so  we  can  pay  througii 
the  nose  for  rubber  and  tin.  If  we 
keep  on  alienating  the  Moslem  world, 
350,000,000  of  them,  they  will  not  be  on 
our  side.  They  will  fight  with  bare 
hand.s.  if  they  do  not  have  anything  else. 
We  are  even  told  that  we  are  short  of 
ammunition  for  the  Korean  war.  Un- 
less we  change  our  methods,  we  are  rid- 
ing for  a  fall,  and  it  is  brought  upon  us 
by  those  people  who  are  divided  in  their 
allegiance.  We  must  let  the  people 
know  that  theie  is  a  political  approach 
and  an  economic  approach  to  destroy 
thi.s  Nation— and  that  they  are  equally 
dangerous. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  POST- 
AL RATES   AND  CHARGES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  <S.  Res.  49  >  to  investi- 
gate certain  matteis  respecting  postal 
rates  and  charges  in  handling  certain 
mail  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  the  subject  matter  of  the 
resolution  which  is  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate was  included  last  year  in  a  law 
passed  by  the  House  and  Senate.  The 
law  was  pa.ssed  late  in  the  session,  and 
no  appropriation  was  provided.  When 
Congress  passes  a  law  calling  for  the 
expenditure  of  money,  the  money  must 
be  appropriated  to  carry  out  the  terms 
of  the  law.    It  was  simply  an  enabling 
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act  which  was  passed  last  year.  We  are 
asking  that  the  Senate  make  the  in- 
vestigation. Instead  of  it  being  made  by 
the  House  and  the  Senate.  We  are  deal- 
ing here  in  large  figures.  It  takes  ap- 
proximately $2,400,000,000  to  operate  the 
Post  Office  Department, 

Something  has  been  said  concerning 
the  deficit  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
being  approximately  $640  million.  I 
should  like  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  reason  why  there  is  such 
a  deficit.  There  has  been  very  little 
additional  personnel  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  since  the  war,  but  there  has 
been  during  that  time  an  increase  in  ex- 
penditures of  more  than  $1  billion 
which  was  caused  by  the  increased  sal- 
aries voted  to  postal  employees  by  the 
House  and  the  Senate.  We  cannot 
blame  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
Post  Office  Department  for  that.  They 
cannot  eliminate  that  burden.  The 
blame,  if  any,  is  upon  the  Congress. 
The  Congress  must  pass  the  necessary 
laws  to  meet  the  obligations  of  the  Post 
Office  Department. 

The  resolution  will  enable  us  to  look 
Into  the  different  classifications,  first 
class,  second  class,  third  class,  and  fourth 
class,  and  try  to  determine  how  much  of 
the  deficit  should  be  allocated  to  the  first, 
second,  third,  and  fourth  classes.  That 
is  a  big  problem.  When  we  considered 
the  situation  last  year  we  passed  a  bill 
which  would  have  cared  for  approxi- 
mately $250,000,000  of  the  deficit.  There 
was  a  dispute  as  to  whether  it  should 
have  been  that  much  in  the  first  place. 
We  want  to  look  into  it  and  try  to  find 
a  solution,  through  our  experts.  The 
Post  OflQce  Department  cannot  do  that. 
Congress  will  have  to  pass  a  law  to  wipe 
out  the  deficit.  The  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment cannot  do  it.  They  do  not  do  any- 
thing but  make  recommendations,  and 
their  recommendations  have  been  sent 
to  the  Senate  and  the  House  year  after 
year. 

We  are  asked  to  help  the  Department 
eliminate  the  deficit  by  raising  rates,  but 
we  are  not  told  in  what  classes  the  rates 
should  be  raised.  That  point  is  not 
touched  at  all.  We  are  merely  told  the 
amount  of  the  deficit,  and  are  then  asked 
to  grant  more  funds  for  the  operation  of 
the  Post  Office  Department.  I  myself 
was  chairman  of  the  committee  previ- 
ously, and  In  all  fairness  to  the  new 
chairman.  I  believe  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
saiy  to  have  the  investigation  made,  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  facts  concerning 
the  deficit,  and  to  enable  Congress  to 
raise  money  for  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment to  apply  to  the  proper  classes  of 
mail. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender] 
has  made  the  point  that  $200,000  has 
been  appropriated  to  enable  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  study  air-mail  rates.  I  feel  sure 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  will  agree  with  me  that 
it  is  necessary  to  use  the  money  for  that 
purpose  at  the  present  time,  because  this 
year  there  is  a  deficit  of  $71  million  in 
the  air-mail  subsidy.    It  is  necessary  to 


use  that  money  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  intended,  and  also  to  obtain  addi- 
tional funds  with  which  to  conduct  other 
necessary  studies. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  is  correct.  It  is  necessary 
to  make  other  studies,  such  as  a  study 
of  the  franking  privileges  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House,  and  of  penalty  mail, 
which  has  increased  over  a  period  of 
years,  and  has  helped  build  up  the  large 
deficit  that  exists  at  present.  Our  de- 
sire is  to  wipe  out  that  deficit. 

I  have  voted  many  times  in  the  past 
for  such  investigations  as  the  one  now 
proposed  and  I  intend  to  vote  for  them 
in  the  future,  until  I  know  a  little  more 
about  conditions  by  virtue  of  having 
had  comt>etent  persons  look  into  the  situ- 
ation and  state  in  what  classes  rates 
should  be  raised  in  order  to  wipe  out 
the  deflciv.  It  is  not  as  easy  as  some 
might  think  to  get  information  enabling 
us  to  say  whether  rates  should  be  raised 
on  one  class  of  mail  or  another.  The 
question  is  so  complicated  that  even 
the  persons  who  spend  hours,  days,  and 
months  making  investigations  disagree 
as  to  what  should  be  done. 

I  am  one  Senator  who  believes  the 
money  provided  by  the  resolution  will 
be  well  spent,  although  the  amount  re- 
quested has  been  criticized.  There 
would  be  three  staff  positions  at  $9,000 
each.  That  would  be  the  limit.  Then 
four  stenographers  are  provided  for. 
\i7ith  average  salaries  of  $4,500  each; 
for  reporting  proceedings  $4,000  is  al- 
lowed; travel  and  per  diems.  incident 
to  the  making  of  the  necessary  investi- 
gation. $7,000;  telephone,  telegraph,  and 
supplies,  $4,000. 

Something  has  been  said  about  the  re- 
mainder of  the  appropriation  of  $100,000, 
namely,  the  $40,000  to  employ  experts  in 
this  particular  field,  to  work  with  the 
Senate  staff  in  order  to  reach  a  proper 
conclusion.  I  for  one  believe  that  the 
Post  Office  Department  would  welcome 
such  assistance. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas,  if  he  has  discussed 
that  point  with  the  Department. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  tell  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  that  I  have  asked  the 
Postmaster  General  about  that  matter, 
and  he  sincerely  hopes  that  we  will  make 
a  study  and  cooperate  with  the  Depart- 
ment, as  we  expect  to  do,  in  an  effort 
to  help  the  Department  work  out  a  solu- 
tion to  the  problem  of  the  deficit  of 
$641,000,000.  It  is  a  problem  that  con- 
cerns not  only  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, but  every  citizen  of  the  United 
States  as  well. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  was  my  understanding,  and  it  was 
my  reason  for  asking  the  question. 

It  will  also  be  noted  that  the  resolu- 
tion was  unanimoiisely  repxarted  by  the 
committee.  It  was  not  a  question  of 
Republican  or  Democratic  policy.  The 
entire  membership  of  the  committee 
was  present  and  voted  to  report  the 
resolution.  Not  only  did  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  unani- 
mously favor  the  resolution,  but  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion to  which  it  was  referred,  also  re- 
ported it  favorably. 


Mt.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  yield  in 
order  to  permit  me  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  tell  me  the  number  of  positions 
the  proposed  appropriation  would  create 
which  are  not  now  held  by  employees  of 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Yes.  Before  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice asked  for  any  funds,  we  submitted  a 
budget  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  as  is  required  by  that 
committee.  There  would  be  created 
three  staff  positions  with  average  sala- 
ries amounting  to  $9,000  each,  or  a  total 
of  $27,000;  and  four  stenographers  with 
average  salaries  of  $4,500  each,  or  a  total 
of  $18,000. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  would  make  seven 
positions,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  That  is  correct.  That 
is  all  the  additional  help  that  would  be 
required,  in  addition  to  whatever  aid 
might  be  received  from  the  managerial 
service. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  merely  devised  to  have 
the  Record  show  that  the  appropriation 
would  increase  Republican  appoint- 
ments by  seven  new  jobs. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  merely  wished  to  let  it  be  known  that 
I  am  very  strongly  in  favor  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

APPROPRIAllONS   FOR   DEFENSE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  a  re- 
cent day  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana fMr.  Long]  wrote  a  very  soimd  let- 
ter to  the  Washington  Post  entitled 
'More  Defense  For  Less."  The  editor  of 
the  Washington  Post  saw  fit  to  attach  to 
the  letter  of  Senator  Long  an  editor's 
note  which  reads  as  follows: 

The  Washington  Post  is  a  spokesman  for 
no  one  but  itself.  Both  Senator  Long  and 
Senator  Morse  have  chosen  to  overlook  the 
paragraph  in  our  February  18  editorial  which 
asserted  that  "no  doubt  some  of  the  objec- 
tions to  duplications,  lack  of  planning,  and 
burdensome  construction  practices  are  en- 
tirely valid"  and  commend  the  point  that 
overseas  bases  ought  to  be  manned  as 
largely  as  possible  by  troops  from  the  coun- 
try concerned. 

Our  criticism  was  focused  on  two  pointsr 
First,  the  Senators'  amazing  ability  to  pro- 
duce detailed  comments  on  individual  bases 
in  light  of  the  aAnowledgment  in  their 
report  that  their  tour  covered  60  separate 
Installations  and  30.000  miles  in  a  total  of 
41  days;  and,  second,  their  excursions  Into 
high  strategy  despite  their  assertion  that 
"We  have  deliberately  avoided  inquiring  into 
our  Nation's  war  plans." 

However,  the  editor  of  the  Post  did  not 
see  fit  to  point  out,  as  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
had  previously  pointed  out  in  speeches 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  that  our 
study  was  really  based  on  18  months  of 
analysis  of  the  budgets  of  the  Defense 
Establishment  in  relation  to  the  bases 
before  we  started  our  trip.  We  were 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  bases  be- 
fore we  ever  started.  We  knew  their  lo- 
cations, their  size,  and  what  was  involved 
in  them,  but  we  desired  to  see  for  our- 
selves exactly  how  the  money  was  being 
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spent.  I  may  say  to  the  editor  of  the 
Washington  Post  that  by  reason  of  our 
18  months'  work  before  beginning  the 
trip,  it  is  not  at  all  remarkable  we  were 
able  to  arrive  at  the  conclusions  we 
reached. 

Moreover,  the  comments  we  made  in 
regard  to  the  policies  of  the  administra- 
tion had  nothing  to  do  with  war  plans. 
Our  conmients  were  concerned  with  poli- 
cies made  known  to  us  in  our  briefings; 
and  I  may  say  that  those  policies  need  a 
thorough  overhauling  if  our  country  is 
to  have  stronger  defenses. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  the 
letter  written  to  the  Post  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long)  together  with 
the  editor's  note  with  respect  thereto. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Moke  Detensz  fok  Less 

I  have  read  with  great  Interest  and,  In 
most  respects,  with  approval,  your  editorial 
of  February  23  entitled.  "More  Defense  for 
Less."  In  the  last  paragraph  thereof  you 
made  an  unqualified  statement  to  the  effect 
that  any  efforts  to  reduce  military  expendi- 
tures have  always  faced  the  major  obstacle 
of  official  resistance. 

This  statement  is  particularly  Intriguing  In 
the  light  of  your  editorial  of  February  18,  en- 
titled "Senators  Off  Base,"'  In  which  either 
wittingly  or  unwittingly  you  transformed 
your  editorial  column  Into  a  special  pleader 
for  those  responsible  for  these  obstacles. 
You  allowed  your  newspaper  to  become  the 
mouthpiece  and  spokesman  for  the  military 
wastrels  you  so  heartily  condemned  5  days 
later.  It  would  appear  that  the  Washington 
Post  should  undertake  to  provide  some  form 
of  unification  for  Its  editorial  page  In  view 
cf  these  two  occurrences. 

It  Is  not  necessary  for  me  to  belabor  your 
editorial  of  February  18  with  all  of  its  inac- 
curacies and  distortions  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  Senator  Morse  discussed  It  at  length  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  day  It  appeared, 
pointing  out  among  other  things  that  one 
of  the  statements  In  the  report  which  you 
described  as  illustrating  the  "slap  dash  think- 
ing" contained  therein  was  In  fact  a  state- 
ment which  the  military,  while  agreeing  to 
the  fundamental  soundness  thereof  had 
asked  to  be  deleted  for  security  purposes. 

After  their  representations  to  the  sub- 
committee. I  would  think  that  the  very  mili- 
tary people  you  defended  In  your  editorial 
were  no  doubt  amused  at  your  Juvenile 
choice  of  Illustrations  to  prove  their  case. 

You  made  no  reference  whatsoever  to  the 
only  recommendation  In  the  report  to  the 
effect  that  the  entire  program  should  be  re- 
studied;  nor  were  you  Interested  enough  In 
objectivity  to  point  out  that  the  Identical 
step  recommended  had  actually  been  taken 
by  the  new  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  that 
he  had  frozen  construction  and  Is  now  In  the 
process  of  causing  to  be  made  a  complete  re- 
study  of  the  whole  problem. 

You  might  well  point  out  to  your  military 
cronies  that  when  they  describe  our  thinking 
as  "slap  dash."  they  should  append  the  same 
label  on  the  Secretary  of  Defense — and  I 
doubt  that  he  would  appreciate  such  refer- 
ence to  himself  from  his  subordinates. 

Perhaps,  too,  you  were  not  aware — and  if 
you  were  not.  I  now  state  it  to  you  as  a 
fact — that  already  the  director  of  Installa- 
tions had  denied  requests  for  new  authoriza- 
tions during  fiscal  1954  approaching  $5  bil- 
lion because  his  studies  had  revealed  that 
the  services  have  a  total  outstanding,  author- 
ization of  til.?  billions,  against  which  $9.1 
billions  had  been  appropriated  with  only 
•4.9  billions  having  been  obligated  as  of 
January  l,  1953.  In  other  words,  the  three 
services  combined  have  asked  for  and   ob- 


tained nearly  twice  aa  much  In  appropria- 
tions and  more  than  that  In  authorizations, 
than  they  have  been  able  to  spend,  even  In 
the  face  of  funds  wasted  In  so-called  "crash" 
programs. 

You  reached  the  ridiculous  on  February 
22,  when  one  of  your  feature  writers  asserted 
that  the  difference  between  perhaps  1,000 
men  on  an  overseas  base  as  distinguished 
from  perhaps  10,000  would  be  the  difference 
between  striking  a  retaliatory  blow  in  12 
hours  or  striking  In  30  days.  The  truth  is 
that  there  would  not  be  a  difference  of  5 
minutes.  The  conceptf  you  supported  must 
explain  what  happens  to  the  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  women  and  children  living  on  those 
foreign  bases  which  would  concededly  be 
atom-bomb  targets.  The  Air  Force  planning 
that  you  supported  has  the  additional  bur- 
den of  supporting  an  exp>ensive  system  of 
parking  aprons  that  makes  it  simple  for  an 
enemy  to  destroy  our  planes  on  the  ground. 

Actually,  the  report  of  the  Sarnoff  Com- 
mission Is  abundant  proof  of  the  validity  of 
the  report  of  the  subcommittee  I  had  the 
honor  to  head.  It  failed  only  In  one  respect. 
It  did  not  point  out  the  considerable  sav- 
ings that  can  be  achieved  when  this  excess 
military  personnel  is  removed  from  the  bases, 
thereby  reducing  the  required  amounts  of 
barracks,  messing  facilities,  recreational  fa- 
cilities, family  housing,  and  expenses  inci- 
dent to  maintenance  of  the  families  of  these 
excess  personnel  around   the  world. 

I  shall  always  wonder  in  the  light  of  your 
editorial  of  February  23  how  you  got  txjoby- 
trapped  on  February   18. 

RnssEi.L  B  Long. 
United  States  Senator. 

Washington. 

(Editor's  Note  —The  Washington  Post  Is  a 
spokesman  for  no  one  but  Itself.  Both  Sen- 
ator Long  and  Senator  Morse  have  chosen  to 
overlook  the  paragraph  In  our  February  18 
editorial  which  asserted  that  "no  doubt  some 
of  the  objections  to  duplications,  lack  of 
planning,  and  burdensome  construction 
practices  are  entirely  valid"  and  commend 
the  point  that  overseas  bases  ought  to  be 
manned  as  largely  as  possible  by  troops  from 
the  country  concerned.  Our  criticism  was 
focused  on  two  points:  First,  the  Senators' 
amazing  ability  to  produce  detailed  com- 
ments on  individual  bases  in  light  of  the 
acknowledgment  in  their  report  that  their 
tour  covered  60  separate  installations  and 
30,000  miles  in  a  total  of  41  days:  and.  second, 
their  excursions  into  high  strategy  despite 
their  assertion  that  "We  have  deliberately 
avoided  Inquiring  Into  our  Nations  war 
plans.") 
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IMMIGRATION  LEGISLATION 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
many  letters  have  come  to  my  office  pro- 
testing a  series  of  indignities  which  have 
been  suffered  in  recent  days  by  a  number 
of  Norwegian  seamen  at  the  hands  of 
American  officials.  Their  treatment  is 
causing  us  untold  damage  in  Norway  and 
throughout  Europe.  It  Is  not  in  keeping 
with  our  Nation's  traditions  and  I  rise 
officially  to  protest  the  incidents  to  the 
Congress  and  to  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service. 

The  story  first  reached  the  ears  of 
America  through  the  distinguished  radio 
commentator.  Mr.  Eric  Sevareid.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Mr.  Sevareids 
broadcast  of  February  11.  1953.  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  body  of  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  text  of 
the  broadcast  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  new  Ambassador  to  Norway,  I'm  told, 
will  be  Mr.  Carin  Strong,  of  Tacoma,  Wash.;' 
If  and  when  he  replaces  Charles  Bay,  Mr'. 
Truman's  unfortunate  choice.  In  Oslo,  Strong 


will  confront  a  problem  no  other  American 
Ambassador  there  has  had  to  face  In  recent 
memory — a  growing  anti-Americanism 
among  Norwegians,  who  have  always  re- 
garded America  almost  as  their  second  home. 
The  reason  for  this  Is  the  McCarran  Im- 
migration Act  and  what  It  Is  doing  to  the 
Norwegian  merchant  marine  and  Norwegian 
seamen.  In  Norway  the  merchant  marine 
directly  Involves  every  other  family;  mer- 
chant sailing  is  an  old  and  honorable  way 
of  life;  these  are  proud  and  respectable  men. 
largely  family  men.  quite  unlike  the  riff-raff 
found  In  some  of  the  waterfronts  of  the 
world. 

Enforcement  of  the  McCarran  Act  In  Amer- 
ican ports  has  resulted  in  startling  expe- 
riences for  these  sailors,  the  stories  of  which 
are  now  spreading  through  every  farm  and 
hamlet  In  Norway.  The  act  is  designed,  of 
course,  to  keep  subversives  and  other  unde- 
sirables out  of  this  country.  Under  the  act. 
no  forelpn  seaman  can  remain  here  more 
than  29  clays. 

Consider  some  of  the  experiences  of  the 
Norwegians  alone.  Not  long  ago  immigra- 
tion police  tried  to  search  the  Norwegian 
Seamen's  Home  in  Baltimore.  There  was  a 
strong  protest  and  they  left.  Last  Sunday 
police  stop{>ed  and  cross-examined  the  wor- 
shipers as  they  walked  out  of  the  Norwegian 
Seamen's  Lutheran  Church  in  Baltimore.  If 
a  seaman  gets  sick  and  overstays  the  29  days, 
he  can  be  put  into  Ellis  Island  to  await 
de{X)rtation,  among  the  others,  there  are 
about  a  dozen  Norwegian  sailors  imprisoned 
on  the  island  now  because  they  were  unable 
to  sign  on  a  ship  within  the  time  limit  Two 
young  men  voluntarily  went  U.  the  immigra- 
tion office  when  2  of  their  29  days  still  re- 
mained. Yet  they  were  Immediately  taken 
to  Ellis  Island.  A  few  weeks  ago  11  crew- 
men asked  to  sign  off  the  merchant  ship 
PleasarUville  when  It  reached  BosU^n  They 
had  been  at  sea  2  years  and  were  ready  to 
fly  home  to  Norway.  The  Scandinavian  ship- 
ping authority  sent  11  men  to  Boston  to  re- 
place them.  These  11  boarded  the  ship:  then 
Immigration  officials  refused  to  allow  9  of  the 
original  11  to  get  off.  No  reasons  were  given. 
The  ship  is  now  heading  for  the  Far  East, 
its  captain  paying  for  the  extra  crew  and 
also  violating  security  rules  on  lifeboat  space. 
Those  nine  men  may  not  see  their  families 
for  another  2  years. 

Many  foreign  seamen  are  not  signing  off 
in  American  ports  even  when  allowed  to  be- 
cause they  dare  not.  They  have  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  they  can  sign  on  again  In 
time  to  avoid  imprisonment.  Foreign  ships 
can  no  longer  put  into  American  docks  for 
repairs  if  the  repairs  take  more  than  29  days. 
In  order  U)  get  out  In  lime,  bo'suns  have 
signed  on  as  deckhands,  electricians  as  mess- 
boys,  losing  status  and  pay. 

Interrogations  under  the  new  law  have  not 
yet  discovered  one  Communist  among  Nor- 
wegian seamen;  there  may  be  some  Reds 
among  them,  but  the  real  Communists,  of 
course,  simply  deny  it.  Many  American  im- 
migration officials  detest  what  they  must  do 
under  this  law  as  much  as  do  the  victims. 
For  example,  there  are  women  serving  on 
Norwegian  ships  as  mess  stewards  or  radio 
operators:  this  is  a  familiar  and  respectable 
career  in  Norway.  When  thev  reach  Amer- 
ica, these  women  are  asked  if  they  have  ever 
engaged  in  prostitution;  men  are  asked  when 
they  last  visited  a  brothel,  if  they  intend  to 
commit  bigamy  in  this  country,  and  so  on. 
The  complications  and  humiliations  have 
reached  the  point  where  some  Scandinavian 
maritime  officials  believe  that  American  trade 
with  that  part  of  the  world  will  be  seriously 
affected. 

Meanwhile,  stories  about  the  humiliations 
suffered  their  seamen  have  spread  through- 
out Norway.  It  has  now  become  a  popular 
byword  with  them  that  life  in  an  American 
port  Is  like  their  life  under  the  German 
occupation  of  Norway.  One  Norwegian  offi- 
cial put  it  this  way:  "You  may  as  well  close 
down  yotir  American  Information  services  In 
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Norway;  aa  long  aa  this  goes  on,"  be  said, 
"they  are  fighting  a  loelng  tMttle  for  tbe 
good  will  of  my  people." 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  I  draw  particular 
attention  to  Mr.  Sevareid's  warning  that 
the  McCarran  Immigration  Act  is  re- 
sponsible for  a  "growing  anti-American- 
ism among  Norwegians  who  have  always 
regarded  America  as  their  second  home." 

I  commend  the  reading  of  Mr.  Se- 
vareid's broadcast  to  every  Member  of 
the  Senate.  Particularly  do  I  commend 
it  to  the  members  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  and  the  of- 
ficials of  our  Goverrmient  in  the  State 
Department. 

Mr.  Sevareid's  broadcast  is  consistent 
uith  a  news  story  written  for  the  Oslo 
Daily  Arbeiderbladet  by  its  Washington 
correspondent.  Mr.  Anders  Buraas.  This 
newspaper  is  the  third  largest  in  Nor- 
way. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
article  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Investigations  In  Baltimore  where  the 
McCarran  Act  supposedly  Is  being  exercised 
less  strictly  than  in  other  American  ports, 
bring  out  the  following  facts: 

To  sign  off  a  ship  Is  both  a  difficult  and  a 
dangerous  ex{>erlment;  that  the  Norwegian 
Seamen's  Home  Is  bound  to  show  a  deficit 
as  a  result  of  the  decline  In  the  number  of 
reservations;  that  for  a  aUlor  to  be  left  be- 
hind when  the  ship  leaves  (without  regard 
to  the  reasons)  can  le;»d  to  his  being  deport- 
ed, and  also  to  the  captain  being  Aned  u 
case  the  seaman  cannot  reach  the  ship  In 
another  American  por;;  that  few  seamen  dare 
any  more  to  spend  his  vacation  In  the  United 
Stat«s,  and  that  no  seaman  can  be  put  ashore 
In  America  even  if  he  Is  not  fit  for  his  Job. 

The  law  Is  still  not  being  exercised  as  It  U 
written,  but  when  that  takes  place  another 
result  will  be  that  seamen  who  are  confined 
to  a  hospital  for  more  than  29  days  can  be 
deported;  that  Norwegian  ships  must  avoid 
repairs  In  American  ports  that  will  take  more 
than  4  weeks  to  finish  If  the  owner  does  not 
want  his  entire  crew  to  be  deported,  and  that 
no  ship  Is  permitted  to  sail  between  Ameri- 
can ports  for  a  perlcxl  of  more  than  29  days. 

Twenty-nine  days  is  the  maximum  time  a 
seaman  who  has  signed  off  his  ship  can  stay 
In  the  United  States.  Fearing  that  he  won't 
be  able  to  find  a  new  Job  within  the  time 
limit,  seamen  are  naturally  reluctant  to  leave 
their  Jobs.  It  has  already  happened  in  a 
number  of  cases  that  electricians  have 
signed  on  as  measboys  In  order  to  avoid  arrest 
and  deportation. 

Another  reason  he  Is  reluctant  to  sign  off 
Is  that  he  reacts  very  strongly  to  the  ques- 
tions asked  by  the  Immigration  authorities. 
Female  crew  members  have  been  asked 
whether  they  are  prostitutes,  male  members 
whether  they  have  ever  visited  brothels.  A 
result  Is  that  the  pool  of  seamen  so  Impor- 
tant for  Norwegian  shipping  on  the  United 
States  have  shrunk  to  a  dangerous  degree. 
But  even  a  sailor  who  has  decided  to  sign  off 
his  ship  has  no  guaranty  that  he  will  be  per- 
mitted to  do  so.  Recently  five  crew  members 
of  the  motorshlp  Byklefjell  wanted  to  sign 
off.  Pour  of  them  were  turned  down  by  the 
Immigration  authorities.  No  reasons  for  this 
decision  were  ever  given. 

A  few  weeks  ago  11  crew  members  aboard 
the  motorshlp  Pleasantville  wished  to  sign 
off  In  Boston.  The  captain  cabled  the  ship- 
ping office  in  New  York,  asking  for  11  new 
crew  members.  The  11  men  who  wanted  to 
sign  off  in  Boston  were  turned  back  by  the 
authorities.  The  11  new  crew  members  had 
already  entered  the  ship.  The  motorshlp 
PleasantviUe  left  with  aU  of  them  aboard. 


but  when  It  called  on  Baltimore  two  of  those 
who  originally  wanted  to  sign  off  were  per- 
mitted to  do  BO.  No  reason  why  the  other 
nine  had  to  stay  aboard  was  ever  given. 
Then  the  ship  left  for  the  Par  East  with  too 
big  a  crew,  causing  extra  expenses  for  the 
owners;  with  the  captain  violating  security 
regulations,  since  the  ship  did  not  have 
enough  lifeboats  for  so  big  a  crew;  and  with 
men  aboard  who  had  wished  to  sign  off  in 
Boston  in  order  to  go  back  to  Norway,  but 
who  now  Instead  found  themselves  on  their 
way  to  the  Pacific. 

The  same  thing  happened  recently  to  the 
motorshlp  C.  J.  Hambro,  which  left  PhUa- 
delphla  for  the  Mediterranean  with  six  extra 
crew  members. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Port  Au- 
thorities In  Baltimore  have  been  leaning  over 
backward  trying  to  be  helpful,  a  couple  of 
painful  episodes  have  taken  place.  After  the 
service  In  the  Norwegian  Seamen's  Church 
In  Baltimore  on  February,  the  congregation 
found  the  police  waiting  for  them  outside 
the  church,  requesting  everybody  to  produce 
his  or  her  credentials. 

Another  episode  took  place  a  few  days  ago 
when  the  police  drove  up  in  front  of  the 
Norwegian  Seamen's  Home  In  Baltimore  and 
policemen  were  posted  around  the  block. 
Three  police  officers  entered  the  building 
and  demanded  to  be  allowed  to  Inspect  the 
hotel  and  Its  guests.  Following  a  rather 
heated  quarrel  the  manager  finally  succeeded 
in  getting  them  to  leave. 

Norwegians  In  Baltimore  do  not  deny  that 
the  act  has  its  advantages.  It  has  put  an 
end  to  too  frequent  shifts  In  the  crew.  It 
has  also  Imposed  upon  the  seamen  the  neces- 
sity of  acting  like  "perfect  gentlemen."  In 
both  cases  It  Is  Norway  who  profits  from  this 
and  not  the  United  States. 

Item:  A  Norwegian  seaman  who  was  Inter- 
rogated in  New  York  confessed  to  having 
been  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  back 
in  1938.  He  explained  In  detail  why  he  had 
become  a  member  and  also  why  he  had  de- 
cided to  leave  the  party.  He  did  not  want 
to  sign  off  the  ship,  but  the  Immigration 
Authorities  also  refused  him  permission  to 
go  ashore. 

Item:  Two  Norwegian  seamen  who  for  27 
days  without  success  had  been  looking  for 
a  Job,  on  a  Norwegian  ship,  decided  to  Inform 
the  Immigration  Authorities  of  this,  and  also 
of  the  fact  that  they  did  not  Intend  to  break 
the  law.  In  other  words,  they  wanted  some 
extra  time  to  find  Jobs.  In  spite  of  the  fact 
that  they  had  still  two  more  days  in  which 
to  try  their  luck,  they  were  Immediately  ar- 
rested and  carted  off  to  Ellis  Island. 

As  previously  stated  a  seaman  Is  only  al- 
lowed a  stay  of  2S  days  In  the  United  States, 
beginning  with  the  arrival  of  his  ship  In  an 
American  port.  If  he  signs  off.  let's  say  14 
days  later,  he  has  only  15  more  days  to  go. 

If  a  seaman  should  wish  to  leave  his  ship 
after  a  couple  of  years  in  order  to  sign  on 
another  one.  neltherhe  himself,  nor  his  cap- 
tain nor  the  owner  of  the  ship  can  make  this 
decision,  if  the  ship  happens  to  be  In  an 
American  port.  The  American  Immigration 
Authorities  have  the  final  say  as  to  how  long 
he  should  stay  aboard. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  my  colleagues  to  the  fact  that  a 
responsible  Norwegian  newspaper  carry- 
ing an  article  by  a  very  responsible  jour- 
nalist tells  of  the  indignities  which  have 
been  suffered  by  certain  citizens  of  the 
nation  of  Norway,  and  points  out  some 
of  the  very  serious  problems  which  will 
grow  between  our  country  and  the  coun- 
try of  Norway. 

mnwxciAifs  oimroBD 

On  February  20.  Senator  McCarran, 
calling  Mr.  Sevareid's  statements  "highly 
inflammatory"  and  "misleading."  placed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  from  Mr.  Argyle 


R.  Mackey,  Conunissioner  of  the  United 
States  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  commenting  on  Mr.  Sevareid's 
broadcast.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Sevareid  on 
February  25,  bringing  these  develop- 
ments to  his  attention  and  offering  to 
bring  his  reply  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate. 

I  digress  to  say  that  I  believe  that 
those  who  are  brought  under  the  scru- 
tiny of  the  Congress,  or  who  are  criti- 
cized by  a  Member  of  the  Congress, 
should  have  the  right  and  the  privilege 
to  have  their  replies  placed  in  the  Rec- 
ord. I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  letter  to  Mr.  Sevareid  and  his 
letter  to  me  of  February  28.  together  with 
the  transcriptions  of  his  broadcasts  of 
February  26  and  27.  which  he  enclosed, 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  transcripts  were  ordered  to  be 
prmted  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Febbuabt  25,   1953. 
Mr.  Eric  SrvARinro. 

Columbia  Broadcasting  System, 

Washington .  D.  C. 

Deak  Mb.  SEViuiEiD:  I  am  enclosing  with 
this  letter  a  copy  of  the  Conceessional 
Record  of  February  20,  1953.  You  will  find 
1  nthat  Record  on  page  1334  a  speech  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate  by  Senator  McCarran  In 
which  he  brings  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  a  memorandum  from  Mr.  Argyle 
Mackey,  Comrmissloner  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service.  Mr.  Mackey 's 
memorandum  comments  on  your  broadcast 
of  February  11.  1953,  In  which  you  state  that 
the  McCarran  Immigration  Act  Is  responsible 
for  a  "growing  antl-Amerlcanlsm  among  the 
Norwegians  who  have  always  regarded  Amer- 
ica as  their  second  home." 

I  would  appreciate  It  very  much  If  you 
would  write  me  commenting  on  Senator  Mc- 
Carran's  speech  and  on  Mr.  Mackey's  mem- 
orandum as  they  affect  your  broadcast.  I 
think  It  Is  important  in  the  Interest  of  ac- 
curacy and  fair  play  that  your  reply  be 
printed  In  the  Congressional  Record,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  insert  your  statement  in 
the  Record. 

Best  wishes. 
Sincerely, 

Hubert  H.  Humphrit. 

CBS  Radio, 
Washington,  D.  C.  February  28,  1953. 

Dear  SRNator  Humphrey:  I  have  your 
letter  of  February  25.  pointing  out  that  my 
broadcast  of  February  11  on  the  operations 
of  the  McCarran-'Walter  Immigration  Act  as 
they  affect  Norwegian  seamen  and  Norwegian 
public  opinion,  has  been  challenged  on  the 
Senate  floor  by  Senator  McCarran. 

You  very  kindly  offer  to  place  In  the  Con- 
gressional Record  any  reply  of  mine.  I 
should  like  to  take  advantage  of  your  offer. 

As  answer  to  the  remarks  by  Senator  Mc- 
Carran and  to  the  memorandum  from  Com- 
missioner Mackey  that  Mr.  McCarran  also 
Inserted  in  the  Record.  I  have  made  two 
short  broadcasts  over  CBS.  on  Thursday  and 
Friday  nights  of  this  week.  Copies  of  these 
broadcasts  I  enclose  with  this  letter. 

Because  of  broadcast  time  limitations, 
they  are  not  as  complete  an  answer  as  I 
should  have  liked  to  make,  but  I  believe 
they  do  cover  the  essential  points,  however 
briefly,  and  I  believe  they  constitute  a  con- 
vincing answer  to  the  Senator's  statement 
that  m.-  broadcast  was  "inflammatory  and 
misleading." 

In  appreciation  of  your  Interest  in  thU 
matter.  I  remain. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Eric  Sevareid. 
Chief  Washington  Correspondent.  CBS. 
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[Brlc  SeTarcid.  CBS  Radio  News.  Pebruary 
26.  1953] 
On  February  11  I  commented  here  on  the 
McCarr  an -Walter  Immigration  Act  as  to  Its 
enforcement  on  Norwegian  seamen  In  par- 
ticular. I  cited  cases  of  painful  hardship 
and  humiliation  suffered  by  Norwegians  and 
said  that  these  events  are  resulting  In  anti- 
American  feeling  throughout  Norway,  where 
almost  every  family  has  some  connection 
with  the  merchant  marine. 

Representative  Waltik  telephoned  me  to 
say  in  entirely  cordial  fashion  that  be 
wanted  any  real  defects  in  the  law  corrected, 
but  that  he  thought  my  broadcast  to  be 
in  error.  On  Friday  Senator  McCarran  in- 
serted In  the  Congressional  Record  a  long 
letter  from  Argyle  Mackey,  Immigration 
Commissioner,  as  an  answer  to  my  points. 
Neither  Mackey  nor  McCarxan  have  accused 
me  of  any  deliberate  falsification,  but  the 
Senator  declared  in  the  Record  that  my 
statements  were  highly  Inflammatory  and 
misleading. 

I  have  always  thought  It  a  misuse  of  the 
broadcasting  privilege  for  a  commentator  to 
engage  in  personal  debates  with  others — he 
also  runs  the  risk  of  boring  his  audience — 
but  since  my  veracity  has  been  challenged 
In  this  official  and  public  manner,  my  only 
recourse  is  to  make  answer  here. 

The  more  I  have  checked  this  problem  of 
the  seamen,  the  more  I  am  inclined  to  be- 
lieve I  understand  the  case.  Where  Mackey 
la  right  and  I  was  wrong  is  on  the  case  of 
the  motorship  PleasantvUle.  1  had  said  this 
vessel  was  obliged  to  sail  overseas  with  nine 
extra  men,  violating  safety  regulations.  This 
was  based  on  the  report  of  the  ship's  master. 
However,  his  predicament  was  relieved  when 
he  called  at  further  American  ports,  because 
the  Barber  Line  representatives  intervened 
with  authorities.  Mackey  had  this  informa- 
tion when,  later,  he  wrote  his  letter  for 
McCarran.  though  I  did  not. 

I  am  Informed,  however,  that  other  ships 
have  been  obliged  to  sail  overstaffed,  the 
motorship  Hambro.  for  one,  and  that  stiU 
other  vessels  have  had  to  sail  understaffed, 
because  of  difficulties  encountered  under  the 
law. 

In  answer  to  other  points  I  made,  Com- 
missioner Mackey  fails  to  deny  that  immi- 
gration police  tried  to  search  the  Norwegian 
seammen's  home  in  Baltimore  and  encoun- 
tered a  strong  protest.     Interrogation  of  in- 
dividuals there,  of  course,  is  routine;  a  search 
Is  not.     I  said  that  police  on  Sunday,  Febru- 
8,  cross-examined   worshipers   as   they   came 
out    of    the    seamen's    Lutheran    Church    In 
Baltimore.     Mackey  writes  that  this,  done  by 
city  pxjlice.  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  law 
In  question.     This  may  be  true;  it  did  occur, 
however,  and  to  the  seamen,  of  course,  was 
another  example  of  their  new  humiliations. 
One  of  the  principal  aims  of  the  law  is  to 
keep    Communists    away    from    our    shores. 
Mr.    Mackey   does    not    deny    my    statement 
that  Interrogations  under  the  law  have  failed 
to  uncover  a  single  Communist  among  Nor- 
wegian   seamen;    the    same,    incidentally,    Is 
true  for  the  Swedes.     He  does  not  deny  my 
statement  that  Norwegian  women  stewards 
and  radio  operators  have  been  asked  by  im- 
migration investigators  if  they  have  engaged 
In  prostitution.     He  does  not  deny  that  rigid 
enforcement   of    the   shore-leave    time   limit 
and    consequent    fear    of    Ellis   Island    have 
forced  seamen  to  sign  on  ships  at  lower  rat- 
ings, with  loss  of  pay.     In  fact,  I  have  be- 
fore me  a  list  of  77  such  cases  on  Norwegian 
ships   alone   in   the   few  weeks  the   law   has 
been  in  effect.     I  said  that  sickness  can  re- 
sult  In    Ellis   Island    Imprisonment    because 
of    an    overstay.     Mr.    Mackey    In    his    letter 
implies    that    such    injustices    are    avoided. 
The  truth  U  that  this  is  the  No.  1  complaint 
of  the  Norwegian  seamen's  union.     He  might 
check  as  examples  the  cases  of  seamen  Kon- 
nerud,  Flathaug,  and  Larsen,  all  under  doc- 
tors' care,  but  all  locked  up  with  dozens  of 
other  men,  Larsen  suffering  with  a  hernia. 


I  wish  to  discuss  the  bigfer  aspects  of  this 
whole  problem  tomorrow,  but  perhaps  the 
best  answer  as  to  the  veracity  of  the  broad- 
cast Is  that  in  Baltimore  8  days  ago  Ameri- 
can officials  called  a  meeting  with  the  Nor- 
wegians and  promised  new  methods  of  en- 
forcement. Today  the  manager  of  the  sea- 
men's home  there  said,  "Your  broadcast  has 
Improved  things  already." 


[Eric  Sevareid.  CBS  Radio  News.  February  27, 

1953) 

This  will  be  the  second,  and.  I  hope,  final 
installment  of  my  answer  to  Senator  McCar- 
ran about  the  hardships  and  humiliations 
imposed  upon  Norwegian  shipping  and  sea- 
men, among  others,  growing  out  of  the  Mc- 
Carran-Walter  Immigration  law.  Senator 
McCarran  stated  In  the  Congressional 
Record  that  my  original  remarks  were  in- 
flammatory and  misleading  and  he  Inserted 
a  letter  from  Immigration  Commissioner 
Argyle  Mackey.  to  support  his  contention. 

I  might  have  added  last  night  that  If  the 
Senator  would  check  with  the  White  House, 
he  win  find  that  a  foreign  seamen's  petition 
has  arrived  there,  asking  the  President  for 
changes  In  the  law  It  says:  "Give  us  the 
freedom,  Justice,  and  equality  that  America 
has  always  promised"  According  to  Chair- 
man Silas  Axtell.  of  the  Andrew  Furuseth 
Legislative  Association,  this  petition  was 
signed  by  several  hundred  foreign  seamen  in 
New  York,  Norwegians,  of  course,  Included. 

In  his  letter.  Commissioner  Mackey  im- 
plies that  female  crew  members  asked  the 
humiliating  question  if  they  have  engaged 
in  prostitution,  are  so  asked  only  in  Indi- 
vidual cases  where  there  are  real  grounds 
for  suspicion.  This.  I  think.  Is  not  the  case. 
When  the  Norwegian  luxury  liner.  Stavangcr- 
fjord,  reached  New  York  this  month.  I  am 
told,  virtually  every  one  of  the  dozens  of 
women  employees  on  board  was  asked  that 
question. 

On  Friday,  Senator  McCarran  put  In  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Nordlsk  Tldende 
.vhich  speaks  favorably  of  the  new  law.  The 
Senator  calls  this  a  Norwegian  newspaper, 
and  the  implication  Is  that  Norwegian 
oplni.-in  is  not  unfavorable:  I  had  said  it  was. 
In  the  flrst  place,  the  Tldende  Is  an  Ameri- 
can new.'=paper,  Norwegian  only  in  language. 
In  the  secoi.'l  place,  that  article  was  printed 
when  the  law  had  been  In  effect  but  1  week. 
In  the  third  place,  on  February  19,  the  day 
before  the  Senator's  insertion,  the  same 
newspaper  carried  column  after  column  of 
Itemized  cases  showing  the  painful  effect  of 
the  law's  enforcement  on  Norwegian  ship- 
ping. If  the  Senator  will  check  the  edito- 
rial pages  In  Norway,  he  will  find  that  the 
whole  Norwegian  press,  from  rlgnt  wing  to 
left,  has  denounced  the  law  and  what  the 
Arbelderbladet  calls  the  Insufferable  atmos- 
phere It  has  created.  He  will  find  the  same 
reaction  in  the  Swedish  press. 

Unfortunately  for  the  Senator's  belief 
about  Norway's  satisfaction  with  the  law. 
I  can  reveal  now  that  on  the  very  day  the 
Senator  spoke  for  the  record  the  Norwegian 
Embassy,  on  specific  orders  from  Oslo,  filed 
its  third  protest  with  the  State  Department  — 
an  8-page  memorandum  summarizing  the 
confusions,  uncertainties,  and  hardships  re- 
sulting from  the  law  and  iu  severe  and  un- 
predictable enforcement.  It  covers  many  of 
my  points  and  much  more. 

Norwegians  would  not  dream  of  treating 
our  seamen  in  their  ports  as  we  now  treat 
theirs  in  ours,  and  of  their  deep  resentment 
there  is  no  doubt  whatsoever.  Theirs  is  one 
of  the  biggest  and  perhaps  the  most  efficiently 
managed  merchant  marine  in  the  world. 
For  years,  through  their  consular  offices,  their 
seamen's  union,  and  their  health  and  wel- 
fare offices,  they  have  exercised  careful  dally 
control  over  each  individual  Norwegian  sailor 
in  our  ports.  For  years  they  have  worked 
closely  and  successfully  with  the  FBI  to  keep 
out  subversives  or  criminals.     They  fall  to 


■ee  the  need  for  these  new  police-state  con- 
trols and  humiliations. 

During  the  big  war  their  fathers  and 
brothers  drowned  by  the  hundreds  keeping 
our  soldiers  supplied;  their  ships  are  their 
biggest  contribution  to  our  common  defense 
under  the  Atlantic  Treaty;  their  sallArs  are 
their  front-line  troops  in  our  mutual  strug- 
gle with  Communist  imperialism;  their  mer- 
chant marine  is  their  national  pride,  and  that 
pride  we  have  Injured. 

They  have  not  contended — nor  have  I — 
that  the  whole  law  Is  bad.  They  think  dif- 
ferent enforcement  methods  would  help  in 
some  respects.  But  altogether,  as  things 
stand  today,  they  feel  certain  that  something 
has  got  to  give. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  make  the  same 
request  with  respect  to  portions  of  a 
document  prepared  by  the  Norwegian 
Seamen's  Union  a.s  it  relates  to  our  pres- 
ent immigration  laws.  I  ask  that  the 
document  by  the  Norwegian  Seamen's 
Union  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  indignities  de- 
scribed by  Mr.  Sevareid  and  the  Norwe- 
gian sources  I  have  cited  are  unneces- 
sary. They  reflect  a  callousness  on  the 
part  of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  and 
on  the  part  of  our  ofBcials,  which  is  do- 
ing us  incalculable  damage  abroad.  As 
a  descendant  of  Norwegians  myself,  I 
am  terribly  aggrieved  at  the  loss  of  pres- 
tige which  my  country  is  today  suffer- 
ing in. Norway  as  a  result  of  the  Mc- 
Carran Act.  Many  other  Minnesotans 
of  Norwegian  descent  share  my  senti- 
ments. 

Representative  Walter  placed  In  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record,  page  A638.  an 
article  fiom  an  American  newspaper 
published  in  the  Norwegian  language,  in- 
dicating a  lack  of  concern  on  the  part  of 
Norwegians  with  the  operation  of  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act.  It  is  Interesting 
that  that  article  appeared  on  January  1, 
1953,  only  a  few  days  after  the  act  went 
into  operation. 

I   ask    unanimous    consent   that    the 
translation  of  an  article  appearing  in  the 
same  newspaper,  Uie  Nordisk  Tidende 
for  February  19.  1953,  be  printed  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  article  may  be  printed 
in  the  Record  a.s  requested. 

(See  exhibit  B  ) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  article  is  fur- 
ther evidence  of  Mr.  Sevareids  thesis. 

I  make  note  of  the  fact  that  this  is  the 
same  newspaper  which,  on  January  1, 
1953,  I  believe,  according  to  Representa- 
tive Walter,  carried  an  article  which  did 
not  seem  to  be  too  critical  of  the  McCar- 
ran Act;  but  on  Pebruary  15.  1953.  it 
took  an  entirely  different  point  of  view. 

In  that  connection,  too,  I  bring  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  an  editorial 
which  appeared  in  Colliers  magazine  last 
month  which  can  be  found  In  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Record,  page  A966.  The 
editors  of  Colliers  call  the  secUon  of  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act  affecting  foreign 
ships  and  sailors  and  visitors  from  other 
countries  "one  of  the  most  inept,  insult- 
ing, militantly  chauvinistic  and  obviously 
Ineffectual  items  in  the  whole  category 
of  Federal  leeislation." 
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Let  me  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I 
am  quoting  from  the  editorial  in  Colliers. 

More  than  our  relations  with  Norway 
is  at  stake,  however.  I  am  informed  that 
our  State  Department  has  also  received 
official  protests  from  Denmark,  Sweden, 
England,  and  France. 

I  want  that  statement  to  be  a  matter 
of  public  notice.  I  have  reliable  infor- 
mation that  our  State  Department  has 
received  ofBcial  protests  on  the  operation 
of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  from  the 
Governments  of  Denmark,  Sweden,  Eng- 
land, and  Prance. 

In  that  connection  I  refer  to  an  article 
appearing  in  the  Pebruary  23.  1953,  issue 
of  the  New  Leader,  written  by  the  London 
correspondent  of  that  anti-Communist 
weekly.  Mr.  T.  R.  Fi-vel.  He  lists  the 
enactment  of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act 
as  an  event  which  has  "caused  renewed 
flurries  of  anti-American  feeling"  in 
England.  No  similar  action  by  the 
United  States,  he  said,  "for  many  a  day 
has  received  such  unanimous  criticism 
in  the  entire  British  press." 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to  repeat  on  the 
Senate  floor  other  complaints  registered 
against  the  law  and  its  application. 
They  will  be  found  in  the  Recokd.  I  do 
want  to  take  this  occasion,  however,  to 
say  that  I  am  deeply  aggrieved  at  the 
nature  of  the  debate  on  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Immigration  Act. 

BKNATK    DIGNITY 

It  has  been  my  objective,  as  a  member 
of  the  Senate,  to  comport  myself  with  a 
dignity  becoming  the  office  and  to  respect 
the  dignity  of  my  colleagues  in  this  body 
and  in  the  other  Chamber.  In  spite  of 
that,  the  authors  of  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  have  seen  fit  to  reflect  upon 
the  integrity  and  the  patriotism  of  those 
who  oppose  the  legislation. 

Recently  the  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada has  been  distributing  through  the 
mails,  under  his  frank,  an  article  which 
he  placed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  on 
January  7.  1953— page  178 — and  which 
Mr.  Walter,  of  Pennsylvania,  placed  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record — page  A13 — 
by  a  Herbert  G.  Moore,  appearing  in  a 
magazine  called  the  National  Republic 
for  December  1952.  That  article  at- 
tempts to  identify  me  and  my  colleague, 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Lehman  1.  and  all  of  us 
who  opposed  the  McCarran-Walter  Act 
with  the  Communist  Party.  It  is  an  in- 
accurate and  unfair  article  which  plays 
loosely  with  the  facts  and  which  I  con- 
sider to  be  insulting. 

In  the  Interest  of  accuracy  and  truth. 
I  aiik  unanimous  consent  that  an  article 
prepared  by  me  on  "Who's  Fighting  the 
McCarran  Act"  which  appeared  in  the 
New  Leader  for  March  2,  1953.  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  following  my 
remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  article  may  be  printed  in 
the  Record  as  requested. 

(See  exhibit  C.) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  On  February  18, 
1953 — page  1163 — the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada (Mr.  McCarran  1  again  raised  the 
issue  of  communism  in  connection  with 
his  law  by  citing  a  news  story  from 
the  Chicago  Tribiuie.  according  to  which 


the  blueprint  for  Communist  operations 
calls  for  the  formation  of  blocs  of  leg- 
islators in  Congress  to  achieve  various 
legislative  purposes.  The  Senator  has 
the  article  reprinted  In  the  Record  and 
states  that  one  of  these  Communist-es- 
poused purposes  is  the  repeal  of  the  Mc- 
Carran Immigration  Act. 

I  consider  this  statement  and  iimuendo 
to  be  another  illustratidn  of  distorted 
half-truth  and  unfair  tactics  used  by  the 
proponents  of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 
I  comment  further  by  referring  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress  to  the  newspaper 
arUcle  itself.  While  it  lists  the  repeal 
of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  as  one  of 
the  Communist  aims,  it  also  lists  repeal 
of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  as  another  aim. 
Examination  of  the  Record  will  reveal 
that  in  1947  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
voted  against  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  and 
to  sustain  the  President's  veto.  In  1949 
he  voted  with  the  repeal  bloc  against  the 
Taft  substitute  for  the  bill  repealing  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act.  In  this  illustration 
the  illogical  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  might  well  be  used  against  him. 
for  in  accordance  with  his  terms,  he 
might  well  be  one  of  those  in  a  formation 
of  blocs  of  legislators  in  Congress  to 
achieve  various  legislative  purposes  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

I  reject  any  such  notion  insofar  as 
Senator  McCarran  is  concerned  just  as 
vehemently  i.s  I  reject  the  tactics  used 
by  Senator  McCarran  toward  my  col- 
leagues and  myself. 

In  that  connection.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  in  my  hand  an  editorial  from  the 
New  York  Journal -American  of  January 
3.  1953,  to  be  found  on  page  420  of  the 
Congressional  Record  of  January  16. 
1953.  which  reflects  the  policy  of  the 
Hearst  newspapers.  I  welcome  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Hearst  newspapers  to  the 
McCarran  Act.  More  particularly,  how- 
ever, I  refer  to  a  sentence  ii-  the  editorial 
which  states  that  Senator  McCarran 
was  In  error  in  declaring  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  his  bill  from  the  President's  Com- 
mission on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion was  a  "rehash  of  the  radical  left- 
wing  slant." 

In  saying  this,  the  Hearst  newspapers 
are  expressing  a  thought  consistent  with 
an  editorial  which  appeared  in  the  New 
York  Times  for  January  20.  1953,  con- 
demning Senator  McCarran  for  reck- 
lessly implying  that  opponents  of  his  act 
must  be  Communists  or  Communist  sym- 
pathizers.   The  editorial  says: 

Opponents  of  the  McCarran  Act  Include 
men  and  women  of  every  religion,  of  every 
national  strain.  Including  his  own:  of  every 
political  party,  of  every  occupation,  and 
every  walk  of  life.  A  little  more  confidence 
In  honesty  of  motives  and  a  little  less  sus- 
picion that  every  opponent  Is  a  spy  or  a 
traitor  would  go  a  long  way  both  on  and  oS 
the  floor  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

I  refer  also  to  an  editorial  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Washington  Post  for  De- 
cember 24.  1952,  criticizing  the  article  in 
the  National  Republic  reprinted  imder 
Senator  McCarran's  frank.  The  edito- 
rial calls  the  article  pernicious  nonsense. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  two 
editorials  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks* 


There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Poet  of  December  24. 

1952) 

McCakkan  Inauguration 

There  is  a  pathetic  Irony  in  the  fact  that 
the  eve  of  Christmas  should  have  been  cho- 
sen as  the  date  for  putting  into  effect  the 
McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act — an  act 
unparalleled,  so  far  as  American  legislation 
Is  concerned,  In  Its  expression  of  111  will 
toward  men.  The  McCarran-Walter  Act 
apes  the  Soviet  fear  of  foreigners  and  tram- 
ples on  American  traditions.  Some  of  Its 
provisions  go  so  far  as  to  mock  the  meaning 
of  the  Statue  of  Liberty  standing  In  the 
harbor  of  our  greatest  seaport  and  beckon- 
ing to  the  persecuted  and  oppressed  of  all 
lands. 

Like  so  much  contemporary  chauvinism, 
the  McCarran-Walter  Act  is  defended  in  the 
name  of  national  security.  But  the  secu- 
rity of  ihe  United  States  does  not  depend 
upon  degrading  naturalization,  as  this  act 
does,  to  a  conditional,  or  second-class  form 
of  citizenship.  The  security  of  the  United 
States  does  not  require  this  Nation  to  deal 
meanly  and  arbitrarily  with  aliens  who  come 
to  its  shores.  Restrictions  and  quotas  on 
immigration  In  the  interest  of  the  Ameri- 
can economy  there  must  be;  but  they  need 
not  discriminate,  as  does  the  present  act, 
against  the  persecuted  and  In  favor  of  the 
persecutors. 

The  supporters  of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act 
are  much  given  to  defending  it  by  attacking 
the  patriotism  of  its  critics.  There  has  come 
to  hand,  for  example,  a  reprint  from  ^  publi- 
cation calling  itself  National  Republic — a  re- 
print distributed.  Incidentally,  under  Sen- 
ator McCarran's  frank — which  quotes  the 
Daily  Worker  as  opposed  to  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  and  then  declares  blandly:  "If 
we  find  that  Communists  and  left-wingers 
are  against  such  a  bill,  then  it  Is  safe  to  say 
that  loyal  Americans  should  be  for  it."  It  is 
safe  to  say  that  this  is  pernicious  nonsense. 
Loyal  Americans  do  not  need  to  define  loy- 
alty in  terms  of  blind  anticommunlsm. 
Moreover,  opposition  has  come  from  great 
numbers  of  sober,  careful,  conservative,  and 
Indisputably  loyal  American  organizations 
and  Individuals. 

Among  the  critics  of  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act  Is  Gen.  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower.  "Only 
second-class  Americanism  tolerates  second- 
class  citizenship,"  he  said  In  a  speech  on 
Boston  Common,  October  21.  "It's  time  to 
get  rid  of  what  remains  of  both,  and  that 
Includes  rewriting  the  unfair  provisions  of 
the  McCarran  Immigration  Act."  We  believe 
that  In  the  real  interests  of  American  secu- 
rity the  Job  of  rewriting  cannot  begin  too 
soon. 

[Prom  the  New  York  limes  of  Tuesday, 
January  20,   1953] 

Revision  or  McCarran  Act 
On  this  day  when  General  Eisenhower  be- 
comes President  Eisenhower  It  is  appropriate 
to  remind  the  new  administration  and  the 
new  majority  In  Congress  than  on  October  17 
In  Newark  he  made  the  following  state- 
ment: 

"The  McCarran  Immigration  law  must  be 
rewritten.  A  better  law  must  be  written 
that  will  strike  an  intelligent,  unbigoted 
balance  between  the  Immigration  welfcu-e  of 
America  and  the  prayerful  hopes  of  the  un- 
happy and  the  oppressed." 

Even  without  regard  for  the  hopes  of  the 
unhappy  smd  oppressed,  a  better  law  must  be 
written  In  the  exclusive  Interests  of  the 
safety  and  the  welfare  of  the  United  States. 
For  the  racist  and  reactionary  philosophy  of 
the  McCarran-Walter  Act  not  only  does 
nothing  to  Increase  the  security  of  our  coun- 
try; it  actually  lessens  that  security  by  un- 
dermining the  principles  of  liberty,  equality, 
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and  Justice  for  which  this  RepubUc  stands. 
To  the  unthinking  It  gives  a  false  Illusion  of 
safety  against  Communist  penetration;  to 
the  thinking  It  gives  a  distorted  picture  of 
the  real   Ideals   of  democratic   America. 

The  report  of  President  Truman's  com- 
mission exposing  this  law  fco*  what  It  Is  has 
now  been  placed  In  the  hands  of  Congress. 
The  seven-man  commission  Included  a  for- 
mer dean  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania 
Law  School:  the  secretary  of  the  National 
Conference  of  Catholic  Charities;  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Lutheran  Theological  Seminary 
of  St.  Paul;  the  honorary  secretary  of  the 
American  Friends  Service  Conunittee;  two 
high  Government  officials,  and  a  former  So- 
licitor General  of  the  United  States. 

It  should  be  unnecessary  to  comment  on 
Mr.  McCaxkan's  implication  that  opponents 
of  the  act  must  be  Communists  or  Com- 
munist sympathizers.  Opponents  of  the  Mc- 
Carran  Act  Include  men  and  women  of  every 
religion,  of  every  national  strain,  Including 
his  own,  of  every  political  party,  of  every 
occupation  and  every  walk  of  life.  A  little 
more  confidence  in  honesty  of  motives  and 
a  little  less  suspicion  that  every  opponent 
is  a  spy  or  a  traitor  wovUd  go  a  long  way 
both  on  and  off  the  floor  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  Sutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  inclusion  of  the 
National  Republic  article  in  the  Record 
is  a  violation  of  rule  XIX  of  the  Rules 
of  the  Senate.  I  ask  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  the  majority  leader,  and  the 
minority  leader  to  examine  the  material 
in  the  hope  that  they  will  have  it  ex- 
punged from  the  Record.  I  desire  to 
make  it  crystal  clear  that  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  have  anyone  impugn  my  patriot- 
ism or  loyalty  by  associating  me  with 
what  I  consider  to  be  the  great  interna- 
tional conspiracy  of  the  Communist 
Party.  I  find  on  examining  the  article 
in  the  Congressional  Record  that  it  does 
that.  I  ask  the  minority  leader  and  the 
majority  leader  to  read  that  article  and 
to  determine  whether  or  not  it  is  in  con- 
formity with  rule  XIX  of  the  honored 
rules  of  the  United  States  Senate.  I 
make  the  same  request  with  regard  to  an 
article  which  Representative  Forrester, 
of  Georgia,  placed  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Congressional  Record  on  page  A68. 

M'CARRAN    ACT    OPPOSmON 

I  address  myself  now  to  some  of  the 
opposition  to  this  act.  I  realize  that 
there  are  honest  differences  of  opinion. 
and  I  am  not  under  any  circumstances 
challenging  the  motives  or  objectives  of 
those  who  were  the  proponents  of  the 
act.  They  have  their  political  philosophy 
and  political  point  of  view,  and  I  have 
mine.  There  is  plenty  of  room  for  dif- 
ferences in  a  democracy.  It  is  said  that 
even  in  heaven  there  are  many  mansions, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  therefore  on 
earth  we  have  a  right  to  have  differences. 
I  am  rather  proud  of  the  association  in 
which  I  find  myself  in  opposing  the  Mc- 
Carran  Act. 

There  is,  I  am  sure,  no  need  for  me  to 
tell  the  Senate  or  the  American  people 
of  the  overwhelming  responsible  opposi- 
tion to  the  McCarran-Walter  Immigra- 
tion Act  on  the  part  of  many  millions  of 
Americans.  Both  General  Eisenhower 
and  Governor  Stevenson,  as  our  major 
candidates  for  President,  stated  their  op- 
position to  the  act  during  the  course  of 
the  campaign. 


On  October  17,  General  Eisenhower 
in  a  speech  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  called  the 
McCarran  immigration  law  "another 
glaring  example  of  failure  of  our  national 
leadership  to  live  up  to  high  ideals.  The 
McCarran  immigration  law  must  be  re- 
written."— the  New  York  Times,  October 
18,  1952. 

In  Bridgeport,  he  said,  according  to 
the  New  York  Times: 

We  must  repeal  •  •  •  the  unfair  provisions 
of  the  McCarran  Act. 

In  Boston,  he  stated: 

Only  second-class  Americanism  tolerates 
second-class  citizenship.  It  Is  time  to  get  rid 
of  both,  and  that  includes  rewriting  the  un- 
fair provisic  s  of  the  McCarran  Immigra- 
tion Act. 

I  salute  '^ur  President  for  those  coura- 
geous st;  'ments.  I  want  him  to  know 
that  I  wii;  stand  with  him  in  every  ef- 
fort he  makes  to  modify,  revise,  amend, 
or  repeal  the  McCarran-Walter  Immi- 
gration Act.  I  hope  that  he  will  present 
us  with  such  a  program  so  that  we  may 
work  on  it. 

One  of  the  distinguished  citizens  of 
my  State,  Rev.  Thaddeus  P.  Gullixson. 
president  of  the  Lutheran  Theological 
Seminary  of  St.  Paul  and  chairman  of 
the  Lutheran  Resettlement  Service,  was 
a  member  of  the  President's  Commission 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
which  unanimously  condemned  the  Mc- 
Carran Act. 

The  National  Lutheran  Council,  rep- 
resenting 4  million  church  members  of 
8  denominations,  requested  Congress  to 
rewrite  the  McCarran  Act  when  it  met 
recently  at  its  35th  annual  convention  at 
Atlantic  City. 

The  National  Council  of  Catholic 
Women  met  recently  in  Washington. 
This  organization  adopted  a  statement 
of  principles  calling  for  an  immediate 
change  in  the  McCarran  Act. 

The  National  Board  of  Young  Wom- 
en's Christian  Association  likewise 
adopted  a  resolution  on  February  6.  at- 
tacking the  McCarran-Walter  Act  as 
manifestly  unfair. 

Msgr.  John  F.  O'Grady,  a  member  of 
the  Presidents  Commission  and  secre- 
tary of  the  National  Conference  of  Cath- 
olic Charities,  a  distinguished  friend  of 
many  Senators,  has  been  one  of  the  lead- 
ers of  the  move  against  the  McCarran 
bill.  During  his  recent  trip  to  Rome  he 
stated  that  by  reason  of  the  McCarran 
Act  "Italy  could  go  over  to  the  Commu- 
nists during  the  next  few  months."  He 
said  that  "there  is  every  evidence  that 
the  Communists  will  make  full  use  of 
the  discrimination  against  Italians  in  the 
act." 

Cardinal  Mooney,  of  Detroit,  has  de- 
nounced the  law  as  discriminatory. 
Archbishop  Cushing.  of  Boston,  recently 
demanded  revision  of  the  law  to  purge  it 
of  several  un-Christian  and  un-Ameri- 
can provisions;  and  Bishop  McVinney,  of 
Providence,  stated  that  the  law  reminded 
him  of  Hitler's  principles.  Bruce  M. 
Mohler,  director  of  the  National  Catholic 
Welfare  Conference  Bureau  of  Immigra- 
tion, recently  reviewed  the  Catholic 
Church's  long-standing  opposition  to  the 
national-origins-quota  policy  as  unfair, 
unscientific,  and  highly  discriminatory! 

The  American  Baptist  convention  re- 
cently passed  a  resolution  urging  Con- 


gress to  revise  the  McCarran-Walter  Act, 
so  that  it  would  be  more  in  keeping  with 
our  democratic  traditions.  The  Disciples 
of  Christ  approved  a  more  or  less  similar 
resolution,  as  did  the  triannual  general 
convention  of  the  Episcopal  Church,  last 
September. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
opposition  to  the  McCarran-Walter  Act 
is  rather  respectable.  It  does  not  ap- 
p>ear  to  me  to  he  coming  from  the  cess- 
p>ools  of  the  Kremlin  or  from  the  mouth- 
piece of  the  Kremlin  in  America,  the 
Daily  Worker.  It  seems  to  me  it  is 
coming  from  people  who  believe  in 
Christian  compassion.  Christian  decency, 
and  democratic  honor  and  integrity. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an 
article  written  by  Caspar  Nannes,  church 
news  editor  of  the  Washington  Star, 
and  appearing  in  that  newspaper  Febru- 
ary 22,  1953.  summarizing  the  position 
of  the  various  church  groups,  be  printed 
in  the  Record  following  these  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  D.> 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President. 
Republicans,  as  well  as  Democrats,  have 
opposed  the  McCarran-Walter  Act — and 
for  good  reason.  I  was  delighted  to 
read  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  February  16,  1953, 
repoiting  a  speech  by  Gov.  Theodore  R. 
McKeldin,  of  Maryland,  calling  for  re- 
peal of  the  McCarran-Walter  Immigra- 
tion Act.  He  said — and  now  I  shall 
quote  the  Governor  of  Maryland.  I 
have  never  been  quite  so  vehement  as 
he  was  in  my  criticisms,  and  I  wish  to 
make  it  crystal  clear  that  I  am  quoting 
now  from  the  report  of  the  speech  made 
by  the  Governor  of  Maryland.  He  said 
the  act  "is  the  mid-20th  century  version 
of  the  alien  and  sedition  laws  of  150 
years  ago.  In  time  we  shall  look  back  on 
the  McCarran  law  as  a  great  folly  and  an 
ignominious  chapter  in  our  Nation  s  leg- 
islative history." 

He  continued,  as  follows: 

Quite  apart  from  Its  oflcnsivcness  to  two 
preat  groups  in  America — the  Jews  and 
Catholics — its  harshness  is  indictable  for  two 
distinct  reasons  grounded  in  good  ethics 
and    practical    political    considerations: 

The  Governor  of  Maryland  continued: 

First.  It  contravenes  the  spirit  that  made 
the  United  States  a  refuge  for  the  oppressed 
who.  coming  here,  helped  to  make  this  coun- 
try great. 

Second  it  undermines  our  influence  as  a 
responsible  leader  in  the  community  of 
nations  by  suggesting  that  the  tarnish  of 
racial  hatred  and  religious  bigotry  guides 
our  actions. 

We  must  not  let  this  episode  discourage 
xis.  but  work  to  bring  this  abomination  to 
an  early  end. 

Mr.  Piesident.  that  statement  was 
made  by  a  distinguished  Republican 
governor.  If  my  memory  serves  me  cor- 
rectly, he  made  one  of  the  speeches  nom- 
inating the  gentleman  who  became  the 
presidential  candidate  of  the  Republi- 
can Party  in  the  recent  election,  the  gen- 
tleman who  now  is  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

I  am  also  gratified  at  the  overwhelm- 
ing editorial  response  in  favor  of  our 
position,  and  opposed  to  the  McCarran 
Act.  I  have  in  my  hands  a  series  of 
editorials  and  articles  from  the  Wash- 


ington Post,  the  New  York  Herald  Trib- 
une, the  Boston  Daily  Globe,  the  Phila- 
delphia Evening  Bulletin,  and  the  New 
York  Times,  opposing  the  McCarran  Act. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these  edi- 
torials anc*.  articles  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorials 
and  articles  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

|FYom  the  Washington  Post  of  February  16, 

1»53) 

McCaxkan   Act  Repeal  Advocate* 

BT    McKeldin 

Vallet  Forge,  Pa.,  February  15. — Gov. 
Tlieodore  R.  McKeldin,  of  Maryland,  took 
Maryland's  venerable  Act  of  Toleration  as  his 
text  today  In  calling  for  repeal  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter Immigration  Act. 

The  occasion  was  Maryland  State  Sunday 
at  Valley  Forge  State  Park. 

Besides  explaining  the  development  of  and 
reasons  for  the  old  1649  law  on  religious  free- 
dom. McKeldin  dealt  particularly  with  peri- 
ods when  reaction,  harsh  and  oppressive, 
brushed  it  aside. 

"Examine  the  meaning  of  the  recessions 
that  occur  now  and  then  In  the  forward 
march  of  man."  he  suggested. 

"A  similar  wind  of  Intolerance  Is  blowing 
In  our  time. 

"Tlie  McCarran-Walter  Act  la  the  mld- 
twentleth  century  version  of  the  alien  and 
sedition  laws  of  150  years  ago. 

•In  time  we  shall  look  back  on  the  Mc- 
Carran law  as  a  great  folly  and  an  Igno- 
minious chapter  In  our  Nation's  legislative 
history. 

'Quite  apart  from  its  offensiveness  to  two 
great  groups  in  America — the  Jews  and 
Catholics — its  harshness  Is  Indictable  for 
two  distinct  reasons  grounded  in  good  ethics 
and   practical   political  considerations: 

"First,  it  contravenes  the  spirit  tha*,  made 
the  United  States  a  refuge  for  the  oppressed, 
who  coming  here,  helped  to  make  this  coun- 
try great. 

"Second,  it  undermines  our  Influence  as  a 
responsible  leader  in  the  community  of  na- 
tions by  suggesting  that  the  tarnish  of  racial 
hatred  and  religious  bigotry  guides  our  ac- 
tions. 

"We  must  not  let  this  episode  discourage 
us.  but  work  to  bring  this  abomination  to 
an  early  end." 

McKeldin  described  Maryland  as  a  SUte 
Of  paradoxes,  geographically,  economically, 
politically,  and  philosophically.  He  cited 
its  contributions  to  medicine  and  science, 
culture,  political  action,  and  thought. 

Quoting  an  unnamed  source,  he  said: 

"I  Maryland  I  U  a  place  where  one  can- 
not always  do  as  he  pleases,  but  where  his 
right  to  say  anything  he  pleases  Is  respect- 
ed— even  when  he  speaks  foolishness  or 
worse." 

(From   the  Washington  Post  of  January  S, 
1953) 

iMMICaATION  POLICT 

A  genuinely  Illuminating  study  of  the  im- 
migration problem  has  been  produced  by  the 
President's  Conunlssion  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  Appointed  In  September 
under  the  chairmanship  of  former  Solicitor 
General  Philip  B.  Perlman.  the  Commission 
held  hearings  in  11  widely  scattered  cities, 
took  lestlmony  from  some  800  Interested  In- 
dividuals and  organizations — many  of  them 
expert  in  the  field  and  representing  a  great 
variety  of  religious,  educational.  welf<^re,  and 
labor  institutions — and  found  a  consensxis 
among  them  "to  the  effect  that  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act  of  1952  (the  Mc- 
Carran-Walter Act)  injures  our  people  at 
home,  causes  much  resentment  against  us 
abroad,  and  Impairs  our  position  among  the 
free  nations,  great  and  small,  whose  friend- 


ship and  understanding  Is  necessary  If  we  are 
to  meet  and  overcome  the  totalitarian 
menace." 

The  report  of  the  President's  Commission 
rests,    apparently,    on    a    radically    different 
premise  from  that  of  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act.     In  place  of  the  "attitude  of  hostility 
toward  and  distrust  of  all  aliens"  which  it 
ascribes   to   the   recently   enacted   law,   the 
Commission  report  reflects   a  firm  faith  In 
Immigration  as  a  vital  source  of  American 
strength.     It    would   approach   Immigration 
policy  with  the  idea  of  affirmative  selection 
of    recruits    for    the    American    society.      It 
would  select  these  newcomers  with  due  re- 
gard for  the  capacity  of  the  American  econ- 
omy to  absorb  them.     It  would  screen  them 
with  the  most  Jealous  concern  for  American 
security — but  without  the   blind  panic  and 
arbitrary  procedure  of  the  existing  law.     It 
would  welcome  them,   upon  proof  of   their 
fltness,  to  full  membership  In  the  American 
society — without    making    their    citizenship 
conditional  and  Inferior  to  that  of  the  na- 
tive-born, as  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  does. 
The    most    controversial    feature    of    the 
Commission  report  Is  its  flat  recommenda- 
tion that  the  national -orlglns-quota  system, 
on  which  American  immigration  policy  has 
been  based  since   1924,  should  be  abolished 
and  that  Instead  there  should  be  a  unified 
quota  system — admitting  an  annual  maxi- 
mum of  one-sixth  of  1  percent  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  United  States  as  determined  by 
the  most  recent  census — with  visas  allocated 
In  terms  of  family,  economic,  and  political 
needs,  but  without  regard  to  national  origin, 
race,   creed,   or   color.     The   report   proposes 
creation  of  a  permanent  Commission  on  Im- 
migration   and    Naturalization    to    allocate 
visas  and  administer  Immigration  and  natu- 
ralization policy. 

"The  quota  system,"  as  one  of  the  Com- 
mission's expert  witnesses,  Prof.  Oscar  Han- 
dlln.  rr  Harvard,  pointed  out.  "was.  In  Its 
origins,  and  remains  now,  a  reflection  upon 
the  Americanism  of  many  of  our  own  citi- 
zens; it  stands  In  the  way  of  a  rational  con- 
sideration of  the  present  utility  of  immigra- 
tion: and  it  is  an  unnecessary  burden  in  otir 
dealings  with  the  rest  of  the  world.  •  •  • 
A  moderate  flow  of  newcomers,  regulated  In 
terms  of  our  changing  needs,  would  add 
social  and  economic  strength  to  our  Nation." 
The  Commission  report.  In  addition,  be- 
speaks a  return  In  dealing  with  aliens  to  the 
ancient  American  concepts  of  due  process 
and  fair  play.  It  would  temper  Justice  with 
mercy  and  discretion  to  take  care  of  hard- 
ship cases.  It  would  facilitate  the  admis- 
sion of  temporary  visitors,  especially  leaders 
In  art,  science,  business,  and  the  profes- 
sions: and  it  would  make  all  those  who  were 
honestly  naturalized  secure  In  their  citizen- 
ship. This  Is  an  immigration  and  naturaliza- 
tion program  for  an  adult  and  secure  Amer- 
ica, unafraid  of  strangers,  confident  as 
America  always  has  been  in  the  past  of  her 
ability  to  take  and  use  and  gtfln  enrichment 
from  the  seekers  of  opportunity  and  freedom. 

I  From    the    New    York    Herald    Tribune    of 
January  3,  1953] 

Rxporr  on  iMicicaATioN 
The  seven-man  Commission  set  up  by  Pres- 
ident Truman  In  September  to  study  and 
evaluate  the  Immigration  and  naturalization 
policies  of  the  United  States  has  now  sub- 
mitted Its  report.  It  has  conducted  15  days 
of  hearings  In  11  cities,  has  made  a  compre- 
hensive analysis  of  the  testimony,  has  ar- 
rived at  some  reasoned  conclusions,  and  has 
based  on  them  a  set  of  Interesting  recom- 
mendations. The  report  follows  fairly  close- 
ly the  lines  of  the  President's  message  of 
June  25.  vetoing  the  McCarran-Walter  bill, 
and  constitutes  both  an  attack  on  certain 
features  of  that  bill  and  a  prescript  to  be 
used  In  rewriting  It. 

Instead  of  the  present  system,  based  on 
national    origins,    the    Commission    recom- 


mends what  it  calls  a  unified  quota  system. 
Under  it  the  maximum  annual  quota  would 
be  one -sixth  of  1  percent  of  the  total  popu- 
lation of  the  United  States — slightly  more 
than  250.000  on  the  bf^ls  of  the  1950  census. 
This  quota  would  be  allocated  by  a  proposed 
Commission  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization, whose  members  would  be  appointed 
by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Sen- 
ate. They  would  be  guided  by  the  following 
criteria:  The  right  of  asylum,  the  prospect  of 
reuniting  families,  the  needs  of  the  United 
States,  the  special  needs  of  the  free  world 
and  tlie  general  desirability  of  welcoming 
qualified  immigrants.  The  relative  weight 
to  be  given  to  these  criteria  would  be  deter- 
mined from  time  to  time  by  the  Commission. 
In  the  upshot,  supposedly,  the  Immigration 
law  would  provide  a  means  of  relieving  dis- 
tress in  any  part  of  the  world  and  would  be, 
moreover,  a  powerful  instrument  of  Amer- 
ican foreign  policy. 

The  Commission  has  made  out  a  strong 
case  against  the  national  origins  quotas,  but 
the  fact  remains  that  quotas  thus  established 
are  definite  and  automatically  resist  the  pres- 
sures of  special  groups,  whereas  the  criterl* 
listed  by  the  Commission  are  Indefinite  and 
automatically  Invite  such  pressures.  Cer- 
tainly the  law  should  encourage  rather  than 
discourage  immigration  and  should  have 
enough  flexibility  to  permit  exceptional 
treatment  of  exceptional  cases.  In  particu- 
lar, as  the  Commission  suggests,  the  whole 
subject  of  denaturalization  and  deportation 
needs  thorough  legislative  reexamination. 
The  new  administration  will  flnd  much  of 
value  in  this  painstaking  study  and  will  un- 
doubted y  have  reason  to  be  grateful  for  the 
time  and  thought  that  went  into  Its  making. 


(From  the  Boston  Dally  Globe  of  January 

2,  1953] 

"Whom  We  Shall  Welcome" 

"The  bosom  of  America  is  open  to  receive 
not  only  the  opulent  and  respectable 
stranger,  but  the  oppressed  and  persecuted 
of  all  nations  and  religions;  whom  we  shall 
welcome  to  a  participation  In  all  our  rights 
and  privileges,  if  by  decency  and  propriety 
of  conduct  they  appear  to  merit  the  enjoy- 
ment." 

So  declared  the  flr&t  President  of  the 
United  States  170  years  ago,  setting  forth 
the  principle  which  was  to  govern  our  Im- 
migration laws  and  the  spirit  In  which  these 
were  to  be  administered — until  enactment 
of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  last  June  sotight 
to  turn  the  Nation's  back  on  both. 

The  distinguished  members  of  President 
Truman's  Conunlssion  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization,  whose  study  of  that  act  Is  to- 
day presented  to  the  public,  seek  to  return 
our  country's  Immigration  policies  to  the 
broad  highway  of  our  traditions  whence  the 
Ineffable  Senator  MoCamlans  efforts  have 
temporarily  detoured  them. 

It  Is  unlikely  their  endeavor  will  fall, 
though  given  the  complexity  of  the  problem. 
the  task  may  require  considerable  time. 
MeanwhUe.  It  may  be  noted  that  seldom  In 
recent  political  history  has  there  been  a  more 
heartening  Illustration  of  the  functioning 
of  the  democratic  process  for  correcting  Ul- 
consldered  legislation  than  this  report  and 
Its  sunuuons  to  public  c^lnlon. 

The  strength  of  the  commission's  stand 
and  the  validity  erf  Its  plea  for  complete  re- 
vision of  the  law  (which  became  operative 
less  than  a  fortnight  ago)  are  attested  by 
the  fact  that  spokesmen  for  every  major 
reUgious  faith  In  America,  together  with  a 
host  of  civic  organizations,  members  of  the 
professions,  patriotic  societies  and  outstand- 
ing citizens  from  all  walks  of  life,  urged  this 
study  to  be  made.  All  gave  It  assistance. 
The  quality  of  Its  membership  also  lends 
weight  to  Its  proposals. 

It  Is  not  often  that  a  major  law,  so  recent 
In  origin.  Is  subjected  to  an  attack  so  scath- 
ing as  this  319-page  study.    The  act,  says 
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the  commission,  violates  American  principles, 
handicaps  the  economic  development  of  the 
United  States,  endangers  foreign  relations 
and  weakens  national  security. 

It  conjures  racial  discrimination  through 
an  archaic  quota  system  and  an  entirely 
unscientific  assumption  of  racial  differences. 
It  hampers  the  adjustment  of  pKjpul^tlon 
problems.  It  thwarts  this  country's  efforts 
to  strengthen  the  economic  and  political 
stability  of  our  allies. 

Worse:  It  blunts  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant psychological  weapons  in  the  cold 
war  by  snatching  from  the  refugees  from 
tyranny  the  goal  of  freedom  Itself.  Finally, 
in  numerous  administrative  provisions,  it 
nullifies  ideals  as  old  as  the  Republic. 

The  17  major  recommendations  put  for- 
ward by  the  commission  merit  careful  study 
from  the  Incoming  administration.  They 
are  practical,  well  found  in  experience, 
abreast  of  the  times,  yet  consonant  with 
Washington's  advice  and  the  principle  he 
defined. 

Abolition  of  the  old  national  origins  quota 
system  and  its  replacement  by  a  unified 
quota  system  which  would  allocate  visas 
without  regard  to  national  origin,  race, 
creed  or  color  is  probably  the  most  impor- 
tant of  these.  The  plea  for  transfer  of  all 
Inunigration  and  naturalization  functions 
to  a  new  agency  also  deserves  close  examina- 
tion. So  do  the  several  suggestions  for  fairer 
hearings,  a  saner  deportation  policy,  the  im- 
proved security  procedures. 

President  Truman,  in  the  veto  message 
which  Congress  rejected,  pointed  out  that  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act  was  a  siep  backward. 
The  need  for  a  modernized  immigration  law 
was  not  met  by  this  statute.  General  Elsen- 
hower also  assailed  the  act  during  the  recent 
campaign.  This  useful  report  provides  an 
ample  foundation  upK>n  which  to  build  a 
new  structure  of  law  in  keeping  with  tradi- 
tional principle  and  contemporary  need. 

Uncle  Dudley. 

[From  the  Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin  of 
January  2,  1953] 

McCaiwan  Act  Detects 

President-elect  Elsenhower  expressed  the 
view  during  the  campaign  that  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Immigration  Act^  which  went 
into  effect  Just  before  Christmas,  must  be 
rewritten.  Helpful  to  that  purpose  would 
be  the  report  Just  issued  of  a  Commission 
appointed  by  President  Truman.  Among 
the  members  of  this  Commission  are  two 
Pennsylvanians  highly  esteemed  in  this  com- 
munity— Earl  G.  Harrison,  former  dean  of 
the  University  of  Pennsylvania  Law  School, 
and  Clarence  E.  Pickett. 

The  Commission  holds  that  the  McCarran 
law  should  be  reconsidered  and  revised  from 
beginning  to  end. 

A  biting  comment  on  the  law  is  that  while 
it  was  intended  to  codify  and  clarify  pre- 
vious laws  on  the  subject,  it  is  even  more 
complex  than  preceding  legislation,  and  in 
some  respects  unworkable. 

The  law,  the  report  charges,  violates  Amer- 
ican principles,  handicaps  the  economic  de- 
velopment of  the  country,  endangers  foreign 
relations  anrf  weakens  national  security. 
Various  provisions  are  cited  as  unduly  harsh, 
even  cruel,  of  punitive  nature,  and  In  some 
cases  retroactive. 

The  whole  national-origins  principle  on 
which  our  legislation  has  been  based  since 
1924  is  criticised,  and  a  substitute  quota 
system  is  suggested. 

Such  a  radical  change  as  the  Commission 
suggests  may  be  lmp>06sible  to  get  through 
at  this  time.  But  there  Is  wide  room  for 
removing  obvious  crudities  and  unfair  and 
oppressive  provisions  of  the  act,  some  fea- 
tures of  which  have  already  evoked  foreign 
protest.  Congress  can  hardly  avoid  at  least 
commencing  the  remodeling  of  the  law. 


(From  the  New  York  Times  of  February  14, 
19531 

The  McCarran  Act:    Still  Bad 

Senator  McCarran  predicted  last  December 
that  the  fight  against  the  new  McCarran- 
Walter  Immigration  Act  would  be  pushed 
vigorously  after  the  new  Congress  convenes 
by  the  Communists  and  those  who  serve 
them  and  others.  President  Eisenhower, 
who  in  his  state  of  the  Union  message  called 
the  act  unjust  and  discriminatory,  is  of 
course  among  the  others.  So  are  Senators 
Lehman  and  Humphrey  and  many  members 
of  the  President's  own  party.  On  the  other 
hand.  Senator  Watkins.  of  Utah,  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  on  immigration,  says  he 
knows  of  no  need  for  changes  in  the  law. 
Most  of  the  400  witnesses  who  testified  be- 
fore Mr.  Truman's  Commission  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  thought  otherwise, 
but  it  could  be  that  Senator  Watkins  did  not 
read  or  did  not  believe  that  testimony. 

At  any  rate,  the  drive  to  civilize  the  act 
is  now  getting  started  again.  It  would  be 
pleasant  to  hear  that  strong  bipartisan  sup- 
port was  rallying  to  this  drive.  Certainly 
there  is  nothing  on  the  record  or  in  the  facts 
to  Justify  division  along  party  lines.  This  is 
bad,  deceptive,  and  bungling  legislation.  In 
theory  it  woula  let  in  close  to  155.000  immi- 
grants, the  great  majority  from  the  British 
Isles  and  northern  Europe.  Since  quotas 
are  based  on  1920  United  States  census  figures 
and  are  not  pooled,  the  quota  total  mean- 
ingless. In  effect,  the  doors  are  open  to 
thousands  who  don't  want  to  come,  closed  to 
other  thousands  who  desperately  want  to 
come.  And  this  under  rules  and  condlticns 
that  treat  every  intending  immigrant  or  trav- 
eler as  an  evildoer  or  conspirator  until  he 
proves  he  isn't. 

The  act  and  the  problem  are  too  compli- 
cated to  be  disposed  of  in  a  few  days.  How- 
ever, the  worst  abuses  could  be  removed  by 
amendment  and  a  revi.sed  law.  wiser  and  fair- 
er, could  be  worked  out  later. 

[From  the  New  York  Times] 
Ease  Immigration,  Lutherans  Plead — Their 

National    Council    Asks    That    Congress 

Make  Law  Fairer  to  Dark  People 
(By   George    Dugan) 

Atlantic  City.  February  5 —The  National 
Lutheran  Council,  at  its  35th  annual  con- 
vention here,  formally  requested  Congress 
today  to  rewrite  the  controversial  McCarran- 
'yValter  immigration  law.  The  council  is  a 
cooperative  agency  representing  4.000.000 
churchgoers  affiliated  with  8  Lutheran  de- 
nominations. 

Noting  with  "gratification  "  that  President 
Elsenhower  asked  Congress  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message  to  review  existing  legislation 
on  Immigration  and  naturalization,  the 
church  body  suggested  the  following  changes 
In  the  McCarran  law: 

1.  Substitut*  for  the  national  origins 
quota  system  a  "Just  and  workable"  plan 
that  would  avoid  racial  or  religious  discrimi- 
nation. (An  estimated  81  pjercent  of  the 
present  European  quotas  are  allocated  to 
northern  and  western  countries  ) 

2.  Establish  for  the  next  3  years  a  "statu- 
tory priority"  for  the  admission  annually  of 
100,000  refugees,  expellees,  escapees,  and  dis- 
placed persons. 

3.  Amend  the  present  law  to  give  natural- 
ized citizens  who  have  acquired  United 
States  citizenship  "In  good  faith  '  the  rights 
and  protection  enjoyed  by  American-born 
citizens. 

PROPOSALS    BY    DR.    T.    T.    GULLIXSON 

The  proposals  were  presented  to  the  coun- 
cil by  the  Reverend  Dr.  Thaddeus  F.  Gulllx- 
son.  of  St.  Paul,  a  member  of  the  Special 
Commission  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion appointed  last  fall  by  President  Harry 
S.  Truman  to  study  the  McCarran  law.     The 


law.  In  effect  since  last  December,  represents 
an  extensive  codification  of  earlier  legisla- 
tion. It  has  been  attacked  as  discrimina- 
tory  and  outdated. 

"The  discriminations  written  Into  the  very 
wording  of  our  immigration  laws  cannot 
stand  uncontested  in  the  face  of  the  rising 
tides  of  racial  self-respect  among  all  the 
darker  peoples  of  the  earth,  "  Dr.  GulUxson 
said. 

"It  Is  obvious  that  the  collective  citizen- 
ship of  our  country  has  the  right  to  decide 
who  shall  be  invited  to  the  privilege  of 
citizenship  here.  It  is  also  obvious  that 
the  law  by  which  they  come  should  not 
carry  implications  which  are  at  variance 
with  the  principles  upon  which  the  Nation 
is  founded." 

Between  1930  and  1951,  Dr.  GulUxson  de- 
clared, only  1.1  percent  of  our  quota  Im- 
migrants came  from  Asia,  03  percent  from 
Africa,  and  0.4  percent  from  the  Pacific 
Islands. 

The  "real  crux"  of  the  problem,  he  com- 
mented, is  "our  relation  to  that  two-thlrda 
of  the  human  race  which  is  not  white  " 

Dr.  GulUxson  told  the  council  that  pro- 
posals were  now  being  considered  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress  fi)r  emergency  legisla- 
tion to  care  for  the  needs  In  some  Europjean 
countries  with  refugee  and  overpopulation 
problems.  He  warned,  however,  that  while 
emergency  legislation  might  t>e  a  stopgap 
It  "leaves  unanswered  an  issue  which  is  even 
more  Important  to  the  United  States  in  her 
present  attempt  to  achieve  world  leader- 
ship" 

That  issue,  he  said,  is  the  "opportunity  to 
tell  the  nonwhlte  two-thirds  of  the  human 
race  that  we  do  not  regard  them  as  inferior 
members.  ' 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  February  0. 

1953  1 
McCarran  Act  Criticized — National  Board  or 

YWCA  Asks  Dlschimination   Be  Ended 

Legislation  to  remove  from  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Immigration  Act  all  unjust  and  dis- 
criminatory practices  was  advocated  yester- 
day by  the  National  Board  of  the  Young 
Women's  Christian  Association,  600  Lexing- 
ton Avenue. 

The  board  adopted  a  resolution  urging  laws 
to  assure  that  our  immigration  policy  was 
bcised  on  a  consideration  of  humiin  welfare 
as  well  as  on  our  own  special  need.s  and  re- 
sponsibilities. The  resolution  further  advo- 
cated immediate  legislation  to  admit  to  the 
United  States  its  fair  share  of  refugees  and 
remaining  displaced  persons. 

The  board  declared  that  the  McCarran- 
Walter  system  fixing  immigration  quotas  on 
the  basis  of  national  oMgins  of  our  popula- 
tion was  manifestly  unfair  because  immi- 
grants from  Great  Britain  and  Western  Eu- 
rope will  still  receive  preferential  treatment. 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  January  25. 

19531 
Aid  to  Reds  Seen  in   McCarran  Act— Msgr. 
John  O  Gradt  Asserts  in   Rome  Law  May 
Turn  Many  Italians  to  Communists 
Rome.  January   24  —An  American   Roman 
Catholic  priest  asserted  tcxlay  that  complete 
disillusionment  with  new  United  States  im- 
migration laws  seriously  threatened  to  drive 
many  Italians  into  Communist  ranks. 

Msgr.  John  OGrady,  of  Washington.  D  C, 
who  served  on  President  Truman's  Commis- 
sion on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  last 
year,  declared  In  a  prepared  speech: 

"There  Is  a  great  danger  lest  many  Italians, 
on  the  basis  of  complete  disillusionment  in 
regard  to  our  immigration  legislation,  may 
vote  for  the  Communists  in  the  next  elec- 
tion. •  •  •  It  is  conceivable  that  by  reason 
of  our  immigration  legislation,  Italy  could 
go  over  to  the  Communists  during  the  next 
few  months." 
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A  general  ItalUn  election,  the  first  since 
1048.  U  scheduled  this  spring.  The  present 
pro-Atlantic  Pact  government  faces  a  bitter 
ballot-box  bid  for  power  from  the  Commu- 
nlsU,  who  claim  2  million  party  members  In 
lUly.  plus  powerful  pro-Communist  Social- 
ist allies. 

Monslgnor  O'Grady,  speaking  at  a  meeting 
sponsored  by  the  Italian  Catholic  Migration 
Committee,  said  there  U  every  evidence  that 
the  CommunUU  will  make  fuU  use  of  the 
discrimination  against  lUllans  in  the  Mc- 
Carran-Walter Act. 

The  Washington  monslgnor  said  the  Mc- 
Carran Act  seemed  to  beUe  all  the  fine  things 
America  stood  for. 

Italy  is  troubled  by  unemployment,  over- 
population, and  has  some  700.000  Italians 
who  were  forced  back  to  Italy  after  the  war 
from  the  colonies  and  Balkans,  and  for  these 
reasons  emigration  Is  essential,  he  declared. 

He  said  that  the  President's  Commission 
found  a  rising  tide  of  public  opinion  In  the 
United  States  that  favors  a  oonstructlve  Im- 
migration policy.  Such  a  policy  U  supported 
by  the  great  majority  of  church  leaders  of 
all  denominations,  he  added. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  that  an  article  by  I>r.  Clement 
S  Mihanovich,  director  of  the  depart- 
ment of  sociology  at  St.  Louis  University, 
on  Catholic  Views  on  Our  Immigration 
Law,  be  printed  In  the  Record  following 
these  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  E.) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
article  by  Dr.  Mihanovich  reports  a  2-day 
Institute  on  Immigration  on  October 
22-24  1952.  "to  secure  something  of  a 
unified  opinion"  toward  the  McCarran 
Act  among  Catholics.  Dr.  Mihanovich 
lists  20  major  provisions  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter Act  which  the  institute 
unanimously  objected  to  and  criticized. 
He  then  goes  on  to  list  other  objections 
and  recommendations  foi  drastic  change 
In  the  McCarran  Act. 

The  evidence  Is  clear  that  the  religious 
and  democratic  conscience  of  America  is 
against  our  present  immigration  laws. 

DANGES  OF  RELIGIOUS  BIAS 

There  is  one  other  item  which  I  now 
wi.sh  to  discuss  in  connection  with  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act.    On  February  12. 
Representative   Walter   placed   In   the 
Appendix  of  the  Congressional  Record 
a  brief  excerpt  from  a  story  which  ap- 
peared in  the  New  York  Times,  reporting 
an  address  delivered  for  me  in  New  York 
on  January  28.  on  the  question  of  immi- 
gration  legislation.    I   fail   to   see   the 
point  of  Mr.  Walter's  selectivity  in  lift- 
ing from  the  news  item  only  one  para- 
graph unless  he  is.  thereby,  attempting 
to  demonstrate  his  often  refuted  point 
that  his  immigration  bill  is  being  opposed 
primarily  by  those  who  are  concerned 
with  the  terrible  tragic  suffering  now 
being  undergone  by  the  Jewish  people  in 
Europe.    In  the  Interest  of  accuracy,  I 
think  it  is  important  that  my  whole  ad- 
dress—the entire  text  of  the  address— be 
printed.    By  the  way.  Mr.  President,  the 
address  was  also  recorded,  so  there  can 
be  no  doubt  or  question  as  to  the  accu- 
racy   of    the    text.    I.    therefore,    ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  it  included 
in  the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
remarks. 


The  PRESIDTNG  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  F.) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Walter's  thesis  is  not  accurate.  It  is 
also  Inadvisable  and  dangerous,  in  that 
It  may  result,  knowingly  or  unknowingly, 
in  religious  controversy,  division,  bias, 
and  misunderstanding.  The  Inaccuracy 
of  the  thesis  is  demonstrated  by  the  evi- 
dence presented  in  these  remarks. 

M'CABRAN-WALTEB   ACT  NXEDS  SEVISIOK 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  want  to 
express  my  hope  that  the  Congress  will 
act  to  carry  out  the  part  of  President 
Eisenhower's  state  of  the  Union  message 
calling  for  a  drastic  revision  of  the 
McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act.  I 
am  ready  to  Join  in  a  bipartisan  effort 
to  accomplish  that  objective.  I  regret 
that  this  proposal  was  not  listed  among 
the  11  "must"  items,  emanating  from  the 
recent  conference  at  the  White  House 
between  the  President  and  the  leaders 
of  the  majority.  The  facts  are  available, 
the  campaign  pledges  are  clear ;  the  time 
for  us  to  act  is  now.  I  urge  the  majority 
to  expedite  the  necessary  committee  and 
floor  action  so  that  we  can  begin  rewrit- 
ing and  improving  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act  in  the  next  days  to  come. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Miimesota  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.     Am  I  correct  in  under- 
standing that  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota has  again  submitted  or  is  about  to 
resubmit  the  series  of  amendments  in 
which  I  joined  him  at  the  last  session? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.   MORSE.     Is   the   Senator   from 
Minnesota  about  to  resubmit  them? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  am. 
Mr.  MORSE.     I  wish  to  say  that,  as  in 
the  last  session,  so  in  this  one,  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  join  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota in  those  amendments,  because  I 
think  we  have  already  been  proven — so 
far   as    the    general   sentiment   in   the 
United  States  is  concerned — to  have  been 
correct  when  we  first  fought  for  those 
amendments.     In  fact.  I  believe  one  of 
the  most  interesting  things  about  the  last 
campaign*  was   that    in    the    midst   of 
the   campaign  the   Republicans   rather 
changed  their  position  regarding  the  en- 
tire immigration  issue.    During  the  cam- 
paign they  talked  quite  differently  from 
the  way  they  talked  here  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  when  the  McCarran  bill  was 
pending,  and  when  the  debate  on  that 
bill  was  proceeding. 

When  the  Republicans  began  to  dis- 
cover that  large  groups  of  people  in  the 
United  States  were  aware  of  the  fact 
that  that  bill  was  in  serious  need  of 
amendment,  the  Republicans'  campaign 
speeches  began  to  take  on  a  tone  a  little 
different  from  the  one  they  had  used  in 
the  early  days  of  the  campaign,  as  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  will  recall, 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  certainly  do. 
Mr.  MORSE.  The  newspapers  of  the 
country  were  writing  editorials  telling 
their  readers  what  an  acceptable  bill  the 
McCarran  bill  was,  at  the  time  when  it 
was  before  the  Senate;  but  as  the  cam- 
paign progressed,  the  newspapers  began 
to  change  their  time,  too,  because  they 


realized  that  the  biU  was  a  political 
liabiliU^. 

In  view  of  the  experience  the  news- 
papers have  had  and  the  barometer  read- 
ings they  have  taken.  I  believe  perhaps 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  now  in 
a  better  position  to  have  the  amend- 
ments adopted ;  and  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
am  very  happy  to  join  him  in  the  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
recall  very  well  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  one  of  the  stanchest  sup- 
porters and  defenders  of  those  amend- 
ments. I  wish  to  say  to  him  that  if  those 
amendments  had  been  adopted,  much  of 
the  indignity  we  have  had  to  suffer  and 
much  of  the  suffering  that  has  been 
caused  would  not  have  come  about  at  all. 
I  believe  that  throughout  the  country 
there  has  been  a  great  reawakening,  or 
at  least  a  learning  process,  on  the  part 
of  millions  of  people  and  many  respect- 
able organizations  in  the  United  States 
who  now  realize  that  something  has  to 
be  done  quickly. 

So  far  as  the  investigation  of  the  Voice 
of  America  is  concerned,  inasmuch  as  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  partici- 
pate in  that  investigation,  I  shall  not 
comment  on  it,  except  to  say  that  the 
Voice  of  America  now  is  being  largely 
nullified  by  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 
I  can  say  that  eminent  members  of  the 
Norwegian  C3rovernment  and  eminent 
members  of  the  Swedish  and  Danish 
Groverrunents  have  told  me  that  the 
voice  that  is  being  heard  in  their  coun- 
tries today  is  the  voice  of  bitterness  to- 
ward the  United  States,  because  of  indig- 
nities which  we  have  forced  upon  their 
people  by  law  and  by  the  actions  of  our 
officials. 

Of  all  the  countries  on  the  face  of  this 
earth  none  have  been  more  like  kinfolk 
to  us,  brothers  and  sisters,  than  have  the 
Scandinavian   countries;    and   yet,   Mr. 
President,  they  are  angry,  righteously 
angry — and  I  may  say  there  is  nothing 
more  justified  than  righteous  anger — 
because  their  own  people,  people  who 
have  been  as  true  and  faithful  in  their 
love  and  spirit  as  any  people  the  world 
has  ever  known,  are  now  suffering  in 
American  ports  under  the  terms  of  this 
law.    When  we  ought  to  be  breeding  the 
spirit  of  good  will  toward  people  who 
were  our  friends,  what  are  we  doing? 
By  our  official  acts  we  are  casting  doubt 
oi.  their  decency,  thei'  honor,  their  dem- 
ocratic  faith.     This  has  happened  in 
port  cities  not  any  further  away  from 
Washington.  D.  C.  than  Baltimore,  Md. 
Mr.  Sevareid  explains  in  his  broadcast 
that  immigration  officials  literally  met 
Norwegian  seamen  coming  out  of  the 
Norwegian  Lutheran  Church  on  Satur- 
day to  apprehend  them— why?    Because 
of  the  Iftw. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  it  quite 
clear  that  there  are  a  great  many  people 
who  are  antl -Communist.  Anticommu- 
nism  needs  to  be  better  outlined  and  de- 
fined by  setting  forth  what  one  is  for. 
Hitler  was  anti-Ctommunist — he  said  so, 
at  least.  I  think  the  question  is.  Is  one 
profreedom?  is  he  proliberty?  is  he  pro- 
human  decency  and  prodemocracy? 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at  all  inter- 
ested in  seeing  laws  placed  on  the  books 


«&l 


•1 


1706 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  6 


f 


of  the  United  States  Government  that 
are  merely  designed  to  be  anti-Commu- 
nist, if  they  are  also  insulting  to  liberty- 
loving  people  throughout  the  world.  No 
amount  of  money  we  might  appropriate 
can  redeem  our  good  name  once  we  have 
officially  injured  the  pride,  offended  the 
sense  of  fair  play,  r.nd  reflected  upon  the 
good  name  of  people  whom  we  would 
like  to  have  as  our  friends. 

I  shall  stand  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate time  after  time  until  some  definite 
action  is  taken  about  the  present  immi- 
gration law,  to  remind  this  august  body 
that  while  we  can  spend  billions  of  dol- 
lars trying  to  revamp  the  Voice  of  Amer- 
ica, or  trying  to  build  good  will,  or  mu- 
tual security,  yet  by  failing  to  act  on  cer- 
tain humanitarian  legislative  proposals, 
or  by  acting  in  the  way  we  did  in  passing 
the  McCarran-Walter  Act.  we  will  de- 
stroy everything  we  are  trying  to  build. 
What  the  people  of  the  world  want  to- 
day more  than  anything  else  is  accept- 
ance. They  want  to  be  held  in  a  spirit 
of  equality.  They  want  to  be  respected. 
They  want  to  be  treated  as  equals.  We 
have  set  ourselves  up  as  some  kind  of 
superpatriots.  so  to  speak,  pointing  the 
finger  at  people  from  all  over  the  world 
who  have  helped  make  this  Nation  rich 
and  powerful,  and  saying  to  them.  "You 
are  not  clean." 

I  conclude  by  saying  that  any  nation 
that  closes  its  doors  will  soon  close  its 
mind  and  close  its  heart;  or  perhaps  1 
should  turn  it  around  and  say  that  we 
begin  to  close  our  doors,  the  portals  to 
this  great  Republic,  when  we  have  closed 
our  hearts  and  closed  our  minds.  It  is 
easy  to  give  away  money,  but  it  takes 
real  character  to  show  affection  and  re- 
sp>ect  for  other  people  around  the  world; 
and  that  is  the  job  that  we  must  face  up 
to.  I  submit  that  unless  we  do.  it  will 
not  make  any  difference  what  kind  of 
radio  transmitters  we  have.  We  can  hire 
the  finest  public-relations  experts  we  can 
get  from  the  best  public-relations  firm, 
and  we  can  spew  over  far-off  areas  and 
coo  to  them  the  finest  words  man  can 
possibly  conceive,  but  I  submit  that  our 
bad  deeds  drown  out  our  words,  just  as 
our  good  deeds  can  drown  out  any  evil 
propaganda  against  us. 

My  comment  today  is  not  only  in  de- 
fense in  the  integrity  of  those  who  have 
opposed  the  McCarran-Walter  Act — that 
defense  was  made  strictly  as  a  matter 
of  personal  privilege — but  I  also  make 
my  comments  today  in  behalf  of  a  more 
rational  and  reasonable  approach.  It 
may  not  be  as  I  would  want  it.  but  at 
least  there  is  room  for  improvement, 
and  I  call  upon  this  administration.  I 
call  upon  anyone,  to  work  with  us  in 
modifying  what  I  consider  to  be  some  of 
the  most  onerous  and  indefensible  por- 
tions of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 

Next  week  I  shall  offer  in  this  body  a 
resolution  calling  upon  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  to  spend  its 
time — a  little  of  its  time — looking  into 
the  effect  of  this  act  upon  our  foreign 
policy.  I  think  the  effect  of  this  act 
upon  the  foreign  policy  of  our  country 
and  our  relationship  with  other  countries 
is  very  important. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon.    . 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  commend  the  Sen- 
ator for  the  announcement  he  has  just 
made  with  regard  to  the  resolution  he 
proposes,  and.  if  he  does  not  consider  my 
joining  with  him  in  the  resolution  a 
liability,  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  join 
in  it. 

Mr.    HUMPHREY.     T   never   assume 

that  any  association  of  mine  with  the 

Senator  from  Oregon  is  a  liability. 

Exhibit  A 

The  McCarran  Act  and  Its  Applicatiom 

(By  Einar  Johansen,  Norwegian  Seamen's 

Union) 

THE   NORWEGIAN    MERCHANT   MARINE   AND 
NORWEGIAN    SEAFARERS 

Norway  has  great  traditions  as  a  seafaring 
nation.  For  many  of  you  It  might  seem 
strange  that  Norway  with  Its  small  popu- 
lation should  make  International  shipping 
the  most  Important  part  of  the  country's 
economic  structure.  After  a  closer  study  of 
the  country  itself,  you  will  not  only  find  It 
less  surprising  but  quite  natural.  First  of 
all.  our  shoreline,  including  flord.s  and  long 
inlets.  Is  about  12.000  miles,  although  the 
general  outline  of  the  coast  is  only  about 
2.100  miles.  It  is  not  very  surprising  that 
3  out  of  every  4  Norwegians  are  living  within 
20  miles  of  the  sea.  and  that  a  large  part  of 
the  population  has  to  go  to  sea  for  a  living 
and  for  transport.  About  74  percent  of  Nor- 
way Is  made  up  of  mountains  and  moors, 
glaciers  and  lakes,  which  make  beautiful 
sceneries  but  have  very  little  productive 
value.  Forests  cover  23  percent  of  the  coun- 
try and  only  about  3  percent,  which  is  less 
than  3  million  acres.  Is  cultivated  land.  A 
great  part  of  Norway's  population  of  a  little 
more  than  3  million  make  their  living  from 
the  sea  or  industries  connected  with  it.  and 
international  shipping  offers  the  only  oppor- 
tunity to  cover  foreign  trade  balance  These 
are  a  few  of  the  reasons  why  Norway's  m^^r- 
chant  marine  throughout  history  and  today 
are  the  most  important  factor  of  the  coun- 
try's economic  structure. 

Conditions  for  (5Ur  seamen  on  board  and 
ashore  are  founded  upon  the  principle  that 
any  seaman  has  equal  rights  with  any  citizen 
making  a  living  ashore,  and  a  little  more  due 
to  conditions  around  the  world  and  the  char- 
acter of  shipping  in  itself.  A  Norwegian 
A.  B.  is  paid  more  than  the  average  me- 
chanic. When  it  comes  to  other  conditions, 
such  as  unemployment  Insurance,  health  and 
accident  insurance,  old-age  pensions,  condi- 
tions on  board  ship,  accommodation  and 
food,  safety-at-sea  regulations,  and  so  on, 
Norway  is  second  to  none.  The  system  covers 
a  seaman  his  entire  lifetime,  according  to  the 
principle  that  everyone  who  all  his  life  has 
worked  for  the  benefit  of  society  Is  entitled 
to  economic  and  social  security  for  himself 
and  his  family.  A  seaman's  right  to  pay  off 
wherever  he  chooees  with  notice  agreed  upon 
and  his  right  to  be  paid  his  due  wages  are 
recognized  principles.  During  the  last  World 
War  the  Norwegian  seamen  were  always  at 
the  front. 

On  the  afternoon  of  April  9.  1940.  the 
masters  of  the  oceangoing  ships  of  the  Nor- 
wegian fleet  received  radio  instructions  direct 
from  Oslo:  "All  Norwegian  ships  will  proceed 
at  once  to  Norwegian  or  neutral  ports."  On 
the  heels  of  the  message  from  the  invading 
Germans  came  a  second,  this  time  from  Lon- 
don: "Norwegian  ships  will  proceed  with  all 
possible  speed  to  British  or  Allied  ports."  In 
the  China  seas,  off  the  Panama  Canal,  off 
the  French  coast,  in  the  Pacific,  in  the  At- 
lantic, at  Antwerp.  In  the  North  Sea,  Nor- 
wegian captains  scratched  their  heads — and 
made  their  choice.  A  thousand  masters,  all 
those  outside  occupied  ports,  commanding 
nearly  3,800,000  gross  tons  of  shipping,  with- 
out exception  obeyed  the  London  call.  Thus 
about  80  percent  of  the  Norwegian  merchant 
fleet,  the  fastest,  the  most  modern,  and  the 
fourth  largest  In  the  world,  was  saved  from 


German  seizure.  It  was  the  biggest  prize  of 
the  oceans,  then  or  since,  and  was  said  to 
be  worth  more  than  a  million  soldiers. 

As  explained  before,  the  control  of  the  Nor- 
wegian seamen  In  the  United  States  has  been 
through  the  consular  office,  the   Norwegian 
Seamen's   Union,   later    followed    up   by   ths 
Scandinavian  Shipping  Office,  the  Norwegian 
Public   Health   Service,   the   Norwegian   Sea- 
men's Welfare  Office  for  the  Norwegian  Sea- 
mien.     A    broad    social    legislation    such    as 
health  and  accident  Insurance,  together  with 
unemployment  insurance  are  applied  vo  the 
Norwegian  seamen  even  ashore  In  the  United 
States,  where  the  Norwegian  Seamen's  Union 
Is  represented.     That  means  that  a  bona  fide 
Norwegian   seaman    signed   off   a   Norwegian 
ship  in  the  United  States,  at  no  time  can  be- 
come a  public  charge  to  the  United  States  of 
America.   If   he   follows   a   few   simple   rules. 
When  a  seaman  pays  off  in  the  United  States 
or  elsewhere  he   i.s,   according   to  agreement 
and  Norwegian  law,  paid  1 1«   days'  vacation 
for  each  month  served.     After  his  vacation, 
he    will    be   covered    by    the    unemployment 
In.surance.  which  pays  him  $3  60  a  day  during 
the  time  he  is  applying  for  a  Job.     During 
his  service  on  the  ship,  his  vacation  ashore 
and  the  time  he  is  applying  for  a  new  Job, 
both  the  seaman  himself  and  his  family  are 
covered   by  same   insurances.     Such   a   bona 
tide  seaman  can   never  be  a  burden   to  any 
other  country,   if  he  df>e8  not   wilfully  stay 
ashore  In  the  United  States  longer  than  per- 
mitted.    Further,  according  to  the  McCarran 
Act,    the    shipowners    are   responsible   up    to 
five    years    for    any    alien    admitted    to    the 
United  States.     The  risk  therefore  seems  to 
be  minimal  if  twna  fide  seamen  were  granted 
more  freedom  of  movement  under  the   new 
McCarran    Act.    those    who    are    counted    as 
security  risks  exempted. 

SCANDINAVIAN  SHIPPING  omCES  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

Since  September  1936  the  Norwegian  Sea- 
men's Union  has  maintained  offices  in  the 
port  of  New  Ycrk.  Later  on,  offices  were 
opened  in  Baltimore.  New  Orleans,  San  Pedro, 
and  San  Francisco.  During  all  the  years  our 
union  has  been  represented  in  the  United 
States,  we  have  cooperated  with  the  American 
authorities  with  regard  to  Immigration  rules. 
Coast  Guard  regulations,  and  lately  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950.  In  the  al>ove- 
mentioned  cities  we  have  also  established 
Joint  supply  offices  known  as  the  Scandina- 
vian Shipping  Office,  Inc  ,  for  the  purpose  of 
shipping  seamen  to  Scandinavian  ships. 
The  Scandinavian  Shipping  Office  In  New 
York  was  organized  and  incorporated  in  June 
1938  by  the  following  organizations:  Danish, 
Norwegian,  and  Swedish  shipowners'  associa- 
tions, Danish.  Norwegian,  and  Swedish  sea- 
men's organizations.  A  board  of  directors 
was  appointed  by  the  above  organizations 
consisting  of  the  consul  general  of  Denmark, 
consul  general  of  Norway,  and  consul  general 
of  Sweden,  one  representative  each  from  the 
shipowners'  associations,  and  one  represen- 
tative each  from  the  seamen's  associations. 

The  purpose  of  the  Scandinavian  Shipping 
Office,  Inc  ,  is  to  facilitate  a  Just  and  imme- 
diate distribution  of  Jobs  to  be  filled  from 
time  to  time  on  Scandinavian  ships.  As  soon 
as  the  seamen  have  been  signed  off  in  New 
York,  they  report  to  our  office  In  156  Mon- 
tague Street.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  In  order  to 
register  for  reshlpment.  A  card  is  Issued  for 
every  seaman  and  the  Jobs  made  available 
to  the  seamen  according  to  the  length  of  time 
they  have  been  registered.  At  the  end  of 
the  day,  if  no  suitable  Jobs  have  been  avail- 
able, the  seaman's  shipping  card  Is  stamped 
with  a  date  stamp  which  signifies  that  the 
seaman  has  been  willing  and  available  for 
any  vacancy.  A  seaman  Is  allowed  to  refuse 
three  Jobs  offered  to  him  and  receives  a 
specific  mark  on  his  card  for  each  refusal. 
The  masters  of  Danish.  Norwegian,  and 
Swedish  vessels  are  instructed  by  their  own- 
ers to  obtain  the  seaman  needed  on  board 
through   the  Scandinavian  Shipping  Office's 
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headquarters,  115  Broad  Street.  New  York 

City. 

We  believe  thmt  thla  organization  la  in  thia 
respect  rather  unique  laaamuch  as  the  sea- 
men who  really  Intend  to  reshlp  are  kept 
under  daUy  and  strict  control  by  us.  As  an 
example  It  can  be  mentioned  that  during 
1950.  2.140  Norwegian  teamen  signed  off  in 
New  York  and  2.325  Norwegian  seamen  were 
signed  on  different  Norwegian  ships.  Accord- 
ing to  report  from  the  Royal  Norwegian  Con- 
sulate General  in  New  York,  the  number  of 
Norwegian  and  foreign  seamen  signed  off 
Norwegian  ships  In  New  York  in  1950  was 
3.157.  The  number  of  Norwegian  and  for- 
eign seamen  signed  on  Norwegian  ships  waa 
3.929.  As  can  be  seen,  this  is  772  more  de- 
partures than  arrivals.  The  year  1951  shows 
that  2.233  Norwegian  seamen  and  1.222  for- 
eign seamen  signed  off  Norwegian  ships  in 
New  York,  while  2,344  Norwegian  and  1.688 
foreign  seamen  signed  on.  This  shows  the 
same  picture  as  in  1950.  namely,  447  more 
departures  on  Norwegian  ships  from  New 
York  than  arrivals.  In  1952  records  at  the 
Royal  Norwegian  Comulate  In  New  York 
show  that  2.294  Norwegian  and  917  foreign- 
er j  signed  off  Norwegian  ships  In  New  York. 
Same  year  2.575  Norweg-an  and  1.421  of  other 
nationalities  signed  on  Norwegian  ships. 
Again  this  shows  785  more  departures  than 
arrivals  of  alien  seameri  on  Norwegian  ships. 
It  can  also  be  stated  that  our  cooperation 
with  American  shlpplrg  authorities  during 
war,  with  regard  to  excliange  of  seamen  when 
needed,  is  well  known.  Many  American  ships 
were  able  to  leave  only  because  our  shipping 
office  was  able  to  supply  men. 

In  1950  when  the  Internal  Security  Act 
was  passed  our  shipping  office  at  once.  In 
order  to  be  helpful  In  enforcing  same,  gave 
the  following  in  writing  to  the  foreign 
seamen: 

"United  SUtes  security  provisions:  We 
point  out  that  crew  members  of  Norwegian 
vessels  entering  United  States  ports  are  sub- 
ject to  the  security  provisions  laid  down  In 
United  States  Public  I.aw  831.  the  so-called 
Internal  Security  Act  1950.  and  prevailing 
Coast  Guard  regulations  relating  to  the  safe- 
guarding of  vessels,  porta,  etc.  Under  these 
security  provisions,  any  alien  who  has  been 
a  meml>er  of,  or  affllia'.ed  or  sympathetically 
associated  with,  any  foreign  or  domestic  or- 
ganization, association,  movement,  or  com- 
binations which  are,  or  have  been  designated 
by  the  United  States  Attorney  General  as 
being  totalitarian.  Fascist,  Communist,  or 
subversive,  or  any  person  who  has  taken  part 
In  un-American  and  subversive  activities,  is 
liable  to  be  refused  entry  to  United  States 
on  the  vessel's  return  and  may  risk  being  de- 
tained and  subsequently  deported.  To  avoid 
any  such  difficulty  you  will  be  required  to 
declare  before  being  hired  that  you  have  not 
taken  part  In  any  subversive  activity  as  de- 
scribed above." 

It  shculd  not  be  necessary,  but  for  the 
record  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  offices 
of  the  Scandinavian  Shipping  Office,  Inc., 
and  the  Norwegian  S<!amen"8  Union  at  the 
same  time  worked  in  cooperation  with  other 
authorities  enforcing  this  law  and  In  full 
understanding  with  the  American  seafarers 
belonging  to  the  A.  P.  of  L. 

Due  to  the  above  facts,  it  is  very  hard 
for  the  Norwegian  seamen's  union  to  under- 
stand the  strict  enforcement  of  the  new 
McCarran  Act.  As  we  understand  It,  same 
act  could  be  applied  more  liberally  and  with- 
out hardship  to  the  seamen  if  the  spirit  of 
the  law  was  followed. 

THE       M'CARRAN      ACT      tJSID      rOl      COKMTTTnST 
PROPAGANDA  AGAINST  THE  UNTTED   STATES 

Representing  the  Norwegian  union.  I  would 
like  to  state  that  we.  before  and  after  the 
Second  World  War,  realized  that  certain 
forces  were  trying  to  destroy  our  achieve- 
ments and  the  Ideals  of  freedom  and  lib- 
erty which  we  stand  for.  We  have  seen 
destruction  of  free  unions  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain,    where    freedom   is    nothing    more 


than  a  memory,  and  existing  conditions  im- 
poee  in  our  opinion  strict  duties  on  all  free 
labor.  We  must  choose  between  freedom 
and  servitude.  We  as  a  union  and  Norwe- 
gian labcM'  as  a  whole  have  made  that  choice. 
We  are  in  full  accord  with  the  responsibilities 
accepted  by  the  International  Transport- 
workers  Federation  in  regard  to  the  Commu- 
nist attack  on  Korea,  and  safe  delivery  of 
arms  under  the  Atlantic  Treaty,  without 
delay  or  sabotage.  Delegates  to  our  11th 
convention  in  September  1950  supported 
ITF's  stand  on  the  international  plat- 
form, all  resolutions  condemning  Commu- 
nist activities  and  supporting  the  United 
Nations'  fight  in  Korea  and  the  principles 
the  United  Nations  stand  for.  At  the  same 
time  our  convention  decided  that  no  Com- 
munist could  hold  office  In  our  union. 

I  would  also  like  to  draw  attention  to 
two  resolutions  adopted  recently  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  International  Transportworkers 
Federation  (ITP)  In  London  on  January  19 
this  yeas.  Present  at  this  meeting  were 
representatives  of  officers  and  seamen's  or- 
ganizations from  Belgium,  Denmark,  Estonia 
(exile).  Finland,  France,  Germany,  Holland. 
Norway.  Sweden,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
the  United  States. 

REsoLtrrioN  ON  m'cakr«n  act 

•*The  seafarer's  sectional  committee  of 
the  International  Transportworkers  Federa- 
tion, meeting  In  London  on  January  19  and 
20.  1953,  after  careful  study  and  considera- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  relating  to  seafarers,  sympathizes 
with  the  general  purpose  of  that  law  Insofar 
as  It  Is  designed  to  safeguard  the  democratic 
way  of  life. 

"The  International  Transportworkers  Fed- 
eration has  ever  stood  In  the  forefront  of 
the  struggle  against  totalitarian  regimes  and 
fifth-column  machinations.  Because  of 
their  deep  conviction  and  experience  that 
such  regimes  aim  to  suppress  the  freedoms 
of  the  workers  and  tend  Inevitably  toward 
aggression  and  war.  the  seafarers  of  the 
International  Transportworkers  Federation 
voice  the  opinion  that  It  Is  the  duty  of  all 
freedom-loving  people  to  welcome  measures 
designed  to  expose  those  who  knowingly  or 
unknowingly  have  become  the  tools  of  dic- 
tatorships, be  they  the  people's  democracies 
or  any  other  totalitarian  regime.  They  ac- 
cordingly declare  their  willingness  to  co- 
operate to  the  fullest  with  any  government 
which  takes  action  to  meet  the  challenge 
and  threat  of  totalitarianism  of  any  kind. 
"It  must  be  realized  that  the  ITF  U 
concerned  with  the  welfare  and  well-being 
of  genuine  seafarers.  The  seafarers'  sectional 
committee  therefore  urges  very  strongly  that 
In  the  application  of  regulations  under  the 
McCarran  Act  everything  possible  be  done 
to  prevent  avoidable  hardships  to  seafarers 
or  Irksome  restrictions  upon  their  traditional 
freedom  of  movement,  and  requests  the  sec- 
retariat of  the  ITF  make  the  neces- 
sary representations  to  the  United  States 
authorities  with  a  view  to  simplifying  the 
procedure  applied  to  seafarers  under  the  act. 

"nX-TEEATMENT   OF   SEArAaiSS  IN   COMMUNIST- 
DOMINATED  POBT8 

"During  the  discussion  attention  was 
drawn  to  the  treatment  afforded  to  sea- 
farers serving  in  ships  which  visit  ports  In 
certain  parts  of  the  world.  The  meeting 
registered  a  protest  against  this  state  of  af- 
fairs in  the  following  resolution,  which  was 
also  adopted   unanimously: 

"  'The  seafarers'  sectional  conunlttee  of  the 
FTP,  meeting  in  London  on  the  19th  and 
aoth  of  January  1953.  deplores  the  indigni- 
ties, injustices  and  acts  of  violence  com- 
mitted upon  seafarers  who  arrive  in  Com- 
munist-dominated ports.  In  these  ports  sea- 
farers are  not  only  denied  elementary  free- 
dom of  movement  ashore  or  even  permis- 
sion to  go  ashore,  but  in  many  cases  have 
been  arbitrarily  arrested  and  sometimes  sent 


to  concentration  camps  without  any  form  of 
trial. 

"  'The  committee  protests  most  strongly 
against  this  treatment  which  violates  all 
democratic  laws  and  humanitarian  princi- 
ples. It  draws  the  attention  of  public  opin- 
ion to  the  situation  and  requests  all  af- 
filiated organizations  to  intervene  with  their 
respective  governments  with  a  view  to  pro- 
tecting seafarers  In  the  exercise  of  their 
calling.' " 

In  above  resolutions,  the  International 
Transportworkers  Federation  are  trying  to 
meet  and  minimize  propaganda  tactics  used 
by  the  Communists  that  are  trying  to  spread 
bad  will  against  the  United  States  due  to  the 
McCarran  Act.  Seafarers  of  the  free  coun- 
tries are  well  fitted  to  be  ambassadors  of  good 
will,  due  to  the  nature  of  their  calling.  But 
on  the  other  hand,  every  hardship  case  in- 
flicted upon  a  non-Communist  bona  fide  sea- 
man can  be  used  for  the  opposite  purpose. 

It  seems  therefore  that  careful  thought 
should  be  given  to  the  application  of  the 
McCarran  Act,  as  not  to  give  a  free  hand  to 
communistic  agitation  against  free  trade 
unions  and  freedom-loving  detnocracies. 
Following  Is  an  example  of  pamphlets  dis- 
tributed  among   Greek   seamen: 

"LET    ITS    STOP    ARRESTS    AND    EXPtJLSICNS 

"To  All  Greek  Officers  and  Crew  Members. 

"Fellow  Seamen:  The  fasclstlc  and  antl- 
forelgn  McCarran  Act  has  begun  to  l)e  ap- 
plied in  lU  sharpest  form  also  against  Greek 
seamen.  Up  until  now  over  20  fellow  sea- 
men have  been  arrested.  A  band  of  them 
was  on  Its  way  to  the  Immigration  offices 
with  Fournaraklfi  In  order  to  renew  their 
permits  and  were  locked  up  on  Ellis  Island. 
Others  were  seized  In  the  offices  of  the  ship- 
owners while  going  to  work. 

"These  are  the  first  victims  of  the  re- 
actionary McCarran  Act,  which  for  seamen 
means  the  smashing  of  our  unity,  shipping 
out  at  low  wages,  deportation  to  Greece,  and 
confinement  on  botu-d  for  those  who  have 
embarked.  The  law  Is  directed  against  sea- 
men of  all  nationalities  and  Its  purpose  Is 
to  serve  the  war  cargoes  of  warmongers  and 
the   shipowners'   Interests, 

"We  miLst  unite 
"The  arrests  expose  Fournarakls  and  Poul- 
akls,  who  promised  the  seamen  permits 
and  understanding  on  the  part  of  the  ship- 
owners and  their  agencies.  The  arrests  dis- 
sipate the  promises  and  Illusions.  The 
OENO  (Federation  of  Greek  Maritime 
Unions),  In  the  face  of  the  danger  which 
threatens  all  seamen  without  exception.  Is 
making  an  appeal  to  Fournarakls  and  Poula- 
kls  to  drop  the  demagogy  and  for  us  all  to 
unite  In  order  to  find  ways  and  means  to 
meet  this  serious  situation. 

"As  a  first  step  the  OENO  proposes  an  es- 
sembly  or  conference  of  all  seamen  In  order 
to  discuss  the  new  situation  and  adopt  de- 
cisions. With  ttie  interests  of  the  seamen 
as  Its  only  guide  the  OENO  proposes  this 
conference  and  has  not  demanded  that  its 
representative  participate  if  this  means  the 
creation  of  lmpe<llments  for  the  unity  of  all 
seamen  of  all  branches. 

"However,  it  notifies  Fournarakls  and 
Poulakls  that  if  they  refuse  to  take  a  stand 
on  this  serious  issue,  then  in  the  face  of  the 
danger  of  having  the  seamen  confined  on 
Ellis  Island  the  OENO  will  call  upon  all  hon- 
orable seamen  and  the  officers  of  all  branches 
to  take  the  necessary  steps.  We  extend  a 
hand  to  all  who  are  Interested  In  the  welfare 
of  our  fellow  seamen.  Let  those  who  are 
responsible  reflect  and  not  think  that  the 
seamen  will  not  criticize  them. 

"Measures  and  decisions 
"The  great  majority  of  the  American  people 
condemn  the  McCarran  Act.     Thia  makes  it 
possible  for  us  to  stop  the  arrests  and  ex- 
pulsions. 

"From  the  conference  there  should  b« 
formed  a  seamen's  board  to  visit:  (a)  The 
port  authorities  and  the  consulate;  (b>  the 
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(dilpownen  whose  shlpe  may  have  trouble; 
(c)  tbe  editors  ol  the  newspapers  (Atlantis. 
Klryx,  and  Vlma);  (d)  the  archdiocese  and 
the  presidents  oX  Greek-American  organiza- 
tions— patriotic  and  trade  union;  (e)  the 
American  organization,  (labor)  unions  in 
New  York,  and,  above  all.  the  seamen's 
unions — officers,  engineers,  radio  operators, 
and  crew  members. 

••Fellow  seamen,  with  a  good  concerted 
movement,  with  the  support  of  the  Greek- 
American  patriotic  forces,  there  U  every  pos- 
sibility that  we  may  avoid  arrests  and  ex- 
pulsions. One  by  one  we  shall  be  lost.  All 
V  together  we  shall  win. 

"OENO  Section  of  New  York, 
"Im.  AaNAOuns,  Secretary. 

The  above  circular  letter  has  already  done 
much  harm  inasmuch  as  It  can  be  said  that 
the  application  of  the  McCarran  Act  has 
brought  hardship  to  antlcommunlstlc  bona 
fide  seamen  on  fc«-eign  ships,  especially  with 
regard  to  their  traditional  freedom  of  move- 
ment, which  is  so  necessary  due  to  ttielr 
calling  as  seamen. 

PKESENT     APPLICA-nOlf     OF     THl     If'CARRAN     ACT 

Although  the  full  efTect  of  this  act  as  yet 
cannot  be  determined,  it  is  already  clear 
that  a  strict  enforcement  will  bring  hard- 
ship to  alien  seamen  either  In  American  or 
foreign  ships.  In  Seafarer's  Log  dated  Jan- 
uary 9,  1933,  we  read  the  following: 

"m'CAIIKAN   ACT  PROBLEMS 

•rrhe  much-discussed  McCarran  Immigra- 
tion Act  went  Into  effect  with  a  big  spl-ash 
2  weeks  ago.  Much  controversy  has  been 
aroused,  centering  on  denial  of  shore  leave 
to  foreign-flag  crewmen.  Actually  the  act 
has  weighed  heaviest  on  aliens  aboard  United 
States  ships,  with  many  of  them  denied  pay- 
offs. 

"The  McCarran  Act  Is  a  broad  piece  of 
legislation  covering  much  besides  seamen's 
shore  leave.  Contrary  to  what  has  been  said 
In  some  newspapers,  the  SIU  has  not  en- 
dorsed It.  The  union  hasn't  taken  any  posi- 
tion yet  because,  like  everyone  else,  it  is  wait- 
ing to  see  how  the  act  works  out. 

"What  the  SIU  did  endorse  months  ago 
was  the  principle  of  screening  foreign-flag 
crewmen  who  enter  restricted  port  areas. 
At  that  time  an  article  in  the  Seafarer's  Log 
exposed  the  security  loophole  which  per- 
mitted Iron  Curtain  and  riuiaway  ships  to 
enter  these  areas,  but  required  American - 
flag  seamen  and  dock  workers  to  have  Coast 
Guard  clearances. 

"The  McCarran  Act  goes  far  beyond  that. 
All  alien  seamen  under  all  flags  are  being 
screened  in  all  ports.  For  aliens  on  United 
States  ships  it  means  a  double  screening. 
They  have  already  been  cleared  by  the  Coast 
Guard.  Now  they  have  to  be  cleared  by  Im- 
migration. The  difference  is  that  where  the 
Coast  Guard  is  concerned  with  subversive 
aflUlatlon,  Immigration  deals  with  a  broader 
•et  of  requirements. 

"The  result  has  been,  for  example,  that 
two  seafarers  who  have  clearance  and  have 
been  sailing  SIU  for  years  have  been  denied 
discharge  because  they  &re  nationals  of 
countries  that  were  taken  over  by  Russia. 
Other  seafarers  have  been  similarly  treated 
Jor  a  variety  of  other  reasons.  Prom  reports 
already  received,  it  appears  that  the  restric- 
tions placed  upon  aliens  sailing  American 
ships  will  be  changed  in  the  new  Congress 
and  this  hardship  removed." 

Another  article  in  the  same  seafarer's  Log 
states  that  a  sizable  number  of  alien  crew 
members  have  been  denied  payoff  and  dis- 
charge In  the  first  days  of  operation  of  the 
new  act.  Later  Is  quoted  examples  of  how 
an  Estonian  seaman  who  suffered  back  In- 
Jury  was  denied  discharge,  although  he  was 
permitted  to  go  ashore  under  guard  for  treat- 
ment. Other  cases  quoted  seem  to  prove 
that  a  change  of  the  act  is  necessary  also 
lor  the  smooth  running  of  American  ships. 

As  the  act  gives  full  authority  to  the  in- 
dividual Inspector  and  everything  seems  to 


be  left  to  his  discretion.  It  seems  that  any 
alien  seaman  whether  still  on  board  his  ship, 
domestic  or  foreign,  and  seamen  legally  en- 
tering the  United  States  should  be  given  a 
smooth  and  easy  way  to  appeal  his  case  to  a 
local  authority  or  committee,  whichever  Is 
most  convenient.  The  application  of  the 
law  on  Scandinavian  ships  shows  that  dif- 
ferent Inspectors  follow  different  practices. 
I  would  like  to  give  the  following  examples 
and  reports: 

1.  Seaman  Karl  Persson.  sailing  on  the 
steamship  Olga  Torm.  admitted  on  D2  card 
In  New  York  January  7.  1953,  and  registered 
to  reshlp  foreign  or  depart  on  any  vessel  on 
or  prior  to  January  19.  1953.  Granted  exten- 
sion In  New  York  to  February  5.  1953.  but 
for  this  extension  he  had  to  pay  $10.  He 
shipped  on  the  motor  transport  Iselin  from 
New  York  January  29.  this  year. 

2.  Danish  seaman  Lelf  Nielsen  signed  off 
the  Norwegian  ship  Eidanger  in  New  York 
January  5.  1953.  Given  jyi.  and  time  for  leav- 
ing United  States  January  20.  1953.  Later 
extended  to  February  3,  and  for  this  exten- 
sion he  paid  $10.  On  February  2.  he  went  to 
the  Immigration  authorities  to  apply  for  a 
longer  extension  but  was  asked  to  come  back 
the  day  after,  on  which  day  his  extension 
expired.  Next  day  he  was  taken  to  EHUs 
Island  into  custody.  If  he  will  be  granted 
conditional  parole  is  not  known  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

3.  Holger  Sjogren,  born  In  Finland,  signed 
off  steanwhip  Scania  in  Philadelphia.  Janu- 
ary 16.  Allowed  discliarge  and  departure 
set  to  February  14.  He  was  given  29  days  at 
once.  This  Is  no  grievance  but  only  to  show 
that  the  law  can  be  applied  ea-sier. 

4.  Norweiglan  Olaf  Olsen  reported  signed 
off  Eidanger  on  or  about  January  5.  Given 
D2  card  with  time  limit  January  20.  On  re- 
porting to  immigration  authorities  was  re- 
quested to  come  back  and  pay  $10 — or  else  he 
would  be  In  the  United  States  Illegally.  Be- 
cause the  seaman  did  not  have  $10.  he  would 
be  deported.  His  departure  not  known.  All 
In  all  this  shows  that  payment  of  $10  Is  more 
Important  than  the  spirit  of  the  law.  which 
the  above-captloned  seaman  tried  to  follow. 

5.  Case  of  Norwegian  seaman  Karl  Werner 
Henriksen.  born  April  2.  1935.  Signed  off 
Skvauann  as  bone  flde  seaman.  D2  card  In 
order,  but  the  29th  day  expired  on  Satur- 
day. January  24,  1953.  Did  not  have  $10.  All 
papers  in  order  and  registered  with  the 
Scandinavian  Shipping  OfBce,  Inc.,  where  his 
card  was  stamped  every  day.  Monday,  Jan- 
uary 26  at  10  a.  m..  he  got  a  Job  on  the 
steamship  Gimle,  which  he  was  to  Join  same 
night.  He  was  assigned  to  the  ship  and  his 
room  and  board  paid  for  at  the  Norwegian 
Seamens'  Hotel.  Around  noon  on  Monday, 
January  26.  he  was  picked  up  and  sent  to 
Ellis  Island.  The  Royal  Norwegian  Consulate 
General  and  the  Scandinavian  Shipping 
Office.  Inc.,  In  New  York  tried  to  get  him  re- 
leased, but  did  not  succeed  until  late  Tues- 
day. This  seaman  intended  to  depart,  had 
signed  on  a  ship,  but  due  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  a  Saturday  and  Sunday  and  that  be  was 
short  $10.  he  was  taken  into  custody.  What 
will  happen  to  him  after  his  trip  to  Ellis 
Island  Is  unknown.  Will  this  man  on  his 
next  arrival  In  the  United  States  be  denied 
shore  leave?  Will  he  later  on  be  denied  dis- 
charge in  the  United  States  for  the  same 
reason? 

6.  Case  of  Norweiglan  Seaman  Lars  Arne 
Rossevold,  born  February  2.  1920;  from  motor 
transport  Shetland,  a  Danish  ship.  District 
Pile  E-082-499.  Was  detained  on  arrival  in 
New  York.  January  10,  1953.  because  his  pass- 
port was  not  valid  for  6  months.  On  January 
12  he  and  the  wireless  operator  went  ashore 
to  extend  passport.  He  had  orders  to  wait  for 
the  wireless  operator  and  return  with  him. 
Missed  him.  and  drove  around  in  a  taxi  to 
the  amount  of  $7  to  $8 — most  of  the  night  in 
order  to  locate  his  ship.  Because  he  did  not 
master  the  language  and  was  not  well  ac- 
quainted with  New  York,  he  did  not  reach 
his  ship.    He  went  to  the  Seamen's  Institute 


and  the  next  morning  directly  to  the  agents. 
Purness.  Whitney.  The  ageuU  gave  him 
plane  ticket  to  Cartagena.  About  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  before  he  was  supposed 
to  leave  for  the  plane,  he  was  picked  up  and 
sent  to  Ellis  Island.  He  was  to  leaVe  about 
4  p.  m.,  and  was  picked  up  at  3.15  p.  m.  He 
remained  on  Eniis  I.sland  until  Saturday, 
January  24.  and  was  then  given  until  Feb- 
ruary 13  to  leave  the  country.  Registered 
Scandinavian  Shipping  Office,  Monday.  Janu- 
ary 26.  This  according  to  the  seaman  him- 
self. 

7.  Another  serjnan,  Gunnar  Fli.and.  on 
the  Elin  Hope  trading  between  Canada  and 
United  States,  was  unlucky  enough  to  be 
left  behind  when  the  ship  left.  He  waa 
picked  up  and  sent  to  Ellis  Island.  Deporta- 
tion proceedings  started.  Next  trip  sent  back 
to  his  ship,  but  detained  on  board  on  later 
trips.  Case  In  hands  of  Royal  Norwegian 
Consulate  General,  and  appealed  to  the  At- 
torney General.     No  answer  yet. 

8.  Report  iTom  the  master  of  the  MV 
Pleasantitlle.  The  ship  arrived  In  Boston, 
first  port  In  United  States  en  route  from 
Casablanca.  Gave  11  names  of  the  crew 
wishing  to  sign  off  in  United  States,  some 
with  the  Intention  of  returning  to  Norway, 
others  to  reship  foreign.  All  with  clear  pa- 
pers and  with  a  service  from  15  months  to 
2  years.  Four  of  them  were  allowed  to  sign 
off  after  the  master  had  infurmed  that  they 
should  leave  on  the  Stai  anger  fjord  for  Nor- 
way, departing  January  27,  1953.  The  other 
seven  got  shore  leave  (Dl)  but  no  discharge 
because  they  were  not  able  to  name  the  ships 
on  which  they  were  to  depart.  The  ship  waa 
en  route  to  New  York  and  they  were  told 
to  apply  for  discharge  to  the  Immigration 
Service  in  New  York.  On  arrival  In  New 
York  they  were  not  granted  discharge  be- 
cause Dl  In  the  first  port  of  arrival  could 
not  be  changed  to  D2  In  a  later  port  In  the 
United  States. 

9.  Case  of  the  steamship  Emu.  Following 
service  of  about  8  months  on  the  above- 
named  ship,  Torkel  BJi'rnevlk  was  given 
discharge  In  Philadelphia  on  January  20, 
1953.  and  given  10  days  in  which  to  return 
to  Norway.  Five  other  men  were  denied  pay- 
off for  the  purpose  of  reshlpplng  foreign.  As 
told  by  Mr.  BJurnevik  on  January  23,  1»53, 
at  1 :45  p.  m. 

10.  Oiler  Magne  Bratholmen.  ex  Relnholt, 
denied  discharge  In  San  Pedro  the  6th  or 
7th  of  January  1953.  together  with  others  of 
the  crew.  Given  Dl.  On  arrival  in  New 
York  January  26,  1953,  he  was  given  discharge 
(D2)  and  allowed  to  reshlp  foreign.  Between 
Pedro  and  New  York,  the  ship  called  at  Cria- 
tobal. 

11.  Case  of  sick  seamen,  Trygve  Konnerud 
and  Skule  Stein  Flathaug.  ex  Wilchief.  This 
ship  arrived  In  New  York  from  Colombia  on 
the  10th  of  January  1953.  They  both  felt 
sick  on  arrival  and  had  told  the  master  that 
they  would  see  a  doctor.  They  could  not 
be  paid  off,  but  were  given  Dl  cards.  They 
went  to  the  Norwegian  Public  Health  Service 
and  Konnerud  was  at  once  declared  not  fit 
for  duty.  Flathaug  was  sent  to  a  specialist 
and  was  declared  not  fit  for  duty.  They 
moved  their  belongings  to  the  Norwegian 
Seamen's  House.  The  ship's  wireless  oper- 
ator reported  to  the  Consulate  General  that 
he  and  Konnerud  had  been  Informed  by  the 
Barge  Office  on  Saturday  that  It  would  be 
O.  K.  that  Konnerud  was  ashore  for  treat- 
ment. Konnerud  was  requested  to  report 
when  he  was  fit  for  duty.  (Possibly  to  be 
given  D2.)  Flathaug  reported  to  the  barge 
office  Monday.  January  12.  The  ship  had  de- 
parted at  the  time.  He  was  given  same  In- 
formation to  report  when  fit  for  duty.  Kon- 
nerud and  Flathaug  were  both  under  doctor's 
care  from  the  time  they  were  declared  not 
fit  for  duty.  Flathaug  waa  In  the  hospital 
from  January  13  to  January  16.  They  were 
picked  up  outside  the  Norwegian  Consulate 
General  on  January  20  about  noon  and 
brought  to  the  Barge  Office.  Both  were  still 
under  doctor's  care.    After  about  3   hoiurs' 


questioning  they  were  brought  to  Ellis  Island. 
Hearing  on  Wednesday  .ind  notified  that  they 
would  be  released  on  Thursday.  This  fol- 
lowing intervention  from  the  Norwegian 
Consulate  General  in  New  York.  They  were 
released  on  Friday,  January  23  and  given  un- 
til around  February  la  to  depart  from  the 
United  States.  Konnei-ud  was  sent  home  on 
the  steamship  Stavcngerljord.  Flathaug. 
when  being  declared  fli.  for  duty,  will  reshlp 
foreign.  Both  men  told  at  Ellis  Island  that 
they  were  sick  and  needed  special  treatment, 
but  were  locked  in  a  cell  together  with  about 
30  others. 

12.  Seaman  Karl  Lafton  arrived  January 
28  on  the  United  States  in  transit  to  the 
motor  vessel  Tancred.  Should  be  picked  up 
by  the  driver  from  the  Scandinavian  Ship- 
ping Office.  Inc..  New  York,  but  driver  re- 
ported that  he  was  not  even  allowed  to  talk 
to  the  seaman  who,  by  the  way,  understood 
very  little  English.  Lafton  was  taken  to  EllU 
Island.  After  intervention  from  the  con- 
sulate, he  waa  later  released  and  sent  to  his 

ship. 

13.  Steanuhlp  Solglimt  In  New  York.  Five 
men  did  not  have  their  passport  in  order. 
Detained.  Later  O.  K.  Two  others  detained. 
Not  Norwegians.  Reason  unknown.  The 
Norwegian  consulate  reports  that  quite  a 
numt>er  of  Norwegian  seamen  on  different 
ships  are  detained  for  reasons  unknown. 

DanUh  seamen,  members  of  Danish  Sail- 
ors' and  Firemen's  Union,  wbo  have  after 
termination  of  their  allotted  stay  to  remain 
ashore,  in  order  to  reship  on  a  Danish 
(Swedish -Norwegian)  vessel,  have  been  de- 
tained, and  arrested,  by  the  Immigration 
authorities,  when  applying  for  extension. 

14.  Gunnar  Pedersen.  able-bodied  seaman, 
born  on  August  3.  1925.  at  K*ng.  Denmark. 
Paid  off  steamship  Aggersborg  (Danish)  De- 
cember 31,  1952.  D2  from  December  29. 
1952.  Reported  to  Immigration  on  January 
26.  1953  (29  days)  and  was  detained.  He 
was  released  on  January  30.  1953,  on  condi- 
tional parole  for  voluntary  departure. 

15.  Hans  Ove  Zenlus  Hansen,  able-bodied 
seaman,  born  on  September  9.  1928.  at 
Roskllde.  Denmark.  Paid  off  same  ship  and 
all    the  same   conditions   and  consequences. 

16  Erik  Nielsen  KJaer,  able-bodied  sea- 
man, born  on  February  15.  1926.  at  Marlager. 
Denmark.  Paid  off  from  steamship  Tessa 
Dan  (DanUh)  In  Mobile.  Ala.,  and  was  Issued 
D2  (No.  S-606470)  on  January  6.  1953.  and 
proceeded  to  New  York  with  permission  of 
the  Immigration  (stated  on  the  D2  form) 
and  registered  here  on  January  12.  1953.  for 
reshlpplng.  Reported  to  Immigration  on 
February  3.  1953  (29  days)  and  was  detained. 
P.  t.  on  Ellis  Island. 

17.  Aage  Vestergaard  Pedersen,  able- 
bodied  seaman,  born  on  March  18.  1929,  at 
Vestervlg,  Denmark.  Paid  off  same  ship, 
same  place  (D2  No.  606469)  and  came  also 
here  to  New  York,  but  had  D2  issued  on 
January  7.  1953.  but  went  with  hU  shipmate 
up  to  the  Immigration  the  same  day  as  he 
(one  day  earlier  than  29  days)  but  was  told 
to  come  back  next  day.  on  the  29th  day.  and 
•he  would  then  be  detained."  they  said. 
(Immigration.)  He  is  going  up  there  today, 
the  29th  day  (February  4,  1953)  and  expects 
to  be  detained. 

18  Svend  Erik  Pedersen,  able-bodied  sea- 
man, born  on  November  12.  1929.  at  Copen- 
hagen, Denmark.  Paid  off  from  motorshlp 
Tekla  Torm  (DanUh)  on  January  6,  1953 
(D2— from  January  B.  1953).  Registered 
here  for  reshlpplng  on  January  6,  1953. 
Went  to  the  Immigration  on  expiration  of 
his  29th  day  in  anticipation  of  extension, 
but  was  deUined  (on  February  2,  1953). 
P.  t.  on  Ellis  Island. 

19.  Reports  from  our  offices  In  San  Pedro. 
San  Francisco,  and  New  Orleans  indicate  that 
most  bona  flde  seamen  are  denied  discharge 
as  they  cannot  tell  what  ship  they  are  going 
to  depart  on.  Other  indications  show  that 
another  reason  for  denial  of  discharge  seems 
to  be  lack  of  Jobs  In  the  port  the  seaman 
applies  for  such. 


20.  Representatives  of  the  Swedish  Sea- 
men's Union  In  New  York  reported  Janu- 
ary 28.  1953.  that  the  Swedish  Consulate 
General  in  New  York  had  been  Informed  by 
telephone  from  the  St4te  Department  that 
no  alien  seamen  will  be  given  extension  for 
shore  leave.  The  time  granted  in  the  first 
place,  if  10,  15.  or  more  days  would  be  the 
deadline  for  departure.  Before  the  new  law 
went  into  effect  extension  for  voluntary  de- 
parture was  given  without  charge  even  after 
29  days,  when  the  seamen  had  registered  to 
reshlp  foreign.  Practice  after  the  new  law 
has  been  given  us  to  understand,  will  be 
that  extension  will  be  granted  up  to  29  days, 
but  after  that  the  seamen  will  be  illegally 
in  the  United  States  and  taken  into  custody. 

21.  Due  to  the  application  of  the  McCarran 
Act,  several  seamen  had  to  take  lower  ratings 
than  they  were  qualified  for.  Especially  on 
Panamanian  ships  cases  have  been  reported, 
from  the  Greek  representative  In  the  ITF  in 
New  York  that  denial  of  discharge  has  been 
used  by  the  captain  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
lower  wages  to  those  seamen  so  denied.  It 
seems  then  that  a  strict  enforcement  of  the 
McCarran  Act  can  be  used  by  foreign  flag 
ships,  not  represented  by  a  union,  for  the 
purpose  of  exploitation. 

Letter  from  the  Greek  representative  In 
New  York,  giving  name  of  seaman  who  was 
forced  to  take  lower  wages  and  other  facts, 
given  to  the  assistant  commissioner  of  Im- 
migration In  Washington  by  Willy  Dorchain, 
February  6,  1953. 

It  must  be  quite  clear  that  Scandinavian 
ships  and  Scandinavian  seamen  will  suffer 
undue  hardship  if  such  rules  are  to  be  fol- 
lowed, or  extension  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
shlpplng foreign  will  be  denied,  especially 
on  Norwegian  ships,  of  which  alx)Ut  80  per- 
cent seldom  or  never  arrive  at  a  home  port 
and  have  to  rely  upon  supply  of  crew  in  for- 
eign ports  replacing  those  paid  off  for  a  rest 
period  before  again  shipping  foreign,  or  due 
to  seamen's  wish  to  change  ship,  or  due  to 
sickness  or  accident.  Sick  or  injured  seamen 
seem  to  be  in  a  spot.  A  sick  seaman  will, 
as  the  law  is  applied,  not  be  allowed  to  sign 
off  the  ship.  He  will,  fortunately,  be  al- 
low^ed  hospitalization;  but  If  the  ship  leaves 
without  .him.  he  will  technically  be  illegally 
In  the  country  and.  consequently,  be  de- 
ported In  due  time.  As  a  bona  flde  seaman, 
and  through  no  fault  of  his  own,  he  will 
later  be  detained  on  board  any  ship  on  which 
he  arrives  in  the  United  States,  due  to  his 
deportation.  It  also  seems  that  a  seaman 
during  his  convalescence  after  his  ship  has 
left  will  not  be  allowed  to  be  a  free  indi- 
vidual but  detained  on  Ellis  Island  and  not 
be  allowed  treatment  outside  the  hospitals. 
If  hospitalization  is  not  needed,  the  applica- 
tion of  the  law  seems  to  l>e  that  he  shall  be 
detained  on  Ellis  Island,  although  he  later, 
through  Intervention  from  the  consulate,  can 
be  given  extension  for  voluntary  departure. 

Worse  yet  seems  to  be  that  the  McCarran 
Act  can  be  used  for  pressing  wages  down  on 
those  foreign  ships  that  are  not  represented 
by  a  union.  Also,  it  has  been  stated  in  a 
report  from  the  Royal  Norwegian  consulate 
general  to  their  Embassy  in  Washington  that, 
due  to  denial  of  discharge,  new  men  signed 
on  had  to  Join  the  ship  in  addition  to  the 
crew  (case  of  MT  Carl  J.  Hambro  In  Boston) . 
Consideration  should  in  those  cases  be  given 
to  ship's  accommodations  for  the  seamen, 
lifeboats,  and  Ufesaving  equipment. 

SUGGESTIONS  FOR   APPLICATION   OF  THE   ACT 

Rules  In  the  McCarran  Act  re  seamen  and 
shipowners'  liability  seem  to  be  covered  by 
the  following  sections  of  the  law: 

"Section  101  (a)  15D:  Classifying  a  sea- 
man as  nonimmigrant,  but  liable  to  pay  a  fee 
of  $10  for  any  extension  granted  according 
to  chapter  9,  section  281  (5) .  Bona  flde  alien 
seamen  should  be  able  to  get  an  extension 
without  pay,  similar  to  other  groups  as  101 
(a)   (15)   (F) ,  students,  etc. 

"Section  212  (a) :  It  seems  that  thU  sec- 
tion covers  all  reasons  for  which  a  seaman 


can  be  excluded  from  the  United  States.  As 
mentioned  in  the  ITF  resolution  In  part  4, 
free  trade  unions  around  the  world  sympa- 
thize with  the  general  purpose  of  the  law. 
insofar  as  it  is  designed  to  safeguard  the 
democratic  way  ol  life.  As  the  individual  In- 
spector has  full  authority  to  make  decisions 
according  to  his  discretion,  it  seems  that  any 
alien  seaman  should  be  given  a  smooth  and 
easy  way  to  appeal  his  case  to  a  local  author- 
ity or  committee,  whichever  Is  most  con- 
venient." 

Passports  have  to  be  valid  at  least  6  months 
((a)  (26)).  Those  seamen  with  passports 
not  valid  are  detained.  On  Norwegian  ships 
new  pasn^rts  or  extension  of  old  ones  can 
be  arranged  for  Norwegian  seamen  through 
consular  offices.  Several  cases  of  the  deten- 
tion reported  due  to  this  paragraph,  espe- 
cially seamen  on  Norwegian  ships  of  other 
nationalities  whose  consular  offices  do  not 
extend  passports  or  issue  new  ones.  Some 
arrangements  could  be  made  in  these  cases 
to  allow  the  seaman  to  visit  his  consulate 
for  renewal  of  passports. 

"Section  237:  Allen  seamen  seem  to  be 
exempted  from  this  paragraph,  but  their  de- 
portation taken  care  of  in  section  252.  It  is 
a  change  from  the  old  law,  as  this  section  in 
the  old  one  covered  all  aliens. 

"Section  241 :  This  section  will  probably 
have  some  effect  on  a  few  seamen  as  one  of 
the  deportation  reasons  for  nonimmigrants 
seems  to  be  that  he  Is  not  allowed  to  take  any 
Job  ashore.  This  has  been  strictly  enforced 
as  It  should  be,  but  even  a  Job  as  dishwasher 
for  one  night  for  an  alien  seaman  might  be 
followed  by  deportation  proceedings  without 
chance  for  voluntary  departure.  Foreign 
representatives  In  the  United  States  should 
strive  to  make  this  known,  and  help  the  au- 
thorities In  enforcing  It.  Union  representa- 
tives should  make  this  quite  clear  to  the 
eeamen. 

"Section  242  fa)  :  This  section  seems  to 
cover  our  seamen  in  such  a  way  that  they 
can  be  released  under  bond  of  not  less 
than  $500,  or  be  released  on  conditional  pa- 
role. It  seems  that  extension  of  a  seaman's 
leave  cannot  be  had,  but  after  and  when  he 
Is  taken  Into  custody,  conditional  parole  can 
be  given.  This  means  in  effect  that  the  sea- 
men In  a  certain  number  of  days  will  be  re- 
leased and  allowed  to  ship  out.  A  few  cases 
of  this  have  already  been  seen.  Conditional 
parole,  not  bond,  could  be  applied  as  a  rule 
for  bona  fide  seamen.  This  section  would 
then  give  the  seamen  a  chance  without  de- 
portation. The  big  question  Is,  of  course, 
if  seamen  allowed  departure  will  be  de- 
tained on  ship  on  next  arrival.  In  line  with 
departed  seamen.  The  case  told  about  the 
seamen  on  the  Elin  Hope  seems  to  Indicate 
this. 

"Section  243  (c) :  This  section  gives  the 
shipowner  stricter  financial  responsibility 
for  a  period  of  5  years  for  any  alien  seaman 
left  behind  in  the  United  States.  In  the 
same  section  243  (g)  we  find  that  issuing  of 
immigration  visas  can  be  discontinued  for 
countries  that  will  not  accept  any  of  their 
citizens  deported  from  the  United  States. 

"CHAPTER    S,    SPECIAL    PROVISIONS    RELATING    TO 
ALIEN  CREWMEN 

"Section  251:  This  section  compels  all 
ships  to  give  information  about  alien  crew 
members  on  urrival  and  departure.  If  a 
seaman  has  landed  Illegally,  this  has  to  be 
reported.  It  seems  to  be  according  to  the 
old  law  except  maybe  that  '.he  Attorney  Gen- 
eral is  authorized  to  prescribe  by  regulations 
when  a  ship  shall  be  deemed  to  be  arriving 
or  departing  from  the  United  States. 

"Section  252 :  This  section  Is  an  Important 
one  for  alien  seamen.  If  an  inspector  finds 
that  the  seamen  are  bona  flde  and  with 
valid  papers,  he  may  in  his  discretion  grant 
a  conditional  permit  to  land — 

"(1)  for  a  period  of  time  not  exceeding  29 
days  during  the  time  the  vessel  is  in  port,  if 
the  inspector  U  convinced  that  the  seaman 
intends  to  depart  on  the  same  ship. 
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"(2)  29  days.  If  the  Inspector  Is  satisfied 
that  the  crewman  intends  to  depart  within 
this  period  on  any  other  vessel  or  aircraft." 

This  permit  can  be  revoked  at  any  time 
If  an  insjjector  finds  that  the  seaman  Is  not 
bona  fide  or  intends  to  stay  ashore  longer 
than  permitted.  If  a  seaman  wilfully  re- 
mains In  the  United  States  In  excess  of  al- 
lowed time,  he  can  be  fined  $500 — or  im- 
prisoned for  not  more  than  6  months  or  both. 

This  section  is  applied  so  differently  in 
Tarlous  ports  and  by  various  Inspectors  that 
it  should  be  changed,  either  by  regulations 
from  the  Attorney  General  or  amendment. 
Permit  to  land  while  on  the  same  ship  seems 
to  be  the  easiest  one.  If  this  is  ^enied  by 
the  inspector,  It  seems  to  be  no  eaAy  way  to 
appeal  for  the  seaman.  This  should  be  cor- 
rected as  a  few  seamen  are  detained  only 
because  they  are  unable  to  understand  the 
language  or  answer  correctly.  Those  may 
be  affected  that  earlier  were  given  condi- 
tional parole.  The  questions  asked  about 
the  moral  attitude  have  been  especially  ques- 
tioned by  the  stewardesses. 

1.  It  therefore  seems  that  It  should  be 
easier  rules  for  shore  leave    (Dl). 

2.  Discharge  seems  to  be  impossible  be- 
cause seamefl  applying  for  D2  are  seldom 
given  that  for  various  reasons: 

(a)  If  shipping  is  slow,  not  allowed  to 
Blgrl  off. 

(b)  Dl  (shore  leave)  cannot  be  changed 
to  D2  (discharge)  In  any  later  port  of  arrival 
in  the  United  £.  ates. 

(c)  D2  or  discharge  denied  if  the  seaman 
cannot  name  the  other  vessel  on  which  he 
will  leave  the  country. 

(d)  If  given  D2  (discharge)  the  various 
Inspectors  give  different  time  ashore.  Any- 
thing up  to  29  days.  The  seamen  having 
been  In  service  up  to  20  months  on  the  same 
ship  can  be  given  10  days,  while  another 
after  a  short  service  can  be  given  29  days 
right  away. 

(e)  Although  we  are  told  by  the  Swedish 
consulate  general  In  New  York  that  the 
State  Department  claims  that  no  extension 
can  be  given  for  seamen  with  D2,  whatever 
time  ashore  they  have,  seamen  given  less 
than  29  days  have  been  given  extension  In 
New  York,  if  they  pay  flO — but  not  more 
than  29  days.  It  seems  that  after  the  29 
days  have  elapsed  they  will  be  taken  Into 
custody,  whereafter  they  can  be  released  on 
bond  or  granted  conditional  parole.  A 
smooth  running  of  the  Norwegian  ships  will 
be  very  hard  If  the  above  should  be  followed. 
and,  of  course.  It  means  hardship  for  our 
seamen.  Application  of  the  law  therefore 
ought  to  be  eased  up.     We  suggest: 

( 1 )  Easier  appllcaton  of  the  law  for  bona 
fide   seamen   for  shore   leave   and  discharge. 

(2)  Twenty-nine  days  should  be  given  as 
a  rule  In  all  cases  where  discharge  was  per- 
mitted. 

(3)  Dl  (shore  leave)  should  be  allowed 
chanijed  to  D2   (discharge)    In  all  potts. 

44)  Extension  should  be  granted  even  af- 
ter 29  days  If  the  seaman  can  prove  through 
his  consular  office,  shipping  office  or  union 
that  he  has  done  everything  possible  to  re- 
ship,  and  has  been  registered  for  that  pur- 
pose. No  payment  for  extension  should  be 
taken  from  the  seamen. 

(5)  A  bona  fide  seaman  granted  condi- 
tional parole  should  not  be  detained  on 
board  on  next  arrival. 

(6)  A  bona  fide  seaman  detained  on  ship 
or  taken  into  custody  should  be  given  an 
easy  way  to  appeal  his  case  In  the  same 
port. 

(7)  It  seems  to  be  the  application  of  the 
law  that  sick  or  injured  seamen  will  not  be 
allowed  D2  (discharge).  We  have  cases 
where  seamen  are  taken  into  custody  while 
under  doctor's  care.  Hospitalization  Is  al- 
lowed but  not  treatment  outside  the  hospital, 
or  convalescence.  The  only  way  out  of  It 
seems  to  be  that  sick  or  Injured  seamen  on 
arrival  be  allowed  discharge  as  before  and 
also  If  he  takes  sick  or  Is  Injured  after  the 


first  port.  His  shore  leave  should  of  course 
be  29  days  and  necessary  days  to  reshlp  after 
he  is  fit  for  duty. 

"Section  253 :  This  section  covers  certain 
diseases  mentioned*  In  255  and  seamen  af- 
flicted will  be  placed  In  hospital  designated 
by  the  immigration  Inspector.  Any  ship 
should  be  allowed  to  repatriate  their  seamen 
even  If  afflicted  with  the  mentioned  diseases. 

"Section  254:  Seems  to  be  that  a  ship  has 
duty  to  detain  all  seamen  until  questioned 
by  an  Inspector  and  granted  shore  leave.  If 
not.  the  ship  will  be  fined. 

"Section  255:  Covers  certain  diseases  of 
seamen  employed  on  passenger  vessels.  Like 
section  253.  they  will  be  hospitalized  at  the 
expense  of  the  ship,  but  the  ship  can  also  oe 
given  a  fine  of  $50  under  certain  circum- 
stances. Ships  do  not  employ  seamen  with 
those  diseases  because  we  always  and  for 
anyone  signing  on  any  ship  have  strict  rules 
for  medical  examinations.  If  a  seaman 
should  take  111  after  his  payoff,  our  passenger 
ships  have  both  hospitals,  nurses,  and 
doctors  on  board,  and  should  be  allowed  to 
reijatrlate  those   afflicted. 

"Section  256:  According  to  this  section  any 
ship  that  signs  off  a  seaman  without  permis- 
sion from  the  immigration,  can  be  fined  up 
to  $1,000.  This  section,  therefore,  must  be 
seen  together  with  sections  252  and  253.  Ac- 
cording to  application  of  earlier  law.  a  ship 
was  allowed  to  sign  off  seamen  without 
special  permit,  as  long  as  they  notified  the 
Immigration  on  departures.  Now  permit  has 
to  be  given  before  discharge,  or  the  ship 
win  be  fined.  As  the  ship  in  all  cases  hiis 
financial  responsibility,  it  seems  that  noti- 
fication on  departure  would  be  sufficient. 

"Section  257:  This  Is  stricter  regulations 
than  before.  As  this  covers  only  Intention  .,o 
break  Immigration  rules.  It  would  be  only 
right  to  enforce  it. 

"Section  262:  This  section  seems  to  cover 
any  alien.  Including  seamen,  and  compels  any 
seaman  ashore  30  days  or  more  to  be  reg- 
istered and  fingerprinted  according  to  Alien 
Registration  Act  of  1940.  It  seems,  there- 
fore, that  the  law  can  allow  more  than  29 
days  ashore.  It  would  be  hard  for  a  sea- 
man to  comply,  because  he  wovild  have  cer- 
tain duties  to  report  any  change  of  address 
and  so  on.  We  would  like  to  point  out  that 
our  seamen  were  fingerprinted  during  the 
war,  and  would  have  nothing  against  such  j. 
procedure  If  extension  could  be  granted  for  a 
longer  period  than  29  days,  when  necessary 
for  shipping  foreign.  When  fingerprinted  if 
would  be  necessary  to  explain  his  duties  ac- 
cording  to   Alien    Registration    Act   of    1940 

"Section  9.1\ :  This  section  gives  any  owner, 
master,  agent,  or  office  a  duty  to  prevent  alien 
from  entering  the  United  States  in  any  other 
port  than  designated.  If  sections  2.52  and 
253  are  eased  this  duty  will  not  be  too  hard 
to  follow.     Also  see  section  256. 

"Section  273 :  This  seemed  to  cover  stf)W- 
aways  more  than  others  and  gives  the  ship 
financial  responsibility. 

"Section  281 :  See  explanation  under  sec- 
tion 101   (a)    15d." 

Although  we  understand  that  enforce- 
ment of  the  act  Is  very  strict  when  it  comes 
to  allowing  alien  seamen  discharge  In  the 
United  States,  we  would  suggest  that  this 
be  made  easier.  If  a  .seaman  has  been  on  a 
ship  for  a  certahi  period  of  time  or  wants  to 
change  ship  for  different  reasons,  it  would 
be  a  hardship  case  if  D2  were  denied.  Fur- 
ther. It  would  not  In  our  opinion  stop  Illegal 
entries,  as  some  seamen  sooner  or  later 
would  Jump  ship.  Instead  of  signing  off 
legally.  If  that  happened,  he  would  not  reg- 
ister for  shipping  out  again,  and  could  not  be 
controlled  as  easily  as  those  allowed  to  sign 
off  legally. 

All  In  all  It  seems  that  the  general  purpose 
of  the  act  can  be  complied  with  without  In- 
filctlng  hardship  on  alien  seamen  if  applied 
more  liberally,  and  In  a  way  that  would 
give  all  seamen  their  traditional  and  cus- 


tomary freedom  of  movement,  without  be- 
ing forced  out  with  any  ship  In  safe  port 
against  their  own  will. 

Exhibit  B 

(Translation  from  Norwegian  by  Library  of 
Congress,  Nordisk  Tidende.  February  10, 
1953 1 

New  McCarran  Law  Mat  Transform  Sick 
Seamen  From  Law-Abiding  Citizens  to 
Criminals 

(By  Old  Halvorsen) 

That  part  of  the  American  McCarran  law 
relating  to  alien  seamen  in  American  porta 
has  proved  Itself  to  be  Impractical  and  In- 
flexible, it  Is  reported  In  Norwelglan  ship- 
ping quarters  In  New  York.  The  law  has 
created  "great  difficulties  for  seamen  and 
shipping  companies"  and,  on  the  whole,  has 
resulted  In  "very  objectionable  conse- 
quences." 

Although,  In  the  beginning,  the  law  was 
regarded  as  "literally  a  threatening  collec- 
tion of  earlier  regulations  in  force."  and  It 
was  believed  that  In  reality  a  more  lenient 
version  would  be  evolved,  the  fact  is.  that 
despite  this  belief.  s<jme  points  in  the  law 
have  been  interpreted  In  a  rigorous  man- 
ner which  seems  even  to  "exceed  the  spirit 
in  which  it  was  framed." 

The  seamen  frankly  say  that  at  present 
when  a  Norwegian  seaman  falls  HI  in  New 
York  he  is  transformed  from  a  "law-abiding 
citizen  to  a  criminal  " 

it  Is  furth°r  staled,  "even  when  r  man 
has  a  valid  doctors  certificate  that  he  is 
Incapable  of  wf)rklng  and  consequently,  for 
the  lime  being,  cannot  accept  employment, 
he  is  hunted  as  though  he  were  an  outlaw 
by  plainclothes  American  policemen  "  The 
police  stage  raids  on  seamen  at  odds  with 
the  McCarran  law  because  of  sickness  or 
other  conditions  over  which  they  have  no 
control. 

Plainclothes  policemen  hare  also  posted 
themselves  uut^lde  of  115  Broad  Street.  New 
York,  and  have  seized  seamen  who  were  on 
their  way  in  or  out  of  the  Norwegian  gen- 
eral  consulate  for  the  purpose  of  seeking 
counsel  and  assL^tance. 

After  the  arrest  the  next  step  Is  Ellis  Is- 
land and  Internment.  Here  there  is  little 
to  do  but  hope  for  help  from  <nit!!|de  The 
seaman  is  Immediatey  isolated  In  a  cell  or 
building. 

A  number  of  sick  seamen  who  have  been 
Interned  on  Ellis  Island  say  that  the  doc- 
tor's examination  h.vs  been  superflclal  and 
that  no  coii.>;lderatlon  Is  given  to  slcknesa 
or  to  the  care  that  l.s  required. 

The  relatively  optimistic  reception  given 
the  McCarran  law  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year  in  some  Norwegian  shipping  circles  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  up  to  that  time  only 
the  bare  routine  part  of  the  law  had  been 
enforced.  No  Norwegian  fceainan  had  any 
difficulty  In  obtaining  permission  for  shore 
leave. 

The  seamen  themselves  were  also  opti- 
mistic Uuy  believed  the  law  was  rather 
ridiculi;us  but  they  also  said  that  they  could 
understand  why  the  Americans  wished  to 
exercise  control. 

More  recent  circumstances,  however,  have 
considerably  decreased  this  optimism. 

Mo>t  of  the  difficulties  have  their  origin 
in  the  sharp  difference  which  exists  at  pres- 
ent between  shore-leave  and  discharge  per- 
mits given  by  the  American  immigration 
authorities. 

The  well-known  Dl  stamp  Is  a  guaranty 
that  the  crewman  is  permitted  shore  leave 
up  to  29  days  while  his  ship  Is  In  port.  He 
is  further  duty  bound  to  leave  port  with  the 
same  ship. 

Crewmen  with  these  regulated  shore-leave 
permits  are  often  in  a  very  difficult  position. 
If  they  become  sick  and  cannot  leave  port 
with   the   same   ship    (or.  for   example,   are 
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hospitalized)  they  have  automatically  broken 
the  McCarran  law. 

The  sharp  difference  between  a  Dl  and 
1^  D2 — permission  to  pay  off — can  create  the 
problems  which  arise  in  thU  case:  A  ship 
travels  from  South  America  to  New  Orleans. 
La.,  and  the  crew  Ib  provided  with  Dl.  It 
is  probable  that  one  or  more  of  them  will 
want  to  be  paid  off  when  the  ship  arrives 
in  New  York.  In  the  meantime,  however, 
in  New  Orleans  they  cannot  request  a  D2 
and  neither  can  they  decline  to  accept  a 
Dl.  When  they  come  to  New  York  they 
cannot,  in  accordance  with  present  practice, 
change  the  shore-leave  permit  to  a  discharge 
permit. 

On  rare  occasions — and,  as  far  as  can  be 
determined,  quite  voluntarily— it  has  hap- 
pened that  a  Dl  has  been  changed  to  a  DS. 
Technically  this  Is  possible  and  It  Is  diffi- 
cult to  understand  why  it  la  refused  in  so 
many  cases. 

Meanwhile  the  captain  of  this  ship  from 
South  America  rray  have  signed  on  new 
crewmen  In  New  York.  But  the  crewmen 
with  the  Dl's  cannot  be  paid  off  and  the 
captain  cannot  muster  those  newly  hired 
unless  he  leaves  with  an  extra  crew. 

Even  If  a  person  is  declared  a  bona  fide 
seaman  and  all  technical  details  seem  to 
be  In  order.  It  does  not  necessarily  follow 
that  he  will  get  a  D2  If  he  desires  to  be 
paid  off.  It  seems  that  the  Immigration 
Inspectors  have  supervision  over  all  Norwe- 
gian seamen  In  the  country  and  that  they 
take  cognizance  of  all  of  them  In  their  treat- 
ment of  each  application  for  being  paid  off. 
Thus  the  unhampered  mustering  process 
has  been  considerably  restricted  as  will  be 
apparent  from  this  and  earlier  cited  ex- 
amples. 

With  a  certain  grim  humor  It  has  been 
stated  here  In  New  York  that  as  far  as  we 
know  the  best  way  to  get  a  dUcharge  ac- 
cepted has  been  to  guarantee  a  seaman's 
stay  on  land  and  to  buy  a  return  ticket  home 
for  him.  Or  a  seaman  may  do  It  himself,  If 
he  Is  the  one  who  wishes  a  discharge. 

Also,  according  to  the  McCarran  law  a  sea- 
man who  Is  granted  a  discharge  permit  may 
count  on  a  stay  of  29  days  ashore.  In  prac- 
tice, however,  as  a  rule,  permits  for  shorter 
pericxls  are  given,  usually  for  10  days.  If 
the  seaman  has  not  been  hired  In  the  course 
of  these  10  days.  It  Is  possible  to  request  an 
exten.slon  of  the  i>ermit.  For  this  he  must 
pay  a  fee  of  $10.  Theoretically  he  may  also 
be  requlied  to  pay  a  fee  of  $20  during  his 
shore  leave. 

The  29  days'  stay  Is  now  much  more 
strictly  enforced  than  previously.  A  seaman 
may  be  discharged  the  1st  of  the  month. 
On  the  20th  he  may  hire  out  again  but  his 
ship  may  not  arrive  before  the  3d  of  the 
next  month.  On  the  29lh  he  Is  taken  to 
Ellis  Island  and  he  Is  not  given  his  freedom 
until  his  ship  arrives. 

Under  present  conditions  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  possibility  of  escaping  intern- 
ment on  Ellis  Island  after  29  days  ashore. 

Two  Internment  Incidents  have  created  an 
especially  strong  resentment  among  the  sea- 
men who  are  now  ashore  In  New  York. 

The  first  concerns  two  seaman.  Trygve 
Kornerud  and  Skule  Stein  Flathaug.  both  of 
whom  came  to  New  York  from  Colombia  on 
Saturday,  January  10,  on  the  motor  transport 
WUchief.  New  York  was  the  first  American 
port  of   entry. 

On  arrival  they  both  felt  111  and  wished  to 
see  a  doctor.  Meanwhile  there  was  no  pos- 
sibility of  being  paid  off  and  the  papers  of 
each  were  stamped  "Dl." 

The  same  morning  Kornerud  was  declared 
sick  at  the  Norwegian  health  office  and  was 
given  jsermlsslon  to  visit  a  specialist.  The 
same  afternoon  Flathaug  also  was  sent  to  a 
specialist  who  declared  him  sick. 

Later  they  presented  themselves  at  one 
of  the  Immigration  offices,  Flathaug  after  his 
ship   had    left    port — a   fact   which   he    also 
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pointed  out.  Both  of  them  were  told  to 
come  back  again  when  they  had  recovered, 
presumably  to  obtain  a  "D2." 

After  the  declaration  of  sickness  both  were 
under  a  doctor's  care.  Flathaug,  moreover, 
was  In  a  hospital  for  several  days.  Both  had 
been  declared  sick  when  they  were  arrested 
outside  of  the  general  consulate  on  the  19th 
or  20th  of  January.  Plainclothes  jxillcemen 
Inquired  about  their  papers.  They  had  a 
"Dl  "  and  their  ship  had  left. 

They  were  brotight  to  the  immigration 
office  where  they  were  examined.  Then  they 
were  sent  to  Ellis  Island.  Kornerud  pointed 
out  that  he  was  under  sp>eclal  medical  treat- 
ment but  no  attention  was  paid  to  this  fact 
and  he  was  placed  in  a  prison  cell  together 
with  50  others. 

When  they  were  released  several  days  later, 
it  was  because  the  general  consulate  had 
taken  action.  They  were  notified  that  they 
were  to  leave  the  country  before  the  middle 
of  February.  Kornerud,  who  had  continued 
to  be  sick,  left  January  27  for  Norway  for 
further  treatment. 

The  second  case  coijicerns  Krlstlan  Larsen 
on  the  Taurus.  He  was  suffering  from  a 
rupture  and  on  January  28  was  declared  sick 
at  the  Norwegian  doctor's  office. 

In  order  to  provide  himself  with  a  formal 
statement  of  his  condition  he  went,  together 
with  a  representative  of  the  ship's  agent,  to 
the  Immigration  office.  70  Columbus  Avenue, 
In  Manhattan.  He  had  with  him  a  letter 
from  the  agent  and  In  this  letter  It  was 
clearly  stated  that  Larsen  was  to  return  home 
on  the  Staiangerfjord.  February  24  (his  flrst 
opportunity  for  departure,  since  the  Stavan- 
gcrfjard  had  left  New  York  the  day  before, 
and  the  Oslo  fjord  was  employed  for  cruises). 
At  that  time  the  Tavrua  was  still  In  pwrt  but 
It  was  to  leave  the  same  day. 

Larsen  was  arrested  and  sent  to  Ellis 
Island. 

Three  days  later  he  was  released  after  he 
had  signed  an  order  of  conditional  parole. 
A  Norwegian  shipping  official  commented 
on  the  situation  by  saying.  *lt  seems  as  If  the 
Norwegian  representatives — both  public  and 
private— here  In  New  York  take  pride  In  co- 
operating with  the  Americans.  Therefore,  It 
is  so  very  difficult  to  understand  the  position 
of  the  Americans." 

The  case  of  Krlstlan  Larsen  seems  to  re- 
move all  support  for  the  suggested  procedure 
which  the  shipping  companies'  Arbelds- 
glverforenlng  (employers'  society)  sent  to 
ship  captains  for  use  In  cases  of  sickness. 
According  to  this  plan  the  captain  Is  re- 
quired to  request  shore  leave  permission  for 
a  doctor's  visit,  or  hospital  treatment  If 
necessary,  on  behalf  of  the  sick  seaman.  The 
immigration  Inspector  issues  a  conditional 
shore  leave  permit  and  the  seaman  receives 
a  copy.  This  does  not  give  him  the  right  to 
remain  ashore  as  an  ambulatory  patient  and 
merely  Indicates  that  the  immigration  in- 
spector has  made  the  inspection. 

The  captain  also  is  responsible,  it  Is  further 
stated,  for  providing  that  the  seaman  is  im- 
mediately given  a  written  certification  by 
the  ship's  agent  which  states  his  condition 
and  which  he  must  always  carry  with  him. 
The  declaration  Is  written  in  triplicate  and 
Includes  Indisputable  Information  that  shore 
leave  was  requested  on  the  arrival  of  the  ship, 
and  that  the  decision  was  made  by  the  In- 
spector. It  must  also  be  shown  that  the 
seaman  is  not  discharged.  When  he  is  well, 
he  must  turn  to  the  consulate  for  further 
assistance. 

Another  consequence  of  the  McCarran  law 
is  that  seamen  often  take  the  first  job  that 
presents  Itself,  In  order  to  avoid  the  conse- 
quences which  are  Involved  in  overstaying 
shore  leave. 

In  the  period  February  2-16,  15  men  took 
Jobs  which  were  below  their  qualifications: 
mechanic,  cabin  boy;  seaman,  apprentice  sea- 
man; oiler,  mess  boy;  boatswain,  mess  boy; 
mechanic,  mess  boy;  mechanic,  oiler;  ordi- 
nary seaman,  apprentice  seaman;  carpenter. 


oiler;  mechanic,  oiler;  ordinary  seaman,  mess 
boy;  seaman,  galley  boy;  ordinary  seaman, 
mess  boy;  carpenter,  reserve  man;  first  ma- 
clnlst.  third  machinist;  and  mechanic,  ma- 
chine boy. 

In  January  there  were  four  more  similar 
cases. 


EXHIBFT  C 

[From  the  New  Leader] 
Who  Is  Fighting  the  McCarran  Act? — Foes 
OF  the  Immigration  Law  Are  Now  Being 
Falsely  Smeared  as  "Pro-Communist" 
(By  Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  United  States 

Senator  from  Minnesota) 
Political   controversy   has   reached    a   new 
low  when  supporters  of  the  McCarran -Walter 
Immigration   Exclusion   Act   are   content   to 
defend  their  position  merely  by  stating  that 
Communists  oppose  the  law.     Whatever  dif- 
ferences— and    they    have    been    serious — I 
have  had  with  Senator  McCarran,  1  have  no 
doubt  that  he  is  a  sincere  antl-Communlst 
as  he   sees  It,     But  he  has  done  his  cause 
great  damage  by  choosing  to  pin  the  Com- 
munist   label    irresponsibly    on    those    who 
differ  with  him  in  vital  areas  of  legislation. 
Such    irresponsibility    gravely    damages    the 
cause   of   serious,   effective   anticommunlsm. 
The   Senate   passed    the   McCarran -Walter 
Act  over  the  President's  veto  by  the  narrow 
margin  of  two  votes.     Those  of  us  who  op- 
posed   the    bill    debated    It    extensively    and 
presented  detailed  analyses  of  its  undesirable 
provisions.     Senator  McCarran   Ignored  our 
arguments,  refused  to  discuss  the  bill  on  the 
merits,  and  Instead  was  satisfied  to  sho*  In 
the    Congressional   Record   that    the    Daily 
Worker  and  the  Communist  Party  didn't  like 
him  or  his  bill.     More  recently,  he  has  been 
distributing    under    his    frank    hundreds    of 
thousands  of  copies  of  an  irresponsible  ar- 
ticle   by    Herbert   G.    Moore    in    a    magazine 
called    the   National   Republic.     This   article 
states  that  the  McCarran  Act  is  a  good  law 
because  the  Communists  denounced  It  and 
because  a  substitute  measure  was  prepared 
by    friends    of    Communists.      This    logic    is 
strange.  Indeed;  by  the  same  reasoning,  Sen- 
ator McCarran  and  his  friends  would  have 
to   support   germ   warfare.    Trotskyism,   and 
lynching,  which  Communists  also  denounce. 
Fixing   our   national   policies   by   support- 
ing whatever  the  Dally  Worker  denounces  Is 
a     dangerous     practice,     whether     used     by 
liberals  or  by  conservatives.     Thus,  I  recall 
vividly  that  many  liberals  attacked  Senator 
Taft  on  the  grounds  that  his  votes  on  for- 
eign affairs  matched  those  of  Vito  Marcan- 
tonlo.    That,  too,  was  unjust.    To  attack  and 
defeat  communism,  we  cannot  automatically 
accept  everything  they  happen  to  oppose,  nor 
can   we  reject  any  decent   proposals  simply 
because  Communists  find   It  tactically  wise 
to  support  them.     To  be  freemen,  we  must 
think  for  ourselves. 

The  record  shows  that  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  shuts  the  dcxirs  of  America  in 
the  faces  of  thousands  of  refugees  and  would- 
be  refugees  from  communism  who.  If  they 
were  admitted  to  our  land,  would  prove  for- 
midable fighters  for  democracy.  We  find  that 
section  212  (a)  (10)  of  that  act  excludes 
from  our  shores  any  Immigrant  from  a  Com- 
munist country  if  the  Com:  \unist  police  give 
him  a  sufficiently  bad  police  record.  In  other 
words,  our  State  and  Justice  Departments  are 
obligated  to  follow  the  decisions  of  the  Com- 
munist MVD;  a  man  who  is  hounded  by  Com- 
munist police  becomes  a  criminal  to  Amer- 
ican Immigration  authorities.  It  Is  therefore 
quite  possible  that  when  the  CommunUts 
attack  the  McCarran -Walter  Act,  they  are 
actually  trying  to  make  sure  that  millions  of 
patriotic  Americans  will  support  this  act. 
Certainly,  the  act  is  a  potent  weapon  for 
stirring  up  anti-American  feeling  all  over 
the  world,  wherever  the  impact  of  its  exclu- 
Eionist  policies  is  being  felt. 

In  opposing  the  McCarran  Act.  Seiuite  lib- 
erals offered   two  substitute  measures:    the 
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Lehman-Hvimphrey  bill  (known  as  the  short 
bill)  and  the  Humphrey-Lehman  bill  (known 
as  the  long  bill.)  Senator  McCarran  and 
the  National  Republic  claim  the  short 
bill  was  written  by  friends  of  CommunlsU. 
Now  the  record  shows  that  thte  bill  con- 
sisted of  8  sections.  4  of  which  were  sub- 
stantially Identical  with  provisions  of  the 
McCarran-Walter  bill  and  none  of  which  let 
down  any  existing  bars  against  subversives 
or  criminals. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  Senator  McCAaaAN  also 
complained  that  the  draftsmen  of  the  long 
bill  had  stolen  his  Ideas.  In  several  In- 
stances, the  substitute  legUlatlon  was  »o 
clearly  a  better  technical  draftlr-g  Job  than 
the  McCarran-Walter  bill  that,  at  the  end 
of  the  debate.  Senator  McCarran  accepted 
21  amendments  taken  from  the  Humphrey- 
Lehman  drafts. 

Insofar  as  our  bill  contained  provisions  not 
covered  by  the  McCarran -Walter  bill,  these 
provisions    were    strongly    antl -Communist. 
They  would  have  given  a  preference — within 
the    fixed    maximum    of    our    Immigration 
quota,  which  was  not  changed— to  refugees 
from  Iron  Curtain  lands,  to  scientists  needed 
In    defense    Industries,    and    to    relatives    of 
American  citizens,  regardless  of  country  or 
origin.      Also,    the    short    bill    would    have 
curbed  the  powers  of  immigration  ofBcers  by 
establishing  the  /  ttorney  General's  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  on  a  statutory  basis. 
Finally,   the   bill   would   have    given   quota- 
exempt  status  to  foreigners  who  enlist  In  the 
United    States    Army    and    to    children,    or- 
phaned  by   totalitarian   warfare   and   exter- 
mination   campaigns,    who    are    adopted    by 
American  families.     Each  of  these  proposals 
Is  diametrically  opposed  to  Communist  In- 
terests.    How  they  could  have  helped  com- 
munism  Senator   McCarran    never   tells   Us. 
Instead,    his    act's    defenders    circulate    the 
charge  that  alternative  bills  were  drafted  by 
friends  of  Communists. 

What  are  the  facts?  The  Lehman- 
Humphrey  bill  was  introduced  on  October 
20.  1951.  by  a  bipartisan  group  of  Senators, 
comprising  Senators  Hendrickson.  Ives. 
Langer.  Morse,  Benton.  Douglas,  Gillette. 
Humphrey,  Kefauver,  Kilgore,  Lehman,  Mag- 
nuson.  Moody.  Murray,  and  Pastore.  Several 
of  these  Senators  had  taken  the  lead  In 
exposing  Communist  agents  at  home  and 
abroad;  others  had  made  fine  records  In 
advancing  countermeasures  against  com- 
munism In  the  field  of  foreign  relations. 
The  bill  these  Senators  Introduced  was 
drafted  by  the  OfBce  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
sel of  the  United  States  Senate,  a  regular 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  estab- 
lished to  give  technical  assistance  to  all 
Senators   In  drafting   legislation. 

We  also  discussed  the  problem  with  ex- 
perts. One  of  these  experts — whom  the 
National  Republic  tries  to  smear — Is  Felix  S. 
Cohen  (a  frequent  New  Leader  contributor — 
Editor).  One  of  the  country's  outstanding 
experts  In  legislative  drafting,  and  a  former 
law-school  professor  on  that  subject,  his 
services  In  drafting  or  Interpreting  legis- 
lation had  been  commanded  by  such  organ- 
izations as  the  International  Rescue  Com- 
mittee, the  Federal  Council  of  Churches,  the 
National  Board  of  the  YWCA,  the  National 
Catholic  Rural  Life  Conference,  the  National 
Catholic  Welfare  Conference,  the  National 
Lutheran  Council,  the  Unitarian  Service 
Committee,  the  American  Friends  Service 
Committee,  and  the  Church  World  Service. 
Mr.  Cohen's  role  In  the  Lehman-Hum- 
phrey Immigration  bill  was  to  give  the  sort  of 
technical  assistance  an  experienced  legis- 
lative draftsman  can  give,  after  the  objec- 
tives of  a  bin  have  been  fixed,  to  make  sure 
that  these  objectives  are  not  thwarted  by 
ambiguous  wording  or  by  failure  to  consider 
all  the  technicalities  of  existing  law. 

Now  I  would  like  to  discuss,  for  a  moment, 
Mr.  Cohen's  record  In  fighting  communism — 
not  because  he  needs  defending,  but  to  show 
the  typ©^f  man  whom  the  McCarran-Walter 
act's  defeoders  are  calling  names.     In  recent 


years,  three  outstanding  steps  have  been 
taken  against  communism:  (1)  the  exposure 
of  covert  Communist  agents  at  home,  who 
exercised  a  great  and  malevolent  Influence 
during  the  Red  decade;  (2)  the  program  of 
economic  assistance  to  antl -Communist  peo- 
ples abroad,  and  (3)  the  Voice  of  America. 
In  each  of  these  measures,  Felix  8.  Cohen 
played  a  large  part. 

Consider,  first,  the  long  flight  for  adequate 
measures   to  expose   the  agents  of   commu- 
nism.    In   1940  a  group  of  antl-Communlst 
lawyers.    Including   Mr.   Cohen,   were   deeply 
concerned    at    Indications    of   State    E)epart- 
ment  incompetence  in  handling  Communist 
agents.     Congress   had   passed,   in    1938.   the 
Foreign  Agent  Registration  Act,  designed  to 
throw    the    pitiless    spotlight    of    publicity 
upon    secret    Communist    agents.      Enforce- 
ment of  the  act  was  entrusted  to  the  State 
Department.     How  that  trust  had  miscarried 
was  revealed  In  the  report  prepared  by  Felix 
S.  Cohen,  released  on  June  13.  1941,  and  in- 
serted In  the  Congressional  Record  of  Au- 
gust 14,  1941,  by  Congressman  Jerry  Voorhls 
of    the   House    Committee    on    Un-American 
Activities.     The  following  excerpts  show  the 
thrust  of  this  report: 

"An  objective  analysis  of  the  operations  of 
the  Foreign  Agent  Registration  Act  must 
convince  any  unprejudiced  observer  that  the 
act  has  been  rendered  a  dead  letter,  of  no 
practical  Importance  In  exposing  the  propa- 
ganda activities  It  was  designed  to  expose. 
•  •  •  Chief  responsibility  •  •  •  must  be 
laid  at  the  door  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment. •    •    • 

•"An  examination  of  the  State  Department 
flies  does  not  reveal  the  names  of  any  of  the 
Communist  leaders  in  this  country.  Yet  the 
Communist  Party's  organizational  manual 
says:  "The  decisions  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  Communist  International  are 
binding  for  all  parties  belonging  to  the 
Comintern,  and  must  be  promptly  carried 
out.'   •    •    • 

"Apparently  no  efforts  have  been  made  by 
the  Department  to  use  the  press,  radio,  and 
other  channels  In  accordance  with  the  intent 
of  the  framers  of  the  act.  •  •  •  The  regu- 
lations Issued  by  the  State  Department  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  act  make  it  Inevitable 
that  the  information  that  Congress  wanted 
Is  not  collected.  This  result  is  reached  by 
exempting  the  most  dangerous  propagandists 
from  the  requirements  of  the  act,  by  omitting 
from  the  registration  forms  all  questions  re- 
lating to  details  of  the  agent's  propaganda 
activities,  and  by  Inserting  a  series  of  loop- 
holes which  have  the  effect  of  facilitating 
evasion  of  the  purposes  of  the  act"  (Con- 
gressional Record,  vol.  87,  pt.  13,  pp.  A4417- 
A4419). 

In  line  with  these  criticisms.  Congress,  by 
the  McKellar-Sumners  Act  of  1942,  trans- 
ferred resfKinsibility  for  administering  the 
laws  relating  to  registration  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
otherwise  tightened  up  most  of  the  loopholes 
to  which  Mr.  Cohen's  study  had  called  at- 
tention. 

Another  step  In  our  resistance  to  world 
communism  was  the  Marshall  plan.  (Let  It 
be  recalled  at  this  point  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carran himself  repeatedly  voted  against  ap- 
propriations for  mutual  security,  and  against 
military  aid  to  Greece  and  Turkey.)  Felix 
S.  Cohen,  then  Associate  Solicitor  of  the  In- 
terior Department  and  Chairman  of  Its 
Board  of  Appeals,  was  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Interdepartmental  committee  that  draft- 
ed the  original  Marhall-plan  legislation.  He 
later  helped  draft  legislation  sponsored  by 
Senator  Mundt,  extending  the  principles  of 
this  plan  to  India. 

Another  major  step  taken  by  the  United 
States  against  communism  was  the  organiza- 
tion of  a  sound  campaign  of  psychological 
warfare,  symbolized  by  the  Voice  of  America. 
A  report  edited  by  Felix  Cohen,  Combating 
Totalitarian  Propaganda,  sounded  what  was 
probably  the  first  call  for  an  effective  Ameri- 


can   propaganda    compalgn    against    toUU- 

tarlanlsm.    This  was  In  June  1941. 

In  1943,  Vr.  Cohen  coauthored  a  more  de- 
tailed stud>  demonstrating  the  need  for  a 
Voice  of  America.  This  study  pointed  out 
that  vast  sums  were  being  spent  on  Com- 
munist propaganda  warfare  directed  against 
our  democracy,  operating  through  a  vast 
solar  8 /stem  of  organizations  dominated  by 
totalitarian  loyalty  and  discipline,  and  that 
the  Fe«leral  Government  was  blocked  by  a 
series  of  obsolete  statutes  from  replying. 

Five  -ears  later.  Congress  authorized  the 
organlza  Ion  of  an  effective  counterpropa- 
ganda  cat.ipaign  against  world  communism. 
Senator  Lehman  and  I  voted  with  Senator 
Mundt  to  *cure  adequate  appropriations  for 
the  Voice  of  America  and  other  agencies  of 
this  anti-Communist  campaign;  Senator  Mc- 
Carran opposed  these  efforts.  / 

In  addition,  Felix  S.  Cohen  helped  lead  the 
anti-Conmiunlst  forces  in  the  National  Law- 
yers Guild  during  the  early  years  of  that  or- 
ganization. When  the  Soviet  Union  Invaded 
Finland  in  1939.  he  drafted  and  secured 
guild  adoption  of  a  resolution  condemning 
the  Soviet  aggression,  notwithstanding  the 
opposition  of  guild  leaders  Harry  Sacher. 
Louis  McCabc.  Carol  Weiss  King,  and  Mor- 
timer Riemer.  A  few  months  later,  Mr. 
Cohen,  former  AssUtant  Secretary  of  State 
Adolf  A.  Berle.  Jr  ,  and  other  distinguished 
officials  and  Judges  in  the  guild  challenged 
candidates  for  guild  office  to  record  their  op- 
position to  communism.  When  this  chal- 
lenge was  rejected,  they  resigned  en  mass* 
from  the  guild. 

Another  fine  American  whom  the  National 
Republic  must  presumably  regard  as  pro- 
Communist  is  Monsignor  OGrady,  who  was 
one  of  the  stalwart  opponents  of  the  Mc- 
Carran Act  throughout  its  legUlative  history. 
Ordained  in  Dublin,  Monsignor  OGrady  came 
to  the  United  States  in  1912  and  studied  at 
Catholic  University.  He  ha^  been  dean  of 
Catholic  University's  School  of  Social  Work, 
the  organizer  of  Catholic  Charities  in  Wash- 
ington, and  general  secretary  of  the  National 
Conference  of  Catholic  Charities  for  31  years. 
We  are  proud  to  have  been  associated  with 
him  in  our  effort  to  pass  a  humane  immigra- 
tion act.  I  was  Interested,  Incidentally,  to 
read  excerpts  from  a  recent  speech  he  made 
in  Rome,  In  which  he  said  that  the  McCarran 
Act  was  driving  many  Italians  Into  Com- 
munist ranks. 

Whatever  one  may  think  of  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act — and 
reasonable  men  may  differ  on  that — there  is 
no  reason  to  identify  opposition  to  the  act 
as  Communist-inspired.  Indiscriminate  at- 
tacks upon  men  who  have  been  pioneers  la 
the  campaign  to  expose  Communist  propa- 
ganda can  only  serve  to  betray  America. 
Those  Americans  who  recklessly  cry  "'Com- 
munist"  whenever  anybody  disagrees  with 
them  are  making  it  easier  than  ever  for  the 
Communists  to  isolate  America  from  its 
friends  throughout  the  world  and  to  paralyze 
us  Internally  with  a  network  of  mutual 
suspicions. 

ExHiBrr  D 
[Prom  the  Washington  Star  of  February  22. 


1953] 
Immigration — Many    Chttrch    OEOtTPS     A«« 

Seeking  a   Law   More  Lemiknt  Than  ths 

McCarran  Act 

(By  Caspar  Nannes) 

The  McCarran-Walter  Immigration  Act. 
which  has  stirred  up  a  hornet's  nest  In  many 
quarters,  is  facing  the  stern  opposition  of 
some  of  the  Nation's  most  Influential  church 
groups. 

Since  It  took  effect  last  December  24, 
charges  of  discrimination,  bigotry,  and  In- 
justice have  been  leveled  against  the  act. 
But  It  has  been  as  vehemently  defended. 

President  Elsenhower  has  added  to  the  de« 
bate  by  urging  Congress  to  review  the  legis- 
lation and  by  remarking  that  It  contains 
injustices  and,  in  fact,  discriminates. 
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There  Is.  among  church  people,  widespread 
agreement  that  the  present  law  has  Improved 
past  legislation  In  many  respects,  such  as 
unifying  the  confused  mass  of  Immigration 
law.  They  are  now,  according  to  Miss  Sarah 
Weadlck  of  the  National  Catholic  Welfare 
Conference,  "for  the  first  time,  all  In  one 
place." 

some  BARRIESS  LOWBtED 

The  act  has  removed  existing  racial  bar- 
riers to  admissibility  and  citizenship,  though 
not  as  completely  as  many  would  like.  It 
has.  also  for  the  first  time,  set  up  a  system 
of  selective  Immigration  whereby  50  per- 
cent of  all  quotas  Is  for  qualified  Immigrants 
having  "higher  education,  technical  training, 
specialized  experience,  or  exceptional  ability" 
whose  presence  here  would  benefit  the 
country. 

These  and  othtr  provisions.  Including  re- 
moval of  sex  disci-imlnatory  rules,  have  pro- 
vided defenders  with  strong  arguments. 

The  major  point  of  revisionists'  objections 
centers  around  retention  of  the  quota  sys- 
tem, in  use  since  1924.  Quotas  are  assigned 
to  various  countries  In  proportion  to  the 
number  of  people  of  that  racial  stock  living 
here  in  1920,  As  a  result  two-thirds  of  all 
quota  numbers  are  given  to  Great  Britain, 
Ireland,  and  Germany,  with  few  using  the 
former  two.  This  lopsided  system  is  further 
attacked  because  no  provision  Is  made  so 
natives  of  countries  having  sharply  limited 
and  oversubscribed  quotas  could  fill  unused 
quotas. 

At  present,  under  the  Immigration  formula 
of  one -tenth  of  1  percent  of  our  country's 
population,  as  determined  by  the  most  recent 
cen.«=us,  154,657  persons  may  enter  the  United 
States.  The  previous  quota  ratio  was  one- 
sixth  of  1  percent,  which  would  admit  251,163 
Immigrants. 

MANT    statements    ISStJEO 

During  the  past  6  months  various  church 
btxlies,  at  regular  meeting,  have  issued  state- 
ments on  the  law.  The  latest  came  this 
month  from  the  4-milUon-member  National 
Lutheran  Council.  This  group  expressed 
satisfaction  at  General  Elsenhower's  request 
for  a  review  of  existing  immigration  legisla- 
tion and  called  on  Congress  to  adopt  a  Just 
and  workable  substitute  for  the  national- 
origins  quota  system. 

A  similar  statement  was  approved  by  the 
National  Council  of  Churches  last  December 
at  Denver,  Colo.  The  American  Baptist  Con- 
vention passed  a  resolution  urging  Congress 
to  revise  the  law  so  It  would  be  more  In 
keeping  with  our  democratic  tradition,  pro- 
viding for  a  fiexlblllty  In  making  adjust- 
ments between  national  quotas  and  remov- 
ing all  discriminatory  provisions  based  upon 
considerations  of  race,  color,  or  sex. 

The  Disciples  of  Christ  approved  a  more 
or  less  similar  motion.  The  triennial  Gen- 
eral Convention  of  the  Episcopal  Church  last 
September  also  called  for  a  review  of  the 
policy   on    immigration. 

The  Baltimore  Annual  Conference,  the 
Methodist  Church,  last  June  asked  for  a  veto 
of  the  law  and  called  on  Congress  to  enact 
a  measure  which  will  uphold  the  principles 
and  Ideals  of  democracy  and  Christian  citi- 
zenship and  avoid  unfair  discrimination. 

Bruce  M.  Mohler,  director  of  the  National 
Catholic  Welfare  Conference  Bureau  of  Im- 
migration, recently  reviewed  the  Catholic 
Church's  long-standing  opposition  to  the 
1920  quota  policy  as  unfair,  unscientific,  and 
highly  discriminatory. 

Jewish  religious  bodies  have  practically 
unanimously  urged  that  the  present  law  be 
completely  rewritten.  Six  major  national 
Jewish  organizations  Issued  a  statement  to 
this  effect  on  January  1. 

Warnings  that  the  new  Immigration  law 
imperils  previous  American  standards  have 
come  from  many  Washington  church  leaders. 
Methodist  Bishop  G  Bromley  Oxnam  charges 
the  good  in  the  McCarran-Walter  Immigra- 
tion and  nationality  law  Is  submerged  in 
bad  philosophy,  archaic  provisions  and  un- 


Amerlcan  procedures.  It  should  be  repealed 
and  a  new  law  enacted  with  flexible  quota 
system,  without  discrimination  based  upon 
race,  color,  or  sex.  with  American  procedures 
for  fair  hearings  and  appeals  In  deportation 
proceedings. 

Dr.  Joseph  M.  Dawson,  executive  director. 
Baptist  Joint  committee  on  public  affairs. 
Stated  a  majority  of  southern  Baptists  agree 
with  most  other  church  groups  In  wishing 
long-range  legislation  removing  discrimina- 
tory provisions. 

PRESBTTERIAN    OPINION 

The  Reverend  Howard  F.  Gebhart,  chair- 
man of  the  Social  Education  and  Action 
Committee,  Washington  City  Presbytery, 
said,  "I'm  quite  sure  that  I  speak  the  voice 
of  the  Presbytery  in  holding  for  a  broader 
Immigration  program  for  our  Nation  than 
that  presently  prescribed  by  law."  The  Rev- 
erend William  J.  Lineback.  general  secretary. 
Capital  Area  Christian  Missionary  Society 
(Disciples  of  Christ),  declared  American  im- 
migration policy  "ought  not  to  be  a  static 
thing,  nor  one  characterized  as  exclusive 
or  unfairly  favoring  one  nation  over  an- 
other." and  urged  that  unused  quotas  each 
year  be  "pooled  "  among  other  nations. 

A  warning  that  "many  Italians,  on  the 
basis  of  complete  disillusionment  In  regard 
to  our  Immigration  legislation  may  vote  for 
the  Communists  In  the  next  election  "  was 
voiced  by  Msgr.  John  OGrady,  general  secre- 
tary of  the  National  Conference  of  Catholic 
Charities,  In  Rome  last  month. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Evangelicals  has  asserted  "it  is  gen- 
erally thought  by  evangelical  circles  here 
that  the  3  years'  hard  work  of  the  House 
and  Senate  Immigration  Committees,  has 
produced  a  decidedly  Improved  bill  and  one 
that  would  probably  meet  the  approval  of 
the  majority  of  loyal  United  States  citizens."" 

Miss  Weadlck  pointed  out  that  while  op- 
ponents have  been  protesting  the  national- 
origins  formula  none  of  them  has  "ever  sug- 
gested a  substitute.  It  would  seem,  there- 
fore, that  any  wide,  open-door  policy  Is  not 
going  to  get  very  far  unless  some  definite, 
spelled-out  substitute  for  the  national- 
origins  plan  is  submitted  to  the  congres- 
sional  committees." 

The  Reverend  De  Loss  M  Scott,  pastor  of 
the  National  Tabernacle  here,  said,  "If  ever 
we  needed  legislation  to  protect  our  country 
from  an  influx  of  undesirable  aliens  who 
are  opposed  to  our  American  policy  and  way 
of  life,  It  Is  now.  However,  It  is  possible 
that  In  barring  such  we  may.  at  the  same 
time,  bar  those  who  are  desirable  and  of 
Inestimable  value  for  our  land  of  America. 
In  the  light  of  this  It  would  seem  that  a 
further  careful  study  with  possible  revisions 
at  certain  points,  would  be  of  value  to  all 
concerned." 

It  Is  natural  that  disagreements  will  arise 
on  such  a  sensitive  measure  as  the  Immigra- 
tion law.  But  with  general  good  will  on  all 
sides,  rather  than  much  of  the  acerbity  that 
has  marked  past  discussions,  a  law  contain- 
ing the  best  American  Ideals  to  fit  the  diffi- 
cult problem  should   be   achieved. 

ExHisrr  E 
[From  America  magazine  of  February  21, 

1953] 

Catholic  Views  on  Our  Immigration  Law 

(By  Clement  S.  Mlhanovlch) 

The    McCarran-Walter    Immigration    and 

Nationality  Act,  passed  by  Congress  last  July 

over  the  veto  of  President  Truman,  has  been 

subject  to  close  scrutiny  and  sharp  criticism 

by  Catholics  in  the  United  States. 

In  order  to  promote  a  deeper  understand- 
ing of  the  McCarran-Walter  Act,  to  secure 
something  of  a  unified  opinion  toward  It 
among  Catholics  and  to  find  out  what  should 
be  recommended  to  overcome  Its  deficiencies 
and  correct  Its  errors,  the  writer  conducted 
a  2-day  Institute  on  Immigration  In  St. 
Louis,   October   23-24,    1952.     The   Institute, 


beld  under  the  auspices  of  St.  Louis  Univer- 
sity, was  sponsored  by  Archbishop  Joseph  E. 
Rltter.  of  St.  Louis.  Msgr.  John  O'Grady 
gave  me  guidance  and  full  support.  Over 
50  immigration  experts,  mostly  Catholic, 
were  present  for  the  Institute,  The  conclu- 
sions of  this  institute  may.  In  a  broad  sense, 
be  characterized  as  typical  Catholic  views  on 
immigration.  However,  the  writer  does  not 
wish  to  convey  the  impression  that  the  views 
he  expresses  here  are  necessarily  shared  by 
all  Catholics.  Opinions  are  bound  to  vary 
on  such  a  subject. 

The  Institute  objected  to  and  criticized, 
among  others,  the  following  provisions  of 
the  McCarran-Walter  Act  (Public  Law  414; 
S.  2550,  H.  R.  5678)  : 

1.  Assigning  50  percent  of  the  quotas  to 
those  of  high  education,  technical  training, 
specialized    experiences,    etc.    (sec.    203    (a) 

(D). 

2.  Eliminating  college  and  university  pro- 
fessors from  the  class  of  quota-exempt  im- 
migrants (sec.  101  (a)    (26)    (F)). 

3.  Drastically  curtailing  the  admission  of 
colored  persons  (sec.  202  (c)   (1) ). 

4.  Establishing  a  special  Inferior  stattis  for 
persons  of  Asiatic  extraction.  Including  Fili- 
pinos (sec.  202   (b) ). 

5.  Requiring  American  consuls  to  follow 
decisions  of  courts  of  foreign  nations  In  ex- 
cluding Immigrants  from  admission  to  the 
United  States   (sec.  212   (a)    (10)). 

6.  Requiring  rigid  tesU  for  admission  of 
skilled   or   unskilled   workers    (sec.  212    (a) 

(14)). 

7.  Barring  all  immigrants  who.  In  the  opin- 
ion of  a  consular  officer,  are  "likely  at  any 
time  to  become  public  charges"  (sec.  212  (a) 
(15)). 

8.  Allowing  Immigration  by  members  of 
totalitarian  groups  who  reformed  before 
entry  (sec.  212  (a)  (28)  (1)V,  while  requir- 
ing deportation  of  those  who  reform  after 
entry  (sec.  241   (a)    (6) ). 

9.  Abolishing  existing  statutes  of  limita- 
tion In  deportation  cases.  Allowing  deporta- 
tion for  alleged  acts  50  years  past  (sec.  242). 

10.  Making  all  grounds  of  deportation  ret- 
roactive (sec.  241   (d)). 

11.  Authorizing  deportation  of  immigrants 
who  are  mistakenly  classified  as  "public 
charges"  (sec.  241   (a)    (8)). 

12.  Requiring  deportation  of  Immigrants 
who  become  addicted  to  the  use  of  narcotic 
drugs  after  entry  (sec.  241   (a)    (11)). 

13.  Practically  eliminating  Judicial  review 
of  deportation  cases  In  many  Instances  (sec. 
241). 

14.  Abolishing  the  confidential  character 
of  social -security  flies  (sec.  290   (O). 

15.  Subjecting  the  acquisition  of  citizen- 
ship to  a  series  of  new  requirements  retro- 
actively covering  the  entire  life  of  the  ap- 
plicant (sees.  313,  316,  318). 

16.  The  Interrogation  of  any  citizen  If  an 
Immigration  official  believes  him  to  be  an 
alien  (sec.  287  (a)    (1) ). 

17.  The  termination  of  the  right  of  Amer- 
ican citizens  to  be  Immune  Irom  search 
or  official  Interrogation  without  a  warrant 
(sec.  287   (c)). 

18.  Iiistltutlonal  denaturalization  proceed- 
ings against  any  naturalized  citizen  at  the 
Instigation  of  any  private  informer  who  files 
a  proper  affidavit,  for  acts  which  were  not 
grounds  for  denaturalization  when  the  natu- 
ralized citizen  acquired  citizenship.  (Sec. 
340  (a)). 

19.  The  abolition.  In  certain  cases,  of  the 
right  of  an  American  citizen  to  court  review 
if  his  citizenship  Is  challenged  by  a  consul 
or  other  officer   (sec.  340  (c)). 

20.  Allowing  extremely  restricted  and 
minimum  quotas  lor  various  Asiatic  coun- 
tries while  subjecting  persons  born  In  the 
Western  Hemisphere  to  "ancestry"  quotas 
(sec.  202  (b)). 

These  are  only  the  major  objections  that 
we  have  to  the  act.  As  can  b*  readily  seen, 
all  these  provisions  would  subject  over  10 
million    foreign-born    Americans    to    special 
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poUce  control*  operating  without  regard  to 
due  proceM  as  hitherto  deOned.  Further- 
more.  naturallaed  citizens  and  ImmlgranU 
will  be  subject  to  such  subjective  and  am- 
biguous standards  as  "the  satisfaction  of  the 
Attorney  General,"  "the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney General."  etc..  as  well  as  to  the  arbi- 
trary powers  granted  to  consular  and  Immi- 
gration officers. 

These  objections  and  many  others  were 
studied  by  our  Institute  on  immigration. 
Upon  the  completion  of  the  institute  a  num- 
ber of  recommendations  wefe  presented  to 
the  attending  members,  who  unanimously 
agreed  on  the  necessity  of  revision  or  eradi- 
cation of  all  the  above  provisions  of  the 
McCarran- Walter  Act. 

The  writer  himself  believes  that  there  are 
many  provisions  in  the  act  that  must  be  re- 
moved or  changed  if  we  are  to  keep  our  con- 
stitutional integrity  and  if  we  are  to  convince 
the  peoples  of  the  world  that  we  are  a  truly 
democratic  nation.  Among  many  changes 
that  the  writer  recommends  are  the  fol- 
lowing : 

1.  In  many  of  its  provisions,  as  stated 
above,  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  modifies  or 
eliminates  existing  Judicial  decisions.  This 
must  be  corrected  to  conform  to  traditional 
and  established  practice  and  to  prevent  the 
possibility,  which  actually  exists  under  the 
act.  of  denaturalizing  an  American  citizen 
upon  notice  of  less  than  1  day. 

2.  When  determinations  are  to  be  made  in 
regard  to  the  act  they  should  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  facts  and  not  upon  the  opinions  of 
minor  officials. 

3.  The  prospective  Immigrants  should  not 
be  subjected  to  the  requirement  of  duplicate 
examinations  by  two  different  agencies. 
Under  the  act,  the  case  of  a  prospective  im- 
migrant is  examined  first  by  the  State  De- 
partment (consular  official)  and  then  again 
by  the  Department  of  Justice  (Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service).  This  duplicate 
examination  is  a  waste  of  time  and  taxpay- 
ers' money,  in  addition  to  being  something 
of  an  Indignity  imposed  upon  the  applicant. 

4.  A  statutory  board  should  be  provided  to 
handle  appeals  from  all  official  decisions  on 
visas,  passports,  and  other  Immigration  mat- 
ters. There  Is  no  adequate  appeal  under  the 
act  from  many  Immigration  decisions,  such 
as  consular  decisions  or  denials  of  visas. 

5.  The  Nationality  Act  ^ of  1940  sharply 
limlU  the  right  of  a  naturalized  citizen  to 
live  abroad  without  loss  of  American  citi- 
zenship, although  no  such  limitation  was 
placed  upon  native-born  citizens. 

6.  The  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act 
continues  the  provisions  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  (1950)  concerning  membership  in 
subversive  organizations.  In  these  provi- 
sions, the  act  again  discriminates  against 
naturalized  citizens. 

7.  The  basis  of  immigration  in  the  United 
States  should  not  be  one  of  racial  discrimi- 
nation. The  writer  agrees  with  James  Flnu- 
cane.  associate  secretary  of  the  National  Con- 
ference for  Prevention  of  War.  that,  for  the 
Immediate  future,  at  least,  we  should  merge 
the  national-origins  quota  principle  with  two 
other  principles — (a)  the  size  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country  from  which  the  In- 
tended Immigrant  comes  and  (b)  Its  need 
for  Immigration.  Something  of  a  compli- 
cated mathematical  formula  will  result,  but 
Justice  would  be  more  nearly  approached 
than  It  is  now.  In  this  formula  we  must  not 
forget  the  problem  of  the  expellees.  Neither 
must  we  forget  the  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  children  fathered  by  American  soldiers  In 
Germany.  Prance.  Japan,  etc.  Our  approach 
to  these  problems  should  be  a  Christian  one, 
based  on  both  Justice  and  charity. 

A  formula  such  as  the  one  presented  above 
would  go  far  to  erase  racial,  religious,  and 
ethnic  discriminations  that  now  exist  In  our 
Immigration  laws.  Any  such  formula  must 
have  as  its  guiding  stars  the  three  following 
principles:  (a)  The  history  of  our  country; 
(b)  Christian  and  American  concepts  of  de- 


mocracy: (c)  the  role  our  country  plays  in 
the  world  today. 

In  summary.  It  may  be  stated  that  the 
writer,  as  well  as  all  who  attended  the 
St.  LouU  Institute  on  Immigration,  agreed 
up>on  the  following: 

1.  All  were  for  a  positive  pro-immigrant 
philosophy  and  objected  to  present  anti- 
alien  philosophy. 

2.  All  opposed  parts  of  Public  Law  414; 
none  completely  approved  it. 

3.  All  called  for  definite  and  drastic 
changes  in  Public  Law  414. 

4.  All  based  their  opposition  to  Public  Law 
414  on  Christian  ethics.  American  foreign 
policy,  good  economics,  and  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States. 

5.  All  agreed  that  the  present  national- 
origins  quota  system  should  be  eliminated. 

6.  All  agreed  that  college  and  university 
professors  should  be  admitted  on  a  non- 
quota basis. 

7.  All  agreed  that  non-used  quotas  should 
be  pooled,  especially  If  the  national  origins 
quota  system  could  not  be  eliminated. 

8.  All  opposed  the  present  undue  prefer- 
ence given  to  skilled  labor  In  Immigration 
quotas. 

9.  All  condemned  the  undue  power  given 
to  American  consular  officials  abroad 

10.  All  agreed  that  quotas  should  be  based 
on  the  1950  census  composition  of  our  popu- 
lation instead  of  the  1920  census  used  in  the 
act. 

11.  All  agreed  that  the  present  deportation 
provisions  should  be  at  least  tempered,  if 
not  abolished,  except  for  fraud  or  Illegal 
entry. 

12.  All  agreed  that  the  present  distinctions 
In  Public  Law  414  between  native-born  and 
naturalized    citizens    should    be    eliminated. 

13.  All  agreed  to  advocate  the  reinstate- 
ment of  the  statutes  of  limitation. 

It  would  be  no  exaggeration  to  state  that 
a  liberal  and  fair  Immigration  law  can  do 
more  to  win  for  the  United  States  the  good 
will  of  the  peoples  of  the  world  than  most  of 
our  past  and  present  global-aid  programs,  on 
which  we  have  spent  tens  of  billions  of 
dollar's. 


Exhibit  P 
Address  or  Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphwet  on 

Immigration  Legislation  Before  the  Amer- 
ican Jewish  Congress,  Brookltn  Division, 

January  28,  1953 

In  May  of  last  year,  when  the  United  States 
Senate  was  debating  the  McCarran  Immi- 
gration bill,  I  received  an  Interesting  letter 
from  some  old  Americans  who  supported  my 
stand  against  that  bill.  They  wanted  me  to 
know  that  In  oppxjslng  Senator  McCarran 's 
bill  they  had  no  personal  ax  to  grind.  Here 
is  what  my  old  friends  had  to  say ; 

"We  are  not  Immediately  threatened  by 
laws  to  stop  Immigration  and  to  dejjort  men 
and  women  born  abroad,"  they  said. 

"Sometimes  we  wish  we  had  established 
such  a  law  In  1492." 

Thafr  letter  was  signed  by  five  American 
Indian  leaders. 

I  think  that  these  words  can  be  a  good 
reminder  to  all  of  us,  whether  we  tnice  our 
ancestry  to  the  Mayflower,  whether  we  are 
Sons  or  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion, or  whether  we  personally  stepped  ashore 
In  1900,  In  1925,  or  In  1945  that.  In  the  his- 
torical perspective,  we  are  all  new  Americans. 
All  of  us  came  here  as  refugees  from  the  Old 
World,  seeking  a  new  home  and  new  op- 
portunity In  America.  All  of  us  made  our 
contribution  to  the  development  of  this 
country. 

But  ever  since  the  creation  of  our  Republic 
there  have  been  some  people  whose  position 
on  immigration  has  been:  "Thank  God  we 
are  here.     Now  let's  bolt  the  door." 

But  that  view,  ladles  and  gentlemen.  Is 
not  the  prevailing  view  In  America  today. 
It  is  not  the  view  of  the  President's  Com- 
mission on  Immigration  which  recently  re- 
ported to  the  country  after  an  exhaustive 


study  of  Immigration  problems.  It  U  not 
the  view  of  scores  of  fraternal  nationality, 
patriotic,  and  religious  organiaatlona  in 
America,  and  it  is  not  the  view  of  our  Jew- 
Uh  synagogues  and  our  Protestant  and  Cath- 
olic churches. 

This  Sunday  I  read  a  report  In  the  New 
York  Times  of  a  speech  made  in  Rome  by 
my  friend  Msgr.  John  O'Orady  speaking  of 
the  McCarran  Act.     He  said: 

"There  Is  a  great  danger  lest  many  Italians 
on  the  basis  of  complete  disillusionment  in 
regard  to  our  Immigration  legislation  may 
vote  for  the  Communists  In  the  next  elec- 
tion •  •  •  It  Is  conceivable  that  by  reason 
of  our  immigration  legislation  Italy  could  go 
over  to  the  Communists  during  the  next  few 
months." 

Monslgnor  O'Orady.  who  was  one  of  the 
stalwart  fighters  during  the  last  Congress 
against  the  McCarran  Act,  who  served  on 
President  Truman's  Commission  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization,  and  who  tire- 
lessly continued  his  efforts  for  more  humane 
and  decent  Immigration  legislation  consis- 
tent with  American  traditions  Is  living  proof 
of  my  conviction  that  the  spirit  of  America, 
the  spirit  of  our  people,  and  the  spirit  of 
our  religious  traditions  rejects  the  notion 
that  there  Is  r<x>m  for  discrimination  and 
bigotry  In  our  immigration  laws. 

I  likewise  want  to  pay  my  tribute  to  the 
American  Jewish  Congress  and  Its  represent- 
atives for  the  leadership  they  have  taken  in 
this  vital  area  of  our  public  life  When  the 
McCarran  bill  was  t)efore  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee the  American  Jewish  Congress  au- 
thorized Will  Maslow.  Its  general  counsel,  to 
testify  against  the  bill. 

I  want  to  share  with  you  part  of  his  testi- 
mony to  the  committee.  In  that  statement 
he  clarified  the  real  Issues  In  our  Immigra- 
tion legislation.  He  pfjlnted  out  that  the 
real  defect  In  the  McCarran  Act  and  In  our 
immigration  laws  to  date  Is  that  they  are 
based  on  system  of  selecting  Immigrants  not 
on  the  basis  of  their  capacity  but  on  a 
wholly  Irrelevant  factor — the  place  of  their 
birth. 

One  of  the  Members  of  Congress  ques- 
tioned Mr  Maslow  and  asked  him  whether 
the  nationality  quota  system  which  decides 
that  people  should  enter  the  United  States 
on  the  basis  of  their  plpce  of  birth  was  not 
In  fact  a  good  system  because  It  encouraged 
those  to  enter  the  United  States  who  could 
easily  be  assimilated  Into  the  United  States 
while  It  discouraged  those  who  found  assimi- 
lation difficult.     Mr    Maslow  replied: 

"Now  that  takes  us  to  what  is  meant  by 
the  term  'assimilation'  .  .  .  And  I  think  that 
what  we  mean  by  the  term  assimilation'  Is 
that  fjeople  shall  come  to  this  country  who 
are  In  sympathy  with  Its  ideals,  who  believe 
In  the  things  which  make  America  America. 
We  do  not  care  particularly  whether  they 
eat  foreign  food  In  fact,  there  may  be 
some  value  to  this  country  if  we  vary  our 
national  diet.  If  we  have  spaghetti  and 
smorgasbord,  gefilte  fish  and  sukl-yakl.  We 
do  not  think  that  those  factors  detract  from 
assimilation,  but  we  want  people  in  this 
country  who  believe  In  democracy,  who  be- 
lieve In  representative  government,  who  be- 
lieve that  America's  contribution  has  not 
been  the  atom  b<jmb  or  the  television  screen, 
but  the  words  of  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, and  who  believe  that  all  men  are 
equal,  not  merely  that  all  Anglo-Saxons  are 
equal.  If  we  Judge  assimilation  on  that 
basis,  then  we  cannot  take  a  concept  based 
upon  place  of  birth" 

That  Is  a  spirit  which  I  highly  commend. 
It   Ls  a  statement   which  I  share. 

There  Is  one  further  observation  which  I 
would  like  to  make  In  this  connection.  I 
know  that  in  your  activities  In  behalf  of  more 
democratic  and  humane  Immigration  legis- 
lation, you  are  acting  selflessly  and  not 
thinking  primarily  of  your  own,  because  there 
are  relatively  few  Jews  left  In  ETurope  desir- 
ing to  come  to  these  shores.  I  am  aware  of 
the  unfortunate  fact  that  most  of  the  people 


to  whom  you  would  have  wanted  to  extend 
a  helping  hand,  people  kept  out  of  this  coun- 
try in  the  thirties  by  the  nationil  origins 
principle,  are  now  dead,  the  victims  of  the 
most  horrible  crime  against  humafllty.  The 
whispering  campaign  of  the  bigots  that  the 
light  against  the  McCarran  Act  is  a  Jewish 
light,  designed  to  bring  in  more  Jews,  Is. 
therefore,  as  untrue  and  unjustified  as  are 
all  similar  campaigns.  In  fact,  even  inso- 
far as  the  displaced  persons  legislation  was 
concerned,  that  was  not  a  Jewish  fight.  Only 
18  percent  of  all  the  displaced  persons  who 
came  Into  the  United  States  were  Jewish. 
Here  again  it  Is  clear  that  to  raise  the  Jewish 
question  Is  untrue  and  unjustified.  1  must 
say  that  I  was  very  sorry  and  shocked  to  see 
such  a  campaign  reach  the  floor  of  the  Con- 
gress* 

Most  of  the  members  of  the  European  Jew- 
ish community  who  survived  the  Hitler  era 
Hre  resettled  now,  either  in  Israel  or  else- 
where There  are  still  some  Jewish  displaced 
persons  left  In  Europe  and  there  are  some 
who  In  the  thirties,  found  refuge  in  the 
Far  East.  There  is  also  the  ever-present 
danger  to  Jewish  communities  In  Arab  coun- 
tries Yet,  as  the  facts  submitted  to  the 
Presidential  Commission  demonstrated,  the 
world  population  problems  are  of  much  more 
gigantic  proportions,  involving  many  other 
ethnic  and  religious  groups.  From  those 
facts  I  would  gather  that  not  more  than  3 
percent  of  the  people  who  constituted  the 
major  population  problems  which  were  listed 
were  of  Jewish  origin. 

Until  a  few  weeks  ago,  all  of  us  thought 
that  the  problem  of  rescuing  and  resettling 
Jewish  survivors  had  been  nearly  solved. 
Your  participation  In  the  fight  fur  better 
Immigration  legislation  was  thus  unques- 
tionably motivated  by  the  broadest  altruistic 
considerations. 

What  hardly  any  of  us  clearly  anticipated 
during  the  fight  against  the  McCarran  bill 
was  the  sudden  stepplng-up  of  officially- 
sponsored  antl-Semlllsm  In  the  Soviet 
sphere.  As  of  today  we  still  don't  know  how 
Jar  that  ruthless  group  In  the  Kremlin  In- 
tends to  go.  But  we  must  face  the  brutal 
fact  that  If  It  will  serve  their  purposes,  the 
men  responsible  for  Katyn  will  not  bat  an 
eyelash  at  creating  another  Auschwitz.  It 
Ifi  not  Inconceivable,  therefore,  that  the  num- 
ber of  Jews  among  escapees  from  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  will  suddenly  Increase  In  the 
near  future. 

It  Is  to  enable  us  to  cope  with  fudden 
emergencies  of  this  nature  and  to  help  us 
make  our  contribution  to  the  solution  of 
world  population  problems,  that  we  oppose 
the  rigid,  racist  national  origins  principle. 
We  know,  of  course,  that  the  United  States, 
standing  alone,  cannot  solve  all  of  the  world's 
Ills,  in  the  population  field  or  any  other  field. 
We  know  that  in  order  to  preserve  the  sta- 
bility of  our  complex  economic  system,  we 
must  limit  immigration  in  accordance  with 
absorptive   capacity. 

I  have  heard  the  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada accuse  those  of  us  who  opposed  his  bill 
of  trying  to  raise  the  floodgates  of  America. 
If  ^e  had  studied  our  bill,  the  so-called 
Humphrey-Lehman  bill,  he  would  have  found 
tiuii  juslde  from  placing  parents  of  citizens 
and  a  few  other  special  groups  In  the  non- 
quota category,  we  would  have  raised  quota 
immikjrallon  by  the  amount  of  from  150.000 
to  250,000  annually.  To  express  It  differently. 
we  would  Increase  the  Immigration  ratio 
from  1  Immigrant  per  year  for  every  1.000 
Americans  to  1  immigrant  for  every  600  Amer- 
icans. 1  have  great  difficulty  trying  to  vis- 
ualize how  1  alien  immigrant  can  Inundate 
tOD  Americans. 

I  was  happy  to  note  that  our  position 
was  vindicated  in  the  testimony  before  the 
President's  Commission.  Your  own  organ- 
ization suggested  an  increase  In  quota  Im- 
migration to  300.000  annually.  The  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  declared  that  according  to 
studies  undertaken  by  his  Department  we 
can  absorb  several  hundred  thousand  Immi- 


grants every  year  without  placing  any  burden 
on  our  economy.  The  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, a  former  acting  director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census,  the  late  Philip  Murray  of  the 
CIO.  Boris  Shlshkln  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.,  and 
many  others  took  a  similar  position.  And 
the  Commission's  recommendation  was  an 
increase  in  quota  immigration  to  250.000. 

You  may  wonder  Just  how  the  other  side 
Justifies  its  stand  against  this  weight  of 
authority.  The  answer  can  be  found  in 
Senate  Report  1515  of  the  81st  Congress, 
printed  back  In  1950.  That  report  cites  with 
approval  the  view  that  "the  economic  op- 
timum population  of  the  United  States  is 
at  least  several  million  less  than  the  present 
population  and  may  be  as  low  as  one  hundred 
million."  This  philosophy  seems  to  go  back 
150  years  to  the  teachings  of  Malthus  and 
Rlcardo,  to  the  Idea  of  a  fixed  number  of  Job 
opportunities  and  the  suggestion  that  popu- 
lation must  be  limited  if  available  economic 
resources  are  to  satisfy  everyone. 

Against  this  pessimism  of  the  neo- 
Malthuslans,  we  assert  our  faith  in  the  lim- 
itless opportunities  of  our  great  democratic 
society.  We  do  not  believe  that  there  are 
already  60  million  too  many  of  us.  We  be- 
lieve that  with  our  American  spirit  of  enter- 
prise and  through  Intelligent  management  of 
our  resources  we  can  attain  ever  greater 
heights  of  economic  development  for  a  long 
time  to  come.  * 

As  you  know,  since  1924  quota  Immigration 
has  been  limited  to  150,000  annually.  This 
number  has  actually  been  cut  further  by  the 
operation  of  the  national-origins  principle 
under  which  we  can  expect  not  more  than 
about  70,000  to  enter  the  country  annually. 
When  Senator  McCarran  Introduced  his  first 
immigration-  bill,  he  Included  a  device  to 
make  a  substantial  further  cut  In  immigra- 
tion. Each  quota  wps  to  be  split  into  a  num- 
ber of  preference  categories  for  people  with 
special  skills,  parents  of  citizens,  and  so 
forth.  Not  only  could  there  be  no  reassign- 
ment of  numbers  from  one  quota  to  another, 
but  there  wouldn't  have  been  any  reassign- 
ment from  one  preference  category  to  an- 
other within  the  same  quota.  This  proposal 
might  have  cut  Immigration  to  20,000  or  even 
less. 

In  view  of  the  sharp  criticism  directed 
against  this  provision.  It  was  finally  dropped 
from  the  bill. 

But  one  provision  to  which  the  Senator 
and  his  followers  hung  on  through  all  the 
turmoil  and  trouble  was  the  national-origins 
principle. 

The  national  origins-quota  system  was 
first  placed  on  our  statute  books  in  1924.  Its 
discriminatory  background  was  at  that  time 
freely  admitted  and  In  the  House  majority 
report  we  find  the  following  frank  language: 
"With  full  recognition  of  the  material 
progress  which  we  owe  to  the  races  from 
southern  and  eastern  Europe,  we  are  con- 
scious that  the  continued  arrival  of  great 
numbers  tends  to  upset  our  balance  of  popu- 
lation, to  depress  our  standard  of  living,  and 
to  unduly  charge  our  institutions  for  the 
care  of  the  socially  Inadequate. 

"If  Immigration  from  southern  and  eastern 
Europe  may  enter  the  United  States  on  a 
basis  of  substantial  equality  with  that  ad- 
mitted from  the  older  sources  of  supply,  it  is 
clear  that  if  any  appreciable  number  of  Im- 
migrants are  allowed  to  land  upon  our  shores 
the  balance  or  racial  preponderance  must  in 
time  pass  to  those  elements  of  the  popula- 
tion who  reproduce  more  rapidly  on  a  lower 
standard  of  living  than  those  possessing  other 
Ideals." 

One  of  the  Congressmen  supported  the  bill 
stated  this  point  even  more  bluntly: 

"Were  the  Immigrants  now  flooding  our 
shores  possessed  of  the  same  traits,  character- 
istics, and  blood  of  our  forefathers,  I  would 
have  no  concern  upon  the  problem  con- 
fronting us.  because,  in  the  main,  they  be- 
longed to  the  same  branch  of  the  Aryan 
race." 


But  the  new  Immigrants,  he  declared  were 
of  a  different  kind  and  were  essentially  un- 
asslmilable. 

Let  me  read  you  the  statement  of  one  of 
the  supporters  of  the  McCarran-Walter  bill 
on  this  subject,  a  Congressman,  since  been 
retired,  from  Idaho. 

"It  seems  to  me  that  the  question  of  ra- 
cial origins — though  I  am  not  a  follower  of 
Hitler — there  is  something  to  it.    We  cannot 
tie  a  stone  around  its  neck  and  drop  it  into 
the  middle   of  the  Atlantic  Just  because   it 
worked  to  the  contrary  In  German.   •    •    •  I 
believe  that  possibly  statistics  would  show 
that  the  Western  European  races  have  made 
the  best  citizens  in  America  and  are   more 
easily  made  into  Americans.     In   a  time  of 
trouble    and    stress,    such    as   we    are    going 
through  at  this  time,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  a 
poor  time  to  increase  entry  Into  our  country 
of   material   that   is   questionable,   when  we 
have  a  very  large  proportion  of  people  that 
we  have  not  yet  digested,  and  who  have  not 
yet  learned  the  first  principles  of  American 
citizenship.      If    there    was    some    law    that 
could  take  these  people  that  you  even  wish 
to  bring  here  and  put  them  out  on  the  prai- 
ries of  the  West,  I  maintain  they  would  make 
good    American    citizens    In    a    considerably 
shorter  time  than  If  you  leave  them  penned 
up  among  the  people  of  their  own  kind  in 
the  large  eastern  cities  where  they  do  not 
learn    to    talk    English    readily.     They    read 
their  own  newspapers.     It  has  been  my  Im- 
pression from  the  short  space  of  time  spent 
in  those  eastern  cities  that  it  takes  almost 
three  generations  to  make  a  good  American 
citizen.   •    •    • 

"I  am  opposed  to  (quota  pooling^ ,  because 
1  am  of  the  opinion  It  will  tend  to  bring  In 
many  aliens  whose  general  characteristics 
seem  to  show  they  do  not  readily  make  the 
best  American  citizens — " 

I  think  there  is  no  need  for  me  to  try  to 
demonstrate  for  you  that  racist  theories  are 
fallacious  and  devoid  of  any  scientific  foun- 
dation. But  let  us  stop  for  a  moment  to 
analyze  the  argument  which  is  currently 
more  favored,  the  argument  that  the  new 
Immigrants  would  change  our  social  fabric 
or  alter  our  cultural  heritage. 

As  I  have  said  before,  the  proposal  em- 
bodied In  the  Humphrey-Lehman  bill,  which 
is  now  also  espoused  by  the  President's 
Commission,  is  thut  we  permit  the  entry  of 
250,000  quota  immigrants  annually,  one  for 
every  600  of  our  population  in  1950.  In  one 
generation.  30  years,  we  will  have  admitted 
30  aliens  for  every  600  Americans.  The  600 
native  born  will,  of  course.  In  the  meantime 
grow  to  700  or  800.  It  seems  to  be  the  view 
of"  these  pessimists  that  our  democratic 
structure  and  our  social  fabric  are  so  weak 
that  the  600  to  800  Americans  will  give  way 
to  the  30  immigrants  who  will  trickle  in 
from  all  parts  of  the  globe  over  a  period  of 
30  years.  I,  for  one,  believe  In  the  strength 
of  our  social  system,  as  I  believe  in  the 
strength  of  our  economic  system.  I  am 
sorry  to  find  that  my  faith  in  the  inherent 
strength  of  America  is  not  shared  by  men 
who  always  readily  designate  themselves  as 
patriots. 

When  Senator  Lehman,  and  I,  and  some 
of  our  other  colleagues  first  drafted  our  own 
Immigration  bills,  we  included  a  compromise 
formula  which  was  to  be  substituted  lor  the 
national  origins  principle.  I  first  projxwed 
this  plan  in  a  bill  I  introduced  in  1949.  Un- 
der this  formula,  known  as  the  quota  pool- 
ing plan,  quota  numbers  not  used  In  any 
given  year,  by  the  nationality  to  which  they 
were  assigned  were  to  become  generally  avail- 
able in  the  following  year. 

However,  on  the  basis  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Presidents  Commission,  I 
believe  the  time  will  soon  come  when  the 
evils  of  the  national -origins  principle  will 
be   abolished   altogether. 

There  Is.  of  course,  more  to  the  McCarran 
Immigration  Act  than  a  mere  reaffirmation 
of  the  national-origins  principle.  What  was 
originally  passed  off  as  a  mere  codificauoa 
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of  exlstinf  Uw  actually  Involved  numerous 
ctiangefl  In  the  proviaiona  regulating  exclu- 
Blon.  deportation,  naturalization,  and  de- 
naturalization. 

When  objections  were  first  raised  against 
these  provisions.  Senator  McCAaaAN  tried  to 
wave  them  away  lightly.  The  new  law,  he 
claimed,  "tightened  the  security  provisions' 
and  prevented  the  "pollution  of  the  blood- 
stream of  America"  with  alien  criminals. 

Now  let  me  say  right  here  that  I  am  Just 
as  much  opposed  to  the  immigration  cr 
subversives  and  criminals  as  is  Senator  Mc- 
CAaEAN.  If  you  put  the  McCarran  Act  and 
the  Humphrey-Lehman  bill  side  by  side, 
you  will  And  that  when  it  comes  to  ex- 
cluding subversives  and  criminals  the  latter 
does  Just  as  much  as  the  former.  But  our 
bill  was  drafted  with  care,  designed  to  hit 
only  those  people  against  whom  it  was  ac- 
tually directed.  The  McCarran-Walter  Act, 
on  the  other  hand,  Is  a  blunderbuss,  with 
broad  language  and  loose  phrases  which  hit 
many  Innocent  people  whom  we  don't  really 
want  to  hit. 

During  the  debate  on  the  McCarran  Act 
my  colleagues  and  I  went  through  that  bill 
section  by  section  and  subsection  by  sub- 
section and  analyzed  the  most  important 
parts  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  don't 
want  to  repeat  this  performance  here  to- 
night. But  Just  to  give  you  some  of  the 
flavor  of  what  transpired.  lU  mention  a  few 
examples.  What  these  examples  also  show 
Is  that  even  though  we  lost  on  the  final 
TOte,  we  were  able  to  make  some  dent  In 
the  law  and  ameliorate  some  of  the  harshest 
provlslorvs.  * 

One  of  these  provision.*;,  which  was  In  the 
original  McCarran  bill,  would  have  miide  it 
possible  for  an  alien  to  be  deported  for  a 
simple  trafHc  violation  if  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral declared  him  undesirable.  That  lan- 
guage was  so  strong  that  Congressman  Wal- 
IE«  dropped  the  clause  from  the  House  bill. 
Let  me  give  you  another  example.  Under 
the  old  law,  aliens  could  be  kept  out  of  the 
United  States  if  they  had  committed  crimes 
Involving  moral  turpitude.  That  gave  our 
Immigration  officers  a  chance  to  see  whether 
the  alien  had  committed  an  act  that  was  a 
crime  by  our  standards  and  not  by  the  stand- 
ards of  some  foreign  dictatorship.  But  the 
new  law  requires  exclusion  whether  or  not 
moral  turpitude  is  Involved.  We  were  able 
to  point  out  that  under  this  new  provision 
a  man  like  Cardinal  Mindszenty  would  be 
excluded  from  the  United  States  if  he  ever 
were  released  by  the  Communists. 

Now,  I  know,  of  course,  that  Senator 
McCarran  had  no  Intention  to  keep  Cardi- 
nal Mindszenty  or  anyone  in  a  similar  posi- 
tion out  of  this  country.  Here  was  Just 
another  example  of  this  blunderbuss  tech- 
nique of  lawmaking  by  which  Innocent  per- 
sons are  hit  whUe  .the  law  tries  to  aim  at 
the  guilty. 

I  might  say  that  once  again  we  didn't  get 
an  adequate  response  from  Senator  Mc- 
Carran. I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  State 
E>epartment  In  drafting  the  regulations  un- 
der the  act,  followed  the  lead  of  the  con- 
ference report  and  corrected  the  wrong. 
They  took  the  cases  which  I  described  in  my 
speeches,  cases  of  people  being  convicted  In 
totalitarian  countries  on  trumped-up  charges 
and  drafted  regulations  to  take  care  of  the 
problem. 

We  had  one  other  Incident  dealing  with 
regulations  of  the  State  Department,  which 
vividly  refiected  the  spirit  of  the  McCarran 
Act.  You  may  remember  that  the  Stat© 
Department  Issued  orders  to  all  of  Its  con- 
sulates throughout  the  world  requiring  that 
all  applicants  for  visas  into  the  United 
States  list  whether  they  are  Jewish  or  not. 
Most  of  the  country  was  shocked  by  this 
clear  Indication  that  the  use  of  the  question 
on  the  application  form  for  a  visa  would 
mean  that  It  would  be  easier  to  keep  Jews 
out  of  the  United  States.  When  I  vehe- 
mently protested  this  regulation  to  the  Stata 


Department  I  was  told  by  one  of  the  high 
officials  of  the  Department  that  he  agreed 
with  me,  that  he  knew  the  practice  was 
wrong,  that  he  knew  It  might  lead  to  clear 
evidences  of  antl-SemltIsm,  but  he  said,  "We 
must  administer  the  law.  This  Is  the  clear 
Intent  of  the  McCarran  Act.  We  don't  write 
the  act.  we  can  only  carry  It  out."  The 
large  number  of  protests  to  the  State  De- 
partment, of  course,  eliminated  that  regula- 
tion, but  the  example  Is  a  vivid  demonstra- 
tion of  what  we  are  opposing. 

Let  me  give  you  a  few  more  Illustrations. 
One  case  which  has  recently  come  to  my 
attention  Involves  a  woman  against  whom  a 
deportation  order  has  recently  been  Issued. 
She  would  have  been  eligible  for  suspension 
of  deportation  under  the  old  law.  She  Is  not 
eligible  now  and  will  have  to  be  sent  to  Italy. 
She  will  be  accompanied  by  her  husband,  a 
man  52  years  of  age,  born  and  bred  in  the 
United  States,  who  was  never  outside  this 
country.  So  that  he  can  stay  with  his  wife, 
his  life's  companion,  this  man  will  have  to 
break  off  all  his  ties  in  the  country  of  hU 
birth  and  start  life  anew  in  Italy,  figure  out 
a  new  way  of  earning  a  livelihood. 

What  does  the  McCarran-Walter  Act  have 
to  say  about  this  kind  of  situation?  ITie  an- 
swer can  be  found,  in  cold,  heartless  lan- 
guage, in  the  Senate  report: 

"Hardship  or  even  unusual  hardship  to 
the  alien  or  to  his  spouse,  parent,  or  child 
Is  not  sufficient  to  Justify  suspension  of 
deportation." 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  another  situation. 
After  providing  in  clear-cut  fashion  for  the 
exclusion  and  deportation  of  subversive 
aliens,  all  of  which  provisions  are  also  In- 
cluded In  the  Humphrey  Lehman  bill,  the 
McCarran  Act  further  allows  the  depoitatlon 
of  persons  who  have  had  a  purpose  to  engage 
in  activities  prejudicial  to  the  public  Inter- 
est, and  a  Government  official  is  given  the 
blanket  authority  to  decide  this  question. 

When  the  Senate  discussion  reached  this 
section,  the  late  Brlen  McMahon.  who  had 
risen  from  his  sickbed  to  come  to  the  Senate 
Chamber  for  this  debate,  rose  in  disbelief  and 
asked  to  be  shown  that  section.  After  he 
had  studied  It.  he  declared: 

"It  seems  almost  unbelievable  to  me  that 
anyone  could  seriously  write  such  a  provi- 
sion Into  a  bill  •  •  •  (it)  Is  contrary  to 
every  concept  I  know  of  in  the  common  law 
or  In  our  Jurisprudence.  I  have  never  heard 
of  such  a  provision  In  any  statute  of  the 
United  Statea." 

These  words,  let  us  remember,  were  spoken 
by  a  man  with  broad  experience  In  the  field 
of  law  enforcement,  a  man  who  had  been 
Assistant  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  In  charge  of  the  Criminal  Division. 
There  Is  another  deportation  provision 
which  Is  almost  unbelievable.  It  Is  section 
241  (c)  under  which  an  alien  who  has  ob- 
tained a  divorce  from  a  citizen  can  under 
certain  circumstances,  be  deported  If  "it  ap- 
pears to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Attorney 
General  that  he  or  she  has  failed  or  refused 
to  fulfill  his  or  her  marital  agreement."  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  constitutes  an  un- 
precedented Intrusion  by  the  Government 
Into  a  field  which  was  heretofore  considered 
a  matter  of  purely  private  concern. 

There  Is  one  other  provision  about  which 
I  would  like  to  speak  tonight.  It  deals  with 
professors.  Under  the  old  law,  professors 
could  enter  this  country  as  nonquota  immi- 
grants once  they  had  met  all  the  other  re- 
quirements of  the  Immigration  law.  This 
privilege,  which  has  enabled  us  to  bring 
many  great  minds  to  this  country,  has  been 
abolished  by  the  McCarran  Act.  No  logical 
reason  has  ever  been  stated  for  this  action. 
The  defenders  of  the  act  have  said  that  pro- 
fessors can  still  be  brought  in  under  a  general 
preference  provision  for  skilled  persons.  But 
Instead  of  the  simplified  procedure  which 
was  In  effect  previously,  let  us  look  what  Is 
now  required  If  a  university  wishes  to  bring 
In  an  outstanding  foreign  scientist. 


First,  the  university  has  to  file  an  appli- 
cation   with    the    Immigration    Service,    at- 
taching   to   it   a   clearance   order   from   the 
United  States  Employment  Service  certify- 
ing that  qualified  persons  are  not  available 
in   the  United   States  to  perform   the   work 
In  question.    Then  It  has  to  file  a  complete 
and   detailed   analysis   establishing   In   what 
manner  the  services  of  the  professor  will  be 
substantially  beneficial  prospectively  to  the 
national  economy,  cultural  Interests,  or  wel- 
fare of   the  United  States.     Next  there  has 
to   be   a   complete   description   of   the   pros- 
pective   Immigrant's    higher    education,    to 
which  there  must  be  attached  diplomas,  cer- 
tificates, and  affidavits  attesting  to  the  pro- 
fessor's   qualifications.     The     petition     will 
have  to  be  acted  on  by  the  Immigration  Serv- 
ice  district   director.     The   district   director 
may   then  conduct  an   Investigation  and  If 
he  approves  the  petition,  the  consul's  office 
can  then  place  the  professor  on  the  prefer- 
ence portion  of   the   quota  list.     When   the 
professor's   name   Is    reached,   and    all   other 
Investigations  have  been  completed,  he  will 
be  Issued  his  visa. 

Our  future  experience  with  this  new  law 
will  show  how  many  semesters  in  advance  a 
university  will  have  to  plan  before  it  em- 
ploys a  foreign  professor. 

You  know  that  the  fight  for  better  Immi- 
gration legislation  did  not  end  when  Presi- 
dent Truman's  veto  of  the  McCarran  Act  was 
overridden.  The  fight  is  continuing  and  I  am 
certain  that  as  time  goes  by  an  ever  greater 
portion  of  the  American  public  will  become 
aware  of  its  dangers  and  inequities.  I  am 
happy  to  Join  with  you  in  the  necessary 
program  to  educate  the  public. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  CERTAIN  POST- 
AL RATES  AND  CHARGES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  49  >  to  investi- 
gate certain  matters  respecting  postal 
rates  and  charges  in  handling  certain 
mail  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  reso- 
lution 49,  as  amended. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Green 

McCarran 

Anderson 

Oriiwold 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Hayden 

McClellan 

Beau 

Hendrlckson 

MUlikln 

Bennett 

HenninRs 

Monroney 

Brlcker 

Hickenlooper 

Mor«e 

Bush 

Hill 

Mundt 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Payne 

Byrd 

Holland 

Potter 

Cape  hart 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

CirLson 

Hunt 

Robertson 

Case 

Ives 

Russell 

Clements 

J:ick«on 

Saltonstall 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Srhoeppel 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  Maine 

Daniel 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith.  N.J. 

Dirksea 

John.ston,  S.  C. 

Smith.  N  C. 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Kennedy 

Stennls 

Dwofshak 

Kerr 

Symington 

Eastland 

Kilgore 

Taft 

EUender 

Knowland 

Thye 

Ferguson 

Kuchel 

Tobey 

Flanders 

Langer 

Watklns 

Frear 

Lehman 

Welker 

Fulbnght 

Long 

Wiley 

George 

Malone 

Williams 

Gillette 

M.msfleld 

Young 

Ooldwatcr 

Martin 

Gore 

Maybank 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution, as  amended. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  resolution,  a  5  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service,  or  any  duly  author- 
ized subcommittee  thereof.  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study  and 
investigation  with  resp«ct  to  the  following 
matters: 

( 1 1  Postal  rates  and  charges  In  relation  to 
the  reasonable  cost  of  handling  the  several 
classes  of  mail  matter  ind  special  services, 
with  due  allowances  In  each  class  for  the 
care  required,  the  degrei;  of  preferment,  pri- 
ority In  handling,  and  efonomic  value  of  the 
(■er vices  rendered  and  the  public  Interest 
served  thereby. 

(2)  The  extent  to  wh'.ch  expenditures  now 
charged  to  the  Post  0:Bce  Department  for 
the  following  Items  should  be  excluded  in 
considering  costs  for  the  several  classes  of 
mail  matter  and  special  services: 

(A)  Expenditures  for  free  postal  services: 

(B)  Expenditures  In  excess  of  revenues  for 
International   postal   services; 

(C»  Expenditures  for  subsidies  for  postal 
services  pursuant  to  law  or  legislative  policy 
of  Congress; 

(D)  Expenditures  In  excess  of  revenues, 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  5,  1930  (39  U.  S.  C. 
793).  not  enumerated  in  the  preceding  suD- 
fara^raphs  (Ai.  iBi.or  (Ci; 

(E)  Expenditures  for  services  of  any  char- 
acter not  otherwise  enumerated  herein  ^'hlch 
may  be  performed  for  other  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Goverrment;   and 

(F)  Expenditures  which  may  be  Justified 
only  on  a  national  welfare  basis  and  not 
primarily  as  a  business  function. 

(3)  Expenditures  for  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment by  other  Government  agencies 
which  should  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  cost  for  the  handling  of  the  several 
classes  of  mail  matter  and  special  services, 
such  as  "mployees'  retirement,  use  of  Gov- 
ernment buildings,  and  maintenance  services. 

(4)  The  extent,  if  any,  to  which  Post  Office 
l>p;irtnient  exi)enditu-es  in  excess  of  reve- 
nue, lor  its  various  ser^•ices  and  lor  the  han- 
dflUK  of  various  claj-see  of  mall,  are  Justified 
as  beinp  in  the  public  Interest. 

(5)  The  costs  of  handling,  transportinfx, 
and  distributing  the  S'?veral  classes  of  mail. 
Riul  procedures  where  jy  such  costs  can  be 
reduced  through  Improvements  in  methods 
and  equipment. 

( 6  (  Other  matters  relating  to  the  Improve- 
ment of  the  {X)stal  system. 

The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate 
not  later  than  January  31.  1954,  the  results 
of  its  study  and  invi'stlgatlon  under  this 
resolution,  together  with  such  recommenda- 
Imns  as  It  may  deem  advisable. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  this  reso- 
lution, the  committee,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  em- 
jiloy  upon  a  temfxirary  basis  such  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable, and,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  of 
the  department  or  fgency  concerned,  to 
titillze  the  reimbursable  services.  Informa- 
tion, facilities,  and  personnel  of  any  of  the 
departments  or  agencies  of  the  Government 
<jf  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  committee  Is  authorized  to  ap- 
point an  advisory  council  of  not  more  than 
10  persons  which  may  Include  representa- 
tives of  the  general  public,  representative 
users  of  the  malls,  members  of  accounting, 
management,  and  engineering  firms,  postal 
experts,  representativts  of  pyostal  employee 
organizations,  and.  wii.h  s{>ecial  reference  to 
ratemaking  In  their  fields,  representatives  of 
public  transportation  and  distribution  or- 
ganizations. The  functions  of  the  council 
f.hall  be  to  assist  the  committee  in  the 
studies  and  Investigations  authorized  by  this 
resolution.     The  coumrll  shall  meet  at  such 


times  and  places  as  may  be  authorized  by  the 
committee. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee  under 
this  resolution,  which  shall  not  exceed  $100,- 
000,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  adjourn  until  Monday  next 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
5  o'clock  and  7  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Monday,  March  9, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Ebcecutive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  6,  1953: 

Department  of  State 

Robert  D.  Murphy,  of  Wisconsin,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  minister, 
now  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  Japan,  to  be  an  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

John  M.  Allison,  of  Nebraska,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  class  1.  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Japan. 

United  Nations 
Mrs.  Lorena  B.  Hahn,  of  Nebraska,  to  be 
the  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  on  the  Commission  on  the  Status  of 
Women  of  the  Economic  and  Social  Council 
of  the  United  Nations  for  a  term  expiring 
December  31,  1955. 


Council  of  Economic  Advisers 
Arthur   F.    Burns,   of    New    York,    to    be 


member  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 


Col.  Stanhope  Brasfleld  Mason,  017295. 
Col.  Robert  William  Porter,  Jr.,  018048, 
Col.  Derrill  McCollough  Daniel.  029500. 
Col.  George  Andrew  Rehm,  0 12772. 
Col.  Louis  Holmes  Glnn.  Jr.,  017341. 
Col.  James  Stewart  Willis,  015607. 
Col.  Holger  Nelson  Toftoy,  016422. 
Col.  Prank  Coffin  Holbrook,  016654. 
Col.  Max  Sherred  Johnson,  016745. 
Col.  Robert  Highman  Booth,  018093. 
Col.  William  White  Dick,  Jr.,  018384. 
Col.  Earle  Gllmore  Wheeler,  018715. 
Col.  William  Childs  Westmoreland,  020223. 
Col.  I.«uls  Watklns  Prentiss.  014672. 
Col.  Francis  Elliot  Howard.  016776. 
Col.  George  Edward  Lynch.  017715. 
Col.   Theodore    William    Parker.   018369. 
Col.  Charles  Edward  Hoy,  018556. 
Note. — Above-named     officers     were     ap- 
pointed during  the  recess  of  the  Senate. 

In  the  Navy 

Eleanor  M.  Hahn  to  be  a  lieutenant  In  the 
Nurse  Corps  In  the  Navy. 


WITHDRAWALS 

Executive      nominations     withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  March  6,  1953: 
Department  of  Justice 

Walter  J.  Cummlngs,  Jr.,  of  Illinois,  to  be 
Solicitor  General  of  the  United  States. 

Post  Office  Department 
William    J.    Bray,    of    Connecticut,    to    be 
Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

*»         mm^        ■■ 


SENATE 

MoND.w,  M.\r(:h  9, 10.')3 


The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
a     Harris,    D.    D.,    offered    the    following 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive   nominations  confirmed   by 
the  Senate  March  6,  1953: 

Department  of  Labor 
Harry  N  Routzohn,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Solicitor 
for  the  Department  of  Labor. 

District  of  Columbia   Redevelopment  Land 
Agency 

Richard  R  Atkinson  to  be  a  member  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Redevelopment  Land 
Agency,  for  a  term  of  5  years,  effective  on  and 
after  March  4,  1953. 

In  the  Army 

The  following-named  officers  for  temporary 
appointment  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  indicated  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  515  (C)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Claude  Monroe  McQuarrie,  012830. 

Col.  William  Lenoir  Wilson,  016950,  Medi- 
cal Corps. 

Col.  Emll  Lenzner,  015810. 

Col.  William  Joseph  Bradley.  015967. 

Col.  Ralph  Morris  Osborne,  016399. 

Col.  Wallace  Hayden  Barnes,  016426. 

Col.  George  Edward  Martin,  016802. 

Col.  Philip  DeWitt  Ginder,  016904. 

Col.  Louis  Theilmann  Heath,  018060. 

Col.  Edwin  Rudolph  Petzlng.  08463. 

Col.  Charles  Harold  Royce,  015769. 

Col.  Paul  Maurice  Seleen,  016139. 

Col.  Ralph  Copeland  Cooper.  017741. 

Col.  Eugene  Fodrea  Cardwell,  038662. 

Col.  Egbert  Wesley  Van  Delden  Cowan, 
011744,   Dental   Corps. 

Col.  WUlls  Richardson  Slaughter.  05296. 

Col.  William  Lawrence  Kay.  010349. 

Col.  Harrison  Shaler,  012080. 

Col.  John  Battle  Horton,  015150. 


prayer : 

O  God,  from  whom  all  noble  desires 
and  all  good  counsels  do  proceed,  rise 
mercifully  with  the  morning  upon  our 
darkened  hearts.  In  this  tragic  and 
tangled  world  we  are  con.scious  of  our 
woeful  inadequacy  to  sit  in  the  seats  of 
judgment,  to  balance  the  scales  of  justice 
and  to  respond  with  equity  to  the  myriad 
calls  of  human  need.  In  this  forum  of  a 
people's  hope  wilt  Thou  crown  the  delib- 
erations with  spacious  thinking  and  with 
sympathy  for  all  mankind,  multitudes  of 
whom  are  bound  by  the  shackles  of 
tyranny.  Facing  questions  which  con- 
front us  and  almost  confound  us,  quick- 
en in  us,  we  beseech  Thee,  every  noble 
impulse  and  dedicate  to  Thy  glory  and 
for  human  good  our  best  endeavors; 
transform  every  task  into  a  throne  of 
service,  and  sanctify  this  new  week  of 
labor  in  the  ministry  of  public  affairs 
with  the  benediction  of  Thy  approval. 
We  ask  it  in  the  dear  Redeemer  s  name. 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday, 
March  6,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Lihited  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 
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MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE- 
ENROLLED  BILL,  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  2230)  to  amend  the 
act  of  June  23,  1949,  as  amended,  to  re- 
move the  monthly  limitatioris  on  official 
long-distance  telephone  calls  and  offi- 
cial telegrams  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  without  affecting  the 
annual  limitation  on  such  telephone  calls 
and  telegrams,  and  it  was  signed  by  the 
Vice  President. 


mpprovlng  him.  •  •  •.-     I  remlly  said,  "W» 
are  not  here  opposing  hlra.   •   •   •." 

Win  you  kindly  file  this  letter  with  the 
official  record  In  the  event  any  question 
arises? 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Elmbh  W.  Hkndsrson,  Director. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  letter  may  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record,  and  the  cor- 
rection made  in  the  report  of  the 
hearings. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  correction  will  be  made. 


BOARD    OF    REGENTS    OP    SMITH- 
SONIAN  INSTITUTION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
TaftI  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Re- 
gents of  the  Smithsonian  Institution,  in 
lieu  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
George  1.  who  has  tendered  his  resigna- 
tion as  a  member  of  the  Board. 


MEMBER  OF  COMMITTEE  INVESTI- 
GATING EFFECTIVENESS  OF  FOR- 
EIGN INFORMATION  PROGRAMS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Pursuant  to 
Senate  Resolution  44.  extending  the  au- 
thority for  the  investigation  with  respect 
to  the  effectiveness  of  foreign  informa- 
tion programs,  the  Chair  appoints  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Hill]  as  a 
member  of  that  committee. 


MEMBER  OF  FEDERAL  RECORDS 
COUNCIL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  J.  Mark  Trice.  Secretary  of  the 
Senate,  as  a  member  of  the  Federal  Rec- 
ords Council,  vice  Leslie  L.  BifHe. 


CORRECTION  OF  COMMITTEE  HEAR- 
ING TRANSCRIPT 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  correction  be 
made  about  two-thirds  of  the  way  down 
page  40  of  the  hearings  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
Where  the  transcript  of  the  hearings  in- 
dicates that  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  MaybankI  made  a  certain 
statement,  the  name  of  the  speaker 
should  have  laeen  printed  as  "Senator 
Payne." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  correction  will  be  made. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  American  Council  on 
Human  Rights  which  I  should  like  to 
read,  because  that  organization  likewi.'^e 
desires  that  a  correction  be  made.  The 
letter  reads  as  follows; 
American  Councii.  on  Human  RiciiTs, 

Washington.  D.  C ..  March  6,  1953. 
Hon    Homer  E.  Capehart. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Bunking  and 
Currentcy,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Wa.^hington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Capehart:  The  printed  rec- 
ord of  the-  hearings  on  the  nomination  of 
Albert  B  Cole  contains  an  error  which  I  here- 
with call  to  your  attention. 

On  page  34  at  the  beginning  of  my  testi- 
mony  the  record  states,  "We  are  not  here 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

REPOBT   on    CONSTKUCnON    OF   POTENTIAL    BrA- 

ziEL  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Nebr. 
A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  on 
a  plan  for  the  construction  of  the  potential 
Brazlel  Dam  and  F.eservolr.  Nebr. — supple- 
mental works  for  the  Fort  Laramie  division. 
North  Platte  project,  Wyoming-Nebraska 
(with  accompanying  papers),  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  .\fralrs. 

Admission    of    Displaced    PeasoNs— 
Withdrawal   or   Name 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  S.^rvice,  D«;pirtmeiit 
of  Justice,  withdrawing  the  name  of  Chie- 
Yuan  Chen  from  a  report  transmuted  to  the 
Senate  on  January  15,  195'2.  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948. 
as  amended,  with  a  view  to  the  adjustment 
of  her  Immigration  status  (with  an  accom- 
panying paper);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Report  of  Export-Import  B\nk  or 
Washington 
A  letter  from  the  Vice  Chairman.  Export- 
Import  Bank  of  Washington,  trun Ainitiliig. 
pursuant  to  law.  the  15th  semiannual  report 
of  that  bank  for  the  peiiiKl  July  December 
1952  (With  an  accompar.ymg  report),  to  the 
Committee  on  Bankliij  and  Currency. 

Proposed    Amendments  of  Communications 
ACT  or   1934 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 

Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
proposed  amendments  to  the  Federal  Com- 
munication.s  Act  of  1934.  as  amended  (with 
accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Litesavinc  Appliances  for  Certain  Merchant 
Ves-sels 

A  letter  from  the  Commandant,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  two  copies  of  part  II  of  the  dally 
Issue  of  the  Federal  Register  dated  October 
18.  1952.  relating  to  the  revision  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  governing  llfesaving  appli- 
ances for  r  erchant  vessels  operating  on  the 
oceans.  Great  Lakes,  and  bays,  sounds,  and 
lakes  other  than  the  Great  Lakes,  as  well 
as  for  foreign  vessels  carrying  passengers 
from  the  United  States  (with  accompanying 
documents);  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  on  Borrowing  Axtthoritt 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Director.  Execu- 
tive Office  of  the  President.  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a  report  on  borrowing  authority,  for  the 
quarter  ended  December  31.  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  In- 
dicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  resolution   of   the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island;   to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary; 

"House  Resolution  601 
"Resolution  memorializing  Congress  with  re- 
sf>ect  to  the  enactment  of  Federal  laws  to 
Insure  equal  opportunity  for  employment, 
security  ()f  perst)n8.  full  and  equal  partici- 
pation   in    the    Nation's    political    life    and 
strengthening   of    the   administrative    ma- 
chinery for  the   protection  of  civil   rights 
"Whereas  the  Democratic  Party  In  Its  plat- 
form,   adopted    July    24.    1952.    promised    to 
continue  efforts  to  eradicate  discrimination 
through   Federal   as   well   as  State  and   local 
action,    advocating    Federal    laws    to    Insure 
'equal    opportunity    for   employment,"   "secu- 
rity of  persons.'  'full  and  equal  participation 
In  the  Nation's  political  life,"  and  Rtrength- 
enlng  of  'the   administrative   machinery   for 
the  protection  of  civil   rights';    and 

"Whereas  the  Republican  platform, 
adopted  July  10,  1952,  declared  that  while 
■pniiKiry  respoi;sibiIlt y'  lies  with  the  States, 
"the  Federal  CJoveriiment  sh<juld  take  sup- 
plemental action  •  •  •  to  oppose  discrimin- 
ation against  r:.ce.  religion,  or  national  ori- 
gin'; and 

Whereas  It  is  evident  that  neither  party 
should  be  allowed  to  lor^;et  the  lmp<jrtance 
of  its  stand  on  civil  rights  made  at  a  time 
when  each  was  endeavoring  to  obtain  the 
support  of  the  American  voter,  since  both 
parlies  ^,i\e  pr"nii.sel  U)  make  advances  m 
thl.s  vit.il  sphere  of  domestic  action,  which 
has  such  an  Important  impact  on  our  foreign 
relations:    and 

"Wherea.s  It  Is  Imperative  that  pressures 
never  be  relaxed  to  secure  these  rights  of 
which  the  Federal  Constitution  that  gave 
birth  to  our  Nation  speaks  so  movingly,  and 
"Whereas,  although  much  progre.ss  has 
been  made.  It  Is  also  obvious  that  much  re- 
mains to  be  accomplished;   and 

"Whereas  a  group  of  distinguished  Sen- 
ators headed  by  Mr  Himphrey  and  Includ- 
ing M'r  Doi'c.i.As.  Mr  LiH.MAN.Mr  Magnuson, 
Mr  Morse.  Mr  Ml'iirav.  Mr  Neelt,  and  Mr. 
Pastore.  have  cau.<;ed  to  be  Introduced  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  seven  bills 
and  a  concurrent  resolutlf)n  dealing  with 
various  aspects  of  the  clvll-rlghts  questions, 
based  upon  the  fani(  us  1947  report  of  the 
Presidents  Committee  on  Civil  Rights,  which 
report  still  stands  as  the  yardstick  for  leg- 
islation on  the  subject;  and 

"Whereas  these  bills  according  to  the  state- 
ment accompanying  them  In  the  Congres- 
sional Record  contain  proposals  to  make 
lynching  a  Federal  crime,  to  provide  penal- 
ties for  discrimination  In  Interstate  trans- 
portation, outlawing  the  poll  tax  as  a  condi- 
tion of  voting,  to  reorganize  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  for  the  protection  of  civil 
rights,  to  protect  the  right  to  political  par- 
ticipation, to  strengthen  the  laws  relating  to 
convict  labor,  peonage,  slavery  and  Involun- 
tary servitude,  to  amend  and  supplement  ex- 
isting clvll-rlghts  statutes,  and  to  establish 
a  Joint  congressional  committee  on  civil 
rights:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Rhode  Island  Gen- 
eral Assembly,  being  In  full  accord  with  the 
broad  program  for  civil  rights  that  Is  the  ob- 
jective of  Senate  462,  Senate  463.  Senate  464, 
Senate  465.  Senate  466,  Senate  467.  and  Sen- 
ate 468,  now  pending  In  Congress  and  real- 
izing that  this  program  is  fully  cojislstent 
with  the  traditions  of  our  democracy,  re- 
spectfully requests  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  said  proposed  bills; 
and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  b« 
and  he  Is  hereby  authorized  to  transmit  duly 


certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  pre- 
siding officer  of  each  body  In  Congress  and 
to  the  Senators  anc  Representatives  from 
Rhfxle  Island  In  said  Congress  with  special 
request  to  the  Rhode  Island  Members  that 
each  should  work  far  the  passage  of  the 
Hlorementloned    bills" 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Souta  DakoU;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  16 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress   of    the   United   States   to   amend 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  or  Federal  tax 
laws,    to  eliminate  the   tax  on   admissions 
to    grand.stands,    concessions,    and    amuse- 
ments operated  by  county  fairs 
•Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
o/  Svuth  Dakota   (the  House  of  Rcpresenta- 
tnrs  concurring  t)iecin): 

"Whereas  there  a-e  In  operation  In  the 
United  States  numeious  county  fairs,  which 
are  essential  to  com:nunlty  life,  particularly 
beneficial  and  educBtlonal  to  those  engaged 
m  agriculture,  and  Iiave  become  a  tradition 
in  the  life  and  devtlopment  of  agricultural 
communities;   and 

•Whereas  such  county  fairs  are  so  oper- 
ated and  conducted  that  no  part  of  the  net 
earnings  inure  to  tlie  benefit  of  any  stock- 
holders or  members  of  the  associations  con- 
ducting the  same,  and*  proceeds  from  ad- 
missions, or  other  Income  of  such  fairs,  are 
used  exclusively  for  the  Improvement,  main- 
tenance, and  operation  of  such  fairs,  and 
"Whereas  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  or 
Federal  tax  laws,  have  lieen  Interpreted  as 
providing  for  the  Imposition  and  collection 
of  a  tax  on  all  admissions  to  grandstands, 
concessions,  and  arnusemenU  used  or  con- 
ducted by  county  lairs  where  a  charge  for 
admission  is  made;  and 

"Whereas,  such  tax  Is  an  additional  Item 
of  expense  to  be  borne  by  such  county 
fairs,  which  serlouUy  affects  not  only  the 
continuance  of  sucli  fairs  In  some  Instances, 
but  also  the  ability  to  Improve  and  main- 
tain such  fairs  In  the  manner  demanded  by 
the  public:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

■Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  ot 
South  Dakota,  the  House  of  Representatives 
concurring  therein,  do  memorialize  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  amend  the  pres- 
ent Internal  Revenue  Code,  or  Federal  tax 
laws,  by  exempting  from  admission  taxes  the 
admissions  to  grandstands,  concessions,  and 
other  amusements  used  or  conducted  by 
county  fairs;  and  be  It  further 

■  Re.solved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  transmitted  to  United  States  Senators 
Karl  Mundt  and  Francis  Case  and  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  Harold  O.  Lovre  and  E.  Y. 
Bexxt.  and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

"Rex  Terrt. 
•Lieutenant  Governor, 
Presitlent   of   the   Senate. 
"Hobart  H.  Gates, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
•Niels  P.  Jensen, 

"Secretary  of  Senate. 
"W.  J.  Matson. 

"Chief    Clerk." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

'"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  N 
"Concurrent  resolution  urging  appointment 
of   Hon.  Elmer   W.   Cart  as   a   member  of 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  {the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concurring  therein): 

"Whereas  It  appearing  that  there  are  two 
appolntmenu  to  be  made  by  the  President  ol 


the  United   States   to   the    Interstate   Com- 
merce Commission;  and 

•Whereas  It  appearing  that  the  Honorable 
Elmer  W.  Cart,  president  of  the  North  Da- 
kota Public  Service  Commission,  Is  being 
considered  for  such  api>olntment;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  Elmer  W.  Cart  Is  a  North 
Dakota  farm  owner,  and  Is  a  past  member  of 
the  North  Dakota  House  of  Representatives; 
whereas,  he  has  had  over  10  years'  experience 
as  a  public-service  commissioner  of  this 
State,  over  4  years  of  experience  as  a  practi- 
tioner before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission In  matters  Involving  rates  and  serv- 
ices of  transportation  agencies;  whereas,  he 
Is  a  member  of  the  Asfoclatlon  of  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  Practitioners,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  executive  committee  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Railroad  and  Utilities 
Commissioners,  and  president  of  the  Mid- 
west Conference  of  Railroad  and  Utilities 
Commissioners,  he  Is  deemed  eminently 
qualified  for  appointment  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission :  Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  senate  of  this  33d  legis- 
lative astembly  {the  tiouse  of  representatives 
concurring  therein),  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  Is  hereby  respectfully 
memorialized  and  urged  to  appoint  Hon. 
Elmer  W.  Cart  as  a  member  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  and  that  the  Senate 
confirm  said  appointment  when  and  If  made; 
be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Stai.e  of  North  Dakota  In 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  put  forth  every  honorable  effort 
to  secure  said  appointment  and  confirma- 
tion; and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of 
state  to  the  Preslden':  of  the  United  States, 
the  President  of  the  Senate,  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  to  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives In  Congress  from  the  State  of 
North  Dakota,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Re- 
publican National  Committee. 
"C.  P.  Dahl. 
-President  of  the  Senate. 

■•Edward  Leno. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
••Walter  Bubel. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
■'V.  L.  Gilbreath. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"House  Memorial  7 
"Memorial  relating  to  the  Federal  excise  tax 

on  ladles'  handbags 
"To  the  Congress  of  the   United  States: 

"Your  memorialist  respectfully  repre- 
sents: 

••The  Federal  excise  tax  on  ladles'  handbags 
was  imposed  during  World  War  II  to  restrict 
consumer  purchases  and  to  keep  basic  raw 
materials,  then  In  short  supply,  primarily 
available  for   war  use. 

"'Neither  reason  for  continuing  this  tax 
exists  any  longer.  None  of  the  materials 
used  In  the  manufacture  of  handbags  Is  In 
short  supply. 

"Consumer  resistance  to  the  tax  has  re- 
sulted In  unemployment  and  business  fail- 
ures of  manufacturers  and  retailers  of 
handbags. 

'•The  Ux  on  handbags  Is  economically  and 
■oclally  unjustifiable.  It  Is  a  tax  on  a  com- 
modity that  Is  definitely  a  necessity.  It  Is  an 
Inequitable  and  discriminatory  tax  In  that 
It  falls  on  women  only  who  pay  the  tax. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Arizona, 
prays  that  the  Congress  repeal  the  excise  tax 
on  ladies'  handbags." 


A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  4 
"To    the    Honorable    Senate    and    House    of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  m 
Congress  assembled: 
"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the    State    of    Idaho,    respectfully    represent 
that— 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  present- 
ly derives  over  $2  billion  annually  from  au- 
tomotive excise  taxes  of  which  about  $800 
minion  Is  from  fuel  tax,  originally  Imposed 
as  emergency  taxes  during  the  depression 
period.  Increasing  during  World  War  II  and 
Increased  again  in  1951;  and 

"Whereas  the  Imposition  of  these  Federal 
taxes  Is  an  infringement  on  the  tax  source 
originally  reserved  to  the  States  for  the  de- 
velopment of  their  highways  and  is  counter 
to  the  expressed  policy  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment;  and 

"Whereas  the  critical  Inadequacy  of  Im- 
portant segments  of  our  highways  has  cre- 
ated a  virtual  crisis  for  highway  transpor- 
tation which  1.S  as  critical  as  any  emergency 
facing  our  country  today;  and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho  Is  in  need  of 
additional  revenues  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  Its  highways,  but  Is  experi- 
encing extreme  difficulty  In  Its  efforts  to  o'o- 
taln  additional  revenue  needed  for  this  pur- 
pose because  of  the  magnitude  of  the  exist- 
ing overall  tax  burden  now  Imposed  upon 
the  motor-using  public:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 
"Resolved,  That  the  32d  legislative  as- 
sembly of  the  State  of  Idaho  most  urgently 
pray  that  the  Federal  Government  retire 
immediately  from  the  field  of  motor  fuel  tax- 
ation and  as  soon  as  possible  repeal  all  of  the 
Federal  automotive  excise  taxes;  be  it  fur- 
ther 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be  authorized  and  he  Is 
hereby  directed  to  Immediately  forward  certi- 
fied copies  of  this  memorial  to  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  in  Congress  from  this  State. 
•'This  Joint  memorial  passed  the  house  on 
the  17th  day  of  February  1953. 

"R.  H.  Young,  Jr.. 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
"This    Joint    memorial    passed    the   senate 
on  the  26th  day  of  February  1953 

"Edson  H.  Deal, 
"President    of    the    Senate. 
"I   hereby  certify    that   the  within   house 
Joint  memorial  4  originated  in  tne  house  of 
representatives  during  the  32d  session  of  the 
Legislature   of   the  State  of  Idaho. 
'•Pat   Welker, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House 

of  Representatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  2 

"To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  in 
Congress  Assembled: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  assembled  In  Its  32d 
session,  do  respectfully  represent  that — 

"Whereas  the  United  States  has  a  sacred 
trust  to  defend  liberty  wherever  It  can  in 
the  world,  and.  even  more  Important,  to  pre- 
serve and  protect  It  In  the  United  States; 
and 

"'Whereas  preservation  of  civil  rights  under 
the  Constitution  and  the  Bill  of  Rights  Is  of 
paramount  Importance;  and 

"Whereas  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  provides  that  the  terms  of  any  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign 
nation  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  Und; 
aad 
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•'Whereas  the  United  States  has  become 
Involved  In  many  and  complex  treaties,  com- 
pacts, and  International  agreements  which 
could  threaten  our  civil  rights  and  the  free- 
dom and  liberty  guaranteed  by  the  United 
States  Constitution  and  the  Bill  of  Rights: 
Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  32d  session  of  the  Legislature  in  the 
State  of  Idaho  (the  Senate  concurring) .  That 
we  hereby  urge  upon  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  pass  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 57,  Introduced  In  the  United  States 
House  of  Representatives  In  the  83d  Con- 
gress, proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  as  follows; 

••  'Article  — 

"'Section  1.  Treaties  made  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  States  and  Interna- 
tional agreements  entered  into  by  the  Presi- 
dent or  by  any  other  officer  or  agency  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  void  to  the  extent 
that  they  abridge,  abrogate,  nullify,  subordi- 
nate, or  interfere  with  any  and  all  of  the 
rights  and  freedoms  guaranteed  to  citizens 
of  the  United  States  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States. 

"  'Sbc.  2.  This  article  shall  be  inopera- 
tive unless  it  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  legis- 
latures of  three-fourths  of  the  several  States 
within  7  years  from  the  date  of  its  submis- 
sion'; be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  send  copies  of 
this  Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States. 

"This  Joint  memorial  passed  Ihe  house  on 
the  14th  day  of  l-'ebruary  1953. 

"R.  H.  Young,  Jr., 
*' Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

"This  Joint  memorial  passed  the  senate  on 
the  23d  day  of  February  1953. 

"EosoN  H.  Deal, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

"1  hereby  certify  that  the  within  House 
Joint  Memorial  2  originated  In  the  house  of 
representatives  during  the  32d  session  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho. 

"Pat  Welkek. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House 

of  Representatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Joint  Resolution  1 

"Joint  resolution  requesting  the  Congress  to 

admit  Hawaii  as  a  State 

"Whereas  the  83d  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  has  before  it  for  con- 
sideration legislation  to  enable  Hawaii  to 
form  a  state  government  and  to  enter  the 
Union  as  a  new  State;  and 

"Whereas  such  legislation  is  the  culmina- 
tion of  decades  of  application  by  the  people 
of  Hawaii  for  admission  as  a  State,  and  of 
Increasing  progress  In  achieving  this  goal; 
and 

"Whereas  both  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  have 
separately  and  Jointly  held  exhaustive  hear- 
ings on  the  question  of  statehood  for  Hawaii, 
resulting  In  favorable  reports  in  every  in- 
stance; and 

"Whereas  the  House  of  Representatives 
passed  legislation  to  make  Hawaii  a  State 
during  the  80th  Congress,  and  again  during 
the  81  St  Congress,  and  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  reported 
such  legislation  favorably  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  during  the  81st  Congress  and  during 
the  82d  Congress;  and 

"Whereas  both  the  Republican  and  E>emo- 
cratic  national  platforms  of  1952  unequivo- 
cally supported  statehood  for  Hawaii;   and 


"Whereas  President  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower 
has  stated  and  reiterated  his  approval  of 
Immediate  statehood  for  Hawaii;   and 

"Whereas  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  been 
an  organized  territory  of  the  United  States 
of  America  for  more  than  half  a  century,  and 
the  people  of  Hawaii  are  entitled  to  a  deci- 
sion by  the  Congress  as  to  their  aspirations 
for  statehood  :Now.  therefore,  be  It 

'•Enacted  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii: 

"Section  1.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  is  hereby  respectfully  re- 
quested and  petitioned  to  give  immediate 
consideration  to  the  legislation  now  pending 
In  the  said  Congress  to  enable  Hawaii  to 
become  a  State  and  to  admit  Hawaii  to  the 
Union  as  a  State  without  further  delay. 

"Sec.  2.  This  legislature  does  hereby  re- 
aCRrm.  reassert,  and  restate  the  desire  and 
demand  of  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  for  admission  to  the  Union  as  a 
State. 

"Sec.  3.  Duly  certified  copies  of  this  Joint 
resolution  shall  be  forwarded  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  President  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  said  Sen- 
ate, the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  of  said  House  of 
Representatives,  the  Delegate  to  Congress 
from  Hawaii,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. I 

"Sec.  4.  This  Joint  resolution  shall  take 
effect  upon  its  approval. 

"Approved  this  6th  day  of  March  A.  D. 
1953. 

'Samuel  Wildek  King. 
"Goverrior  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii." 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Delaware,  expressing  its  recog- 
nition/nd  appreciation  of  the  assumption  of 
the  powers  of  Government  by  the  new  na- 
tional administration;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  Williams  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Preah)  on  March  6,  1953.  p.  1668.  Con- 
gressional Record.) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  city  council 
of  the  city  of  Boston,  Mass  .  relating  to  the 
granting  of  citizenship  rights  to  all  aliens 
who  have  served  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  during  the  Korean  confilct;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Resolutions  adopted  by  the  American 
Academy  of  General  Practice,  Tarrant  Coun- 
ty Chapter,  and  the  Brazoria  County  Med- 
ical Society,  of  Alvin.  both  of  the  Stale  of 
Texas,  protesting  against  any  extension  of 
the  social-security  program;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  1952  conven- 
tion of  Tau  Beta  Pi  Association,  at  Norman. 
Okla..  favoring  the  proposal  that  all  gradu- 
ate engineers  entering  the  Armed  Forces  be 
employed  in  a  professional  engineering  ca- 
pacity commensurate  with  their  training 
and  experience;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
A    concurrent    resolution    of    the    Legisla- 
ture of   the  State  of   North  Dakota;    to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce : 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  K 
"Resolution  protesting  passage  of  United 
SUtes  Senate  bill  281 
"Whereas  S.  281  of  the  83d  Congress  intro- 
duced January  9.  1953.  appears  to  discrimi- 
nate against  the  best  interests  of  the  people 
of  North  Dakota;  and 

"Whereas  the  North  Dakota  Public  Service 
Commission  has  previously  opposed  similar 
legislation;  and 

"Whereas  the  Oovernor  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  la  also  opposed  to  such  legis- 
lation:  Now,  therefore,  be  U 


"Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  SUte 
of  North  Dakota  (the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concurring  therein)  do  hereby  protest 
the  passage  of  United  States  Senate  bill  281. 
and  request  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to 
send  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  House  In  Washington. 
D.  C. 

"C.  P.  Dahl, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

"Edward  Lend. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senat», 

"WALTXm     BUBEL, 

"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"V.  L.  Gilbreath, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the 
Comnvlttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce: 

"House  Resolution  8 
"Resolution    requesting    the    United    States 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to  allow  shoot- 
ing hours  of  one-half  hour  before  sunrise 
to  sunset  for  migratory  waterfowl 

"Whereas  the  State  of  North  Dakota  Is  one 
of  the  few  States  that  raises  more  ducks 
within  Its  borders  than  are  shot  In  the  State 
during  the  hunting  season;  and 

"Whereas  migratory  waterfowl  have  been 
causing  excessive  damage  to  the  farmers  of 
the  State  of  North  Dakota  through  the  de- 
struction of  grain  alter  it  has  been  swathed 
or  shocked,  and 

"Whereas  the  early  onset  of  cold  weather 
In  this  State  and  the  resulting  southern  mi- 
gration of  raigratory  waterfowi  has  the  prac- 
t'cal  effect  of  preventing  hunting  after  the 
Ist  of  November,  and  therefore  the  hunters 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  do  not  benefit 
from  the  length  of  the  hunting  season;  and 

"Whereas  dally  bag  limits  will  prevent  an 
undue  harvest  of  migratory  waterfowl  re- 
gardless of  the  shooting  hours  set  by  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Now. 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatityes 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota.  That  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  U 
hereby  requested  to  set  the  daily  shooting 
hours  for  migratory  waterfowl  from  one-halt 
hour  before  sunrise  to  sunset;   be  it  further 

•Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  by  the  chief  clerk  of  the  house 
of  representatives  to  the  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  and  to  North  Dakota 
Senators  William  Langer  and  Milton  R. 
Young  and  Representatives  UsHCS  L.  BuB- 
oicK  and  Otto  Kruecer. 

"Walter  Bubei.. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"V.  L.  Gilbreath, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Penance; 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  P 
"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  Con- 
gress to  eliminate  all  motor  vehicle  fuel 
tax,  leaving  such  field  of  taxation  exclu- 
sively for  the  State,  and  bringing  to  aa 
end  the  matching  of  Federal  funds  for 
highway  purposes 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  for 
some  years  last  past  taxed  motor  fuel  oa 
the  theory  that  the  money  so  raised  would 
be  used  to  match  State  funds  for  highway 
construction,  reconstruction  and  develop- 
ment In  the  several  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  several  States  have  taxed 
motor  vehicle  fuel  for  the  same  purpose,  the 
Federal  Government  however  requiring  that 
all  moneys  raised  thereby  in  the  State  should 
be  appropriated  and  used  solely  for  con- 
struction, reconstruction,  repair  and  main- 
tenance of  public  highways  and  payment 
for  the  obligations  Incurred  In  the  construo- 
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Hon,  reconstruction,  repair  and  maintenance 
of  public  highways;  and 

"Whereas  approximately  two-thirds  of  the 
moneys  raised  by  the  Federal  Government  in 
the  taxation  of  motor  vehicle  fuel  has  been 
diverted  for  other  than  highway  purposes; 
and 

"Whereas  the  combined  Federal  and  State 
tax  on  motor  vehicle  fuels  has  reached  the 
point  where  such  fuels  cannot  stand  any 
more  tax  burden;   and 

"Whereas  the  repeal  of  all  Federal  motor 
vehicle  taxes  would  permit  and  Justify  the 
State  in  Increasing  the  motor  vehicle  fuel 
tax  In  the  amount  thus  eliminated  In  Fed- 
eral taxation,  leaving  them  In  a  position  to 
spend  all  motor  fuel  taxes  for  the  purpose 
of  construction,  reconstruction,  repair  and 
maintenance  of  public  highways:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

•Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  (the  senate 
concurring  therein).  That  the  33d  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
goes  on  record  as  favoring  the  elimination 
of  all  Federal  motor  vehicle  fuel  taxes;  be 
it  further 

•Resolved,  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  concurrent  resolution  be  sent  by  the 
secretary  of  state  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives in  Congress  from  the  State  of 
North  E>akota,  to  the  United  States  Commis- 
sioner of  Public  Roads,  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate,  and  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  all  other  States  where 
the   legislative   assembly   is   now   in   session. 

"Walter  Bubel. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"V.  L   Gilbreath. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 

"C.    P.    Dahl, 
"Prcudent  of  the  Senate. 

"SowARD  Leno. 
"Secretary   of   Senate." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  identi- 
cal with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance  ) 

By    Mr     SALTONSTALL    (for    himself 
and  Mr    Kennedy): 

A  resolution  of  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth     of    Massachusetts;     to    the 
Committee   on   Foreign   Relations: 
"Resolution  relative   to  acU   of   persecution 

reported    to    be    committed    against    the 

members  of  religious  lalths  and  their  In- 

.stllutlons     In     Russia     and     its     satellite 

countries 

"Whereas  It  is  reliably  reported  that  cer- 
tain Inhabitants  of  Russia  and  Ite  satellite 
countries  are  being  persecuted  on  account  of 
their  religious  faith  and  nationality  to  an 
extent  abhorrent  to  modern  civilized  na- 
tions:  Therefore  be   It 

■Resolved.  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  General  Court  of  Massachusetts 
affirms  Its  conviction  and  belief  that  free- 
dom and  equality  of  mankind,  regardless  of 
race,  creed,  or  color.  Is  Indispensable  to  the 
maintenance  of  any  modern  civilization  and 
views  with  alarm  any  violation  of  these 
sacred  principles;  and  be  It  further 

•RcsoUcd,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forwarded  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of 
the  Commonwealth  to  the  presiding  officers 
of  both  branches  of  Congress  and  to  the 
Members  thereof  representing  this  Com- 
monwealth. 

"House  of  representatives,  adopted,  Febru- 
ary 25,   1953. 

"Lawrxncz  R.  Grovb,  Clerk. 

"A  true  copy. 
"Attest: 

"Edwarb  J.  Crowtn, 
"Secretary  of  the  Cornmcmuxalth." 


(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  Identi- 
cal with  the  foregoing,  which  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Fcx-eign  Relations.) 
By  Mr.  MAR-nN: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"Whereas  an  excise  tax  on  gasoline,  which 
form  of  taxation  is  the  rightful  prerogative 
of  the  several  States,  is  presently  being  levied 
by  both  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
several  States;   and 

"Whereas  from  time  to  time  the  United 
States  has  changed  its  rate  of  taxation  on 
this  commodity  which  action  makes  it  in- 
creasingly difficult  for  the  respective  States  to 
develop  a  comprehensive  tax  program  to  pro- 
vide revenues  for  the  improvement  and 
maintenance  of  their  highways;  Therefore 
be  it 

"Resolved  (if  the  house  of  representatives 
cojicurs) .  That  the  general  assembly  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  memorialize 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact 
such  legislation  as  will — 

"(1)  Return  to  each  State  without  restric- 
tion all  Federal  taxes  on  gasoline  collected 
therein  until  such  time  as  the  individual 
State  is  able  to  enact  legislation  as  may  be 
necessary  to  permit  It  to  collect  such  tax; 
"(2)  Eliminate  the  Ux  on  gasoline  now 
collected  by  the  United  States  as  soon  as  the 
Individual  States  have  enacted  legislation  as 
may  be  necessary  to  permit  the  State  to  col- 
lect the  tax: 

"(3)  Eliminate  Federal  aid  for  highways 
except  in  those  States  where  the  revenues 
produced  by  a  tax  of  2  cents  per  gallon  of 
gasoline  Is  less  than  present  Federal  aid  allo- 
cations to  such  States; 

"(4)  Change  the  present  functions  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  so  that  it 
would  become  a  consultive  and  advisory  en- 
gineering agency  which  would  collect,  cor- 
relate and  disseminate  information  relative 
to  the  design,  construction,  maintenance,  and 
operation  of  highways  and  bridges  and  the 
materials  used  therefor;  and  be  it  further 
"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  be 
directed  to  forward  copies  of  this  resolution 
upon  its  passage  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Secretary  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  to  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Pennsylvania  congressional  dele- 
gation, to  the  Governors  of  all  other  States. 
and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  the  legislative 
bodies  of  all  other  States." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Identical 
with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance.) 
Bv  Mr.  MAYBANK: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  South  Carolina;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce : 

"Concurrent   resolution  petitioning   the   In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  to  suspend 
proposed  tariffs  on  agricultural  lime 
•Whereas     farmers    and    all     agricultural 
agencies  are  actively  participating  in  a  long- 
range  farm  program  for  the  betterment  of 
the  country,  of  agriculture,  and  farm  peo- 
ple throughout  the  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  use  of  agricultural  lime  as 
a  soil  conditioner  Is  an  Important  step  In 
the  long-range  program;  and 

"Whereas  both  State  and  Federal  agencies 
h've  accelerated  the  liming  program  In 
South   Carolina;    and 

"Whereas,  with  the  accelerated  program. 
South  Carolina  Is  using  only  one-fifth  at 
the  tonnage  of  agricultural  lime  estimated 
as  annual  needs;  and 


"Whereas  producers  of  ground  limestone, 
marl,  etc.,  known  as  agricultural  lime,  state 
that  car  shortages  and  rate  increases  pre- 
viously granted  carriers  have  deterred  farm- 
ers from  purchasing  lime  needs;  and 

"Whereas  present  carrier  rates  are  not 
conducive  to,the  liming  program;  and 

"Whereas  unless  said  program  is  acceler- 
ated, producers  in  South  Carolina  declare 
they  will  be  forced  to  discontinue  mining; 
and 

"Whereas  crushed  rock,  road  aggregate, 
crushed  limestone,  agricultural  limestone, 
marl,  etc.,  are  loaded  and  unloaded  under 
practically   same   transportation  conditions; 

and  

"Whereas  the  proposed  tariff  In  SFTB 
Tariff  No.  388H  is  discriminatory  against 
agricultural   lime;    and 

"Whereas  the  Commission  of  Agriculture 
for  South  Carolina  on  December  22,  1952, 
did  file  a  protest  and  request  suspension; 
and 

"Whereas  ICC  has  ordered  I.  and  S.  Docket 
6067  to  suspend  Agent  Spaninger's  ground 
limestone  tariff  ICC  1315  and  supplements 
and  unless  otherwise  ordered  to  be  deferred 
to  and  Including  August  15,  1953;  and 

"Whereas  statement  of  pleadings  mtist  be 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission in  March  1953:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 
"Resolved  by  the  senate  (the  house  of 
reprei>entatives  concurring) ,  That  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  be  informed 
that  the  General  Assembly  of  South  Caro- 
lina, on  behalf  of  both  the  State's  lime- 
stone  producers  and  the  soil-reclamation 
program,  protests  the  discrimination  against 
agricultural  lime  In  the  tariff  proposals  in 
Agent  Spaninger's  ground  limestone  tariff 
ICC  1315;  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  the  director  of  agricultural  re- 
search at  Clemson  College,  the  South  Caro- 
lina Public  Service  Commission,  and  the 
commissioner  of  agriculture  as  a  request 
to  present  such  pleadings  to  the  ICC  on 
I.  and  S.  E)ocket  6067  so  as  to  protect  the 
interest  of  the  limestone  producers  and  farm- 
ers In  South  Carolina;  be  it  further 

•Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  each  of  the  two  United 
States  Senators  and  to  each  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  ol 
the  United  States  from  South  Carolina." 


POWER  OF  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION  TO  DISCONTINUE 
CERTAIN  RAILROAD  SER\^CES — 
JOINT  RESOLUTION  OF  NORTH 
CAROLINA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President.  I  present 
a  certified  copy  of  Senate  Resolution  103, 
adopted  by  the  General  Assembly  of 
North  Carolina,  session  of  1953,  which 
I  ask  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  and 
then  referred  to  the  proper  committee 
for  consideration. 

The  resolution  expresses  opposition  to 
Senate  bill  281,  to  amend  section  1  (17) 
(a),  section  13  (3),  and  section  13  (4)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  order  to 
extend  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission power  to  prescribe  the  discon- 
tinuance of  certain  railroad  services  in 
intrastate  commerce  when  found  to  be 
unreasonably  discriminatOiy  against  or 
to  constitute  an  undue  burden  on  inter- 
state commerce,  which  is  now  pending 
before  the  Senate  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Comniittee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
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and,  under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed 

in  the  Rkcoro,  as  follows: 

Senate  Resolution  lOS 

Joint  resolution  requesting  the  Senators  and 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives from  North  Carolina  la  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  vote  against  Senate 
bill  281,  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  section 
1  (17)  (a),  section  13  (3),  and  section  13 
^     ,«  (4)    of  the   Interstate   Conunerce    Act   In 

■  ll  order  to  extend  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission  power  to  prescribe  the  dis- 
continuance of  certain  railroad  services  In 
Intrastate  commerce  when  found  to  be  un- 
reasonably discriminatory  against  or  to 
constitute  an  undue  burden  on  Interstate 
commerce" 

Whereas  It  is  the  sense  of  the  General  As- 
sembly of  North  Carolina  that  the  passage 
of  Senate  bUl  281  will  take  from  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission  and  from  the 
regulatory  conunlsslon  of  other  States  the 
right  to  regulate  railroad  services  In  Intra- 
state commerce,  and  will  give  additional 
powers  to  a  Federal  agency  over  matters 
which  are  purely  local  being  Intrastate  In 
character,  and  therefore  unrelated  to  Inter- 
state commerce;  and 

Whereas  the  passage  of  such  a  bill  would 
Impose  upon  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com- 
mission additional  work  which  Is  now  being 
performed  by  State  regulatory  bodies  In  an 
efficient,  satisfactory  manner,  and  with  a 
knowledge  of  local  conditions  that  the  Inter- 
state Conunerce  Commission  does  not  have 
and  cannot  readily  obtain:  Be  It 

Resolved  by  the  senate  (the  house  of  rep- 
resentati jea   concurring}: 

Section  1.  That  the  United  States  Senators 
and   Members  of  the  House  of  Reprcsenta- 

■  IP  tlves  from  North  Carolina  be  and  they  are 

■  ~  hereby  memorialized   and  requested   to   use 

their  Influence  against  the  passage  of  that 
bill  now  pending  In  the  United  States  Con- 
gress known  as  Senate  bill  281,  relating  to 
further  powers  of  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission over  intrastate  commerce. 

Sec.  2.  That  a  certified  copy  of  this  reso- 
lution be  transmitted  by  the  Governor  of 
North  Carolina  to  each  Senator  and  Repre- 
sentative from  North  Carolina  In  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  That  this  resolution  shall  be  In  full 
force  and  effect  from  and  after  Its  ratifica- 
tion. 

In  the  general  assembly  read  three  times 
and  ratified,  this  the  3d  day  of  March  1953. 
Luther  H.  Hodges, 
^  President  of  the  Senate. 

E.  T.  Host,  Jr., 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


SUBMERGED  OIL  LANDS— RESOLU- 
TION OP  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA- 
TIVES OP  TENNESSEE 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Tennessee  House  of  Representatives  has 
adopted  a  resolution  urging  Congress 
not  to  give  away  the  Nation's  resources 
in  the  submerged  oil  lands. 

The  resolution,  adopted  by  voice  vote 
after  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  table 
it.  memorializes  Congress  to  keep  these 
revenues  intact  for  the  benefit  of  edu- 
cation in  all  the  States. 

The  tabling  motion  was  overwhelm- 
ingly defeated  by  a  vote  of  70  to  15. 

I  present  the  resolution  for  appro- 
priate reference,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  be  priijted  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  and,  under 


the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord.  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  24 

Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  Judicially  determined  that  the 
oil  off  the  coast  of  the  coastal  States  be- 
longs to  all  the  States:  and 

Whereas  there  Is  a  plan  whereby  a  part  of 
the  revenues  derived  by  the  United  States 
Government  from  such  oil  would  be  dis- 
tributed to  each  of  the  several  States  for 
educational  purposes:   and 

Whereas  there  Is  now  pending  before  Con- 
gress proposed  legislation  which  would  give 
such  oil  to  those  States  adjacent  to  the 
coastal  area,  and  thus  deprive  most  of  the 
other  States,  of  which  Tennessee  is  one,  of 
any  benefit  from  the  production  of  such  oil. 
and  this  deprives  the  school  children  of  their 
birthright :   now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  house  of  representatives. 
That  any  such  legislation  is  detrimental  to 
the  school  children  of  Tennessee,  and 
should  be  defeated:  be  it  further 

Rasolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  furnished  to  each  Member  of  the  Ten- 
nessee delegation  In  Congress. 


Means  Committee  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, the  delegation  from  Kentucky. 
Senator  Robbrt  Tatt,  and  to  all  farm  organi- 
zations and  business  affected  by  such  a  tax. 
Submitted  and  adopted  at  a  meeting  held 
In  Lexington,  Ky.,  this  23d  day  of  Febru- 
ary 1953. 

Arch  Malnous.  J.  A.  Praser.  Burton  Mil- 
ward.  Malcolm  Mason,  Ray  Wlach, 
Joseph  Mainoua.  C.  W.  Galdry,  O.  F, 
Cooke,  D.  C.  Carpenter,  Owen  Baugh. 


GRADUATED  TOBACCO  TAX— RESO- 
LUnON  OP  NATIONAL  AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE.  LEXINGTON.  KY.. 
CHAMBER  OP  COMMERCE 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
National  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Lex- 
ington (Ky.)  Chamber  of  Commerce,  re- 
lating to  a  graduated  tobacco  tax. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  are  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Conunlttee  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives,  two  bills.  H.  R.  1221  and 
H.  R.  1417.  which  propose  a  graduated  tobacco 
tax  on  cigarettes  that  would  replace  the 
present  method  of  uniform  taxes  on  all 
cigarettes:  and 

Whereas  the  tobacco  farmers  of  Kentucky 
have  large  Investments  In  land  and  equip- 
ment and  have  spent  millions  of  dollars  to 
find  better  methods  for  growing  better 
tobacco:  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  tobacco  taxes  should 
be  designed  to  deal  fairly  with  all  manufac- 
turers of  cigarettes,  and  tobacco  growers.  A 
graduated  tobacco  tax  would  not  do  this. 
Instead,  It  would  open  the  way  for  the 
collapse  of  the  top  quality  tobacco  markets. 
because  It  would  put  high-grade  tobacco 
growers  in  the  position  of  competing  with 
the  growers  of  low-grade  tobacco  in  the 
fringe  areas  of  the  tobacco-growing  States 
of  the  Nation:  and 

Whereas  the  high-grade-tobacco  growers 
would  be  thrown  into  a  state  of  complete 
depression,  as  they  were  in  the  1930's  when 
such  a  bUI  was  passed  and  experimented 
with:  and 

Whereas  such  a  tax  would  ruin  the  econ- 
omy of  the  States  that  depend  upon  quality 
tobacco  for  their  major  farm  Income,  and 
since  there  Is  no  valid  reason  at  this  time  to 
create  an  economic  crisis  in  America's  to- 
bacco regions:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  we.  the  National  Affairs 
Commltee  of  the  Lexington  (Ky.)  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  with  the  Interest  of  tobacco 
growers  of  Kentucky  in  mind,  oppose  any 
type  of  a  graduated  tobacco  tax:  and  be  It 
further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
presented    to    members    of    the    Ways    and 


DIVISION  OP  DAIRY  HERD  IMPROVE- 
MENT INVESTIGATIONS — RESOLU- 
TION OP  KANSAS  AYRSHIRE 
BREEDERS  ASSOCIATION.  INC.. 
MANHATTAN,  KANS. 

Mr.  SCHOETPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Kansas  Ayrshire  Breeders  Associa- 
tion, Inc..  at  their  annual  meeting  in 
Manhattan,  Kans..  February  3.  relative 
to  the  Division  of  Dairy  Herd  Improve- 
ment Investigations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Kansas  Ayrshire  Breeders' 
Association  feels  that  any  cxirtaliment  of  the 
program  of  the  Division  of  Dairy  Herd  Im- 
provement Investigations.  Bureau  of  Dairy 
Industry,  is  harmful  to  the  entire  dairy  in- 
dustry; and 

Whereas  prior  reductions  in  funds  have 
seriously  affected  the  work  of  the  DHIA.  we 
urgently  recommend  that  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  Bureau  l>e  supported  in  his 
approval  of  a  DHIA  budget  of  M21.30O  for 
this  next   fiscal   year. 

Whereas  the  dairy  industry  represents  the 
largest  single  phase  of  the  Nation's  agricul- 
ture and  its  well-t>elng  affects  the  entire 
consuming  public,  we  urge  the  passage  of 
an  adequate  budget  to  insure  that  the  tre- 
mendous investment  the  dairymen  are  mak- 
ing monthly  in  the  DHIA  program  will  result 
In  improved  efficiency  of  the  dairy  Industry 
for  the  welfare  of  all  the  public. 


PROTEST  AGAINST  TREATMENT  OP 
MINORITY  GROUPS  BY  RUSSIA 
AND  HER  SATELLITES — LETTEK 
AND  RESOLUTION 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  letter  from  Bishop 
Mark  I.  Lipa,  spiritual  head  of  the  Al- 
banian-American Orthodox  Episcopacy, 
of  Boston,  Mass.,  and  a  resolution  adopt- 
ed by  American  citizens  of  Albanian  de- 
scent of  the  citiies  of  Boston,  Quincy, 
Natick.  Southbridge,  and  Worcester, 
Mass.,  relating  to  Senate  Resolution  84. 
remonstrating  against  the  treatment  of 
minority  groups  by  Russia  and  her  satel- 
lites. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  his 
colleague? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  the 
recent  adoption  of  Senate  Resolution  84, 
protesting  against  the  persecution  of 
minority  peoples  throughout  the  world. 
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has  given  hope  to  free  people  everywhere, 
among  them  the  sorely  oppressed  Alba- 
nian people. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  name 
be  added  as  cosponsor  with  my  colleague 
the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
I  Mr.  SALTONSTALL]  in  presenting  the  let- 
ter and  resolution  for  reference  and 
printing  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE2JT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor fiom  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Kennedy!? 
'1  he  Chair  hears  none. 

The  letter  and  resolution  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

BoeroN.  Mass.,  March  3,  1953. 
Senator  LEVEBrrr  Saltonstaix, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senatok  Saltonstall:  According  to 
the  provisions  of  Senate  Resolution  84.  the 
Congress  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States  have  gone  on  the  official  record  as  be- 
ing in  protest  against  the  persecution  of  all 
minority  peoples  throughout  the  world. 
This  is  a  stirring  action  for  the  Senate  and 
the  President  of  the  United  Stales  to  take 
at  this  time.  New  hope  has  been  given  to 
oppressed  peoples  all  over  the  world.  As  the 
spiritual  leader  of  the  Albanian-American 
Orthodox  Episcopacy.  I  would  like  to  con- 
gratulate you  for  your  efforts  and  sympathies 
for  victimized  peoples  everywhere. 

Albania  is  often  forgotten  when  resolutions 
are  presented  to  the  Congress  and  when  per- 
secuted minorities  are  mentioned.  At  this 
time  I  would  like  to  call  to  your  attention 
a  small  part  of  the  Communist  record  for 
brutality  and  persecution  of  the  faith  In 
A  bania. 

The  Albanian  Orthodox  Church  has  been 
nationalized  and  is  now  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Kremlin.  Priests  have  laeen 
tortured,  beaten,  and  imprisoned  by  their 
brutal  Communist  masters.  Catholics  and 
members  of  the  Moslem  faith  have  also  suf- 
fered grievously  at  the  hands  of  their  Rus- 
sian masters.  These  Tacts  are  not  generally 
known  In  the  Wester  i  World  as  poor  com- 
munications within  A  bania  and  the  forcible 
maintenance  of  a  rigid  Iron  Curtain  around 
the  country  has  kept  press  reports  scanty. 

I  am  certain  that  the  Alt)anian  Americans 
would  be  grateful  11  you  mentioned  my 
thoughts  here  in  the  Senate  and  Included 
our  resolution,  as  enclosed.  In  the  Concres- 
6IONAL  Record. 

Yours  In  Christian  friendship. 

Mark  I.  Lipa. 

Resolved.  That  the  Albanian  Americans  of 
the  orthodox  faith  who  have  relatives, 
friends,  and  loved  ones  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  in  Albania  do  hereby  congratulate 
the  Senate  Foreign  Rel  itlons  Committee  and 
the  United  States  Senate  for  the  passage  of 
Senate  Resolution  84.  The  Albanians  have 
suffered  grievously  under  communistic  con- 
trol since  1945  and  reiglon  in  Albtuiia  has 
undergone   particular    suppression. 

Resolved,  that  we,  American  citizens  of 
Albanian  descent,  are  g:reatly  concerned  over 
the  .systematic  extirpation  of  the  orthodox 
religion,  the  Moslem  religion,  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  in  Albania.  The  Commu- 
iiLsts  have  used  the  orthodox  church  In 
Albania  as  an  instrument  for  mobilizing  the 
orthodox  population  behind  Russian  policy. 
Archbishop  Krlstofor  Kissl,  the  former  head 
of  the  orthodox  church  in  Albania  is  now  In 
a  Communist  Jail  and  a  usurper  rules  In  his 
place.  The  Communists  have  virtually  wiped 
out  the  Catholic  church  In  Albania.  The 
Moslem  church  in  Alb.uila  has  Ijeen  shame- 
fully nationalized  and  Is  now  headed  by  a 
Communist  stooge,  Haflz  Allja. 


Resolved,  that  all  Albanian  Americana  at 
this  meeting  and  throughout  the  world  who 
sincerely  believe  In  the  principles  of  the 
fatherhood  of  Ood,  do  hereby  deplore  the 
conspirators  In  Albania,  and  the  handful  of 
Albanian  Americans  In  this  country  who 
follow  the  dictates  of  the  Communist  mas- 
ters of  Albania.  The  Albanian  Americans 
believe  implicitly  In  the  principles  of  free- 
dom, and  religious  faith  for  all  men.  They 
deplore  the  long  range  aim  of  Stalinism  to 
extirpate  religion.  The  Albanian  Ameri- 
cans hope  that  Senate  Resolution  84,  will 
focus  world  wide  attention  upon  this  anti- 
religious  system  of  Stalinism  which  perverts 
mens'  souls,  robs  man  of  his  conscience  and 
enslaves  peoples  everywhere. 


DISTRIBUTION  OP  DRY  GOODS- 
RESOLUTION  OF  THE  WHOLESALE 
DRY  GOODS  INSTITUTE.  INC.,  NEW 
YORK.  N.  Y, 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Wholesale  Dry  Goods  Institute.  Inc.,  of 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  concerning  the  work  of 
the  Senate  and  House  Select  Small  Busi- 
ness Committees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Wholesale  Dry  Goods  Insti- 
tute is  the  most  representative  body  In 
wholesale  distribution  of  dry  goods;   and 

Whereas  it  is  Instrumental  in  supplying 
rierch.andlse  to  tens  of  thousands  of  inde- 
pendent dry  goods,  department,  limited 
price  variety,  and  general  stores  throughout 
the  United  States;   and 

Whereas  these  independent  merchants 
provide  an  essential  link  in  the  chain  of 
distribution  between  the  manufacturer  and 
the  ultimate  consumer  in  supplying  them 
with  many  of  the  basic  necessities  of  life; 
and 

Whereas  they  personify.  In  their  en- 
deavors, the  American  way  of  life  which 
adheres  to  the  principle  of  free  enterprise; 
and 

Whereas  we  recognize  that  the  perpetua- 
tion of  our  capitalistic  system  can  only  be 
maintained  through  the  sympathetic  coop- 
eration of  our  representatives  In  Congress; 
and 

Whereas  we.  the  members  of  the  Whole- 
sale Dry  Goods  Institute,  desire  to  recog- 
nize the  excellent  work  which  is  being  done 
by  the  Senate  and  House  Committees  on 
Small  Business:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Wholesale  Dry  Goods 
Institute,  in  convention  assembled,  does 
hereby  express  its  thanks  and  grateful  ap- 
preciation to  the  aforesaid  committees,  and 
to  each  of  their  members  for  their  untiring 
efforts  in  behalf  of  small-business  enter- 
prises, and  particularly  of  Independent 
merchants  throughout  the  land;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  each  member  of  the  aforesaid 
committees. 


TtTT.T.c;  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By   Mr.    CASE    (for    himself    and    Mr. 

MUNDT)  : 

S.  1230.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  strength- 
ening of  the  Republic  of  Korea  as  an  ally 
against  aggression  and  for  the  reconstruc- 


tion of  that  country  from  the  ravages  of 
war  In  resisting  aggression;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Case  when  he  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  LANQER: 

S.  1231.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Franz  Gerlch 
and  Willy  Gerlch,  his  minor  son; 

S.  1232.  A  bill  to  amend  clause  (4)  of  sec- 
tion 35  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  as  amended; 

S.  1233.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
July  3.  1943,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  settlement  of  claims  for  damage  to  or 
loss  or  destruction  of  property  or  p ■sonal 
injury  or  death  caused  by  military  personnel 
or  civilian  employees,  or  otherwise  incident 
to  activities,  of  the  War  Department  or  of  the 
Army,"  by  removing  certain  limitations  on 
the  nature  of  personal  Injury  and  death 
claims; 

S.  1234.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Frederick  W. 
Lee  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
United  States  in  and  to  a  certain  Invention; 

S.  1235.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October 
31.  1942,  as  extended,  relating  to  the  adjust- 
ment of  royalties,  for  the  duration  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  December  16, 
1950.  and  6  months  thereafter; 

S.  1236.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effectiveness 
of  the  act  of  March  27,  1942.  as  extended,  re- 
lating to  the  inspection  and  audit  of  plants, 
books,  and  records  of  defense  contractors, 
for  the  duration  of  the  national  emergency 
proclaimed  December  16,  1950,  and  6  months 
thereafter; 

S.  1237.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  January 
12,  1951,  as  amended,  to  continue  in  effect 
the  provisions  of  title  n  of  the  First  War 
Powers  Act.  1941; 

S  1238.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  sections  794.  2151,  2153,  2154, 
and  2388  as  extended  to  continue  in  effect  the 
provisions  thereof; 

S.  1239.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
January  2,  1942,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
for  the  prompt  settlement  of  claims  for  dam- 
ages occasioned  by  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps  forces  in  foreign  countries"; 

S.  1240.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  26. 
1947  (61  Stat.  493),  relating  to  the  relief  of 
certain  disbursing  officers; 

S.  1241.  A  bill  to  make  the  provisions  of 
section  1362  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code,  relating  t<3  injury  to  or  interference 
with  communications  systems  operated  or 
controlled  by  the  United  States,  applicable  to 
and  within  the  Canal  Zone;  and 

S.  1242.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Contract  Set- 
tlement Act  of  1944  60  as  to  establish  a  time 
limitation  upon  the  filing  of  certain  claims 
thereunder;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  1243.  A  bill  to  amend  the  War  Contrac- 
tors Relief  Act  with  resp>ect  to  the  definition 
of  a  request  for  relief,  to  authorize  considera- 
tion and  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  sub- 
contractors, to  provide  reasonable  compensa- 
tion for  the  services  of  partners  and  pro- 
prietors, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  1244.  A  bill  relating  to  the  renewal  of 
contracts  for  the  carrying  of  mail  on  star 
routes;  and 

S.  1245.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issuance 
of  a  special  postage  stamp  In  honor  of  agri- 
culture and  the  fanners  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL   (by  request) : 

8.  1246.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arshag 
Haigan  Zelvelan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 

S.  1247.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Doreen  Mc- 
IntiTTe.  Anne  Mclntyre,  David  Mclntvre  and 
Robert  Mclntyre;  and 
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S  1248.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  John 
Donald  Mdntyre;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  ,,    ,, 

By    Mr.    LEHMAN    (for    himself.    Mr. 
LAifcn,    Mr.    Stabkiian,    and    Mr. 
KETAUvnt) : 
S.  1249.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a 
temporary  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
the  Blind:  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 
S  1250    A  bill  to  amend   section   604    (b) 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OfHce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
S  1251    A    bill    to    amend    certain    provi- 
sions of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  veter- 
ans' exemptions;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON   (for  himself,  Mr. 
Lehican,  Mr.   Case,  Mr.  MoasE,  Mr. 
Spakkman,  Mr.  Hennincs,  Mr.  MuR- 
*  BAT.  Mr.   Jackson,   Mr.   Nxelt,    Mr. 

Manstteld,  Mr.  Pastoke,  Mr.  Douglas, 
Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Kilgobe,  Mr.  Kefauver, 
Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Humphbet,  and  Mr. 
MagkusonI  : 
S.  1252.  A  bill  relating  to  the  rights  of  the 
several  States  in  tldelands  and  in  lands  be- 
neath navigable  inland  waters,  and  to  the 
recognition  of  equities  in  submerged  lands 
of   the   Continental   Shelf   adjacent   to    the 
shores  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S.  1253.  A  bill  to  aid  in  meeting  the  de- 
fense mobilization  requirements  of  the 
United  States  by  providing  for  the  training 
or  retraining  of  civilian  aviation  personnel; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 

Commerce.  

By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 
S.  1254.  A  bill  to  establish  effective  means 
to  determine  Communist  domination  in 
unions  and  to  eliminate  Communists  from 
positions  of  influence  and  control  in  labor 
unions:  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
S  1255.  A  bin  to  amend  section  13  of  the 
act  of  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  1169).  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C.  title  46,  sec.  672  (a)  ),  and 
^tcs.  5  and  302  of  the  act  of  June  29,  1936 
(49  Stat.  1935  and  1992),  as  amended 
(U.  S.  C,  title  46.  sees.,  672  (a)  and  1132):  to 
the  Committee  on  IntersUte  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

S.  1256.  A  bill  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1257.  A  bill  to  provide  for  designation  of 
the  United  States  Veterans'  Administration 
hospital  now  being  constructed  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  as  the  Hiram  R.  Gale  Memorial  Hos- 
pital; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  NEELT: 
S.  1258.  A  bin  to  provide  Increased  annui- 
ties to  certain  civilian  officials  and  em- 
ployees who  performed  service  In  the  con- 
struction of  the  Panama  Canal,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
S.  1259.  A  bin   for  the  relief  of   Anastasla 
Kondylis;  to  the  Comn^lttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
S.  1260.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Klf rlede  Else 
Pope;  to  the  Committee  pn  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ANDEKSON: 
S.  1261.  A  bill  relating  to  the  disposition  of 
moneys  received  from  the  national  forests; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  AmnssoN  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 


By  Mr.  HUMPHRET: 

8.  J.  Bee.  55.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  providing  for  the  direct  popu- 
lar election  of  President  and  Vice  President; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  HtmPHBiT  when 
he  introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


SURPLUS  FOOD  AND  CLOTHING  FOR 
KOREA 
Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
MuNDTj,  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to 
provide  surplus  food  and  clothing  for 
Korea.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  make  a  brief  statement,  and  read  a 
one-page  letter  which  I  have  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  VICJE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1230)  to  provide  for  the 
strengthening  of  the  Republic  of  Korea 
as  an  ally  against  aggression  and  for  the 
reconstruction  of  that  country  from  the 
ravages  of  war  in  resisting  aggression, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Case  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  MuNDT ) ,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  CASE.   Mr.  President.  I  have  today 
written  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, which  reads  as  follows: 
Unite^  States  Senate, 
Committee   on   Abmed   Services. 

Washington.  D.  C.  March  9.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Ezra  T.  Benson. 

Secretary.  Department  of  Affriculture, 
Wa-^hington.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Secret.\ry;  Attached  you  will 
find  a  copy  of  an  Iniormal  draft  of  a  bill 
which  I  propose  to  Introduce  In  the  Senate 
today  which  would  authorize  you  to  sell  the 
Republic  of  Korea  food  and  clothing  com- 
modities and  to  receive  In  payment  legal  cur- 
rency of  the  Republic  of  Korea.  The  exact 
form  and  details  are  subject  to  revision,  of 
course,  but  I  hope  that  the  general  proposi- 
tion will  appeal  to  you  and  may  have  your 
support. 

You  wni  note  that  the  bill  also  directs  the 
Treasury  to  credit  such  currency  against 
debentures  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration and  to  place  It  In  a  Korean  Recon- 
struction Fund  and  creates  a  Joint  Commit- 
tee of  the  Congress  to  Investigate  conditions 
in  Korea  and  recommend  a  program  of  recon- 
struction through  the  use  of  the  fund  so 
created. 

On  February  26,  the  Associated  Press  re- 
ported Korean  Defense  Minister  Shin  Tae 
Young  as  saying:  "The  ROK  soldier  Is  getting 
only  about  one-third  the  calories  he  needs 
from  rice  and  a  few  side  dishes." 

Last  week.  In  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  we  heard  Lt.  Gen.  James  Van 
Fleet  say  that  both  the  military  and  civilian 
populations  of  South  Korea  were  living  on  a 
diet  below  that  which  we  provide  for  our 
prisoners  of  war  under  the  Geneva  conven- 
tion. 

General  Va!Q  Fleet  also  testified  that  fewer 
South  Korean  troops  would  go  to  the  hos- 
pital, that  more  South  Korean  men  could 
qualify  for  military  service,  that  efficiency  at 
the  front  would  be  Improved  If  they  had  a 
better  diet.  He  also  said  that  many  of  the 
civilians  are  wearing  the  ragged  remnants  of 
the  clothes  they  had  on  their  backs  when 
the  invuloa  took  place  almoet  3  yean  ago. 


Eventually,  the  United  States  will  rehabUl- 
tate  South  Korea.  That  would  t>e  in  keeping 
with  our  traditions  and  the  spirit  of  our 
people  toward  an  ally  to  say  nothing  of  the 
destruction  occasioned  by  o\ir  own  troop 
movement*. 

Why  not  help  ourselves  by  helping  the 
South  Koreans  now — using  some  of  the  fiber 
and  food  products  which  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  is  buying — thereby  trana- 
latlng  these  growing  stocks  into  strength  at 
the  front  and  providing  the  local  currency 
funds  that  can  be  used  in  Korean  rehabilita- 
tion later  on? 

Using  food  to  win  the  war  and  build  the 
peace  beats  putting  bluing  on  potatoes  or 
burning  wheat  or  killing  pigs. 

RespectfuUy  submitted. 

Francis  Case, 
United  States  Senator.  South  Dakota. 

I  may  say  that  this  is  In  keeping  with 
policies  which  the  United  States  has 
followed  in  connection  with  the  rehabili- 
tation of  other  allies  at  present  asso- 
ciated with  us  in  war.  Whenever  food- 
stocks  are  approaching  the  point  of 
deterioration,  instead  of  keeping  them 
on  hand,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  It  Is 
possible  we  should  convert  such  stocks 
into  food  and  distribute  it  to  the  South 
Korean  soldiers  at  the  front,  so  as  to 
improve  their  condition  and  morale  and 
help  to  provide  more  South  Korean 
soldiers  for  the  front.  Likewise,  the 
legal  currency  of  Korea  should  be  ac- 
quired so  that  it  may  be  used  for  the 
reconstruction  of  Korea  following  the 
war. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Ricord. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  is  hereby  authorized,  through 
the  facilities  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration to  acquire  domestic  supplies  of 
wool,  cotton,  grains,  dairy,  poultry  and  meat 
products  and  to  sell  and  deliver  such  com- 
modities to  the  Republic  of  South  Korea  in 
an  amount  not  exceeding  $500  million  under 
the  authority  of  this  act,  and  to  accept  legal 
currency  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  In  pay- 
ment therefor.  In  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  sLall,  insofar  as  practicable, 
utilize  stocks  of  such  commodities  as  may 
be  acquired  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration or  the  Secretary  In  carrying  out 
other  provisions  of  existing  law. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  la 
authorized  and  directed  to  receive  from  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  currency  of  the  Re- 
public of  Korea  acquired  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  section  1  of  this  act  said  to  credit 
such  receipts  In  payment  for  and  retirement 
of  debentures  or  other  evidences  of  Indebted- 
ness of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
the  Treasury  and  to  deposit  this  currency  in 
a  special  fund  for  Korean  reconstruction 
and  rehabilitation. 

Sec.  3.  There  is  hereby  created  a  Joint 
Select  Committee  on  Korean  Reconstruction 
and  Rehabilitation  to  consist  of  5  mem- 
bers from  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  be  named  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate  and  5  members  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  be  named  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
This  committee  shall  investigate  the  eco- 
nomic and  social  conditions  of  South  Korea 
growing  out  of  the  resistance  of  the  Republic 
of  Korea  to  aggression  and  shall  report  Its 
findings  to  the  Congress  not  later  than  Jan- 


uary 15.  1954,  together  v-ith  Its  recommenda- 
tions for  the  reconstruitlon  and  rehabilita- 
tion of  South  Korea  th.-ough  the  use  of  the 
Korean  Reconstruction  and  Rehabilitation 
Fund  provided  by  section  2  of  this  act.  The 
rxpen.ses  of  such  committee  shall  be  pro- 
vided from  the  contingent  funds  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  Hou.se  of  Repriiscntatives  by  appro- 
priate resolution. 


DISPOSITION  OP  MONEYS  RECEIVED 
FROM  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropri  ite  reference  a  bill 
to  facilitate  the  dev'?lopment,  manage- 
ment, and  use  of  public  recreation  areas 
and  facilities,  and  for  the  improvement 
of  wildlife  habitat  in  the  national  for- 
ests, and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill,  together 
With  a  statement  prepared  by  me,  ex- 
plaining the  bill,  be  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PREfJIDENT.  The  bill 
■will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred; and,  withou".  objection,  the  bill 
and  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1261)  relating  to  the  dis- 
position of  moneys  received  from  the 
national  forests,  introduced  by  Mr.  An- 
derson, was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Br  It  enacted,  etc..  TQat  the  14th  paragraph 
under  the  heading  Forest  Service"  of  the  act 
of  March  4.  1913.  as  amended  by  section  212 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic 
Act  of  1944  (U  8.  C  ,  1946  edition,  title  16. 
sec  501 )  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence: 
"Ten  percent  of  all  moneys  received  from  the 
national  forests  durini;  each  fiscal  year,  but 
not  to  exceed  $5,500,000  In  any  year,  shall 
be  available  at  the  end  thereof  to  be  ex- 
pended by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for 
the  development,  maintenance,  and  opera- 
tion within  the  national  forests  of  facilities 
and  areas  for  public  use;  to  provide  for  ade- 
quate safety,  sanltatlcn  and  health  in  con- 
nection with  uses  of  the  national  forests; 
and  to  improve  and  maintain  wildlife  habitat 
on  the  national  fores'^:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  such  moneys  shall  be  used  for  the 
acquisition  of  land;  tmd  provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  shall  make  a  report  to 
the  Congress  annually,  showing  the  purpose 
for  which  the  funds  an?  expended." 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  An- 
derson  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Sinator  Anderson 

There  are  at  present  4.700  public-recrea- 
tion areas  in  the  natlDnal  forests  on  which 
the  Forest  Service  hps  constructed  and  Is 
maintaining  to  the  extent  possible  the  camp 
and  picnic  grounds  ai.d  winter  sports  areas, 
and  other  improvements  for  recreational 
purposes.  The  Increa^ied  use  of  these  areas, 
as  shown  by  the  above  table,  has  resulted 
In  overcrowding  on  weekends  and  holidays, 
and  consequently  th<;  overtaxing  of  sani- 
tary and  water  facilities.  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  the  Public  Health  Service  has 
inspected  a  number  of  these  areas  and  rec- 
ommends improvements  in  the  sanitation 
facilities  and  water  systems.  Most  of  these 
facilities  and  Improvisments  were  built  by 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  In  the 
1930'8.  Due  mostly  i-o  lack  of  funds  for 
maintenance  and  uplteep.  these  facilities, 
especially    sanitary   faculties,   have   deterio- 


rated and  require  major  repairs  or  replace- 
ments. This,  together  with  increasing  pop- 
ulation and  an  Increase  In  the  number  of 
people  visiting  the  national  forests  has 
brought  about  a  critical  need  for  additional 
facilities,  Including  safe  water  and  sanitary 
faculties  and  proper  fire  protection. 

A  survey  has  recently  been  completed  by 
the  Forest  Service  to  determine  the  amount 
of  funds  needed  to  provide  adequate  sani- 
tation and  care  at  the  4.700  existing  forest 
recreational  areas,  the  additional  capital  In- 
vestment needed  to  provide  for  sanitary  im- 
provements and  other  necessary  facilities 
required  to  accommodate  the  present  rec- 
reational use  on  the  national  forests  In  a 
safe  and  satisfactory  manner,  and  funds 
needed  annually  to  operate  and  maintain 
all  recreational  areas  after  rehabilitation  of 
the  existing  areas  has  been  completed  and 
additional  capital  Investments  made  for  ex- 
pansion. A  summary  of  the  results  of  this 
survey  follows: 

The  recreational  use  of  the  national  for- 
ests has  long  been  recognized  as  one  of  the 
major  resources  of  the  forest.  The  use  of 
the  national  forest  for  recreation  is  increas- 
ing year  by  year,  creating  the  need  for  ad- 
ditional care,  maintenance,  and  Improve- 
ment of  the  recreation  areas.  The  Increase 
of  funds  allocated  by  Congress  for  the  care 
and  Improvement  of  these  areas  has  not 
been  In  proportion  to  the  increase  in  their 
use  and  need.  The  table  below  was  com- 
piled by  the  Forest  Service  and  gives  a  list 
of  the  funds  available  by  year  from  1948  to 
date  for  recreation  and  wildlife  work,  to- 
gether with  the  total  number  of  visits  per 
year  to  these  recreation  areas. 

Funds  ai-ailable  for  recreation  and  wildlife 
work — Funds  available  for  sanitation  and 
care  of  public-use  areas  and  for  wildlife 
management 

Fiscal  year: 

1948 tl.  190,  601 

1949 1,  355,  703 

1950 1, 306,  880 

1951 1. 314.  775 

1952 1. 357. 615 

1953 1.  358,  315 

Data  on  .sanitation,  cleanup,  maintenance  of 
improvements,  and  use  at  public  use  areas 
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1.  Operation  and  maintenance  of 
existing  recreation  facilities: 

(a)  Funds  needed  annually 

for  sanitation,  clean- 
up, garbage  disposal, 
and  supervision  at  the 
4,700  existing  recrea- 
tion areas 11.071.000 

(b)  Funds  needed  annually 

for  maintenance  of 
Improvements  and  fa- 
culties at  the  4,700 
existing  recreation 
areas 1,197.000 


2.  Additional  capital  Investments 
needed  for  recreation  im- 
provements: 

(a)  Capital  Investment 

needed  to  provide  sat- 
isfactory facilities  for 
sanitation  and  public 
safety  and  to  rehabili- 
tate all  essential  ex- 
isting public  use  areas 
and  facilities  in  good 
condition $7,169,000 

(b)  Capital  investment 

needed  to  expand  the 
capacity  of  existing 
areas  and  to  construct 
new  areas  necessary  to 
accommodate  present 
use  in  a  safe  and  sat- 
isfactory manner 17,  135.  000 


Total  annual  needs 
for  the  4.700  ex- 
isting recreation 
areas 2.  268,  000 


Total     capital     In- 
vestment  24,304,000 

3.  Estimate  of  funds  needed  an- 
nually to  operate  and  main- 
tain all  recreation  areas 
after  rehabilitation  of  exist- 
ing areas  has  been  com- 
pleted and  additional  capital 
Investments  made  for  ex- 
pansion       3,  200,  000 

THE  Wn.DLIFE   HABrTAT   MANAGEMENT   JOB   ON 
THE   NATIONAL  FORESTS 

In  the  field  of  wildlife  management,  sea- 
sons, bag  limits,  fish  and  game  stocking  pro- 
grams, refuges,  and  related  management 
tools  are  all  Important.  However,  these  are 
of  little  value  If  the  environment  is  unsat- 
isfactory. All  fish,  game,  and  nongame  ani- 
mals have  certain  requirements  in  terms  of 
food,  water,  and  cover.  Moreover  these  re- 
quirements are  often  different  in  summer 
and  winter,  or  even  at  other  seasons.  Then, 
too.  animals  do  best  where  preferred  food, 
water,  and  cover  are  all  within  their  dally 
travel  range.  Thus  the  Forest  Service  role 
in  wildlife  management  is  a  most  Important 
one  because  this  Bureau  is  responsible  for 
the  management  of  large  areas  of  public 
land.  How  this  land  and  Its  cover  of  trees, 
shrubs,  and  grass  Is  managed  determines  to 
a  large  degree  1  ow  productive  the  land  and 
waters  will  be  of  desirable  forms  of  wildlife. 

In  the  national-forest  regions  men  with 
specialized  training  In  wildlife  management 
are  responsible  for  leadership  in  habitat 
management  and  cooperative  wildlife  pro- 
grams. At  present,  however. 'there  are  only 
7  of  these  technicians  for  the  10  national- 
forest  regions  in  the  United  States  and 
Alaska.  As  an  example  of  the  size  of  the 
task  involved  1  technician  handles  the  hab- 
itat and  coojjeratlve  program  Involving  19 
million  acres  of  national -forest  lands  in  11 
States. 

The  habitat  management  work  on  the  na- 
tional forests  can  be  roughly  placed  in  two 
categories :  ( 1 )  That  which  Is  accomplished 
Indirectly  through  good  management  of  all 
resources  and  uses — timber,  forage,  water, 
recreation,  and  fire;  and  (2)  that  which  can 
be  done  directly  to  develop  food,  water, 
or  cover. 

To  meet  these  basic  wildlife  management 
responsibilities  would  require  $500,000  an- 
nually. The  expenditure  during  the  past 
fiscal  year  was  $134,000. 

At  the  present  time  the  Forest  Service 
lacks  funds  to  engage  in  the  direct  form  of 
habitat  management.  This  Is  unfortunate 
as  there  are  many  projects  which  would  ap- 
pear to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  bill  which  I  have  Introduced  today 
will  provide  the  necessary  funds  to  re- 
habilitate and  maintain  present  facilities 
and  allow  for  the  gradual  expansion  and 
further  Improvement  of  recreation  areas  that 
is  needed  in  order  to  properly  accommodate 
the  public  and  protect  their  health  and 
safety. 
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The  bill  provides  th»t  no  part  of  the 
money  can  be  spent  for  land  pvirchase.  and 
further  that  a  report  shall  be  made  to  the 
Congress  each  year,  showing  the  pxirposes 
for  which  the  funds  are  expended. 


DIRECT     POPULAR     ELECTION     OP 
PRESIDENT  AND  VICE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
joint  resolution  proposing  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  the  direct  popular 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  explan- 
atory statement  prepared  by  me  on  the 
joint  resolution  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred;  and.  without  objection, 
the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  55) 
proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  providing 
for  the  direct  popular  election  of  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Humphrey,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey is  as  follows: 


Stattment  bt  Senatoe  Humphket 
For  160  years,  the  United  States  has  been 
hampered  by  an  obstacle  in  the  path  of 
democratic  selection  of  the  Chief  Executives. 
The  system  has  persisted  In  spite  of  oft 
repeated  efforts  to  substitute  more  rational 
and  democratic  methods.  Now.  In  a  time 
when  democracy  is  enduring  its  severest  trial 
before  the  peoples  of  the  world,  the  United 
States  must  perform  the  duties  which  It  has 
assumed,  and  lead  the  free  nations  of  the 
world  In  demonstrating  that  democracy  U 
the  best  way. 

The  fundamental  principle  on  which  any 
democracy  is  founded  Is  that  the  people 
governed  shall  have  a  voice,  a  controlling 
voice  in  their  government.  This  means  that 
they  shall  elect  their  public  servants  by 
popular  vote,  so  that  the  servants  are  re- 
sponsible to  the  people  In  the  most  direct 
way  possible.  It  is  also  Inherent  In  any 
democracy  that  all  citizens  shall  have  an 
equal  voice  in  choosing  their  public  serv- 
ants. It  Is  Inconsistent  with  our  principles 
that  the  votes  of  some  of  our  citizens  are 
worth  twice,  five  times,  or  ten  times  sls  much 
as  others,  merely  due  to  their  geographic 
distribution.  It  is  even  more  Inconsistent 
that  In  every  presidential  election,  mllllona 
of  votes  are  not  counted  at  all.  These  In- 
consistencies are  difHcult  to  Justify  In  the 
eyes  of  the  world.  The  United  States  should 
meet  the  challenge,  and  reform  its  outmoded 
election  system  In  order  that  it  may  better 
reflect  the  will  of  the  people. 

The  electoral  college  system  has  many 
defects.  Not  only  Is  it  possible  for  a  man 
to  be  elected  President  of  the  United  States 
even  though  more  Americans  may  have  voted 
for  his  opponent,  but  this  has  happened 
three  times  In  the  short  history  of  oiu-  coun- 
try. In  1824,  Andrew  Jackson  polled  50.000 
votes  more  than  his  nearest  rival,  John 
Quincy  Adams,  but  lacked  a  majority  due 
to  the  votes  received  by  two  other  candi- 
dates. The  election  waa  thrown  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Constitution.  There,  through 
pressure  and  influence,  Adams  was  chosen  to 
be  President. 

Again  in  1878.  Samuel  J.  Tllden  received 
almost  285.000  votes  more  than  Rutherford 
B.  Hayes.    Hayea  won  the  election,  however. 


through  a  rote  In  the  Electoral  Commission 
set  up  to  decide  the  contest. 

In    1888,   Grover   Cleveland    received    375.- 
000  votes  more  than  Benjamin  Harrison  but 
lost  to  Harrison   through   the   peculiar   dis- 
tribution  of   votes   In   the   electoral   college. 
These  three  men.  Adams,  Hayes,  and  Har- 
rison, were  all  defeated  In  the  popular  elec- 
tion,   but    nevertheless    became    President. 
More  voters  preferred  another  candidate  in 
each  Instance,  but   due   to  our  election   ar- 
rangement,   the   also-ran   became   the   Chief 
Executive.     How   can   we   Justly   say    we   be- 
lieve   in    majority    rule    unless    we    correct 
the  situation  which   allows  this  possibility. 
There  are  three  factors  which  contribute 
to  the  possibility  of  a  President  being  chosen 
without     receiving     more     votes     than     any 
other  candidate.     The  first  of   these  factors 
Is  that  all  the  electoral  votes  of  a  State  are 
cast  for  the  candidate  that  polls  the  great- 
est number  of  votes  In  the  State.     Thus,  it 
make  no  difference  in  the  result  of  an  elec- 
tion whether  a  candidate  wins  a  State  by  a 
narrow   margin  or   by   a  sweeping   majority. 
The  votes  ca.st  for  the  losing  candidates  in 
a  State   might   Just   as   well    not    have   been 
cast  at  all.     It   is  as  If   all   the   voters  who 
did  not  vote  for  the  winning  candidate  had 
been  disfranchised.    They  mlg.it  Jvist  as  well 
have   stayed   home.     This   may   well    be   the 
cause  of   much   apathy   at   election   time    in 
this  country,  particularly  In  the  States  which 
consistently  vote  one  ticket  year  after  year. 
There    are    an   estimated    37    million    people 
In  the  United  States  qualified   to   vote   who 
do  not  choose  to  exercise  this  fundamental 
prerogative. 

There  are  further  statistics  to  show  the 
unfortunate  effects  of  the  '•all-or-nothing" 
rule,  not  as  spectacular  as  electing  the  wrong 
President,  but  Important  nonetheless  because 
they  show  that  the  electoral  vote  does  not 
reflect  the  will  of  the  people.  In  1884,  Cleve- 
land received  563.084  popvilar  votes  in  the 
State  of  N-!W  York  and  all  of  its  electoral 
▼otea.  In  the  same  election.  Blaine  received 
562,001  popular  votes,  only  1.083  fewer  than 
Cleveland,  but  got  none  of  the  State's  elec- 
toral votes.  The  electoral  vote  cast  by  the 
State  seemed  to  indicate  that  New  York  was 
100  percent  behind  CleveUmd  when  in 
actuality,  the  margin  between  his  support 
and  Blaine's  amounted  to  less  than  a  tenth 
of  a  percent  of  the  Uital  vote  cast. 

In  1932,  Herbert  Hoover  had  15.800.000 
popular  votes  and  of  these.  13,600,000  brought 
no  electoral  votes  due  to  their  distribution 
among  the  States.  Of  Mr.  Hoovers  nearly 
16  million  votes,  only  2  million  were  re- 
flected in  the  electoral  vote.  In  1924.  John 
W.  Davis  polled  6  million  votes  which  were 
worthless  to  him  for  they  brought  no  elec- 
toral votes,  while  2  million  other  popular 
votes  brought  him  136  electoral  votes.  These 
2  million  votes  were  infinitely  more  valuable 
to  Davis  than  the  votes  of  6  million  other 
people  who  happened  to  be  living  in  the 
wrong  States  to  make  their  votes  effective. 

The  second  factor  which  contributes  to 
the  possibility  of  an  "also-ran"  becoming 
President  of  the  United  States  is  the  fact 
that  under  the  present  electoral  college  sys- 
tem, each  State  Is  given  a  bonus  of  two 
electoral  votes  over  the  votes  it  has  due  to 
Its  population.  There  are  96  of  these  bonus 
votes  distributed  among  the  48  States,  and 
they  give  an  unfair  advantage  to  the  voters 
who  reside  In  the  smaller  States. 

In  1950,  the  census  showed  the  United 
States  population  to  be  150.697.361.  Thirty- 
eight  States  contained  70.453,399  people;  the 
remaining  10  States  contained  80.243,962  or 
9,790,563  more  than  the  38  smaller  States. 
But  the  10  States  have  20  automatic  elec- 
toral votes  while  the  38  have  76  automatic 
votes.  The  10  large  States  have  over  6  mil- 
lion more  people  but  56  fewer  electoral  votes. 
The  voters  In  the  large  States  are  penalized 
In  that  their  votes  don't  count  as  much  as 


those  from  the  soaaller  States  dus  to  ths 
two-vote  bonus. 

The  third   factor   that  contributes  to  the 
possibility  that  a  President  may   be  elected 
without  having  polled  the  most  votes  is  the 
fact  that  a  State  casts  the  same  number  of 
electoral  votes  regardless  of  the  number  of 
people   who   turn   out   to   vote.     In   the  ex- 
treme case,  a  thousand  people  In  New  York 
could  cast  47  electoral   votes  so  long  as  no 
one  else  in  the  State  bothered  to  vote.     We 
don't  have  to  go  to  the  extreme  case,  how- 
ever, to  find  extraordinary  situations  which 
actually    existed.     In    the    1952    election.    1 
electoral  vote  In  Mississippi  represented  less 
than  36.000  popular  votes  due  to  the  small 
election  day  turnout,  while  in  Minnesota   1 
electoral  vote  represented  more  than  125,000 
popular  vctes.     The  voter  In  Minnesota  had 
loss   than   one-third   the   Importance   in   the 
final  result  as  the  voter  in  Mississippi,     I  am 
sure   we   all   revere   and   respect   the   Missis- 
sippi voter,  but  there  are  few   among  us.  I 
think,  who  will  maintain  that  hU  Judgment 
concerning  who  should  be  President  Is  more 
than    three    times   as   astute   as   that  of   the 
Minnesota  or  Massachusetts  voter. 

The  following  table  represents  other  In- 
stances of  unequal  representation  which  have 
actu.illy  r)ccurred: 

In  191'2  Wilson  received  I  elector  per  14.500 
votes;  Taft  received  1  elector  per  435.000 
votes. 

In  1928  Hoover  received  1  elector  per  48.180 
votes;  Smith  received  1  elector  per  172,802 
votes. 

In  1932  Hoover  received  1  elector  per 
267.149  votes,  Roosevelt  received  1  elector  per 
48351   votes 

In  1948  Truman  received  1  elector  per 
78.123  votes;  Dewey  received  1  elector  p«r 
113.990  votes. 

In  1952  Stevenson  received  1  elector  per 
306,646  votes;  Eisenhower  received  1  elector 
per  76,764  votes. 

The  best  way  to  eliminate  the  possibility 
that  a  man  will  be  elected  President  In  spite 
of  the  will  of  the  people  Is  to  conduct  a 
general  popular  election  for  the  position. 
Tills  does  away  with  all  the  factors  which 
might  contribute  to  the  election  of  a  man 
who  has  lost  the  general  election.  Under 
the  constitutional  amendment  which  I  am 
introducing  today,  every  voter  casts  one  vote, 
a  whole  vote,  which  Is  Just  as  good  and  Just 
as  important  as  the  vote  cast  by  any  other 
voter  in  the  country.  This  is  the  democratic 
way.  This  is  what  we  are  trying  to  convince 
the  people  of  the  world  to  do.  This  Is,  In 
reality,  what  Is  Implied  In  the  spirit  of  our 
Government.  This  is  the  final  step  In  the 
constitutional  evolution  which  began  with 
tlie  Declaration  that  all  men  are  created 
equal,  and  continued  with  the  assertion  tha* 
no  man  or  woman  may  be  denied  the  right 
to  vote  lor  arbitrary  reasons.  Now  we  must 
make  the  suffrage  an  equal  suffrage,  and 
repudiate  arbitrary  and  discriminatory  geo- 
graphical bases  for  denying  or  reducing  ths 
importance  of  the  votes  of  some  of  our  citi- 
zens. 

The  electoral  college  also  permits  the  ma- 
jority will  within  a  State  to  be  Ignored.  The 
best  an  Individual  meml)er  of  the  electoral 
college  can  do  is  perform  a  function  which 
could  more  efficiently  be  performed  without 
him.  The  worst  he  can  do  Is  to  refuse  to 
vote  as  Instructed  by  the  voters  of  his  State 
and  substitute  his  own  will  for  theirs.  In 
1948,  electors  of  four  States  repudiated  the 
Democratic  candidate  and  cast  ballots  for 
the  States-rights  candidate.  One  elector  out 
of  11  from  a  fifth  State,  Tennessee,  did  the 
same  In  spite  of  an  overwhelming  victory  of 
the  Democratic  candidate  over  the  States- 
right  candidate  in  that  State.  The  electors 
are  not  legally  bound  to  follow  the  dictates 
of  their  State's  electorate,  and  are  free  to  ex- 
ercise their  discretion  as  they  see  fit. 

In  1796  three  electors  disregarded  the  man- 
date of  the  general  election,  with  the  result 


that  John  Adams  rather  than  Thomaa  Jeffer- 
son was  elected. 

A  whole  State's  citizenry  may  be  disfran- 
chised by  the  action  of  a  handful  of  men. 
The  sooner  this  possibility  Is  removed  from 
our  election  procedurfs.  the  better  for  the 
American  people. 

From  the  voters'  point  of  view,  the  electoral 
college  only  adds  to  the  confusion  of  elec- 
tion day.  The  voter  wants  to  vote  for  the 
President  and  Vice  Pr<9sldent,  not  for  a  list 
of  electors  whose  names  he  doesn't  recog- 
nize. Yet  in  10  States,  only  the  names  of  the 
electors  &ppesLT  on  thti  ballot.  In  16  other 
States,  the  ballot  Includes  both  the  names 
of  the  candidates  and  of  the  electors. 

Another  reason  for  abolishing  the  electoral 
college  is  the  possible  confusion  which  would 
result  if  an  elector  U  tinable  to  carry  out 
the  function  for  which  he  was  chosen.  Sup- 
pose he  dies,  or  fails  ta  cast  his  vote  on  the 
proper  day  and  in  the  projier  way.  Or  sup- 
pose the  Presidential  candidate  to  whom  he 
is  pledged  becomes  ineligible  and  the  elector 
Is  freed  from  his  pletlge.  All  of  these  clr- 
ctimstances  have  occuired  In  our  history  and 
all  of  them  could  ha\e  been  avoided  If  the 
electoral  college  had  been  abolished. 

Direct  popular  election  of  the  President 
and  Vice  President  ar:  not  new  concepts  in 
our  political  philosophy.  The  father  of 
the  Constitution,  James  Madison,  strongly 
favored  direct  popular  election.  The  man 
whose  counsel  and  philosophy  guided  the 
creation  of  the  Constitution,  Benjamin 
Franklin,  also  supponed  this  form  of  elec- 
tion. Andrew  Jackson,  one  of  the  great 
Presidents  of  our  history  who  was  more  close- 
ly In  touch  with  the  \7lll  of  the  people  than 
most,  emphasized  In  h  3  first  message  to  Con- 
gress the  need  for  dln;ct  popular  election  as 
a  method  of  democratizing  the  election  jm-oc- 
ess.  At  best,  the  electoral  college  system  Is 
the  result  of  a  crude  compromise,  a  matter 
of  necessity  In  order  to  unite  the  States  at 
the  time  of  the  Constitutional  Convention. 
At  worst.  It  is  a  device  originally  created  to 
remove  from  the  Lands  of  the  people  the 
selection  of  the  country's  Chief  Executive. 
Do  we  still  believe  that  we  must  compromise 
on  an  Issue  so  basic  in  a  democracy?  Do  we 
still  believe  that  the  people  are  not  to  be 
trusted  In  choosing  their  President? 

The  answer  to  both  of  these  questions  is 
clear  and  It  is  "No."  We  have  shown  count- 
less times  that  we  recognize  that  the  country 
Is  strong  when  the  voice  of  the  people  is 
heard.  We  have  removed  restrictions  on  the 
suffrage  three  tlmos  by  constitutional 
amendment  in  amendments  14,  15,  and  19. 
In  reality,  these  amendments  did  not  extend 
the  suffrage;  they  merely  recognized  contra- 
dictions of  democracy  In  our  country  and 
removed  the  contradictions. 

We  must  now  continue  In  the  pattern  set 
by  otir  enlightened  predecessors.  In  the  tra- 
dition of  democracy.  We  must  support  a 
direct  election  of  the  President  and  Vice 
President,  recognizing  that  the  present  sys- 
tem Is  defective  In  guaranteeing  the  demo- 
cratic equality  of  all  voters,  and  that  this 
anachronism  must  be  eliminated. 

The  process  of  election  as  It  exists  today, 
promotes  an  unusual  and  unfortunate 
emphasis  In  presidential  campaigning.  In 
the  first  place,  most  candidates  concentrate 
on  winning  majorities  In  a  few  large  States, 
realizing  that  even  If  these  majorities  are 
very  slight,  they  will  carry  with  them  all  of 
the  electoral  votes  In  the  States.  These  large 
States  contribute  a  disproportionate  number 
of  votes  In  the  electoral  college  and  for  this 
reason  the  campaigns  are  disproportionately 
directed  toward  these  State.  The  voters  hi 
the  smaller  States  are  neglected  and  must 
choose  between  the  candidates  on  insufflclent 
evidence.  Proof  of  this  campaign  emphasis 
exists  m  the  fact  that  17  out  of  27  major 
party  candidates  for  the  Presidency  since 
1900  came  from  Ohio  or  New  York.  In  the 
past  50  years,  we  have  had  3  Presidents  from 
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New  York  and  3  from  Ohio.  In  the  past  70 
years,  only  twice  has  a  President  been  elected 
without  winning  a  majority  in  the  State  of 
New  York. 

I  don't  mean  to  detract  from  the  caliber 
of  the  Presidents  and  candidates  produced 
by  New  York  and  Ohio,  and  several  of  the 
other  large  States.  However,  I  would  ven- 
ttire  to  say  that  there  have  been  other  (km- 
slble  candidates  from  smaller  States  who 
weren't  given  the  consideration  that  might 
have  been  due  them  because  of  their  geo- 
graphic position.  On  the  other  hand,  citi- 
zens of  the  smaller  States  who  are  not  the 
beneficiaries  of  vigorous  campmlgnlng  are 
often  apathetic  about  voting.  We  have  a 
nonvoting  population  of  37  million,  an  ex- 
traordinarily large  percentage  for  a  free 
republic. 

Another  factor  In  the  peculiar  emphases  of 
our  campaigns  if  the  unusual  Importance  of 
minority  groupw  In  large  doubtful  States. 
Often,  presidential  candidates  must  give 
these  groups  far  more  consideration  than  is 
healthy  In  a  democracy  where  the  majority 
Is  supposed  to  rule.  That  minorities  can 
exert  an  Important  Influence  Is  clearly  shown 
in  the  election  of  1948  when  the  Progressive 
Party  polled  enough  votes  to  swing  two  Im- 
portant States  to  the  Rispubllcan  candidate. 
I  use  this  example  because  It  is  one  of  the 
few  cases  where  the  effijct  of  the  vote  of  a 
political  minority  group  can  be  accurately 
shown.  It  Is  more  dlfBcult  to  study  the 
voting  patterns  of  other  minority  groups 
because  under  the  secret  ballot  these  votes 
cannot  be  separated  In  the  final  election  re- 
turns. However,  there  Is  no  doubt  that  cer- 
tain minority  groups  receive  special  treat- 
ment In  presidential  cainpalgns,  and  we  can 
be  sure  that  this  Is  not  without  good  reason. 

A  direct  presidential  election  Is  needed, 
then,  for  many  reasons,  but  all  of  the  reasons 
are  derived  from  the  principle  that  all  votes 
cast  should  have  equal  Importance  In  decid- 
ing who  Is  to  be  President.  This  principle 
is  basic  In  our  democrscy  as  well  as  In  any 
other  democracy.  It  means  not  only  that 
all  the  votes  cast  will  have  the  same  mathe- 
matical Importance,  but  that  all  votes  will 
be  the  end  product  of  virtually  the  same 
opportunity  of  choice,  aa  far  as  possible. 

It  Is  our  duty  to  the  world  as  well  as  to 
our  own  citizens  to  perfect  our  form  of  de- 
mocracy until  it  Is  beyond  the  criticism  of 
principle  without  execution.  We  must  be 
the  example  to  the  free  world  not  only  In  our 
words  and  ideas,  but  In  our  actions  and  our 
conduct.  We  must  mean  what  we  say  when 
we  dedicate  ourselves  to  a  government  In 
which  Its  strength.  Integrity,  and  sover- 
eignty are  those  of  its  people,  aS  expressed  in 
free,    untrammeled    elections. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE ALLEGED  CRIMES  AGAINST 
HUMANITY  IN  TOTALITARIAN 
COUNTRIES 

Mr.  KENNEDY  submitted  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res. 
16),  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) ,  That  there  is  here- 
by established  a  joint  committee  (herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  "com.mlttee")  to  be 
composed  of  four  Members  of  the  Senate,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate, 
and  four  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Vacancies  in 
the  membership  of  the  committee  shall  not 
affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  members 
to  execute  the  functions  of  the  committee, 
and  shall  be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  In 
the  case  of  the  original  selection.  The  com- 
mittee shaU  select  a  chairman  from  among 
its  members. 


Sxc.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  com- 
mittee— 

(a)  to  make  a  full  and  complete  investi- 
gation and  study  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances surrounding  atrocities  and  other 
crimes  against  humanity  (1)  which  are  al- 
leged to  have  been  committed  since  June  25, 
1950,  in  the  course  of  hostilities  In  Korea, 
and  (2)  which  are  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted by  forces  of  totalitarian  countries  In 
the  course  of  the  efforts  of  such  countries  to 
dominate  the  free  world;   and 

(b)  to  report,  as  soon  as  practicable  dur- 
ing the  present  Congress  to  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  (or  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Senate  and  the  clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  If  the  Congress  is 
not  In  session)  the  results  of  its  Investiga- 
tion and  study,  together  with  such  recom- 
mendations as  to  necessary  legislation  as  It 
may  deem  desirable, 

Sbc,  3.  For  the  piu-poses  of  this  concurrent 
resolution,  the  ccMnmlttee,  ii  any  subcom- 
mittee thereof  authorized  by  the  committee 
to  hold  hearings,  l&^uthorlzed  ( 1 )  to  sit  and 
act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such  times 
and  places  within  or  outside  the  United 
States,  during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  ad- 
journed periods  of  the  83d  Congress,  (2)  to 
hold  such  hearings,  and  (3)  to  require,  by 
subpena  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  and 
testimony  of  such  witnesses,  and  the  produc- 
tion of  such  books,  records,  corresp-  adence, 
memoranda,  papers,  and  docimients,  as  It 
deems  necessary,  Subpena  may  be  Issued 
under  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  member  of  the  committee 
designated  by  him  and  may  be  served  by  any 
person  designated  by  such  chairman  or  mem- 
ber. The  cost  of  stenographic  service  to  re- 
port such  hearings  shall  not  exceed  25  cents 
per  hundred  words. 

Sbc,  4,  (a)  The  conunlttee  shall  have  power 
to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
officers,  experts,  and  employees  as  It  deems 
necessary  In  the  performance  of  Its  duties. 

(b)  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which 
shall  not  exceed  (50,000,  shall  be  paid  one- 
half  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 
and  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  upon  vouchers 
signed  by  the  chairman.  Disbursements  to 
pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Senate  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  such  contingent  fund  to 
be  reimbursed  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  In  the  amount 
of  one-half  of  the  disbursements  so  made. 


NOTICE  OP  CANCELLATION  OP 
HEARING  ON  PROPOSED  LEGIS- 
LATION PERMnriNG  COMPEL- 
LING  OF  TESTIMONY  AND  GRANT- 
ING IMMUNITY  FROM  PROSECU- 
TION IN  CONNECTION  THERE- 
WITH 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
March  4,  1953,  I  announced,  on  behalf 
of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on  Im- 
provements in  Judicial  Machinery  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  that  there 
was  to  be  a  public  hearing  scheduled  for 
Tuesday,  March  10.  1953,  at  10  a.  m.,  in 
room  424,  Senate  Office  Building  on  S. 
565,  permitting  compelling  of  tfistimony 
and  granting  immunity  from  prosecu- 
tion in  connection  therewith. 

At  this  time  I  desire  to  announce  and 
give  notice  that  the  public  hearing  so 
referred  to  has  been  cancelled  without 
date. 

The  subcommittee  consists  of  myself, 
as  chairman,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  WATKmsl,  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]. 
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ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appen- 
dix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CASE: 
Address  delivered  by  Lt.  Gen.  Thomas  D. 
White,  Air  Force  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff, 
before  the  National  Aviation  Educational 
CouncU  at  Atlantic  City,  N.  J..  February  12. 
1953. 

By  Mr.  COOPER: 
Address  entitled  "Lincoln's  Path  to  Great- 
ness." delivered  by  Hon.  Chaunciy  W.  Reed. 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, House  of  Representatives,  at  the  Fay- 
ette Lincoln  Day  banquet.  Lexington  Ky., 
February  13,  1953. 

By  Mr.  BYRD: 
Statement  entitled  "Equality  of  Abstract 
Individual  Rights  Under  the  Constitution" 
prepared  by  Charles  Hall  Davis. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Article  entitled  "Four  Heroic  Army  Chap- 
lains     Honored,"      written      by      Benjamin 
Prager  and  published  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
Legion  of  Valor  magazine. 
By  Mr.  WELKER: 
Editorial      entitled      "Benson,      Farmers 
Agree."     published     in     the     Idaho     Dally 
State&man  of  Maroh  2.  1953. 
By  Mr.  LANGER: 
Letter  addressed  to  him  by  Mrs.  Cora  M. 
Hanssen,  of  Gebo,  Wyo.,  relative  to  old  age 
pensions  and  mineral  rights. 
By  Mr.  FULBRIGHT: 
Article  entitled   "InvlUtlon  to   Anarchy." 
written  by  Walter  Llppmann  and  published 
In  the  Washington  Post  of  March  9,  1953. 
By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 
Article  entitled  "Massachusetts  Boy  Wins 
Top  Award  In  Science  Search."  published  In 
the  Washington  Star  of  March  3,  1953,  deal- 
ing with   an  award   to  E.   Alan  Phillips,  of 
Lincoln,  Mass.,  of  the  Westinghouse  grand 
science  scholarship. 
By  Mr.  THYBr 
Article  entitled  "Where  Does  Mr.  Farmer 
Come  In?"  written  by  W.  P.  Schilling,  and 
published  in  the  Northfleld    (Minn.)    Inde- 
pendent of  March  5,  1953. 
By   Mr.   HENNINGS: 
Editorial  from  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of 
March  1,  1963,  on  the  establishment  of  the 
Pord  Foundation's  Fund   for  the  Republic. 
Editorial  comment  and  newspaper  articles 
relating  to  observance  o'  100th  anniversary 
of  Washington  University,  St.  Louis,  Mq. 
By  Mr.  TAIT: 
Article  entitled  "New  Regime's  Record  Is 
One  To  Be  Proud  Of,"  written  by  Gould  Lin- 
coln and  published  In  the  Washington  Eve- 
ning Star  of  March  7,  1953. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 
Editorial  entitled  "Graceful  Exit,"  appear- 
ing In  the  Washington  E^venlng  Star  of  Feb- 
ruary 27,  1953. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
List  of  organizations  represented  at  meet- 
ing on  tariffs  and  trade  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
on  March  5,  1953,  and  a  statement  of  tariff 
and   trade  policy  by   nationwide   Industrial, 
agricultural,   and   labor  groups. 
By    Mr.    ANDERSON: 
Editorial   from   the   Nashville   Tennessean 
with  reference  to  the  position  of  that  State 
on  the  question  of  oil  from  submetged  lands. 
By   Mr.   JACKSON: 
Articles  appearing  In  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Public    Power    Bulletin    on    the    subject   of 
hydro  development  in  Alaska. 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
Article  entitled  "Do  Our  Schools  Pear  Free- 
dom?"   appearing   in   the   Minneapolis   Star. 
Article  entitled  "Let's  Respect  the  Dissent- 
ing View."  written  by  Paul  G.  Hoffman  and 
published  in  the  Minneapolis  Star  of  Janu- 
ary 23,  1953. 
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CATTLE  AND  BEEF  PRICES— COR- 
RESPONDENCE BETWEEN  SENA- 
TOR MURRAY  AND  THE  SECRE- 
TARY OP  AGRICULTURE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on 
February  6  I  wrote  the  new  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Ezra  Benson,  asking  him  for 
the  answers  to  a  number  of  questions 
in  which  the  farmers  of  Montana  are 
urgently  interested.  The  lengtli  and 
character  of  the  reply  I  have  received 
from  the  Secretary  indicates  that 
farmers  will  have  to  wait  a  consider- 
able time  for  all  the  answers  and  that 
their  Government  has  only  vague  steps 
in  mind  for  them. 

For  example,  the  Secretary  informs 
me  that  beef  prices  should  become  bet- 
ter because  of  his  assistance  in  having 
price  ceilings  removed  from  cattle.  It 
is  difficult  to  understand  how  this  asser- 
tion can  be  supported  at  a  time  when  the 
price  of  cattle  is  well  below  the  price 
ceiling. 

One  of  the  questions  I  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  concerned  his  authority 
under  existing  law  to  support  livestock 
prices. 

In  view  of  Friday's  announcement  that 
the  price  of  beef  has  fallen  to  89  per- 
cent of  parity — as  contrasted  with  130 
percent  a  year  ago  am  92  percent  a 
month  ago — it  is  particularly  interesting 
to  find  that  Secretary  Benson  admits 
that  he  does  possess  the  power,  under  ex- 
isting legislation,  to  support  cattle 
prices. 

He  raises  the  question,  however,  as  to 
what  could  be  done  with  the  beef  that 
might  have  to  be  bought.  A  partial  an- 
swer to  his  question  is  found,  I  believe, 
in  the  story  in  today  s  Washington  Post 
about  malnutrition  in  the  South  Korean 
Army.    Let  me  quote  from  this  story: 

The  food  crisis  In  the  army  of  the  Re- 
public of  Korea  has  grown  so  grave  that  Gen. 
Palk  Sun  Yup,  lU  chief  of  staff,  yesterday 
said  he  would  ask  the  United  Nations  for 
help. 

Why  can  we  not  work  out  a  plan  to 
ship  beef  to  Korea? 

Several  of  the  questions  I  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  concerned  the  avail- 
ability of  credit  for  cattlemen.  The 
Secretary  found  little  or  nothing  to  be 
concerned  about,  but  I  am  sure  the 
farmers  of  Montana  could  tell  him  that 
credit  available  to  them  is  not  adequate 
to  enable  them  to  hold  their  cattle  in- 
stead of  sending  them  to  market  at  signs 
of  falling  prices. 

•  The  Secretary  concludes  his  reply  by 
saying  that  no  legislation  is  needed  with 
respect  to  the  type  of  loans  the  Depart- 
ment is  now  authorized  to  make.  I 
think  it  is  becoming  more  obvious — con- 
trary to  the  Secretary's  opinion — that  the 
credit  program  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  should  be  enlarged.  I  am 
surprised  and  disappointed  at  the  Secre- 
tary's attitude  of  standing  pat  in  the 
present  situation,  and  I  believe  that  the 
United  States  Congress  should  examine 
thoroughly  rural  credit  programs  ad- 
ministered by  the  Department,  with  a 
view  to  expanding  them. 

Perhaps  the  legislation  now  on  the 
books  will  be  found  to  be  adequate,  but 
if  so  it  is  my  opinion  that  loan  authoriza- 
tions will  have  to  be  increased  materially 
if  we  are  to  supply  our  farmers  with  suf- 


ficient credit  to  enable  them  to  get  their 
work  done  and  to  market  their  products 
in  an  orderly  way.  instead  of  having  to 
liquidate  their  holdings  when  credit  be- 
comes tight. 

This  can  be  done  at  no  public  cost,  be- 
cause the  loan  programs  of  the  Depart- 
ment are  on  a  sound  basis  and  the  repay- 
ment records  are  excellent.  The  Depart- 
ment should  be  authorized  to  loan  all 
the  money  that  is  needed,  based  on  a 
sound  standard  of  security;  and  I  can 
think  of  no  better  investment  than  an 
investment  in  a  healthy  agriculture 
economy. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
connection  with  my  remarks  the  letter 
from  Secretary  Benson  and  his  answers, 
and  the  story  in  today's  Washington 
Post,  entitled  "South  Korea  To  Ask  U.  N. 
Help  in  Food  Crisis." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Department  or  AcnicxjVTXTkx, 
Washington.  D.  C.  February  16,  1953. 
Hon.  Jame-  E.  Murray, 

United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Senator;  This  Is  In  reply  to  your  let- 
ter of  February  6  Indicating  that  the  drop 
In  livestock  prices  has  been  of  serious  con- 
cern to  cattlemen  and  requesting  our  views 
on  six  questions.  Attached  are  answers  to 
each  of  these  questions.  If  you  require  any 
further  Information  on  this  problem,  please 
let  us  know. 

Sincerely  yours, 

EzKA  Tatt  Bensow. 

Secretary. 

Answer  to  Qttesttons  Raised  bt  Senatob 
James  E.  Mursat 

Question  1 :  'Do  you  believe  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  take  any  action  to  deal  with 
the  problem  of  declining  livestock   prices?" 

The  Department  already  has  taken  a  num- 
ber of  steps  In  connection  with  declining 
livestock  prices.  When  we  took  office  a  Uttl© 
over  3  weeks  ago,  a  drastic  drop  in  cattle 
prices  was  In  process.  Within  7  days  a  state- 
ment was  Issued  which  reviewed  the  factors 
responsible  for  the  overall  decline  In  farm 
prices  and  pointed  out  that  the  Department 
did  not  expect  any  major  changes  In  farm 
prices  In  the  next  several  months,  particular- 
ly In  view  of  the  continuing  high  level  of 
consumer  Income.  On  the  following  day, 
January  29.  a  public  announcement  was 
made  that  the  Department  was  doing  every- 
thing possible  to  have  price  controls  and 
compulsory  grading  of  meat  removed  be- 
cause these  controls  were  contributing  to  the 
decline  In  cattle  prices  and  their  removal 
would  strengthen  and  stabilize  prices.  This 
was  followed  on  February  3  by  a  call  to  cattle 
producers  to  follow  an  orderly  pattern  of 
marketing  and  to  processors  and  distributors 
to  develop  a  greater  demand  for  beef.  This 
statement  pointed  out  that  while  somewhat 
lower  prices  than  In  1951  and  1952  were  an- 
ticipated due  to  the  unusual  buildup  in 
numbers,  the  recent  breaks  In  cattle  prices 
appeared  to  be  temporary.  A  copy  of  that 
statement  is  enclosed. 

It  is  too  early  to  Judge  what  effect  the 
recent  decontrol  of  cattle  and  meat  prices, 
abandonment  of  compulsory  meat  grading, 
and  orderly  marketing  suggested  will  have 
on  cattle  and  meat  prices.  We  anticipate 
that  recent  sharp  price  reductions  in  con- 
sumer prices  win  move  beef  more  readily  In- 
to consumption  and  stabilize  prices. 

Nevertheless,  we  are  carefully  watching 
the  cattle  price  situation.  Any  subsequent 
action  taken  on  cattle  prices  will  t>e  guided 
by  advice  obtained  from  the  t>est  men  In 
the   livestock    and   meat    industries.     Since 


taking  office  we  have  followed  »  policy  of 
consulting  advisory  groups  In  connection 
with  our  commodity  programs  so  as  to  ob- 
tain the  best  Judgment  of  farmers,  farm 
organizations,  and  industries.  One  of  these 
committees,  the  cotton  committee,  has  al- 
ready started  Ita  meetings  and  the  special 
dairy  committee  wUl  meet  In  Washington  be- 
ginning on  February  17. 

Question  a:  "Do  you  under  existing  legis- 
lation have  any  authority  to  support  Uve- 
stock  prices?    If  bo,  specify." 

Support  of  beef-catUe  prices  Is  not  man- 
datory un^er  the  Agrlculttiral  Act  of  1949, 
the  authority  under  which  o\ir  COC  price 
support  programs  are  undertaken.  Hence, 
any  price-support  program  for  beef  cattle 
would  have  to  be  undertaken  under  the  pro- 
visions relating  to  nonmandatory  cotnmodl- 
tles  contained  In  titles  III  and  IV.  These  two 
titles  authorize  the  Secretary  to  support  the 
price  of  any  nonmandatory  commodity  at  a 
level  not  to  exceed  90  percent  of  parity. 
However,  In  determining  whether  to  under- 
take a  support  program  and  In  deciding  on 
the  level  of  support,  the  Secretary  is  required 
to  consider  eight  factors  contained  in  sec- 
tion 401   (b). 

There  Is  considerable  question  as  to  wheth- 
er a  price-support  program  for  beef  cattle  can 
be  Jxistmed,  after  considering  the  eight  fac- 
tors as  required  by  law.  One  factor  that 
must  be  considered  la  the  abUlty  to  dispose 
of  stocks  acquired.  To  support  prices  of  beef 
cattle,  we  would  have  to  buy  beef  carcasses  or 
cuts.  Beef  Is  perishable  and  Its  storage  un- 
der proper  conditions  Is  relatively  expensive. 
If  extensive  purchases  were  undertaken,  we 
would  be  faced  with  serious  disposal  prob- 
lems. We  probably  would  not  be  able  to  dle- 
poee  of  any  large  quantltiee  without  Incur- 
ring tremendous  losses.  OutleU  for  which 
donations  are  authorized  could  abaofb  only 
limited  quantities.  As  a  result.  In  under- 
taking any  such  program  we  would  be  faced 
with  a  real  possibility  of  spoilage  and  also 
great  loss  In  money. 

The  Department  has  the  authority  to  un- 
dertake surplus  removal  operations  for  beef 
cattle  under  section  33  of  the  act  of  Augtist 
24.  1935.  That  act  authorizes  the  Secre- 
trary  to  take  action  to  encourage  exports, 
and  to  encourage  domestic  consumption  of 
surplus  commodities  by  diverting  them  from 
the  normal  channels  of  trade.  The  method 
usually  used  is  to  purchase  commodities  and 
then  donate  them  to  eligible  outlets,  such 
as  the  nonprofit  school-lunch  program,  and 
charitable  Institutions.  However,  siKh  pur- 
chases must  be  limited  to  the  quantlUea  for 
which  outlets  are  available.  Furthermore, 
purchases  are  not  made  at  any  specific  sup- 
port level  as  In  price  support,  and  cannot 
be  made  at  price  levels  which  reflect  a  price 
for  the  agricultural  commodity  In  excess  of 
90  percent  of  parity.  The  latest  report  of 
parity  prices  Indicated  that  cattle  prices  were 
92  percent  of  parity  on  January  15,  195S. 
The  quantity  of  beef  that  could  be  moved 
through  available  outlets  under  a  section 
32  program  would  be  very  small  relative  to 
the  total  supply.  Hence,  any  surplus  re- 
moval operation  for  beef  probably  would  have 
little  price  effect  on  beef  cattle,  except  per- 
haps from  a  psychological  standpoint. 

Question  3:  "What  U  the  outstanding 
amount  of  loans  made  to  cattlemen  for  the 
purpose  of  helping  them  build  their  herds?" 
We  have  no  information  as  to  the  total  out- 
standing amount  of  loans  made  to  cattle- 
men for  the  purpose  of  helping  them  build 
their  herds. 

On  the  basis  of  estimates  made  by  the  Fed- 
eral Intermediate-credit  banks  and  produc- 
tion-credit corporations,  Farm  Credit  Ad- 
ministration institutions  now  are  financing 
approximately  $240  million  of  cattle  loans, 
consisting  of  feed-lot  loans  of  $65  million  and 
range  and  breeder  loans  of  $176  million.  We 
have  no  way  of  determining  how  much  of 
this  amount  represents  loans  made  for  the 
purpose  of   building  herds.     However,  it  Is 


otir  opinion  that  most  of  this  amount  repre- 
sents loans  made  to  finance  regular  business 
operations  of  livestock  growers. 

The  nature  of  the  production  and  sub- 
sistence loans  made  by  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  Is  such  that  It  Is  not  poesl- 
ble  to  determine  the  portions  of  the  loans 
that  are  outstanding  which  were  advanced 
for  the  purchase  of  cattle. 

Under  this  program,  we  have  encouraged 
and  financed  balanced  farming  operations 
with  farmers  obtaining  supervised  credit  as- 
sistance. This  has  Included  the  develop- 
ment and  Improvement  of  grasslands  and 
acquiring  beef  cattle,  dairy  cattle,  hogs,  and 
other  livestock  enterprises.  In  some  disaster 
areas,  disaster  loans  have  been  made  by  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  to  stockmen. 
Some  of  these  loans  Included  funds  to  re- 
place cattle  loeses  but  not  to  build  vp  herds. 
Question  4:  "Is  It  true  that  the  banks  are 
now  caUlng  In  a  large  portion  of  these 
loans?" 

We  have  no  Information  concerning  the 
extent  to  which  commercial  banks  or  other 
Institutions  not  financing  through  Farm 
Credit  Administration  institutions  may  be 
calling  in  their  cattle  loans.  Our  informa- 
tion Is  that  the  institutions  rediscountlng 
with  the  Federal  Intermediate  credit  banks 
are  not  forcing  liquidation  of  their  cattle 
loans.  Information  which  has  come  to  us 
would  Indicate  that  commercial  banks  are 
becoming  somewhat  more  selective  in  the 
exteiulon  of  credit  to  farmers  and  stockmen 
generally. 

Question  5:  "Do  the  farm  credit  agenc^e8 
of  the  Federal  Government  have  svifflclent 
powers  and  funds  to  assist  the  cattlemen  and 
the  banks  In  dealing  with  this  situation?" 
The  Institutions  luider  the  supervision  of 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration  (Federal 
Intermediate  credit  banks  and  production 
credit  associations)  have  the  necessary  pow- 
ers to  finance  loans  to  cattlemen  who  can 
qualify  for  credit  on  a  sound  basis.  Funds 
for  that  pxirpose  are  derived  principally 
through  sales  of  Intermediate  credit  bank 
debentures  in  the  Investment  markets. 
Such  debentures  are  not  guaranteed  by  the 
Government.  While  the  supply  of  funds  Is 
not  unlimited,  these  Institutions  woukl  be 
able  to  finance  a  considerable  additional  vol- 
ume of  sound  loans. 

The  Federal  intermediate  credit  banks  do 
not  at  this  time  have  the  manpower  re- 
quired to  handle  a  greatly  Increased  volume 
of  loans  and  discounts,  in  addition  to  that 
expected  in  their  normal  operations.  Should 
they  be  called  upon  to  finance  a  materially 
greater  proportion  of  the  credit  required  by 
the  cattle  industry,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
adjust  their  administrative  expense  author- 
izations, by  congressional  action,  to  enable 
them  to  employ  additional  personnel  and 
defray  other  necessary  expenses. 

In  addition  to  the  seasonal  and  short- 
term  credit  facilities  of  the  Farm  Credit  sys- 
tem referred  to  above,  the  Federal  land  banks 
have  sufficient  powers  and  funds  to  assist 
farmers  and  stockmen  who  are  eligible  and 
can  qualify  for  mortgage  loans  under  the 
limitations  of  the  laws  governing  the  land 
banks.  In  all  probability,  there  are  some 
cattlemen  who  have  sufficient  equities  In 
their  real  estate  to  enable  them  to  obtain 
Federal  land  bank  loans.  A  Federal  land 
bank  loan  cannot  exceed  65  percent  of  the 
normal  value  of  the  farm  mortgaged  and 
loans  to  any  one  borrower  cannot  exceed 
$100,000. 

Production  and  subsistence  loans  made  by 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  are  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  operators  of  family- 
type  farms  who  cannot  get  satisfactory  credit 
elsewhere,  to  acquire  productive  livestock 
farm  machinery,  and  for  other  operating  ex- 
panses necessary  for  successful  farming. 
Such  loans  are  made  primarily  to  acquire 
the  resources  necessary  for  a  well-balanced 
farm  business. 

Disaster  loans  made  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  38  are  restricted  to  those  areas  desig- 


nated by  the  Secretary  becaviae  of  a  produc- 
tion disaster  which  has  caused  a  widespread 
need  among  farmers  of  the  area  for  credit, 
not  otherwise  available,  to  continue  their 
operations.  The  purpose  of  this  program  Is 
to  provide  a  temporary  source  of  credit  to 
help  farmers  who  have  suffered  production 
losses  to  recover  from  such  losses  sufficiently 
to  return  to  their  normal  sources  of  credit. 
These  loans  are  made  where  farmers  have 
stistained  production  losses  and  are  not 
available  vmder  the  act  to  farmers  whose 
need  for  Government  credit  arises  because 
of  an  economic  condition. 

Question  6:  "If  not,  would  you  favor  spe- 
cial legislation  to  provide  emergency  loans 
to  help  cattlemen  c&rrj  their  herds  during 
the  present  period?" 

No  special  legislation  Is  needed  with  re- 
spect to  the  tjrpes  of  credit  loans  the  Depart- 
ment now  is  authorized  to  make. 

To  the  extent  that  cattlemen  who  need 
Government  loans  to  continue  in  operation 
also  have  suffered  loeses  of  production  In 
feed  crops,  pastures,  ranges,  etc.,  the  present 
facilities  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administra- 
tion are  adequate. 

The  Farm  Credit  Administration  does  not 
need  any  special  legislation  to  enable  It  to 
continue  to  serve  fanners  who  have  a  sound 
basis  for  credit. 

Secretaht  Benson  Strssses  Ore^t  Ckttue 

Marketing  and  Developiaxnt  or  Consumer 

Demand 

Calling  upon  producers  to  follow  an  orderly 
pattern  of  marketing,  and  processing  and  dis- 
tribution agencies  to  develop  a  consumer 
demand  for  beef.  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
E^a  Taft  Benson  today  sounded  a  note  of 
optimism  to  reassure  cattle  people  disturbed 
by  the  decline  of  fed  cattle  prices  at  central 
markets. 

"The  United  States  economy  Is  funda- 
mentally strong,"  the  Secretary  pointed  out. 
"Employment  and  incomes  are  higher  than 
ever  before.  This  promises  more  stabUlty  In 
cattle  prices,  particularly  since  reductions 
due  this  year  in  the  supply  of  pork  will  bol- 
ster the  market  for  cattle. 

"As  the  Department  repeatedly  has  called 
to  the  attention  of  producers,  the  rapid 
buildup  In  cattle  numbers  has  pointed  to  a 
somewhat  lower  level  of  prices  than  in  1951 
or  1952.  Recent  breaks  appear  to  be  an  un- 
orderly  and  temporary  overadjustment  to 
what  should  be  a  natural  reaction  to  this 
increase  in  cattle  numbers.  We  feel  that  a 
return  to  orderly  marketing  wUl  check  the 
price  slide." 

The  Secretary  pointed  out  that  prices  of 
fed  cattle  In  central  markets  have  declined 
sharply  in  recent  weeks.  In  late  January, 
average  prices  of  Choice  slaughter  steers  at 
Chicago  were  down  $7  per  100  pwunds  from 
late  November.  Good  steers  had  dropped  $6 
in  the  same  p>erlod.  On  1,000-pound  steers 
these  declines  amount  to  $60  and  $70  per 
head. 

Moreover,  the  markets  have  been  unsettled, 
showing  much  day-to-day  change  and  a  wide 
range  of  prices  paid  tor  cattle  nearly  alike  in 
quality.  Last  week  Individual  sales  of  choice 
grade  steers  at  Chicago  varied  from  $22.50 
to  $31.50  per  100  pounds.  A  year  earlier  the 
range  had  been  less  than  half  as  wide. 

The  market  for  cattle  has  been  under  pres- 
sure since  early  fall  as  receipts  have  In- 
creased. Cattle  production  In  the  United 
States  was  expanded  rapidly  during  the  past 
4  years  in  response  to  the  strong  demand  for 
beef.  Numbers  on  farms  were  built  up  from 
77,000.000  In  January  1949,  to  88,000,000  In 
January  1952,  and  a  further  rise  during  1952 
was  Indicated.  Although  total  numbers  for 
January  1953  will  not  be  known  until  Febru- 
ary 13.  the  number  In  feedlots  has  been  re- 
ported at  a  new  high,  up  16  percent  from 
January  1952. 

With  dry  weather  In  many  areas  an  added 
stimulus,  marketings  of  range  cattle  began  to 
Increase  last  fall,  and  severe  price  declines 
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resulted  for  this  kind  of  cattle.   Now  many  of  In  the  fiscal  year  1933.  which  was  about  '^/^^°'"P"*f '°" '*^' ^°*  t"^,'^*!* 'nt^^^^ 

Lose  catue  that  went  Into  feedlots  are  mov-  the  time  when  the  late  President  Frank-  ^^^^T  ?or  °  thT^'yT^.'^'fSr'^me 

Ing  to  slaughter.  jin  D.  Roosevelt  took  over  control  of  the  tv,rnui?h  1912 

Aa  supply  conditions  have  changed  over  p^g^al  Government,  the  total  expendi-  "^°"K"      ^   • 

the  past  year,  the  tenor  of  the  market  has  f-TT- "f  tSr                  Government  for  a  sounded  OTHni  waknincs     , 

shlft^  abruptly  from  the  Inflationary  spirit  J^^  °'  ^^  J^^'^^moSntS^  *4  622  -  Jefferson  sounded  other  warnings  against 

of  a  year  or  two  ago  to  a  depressed  condition  JJ  months    period  amounted  to  $4  622-  borrowing.    In  1791  he  wrote  James 

now.    Uncertainty  on  the  part  of  both  buyers  865.028.     I    ask    unanimous    consent    to  ^^^^^^    saying: 

and  sellers  has  contributed  to  an  unwar-  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  ..^^  ^^^  ruined  if  we  do  not  overrule  the 

ranted  pessimism.     Disturbed  by  the  price  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the  article  to  principae  that   the  more  we  owe  the   more 

trends,  many  feeders  have  let  their  cattle  go  ^^rhich  I  have  referred,  written  by  Walter  prosperous  we  shall  be;   that  a  public  debt 

at  half  finish.    At  three  Midwest  markets  In  lYohan.  and  published  in  this  mornings  furnishes  the  means  of  enterprise;   that  If 

January,  more  than  twice  as  many  fed  steers  jg^^g  ^j  ^^le  Washington  Times-Herald  ours  be  once  paid  off,  we  should  Incur  an- 

of  Commercial  grade  were  received  than  a  ^rtMc    lists    for   a   25-vear    period  other  by  any  means,  however  extravagant." 

year  ago.  and  receipts  of  Good  grade  were  60  The   article    lists    lor  ^^  J^^J^"^  P*"°°  m  1802.  as  President,  he  wrote : 

J,€rcent  larger.    Numbers  of  Choice  and  Prime  from  1929.  including  8  months  of   1953.  ..^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  Government  from 

grade   were   down   26   percent.     Meanwhile,  the    annual    interest    payments    on    tne  casting  the  labors  of  the  people  under  pre- 

consumer  demand  for  the  bigger  supply  of  Federal  debt  tense   of   taking   care   of   them,   they   must 

beef,  especially  of  the  medium  quality,  has  There  being  no  objection,  the  article  become  happy." 

not  yet  been  fully  expressed.  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RECORD,  T^wr^tJoxjAir      t   c>,«„ih    nir-   ♦« 

"Complaints  have  been  received,"  the  Sec-  follows  •  DWORSHAK.     I    should    like    to 

retary  pointed  out  in  closing,  "that  the  com-  as  i            .  stress  the  point  that  in  the  fiscal  year 

pulsory   grading  required   by   OPS   and   the  Debt    Interest    in    25    Years    Cost    united  ^^^^   jt,  required  $5,853,000  000  to  pay  the 

retention  of  price  ceilings  on  beef  have  con-  States     $60     Billion-Budget     Balanced  ^^^^^^^  ^n  the  Federal  debt,  which  SUm 

tributed  to  P'-l<*_decllnes.     I  have  puW  qnlt  5  Times  in  Period  ^        ^^  ^,.j,jq„  j^  ^^^^^  ^f  the 

r:::S:Ziui:7:S:rTXs  Tl^ftT.  (By  wauer  xrohan)  total  expenditures  of  the  Federal  Gov- 

dustry  agree  that  the  removal  of  controls  Interest  on  the  public  debt  has  cost  the  ernment  in  the  fiscal  year  1933. 

would    In    Itself    tend   to    strengthen   cattle  American   people  more   than  $60   billion   in                             ^_^_^^^^___ 

prices  and  stabilize  markets."  the  last  25  years.                                                                                                                  

*^                                  A   study    of    Treasury   Interest   payments  AUTHORIZATION  TO  COMMITTEE  ON 

from  July   1.   1928,   Into   1953   discloses   that  T?r>m?TnK  RTTT  AXTnK«?  TO  RFPORT 

[Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  February  27,  mteregt  payments  on  the  debt  mounted  to  a         FOREION  RELAIlONfa   lO  KiLi^Ki 

1953]  total  cost  of  $60,690,411,000.  NOMINATIONS 

SoxrrH  Korea  To  Ask  U.  N.  Help  in  Pood  Federal     borrowing    was    condemned     by  j^^.  gj^^jj  of  New  Jersey      Mr  Presl- 

C^s"  1^°"^^^,  Jefferson,     in  a  letter  to  Eldrldge  ^^^^- ^^  j^^alf  of  the  chairman' of  the 

Seoul.  February  27._The  food  crisis  in  the  ^^.l^^' ''/J!"^,;^^^-^!,^,  ^^^  ^hat  the  prln-  Foreign      Relations      Committee       [Mr. 

rgrU^rt"Gr^?ay'sr?up^TtsThT;';  cipiVS^":k^d^rroS;Vor^l"b7^"-  Wu^,.  I  ask  unanimous  -n^^nt  that 

of   staff    yesterday   said   he    would    ask   the  terlty,  under  the   name  of  funding.   Is  but  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  be 

United  Nations  for  help.    He  did  not  go  Into  swindling  futurity  on  a  large-scale  basis."  authorized    to    report    nominations    for 

detail.  FIVE  balanced  budgets  the    executive    calendar,    following    the 

It  is   a  paradox  that   the   South  Korean  j^  Qjjiy  5  of  the  25  fiscal  years  studied  was  close  of  business  today,  up  to  12  o'clock 

Army  is  gaining  strength  In   numbers   and  ^^^  budget  balanced  and  a  siu-plus  accumu-  midnight    of    Tuesday    March    10. 

losing  strength  at  the  "chow"  line.    Defense  lated.     Four  of  these  years  were  under  Re-  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  ob- 

Mlnlster   Shin  Tae   Yong  yesterday  said   at  publican  rule  or  a  Republican  Congress.    The  jection    it  is  SO  ordered. 

Pusan  that  In  the  miserable  food  situation  years  were  1929.  1930,  1947.  1948,  and  1950.  .          '         ^^^^^^^^^___ 

♦he  South  Korean  soldier  gets  only  a  third  since  the  end  of  World  War  II  the  Interest  ~^~^^^^~~^~~ 

of  the  calories  he  needs.  on  the  public  debt  has  passed  the  $4  billion  ARE  THE  CHURCHES  FAILING  OUR 

This    has    sent    several   thousand    Korean  mark.      It    Is    now    approaching    $6    billion  GI'S? 

draftees  to  hospitals  with  tuberculosis,  mal-  a  year.  _,      r^nrctwrr^r  r,      w      r»,     «^      ♦    ♦*,«- 

nutrition,  and  other  dietary  diseases.    Medi-  The   Interest  on  the  public  debt  Is   now  Mr.  GRISWOLIJ.     Mr.  iTesmeni.  iniS 

cal  sources  would  not  reveal  the  figure,  but  costing  taxpayers  more  than  it  cost  to  run  morning  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to      ^ 

Korean    Army   officers   said    7,000    men — the  the  Government  In  any  year,  except  for  the  a  magazine  article  in  which  some  of  OUr    ^ 

equivalent  of  2  Korean  regiments — had  been  expenditures  of  World  War  I,   through  the  top    military    spiritual    leaders    indicate   J 

affected.  fiscal  year  which  ended  June  30,  1933.     In  ^j^^j.  ^^^  jg^gt  j^  pj^j-t  of  our  churches  are 

Communist  propaganda   has  made  much  that    fiscal    year,    which    marked    the    first  jj^jijj^„    ^q    pi^y    their    full    role    in   OUT 

of  the  situation.     Pelplng  broadcasts  assert  months  of  the  New  Deal,  the  total  cost  of  „„hili7ntinn    nrnpmm 

the  number  of  desertions  Increases  daily.  running     the      Federal      Government      was  ^'         V,i      ♦^v,     J;  ,-„#„,.„  »«fi»i^ 

Lt.  col.  Kim  Dong  Ik,  commanding  officer  $4,611,000,000.  The  article,  to  which  I  refer    sent  tied        , 

of  the  Korean  36th  Army  Hospital,  said  the  ^^ble  ot  payments  "Are   the   Churches  Failing   Our   GI  S? 

average  Korean  soldier  gets  about  2,900  cal-  Annual   reports   of    the    Secretary   of    the  a^d  it  appears  on  newsstands  today  In 

orles  a  day.  although  he  needs  about  4,000  Treasury    for    the    fiscal    years    from    1929  the  March  isSUe  Of  the  American  Mer- 

as  a  minimum.  through  February  27,  1953.  indicated  Interest  CUry  magazine. 

This  does  not  include  the  2,500  Koreans  payments  as  follows:  It  is  not  my  intention  to  take  personal 

with  each  United  States  division,  who  get     ^^^g $678,330,000  Issue  with  any  creed  or  denomination, 

the  same  number  of  calories  as  Americans,      ^ggg 659,347,000  but  as  chairman  of  the  Veterans  Sub- 
Independent  Korean  divisions,  however,  have     j93j_ 611,559,000  committee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 

been  fed  by  the  Korean  Government                     ^932 599,276,000  La^O^   and    Public    Welfare.   I    am    par- 
Shin  said  the  South  Korean  Government.      1933 _.         689,356,000  tirnlarlv  inf^rP^fAH  in  thi<!  Qiihlprt     Par- 
deep  in  Its  third  hard  year  of  war  and  short  1934                                         ._         759.  eoo,  000  ticu  ar  y  interested  in  this  subject.    I'ar 

of  money  and  resources.  Is  helpless  to  solve     1935        ~_         913  100  000  ticularly  am  I  concerned  with  this  report 

the  food  situation.                                              1936IIII-IIIIIII 867.400,000  because  of  the  possible  effects  which  in- 

The    Korean    Military    Advisory    Group.     i937"III"II"II"" 866!  384!  000  adequate  spiritual  guidance  for  our  GI'S 

whose  aim  is  to  help  the  Koreans,  says  It  Is      1933 926,200.000  may   have   on   the    domestic   life   of  OUr 

doing  what  It  can.                                                1939 941,000,000  Nation  in  future  years. 

^^__^^__^_                         1940 1.041,000,000  This  article,  written  by  Scott  Hcrshey 

1941- 1,110,200,000  ^  Harry  Tennant,  states  that  Rear 

INTEREST  ON  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT         1942 I' I^' Z' Z  Adm   S.  W.  Salisbury.  Chief  of  Naval 

Mr.    DWORSHAK.      Mr.    President,  jg^         ^         I'lIIIl^mi    2!  610!  000, 000  Chaplains,  retired  last  month  so  that  he 

only  a  few  months  ago  the  American  ig'i5___"l_lll.ll.". ......    3. 621, 000!  000  could  devote  his  full  time  to  contacting 

people  were  reminded  that  they  "never     1946 -    4,747,500,000  church  leaders.     He  Is  sufficiently  con- 
had  it  so  good  before."     Of  course,  that     1947 -    4.958,000,000  cerned  with  the  gravity  of  the  situation 

statement  has  many  implications,  and     1948 5, 187,  800,  000  that  he  is  now  trying  to  develop  a  pro- 
many    interpretations    may    be    placed     19*9 ^'a^«'^^°^°  gram    which    will    make    the    Nation's 

upon  it.                                                              5^^?-- 5-  gi5'  5oo  000  churches  more  effective  in  preparing  our 

In  this  morning's  issue  of  the  Wash-     1953 " "     5' 353' 000' 000  young  men  and  women  for  their  period 

ington  Times-Herald  appears  an  article  igss'^e  months)!!!!!!!!!!!    3".  512!  150!  000  of  military  service  and  to  administer  to 

under  the  heading  "Debt  Interest  in  25                                                their  moral  stability  while  on  military 

Years  Cost  United  States  $60  Billion."                  Total. 60, 690. 411.000  duty. 
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To  me  the  seriousness  of  this  matter 
Is  revealed  In  a  statement  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Armed  Forces  Chaplains 
Board,  MaJ.  Gen.  Charles  Carpenter. 
This  Defense  Department  spiritual 
leader  said  that  the  general  assembly  of 
the  National  Coimcil  of  Churches  re- 
cently gave  only  25  minutes  out  of  a 
3 -day  conference  to  a  discussion  of  the 
spiritual  problems  of  men  and  women  in 
the  services. 

Admiral  Salisbury  deplores  the  atti- 
tude of  many  churchmen,  some  educa- 
tors, and  various  groups  of  pacifists  who 
put  forth  the  idea  that  a  tour  of  duty 
with  the  military  is  something  to  be 
stoically  endtu-ed,  and  that  it  is  simply  2 
years  out  of  the  life  of  a  young  man. 

It  happens  that  I  am  a  Presbyterian 
by  faith.  I  am,  therefore  particularly 
concerned  that  this  article  points  out 
that,  with  some  exceptions,  the  Protes- 
tants have  fallen  down  on  the  Job.  They 
have  failed  to  Indoctrinate  their  young 
men  on  the  spiritual  problems  and  re- 
sponsibilities they  will  face  upon  enter- 
ing the  service.  They  have  failed  to 
maintain  adequate  contact  with  their 
members  after  they  have  been  called  to 
duty.  They  have  sometimes  ignored  the 
needs  of  spiritual  and  social  require- 
ments of  their  members  stationed  in 
nearby  military  installations.  I  am  told 
that  many  denominations  have  refused 
to  make  their  best  young  ministers  avail- 
able for  chaplain  duty  In  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Perhaps  my  colleagues  may  view  with 
alarm  this  situation,  as  I  do.  I  am  In 
accord  with  the  view  our  military  spirit- 
ual leaders  recently  took  of  a  Kremlin 
pronouncement  that  the  danger  in 
Russia  today  was  the  association  of 
Russian  young  people  with  the  church 
and  that  the  Soviets  were  taking  steps 
to  see  that  such  association  ended. 
General  Carpenter  has  bluntly  warned 
the  heads  of  United  States  churches  that 
failure  to  recognize  their  responsibility 
to  the  youth  now  in  service  could  pro- 
duce the  same  result  but  without  the 
same  statement  of  purpose. 

I  hope  all  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
agree  with  me  as  to  the  importance  of 
this  subject.  Because  of  its  pertinence 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  article 
be  incorporated  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Are  the  CHumcH«8  Failing  OtTE  Gl'a? 
(By  Scott  Hershey  and  Harry  Tennant) 
Each  year  for  the  next  few  years — and  as 
far  ahead  as  we  can  see — more  than  a  million 
young  men  and  women  wUl  be  uprooted  from 
their  homes  and  their  communities  and 
drafted  or  enlisted  Into  the  Armed  Forces. 
Another  million  annuaUy  will  be  mustered 
back.  Into  civilian  life  as  service  alumni. 

A  generation  from  now  these  young  men 
and  young  women  will  be  expected  to  pro- 
vide the  political,  the  social,  and  the  eco- 
nomic leadership  of  the  Nation.  And  the 
manner  In  which  they  fullUl  these  expecta- 
tions will  depend  to  a  large  degree  on  the 
Imprints  left  upon  their  characters  by  their 
tenure  of  service  In  the  Armed  Forces. 

This  very  obvious  fact  is  the  source  of 
Increasing  alarm  amon<!  the  chaplains  In  all 
echelons  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Force.  They  believe  that  the  most  Impor- 
tant  factor   in   building   the   character   ol 


young  men  and  women — ^thelr  spiritual  life 
and  guidance — Is  being  badly  neglected  as 
far  as  those  in  the  Armed  Fnrces  are  con- 
cerned. 

A  study  of  the  situation  reveals  that  the 
Armed  Forces  themselves,  the  Congress,  and 
the  public  must  all  share  some  of  the  blame. 
But,  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  chaplains 
of  the  services,  the  major  responsibility — 
and  the  major  faUvire — is  that  of  the 
churches  themselves. 

The  grave  apprehension  of  the  service 
chaplains  is  illustrated  by  the  retirement 
last  month  of  the  Chief  Chaplain  of  the 
United  States  Navy.  Rear  Adm.  8.  W.  Salis- 
bury, a  vlgoroiis.  active,  outspoken  man.  He 
announced  his  retirement  at  the  age  of  62. 
BO  that  he  can  devote  his  full  time  to  main- 
taining contacts  with  church  leaders  and 
seminarians  throughout  the  Nation,  ac- 
quainting them  with  the  serloiisness  of  the 
situation,  and  urging  them  and  their 
churche*  to  develop  positive,  detailed  pro- 
grams to  meet  their  challenge. 

"We  are  a  military  state,  whether  we  like 
It  or  not — and  most  of  us  do  not."  he  said. 
"NevertheleBS,  the  fact  that  we  have  been 
forced  into  a  military  state  in  time  of 
peace — or  semlpeace — demands  that  our 
churches  develop  new  techniques  and  new 
programs,  if  they  are  to  fulflU  their  spiritual 
responslbUltles  to  our  young  GI  men  and 
women." 

The  Chief  Chaplains  of  the  Army  and  the 
Air  Force,  Major  Generals  Ivan  Loverldge 
Bennett  and  Charles  I.  Carpenter,  are  In  fuU 
agreement  with  Admiral  Salisbury  regard- 
ing the  gravity  of  the  challenge.  And  with 
varying  degrees  of  emphasis  they  concur  in 
Admiral  Salisbury's  opinion,  that,  while 
meet  of  the  chvirchea  did  an  excellent  Job 
of  meeting  the  spiritual  problems  of  the  GI 
during  the  two  world  wars,  they  have  failed 
sadly  to  meet  the  entirely  different,  and  un- 
precedented, problem  resulting  from  the 
mobilization  of  3.500.000  men  and  women  In 
the  Armed  Forces  In  time  of  troubled  peace. 
The  Armed  Forces  Chaplains  Board,  of 
which  these  three  clergymen  are  members, 
was  created  -by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
advise  him  on  spiritual  and  moral  problems 
in  the  services.  It  Is  composed  of  the  three 
Chiefs  of  Chaplains,  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  and  one  additional  representative 
from  each  service.  Its  purpose  is  to  make 
possible  a  unified  approach  to  the  moral  and 
spiritual  and  other  related  problems  within 
the  services. 

"Many  denominations  have  failed  miser- 
ably to  keep  pace  with  the  current  needs  of 
youth  In  the  service."  General  Carpenter, 
who  is  chairman  of  the  Armed  Forces  Chap- 
lains Board,  declared.  "Their  apathetic  at- 
titude Is  Illustrated  by  a  recent  meeting  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  National  Coun- 
cil of  Churches,  at  which  I  spoke  on  behalf 
of  the  service  chaplains. 

"Only  25  minutes,  of  a  3-day  conference, 
was  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  the  spiritual 
problems  of  the  men  and  women  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force." 

Admiral  Salisbury,  who  addressed  the 
conference  In  1951,  noted  that  "It  was  not 
until  a  years  ago  that  the  conference  even 
acknowledged  that  the  problem  existed." 

Curiously  enough  the  three  chief  chaplains. 
General  Carpenter  a  Methodist.  General 
Bennett  a  Southern  Baptist,  and  Admiral 
Salisbury  a  Presb3rterlan,  agree  that  the 
problem  is  predominantly  a  Protestant  one. 
They  feel  that  the  Catholic  Church  and  the 
Jewish  faiths  are  fully  aware  of  the  needs 
of  their  youth  In  the  service,  and  have  taken 
adequate  steps  to  meet  them. 

"The  Catholic  Church,  by  Its  very  nature, 
leaves  It  up  to  the  individual  to  maintain 
contact  with  the  Church — whether  in  or  out 
of  the  service,"  Admiral  Salisbury  said. 
"Members  of  the  Jewish  faith.  indlvidu&lUtic 
in  nature,  are  drawn  together  by  the  tenets 
of  their  religion.  Consequently,  these  two 
faiths  are  not  beset  by  the  same  problems 
which  plague  the  Protestant  churches." 


Chaplains  in  all  branches  of  the  service 
report  they  receive  excellent  cooperation  from 
the  National  Catholic  Welfare  Conference 
and  the  Jewish  Welfare  Board. 

Many  Catholic  high  schools  and  universi- 
ties have  established  excellent  prelnduction 
courses  for  their  students.  In  these  courses, 
the  prospective  recruit  Is  advised  that  mili- 
tary service  is  a  part  of  life,  not  a  detached 
period  in  which  the  moral  standards  he  ad- 
heres to  at  home  can  be  temjxjrarlly  sus- 
pended. He  is  counseled  to  prepare  himself 
mentally,  physically,  and  spiritually  for  hU 
new  experience.  He  is  informed  of  the  vari- 
ous programs  in  the  Armed  Forces  in  which 
he  can  participate  to  the  advantage  of  his 
chosen  career.  He  Is  given  lectures,  illus- 
trated by  motion  pictures,  to  guide  him  In- 
such  problems  as  marriage  and  his  relations 
with  men  and  women  of  other  races,  creeds, 
and  nationalities,  of  other  habits  and 
customs. 

Similar  programs  have  been  adopted  by 
a  few  nonsectarlan  schools,  Protestant 
churches,  and  Isolated  communities.  But 
they  «ire  all  too  few. 

With  a  few  notable  exceptions  the  Protes- 
tant sects  have  fallen  down  on  the  Job. 
They  have  faUed  to  Indoctrinate  their  young 
on  the  spiritual  problems  and  responsibili- 
ties they  win  face  on  entering  the  service. 
They  have  failed  to  maintain  contact  with 
their  members  after  they  have  been  called 
to  duty.  They  have  Ignored  the  spiritual 
and  social  requirements  of  members  of  their 
faiths  stationed  In  nearby  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  Installations. 

And  probably  most  Important  of  all.  many 
denominations  have  refused  to  make  their 
best  young  ministers  available  for  chaplain 
duty.  Some  faiths  have  even  failed  to  pro- 
vide enough  ministers  to  fill  the  modest  quo- 
tas of  chaplains  assigned  to  them,  quotas 
which  are  based  on  the  number  of  men  and 
women  of  their  faith  in  the  services. 

"Many  of  the  chiu-ches  are  saying  that 
they  cannot  give  us  their  best  men,"  said 
General  Carpenter.  "Most  of  them  are  say- 
ing that  they  cant  give  us  more  men  because 
the  demand  for  them  In  civilian  life  Is  too 
great.  Chtirch  leaders  are  giving  vis  all  kinds 
of  alibis  to  evade  their  obligation  of  pro- 
viding an  adequate  number  of  competent 
young  ministers  for  chaplain  duty." 

One  of  the  paradoxes  of  the  problem  is 
that,  while  the  churches  are  actively  fight- 
ing communism  and  are  a  bulwark  against 
this  threat  to  our  liberty  and  freedom,  they 
are  overlooking  an  opportunity  to  engage 
this  godless  enemy  directly  by  ministering 
to  the  spiritual  needs  of  their  young  men 
and  women  on  mUltary  duty. 

"All  churches  deplore  the  Inroads  of  com- 
munism," General  Carpenter  said,  "yet  many 
of  them  are  shortsighted,  falling  to  realize 
that,  while  we  are  actively  fighting  commu- 
nism overseas,  they  sire  Indifferent  to  the  in- 
fluence of  godlessness  at  home. 

"We  have  reached  the  place,  as  we  ap- 
proach this  entire  new  concept  of  militarism 
in  American  life,  where  it  isn't  enough  to 
sit  down  ond  argue  about  p>eace  and  war  and 
what  Christ  said  about  military  service. 

"That  Isn't  our  problem.  Our  problem  is, 
What  are  we  going  to  do  with  the  kids  who 
are  on  duty  In  the  service  of  the  kingdom  of 
God  today?" 

Admiral  Salisbviry  deplored  the  attitude  of 
many  churchmen  and  educators  who  put 
forward  the  Idea  that  a  tour  of  military  duty 
is  something  to  be  stolcaUy  endured;  that 
it  is  simply  2  years  out  of  the  life  of  the 
young  men. 

"Nonsense,"  said  Admiral  Salisbviry.  "It 
Is  a  time  of  growth  and  development;  during 
which  they  need  proper  guidance.  These 
young  men  cant  develop  if  they  have  the 
attitude  that  they  can  drop  the  church  for 
a  years  and  then  go  back  again  when  they 
return  home;  that  they  can  ignore  their 
moral  training  untU  their  tour  of  duty  is 
over;  or  that  after  a  spiritual  vacation  they 
wUl  suddenly  become  men  of  character  in 
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their  own  oontununlUes,  when  their  military 
■enrice  is  ended." 

The  military  spiritxud  heads  were  reluctant 
to  discuss  recent  disclosures  at  widespread 
desertions.  However,  one  chaplain  remarked 
that  the  record  showed  that  many  deserters 
were  unable  to  adjust  themselves  to  a  new 
mode  of  life,  because  of  a  lack  oX  spiritual 
and  moral  discipline  at  home. 

Foe  example.  General  Carpenter  said  that, 
at  one  Air  Force  Indoctrination  center,  a 
recent  check  showed  the  startling  fact  that 
religious  illiteracy  of  young  men  entering 
the  center  ranged  between  15  and  28  percent. 
He  explained  that  these  yoiuig  men  had  no 
background  of  rellgioiis  training  or  spiritual 
guidance  to  the  extent  that  it  had  Impressed 
.  Itself  upon  their  characters. 

He  feels  that  it  Is  just  as  Important  for  the 
churches  to  develop  pro-ams  to  reach  these 
young  men  as  It  Is  to  maintain  their  contacts 
with  those  who  are  being  separated  from 
their  regular  chtu'ch  for  the  first  time  In 
their  lives. 

The  Chief  Chaplain  found  considerable 
Irony  In  a  recent  statement  Issued  by  the 
Kremlin,  expressing  alarm  at  the-  drift  of 
Russian  young  people  toward  the  church. 
Steps  would  be  taken,  the  Soviet  leaders 
warned  ominously,  to  end  this  dangerous 
trend. 

"We  have  warned  the  heads  of  United 
States  churches,"  General  Carpenter  said, 
"that  continued  neglect  of  their  responsl- 
hility  to  the  youth  now  In  service  Is  produc- 
ing the  same  results  that  the  Kremlin  seeks, 
but  without  such  a  frank  statement  of  pur- 
pose. 

"The  future  of  the  churches  of  America 
Is  being  sabotaged  by  their  own  apparent 
unwillingness  to  meet  the  spiritual  needs  of 
the  men  and  women  who  are  wearing  their 
country's  uniform  today." 

The  chaplains  of  aU  ranks  and  all  denomi- 
nations point  out  that  the  problem  the  Na- 
tion faces  on  the  spiritual  front  today  Is  far 
different  from  that  In  World  War  II,  when  a 
total  of  22  million  young  men  and  women 
served  varying  periods  In  the  Army,  Navy, 
Air  Force,  Marine  Coriw,  Coast  Guard,  and 
Merchant  Marine. 

"The  very  existence  of  war  provided  a  cer- 
tain spiritual  exultation  to  many  young  men 
and  women,"  one  young  chaplain  remarked. 
"Then,  too,  the  Issues  were  brought  into 
sharper  focus,  the  need  for  great  personal 
sacrifice  more  clearly  defined.  More  Impor- 
tant, we  were  a  Nation  united  In  a  single, 
recognizable  pxirpose,  and  nearly  everybody 
played  his  part — the  churches,  the  communi- 
ties and  the  individuals. 

"The  problems  of  the  peacetime  army  are 
far  different.  There  is  little  If  any  spiritual 
uplift  felt  by  the  young  men  and  women  who 
are  drafted,  or  reluctantly  enlisted  Into  the 
Aimed  Forces.  Many  of  them  find  military 
life,  at  Its  best,  an  Irksome  duty:  at  Its  worst, 
an  Intolerable  existence.  The  Issues  at  stake 
are  no  longer  so  clearly  defined.  And,  most 
unfortunate,  there  Is  division  among  their 
elders  as  to  the  purpose  and  need  of  the 
sacrifices  they  are  making.  Their  need  for 
spiritual  uirectlon  and  strength  Tb-  even 
greater  than  the  needs  of  elder  brothers  and 
Bisters  a  few  years  ago,  or  their  fathers  during 
World  War  I." 

Tet  It  Is  this  greater  need  that  Is  being  so 
sorely  neglected  by  church  and  community — 
both  of  which  responded  so  splendidly  to  the 
lesser  challenges  of  two  World  Wars — In  the 
opinions  of  the  chaplains.  Within  a  few 
years  more  than  10  million  young  men  and 
women  will  have  spent  an  average  of  2  years 
In  service,  and  spiritual  isolation.  When 
they  return  to  civilian  life,  as  Admiral  Salis- 
bury pointed  otrt,  "they  will  bring  back  with 
them  the  Imprint  of  their  service  life,  their 
observations,  and  their  experiences  In  coun- 
tries In  which  they  have  served." 

General  Bennett,  who  has  served  31  years 
In  the  Army,  and  recently  completed  a  3 -year 
tour  of  duty  as  Command  Chaplain.  Far  East 
Command,  put  It  this  way; 


••We  cannot  afford  to  neglect  the  problems 
resulting  from  the  large  Increase  of  our  mili- 
tary establishment — a  situation  that  has  no 
foreseeable  end.  It  Is  almost  trite,  but  ob- 
viously true,  to  say  that  the  life  of  the  church 
of  tomorrow  depends  on  the  men  in  the 
service  today." 

The  same  thought  was  expressed  in  dif- 
ferent words  by  Capt.  E.  Ik  Ackiss,  Chief 
Chaplal:!,  United  States  Navy,  retired: 

"Strong  mea.3ures  by  your  theological  semi- 
naries, our  churches,  and  our  synagogues, 
and  by  our  religious  conununities  to  meet 
this  continuing  emergency  in  the  lives  of  our 
young  people,  are  an  absolute  necessity  for 
the  survival  both  of  our  religion  and  of  our 
Nation." 

A  few  of  the  Protestant  sects  are  taking 
steps  in  the  right  direction.  The  chief 
chaplains  agree  that  the  Armed  Forces  Com- 
mission of  the  Lutheran  Church,  Missouri 
Synod,  is  doing  an  outstanding  job.  The 
Southern  Baptists  recently  embarked  on  a 
comprehensive  program  to  keep  in  touch 
with  their  young  men  and  women  in  the 
Armed  Forces.  The  Presbyterian  Church  has 
started  a  similar  program,  but  on  only  a 
limited  and  experimental  basis.  The  Amer- 
ican Bible  Society  was  praised  for  providing 
a  million  and  a  quarter  Bibles  to  troops  in 
Korea.  All  these  programs  are  excellent. 
the  chaplains  say.  but  they  are  too  limited 
in  scope,  and  too  few  In  number. 

One  particularly  vexing  problem  In  main- 
taining the  morale — and  the  morals — of 
large  Armed  Forces  In  peacetime  Is  that  of 
providing  proi>eT  recreational  faclUtlea  and 
soclei  activities,  particularly  to  troops  away 
from  their  pofts.  Military  authorities  have 
little  trouble  with  the  GI  its  long  as  he  Is 
within  the  confines  of  the  military  establish- 
ment. There,  recreational  and  social  oppor- 
tunities  are  provided. 

Obviously,  however,  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
time  that  American  young  men  and  women 
outside  the  combat  areas  can  be  restricted 
to  the  limits  of  their  military  posts,  with- 
out a  serious  loss  of  morale.  It  Is  when  the 
young  OI,  man  or  woman.  Is  "out  on  the 
town"  that  trouble  Is  usually  ehcouraged. 

And  here  again,  the  chaplains  believe,  the 
churches  mtist  accept  a  full  share  of  the 
responsibility.  For  a  substantial  proportion 
of  the  trouble  that  members  of  our  Armed 
Forces  get  into  would  be  avoided  if  the 
churches  In  the  communities  near  military 
posts  would  develop  recreational  and  social 
programs  for  the  service  people  of  their 
faith. 

"The  opportunity  for  young  servicemen  to 
Join  in  church-sponsored  recreational  groujw 
is  an  Integral  part  of  their  spiritual  train- 
ing." General  Carpenter  said.  "This  Is  par- 
ticularly true  of  Protestant  youth  which  has 
always  looked  to  the  church  to  provide  social 
activities. 

"But  m  community  after  community  the 
local  churches  hiive  Ignored  the  recreational 
needs  of  the  men  and  women  stationed  at 
nearby  military  and  naval  installations." 

As  a  result  of  this  dereliction,  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  unsophisticated  young  serv- 
ice men  and  women  who  might  otherwise  be 
attending  church  socials,  axe  drawn  into 
cheap  dance  halLs.  disreputable  night  clubs, 
clip  Joints,  and  sordid  dives.  They  are  sub- 
jected to  temptiktions  that  either  did  not 
exist  in  their  own  communities,  or.  If  they 
did  exist,  they  were  able  to  resist  because 
of  the  strength  of  their  ties  with  home  and 
church.  Deprived  of  that  strength,  they 
often  fall  easy  victim  to  the  hordes  of  chls- 
elers.  sharpers,  professional  gamblers,  and 
prostitutes  who  prey  on  lonely,  restless  serv- 
icemen. The  results  are  frequently  a  seri- 
ous undermining  of  the  victim's  moral  fiber; 
sometimes  sudden  tragedy,  imprisonment, 
and  even  violent  death. 

Many  churches  feel  they  have  discharged 
their  obligation  to  service  people  when  they 
announce.  throu;^h  the  chaplain,  the  t'p^^» 


and  place  of  their  services  and  social  func- 
tions. 

In  this  attitude  the  chaplains  feel  that  the 
church  is  simply  following  the  pattern  of 
BO  many  conxmunltles  which  regard  the  serv- 
iceman as  merely  a  source  of  revenue;  not 
as  a  fellow  Christian  to  be  accepted  and 
welcomed  into  the  community's  social  life. 
There  are  relatively  few  churches,  the  chap- 
lains say,  which  have  gone  directly  to  the 
servicemen  of  their  faith,  at  nearby  Installa- 
tions, and  invited  them  to  become  a  part 
of  their  congregation,  and  participate  fully 
in  all  Its  acUvltles. 

There  are  some  exceptions.  Admiral  Salis- 
bury noted  that  pitifully  few  churches  in 
Washington.  D.  C,  conduct  sightseeing  tours 
of  the  Nation's  Capital  for  servicemen,  end- 
ing with  church  or  younp;  people's  devotions. 
He  mentioned  Jacksonville.  Fla.,  as  a  com- 
munity which  has  projects  for  servicemen 
and  provides  them  with  maps  of  various 
churches  and  other  points  of  Interest  in  the 
city.  The  San  Diego  City  Federation  of 
Churches  has  a  friends-finder  service,  which 
takes  servicemen  into  church  homes  in  the 
area  and  arranges  for  them  to  attend  services 
In   the   local  churches  with   these   families. 

At  the  top  of  the  list  of  communities  which 
have  recocnized  the  problem  and  In  which 
the  churches  and  local  businessmen  have 
united  to  meet  it,  is  Belleville.  111.  Admiral 
Salisbury  said  this  community,  which  had 
one  of  the  worst  records  about  a  year  ago, 
is  now  almost  a  model  of  what  can  be  done 
to  provide  spiritual  and  recreational  guid- 
ance for  the  servicemen  stationed  near  there. 

The  Department  of  Defense  feels  It  has  dis- 
charged Its  obligations  in  the  spiritual  field 
by  the  support  it  gives  through  the  Corps  of 
Chaplains.  The  assistance  given,  however,  is 
in  some  cases  limited.  For  example,  the 
Navy  chaplains  last  year  requested  a  tQOO.OOO 
appropriation  for  their  work.  By  the  time 
the  Defense  Department,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  the  Congress  got  throui?h  with 
this  request  it  was  slashed  to  less  than  one- 
third  that  amount.  There  are  about  900 
Navy  chaplains.  The  funds  made  available 
amounted  to  about  (300  per  chaplain  and 
this  broken  down  further  shows  the  ridicu- 
lously low  figure  of  between  3S  aiul  40  cents 
per  man  per  year. 

The  Navy  chaplain's  office  submitted  a 
budget  request  for  f  1.026.000  in  the  current 
budB;et  now  before  the  Congress.  By  the 
time  this  request  went  through  the  Penta- 
gon and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  the 
amount  was  reduced  to  9300.000.  This 
amounts  to  about  $333.33  per  chaplain,  which 
is  an  Increase  of  »33  33  per  chaplain  over  the 
prevloxis  year — if  the  Congress  does  not 
further  reduce  It.  Compare  this  with  the 
$46  billion  requested  in  the  new  budget  for 
the  armed  services. 

In  the  mattej  of  the  construction  of 
chapel.s.  a  benevolent  Government  is  equally 
remiss.  Por  example:  In  the  Navy  the  con- 
struction of  chapels  is  under  the  Bureau  of 
Yards  and  Docks  shore  development  pro- 
gram. Navy  chaplains,  who  serve  the  Marine 
Corps,  have  been  trying  since  1940  to  obtain 
funds  for  a  suitable  and  adequate  chapel  at 
Quantlco  Marine  Base.  Recently  the  Chief 
of  Chaplains  of  the  Navy  was  advised  that 
construction  of  a  chapel  had  finally  made  the 
shore  development  list.  He  was  exuberant. 
His  exuberance  chlUed  somewhat  when  he 
was  further  advised  that  the  chapel  was 
33d  on  the  list.  Thlrty-thLrd  turned  out 
to  be  last  on  the  list.  What  was  the  32d 
project  on  the  list?     Construction  of  stables. 

While  all  three  services  could  use  more 
chaplains,  the  Navy  seems  to  have  less  diffi- 
culty filling  its  quota  than  do  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Force.  General  Bennett  said  that  the 
Army  Is  presently  sh.art  about  200  chaplains. 
The  Air  Force  is  having  difficulty  In  filling  its 
quota.  The  Navy  is  on  the  alert  for  chap- 
lains, but  primarily  to  meet  replacement 
needs. 

Admiral  Salisbury  has  pointed  out  that, 
while  the  chaplaincy  in  the  past  has  been  an 


emergency  serrlce.  "from  here  on  out  for  our 
generation,  the  military  chaplaincy  will  rank 
in  the  church  as  a  regulsx  form  of  Christian 
service  for  ordained  minUiters  of  the  Oo^^el." 
"It  has  become  a  calling  as  valid  and  as  Im- 
portant as  the  foreign  missionary,  or  the 
home  pastorate,"  Admiral  Salisbury  said.  "It 
represents  a  great  opportunity  and  challenge 
and,  by  the  strong  support  ot  her  chaplains, 
the  church  is  ultinxately  contributing  to  the 
enriching  and  strengthening  of  her  own  life." 
At  a  recent  Pentagon  conference  for  re- 
ligious leaders,  delegates  were  told  by  a  Chap- 
lains Corps  spokesman  that  "there  Isnt  a 
church  represented  hero  today  that  isn't 
throwing  Into  the  mission  fields  of  the  world 
everything  It  can  throw.  In  many  instances 
you  are  having  to  overcome  the  greatest  ob- 
stacles to  bring  the  gospel  into  the  hearts  of 
men.  Here  stands  an  agency  of  Govern- 
ment— the  Corps  of  Chaplains — which  opens 
its  arms  and  says  plei'.se  come  and  hear  our 
words,  and  the  ear  of  the  church  Lb  turned 
against  It  and  the  leaderihlp  that  is  needed 
of  the  church  is  absolutely  neglected." 

Refuting  the  alibis  of  many  churches  for 
their  failure  to  provide  qualified  chaplains, 
military  leaders  believe,  is  the  current  em- 
phasis given  by  many  denominations  to 
placing  student  pastors  in  institutions  of 
higher  learning.  Military  men  contend  that 
the  armed  services  today  have  become  the 
greatest  educational  institution  in  the  coun- 
try. Tet  one  denomination  had  less  than 
200  chaplains  with  the  military  services, 
and  more  than  400  student  pastors  in  col- 
leges and  universities. 

In  one  branch  of  the  service,  strength  is 
about  twice  what  It  was  a  year  ago.  In  order 
to  obtain  chaplains,  this  branch  called  every 
reserve  chaplain  48  year*  of  age  and  under. 
In  the  grade  of  major  and  below.  An  official 
charged  with  this  task  said.  "It  was  like  pull- 
ing teeth  to  get  some  of  the  men  who  held 
definite  reserve  commia-ilons."  The  chief 
difficulty  was  not  the  refusal  of  the  chaplain 
himself,  but  that  of  religious  leaders,  church 
officials,  and  even  politicians  who  wrote  let- 
ters Insisting  that  these  men  be  deferred  to 
serve  In  their  home  comrr. unities. 

In  discussing  the  church's  relationship 
with  the  Army,  General  Bennett  explained: 
"Of  coiirse  the  local  communities  cannot  be 
drained  of  spiritual  leadership  by  the  serv- 
ices, without  a  resulting  deterioration  of 
morals  and  moral  standards  among  the 
civilian  population. 

"It  Is  necessary  to  maintain  a  balance  be- 
tween the  men  and  women  on  the  home  front 
and  those  In  the  armed  services.  It  takes  all 
these  men  and  women  to  make  up  the  Nation 
and  we  must  keep  In  mind  the  welfare  of  the 
country  as  a  whole." 

Under  present  procedure  the  services  ask 
the  various  churches  to  provide  chaplains, 
according  to  the  number  of  men  and  women 
under  arms.  The  quotas  are  allotted  among 
Protestant,  Catholic,  and  Jewish  religions  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  of  men  of  each  faith 
In  the  services.  In  addition  to  certain  physi- 
cal and  mental  requirements,  the  chaplains 
must  meet  other  standards  necessitated  by 
the  unusual  aspects  of  their  missions  in  the 
Armed  Forces. 

General  Bennett  pointed  out  that  about 
70  percent  of  the  men  studying  for  the  min- 
istry or  the  priesthood  today  are  former 
servicemen.  A  large  percentage  of  the  chap- 
lains who  served  in  World  War  II  were 
Reserve  officers.  Many  of  these  have  re- 
turned to  active-duty  status,  but  many  more 
are  unavailable  because  of  age  and  grade 
limitations. 

The  Chaplains  Corps  does  not  have  the 
responsibility  of  providing  chaplains.  The 
churches  do  have  this  resixmslbllity. 

"The  churches  must  face  the  fact  that 
this  mission  field  is  the  place  in  which  they 
need  to  place  men,"  said  General  Carpenter, 
"not  because  someone  wants  volumes  and 
numbers  but  because  the  souls  of  men  de- 
pend upon  whether  there  are  enough  chap- 
lains to  provide  adequate  spiritual  care." 


Not  too  long  ago  the  very  existence  of  the 
Corps  of  Chaplains  was  threatened  by  per- 
sistent attacks  from  many  churches.  In  the 
early  thirties,  when  a  wave  of  pacifism  was 
at  its  height,  a  leading  nondenominational 
religious  weekly  advocated  discontinuance  of 
ecclesiastical  endorsement  of  chaplains  by 
the  general  commission  or  any  of  its  affili- 
ated denominations.  Bdany  denominational 
publications  Joined  in  the  attack.  One 
group,  the  Disciples  of  Christ,  voted  to  send 
no  more  chaplains  to  the  Armed  Forces,  and 
requested  the  general  commission  to  sever 
Its  connection  with  the  military  chaplaincy. 
In  1934  several  Methodist  conferences  re- 
quested their  bishops  to  refrain  from  sending 
any  of  their  members  to  the  chaplaincy.  In 
1938  the  Evangelical  and  Reformed  Church 
refused  further  participation.  The  Metho- 
dist Episcopal  Church  requested  the  federal 
council  to  seek  a  method  whereby  civilian 
ministers  might  render  the  spiritual  ministry 
to  the  Armed  Forces. 

The  efforts  resulted  in  an  attitude  survey 
by  the  federal  council  of  the  Armed  Forces 
chaplains.  They  found  a  strong  sense  of  vo- 
cation among  the  chaplains  and  learned  that 
uniform  and  rank  were  both  important  fac- 
tors in  their  work. 

In  due  time,  the  tide  of  pacifism  ebbed 
with  the  coming  of  the  shadows  of  World 
War  n,  and  the  prestige  of  the  chaplain  rose 
again  in  ecclesiastical  circles. 

Now,  the  chaplaincy  has  the  finest  oppor- 
tunities for  service;  the  highest  standing  in 
the  military  scheme;  and  the  best  possible 
equipment  for  professional  performance. 
But  many  chaplains  fear  that  some  of  the 
churches  are  showing  signs  of  reverting  again 
to  the  attitude  they  held  toward  the  Corps 
of  Chaplains  back  in  the  1930's. 

Important  as  the  chaplaincy  Is.  however, 
the  chief  chaplains  agree  that  without  the 
full  support  and  cooperation  of  the  churches 
they  cannot  perform  their  missions.  Admiral 
Salisbury  emphasizes  that  the  churches 
must  bring  their  infiuence  to  bear  on  their 
young  men  and  women  before  they  go  into 
the  service,  while  they  are  In,  and  when  they 
get  home  again. 

General  Carpenter  has  suggested  that, 
when  an  inductee  leaves  to  go  into  the  serv- 
ice, some  agency  of  his  chtu'ch  should  be 
Informed  by  his  pMtor.  This  agency  of  the 
church  should  be  responsible  for  maintaining 
contact  with  the  GI  throughout  his  entire 
period  In  service.  General  Carpenter  further 
suggested  that  the  churches  name  a  contact 
pastor  from  a  church  of  the  same  denomina- 
tion located  near  the  Military  Establishment 
where  the  man  is  stationed.  The  contact 
I>astor  could  then  go  into  the  Military  Es- 
tablishment and  get  acquainted  with  the 
youth  and  take  him  into  the  life  of  the 
church  and  the  community.  There  the 
church  could  substitute  its  influence  for  that 
of  the  church  at  home. 

The  chaplains  agree  that  the  home 
churches  of  the  men  in  service,  as  well  as 
their  family  and  friends,  should  keep  in 
communication  with  their  servicemen  while 
away.  Admiral  Salisbury  said  this  touch 
with  home,  with  associates,  and  with  loved 
ones,  keeps  the  serviceman  conscious  of  all 
those  good  and  fine  things  which  make  him  a 
man  of  character  and  responsibility. 

Admiral  Salisbury  told  the  second  annual 
governor's  conference  on  children  and 
youth,  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  last  fall,  that, 
while  it  is  the  responsibility  of  the  military 
to  keep  alive  those  vital  connections  with  the 
home  people,  "it  is  the  responsibilty  of  the 
home  folks,  in  the  schools,  chtirches,  homes, 
and  communities,  to  keep  in  touch  with 
their  service  people. 

"For  within  a  decade,  military  service  of 
your  young  people  will  reach  with  strong 
Influence  into  every  institution  of  our  na- 
tional life.  You  must  have  men  and  women 
of  character  in  your  local  conununities  in 
the  days  to  come.  We  all  need  them  if  our 
Nation  is  to  stirriye." 


CALL  OP  THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  If  the 
morning  hour  has  been  concluded,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  calendar  be 
called,  beginning  with  Order  No.  48. 

The'  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It 
it  is  so  ordered. 

The  Clerk  will  proceed  to  call  the  bills 
on  the  calendar  beginning  with  No.  48. 


ERICH  ANTON  HELFERT 

The  bill  (S.  56)  for  the  relief  of  Erich 
Anton  Helf  ert  was  announced  as  first  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  I  serve  as 
a  member  of  the  so-called  minority  Cal- 
endar Committee.  I  did  not  hear  the 
announcement  of  the  order  number  now 
under  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
Is  about  to  consider  Order  No.  48,  S.  56, 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Anton  Hel- 
fert. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  the  Senate  now  con- 
sidering Calendar  Nos.  19  and  21?  Have 
they  been  called? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  They  are  not 
Included  in  the  list  of  ordfers  to  be  con- 
sidered on  the  call  of  the  calendar,  at 
this  time.  Calendar  No.  48  is  the  first 
order  to  be  called.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  Calendar 
No.  48? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (8. 
56 )  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Anton  Helf  ert. 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Inunlgration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Erich  Anton  Helfert  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  tbe  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 


FELIX  KORTSCHAK 

The  bill  (S.  59)  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Kortschak  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Felix 
Kortschak  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 

Mr.  GORE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  votes  by  which  Calendar  Nos.  48* 
and  49.  being,  respectively.  Senate  bill 
56.  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Anton  Helfert. 
and  Senate  biU  59,  for  the  reUef  of  Felix 
Kortschak.  were  passed,  be  reconsidered. 
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and  that  the  bills  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

In  support  of  that  request  I  should 
like  to  state  that  since  the  passage  of 
these  biUs  I  have  conferred  with  the 
junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  iMi.  Pul- 
BRiGHTl.  who  has  taken  a  leading  part, 
as  Senators  are  aware,  in  the  entire  pro- 
gram of  student  exchange.  He  says  that 
he  does  not  beheve  these  bills  should 
pass,  that  their  passage  would  tend  to 
diefeat  the  purpose  of  the  student  ex- 
cliange  program,  and  would  set  prece- 
dents which  woiild  encourage  more  leg- 
islation of  this  type.  Therefore  I  sub- 
mit the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
not  followed  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see. Will  he  tell  me  what  bills  he  is  re- 
ferring to? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  the  votes  by  which  Calendar  Nos. 
48  and  49,  being,  respectively.  Senate 
bills  56  and  59.  were  passed,  be  recon- 
sidered, and  that  the  bills  be  passed  over, 
on  the  grounds  \*Tiich  he  has  stated. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee?  The  Chair 
hears  none;  and  the  votes  by  which  Sen- 
ate bill  56  and  Senate  bill  59  were  passed 
are  reconsidered,  and  the  biUs  are  passed 
over. 

JOSEPH  FLURY  PAL.UY 

The  bill  (S.  65)  for  the  relief  of  Jo- 
seph Flury  Paluy  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  <9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Joseph 
Flury  Paluy  may  be  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  If  he  Is  found 
to  be  otherwise  admissible  iinder  the  provi- 
filons  of  that  act. 


DETROIT  AUTOMOTIVE 
PRODUCTS  CO. 

The  bill  (S.  100)  for  the  reUef  of  the 
Detroit  Automotive  Products  Co.,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
provides  that  the  petition  of  the  Detroit 
Automotive  Products  Co.  for  relief  under 
section  722  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  received  by  the  Tax  Court  of  the 
United  States  within  the  time  allowed  by 
law  and  regulations  for  the  fiUng  of  such 
a  p>etitlon. 

In  this  case  the  taxpayer's  application 
for  administrative  relief  under  section 
722  was  disallowed  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  and  notice  of  such 
disallowance  was  mailed  to  taxpayer  on 
April  4.  1951.  The  taxpayer  then  had 
90  days,  or  until  July  3,  1951,  to  file  a  pe- 
tition with  the  Tax  Court;  such  a  peti- 
tion was  executed  by  the  taxpayer  and 
mailed  by  its  counsel  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
•to  the  Tax  Court  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
on  June  26,  1951,  in  ample  time  to  arrive 
at  the  Tax  Court  prior  to  the  statutory 
deadline,  but  the  Tax  Court  records  in- 
dicate that  the  petition  was  not  received 
at  the  Tax  Court  imtil  July  5,  1951,  2 


days  after  the  expiration  of  the  statu- 
tory 90-day  period.  Because  of  this,  the 
Tax  Court  declined  to  entertain  Juris- 
diction of  the  petition. 

Considering  the  undisputed  facts  in 
this  case  which  completely  negate  any 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  taxpayer 
in  attempting  to  file  a  timely  petition 
with  the  Tax  Court,  the  committee  is 
moved  to  permit  this  taxpayer  his  day  in 
court,  and  it  is  therefore  recommended 
that  the  biU  be  considered  favorably. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
recommended  against  enactment  of  this 
bill. 

The  committee  went  Into  the  subject 
very  carefully.    The  enactment  of  the 
bill  would  give  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  an  oportunity  to  consider  this 
case.    Therefore  the  committee  unani- 
mously reported  the  biU  to  the  Senate. 
Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 
Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE     It  gives  the  Tax  Court 
permission  to  do  what? 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  court  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  consider  the  petition, 
in  the  same  manner  in  wliich  any  other 
petition  for  a  lebate  may  be  considered. 
Mr.  MORSE.  What  it  amounts  to. 
then,  is  a  waiver  of  the  time  element, 
but  it  does  not  go  to  the  merits  of 
whether  the  company  is  entitled  to  the 
refund. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Therefore  the  bill  is  a 
procedural  bill  with  regard  to  the  time 
element,  which  so  operated  in  this  case 
that  the  company  was  not  entitled  to 
consideration  of  the  merits  of  it.'-  re- 
quest for  a  refund  because  of  the  pro- 
cedural factor  involved  in  the  time  ele- 
ment.   Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  understand  that  the  bill  is 
so  worded  that  its  passage  in  no  way 
whatever  indicates  to  the  Tax  Court  that 
the  Senate,  and,  if  approved  by  the 
House,  the  Congress,  feels  that  the  tax 
refund  on  the  merits  should  be  granted? 
Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  correct.  It  is 
merely  a  waiver. 

Mr.  MORSE.  With  that  legislative 
history  established,  I  have  no  objection. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota has  very  ably  and  correctly  stated 
the  substance  of  the  bill.  I  believe  the 
procedural  difficulty  came  about  because 
a  holiday  intervened — as  I  recall,  it  was 
the  Fourth  of  July — and  the  mail  to  the 
Tax  Court  was  not  picked  up  or.  if  it 
was  picked  up,  it  was  not  opened  and 
considered. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  the  staff  of 
the  committee  which  has  prepared  the 
memorandum  I  hold  in  my  hand  points 
out  that  it  has  been  fairly  clearly  es- 
tablished that  the  appeal  was  mailed  on 
June  26. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  GORE.    It  is  marked  as  not  hav- 
ing been  received  until  July  5, 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  GORE.    To  me.  that  clearly  con- 
firms the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  and  certainly  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  say  that  there  is  ample 


precedent  for  the  procedure  here  pro- 
posed,  and  a  similar  bill  was  passed  b) 
the  Senate  last  3^ar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
100)  wa^  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  petition  of 
the  Detroit  Automotive  Products  Co.  for  re- 
lief under  section  12'J  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  received  by  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United 
States  within  ttie  tune  allowed  by  law  and 
regulauoiifi  for  the  filing  of  such  a  pciltion. 


FRED  P.  HINES— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  152)  for  the  relief  of 
Fied  P.  Hines  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bilP 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  let  me  observe  that 
this  bill  differs  from  the  bill  which  has 
just  been  pa.ssed,  for  this  bill  does  not 
waive  the  .statute  or  limitations,  but.  in- 
stead, confers  a  gratuity  upon  an  Ameri- 
can Citizen,  even  though  the  Judiciary 
Committee  says  it  recognizes  that  the 
claimant  has  no  legal  ground  for  recov- 
eniiK.  The  citizen  also  draws  a  pension 
of  $90  a  month  for  non-service-incurred 
di.'^ability. 

Unless  there  Is  some  merit  which  does 
not  appear  in  the  committee  report,  I 
shall  be  compelled  to  object  to  this  bill 
as  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent  for 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  the  cir- 
cumstances in  this  case  are  very  unusual. 
Mr.  Hines  is  over  80  years  of  age.  He 
was  treated  at  a  veterans'  hospital  for 
various  ailments.  Some  years  later  he 
returned  to  the  hospital  and  was  again 
treated.  Some  4  or  5  years  passed,  and 
again  he  went  to  the  veterans'  hospital; 
and  the  physicians  there  said  to  him: 
"Go  home  and  die ;  you  have  cancer."  So 
they  sent  him  home,  within  24  hours. 

Later  he  wrnt  to  a  private  hospital, 
where  he  was  treated  and  put  in  condi- 
tion for  an  operation.  It  took  about  a 
month  to  build  him  up  by  pi-oper  nour- 
ishment to  enable  him  to  withstand  an 
operation.  He  was  operated  on,  has  been 
hving  ever  since,  and  is  still  alive.  Yet 
the  veterans'  hospital  doctors  said  he 
would  die  within  24  hours.  I  can  state 
the  exact  dates,  if  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
ne.ssee  is  interested  in  having  that  done. 
It  was  in  1931.  more  than  20  years  ago, 
that  he  was  told  to  go  home  and  die. 

This  bill  provides  for  the  payment  of 
his  hospital  expenses,  which  amounted 
to  S778.78.  The  veterans'  hospital  abso- 
lutely refused  to  take  care  of  him,  as  I 
have  stated,  and  I  repeat  that  he  was 
sent  home  to  die. 

Certainly  the  Judiciary  Committee 
went  over  this  bill  very  carefully.  A 
similar  bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  a 
year  ago.  and  was  then  passed  by  the 
House,  but  was  vetoed  by  President  Tru- 
man. The  veto  was  overridden  by  the 
Senate,  but  there  was  insufficient  time 
to  have  the  veto  overridden  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 


The  Judiciary  Committee  feels  that 
this  bill  is  a  very  meritorious  one.  It 
will  take  care  of  an  old.  destitute  vet- 
eran. He  is  receiving  a  small  pension, 
but  it  is  very  small  indeed ;  and  of  course 
he  is  worried  about  his  hospital  debt. 
which  I  understand  Is  almost  all  still 
owed  by  him. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  undoubt- 
edly this  case  merits  sympathy;  but  the 
facts  are  plain,  namely,  that  the  citizen 
does  not  have  a  service -connected  dis- 
ability. Despite  that  fact,  he  has  re- 
ceived numerous  treatments  in  veterans' 
hospitals,  without  charge  to  him. 

It  may  well  be  that  a  medical  mis- 
take was  made  in  this  case,  one  which 
was  corrected  by  a  private  hospital. 
However,  that  set  of  circumstances 
would  not  appear  to  me  to  justify  a 
recovery  by  this  gentleman.  Indeed,  the 
committee  Itself  says  so. 

I  should  like  to  have  an  opportunity 
to  go  into  this  matter  somewhat  further, 
before  objecting  to  the  bill,  provided  the 
bill  can  go  over  without  objection  at  this 
time. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
now  go  over. 

Mr.  LANGE]^.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  request  that  the  bill  go  over, 
to  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  GORE.     Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE3^.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  passed  over  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendtir. 


MARY   BOUESSA   DEEB 

The  bill  (S.  248)  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Bouessa  Deeb  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  the  admlnla- 
tratlon  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  Mary  Bouessa  Deeb  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  been  born  in  Canadiw 


ALAMBERT  E.  ROBINSON 

The  bill  <S.  365)  foi  Uie  relief  of  Alam- 
bert  E.  Robinspn  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
Is  to  waive  in  favor  of  Alambert  E.  Rob- 
inson, the  claimant,  sections  15  to  20  of 
the  Federal  Employees'  Compensation 
Act.  so  that  he  may  present  his  claim  for 
adjudication. 

The  sections  referre<i  to  bar  him  be- 
cause of  a  time  limitation.  Mr.  Robin- 
sons  eyes  became  infected  in  March  of 
1940.  and  he  filed  his  claim. 

It  was  determined,  however,  that  the 
Infection  had  resulted  from  trachoma, 
which  had  existed  for  a  long  time  prior 
to  this  date,  and  a  claim  on  that  ground 
was  barred. 

Inasmuch  as  trachoma  was  prevalent 
among  Indianc,  with  whom  the  claim- 
ant had  daily  contact  during  his  employ- 
ment in  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
it  was  felt  by  the  Department  that  this 
disease  may  have  been  contracted  in  the 
course  of  employment. 

The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  claim  should  at  lea:>t  be  passed  upon; 


and  It  is  noted  particularly  that  no  bene- 
fits, if  any,  are  to  accrue  for  any  p)eriod 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  bill,  except 
for  medical  and  hospital  expenses  in- 
curred. 

The  committee  recommends  this  bill 
to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  procedure  In  waiv- 
ing the  statute  of  limitations  does  not 
go  to  the  merits  of  the  claim,  does  It? 

Mr.  LANGER.    Not  at  aU. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Then,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(8.  365)  for  the  relief  of  Alambert  E. 
Robinson  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  15  and  20, 
inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the 
United  States  suffering  Injxirles  while  In  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  September  7,  1916,  aa 
amended  (5  U.  S.  C.  765-769).  are  hereby 
waived  in  favor  of  Alambert  E.  Robinson 
for  compensation  for  disability  resulting 
from  loss  of  vision  secondary  to  trachoma 
contracted  prior  to  March  1940,  allegedly  by 
reason  of  his  employment  as  an  employee 
of  the  United  States  Indian  Service  at  the 
Pima  Indian  Agency,  Sacaton,  Ariz.,  and  his 
claim  is  authorized  and  directed  to  be  con- 
sidered and  acted  upon  under  the  remaining 
provisions  of  such  act,  as  amended.  If  he  files 
such  claim  with  the  Bureau  of  Employees' 
Compensation  not  later  than  6  months  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  No  bene- 
fits shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act  for  any  period  prior  to  the  date 
of  its  enactment,  except  In  the  case  of  such 
medical  or  hospitalization  expenditures 
which  may  be  deemed  reimbursable. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  484)  for  the  relief  of 
J.  Don  Alexander  was  annoimced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  MiLLiKiNl  and  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  who  are 
not  now  on  the  floor,  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 


ALTOON  SAPRICHIAN 

The  bill  (S.  615)  for  the  relief  of 
Altoon  Saprichian  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Altoon 
Saprichian  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  Impropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available. 


EUGENE  RIVOCHE  AND  MARIE 
BARSKY 

The  bill  (S.  837)  for  the  relief  of 
Eugene  Rivoche  and  Marie  Barsky  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Eugene  Rivoche  and  Marie  Barsky  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required  visa 
fees.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  In  this 
act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  ofiQcer  to  deduct  two 
numbers  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
&rst  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


PHED  VOSNIACOS— BILL  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bm  (S.  101)  for  the  relief  of  Phed 
Vosniacos  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill,  please? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
grants  the  status  of  permanent  residence 
in  the  United  States  to  a  24-year-old 
native  and  citizen  of  Greece  who  last  en- 
tered the  United  States  on  December  1, 
1947,  to  attend  Michigan  State  College. 
He  is  presently  employed  as  a  reporter 
for  the  State  Journal,  in  Lansing,  Mich. 
A  bill  similar  to  this  passed  the  Senate 
in  the  82d  Congress,  second  session. 
However,  it  was  passed  too  late  for  action 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  prior  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  Congress. 

Is  a  further  explanation  desired? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  ask  one  or  two 
questions. 

Mr.  LANGER.     Very  well. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LANGER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
bill  calls  for  the  establishment  of  a  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  great  conmiittee  of 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  is  chairman.  There  are 
on  the  calendar  today  three  biUs  which 
would  grant  permanent  residence  to  ex- 
change students.  It  is  the  understanding 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
that  these  students  came  to  the  United 
States  largely,  if  not  entirely,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  United  States ;  and  that  they 
came  here  upon  the  statement  that  they 
would  not  seek  citizenship  or  permanent 
residence. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  pur- 
pose of  the  program  was  to  educate  in 
this  country  certain  outstanding  foreign 
students,  who  would  return  to  their  home 
countries,  taking  with  them  an  under- 
standing and  an  appreciation  of  the 
United  States  and  its  way  of  life.  If 
we  are  >.o  continue,  as  we  are  doing  here 
today  in  three  instances,  to  grant  citizen- 
ship and  permanent  residence  to  those 
exchange  students,  in  violation  of  their 
own  pledge,  we  shall  be  defeating  the 
very  purpose  of  this  program.  I  shall 
not  object  to  these  three  bills  today,  but 
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hereafter,  unless  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee establishes  some  policy  with  re- 
spect to  exchange  students.  I  shall  ob- 
ject to  the  passage  on  the  Consent  Cal- 
endar of  any  further  bills  of  this  char- 
acter. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  agree 
with  everything  said  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  except  the  last  two  sentences. 
Everything  he  said,  until  he  got  to  the 
last  two  sentences,  raised  the  whole 
Question  of  whether  we  are  to  establish 
here  today  a  precedent  whereby  it  will 
be  possible  to  get  around  the  immigra- 
tion laws  of  the  United  States. 

I  believe  my  record  is  pretty  clear  as 
to  what  I  think  we  ought  to  do  about 
the  immigration  laws  of  the  United 
States.  In  my  opinion  we  ought  to  re- 
vise them  openly  and  frontally.  and  not 
pet  around  them  by  indirection.  I  have 
not  had  time  to  study  these  bills,  but 
when  this  bill  was  called — and  now  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  tells  me  there 
are  on  the  calendar  two  more  like  it — 
I  saw  at  once  that  a  very  basic  princi- 
ple was  involved,  namely,  whether  we 
are  to  let  the  exchange-student  program 
be  used  as  a  back-door  entrance  for  citi- 
zenship in  the  United  States,  when  such 
students  would  not  get  citizenship  or 
permanent  residence  in  the  United  States 
if  they  had  followed  the  quota  system 
applicable  to  their  respective  countrir-. 
I  assume  they  would  not  be  eligible.  At 
least,  at  this  time  they  would  not  be 
eligible,  and,  if  not.  then  they  ought  to 
follow  the  regular  course  and  not  at- 
tempt to  proceed  by  way  of  special  leg- 
islation. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  until  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  study  these  bills 
and  give  consideration  to  the  immigra- 
tion-policy principle  which  I  think  is 
involved,  I  shall  object  to  this  bill  and 
to  all  other  similar  bills  that  may  be 
on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  was  about  to  sug- 
gest that  this  is  not  the  case  of  an  ex- 
change student.  As  I  understand,  this 
bill  involves  a  scholarship  bestowed  by 
the  Greek  Orthodox  Church,  rather 
than  an  exchange  procedure.  He  came 
to  the  United  States  under  that  scholar- 
ship, rather  than  under  the  student- 
exchange  system.  I  wonder  whether  that 
would  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  that  in- 
volves any  matter  of  substance  at  all, 
but  only  a  matter  of  form.  It  appears 
to  me  that  this  boy  was  admitted  into 
the  United  States  for  one  purpose,  and 
that  he  now  seeks  to  turn  that  purpose 
into  something  entirely  different.  I 
think  he  ought  to  take  his  chances  with 
the  consul  at  Istanbul.     I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed  over. 


FRANCESCO  CRACCHIOLO— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  102)  for  the  relief  of 
Francesco  Cracchiolo  was  announced  as 
next  in'order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
grants  the  status  of  permanent  resi- 
dence in  the  United  States  to  a  39-year- 
old  native  and  citizen  of  Italy,  who  last 
entered  the  United  States  as  a  visitor 
on  September  5.  1950.  He  resides  in 
Detroit,  Mich.,  with  his  brother,  who  is 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  part 
owner  of  a  restaurant.  The  brother  of 
the  beneficiary  of  the  bill  states  that  his 
health  is  poor  and  that  his  physician  has 
advised  a  long  period  of  rest.  Because 
of  these  circumstances  he  has  trained 
the  beneficiary  of  the  bill  to  take  his 
place  in  the  restaurant. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  want 
to  assure  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  I  Mr  Ferguson]  that  I  shall 
study  this  bill  alone  with  the  other  bill, 
but  I  am  going  to  study  these  bills  in 
the  light  of  tlie  whole  question  of  our 
immigration  policy.  I  think  we  had  bet- 
ter face  the  whole  question  of  the  immi- 
gration policy  rather  than  attempt  to 
correct  injustices,  individual  by  individ- 
ual. Therefore,  for  the  present,  I  a^k 
that  the  bill  go  over. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 


tor.  United  States  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization Service,  during  the  period  from 
July  11.  1938,  to  September  21.  \9iJ.  had  he 
not  been  suspended  from  the  Service  during 
such  period,  less  any  amounts  earned  by  hlra 
through  other  employment  during  such 
period.  Suit  on  such  claim  may  be  Insti- 
tuted at  any  time  within  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  'S.  153'  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
helm  Engelbcrt  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  piesenL  coiisideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  LANGER.     Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard,  and  the  bill  will  go  over. 
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JOHN  W.  McBRIDE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  140)  for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
McBride,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause,  and  insert; 

That  sections  15  to  20.  Inclusive,  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  compensation 
for  employees  of  the  United  States  suffering 
injuries  while  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
September  7.  1916.  as  amended  (5  U.  S.  C. 
765-770).  are  hereby  waived  in  favor  of  John 
W.  McBride  for  compensation  for  disability 
caused  by  an  injury  allegedly  sustained  by 
him  on  or  about  March  13,  1943,  while  in  the 
{jerformance  of  his  duties  as  an  Instructor 
at  the  Army  Air  Forces  Technical  School, 
Sioux  Falls.  S.  I>ak.,  and  his  claim  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  be  considered  and 
acted  upon  under  the  remaining  provisions 
of  such  act,  as  amended,  if  he  files  such 
claim  with  the  Bureau  of  Employees'  Com- 
pensation not  later  than  6  months  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  No  benefits 
shall  accrue  by  reason  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  for  any  period  prior  to  the  date  of 
its  enactment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


HARRY  RAY  SMITH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  141  >  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Ray  Smith,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment  on  page  1,  line  11, 
after  the  word  '"period",  to  insert  "less 
any  amounts  earned  by  him  through 
other  employment  during  such  period", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
any  lapse  of  time  or  statute  of  limitations. 
the  Court  of  Claims  shall  have  Jurisdiction 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  Harry  Ray  Smith  against  the 
United  States  for  compensation  which  he 
would  have  received  as  au  Immigrant  Inspec- 


SOCORRO    GERONA    DE    CASTRO— 
BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  «S  173)  for  the  relief  of  So- 
corro Gerona  de  Castro  \\as  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  grants  the  .status  of  permanent  resi- 
dence in  the  United  States  to  a  32-year- 
old  native  of  the  Philippine  Islands  who 
last  arrived  in  the  United  States  as  a 
visitor  on  January  17.  1947.  She  is 
presently  a  resident  physician  in  obstet- 
rics and  g>'necology  at  Garfield  Me- 
morial Hospital  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
where  hospital  officials  speak  very  highly 
of  her  and  state  that  her  services  are 
urgently  needed  at  the  hospital. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill 
will  go  over. 


SISTER  ODILIA,  ALSO  KNOWN  AS 
MARIA  HUTTER— BILL  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (S.  255)  for  the  relief  of  Sis- 
ter Odilia,  also  known  as  Maria  Hutter, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  we  have  an  ex- 
planation? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  grants  the  status  of  permanent  resi- 
dence in  the  United  States  to  a  38-year- 
old  native  and  citizen  of  Austria,  who 
last  arrived  in  the  United  States  as  a 
visitor  on  January  27.  1949.  She  is  a 
nun  attached  to  the  Order  of  the  Sisters 
of  the  Divine  Saviour  and  presently  sta- 
tioned at  the  Divine  Saviour  Hospital 
in  Portage,  Wis.,  where  she  Is  engaged 
in  duties  as  a  registered  nurse  and  train- 
ing as  a  supervisor  and  other  nursing 
work. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU 
Will  go  over. 


GEORGE  P.  RUCKMAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  522)  for  the  relief  of  George  P. 
Ruckman.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the 
figures  "$250",  to  strike  out  the  comma 
and  "together  with  interest  thereon  at 
Uie  rate  of  4  percent  per  annum  from 
March  22.  1945.  to  the  time  of  payment", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  rcid : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Thai  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorize*!  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
Dtherwlse  appropriated,  to  George  F.  Ruck- 
man  the  sum  of  $250.  The  payment  of  such 
sum  shall  be  In  fuU  satisfaction  of  the  claim 
i.f  the  said  George  F.  Ruckman  against  the 
United  States  for  relmbursi'ment  for  expenses 
incurred  and  paid  out  of  liis  personal  funds 
In  reimiring  the  B-17  boml>er  under  his  com- 
mand which  was  damaged  and  forced  to  be 
landed  In  Torum.  Poland,  on  February  3, 
1945,  following  a  bombing  mission  over  Ger- 
many, and  for  reimbursement  for  expenses 
for  quarters  and  rations  for  himself  and  his 
crew  paid  for  by  him  during  such  period 
required  for  repairs:  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  si-rvlces  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Aay  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  a.ad  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


GEORGE    RODNEY    (5ILTNER.    FOR- 
MERLY JOJI  WAKAMIYA 

The  bill  (S.  682)  for  the  relief  of 
George  Rodney  Olltner  (formerly  Joji 
Wakamlya)  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
provides  for  the  admission  into  the 
United  States  of  a  minor  Japanese  child 
presently  in  the  custody  of  and  to  be 
adopted  by  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
The  purpose  of  the  bill,  as  amended,  is 
to  provide  for  the  admission  of  this 
child  into  the  United  States  and  for 
placing  the  child  in  the  custody  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  William  H.  Giltner.  citizens  of 
the  United  States.  The  bill  has  been 
amended  to  bring  it  in  line  with  appro- 
priate sections  of  the  new  law,  since  the 
waiver  is  no  longer  a  necessity.  This 
child,  who  was  bom  in  Japan  on  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1948,  has  been  released  by  the 
Kamakura  Nursery  for  adoption  by  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  William  H.  Giltner,  who  are 
citizens  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
Is  in  line  with  the  long-established  pol- 
icy of  the  Congress  in  connection  with 
the  adoption  of  children.  It  Is  in  con- 
formity with  the  well-established  policy 
of  our  immigration  laws,  in  the  cases 
of  a  great  many  soldiers  who  have  adopt- 
ed babies  and  children  abroad.    I  think 


it  is  sound  policy,  and  I  have  no  ob- 
jection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  682)  for 
the  relief  of  GeorgeRodney  Giltner — for- 
merly Joji  Wakamlya —  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  in- 
sert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  sections  101  (a) 
(27)  (A)  and  205  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  the  minor  child,  George 
Rodney  Giltner  (formerly  Jojl  Wakamlya), 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  natu- 
ral-born r.llen  child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  William 
H.  Giltner,  citizens  of  the  United  Btatea. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

SIZUKOKATO 

The  bill  (S.  147)  for  the  relief  of 
Sizuko  Kato,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
would  enable  the  Japanese  fiance  and 
minor  child  of  a  United  States  citizen 
serviceman  to  enter  the  United  States  so 
that  the  fiance  may  marry  her  citizen 
fiance  and  that  thereafter  she  and  the 
child  may  reside  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
another  bill  that  is  consonant  with  well- 
established  policy  in  regard  to  the  mar- 
riage by  American  soldiers  of  women  in 
the  countries  in  which  they  have  served. 
I  think  it  is  sound  public  policy,  and  I 
have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  <S.  147)  for 
the  relief  of  Sizuko  Kato.  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, with  an  amendment  to  strike  out 
aU  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  In  the  administration  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  NatlonaUty  Act,  Sliuko  Kato 
and  her  minor  child,  Meechlko,  the  fiance 
and  minor  child  of  Cpl.  Gust  L.  Ulrlch,  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  eligible 
fOT  visas  as  nonimmigrant  temporary  vis- 
itors for  a  period  of  3  months:  Provided, 
That  the  administrative  authorities  find  that 
the  said  Sizuko  Kato  Is  coming  to  the  United 
States  with  a  bona  fide  Intention  of  being 
married  to  the  said  Gust  L.  Ulrlch  and  that 
they  are  found  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  immigration  laws.  In  the  event  the  mar- 
riage between  the  above-named  persons  does 
not  occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry 
of  the  said  Sizuko  Kato  and  her  minor  child, 
Meechlko,  they  shall  be  reqtilred  to  depart 
from  the  United  States  and  upon  faUure  to 
do  BO  shall  be  deported  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  241  and  242  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In  the 
event  that  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  shall  occur  within  3  months 
after  the  entry  of  the  said  Sizuko  Kato  and 
her  minor  child,  Meechlko,  the  Attorney 
General  is  authorized  and  directed  to  record 
the  lawfiU  admission  for  permanent  resi- 
dence of  the  said  Sizuko  Kato  and  her  minor 
chUd,  Meechlko,  as  of  the  date  of  the  pay- 
ment by  them  of  the  required  visa  fees. 

The  amenUment  was  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sizuko  Kato  and 
her  minor  child,  Meechlko." 


COMDR.  JOHN  J.  O'DONNELL.  UNITED 
STATES  NAVAL  RESERVE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  720)  for  the  relief  of  Comdr.  John 
J.  O'Connell,  United  States  Naval  Re- 
serve, which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  with  an 
amendment  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the 
name  "John  J",  to  strike  out  "O'Connell" 
and  insert  "O'Donnell",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  * 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the 
sum  of  9252.67  to  Comdr.  John  J.  OTtonnell, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  in  fuU  settle- 
ment of  his  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  pay  and  allowances  for  active  training 
duty  actually  performed  by  him  for  the  pe- 
riod of  June  19  to  29,  1950,  Inclusive,  In 
compliance  with  paragraph  1  of  appropriate 
duty  orders  Issued  June  7,  1950,  by  the  Com- 
mandant, 13th  Naval  District,  Seattle,  Wash.: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  i>er8on  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  91,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Comdr.  John  J. 
O  Donnell,  United  States  Naval  Reserve." 


AMENDMENT  OP  DISTRICT  OP  CO- 
LUMBIA CREDIT  UNIONS  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  873)  to  amend  the  District 
of  Colvunbia  Credit  Unions  Act  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I  .shall 
not  object — this  is  a  rather  technical  bill, 
and  I  wonder  if,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Record,  the  Senator  from  Maine  fMr. 
Payne]  will  give  us  a  brief  explanation 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  the  pur- 
pose of  this  bill,  primarily,  is  to  bring  the 
District  of  Colimibia  Credit  Uniomi  Act 
in  line  with  the  Federal  Credit  Unions 
Act.  The  bill  would  amend  existing  law 
by- 
First.  Making  two  corrections  of  a  mi- 
nor nature,  namely,  changing  the  word 
"company"  to  read  "credit  tmion",  and 
changing  the  words  "payable  to"  to  read 
"payable  by." 

Second.  Eliminating  the  present  limi- 
tation of  200  shares  in  the  account  of 
any  1  member,  and  permitting  a  credit- 
union  member  to  own  shares  jointly  with 
any  i)erson  designated  by  him. 

Third.  Providing  that  after  a  reserve 
fimd  equal  to  10  percent  of  the  members' 
shareholdings  has  been  established  from 
the  setting  aside  of  20  percent  of  the  net' 
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earnings  of  each  year,  no  further  trans- 
fer of  net  earnings  to  such  fund  will  be 
required.  It  would  also  no  longer  require 
such  reserve  fund  to  be  kept  liquid  and 
intact,  thus  permitting  a  District-char- 
tered credit  union  to  use  such  reserve 
fund  for  loans  and  other  investments. 

Hearings  were  held  on  Senate  bill  873, 
and  there  was  no  opposition.  It  has  the 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners, 
District  of  Columbia  Credit  Union 
League,  Inc.,  and  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Credit  Unions. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maine  for  his  explanation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  bbjection,  the  bill  (S. 
873 ) ,  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Credit  Unions  Act,  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  (a)  paragraph  5  of 
section  7  of  the  District  Columbia  Credit 
Unions  Act,  as  amended  (26  D.  C.  Code,  sec. 
507 ».  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "company" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "credit  union". 

(b)  Paragraph  11  of  such  section  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "payable  to"  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "payable  by". 

Sec.  2.  Section  9  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Credit  Unions  Act,  as  amended  (26  D.  C. 
Code.  sec.  609),  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"membership 

"Sec.  9.  Credit-union  membership  shall 
consist  of  the  Incorporators  and  such  other 
persons  or  organizations  as  may  be  elected 
to  membership  and  subscribe  to  at  least  one 
Bhare,  pay  the  initial  installment  thereon, 
and  the  entrance  fee,  if  any;  except  that 
credit-union  membership  shall  be  limited  to 
groups  the  members  of  which  are  actual  resi- 
dents of  or  do  business  or  are  employed  with- 
in the  District  of  Columbia,  and  either  have 
a  common  bond  of  occupation,  of  associa- 
tion, or  reside  within  a  well-defined  neigh- 
borhood or  community.  Shares  may  be  is- 
sued in  Joint  tenancy  with  right  of  survivor- 
Bhlp  with  any  persons  designated  by  the 
credit  union  member,  but  no  Joint  tenant 
shall  be  permitted  to  vote,  obtain  loans,  or 
hold  ofiQce,  unless  he  is  within  the  field  of 
membership  and  is  a  qualified  member." 

Sec.  3.  Section  12  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Credit  Unions  Act.  as  amended  (26  D.  C. 
Code,  sec.  512),  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"RESERVES 

"Sec.  12.  All  entrance  fees  and  fines  pro- 
Tided  by  the  bylaws  and  20  percent  of  the  net 
earnings  of  each  year,  before  the  declaration 
of  any  dividends,  shall  be  set  aside  as  a  re- 
serve fund  against  bad  loans  or  other  losses, 
which  fund  shall  not  be  distributed  except 
In  case  of  liquidation:  Provided,  however. 
That  when  the  reserve  fund  thus  established 
shall  equal  10  percent  of  the  total  amount 
of  members'  shareholdings,  no  further  trans- 
fer of  net  earnings  to  such  reserve  fund  shall 
be  required  except  that  such  amounts  not 
in  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  net  earnings 
as  may  be  needed  to  maintain  this  10  per- 
cent ratio  shall  be  transferred.  In  addition 
to  such  regular  reserve,  special  reserves  to 
protect  the  interests  of  members  shall  be  es- 
tablished when  required  (a)  by  regulation, 
or  (b)  In  any  special  case,  when  found  by 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  to  be  nec- 
essary for  that  purpoee." 


PROPOSED  DELEGATE  FROM  DIS- 
TRICT OP  COLUMBIA  TO  HOUSE 
OP  REPRESENTATIVES  —  BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  697)  to  provide  for  a  Dele- 
gate from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [  Mr. 
Johnston],  I  request  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 


AMENDMENT  OP  DEPENDENTS 
ASSISTANCE  ACJ  OP  1950 

The  bill  (S.  1188)  to  amend  the  De- 
pendents Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  con- 
tinue in  effect  certain  of  the  provisions 
thereof  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  wonder  if  I  might  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  a  question. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
feel  that  this  type  of  bill  should  be 
passed  on  a  call  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  answer  is 
that  I  do,  because  it  simply  provides  an 
extension  of  the  present  act  until  the 
Selective  Service  Act  expires,  on  June  1, 
1955.  The  bill  would  continue  the  de- 
pendency allowances,  which  is  highly 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  morale 
in  the  lower  grades  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  merely  ex- 
tends an  existing  function? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct. 
It  has  been  the  law  since  June  1,  1950. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(S.  1188)  to  amend  the  Dependents  As- 
sistance Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  16  of  the 
Dependents  Assistance  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  771,  81st  ConK)  is  amended  by  delet- 
ing the  date  "April  30,  195:}'  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  date  "July  1,  1955." 


LIMITATION  OP  NUMBER  OF  OFFI- 
CERS ON  ACTIVE  DUTY  IN  THE 
ARMED  FORCES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2332)  to  place  tem- 
porary limitations  on  the  number  of 
ofiBcers  serving  on  active  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
stated  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  prior  to 
the  session  today,  I  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  bill  which 
would  correct  two  injustices  against  two 
career  naval  officers.  The  amendment  is 
embodied  in  a  bill  submitted  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr. 
Butler],  for  himself,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Maryland  LMr,  Beall],  the  Senator 


from  Arkansas   [Mr.  McCleli^n],  and 
myself.    The  bill  is  Senate  bill  1063. 

Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that  if 
the  amendment  is  not  offered  today  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  will  give  a 
prompt  hearing  on  the  bill  to  which  I 
have  just  referred? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Michigan  is  cor- 
rect. I  talked  it  over  with  him  and  told 
him  this  was  a  bill  for  a  special  purpose, 
and  it  was  vciy  essential  that  it  be  passed 
promptly.  I  a.ssure  the  Senat/^r  from 
Michigan  that  on  the  special  bill  which 
he  has  in  mind  we  shall  give  a  hearing 
within  a  month. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  should  like  to  count  on  the  bill  referred 
to  by  me  being  enacted.  The  Navy  has 
brought  about  the  nece.'^.sity  for  this  bill 
by  giving  inaccurate  testimony  when  the 
so-called  Davis  amendment  was  con- 
sidered last  year. 

The  bill  in  which  I  am  interested 
along  with  the  Senators  whom  I  have 
named  also  involves  a  case  where  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  has  failed  to 
carry  out  an  administrative  act  when  it 
had  the  opportunity,  and  it  has  opposed 
the  proposed  legislation  to  correct  two 
injustices  which  it  created.  I  thought 
the  bill  was  most  appropriate  at  this 
time,  because  both  bills  deal  with  the 
action  of  the  Navy  Department  in  giving 
the  Congre.ss  inaccurate  information. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
has  told  me  that.  The  pending  bill  was 
introduced  as  a  result  of  inaccurate  in- 
formation. The  committee  will  cer- 
tainly give  a  careful  hearing  to  the  bill 
which  the  Senator  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  committee  report 
states  that  the  bill  under  consideration 
is  of  a  very  temporary  nature. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GORE.  It  is  recommended  by  the 
committee,  of  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts  is  chair- 
man, on  the  t,'round  that  a  study  is  bein? 
made  by  the  Hou.se  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  I  wonder  if  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee  also  is  going  to  give 
consideration  to  this  problem. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that  this  bill 
is  to  prevent  the  demotion  of  some  5.400 
lieutenants  because  of  a  miscalculation, 
as  I  have  just  told  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan.  I  have  talked  with 
Representative  Abends,  who  is  the  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  which  is  in- 
vestigating the  whole  act.  I  did  not 
think  it  was  wi.se  to  have  duplication  of 
effort.  A  House  subcommittee  is  hear- 
ing the  matter  now,  and  Mr.  Arends  tells 
me  it  will  be  approximately  a  month  be- 
fore the  subcommittee  will  be  ready  to 
report  to  the  full  committee. 

When  the  House  sends  to  the  Senate 
such  recommendations  as  it  may  care 
to  make  we  shall  then  be  guided  by  cir- 
cumstances as  to  what  to  do.  That,  I 
think,  would  eliminate  any  duplication 
of  effort. 


Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator  is  aware.  I 
take  it,  that  in  many  categories  our 
armed  services  are  topheavy  in  ofDcers 
of  high  grade.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  that  situation  that  the  Davis 
Act.  which  this  bill  seems  to  set  aside 
temporarily,  was  enacted. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GORE.  At  that  time  I  was  a 
member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  as  also  was  the  dis- 
tinguished author  of  the  bill.  There  is 
a  clearly  recognized  need  for  remedial 
action.  I  had  hoped  that  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  would  give 
assurance  that  his  committee  likewise 
would  immediately  undertake  a  study 
of  this  matter.  Unless  such  assurance 
is  forthcoming.  I  shall  feel  constrained 
to  object  to  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  only  rea- 
son why  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  is  not  making  a  study 
as  a  committee  is  that  the  very  same 
kind  of  study,  for  the  very  purpose  which 
the  Senator  has  recommended,  is  being 
made  in  the  House,  and  I  felt  that  the 
Senate  committee  would  be  in  a  better 
position  to  act  when  it  could  consider 
all  the  amendments  made  by  the  House 
in  connection  with  this  most  compli- 
cated situation.  The  whole  subject  of 
personnel  is  very  complicated.  When 
the  Senate  committee  can  see  what  the 
House  committee  has  reported,  we  can 
then  decide  what  we  should  do.  But  if 
we  should  begin  a  study  now,  it  would 
be  the  same  study  the  House  is  making, 
and  it  would  be  conducted  for  the  same 
purpose,  namely,  to  prevent  overloading 
at  the  top.  and  to  make  promotions  fair. 

To  conduct  a  study  now  would  be  a 
complete  duplication  of  the  efforts  of 
the  House  committee.  Our  heart  is  in 
the  right  place,  but  we  are  trying  to 
conserve  our  efforts,  because  there  is  a 
very  considerable  amount  of  work  to  be 
done  on  other  subjects. 

Mr.  GORE.  If  the  House  should  fail 
to  take  action,  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  not  consider  that  such 
inaction  on  the  part  of  the  House  would 
absolve  the  Senate  from  taking  action 
on  the  problem,  would  he? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  not. 
As  has  just  been  pointed  out  to  me,  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Sttnnis] 
last  year  headed  a  subcommittee  which 
went  into  the  subject,  and  the  limita- 
tions which  are  now  imposed  on  the 
number  of  upi>er  grade  officers — officers 
of  general  and  flag  rank — are  less  than 
those  authorized  by  statute.  In  other 
words,  the  subcommittee  last  year,  head- 
ed by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
which  had  the  responsibility  of  consider- 
ing confirmation  of  such  nominations 
recommended  merely  by  implication,  as 
it  were,  what  It  considered  were  wise 
reductions  in  the  number  of  officers  of 
flag  and  general  rank.  Therefore,  it  is 
not  proposed  to  recommend  the  con- 
firmation of  officers  of  flag  or  general 
rank  in  the  numbers  authorized  by 
statute,  but  rather  in  the  numbers  au- 
thorized by  formal  action  of  our  com- 
mittee.   Have  I  made  myself  clear? 


Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts always  makes  himself  clear, 
and  is  always  actuated  by  the  finest 
motives  and  purp>oses. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  appreciate 
the  Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  GORE.  In  Une  with  the  Sena- 
tor's traditional  reputation  of  being 
actuated  by  higher  motives,  in  the  event 
the  House  fails  to  act  on  this  question, 
will  it  be  the  purpose  of  the  Senators 
committee  to  study  it? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  answer  is 
very  decidedly  "Yes."  However,  I  know 
that  Memt>ers  of  the  House  feel  very 
strongly  about  the  subject,  too. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not 
object. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Unanimous  Consent  Calendar  is  before 
the  Senate.  I  have  learned  that  the 
best  practice  is:  When  in  doubt,  object. 
I  at  least  have  found  this  discussion  to 
be  so  completely  lacking  in  clarity  that 
I  object. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  tried  to 
answer  questions.  If  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  give  me  an  opportvmlty  to 
do  so,  I  shall  read  an  explanation  of 
what  the  bill  proposes  to  accomplish. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  withhold  his  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  with- 
hold my  objection. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
when  the  Defense  Appropriation  Act  was 
being  debated  in  the  House  last  year,  a 
floor  amendment  establishing  a  percent- 
age limitation  on  the  numbers  of  officers 
in  various  ranks  in  the  several  services 
was  adopted.  This  was  known  as  the 
Davis  amendment. 

The  Intent  of  the  amendment  was  to 
put  a  freeze  on  promotions  to  the  higher 
grades — flag  and  general  officers,  cap- 
tains, and  colonels,  mainly. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  this  was  a 
worthy  objective.  Unfortunately,  how- 
ever, it  was  not  achieved  by  the  language 
of  the  Davis  amendment.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  seems  that  a  substantial  number 
of  the  younger  and  more  junior  officers, 
particularly  those  in  the  Navy,  have 
either  been  denied  promotions  to  which 
they  are  entitled,  or  actually  face  a  re- 
duction to  a  lower  rank. 

The  House  recognized  that  the  Davis 
amendment,  as  adopted,  had  a  completely 
unintended  and  unexpected  effect.  That 
includes  the  author  of  the  amendment 
itself,  Mr.  Davis. 

The  pending  bill,  H.  R.  2332,  which 
passed  the  House  a  week  ago  Wednesday 
by  unanimous  vote  of  370  to  0,  seeks  to 
remedy  the  situation,  but  on  only  a  stop- 
gap basis.  In  the  meantime,  the  Arends 
subcommittee  of  the  House  committee  is 
going  forward  with  a  complete  restudy  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act,  to  bring  about 
a  permanent  adjustment,  and  standard- 
ization, of  existing  provisions  which  con- 
trol the  numbers  of  officers  in  the  various 
ranks,  and  the  methods  of  selection  for 
promotion  to  higher  rank. 

I  have  talked  with  Representative 
Arends.  His  subcommittee  started  hear- 
ings last  week.   They  hope  to  be  able  to 


conclude  their  hearings  and  report  to  the 
full  committee  by  the  1st  of  ApriL 

The  pending  bill  is  of  special  urgency 
because  of  the  fact  that  if  remedial  ac- 
tion is  not  taken  prior  to  April  1,  a  very 
substantial  number  of  jimior  officers, 
particularly  in  the  Navy,  will  face  reduc- 
tion in  rank.  I  imderstand  that  the 
number  of  officers  Involved  is  approxi- 
mately 5,400. 

Vice  Adm.  J.  L.  Holloway,  Chief  of 
Naval  Personnel,  appearing  before  the 
committee  for  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  the  Navy,  strongly  urged  the  passage 
of  the  bill.  Representative  of  the  Army. 
Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  were  also 
present  before  the  committee  and  sup- 
ported the  Navy's  position.  In  other 
words,  the  bill  proposes  to  take  care  of 
the  situation  up  until  July  1  of  this  year. 

We  are  told  that  if  the  action  proposed 
by  the  bill  is  not  taken  before  April  1, 
some  5,400  junior  officers  will  face  reduc- 
tion in  rank. 

Mr.  Davis,  himself,  who  was  the  author 
of  the  amendment,  agrees  to  the  bill,  and 
was  one  of  the  Members  who  voted  in  the 
unanimous  vote  to  pass  the  bill. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  asked  the  question.  I  yiel^ 
to  him  first. 

Mr.  MORSE.  To  the  knowledge  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
how  long  has  this  situation  existed? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  has  existed 
since  the  adjournment  of  the  last  Con- 
gress. I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that,  if  my  memory  is  correct, 
the  item  was  included  in  the  military 
appropriation  bill  which  was  passed  in 
the  very  last  days  of  the  previous  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  problem  h£is  been 
known  for  a  good  many  months,  has  it 
not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  I  should  say 
that  the  problem  has  been  known  for  the 
last  6  months. 

Mr,  MORSE.  The  committee  still  has 
until  April  1  to  get  through  the  Senate  a 
stop-gap  measure  which  will  really  meet 
the  problem  basically,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  knows,  the  colleague  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Tennessee,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefattver],  was  chairman  of  a  subcom- 
mittee a  few  years  ago  which  drew  a 
very  comprehensive  bill  which  became 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act.  It  was  the 
subject  of  discussion  and  consideration 
for  a  year  or  more.  Now  it  appears  that 
some  obvious  amendments  should  be 
made  to  the  act.  As  I  have  tried  to  ex- 
plain to  the  junior  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Gore],  the  Arends  subcom- 
mittee of  the  House  is  now  studying  the 
subject.  The  Senate  committee  is  very 
cognizant  of  the  situation — so  cognizant 
bf  it  that,  led  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Stenkis]  last  year,  the  com- 
mittee informally  cut  down  the  top  au- 
thorization for  officers  of  general  and 
flag  rank. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  finished. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  desired  to  make  a  reply 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  purpose  of  my  ques- 
tions to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  was  not  to  raise  a  ques- 
tion in  the  mind  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon 

Mr.  MORSE.    The  Senator  did  not. 

Mr.  GORE.  Or  of  any  other  Senator 
about  the  advisability  of  passage  of  the 
bill  now.  My  purpose  was  to  elicit  from 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  an  assurance  that  his 
committee  was.  first,  cognizant  of  the 
problem  which  the  Davis  amendment 
seems  to  have  missed,  and,  further,  that 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices would  give  study  to  it. 

I  was  a  participant  in  the  adoption  of 
the  Davis  amendment  in  the  House.  I 
now  feel  that  the  bill  presently  before 
the  Senate  should  pass.  I  wish  to  make 
it  clear  that  I  have  not  raised  the  ques- 
tion in  order  to  keep  the  bill  from  pass- 
ing, but  rather  to  elicit  from  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  the  assui'ance  which 
he  has  now  given. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  understand 
completely  the  purpose  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  in  asking  his  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  object — 
let  me  say  that  I  think  the  record  is 
perfectly  clear  that  this  problem  has 
been  pending  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  for  many  months.  In  my 
Judgment,  we  ought  to  be  dealing  today 
not  with  stop-gap  legislation  but  with 
legislation  which  would  really  correct  the 
basic  defects.  I  still  think  there  is  ample 
time  between  now  and  April  1  to  do  it. 
At  least,  there  will  be  another  call  of  the 
calendar  between  now  and  April  1  to 
allow  opportunity  to  pass  on  this  ques- 
tion. Apparently  all  concerned  need  an 
lmp>etus  to  cause  them  to  undertake  to 
solve  the  real  basic  problem.  Therefore 
I  object. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  Mr.  President, 
If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  objects,  that 
is  the  end  of  It  for  the  moment;  but  I 
have  asked  the  majority  leader  if  he 
would  move  the  consideration  of  this 
measiu'e  immediately,  because  it  is  the 
personal  concern,  the  financial  concern, 
and  the  moral  concern  of  a  very  sub- 
stantial number  of  our  oflQcers  who  are 
fighting  a  war  today. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
use  my  5  minutes  now. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts that  he  is  perfectly  at  hberty, 
at  any  time  he  so  desires,  to  make  a  mo- 
tion on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  so  as  to 
surmount  an  objection  to  unanimous- 
consent  consideration.  That  is  an  old. 
hoary  practice  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  also  wish  to  say  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  that,  in 
my  opinion,  we  ought  to  have  before  the 
Senate  today  the  basic  legislation  neces- 
sary to  solve  this  problem.  The  chair- 
man of  the  committee  himself  admits 
that  the  existence  of  this  problem  has 
been  known  for  many  months.    I  object. 


The  VICE  PRESIDEa^.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  say  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  the  present  Armed  Services 
Committee  did  not  come  into  existence 
imtil  January  of  this  year.  There  was 
an  election  last  autumn,  as  a  result  of 
which  we  are  very  glad  to  see  the  present 
Presiding  OfiBcer  sitting  where  he  is. 

This  question  cannot  be  determined  in 
a  month  or  6  weeks.  It  will  require  a 
substantial  amount  of  time. 

Mr  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
reply  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts by  saying  that  .so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, his  statement  is  most  unaccepta- 
ble rebuttal.  I  have  seen  major  legisla- 
tion go  through  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, with  full  hearings,  in  the  course 
of  3  weeks.    This  is  now  March  9 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  say  that  there  have  been  some  re- 
marks which  have  been  slightly  out  of 
order  from  a  parliamentary  standpoint. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  next  measure  on 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  GORE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Will  the  Chair  advise 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  what  re- 
marks have  been  out  of  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  been  very  lenient.  The  bill  had  gone 
over.  The  Chair  had  announced  that 
fact.  So  the  proper  procedure  was  to 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  next 
measure  on  the  calendar. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  measure 
on  the  calendar. 


RECOGNITION  OP  DISTINGUISHED 
SERVICE  OF  COL.  J.  CLAUDE  BLIM- 
BROUGH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  709)  to  give  proper  recognition 
to  the  distinguished  service  of  CoL  J. 
Claude  Kimbrough,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  with  an  amendment  on  page  1, 
line  10,  after  the  word  "as",  to  strike  out 
"military",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  hi  recognition  of 
the  outstandiag  service  and  coiitributiun 
made  to  the  science  of  medicine  and  surgery 
by  Col.  J.  Claude  Kimbrough.  Medical  Corps. 
United  States  Army,  retired,  and  to  provide 
that  his  mature  professional  Judgment  and 
long  experience  may  continue  to  remain 
available  to  the  public  service,  the  President 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  designate  the  said 
Col.  J.  Claude  BQmbrough,  upon  his  retire- 
ment from  the  active  list,  as  consultant  in 
urology  at  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center, 
Washington,  D.  C.  Such  designation  shall  be 
subject  io  the  said  Col.  J.  Claude  Kim- 
brough's  acceptance  and  shall  be  termlnabla 
at  his  pleasure,  or  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  During  the  time  he 
serves  under  such  designation,  the  said  Col. 
J.  Claude  Kimbrough  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive,  In  lieu  of  his  retired  pay,  the  full 
active-duty  pay  and  allowances  to  which  he 
was  entitled  immediately  prior  to  his  retire- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  ETXPENSES  OP 
OFFICE  OP  DISTRICr  OF  COLUM- 
BIA ADMINISTRATOR  OF  RENT 
CONTROL 

The  joint  resolution  ^S.  J.  Res.  52)  to 
enable  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  provide  for  admin- 
istrative expanses  of  the  OfBce  of  Admin- 
istrator of  Rent  Control  for  the  period 
ending  April  30.  1953.  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  In  order  to  provide  for  the 
necessary  admmlstrative  expetises  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent  Control  of 
the  Di.stnci  of  Columbia  for  'jxe  period  end- 
ing April  30.  1953,  OS  authorized  by  Public 
La*'  430.  82d  Congress,  approved  June  30, 
1952.  there  Is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of 
the  general  fund  of  the  Dl.^trtct  of  Columbia, 
as  defined  m  the  District  of  Columbia  Appro- 
priation Act.  1953,  the  additional  amount  of 
♦  17.000. 


The  VICE  PRE5?IDENT. 
pletes  the  calendar. 


That  com- 


LIMITATIONS  ON  NUMBER  OF  OFFI- 
CERS ON  ACTIVE  DUTY  IN  THE 
ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Calendar  No.  72,  Hou.'-e  bill  2332. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  LEGisLAxrvi:  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
2332)  to  place  tem];x)rary  limitations  on 
the  number  of  officers  serving  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  Tatt),  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
this  bill.  Such  a  motion  during  the 
morning  hour  is  not  debatable. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
IMr.  Taft]  to  the  following  three  points: 
In  the  flrst  place,  there  is  ample  time 
between  now  and  April  1  for  the  con- 
sideration of  this  bill  by  the  objector  to 
the  bill.  There  is  ample  time  to  resolve 
any  differences  which  may  have  devel- 
oped between  the  Senator  from  Massa« 
chusetts  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
as  to  the  procedure  which  has  been  fol- 
lowed in  connection  with  this  bill.  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  study  the 
bill. 

I  think  the  statements  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  IMr.  SaltonstallI 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today  indicate 
very  clearly  the  desirabihty  of  further 
time  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Secondly,  I  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  this  is  early  in  the  ses- 
sion. He  may,  as  majority  leader,  wish 
to  establish  this  precedent,  but  I  respect- 
fully advise  him  that  there  is  a  quite  a 
long  time  between  now  and  the  time  of 
adjournment  of  this  session.  If  he 
wishes  to  take  the  position  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  who  desires  more  time 
to  consider  a  bill — and  I  have  a."=ked  for 
further  time  to  consider  the  bill — is  to 
be  denied  it  today.  I  will  accept  that  as 


his  idea  of  the  way  to  proceed  par- 
liamentarily  when  the  Unanimous 
Consent  Calendar  is  before  the  Senate. 
If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  believes  that 
in  the  long  run  he  will  save  a  great  deal 
of  time,  as  majority  leader  he  may  live 
to  learn  that  this  is  not  a  time-saving 
device  at  all. 

In  the  third  place,  I  Invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  again  to 
the  fact  that  once  more  we  are  con- 
fronted with  the  problem  of  what  we  are 
going  to  do  about  minority  rights  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  whether  or  not 
the  Unanimous  Consent  Calendar  is  to 
mean  what  the  term  implies,  the  require- 
ment of  unanimous  consent  to  pass  bills 
unless  Members  who  object  to  bills  have 
had  adequate  time  to  study  them. 

I  leave  it  up  to  the  majority  leader. 
He  is  writing  his  record.  I  will  respond 
to  the  record  he  writes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  question 
is  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  billl  (H.  R.  2332)  was  ordered  to 
a  third  reading  and  was  read  the  third 
time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  hav- 
ing been  read  the  third  time,  the  ques- 
tion is,  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest 
the  ab.sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrlckson 

McCarthy 

Ande-son 

Hennlngs 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Hlckenlooper 

MllUkln 

Beall 

HUl 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hoey 

Morse 

BiLsh 

Holland 

Mundt 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Neely 

Capehart 

Ives 

Payne 

Carlsca 

Jackson 

Potter 

Case 

Jenner 

Purtell 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

8choepi)el 

Dlrlcsea 

Kennedy 

Smith.  Maine 

Duff 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dworshak 

Kllgore 

Smith,  N.  C. 

EUender 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Pernuson 

Kuchel 

Stennla 

Frear 

Langer 

SymmgtoQ 

Fulbrlght 

I^bman 

Taft 

Cieorge 

Long 

Thye 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Tobey 

Ooldwater 

Malone 

Watklns 

Gore 

Mansfield 

Welker 

Green 

Martin 

Williams 

driswold 

Maybank 

Young 

Hayden 

McCarran 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  Bricker], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land IMr.  Butler]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  TMr. 
Flanders  1  and  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  on  o£Bcial 
business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel]  is 
absent  because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doug- 
las], the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  PastoreI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI  are  absent 
on  ofiQcial  business.  • 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  speak  for  only  a  few  minutes  about 
the  present  parliamentary  situation.  I 
believe  the  facts  to  be  very  clear. 

First,  during  the  call  of  the  Unani- 
mous Consent  Calendar,  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall] 
wished  to  have  Calendar  No.  72,  House 
bill  2332.  considered.  I  listened  to  the 
discussion,  and  when  it  was  over  I  stated 
that  I  was  not  at  all  clear  about  the  sub- 
ject of  the  bill.  I  expressed  the  view 
that  I  believed  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee should  have  before  the  Senate 
proposed  legislation  which  would  solve 
this  problem  permanently,  but  I  stated 
that  I  wanted  time  to  study  the  matter. 

After  hearing  me  say  that  I  was  going 
to  object,  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts advised  me  that  the  majority  leader 
had  informed  him  that  if  there  was  ob- 
jection to  the  bill,  a  motion  would  be 
made  to  take  up  the  bill. 

That  brings  up  the  i.ssue  of  whether 
we  are  going  to  proceed  in  conformity 
with  what  I  believe  to  be  clearly  the 
spirit  and  intent  of  the  Unanimous  Con- 
sent Calendar  procedure,  which  requires 
unanimous  consent  for  the  consideration 
and  passage  of  a  bill  on  the  calendar, 
to  the  end  that  any  Senator  who  objects 
may  have  time  to  study  the  bill.  It  raises 
the  question  of  whether  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  S;Ates  the  point  has  been 
reached  where,  when  one  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  is  not  very  popular  with 
some,  particularly  with  a  majority  of  the 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  ob- 
jects, then  the  whistle  of  the  steamroller 
will  be  blown,  and  the  majority  will  pro- 
ceed to  roll  over  the  objection  merely 
because  the  Senator  who  objected  wishes 
to  exercise  his  rights  under  the  Unani- 
mous Consent  Calendar  rule. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  up  to  my  colleagues 
today  to  decide  whether  they  wish  to 
establish  that  precedent. 

I  respectfully  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  has  rebutted  him- 
self. In  his  own  discussion  of  the  bill 
he  has  pointed  out  that  no  great  emer- 
gency in  connection  with  the  bill  will 
arise  until  April  1.  This  is  March  9.  So 
we  shall  have  at  least  one  calendar  call. 
and  possibly  more,  between  now  and 
April  1. 

Regardless  of  the  attitude  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  toward  me — 
and  I  know  full  well  what  his  attitude 
is  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate — let  me  say 
that  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  he, 
as  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, should  have  the  wisdom  to  follow 
the  long-established  practice  in  connec- 
tion with  Unanimous  Consent  Calendar 
procedure,  by  permitting  any  Senator, 
regardless  of  who  he  may  be— even  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon — to  have 
adequate  time  to  study  the  record  in- 
volved in  any  particular  bill.  That  is 
the  position  I  have  taken. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  we 
are  going  to  find  out  here  today  whether 
that  kind  of  courtesy  is  going  to  be  ex- 
tended to  all  96  Members  of  the  Senate. 
I  will  fight  to  have  the  same  courtesy 
right  extended  to  any  other  Member  of 
the  Senate,  even  including  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  because  I  think  we 


are  faced  here  with  a  question  of  great 
substance.  In  this  particular  instance 
we  are  faced  with  the  question  of 
whether  each  Member  of  the  Senate  will 
be  protected  in  what  I  believe  to  be  an 
unwritten  rule  of  the  Unanimous  Con- 
sent Calendar  procedure.  In  other 
words,  I  believe  that  each  Senator  has  a 
right  to  study  a  bill  before  it  is  steam- 
rollered over  his  objection,  by  way  of 
motion  to  consider  the  bill.  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
that  I  think  he  knows  me  well 
enough,  having  served  with  me  for 
many  years  on  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, to  realize  full  well  that  once  I 
have  an  opportunity  to  study  a  bill  and 
once  I  find  the  situation  is  such  that 
the  equities  and  justice  call  for  imme- 
diate passage  of  the  bill,  I  will  give  my 
approval  of  the  bill  at  the  next  call  of 
the  calendar. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  I  consider  there 
is  any  basis  for  a  suspicion  that  the 
Navy  has  been  at  fault  in  the  past  in 
presenting  to  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee some  unreliable  evidence,  then  I 
believe  the  Navy  should  be  brought  up 
to  the  line  and  I  should  furnish  clear 
explanations  upon  which  the  committee 
can  rely. 

I  do  not  make  threats;  but  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  with  rights  equal  to 
those  of  any  other  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  wish  to  say  that  I  will  find  out  to- 
day, by  the  action  taken  in  this  instance, 
whether  the  Senate  intends  to  extend  to 
me  the  courtesy  which  I  believe  is  due 
me  under  the  long -established  policies 
in  connection  with  procedures  and  prac- 
tices when  the  Unanimous  Consent  Cal- 
endar is  called.  In  short,  I  wiU  learn 
whether  I  am  going  to  be  given  an  op- 
portunity, as  the  Member  of  the  Inde- 
pendent Party  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  study  calendar  bills  before  they 
are  flnally  passed,  or  whether  the  atti- 
tude of  other  Members  will  be  that  they 
are  going  to  steamroller  the  bills 
through  the  Senate,  regardless  of  my 
objections. 

If  that  is  going  to  be  the  view  of  the 
Senate,  I  will  do  the  best  I  can  in  the 
future  to  try  to  protect  myself  by  ap- 
propriate parliamentary  action.  But  let 
us  have  an  understanding  now  about 
where  we  stand  on  the  Unanimous  Con- 
sent Calendar  procedure. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  rise  to  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  understand 
that  at  this  time  we  are  operating  under 
rule  VIII. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  not  my  under- 
standing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  is  correct. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Then,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, if  we  are  operating  under  rule  vm, 
all  the  argument  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  out  of  order,  in  my 
judgment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  us  discuss  that.  To- 
day we  have  had  a  call  of  the  Unanimous 
Consent  Calendar.     We  went  through 
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the  calendar.  After  the  call  of  the 
Unanimous  Consent  Calendar  was  com- 
pleted, a  motion  was  made  by  the  major- 
ity leader  that  House  bill  2332,  Calendar 
No.  72,  be  considered.  The  majority 
leader  did  not  make  his  motion  under 
rule  vm,  Mr.  President.  He  moved  that 
House  bill  2332,  Calendar  No.  72.  be 
made  the  business  before  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PFIESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]  is 
correct  in  his  statement  that  the  motion 
to  consider  the  bill  was  made  under  rule 
Vni.  The  call  of  the  calendar  had  been 
concluded,  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
at  that  time  made  the  motion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  motion  was 
made  immediately  following  objection  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  accord- 
ance with  the  rule. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  Mr.  President;  the 
Senator  had  finished  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
was  made  at  the  conclusion  of  the  call 
of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  read 
rule  rx.  It  is  not  rule  VIII,  it  is  rule  IX, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Immediately  after  the  consideration  of 
cases  not  objected  to  upon  the  calendar  Is 
completed,  and  not  later  than  2  o'cloclt  If 
there  shall  be  no  special  orders  for  that  time, 
the  Calendar  of  General  Orders  shall  be  taken 
up  and  proceeded  with  In  Its  order,  begin- 
ning with  the  first  subject  on  the  calendar 
next  after  the  last  subject  disposed  of  in 
proceeding  with  the  calendar:  and  in  such 
case  the  following  motions  shall  be  in  order 
at  any  time  as  privileged  motions,  save  as 
against  a  motion  to  adjourn,  or  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business, 
or  questions  of  privilege,  to  wit: 

First.  A  motion  to  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  an  appropriation  or  revenue  bill. 

Second.  A  motion  to  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  any  other  bill  on  the  calendar, 
which  motion  shall  not  be  open  to  amend- 
ment. 

Third.  A  motion  to  pass  over  the  pending 
tubject,  which  if  carried  shall  have  the  ef- 
fect to  leave  such  subject  without  prejudice 
In  its  place  on  the  calendar. 

Fourth.  A  motion  to  place  such  subject  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Each  of  the  foregoing  motions  shall  be 
decided  without  debate  and  shall  have  prece- 
dence in  the  order  above  named,  and  may  be 
submitted  as  in  the  nature  and  with  all  the 
rights  of  questions  or  order. 

So,  Mr.  President,  what  has  happened 
is  that,  proceeding  in  strict  accordance 
with  rules  VIII  and  IX,  we  are  now  tak- 
ing up,  on  motion,  one  of  the  bills  which 
was  passed  over,  as  provided  for  and  in- 
tended by  the  Rules  of  the  Senate.  When 
we  reach  the  hour  of  2  o'clock,  the  ques- 
tion will  then  be  whether  the  Senate 
desires  to  make  this  bill  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate.  But  during  the 
morning  hour,  the  motion  was  made  and 
is  being  considered.  The  effect  of  the 
motion  is  to  remove  the  5 -minute  limi- 
tation on  debate,  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  can  talk  until  2  o'clock,  at  which 
time  the  question  of  making  the  bill  the 
unfinished  business  of  the  Senate  may  be 
raised.  I  think  that  is  a  correct  state- 
ment of  the  rules. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
properly  before  the  Senate.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  is  in  order,  and  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to     get    the     pai'liamentary     situation 


straight.  I  thought  I  had  it  straight. 
I  went  to  the  desk  and  talked  with  the 
ParUamentarian.  Apparently  I  com- 
pletely misunderstood  him.  As  I  under- 
stood, his  statement  was  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  proceed  under  rule  'VIII.  but 
that  we  were  not  proceeding  under  rule 
VIII ;  we  were  proceeding  under  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to  make 
House  bill  2332  the  unfinished  business 
of  the  Senate  for  the  time  being,  and  that 
the  rule  governing  procedure  at  the  hour 
of  2  o'clock  did  not  apply.  But  appar- 
ently the  Parliamentarian  said  some- 
thing to  the  contrary,  and  I  completely 
misunderstood  him.  The  purpose  of  my 
inquiry  of  the  Parliamentarian,  when  I 
went  to  the  desk,  was  to  ascertain  ex- 
actly the  parliamentary  situation  at  that 
time,  and  I  understood  it  was  his  inter- 
pretation that  we  were  proceeding  with 
this  measvue  as  the  unfinished  business 
of  the  Senate.  I  asked  tlie  Parliamen- 
tarian what  was  pending  when  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  last  Friday.  I  thought 
there  was  some  business  pending  before 
the  Senate,  and  I  asked  him  what  the 
status  of  thai:  bu.siness  was.  He  said 
nothing  was  pending  when  the  Senate 
adjourned  on  Friday  until  today;  that 
today  a  call  of  the  calendar  would  be 
in  order;  and,  when  we  finished  with  the 
calendar,  then,  I  understood  the  Parlia- 
mentarian to  j^ay,  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
could,  by  motion,  make  thi.s  bill  the  un- 
finished business  of  the  Senate.  If  I  mis- 
understood the  Parliamentarian.  I  am 
sorry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  inform  tiie  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  when  a  motion  is  made  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  call  of  the  calendar  to 
take  up  a  bill  which  was  on  the  calendar, 
then  at  2  o'clock,  if  there  is  pending 
business,  the  particular  bill,  if  its  con- 
sideration shall  not  then  have  been  com- 
pleted, goes  back  on  the  calendar.  In 
this  instance,  no  pending  business  beina: 
before  the  Senate,  the  precedent  has 
been  established  that  this  bill  becomes 
the  pending  business  and  will  continue, 
after  2  o'clock,  until  dL^po.'^ed  of.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  correct  in  his 
understanding  of  the  parliamentary  sit- 
uation. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor will  state  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  TAPT.  At  2  o'clock.  I  intend  to 
move  to  proceed  with  the  con.sideration 
of  the  Executive  Calendar.  What  will 
be  the  status  after  the  consideration 
of  the  Executive  Calendar  shall  have 
been  completed?  Will  this  bill,  or  will 
it  not.  be  the  unfinished  business  of  the 
Senate,  and  how  does  it  get  to  be  so? 

The  'VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  to 
consider  the  Executive  Calendar  is  a 
privileged  motion,  and  will  be  con.sidered 
when  it  is  made,  but.  according  to  the 
precedents,  as  the  Chair  is  advised  by 
the  Parliamentarian,  when  there  is  no 
pending  business  and  a  motion  is  made 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  calendar,  as  in 
this  instance  to  consider  a  bill  which 
is  on  the  calendar,  such  bill  becomes 
the  pending  business. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  the  Inquiry. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  At  the  time 
the  objection  was  made  to  this  bill,  on 
the  call  of  the  calendar,  would  not  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  have  had 
the  right  to  move  to  take  up  the  bill 
under  rule  VIII? 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes;  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  correct;  and 
had  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
done  that,  the  bill  could  have  been  taken 
up  in  that  manner;  but  it  was  not 
handled  in  that  way.  As  the  Senator  will 
recall,  the  bill  went  over,  and  the  Sen- 
ate concluded  the  calendar.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  the  calendar,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  moved  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  In  light  of  that 
situation,  Mr.  President,  I  may  say  that 
much  of  the  argument  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  was  not  relevant  to  the 
issue  before  the  Sonate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  may  say  so,  but 
for  his  benefit  I  am  going  to  repeat 
most  of  that  ar.^ument.  In  order  to 
.show  him  that  I  think  it  i.s  mo.st  rele- 
vant to  the  situation  I  shall  restate  It 
in  a  little  different  way,  and  from  a 
little  different  ans^le.  He  will  then,  per- 
haps, see  my  point  a  little  more  clcaily. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  intention  of 
speaking  until  2  o'clock,  because  I  do 
not  propo.se  to  u.'-e  any  parliamentary 
tactic  to  cause  a  postponement  of  the 
con.-^ideration  of  this  issue.  "We  are 
coiuii  to  vote  on  this  issue  today.  We 
are  ^loini;  to  find  out  today  whether  we 
are  to  follow  what  the  Parliamentarian 
said  I  hope  the  Parliamentarian  will 
not  tell  me  now  that  I  misunderstood 
something  al^e  he  told  me  at  the  desk. 
I  a.-'ked  the  Parliamentarian  whether  the 
procedure  followed  by  the  Senator  from 
Oh:o  in  this  matter  had  been  very  com- 
mon in  the  hi.'^tory  of  the  Senate,  and 
he  replied  that  it  has  not  been  a  very 
common  one;  which  brings  me  rlpht 
down  to  the  kernel  of  the  situation  as  I 
see  it.  The  situation  here  today  was 
that  a  Member  of  the  Senate  objected  to 
a  bill  and  asked  that  it  go  over.  In  my 
8  years  in  the  Senate,  I  have  seen  that 
happen  .scores  of  times.  Mr.  President, 
and  time  has  been  uiven  until  the  next 
calendar  day,  for  the  objecting  Sena- 
tor to  study  the  bill.  Other  Senators 
may  say  it  has  not  been  the  common 
practice,  but  I  have  been  led  to  beheve 
that  it  is,  and  I  think  that  is  a  proper 
description  of  what  the  practice  has 
been. 

The  record  is  very  clear,  from  the  lips 
of  the  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts,  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee, himself,  that  there  is  no  essential 
need  for  the  passage  of  this  bill  prior 
to  April  1.  That  is  when  the  emergency 
will  arise.  There  will  be  a  call  of  the 
con.sent  calendar  between  now  and  April 
1.  I  have  asked  for  the  right  to  study 
this  bill  until  the  next  calendar  day. 

Mr.  President.  I  close  by  leaving  it  to 
the  Senate  as  to  whether,  in  effect,  the 
Senate  wants  to  apply  another  rule  of  the 
Senate,  and  stand  on  that  rule,  in  order 
to  put  a  bill  through  the  Senate  when 
Senators  know  very  well  that  one  of 
their  colleagues  has  asked  for  time  in 


which  to  study  the  bill.  Senators  are 
writing  the  record,  and  in  the  future  I 
shall  act  upon  the  bs3tsis  of  the  record 
that  is  written  today. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  passage  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2332)  was  passed. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  tc  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  a ?reed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  tlie  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESS/iGES  REFERRED 

Tlie  "VICE  PRESIDIJNT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  :aibmitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  v  ere  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings. ) 

The  VICE  PRESILiENT.  If  there  be 
no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
executive  calendar. 


HOUSING   AND  FOM'E  FINANCE 
ADMINIST  RATION 

The  legislative  cleric  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Albert  M.  Cole,  to  be  Housing  and 
Home  Fmance  Admi;iistrator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a 
remarkable  appointment.  Mr.  Cole  is 
proposed  as  Administrator  of  a  program 
which  he  has  opposeil.  He  has  opposed 
it  completely  and  immoderately. 

It  has  always  been  my  position  that  a 
nominee  whose  confirmation  is  before 
the  Se  late  need  not  be  a  person  with 
whom  I  agree.  At  tins  time.  I  will  not 
reiterate  the  criteria  which  the  Senate 
has  used  in  passaii  upon  Executive 
nominations. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    For  \vhat  purpose? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  This  is  a  very  im- 
portant nomination,  £.nd.  without  taking 
the  Senator  off  the  fioor,  I  really  think 
we  ought  to  have  a  quorum  call. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  lor  that  pxirpose? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No.  I  am  interested.  I 
may  say  to  my  good  friend  from  South 
Carolina,  only  in  making  my  record.  I 
am  perfectly  aware  as  of  this  moment  of 
the  attitude  that  most  of  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  have  just  expressed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  concerning 
their  opinion  of  the  \'iews  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  simply  want  to 
advi.se  them  that  I  think  they  are  going 
to  live  to  learn  \inth  surprise  that  there 
is  much  greater  interest  across  the  coun- 
try in  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon than  apparently  there  is  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  So  from  this  desk  today 
I  shall  speak  to  the  country  about  Mr. 
Cole.    The  issue  must  be  made  clear. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  have  no  intention 
of  suggesting  that  the  Senator  is  not 
doing  that.  The  only  suggestion  I  had 
in  mind  to  make  was  that,  on  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Executive  Calendar  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  a  quorum  calL 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood.  I 
am  going  to  vote  to  confirm  Mr.  Cole's 
nomination. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  not  interested  in 
a  quorum  call. 

Mr.  MA'VBANK.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But,  certainly,  Mr. 
President,  an  indispensable  condition  of 
confirmation  is  that  the  nominee  be 
free  of  a  bias  which  would  interfere 
with  the  administration  of  his  office.- 
In  this  case,  the  question  arises  in  con- 
nection with  a  comprehensive  program 
for  housing  established  by  the  Congress. 
That  program  is  a  bipartisan  one.  We 
are  not  considering  the  administration 
of  an  agency  for  which  the  executive 
department  has  primary  responsibility. 

The  normal  presumption  in  passing 
upon  a  nomination  submitted  by  the 
President  is  that  the  President  should, 
in  the  absence  of  compelling  reasons  to 
the  contrary,  have  the  executive  officers 
whom  he  desires.  That  presumption  is 
of  less  force  where  the  program  to  be 
administered  is  one  which  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Congress.  In  such  a  case, 
the  Senate  may  properly  consider 
whether  the  appointee  can  be  expected 
to  discharge  his  duties  in  a  way  that 
fulfills  the  intent  of  Congress. 

The  administration  ol  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949  comprises  the  major  portion 
of  the  duties  of  the  office  to  which  Cole 
is  nominated.  The  act  established  cer- 
tain housing  programs  and  objectives 
which  are  clearly  stated.  The  achieve- 
ment of  them  requires  administrative 
discretion — and  the  act  conferred  such 
discretion.  For  instance,  he  can  deter- 
mine the  Interest  rates  for  mortgages 
under  FHA.  And  in  lesser  ways  the  Ad- 
ministrator can  for^'ard  or  defeat  the 
goals  of  this  important  legislation.  Mr. 
Cole  conceded  this  during  the  hearings — 
page  20: 

Senator  Douglas.  •  •  •  An  unaympathetic 
Administrator  can  always  put  roadblocks  in 
the  way  of  specific  projects  on  the  grounds 
that  the  site  is  not  suitable  or  that  this  or 
that  is  not  suitable. 

Mr.  Cole.  I  understand. 

Senator  Douglas.  And  therefore.  In  effect, 
he  can  prevent  the  will  of  Congress  from 
being  carried  out. 

Mr.  Cole,  I  would  agree  that  It  could  be 
done  that  way. 

Cole's  opposition  to  this  vital  housing 
program  is  a  matter  of  record. 

He  was  a  member  of  the  House  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  during  his 
6  years  as  a  Representative.  Normally 
that  would  be  evidence  of  excellent  qual- 
ifying experience  for  the  program  which 
was  considered  and  advocated  by  that 
committee  in  1949. 


But  his  record  was  one  of  total  opposi- 
tion. In  his  extended  speech  on  the  act 
In  1949 — Congressional  Rbcord,  volume 
95,  part  6,  pages  8150-8152 — which  was 
long  by  House  standards — he  stated  his 
condemnation  of  each  and  every  portion 
of  that  measure. 

His  final  indictment  was  that  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949  had  potentialities 
for  strangling  America.  Even  allowing 
for  the  extravagance  which  sometimes 
unfortunately  accompanies  debate  on  a 
bill,  his  implacable  opposition  to  and 
overwhelming  lack  of  sympathy  with 
this  program  renders  him  incapable  of 
discharging  his  duties  under  it  in  con- 
formity with  congressional  policy. 

He  stated  unequivocally  during  the 
hearings  on  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination  that  he  had  not  changed  his 
views — page  16: 

Mr.  Cole.  Perhaps  ycru  misunderstood  me. 
I  have  not  changed  my  opinion.  Have  I 
Indicated  that  I  changed  my  opinion?  If 
so,  I  beg  your  pardon.  1  have  not  changed 
my  personal  opinion  about  it. 

And  on  page  21,  he  stated: 

Mr.  Cole.  The  term  "public  housing"  I  still 
do  not  like. 

Senator  Douglas.  Well,  it  happens  to  be  in 
the  act. 

Mr.  Cole.  Well,  maybe  It  is.  I  do  not  know. 

At  the  outset  of  the  hearings.  Cole 
stated  that,  despite  his  personal  oprxasi- 
tion  to  the  Housing  Act,  it  is  the  law 
of  the  land  and  he  would  respect  and 
administer  it  as  such. 

Laudable  as  this  sentiment  Is.  I  am 
convinced  that  his  record  and  his  own 
utterances  during  the  hearing  on  March 
2,  demonstrate  that  he  cannot  do  so. 
Nor  can  the  Senate  gamble  on  his  ability 
to  do  so  in  the  face  of  great  odds. 

In  the  course  of  the  hearings,  some 
Senators  observed  that  the  congressional 
policy  embodied  in  the  Housing  Act  may 
be  changed.  This  is  the  prerogative  of 
the  Congress.  Until  such  change  takes 
place — openly,  after  Investigation  and 
debate — it  is  the  solemn  obligation  of  the 
Administrator  to  fulfill  the  mandate  of 
the  legislature. 

What  is  Cole's  conception  of  his  func- 
tions? The  hearings  shed  light  on  this. 
He  stated,  pjage  15: 

Mr.  Cole.  Let  me  say  this  to  you:  One 
directive  has  been  given  me  by  the  White 
House.  One  directive.  That  directive  is  that 
I  conduct  a  study  of  the  housing  program. 

In  my  judgment,  that  is  not  the  job 
assigned  by  Congress.  That  is  not  the 
job  inherent  in  the  act. 

If  the  President  wishes  to  consider 
modification  or  abolition  of  this  program, 
he  has  the  means  to  do  so.  The  study 
can  be  undertaken,  proposals  submitted 
to  Congress,  and  considered  by  it.  Mem- 
bers of  the  public  have  a  right  to  know 
what  the  Government  is  thinking  about 
and  be  given  the  opportunity  to  make 
their  views  known. 

Congress  must  require  that  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  its  program  discharge  his 
statutory  functions.  It  seems  that  the 
administration  did  not  propose  Cole  with 
that  intention,  if  I  correctly  interpret 
the  innuendoes  and  implications  of  Mr. 
Cole's  own  testimony. 
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An  administrator  can.  of  course,  ex- 
press his  views  upon  proposed  changes 
and  the  committees  of  Congress  often 
solicit  such  comments.  But  that  is  not 
his  primary  function. 

Is  there  any  indication  that  Cole  safely 
could  be  entrusted  with  this  program? 
He  related  in  his  testimony  the  follow- 
ing incident  during  consideration  of  the 
1949  Housing  Act: 

So,  when  I  Anally  came  to  the  final  vote 
on  It,  I  said  to  myself,  "I  am  not  opposed 
to  bovulng.  My  record  shows  I  am  not 
opposed  to  hoiislng." 

He  did  not  say  that  to  the  House,  nor 
to  anyone  else,  so  far  as  the  record  shows. 
He  was  very  careful  in  his  testimony 
before  the  committee  to  say  nothing 
about  public  housing. 

That  is  slim  evidence.  Indeed,  on  which 
to  base  a  finding  that  Cole  can  be  sym- 
pathetic to  any  form  of  public  housing. 

On  the  record  made  before  the  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  it  seems 
clear  that  Cole  cannot  be  expected  to  dis- 
charge his  duties  in  harmony  with  the 
congressional  purposes  enunciated  in  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949. 

Furthermore,  the  Senate  should  not 
invite  the  emasculation  of  this  program 
by  executive  fiat.  We  want  an  Admin- 
istrator, not  a  one-nan  law  revision 
commission. 

The  Housing  needs  of  the  country  are 
chronic.  The  present  program  is  a  vital 
necessity  if  we  are  to  have  any  appre- 
ciable progress  in  slum  clearance,  low- 
cost  housing,  some  measure  of  ameliora- 
tion in  the  concestion  caused  by  our 
Immense  defense  program. 

This  is  what  Cole  has  to  say  about  this. 
page  4  : 

Mr.  Cole.  Senator,  as  conditions  warrant 
It  I  believe  the  Oovernment  should  gradu- 
ally get  out  of  the  housing  business.  I  think 
government  should  support  housing  and  not 
supplant  it — support  the  housing  industry: 
the  people  who  are  building  houses.  They 
should  support  it  and  not  supplant  it.  * 

That  must  be  music  to  the  ears  of  the 
contractors  of  the  country.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. 

I  wish  to  digress  from  my  prepared 
remarks  long  enough  to  say  that  I  shall 
retain  my  interest  in  the  people  who  need 
housing.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  con- 
tractors can  take  care  of  themselves,  but 
I  know  the  little  people  cannot.  I  know 
something  about  the  plight  of  the  little 
people  in  congested  areas  of  America  who 
need  public  housing,  who  need  slum 
clearance.  Today  I  shall  not  be  a 
party  to  voting  for  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  a  man  who  has  already 
testified  where  his  interest  is — not  in  the 
little  people,  but  in  those  who  build 
houses.  The  administration  proposes  to 
make  him  the  administrator  of  an  act 
passed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  which  was  aimed  to  help  the  little 
people  in  America  who  need  public 
housing. 

^ot  only  Is  this  nomination  shocking, 
Mr.  President,  but  I  shall  do  my  best  to 
help  the  little  people  in  America  remem- 
ber the  blow  to  their  interest  which  the 
Eisenhower  administration  is  striking 
against  them  today  in  submitting  the 
nomination. 


Of  coiu-se,  the  program  In  part  pro- 
vides assistance  to  individuals  and  to  the 
housing  industry.  It  provides  also  for 
grants  to  local  public  authorities  to  pro- 
vide low- rent  housing  where  private 
groups  will  not  or  cannot  do  so. 

The  Public  Housing  Authority  has  pro- 
vided for  Negroes  housing  relief  which 
simply  has  not  been  otherwise  available. 
It  must  be  continued.  The  colored  pop- 
ulation of  America  knows  what  it  means 
to  be  exploited  in  regard  to  their  housing. 
One  can  go  within  almost  a  stone's 
throw  of  the  Capitol  Building  and  see 
such  exploitation  and  its  shocking  con- 
sequences. 

"Leave  such  housing  to  those  who  build 
houses,"'  says  Mr.  Cole.  The  record  is 
clear  that  if  it  is  left  to  those  who  build 
houses,  the  result  will  be  exploitation,  so 
far  as  colored  people  and  many  other 
little  people  are  concerned,  once  they  lose 
the  friendly  assistance  of  such  an  act  as 
was  passed  in  1949.  and  are  denied  at 
■least  an  unbiased,  impartial  administra- 
tor of  that  act. 

This  nomination  Is  unfortunately  sim- 
ilar to  the  nominations  of  Wilson,  Kyes, 
Talbott,  and  Douglas.  In  each  case  a 
man  has  been  proposed  whose  past  ac- 
tivities, associations,  or  attitudes  come 
into  head-on  conflict  with  the  program 
he  is  supposed  to  supervise. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  such  choices 
as  these  are  dangerous  for  the  little 
people  of  America.  In  my  judgment,  it 
is  the  obligation  of  the  United  States 
Senate  today  to  withhold  approval  of 
this  nomination.  In  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  America  who  need  public  hous- 
ing, I  shall  vote  against  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  nomination  of  a  man  whose 
record  shows  he  is  not  a  friend,  so  far  as 
the  housing  issue  is  concerned,  of  the 
little  people  of  America,  but  who  admits 
he  is  interested  in  taking  care  of  build- 
ers. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  make  crystal  clear  for  the  record 
of  the  United  States  Senate  what  I  know 
about  public  housing  which,  to  my  mind, 
is  simply  slum  clearance.  I  was  mayor 
of  Charleston,  S.  C,  in  1933,  when  public 
housing  was  first  commenced  under  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  Ickes.  The  second 
public  housing  project  built  in  the 
United  Stat<;s  was  built  in  my  city,  the 
first  having  been  built  in  Detroit. 

Long,  lontr  ago,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
I  supported  the  so-called  Wagner-El- 
lender-Taft  bill.  Likewise,  I  supported 
the  Taft-Ellender- Wagner  bill.  The  bill 
was  twice  defeated. 

I  gave  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  EllenderI,  who  sits  besides  me.  a 
bill  to  be  introduced  for  the  committee, 
which  carried  as  one  of  its  titles  the 
so-called  public  housing  law. 

I  believe  in  the  poor  people,  as  does 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse].  I  knew  Representative 
Cole  when  he  was  a  member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, and  I  saw  him  frequently.  I  knew 
him  to  be  an  honorable  man.  I  knew 
he  was  opposed  to  public  housing,  but 
that  does  not  mean  that  he  will  not  carry 
out  the  mandate  of  Congress. 

All  I  desire  to  have  the  Record  show 
Is  that,  at  the  request  of  my  Democratic 


colleagues  I.  as  ranking  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
questioned  Mr.  Cole.  I  wish  to  reaid 
what  Representative  Cole  answered  in 
response  to  my  questions,  so  that  the 
Record  may  be  clear,  and  there  will  be 
no  misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  con- 
tractors and  housing  oflQcials.  The  ad- 
vocates of  public  housing  from  New  York 
to  California  know  my  record.  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  more 
than  12  years.  Prior  to  that  I  was 
Governor  of  South  Carolina,  where  I 
six)nsored  the  housing  law  which  was 
enacted  by  the  legislature  of  my  State. 
As  I  have  said,  I  was  mayor  of  Charles- 
ton in  1931. 

I  desire  to  read  into  the  Record  the 
statement  and  testimony  of  Mx.  Cole, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  CoLK.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of 
the  committee.  I  am  grateful  for  the  invi- 
tation extended  me  to  appear  before  this 
committee  in  Its  consideration  of  my  recent 
nomination  as  Administrator  of  the  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency. 

I  am  fully  cognizant  of  the  great  respon- 
sibility entaUed  in  the  office  of  Administrator 
of  HHFA. 

During  the  8  years  I  was  a  member  of  the 
House  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  I 
had  an  opportunity,  as  many  of  you  hav« 
had.  to  familiarize  myself  rather  thoroughly 
with  the  many  problems  with  which  the 
Congress  has  had  to  cope  in  shaping  th« 
various  Government  housing  programs. 

I  have  also  a  deep  and  sincere  respect  for 
the  mandates  of  the  Congress.  I  pledge  you 
my  most  earnest  endeavor  to  administer 
fairly  and  honorably  those  laws  and  respon- 
sibilities entrusted  to  my  jurisdiction. 

I  assume.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  com- 
mittee may  wish  to  question  me  in  order  to 
better  advise  the  Senate  with  respect  to 
my  confirmation. 

Senator  Matbank  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would 
like  to  ask  a  question. 

The  Chaixman.  Senator  Matbanx. 

Senator  Matbank.  When  the  so-called 
public  housing  program  first  came  up.  it  was 
the  Wagner-Ellender-Taft  bill,  and  then  it 
was  the  Taft-EUender-Wagner  bill.  Those 
bills  unfortunately  did  not  pass. 

Later  on.  I  Introduced  a  bill  together  with 
some  20  Senators,  I  think.  You  are  famUlar 
with  that? 

Mr.  Cole.  Yes.     The  Housing  Act  of  1940? 

Senator  Matbank.  Yes.  You  opposed 
that? 

Mr.  Cole    I  voted  against  it;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Matbank.  You  say: 

"I  have  a  deep  and  sincere  respect  for  the 
mandates  of  Congress.  I  pledge  you  my  moat 
earnest  endeavor  to  administer  fairly  and 
honorably  those  laws  and  responslbUitlee  en- 
trusted to  my  Jurisdiction." 

Now  I  do  not  know  whether  the  law  might 
have  been  good  for  your  district  or  bad  for 
your  district.  In  South  Carolina  we  had  the 
same  situation.  It  probably  was  not  the  best 
thing  for  your  district,  but  on  the  other 
hand,  was  good,  as  a  whole,  for  the  United 
States.  When  you  take  office  you  will  of 
course,  look  at  it  from  a  national  standpoint; 
look  at  la  from  the  standpoint  that  the  bUl 
is  the  law  of  the  land? 

Mr.  Cole.  Senator,  I  definitely  and  vigor- 
ously support  that  position. 

Then  I  placed  in  the  Record  the  names 
of  those  who  had  voted  for  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949.  I  shall  not  take  the  time 
of  the  Senate  to  read  these  long  hear- 
ings. However,  when  Mr.  Cole  told  me 
that  he  respected  the  laws  of  this  land, 
that  he  was  going  to  administer  the  laws 
as  they  were,  and  that  he  would  not  in 
any  wise  attempt  before  any  committee 


to  undo  the  laws  or  to  seek  to  have  the 
laws  changed.  I  voted  for  him,  and  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
his  nomination  today. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr  President.  wlU  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAYBANK,  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished former  cliairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency.  We 
fought  this  battle  tc>gether. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  if  lie  does  not  believe, 
as  I  do,  that  it  is  good,  sound  policy, 
when  the  Congres;  has  spoken  on  a 
great  national  policy  such  as  public 
housing,  to  see  tliat  those  who  are 
friendly  to  the  law  are  placed  in  charge 
of  its  administration? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  will  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, who  was  chaij-man  of  the  commit- 
tee in  the  80th  Congress,  and  who  knows 
Uiat  I  voted  with  liim  on  many  issues, 
that  it  is  not  a  qutistion  of  my  putting 
someone  in  office  tc>  administer  the  law. 
That  is  a  question  for  the  President, 
whose  duty  it  Is  to  appoint  persons  who 
will  carry  out  his  policies.  The  Presi- 
dent could  have  su  omitted  the  name  of 
some  other  nomineij. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Bi:  t  the  Senator  and  I 
mipht  become  acce.'Bories  after  the  fact. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  was  an  accessor^  before  the  fact  in 
voting  for  the  Hou;;lng  Act.  My  former 
chairman  knows  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  speak  In  opposition  to  the  nomination 
of  Albert  M.  Cole  t<>  be  Administrator  of 
the  Housing  and  HDme  Finance  Agency. 
I  wish  to  make  it  abundantly  clear  at 
the  outset  that  my  opposition  is  not  based 
merely  on  a  desire  to  oppose,  because  it  is 
my  strong  desire  to  support  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  whenever  I 
can  do  so  in  good  (usnscience.  However, 
I  believe  this  is  a  most  imfortimate 
nomination. 

I  have  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Cole.  I  understand,  however,  that 
he  enjoys  an  excellent  reputation  as  a 
man  and  as  a  former  Representative  in 
Congress.  My  opposition  to  his  nomina- 
tion is  not  directed  toward  his  intelli- 
gence, his  hmiesty.  or  his  sincerity,  all  of 
which  have  been  vouched  lor  by  persons 
whose  opinions  I  respect,  including  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  I  believe,  too.  that 
the  President  should  have  wide  latitude 
on  the  selection  of  his  key  administra- 
tors. 

In  this  case,  however,  there  are  cxxax- 
pelling  reasons  why  I  cannot  vote  in  the 
afflrmative.  Thesis  reasons  are  sup- 
ported by  many  telegrams  and  letters  re- 
ceived, not  only  from  my  own  State  but 
from  many  other  States  as  well. 

There  are  sever.il  reasons  for  my  op- 
position. The  first  of  these  is  Mr.  Cole's 
record  with  respect  to  housing  legisla- 
tion during  his  sei'vice  as  a  Representa- 
tive in  Congress.  So  far  as  I  can  deter- 
mine. Mr.  Cole  has  consistently,  in 
speech  and  action,  stated  and  voted  his 
complete  opposition  to  the  public  hoxis- 
ing  program. 

His  dislike  and  distrust  of  the  public 
housing  program  has  been  reflected  not 
only  in  his  actions  on  legislative  bills, 
but  also  on  approjpriations.    In  fact,  his 


opposition  to  public  housing  has  appar- 
ently colored  his  understanding  aiul 
acceptance  of  other  phases  of  the  Fed- 
eral housing  program  which  came  into 
being  as  a  result  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1949.  I  refer  among  other  things  to 
slum  clearance,  research,  and  farm 
housing. 

The  best  evidence  of  Mr.  Cole's  views 
in  regard  to  public  hoiising  and  other 
housing  programs  are  his  own  state- 
ments. 

I  quote  a  few  excerpts  from  speeches 
or  statements  of  Mr.  Cole: 

For  the  following  reasons  I  object  to  the 
low-rent  housing  plan: 

The  first  objection  is  that  It  is  prlvUeged 
and  discriminatory  housing. 

Secondly,  it  wlU  not  clear  the  alums. 

Third,  the  poorer  foULs  will  not  be  housed 
under  this  program. 

Fourth.  It  builds  a  tremendous  political 
machine. 

Fifth,  it  violates  the  rights  of  nUnorltlee. 

Sixth,  it  is  excessive  In  cost  and  there 
are  no  brakes  on  the  excessive  cost. 

Seventh,  it  tends  to  destroy  private  homes 
and  private  business. 

And  eighth,  it  tends  to  destroy  our  form 
of  government.  (Source:  Congkkssiomal 
RECORD.  TOl.  95.  pt.  6,  p.  8181.) 

There  certainly  can  be  no  doubt  in 
the  mind  of  anyone  regarding  his  deep- 
rooted  and  complete  bias  against  public 
housing. 

I  quote  Mr.  Cole  again  on  public  hous- 
ing legislation: 

There  is  a  slender,  almost  indistinguish- 
able thread  running  through  this  entire  bill. 
That  thread  Is  government  control  of  the 
individual  family  life,  the  individual  home, 
the  individual.  Bead  the  biU  carefuUy  from 
the  beginning,  the  declaration  of  policy, 
through  the  slum-clearance  proposition, 
through  the  low-rent  plan,  down  through 
the  research  program,  and,  finally,  to  the 
farm  housing,  in  which  the  fanners  are  reg- 
imented, and  you  wUl  then  find.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  this  threat  may  become  so  strong 
as  to  strangle  the  people  of  America. 
(Source:  CoMcacssioNAi.  Rxcx>Efi.  voL  85,  pt. 
<J,  p.  8152.) 

Certainly  these  intemperate  state- 
ments indicate  clearly  a  prejudice 
against  the  law  which,  in  spite  of  the 
best  intentions  of  the  nominee,  would 
prejudice  any  objective  administration 
of  his  agency. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  New  York  be  kind  enough 
to  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  York  not  «igree  with  me  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  went  to  the  very  heart  of  the 
problem  before  the  Senate  when  he  asked 
this  question  a  few  minutes  ago:  Do  we 
not  have  an  obligation  to  confirm  as  the 
administrator  of  a  congressional  act 
somecme  who,  on  the  record,  ts  at  least 
friendly  to  the  act?  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator agree  with  me  that  that  goes  to  the 
very  heart  of  the  problem? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  make  It  verr 
clear  that  my  feeling  is  that  it  would  be 
unfortunate,  mif&ir,  and  unwise  to  ap- 
point anyone  to  administer  an  act  of 
Ck)ngress  who  was  unfriendly  to  the  act, 
as  this  man  has  clearly  indicated  he  is. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Z3oes  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  if  we  think  the  act  ought 
to  t>e  repealed,  modified,  or  emasculated, 
we  ought  to  do  it  ourselves,  and  not  ap- 
point someone  who  has  a  record  such  as 
the  Senator  has  Just  indicated,  and  who 
obviously  is  so  biased  that  we  could  take 
judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  he  could 
not  possibly  administer  the  act  within 
its  spirit  and  intent? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  agree  fully,  of  course, 
with  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Oregon.  This  man  has  shown  by  his 
words  and  actions  that  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly evaluate  or  appraise  this  law  in 
any  objective  manner.  Therefore  he 
certainly  could  not  give  advice  to  the 
Congress  which  would  be  of  any  value,  or 
which  could  possibly  be  considered  en- 
tirely disinterested. 

Ml-.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  will  fur- 
ther jrield,  let  us  consider  a  question  or 
two  dealing  with  the  very  type  of  objec- 
tions and  criticisms  which  Mr.  Cole  has 
made  with  respect  to  this  act. 

The  Senator  from  New  York,  in  his 
many  years  of  distinguished  service  in 
public  life,  particularly  during  his  gov- 
ernorship of  the  State  of  New  York,  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  problem  of 
better  housing  for  the  little  people  of 
America.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  that  when  we  help  the 
so-called  little  people,  the  people  of 
small  means  whose  home  environments 
are  pitiful,  to  live  in  decent  homes,  we 
make  bad  Americans  out  of  them,  or  good 
Americans? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course,  we  seek  to 
make  good  Americans  out  of  them.  I 
think  the  great  test  of  a  man's  public 
service  Is  his  effort  to  raise  the  standard 
of  living  of  those  citizens  who  unfor- 
tunately have  not  been  privileged  to  the 
same  degree  that  many  of  their  fellows 
have  been  privileged.  There  are  htm- 
dreds  of  thousands  of  such  people  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  are  many  thousands  of  them 
in  the  State  so  ably  represented  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  This  nominee,  accord- 
ing to  the  quotations  which  the  Senator 
from  New  York  has  just  read,  sas^s  In  ef- 
fect that  the  kind  of  housing  program 
provided  by  the  law  is  a  threat  to  Amer- 
icanism. Is  that  not  the  position  of  the 
nominee? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly  he  has  taken 
that  position.  He  goes  even  further  and 
says  with  a  rhetorical  flourish  that  the 
public  housing  program — I  am  now  quot- 
ing Mr.  Cole — "is  a  thread  which  may 
become  so  strong  as  to  strangle  the  peo- 
ple of  America." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  York  agree  with  me  that  undesir- 
able housing  conditions,  such  as  the  type 
of  housing  one  observes  in  certain  areas 
of  Washington,  D.  C^  which  are  in- 
habited by  our  Negro  population,  and 
some  of  which  are  within  a  few  blocks 
of  the  Capitol  itself — filthy,  unsanitary, 
and  inadequate — constitute  conditions 
and  environments  in  which  Communists 
like  to  work? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  absolutely  right. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  it  at  all  that 
such    conditions    present    very    fertile 
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ground  for  the  development  of  Com- 
munists. These  conditions  constitute 
some  of  our  most  dangerous  breeding 
grounds  of  commimism. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  York  agree  with  me  that  the  im- 
provement of  such  conditions  by  the 
Government  through  a  public  housing 
program,  with  the  building  done  by  pri- 
vate contractors,  which  apparently  Mr. 
Cole  is  completely  overlooking — and  they 
do  not  lose  any  money  by  that  kind  of 
construction  work — not  only  makes  bet- 
ter Americans  out  of  such  people,  but 
helps  us  to  strike  an  effective  body  blow 
at  Communist  propaganda  in  the  United 
States?  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  fully  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  What  partic- 
ulary  interested  me  in  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Cole  before  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency— and  I  might  say  that 
I  was  prevented  by  a  cold  from  attending 
the  hearings,  but  I  read  the  report  very 
carefully — was  that  he  said  he  was  not 
against  some  slum  clearance.  However, 
he  did  not  explain  how  one  could  pos- 
sibly provide  slum  clearance  without 
making  some  reasonable  provision  for 
better  public  housing,  in  which  the  peo- 
ple who  are  removed  from  the  slums 
could  be  lodged. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  New  York  will  join  with  me  in  try- 
ing— and  I  underline  the  word  trying — 
to  get  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  nomi- 
nation. I  have  failed  on  several  oc- 
casions to  get  the  Senate  on  record  on 
other  issues.  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to 
have  a  year-and-nay  vote  on  this  nomi- 
nation. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Before  I  conclude  my 
remarks  I  will  certainly  ask  for  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  the  nomination. 

I  want  to  thank  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Oregon,  and  to  say  that  I 
am  in  complete  agreement  with  him.  I 
am  sure  we  will  have  a  great  deal  more 
to  say  about  he  issue  before  the  end  of 
the  afternoon. 

I  quote  another  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Cole  in  reference  to  housing  legisla- 
tion: 

I  oppoee  the  bill  because  I  feel  It  la 
discriminatory  between  all  types  of 
people  •  •  •.  I  intend  to  oppose  the  bill  on 
that  baalB. 

The  source  of  that  quotation  is  the 
hearings  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  House  of  Representatives. 
81st  Congress,  H.  R.  4009,  April-May 
1949. 

The  second  of  my  reasons  for  oppos- 
ing the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Cole  is  the 
firm  belief  that  no  sincere  and  honest 
man.  and  I  believe  Mr.  Cole  to  be  both 
sincere  and  honest,  can.  contrary  to  his 
sincere  convictions,  efHciently  carry  out 
and  administer  a  program  to  which  he  is 
unalterafaly  opposed.  With  the  back- 
ground of  his  expressed  views  and  his 
votes,  we  cannot  expect  Mr.  Cole  to  seek 
to  Justify  a  substantial  program  of  pub- 
lic housing  units  for  the  next  year  and 
the  years  that  lie  ahead.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  print  the  voting  record 
of  Mr.  Cole  on  the  Issue  of  low-rent  pub- 
lic housing. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  voting 
record  was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
RicoRO,  as  follows: 

Voting  record  of  Hon.  Albert  M.  Cole  on  issue 
of  low-rent  jrublic  housing 


Issue 


Mr.  Cole's  vote 


June  29,  1»49:  Rees  (Republican,  Kan- 
sas) amendment  to  strike  public 
housing  title  from  the  Housing  Act  of 
1940.  (I>ublic  bousing  won,  aos  to 
204.) 

June  29,  1949:  Final  passage  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949.  (Passed,  228 
to  185.) 

May  4,  1951:  Ooesett  (Democrat,  Tex- 
as) amendment  to  re<luce  public 
housing  .starts  to  5,000  for  fiscal  year 
1952.     (Passed.  181  to  113.) 

July  25,  1951:  \'ot«  to  recommit  inde- 
pendent ofnc«?s  appropriation  bill 
with  instructions  to  re<luce  public 
housing  starts  to  5.000  units. 
(Passed,  1>«  to  ISfi.) 

Aug.  15,  1951:  Second  vote  to  recom- 
mit indei)endent  offices  appropria- 
tion bill  with  instructions  to  reiluce 
public  housmg  starts  to  5.0UU  units. 
(Defeated,  2116  to  IfiO.) 

Mar.  21,  1952  r;.^h°r  (Democrat, 
Texas)  amep  Jment  to  r«><luce  public 
housing  star  Us  to  5,000  luii's  for  fiscal 
ye^r  i^v»      (Pa.v«ed  Itrj  lo  168.) 

June  2*,  11'52  Vote  co  recommit  Inde- 
pem'efit  ofln^.^>^  appropriati^  ^n  bill  to 
coiif«renoe  w.i..  instruc'ion.s  to 
rediK*  piiblit.  l.ou.Hiiip  starts  to  S.CtU 
\xn'»  for  fiscal  ifu  I9ij.  (Pasited 
195  to  l.-'.^ 

July  2,  19.'  '•  Si'cond  voti>  to  recommit 
independ'  .it  o.tiix  ^  a(  (irnprmtion  bill 
to  (onf'ftnce  with  instructions  to 
reduce  public  hou.sing  start.s  to  5,000 
units  f.T  rtscaJ  year  1953.  (Defeated 
193  to  :t>).; 


For  the  amend- 
ment;against 
public  bou>- 
Ing. 

Against 


For  the  amend- 
ment;agiiinst 

Cublic   bous- 
ig. 
Recorded    as 
not  voting. 


For  recomm  it- 
till:  agninst 
public  hous- 
ing. 

For  the  amend- 
ment: again.st 
public  bous- 
ing. 

For  recommit- 
tal: against 
public  hous- 
ing. 


Recorded  as 

uut  VoliXJig. 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  will  be  seen  from 
the  voting  record  that  Mr.  Cole  voted 
against  the  appropriation  for  a  substan- 
tial number  of  public  housing  starts.  He 
voted  to  cut  the  public  housing  program 
down  to  5,000  units,  which,  of  course, 
was  Just  a  way  of  killing  the  public  hous- 
ing program  altogether. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  shall  vote  to  con- 
firm the  nomination  of  Mr.  Cole,  but  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  agree  with  me  that  on  the  in- 
dependent ofiflces  appropriation  bill  I  had 
to  fight  for  a  long  time  in  order  to  have 
justice  done  to  the  poor  people  of  our 
country.  That  was  in  connection  with 
the  Independent  offlces  appropriation 
bill,  however,  not  in  connection  with  the 
bill  before  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  will  agree  with  that  statement,  I 
assimie. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes;  I  show  what  the 
situation  was  with  respect  to  Mr.  Cole's 
voting  record. 

Mr.   MAYBANK.     Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  may 
say  that  I  shall  always  recall  with  a 
great  deal  of  gratitude  and  appreciation 
the  yeoman  service  performed  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Maybank]  in  behalf  of  the 
public  housing  program.  The  President 
of  the  United  States  had  recommended 
funds  for  75,000  public  housing  unit., 
which  was  still  below  the  authorized 
level.  The  House  cut  the  amount  to  5,000 
units.  The  bill  came  to  the  Senate  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  re- 
call that  I  introduced  an  amendment 
raising  the  number  to  50,000  units.    The 


Senator  from  South  Carolina  went  along 
with  the  amendment,  but  he  was  very 
frank  to  say  that  when  the  bill  got  to 
the  House  he  did  not  believe  the  House 
would  sustain  the  50.000-unIt  appro- 
priation. 

When  the  bill  was  sent  to  conference, 
because  of  the  Inspired  leadership  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina the  number  of  units  was  set  at 
35.000. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  Cole  sought  In 
every  way  to  cut  the  number  to  5.000 
units. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  want  It  understood 
that  It  was  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  that  voted  for  the  35.000  units. 
I  was  chairman  of  the  conference  com- 
mittee, and  I  went  along  with  what  the 
Senate  did. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senate  did  It.  but 
the  Senate  certainly  was  very  much  In- 
spired by  the  leadership  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  with  regard  to  the 
public  housing  program. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  wlU 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  legislation  to 
which  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  re- 
ferring was  in  connection  with  appropri- 
ations before  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, not  in  connection  with  a  bill 
before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  Involving  authorizations. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes.  In  the  voting 
record  of  Mr.  Cole  there  is  included  his 
vote  in  the  House  on  the  bill  itself,  and 
also  his  vote  on  the  appropriation,  when 
there  was  a  move  to  reduce,  to  commit, 
and  to  recommit  the  bill.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  read  the  voting  record  If 
there  is  any  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  I  did  not  wish  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  do  so. 
I  wish  to  say  further  that  In  the  hear- 
ings before  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  Mr.  Cole  made  it  crystal 
clear  that  his  views  remained  unchanged 
and  that  his  opposition  was  fundamental 
and  just  as  strong  as  it  was  in  1949. 

Of  course,  he  indicated  that,  as  head 
of  the  agency,  he  would  seek  to  carry  out 
the  law.  However,  he  also  made  it  very 
clear,  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
MoRsi)  has  pointed  out.  that  his  opposi- 
tion was  just  as  strong  as  it  had  been 
in  1949  and.  while  he  would  feel  himself 
bound  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
law,  he  would  not  change  his  sentiments 
at  all.  I  maintain  that  no  man  can  pos- 
sibly have  the  sentiments  that  Mr.  Cole 
has  had  for  several  years,  and  apparently 
still  has — and  I  base  that  assertion  on 
the  testimony  before  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency— and  handle  this 
complex,  important,  and  intricate  ques- 
tion of  housing  in  an  objective  manner. 
That,  as  I  have  said,  is  one  of  the  rea- 
sons why  I  certainly  feel  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  confirmation  of  the  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  with  the  strong,  force- 
ful, and  consistent  record  which  Mr. 
Cole  has  made  in  opposition  to  public 
housing,  can  he  or  any  other  man  having 
his  convictions  now  say  he  is  In  favor 
of  a  program  which  he  once  said,  "may 
become  so  strong  as  to  strangle  America." 
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In  my  opinion  he  never  can  and  he  never 
will.  While  I  respect  him  for  maintain- 
ing his  position.  I  am  very  fearful  that 
his  long-held  views  and  opposition  now 
will  lead  to  deemphasis  and  curtailment 
of  the  public  housing  program,  if  not  its 
eventual  liquidation. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  believe  that 
our  public -housing  program  Is  still  vital- 
ly needed,  because  it  is  essential  to  many 
large  groups  In  my  State,  as  well  as  in 
many  other  parts  of  the  Nation,  and  be- 
cause I  believe  the  present  nominee  Is 
barred  from  effective  administration  of 
the  public-housing  program  by  sincerely 
held  beliefs  and  opinions.  I  must  oppose 
confirmation  of  this  nomination.  I  could 
not  in  good  conscience  do  otherwise. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  be  had  on  the  question  of  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nominati  hi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair).  Is  there  a  sufficient  sec- 
ond? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  take  a  few  minutes  to  make 
known  my  opposition  to  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Cole  as  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator. 

I  believe  the  record  has  been  made 
abundantly  clear,  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  (Mr.  Morse]  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  as  to 
why  confirmation  of  this  nomination 
should  be  opposed. 

Some  time  ago.  when  I  was  Informed 
that  the  President  was  to  nominate  Mr. 
Cole  to  be  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Administrator.  I  said  it  was  "like  putting 
a  fox  in  charge  of  a  chicken  coop."  Mr. 
President.  In  that  parlance  I  have  Indi- 
cated that  to  put  Mr.  Cole  in  charge  of 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency. 
In  view  of  his  record  of  firm  opposition  to 
the  objectives  and  purposes  of  that 
Agency,  would  be  to  put  in  charge  some- 
one who  would  see  that  it  is  no  longer  an 
active  agency  and  fimction  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  believe  the  record  Is  crystal  clear 
that  Mr.  Cole  does  not  believe  in  public 
housing.  I  believe  the  record  is  equally 
clear  that  Mr.  Cole  has  advocated  the 
views  of  those  throughout  the  United 
States  who  have  been  the  opponents  of 
Federal  assistance  for  low -rent  public 
housing  and  slum  clearance.  I  further 
believe  the  record  is  crystal  clear  that 
Mr.  Cole's  nomination  is  being  most  vo- 
ciferously and  actively  supported  by  the 
lending  institutions,  the  private  con- 
tractors, and  the  private  building  indus- 
try in  the  United  States  who,  again,  have 
a  record  of  firm  opposition  to  public 
housing. 

I  do  not  believe  It  Is  necessary  at  this 
time  to  debate  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  policy  of  the  United  States  in 
reference  to  the  housing  program.  The 
national  policy  is  embodied  in  the  Hous- 
ing Act  of  1949.  It  is  a  comprehensive, 
inclusive  policy  which  represents  such 
factors  as  the  Federal  Housing  Admin- 
istration, mortgage  guaranties  to  pri- 
vate builders,  technical  research  for  the 
building  Industry,  slum  clearance,  re- 
development programs,  community  re- 
development, public  housing,  and  farm 
housing. 


How  did  Mr.  Cole,  when  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, vote  on  this  measure?  How  did 
Mr.  Cole,  the  present  nominee,  the  po- 
tential, new  Administrator  of  the  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency,  vote, 
when  he  was  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  not  just  on  the  pub- 
lic housing  aspects  of  the  Housing  Act. 
but  on  the  total  bill?  I  have  before  me 
the  record,  and  I  am  informed  by  the 
weekly  report  of  the  Congressional 
Quarterly,  for  the  week  ending  March  6, 
1953,  on  page  297,  as  follows: 

During  consideration  In  1949  of  the  first 
major  postwar  public  housing  and  slum- 
clearance  bill,  Cole  supported  an  amendment 
to  delete  the  low-rent  public  housing  provi- 
sion: voted  for  recommittal  of  the  blU,  and 
against  final  passage. 

Mr.  President,  that  Indicates  to  me 
that  this  gentleman,  with  all  of  his  many 
fine  attributes  and  assets — and  I  am  not 
contesting  his  sincerity  nor  his  integ- 
rity of  purpose — is  opposed  to  the  basic 
housing  policy  of  the  Nation  as  adopted 
by  the  Congress  in  1949. 

If  Congress  wishes  to  open  again  the 
entire  matter  of  that  policy,  then,  in- 
deed, we  shall  have  an  opportunity  to 
reeaxamine  the  qualifications  of  Mr. 
Cole. 

But  today  we  have  a  housing  policy 
and  a  housing  program.  The  present 
nominee,  whose  nomination  is  before  us 
this  afternoon,  has  been  unalterably  op- 
posed to  every  a§F>ect  of  that  program. 
He  voted  against  final  passage  of  the 
bill,  despite  the  fact  that  he  had  an  op- 
portunity to  place  himself  clearly  on 
record  when  he  voted  on  the  public 
housing  aspects  of  the  bill,  in  a  separate 
amendment  submitted  in  1949.  Fur- 
thermore, not  only  did  Mr.  Cole  take  a 
negative  position  in  1949.  but,  as  has 
been  revealed  by  his  voting  record,  which 
was  submitted  to  us  today  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  [Mr,  Lehman],  in 
every  instance,  whenever  there  was  an 
appropriation  request  for  housing,  Mr. 
Cole  voted  to  reduce  the  amount  of  the 
appropriation;  he  voted,  in  fact,  to 
emasculate  the  housing  program  by 
withholding  the  necessary  funds. 

In  fact,  anain  according  to  the  Con- 
gressional Quarterly,  in  1951  Mr.  Cole 
not  only  voted  to  cut  down  the  amount 
of  the  appropriation,  but  voted  to  take 
away  the  right  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, in  the  1951  Defense  Housing  Act, 
to  acquire  land  in  isolated  areas  for  de- 
velopments in  connection  with  defense 
Installations.  So  even  when  defense  in- 
stallations were  involved,  Mr.  Cole  said, 
"No";  he  said  there  should  be  no  Fed- 
eral housing  whatsoever  even  in  defense 
areas  where  there  was  a  definite  need  for 
such  activity. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senate  consider  this  question:  What  is 
the  housing  policy  of  the  new  adminis- 
tration? 

I  ask  the  new  administration  whether 
Its  housing  policy  is  the  policy  of  the 
nominee  whose  nomination  has  been 
submitted  to  us.  If  it  is.  then  I  ask  the 
new  administration  to  have  the  courage 
to  say  that  the  housing  policy,  as  we 
know  it  now.  is  done. 

The  only  way  we  can  ascertain  what 
Is  the  housing  policy  of  the  new  admin- 


istration is  by  means  of  the  nominations 
that  are  submitted  to  us. 

The  present  nominee  has  made  his 
position  perfectly  clear,  for  he  is  an  hon- 
orable man.  However,  I  disagree  with 
him  on  this  issue. 

The  nominee  has  said  he  has  an  open 
mind;  he  has  said  he  would  make  a 
study  of  the  situation  and  of  what 
should  be  done  on  the  housing  issue. 
However,  I  understand  that  there  are 
other  views  on  this  matter.  For  exam- 
ple, I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  an  As- 
sociated Press  dispatch  which  relates  to 
inquiries  made  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft].  The  inquiries  were 
made  on  March  2.  1953.  I  believe.  At 
that  time  the  Senator  from  Ohio  was 
quoted  as  follows: 

Taft  said  he  had  recommended  to  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  that  an  administrator  be 
chosen  who  had  no  record  on  housing  Issues 
but  was  satisfied  that  Cole  would  do  a  good 
Job. 

"I  suggested  to  the  President  that  he  ap- 
point someone  with  the  understanding  ho 
would  have  6  months  to  study  the  situation 
and  recommend  what  should  be  done  with 
the  housing  agency,"  Tatt  said. 

He  noted  that  public  housing,  finance  and 
loan  divisions  of  the  overall  agency  are  self- 
operating.  He  said  It  might  be  well  to  trans- 
fer some  of  them  under  the  wing  of  other 
departments,  adding: 

"I  don't  think  we  need  a  Home  and  Hous- 
ing Administration  at  all,"  Taft  said. 

Although  Taft  Indicated  he  doesn't  believe 
Cole  has  been  Instructed  to  make  such  a 
survey  as  the  Ohloan  suggested,  the  Senator 
said  Eisenhower  has  reserved  to  himself  and 
Congress  the  decision  on  the  future  of  the 
organization. 

Mr.  President.  I  submit  this  raises  the 
entire  issue  as  to  what  the  situation  is  in 
the  case  of  the  Housing  and  Home  Fi- 
nance Agency.  Shall  it  remain  as  an 
autonomous  agency,  an  independent 
agency?  Or  shall  its  functions  be  incor- 
porated in  those  of  other  departments  or 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government? 
What  shall  be  the  context  of  the  pro- 
gram? 

The  program  was  brilliantly  defended 
In  the  Senate  by  Senators  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle.  One  of  the  most  brilliant 
defenders  of  the  program,  and  one  who 
gave  the  classic  rationale  in  the  case  of 
hoiising,  as  we  have  it,  was  the  Senator 
from  Ohio.  The  entire  housing  program 
as  it  is  now  developed  was  an  accepted 
part  of  the  governmental  machinery  and 
program  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

Yet  I  see  in  this  nomination  the  begin- 
ning of  a  change  in  the  basic  housing 
policy  of  the  Congress  and  of  the  Nation, 
and  I  submit  that  in  this  instance  that 
change  is  coming  in  the  back  door. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Is  there  in  the  record 
anything  to  indicate  that  Mr.  Cole  would 
request  in  good  faith,  at  appropriate 
times,  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  suf- 
ficient funds  to  permit  the  carrying  out 
of  a  public-housing  program?  I  believe 
that  question  goes  to  the  heart  of  the  dis- 
cussion here  todaji. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  for  that  question. 
It  indeed  goes  to  the  heart  of  the  matter. 
In  fact,  I  was  about  to  address  myself 
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to  that  very  problem.  What  are  the 
prerogatives,  what  are  the  responsibili- 
ties, what  are  the  duties,  what  are  the 
privileges  of  an  administrator  of  an 
agency?  An  raisympathetic  administra- 
tor can  see  that  an  agency  dies  by  lack 
of  economic  blood  plasma  to  keep  it  alive. 
There  are  many  ways  to  kill  off  legisla- 
tion. It  is  imnecessary  to  repeal  it. 
Sometimes  it  is  merely  allowed  to  wither 
away,  and  it  just  dies  out.  After  all. 
the  body  politic  needs  some  siistenance, 
too,  and  if  a  housing  agency  does  not 
get  the  funds  with  which  to  carry  on 
its  program  it  does,  and  its  program  dies. 
The  Senator  from  Washington  is  emi- 
nently correct  in  the  question  he  asks, 
which  has  an  automatic  answer:  Indeed, 
it  is  self-answering.  The  truth  Is  that 
Mr.  Cole  has  been  unsympathetic  toward 
the  purposes  of  this  act,  and  an  admin- 
istrator unsympathetic  to  the  purposes 
of  the  act  could  readily,  easily,  and  ef- 
fectively choke  off  the  whole  program 
by  simply  not  requesting  from  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget,  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  from  the  commit- 
tees of  the  Congress,  the  funds  with 
which  to  carry  it  out.  And,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, "by  their  fruits  ye  shall  know 
them."  Had  the  Housing  Administra- 
tion found  it  necessary  to  live  on  the 
criunbs  that  were  to  be  dropped  into  its 
mouth  for  sustenance  by  ex-Representa- 
tive Cole,  it  would  be  a  victim  of  politi- 
cal malnutrition  and  economic  emacia- 
tion. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  served  with  Mr.  Cole 
In  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  I 
have  a  very  high  regard  for  his  honesty, 
integrity,  and  ability.  But  I  am  greatly 
concerned  as  to  whether  he  would  in 
good  faith  request  funds  with  which  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  law.  I 
understand  he  has  testified  that  he  will 
live  up  to  the  law.  Of  course,  he  takes 
an  oath  to  do  that,  but  I  submit  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  that  that  is  not 
sufHcient.  I  think  the  Senate  has  a  right 
to  know  whether  he  will  do  so  in  good 
faith.  It  would  occur  to  me  that  good 
faith  would  Include  a  willingness  on  his 
part  to  request  funds  adequate  to  carry 
on  a  definite  public -housing  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  reply  to  the 
Senator  by  quoting  from  page  20  of  the 
testimony  as  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  on  the  nomi- 
nation of  Albert  M.  Cole.  Beginning 
with  the  concluding  sentence  of  a  ques- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  ,  I  read  from  page  20: 

An  unsympathetic  administrator  can  al- 
ways put  roadblocks  In  the  way  of  speciflc 
projects  on  the  grounds  that  the  site  Is  not 
suitable  or  that  this  or  that  Is  not  suitable. 

Mr.  Cou.  I  understand. 

Senator  Hovolas.  And  therefore,  In  effect. 
be  can  prevent  the  will  of  Congress  from 
being  carried  out. 

Mr.  OoLx.  I  would  agree  that  It  could  be 
done  that  way. 

Senator  Douglas.  This^  Is  really  the  doubt 
that  has  concerned  me  ever  since  your  name 
came  up:  Can  an  honest  man — and  you  are 
an  honest  man — who  Is  sincerely  doubtful 
about  or  disbelieving  In  public  bousing,  put 
aside  his  honest  opposition  when  these  ad- 
xnlnlstrative  decisions  come  up? 


Mr.  CoLK.  I  do  not  know.  How  could  I 
know?  All  I  know  U  what  I  think.  If  I  say 
to  you  I  am  a  sincere  man.  what  dues  tiiat 
mean? 

Senator  Douglas.  If  you  were  not  a  sin- 
cere man.  it  might  be  easier  foi  you  because 
you  might  then  bend  to  the  storm  and  ap- 
prove these  projects,  even  though  you  did  not 
believe  in  them.  But  being  a  sincere  man, 
and  not  believing  in  these  projects,  can  you 
really  facilitate  them?  It  is  that  which  wor- 
ries me. 

Mr.  COLX.  I  think  so.  but  how  can  I  tell 
you.     I  do  not  know.     I  think  I  can. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  about  as  definite. 
I  may  say,  as  a  woman's  fancy  about 
next  year's  fashions.  There  is  simply  no 
definiteness  whatever  to  these  answers. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  If  Mr.  Cole  should 
fail  to  request  funds  for  new  projects,  he 
would  not  have  a  housing  program  to  be- 
lieve in,  would  he? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  believe  he  refers  to 
his  belief  in  the  law,  but  I  think  there 
at  least  should  be  some  aflBrmative  state- 
ment in  the  record  which  would  indicate 
that  he  is  not  only  willing  to  carry  out 
the  law,  but  is  also  willing  to  act  in 
good  faith,  and  will  request  appropriate 
funds  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
from  time  to  time  as  the  need  arises.  I 
have  been  unable  to  find  anything  in  the 
record  which  woulc*  indicate  that  he  will 
do  that. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  supported  all  of 
the  President's  nominees  to  date.  I 
should  like  to  support  this  nomination. 
Prom  the  record  thus  far,  I  have  a  se- 
rious question  in  my  mind  as  to  whether 
the  nominee  can  act  in  good  faith  and 
carry  out  not  only  the  law  but  the  spirit 
of  the  law  as  intended  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  when  it  was  passed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  will  yield  In  a 
moment. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  acted  in  the 
same  spirit  which  the  Senator  from 
Washington  has  announced.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committees  of  this  Congress, 
I  have  supported  nominees  of  the  Presi- 
dent, many  of  the  nominees  holding  per- 
sonal political  views  with  which  I  might 
disagree.  But  they  have  no  congres- 
sional voting  record.  They  have  made 
statements,  but  I  have  found  out  in  just 
a  short  experience  in  public  life  that 
statements  are  one  thing,  but  the  roll- 
call  vote  is  another.  One  cannot  vote 
"maybe"  around  here.  He  votes  either 
yes  or  no.  And  I  notice  that  Mr.  Cole 
did  not  vote  "maybe"  either.  As  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  Kansas, 
his  voting  was  perfectly  clear  and  forth- 
right. One  does  not  have  to  have  a  Phi 
Beta  Kappa  key  or  a  master's  degree 
in  public  housing  legislation  in  order  to 
find  out  where  this  gentleman  stands. 
He  is  opposed  to  it.  I  respect  his  posi- 
tion. I  disagree  with  it,  but  I  respect 
the  integrity  of  his  position.  But,  Mr. 
President,  eis  I  said  a  moment  ago,  this 
would  be  like  putting  a  fox  in  charge 
of  a  chicken  coop.  The  fox  makes  no 
secret  as  to  what  his  desire  is  in  regard 
to  the  chickens.  Mr.  Cole  leaves  no 
doubt  at  all  as  to  what  he  believes  about 
the  housing  program. 


I  am  not  influenced  at  all  by  the  fact 
that  he  says  he  will  obey  the  law.  This 
Is  like  asking  a  schoolboy.  "Won't  you 
attend  school?"  when  there  are  com- 
pulsory attendance  laws  on  the  books. 
Of  course,  he  will  attend  school;  he  must 
When  a  man  takes  an  oath  of  office,  say- 
ing that  he  will  uphold,  support,  and 
defend  the  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of 
the  land — of  course  he  will.  But.  Mr. 
President,  there  Is  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
ference as  to  how  it  Ls  done.  It  depends 
upon  the  vigilance  of  the  administration. 
It  depends  upon  the  enthusiasm,  the 
spirit  of  the  administration.  I  am  fear- 
ful that  in  this  instance  the  flesh  is  not 
only  weak,  but  that  the  spirit  Is  weak 
also;  and  therefore  I  say  it  would  be 
wrong  to  confirm  this  appointment  It 
would  be  wrong,  if  I  am  to  believe  what 
I  was  told  and  what  the  American 
people  were  told  during  the  great  cam- 
paign, that  these  great  social  programs 
were  to  go  on.  I  say.  Mr.  President,  that 
today  the  cities  of  America  are  sick — sick 
with  slums,  sick  with  tenements,  sick 
with  disease  in  their  underprivileged 
areas. 

I  further  say.  Mr.  President,  that  no 
program  has  ever  been  brought  to  the 
Congress  that  has  a  better  alternative 
than  the  one  we  have  for  cleaning  out 
the  slums  and  relieving  the  grief  and  the 
suffering  of  those  who  live  in  the  tene- 
ment and  slum  districts  of  American 
cities — all  the  talk  about  privately 
financed  housing,  all  the  talk  about  free- 
enterprise  housing,  still  does  not  give  the 
needy  a  decent  place  in  which  to  live.  Oo 
over  the  cities  of  America  and  see  what 
has  been  done  in  the  matter  of  public 
housing.  Go  to  the  cities  where  there  is 
no  public  housing,  and  see  the  degrada- 
tion, the  slums,  the  social  cancer  that 
grows  in  their  midst.  I  do  not  intend  to 
be  a  party  to  repudiating  the  public 
hoiising  program  by  voting  to  confirm 
the  nomination  of  someone  who  is  going 
to  see  to  it  that  it  is  not  effective.  Mr. 
Cole  as  an  honorable  citizen,  cannot 
possibly  make  it  effective,  because  his 
whole  public  life  has  been  dedicated 
against  its  effectiveness.  He  does  not  be- 
lieve in  it  I  respect  his  belief,  but,  Mr. 
President,  that  is  the  wrong  type  of  man 
to  have  in  charge  of  a  program  such  as 
this. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Kansas.  I  believe  I 
should. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  I  believe  he  made  the 
statement  that  Mr,  Cole  was  opposed 
to  public  housing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  In  that  connection. 
I  desire  to  cite  page  20  of  the  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  on  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Cole.    I  read: 

Senator  Douglas.  That  being  so.  I  do  not 
know  what  your  conclusion  Is,  but  my  con- 
clusion is  that  you  cannot  take  care  of  all  of 
those  people  under  private  housing  and  that 
you  need  some  public  housing  to  help  pro- 
vide decently  for  the  families  and  the  kids 
who  are  ousted  in  the  process  of  slum  clear- 
ance. 

Mr.  Cole.  I  think  it  is  possible  that  pri- 
vate enterprise  might  be  able  to  do  the  Job. 
It  has  never  been  tried.    That  is  No.  1.    No.  2 
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Is,  again,  1  am  not  opposed  to  public  hous- 
ing, as  such,  or  shall  I  put  It  in  another  way: 
I  am  not  opposed  to  the  assistance  of  low- 
Income  people  to  obtain  low-rental  units. 
That  assistance.  If  It  should  come  through 
the  Federal  Government,  that  Is  fine.  I 
would  like  to  localize  It  as  much  as  possible, 
however.  I  think  too  much  of  it  has  been 
centered  In  Washington. 

Again,  I  am  trying  to  say  It  is  a  question  of 
how  we  would  do  It,  rather  than  whether  it 
be  done. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas.  But  I  suggest  to  him 
that  he  read  the  next  page.  On  the  next 
page  there  occurred  the  following  col- 
loquy between  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Douglas]  and  Mr.  Cole: 

Senator  Douglas.  Generally,  you  want 
someone  who  Is  sympathetic  with  the  pur- 
pose of  a  title,  to  administer  that  title.  That 
is  the  point. 

Mr.  CoL«.  If  I  were  completely  unsympa- 
thetic with  the  need  to  help  low-Income 
people  obtain  low-rental  units,  yes.  I  am 
saying  to  you  I  am  not.  I  am  not  only  not 
unsympathetic,  I  am  tremendously  Inter- 
ested In  securing  that  sort  of  thing.  I  am 
saying  that  very  positively.  That  I  can  say. 
and  that  I  can  say  In  all  sincerity. 

Senator  Douglas.  Are  you  sympathetic  to 
having  their  needs  met.  in  part  at  least, 
through  public  housing? 

Mr.  Cole.  Through  a  form  of  public  as- 
sistance, yes. 

Senator  Douglas.  And  assistance  so  that 
they  could  pay  their  rents  privately? 

Mr.  Cole.  I  do  not  mean  to  put  them  In 
welfare  programs.  I  believe  there  Is  a  way 
we  can  expand  the  program. 

Senator  Douglas.  Without  public  housing? 

Mr.  Cole.  The  term  "public  housing"  I 
still  do  not  like. 

Senator  Douglas.  Well,  It  happens  to  be 
In  the  act. 

Mr.  CoL«.  Well,  maybe  it  la.  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  this  is 
not  in  the  realm  of  theory.  We  are  talk- 
ing of  reality.  We  have  a  law  which  was 
hotly  debated  in  the  80th  Congress,  the 
81st  Congress,  and  other  Congresses. 
We  have  had  a  Federal  Housing  Act  since 
1937.  It  is  not  new.  The  law  is  per- 
fectly clear.  It  states  exactly  what  the 
objectives  of  our  Government  are  to  be 
In  the  field  of  housing,  both  private  and 
public.  Mr.  Cole  is  not  in  support  of 
that  law.  We  can  give  all  the  explana- 
tions we  want  to.  and  I  know  we  try  to 
do  so,  but  sometimes  we  have  to  express 
our  philosophy  in  one  word,  "Yes"  or 
"No."  The  "Yes"  and  "No"  votes  of  Mr. 
Cole  are  crystal  clear. 

In  1949  he  supported  an  amendment 
to  estimate  the  public-housing  provi- 
sion of  the  law. 

Second,  he  supported  an  amendment  to 
send  the  bill  back  to  committee,  which 
is  a  gentlemanly  way  of  killing  a  bill. 

Third,  he  voted  against  final  passage. 

Frequently  someone  votes  against  cer- 
tain amendments  to  make  his  position 
perfectly  clear,  but  when  it  comes  to  the 
final  vote  he  has  to  vote  for  a  housing 
program  or  no  housing  program.  What 
did  Mr.  Cole  do?  He  voted  for  no  hous- 
ing program.  He  cannot  erase  that 
from  the  record.  Furthermore,  Mr, 
President,  I  have  not  heard  him  repent 
for  what  I  consider  to  be  his  mistake. 
Prom  1949  to  1952  former  Representa- 
tive Cole  openly  and  vigorously  opposed 
Federal  assistance  in  the  field  of  housing 


or  any  low-rent,  low-income   housing. 
That  is  his  record. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mirmesota  yield? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.     In  the  case  of  Mr. 
Cole  the  record  is  very  clear  with  regard 
to  his  point  of  view,  with  regard  to  his 
philosophy,  and  with  regard  to  his  policy 
in  connection  with  the  housing  bill.    His 
record  is  so  clear  that  there  can  be  no 
disagreement  with  reference   to   it     I 
placed  in  the  Record,  a  little  while  ago.  a 
memorandum  showing  the  votes  of  Mr. 
Cole  in  connection  with  public  housing. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  empha- 
sized that  record.    Mr.  Cole  voted  five 
times  to  cut  public  housing  down  to  a 
maximum  of  5.000  units.   That  is  merely 
a  token  number.    It  is  a  fraud  on  the 
public,  as  was  stated  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  when  the  appropriation  bill  was 
being  considered  2  years  ago.     It  is  a 
complete  fraud.    We  cannot  do  anything 
with  5.000  public-housing  units.    Such  a 
number  is  almost  as  valueless  as  no  pub- 
lic housing  whatsoever.    Yet  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  is  the  extent  to  which  Mr. 
Cole  was  willing  to  go.    He  talked  against 
a   larger   number  of   units.    He   voted 
against  an  appropriation  bill  provision 
which  allowed  a  larger  number  of  units 
when  we  in  the  Senate  raised  the  number 
to  35,000  units.    Even  that  number  would 
be  inadequate.    Mr.  Cole  must  know  that 
there  cannot  possibly  be  slum  clearance 
without  public -housing  units  into  which 
to  place  the  people  who  have  been  taken 
away  from  the  slum  areas. 

Mr.  Cole  also  spoke  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  against  the  research  features  of 
the  bill,  and  he  was  more  than  lukewarm 
against  the  farm  housing  features  of  the 
bill. 

There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we 
should  have  any  confidence  in  a  man  who 
has  taken  this  position  for  many  years 
and  still  maintains  it,  as  can  readily  be 
seen  in  the  report  of  the  hearings  before 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee. 
As  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey]  has  pointed  out.  there  has 
been  no  repentance  on  his  part  whatso- 
ever. To  place  this  man  in  such  an  im- 
portant position  would  be  analogous  to 
appointing  as  Secretary  of  Defense  a 
man  who  had  declared  himself  to  be 
hostile  to  air  power  and  to  the  Air  Forces, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  recognizes  the  impor- 
tance of  air  power  and  the  Air  Forces. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator's analogy  is  correct 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I 
commend  the  Senator  from  New  York 
on  using  the  term  "slum  clearance."  In 
the  days  when  Secretary  Ickes  had  a 
branch  in  his  ofBce  public  housing  was 
not  then  known  as  public  housing,  but 
as  slum  clearance.  The  reason  for  pub- 
lic housing  was  to  clear  slums  in  New 
York  or  Miimeapolis  or  wherever  they 
might  exist.  Slum  clearance  was  the 
issue  In  1933.  Last  year,  in  connection 
with  the  appropriations  for  independent 
offices  the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Douglas]  did  not  want  public  housing 
in  Chicago  unless  it  cleared  the  slums 
for  poor  people. 


I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  New  York 
brought  up  the  question  because,  from 
my  knowledge,  the  purpose  of  public 
housing  is  to  clear  the  slums  for  persons 
who  could  not  otherwise  afford  to  get 
out  of  slum  areas.  The  purpose  was  to 
put  the  people  back  near  their  jobs,  near 
the  point  at  which  they  worked. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  bad 
as  the  term  "pubhc  housing"  may  sound 
to  some  persons,  there  is  something  that 
is  much  worse,  namely,  the  filth,  the  de- 
cay, the  degradation,  the  poverty,  the  so- 
cial cancer  of  slums.  I  have  been  around 
the  cities  of  America  enough  to  know  the 
kinds  of  conditions  that  exist  in  some 
of  the  older  areas  of  our  great  metro- 
politan centers.  I  can  see  that  city  after 
city  is  suffering  financially,  politically, 
and  socially,  because  there  is  a  blight 
which  sets  in  and  spreads  like  a  vicious 
circle  to  consume  the  city.  The  facts 
are  crystal  clear.  We  talk  about  public 
housing  being  expensive.  Nothing  is 
more  expensive  than  slums.  We  talk 
about  the  hand  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment on  the  local  community.  Let  me 
say  that  the  hand  of  poverty  and  mis- 
ery is  much  worse  than  is  the  hand  of 
the  Government  of  the  people,  for  the 
people,  and  by  the  people. 

I  am  not  impressed  with  all  these 
arguments.  What  I  am  impressed  with 
is  the  need  for  an  effective  housing  pro- 
gram on  the  part  of  our  Government. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON. 
whether  there  has 
connection  with  the  very  important 
nomination  before  the  Senate  another 
subject  which  is  involved  in  it.  but 
whether  there  has  been  or  not.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  agree 
with  me  that  there  has  been  a  very  seri- 
ous trend  in  the  past  45  or  50  days,  on 
the  part  of  many  new  administrative 
officers,  to  raise  interest  rates.  I  read 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Cole,  and  although 
it  is  somewhat  vague  as  to  what  he  would 
do  about  the  rate  of  interest  for  veterans' 

housing,  which  is  4.25  percent 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  it  is  4  percent. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Four  percent:  I 
thank  the  Senator.  It  seems  to  me  from 
a  reading  of  Mr.  Cole's  testimony  that  he 
would  offer  no  resistance  whatsoever  to 
any  trend  toward  increasing  interest 
rates  on  veterans'  loans  or  FHA  loans  so 
they  would  be  anywhere  from  4  to  6  per- 
cent, the  limit  which  the  law  provides. 

That  is  .a  very  serious  matter  to  the 
average  person  who  may  be  buying  a 
small  home.  A  1 -percent  interest  rate 
increase  on  a  $10,000  home  would  mean 
$100  a  year.  A  2-percent  raise  would 
mean  $200  a  year,  or  between  $17.50  and 
$18  a  month.  If  that  is  extended  to  a 
20-year  payment.  It  will  be  found,  in 
some  cases,  that  when  the  interest  rate 
gets  above  5  percent,  the  person  who 
buys  a  small  home  will  have  paid  in  in- 
terest charges,  at  the  end  of  the  term, 
more  than  the  amount  of  principal. 

I  read  Mr.  Cole's  testimony.  I  wonder 
If  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  agree 
with  me  with  respect  to  it  In  answer  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee.  Mr.  Cole 
said  he  might  wait  for  an  ioquiry  on  the 


I  yield. 

I    do    not    know 
been   discussed   in 
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part  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Ciurency,  but  he  did  not  think  he 
ought  to  wait  more  than  30  days. 

A  very  rapid  rise  in  interest  rates  is 
Indicated,  and  I  think  the  trend  in  that 
direction  has  been  suiflciently  shown. 

I  know  Mr.  Cole,  and  I  agree  with  what 
Senators  have  said  about  his  frankness, 
honesty,  and  integrity.  But  I  am  afraid 
that  I  shall  have  to  oppose  confirmation 
of  his  nomination,  not  so  much  because 
of  his  position  in  regard  to  slum  clear- 
ance, as  because  of  what  I  think  is  a  very 
dangerous  trend,  so  far  as  the  average 
person  in  America  is  concerned,  namely, 
the  tendency  to  raise  interest  rates.  I 
think  such  a  trend  would  affect  the  little 
home  buyer  more  than  any  other  person 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  desire  to  thank 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  Cole  himself  did  not  limit  himself 
to  30  days.  In  all  fairness,  he  said,  in 
reference  to  the  matter  of  interest  rates, 
"Perhaps  30  days  is  a  little  bit  short"— 
and  possibly  it  is. 

On  page  23  of  the  testimony  or  report 
of  the  hearings,  it  will  be  found  that 
Mr.  Cole  was  very  cautions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  and  suggested  that 
no  precipitate  action  be  taken. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  wish  to  make 
merely  one  statement,  I  shall  vote  for 
the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Cole's  nomi- 
nation. Unless  I  am  wrong — and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  who  is  present  on  the 
floor  can  correct  me.  if  I  am — I  under- 
stood Mr.  Cole  to  state  that  he  would 
not  be  in  a  hurry  to  take  action  in  the 
matter  of  interest  rates. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  what  I 
just  stated. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  He  said  that  he 
would  report  back  to  the  committee  be- 
fore he  did  anything.  If  he  intends  to 
report  back  to  the  committee,  I  shall  be 
there,  together  with  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  when  he  reports  back 
about  increased  rates  of  interest. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  know  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  always 
been  opposed  to  raising  interest  rates  on 
Federal  housing. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course  I  have. 
I  will  go  further  and  pay  my  respects  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  DwoRSHAK]  who,  read  into  the 
Record  this  morning  the  interest  rates 
the  Government  is  paying  on  the  debt. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  raise 
the  interest  rate  on  housing  loans. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  From  reading  the 
record  of  Mr.  Cole's  testimony  with  re- 
spect to  increasing  the  rates  of  interest, 
it  seems  to  me  that  if  bankers  could  pre- 
vail upon  the  administration  to  have  a 
general  increase  in  Government  interest 
rates  as  well  as  other  interest  rates,  Mr, 
Cole,  as  Administrator  of  Federal  Hous- 
ing, would  surely  offer  no  opposition  to  a 
raise  in  interest  rates  on  veterans'  hous- 
ing or  PHA  housing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shaH  let  Mr. 
Coles  record  speak  for  itself.  It  is  a 
record  of  opposition  to  the  Housing  Act 
of  1949-»A  record  of  obstruction  to 
housinfsappropriations. 


Mr.  MAYB.1VNK.  If  the  rate  is  raised 
for  one  type  of  housing,  it  will  have  to  be 
raised  for  all.  We  cannot  have  one  rate 
for  agriculture,  another  for  the  Federal 
land  bank,  another  for  Federal  housing, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington  is  that  the 
record  with  respect  to  Mr.  Cole  speaks 
for  itself.  I  think  that  in  considering 
his  nomination,  it  is  not  necessary  to  go 
into  the  realm  of  conjectiire.  It  is  only 
necessary  to  go  into  the  realm  of  re- 
corded legislative  facts. 

In  the  area  of  interest  rates,  Mr.  Cole 
was  cautious.  He  said  he  did  not  think 
he  could  have  any  answers  before  30 
dasrs.  Moreover,  he  said  he  would  sure- 
ly consult  with  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

However,  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  MAYBANK]  has  just  suggested, 
once  a  start  is  made  in  adjusting  in- 
terest rates,  automatically  there  is  set 
into  effect  a  chain  of  events  which  may 
necessitate  the  raising  of  interest  rates 
in  other  areas  of  our  economy.  This  has 
already  started.  This  is  the  policy  of  the 
new  administration. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
sent  to  the  Senate  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Cole.  I  understand  that  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
by  a  split  vote,  has  concurred  in  that 
nomination.  It  is  my  intention  to  vote 
against  the  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion, primarily  because  Mr.  Cole  does  not 
represent,  on  the  basis  of  his  official 
record  and  in  his  statements  in  connec- 
tion with  matteis  of  policy  for  which  he 
has  stood,  the  purposes  and  objectives  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949. 

I  have  no  personal  comments  to  make 
about  Mr.  Cole  as  an  individual.  I  only 
say  his  views  are  not  similar  to  the  hous- 
ing policies  of  Congress,  which  were 
adopted  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
in  1949. 

I  think  that  Mr.  Cole's  nomination 
should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  Mr.  Cole 
is  an  outstanding  citizen.  Many  per- 
sons who  were  Members  of  the  House 
with  him  know  his  ability,  his  character 
and  his  courage.  I  am  quite  certain  they 
have  sincere  admiration  for  him.  despite 
the  fact  that  he  may  be  against  public 
housing. 

Mr.  Cole  has  been  nominated  to  be 
Administrator  ol  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency,  which  is  a  kind  of  over- 
riding organizition.  Originally  the 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  the  Federal 
Housing  Admini.stration.  and  the  Public 
Housing  Administration  were  separate 
and  independen-  organizations,  having 
different  purposes.  They  were  brought 
together  on  the  theory  that  all  housing 
agencies  should  be  consolidated  in  one 
organization.  Since  that  time  a  num- 
ber of  things  have  happened.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Housing  and  Home 
Fmance  Agency  has  built  up  much  too 
large  an  overhead  organization. 

In  the  second  place,  the  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  is  a  routine  operation 

Third  the  Federal  Housing  Adminis- 
tration has  relaxed  its  standards,  until 
today  it  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  at  all 
serving  the  pun)oses  which  it  was  in- 
tended it  should  serve. 


Of  course,  the  matter  of  the  adminis- 
itration  of  the  public  housing  policy  is  in 
dispute,  but  there  is  also  great  criticism 
of  the  manner  of  administration  of  the 
Public  Housing  Administration.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  man  nominated  to 
the  position  of  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator  will  have  the 
task  of  going  into  the  whole  question  of 
public  housing,  reporting  to  the  Presi- 
dent what  should  be  done. 

As  I  see  It,  the  question,  at  least  for 
the  present  is  one  of  administration.  In- 
cluding recommendations  which  may  be 
made  to  the  President  and  Congress,  de- 
signed to  improve  the  various  organiza- 
tions involved. 

The  Public  Housing  Administration 
and  the  Federal  Housing  Administration 
are  practically  autonomous  organiza- 
tions. The  head  of  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  is,  and  any  person  re- 
placing him  should  be,  a  public  hous- 
ing man.  Whoever  may  be  appointed  as 
head  of  the  PHA  probably  will  be  some- 
one from  the  general  mortgage  field. 

I  should  perhaps  have  preferred  as 
Administrator  a  man  who  had  taken  no 
position  on  this  one  controversy  in  the 
housing  field,  but  it  is  very  difficult  to 
find  such  a  person.  As  I  understand, 
there  were  many  candidates  from  the 
real-estate  field  and  the  building-and- 
loan  field,  who  were  essentially  adverse 
to  the  whole  idea  of  public  housing.  On 
the  other  hand,  to  put  at  the  head  of  the 
Administration,  which  supervises  the 
subordinate  branches,  a  man  who  was  an 
outstanding  public  housing  advocate, 
certainly  would  also  have  been  subject  to 
some  criticism. 

Speaking  for  myself,  as  one  who  favors 
public  housing.  I  would  far  rather  have 
as  Administrator  one  who  has  been  a 
Member  of  Congres.s.  who  has  approach- 
ed the  situation  from  a  public  standpoint, 
than  one  who  is  a  real-estate  man  or 
a  building-and-loan  man.  who  would  be 
essentially  opposed  to  the  whole  program 
by  reason  of  the  nature  of  his  business. 

I  believe  that  all  of  use  learn  to  ap- 
proach problems  in  a  spirit  of  fairness. 
I  myself  talked  with  Mr.  Cole  before  his 
nomination  was  sent  to  the  Senate,  and 
he  assured  me.  as  he  assured  the  com- 
mittee, that  he  proposes  to  administer 
the  policy  of  the  administration  and  the 
policy  of  Congress  In  accordance  with 
the  way  those  policies  are  developed  and 
the  way  in  which  they  are  written  into 
law. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  heartily  agree  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  Cole  is  a  former  Member  of  Con- 
gress, one  who  knows  the  Congress.  He 
says  that  he  intends  to  carry  out  the  laws 
which  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  enacted,  and  to  administer  them  in 
keeping  with  the  way  they  should  be 
administered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  feeling  is  that  we  can 
count  on  Mr.  Cole  carrying  out  the  pol- 
icy of  Congre.ss.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  very 
fairly  stated  that  the  administration 
must  decide  what  policy  is  to  be  recom- 
mended. I  certainly  can  assure  the  dis- 
tinguisheo  Senator  that  the  appointment 


of  Mr.  Oole  Is  In  no  way  a  repudiation  of 
the  housing  policy.  How  that  policy 
may  develop  will  certainly  be  deter- 
mined in  the  future.  For  the  present  the 
only  question  involved  is  that  of  carry- 
ing out  the  present  poLcy,  the  policy  now 
written  in  the  statute  books  of  the 
United  States  by  the  Congress  itself. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  recall  the  days  I 
served  on  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  in  1941.  1942.  and  1943.  The 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  did  as 
much  for  public  housing  as  did  any  other 
Member  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  told  Mr.  Cole.  "Pussibly  when  you 
have  made  the  complete  study,  you  may 
have  to  recommend  that  your  own  Job 
be  abolished." 

Many  people  feel  that  the  financial 
end  of  the  job.  the  FFLA  and  the  Home 
Loan  Bank,  ought  to  be  in  the  Treasury, 
and  that  the  Public  Housing  Administra- 
tion ought  to  be  in  the  Federal  Security 
Administration  or  whatever  other  Gov- 
ernment department  may  replace  the 
Federal  Security  Administration.  I  my- 
self do  not  know  what  I  would  say.  The 
functions  are  somewhat  different.  The 
suggestion  to  which  I  have  referred  rep- 
resents a  possible  approach.  Mr.  Cole 
might  recommend  the  strengthening  of 
this  particular  agency  as  an  independ- 
ent agency,  which  it  is  today. 

In  any  event.  I  think  Mr.  Cole  Is  well 
qualified.  He  has  the  highest  character 
and  possesses  the  best  sort  of  record.  I 
can  certainly  assure  the  Senate  that  Mr. 
Cole  will  follow  the  policy  of  the  Con- 
gress, so  far  as  there  is  involved,  for 
example,  the  question  of  how  many 
units  we  may  build  this  year,  before  the 
final  policy  is  determined.  That  par- 
ticular poUcy  will  be  determined  at  the 
highest  level,  and  Mr  Cole  will  act  in 
accord  with  that  policy,  whatever  it  may 
be.  as  fixed  by  the  Presidents  recom- 
mendations to  the  Corgress  and  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Congress  n  any  law  which 
it  may  enact. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  question  was 
asked  a  while  ago — and  I  think  it  was  a 
very  pertinent  question — as  to  what  Mr. 
Cole's  attitude  would  be  toward  request- 
ing funds  for  the  ntmber  of  units  of 
public  housing  to  be  built  during  the  next 
year.  Do  I  correctly  understand  from 
the  Senator  from  Oho  that  it  will  not 
be  Mr.  Cole  who  will  l)e  requesting  such 
funds,  but  that  instead,  the  administra- 
tion policy  will  set  a  certain  level,  and 
the  request  for  funds  will  be  contained 
In  the  President's  budget?  As  I  under- 
stand, the  Senator  from  Ohio  gives  us 
assurance  that  Mr.  CJole  will  go  along 
with  the  program. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Absolutely  and  completely 
so.  I  cannot  say  whiit  Mr.  Cole  might 
argue  one  way  or  the  other;  but  this  is 
a  matter  of  such  tremendous  importance 
that  it  will  be  determined  by  the  Presi- 
dent and  his  advisers — I  am  sure  in 
cooperation  with  Mr.  Cole — but  the  deci- 
sion will  be  made  upoa  a  high  level,  and 
Mr.  Cole  sasrs  that  he  agrees  whole- 
heartedly to  go  along  with  whatever  may 
be  determined  to  be  the  policy.  Of 
course,  the  ultimate  determination  will 


be  made  by  Congress,  no  matter  what 
the  President  may  determine;  but  there 
will  be  an  administration  recommenda- 
tion before  Congress  acts. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
2  or  3  questions. 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  voted  In  the  com- 
mittee for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Cole.  I  did  so  primarily 
upon  the  assurances  which  he  gave  to 
Uie  committee  that  he  would  enforce 
the  law.  I  know  Mr.  Cole  personally.  I 
served  with  him  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. I  regard  him  as  a  man  of 
character,  integrity,  and  ability;  and  I 
believe  that  he  will  carry  out  the  pledge 
he  made  to  us. 

I  had  seen  in  the  press  reference  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Ohio,  in  line  with  what  he 
stated  here  a  few  minutes  ago,  namely, 
to  the  effect  that  he  had  talked  with  Mr. 
Cole  and  had  received  certain  assurances 
from  him. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Ohio  was 
quoted  also  as  saying  that  the  subject 
had  been  discussed  either  between  him 
and  the  President  or  between  the  Presi- 
dent and  Mr.  Cole,  and  that  the  same 
assurances  had  been  given  in  that  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  question  was  dis- 
cussed between  the  President  and  Mr. 
Cole. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    And  the  same  as- 
surances were  given? 
Mr.  TAFT.    Yes. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  if  the  statement  he  has 
made  with  reference  to  the  breaking 
down  of  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency  represents  his  clear-cut  decision, 
or  if  he  is  merely  suggesting  that  as  a 
possibility? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  it  is  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  studied.  I  voted  for 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 
on  a  previous  occasion.  I  would  have 
to  change  my  views  to  reach  the  other 
conclusion.  However,  the  question  has 
been  forcefully  presented  to  me  as  some- 
thing which  should  be  considered,  now 
that  we  are  trying,  in  general,  to  get  rid 
of  independent  agencies  and  assign  them 
to  the  regular  departments,  so  far  as 
possible.  For  that  reason  this  argument 
is  more  plausible  than  it  was  before. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Is  it  the  Senator's 
understanding  that  that  is  one  of  the 
things  which  Mr.  Cole  is  to  study  if  his 
nomination  as  Administrator  is  con- 
firmed? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  so.  It  Is  a  ques- 
tion which  should  be  determined  In  co- 
operation with  the  Tresisury,  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  and  the  President,  be- 
fore any  recommendation  is  made  to 
Congress. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Cole  said  he 
had  been  asked  by  the  President  to  make 
a  study  of  the  entire  program.  I  gather 
that  he  meant  the  program  as  it  was 
being  carried  on. 

Mr.  TAPr.  He  meant  the  study  of  the 
agency  from  an  administrative  stand- 
point, to  see  how  the  administration 
could  be  improved. 

Mr.  SPARKNLAN.  As  I  recall.  In  his 
testimony  before  the  committee  Mr.  Cole 
said  the  President  had  given  him  a  double 


directive.  One  directive,  as  I  recall,  was 
to  study  the  entire  program  as  it  was 
actually  being  carried  out.  One  reason 
I  mention  this  at  this  particular  time 
is  that  back  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
last  Congress  a  subcommittee  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, under  the  chairmanship  of  Rep- 
resentative Rains,  from  my  State  of  Ala- 
bama, made  a  study  of  some  of  the  hous- 
ing problems,  particularly  as  they  re- 
lated to  veterans.  By  the  way,  Mr.  Cole 
was  a  member  of  that  subcommittee. 
He  voiced  considerable  complaint  with 
reference  to  certain  practices  by  some 
of  the  builders  and  others  engaged  in  the 
housing  program.  I  wonder  if  Mr.  Cole 
intends  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions for  such  a  study  which  were  made 
by  the  subcommittee  of  which  he  him- 
self was  a  member. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  did  not  discuss  that  ques- 
tion with  Mr.  Cole;  I  do  not  believe  I  can 
give  the  Senator  any  personal  assur- 
ances. However,  if  I  once  study  a  matter 
in  committee,  certain  thoughts  remain  in 
my  mind,  and  I  must  pursue  them  fur- 
ther. I  have  no  doubt  Mr.  Cole  will  do 
the  same. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  asked  him  about 
that  report  in  the  course  of  the  commit- 
tee hearings,  and  he  said  he  agreed  with 
it. 

I  should  like  to  make  one  further  ob- 
servation, if  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will 
allow  me  to  do  so  on  his  time. 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  for  that  purpose. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  While  I  was  not 
completely  pleased  with  all  of  the  re- 
sponses which  Mr.  Cole  gave  to  the  com- 
mittee, I  did  receive  the  very  definite 
impression  that  he  was  trying  to  assvure 
us  that  he  would  honestly  administer  the 
law  as  Congress  enacted  it,  and  that  he 
would  not,  so  to  speak,  throw  any  mon- 
key wrenches  into  the  law.  My  conclu- 
sion was  that  we  might  expect  to  see  him 
carry  it  out. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  can 
count  on  such  assurances. 

Mr.  J4AYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  was  very  happy  to 
hear  Mr.  Cole  say  that  he  was  going  to 
follow  the  directives  from  the  adminis- 
tration and  make  certain  investigations. 
The  Senator  fix)m  Ohio  knows  of  the 
tremendous  impact  of  housing  upon  the 
economy  of  this  Nation.  We  now  have 
in  guaranteed  FHA  and  HHFA  loans 
between  $10  biUion  and  $12  bilUon. 
Something  must  be  done.  I  hope  we 
may  have  a  special  agency  for  housing. 
As  I  told  Mr.  Cole  when  he  was  on  the 
stand,  it  is  the  biggest  thing  in  the  coun- 
try. The  Army  is  building  housing. 
The  Navy  is  building  housing.  The 
Army  engineers  are  building  housing. 
The  Guam  Commission  is  building  hous- 
ing. Housing  is  being  constructed  in 
Alaska,  and  in  many  other  places. 
There  should  be  a  concentration  of 
effort  In  my  opinion,  there  should  be  a 
reorganization  of  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency.  Above  all  things,  we 
could  save  more  money  by  properly  op- 
erating the  housing  agencies  of  the 
United  States  than  we  could  save  in  juay 
other  field  except  that  of  national  de- 
fense. I  am  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Cole 
intends  to  look  into  the  subject.    I  hope 
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he  win  do  80.  He  will  find  plenty  of 
places  where  consolidatiODS  may  be  ef- 
fected, and  where  money  may  be  saved. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.     Mr.  President.  I 
am  glad  this  afternoon  to  speak  briefly 
■  in  favor  of  the  nomination  which  the 

President  has  sent  to  the  Senate,  that  of 
Albert  M.  Cole  to  be  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator.  Mr,  Cole  is  a 
former  Representative  in  Congress  from 
the  First  Congressional  District  of  my 
State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  President.  I  well  realize  that  there 
is  room  for  honest  difference  of  opinion 
with  reference  to  qualifications  of  men 
who  are  nominated  for  key  positions  in 
the  Government.  I  am  well  aware  of 
the  fact  that  not  only  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  but  in  the  press  on  many 
occasions  men  are  criticized  for  not  be- 
ing completely  expansive  and  detailed  in 
all  their  approaches  to  the  problems 
which  they  must  consider  when  they 
administer  laws  passed  by  Congress.  I 
know  that  some  Senators  have  criticized 
this  nomination  because  they  do  not 
know  in  every  particular  where  Albert 
Cole  stands  on  all  phases  of  public 
housing.  That,  however,  is  not  alJ  of 
bis  responsibilities. 

Mr.  President,  from  my  acquaintance 
with  Albert  Cole  I  know  he  is  not  going 
to  hide  behind  anyone,  but  that  he  will 
always  be  out  In  the  open.  He  has  told 
us  frankly  where  he  stands  and  the  rea- 
son for  his  stand.  While  he  was  much 
more  conservative  than  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  in  his  feelings  with 
respect  to  certain  housing  bills,  I  do 
know  where  Albert  Cole  stands.  I  can 
•  say  to  the  Members  of  this  body  that 
Albert  Cole  is  an  honest,  eflBcient.  forth- 
right man.  He  understands — and  I  am 
sxu-e  this  is  a  virtue — that  he  must  ad- 
minister the  laws  as  they  are  passed  by 
Congress  and  that  he  must  look  to  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government  for 
direction  as  to  the  laws  under  which 
he  operates.  Congress  legislates;  he 
administers. 

Albert  Cole  has  stated  unequivocally 
many  times  in  his  testimony  before  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
that  if  he  were  named  Administrator  of 
the  agency  he  would  support  the  posi- 
tion of  Congress  in  administering  the 
laws  passed  by  it. 

I  need  not  elaborate,  but  we  have  on 
many  occasions  passed  legislation  and 
then  questioned  whether  the  legislation 
was  being  properly  administered  accord- 
ing to  the  intent  of  Congress.  I  stand 
here  to  testify  in  behalf  of  Albert  Cole 
on  many  questions  that  may  be  raised, 
but  on  one  particularly,  and  that  is  that 
from  my  acquaintanceship  with  him  over 
many  years,  and  as  shown  by  his  testi- 
mony before  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  I  am  convinced  that  he 
will  faithfully  administer  the  laws  passed 
by  Congress,  and  will  carry  out  the  di- 
rectives of  Congress. 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  he  may  not 
have  agreed  always  with  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  in  some  of  his  views, 
but  that  is  an  entirely  different  propasi- 
tion  from  how  he  will  administer  the  law 
once  his  noqgtfnation  is  confirmed  by  the 
Senate.  H*i)as  stated  candidly  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
that  he  wiU  execute  the  laws  passed  by 


Congress.  He  means  that  and  he  should 
be  commended  for  that  position. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  go  on  record 
on  at  least  two  or  three  phases  of  this 
subject.  I  am  glad  that  my  colleague 
from  Kansas  made  a  correction  of  the 
Record  a  short  time  ago  with  respect  to 
a  statement  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  read  only  a  portion  of  Mr.  Cole's 
statement.  I  believe  the  complete  an- 
swer of  Mr.  Cole  is  rather  illuminating. 
It  appears  on  page  4  of  the  hearings  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  I  refer  to  the  point  where 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  BrickbrI 
asked  a  question  of  Mr.  Cole.  A  part  of 
Mr.  Cole's  answer  was  quoted  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  read  the  re- 
mainder of  his  answer: 

There  are  timer.,  of  course,  when  the  Gov- 
ernment wants  to  do  a  Job  In  hoiislng  as  It 
does  In  many  other  segments  of  our  national 
life  and  our  economy,  so  I  would  say  "Yes" — 

He  was  referring  to  the  Government's 
position  in  the  public-housing  field — 

I  would  say  "Yes,"  when  conditions  war- 
rant It,  there  should  be  a  gradual  decrease 
of  Government  activity  Itself  directed  toward 
housing.  Do  not  misunderstand  me.  sir. 
I  think  we  have  :\  tremendous  possibility  In 
this  country  to  expand  housing  for  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country,  and  for  all  classes  of 
people.  For  low-Income  people,  for  middle- 
income  people,  and  for  the  other  people. 

I  think  we  have  barely  touched  the  poesl- 
bllltles.  As  I  en\tsage  the  housing  program. 
It  is  one  of  advancement,  one  of  progression. 

I  hope,  If  I  am  Administrator,  I  can  carry 
out  that  particular  Idea. 

Mr.  President,  does  that  statement 
mean  that  Mr.  Cole  is  opposed  to  public 
housing,  or  that  he  is  opposed  to  the 
attitude  expressed  by  Congress  when  it 
enacts  specific  provisions  with  respect 
to  public  housing?  It  does  not.  I  say 
he  is  not  against  public  housing  as  pro- 
vided by  the  Congress.  I  know  Mr.  Cole 
well  enough  to  say  that  when  he  stated 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency that  he  would  carry  out  that  law, 
that  is  exactly  what  he  meant  and  is 
what  he  will  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  criticism  directed 
against  men  who  had  been  nominated 
to  fill  Cabinet  posts  in  the  present  ad- 
ministration because  they  would  not 
elaborate  on  all  phases  of  the  question 
as  to  how  they  would  administer  their 
responsible  f>ositions.  I  say  to  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  that  Albert  Cole 
will  administer  the  law  according  to  the 
intent  of  Congress.  To  do  so,  might  in 
some  respects,  be  repugnant  to  what  his 
ideas  were  when  he  was  representing  a 
congressional  district  in  Kansas,  but  that 
is  something  else.  At  least  he  was  can- 
did enough  to  5ay  what  his  position  was 
at  the  time. 

I  appreciate  the  fact  immensely  that 
men  who  served  with  Albert  Cole  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  who  are 
now  Members  of  this  body  have  stated 
that  he  is  an  honest  and  forthright  man 
and  that  they  do  not  question  his  mo- 
tives. Probably  it  is  a  little  too  much 
to  assume,  if  his  nomination  should  be 
confirmed,  that  he  will  carry  out  every 
detail  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 


persons  who  feel  otherwise,  or  who  might 
feel  that  more  public  housing  should  be 
provided,  but  I  can  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  Albert  Cole  will  do  a  good  Job.  an 
honest  Job.  and  a  forthright  Job.  and 
that  he  will  not  circumvent  the  will  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  CAPEEIART.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrlckson 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Hennlngs 

McClellan 

Barrett 

H'.ckenlooper 

MlUlkln 

Beall 

HUl 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hoey 

Morse 

Bush 

Holland 

Murray 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Payne 

Capehart 

Ives 

Potter 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Purtell 

Case 

Jenner 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

ScUtonstall 

Clements 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Bchoeppel 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smith.  N.J. 

Dirksen 

Kennedy 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Duff 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Dwornhak 

Knowland 

Stennls 

EUender 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Ferguson 

Langer 

Taft 

Frear 

Lehman 

Thye 

Fulbright 

Long 

Tobey 

George 

Mftgnuson 

Watklns 

Ooldwater 

Malone 

Welker 

Gore 

MansOeld 

Williams 

Green 

Martin 

Young 

Grlswold 

Maybank 

Hayden 

McCarran 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  Is,  Will  the  Senate  ad- 
vise and  consent  to  the  nomination  of 
Albert  M.  Cole,  of  Kansas,  to  be  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Administra- 
tor? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  take  a  few  minutes  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  speak  on  this 
nomination. 

First,  I  should  like  to  say  that  today 
some  Senators  have  touched  upon  only 
a  very,  very  small  portion  of  the  duties 
of  the  position  to  which  Mr.  Cole  has 
been  nominated.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
list  of  only  a  portion  of  those  duties, 
and  I  shall  read  from  the  list.  The  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  is  not  only  Admin- 
istrator of  Federal  Housing,  but  he  also 
has  charge  of  the  Public  Housing  Admin- 
istration, the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System. 
the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Associa- 
tion, the  prefabricated  housing  loan 
program,  the  community  facilities  pro- 
gram, the  Alaskan  housing  program,  the 
slum  clearance  and  urban  redevelop- 
ment program,  the  research  program, 
the  college  housing  loan  program,  the 
farm  labor  housing  program,  the  de- 
fense housing  and  defense  community 
program,  the  management  of  the  hous- 
ing program  for  World  War  veterans, 
the  management  of  42  PWA  housing 
projects.  I  could  go  on  and  on  in  read- 
ing the  list.  I  think  there  are  approxi- 
mately 40  agencies  which  come  under 
the  Administrator  of  the  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  BYRD.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  think  that  about  half 
those  agencies  should  be  eliminated? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  In  a  moment  I  shall 
have  something  to  saj-  about  that. 

Mr.  President.  Mr.  (^ole.  the  nominee, 
after  his  nomination  is  confirmed,  will 
administer,  as  did  Mr.  Foley,  who  pre- 
ceded him,  these  mar.y.  many  agencies 
I  have  not  named  all  of  them,  by  any 
means.  Many  of  them  no  doubt  should 
be  coordinated  or  entirely  eliminated  at 
this  time;  no  one  kno^s  exactly  what  is 
best  to  be  done  in  that  connection. 
However,  someone  should  examine  the 
Situation.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  do  so, 
and  to  advise  Congress  of  his  recommen- 
dations. 

So  when  Senators  say  that  Mr.  Cole 
was  opposed  to  public  housing,  they  are 
mentioning  only  one  s:nall  portion  of  the 
duties  of  the  Administrator  of  the  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance  Agency. 

Mr.  Cole  did  vote  aj  ainst  public  hous- 
ing: he  himself  admitted  that  he  did. 
His  record  is  clear.  ^Vhen  he  came  be- 
fore our  committee,  te  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  he  bad  voted  against  public 
housing.  He  knew  he  had.  and  we  knew 
he  had.  and  he  did  not  attempt  to  deny 
doing  so. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  our  most  able  Senators,  who  is 
not  on  the  floor  at  "he  moment,  sup- 
ported a  certain  cand  date  for  President 
of  the  United  States;  but  when  the  time 
came  to  vote,  that  Senator  decided  that 
he  had  changed  his  mind. 

Perhaps  Mr.  Cole  may  decide  to 
change  his  mind  in  respect  to  public 
housing;  I  do  not  know  about  that.  In 
any  event,  there  was  rto  testimony  before 
our  committee  to  the  rffect  that  Mr.  Cole 
was  not  able,  that  he  was  not  honest, 
that  he  was  not  a  gDod  administrator, 
that  he  had  not  had  (jxperience. 

The  only  adverse  testimony  was  to  the 
effect  that,  as  a  Repi  esentative.  he  had 
voted  against  public  housing,  as  he  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do  if  that  was  the  way  he 
felt  about  it.  He  frt.nkly  admitted  his 
opposition.  He  told  us  before  the  com- 
mittee that  he  would  administer  the 
laws  on  the  statute  books  as  written,  and 
would  follow  the  intent  of  Congress.  He 
also  told  us  aomethirig  which  I  person- 
ally like  very  much  namely,  that  he 
would  not  spend  the  taxpayers'  money 
on  propagandizing  either  for  or  against 
public  housing,  but  would  devote  himself 
to  being  a  good  administrator,  and  would 
not  spend  his  time  propagandizing 
against  certain  Senators  or  Representa- 
tives, or  for  or  against  any  proposed 
legislation. 

Mr.  President,  It  s  possible  a  better 
man  might  have  been  found,  but  we  are 
called  upon  to  vote  on  the  nomination 
of  at  least  an  honest  man  and  an  ex- 
perienced man.  who  has  been  appointed 
to  a  very  importan".  position  and  who 
will  have  administrative  control  not 
merely  of  the  one  agency  which  handles 
public  housing,  but  of  many  agencies. 

Now  that  all  Senators  who  do  not  like 
Mr.  Cole's  record  on  public  housing  have 
been  heard—and  I  '»n  well  understand 
their  posiUon— with  the  promise  we  have 
from  Mr.  Cole  that  he  will  administer 
the  law,  and  that  he  is  not  now  against 
public  housing,  let  us  confirm  his  nomi- 


nation. He  may  have  made  a  mistake. 
Just  as  oxir  able  colleague  in  the  Senate 
made  a  mistake,  in  my  opinion,  in  ad- 
vocating the  candidacy  of  a  certain  man 
for  President,  and  then,  when  the  time 
came  for  supporting  him.  he  had  changed 
his  mind.  We  all  make  mistakes.  I 
cannot  speak  for  Mr.  Cole,  but  perhaps 
when  he  is  placed  in  charge  of  public 
housing  and  slum  clearance  he  may  be- 
come a  great  enthusisist  for  those  causes. 
I  do  not  know  about  that ;  I  cannot  speak 
for  him.  I  do  feel  that  he  will  make  a 
good  administrator.  There  is  at  least  one 
thing  we  do  know,  namely,  where  he 
stands.  We  are  not  buying  a  cat  in  a 
bag.  As  a  result  of  what  was  said  in 
the  hearings  and  what  has  been  said  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  today,  I  have  an 
idea  that  Mr.  Cole  will  make  a  better 
administrator  because  of  the  experience 
he  has  had  in  the  past. 

I  ask  each  and  every  Senator  to  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Cole's  nomi- 
nation. The  office  to  which  Mr.  Cole 
has  been  appointed  is  an  important  one, 
and  I  urge  that  we  get  100  percent  be- 
hind the  nominee,  because  I  honestly  be- 
lieve he  will  be  called  upon  to  fill  the 
most  important  position  in  Washington. 
He  will  handle  more  money  and  will 
have  more  agencies  luider  his  control 
than  any  other  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Furthermore,  in  my  opinion,  it 
is  the  toughest  Job  in  Washington,  with 
the  possible  exception  of  that  of  Presi- 
dent. It  is  a  difficult  position,  and  I 
do  not  know  why  anyone  would  seek  to 
be  appointed  to  it.  Personally.  I  would 
not  want  the  office,  and  I  imagine  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  had 
difficulty  in  finding  a  man  of  experience 
who  would  accept  the  appointment. 

So  I  appeal  to  Senators,  now  that  we 
have  listened  to  their  objections,  to  get 
behind  the  nomination.  All  who  have 
spoken  have  admitted  that  Mr.  Cole  is 
honest,  that  he  is  frank,  that  he  would 
be  a  good  administrator.  So  I  urge  my 
colleagues  to  eliminate  the  yea-and- 
nay  vote  and  confirm  the  nomination 
unanimously. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Albert  M. 
Cole,  of  Kansas,  to  be  Administrator  of 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency? 
The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  BrickerI, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges  1.  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Butler]  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  LMr.  Bridges] 
would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
FlaicdersJ,  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  MuKDTl.  and  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  on  of- 
ficial business.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mtjkdt] 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
WiLrrl  would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel) 
and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette! are  absent  because  oX  illness  in 
their  families. 


The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Docc- 
LAs],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland],  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  KilgoreI,  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore]  ,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  and  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI 
are  absent  on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Illizx>is  [Mr.  Douglas] 
is  paired  with  tlie  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette].  If  present  and  voting. 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  vote 
"nay. "  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  .  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  "nay."  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  would  vote  "yea." 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  result  was  annoimced — yeas  64, 
nays  18,  as  follows: 

YKAS— 64 


4 


Aiken 

Oris  wold 

McaelUn 

Barrett 

Havden 

MiUlkin 

Bcall 

Hendrlckson 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Payne 

Bush 

Hoey 

Potter 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Holland 

Purtell 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Ives 

Saltonstall 

Carlson 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Case 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith.  Main* 

Chavez 

J'hnFton.S.  C. 

Smith.  N.J. 

Clements 

Keluuver 

Smith,  NO. 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Taft 

DworEhak 

Langer 

Thye 

Blender 

Long 

Watklna 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Welker 

Frear 

Martin 

Williams 

George 

Maybank 

Young 

Ooldwater 

McCarran 

Oore 

McCarthy 
NAYS— 18 

Anderson 

Humphrey 

Mansfield 

Cooper 

Jacl:son 

Morse 

Fulbright 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Oreen 

Kennedy 

Neely 

Hennlngs 

Lehman 

Symington 

Hill 

MagnusoQ 

Tobey 

NOT  VOnNO— 14 

Bricker 

Eastland 

Pastore 

Bridges 

Flanders 

Bussell 

Butler,  Md. 

Gillette 

Smathers 

Daniel 

Kilgore 

WUey 

Douglas 

Mxindt 

So  the  nomination  was 

confirmed. 

THE  ARMY 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  wiU  state  the  next  nomination  on 
the  calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Lt.  Gen.  Lewis  Andrew  Pick 
O8096.  Army  of  the  United  States  (major 
general,  U.  S.  Army,  retired),  for  ad- 
vancement to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
general  on  the  retired  list  under  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Offi- 
cer Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

The  PRE35IDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


AIR  FORCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomlna- 
tion  of  Lt.  Gen.  Hubert  Reilly  Harmon, 
to  be  major  general  (Regular  Air  Force), 
United  States  Air  Force,  to  be  advanced 
on  the  retired  list  to  the  grade  of  lieu- 
tenant general  and  effectire  BCarch  1. 
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1953.  to  be  senior  Air  Force  member. 
Military  Staff  Committee,  United  Na- 
tions, with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general 
and  date  of  rank  from  January  19,  1948, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  504.  Offi- 
cer Personnel  Act  of  1947^ 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Lt.  Gen  Elwood  Richard  Quesada 
to  be  lieutenant  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Lt.  Gen.  Idv,'al  Hubert  Edwards 
to  be  lieutenant  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Lt.  Gen.  William  Ellsworth  Kep- 
ner  to  be  lieutenant  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  President  be  notified  of  all  nomina- 
tions confirmed  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
of  all  nominations  confirmed  this  day. 


PROBLEM  OF  OVERLAPPING  TAXES 
AND  FUNCTIONS  IN  GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
as  my  colleagues  know,  I  have  been  in- 
terested for  a  number  of  years  in  the 
difflcxilt  problem  of  overlapping  taxes 
and  functions  among  the  three  levels  of 
Government — Federal,  State  and  local. 
The  latest  of  several  bills  I  have  offered 
in  the  Senate  to  set  up  a  study  Commis- 
sion on  Intergovernmental  Relations  was 
introduced  on  January  16,  1953,  and  is 
nimibered  S.  526. 

There  appears  in  the  Washington  Sun- 
day Star  of  March  8.  an  article  effec- 
tively describing  the  nature  of  the  prob- 
lem, its  complexities  and  its  future  out- 
look. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
article  be  included  in  the  Ricord  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks.  I  commend  it  to 
the  attention  of  my  colleagues  as  a 
worthwhile  discourse  on  a  long-standing, 
but  outstanding,  problem  of  Government. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

FmNa  Tax  OvntLAP  iNEmciENcizs  Is  Easieb 
Said  Than  Dons 

(By  Earl  H.  Voss) 

Overlapping  Federal,  State,  and  local  taxes 
have,  over  the  past  40  years,  caused  many  a 
frustration  for  the  downtrodden  American 
taxpayer,  whose  Income  and  purchases  some- 
times are  subject  to  assessment  from  2, 
3,  or  4  governmental  units.  Every  so  often 
the  area  of  overlap  has  to  be  pruned.  That 
time  has  come  around  again  and  politicians 
on  all  levels  of  government  are  getting  set  for 
the  assault. 

Both  the  Republican  administration  and 
the  Democrats  on  Capitol  Hill  are  aware  of 
the  problem.  It  was  studied  at  some  length 
a  year  ago.  President  Elsenhower  set  up 
a  White  House  conference  recently  to  study 
the  whole  broad  field  of  intergovernmental 
relationships. 

The  administration  seems  agreed  that  the 
first  step  in  removing  the  undesirable  overlap 
is  a  thorough  study  of  the  whole  complicated 
picture.  There  already  Is  a  bill  before  Con- 
gress to  set  up  a  study  commission.    It  has 


been  sponsored  In  the  last  several  Congresses 
by  Senator  Hindbickson,  Republican,  of  New 
Jersey.  This  ye&r  10  other  Senators  have 
joined  him  as  copsonsors.  Senator  Hxn- 
DKiCKSON  has  been  Interested  In  the  conflict- 
ing government  functions  and  taxing  au- 
thorities since  he  was  in  the  State  legisla- 
ture In  New  Jei-sey.  Another  New  Jersey 
offlclal,  Gov.  Alfred  E.  Driscoll,  has  been 
a  leader  in  the  movement  for  better  coordi- 
nation between  ttie  various  levels  of  govern- 
ment. 

LnTLI  OVEKLAP  UNTIL  1913 

Up  until  1913  there  was  comparatively  lit- 
tle overlap  in  the  American  tax  system.  The 
Federal  Government  got  all  the  revenue  it 
needed  from  customs — which  States  were 
forbidden  to  levy — and  from  excises  on  liquor 
and  tobacco,  which  the  States  had  not  yet 
begun  to  tap  to  any  great  extent.  The 
States,  counties,  and  cities  got  theirs  from 
property   taxes. 

As  government  costs  went  up  in  the  tense 
period  before  World  War  I,  however,  all  levels 
of  government  started  loolting  around  for 
new  revenue  sources.  By  the  16th  amend- 
ment to  the  Coniitltutlon,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment started  taxing  Incomes.  A  very  few 
States  followed  suit  Immediately,  but  most 
of  them  met  their  expenses  by  levying  excise 
taxes  on  selected  commodities. 

It  was  not  until  the  great  depression  that 
the  States  and  cities  found  themselves  hard- 
pressed  for  revenue.  They  tried  general  sales 
taxes,  but  still  could  not  bring  In  enough 
money  to  meet  their  expanding  expenses. 
The  Federal  Government  finally  stepped  in 
to  provide  them  direct  assistance.  In  the  form 
of  loans  6t  grants-in-aid  for  relief  and 
work  programs  during  the  depression. 

Just  before  World  War  II  there  was  heavy 
pressure  for  doing  away  with  conflicting 
taxation.  But  when  the  war  broke  out.  State 
and  local  tax  yields  Increased  greatly.  Lower 
levels  of  government  could  pay  their  own 
way  again.  The  pressure  eased  until  after 
the  war.  Meantime,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment was  expanding  the  range  of  Its  taxes. 
And  after  the  war,  the  overlap  hurt  States 
and  cities  that  much  harder. 

The  following  table  shows  how  Federal, 
State,  and  local  tax-revenue  sources  over- 
lapped in  1950  (In  millions  of  dollars) : 


T« 

Fed- 
eral 

State 

Local 

Individual  incomes 

Corvwraticwi  incomes 

$2.1.  SS.1 

2»i.  Z«) 

»,  764 

0 

7fiO 

4,  an 

145 

5«6 

4,  '-.TO 

.111 

171 

1,0-28 

1,4») 

VA 

Sales 

4H4 

Propprty 

7,0t« 
4 

I>eath  and  eift 

Social  insurance           

3 

Licenses,  permits,  others 

3R3 

Total 

67,684 

8,»40 

8,003 

The  sales-tax  category  In  the  above  table 
applies  to  such  things  as  gasoline,  tobacco 
products,  stamjie,  alcoholic  beverages,  gifts, 
admissions,  and  amusements. 

States  get  most  of  their  revenue  from 
sales  taxes,  while  local  governments  depend 
mainly  on  property  taxes. 

EIGHTT  PXECINT  TO  UNl'l'ED  STATES 

The  Federal  Government  got  80  percent 
Of  all  the  revenue  collected  in  1950;  the 
States  got  11  percent;  and  local  governments, 
9  percent. 

The  search  for  more  revenue  by  all  levels 
of  Government  tends  to  increase  the  areas 
of  overlapping.  In  1951  more  than  half  of 
the  46  States  whose  legislatures  were  in  ses- 
sion raised  at  least  one  major  tax. 

EXCLUSIVX    AREAS? 

Each  time  the  Issue  of  tax  overlap  has 
come  up  there  have  been  some  who  want 
to  move  sharply  In  the  opposite  direction. 
They  want  to  stake  out  exclusive  areas  for 
Federal,  State,  county,  and  city  governments 
to  levy  taxes.     This   would   simplify   book- 


keeping all  around,  but  It  wouldn't  be  very 
practical.  Some  economic  areas  are  strong 
enough  to  stand  the  load  of  two  or  three 
governments'  taxes.  Other  areas  cannot  pro- 
duce enough  revenue  for  even  one.  There 
Just  are  not  enough  strong  taxable  areas  to 
go  around. 

Separation  of  sources,  as  it  Is  called,  alao 
would  cause  an  unequal  distribution  of  tax 
revenues  in  many  areas.  The  present  system 
tends  to  protect  States  with  predominantly 
low-Income  taxpayers.  It  gives  them  serv- 
ices similar  to  those  enjoyed  by  States  with 
more  high-Income  taxpayers.  Separation 
of  the  sources  of  revenue  might  work  hard- 
ships on  the  poorer  States. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  definite 
abuses  in  the  overlapplng-taxatlon  tech- 
nique. In  Alabama,  for  instance,  people  are 
taxed  four  times  on  the  same  item:  Federal, 
State,  county,  and  city  governments,  all  tax 
gasoline. 

Besides  being  four  times  as  vexatious  as 
any  single  assessment,  such  tax  overlaps  have 
these  disadvantages: 

They  tend  to  concentrate  taxes  unduly  on 
a  few  economic  areas,  risking  distortion  in 
the  national  productive  pattern. 

They  raise  the  cost  of  administering  taxes 
by  adding  new  corps  of  administrators  to 
Government  pajrrolls. 

They  harass  taxpayers  themselves  and  con- 
sume their  time  and  effort  filling  out  2  or 
3  tax  forms  on  the  same  item. 

They  limit  local  governments'  areas  of 
taxation. 

If  separating  tax  sources  Is  not  the  way 
to  avoid  the  evils  of  tax  overlapping,  what  Is? 
The  Treasury  Department  had  some  definite 
ideas  last  year. 

DEUOCXATIC    SUOCISTIONS 

Here  Is  a  list  of  the  methods  the  then 
Democratic  Treasury   Department  outlined: 

1.  Tax  sharing.  In  general,  the  Federal 
Government  would  collect  certain  taxes  and 
share  the  take  with  States  and  their  sub- 
divisions. This  Is  not  possible  In  some 
cases.  On  cigarettes,  for  instance.  State 
taxes  vary  from  1  to  8  cents  a  pack.  The 
Federal  Government  would  have  to  give  all 
States  the  same  percentage  cut  of  the  reve- 
nue. Those  States  which  have  high  ciga- 
rette taxes  would  have  to  find  replacement 
revenue  If  their  total  take  were  reduced. 

2.  Deductibility.  One  Jurisdiction  often 
allows  deduction  of  other  Jurisdictions'  taxes. 
For  instance.  Federal  income  taxpayers  are 
allowed  to  deduct  State  income  taxes  from 
their  taxable  incomes.  Some  States  allow 
similar  deduction  of  Federal  taxes.  This 
becomes  significant  only  in  the  higher  income 
brackets. 

3.  Tax  credits.  Taxpayers  would  be  al- 
lowed to  claim  taxes  paid  to  States  as  a 
partial  credit  against  Federal  tax  liability. 
This  device  has  been  used  in  transfer  taxes 
at  death,  or  In  unemployment-insurancs 
taxes. 

4.  Uniformity  of  tax  bases  and  methods 
of  computing  taxes.  States  are  now  moving 
to  make  their  definitions  of  taxable  Income 
coincide  with  Federal  definitions.  Some 
States  peg  their  Income  taxes  to  Federal 
taxes,  taking,  for  example.  10  percent  of  ths 
Federal  levy. 

5.  Administrative  cooperation.  All  levels 
of  Government  exchange  audit  Information, 
and  cooperate  In  other  areas  of  tax  admin- 
istration. The  areas  could  be  expanded,  thus 
reducing  the  costs  of  administering  ths 
taxes. 

SOICX  NOW  IN  TJSS 

As  will  be  noted  from  the  above  list,  many 
of  the  methods  of  reducing  the  confilct 
among  tax  jurisdictions  are  already  being 
used  on  a  limited  scale.  These  methods 
have  come  Into  use  quietly,  without  fanfare 
or  legislation. 

The  Treasury  Department  (then  under 
Democratic  leadership)  thought  last  year 
that  this  kind  of  constant  chipping  away 
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at  the  most  flagrant  ovsrlap  abuses — without 
upsetting  the  infinitely  complex  tax  system — 
was  the  way  to  handle  the  problem.  Leg- 
Lslatlon.  the  Departm<;nt  seemed  to  think, 
might  not  be  flexible  enough  to  keep  up 
with  the  changing  economy. 

The  Republicans  sre  expected  to  get 
around  to  studying  th«'  problem  soon.  They 
arc  committed  in  tholr  platform  and  by 
their  campaigns  to  take  some  of  the  pain 
(lUt  of  taxes.  But  there  Is  little  likelihood 
that  anything  deflnlte  will  be  done  to  re- 
lieve tax  overlap  inef&ciencies  for  a  year  or 
two.    The  Issue  is  too  complex. 


PATIENCE  IS  POWER— ARTICLE  BY 
GEN.  OMAR  N.  BRADLEY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  Mr.  President. 
America  has  been  blessed  by  great  lead- 
ers throughout  its  history.  To  my  mind 
the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  Gen.  Omar  N.  Bradley,  ranks  in 
the  forefront  of  those  great  men  who 
in  our  hour  of  need  and  peril  have  given 
us  wise  and  prudent  guidance.  His 
brilliant  and  heroic  leadership  during 
World  War  II  is  a  jjlorious  chapter  in 
the  history  of  this  Nation.  In  these 
postwar  years  he  has  conducted  himself 
in  the  same  manner  and  spirit.  He  is 
indeed  both  a  soldier  and  statesman. 

In  a  recent  issue  of  This  Week  maga- 
zine, the  editorial  pace  presented  a  guest 
article  by  General  Bradley  entitled 
"Patience  Is  Power."  In  these  few  short 
paragraphs  this  distinguished  soldier- 
statesman  has  given  to  all  Americans 
a  philosophy  and  perspective  needed  in 
these  trying  times.  Cutting  through  the 
technical,  political,  and  military  prob- 
lems that  beset  the  w  orld.  General  Brad- 
ley has  stated  simoly  but  profoundly 
a  philosophy  that  .should  give  us  licw 
hope  and  courage.  It  is  a  message  of 
faith,  patience,  anc  strength.  I  com- 
mend it  to  my  col  eagues,  and  to  the 
study  and  attention  of  free  men  every- 
where. 

I  ask  unanimou:;  consent  that  the 
article  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

"Patienci  Is  Powia" 
(By  Gen.  Omar  N.  Bradley) 

Before  my  father  'lied,  when  I  was  very 
young,  he  used  to  say,  "Be  patient,  son." 
I  guess  every  father  has  said  that  to  every 
son  many  times.  It  took  me  many  years 
to  understand  It.  I  first  learned  what  he 
meant  when  I  tried  to  fish  in  a  hurry.  I 
found  that  It  doesn't  work.  For  a  boy  to 
catch  a  fish  with  an  angleworm,  he  has  to 
carefully  seek  out  and  find  the  worms. 
Then  he  has  to  bait  the  hook  and  patiently 
wait  for  a  fish  to  take  the  lure.  He  has  to  be 
calm  and  quiet.  Most  of  all.  to  fish  suc- 
cessfully, he  has  to  l.eep  trying. 

An  old  friend  of  my  father,  trying  to  ex- 
plain what  he  meant  in  later  years,  used  to 
say  that  he  didn't  mean  "slttln*  patience," 
he  meant  "workin"  patience."  In  other 
words,  whatever  yoar  goal,  don't,  sit  and 
wait,  but  keep  work  ng  at  it.  As  a  Nation, 
we  Americans  must  learn  that  lesson. 

The  patience  of  fiee  men  has  been  sorely 
tried.  Having  done  what  we  consider  to  be 
honorable  and  uprlg:ht,  both  with  our  war- 
time allies  and  our  present  friends,  we  are 
hurt— and  disillusioned — to  find  that  peace 
is  not  ours. 

By  our  own  hunian  standards,  we  have 
given  generously.  By  our  most  Christian 
standards,  we  have  ucted  as  well  as  we  knew 


bow.  In  our  faith,  we  have  believed  that 
men  are  meant  to  be  free.  We  have  pledged 
every  effort  toward  rebuilding  a  stable  world, 
aiding  both  our  friends  and  our  former 
enemies.  We  have  helf>ed  to  reestablish  our 
former  enemies — Japan  and  Germany — in 
the  ways  of  democracy.  We  have  searched 
out  the  refugees  to  help  them;  and  we  have 
tried  to  get  along  with  every  race,  every 
creed,  every  political  belief.  We  have  Joined 
the  United  Nations,  sponsored  the  Marshall 
plan,  and  even  broken  our  tradition  to  Join 
an  alliance  In  peacetime  for  the  defense  of 
Europe — NATO. 

We  have  given  our  resourcea,  our  energies, 
our  ideals,  and  hopes  to  the  cause  of  free- 
dom. And  yet  peace  Is  not  abroad  in  the 
world.  And  our  sons  die  on  the  battlefield 
again,  this  time  in  a  far-off,  remote  corner 
of  the  world. 

In  our  hearts,  many  of  us  can't  help  but 
repeat  the  anguished  cry  of  Habakkuk,  the 
prophet:  "O  Lord,  how  long  shall  I  cry,  and 
Thou  wilt  not  hear?  Even  cry  out  unto  Thee 
of  violence   and  Thou  wilt  not   save." 

At  such  a  moment,  and  In  such  a  mood,  we 
need  more  than  ever  before  the  steadying 
force  of  patience. 

For  the  second  time — this  time  with  the 
new  President — I  have  visited  our  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  airmen  In  Korea.  They  are 
anxious  for  an  end  to  the  fighting — they 
are  pledged  more  deeply  than  any  of  us  to  a 
dedicated  peace.  But  they  do  not  want  to 
quit,  nor  to  appease  the  Communist  trans- 
gression. 

From  them,  we  can  learn  the  lesson:  pa- 
tience is  a  commodity  as  Important  as  power. 
If  we  are  patient  our  power  won't  be  mis- 
applied. Also,  If  we  are  powerful,  we  can 
always  afford  to  be  patient. 

Patience,  in  itself.  Is  not  a  policy.  But 
patient  steadfastness,  in  principle  and  in  ac- 
tion. Is  an  essential  ingredient  of  good  lead- 
ership. 

If  our  determination  for  freedom  is  as 
great  as  the  Communist  desire  for  tyranny, 
we  will  always  rally  good  men  to  our  bet- 
ter cause.  Communism  as  a  political  system 
has  lasted   less   than  40  years. 

This  Nation,  founded  on  the  Christian 
Ideal  for  every  man,  has  lasted  almost  200 
years. 

Christianity  Itself,  with  the  help  of  faith- 
ful men,  has  lasted  almost  2,000  years. 

There  is  no  chance  of  failure  unless  It  be 
through  haste.  Resourceful  patience  on  our 
part  can  help  the  world  pluck  seciirity  and 
peace  out  of  the  present  nettlesome  danger. 


staff  corps  Indicated,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law : 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Wednesday,  March  11,  at 
12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
4  o'clock  and  1  minute  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Wednesday,  March 
11,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


LINK 


John  Abbott 
James  J.  Ash 
Kenneth  W.  Atkinson 
Keith  R.  Bare 
Albert  T.  Barr 
Robert  E.  Bennett 
Joseph  Brecka.  Jr. 
Warran  R.  Brown 
Richard  B.  Campbell 
Charles  C.  Carter 
Thomas  M.  Castner 
William  E.  Clark 
James  C.  Clarke 
Robert  J.  Duffy 
James  R.  Edixon 
Kenneth  E.  Eiiney 
Jack  E.  Everllng 
Harry  N.  Pamsworth 
Robert  W.  Fero,  Jr. 
Arthur  S.  Fusco 
WlUlam  M.  Golding 
Jerome  E.  HamlU 
Martin  H.  Henry 
Robert  A.  Holden 
John  C.  Humphrey 
Roy  T.  Hynes 
Robert  N.  Johnson 
Francis  N.  Jones 
Isaac  P.  Jones 
Paul  T.  Karschnla 
Jack  E.  Keller 
Edward  J.  Klapka 
Edward  V.  Laney,  Jr. 
Robert  L.  Leydon 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  9.  1953 : 

In  THE  Navt 

The  following-named  women  officers  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  commander  In  the  corps  indicated,  sub- 
ject to  qualification  therefor  as  provided  by 
law: 

MEDICAL    CORPS 

Norma  C.  Furtos 

•  StJPPLT    CORPS 

Dorothy  M.  Qulnn. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
lieutenant   (Jtmior  grade)    in  the  line  and 


Edgar  K.  Lofton 
Preston  Luke 
Frederick  C.  Marshall 
John  E.  Marshall 
Daniel  N.  Mealy 
Robert  E.  Morgan 
Charles  P.  Moore 
Fred  S.  Newman 
Robert  D.  Norman 
William  R.  O'Connell 
Louis  C.  Page,  Jr. 
James  H.  Pressley,  Jr. 
Harold  A.  Riedl 
George  G.  Russell 
William  G.  Slzemore 
Gordon  H.  Smith 
Donald  E.  Sparks 
Robert  G.  Stammer- 
John 
Charles  A.  L.  Swanson 
Benjamin  W.  Taylor 
Harold  L.  Terry 
Harry  E.  Thomas 
Richard  G.  Thomson 
William  E.  Tlllerson 
Ralph  J.  Touch 
Marland  W.  Townsend 
Dennis  A.  Tuck 
John  H.  Wachtel 
Edwin  S.  Wallace,  Jr. 
Albert  J.  Well 
Henry  T.  White 
George  H.  Wllley 
William  O.  Wirt 


NT7RSE   CORPS 

Irene  N.  Dowe  Mary  V.  Redfem 

Dorothy  S,  Mathewson  Clarissa  M.  Shaw 
Rose  M.  MUler 

The  following- named  line  ensigns  of  the 
Navy    for    permanent    appointment    in    the 
Civil  Engineer  Corps  of  the  Navy; 
Richard  J.  Biederman  Ward  W.  DeGroot  III 
Carl  Courtrlght  Robert  L.  Jones 

Walter  E.  Davis.  Jr.      Warren  G.  Stevens 

The  following-named  warrant  officer  of 
the  Navy  for  permanent  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  commissioned  warrant  officer  as 
Indicated,  subject  to  qualification  therefor 
as  provided  by  law: 

CHIEF  CARPENTER 

Naaman  Dlngness 

In  THE  Marine  Corps 

The  following-named  officer  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  permanent  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  major  general: 

William  O.  Brlce 

The  following-named  officer  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  permanent  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  brigadier  general: 

William  J.  Scheyer 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps    for    temporary    appointment    to    the 
grade  of  major  general: 
Randolph   McC.  Pate  George  F.  Good,  Jr. 
Clayton  C.  Jerome        Merrill  B.  Twining 
James  A.  Stuart 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps    for    temporary    appointment   to    the 
grade  of  brigadier  general: 
Prank  D.  Weir  Ion  M.  Bethel 

Alexander  W.  Krelser.Nels  H.  Nelson 

Jr.  David  M.  Shoup 

Wllburt  S.  Brown         Francis  B.  Loomls,  Jr. 
John  N.  Hart 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  9.  1953: 
HOUSING  AND  Home  Finance  Administration 

Albert  M.  Cole,  of  Kansas,  to  be  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator. 
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Iw  TH«  AKirr 

Lt.  Gen.  Lewis  Andrew  Pick,  O8096,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (major  general,  U.  8. 
Army,  retired) ,  for  advancement  to  the  grade 
of  Ueirtenant  general  on  the  retired  list  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  504  (d)  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 
In  ths  Air  Fobcs 

Lt.  Oen.  Hubert  Bellly  Harmon.  18A,  major 
general  (Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force,  to  be  advanced  on  the  retired  list 
to  the  grade  of  lieutenant  general  and  effec- 
tive March  1,  1953,  to  be  senior  Air  Force 
member.  Military  Staff  Committee.  United 
Nations,  with  rank  of  lieutenant  general  and 
date  of  rank  from  January  19.  1948.  under 
the  provisions  of  section  504,  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 

The  following-named  officers  to  be  ad- 
vanced on  the  retired  list  to  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  general  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947: 

To  be  lieutenant  generals 

Lt.  Oen.  Elwood  Richard  Quesada,  50A. 

Lt.  Gen.  Idwal  Hubert  Edwards,  11  A. 

Lt.  Gen.  William  Ellsworth  Kepner,  6A. 


welcome  the  testimony  of  anyone  who 
can  be  helpful  In  bringing  about  econ- 
omy and  eflBciency  In  this  field. 

It  is  suggested  that  anyone  desiring 
to  appear  before  the  committee  advise 
the  clerk  of  the  committee  so  that  a 
time  may  be  fixed.  The  clerk  is  Mr. 
Orescan,  branch  288  of  the  CapitoL 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  March  9, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  ever-blessed  God.  who 
art  always  placing  at  our  disposal  the 
inexhaustible  resources  of  Thy  grace, 
may  we  daily  appropriate  our  blessings 
with  a  greater  sense  of  our  absolute  de- 
pendence upon  Thee. 

Grant  that  in  all  our  plans  and  pro- 
grams for  the  welfare  of  our  beloved 
country  and  the  world  we  may  under- 
stand more  clearly  that  we  can  never 
solve  the  many  problems  of  humanity  on 
a  purely  economic  basis,  for  man  does 
not  live  by  bread  alone. 

We  know  very  well  that  mankind 
needs  food  and  clothing,  but  we  peni- 
tently confess  that  we  so  frequently  fail 
to  heed  the  exhortation  of  our  blessed 
Lord  to  seek  first  the  kingdom  of  God 
and  His  righteousness. 

May  this  be  a  day  when  we  shall  set 
ourselves  anew  to  the  glorious  task  of 
bringing  to  fulfillment  the  eternal  truths 
of  the  fatherhood  of  God  and  the  broth- 
erhood of  man. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Christ,  who 
Is  the  way.  the  truth,  and  the  life.  Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday.  March  5,  1953.  was  read  and 
approved. 

COMMITTEE    ON    APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  take  this  time  for  the  purpose  of 
announcing  that  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  for  the  Armed  Services 
will  be  glad  to  hear  from  any  Member 
of  the  House  on  either  Thiu-sday  or  Fri- 
day of  this  week.    The  committee  will 


UNJUST  CRITICISM  OP  CONGRES- 
SIONAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BENTLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  see 
by  the  weekend  papers  that  the  critics 
of  Messrs.  McCarthy,  Jenner,  and  Velde 
are  as  active  as  ever.  I  specifically  refer 
to  Mr.  Elmer  Davis,  wartime  head  of  the 
Office  of  War  Information  here  in  Wash- 
ington. 

It  is  obviously  a  waste  of  time,  as  well 
as  being  unnecessary,  to  attempt  to 
answer  every  leftwing  columnist  and 
speaker  who  attacks  congressional  meth- 
ods of  investigation  and  chairmen  of 
such  committees.  But  I  think  it  is 
proper  to  make  a  distinction  between 
a  vociferous  group  of  gentlemen  of  the 
cloth  who,  given  the  benefit  of  the  doubt, 
may  be  sincere  in  their  motives  but  are 
completely  misguided  as  to  their  facts. 
I  say  it  is  proper  here  to  make  a  dis- 
tinction between  such  individuals  on  the 
one  hand  and  a  gentleman  such  as  Mr. 
Davis  on  the  other.  Criticism  of  con- 
gressional investigators  of  communism 
may  be  justified  by  some,  but  it  comes 
with  singular  bad  grace  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Davis  who  was  head  of  a  wartime 
organization  notorious  for  the  large 
numbers  of  pinks,  dupes,  and  fellow 
travelers  among  its  personnel.  The  OWI 
consistently  adopted  a  pro-Soviet  atti- 
tude throughout  Mr.  Davis'  incumbency 
and,  unfortunately,  when  it  was  ab- 
sorbed by  the  State  Department,  a  large 
part  of  its  un-American  element  went 
along  v/ith  it — into  the  Voice  of  Amer- 
ica and  other  international  information 
agencies.  Mr.  Davis,  therefore,  should 
probably  be  the  last  person  in  the  world 
to  open  his  mouth  in  protest  against  the 
methods  of  congressional  committees  in- 
vestigating Communist  activities.  Can 
it  be  he  fears  possible  revelations  by 
such  groups? 


I  have  been  swamped  with  letters  ask- 
ing that  our  Federal  taxes  be  refunded 
on  the  ground  that  we  are  not  properly 
included  among  the  States,  and  if  any- 
thing can  be  done  along  this  line,  I  could 
probably  be  elected  president  of  the  first 
republic  of  Ohio.  Nevertheless,  we  are 
anxiously  knocking  at  the  door,  hoping 
that  Ohio  will  beat  Hawaii  into  the 
Union. 

SOVIET  PREMIER  MALENKOV 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  Hou5e  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, there  is  news  this  morning. 

Under  a  Moscow  dateline  today  there 
is  the  following  report: 

Soviet  Premier  Oeorgl  M.  Malenkov, 
speaking  at  the  funeral  of  Josef  Stalin,  said 
his  new  government's  policy  was  peaceful 
coexistence  for  capitalism   and   socialism. 

•'In  the  sphere  of  foreign  policy,  our  main 
care  consists  of  not  permitting  a  new  war 
and  In  living  In  peace  with  all  countries." 
Malenkov  said  In  his  first  statement  on  for- 
eign and  domestic  policy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  free  world  should 
take  Malenkov  at  his  word.  Here  is  an 
opportunity  to  make  him  fish  or  cut 
bait.  Let  us  find  out  if  he  means  what 
he  says. 

President  Eisenhower  should  immedi- 
ately accept  this  challenge  and  offer  to 
meet  Malenkov  and  other  representa- 
tives of  the  great  powers. 

There  is  no  time  to  lose.  If  the  Soviet 
Is  sincere,  the  doorway  to  peace  may  be 
open. 

Let  us  find  out. 


OHIO'S    SESQUICENTENNIAL 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  year 
the  State  of  Ohio  is  observing  its  ses- 
quicentennial.  Although  Congress  has 
not  yet  formally  admitted  the  Buckeye 
State  into  the  Union,  we  are  acting  as  if 
we  are  full-fledged  members  of  the 
Nation, 


INDIVIDUAL  INCOME  TAX 
REDUCTION 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  repudiation  of  a  preelection  promise 
made  either  by  a  political  party  or  by  an 
individual  to  obtain  public  office  creates 
a  moral  responsibility.  The  refusal  of 
party  candidates  once  they  are  elected 
on  a  promise  made  to  get  elected  whether 
it  be  a  promise  to  reduce  taxes  or  other 
relief  is  a  moral  obligation  to  be  faith- 
fully discharged. 

The  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  who  were 
elected  last  November  promised  that  if 
elected. they  would  reduce  taxes. 

In  complianco  with  that  promise  I  in- 
troduced H.  R.  1  to  provide  an  11  per- 
cent tax  relief  by  moving  up  the  ter- 
mination date  of  the  individual  Income 
taxes  increased  for  the  years  1951,  1952. 
and  1953.  Unless  H.  R.  1  is  enacted  Into 
law  these  increases  will  not  expire  until 
December  31,  1953.  H.  R.  1  provides  that 
these  increases  will  expire  on  June  30, 
1953.    The  enactment  of  H.  R.  1  Is  essen- 
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tlal  to  the  fulfillment  of  a  moral  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  the  membership  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

It  is  not  alone  the  violation  of  the 
great  moral  responsibility  to  the  people 
but  it  forecasts  something  of  deep  sig- 
nificance to  the  welfare  of  our  country. 
This  failure  to  give  the  ijeople  some  re- 
lief from  their  individual  income  taxes 
is  the  first  step  toward  ushering  in  a 
period  of  business  iepression.  The  dan- 
per  signals  are  up.  The  cyclone  cellars 
are  being  put  in  order  and  unless  our 
economy  is  given  a  stimulating  infiuence 
by  tax  reduction  a  depression  will  follow 
as  surely  as  it  always  has  when  taxes 
become  so  high  that  the  people  cannot 
purchase  even  the  necessities  of  Ufe. 

Why  violate  the  advice  of  the  sound 
economists  of  this  country  who  urge  in- 
dividual income  tax  reductions  in  order 
to  save  us  from  a  recession? 

I  call  your  attention  to  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  Wall  Street  Jour- 
nal on  Thursday.  March  5,  1953,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

Business  BuLLrriN — A  Special  Backgkottnv 
krport  on  tsei^ds  ii*  industst  and 
Finance 

Farm  belt  Is  tightening  Its  purse  strings 
in  wake  of  declining  commodity  prices. 

Sellers  of  everything  from  tractors  to 
Easter  bonnets  feel  the  pinch.  In  rural  Earl- 
vllle,  III..  Strong  &  Strong,  a  farm  supply 
store,  reports :  "Business  has  been  going  down 
all  winter  and  our  sales  are  at  least  10  per- 
cent below  last  year.  Even  our  feed  and  fer- 
tilizer sales  are  ofT." 

A  Chicago  mall  order  house — it  does  a 
large  business  In  rural  conununltles — finds 
Its  clothing  and  home  furnishing  business 
"weaker  than  last  year."  Comments  an  exec- 
utive :  "Easter  outfits  for  farm  wives  this  year 
will  cost  laS-fSO — not  the  9100  or  more  of 
last  year." 

Equipment  makers  are  hit  hard.  Deere  & 
Co. "8  business  In  the  November- January  pe- 
riod slumped  23  percent  below  a  year  ago. 
even  with  a  17  percent  jump  In  defense  wcH-k. 
Oliver  Corp.'s  volume  skidded  29  percent, 
despite  Increased  defease  work.  Civilian 
sales  of  Itflnneapolls  MoUne  In  the  same  pe- 
riod tobogganed  24  percent  below  the  pre- 
ceding year. 

Earl  E.  Frame,  editor  of  EarlvlIIe's  Weekly 
Leader,  capsules  farmers'  view:  "They're  wor- 
ried, but  nobody's  frightened." 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes  tomorrow,  follow- 
ing the  legislative  business  of  the  day 
and  the  conclusion  of  special  orders  here- 
tofore granted. 


THE 
THE 


PUBLIC   TRANSPORTATION   IN 
METROPOLITAN     AREA     OP 
DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr  Speaker,  together 
with  my  colleague  from  the  Fifth  Con- 
gressional District  of  Maryland,  Mr. 
Frank  Small,  I  am  introducing  today  a 
bill  "to  provide  for  a  commission  to  reg- 
ulate the  public  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers   by   motor   vehicle   and   street 


railroad  within  the  metropolitan  area  of 
Washington,  D.  C." 

It  is  obvious  to  everyone  that  public 
transportation  acn  be  adequately  reg- 
ulated in  the  Washington  metropolitan 
area  only  by  a  commission  which  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  whole  area.  This 
bill  will  in  no  way  conflict  with  Mr. 
Broyhill's  bill  to  provide  for  a  12-man 
commission  to  study  the  transportation 
problem  in  this  area.  However,  action 
taken  in  accordance  uath  the  recom- 
mendation of  such  a  commission  cannot 
possibly  be  accomplished  within  2  years' 
time.  Adequate  regulation  of  public 
transportation  needs  inunediate  atten- 
tion and  an  area-wide  regulatory  utility 
commission,  for  this  purpose  is  impera- 
tive. 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
state  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  HalleckI  that  it  is  not  our  purpose 
to  oppose  the  rule  on  the  Hawaiian 
statehood  bill.  But,  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  genUeman  if  It  is  his  plan  to  com- 
plete only  general  debate  on  the  bill 
today? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  Is  right.  I 
think  that  was  indicated  on  Thursday. 
We  will  complete  general  debate  on  the 
bill  and  read  the  first  section  of  the  bill, 
if  that  is  agreeable.  Likewise,  it  is  my 
hope  that  we  can  then  proceed  exi>edi- 
tiously  with  the  consideration  of  the 
measure  on  tomorrow,  and  finish  the  bill 
on  tomorrow. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  It  Is  my  hope,  too, 
that  we  may  do  that. 


OREGON  MEMORIAL  AGAINST 
TREATY  LAW 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  Just 
received  a  copy  of  a  memorial  which  was 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Oregon  State  Legislature  on 
March  2  and  forwarded  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  with  respect 
to  the  making  of  treaties.  I  have  only 
recently,  when  I  was  elected  as  a  Member 
of  this  Congress,  resigned  as  a  member 
of  the  Oregon  State  Senate,  and  I  am 
therefore  particularly  interested  in  com- 
mending to  the  attention  of  this  Congress 
this  resolution  of  my  State  legislative 
assembly.    The  memorial  states  that — 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  to  protect  the  rights 
of  American  citizens  against  the  dangers  of 
treaty  law. 

And  recommends  that  our  Constitution 
be  amended  so  that — 

A  provision  of  a  treaty  which  conflicts  with 
any  provision  of  this  Constitution  shall  not 
be  of  any  force  or  effect. 


And  that — 

A  treaty  shall  become  effective  as  Internal 
law  In  the  United  States  only  through  legis- 
lation by  Congress  which  It  could  enact 
under  Its  delegated  powers  In  the  absence  of 
such  treaty. 

I  wish  to  state  that  I  myself  support 
the  basic  purposes  of  this  memorial,  as 
I  believe  the  question  should  be  settled 
in  clear  and  unquestionable  language,  for 
all  time,  that  treaty  power  cannot  be  used 
for  purposes  in  conflict  with  our  Consti- 
tution. I  feel  that  treaties  must  be  pre- 
vented from  cutting  across  the  rights 
given  our  people  by  the  constitutional 
Bill  of  Rights.  I  think  we  must  not  allow 
a  loophole  to  remain  in  our  Constitu- 
tion which  might  make  possible  the 
change  of  our  form  of  government  by 
permitting  international  agreements  to 
come  in  and  change  and  level  out  Ameri- 
can rights,  both  State  and  individual. 
I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  lower 
our  own  standards  of  human  liberty  in 
order  to  compromise  with  godless  and 
Socialist  members  of  other  nations,  but 
rather  we  should  endeavor  to  bring  them 
up  to  our  standards. 

As  we  know,  much  activity  Is  going  on 
today  in  this  direction.  In  the  past  year 
alone,  I  am  advised,  the  United  States 
has  been  represented  at  more  than  3,000 
international  meetings  where  agree- 
ments of  all  tjrpes  have  been  discussed, 
and  in  ^me  instances  favored,  by  our 
own  delegates  to  these  meetings.  Such 
international  agreements  may  carry 
dangers,  as  they  might  well  authorize 
what  our  Constitution  forbids,  and  thus 
sup>ersede  our  Constitution.  It  is  my  un- 
derstanding that  in  no  other  country  do 
treaties  automatically  become  the  su- 
preme law  of  the  land,  and  I  concur  with 
the  Oregon  State  Legislature  in  the  opin- 
ion that  this  Congress  should  take  steps 
looking  toward  the  amendment  of  our 
Constitution  to  prevent  the  danger  of 
undermining  our  Constitution  and  Bill 
of  Rights. 

STATEHOOD  FOR  HAWAH 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  Thurs- 
day, on  the  floor  of  this  House,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  [Mr.  Sboth],  in 
speaking  against  statehood  for  Hawaii, 
referred  to  what  would  be  disproportion- 
ate representation  in  the  Senate  and 
gave  as  an  example  a  comparison  be- 
tween Hawaii  and  the  State  of  New  York. 
Of  course,  that  same  disproportionate 
representation  exists,  and  has  always  ex- 
isted, as  between  the  present  48  States. 

But  what  I  take  exception  to  is  the 
gentleman's  statement: 

One  Chinaman  In  Hawaii  would  have  the 
same  power  In  the  election  of  Senators  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  as  31  Ameri- 
can citizens  In  the  great  State  of  New  York. 

''  Mr,  Speaker,  I  have  many  American 
citizens  of  Chinese,  Japanese,  Philippine, 
and  other  ancestries  in  my  district.  I 
am  proud  to  represent  them.  As  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  if  they  are  American 
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citizens,  ancestry,  color,  or  creed  makes 
no  difference. 

American  citizens  of  all  ancestries 
have  laid  down  their  lives  for  this  Re- 
public. In  the  last  war  the  record  of 
the  442d  Nisei  Regiment  from  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands  was  unsurpassed  in 
American  history.  No  race  or  color  has 
any  monopoly  on  patriotism,  loyalty,  or 
good  citizenship. 

I  for  one  think  it  is  unfortunate  that 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  used  the 
term  "Chinaman." 


MARINE  CORPS 
Mr.  KEARNEY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  82d  Congress.  Congress  enacted  Pub- 
lic Law  418  which  assured  this  coun- 
try of  enhanced  national  security 
through  a  strong  Marine  Corps  of  three 
combat  divisions  and  three  air  wings, 
and  the  participation  of  the  com- 
mandant in  the  deliberations  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff. 

At  the  time  that  law  was  passed  some 
apprehensions  were  voiced  to  ^he  effect 
that  the  Marine  Corps  could  not,  with  its 
Increased  size  and  responsibilities,  con- 
tinue its  traditionally  high  standards  of 
performance.  In  the  past  few  days  there 
have  been  two  developments  which  relate 
to  the  Marine  Corps  standards  of  mili- 
tary efficiency. 

On  February  18,  the  Samoff  Commis- 
sion on  Military  Manpower  Utilization 
released  its  final  report.  On  the  basis  of 
its  investigation  the  Commission  rec- 
ommended manpower  reductions  for 
each  of  the  four  services,  such  reductions 
to  total  20  percent  for  the  Nevy,  15  per- 
cent for  the  Army,  12  percent  for  the  Air 
Force,  and  4  percent  for  the  Marine 
Corps. 

Thus,  even  In  the  midst  of  the  expan- 
sion necessitated  by  Public  Law  416,  the 
Marine  Corps  continued  its  high,  and 
particularly  at  this  time,  its  admirable 
and  deeply  appreciated  standards  of 
economy  in  use  of  personnel 

In  the  statement  of  Mr.  Robert  W. 
Johnson — of  Johnson  &  Johnson — which 
was  appended  to  the  Commission  report, 
Mr.  Johnson,  a  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion, reported  on  the  attitude  of  the  four 
services  toward  the  Samoff  Commission 
investigations.  The  rating  of  the  Air 
Force  was  good;  the  Army,  spotty;  and 
the  Navy,  militantly  resistant.  The  Ma- 
rine Corps  was  given  the  highest  stand- 
ing of  all  the  services,  being  rated  ex- 
cellent. 

A  very  critical  situation  in  the  Armed 
Forces  was  reported  by  John  A.  Giles  in 
the  Washington  Sunday  Star  of  Febru- 
ary 22,  1953.  Mr.  Giles  reported  that  in 
the  past  10  months,  there  has  been  an  85 
percent  drop  in  the  Army's  reeinlist- 
ment  rate,  with  the  result  that  at  the 
present  time  only  2  percent  of  the  Army's 
inducted  enlisted  men  are  staying. 

In  contrast,  the  article  reports  that  at 
the  present  time  the  Marine  Corps  re- 


enlistment  rate  is  about  30  percent.  This 
high  reenlistment  rate  represents  a  sig- 
nificant saving  in  both  dollars  and  man- 
power. 

Thus  in  terms  of  manpower  economy, 
cooperation  with  the  Samoff  Couimis- 
sion,  and  reenlistment  rate,  the  Marine 
Corps  has  demonstrated  it  is  adhering 
to  its  tradiuonally  high  standards  of 
efficiency  and  economy. 

This  should  be  of  genuine  interest  to 
Congress.  It  emphasizes  the  fact  that 
the  Marines  have  justified  our  faith  in 
them  for  they  are  continuing  to  give 
now,  as  in  the  past,  an  exact  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  Congress  and  the  Pres- 
ident have  entrusted  to  them. 


food  available  to  the  civilians  of  South 
Korea.  I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  this  endeavor  and  will  be  glad  to 
support  legislaUon  if  necessary  to  ac- 
complish this  purpose. 


FOOD  AND  CLOTHING  FOR  SOUTH 
KOREANS 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  press  reports  that  we  are 
providing  better  food  and  clothing  to 
Red  prisoners  of  war  than  is  available 
to  the  civilians  of  South  Korea. 

The  answer  to  this  is,  of  course,  not 
to  cut  down  on  our  care  of  prisoners  be- 
cause of  the  danger  of  reprisals  against 
our  own  men  in  Red  prison  camps,  but 
we  should  endeavor  to  improve  or  in- 
crease the  food  available  for  South  Ko- 
rean civilians. 

Nearly  3  years  of  war  have  made  a 
shambles  of  South  Korea.  Many  civil- 
ians are  reported  still  wearing  the  same 
clothing  they  had  on  when  war  began 
in  June  1950.  Malnutrition  has  pro- 
duced disease  and  suffering  unparalleled 
in  modern  times.  The  poor  South  Ko- 
rean is  indeed  the  forgotten  man  of  this 
war.  His  country  has  been  made  a  world 
battleground,  and  misery,  suffering,  and 
hardship  will  be  his  lot  for  years  to  come. 

We  are  told  that  we  are  fighting  in 
Korea  today  to  avoid  fighting  in  our  own 
streets  and  countryside  tomorrow;  that 
Intervention  in  Korea  was  necessary  to 
stop  the  spread  of  communism  through- 
out the  east;  and  that  the  war  is  being 
fought  for  the  ultimate  protection  of 
America  and  the  free  world. 

If  all  of  this  is  true,  and  I  do  not  deny 
It.  how  can  we  justify  allowing  the  South 
Koreans  to  lose  everything  they  have  and 
live  on  starvation  rations  while  Govern- 
ment warehouses  in  this  country  are 
filled  with  surplus  food  commodities  ac- 
cumulated over  the  years? 

It  is  reported  that  we  have  In  storage 
now  90  million  pounds  of  butter,  nearly 
450  million  bushels  of  corn,  and  vast 
quantities  of  wheat,  peanuts,  cheese, 
dried  milk,  and  other  foodstuffs. 

It  seems  to  me  that  of  all  the  people 
In  the  world  we  are  helping  today,  the 
civilians  of  South  Korea  have  a  stronger 
claim  than  any  of  the  others. 

I  understand  from  the  press  that  a 
Member  of  the  other  body  proposes  to 
discuss  with  Agriculture  Secretary  Ben- 
son a  plan  to  make  some  of  our  surplus 


RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  ACT 
Mr.   WILLIAMS   of   Mississippi.    Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Rrcc«D. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  1951  amendments  to  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  have  resulted 
in  a  very  unfair  and  iniquitous  situation 
with  respect  to  those  persons  who  have 
worked  under  the  railroad  retirement 
system  and  the  social-security  system. 
I  recall  those  amendments  were  passed 
on  the  final  day  of  the  session  in  1951 
as  a  result  of  a  last-minute  compromise, 
and  as  is  often  the  case,  haste  creates 
errors. 

The  mistake  Is  a  glaring  one.  and  so 
obvious  that  any  fair-minded  person 
would  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  agree 
to  its  removal.  It  involves  section  3  (b) 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act,  and  I 
am  today  introducing  a  bill  to  repeal  this 
section  of  the  act. 

Under  the  provision  of  this  section,  a 
person  who  has  qualified  for  an  annuity 
under  both  the  railroad  retirement  and 
social  security  systems  must  be  penalized 
by  having  his  railroad  retirement  an- 
nuity decreased  by  the  amount  of  the 
annuity  he  receives  from  social  security. 
This  despite  the  fact  that  he  earned  and 
bought  both  annuities  by  paying  the 
required  tax  under  both  systems. 

The  1951  railroad  retirement  amend- 
ments provided  for  a  15-percent  increase 
in  annuity  benefits.  If  a  person  was  re- 
ceiving or  entitled  to  receive  benefits 
under  the  social -security  system,  he  was 
denied  that  increase  and  had  his  railroad 
retirement  annuity  decreased  by  the 
amount  he  receives  or  is  entitled  to  re- 
ceive under  the  social-security  system. 
When  Congress  in  1952  voted  a  $5 
monthly  increase  in  social-security  pen- 
sions, those  persons  who  receive  railroad 
retirement  annuities  and  social-security 
annuities  were  granted  this  $5  monthly 
increase,  but  simultaneously  their  rail- 
road retirement  annuity  was  decreased 
by  an  additional  $5,  thus  nullifying  the 
relief  Congress  intended  to  grant  when  it 
passed  the  bill. 


SPECIAL   ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  40 
minutes  on  Thursday  next  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority, 
following  any  other  special  orders  here- 
tofore entered. 


TWIN  CONSPIRACIES  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
two  propositions  to  help  defeat  the  twin 
conspiracies  against  the  United  States  in 
the  Pacific: 

First,  that  It  be  made  known  to  the 
people  of  Russia  tbat  the  free  world  can 
help  them  transform  Siberia,  a  rich  and 
beautiful  land,  from  one  of  tears,  exile, 
mi.'ery,  and  death  into  a  happy  and 
wealthy  country. 

Second,  that  it  be  made  known  to  the 
people  of  the  mainland  of  China  that  we 
.'■tand  ready  to  help  them  avoid  destruc- 
tion from  floods,  famine,  and  disease. 
Dams  and  power  installations  can  be 
built.  Food  can  become  plentiful  and 
medicines  available.  Red  regimes  block 
both  solutions. 

For  years.  It  seems,  a  conspiracy  has 
existed  to  keep  America  out  of  the 
Pacific.  Today,  the  Reds  in  the  Krem- 
lin deny  access  to  Siberia.  The  Reds  in 
Peiping  deny  access  to  mainland  China. 
Thus,  twin  conspiracies  operate  against 
us  in  the  Pacific. 

While  our  military  posture  Is  firming 
up  in  the  Pacific,  one  check  point  must 
not  be  overlooked:  An  appeal  over  the 
head  of  the  despots  to  the  people  of 
mainland  China  and  of  Russia,  assuring 
non-Communist»they  will  not  be  chased 
down  a  blind  alley  to  their  destruction. 

In  World  War  n,  it  was  felt  that  our 
unconditional  surrender  terms  prolonged 
the  resistance  of  the  people  of  Germany 
and  Japan  against  the  Allies.  Uncon- 
ditional surrender  appeared  to  work 
against  the  basic  instincts  of  self-preser- 
vation. Unconditional  surrender  be- 
came a  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the  dic- 
tators, enabling  them  to  threaten  their 
people  with  "Fight  or  die." 

At  Wonson,  above  the  38th  parallel. 
In  North  Korea,  when  our  trooi>s  moved 
in.  they  found  the  people  had  fled  to 
the  mountains.  After  several  days, 
when  word  reached  the  civilians  that 
our  troops  would  not  cut  their  ears  off, 
that  our  troops  were  men  of  good  will, 
the  Koreans  streamed  down  out  of  the 
hills  back  to  their  homes.  Red  propa- 
gandists had  portrayed  us  as  cruel  and 
vicious.  The  oriental  fears  corporal 
punishment  and  expects  no  help  from 
V*.  if  he  is  now  behind  the  iron  curtain 
under  Communist  domination. 

Thus,  it  appears  to  me,  in  conjunction 
with  our  military  posture  In  the  Pacific, 
we  must  reach  over  the  heads  of  the 
Kremlinites  and  the  Reds  in  China,  to 
the  hearts  and  minds  of  the  people  of 
Russia  and  mainland  China. 

We  might  well  let  them  know  specifi- 
cally what  we  hope  for  in  addition  to 
becoming  free  from  threats  of  body 
harm.  We  must,  it  seems  to  me,  for 
maximum  hope  and  effort,  offer  them 
weajKtns  to  wave  in  the  face  of  their 
Red  overlords,  demanding  specific  per- 
formance, performance  in  the  name  of 
freedom. 

Here.  In  our  recent  election,  armed 
with  a  theme,  our  people  acted.  They 
kept  hammering  at  the  casualties  in 
Korea,  over  100,000  of  them,  with  no 
end  of  the  war  in  sight.  The  new  ad- 
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mihistration  has  a  mandate  to  do  some- 
thing positive  about  Korea. 

Armed  with  a  theme  like  the  proposi- 
tion to  help  develop  the  richness  of  Si- 
beria, and  to  help  eliminate  the  devasta- 
tions of  mainland  China,  I  believe  the 
people  of  China  and  of  Russia  will  be  in  a 
better  position  to  help  us  dissolve  the 
twin  conspiracies  that  militate  against 
the  United  States  in  the  Pacific  today. 

Certainly  your  task  in  this  sense  will 
be  made  easier. 

I  suggest  that  appropriate  commit- 
tees in  the  Congress,  by  joint  resolution, 
If  need  be,  affirm  specific  hope  of  assist- 
ance to  the  unfortunate  people  of  Russia 
and  of  China  to  the  end  that  they  will 
be  freed  from  tyranny  and  oppression 
with  benefits  on  the  horizon  hitherto  de- 
nied them,  in  person  and  in  property. 

Voice  of  America  please  note,  while 
the  Congress  deliberates. 


INTEREST  RATES  ON  VETERANS' 
HOME  LOANS 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of 
the  greatest  pressure  groups  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  is  trying  to  force 
up  interest  rates  on  veterans'  home  loans 
and  FHA  loans.  If  the  interest  rate  is 
increased  one -half  of  1  percent,  as  an 
effort  is  being  made  to  increase  it,  it  will 
mean  $1,000  extra  cost  to  the  average 
buyer  of  a  home,  including  the  vet- 
erans— $1,000  extra  cost  for  interest  be- 
cause of  one -half  of  1  percent  increase 
in  interest  rates.  I  respectfully  call  this 
to  the  attention  of  the  administration 
and  express  the  hope  that  something  be 
done  to  stop  this  increase  in  interest 
rates  "and  also  to  provide  a  market  for 
these  loans. 

This  increase  shovild  be  stopped.  Be- 
fore the  1920-21  depression  interest  rates 
were  greatly  increased.  Before  the 
1929-30  panic  the  same  thing  happened. 
The  same  mistake  should  not  be  made 
the  third  time. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  VINCENT  L. 
PALMISANO 

Mr.  GARMATZ.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GARMATZ.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my 
sad  duty  to  announce  to  the  House,  the 
death  of  a  former  Member.  Vincent  L. 
Palmisano,  who  represented  the  Third 
Congressional  District  of  Maryland, 
which  I  now  represent. 

Mr.  Palmisano  was  bom  in  Italy  on 
June  13.  1883,  and  came  to  the  United 
States  with  his  parents  when  he  was  4 
years  old.  They  settled  in  Baltimore  and 
he  lived  there  during  his  entire  life.  He 
began  work  in  a  box  factory  at  the  age 


of  11  and  when  he  was  21,  he  went  into 
the  real -estate  business.  A  short  time 
later  he  studied  law  and  was  admitted  to 
the  Maryland  Bar  in  1909. 

He  served  in  the  Maryland  House  of 
Delegates  from  1914  to  1915,  and  in  the 
Baltimore  City  Council  from  1915  to  1923. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  Democratic 
State  Central  Committee  from  1923  to 
1927,  and  served  as  a  police  examiner  for 
Baltimore  from  1925  to  1927,  when  he 
was  elected  to  the  United  States  House  of 
Representatives.  He  served  here  from 
March  4.  1927,  to  January  3.  1939,  when 
he  was  defeated  for  reelection.  While  a 
Member  of  the  House  he  was  active  in 
District  affairs  and  during  his  last  term, 
served  as  chairman  of  the  House  District 
Committee.  He  was  the  first  American 
of  Italian  birth  to  serve  in  Congress. 

After  his  defeat,  he  resumed  his  law 
practice  in  Baltimore  and  later  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  zoning  board  of  Balti- 
more, from  which  he  resigned  last  falL 
Mr.  Palmisano  had  been  in  ill  health 
since  he  underwent  an  emergency  oper- 
ation last  summer,  and  on  January  12  he 
disappeared  and  friends  feared  he  had 
fallen  into  the  harbor.  Police  conducted 
dragging  operations  in  the  river  for  sev- 
eral days,  but  were  unable  to  locate  the 
body.  Just  last  Thursday  it  was  discov- 
ered and  funeral  services  were  held  on 
Saturday  morning. 

Mr.  Palmisano  was  a  leading  political 
figure  in  the  Democratic  Party  in  Mary- 
land for  nearly  40  years  and  during  that 
time  he  rendered  outstanding  service  to 
the  city  of  Baltimore  and  to  the  State. 
His  loss  will  be  deeply  felt  in  political 
circles  and  his  many  friends  mourn  his 
passing.  To  his  family  I  extend  my 
heartfelt  sympathy. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARMATZ.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
join  with  my  colleague  from  Maryland 
in  his  expression  of  sympathy  to  the 
loved  ones  of  our  late  colleague.  Those 
of  us  who  served  with  Vincent  Palmisano 
remember  him  very  well  as  a  gentleman, 
a  kind,  serious,  studious,  hard-working 
Member  of  the  Congress.  His  passing 
brought  to  me  a  keen  regret  and  again 
I  join  In  expressing  to  his  loved  ones, 
with  my  friend  from  Maryland,  my  pro- 
found sympathy  in  their  breavement. 
Mr,  GARMATZ.    I  thank  the  gentle- 


man. 


COMMITTEE    ON    EDUCATION    AND 
LABOR 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  may  be  per- 
mitted to  conduct  hearings  today  during 
general  debate  in  the  House  on  the  Ha- 
waiian statehood  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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EDWARD  H.  COX 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.     Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  be 
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discharged  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3723)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Edward  H.  Cox,  and  that  it  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADMISSION  OF  HAW  An  INTO   THE 
UNION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  170  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itaelf  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3575) 
to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form  a 
constitution  and  Stat*  government  and  to  be 
admitted  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
•with  the  original  States.  After  general  de- 
bate, which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill,  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affilrs, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo- 
tion to  recommit. 

Mr.  ALT, EN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  SmithI,  and  I  yield  myself 
such  time  as  I  may  desire. 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  have  just  heard  the 
provisions  of  the  rule  which  provide  for 
4  hours  of  general  debate.  This  is  an 
open  rule  and  amendments  are  in  order. 
You  have  heard  the  distinguished  minor- 
ity leader  say  that  there  will  be  no  fight 
on  this  rule.  However,  I  desire  to  briefly 
discuss  this  question  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii  for  the  information  of  new 
Members. 

The  sole  issue  here  is  whether  or  not 
Hawaii  should  become  a  State.  Since 
1919  this  question  has  been  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  a  non- 
partisan manner.  For  instance,  in  the 
Republican  80th  Congress  they  voted  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii  by  the  margin  of 
197  to  133.  The  following  Democratic 
81st  Congress  voted  for  statehood  for 
Hawaii  by  a  vote  of  262  to  110.  On  both 
occasions  I  voted  in  the  affirmative  and 
expect  to  vote  in  the  affii-mative  this 
time. 

I  say  this  is  a  nonpartisan  proposition 
because  back  in  1935  a  nonpartisan  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  Insular 
Affairs  went  over  to  Hawaii  and  made  an 
Investigation,  and  they  reported  back  to 
the  Congress  that  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  was  a  modern  unit  of  the  Ameri- 
can Commonwealth,  with  a  political,  so- 
cial, and  economic  structure  of  the  high- 
est type.  Back  in  1946  another  bipar- 
tisan congressional  group,  composed  of 
Dsmocrats  and  Republicans,  went  over 
to  Hawaii  and  made  another  thorough 
Investigation.  They  came  back  and  said 
that  the  qualifications  for  statehood  were 


certainly  perfect,  and  they  unanimously 
agreed  that  Hawaii  should  be  admitted 
to  statehood.  What  does  this  resolution 
before  us  mean?  It  means  that  when 
these  committees  made  those  investiga- 
tions, and  when  the  House  twice  voted 
for  statehood  for  Hawaii,  that  the  ma- 
jority believed  that  the  people  of  Hawaii 
were  loyal  Americans.  I  am  sure  that 
had  these  conunittecs  felt  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  were 
not  good  loyal  Americans,  they  would  not 
have  made  that  unanimous  report.  I 
am  sure  that  all  of  you  who  have  gone 
into  the  matter,  who  know  the  actions 
and  the  contributions  made  by  the  people 
of  Hawaii  in  World  War  II,  must  agree 
that  they  are  good  and  loyal  Americans. 
Another  thing  that  would  be.  of  course, 
important  in  regard  to  the  findings  of 
these  committees  before  they  made  their 
unanimous  report,  they  must  have  found 
that  the  economic  and  industrial  struc- 
ture of  Hawaii  met  the  requirements  for 
statehood;  otherwise  I  am  certain  that 
they  would  not  have  made  the  report 
that  they  did  make.  I  know  my  good 
friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  CoudertI  has  stated  publicly  that 
one  of  his  reasons  for  opposition  to 
Hawaii  becoming  a  State  is  that  it  would 
discriminate  against  the  large  States, 
like  New  York,  for  instance,  that  has, 
I  believe.  15.000,000  people;  that  Hawaii 
would  get  2  Senators  with  a  population 
of  but  500,000  or  600,000;  that  conse- 
quently New  York  and  all  the  larger 
States  would  be  discriminated  against 
because  of  the  great  variance  of  differ- 
ence in  population. 

I  would  say  to  any  of  those  who  hold 
that  way  that  the  i.ssue  of  representation 
in  the  United  States  Senate  was  settled 
back  in  the  framing  of  the  Constitution. 
You  know  and  I  know  that  the  question 
was  fought  over  then  for  weeks  and 
weeks.  The  large  States,  of  course,  did 
not  feel  that  the  smaller  States  should 
have  the  same  number  of  Senators  as 
they.  In  order  to  meet  that  issue,  rt  was 
agreed  at  that  time  that  each  State 
should  have  two  Senators,  and  that  the 
representation  in  the  House  would  be 
according  to  population. 

I  followed  the  admis.^ion  of  the  35 
States  that  came  into  the  Union  after  the 
original  13,  and  the  question  never  came 
up  about  limiting  the  representation  in 
the  United  States  Senate  of  the  small 
States  or  Territories  like  Nevada. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  thq 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  I  was  intere.'=ted  in 
the  gentleman's  remarks  about  the  Con- 
stitutional Convention  and  representa- 
tion in  the  Senate,  which  I  like  to  char- 
acterize as  a  shotgun  marriage,  because 
the  small  Scates  extorted  their  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate  as  the  price  of 
permitting  the  Union  to  be  formed. 

I  wonder  if  the  gentleman's  remarks 
mean  that  no  provision  of  the  Constitu- 
tion should  be  reconsidered,  that  it  is 
all  sacrosanct,  and  that  we  must  not 
have  amendments. 

Let  me  remind  the  gentleman  that  we 
have  put  21  amendments  on  the  books 
modifying  in  some  cases  the  fundamen- 
tal structure  established  by  the  Founding 
Fathers. 


I  submit  there  Is  no  reason  why  In 
a  matter  of  such  profound  and  far- 
reaching  importance  as  this,  the  country 
170-odd  years  later,  should  not  recon- 
sider the  original  method  of  permitting 
new  States  to  join  the  Union  as  proposed 
in  my  amendment.  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 17.  a  somewhat  similar  one  offered 
by  my  distinguished  colleague  from  New 
York  (Mr.  Pillion  I .  Incidentally,  I  have 
also  offered  an  amendment  to  provide 
that  States  should  be  admitted  only  in 
the  same  manner  that  the  Constitution 
is  amended,  to  wit.  by  a  two-thirds  vote 
of  each  House  and  the  vote  of  three- 
forths  of  the  State. 

There  is  also  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  reconsider  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate. becau.se  as  it  is  today  the  representa- 
tion in  the  Senate  is  grossly  distorted, 
and  the  admi.ssion  of  new  States  such  as 
Hawaii  and  Alaska  would,  to  my  mind, 
strike  a  body  blow  at  the  system  of  free, 
representative  government,  because  it 
strikes  a  blow  at  confidence  in  the  appor- 
tionment of  representation.  That  is  why 
I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  hope  the 
bill  will  not  prevail  and  that  is  why  I 
have  offered  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Although  I 
have  not  gone  into  the  gentleman's  con- 
stitutional amendment,  that  is  not  the 
is.sue  before  the  House  today.  The  issue 
here  is  whether  or  not  we  should  pa.ss 
this  bill,  which  would  permit  Hawaii  to 
become  a  State. 

May  I  al.^o  say  to  my  good  friend  that 
I  believe  his  statement  would  mean  that 
if  we  permit  Hawaii  to  become  a  State, 
Puerto  Rico  and  other  islands  and  Terri- 
tories would  be  discriminated  against. 
To  that  I  say  again,  the  question  here 
today  is  whether  or  not  Hawaii  should 
become  a  State. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Ilhnois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Did  I  understand 
my  valiant  friend  to  say  at  the  outset  of 
his  remarks  that^this  bill  comes  before 
the  House  in  a  nonpartisan  manner? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  The  gentle- 
man heard  me  correctly.    Yes. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  wonder  if  my  dis- 
tinguished chairman  is  not  jast  a  little 
worried  about  the  danger  of  the  prece- 
dent that  would  be  set  here  by  taking  in 
an  island  or  a  series  of  islands  as  a 
State  of  the  Union  when  they  are  over 
2.000  miles  from  this  continent.  I 
wonder  if  my  friend  thinks  that  the 
Pounding  Fathers  who  in  their  wisdom 
set  up  this  ideal  form  of  Government 
ever  had  any  such  idea  that  we  would 
go  out  and  try  to  make  an  empire  out  of 
this  aggregation  of  sister  States  here  on 
the  main  continent. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  will  say  to 
my  good  friend  that  probably  the  Found- 
ing Fathers  had  many  issues  before  them 
then  which  we  do  not  have  today  and 
that  we  have  many  problems  facing  this 
country  today  which  they  probably  did 
not  have  or  did  not  realize  we  would 
have.  I  have  every  confidence,  I  repeat, 
in  the  findings  of  these  nonpartisan 
groups  who  have  continually  over  a  pe- 
riod of  30  or  40  years  visited  Hawaii  and 
have  come  back  and  said  that  they  are 


qualified,  that  they  meet  the  require- 
ments for  statehood.  That  is  good 
enough  for  me  to  also  deal  with  this 
question  in  a  nonpartisan  manner. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Following  the  first 
part  of  my  question,  does  the  gentle- 
man feel  that  once  we  let  down  the  bars 
and  take  in  this  most  farflung  Ter- 
ritory, then  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  Newfoundland  and  Samoa 
and  the  Canal  Zone,  and  many  other  far 
distant  territories  would  also  want  us  to 
consider  this  proposition  of  statehood? 
I  know  that  our  friend  is  a  good  Amer- 
ican, and  I  know  that  he  must  have  some 
qualms  about  this  matter  and  realizes 
the  implications  and  the  dangers  that  it 
is  likely  to  bring  forward. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  will  say  to  my 
good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi, that  this  is  more  or  less  of  a  prec- 
edent, but  I  also  say  to  him  that  when 
the  time  comes  and  when  nonpartisan 
conunittees  of  this  House  continually 
year  after  year  go  out  to  these  Islands 
and  Territories  and  come  back  with  a 
unanimous  report  that  these  Territories 
are  qualified  and  meet  all  the  require- 
ments for  statehood,  and  should  be  ad- 
mitted. I  will  probably  be  for  them  when 
the  question  of  statehood  comes  up  for 
them. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  UlinoLs.  I  want  to  say 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Conunittee  on  Rules  tliat  I  got  here  a 
few  minutes  late,  but  did  he  point  out  to 
the  House  what  position  the  respective 
parties  took  in  their  platforms  on  the 
admission  of  Hawaii?  I  know  my  party 
had  a  plank  in  its  platform  callmg  for 
the  admission  of  Hawaii  to  the  Union. 
What  is  the  status  of  the  platform  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aLsle  on  that  ques- 
tion? I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  review 
it  lately. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  lUinoLs.  I  will  ask  my 
good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi, to  answer  that  question.  What 
was  the  Democratic  platform  in  1952  re- 
garding statehood  for  Hawaii? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  answer  that 
question.  The  Democratic  platform  was 
in  favor  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

Mr.  ALLES  of  Illinois.  In  other  words. 
they  do  not  have  any  objection  to  the 
admission  of  Hawaii? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  brought  up 
both  matters  in  the  last  Congress,  did 
we  not?  Did  not  the  Democrats  bring 
up  both  matters  in  the  last  Congress? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes  and  are  they 
both  up  now? 

Mr.  HOFTTkJAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Under 
the  present  proposal  is  there  anything  to 
prevent  Harry  Bridges  and  his  folks 
from  electing  the  governor? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  imagine  they 
will  have  a  free  election  over  there,  but  I 
have  my  serious  doubts  as  to  whether 
Harry  Bridges  has  any  power  whatsoever 
there.  I  am  not  worrjlng  about  that 
1  minute. 


Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield, 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Two  bills  were 
referred  to,  the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill 
and  the  Alaskan  statehood  bilL  They 
were  separate  pieces  of  legislation  intro- 
duced m  the  last  Congress,  if  my  memory 
serves  me  correctly,  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Of  course,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  world  to  prevent  the 
Congress  from  considering  an  Alaska 
statehood  bill  if  the  Congress  decides  to 
do  that. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  As  always,  the 
gentleman  is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  has  consimied  15  minutes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  J  am  very  happy  to  note 
that  my  distinguished  chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen] 
says  that  this  is  not  to  be  a  partisan 
issue.  I  am  so  glad  to  hear  that  because 
this  ought  to  be  an  issue  of  what  is  for 
the  ultimate  welfare  of  the  United  States 
and  not  what  is  for  the  welfare  of  either 
the  Democratic  or  the  Republican  Party. 
The  same  is  true,  in  my  judgment,  as  to 
any  effort  to  bring  any  other  State  into 
this  Union.  As  far  as  I  know,  there  is 
no  opposition  to  this  rule.  There  will 
be  no  roUcall,  as  far  as  I  know.  But 
there  are  some  of  us  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  I  hope,  who.  on  principle  and 
very  deep  principle,  and  with  deep 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  future  of 
our  Nation,  have  serious  misgivings 
about  this  effort  to  bring  Hawaii  in  as 
a  State  of  the  Union.  Those  of  us  who 
have  that  feeling  feel  that  this  subjeci, 
has  not  been  given  as  mature  consider- 
ation as  such  an  imi>ortant  issue  should 
have  before  the  adoption  of  this  bill.  We 
feel  that  this  matter  needs  a  thorotigh 
and  deeper  study.  We  feel  it  needs 
greater  development  in  the  hearings  on 
the  questions  involved,  and  therefore  we 
hope  that  those  of  us  who,  like  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  Alijek]  feel 
that  this  is  not  a  party  issue  but  an 
issue  for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation,  will 
join  with  those  of  us  who  feel  that  this 
bill  should  be  recommitted  for  fiu-ther 
study,  and  we  hope  that  such  motion  will 
be  made  by  the  minority. 

I  want  to  discuss  now,  instead  of  dur- 
ing general  debate,  some  of  the  issues 
involved  in  this  matter.  According  to 
the  report  of  its  governor,  Hawaii  has 
a  population  of  466.000;  63,000  of  those 
are  aliens.  Therefore,  there  are  about 
400,000  American  citizens  now  residing 
in  Hawaii. 

Now  I  am  going  to  touch  on  a  delicate 
subject,  and  I  am  going  to  touch  on  it 
delicately,  but  I  feel  I  have  to  do  so.  I 
want  to  say  I  have  no  animosity  toward 
anybody  in  this  matter.  I  do  have  a  deep 
feeling  of  apprehension  about  the  future 
if  this  bill  should  pass.  So  I  do  not  see 
why  anybody  should  take  offense  at  a 
Member  of  Congress  when  he  states  facts, 
however  disagreeable  they  may  be.  I  am 
Just  going  to  state  the  facts  on  the  popu- 
lati<Hi  over  there. 

There  are  16  Mi  percent  of  the  Cauca- 
sian race.  In  1950  there  were  17  Mj  per- 
cent; in  1951  there  were  16^  percent.    I 


do  not  have  the  figures  for  the  present. 
I  have  no  objection  to  other  races,  but 
I  do  think  it  is  a  fact  that  should  be 
properly  brought  to  the  attention  of  S 
everybody.  We  have  brought  other 
States  into  the  Union.  We  have  ad- 
mitted people  by  the  millions,  by  immi- 
gration, and  that  is  all  right.  But  we 
have  never  brought  a  State  into  this 
Union  where  the  Caucasian  race  was  in 
the  minority,  and  this  minority  consists 
of  only  16  percent. 

Now,  that  is  offensive  to  some  people, 
but  I  seriously  ask  Members  of  Congress 
to  think  about  it. 

I  noticed  today  where  a  liberal  Wash- 
ington newspaper  said  that  I  was  crude 
in  bringing  this  to  the  attention  of  the 
Congress.  Well,  if  it  is  crude  to  state 
cold  facts,  if  it  is  cioide  to  say  a  word  in 
behalf  of  American-born  citizens,  if  it 
is  crude  to  express  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  your  fears  for  the  future  of  your 
country,  then  I  am  proud  to  be  called 
crude.  In  being  called  crude,  I  might 
remind  the  House  that  history  tells  us 
some  other  folks  in  their  day  were  called 
crude.  There  was  a  whole  lot  of  talk 
about  Andrew  Jackson  being  crude  when 
he  was  President  of  the  United  States. 
There  was  more  talk  about  Lincoln  that 
he  was  crude.  So  if  I  can  get  into  that 
kind  of  company  by  being  a  little  crude, 
I  have  no  objection  to  being  berated  by 
the  liberal  Washington  newspapers, 

I  want  to  talk  a  minute  about  the  rep- 
resentation that  we  will  have.  I  called 
attention  to  it  the  other  day.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  give  to  Hawaii  2  Members  of  this 
House  and  that  ultimately  calls  for  the 
loss  of  2  Members  by  the  States  of  this 
Union  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  State  is  gotag 
to  be  the  victim  or  your  State  is  going  to 
be  the  victim,  but  some  2  States  in  this 
Union  are  going  to  lose  each  1  of  their 
Members  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives just  as  sure  as  the  sun  shines,  if 
this  bill  passes.  You  might  stop  to  think 
about  that,  and  those  2  States  are  going 
to  lose  their  Members  to  2  districts  which 
will  be  composed  of  a  population  of  200,- 

000  instead  of  330,000  as  the  law  now  is. 
Let  us  see  about  the  United  States 

Senate.  I  said  this  the  other  day,  and 
at  the  risk  of  being  called  crude  I  am 
going  to  have  to  say  it  again.  In  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  as  you  know, 
some  of  the  most  important  issues  that 
ever  arise,  often  dealing  vdth  foreign 
relations,  are  settled  sometimes  by  a  ma- 
jority of  1  or  2.  Now.  you  folks  in  New 
York,  do  not  forget  that  if  this  bill  passes 
each  one  of  those  400,000  American  citi- 
zens, if  you  please,  of  Hawaii  is  going  to 
have  the  same  power  in  the  United 
States  Senate  as  31  persons  from  your 
State  of  New  York.  Are  you  going  to 
like  that?  Are  your  people  going  to 
like  that? 

All  right;  let  us  take  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania;  do  you  know,  you  gentle- 
men from  Pennsylvania,  that  if  this  bill 
passes  1  citizen  in  Hawaii  is  going  to 
have  as  much  power  in  the  United  States 
Senate  as  22*4  of  your  voters  in  Penn- 
sylvania? Do  you  think  the  people  of 
Pennsylvania  are  going  to  appreciate 
that  if  you  tell  it  to  them? 

Or  let  us  take  the  State  of  California. 

1  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  sentiment 
in  California  for  this  bUl,  but  let  me 
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remind  my  colleagues  from  California 
that  if  you  pass  this  bill  1  citizen  voting 
in  the  State  of  Hawaii  will  have  the  same 
power  as  22  V2  native-born  Calif ornians. 
Do  you  think  your  folks  are  going  to 
like  that? 

Let  us  take  Ohio:  In  the  case  of  Ohio, 
1  Hawaiian  would  have  the  same  power 
in  the  United  States  Senate  as  17  citi- 
zens of  that  State.     I  am  not  going  to 
burden  you  with  a  great  deal  of  this  but 
Illinois  would  have  1  to  18;   Michigan 
1  to  14;  Texas  would  have  1  to  17.    The 
average  all  over  the  United  States  based 
upon  the  present  population  of  Hawaii 
and  the  United  States  would  be  that 
every  citizen  of  Hawaii  would  have  7 
times  the  vote  of  1  citizen  of  the  United 
States  in  the  United  States  Senate.     Do 
you  think  the  American  people  are  going 
to  like  that?     Now  go  back  home  and 
tell  your  folks  exactly  what  you  have 
done  to  them  and  see  how  they  like  it. 
I  expect,  of  course,  communism  is  go- 
ing to  be  discussed  pretty  fully  in  this 
debate    before    we    get    through — com- 
munism in  Hawaii.     They  say  that  that 
is  cleared  up  now  that  there  is  no  more 
communism  in  Hawaii.     I  never  have 
been  afraid  of  American  Communists; 
I  am  afraid  of  misguided  American  citi- 
zens who  give  courage  and  shirtfront  to 
the  Communists;   they  are  the  people 
who  have  been  doing  harm.     Now,  let  us 
see  what  goes  on  out  in  Hawaii.     What 
about  the  influence  of   Harry  Bridges 
there?     Harry  Bridges  leading  his  left- 
wing  union  controls  the  economy  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands.     That  has  been  true 
for  15  years  to  my  personal  knowledge, 
and    2    committees,    1    from    the    Sen- 
ate and  1  from  the  House  within  the 
last  2  or  3  years  have  investigated  the 
situation.     Minority    reports    of    these 
committees  have  warned  the  American 
people  about  the  danger  of  communism 
in  the  Hawaiian  Islands.      But  I  shall 
not  dwell  on  that,  because  I  am  sure  it  is 
going  to  be  covered  later  on  in  the  dis- 
cussion,     I  have  now  reached  what  I 
regard  as  the  vitally  important  element 
in  this  proposal.     That  is — and  please 
hear  me — the  danger  of  this  precedent 
that  you  propwse  to  establish  in  going 
outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  and  bringing  a  State  into 
the  Union  2.000  miles  from  our  shores,  a 
State  consisting  of  a  number  of  discon- 
nected islands,  bringing  in  a  State  that 
is  not  contiguous  to  the  American  Con- 
tinent and  is  not  even   contiguous  to 
Itself.     That  is  the  precedent  that  will  be 
established.      It  is  something  that  has 
never  been  done  since  the  American  Re- 
public was  founded.     It  is  a  subject  that 
needs  the  most  profound  consideration, 
it  needs  further  hearing  and  unlimited 
debate  to  determine  whether  the  Ameri- 
can people  are  ready,  whether  the  Amer- 
ican   people    are    willing,   to   take    the 
chance  of   spreading   themselves   away 
out  into  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  to  estab- 
lish this  precedent  of  bringing  an  off- 
shore State  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  like  to  be  pessi- 
mistic, but  we  have  been  living  under  a 
cloud  of  threatened  war  for  years  now. 
We  know  that  the  world  is  in  grave  dan- 
ger. I  hope  the  time  will  never  come, 
but  the  time  may  come  and  no  one  knows 
when  it  will  come  when  the  last  refuge, 
the  last  fortification,  the  last  fortress  of 


Christian  civilization  may  be  here  on  the 
American  Continent.  When  that  time 
comes  we  must  be  ready;  we  must  not 
have  bastions  scattered  out  all  over  the 
Pacific  that  we  will  have  to  defend  them 
at  all  cost.  When  that  time  comes  it  is 
going  to  be  a  battle  for  the  preservation 
of  civilization  of  the  world.  This  must 
be  a  tight  bastion,  a  tight  fortress,  a 
fortress  contained  within  itself. 

I  pray  to  the  Members  of  Congress  that 
you  give  this  matter  deep  and  further 
and  proper  consideration  before  you  ever 
agree  to  the  passage  of  this  bill  that  will 
break  this  precedent  established  ever 
since  the  foundation  of  our  Republic. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  The  gentleman  has 
cited  some  very  interesting  figures  in  ref- 
erence to  the  distortion  irt  representation 
in  the  Senate  as  it  is  today.  I  would  like 
to  add  one  more  item  of  figures  to  that 
speech  because  I  think  it  is  well  to  have 
all  the  figures  together.  These  are  figT 
ures  that  I  happened  to  have  found. 
Does  the  gentleman  realize  that  as  of  to- 
day in  the  United  States  19  percent  of 
the  population  or  States  representing  19 
percent  of  our  population  today  elect  50 
Senators:  say  if  Hawaii  becomes  a  State. 
19  percent  plus  the  6C0.000  people  of 
Hawaii  will  elect  50  percent  or  a  working 
majority  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  glad  to 
have  those  figures  because  I  think  they 
are  very  significant.  I  do  hope  that  this 
debate  may  be  serious  and  thoughtful; 
I  do  hope  Members  will  stay  here  and 
listen  to  it :  I  do  hope  that  they  will  real- 
ize the  deep  gravity  and  the  vast  impor- 
tance of  this  precedent  that  you  propose 
to  establish,  because  once  you  establish 
it  you  cannot  deny  it  certainly  to  Puerto 
Rico,  to  Alaska,  and  perhaps  to  other 
outlying  island  Territories. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks.  I 
Include  a  table  showing  the  predominant 
power  of  Hawaiian  vote  over  that  of 
various  States  in  the  Union  depending 
on  population: 

North  Carolina,  4.061.929— more  than 
9  to  1. 

California,  10,586.223 — more  than  22 
to  1. 

Pennsylvania,  10.498.012 — more  than 
22'2  to  1. 

New  York,  14,830,192— more  than  31 
to  1. 
Ohio,  7,946.627— more  than  17  to  1. 
Illinois,  8.742,176 — more  than  18  to  1. 
Michigan.    6,371,766 — more    than    14 
to  1. 

Texas,  7,711,194 — approximately  17 
to  1. 

Combined  average  over  the  entire 
48  States — more  than  7  to  1. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Brown]. 

(Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial,  also 
to  speak  out  of  order.) 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
listened  with  great  Interest  to  the  re- 
marks of  my  distinguished  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith  1, 


and  they  are  certainly  food  for  thought 
and  for  consideration.  However,  I  am 
going  to  support  this  rule,  and  the  bill, 
because  I  believe  the  fundamental  issue 
that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Smith]  brought  up,  the  location  of  Ha- 
waii, and  whether  we  should  go  outside 
of  continental  United  States  or  not  to 
admit  a  State,  was  an  issue  which  was 
settled  at  the  time  Hawaii  was  made  a 
Territory.  I  recall,  if  my  memory  of 
our  history  is  correct,  that  another  State 
of  this  Union  was  admitted  when  It  was 
not  continguous  to  any  other  State  at 
all,  and  as  far  as  time  is  concerned  was 
much  further  away  from  the  rest  of  the 
United  States  than  Hawaii  is  now. 
However,  I  have  asked  for  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  out  of  order  because  I 
want  to  bring  up  another  matter  at  this 
time,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  Speaker,  usually  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure  in  being  able  to  stand  up 
and  say  "I  told  you  so."  but  I  receive 
no  pleasure,  no  thrill,  from  taking  the 
floor  here  today  and  saying  to  this 
House,  and  to  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, the  words  that  I  have  the  right 
to  say.  "I  told  you  so."  Instead,  it  is 
something  which  gives  me  a  great  deal 
of  concern. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  June  23  of  last  year  I 
spoke  to  this  House.  At  that  time  I 
called  attention  to  communications 
which  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
VoRvsl  and  I  had  received  from  Amer- 
ican gun  and  mortar  crews  in  Korea; 
and  to  letters  I  had  received  from  other 
boys  who  were  on  the  battlelines  in 
Korea — American  boys — telling  of  the 
rationing  of  munitions  and  the  shortage 
of  shells.  Of  how  they  were  permitted 
to  shoot  only  so  many  shells  at  the 
enemy  and  then  were  compelled  to  dig  in 
and  take  the  shelling  and  the  shellacking 
from  the  enemy  without  reply. 

I  then  called  upon  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  of  this  House  to  inves- 
tigate the  matter;  and  I  called  upon  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  do  something 
about  it.  Believe  it  or  not,  the  only  re- 
sponse I  got  was  that  my  patriotism  was 
seemingly  questioned;  that  this  man 
Brown,  from  Ohio,  who  served  in  the 
Congress,  did  not  know  whereof  he 
spoke;  that  he  had  never  been  in  Korea 
or  on  the  battle  lines;  and  that  those 
in  command  of  our  military  forces  knew 
all  the  answers,  and  could  aissure  us  there 
was  a  plentiful  supply  of  munitions. 
They  told  us  there  was  not  any  real 
rationing  of  munitions,  except  in  rare 
instances,  and  that  those  American  boys, 
some  of  whom  are  new  dead,  I  am  fear- 
ful, who  complained  to  their  Congress- 
men about  the  shortage  of  munitions  and 
shells,  were  just  wanting  more  than  they 
were  entitled  to  get;  that  they  were  com- 
plaining unjustly  against  their  superiors. 
Ah.  yes.  those  boys  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  war  in  Korea;  nor  did 
any  of  us  in  Congress  know  anything 
about  the  war  in  Korea.  Only  the  pol- 
ished brass  in  the  Pentagon  knew  the 
answers. 

But  here,  last  week,  a  man  named  Van 
Fleet,  a  lieutenant  general  of  the  United 
States  Army,  a  man  who  not  only  com- 
manded all  American  troops  but  com- 
manded all  the  United  Nations  forces  in 
Korea,  comes  home  to  report  to  the  Pres- 
ident.    And  this  commanding  general 


tells  us  there  was  a  shortage.  Just  as  I 
told  you  nearly  a  year  ago  here  in  this 
House.  Nothing  has  been  done  about  it, 
and  I  am  standing  here  en  the  floor  today 
saying  to  you  that  the  time  has  come 
that  something  be  done  about  it. 

As  to  those  men  who  were  responsible 
for  this  situation,  get  tJiem  in  here  and 
see  who  Is  responsible  for  these  short- 
ages.   America  is  the  greatest  Industrial 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  a  nation 
which  not  only  supplied  the  shells  and 
the  munitions  during  V/orld  War  n  for 
armies  five  times  as  U.rge  as  we  have 
today,  but  also  supplifd  them  for  the 
armies  and  the  navies  of  ovu-  Allied  Na- 
tions, too.  in  such  abundance  as  to  leave 
billions  of  dollars'  worth  of  surplus  muni- 
tions abroad  when  the  war  ended.    And 
yet  we  cannot  supply  our  fighting  forces 
in  Korea  with  munitions  and  the  shells; 
and  we  continue  to  ration  them  to  our 
sons  and  brothers  who  are  fighting  and 
dying  in  the  cause  of  freedom.    I  say 
such  a  situation  Is  a  national  disgrace. 
I  say  to  you,  ladies  and  gentlemen, 
there  Is  something  seriously  wrong  some- 
where.     Those    who     are    responsible 
should  be  exposed.    I  do  not  care  what 
their  title  or  rank  may  be,  they  should  be 
exposed.    American  mothers  and  fath- 
ers— yes;    and    ovu-   Anierican   fighting 
men — should  know  who  Is  responsible 
for  such  a  tragic  situation.    Those  men 
responsible  should  be  i)unlshed,  just  as 
they  would  punish  an  enlisted  man  on 
the  fighting  line  who  might  fall  to  do  his 
duty  there:  Just  as  many  boys  In  uni- 
form have  been  punished  for  their  fail- 
ures of  much  less  tragic  consequence. 

There  Is  nothing  sacied  or  sacrosanct 
about  those  who  serve  In  the  Pentagon. 
If  they  make  mistakes,  let  them  take  the 
responsibility  therefor.  Yet  I  see  now. 
■  nearly  a  year  after  these  matters  were 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  Pentagon 
and  the  Congress.  2  of  the  great  lead- 
ers of  the  other  body.  1  from  each 
political  party,  have  come  out  and  de- 
manded that  a  thorough  investigation  of 
these  munitions  shortages  be  conducted. 
At  long  last  perhaps  we  are  going  to  look 
Into  it 

Yet;  but  how  many  American  boys 
have  paid  the  supreme  sacrifice  because 
of  our  failure  to  move  jiromptly;  and  be- 
cause of  the  failure  of  those  responsible 
in  the  Pentagon  to  see  to  It  that  plentiful 
supplies  of  munitions  went  forth  to 
Korea  as  they  should  have  gone. 

We  had  every  right  to  expect  that  here 
in  the  Congress,  because  we  furnished 
every  dollar  needed  by  our  military  to 
furnish  the  munitions,  the  shells,  and  the 
guns,  that  our  men  needed  over  there. 
We  In  Congress  did  not;  fall.  The  failure 
was  not  here.  Let  us  now  place  the  re- 
sponsibility where  It  belongs.  Let  us  see 
If  we  can  at  long  last  get  action,  now  that 
the  former  commanding  general  has  told 
the  world  that  what  the  boys  In  Korea 
told  us  a  year  ago  was  actually  true  then, 
and  Is  still  true  today.  What  are  we 
going  to  do  about  It?    Let  us  find  out. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield, 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  At  the  time 
the  gentleman  made  these  revelations  I 
had  just  made  a  trip  home.  A  father 
came  to  me  and  said.  "I  have  a  letter 
here  that  distvirbs  me.     I  don't  know 


what  to  do  about  It.  I  have  a  letter  from 
my  son,  who  Is  guarding  a  munitions 
dump  over  there.  He  is  at  a  danger  spot. 
He  said  he  had  no  shells  for  his  revolver 
and  could  not  get  any."  I  told  about 
that  letter  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Yes;  and  the 
gentleman  so  stated  on  the  floor  at  that 
time,  nearly  a  year  ago.  The  remarks  of 
last  June  to  which  I  have  referred  can 
be  found  in  the  Congressional  Record, 
volume  98,  part  6,  pages  7856  and  7857. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  following  editorial 
appeared  in  the  Washington  Times- 
Herald  of  March  8,  1953.  I  believe  It  is 
worth  your  reading : 

The   AsiMTTNinoN    Shohtace   in    Korea 

General  Van  Fleet,  the  retired  commander 
ot  the  8th  Army  In  Korea,  has  conflrmed  the 
charge,  repeatedly  made  and  as  often  denied 
over  many  months,  that  American  forces 
fighting  the  Conununlsts  have  been  handi- 
capped by  a  deplorable  shortage  of  ammu- 
nition. Van  Fleet  said  that  hand  grenades, 
heavily  relied  on  In  fighting  at  close  quar- 
ters, as  frequently  is  the  condition  in  Korea, 
had  also  been  In  short  supply. 

This  condition  obtained  from  the  day  that 
the  general  first  took  command  22  months 
ago.  and  It  has  been  continuous,  despite  a 
relative  Improvement  In  recent  months. 

No  wonder  Senator  Btrd  demanded  a  full 
Investigation  and  punishment  of  officials  and 
officers  responsible.  Congress  In  the  last  3 
years  has  appropriated  $160  billion  for  de- 
fense, and  In  the  years  between  the  end  of 
World  War  II  In  1M5  and  the  Truman  in- 
tervention m  Korea  In  June  IQ^O,  the  mlU- 
tary  was  given  tens  of  billions  of  additional 
funds. 

Where  did  the  money  go,  that  American 
fighting  men  have  been  short  of  munitions 
to  defending  their  lives?  Are  the  indus- 
tries of  unketnpt  Russia,  of  Industrially  prim- 
itive China,  of  North  Korea  more  efficient 
than  those  of  the  technologically  advanced 
United  States  when  It  comes  to  maintaining 
armies  in  the  field? 

That  Is  unthinkable.  The  blame  lies  In 
the  Defense  Department  under  Truman  and 
In  the  top  brass  management  in  the  Penta- 
gon. 

Certainly  no  one  Is  going  to  dispute  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  available  to  the  com- 
mander who  held  responslblUty  In  Korea. 
Yet  a  stream  of  Ilea  has  poured  out  of  Wash- 
ington In  the  last  year,  all  denying  a  short- 
age existed,  or.  If  conceding  there  was  a 
shortage,  tending  to  minimize  It. 

Representative  Bbown,  of  Ohio,  brought 
this  subject  to  the  attention  of  Congress  last 
June,  when  he  read  a  letter  from  35  soldiers 
In  Korea  attesting  the  existence  of  critical 
shortages  in  mortar  and  other  ammunition, 
and  asserting  that  the  fighting  men  were 
equipped  with  obsolescent  weapons  without 
even  an  lulequate  supply  of  replacement 
parts. 

In  the  same  months  Senator  Kem,  of  Mis- 
souri, charged  that  the  troops  were  armed 
with  out-of-date  weapons,  that  ammunition 
was  short,  and  that  every  fifth  bomb  dropped 
lay  the  Air  Force  was  a  dud.  Both  he  and 
BEOWif  declared  that  these  conditions  were 
responsible  for  the  imnecessary  expenditure 
of  American  life. 

On  July  6.  after  the  Army  Chief  of  Staff. 
General  CoUlns.  had  admitted  that  ammu- 
nition was  being  rationed  In  Korea,  the 
Army  offered  the  official  "explanation"  that 
Collins  xised  the  word  "rationing"  in  the 
military  sense — 1.  e..  that  ammunition  was 
apportioned  among  various  types  of  weapons 
according  to  scheduled  rates  of  fire.  Ammu- 
nition for  Korea  was  adequate,  the  Army 
said,  although  it  did  admit  that  reserve 
stocks  of  certain  types  of  shells  in  the  United 
States  were  low  and  must  be  replenished 
Xrom  cxurent  atocka. 


On  August  4  the  Army  admitted  that  It 
had' been  found  necessary  to  ration  ammu- 
nition In  Korea,  but  attributed  "austerity" 
conditions  to  the  steel  strike  just  ended.  la 
December  General  Eisenhower,  upon  com- 
pleting an  Inspection  trip  to  Korea,  Implied 
that  the  ammunition  shortage  there  had 
reached  serious  proportions.  Reports  from 
the  field  supported  this  contention,  for  It 
was  stated  that  American  forces  had  labored 
under  severe  handicaps  In  the  battle  for  the 
Kumhwa  ridges,  where  Communist  artUlery 
outshot  American  artillery  at  the  rate  of 
2V3  to  1  until  American  commanders  had  to 
abandon  their  conservation  order  and  re- 
ciprocate at  a  scale  which  brought  on  what 
was  termed  the  greatest  artillery  display  since 
World  War  II. 

Despite  Elsenhower's  prestige,  the  Assist- 
ant Chief  of  Staff  for  LiOglstics.  MaJ.  Gen. 
William  O.  Reeder.  took  Issue  with  his  state- 
ment. Calling  a  Pentagon  press  conference, 
Reeder  said  BlserLhower  had  listened  to  sol- 
diers "who  wEUit  all  the  ammunition  they 
can  get"  and  had  received  exaggerated  Ideas 
about  the  ammunition  supply  situation.  He 
threw  In  the  gratuitous  observation  that  if 
there  was  any  shortage.  It  was  because  the 
American  public  hadn't  given  the  Army  more 
funds. 

We  must  say  that  the  Americans  con- 
demned to  Korea  have  got  a  bad  deal.  They 
weren't  allowed  to  take  the  measures  that 
could  have  won  the  war.  and  they  haven't 
been  given  sufficient  ammunition  to  reduce 
combat  risk  to  a  minimum.  They  are  or- 
phans In  the  sense  that  the  Bataan  garrison 
was  In  1942. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  I>elaney],  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
matter  we  have  under  consideration  Is 
possibly  one  of  the  most  Important  we 
have  been  called  uix)n  to  p>ass  judg- 
ment on.  It  is  unlike  other  legislation 
that  comes  before  us.  where  If  we  find 
that  amendment  Is  necessary  we  have 
an  opportunity  to  amend  It,  or  If  we 
find  the  legislation  to  be  unwise  we  can 
repeal  It.  This  Is  permanent  legisla- 
tion. Once  we  admit  Hawaii  to  the 
Union  as  a  State.  I  know  of  no  way. 
even  though  we  agree  that  we  were  In 
error,  that  we  could  change  It. 

Hawaii  claims  to  have  four  to  five 
hundred  thousand  people.  I  have  that 
many  people  In  my  congressional  dis- 
trict— a  single  Member  of  the  Congress. 
If  Hawaii  Is  admitted  to  the  Union,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  two  Senators  and 
two  Members  of  the  House.  Thereby 
eliminating  two  seats  now  representing 
people  from  various  States  and  giving 
two  more  Senators  to  the  other  body. 
Let  me  call  to  your  attention  the  extraor- 
dinary power  that  the  Senate  has  In 
ratifying  foreign  agreements.  The 
State  of  Hawaii,  if  admitted  to  the 
Union,  can  nullify  the  votes  of  both  the 
two  Members  from  the  State  of  New 
York  and  the  two  Members  from  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania.  Since  It  takes 
two-thirds  of  the  membership  of  that 
body  to  ratify  a  foreign  agreement,  this 
new  State  would  have  twice  as  much 
effect  as  the  Senators  from  any  other 
State.  I  say  in  these  times  that  that  Is 
a  matter  which  must  be  considered. 

Let  me  also  call  to  your  attention  the 
fact  that  this  would  merely  be  the  be- 
ginning of  applications  for  admission  to 
this  Union.  Others  would  follow.  The 
test  is  not  the  size  of  area.  It  is  not  the 
wealth  of  that  area  nor  ihe  number  of 
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people,  but  merely  the  ability  of  that  Ter- 
ritory to  govern  itself.  The  Virgin  Is- 
lands has  demonstrated  its  ability  to 
govern  Itself,  and  therefore  the  Virsrin 
Islands  with  26,000  people  would  be  en- 
titled to  consideration  for  admission  as 
a  State  In  this  Union. 

Let  me  also  call  to  your  attention  the 
fact  that  we  need  not  step  into  that  twi- 
light area  of  territorial  status  before 
makii«  application  to  become  a  State. 
Over  100  years  ago,  Texas  came  in  as  an 
Independent  unit,  so  did  California.  At 
the  time  that  Texas  in  1846  or  there- 
abouts entered  the  Union,  they  reserved 
to  themselves  the  right  to  divide  into 
four  additional  States  as  they  saw  fit. 
So  far  as  I  know  that  compact,  that 
agreement  is  just  as  binding  today  as  it 
was  100  years  ago,  and  upon  the  election 
of  Texas  that  State  could  divide  into 
4  additional  States,  giving  to  that  area 
10  Senators  instead  of  the  2  that  they 
now  have.  I  say  if  that  happens,  other 
areas  will  follow. 

Mr.  COI2iSR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DELANEY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  COLMER.  Apropos  of  increasing 
the  size  of  the  other  body,  of  course,  we 
all  realize  that  the  representation  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  is  fixed,  but  as 
these  new  ofTshore  islands  are  brought 
in  we  would  increase  the  membership 
in  the  other  body  by  two  Members  each 
time  a  new  State  should  be  admitted. 
Having  set  this  precedent,  if  we  keep  on. 
we  would  soon  have  the  situation  where 
the  body  of  the  Congress  ratifying  the 
treaties  could  possibly  be  largely  influ- 
enced, if  not  predominantly  influenced. 
by  these  new  Senators  that  are  brought 
in.  I  am  just  trying  to  help  the  gentle- 
man impress  upon  our  colleagues  here 
the  vital  importance  of  this  situation 
here  and  the  tragedy  in  the  setup  we 
have  as  we  know  it  if  this  precedent  is 

permitted.      

Mr.  I^LANEY.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  observations.  Let  me  also 
say  that  all  citizens  ot  this  country  are 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration 
whether  they  live  in  the  Canal  2k)ne, 
whether  they  live  in  Puerto  Rico,  or 
whether  they  live  in  the  Virgin  Islands. 
Hawaii,  or  Alaska  or  any  of  the  islands 
recently  taken  over  by  this  country. 
Whatever  consideration  we  give  to  Ha- 
waii we  must  give  to  these  other  outlying 
areas.  I  say  it  would  be  a  mistake  at  this 
time  to  admit  Hawaii  as  a  State.  I  say 
postpone  that  action;  give  constderation 
to  the  Coudert  ccHistitutional  amend- 
ment. I  believe  that  his  proposal  is  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  Perhaps  if 
we  argue  out  that  point,  then  a  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country  would  feel 
as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
CoTTonT]  does,  that  the  statehood  for 
Hawaii  should  not  be  considered  at  this 
time.    I  say  vote  down  the  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman frmn  New  York  [Mr.  Delaney] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  no  further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  the  re- 
mainder of  the  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Millct]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, this  is  the  day  the  House  of  Repre- 


sentatives considers  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii. 

H.  R.  3575  had  a  4-d£^  hearing  before 
the  subconunittee  of  which  Mr.  John 
Saylor,  of  Pennsylvania,  is  chairman. 
It  was  fully  considered  by  the  full  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  ASairs, 
and  the  committee  instructed  me  as 
chairman  to  report  the  bill  to  the  House 
for  consideration  and  to  take  such  ac- 
tion as  would  be  necessary  to  insure  its 
passage.  The  bill  was  reported  from 
the  full  committee  with  but  five  dissent- 
ing vote. 

The  Rules  Committee,  after  nearly  90 
minutes  of  hearings,  voted  the  rule  which 
calls  for  4  hours  of  general  debate  and 
then  reading  the  bill  under  the  5-minute 
rule. 

H.  R.  3575  has  for  its  purpose  enabling 
the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form  a  consti- 
tution and  State  government  and  to  be 
admitted  into  the  Union  in  an  equal 
footing  with  the  original  States. 

In  considering  the  question  of  state- 
hood for  Plawaii.  let  me  point  out  that 
since  1935  five  congressional  commit- 
tees have  investigated  the  subject  of 
statehood  for  Hawaii  in  Hawaii.  Dur- 
ing this  time  31  Members  of  Congress 
have  visited  the  Islands  for  these  in- 
vestigations. There  were  many  hearings 
held  in  Washington.  More  than  600 
witnesses  have  been  heard,  and  a  record 
taken  comprising  nearly  4.000  pages. 
Of  the  6Q0  witnesses  appearing.  550 
were  in  favor  of  immediate  statehood 
for  Hawaii. 

The  record  on  Hawaii  is  complete.  It 
Is  available  for  examination.  Virtually 
everything  there  is  to  be  known  about 
Hawaii  has  been  said  over  and  over 
again  in  the  hearings  which  have  been 
held.  The  social,  political,  cultural,  and 
econcmiic  structures  have  been  subjected 
to  an  examination  that  was  unheard  of 
with  the  other  29  Territories  when  they 
were  candidates  for  statehood.  I  under- 
stand Hawaii  has  tried  about  17  times 
since  1903  to  be  admitted  as  a  State. 

Some  of  the  Members  of  the  House  are 
disappointed  that  Alaska  is  not  consid- 
ered for  statehood  at  the  same  time.  Let 
me  say  to  you  that  hearings  have  been 
set  on  the  bills  which  would  permit 
Alaska  to  elect  its  own  governor  and  to 
have  statehood.  These  hearings  will  be 
held  on  April  14.  15.  and  16.  I  know 
some  of  you  ask  why  the  late  date.  The 
date  was  set  in  April  because  the  new 
legislature  in  Alaska  will  appoint  a  new 
committee  on  Alaska  statehood.  This 
committee  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
consider  any  change  in  sentiment  and 
be  present  at  the  hearings  in  ApriL  It 
does  not  seem  to  me  it  is  the  measure  of 
responsibility  of  the  opixxsition  to  weigh 
soberly  their  actions.  It  is  not  a  time 
for  quibbling  over  political  advantages. 
It  is  a  time  for  statesmanship.  Surely 
you  who  oppose  considering  Hawaii  for 
statehood  at  this  time  because  Alaska 
has  not  been  included  should  recognize 
that  when  Hawaii  becomes  a  State  it  will 
be  easier  to  bring  Alaska  in  as  one  of 
the  States.  The  vote  on  considering  Ha- 
waii at  this  time  is  a  test  of  the  party's 
responsibility. 

I  would  ranlnd  you  that  the  Republi- 
can and' Democratic  Parties  are  com- 
mitted to  immediate  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii.    Pledges  to  that  end  were  incor- 


porated In  the  1952  political  platforms  of 
both  major  parties  during  the  political 
conventions  in  Chicago.  The  President 
in  his  state  of  the  Union  message  asked 
that  Hawaii  be  given  statehood. 

Hawaii's  present  population — 499,799. 
United  States  census  1950 — exceeds  that 
of  any  other  Territory  at  the  time  of  ad- 
mission as  a  State,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  Oklahoma.  Its  growth  has 
been  continuous.  The  largest  group  of 
this  population  seems  to  be  the  Japanese 
with  183,000.  This  is  followed  by  the 
white  population  of  114.000;  Hawaiians. 
87,000;  Filipinos,  60,000;  and  Chinese. 
33.000. 

While  It  Is  true  the  population  of  the 
islands  is  composed  of  many  races  and 
groups,  they  are  trained  in  the  Terri- 
tory's excellent  school  system  and  have 
been  wholly  imbued  with  the  principles 
of  Americanism  in  thought,  word,  and 
deed.  Of  the  half  million  people,  87  per- 
cent are  native-born  and  are  American 
citizens.  Even  more  significant  for  the 
future  of  the  proposed  State  is  the  fact 
that  99.2  percent  of  all  school  childrei^ 
of  the  Territory  are  native-born  Ameri- 
can citizens.  The  attendance  in  the 
schools  of  Hawaii  exceeds  the  average 
ratio  in  the  United  States. 

There  are  many  who  have  some  doubts 
about  admitting  Hawaii  to  statehood  be- 
cause the  Territory  is  not  contiguous  to 
the  mainland.  It  also  has  the  varied 
population  which  some  feel  would  not 
have  the  same  ideological  thinking  as 
those  on  the  mainland. 

Hawaiians  pay  Federal  Income  taxes 
amounting  to  an  average  of  about  $138 
million  a  year.  They  are  under  social 
security,  unemployment  compensation, 
the  minimum  wage  law.  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act.  They  get  Federal  loans,  their 
veterans  receive  benefits,  they  have  feurm- 
price  supports  and  sugar  quotas,  they  re- 
ceive agricultural  conservation  pay- 
ments, and  their  men  serve  in  the  mili- 
tary forces. 

If  Hawaii  is  admitted  els  a  new  State, 
they  will  have  two  Senators  and  two 
Representatives.  They  will  then  elect 
their  own  Governor.  They  will  not  be 
subjected  to  restraints  sometimes  im- 
posed on  Territories.  They  will  be  able 
to  refine  their  own  sugar  on  the  islands. 
They  will  not  need  to  come  to  Congress 
for  approval  of  legislation.  They  will 
automatically  qualify  for  everything  that 
goes  to  the  States. 

There  are  some  of  my  colleagues  who 
hesitate  about  bringing  Hawaii  in  as  a 
new  State  because  of  their  fear  of  sub- 
versive activities  in  Hawaii.  To  you  who 
doubt,  let  me  call  your  attention  to  the 
constitution  which  lays  down  require- 
ments that  are  more  stringent  than  have 
ever  been  prescribed  heretofore  in  en- 
abling legislation. 

There  is  a  provision  that  no  iperson 
who  advocates  or  who  aids  or  belongs  to 
any  party,  orgsinization.  or  association 
which  advocates  the  overthrow  by  force 
or  violence  of  the  goverimient  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  qualified  to  hold  any  public  ofiBce 
of  trust  or  prc^t  under  the  State  consti- 
tution. That  should  calm  any  fears  that 
you  might  have. 

The  new  constitution  for  Hawaii  gives 
notice  to  the  world,  and  particularly  to 
the  people  in  the  Pacific  at  this  critical 
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juncture  of  International  affairs,  that  It 
is  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
mote self-government  among  all  peoples, 
vithout  political,  economic,  racial,  o]c 
other  distinction.  I  hope,  my  colleagues. 
that  there  will  be  no  reference  to  the 
racial  groups  as  such  which  now  reside 
in  Hawaii.    They  are  Americans. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  a  real 
Interest  in  Hawaii.  They  were  able  to 
compose  their  differences  with  those  of 
the  committee  and  the  people  of  Hawaii, 
and  the  one  major  amendment  being 
proposed  represents  a  compromise  satis- 
factory to  all  parties. 

The  war  reconi  of  the  entire  popula- 
tion of  Hawaii  has  been  excellent.  Not 
a  single  case  of  sabotage  by  a  Hawaiian 
civilian  was  reported  during  the  war. 
The  100th  Infantry  Battalion  and  the 
442d  Combat  Team  from  Hawaii  com- 
posed of  so-called  Japanese-Americans, 
together  formed  what  has  been  described 
by  Gen.  Mark  Clark  as  "the  most  deco- 
rated unit  in  the  entire  military  history 
of  the  United  Slates." 

The  Hawaiian  battle  casualties  In  the 
Korea  fighting  are  more  than  three 
times,  percentage-wise,  those  of  the  rest 
of  the  country. 

The  committee  and  the  Congress  has 
had  a  greater  amouni,  of  information  re- 
garding Hawaii  than  has  been  the  case 
in  the  admission  of  any  other  Territory. 
The  Congress  and  the  committees  have 
gone  into  all  issues  thoroughly  and  have 
given  objective,  impartial  consideration 
to  all  phases.  Witnesses  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  appear  and  testify  either 
for  or  against  tlie  measure. 

Hawaii  undeistands  statehood.  In 
the  election  of  1!)52,  87.49  percent  of  the 
registered  electois  voted.  This  Is  for  the 
city  and  county  of  Honolulu.  For  the 
territorial  offices.  87.6  percent  voted. 

Hawaii,  with  a  population  of  a  half 
million  people,  ccmtrlbutes  more  revenue 
to  the  Federal  Government  than  any  of 
the  9  States  of  tlie  Union.  It  was  a  free 
and  independent  republic  before  it  be- 
came an  integrated  part  of  the  United 
States  by  mutual  agreement  in  1900. 

The  economic  and  cultural  progress  of 
Hawaii  has  been  distinguished.  The 
University  of  H:iwall  Is  an  educational 
institution  of  the  highest  standards. 

Hawaii  has  adopted  In  full  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  American  Bar  Asso- 
ciation with  resi)ect  to  requirements  for 
admission  to  the  bar.  The  standard  is 
high. 

The  leglslatui-e  of  Hawaii  has  con- 
.sistently  enacted  progressive,  wise 
law  in  the  American  tradition.  The 
proof  of  the  a)3ove  statement  is  that 
although  the  Congress  has  the  power  to 
veto  any  law  passed  by  the  Territory, 
such  veto  power  has  never  been  used  in 
the  52  years  that  Hawaii  has  been  a  part 
of  the  United  States. 

While  Hawaii  is  2,000  miles  from  the 
United  States,  modern-day  communi- 
cations and  transportation  places  it 
closer  to  Washington  than  Washington 
was  to  New  York  when  It  first  became 
the  Capitol.  It  is  noted  that  103  years 
ago  Daniel  Webster,  as  a  Member  of  the 
31st  Congress,  found  no  bar  to  the  ad- 
mission of  California.  Now.  a  century 
later,  there  should  be  no  bar  to  the 
admission  of  HawaU  into  the  United 
States.    The  people  have  developed  a 


tjrplcal  American  society,  with  American 
Ideals  and  traditions. 

There  is  no  question  but  what  Hawaii 
will  be  able  to  be  self-supporting  and 
make  great  contributions  to  the  Federal 
Treasury. 

First.  As  a  result  of  the  hearings,  I  am 
convinced  that  the  admission  of  Hawaii 
into  the  Union  as  a  State  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Nation  and  the  Territory. 

Second.  The  Territory  meets  all  the 
traditional  requirements  for  statehood 
and  as  a  State  would  make  valuable  con- 
tributions to  the  Nation  and  to  the  world. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  recommend  the 
passage  of  this  bill  and  assure  the  com- 
mittee it  is  in  accord  with  the  program 
of  the  President. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3575) 
to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form 
a  constitution  and  State  government  and 
to  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  3575,  with 
Mr.  Abends  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  MILLER  or  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  20  minutes  to  the  Dele- 
gate from  Hawaii  [Mr.  FarringtonI. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  is  the  third  time  that  the  question  of 
statehood  for  Hawaii  has  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  House  in  1947  adopted  an  enabling 
act  to  admit  Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a 
State  and  again  in  1950  adopted  another 
bill  to  admit  Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a 
State.  But  in  the  Intervening  years 
there  has  been  a  considerable  change  in 
the  membership  of  this  House  and  many 
of  those  who  visited  Hawaii  and  studied 
the  subject  are  absent  from  the  floor  for 
one  reason  or  another;  so  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  debate  I  feel  It  Is  important 
that  I  review  some  of  the  historical  back- 
ground of  Hawaii  and  some  of  the  fim- 
damental  facts  that  bear  upon  this  issue 
as  it  is  very  evident  from  what  has  been 
said  here  today  that  certain  facts  have 
been  lost  sight  of  by  some  Members  of 
the  House. 

Hawaii  is  American.  Hawaii  Is  an 
American  Commonwealth.  Hawaii  is 
by  tradition  and  custom  American. 
Hawaii's  people  are  American. 

The  foundation  for  Hawaii's  develop- 
ment along  American  Unes  was  laid  down 
by  American  missioncu^es  who  landed  In 
the  islands  In  1820.  By  1840  a  system  of 
free  public  school  education  and  a  con- 
stitutional government  following  the  tra- 
ditional American  pattern  had  been  es- 
tablished as  the  result  of  American  in- 
fluence. The  goverimient  of  Hawaii  and 
the  predominance  of  American  influence 


was  recognized  as  far  back  as  1854  when 
President  Franklin  Pierce  authorized  ne- 
gotiations to  aimex  Hawaii  to  the  United 
States  as  a  State.  The  treaty  proposed 
that  the  "Hawaiian  Islands  shall  be  in- 
corporated into  the  American  Union  as 
a  State,  enjoying  the  same  degree  of  sov- 
ereignty as  other  States  and  admitted  as 
such  as  soon  as  it  can  be  done  in  con- 
sistency with  the  principle  and  require- 
ments of  the  Federal  Constitution  to  all 
the  rights,  privileges,  and  irmnunities  of 
a  State  as  aforesaid  on  perfect  equality 
with  other  States  of  the  Union." 

In  1864  President  Abraham  Lincoln 
said  of  Hawaii: 

Its  people  are  free,  and  its  laws,  language 
and  religion  are  largely  the  fruit  of  our  own 
teaching  and  example. 

And  so  has  run  the  history  of  Hawaii 
for  more  than  130  years.  The  measure 
of  American  influence  has  constantly 
been  increased. 

This  is  no  foreign  land  and  no  alien 
people  suddenly  seeeking  to  become  a 
State  of  the  American  Union.  It  is  a 
comanimity  of  American  people  seeking 
to  achieve  full  partnership  in  the  Amer- 
ican Union  as  most  other  Americans 
that  have  gone  before  us  have  done. 

In  all  major  respects  excepting  one 
the  life  of  Hawaii  and  its  people  is  com- 
pletely integrated  with  that  of  the  rest 
of  the  people  of  our  common  country 
and  that  exception  is  in  the  exercise  of 
their  rights  as  American  citizens  imder 
our  system  of  government. 

The  purpose  of  the  legislation  to  ad- 
mit Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a  State  is  to 
give  the  people  of  Hawaii  those  rights 
and  the  responsibilities  that  accompany 
them  so  that  the  integration  of  the  life 
of  our  people  with  that  of  the  rest  of  the 
country  is  complete. 

Hawaii's  people  would  become  full- 
fledged  American  citizens  imder  State 
goverrunent. 

This  has  been  our  ambition  for  many 
years. 

We  are  keenly  aware  of  the  fact  that 
we  are  second-class  citizens  and  will 
continue  to  be  under  any  other  status 
proposed  except  that  of  statehood.  De- 
spite this  we  have  carried  all  the  flnan- 
cial  responsibilities  of  the  citizens  of  the 
States. 

We  have  paid  the  same  Federal  taxes 
as  all  other  Americans. 

We  have  joined  in  the  defense  of  our 
country  in  every  crisis.  Many  of  our 
sons  have  given  their  lives  to  our  coun- 
try on  the  fleld  of  battle.  This  is  a  rec- 
ord of  which  we  are  very  proud. 

I  believe  our  record  generally  as  citi- 
zens with  limited  privileges  has  been  a 
very  good  one. 

The  admission  of  Hawaii  to  the  Union 
as  a  State  would  broaden  the  privilege  of 
the  franchise  that  has  long  been  exer- 
cised by  the  people  of  Hawaii  in  a  limited 
way  and  secure  us  in  our  full  rights  as 
American  citizens. 

For  more  than  50  years  the  people  of 
Hawaii  have  elected  the  members  of 
their  own  legislature  and  the  executive 
and  legislative  officials  of  their  county 
governments.  They  have  chosen  by 
popular  vote  their  Delegate  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

The  Governor  of  the  Territory  and  the 
members  of  the  judiciary  of  the  Terri- 
tory have,  however,  been  chosen  by  the 
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President  of  the  United  States  wltb  the 
approral  ot  the  United  States  Senate 
as  is  the  custom  under  the  Territtnlal 
system. 

The  ezax:ise  of  even  these  limited 
r^hts  has,  at  times  in  our  history,  been 
seriously  threatened.  They  can  be  re- 
moved by  act  of  Congress.  Our  position 
with  respect  to  our  political  rights  is 
very  insecure.  Our  Government  as  it  is 
now  constituted  can  be  abolished  by 
Congress  if  it  so  chooses.  Experience  in 
the  past  has  indicated  that  this  consti- 
tutes a  genuine  threat 

Under  State  government  we  of  Hawaii 
would  participate  in  the  election  of  the 
President  and  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  elect  two  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  two  Members 
of  the  House  with  voting  representation, 
and  choose  our  own  executive  and  judi- 
cial officials. 

Our  position  as  full-fledged  American 
citizens  moreover  would  be  secure. 

These  constitute  the  basic  reasons  that 
we  desire  statehood. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  As  I  understand, 
there  are  about  500.000  inhabitants  in 
the  Islands  constituting  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.    That  Is  right. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Of  the  500,000,  how 
many  will  participate  in  an  election  to 
elect  two  United  States  Senators? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  think  the  best 
answer  is  that  in  the  last  general  elec- 
tion there  was  a  total  of  about  150.000 
voters  registered. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  At  what  age  do  the 
voters  become  eligible  to  vote  in  the  Ter- 
ritory? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  They  can  vote 
now  when  they  reach  the  age  of  21. 
Under  the  constitution,  provision  is 
made  that  they  shall  vote  at, the  age 
of  20,  because  the  organic  act  provides 
in  other  respects  that  men  reach  their 
majority  at  the  age  of  20. 

I  come  now  to  the  second  aspect  of 
our  presentation,  which  goes  right  to 
the  heart  of  this  question. 

The  promise  of  statehod  has  been  held 
out  to  Hawaii's  people  ever  since  annexa- 
tion. 

The  Republic  of  Hawaii  was  annexed 
by  joint  resolution  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  in  1898  at  the  request 
of  the  citizens  of  that  Republic.  The 
resolution  of  annexation  incorporated 
Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  an  integral 
part  thereof.  The  foregoing  phrase  has 
a  vital  bearing  on  the  consideration  of 
this  question.  It  means  that  Hawaii  be- 
came irrevocably  a  part  of  the  United 
States. 

One  of  the  leaders  in  the  fight  for  an- 
nexation and  on  the  commission  which 
drafted  the  organic  law  of  1900  under 
which  Hawaii  has  been  governed  was 
Senator  John  Tyler  Morgan,  of  Alabama. 
In  talks  to  the  people  of  Hawaii  he  held 
out  the  hope  that  if  we  were  to  become 
a  part  of  the  United  States  then  some- 
day the  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  Ha- 
waii would  enjoy  the  same  privileges  as 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

In  Senate  Report  227,  of  the  53d  Con- 
gress. 2d  seiiioru  on  February  26.  1894. 


ttie  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, of  which  that  great  statesman. 
Senator  John  Tyler  Morgan,  of  Alabama, 
was  chairman,  is  included  the  following : 

Another  principle  which  does  not  apply  In 

our  dealing  with  European  powers  cocnes 
Into  application  In  this  case  to  Influence  the 
rights  at  HawaU  In  her  intercourse  with  the 
United  States. 

Hawaii  iB  an  American  state,  and  Is  em- 
braced In  the  American  commercial  and  mili- 
tary system.  This  fact  has  been  frequently 
and  firmly  stated  by  our  Government,  and 
is  the  ground  on  which  is  rested  that  peculiar 
and  farreachlng  declaration  so  often  and  so 
eamesUy  made,  that  the  United  States  will 
not  adnUt  the  right  of  any  foreign  govern- 
ment to  acquire  any  Interest  or  control  In 
the  Hawaiian  Islands  that  Is  In  anyway 
prejudicial  or  even  threatening  toward  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States  or  her  people. 
This  Is  at  least  a  moral  suzerainty  over 
Hawaii. 

John  Tyler  Morgan  went  to  Hawaii 
in  1897  and  persuaded  the  Hawallans 
they  should  join  with  Americans  in  seek- 
ing annexation.  He  held  out  to  them 
the  hope  of  statehood. 

It  was  John  Tyler  Morgan  who  fought 
Grover  Cleveland  when  he  attempted  to 
block  annexation  of  Hawaii. 

It  was  John  Tyler  Morgan  who  in- 
sisted Hawaii  should  come  into  the 
Union  under  the  territorial  form  of  gov- 
ernment with  no  restrictions  on  the  right 
of  the  ballot. 

John  Tyler  Morgan,  of  Alabama,  had 
the  foresight  to  realize  that  Hawaii  in 
time  would  become  one  of  the  most  vital 
and  important  areas  under  the  Amer- 
ican flag,  and  everything  possible  should 
be  done  to  bind  that  area  closer  to  the 
rest  of  the  country. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  It  is  a  fact.  too.  is  it 
not.  that  our  former  colleague,  Henry 
Larcade,  of  Louisiana,  one  of  the  most 
respected  Members  of  this  House  for  a 
number  of  years,  went  to  Hawaii,  held 
a  hearing,  and  came  back  and  filed  a 
very  highly  favorable  report  on  state- 
hood for  Hawaii? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Yes.  If  he  were 
in  the  House  today,  he  would  be  one  of 
the  first  to  take  the  floor  and  fight  for 
the  enactment  of  this  legislation,  be- 
cause as  a  result  of  his  study  and  exam- 
ination of  that  problem  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  national  interest  would 
be  served  by  admitting  Hawaii  to  the 
Union  as  a  State. 

President  McKinley,  in  a  message  to 
the  Senate  on  June  16,  1897.  stated  that 
"annexation  Is  not  a  change.  It  is  a  con- 
summation." 

He  recognized  that  to  make  Hawaii  an 
integral  part  of  this  country  was  mani- 
fest destiny,  and  used  those  words. 

Today  statehood  Is  not  a  change.  It 
Is  a  consummation,  a  fulfillment  of  im- 
plied promises  repeatedly  made. 

In  his  inaugural  address  on  June  14, 
1906.  the  first  Governor  of  the  Territory, 
Sanford  Ballard  Dole,  who  was  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Republic  of  Hawaii  said: 

Hawaii  la  foreanned  by  its  pest  experience 
for  this  new  essay  In  goTernment.  The  hon- 
orable oompetltian  of  sister  Territories,  the 
hope  of  statehood,  and  the  glorious  history 
of  America  must  inspire  her. 


That  was  52  years  ago,  and  we  have 
lived  and  grown  and  developed  in  that 
hope. 

.1  ask  you  if  at  this  stage  of  the  de- 
velopment of  our  country  you  are  going 
to  close  the  door  on  us.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  has  held  time 
and  again  that  a  territory  is  a  State  in 
the  making.  The  dictionary  defines  a 
territory  as  a  provisional  State.  The 
promise  of  statehood  has  been  held  out 
repeatedly  by  leaders  in  the  Congress, 
and  finally  the  promise  that  Hawaii 
would  be  admitted  to  statehood  immedi- 
ately has  been  written  into  the  plat- 
forms of  both  major  political  parties. 
Hawaii's  people,  therefore,  have  for  more 
than  half  a  century  worked,  hved  and 
died  in  the  behef  that  when  they  met 
all  the  requirements  of  statehood,  the 
Territory  would  be  admitted  to  the  Union 
on  the  basis  of  equality,  and  that  they 
would  t)ecome  full  fledged  American 
citizens. 

Hawaii  has  met  all  th3  requirements 
of  statehood.  This  has  been  the  con- 
clusion of  every  committee  of  Congress 
that  has  investigated  this  question.  As 
far  back  as  1935,  a  joint  committee  of 
the  Congress  after  an  exhaustive  investi- 
gation In  the  Territory,  found  Hawaii  had 
met  all  the  requirements  theretofore  set 
up  for  admission  of  territories  to  state- 
hood. 

The  committee  found  Hawaii  to  be  a 
modem.  American  commonwealth  with 
well  developed  institutions  of  every  char- 
acter and  well  qualified  by  experience 
and  financially  able  to  meet  the  respon- 
sibilities of  State  government. 

There  cannot  be  any  question  about 
the  capacity  of  the  "people  of  Hawaii 
financially,  politically  or  otherwise  to 
manage  their  own  affairs.  That  has  been 
estabhshed  beyond  a  question  of  a  doubt. 
I  want  to  make  this  point  also,  that 
in  seeking  admission  as  a  State  we  are 
following  the  traditional  American  pat- 
tern. Out  of  the  original  13  colonies, 
4  additional  States  were  carved — Ver- 
mont. Maine,  West  Virginia,  ^nd  Ken- 
tucky. 

Two  republics  came  into  the  Union 
as  States  without  serving  provisionally 
as  territories.  They  were  Texas  and 
California. 

Each  of  the  remaining  29  served  a 
period  of  tutelage  as  territories  to  the 
United  States.  They  were  governed  by 
the  identical  pattern  under  which  Hawaii 
has  been  governed  since  it  was  made 
a  Territory  in  1900.  As  soon  as  they 
qualified  to  meet  the  responsibilities  of 
State  government  they  were  admitted 
to  the  Union  and  to  the  privileges  of 
statehood.  The  last  two  States  to  be 
admitted  were  Arizona  and  New  Mexico, 
which  tjecame  members  of  the  Union  in 
1912.  That  left  only  two  incorporated 
Territories — Alaska  and  Hawaii.  I  want 
to  emphasize  again,  gentlemen,  the  r>oint 
that  there  are  only  remaining  two  incor- 
porated territories,  and  that  this  does 
not  Involve  any  precedent  so  far  as  other 
areas  under  the  American  fiag  are  con- 
cerned or  any  other  places  are  concerned. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Of  course, 
the  thought  was  brought  out  that  we 
might  have  Samoa  and  Guam  and  a  lot 
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of  the  trust  territories  brought  In.  That 
jus*  is  not  possible  at  the  present  time, 
is  it?  They  are  not  incorporated  terri- 
tories. The  only  other  area  incorpo- 
rated is  Alaska;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  That  is  abso- 
lutely correct;  and  anybody  who  sug- 
gests the  admission  of  Guam  as  a  State 
of  the  Union  indicts  himself  for  his  lack 
of  information.  Do  you  know  how  large 
Guam  is?  Guam  Is  only  200  square 
miles  in  size,  and  100  of  those  square 
miles  comprise  military  reservations. 
There  are  about  23,000  Guamanians,  and 
I  have  never  even  heard  a  Guamanian 
suggest  that  they  be  admitted  to  the 
Union  as  a  State.  The  gentlemen  who 
talk  about  admitting  Guam  and  the  Vir- 
gin Islands  to  the  Union  as  a  State  are 
just  talking  through  their  hats;  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SAYLOR  Is  It  not  true  that  this 
Congress  just  in  the  last  session  or  the 
session  before  passed  the  first  law  which 
would  pro\1de  for  the  government  of 
Guam? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  That  is  right. 
Prior  to  that  time  Guam  was  governed 
as  a  naval  reservation. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  is  right,  and  the 
entire  island  had  been  a  naval  reserva- 
tion up  until  that  point. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Under  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  the  Con- 
gress cannot  disincorporate  Hawaii  and 
Alaska.  They  cannot  give  us  our  inde- 
pendence, and  they  cannot  exempt  us 
from  taxes. 

Some  of  the  people  in  Hawaii  have 
been  in  the  past  very  much  fascinated 
by  the  possiblhty  of  achieving  the  status 
of  Puerto  Rico.  We  pay  into  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  each  year  more  than  twice 
as  much  as  we  spend  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Territory,  and  they  thought, 
"Well,  if  we  can  get  the  status  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  be  exempted  from  Federal 
taxes,  what  a  paradise  we  would  be  in." 
But  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
cannot  exempt  Hawaii  from  taxes.  We 
have  got  to  pay  taxes  like  everyone  else. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  On  what  theory 
docs  the  gentleman  make  the  statement 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
cannot  change  the  territorial  status  of 
Hawaii?  In  other  words,  what  was  ir- 
revocable about  the  act  of  Congress  that 
took  place  50  years  ago  that  Congress 
cannot  change? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  did  not  con- 
tend that  we  could  not  change  the  status 
of  the  Territory.  We  can  have  our  ter- 
ritorial government  taken  away  from  us. 
What  I  did  contend  is  that  the  Congress 
cannot  exempt  us  from  Federal  taxes. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Under  the  common- 
wealth form  of  government,  similar  to 
that  now  enjoyed  by  Puerto  Rico,  under 
which  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  elect 
their  own  governor,  elect  their  own  legis- 
lature, elect  and  nominate  and  appoint 
their  own  judges,  why  could  not  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  exempt  the 
people  of  Hawaii  from  Federal  taxes  in 


the  same  way  as  they  exempt  the  people 
of  Puerto  Rico? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  The  answer  to 
that  Is,  because  Hawaii  is  an  incorpo- 
rated Territory  and  Puerto  Rico  is  not. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Has  not  the  gentle- 
man just  said  there  is  nothing  irrevo- 
cable about  the  territorial  status  of 
Hawaii? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  That  does  not 
alter  the  status  as  far  as  taxes  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  I  have  asked  the 
gentleman  a  simple  question. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  And  I  have  an- 
swered it. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  If  the  status  of  Ha- 
waii is  revoked,  and  a  commonwealth 
form  of  government  similar  to  Puerto 
Rico  set  up,  what  is  to  prevent  Congress 
from  exempting  the  people  of  Hawaii 
from  Federal  taxes? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  The  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  I  call  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  m 
1950  I  proposed  an  amendment  to  a  tax 
measure  under  consideration,  to  exempt 
Hawaii  from  the  15-percent  transporta- 
tion tax.  as  it  falls  on  us  very  inequitably. 
The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper]  made  a  considerable  argument 
along  the  line  that  it  would  be  unconsti- 
tutional to  exempt  Hawaii  from  the  tax. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  That  was  only  one 
man's  opinion. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Well,  that  opin- 
ion prevailed,  and  I  think  that  is  one  that 
Is  generally  held,  and  constitutional 
lawyers  will  uphold  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Hawaii  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  the  gentleman  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  May  I  suggest  that  I 
think  the  gentleman  has  already  given 
us  the  answer  as  to-  why  you  cannot 
exempt  Hawaii  from  Federal  taxes,  when 
he  pointed  out  that  the  annexation  reso- 
lution provided  that  Hawaii  should  be 
an  integral  part  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  do  not  beheve  you  can 
violate  a  contract  entered  into  by  the 
United  States  and  some  foreign  nation, 
and  the  Republic  of  Hawaii  was  a  for- 
eign nation  at  that  time.  If  the  United 
States  is  to  carry  out  its  contract,  that- 
is  still  binding  on  us;  they  are  still  an 
integral  part  of  the  United  States,  and 
this  Congress  cannot  change  it.  Of 
course,  we  have  to  levy  the  same  taxes. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  We  have  to  levy 
the  same  taxes. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  And  if  Hawaii  tried  to 
get  out,  she  would  have  the  same  trouble 
that  some  of  our  southern  friends  had 
during  the  so-called  War  Between  the 
States. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

I  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RockbsI  tell 
the  Rules  Committee  the  other  day  that 


the  subject  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  ha'd 
not  been  given  adequate  consideration. 
The  question  of  statehood  for  Hawaii 
has  been  under  active  consideration  In 
every  session  of  Congress  since  the  con- 
clusion of  the  war  and  been  the  object 
of  extensive  Inquiry. 

At  the  time  the  legislation  now  before 
the  House  was  imder  consideration  in 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  the  members  had  available  more 
than  3,600  pages  of  printed  hearings  and 
reports  bearing  on  every  aspect  of  this 
question.  Well  in  excess  of  150  Members 
of  Congress  have  served  on  committees 
that  have  investigated  the  question  of 
statehood  for  Hawaii.  Between  30  and 
40  of  these  gentlemen  have  visited 
Hawaii,  and  well  in  excess  of  700  wit- 
nesses have  been  heard. 

The  volume  of  testimony  bearing  on 
all  of  the  arguments  and  facts  involved 
in  this  issue  is  something  tremendous. 
The  subject*  has  been  imder  inquiry  by 
innumerable  individuals,  private  organi- 
zations, and  publications. 

The  Governors'  Conference  has  re- 
peatedly supported,  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii. More  than  40  of  the  leading  na- 
tional patriotic,  religious,  civic,  profes- 
sional, labor,  and  farm  organizations 
have  gone  on  record  in  favor  of  state- 
hood for  Hawaii.  More  than  90  percent 
of  the  newspai>ers  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  have  been  actively  supporting 
statehood  for  Hawaii.  I  doubt  if  any 
subject  to  come  before  Congress  in  re- 
cent years  has  been  the  object  of  more 
extensive  consideration  than  has  this 
one. 

It  Is  obvious  the  time  is  here  to  reach 
a  decision. 

The  enabling  act  now  before  the  House 
is  in  the  traditional  pattern  for  the  ad- 
mission of  new  States  into  the  Union. 

The  measure  has  undergone  some 
change  only  because  the  Territory  itself 
has,  since  the  first  enabUng  act  for  this 
purpose  was  passed,  approved  a  Consti- 
tution for  the  State  of  Hawaii. 

The  House  of  Representatives  on  June 
30,  1947,  passed  an  enabling  act  to  admit 
Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a  State  by  a  vote 
of  197—133. 

Almost  3  years  later,  on  March  7, 1950. 
the  House  again  passed  an  enabUng  act 
to  admit  Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a  State 
by  a  vote  of  262-110. 

Both  of  these  measures  provided  the 
authority  and  the  funds  for  the  people 
of  the  Territory  to  elect  delegates  to  a 
convention  for  purposes  of  drafting  & 
constitution  for  the  new  State  and  for 
the  submission  of  that  constitution  to 
the  people  for  their  approval. 

These  measures,  however,  failed  of  en- 
actment by  the  Senate,  so  the  Territory 
itself,  following  the  example  of  15  otJier 
Territories,  proceeded  to  provide  the 
authority  and  f  imds  necessary  vmder  ter- 
ritorial law  to  hold  a  constitutional  con- 
vention and  submit  it  to  the  people  of 
the  Territory  for  their  approval. 

The  constitutional  convention  was  as- 
sembled on  April  4, 1950,  and  deUberated 
for  78  days.  Shortly  thereafter,  the  leg- 
islature of  the  Territory  was  called  into 
special  session  to  act  on  the  question 
of  whether  the  constitution  should  be 
submitted  to  the  voters.  The  legislature 
approved  the  constitution  tmanimously 
and   authorized  its  submission   to  the 
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voters  at  the  regular  election  on  Novem- 
ber 7.  1950.  The  constitution  was  ap- 
proved by  a  3-to-l  majority  with  82  per- 
cent of  the  eligible  voters  having  voted 
on  the  question. 

Because  of  this  action,  the  enabling 
act  now  before  the  House  has  imdergone 
some  changes.  H.  R.  3575  therefore  rati- 
fies the  act  of  the  Territorial  legislature 
which  authorized  the  holding  of  the  con- 
stitutional convention.  It  sets  down, 
nevertheless,  the  fundamental  conditions 
that  must  be  met  by  the  constitution. 
These  are  set  forth  in  section  2. 

The  bill  then  provides  in  section  3  for 
the  disposition  of  the  public  lands  of 
the  Territory.  It  provides,  in  brief,  that 
the  Federal  Government  shall  retain 
title  to  those  lands  at  present  used  for 
purposes  of  national  defense,  and  that 
the  State  shall  have  the  right  to  select 
the  182,000  acres  of  the  public  domain 
as  is  customary  with  the  admission  of 
new  States,  and  that  the  disposition  of 
the  balance  of  the  public  domain  shall 
be  determined  by  a  joint  committee  of 
the  Congress.  The  latter  involves  ap- 
proximately half  a  million  acres. 

Section  4  of  the  bill  recognizes  the  re- 
sults of  the  election  of  November  7,  1950, 
imder  which  the  people  of  the  Territory 
voted  on  the  constitution  for  the  nsw 
State  as  constituting  a  ratification  of 
the  constitution.  It  provides  that  if  the 
President  finds  that  the  constitution  con- 
forms with  the  conditions  set  down  in 
this  enabling  act,  then  he  shall  so  certify 
to  the  Governor  of  the  Territory,  who 
shall  proceed  with  the  steps  necessary  for 
the  election  of  State  oflBcials.  The  sec- 
tion also  provides  that  in  the  event  the 
President  finds  the  constitution  does  not 
conform  with  the  standards  required  by 
Congress,  then  the  constitutional  con- 
vention shall  be  reconvened. 

The  election  of  State  ofBcials  on  No- 
vember 2.  1954,  the  date  of  the  regular 
biennial  election,  is  provided  for  in  sec- 
tion 5,  that  authorizes  such  other  steps 
as  are  necessary  for  the  admission  of 
Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a  State. 

Section  6  provides  that  the  new  State 
shall  be  entitled  to  two  Representatives, 
who  shall  be  added  to  the  present  mem- 
bership of  the  House  until  the  reappor- 
tionment required  in  1960.  In  the  event 
this  legislation  is  enacted  into  law  and 
Hawaii  is  admitted  to  the  Union  as  a 
State,  the  membership  of  the  House  will 
be  437  for  a  period  of  almost  8  years. 

The  succeeding  five  sections  are 
amendments  to  the  United  States  Code 
that  have  been  drafted  by  the  judicial 
conference  to  cover  the  changes  neces- 
sary to  the  transfer  of  the  function  of 
the  courts  from  a  Territorial  to  a  State 
status. 

Provision  is  made  in  section  13  for  pro- 
tecting litigation  of  all  kinds  during  the 
period  of  transition. 

The  next  three  sections  provide  that 
the  title  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
the  Hawaii  National  Park  shall  be  ade- 
quately secured,  that  there  shall  be  con- 
current jurisdiction  over  military  instal- 
lations as  now  prevails  unless  Congress 
provides  otherwise,  that  the  Federal  Re- 
serve System  should  be  extended  to  the 
State  of  Hawaii,  and  that  surface  trans- 
portation between  the  mainland  and  the 
State  of  Hawaii  should  continue  under 


the   control   of   the   Federal   Maritime 
Board. 

It  should  be  said  in  passing  that  the 
section  covering  enforcement  of  law  in 
the  military  installations  meets  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Department  of  National 
Defense. 

The  constitution  of  the  proposed  State 
of  Hawaii  is  in  itself  a  great  argument 
for  the  immediate  admission  of  Hawaii 
to  statehood. 

It  is  compelling  evidence  of  the  politi- 
cal maturity  of  Hawaii's  people  and  their 
capacity  to  govern  their  own  affairs. 

It  has  been  before  Congress  officially 
for  almost  2  years.  The  text  of  the  con- 
stitution was  incorporated  in  the  report 
rendered  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  in  May  1951. 
The  committee's  report  contains  this 
comment  on  the  constitution: 

The  committee  finds  that  the  prophecy 
that  the  State  Constitution  of  Hawaii  would 
reflect  Communist  influence  haa  not  been 
even  remotely  fulfilled.  This  proposed  State 
constitution  was  drafted  by  delegates  chosen 
by  the  people  of  Hawaii  and  who  formed  an 
excellent  cross-section  of  them.  It  was  then 
submitted  to  the  people  In  the  general  elec- 
tion of  November  1950,  and.  despite  the  ac- 
tive opposition  of  the  ILWU,  was  approved 
by  a  vote  of  more  than  3  to  1. 

The  committee  feels  that  this  constitution 
speaks  for  itself,  and  as  an  example,  of  the 
political  maturity  of  the  people  of  Hawaii, 
It  Is  set  forth  In  full  In  the  appendix  to  this 
report   (appendix  J). 

The  constitution  Is  unique  in  that  it 
contains  in  article  XIV,  section  3,  the 
following: 

No  person  who  advocates,  or  who  aids  or 
belongs  to  any  party,  organization,  or  asso- 
ciation which  advocates,  the  overthrow  by 
force  or  violence  of  the  government  of  this 
State  or  of  the  United  States  shall  be  quali- 
fied to  hold  any  public  office  or  employment. 

The  incorporation  of  this  section  in 
the  constitution  is  evidence  of  how  keen- 
ly alert  are  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  deal- 
ing with  the  pressing  issue  of  com- 
munism. 

In  an  article  in  the  September  1952  is- 
sue of  the  Illinois  Bar  Journal,  Thomas  J. 
Welch,  president  of  the  Illinois  Bar  Asso- 
ciation, and  who  has  personally  visited 
Hawaii,  had  this  to  say: 

The  constitution  Is  to  be  highly  com- 
mended for  Its  confinement  to  fundamental 
law.  Its  clarity  and  simplicity  of  style  and 
minimum  statutory  provisions. 

It  Is  a  thoroughly  American  document, 
patterned  after  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  State  constitutions,  and 
Is  free  from  the  restrictions  and  legislative 
details  that  have  so  encumbered  most  of  the 
State  constitutions. 

One  of  the  great  arguments  on  state- 
hood for  Hawaii  is  the  constitution  that 
was  adopted  by  the  people  of  Hawaii.  A 
minority  report  of  the  Senate  in  1948 
alleged  that  if  we  were  to  hold  a  consti- 
tutional convention  that  the  convention 
would  be  controlled  by  Communist  in- 
fluences. I  invite  you  to  read  that  con- 
stitution. I  am  very  happy  that  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller] 
pointed  out  the  anti-Communist  clause, 
because  every  time  the  people  of  Hawaii 
have  been  confronted  squarely  with  the 
issue  of  communism,  they  have  met  it 
vigo'-ously,  actively,  and  effectively.  'We 
recognize,  however,  that  is  a  problem 
that  cannot  be  met  in  our  community 


alone;  it  Is  a  national  problem,  an  In- 
ternational problem,  and  that  by 
strengthening  our  voice  and  our  vote  in 
the  National  Government  our  capacity 
to  control  it  will  be  enhanced. 

That  constitution  was  opposed  when 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  Territory 
by  Harry  Bridges"  union.  Examine  the 
record  of  that  constitution  and  you  will 
be  more  than  reassured  that  so  long  as 
the  powers  of  this  country  and  the  re- 
sfKjnsibility  of  American  citizenship  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  they 
are  in  safe  hands,  they  are  in  able  hands, 
they  are  in  patriotic  hands. 

Hawaii  normally  pays  into  the  Federal 
Treasury  in  Federal  taxes  more  than  9 
to  15  States. 

In  the  fiscal  year  1952  the  total  of  in- 
ternal revenue  collections  in  Hawaii  was 
in  excess  of  those  from  nine  States.  The 
per  capita  collections  in  Hawaii  in  the 
same  period  were  in  excess  of  those  in 
22  States. 

In  the  last  10  years,  Hawaii  paid  into 
the  Federal  Treasury  $1,200,000,000,  an 
amount  exceeding  that  paid  by  10  States. 
With  regard  to  total  internal  revenue 
collections,  Hawaii  ranks  in  40th  place 
as  it  did  in  1951  with  tax  collections  ex- 
ceeding those  from  9  States. 

Per  capita  internal  revenue  collec- 
tions in  Hawaii  increased  from  $195.34 
in  1951  to  $272.80  in  1952.  Average  col- 
lections from  the  United  States  as  a 
whole  were  higher  than  those  from  Ha- 
waii, increasing  from  $332.96  in  1951  to 
$429.86  in  1952. 

The  taxes  paid  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment reflect  a  highly  developed  and 
prosperous  economy. 

Hawaii  ranks  as  one  of  the  best  cus- 
tomers of  the  continental  United  States. 
In  1951  Hawaii  bought  from  the  main- 
land, food,  clothing,  shoes,  motor  cars, 
household  appliances,  construction  ma- 
terials, machinery  and  equipment,  fuel, 
medical  supplies,  and  many  other  items 
amounting  to  $381,912,000. 

Since  1933.  Hawaii  has  been  seventh 
and  eighth  in  the  rank  of  continental 
United  States  customers,  and  in  1940, 
fifth  among  all  the  nations  of  the  world, 
ahead  in  purchases  of  such  countries  as 
Italy,  China,  Cuba,  the  Philippines,  Ger- 
many. 

Gross  business  in  Hawaii  reached  a 
volume  of  $1,429,341,206. 

A   total   of   $502,174,589   was   paid   In 
salaries  and  wages. 
Retail  sales  totaled  $521,189,496.66. 
Assessors'  gross  valuation  of  land  and 
improvements   in   the    Territory    as   of 
January  1.  1952,  was  $1,073,952,582. 

Territorial  residents,  in  1952,  filed 
170,714  Territorial  income-tax  returns, 
listing  salaries,  wages,  and  dividends 
totaling  $535,178,803.50.  Dividends  alone 
amounted  *.o  $33,004,214.50. 

Total  tax  collections  accruing  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  in  1952  totaled  $74,- 
862,678.40,  up  $800,000  from  the  previous 
year. 

Hawaii's  sugar  crop  was  sold  for  $137,- 
250,000  in  1952.  and  its  pineapple  crop 
for  another  $100  million. 

The  tourist  trade  produced  $50  million. 
Another  $36,700,000  was  realized  from 
minor  industries. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  ths 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.   PARRINGTON.     I  yield. 


1953 
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Mr.  ENOUS.  The  gentlemsus  made 
reference  a  minute  ago  to  what  I  think 
is  a  very  vital  matter,  yet  not  very  un- 
derstood here,  and  that  is  that  when  Ha- 
waii was  announced  as  forming  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  United  States,  that 
Hawaii  stays  in  and  stays  in  either  as  a 
subservient  territory  or  as  an  independ- 
ent State;  there  is  nothing  but  that 
alternative. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
Delegate  Trom  Hawaii  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  4  additional  minutes  to  the 
Delegate  from  HawalL 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  think  the  membership 
would  be  Interested  in  the  conditions  of 
her  admission  and  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Delegate  from  Hawaii  that  at  an  ap- 
propriate time  he  ask  permission  to  make 
It  a  part  of  this  Record  as  an  extension 
of  his  remarks,  in  order  to  Illustrate  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  that  we  have 
only  the  alternative  between  making 
Hawaii  a  State  or  keeping  her  constantly 
and  forever  in  this  position  of  tutelage  in 
which  she  now  exists  without  voting  rep- 
resentation in  the  Congress.  I  ask  the 
gentleman  to  do  that. 

Mr.  FARRTNGTON.    I  will  be  glad  to. 

The  text  of  the  resolution  of  annexa- 
tion follows: 

Joint  Resolution  55  {SSth  Cong.) 
Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  annexing  the 

Hawaiian  Islands  to  the  Dnlted  States 

Whereas  the  OoTemment  of  the  Republic 
of  HawaU.  having.  In  due  form,  signified  Its 
consent.  In  the  manner  provided  by  its  con- 
stitution, to  cede  absolutely  and  without  re- 
serre  to  the  United  States  of  America  all 
rights  of  sovereignty  of  whatsoever  kind  In 
and  over  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and  their  de- 
pendencies, and  also  to  cede  and  transfer  to 
the  United  States  the  absolute  fee  and  own- 
ership of  all  public.  Government,  or  Crown 
lands,  public  buUdings  or  edifices,  ports,  har- 
bors, military  equlfmient,  and  all  other  pub- 
lic property  of  every  kind  and  description 
belonging  to  the  Government  of  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands,  together  with  every  right 
and  appurtenance  thereunto  appertaining: 
Therefore 

Resolved,  etc..  That  said  cession  is  ac- 
cepted, ratified,  and  confirmed,  and  that  the 
said  Hawaiian  Islands  and  their  dependen- 
cies be,  and  they  are  hereby,  annexed  as  a 
part  of  the  territory  of  the  United  SUtes 
and  are  subject  to  the  sovereign  dominion 
thereof,  and  that  all  and  singular  the  prop- 
erty and  rights  hereinbefore  mentioned  are 
vested  In  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  existing  laws  of  the  United  States  rel- 
ative to  public  lands  shall  not  apply  to  such 
lands  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands;  but  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  shaU  enact  special 
laws  for  their  management  and  disposition: 


Provided,  That  all  revenue  from  or  proceeds 
of  th«  same,  except  as  regards  such  part 
thereof  as  may  be  used  or  occupied  f  c*  the 

civil,  military,  or  naval  purposes  of  the 
United  States,  or  may  be  assigned  for  the 
use  of  the  local  government  shall  be  used 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Hawaiian  Islands  for  educational  and 
other  public  purposes. 

Until  Congress  shall  provide  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  such  Islands,  all  the  civil.  Judi- 
cial, and  military  powers  exercised  by  the 
officers  of  the  existing  government  in  said 
islands  shall  be  vested  in  such  person  or 
persons  and  shall  be  exercised  in  such  man- 
ner as  the  President  of  the  United  States 
shaU  direct;  and  the  President  shall  have 
the  power  to  remove  said  officers  and  fill  the 
vacancies  so  occasioned. 

The  existing  treaties  of  the  Hawaiian  Is- 
lands with  foreign  nations  shall  forthwith 
cease  and  determine,  being  replaced  by  such 
treaties  as  may  exist,  or  as  may  be  hereafter 
concluded,  between  the  United  States  and 
such  foreign  nations.  The  municipal  legis- 
lation of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  not  enacted 
for  the  fulfillment  of  the  treaties  so  extin- 
guished, and  not  inconsistent  with  this  Joint 
resolution  nor  contrary  to  the  Constitution 
at  the  United  States  nor  to  any  existing 
treaty  of  the  United  States,  shall  remain  in 
force  until  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
shall  otherwise  determine. 

Until  legislation  shall  be  enacted  extending 
the  United  States  customs  laws  and  regula- 
tions to  the  Hawaiian  Islands  the  existing 
customs  relations  ci<  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
with  the  United  States  and  other  countries 
shall  remain  unchanged. 

The  public  debt  of  the  Republic  of  Hawaii, 
lawfully  existing  at  the  date  of  the  passage 
of  this  Joint  resolution,  including  the 
amounts  due  to  depositors  in  the  Hawaiian 
Postal  Savings  Bank,  is  hereby  assumed  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States;  but 
the  liability  of  the  United  States  in  this  re- 
gard shall  in  no  case  exceed  $4  million.  So 
long,  however,  as  the  existing  goverrvment 
and  the  present  commercial  relations  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands  are  continued  as  herein- 
before provided  said  government  shall  con- 
tinue to  pay  the  interest  on  said  debt. 

There  shall  be  no  further  immigration  of 
Chinese  into  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  except 
upon  such  conditions  as  are  now  or  may  here- 
after be  allowed  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
States;  no  Chinese,  by  reason  of  anything 
herein  contained,  shall  be  allowed  to  enter 
the  United  States  from  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

The  President  shall  appoint  6  Commis- 
sioners, at  least  2  of  whom  shall  be  residents 
of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  who  shall,  as  soon 
as  reasonably  practicable,  recommend  to 
Congress  ruch  legislation  concerning  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands  as  they  shall  deem  necessary 
or  proper. 

Etc.  2.  That  the  Commissioners  herelnbe- 
fore  provided  for  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

Population  of  Hawaii  by  race,  1896-1940 


Sk.  3.  That  the  sum  of  IIOOXXW.  or  so 
much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  to  b« 
tmmedlately  available,  to  be  expended  at  the 
discretion  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
this  Joint  resolution  into  effect. 

Senate  Joint  resolution  adopted  July  7, 
1898   (30  SUt.  750). 

I  will  try  to  conclude  in  a  few  minutes, 
if  I  may.  I  want  to  deal  now  with  the 
problem  of  the  popidation  of  Hawaii. 
The  figures  I  use  are  the  figures  of  the 
Census  of  1950.  Those  are  the  only 
figures  that  should  be  used  in  the 
consideration  of  this  question  because 
that  was  the  last  time  we  had  a  census 
enumeration.  The  other  figures  are 
purely  estimates  and  they  are  just  as 
likely  as  not  to  be  Inaccurate;  in  fact, 
they  have  been  shown  to  be  quite  inac- 
curate. I  will  incorporate  In  my  remarks 
at  this  point  a  tabulation  which  shows 
the  population  of  Hawaii  broken  down 
by  major  racial  groups  as  shown  by  every 
census  since  1900,  and  also  the  popula- 
tion broken  down  by  racial  groups  as 
shown  by  the  Census  of  1950,  and  I  invite 
you  to  give  It  your  most  careful  attention. 

A  preliminary  breakdown  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Census,  submitted  by  Dr.  Roy 
V.  Peel,  Director,  to  the  committee  under 
date  of  April  23,  1951,  discloses  the  fol- 
lowing racial  components: 


Total 

nawaiian  and  part-Hawaiian. 

Caucasian 

Chinese 

Filipino 

Japanese 

OUier  races 


Pirliml- 
nary  IMO 
popukttoQ 


406,800 


P»Tcont 

distrllxi* 

tion 


100.0 


87.400 

17.5 

114.000 

22.8 

33.000 

6.« 

60,000 

12.0 

183,000 

afi.  7 

21,700 

4.S 

Unofflcial  reports  from  the  Territory 
indicate  the  number  of  Caucasians  may 
have  declined  somewhat  In  the  period 
since  the  height  of  the  defense  construc- 
tion boom.  A  far  surer  guide  than  the 
fluctuations  from  one  brief  period  to  an- 
other— temporary  indices,  at  best — is  the 
history  of  the  population  trend  in  the 
islands  over  the  period  of  the  past  half 
century. 

In  his  appearance  before  the  commit- 
tee last  spring  to  urge  speedy  enactment 
of  the  statehood  measures.  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Oscar  L.  Chapman  sub- 
mitted the  following  official  tabulation: 


Raos 

18M 

IfiOO 

1910 

1020 

1930 

l&W 

Popnlatlon 

Percent 

Population 

Percent 

Population 

Popnlatkm 

Percent 

Population 

Percent 

Population 

Percent 

n^iwaiian 

81,010 
8,485 
22,438 
2I,«tfl 
24,407 

28.5 

7.8 

2aft 

19.8 
Z2.4 

28,718 
0,636 
26,252 
35,702 
ei,  115 

18.8 

&2 

17.1 

m7 
aar 

2S.041 
U506 
30.158 
21,674 
7»,676 
4.533 

zsffl 

4,800 
tM 

378 

IS.  6 
&5 

aa4 

11.3 

41.6 

3.4 

1.2 

2.5 

.4 

.2 

23,723 

18.087 

40,140 

23,507 

100,274 

4,060 

21,031 

6^603 

348 

310 

0.3 
7.0 

10.3 
0.2 

4Z7 

1.9 

8.2 

2.2 

.1 

.1 

22,036 

28,234 

73,702 

27,170 

139,631 

6,461 

63,052 

6,671 

663 

217 

6.1 

7.6 
30.0 

7.4 
87.9 

L8 
17.1 

1.8 
.3 
.1 

14,375 
49.935 

103.791 
38,774 

157,905 

^85I 

62,560 

8,296 

255 

570 

3  4 

I'iiTt-Hawaiian 

<':iiir;i,'!ian 

11  8 
24.5 

f  hint'sc 

.':i|>:inr.se..    . 

6.8 
37.3 

K'in-.in 

16 

Filipino 

1Z4 

I'uerto  Kican =. 





ZO 

Ni'pro 

.1 

Olhir IIIIIIIIIIIIIII' 

1,055 

.9 

xms 

1.7 

.1 

Total 

100,  oau 

loao 

154,  «U 

lOOiO 

101,000 

loao 

255^012 

100.0 

368,316 

loao 

423,830 

loao 

■'1 
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Ti*.fww»n  iq4n  pnd  1950  the  total  DODU-  will  be  the  right  of  all,  so  It  will  be  the  duty  of  statehood  have  proved  to  be  without 

lotTfi^^^^«:Prt  1R  1  ^rclnt  o'  SO'"*-  *«  P«P»^«  definitely  for  separation;  foundation.     If  the  lessons  of  our  his- 

^?w^?mS  ^d  T950  tliere  was  an  --^-^''y  "  ^^•'^  <^-'  ''°''^'''  "  ^^^^  "^""^  tory  teach  us  anything  at  all.  it  is  that 

increase  in  those  classified  as  foreign-  The  same  Josiah  Quincy.  of  Massa-  as  Americans  move  into  new  areas  and 

bom  from  12  to  15  percent.   This  was  the  chusetts.  in  1819  fought  the  admission  qualify   themselves   for  local   self-goy- 

result  of  the  reclassification  of  PUipinos  of  Alabama  into  the  Union  as  a  State,  emment  they  should  be  accepted  into 

who  prior  to  independence  were  classi-  This  is  what  he  said:  the  Union  on  a  basis  of  equality.    The 

fled  as  national  rather  than  foreign  born.  you  have  no  authority  to  throw  the  rights  strength  of  our  country  has  come  from 

The  removal  of  racial  restrictions  from  and  property  of  the  people  into  the  "hotch-  following  this  course, 

the  naturalization  laws  has  resulted  in  a  potch"  with  the  wild  men  on  the  Missouri.  To  follow  an  alternative  course  as  has 

sharp  reduction  in  the  number  classified  nor  with  the  mixed  though  more  responsible  been  done  by  some  of  the  powers  of  Eu- 

as  foreign  born  so  that  today  there  are  race  of  Angio-Hispano-Gaiio-Americans  who  j-ope  and  hold  some  of  the  people  under 

orobablv  less  than  10  percent  of  the  pop-  ^^\  ""^  the  sands  in  the  mouth  of  the  ^^^j.  jurisdiction  in  a  secondary  and  an 

prooaoiy  less  umu  lu  yciv^ci^i,  ux  w»c  t/vf  Mississippi.     Do  you  suppose  the   people  of  .„*-_,„_     r»ocifinn     inpvitohlv     Rnw;     th*» 

Ulation  who  are  aliens.  ^^^   Northern   and    Atlantic   States   win.   or  '"^^T   ,  ^^      ,^^„j^t^Z  J^^fY.^^^^ 

In  1900.  59  percent  of  the  population  ^^  ^t  to,  look  with  patience  and  see  Repre-  seeds  of  destruction.    I  say  to  you.  there- 
was  alien.  sentatlves  and  Senators  from  the  Red  River  fore,  that  when  you  move  to  add  Hawaii 

Hawaii's  present  population — 499,794  and  the  Missouri,  pouring  themselves  upon  to  the  Union  you  move  to  strengthen 

United  States  Census,  1950 — exceeds  that  this  and  the  other  floor,  managing  the  con-  the  United  States  of  America  on  this  new 

of  any  other  territory  at  the  time  of  ad-  cem  of  a  seaboard  i.soo  miles,  at  least,  from  frontier. 

mission  as  a  State  with  the  single  excep-  ^^^^  residence?  Some  question  has  been  raised  about 

tion  of  Oklahoma,  The  admission  of  Texas  Into  the  Union  the  character  of  our  population.     The 

It  exceeds  today  the  population  of  four  ^as  opposed  in  1845  by  Daniel  Webster,  gentleman  from  Virginia  referred  to  the 

of  the  States,  as  based  on  the  April  1,  ^ho  regarded  this  step  with  great  alarm.  "Chinaman"  who  votes  in  Hawaii  hav- 

1950.  Federal  Census:  He  made  this  statement  at  that  time:  ing  something  like  30  times  the  force  of 

Kevada - 160.  083  a  very  dangerous  tendency  and  of  doubtful  the  individual  whO  VOtes  in  New  York. 

Wyoming 290.  528  consequence  to  enlarge  the  boundaries  of  this  His  Statement.  I  am  sure,  is  the  result  of 

Delaware 318, 085  Government.     There  must  be  some  limit  to  misinformation    because   if    he    will   ex- 

Vermont 377.  747  the  extent  of  our  territory,  if  we  are  to  make  amine  the  record  and  if  he  will  study  the 

It  borders  the  nonulation  of  several  °"'"  institutions  permanent     The  Govern-  f^cts  he  will  see  that  none  but  an  Amer- 

IC   DOraers  ine  popuiauon  01   several  ^^^^  ^^           jj^^j     ^  ^^  endangered.  In  my  .           riti7.pn    ra-sLs    a    vote    in    Hawaii 

other    States,    notably     Idaho.    588.657;  opinion,  by  a  further  enlargement  of  its  al-  ^^"    ^    ^  „^^^    ™o  Hiior.^J  «<; 

Montana.  591.024;  and  New  Hampshire,  ready  vast  territorial  surface.  There  is.  of  course,  some  difference    as 

533  242  many  of  our  people  are  of  far -eastern 

Nor  is  the  population  of  the  Territory  ^  filibuster  was  conducted  in  the  Sen-  and  Asiatic  origin.    There  is  no  question 

of  Hawaii  static     In  1850  Hawaii  had  a  ^^^  against  the  admission  of  California  about  that.     But  they  have  been  there 

population  of  84  165.    In  1950.  100  years  *"^°  ^^^  Union.    In  the  course  of  that  for  many  years,  many  of  them  are  in  the 

later,  it  had  increased  6  times  as  much,  debate  Senator  Stephen  A.  Douglas,  of  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  generations,  and 

Its  largest  gain.  43.9  percent,  came  in  Illinois  said:  if  there  is  any  question  in  your  mind  as 

the  decade  ending  in  1930  when  112  424  i  bave  always  thought  that  the  boundaries  to  their  loyalty  as  American  citizens.  I 

persons  were  added.    The  1950  gain  is  °'  California  were  too  large,    i  have  laid  invite  you  to  examine  their  record  dur- 

?8.1  percent  over  that  of  1940.  SeT i?t^  th'eeTtates"'      """^       '  ^^^  World  War  II. 

Approximately  87  percent  of  the  popu-  ^^   '^  I  would  like  the  gentleman  from  Texas 

lation    of    Hawaii    are    United    States  Senator  Ewing  said:  to  ask   members   of  the   36th  Division 

citizens.  with  all  the  extent  of  California,  It  will  what   they   think   of    the    troops   from 

The  city  of  Honolulu,  with  a  1950  cen-  never  siistain  one-half  the  population  of  the  Hawaii,  particularly  the  boys  who  went 

sus  of  248.034.  ranks  as  the  44th  city  of  s™aii  state  of  Ohio,  not  one-haif.    The  pop-  in  there  and  saved  your  Lost  Battalion 

the  United  States  in  size,  ahead  of  such  uiation  win  be  very  small  indeed.  ^-hen  all  the  others  had  failed.    I  would 

cities  as  Dayton.  Ohio,  Oklahoma  City,  Hawaii  Is  today  America's  frontier  in  lil^e  to  ask  you  of  the  Middle  West  to 

Okla..   Richmond.   Va,,   and    Syracuse,  the  Pacific.  ask  members  of  the  34th  Division  what 

N.  Y.  It  stands  as  an  outpost  of  American  they  think  of  the  troops  from  Hawaii. 

The  population  of  Hawaii  as  shown  by  military  strength  and  of  American  po-  Ask  any  man.  anyone  who  led  them  into 

the  1951  census  entitles  it  to  two  Repre-  utical  ideals.  battle.    Let  me  tell  you  what  is  happen- 

eentatives  in  the  House.  it  is  the  meeting  ground  of  east  and  i"B  today.     The  losses  among  Hawaii's 

It  is  worth  noting  that  at  the  present  west.  sons  in  Korea  have  been  at  a  rate  3  and 

time  there  are   now   13   States   whose  it  is  the  funnel  through  which  the  *  times  that  of  the  rest  of  the  country, 

population  entitles  them  to  2  or  less  Rep-  infiuences  of  the  west  move  into  the  east  The  24th  Division  is  Hawaii's  own  di- 

resentatives  in  the  House.     These  in-  and  the  Lofluences  of  the  east  move  into  vision,  and  General  Collins'  division,  the 

elude  7  of  the  11  Western  States — Mon-  the  west.  25th  Division,  was  likewise  full  of  our 

tana.  Idaho.  Wyoming,  Utah.  Nevada,  it  is.  in  truth,  the  crossroads  of  the  troops,  when  these  two  units  bore  the 

Arizona,  and  New  Mexico;  2  Midwestern  Pacific.  brunt  of  the  first  Communist  attack  in 

itates — North  Dakota.   South   Dakota;  it  is  unthinkable  that  this  strategic  Korea.    Read  the  casualty  lists  before 

and  4  Eastern  States — Delaware.  Rhode  and  vital  area  should  ever  pass  out  of  the  y°^  start  raising  any  doubts  about  the 

Island.  Vermont,  and  New  Hampshire.  hands  of  the  American  r>eople.  Americanism  or  the  loyalty  of  those  peo- 

Prom  the  very  beginning  of  this  coun-  it  is  vital  to  our  defense  aiid  to  the  P^^  ^'*^°  ^^^^  *^^"  raised  in  Hawaii, 

try  the  acquisition  of  new  areas  of  land  welfare  of  the  whole  country,  and  there  ^^-  Chairman,  you  are  making  a  great 

and  the  incorporation  of  those  areas  into  ^i^e  no  people  under  the  fiag  who  have  mistake  if  by  your  action  on  this  meas- 

the  Union  as  States  has  been  bitterly  ^  keener  sense  of  the  importance  of  this  ^^^  yo"  say  to  the  boys  you  are  putting 

resisted.  relationship  or  who  have  done  more  to  on  the  Korean  battlefront  and  who  you 

The  opposition  to  the  admission  of  sustain  it  than  the  people  of  Hawaii.  are  taking  into  the  Army  that  you  are 
Hawaii  to  the  Union  as  a  State,  like  the  it  inevitably  follows  that  any  step  that  ^°*'  quite  as  good  as  the  rest  of  the 
opposition  to  the  annexation  of  Hawaii  binds  Hawaii  and  its  people  more  closely  People  of  this  country, 
in  1898  and  its  incorporation  into  the  to  the  rest  of  the  country  will  add  to  our  The  final  test  of  this  issue  Is  the  char- 
Union  as  an  Integral  part  thereof,  is  in  common  strength.     Statehood  for  Ha-  acter  of  Hawaii's  people, 
almost  exactly  the  same  pattern.  wall  will  give  new  emphasis  to  the  im-  Are  they  American  citizens? 

Thomas  Jefferson  was  bitterly  critl-  portance  of  this  outpost  in  our  scheme  Can  they  be  entrusted  with  the  respon- 

cized  for  the  Louisiana  Purchase.  of  national  defense  and  greatly  enhance  sibilities  of  full-fledged  American  citi- 

Admission  of  Louisiana  into  the  Union  the  position  of  our  country  in  the  Pa-  zenship? 

was  denounced  by  Representative  Josiah  cific  area.  is  the  future  of  this  country  being  en- 

Quincy,     of    Massachusetts,    in    these  in  the  end  the  views  of  those  who  have  dangered  by  giving  them  a  vote  for  Pres- 

words:  expressed  such  doubts  about  the  expan-  ident  and  Vice  President  and  voting  rep- 

The  bonds  of  the  Union  m\ut  be  dissolved  sion  of  this  country  and  the  extension  resentation   with   all    the   participation 

ratiier  than  admit  these  westerners  as  it  to  the  people  oX  those  areas  the  privilege  that  is  involved  in  the  United  States 
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Senate  and  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives? 

Is  the  fact  that  many  of  them  are  of 
Oriental  origin  In  itself  an  argument 
against  entrusting  them  with  this  re- 
sponsibility? 

In  the  final  analysis  this  has  been  the 
great  question  jn  peoples'  minds  over  a 
long  period  of  years  and  no  aspect  of 
this  issue  has  r<M;eived  more  careful  ex- 
amination than  this  one. 

I  think  the  answer  is  to  be  found  in 
the  record  that  was  made  in  World 
V.'ar  II  and  is  now  being  made  in  the 
Korean  war.  I  Jiay  to  you  who  may  have 
any  doubts  as  to  the  loyalty  of  Hawaii's 
!>ons  to  ask  the  ofQcers  and  men  of  the 
36th  Division  of  Texas,  and  of  the  34th 
Division  of  Iowa  and  the  other  Mid- 
western States  who  went  into  battle 
with  them  for  the  answer.  I  suggest  also 
that  you  ask  the  leaders  of  the  24th  Di- 
vision and  the  2r)th  Division  upon  whom 
fell  the  first  impact  of  the  Communist 
Invasion  of  South  Korea  Just  what  they 
think  of  the  product  of  our  schools  and 
our  systems  of  training. 

There  you  ha^e  the  record  written  in 
the  blood  of  Hawaii's  own  people.  What 
more  can  you  ask? 

Finally  I  ask  tiiat  this  issue  be  settled 
on  its  merits.  The  question  is  whether  or 
not  Hawaii  has  met  the  requirements  of 
statehood  and  should  be  admitted  to  the 
Union.  There  Ls  no  other  issue  involved 
at  this  time  and  the  attempts  to  inter- 
pose other  questions  only  serve  to  con- 
fuse this  question. 

I  trust  that  common  sense  and  the 
welfare  of  our  country  will  dictate,  as  it 
should,  the  adoption  of  this  measure  by 
an  overwhelming  vote. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Browh]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  Sim  opposed  to  statehood  for  the 
Hawaiian  Islands  or  creating  any  State 
not  contiguous  to  the  United  States.  It 
is  admitted  by  all  that  if  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  becomes  a  State  it  will  not 
improve  or  strengthen  the  security  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  admit  any  Territory  to 
statehood  beyond  the  continental  United 
States,  as  in  the  years  to  come  many 
more  islands  all  through  the  Pacific  can 
become  States. 

In  this  blU.  H  R.  3575,  we  are  called 
upon  to  allow  tlae  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
thousands  of  miles  from  the  States,  to 
enter  the  Union  on  equal  footing  with 
the  48  States.  No  one  can  deny  that 
the  Hawaiian  Islands  are  beautiful  and 
that  the  men  of  Hawaii  proved  them- 
selves loyal,  courageous,  and  great  sol- 
diers of  the  battlefields  of  Italy.  But 
this  alone  does  not  Justify  the  passage 
of  this  bill,  for  many  reasQns. 

Among  the  most  important  reasons 
prompting  my  objection  to  immediate 
statehood  for  HawaU  Is  the  fact  that 
old-line  American  stocks  are  almost 
completely  overshadowed  by  oriental 
strains.  The  percentage  of  Caucasians 
in  the  population  of  the  Territory  was 
only  16.5  of  the  total  as  of  January  1, 
1951.  An  analysis  of  the  racial  picture 
in  Hawaii  as  of  that  date  Ls  interesting, 
to  say  the  least.  The  Japanese  consti- 
tuted 39.9  percent;  the  Chinese.  6.5;  the 
Hawaiians,  2.8;  the  part  Hawaiians,  16.9; 


the  Puerto  Rlcans.  2.2;  the  Koreans,  1.6; 
the  FiUpinos.  13.2;  and  all  others,  0.4 
percent.  And,  furthermore,  we  find  that 
the  total  population  is  declining,  de- 
spite repeated  assurances  by  proponents 
of  statehood  that  Hawaii's  census  fig- 
ure was  destined  to  grow  ever  larger. 
The  ofiQcial  census  count  of  April  1.  1950. 
was  499,794.  including  an  undetermined 
number  of  Armed  Forces  personnel 
Estimates  of  the  civilian  population  as 
of  May  1.  1951.  placed  the  figure  at  462,- 
776.  according  to  the  Governor  of 
Hawaii's  own  annual  report  for  fiscal 
1951.  This  same  report  states  the  civil- 
ian figure  for  January  1.  1951.  was  466.- 
329;  and  for  January  1, 1950,  the  number 
was  given  as  478,119.  I  suggest  that 
these  statistics  of  a  declining  popula- 
tion are  significant. 

It  would  be  detrimental  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States  if  political 
control  of  the  islands  were  to  be  admin- 
istered by  groups  alien  to  American  po- 
litical traditions,  culture,  and  way  of 
life. 

Another  objection  Is  that  two  Hawaiian 
Senators  would  enjoy  a  disproportionate 
representation  in  that  body.  We  are  all 
aware  that  the  framers  of  the  United 
States  Constitution  ruled,  in  adopting 
the  Federal  concept,  that  each  State 
was  to  be  represented  by  two  Senators 
regardless  of  population;  but  I  beg  to 
point  out  that  the  Senate  today,  in  terms 
of  foreign  affairs,  plays  a  far  more  im- 
portant role  than  it  did  a  century  and 
a  half  ago.  Our  opponents  are  prone  to 
counter  the  argument  that  gross  over- 
representation  in  the  Senate  is  an  in- 
equity with  the  observation  that  the 
larger  States  have  proportionately  larger 
delegation  In  the  House;  but  they  over- 
look the  vital  fact  that  the  vote  of  a 
single  Senator  can  be  decisive  in  matters 
pertaining  to  treaties  and  other  inter- 
national agreements.  At  no  other  time 
in  our  history  has  the  wise  handling  of 
foreign  relation  been  so  imperative.  I 
simply  do  not  believe  that  an  area  con- 
taining fewer  than  half  a  million  persons 
should  have  the  right  to  be  represented 
by  two  Senators  whose  authority  is  equal 
to  that  of  the  two  Senators  from  other 
States. 

Another  reason  for  my  reluctance  to 
support  statehood  is  that  the  presence 
of  powerful  left-wing  elements  is  still 
very  much  in  evidence.  The  one  big 
labor  union  in  the  islands,  the  Interna- 
tional Longshoremen's  and  Warehouse- 
men's Union,  the  leaders  of  which  have 
frequently  boasted  that  they  could  tie 
Hawaii's  economy  into  knots  at  any  time, 
has  been  controlled  for  years  by  known 
Communists.  Statehood  advocates  claim 
that  communism  could  be  controlled  bet- 
ter by  the  people  of  Hawaii  after  the 
admission  of  that  Territory  into  the 
Union.  I  believe  otherwise.  The  Com- 
munist hold  on  the  ILWU  has  not  yet 
been  broken  or  even  appreciably  les- 
sened. Of  equal  significance  is  the  fact 
that  known  Communists  are  still  per- 
mitted to  hold  positions  in  reputable, 
social,  and  charitable  organizations. 
Certainly,  until  Hawaii  puts  Its  own 
house  in  order,  the  plea  for  full  equality 
with  the  continental  States  should  re- 
main unheeded. 

Another  reason  for  not  supporting  the 
bill  is  that  we  do  not  know  what  the 


constitution  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  will 
be  as  it  is  not  incorporated  in  this  bill. 
Of  course  the  constitution  could  not  be 
contradictory  to  the  provisions  of  the 
United  States  Constitution,  but  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  does  not 
cover  many  things  and  if  this  bill  passes. 
Congress  will  never  have  an  opportunity 
to  change  or  alter  the  constitution  of 
the  State  of  Hawaii. 

Perhaps  a  better  solution  would  be  to 
accord  Hawaii  commonwealth  status, 
after  the  pattern  of  Puerto  Rico.  As  a 
semlautonomous  territory,  Hawaii  would 
enjoy  the  blessings  of  liberty,  security, 
and  stability.  And  her  people  would  con- 
tinue to  be  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
as  they  are  today. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
LMr.  Rogers]. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, first  I  want  to  commend  my  good 
friend,  the  distingtilshed  Delegate  from 
Hawaii,  for  the  outstanding  speech  he 
has  made  to  this  committee  and  for 
the  great  fight  he  has  put  up  for  Ha- 
waiian statehood.  May  I  say,  further, 
that  I  acknowledge  and  recognize  his 
deep  sincerity  In  this  measure  and  know 
that  it  w£is  not  prompted  In  any  degree 
by  political  expediency.  I  have  gieat 
respect  for  him  and  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  Hawaiian  people.  However,  I  am 
opposed  to  this  bill  and  I  rise  here  today 
to  oppose  It  for  reasons  which  I  will 
undertake  to  set  forth. 

In  the  first  Instance,  I  did  make  a 
statement  to  the  Rules  Committee,  as 
was  pointed  out  by  the  Delegate  from 
Hawaii  LMr.  Farrimgton],  In  which  I  said 
there  had  not  been  enough  publicity 
given  to  the  Hawaiian  statehood  meas- 
ure. I  did  that  purposely  and  the  result 
was  what  I  expected.  The  members  of 
the  Rules  Committee  smiled  as  if  I  did 
not  know  what  I  was  talking  about.  Per- 
haps I  did  not.  But  I  do  know  this:  I 
know  that  there  has  been  much  publicity 
given  to  Hawaii's  statehood  with  abso- 
lutely no  details  about  the  complexities 
involved  and  the  problems  that  will 
arise,  and  I  think  that  the  American 
people  are  entitled  to  a  full  treatment 
of  the  problem  before  this  Congress  does 
something  that  is  going  to  change  the 
geography  of  this  country,  and  could  well 
change  its  basic  political  philosophy. 

I  have  been  disturbed  by  newspaper  re- 
ports of  late  that  appear  to  me  to  be  a 
negative  approach  to  the  problem.  They 
said  in  numerous  editorials  that  there 
would  be  opposition  to  this  bill  because 
Alaska  was  not  Included,  and  that  that 
opposition  would  come  from  the  Demo- 
crats. Well,  I  want  the  Rrcoro  to  show 
here  and  now  that  I  was  one  of  the 
members  of  the  committee  that  voted 
against  reporting  this  bill  out.  I  am 
registered  as  a  Democrat  and  I  am 
against  the  inclusion  of  Alaska  at  this 
time.  I  am  not  prompted  by  any  poli- 
tical expediency  or  by  any  party  afDlla- 
tlon,  I  am  thinking  solely  of  my  coun- 
try as  such,  and  I  hope  that  the  news- 
papers of  this  country  will  not  continue 
a  negative  approach  to  a  problem  as  im- 
portant as  this. 

Now  we  were  told  by  the  chairman  dur- 
ing the  debate  today  on  the  rule,  that 
there  had  been  extensive  hearings  oa 
this   bin  at  this  sessioa   of  Codsxcs& 
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Now,  I  loTe  my  chairman;  he  is  a  grand 
fellow,  but  he  and  I  differ  completely  on 
what  extensive  hearings  are.  I  want 
to  tell  you  what  they  were.  We  met  on 
4  days  in  the  subcommittee  and  every 
witness  that  appeared  before  us  with 
the  exc3ptlon  of  one  was  a  proponent  of 
statehood  for  Hawaii.  The  man  who  ap- 
peared against  it  was  a  member  of  the 
committee,  the  distlngviished  gentleman 
Xrom  New  York  [Mr.  PuxioH]. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  irom  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  BAYLOR.  I  would  like  to  say.  as 
chairman  of  that  subcommittee,  that 
every  person  who  requested  the  oppor- 
tunity to  appear  for  or  against  the  bill 
was  given  an  opportunity  to  appear,  and 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Pu.- 
LiOM  ]  was  the  only  person  who  requested 
the  opportunity  to  appear.  The  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  CoudertI  sub- 
mitted a  statement,  and  that  statement 
Is  in  the  record.  They  are  the  only  two 
persons  who  appeared  in  opposition  to 
thebilL 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
gentleman.  I  want  to  make  this  state- 
ment. I  am  not  reflecting  on  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Baylor]  conducted  the 
hearings.  He  did  a  wonderful  Job,  and 
he  was  Just  as  fair  as  he  could  be,  and  I 
commend  him.  But  he  confirms  exactly 
the  point  that  I  am  making.  There  was 
not  any  publicity  given  to  this  matter, 
and  nobody  knew  about  those  hearings. 
That  is  what  disturbed  me  in  the  sub- 
committee. It  is  simply  this :  that  when 
you  have  a  bill  as  important  as  this  not 
only  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  but  to 
the  United  States  of  America,  and  no  op- 
position shows  up,  there  is  certainly 
something  wrong  somewhere. 

Mr.  uniUER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, wHl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  did  make 
the  statement  before  the  Committee  on 
Rules  that  they  had  extensive  hearings. 
Maybe  4  days  could  not  be  considered 
extensive  hearings,  but  I  will  say  that 
since  1935,  5  committees  of  the  Congress 
have  been  In  Hawaii:  there  were  more 
than  4,000  pages  of  testimony,  and  nearly 
700  witnesses,  and  out  of  the  700,  550 
were  for  this  bllL  Now  that  included 
Investigations  In  Hawaii  and  In  this 
country.  There  were  5  hearings  In  Ha- 
waii and  a  number  of  them  here  in 
Washington,  and  of  the  700  witnesses 
most  of  them  were  for  the  bill.  The 
opposition  had  a  chance  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  believe  the 
gentleman  said  that  before,  and  I  do  not 
want  him  to  use  up  all  my  time.  The 
point  I  am  making  is  that  there  was  no 
publicity  at  this  time,  and  that  was  the 
reason,  apparently,  that  there  was  no  one 
before  that  subcommittee  to  be  heard 
in  opposition  to  this  important  piece  of 
legislation. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  May  I  state  that  I 
know  of  nothing  that  received  any  more 
publicity  than  President  Eisenhower's 
message  to  Congress,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  oould  be  anything  more  explicit 
thiiA  1^  statement  that  the  platforms 


of  both  political  parties  promised  state- 
hood to  Hawaii. 

Mr.  RO<jERS  of  Texas.  There  Is  no 
question  about  publicity  being  given  to 
that,  but  iJiat  confirms  the  point  I  am 
making.  No  publicity  was  given  to  these 
hearings  and  no  publicity  was  given  to 
the  detail(xl  information  the  people  of 
this  counti'y  should  have  had. 

I  want  to  make  these  points  about  this 
bill.  We  au-e  playing  politics  with  the 
destiny  of  our  children,  and  do  not  fool 
yourself  on  that  point.  We  are  moving 
into  a  field  of  pnlitics  in  which  this 
country  has  never  found  itself  before. 
We  are  moving  into  a  political  sea  that 
is  completely  uncharted  insofar  as  poli- 
tics is  concerned.  We  are  doing  it  with 
two  major  points  facing  \is.  although 
there  are  many  minor  ones. 

The  first  Is  this:  This  territory  is  not 
contigvious  to  the  United  States  of 
America  a.s  it  now  exists,  and  along  with 
that  point,  there  are  several  islaj^ds  in 
the  Territory  that  are  separated  by  the 
sea.  Certainly  anyone  will  admit  that 
that  is  a  move  into  a  new  political  field. 

There  is  another  thing  I  want  to  point 
out.  but  before  I  do  so  let  me  say  this  in 
order  to  avoid  any  reflection  about  racial 
prejudice.  I  hope  it  is  not  injected  into 
this  debate.  I  am  from  the  South,  yes. 
I  have  no  racial  prejudice  as  such.  But 
when  we  take  Hawaii  in  as  a  State,  we  are 
taking  in  a  Territory  that  has  a  vast 
majority  of  its  population  made  up  of 
people  of  different  racial  extractions 
than  the  i^eople  who  founded  the  United 
States  and  made  it  as  great  as  it  is  today. 
Maybe  that  is  a  good  thing.  I  do  not  say 
it  is  not  a  good  thing,  but  I  do  say  this, 
and  I  want  everyone  to  think  about  it. 

We  are  in  one  of  the  most  trying  times 
today  thivt  history  has  ever  recorded. 
We  are  fi^^hting  one  of  the  most  sinister 
forces  tbs.t  free  men  have  ever  come  up 
against.  Is  this  the  time  to  explore  new 
political  fields?  Is  this  the  time  for  this 
Congress  to  get  out  on  a  limb,  so  to 
spealc.  and  move  into  a  sea  of  pohtics 
that  might  result  and  could  result  in  new 
pohtical  philosophies? 

We  have  just  finished  one  of  the  worst 
wars  ever  fought  by  man.  And  immedi- 
ately we  got  into  isnother.  We  have  a  tax 
burden  tliat  is  staggcilrg.  We  have  a 
public  debt  that  our  chilo.'en  are  going 
to  have  to  pay  if  we  don't  get  Jnxsy.  There 
are  many  other  dire  problems  facing  the 
people  of  the  United  States  today.  Are 
we  prepared  at  this  time  to  move  into 
another  field  and  create  more  problems 
and  more  complexities  for  our  children 
to  deal  with?  If  we  are,  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  this  entire  question  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  let  them  pass  upon  it,  with  full 
knowledge  of  the  facts  and  the  poten- 
tialities. Let  them  pass  upon  it  as  a 
single  point.  I  know  it  has  been  said  it 
is  in  the  Republican  platform  and  that 
it  is  in  the  Democratic  platform,  and  that 
when  the  people  voted  for  a  candidate. 
they  voted  for  Hawaiian  statehood.  Now 
it  made  no  difference  which  candidate 
they  voted  for,  it  was  in  both  platforms 
intermingled  with  issue  upon  issue. 

Now,  can  you  say  to  yourself  that  you 
know  that  all  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  or  a  substantial  majority  of  them 
want  us  to  take  Hawaii  in  as  the  49th 
State?    I  have   nothing   in  the   world 


against  Hawaii.  I  have  nothing  in  the 
world  against  people  of  oriental  extrac- 
tion, but  I  think  it  is  our  absolute  rc- 
sponsibihty  to  preserve  the  Union  which 
our  forefathers  founded  for  us.  I  think 
this  is  a  bad  time  to  be  exploring  political 
fields.  If  we  are  going  to  guide  the  ship 
of  state  into  these  uncharted  seas,  I 
think  we  should  at  least  consult  the 
passengers,  and  they  are  the  taxpayers 
who  live  in  this  country.  I  thhik  we  are 
taking  a  dangerous  step  when  we  change 
the  geography  and  when  we  change  what 
might  be  the  political  philosophy  in  sev- 
eral instances.  I  think  we  are  taking  a 
dangerous  step  insofar  as  the  preserva- 
tion of  this  country  is  concerned. 

I  want  to  say  one  other  thing  about 
this  bill,  which  Ls  before  you.  Do  you 
know  that  this  bill  ratifies  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Hawaii,  and  that  this  is  the  last 
chance  this  Congress  is  going  to  get  to 
pass  upon  that  constitution?  We  are 
doing  something  in  this  bill  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  does  not 
have  the  right  to  do  if  we  assume  our 
proper  responsibilities.  We  have  done 
it  several  times.  I  want  to  point  this 
out  to  you — I  voted  to  extend  the  reor- 
ganization powers  for  President  Eisen- 
hower. I  did  it  with  the  thought  in  mind 
that  Congress  was  shirking  a  responsi- 
bility in  so  doing,  but  I  did  it  because 
President  Truman  had  had  such  powers 
and  because  President  Roosevelt  had  had 
such  powers,  and  I  thought  that  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  ought  to  have  the  same 
chance  as  the  men  before  him  to  reor- 
ganise the  Government  of  this  country 
and  to  try  to  get  some  efficiency  in  It. 
But  it  is  wrong  from  a  constitutional 
standpoint.  It  is  a  delegation  of  power 
and  this  Congress  should  not  do  it. 
When  you  pass  this  bill,  you  are  ratifying 
the  Constitution  of  Hawaii,  and  doing  it 
in  advance,  a  constitution  that  has  never 
been  subjected  to  hearings  before  a  duly 
constituted  committee  of  this  House:  its 
provisions  have  never  been  discussed  in 
detail  as  they  should  have  been.  But, 
we  are  being  asked  to  close  the  door  on 
the  Congress  insofar  as  this  constitution 
is  concerned. 

There  is  another  point  about  this  rati- 
fication and  that  is  this:  The  Delegate 
from  Hawaii  [Mr.  PARRrwcroNl  pointed 
out  that  there  are  certain  things  that 
this  Congress  cannot  do.  and  he  used 
that  as  a  basis  for  stating  why  we  should 
grant  statehood  to  Hawaii.  If  you  pass 
this  bill,  you  are  going  to  fix  It  so  that 
Congress  cannot  do  anything  from  now 
on  about  Hawaii.  That  constitution 
comes  back  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  passes  upon  whether  or 
not  it  conforms  to  our  Constitution,  and 
then  if  he  approves  it.  that  is  the  end  of 
it.  so  to  si>eak.  Congress  never  again 
gets  to  go  over  the  matter.  We  were 
told  in  committee  that  that  constitution 
has  been  running  around  here  for  2  or 
3  years  and  we  had  had  a  chance  to  ex- 
amine It.  That  might  be  right.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  or  not. 

I  do  know  that  the  Hawaiian  bill  has 
been  around  for  several  years  and  ap- 
parently some  questionable  language  In 
it  has  not  been  detected.  That  Is  that 
this  bill  provides,  "that  the  inhabi- 
tants"— not  citizen.-?,  but — "inhabitants 
of  all  that  part  of  the  United  State  now 


constituting  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
shall  have  tho  right  to  make  a  State." 
This  bill  has  been  through  all  these 
hearings,  that  you  were  told  about,  and 
still  the  words  "inhabitants"  is  used  in  it 
It  further  says  that  the  constitution 
must  provide,  first,  that  perfect  freedom 
of  religious  worship  shall  be  secured  and 
that  no  inhabitant  of  said  State  shall 
ever  be  molesr«d  in  person  or  property 
on  account  of  his  or  her  mode  of  reli- 
gious worshii).  Who  does  inhabitant 
refer  to? 

Everyone  knows  that  the  Soviet  Union 
has  taken  our  Constitution  apart  word 
ior  word,  phrase  for  phrase,  and  sen- 
tence for  sentence  and  soiight  to  em- 
ploy its  provisions  to  ultimately  destroy 
us.  They  have  used  the  words  "reli- 
gion." "freedom  of  speech,"  "freedom  of 
the  press."  and  "self-incrimination"  in 
order  to  get  commvmlsm  infiltrated  into 
this  country  and  to  protect  their  insid- 
ious activities.  They  have  done  Up  serv- 
ice to  the  Constitution  and  continuously 
violated  It.  Does  the  word  "inhabitant" 
mean  that  a  man  has  to  be  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  or  does  It  Include  some 
of  the  aliens  In  the  Hawaiian  Islands? 
What  will  be  the  result?  We  had  better 
spell  out  the  tine  meaning  in  unequivocal 
terms.  We  hid  better  permit  this  mat- 
ter to  be  submitted  to  the  people  In  the 
present  48  States,  examine  closely  the 
many  problems  and  complexities  that 
can  flow  from  this  step. 

It  is  the  desire  of  all  of  us  to  do  what 
Is  best  for  this  coimtry.  Certainly  we 
owe  the  responsibility  to  our  forebears 
and  to  our  clilldren  to  do  nothing  that 
might  jeopardize  the  preservation  of  our 
great  democracy.  I  feel  very  deeply, 
that  although  there  might  be  an  ab- 
sence of  probability  to  that  end  flowing 
from  our  actions  in  passing  this  type  of 
legislation,  the  presence  of  the  possi- 
bility should  force  us  to  weigh  carefully 
the  potential  consequences  and  to  pro- 
ceed with  due  caution. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  Jackson  1. 

Mr.  JACRSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  In 
engaging  in  this  portion  of  the  debate,  I 
should  like  to  make  it  clear  that  I  In  no 
way  impiign  the  motives  nor  question  the 
very  deep  and  sincere  convictions  of 
those  who  are  opposing  the  admission  of 
Hawaii  into  the  sisterhood  of  States.  I 
have  the  veiy  highest  regard  for  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Sihth], 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
CoLMER  ] ,  tho«e  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
from  New  York,  from  Georgia,  and  my 
other  colleagues  in  the  House  who  feel 
that  the  admission  of  Hawaii  into  the 
Union  at  this  time  would  be  a  grievous 
error. 

There  can  be  no  question,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, but  that  this  problem  is  a  grave  and 
momentous  one.  I  must  disagree  with 
those  who  say  that  to  admit  Hawaii 
would  be  to  establish  a  precedent  of  aA- 
mitting  noncontiguous  areas  into  state- 
hood. There  were  no  seas  or  oceans  sep- 
arating the  Colonies  from  the  Territories 
and  States  of  the  West  at  the  time  those 
States  and  Territories  were  admitted, 
but  there  were  vast  plains,  mountains, 
and  deserts  .separating  the  then  known 
from  the  almost  unknown.  Today  Ha- 
waii is  a  matter  of  a  few  short  hours 


from  the  continent  and  travel  Is  rapid 
as  distinguished  from  the  many  long 
weeks  of  ordeal  and  hardship  necessary 
before  the  pioneers  could  reach  the  west- 
em  areas  which  were  being  opened  to 
colonization  in  the  early  days. 

There  are  several  matters  of  Impor- 
tance, which  concern  me  with  respect 
to  the  present  bill.  But  the  matter  of 
blood  strains  and  the  matter  of  physical 
features  is  not  one  of  them.  If  we  will 
recall  the  valor  of  and  the  oriental  cast 
of  features  of  those  who  comprised  the 
442d  combat  team,  we  will  recall  a  saga 
which  featured  the  blood  strains  of  a 
dozen  nations  and  cultures. 

The  seawalls  of  Anzio  and  the  beach- 
heads of  Sicily  and  Italy  today  bear  those 
blood  stains,  and  it  is  very  difficult  to 
tell  whether  an  American  GI  from  Illi- 
nois, New  Hampshire,  California,  or  Ha- 
waii shed  that  blood. 

You  will  recall  that  when  Japanese 
bombs  rained  down  upon  Pearl  Harbor 
on  December  7.  1941,  tho.se  bombs  fell 
not  only  upon  American  service  person- 
nel. American  citizens  from  elsewhere, 
who  were  then  domiciled  in  Hawaii,  but 
they  fell  also  upon  Japanese-Americans, 
Chinese- Americans,  Hawaiian -Ameri- 
cans— men  whose  common  bond  was  a 
devotion  to  human  freedom  and  human 
dignity.  Those  American  citizens  of  di- 
verse nationalities  picked  themselves  up 
off  the  canvas  of  near  disaster  and  in 
anger  they  bound  themselves  together  to 
flght  back.  That  meant,  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  many  instances  to  flght  back  against 
the  land  of  their  own  birth,  and  in  de- 
fense of  a  new  concept  of  dignity.  Their 
resolution  meant  to  take  up  arms  against 
people  in  whose  veins  ran  the  same  blood 
as  in  their  own;  and  in  that  determina- 
tion and  in  that  anger  they  did  a  truly 
magniflcent  job.  I  would  remind  you 
that  there  was  not  one  provable  act  of 
sabotage  committed  by  these  men  and 
women  during  the  course  of  hostilities  in 
Hawaii.  If  Communist  aggression  broke 
into  full  force  and  fury  tomorrow  here 
in  the  United  States  could  the  same 
thing  be  said  48  hours  from  now  about 
many  American  citizenz  who  are  doing 
the  work  of  the  Communist  Party? 

Yes,  the  adopted  sons  and  daughters 
met  aggression  and  they  hurled  it  back. 
It  was  my  privilege  during  the  war  to 
serve  on  Hawaii,  to  serve  on  the  big 
island,  on  Maui,  and  Oahu,  and  to  see 
American  production  and  strength  grow 
and  expand  at  the  hands  of  Japanese- 
Americans  and  Chinese-Americans  and 
Hawaiians  doing  the  job  that  had  to  be 
done  in  the  Pactflc  if  our  forces  were  to 
be  maintained  and  if  our  vital  lifelines 
in  the  far  reaches  of  the  Paciflc  were  to 
be  sustained. 

Yes,  there  are  Communists  in  Hawaii; 
there  are  Communists  in  New  York,  in 
Illinois,  in  California,  and  in  every  other 
State  of  the  Union.  Yet  the  matter  of 
commimism  is  no  more  serious,  it  is  no 
less  serious  in  Hawaii  than  it  is  any- 
where cm  the  face  of  the  earth  where  the 
agents  of  this  world  aggression  are  at 
work. 

Yes,  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  of  which  I  am  a  member  issued 
a  report  on  commimism  in  Hawaii.  It 
also  issued  a  report  on  communism  in 
Los  Angeles,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore, 
and  Detroiti    Personally.  I  would  rather 


see,  Mr.  Chairman,  a  Democrat  Japa- 
nese-American, or  a  Republican  Chinese- 
American  in  one  of  the  islands  of  the 
Hawaiian  group  than  I  woxUd  a  Com- 
munist-American in  any  one  of  our  great 
cities. 

On  the  population  Issue.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, much  has  been  said  about  the  small 
population  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and 
its  dlversifled  nature,  but,  as  the  Dele- 
gate from  Hawaii  [Mr.  PAJtRiNCTONl  has 
said,  there  are  4  States  of  this  Union 
today  which  have  smaller  population 
than  that  of  Hawaii.  Let  us  take — and 
certainly  I  would  not  want  any  onerous 
connotation  to  be  attached — let  us  take, 
for  instance,  the  State  of  Nevada,  with 
its  158.283  people.  If,  as  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  states,  and  I  am  sure  it 
is  the  case,  that  to  give  Hawaii  two  addi- 
tional Senators  would  give  an  American 
citizen,  on  Hawaii,  31  times  the  power  of 
a  voter  in  New  York  State — the  same 
argument  can  be  extended  to  logically 
point  out  that  a  vote  of  Nevada  exer- 
cises 93  times  the  power  of  a  voter  in 
New  York  State  in  the  matter  of  the 
election  of  a  United  States  Senator. 
Those  same  statistics  can  be  carried 
along  to  meet  all  of  the  other  pomts  of 
contrast  so  ably  posed  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chahman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  to  my  distinguished  colleague. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  That  illustrates,  does  it 
not,  that  if  this  system  of  proportional 
representation  we  now  have  in  our  Con- 
stitution is  in  error  it  should  be  gone 
into  as  a  separate  proposition  and  not  as 
an  argument 'against  the  admission  of 
Hawaii  as  a  State. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Yes;  the  place  to  set- 
tle that  question  is  certainly  not  here  in 
connection  with  a  totally  unrelated 
measure  before  the  House  at  the  present 
time. 

.  Mr.  ENGLE.  If  there  are  Inequities 
they  would  apply  elsewhere  as  well  as 
here. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  There  are  regular 
processes  which  should  and  can  meet 
that  situation. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle^ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Of  course,  if  there 
are  inequities,  to  bring  Hawaii  in  under 
the  same  circumstances  would  be  adding 
just  one  more,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  do  not  agre^  with 
the  gentleman  at  all.  I  say  if  there  are 
inequitjes  there  are  processes  within  the 
power  of  the  Congress  which  can  take 
care  of  those  inequities.  Today  we  are 
discussing  not  the  inequities  of  propor- 
tional representation  but  the  admission 
of  Hawaii  into  the  Union. 

Communist  propaganda  throughout 
the  world,  and  particularly  in  the  Orient, 
has  made  capital  of  the  allegation  that 
we  treat  the  yellow  races,  the  black 
races,  with  contempt,  that  we  do  in  fact 
discriminate  against  them,  even  to  the 
point  where  we  discriminate  against 
those  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  McCarran-Walter  im- 
migration bill  that  passed  this  House 
last  year  and  became  law.  a  step  was 
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taken  fn  the  directkm  of  recog&lzizis 
the  potential  danger  of  this  Communist 
claim.  For  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  oar  immlsratlon  policy  there  was  set 
up  what  is  called  an  Asiatic-Pacific  tri- 
angle and  there  were  given  to  those  areas 
in  the  Pacific  and  other  areas  through- 
out the  Far  East,  quotas  permitting 
regulated  immigration. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  frtxn  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  the  gentleman  1  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  here 
Is  an  opportunity  for  this  Congress  to 
redeem  a  pledge  and  a  promise  of  long 
standing.  Here  is  an  opportunity  to  tell 
the  rest  of  the  world  that  the  Soviet  may 
break  its  pledges  and  its  promises  indis- 
criminately but  that  the  United  States 
keeps  its  word. 

L  for  one.  have  no  doubt.  I  have  no 
fear  as  to  the  character,  the  ability,  the 
honesty,  and  the  patriotism  of  the  peo- 
ple who  will  stand  behind  the  49th  star 
in  the  flag  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 

[Mr.  PORHISTIR]^ 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  to- 
day, it  is  said,  "Admit  Hawaii  to  state- 
hood. To  do  so  is  carrying  out  the  Re- 
publican Party  platform."  The  Demo- 
cratic Party  platform  goes  a  step  farther 
and  says.  "Admit  Hawaii  and  Alaska." 
If  these  platforms  have  irrevocably 
bound  us:  if  these  pronoxmcements  in 
convention  have  placed  hoops  of  steel 
around  our  consciences;  then,  there  is 
no  need  for  Congress  to  assemble,  debate, 
and  vote,  and  a  Congress 'is  useless.  It 
would  be  much  simpler  for  the  President, 
elected  on  a  platform,  to  draw  up  a  de- 
cree, sign  it.  and  it  become  binding  in 
law.  No  Congressman  is  expected  to  be 
a  robot,  on  the  other  hand,  he  or  she 
must  be  free  to  vote  on  any  Issue  accord- 
ing to  his  or  her  conscience.  There  was 
an  attempt  at  the  Chicago  Democratic 
convention  last  year  to  compel  we  south- 
erners to  take  an  oath  binding  ourselves 
to  support  everything  done  and  said 
there.  We  knew  then  that  this  was  in- 
tended only  for  the  South,  and  was  not 
lntei\ded  to  bind  people  in  other  sections 
who  had  always  voted  as  they  pleased 
^nd  when  they  pleased,  and  voted  as  they 
pleased  last  year.  Some  of  those  who  at- 
tempted to  bind  us.  failed  to  carry  the 
States  they  represented.  I  am  a  Demo- 
crat, a  Jeffersonian  Democrat.  I  am  a 
Mason,  a  Baptist,  a  Legionnaire,  and  I 
am  proud  that  I  am.  However,  I  am 
not  a  slave  to  any  of  those  organizations. 
I  have  never  understood,  and  I  complete- 
ly deny,  that  I  am  bound  to  support 
everything  called  Democratic.  Baptist, 
Masonry,  or  American  Legion.  I  am  de- 
voted to  those  organisations,  and  I  loy- 
ally support  those  organizations,  when 
I  can  square  that  loyalty  with  my  con- 
science, and  that  is  all  any  of  those  or- 
ganizations can  expect 

Few  Congressmen  had  the  privilege  of 
participating  in  the  writing  of  either  of 
the  party  platforms,  but  every  Member 
of  Congress  is  confronted  with  a  solemn 
duty  of  casting  their  vote  here.  By 
Toting  according  to  our  consciences,  we 
can  do  great  aervke  to  our  party  and  we 


can  make  our  party  better  and  more  re- 
ceptive to  the  heartbeats  of  the  people, 
rather  than  to  well-organized  minorities. 
We  might  as  well  admit  now.  that  if 
Congress  had  passed  everything  in  party 
platforms,  our  way  of  life  would  already 
have  been  destroyed. 

I  say,  and  I  beheve  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  say.  do 
not  admit  Hawaii  or  Alaska  to  statehood 
now.  I  reject  the  proposal  of  the  Re- 
pubhcan  and  Democratic  Parties'  plat- 
forms on  this  issue.  Our  American  in- 
terests are  greater  and  more  sacred  than 
the  proposals  of  any  party.  If  this  bill 
is  passed,  it  will  not  iaie  with  my  vote.  I 
have  no  ill  will  toward  Hawaii  or  Alaska, 
for  I  have  no  reason  to  do  so.  I  simply 
will  not  have  any  part  in  setting  off  a 
chain  of  reactions  that  can  only  harm, 
and  when  once  started,  cannot  be 
stopped. 

Hawaii  in  1950  had  a  population  of 
499,794.  which  is  not  as  large  as  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Atlanta.  Ga.  In 
1950.  Alaska  had  a  population  of  128.643. 
a  population  smaller  than  the  metro- 
politan area  of  Columbus,  Ga..  in  the 
congressional  district  I  have  the  honor 
of  representing.  If  Atlanta  or  Colum- 
bus was  seeking  statehood  here.  I  would 
oppose  them,  although  I  would  readily 
admit  that  each  had  a  better  argument 
than  Hawaii  or  Alaska,  for  more  reasons 
ihan  I  could  attempt  to  explain  now.  but 
neither  Atlanta  nor  Columbus  can  make 
out  any  case  for  statehood  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned. 

Let  me  point  out  some  of  the  dangers 
of  what  we  are  contemplating  doing: 

If  Hawaii  is  admitted  with  499,794 
population,  or  Alaska  is  admitted  with 
128,643  population,  what  reason  can  you 
assign  for  not  admitting  Puerto  Rico 
with  a  populstion  of  2.210,703?  Then. 
what  will  you  do  with  Guam,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  American  Samoa,  and  the  Canal 
Zone  when  they  knock  at  your  door  and 
ask  admittance?  Every  one  of  them  will 
surely  come  with  the  same  arguments 
you  are  hearing  now. 

Already  it  is  being  suggested  that 
Hawaii  be  limited  to  one  Senator.  Those 
advocating  this,  apparently  are  willing 
for  Hawaii  to  have  2  Congressmen  based 
on  population,  but  want  to  limit  Hawaii 
to  1  Senator,  this  limitation  being  based 
on  population.  Such  an  argxmient  can 
only  mean  that  the  mudsill  placed  in  our 
Constitution,  providing  for  a  lower  law- 
making body,  arrived  at  by  population, 
and  a  higher  lawmaking  body  where 
each  State  can  meet  on  equal  terms,  will 
be  discarded.  When  that  day  arrives, 
that  will  be  the  last  straw.  It  will  mean 
"goodby  agriculture."  It  will  mean  com- 
plete domination  of  all  the  sections  of 
our  country  by  a  small  portion  of  our 
country,  although  that  small  portion  is 
at  times  utterly  unacquainted  with  prob- 
lems peculiar  to  other  sections.  It  can 
only  mean  the  utter  destruction  of 
States  rights.  Under  no  circumstances 
can  we  consider  any  tampering  whatever 
with  that  wise  constitutional  i)rovision 
giving  each  State  two  Senators.  Larger 
populations  swing  their  weight  in  the 
House  on  many  issues  upon  wliich  they 
are  not  acquainted  to  the  extent  that 
other  sections  are.  and  if  the  check  and 
balance  in  the  Senate  is  ever  discarded. 


economic  slavery  is  an  Inevitable  result. 
If  Hawaii  is  admitted  now,  it  will  mean 
that  some  of  the  48  States  will  lose  two 
Congressmen.  My  State  is  unwiUing  to 
make  that  concession:  consequently,  if 
the  other  47  States  are  unwilling  to  make 
that  concession,  my  State  understands 
that  unwillingness  and  Joins  with  them. 
When  Alaska  is  admitted,  when  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  other  Territories  herein- 
before named,  are  admitted,  our  48 
States  lose  more  Congressmen,  in  order 
that  these  new  States  shall  have  their 
quota.  With  siffection  for  Hawaii. 
Alaska,  Puerto  Rico,  and  other  Terri- 
tories, I  am  unwilling  to  make  this  con- 
cession now.  This  is  not  discrimination. 
It  is  simply  being  realistic.  I  know,  some 
will  say  that  I  am  discriminating,  but  I 
know  I  am  not.  To  use  the  common 
sense  that  God  has  given  us.  and  to  ap- 
praise the  capabihties  and  limitations  of 
the  races,  cannot  fairly  be  denominated 
as  discrimination.  To  hold  that  the  p)eo- 
ple  of  our  48  States  are  more  acquainted 
with  our  form  of  government,  our  philos- 
ophies, and  our  way  of  life,  squares  with 
conunon  sense.  This  can  be  disputed, 
but  never  successfully  disputed. 

This  does  not  mean  that  some  day 
other  Territories  might  not  be  admitted. 
We  cannot  legislate  for  posterity,  for 
posterity  desires  to  legislate  for  itself. 
Our  action  in  this  matter  simply  means 
that  we.  in  our  day  and  age.  are  doing 
the  things  that  the  present  times  and 
conditions  show  that  we  should  do.  Only 
for  a  season,  is  it  given  to  me  to  speak 
for  my  people  and  my  country,  and  this 
is  the  case  with  all  of  you.  We  simply 
reflect  now  the  wishes  of  our  people,  and 
the  needs  of  our  people,  at  the  present 
time.  I  am  convinced  that  our  people 
now  feel  that  we  are  not  in  position  to 
make  the  sacrifices  that  we  must  make,  if 
this  bill  is  passed. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Davis  1. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, at  the  beginning  of  my  remarks 
may  I  state  that  I  regard  the  Delegate 
from  Hawaii  [Mr.  FAaaiNCTOH]  very 
highly.  I  have  great  respect  for  him. 
In  many  matters  his  opinions  and  my 
own  correspond.  They  do  not  in  this 
particular  instance. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  compare  Hawaii 
with  Territories  which  have  been  ad- 
mitted to  statehood  in  our  Union,  we 
find  that  many  striking  differences  are 
evident. 

All  of  the  Colonies  and  Territories 
admitted  to  statehood  have  been  located 
on  the  North  American  Continent.  Each 
Territory  before  admission  adjoined  our 
country  and,  when  admitted,  became  a 
part  of  the  unbroken,  contiguous  land 
area  which  makes  up  our  country. 

To  begin  with.  Hawaii  is  not  a  part  of 
America,  either  north  or  south.  If  it 
should  be  admitted  as  a  State,  the  term 
"United  States  of  America"  would  there- 
after be  a  misnomer. 

Hawaii  is  some  2.100  miles  from  its 
nearest  point  in  the  United  States.  It 
not  only  is  far  from  the  American  Con- 
tinent. It  is  almost  out  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

Hawaii  is  not  itself  a  contiguous,  solid 
land   area.    It  consists   of   20   islands. 
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8  or  9  of  which  are  Inhabited.  It  has 
a  land  area  of  only  6.400  square  miles. 
and,  of  course,  can  be  reached  only  by 
plane  or  ship. 

Had  we  aspired  to  annex  islands  and 
make  States  of  them,  then  we  certainly 
would  have  turned  our  attention  first  to 
Cuba,  which  is  just  90  miles  south  of 
Florida.  From  a  standpoint  of  desir- 
ability, it  has  much  more  to  offer  than 
Hawaii.  Because  it  Is  so  close  to  us,  an 
unfriendly  power  In  control  could  make 
Cuba  a  real  danger  point  for  us.  Cuba 
has  an  area  of  45.000  square  miles,  all 
in  one  body,  as  compared  with  Hawaii's 
6.400  square  miles  contained  in  a  chain 
of  small  islands.  Cuba  has  a  popula- 
tion of  nearly  five  and  a  half  miUion  as 
compared  with  less  than  half  a  million 
in  Hawaii.  Cuba  produces  five  times  as 
much  sugar  as  Hawaii,  and  is  the  largest 
producer  of  sugarcane  in  the  world.  In 
the  19th  century  there  were  frequent  de- 
mands for  annexation  of  Cuba  to  the 
United  States,  but  our  Government  al- 
vays  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  such  demands, 
and,  on  the  contrary,  helped  the  Cuban 
people  obtain  their  independence.  Cuba 
became  a  republic  in  1902  after  the 
United  States  withdrew  from  its  affairs. 

Certainly  if  our  Government  planned 
to  extend  statehood  to  any  island  areas, 
Cuba  was  the  place  to  begin.  From  every 
standpoint  it  was  more  desirable  than 
Hawaii. 

I  have  read  the  booklet  Issued  by  the 
Hawaii  Statehood  Commission  to  see 
upon  just  what  is  based  this  claim  of  the 
right  to  statehood  in  the  United  States  of 
America. 

I  see  such  phrases  in  this  book  as  "Its 
rightful  place  as  a  State  of  the  Union." 
"inherent  right  to  statehood."  "demand 
for  statehood."  and  so  forth. 

I  do  not  concede  at  all  that  Hawaii,  or 
Alaska,  or  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Is- 
lands, or  any  other  Territory  or  posses- 
sion has  any  inherent  right  to  become  a 
State  in  this  Union  or  to  have  a  voice  in 
our  Government.  I  do  not  think  any 
Territory  which  was  ever  admitted  to  our 
Government  had  any  inherent  right  to  be 
admitted.  They  were  admitted  because 
they  wanted  to  come  in  and  because  our 
Government  was  willing.  There  was  no 
question  of  an  inherent  right  involved. 
There  is  no  such  question  Involved  In 
this  Instance.  A  claim  to  an  inherent 
right  can  be  asserted  much  easier  than 
it  can  be  established.  The  President  of 
the  United  States  found  that  out  last 
year  when  he  claimed  to  have  a  certain 
inherent  right. 

There  Is  a  section  in  this  booklet  en- 
titled "Why  Statehood  for  Hawaii  Will 
Benefit  the  Nation."  I  assume  that  all 
the  alleged  benefits  to  the  United  States 
are  set  out  there.  All  these  alleged  bene- 
fits are  exceedingly  Inconsequential. 
They  say  that  statehood  for  Hawaii 
would  bestow  new  dignity  and  prestige 
to  the  country's  westernmost  outiwst. 

Although  I  wish  Hawaii  and  its  people 
well.  I  certainly  do  not  regard  that  as  a 
substantial  reason  to  admit  Hawaii  to 
statehood.  If  that  is  a  benefit  at  all.  it 
inures  to  Hawaii,  not  to  the  United 
States.  Another  statement  is  that  de- 
nial of  statehood  to  Hawaii  contributes 
to  the  propaganda  of  those  who  call  the 
United  States  imperialistic.  That  is  no 
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reason.  The  Communists  are  going  to 
continue  their  propaganda,  and  would 
still  call  us  imperialistic  if  we  grant 
statehood  to  Hawaii.  Thirdly,  it  is  said 
statehood  would  be  economical  because  it 
would  transfer  to  the  State  government 
the  present  Federal  cost  of  administering 
the  Territory.  If  any  economy  resulted 
from  the  change,  which  I  doubt,  it  would 
not  amount  to  more  than  a  drop  in  the 
bucket. 

The  other  alleged  benefits  refer  to 
matters  already  in  existence,  or  which 
would  inure  to  the  benefit  of  Hawaii 
rather  than  the  United  States. 

The  people  of  Hawaii  now  have  nearly 
everything  they  would  have  as  a  State. 
They  have  local  self-government.  They 
have  their  own  legislature,  which  they 
elect  themselves,  to  make  their  own  laws. 
They  participate  in  our  Federal  health 
program,  our  educational  program,  our 
road-building  program,  our  agricultural 
program,  and  all  the  benevolent  and 
beneficent  programs  which  are  main- 
tained by  the  United  States  Government. 
In  addition  to  that,  all  citizens  of  Hawaii 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States.  State- 
hood would  add  nothing  to  their  citizen- 
ship except  the  right  to  vote  for  Presi- 
dent, the  right  to  have  2  Senators  and 
2  Representatives  in  the  United  States 
Congress,  and  to  set  up  a  system  of  local 
courts  in  addition  to  the  system  of  Fed- 
eral courts  which  they  now  have  and 
would  continue  to  have  as  a  State.  They 
do  not  have  Senators  or  Representatives 
in  Congress,  but  they  do  have  the  right  to 
send  an  elected  Delegate  to  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Statehood  would  in  no 
sense  enlarge  the  right  to  local  self-gov- 
ernment which  they  now  enjoy. 

Now  on  the  other  side  of  the  ledger 
there  are  some  substantial  disadvantages 
to  us  if  this  bill  should  pass.  You  have 
already  heard  that  it  would  increase  the 
United  States  Senate  from  96  to  98  Mem- 
bers. Not  only  that,  the  sending  of  2 
Members  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
from  Hawaii  would  mean  2  States  on  the 
mainland  would  lose  1  Representative 
each.  That  is  a  pretty  high  price  to  pay 
so  Hawaii  can  have  dignity  and  prestige. 

It  has  been  claimed  that  the  Hawai- 
ians  have  been  promised  statehood.  I 
disagree  with  that  claim.  No  one  has 
had  authority  to  promise  statehood  to 
them  except  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  no  such  promise  has  been 
made  by  Congress.  I  have  read  the  act 
of  1900  Incorporating  it  as  a  Territory. 
It  contains  no  such  promise. 

Advocates  of  statehood  have  com- 
pared the  size  of  Hawaii  and  its  popula- 
tion with  some  of  the  States  of  the 
Union. 

It  Is  true  that  Hawaii  with  Its  6,400 
square  miles  of  land  area  contains  in 
the  aggregate  more  land  area  than  COn- 
necticxit.  Delaware,  or  Rhode  Island. 
However,  it  does  not  begin  to  compare 
with  those  States  in  production,  or  in 
the  payment  of  taxes.  Not  only  that,  it 
receives  back  far  more  in  money  from 
the  Federal  Government,  both  in  dollars 
and  percentagewise,  than  any  of  those 
States.  In  1951.  Connecticut  residents 
paid  $1,099,000,000  Federal  Income  tax; 
Hawaiian  residents  paid  $135  million. 
Connecticut  received  from  the  Federal 
Government  in  that  year  $33*  million,  or 


3  percent  of  the  amount  of  income  taxes 
it  paid  in.  Hawaii  received  from  the 
Federal  Government  $23  milMon.  or  17 
percent  of  the  amount  of  income  taxes 
which  it  paid.  Delaware  paid  $769  mil- 
lion income  tax,  and  received  back 
$7,800,000.  or  one  and  three-tenths  per- 
cent of  the  amount  of  income  tax  paid. 
Rhode  Island  paid  $293  mlUion  in  Fed- 
eral income  tax,  and  received  back  $23 
million,  or  six  and  nine-tenths  percent, 
as  compared  with  Hawaii's  17  percent  of 
revenue  returned. 

So  far  as  the  size  of  Hawaii  Is  con- 
cerned, its  6,400  square  miles  of  land 
area  compares  with  586,000  square  miles 
in  Alaska,  263,000  square  miles  in  Texas. 
58.000  square  miles  in  Georgia,  97.000 
square  miles  in  Wyoming,  and  so  forth. 

According  to  the  report  of  the  Gover- 
nor of  Hawaii  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  1951.  there  were  63.575  aliens 
in  Hawaii.  Thus  we  see  that  approxi- 
mately 15  percent  of  the  total  population 
are  aliens,  most  of  these  aliens  being 
Japanese  and  Filipinos. 

I  have  read  the  constitution  which 
has  been  adopted  by  the  people  in  Ha- 
waii. While  it  has  many  good  features, 
it  has  some  provisions  which  are  vital, 
and  which  offer  opportunity  for  dan- 
gerous manipulation.  The  constitution 
does  not  provide  that  the  Governor  must 
receive  a  majority  of  the  votes  cast  in 
the  general  election  in  order  to  be 
elected.  It  simply  provides  that  the  per- 
son receiving  the  largest  number  of  votes 
shall  be  the  Governor. 

With  the  genius  which  Harry  Bridges 
has  shown  for  organizing  the  people  in 
Hawaii.  It  needs  no  strong  imagination 
to  see  what  could  be  done  by  Harry 
Bridges  in  an  election  for  Governor  with 
3  or  4  candidates  nmning.  Such  an 
election  would  offer  one  of  the  greatest 
opportunities  for  the  manipulation  of 
bloc  voters  It  is  possible  to  Imagine.  Yet 
that  provision  Is  a  part  of  the  constitu- 
tion which  has  already  been  voted  upon, 
and  approved  in  Hawaii. 

This  constitution  also  contains  in  arti- 
cle 8  provisions  under  which  it  will  be 
possible  to  set  up  an  elaborate  cradle- 
to-the-grave  system  of  public  welfare 
payments  and  subsidies.  It  provides 
among  other  things: 

The  State  shall  have  power  to  provide  as- 
sistance for  persons  unable  to  maintain  a 
standard  of  living  compatible  with  decency 
and  health. 

Hiat  constitutional  provision  does  not 
refer  to  aged  persons,  bUnd  persons,  dis- 
abled persons,  or  children.  It  simply 
says  "persons,"  and  that  Includes  every- 
body. 

It  provides  that  the  State  shall  have 
power  to  provide  assistance  for  persons 
unable  to  maintain  a  standard  of  living 
compatible  with  decency  and  health, 
whatever  that  means. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  that  this  provision  by  which  the 
Governor  can  nominate  not  only  Su- 
preme Court  justices  but  also  circuit 
court  judges  would  be  according  to  the 
American  Constitution? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 
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Mr   ENOLE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
the  genUeman  from  Georgia  1  additional 

minute. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.    I  thank  tne 
gentleman  from  California. 

In  HawaU.  with  its  four-hundred-odd- 
thousand  people,  citizens  and  aliens  com- 
bined, they  not  only  have  self-govern- 
ment and  the  status  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  They  have  full  control 
and  management  of  all  the  property 
which  they  own.  They  have  no  guard- 
ians, supervisors,  or  agents  whatever  to 
hold  title  to  their  property  or  to  with- 
hold that  property  or  its  income  from 
them,  either  as  individuals  or  as  a  class. 
There  are  many  thousands  of  Ameri- 
can Indians  in  this  country  who  are  de- 
prived of  the  substantial  rights  of  full 
ownership  and  management  of  property 
which  rightfully  belongs  to  them,  which 
this  Government  still  assumes  to  man- 
age and  control. 

I  ask  the  question  why  we  must  find 
It  necessary  so  hurriedly  to  break  a 
precedent  which  has  stood  throughout 
the  entire  history  of  this  covmtry,  and 
take  into  our  Union  as  a  State  a  string 
of  islands  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  almost 
out  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  say 
we  owe  this  to  them  because  they  have 
fought  in  a  war  and  have  paid  taxes, 
while  at  the  same  time  we  deny  here  on 
the  American  mainland  full  citizenship 
rights  to  Americans  whose  ancestors 
were  here  even  before  Columbus  came, 
and  who  have  also  fought,  paid  taxes, 
and  responded  to  all  the  calls  made  upon 
them? 

Is  participation  in  our  wars  and  paying 
taxes  going  to  be  the  criterion  for  state- 
hood hereafter?  If  so,  then  we  might 
as  well  introduce  bills  now  for  admission 
of  Puerto  Rico.  Puerto  Ricans  at  this 
moment  are  fighting  in  Korea.  They 
have  paid  taxes  and  have  done  the  other 
things  wiiich  Hawaiians  have  done  which 
are  advanced  today  as  reasons  for  state- 
hood. 

The  enactment  of  this  bill  is  not  called 
for  or  justified  by  any  of  these  reasons. 
To  enact  it  would  be  to  set  a  precedent 
which  in  my  opinion  is  unwise.  It  is  an 
act  which  we  are  not  called  upon  to  per- 
form; it  is  unnecessary;  it  Is  not  to  our 
own  best  interests;  it  is  contrary  to  our 
long-established  policy;  and  if  we  go 
through  with  it,  it  will  rise  up  to  plague 
us  many  times  in  the  future. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  VeldeI. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  this  bill  providing  statehood 
for  Hawaii.  I.  too,  do  not  wish  to  im- 
pugn the  motives  of  any  Member  who 
opposes  the  granting  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii;  neither  do  I  wish  to  impugn 
the  motives  of  any  Member  who  has 
brought  out  his  or  her  fear  of  Commu- 
nist activities  in  Hawaii.  However,  I 
should  like  for  a  few  moments  to  re- 
fute the  statements  that  have  been  made 
concerning  the  seriousness  of  Commu- 
nist activities  in  Hawaii.  I  believe,  of 
course,  that  the  Communist  Party  is  ac- 
tive in  Hawaii;  in  fact.  I  know  that  they 
are.  They  have  been  for  the  past  several 
years. 

It  was  my  good  fortime  to  have  been 
a  member  of  the  Subcommittee  of  the 
Un-American  Activities  Committee  of 
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the  House,  the  only  Republican  mem- 
ber, that  visited  Hawaii  in  April  of  1950. 
There  were  four  Democratic  members, 
and  I  believe  they  all  agree  with  me 
when  I  say  that  we  did  find  Communists 
in  Hawaii.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  during 
the  10  days  we  spent  there  we  heard 
some  75  or  80  witnesses,  many  of  whom 
were  noncooperative,  many  of  whom 
would  not  give  any  information  con- 
cerning the  activities  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  Hawaii.  Later  on  after  we  got 
back  to  the  mainland  we  came  before 
this  body  and  secured  some  57  contempt 
citations  against  witnesses  who  appeared 
before  our  committee  in  Hawaii.  These 
citations  were  later  brought  up  for  in- 
dictment in  the  courts  of  Hawaii  and 
were  all  dismissed. 

Subsequent  to  that  time  seven  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  Party  of  Hawaii 
were  brought  before  the  bar  of  justice 
again  under  the  Smith  Act  where  they 
are  now  being  prosecuted. 

During  the  visit  that  we  made  to  Ha- 
waii we  consulted  with  Japanese-Amer- 
icans, Chinese-Americans,  members  of 
the  legitimate  labor  unions  there,  the 
American    Legion    and    even    the    Boy 
Scouts,  and  we  were  all  impressed  with 
the  keenness,  the  alertness,  that  the  Ha- 
waiian people  had  in  opposition  to  Com- 
munist activities.    As  a  matter  of  fact. 
I  am  of  the  personal  opinion  that  the 
people  in  Hawaii  are  more  alert  to  the 
dangers  of  communism  than  some  of 
our  good  American  people  are  over  here. 
These  hearings  which  we  had  in  Hawaii 
demonstrated,  of  course,  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  Hawaii  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  Communist  Party  on  the 
mainland,  the  13th  district,  composing 
the  Str.tes  of  California  and  Nevada. 

The  activities  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  Hawaii  are  controlled  directly 
from  the  mainland  by  the  13th  district 
of  the  Communist  Party,  which,  of 
course,  is  in  turn  controlled  from  Mos- 
cow, chiefly  controlled  by  the  great  labor 
leader  for  the  Communists.  Harry 
Bridges.  We  found  in  Hawaii  that  most 
of  the  Communists  were  strategically  lo- 
cated in  the  NLRU.  which  is  the  union 
controlled  by  Harry  Bridges. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  say  it  is  time  that 
we  clean  up  communism  and  that  we 
clean  up  Harry  Bridges  on  the  main- 
land before  we  start  worrying  too  much 
about  communism  in  Hawaii.  Yes.  It 
is  time  that  we  cut  off  the  head  of  this 
tentacle  which  is  located  on  the  main- 
land in  California  and  Nevada  Instead 
of  wornring  about  the  various  tentacles 
which  spread  throughout  our  land.  I 
believe,  too.  that  if  we  grant  statehood 
to  Hawaii  the  State  of  Hawaii  will  be 
more  able  to  combat  this  Communist 
menace  than  it  is  at  the  present  time 
as  a  Territory,  The  people  will  gain  a 
new  sense  of  awareness  of  the  danger  of 
losing  their  American  citizenship  if  we 
grant  them  statehood. 

So  I  say  to  you  in  all  sincerity,  to  those 
who  oppose  this  measure,  I  know  you  are 
sincere  in  your  position,  but  we  who 
would  like  to  see  the  great  Territory  of 
Hawaii  admitted  as  a  State  are  likewise 
sincere  in  wanting  to  assist  this  great 
Nation  of  ours  in  the  protection  of  our 
internal  security  as  well  as  the  security 
of  all  citizens  of  the  United  States. 


Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  DiEsl. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
the  arguments  that  have  been  advanced 
in  favor  of  statehood  for  Hawaii.  Let 
me  say  at  the  outset  that  there  is  no 
one  in  my  State  who  has  petitioned  me 
one  way  or  the  other  concerning  this 
question;  in  fact.  T  have  not  received  any 
letter  from  any  constituent  in  the  State 
of  Texas  with  regard  to  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  I  am  only  concerned  with  that 
which  will  promote  the  welfare  and  the 
strength  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  concede  that 
we  have  any  moral  or  legal  responsibility 
or  duty  to  admit  Hawaii  to  sUtehood. 
The  fact  that  both  political  parties  have 
advocated  it  Is  not  persuasive  to  me.    I 
join  in  the  sentiment  expressed  by  one 
of  my  collea'?ues  that  if  these  United 
States  had  adopted  all  of  the  platforms 
that  have  been  put  forth  by  the  political 
parties  our  Republic  would  have  long 
since  dissolved ;  nor  am  I  concerned  about 
what  Franklin  Pierce  said,  or  any  other 
political  leader.    There  is  but  one  ques- 
tion involved  here,  and  that  is.  What  has 
Hawaii  ro  offer  to  the  United  States? 
Are  they  in  a  position  to  bring  to  this 
great  Repablic  any  stability,  any  enlight- 
enment, any  quality  of  leadership  and 
citizenship  that  will  strengthen  the  Re- 
public and  enable  us  to  meet  the  great 
Issues  that  confront  us? 

With  regard  to  the  population  of  Ha- 
waii, let  me  make  myself  plain.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  believe  In  the 
superiority  of  one  race  over  another  race. 
I  do  not  believe  in  the  inferiority  of  man- 
kind because  of  racial  origin.  I  recog- 
nize that  every  race  has  made  a  great 
contribution  to  the  civilization  of  the 
world.  The  Greeks  gave  us  sculpture 
and  beauty,  the  Romans  gave  us  juris- 
prudence. Oriental  races  were  civilized 
long  before  the  Anglo-Saxons  emerged 
from  the  forests.  But  while  each  race 
has  been  able  to  contribute  something 
substantial  to  civilization,  it  is  true 
that  few  races  have  ever  been  able 
to  contribute  to  the  art  of  self-gov- 
ernment. Only  a  very  few  peoples  in 
the  history  of  the  world  have  demon- 
strated their  capability  to  govern  them- 
selves. The  fact  that  the  people  of  Ha- 
waii adopted  a  liberal  constitution  is  not 
even  evidence  of  their  capacity  for  self- 
government.  I  recall  that  a  long  time 
ago  the  people  of  Mexico  adopted  in 
toto,  by  popular  vote,  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  but.  not  being 
capable  of  the  responsibilities  of  self- 
government,  they  were  unable  to  main- 
tain their  liberties.  Now.  the  fact  that 
there  are  in  Hawaii  a  vast  majority  of 
people  of  oriental  ancestry  should  not 
prejudice  us.  We  must  concede  that 
they  are  brave  and  courageous  people, 
but  I  am  not  convinced  on  the  basis  of 
the  evidence  that  has  been  submitted 
to  this  House  that  those  people  are 
capable  of  bringing  to  this  Republic  any 
great  contribution  to  justify  us  admit- 
ting them  into  the  Union.  I  do  not  pose 
as  an  authority  on  Hawaii,  but  I  do  know 
this:  That  in  1938  one  of  the  principal 
imions  under  the  control  of  Moscow 
was  the  International  Longshoremen  and 
Warehousemen's  Union,    It  was  one  of 
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the  groups  we  exposed  in  1938,  which 
provoked  such  an  outcry  from  the 
so-called  liberals  In  the  United  States 
and  was  greeted  with  denunciation  from 
the  leadership  of  the  CIO.  While  this 
organization  was  permitted  to  remain  in 
the  parent  organization  for  more  than 
10  years  after  we  exposed  It,  finally,  as 
a  result  of  public  sentiment,  the  parent 
organization  of  the  CIO  was  compelled 
to  expel  It,  along  with  the  rest  of  the 
organizations  that  our  committee  had 
exposed  more  than  a  decade  ago. 

I  do  know  that  this  organization  now 
has  a  stranglehold  on  the  economic  life 
of  Hawaii.  Not  only  can  I  testify  to  the 
tremendous  control  that  Harry  Bridges 
and  Jack  Hall  and  other  agents  of  the 
Comintern  exercised  over  the  Interna- 
tional Longshoremen  and  Warehouse- 
men's Union  when  I  investigated  it.  but 
I  can  cite  more  recent  testimony.  I 
read  you  from  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  in 
1950,  which  confirms  what  I  learned 
many  years  ago: 

Today,  therefore,  we  find  a  curious  situ- 
ation where  the  ao-called  International 
Longshoremen  and  Warehousemen's  Union 
has  within  its  membership  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Communist  Party,  the  workers 
of  the  basic  Industries  of  the  Terrltorj  of 
Hawaii;  namely,  shipping,  pineapple,  and 
sugar. 

To  maintain  thla  economic  control  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  the  Communist-con- 
trolled ILWTJ  has  pitted  race  against  race 
and  creed  against  ereed  in  any  Issue  where 
It  was  losing  ground  with  the  workers.  In 
this  manner,  a  well-knit  minority  has  been 
able  to  maintain  rigid  controt  over  the  rank 
and  Ole  of  a  powerful  union. 

It  can  be  appropriately  argued  that 
we  cannot  sit  In  the  scomer's  seat  in 
view  of  the  progress  communism  has 
made  In  the  United  States.  It  is  true 
that  communism  did  make  great  strides 
In  our  country  as  the  result  of  the  stupid- 
ity and  the  gullibility  of  many  people 
of  this  country  and  the  support  given  to 
this  movement  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  But  should  we  ag- 
gravate that  condition,  should  we  make 
It  worse  by  importing  another  popula- 
tion which,  if  this  finding  is  true.  Is  now 
under  the  strangle-hoM  and  the  domi- 
nation of  the  agents  of  the  Kremlin? 

Is  It  any  justification  that  because  we 
were  a  prey  to  Communist  propaganda 
and  Communist  tactics  which  ultimately 
led  to  the  tragic  blunders  of  Yalta  and 
Potsdam,  and  many  secret  conferences 
which  gave  Stalin  his  opportunity  to 
emerge  from  the  status  of  a  third-rate 
power  to  the  status  of  a  world  menace, 
that  we  should  make  the  situation  worse 
by  admitting  Hawaii? 

I  will  ilot  say  that  the  issue  should 
be  foreclosed  and  that  for  all  time  to 
come  we  will  not  admit  Hawaii.  I  do 
not  say  that  in  many  sections  ol  our 
United  States  our  people  are  superior 
to  the  Hawaiians.  God  knows  we  have 
faced  the  problem  of  non-assimilation 
of  races  since  the  very  beginning  of  this 
Republic,  but  it  has  been  a  time-honored 
principle  of  both  parties,  written  into 
the  immigration  laws  of  our  country,  that 
we  must  not  admit  people  faster  than 
we  can  assimilate  than. 

Of  course,  while  the  Hawaiians  are 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  as  such 
are  entitled  to  all  the  rights  of  citizen- 


ship, when  you  admit  them  to  the  status 
of  statehood  you  will  thereby  give  the 
people  of  Hawaii,  the  500,000  people,  the 
power  to  alter  the  whole  structure  of 
our  American  Government. 

How  can  ary  man  argue  that  when  you 
admit  Hawaii,  you  will  not  admit  Alaska? 
And  how  can  any  man  contend  that  hav- 
ing admitted  Hawaii  and  Alaska  that  you 
will  not  In  time  admit  the  Virgin  Islands 
and  the  Island  of  Guam  and  finally  a  mi- 
nority of  people  will  be  In  control  and 
domination  of  one  of  the  great  branches 
of  our  American  representative  sjrstem 
of  government.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
take  that  step.  Before  I  do  so.  I  want 
more  evidence  submitted  to  me.  I  do  not 
wish  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  those  islands  or  upon  the  great 
Delegate  who  represents  those  islands, 
and  who  has  made  a  most  eloquent  plea. 
I  can  understand  the  aspirations  and  the 
hopes  of  these  people  to  be  admitted  to 
statehood.  But  that  is  not  the  test 
There  are  literally  millions  of  people  all 
over  the  earth  who  tomorrow  would  like 
to  come  Into  the  fold  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States.  Only  a  short  time 
ago  I  read  that  300.000  people  in  Rome, 
Italy,  wanted  to  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States.  I  have  thought  for  a 
long  time  'Jiat  if  the  Chinese  wanted  to 
do  something  very,  very  destructive  to 
us,  they  could  simply  surrender  and  say, 
"Here  we  are — feed  us."  I  am  quite  sure 
that  people  all  over  the  world,  if  they 
had  the  opportunity  tomorrow,  literally 
millions  upon  millions  of  people,  would 
enter  our  country.  I  maintain  that  no 
one  should  be  permitted  to  enter  until 
we  can  assimilate  him.  It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  superiority  of  any  race,  for  we 
owe  a  tremendous  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  people  of  ail  races  who  have  made 
unique  and  valuable  contributions  to 
America  and  to  America's  greatness.  It 
is  not  a  reflection  upon  any  race  or  the 
people  in  any  part  of  the  world.  It  is 
simply  a  matter  of  the  protection  and 
preservation  of  the  strength  and  vigor 
and  vitality  of  Jiese  great  United  States 
of  America,  which  face  tomorrow  the 
greatest  test  in  our  entire  history.  I 
maintain  that  now  is  not  the  time  to  take 
this  important  step. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  myself  3  minutes  to  reply 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Diss]  was  worried  about  the 
Commimists  In  the  government  of  Ha- 
waii. Let  me  point  out  that  the  consti- 
tution is  most  stringent  upon  that  ques- 
tion. They  have  a  proviso  to  the  effect 
that  no  person  who  advocates  or  aids 
or  belong  to  any  party  organization  or 
association  which  advocates  the  over- 
throw, by  force  or  violence,  of  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  State  of  Hawaii  or  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  qualified  to 
hold  any  public  office  of  trust  or  profit 
under  the  constitution. 

They  go  much  further  than  this  coun- 
try or  any  State  in  the  Union  goes  in 
relation  to  Communists. 

There  Is  no  question  of  bringing  in 
Guam  or  the  Virgin  Islands  or  the  trust 
islands  as  a  State.  There  is  no  provi- 
sion for  it.  The  only  two  Territories  that 
are  qualified  for  admission  to  the  Union 
as  States  are  Hawaii  and  Alaska,  and 
the  gentleman.  I  am  sure,  knows  that. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  new  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 

PlI-LIONl. 

Mr.  PIT  J  TON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  state  my  personal  conviction  that 
the  people  of  this  country,  including 
the  district  that  I  have  the  responsibil- 
ity and  honor  to  represent,  recognize  the 
lack  of  statehood  representation  for  the 
466,000  Inhabitants  of  Hawaii.  To  me 
there  can  be  no  valid  objection  to  state- 
hood upon  a  basis  that  is  equitable: 
Pirst,  to  the  people  of  this  Nation;  sec- 
ond, to  the  people  of  my  district;  third, 
to  the  Inhabitants  of  Hawaii.  Alaska, 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  Puerto 
Rico. 

I  firmly  believe  that  the  citizens  of 
Hawaii  are  as  equally  fairminded  as  the 
people  of  the  48  States.  In  seeking  state- 
hood, they  must  recognize  the  injustice 
of  asking  representation  that  is  many 
times  greater  than  tiiat  of  the  average 
citizens  of  this  Nation. 

■I6HT    or    SXTWrUAOM 

All  sovereign  rights  of  the  people  of 
this  Nation  are  entrusted  to  the  legis- 
lative, the  executive,  and  the  Judicial 
branches  of  our  Government.  These 
powers  are  subject  only  to  the  limitations 
and  guaranties  contained  in  our  Con- 
stitution. 

How  can  we  as  a  people  participate 
and  share  in  the  exercise  of  these  pow- 
ers reposed  in  the  Congress  and  in  our 
President?  Our  participation  in  the 
Federal  Government  is  necessarily  lim- 
ited and  condensed  in  the  right  to  vote 
for  the  Members  of  Congress  and  our 
President.  This  right  of  suffrage  is  a 
priceless  heritage  and  is  the  only  means 
by  which  we  may  protect  our  liberties 
and  interests. 

SENATOBJAI.   RBPftBBKlfTSTIOir 

My  opposition  to  the  bill  now  being 
considered  is  based  primarily  upon  the 
grant  of  disproportionate  senatorial  rep- 
resentation to  Hawaii. 

Upon  the  passage  of  this  Ml,  Hawaii 
would  become  entitled  to  two  Members 
In  the  United  States  Senate.  Today 
152,573,000  peofde  of  the  48  States  are 
entitled  to  the  total  representation  of  96 
Senators.  The  effect  of  this  bill  would 
be  to  take  from  these  people  of  the  48 
States  one  forty -ninth  of  their  senatorial 
representation  and  transfer  this  power 
to  the  466.000  Inhabitants  of  Hawaii. 
This  one  forty-ninth  of  the  smatorlal 
representation  is  the  representation  now 
possessed  by  3.170.000  people  of  the 
United  States.  The  466,000  people  in 
Hawaii  would  thus  enjoy  a  representa- 
tion in  the  United  States  Senate  of  670 
percent  greater  than  the  representation 
possessed  by  the  average  citizen  of  the 
48  States. 

fsiwiiii  w  I  lii   suiiaAflx 

My  second  objection  to  this  bill  Is  based 
upon  the  grant  to  Hawaii  of  a  dispropor- 
tionate right  of  suffrage  in  the  election 
of  a  President. 

At  the  present  time  the  people  of  the 
48  States  have  a  combined  total  of  531 
electoral  votes  by  which  the  President  of 
this  country  is  elected.  The  ratio  is  1 
electoral  vote  for  each  286.000  posons. 
By  this  bin  Hawaii  would  become  entitled 
to  3  Representatives  and  2  Senators. 
givii«  that  State  a  total  at  4  electoral 
votes.    The  ratio  of  electoral  votes  for 
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Hawaii  will  be  1  electoral  vote  for  each 
116.000  inhabitants,  or  2  Me  times  that  of 
the  citizens  of  the  48  States. 

Can  anyone  claim  that  the  peorple  of 
Hawaii  possess  2 1/2  times  the  political 
wisdom  or  2^/2  times  the  loyalty  of  our 
other  citizens.  How  can  we  justify  this 
transfer  of  2  V2  times  the  right  of  vote  in 
the  election  of  a  President  as  Is  now  pos- 
sessed by  the  average  inhabitant  of  the 
48  States? 

I  cannot  in  good  conscience  abridge 
or  expropriate  or  alienate  the  sacred 
right  of  suffrage  of  the  inhabitants  of 
oiir  48  States. 

KEPKESENTATIVKS 

This  bill  would  assign  to  Hawaii  two 
seats  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
By  the  use  of  the  latest  census  estimates 
for  the  year  1951,  Hawaii  would  be  en- 
titled to  one  Representative.  This  pro- 
vision for  two  Representatives  for  Ha- 
waii is  in  violation  of  the  intent  of  the 
United  States  Constitution  providing  for 
apportionment  of  Representatives  among 
the  several  States  according  to  their  re- 
spective numbers. 

RXMEDT 

The  gentleman  from  New  York,  Rep- 
resentative CouDERT,  has  recently  in- 
troduced a  joint  resolution  which  would 
amend  the  17th  amendment  of  our 
Constitution  by  providing  that  Con- 
gress may  determine  the  senatorial  rep- 
resentation of  any  State  hereafter  ad- 
mitted to  statehood. 

I  am  sponsoring  a  resolution  which 
would  also  amend  our  Constitution,  by 
providing  that  any  State  hereafter  ad- 
mitted would  become  entitled  to  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate  only  upon  at- 
taining a  population  in  proportion  to 
that  of  the  other  48  States. 

I  am  not  completely  satisfied  that 
either  proposal  is  the  solution  to  an 
equitable  representation  for  newly  ad- 
mitted States.  These  proposals  do,  how- 
ever, furnish  a  starting  point  for  the 
consideration  of  this  problem.  I  have 
every  confidence  that  the  members  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  and  this  Con- 
gress can  formulate  a  policy  and  draft 
an  appropriate  amendment  which  would 
permit  the  admission  of  Hawaii  and 
other  Territories  to  statehood  upon  an 
equitable  basis.  We  cannot  solve  this 
question  of  fundamental  rights  by  in- 
dividual consideration  for  each  Territory 
based  upon  favor  or  political  £UJvantage. 
The  admission  of  States  must  be  based 
upon  a  policy  that  is  just  and  is  equally 
applicable  to  the  peoples  of  all  Terri- 
tories. 

The  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii should  be  deferred  pending  the 
adoption  of  an  appropriate  constitution- 
al amendment  which  would  enable  Con- 
gress to  admit  States  to  this  Union  with- 
out the  necessity  of  seriously  reducing 
the  rights  of  suffrage  of  the  peoples  of 
the  other  48  States. 

LOTALTT 

I  have  read  and  listened  at  great 
length  to  the  claims  of  loyalty  and  Amer- 
icanism made  for  the  people  of  Hawaii. 
The  impUcati(»i  Is  that  the  people  of  Ha- 
waii are  more  loyal  and  more  brave  than 
the  people  of  the  48  States.  This  impli- 
cation Is  most  unfair  to  the  fellow  citi- 
tnm  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  and  to  those 
who  4«rt«d  »nd  are  now  serving  in  the 


Armed  Forces  from  the  other  parts  of 
this  country.  I  would  defend  the  people 
of  any  and  all  segments  of  this  country 
from  any  innuendo  that  the  people  of 
Hawaii  are  more  patriotic  or  that  the 
people  of  the  48  States  are  less  patriotic 
than  the  people  of  Hawaii. 

I  know  of  no  process  of  logical  reason- 
ing by  which  we  can  draw  a  valid  con- 
clusion proving  greater  patriotism  for 
the  people  of  any  one  area  as  against  the 
patriotism  of  our  people  as  a  whole. 

I  know  of  no  mathematical  formula 
for  computing  degrees  of  loyalty. 

I  know  of  no  scientific  thermometer 
that  can  measure  the  warmth  of  devo- 
tion of  any  individual  for  this  great 
country. 

POLmCAL   CONSIDERATION 

If  this  bill  becomes  law,  the  time  will 
come,  in  the  not  too  distant  future,  when 
some  of  us  will  seek  to  advance  or  to  pro- 
tect the  interests  of  our  constituents  and 
of  our  States.  No  matter  how  just  our 
cause  may  be,  if  it  is  in  conflict  with  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  Hawaii,  the  an- 
swer of  the  Representatives  and  Senators 
from  Hawaii  will  be,  to  paraphrase  Boss 
Tweed,  "As  long  as  we  have  the  votes, 
what  are  you  going  to  do  about  it?" 

I  do  not  mean  to  reflect  upon  anyone 
from  Hawaii,  but  I  do  cite  Boss  Tweeds 
philosophy  as  a  truism  of  practical 
ix)litics. 

We  are.  each  of  us.  fully  aware  of  the 
political  significance  of  this  bill.  It  may 
appear  to  offer  a  temporary  political  ad- 
vantage to  one  party,  but  the  cost  to  the 
people  of  the  48  States  would  be  a  pro- 
hibitive one. 

I  would  like  to  quote  one  sentence  from 
the  inaugural  address  of  our  distin- 
guished former  President,  Rutherford  B. 
Hayes:  "He  serves  his  party  best  who 
serves  the  country  best." 

I  hope  to  vote  in  accordance  with  that 
principle. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oklahoma   [Mr.  Jarman], 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec- 
ord, I  wish  to  include  a  statement  sup- 
porting H.  R.  3575  to  enable  the  people 
of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Uiiion  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States. 

The  Northwest  Ordinance,  passed  in 
1787  under  the  Articles  of  Confederation, 
established  the  procedures  whereby  ter- 
ritories could  enter  the  Union  as  States. 
To  that  end,  29  of  our  territories  became 
States,  including  my  own  home  State, 
Oklahama.  There  is  no  better  way  to 
demonstrate  to  the  entire  world,  in  front 
of  and  behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  that  the 
United  States,  in  permitting  its  terri- 
tories to  enter  the  scene  of  our  national 
life  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  orig- 
inal States,  practices  what  it  preaches 
with  resiJect  to  the  spread  of  democracy. 

That  Hawaii  and  its  people  favor  ad- 
mission to  the  Union  has  been  demon- 
strated amply  and  repeatedly  since  1903 
by  the  numerous  petitions  to  Congress 
for  statehood  and  by  the  great  numbers 
of  bills  for  this  purpose  introduced  into 
Congress.  That  Hawaii  and  its  people 
deserve  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
has  been  clearly  shown  by  its  financial 
and  economic  stability;  its  size-i— it  would 


be  the  larpest  Territory  next  to  Okla- 
homa to  become  a  State — its  population 
of  over  a  half  million;  its  high  percent- 
age of  American  citizens — 87  percent — 
and  its  deserved  reputation  with  respect 
to  religious  and  political  tolerance.  De- 
spite attempts  by  opponents  of  statehood 
tc  cover  Hawaii  with  the  cloak  of  a  com- 
munistic or  subversive  reputation,  Ha- 
waii's war  record  bespeaks  of  its  pa- 
triotism and  loyalty  to  the  United  States. 
Not  a  single  case  of  sabotage  by  a  Ha- 
waiian civilian  was  ref)orted  during 
World  War  n.  The  100th  Infantry  Bat- 
talion and  the  442d  Combat  Team  from 
Hawaii  were  described  by  Gen.  Mark 
Clark  as  "the  most  decorated  unit  in  the 
entire  military  history  of  the  United 
States."  And  no  one  can  underestimate 
Or  overpraise  Hawaii's  contribution  to 
our  cause  in  the  Korean  conflict  as  very 
amply  demonstrated  by  the  24th  Division 
and  the  25th  Division,  which  were  among 
the  first  committed  in  Korea.  As  a 
State,  Hawaii  will  continue  to  be  a  na- 
tional outpost  in  our  farflung  defense 
network. 

Hawaii  represents  America  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Pacific  and  statehood  for  it 
would  far  outcry  all  the  false  words  that 
the  Communists  shout  in  their  plan  to 
destroy  the  democracies.  I.  therefore, 
announce  my  support  of  H.  R.  3575  and 
urge  this  Chamber  to  join  in  approving 
this  measure  to  admit  Hawaii  as  the  49th 
State  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Johnson  1. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  the  third  time  that  I  have  listened  to 
debates  here  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  Hawaiian  statehood.  In  my 
opinion,  the  Delegate  from  Hawaii  [Mr. 
Farrington]  today  made  the  best  and 
most  convincing  argument  that  I  have 
ever  heard  advanced  In  favor  of  the 
proposition. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk 
about  the  fact  that  if  Hawaii  is  admitted 
to  the  Union  two  Congressmen  in  this 
House  might  be  displaced.  But  that  has 
been  true  all  through  our  entire  history. 
Every  time  a  new  State  was  admitted 
into  the  Union  the  same  situation  ex- 
isted. We  cannot  settle  this  Important 
problem,  however,  on  the  mere  plea  that 
two  Congressmen  from  your  State  or  my 
State  might  be  displaced  here  in  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  see  the  situation, 
there  are  three  yardsticks  by  which  we 
might  and  should  determine  whether 
Hawaii  is  to  become  a  State.  First  is 
the  matter  of  population,  and  that,  in 
my  opinion,  is  a  very  important  one. 
Any  territory  that  wishes  to  l)ecome  a 
State  in  these  United  States  should  have 
at  least  as  large  a  population  as  the  cur- 
rent rule  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, which  today  is  345.000  people. 
Hawaii  has  a  population  of  over  500.000 
today,  so  from  that  standpoint  it  seems 
to  me  they  have  every  right  to  ask  for 
and  expect  admission  into  the  United 
States.  Furthermore,  if  you  will  read  the 
history  of  their  efforts  to  become  a 
State,  and  how  they  came  into  and  be- 
came an  integral  part  of  the  United 
States,  you  can  draw  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  they  were  promised,  at  least 
impliedly,  that  some  day  the  Territory 
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of  Hawaii  would  have  the  right  to  and 
would  become  a  State  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

The  question  is.  Are  they  today  en- 
titled to  this  privilege? 

The  second  yardstick  by  which  we 
might  determine  whether  Hawaii  is  en- 
titled to  statehood  is  their  fiscal  situa- 
tion. Here  is  a  Territory  that  is  abso- 
lutely sound  from  a  financial  standpoint. 
They  have  a  balanced  budget  over  there, 
they  have  the  best  schools  in  Hawaii  as 
any  to  be  found  in  the  United  States. 
They  have  the  highest  percentage  of 
students  to  population  in  Hawaii.  From 
the  standpoint  of  fiscal  standing,  there- 
fore, it  would  seem  to  me  that  the  Terri- 
tory is  eminently  fitted  to  become  a  State, 
just  like  Calif oinia  or  any  of  the  other 
States  of  our  Union, 

Now,  what  is  their  record,  so  far  as  the 
handling  of  local  problems  Is  con- 
cerned? Many  of  my  colleagues  have 
mentioned  the  fact  that  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  consists  of  a  polyglot  of  all  kinds 
of  races,  which  Is  true.  But  the  record 
of  this  Territorj-,  so  far  as  the  handling 
of  racial  problems  is  concerned,  is  one  of 
the  main  reasons  why  it  should  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  United  States. 

Over  there  yc>u  will  find  all  kinds  of 
people — yellow,  black,  brown,  white  i>eo- 
ple,  and  so  fortJi — but  they  have  gotten 
along  well  in  that  area  without  a  single 
race  disturbance  over  many,  many  years. 
What  other  part  of  the  world  can  equal 
that  record?  E-uccessful  representative 
government  in  such  a  mixture  of  races 
is  a  real  accomplishment.  Hawaii  de- 
serves great  cre<iit  for  her  record  in  this 
regard. 

I  think  therr  Is  a  false  assumption 
that  is  indulged  in  by  many  Members 
when  they  com?  to  consider  the  matter 
of  Hawaiian  sUitehood.  They  say  that 
because  a  man's  parents  migrated  to  Ha- 
waii, and  a  son  is  bom  of  two  Chinese 
people,  that  he  is  a  Chinaman.  But  that 
is  not  true.  Ho  is  an  American  citizen 
of  Chinese  birth,  and  those  in  Hawaii 
have  acted  as  real  Americans.  Do  you 
not  realize  that  right  here  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  there  are  17 
percent  of  us,  and  I  am  one  of  them, 
who  are  the  sons  of  immigrants?  I  do 
not  want  to  be  called  a  Scandinavian- 
American,  becaiise  I  am  an  American, 
even  though  my  parents  emigrated  from 
across  the  oceari.  Those  people  over  in 
Hawaii  have  become  thorough  Ameri- 
cans, just  like  jou  and  I,  even  though 
they  may  be  of  different  color.  It  seems 
to  me  the  latter  record  alone  would  en- 
title them  to  statehood. 

They  have  successfully  conducted  the 
greatest  laboratory  in  harmonious  race 
relations  to  be  found  anywhere  in  the 
world  or  in  any  time  in  the  world's  his- 
tory. 

It  may,  at  some  time  in  the  future,  be 
to  our  advantage  to  have  a  strong,  solid 
bastion,  a  State,  out  in  the  far  Pacific. 
The  future  of  the  world,  in  my  opinion, 
is  going  to  revolve  around  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  If  the  United  States  of  America 
has  a  good  strong  right  arm  in  the  form 
of  the  State  of  Hawaii  out  there  in  the 
Pacific,  then  we  are  in  a  very  fine  posi- 
tion to  furnish  the  able  leadership  that 
we  will  need  to  solve  the  complicated 
problems  that  will  arise  in  that  part  of 
the  world. 


Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  This  Is  a  categorical 
question  anticipating  a  positive,  im- 
equivocal  answer.  Does  the  gentleman 
stand  four-square  now,  at  this  minute, 
in  favor  of  statehood  for  Alaska? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  do  not,  because  It 
does  not  have  the  requisite  popul|^tion  to 
entitle  it  to  statehood. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  The  second  ques- 
tion: If  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico,  now 
having  to  all  intents  and  purposes  prac- 
tically independent  government,  come  up 
here  tomorrow  asking  for  statehood  for 
their  two  and  one-half  million  people, 
with  the  implication  of  eight  Congress- 
men, does  the  gentleman  stand  squarely 
for  or  against  statehod  for  Puerto  Rico? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Here  is  the  answer: 
I  have  not  given  that  matter  considera- 
tion, and  if  it  comes  up  here  I  will  give  it 
thorough  consideration  and  give  the 
gentleman  my  answer  then. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.    Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cottdert]. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
with  the  utmost  reluctance  that  I  again 
find  myself  on  the  fioor  of  tne  House 
speaking  in  opposition  to  my  very  good 
friend,  the  distinguished  Delegate  from 
Hawaii  [Mr.  Farrington],  and  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
and  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
and  the  other  members  who  have  re- 
ported this  bill  to  the  floor.  I  only  do  so 
out  of  a  very  deep  and  abiding  convic- 
tion that  the  enactment  of  this  measure 
will  strike  a  real  and  significant  blow  at 
the  very  foundation  of  representative 
government  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  entirely  share  the 
conviction  of  a  great  statesman  and 
thinker  who  has  passed  from  the  scene, 
Dr.  Nicholas  Murray  Butler,  who  opposed 
this  bill  on  the  further  ground  that  it 
was  unthinkable  that  we  should  add 
States  to  this  Union  beyond  the  compact, 
natural,  and  established  frontiers  of  the 
continental  domain  of  the  United  States. 

Now  as  to  the  first  point,  the  very 
foundation  of  free  government,  of  repre- 
sentative government,  is  confidence  in 
the  fairness  and  equity  of  the  repre- 
sentation itself,  the  apportionment  of 
power.  Now  we  are  faced  with  a  situa- 
tion today,  without  even  considering 
Hawaii,  of  a  violently  distorted  repre- 
sentation here  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  Away  back  in  1787,  when 
the  Constitution  was  bom,  there  was  a 
great  compromise,  as  you  all  remember, 
a  compromise  that  resulted  in  popular 
representation,  so-called,  in  the  House, 
and  representation  of  the  States  in  the 
Senate  at  two  each  regardless  of  popu- 
lation. It  was  called  the  Great  Com- 
promise. Actually  it  was  nothing  more 
or  less  than  a  shotgun  marriage,  because 
without  it  the  small  States  would  never 
have  consented  to  Join  the  Union.  Now 
165  years  have  passed  since  that  time. 
We  have  completed  the  occupation  and 
development  of  our  natural  domain  here 
on  the  continent.  We  have  48  States. 
We  have  carried  through  the  original 
contract,  the  original  Great  Compromise. 
We  have  completed  that  operation. 
There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we 


should  not  at  this  time  reconsider,  why 
we  should  not  reexamine  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  admission  of  new  States. 

There  Is  no  reason  why  we  should  go 
on  further  distorting  representation  in 
the  Congress  by  adding  new  small  States 
each  with  two  Senators.  As  I  observed 
earlier  in  debate  on  the  rule,  some  19 
percent  of  the  population  of  the  country 
in  25  States  elects  50  Senators,  a  good 
working  majority,  while  the  remaining 
81  percent  of  us  in  the  remaining  States 
elect  only  46  Senators.  So  If  you  pass 
this  bin  and  bring  on  2  Senators  from 
Hawaii,  you  will  have  52  Senators  elected 
by  still  approximately  19  F>ercent  of  the 
population,  a  further  distortion  of  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate,  to  the  great 
detriment  of  the  existing  States  and  par- 
ticularly of  the  people  of  the  larger 
States  whose  political  representation  is 
already  so  grievously  diluted. 

Obviously,  if  you  depart  from  the  nat- 
ural, sound,  historic  boundaries  of  con- 
tinental United  States  and  open  the  door 
to  Hawaii,  you  have- to  go  ultimately  to 
Alaska,  and  tomorrow  you  will  have  to 
accept  Puerto  Rico,  which  came  into  our 
possession  at  the  same  time  as  Hawaii, 
1898,  and  which  is  only  600  miles  away 
and  has  a  p>opulatlon  of  2  million. 
Of  course,  Puerto  Rico  would  be  entitled 
not  to  2  Members  of  this  House  but  to 
9  or  10  Members  of  this  House,  as  well 
as  to  2  Senators.  I  am  no  more  opposed 
to  Puerto  Rico  than  I  am  to  Hawaii. 
Without  constitutional  amendment,  I  am 
opposed  to  both  on  fundamental,  consti- 
tutional grounds,  that  the  admission  of 
either  of  them  as  a  State  would  further 
dilute  and  distort  representation  in  the 
Congress  through  the  Senate  and  shake 
public  confidence  in  our  form  ol  free 
representative  self-government. 

I  have  offered  a  couple  of  constitu- 
tional amendments  that  I  think  should 
be  considered  before  we  take  an  irrevo- 
cable step,  because  adoption  of  a  state- 
hood law  is  irrevocable.  Even  the  pro- 
hibition amendment  could  be  repealed. 
Any  other  constitutional  amendment  can 
be  repealed.  Legislation  admitting  a 
State  Is  Irrevocable,  It  Is  final,  there  Is 
an  end  to  It.  You  can  never  again  re- 
verse your  field.  You  take  it  and  you 
are  landed  with  it  for  the  life  of  the 
Republic.  So  let  us  go  a  little  slowly. 
Let  Hawaii  wait  a  few  months  longer 
while  this  Congress  and  the  people  have 
an  opportunity  to  consider  the  whole 
question  of  admission  of  new  States  and 
how  they  should  be  represented  in  the 
Senate  and  the  House. 

First,  House  Joint  Resolution  17  would 
authorize  Congress  to  determine  how 
many  Senators  a  new  State  should  have. 
If  any.  This  would  largely  take  care  of 
the  question  of  disproportionate  repre- 
sentation. 

I  have  offered  a  further  constitutional 
amendment  this  morning  which  would 
be.  In  effect,  a  referendum  on  the  admis- 
sion of  new  States.  Why  must  Congress 
alone  determine  an  irrevocable  act  of  this 
importance?  Why  not  let  the  people 
.have  a  crack  at  it.  just  as  they  have  on 
constitutional  amendments,  to  wit.  two- 
thirds  of  each  House,  and  ratification 
by  three-quarters  of  the  States? 

There  is  another  point,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  goes  to  the  root  of  this  question. 
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There  are  two  ways  of  dealing  with  em- 
pires. One  would  admit  the  imperial 
possessions  to  the  very  heart  of  your  own 
domestic  political  life.  The  Roman  Em- 
pire did  that,  and  senators  came  in  from 
all  over  the  world,  from  all  sorts  of  peo- 
ples, with  all  sorts  of  diversity  of  inter- 
est and  background.  The  French  Em- 
pire has  done  that.  In  the  French  As- 
sembly all  the  possessions  are  repre- 
sented and  participate  in  the  metro- 
politan government. 

Great  Britain  did  the  other  way.  It 
operated  on  the  assumption  that  the 
United  Kingdom  would  retain  its  own 
territorial  self-government,  while  allow- 
ing the  same  privilege  to  the  various 
units  of  the  empire.  The  result  has  been 
the  great  Commonwealth  of  British  na- 
tions, which  has  been  the  most  effective 
operating  empire  of  modern  times. 

For  my  part,  I  am  opposed  to  the  ad- 
mission of  any  new  State  from  noncon- 
tiguous and  outlying  territories  under 
present  constitutional  provisions.  I  am 
opposed  in  principle- to  statehood  for  Ha- 
wai,  Alaska,  or  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  this  bill  will  fail. 
I  hope  it  will  go  back  to  the  committee 
on  a  motion  to  recommit  it  and  that  the 
whole  problem  may  be  reversed  in  the 
light  of  these  considerations. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
Xrom  Washington  [Mr.  Mack]. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  asked  the  gen- 
tleman to  yield  to  ask  if  he  will  permit 
me  to  inquire  of  the  delegate  from  Ha- 
waii in  regard  to  section  6  of  the  bill.  I 
have  heard  a  number  of  speakers  today 
refer  to  the  fact  that  if  Hawaii  is  ad- 
mitted to  statehood,  then  two  States  will 
lose  a  Member  in  this  House.  But  upon 
reading  section  6  of  the  bill,  on  page  14, 
I  find  that  we  will  not  lose  two  Members 
until  after  the  next  census.  I  want  to 
know  of  the  delegate  from  Hawaii  if  my 
interpretation  of  that  section  is  correct? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I^r.  Chairman, 
the  interpretation  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  is  correct.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  the  State  of  Hawaii  would  have 
two  Representatives  in  the  House  until 
the  census  of  1960  and  then  it  will  take 
whatever  representation  it  is  entitled  to 
under  the  law  governing  the  apportion- 
ment of  representation. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  By  that  I  under- 
stand that  upon  the  adoption  of  this  act, 
and  the  admission  of  Hawaii,  until  the 
next  census  is  completed,  we  would  have 
437  Members  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives instead  of  435? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  We  have  435 
seats  now — not  by  constitutional  amend- 
ment but  by  legislative  act.  Therefore, 
the  Congress  has  the  power  to  tempo- 
rarily increase  the  number  to  437? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAI^.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  reasons  why  Hawaii 
should  be  admitted  into  the  Union  as  its 
49th  State,  to  me,  are  clear,  convincing, 
and  compelling. 

The  Congress,  during  many  statehood 
debates,  has  established  a  list  of  tradi- 


tional qualifications  which  a  Territory 
should,  or  ought  to  have,  to  be  considered 
eligible  for  statehood. 

Among  the  qualifications  are  these: 
The  Territory,  first,  should  possess  ade- 
quate area;  second,  it  should  have  suffi- 
cient population;  tliird,  its  economic  sit- 
uation should  be  such  as  to  permit  its 
people  to  assume  and  to  carry  their  pro- 
portionate sliare  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's financial  responsibilities;  fourth, 
the  people  of  the  Territory  must  have 
manifest  a  sincere  desire  for  statehood; 
and,  fifth,  finally,  and  most  important, 
the  people  of  the  Territory  must  believe 
in  the  American  republican  forms  of 
government  and  be  qualified  by  educa- 
tion and  experience  for  self-government 
according  to  American  traditions. 

All  of  these  five  qualifications.  I  am 
convinced,  the  people  of  Hawaii  now 
abundantly  possess. 

In  area,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  covers 
more  than  6,600  miles  of  land.  Hawaii, 
therefore,  is  larger  in  area  than  Con- 
necticut, Rhode  Island,  or  Delaware. 
Since  these  three  now  are  States,  an 
argument  cannot  effectively  be  made  that 
Hawaii  is  t<x>  small  in  area  for  state- 
hood. 

In  population.  Hawaii  now  has  more 
than  half  a  million  inhabitants.  This 
is  more  people  than  any  Territory,  ex- 
cept Oklahoma,  in  all  the  history  of  the 
country  possessed  when  it  was  admitted 
to  statehood.  Furthermore,  Hawaii's 
present  population  is  larger  than  that 
now  possessed  by  six  of  our  States. 
Surely  Hawaii  cannot  be  denied  state- 
hood on  tlie  ground  she  has  too  few 
people. 

Is  the  economy  of  Hawaii  such  as  to 
permit  her  to  assume  her  full  share  of 
support  of  the  Nation's  financial  respon- 
sibilities? As  to  that  qualification  we 
also  must  answer  in  the  affirmative. 
During  recent  years  the  people  of  Hawaii 
have  paid  more  '.nan  $130  million  a  year 
in  Fe^.^'-ol  income  taxes.  There  are 
many  present  States  which  do  not  pay 
that  much.  To  deny  statehood  to  a 
people  who  pay  so  much  toward  the 
support  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
to  practice  what  our  forefathers  de- 
nounced, "taxation  without  representa- 
tion." 

Then  there  is  the  question  of  whether 
the  half  million  people  of  Hawaii  want 
statehood.  They  have  said  they  do 
again,  again,  and  again.  In  1940,  in  a 
plebiscite  held  on  the  issue  of  statehood, 
the  people  of  the  Territory  voted  2  to  1 
for  statehood.  The  Hawaiian  Terri- 
torial Legislature,  composed  of  duly 
elected  representatives  of  the  Hawaiian 
people,  have  petitioned  the  Congress  in 
the  past  48  years  almost  a  score  of  times 
for  statehood.  These  representatives, 
or  similarly  minded  ones,  have  been 
elected  and  reelected  time  after  time  in- 
dicating they  were,  in  petitioning 
statehood,  expressing  the  will  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  fact  that  the  people  of  Hawaii 
year  after  year  have  sent  to  the  Con- 
gress as  their  delegate  the  chief  cham- 
pion in  the  Congress,  and  in  the  islands, 
of  statehood,  the  Honorable  Joseph  Far- 
RiNGTON,  further  attests  to  their  zeal  for 
statehood. 

And.  lastly,  are  the  people  of  Hawaii 
qualified  by  training  and  experience  for 
statehood?    Few  can  doubt  that  they 


are.  Their  educational  system  Is  of  the 
best.  Their  rate  of  literacy  is  high. 
For  more  than  50  years  they  have  lived 
under  and  been  faithful  to  an  American 
system  of  representative  form  of  gov- 
ernment. There  also  is  the  further  evi- 
dence, testified  to  by  the  FBI  and  top 
military  authorities  at  committee  hear- 
ings on  statehood,  that  not  a  single  act 
of  sabotage  was  traced  to  a  Hawaiian 
during  World  War  II. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  congratulate  the 
gentleman  on  the  statement  he  is  mak- 
ing. He  is  giving  us  some  very  impor- 
tant facts  on  this  problem.  His  Re- 
publican colleagues  from  the  State  of 
Washington  are  also  vitally  interested  in 
Hawaii  becoming  a  State  in  this  Union. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Argu- 
ments have  been  made  and  probably  will 
be  reiterated  that  HawaU  is  not  con- 
tiguous territory  to  any  of  the  present 
States  in  the  Union  and  that  she  should 
be  denied  statehood  on  that  ground. 
There  is  no  precedent  for  denying  her 
statehood  on  that  ground.  California 
was  not  contiguous  to  the  other  States 
of  the  Union  when  she  was  admitted  to 
statehood  in  1850.  nor  was  Oregon  when 
she  was  admitted  to  the  Union  in  1859. 

When  Oregon  and  California  came 
into  the  Union,  an  easterner  had  to 
travel  by  wagon  train,  on  horseback  or 
afoot  400  miles  across  the  Territory  of 
Nebraska,  another  400  miles  across  the 
Territory  of  Wyoming,  and  across  the 
Territories  of  Idaho  or  Nevada  before  he 
could  reach  the  borders  of  either  of  these 
then  new  States  of  CaUfornia  and 
Oregon. 

The  facts  are  that  so  great  have  been 
the  improvements  in  transix)rtation  and 
communication  that  Hawaii,  today,  in 
fact,  is  closer  to  the  Nation's  Capital 
here  in  Washington,  D.  C,  than  was  New 
York  City  to  the  District  of  Columbia, 
164  years  ago.  when  General  Washing- 
ton was  inaugurated  the  first  President 
of  this  Republic.  It  required  8  days  for 
Washington  to  travel  from  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  New  York  City  in  1889 
when  he  went  to  Federal  Hall  on  Wall 
Street  to  be  inaugurated.  General 
Eisenhower,  recently,  flew  from  New 
York  to  Honolulu  in  a  single  day  when 
he  was  en  route  to  inspect  the  fighting 
front  in  Korea.  In  Washington's  time 
and  for  many  years  after  that  it  re- 
quired as  long  to  travel  by  stage  coach 
from  Washington  to  Baltimore  as  it  now 
requires  to  travel  from  Washington  to 
Honolulu  by  air  coach. 

If  California  and  Oregon  were  ad- 
mitted to  statehood  when  weeks  or 
months  of  tedious  traveling  over  large 
uninhabited  territory  or  by  months  of 
sailing  around  the  Horn  were  required 
to  reach  these  new  States  there  is  no 
justification,  it  seems  to  me,  for  denying 
statehood  to  Hawaii  when  she  is  less  than 
an  overnight  mainland  flight  from  Seat- 
tle to  Portland,  San  Francisco,  or  Los 
Angeles. 

When  Hawaii  was  admitted  to  the 
status  of  a  Territory,  the  United  States 
made  her  people  an  implied  promise 
that,  someday,  when  qualified.  Hawaii 
would  be  admitted  to  statehood.    The 
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conventions  of  both  political  parties  in 
their  platforms  declared  that  they  fav- 
ored statehood  We.  of  both  parties, 
should  keep  those  promises. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  has 
expired. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Donovan]. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
the  distinguish(  d  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
had  the  floor  I  asked  him  to  yield,  and 
in  his  rush  und(-*r  the  pressure  of  time  to 
get  all  the  factf  before  the  House  he  did 
not  choo.«:e  in  his  greater  wisdom  to  do 
so.  Had  he  done  so.  I  would  have  pro- 
pounded to  him  two  categorical  or  posi- 
tive questions  which  I  addressed  a  few 
minutes  ago  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia. I  shoUid  have  asked  him:  "Are 
you  in  favor  now,  at  this  minute,  of  state- 
hood for  Alaska?"  Anticipating  an  un- 
equivocal answer,  I  should  then  have 
propounded  th'?  second  question:  "Are 
you  in  favor  of  .statehood  for  the  teeming 
two  and  one-hr  If  millions  who  reside  in 
Puerto  Rico?"  I  should  have  asked  those 
questions  because  I  like  to  clear  the  deck 
for  action.  I  liie  to  see  all  the  cards  on 
the  table. 

In  these  few  minutes  allotted  to  me  I 
am  not  going  to  discuss  the  technical 
merits  of  this  bill,  although  I  cannot  help 
raising  a  quizzical  eyebrow  over  the  pro- 
vision that  wil.  give  2  Congressmen  to 
120,000  voters  In  Hawaii,  when  I  can 
never  forget  the  fact  that  In  the  closely 
populated  district  up  on  the  Elast  Side  of 
Manhattan,  in  New  York  City,  which  I 
represent,  there  are  120,000  voteK.  Nei- 
ther can  I  fonet  the  fact  that  150,000 
Hawaiians  will  elect  2  United  States 
Senators,  whih;  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  out  of  a  population  of  between 
14  and  15  million  people.  8  million  peo- 
ple every  2  or  4  or  6  years  elect  only 
2  United  States  Senators.  But — brush- 
ing all  those  considerations  aside,  waving 
all  those  facts  into  the  background — 
let  me  ask  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
ponder  for  a  minute  the  tragic  history  of 
the  great  Roman  Republic.  Let  me.  If 
you  will,  jog  your  historical  memories 
and  ask  you  to  consider  what  happened 
to  the  pristine  ^  Irtues  of  the  Roman  Re- 
public when  it  started  to  take  in  the 
senator  from  Soythia.  the  senator  from 
Mesopotamia,  the  senator  from  Egypt, 
the  senator  from  Spain,  the  senators 
from  Gaul;  yes.  even  the  senators  from 
England. 

What  happened  to  Roman  culture? 
What  happened  to  Roman  unity?  What 
happened  to  a]l  the  old-fashioned  Ro- 
man morals  and  Roman  integrity? 

And  I  should  also  like  to  have  this 
House  consider  the  history  of  modern 
England ;  when  did  a  member  of  Parlia- 
ment ever  get  himself  elected  from  India, 
from  Malta,  fiom  Canada,  from  Aus- 
tralia, or  New  Zealand?  On  the  other 
hand,  I  should  like  to  point  out,  if  there 
be  need  for  further  emphasis,  the  un- 
.stable  character  of  modern  political 
France.  I  have  some  interesting  facts 
that  I  would  lilce  this  House  to  consider 
about  the  French  Constituent  Assembly 
and  what  they  now  choose  to  call — not 
the  French  Senate — but  the  French 
Chamber  of  Councilors. 


There  are  622  deputies  in  the  French 
National  Assembly;  30  of  them  come 
from  Algeria,  10  of  them  come  from  what 
they  call  the  Overseas  Department  of 
Guadaloupe-Martinique,  Reunion,  and 
French  Guiana;  38  members  come  from 
what  they  call  the  Territories  Overseas 
or  the  Associated  Territories  and  the 
Cameroons.  Is  It  any  wonder  that  a 
Prime  Minister  of  France  does  not  last 
for  more  than  60  days? 

Consider  also  the  same  features  of  the 
French  Senate:  Out  of  315  members  200 
come  from  metropolitan  France.  All 
the  rest  come  from  the  far-flung  posses- 
sions of  the  French  Government  all  over 
the  world.  Those  are  the  things  I  hope 
the  Members  of  this  House  consider  be- 
fore they  perform  their  duty  and  vote  on 
Uiis  bill. 

What  would  I  propose  by  way  of  sub- 
stitution? There  has  been  much  talk 
here  today  pro  and  con  on  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  There  has  been  a  general  walk- 
ing away  from  statehood  for  Alaska ;  and 
mum  seems  to  be  the  word  on  statehood 
for  Puerto  Rico.  Puerto  Rico  enjoys  at 
the  present  time  a  new  form  of  govern- 
ment under  the  aegis  of  the  American 
sovereignty.  Its  status,  if  anything,  is 
that  of  a  commonwealth  of  dominion 
character.  Puerto  Rico  enjoys  a  rela- 
tionship with  the  government  of  these 
United  States  somewhat  similar  to  the 
relationship  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
with  the  British  crown.  Puerto  Rico 
has  independence  for  all  practical  in- 
tents and  purposes.  They  elect  their 
own  assembly,  their  own  senate;  they 
elect  their  own  governor  and  their  own 
judges,  and  they  enjoy  the  very  great 
advantage  of  no  income  tax  imposed  by 
the  United  States. 

I  suggest  that  this  bill  be  laid  over 
and  that  serious  consideration  be  given 
to  the  question  of  conferring  upon  Ha- 
waii the  same  sort  of  commonwealth 
status  at  least  for  10,  15,  or  20  years 
to  come. 

I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Scott]. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  not 
attempt  to  reply  directly  to-  the  gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  due  to  the  fact 
I  find  It  a  little  difficult  to  understand 
exactly  where  his  fears  lie,  because  I  am 
not  of  the  opinion  that  the  French  split- 
party  system  is  due  to  the  fact  they  have 
delegates  from  Reunion  Island  or  from 
Algeria.  I  was  of  the  impression  that 
that  trouble  began  In  the  very  heart  of 
France  and  that  the  splintering  of 
France  began  in  Paris  and  spread 
through  the  nation  from  causes  that 
have  not  even  the  remotest  relationship 
to  the  question  before  us,  which  is 
whether  or  not  those  of  us  Americans 
who  are  enjoying  the  full  privileges  of 
citizenship  are  going  to  deny  equal  citi- 
zenship to  other  Americans  who  fought 
along  beside  our  men  as  comrades  In 
arms  In  all  of  our  wars,  who  have  been 
on  probation  for  the  privilege  of  state- 
hood for  some  50  years,  who  have  been 
a  free  governing  unit  for  113  years,  who 
comprise  500,000  American  citizens.  I 
would  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  when 
the  American  Marines  made  all  of  their 
landings  at  Tarawa,  Leyte,  and  the  rest 
of  the  places  to  which  they  went,  they 


had  among  their  numbers  representa- 
tives, soldiers  and  marines,  from  Hawaii. 
They  had  them  there  because  of  their 
familiarity  with  the  language  which 
would  be  involved  and  expected  to  be 
met  with  on  the  defensive  coast.  The 
loyalty  of  those  men  like  the  loyalty  of 
all  other  Hawaiian-Americans  In  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands  has  never  at  any  time 
been  Impugned. 

We  have  had  no  trouble  from  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands.  Any  trouble  we  have 
had  from  traitors  has  come  from  p>eople 
of  so-called  native  American  stock  for 
the  most  part.  I  heard  some  talk  about 
Caucasians.  I  am  of  the  impression  that 
the  most  dangerous  Caucasian  which 
this  country  has  ever  had  to  meet  has 
just  gone  to  his  unlamented  end,  and 
that  when  death  came  to  the  archbishop 
of  all  Caucasians  from  the  Caucasus,  this 
archbishop  of  anti-Christ,  no  one  was 
heard  to  mourn  his  passing  because  he 
was  or  was  not  a  Caucasian  but  because 
of  the  evil  which  he  did  and  the  evil 
which  will  live  after  him. 

I  think  we  are  making  a  mistake  if  we 
concern  ourselves  as  to  whether  or  not 
any  people  who  seek  to  be  admitted  to 
the  privileges  of  full  American  citizen- 
ship are  people  of  a  given  ethnic  origin 
or  a  given  color  or  a  given  religion.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  American  Legion 
found  any  objection  on  any  of  those 
scores  in  endorsing  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii, nor  did  the  chambers  of  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  or  the  Disabled 
War  Veterans  or  the  General  Conference 
of  the  Methodist  Church,  for  example, 
all  of  whom  supported  this  bill. 

With  further  reference  to  the  right  of 
Hawaii  to  be  admitted  to  statehood,  let 
me  point  out  that  it  has  500,000  people, 
^approximately,  that  It  is  larger  than  four 
States,  that  it  proximates  In  size  several 
other  States,  that  for  the  last  40  years,  at 
least,  it  has  been  an  outpost  of  impor- 
tance to  our  national  defense  and  secu- 
rity and  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense  the  admission  of  Hawaii  to  state- 
hood has  been  accepted  by  no  less  ex- 
perts on  the  subject  than  Douglas  Mac- 
Arthur  and  Chester  Nimitz.  I  think  it  is 
significant,  too,  that  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  many  of  those  Members  who  sup- 
port statehood  for  Hawaii  themselves 
served  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  or  near  the  flawaiian  Islands 
and  they  have  satisfied  themselves  of 
the  thorough  fitness  and  qualification  of 
these  people  to  become  a  State  of  the 
American  Union. 

I  submit  to  you  further  that  had  we 
had  a  State  government  in  Hawaii  at  the 
time  of  Pearl  Harbor,  at  a  time  when  the 
civilian  population  of  Pearl  Harbor  was 
doing  all  it  could  to  alert  the  rest  of  the 
country  to  the  dangers  of  an  attack  in 
that  area,  perhaps  a  civilian  State  gov- 
ernor might  have  been  far  more  alert  in 
calling  to  the  attention  of  the  United 
States  generally  the  dangers  of  that  at- 
tack, whereas  a  Territorial  governor  an- 
swerable only  to  the  Federal  administra- 
tion then  in  power  had  his  hands  tied 
and  his  mouth  shut  and  was  not  able  to 
make  the  same  representation  which  the 
governor  of  a  State  of  the  Union  might 
have  made,  such  a  Territorial  governor 
being  answerable  in  some  d^rec  to  the 
military,  a  State  governor  not  being  un- 
der the  same  limitations. 
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Mr.  ENOLE.    Mr,  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Jones]  . 
Mr.  JONES  of  North  Carolina.     Mr. 
Chairman,  I  seriously  doubt  that  the 
American  people  are  fully  aware  of  the 
momentous  decision  which  this  Congress 
Is  called  upon  to  make  within  the  next 
few  days.    In  fact.  It  appears  to  me  that 
America  stands  at  the  crossroads  and 
those  of  us  chosen  to  speak  for  the  peo- 
ple of  this  great  Nation  must  decide 
whether  we  shall  adhere  to  the  great 
policy  of  the  past  which  has  built  this 
Union   of  States  or  whether  we   shall 
change  our  course  of  action  and  expand 
this  Union  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
earth.    This  decision  must  be  made  dur- 
ing  the   consideration  of  H.   R.    3575, 
which  has  as  Its  purpose  the  granting 
of  statehood  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 
For    approximately    a    hundred    and 
sixty-five  years,  we  have  followed  the 
plan  of  restricting  statehood  to  those 
territories   which   were   a  part   of   the 
mainland,  and  which  were  contiguous  to 
each  other.    This  plan  has  resulted  in 
the  development  of  a  unified  country 
with  every  citizen  in  all  parts  of  our  Na- 
tion having  pretty  generally  common 
views.    All  citizens  are  in  a  position  to 
become  familiar  with  all  of  our  national 
problems  and  can  consider  these  prob- 
lems in  the  national  interest.    Our  peo- 
ple are  bound  together  here  on  the  main- 
land by  not  only  great  ties  of  national 
Interest,  but  Inseparately  bound  together 
by  great  and  lasting  blood  and  racial 
ties.    These  great  ties  have  resulted  in  a 
great  love  and  loyalty  of  country  un- 
surpassed in  the  annals  of  history. 

Today  in  considering  H.  R.  3575,  we  are 
ealled  upon  to  change  our  former  theo- 
ry of  admission  to  the  Union  and  to  go 
some  2,100  miles  off  the  coast  of  Cali- 
fornia and  admit  to  statehood  a  group 
of  small  islands  In  the  middle  of  the  Pa- 
cific Ocean.  A  group  of  islands  which 
themselves  are  separated  by  large  bodies 
of  water.  A  group  of  islands  which  are 
Inhabitated  by  a  population  of  oriental 
descent,  most  of  whom  have  never  and 
shall  never  see  the  mainland  of  the 
United  States.  This  population  Is  com- 
posed of  a  large  percentage  of  people  of 
Japanese  descent  and  Includes  many 
Chinese.  Koreans,  Filipinos  and  various 
other  oriental  races. 

We  are  told  that  this  heterogeneous 
group  of  people  Is  now  ready  to  take  Its 
place  among  the  great  States  of  the 
Union  and  will  have  that  great  and  nec- 
essary American  outlook.  With  this 
theory  I  am  compelled  to  disagree.  I 
think  It  Is  folly  to  advocate  or  to  be- 
lieve that  these  people  some  5.000  miles 
from  Washington  and  2.100  miles  from 
the  mainland  of  America  can  possibly  at 
this  time  be  imbued  with  the  national 
spirit  prevalent  on  the  mainland,  or  to 
view  the  many  problems  which  face  us 
as  a  Nation  in  the  national  spirit  which 
is  necessary  to  their  solution.  Rather  I 
fear.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  should  this 
Territory  be  admitted  to  statehood  that 
the  people  there  will  look  upon  all  Is- 
sues solely  from  the  standpoint  of  what 
is  good  for  Hawaii.  I  fear.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  when  the  candidates  for  Pres- 
ident and  Vice  President  arc  compelled 
to  make  the  long  and  tedious  trip  out  to 
this  section  of  the  world  in  quest  of  votes 


In  a  campaign  that  they  will  be  forced 
to  make  unusual  and  imreasonable 
promises  for  special  attention  to  Hawaii 
in  order  to  obtain  the  votes  of  that  State. 
How  can  vre  be  naive  enough  to  believe 
that  those  people  so  far  removed  from 
the  everyday  scene  of  American  life  can 
overnight  become  Interested  In  all  of  our 
domestic  and  foreign  problems. 

This  bill,  Mr.  Chairman,  would  admit 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union 
and  wotdd  automatically  give  to  these 
people  two  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  and.  under  the  terms  of  the  bill, 
would  give  that  State  two  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.    Thus,  we 
find.   Mr.  Chairman,   according  to  the 
Governor's  report  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  in  1951.  that  466.329  peo- 
ple.  63.575  of  which  are   aliens,  would 
have    an   equal   representation    in   the 
United    States   Senate   with   the    great 
States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Texas, 
and  others,  and  would  surpass  any  other 
State  in  the  Union  with  reference  to 
representation  in  the  lower  body.    Thus, 
we  would  have,  Mr.  Chairman.  403.000 
Americans    having    two    United    States 
Senators  and  two  Members  of  the  House 
of   Representatives   and   four   electoral 
votes    in    the    electoral    college,    which 
would  indeed  give  to  these  people  an 
unfair   and   unprecedented  representa- 
tion in  our  National  Goveriunent.    Ac- 
cording  to  the  Governor's  report,   the 
population  of  Hawaii  is  declining  rapidly, 
having  lost  2ii2  percent  from  January  1, 
1950,  to  January  1,  1951.  and  yet.  if  this 
bill  is  passed,  there  will  be  no  chance 
of  a  revision  of  their  representation  in 
the  National  Government  until  1961. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  many  reasons 
why  this  bill  should  not  pass,  but  time 
will  not  permit  me  to  enumerate  them 
all.  But,  without  a  doubt,  the  most 
serious  objection  to  this  bill  is  the  break- 
ing of  precedent  of  not  admitting  any 
Territory  to  statehood  which  is  not  on 
the  mainland.  Dr.  Nicholas  Murray  But- 
ler said  that  to  admit  Hawaii  to  the 
Union  would  be  a  "dreadful  mistake"  and 
the  United  States  would  "soon  be  pressed 
to  admit  the  Philippine  Islands.  Cuba, 
and  possibly  even  Australia."  He  based 
this  objection  mainly  upon  the  premises 
that  no  Territory  which  is  not  contigu- 
ous to  the  mainland  should  be  admitted 
to  the  Union.  If  Hawaii  is  admitted,  the 
next  step  will  be  Alaska,  and  after  these 
will  come  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands. 
Guam.  Wake  Island,  and  on  down  the 
Une.  Where  is  the  line  to  be  drawn? 
Where  shall  we  stop?  Shall  we  spread 
the  American  States  over  two  or  three 
continents?  Have  we  learned  nothing 
from  the  lessons  of  the  old  Roman  Em- 
pire? Americans  need  today,  more  than 
any  time  in  our  history,  to  read  again 
the  lessons  taught  in  the  great  works  on 
the  decline  and  fall  of  the  Roman 
Empire. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  should  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  Delegate  from  Alaska 
IMr.  Bartlett]. 

Mr.  BARTLETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  In 
my  time  here  I  have  tried  not  to  make 
a  practice  of  talking  on  matters  that  did 
not  directly  concern  Alaska.  In  coming 
down  to  the  well  at  this  time  I  do  not 
believe  I  have  violated  that  seli-lmposed 


rule.  Although  a  reading  and  a  reread- 
ing of  the  many  words  and  the  many 
pages  of  the  Hawaii  statehood  bill  will 
not  disclose  the  word  "Alaska"  anywhere, 
yet  In  Invisible  Ink  that  word  appears 
on  almost  every  line  of  that  bill,  because 
for  better  or  for  worse  the  fate  of  Alaska 
statehood.  I  believe.  Is  Irrevocably  linked 
with  that  of  Hawaii  statehood.  Bo.  ad- 
mittedly. I  have  a  personal  and  a  special 
Interest  In  the  Hawaii  statehood  bill. 
But  I  have  also  a  general  Interest  which 
I  hope  to  demonstrate  here  today. 

It  has  been  suggested  a  time  or  two 
that  platforms  and  planks  within  plat- 
forms of  the  national  parties  ought  to  be 
no  more  than  guide  posts,  and  yet  those 
of  us  who  are  Interested  In  these  special 
propositions  look  to  those  platforms  as 
commitments  of  the  great  national  par- 
ties.   The  platform  of  the  Democratic 
Party  In  1952  called  for  immediate  state- 
hood for  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii.    The 
platform  of  the  Republican  Party  called 
for  Immediate  statehood  of  Hawaii  and 
statehood  for  Alaska  under  an  equitable 
bin.    I  have  never  been  able  to  discover 
to  my  ovm  satisfaction  what  the  word 
"equitable"  means  in  that  cormection. 
I  and  all  others  who  stand  for  Alaska 
statehood  were  grievously  disappointed 
when  the  new  administration  did  not  en- 
dorse the  proposition  of  statehood  for 
our  northwestern  Territory.     I  should 
have  thought  that  following  the  platform 
the  administration  itself  could  have  sug- 
gested a  bill  which  It  believed  would  meet 
the  needs  and  send  it  to  the  Congress  for 
consideration.    Bu*  I  want  to  say  here 
that  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Miller  ] ,  and  similarly  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Territories  subcommit- 
tee, the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  SaylorI,  have  been  altogether  co- 
operative with  me  in  setting  up  hearings 
on   the  Alaska   statehood   bill.     Those 
hearings  are  now  to  be  held  from  April 
14  to  April  17.  inclusive.    The  chairman 
of  the  full  committee  and  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  would  have  held 
those  hearings  In  March  If  I  had  so  de- 
sired, but  I  referred  the  matter  to  the 
territorial  legislature  now  in  session  at 
Juneau. 

Prom  my  standpoint,  a  very  great 
calamity  occurred  in  Alaska  last  fall. 
The  Republicans  took  over  the  control 
of  the  legislature  after  20  years  of  Demo- 
cratic domination.  It  was  desired  by 
the  people  in  the  legislature  and  also  by 
the  present  members  of  the  statehood 
committee  that  the  hearings  here  before 
the  committee  be  deferred  until  the  mid- 
dle of  April,  because  the  legislature  Is 
now  In  the  process  of  passing  a  new 
statehood  committee  bill  and  the  Re- 
publicaiis.  as  they  have  every  right  to 
do,  will  have  majority  representation 
on  that  new  committee.  The  legislature 
will  not  adjourn  until  about  April  1, 
and  the  new  members  of  the  statehood 
committee  who  will  come  here  as  quickly 
after  that  as  possible  need  to  be  in  at- 
tendance. 

There  has  been  considerable  comment 
on  this  floor  today  and  elsewhere  about 
the  fact,  or  alleged  fact — I  think  there  is 
no  doubt  that  It  Is  a  fact — that  citizens 
of  one  State  have  a  disproportionate 
weight  In  the  selection  of  United  States 
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Senators  as  compared  with  the  citizens 
of  other  States.  That,  as  our  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Alaska  [Mr.  Fas- 
kin  cton  J  said  when  he  addressed  us.  was 
a  requirement  made  by  the  Foimding 
Fathers.  That  was  one  of  the  great  com- 
promises that  led  to  the  adoption  of  our 
Constitution.  In  that  day  the  people 
of  Virginia  abided  by  that  decision, 
although  It  gave  the  citizen  of  Delaware 
about  141/^  times  the  voting  strength  of 
the  citizen  of  Virginia. 

This  system  has  worked  out  welL  If 
it  had  failed,  then  there  would  be  an 
absolute  requirement  upon  the  people  of 
this  Nation  to  change  It  and  change  it 
right  now;  but  all  our  history  records 
that  it  has  worked  gloriously  well.  I  sub- 
mit that  since  that  is  the  case  there  is 
no  reason  whatsoever  for  changing  It 
now. 

But  If  there  were,  would  it  be  fair  to 
make  the  chance  In  respect  to  Territories 
hereafter  to  be  admitted  to  statehood? 
If  it  is  bad.  it  Is  bad.  and  there  are  no 
qualificatiorL';.  The  only  duty  then  of  the 
American  people  would  be  to  rectify  the 
wrong  and  (,'o  back  into  the  past  and 
make  the  chiince  right  across  the  board. 
I  suggest  that  no  one  would  propose  do- 
ing that.  I  urge  likewise  that  the  future 
States  not  be  discriminated  against.  The 
quality  of  representation  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  has  been  mentioned. 
There  has  not  been  much  said  about  it. 
but  unvoiced  though  it  be.  I  seem  to  sense 
a  feeling  that  should  Hawaii  be  a  State 
the  Japanes«j-Americans  there  and  the 
Chinese-Americans  might  unite,  and 
might  elect  people  of  their  own  racial 
origins.  I  suggest  if  they  wanted  to  get 
together  they  would  have  acted  long  be- 
fore if  they  were  going  to  act  differently 
from  ordinary  Americans  elsewhere. 
They  would  not  wait  for  statehood. 
They  would  never  have  elected  such  out- 
standing people  as  Sam  King,  now  Gov- 
ernor of  Hawaii,  or  Joi  Parrincton. 
That  is  the  type  of  people  they  have 
chosen  in  the  past  and  they  would  choose 
in  the  future. 

In  the  past,  in  the  history  of  the  ad- 
mission of  western  Territories  it  was 
only  required  that  Territories  serve  a 
period  of  tutelage  to  prove  themselves. 
Once  having  been  incorporated  as  a  Ter- 
ritory, as  Alaska  is,  and  Hawaii  is,  hav- 
ing served  that  period,  they  were  then  to 
be  admitted  to  the  great  Union. 

I  have  never  been  to  Hawaii.  I  have 
heard  many,  many  witnesses  over  the 
years  testify  concerning  statehood.  I  do 
not  believe  anyone  could  have  sat 
through  all  these  hearings,  as  I  have 
done,  without  being  convinced  the  peo- 
ple are  entitled  to  statehood. 

A  beguiling  vista  has  been  held  out  for 
commonwealth  status  or  some  other 
status  which  would  be  below  that  of 
statehood.  I  think  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Enci.e]  put  his  finger  on 
that  earlier  in  the  day  when  he  said  that 
should  such  a  bill  come  in  here  it  would 
be  as  difficult  or  more  difficult  to  pass 
as  would  statehood  itself.  Of  course,  the 
people  of  Hawaii  and  the  people  of 
Alaska  could  have  long  since  urged  they 
be  relegated  to  some  other  governmental 
status  if  their  desire  was  to  escape  taxa- 
tion. Through  the  years  they  have  re- 
jected any  such  proposal.  They  con- 
sider their  true  destiny  to  be  as  citizens 


of  a  State  and  nothing  less.  Now,  they 
are  taxed  without  representation.  You 
bear  many  arguments  about  statehood. 
In  Alaska  it  is  sometimes  said  that  state- 
hood should  not  be  granted  now  because 
a  part  of  the  btisiness  commimity  is 
against  it  In  Hawaii  you  hear  It  said 
that  statehood  should  not  be  granted 
because  the  bvislness  community  is  all 
for  it.  One  argument  has  no  more  merit 
than  the  other.  I  am  hop>eful  that 
Hawaii  will  be  granted  statehood  soon, 
I  am  hopeful,  too.  that  Alaska  will  fol- 
low. I  want  to  say  here  that  if  I  were 
convinced  at  this  moment  that  Alaska 
would  never  attain  statehood,  or  at  least 
never  in  our  time,  then  notwithstanding 
I  should  be  for  Hawaii  statehood  and 
would  hope  that  this  House  would  pass 
the  bill  providing  statehood  for  Hawaii 
because  not  only  are  the  people  of  Hawaii 
abundantly  entitled  to  statehood  but 
such  would  be  to  the  glory  and  benefit 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILIiER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross] . 

Mr.   GROSS.     Mr.   Chairman.   I  am 
disturbed  by  some  of  the  provisions  of 
the   Hawaiian   Constitution.    We   were 
given  no  time  in  committee  to  examine 
the  proposed  Constitution  of  the  State 
of  Hawaii.    I  should  like  first  to  refer  to 
,  article  5.  section  6  of  the  Constitution 
for  Hawaii,  which  we  will  be  approving 
here.   Article  6,  section  6  provides: 
The  supreme  court- 
That  is.  of  the  State  of  Hawaii — 

shall  have  power  to  promulgate  rules  and 
reguiaUons  In  all  civil  and  criminal  cases 
for  all  courts  relating  to  process,  practice, 
procedure,  and  appeals  which  shall  have  the 
force  and  effect  of  law. 

Now,  let  me  read  from  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  State  of  Iowa.  I  do  not  hold 
it  up  as  pferfection,  but  we  lowans  have 
lived  with  it  for  more  than  100  years, 
and  it  hsis  worked  pretty  well.  Let  me 
read  to  you  from  article  5,  section  4  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Iowa 
bearing  on  this  subject.    It  says : 

The  supreme  court  shall  have  appellate 
jurisdiction  only  in  cases  in  chancery,  and 
shall  constitute  a  court  for  the  correction  at 
errors  at  law  under  such  restrictions  as  the 
general  assembly  by  law  may  prescribe  and 
shall  have  power  to  issue  all  writs  and  proc- 
ess necessary  to  secure  Justice  to  parties  and 
to  exercise  a  supervisory  control  over  all 
Inferior  Judicial  tribunals  throughout  the 
State. 

In  section  7  of  article  5  of  the  Iowa 
Constitution,  it  is  provided  further  that 
"judges  of  the  supreme  court  and  dis- 
tricts courts  shall  be  conservators  of 
the  peace  throughout  the  State." 

I  am  not  an  attorney,  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  someone,  perhaps  the  learned  at- 
torney to  whom  I  addressed  a  question 
a  while  ago,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  Davis],  how  far  reaching  Is  this 
provision  in  this  Hawaiian  Constitution 
which  provides  that  the  supreme  court 
shall  have  the  power  to  promulgate  rules 
and  regulations  in  all  civil  and  ciimlnal 
cases,  and  for  all  courts  relating  to  proc- 
ess, practice,  and  procedure  and  appeals 
which  shall  have  the  force  and  effect  of 
law? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  would  say 
to  the  gentleman  that  putting  that  Into 
the  constitution  certainly  makes  it  in- 


flexible, and  it  goes  much  further  than 
we  go  In  our  own  State  where  all  the 
court  rules  which  are  made  by  the  var- 
ious courts  are  subject  to  review  by  the 
State  legislature. 

Mr.  GROSS.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Again  we  have  in  the  proposed  Consti- 
tution for  Hawaii,  section  3  of  article  5 
which  provides  that  the  Governor  shall 
nominate  and  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  senate  appwint  the 
justices  of  the  supreme  court  and  the 
justices  of  the  circuit  courts. 

In  the  State  of  Iowa,  the  judges  of  the 
supreme  court  are  elected,  and  the  judges 
of  the  district  courts,  who  in  this  case 
are  called  circuit  court  judges  are  also 
elected.  We  have  found  that  works  well, 
and  I  say  to  you  that  If  this  power  to 
appoint  supreme-court  judges  and  cir- 
cuit-court judges  is  put  in  the  hands  of 
the  Governor  of  the  proposed  State  of 
Hawaii,  it  would  be  placing  entirely  too 
much  power  in  the  hands  of  the  execu- 
tive. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  The  gentleman  also 
knows  that  this  bill  in  its  present  form 
provides,  if  it  is  passed,  that  only  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  have 
the  say  whether  or  not  the  Constitution 
of  Hawaii  as  adopted  in  the  last  assem- 
bly, Uves  up  to  the  standards  of  Ameri- 
can ideas.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GROSS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  And  the  Congress  <rf 
the  United  States  has  nothing  to  say 
about  it  at  all? 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  Is  right,  and  I 
thank  the  gentleman  from  New  York  for 
making  this  point. 

There  is  another  provision  in  this  pro- 
posed constitution,  article  2.  section  3.  I 
am  not  sure  just  what  it  means,  but  it 
reads  this  way: 

No  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have  gained 
or  lost  residence  simply  because  of  his  pres- 
ence or  absence  while  employed  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  or  while  engaged  iu 
navigation  or  while  a  student  of  any  Institu- 
tion of  learning. 

Unlike  Hawaii,  we  have  no  huge  mili- 
tary establishments  in  the  State  of  Iowa, 
yet  it  is  provided  in  the  Constitution  of 
the  State  of  Iowa,  article  2,  section  4, 
right  of  suffrage: 

No  person  in  the  mUltary,  naval,  or  marine 
service  of  the  United  States  shall  be  consid- 
ered a  resident  of  this  State  by  being  sta- 
tioned In  any  garrison,  barracks,  or  military 
or  naval  place,  or  station  within  this  State. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  provision  In  the 
Iowa  Constitution  is  a  wise  one  for  it 
makes  certain,  in  the  clearest  possible 
language,  that  transient  military  person- 
nel cannot  be  voted  in  an  Iowa  election. 
Contrast  this  with  what  I  contend  is  am- 
biguous language  on  this  subject  in  the 
Hawaiian  Constitution.  In  the  absence 
of  any  definition  to  the  contrary,  I  can 
only  assume  that  It  would  be  possible  for 
large  numbers  of  military  personnel,  in 
the  huge  establishments  which  the 
United  States  maintains  in  Hawaii,  to 
vote  in  elections  if  conforming  to  the  1 
year  residence  and  age  requirements. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  has  again  expired. 
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Mr.  MILLE31  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  1  minute. 

I  would  simply  call  the  gentleman's  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  section  6  relates 
to  the  processes,  practices,  procedures, 
and  appeals,  which  will  have  the  force 
and  effect  of  law.  I  think  that  is  the 
visual  thing  that  occurs  in  any  court. 
That  refers  only  to  the  making  of  the 
rules  and  processes  of  the  courts. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But  there  are  no  re- 
strictions upon  what  they  may  do  under 
these  items.  That  is,  they  do  not  refer 
back  to  the  legislature. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  They  do  not.  and  that 
is  the  common  practice  in  many  States. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  is  not  the  practice  in 
the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  McCarthy]. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
find  myself  in  the  position  of  having  sup- 
ported this  proposal  in  the  last  Congress, 
and  of  really  preferring  to  support  state- 
hood now.  At  least,  I  feel  that  I  have  an 
open  mind  about  it.  During  this  session 
of  Congress  I  have  served  on  the  com- 
mittee which  has  considered  this  matter. 
My  reservations  have  grown  as  I  have 
studied  this  bill  in  detail. 

The  gentleman  from  Iowa  I'Mr.  Gross! 
has  raised  one  or  two  questions  which  I 
had  in  mind.  In  further  examination  of 
the  constitution,  which  is  part  of  this 
bill,  I  find  some  evidence  that  whereas 
the  proponents  of  the  bill  argue  that  the 
people  of  Hawaii  are  ready  for  democ- 
racy, for  participation  in  it  at  the  Fed- 
eral level,  they  seem  to  have  some  reser- 
vations about  the  extent  to  which  par- 
ticipation in  the  democratic  processes  of 
the  State  of  Hawaii  be  granted.  I  should 
like  an  answer  to  one  or  two  questions 
from  members  of  the  committee  or  oth- 
ers who  may  be  informed. 

In  section  4  of  article  3.  for  example. 
I  note  a  provision  that  the  reapportion- 
ment of  legislative  districts  for  the  State 
legislature  of  Hawaii  is  to  be  made  by 
the  Governor  every  10  years,  on  the  basis 
of  the  number  of  voters  registered  at  the 
last  preceding  general  election.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  departure  from  the 
established  practice  in  the  United  States, 
where  the  apportionment  is  normally 
based  uix)n  population.  Here  also  it  is 
normally  done  by  the  legislatures  of  the 
States,  but  in  Hawaii  the  Governor  is  to 
do  it.  not  on  the  basis  of  population  but 
on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  voters 
registered. 

It  seems  to  n:e  that  is  undemocratic 
In  the  ordinary  sense.  At  least,  I  believe 
we  should  have  some  explanation  of  it. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believes  that 
the  cure  for  a  bad  democracy  is  more 
democracy,  but  rather  better  informed 
and  more  responsible  citizens.  If  democ- 
racy is  to  work  well,  its  citizens  must  be 
wise,  for  all  are  given  political  power. 

I  think  we  should  be  informed  as  to 
why  the  number  of  voters  registered  is 
to  be  used  in  legislative  apportionment. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  PARRINGTON.  I  think  that 
probably  is  the  result  of  the  experience 
of  Hawaii  under  the  territorial  form  of 
government.  The  organic  law  provides 
that  the  reapportionment  should  be  car- 
ried out  every  10  years  on  the  basis  of 
citizens.  An  enumeration  of  citizens 
has  never  been  provided.  The  result  is 
that  the  territorial  legislature  has  not 
been  reapportioned.  The  members  of 
the  Constitutional  Convention  felt  that 
the  most  equitable  way  to  carry  out  re- 
apportionment was  to  use  the  number  of 
registered  voters  rather  than  total  popu- 
lation as  a  basis.  Then  the  question  of 
aliens  and  citizens  would  not  enter  into 
the  subject  of  reapportionment. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  within 
another  10  years  there  probably  will  be 
few  aliens  in  Hawaii.  Those  remaining 
are  now  eligible  to  citizenship  and  many 
of  them  are  very  old.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  this  basis  is  a  better  and  more 
modern  one  for  determining  representa- 
tion in  the  legislature  than  is  total  popu- 
lation. The  proviso  that  the  Governor 
should  make  that  reapportionment  was 
put  in  there  so  that  if  the  legislature 
failed  to  carry  it  out  the  reapportion- 
ment would  be  carried  out  anyway. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  considering  this 
question  we  should  also  keep  in  mind 
that  under  this  constitution  the  Gover- 
nor can  be  elected  by  a  minority;  so  the 
matter  of  app>ortionment  for  representa- 
tion in  the  State  legislature  becomes  very 
important. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  On  what  basis 
does  the  gentleman  make  the  statement 
that  the  Governor  can  be  elected  by  a 
minority? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  statement  was 
made  here  a  minute  ago. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  That  statement 
was  in  error.  Under  the  laws  of  the 
Territory  the  only  people  who  are  quali- 
fied to  run  in  the  general  election  are 
those  who  enter  the  primary  on  the 
Republican  or  Democratic  tickets  or  else 
receive  at  least  10  percent  of  the  votes 
cast  on  another  or  an  independent  ticket. 
I  doubt  anyone  has  ever  qualified  as  a 
candidate  in  this  way,  that  is,  outside 
the  two  regular  parties. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  potential  is 
certainly  there  in  any  case. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  There  are  tonly 
two  parties. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  yield  fur- 
ther, Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  the  con- 
stitution does  permit  election  of  a  gover- 
nor by  a  minority. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  raise  one  other 
question:  We  all  have  diflflculty  in  our 
own  respective  States  with  regard  to  re- 
apportionment. It  seems  to  me  that 
when  making  a  beginning  with  a  new 
constitution  that  at  least  one  could  pro- 
vide one  district  for  each  senator  or  on" 
district  for  each  representative;  but  as 
I  read  this  constitution  it  provides  that 
four  or  five  representatives  are  to  be 
chosen  from  some  districts,  or  two  or 
three  senators  to  be  chosen  in  some; 
whereas  other  districts  are  represented 
by  single  senators  or  single  representa- 
tives. I  think  we  ought  to  have  some 
explanation  of  this  policy.    To  me  it  is 


an  Indication  of  lack  of  confidence  that 
the  democratic  processes  might  be  ex- 
pected to  work  in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  The  question  can  be 
answered  very  easily;  it  is  based  on  popu- 
lation. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  based  on  popu- 
lation; but,  if  you  had  a  thickly  popu- 
lated area  why  should  it  not  be  broken 
up  into  five  districts,  each  electing  one 
representative  rather  than  elect  five  rep- 
resentatives from  one  district?  Why 
should  not  each  district  elect  its  own 
state  representative  or  senator?  It  is 
based  on  population;  I  understand  that, 
but  why  should  there  not  be  five  separate 
districts  with  five  separate  representa- 
tives rather  than  one  district  with  five 
representatives?  To  me  it  looks  a  little 
like  gerrymandering. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  yield  to  me  I  will  try  to  give 
him  a  very  brief  answer. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
2  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  The  basis  for 
electing  a  number  of  members  from  one 
district  was  in  the  organic  act  that  was 
adopted  by  Congress  for  the  government 
of  the  Territory.  We  have  gone  a  long 
way  toward  eliminating  that  in  the  con- 
stitution, but  it  is  not  easy  to  eliminate 
it  entirely. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  the  gentleman 
explain  why  it  cannot  be  eliminated? 
What  is  the  reason? 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  I  suppose  in  the 
course  of  time  it  may  be  eliminated,  but 
there  are  advantages,  we  have  discov- 
ered, in  electing  more  than  one  man  from 
a  district;  and  that  is  in  keeping  with 
the  modern  practice  that  they  use  in 
many  municipalities  where  they  choose 
their  town  board  of  supervisors  or  coun- 
cilors at  large  rather  than  from  wards; 
so  it  is  a  combination  of  the  two  systems. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  gentleman 
knows  that  this  is  not  a  matter  of  choos- 
ing a  city  council ;  this  is  a  State  election 
problem. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  The  same  prin- 
ciple applies;  and  the  constitution.  I  may 
say,  is  one  of  the  most  modern,  if  not  the 
most  modern  in  existence.  It  has  won 
the  approval  of  the  National  Municipal 
League.  Only  a  few  days  ago  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Bar  Association  of  Illinois 
praised  it  very  highly  in  an  article  in  the 
association  magazine. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  like  to  .say 
to  the  gentleman  that  our  experience 
in  Minnesota  is  that  with  regard  to  those 
districts  where  we  are  now  represented 
by  more  than  one  State  legislator  the 
general  feeling  is  that  representation  is 
not  all  that  it  should  be.  We  are  inclined 
to  look  upon  it  as  a  form  of  gerryman- 
dering. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Iowa. 
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Mr.  GROSS.  In  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota do  you  not  elect  your  supreme  court 
Justices  and  your  circuit  or  district 
judges,  whatever  they  may  be? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  correct 
insofar  as  Minnesota  Is  concerned. 

Mr.  ENGLR  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Resident 
Commissioner  of  Puerto  Rico,  Dr.  A. 
Fern6s-Isexn,  may  be  permitted  to  ex- 
tend his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Rkcoid. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objecUon 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FERNOS-ISERN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
all  during  my  past  6  years  in  Congress, 
I  have  wished  and  hoped,  as  I  continue 
to  wish  and  hope,  that  the  good  people 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  be  admitted 
into  this  great  Union  as  one  more  sov- 
ereign member  State.  This  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  particular  problems  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  whom  I 
represent.  My  wishes  and  hopes  derive 
from  my  devotion  to  the  principles  of 
freedom  and  self-determination.  Pifty- 
five  years  ago  Hawaii  decided  to  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  Union,  and  the  Congress 
constitutionally  incorporated  Hawaii  as 
a  part  of  the  United  States  albeit  in  the 
category  of  a  Territory. 

A  Territory  Is  an  inchoate  State.  It 
has  no  other  way  to  attain  full  freedom 
but  by  becoming  a  State  of  the  UnioiL 
Statehood  is  its  destiny. 

The  name  of  Puerto  Rico  has  been 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  legisla- 
tive process  aimed  at  Hawaiian  state- 
hood. Besides  my  feelings  toward  Ha- 
waii. I  find  it  my  duty  to  make  these 
brief  remarks  with  the  additional  pur- 
pose and  hope  that  should  there  exist 
any  confusion  on  this  matter  concerning 
Puerto  Rico,  it  may  be  clarified. 

In  the  first  place  let  me  recall  that 
the  history  of  Hawaii  and  the  history  of 
Puerto  Rico  although  similar  to  some 
extent  have  great  dissimilarities  between 
them. 

The  colonization  of  Hawaii  started  a 
century  and  a  quarter  ago. 

The  settlers  of  Hawaii,  those  who  es- 
tablished western  civilization  in  those 
islands,  were  former  inhabitants  of  the 
United  States.  In  more  than  a  century 
Hawaii  has  been  developed  into  an  out- 
post of  western  civilization  in  the  Pacific 
as  established  there  by  pioneers  come  to 
the  Islands  from  the  United  States.  The 
Polynesian  community  was  substituted 
by  an  American  countxy. 

Colonization  of  Puerto  Rico  started 
about  four  and  a  half  centuries  ago. 
The  settlers  of  Puerto  Rico,  those  who 
carried  western  civilization  to  the  island, 
were  former  inhabitants  of  Sftain. 
Puerto  Rico  became  in  the  Caribbean 
an  outpost  of  western  civilization  therein 
established  by  former  inhabitants  of 
Spain.  The  Indian  community  was  sub- 
stituted by  a  Spanish -American  country. 

Puerto  Rico  was  definitely  admitted 
by  its  parent  country  into  the  family  of 
Spanish  provinces  in  1868  as  Hawaii  is 
requesting  admission  now  into  the  family 
of  States  which  make  this  Union.  To 
this  point  a  parallel  development  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands  and  Puerto  Rico  may 
be  observed  vis- a -vis  the  spread  of  west- 


ern civilization.  But  from  1898  on.  the 
history  of  Puerto  Rico  is  not  that  of 
settlement,  development  and  maturity 
within  the  process  of  expansion  of  west- 
ern civilization  started  with  Coliunbus 
and  continuing  to  this  day.  Severance 
of  the  old  ties  with  the  country  of  origin 
took  place  in  1898  and  integration  into 
American  life  began,  a  process  which 
recalls  that  of  the  Original  Thirteen 
Colonies  in  separating  from  England  and 
later  devising  a  Pederal  system  for  mu- 
tual security  and  the  enjoyment  of 
freedom. 

While  in  the  case  of  Hawaii  incorpora- 
tion meant  the  culmination  of  the  proc- 
ess which  originated  with  settlement 
since  1820,  in  Puerto  Rico  during  this 
last  50  years  what  has  taken  place  is 
rather  a  process  of  adjustment  of  rela- 
tions between  two  peoples  of  the  New 
World,  both  of  European  origin  but 
brought  together  only  half  a  century 
ago.  Close  bonds  of  union  between  the 
people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States  have  been  built  along 
these  years.  As  a  result  in  1950  the  peo- 
ple of  Puerto  Rico  proposed  and  Con- 
gress approved  a  law  whose  terms  em- 
bodied a  compact  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  and  the  peo- 
ple of  Puerto  Rico  so  that  within  the 
bonds  of  union  eminently  symbolized  by 
United  States  citizenship,  Puerto  Rico 
now  enjoys  in  a  commonwealth  status 
full  local  self-government  and  con- 
tinues politically  and  economically 
united  to  the  United  States.  It  is  a  new 
type  of  relationship  which  fits  the  pres- 
ent circumstances  of  Puerto  Rico  as  was 
new  the  type  of  relationship  created  for 
Puerto  Rico  in  1898  when  it  was  declared 
to  be  a  Territory  subject  to  the  sov- 
ereignty of  the  United  States  but  not  a 
part  of  the  United  States.  In  fact  the 
Commonwealth  is  an  outgrowth  of  the 
nonincorporated  Territory. 

While  an  incorporated  Territory,  such 
as  Hawaii,  has  always  been  considered 
an  inchoate  State,  it  has  developed  that 
a  nonincorporated  territory  may  attain 
self-government  in  association  by  mu- 
tual consent,  by  compact,  which  neither 
means  separation  nor  incorporation. 
Such  is  the  meaning  of  the  present  Com- 
monwealth status  of  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  being  the  case,  I 
hope  that  the  status  of  Puerto  Rico  or 
the  possible  further  political  aspirations 
of  Puerto  Rico  offer  no  obstacle  whatso- 
ever to  the  just  aspirations  of  the  people 
of  Hawaii.  When  and  if  Puerto  Rico 
comes  again  before  this  Congress  in 
quest  of  a  modification  of  or  a  change 
in  its  political  status,  the  question  will 
be  necessarily  submitted,  and  I  hope 
considered,  on  its  own  merits,  regard- 
less of  what  is  now  here  decided  con- 
cerning Hawaii. 

I  hope  that  Hawaii  may  now  fulfill  Its 
legitimate  ambition  and  if  admitted, 
as  I  hope,  let  me  wish  It  Godspeed  as 
the  49th  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Colorado  [Mr.  Aspinall]. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  In 
the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  entry  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  as  a  full  State  of 
our  Union,  as  we  promised  her  many 
years  ago.  It  has  been  alleged  by  some 


that  this  would  weaken  the  bonds  of  this 
Republic  by  a  shift  of  the  representation 
now  existing  among  the  States. 

I  was  sufficiently  disturbed  by  the  im- 
plication of  this  objection,  although  not 
by  its  validity,  that  I  went  back  to  read 
the  notes  available  on  the  Constitutional 
Convention  itself,  the  Federalist  Papers, 
and  other  related  documents  dealing 
with  the  formation  and  adoption  of  our 
Union.  I  find  that  this  same  argument 
haunted  the  now  famous  Constitution 
Hall,  yet  the  ghost  was  laid  there  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  framers  of  our  Con- 
stitution and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
original  13  member  States  of  our  Union. 
However,  we  find  it  again  entering  the 
debate,  so  perhaps  we  should  return  to 
arguments  as  old  as  the  fallacy  to  refute 
It  again. 

One  important  point  is  this  dilution 
of  representation  not  only  can  but  must 
occur  in  the  absence  of  the  entry  of  any 
or  several  States.  The  Constitution 
plainly  states  that  Representatives 
"shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
States  which  may  be  included  within 
this  Union  according  to  their  respective 
nunrbers,"  and  by  the  following  provi- 
sions dealing  with  the'  census  to  make  an 
accurate  determination  of  the  numbers 
of  people.  It  was  clearly  recognized  by 
the  framers  of  our  Constitution  that 
population  shifts  would  occur  and  that 
new  States  would  be  carved  out  of  the 
lands  to  the  west,  yet,  in  spite  of  motions 
to  insure  that  the  Original  Thirteen 
States  should  never  have  less  representa- 
tion in  total  than  any  and  all  new  States, 
the  language  and  determination  emerged 
which  was  to  determine  representation 
in  the  first  House  by  population  alone. 
In  the  last  census  and  reapportionment, 
we  saw  California  increase  the  nimiber 
of  its  Representatives  by  seven  due  to 
the  vast  increase  of  Its  relative  popula- 
tion. To  apply  any  dilution  theory 
then  to  new  States  is  only  specious  un- 
less the  same  opposition  be  raised  at  each 
census  which  reapportions  representa- 
tion as  among  the  several  States.  We 
could,  of  course,  increase  without  limit 
the  number  of  representatives,  but  It  was 
long  aigo  determined — and  indeed  Ham- 
ilton so  states  in  the  Federalist  Papers — 
that  there  was  some  wise  limit  on  the 
total  number  which  could  reasonably 
act  as  an  effective  legislative  body.  That 
number  has  long  rested  at  435.  This  Is 
the  base  number  through  which  popula- 
tion must  be  run  to  determine  the  repre- 
sentation of  each  State. 

It  might  be  noted  as  an  Important 
sidelight  to  this  issue,  that  the  govern- 
ing reason  for  this  equality  of  repre- 
sentation— outside  of  our  battle  to  get 
representation  for  taxation  alone — was 
that  the  national  legislative  body  should 
sit  only  as  a  representative  group  of  the 
whole  number  if  they  could  convene  in 
plenary  session.  We  can  In  no  means 
argue  now  against  this  age-old  truth. 
It  is  the  essence  of  republicanism;  that 
Is,  representation  in  equal  niunbers  of 
the  whole. 

Thus,  simple  arithmetic  disposes  of 
any  dilution  of  representation  argimient, 
for  each  State  Is  to  be  represented  on 
the  basis  of  Its  population  hi  the  House 
and  only  by  gerrymandering  one-party 
districts  and  other  such  methods  can 
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any  given  Individual  be  deemed  to  have 
either  less  or  more  representation  than 
any  other  given  individual  It  might  also 
be  noted,  as  a  pragmatic  matter,  that 
having  a  key  chairmanship  may  give 
more  real  representation  to  a  given  State 
or  area  than  any  loose  number  of  repre- 
sentatives. 

There  can  be  no  argimient  then,  that 
the  admission  of  Hawaii  could  reduce  the 
rights  of  suffrage  of  the  people  of  other 
States  for,  by  whatever  arithmetic  or 
array  of  figures  used,  the  whole  can  only 
be  divided  by  its  parts  and  the  whole  is 
the  area  of  sovereignty  of  the  national 
government  which  is  coexistent  with  the 
whole  of  the  people  speaking  through 
their  proportionate  representation. 

Let  us  then,  turn  our  attention  to  the 
Senate  where  the  argvunent  seems  to 
have  more  force.    How  is  it  that  you  can 
dilute  the  representation  of  any  given 
citizen  by  increasing  the  number  of  Sen- 
ators?   Does  he  not  still  vote  for  but  two 
Senators?    Does  his  State  still  not  have 
equal  representation  with  all  other  States 
in  the  Senate?    This  equality  is  guar- 
anteed by  the  Constitution  so  the  di- 
lution argvmient  realizes  that  it  must 
amend  the  Constitution  if  it  is  to  have 
its  way  of  changing  the  pattern  estab- 
lished by  our  Poiinding  Fathers  for  the 
arrangement  of  our  Government.    The 
simple  truth  is,  as  is  well  recognized  by 
what  has  become  known  as  the  Con- 
necticut Compr(Mnise,  that  without  equal 
power  in  the  Senate  the  small  States 
would  have  joined  no  Federal — as  op- 
posed to  Confederated — Union,  and  with- 
out direct  representation,  no  large  State 
would  have  given  up  its  greater  power. 
It  was  also  recognized,  as  a  study  of 
Madison's  notes  will  show,  that  the  Origi- 
nal Thirteen  States  could  hardly  expect 
new  States  to  join  the  growing  union  un- 
less they  could  come  in  as  equals.    It  was 
clearly  seen  that  they  would,  on  the  con- 
trary, form  a  union  of  their  own  and  we 
might  thereby  have  had  not  one  great 
Nation  but  rather  many  smaller  and  con- 
flicting nations.    By  no  stretch  of  argu- 
mentation can  the  exponents  of  a  di- 
minished representation  for  new  States 
hereafter,  demonstrate  that  any  evil  has 
been  caused  to  the  Federal  Union  by  the 
addition,  as  equals,  of  the  thirty -five 
States  which  have  been  added  to  our 
Unlon.    Rather,  the  records  of  our  his- 
tory will  show  that  many  of  our  great 
leaders  have  come  out  of  the  frontier  as 
it  shifted  westward,  just  as  the  money 
by  which  the  great  cities  of  the  East 
waxed  great  and  populous  also  came  out 
of  the  richness  of  the  developing  hinter- 
land.  To  suddenly  assimie  that  any  more 
equal  partners  will  "weaken  the  bonds 
of  our  Union"  Is  to  make  an  assumption 
based  on  no  demonstrable  fact  from  his- 
tory gone  by.   It  was  the  frontier,  not  the 
conservative   East,   which   pushed   the 
democratization  of  our  Republic   suf- 
frage, the  vote  for  women,  and  the  legis- 
lation   against   monopoly   in   banking, 
finance  and  Industry  generally. 

The  applicability  of  the  dilution  argu- 
ment as  applied  to  the  election  of  the 
President,  is  even  more  flgmentary  than 
as  that  applied  to  the  Congress.  If  our 
wish  is  to  provide  a  more  equitable 
method  of  popular  election — and  I  take 
this  as  a  good  move — then  we  have  far 
methods  of  curing  the  present 


electoral  system  than  merely  seeking  to 
even  more  disenfranchise  American 
citizens  so  unfortunate  as  to  live  in 
Hawaii  or  Alaska  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  at  presidential  election  time. 
We  have  the  choice  of  direct  election  or 
the  division  of  the  electoral  vote  on  the 
basis  of  the  popular  vote  and  this  mat- 
ter need  not  confuse  the  issue  of  state- 
hood for  the  relationship  is  indeed 
strained.  We  who  come  from  the  less 
populous  preas,  from  the  smaller  States, 
are  only  too  aware  of  the  lack  of  repre- 
sentation in  presidential  elections  as  any 
review  of  the  States  who  have  mothered 
Presidents  will  show.  If  our  big-State 
and  big-city  brothers  wish  to  raise  this 
argument,  let  us  from  the  hinterland  re- 
mind them  that  to  them  goes  the  office  of 
the  President  with  its  vast  increase  of 
power  over  the  run  of  our  time.  Count 
your  blessings  and  do  not  forget  them 
when  you  are  arguing  on  some  other 
point. 

Argument  is  also  raised  against  the 
passage  of  the  17th  amendment  which 
gave  the  people  the  right  to  select  their 
own  Senator  rather  than  have  some 
power  play  in  the  State  legislatures  pick 
the  individual  to  hold  this  high  office.  If 
any  "dilution"  specialist  wishes  to  debate 
this  as  a  separate  p>oint,  since  it  has  no 
bearing  here.  I  shall  be  glad  to  join  issue 
with  him  and  talk  with  him  about  some 
of  the  fine  Senators  this  process  pro- 
duced, and  produced  from  hi:;  own  State. 
In  truth  then,  what  is  the  real  opposi- 
tion to  entry  of  additional  States  to  this 
Union,  once  we  remove  the  pretty  array 
of  figures  which  give  but  ghostly  cover  to 
it  in  any  event?  The  opposition  stems 
from  the  fear  that  large  States  in  gen- 
eral, and  apparently  one  in  particular, 
will  lose  some  real  or  potential  power  in 
the  Halls  of  Congress.  Is  this  a  matter 
of  such  great  import  as  to  make  neces- 
sary the  revision  of  our  Constitution, 
hammered  out  by  great  minds  with  just 
such  issues  in  mind,  and  used  for  the 
entry  of  35  States  heretofore?  I  cannot 
be  so  persuaded.  We  have  mentioned  al- 
ready the  great  likelihood  that  the 
Executive  must  be  chosen  from  the  large 
or  key  States,  leaving  to  all  others  the 
power  of  ratification  or  rejection  alone. 
We  may  also  mention  the  great  possi- 
bility that  the  Cabinet  will  be  chosen 
from  those  same  States.  We  may  reject 
any  argument,  which  must  somewhere 
lie,  that  large  States  pay  in  more  than 
they  get,  for  that  tax  money  must  come 
only  from  the  p)ocketbooks  of  the  citizens 
of  the  areas  now  "underdeveloped"  for 
we  have  long  seen  the  parade  of  money 
eastward  wrung  from  the  soil,  the  mines 
and  the  forests  of  the  wild  West  which 
Webster  once  dismissed  as  a  great  and 
barren  desert.  We  might  think  of  prag- 
matic things  like  committee  chairman- 
ships, heretofore  mentioned,  of  sectional 
blocs  of  concurrent  majorities  and  of  bi- 
partisan, bi-State,  activity. 

I  have  been  impressed  by  the  state- 
ment that  "in  my  humble  estimation, 
the  very  foundation  of  citizenship  in  a 
republic  is  the  equal  right  of  suffrage" 
for  I  could  not  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man more.  This  is  indeed  the  base  of 
oiur  Republic  where  the  people,  not  any 
particular  groups,  no  matter  how  ar- 
ranged and  classified,  are  sovereign. 
Each  arm  of  the  Government  is,  and 


must  be.  sub-^ervient  to  their  will.    To 
deny  to  the  citizens  residing  in  Hawaii 
the  full  prerogatives  of  the  citizens  of 
the  other  States  is  to  raise  injustice  and 
not  prevent  it.    Their  rights  are  funda- 
mentally the  same  as  the  rights  of  any 
other  citizen  and  any  attempt  to  abridge 
them,  even  if  it  is  done  in  the  name  of 
preserving  the  status  quo.  is  to  run  in 
the  face  of  the  history  and  development 
of  this  Federal  Union  going  all  the  way 
back  to  the  Constitutional  Convention 
itself.    This  probability  was  foreseen,  de- 
bated, and  doubted,  yet  in  the  end.  the 
Constitution  reflected  the  conviction  that 
equality  was  an  absolute  as  it  applied 
not  to  each  State  but  to  each  citizen. 
The  Connecticut  compromise  was  nec- 
essary not  because  they  saw  it  a.,  the 
best  of    Government  in    any  absolute 
sense  but  because  practical  considera- 
tion dictated  its  adoption  if  there  was 
to  be  Union.     It  was  assumed,  as  time 
has  well  shown,  that  the  character  and 
dedication  of  the  people  alone,  and  not 
any  form  or  postulation,  could  Insure 
and  expand  democracy  within  the  Re- 
public. 

Yet.  virtually  each  time,  some  Terri- 
tory or  part  of  a  Territory,  sought  to 
join  the  Federal  Union,  some  great  argu- 
ment could  be  raised  against  it — its  re- 
moteness, its  lack  of  development,  Its 
lack  of  population  and  concommltant 
power  in  the  S?nate  being  greater  than 
seemed  reasonable,  its  morals,  its  lack  of 
resources,  or  other  such  grave  problems, 
none  of  which  have  ever  had  any  appre- 
ciable effect  on  anything  except  delay. 
These  argiunents  against  Hawaii  are  not 
new.  This  is  not  the  flrst  time  that 
the  dilution  of  representation  argument 
has  reared  its  head.  More  advanced 
calculation  may  seem  to  lend  it  more 
weight  as  the  figures  fall  into  a  prettier 
pattern,  but  it  is  the  same  problem  with 
which  the  original  convention  seethed. 
The  conclusion  then,  as  I  have  cited, 
was  to  write  into  the  Constitution  equal- 
ity of  each  citizen  and  each  State.  I 
shall  uphold  that  decision  in  this  day 
for  the  reasons  offered  then  have 
changed  not  one  whit  through  the  years 
and  I  shall  not  be  misled  by  any  array 
of  numbers  nor  by  any  appeal  of  the 
preservation  of  real  or  imagined  power 
accruing  to  any  State  irrespective  of  size. 
The  Hawaiian  citizens  have  a  constitu- 
tional guaranty  of  equal  footing  with 
all  others,  both  as  individuals  and  as 
a  community,  and  I  shall  support  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  discussion  has  gone 
on  for  some  time;  in  fact,  it  has  gone  on 
for  some  years ;  and  I  suspect  that  there 
have  been  more  convictions  expressed 
here  this  afternoon  than  there  have  been 
changes  of  opinion.  But  I  think  even  at 
this  late  hour  it  might  be  worth  while  to 
take  a  few  minutes  to  refer  to  some  of  the 
questions  that  have  been  raised  and  for 
which,  frankly,  there  has  not  been  given 
as  yet  adequate  answers. 

For  instance,  one  speaker  asked  this 
question:  What  does  Hawaiian  state- 
hood do  for  the  United  States?  That  is  a 
proper  question  to  ask  and  one  that 
somebody  should  say  something  about. 
I  am  not  going  to  try  to  mention  all  of 
the  things  that  Hawaiian  statehood  does 
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for  the  United  States.  That  Is  set  forth 
rather  carefully  in  a  statement  filed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Hawaii  and  appears 
in  the  report  of  our  committee.  But  here 
is  one  thing  it  does :  It  establishes  Ameri- 
can unity  in  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  place  where 
we  need  to  reach  out  our  hand  and  to 
firm  up  our  friendships  any  more  than 
in  the  great  Pacific  area.  That  is  where 
a  large  part  of  the  destiny  of  our  country 
lies  in  the  future  and.  If  consistent  with 
all  of  the  other  principles  of  our  Govern- 
ment, we  can  reach  out  and  take  in  these 
people — if  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  statehood  in  our  Nation,  we  can  reach 
out  and  take  them  in  as  a  unified  part  of 
the  American  Union  we  have  done  some- 
thing for  ourselves  in  stepping  out  into 
the  Pacific  area  where  time  and  again  we 
have  heard  the  cry:  Asia  for  Asiatics. 

It  is  necessary  for  us  to  get  our  hands 
and  our  feet  farther  out  into  the  Pacific 
Ocean  so  that  those  people  will  have  a 
better  understanding  of  us  and  we  will 
have  a  better  understanding  of  the 
Pacific  area.  So,  No.  1  is  it  establishes 
American  unity  in  the  Pacific  area. 

No.  2:  It  binds  this  strategic  military 
base  even  more  closely  to  the  United 
States.  A  committee  of  this  Congress 
made  a  trip  throughout  the  Pacific  area 
in  1947.  We  went  as  far  as  Japan  where 
we  had  a  conference  with  General  Mac- 
Arthur.  One  of  the  things  we  went  out 
there  to  flnd  out  about  was  just  what 
relationship  statehood  for  Hawaii  had  to 
the  whole  concept  of  Paclflc  defense. 

We  were  also  concerned  with  those 
trust  Islands  which  are  now  under  our 
management.  But.  at  that  conference  I 
speciflcally  asked  General  MacArthur 
whether  or  not  he  believed  that  granting 
statehood  to  Hawaii  would  be  beneflcial 
or  detrimental  to  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Paclflc.  He  said  It 
would  be  definitely  beneficial  to  the 
Pacific  defense;  that  for  all  practical 
purposes  Hawaii  is  a  part  of  the  Pacific 
coast;  that  from  the  standpoint  of  na- 
tional defense,  from  the  standpoint  of 
defending  the  California  coast  line  and 
the  western  coast  line  of  our  country, 
Hawaii  had  to  be  considered  a  part  of  the 
Pacific  shore  line  Itself,  and  therefore  it 
was  Important  to  lock  that  area  In  even 
closer,  if  we  could,  to  the  American  con- 
tinent, and  Inasmuch  as  statehood  moved 
in  that  direction  it  was  beneflcial  to  us  to 
bring  Hawaii  into  the  Union  of  States. 

No.  3 :  It  will  relieve  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  the  financial  burden  Involved 
In  supporting  a  Territorial  government. 
At  this  time  when  we  are  trying  to  cut 
Federal  expenses,  when  an  area  is  willing 
to  step  out  and  take  care  of  Its  own 
governmental  expenses.  It  would  seem  to 
me  that  we  could  chop  off  a  little  of  the 
amount  of  money  our  taxpayers  are  re- 
quired to  put  up  by  granting  these  peo- 
ple statehood,  If  consistently  with  our 
principles  we  can  do  that,  and  relieve  our 
people  of  that  obligation. 

No.  4 — and  there  are  a  number  of 
others — but  I  think  this  is  Important: 
We  will  be  discharging  an  obligation 
which  we  owe  to  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii  and  we  will  be  acting  in 
support  of  the  fundamental  concepts  of 
our  Government.  When  we  brought 
Hawaii  Into  Territorial  statas  we  morally 


committed  ourselves  to  eventual  state- 
hood; I  do  not  think  that  we  should 
welsh  on  that  commitment  any  more 
than  we  should  welsh  on  any  other 
commitment.  It  was  clearly  implied 
in  everything  that  we  have  done  and 
as  has  been  stated  here  time  and  again. 
Further  than  that,  we  fought  a  Revo- 
lutionary War  because  we  objected  to 
the  proposition  of  taxation  without  rep- 
resentation. For  a  period  of  50  years 
we  have  been  taxing  the  people  of  Hawaii 
and  today  they  pay  more  taxes  than  10 
States  in  this  Union,  and  today  they  have 
no  voting  representation  either  in  this 
House  or  in  the  United  States  Senate. 
Now,  I  ask  you,  how  long  can  we  sit  here 
and  continue  to  tax  people  and  not  give 
them  voting  representation  when  the 
very  basis  of  the  Revolution  which  we 
fought  for  our  own  lndei>endence  was 
predicated  precisely  upon  that  one  single 
issue?  We  certainly  do  not  look  very 
good  throughout  the  world  Imposing 
upon  these  people,  whom  we  have  locked 
into  the  Territorial  system  of  this  coun- 
try, a  tax  load  which  is  more  than  that 
paid  by  10  other  States  of  this  Union, 
and  at  the  same  time  fall  to  give  them 
voting  representation.  So  we  will  not 
only  meet  our  own  moral  obligation  to 
the  people  of  Hawaii  In  granting  them 
voting  representation  but  at  the  same 
time  we  will  be  acting  in  accord  with  the 
basic  principles  on  which  our  Nation  has 
always  stood- 

So  much  for  what  granting  statehood 
does  for  the  United  States.  Some  men- 
tion has  been  made  here  as  to  the  provi- 
sion for  social  welfare  in  the  Hawaii  con- 
stitution. I  would  like  to  say  this :  That 
It  is  none  of  our  particular  business  what 
those  people  want  to  do  for  themselves, 
providing  it  is  within  the  general  frame- 
work of  the  constitutional  system  that 
we  have  put  into  oiieratlon.  We  brought 
the  Puerto  Rican  Constitution  in  here 
last  session,  you  will  recall.  It  has  some 
things  in  it  I  would  not  vote  for  in  the 
constitution  of  my  State,  but  that  was 
not  the  question.  The  question  was 
whether  or  not  within  the  framework  of 
their  own  democracy,  and  within  the 
framework  of  the  constitutional  prin- 
ciples for  which  we  stand,  they  were  en- 
titled to  make  that  kind  of  a  decision ;  if 
they  wanted  to  do  it  that  way,  that  was 
their  business  and  not  our  business ;  and 
If  we  believe  in  democratic  principles, 
we  win  have  to  let  the  people  of  Hawaii 
write  their  own  constitution,  just  the 
same  as  the  people  of  Iowa  wrote  their 
constitution. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  It  Is  true.  Is  It  not. 
that  when  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  came  In  here  last  year  with  a  con- 
stitution that  did  not  satisfy  the  solons 
and  the  wise  men  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  we  had  no  compimction  about 
rewriting  their  constitution  for  them. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  As  a  matter  of  practical 
legislative  feasibility 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  That  Is  a  simple 
question;  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Yes;  and  I  did  not  agree 
for  one  minute  with  undertaking  to 
tinker  with  and  rewrite  the  constitution 


for  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico.  I  would 
not  agree,  either,  to  rewriting  the  con- 
stitution of  the  people  of  Hawaii  as  long 
as  It  fell  within  the  general  framework 
of  our  constitutional  system  and  the 
general  constitutional  principles  we 
stand  for. 

We  have  talked  about  setting  a  prece- 
dent for  Guam,  for  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  and  others.  The  plain 
fact  is  that  there  are  only  two  areas 
left  that  stand  In  the  same  legal  status 
now,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  the 
Territory  of  Alaska.  They  are  locked 
into  the  territorial  system  of  this  coun- 
try. As  has  been  explained  here  before, 
we  cannot  get  them  out  or  give  them 
anything  different  than  they  have  unless 
we  give  them  statehood.  You  cannot 
very  well  give  them  independence.  You 
cannot  cut  them  loose  without  amend- 
ing the  Constitution.  And  you  cannot 
give  them  a  different  form  of  govern- 
ment except  statehood.  The  only  place 
they  can  go  is  up,  and  that  is  toward 
statehood. 

These  other  areas  we  have  carefully 
protected  against  a  repetition  of  that 
kind  of  a  situation.  For  instance,  when 
Puerto  Rico  came  in,  we  made  It  very 
plain  in  the  hearings  that  we  were 
neither  committing  ourselves  to  state- 
hood by  granting  them  commonwealth 
status  or  committing  ourselves  against 
statehood.  There  Is  a  party  in  Puerto 
Rico  that  wants  statehood.  There  is  a 
party  in  Puerto  Rico  that  wants  com- 
plete Independence.  We  said  to  them. 
"We  are  not  giving  either  one  of  you 
anything  to  rely  upon  by  the  action  we 
are  here  taking."  We  did  not  prejudice 
one  case  or  the  other.  We  have  held 
ourselves  clear  with  reference  to  Puerto 
Rico. 

The  Virgin  Islands,  of  course,  Is  hardly 
ready  to  do  ansrthing.  They  do  not  even 
have  a  stable  government  now.  Guam 
Is  a  tiny  place.  So  we  cannot  be  bothered 
about  these  other  areas  now.  They  are 
not  really  a  problem  in  the  same  sense 
that  these  two  territorial  areas  are  and 
which  demand  some  action  In  real  justice 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress. 

Another  matter  mentioned  time  and 
time  again,  and  I  shall  cover  it  In  just  a 
sentence  or  two.  Is  this  matter  of  what 
we  are  doing  to  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. It  Is  said  that  two  States  are 
losing  two  Representatives.  The  answer 
to  that  Is  .that  the  population  of  this 
coimtry  Increases  about  21/2  million  every 
year.  In  a  decade  you  will  have  an  In- 
creased population  In  this  country  of 
25  million,  more  or  less.  What  differ- 
ence does  it  make  whether  or  not  you 
have  500,000  additional  Hawallans  when 
you  have  a  reapportionment  problem  in- 
volving 25  million  people  differently  dis- 
tributed than  they  were  10  years  before? 
You  simply  make  the  adjustment  under 
the  system,  that  Is  all.  If  the  system  Is 
bad,  let  us  change  the  system,  but  let  us 
not  use  as  a  prejudicial  argxmient  against 
Hawaii  as  an  applicant  for  entrance  into 
the  system  the  fact  that  we  may  think 
that  the  system  is  bad.  If  the  system  is 
bad,  it  deserves  to  be  changed  on  the 
merits  of  that  argxmient  alone,  and 
Hawaii  should  not  be  precluded  from 
entrance  Into  the  system  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  this  bill  Is  given 
the  favorable  consideration  of  this  House 
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which  It  deserves  and  which  on  two  pre- 
vious occasions  and  under  Democratic 
administrations  It  has  received, 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  1  minute.  I  want 
to  compliment  the  House  for  the  high 
level  of  debate  we  have  heard  here  this 
afternoon.  It  might  be  of  interest  to 
know  that  98  minutes  have  been  taken 
up  by  those  who  oppose  the  bill  and  101 
minutes,  if  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania uses  15  minutes,  will  have  been 
taken  by  those  In  favor  of  the  bill.  So 
the  time  has  been  evenly  divided,  and 
the  level  of  debate  has  been  high. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  now  yield  20  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Saylor],  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con- 
gratulate the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Engle]  for  his  excellent  presenta- 
tion and  summary  because  I  believe  he 
has  touched  on  many  of  the  problems 
and  issues  that  have  been  raised  here 
today. 

I  have  listened  very  carefully  through- 
out this  debate  to  every  argument  that 
has  been  made  against  this  bill  and 
against  granting  statehood  to  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii.  I  might  say  to  the 
Members  that  if  they  want  to  review  a 
little  history  it  would  do  them  good  to 
go  back  and  read  some  of  the  debates 
which  were  held  on  the  admission  of 
S(Mne  of  the  States  whose  Representa- 
tives have  spoken  here  today,  because 
these  same  Halls  echoed  the  same  words, 
except  that  the  words  came  from  other 
men  from  other  States,  giving  the  same 
reasons  as  to  why  those  States  should 
not  be  admitted  to  the  sisterhood  of 
States,  which  now  comprise  the  48  States 
of  the  Union.  The  first  argimxent  that 
has  been  made  is  that  it  is  not  contiguous 
to  the  United  States.  That  same  argu- 
ment was  used  when  California  was  ad- 
mitted. People  rose  in  this  House  and 
said  that  it  was  so  far  away  that  they 
had  absolutely  nothing  in  common,  and 
why  should  it  ever  be  admitted  as  a 
State?  Yet.  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  at  that  time,  that 
argument  was  brushed  aside.  I  might 
say  that  California  was  further  removed 
at  that  time  from  Washington  by  many 
weeks  than  Hawaii  now  is  from  the  Na- 
tion's Capital  The  fact  is.  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington  [Mr.  Mack] 
stated,  that  when  the  Thirteeh  Colonies 
were  originally  formed  to  make  up  these 
United  States  it  was  farther  from  Wash- 
ington's home  at  Mount  Vernon  to  Bos- 
ton in  point  of  elapsed  time  than  to  go 
from  the  Nation's  Capital  to  any  place 
on  the  globe  today.  So  that  the  argu- 
ment of  whether  or  not  it  is  contiguous 
has  been  made  on  previous  occasions  in 
this  Hoiise.  and  former  Congresses  in 
their  wisdom  have  seen  fit  to  disregard 
it.  I  certainly  hope  that  this  House  will 
see  fit  to  disregard  that  argument  today. 

The  second  argument  that  has  been 
advanced  against  statehood  is  do  not 
admit  them  now.  You  will  notice  that 
those  proponents  of  that  argument  have 
not  given  you  any  alternative.  They  are 
opposed  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  now 
or  at  any  time  In  the  future. 

This  bill  has  been  before  the  Congress 
of  the  United  Statca  a  number  oT  times. 


It  has  received  the  support  of  both 
parties.  Somebody  suggested  that  it  be 
brought  up  as  a  matter  of  referendum. 
I  would  like  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  growing  support  in  the  United  States 
for  statehood  for  Hawaii.  In  1941.  ac- 
cording to  the  Gallup  poll,  only  48  per- 
cent of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
were  in  favor  of  statehood.  23  percent 
were  opposed,  and  29  percent  had  no 
opinion.  During  the  past  12  years  many 
of  our  men  and  women  have  had  the 
opportunity  to  go  to  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii.  As  a  result,  not  only  of  military 
service  but  of  the  great  tourist  trade, 
many  of  the  people  of  these  United 
States  have  become  familiar  with  that 
great  Territory  of  Hawaii  until  today  the 
Gallup  poll  shows  that  72  percent  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  in  favor 
of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  only  14  percent 
are  opposed  to  it,  and  14  percent  have  no 
opinion.  If  you  would  really  like  to  find 
out  whether  the  public  wants  statehood 
for  Hawaii,  I  think  that  the  Gallup  poll 
indicates  that  the  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
want  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

The  third  argiunent  that  has  been  ad- 
vanced against  statehood  is  that  it  would 
increase  the  number  of  Members  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. If  that  same  argimient  were  used 
we  would  have  not  a  sisterhood  of  48 
States  but  we  would  have  the  Thirteen 
Original  Colonies,  and  that  is  all.  Is  this 
country,  because  we  have  grown  to  48 
States  and  now  have  96  Senators,  to 
cease  to  grow?  Is  that  the  word  you 
want  to  send  out  to  the  four  corners  of 
the  world,  that  that  is  what  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  to  say,  not  only  to 
the  people  of  Hawaii.  American  citizens 
the  same  as  each  and  every  one  of  you 
who  occupy  a  seat  here,  but  to  all  the 
people  of  the  world?  Do  you  want  to 
say  that  this  country  shall  not  continue 
to  grow,  or  do  you  want  to 'say  that  these 
other  people  who  feel  as  we  do,  who  work 
with  us.  can  never  become  a  part  of  the 
United  States? 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  someone 
has  raised  the  question  today  of  whether 
or  not  we  ever  made  any  agreements 
with  the  people  of  Hawaii  that  they 
would  be  admitted  to  statehood.  In  1854, 
when  Hawaii  was  still  an  Independent 
monarchy,  there  were  negotiations 
entered  into  between  King  Kamehameha 
m  and  the  United  States.  The  treaty 
which  had  been  prepared  by  our  De- 
partment of  State  and  submitted  to  the 
King  for  his  approval  provided  for  the 
annexation  of  Hawaii  as  a  State,  en- 
Joying  the  same  rights  and  degree  of 
sovereignty  as  other  States,  and  admitted 
as  such,  and  admitted  to  all  the  rights, 
privileges,  and  immunities  of  a  State, 
on  perfect  equality  with  other  States 
of  the  Union.  Unfortunately,  the  death 
of  the  then  monarch,  and  the  failure  of 
his  successor  to  follow  it  up.  caused  that 
treaty  not  to  be  effected,  or  we  today 
would  not  have  the  privilege  of  discussing 
statehood  for  Hawaii,  it  would  be  an 
accomplished  fact. 

We  have  entered  Into,  and  It  has  been 
the  desire  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  have  Hawaii  admitted  as  & 
State  since  1853,  and  I  sincerely  believe 
and  hope  that  on  this  centennial  of  the 
beginning  of  our  negotiations  for  state- 


hood fof  Hawaii  that  statehood  will  be 
accomplished. 

The  next  argument  which  has  been 
advanced  is  that  an  examination  of  the 
constitution  which  has  l)een  approved 
by  the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
contains  provisions  that  are  objection- 
able. One  is  that  a  majority  vote  Is  not 
necessary  for  the  election  of  a  governor. 
I  come  from  the  Commonwealth  o* 
Peimsylvania.  It  may  come  as  a  surprise 
to  some  of  you  to  know  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  the  Governor  of  Pennsyl- 
vania to  receive  a  majority  vote.  The 
Constitution  with  regard  to  the  receipt 
of  a  majority  vote,  according  to  the  con- 
stitutions of  the  48  States,  is  only  re- 
quired in  about  14  States.  So  the  mere 
fact  that  they  do  not  include  It  In  the 
SUte  of  Hawaii,  I  think  is  of  tre- 
mendous importance,  showing  that  they 
are  not  fearful  of  the  democratic  proc- 
esses working  in  the  State  of  Hawaii. 

Another  question  was  raised  that  the 
Governor,  by  and  with  the  consent  and 
approval  of  the  senate,  shall  app>oint  the 
Judges,  I  might  say  that  I  commend  the 
people  of  Hawaii  for  having  placed  that 
provision  in  their  constitution.  Why? 
Because  it  shows  they  are  on  their  toes. 
The  American  Bar  Association  has  rec- 
ommended to  the  present  48  States  that 
they  seriously  consider  that  manner  of 
choosing  their  judges.  l)ecause  by  its  use 
in  the  long  nm  you  get  better  Judges. 
It  is  the  system  that  the  United  States 
Government  uses  in  choosing  judges  for 
our  Federal  courts,  and  I  beUeve  that  it  *s 
a  good  thing.  I  have  noticed  that  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  is  seri- 
ously considering  revising  their  constitu- 
tion. One  of  the  things  I  hope  they  will 
do  is  to  provide  that  our  judges  in  the 
future  shall  be  selected  in  Just  this  same 
manner. 

It  provides  further  that  the  supreme 
court  shall  have  the  right  to  promulgate 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  conduct  of 
the  courts.  That  is  the  way  it  should 
be.  The  supreme  court  knows  what 
rules  they  should  have  in  their  own 
courts,  and  I  sincerely  believe  that  that 
is  a  good  thing  in  their  constitution. 
As  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  president  of  the 
Illinois  Bar  Association,  stated  in  a  re- 
cent article  in  the  Illinois  Bar  Journal: 

The  constitution  1«  to  be  highly  com- 
mended for  Its  confinement  to  fundm- 
menUl  law.  Ita  clarity  and  clmpliclty  of  style 
and  minimum  of  statutory  provisions. 

It  la  a  thoroughly  American  document, 
patterned  after  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  State  constitutions,  and 
It  Is  free  from  the  restrictions  and  legislative 
details  that  have  so  encumbered  the  Stat* 
constitutions. 

In  fact.  In  my  opinion,  most  of  the 
States  could  well  use  this  constitution 
as  a  guide  in  revising  their  own  con- 
stitutions. 

Another  objection  Is  that  we  should 
not  admit  Hawaii  to  statehood  because 
it  is  necessary  for  us  to  protect  our  vi- 
tality. I  ask  you,  as  Members  of  this 
House.  How  can  we  better  protect  our 
vitality  than  by  actually  showing  to  the 
world  that  we  are  as  good  as  our  word? 
We  have  taken  this  Territory  in,  prom- 
ising it  statehood,  and  now  that  It  has 
met  all  of  the  requirements  that  have 
been  laid  down  for  statehood,  we  should 
admit  it.    Hawaii  Is  a  young  country  as 
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far  as  Its  people  are  concerned.  If  we 
had  waited  for  the  various  States  of  the 
Union  to  jjrove  their  vitality  before  they 
were  admitted  as  States,  we  would  not 
have  48  States  in  our  present  Union. 
One  of  the  reasons  the  States  have  grown 
after  admission  to  statehood  is  that  they 
have  the  right  to  determined  things  for 
themselves.  For  that  reason  I  say  there 
Is  no  reason  to  hold  this  up;  I  think,  if 
we  really  want  to  protect  our  vitality,  we 
should  admit  Hawaii  and  allow  the  State 
of  Hawaii  to  grow  under  its  own  juris- 
diction. 

There  have  been  warnings  issued  of 
the  fate  of  the  Roman  Empire,  the  Greek 
Empire,  and  others  and  predicting  simi- 
lar fate  for  us  if  Hawaii  is  admitted 
to  statehood;  let  us  get  something 
straight:  The  United  States  of  America 
is  no',  never  was.  and  I  pray  God  never 
will  be  an  empire.  We  do  not  want  an 
empire ;  tlie  American  people  do  not  want 
an  empire ;  that  is  why  we  are  48  States 
and  2  Territories,  and  I  hope  those  Ter- 
ritories both  will  be  admitted  to  state- 
hood. I  can  say  to  the  Delegate  from 
Alaska  that  I  was  proud  when  I  saw  him 
in  the  well  of  the  House  today  support- 
ing statehood  for  Hawaii,  and  I  can 
promise  him  that  I  will  be  just  as  vigor- 
ous in  support  of  statehood  for  Alaska 
as  I  have  been  in  my  efforts  to  get  state- 
hood for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  spoke  a 
moment  ago  of  the  selection  of  judges  in 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania;  you  elect 
them,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  At  the  present  time 
we  do.  and  I  hope  that  when  we  change 
our  constitution  we  adopt  the  method 
provided  ;n  this  constitution. 

Mr.  GROSS.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  am  happy  to  s^eld 
to  my  colleague  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  am,  of  course.  In 
hearty  accord  with  the  gentleman's 
statements,  and  I  know  that  he  has  been 
an  exponent  of  statehood  for  both  the 
Territories.  A  number  of  us  over  here 
have  been  also  in  that  category,  and  we 
are  somewhat  bothered  at  this  time  by 
the  lack  of  expression  on  tl.e  part  of  the 
leadership  on  the  Republican  side  as  to 
what  they  intend  to  do  about  the  Alaska 
situation.  I  appreciate,  of  course,  that 
the  gentleman  said  he  would  be  vigorous 
In  holding  hearings,  but  that  might  go  on 
forever,  holding  hearings.  I  would  like 
to  be  for  both  Hawaii  and  Alaska,  but 
I  do  not  like  to  be  put  in  the  corner  on 
the  Hawaiian  deal  and  then  not  get  a 
chance  to  vote  for  Alaska.  I  think  there 
are  a  number  on  this  side  who  are  look- 
Ir.T  at  this  thing  pretty  carefully  today. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  am  happy  to  say  to 
my  friend  from  California  that  the  rea- 
son we  have  not  held  hearings  or  have 
begun  to  hold  hearing  on  Alaska  is,  as 
the  Delegate  from  Alauska  explained. 
The  proponents  of  Alaskan  statehood 
do  not  want  their  hearings  until  next 
month.  I  can  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
if  I  receive  from  the  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  aisle  the  same  support  in  my 
subcommittee  that  I  had  in  connection 
with  discussion  of  the  bill  for  Hawaii, 


it  is  my  hope  that  within  this  session 
you  shall  also  have  the  opportunity  to 
vote  on  statehood  for  Alaska. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  gentleman  say  that.  I  hope  that  his 
hopes  and  my  hopes  will  materialize. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
also  speak  for  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  speak  for  myself. 
I  do  not  speak  for  the  chairman  or  any 
other  member. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  We  would  like  to 
have  an  expression  from  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  on  that. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     Not  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  we  may  sum- 
marize this  debate  by  saying,  first,  that 
the  people  of  Hawaii  themselves  want 
statehood,  which  has  been  proven  by  the 
iact  that  it  went  over  by  a  3-to-l  vote. 
They  have  approved  their  constitution 
which  looks  forward  to  statehood. 

Second,  I  say  now  that  the  people  of 
Hawaii  deserve  statehood.  They  have 
been  54  years  a  Territory.  They  have 
served  their  apprenticeship  well  and  are 
now  entitled  to  full  membership  as  a 
State.  They  have  earned  statehood  by 
demonstrating  their  unwavering  loyalty 
to  the  United  States  and  their  complete 
devotion  to  the  Americar  plan  of  govern- 
ment, not  only  by  their  excellent  econ- 
omy, through  the  contribution  of  their 
people  in  every  walk  of  life,  as  h£is  been 
referred  to,  and  their  excellent  contri- 
bution In  the  war  effort,  but  they  have 
earned  statehood  by  every  standard  that 
has  been  set  up  for  the  admission  of 
every  State  following  the  Original 
Thirteen  Colonies. 

Third.  It  will  be  to  our  national  ad- 
vantage. General  MacArthur  has  stated 
that  the  admission  of  Hawaii  to  state- 
hood will  establish  the  fact  that  the  cen- 
tral and  western  Pacific  Ocean  areas 
constitute  the  defense  zone  of  the  United 
States.  It  would  provide  for  a  better 
government  because,  as  has  been  the  ex- 
perience in  these  United  States,  govern- 
ments which  are  run  from  Washington 
as  territories  do  not  provide  good  gov- 
ernment for  the  local  people.  When  the 
people  of  Hawaii  are  able  to  enact  laws 
without  the  fear  of  Congress  overriding 
or  vetoing  their  acts,  they  will  be  able 
to  provide  better  for  the  wishes  of  their 
people  than  they  are  able  to  do  at  the 
present  time,  just  as  each  one  of  the 
present  States  of  the  Union  is  now  bet- 
ter able  to  handle  their  Individual  prob- 
lems than  having  them  handled  from 
Washington. 

Fourth,  and  lastly,  I  say  it  will  dis- 
charge a  moral  obligation  of  the  United 
States  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and 
establish  as  a  fact  that  the  United  States 
has  not  ceased  to  grow  and  will  say  to 
the  Pacific  triangle  that  there  is  hope  in 
the  United  States,  that  there  is  a  free 
country,  and  that  you.  too,  can  look  for- 
ward to  the  great  United  States  con- 
tinuing to  grow  and  expand. 

I  could  say  much  more,  but  let  each 
Member  realize  that  the  world  is  watch- 
ing what  we  do  to  these  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  live  in  Hawaii.    The 


attention  of  all  eyes  is  on  the  west  and 
the  American  attitutde  toward  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii. 

Your  approval  will  be  a  severe  setback 
to  the  enemies  who  have  been  making 
great  propaganda  of  our  continued  Ter- 
ritory status  of  Hawaii,  and  to  the  lib- 
erty-loving American  citizens  of  Hawaii, 
admission  to  statehood  In  the  Union  will 
be  a  consummation  of  an  effort  begtm  100 
years  ago. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Sieminski]. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman, 
having  been  in  Hawaii  several  times,  the 
last  being  in  May  of  1952,  I  made  some 
observations  which  I  would  like  to  get 
into  the  Record. 

The  strategic,  tactical,  and  economic 
factors  add  up  to  Hawaii  being  a  good 
deal  for  coming  into  statehood  of  the 
United  States,  along  with  Alaska,  of 
cour:§e. 

Hawaii  is  located  in  the  center  of  the 
Pacific.  It  is  a  hub.  More  spokes  ra- 
diate from  Hawaii,  touching  more  races, 
more  people,  lands  and  countries,  than 
any  other  geographic  spot  on  the  face 
of  the  globe.  Hawaii  Itself  has  19  races 
and  as  many  creeds  living  in  ideal  har- 
mony.   It  is  coming  into  Its  own. 

We  have  been  attacked  in  the  Orient 
twice  in  the  last  12  years.  China  is  lost; 
we  are  trying  to  get  it  back.  There  are 
more  people  In  the  Orient  with  more 
potential  markets,  than  elsewhere.  If 
a  catalyst  is  needed  between  the  east 
and  the  west.  It  seems  that  Hawaii  is 
that  catalyst.  When  we  think  of  Pearl 
Harbor,  we  think  of  the  destroyed  fieet. 
We  think  of  it  as  a  strategic  location;  I 
hope  that  in  the  next  few  years,  the  Pa- 
cific will  mean  more  than  just  strategic 
perimeters,  more  than  Islands.  I  hope 
we  come  to  think  of  It  in  terms  of  its 
people  and  their  institutions,  democratic 
institutions. 

We  brought  Anglo-Saxon  and  Euro- 
pean customs  and  traditions  to  these 
shores  safely.  Hawaii  has  absorbed  our 
views  on  government  Its  people  can  do 
for  themselves  what  we  did,  and  what 
we  hOF>e  the  people  of  Japan,  and  Korea, 
and  Formosa  will  yet  do — govern  them- 
selves on  a  broad  base. 

Contiguity?  Once  it  mattered  In  the 
sense  of  defense.  Today.  Korea  might 
just  as  well  be  our  49th  State.  It  is  not 
contiguous.  Yet  our  blood  fights  for  a 
principle  there.  Tomorrow,  if  a  NATO 
country  is  attacked,  we  are  committed 
to  its  defense.  Contiguity?  The  world 
has  changed. 

We  face  to  the  east  as  well  as  to 
Europe.  It  is  what  we  stand  for  that  will 
spell  survival.  The  flame  of  freedom 
travels  eastward.  Hawaii  merits  con- 
sideration together  with  Alaska.  It  has 
snatched  its  share  of  freedom's  flame. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Radwan]. 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
foreign  policy  of  any  nation  must  have, 
as  Its  prime  objective,  the  security  of 
that  nation.  I  believe  that  such  reason- 
ing is  fundamental  in  our  foreign-poUcy 
objectives.  For  this  reason,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  measure  before  us.  ad- 
mitting Hawaii  into  the  Union.    It  is  a 
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reason  that,  standing  by  Itself,  overrides 
any  other  reasons  in  opposition. 

I  must  state  that  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pil- 
lion], presented  a  very  good  argument 
against  Hawaiian  statehood.  If  I  were 
to  vote  against  this  measure,  I  wovild 
have  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  his  unemo- 
tional and  clear-cut  presentation  of  the 
argument  of  disproportionate  represen- 
tation. I  cannot  disagree  that  there  wUl 
be  disproportionate  representation  but  I 
am  bound  by  Internal  desire  as  well  as 
by  my  oath  to  support  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  and,  as  such,  I  can- 
not now  change  it  in  my  mind  for  the 
purpose  of  denying  statehood  to  Hawaii. 
If  the  Constitution  is  wrong,  then  it 
should  be  amended  to  change  the  meth- 
od of  giving  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate. But  weaknesses  in  our  Constitu- 
tion should  not  be  alleged  for  the  sake 
of  serving  as  an  argument  in  opposition 
to  the  measure  before  us. 

I  am  somewhat  surprised  that  so  many 
stanch  defenders  of  the  Constitution 
seem  to  forget  that  Hawaii  statehood  is 
being  asked  for  here  within  the  limita- 
tions of  our  Constitution. 

I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  point  out  that 
Hawaii  at  the  present  time,  as  a  Terrl- 
toiy  with  a  p)opulation  of  one-half  mil- 
lion persons,  contributes  more  in  taxes  to 
our  Federal  Government  than  any  of 
nine  States  of  the  Union.  Hawaii  be- 
came a  part  of  the  United  States  by 
mutual  agreement  in  1900.  It  was  then 
a  free  and  independent  republic. 

In  1854,  President  Franklin  Pierce  had 
authorized  negotiations  to  annex  Hawaii 
to  the  United  States.  The  proposed 
treaty  of  1854  provided  that  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  should  be  Incorporated  into  the 
American  Union  as  a  state  enjoying  the 
same  degree  of  sovereignty  as  other 
States,  and  admitted  as  such  when  it 
could  be  in  consistency  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  our  Constitution. 

This  treaty  was  not  ratified  but  its 
discussion  and  the  proposal  to  make 
Hawaii  a  state  gave  the  people  of  Hawaii 
cause  to  believe  that  statehood  would  be 
their  ultimate  destiny.  Later,  Hawaii 
was  incorporated  into  the  United  States 
by  action  of  its  own  legislature  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

The  issue  was  not  debated  in  the  last 
election  campaign  because  both  political 
parties  pledged  immediate  statehood  for 
Hawaii. 

I  am  somewhat  surprised  that  our 
southern  friends  who,  in  the  past,  have 
had  good  eyesight  where  this  country's 
international  position  is  concerned  fail 
to  use  it  at  this  time.  It  is  disappoint- 
ing that  sectional  concern  dims  such 
otherwise  good  vision. 

Before  Hawaii  could  ask  for  statehood, 
it  had  to  be  in  a  position  to  comply  with 
the  principles  of  our  Constitution  and 
now  there  are  those  who  would  deny 
it  statehood  because  they  want  our  Con- 
stitution different  before  we  admit  Ha- 
waii.   I  cannot  reconcile  this  position. 

Our  Nation  grew  in  greatness  as  Ter- 
ritory after  Territory  came  into  the 
Union  irrespective  of  disproportionate 
represenlRtion.  So,  too,  with  Hawaii. 
The  adntntages  to  the  United  States, 
while  apptrent  already,  should  further 
manifest  Hiemselves  in  the  not  too  dis- 
tant future. 


Certainly  our  position  in  the  Pacific 
will  be  strengthened  as  a  result  of  state- 
hood status — psychologically  with  the 
people  of  Asia,  and  from  a  standpoint 
of  security  for  the  people  of  the  48 
States.  The  passage  of  this  legislation 
will  place  the  American  citizens  of  Ha- 
waii on  the  basis  of  equality  with  other 
Americans  and  will  give  the  United 
States  a  stake  in  the  Pacific  to  act  as 
both  a  bulwark  and  a  spearhead  against 
subversive  ideas.  Our  action  will  speak 
louder  than  any  lies  which  the  Commu- 
nists can  utter,  and  will  contribute  to 
the  creation  of  good  will  and  confidence 
in  the  United  States  among  the  various 
peoples  of  the  Pacific  area. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point 
in  the  Record,  and  that  aU  Members  who 
have  spoken  may  be  permitted  to  revise 
and  extend  their  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  being  no 
further  requests  for  time,  the  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Inhabitants  of 
all  that  part  of  the  United  States  now  con- 
stituting the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  as  at  pres- 
ent described,  are  hereby  authorized  to  form 
for  themselves  a  constitution  and  State 
government,  with  the  name  "State  of  Ha- 
waii." which  State,  when  so  formed,  shall  be 
admitted  into  the  Union,  and  that  the  State 
of  Hawaii  shall  consist  of  all  the  territory 
now  Included  In  the  said  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
all  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  that  the  Committee  do  now 
rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  Chair, 
Mr.  Abends,  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit- 
tee, having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  H.  R.  3575,  had  come  to  no  resolu- 
tion thereon. 


NAVAL  PETROLEUM  RESERVE  NO.  4 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Friday, 
March  6.  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Ander- 
son appeared  before  our  committee  rela- 
tive to  the  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No. 
4  at  Point  Barrow.  Alaska.  All  pertinent 
information  relative  to  this  oil  explora- 
tion program  was  discussed,  after  which 
Secretary  Anderson  promptly  agreed 
with  the  committee  that  this  oil  explora- 
tion project — Naval  Petroleum  Reserve 
No.  4  at  Point  Barrow.  Alaska — should 
be  and  would  be  suspended  at  once  and 
the  entire  operation  would  be  phased- 
out  as  quickly  as  administratively 
feasible. 

There  remains  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance, as  of  August  31,  1952,  of  $13,480,- 


026.  of  which  an  Inventory  of  Govern- 
ment furnished  materials,  as  of  that 
date,  amounts  to  $6,000,000.  Out  of 
which,  if  the  project  is  suspended  im- 
mediately, and  with  what  material  can 
be  salvaged,  reclaiming  the  imexpended 
portion  of  the  appropriation  and  the 
$10,000,000  requested  for  1945-55  and 
which  Is  at  present  in  the  budget,  will 
effect  a  savings  of,  I  would  estimate,  be- 
tween fifteen  and  twenty  million  dollars. 

In  my  opinion.  Secretary  Anderson  Is 
to  be  congratulated  for  the  action  he 
stated  he  would  take.  The  Members  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  were 
greatly  impressed  with  the  Secretary's 
appearance  before  the  committee.  His 
appointment  is  an  excellent  one.  He  Is 
a  sound,  clear-thinking,  practical  realist 
and  I  feel  certain  he  will  turn  in  a  mag- 
nificent performance  as  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

My  statement  to  the  committee 
follows: 

Several  years  ago  the  Army  had  the  Canol 
project  up  In  the  Canadian  wilderness  that 
cost  the  American  taxpayers  $138,000,000. 
And  I  might  say  that  alter  this  project  waa 
completed,  there  was  a  dedicatory  ceremony 
and  about  10  days  later  the  whole  project  waa 
discontinued — abandoned — and  nature  took 
over.  It  was  finaUy  sold  for  scrap,  written 
off,  a  complete  lose,  with  the  exception  of 
a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  received 
from  the  sale  of  the  equipment  and  refinery. 

After  the  Canol  failure  by  the  Dei>artment 
of  the  Army,  the  Navy  decided  to  get  Into  an 
oil  exploration  program — Petroleum  Reserve 
No.  4  at  Point  Barrow,  Alaska.  In  a  letter 
from  the  Department  of  the  Navy  under  date 
of  January  14,  1953,  they  state,  and  I  quote: 
"When  the  Canol  project  In  Canada  waa 
known  to  be  a  failure,  the  War  Department 
was  anxious  to  find  a  replacement  project 
which  could  be  relied  upon  to  furnish  the 
military  with  petroleum  products  in  Alaska. 
Capt.  W.  C.  Latrobe,  then  In  the  Bureau  ol 
Ships,  and  Rear  Adm.  Ben  Moreell,  Chief, 
Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  were  persuaded 
that  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4  offered 
the  best  chance  of  finding  oil  in  Alaska. 
Rear  Admiral  Stuart  (DNPR)  concurred  In 
this  view,  as  I  believe  also  did  Mr.  W.  E. 
Wrather,  Director.  United  States  Geological 
Survey  Decision  to  activate  the  Reserve  seems 
to  have  been  made  by  the  then  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  (Knox)  after  discussion  with  the 
CNO  and  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
the  President." 

Now  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  committee 
that  the  accumulative  status  of  costs  up  to 
August  31,  1952,  from  figures  submitted  to 
me,  1b: 

1946- $965,  000 

1947-50-. 9,  600,  000 

1947-51 14,  600.  000 

1950 _ ___  3.  000,  000 

1947-52- _ 11.000,000 

1947-53 6,  100,  000 

1953-64 7,  600,  000 

Total  appropriated  to  date.  52,  766,  000 
Government  furnished  materials 
w/o  exchange  ol  funds   (esti- 
mated)   12,  000,  000 

Total  funds  and  materials 

to   date --_  64,765.000 

Unexpended  balance,  August  31, 

1952 13.  480.  928 

Inventory  of  Government  fur- 
nished materials,  Aug.  31,  1952 
(estimated) 6,  000,  000 

Total  coat  of  program  to 

date 45,  284,  074 
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Also,  It  was  stated  in  the  Havy  Depart- 
ment letter  under  date  of  January  14.  1963, 
and  I  quote:  "Under  current  plans,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  recommendatloiu  of  the  ad- 
visory committee,  a  full  program  through 
calendar  year  1955.  assuming  negative  re- 
sults, will  be  necessary  for  a  reasonable 
evaluation.  The  figure  of  $50  million  in- 
cludes the  funds  for  operation  during  the 
calendar  year  1063.  Thus,  estimating  $10 
million  per  year  for  1954  and  1966  and  $6 
million  for  closeout  in  1956.  gives  an  esti- 
mated minimum  future  cost  of  $25  million. 

"In  June  1951,  Arctic  Contractors,  Inc.. 
estimated  that  a  16-lnch  line  from  Umlat  to 
Valdez  could  be  constructed  for  $65  million; 
however.  It  seems  possible  that  actual  costs 
for  such  a  line  might  be  as  much  as  $100 
million." 

Now.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  committee 
that  an  amount  approximating  $10  million 
win  be  requested  for  fiscal  year  1954.  A  point 
relating  to  this  which  I  think  will  be  of 
Interest  to  you  Is  that,  heretofore  the  ap- 
propriation for  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4  has 
been  carried  as  a  separate  Item  and  there- 
fore easily  identifiable  Item.  In  fiscal  year 
1954.  however.  It  Is  planned  that  the  ap- 
propriation for  this  reserve  will  be  carried 
as  part  of  the  general  appropriation  for  all 
petroleum  reserves  and  may,  therefore,  be 
somewhat  less  easily  identified.  The  desig- 
nation of  the  appropriation  wlU  be  "Naval 
Petroleum  Reserves." 

Now.  I  might  say  to  the  committee  that 
the  results  of  this  exploration  have  been 
virtually  nil.  It  appears  that  geology  of  that 
whole  area  Indicates  the  possibility  of  oil  In 
exploitable  quantities.  Actually,  some  small 
amount  of  oil  has  been  found  and  some  gas 
wells  have  been  drilled.  Naturally,  the  ques- 
tion arises  as  to  whether.  If  oil  Is  found,  how 
It  can  be  transported  from  the  area.  The 
Navy  has  been  carrying  on  experiments  as  to 
the  feasibility  of  the  construction  of  a  pipe- 
line which,  I  would  gather,  could  not  be  less 
than  500  miles  In  length  and  would  probably 
be  much  longer,  depending  on  the  particular 
route  taken.  The  experiments  have  indi- 
cated that  it  may  be  possible  to  lay  the  line, 
at  least  for  a  portion  of  Its  length,  about  3 
or  4  feet  below  the  surface  of  the  ground 
and  cover  the  pipe  completely  both  below  and 
above  with  tundra,  the  moss-like  vegetation 
of  that  part  of  Alaska.  It  would  not  appear, 
however,  that,  regardless  of  the  feasibility 
of  the  tundra  Insulation  for  the  northern- 
most part  of  the  line,  there  is  no  tundra  as 
the  line  progresses  southward  and  some  other 
furm  of  Insulation  would  be  necessary  for 
this  part  of  the  line.  In  any  event,  such  * 
line  would.  In  my  opinion,  be  fabulous  in 
cost  since  In  addition  to  the  consideration 
of  temperature.  It  would  probably  be  neces- 
sary to  cross  the  Yukon  River  and  two  moun- 
tain  ranges. 

The  report  of  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Public  Works  In  Alaska  (Mr.  Pobtek  Haiidt. 
chairman,  August  31  to  September  10.  1951) 
states  In  part  that  "It  should  be  mentioned, 
at  this  time,  that  the  subcommittee  is  hard 
put  to  understand  the  need  for  the  tremen- 
dous expenditures  this  project  necessarily 
entails.  Here  we  have  a  diligent  search  for 
petroleum  being  conducted  In  one  of  the 
most  Inaccessible  areas  In  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. Tliere  are  no  roads,  railroads,  or 
transportation  available  within  hundreds  of 
mllps.  Point  Barrow  is  at  the  northernmost 
tip  of  Alaska  on  the  shores  of  the  Arctic 
Ocean,  with  sea  lanes  open  for  only  2  months 
a  ye.Tr,  at  the  most.  The  only  means  of  ac- 
cess U  by  air,  and  this  from  Fairbanks,  500 
miles  distant  and  over  some  of  the  roughest 
and  most  desolate  terrain  in  the  world.  Even 
If  vast  petroleum  deposits  are  discovered,  the 
problem  and  expense  of  transporting  the  fuel 
to  transportation  terminals  is  one  that  stag- 
gers Uie  Imagination.  The  subcommittee  is 
frank  to  admit  that  It  has  not  made  an 
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adequate  study  of  the  entire  problem,  but 
believes  that  this  most  certainly  must  be 
done  by  the  proper  authorities  before  further 
appropriations  are  authorized  for  this  proj- 
ect." 

The  seventh  rep<Mt  of  the  Preparedness 
Subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  following  an  investigation 
from  August  31  to  September  10,  1951,  states 
In  part:  "During  the  war  the  Navy  Insti- 
gated an  exploration  of  this  petroleum  re- 
serve, using  military  personnel  for  the  pur- 
pose. Since  the  war  it  has  continued  this 
project  under  a  civilian  contract.  Approxi- 
mately $30  million  has  been  expended  on 
this  project  and  It  is  estimated  that  an  addi- 
tional $20  million  will  have  been  expended 
by  December  31,  1952,  when  It  is  planned  to 
complete  the  exploration  work.  For  the  fields 
to  have  any  commercial  significance  they 
mtist  be  of  vast  size  because  of  the  difficulty 
of  producing  and  marketing  the  oil  in  this 
area.  It  is  the  Navy's  belief  that  It  is  en- 
tirely feasible  to  construct  a  pipeline  from 
this  area  to  the  south  if  the  amount  of  oil 
discovered  is  sufficient  to  make  its  exploita- 
tion  commercially  attractive." 

"The  construction  of  the  pipeline  In  the 
event  a  major  oil  field  Is  discovered  will 
cost  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol- 
lars" (however,  In  my  opinion  it  would  cost 
several  million  dollars  as  the  Navy's  estimate 
Is  between  $65  and  $100  million)  "and  pres- 
ent major  engineering  problems.  These, 
however,  are  deemed  to  be  surmountable. 

"The  Navy  is  extremely  cautious  and  con- 
servative In  any  predications  they  make  con- 
cerning the  oil  potentialities  of  this  area. 
Prior  to  the  time  the  subcommittee  was  in 
Alaska  no  significant  discoveries  had  been 
made.  However,  we  are  Informed  that  the 
Navy  had  utilized  the  services  of  expert 
geologists  and  petroleum  specialists  and  they 
all  believed  that  the  signs  point  to  the  ex- 
istence of  considerable  oil  In  the  area.  Two 
minor  oil  fields  and  one  gas  field  had  been 
discovered  prior  to  the  subcommittee's  visit. 
The  base  camp  at  Point  Barrow  Is  heated  by 
natural  gas  from  the  field.  Shows  of  oil 
had  been  found  in  every  well  which  had 
been  drilled.  However,  during  the  subcom- 
mittee's visit,  a  well  of  significant  size  pro- 
ducing 550  barrels  per  day  was  brought  In  at 
Umlat.  We  are  also  Informed  that  another 
well  In  the  same  general  area  has  since  been 
brought  In  which  Is  producing  around  250 
barrels  per  day.  These  successes  have  great- 
ly encouraged  Interest  in  the  project  and 
while  there  is  still  no  certainty  as  to  the 
existence  of  a  major  oil  field,  it  is  the  belief 
of  all  persons  talked  to  by  the  subcommit- 
tee that  the  chances  are  excellent  that  such 
a  discovery  will  be  made." 

Now  I  might  say  to  the  committee  that  It 
Is  my  firm  conviction  that  this  exploration 
project  should  be  terminated  at  once  as  I 
understand  the  harbor  at  Point  Barrow  is 
open  but  6  weeks  of  the  year,  and  it  is  ques- 
tionable actually  how  much  oil  and  gas  they 
have  found  there.  The  cost  of  a  pipeline 
to  transport  the  oil,  If  oil  should  be  found, 
would  be  prohibitive.  There  is  no  economic 
Justification  to  develop  the  area  as  there  is 
no  ready  market  for  the  oil  and  even  if  sub- 
stantial quantities  should  be  found,  trans- 
portation difficulties  enter  into  It.  Even  if 
these  difficulties  could  be  worked  out.  It 
would  be  leased  to  private  industry.  If  pri- 
vate Industry  is  interested,  why  not  let  them 
carry  on  the  exploration  rather  than  carry  it 
on  at  a  tremendous  cost  to  the  American 
taxpayer. 

In  my  opinion  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee should  recommend  to  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  that  they  should  deny  any 
further  appropriations  for  this  project, 
salvage  what  material  can  be  salvaged  and 
reclaim  the  unexpended  portion  of  the  ap- 
propriation to  be  used  for  more  important 
phases  of  our  national  defense  program. 


BAGASSE,   A   RAW   MATERIAL  FOR 
NEWSPRINT 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  recent 
statements  in  the  press  and  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  have  called  attention  to  the 
dramatic  events  which  have  been  taking 
place  in  developing  new  raw  materials 
for  the  manufacture  of  newsprint.  I  re- 
fer in  particular  to  the  announcement 
during  this  past  week  that  a  new  plant 
to  make  newsprint  from  sugarcane 
waste,  or  bagasse,  as  it  is  called,  is  to  be 
built  near  Lockport,  La.,  this  year. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  highly  gratified  that 
the  active  interest  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  of  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  be  a  member,  has  been  a  constructive 
factor  in  promoting  expansion  of  the 
supply  of  newsprint  produced  in  the 
United  States.  Periodic  newsprint  short- 
ages have  plagued  our  newspap>er  pub- 
lishers in  Louisiana  and  elsewhere.  I  am 
thinking  especially  of  the  dailies  and 
weeklies  in  our  smaller  communities. 
These  smaller  newspapers  necessarily 
have  limited  bargaining  power  in  a  news- 
print market  dominated,  if  not  con- 
trolled, by  a  few  large  producers,  chiefly 
located  in  Canada.  As  a  result,  publish- 
ers have  frequently  found  themselves 
unable  to  obtain  adequate  supplies  of  pa- 
per or  have  been  forced  to  pay  uncon- 
scionable prices  to  stay  in  business. 

In  the  middle  of  1950  the  Antitrust 
Subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee undertook  a  detailed  investigation  of 
the  newsprint  situation  to  determine 
what  factors  accounted  for  the  failure  of 
the  industry  to  overcome  persistent 
shortages  and  what  legislative  or  Execu- 
tive action  was  necessary  to  improve  the 
situation.  The  published  hearings  of 
this  investigation  consist  of  more  than 
1,100  pages  of  printed  testimony,  supple- 
mented by  a  volume  of  exhibits  contain- 
ing approximately  1.200  pages  of  docu- 
mentary material  bearing  upon  the 
structure  and  the  practices  of  the  indus- 
try. Three  reports  presented  at  consid- 
erable length  the  subcommittee's  find- 
ings and  recommendations  based  upon 
its  intensive  studies. 

In  the  late  spring  of  1952.  a  rise  of 
$10  a  ton  in  the  price  of  newsprint  waa 
announced  by  Canadian  producers.  It 
was  estimated  that  this  increase,  the 
third, successive  price  rise  since  the  mid- 
dle of^950,  added  another  $50  million 
per  year  to  the  sum  paid  by  American 
newspapers  for  newsprint.  Because  of 
the  subcommittee's  deep  interest  in  this 
problem,  an  executive  session  was  held, 
at  which  the  situation  was  reviewed  with 
representatives  from  the  various  Gov- 
ernment departments  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  newsprint  problem. 

Under  the  aegis  of  the  subcommittee 
a  new  program  was  undertaken  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce  on  behalf  of 
the  executive  branch  to  overcome  tech- 
nological and  economic  problems  hold- 
ing back  newsprint  expansion  and  to 
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assist  in  the  entry  of  new  productive 
facilities  in  the  industry,  especially  those 
involving  new  raw  materials  and  proc- 
esses such  as  bagasse,  hardwoods,  and 
de- inked  newsprint. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  program,  undertaken 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  at  the 
initiative  of  the  subcommittee  reflected 
a  joint  determination  that  something 
could  and  would  be  done  concretely  to 
help  ease  the  newsprint  shortage  and 
lessen  the  pressure  ujxin  newsprint 
prices  to  seek  even  higher  levels.  Pur- 
suant to  this  program,  the  Department 
of  Commerce  has  been  making  a  series 
of  most  intensive  technical  and  economic 
studies.  The  first  progress  report  under 
this  program  established  definitely  the 
feasibility  of  making  satisfactory  news- 
print from  bagasse  based  upon  a  series 
of  trials  and  tests  at  the  pilot  paper  mill 
of  the  Department's  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards. The  results  of  these  studies  are 
well  summarized  in  the  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  the  chairman 
of  our  committee  accompanying  the  re- 
port: 

The  Secretary  op  Commerce. 
Washington,  D.   C,   October   1,   1952. 
The  Honorable  Emanuel,  Celler. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  You  will  be 
thrilled  as  I  am  by  the  progress  report  being 
made  to  you  by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce a£  a  result  of  yovir  committee's  request 
on  May  27,  1952,  that  the  Department  of 
Commerce  undertake  to  explore  the  factors 
Impeding  the  expansion  of  newsprint  pro- 
duction In  the  United  States  and  the  Inves- 
tigation of  the  possibilities  of  utilizing  new 
raw  materials  and  technologies  In  the  manu- 
facture of  newsprint. 

First,  may  I  congratulate  you  upon  tak- 
ing the  Initiative  In  this  Important  matter 
and  then  point  with  pride  to  the  things 
which  have  been  accomplished  by  my  De- 
partment. 

It  has  been  clearly  demonstrated  that  we 
can  manufacture  from  whole  bagasse  (sugar- 
cane wastes)  a  paper  satisfactory  in  all  im- 
portant respects  and  superior  in  some  to 
newsprint  now  currently  in  use.  It  Is  also 
Indicated  that  the  total  costs  of  manufac- 
turing newsprint  from  bagasse  are  at  least 
as  low — and  in  my  opinion  probably  will 
eventually  be  much  lower — than  production 
costs  of  newsprint  now  used.  It  is  also  clear 
that  bagasse  could  be  used  economically  as 
a  blend  with  other  pulp  In  the  manufacture 
of  standard  newsprint  and,  because  of  its 
superior  strength  and  other  characteristics, 
may  be  suitable  for  the  production  of  higher 
grade  paper. 

The  trial  tests  In  this  research  were  con- 
ducted by  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards of  the  Department  of  Commerce.  The 
resyltant  products  were  subjected  to  every 
known  test  for  comparison  with  standard 
newsprint.  The  tests  of  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  were  supplemented  by  other 
work.  The  Government  Printing  OflBce 
made  thorough  printing  tests  and  ran  100 
copies  of  a  sample  Issue  of  the  Congres- 
sional Record  on  the  new  paper.  A  special 
panel  of  newsprint  executives  of  leading 
newspapers  gave  personal  Judgments  upon 
the  acceptability  of  the  samples.  There 
seems  to  be  no  question  of  the  superiority 
of  the  new  paper. 

I  do  not  wish  to  indicate  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  alone  Is  entitled  to  credit. 
Assistance  and  advice  came  also  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Agency,  and  the  Government  Printing 
Office;  and  officials  from  the  pulp  and  paper 
Industry  serving  with  the  Department's  Na- 


tional  Production  Authority  have  given  us 
the  benefit  of  their  experience. 

It  is  Interesting  to  note  that  our  program 
of  research  Is  not  concluded.  A  Commerce- 
,  sponsored  mission  in  Europe  has  been  In- 
vestigating the  use  of  hardwoods  as  news- 
print raw  material  and  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Is  studying  developments  in  the 
use  of  delnked  waste  paper  and  other  fibrous 
materials.  That  will  be  discussed  In  forth- 
coming reports. 

You  aie  well  aware  and  many  members  of 
the  public  are  also  well  aware  of  the  prob- 
lems faced  by  American  newspapers  in  con- 
nection with  newsprint.  A  goal  of  494.000 
toris  of  additional  capacity  was  set  on  Jan- 
uary 1,  1951.  Capacity  expansion  to  date 
has  fallen  about  one-fourth  short  of  that 
objective. 

We  are  also  faced  with  continuing  Fhort- 
ages  of  suitable  timber.  The  supply  of 
bagasse  is  ample  to  take  care  of  all  our  in- 
creased newsprint  needs.  Louisiana  and 
Florida  are  substantial  sugarcane  producers. 
Great  quantities  are  available  In  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  and  even  greater  quantities  in 
Cuba  and  the  rest  of  the  Caribbean  area. 
World  production  of  bagasse  is  about  25- 
000.000  tons  a  year,  of  which  the  United 
States  and  its  Territories  and  Central  Amer- 
ica account  for  one-half.  If  only  part  of 
this  supply  is  available  for  newsprint,  polen* 
tlalities  are  Impressive. 
Yours  sincerely. 

Charles  Sawyer. 
Secretary  o/  Commerce. 

The  hearing  held  by  the  subcommittee 
in  October  1952  on  the  occasion  of  the 
submission  of  this  first  report  evoked  in- 
terest from  all  over  the  country  and  in- 
deed from  many  of  the  far  corners  of 
the  globe.  In  my  own  State  of  Louisi- 
ana, which  is  the  leading  sugarcane  pro- 
ducer in  the  United  States,  great  interest 
was  demonstrated  by  cane  growers, 
sugar  mills,  newspaper  publishers,  and 
others. 

I  am  pleased  to  state  that  the  news- 
print investigations  and  activities  of  our 
subcommittee  have  had  unanimous  bi- 
partisan support.  My  esteemed  colleague 
from  Illinois,  Mr.  Chauncey  Reed,  who  is 
now  chairman  of  our  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  has  given  his  keenest  atten- 
tion and  interest,  as  well  as  his  whole- 
hearted support  to  this  program,  in  the 
preceeding  Congress  as  well  as  in  the 
present  one. 

A  significant  outcome  of  the  work  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  in  this  field  was 
reported  by  Mr.  Reed  to  the  House  on 
March  3,  in  his  statement  that  with  the 
approval  by  the  Federal  Government  of 
a  tax  amortization  certificate  the  way 
had  been  cleared  for  the  construction  of 
a  $2.5  million  mill  in  Lafourche  Parish. 
La.,  which  will  manufacture  newsprint 
and  pulp  from  sugarcane  bagasse.  This 
plant  will  be  jointly  owned  and  operated 
by  the  Valite  Corp..  an  affiliate  of  Valen- 
tine Sugar  Mills  of  Louisiana,  and  by 
Brown  &  Root,  Inc..  of  Texas,  one  of 
the  largest  engineering  firms  in  the 
South.  This  enterprise,  which  will  be 
the  first  commercial  mill  in  the  United 
States  to  make  newsprint  from  raw  ma- 
terials other  than  wood,  is  being 
financed  entirely  with  private  capital 
and  may  well  be  the  forerunner  of  a 
great  new  industry  to  the  South. 

Important  as  it  is,  the  work  done  to 
date  in  this  field  is  only  a  beginning. 
Arrangements  are  being  made  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce  with  a  major 


newsprint  mill  In  the  South  to  make  a 
commercial  high-speed  run  of  newsprint 
manufactured  from  a  combination  of 
bagasse  and  wood  fiber.  In  addition,  a 
program  is  now  under  way  to  develop 
the  potentialities  of  hardwoods  and 
other  materials  not  now  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  newsprint,  as  well  as  the 
potentialities  of  the  great  forest  re- 
sources of  Alaska  for  newsprint  produc- 
tion, and  the  judiciary  committee  Is 
awaiting  a  further  progress  report  from 
the  Department  of  Commerce  on  these 
activities. 

Mr.  Gpeaker,  I  want  to  acknowledge 
the  cooperation  and  active  support  of 
other  agencies  in  connection  with  the 
utilization  of  bagasse  as  a  new  source  of 
raw  material  for  newsprint  and  related 
products. 

For  in.<:tance,  the  Bureau  of  Agricul- 
tural and  Industrial  Chemistry  is  con- 
ducting exten.sive  experiments  in  devel- 
opment of  corrugated  board  and  various 
grades  of  paper  from  bayasse.  Some  of 
the  experiments  deal  with  the  production 
of  paper  and  paper  products  from  whole 
bagasse,  while  others  are  along  the  line 
of  supplementing  baga.s."=e  pulp  with 
various  quantities  of  wood  pulp,  and  also 
supplementing  wood  pulp  with  certain 
percentages  of  bagasse  pulp. 

The  Sugar  Branch  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  been  very  coop>era- 
tive  in  furnishing  information  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of 
Standards,  and  to  private  industry  for 
use  in  developing  information  pertain- 
ing to  the  marketing  and  economy  of 
producing  paper  and  paper  products 
from  bagasse.  The  Sugar  Branch,  for 
some  months,  has  had  one  of  its  out- 
standing economists  working  in  coopera- 
tion with  ofHcials  of  the  Univei-sity  of 
Louisiana  and  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  studying  the  market  potential- 
ities of  paper  products  now  being  made 
from  bagasse,  and  investigating  the 
IX)tentialities  of  paper  products  not  now 
being  made  but  which  may  be  made  in 
the  future  from  processes  now  patented 
and  being  produced  in  pilot  plants. 

The  Sugar  Branch  is  interested  In 
trying  to  tie  together  the  economies  of 
the  various  processes  for  producing 
new^rint  and  other  paper  products  and 
to  assemble  information  comparing  the 
cost  of  production,  availability  of  raw 
material  and  whether  or  not  such  prod- 
ucts can  successfully  compete  with 
products  now  being  produced  in  foreign 
countries  and  .sold  in  the  United  States 
at  exorbitant  prices. 

In  his  address  to  the  House  on  March 
3,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Reed) 
placed  his  finger  on  the  most  significant 
aspect  of  the  work  jointly  carried  on  by 
the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce: 

Here  l.s  a  concrete  example  whereby  an 
investigation  and  study  by  a  committee  of 
the  Congress  and  the  cooperation  of  an 
agency  of  the  Government  has  opened  an 
entirely  new  field  for  private  enterprise.  It 
Indicates  what  can  be  done  through  the  Joint 
cooperative  efforts  of  Government  and  pri- 
vate industry  to  expand  production  without 
financing  by  the  Government.  In  the  erec- 
tion of  this  plant,  only  private  caplUl  will 
be  used. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  our  great  free  enter- 
prise economy,  which  has  produced  so 


abundantly  for  our  people.  Is  to  continue 
to  grow  and  to  prosper,  the  way  must  al- 
ways be  kept  open  for  new  ideas,  new 
technologies,  new  producers,  new  indus- 
tries to  compete  on  ah  equitable  basis 
with  established  ways  of  doing  things. 
We  must  not  let  the  great  arteries  of 
American  industry  and  commerce  be- 
come clogged  by  the  exercise  of  monop- 
oly power  or  other  unreasonable  re- 
straints upon  business  initiative  and  in- 
novation. The  work  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  in  the  field  of  newsprint  is 
but  one  aspect  of  the  broader  mandate  of 
the  committee  to  assure  that  our  laws 
and  their  enforcement  permit  full  op- 
portunity and  free  competition  to  Amer- 
ican business. 

Our  distinguished  committee  chair- 
man the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Reed],  stated  in  an  address  to  the  New 
York  State  Bar  Association  on  February 
19  that  a  reexamination  of  our  antitrust 
laws  is  appropriate  at  this  time  and  that 
In  view  of  their  fundamental  importance 
In  our  economy  these  laws  merit  con- 
tinuing legislative  study  and  reexamina- 
tion. In  that  address  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Reed]  also  struck  the 
keynote  which  will  characterize  the  work 
of  the  committee  under  his  chairman- 
ship, when  he  stated  emphatically: 

We  must  always  be  sure  that  any  legisla- 
tive action  is  based  on  a  careful  study  of 
the  facts  and  stems  from  a  desire  to  Im- 
prove our  economy. 

I  am  pleased  to  note  that  in  accord- 
ance with  his  emphasis  upon  the  factual 
approach  to  reexamination  of  our  anti- 
trust laws  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Reed],  on  behalf  of  the  committee, 
has  requested  the  cooperation  of  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  in  developing 
basic  information  reviewing  and  analyz- 
ing the  major  structural  changes  which 
lave  occurred  in  the  location,  technology, 
and  concentration  of  industry  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  tremendous  expansion  of  pro- 
ductive capacity  of  American  industry 
w  hich  has  accompanied  the  present  mo- 
bilization effort.  This  study  is  to  ana- 
lyze in  detail  the  operation  of  incentives 
to  private  enterprise  to  grow  and  will 
include  an  appraisal  of  such  incentive 
as  a  means  of  encouraging  the  develop- 
ment of  new  enterprise  and  new  indus- 
try in  the  future.  With  Mr.  Reed's  per- 
mission, I  should  like  to  place  in  the 
record  his  exchange  of  correspondence 
with  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
which  describes  more  specifically  the 
work  to  he  undertaken  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
mittee. These  studies  will  provide  reli- 
able up-to-date  information  concerning 
the  competitive  structure  of  industry 
with  which  the  committee  must  be  cur- 
rently familiar  if  it  is  to  do  its  job  faith- 
fully and  efficiently. 

November  26.  1953. 
Mr  Horace  B   McCot, 

Director,  Office  of  Industry  and  Com' 
■merce.    Department    of    Commerce, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear   Mr.   McCot:   This   will   confirm  our 
conversation  this  morning  with  respect  to  a 
lirojert   to  be  undertaken  under  your  aus- 
pices  and   presented    to   the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary  during  the  83d  Congress. 

I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  enclosing  a  copy 
of  a  tentative  outline  of  some  of  the  salient 
facts  which  should  be  covered  In  your 
studies.    The  general  subject,  The  Effect  of 


Mobilization  Upon  the  Competitive  Struc- 
ture of  Industry,  la  a  broad  one.  and  I  am 
sure  there  wUl  occur  to  you  and  your  etafl 
additional  topics  to  be  Included.  I  feel  cer- 
tain, however,  that  your  stafT  and  the  stafl  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  will  be  able 
to  reach  an  agreement  as  to  the  ultimate 
contents  of  the  material  presented. 

I  am  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  this  la 
a  formidable  project  and  will  require  the 
expenditure  of  considerable  time  and  effort 
on  your  part  and  on  the  part  of  your  staff. 
But  it  will  constitute  a  valuable  contribu- 
tion not  only  to  the  legislative  and  execu- 
tive branches  of  Government  but  to  all  of 
Industry  as  well,  and  will,  like  your  recent 
report  entitled  "Study  of  Newsprint  Expan- 
sion." have  far-reaching  and  widespread 
ramifications. 

Let  me  thank  you  for  your  cooperation  In 
preparing  this  study  for  the  committee  and 
assure  you  that  we  will  look  forward  to  your 
progress  with  Interest. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Chauncet  W.  Reed. 
Mcniber  of  Congress. 

Department  or  Commerce. 
National  Production  AtrrHORrrr, 

■Washington,  December  9,  1952. 
The  Honorable  Chauncet  W.  Reed. 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Reed:  With  further  reference  to 
the  study  which  you  requested  on  behalf  of 
the  Judiciary  Comm.ttee  at  our  meeting  In 
your  office  on  November  26  and  pursuant  to 
the  suggestion  contained  In  your  letter  of 
the  same  dp.te,  my  stpff  and  the  staff  of  the 
committee  have  discussed  the  contents  of 
the  material  to  be  presented  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 

As  we  understand  it.  the  committee  wishes 
the  Department  to  make  an  Intensive  indus- 
try-by-lndustry  survey  of  the  large-scale 
expansion  of  productive  capacity  which  has 
accompanied  the  present  mobilization  effort. 
and  to  present  to  the  committee  during  the 
83d  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  on  this 
subject.  This  report  is  to  review  and  ana- 
lyze the  major  structural  changes  which  have 
occurred  In  the  location,  technology,  and 
concentration  of  Industry  as  a  result  of  such 
expansion.  Among  the  topics  to  be  covered 
are;  development  of  new  enterprise;  changes 
In  scale  of  production;  sources  of  financing. 
Investment  costs,  and  patterns  of  concentra- 
tion and  integration;  and  significant  regional 
and  technological  shifts.  The  study  Is  also 
to  analyze  In  detail,  from  the  standpoint  of 
Industry  as  well  as  Government,  the  nature, 
effect,  and  significance  of  accelerated  tax 
amortization  and  other  Incentives  to  private 
enterprise  to  expand  during  the  mobilization 
period.  The  study  will  include  an  appraisal 
of  the  destrabi'ity  and  practicability  of  vari- 
ous proposals  for  continuing  such  incentives 
to  encourage  scund  industrial  development 
and  expansion  in  the  future.  Among  the 
chief  Incentives  to  be  studied  are  deprecia- 
tion and  other  business  tax  policies. 

The  primary  emphasis  in  the  report  Is  to 
be  upon  the  presentation  of  facts  concerning 
basic  industrial  developments,  to  serve  as  a 
guide  to  the  Congress  in  its  legislative  con- 
siderations. The  report,  however,  Is  not  to 
be  a  purely  statistical  one,  but  rather  to 
provide  the  committee  with  the  most  pro- 
fessional and  objective  interp'-ptatlon  pos- 
sible in  order  to  make  the  data  of  maximum 
usefuln  Ks  to  the  committee.  It  is  our  un- 
derstanding that  the  committee  would  like  to 
have  periodic  reports  covering  various  groups 
of  Industries  as  the  work  progresses,  the  first 
such  report  to  be  submitted  shortly  after 
the  new  Congress  convenes  and  to  cover  a 
number  of  major  Industries  as  agreed  upon 
by  our  respective  staffs. 

In  line  with  the  tentative  time  schedule 
which  has  been  established,  I  have  instructed 
Mr.  Jesse  J.  Friedman,  who  will  be  heading 
up  the  staff  engaged  on  this  work,  to  proceed 
Immediately  on  the  basis  outlined  above. 


The  Department  of  CJommerce  concurs 
wholeheartedly  in  your  view  that  the  results 
of  these  studies  should  constitute  a  valuable 
contribution  to  industry  as  well  as  to  the 
legislative  and  executive  branches  of  the 
Government.  Please  be  assured  of  otir  will- 
ingness at  all  times  to  cooperate  with  your 
committee  in  providing  such  information 
and  assistance  as  you  may  require. 
Sincerely  yours. 

H.  B.McCoT, 
Deputy  Adminiatrator, 


LOWELL  TEXTILE  INSTITUTE 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  February  11  we  celebrated 
the  50th  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
the  Lowell  Textile  Institute  at  Lowell, 
Mass.  Governor  Herter  and  other  dis- 
tinguished guests  spoke  on  that  occasion. 
I  would  like  to  say  that  it  is  considered 
the  greatest  textile  institute  in  the  world. 
The  instruction  is  of  the  best.  It  has 
gone  into  paper,  books,  shoes,  leather, 
plastics,  and  electronics.  It  has  an  ex- 
cellent library  and  research  foundation 
and  has  fine  affiliations  with  the  Massa- 
chusetts Institute  of  Technology  at  Bos- 
ton only  25  miles  away.  The  institute 
has  a  great  history,  and  very  soon  I  think 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
the  general  court,  will  make  it  a  tech- 
nological university.  We  invite  the 
Members  of  Congress  and  the  con- 
stituents of  every  Member  of  the  Con- 
gress to  visit  that  great  institution. 
Many  distinguished  manufacturers  and 
experts  from  all  of  the  United  States 
and  other  countries  have  studied  and 
graduated  from  the  institute.  The  fol- 
lowing were  some  of  the  speeches  deliv- 
ered at  the  exercises: 

Speech  Dilivtrid  bt  His  Excellenct  Chris- 
tian A.  HntTER.  Governor  of  the  Common- 
wealth or  Massachusetts 

President  Lydon.  Mr.  'Whlttemore,  distin- 
guished guests,  and  friends.  It  Is  a  privilege 
to  Join  with  you  here  today  In  observing  tlie 
50th  anniversary  of  the  location  of  Lowell 
Textile  Institute  on  Its  present  site. 

I  am  honored  by  the  part  you  have  given 
me  In  helping  to  lay  the  cornerstone  of  the 
new  administration  building  and  audito- 
rium— Alexander  Goodlet  Cunuiock  hall, 
fittingly  named  after  the  first  president  of 
the  board  of  trustees. 

Tliere  Is  scant  need  of  my  stressing  the 
Importance  of  extending  technological  edu- 
cation In  the  Commonwealth. 

In  some  of  our  major  Industries,  and  espe- 
cially in  textiles,  we  are  In  the  midst  of  a 
period  of  great  change,  not  only  In  the  prod- 
ucts manufactured  by  the  Industry,  but  also 
In  the  manufacturing  processes. 

In  view  of  these  great  changes.  It  Is  Im- 
portant that  we  In  Massachusetts  stay  ahead 
of  the  field  in  the  education  of  men  with 
the  engineering  skills  to  retain  our  pre- 
eminence. 

And  it  is  equally  Important  that  education 
and  Industry  work  hand  in  hand  so  that 
each  may  benefit  by  the  other's  experience 
and  particular  qualifications  in  the  training 
of  young  men  and  women. 

In  this  way,  our  Government,  by  providing 
the  training  side  by  side  with  Industry,  can 


k 


ill 


<"'{ 


W 


H 

lis 


r 


m 


1794 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  9 


1' 

! 


1 


1^- 


I 


provide  the  engineers  who  will  be  our  In- 
dustrial leaders  of  tomorrow. 

At  the  same  time,  we  are  giving  our  young 
men  and  women  an  opportunity  to  obtain 
this  training  by  higher  education  which  will 
fit  tLemselves  to  hold  positions  of  great 
responsibility  In  later  life. 

They  do  this  voluntarily,  since  higher  edu- 
cation Is  not  compulsory. 

Thus  we  find  that  your  State  government 
and  Industry  are  willing  to  Invest  in  these 
young  people  by  giving  them  the  facilities, 
the  guidance,  and  the  teaching  with  which 
to  obtain  this  specialized  education. 

The  students  are  willing  to  invest  In 
themselves  by  their  own  efforts  to  prepare 
themselves  for  their  careers  in  this  field. 

Certainly  this  three-way  Investment  Is 
worthwhile  If  It  will  mean  that  new  leader- 
ship In  forthcoming  generations  is  developed 
with  the  abilities  and  training  necessary  to 
keep  pace  with  the  ever-changing  trends, 
and  even  to  guide  and  control  these  trends. 
Our  textile  industry,  which  has  had  many 
problems  In  recent  years,  nevertheless  con- 
tains many  healthy  concerns,  employing 
many  thousands  of  our  workers. 

These  copipanies  which  have  stood  the 
severe  tests  of  recent  years,  and  now  remain 
such  a  vital  part  of  our  economy,  must  be 
encouraged  in  every  way  possible. 

The  training  of  our  young  people  in  en- 
gineering studies  leading  to  their  absorp- 
tion by  the  textile  Industry  is  one  of  the 
major  ways  In  which  we  can  help  to  preserve 
this  industry  on  a  sound  basis  In  Massa- 
chusetts. 

We  already  have  the  foundation  In  these 
companies  and  in  our  great  textile  tradition 
In  Massachusetts. 

We  should  build  upon  this  foundation  by 
providing  the  leadership  the  Industry  needs 
to  remain  strong  and  flexible  through  the 
education  of  potential  leaders. 

We  can  give  the  industry  the  key  personnel 
who  will  improve  existing  procedures  and 
devise  new  ones,  who  will  know  how  to  de- 
velop new  products,  and  how  to  put  these 
products  to  the  greatest  use  in  the  homes 
of  our  citizens  and  in  other  industries. 

Very  Important  to  our  overall  economy  is 
a  diversification  of  our  Industries,  so  that 
while  all  are  Interdependent  upon  each  other, 
still  our  economy  does  not  rise  or  fall  on 
the  economic  level  of  a  very  few  Industries 
and  the  major  companies  In  them. 

It  is  fitting,  therefcare,  that  in  recent  years 
our  State  technological  schools  have  broad- 
ened their  fields  of  Industrials  training  to 
Include  studies  in  such  very  important  in- 
dustries as  leather  and  paper,  with  curricula 
now  being  established  In  plastics  and 
electronics. 

AJong  with  textiles  and  the  metal-working 
Industries,  these  are  in  many  respects  the 
basic  industries  of  our  Commonwealth,  and 
It  is  hard  to  overstate  how  important  it  is 
for  us  to  provide  a  flow  of  skilled  and  trained 
personnel  to  take  positions  of  leadership  and 
responsibility  in  them. 

It  Is  to  these  industries  that  we  are  looking 
for  healthy  growth  in  our  Conunonwealth, 
BO  that  we  may  be  able  to  raise  our  level  of 
economiic  activity  and  provide  more  Jobs  for 
Industrial  workers. 

In  modern  business  and  Industry,  the 
company  or  the  Industry  which  falls  to 
maintain  adequate  research  Is  the  first  to  fail 
behind. 

New  discoveries,  inventions,  and  processes 
supply  the  solution  to  innumerable  diverse 
and  complicated  problems,  and  at  the  same 
time  pose  new  questions  to  challenge  future 
generations. 

Research  Is  the  vital  door  to  progress. 
Through  It,  new  industrial  expansion  is  made 
possible,  providing  an  ever  higher  standard 
of  living  for  our  citizens. 

Research  gives  us  diversity  and  a  breadth 

of  Interest,  to  insure  a  continued  progress. 

For  many  years  Massachusetts  has  taken 

the  lead  in  both  public  and  private  Industrial 


research,  and  our  facilities  are  without 
parallel  in  any  other  State  in  the  Nation. 

This  leadership  should  make  it  possible  for 
us  to  be  pioneers  in  many  of  the  tremendous 
new  fields  that  are  opening  before  us. 

CXir  technological  schools  are  well  suited 
to  research  in  the  industries  they  serve,  with 
the  Research  Foundation  here  at  Lowell  Tex- 
tile Institute  taking  a  progressive  role  In 
chemical  and  engineering  lines. 

By  this  means  our  young  citizens  are 
trained  and  equipped  for  important  research, 
and  at  the  same  time  original  research  is 
being  conducted  for  the  benefit  of  Massa- 
chusetts industry. 

In  specialized  education  such  as  the  tech- 
nological studies  we  are  now  discussing,  there 
Is  one  important  pitfall  we  must  avoid. 

It  is  one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
our  educational  system  that  we  do  not  seek 
knowledge  merely  to  obtain  power. 

The  quest  for  knowledge  for  the  sake  of 
this  knowledge  is  the  basic  tenet  of  the  lib- 
eral education  provided  in  this  free  country. 

Thus,  in  technological  education  we  must 
never  forget  that  it  is  vital  to  conduct  studies 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  our  culture  as 
well  as  for  the  training  of  skilled  engineers. 

The  courses  given  in  our  spaciallzed  schools 
In  English  literature  and  in  history  are  Just 
as  important  as  the  courses  in  the  various 
fields  of  science  and  applied  engineering. 

We  do  not  wish  to  graduate  students  who 
are  educated  only  In  one  certain  field  of  in- 
dustrial effort  and  whose  background  is  such 
that  they  are  imable  to  absorb  the  many 
and  varied  cultural  Influences  that  are  so 
Important  to  them  as  our  prospective  indus- 
trial leaders  of  a  new  generation. 

The  specialized  training  of  young  men  and 
women  In  preparation  for  Industrial  posi- 
tions is  a  firmly  established  part  of  our 
educational  system. 

It  is  my  belief  that  we  should  foster  and 
encourage  this  training,  to  the  end  that  the 
State  government,  cooperating  in  this  type 
of  education  as  It  does  in  so  many  other 
ways  with  the  Industries  of  the  Common- 
wealth, may  show  the  way  toward  new  and 
Important  expansion  of  our  economic  life. 

News    Release    on     Speech    Delivered     by 

LaTTREMCE     F.     WHriTEMORE,     PRESIDENT     OF 

THE  New  England  Council 
The  president  of  the  New  England  Council 
In  a  "will  to  win"  address  hitting  at  pessi- 
mism about  New  England  today  refuted  a 
British  criticism  of  the  region  and  then 
challenged  that  New  Englanders  can  save 
their  textile  Industry. 

Speaking  at  Lowell  Textile  Institute's  50th 
anniversary  ceremonies,  the  NEC's  Laurence 
P.  Whittemore.  who  is  also  president  of  the 
Brown  Co..  pulp  and  paper  makers  of  Berlin, 
N.  H.,  said  that — "The  facts  about  New  Eng- 
land contradict  the  London  Economist's  re- 
cent comment  that  United  States  Commerce 
Secretary  Sinclair  Weeks  of  Boston  comes 
from  an  area  full  of  declining  industries." 
These  facts.  Mr.  Whittemore  said,  "vigorously 
and  effectively  demonstrate  Just  the  opposite 
— the  region's  amazing  capacity  for  adjust- 
ment to  constant  and  accelerating  change." 
And  he  disclosed  that  he  has  Just  dis- 
patched a  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  Econo- 
mist righting  the  record  for  New  England. 
On  textiles.  Mr.  Whittemore  warned  that 
"the  decision  as  to  whether  this  Industry 
stays  In  or  leaves  New  England  must  be  made 
by  New   Englanders   themselves." 

"The  New  England  of  tomorrow,"  he  said, 
"will  be  what  we  make  it.  All  we  need  is 
the  will  to  win." 

"There  is  nothing,"  he  said,  "in  the  re- 
cent New  England  Governors'  Committee 
report  on  textiles  that  indicates  we  must 
reconcile  ourselves  to  the  loss  of  the  textile 
Industry. 

"More  than  one-quarter  of  a  million  Yan- 
kees stm   look  to   the   textile  Industry   for 


their  weekly  paycheck.  And  It  would  cost 
upward  of  $3  billion  to  replace  our  textile 
plants  with  other  industrial  Instrimaental- 
Ities." 

And  he  called  for  three-way  cooperation 
between  management,  communities,  and 
labor  to  retain  the  textile  industry  for  New 
England. 

"The  challenge,  as  I  see  it,"  he  said,  "is  aa 
old  as  competitive  industry  itself.  New  Eng- 
land can  certainly  retain  its  textile  indus- 
tries if  all  segments  of  our  society  are  anxious 
enough  to  do  so." 

The  Governors'  committee  report  states 
that  the  differentials  In  wage  benefits  be- 
tween the  North  and  South  are  substantial, 
Mr.  Whittemore  said.  "The  committee  also 
finds  the  workload  greater  in  the  South  in 
some  Instances  than  in  the  North. 

"If  New  England  labor  wishes  to  Join  the 
team  to  keep  the  industry  here.  It  can  do  so 
by  a  gradual  evening  up  of  these  two  situa- 
tions. The  report  shows  that  plant-  and  ma- 
chinery-wise. New  England  management  and 
ownership  has  sometimes  been  slow  to  re- 
place old  equipment  with  new.  If  manage- 
ment and  ownership  decide  to  continue  in 
New  England,  they  can  surely  do  the  same 
things  in  this  respect  that  many  of  them 
have  already  done  in  the  South. 

"The  report  also  Indicates  differences  In 
community  attitudes  regarding  taxation  and 
things  of  that  sort  which  are  more  favorable 
in  the  South  than  in  the  North.  Certainly 
the  communities  of  New  Engand.  as  well  as 
the  States,  have  every  reason  to  go  all  out 
to  keep  an  Industry  which  accounts  for  1  out 
of  every  5  or  6  Industrial  Jobs,  and  about  1 
in  every  11  or  12  Jobs  of  all  kinds  In  New 
England." 

About  the  unionization  of  southern  tex- 
tile workers.  Mr.  Whittemore  said  that  "no 
section  of  the  country  should  go  out  of  its 
way  to  Interfere  with  the  free  thinking  of 
people  In  any  other  section.  That  is  the 
American  way  of  life." 

And  he  expressed  belief  that  any  sugges- 
tion from  New  England  that  southern  tex- 
tile labor  should  become  more  widely  union- 
ized "will  probably  do  more  to  prevent  such 
unionization  than  any  other  single  thing." 

Mr.  Whittemore  said  he  pointed  up  in  his 
letter  to  the  London  Economist  that  "last 
year  our  textile  manufacturers  were  suffer- 
ing, as  were  Great  Britain's,  from  an  inter- 
national slump  in  this  particular  industry." 

The  text  of  Mr.  Whittemore  s  letter  to  the 
Economist: 

"On  the  basis  of  United  States  census 
figures,  New  England  had  In  1939  about  16,000 
manufacturing  establishments  which  em- 
ployed a  little  more  than  1  million  workers. 
In  1952  New  Erngland  had  24.000  manufac- 
turing establishments  with  almost  1.600.000 
employees. 

"The  value  of  products  manufactured  In 
New  England  in  1939  was  about  S4  billion. 
The  product  value  of  our  Industries  this 
last  year  is  estimated  at  approximately  115 
billion. 

"Total  employment  In  New  England  In 
December  1962  was  the  highest  In  the  re- 
glons  300-year-old  history.  It  stood  then  at 
3,800.000.  a  gain  of  one-quarter  million  Jobs 
since  1947  (which  was  a  good  year),  and  a 
gain  of  approximately  1  million  Jobs  since 
1939  (also  a  good  year). 

"While  It  Is  quite  true  that  New  England's 
textile  Industries  have  been  declining  slowly 
and  steadily  for  more  than  40  years,  the 
equally  steady  growth  of  our  metalworklng 
establishments  has  more  than  taken  textile 
losses.  New  England's  metal-using  indus- 
tries employed  In  1952  some  645.000  workers, 
a  gain  of  almost  350.000  over  1939.  Textile 
employment  last  year  averaged  about  225.000 
workers  as  against  253,000  In  1939.  And.  of 
course,  last  year  our  textile  manufacturers 
were  suffering,  as  were  Great  Britain's,  from 
an  international  slump  la  this  particular 
Industry." 
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Welcoms  Address  Delivebed  bt  Prxsisent 
Martin  J.  Ltdon 

Distinguished  guests,  reverend  clergy, 
members  of  the  board  of  trustees,  faculty 
and  student  body,  and  friends  of  the  Insti- 
tute, it  is  a  distinct  honor  and  privilege  to 
welcome  you  to  participation  In  the  eerie- 
monies  commemorating  the  50th  anniversary 
of  the  founding  of  the  Lowell  Textile  School. 
Just  50  years  ago  tomorrow,  on  February  12, 
1903,  a  distinguished  company  of  leading 
citizens,  educators,  and  industrialists  met  In 
this  room  to  celebrate  the  opening  of  classes 
at  this  splendid  location.  Enirlng  the  past 
half  century,  the  foresight  and  Judgment  of 
these  founding  fathers  have  been  Justified 
manyfold.  and  the  passage  of  five  decades 
has  seen  the  work  done  at  Lowell  gain  inter- 
national recognition  and  worldwide  acclaim. 
As  the  Lowell  Textile  School  grew  and  de- 
veloped, It  gained  in  academic  stature  and 
in  physical  facilities.  In  1928  the  name  was 
changed  from  Lowell  Textile  School  to  Lowell 
Textile  Institute  in  order  to  recognize  its 
enhanced  professional  position,  and  since 
that  time  it  has  continued  to  expand  Its 
educational  programs  to  Include,  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  work  In  many  fields  related  directly 
or  indirectly  to  the  textile  industry. 

The  development  of  the  institute  has  really 
only  begun.  The  successes  of  the  past  half 
century  have  established  a  firm  foundation 
on  which  can  be  built  a  sound  future  of 
service  and  accomplishment.  It  Is  with  great 
pleasure  that  we  welcome  you  to  the  observ- 
ance of  our  50  years  of  progress,  and  we  are 
glad  to  have  you  participate  in  this  program 
which  will  mark  the  beginning  of  another 
era  of  progress  and  development. 

Cornerstone   Certmont    Address   Delivered 
BT  Pr£sident  Martin  J.  Ltdon 

Historians  tell  us  that  the  man  reco^lzcd 
as  the  founder  of  the  Lowell  Textile  School 
was  Alexander  Ooodlet  Cumnock,  the  first 
president  of  the  board  of  trustees.  Mr.  Cum- 
nock labored  diligently  at  that  time  to  en- 
sure the  establishment  and  continued  func- 
tioning of  the  school  and  by  dint  of  extraor- 
dinary effort,  intelligence,  and  resourceful- 
ness, succeeded  In  placing  this  school  on  the 
firm  foundation  upon  which  others  have 
built  a  superstructure  worthy  of  his  devo- 
tion and  zeal.  Mr.  Cumnock's  foresight  and 
courage  made  possible  the  establishment  of 
the  Lowell  Textile  School  at  this  location  In 
1903,  and  It  U  to  recognize  his  great  accom- 
plishments that  we  take  pride  in  participat- 
ing in  a  ceremony  today  which  commemo- 
rates all  that  he  meant  to  the  school  In  Its 
early  years.  In  recognition  of  his  Invaluable 
service  In  behalf  of  this  Institution,  the  board 
of  trustees  voted  to  name  In  his  honor  the 
new  administration-auditorium  building, 
construction  of  which  has  already  begun. 

Today,  50  years  after  the  dedication  of  the 
original  building,  we  are  holding  a  corner- 
stone ceremony  for  Cumnock  Hall.  It  Is  our 
sincere  hope  and  belief  that  for  generations 
to  come  this  building  will  be  a  lasting  me- 
morial to  the  name  of  the  founder  of  the 
Lowell  Textile  Institute — Alexander  Goodlet 
Cumnock.  On  behalf  of  the  student  body 
of  the  Lowell  Textile  Institute.  Mr.  Robert 
E.  Mulcahy  will  present  a  copper  box  con- 
taining memontos  and  valuable  documents 
which  will  t>e  encased  in  the  cornerstone  of 
Cumnock  Hall.  Mr.  Samuel  Pinanskl.  chair- 
man of  the  board  of  trustees,  will  accept  the 
box  in  behalf  of  the  trustees.  In  turn.  Mr. 
Pinanskl  will  present  the  box  to  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor  for  encasement  In  the 
cornerstone. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frcmi 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


RATE  OP  INTEREST  ON  VETERANS' 
LOANS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  receiving  protests  from 
all  over  the  country  from  veterans  and 
other  persons  regarding  the  proposed 
increase  from  4  to  4'/2  percent  on  vet- 
erans' loans.  To  my  mind,  it  would  be 
a  very  great  tragedy  to  have  the  in- 
crease made. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Is  there  not  a  bill 
pending  before  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  making  provision  for  a 
market  for  these  4-percent  loans  now? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Yes,  we  have  such  a  bill  before  our  com- 
mittee. We  have  other  bills  relating  to 
that. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  May  I  commend  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  for 
her  comments  about  this.  I  feel  that 
that  is  a  major  problem.  If  you  in- 
crease that  rate  from  4  to  4Vi  percent, 
that  one-half  of  1  percent  is  equal  to 
charging  the  average  veteran  $1,000 
more  for  his  home. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
think  the  general  public  does  not  realize 
that.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  knows 
that  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs, who  handles  veterans'  problems  is 
very  greatly  opposed  to  any  increase  in 
the  interest  rate. 


TAX  ON  ADMISSION  TO  MOVING 
PICTURE  THEATERS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  as  follows: 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  In  three 
instances:  To  include  in  one  remarks  of 
American  Legion  Commander  Gough,  in 
one  information  from  General  Gray, 
and  in  the  other  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Krueger  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  Parrington  and  Mr.  Scott  In  two 
instances  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Beamer  and.Mr.  Young  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keating  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  In  five  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter  in 
each. 

Mr.  Jackson  and  to  include  three  ar- 
ticles. 


Mr.  HxmTEii,  Mr.  Canpield,  And  Mr. 
Hill  and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hope  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter  in  one. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  Include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Virginia  State  Dairy- 
men's Association  at  their  46th  annual 
convention  at  Richmond,  Va. 

Mr.  PoFF  and  to  include  a  bill  he  is  in- 
troducing today. 

Mr.  Fenton  and  include  an  editorial 
on  Lithuania. 

Mr.  FoGARTY  and  li?  elude  an  article 
from  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  BoLAND  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Dies  and  to  include  a  short  radio 
address  by  Dr.  Dale  Crowley. 

Mr.  Forrester  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  Kee  and  include  a  statement  and 
resolution. 

Mr.  Reams  and  Include  an  editorial 
from  the  Toledo  Blade. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  include  a 
resolution. 

Mr.  Cooper  and  include  a  letter  from 
a  constituent,  with  a  copy  of  a  letter  and 
statement  attached  thereto. 

Mr.   SlEMINSKI. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Willis)  in  two  instances, 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BocGS  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Herlong  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Lane  in  five  instances  and  to  in- 
clude various  letters  and  editorials. 

Mr.  Polk  in  two  instances,  in  one  to 
include  Ed  Sullivan's  column  in  the  New 
York  Sunday  News  of  March  8,  1953,  on 
the  subject  Birthdays,  and  in  the  other 
on  the  subject  of  Chillicothe,  Ohio's 
first  capital. 

Mr.  Madden  and  to  include  a  resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  people  of  Lith- 
uanian descent  in  northern  Indiana. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
Include  a  statement  by  Mr.  George 
Meany  before  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor  on  the  Labor-Manage- 
ment Relations  Act  of  1947,  and  in  a 
second  extension  to  include  an  excerpt 
from  a  magazine  article  dealing  with 
residual  oil. 

Mr.  Yorty  in  five  Instances  and  to  In- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Marshall  and  to  include  a  news 
Item  appearing  in  yesterday's  Washing- 
ton Star. 

Mr.  Byrd  and  to  Include  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Virginia  State  Federa- 
tion of  Labor. 

Mrs.  Buchanan  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hays  of  Ohio)  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  newspaper  articles. 

Mr.  Holtzman, 

Mr.  Moss  and  to  Include  two  editorials. 

Mr.  Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  CHiPERFiELD  and  to  Include  an 
article. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio). 

Mr.  McCormack  in  two  instcnces  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 
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Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks  on  the  rule  and  in- 
clude some  statistical  material. 

Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois  and  include  two 
resolutions  from  the  State  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  I^ucAs. 

Mr.  Canfizld  and  to  include  an  ad- 
dress delivered  by  Speaker  Martin. 

Mr.  Patterson  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Canfield). 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereup)on 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  2230.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  23.  1949.  as  amended,  to  remove  the 
monthly  limitations  on  official  long-distance 
telephone  calls  and  official  telegrams  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
without  affecting  the  annual  limitation  on 
■uch  telephone  calls  and  telegrams. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  5  o'clock  and  13  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day, March  10,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

623.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  a  report  on  coop- 
eration of  the  United  States  with  Mexico  in 
the  prevention  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
for  the  month  of  January  1953.  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  8.  80th  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

624.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Director  of 
Defense  Mobilization,  Executive  Office  of  the 
President,  transmitting  the  quarterly  report 
pursuant  to  section  304  (b)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act,  as  amended,  for  the  period 
ended  December  31,  1952;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  CTurrency. 

625.  A  letter  from  the  Vice  Chairman, 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  trans- 
mitting the  15th  Semiannual  Report  of  the 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  covering 
the  period  July  to  December  1952.  pursuant 
to  section  9,  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  Act 
of  1945.  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

626.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  the  Sec- 
ond Annual  Report  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1952,  pursuant  to  subsection  7  (c)  of  Public 
Law  874  and  subsection  308  (c)  of  Public 
Law  815,  81st  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

527.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  on  a  plan 
for  the  construction  of  the  potential  Brazlel 
Dam  and  Reservoir.  Nebraska,  and  supple- 
mental works  for  the  Port  Laramie  Division, 
North  Platte  project,  Wyoming-Nebraska,  to- 
gether with  related  documents  and  letters  of 
comment  on  the  report.  This  report  was 
prepared  under  authority  of  the  Federal 
reclamation  laws;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  AfTalrs. 

528.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  on  a  plan 
for   the  construction  of  the  potential  Fort 


GllMon  project.  Oklahoma,  together  with  re- 
lated documents  and  letters  of  comment,  pre- 
pared under  authority  of  the  Federal  recla- 
mation laws;  to  the  Ck>mmlttee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

529.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal 
Communications  Conunlsslon.  transmitting 
proposed  amendments  to  title  111.  part  11 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934.  as 
amended:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

530.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  transmitting 
a  letter  relative  to  the  case  of  Chle-Yuan 
Chen  (A-7539102)  and  requesting  that  the 
foregoing  case  be  withdrawn  from  those  be- 
fore the  Congress  and  returned  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Department  of  Justice;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

531.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  a  list  of 
orders  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the  act  of 
October  46.  1918,  as  amended  by  section  22 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  831.  81st  Cong),  where  the  ninth  pro- 
viso to  section  3  of  the  Immi^'ration  Act  of 
February  5.  1917  (8  U  S.  C.  136).  was  exer- 
cised in  behalf  of  such  aliens;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

532.  A  letter  from  the  Vice  Admiral,  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Commandant.  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  transmitting  copies  of 
part  II  of  the  dally  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg- 
ister dated  October  18.  195i!,  volume  17.  No. 
205.  containing  the  revision  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  governing  Ufesavlng  appliances 
for  merchant  vessels  operating  on  the  oceans. 
Great  Lakes,  and  bay??,  sounds,  and  lakes 
other  than  the  Great  Lakes,  as  well  as  for 
foreign  vessels  carrying  passengers  from  the 
United  States,  pursuant  to  section  4488  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (46  U  S.  C. 
481 1 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports 
of  committees  were  'delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 
proper  calendar,  a.s  follows: 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  3658.  A  bill  to 
extend  for  an  additional  2  years  the  exist- 
ing privilege  of  free  importation  of  gifts 
fram  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  on  duty  abroad;  without 
amendment  (Rept  No.  140).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H  R.  3659.  A  bill  to  ex- 
tend until  July  1,  ^955,  the  period  during 
which  personal  and  household  effects  brought 
into  the  United  States  under  Government 
orders  shall  be  exempt  from  duty;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No  141).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin,  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 
proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  663.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Alexander  Fiala;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  125).  Referred  to' the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  HILLINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  673.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Alexander  D.  Moruzi;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  126).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 


Mr.  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judl. 
clary.  H  R  688.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Akiko  Niina;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No  127 1.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  or  Michigan :  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  731.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  James  Rennick  Moflett;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  128).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WALTE21:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R  746.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Tibor  Kalman  Jalsoviczky;  without  amend- 
ment (Rppt.  No.  129).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H  R.  748.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Annellese  Else  Hermlne  Ware  (nee  Neu- 
mann); with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No,  130), 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H  R  880.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Suzanne  Van  Amcrongen:  with  an  amend- 
ment I  Rept  No.  131 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mi.ss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H  R  884.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Stephanie  Marie  Dorcey;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  132).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H  R.  955.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Paula  Akiyama;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept  No  133).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan :  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H.R.  1101.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Daniel  Robert  Leary;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No  134).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H  R  1186.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Aslrid  Ingeborg  Marquez;  without  amend- 
ment (  Rept  No  135) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mi.ss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  H.  R  1192.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Steve  Emery  Sobanski;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  136).  Referred  to 
the   Committee  of  the  Whole   House. 

Mr  HILLINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H  R  1704.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Suga  Umezaki;  without  amendment 
(Rept  No  137).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Committee 
on  the  Judici.iry.  H.  R.  2353  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Ema  Shelome  Lawter;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  138).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary H.  R.  2624.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Padla  Boezi  Langford;  without  amendment 
(Rept  No  139).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 
H    R    3763.  A  bill  to  amend  section  120  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr  BENNETT  of  Florida: 
H.   R.   3764    A   bill   to   provide   Income-tax 
relief   for   parents  of   minor  children   under 
the  age  of  18;  to  reduce  the  rate  of  percent- 
age depletion  in  the  case  of  sulfur  and  oil  and 
gas  wells;  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    BOLAND: 
H.  R.  3765.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  and 
approval    of    Congress    to    the    Connecticut 
River  flood-control  compact;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  CARNAHAN: 
H.  R.  3766.  A  bill  relating  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  certain  land  In  Pulaski  County,  Mo., 
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adjacent  to  the  Port  Leonard  Wood  Military 
Reservation;  to  the  Coxxunittee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  ENOLE: 

H.  R.  3767.  A  bill  to  authorise  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  San  Joaquin 
Valley.  Central  Valley  project,  California,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FOG  ARTY: 

H  R.  3768  A  bill  to  adjust  the  rates  of 
compensation  of  certain  Federal  employees; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H  R.  3769.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By    Mr.    HOFFMAN    of   Michigan    (by 
request)  : 

H  R.  3770.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  De- 
cember 23,  1944.  authorizing  certain  transac- 
tions by  disbursing  officers  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  HYDE: 

H  R.  3771.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  commis- 
sion to  regulate  the  public  transportation  of 
passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and  street  rail- 
road within  the  metropolitan  area  of  Wash- 
ington. D.  C  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  KEARNEY: 

H.  R.  3772.  A  bill  to  liberalize  the  marriage 
requirements  for  compensation  and  pjension 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  R.  3773.  A  bill  to  regulate  subsistence, 
expenses,  and  mileage  allowances  of  civilian 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; to  "he  Committee  on  Goverrunent 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  3774.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  former  owners  of  mineral  Inter- 
ests in  certain  lands  acquired  by  the  United 
Slates  under  "itle  III  of  the  Bankhead -Jones 
Farm  Tenant  KcV,  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  3775.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pur- 
chase of  bonds  to  cover  officers  and  employees 
of  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 

By  Mr.  M06S  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3776.  A  bill  to  confer  jurisdiction  on 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  California  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  judgment  upon  certain 
claims  of  the  State  of  California;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PERKINS: 

H.  R.  3777.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  provide  disability-Insurance  bene- 
fits for  totally  disabled  Individuals,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By   Mr.   POULSON: 

H.  R.  3778.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  California  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  judgment  upon  certain 
claims  of  the  SUte  of  California;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   SELDEN: 

H.  R.  3779.  A  bill  to  amend  section  23  (x) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  remove  the 
requirement  contained  therein  under  which 
certain  taxpayers,  in  computing  the  deduc- 
tion for  medical  expenses,  must  reduce  the 
amount  they  actually  expended  for  medical 
care  by  an  amount  equal  to  5  percent  of  their 
adjusted  gross  Income;  to  the  Cc«nmlttee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SHORT: 

H.  R.  3780.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as  amended 
and  extended,  until  July  1.  1954;  to  the  CX)m- 
mittee  on  Armed  Servlcea. 


By  Mr.  SIMPSON  (rf  Illinois: 

H.R.  3781.  A  blU  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interlw  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  3782.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H  R.  3783.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  pro- 
visions of  law  relating  to  the  estate  tax;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi: 

H  R.  3784.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  WHITTEN: 

H.  R.  3785.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal 
tax  exemptions  of  a  single  taxpayer  or  head 
of   household   from   $600   to   $1,200;    to    the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WITHROW: 

H.  R.  3786.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  complete  the  siorvey  of  the  Kick- 
apoo  flood  area,  and  to  appropriate  $25,000 
for  such  purpose;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works. 

H.  R.  3787.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3788.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (15) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  so  as  to 
aid  In  alleviating  shortages  of  railroad  freight 
cars  during  periods  of  emergency,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3789.  A  bill  to  amend  paragraphs  (6) 
and  (7)  (c)  of  section  20  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  so  as  to  make  applicable  to 
persons  furnishing  locomotives  to  railroads 
certain  provisions  relating  to  records  and 
reports;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3790.  A  bill  to  amend  section  20a  (12) 
of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act,  so  as  to 
permit  more  extensive  use  of  compjetltive 
bidding  In  the  marketing  of  securities;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.R.  3791.  A  bill  to  amend  section  410  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  to 
require  freight  forwarders  to  obtain  certifl- 
catef  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  3792.  A  bill  to  amend  part  IH  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  so  as  to  authorize 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  re- 
voke, amend,  or  suspend  water  carrier  cer- 
tificates and  permits  under  certain  condi- 
tions; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conunerce. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  3793.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
6,  1945.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  auto- 
motive-equipment maintenance  payments  to 
special-delivery  messengers  In  post  offices  of 
the  first  class,  and  for  other  purix>ses;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 
By  Mr.  UUN'l'EH: 

H.  R.  3794.  A  bill  to  authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management,  San 
Joaquin  Valley,  Central  Valley  project,  Cali- 
fornia, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KEARN8: 

H.  R.  3795.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force,  the  United  States  Park  Police, 
the  White  House  Police,  and  the  Fire  Depart- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  R.  3796.  A  bill  relating  to  the  lncc»pora- 
tlon  of  the  Columbtu  University  of  Washing- 


ton. D.  C;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  3797.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  with  re- 
spect to  Interest  upon  amounts  In  the  clvll- 
servlce  retirement  and  disability  fund  cred- 
ited to  the  Individual  accounts  of  certain 
former  officers  and  employees  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  »4r.  PATTERSON: 

H.R.  3798.  A  bill  to  amend  section  27  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  Guam  (Public  Law  630, 
81st  Cong.)  to  provide  that  articles  Imported 
Into  the  United  States  from  Guam  and  con- 
taining foreign  materials  to  the  value  of  more 
than  20  percent  of  their  total  value,  shall 
be  dutiable;  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  3799.  A  bUl  providing  for  a  joint 
study  and  Investigation  of  the  proposed  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  project  to  be  conducted 
by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  T0LLEF80N: 

H.  R.  3800.  A  bill   to   sm:iend   section  4527, 
Revised  Statutes;  to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  BENTLEY: 

H.  J.  RES.  213.  Joint  resolution  limiting 
United  States  contributions  to  international 
organizations;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COUDERT: 

H.  J.  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  pro- 
vide that  a  new  State  may  be  admitted  only 
pursuant  to  the  procedure  established  by  the 
Constitution  for  amending  the  Constitution; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DOLLING ER: 

H.  J.  Res.  215.  Joint  resolution  establish- 
ing a  commission  on  utilization  of  manpower 
In  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  J.  Res.  216.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  pur- 
chase beef  and  butter  on  the  open  market 
for  distribution  to  needy  persons  in  this  and 
other  countries;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  POFP: 

H.  J.  Res.  217.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  provide  that  appropriations 
shall  not  exceed  one-fifth  of  the  total  na- 
tional Income;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    O'HARA    of    Minnesota     (by 
request)  : 

H.  J.  Res.  218.  Joint  resolution  enabling 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  provide  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent  Control 
for  the  period  ending  April  30,  1953;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  Con.  Res.  77.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
make  a  full  and  complete  investigation  and 
study  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  sur- 
rounding atrocities  and  other  crimes  against 
humanity;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan : 

H.  Res.  171.  Resolution  to  inquire  Into  cer- 
tain operations  and  conditions  In  Korea;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  me- 
morials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  Mr.  PENTON:  Memorial  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania State  Legislature  memorializing 
Congress  to  have  gasoline  taxes  collected  by 
the  Individual  States,  and  changing  present 
functions  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Public 
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Roads;    to  the  Committee    on    Ways    and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  FORAND:  R«.<80lution  of  the  Rhode 
Island  General  Assembly  respectfully  mx%- 
Ing  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
hibit discrimination  In  employment  because 
of  race,  color,  religion,  national  origin,  or 
ancestry;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

Also,  resolution  of  the  Rhode  Island  Gen- 
eral Assembly  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  relative  to  the  enact- 
ment of  Federal  laws  to  Insure  equal  oppor- 
tunity for  employment,  security  of  persons, 
full  and  equal  participation  in  the  Nation's 
political  life,  and  strengthening  of  the  ad- 
ministrative machinery  for  the  protection  of 
rivll  rights;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Resolutions  of  the 
Massachusetts  Legislature  relative  to  acts  of 
persecution  reported  to  be  committed  against 
the  members  of  religious  faiths  and  their  in- 
stitutions in  Russia  and  its  satellite  coun- 
tries; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HESELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
Rouse  of  Representatives  of  the  General 
Court  of  Massachusetts  relative  to  acts  of 
persecution  reported  to  be  committed  against 
the  members  of  religious  faiths  and  their  In- 
stitutions in  Russia  and  its  satellite  coun- 
tries; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  PATTEN:  Memorial  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Arizona,  that  the  Con- 
gress repeal  the  excise  tax  on  ladles'  hand- 
bags; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
liy  Mr.  PRICE:  Memorial  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  68th  General  Assembly 
of  the  State  of  Illinois  petitioning  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  enact  legisla- 
tion to  get  the  Federal  Government  out  of 
private  business;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  68th  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Illinois  petitioning  the  United 
States  Congress  to  act  Immediately  to  have 
the  production  of  television  programs  super- 
vised to  the  end  that  such  programs  will  be- 
come fit  and  proper  for  family  home  enter- 
tainment; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  relating  to  the  Federal  excise  tax  on 
ladles'  handbags;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Delaware,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
relative  to  the  assumption  of  governmental 
authority  by  a  new  national  administration 
by  the  election  of  »he  Honorable  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower  as  President  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Ktate  of  Idaho,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  ur- 
gently praying  that  the  Federal  Government 
retire  Immediately  from  the  field  of  motor 
fuel  taxation  and  as  soon  as  possible  repeal 
all  of  the  Federal  automotive  excise  taxes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  re- 
questing stabilization  of  the  market  for  met- 
als at  prices  consistent  with  the  prevailing 
domestic  economic  level  through  the  enact- 
ment of  constructive  legislation  providing 
for  a  sliding  scale  stabilization  import  tax; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  North  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  elimination  of  all 
motor  vehicle  fuel  tax,  and  leaving  such  field 
of  taxation  exclusively  for  the  State;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State    of   Pennsylvania,    memorializing   the 


President  .and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion to  return  to  each  State  without  restric- 
tion all  Federal  taxes  on  gasoline;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plan- 
tations, memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  urging  fa- 
vorable action  on  Senate  bill  692.  to  prohibit 
discrimination  In  employment  because  of 
race,  color,  religion,  national  origin  or  an- 
cestry; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plan- 
tations, memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  requesting 
the  enactment  of  Federal  laws  to  Insure  equal 
opportunity  for  employment,  security  of  per- 
sons, full  and  equal  participation  in  the  Na- 
tions  political  life  and  strengthening  of  the 
administrative  machinery  for  the  protection 
of  civil  rights;  to  the  Commitee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  relative  to  determining  the  causes  of 
the  decline  In  livestock  and  farm  prices  and 
to  take  steps  to  stabilize  farm  Income;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  alteration  of  the  cur- 
rent policy  of  the  National  Park  Service  and 
permit  the  control  of  prairie  dogs  and  other 
small  Injurious  animals  within  the  national 
parks;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  amendment  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  or  Federal  tax  laws, 
to  eliminate  the  tax  on  admissions  to  grand- 
stands, concessions  and  amusements  oper- 
ated by  county  fairs;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
urging  that  a  bona  fide  resident  and  Inhabi- 
tant of  the  Territory  of  Ala.ska  be  forthwith 
appointed  to  the  office  of  Governor;  to  the 
Committee  on   Interior   and   Insular   Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  Qf  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  the  adoption  of  adequate  enabling 
legislation  providing  for  the  admission  of 
Alaska  as  a  State  of  the  Union;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  the  admission  of  Hawaii  Into  the 
Union  as  a  State;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau-:e  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  AYRES; 

H.  R.3801.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Fanelli;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

H.  R.  3802.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salva- 
tore  Maria;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   BARTLETT: 

H.  R.  3803.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eugene 
B.  Lowman  of  Haines.  Alaska;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BATTLE: 

H.  R.  3804.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  fami- 
lies of  certain  merchant  seamen  who  lost 
their  lives  in  an  airplane  crash;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  BLATNIK: 
H.  R.  3805.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellsabetta 
Marie    Cocco.    Riccardo    Cocco.    and    Laura 
Cocco;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 
H.  R.  3806.  A   bill  for   the   relief  of  Arvlds 
Bruno   Kalnlns;    to    the   Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CRETELLA: 
H.  R.  3807.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Domenlco 
Oppedisano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DOLUNGER: 
H.  R.  3808.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicolas 
Schwartz  and   Vera  SchwarU;    to   the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FINE: 
H  R.  3809.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Galanos.  also  known  as  Georglos  Galanos;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FOGARTY: 
H  R.  3810.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salomon 
Saltl;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio: 
H.  R.3811.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Labrinl 
N    and  Efstathlos  N.  Dermatls;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  3812.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Con- 
Btantlnos  Georgiou  Maxis;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  3813.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
Psychos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
diary. 

By  Mr    IKARD: 
H  R  381f  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   J.    A. 
Sutherland;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. ■» 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois: 
H  R  3815.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Sam- 
son Sol  Flores  and  his  wife,  the  former  Cecilia 
T.  Tolentino,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 
H  R  3816    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Everett  A. 
Rus;,;    to    the    Committee   on    the    Judiciary 
By  Mr.  KEATING: 
H.  R  3817.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  FoUett  L. 
Greeno;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H  R  3818.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ellas 
Kulukundls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  3819  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gaetano 
Fambrini;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 
H  R  3820.  A    bill    for   the   relief  of  Georg 
Gahn  and  Margarete  Gahn,  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    McMILLAN: 
H  R  3821.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  B. 
Preston,  Jr.;   to  the  Committee  on  the'Judi- 
ciary. 

By   Mr    METCALF: 
H  R  3822    A   bill   for  the  relief  of  George 
MUiare-sis;    to   the   Committee  on   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MOLLOHAN: 
H  R  3823    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Raymond 
D    Beckner;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    MORANO: 
H  R  3824    A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Giorgio 
PoUttonc:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   MULTER : 
H  R  3825.   A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calogero 
Tocco.    to   the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    NICHOLSON: 
H  R  3826    A  bill   for   the  relief  of  George 
Gargaropoulos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    POULSON: 
H  R  3827.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Lawler;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania : 
H  R  3828.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Bruno:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    ROONEY: 
H  R.  3829    A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Ozjasz 
Rlmpler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3830.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Antonl 
Zyczynskl,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 
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By  Mr.  SCHENCK: 
H.  R  3831.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Panagl- 
otes  G.  Karras;    to  the   Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3832.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Orlnda  Josephine  Qulgley;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 
H.  R.  3833.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mlsg 
Renata  Cambi  of  Rome,  Italy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
H  R.  3834.  A  bill   for   the   relief  of  Jerry 
F.  Markantonis;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  VAN  PELT: 
H.  R.  3835.  A    bill    for    the   relief   of    Mrs. 
Katherine  Friday;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WIDNALL: 
Ii.  R.  3836.  A    bill   for   the   relief   of   Petra 
Furala;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TiL.sDAY,  M.vRcn  10,  1953 

Tlie  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Dr.  Arthur  Northwood,  Elizabeth  Ave- 
nue Presbyterian  Church,  Newark,  N.  J., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

God  of  the  apes  and  of  the  nations 
of  our  own  day.  look  down  uf)on  us  in 
mercy  and  forgiveness.  Thou  who  dost 
not  view  us  after  our  sins  nor  reward  us 
according  to  our  iniquities,  renew  Thy 
holy  spirit  within  us. 

We  would  not  scorn  other  nations  in  a 
"holier  than  thou"  attitude  and  yet  we 
Rive  Thee  thanks  that  we  have  not  per- 
mitted ourselves  to  make  one  group  of 
our  people  succumb  before  the  selfish 
avidness  of  another  group  or  given  such 
power  to  any  one  man  as  ruler  that  we 
would  be  utterly  lost  when  the  span  of 
his  life  had  been  completed. 

Give  to  us  courage  to  face  a  world 
di.straught  and  disillusioned  following  its 
own  seeking  after  false  gods  and  walking 
in  the  ways  of  selfishness. 

We  confess  before  Thee  our  own  sins 
of  commission  and  omission  and  the  con- 
sciousness of  our  misuse  of  power  and 
the  placing  above  all  else  our  own  in- 
terest'; and  our  failure  to  realize  that  this 
is  one  world  belonging  to  one  Ood. 
We  thank  Thee  for  the  privilege  of  ob- 
serving last  Sunday  the  "one  great  hour 
of  sharing"  with  the  offering  of  our 
financial  gifts  as  the  evidence  of  a  deep- 
ening consciousness  of  our  unity  with 
tho.se  who  are  hungry  in  Korea  and  India 
and  Europe  and  the  Near  East. 

B?stow  Thy  blessing  and  particularly 
Thy  empowering  guidance  upon  these 
Congressmen  gathered  here  this  morn- 
ing as  the  representatives  of  citizens 
throuRhout  our  beloved  country  and 
bearing  heavy  responsibilities  for  which 
they  are  accountable  to  Thee  as  well  as 
to  their  constituents.  Bring  their  minds 
and  hearts  into  a  glowing  compliance 
with  Thy  will  so  that  Thy  holy  purpose 
may  be  served  by  the  work  and  influence 
of  our  Nation.  In  the  name  of  Christ 
Jesus  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following 
title: 

H.  R.  2332.  An  act  to  place  temporary  limi- 
tations on  the  number  of  officers  serving  on 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  following  titles,  in  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested : 

S.  65.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Flury 
Paluy; 

S.  IOC.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Detroit 
Automotive  Products  Co.; 

S.  140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
McBrlde; 

S.  141.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Ray 
Smith: 

S.  147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sizuko 
Kato  and  her  minor  child,  Meechiko; 

8.  248.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bouessa 
Deeb; 

S.  365.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alamt>ert  E. 
Robinson; 

S.  522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  P. 
Ruckman; 

S.  615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Altoon 
Saprlchlau; 

S.  682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Rodney  Glltner   (formerly  Joji  Wakamiya); 

8.  709.  An  act  to  give  proper  recognition  to 
the  distinguished  service  of  Col.  J.  Claude 
Klmbrough; 

8. 720.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Comdr. 
John  J.  O'Donnell.  United  States  Naval  Re- 
serve: 

S.  837.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eugene 
Rivoche  and  Marie  Barsky; 

S.  873.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Credit  Unions  Act; 

S.  1188.  An  act  to  amend  the  Dependents 
Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  continue  In  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  52.  Joint  resolution  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  provide  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent  Control  for 
the  period  ending  April  30.  1953. 


CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

(Roll  No.  10] 

Boy  kin  Hart  Poulson 

Brooks.  La.  Hollfleld  Rabaut 

Camp  Hope  Rivers 

Campbell  Hull  Scudder 

Case  Jackson  Shelley 

Celler  Lyle  Slkes 

Chelf  Machrowlcz  Sutton 

Grosser  Miller.  Calif.  Young 

Dondero  Phillips 

The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and 
ninety-seven  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names;  a  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  furtiier  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


ADMISSION  OP  HAW  An  INTO  THE 
UNION 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3575)  to  enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to 
form  a  constitution  and  State  govern- 
ment and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
oh  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  3575, 
with  Mr.  Arends  in  the  chair. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Com- 
mittee rose  yesterday  the  Clerk  had  read 
section  1  of  the  bill.  If  there  are  no 
amendments,  the  Clerk  will  continue  to 
read. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rogess  of 
Texas:  On  page  1.  line  3.  strike  out  the  word 
"Inhabitants"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following;  "citizens  of  the  United  States  who 
are  bona  fide  Inhabitants." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, this  amendment  is  offered  in  keep- 
ing with  the  matter  that  I  pointed  out 
during  the  general  debate  on  the  bill 
yesterday.  I  want  to  read  the  language 
to  you  as  it  appears  in  the  present  bill: 

That  the  Inhabitants  of  all  that  part  of 
the  United  States  now  constituting  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii,  as  at  present  described,  are 
hereby  authorized  to  form  for  themselves 
a  constitution  and  State  government — 

And  so  forth.  The  word  that  disturbs 
me  is  the  word  "inhabitants." 

I  have  submitted  an  amendment  to 
change  that  to  "citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  are  bona  fide  inhabitants  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii."  the  Territory 
that  wants  to  become  the  49th  State  of 
the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  see  no 
objection  to  the  amendment.  Ninety- 
nine  percent  of  the  children  in  school 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States.  The 
amendment  might  clarify  it.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  needed,  but  on  this  side 
we  are  ready  to  accept  such  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  If  the  Chair 
will  permit  me,  I  will  say  this  to  the 
Chairman.  I  just  do  not  want  this  bill 
to  afford  an  opportunity  to  a  person  like 
Han-y  Bridges  to  start  litigation  about 
the  matter  later  on. 

SOGAK  LOBBT 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  one  thing 
about  this  that  disturbs  me — and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  something  that  should  cause 
any  good  American  citizen  to  stop  and 
think  this  thing  through.  I  have  never 
known  of  there  being  too  much  senti- 
ment In  the  United  States  for  statehood 
for  Hawaii.  If  sentiment  back  of  this 
bill  does  not  originate  in  the  United 
States    it    originates    with    interested 


■;■'■ 


1! 


\: 


1 


•ft 


m 


1800 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  10 


¥  I 


M" 


groups,  and  I  think  it  will  be  a  sad  day 
In  our  country  when  a  few  people  with 
a  lot  of  money,  enormous  and  unlimited 
sums  of  money,  can  work  their  way  into 
the  good  graces  of  both  major  political 
parties  in  the  United  States  and  culti- 
vate and  generate  enough  interest  to 
create  a  State  of  the  American  Union. 
That  is  the  part  that  disturbs  me.  It 
certainly  demonstrates  the  power  and 
influence  of  the  sugar  lobby. 

I  do  not  believe  that  this  bill  is  justi- 
fied. 

I  personally  do  not  know  of  sentiment 
coming  from  the  American  people  for 
the  bill ;  it  comes  from  a  great  group,  the 
sugar  interests,  if  I  understand  correct- 
ly, with  unlimited  money,  to  try  to 
create  a  State.  That  is  the  kind  of 
precedent  I  do  not  believe  we  want 
established  here  in  these  United  States. 
Mr.  RAINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  RAINS.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  whether  or  not  any  State  legisla- 
ture has  at  any  time  by  resolution  re- 
quested the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a 
State  In  the  Union? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Not  to  my  knowledge, 
and  I  really  believe  if  we  are  going  to  do 
this  thing  we  should  submit  it  to  the 
people  by  joint  resolution  under  article 
V  of  the  Constitution,  submit  it  to  the 
States,  and  if  36  States  endorse  it  then 
it  will  become  a  part  of  the  United  States 
Constitution.  By  that  manner  the 
people  would  be  allowed  to  speak  on  it. 
I  think  it  is  of  suflBcient  importance  to 
justify  that  procedure  instead  of  the 
procedure  here  attempted. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  faith  the  gentleman 
may  have  in  the  Gallup  Poll,  but  a  re- 
cent poll  shows  that  72  percent  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  in  favor 
of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  and  only  14  per- 
cent opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  am  like  the  gentle- 
man. I  pay  attention  to  those  polls  only 
when  they  are  on  my  side.  They  do  not 
amount  to  a  great  deal.  They  have  often 
been  repudiated  including  the  Gallup 
Poll.  You  never  know  how  many  people 
were  interrogated  or  the  circumstances. 
Percentages  are  often  misleading.  Dur- 
ing one  decade  in  a  certain  town  the 
United  States  Census  disclosed  that 
crime  among  the  Chinese  had  increased 
300  percent.  There  was  only  one  China- 
man in  the  town  and  during  the  past  10 
years  he  had  committed  three  crimes,  all 
three  minor  trafiBc  offenses. 

Mr.  MASON.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amendment 
The     CHAIRMAN.     The     gentleman 
from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MASON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  If 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  I 
was  thinking  it  probably  might  be  better 
if  we  disposed  of  the  amendment  before 
further  debate  takes  place  on  pro  forma 
amendments. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  With  the  gentle- 
man's permission,  before  the  gentleman 
proceeds,  the  Chair  will  put  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  1947 
and  again  in  1950  the  Congress  was  urged 
by  the  Truman  administration  to  grant 
statehood  to  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
I  opposed  the  proposal  both  times  be- 
cause I  found  after  investigation  that — 

First.  The  population  of  Alaska  con- 
sisted of  some  50.000  white  people,  plus 
a  few  thousand  Indians  and  Eskimos. 

Second.  The  population  of  Hawaii 
consisted  of  some  75.000  white  people, 
plus  185.000  Japanese,  62.000  Filipinos, 
30.000  Chinese.  100.000  people  of  mixed 
blood,  and  13.000  Hawaiians — a  polyglot 
population  if  ever  there  was  one. 

Mr.  Chairman,  under  those  conditions 
I  could  not  see  any  advantage  or  any 
sense  in  giving  either  Alaska  or  Hawaii 
the  same  voting  strength  in  the  United 
States  Senate  as  Illinois  has  with  its 
9  million  people. 

The  chief  argument  at  that  time  was 
if  Alaska  and  Hawaii  were  given  state- 
hood status,  they  would  strengthen  our 
national  defense  line.  That  argument 
did  not  and  could  not  stand  up  because 
Alaska  and  Hawaii  are  Territories  of  the 
United  States  and  as  such  we  now  have 
the  right  to  fortify,  to  construct  air  fields. 
to  improve  harbors,  to  whatever  extent 
we  may  feel  necessary. 

Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  arguments 
the  proponents  of  this  measure  use  to- 
day is.  "It  was  one  of  the  planks  of  the 
Republican  platform."  If  my  party 
chooses  to  place  a  plank  in  its  platform 
that  in  my  judgment  is  unsound,  do  my 
people  expect  me  to  support  the  same 
regardless  of  my  convictions?  I  do  not 
believe  they  do.  They  expect  me  to  vote 
my  convictions. 

Another  argument  advanced  today  for 
a  favorable  vote  upKjn  statehood  for 
Hawaii  is.  "President  Eisenhower  wants 
it."  Well.  Mr.  Chairman.  "I  like  Ike." 
I  respect  and  admire  him  very  much. 
Does  that  mean  that  I  must  vote  for 
everything  he  wants  regardless  of  my 
own  convictions? 

I  have  three  children.  I  am  proud  of 
them  and  have  every  reason  to  be.  Nat- 
urally I  think  a  great  deal  of  them— but 
I  have  not  always  given  them  what  they 
wanted  or  asked  for. 

Mrs.  Mason,  with  her  patient,  tolerant, 
and  kindly  disposition,  has  put  up  with 
me  for  50  years.  She  certainly  has 
earned  my  respect,  my  admiration,  and 
my  gratitude.  Yet  I  do  not  always  agree 
with  her  as  to  what  is  best  or  what  we 
should  do. 

On  the  question  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  I  disagree  with  President  Eisen- 
hower. I  do  not  think  it  wise  or  best  to 
grant  statehood  at  this  time.  That  does 
not  mean  that  I  do  not  respect  and  ad- 
mire the  President,  that  I  am  not  loyal 
to  him. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  cannot  see  how  any 
Member  of  this  House  from  New  York, 
from  Pennsylvania,  from  CaUfornia. 
from  Illinois  can  justify  a  favorable  vote 


for  statehood   for  Hawaii.     I   cannot; 
therefore  I  shall  vote  "no." 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  last  year  this  body 
brought  in  two  bills  to  admit  two  Terri- 
tories to  the  Union,  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 
I  was  the  majority  leader,  and  I  prom- 
ised the  House  that  both  bills  would  be 
brought  up — Alaska  first  and  Hawaii 
second.  And  I  kept  my  word.  There  is 
no  violation  of  any  promise  now  in  the 
fact  that  the  two  are  not  being  brought 
up.  or  the  two  not  being  reported  out  of 
the  committee;  so  I  do  not  want  anyone 
to  draw  any  inference  that  I  am  making 
any  such  charge.  However,  throughout 
the  years  it  has  been  the  clear  under- 
standing of  the  parties  who  have  fa- 
vored statehood  for  Hawaii  and  state- 
hood for  Alaska  that  both  of  them  would 
come  up  together,  or  about  the  same 
time.  Personally.  I  would  prefer  a  bill 
reported  out  of  committee  providing  for 
the  admission  of  both  into  the  Union. 
Last  year  a  bill  was  reported  out  for 
Hawaii  and  one  for  Alaska,  and,  as  I 
said,  both  were  programed  and  both 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives. 

There  are  some  of  us  in  this  body 
who  favor  statehood  for  both  of  them, 
who  find  ourselves  in  a  very  complicated 
and  embarrassing  situation.  I  voted  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii  last  year  and  I 
voted  for  statehood  for  Alaska.  I  made 
remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  House  indi- 
cating clearly  the  fact  that  I  supported 
both  of  them.  But  I  am  just  as  strong 
for  one  as  I  am  for  the  other;  and,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  if  I  were  to  pick  one 
of  the  two.  which  Territory  I  thought 
had  the  best  case.  I  would  say  that  AIa.ska 
has  the  best  case  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  certainly  a  part  of  continental 
North  America.  However,  the  fact  that 
Hawaii  is  not  contiguous  from  the  angle 
of  land  association  with  the  United 
States,  and  while  I  recognize  that  as  a 
matter  of  consideration,  that  does  not 
impress  me  as  an  argument  that  should 
cau.se  me  to  vote  against  the  admission 
of  Hawaii.  However.  I  am  very  deeply 
concerned  in  the  fact  that  we  are  not 
going  to  be  given  an  opportunity  at  this 
time  to  consider  the  admission  of  Alaska 
into  the  Union. 

Now.  where  does  that  leave  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  are  situated  such 
as  I  am?  Both  of  them  are  identified 
with  each  other.  For  me  to  separate  one 
from  the  other  would  be  turning  myself 
upon  a  fixed  state  of  mind  which  I  en- 
tertain, and  I  find  I  cannot  do  it.  I  find 
also  that  a  motion  to  recommit  to  in- 
clude Alaska  would  not  be  in  order,  and 
would  be  subject  to  a  point  of  order. 
This  bill  admits  Hawaii  into  the  Union, 
and  therefore  an  amendment  to  admit 
another  Territory  into  the  Union  would 
be  subject  to  a  point  of  order;  at  least, 
that  is  my  opinion.  The  fact  that  the 
bill  is  confined  to  one  Territory  means 
that  the  one-subject-rule  interpretation 
of  the  House  applies,  and  that  an  amend- 
ment, while  related  and  germane  other- 
wise, would  be  subject  to  a  point  of  order 
where  a  bill  is  confined  to  one  subject, 
and  this  bill  is  confined  to  one  subject, 
to  wit,  the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a  State 
of  the  Union.  If  l  have  an  opportunity 
to  vote  for  both.  I  shall    If  the  leader- 
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ship  of  the  Republican  Party  wants  to 
put  Hawaii  first,  nobody  can  object  to 
that.  I  put  Alaska  first  last  year.  No 
one  could  take  objection  to  that.  Per- 
sonally, I  would  like  to  see  both  of  them 
included  in  one  bill  as  they  were  last 
year,  but  they  were  not.  If  I  had  known 
they  were  going  to  be  reported  as  sepa- 
rate bills  last  year,  I  would  have  done 
everything  in  my  power  to  have  one  bill 
reported  out  including  both  of  them. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  correction? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  I  do  not  think  the 
matter  of  statehood  for  Alaska  and  Ha- 
waii came  up  last  year.  I  think  it  came 
up  in  1950. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  accept  that 
correction.  It  was  in  a  recent  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield.  It  was  in  the  81st 
Congress. 

May  I  a.sk  this  question  of  the  gentle- 
man: Does  the  gentleman  consider  that 
a  vote  for  recommittal  might  also  be  a 
vote  against  the  bill,  because  it  is  rather 
doubtful  that  the  committee  could  bring 
up  the  bill  again  this  session. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No,  I  do  not 
think  that  at  all.  The  only  way  those  of 
us  who  believe  that  statehood  for  Alas- 
ka should  be  considered  can  get  at  it. 
in  my  opinion,  is  to  vote  for  recommit- 
tal, and  then  the  committee  can  report 
out  a  bill  covering  both  Hawaii  and  Alas- 
ka. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  It  Is 
rather  doubtful  that  the  committee 
would  get  around  to  voting  out  both  bills, 
so  there  would  be  no  statehood,  I  pre- 
sume, for  both  Territories,  if  that  is  the 
attitude  the  gentleman  is  taking. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  not 
think  the  committee  would  take  that  po- 
sition, because  there  is  too  grave  a  re- 
sponsibility involved.  Further,  if  I  am 
Koing  to  have  a  chance  to  vote  for  Alas- 
ka, then  I  think  the  chances  of  that  op- 
portunity's being  given  to  me  and  the 
other  Members  of  the  House  would  be 
less  if  this  bill  is  passed  than  if  the  bill 
is  recommitted  to  the  committee.  So 
when  I  vote  for  recommittal,  as  I  in- 
tend to  do.  I  want  the  record  to  show 
that  I  am  not  voting  against  statehood 
for  Hawaii  but  I  am  voting  to  recommit 
the  bill  so  that,  if  recommitted,  the  com- 
mittee may  bring  out  a  bill  covering 
.'Statehood  for  not  only  Hawaii  but  Alas- 
ka. Thereby  I  and  other  Members  of 
the  Hou.se  who  feel  the  same  way  I  do 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  to  ad- 
mit both  of  the  Territories  into  the 
Union. 

Mr.  REGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  .strike  out  the  last  four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  attempted  a  while 
nco  to  get  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Mason]  to  yield  to  me  for  a  ques- 
tion following  his  discussion  of  the  com- 
position of  the  population  in  Hawaii. 
He  stated  there  were  less  than  100,000 
Caucasians  or  Anglo-Saxons  there  and 
over  400,000  Asiatics.  ' 

May  I  remind  the  gentleman  from  Il- 
linois that  he  has  heard,  as  we  all  have. 
that  Asiatics  are  the  greatest  wor- 
shipers of  their  ancestors  of  any  race 
m  the  world.     If  that  is  true,  and  I 


think  we  will  all  concede  it  Is  true,  is  it 
not  very  likely  that  these  400,000  citi- 
zens of  Hawaii  of  mixed  blood  would,  in 
case  of  controversy  between  our  coun- 
try and  their  native  countries,  side 
against  their  own  United  States?  I 
think  that  is  a  historic  fact  that  should 
be  considered  by  every  Member  of  this 
Congress  and  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  that  we  are  taking  into 
statehood  as  citizens  400.000  people  who 
might  easily  turn  against  us. 

We  have  a  great  country  here  in  the 
United  States,  the  greatest  in  the  world, 
becau.se  of  our  Government  and  our 
closely  knit  organization  of  these  48 
United  States  In  the  Union.  I  fear  for 
the  future  of  this  country  if  we  start  tak- 
ing in  areas  far  removed  from  our  own 
shores  that  we  will  have  to  protect  with 
our  money,  our  guns,  and  our  men.  in- 
stead of  staying  here  and  looking  after 
the  heritage  we  were  left  by  George 
Washington,  who  told  us  to  beware  of 
any  foreign  entanglements.  I  think  he 
had  this  outpost  in  the  Pacific  islands  in 
mind  at  that  time. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  five  words,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I.  too, 
am  for  statehood  for  Alaska  and  for  Ha- 
waii, but  I  see  a  great  danger  that  in 
this  debate  something  which  has  hap- 
pened in  the  House  before  could  easily 
happen  again  today.  Two  groups  com- 
bining for  completely  diverse  reasons  to 
defeat  a  very  desirable  measure.  For 
this  bill  to  confer  statehood  on  Hawaii 
represents  a  historic  and  timely  de- 
velopment In  American  policy  to  expand 
our  country  beyond  the  limits  of  these  48 
States. 

I  have  great  respect  for  what  our  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, the  very  distinguished  minority 
whip,  has  said.  This  has  happened  be- 
fore In  this  House  to  very  desirable  bills. 
Strange  alinements  of  voting  by  groups, 
one  of  which  wants  a  measure  passed, 
but  wants  more  than  what  Is  offered  be- 
ing joined  with  a  group  which  Is  dead 
set  against  the  particular  measure  com- 
pletely by  conviction,  with  the  result  that 
by  this  strange  combination  of  groups 
with  completely  diverse  views,  a  very 
desirable  measure  Is  defeated.  I  think 
this  measure  of  statehood  for  Hawaii 
opens  the  door  to  statehood  for  Alaska 
and  is.  indeed,  a  historic  departure  for 
our  country.  For  the  first  time,  we  rec- 
ognize in  this  modern  day  that  the  At- 
lantic and  the  Pacific  Oceans  are  not 
moats,  and  that  the  people  of  Hawaii, 
although  they  are  separated  from  us  by 
some  1.500  to  1,700  miles  of  sea.  may 
nevertheless  be  a  part  of  the  United 
States  proper.  I  respectfully  submit 
that  this  decision  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives today  is  far  superior  to  the 
tactical  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  committee  has  committed  Itself  to 
bringing  out  a  bill  providing  statehood 
for  Alaska.  I  beheve  that  the  impulse 
of  history  is  so  strong  that  if  we  make 
this  historic  change  today  and  vote  to 
admit  Hawaii  to  statehood  regardless  of 


what  the  committee  may  think  now.  It 
will  bring  in  a  bill  providing  statehood 
for  Alaska.  It  cannot  resist  the  march 
of  history.  It  would  be  a  great  mistake, 
therefore,  if  we  turned  this  bill  dovn 
today. 

To  my  friends  from  the  big  cities,  I 
want  to  point  out  that  there  is  another 
very  important  thing  here.  Hawaii  is 
made  up  of  "minorities."  We  all  know 
that  one  of  the  great  points  of  attack 
against  our  position  in  the  world  has 
been  the  terrible  amount  of  propaganda 
that  the  Communists  l^ve  been  able  to 
unleash  against  us  because  of  actions 
and  views  in  certain  areas  and  at  cer- 
tain times  with  respect  to  minorities. 
Here  we  are  in  a  position  to  admit  Ha- 
waii, which  is  full  of  minorities,  a  meas- 
ure which  is  supported  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  a  policy  which 
has  been  offered  as  a  plank  by  both  of 
the  major  parties.  If  we  turn  our  backs 
on  this  measure,  I  assure  you  that  mil- 
lions overseas  will  not  examine  into  the 
niceties  of  the  fact  that  we  wanted 
Alaska  Included  or  that  the  committee 
said  this  or  that  the  committee  said  that. 
They  will  see  only  that  we  have  again 
turned  our  backs  on  an  opportunity  to 
treat  the  minorities  In  Hawaii  as  citizens 
of  the  same  class  with  the  citizens  on 
the  mainland — as  first-class  citizens. 

As  for  the  loyalty  of  Hawaii,  I  do  not 
think  there  can  be  any  argument  about 
that.  The  Hawaiian  people  generally, 
regardless  of  origin,  were  heroes  in  the 
struggle  which  we  had  with  the  Japa- 
nese. They  have  certainly  proved  their 
right  to  statehood.  They  will  not  con- 
sider the  niceties  of  the  fact  that  many 
of  us — including  myself — want  state- 
hood for  Alaska,  too,  and,  therefore,  that 
some  of  those — not  including  myself— 
may  turn  them  down  today. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  have  an 
historic  opportunity  to  do  a  great  job 
for  our  country  and  for  our  position  In 
the  world.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
reject  this  opportunity  on  the  narrow 
ground  of  concern  about  statehood  for 
another  area — Alaska — which  I  am  con- 
fident the  march  of  history  will  compel 
to  be  brought  into  statehood.  The  pas- 
sage of  this  bill  will  have  a  beneficial 
effect  upon  that  as  well. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORANO.  I  wish  to  commend 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  on  the 
very  fine  statement  he  has  made.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  agree  with  me  that 
this  question  on  statehood  for  Hawaii 
should  be  voted  up  or  down  upon  its 
merits  and  solely  upon  its  merits,  and 
not  on  the  basis  of  any  other  related 
issue? 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  I  believe  it  must  be 
voted  up  or  down  upon  its  merits.  I 
think  the  merits  of  this  measure  are 
completely  in  favor  of  its  passage  as 
most  of  us  seem  to  be  agreed.  I  agree 
also  it  must  be  voted  up  or  down  on  the 
basis  of  the  fact  it  marks  si  development 
in  history  which  alone  can  open  the  door 
to 'statehood  for  Alaska,  too,  which  is 
so  much  to  be  desired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  COLMER.  I  imderstand  that  the 
gentleman  not  only  favors  the  admis- 
sion of  Hawaii  but  also  favors  the  admis- 
sion of  Alaska? 

Mr.  JAVrrS.    I  do. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  understand  the  gen- 
tleman bases  his  decision  very  largely 
upon  the  fact  that  here  is  a  minority 
g)-oiip  which  we  ought  to  admit  and  thus 
show  the  world — particularly  the  Com- 
munist world — that  we  are  not  discrimi- 
nating against  a  minority. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  If  I  may  answer  the 
gentleman's  quflMion  at  this  time.  I  do 
not  base  my  argument  upon  the  fact  that 
we  are  admitting  a  minority  group.  I 
base  my  argiunent  on  the  strategic  and 
practical  interests  of  the  United  States 
which  now  dictate  that  Hawaii  should 
be  admitted.  I  point  out  in  doing  so 
that  we  would  be  serving  very  well  our 
position  in  the  world  by  showing  that, 
regardless  of  race,  creed,  or  color,  we 
admit  people  to  statehood  when  they  are 
entitled  to  statehood. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  may  have  1  additional 
minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Even  with  the  gentle- 
man's last  statement,  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  would  not  also  take  the  posi- 
tion then  that  Puerto  Rico  should  be 
admitted,  if  they  request  it? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  take  the  position  that 
a  Territory  of  the  United  States,  which 
is  ready  for  statehood,  should  be  admit- 
ted. The  people  of  Puerto  Rico,  from 
where  I  have  recently  come,  are  very 
proud  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  right  now  show  every  intention 
of  maintaining  their  fully  independent, 
self-governing  status  as  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico  within  the  con- 
stitutional framework  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  to  confuse  this  issue 
with  an  argument  about  Puerto  Rico  is 
not  at  all  germane. 

Mr.  COLMER.  But  the  gentleman 
would  admit  that  he  would  have  it  on 
that  basis;  also  for  the  Virgtfi  Islands; 
also  for  Newfoundland  or  Cuba  or  any 
other  people  who  qualified  according  to 
his  idea? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  I  agree  to  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
stand  here  today  speaking  only  for  state- 
hood for  Hawaii  and  for  the  way  to  get 
statehood  for  Alaska. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I.  too,  oppose  this  bill 
for  the  admission  of  Hawaii  into  state- 
hood, but  I  do  not  oppose  it  for  the  rea- 
sons that  have  been  so  often  given. 
Therefore.  I  asked  for  this  time  to  state 
the  reasons  upon  which  I  shall  base  my 
vote. 

The  consideration  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii  or  Alaska  or  Puerto  Rico  or  any 
other  Territory  or  country  detached  from 
continental  United  States  is  one  of  the 
most  serious  prnblemis   that  has  con- 


fronted the  Congress  In  our  years.  It  is 
possibly  the  most  far-reaching  of  any 
in  the  possibilities  of  its  effect  on  the 
future  of  this  Nation. 

This  question,  above  all  matters  now 
before  the  Congress,  should  be  com- 
pletely devoid  of  partisan,  political  or 
selfish  attitudes.  In  a  stronger  sense  on 
this  matter  than  on  any  other  question 
before  this  Congress,  It  should  be  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  the  effect  on  the 
country — not  this  year,  or  10  years  or 
even  20  years  hence,  but  for  all  time. 
How  will  this  precedent  affect  our  United 
States  50  or  100  years  from  now?  That 
is  the  attitude  which  should  be  kept  be- 
fore each  of  us  as  we  view  this  entire 
question  of  statehood  for  Territories  not 
contiguous  to  the  48  States  which  now 
compose  these  United  States. 

We  dare  not  approach  this  problem, 
and  vote  on  the  issues  involved  in  it,  on 
the  basis  of  what  is  good  for  one  political 
party  or  the  other.  We  cannot  look  at 
the  question  of  statehood  for  Hawaii 
and  Alaska  and  other  noncontiguous 
Territories  on  the  basis  of  which  party 
will  gain  Members  in  the  Senate  or 
House  should  that  Territory  become  a 
State.  We  cannot  in  good  conscience 
oppose  or  support  this  question  of  state- 
hood for  these  Territories  on  the  basis  of 
the  color,  race  or  religion  of  the  people 
living  therein.  Surely  by  this  time,  his- 
tory has  taught  us  that  there  are  no 
permanently  inferior  races. 

We  would  be  shortsighted  and  forget- 
ful indeed  of  the  judgment  of  the  dec- 
ades and  centuries  if  we  vote  for  or 
against  this  matter  on  the  basis  that  it 
will  be  immediately  more  profitable  or 
more  convenient  for  the  sugar  industry 
or  any  other  business  interest  or  com- 
mercial activity  of  this  country  or  that 
territory.  Those  considerations  are  all 
changeable  and  fleeting.  In  10  years 
from  now,  if  these  Territories  were  made 
into  States,  the  entire  political  complex- 
ion could  be  changed  so  that  another 
political  party  and  another  ideology  of 
government  would  determine  what  party 
the  Senators  and  Representatives  who 
were  sent  to  Washington  would  claim. 
Economic  conditioas  could  change  so 
that  apparent  economic  advantages  were 
not  real. 

The  only  rule  by  which  we  have  any 
right  to  vote  on  this  issue  is:  Will  this 
be  for  the  best  interests  of  the  people 
who  are  citizens  of  this  country  in  the 
long  years  ahead?  We  of  this  Congress 
are  merely  trustees  for  those  who  gave 
us  the  Constitution  and  our  basic  con- 
cepts of  government.  We  cannot 
change,  we  must  not  alter,  we  dare  not 
diffuse  these  principles.  It  is  only  when 
our  activities  are  an  adaptation  to  pres- 
ent, true  conditions  of  the  same  prin- 
ciples they  gave  us,  that  we  are  true  to 
that  trust. 

The  princiti^le  of  the  extension  of  the 
Thirteen  Colonies  westward  to  the  Pacific 
coast  and  the  dividing  of  this  expanse  of 
land  into  Territories  .Irst,  and  later  into 
States,  was  entirely  c'ifferent  from  the 
issues  now  in  conflict. 

Those  issues  were  first  to  acquire  and 
colonize  contiguous  areas  to  give  free- 
dom of  expansion  and  oi'portunity  to 
our  people.  ^ 

The  second  principle  was  to  occupy 
and  settle  this  land  in  order  that  we 


might  not  have  enemies  as  a  constant 
threat  to  our  peace  and  welfare. 

The  third  was  to  build  an  economic 
unit  with  a  diversification  of  natural 
resources,  geograghic  advantages  and 
climate  which  would  make  us  a  self-suf- 
ficient nation. 

It  was  only  for  the  defense  and  pro- 
tection of  this  Nation  and  from  a  sense 
of  self-preservation  that  50  years  ago  a 
great  Ohioan  President  said : 

The  manifest  destiny  of  thla  country  la  to 
take  over  the  protection  of  these  Island  Ter- 
ritories lying  outside  of  the  United  States. 

And  President  McKinley's  promise  at 
that  time  was  not  that  they  should  be- 
come States  of  this  Union,  but  that  they 
should  be  given  protection  and  aid  un- 
til such  time  as  they  would  be  able  to 
stand  on  their  own  feet  as  free  common- 
wealths. 

Likewise  Alaska  was  acquired  after  the 
Civil  War  not  with  the  purpose  or 
thought  of  its  becoming  a  State  but  to 
protect  these  United  States.  Secretary 
of  State  Seward,  in  advocating  and 
negotiating  the  purchase  of  this  great 
peninsula  had  definitely  in  mind  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  in  buying  Russia  out  of 
this  hemisphere.  Too  little  thanks  has 
been  given  to  him  for  his  vision  and  keen 
perception  in  buying  Alaska  from  Russia. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no  cause  or  rea- 
son to  be  partisan  in  this  matter.  But  I 
must  say  as  I  read  the  Record,  and  hear 
the  discussion  of  this  bill  that  it  is  diffi- 
cult for  me  to  tell  how  much  of  this 
momentum  in  favor  of  the  move  is  from 
genuine  and  farsighted  consideration  of 
what  is  best  for  these  United  States  or, 
the  people  of  Hawaii,  and  how  much  is 
from  a  short-range  view  of  personal, 
partisan,  and  economic  advantages. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  the  same  would 
be  true  if  we  were  now  considering  state- 
hood for  Alaska  or  Puerto  Rico. 

It  is  difficult  for  me  to  tell  whether  the 
motivating  forces  behind  this  urgency 
for  statehood  for  Hawaii  is  because  it  is 
best  for  our  country  and  the  people  of 
Hawaii  or,  because  it  would  give  the 
great  sugar  industry  a  bigger  and  more 
imrestricted  market. 

These  and  many  other  phases  of  the 
Hawaiian  situation  have  not  been  care- 
fully considered  or  certainly  have  not 
been  discussed  openly  before  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

What  I  have  to  say  here  does  not 
apply  only  to  Hawaii,  but  to  all  Terri- 
tories seeking  or  desiring  admission  to 
the  Union.  Let  us  not  rush  into  the 
proposition  of  making  any  Territory  a 
member  of  the  indivisible  Union  of  these 
United  States. 

Let  us  consider  carefully  what  this  will 
do  to  our  United  States  Senate. 

Hawaii  has  approximately  one-half 
million  people.  If  it  became  a  State  it 
would  possibly  have  2  Senators.  This 
would  mean  that  the  new  State  of 
Hawaii  would  have  per  capita  16  times 
the  representation  in  the  Senate  as 
do  the  people  of  my  State  of  Ohio;  30 
times  the  representation  of  the  people 
of  New  York;  and  6'i  times  the  per 
capita  representation  of  the  average  of 
the  United  States  today. 

The  admission  of  this  State  would 
make  it  necessary  to  either  increase  the 
number  of  Members  of  the  House  or  else 


cut  down  the  representation  in  the  other 
States.  Let  us  think  through  this  prob- 
lem carefully  before  we  are  rushed  into 
a  vote  which  cannot  be  reconsidered  or 
withdrawn. 

A  resolution  which  has  been  intro- 
duced for  amending  the  Constitution  is 
to  provide  that  any  State  admitted  to  the 
Union  hereafter  will  have  Senators  based 
on  p>opulation.  That  would  help  to  cor- 
rect one  of  the  great  reasons  for  not 
making  States  of  these  Territories.  But. 
I  am  not  sure  that  this  in  itself  would 
be  adequate  to  justify  a  precedent  which 
would  mean  eventually  that  widely  sepa- 
rated Territories  all  over  the  world  could 
have  a  claim  to  become  one  of  these 
United  States. 

These  items  must  be  considered  before 
we  set  a  precedent  of  admitting  even  one 
Territory  which  is  not  a  contiguous  part 
of  continental  United  States. 

We  already  have  several  States  of  the 
Union  with  two  Senators  and  a  popula- 
tion of  less  than  Hawaii.  However,  to 
thereby  justify  adding  to  the  unbalance 
of  representation  on  the  part  of  the  small 
States  is  an  unworthy  argimient  for  this 
action  we  are  contemplating. 

We  can  continue  to  be  just  to  Hawaii 
as  we  have  through  all  of  these  years 
that  it  has  been  under  the  American 
flag.  We  can  be  fair  to  all  of  these  other 
territories  upon  which  we  have  lavished 
so  much  of  our  economic  wealth  and  our 
humane  care.  We  do  not  have  to  disturb 
the  basic  concept  of  this  strong  Govern- 
ment and  in  doing  so  dilute  the  great 
strength  of  this  Union.  If  we  do  not 
maintain  a  strong,  compact,  representa- 
tive United  States  of  America,  no  Terri- 
tories will  want  to  be  a  part  of  this  coun- 
try. It  is  because  we  are  strong  and  co- 
hesive and  united  that  others  want  to  be 
a  part  of  the  United  States.  We  dare 
not  weaken  this  country  in  this  time  of 
stress. 

We  have  already  established  a  prece- 
dent— bought  with  good  American 
blood— that  this  Union  is  indivisible.  No 
one  here  wants  to  change  that  decision. 
But  we  must  think  this  and  other  prob- 
lems of  statehood  through  carefully  be- 
fore establishing  a  precedent  which  can 
be  pointed  to  by  Alaska,  and  E»uerto  Rico 
which  are  also  pressing  for  statehood. 

I  shall  vote  "no"  on  this  bill  because  I 
believe  it  is  best  for  the  United  States. 
I  also  believe  that  will  be  best  for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  STEED.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  asked  for  this 
time  to  bring  up  some  questions  on  a 
point  which  approaches  what  I  conceive 
to  be  one  of  the  strongest  if  not  the 
strongest  arguments  as  to  why  this  bill 
should  be  recommitted  for  further  study. 

The  bill  states  in  the  first  section  which 
is  now  before  the  Committee  that  the 
State  of  Hawaii  shall  consist  of  all  the 
territory  now  included  in  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  as  hereinafter  provided.  But 
when  you  turn  to  page  9  of  the  bill  and 
read  subparagraph  (f )  you  will  see  that 
it  provides  that  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall 
have  the  same  right  and  interest  in  the 
offshore  submerged  lands  that  other 
States  have;  in  other  words,  that  what- 
ever decision  is  made  of  the  tidelands 
issue  Hawaii  -^ill  have  the  same  right  as 
other  States.  I  doubt  if  there  is  any 
Member  of  the  House  today  who  can  tell 


anyone  what  the  final  decision  on  tide- 
lands  is  going  to  be;  so  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  here  creating  a  State  com- 
posed of  a  group  of  islands  which  have 
more  shore  line  and  offshore  submerged 
tidelands  than  any  other  State,  and  we 
are  not  telling  them  wh%t  they  are  going 
to  get;  we  are  just  leaving  that  up  in  the 
air.  I  believe  that  it  ought  to  be  more 
clearly  spelled  out.  I  do  not  see  how  you 
can  expect  to  make  the  settlement  of  the 
tidelands  issue  now  before  the  Congress 
any  easier  by  bringing  Hawaii  in  as  a 
State  and  creating  a  completely  new 
problem  such  ac  bringing  in  a  group  of 
Islands  will  create. 

I  have  been  unable  to  find  what  con- 
stitutes the  actual  Territorial  boundaries 
of  Hawaii  except  that  the  bill  states  that 
it  consists  of  a  land  mass.  Obviously 
there  is  a  lot  of  intervening  water  be- 
tween these  islands,  but  there  is  no  lan- 
guage in  this  bill  that  states  what  water 
is  inland  water  that  will  belong  to  the 
State  and  what  water  is  open  sea,  and 
what  water  would  be  subject  to  a  decision 
affecting  offshore  or  tidelands  areas.  I 
I  know,  of  course,  that  the  argument  is 
made  that  the  offshore  submerged  land 
off  these  islands  has  no  value.  Of  course 
some  50.  75.  or  100  years  ago  no  one  in 
Congress  would  have  thought  that  the 
Continental  Shelf  off  the  shores  of  Texas 
and  Louisiana  had  any  value.  Who 
knows  what  the  future  may  develop  in 
these  waters,  what  they  will  have  in  the 
way  of  value? 

Somewhere  along  the  line  we  must 
make  a  clear-cut  statement  on  these  off- 
shore submerged  lands  in  the  case  of 
States  already  in  the  Union.  It  seems  to 
me  that  we  are  somewhat  derelict  in  our 
duties  if  we  propose  here  today  to  cre- 
ate a  State  without  settling  that  issue 
covering  the  State;  and  since  the  deci- 
sion has  been  made  in  some  cases  that 
waters  between  States  or  parts  of  States 
are  inland  waters,  it  seems  to  me  that 
sort  of  decision,  which  I  understand  has 
been  passed  on  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
would  give  rise  to  some  question  as  to 
what  happens  to  the  water  between 
Honolulu  and  San  Francisco;  since  It  Is 
water  between  States,  will  It  be  Inland 
waters?  I  think  these  questions  are 
serious  ones  and  I  think  this  Congress 
should  be  a  lot  more  cautions  than  it 
now  is  in  proceeding  to  take  this  action 
which  geographically  is  going  to  compli- 
cate a  lot  of  already  complicated  prob- 
lems. I  think,  therefore,  when  the  mo- 
tion Is  made  to  recommit  the  bill  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  should  seri- 
ously realize  that  we  have  a  serious  off- 
shore tidelands  problem  that  complicates 
the  situation  here  which  needs  a  great 
deal  of  study;  that  we  should  go  further 
Into  this  whole  matter  and  bring  back 
here  the  next  time  some  clear-cut  answer 
to  It. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEED.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Of  course, 
the  tidelands  Issue  Is  not  before  our  com- 
mittee and  It  should  not  be  Injected  here. 

Mr.  STEED.  I  do  not  see  why  you 
cannot  Inject  It  here.  You  are  trying 
to  give  Hawaii  a  place  in  the  Union,  and 
the  State  has  a  right  to  know  what  Its 
rights  are  going  to  be  in  the  waters 


around  Its  territory.  What  rights  does 
this  House  propose  giving  the  new  State 
of  Hawaii  In  these  waters? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Does  the 
gentleman  feel  that  the  new  State,  If  It 
does  come  in,  should  have  the  same 
rights  as  the  other  48  States? 

Mr.  STEED.  Yes,  of  course;  but  what 
are  those  rights?  How  can  you  settle 
the  tidelands  Issue  geographically  and 
make  It  apply  to  a  group  of  islands  when 
you  have  not  made  any  disposition  in 
this  bill  of  the  Intervening  waters  in 
that  so-called  area? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  under- 
stand that  the  tidelands  bill  In  the  other 
body  does  give  the  lion's  share  of  the 
revenue  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  STEED.  There  Is  nothing  In  the 
discussion  here  as  to  what  the  final  deci- 
sion is  going  to  be.  It  is  just  an  assump- 
tion. The  best  way  to  find  an  answer 
to  this  Is  wait  until  the  Congress  has 
worked  Its  will  and  the  problem  has  been 
disposed  of.  We  have  waited  a  long  time 
to  make  Hawaii  a  State  and  we  should 
wait  until  that  issue  is  settled. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  requisite  number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  with  respect  to  the  last 
argument  that  has  been  made,  it  seems 
to  me  that  if  any  States  are  going  to 
come  Into  the  Union  they  should  be  on 
the  same  basis  as  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Minnesota,  and  all  the  others  have. 
That  is  not  discriminating  for  or  against 
them.  It  Is  giving  them  the  same  status 
as  other  States. 

Mr.  STEED.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  STEED.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
me  what  the  status  of  Texas  and  Louisi- 
ana Is  today? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is 
or  win  be,  but  Hawaii  will  be  In  the 
same  position,  whatever  It  Is.  It  should 
not  be  any  better  off  or  worse  off.  any 
more  than  we  should  be  any  different  In 
Minnesota  than  you  are  in  Texas  or 
Oklahoma  or  any  other  State. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.    If  I  have  time.  I  will. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  I  want  to  speak 
about  particularly  at  this  point  is  the 
Insinuation  that  has  been  made  several 
times  today,  whether  Intended  or  not. 
that  those  people  In  Hawaii  of  alien  an- 
cestry who  are  American  citizens, 
American  born,  are  less  loyal  to  the 
United  States  than  are  some  of  us  who 
have  different  colored  pigments  In  our 
skins.  That  Is  something  that  ought  not 
to  be  said  without  evidence,  and  there  Is 
not  one  shred  of  evidence  to  justify  any 
such  suggestion.  The  argument  has 
been  made  that  perhaps  p>eople  are  go- 
ing to  be  loyal  or  not  loyal  according  to 
their  racial  or  national  origin.  But  who 
have  been  traitors  to  the  United  States? 
Why,  people  whose  families  have  lived 
here  4,  5,  6,  or  7  generations,  whose 
ancestors  came  here  from  Europe  a 
long  time  ago.  It  Is  among  those  that 
there  have  been  some  of  the  most  dis- 
loyal. There  was  not  one  case  of  proved 
disloyalty   in  Hawaii   on    the   part   of 
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people  of  non-Caucasian  ancestry,  as 
has  been  implied  here.  That  is  a  matter 
of  record.  It  seems  a  little  out  of  order 
for  any  Member  from  Texas  to  cast  as- 
persions on  the  loyalty  and  the  pa- 
triotism of  those  who  gave  their  lives  to 
rescue  a  battalion  of  Texas  soldiers.  You 
will  recaU  that  in  the  faU  of  1944  a  bat- 
talion of  the  Remember  the  Alamo 
regiment  of  the  36th  Texas  Division  was 
cut  off  and  surrounded  by  Germans  in 
the  Vosges  Mountains.  A  good  many 
attempts  to  rescue  them  were  made  over 
a  period  of  a  week.  Good  loyal,  white 
American  troops  did  not  succeed.  That 
is  when  the  American  citizens  of  Japa- 
nese ancestry  in  the  442d  Regimental 
Combat  Team  volunteered  to  try  it. 
They  made  it.  They  reached  the  211 
survivors  of  the  lost  Texas  battalion,  but 
at  a  cost  of  more  than  2,000  casualties  to 
themselves  including  almost  200  of  their 
own  number  killed.  In  appreciation  the 
gentleman's  own  State  of  Texas  gave 
honorary  citizenship  to  every  member  of 
the  442d  Regimental  Combat  Team — 
made  up  wholly,  I  repeat,  of  Japanese- 
American  volunteers,  mostly  born  in 
Hawaii. 

I  am  compelled  to  say  all  this  as  a 
matter  of  plain  fairness.  The  record 
does  not  support  the  slightest  reflection 
on  the  patriotism  and  loyalty  of  persons 
who  were  bom  under  the  American  flag 
In  Hawaii  and  are  citizens  in  exactly  the 
same  way  that  you  and  I  are. 

Mr.  REGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  REGAN.  I  am  glad  to  concede 
that.  I  recognize  there  are  many  fine 
patriotic  citizens  in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Do  you  know  of  any  who 
are  not? 

Mr.  REGAN.  And  I  have  no  greater 
respect  for  any  man  in  this  Congress 
than  I  do  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  Is  mutual.  But  do 
you  know  of  any  in  Hawaii  who  are  not 
loyal? 

Mr.  REGAN.  Yes.  It  is  recognized 
that  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  sabo- 
tage at  Pearl  Harbor. 

Mr.  JUDD.  There  was  not  a  single 
case  of  sabotage  by  a  person  of  Japanese 
ancestry.  The  FBI,  the  intelligence 
agencies  of  the  Navy,  and  G-2  of  the 
Army  all  investigated  and  have  denied 
there  was  a  single  case  of  sabotage  by 
any  persons  of  nonwhite  ancestry. 

Mr.  REGAN.  That  is  not  the  way  I 
•understood  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  May  I  suggest  the  gentle- 
man get  the  evidence.  I  know  his  state- 
ment was  based  on  the  impression  that 
there  had  been  sabotage  by  Japanese. 
Rumors  to  that  effect  were  spread,  but 
Investigation  proved  them  completely 
untrue. 

Let  me  say  further  that  It  was  we 
whites  in  the  United  States  who  betrayed 
our  own  American  principles.  After 
Pearl  Harbor  we  took  not  only  Japanese 
aliens  but  tens  of  thousands  of  their 
American-bom  citizens  who  have  rights 
under  the  same  basic  charter — the  Con- 
stitution— that  gives  you  and  me  our 
rights,  and  we  violated  those  rights  and 
without  evidence  or  trial  we  put  Ameri- 
can citizens  in  concentration  camps.  We 
tore  up  our  own  Constitution.    I  did  not 


think  it  was  right  or  necessary,  but  I 
recognized  the  pressxu"e  and  fears  imder 
which  our  ofQcials  operated.  The  thing 
that  is  important  to  the  argument  today 
is  the  way  those  men  behaved  who, 
though  bom  in  America,  had  been 
treated  by  their  country  as  if  they  were 
traitors.  If  I  had  been  sitting  in  one  of 
those  concentration  camps,  I  would  have 
been  inclined  to  say  to  myself  and  my  as- 
sociates, "What  kind  of  a  government  Is 
this  that  will  take  me,  an  American-born 
citizen,  and  without  the  slightest  evi- 
dence treat  me  as  if  I  were  an  alien  bar- 
barian or  a  traitor?"  I  would  have  been 
inclined  to  turn  against  that  country  in 
bitterness.  But  what  did  these  Icids  do? 
They  thought  about  it  and  talked  about 
it,  and  then  proved  themselves  better 
Americans  than  we  who  had  put  them  in 
the  concentration  camps.  They  proved 
that  Americanism  is  not  a  matter  of  color 
or  national  origin.  They  proved  that 
they  more  truly  understood  the  finest 
things  about  our  country  than  plenty  of 
us  do  who  proudly  trace  our  ancestors 
back  to  the  Mayflower.  They  asked  only 
for  a  chance  to  join  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States — to  prove  their  devo- 
tion, their  loyalty,  their  good  citizen- 
ship— and  they  came  through  with  a 
greater  number  of  decorations  and  cita- 
tions— and  purple  hearts — for  their  out- 
fits in  proportion  to  their  numbers  and 
length  of  service  than  any  other  units  in 
the  whole  United  States  Armed  Forces. 

Let  us  debate  this  bill  on  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  granting  statehood  to 
Hawaii  as  we  see  them.  I  am  whole- 
heartedly for  the  bill;  I  cannot  see  one 
good  reason  against  it.  For  moral  rea- 
sons, for  political  reasons,  for  economic 
reasons,  and  for  security  reasons,  I  find 
overwhelming  arguments  for  it.  I  favor 
admitting  Hawaii  as  a  State,  not  because 
they  want  that  but  because  we  want  it — 
and,  in  my  view,  we  need  it.  But  how- 
ever we  vote,  let  us  not  cast  aspersions 
on  the  patriotism  of  people  who  have 
proved  with  their  blood  their  loyalty  to 
this  Government. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
debate  on  this  section  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  Sections  2  and  3  of  the  act  of  the 
Territorial  Legislature  of  Hawaii  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  a  constitutional  conven- 
tion, the  adoption  of  a  State  constitution, 
and  the  forwarding  of  tht  same  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  and  appropriating 
money  therefor."  approved  May  20.  1949  (Act 
334.  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii.  1949),  which 
sections  provide  for  the  election  and  organi- 
zation of  a  constitutional  convention  and 
the  forming  of  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment for  the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii. 
are  hereby  ratified,  and  the  convention  for 
which  provision  is  made  in  said  act  of  the 
Territorial  legislature  shall  be,  and  Is  hereby, 
recognized  as  the  body  authorized  to  form 
a  constitution  and  State  government  for  said 
proposed  State. 

The  constitution  shall  be  republican  in 
form,  shall  make  no  distinction  In  civil  or 
political  rights  on  account  of  race  or  color, 
shall  not  be  repugnant  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  and  the  principles  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and  shall 
provide  that  no  person  who  advocates,  or 
who  aids  or  belongs  to  any  party,  organiza- 


tion, or  association  which  adTocates,  th« 
overthrow  by  force  or  violence  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  State  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  qualified  to  bold  any  public 
office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  State  con- 
stitution.    Said  constitution  shall   provide: 

First.  That  perfect  freedom  of  religious 
worship  shall  be  secured,  and  that  no  Inhabi- 
tant of  said  State  shall  ever  be  molested  In 
person  or  property  on  account  of  his  or  her 
mode  of  religious  worship. 

Second.  That  provisions  shall  be  made  for 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  a  sys- 
tem of  public  schools  which  shall  be  open  to 
all  children  of  said  State  and  free  from  sec- 
tarian control. 

Third.  That  the  debts  and  llabiUtles  of 
said  Territory  of  Hawaii  shall  be  assumed 
and  paid  by  said  State  and  all  debts  owed  to 
said  Territory  of  HawaU  shall  be  collected  by 
said  State. 

Fourth.  That  the  State  and  Its  people  cede 
to  the  United  States,  and  disclaim  title  to, 
the  property  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  set 
aside  by  act  of  Congress  or  by  Executive 
order  or  proclamation  of  the  President  or  the 
Governor  of  Hawaii  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States  and  remaining  so  set  aside  Immedi- 
ately prior  to  the  admission  of  the  State  of 
Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  more  particularly 
provided  in  the  next  section  of  this  act. 

Fifth.  That,  as  a  compact  with  the  United 
States  relating  to  the  management  and  dis- 
position of  the  Hawaiian  home  lands,  the 
Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act.  1920,  as 
amended,  is  adopted  as  a  law  of  said  State, 
subject  to  amendment  or  repeal  only  with 
the  consent  of  the  United  States,  and  In  no 
other  manner:  Provided.  That  (1)  sections 
202.  213.  219.  220,  222,  224.  and  225  and  other 
provisions  relating  to  administration,  and 
paragraph  (2)  of  section  204,  sections  206 
and  212,  and  other  provisions  relating  to  the 
powers  and  duties  of  officers  other  than  those 
charged  with  the  administration  of  said  act, 
may  be  amended  in  the  constitution,  or  In 
the  manner  required  for  ordinary  State  legis- 
lation, but  the  Hawaiian  home-loan  fund, 
the  Hawaiian  home-operating  fund,  and  the 
Hawaiian  home-development  fund  shall  not 
be  reduced  or  Impaired  by  any  such  amend- 
ment, and  the  encumbrances  authorized  to 
be  placed  on  Hawaiian  home  lands  by  officers 
other  than  those  charged  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  said  act  shall  not  be  Increased, 
except  with  the  consent  of  the  United  States; 
(2)  that  any  amendment  to  Increase  the 
benefits  to  lessees  of  Hawaiian  home  lands 
may  be  made  in  the  constitution,  or  In  the 
manner  required  for  ordinary  State  leglsla<i 
tion,  but  the  qualifications  of  lessees  shall 
not  be  changed  except  with  the  consent  of 
the  United  States;  and  (3)  that  all  proceeds 
and  income  from  the  "available  lands."  as 
defined  by  said  act,  shall  be  used  only  In 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said  act. 

Sixth.  That  the  lands  and  other  property 
belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United  States 
residing  without  said  State  shall  never  be 
taxed  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  lands  and 
other  property  belonging  to  residents  thereof. 

Seventh.  That  said  State  and  Its  people  do 
agree  and  declare  that  no  taxes  shall  be 
Imposed  by  said  State  upon  any  lands  or 
other  property  now  owned  or  hereafter  ac- 
quired by  the  United  States;  and  that  all 
provisions  of  this  act  reserving  rights  or 
powers  to  the  United  States,  as  well  as  those 
prescribing  the  terms  or  conditions  of  the 
grants  of  lands  or  other  property  herein  made 
to  the  said  State,  are  consented  to  fully  by 
said  State  and  Its  people. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rocnu  of 
Texas:  On  page  2,  line  16.  strike  out  the 
words  "shall  not  be  repugnant  to"  and  In- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  the  following  language: 
"shall  conform  to  and  be  In  complete  accord 
with." 
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Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, this  amendment  may  not  be  \fio 
important,  but  I  do  think  it  is  most  im- 
portant to  make  the  corrections  as  we  go 
along.  This  is  something  I  think  is  at 
least  necessary  to  be  done. 

The  language  in  the  bill  is  simply 
"shall  not  be  repugnant  to  the  Consti- 
tution." I  of  course  have  said  before 
that  I  do  not  like  to  move  into  any  sit- 
uation blind  and  I  do  not  like  to  settle 
these  matters  in  reverse.  I  think  the 
language  of  my  amendment  is  affirma- 
tive language  and  should  replace  the 
language  that  is  a  backward  or  reverse 
approach  to  the  problem.  It  is  simply 
that  the  words  "shall  conform  to  and 
be  in  complete  accord  with"  are  substi- 
tuted for  "shall  not  be  repugnant  to." 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  gladly  yield 
to  my  distinguished  chairman. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Surely  the 
new  State  would  not  be  able  to  adopt 
something  in  its  constitution  that  would 
be  at  variance  with  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  I  do  not  see  just 
what  the  gentleman  is  trying  to  do  by 
the  words  he  is  using.  It  does  perhaps 
change  the  approach,  and  possibly  places 
a  little  reflection  on  the  new  State  of 
Hawaii.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  does 
not  mean  that. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  No;  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  want  to  do  that,  but  the 
purpose  of  it  is  simply  this,  and  I  think 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  will  agree 
with  me,  that  our  Constitution  has  been 
attacked  so  many  times  from  so  many 
different  angles  that  I  think  certainly 
if  we  take  a  new  State  into  the  United 
States  we  should  have  an  affirmative  ap- 
proach to  the  fact  that  they  must  con- 
form in  their  constitution  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MILLKR  of  Nebraska.  Surely  the 
gentleman  understands  that  the  bill 
presently  before  us  does  require  that 
they  conform  to  the  United  States  Con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  It  provides 
that  their  constitution  "shall  not  be  re- 
pugnant to."  How  the  Supreme  Court 
in  future  years  is  going  to  construe  that 
language  to  be  I  do  not  know,  in  view  of 
some  of  the  past  decisions.  I  am  merely 
trying  to  lay  a  predicate  of  protection. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
rise  in  opposi  ion  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  in- 
volves only  the  question  of  language  and 
does  not  change  the  sense  of  the  bill  in 
any  way.  This  bill  was  drawn  by  some  of 
the  ablest  att(jrneys  in  the  country,  and 
has  been  examined  time  and  time  again 
by  attorneys  in  every  department  of  the 
Government  concerned.  There  was  am- 
ple opportunity  in  the  committee  to  make 
changes  such  as  he  proposes.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  sense  whatsoever 
in  adopting  amendments  of  this  kind. 
We  yielded  on  the  earlier  amendment, 
which  changed  the  word  "inhabitants" 
to  "inhabitants  who  are  citizens."  There 
was  really  no  good  reason  for  that 
change  because  the  only  people  who  par- 
ticipate in  drafting  of  the  State  consti- 
tution, or  in  its  ratification,  and  in  the 
eovernment  are  citizens  anyway.    But, 


if  we  are  going  to  vote  for  a  series  of 
amendments  of  this  kind,  we  are  never 
going  to  be  able  to  complete  considera- 
tion of  this  bill. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  With  aU  due  regard 
for  the  position  taken  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  and  for  him  personally  and 
for  his  ability,  and  I  want  to  state  I  have 
the  highest  regard  for  him,  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  if  this  bill  carries  a  provision 
that  the  Constitution  of  Hawaii  shall  not 
be  repugnant  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  that  ought  to  be  sufficient. 
In  other  words,  there  can  be  nothing  in 
that  constitution  which  would  run 
counter  to  the  provisions  of  our  Con- 
stitution, and  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  discover,  that  has  always  seemd  to  be 
satisfactory  to  anyone  considering  a 
matter  of  this  sort. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  Rogers]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  tried  to  get  recogni- 
tion a  while  ago  so  that  I  might  ask  our 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota, a  question.  I  do  not  see  him  on 
the  floor  at  the  moment  so  might  I  ask 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  the 
Delegate  from  Hawaii.  The  question 
has  to  do  with  conimunism  in  Hawaii; 
and  whether  or  not  two  men  who  helped 
draw  up  the  constitution  were  later  dis- 
missed as  Communists  from  that  body. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  No;  that  is  not 
correct.  The  fact  of  the  situation  is 
this:  The  convention  which  was  called, 
or  elected  to  draft  a  constitution,  met 
just  after  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  began  its  investiga- 
tion in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii.  The 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
had  as  its  flrst  witness  a  fellow  named 
Richard  Kageyama  who.  to  the  surprise 
of  a  great  many  people,  admitted  that 
he  was  a  Communist  and  became  the 
star  witness  of  the  committee  in  its  in- 
vestigation of  communism,  and  he  im- 
mediately resigned  from  the  constitu- 
tional convention.  A  second  delegate  to 
the  convention,  and  these  were  2  of  63. 
was  a  man  named  Frank  Silva  from  th3 
county  of  Keauhou.  He  was  an  organ- 
izer for  the  ILWU.  He  was  called  before 
the  committee,  and  he  was  1  of  39  wit- 
nesses who  refused  to  testify,  and  when 
that  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  constitutional  convention,  they  re- 
moved him  immediately. 

And  if  you  will  examine  the  record  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  you  will  find 
that  on  every  occasion  when  it  has  been 
confronted  with  the  question  of  com- 
munism, it  has  dealt  with  that  problem 
as  it  should  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  ask  the  question 
because  it  has  been  brought  to  my  at- 
tention that  these  two  men  were  there. 
I  am  not  doubting  the  loyalty  of  the 
citizens  of  Hawaii.  They  are  citizens  of 
the  United  States  the  same  as  you  and 
I,  and  have  the  same  rights  to  come  to 
this  coimtry  and  enjoy  the  citizenship 
of  this  Nation.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  as  to  what 
the  Gallup  poll,  as  a  survey,  shows  in  re- 


lation to  statehood  for  Alaska,  If  he  has 
those  figures.  He  put  in  the  Record  the 
figures  as  to  Hawaii. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  do  not 
think  there  has  been  one  recently  which 
has  been  conducted  by  Mr.  Gallup.  We 
did  have  them  in  the  hearings,  or  at  least 
we  had  one  for  Hawaii,  but  we  do  not 
have  one  for  Alaska.  Perhaps  someone 
does  have  that.  I  am  not  sure  but  what 
the  figures  would  be  very  similar  to  what 
they  were  for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.     I  see. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Is  that  the  same 
Gallup  who  made  the  predictions  in 
1948? 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  That  is  what  I  un- 
derstand, he  is  the  man  who  made  those 
predictions  so  I  do  not  think  we  can  pay 
too  much  attention  to  that.  But  the 
thing  that  does  perturb  me  just  a  little 
is  that  during  the  time  I  have  t)een  in 
Congress,  the  former  administrations 
have  brought  up  the  two  Territories  of 
Alaska  and  Hawaii  and  stated  that  they 
wanted  statehood  for  both  of  them.  I 
was  amazed  when  the  President  of  the 
United  States  stood  here  recently  mak- 
ing his  address  on  the  state  of  the  Union 
and  stated  that  he  just  wanted  statehood 
for  Hawaii.  I  have  not  heard  a  leader 
of  this  Congress  and  this  administration 
here  say  that  they  are  bringing  out  a  bill 
for  Alaska  and  for  Alaskan  statehood. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  The  Chairman  in- 
dicated a  moment  ago  that  it  would  not 
come  out,  because  he  said  if  the  bill  were 
recommitted  they  probably  would  not 
bring  out  any  bill. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  That  is  my  under- 
Standing.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  for  his  observation. 

I  believe  that  statehood  for  Alaska  is 
far  more  important  to  the  future  of  the 
United  States  than  that  of  Hawaii  could 
ever  be,  because  the  world  knows  that 
the  power  that  is  opposing  this  Nation 
is  beyond  that  Bering  Sea,  and  that  in 
order  to  attack  the  United  States  they 
must  have  a  land  route.  The  land  route 
is  through  Alaska.  I  know  the  gentle- 
men will  say  that  we  are  doing  all  we  can 
to  help  Alaska,  but  there  are  many  things 
that  statehood  would  do  to  develop 
Alaska,  and  I  know  the  members  of  the 
committee  will  admit  that. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  only  28  miles  across  that 
Bering  Strait  from  the  tip  of  Asia  to 
Aleiska. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Not  only  that,  but 
it  is  only  1,855  miles  from  Fairbanks  into 
Helena.  Mont. ;  and  it  is  2,400  miles  from 
Fairbanks  to  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
The  gentleman  spoke  about  the  danger 
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of  being  attacked  through  Alaska.  Let 
me  remind  the  gentleman  that  when  war 
did  start  in  World  War  II.  it  started  in 
Hawaii,  by  an  attack  upon  Pearl  Harbor, 
and  not  through  Alaska.  I  think  the 
danger  is  just  as  great,  or  greater,  that 
another  war  might  start  in  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  wanted  to  bring 
that  out,  and  would  have  done  so  had  I 
had  the  opportunity.  I  know  that  we 
need  to  defend  Hawaii,  for  that  is  where 
the  war  started.  But  the  Members  know 
that  the  danger  lies  to  the  northwest 
today.  There  is  no  power  which  in  the 
next  generation  could  arise  to  attack  us 
in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  MILXiER  of  Nebraska.  There  are 
many  Members  who  think  there  are 
many  danger  points  in  the  world,  includ- 
ing the  Par  East  as  well  as  the  north- 
west. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ofTer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  by  ItCr.  Rogers  of  Texas: 
Strike  out  all  of  lines  1.  2.  3  and  4  on  page 
3  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"No  law  shall  be  enacted  respecting  an  estab- 
lishment of  religion  or  prohibiting  the  free 
exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom 
of  speech  or  of  the  press,  or  the  right  of 
people  peaceably  to  assemble  and  to  petition 
the  Government  for  a  redress  of  grievances." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, first  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  is  an  enabling  act.  In  this  en- 
abling act  it  says,  "said  constitution," 
speaking  of  the  Constitution  of  Hawaii, 
shall  provide  first  "that  perfect  freedom 
of  religious  worship  shall  be  secured,  and 
that  no  inhabitant  of  such  State  shall 
ever  be  molested  in  person  or  property 
on  account  of  his  or  her  mode  of  rehgious 
worship." 

I  want  to  predicate  my  remarks  by 
saying  that  I  am  unequivocally  for  re- 
ligious freedom,  but  I  want  to  call  to 
your  attention  some  things  that  have 
happened  in  this  country  in  the  past  two 
decades. 

The  Soviet  Union  has  taken  our  Con- 
stitution word  for  word,  phrase  for 
phrase,  and  sentence  for  sentence.  They 
have  taken  many  of  our  statutes.  They 
have  analyzed  them  the  same  way  for  the 
single  purpose  of  using  those  laws  as  a 
bulwark  behind  which  they  can  hide 
while  they  spread  communism  in  this 
country  and  while  they  do  other  damage. 
They  have  continuously  screamed  that 
we  were  violating  their  constitutional 
rights  of  freedom  of  religion,  siseech,  and 
the  press,  and  their  rights  under  the 
fifth  amendment. 

You  might  say:  Well,  that  may  be  true, 
but  what  evidence  do  you  have  of  it?  I 
do  not  have  to  go  very  far;  you  can  go 
to  the  reports  of  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  and  find  plenty  of 
evidence,  all  these  appealing  names, 
Abraham  Lincoln's  for  one,  used  as  the 
name  of  a  Communist  front  organiza- 
tion. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.    I  yield.   • 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  gen- 
tleman Is  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee; did  the  gentleman  submit  the 
amendment  to  the  subcommittee? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.    No;  I  did  not. 


Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  In  what 
way  does  it  improve  the  amendment  al- 
ready in  the  bill  that  provides  freedom  of 
religious  worship  shall  be  sacred  and 
that  no  inhabitant  of  said  State  shall 
ever  be  molested  in  person  or  property 
on  account  of  his  or  her  mode  of  reli- 
gious worship.  Just  how  does  the  gen- 
tleman's amendment  improve  on  what 
is  already  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  am  coming 
to  that  if  the  gentleman  will  permit  me. 
When  I  was  serving  as  city  attorney  in 
the  town  of  Pampa,  Tex.,  a  number  of 
years  ago  a  sect  came  into  that  town 
and  undertook  to  invade  the  homes  of 
the  people  and  to  sell  them  different 
articles  of  literature,  and  play  phono- 
graphs. The  people  complained  and 
the  oCBcers  went  out,  arrested  these  men; 
and  do  you  know  what  they  claimed  in 
their  defense?  Their  defen.se  was  that 
it  was  a  violation  of  freedom  of  religion 
in  the  Constitution  when  we  arrested 
them  simply  because  they  all  claimed  to 
be  preachers  and  they  all  claimed  to  be 
worshiping  God  when  they  walked  into 
the  privacy  of  a  man's  home. 

That  is  how  far  some  people  will  try 
to  stretch  the  provisions  of  the  Consti- 
tution. 

I  want  to  call  this  to  your  attention: 
Why  put  this  language  in  the  bill  and 
run  the  possible  ri.sk  of  some  construc- 
tion that  we  do  not  presently  anticipate 
when  you  can  put  into  the  enabling  act 
the  very  same  language  on  the  subject 
that  is  presently  in  the  constitution  of 
the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii,  and  also 
the  identical  language  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  extend  the  freedom  to  speech,  and 
to  the  press,  and  provide  for  peaceful 
assembly? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman think  that  under  this  section  as 
it  now  stands  they  would  be  able,  for 
instance,  to  take  any  action  against  one 
of  these  sects  which  think  it  is  a  religious 
rite  to  handle  rattlesnakes?  Would 
they  be  able  under  this  provision  of  the 
bill  to  take  any  action  to  stop  that? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  can  con- 
ceive of  a  situation  where  the  people, 
where  such  a  case  arose,  for  instance,  to 
come  in  and  say  we  must  construe  the 
Hawaiian  constitution  in  the  state  court 
in  view  of  the  provisions  in  the  enabling 
act;  therefore  you  have  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with  us  even  though  we  are  not 
citizens  of  Hawaii,  we  are  aliens,  we  are 
inhabitants. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman think  also  it  would  be  possible 
under  this  provision  as  it  now  reads  for 
Communists  to  tie  communism  with  cer- 
tain acts  and  call  it  a  religious  rite? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  They  could 
come  in  and  say  "Our  god  Is  Malenkov" 
or  "Our  god  is  Stalin,  and  we  worship 
by  trying  to  destroy  this  country;  and, 
therefore,  you  are  violating  freedom  of 


religion  when  you  stop  us."   Do  not  think 
they  have  not  thought  of  it. 

'Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  great  respect  for 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  who  has 
offered  the  amendment.  I  would  like  to 
have  the  amendment  read  by  the  Clerk 
again,  if  I  may,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  that  be  done. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
the  Clerk  will  again  read  the  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  Clerk  again  read  the  amend- 
ment.) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  think  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
should  have  offered  his  amendment  in 
th3  committee  when  it  was  considering 
this  matter.  He  is  apprehensive  about 
what  might  happen  under  the  language 
now  in  the  bill  which  reads  as  follows: 

That  perfect  freedom  of  religious  worship 
shall  be  secure  1,  and  that  no  inhabitant  of 
said  State  shall  ever  be  molested  .n  person 
or  property  on  account  of  his  or  her  mode 
of  religious  worship. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
D.AVis!  is  worried  about  the  Communists, 
but  they  have  a  provision  in  here  that  is 
much  stronger  than  what  we  have  in  this 
country  or  in  the  constitutions  of  the 
several  States.    Let  me  read  it  to  you: 

That  no  person  who  advocates  or  who  aids 
or  belongs  to  any  p.irty.  organization,  or 
association  which  advocates  the  overthrow 
by  force  or  violence  of  the  Government  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  r  .•  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  qualified  to  hold  any  public  office  of  trust 
or  profit  under  the  State  constitution. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  provision  Is 
even  stronger  than  the  constitutions  of 
the  48  States.  Now  we  have  the  buga- 
boo. Will  we  have  Communists  in  gov- 
ernment in  Hawaii? 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  The  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  appreciates  the  fact 
that  the  language  of  this  amendment  Is 
word  for  word  the  language  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  does  he 
not? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  think 
that  is  true,  but  there  are  other  provi- 
sions in  here  that  are  stronger  and  go 
further  than  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  The  gentleman  is 
willing  then  to  gild  the  lily  and  go  fur- 
ther than  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  think 
the  gentleman's  amendment  should  not 
be  accepted,  fle  has  a  number  of 
amendments  he  wants  to  offer  that  I 
think  is  a  method  of  trying  to  weaken 
and  trying  to  change  the  bill  that  is  now 
before  us.  He  should  have  offered  those 
amendments  In  the  subcommittee  and 
In  the  full  committee  and  have  them 
fully  considered.  This  morning  he 
comes  in  without  any  previous  notice, 
which  Is  his  privilege,  of  course,  and 
offers  amendments  which  have  no  effect 
on  the  language  of  the  bill  presently  be- 
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fore  us.  It  seems  to  me  the  amendment 
should  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  take  exception  to  the  remarks  of 
my  chairman  that  I  came  in  here  with 
amendments  this  morning  to  try  to 
weaken  the  bill  or  to  try  to  slow  it  down. 
I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
am  sincere  in  what  I  am  doing,  and  if 
this  bill  is  going  to  pass,  the  amend- 
ments I  am  offering  are  intended  to 
strengthen  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  not 
doubting  the  gentleman's  motives,  but 
he  should  have  offered  them  to  the  sub- 
committee or  in  the  full  committee, 
which  he  did  not  do. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of.  Texas.  Was  that 
not  the  choice  of  the  gentleman  who  is 
offering  the  amendments? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebra.ska.  Of  course, 
the  gentleman  has  a  right  to  offer  his 
amendments,  but  they  will  not  have  the 
opportunity  of  being  as  fully  discussed 
on  the  fioor  as  they  would  in  the  sub- 
committee. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  My  amend- 
ment is  in  the  language  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. I  am  surprised  anyone  would  ob- 
ject to  language  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  being  included  in  this 
enabling  act.  That  surprises  me  no  end. 
Certainly  that  has  been  considered  by 
every  Member  of  this  Congress  and  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States  since  the 
Constitution  was  written. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time^  try 
to  find  out  some  more  about  this  lan- 
guage. The  proviso  at  the  top  of  page  3 
reads: 

That  perfect  freedom  of  religlo\«  worship 
shall  be  secured. 

There  cannot  be  very  much  wrong  with 
that. 

And  that  no  inhabitant  of  said  State  shall 
ever  be  molested  in  person  or  property  on 
account  of  his  or  her  mode  of  religious  wor- 
ship. 

I  a!5sume  my  friend  from  Texas  sees 
something  insidious  in  the  proviso  that 
no  inhabitant  shall  ever  be  molested  in 
person  or  property  on  account  of  his  or 
her  mode  of  religious  worship. 

I  wish  the  gentleman  would  correct 
me  if  I  am  in  error.  There  has  been  a 
disposition  on  the  part  of  certain  Com- 
munist groups  to  use  the  protection  of 
our  Constitution  as  a  method  of  strik- 
ing at  the  democratic  Institutions  of  this 
country.  Now  the  use  of  the  word  "in- 
habitant," for  instance,  may  have  sig- 
nificance in  that  particular,  if  some  alien 
over  there  operating  under  the  guise 
of  religious  freedom  and  under  the  pro- 
tection of  this  languf-sre  in  the  enabling 
act  would  be  permitted  to  do  things 
which  he  might  not  otherwise  be  per- 
mitted to  do  and  be  subject  to  the  law. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, if  the  gentleman  will  yield;  Any 
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member,  that  Is  right.  The  word  "inhab- 
itant" does  disturb  me.  This  enabling 
act  is  the  last  chance  that  this  Congress 
is  going  to  get  at  this  piece  of  legisla- 
tion, and  if  it  takes  a  week  to  perfect  it, 
we  ought  to  stay  here  and  perfect  it. 
This  is  not  a  bill  that  we  can  amend 
later  on.  My  amendment  not  only  covers 
freedom  of  religion  but  it  extends  to 
freedom  of  speech  and  freedom  of  the 
press  in  the  identical  language  of  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  On  that  point,  why 
we  should  not  spend  a  month  here  to 
examine  the  constitution  that  they  pro- 
pose to  ratify  in  this  bill.  We  had  4 
days  of  hearings  on  this  bill  and  I  dare 
say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
there  are  not  two  members  of  the  com- 
mittee who  know  what  the  provisions  of 
the  proposed  Constitution  of  Hawaii  as 
ratified  in  this  bill  actually  contain.  But, 
there  is  one  thing  in  there  that  I  would 
like  to  point  out  to  the  Members  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not 
yield  for  a  speech;  I  yielded  for  a  ques- 
tion. I  am  trying  to  get  some  informa- 
tion on  the  subject. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Will  the  gentleman 
let  me  point  Out,  and  I  will  not  take  any 
more  time,  that  this  proposed  constitu- 
tion provides  that  the  Governor  of  the 
proposed  State  of  Hawaii  may  reappor- 
tion the  State  himself,  anyway  he  wants, 
without  interference  by  the  legislature 
of  the  proposed  State.  If  you  ever  saw 
provision  for  perpetuity  in  oflQce,  you  will 
find  it  right  in  the  center  of  the  proposed 
constitution  of  this  State  which  we  here 
ratify  if  we  pas  this  bill.  And.  yet,  there 
has  not  been  a  word  of  discussion  about 
it  on  the  fioor  of  this  House. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  want  to  ask  one  fur- 
ther question,  if  I  may.  and,  that  is,  just 
where  did  this .  language  come  from? 
Can  the  Delegate  from  Hawaii  tell  us 
where  this  language  comes  from? 

Mr.  D'EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Yes.  I  would  like  to  get 
an  answer  to  that  question. 
•  Mr.  D'EWART.  I  referred  to  the  sec- 
tion to  which  the  amendment  alludes  in 
the  State  constitution.  Then  there  is  a 
paragraph  to  which  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  alludes,  and  to  which  he  objects. 
But  if  he  will  turn  to  the  copy  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  State  of  Hawaii,  on 
page  45  he  will  find  that  the  very  words 
that  he  offers  In  this  amendment  have 
been  written  Into  the  Constitution  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Well,  the  effect  of  the 
gentleman's  argument  is  to  say  that  he 
has  no  protest  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  because 
It  has  been  effectuated  by  what  has  been 
put  In  the  constitution. 

Mr.  D'EWART.    Yes. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Well,  let  us  agree  to  It 
and  let  it  go  at  that. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  Turn  to  page  45  and 
you  will  find  It  in  the  report  of  the 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 


Mr.  DA"VIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wanted  to  have  a  word 
to  say  about  the  remarks  which  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentle- 
man from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller],  made 
a  few  minutes  ago.  He  read  the  section 
of  the  constitution  which  says  that  no 
person  who  advocates  or  who  aids  or  be- 
longs to  any  party,  organization,  or  asso- 
ciation which  advocates  the  overthrow 
by  force  or  violence  of  the  Government  of 
the  State  or  the  United  States  shall  be 
qualified  to  hold  any  public  office  or 
employment. 

Now,  the  gentleman  appears  to  think 
that  that  is  a  complete  protection  against 
any  Communist  or  subversive  entering 
into  any  position  in  the  government  of 
this  proposed  State.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
although  that  language  is  all  right,  it 
does  not  afford  the  protection  the  chair- 
man thinks  it  affords. 

One  of  the  men  who  has  caused  most 
trouble  in  Hawaii  and,  for  that  matter, 
in  this  country,  too.  out  on  the  west  coast, 
is  a  man  named  Harry  Bridges.  It  is 
possible,  as  I  see  it,  under  the  wording 
of  this  provision,  for  Harry  Bridges  to 
become  the  Governor  of  Hawaii.  We  all 
know  that  if  it  suits  the  purpose  of  a 
Communist  to  deny  that  he  is  a  Com- 
munist, he  will  deny  it.  Then  where  is 
the  protection  of  your  provision?  If  he 
also  denies  that  he  is  a  member  of  any 
party  which  advocates  the  overthrow  of 
the  United  Stat€!s  Government  by  force 
or  violence,  then  where  is  your  protec- 
tion? If  he  gets  the  votes,  where  is  your 
protection? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  not 
sure  about  Bridges,  but  I  think 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Regu- 
lar order.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  an- 
swering the  question. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Regu- 
lar order,  Mr.  Chairman;  the  gentleman 
has  not  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DA'VIS  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  gen- 
tleman speaks  about  Harry  Bridges.  I 
think  the  courts  have  decided  that  he  is 
a  Communist. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  permit  me  to  interrupt  him 
right  there,  I  notice  a  decision  yesterday 
whereby  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  granted  him  a  rehear- 
ing. We  do  not  know  yet  whether  he 
is  a  Communist  or  not.  If  he  says  he  is 
nQt.  then  under  this  section  of  the  con- 
stitution here  the  protection  sought  Is 
dissipated  to  the  four  winds  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  think  the 
Court  is  going  to  try  to  decide  on  the 
issue  not  of  whether  he  is  a  Communist 
but  of  whether  he  lied  when  he  appeared 
before  the  committee.  I  have  great  faith 
in  the  good  judgment  of  the  people  of 
Hawaii  that  they  would  not  elect  a  man 
of  that  character  as  the  governor  or  a 
senator  of  that  State. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  this  must  go  a  whole 
lot  further  than  the  faith  of  the  gentle- 
man or  of  any  of  us.  We  ought  to  have 
protection  here. 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
charge  of  perjury  grew  out  of  the  state- 
ment that  he  lied  when  he  said  he  was 
not  a  Communist.  That  is  what  the  per- 
jury charge  is. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.    Of  course. 

This  proposed  constitution,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  in  a  number  of  instances, 
offers  many  opportunities  for  manipu- 
lation. This  is  one  of  them  here.  This 
paragraph  does  not  afford  protection 
against  subversives  or  even  against  Com- 
munists if  a  man  denies  he  is  a  member 
of  the  party. 

Another  thing  which  gives  me  some 
concern  here  is  that  people  depend  upon 
the  judiciary  to  protect  their  rights.  If 
the  judiciary  is  not  composed  of  people 
to  whom  they  can  look  for  protection  of 
their  rights,  then  we  are  in  a  dangerous 
position.  Look  at  the  opportunity  which 
this  offers  for  manipulation  insofar  as 
the  judiciary  is  concerned.  We  have 
had  it  pointed  out  here  that  these  dis- 
tricts can  be  redistricted  by  the  Gover- 
nor. Here  is  another  place  that  the 
Governor  can  manipulate.  This  con- 
stitution states  that  the  judges  of  all 
these  courts  shall  be  named  and  ap- 
pointed by  the  Governor,  and  confirmed 
by  the  senators,  who  under  this  provi- 
sion about  redistricting  and  reappor- 
tioning will  be  certainly  influenced  by 
the  Governor,  who  has  sole  authority  to 
reapportion.  This  is  what  it  says  about 
the  naming  of  the  judges: 

The  Governor  shall  nominate  and  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  senate 
appoint  the  justices  of  the  supreme  court, 
the  judges  of   the  circuit  court. 

They  are  not  demonstrating  faith  In 
democratic  processes  there.  In  my  own 
home  State  the  justices  of  the  supreme 
court  and  the  judges  of  the  circuit 
courts  are  elected  by  a  vote  of  the  people. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  yesterday  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]  ex- 
pressed my  views  with  reference  to  this 
legislation  far  better  than  can  I,  so  I  will 
not  repeat  his  argument.  He  said  that 
the  Washington  Post  had  described  him 
as  a  crude  individual.  Now,  I  have  known 
the  gentleman  since  I  came  here  in  1935, 
and  I  know  that  he  has  been  the  author 
of  constructive  legislation  which  has 
been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
which,  when  enforced,  resulted  in  the 
conviction  of  Communists  and  has 
curbed  communism  in  this  country;  that 
his  views  have  been  sound  heretofore.  If 
I  knew  of  no  other  reason  for  opposing 
this  bill,  I  would  go  along  with  him  be- 
cause of  the  reasons  he  gave  us  when  he 
discussed  the  issue  yesterday  and  as  set 
forth  in  the  Con(jressional  Record  of 
yesterday,  March  9,  beginning  at  page 
1761.  The  gentleman  may  be  crude  but 
he  is  crude  as  was  Lincoln. 

Then,  this  morning  we  had  a  rather 
emotional  plea  from  our  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  JavitsI, 
and  without  in  any  way  questioning  his 
ability  or  his  patriotism  or  his  sincerity, 
I  want  to  say  I  have  noted  In  times  gone 
by  that  always  when  he  speaks  so  elo- 


quently that  thread  of  emotionalism 
runs  through  his  statements  and  argu- 
ments. He  Is  deeply  concerned  not  only 
about  the  welfare  of  our  people  and  the 
future  of  our  Republic,  but  he  is  ex- 
tremely concerned  about  the  welfare  of 
other  people  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 
That  is  all  right,  that  is  Christianity, 
and  I  would  like  to  go  along  with  that, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  go  along  so  far  that 
in  the  end  I  will  find  that  I  have  done 
something  which  in  the  years  to  come 
will  impair  the  welfare  of  our  people 
or  destroy  the  security  of  our  Nation. 

Then  another  friend  of  mine,  our 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota. Dr.  JUDD,  was  emotional  as  well  as 
somewhat  excited.  My  only  point  in 
bringing  this  out  is  to  show  how,  if  you 
let  your  emotions  get  the  best  of  you,  you 
are  liable  to  go  astray,  say  some- 
thing, do  something,  that  is  not  based  on 
sound  reasoning.  The  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  made  an  impassioned  argu- 
ment. He  is  a  great  crusader.  For 
years  he  was  a  missionary,  a  physician, 
in  China.  It  may  be  that  in  his  zeal  he 
overestimates  our  ability  to  aid  others. 
He  said,  and  I  quote: 

The  argument  has  been  made  that  per- 
haps people  are  going  to  be  loyal  or  not  loyal 
according  to  their  origin.  But  who  have 
been  the  traitors  in  the  United  States?  Why 
people  who  have  lived  here  4.  5.  6.  or  7 
generations — whose  ancestors  came  here 
from  Europe  a  long  time  ago. 

I  have  no  statistics  as  to  the  accuracy 
of  that  statement,  but  I  just  doubt  it. 
I  just  doubt  it,  and  I  would  like  to  know 
something  more  about  it  before  I  ac- 
cept it. 

In  the  U.  S.  News  &  World  Report 
of  the  27th  of  February  you  will  find 
a  little  map  showing  that  we  have  estab- 
lished throughout  the  world  350  military 
bases.  How  many  more  we  intend  to 
establish  I  do  not  know. 

We  are  a  great  Nation.  We  are  a  great 
people.  At  least  so  we  say,  and  presum- 
ably so  we  think.  But  my  reading  of 
history  tells  me  that  from  the  very  begin- 
ning of  time  right  down  to  the  Great 
Britain  of  today  that  the  nations  that 
have  gone  down,  that  have  faded  out  as 
world  powers,  have  been  the  nations  that 
have  kept  reaching  out  and  reaching  out 
for  more  territory,  and  which  over- 
extended themselves  until  they  found 
that  they  had  destroyed  their  founda- 
tion at  home.  The  ambition  of  the  poli- 
ticians of  Rome.  Greece,  and  many  others 
led  them  to  grow  too  large,  take  in  too 
many  people  of  different  ways  and  ideas. 
The  result  was  the  loss  of  their  existence 
as  nations.  That  is  what  I  am  afraid 
we  are  doing.  That  is  what  I  am  afraid 
we  will  do  if  we  establish  a  precedent  here 
which  will  be  followed  when  other  islands 
and  other  territories  ask  to  come  into 
the  Union.  Following  the  line  of  thought 
expressed  by  our  colleague,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  and  our  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  because 
other  people  do  not  have  all  of  the  advan- 
tages we  have  and  some  they  do  not 
desire,  we  ought  to  take  them  in.  Now 
there  is  no  limit  they  say  to  what  we 
can  spend.  I  think  we  are  at  that  limit 
now;  that  is  where  we  can  continue  to 
pour  out  billions  of  dollars,  men  by  the 
thousands,  and  still  retain  our  strength. 
Here  is  ar letter  which  came  to  me  on  the 


6th  day  of  March  of  this  year  from 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
Lindsay  Warren.  Do  you  know  what  he 
says?  He  says  that  In  Hawaii  for  rec- 
reational facilities  for  46.000  members 
of  the  armed  services,  we  spent  annually 
$2,220,000.  Now  do  you  see  the  end  if 
we  keep  on — and  we  are  following  a  sim- 
ilar program  whenever  we  establish  a 
Little  America — if  we  take  in  Hawaii,  and 
we  take  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  this,  that, 
and  every  other  island  or  Territory?  Do 
you  see  what  will  happen  in  the  end? 

What  have  you  left  here  for  the  people 
of  the  United  States  of  America?  Any- 
thing except  the  burden  of  carrying  the 
rest  of  the  world  on  our  shoulders? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  think  it  is  high 
time  the  people  Of  the  United  States 
stopped  treading  softly  on  issues  which 
they  think  might  give  Russia  some  prop- 
aganda, and  that  the  United  States 
should  stop  bending  over  to  certain 
minorities  in  order  to  prevent  Russia 
from  becoming  offended? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  cer- 
tainly do.  It  is  long  past  the  time  when 
we  should  begin  to  think  of  our  own  peo- 
ple, our  own  country.  Like  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  fMr.  JavitsI,  like 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
JuDDl,  I  want  to  be  kind,  I  want  to  be 
helpful  to  other  groups  wherever  they 
may  be,  whatever  their  creed  or  color. 
But  like  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  Smith  1 , 1  want  to  think  and  act  first 
for  my  people  and  my  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  additional  minute. 

T^  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  told  that  the  gentle- 
man has  said  that  I  stated  there  were 
more  traitors  among  the  fifth,  sixth,  and 
seventh  generations  of  Americans  than 
among  those  who  are  alien  born.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  Record  will  show 
that.  If  it  does  show  that,  then  I  will 
retract  it.  What  I  aimed  to  say  was 
that  those  who  have  been  the  most  dan- 
gerous traitors  to  the  United  Sta^tes  have 
by  and  large  been  those  persons  like  Mr. 
Hiss,  who  because  of  their  Anglo-Saxon 
tradition,  and  their  training  in  our  finest 
institutions,  were  able  to  get  to  positions 
of  greater  power  and  influence  since  no- 
body suspected  them.  If  I  said 
"more" 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  No. 
You  did  not  say  "more."  I  quoted  the 
Record  correctly.  I  quoted  the  Record 
word  for  word,  but  at  the  time  I  heard 
the  statement  and  later  when  I  checked 
the  Record  and  found  it  as  I  quoted,  I 
was  sure  the  gentleman  did  not  mean 
it  in  the  way  it  was  said,  and  I  am  glad 
to  give  him  the  opportimity  to  correct 
it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  again  ex- 
pired. 
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Mr.  HARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  Intend  to  Im- 
pose myself  upon  the  House  for  the  full 
5  minutes,  but  I  do  feel  very  strongly 
about  this  bill. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
called  very  heavily  on  the  people  of  this 
Nation  for  their  money,  their  resources, 
as  well  as  the  natural  resources  of  this 
coimtry.  We  have  distributed  all  this 
very  liberally  all  over  the  world.  I  think 
this  Nation  has  proven  to  be  bighearted, 
generous,  and  fair,  probably  too  big- 
hearted.  The  American  people  have 
gone  along  with  the  Congress  in  its  effort 
to  be  considerate  of  all  peoples  of  this 
earth,  but  I  cannot  feel  that  now  the 
American  people  are  going  to  appreciate 
the  addition  of  Hawaii  as  a  State.  Some- 
how. I  believe  that  that  area  in  the  cor- 
ner of  the  flag  where  those  stars  now 
rest  should  not  be  for  rent,  should  not 
be  for  sale  or  used  for  political  advan- 
tage. It  should  not  be  forced  to  change 
Its  design  by  virtue  of  any  political  pres- 
sure from  any  political  party. 

I  have  heard  many  inferences  about 
politics  in  this  matter.  I  would  be  op- 
posed to  this  bill  regardless.  I  do  not 
think  we  can,  under  our  concept  of  a 
State,  make  Hawaii  one  of  the  48  or  49 
States  of  this  Union.  I  do  not  think  we 
should  do  that.  Hawaii  is  about  .3,000 
miles  from  here.  I  have  never  been  there 
and  probably  never  will  go  there.  I  am 
not  much  of  a  world-government  man, 
and  I  do  not  like  to  see  us  stepping  out 
in  that  direction.  If  there  are  any  poli- 
tics involved  in  this,  woe  be  unto  the 
group  who  thinks  it  is  smart.  I  under- 
stand the  pohtical  afBliations  of  the  pro- 
posed Senators  are  already  known  and 
established.  I  say  to  you  that  I  would 
oppose  this  bill  regardless  of  the  political 
affiliations  of  any  two  Senators  that  may 
be  coming  from  Hawaii.  I  say  that  even 
if  you  selected  two  southern  Democrats, 
and  that  would  certainly  be  a  test  with 
me. 

I  just  do  not  see  the  justice  of  it.  I 
know  there  is  a  lot  of  money  in  Hawaii. 
I  know  there  is  a  lot  of  concentration 
of  money  in  a  few  hands  in  Hawaii.  I 
know  the  lands  of  Hawaii  are  held  by  a 
small  group,  but  that  is  all  right  if  it 
suits  them.  I  want  the  Hawaiian  people 
to  be  happy.  I  want  them  to  enjoy  self- 
government  insofar  as  it  is  practicable. 
I  want  them  to  have  all  the  privileges 
they  have,  and  I  want  them  to  be  able 
to  come  over  here,  and  settle  down  if 
they  want  to  and  be  one  of  us,  but  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  American  people  ex- 
pect us  to  reach  3,000  miles  away  to 
take  in  people  and  make  a  State  of  the 
Territory  they  occupy.  It  just  does  not 
make  sense  to  me.  I  presume  they  are 
good,  friendly  people;  I  have  no  criticism 
to  make  of  them;  I  simply  cannot  em- 
brace the  policy  of  stepping  out  and  mak- 
ing it  a  State  of  this  Union  and  shoving 
the  stars  over  to  make  room  on  our  flag. 
No,  I  honestly  and  sincerely  do  not  be- 
lieve the  American  people  want  us  to 
tinker  with  their  flag.  This  Territory  is 
disconnected  from  continental  North 
America.  If  I  am  right,  then  someone 
will  reap  a  whirlwind  as  a  result  of  this 
legislation  if  it  passes.  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  for  the  term  "United  States  of 
America '  to  stand.    I  have  no  ambition 


to  make  It  any  type  of  world  union.  We 
have  taxed  our  people,  we  have  mort- 
gaged the  earnings  and  property  of  un- 
born generations;  all  this  they  have  ac- 
cented. But  I  do  not  believe  they  will  ac- 
cept any  tinkering  with  or  chaniging  of 
their  flag — let  us  not  do  It. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word 
to  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

I  hope  my  colleagues  will  understand 
that  from  now  on  I  am  going  to  try  to 
keep  debate  related  to  amendments  that 
are  then  oefore  the  House.  Some  ex- 
cellent statements  have  been  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  and  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  for  or 
against  the  bill.  When  the  committee 
has  amendments  before  them  I  hope  I 
may  have  your  cooperation  that  we  may 
deal  with  the  amendment  immediately 
before  us  and  not  get  off  on  some  general 
discussion.  So  I  am,  with  your  coopera- 
tion, going  to  press  for  that  objective. 

Now  there  is  an  amendment  before  the 
House  that  we  have  lost  track  of  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk 
may  again  read  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
the  Clerk  will  again  report  the  amend- 
ment. 

There  was  no  objectior. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

strike  out  all  of  lines  1,  2,  3,  and  4  on  page 
3  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"No  law  shall  be  enacted  respecting  an  estab- 
lifihment  of  religion  or  prohibiting  the  free 
exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  of 
speech  or  of  the  press,  or  the  right  of  people 
peaceably  to  assemble  and  to  petition  the 
Government  for  a  redress  of  grievances." 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  just  want  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  on  page  45  of  the  report  the 
exact  words  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
wants  and  are  a  part  of  the  constitution 
of  Hawaii.  He  attempts  to  strike  out 
four  lines  on  page  3  of  the  bill  which 
read: 

First.  That  perfect  freedom  of  religious 
worship  shall  be  secvired,  and  that  no  in- 
habitant of  said  State  shall  ever  be  molested 
in  person  or  property  on  account  of  his  or 
her  mode  of  religious  worship. 

The  words  the  gentleman  has  Incor- 
porated in  his  amendment  are  part  of  the 
constitution  on  page  45  of  the  report.  I 
do  not  think  that  changes  anything. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.'  Hawaii  is  not 
yet  a  State  and  the  constitution  has  not 
yet  been  ratified.  I  want  to  insure  by 
this  amendment  that  those  words  stay 
in  that  constitution. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  When  it 
does  become  a  State  by  action  of  this 
Congress  and  signature  of  that  law  by 
the  President,  this  constitution  is  part  of 
the  Hawaiian  statehood. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  want  to  as- 
sure that  by  this  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary.  I  call  for  a  vote 
on  the  amendment,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  LMr.  Rogers  J. 


The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di- 
vision (demanded  by  Mr.  Rogers  of 
Texas)  there  were — ayes  113,  noes  94. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  voted  for  this  bill 
when  it  came  up  previously,  as  well  as 
in  favor  of  statehood  for  Alaska.  I  still 
favor  the  principle  of  statehood  for  these 
Territories.  I  oppose  this  bill,  now,  how- 
ever, but  I  must  confess,  after  listening 
to  the  debate  earlier  this  afternoon  and 
yesterday,  that  I  am  somewhat  alarmed 
at  the  company  I  find  myself  in — the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoff- 
man] and  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Smith  1.  for  whom  I 
have  a  very  high  regard,  to  mention  at 
least  two.  Certainly  when  they  stated 
their  objections  to  this  bill  they  did  not 
indicate  my  own  views. 

Perhaps  you  may  call  me  a  politician. 
I  am.  At  least  I  was  during  the  last 
campaign;  now  I  would  call  myself  a 
statesman,  not  a  pKJlitician.  But  I  am 
considerably  disturbed  at  what  is  hap- 
pening here  today. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  feeling  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  was,  and  I 
believe  still  Is,  that  both  Hawaii  and 
Alaska  should  be  admitted  to  statehood, 
yet  this  administration  in  a  recent  pub- 
lic statement — I  think  the  President  of 
the  United  States  himself  indicated  what 
h^  considered  to  be  "must"  legislation. 
He  said  there  were  11  measures  which 
should  be  passed  in  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. One  of  them  was  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  Not  a  word  about  Alaska.  Why 
the  sudden  change?  What  has  hap- 
pened, other  than  a  change  in  the  po- 
litical complexion  of  our  national  ad- 
ministration that  has  changed  the  ap- 
parent desire  to  have  Alaska  admitted 
to  statehood  as  well?  If  it  is  frankly  a 
political  stand,  and  I  believe  it  is,  why 
not  say  so?  We  have  had  that  hinted. 
Nobody  has  said  so,  in  so  many  words, 
but  I  am  going  to.  The  reason  this  ad- 
ministration wants  Hawaii  as  a  State  is 
because  they  have  a  majority  of  Re- 
publicans there,  and  thus  will  have  two 
additional  Republican  Senators.  If  that 
is  the  case,  why  not  say  so?  The  reason 
they  do  not  want  Alaska  to  be  a  State 
is  because  it  is  Democratic  and  they  do 
not  want  the  additional  Democratic  Sen- 
ators. If  that  is  the  reason,  let  us  have 
it  out  in  the  open.  That  being  the  rea- 
son, I  am  going  to  vote  to  recommit 
this  bill.  I  am  going  to  vote  that  way 
as  much  as  I  feel  that  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
both  should  become  States.  I  believe 
if  we  recommit  this  bill,  we  will  get  bills 
for  both  Alaskan  and  Hawaiian  state- 
hood. I  think  they  are  entitled  to  state- 
hood. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  D'EWART.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Legislature  of  Alaska  is 
now  Republican  and  there  will  soon  be 
a  Republican  Governor  up  there. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Then  somebody  should 
have  called  that  to  Mr.  Eisenhower's 
attention  when  he  made  the  statement 
that  they  only  wanted  Hawaii  as  a  State. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  There  are  some  people 
who  make  their  decisions  on  other  than 
political  considerations.  Hawaii  is  much 
fiirther  along  than  Alaska  from  the 
standpoint  of  its  economic  development, 
its  ability  to  sustain  itself,  its  school  sys- 
tem, its  proved  capacity  for  self-govern- 
ment. Most  of  the  people  in  Alaska  are 
still  Government  employees  or  working 
on  Government  projects  of  one  sort  or 
another.  Alaska  cannot  begin  to  defend 
itself  or  In  any  way  approach  the  state 
of  development  that  Hawaii  has.  al- 
though I  voted  also  for  admission  of 
Alaska. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  That  is  what  I  was  going 
to  ask  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  voted  for  admission  of 
Alaska,  but  if  you  compare  the  two  there 
is  a  far  better  case  for  Hawaii  on  the 
merits,  in  my  opinion,  than  there  is  for 
Alaska.  It  is  not  because  there  might  be 
Republican  Senators  from  one  and  Dem- 
ocrats from  the  other,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  think  that  may  be  the 
gentleman's  view,  but  I  am  afraid  many 
Members  of  his  own  party  do  not  feel  the 
same  way. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  say  that  I 
resent  the  gentleman's  implication  in 
reference  to  the  political  motives  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  Some  of 
you  over  there  on  that  side  may  laugh, 
but  let  me  say  that  the  jieople  of  the 
country  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
elected  him  President  of  the  United 
States  because  they  have  confidence  in 
him.  And,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit 
me  to  say  so,  if  he  will  go  back  home  and 
Inquire  among  his  people.  Democrats  and 
Republicans,  he  will  find  out  that  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  they  approve  of 
the  coia-se  he  is  taking  and  the  leader- 
ship he  is  demonstrating  in  the  affairs 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  It  is  true,  I  may  say,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  overwhelming- 
ly elected  General  Eisenhower,  but  if  you 
will  look  at  the  political  complection  of 
this  House  as  well  as  the  Senate,  you  will 
see  they  certainly  did  not  overwhelm- 
ingly elect  the  Republican  Party.  Cer- 
tainly they  must  have  had  the  reserva- 
tion in  their  own  minds  that  while  they 
wanted  Eisenhower  they  did  not  want  too 
many  Republicans  to  tell  him  to  make 
this  a  purely  political  administration 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  a^k 
imanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to 
commend  the  gentleman  and  point  out 
that  in  district  after  district  the  Repub- 
lican candidate  for  Congress  ran  far 
behind  General  Eisenhower,  and  I  would 
like  to  further  say  that  I  think  the  people 


of  the  country  have  confidence  In  his 
leadership  but  they  do  not  have  too  much 
confidence  in  the  way  that  the  Repub- 
lican majority  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate  help  him  with  his  leadership. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Democrats  have 
had  to  bail  him  out  when  he  came  up 
here  with  certain  proposals.  They  got 
their  signals  crossed. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  think  the  Democrats 
will  continue  to  bail  him  out  when  he  is 
right. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  the  gen- 
tleman will  yield  further,  do  not  the  very 
statements  just  made  destroy  the  gen- 
tleman's own  suggestion  that  Eisenhower 
acted  for  political  reasons.  One  reason 
that  the  people  of  the  country  over- 
whelmingly voted  for  General  Eisen- 
hower is  because  they  know  he  is  not  a 
politician,  such  as  they  probably  think 
you  are  and  I  am.  They  had  confidence 
in  him. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Well,  he  is  being  advised 
by  these  politicians  who  are  interested 
in  the  Republican  Party  and  not  in  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield  to  my  good  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Apropos  of  the  gyra- 
tions bei.ween  the  executive  department 
and  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment as  now  controlled,  does  not  the 
gentleman  think  that  if  General  Eisen- 
hower is  not  a  politician  he  better  learn 
to  be  one  pretty  soon? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  need  not  even  com- 
ment on  that.  The  gentleman  has  said 
it  so  much  better  than  I  could  and  it 
becomes  increasingly  evident  every  day. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  answer  to  the  charge 
of  lack  of  political  skill  is  that  we  have 
been  trying  to  work  for  the  country  in- 
stead of  trying  first  of  all  to  get  such  a 
smooth,  slick  political  machine  that 
when  the  orders  come  down,  the  boys 
march  through. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Perhaps  after  the  next 
4  years,  the  people  of  the  country  may 
feel  that  they  would  be  a  whole  lot  better 
off  with  that  so-called  slick  political 
machine. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  State  of  Hawaii  and  Ita 
political  subdivisions,  as  the  case  may  be, 
shall  retain,  except  as  herein  provided:  (1) 
all  the  lands  and  other  public  property  title 
to  which  Is  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  a 
political  subdivision  thereof,  and  (2)  all  the 
lands  and  other  public  property  which  are 
In  the  control  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
pursuant  to  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  and. 
immediately  prior  to  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union,  are  in  the 
possession  and  use  of  the  Territory  or  Its 
political  subdivisions  for  the  purposes  of 
water,  sewer,  electric,  and  other  public  works, 
penal,  charitable,  scientific,  and  educational 
Institutions,  cemeteries,  hospitals,  parks, 
highways,  wharves,  landings,  harbor  im- 
provements, public  buildings,  and  other  pub- 
lic purposes:  and  all  such  lands  and  other 
property  shall  remain  and  be  the  absolute 
property  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  and  its  po- 
litical subdivisions,  as  the  case  may  be,  sub- 
ject to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  said 
State:  Provided,  however.  That  as  to  any 
such  lands  or  other  property  heretofore  or 
hereafter  set  aside  by  act  of  Congress  or  by 
Executive  order  or  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  Governor  of  Hawaii,  pursuant  to 
law,  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  whether 
absolutely  or  subject  to  limitations,  and  re- 


maining so  set  aside  Immediately  prior  to 
the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into 
the  Union,  the  United  States  shall  be  and 
become  vested  with  absolute  title  thereto, 
or  an  Interest  therein  conformable  to  such 
limitations,  as  the  case  may  be. 

(b)  The  United  States  shall  retain  title 
to  all  the  public  lands  and  other  public  prop- 
erty in  Hawaii,  title  to  which  Is  In  the  United 
States  (except  as  hereafter  provided)  for  a 
period  of  5  years  after  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  Such  land  and  public  property  shall 
continue  to  be  administered  In  accordance 
with  the  laws  applicable  thereto  immediately 
prior  to  the  admission  of  said  State  until 
otherwise  provided  by  the  Congress:  Pro- 
rided,  That  immediately  after  the  enactment 
of  this  act  an  Investigation  and  report  shall 
be  made  by  a  joint  committee  composed  of 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon  the 
subject  of  the  public  lands  and  other  public 
property  in  Hawaii  and  the  terms  and  pro- 
visions of  the  cession  and  transfer  thereof 
by  the  Republic  of  Hawaii,  and  the  Congress 

'shall  thereafter  make  a  final  determination 
and  disposition  of  the  remaining  public  lands 
and  other  public  property.  In  the  event  the 
Congress  has  made  no  other  dlsooeition 
thereof  within  said  5-year  period,  the-*  title 
to  all  of  the  public  lands  and  other  public 
property  undisposed  of  shall  thereupon  vest 
in  the  State  of.Hawail  absolutely:  Provided, 
however.  That  as  to  any  such  lands  or  other 
property  heretofons  or  hereafter  set  aside  by 
act  of  Congress  or  by  Executive  order  or 
proclamation  of  the  President  or  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Hawaii,  pursuant  to  law,  for  the 
use  of  the  United  States  or  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof, 
whether  absolutely  or  subject  to  limitations, 
and  remaining  so  set  aside  Immediately  prior 
to  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into 
the  Union,  the  United  States  or  the  State  of 
Hawaii  or,  subject  to  the  constitution  and 
laws  of  said  State,  such  political  subdivision, 
as  the  case  may  be.  shall  retain  or  become 
vested  with  absolute  title  thereto,  or  an  In- 
terest therein  conformable  to  such  limita- 
tions, as  the  case  may  be:  Proi^ided  further. 
That  the  provisions  of  section  91  of  the  Ha- 
waiian Organic  Act,  as  amended  (48  U.  S.  C. 
sec.  511),  which  authorize  the  President  to 
restore  to  their  previous  status  lands  set 
aside  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  shall 
not  terminate  upon  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union  but  shall 
continue  In  effect  until  the  end  of  said  5-year 
period. 

(c)  The  State  of  Hawaii,  upon  Its  ad- 
mission to  the  Union,  shall  be  entitled  to 
select,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  issue  patents  to  said 
Stale  for  180.000  acres  of  the  lands  that  were 
ceded  to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic 
of  Hawaii  or  that  have  been  acquired  In  ex- 
change for  lands  so  ceded,  except  (1)  lands 
defined  as  "available  lands"  :n  the  Hawaiian 
Homes  Commission  Act.  1920,  and  (11)  land9 
remaining  set  aside  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  the  admission  of  said 
State  and  not  thereafter  restored  to  their 
previous  status  pursuant  to  section  91  of  the 
Hawaiian  Organic  Act.  as  amended  (48 
U.  S.  C,  sec.  511).  The  selection  of  sucn 
lands  by  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  be  made 
and  completed  within  5  years  from  the  ad- 
mission of  said  State  Into  the  Union.  The 
lands  so  selected  shall  be  In  lieu  of  any  and 
all  grants  provided  for  new  States  by  pro- 
visions of  law  other  than  this  act,  and  such 
grants  shall  not  extend  to  the  State  of 
Hawaii. 

(d)  The  lands  patented  to  the  Stote  of 
Hawaii  pursuant  to  the  preceding  subsection, 
together  with  the  proceeds  thereof  and  the 
Income  therefrom,  shall  be  held  by  such 
State  as  a  public  trust  for  the  support  of  the 
public  schools  and  other  public  educational 
institutions,  for  the  betterment  cf  the  con- 
ditions of  native  HawaUans,  as  defined  In  the 


Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920,  as 
amended,  for  the  development  of  farm  and 
home  ownership  on  as  widespread  a  basis  as 
possible,  for  the  making  of  public  improve- 
ments, and  for  the  provision  of  lands  for 
public  use.  Such  lands,  proceeds,  and  In- 
come shall  be  managed  and  disposed  of  for 
one  or  more  of  the  foregoing  purposes  in 
such  manner  as  the  constitution  and  laws  of 
said  State  may  provide,  and  their  use  for 
any  other  object  shall  constitute  a  breach  of 
trust  for  which  suit  may  be  brought  by  the 
United  States.  The  schools  and  other  educa- 
tional Institutions  supported.  In  whole  or  tn 
part,  out  of  such  public  trust  shall  forever 
remain  under  the  exclusive  control  of  said 
State;  and  no  part  of  the  proceeds  or  Income 
from  the  lands  patented  under  the  preced- 
ing subsection  shall  be  used  for  the  support 
of  any  sectarian  or  denominational  school, 
college,  or  university. 

(e)  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union  all  laws  of 
the  United  States  reserving  to  the  United 
States  the  free  use  or  enjoyment  of  property 
hereinabove  vested  In  the  State  of  Hawaii  or 
Its  political  subdivisions,  or  the  right  to 
alter,  amend,  or  repeal  laws  relating  there- 
to, are  hereby  repealed. 

(f )  The  State  of  Hawaii  shall  stand  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  other  States  with 
respect  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  or 
reclaimed  therefrom,  the  beaches  and  shores 
of  navigable  waters,  and  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  lands  and  waters. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  not  being  a  member  of 
the  committee,  I  am  not  as  conversant 
with  this  proposed  legislation  as  I  would 
like  to  be.  I  sat  listening  yesterday  and 
today  hoping  to  have  some  questions 
answered.  Those  that  I  have  heard 
answered  have  boiled  themselves  down, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  to  there  being 
two  reasons,  aside  from  the  political 
reasons,  if  there  be  any,  for  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii  to  be  admitted  into  this 
Union. 

One  of  them,  as  was  discussed  rather 
fully  yesterday,  has  to  do  with  the  fact 
that  the  people  of  Hawaii  fought  gallant- 
ly in  World  War  II.  It  was  said  yester- 
day, or  I  was  led  to  believe  so,  that  they 
were  fighting  for  this  Union  and  this 
Union  only.  That  left  quite  a  question 
in  my  mind.  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  they  were  also  fighting  for  their 
own  hides. 

The  other  reason  that  was  given  yes- 
terday was  that  we  must  be  tolerant  of 
other  peoples.  I  wonder  sometimes  if 
we  have  not  just  about  tolerated  our- 
selves out  of  (!xistence  as  a  Republic  al- 
ready. 

I  am  just  asking  some  questions. 

Yesterday  in  defense  of  the  proposed 
constitution  of  the  proposed  State  of 
Hawaii  the  gentleman  defended  it  solely 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  the  most  mod- 
ern instrument  in  that  field  that  had 
been  devised  by  man.  I  wonder  if  that 
is  a  complete  defense  of  the  proposed 
constitution.  Does  just  to  say  that 
something  is  modern  make  it  necessarily 
good?  Is  your  modern  literature  all 
good?  Look  at  your  newsstands;  just 
look  at  them.  It  is  modern,  but  is  it 
good?  Is  that  a  complete  defense  for 
this  proposed  legislation? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  propose  to 
vote  for  this  legislation.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve we  should  embark  on  a  program 
which  will  in  a  few  years,  if  we  follow 
the  precedent  we  seem  to  establish  here. 


result  In  there  being  recognized  here  on 
this  floor  and  in  the  other  body  the  gen- 
tleman from  Hawaii,  the  gentleman 
from  Alaska,  the  gentleman  from  Guam, 
the  gentleman  from  the  Virgin  Islands, 
the  gentleman  from  Liberia,  the  gentle- 
man from  Israel,  or  gentlemen  from 
anywhere  or  everywhere  in  the  world. 

I  have  grown  up  thinking  that  this  is 
the  United  States  of  America,  not  the 
United  States  of  the  entire  globe.  I  just 
want  to  get  in  the  Record  that  I  do  not 
propose  to  vote  for  this  legislation, 
largely  because  a  lot  of  these  questions 
I  have  posed  have  not  been  answered  to 
my  satisfaction. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  ask  the  Chair  how 
many  amendments  are  on  the  Clerk's 
desk  relative  to  this  section? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    None  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Are  there 
any  that  are  proposed  to  be  offered?  If 
not,  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  the  debate  on  this  sec- 
tion close  in  5  minutes. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Chairman,  why  does  not  the 
gentleman  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  that 
it  be  open  to  amendment  at  any  point? 
Then  we  will  get  these  amendments  on 
the  desk. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  make 
that  request,  Mr^  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  that  the  bill  be  considered  as 
read  and  that  it  be  open  to  amendment 
at  any  point? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  remainder  of  the  bill  is  as  follows: 
«EC.  4.  The  joint  resolution  of  the  Terri- 
torial Legislature  of  Hawaii  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  providing  for  the  submission  to 
the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  of  the 
constitution  framed  by  the  convention  held 
pursuant  to  Act  334  of  the  Session  Laws  of 
Hawaii  1949  and  in  the  event  of  failure  of 
ratification,  the  framing  and  submission  of 
a  new  constitution,  and  making  appropria- 
tions therefor,"  approved  October  12,  1950 
(J.  Res.  1,  Special  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii, 
1950),  which  joint  resolution  provides  for 
the  submission  to  the  people  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  for  ratification  or  rejection,  of 
the  proposed  constitution  framed  by  the 
constitutional  convention  held  pursuant  to 
sections  2  and  3  of  the  Act  of  the  Territorial 
Legislature  of  Hawaii  approved  May  20,  1919 
(Act  334,  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1949)  and 
of  any  new  constitution  framed  by  such  con- 
vention in  consequence  of  a  rejection  of  the 
proposed  constitution  by  the  people.  Is  here- 
by ratified;  and  the  election  held  on  Novem- 
ber 7,  1950,  pursuant  to  section  1  of  said 
joint  resolution,  at  which  election  the  people 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  ratified  the  pro- 
posed constitution  by  a  majority  .of  the 
votes  cast  shall  be,  and  hereby  is,  recbgnized 
as  constituting  due  ratification  of  said  con- 
stitution by  the  people  of  Hawaii. 

A  certified  copy  of  said  constitution  shall 
be  submitted  by  the  Governor  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawpil  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  If  the  proposed  constitution  is  In 
conformity  with  all  the  pertinent  provisions 
of  this  act,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Presi- 
dent, on  or  after  June  5,  and  not  later  than 
July  4,  1954,  to  approve  said  constitution 
and  to  certify  such  approval  to  the  Governor 
of  said  Territory.  Thereupon  the  Governor, 
on  or  after  July  5,  and  not  later  than 
Argust  3,  1954,  shall  Issue  his  proclamation 
for  the  election,  as  hereinafter  provided,  of 
officers  for  all  elective  offices  provided  for  by 
the  constitution  and  laws  of  said  State,  but 


the  officers  so  to  be  elected  shall  In  any  event 
include  2  Senators  and  2  Representatives 
in  Congress.  Until  and  unless  otherwise  re- 
quired by  the  constitution  or  laws  of  said 
State,  said  Representatives  shall  be  elected 
at  large. 

If  the  President  shall  disapprove  said  con- 
stitution, such  disapproval  shall  Immediately 
be  certified  by  the  President  to  the  Gov- 
ernor of  said  Territory,  with  the  objections 
to  the  proposed  constitution;  the  Governor 
thereupon  by  proclamation  shall  order  the 
constitutional  convention  to  reassemble  at  a 
date  not  later  than  20  days  after  receipt 
of  such  notification  and  thereafter  a  new 
constitution  may  be  formed  and  the  same 
proceedings  shall  be  taken  In  regard  thereto 
In  like  manner  as  if  the  proposed  constitu- 
tion had  been  rejected  by  the  people  and 
as  If  the  new  constitution  were  being  origi- 
nally submitted  for  approval  by  the  Presi- 
dent: Protided,  That  not  more  than  one 
election  shall  be  held  under  the  authority 
of  this  paragraph. 

Seo.  5.  In  case  the  President  approves  the 
constitution  duly  ratifieC  by  the  people  of 
said  Territory,  all  as  hereinbefore  provided. 
a  primary  election  shall  be  held  on  October 
2,  1954,  and  a  general  election  on  November 
2.  1954,  and  said  primary  and  general  elec- 
tion dates  shall  be  duly  named  In  the  proc- 
lamation of  the  Governor  of  said  Territory 
provided  for  in  the  preceding  section.  At 
such  .elections  the  officers  required  to  be 
elected  as  provided  In  section  4.  shall  be 
chosen  by  the  people.  Such  elections  shall 
be  held,  and  the  qualifications  of  voters 
thereat  shall  be,  as  prescribed  by  said  con- 
stitution and  the  laws  of  said  State  for  the 
election  of  members  of  the  State  legislature. 
The  returns  thereof  shall  be  made  and  certi- 
fied In  such  manner  as  the  constitution  and 
laws  of  said  State  may  prescribe.  When  said 
election  of  said  officers  above  provided  for 
shall  be  held  and  the  returns  thereof  made, 
and  certified  as  hereinbefore  provided,  the 
Governor  of  the  said  Territory  shall  certify 
the  result  of  said  election,  as  certified  as 
herein  provided,  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  thereupon  shall  Imme- 
diately Issue  his  proclamation  announcing 
the  result  of  said  election  so  ascertained, 
and.  upon  the  issuance  of  said  proclamation 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
proposed  State  of  Hawaii  shall  be  deemed 
admitted  by  Congress  Into  the  Union  by 
virtue  of  this  act,  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  other  States.  Until  the  said  State  Is 
so  admitted  into  the  Union,  the  persons  hold- 
ing legislative,  executive,  and  Judicial  offices 
In  or  under  or  by  authority  of  the  govern- 
ment of  said  Territory,  and  the  Delegate  In 
Congress  thereof,  shall  continue  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  their  respective  offices.  Upon 
the  issuance  of  said  proclamation  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the  ad- 
mission of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the 
Union,  the  officers  elected  at  said  election, 
and  qualified  under  the  provisions  of  the 
constitution  and  laws  of  said  State,  shall 
proceed  to  exercise  all  the  functions  pertain- 
ing to  their  offices  In  or  under  or  by  author- 
ity of  the  government  of  said  State,  and 
officers  not  required  to  be  elected  at  said 
Initial  election  shall  be  selected  or  continued 
In  office  as  provided  by  the  constitution  and 
laws  of  said  State.  The  Governor  and  secre- 
tary of  said  State  shall  certify  the  election 
of  the  Senators  and  Representatives  in  the 
manner  required  by  law,  and  the  said  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  shall  be  entitled  to 
be  admitted  to  seats  in  Congress  and  to  all 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  other  States  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  6.  The  State  of  Hawaii  upon  Its  ad- 
mission Into  the  Union  shall  be  entitled  to 
two  Representatives  until  the  taking  effect 
of  the  next  reapportionment,  and  such  Rep- 
resentatives shall  be  In  addition  to  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House  of  Representatives  as 
now  prescribed  by  law:  Provided,  That  such 
temporary  increase   In   the   membership   of 
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the  House  of  Representatives  shall  not  affect 
the  basis  of  apportionment  established  by 
the  act  of  November  15.  1941  (55  Stat.  761; 
2  U.  S.  C,  sec.  2a),  for  the  83d  Congress  and 
each  Congress  thereafter. 

Sec.  7.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union — 

(a)  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Hawaii,  established  by  and 
existing  under  title  28  of  the  United  States 
Code,  shall  thenceforth  be  a  court  of  the 
United  States  with  Judicial  power  derived 
from  article  III,  section  1,  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States:  Provided,  houever. 
That  the  terms  of  office  of  the  district  Judges 
for  the  District  of  Hawaii  then  in  office  shall 
terminate  upon  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  and  the  President,  pvu"suant  to  sec- 
tions 133  and  134  of  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  as  amended  by  this  act,  shall  appoint, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  two  district  Judges  for  the  said  dis- 
trict who  shall  hold  office  during  good 
behavior; 

(b)  the  last  paragraph  of  section  133  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  is  repealed; 
and 

(c)  subsection  (a)  of  section  134  of  title 
28.  United  States  Code,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(a)  The  district  Judges,  except  In  Puerto 
Rico,  shall  hold  office  during  good  behavior. 
The  district  Judge  in  Puerto  Rico  shall  hold 
office  for  the  term  of  8  years,  and  until  his 
successor  is  appointed  and  qualified." 

Sec.  8.  Effective  upon  the  admlss.on  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union,  the  second 
paragraph  of  section  451  of  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  "including  the  district  courts  of  the 
United  States  for  the  districts  of  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico."  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  "including  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  District  of  Ptierto  Rico.". 

Sec.  9.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union — 

(a)  The  last  paragraph  of  section  501  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  is  repealed; 

(b)  the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of 
section  504  of  title  28,  United  States  Code, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  ",  e.xcept  In  the  district  of  Hawaii, 
where  the  term  shall  be  6  years"; 

(c)  the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (c)  of 
section  451  of  title  28,  United  States  Code, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  ",  except  in  the  district  of  Hawaii, 
where  the  term  shall  be  6  years";  and 

(d)  subsection  (d)  of  section  541  of  title 
28.  United  States  Code,  is  repealed. 

Sex;.  10.  No  action,  case,  proceeding,  or 
matter  pending  la  any  court  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  or  In  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii,  shall 
abate  by  reason  of  the  admission  of  said 
State  into  the  Union,  but  the  same  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  proceeded  with  in  such 
appropriate  State  courts  as  shall  be  estab- 
lished under  the  constitution  to  be  thus 
formed,  or  shall  continue  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Hawaii,  as  the  nature  of  the  case  may  re- 
quire. And  no  Indictment,  action,  or  pro- 
ceedings shall  abate  by  reason  of  any  change 
in  the  courts,  but  shall  be  proceeded  with  in 
the  State  or  United  States  courts  according 
to  the  laws  thereof,  respectively.  And  the 
appropriate  State  courts  shall  be  the  suc- 
cessors of  the  courts  of  the  Terriiyry  as  to 
all  cases  arising  within  the  limits  embraced 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such  coi  rts,  re- 
spectively, with  full  power  to  proceed  with 
the  same,  and  award  mesne  or  final  process 
therein,  and  all  the  flies,  records,  indict- 
ments, and  proceedings  relating  to  any  such 
cases  shall  be  transferred  to  such  appropri- 
ate State  courts  and  the  same  shall  be  pro- 
ceeded with  therein  In  due  course  of  law. 

All  civil  causes  of  action  and  all  criminal 
offenses  which  shall  have  arisen  or  been 
committed  prior  to  the  admission  of  said 
State,  but  as  to  which  no  suit,  action,  or 
proseciMOB  aliaU   be   pending   at    the   dale 


of  such  admission,  shall  be  subject  to  prose- 
cution in  the  appropriate  State  courts  or  in 
the  United  States  District  Coiu^  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Hawaii  In  like  manner,  to  the  same 
extent,  and  with  like  right  of  appellate  re- 
view, us  if  said  State  had  been  created  and 
said  State  courts  had  been  established  prior 
to  the  accrual  of  such  causes  of  action  or 
the  commission  of  such  offenses;  the  admis- 
sion ol  said  State  shall  effect  no  change  in 
the  substantive  or  criminal  law  governing 
such  causes  of  action  and  criminal  offenses 
which  shall  have  arisen  or  been  committed; 
and  such  of  said  criminal  offenses  as  shall 
have  been  committed  against  the  laws  of  the 
Territory  shall  be  tried  and  punished  by  the 
appropriate  courts  of  said  State,  and  such 
as  shall  have  been  committed  against  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  trle<l  and 
punished  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Hawaii. 

Sec.  11.  Parties  shall  have  the  same  rights 
of  appeal  from  and  appellate  review  of  tinul 
decisions  of  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Hawaii  or  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  in  any  case 
finally  decided  prior  to  admission  of  said 
State  into  the  Union,  whether  or  not  an 
appeal  therefrom  shall  have  been  perfected 
prior  to  such  admission,  and  the  L  nited 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit 
and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
shall  have  the  same  Jurisdiction  therein,  as 
by  law  provided  prior  to  admission  of  said 
State  into  the  Union,  and  any  mandate  Is- 
sued subsequent  to  the  admission  ol  said 
State  shall  be  to  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  or  a  court 
of  the  State,  as  may  be  appropriate.  Parties 
shall  liave  the  same  rights  of  appeal  from 
and  ai)pcnate  review  of  all  orders,  judgments, 
and  cecrccs  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  and  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  as 
successor  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Terri- 
tory cf  Hawaii,  in  any  ca.se  p?ndlng  at  the 
time  of  admission  of  said  State  into  the 
Union,  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Ap- 
peals for  the  Ninth  Circuit  and  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  shall  have  the 
same  jurisdiction  therein,  as  by  law  provided 
In  any  case  arising  subsequent  to  the  admis- 
sion of  said  State  Into  the  Union. 

Sec.    12.  Effective  upon  the  admission   of 
the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union- 
la)    Title  28,   United   States  Code,  section 
1252.  1:5  amended  by  striking  out  ".  Hawaii" 
from  tlie  clause  relating  to  courts  of  record; 

(b)  title  28.  United  States  Code,  section 

1293.  is;  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 
"First  and  Ninth  Circuits"  and  by  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "First  Circuit",  and  by  strik- 
ing out  the  words  "supreme  courts  of  Puerto 
Rico  ar.d  Hawaii,  respectively"  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "supreme  court  of  Puerto 
Rico"; 

(c)  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section 

1294.  is  amended  by  striking  out  paragraph 

(5)  thereof  and  by  renumbering  paragraphs 

(6)  and  (7)  as  paragraphs  (5)  and  (6)  re- 
spectively; 

(d)  the  first  paragraph  of  section  373  of 
title  28.  United  States  Code,  is  amended  by 
striking  out  the  vords  "United  States  Dis- 
trict Courts  for  the  districts  of  Hawaii  or 
Puerto  Rico."  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  "United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Puerto  Rico.";  and  by  striking 
out  the  words  "and  any  Justice  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii'  : 
Proinded,  That  the  amendments  made  by 
this  sut)sectlon  shall  not  affect  the  rights  of 
any  Judge  or  Justice  who  may  have  retired 
before  the  effective  date  of  this  subsection: 
And  prcvided  further.  That  service  as  a  Judge 
of  the  District  Court  for  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  or  as  a  Judge  of  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  or 
lis  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
Terrttoiy  of  Hawaii  or  as  a  Judge  of  the 
circuit  courts  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
shall  be  Included  in  computing  under  sec- 
tion 371.  372.  or  373  of  title  28,  United  States 


Code,  the  aggregate  years  of  judicial  service 
of  any  person  who  is  In  commission  as  a 
district  Judge  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act; 

(e)  section  92  of  the  act  of  April  30.  1900 
(ch.  339.  31  Stat.  159).  as  amended,  and  the 
act  of  May  29,  1928  (ch.  904,  45  Stat.  997), 
are  repealed; 

(f)  section  86  of  the  act  approved  April 
30,  1900  (ch.  339,  31  Stat.  158),  as  amended, 
is  repealed; 

(g)  section  3771  of  title  18.  United  States 
Code,  as  heretofore  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  striking  out  from  the  first  para- 
graph of  such  section  the  words  "Supreme 
Courts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico"  and  in- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "Supreme 
Court  of  Puerto  Rico";  and 

(h)  section  3772  of  title  18.  United  States 
Code,  as  heretofore  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  striking  out  from  the  first  para- 
graph of  such  section  the  words  "Supreme 
Courts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico"  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "Supreme 
Court  of  Puerto  Rico." 

Sec  13  All  territorial  laws  In  force  In  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  at  the  time  of  its  ad- 
mi.ssion  into  the  Union  shall  continue  in 
force  m  the  State  of  Hawaii,  except  as  modi- 
fied or  changed  by  this  act  or  by  the  consti- 
tution of  the  State,  and  shall  be  subject  to 
repeal  or  amendment  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Hawaii,  except  as  hereinbefore 
provided  with  respect  to  the  Hawaiian  Homes 
Commission  Act,  1920,  as  amended:  and  the 
laws  uf  the  United  States  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  within  the  said  State  as 
elsewhere  within  the  United  States. 

Skc  14  Notwithstanding  the  admission  of 
the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union,  the 
United  States  shair  continue  to  have  sole 
and  exclusive  Jurisdiction  over  the  area  which 
may  then  or  thereafter  be  included  in  Hawaii 
Natiotml  Park,  saving,  however,  to  f  e  Slate 
f)f  Hawaii  the  same  rights  as  are  reserved  to 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  by  section  1  of  the 
act  of  April  19,  1930  (46  Stat.  227).  and 
savin-;,  further,  to  persons  then  or  thereafter 
residing  within  such  area  the  right  to  vote 
at  all  elections  held  within  the  political  sub- 
divisions where  they  respectively  reside. 
Upon  the  admission  of  said  State  all  refer- 
ences to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  in  said  act 
or  In  other  laws  relating  to  Hawaii  National 
Park  shall  be  deemed  to  refer  to  the  State  of 
Hawaii.  Nothing  contained  In  this  net  shall 
be  construed  to  affect  the  ownership  and 
control  by  the  United  States  of  any  lands  or 
other  property  within  Hawaii  National  Park 
which  may  now  belong  to.  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  acquired  by,  the  United  States. 

Sec  15  The  fir:>t  paragraph  of  section  2  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (38  Stat.  251)  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  last  sentence 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  of  such  sen- 
tence the  following:  "When  any  State  is 
hereafter  admitted  to  the  Union  the  Federal 
Fieserve  districts  shall  be  readjusted  by  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  in  such  manner  aa  to  Include  such 
State.  Every  national  bank  in  any  SUte 
shall,  ui>on  commencing  business  or  within 
90  days  alter  admission  Into  the  Union  of 
the  State  In  which  it  Is  located,  become  a 
member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
by  subsciibing  and  paying  fur  stock  in  the 
Federal  Reserve  bank  of  its  district  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  this  act  and 
shall  thereupon  be  an  insured  bank  under 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act.  and  fail- 
ure to  do  so  shall  subject  such  bank  to  the 
l)enalty  provided  by  the  sixth  paragraph  of 
this  section." 

Sec  16  Nothing  contained  in  this  or  any 
other  act  shall  be  construed  as  depriving  the 
Federal  Maritime  Board  of  the  exclusive 
Juri.sdlction  heretofore  conferred  on  it  over 
common  carriers  engaged  In  transportation 
by  water  between  ports  in  the  State  of 
Hawaii  and  other  ports  In  the  United  States, 
Its  Territories,  or  possessions. 

Sec.  17.  All  acts  or  parts  of  acts  in  conflict 
with    the   provisions   of    this   act.    whether 
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passed  by  the  legislature  of  said  Territory  or 
by  Congress,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.     Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ofTer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment    offered    by    Mr.    Rogers    of 

Texas:  On  page  11.  line  3.  strike  out  all  of 
the  language  Jollowing  the  period  down  to 
and  Including  the  period  on  line  8.  page  11. 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"Thereupon  tiie  President  of  the  United 
States  shall  forthwith  submit  said  consti- 
tution to  the  (Congress  for  its  consideration i^ 
Should  the  Congress  by  an  affirmative  vote 
cf  two-thirds  of  the  membership  of  the 
House  of  Repr>>8entatlves  and  two-thirds  of 
the  membership  of  the  Senate  approve  said 
constitution.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
President  on  or  after  June  6  and  not  later 
than  July  4.  1954.  to  certify  such  approval  to 
the  Governor  cf  the  said  Territory." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, this  amendment  has  to  do  pri- 
marily with  ihe  question  of  whether  or 
not  this  Congress  should  ratify  in  ad- 
vance the  Constitution  of  Hawaii,  and 
thereby  fore^■er  cut  off  any  opportunity 
to  go  over  that  constitution  and  deter- 
mine for  itself  as  the  representatives  of 
the  people  wtiether  or  not  that  is  the  type 
of  constitution  which  we  should  approve. 

I  call  this  to  your  attention  in  regard 
to  the  amencment.  Originally  section  4 
in  the  bill  H.  R.  49  for  which  the  bill 
H.  R.  3575  Ls  a  substitute  provided  for 
that  constitution  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Congress  thiough  the  President,  and 
that  Congress  should  then  determine 
whether  or  not  the  constitution  should 
be  approved  and  proceed  with  the  me- 
chanics of  making  Hawaii  a  State.  I 
think  it  is  bud  business  in  the  first  in- 
stance for  this  Congress  under  any  cir- 
cum.stances  to  be  delegating  authority. 
That  is  exactly  what  we  are  doing  in  the 
bill  as  it  is  pnisently  written  in  section  4. 
We  are  ratifj  ing  the  joint  resolution  of 
the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Hawaii,  and 
we  are  providing  in  section  4  simply 
this — that  when  this  bill  is  passed  that 
constitution  comes  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  he,  as  a  single 
Individual,  passes  up>on  it.  and  nobody 
knows  for  sur^?  who  is  going  to  be  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  even  tomor- 
row, none  of  us  have  a  lease  on  life — 
but  that  authority  is  vested  in  the  one, 
single  individual  and  if  he  decides  it  is 
all  right  he  sends  it  back  to  the  Governor 
of  Hawaii,  and  says,  "This  constitution 
is  approved."  And  that  is  the  end  of  it. 
Congress  has  no  further  say  on  it.  Per- 
haps the  constitution  is  good — I  do  not 
know  whethei  it  is  or  not.  I  do  think 
this  Congress  should  through  one  of  its 
duly  constituted  committees  have  hear- 
ings on  the  constitution  to  determine 
what  the  pro\isions  of  it  are  and  what 
they  mean.  You  have  had  some  of  them 
pointed  to  you  here  on  the  floor  this 
morning  and  in  general  debate  yester- 
day. I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  study 
this  constitution.  I  certainly  do  not  be- 
lieve in  ratifying  something  in  advance 
when  I  have  not  had  a  full  and  complete 
opportunity  to  examine  and  understand 
it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  have  any  particular  objection  to  bring- 
ing this  consiitution  back  to  the  Con- 


gress, but  may  I  not  jwint  out  to  the 
gentleman  that  since  the  amendment 
would  provide  a  two-thirds  majority, 
that  that  might  be  very  difficult  to  ob- 
tain. As  a  matter  of  fact  I  think  it 
would  be  so  difficult  that  it  might  be 
quite  interesting  to  see  whor  stands  up 
for  his  amendment  on  his  side  of  the 
aisle  if  the  amendment  should  come  to 
a  vote  with  the  requirement  for  a  two- 
thirds  majority  for  certainly  to  adopt 
that  would  in  my  opinion  com- 
pletely and  effectively  kill  any  hope  that 
Hawaii  might  ever  have  for  the  adoption 
of  its  constitution  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  does  he  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  this  amendment  and 
make  it  a  majority? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  My  understanding  is 
that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
proposes  to  do  that.  Let  me  ask  the 
gentleman — will  he  accept  a  substitute 
amendment? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  will  or  not.  I  have  not  thought 
that  out.  I  cannot  prevent  the  gentle- 
man from  getting  a  vote  on  an  amend- 
ment to  my  amendment,  but  I  would 
prefer  to  have  my  amendment  voted 
up>on  at  the  present  time  as  it  stands  un- 
less there  is  someone  who  wishes  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  it. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  substitute  amendment  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  If  I  still  re- 
tain the  floor,  I  do. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No.  The  gentle- 
man will  not  retain  the  floor. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  do  not  yield 
for  that  purpKJse.  then. 

Now,  whether  it  is  a  majority  or  two- 
thirds.  I  would  prefer  two-thirds  because 
I  think,  as  I  stated  yesterday,  we  are 
moving  the  ship  of  state  of  these  United 
States  into  dangerous,  uncharted  politi- 
cal seas  that  are  pretty  rough  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Maine. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Rogers  of 
Texas  was  granted  1  additional  minute.) 

Mr.  HALE.  Can  the  gentleman  give 
a  single  instance  of  a  State  constitution 
which  has  ever  been  approved  by  two- 
thirds  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  have  not 
gone  into  that.  I  will  be  glad  to  study 
the  question.  I  imagine  you  can  find 
most  anything  in  the  United  States,  but 
I  do  not  want  to  move  further  in  that 
direction. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired, 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Satlor  as  a 
substitute  for  the  amendment  offered  by 
Mr.  RoGEKS  of  Texas:  On  page  4.  line  3, 
strike  out  all  of  the  language  following  the 
period  down  to  and  including  the  period 
on  page  11.  line  8.  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "Thereupon,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  shall  forthwith  submit  said 


constitution  to  the  Congress  for  Its  consid- 
eration. Should  the  Congress,  by  a  majority 
vote,  approve  said  constitution,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  President  on  or  after  June  5 
but  not  later  than  July  4,  1954,  to  certify 
such  approval  to  the  Governor  of  the  said 
Territory." 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
substitute  amendment  merely  allows  this 
constitution  to  come  to  Congress  for  its 
approval  and  by  a  majority  vote  be  ap- 
proved. If  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rogers] 
is  agreed  to,  it  would  not  enable  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii  to  be  admitted  on  equal 
footing  with  the  other  States  of  the 
Union.  There  has  never  been  another 
State  admitted  to  this  Union  that  has 
required  a  two-thirds  vote  for  the  ap- 
proval of  its  constitution.  There  have 
been  two  methods  for  the  approval  of 
State  constitutions. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  As  deeply  as 
I  feel,  being  from  the  South,  about  our 
loss  of  the  two- thirds  rule,  I  am  going 
to  accept  the  gentleman's  amendment. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAITXDR.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SECREST.  When  this  constitu- 
tion comes  back  before  Congress,  does 
the  Congress  have  a  right  to  amend  the 
constitution  and  return  it  to  Hawaii  or 
must  it  be  accepted  exactly  as  is? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  As  it  stands  right  now, 
we  will  have  the  opportunity  only  to 
accept  it  or  reject  it. 

Mr.  PARRINGTON.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  I  think  the  gentleman  is  in 
error  about  that.  The  Congress  has  a 
right  to  require  amendments  to  a  State 
constitution,  until  it  is  admitted.  So 
that  if  there  is  a  feature  of  the  constitu- 
tion that  you  dislike,  it  can  be  returned 
to  the  proposed  State,  and  unless  they 
accept  that  change,  then  they  are  not 
admitted.  That  happened  in  the  case 
of  Nebraska,  and  also  in  the  case  of  New 
Mexico. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  have  no  objection  to 
this  amendment.  I  think  it  is  all  right 
to  bring  back  the  constitution,  but  is  it 
not  true  that  in  the  past,  approval  of 
constitutions,  as  falling  within  the  gen- 
eral framework  of  our  republican  form 
of  government,  has  been  done  in  exactly 
the  same  manner  provided  in  this 
measure? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  The  last  6  or  7  States 
admitted  have  been  admitted  in  the 
manner  just  as  is  set  forth  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  ENGLE.     As  it  is  now? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     As  it  is  now. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  As  respects  the  gentle- 
man's amendment.  I  would  accept  the 
gentleman's  amendment. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Is  It  true  that  the 
Constitution  of  Hawaii  as  presently 
adopted  by  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tion of  Hawaii  contains  a  provision  that 
the  right  to  reapportion  the  legislative 
and  congressional  districts  shall  reside 
not  in  the  legislature  of  the  proposed 
new  State  but  in  the  Governor  of  the 
proposed  new  State? 
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Mr.  SAYLOR.  No;  that  is  Incorrect; 
there  is  a  provision  in  there  that  states 
that  the  authority  to  reapportion  as  far 
as  the  State  legislature  is  concerned  is  in 
the  Governor,  but  not  as  far  as  the  Con- 
gress is  concerned. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  In  other  words,  the 
Governor,  and  the  Governor  alone,  of 
Hawaii  can  set  up  the  legislative  dis- 
tricts of  the  new  State  legislature. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  is  in  the  consti- 
tution. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    Does  the  gentle- 
man know  of  any  State  of  the  Union 
that  has  a  provision  of  that  Icind? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  do  not. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    I  hardly  think 
that  is  in  accord  with  democratic  prin- 
ciples, and  I  think  that  provision  alone 
would  be  enough  to  reject  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  proposed  new  State. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  is  only  your 
opinion,  and  with  that,  of  course.  I  do 
not  agree. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  with  the 
adoption  of  the  gentleman's  amendment 
the  matter  of  the  Constitution  of  Hawaii 
and  its  provisions  will  be  back  before 
the  Congress ;  and  at  that  time  after  the 
constitution  is  submitted,  if  it  is  found 
to  be  defective  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Congress,  then  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
can  be  required  to  change  the  constitu- 
tion in  accord  with  the  mandate  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairmau 
will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  further 
question? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    I  would  like  to 
point  out  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
that  that  is  another  matter.     I  say  that 
that  is  grounds  enough  for  the  rejection 
Of  the  proposed  constitution;  I  did  not 
say  anything  about  the  rejection  of  the 
Territory  as  a  State. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  the  situation  clear  so  that  we  will 
know  what  we  are  voting  on.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  offers  an  amendment 
the  substance  of  which  is  that  the  con- 
stitution of  the  new  State,  if  and  when 
admitted,  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Con- 
gress for  action.  Am  I  correct? 
Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  would  require 
a  two-thirds  vote  of  both  branches  of 
Congress  present  and  voting  thereon  to 
approve:  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Yes. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania would  require  approval  by  merely 
a  majority  of  those  present  and  voting 
thereon.  Personally,  I  think  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  is  a  sound  one;  and,  with 
all  due  respect  to  my  friend  from  Texas, 
I  shall  vote  accordingly.  Two-thirds 
would  be  certainly  a  radical  departure 
from  what  has  existed  heretofore,  and 
while  I  am  going  to  vote  for  recommital 


I  want  the  bill  to  be  In  as  good  form  as 
possible  so  that  should  it  pass  the  Con- 
gress it  would  provide  for  the  orderly 
admission  of  Hawaii  or  any  other  Terri- 
tory that  might  come  later  on  as  a  State 
of  the  Union.  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man from"  Texas  has  accepted  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania:  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  means  that 
we  have  a  very  fine  amendment  as  I  see 
it  providing  for  congressional  approval 
by  a  majority  present  and  voting  thereon 
when  it  comes  before  this  body. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Now.  with  these  two 
amendments,  the  amendment  and  the 
substitute,  we  have  got  down  to  the  issue 
that  some  of  us  raised  yesterday,  that 
there  are  things  wrong  with  this  consti- 
tution. Hearings  were  never  held  in 
the  committee  on  the  constitution,  and  I 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts that  the  bill  should  be  sent  back 
to  the  committee  and  hearings  had  upon 
the  constitutional  issue  rather  than  this 
process. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  stated  my 
reasons,  which  are  different  from  those 
entertained  by  others,  why  I  shall  vote 
to  recommit;  but  I  think  the  question 
before  the  House  is  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  matter  that  my  distin- 
guished friend  has  just  referred  to.  In 
any  event,  this  amendment  will  give  the 
opportunity  for  both  branches  of  the 
Congress  to  give  consideration  to  the 
constitution  if  this  bill  becomes  law  and 
it  does  so  under  the  ordinary  rules  of  the 
House  by  a  majority  present  and  voting 
thereon. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield, 
Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  commend 
the  gentleman  for  the  very  fair  state- 
ment of  his  position.  In  that  respect  I 
just  wish  the  gentleman  could  come  out 
wholeheartedly  for  the  bill  for  statehood 
for  Hawaii  as  he  did  before;  in  any 
event,  since  the  constitution  that  may  be 
finally  adopted  in  Hawaii  has  to  be 
passed  on  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  they  certainly  will  be  put  on  no- 
tice that  that  constitution  must  not  be 
repugnant  to  any  of  the  provisions  of 
our  Constitution.  It  will  come  up  be- 
fore the  Congress,  and,  as  I  said  before, 
if  there  is  anything  the  matter  with  it 
then  it  is  within  the  power  of  the  Con- 
gress to  correct  it.  I  think  any  true 
friend  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  would 
want  that  much  and  no  more. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  will  have  the 
same  thing  in  the  future,  we  had  the 
same  thing  in  the  past,  and  it  is  only  fair 
that  approval  of  the  Hawaiian  Consti- 
tution should  be  in  accordance  with  the 
time-honored  tradition  and  procedure 
of  the  Congress. 

My  friend  has  been  very  kind  to  me 
and  I  want  naturally  to  reciprocate  be- 
cause I  admire  him  very,  very  much. 
He  said  he  wished  I  could  go  a  little 
further.  Might  I  ask  my  friend  if  he 
will  guarantee  that  an  Alaska  statehood 
bill  will  be  reported? 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  the  gentle- 
man knows  I  cannot  make  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Will  the  gentle- 
man do  everything  within  his  power  to 
that  end? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  It  has  been  stated 
that  hearings  will  be  held  on  the  Alaska 
statehood  bill.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man I  hope  to  have  a  little  something  to 
say  on  that  in  just  a  moment.  I  do  not 
believe  you  can  defend  before  the  bar  of 
pubhc  opinion  of  this  country  any  sort  of 
an  operation  that  refu.ses  to  act  upon 
each  one  of  these  proposals  on  their  own 
merits.  I  think  that  is  the  way  the  peo- 
ple of  the  country  want  us  to  operate 
and  I  think  that  is  the  way  we  should 
operate. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  suggest  to  the 
gentleman  that  he  study  the  Bible  a  little 
because  there  is  a  very  famous  saying 
in  the  Bible  that,  "Out  of  evil  sometimes 
comes  good." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

The  substitute  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On 
page  23.  line  5.  delete  the  semicolon  and  In- 
sert a  period  In  lieu  thereof;  delete  the  bal- 
ance or  line  5  and  all  of  lines  6  through  10. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  was  try- 
ing to  get  the  Chair's  attention  so  that  I 
could  offer  z.  committee  amendment  that 
goes  to  this  section.  May  I  try  to  get 
that  permission? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Lot  me  ask  the  gentle- 
man. Does  the  committee  amendment 
confer  upon  the  Federal  Government 
exclusive  jurisdiction  or  is  it  concurrent 
jurisdiction? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The 
amendment  that  will  be  offered  is  a  com- 
promise. We  had  the  mihtary  in  the 
office,  including  the  admirals  and  the 
generals,  and  the  amendment  to  be  of- 
fered by  the  committee  is  a  compromise 

The  CHAIRMAN.  An  amendment  is 
not  in  order  until  the  committee  amend- 
ment has  been  acted  on. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  offer  the  committee  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  22  line  3 
insert  the  following: 

•■|b)  Nutwlthstandlng  the  admission  of 
the  btate  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union,  authority 
Is  reserved  in  the  United  States,  subject  to 
the  proviso  hereinafter  set  forth,  for  the  ex- 
ercise by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
of  exclusive  legislation,  as  provided  by  arti- 
cle I.  of  .section  8,  clause  17  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  In  all  cases  what- 
soever over  such  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  as 
are  now  owned  by  the  United  States  and  held 
for  military,  naval,  .air  force,  or  coast  guard 
purposes,  whether  title  to  such  lands  was 
acquired  by  cession  and  transfer  to  the 
United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Hawaii  and 


set  aside  by  Executive  order  of  the  President 
or  the  Governor  of  Hawaii  for  the  use  of  the 
United  Statej.,  or  acquired  by  the  United 
States  by  purchase,  condemnation,  donation, 
exchange,  or  otherwise:  Provided,  (I)  That 
the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  always  have  the 
right  to  serve  civil  or  criminal  process  within 
the  said  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  in  suits  or 
prosecutions  for  or  on  account  of  rights 
acquired,  obligations  Incurred,  or  crimes 
committed  wUhln  the  said  State  but  outside 
of  the  said  tracts  of  land;  (li)  that  the  res- 
ervation of  ajthorlty  In  the  United  States 
for  the  exercise  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  the  power  of  exclusive  legislation 
over  the  landt.  aforesaid  shall  not  operate  to 
prevent  such  lands  from  being  within  the 
Territorial  boundaries  and  a  part  of  the  State 
of  Hawaii,  and  such  power  of  exclusive  legis- 
lation shall  vest  and  remain  In  the  United 
States  only  so  long  as  the  land  Is  owned  and 
used  for  the  purposes  aforesaid:  and  (111) 
that  unless  t.nd  until  the  Congress  shall 
have  enacted  laws  preempting  or  Inconsist- 
ent therewith  the  State  shall  have  concur- 
rent Jurlsdict  on  for  all  purposes  over  the 
said  lands  ovei  which  such  power  of  exclusive 
legislation  Is  nereby  reserved  to  the  United 
States." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Are  there  any 
amendments  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson  as 
an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment: On  page  23.  line  5,  delete  the  semi- 
colon and  Inse-t  a  period  in  lieu  thereof;  de- 
lete the  balance  of  line  5  and  all  of  lines  6 
through  10. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  which  I  offer  will  delete  the 
third  proviso  of  section  14  (b)  on  page  23 
of  the  bill.  The  purpose  of  my  amend- 
ment can  be  simply  stated.  It  has  the 
effect  of  reserving  exclusive  legislation 
over  all  land.s  now  owned  by  the  United 
States  and  held  for  military,  naval,  Air 
Force,  or  Coast  Guard  purF>oses. 

I  do  not  have  to  remind  the  Members 
of  the  strategic  importance  of  the  Ha- 
waiian Islands.  The  Territory  of  Hawaii 
stands  as  a  bastion  in  the  Pacific,  guard- 
ing the  defenses  of  the  west  coast  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Panama  Canal. 
Remember  that  Hawaii  is  America's  Gi- 
braltar. So  long  as  the  world  is  in  its 
troubled  state,  we  must  never  forget  that 
these  islands  are  one  of  our  first  lines  of 
defen.se  in  the  Pacific.  There  are  many 
complexities  involved  in  the  islands'  de- 
fense against  an  aggressor  because  of  the 
Territory's  isolation  from  the  mainland. 

At  the  present  time,  we  have  mighty 
installations  located  in  Hawaii.  Let  me 
remind  the  Members  that  the  total  value 
of  the  naval  installations  in  Hawaii  is 
$495,189,526.  This  figure  was  computed 
as  of  July  1,  1952,  and  includes  the  value 
of  land,  buildings,  and  equipment  neces- 
sary to  maintain  and  service  our  naval 
forces  based  in  Hawaii.  The  Army  has 
land,  buildings,  and  equipment  valued  at 
$107,376,179.  and  the  value  of  Air  Force 
installations  is  $110,000,000.  This  makes 
a  grand  total  of  approximately  three- 
quarters  of  a  billion  dollars,  which  we 
have  provided  for  the  military  services 
for  the  defense  of  our  Territory  and  the 
United  States. 

I  say  that  such  valuable  and  necessary 
segments  of  our  defense  should  be  kept 
within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the 


United  States.  By  striking  the  third 
proviso  of  section  14  (b)  of  the  bill,  we 
could  accomplish  jiist  that. 

When  the  United  States  holds  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction  over  a  military  reserva- 
tion located  within  a  State,  the  State  has 
no  control  over  it.  Its  laws  are  not  ap- 
plicable thereto,  and  the  sovereignty  of 
the  general  government  is  complete. 
The  Foimding  Fathers  of  our  country 
recognized  the  importance  of  such  com- 
plete control  by  the  United  States  over 
its  military  reservations.  They  provided 
in  the  Constitution  a  method  whereby 
the  United  States  could  exercise  exclu- 
sive legislation  over  lands  acquired  from 
a  State  for  the  erection  of  forts,  maga- 
zines, arsenals,  dockyards,  and  other 
needful  buildings.  Later,  President 
James  Madison,  in  commenting  upon  the 
purpose  of  this  constitutional  provision, 
spoke  of  the  indispensable  necessity  of 
such  authority.  And  now,  150  years  later, 
these  words  are  as  true  as  they  were  in 
his  day. 

Lest  there  be  any  misunderstanding 
concerning  the  words  "exclusive  legisla- 
tion" and  "exclusive  jurisdiction*'  I 
should  tell  the  Members  that  the  words, 
for  the  purposes  of  ceded  lands,  are 
synonymous.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  Mason  against  Tax  Com- 
mission, with  Chief  Justice  Hughes 
speaking  for  the  Court  held  that  the  term 
"exclusive  jurisdiction"  as  used  in  such 
statutes,  is  recognized  by  the  courts  as 
being  synonymous  with  the  power  to  "ex- 
ercise exclusive  legislation"  as  the  latter 
term  is  used  in  the  Constitution.  To  say 
that  the  United  States  has  acquired  ex- 
clusive jurisdiction  over  lands  within  a 
State  means  that  the  State  relinquishes 
to  the  Federal  Government  all  authority 
to  enforce  its  own  laws  within  such  areas. 

We  must  go  slow  before  granting  con- 
current jurisdiction  to  the  State  of  Ha- 
waii. This  is  a  new  step,  for  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  in  granting  state- 
hood to  a  territory  not  contiguous  to 
the  lands  of  the  United  States  proper. 
Who  can  predict  the  stability  and  effec- 
tiveness of  this  new  potential  member  of 
the  Union?  Since  the  answer  to  this  is 
unknown,  I  urge  the  Congress  to  proceed 
with  caution.  If  we  go  forward  in  haste 
and  grant  concurrent  jurisdiction  over 
the  lands  now  owned  by  the  United 
States  and  held  for  military  purposes,  we 
must  thereafter  share  jurisdiction  with 
this  new  State.  We  will  fina  that  the 
civil  and  criminal  laws  of  th|  new  State 
are  generally  applicable  to  tne  military 
lands  and  reservations,  along  with  the 
Federal  law.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is 
difficult  to  determine,  at  this  time,  how 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  might 
affect  our  military  bases.  It  is  possible 
that  such  State  laws,  in  times  of  national 
emergency,  could  restrict,  yes,  even  in- 
terfere with  the  national  defense.  These 
matters  cannot  be  accurately  assessed  In 
advance.  I  believe  all  will  agree  that  any 
sharing  of  jurisdiction  would  of  neces- 
sity give  rise  to  problems  of  interpreta- 
tion as  to  what  State  laws  are  appli- 
cable. We  all  know  that  such  problems 
can  only  be  solved  by  the  courts.  Past 
experience  shows  us  that  these  matters 
of  interpretation  have  been  a  fertile 
breeding  ground  for  disagreements  be- 
tween Federal  and  local  authorities  who 
share  jurisdiction  over  military  reserva- 


tions. They  give  rise  to  many  vexing 
administrative  problems  for  command- 
ing officers.  They  foster  ill  will  against 
military  commimities  which  resist  the 
efforts  of  civiUan  authorities  who  en- 
deavor to  enforce  State  and  local  laws 
which  are  considered  not  properly  ap- 
pUcable  on  military  reservations.  All 
this,  most  often,  produces  much  burden- 
some htigation. 

I  do  not  contend  that  the  new  State 
of  Hawaii,  if  granted  concurrent  juris- 
diction, could  directly  interfere  with  the 
use  of  the  reservations  for  miUtary  pur- 
poses, but  it  would  have  a  considerable 
amount  of  jurisdiction  over  the  military 
properties  which  could  cause  adminis- 
trative and  legal  problems. 

If  the  grave  international  situation 
were  changed— if  this  national  emer- 
gency had  not  been  thrust  upon  us  by 
Communist  aggressors — this  problem 
would  not  be  as  serious.  But  in  these 
crucial  hours  when  we  would  grant  state- 
hood to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  we 
must  be  mindful  of  our  responsibilities  to 
all  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  not 
just  to  the  people  of  Hawaii.  We  must 
do  nothing  here  which  might,  in  any 
w-ay.  interfere  with  the  national  defense 
and  security.  We  want  no  litigation, 
during  these  times,  to  solve  problems  of 
interpretation  of  what  State  laws  are  ap- 
plicable to  our  Government  lands  in  Ha- 
waii. We  want  no  additional  adminis- 
trative problems.  We  want  no  ill  will. 
All  of  this  can  be  avoided  by  retaining 
exclusive  Federal  jurisdiction  over  the 
lands  now  held  in  Hawaii  by  the  Military, 
Naval.  Air  Force,  and  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States. 

There  is  no  doubt  how  this  may  be  ac- 
complished. The  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  held  that  the  Congress, 
upon  granting  statehood  to  a  Territory, 
may  except  certain  lands  therein  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  new  State,  that  is, 
retain  exclusive  legislation — or  jurisdic- 
tion— over  such  land.  Thus,  all  that  the 
Congress  need  do  to  preserve  this  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction  is  to  include  in  the  bill 
explicit  language  retaining  for  the 
United  States  exclusive  jurisdiction  over 
military  lands  located  within  the  pro- 
posed new  State  of  Hawaii.  This  is  al- 
ready done  in  the  bill.  Note  section  14 
(b),  page  22.  of  the  bill.  Note  that  here 
exclusive  legislation  is  reserved  to  the 
United  States  over  lands  now  owned  and 
held  for  the  Military,  Naval,  Air  Force, 
and  Coast  Guard.  The  first  proviso  of 
this  subsection  gives  the  right  to  the  new 
State  to  serve  civil  or  criminal  process 
within  State  tracts  or  parcels  of  land. 
This  exception  to  the  retention  of  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction  is  certainly  necessary 
because  if  it  was  not  granted  to  the  new 
State,  there  is  a  possibihty  that  the  mil- 
itary reservations  might  become  a  sanc- 
tuary for  debtors  and  criminals. 

The  second  proviso  of  this  subsection 
merely  provides  that  exclusive  legisla- 
tion shall  rest  and  remain  in  the  United 
States  only  so  long  as  the  land  is  owned 
and  used  for  military  purposes. 

But  now  we  come  to  the  third  proviso 
which  my  amendment  would  delete  in 
Its  entirety.  After  granting  exclusive 
legislation  in  the  first  and  second  pro- 
visos, the  bill  would  give  concurrent 
Jurisdiction  over  all  of  these  lands. 
Quite  frankly.  I  do  not  understand  how 
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the  third  proviso  ties  in  with  the  first 
and  second.  I  am  not  sure,  in  my  own 
mind,  what  was  intended  to  be  meant 
by  the  third  proviso.  I  can  only  assume 
that  the  intent  was  to  grant  concurrent 
jurisdiction  over  lands  owned  by  the 
United  States  and  used  for  military  pur- 
'poses  to  the  State  of  Hawaii.  If  this  is 
the  intent,  then  it  is  my  opinion  it 
should  be  stricken  from  the  bill  and  that 
is  just  what  my  amendment  would  do. 
Please  note  that  my  amendment  does 
not  disturb  the  langiiage  in  the  first 
part  of  section  14  (b).  For  this  is  the 
subsection  which  grants  exclusive  juris- 
diction to  the  United  States.  All  my 
amendment  would  do  would  be  to  strike 
the  contradictory  language  of  the  third 
proviso,  whereby  it  seems  that  there  is 
an  intent  to  grant  concurrent  jurisdic- 
tion to  the  new  State  of  Hawaii. 

Mr.  Chairman,  at  this  grave  period 
of  history,  it  is  no  time  for  the  Congress 
to  provide  for  potential  mixups  and 
quarrels  over  jurisdiction  on  military 
properties  and,  consequently,  I  urge  the 
Members  to  support  by  amendment  and 
to  keep  exclusive  Federal  jurisdiction 
over  the  lands  of  the  United  States,  used 
for  military  purposes,  in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  with  due  deference  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  every  argu- 
ment he  has  given  with  regard  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  presented  to 
oxir  committee  by  letter  of  Admiral  Nunn. 

You  will  notice  that  the  gentleman 
who  offered  the  amendment  talked  about 
security.  There  is  no  Member  of  this 
House  who  is  not  interested  in  seeing 
that  security  is  maintained.  But  when 
the  Department  of  Defense  came  before 
our  committee  and  we  met  in  conference, 
they  talked  about  these  same  cases, 
whether  or  not  pwlice  regulations  should 
be  affected  on  a  military  reservation, 
whether  or  not  milk  regulations  should 
be  affected  on  the  reservations,  whether 
or  not  building  restrictions  should  be 
affected  on  the  reservations. 

After  a  long  conference,  at  which  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and 
the  Air  Force  were  present,  we  agreed 
on  this  amendment.  I  should  like  to 
read  you  a  letter  which  was  received  by 
me  from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  signed  by  Roger  Kent,  General 
Counsel : 

Reference  Is  made  to  the  proposed  amend- 
ment recommended  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  H.  R.  49,  a  bill  "to  enable  the 
people  of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted  into 
the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
original  States,"  designed  to  reserve  exclu- 
sive Jurisdiction  in  the  United  States  over 
those  lands  now  owned  by  the  United  States 
and  held  for  military,  naval,  air-force,  or 
coast-guard  purposes. 

The  Department  of  Defense  understands 
that  considerable  opposition  arose  in  the 
Subcommittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs to  the  form  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ment and  that  a  compromise  amendment 
prepMired  in  the  office  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  was  agreed  to  by  its  military  depart- 
ments subject  to  approval  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense. 

The  compromise  amendment  has  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Depeu'tment  of  Defense  and 
meets  with  its  approval. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  SAYIX)R.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
the  committee  whether  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment under  this  compromise  amend- 
ment has  exclusive  jurisdiction  or  con- 
current jurisdiction? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  They  have  concurrent 
jurisdiction. 

Mr.  VINSON.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  believe  we  can  jus- 
tify the  concurrent  jurisdiction. 

I  will  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  that  it  is  a  serious  matter,  but 
what  this  amendment  provides  is  that 
under  all  circumstances  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  or  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  al- 
ways have  the  right  to  serve  criminal 
and  civil  process  on  the  reservations; 
that  notwithstanding  such  reservation  of 
the  power  of  exclusive  legislation  by 
Congress,  these  particular  lands  will  re- 
main within  the  Territorial  boundaries 
and  be  a  part  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  but 
the  reservation  of  such  power  of  exclu- 
sive congressional  legislation  will  cease 
if  and  when  these  lands  cease  to  be  used 
for  military  purposes. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  just 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  will  not  yield  further 
unless  I  can  get  more  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  will  ask  for  more 
time.    This  is  a  very  important  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  1  additional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  gentleman  is  making  a  very  impor- 
tant statement.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  he  be  permitted  to  proceed  for 
5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  have 
been  listening  to  the  gentleman's  expla- 
nation, especially  in  reference  to  the 
service  of  criminal  process  and  the  han- 
dling of  criminal  cases  in  the  Federal 
domain  and  on  military  property.  In 
what  respect  will  that  provision  amend 
the  military  code  of  justice  where  we 
outline  specifically  how  these  matters 
should  be  handled?  Is  there  going  to 
be  a  change  by  this  bill  in  the  manner 
in  which  a  man  is  arrested,  tried,  con- 
victed, or  even  served? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  None  whatsoever.  This 
will  not  affect  anything  in  the  military 
code. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  have 
something  in  the  military  code,  and  I 
might  mention  I  am  chairman  of  that 
subcommittee  which  wrote  the  code  out- 
lining the  jurisdiction  of  the  military 
over  crimes  committed  on  a  military 
post.  Is  it  the  gentleman's  contention 
that  there  is  nothing  here  that  affects 
that  at  all? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  There  Is  nothing  here 
that  affects  that  at  alL 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  have 
something  in  that  code,  too,  dealing  with 
the  rights  of  civilian  authorities  with  ref- 
erence to  crimes  committed  on  military 
posts.  Is  there  anything  here  that  will 
change  the  rules  regarding  the  rights  of 
the  civilian  authorities  to  come  on  posts? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  None  whatsoever.  The 
important  thing  and  the  part  which  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  wants  to  strike  out,  is  to  say 
that  these  military  reservations  will  be- 
come little  islands  in  which  only  the  law 
of  the  military  will  apply.  Now  what  the 
amendment  as  adopted  by  the  committee 
will  do  is  just  this:  That  until  Congress 
takes  some  action  any  laws  which  are 
now  in  effect  in  the  State  of  Hawaii,  or 
hereafter  enacted,  will  be  in  effect  on  the 
Island. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  Just 
stated  that  my  amendment  would  have 
the  effect  of  creating  a  little,  isolated 
area  or  island.  Let  me  say  this  because 
after  all  we  do  want  to  debate  this  thing 
in  an  intelligent  way.  This  is  nothing 
new  for  the  Pede/al  Government  to  do. 
In  the  naval  ordnance  plant  at  Camden. 
Ark.,  the  Federal  Government  has  ex- 
clusive jurisdiction.  In  the  marine  sta- 
tion at  Miami  and  Camp  Lejeune,  and 
I  have  here  a  long  list  of  them,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion. My  point  is  that  you  set  out  to  give 
the  Federal  Government  exclusive  juris- 
diction by  the  first  part  of  your  amend- 
ment, but  you  nullify  it  by  including  the 
concurrent  jurisdiction.  So  it  conflicts 
with  the  first  part.  No  place  Is  more  im- 
portant for  the  defense  of  this  country 
than  Hawaii.  Therefore,  no  one.  not 
even  the  State  of  Hawaii  should  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  defense  of  this 
country  so  far  as  such  laws  dealing  with 
the  military  installations  are  concerned. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  What  the  committee 
is  trying  to  do  is  this:  Congress  has  not 
passed  laws  covering  every  phase  for 
every  military  reservation.  For  exam- 
ple, take  the  EMstrict  of  Columbia. 
Each  one  of  you  Members  have  in  your 
files  or  in  your  libraries,  two  big  vol- 
umes which  are  constantly  being  added 
to,  a  full  code  of  laws  for  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Such  a  code  does  not  exist 
for  every  military  reservation  and  until 
such  time  as  Congress  passes  such  a  code 
there  shall  exist  on  these  reservations 
concurrent  jurisdiction.  The  reason  the 
military  agreed  to  this  amendment  as  it 
is  to  be  here,  is  that  unless  this  amend-* 
ment  is  adopted  in  Its  present  form,  you 
are  going  to  create  in  the  miUtary  two 
classes  of  persons — those  who  are  able 
to  live  on  the  military  reservation  and 
those  who  are  not  able  to  live  on  the 
military  reservation.  They  admitted 
that  as  extensive  as  the  holdings  of  the 
mihtary  are  in  Hawaii,  it  is  impossible 
for  them  to  go  out  and  provide  homes 
for  all  of  the  military,  and  because  of 
that,  those  who  would  live  on  the  reser- 
vation will  be  covered  by  one  set  of  laws 
and  those  who  will  live  off  the  military 
reservation  will  be  covered  by  another 
set  of  laws.  I  do  not  believe  that  anyone 
desires  to  have  that  sort  oX  situation 
exist. 
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Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  a  witness  from  the  Department 
of  Defense  submitted  an  amendment  to 
the  subcommittee  which  vested  exclusive 
Federal  jurisdiction  in  these  installa- 
tions? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  And  he  tes- 
tified before  the  subcommittee  that  the 
reason  they  wanted  that  in  this  bill  was 
for  the  security  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  portion  of  the  bill  which  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  now  attack- 
ing is  a  compromise  which  was  worked 
out  with  the  Department  of  Defense, 
but  it  is  not  the  original  amendment 
which  was  offered. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  It  is  not  the  original 
amendment  which  was  offered. 

I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  some 
of  the  things  involved  in  this  bill.  This 
the  military  were  forced  to  admit,  that 
their  position  in  Hawaii  is,  as  I  under- 
stand— and  it  is  the  same  in  some  of 
the  other  military  reservations — it  is  im- 
possible for  them  to  build  all  of  the  in- 
stallations which  they  would  like  to  have. 
So  what  they  do  is  to  rent  or  lease  for 
a  long  period  of  time  a  tract  of  land 
within  the  military  reservation.  Then 
they  enter  into  a  contract  with  the  con- 
tractor to  build  for  them  the  type  of 
building  which  they  want  on  the  mili- 
tary reservation,  and  to  rent  it  to  the 
military  when  it  is  completed.  The 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  Vinson!  has  offered  will 
mean  that  when  a  civilian  who  goes  on- 
to that  military  reservation  is  hurt,  he 
will  not  be  entitled  to  any  of  the  ad- 
vantages that  he  would  if  he  had  been 
employed  by  the  contractor  off  of  the 
military  reservation.  The  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act  will  not  apply.  Many 
of  the  other  acts,  as  far  as  building 
codes  are  concerned,  will  not  apply. 
The  Department  of  Defense  and  those 
who  appeared  before  us  admitted  that 
this  compromise  would  accomplish 
everything  they  wanted  and  everything 
they  needed ;  and  if  it  ever  became  nec- 
es.sary  for  the  military  to  have  anything 
further,  they  would  have  the  right  to 
come  to  Congress  and  have  any  law 
pa.ssed  that  would  enable  them  to  do 
anything  they  wanted  to  do. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex- 
pired. 

« By  unanimous  consent,  at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York.  Mr.  Saylor  was 
granted  3  additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  yield. 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Is  my  un- 
derstanding of  the  gentleman's  explana- 
tion correct,  that  if  the  committee  pro- 
posal is  adopted,  and  through  it  con- 
current  jurisdiction   is   conveyed   upon 
the   new   government   of   the   State  of 
Hawaii,  that  thereafter  a  future  Con- 
press  may  withdrt*w  from  the  State  of 
Hawaii  concurrent  jurisdiction  and  re- 
acquire exclusive  jurisdiction? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    So  it  is  a 
question  of  giving  full  jurisdiction  now. 


with  the  right  to  acquire  jurisdiction 
later,  or  giving  it  to  Hawaii  and  reac- 
quiring exclusive  jurisdiction  later? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  And  in 
either  event  the  interest  of  the  Federal 
Government  is  protected? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  In  either  way  the  in- 
terest of  the  Federal  Government  is  pro- 
tected. I  believe  the  general  counsel  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  has  indi- 
cated his  complete  approval  of  the 
amendment  as  it  is  drawn,  and  I  would 
ask  that  the  proposed  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  be 
defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  again 
expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Vinson)  there 
were — ayes  89.  noes  122. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  re- 
curs on  the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendmen.  was  agreed 
to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
p>ort  the  next  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment:  Page  21,  line  9, 
alter  "14",  insert  "(a)."  , 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rogers  cf 
Texas:  Page  11.  line  13,  strike  ou'.  the  word 
"two"  immediately  preceding  the  word  "Rep- 
resentatives" and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  "one." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  have  a  companion  amendment 
that  would  be  in  the  nature  of  a  perfect- 
ing amendment.  In  the  interest  of  time, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  two 
may  be  considered  together. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rogers  of 
Texas:  Page  14,  line  2,  strike  out  the  word 
■"two"  immediately  preceding  the  word  "Rep- 
resentatives" and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  "one." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  On  this 
amendment — I  am  not  going  to  take  the 
time  of  the  committee  because  I  think 
you  realize  that  the  amendment  is  one 
which  was  discussed  in  debate  yesterday 
and  has  been  mentioned  several  times 
in  the  debate  today.  It  has  to  do  with 
the  question  of  whether  or  not  if  Hawaii 
is  allowed  to  enter  the  Union  as  a  State 
she  shall  have  two  Representatives.  The 
whole  thing  resolves  itself  down  to  this: 
that  according  to  the  figures  I  have  there 
are  possibly  500,000  people  in  the  Hawai- 
ian Islands.  I  merely  call  your  atten- 
tion to  one  fact:  There  are  many  Mem- 
bers of  this  Congress  on  the  fioor  of  this 
House  who  are  today  representing  more 
constituents  than  that  in  one  district  in 
this  country.    I  think  that  until  a  re- 


apportionment is  worked  out  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Constitu- 
tion and  the  laws  of  this  land  one  Repre- 
sentative from  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
should  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opF>osition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  see  this  done 
In  a  legal  manner.  The  title  of  the  bill 
states  that  Hawaii  shall  be  admitted  on 
an  equal  footing  with  the  other  States. 
That  clearly  shows  that  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  wants  to  admit  them  on  the 
same  basis.  The  States  have  been  ad- 
mitted with  the  number  of  Representa- 
tives based  on  population.  According 
to  a  letter  I  received  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  when  the  number  of  Members 
of  the  House  come  to  428  the  State  of 
Hawaii  is  automatically  entitled  to  2 
Representatives.  If  Hawaii  is  to  be  ad- 
mitted on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
other  States  then  they  should  be  entitled 
to  their  correct  number  of  Representa- 
tives here  in  this  House  in  accordance 
with  the  laws  that  are  now  on  the  statute 
books. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  the  Sixth  Dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia  with  456,000  popu- 
lation and  but  1  Representative,  to 
have  Hawaii  admitted  with  2  Repre- 
sentatives for  approximately  the  same 
number  of  people? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  certainly  do,  because 
when  the  great  State  of  West  Virginia 
was  admitted  to  the  Union  they  were 
admitted  in  accordance  with  the  same 
law  under  which  Hawaii  will  be  ad- 
mitted, and  West  Virginia  got  three 
Representatives. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  It  is  a  fact,  of  course, 
that  State  legislatures  do  not  always 
apportion  according  to  population,  and 
I  personally  feel  that  this  argument — 
although  I  am  not  for  this  bill — is  not 
very  sound.  They  should  either  come 
in  as  other  States  under  the  formula 
established  or  they  should  not  come  in 
at  all. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man; I  agree  with  him  heartily. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ABERNETTHY.  I  had  considered 
offering  an  amendment  similar  to  that 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
This  provision  of  the  bill  has  disturbed 
me  somewhat.  On  the  information  the 
gentleman  has  given  us  I  understand 
each  State  is  entitled  to  a  representa- 
tive for  each  350.000  people  or  approxi- 
mately that  and  each  major  fraction 
thereof.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  No;  that  is  not  cor- 
rect ;  each  State  is  automatically  entitled 
to  one. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  All  right,  but  the 
States  now  are  entitled  to  a  Representa- 
tive for  approximately  every  350,000 
people  in  the  State. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  As  it  divides  up  nu- 
merically that  is  correct. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  All  right,  and  for 
every   major   fraction   of   350,000   they 
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would  be  enUtled  to  another  Representa- 
tive. 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  ABERNETHY.  The  Hawaiian 
Islands  now  have  a  population,  accord- 
ing to  the  1950  census,  of  499,000  people, 
in  round  figures.  They  would  automati- 
cally be  entitled  to  one  Representative 
for  the  first  350,000  people? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  is  where  the  error 
In  the  gentleman's  argimient  occurs.  If 
they  have  one  citizen  in  the  State  they 
are  automatically  entitled  to  one  Repre- 
sentative. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  But  in  order  to  be 
entitled  to  two  Representatives  a  State 
of  the  Union  today  must  have  a  total  of 
about  525,000  people;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  To  be  entitled  to  two 
today,  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Then  you  are  giv- 
ing to  the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii  one 
Representative  more  than  the  States  of 
the  Union  would  have  today  with  a  simi- 
lar population? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    No;  we  are  not. 
Mr.    ABERNETHY.      The    gentleman 
has  just  said  so. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  In  other  words,  if  they 
have  525,000  people  they  would  be  en- 
titled to  two  Representatives. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  But  I  can  say  that  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  has  certified  to  our 
committee  that  they  are  entitled  under 
the  formula  under  which  you  and  I  and 
every  other  Member  of  Congress  came 
here  to  two  Representatives. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  hesitate  to  use  a 
particular  State  to  illustrate  my  point, 
but  let  us  take  the  State  of  New  Hamp- 
shire. I  was  talking  to  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire 
yesterday  about  this  very  matter.  I  un- 
derstand that  the  State  of  New  Hamp- 
shire barely  saved  its  two  Members — by 
about  six  or  seven  thousand  people — 
after  the  last  census.  If  they  had  had 
six  or  seven  thousand  people  less  than 
the  1950  census  gave  them  the  delegation 
from  New  Hampshire  would  have  been 
reduced  from  two  to  one;  nevertheless, 
the  State  of  New  Hampshire  would  still 
have  had  twenty  or  twenty-five  thousand 
people  more  than  the  islands  of  Hawaii 
now  have  and  yet  have  less  representa- 
tion. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  That  I  am  not  in  posi- 
tion to  debate  with  the  gentleman.  I 
can  tell  the  gentlemen  that  the  formula 
has  been  applied  for  admission  of  his 
State  to  the  Union  was  this  same  for- 
mula and  the  people  of  Hawaii  are  en- 
titled, according  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census  which  used  that  formula,  to  two 
Representatives. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  that  the  pending 
amendment  be  defeated. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
oppKJsition  to  the  pending  amendment. 
Mr.  Chairman,  it  might  be  helpful  if  I 
Just  read  a  letter  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  which  was  addressed  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  January  30,  1953, 
as  follows : 

Mt  Dkab  Senator  Buixek:  In  accordance 
with  the  request  stated  In  your  letter  of 
January  81^  1953.  we  have  calculated  the  rep- 
resMltekion  to  which  Hawaii  would  have  been 
entlliid  based  oo  the  population  enumerated 
as  ot  AprU  1,  I860. 


The  population  enumerated  In  Hawaii  as 
of  April  1,  1950.  was  499.794.  By  the  method 
of  equal  proportions.  If  Hawaii  were  Included 
among  the  States,  this  would  have  entitled 
them  to  two  Representatives.  The  first  Rep- 
resentative would  have  been  assigned  auto- 
matically as  the  minimum  which  each  State 
receives.  The  second  Representative  would 
be  assigned  when  the  House  totaled  428 
Members. 

A  statement,  Steps  In  Computing  an  Ap- 
portionment, showing  the  details  of  com- 
putation and  a  section  of  the  priority  list, 
showing  when  Hawaii  would  be  entitled  to 
the  second  Representative,  are  enclosed  for 
your  Information. 

If  we  can  be  of  further  assistance  to  you, 
please  let  us  know. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Rot  V.  Peel. 
Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

Then  follows  in  the  record  of  the  com- 
mittee hearings  a  complicated  set  of 
steps  which  have  been  taken  under  the 
formula  laid  down  by  law  to  compute 
the  number  of  Representatives  which 
Hawaii  would  be  entitled  to.  It  is  a  very 
complicated  process.  I  am  not  in  posi- 
tion to  explain  it  or  to  elucidate  it  for 
the  House.  If  I  went  through  it  I  think 
it  probably  would  be  more  confusing 
than  helpful.  The  fact  is,  however,  that 
we  have  an  official  statement  from  an 
official  source  which  computes  the  num- 
ber of  Representatives  each  State  is  en- 
titled to,  giving  Hawaii  two.  which  ap- 
pears in  this  bill.  Therefore  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  fair  assumption  that  the 
two  we  designate  in  the  bill  for  Hawaii 
is  just  as  correct  as  the  ones  designated 
for  our  respective  States,  and  which  we 
all  accepted. 

There  is  another  thing  I  would  like 
to  say :  If  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  adopted,  in 
my  opinion  that  amendment  would  be 
unconstitutional.  We  have  some  very 
splendid  constitutional  lawyers  in  this 
body  and  I  would  like  to  hear  some  of 
them  address  themselves  to  the  propo- 
sition that  you  can  bring  a  State  into 
the  Union,  discriminate  against  it.  and 
treat  it  differently  than  the  other  States 
and  on  an  unequal  basis. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  this  question?  Let  us  suppose 
that,  according  to  the  last  census  State 
A  had  a  population  of  499.000  people, 
how  many  Representatives  would  it  now 
have  in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Is  the  gentleman  trying 
to  get  me  to  figure  this  out? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  am  not  trying 
tn  trap  the  gentleman,  I  am  trying  to 
find  out  whether  they  are  brought  in 
under  the  same  treatment  of  representa- 
tion that  is  now  given  to  the  States 
on  the  mainland. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  cannot  be  trapped  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  enough  to  get  into 
a  trap  on  this  subject.  What  I  said  was 
this:  We  have  the  letter  from  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  who 
figures  the  representation  for  everybody 
else,  and  here  is  what  he  said:  He  said 
the  number  is  2.  As  I  said,  it  is  a  long, 
complicated  formula.  I  have  not  gone 
through  it  and  I  have  not  studied  it  and 
I  do  not  know  how  it  would  be  applied 
in  each  particular  instance. 


Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  As  to  the  formula  under 
which  every  State  was  admitted,  Hawaii 
would  be  entitled  to  2,  but  under  the 
conditions  that  we  are  living  under  to- 
day, with  350.000.  Hawaii  would  not  be 
entitled  to  2.  Now  the  question  is:  Do 
you  want  the  formula  and  make  that 
sacred  or  do  you  want  the  actual  situa- 
tion that  we  face  today  in  some  of  our 
States? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Here  Is  the  position  we 
are  in.  Hawaii,  under  the  formula  we 
all  operate  under,  is  entitled  to  two  Rep- 
resentatives. Under  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  Hawaii  is  entitled  to 
come  into  this  Union  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing or  not  at  all.  It  would  be  unconsti- 
tutional, in  my  opinion,  to  do  otherwise. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 
Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  Objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  ENGLE.  What  it  boils  down  to 
is  this:  Under  the  current  law  two  is 
the  number  that  Hawaii  should  have, 
and  under  the  Constitution  two  Is  the 
number  she  must  have,  because  she  must 
come  in  on  an  equal  footing.  It  would 
be  unconstitutional  for  us  to  provide 
otherwise. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  There  has 
been  a  lot  of  talk  about  equal  footing  in 
comparison  with  other  States,  but  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  another  section 
of  this  act.  section  16,  which  says  that 
"Nothing  contained  in  this  or  any  other 
act  shall  be  construed  as  depriving  the 
Federal  Maritime  Board  of  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  heretofore  conferred  on  it 
over  common  carriers  engaged  in  tran- 
sportation by  water  between  r>orts  in 
the  State  of  Hawaii  and  other  ports  in 
the  United  States,  its  Territories,  or 
possessions." 

All  the  other  States  are  under  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  Interstate  Conmierce 
Commission.  Now  is  that  equal  footing? 
Let  us  look  at  all  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  If  the  gentleman  wants 
to  make  a  point  against  that  section,  and 
I  assume  he  will  at  an  appropriate  time, 
that  is  perfectly  all  right.  What  I  am 
talking  about  now  is  these  two  Repre- 
sentatives. I  say  it  is  indisputable  they 
are  entitled  to  two  under  the  existing 
law.  and  under  the  Constitution  we  must 
bring  them  in  on  an  equal  footing  or  not 
at  all. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  if  they  are  entitled  to  two  under 
the  law,  and  they  should  not  be  entitled 
to  two,  then  we  should  change  the  law  of 
apportionment  and  not  this  particular 
section. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
That  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  yield,  under  this  bill  the  Rep- 
resentatives from  Hawaii  would  come 
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In  in  addition  to  the  present  member- 
ship of  the  House,  and  increase  the  num- 
ber to  437.  Then  in  the  reapportionment 
of  1960  presumably  we  would  go  back  to 
435.  Of  course,  if  the  House  In  the 
meantime  decides  to  change  that.  It  can. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  say 
something  on  this  amendment.  I  am 
supporting  it.  I  have  heretofore  opposed 
statehood  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska,  too, 
for  that  matter.  In  all  candidness  I  am 
opposed  to  it  now.  I  think  it  is  dangerous 
and  a  mistake  to  go  2,000  miles  beyond 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  to  make  States  with  the  force 
and  power  it  would  have.  Eut  on  the 
question  of  apportionment;  some  ques- 
tions have  been  raised  in  my  mind  that 
I  would  like  to  have  cleared  up,  and  I 
should  like  to  ask  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, who  have  given  much  thought 
and  attention  to  this  program. 

Do  I  correctly  understand  that  there 
is  a  different  method  of  law  of  appor- 
tionment by  which  States  are  brought 
into  the  Union  than  that  used  in  appor- 
tioning the  Members  for  each  State  fol- 
lowing the  census  every  10  years? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  The  answer  to  that  Is 
"No." 

Mr.  HARRIS.  You  were  talking  a 
moment  ago  about  States  brought  in 
years  ago  under  a  certain  law.  A  law 
the  same  as  all  States  come  in  under  a 
method  entitling  the  State  to  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  Congress  at  the 
time  of  admission.  May  I  advise  the 
gentleman  that  in  1941  when  we  had  the 
question  of  method  of  apportionment 
up  for  consideration,  the  Congress 
changed  the  law  at  that  time.  Instead 
of  the  method  of  apportionment  then 
used,  we  adopted  what  was  called  the 
equal  proportion  method.  That  became 
permanent  law  and  is  the  law  of  the  land 
today.  You  are  talking  about  certain 
States  40  or  50  years  ago  coming  into  the 
Union  on  the  same  basis.  Of  course,  the 
pre.sent  method  was  not  the  law  at  that 
time. 

As  I  understand  from  the  debate  here, 
this  would  increase  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  437.  You  are  talking 
about  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  report. 
What  I  should  like  to  know,  is,  if  this 
House  is  increased  to  437  Members,  and 
using  the  equal  proportion  method  as 
adopted  by  the  Congress  in  1941,  the 
same  method  used  to  determine  the  num- 
ber of  Congressmen  from  each  State, 
how  many  Members  under  that  method 
would  Hawaii  be  entitled  to  have? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.    Two. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  How  can  the  gentle- 
man say  it  would  be  entitled  to  two  when 
a  State  existing  today  with  more  popula- 
tion would  be  entitled  to  only  one? 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Yes;  if  the  gentleman 
can  clear  up  the  question  I  will  be  glad 
to  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  I  think  the  theory  of 
this  whole  apportiorunent  law  is  that 
that  State  should  get  that  number  of 
Representatives  which  will  make  the 
fairest  apportionment.  May  I  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  gentleman  that  his  State 
and  mine  both  have  6  Representatives, 
yet  if  my  State  had  7  Representatives  our 


districts  would  be  larger  than  yours,  but 
if  yours  had  5  and  my  State  7.  the  dis- 
proportion would  be  greater.  Does  not 
that  explain  the  situation? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  No.  not  quite,  because 
you  take  the  technical  method  of  appor- 
tionment this  Congress  has  adopted, 
which  I  have  endeavored  to  explain  very 
briefly,  and  that  makes  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent situation.  At  the  time  we  had  this 
fight  there  was  a  question  between  Ar- 
kansas and  Michigan.  If  we  had  re- 
tained the  former  method  as  was  the 
law  then,  Michigan  would  have  gotten  an 
extra  Congressman  from  the  1940  cen- 
sus, but  it  was  changed  to  the  equal- 
proportion  method,  consequently  Michi- 
gan retained  Its  number  at  that  time  and 
Arkansas  retained  its  number.  There  is 
a  difference  in  the  method  of  app>ortion- 
ment.  As  I  understand  It,  you  are  tak- 
ing something  here  which  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  says  has  been  followed 
throughout  the  history  of  the  Nation, 
and  bringing,  or  propose  to  bring,  into 
the  Union  a  State  and  saying  that  State 
is  entitled  to  so  many  Members  of  Con- 
gress. But  if  you  apply  the  present  law 
then  the  proposed  State  would  not  nec- 
essarily be  entitled  to  that  number. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  Under  the  formula  by 
which  these  States  have  been  brought  in, 
Hawaii  today  coming  in  as  a  State  would 
be  entitled  to  two  Members.  But,  under 
this  apportionment  method  which  is  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  which  regulates  all 
States,  then  if  that  apportionment 
method  Is  applied.  Hawaii  would  only  be 
entitled  to  one  Member. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  Is  the  point.  In 
other  words,  do  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man to  say  that  we  are  bringing  Hawaii 
in  as  a  State  under  this  bill,  and  we  say 
by  act  of  Congress  they  are  entitled  to 
two  Members,  but  if  next  year  the  census 
was  to  be  taken,  applying  the  equal- 
apportionment  method  the  following 
year.  Hawaii  would  be  entitled  to  only 
one? 

Mr.  MASON.  That  Is  right.  That  is 
absolutely  right. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  is  the  way  I  un- 
derstand It. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  In  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith  ] . 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, a  minute  and  a  half  will  not  give 
me  much  time  to  add  to  the  confusion. 
I  just  want  to  say  this  to  you,  that  of  all 
the  reasons  that  have  been  offered  for 
recommittal  of  this  bill  to  the  committee 
for  further  study,  this  demonstrates  be- 
yond any  question  of  a  doubt  it  Is  time 
for  this  bill  to  go  back  for  further  con- 
sideration. I  notice  what  has  been  said 
by  the  Census  Bureau.  Well,  It  happens 
that  the  Census  Bureau  does  not  write 
the  laws  of  the  land.  They  are  written 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
within  the  framework  of  the  Constitu- 


tion, and  the  Constitution  says  very  lit- 
tle about  it,  but  here  is  what  it  does  say: 

Representatives  shall  be  apportioned 
amongst  the  several  States  according  to  their 
respective  numbers — counting  the  whole 
number  of  persons — 

And  so  forth.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 
It  is  very  simple.  It  says  according  to 
their  respective  numbers.  We  have  laid 
down  the  formula  in  the  law.  It  is  true 
that  in  another  clause  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, it  states  that  each  State  shall  have 
one  Representative,  but  it  does  not  say 
each  State  shall  have  two  Representa- 
tives when  no  other  State  is  entitled  to 
two  Representatives.  But,  I  merely  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  to  the 
House  again  two  facts.  One  is  that  two 
States  are  going  to  lose  Representatives 
in  this  Congress.  Somebody  is  going  to 
lose  two  seats.  The  other  thing  is  that 
this  demonstrates  clearly  that  this  bill 
should  go  back  to  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Engle]. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  take  advantage  of  the  time  to  ask 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  who  is  one  of  the  finest 
constitutional  lawyers  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  if  he  does  not  think  that 
if  Hawaii,  as  has  been  certified  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Census,  Is  entitled  to  two 
Representatives  can  we,  without  doing 
violence  to  the  Constitution,  give  them 
any  less? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  think  I 
answered  the  gentleman's  question.  I 
appreciate  the  compliment  which  is  en- 
tirely undeserved,  but  I  do  think  I  an- 
swered the  gentleman's  question  when 
I  said  that  the  Census  Bureau  does  not 
write  the  laws  of  the  land,  but  that  Con- 
gress does.  We  have  written  the  law 
and  they  are  entitled  to  one  Representa- 
tive for  every  350,000  people. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Well,  I  do  not  say  that 
the  census  people  write  the  law — I  say 
that  the  census  people  made  the  compu- 
tation under  the  law  and  came  out  with 
two  Representatives. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGLE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man know  that  this  Congress  can  set 
the  number  of  Members  of  Congress  at 
any  figure  it  wishes? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Of  course,  I  know  that, 
but  what  I  am  talking  about  Is  the  law 
we  now  have.  I  say  we  must  abide  by 
the  law,  and  under  the  Constitution 
apply  it  equally. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  California 
I  Mr.  Doyle]. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  all  day 
long  today,  my  phone  has  sounded  and 
Members  of  this  great  legislative  body 
have  anxiously  asked  me  whether  or  not 
the  reported  statement  over  the  radio 
last  evening  and  In  the  newspapers  this 
day,  to  the  effect  that  Chairman  Velde. 
of  the  House  Un-American  Activities 
Committee,  of  which  congressional  com- 
mittee I  am  again  a  member,  had  an- 
nounced that  the  committe  was  to  inves- 
tigate communism  in  the  American 
clergy,  or  in  religion,  was  by  authority 
of  the  committee  and  by  my  vote  as  a 
member  of  the  committee. 
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Because  of  the  nature  of  the  work  of 
this  unportant  committee  and  of  the 
individual  responsibilities  involved  in 
being  a  member  of  it  in  these  times  of 
national  stresses  and  strains;  when  every 
day  calls  loudly  for  a  most  considered 
opinion,  as  well  as.  for  a  vigilant  and 
vigorous  and  tireless  fulfillment  of  our 
committee  duties.  I  felt  impelled,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  make  the  follow- 
ing explanatory  statement  to  the  press 
today.  I  therefore  submit  the  same  to 
you.  my  colleagues,  for  your  informa- 
tion. I  hope  it  will  aid  you  in  promptly 
understanding  my  individual  attitude  in 
the  matter  involved.  The  answer  to  the 
inquiring  press  was  as  follows: 
Statement  by  Representativi:  Clyde  Doyle. 
or  California.  Member  of  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  House  UN-AMERiCAN  Ac- 
TiviTiEs  Committee 

The  announcement  by  the  Un-American 
Activities  Committee  chairman,  Harold 
Velde.  Republican.  lUlnois,  In  his  radio  dis- 
cussion as  reported  in  the  Washington  news- 
papers this  morning  that  the  committee 
might  Investigate  the  American  clergy  was 
not  authorized  by  action  of  the  committee. 
In  fact,  the  subject  was  never  discussed,  to 
my  knowledge,  by  the  committee  before  his 
announcement,  but  on  the  contrary,  at  the 
very  first  meeting  of  the  committee  this 
83d  Congress,  I  proposed  to  the  full  commit- 
tee membership  in  regular  meeting  that  the 
committee  itself  should  be  the  only  author- 
izing authority  to  determine  the  areas  of 
Investigations  to  be  made  by  the  professional 
staff  of  the  committee  and  of  the  hearings 
by  the  committee.  This  was  unanimously 
agreed  to  and  established,  and  neither  the 
distinguished  committee  chairman  nor  any 
other  member  of  the  committee  Individually 
haa  the  right  to  make  any  such  announce- 
ment of  what  the  committee  will  or  will  not 
do  as  to  Investigations  or  hearings. 

I  am  not  interested  In  the  committee  In- 
vestigating any  American  citizen  on  any  basis 
excepting  it  first  appears  pretty  clear  and 
certain  from  the  facts  In  hand  that  such  a 
person  is  part  of  the  presently  existing  sub- 
versive Communist  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
the  present  form  of  our  great  Nation  by 
force  and  violence.  Several  American  Juries 
have  recently  held  American  Communists 
guilty  of  such  intent  and  it  Is  this  type  of 
subversive  activity  that  I  am  primarily  in- 
terested In  helping  to  uncover  and  expose 
to  public  gaze  and  knowledge.  It  must  never 
occur  that  the  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee shall  directly  or  indirectly  subject  any 
citizen  to  either  Investigation  or  hearing  for 
any  petty  political  or  or  personal  reason,  or 
spite,  or  with  any  motive  of  punishment  or 
retribution.  However,  the  activities  of  all 
subversive  Individuals  and  groups  must  be 
exposed  at  the  earliest  possible  date  to  pub- 
lic knowledge  and  spotlight.  It  Is  not  non- 
conformity to  orthodox  thinking  which  I  am 
willing  to  Interfer  with,  nor  embarrass  nor 
discourage.  We  need  all  the  sincere  and 
patriotic  thinking  and  worshiping  and  writ- 
ing which  we  can  have.  We  rftust  not  become 
totalitarian.  That  Is  what  we  condemn  in 
Russian  Communists  and  their  Government. 
A-  a  member  of  the  Un-An:erlcan  Activities 
Committee.  I  always  have  and  always  will 
reserve  the  right  to  speak  out  my  Individual 
position  and  thinking.  I  regret  that  our 
committee  chairman  made  this  unauthor- 
ized statement.  He  should  have  asked  for 
the  thinking  and  the  decision  of  the  full 
committee  membership,  but  he  never  asked 
it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Ancell]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  was 
one  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Terri- 
tories Committee  of  the  79th  Congress 


that  visited  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and 
we  had  an  opportunity  at  that  time  to 
make  a  rather  extensive  examination  of 
the  islands  and  their  peoples. 

We  held  hearings  at  most  of  the  im- 
portant places  on  the  islands,  and  we 
interviewed  many  of  the  citizens — those 
in  prominent  positions  as  well  as  men 
and  women  in  all  walks  of  life — and  it 
was  the  view  of  the  subcommittee  that 
made  those  examinations  that  state- 
hood should  be  granted  to  the  islands. 
In  view  of  that.  I  introduced  one  of 
the  companion  bills  in  the  80th  Congress, 
seeking  the  admission  of  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  as  a  State  of  the  Union  on  a  par 
with  other  States.  In  the  83d  Congre.ss 
on  January  3.  1953.  I  reintroduced  H.  R. 
205  for  this  same  purpose. 

The  committee  found  from  these  ex- 
aminations and  interviews  and  hearings, 
that  the  islands  have  developed  econom- 
ically to  a  position  which  certainly  would 
entitle  them  to  admission  as  a  State  of 
the  Union.  Their  economic  develop- 
ment, industries,  and  agriculture  have 
proceeded  certainly  to  a  far  greater  ex- 
tent than,  I  believe,  any  other  of  the  Ter- 
ritories that  have  been  admitted  to  this 
Union. 

From  the  social  and  cultural  stand- 
point. I  believe  they  have  developed  to 
a  position  which,  in  my  judgment  and, 
I  believe,  in  the  subcommittee's  judg- 
ment, is  on  a  par.  if  not  higher  in  some 
respects,  than  the  various  States  of  the 
continental  United  States.  They  have  a 
very  healthy  view  of  the  political  and 
social  demands  upon  citizens.  They  take 
an  active  part  in  the  political  affairs  of 
their  islands. 

The  racial  standpoint  is  another  prob- 
lem that  our  committee  went  into  quite 
thoroughly  because  there  have  been 
some  charges  that  the  racial  issue  is  such 
there  that  it  might  militate  against  the 
admission  of  the  islands  to  the  Union 
as  a  State.  The  committee,  after  its  ex- 
amination, had  an  opportunity  to  dis- 
cuss the  problem  with  the  residents  of 
all  racial  mixtures  and  felt  that  that 
was  not  a  deterrent.  We  felt  that  the 
islanders  have  handled  the  racial  ques- 
tion perhaps  better  than  we  have  in 
many  respects.  The  various  groups  of 
racial  origin  there  in  the  islands  seem  to 
cooperate  and  get  along  well  socially 
and  politically,  and  in  their  business  re- 
lationships, so  that  in  our  judgment  that 
is  not  a  factor  that  would  militate 
against  the  admission  of  the  islands  as 
a  State. 

We  found  many  residents  of  the  is- 
lands who  were  of  foreign  origin  but 
were  exceptionally  well  educated.  They 
used  excellent  English  and  showed  them- 
selves to  be  fully  posted  on  civic,  social, 
political,  and  public  affairs,  and  were 
possessed  of  the  faculties,  education,  and 
loyalty  to  exercise  full  citizenship. 

When  a  Territory  has  remained  in  a 
tutelage  status  for  as  long  as  Hawaii 
has,  with  its  people  required  to  pay  taxes 
to  the  Federal  Treasury  just  as  mainland 
citizens  do,  but  denied  the  right  to  elect 
repre.-entatives  with  power  to  represent 
effectively,  by  voting,  Hawaii's  position 
on  the  legislation  that  sets  up  the  tax- 
ing system,  then  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  such  an  area  should  be  admitted 
as  a  State  if  that  is  what  its  citizens  wish 
and  if  the  area  is  otherwise  qualified. 


We  know  that  Hawalians  want  sUte- 
hood.  They  indicated  it  in  their  1940 
plebiscite,  and  when  the  House  subcom- 
mittee, in  1946.  held  hearings  in  Hawaii, 
almost  every  witness  favored  statehood. 
Full  opportunity  and  encouragement 
was  given  to  the  opponents  of  statehood 
to  come  before  us  with  their  objections, 
but  only  a  few  appeared  and  there  was 
no  organized  opposition.  What  did  ap- 
pear plainly  from  the  testimony  and 
exhibits  filed  with  the  committee  was 
that  Hawaii  has  conducted  its  affairs  in 
a  highly  intelligent  and  efficient  man- 
ner, that  its  revenue-producing  struc- 
ture is  sound,  its  businesses  diversified, 
and  its  electorate  politically  conscious. 

I  was  particularly  impressed  by  the 
high  percentage  of  its  qualified  voters 
who  exercised  their  franchise  and  by 
the  excellent  representation  among  the 
voters  of  the  various  racial  groups  in 
the  Territory.  The  evidence  l)efore  us 
showed  that  bloc  voting,  a  reference  to 
which  so  frequently  is  made  in  discus- 
sions of  Hawaii  statehood,  was  not  prev- 
alent to  anything  like  the  extent  one 
might  support,  and  our  subcommittee 
concluded  that  while  some  bloc  voting 
was  inevitable,  it  was  not  hkely  to  as- 
sume serious  proportions,  since  the  ra- 
cial groups  are  divided  within  themselves 
by  differences  in  economic,  social,  and 
political  outlook  which  transcend  their 
common  racial  backgrounds. 

Hawaii's  Legislature,  hke  its  electorate, 
is  composed  of  members  of  a  great  many 
racial  groups  and.  in  no  small  measure, 
due  to  the  intelligence  and  interest  of 
the  voters,  has  consistently  enacted  leg- 
islation which,  for  progressiveness  and 
social  policy,  ranks  favorably  with  our 
leading  States.  The  Territory  has 
adopted  many  of  the  uniform  laws  en- 
acted by  our  States  in  such  fields  as 
partnerships,  sales,  negotiable  instru- 
ments, workmen's  compensation,  and 
criminal  extradition.  It  has  a  Territo- 
rial retirement  system,  comprehensive 
public-health  laws,  progressive  labor 
legislation,  including  a  child  labor,  a 
workmen's  compensation  act.  and  wage- 
and-hour  law.  and  an  unemplo>Tnent- 
compensation  law  which  provides  more 
liberal  benefits  than  the  laws  of  any 
State  except  New  York.  Labor  organ- 
ization has  penetrated  all  industries.  In- 
cluding sugar  and  pineapple,  and  Hawaii 
has  extended  collective  bargaining  to 
agricultural  lakwr. 

The  stature  of  the  United  States  can 
only  be  increased  by  incorporating  such 
a  forward-looking  community  into  the 
Union  in  the  fullest  sense. 

While  the  advantages  of  statehood  to 
Hawaii  are  great,  permitting  its  people 
to  elect  their  governor,  send  voting  rep- 
resentatives to  the  Congress,  and  vote  in 
presidential  elections,  the  advantages  to 
the  United  States  are  no  less  great,  mili- 
tarily and  economically.  The  strategic 
importance  to  the  United  States  of 
Hawaii's  geographic  location  is  surely 
obvious  by  now.  Hawaii  has  been  called 
the  crossroads  of  the  Pacific,  lying,  as  it 
docs,  closer  to  North  America  than  to 
any  other  large  land  area.  America's 
interest  in  the  Pacific  has  grown  enor- 
mously as  a  result  of  the  war  and  it 
would  be  of  distinct  advantage  to  the 
United  States  to  have,  in  the  Senate  and 
House,  Representatives  from  Hawaii  who 
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know  the  history  and  problems  of  the 
Pacific  area.  Its  nearness  to  the  Orient, 
in  effect,  brings  the  United  States  coast- 
line 2.400  miles  nearer  the  oriental  mar- 
kets. Tourists  from  the  mainland,  par- 
ticularly from  the  western  coast  States, 
knew  Hawaii  well  before  the  war.  and 
now  that  air  transportation  is  becoming 
more  readily  available,  through  fre- 
quency of  service  and  lowered  costs,  tour- 
ists from  the  Eastern  States  are  brought 
within  reach  of  Hawaii.  It  can  no 
longer  be  argued  that  distance  iniUtates 
against  Hawaiian  statehood.  The  Pa- 
cific Northwest  area,  and  Oregon  in  par- 
ticular, has  close  commercial  ties  with 
Hawaii  and  would  welcome  Hawaii's  en- 
try as  a  State.  Over  800  firms  in  that 
area  are  doing  business  with  Hawaii  and 
much  of  Hawaii's  lumber  comes  from 
Washington  and  Oregon.  94  million 
board  feet  having  been  shipped  as  early 
as  1940.  The  potentialities  of  future 
expansion  of  commerce  between  the  two 
areas,  especially  if  Hawaii  should  become 
a  State,  are  great. 

Hawaii  is  a  modem  American  commu- 
nity, maintaining  to  a  high  degree  of 
efficiency  the  same  type  of  educational, 
health,  and  welfare  facilities  to  be  found 
in  our  highly  organized  State  jurisdic- 
tions. Hawaii  has  well-equipped  schools 
for  its  81.000  school  children,  more  than 
99  percent  of  whom  are  American  citi- 
zens. The  schools  are  bAter  attended 
than  the  schools  of  any  State  except 
Maine  and  Michigan.  To  an  unusual 
degree,  rural  schools  in  Hawaii  are  on 
a  par  with  city  schools.  Teachers  are 
higher  paid  on  an  average  and  have  a 
lighter  pupil  load  than  the  teachers  in 
mainland  schools. 

This  equality  of  educational  opportu- 
nity in  Hawa.i  is  maintained  because  of 
Hawaii's  unique  school  organization. 
Although  Hawaii's  public-school  pro- 
pram  is  controlled  in  the  typical  Ameri- 
can practice  under  a  lay  board  of  edu- 
cation, the  largest  city  or  the  smallest 
village  in  Hawaii,  regardless  of  the  de- 
gree of  wealtli  of  the  area,  is  provided 
\iith  comparf.ble  school  facilities.  All 
schools  in  Hawaii,  both  large  and  small, 
are  comparable  in  their  organization,  the 
5-year  certification  requirement  for  the 
teaching  pA-.'-onnel.  the  salaries  paid, 
and  the  education  supplies  and  equip- 
ment made  available. 

Only  one  Slate,  Delaware,  has  a  com- 
parable centralized  school  system,  al- 
though such  States  as  North  Carolina 
and  California.,  in  their  financing  of  edu- 
cation, have  moved  forward  in  bringing 
about  the  type  of  equalization  of  educa- 
tion opportunity  maintained  by  Hawaii 
for  nearly  50  years.  Under  statehood, 
Hawaii  hopes  to  improve,  yet  maintain, 
the  centralize(i  feature  of  its  educational 
system. 

Hawaii's  educational  system  was  in- 
spired by  American  missionaries  from 
New  England  early  in  the  1820's.  One 
school  organi:!;ed  by  these  Americans  in 
Hawaii  celebrated  its  100th  anniversary 
in  1940.  Cali:'ornians  used  to  .send  their 
children  to  school  in  Hawaii  because  boat 
travel  to  the  islands  was  safer  than 
coach  travel  ixj  New  England. 

The  public  schools  of  Hawaii  have 
been  surveyed  at  least  once  every  decade 
since  1920.  The  opening  paragraph  of 
the   1946   report  on   education  in   the 


Hawaiian  Islands,  made  by  the  Ameri- 
can Council  on  Education,  states: 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  convincing 
evidence  in  the  days  which  followed  Decem- 
ber 7,  1941,  that  its  educational  program  has 
faced  a  critical  te«t,  and  that  the  objectives 
and  Ideals  of  democratic  citizenship  had  be- 
come a  part  of  the  lives  ol  a  people  of  many 
races  and  backgrounds.  Every  American 
citizen  owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  those 
people  in  the  Territory  who  had  the  vision 
to  plan  and  develop  a  democratic  school 
program.  Few  other  communities  can  boast 
of  having  done  so  much  educationally  in 
such  a  short  period  of  time. 

Hawaii's  school  system  is  patterned 
after  the  best  in  American  tradition. 
Modem  dental  hygiene  facilities,  hear- 
ing and  vision  testing  are  a  part  of  the 
regular  program.  Its  nutrition  pro- 
gram and  its  cafeteria  service  are  exem- 
plary. 

Health  education  and  service  are  an- 
other well-devLloped  phase  of  Hawaii's 
educational  system.  That  is  not  surpris- 
ing, for  an  official  board  of  health  in 
Hawaii  preceded  that  of  any  State  in  the 
Union.  King  Kamehameha  III  in  1839 
created,  by  royal  proclamation,  a  board 
of  health.  The  first  State  board  of 
health  was  created  by  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts in  1869. 

During  the  fiscal  year  1945.  90  percent 
of  all  births  in  Hawaii  were  attended  by 
physicians. 

A  bureau  of  mental  hygiene  has  been 
in  operation  since  1939.  when  it  was 
created  by  Hawaii's  Legislature. 

No  individual  in  Hawaii  need  go  with- 
out medical  care  if  he  is  ill.  In  the  rural 
sections  of  the  Territory,  a  county  health 
unit  is  maintained,  and  a  physician  paid 
a  salary  by  the  board  of  health. 
Poinds  for  certain  types  of  health  care 
of  medically  indigent  persons  are  also 
provided  through  the  county  govern- 
ments and  the  Territory's  Department 
of  Public  Welfare. 

According  to  statistics  published  in 
1945.  no  State  or  State  health  depart- 
ment, but  only  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  Virgin  Islands,  exceed  Hawaii 
in  per  capita  expenditures  of  funds  for 
public  health.  Two-thirds  to  three- 
fourths  of  the  funds  for  public  health 
spent  in  Hawaii  are  appropriated  by  the 
Territorial  Legislature. 

Pubhc  health  developments  in  Hawaii 
include  maternal  and  child-health  ac- 
tivities, a  program  for  the  aid  of 
crippled  children,  certain  sanitary  pro- 
cedures and  efforts  to  lower  venereal  dis- 
eases. The  decline  of  infant  and  ma- 
ternal mortality  rates  and  venereal  dis- 
ease rates  has  been  more  propitious  in 
Hawaii  than  in  the  continental  United 
States  as  a  whole. 

Although  Hawaii  is  world  famous  as 
an  unusually  healthful  place  in  which 
to  live,  the  Territory's  health  record  has 
been  reached  over  a  period  of  years  not 
by  accident,  but  by  the  appUcation  of 
sound  principles  of  public  health. 

The  Territorial  department  of  public 
welfare  has  developed  a  modern  program 
of  public  assistance.  Relief  is  extended 
in  the  fields  of  old-age  assistance,  aid 
to  the  blind,  to  dependent  children,  and 
general  assistance  for  those  needing 
medical  and  dental  care,  hospitalization, 
and  burial  services. 

A  summary  made  by  the  United  States 
Social  Security  Board  of  the  welfare  de- 


partment's personnel  requirements  and 
salaries  showed  Hawaii's  standards  in 
this  regard  are  the  highest  in  the  United 
States. 

All  told,  Hawaii  has  been  successful  in 
instilling  into  her  citizens  the  objec- 
tives and  ideals  of  our  democracy.  By 
having  the  American  pattern  of  high 
standards  in  public  education,  health, 
and  welfare  as  a  primary  objective  dur- 
ing her  50  years  of  apprenticeship  under 
the  American  flag,  Hawaii  has  unquali- 
fiedly been  fitted  for  statehood. 

Mr.  Chairman,  support  throughout  the 
Nation  for  State  government  for  Hawaii 
and  Alaska  is  both  widespread  and  sin- 
cere. Our  constituents  back  home  give 
such  ample  evidence  of  their  grassroots 
interest  in  statehood  for  our  two  Terri- 
tories that  we  should  vote  favorably  on 
this  legislation. 

One  of  the  categories  of  national  en- 
thusiasm for  the  extension  of  the  privi- 
leges of  full  American  citizenship  to  Ha- 
waii, for  example,  is  that  of  the  editors 
of  the  press. 

A  recent  survey  of  1  year's  editorial 
opinion  on  statehood  for  Hawaii  covered 
all  48  States.  The  survey  was  compiled 
from  282  newspapers  with  a  combined 
daily  circulation  of  25  million.  Of  the 
733  editorials  collated,  691,  or  94  per- 
cent, favored  statehood  for  Hawaii. 
Each  State  had  at  least  one  editorial  en- 
dorsing statehood,  and  several  had  many. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  most  sincerely  hor>e 
that  this  bill  granting  statehood  to  Ha- 
waii will  be  passed  by  the  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lane  J  is  recog- 
nized. 

"COLD    SHOULDEH"    TOll    ALASKA? 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  Hawaii 
should  be  star  No.  49  and  Alaska  star  No. 
50.  and  both  should  be  admitted  to  the 
Union  at  once. 

Some  political  strategists  would  deny 
the  sovereign  rights  of  both  by  playing 
one  against  the  other,  or,  by  naked  par- 
tisanship, try  to  put  over  a  split  decision 
that  would  approve  Hawaii's  claim 
while  rejecting  Alaska's. 

This  shabby  maneuver  must  fail. 

It  is  unwise  and  unjust  on  many 
counts,  but  I  shall  cite  only  a  few. 

And,  in  doing  so,  I  shall  not  criticize 
the  claims  of  one  Territory  in  order  to 
build  up  a  case  for  the  other. 

Alaska's  bid  for  statehood  has  so  many 
merits  that  we  can  ignore  them  only  at 
our  E>eril. 

Almost  one-fifth  the  size  of  the  United 
States,  it  almost  touches  Communist  Si- 
beria, and  is,  therefore,  the  base  upon 
which  we  rely  for  warning  and  intercep- 
tion of  a  major  aerial  assault  before  it 
reaches  the  key  industrial  centers  of  the 
48  States. 

Furthermore,  It  is  rich  in  unused  re- 
sources, all  important  to  the  economy  of 
our  Nation.  Statehood  would  raise  that 
domain  from  the  backward  status  of  a 
colony  and  repudiate  the  Soviet  claim 
that  we  are  imperialistic.  The  pride  and 
enterprise  that  are  spurred  by  recogni- 
tion of  equality  would  attract  capital 
and  settlers  to  this  new  land  of  oppor- 
tunity. 

At  a  referendum  held  on  October  8, 
1946.  the  residents  of  our  last  frontier 
voted  for  statehood  by  an  impressive  ma- 
jority. 
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It  is  America's  back  door,  and  that 
door  reaches  up  into  the  skies.  If  that 
door  does  not  hold,  it  wiU  open  up  the 
shortest  overland  route  for  Russian 
long-range  bombers  to  reach  the  target 

known  as  US. 

The  military  recognize  its  importance. 
Hundreds  of  milUons  of  dollars  are  being 
spent  to  strengthen  its  defenses. 
Does  Alaska  merit  statehood? 
Put  that  question  to  the  people  who 
live  in  Washington.  Oregon,  and  Cali- 
fornia and  they  wiU  tell  you  that  with- 
out the  shock-absorbers  of  Alaska  and 
HawaU  they  would  not  be  too  confident 
of  their  own  safety. 

Remember  Pearl  Harbor  and  Attu. 
They  took  and  blunted  a  two -pronged 
attack  from  one  enemy.  If  they  should 
be  called  upon  to  protect  us  again,  this 
time  from  a  much  stronger  foe.  coming 
at  us  high,  and  with  the  speed  of  sound, 
it  would  seem  advisable  to  have  full- 
fledged  partners  defending  these  out- 
posts. 

The  United  States  purchased  Alaska 
from  Russia  in  1867—86  years  ago. 
That  is  a  long  time  to  wait  for  equality. 
We  could  lose  this  key  position  by 
default  if  we  continue  to  neglect  the 
rights  of  the  pioneering  Americans  who 
are  developing  our  northern  shield. 

Alaska  has  paid  back  its  purchase  price 
a  handred  times  over. 

It  supplies  us  with  most  of  our  canned 
salmon  and  most  of  the  tin  that  is  pro- 
duced by  the  United  States.  It  is  rich  in 
many  other  minerals,  and  may  turn  out 
to  be  the  atomic  ore  bank  that  we  will 
have  to  depend  upon  in  peace  or  war. 

Some  of  our  States  had  far  less  people 
when  they  were  admitted  to  the  Union. 
and,  even  today,  they  cannot  compare 
with  our  huge  Northwest  Territory  in 
strategic  value,  resources,  and  opportu- 
nities for  settlement. 

It  has  timber  and  waterpower  in  abun- 
dance. 

In  some  areas,  the  unabused  land  is 
rich  in  agricultural  yield. 

The  leading  communities,  although 
small,  are  more  modern  than  some  in  the 
United  States. 

The  native  minority — early  Ameri- 
can— is  both  sturdy  and  loyal. 

Which  is  more  than  can  be  said  for 
some  who  live  in  such  metropolitan  cen- 
ters as  New  York  City  or  Washington. 
D.  C. 

American  public  opinion  is  for  the 
elevation  of  Alaska  to  statehood. 

The  people  are  watching  this  Congress 
and  they  will  not  be  fooled  by  any  par- 
liamentary juggling  that  tries  to  put  off 
recognition  until  a  tomorrow  that  may 
never  come. 

They  do  not  want  to  see  Alaska  become 
Russian  America  again. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  iMr.  Dodd]  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  I 
will  not  take  the  minute  and  a  half 
allowed.  I  am  afraid  that  in  the  parlia- 
mentary disposition  of  this  bill  my  true 
attitude  may  not  be  on  the  Record. 

I  was  in  favor  of  Statehood  for  Hawaii 
when  I  first  came  here.  Since  listening 
to  the  debate  and  after  studying  the 
facts  I  have  changed  my  mind,  and  I 
think  it  Is  only  fair  to  the  people  of  my 


district  that  they  know  what  my  posi- 
tion is  and  why. 

The  attitude  expressed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  (Mr.  Reams!  most  nearly 
expresses  my  attitude  at  this  time. 

I  am  not  much  impressed  by  the  argu- 
ment that  the  people  of  Hawaii  will  be 
more  subversive  than  other  Americans. 

I  have  not  been  impressed  at  all  by 
the  argument  that  there  are  not  enough 
Caucasians  in  Hawaii.  I  do  not  believe 
in  racial  or  religious  distinctions. 

I  am  not  impressed  by  the  argument 
about  what  the  Communists  will  say 
concerning  what  we  do  here.  I  think  it 
would  behoove  all  of  us  to  think  more 
about  ourselves  and  less  about  how  the 
Communists  may  misuse  what  we  say 
here.  Let  us  do  what  we  think  is  right 
without  regard  to  how  the  Communists 
may  distort  what  is  right. 

I   am   opposed    to   the   admission   to 
statehood  of  Alaska.  Hawaii,  or  any  other 
area,  commonwealth,  possession,  or  Ter- 
ritory. 
.  I  heard  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  jAViTsl  say  that  this  bill  is  an  ex- 
pression of  the  impulse  of  history.    As  I 
read  history  I  receive  no  such  impulse. 
I  shall  vote  to  recommit  the  bill,  in  the 
hope  that  the  committee  will  give  more 
study  to  tlie  possibility  of  extending  a 
commonwealth   .status   to   this   area   of 
Hawiii.     That  is  the  true  impulse  of  his- 
tory, the  development  of  federation,  the 
cooperation  of  like,  free,  and  independ- 
ent people;  peoples  with  a  common  po- 
ntical  basis,  organized  for  peace  and  de- 
cency in  the  world. 

I  think  anything  to  the  contrary  is 
unwise  for  us,  and  I  shall  vote  against 
the  bill. 

I  believe  that  the  United  States  should 
limit  its  membership  to  its  present 
status.  We  are  big  enough  now.  Our 
structure  of  government  is  already  very 
large,  cumbersome,  and  unwieldy.  We 
have  all  we  can  do  within  the  continental 
United  States  without  extending  state- 
hood particularly  to  distant  islands  and 
Territories. 

If  we  take  this  step  today  we  cannot 
turn  back.  Next  will  come  Alaska,  then 
Puerto  Rico,  then  the  Virgin  Islands, 
then  the  Canal  Zone,  then  Guam,  then 
Samoa — and  heavens  knows  not  what. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Alaska  and  Puerto 
Rico  have  better  cases  than  Hawaii. 

As  I  read  history,  nations  that  have 
extended  themselves  as  is  now  suggested 
for  us  in  this  way,  have  sown  the  seeds 
of  their  ultimate  weakness  and  destruc- 
tion. The  United  States  can  best  fulfill 
its  great  destiny  by  making  itself  strong 
and  by  cooperation  with  and  through 
protective  help  for  free  people  every- 
where. 

By  reaching  too  far  and  spreading  it- 
self too  thin  we  will  not  be  strong  and  we 
cannot  help  others. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  LMr.  Miller]  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, just  to  point  out  that  the  formula 
has  not  been  changed.  It  is  the  formula 
handed  down  by  the  Census  Bureau  rel- 
ative to  the  apportionment  of  Members 
to  Hawaii  and  in  the  United  States. 

Also,  the  argument  that  some  States 
will  lose  two  Representatives.     In  the 


census  of  1960 1  suppose  some  States  will. 
There  will  be  25  miUion  new  voters  in 
the  United  States  about  that  time.  Pol- 
lowing  the  last  census  I  understand,  the 
State  of  California  gained  seven  Mem- 
bers. So  there  will  be  some  change. 
Then  we  go  back  to  435  and  not  437  Rep- 
resentatives in  the  House.  I  believe  the 
amendment  should  be  voted  down  and 
the  committee  sustained  in  asking  for 
two  Representatives. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  (Mr.  Rogers  1. 

The  question  was  taken .  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  on  a  division  there  were — 
ayes  144,  noes  158. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  for 
tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Rocers  of  Texas 
and  Mr.  Saylor. 

The  Committee  again  divided:  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were— ayes 
188.  noes  134. 
So  the  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  correct 
the  second  amendment,  page  14,  line  1, 
namely  that  "line  l"  be  changed  to  read 
"Une  2." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  vas  ho  objection. 
Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  ex- 
planation of  my  vote  to  recommit  this 
bill,  I  wish  to  a.ssociate  myself  with  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts IMr  McCoRMACK).  the  minority 
whip.  I  do  so  because  I  believe  it  is  the 
only  practical  way  to  get  any  assurance 
at  all  that  Alaskan  statehood  will  be 
brought  to  the  fioor.  I  supported  a  simi- 
lar move  in  the  committee  and  there 
offered  a  substitute  bill  embodying  state- 
hood for  both  Territories.  Both  motions 
were  defeated  in  committee.  If  this 
measure  is  recommitted,  I  expect  to  do 
my  best  to  secure  committee  action 
favorable  to  statehood  for  twth  Alaska 
and  Hawaii,  jointly,  so  there  can  l>e  no 
question  as  to  their  both  receiving  fair 
con.'iideration 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  is  not  yet  ready  for 
statehood.  Contrary  to  a  rather  wide- 
spread belief.  Hawaii  has  undergone  a 
decline  in  several  important  particulars. 
The  statehood  advocates  proudly  point 
out  that  in  1952  the  islands,  in  terms  of 
internal  revenue  taxation,  contributed 
more  to  the  Federal  Treasury  than  did 
any  1  of  9  States.  They  neglected  to 
mention  that  in  1937  the  Territory  was 
ahead  of  17  States.  To  me  this  repre- 
sents an  ominous  trend. 

We  have  been  reminded  frequently 
that  Hawaii  has  a  larger  population  than 
any  State  except  Oklahoma  had  upon  Its 
admission  into  the  Union.  The  state- 
hood people  have  not  been  so  generous, 
however,  in  disclosing  that  Hawaii's  pap- 
ulation has  undergone  a  steady  decUne  in 
the  last  few  years.  According  to  esti- 
mates published  by  Hawaii's  own  Gover- 
nor, the  civilian  population  of  the  Ter- 
ritory on  January  1,  1950,  was  478,119; 
on  July  1.  1950,  it  was  467,711;  on  Janu- 
ai-y  1.  1951,  it  was  466,329;  and  by  May 
1,  1951,  it  had  dropped  still  further  to 


462,776.  It  is  strange  that  such  a  pro- 
gressive TerritDry  should  be  losing  its 
people  so  progi^ssively. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  as  of  Jan- 
uary 1,  1951,  only  16.5  percent  of  Ha- 
waii's people  were  of  Caucasian  extrac- 
tion, whereas  the  Japanese  comprised 
39.9  percent  of  the  total  population.  We 
do  not  deny  that  the  Japanese-Ameri- 
cans have  been  splendid  fighters  and 
have  harmonizt-d  with  all  the  other  racial 
strains  in  the  Territory;  but  we  wonder 
how  really  Americanized  these  people 
have  become  ^hen  we  learn  that  there 
are  still  about  50  Buddhist  Churches 
holding  services  in  the  islands.  I  may 
l>e  old  fashioned,  but  I  just  cannot  rec- 
ognize anything  American  in  Buddhism, 
or  in  any  other  oriental  religion.  There 
has  been  mon;  than  a  little  evidence 
that  strong  se<;ret  antlstatehood  senti- 
ment prevails  among  the  Caucasians, 
who  are  aware  of  the  failure  of  the  famed 
melting  pot  ahvays  to  melt;  but  few  of 
the  islanders  hive  dared  to  be  articulate 
in  their  opposition  out  of  fear  of  reprisal. 
Proponents  of  statehood  assure  us  that 
communism,  the  most  dangerous  of  all 
elements  of  un-Amerlcanism.  has  been 
virtually  wiped  out.  They  quote  J. 
Edgar  Hoover"  5  statement  in  1952  that 
the  number  of  known  Communists  had 
declined  to  the  paltry  figure  of  36.  Mr. 
Hoover  knows,  and  we  know,  that  Com- 
munists are  no  longer  in  the  habit  of 
advertising  the  fact  that  they  are  Com- 
munists. To  some  of  us  it  is  significant 
that  even  known  Communists  are  still 
to  be  found  among  Hawaii's  welfare  or- 
ganizations. 

As  for  the  Territory  being  noncontigu- 
ous to  any  State  of  the  Union,  statehood 
advocates  emphasize  that  science  has 
eliminated  the  barriers  of  time  and  dis- 
tance. They  lorget  that  it  is  still  ex- 
pensive to  travel  between  the  islands 
and  the  United  States,  that  relatively 
few  Hawaiian?  have  been  able,  or  ever 
would  be  able,  \o  afford  to  visit  the  main- 
land. This  factor  necessarily  has  tended 
to  promote  an  insular  outlook  on  the 
part  of  many  Hawaiians. 

Perhaps  it  would  be  best  to  accord  the 
people  of  Hawaii  the  right  to  select  their 
own  Governor  and  other  top  administra- 
tive officers.  Any  further  changes 
would  appear  to  be  too  radical  in  this 
critical  period. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  55 
years  ago  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate  from  my  State  told  the  people  of 
Hawaii  that  their  road  to  statehood 
would  not  be  long.  Senator  John  Tyler 
Morgan,  of  Alabama,  the  man  who  made 
this  statement,  visited  Hawaii  both  be- 
fore and  after  the  annexation  of  1898. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  commission 
which  drafted  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act 
in  1900. 

The  entire  liistory  of  the  negotiations 
leading  up  to  Hawaii's  recognition  as  a 
Territory  caused  the  Hawaiian  people  to 
believe  that  they  would  follow  the  tradi- 
tional course  from  territorial  status  to 
statehood.  It  is  shown  by  the  state- 
ments of  Senator  Morgan,  who  played 
such  an  important  part  in  the  original 
negotiations.  It  is  also  shown  by  the 
fact  that  at  the  time  of  the  Organic  Act 
both  Houses  of  Congress  specifically  re- 
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jected  amendments  providing  that  the 
adoption  of  the  law  should  not  be  con- 
strued as  offering  Hawaii  a  promise  of 
statehood. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  should  no  longer 
delay  our  final  approval  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  Hawaii  has  fulfilled  every  re- 
quirement for  statehood  which  has  here- 
tofore been  exacted  from  other  Terri- 
tories. There  is  a  greater  amount  of 
information  available  about  Hawaii  than 
has  been  the  case  in  the  admission  of  any 
other  Territory. 

Since  1903  the  members  of  the  popu- 
larly elected  legislature  of  Hawaii  have 
petitioned  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  for  statehood  on  16  separate  occa- 
sions. The  Hawaiian  people  themselves 
have  voted  overwhelmingly  for  statehood 
and  more  than  2  years  ago  they  ratified 
their  proposed  State  constitution  by  a 
3-to-l  majority. 

Since  1920,  the  Congress  has  consid- 
ered 37  proposals  for  Hawaiian  state- 
hood and.  during  the  past  15  years,  con- 
gressional committees  have  held  nine 
separate  statehood  hearings.  Both  the 
Democratic  and  the  Republican  Parties 
last  year  pledged  themselves  to  immedi- 
ate statehood  for  Hawaii.  Public  opin- 
ion surveys  and  newspaper  editorials 
throughout  the  United  States  show  al- 
most unanimous  support  for  statehood. 

"Taxation  without  representation" 
was  a  major  grievance  of  our  forefathers 
against  British  misrule.  Today  the  half- 
million  citizens  of  Hawaii  contribute 
more  revenue  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment than  any  of  nine  States.  Year 
after  year  they  pay  far  more  to  the 
United  States  Treasury  than,  with  the 
exception  of  military  appropriations,  is 
spent  by  the  United  States  for  Hawaii. 
Yet,  the  American  citizen  in  Hawaii  has 
no  share  in  the  decisions  made  by  the 
Congress  as  to  how  his  tax  money  is  to 
be  sp>ent. 

Both  the  assessed  value  of  real  estate 
and  the  amount  of  property  held  in 
Hawaii  is  greater  than  that  of  any  State 
at  the  time  of  admission  to  the  Union 
with  the  exception,  in  both  cases,  of 
Oklahoma.  Hawaii's  present  population 
exceeds  that  of  four  separate  States  and 
approximates  that  of  four  others. 

The  Hawaiian  people  are  American. 
Their  social,  political,  and  economic  in- 
stitutions are  thoroughly  American. 
During  Senator  Morgan's  initial  visit  to 
the  islands  in  1897  he  told  the  gathering 
at  his  first  public  address: 

Since  I  have  been  In  Hawaii  I  have  felt 
as  If  I  were  in  a  part  of  America  to  which  I 
have  never  been  before.  This  la  an  Ameri- 
can country;  It  la  not  a  European  country; 
and  when  annexation  takes  place  Its  own 
people  will  merely  be  coming  Into  their  own. 

In  1935  the  first  congressional  com- 
mittee to  study  the  Hawaiian  statehood 
question,  after  traveling  to  the  islands 
and  making  an  extensive  investigation, 
reported: 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  Is  a  modern  unit 
of  the  American  Commonwealth,  with  a 
political,  social,  and  economic  structure  of 
the  highest  type. 

Its  educational  program  is  an  advanced 
one,  with  a  large  proportion  of  the  tax  dol- 
lar being  spent  for  the  training  of  its  youth. 
Bven  during  the  period  of  the  depreesion 
this  program  was  nelthiCr  relaxed  nor  re- 


duced, and  its  school  facilities  compare  fa- 
vorably with   those   of   the  most  advanced 

States. 

Hawaii's  economic  standards  are  high, 
with  an  industrial  and  agricultural  develop- 
ment forming  a  sound  basis  for  the  con- 
tinued growth  of  the  Territory. 

Hawaiian  loyalty  to  America  can  per- 
haps best  be  demonstrated  by  observing 
the  amazing  record  of  her  sons  during 
World  War  II.  The  100th  Infantry  Bat- 
talion and  tlie  442d  Combat  Team  from 
Hawaii,  10,000  of  whom  saw  action  in 
Europe,  were  described  by  Gen.  Mark 
Clark  as  "the  most  decorated  unit  in  the 
entire  military  history  of  the  United 
States." 

In  1950  both  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  and  the  chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee  on  Territories 
and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
traveled  to  Hawaii  to  study  Communist 
and  subversive  influences  on  the  islands. 
Both  investigations  revealed  that  the 
number  of  Communists  in  Hawaii  was 
extremely  small,  that  the  Territorial  leg- 
islature and  other  elected  bodies  were 
free  of  communism,  and  that  the  Hawai- 
ian people  themselves  were  generally 
alert  to  the  importance  of  guarding 
against  Communist  infiltration. 

The  importance  of  Hawaii  in  strength- 
ening our  national  defenses  and  fortify- 
ing our  strategic  positions  in  the  Pacific 
has  repeatedly  been  emphasized.  Adm. 
Chester  W.  Nimitz  in  1947  personally  tes- 
tified for  the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill. 
Former  Secretary  of  the  Interior  JuUus 
A.  Krug  also  testified  at  that  time  that 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur  favored  state- 
hood, not  only  because  of  its  importance 
in  national  defense  but  also  because  he 
beheved  Hawaiian  statehood  would  aid 
his  efforts  in  democratizing  Japan  and 
other  areas  of  the  Orient. 

The  people  of  Hawaii  have  contributed 
abundantly  to  the  American  economy. 
They  have  consistently  fulfilled  their 
obligations  as  American  citizens  in  a 
splendid  fashion.  They  deserve  the 
statehood  they  have  striven  for  through 
such  a  long  period.  The  facts  are  on 
their  side,  and  they  are  on  our  side  too. 
for  Hawaii  gives  every  promise  that  as 
the  49th  State  of  the  Union  its  contribu- 
tions to  America  will  be  even  greater. 

I  voted  for  Hawaiian  statehood  when 
this  question  last  came  before  the  House 
in  1950.  I  believed  then  and  I  believe 
now  that  we  annexed  Hawaii  and  made 
her  a  Territory  under  circumstances 
that  so  strongly  held  out  hope  of  state- 
hood as  to  create  an  implied  promise 
that  she  would  become  a  State,  particu- 
larly if  no  good  intervening  reason  de- 
veloped to  the  contrary.  Every  time  I 
have  critically  examined  Hawaii's  claim 
to  the  benefits  of  statehood,  I  am  more 
thoroughly  convinced  of  the  justice  of 
her  cause. 

Of  course,  I  respect  and  agree  with  the 
viewpoint  of  my  colleagues  who  feel  that 
the  privileges  of  American  statehood 
should  not  be  lightly  bestowed.  How- 
ever, in  the  case  of  Hawaii  there  is  a 
waiting  period  of  55  years.  Her  ap- 
prenticeship as  a  Territory  has  been 
long. 

Some  have  argued  that  if  we  admit 
Hawaii  as  a  State  we  must  necessarily 
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admit  others  of  our  possessions  as 
States.  I  do  not  agree  with  this  posi- 
tion. My  thought  is  that  the  two  Ter- 
ritories of  Alaska  and  Hawaii  deserve 
admission  as  States  and  that  their  ad- 
mission will  make  the  United  States 
stronger,  militarily  and  economically, 
than  it  is  today. 

I  regret  that  the  majority  party  did 
not  bring  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii  to  be 
voted  upon  in  the  same  bill.  Failure  to 
do  so  was  a  disservice  to  Alaska,  and  I 
hope  that  our  friends  of  the  majority 
will  forthwith  bring  to  the  floor  of  the 
House  a  bill  providing  for  the  admis- 
sion of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

I  realize  that  there  are  those  of  our 
friends  of  the  Democratic  memberrhip 
who  feel  that,  although  they  are  of  r- 
wise  for  the  admission  of  Hawaii,  they 
cannot  vote  for  it  at  this  time  because 
Alaska  was  not  included  in  the  bill  or 
because  there  is  no  assurance  that  a  bill 
to  admit  Alaska  will  shortly  be  before 
the  House.  I  will  pass  on  by  saying 
that  this  line  of  reasoning  does  not  car- 
ry sufBcient  weight  with  me  to  cause  me 
to  abandon  what  I  believe  to  be  Hawaii's 
just  cause. 

I  will  vote  for  the  admission  of  Hawaii 
as  the  49th  State  and  I  hope  to  have 
the  privilege  of  voting  for  Alaska  as 
the  50th  State  during  the  present  ses- 
sion of  the  83d  Congress. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  hesitate  to  dignify  the  arguments  that 
Alaska  should  be  included  in  this  legis- 
lation to  admit  Hawaii  into  the  Union  by 
answering  them.  Our  committee  has  had 
no  opEKjrtunity  to  set  up  hearings  on  the 
question  of  Alaska  statehood.  Any  action 
we  take  today  on  Hawaii  can  have  no 
bearing  on  the  question  of  the  admission 
of  Alaska.  The  bestowing  of  statehood 
on  a  Territory  is  serious  business.  The 
action  should  be  taken  only  after  an 
exhaustive  study.  That  study  has  been 
made  in  the  case  of  Hawaii.  It  undoubt- 
edly will  be  made  in  the  case  of  Alaska. 
Perhaps  Members  of  this  Congress  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  Alaskan 
statehood.  But,  statehood  is  not  a  type 
of  question  that  can  be  decided  with 
package  deals  such  as  has  been  advo- 
cated on  this  floor  today.  And  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee.  I  deeply  resent  the  implica- 
tion that  our  committee  would  take  an 
action  as  historic  and  permanent  as  add- 
ing a  star  to  our  flag  on  the  basis  of 
politics. 

I  would  also  like  to  say  a  few  words, 
Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  subject  of  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate.  My  colleagues 
from  the  populous  Eastern  States  have 
had  a  great  deal  to  say  about  dispropor- 
tionate voting  pxjwer  of  the  small  States. 
I  need  hardly  mention  that  several  of  the 
Eastern  States — the  so-called  large 
States — would  on  the  basis  of  area,  be 
tabbed  small  farms  in  my  country.  My 
State — Utah — gives  the  Nation  nearly 
one-third  of  its  copper  supply.  Can  it 
be  contended  that  a  State  that  supplies 
this  much  of  a  nation's  major  resource 
is  overrepresented  because  it  has  the 
same  number  of  Senators  as  say,  Dela- 
ware or  New  Hamp.shire  or  New  York? 
The  same  arguments  of  course  apply  to 
Hawaii.  Our  Constitution,  divinely  in- 
spired, recognized  that  true  representa- 
tive govenmient  must  be  based  upon 


more  than  Just  the  number  of  noses 
within  State  borders.  Area,  resources, 
regional  differences — all  these — are  in- 
cluded and  reflected  in  the  makeup  of 
the  Senate. 

Much  has  been  made  of  the  distance 
of  Hawaii  from  the  body  of  the  States. 
This  is  of  course  foolish.  We  all  know 
that  distance  is  measured  not  in  miles 
but  in  time.  Hawaii  is  closer  to  Wash- 
ington. D.  C,  than  Tennessee  was  when 
it  was  admitted  to  the  Union.  Unity  is 
a  manner  of  ideas — not  geography.  And 
with  modern  communications  and  trans- 
portation— Hawaii  is  an  inseparable  part 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

I  have  two  further  observations  I 
would  like  to  make;  these  from  my  ex- 
perience in  Utah.  As  many  of  you 
know,  Utah  became  home — and  that 
word  is  used  in  its  loosest  sense — for 
many  of  the  people  of  Japanese  ances- 
try during  World  War  II.  They  were 
forcibly  uprooted  from  their  homes  on 
the  west  coast  and  shipped  into  Utah  to 
wait  out  the  war  in  barracks  located,  in 
many  instances,  in  desert  wastelands. 
The  sons  of  these  people  fought  and  died 
for  America  during  that  war.  Their 
record  is  well  known.  I  venture  to  say 
that  had  any  other  racial  or  national 
group  been  given  the  treatment  our  Na- 
tion subjected  the  Japanese  people  to  in 
a  moment  of  hysteria,  we  would  have 
had  an  armed  uprising.  Instead,  they 
accepted  a  harsh  fate  uncomplainingly. 
They  presented  no  fertile  field  for  Com- 
munist propaganda.  They  steadily 
proved  that  they  were,  in  the  highest 
sense  of  the  word,  worthy  of  citizenship. 

Utah  spent  46  years  as  a  Territory. 
My  ancestors  watched  the  people  of 
neighboring  States  achieve  full  citizen- 
ship status  in  a  fraction  of  that  time. 
Hawaii  has  waited  long  enough,  and  I 
certainly  look  forward  to  casting  my  vote 
in  favor  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  listening  to  this  debate,  I 
have  not  as  yet  heard  a  convincing  argu- 
ment against  Hawaiian  statehood.  I 
regret  that  the  administration  did  not 
include  Alaska  along  with  its  approval 
for  Hawaii. 

What  was  most  convincing  to  me,  in 
my  support  of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  was 
not  what  was  said  by  Republican  and 
Democratic  Members  favoring  state- 
hood, but  what  was  said  by  some  of  my 
Democratic  colleagues  who  are  in  op- 
position. 

In  the  arguments  against  statehood  I 
could  see  the  same  fear  of  democracy 
that  keeps  home  rule  from  the  people 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

I  do  not  believe  in  the  theory  of  race 
superiority.  It  is  un-Christian  and  un- 
American  if  our  Constitution  and  our 
Bill  of  Rights  have  meaning.  Our  fel- 
low citizens  in  Hawaii  are  good  Ameri- 
cans who  believe  in  our  democracy  and 
our  way  of  life.  I  believe  they  have 
demonstrated  their  loyalty  by  the  sacri- 
fices they  have  made  for  our  country. 

It  is  not  simply  a  matter  of  keeping  a 
promise  to  Hawaii  or  of  upholding  the 
pledge  in  our  party  platforms.  It  Is  a 
matter  of  doing  what  is  best  for  America 
and  what  will  have  the  best  results  in 
winning  friends  throughout  the  world 
for  democracy,  and  for  our  free  way 
of  Ufe. 


Arguments  for  proportionate  repre- 
sentation have  no  place  in  this  discus- 
sion. It  comes  with  pQor  grace  in  view 
of  the  disproportionate  representation 
we  find  in  many  States  in  the  selection 
of  representatives  to  state  legislatures 
and  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  inconsistent  for  Republican 
Members  to  favor  Hawaiian  statehood 
and  at  the  same  time  sidetrack  state- 
hood for  Alaska.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  cause  of  statehood  is  the  same  in 
each  case. 

I  believe  that  the  best  interest  of  our 
Nation  would  be  served  by  voting  state- 
hood to  both  Hawaii  and  Alaska  without 
regard  for  party  politics.  Both  these 
great  outposts  and  their  people  would 
be  tied  closer  to  America.  We  have  an 
opportunity  to  show  the  world  that  our 
pronouncements  for  democracy  are  real 
and  meaningful;  that  we  are  not  just 
another  breed  of  totahtarians  who  dis- 
criminate against  our  fellow  men  be- 
cause of  accident  of  birth. 

I  am  going  to  support  this  bill  and  vote 
against  a  motion  to  recommit.  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  who  want  to  help  win 
statehood  for  Alaska  can  do  so  by  voting 
against  Hawaii,  and  alining  ourselves 
with  forces  tl^at  are  opposed  to  statehood 
for  both  of  these  Territories. 

Some  Republican  votes  will  be  cast  for 
Hawaiian  statehood  as  a  matter  of  polit- 
ical expediency.  Some  supporters  of  the 
bill  would  welcome  defeat  that  would 
come  in  a  successful  move  to  recommit. 
A  motion  to  recommit  is  unlikely  to  suc- 
ceed, but.  if  it  does,  it  would  not  help 
Alaska.  More  likely,  it  would  hurt  the 
cause  of  statehood  for  both.  It  would 
put  the  Democrats  on  record  for  respon- 
sibility of  killing  this  bill. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  E>emocrats  who 
favor  Alaskan  statehood  will  not  aline 
themselves  with  those  who  seek  to  kill 
statehood  for  both  these  two  great  Amer- 
ican Territories. 

Mr.  MACK  of  niinols.  Mr.  Chairman, 
during  the  last  Congress  I  voted  for 
statehood  for  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii.  I 
did  so  because  I  felt  these  Territories  had 
well  earned  and  were  deserving  of  state- 
hood. I  realized  the  strategic  value  of 
having  these  Tenitories  included  as 
States  in  the  Union.  I  did  so  because  I 
sincerely  felt  that  it  would  be  in  the  best 
interest  of  our  great  country  and  would 
recognize  these  loyal  citizens  who  have 
certainly  served  a  long  apprenticeship. 
Both  Alaska  and  Hawaii  have  much  to 
offer  toward  strengthening  our  country 
from  many  aspects.  It  would  undoubt- 
edly strengthen  our  position  In  the  Far 
East  when  we  take  in  as  full  citizens  the 
many  people  who  are  descendants  of  peO' 
pie  from  that  area.  We  cannot  deny  that 
it  is  mighty  impor;,ant  to  grant  state- 
hood to  Hawaii  to  enhance  our  position 
In  that  area  when  working  with  the  peo- 
ple of  southeast  Asia.  Furthermore.  I 
had  an  opportunity  to  spend  some  time 
in  Hawaii  last  year  and  In  my  humble 
opinion  these  people  were  just  as  loyal  as 
our  people  in  this  country.  I  do  object, 
however,  to  the  partisan  note  which  Is 
carried  with  this  bill  today.  It  was  my 
understanding  that  the  President,  when 
campaigning  last  fall,  stated  that  he 
favored  the  admission  of  both  Alaska  and 
Hawaii.  It  was  also  my  understanding 
that  it  was  included  in  his  party  plat- 


form. Therefore.  I  was  most  disap- 
pointed to  hear  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message  that  he  favored  only  Hawaii. 
The  statement  not  only  made  the  people 
wonder  if  the  President  had  forgotten 
his  campaign  promises  but  it  also  entered 
partisan  politics  into  the  issue  of  admit- 
ting Alaska  and  Hawaii  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  the  admission 
of  the  Territories  should  be  considered 
solely  on  their  merits.  I  do  not  believe 
that  partisan  politics  should  be  injected 
into  an  issue  so  vital  in  our  field  of  for- 
eign affairs.  Furthermore,  I  believe 
Alaska  is  more  important  from  a  stra- 
tegic point  of  view.  In  my  mind  Alaska 
is  the  most  important  outpost  we  have 
today.  It  is  only  a  few  miles  across  the 
Bering  Strait  from  Siberia.  The  Alaskan 
people  are  courageous  Individuals  whose 
loyalty  to  our  country  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned by  anyone.  Therefore,  I  hope  we 
will  give  them  the  full  status  they  so 
richly  deserve. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  approve  the 
partisan  connotation  carried  with  this 
bill,  but  I  feel  so  deeply  about  statehood 
I  am  supporting  it.  Our  people  want 
these  Territories  admitted  and  I  hope 
that  action  will  be  taken  at  a  very  early 
date  to  have  Alaska  included. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  no  one 
can  be  blind  to  the  fact  that  a  life  and 
death  struggle  Is  going  on  in  the  world 
today  between  the  only  two  basic  forms 
of  government  there  have  ever  been. 
One  form  In  essence  is  dictatorship, 
whether  by  an  Individual  or  by  a  race  or 
by  a  party  or  by  a  class  or  by  a  bloc. 
And  nobody  can  deny  that  that  form  of 
government  is  making  tremendous 
strides  in  the  world,  encroaching  steadi- 
ly on  the  other  form,  which  can  perhaps 
best  be  described  by  the  word  federation; 
federation  of  classes  or  of  blocs  or  of 
races  or  of  peoples  or  states.  Either  the 
democracy  or  federation  principle  will 
extend  and  grow  and  expand;  or  else  the 
totalitarian  dictatorship  principle  will 
grow  and  extend  and  extend  and  ex- 
pand. At  this  particular  juncture  in  the 
world's  history  when  we  witness  this 
struggle  all  about  us.  I  can  think  of  few 
things  more  Important  than  for  the 
United  States  to  demonstrate  by  action 
which  form  it  really  believes  In. 

This  bill  affords  us  an  opportunity  to 
recognize  in  Hawaii  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished achievements  of  American 
democracy  as  contrasted  with  the  other 
types  of  government.  Nowhere  else  in 
the  world,  including  our  own  48  States 
on  the  mainland,  has  there  been  a  more 
successful  demonstration  of  people  of 
different  races  and  different  national 
origins  and  different  tongues  and  dif- 
ferent cultural  and  social  and  Intellec- 
tual backgrounds  working  together  in 
mutual  respect  and  teamwork  for  the 
good  of  all,  as  the  true  way  to  promote 
the  good  of  each. 

It  Is  no  longer  just  an  experiment  for 
us  to  argue  about.  It  is  an  accomplished 
fact. 

Granting  statehood  for  the  people  of 
Hawaii  at  this  time  will  be  more  than 
just  fulfillment  of  their  aspirations  as 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  It  will 
focus  attention  throughout  the  whole 
vast  Pacific  Basin  on  the  capacity  of  our 
form  of  government  to  inspire  the  loyalty 
and  cooperation  of  people  of  many  racist 


and  national  origins.  I  am  sure  that 
such  an  example  will  have  an  immeasur- 
able value  in  strengthening  our  relations 
with  every  people  of  the  Pacific  Ocean 
area. 

Hawaii's  heritage  has  been  very  for- 
tunate for  the  development  of  an  en- 
lightened democracy.  Its  aboriginal 
race,  the  Hawallans,  whose  character  and 
culture  have  left  a  marked  influence  on 
the  modern  community,  were  a  friendly, 
tolerant,  intelligent,  and  gracious  people. 

The  early  missionaries  from  New  Eng- 
land— and,  if  I  may  pause  to  interject  a 
personal  note,  having  been  a  medical 
missionary  myself  for  10  years  in  China — 
I  have  always  been  interested  in  the 
fact  that  the  first  doctor  to  the  Sand- 
wich Islands,  as  they  were  called  then, 
was  a  distant  relative  of  mine,  Dr.  Gar- 
rett Parmalee  Judd,  who  went  out  in 
1828.  £ks  I  recall,  under  the  same  mission 
board  which  I  was  privileged  to  serve 
later.  He  was  the  flrst  to  serve  the  peo- 
ple of  these  islands  as  a  physician. 

The  early  missionaries  from  New  Eng- 
land brought  with  them  a  strong  faith 
In  public  education.  In  the  worth  of  the 
Individual  human  being,  and  in  the 
strictest  political  democracy. 

The  plantation  owners,  also,  who  car- 
ried on  a  strong  missionary  tradition, 
were  on  the  whole  zealous  in  the  promo- 
tion of  public  health  and  education  with- 
out discrimination  among  the  workers  of 
many  racial  backgrounds  who  came  to 
the  islands.  You  all  know,  of  course, 
that  the  aboriginals  In  Hawaii  are  a  mi- 
nority now  as  compared  to  the  others 
who  have  come  In  from  many  other  areas, 
Mongolians  and  Malayans,  as  well  as  the 
white  race. 

Consequently,  Hawaii's  standards  of 
rural  health  and  rural  education  are  now 
an  example  to  the  entire  country. 

We  in  this  country  who  are  struggling 
with  various  bills  for  Improving  medical 
and  nursing  and  public  health  here  look 
to  the  Hawaiian  Islands  as  the  No.  1 
example  In  many  respects  of  the  achieve- 
ments In  public  health  at  which  we  are 
aiming. 

The  high  moral  and  physical  stand- 
ards which  have  resulted  from  these  In- 
fluences are  the  foundation  of  Hawaii's 
success  as  a  democratic  American  com- 
munity. 

It  is  fortunate  that  this  is  the  case, 
because,  from  a  mainland  point  of  view, 
we  must  place  a  stronger  national  reli- 
ance upon  the  people  of  Hawaii.  Their 
position  is  one  of  key  importance  in  the 
Pacific  world.  They  are  on  the  lifelines 
of  trade  and  cultural  Intercourse  between 
all  peoples  of  the  area,  and  the  diversity 
of  their  own  racial  background  gives 
them  an  Intense  and  broad  interest  in 
Pacific  affairs.  Can  anyone  doubt  that 
representatives  in  Congress  from  this 
thoroughly  American  mid-Pacific  State 
will  broaden  our  horizons,  enrich  our 
congressional  debates,  and  contribute  in 
many  ways  to  the  nati(Hial  welfare? 

No  Americans  are  more  alert  to  our 
problems  of  national  defense  than  those 
who  live  on  our  frontiers,  especially  those 
who,  in  1941,  suffered  the  severest  enemy 
attack  ever  launched  on  our  soil  and  were 
compelled  for  many  months  to  toil  un- 
ceasingly and  to  remain  vigilant  in  their 
own  and  the  Nation's  defense. 


I  am  sure.  tJierefore.  that  one  of  the 
advantages  which  we  as  a  united  Nation 
will  derive  from  having  the  State  of 
Hawaii  fully  represented  in  Washington 
will  be  an  increasing  alertness  to  all 
problems  of  national  security  and  an 
added  ability  to  meet  those  problems  ef- 
fectively. A  loyal  island  people,  firmly 
imited  with  the  rest  of  the  American 
people,  win  have  a  high  strategic  value 
for  the  entire  Nation. 

Furthermore,  I  am  convinced  that  our 
national  policies  will  be  judged  in  no 
small  measure  by  the  decisions  we  make 
with  respect  to  the  people  of  Hawaii,  and 
the  other  island  i>eoples  of  the  Pacific. 
We  should  continue  to  demonstrate  the 
reality  of  our  belief  that  every  people 
should  have  a  government  of  its  own 
choosing.  It  will  be  a  great  advantage 
to  the  United  States  to  have  one  of  our 
great  States  in  the  mid-Pacific  as  a  con- 
spicuous example  of  otu*  American  way 
of  life. 

In  summary,  I  believe  statehood  should 
be  granted  to  the  people  of  Hawaii,  first, 
for  reasons  of  our  security. 

There  is  bound  to  be  uncertainty  and 
instability  in  the  Pacific  for  years. 
Forces  are  at  work  which  have  destroyed 
the  old  patterns  and  nobody  can  predict 
with  certainty  what  the  new  pattern  is 
to  be. 

It  seems  to  me  incontrovertible  that 
Hawaii  would  be  a  much  firmer  bastion 
of  American  security  as  a  full  State  than 
It  can  be  with  its  people  increasingly 
restless,  unhappy  half-citizens. 

Under  their  present  status,  they  have 
to  make  the  same  contribution  to  the 
national  welfare  as  other  citizens  but 
without  the  same  rewards,  the  same 
standing,  as  citizens  on  the  mainland 
have. 

The  question  of  physical  separation 
from  the  mainland  seems  to  me  inconse- 
quential because,  of  course.  Hawaii  today 
Is  so  very  much  nearer  the  rest  of  the 
Nation  than  the  Western  States  were 
when  they  were  admitted  to  statehood. 

The  second  reason  is  economic.  The 
greatest  undeveloped  areas  of  the  world 
are  in  Asia. 

I  am  willing  to  hazard  the  prediction 
that  eventually  historians  will  agree  that 
World  War  II  all  along  was  a  war  more 
than  anything  else  to  determine  who  is 
going  to  control  or  guide  the  develop- 
ment of  Asia.  Perhaps  I  should  say  of 
the  undeveloped  areas  of  the  world. 

There  are  three  great  areas  of  unde- 
veloped natural  resources :  Africa,  South 
America,  and  Asia,  but  only  one  has  great 
undeveloped  human  resources  In  addi- 
tion, Asia. 

Asia  has  half  the  population  of  the 
world.  Hitler  understood  Its  Importance, 
Certainly,  the  Russians  have  demon- 
strated for  30  years  that  they  under- 
stand the  vital  importance  of  Asia. 
Just  yesterday,  the  Communist  dictator 
presently  enslaving  the  Chinese,  Mao- 
Tse-tung,  said  in  his  tribute  to  Stalin 
that  Stalin  was  their  best  friend  because 
he  had  said.  "Do  not  forget  Asia." 
The  British,  the  Dutch,  the  French  un- 
derstand it.  The  Japanese  understood 
it.  That  is  why  they  fought  so  hard  to 
get  control  of  the  manpower  and  the 
resources  and  the  gigantic  potential  mar- 
kets in  China. 
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Only  we  Americans  with  Asia  In  our 
front  door,  so  to  speak,  seem  seldom  to 
sense  the  importance  to  our  future  of 
whose  system  and  trade  and  ideas  dom- 
inate in  the  development  of  Asia. 

For  both  security  and  economic  rea- 
sons, we  need  every  possible  advantage 
in  the  gigantic  stniggle  ahead.  I  think 
making  Hawaii  a  State  would  give  ms  a 
very  great  advantage. 

The  third  basic  reason  is  the  moral 
consideration.  How  can  we,  with  any 
decency  or  hope  of  success,  talk  about 
people  having  the  right  to  governments 
of  their  own  choosing,  for  example,  in 
Eastern  Eiirope.  unless  we  show  by  our 
deeds  that  we  believe  in  it  in  the  Pacific 
as  well. 

And  the  fourth  reason  I  would  call  the 
ideological  consideration  which,  to  my 
mind,  is  ultimately  synonymous  with  the 
security  consideration. 

Actually  our  own  survival  is  at  stake. 
Democracy  is  under  attack  today.  The 
belief  that  freemen  are  capable  of  self- 
government  for  sustained  periods  is  un- 
der systematic  organized  assault  in  the 
world  as  it  has  not  been  since  the  French 
and  the  American  Revolutions.  And  it  is 
losing  ground.  We  can  see  it  on  every 
hand. 

The  people  of  Asia,  up  until  the  mid- 
dle 1920's  or  a  little  later,  were  defi- 
nitely moving  in  the  direction  of  greater 
freedom  and  self-government  and  the 
democratic  pattern.  Now  they  are  un- 
certain. Some  are  wondering  whether 
they  might  not  have  been  better  off  to 
adopt  the  racial  pattern — which  is  what 
Japan  tried  to  force  on  them — believing 
there  is  no  hope  of  decent  treatment 
from  white  men.  that  when  white  men 
get  in  a  jam  they  will  promise  everything 
to  get  help  until  they  get  out  of  the 
jam,  but  then  they  forgot  the  promises. 

More  are  wondering  whether  they 
should  not  adopt  totalitarianism  of  the 
Communist  pattern.  That  is  the  one 
making  the  greatest  advance  both  in 
Europe  and  in  Asia  and,  in  my  judgment, 
we  cannot  successfully  combat  totalitar- 
ianism of  the  Communist  pattern  by 
calling  it  names  and  fighting  it  de- 
fensively. 

We  can  overcome  evil  only  with  good. 
We  have  to  have  a  better  ideology  and 
system,  and  we  have  to  do  a  better  job 
of  selling  them  to  the  people  of  the  world. 

In  most  parts  of  the  world  today  the 
trend  is  from  the  status  of  citizen  to  the 
status  of  subject.  We  have  to  reverse  the 
trend  and  widen  the  area  where  the  di- 
rection is  from  subject  to  citizen. 

This  is  one  of  the  few  places  I  find 
right  now  where  we  have  a  chance  to 
give  new  validity  and  life  to  our  funda- 
mental faith  and  belief. 

I  repeat,  either  democracy  will  spread 
or  totalitarianism  will  spread,  and  I  hope 
very  much  that  this  House,  and  then  the 
Congress,  will  act  favorably  upon  the 
bills  to  give  this  concrete  object  lesson, 
this  vivid  demonstration  before  the  world 
of  the  vitality  of  our  democratic  faith, 
of  our  federation  principle  of  govern- 
ment, by  extending  statehood  to  these 
people  who  have  proved  worthy  in  every 
reasonable  sense,  and  have  earned  the 
right  to  become  full  citizens  on  the  same 
basis  as  all  of  the  rest  of  us. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, there  has  been  much  in  the  debate 


of  yesterday  and  today  that  I  wish  might 
not  have  been  said.  I  have  not  liked  the 
aspersions,  direct  and  indirect,  on  fellow 
Americans  who  are  not  of  my  racial 
descent  cr  of  my  complexion.  I  trust 
that  they  came  merely  from  the  heat  and 
passion  of  debate  and  were  not  at  heart 
intended  as  remarks  in  disparagement. 
My  faith  in  the  divine  purpose  of  our 
earthly  existence  is  as  nothing  if  it  does 
not  embrace  a  concept  of  the  brother- 
hood of  man.  It  is  only  in  the  spirit 
and  practice  of  that  brotherhood  that 
we  can  discharge  the  responsibilities  in 
world  leadership  that  have  come  to  us. 
It  happens  that  in  the  district  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent  there  are 
some  7.000  Americans  of  Japanese  de- 
scent. I  am  told  more  than  in  any  other 
district  in  the  United  States.  From  my 
own  knowledge  I  can  testify  as  to  the 
quality  of  their  citizenship  and  of  their 
personal  attributes.  Born  in  this  coun- 
try, reared  in  the  atmosphere  of  Ameri- 
can democracy,  educated  in  American 
schools  and  universities,  and  then  under- 
going cruel  experiences  in  the  hysteria 
of  a  war  period,  then  emerged  stronger 
than  ever  in  their  devotion  to  the  United 
States  and  all  that  our  common  country 
stands  for  in  aims,  achievements,  and 
aspirations.  They  constitute  a  vibrantly 
loyal  segment  of  our  populace.  They  are 
interwoven  with  all  the  other  segments 
in  the  fabric  of  our  society.  I  know  that 
Japanese-Americans,  interwoven  with 
other  segments  of  Hawaii,  will  make  the 
same  large  and  luminous  contribution 
to  the  moral,  intellectual,  spiritual,  and 
patriotic  strength  of  the  new  49th  State 
as  they  have  made  and  are  making  to 
the  2d  district  in  Illinois.  In  the  81st 
Congress  I  supported  statehood  both  for 
Hawaii  and  for  Alaska.  The  daily  news- 
paper in  Honolulu  graciously  and  beyond 
the  merit  of  the  product  printed  in  three 
installments,  with  editorial  comment,  the 
address  which  I  made  on  this  floor  on 
that  occasion.  As  I  then  pointed  out. 
in  extending  the  sisterhood  of  States  be- 
yond the  contiguous  limits  of  continental 
United  States  we  are  making  a  new  pat- 
tern. It  is  a  pattern  that  was  woven 
on  the  mills  of  the  destiny  of  the  United 
States.  Today,  in  passing  this  bill  to 
admit  Hawaii  into  the  Union  of  States, 
we  are  placing  upon  the  date  of  March 
10,  1953,  a  significance  which  will  be 
appreciated  in  the  years  to  come  much 
more  than  any  of  us  now  realize.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  administration  is  not  af- 
fording me  the  opportunity  also  to  vote 
for  statehood  for  Alaska.  But  this  in- 
justice to  Alaska  on  the  part  of  the 
administration  will  not  cause  me  in  re- 
taliation to  do  an  injustice  to  Hawaii. 
I  hope,  and  as  a  devout  American,  I  pray 
that  the  leadership  on  the  other  side  will 
forego  a  temporary  political  advantage 
the  better  to  serve  justice  and  to 
strengthen  our  RepubUc  by  promptly 
bringing  to  this  floor  the  bill  for  state- 
hood for  Alaska.  If  they  fail  in  this,  the 
temporary  gain  of  two  seats  in  the  Sen- 
ate will  be  a  costly  price  to  pay  for  the 
contumacy  of  history.  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  the  83d  Congress  I  am  voting  for  Ha- 
waii as  the  49th  State  with  the  certain 
conviction  that  In  the  84th  Congress, 
under  a  Democratic  leadership,  I  shaH 
be  voting  for  the  50th  State,  Alaska. 


Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, shortly  the  House  will  take  action 
upon  H.  R.  3575,  which  has  for  Its  pur- 
pose enabling  the  people  of  Hawaii  to 
form  a  constitution  and  State  govern- 
ment and  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States. 

I  understand  a  motion  will  be  made  to 
recommit  the  bill  to  the  committee  for 
further  study.  I  have  heard  the  whip, 
Mr.  McCoRMACK,  and  others  on  the 
Democratic  side  state  they  thought  the 
bill  needed  further  hearings.  In  answer 
to  that  argument,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
point  out  that  there  have  been  five  con- 
gressional committees  which  investi- 
gated the  subject  of  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii in  Hawaii.  There  have  been  a 
number  of  hearings  here  in  Washington 
on  the  same  subject.  It  is  my  under- 
standing 31  Members  of  Congress  visited 
the  islands  of  Hawaii  for  the  purpose  of 
making  these  investigations.  More  than 
600  witnesses  have  been  heard  and  a 
record  of  nearly  4,000  pages  of  testimony 
have  been  taken. 

Hawaii,  as  a  Territory,  has  from  a 
social,  political,  cultural,  and  economic 
position,  been  subjected  to  more  exam- 
inations than  have  been  ever  held  upon 
the  other  29  territories.  I  cannot  under- 
stand just  what  would  be  accomplished 
by  referring  the  bill  back  to  the  commit- 
tee of  which  I  am  chairman.  This  sub- 
ject has  been  investigated  from  A  to  Z. 
and  there  seems  to  be  little  new  material 
which  the  committee  could  present  to 
the  House  upKjn  this  subject. 

I  would  also  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  chairman, 
has  more  bills  referred  to  it  than  to  any 
other  committee  in  the  House,  with  the 
possible  exception  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. I  have  examined  our  calendar 
carefully.  Should  it  be  the  decision  of 
this  House  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  com- 
mittee, I  would  hope  to  make  every  ef- 
fort to  hold  additional  hearings  to  meet 
the  request  of  the  House.  I  must  point 
out.  however,  that  the  schedule  of  hear- 
ings has  been  completed  up  to  the  mid- 
dle of  May.  It  would  take  some  time  to 
get  additional  hearings  set  up  and  a  new 
bill  referred  to  the  House.  It  seems 
quite  likely  that  the  measure  would  be 
lost  in  the  urge  to  consider  appropri- 
ation bills  and  other  legislation.  It 
might  mean  the  end  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii  at  this  session, 

ALASKA 

There  are  those  who  feel  the  bill 
should  be  referred  to  the  committee  in 
order  to  consider  statehood  for  Alaska. 
I  promised  my  colleagues  that  there 
would  be  hearings  on  the  bill  setting  up 
statehood  for  Alaska.  These  hearings 
could  have  been  held  in  March.  The 
Delegate  from  Alaska  [Mr.  BartlettJ 
suggested  that  they  be  held  in  April, 
and  they  have  been  arranged  for  the 
14th  through  the  17th  of  April.  This 
was  done  because  a  new  statehood  com- 
mission for  Alaska  will  be  appointed  un- 
der the  new  Republican  legislature. 
They  will  want  to  be  heard  on  the  state- 
hood bill. 

This  cannot  be  labeled  politics,  be- 
cause the  legislature  of  Alaska  is  Repub- 
lican and  there  will  soon  be  a  Republican 


governor  in  Alaska.  I  feel  the  bill  should 
have  a  hearing.  But  to  deny  Hawaii 
statehood  at  this  time  because  someone 
feels  that  Alaska  is  being  slighted  is  not 
doing  justice  to  the  statesmanship  that 
has  always  prevailed  in  the  House. 

I  hope  the  opposition  who  desires  to 
refer  the  bill  for  further  action  will  not 
quibble  over  political  advantages.  It  is 
a  time  for  statesmanship. 

I  have  been  pleased  with  the  high 
level  of  debate,  the  objective,  keen,  ear- 
nest arguments  pro  and  con.  which  have 
been  made  on  the  subject.  I  believe  the 
debate  reflects  credit  to  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  have  tried  to  be  fair 
on  the  allocation  of  time.  When  the  bill 
was  under  debate,  there  were  only  3 
minutes  difference  in  the  time  allocated 
to  those  who  were  for  and  against  the 
bill.  The  subject,  in  my  opinion,  de- 
served* careful  consideration. 

Some  of  you  object  to  the  new  State 
because  of  the  large  percentage  of  orien- 
tals who  make  up  the  population.  Let 
me  point  out  to  you  that  of  the  nearly 
half  million  people  in  the  islands,  87 
percent  are  native-bom  and  are  Ameri- 
can citizens.  Yes;  99.2  percent  of  all 
school  children  of  the  territory  are  na- 
tive-born American  citizens.  I  hope  we 
may  have  little  talk  about  the  pigment 
in  some  one's  skin.  This  great  country 
of  ours  was  made  up  of  many,  many  im- 
migrants coming  from  foreign  countries. 
We  ought  not  to  indulge  in  the  question- 
able approach  of  denying  statehood  to 
people  who  are  Americans  but  have  a 
little  different  pigment  in  the  skin  than 
you  and  I  have  who  occupy  this  floor. 

SEVENUCS 

There  are  a  few  who  hesitate  to  admit 
the  new  State,  thinking  it  cannot  be  self- 
supporting.  To  you  who  have  doubts 
upon  this  question,  let  me  point  out  that 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  been  con- 
tributing to  the  United  States  Treasury 
on  an  average  of  about  $138  million  a 
year  in  income  taxes.  This  is  more  than 
is  now  contributed  by  any  one  of  nine 
States  who  now  belong  to  the  Union. 

COMMT7NISM 

I  have  heard  many  times  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  that  the  new  State  might 
send  Communists  to  sit  in  the  House 
and  Senate.  Let  me  point  out  to  you 
who  have  those  fears  that  Hawaii's  new 
constitution  lays  down  requirements 
that  are  more  stringent  than  have  been 
prescribed  heretofore  under  any  enabling 
legislation.  There  is  a  provLsion,  and  let 
me  quote: 

No  person  who  advocates  or  who  aids  or 
belongs  to  any  party,  organization,  or  asso- 
ciation which  advocates  the  overthrow  by 
force  or  violence  of  the  Government  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  or  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  qualified  to  hold  any  office  of  trust 
or  profit  under  the  State  constitution. 

This  should  calm  any  fears  that  you 
might  have  relative  to  communism  in 
Hawaii. 

RAWAn'S    WA*    KECOIO 

I  am  sure,  my  colleagues  are  familiar 
with  the  splendid  record  made  by  the 
100th  Infantry  Battalion  and  the  442d 
Combat  Team  from  Hawaii.  This  tmit 
was  described  by  Gen.  Mark  Clark  as 
"the  most  decorated  imit  in  the  entire 
military  history  of  the  United  States." 


▼omro  ssooko 

Hawaii  understands  statehood.  The 
registered  voters  voted  more  than  87  per- 
cent In  the  last  election.  This  is  a  better 
record  than  we  have  in  the  States. 
Hawaii  deserves  statehood.  She  has 
served  her  apprenticeship  with  honor 
and  distinction. 

If  my  colleagues  vote  to  send  the  bill 
back  to  the  committee.  I  will,  as  chair- 
man of  the  full  committee,  do  the  best 
job  I  can  in  getting  a  compromise  and 
the  bill  again  before  this  body.  I  can 
see  little  accomplished  by  referring  the 
bill  back  to  the  committee.  I  hope  the 
motion  to  recommit  will  be  refused  and 
that  the  bill  will  pass  this  day. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  peo- 
ple of  my  State,  California,  desire  that 
Hawaii  be  welcomed  into  our  Union  on 
a  basis  of  equality.  It  is  my  pleasure  to 
include,  under  leave  to  extend  my  re- 
marks, California  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion No.  8  relative  to  granting  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii  statehood  in  the  United 
States : 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.   8:  Relative  to 

granting  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  statehood 

In  the  United  States. 

Whereas  for  many  years  the  people  and  the 
governments  of  the  State  of  California  and 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  have  enjoyed  the 
most  close  and  friendly  business,  personal, 
and  cultural  relationships;  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  regardless  of  r;iclal  descent,  at  all 
times  have  demonstrated  their  complete  loy- 
alty to  the  United  States  and  during  World 
War  II,  particularly,  served  with  great  valor 
and  distinction  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  and 

Whereas  In  April  of  1950  a  convention  draft- 
ed a  constitution,  which  was  approved  by  the 
voters  in  the  1950  general  election  and  also 
the  Territorial  Legislature;  and 

Whereas  It  is  Important  for  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  in  its  present  status  to  enjoy  the 
sovereignty  to  which  it  is  entitled  and  to 
develop  its  resources  most  advantageously: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Congress  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  urged  and 
memorialized  to  enact  at  this  session  of  the 
Congress  such  laws  as  will  grant  the  present 
Territory  of  Hawaii  the  status  of  statehood 
In  the  United  States  and  create  the  State  of 
Hawaii  as  the  49th  State  of  our  country; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate 
be  and  he  is  hereby  directed  to  transmit 
copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  to  each  &3nator  and  Repre- 
sentative from  California  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  shall  be  able  to  shed  any  light  on  this 
question  in  the  confusion  that  exists 
at  the  moment  but  certainly  I  shall  not 
spread  any  partisan  heat.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  fair  thing  to  do  is  to 
reconmiit  this  bill  for  further  study.  On 
account  of  the  amendments  that  have 
been  adopted  here  today  it  would  appear 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  do  not 
know  exactly  what  Is  in  the  bill  and  are 
willing  to  vote  for  amendments  with  a 
brief  argument  and  no  hearings  what- 
ever. 

Now.  my  position  is  a  little  peculiar. 
I  am  entirely  nonpartisan  in  this  mat- 


ter. Now,  3w>u  need  not  laugh.  I  have 
been  around  here  a  good  while.  Some 
new  Member  might  have  done  that,  but 
not  an  old  Member. 

My  position  is  peculiar,  and  I  speak 
for  myself  alone  and  not  as  a  leader  or 
spokesman  for,  my  party.  If  this  bill 
could  go  back*  to  the  committee,  and 
report  back  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii  and 
give  the  membership  of  the  House  an 
opportunity  to  vote  on  Hawaii  and  on 
Alaska,  I  think  it  would  be  the  fair  thing 
to  do,  because  I  will  tell  you  something. 
Mr.  Delegate  from  Alaska,  if  this  bill 
passes  the  House  today,  Alaska  is  as  dead 
as  slavery  for  the  rest  of  this  session. 
I  want  to  make  my  position  entirely  clear, 
and  that  is  that  when  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
are  reported  to  this  House  I  am  going  to 
vote  against  making  each  of  them  a 
State  because  I  do  not  believe  that  either 
Alaska  or  Hawaii  is  ready  for  statehood. 
This  matter  has  been  passed  on  twice 
since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  House. 
Once  I  was  away;  the  other  time  I  did 
not  vote  because  I  was  occupying  the 
Speaker's  chair. 

Now  I  see  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from    Indiana    [Mr.    HalleckI    taking 
notes  on  me.    I  like  the  gentleman  tre- 
mendously personally  and  politically  up 
to  a  certain  point,  but  I  would  warn  him 
this  afternoon  and  from  here  during  the 
remainder  of  this  session  not  to  get  so 
enthusiastic  about  trying  to  make  every 
question  a  partisan  one.    We  all  know 
that  General  Eisenhower  won  the  elec- 
tion.   He  had  to  have  the  majority  of 
the  votes  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  in  order  to  do  it.    We  accepted 
that.    And.  I  want  to  tell  you  another 
thing.    I  have  been  here  under  three 
Republican  Presidents ;  this  is  the  fourth 
Republican    President.    I    have    never 
hated  either  one  of  them,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  hate  Eisenhower.    I  wonder  if 
a  great  many  gentlemen  on  my  left  can 
say  that  about  the  Democratic  Presi- 
dents under  whom  they  served?    We  had 
an  Eisenhower  victory,  of  course,  but 
we  did  not  have  a  Republican  victory. 
It  takes  218  Members  to  make  a  major- 
ity in  the  House,  and  you  have  221.    It 
takes  49  to  make  a  majority  in  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  Repubhcans  have  48.    One 
time  here — and  we  did  not  crow  and 
boast  about  it  so  much — after  a  presi- 
dential election  we  had  334  Members  of 
the  House,  and  there  were  89  Repub- 
licans and  12  others     The  usual  thing 
is  when  a  Democrat  runs  for  President 
and  is  elected  by  a  million,  or  two,  or 
three  million  votes,  he  carries  the  House 
by  from  75  to  150  votes.    Now,  I  would 
not  have  gotten  off  on  this,  but  I  saw 
my   good  friend  from  Indiana  taking 
notes,  and  I  am  sure  he  is  going  to  get 
up   and   say   the   Democratic   Party   is 
throwing    Hawaii    and    Alaska    away. 
Well,    I    would    rather    do    without    4 
Senators   and   4   Representatives   than 
to  do  something  I  think  is  fundamentally 
wrong.    I    think    this    thing    today    is 
fundamentally  wrong,  because  let  me 
call  your  attention  to  one  thing:  When 
you  start  out  making  States  out  of  Ter- 
ritories   not    even    contiguous    to    this 
hemisphere,  you  are  performing  a  major 
operation,  in  my  opinion  a  dangerous 
one. 

Let  us  send  this  bill  back  to  the  com- 
mittee for  further  study  and  see  if  we 
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cannot  decide  there  that  we  had  better 
let  it  go  on  the  shelf  as  some  other  rec- 
ommendations of  the  President  in  recent 
days  have  gone  on  the  shelf  for  I  do  not 
know  how  long,  but  maybe  for  an  in- 
definite period.  I  think  that  would  be 
the  wise  thing  for  the  Jlouse  to  do.  I 
do  not  think  we  are  prepared  to  legislate 
on  this  thing,  and  I  think  it  has  been 
demonstrated  on  this  floor  today.  So  I 
do  hope  in  fairness  to  Hawaii  and  to 
Alaska  that  there  will  be  enough  votes 
in  this  House  to  return  this  bill  to  the 
committee,  where  I  think  it  should  go 
for  further  study. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 
and  ask  unanimous. consent  to  proceed 
for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
debate  on  the  whole  has  been  conducted 
In  good  will,  and  it  has  been  enlight- 
ening. 

Much  as  I  love  and  respect  my  good 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr. 
Raybttrn],  the  ex -Speaker  of  the  House, 
I  cannot,  however,  go  along  with  him 
on  what  I  have  heard  so  many  times  as 
the  half  reason  for  recommitting  a  bill, 
that  somehow  or  other  the  House  does 
not  quite  understand  what  it  is  doing. 
I  am  convinced  that  on  this  occasion 
the  House  understands  exactly  what  it 
is  doing,  and  I  think  many  of  you  who 
have  listened  to  this  debate  and  who 
have  watched  the  maneuvering  know 
what  is  going  on. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  is  com- 
pletely frank  and  honest  about  his  stand. 
He  wants  to  recommit  this  bill  because 
he  Is  against  statehood  for  Hawaii. 
There  are  a  lot  of  you  who  could  not  rise 
in  your  places  and  say  as  much.  He  says 
that  he  wants  the  bill  recommitted  in 
order  that  Hawaii  and  Alaska  may  be 
brought  out  together,  or  so  that  both 
bills  may  be  brought  out,  but  then  he 
promptly  adds  that  he  would  vote  against 
both  of  them.  I  say  that  such  a  posi- 
tion Is  an  honest  one.  However,  I  can- 
not agree  with  that  position  as  a  reason 
for  supporting  the  motion  to  recommit. 
To  recommit  to  get  both  bills  out  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  both  of 
them,  in  my  opinion,  with  all  due  defer- 
ence to  the  great  gentleman  from  Texas, 
is  not  a  fair  reason  for  voting  to  recom- 
mit. But  again,  may  I  say  I  commend 
him  on  his  faithfulness  to  what  he  be- 
lieves. 

Again,  may  I  say  that  if  there  were 
more  on  that  side  who  were  voting  to  re- 
commit for  the  same  reason,  then  I  would 
Rrant  them  the  same  degree  of  confi- 
dence. However,  from  what  I  have  heard 
already,  and  it  cannot  be  denied,  many 
of  you  are  going  to  vote  for  the  ntotion 
to  recommit  while  claiming  that  you 
are  for  statehood  for  Hawaii.  Just  let 
me  say  this  to  you,  those  of  you  who  may 
feel  that  way  and  take  that  position,  as 
I  said  earlier  in  the  debate,  you  cannot 
escape  Judgment  before  the  bar  of  public 
opinion,  because  the  record  will  have 
been  written. 

Let  me  say  that  I  have  voted  twice  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii.    To  prove  that  I 
a  complete  nonpartisan,  let  me  point 


out  that  I  voted  for  It  once  when  I  was 
the  majority  leader  in  the  80th  Congress, 
and  it  might  interest  you  to  know  that  it 
carried  on  that  occasion.  197  to  133. 
Then,  under  the  leadership  of  that  great 
Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  in 
the  81st  Democratic  Congress,  I  voted  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii  again.  And  then 
it  carried,  262  to  210.  And  both  of  those 
occasions  were  under  a  Democratic 
President  who  had  asked  for  statehood 
for  Hawaii.  You  see,  even  if  the  House 
is  Republican  or  Democratic,  ever  since 
1947  there  have  been  about  110  to  133 
Members  of  the  House  against  statehood 
for  Hawaii.  If  there  are  more  votes  than 
that  to  recommit  this  bill,  or  against  it 
on  passage,  it  will  be  becau.se  someone 
is  playing  fast  and  loose  with  the  funda- 
mental question  which  is  involved  here 
and  that  question  is  statehood  for  Ha- 
waii. 

Some  reference  has  been  made  to  the 
platforms  of  the  great  parties.  We  said 
in  the  Republican  platform  that  we  favor 
immediate  statehood  for  Hawaii,  and 
for  you  Members  who  sit  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  may  I  point  out  that 
the  same  position  was  likewise  in  the 
Democratic  platform.  It  has  been  in  our 
platform  ever  since  1944.  No  one  has 
ever  taken  it  out. 

It  has  been  said,  of  course,  and  I  think 
properly  that  the  platform  does  not  bind 
anyone  to  follow  it  absolutely,  but  it  does 
in  my  opinion  create  a  great  moral  obh- 
gation  for  both  of  us  on  either  side  of 
the  aisle  who  ran  on  such  a  platform  and 
who  profess  to  support  it.  May  I  say 
that  party  responsibility  is  involved  here, 
and  not  alone  on  my  side  where  we  are 
now  in  the  majority  and  carry  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  program,  but  it  is 
hkewise  a  matter  of  party  responsibility 
on  the  Democratic  side. 

Let  me  point  out  another  thing.  In 
this  message  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  said 
this,  speaking  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior: 

Another  of  its  major  concerns  is  our  coun- 
try's island  possessions.  Here  Is  one  matter 
that  deserves  attention.  The  platforms  of 
both  political  parties  promised  Immediate 
statehood  to  Hawaii.  The  people  of  that 
Territory  have  earned  that  status.  State- 
hood should  be  granted  promptly  with  the 
nrst  election  scheduled  for  1954. 

That  is  the  position  stated  by  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  as  part  of  his 
program.  Of  course,  I  have  never  prom- 
ised to  follow  blindly  any  program  advo- 
cated by  any  President,  even  my  own 
President,  but  I  say  to  you  I  feel  a  strong 
compulsion  to  back  his  program  on  this 
occasion,  a  compulsion  I  am  certain  is 
felt  by  many  others. 

Many  people  are  worrying  about  mak- 
ing this  Territory  a  State.  Do  you  know 
in  a  very  considerable  measure,  we 
crossed  that  bridge  back  in  1898.  There 
was  an  amendment  when  the  act  was 
before  the  Congress  to  this  effect: 

Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued, taken  or  held  to  Imply  a  pledge  or 
promise  that  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  will 
at  any  future  time  be  admitted  or  charged 
or  attached  to  any  State. 

That  amendment  was  defeated.  In 
other  words,  the  clear  implication  was 
that  as  Hawaii  came  along  and  demon- 
strated its  right  to  be  a  State,  its  terri- 


torial status  would  indicate  that  right. 
There  was  a  commission  of  five  appoint- 
ed to  investigate  this  matter,  to  work  on 
the  organic  act.  One  member  of  that 
commission  was  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama. Senator  Morgan,  and  in  a  speech 
in  Hawaii  In  1898,  this  is  what  he  said: 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  a  great  future 
before  it.  and  with  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion and  business  that  must  come  from  an- 
nexation and  all  that  is  Implied  by  it,  the 
road  to  statehood  cannot  be  a  long  one. 

In  addition  to  that,  the  Supreme  Court 
has  time  and  again  passed  upon  the 
status  of  Territories.  In  one  case  the 
Supreme  Court  said  that  Territorial 
status  is  one  of  pupilage  at  best.  In  an- 
other case  they  said  that  a  Territory 
under  the  constitutional  laws  of  the 
United  States  is  an  inchoate  State.  In 
other  words,  may  I  say  to  the  ipembers 
of  the  committee,  it  has  been  the  tra- 
ditional understanding  in  the  country 
that  when  Territorial  status  ts  granted 
such  a  grant  contemplates  ultimate 
statehood,  not  ultimate  statehood  for  a 
Territory  that  cannot  prove  and  estab- 
lish that  it  has  earned  statehood,  but 
for  a  Territory  that  has  earned  state- 
hood. To  my  mind,  therefore,  that 
bridge  was  crossed  way  back  in  1898. 

Now.  then,  what  about  Hawaii  and  the 
matter  of  pupilage?  Hawaii  has  been 
operating  as  a  Territory  for  about  55 
years.  In  that  time  they  have  developed 
a  great  system  of  education.  I  under- 
stand that  illiteracy  is  not  found  there. 
They  have  demonstrated  the  soundness 
of  their  economy.  They  have  demon- 
strated their  patriotism  to  the  United 
States  in  time  of  war.  They  have  dem- 
onstrated their  power  to  govern  them- 
selves. It  seems  to  me  under  these  cir- 
cumstances if  we  find  the  people  of  Ha- 
waii, having  been  annexed  by  our  Gov- 
ernment more  than  50  years  ago,  given 
a  Territorial  status,  having  petitioned 
us  for  admission  to  statehood,  have 
learned  their  lessons  well  and  have  es- 
tablished themselves,  then  there  Is  a 
great  obligation  upon  us  to  vote  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Again,  on  this  motion  to  recommit: 
May  I  say  this  to  my  friends  on  my  side 
of  the  aisle.  Nothing  is  to  be  gained  by 
recommitting  the  bill.  If  I  am  right  in 
my  approach  to  the  matter  of  Terri- 
torial status  and  statehood  to  follow  the 
Territorial  status,  then  I  think  it  inevi- 
tably follows  that  each  Territory,  as  it 
seeks  to  be  admitted  as  a  State,  must 
make  its  own  case  upon  its  own  conduct, 
upon  its  own  resources,  upon  its  own 
people,  and  on  its  own  standing  before 
the  people  of  America.  So  I  say  to  my 
friends,  what  good  would  it  do  to  vote 
to  recommit?  Such  a  move  gains  noth- 
ing. It  solves  nothing.  We  should  vote 
against  the  motion  to  recommit.  If  that 
motion  is  defeated,  and  I  trust  it  will 
be  defeated,  I  hope  you  will  then  see  fit 
to  vote  for  statehood  for  Hawaii;  but, 
in  any  event,  let  us  not  do  a  perfectly 
useless  thing  and  recommit  this  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Committee 
do  now  rise. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule  the 
Committee  will  now  rise. 

Accordingly,  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Arends.  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 


tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com- 
mittee, having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3575)  to  enable  the  peo- 
ple of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  170.  he  reported  the  same 
back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amend- 
ments adopted  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
of  the  amendments?  If  not.  the  Chair 
will  put  them  en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  am.  Mr. 
Sp>eaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  qual- 
ifies. The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  lead  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Texas  moves  to  recommit 
the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
^ere— yeas  182.  nays  227.  answered 
"present"  4,  not  voting  19,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  Ill 

YEAS— laa 


A>bbltt 

Abernethy 

Albert 

Alexander 

Andrews 

Bailey 

Barden 

Barrett 

Battle 

Bpnt'^en 

Blatnlk 

Boland 

BolUng 

Bonner 

Brocies,  La. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Brown,  Oa. 

BroyhlU 

Bryson 

Buchanan 

Buckley 

Burleson 

Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Camp 

Cannon 

Carlyle 

Carnahan 

Chatham 

Chelf 

Chudoff 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Colmer 

Condon 

Cooley 


Cooper 

Coudert 

Davis,  Oa. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Dawson,  m. 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

Dies 

DlngeU 

Dodd 

DoUloger 

Donohue 

Donovan 

Dom,  8.  O. 

Dowdy 

Doyle 

Durham 

Eberh&rter 

Edmondson 

Engle 

Evins 

Fallon 

Femandes 

Fine 

Flno 

Fisher 

Fogarty 

Forand 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frazler 

Frledel 

Oannats 

Gary 

Oathlnga 


Gordon 

Granahan 

Grant 

Gregory 

Gross 

Haley 

Hardy 

Harris 

Harrison.  Va. 

Hays.  Ark. 

Heller 

Herlong 

Hoffman.  Mich. 

Holifleld 

Holtzman 

Hull 

Ikard 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Jones,  N.  C, 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kee 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

KUbum 

Kllday 

Klrwan 

Klein 

Kluczynskl 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lanham 

Leslnskl 


Lucas 

McCormack 

McMillan 

Machrowlca 

Madden 

Mahon 

Mason 

Matthews 

Metcalf 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  Kans. 

MlUs 

MoUohan 

Morgan 

Morrison 

Moss 

Moulder 

Multer 

Murray 

Nicholson 

Norrell 

O'Brien,  ni. 

03rien,  Mich. 

O'Brien.  N.Y. 

O'NeUl 

Patmaa 


Adair 
Addonizio 
Allen.  Calif. 
Allen,  ni. 
Andersen. 
H.  Carl 
Andresen, 

August  H. 
Angell 
Arends 
Aucbincloaa 
Ayres 
Baker 
Bates 
Beamer 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 
Bennett,  Pla. 
Bennett.  Mlcb. 
Bentley 
Berry 
Betts 
Bishop 
Boggs 
Bolton, 

Frances  P. 
Bolton, 

Oliver  P. 
Bonin 
Bosch 
Bow 

Bramblett 
Bray 

Brown,  Ohio 
Brownson 
Budge 
Burdlck 
Busbey 
Bush 

Byrnes,  Wla. 
Canfleld 

Carrlgg 

Cederberg 

Chenoweth 

Chlperfleld 

Chiu-ch 

Clardy 

Clevenger 

Cole.  Mo. 

Coon 

Corbett 

Cotton 

Cretella 

Crum  packer 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Dague 

Davis,  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Deane 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

D'Ewart 

DoUiver 

Dom,  N.  Y. 

Elliott 

Ellsworth 

Felgban 

Fenton- 

Ford 

Frelinghuyaen 

Pulton 

Gambia 

Gavin 

Gentry 


Patten 

Perklna 

Pfost 

Philbln 

PUcher 

Pillion 

Polk 

Powell 

Preston 

Price 

Priest 

Rains 

Raybum 

Reams 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Regan 

Richards 

Riley 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rogers,  Tex, 

Rooney 

Roosevelt 

Secrest 

Belden 

NAYS— 227 

George 

Golden 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Gubser 

Gwlnn 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Bale 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hays,  Ohio 

Hubert 

Heselton 

Hess 

Hiestand 

Hill 

HiUelson 

Hillings 

Hinshaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  III. 

Holmes 

Holt 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Howell 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

JaviU 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson 

Jonas,  ni. 

Judd 

Kean 

Kearney 

Keating 

Kersten.  Wis. 

King,  Calif. 

King,  Pa. 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

Lantaff 

Latham 

LeComptfl 

Long 

Lovre 

McConnell 

McCuUoch 

McDonough 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McVey 

Mack.  ni. 

Mack,  Wash. 

Magnuson 

MaiUlard 

Marshall 

Martin,  Iowa 

Meader 

MerrUl 

Merrow 

MlUer,  Md. 

MUler,  Nebr. 

Mmer,  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Mumma 

Neal 


Sheppard 

Short 

Shuford 

Sieminskl 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith.  Mlsa. 

Smith,  Va. 

Spence 

Staggers 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Teague 

Thomas 

Thompson,  La. 

Thorn  berry 

Trimble 

Vinson 

Watts 

Wheeler 

Whltten 

Wlckersham 

Williams.  Mlsa. 

WUson,  Tex. 

Wlnstead 

Withers 


Nelson 

Norblad 

Oakman 

O'Hara.  111. 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

O'Konski 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Phillips 

Poff 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Ray 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed,  m. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rhodes.  Artz. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Rlehlman 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Rodlno 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Sadlak 

St.  George 

Saylor 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scott 

Scrlvner 

Seely-Brown 

Shafer 

Sheehan 

Simpson,  III. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith,  Wis. 

Springer 

Stauffer 

Strlngfellow 

Taber 

Talle 

Taylor 
Thompson, 
Mich. 

ToUefson 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Van  Zandt 

Velde 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Wainwrigbt 

Walter 

Wampler 

Warburton 

Welchel 

Westland 

Wharton 

WldnaU 

Wier 

Wigglesworth 

WUliams,  N.  Y. 

WiUU 

WUson,  Calif. 

WUson,  Ind. 

Withrow 

Wolcott 

WolvertOD 

Yates 

Yorty 

Young 

Younger 

Zablockl 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT" — 4 

AspinaU  Rogers,  Colo.       Thomiwon.  Tex. 

Poage 


NOT  VOTINO— 19 


Boykln 

Campbell 

Case 

Celler 

Grosser 

Dondero 

Green 


Hart 

Hope 

Keams 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

Poulson 

Rabaut 


Rivers 

Scudder 

Shelley 

Slkes 

Sutton 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re- 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Campbell  for.  with  Utt.  AspinaU 
against. 

Mr.  McCarthy  for,  with  Mr.  Poage  against. 

Mr.  Celler  for,  with  Mr.  Rogers  of  Colo- 
rado against. 

Mr.  Lyle  for,  with  Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas 
against. 

Mr.  Rivers  for,  with  Mr.  Scudder  against. 

Mr.  Boykln  for,  with  Mr.  Kearns  against. 

Mr.  Hart  for,  with  Mr.  Paulson  against. 

Mr.  Sikes  for,  with  Mr.  Case  against. 

Until  further  notice: 
Mr.  Hope  with  Mr.  Sutton. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
live  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota. Mr.  McCarthy.  If  he  had  been 
present,  he  would  have  voted  "yea."  I 
voted  "nay."  I  withdraw  my  vote  and 
vote  "present." 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  a  live  pair  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas,  Mr.  Lyle.  If  he 
had  been  present,  he  would  have  voted 
"yea."  I  voted  "nay."  I  withdraw  my 
vote  and  vote  "present." 

Mr.  ASPINALL,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
a  Live  pair  with  the  gentleman  from 
Florida.  Mr.  Campbell.  If  he  had  been 
present,  he  would  have  voted  "yea."  I 
voted  "nay."  I  withdraw  my  vote  and 
vote  "present." 

Mr.  PATTEN  changed  his  vote  from 
-nay"  to  "yea." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  a  live  pair  with  the 
gentleman  from  New  York.  Mr.  Celler. 
If  he  had  been  present  he  would  have 
voted  "yea."  I  voted  "nay."  I  with- 
draw my  vote  and  vote  "present." 

Mr.  LONG  changed  his  vote  from 
"yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  274,  nays  138.  not  voting  20, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  12] 

YEAS— 274 


Adair 

Bates 

Bolton, 

Addonizio 

Beamer 

Frances  P. 

Allen,  Calif. 

Becker 

Bolton, 

Allen.  lU. 

Belcher 

Oliver  P. 

Andersen, 

Bender 

Bonln 

H.Cari 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Bosch 

Andresen. 

Bentley 

Bow 

August  H. 

Bentsen 

Bramblett 

AngeU 

Berry 

Bray 

Arends 

Betts 

Brooks,  La. 

Asplnall 

Bishop 

Brown,  Ohio 

Auchlndoas 

Blatntk 

Brownson 

Ayrea 

Boggs 

Buchanan 

Baker 

Bo  land 

Buckley 

Barrett 

BoUlng          » 

Budge 

;%: 


V. 


^^ 
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Bur  dick 

Hinshaw 

Bus  bey 

Hoeven 

Byrd 

Hoffman,  lU. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Holifield 

By  rues,  WU. 

Holmes 

Camp 

Holt 

Can  field 

Holtzman 

Camahan 

Horan 

Cederberg 

Ho«mer 

Chelf 

HoweU 

Chenoweth 

Hruska 

Chlperfleld 

Hiinter 

ChudoS 

Hyde 

Church 

Jackson 

Clardy 

Jarman 

Cole.  Mo. 

Javlts 

Condon 

Jenspn 

Coon 

Johnson 

Corbett 

Jonas,  111. 

Cretella 

Judd 

Cnimpacker 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Cunningham 

Kearney 

CurtU,  Mass. 

Keating 

CurtU.  Mo. 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Kelly.  N  Y. 

Davis.  WU. 

Kersten.  Wis. 

Dawson.  111. 

King.  Calif. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Klein 

Derounlan 

Kluczynskl 

Devereux 

Knox 

D'Ewart 

Krueger 

DingeU 

Laird 

DoUlnger 

Lane 

DoUlver 

Lantaff 

Dom.  N.  T. 

Latham 

Doyle 

LeCompte 

Edmondson 

Leslnski 

EUlOtt 

Long 

Kllswoith 

Lovre 

Engle 

McConnell 

FaUon 

McCormack 

Felghan 

McDonough 

Fenton 

McGregor 

Fine 

Mclntlre 

Pogarty 

McMillan 

Forand 

McVey 

Ford 

Machrowlcz 

Frellnghuysen 

Mack.  m. 

Prledel 

Mack.  Wash. 

Fulton 

Madden 

Gamble 

Magnuson 

Oarmatz 

Mailllard 

Oavln 

Marshall 

Gentry 

Martin.  Iowa 

George 

Meader 

Golden 

Merrill 

Goodwin 

Merrow 

Gordon 

Metcalf 

Granahan 

Miller,  Calif. 

Gubser 

Miller,  Kans. 

Gwlnn 

Miller.  Md. 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Hale 

Mollohan 

Halleck 

Morano 

Harden 

Morgan 

Harrison,  Nebr 

.  Morrison 

Harrison.  Wyo. 

Moss 

Harvey 

Moulder 

Hays.  Ark. 

Multer 

Bays.  Ohio 

Nelson 

H*sbert 

Norblad 

Heller 

Oakman 

Heaelton 

C-Brien,  HI. 

Hlestand 

O'Brien.  Mich 

Hill 

O'Brien.  N.  Y. 

HlUelson 

OUara,  111. 

HUllngn 

©•Konskl 

NAYS— 138 

Abbltt 

Dague 

Abernethy 

Davis,  Ga. 

Albert 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Alexander 

Deane 

Andrews 

Delaney 

Bailey 

Dempsey 

Bardea 

Die* 

Battle 

Dodd 

Bennett.  Mich. 

Donohue 

Bonner 

Donovan 

Brooks,  Tex, 

Dorn.  8.  C. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Dowdy 

BroyhlU 

Durham 

Bryson 

Elierharter 

Burleson 

Evlns 

Biish 

Fernanda 

Cannon 

Flno 

Carlyle 

Fisher 

Carrlgg 

Forrester 

Chatham 

Fountain 

Clevenger 

Frazler 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Gary 

Colmer 

Gathlnga 

Cooley 

Graham 

Cooper 

Orant 

Cotton 

Gregory 

Coudext 

OroM 

Osmen 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patterson 

Felly 

Perkins 

Pfost 

PhUlips 

Poage 

Poff 

Powell 

Price 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Ray 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed.  111. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Rhodes.  Ariz. 

Rlehlman 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Rodino 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rooney 

Roosevelt 

Sadlak 

St.  George 

Saylor 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scott 

Scrivner 

Secrest 

Seely-Brown 

Sheehan 

Sheppard 

Sleminskl 

Simpson.  III. 

Simpson.  Pa. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Springer 

Staggers 

Stringfellow 

Sullivan 

Taber 

Talle 

Taylor 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Tollefson 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Van  Zandt 

Velde 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Walnwrlght 

Walter 

Wampler 

Warburton 

Weichel 

Westland 

Wharton 

Wldnall 

Wler 

WIgglesworth 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Willis 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Wl  throw 

Wolcott 

Yates 

Yorty 

Young 

Younger 

Zablockl 


Haley 

Hand 

Hardy 

Hams 

Harrison,  Va. 

Herlong 

Hess 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Hull 

Ikard 

James 

Jenkins 

Jonas.  N.  C. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Kean 

Kee 

Keogh 

Kllbum 

KUday 

King.  Pa. 

Klrwau 

Landrum 

Lanham 

Lucas 

McCuUodk 


Mahon 
Mason 

Matthews 

MUls 

Miinuna 

Murray 

Neal 

Nicholson 

Norrell 

OUara,  Minn. 

ONelll 

Patman 

Patten 

Philbin 

PUcher 

Pillion 

Polk 

Preston 

Priest 

Rains 


Raybum 
Reams 
Reed,  N.  T. 
Regan 

Richards 
Riley 
Roberts 
Robeson,  V&. 
Rogers,  Fla. 
Rogers,  Tex. 
Seldeu 
Shafer 
Short 
Shuford 
Small 

Smith,  Kans. 
Smith,  Miss. 
Smith,  Va. 
Sp>ence 
Stauffer 


Steed 
Teague 
Thomas 
Thompson,  La. 
Thompson. 

Mich. 
Thorn  berry 
Trimble 
Vinson 
Watts 
Wheeler 
Whltten 
Wickersham 
Williams.  Miss. 
Wilson.  Tex. 
Win.stead 
Withers 
Wolverion 


NOT  VOTING— 20 


Boykin 

Campbell 

Ca.se 

Celler 

Cros-scr 

Dondero 

Green 


Hart 

H  )pe 

Kearns 

Lyie 

McCarthy 

Poul.'on 

Rabaut 


Rhodes.  Pa. 

Rivers 

Scudder 

siielley 

S.kfs 

ijulion 


So  the  bill  wa.s  passed. 
The   Clerk   announced   the   following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Case  for.  with  Mr   Sutton  against. 
Mr.  Shelley  for,  with  Mr.  Sikes  agilnst. 
Mr.  Rabaut  for.  with  Mr   Campt>ell  against. 
Mr.   Scudder  for.  with  Mr    Rivers  agalrst. 
Mr.  Kearns  for,  with   Mr    Boykin   aRalnst. 
Mr.  PoulEon  for.  with  Mr.  Grosser  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Hope  with  Mr.  McCarthy. 

Mr.  BUCKLEY  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay"  to  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  • 


GENERAL  LEAVE   TO  EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  Members  have  5  legislative  days  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  bill  just 
passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  all  Members  be  per- 
mitted to  extend  their  remarks  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  durinp  the  debate 
immediately  preceding  the  remarks  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
RayburnI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  BOW.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  today 
jQ^duced  a  resolution  to  make  Con- 
stitution Day,  September  17,  a  national 
legal  holiday. 

It  is  my  opinion.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  offi- 
cial recognition  of  September  17,  the 
date  of  the  signing  of  the  Constitution 
by  our  Founding  Fathers,  would  be  of 
great  benefit  to  our  Republic.  Estab- 
lishment of  Constitution  Day  as  a  legal 
holiday  would.  I  believe,  serve  as  a  power- 
ful reminder  to  all  the  people  of  this 
Nation  that  the  Constitution  is  the 
foundation  of  our  liberty,  and  would 
strengthen  their  appreciation  for  the 
Constitution  and  their  defense  of  it. 

As  I  introduce  this  resolution,  I  want 
to  pay  tribute  to  several  outstanding 
Americans  in  my  district  who  have 
played  a  part  in  bringing  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  the  desirability  of 
legalizing  Constitution  Day.  JjBiSi  fall 
Mayor  G.  A.  Romary  and  Mrs.  Olga 
Weber,  of  Louisville,  Ohio,  with  the  sup- 
port of  their  fellow  citizens,  put  on  a 
Constitution  Day  program  which  was 
one  of  the  finest  examples  of  American- 
i.'-m  I  have  ever  witnessed.  It  helped  to 
convince  me  that  a  national  holiday  to 
focus  attention  on  our  Constitution 
would  be  of  great  value  in  strengthen- 
ing our  defense  of  the  Constitution 
against  those  who  wish  to  undermine  it. 

I  want  also  to  commend  the  Keep 
America  Free  Council  of  Canton,  Ohio, 
for  the  many  fine  Constitution  Day  pro- 
grams it  promoted  in  the  Canton  area 
last  fall.  The  councils  efforts  were  so 
outstanding  that  on  the  recent  occasion 
of  the  birthday  of  George  Washington, 
the  council  was  awarded  a  medal  in  the 
community  programs  category  by  the 
nationally  famous  Freedoms  Foundation. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  hope  that  my  resolution 
will  receive  the  support  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  who  believes,  as  I  do, 
that  the  Constitution,  as  the  funda- 
mental basis-of  our  freedom,  is  deserving 
of  recognition  through  the  establishment 
of  September  17  as  a  national  legal 
holiday. 


SPECIAL  OPIDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  today,  following  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  granted. 


CONSTITUTION  DAY 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

Jhere  was  no  objection. 


PROGRAM  FOR  REMAINDER  OP 
THIS  WEEK 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Uke 
this  time  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana I  Mr.  Halleck  1  as  to  the  program 
for  tomorrow,  if  any,  and  the  remainder 
of  the  week. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill 
that  was  on  the  whip  notice,  having  to  do 
with  the  extension  of  dependency  ben- 
efits, will  be  called  for  tomorrow.  The 
bill  is  from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  has  a  unanimous  report 
from  that  comjnittee.  I  do  not  antici- 
pate any  controversy  about  it. 

I  expect  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
dispense  with  the  business  in  order  on 
Calendar  Wednesday. 

There  is  nothing  on  for  Thursday. 
However,  we  shall  be  required  to  meet  on 
Thursday,  of  course. 


CALENDAR    WEDNESDAY    BUSINESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sisk 
unanimous  consent  that  the  business  in 
order  dn  Calendar  Wednesday  of  this 
week  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


JUST   A    LTTTLE.    BUT    SOMETHING 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  in- 
clude an  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFl^MAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  House  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  is  endeavoring  by 
questions  submitted  to  the  heads  of  the 
executive  departments  to  ascertain  just 
how  much,  if  any.  propaganda  is  being: 
sent  out  and  paid  for  out  of  the  tax- 
payers' dollar  in  violation  of  the  Eight- 
eenth Unite<l  States  Code,  section  201,  to 
sell  the  programs  of  the  departments  to 
the  public. 

It  is  matter  of  common  knowledge 
that  individtiaLs  entitled  under  the  law  to 
Federal  gratuities  or,  if  you  prefer,  bene- 
fit payments  are  through  the  expendi- 
ture of  tax  dollars  being  solicited  to 
"come  and  get  it." 

A  timely  article  In  Human  Events  by 
Junius  B.  Wood  reads  as  follows: 

The  elite  of  the  Government's  typewriter 
cowboys  have  dismounted.  The  dally  torrent 
of  press  releases  has  diminished  to  a  trickle. 
Vt'iih  public  attention  focused  on  a  war  that 
Is  not  a  war,  lagglug  European  allies,  taxes, 
price  control?,  and  other  weighty  phenomena 
of  the  Januaiy  change  In  administration,  the 
sudden  secluiion  of  the  galloping  herd  which 
reamed  the  -ange  for  20  years  has  not  re- 
ceived the  attention  It  deserves. 

Editors  and  others  on  the  free  mailing  lists 
know  that  missiles  from  Washington  are 
fewer,  and  collectors  of  waste  paper  carry 
away  lighter  loads.  One  recipient  of  this 
Government  bounty  reported  last  year  that 
2.226  postage -free  pieces  of  Government  mail 
were  received  In  2  days.  When  this  Is  mul- 
tiplied by  thousands  of  ofBces  over  the  coun- 
try the  pres<;nt  letup  In  Government  press 
releases  and  propaganda  assumes  the  Impor- 
tance of  a  national  event. 

The  relief  may  be  as  temporary  as  a  sum- 
mer in  Rans^is  without  grasshoppers.  Or  the 
former  dally  deluge  of  Government  press  re- 
leases may  come  under  the  heading.  "Time 
for  a  change  "  and  never  resume.  If  so,  that 
would  be  more  than  various  congressional 
Investigations  of  excessive  and  expensive 
Government  publicity  have  accomplished. 

Senator  H.^rrt  P.  Btkd,  when  chairman  of 
the  Joint  Commute*  on  Reduction  of  Non- 
essential Federal  Expenditures,  reported  121 
top  experts  distributing  Government  Infor- 
mation, publicity,  and  propaganda,  but  In- 
cluding the  assistants  listed  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  the  number  Is  boosted 
to  4.000.  A  House  committee,  of  which  Rep- 
resentative CXare  E.  H'OTMan  is  nov.  chair- 
man, spread  even  wider  and  found  42,000 
employees  costing  the  country  $74,800,000 
a  year. 

Keeping  the  public  informed  on  national 
affairs  Is  a  duty  of  free  government.  To  do 
that  publicity  bvireaus  are  necessary.  The 
puzzle  which  the  great  brains  In  and  out  of 
Congress  have  not  been  able  to  solve  Is  where 
to  draw  a  dividing  line  between  such  legiti- 


mate Information  and  the  propaganda  for 
pet  projects,  plugs  for  political  party  pro- 
grams, or  "My  Day"  trivia  about  the  unevent- 
ful doings  of  an  ofBcial  who  rates  the  services 
of  a  public  relations  expert.  The  immediate 
question,  however,  Is  whether  today's  crop 
(allure  In  press  releases  Is  a  pernuinent  policy 
of  a  new  administration  or  Is  merely  the  lull 
before  another  deluge. 

Government  public  relations  men  are  not 
going  to  prolong  their  sitdown  or  the  new 
boss  may  discover  that  he  gets  along  quite 
well  without  them.  They  are  capable  pro- 
fessionals, most  of  them  In  the  $10,000-a- 
year  level  or  better.  Such  Jobs  are  not  relin- 
quished without  a  fight. 

The  press  officer  Is  now  sitting  tight  be- 
cause he  is  not  sure  what  information  should 
be  made  public.  Nor  Is  the  new  Chief  too 
sure.  If  the  latter  came  from  a  corporation. 
he  was  accustomed  to  answering  the  stock- 
holders only  at  annual  meetings.  As  a  Gov- 
ernment official,  the  people  ask  him  ques- 
tions every  day.  Worse  than  that,  they  talk 
back.  In  the  corporation,  the  directors 
backed  him  up.  In  Government,  a  goodly 
share  of  the  directors.  Congressmen,  are 
waiting  to  heckle  him  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity. 

The  new  official  realizes  that  a  Govern- 
ment job  has  perquisites.  Not  the  least  Is  a 
public  relations  man  and  a  staff  for  official 
or  personal  use.  They  become  his  first  line 
of  defense.  The  expert  In  publicity  can 
write  a  speech  for  him,  arrange  conferences, 
and  turn  out  a  press  release  every  hour  on 
the  hour.  Releases  have  a  favorite  form. 
The  name  of  the  department  or  agency  chief 
usually  is  in  the  first  paragraph — what  he 
said,  did.  announced,  or  decided  that  day. 

In  addition  to  not  knowing  their  new  boss' 
tastes,  the  public  relations  men  have  their 
own  haunted  sepulcbers.  For  years  they 
have  sung  the  praises  of  a  Brannan  farm 
plan,  Ewing  socialized  medicine,  RFC.  recla- 
mation, public  housing,  and  other  plain  and 
fancy  projects  and  "Isms."  In  many  cases 
they  did  the  thinking  for  their  advertised 
bosses. 

The  voters  repudiated  these  plans.  The 
public  relations  man  must  recant  (sounds 
like  Moscow),  tell  the  public  that  what  he 
was  diligently  advocating  only  a  few  weeks 
ago  Is  now  bad  for  the  country.  Small  won- 
der the  typewriter  cowboys  are  hiding  In  the 
haymow  and  hoping  that  lightning  will  not 
strike. 

The  business  of  this  army  of  public  rela- 
tions men  Is  to  Inform  the  public  about  Gov- 
ernment activities.  They  are  the  sources  to 
which  a  newspaper  or  any  citizen  can  go  for 
Information.  They  fulfill  that  function 
cheerfully  and  well.  Instances  are  rare  where 
a  Government  Information  officer  misleads 
or  misinforms  an  Inquirer.  When  he  does  he 
probably   Is  obeying  orders  of   his  boss. 

The  abuse  of  that  function  comes  when 
the  public  relations  man  exp>and8  his  activ- 
ities Into  selling  the  public  a  bill  of  goods. 
Instead  of  limiting  his  efforts  to  telling  the 
public  what  the  Government  Is  doing  under 
laws  enacted  by  Congress,  he  Is  shoved  Into 
the  more  exciting  crusade  of  telling  the 
public  what  the  Government  might  do  for 
them  If  Congress  would  only  pass  a  cer- 
tain law. 

The  Government  public  relations  man 
thus  becomes  a  paid  propagandist  to  sway 
public  opinion — a  novel  situation  where  the 
taxpayer  Is  forced  to  pay  for  his  own  conver- 
sion. Lobbying  Is  Joined  to  propaganda, 
making  life  unpleasant  or  Impossible  for 
any  Congressman  who  opposes  the  crusade. 

Nor  is  the  day's  good  deed  forgotten.  The 
public  must  be  assured  that  his  boss,  a  hero 
with  his  eyes  on  a  star.  Is  the  Indispensable 
man  who  will  lead  the  Nation  Into  an  Eden 
of  ease  and  prosperity;  "remember  him  at 
the  next  election." 

Also  comes  a  day.  many  Anyt,  when  a  pom- 
pous official  seat  a  newspaper  or  magazine 
story  that  steps  on  his  bunions.  It  Is  leae 
majesty.    If  this  were  an  Iron  Curtain  coun« 


try,  he'd  have  the  reporter  shot  before  sun- 
set. He  rings  for  his  public  relations  chief. 
That  factotimi  shotild  keep  such  miscreants 
In  line.  He's  fallen  down  on  the  Job.  and  the 
big  boss  takes  over.  He  orders:  "Write  a  stiff 
letter  to  that  fellow's  editor  and  get  him  fired. 
I'U  sign  It." 

The  public  relations  man  writes  the  letter. 
When  the  editor  receives  It  he  calls  for  the 
reporter.  "Look  at  this,"  he  gushes,  "on  a 
Government  letterhead  and  signed  by  a  big 
chief.  That  story  got  under  the  hide  of  an- 
other stuffed  shirt.  Good  work.  Take  a 
day  off."    Officials  never  learn. 

This  selling  the  public  a  bill  of  goods  went 
over  big  for  20  years.  Last  November,  the 
voters  stopped  buying.  The  salesmen  and 
merchants — such  typewriter  cowboys  and 
rodeo  promoters  as  survive — must  get  ac- 
quainted with  a  new  stock. 

Section  201,  title  18,  of  the  United  States 
Code,  makes  it  unlawful  to  use  Federal  funds 
to  lufiuence  legislation  before  Congress. 
This  Is  to  prevent  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  from  dominating  the  legis- 
lative branch.  The  law  might  work  If  a  pub- 
lic-relations man  started  shooting  Congress- 
men who  do  not  support  his  proposal  and 
putting  cash  on  the  barrelhead  for  those  who 
do  support  It.  Neither  method  wi  uld  be  ex- 
actly popular.  As  to  preventing  an  agency 
with  a  public-relations  staff  from  using  Gov- 
ernment employees,  resources,  and  materials 
to  Influence  legislation,  the  law  is  little 
more  than  a  pretty  gesture. 

Commenting  on  this,  a  House  committee 
reported  that  the  administrative  agencies  of 
government  have  the  greatest  and  most  effec- 
tive lobby  in  the  Nation.  "We're  teUlng  our 
story  to  the  people,"  the  agencies  reply. 
"The  opposition  Is  free  to  give  Its  side.  The 
public  gets  a  balanced  education." 

If  the  other  side  is  big  and  rich  enough.  It 
can  get  its  story  to  the  people.  If  they  are 
little  fellows  and  unorganized,  they  can't  af- 
ford it.  The  taxpayer  foots  the  bills,  coming 
and  going.  His  taxes  pay  for  Government 
propaganda  and  lobbying.  The  business 
forced  to  defend  Its  interests  charges  off  the 
cost  as  an  operating  expense.  It  gets  a  tax 
reduction,  and  the  public  pays  that  mucU 
more. 

Congressional  committees  have  reported 
instances  where  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  campaigns  against  a  Congress- 
man In  his  own  district.  On  one  Issue,  de- 
partment field  workers  were  ordered  to  call 
citizens'  meetings  and  line  up  voters  against 
Congressmen  who  opposed  that  department's 
pet  project.  This  went  so  far  beyond  the 
usual  blanketing  of  a  district  with  propa- 
ganda literature  that  the  Attorney  General 
was  asked  to  take  action.  Nothing  was  done. 
As  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  keeper  of  the  purse.  Congress  la 
able  to  defend  its  rights.  The  public  has 
difficulty  In  separating  Information  about 
what  the  Government  Is  actually  doing  from 
propaganda  for  a  fad  or  fancy  that  some  offi- 
cial wants  ^he  Government  to  adopt. 

One  suggestion  Is  that  Congress  fix  a  di- 
viding line  between  Information  and  propa- 
ganda. Telling  the  public  what  the  Govern- 
n^nt  Is  doing  under  laws  enacted  by  Con- 
gress would  be  Information.  Publicizing  a 
proposed  program  not  yet  authorized  by  Con- 
gress would  be  propaganda. 

Under  this  interpretation.  If  an  official 
travels  around  the  country  making  speeches 
or  If  his  public  relations  bureau  grinds  out 
boosts  for  the  proposal,  the  expenses  should 
not  be  paid  by  the  Government  but  by  his 
political  party.  The  discrimination  Is  not  na 
easy  as  It  sounds.  The  party  has  endorsed 
the  proposal,  the  voters  have  given  the  party 
a  mandate  to  carry  It  out.  and  Its  officials  are 
In  office.  "The  executive  branch  has  been 
.  elected  to  do  the  Job;  why  wait  for  Congress 
to  act?" 

Another  suggestion  Is  based  on  the  pleas- 
ant fallacy  that  when  an  official  is  elected,  hs 
ceases  to  <>e  a  party  man  and  is  trmnsformwl 
Into  a  represenUUve  of  aU  tbe  peopla.    As 
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CALENDAR    WEDNESDAY    BUSINESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sisk 
unanimous  consent  that  the  business  in 
Older  tfn  Ctilendar  Wednesday  of  this 
week  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


JUST   A   LTITLE.    BUT    SOMETHING 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  in- 
clude an  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFl^'MAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  House  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  is  endeavoring  by 
questions  submitted  to  the  heads  of  the 
executive  departments  to  ascertain  just 
how  much,  if  any.  propaganda  is  being 
sent  out  and  paid  for  out  of  the  tax- 
payers' dollar  in  violation  of  the  Eight- 
eenth Unit  e<  I  States  Code,  section  201,  to 
sell  the  programs  of  the  departments  to 


mate  Information  and  the  propaganda  for 
pet  projects,  plugs  for  political  party  pro- 
grams, or  "My  Day"  trivia  about  the  unevent- 
ful doings  of  an  ofBclal  who  rates  the  services 
of  a  public  relations  expert.  The  Immediate 
question,  however.  Is  whether  today's  crop 
failure  In  press  releases  is  a  permanent  policy 
of  a  new  administration  or  Is  merely  the  lull 
before  another  deluge. 

Government  public  relations  men  are  not 
going  to  prolong  their  sltdown  or  the  new 
boss  may  discover  that  he  gets  along  quite 
well  without  them.  They  are  capable  pro- 
fessionals, most  of  them  In  the  tlO.OOO-a- 
year  level  or  better.  Such  Jobs  are  not  relin- 
quished without  a  fight. 

The  press  officer  Is  now  sitting  tight  be- 
cause he  is  not  sure  what  information  should 
be  made  public.  Nor  Is  the  new  Chief  too 
sure.  If  the  latter  came  from  a  corporation, 
he  was  accustomed  to  answering  the  stock- 
holders only  at  annual  meetings.  As  a  Gov- 
ernment official,  the  people  ask  him  ques- 
tions every  day.  Worse  than  that,  they  talk 
back.  In  the  corporation,  the  directors 
backed  him  up.  In  Government,  a  goodly 
share  of  the  directors,  (Congressmen,  are 
waiting  to  heckle  him  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity. 

The  new  official  realizes  that  a  Govern- 
ment Job  has  perquisites.  Not  the  least  is  a 
public  relations  man  and  a  staff  for  official 
or  personal  use.  They  become  his  first  line 
of  defense.  The  expert  In  publicity  can 
write  a  speech  for  him.  arrange  conferences, 
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try.  he'd  have  the  reporter  shot  before  sun- 
set. He  rings  for  his  public  relations  chief. 
That  factotum  sho\ild  keep  such  miscreants 
In  line.  He's  fallen  down  on  the  job.  and  the 
big  boss  takes  over.  He  orders:  "Write  a  stiff 
letter  to  that  fellow's  editor  and  get  him  fired. 
I'U  sign  It." 

The  public  relations  man  writes  the  letter. 
When  the  editor  receives  It  he  calls  for  the 
reporter.  "Look  at  this,"  he  gushes,  "on  a 
Government  letterhead  and  signed  by  a  big 
chief.  That  story  got  under  the  hide  of  an- 
other stulTed  shirt.  Good  work.  Take  » 
day  off."    Officials  never  learn. 

This  selling  the  public  a  bill  of  goods  went 
over  big  for  20  years.  Last  November,  the 
voters  stopped  buying.  The  salesmen  and 
merchants — such  typewriter  cowboys  and 
rodeo  promoters  as  survive — must  get  ac- 
quainted with  a  new  stock. 

Section  201,  title  18,  of  the  United  States 
Code,  makes  it  unlawful  to  use  Federal  fundi 
to  iufiuence  legislation  before  Congress. 
This  Is  to  prevent  the  executive  branch  ot 
the  Government  from  dominating  the  legis- 
lative branch.  The  law  might  work  If  a  pub- 
lic-relations man  started  shooting  Congress- 
men who  do  not  support  his  proposal  and 
putting  cash  on  the  barrelhead  for  those  who 
do  support  It.  Neither  method  w  uld  be  ex- 
actly popular.  As  to  preventing  an  agency 
with  a  public-relations  staff  from  using  Gov- 
ernment employees,  resources,  and  materials 
to  Influence  legislation,  the  law  ia  little 
more  than  a  pretty  gesture. 
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tbe  latter,  be  should  publicize  ugumenta 
on  both  sldea  of  a  proposal. 

Congressional  hearings  have  shown  that 
the  administration  In  office  Invariably  pre- 
sents only  Its  side  of  the  argument.  That 
often  Is  as  highly  colored  as  a  recent  release 
solemnly  asserting  that  Grand  Coulee  Dam 
won  the  latest  war. 

The  people  have  elected  a  Congress  to  ar- 
gue and  decide.  Having  chosen  these  rep- 
resentatives, at  least  for  2  years,  the  tax- 
payers should  not  be  forced  to  continue  pay- 
ing for  unending  arguments.  Let  Congress 
bear  them  and  do  something. 


RETIREMENT  ACT  IMPROVEMENTS 
PROPOSED  BY  BRAINERD.  MINN.. 
RAILROAD  WORKERS 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
tmanlmoiis  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
railroad  workers  of  Brainerd,  Minn., 
have  a  great  interest  in  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  and  they  have  submitted 
a  petition  to  me  which  includes  their 
recommendat<  >ns  for  improving  the  re- 
tirement system. 

This  Is  the  kind  of  advice  we  need  and 
want.  The  railroad  retirement  system 
does  not  belong  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment or  to  the  Congress.  It  belongs  to 
the  men  who  work  on  the  railroads  of 
this  country.  The  Congress  is  merely  a 
trustee  of  the  fund. 

Members  of  Congress  have  a  serious 
moral  obligation  to  respect  the  wishes  of 
the  people  who  actually  own  the  retire- 
ment fund.  Their  own  wages  are  taxed 
to  provide  their  own  retirement  system; 
we  have  become  guardians  of  the  fund 
In  the  name  of  the  railroad  workers  but 
It  does  not  belong  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Over  450  railroad  workers  In  the 
Brainerd  area  have  joined  together  in 
proposing  some  basic  changes  in  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  to  make  it  bet- 
ter serve  their  particular  needs.  This 
was  done  by  the  men  themselves  and 
represents  their  own  firsthand  knowl- 
edge of  the  problems  of  the  retired 
worker. 

In  my  visits  to  their  shops  I  have  met 
many  of  them  and  know  that  their 
recommendations  are  the  result  of  prac- 
tical, common-sense  thinking;  they  are 
not  the  result  of  any  pressure  campaign 
but  of  honest  and  sincere  efforts  to  im- 
prove their  retirement  system. 

You  will  recall  that  in  the  last  Con- 
gress we  passed  a  temporary  relief  meas- 
ure to  meet  the  rising  cost  of  living. 
These  so-called  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  amendments  of  1951  provided  for, 
first,  a  15  percent  increase  in  benefits  of 
both  pensioners  and  annuitants;  sec- 
ond, a  33  '/3  percent  increase  in  survivors 
benefits  to  bring  them  up  to  the  level  of 
social  security;  and  third,  a  spouse's 
benefit  of  50  percent  of  the  retired  em- 
ployee's benefit  up  to  a  maximum  of  $40. 
Many  of  us  felt  at  that  time  that  other 
Improvements  should  be  made  and  other 
benefits  expanded.  Recognizing,  how- 
ever, that  wt  are  responsible  for  the 
solvency  of  the  retirement  fund,  we  sup- 
ported Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  51 
to  create  a  special  Joint  Committee  on 


Railroad  Retirement  Legislation.  You 
will  remember  that  we  instructed  the 
committee  to  give  special  considera- 
tion to; 

First.  The  character  and  amount  of 
present  benefits  and  the  estimated  cost 
of  providing  such  benefits. 

Second.  The  existing  relationships  be- 
tween the  system  established  by  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  and  the  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  system. 

Third.  The  changes  that  should  be 
made  in  the  character  and  amount  of 
benefits  to  be  provided  workers  subject 
to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and  the 
estimated  cost  of  providing  such  benefits. 

The  need  for  this  study  became  clear 
when  the  Congress  was  considering  the 
cost-of-living  improvements.  Questions 
constantly  arose  over  the  amount  of  re- 
serve needed  in  the  fund  to  keep  it  sol- 
vent and  to  guarantee  today's  workers 
that  their  future  benefits  would  be 
protected. 

The  joint  committee,  under  the  able 
leadership  of  Senator  Paul  Douglas  as 
chairman  and  Congressman  Lindley 
Beckworth  as  vice  chairman,  held  hear- 
ings and  sent  questionnaires  to  all  of 
the  railway  labor  organizations.  Mem- 
bers questioned  the  officials  of  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Board  on  the  fund. 

A  report  on  the  findings  is  now  being 
prepared  and  I  am  advised  that  it  will 
be  completed  about  April  1.  We  hope 
this  report  will  give  us  sound  informa- 
tion upon  which  we  can  base  legislation 
to  give  railroad  workers  every  benefit 
consistent  with  the  solvency  of  the  re- 
tirement fund. 

There  is  an  honest  difference  of  opin- 
ion among  groups  and  among  railroad 
workers  themselves  as  to  how  much 
benefits  can  be  increased  without  in- 
creasing the  payroll  taxes  and  without 
endangering  future  benefits. 

In  my  talks  with  railroaders  I  have 
been  constantly  told  that  their  first  in- 
terest is  keeping  the  retirement  fund  in 
a  sound  condition.  They  also  want  to 
keep  payroll  taxes  within  reason  since 
they  are  already  much  higher  than  so- 
cial-security taxes.  We  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  joint  committees  report  will 
give  us  the  facts  about  the  fund  so  that 
we  can  make  long-needed  improvements 
on  a  sound  basis. 

Many  active  and  retired  railroad  em- 
ployees believe  that  benefits  can  be  lib- 
eralized without  affecting  the  financial 
stability  of  the  retirement  system.  As 
their  representatives  and  as  trustees  of 
the  fund,  I  am  convinced  that  we  must 
give  thorough  consideration  to  these 
amendments  and  act  in  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  men  who  have  built  this 
system. 

I  submit,  therefore,  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Brainerd  workers  and  urge 
that  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  give  them  every  con- 
sideration in  working  out  a  legislative 
plan  to  meet  their  needs.  The  Brainerd 
men  propose  these  amendments: 

First.  Provide  that  all  benefits  now 
payable  to  the  wife  of  a  railroad  em- 
ployee, during  the  lifetime  of  the  railroad 
employee,  shall  be  payable  directly  to 
the  employee  rather  than  to  the  wife. 

Second.  Provide  that  unmarried  em- 
ployees and  widowers  over  65  years  shall 
receive  the  same  benefits  as  married  em- 


ployees, for  we  feel  that  the  present  law 
is  unfair  because  unmarried  employees 
pay  the  same  contribution  as  married 
employees  but  receive  no  beneftts  for  a 
wife  or  dependents. 

Third.  Provide  for  an  immediate  life- 
time pension  for  the  wife  of  a  deceased 
employee  regardless  of  her  attained  age 
or  the  presence  or  absence  of  dependent 
children,  until  such  time  as  she  remar- 
ries. 

Fourth.  Provide  that  any  railroad  em- 
ployee with  35  years  of  service,  or  who 
has  attained  the  age  of  60  years,  be  en- 
titled to  the  full  amount  of  the  pension. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  remind  the 
House  that  these  are  the  recommenda- 
tions of  active  railroad  workers  who  are 
paying  into  the  retirement  fund.  They 
ask  that  this  Congress  which  has  guard- 
ianship over  their  fund  give  early  con- 
sideration to  their  proposals  for  improv- 
ing the  retirement  system. 

We  all  know  that  rising  costs  have  had 
a  serious  impact  on  the  retired  worker. 
A  realistic  program  of  security  in  retire- 
ment demands  that  we  constantly  re- 
examine the  program  to  be  sure  that  it 
provides  a  decent  standard  of  living  for 
the  men  who  have  built  and  who  operate 
the  world's  greatest  transportation  sys- 
tem and  a  vital  source  of  our  national 
industrial  strength. 

As  trustees  of  the  railroad-retirement 
system,  we  should  assure  all  railroad 
workers,  active  and  retired,  that  it  is 
our  desire  to  do  everything  possible  to 
improve  benefits  paid  for  the  tax  burden 
they  carry  without  threatening  the  fi- 
nancial health  of  the  fund.  I  want  to 
give  this  assurance  to  the  railroadmen 
of  Brainerd,  Minn.,  and  I  hope  this  Con- 
gress will  join  in  carrying  out  this 
obligation. 


PROVIDING  GRANTS  AND  SCHOLAR- 
SHIPS IN  NURfJING 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Bender).  Under  previous  order  of  the 
Hou.se.  the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio  I  Mrs. 
Frances  P.  Bolton  J  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  today  introduced  a  bill 
designed  to  give  financial  assistance  to 
students  of  nursing  on  the  basis  of  need. 

It  is  being  proven  more  conclusively 
each  day  that  many  young  people  want- 
ing to  make  a  contribution  of  themselves 
to  the  nursing  profession  and  to  the 
teaching  of  health  methods  are  unable 
to  do  so  because  they  cannot  meet  the 
cost  of  such  training.  Everywhere  the 
difficulty  of  staffing  our  hospitals,  of  tak- 
ing care  of  the  sick  in  their  homes,  of 
carrying  the  public  health  programs,  is 
growing  more  and  more  acute.  There 
can  be  no  solution  unless  and  until  there 
are  more  students  in  our  nursing  schools 
with  an  adequate  number  of  teachers  to 
insure  a  thorough  grounding  in  the  basic 
procedures  now  exacted  in  the  various 
gradations  of  nursing  care. 

It  is  becoming  more  and  more  a  com- 
mon experience  to  find  whole  wards  of 
hospitals  closed  for  lack  of  trained  per- 
sonnel. The  nurse  is  the  key  that  will 
unlock  those  closed  doors. 

L«t  me  refresh  your  minds  with  a  few 
basic  figures,  and  a  picture  or  two  of  the 
situation. 
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We  are  informed  authoritatively  that, 
although  more  graduate  nurses  are  in 
active  service  today  than  ever  before  in 
our  history — approximately  320.000 — 
there  is  an  immediate  need  for  at  least 
65.000  more  nurses  in  the  hospital  and 
health  services  of  the  United  States.  At 
least  16.000  young  people  over  and  above 
those  already  in  nursing  schools  todiay 
must  find  their  way  there  each  year. 
That.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  just  in  the  field  of 
the  regular  trained  nurse  who  finishes 
her  three  or  more  years  of  training  and 
successfully  passes  the  licensing  require- 
ments of  her  State. 

There  Is  another  field  also  which  is  of 
great  Importance  to  our  national  need — 
the  field  of  the  practical  nurse.  The 
value  of  this  carefully  trained  and  super- 
vised group  is  being  proven  everywhere. 
The  need  for  them  grows  in  leaps  and 
bounds  every  day  of  the  world.  With  the 
demand  for  the  registered  nurse  so  dra- 
matically unfilled,  the  women  who  for 
one  reason  or  another  cannot  undertake 
the  3-years'  training,  but  who  can  take 
a  year's  training,  to  qualify  for  becoming 
a  practical  nurse,  are  of  ever- increasing 
importance  in  the  broad  picture  of  giving 
adequate  care  to  all  who  need  it.  ThiS 
area  of  sick  care  in  no  wise  encroaches 
upon  the  area  of  the  highly  skilled  regis- 
tered nurse,  popularly  known  as  the 
"R.  N."  Indeed,  a  truly  adequate  supply 
of  practical  nurses,  trained  in  the  simpler 
needs  of  the  patient,  would  release  the 
professionally  trained  R.  N.  to  cover 
more  adequately  the  field  where  she  Is 
the  right-hand  of  the  doctor.  The  doc- 
tor, in  turn.  Is  constantly  being  released 
by  such  skilled  tissistance  as  the  R.  N. 
gives,  to  cover  a  larger  number  of  pa- 
tients and  do  such  research  and  study  as 
will  keep  him  abreast  of  medical 
progress. 

Bringing  more  students  into  our  nurs- 
ing schools  is  not  a  simple  matter.  Mr. 
Speaker.  So  many  fields  of  endeavor  are 
open  to  young  women  today  that  we  can- 
not expect  a  girl  whose  economic  situa- 
tion cannot  meet  the  expenses  of  train- 
ing— on  top  of  taking  time  out  of  her 
earning  years  to  prepare  for  a  career  of 
nursing — without  some  inducement. 

A  nursing  career  presents  to  our  young 
women  especially  an  opportunity  to  give 
free  rein  to  the  deep  urge  within  their 
hearts  to  care  for  the  sick,  to  strengthen 
the  weak,  to  lift  the  hearts  of  the  de- 
spondent. Nursing  gives  the  knowledge 
and  the  techniques  for  intelligent  use  of 
tliat  longing.  Nui'sing  makes  an  appeal 
no  other  career  can  make — unless  it  be 
medicine — to  the  creativeness  that  so 
essentially  belongs  to  womanhood. 

But  desire  is  not  a  suflBcient  induce- 
ment in  these  days  of  high  costs  of  liv- 
ing, and  of  training  for  contributive  ca- 
reers. It  is  not  strong  enough  to  coun- 
teract the  pull  of  salaries  offered  by 
industry,  and  the  security  and  drama  of 
a  career  in  uniform  with  one  of  our  mili- 
tary services. 

Unless  we  find  ways  in  which  to  make 
nurse  training  ixisslble  for  the  many  who 
cannot  afford  the  costs,  we  shall  continue 
an  ever-growing  spiral  of  too  few  trained 
personnel  to  carry  our  increasing  number 
of  sick. 

There  is  an  even  more  fundamental 
reason  behind  the  problem  of  securing 
enough  students  for  our  nursing  schools. 


This  factor  affects  all  organizations  and 
services  wanting  young  women  to  train 
lor  their  specialized  purposes.  There  is 
an  actual  decrease  in  the  supply  of  young 
woman  power  resources.  Whether  we 
like  it  or  not — whether  we  want  to  be- 
lieve it  or  not — we  are  faced  with  the  cold 
fact  that  because  of  the  low  birthrate 
in  the  early  thirties,  there  just  is  not  an 
unlimited  supply  of  young  women.  Cen- 
sus figures  Indicate  that  the  supply  will 
not  increase  markedly  imtil  1960. 

The  marriage  trend  In  the  last  few 
years,  and  the  extremely  high  birth  rates 
today  in  the  younger  age  groups  of 
women,  have  complicated  the  picture 
tremendously.  The  short  supply  is  really 
critical.  Add  to  this  cold  fact  the  ever- 
increasing  demands  for  this  same  young 
group  on  the  part  of  industry  as  well  as 
the  present  strong  effort  to  increase  the 
number  of  women  in  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices, and  you  have  a  very  difQcult  situa- 
tion indeed. 

In  asking  the  Congress  to  appropriate 
funds,  even  the  small  amounts  contained 
in  this  bill,  to  make  it  possible  for  more 
girls  and  young  men  to  take  nursing 
training — I  do  not  say  to  you  that  this 
will  solve  the  problem  of  the  nurse -short- 
age. I  believe  merely  that  it  should  get 
us  over  the  biggest  road  block.  I  am 
well  aware  that  nursing  could  be  made 
more  attractive  were  hospitals  to  re- 
vamp some  of  their  working  hours  and 
conditions.  I  am  well  aware  that  when 
the  nursing  profession  agrees  to  certain 
changes  in  the  training  programs  now 
being  tried  out — when  the  results  of  cer- 
tain experiments  in  content  and  timing 
of  curricula  are  available — that  a  little 
of  the  burden  will  be  lifted  in  many 
places.  I  am  also  certain  that  doctors 
too  must  readjust  themselves  to  new 
ways  of  covering  the  care  of  their  pa- 
tients who,  in  their  turn,  must  be  ready 
to  do  their  part  too. 

There  is  no  longer  any  question  as  to 
the  shortage  of  personnel  in  the  nursing 
field.  If  I  am  to  be  truly  frank  with  you 
I  must  say  that  I  see  little  hope  for  bet- 
terment unless  and  until  some  such  ac- 
tion is  taken  as  is  contemplated  in  my 
bill.  I  do  not  proiX)se  it  to  you  as  a 
panacea  for  the  nurse  shortage  problem, 
nor  do  I  contend  it  is  the  only  solution. 
Rather  do  I  bring  it  to  you  as  one  step — 
and  a  very  decisive,  basic  step — toward 
a  solution.  I  believe  it  to  be  funda- 
mental to  the  many  other  things  that 
need  to  be  done  if  we  are  to  insure  care 
of  our  sick  and  injured,  and  more  and 
more  understanding  of  the  value  of 
health  to  a  civilization  facing  actual 
survival. 

Measured  against  the  ever-Increasing 
need,  the  sums  included  In  my  bill:  $5 
million  the  first  year,  $10  million  the 
second,  and  $15  million  the  third,  are 
very  small  indeed.  If  they  are  used  with 
the  same  efficiency  as  those  appropriated 
in  1941  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
students  in  nursing  schools  and  later  for 
the  Cadet  Nurse  Corps  with  its  provi- 
sion for  graduate  training  to  secure  more 
teachers — and  I  have  every  reason  to 
feel  they  will  be — they  will  prove  once 
again  the  wisdom  of  the  Congress  in  its 
efforts  to  further  the  well-being  of  the 
citizens  of  this  great  and  wonderful 
country. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust  that  committee 
consideration  of  this  bill  may  go  forward 
speedily  and  that  this  House  may  soon 
act  favorably  upon  it. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  include  herewith  a  very  brief  simmiary 
of  the  main  points  covered  by  the  bilL 
The  bill  would  authorize  grants  of 
United  States  funds  to  the  States  to  as- 
sist schools  of  nursing  to  meet  the  in- 
creased costs  of  instruction  and  to  pro- 
vide scholarships  to  needy  and  worthy 
newly  enrolled  nursing  students.  Fed- 
eral funds  would  be  distributed  to  the 
States  on  the  basis  of  the  relationship  of 
the  State's  newly  enrolled  trainees  to 
the  newly  enrolled  of  the  Nation. 

To  be  eligible  for  aid,  States  would 
have  to  submit  a  plan  to  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  Public  Health  Service. 
Such  plan  must: 

First.  Designate  the  State  board  of 
nurse  examiners  as  the  administrative 
agency  within  the  State. 

Second.  Provide  evidence  that  the 
above  agency  would  have  authority  to 
administer  the  program. 

Third.  Set  up  a  State  advisory  council 
to  consult  with  and  advise  the  State  ad- 
ministering agency. 

Fourth.  Set  forth  a  program  for  the 
expansion  and  improvement  of  nursing 
education. 

Fifth.  Provide  minimum  standards — 
fixed  by  the  State — for  schools  of  nurs- 
ing. 

Sixth.  Provide  for  hearings  before  the 
State  agency  for  each  school  of  nursing 
applying  for  aid. 

Seventh.  Provide  that  the  State 
agency  make  such  reports  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  required  by  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Eighth.  Provide  that  the  State  agency 
would  review  and  modify  the  program 
from  time  to  time. 

Ninth.  Agree  to  secure  an  Inventory 
of  training  facilities  and  nurse  training 
needs  within  the  State. 

Direction  of  the  program  at  the  Fed- 
eral level  would  be  the  responsibility  of 
the  Surgeon  General  of  the  United 
States  Public  Health  Service,  who  could 
stop  pajmient  of  funds  to  any  State  not 
complying  with  the  law.  Before  doing 
so  he  must  give  the  State  agency  reason- 
able notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
Advisory  councils  would  be  set  up  at 
both  the  State  and  Federal  levels  to  ad- 
vise and  consult  with  the  State  admin- 
istering agency  and  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral. The  act  would  terminate  at  the 
end  of  3  years  after  passage,  but  allow 
those  who  entered  their  training  prior 
to  the  cutoff  date  to  finish  their  courses. 


POUR-PERCENT  VETERANS'   LOANS 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  PatmanI  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  therewith  state- 
ments and  extracts. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  about  the  4-peroent 
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loans  for  veterans.  There  Is  an  effort 
being  made  to  increase  this  rate  from 
4  percent  to  4  !4  percent.  The  difference 
seems  very  small  but  that  one-half  of  1 
percent  on  the  average  home  will  mean 
to  the  average  veteran  a  difference  of 
91.000.  So  if  this  rate  is  increased  from 
4  percent  to  4 1/2  percent,  it  will  cost  each 
veteran  home  owner  an  average  of  $1,000. 
I  hope  that  when  the  Committee  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  meets  on  tomorrow,  it  will 
consider  the  biU  now  before  it  for  the 
purpose  of  making  available  money  to 
take  care  of  these  loans.  I  understand 
that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
TXAGTTBl  has  such  a  bill,  and  that  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Rains! 
also  has  such  a  bill.  The  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mrs.  Rogers], 
chairman  of  the  committee,  expressed 
S3^mpathy  for  the  proposal  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  here  yesterday.  In  view 
of  that  fine  support,  I  hope  a  bill  is 
'favorably  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs  tomorrow. 

KAINS   BILL  rom   4-PEBCIKT  GT   LOANS 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama,  the 
Honorable  Albert  Rains,  during  the  82d 
Congress,  was  chairman  of  a  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  on  housing.  He  did 
a  wonderful  job  and  made  a  special 
study  and  investigation  of  veterans' 
housing.  February  16.  1953,  he  intro- 
duced a  bill,  H.  R.  3052.  providing  for 
funds  to  support  the  VA's  direct  home- 
loan  program.  The  release  he  gave  out 
to  the  newspapers  at  that  time  explains 
the  situation  so  thoroughly  I  am  insert- 
ing it  herewith.  It  is  as  follows: 
I  ODtBCT  Home  Loans  roK  Vcterans 
,'  AT  4  Pekcxnt 

Representative  Albekt  Rains,  Democrat,  of 
Alabama,  today  Introduced  In  the  Hoxise  of 
Representatives  a  bill  to  extend  and  expand 
the  VA's  direct  home-loan  program.  Repre- 
sentative Rains'  bill  would  extend  the  direct 
loan  programs  for  2  years,  until  June  30,  1955, 
and  enlarge  its  authorization  by  an  addi- 
tional $500  million.  The  total  authoriza- 
tion would  become  available  immediately. 

Upon  introducing  the  bill.  Representative 
Rains  stated: 

"I   have   today   Introduced   H.   R.   3052,   a 
bin  to  extend  and  expand  the  direct  home- 
loan  program  for  veterans.     I  am  doing  this 
because  I  believe  that  only  through  the  en- 
actment of  such  a  bill  as  mine  can  Congress 
hopie  to  prevent  a  sharp  rise  in  the  VA  mort- 
gage Interest  rate.     A  widespread  propaganda 
campaign  against  the  4  percent  GI  rate  has 
been  carried  on  by  certain  elements  of  the 
mortgage-lending  Industry.     They  have  en- 
deavored to  create  the  fiction  that  for  them 
to  lend  to  veterans  at  4  percent  would  be  an 
act    of    pure    philanthropy — they    have    de- 
manded   that    veterans'    Interest    rates    be 
raised.     Unfortunately,  there  are  Indications 
which  lead  me  to  fear  that  the  new  Repub- 
lican  administration  may  succumb  to  this 
demand.      I    strongly    feel,     however,     that 
4  percent  Government-guaranteed  mortgages 
are   still    a   very    attractive   Investment    and 
that  the  Interest  rate  should  not  be  raised. 
There  Is  general  agreement  that  an  Investor 
purchasing    from    an    originating    mortgage 
company  receives  a  net  yield  which  falls  in 
the  neighborhood  of  3.2  percent.     Now.  it  is 
my  contention   that   the  only  fair  basis  of 
comparison   in   Judging   the   investment   at- 
traction of  the  GI  4  percent  loan  is  to  relate 
Its  net  yield  to  the  yield  obtainable  on  Gov- 
ernment bonds.     Since  the  GI  loan  is  guar- 
anteed by   tne  Government  for  the  top   60 
percent  of  the  loan.  It  must  be  regarded  for 
•II  practl  4ible  purposes  as  a  rlskiess  secu- 


rity, which,  like  Government  bonds,  la  backed 
by  the  full  credit  and  resources  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. When  compared  with  Govern- 
ment bonds,  the  relative  Investment  posi- 
tion of  the  VA-guaranteed  4  percent  loan 
shows  up  In  a  very  favorable  light.  Pres- 
ently the  average  yield  on  long-term  Gov- 
ernment bonds  Is  approximately  2.70.  That 
figure  Is  a  full  one-half  of  1  percent  below 
the  net  yield  of  3.20  which  Is  typical  for 
those  institutional  Investors  which  pay  a 
one-half  percent  servicing  fee  on  VA  mort- 
gages. Admittedly,  that  one-half  of  1  per- 
cent spread  has  been  narrowed  from  what 
It  was  prior  to  the  upward  shift  in  the  struc- 
ture of  money  yields  which  followed  upon 
the  monetary  actions  taken  in  the  spring 
of  1951.  Nonetheless,  the  differential  la 
there  and  remains  substantial  even  at  the 
low  point  currently  reached  by  the  Govern- 
ment-bond market. 

"I  am  proud  that  I  Introduced  one  of  the 
first  veterans'  direct-loan  bills  in  the  House 
on  July  13.  1949.  This  bill  eventually  be- 
came part  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950.  The 
original  grant  of  authority  expired  June  30, 
1951.  but  as  a  member  of  the  conference 
committee   on   the   Defense   Housing   Act   of 

1951,  I  assisted  in  having  the  authority  to 
make  direct  loans  renewed  on  a  revolving 
basis.  The  revolving  fund  was  augmented  oy 
Public  Law  325,  82d  Congress,  which  author- 
ized the  Treasury  to  advance  additional  funds 
up  to  1125  million  in  quarterly  allotments 
of  (25  million  less  the  proceeds  from  the  sale 
of  direct  loans  in  the  preceding  quarter. 

"The  record  of  the  direct-loan  program 
leaves  no  doubt  as  to  Congress'  wisdom  In 
enacting  It.  It  proves  that  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration has  done  an  excellent  Job  of 
administering  it.  Most  of  all,  however,  it 
Is  a  tribute  to  the  character,  energy,  and 
self-reliance  of  our  veterans.  As  of  Decem- 
ber 15.  1952,  a  total  of  only  16  direct  loans 
had  been  terminated  by  foreclosure  or  volun- 
tary conveyance  in  lieu  of  foreclosure,  repre- 
senting only  1  out  of  every  1,600  completed 
loans  as  of  the  same  date.  Of  the  24,717 
direct    loans    outstanding    on    December    15. 

1952.  a  total  of  684  were  in  default  by  one 
or  more  installments,  with  151.  or  0.6  percent, 
in  default  by  three  or  more  installments. 

"In  light  of  these  facts,  I  hope  that  neither 
the  new  administration  nor  the  Republican 
83d  Congress  will  break  faith  with  the  mil- 
lions of  veterans  who  have  not  yet  had  an 
opportunity  to  avail  themselves  of  the  GI 
home-loan  program.  To  raise  the  intere  t 
rates  on  VA  mortgages  now  would  be  an  act 
of  gross  discrimination  against  the  Korean 
war  veterans.  I  sincerely  hope  that  Congress 
will  take  speedy  action  to  extend  and  expand 
the  direct-loan  program.  It  is  the  only  way 
we  can  maintain  the  4-percent  rates  on 
GI  mortgages  and  thus  keep  faith  with  our 
veterans." 


MARSHALL,  TEX.:  CAPITAL  OP  THE 
STATE    OP   MISSOURI 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few 
days  ago  in  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  there  was  a  discussion 
about  the  capital  of  the  great  State  of 
Missouri  being  at  one  time  at  Marshall 
Tex. 

The  colloquy  at  this  committee  hear- 
ing was  used  as  a  basis  for  an  interesting 
article  in  the  Marshall  News  Messenger, 
Marshall.  Tex.,  by  Millard  Cope,  the  edi- 
tor, on  March  3.  1953,  and  in  connection 
with  the  article,  there  was  a  picture  of 
the  former  capitol  of  Missouri  with  the 
following  statement  under  the  picture: 

It  has  been  razed,  but  this  old  house  which 
once  stood  at  South  Bolivar  and  East  Crock- 
ett was  the  Civil  War  capital  of  Missouri's 
prosouthern  government  in  exile.  While  res- 
ident here  and  In  another  also  vanished 
house  across  Bolivar  to  the  west,  the  fugi- 


tive Missouri  otBciala  employed  the  great 
seal  of  their  State  to  Issue  their  formal  pa- 
pers. Now  a  Missouri  an  In  Congress  has  of- 
fered to  trade  Stephen  F.  Austin's  body  for 
that  great  seal.  The  offer's  O.  K..  except  that 
Austin  Is  burled  In  Texas,  and  the  great  seal 
has  long  ago  returned  to  Missouri. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 
^UssouRi  Solon  Just  Can't  Hoss-Trad« 
Texas  This  Wat 
(By  Millard  Cope) 
A  Missouri  Congressman  proposes  to  swap 
the  body  of  Stephen  P.  Austin  for  the  great 
seal  of  the  State  of  Missouri. 

The  proposal,  to  Representative  Wkicht 
Patman.  would  be  perfectly  all  right,  except: 

1.  The  great  seal  of  the  State  of  Missouri 
is  in  Missouri,  not  Texas;  and, 

2.  The  body  of  Stephen  F.  Austin  rests  be- 
neath Texas  sod,  not  In  Missouri. 

The  proposal  came  during  a  colloquy  in 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  room, 
March  3.  The  committee  had  under  con- 
sideration a  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage  of 
special  50-cent  pieces  in  commemoration  of 
the  150th  anniversary  of  the  purchase  of 
Louisiana. 

A   VERBAL   SPAR 

"Mr  Patman.  Since  you  are  familiar  with 
the  history  of  the  State  of  Missouri.  I  would 
like  to  ask  you  about  something  that  hap- 
pened many  years  ago: 

"We  have  a  building  In  Marshall,  Tex  ,  part 
of  the  district  that  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent, which  says.  'The  former  capitol  of 
the  S:ale  of  Missouri,'  and  it  even  gives  the 
name  of  the  governor  and  the  attorney  gen- 
eral and  all  of  them  on  a  plaque  In  this 
building 

"Do  you  know  anything  about  the  removal 
of  the  capital  of  the  State  of  Missouri  to 
Texas? 

"Mr.  Semsrott.  Only  to  this  extent,  sir. 
and  I  am  not  an  authority  on  history  of  my 
own  State,  but  I  believe  that  Governor  Clay- 
born  of  Mlssi5url  at  that  time  was  believed 
to  have  Confederate  or  southern  leanings 
and  apparently  his  belief  was  activated  by 
his  taking  the  government  of  Missouri  to 
Marshall,  Tex  ,  where  it  survived  for  a  pe- 
riod of  several  months.  That  is,  it  was  not 
a  legal  survival,  but  nevertheless  I  believe 
that  that  was  the  Incident  by  which  it  was 
alleged  that  the  government  of  Missouri  was 
removed  to  the  State  of  Texas" 

GOVERNMENT   IN  EXILE 

"Mr  Patman  Yes;  I  understand  the  entire 
staff  was  carried  there,  and  they  paid  their 
debts  through  the  use  of  checks  issued. 

"Mr.  Semsrott    Yes. 

"Mr.   Patman.  And   mailed   from  Marshall. 

"Mr.  Semsrott.  I  think  that  U  correct,  sir. 

"Mr.  Curtis.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  com- 
ment there? 

"I  understand  you  have  the  great  seal  of 
the  State  of  Missouri  down  there  still,  and 
we  were  trying  to  arrange  a  swap  for  Steven 
Austins  body  which  we  have  in  Potosi.  Mo., 
for  that  great  seal. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Possibly  we  can  get  up  a 
trade." 

MISSOURIANS   CONruSB) 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri.  It  seems.  Is 
confused  with  the  father  of  Texas'  father. 

Stephen  P.  Austin,  known  as  the  father  of 
Texas,  died  while  serving  as  secretary  of 
state  of  the  Republic  of  Texas.  December  27 
1836. 

He  lies  beneath  the  Texas  soil  he  so  loved- 
appropriately,  in  the  State  cemetery,  reserved 
for  those  who  have  contributed  to  the  glories 
of  Texas,  and,  appropriately  so.  In  the  States 
capital  city,  Austin,  named  In  his  honor. 

Moses  Austin,  father  of  Stephen  P.  Austin, 
received  notice  In  March  1821  that  his  peti- 
tion for  a  colonization  grant  had  been  ap- 
proved. He  hastened  to  organize  the  van- 
guard of  his  colony,  but  died  on  June  10 
leaving  completion  of  his  ambitious  under- 
taking  to  his  son.  who  was  to  become  known 
as  the  father  oX  Texas. 
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It  is  the  elder  Austin  who  is  buried  in  Po- 
tosi. Mo.,  though  Texans  have  erected  a  mon- 
ument in  his  honor  and  in  appreciation  of 
his  preliminary  efforts  destined  to  be  carried 
to  fruition  by  his  son.  The  monument  is  In 
the  city  hall  grounds  facing  the  the  entrance 
to  the  Spanish  Governors'  Palace  In  San  An- 
tonio. Texas'  most  historic  city. 

Representative  Patman,  of  course.  Is  abso- 
lutely right  about  Marshall  being  the  site  of 
the  Missouri  capitol;  but  it  seems  none  In 
Marshall  had  advised  Mr.  Patman  that  the 
frame  structure  had  been  razed  during  the 
last  year.  Too,  none  had  advised  Mr.  Pat- 
man that  the  good  Intentions  to  erect  a 
monument  or  place  a  plaque  upon  the  place 
had  ever  been  carried  out. 

The  business  of  the  State  officers  In  exile 
was  carried  out  In  Marshall,  however. 

When  Texas  seceded  In  1861.  Marshall,  one 
of  the  oldest  and  wealthiest  cities  in  the 
State,  promptly  turned  to  Industry  to  pro- 
duce saddles,  harness,  clothing,  powder,  and 
ammunition  for  the  Confederate  Army. 

A  pioMiNKNT  crrr 

After  the  fall  of  Vlcksburg.  Marshall  be- 
came the  seat  of  civil  authority  west 
of  the  Mississippi  River  and.  as  a  fortified 
city,  housed  the  wartime  capital  of  Missouri, 
staffed  by  refugee  elected  officials  of  Mis- 
souri In  exile.  Too.  Marshall  served  as  head- 
quarters for  the  Trans-Mlssisslppl  Postal 
Department  of  the  Confederacy. 

Marshall  contributed  12  companies  of  sol- 
diers. Including  high-ranking  officers  and 
half  a  dozen  generals,  and  gave  the  State 
two  wartime  governors.  Edward  Clark,  grand- 
father of  O.  H.  Clark,  president  of  the  First 
National  Bank,  and  Pendleton  Murrah. 

Now.  about  the  great  seal  of  the  State 
of  Missouri. 

If  the  Missouri  Congressman  will  make 
a  careful  search  the  next  time  he  gets  back 
to  the  State  he  represents,  the  great  seal 
can  be  found,  in  storage,  in  a  Jefferson  City 
vault. 

If  the  Mlssourlan  will  check  his  State's 
history  he  likewise  will  find  it  was  not  "Gov- 
rrnor  Clayborn"  Involved  In  moving  the 
State's  capital  to  Marshall. 

It  was  Claiborne  F.  Jackson  who  was  Gov- 
ernor. At  the  same  time.  Thomas  C.  Rey- 
nolds served  as  lieutenant  governor.  Elect- 
ed on  the  Democratic  ticket  In  1860,  both 
remained  loyal  to  the  South. 

JACKSON  A  annL 

Three  months  after  their  Inauguration  a 
constitutional  convention  was  held.  Mis- 
souri, it  voted,  should  stay  In  the  Union. 
Jackson  refused  to  be  of  aid,  however,  when 
Lincoln    asked   for    50,000   troops. 

Refusing  the  Lincoln  request,  he  Issued  a 
call  for  a  like  number  of  State  troops  to 
assemble  to  repel  what  he  termed  a  Federal 
Invasion  of  the  sovereign  State  of  Missouri 
and  borrowed  $50,000  from  banks  to  equip 
his  mllltla. 

When  Union  forces  marched  on  Missouri's 
capital  at  Jefferson  City.  Jackson.  Reynolds, 
and  their  staffs  fled  south.  He  called  a  ses- 
sion of  the  legislature  at  Neosho,  out  of 
which  came  a  proclamation  that  Missouri 
had  "officially  seceded  from  the  Union."  The 
proclamation  and  all  State  orders  bore  the 
great  seal,  which  Jackson  carried  with  him. 

THEN    TO    ARKANSAS 

As  Federal  troops  drew  closer.  Jackson 
moved  South,  establishing  an  exile  govern- 
ment In  Arkansas,  until  his  death  In  an  im- 
provised hospital  at  Little  Rock.  December 
6,  1862. 

Reynolds  took  over;  and.  moving  south 
again,  established  the  Missouri  government 
In  exile — great  seal  and  all — in  Marshall. 
Jackson  had  hardly  fled  from  Little  Rock 
before  It  was  taken  over  by  Federal  forces. 

Reynolds  originally  sought  to  establish  the 
capital  In  Shreve{>ort,  to  be  in  closer  touch 
with  Gen.  Klrby  Smith,  In  charge  of  the 
Trans-Mississippi  forces.     Reynolds,  a  visitor 


in  Marshall  a  year  earlier,  for  a  governor's 
conference,  felt  Marshall's  climate  superior 
to  that  of  the  Red  River  city — and  the  capi- 
tal was  established  here. 

the   seal  to   MEXICO 

The  war  over,  Reynolds — and  the  great 
seal — fled  again,  to  Mexico,  to  be  employed 
In  a  colonization  project  by  Emperor  Maxi- 
milian. 

The  mystery  of  the  missing  seal  was 
cleared  up  in  1869.  Reynolds,  after  a  4-year 
exile,  returned  to  St.  Louis  to  make  his  home. 
Prom  there,  on  May  26.  1869,  he  wrote  Gov. 
J.  M.  McClurg: 

"Any  hesitation  formerly  felt,  on  princi- 
ples of  general  public  law.  or  on  account  of 
conflicting  opinions  within  the  State,  to 
deliver  to  Its  existing  government  the  orig- 
inal great  seal  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  was 
removed  by  the  fact  that.  In  November  last — 
for  the  flrst  time  since  State  officers  were 
chosen,  in  profound  peace,  at  an  election 
held  throughout  its  territory. 

"Therefore,  to  you  as  the  chief  magistrate 
chosen  at  that  election,  it  Is  herewith  trans- 
mitted. Now  of  no  official  value.  It  is  still 
interesting  as  a  relic  of  the  time  when  civil 
war  had  not  yet  divided  Mlssourians.  May 
its  return  be  an  agency  of  the  speedy  ob- 
livian  of  past  strife,  and  the  complete  res- 
toration of  fraternal  feeling  among  us  all." 

Mr.  Speaker,  although  I  confess,  I  do 
not  know  all  the  historical  facts  about 
my  own  State  of  Texas,  I  did  know  that 
Stephen  F.  Austin  was  buried  at  Austin, 
Tex.,  and  Moses  Austin  was  buried  at 
Potosi,  Mo.  In  the  reference  by  Con- 
gressman Curtis  to  Stephen  F.  Austin.  I 
feel  sure  that  he  meant  Moses  Austin. 
I  know  that  is  the  way  I  understood  Con- 
gressman Curtis  at  the  time,  and  replied 
accordingly. 


well.  This  bill  has  been  drafted  with 
the  assistance  of  producers  and  distrib- 
utors of  fabrics  used  in  wearing  apparel 
and  it  Ls  my  sincere  hope  that  with  this 
united  support  the  Congress  will  see  fit  to 
give  this  bill  immediate  consideration. 
This  is  important  for  several  reasons. 
First,  the  adoption  of  this  legislation  will 
prohibit  the  manufacture  and  distribu- 
tion of  dangerously  flammable  wearing 
apparel.  Second,  the  several  States  have 
been  waiting  patiently  for  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Congress  on  this  subject.  If 
we  procrastinate  any  longer  manufac- 
turers and  distributors  will  be  faced 
with  the  impossible  task  of  trying  to 
comply  with  a  multiplicity  of  State  and 
local  statutes. 

I  am  confident  that  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  will  expe- 
dite hearings  on  this  legislation.  The 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  Chairman 
WoLVERTON  and  his  colleagues,  have 
indicated  keen  interest,  the  chairman 
recently  saying  legislation  of  this  char- 
acter is  imminent. 


REGULATING     MANUFACTURE     OP 
FLAMMABLE  WEARING  APPAREL 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
introducing  today  a  bill  in  substitute  for 
H.  R.  389  introduced  by  me  on  Janu- 
ary 3. 

As  you  know,  I  have  taken  a  deep  and 
active  interest  in  the  subject  of  flam- 
mable fabrics  in  the  hope  that  national 
legislation  might  be  approved  to  pro- 
hibit the  sale  and  distribution  of  wear- 
ing apparel  that  is  dangerously  flam- 
mable. We  are  all  concerned  over  the 
needless  loss  of  life  and  maiming  of  our 
citizens  because  some  manufacturers 
have  produced  materials  that  are  highly 
dangerous. 

This  new  bill  Is  necessary  because  on 
January  30,  after  several  years  of 
study,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  pro- 
mulgated a  commercial  standard  iden- 
tified as  Flammability  of  Clothing  Tex- 
tiles, Commercial  Standard  191-53. 
My  earlier  bill  referred  to  the  recom- 
mended commercial  standard.  I  am 
happy  to  report  now  that  this  standard 
has  been  approved  by  the  various  seg- 
ments of  the  textile  industry. 

I  am  also  pleased  to  report  that  the 
bill  which  I  am  introducing  today  has 
the  imqualifled  support  of  not  only  tex- 
tile producers  but  the  retail  industry  as 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  during  the  vote  on  the  passage 
of  the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill,  I  was 
absent  from  the  Chamber  as  a  result  of 
being  called  to  my  ofiBce  on  oflBcial  busi- 
ness. I  voted  against  the  motion  to 
recommit,  and  had  I  been  present,  I 
would  have  voted  for  the  passage  of 
the  bUl. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to : 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  in  two  instances. 

Mrs.  St.  George  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  Latham  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous material,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  Public  Printer  estimates  the 
matter  will  cost  $231. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  BuRDicK. 

Mr.  LeCompte  and  to  include  a  set  of 
resolutions  by  the  Wapello  County  Medi- 
cal Association  of  Ottumwa,  Iowa. 

Mr.  MoRANO. 

Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  to  include 
a  speech  he  recently  made. 

Mr.  Rayburn  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  an  address  by  Hon.  Oveta  Culp 
Hobby,  and  one  by  Hon.  Robert  P.  An- 
derson, Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  Alexander  and  to  include  a  speech, 

Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  HoLTZMAN  In  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Kluczynski  and  to  include  the 
testimony  of  Joseph  B.  Meegan. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Multer  in  five  instances,  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  In  one  instance 
the  Public  Printer  estimates  the  addi- 
tional cost  will  amount  to  $196. 

Mr.  BoGGS  in  two  Instances,  and  to 
include  extraneous  material. 
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lir.  McCoucACK  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  COUDERT. 

Mr.  Fallon  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Mt't*^  of  Nebraska)  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  McYkt  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Gamble  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Javits  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Oakman  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Angell  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hallxck)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  YouifG. 

Mr.  McDoNOUGH  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  Meadeh. 

Mr.  Bender  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  PHn.BiN  and  to  include  a  speech 
he  delivered  last  Satiu-day. 

Mr.  Lahe  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Kellet  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude additional  information  from  the 
Coal  Age  magazine  on  the  importation 
of  residual  oil. 
.  Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Moss  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Judo  in  two  instances. 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's 
table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as 
follows: 

S.  85.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Flury 
Paluy:  to  the  Ck>mmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  100.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Detroit 
Automotive  Products  Co.;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  140.  An   act   for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
McBrlde;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S.  141.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Ray 
Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Slzuko  Kato 
and  her  minor  child.  Meechiko;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  248.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bou- 
essa  Deeb;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  365.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alambert  E. 
Robinson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S.  622.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  F. 
Ruckman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S.  615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Altoon 
Saprlchlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  Rod- 
ney Glltner  (formerly  Jojl  Wakamiya);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  709.  An  act  to  give  proper  recognition  to 
the  distinguished  service  of  Col.  J.  Claude 
Kimbrough;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

8.720.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Comdr. 
John  J.  OTtonnell,  United  States  Naval  Re- 
serve; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.837.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fugene 
Rlvoche  and  Marie  Barsky;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

8.873.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Oedlt  Unions  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 


ENROU4ED  BILL  SIGNED 
1      Mr.  LaOOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  BSdnH  .Administration,  imported  that 


that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker : 

H.  R.  2332.  An  act  to  place  temporary  lim- 
itations on  the  number  of  officers  serving  on 
active  duty  In  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  pxirpoaes. 


BILL  PPiESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  March  9,  1953, 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  approval, 
a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title  : 

H.  R.  2230.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  23,  1949.  as  amended,  to  remove  the 
monthly  limitations  on  official  long-distance 
telephone  calls  and  official  telegrams  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
without  affecting  the  annual  limitation  on 
such  telephone  calls  and  telegrams. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  5  o'clock  and  4  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  March  11,  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXEcxrrrvE  communications,  etc. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
commurJcations  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

533.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
relative  to  the  case  of  Mrs  Eva  Yecheved 
Paneth  nee  Grunzwelg.  A-6819100,  for  ad- 
justment of  her  Immigration  status  under 
the  prov:slons  of  section  4  of  the  Displaced 
Persons  Act  of  1948.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

534.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  a  report  on  the  activi- 
ties to  provide  war-risk  Insurance  and  cer- 
tain marine  and  liability  Insurance  for  the 
American  public  for  the  quarter  ended  De- 
cember 31,  1952.  pursuant  to  section  1211 
of  Public  Law  763.  81st  Congress:  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. 

535.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  extend  the  au- 
thority Of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  to  establish  and  continue  offices  in 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines";  to  the 
Committee  on   Veterans'   Affairs. 

536.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  the  an- 
nual report  of  the  Social  Security  Adminis- 
tration. Federal  Security  Agency,  for  the  fis- 
cal year  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  (Tlerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  WOLCOTT:  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  H.  R.  1917.  A  bill  to  au- 
thorize the  coinage  of  60- cent  pieces  to 
commemorate  the  sesquicentennlal  of  the 
Louisiana  Purchase;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  154).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  etate  of  the 
Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  sis  follows: 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  757.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Ida  Blfolchlnl;  without  amendment 
<Rept.  No.  142).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  RODINO:  Committee  on  the  Judldary. 
H.  R.  837.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
James  D.  Wllmeth;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  143) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  RODINO:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1514.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  144). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1780.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  F.  Shea;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  145).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1967.  A  bill  to  reimburse  the 
Stebblns  Construction  Co.;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  146).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  2667.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Lennle  P.  Rlggs,  James  A.  Carson, 
and  Vernon  L.  Ransom;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  147).  Referred  to  the  Conunlttee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  3276.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Margaret  D.  Surhan;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  148).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judlclarj'.  H.  R.  3385.  A  bill  conferring 
Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear  and  determine  the  claim  of  Avif  der 
Helde-Aragona,  Inc..  and  certain  of  Its  rub- 
contractors  against  the  United  States,  and 
to  enter  Judgment  thereon;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  149) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.  3389.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pio  Valen- 
sln;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  150). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  nilnols:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3446.  A  blU  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Emily  Wllhelm;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept  No.  151).  Referred  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3458.  A  bill  conferring 
Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon 
the  claim  of  the  Bollnross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  153).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  IllinoU:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3557.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Capt.  Walter  C.  Wolf;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  153) .  Referred  to  the  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 
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PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H.  R.  3837.  A  bill  to  amend  chapter  73  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  (relating 
to  obstruction  of  Justice)  so  as  to  make 
certain  provisions  of  that  chapter  apply  to 
the  District  Co\art  for  the  District  of  Alaska; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  3838.  A  bill  to  extend  the  gratuitous 
Insurance  benefits  granted  by  subsection  602 


(d)  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  to  parents  of  cer- 
tain deceased  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
without  any  requirement  as  to  the  depend- 
ency of  such  parents,  and  for  other  pvirpoees; 
to  the  Committoe  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.  R.  3839.  A  I'lll  to  amend  title  11  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  to  increase  by  one-third 
the  Insurance  benefits  payable  thereunder  to 
widows  and  widowers;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HIILLER: 
H.  R.  3840.  A  Mil  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  HISRLONO: 
H.  R  3841.  A  till  to  amend  section  402  (b) 
of  the  Federal  Fixxl.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
so  as  to  provld<    that  citrus  fruit  to  which 
artificial  color  is  added  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  adulterated;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
atate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  3842.  A   Dill  to  prohibit  members  of 
the  Armed  Forc««  from  bringing  certain  fire- 
arms Into  the  U.iited  States;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri: 
H.  R.  3843.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payment  of 
Indemnity  or  Irsurance  benefits  to  depend- 
ent beneficiaries  pf  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  who  have  been  missing  in  action  for 
over  1  year;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KNOX: 
H.  R.  3844.  A  bill  granting  exemption  from 
Income   tax   wi'h    respect    to   $1.5(X)    of    the 
amount  paid  to  any  Individual  by  the  United 
States    or    by    any    State    or    political    sub- 
division thereol   as  a  pension,  retired  or  re- 
tirement pay.  OT  as  a  retirement  annuity; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PODINO: 
H.  R.  3845.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Issuance 
of  328.000  special  nonquota  Immigrant  visas 
to  certain   reftigees,  German  expellees,   and 
natives    of    Italy.    Greece,   and    the    Nether- 
lands, and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  .Tudiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  R.  3846.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  of  the 
Longshoremen '(i  and  Harbor  Workers'  Com- 
pensation   Act    so    as    to    provide    increased 
benefits  in  cases  of  disabling  injuries,   and 
for   other   purposes;    to   the   Committee   on 
Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  VELDE: 
H.  R.  3847.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor    Relatior.s    Act,    so    as    to    provide    a 
method  for  the  settlement  of  labor  disputes 
which  will  eliminate  some  of  the  harmful 
consequences  cf  work  stoppages  and  lock- 
outs:  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By    Mr.    YORTY: 
R.  R.  3848.  A  bill  to  aid  in  controlling  in- 
flation, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Ciurency. 
By  Mr.  "XOUNG: 
H.  R.  3849.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  reduce  the  rates  of 
tax  applicable  to  distilled  spirits,  wines,  and 
fermented  malt  liquor;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mrs.  PRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 
H.  R.  3850.  A  bill  to  provide  a  program  of 
grants  and  schdarships  for  education  in  the 
field  of  nursinp,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CANFIELD: 
H.  R.  3851.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Introduc- 
tion or  movement  In  Interstate  commerce  of 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrics  which 
are  so  highly  flanamable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  individuals,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conuncrce. 


By  Mr.  GOODWIN: 

H.  R.  3852.  A  bUl  to  authorize  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  and  stxrvey  of  the  Ipswich 
River,  Mass.,  for  flood-control  purposes;    to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  3853.  A  bill  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure."  with  respect  to  continuing  the 
effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provisions 
until  6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  16,  1950;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  J.  Res.  219.  Joint     resolution     declaring 
Inauguration  Day  to  be  a  legal  holiday;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCOTT: 

H.  J.  Res.  220.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  third  Sunday  in  June  of  each  year  as 
Father's  Day;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BOW: 

H.J.  Res.  221.  Joint      resolution      making 
Constitution    Day    a   legal    holiday;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FULTON: 

H.  Res.  172.  Resolution  expressing  the 
friendship  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  people  of  the  United  States  for  the 
people  cf  Austria;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BURLESON: 

H.  Res.  173.  Resolution  amending  rule  XI 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  investigations 
by  Buboommlttees  of  standing  committees; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BERRY:  Memorial  of  the  33d  ses- 
sion of  the  South  Dakota  State  Legislature, 
memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  take  appropriate  action  to  discon- 
tinue the  practice  of  letting  and  awarding 
contracts  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  any  of  Its  departments,  agencies,  or 
Instrumentalities  on  a  cost-plus,  cost-plus-a- 
fixed-fee,  or  negotiated-contract  basis;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  33d  session  of  the 
South  Dakota  State  Legislature,  memorializ- 
ing the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
propose  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  to  prevent  discrimina- 
tion under  law  on  account  of  sex;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DEMPSEY  and  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 
Memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature.  State  of 
New  Mexico.  House  Joint  Memorial  No.  8, 
memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  provide  assistance  to  the  Kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature, 
State  of  New  Mexico,  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  requesting  an 
amendment  to  the  Social  Security  Act  to  the 
effect  that  in  determining  the  need  of  ap- 
plicants or  recipients  for  old-age  assistance, 
aid  to  dependent  children,  or  aid  to  the  per- 
manently and  totally  disabled  the  first  (50 
of  earned  Income  be  disregarded;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  California,  memorial- 
izing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  the  use  of  moneys 
received  from  the  national  forests;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,'  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  extend  and  amend  the  Statute  No.  475  of 
the  81st  Congress,  which  expires  June  30. 
1963,  by  providing  for  direct  loans  to  vet- 


erans; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
reqijestlng  a  study  and  to  make  recommenda- 
tions necessary  to  revive  the  gold  mining 
industry  of  Montana;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  North  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  opposing  the  repeal  of  the  long-  and 
short-haul  clause  of  section  4  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  to  prevent 
discrimination  under  law  on  account  of  sex; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  to  take  appropriate  action  to  discon- 
tinue the  practice  of  letting  and  awarding 
contracts  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  any  of  Its  departments,  agencies, 
or  instrumentalities,  on  a  cost-plus,  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee,  or  negotiated-contract  ba- 
sis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  passage  of  H.  R.  1976.  83d  Con- 
gress, and  thereby  eliminate  an  unjust  dis- 
crimination in  the  administration  of  Jus- 
tice; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  amendment  of  the  Federal  Aid  to 
Pish  Restoration  Act  (64  Stat.  430);  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. r~ 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  the  taking  of  Immediate  action 
to  transfer  control  of  the  fisheries  of  Alaska 
to  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 
H.  R.  3854.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Rabbit 
Creek  Conununity  Club  of  Anchorage.  Alaska: 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BATES: 
H.  R.  3855.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Agrlpplna  (Agrlpplna  Palermo),  Sister  Bat- 
tlstlna  (Franceschlna  Serpa),  Sister  Romana 
(Angela  lolanda  Morelll) ,  Sister  Franceschlna 
(Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bruna  (Glusep- 
plna  De  Caro) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  3856.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jaakko 
Ensio  Alho;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  3857.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  a  trust  patent  to  the  heirs  of  Lucy 
Lessert  for  certain  land  on  the  Pine  Ridge 
Reservation,  S.  Dak.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BRAMBLETT: 
H.  R.3858.  A  bUl   for   the  relief  of  Nella 
Norma  Glorgl;    to  the  Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 
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H.  R.  3859.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jcee 
Zavala-Rivera;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BURLESON: 
H.  R.  3880.  A  bill  conferring  J\irisdlctlon 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  fqr  the 
Northern  District  of  Texas,  Abilene  division, 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment 
upon  certain  claims  of  Yetta  Mae  Slayton; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3861.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pumlko 
Nakane;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CEIJ.FTR: 
H.  R.  3862.  A   bil"    for   the   relief  of   Alek- 
aander,  Sala,  Boris,  and  Anna  Ejdelman;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah: 
H.  R.  3863.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
O.  Passalis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DEWART: 
H.  R.  3864.  A  bill  authorizing  the  issuance 
of  a  patent  In  fee  to  Mrs.  Susie  Leider;    to 
the    Conunittee    on    Interior    and    Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FULTON: 
H.  R.  3865.  A   bill    for    the    relief   of   John 
George  Flent-Gelgy;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  3866.  A  bill  for  the  relief' of  Coslmo 
Damiano  Campanelli;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JARMAN: 
H.  R.  3867.  A   bill    for    the   relief   of   Mary 
Thalia  Wommack  Webb;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  KEI.LY  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  3868.  A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Selda 
Bukinski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3869.  A  kill  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Elkanah  Richards,  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  3870.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Carlo 
Erbetta;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 
H.  R.  3871.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Constan- 
tlne  N.  Perkins;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  MEADER: 
H.  R.  3872.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Vera 
Hsi  Yen  Wang  Liu;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN: 
H.  R.  3873.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  settlers 
on  the  International  Strip  at  Nogales,  Ariz.; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  3874.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  TABER: 
H.  R.  3875.  A   bill   for   the   relief  of  Peter 
Wei   Ting    Yu;    to    the    Committee   on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TEAGUE; 
H.  R.  3876.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martha 
Schnauffer;      to     the     Committee     on     the 
Judiciary. 

By  Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  3877.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pu  Lun 
Chien  and  Helen  S.  Chlen;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions 
and  F>apers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

70.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Resolutions  of  the 
Greater  Paterson  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Paterson.  N.  J.,  that  notwithstanding  the 
discontinuance  of  price  controls,  there  be 
no  Increases  in  the  price  of  Its  products 
where  possible,  and  that  reductions  be  made 
where  warranted,  and  that  there  be  recom- 
mended to  the  major  m^anlzations  of  indus- 
try, cuch  as  the  United  States  Chamber  of 


Commerce  and  National  Association  of  Man- 
ufacturers, the  New  Jersey  State  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  and  others,  a  similar  declara- 
tion of  policy  and  since  prices  depend  upon 
wages,  that  similar  suggestions  be  made  to 
the  major  labor  organizations,  such  as  the 
American  Pedemtion  of  Labor  and  the  Con- 
gress of  Industrial  Organizations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

80.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  R.  G. 
Roberts,  of  Seattle.  Wash.,  and  others,  rela- 
tive to  the  present  financial  and  taxation 
systems  of  the  Government  and  enclosing  a 
proposed  bill  entitled  "Financial  Emancipa- 
tion Act";  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

81.  Also,  petition  of  William  I.  Barnholth. 
Akron.  Ohio,  uri^ing  ofBclal  action  by  Con- 
gress, admitting  Ohio  into  the  Union  as  of 
March  1.  1803;  Ui  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

82.  Also,  petition  of  Nicholas  J.  Curtis, 
Paterson.  N.  J.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
his  resolution  with  reference  to  Nicholas  J. 
Curtis.  Petitioner-Memorialist,  vs.  Phillip 
Forman,  U.  S.  district  Judge  of  New  Jersey, 
Main  Division  a^.  Trenton.  N.  J  ;  and  Guy  L. 
Fake,  U.  S.  district  Judge  of  New  Jersey 
(cited  as  retired! .  Newark,  N.  J  ,  under  House 
of  Representatives  Rules  XXII;  X:  L.  R.  Act. 
S.  996.  Namely,  motion  for  leave  to  deposit 
brief  or  memorial  with  the  Sergeant-at-Arms 
or  Acting  Secretary  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

83.  Also,  petition  of  S.  Sgt.  and  Mrs.  R  D. 
Beigaley.  Jr..  and  others,  of  Biamtree.  Essex, 
England,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  a  bill  now  pend- 
ing in  Coni^ress  to  cut  subsistence  pay  of 
United  States  servicemen  overseas;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


SENATE 

Wednesoay,  M\R(n  11,  10.')3 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God.  we  thank  Thee  for 
blue  days  and  fair,  and  for  eyes  to  see 
and  for  hearts  to  feel  the  wonders  of  this 
our  Father's  world.  As  before  our  eyes 
winter  graves  change  to  springtime  gar- 
dens, all  nature  speaks  to  us  of  stirring 
life  and  of  the  barren  earth  being  re- 
born to  haunting  loveliness.  Already 
bushes  afire  with  Thee  seem  to  whisper 
secrets  that  our  dull  souls  are  too  dense 
to  comprehend. 

Fill  us,  we  pray  Thee,  with  fresh  faith, 
a  triumphant  confidence  in  Thy  final 
victory  over  the  hearts  of  men.  May  we 
face  these  baffling  days  with  the  glad  as- 
surance that  no  weapon  that  has  been 
formed  can  prevail  against  Thy  eternal 
purpose.  From  the  selfish  schemes  of 
cruel  and  stubborn  men,  we  turn  sure 
and  content  to  a  resistless  force  that  will 
at  last  burn  away  every  barrier  to 
brotherhood ;  and  to  Thee,  our  God,  who 
will  not  fail  nor  be  discouraged  until,  on 
a  cross  deep  rooted  in  Thine  own  heart. 
Thou  dost  lift  a  willful  world  to  the  ra- 
diance of  Thy  love  and  light.  We  ask 
it  in  the  ever-blessed  name  of  that  One 
who  is  the  light  of  the  world.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

Mr.     TAFT.     Mr.     President,     I    ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of 


the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Mon- 
day. March  9.  1953,  be  dispensed  with. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  rule  III  of  the 
SUnding  Rules  of  the  Senate  reads  as 
follows: 

The  Presiding  Officer  having  taken  the 
chair,  and  a  quorum  being  present,  the 
Journal  of  the  preceding  day  shall  be  read, 
and  any  mistake  made  in  the  entries  cor- 
rected. The  reading  of  the  Journal  shall 
not  be  sus|)ended  unless  by  unanimous  con- 
sent; and  when  any  motion  shall  be  made 
to  amend  or  correct  the  same.  It  shall  be 
deemed  a  privileged  question,  and  proceeded 
with  until  disposed  of. 

Last  Friday,  when  the  Unanimous 
Consent  Calendar  was  before  the  Sen- 
ate, I  a.sked  for  the  courtesy  of  having 
a  bill  go  over  until  the  next  calendar  day, 
so  that  I  could  have  an  opportunity  to 
study  the  bill.  The  explanation  given 
with  respect  to  it  was  bemuddled  and 
befuddled,  and  when  the  explanation 
was  finished.  I  could  not  make  Meads  or 
tails  out  of  the  bill. 

Notice  was  served  on  me  that  if  I  did 
not  let  the  bill  be  pa.ssed  on  the  call  of 
the  calendar,  a  motion  would  be  made 
to  con.'^ider  it, 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  in  order  that  I  may  make 
my  explanation  with  respect  to  the 
parliamentary  course  of  action  I  am 
taking. 

Mr,  President,  notice  was  served  on 
me  that  a  motion  to  consider  the  bill 
would  be  made  under  tlie  rules  of  the 
Senate.  I  know  that  traditionally  in 
the  Senate,  in  a  situation  .such  as  that, 
courtesy  has  been  extended  to  Members 
to  have  the  time  necessary  in  which  to 
study  the  bill. 

If  the  rules  of  the  Senate  are  to  be 
applied  on  a  technical  basis,  as  was  done 
on  Fiiday.  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
they  will  continue  to  be  so  applied,  I 
object  to  the  request  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  I  Mr,  TaftI. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  may  say  that  after  the 
reading  and  correction  of  the  Journal — 
if  any  correction  is  called  for — have  been 
concluded,  the  only  business  before  the 
Senate  today  will  be  the  business  of  the 
morning  hour  followed  by  Senate  bill 
697,  Calendar  No,  70,  to  provide  for  a 
Delegate  for  the  Di-strict  of  Columbia; 
and  then  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  Mr,  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  yield. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  Can  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  give  us  any 
information  as  to  what  he  plans  to  have 
the  Senate  consider  on  Friday? 

Mr,  TAFT.  I  think  it  may  be  neces- 
sary to  have  the  Senate  meet  tomorrow 
for  a  brief  period,  or  as  long  as  the  Sen- 
ate wi-shes  to  stay,  in  order  to  receive  a 
message  with  respect  to  a  reorganiza- 
tion plan.  There  will  be  nothing  more 
than  routine  business  considered  on 
either  Thursday  or  Friday. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  proceed  to  read  the  Journal. 
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The  legislatlvij  clerk  read  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  March  9, 
1953.  

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL  OF  BILL 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  S<!nate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced  that 
on  March  10,  1953,  the  President  had 
approved  and  sicned  the  act  (8.  J.  Res. 
27)  to  amend  section  2  (a)  of  the  Na- 
tional Housing  Act,  as  amended. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  tH.  R.  3575)  to 
enable  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  form  a 
constitution  and  State  government  and 
to  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States, 
In  which  it  requested  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  elso  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  aflaxed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  <H.  R.  2332)  to  place  tem- 
porary limitations  on  the  number  of  offi- 
cers serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  it 
was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP  A  COM- 
MITTEE SUBMITTED  DURING  AD- 
JOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the 
Senate  of  the  9th  instant, 

Mr.  WILEY.  Irom  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  repHDrted  favorably 
on  March  10,  lJi53,  the  following  nomi- 
nations : 

Mrs,  Lorena  B.  Hahn.  of  Nebraska,  to  be 
representative  of  the  United  States  on  the 
Commission  on  tlie  Status  of  Women  of  the 
Economic  and  So:lal  Council  of  the  United 
Nations; 

Livingston  T,  Merchant,  of  New  Jersey,  to 
be  Assistant  Secn-tary  of  State; 

Douglas  MacAr.hur  2d.  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  counselor  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State; 

George  V,  Aller .  of  North  Carolina,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary to  India,  and  to  serve  concurrently  and 
without  additional  compensation  as  Ambas- 
sador Extraordlniiry  and  Plenipotentiary  to 
Nepal; 

Francis  White,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Ambas- 
sador Extraordimu-y  and  Plenipotentiary  to 
Mexico;  and 

William  McNeai'  Rand,  of  Massachusetts,  to 
be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual  Beciu-lty. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Clements,  and  by 
unanimous  corisent,  Mr.  Russell  was 
excused  from  al  tendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  during  the  next  few  days. 


COMMITTEi:  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  ttfie  Committee  on  Bank- 
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ing  and  Currency  was  authorized  to  hold 
a  hearing  this  afternoon  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Case,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Subcommittee  on 
Internal  Security  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  was  authorized  to  meet 
this  afternoon  during  the  session  of  the 
Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated : 
Mrs.  Eva  Yechevtd  Paneth — Adjustment  or 
Immigration  Status 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  copy  of  an  order 
entered  regarding  the  application  of  Mrs. 
Eva  Yecheved  Paneth  for  an  adjustment  of 
her  immigration  status  under  the  provisions 
of  section  4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of 
1948.  as  amended  (with  accompanying  pa- 
per) ;  to  tiie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  on  Provision  or  War  Risk  and  Cbr- 
TAiN  Marine  and  LiABiLrrr  Insurance  for 
American  Public 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
the  provision  of  war  risk  insurance  and  cer- 
tain marine  and  liability  insurance  for  the 
American  public,  for  the  quarter  ended  De- 
cember 31,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Report  of  Social  SECtmrrT  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  a  report  of  the  Social  Security  Admin- 
istration, for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Operation  During  Floods  of  Union  Electric 
Co.  OP  Missouri  Bagnell  Project  No.  459 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  Informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  that  Commis- 
sion's letter  of  March  10.  1953.  in  reply  to  a 
letter  dated  February  6.  1953.  from  Cole 
County  Farm  Bureau,  Inc..  of  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.,  concerning  the  operation  during  floods 
of  Union  Electric  Co.  of  Missouri's  Bagnell 
Project  No.  459  (with  an  accompanying  pa- 
per) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

CONTINTTANCE  OF  OFFICES   IN  THE   PHILIPPINES 

BT  Veterans'  Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Veterans' 
Administration,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  extend  the  authority  of 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to 
establish  and  continue  olSces  in  the  Republic 
of  the  Philippines  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
I9lttee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  17 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  His  Excel- 
lency, the  President  of  the  United  States; 
and   the   Secretary   of  Agriculture  of   the 
United  States  to  determine  the  causes  of 
the  decline  In  livestock  and  farm  prices 
and  to  take  steps  to  stabilize  farm  Income 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  {the  House  of  Representa- 
tives coTicurring  therein) : 


"Whereas  the  SUte  of  South  Dakota  Is  de- 
pendent upon  agriculture  and  the  livestock 
Industry;  and 

"Whereas  there  has  been  a  decline  in  farm 
prices  and  livestock  prices  without  a  cor- 
responding decline  In  consumer  prices;  and 
"Whereas  the  national  economy  Is  Jeopar- 
dized whenever  any  area  suffers  from  adverse 
producing  and  marketing  conditions:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

•■Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concurring  therein,  do  memorialize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  determine 
the  causes  of  the  decline  in  farm  and  Uve- 
stock  prices  and  to  take  necessary  corrective 
steps  to  stabilize  farm  Income  so  that  agri- 
culture may  obtain  its  rightful  share  of  the 
national  Income;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States, 
to  United  SUtes  Senator  Karl  Mundt,  to 
United  States  Senator  Francis  Case,  to  Con- 
gressman Harold  Lovre,  to  Congressman  E,  Y. 
Berrt,  and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress, 

"Rex  Terrt. 
"Lieutenant  Governor,  President  of 
the  Senate. 

"Niels  P,  Jensen. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Hobart  H,  Gates. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Walter  j.  Matson, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  15 
"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  His  Excel- 
lency, the  President  of  the  United  States; 
and  the  Director  of  the  National  Park  Serv- 
ice to  alter  a  current  policy  of  the  National 
Park  Service  and  permit  the  control  of 
prairie  dogs  and  other  small  injurioufi  ani- 
mals within  the  national  parks 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  (the  House  of  Represent- 
atives concurring  therein)  : 

"Whereas  the  State  of  South  Dakota  and 
particularly  the  agricultural  Interests  are 
concerned  with  the  Increasing  numbers  of 
rodents  and  other  Injurious  small  animals 
within  Its  borders;  and 

"Whereas  the  South  Dakota  Department  of 
Agriculture  at  the  present  time  has  a  pro- 
gram for  the  eradication  and  control  of 
such  animals;  and 

"Whereas  It  Is  the  current  policy  of  the 
Director  of  the  National  Park  Service  that 
prairie  dogs  and  other  small  injurious  ani- 
mals are  not  to  be  eradicated  or  controlled 
within  any  national  parks;  and 

"Whereas  these  animals,  protected  In  the 
park  areas,  spread  out  from  these  protected 
areas  to  vast  areas  beyond  thereby  making 
the  present  control  program  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  enforce  and  unavailing  in  result: 
Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
South  Dakota,  the  House  of  Representatives 
concurring  therein,  do  memorialize  the  Di- 
rector of  the  National  Park  Service  to  alter 
his  present  policy  relative  to  prairie  dogs  and 
other  animals  of  like  nature  and  permit  their 
control  and  eradication  where  feasible;  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  to  United 
States  Senator  Karl  Mundt,  to  United  States 
Senator     Francis     Case,     to     Congressman 
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Harold  Lovss,  to  Congresaman  E.  T.  Bmbit. 
and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress. 

"RKX  TniKT. 

"Lieutenant   Governor,   President 
of  the  Senate. 

"NiKLS  P.  Jensen, 

"Secretary  of  Senate. 
"HoBAKT   H.   Gates. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"W.  J.  Matson. 

•Chief  Clerk." 

Two  concurrent  resolutions  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 

"Senate    Concurrent    Resolution    8 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorallzlng    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  propose 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United   States   to    prevent    discrimination 
under  law  on  account  of  sex 
"Whereas    the    rights    of    the    women    of 
America  particularly  under  the  laws  of  many 
of  the  States  are  not  equal  with  the  rights  of 
men,    and    notwithstanding    the    emancipa- 
tion  of   women   In   many    fields   of   activity 
there  remain  in  other  phases  of  their  lives 
discriminations  against  them  under  the  law, 
their  rights  are  abridged  and  they  are  actual- 
ly restrained  In  certain  endeavors  and  pur- 
suits by  reason  only  of   their  sex;   and 

"Whereas  It  is  the  enlightened  view,  un- 
questioned now  by  any  thoughtful  person, 
that  women  should  share  fully  and  equally 
with  men  the  responsibilities  and  the  sac- 
rifices, the  rights  and  the  privileges  inci- 
dent to  American  citizenship,  and  notwlth- 
atandlng  their  sex  can  and  will  bear  equally 
with  men  the  full  burden  of  any  extremity 
of  physical,  mental  and  spiritual  effort  neces- 
sary to  maintain,  preserve  and  protect  our 
great  country;    and 

"Whereas  the  Republican  P&rty  has  long 
advocated  the  removal  of  all  discrimination 
against  women  under  law,  and  this  being  a 
propitious  time  to  put  into  effect  this  and 
other  principles  of  government  for  which 
this  great  party  has  taken  a  stand:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  33d 
session  of  the  South  Dakota  Legislature  (the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring  there- 
in) do  urge  and  memorialize  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  propose  the  following 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  ol  the  United 
States : 

"  equality  of  rights  under  the  law  shall 
not  be  denied  or  abridged  by  the  United 
States  or  by  any  State  on  account  of  sex. 
Congress  and  the  several  States  shall  have 
the  power  within  the  respective  Jurisdictions, 
to  endorse  this  article  by  appropriate  legis- 
lation. This  amendment  shall  take  effect 
3  years  after  the  date  of  ratification';  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency,  Dwight  D. 
Elsenhower,  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  to  tha  honorable  members  of  the 
Cabinet  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Hon- 
orable Karl  Mundt;  to  the  Honorable  Fran- 
cis Case,  United  States  Senators  from  South 
Dakota;  to  the  Honorable  E.  Y.  Berry  and 
the  Honorable  Harold  O.  Lovre,  Representa- 
tives in  Congress  from  South  Dakota;  and 
to  the  presiding  officers  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress. 

"Rex  Terkt, 
"Lieutenant   Governor, 
President  of  the  Senate. 

"Niels  P.  Jensen, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"HoBABT  H.  Gates, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"W.  J.  Matson. 

"Chief  Clerk.- 


"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  take  ap- 
propriate action  to  discontinue  the  prac- 
tice of  letting  and  awarding  contracts  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  or 
any   of   its   departments,   agencies,   or   in- 
strumentalities, on  a  cost-plus,  cost-plus- 
a-fixed-fee,  or  negotiated-contract  basis 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  (the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concurring   therein)  : 

"Whereas  the  letting  and  awarding  of 
contracts  on  a  cost-plus,  cost-plus-a-fixed- 
fee,  or  negotiated  basis  Is  not  In  keeping 
with  our  American  system  of  free  competi- 
tive enterprise,  In  that  It  stifles  competition 
In  the  employment  of  labor  and  in  the  pur- 
chase of  materials;  and 

"Whereas  it  places  a  premium  on  ineffi- 
cient and  shoddy  practice  and  operation,  and 
encourages  waste,  since  the  greater  the  cost 
of  the  project  or  undertaking  the  more  profit 
accrues  to  the  contractor;  and 

"Whereas  In  time  of  shortages  of  needed 
and  strategic  materials  for  military  purposes. 
It  causes  thousands  of  unnecessary  casual- 
ties In  our  Armed  Forces,  because  of  too 
little,  too  late';  and 

"Whereas  In  times  of  shortage  of  man- 
power and  needed  strategic  materials,  the 
elimination  of  the  practice  of  letting  Gov- 
ernment contracts  on  a  cost-plus,  cost-plus- 
a-fixed-fee  or  negotiated  basis  would  alle- 
viate such  shortage;   and 

"Whereas  the  practice  of  letting  and 
awarding  such  contracts  In  the  manner  re- 
ferred to  herein.  Is  demoralizing  the  morals 
both  of  the  worker  and  the  taxpayer  and 
discourages  prudent  management,  frugality, 
and  thrift  and  threatens  our  economic  sur- 
vival;   and 

"Whereas  such  practice  Is  extremely  Infla- 
tionary because  of  the  needed  strategic  ma- 
terials, and  the  waste  of  manpower  In  the 
employment  of  thousands  of  unnecessary 
workers,  who  on  account  of  Idleness  cause 
the  cost  of  completing  Government  contracts 
to  be  extremely  high;  and 

"Whereas,  through  savings  In  cost,  both  .i 
the  purchase  of  materials  and  in  the  employ- 
ment of  labor.  It  would  be  possible  to  save 
more  than  enough  to  balance  the  national 
budget  without  additional  taxes,  and  with- 
out. In  the  least.  Impairing  our  productive 
capacity,  but  rather  would  Increase  It;  and 
"Whereas  the  United  States  Government 
has  remedies  to  recover  any  excessive  profits; 
first,  through  renegotiation;  second,  through 
excess-profits  taxes;   Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  take  immediate  steps  to  stop 
the  practice  of  letting  or  awarding  contracts 
by  the  Government,  or  any  of  Its  depart- 
ments, agencies,  or  instrumentalities,  on  a 
cost-plus,  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee.  or  negotiated 
basis,  and  thereby  encouraging  the  letting 
and  awarding  of  such  contracts  by  means  of 
the  traditional  lump-sum  advertised-bld 
contracts   basis;    be   It   further 

"Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
United  States  Senator  Karl  Mundt.  United 
States  Senator  Francis  Case.  Congressman 
Harold  O.  Lovre.  and  to  Congressman  E.  Y. 
Berry,  and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress. 

"Rex   Terrt, 

"Lieutenant  Governor, 
President  of  the  Senate. 
"Niels  P.  Jensen, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"HoBAHT  H.  Gates. 

"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Waltkr    J.    Matson. 
'Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 


A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture   and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  20 
"Joint    resolution    relative    to    the    use    of 

moneys   received   from    the    national    for- 
ests 

"Whereas  there  are  extensive  national  for- 
ests in  the  State  of  California,  and  these  for- 
ests are  attracting  growing  numbers  of  peo- 
ple; and 

"Whereas  the  great  popularity  of  these 
forests  has  created  the  need  for  policing, 
sanitary,  and  other  services  and  facilities 
beyond  the  ability  of  local  governmental  au- 
thorities to  provide,  without  great  hardship, 
and  It  appears  Just  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, which  derives  revenues  from  the  na- 
tional forests,  should  also  help  pay  the  cost 
of  services  necessary  to  their  use;  and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  before  it  for  consideration  H.  R.  1972. 
which  provides  that  10  percent  of  all  moneys 
received  from  the  national  forests,  but  not 
to  exceed  $6 '2  million  In  any  year,  shall  be 
made  available  for  development,  mainte- 
nance and  operation  of  the  national  forests; 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  [jointly}.  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  Is  respectfully 
memorialized  to  enact  H.  R.  1972;  and  be  U 
further 

•Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  sen- 
ate Is  directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this 
resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  to  each 
Senator  and  Representative  from  California 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Montana;  to  the  Committee  oa 
Banking  and  Currency: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  9 

"Joint  memorial  to  President  Dwight  Elsen- 
hower and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  Senator  James  E.  Mur- 
ray and  Senator  Mike  Mansfield.  Congress- 
man Wesley  D'Ewart  and  Congressman  Lee 
Metcalf.  and  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans" Affairs 

"Whereas  Federal  Statute  475  of  the  81st 
Congress.  2d  session,  and  approved  April  20, 
1950,  will  expire  June  30.  1953;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  over  76,000  servicemen 
and  former  servicemen  In  Montana  with  a 
combined  total  of  several  million  in  the 
United  States  and  Its  possessions,  who  need 
loans  for  the  purchase  or  construction  of 
homes  for  themselves  and  their  families;  and 

"Whereas  the  Helena.  Mont  .  veterans"  dis- 
trict loan  office  is  of  vital  Importance  in  the 
expedient  administration  of  the  law  and 
the  maintenance  of  efficiency  and  service  to 
the  Montana  veterans;  and 

'Whereas  there  are  not  adequate  Federal 
funds  available  for  direct  loans  to  veterans, 
and  the  money  market  does  not  absorb  the 
low  Interest  rate  loans;  and 

"Whereas  there  is  now  a  critical  need  for 
loans  with  over  800  pending  applications  for 
loans  In  Montana,  and  thousands  withhold- 
ing applications  pending  approval  of  exten- 
sion and  modification  In  the  act;  and 

"Whereas  the  record  of  repayment  of  the 
Montana  loans  Is  exceptionally  good:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  33d  Legislative  As- 
sembly of  the  State  of  Montana  of  1953.  now 
In  session.  In  the  senate  and  the  house  of 
representatives  concurring,  do  most  earnestly 
request  the  Honorable  Dwight  Elsenhower. 
President,  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  AdmlnUtrator  of 
Veterans"  Affairs  to  extend  and  amend  Stat- 
ute 475  of  the  8l8t  Congress.  2d  session, 
which  expires  June  30.  1953.  by  providing 
lor  direct  loans  to  veterans;  and  be  it  further 
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"Resolved,  That  lnt<»rest  »nd  service  rate« 
on  guaranteed  loans  be  modified  to  make 
such  loans  marketable  on  the  money  mar- 
kets; and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial 
be  transmitted  by  the  secretary  of  the  State 
of  Montana  to  the  Honorable  Dwight  Eisen- 
hower, President,  an<l  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  Senator  James  E. 
Murray.  Senator  Mik*  Mansfield.  Congress- 
man Wesley  D'Ewart.  Congressman  Lee  Met- 
calf, and  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs,  Washington.  I).  C. 

"George  M.  Gosman. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"DiAN  CHArriN. 
"Speaker  of  the  House." 

A   Joint   resolution  of    the   Legislature   of 
the  State  of  Montana ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 
"Joint  memorial  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  State  of  MonUna 
to  the   Congress  of   the  United  States,  to 
United  States  Seniitors  James  E.  Murray 
and  Mike  Mansfield  and  Representatives 
Lee  Metcalf  and  AVesley  A.  D'Ewart,  re- 
questing    the     Congress     of     the     United 
States  of  America  to  make  study  and  make 
recommendations   necessary  to  revive  the 
gold  mining  Industry  of  Montana 
"Whereas,  since  October  1942.  most  of  the 
several  hundred  gold  mines  In  Montana  have 
been  closed  with  pnictlcally  no  mining  op- 
eration being  done  In  the  State,  which  has 
seriously    retarded    the    production   of    gold, 
a    condition    originally    brought    about    by 
shutdown  order  L-2C8  Imposed  by  the  United 
States    Government    during    World    War    II. 
When  the  aforesaid  order  was  rescinded  In 
1945.   most  of   the.sc    mines  were   unable   to 
reopen  and  resume  mining  operations,  owing 
to  the  greatly  increased  operating  costs  and 
the   fixed   price   of  j:old,   being   fixed   at  $35 
per  ounce,  established  and  since  maintained 
by    the   Oovernraenv   of   the    United   States, 
notwithstanding    geld    is    now    selling    in    a 
number    of   foreign    countries    at   the    price 
greatly  In  excess  of  that  fixed  by  the  United 
States;   and 

"Whereas  In  order  that  Montana  gold-pro- 
ducing mines  can  be  reopened  and  placed 
upon  a  profitable  operating  basis.  It  is  nec- 
essary that  existing  conditions  now  retard- 
ing the  gold-mine  Industry  be  materially 
changed:  Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  33d  Legvilative  Assembly 
nf  the  State  of  Montana  {the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  concurring).  That 
we  specifically  urge  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  appoint  a  committee  con- 
sisting of  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gres  and  other  persons  experienced  and  quali- 
fied to  study  the  appalling  situation  In  the 
gold-mining  industry  of  the  United  States 
and  to  make  such  recommendations  and 
to  enact  such  laws  In  accordance  therewith 
as  are  necessary  to  revive  the  said  industry 
and  place  It  upon  a  profitable  and  business- 
like basis;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  certified  copies  of  this 
memorial  be  submitted  by  the  secretary  of 
state  to  the  State  of  Montana  to  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  and  to  Senators 
James  E.  Murray  and  Mike  Mansfield  and 
Representatives  Lee  Metcalf  and  Wesley  A. 

D  EWART. 

"George  M.  Gosman, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

"Dean  Chaffin, 
"Speaker  of  the  House." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  6 
"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  respectfully  represents; 


"Whereu  section  1963  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  permits  a  final  Judgment  for  the 
recovery  of  money  or  jM-operty  entered  In  any 
district  cotirt  of  the  United  States  to  be 
registered  In  any  other  such  district  court 
and  therein  enforced,  without  the  necessity 
for  filing  a  suit  thereon  in  such  other  district 
court;  and 

"Whereas  the  provisions  thereof  do  not 
apply  to  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  necessary  to  file  another 
suit  In  any  Jurisdiction  outside  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  to  enforce  a  Judgment  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  and  to  file  a  suit  in  the  Territory  to 
enforce  a  Judgment  of  a  district  court  of  the 
United  States;  and 

"Whereas  such  procedure  causes  unwar- 
ranted expense,  delay,  and  obstruction  to  the 
administration  of  Justice  In  Alaska:  Now, 
therefore 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  respectfully  prays  that 
Congress  pass  H.  R.  1976.  83d  Congress.  1st 
session.  Introduced  by  Delegate  Bartlett. 
and  thereby  eliminate  an  unjust  discrimi- 
nation In  the  administration  of  Justice. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

Two   Joint  resolutions   of  the   Legislature 
of  the  Territory  of  Ahiska;   to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 
"House  Joint  Memorial  11 

"To  the  President  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States;  and  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior: 
"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  In  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  submits  that — 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  have,  by  an  overwhelming  referendum 
vote  of  20.544  to  3,479,  demanded  that  they 
be  given  self-control  of  the  fisheries  of  the 
Territory;   and 

"Whereas  repeated  legislation  has  been  in- 
troduced in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  by  Delegates  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  asking  that  the  people  of  Alaska  have 
extended  to  them  the  same  right  of  control 
over  their  major  nfitural  resoiuce  as  is 
granted  the  several  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  Territorial  legislature  has 
heretofore  created  and  appropriated  moneys 
to  a  Territorial  Fisheries  Department  and 
an  Alaskan  Fishery  Board;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  Alaska,  by  their 
mandate  have  shown  their  displeasure  with 
the  present  administrative  agency  and  Its 
regulations,  and  have  expressed  their  con- 
fidence and  belief  in  the  Alaska  Department 
of  Fisheries;  and 

"Whereas  public  hearings  held  for  the 
purpose  of  formulating  policies  and  regula- 
tions pertaining  to  the  control  of  this  major 
industry  should  be  held  at  times  when  fish- 
ing conditions  may  be  more  readily  ascer- 
tainable than  at  the  present  meetings  6 
months  prior  to  the  opening  of  any  fishing 
season,  and  all  such  hearings  should  be  held 
within  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  the  Alaska  Department  of  Fish- 
eries has  been  functioning  in  an  orderly  and 
efficient  manner  for  nearly  4  years,  and  are 
now  in  a  position  to  readily  expand  and  as- 
sume the  duties  and  responsibilities  Incident 
to  full  control  of  the  fisheries  of  Alaska  with 
a  minimum  of  delay  and  Inconvenience;  and 
"Whereas  it  Is  an  affront  to  the  people  of 
Alaska  that  their  continued  pleas  for  the 
right  to  manage  and  control  their  major  in- 
dustry and  resource  have  gone  unheeded; 
now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  In  21st  ses- 
sion assembled,  respectfully  prajrs  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  In  accordance 
with  the  mandate  of  the  people  of  Alaska, 
take  immediate  action  to  transfer  control  ol 


the  fisheries  of  Alaska  to  the  Government  at 
the  Terrltcn-y  of  Alaska. 
"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

"House  Joint  Memorial  13 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Congress  of  the   United  States;   to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  and  to  the 
Delegate  From  Alaska: 
"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  session  assem- 
bled, respectfully  represents: 

"Whereas  sport  fishing  in  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  for  grayling,  trout,  salmon,  and 
other  species  of  fish  constitutes  a  valuable 
recreation  for  the  residents  of  the  Terri- 
tory; and 

"Whereas  sport  fishing  is  an  Important 
recreational  attraction  for  visitors  and  tour- 
ists; and 

"Whereas  these  species  of  sport  fish  are 
already  showing  signs  of  depletion  In  waters 
adjacent  to  centers  of  p>opulation  and  along 
the  main  highways;  and 

"Whereas  the  1949  session  of  the  Terri- 
torial legislature  created  an  Alaska  Fisheries 
Board  and  an  Alaska  Deptirtment  of  Fish- 
eries; and 

"Whereas  the  Alaska  Fisheries  Board  rec- 
ognized the  necessity  for  restoration  and 
proper  management  of  these  depleted  waters 
by  setting  up  within  the  Alaska  Depart- 
ment of  Fisheries  a  sport  fish  division;  and 
"Whereas  this  sport  fish  division  Is  staffed 
with  well-trained  and  experienced  sport  fish 
biologists,  who  have  been  occupied  in  res- 
toration and  related  projects  for  the  past  2 
years;  and 

"Whereas,  under  the  present  Federal  Aid 
in  Fish  Restoration  Act  (64  Stat.  430),  com- 
monly known  as  the  Dlngell -Johnson  Act, 
funds  allotted  to  Alaska  are  not  given  to  the 
Territory  but  to  a  Federal  agency;  and 

"Whereas  In  the  case  of  the  other  Terri- 
tories and  possessions  (Hawaii,  Ptierto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands),  these  funds  are 
given  to  the  local  agencies;  Now,  therefore: 
"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  in  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  urges  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  amend  the  Federal  Aid  to  Fish 
Restoration  Act  (64  Stat.  430)  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior to  cooperate  with  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  by  allotting  Alaska's  share  of  the 
funds  for  the  conduct  of  fish  restoration  to 
the  Alaska  Department  of  Fisheries. 

"And  yoiu  memorialist  will  every  pray." 

A  resolution  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary: 
"Resolution    memorializing    Congress    with 

respect  to  modification  of  the  provisions 

of   the   McCarran   Immigration   Act 

"Whereas  upon  December  24,  1952,  the  new 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  1952  be- 
came effective,  known  as  the  McCarran  Im- 
migration Act;  and 

"Whereas  the  plan  to  codify  and  consoli- 
date the  Immigration  and  naturalization  law 
presented  our  lawgivers  with  an  excellent 
opportunity  to  remove  from  our  law  pertain- 
ing to  this  important  field  various  features 
generally  felt  to  be  inconsistent  with  our 
democratic  tradition  and  to  enact  a  truly 
modern  Imlgratlon  and  naturalization  law; 
and 

"Whereas  unfortunately,  this  opportunity 
has  been  missed  and  the  new  law  has  retained 
not  only  most  of  the  objectionable  features 
of  the  previous  law  but  in  muny  important 
respects  even  worsened  existing  laws;  and 

"Whereas  both  the  Republican  and  Demo- 
cratic Parties,  In  the  election  campaign  ol 
1952,  felt  impelled  to  call  for  a  revision  of  the 
McCarran  Immigration  Act,  since  the  new  en- 
actment has  been  generally  described  as  a 
T-cist,     discriminatory,     .".nd     retrogressive 
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xne««tire,'  and  there  la  every  evidence  of  con- 
certed beltef  that  the  law  should  be  rewritten 
and  a  better  law  presented  to  strike  an  'In- 
telligent, unblgoted  balance  between  the  im- 
migration welfare  of  America  and  the  prayer- 
ful hopes  of  the  unhappy  and  the  oppressed"; 
and 

"Whereas  while  It  la  necessary  and  proper 
that  our  Immigration  laws  contain  provisions 
to  prevent  the  entry  Into  our  country  of  per- 
sons who  might  engage  In  espionage  and 
other  subversive  activity.  It  has  been  stated 
that  'the  McCarran  Act  uses  this  goal  as  a 
device  for  building  an  Iron  curtain  around 
our  shores  and  excluding  many  people  who 
nylght  well  contribute  greatly  to  strength- 
ening our  country.  In  the  interests  of  an 
Illusory  security  this  act  sacriflces  basic  prin- 
ciples of  democracy  and  humanitarianism. 
unduly  and  unnecessarily  harasses  aliens  now 
In  our  country,  or  seeking  admission  to  it 
and  makes  such  aliens  and  naturalized  citi- 
zens exercise  basic  freedoms  such  as  freedom, 
of  association,  freedom  of  speech  and  freedom 
of  press  only  at  the  risk  of  subjecting  them- 
selves to  loss  of  citizenship  and  dep>ortation. 
In  the  hands  of  a  strict  and  unenlightened 
administration  this  law  can  cause  untold 
anguish  and  hardship  to  millions  of  peaceful 
residents  of  our  coiuitry';  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence 
Plantations  now  places  Itself  upon  record  as 
In  favor  of  modification  of  the  so-called  Mc- 
Carran Immigration  Act,  respectfully  re- 
questing Congress  to  take  prompt  action  for 
remedial  amendments  to  said  act  or  complete 
rewriting  of  the  same  for  enactment;  direct- 
ing the  secretary  of  state  to  transmit  duly 
certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the 
presiding  officers  of  each  honorable  body  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America." 

A  conciorrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota:   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce; 
"House  Concurrent  Resolution   D-1 

"Concurrent  resolution  opposing  the  repeal 
of    the    long-    and    short-haul    clause    of 
section  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
"Whereas  there  will  be  proposed  and  in- 
troduced   in    the    Congress    of    the    United 
States  legislation  providing  for  repeal  of  the 
long-   and   short-haul   clause   of   the   fourth 
section  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act;  and 
"Whereas  the  repeal  of  the  long-  and  short- 
haul  clause  would  permit  railroad  companies 
to  assess   lower   rates   and   charges   for   long 
hauls  than  for  shorter  hauls  over  the  same 
route  in  the  same  direction:   and 

"Whereas  the  charging  of  a  higher  rate 
for  a  short  haul  than  for  a  longer  haul,  the 
shorter  being  included  within  the  longer. 
Is  now  forbidden  on  North  Dakota  intrastate 
traffic  in  section  49-0409  of  the  North  Da- 
kota  Revised   Code   of    1943;    and 

"Whereas  the  passage  of  such  legislation 
will  result  in  increased  freight  rates  and 
charges  on  articles  moving  in  Interstate 
commerce  to  and  from  North  Dakota,  par- 
ticularly on  grain,  lignite,  and  other  com- 
modities, to  the  detriment  of  prcducers, 
shippers  and  consumers  of  the  State  of  North 
Dakota:  that  it  would  encourage  discrimi- 
nations In  rates  against  small  shippers  in 
favor  of  large  shippers  that  would  be  aeainst 
the  public  Interest;  and  would,  we  believe, 
be  in  the  end  detrimental  to  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  railroads  themselves:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  {the  Senate 
concurring  therein),  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  la  hereby  respectfully 
memorialized  and  urged  to  deny  the  passage 
of  any  legislation  providing  for  the  repeal  or 
amendment  of  the  long-  and  short-haul 
clause  of  the  fourth  section  of  the  Interstate 


Commerce  Act,  when,  aa,  and  if  presented 
for  its  consideration:  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  senators  and  repre- 
aentatlves  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  In 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  put  forth  every  honorable  effort 
to  defeat  the  aforesaid  type  of  legislation 
upon  presentation  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  copies  of  this  me- 
morial be  forwarded  forthwith  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  the  senators  and  rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 
"Waltkh  Bubel. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"V.     L.    GiLBBEATH, 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
"C.  P.  Dahl, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
''Edward    Ieno. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Georgia;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance: 

"House  Resolution  2C8 
"Resolution  memoralizing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  enact  legislation 
which  will  return  to  the  several  States 
amounts  collected  as  unemployment  tax 
by  the  Federal  Government  In  excess  of 
grants  for  administration  costs  of  the  un- 
employment Insurance  and  employment 
service  program 

"Whereas  the  several  States  are  responsible 
by  law  for  administration  of  the  unemploy- 
ment insurance  and  employment  service  pro- 
gram; and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  levies  a 
payroll  tax  of  three-tenths  of  1  percent  on 
employers  of  eight  or  more  persons  to  pay 
the  administrative  costs  of  such  State  pro- 
grams; and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  col- 
lected since  1937  from  Georgia  employers  for 
the  administration  of  such  program  over  $6 
million  more  than  has  been  returned  to  the 
State,  while  the  amounts  returned  to  Georgia 
have  been  grossly  Inadequate  to  provide  fltx- 
Ible  administration:  and 

"Whereas  each  State  Is  limited  to  the 
amount  allowed  it  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment with  the  excess  of  such  tax  being  di- 
verted for  purposes  other  than  Intended;  and 

"Whereas  an  Inadequate  operating  fund 
restricts  service  to  Job  seekers  In  finding  work 
and  to  employers  seeking  workers,  makes  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  prompt  detection  of  fraud- 
ulent benefit  claims,  hinders  activities  to 
prevent  tax  evasions,  Impairs  effectiveness  of 
control  over  disbursements  from  the  unem- 
ployment insurance  fund,  and  circumscribes 
the  fulfillment  of  the  objectives  of  the  en- 
tire program:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  hereby  is  respectfully  memo- 
rialized to  enact  legislation  which  will  ( 1 ) 
earmark  the  taxes  collected  under  the  Fed- 
eral Unemployment  Tax  Act  for  the  purposes 
of  the  employment  security  program  In  each 
State;  (2)  make  reasonable  provisions  as- 
suring all  States  equitable  participation  In 
the  allotment  of  such  funds;  (3)  transfer  to 
the  States  for  use  in  the  employment  security 
program  any  excess  over  the  amounts  allo- 
cated by  the  Federal  administrative  agencies 
with  full  responsibility  resting  on  each  State 
agency  for  the  proper  use  thereof;  and  be  it 
further 

'Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States;  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  chair- 


man of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and  each 
Member  of  the  Congreaa  from  the  State  of 
Georgia." 

A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Georgia;    to  the  Committee  on  Finance: 
"House  Resolution   175 

"Whereas  highways  of  the  country,  includ- 
ing the  streets  aiid  bridges,  are  by  tradition 
and  by  law  the  property  and  responsibility 
of  the  States  and  the  subdivlslona  thereof; 
and 

"Whereas  taxation  of  motor  fuel  tradi- 
tionally has  been  relied  upon  by  the  States 
to  produce  a  major  part  of  the  revenue 
necessary  to  construct  and  maintain  their 
State  highways  and  local  roads,  and  the 
Federal  Government,  by  its  continued  Im- 
position of  this  levy,  is  usurping  a  tax  field 
which  should  be  reserved  to  the  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  Imposed 
Its  automotive  excise  taxes  as  temporary 
emergency  measures  during  the  early  1930's, 
but  has  continued  these  taxes  in  eSect  ever 
since  at  increasing  rates;  and 

"Whereas  the  motorists  of  this  country  are 
now  paying  »5  billion  a  year  In  State  and 
Federal  motor  vehicle  and  gasoline  taxes. 
of  which  $2  billion  Is  paid  out  annually  for 
the  Federal  gasoline  and  automotive  excise 
tuxes:  and 

"Whereas  the  Invasion  of  the  field  of  gaso- 
line taxation  by  the  Federal  Government  haa 
made  the  total  State  and  Federal  tax  on  a 
gallon  of  gasoline  equal  to  36  percent  of  the 
retail  price  on  a  national  average:    and 

"Whereas  It  has  been  recognized  by  the 
Council  of  State  Governments  and  the  Gov- 
ernors' Conference  that  this  burden  of  Fed- 
eral gasoline  and  automotive  taxes  seriously 
impairs  the  ability  of  the  States  to  carry 
out  their  highway  programs:  Therefore  be  It 

"Reiolved.  That  the  Legislature  of  Georgia 
urgently  requests  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment retire  Immediately  from  the  field  of 
motor  fuel  taxation:  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
to  every  member  of  the  Georgia  delegation 
In  Congress,  to  the  chairman  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  the  United  States 
House  of  Representatives  and  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  and  that  the  Governor  of 
Georgia  Is  urged  to  advise  all  members  of  the 
Georgia  delegation  In  Congress  of  the  im- 
portance  of    this    matter." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Georgia:  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"House  Resolution  209 

"Resolution  commending  Senator  Richakd 
B.  Russell  and  Senator  Milton  R.  Young 
for  Introducing  legislation  extending  the 
present  farm  price  support  law.  and  urg- 
ing all  members  of  the  Georgia  congres- 
sional delet^atlon  to  aid  in  the  passage  of 
this  bill:   and  for  other  purposes 

"Whereas  the  present  farm  price  support 
law  is  at  90  percent  of  parity;  and 

"Whereas  said  suppwrt  law  gives  the  farmer 
a  fair  return  on  his  crops  In  relation  to  his 
purchasing  power,  and  tends  to  stabilize 
prices  of  farm  products;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  support  law  expires 
In  December  1954;   and 

"Whereas  the  general  public  Is  uncertain 
as  to  the  farm  price  support  policy  to  be 
followed  by  the  present  Federal  administra- 
tion; and 

"Whereas  the  Honorable  Richard  B.  Rus- 
sell, distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia, 
and  Hon.  Milton  R.  Young,  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  have  introduced 
legislation  extending  the  present  price  sup- 
port law  3  years  beyond  1954;   and 

"Whereas  an  extension  of  said  parity  law 
is  desirable  for  the  farmers  ol  Georgia:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 
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"Resolved  by  the  house  of  representatives 
(the  senate  concurring).  That  all  members 
of  the  Georgia  congressional  delegation  be 
urged  and  requested  to  exert  all  efforts  pos- 
sible to  effect  the  passage  of  the  Russell- 
Young  bill;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  Senator  Richard  B.  Rus- 
STLL  and  Senator  Miltom  R.  Young  be  hereby 
commended  for  Introducing  this  bill;  oe  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  the  clerk  of  the  house  of 
representatives  send  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to 
Senator  Young  and  Senator  Russell,  to  each 
member  of  the  Georgia  congressional  dele- 
gation, and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  Hcuse  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota:  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  Con- 
gress to  have  the  Government  pay  for  weed 
eradication  on  federally  owned  land 
"Whereas    the    State    of    Minnesota    haa 
undertaken  a  program  of  eradicating  noxious 
weeds   for   the   protection  of   the  public   by 
destroying   the   weeds   and   transferring    the 
cost  to  the  owner  by  an  added  tax  on  the 
property  wher^  the  owner  has  failed  to  elimi- 
nate the  weeds  on  his  own  land; 

"Whereas  many  cases  arise  Involving  prop- 
erty owned  by  the  United  States  or  owned 
by  the  United  States  in  trust  for  certain  In- 
dians or  Indian  tribes  which,  tnrough  the 
neglect  of  the  owner,  has  necessitated  weed 
eradication  on  such  land  by  certain  political 
subdivisions  of  the  State:  Now,  therefore,  be 
it 

"Resolved  by  the  senate  {the  hotLSt  of 
representatives  concurring),  That  the  Con- 
gress be  requested  to  enact  legislation  which 
would  pay  the  cost  of  weed  eradication  on 
all  lands  owned  by  the  United  States,  or  on 
which  the  United  States  holds  an  easement 
of  any  kind  or  owned  by  the  United  States 
in  trust  for  certain  Indians  or  Indian  tribes, 
and  where  the  growing  of  such  weeds  will  In- 
lest  the  agricultural  lands  of  this  State; 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state 
transmit  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Repre.sentatives  of  the  United  States  and 
to  each  Member  of  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Minnesota. 

"Approved  March  6.  1953. 

"C.  Elmer  Anderson, 
"Governor  of  the  State  of  Minnesota." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  10 

"Whereas  by  Public  Law  411,  chapter  4€0 
of  the  2d  session  of  the  82d  Congress,  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  was  amended  by 
deleting  the  words  'within  the  continental 
United  States'  In  the  last  sentence  thereof, 
and  by  adding  the  following  sentence  at 
the  end  of  the  section: 

"  'When  so  provided  in  appropriations 
available  for  any  fiscal  year  for  the  main- 
tenance of  hospitals  of  the  Service,  the  Sur- 
geon General  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  payments  to  the  Board  of  Health  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  for  the  care  and 
treatment  in  its  facilities  of  persons  afflicted 
with  leprosy  at  a  per  diem  rate,  determined 
from  time  to  time  by  the  Surgeon  General, 
which  shall,  subject  to  the  availability  of 
appropriations,  be  approximately  equal  to 
the  per  diem  operating  cost  per  patient  of 
such  facilities,  except  that  such  p)er  diem 
rate  shall  not  be  greater  than  the  comparable 
per  diem  operating  cost  per  patient  at  the 
National  Leprosarium.  Carvllle,  La.';  and 

"Whereas  the  per  diem  rate  so  determined 
by  the  Surgeon  General  was  $9.26,  which  per 
diem   rate   is   substantially   below    that   of 


tll.58   at   Carvllle   Leproearium,   Louisiana; 
and 

"Whereas  a  payment  was  made  in  1952  to 
the  Board  of  Health  of  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii covering  such  per  diem  rate  and  It  la 
anticipated  that  there  will  be  paid  by  the 
Veterans"  Administration  the  estimated  sum 
of  $31,109.80  during  fiscal  year  1952-53,  the 
estimated  grand  total  being  $531,109.80;  and 
"Whereas  the  appropriation  of  $585,912.74 
to  cover  the  amount  called  for  by  the  said 
per  diem  rate  for  the  remainders  of  the  cur- 
rent year  has  been  deleted  from  the  supple- 
mental appropriations  bill  in  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  and 

'"Whereas  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  is  in  heartiest  sympathy  with  the 
efforts  of  the  Congress  and  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  cease  deficit  spending  and  to  use 
every  reasonable  economy  in  the  conduct  of 
government,  but  nevertheless  feels  that  the 
last  subject  of  economy,  next  to  the  proper 
and  adequate  defense  of  the  United  States, 
should  be  the  care  of  those  stricken  with 
the  dreadful  disease  of  leprosy  for  which 
care,  within  the  continental  United  States, 
the  Congress  continues  to  make  provision; 
and 

"Whereas  to  provide  for  the  care  of  pa- 
tients alQicted  with  leprosy  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  continental  United  States 
without  provision  for  their  care  in  that  por- 
tion of  the  United  States  which  lies  without 
the  continental  boundaries  adds  an  addi- 
tional wound  to  the  sufferers  from  leprosy: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  27th  Legis- 
lature of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  (the  House 
of  Representatives  concurring).  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  be,  and  it  Is 
hereby,  memorialized  to  Include  in  any  sup- 
plemental, deficiency,  or  other  appropriation 
bill  a  sufficient  amount  to  cover  the  per  diem 
operating  costs  per  patient  of  the  sufferers 
from  leprosy  cared  for  by  the  Board  of  Health 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  and  be  it  further 
"Resolved,  That  duly  authenticated  copies 
of  this  concurrent  resolution  be  forwarded 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  to  the  chairmen  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  the  Delegate  to  the  Congress 
from  Hawaii." 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 
A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives  of    the   State   of   New   Mexico;    to   the 
Committee  on  Finance: 

"House  Memorial  2 
"Memorial  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  requesting  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Social  Security  Act  to  the 
effect  that  in  determining  the  need  of 
applicants  or  recipients  for  old-age  assist- 
ance, aid  to  dependent  children,  or  aid  to 
the  permanently  and  totally  disabled,  the 
first  $50  of  earned  Income  be  disregarded 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico: 

"Whereas  the  Social  Security  Act  provides 
that  in  determining  the  need  olf  applicants 
or  recipients  for  aid  to  the  needy  blind,  any 
other  Income  and  resources  of  the  Individual 
claiming  aid  to  the  blind  shall  be  taken  into 
consideration,  except  that  in  making  such 
determination  the  first  $50  per  month  of 
earned  Income  shall  be  disregarded,  and  the 
earned  Income  so  disregarded  shall  -not  be 
taken  Into  consideration  in  determining  the 
need  of  any  other  individual  applying  for  or 
receiving  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent 
children,  aid  to  the  blind,  or  aid  to  the  per- 
manently and  totally  disabled;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  deemed  desirable  that  this 
exemption  be  granted  to  all  applicants  or 


recipients  oS  any  category  of  public  assist- 
ance for  which  provision  Is  made  in  the 
Social  Security  Act :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  memo- 
rialized to  enact  an  amendment  to  the  Social 
Secxirlty  Act  that  In  determining  the  need 
of  applicants  or  recipients  for  old-age  assist- 
ance, aid  to  dependent  children,  or  aid  to  the 
permanently  and  totally  disabled,  any  other 
Income  and  resources  of  the  individual  claim- 
ing such  aid  shall  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion, except  that  in  making  such  determi- 
nation the  first  $50  per  month  of  earned  in- 
come shall  be  disregarded,  and  the  earned 
Income  so  disregarded  shall  not  be  taken  into 
consideration  In  determining  the  need  of  any 
other  Individual  applying  for  or  receiving 
old-ag3  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  children, 
aid  to  the  blind,  or  aid  to  the  permanently 
and  totally  disabled;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  certified  copies  of  this 
memorial  be  sent  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  of  New  Mexico's 
delegation  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

"Alvin  Stockton, 
"Speaker,  House  of  Representatives. 

"LiLLEN    C.    HOMAN, 

"Chief  Clerk.  House  of  Representatives. 
"Approved  by  me  this  27th  day  of  February 
1953. 

"Edwtn  L.  Mechem, 
"Governor,  State  of  New  Mexico." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  New  Mexico, 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred  to   the   Committee    on   Finance.) 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico;   to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

"House    Joint   Memorial   8 

"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  provide  assistance 
to  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands 
"Whereas  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands 
was   the   first   European   country   to   Inform 
the  United  States  that  economic  aid  was  no 
longer  needed  under  the  economlc-ald  pro- 
gram of  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands 
has  recently  suffered  a  tragic  disaster  that 
killed  hundreds  of  Its  people,  that  ruined 
over  40  percent  of  the  farmland  of  the  king- 
dom, and  generally  devastated  the  homes 
and  property  of  the  kingdom;  and 

"Whereas  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  of  Viis  State  sympathize  with  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Netherlands  over  their  tragic 
losses  and  desire  to  extend  material  help  to 
alleviate  their  suffering:  Now.  therefore,  be 
It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  and  it  hereby  Is  memorial- 
ized to  provide  assistance  to  the  kingdom  of 
the  Netherlands  for  the  purpose  of  alleviat- 
ing the  physical  and  material  suffering  of 
its  people  resulting  from  the  rec*nt  tragic 
disaster;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  duly  enrolled  and  en- 
grossed copies  of  this  memorial  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  u> 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  to 
each  of  the  New  Mexico  delegation  in  Con- 
gress and  to  Queen  Juliana  of  the  Nether- 
lands." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.) 


■? 


m 


1844 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  11 


!; 


t   i 


By  ICr.  GRSDf : 
A  resolution  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island;  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"House  Resolution  002 

"Resolution  respectfully  urging  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  act 
favorably  upon  Senate  692,  a  biU  to  pro- 
hibit discrimination  in  employment  be- 
cause of  race,  color,  religion,  national  ori- 
gin, or  ancestry 

"Whereas  there  was  introduced  into  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America  upon 
January  29.  1953.  Senate  bill  692.  a  bill  to 
prohibit  discrimination  in  employment  be- 
cause of  race,  color,  religion,  national  origin, 
or  ancestry:  and 

"Whereas  this  bill  was  introduced  under 
the  nonpartisan  cosponsorsblp  of  the  follow- 
ing distinguished  Senators:  Mr.  Ives  and  Mr. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Dtrrr,  Mr.  Dotjgias,  Mr. 
Hknorickson.  &fr.  Green,  Mr.  Lancer.  Mr. 
KzNNKDY-,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Kn.GOKE,  Mr. 
PxjXTEU.,  Mr.  Lehman.  Mr.  Saltonstall.  Mr. 
Magnttson,  Mr.  SMrm  of  New  Jersey,  Mr. 
Pastore,  and  Mr.  Morse;  and 

"Whereas,  according  to  the  statement  ac- 
companying its  introduction  by  Its  sponsors, 
elimination  of  discrimination  In  employment 
is  the  very  heart  of  the  civil-rights  program; 
and 

"Whereas  such  discrimination  denies 
equality  of  opportunity  and  constitutes  an 
outright  violation  of  our  American  creed;  and 
"Whereas  this  legislation  furnishes  the 
most  practical  and  effective  medium  by  which 
to  guarantee  to  everyone  equal  opportunity 
to  earn  a  living  according  to  his  ability, 
regardless  of  parentage,  or  religious  faith; 
and 

"Whereas  the  Rhode  Island  General  As- 
sembly, having  witnessed  the  constructive 
accomplishments  In  this  field  by  the  opera- 
tion of  our  own  State  law,  realizes  the  need 
for  a  similar  act  at  the  Federal  level  for  em- 
ployment In  Interstate  commerce;  and 

"Whereas  we  are  In  agreement  with  the 
sponsors  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  would 
provide  a  process  that  will  assist  In  making 
our  American  creed  a  living  reality  and  In 
establishing  at  home  the  observance  of  the 
Ideals  and  principles  for  which  we  profess  to 
stand  among  the  nations  of  the  world:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

••Resolved.  That  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence 
Plantations  does  respectfully  urge  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  act  favorably 
upon  Senate  bill  692  and  requests  the  Sena- 
tors and  Congressmen  from  Rhode  Island  in 
said  Congress  to  use  their  good  offices  to  se- 
cure the  prompt  passage  of  this  measure;  and 
be  It  further 

'•Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
and  he  is  hereby  authorized  to  transmit  duly 
certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Sen- 
ators and  Congressmen  from  Rhode  Island 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America." 

By  Mr.  WELKER: 
A   joint   resolution    of    the   Legislature    of 
the   State   of  Idaho;    to   the   Conunittee   on 
Finance: 

"House   Joint    Memorial    4 
"To    the    Honorable    Senate    and    House    of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  in 
Congress   Assembled: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  respectfully  represent 
that— 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  pres- 
ently derives  over  $3  billion  annually  from 
automotive  excise  taxes  of  which  about  9800 
million  is  from  fuel  tax,  orginally  imposed 
as  emergency  taxes  during  the  depression 
period,  lnc(9aM0  during  World  War  n  and 
increM««T4|BM  In   1951;    and 

"Where**  Hm  ImposiUon  of  these  Federal 
taxes  Is  an  lafHngement  on  the  tax  source 
originally  reserved  to  the  States  for  the  de- 
velopment of  their  highways  and  is  counter 


to  the  expressed  policy  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; and 

"Whereas  the  critical  Inadequacy  of  im- 
portant segments  of  our  highways  has  creat- 
ed a  virtual  crisis  for  highway  transp>ortation 
which  is  as  critical  as  any  emergency  facing 
our  country  today  and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Idaho  is  in  need  of 
additional  revenues  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  its  highways,  but  is  experi- 
encing extreme  difficulty  in  its  efforts  to 
obtain  additional  revenue  needed  for  this 
purjxwe  because  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
existing  overall  tax  burden  now  imposed 
upon  the  motor-using  public:  Now.  there- 
fore, be  it 

'•Resolved.  That  the  32d  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  the  State  of  Idaho  most  lu-gently  pray 
that  the  Federal  Government  retire  Immedi- 
ately from  the  field  of  motor  fuel  taxation 
and  as  soon  as  possible  repeal  all  of  the 
Federal  automotive  excise  taxes;  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be  authorized  and  he  is 
hereby  directed  to  immediately  forward  cer- 
tified copies  of  this  memorial  to  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  In  Congress  from  this  State." 


STABILIZATION  OP  MARKET  FOR 
METALS— JOINT  RESOLUTION  OF 
IDAHO  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President, 
there  has  been  widespread  disruption  in 
the  domestic-mining  industry  as  a  result 
of  the  dumping  of  foreign  metals  in  this 
country.  The  Idaho  Legislature  re- 
cently took  cognizance  of  this  desperate 
situation  by  the  adoption  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  No.  7.  supporting  the  pro- 
ptosed  stabilization  import  tax  on  lead 
and  zinc.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  the  joint  memorial  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  and  appropriately 
referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  and,  under  the  rule,  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows; 

Senate  Joint  Memorial  7 
To   the   Honorable   Dwicht   D.   Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States:  the  Hon- 
orable Charles  E.  Wilson.  Secretary  of 
Defense;     the    Honorable    EKjdclas    Mc- 
Kay. Secretary  of  the  Interior;   Howard 
I.    YotJNG.    Deputy    Administrator.    De- 
fense Materials;  J.  D.  Small,  Chairman, 
Munitions  Board: 
We.    your    memorialists,    the    senate    and 
house    of    representatives    of    the    State    of 
Idaho.  In  legislative  session  duly  and  regu- 
larly   assembled,    most    respectfully    present 
the    following   preamble    and   resolution,   to 
wit: 

Whereas  the  base  metal-mining  industry 
of  the  United  States  has  suffered  serlovu  cur- 
tailment, and  is  threatened  with  further  cur- 
tailment, through  dumping  of  lead  and  zinc 
from  low-wage  foreign  countries  creating  an 
unemployment  situation  for  a  large  number 
of  the  American  metal  miners;    and 

Whereas  the  domestic  lead  and  zinc  miner 
has  suffered  from  the  effects  of  currency  de- 
valuation and  the  monopolistic  practices  of 
foreign  governments  in  the  purchase  and 
sale   of   metals;    and 

Whereas  Idaho  as  well  as  many  other  sec- 
tions of  the  United  States  is  in  a  large 
measure  dependent  upon  the  new  wealth  cre- 
ated by  the  mining  and  processing  of  these 
metals  for  the  maintenance  of  its  economy 
and  for  the  purchasing  of  commodities 
needed  by  Idaho  but  not  produced  in  Idaho 
and 

Whereas  unemployment  and  loss  of  pro- 
duction caused  by  dumping  from  low-wags 


countries  la  depriving  local,  county,  and 
State  governments  of  much-needed  tax  In- 
come;   and 

Whereas  the  American  taxpayer  has  been 
called  upon  to  finance  the  expansion  of  for- 
eign production  of  metals  and  minerals  in 
competition  with  home  production  to  the 
detriment  of  the  development  of  reserves 
vitally  needed  in  this  country  for  national 
security;  and 

Whereas  propaganda  from  Washington 
during  recent  years  has  endeavored,  without 
foundation,  to  place  this  country  in  a  have- 
not  cla;  •..  to  the  end  that  tariffs  on  basic 
commodities,  including  metals,  should  be 
abandoned;    Now.    therefore,    be    it    Jointly 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  32d  Session  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Idaho  {the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  concurring  therein).  That 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  and  is 
hereby  memorialized  to  approve  legislation 
for  the  stabilizing  of  the  market  for  metals 
at  prices  consistent  with  the  prevailing  do- 
mestic economic  level  through  the  enact- 
ment of  constructive  legislation  providing 
for  a  sliding  scale  stabilization  import  tax. 
This  legislation  will  promote  the  development 
of  our  natural  resources  and  protect  our  do- 
mestic economy  in  the  interest  of  national 
security;  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be.  and  he  hereby  is.  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  Honorable  Dwlght  D. 
Elsenhower.  President  of  the  United  States; 
Secretary  of  Defense.  Charles  E.  Wilson: 
Douglas  McKay,  Secretary  of  Interior;  How- 
ard I.  Young,  Deputy  Administrator.  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency;  J.  D.  Small. 
Chairman,  Munitions  Board;  Hon.  Henry  C. 
Dworshak.  United  States  Senate:  Hon.  Her- 
man Welker.  United  States  Senate;  Hon. 
Hamer  H.  Budge,  and  Hon.  Grade  Pfost, 
United  States  House  of  Representatives;  Hon, 
Richard  M,  Nixon.  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States;  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin.  Jr., 
Speaker  of  the  House:  Hon.  George  M.  Ma<- 
lone,  Chairman  Senate  Mines  Committee, 
and  Hon.  A.  L.  Miller,  Chairman  of  Hous« 
Internal  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho,  identi- 
cal with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


OFFSHORE  OIL  RESOURCES— RESO- 
LUTION OF  MEMBERS  OF  MID- 
LAND COOPERATIVE  WHOLESALE, 
CAMBRIDGE,  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  at 
the  Midland  district  VI  wholesale  meet- 
ing of  cooperatives  held  at  Cambridge, 
Minn.,  on  February  25,  1953,  relating  to 
offshore  oil  resources. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Great  petroleum  reserves  lie  off  the  coast 
of  the  United  States  which  should  be  de- 
veloped for  the  ben-fit  of  all  of  the  States. 
The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  heard 
the  whole  case  for  and  against  title  of  coastal 
States  to  these  resources  and  has  ruled  three 
times  that  oil  beyond  the  tldelands  belongs 
to  all  the  48  States. 

Now  an  effort  is  being  made  to  take  that 
oil  for  the  benefit  of  only  a  few  of  the 
States:  Be  it 

Resolved.  That  members  of  Midland  Co- 
operative Wholesale  comprising  district  VI 
(including  over  35  cooperative  organizations 
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In  east  central  Minnesota)  hereby  express 
their  desire  that  their  representatives  in  Con- 
gress work  and  vote  to  retain  Federal  rights  in 
offshore  oil  which  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  says  are  properly  Federal  rights. 

This  meeting  of  district  VI  members  calls 
upon  all  not  present  and  upon  fellow  co- 
operators  in  the  Midland  region  to  Join  them 
In  writing  Members  of  Congress  to  express 
their  concern  for  protecting  the  petroleum 
resources  which  belong  to  all  of  us. 


PROHIBITION  OP  ALCOHOLIC  BEV- 
ERAGE ADVERTISING  IN  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE— PETITION 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent a  petition  signed  by  citizens  of  Re- 
hoboth  Beach,  Del.,  in  support  of  legis- 
lation to  prohibit  alcoholic- beverage  ad- 
vertising over  the  radio,  and  television, 
and  in  magazines  and  newspapers, 
which  I  ask  be  printed  in  the  Record 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in 
Congress: 
We,  the  undersigned,  respectfully  petition 
you  to  protect  us  In  our  rights  as  parents 
and  as  purchasers  by  passing  legislation  to 
prohibit  alcoholic-beverage  advertising  over 
the  radio,  and  television,  and  In  our  maga- 
zines and  newspapers.  Our  television  sets 
are  being  rendered  worse  than  useless  to  us 
by  alcoholic-beverage  advertising,  and  our 
children  are  being  led  to  believe  that  alcohol 
is  harmless  and  to  glorify  crime  by  means  of 
such  advertising. 


McCARRAN -WALTER  IMMIGRATION 
ACT 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  a  statement  and  a  resolu- 
tion which  were  introduced  in  both 
houses  of  the  New  York  State  legislature 
memorializing  Congress  to  revise  the 
McCarran-Walter  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Act.  The  resolution  was 
sponsored  in  the  New  York  State  senate 
by  Senator  Alfred  E.  Santangelo,  in  co- 
operation with  Senators  Joseph  R.  Mar- 
ro.  and  Arthur  Wachtel.  It  was  intro- 
duced in  the  assembly  by  Assemblyman 
Philip  V.  Baczkowski,  in  cooperation  with 
Assemblyman  Louis  A.  CioflB. 

It  has  had  the  support  of  Senator 
Francis  J.  Mahoney,  minority  leader  of 
the  senate,  and  Assemblyman  Eugene  F. 
Banningan,  minority  leader  of  the 
astembly. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  resolution  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Joint    Statxmknt    bt    Senator    Francis    J. 

Mahoney.  Minority  Leader  of  the  Senate, 

AND    Assemblyman    Eugene    F.    Bannigan, 

Minority    Leader   or  the  Assembly,   New 

York 

Senator  Francis  J.  Mahoney  and  Assem- 
blyman Eugene  F.  Bannigan,  Democratic 
legislative  leaders,  announced  today  that  the 
party  In  the  State  will  launch  a  vigorous  drive 
for  complete  revision  of  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Immigration  Act. 

The  first  step  In  thU  drive  will  be  intro- 
duction of  a  resolution  into  the  State  legis- 
lature that  will  memorialize  Congress  for  a 
new  immigration  act  with  the  obnoxious  na- 
tional origin  quota  feature  of  the  present 


act  eliminated.  Senator  Alfred  E.  Santan- 
gelo, in  cooperation  with  Senators  Joseph  R. 
Marro  and  Arthur  Wachtel.  will  sponsor  the 
resolution  in  the  senate.  Assemblyman 
Philip  V.  Baczkowski.  in  cooperation  with 
Assemblyman  Louis  A.  Cioffl.  will  be  its  spon- 
sors in  the  assembly. 

"The  McCarran-Walter  Act  Is  an  affront  to 
all  freedom-loving  people  of  the  world,"  said 
Senator  Mahoney  and  Assemblyman  Banni- 
gan in  a  Joint  statement.  "It  was  conceived 
in  fear  and  is* based  on  the  assumption  that 
some  races  are  superior  to  others.  This  is 
contradictory  to  American  ideals  and  beliefs. 
President  Truman  vetoed  this  act  originally. 
President  Elsenhower,  on  October  17,  said: 
'The  McCarran  immigration  law  must  be  re- 
written. A  better  law  must  be  written  that 
will  strike  an  Intelligent,  unblgoted  balance 
between  the  Immigration  welfare  of  America 
and  the  prayerful  hopes  of  the  unhappy  and 
the  oppressed.' 

"We  of  New  York  must  do  all  in  our  power 
to  take  the  leadership  in  the  struggle  to 
revise  this  law.  The  resolution  to  be  offered 
the  legislature  tonight  follows: 

"  'Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congrees  of  the  United  States  to  enact 
amendments  to  the  1952  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  known  as  the  McCarran 
Act 

"  'Whereas  widespread  criticism  and  pro- 
tests have  been  leveled  against  the  1952  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act,  known  as  the 
McCarran  Act;  and 

"  Whereas  the  President's  Commission  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  has  em- 
phasized the  urgency  of  revision  of  the  Mc- 
Carran Act  from  beginning  to  end;  and 

"  Whereas  this  law  has  become  a  sore  spot 
in  our  relations  with  nations  that  have  been, 
a/e,  and  must  continue  to  be  our  loyal 
friends.  If  our  country  is  to  thrive  and  the 
free  world  Is  to  survive;  and 

"  'Whereas  this  law  was  enacted  In  the 
last  stage  of  the  previous  Congress  and  de- 
bated in  an  atmosphere  of  rancorous  par- 
tisanship and  petty  factionalism;   and 

"  Whereas  President  Eisenhower  himself 
has  given  more  than  one  clear-cut  Indication 
that  he  finds  provisions  of  the  McCarran  law 
obnoxious  In  their  effect  and  Iniquitous  in 
their  content;  and 

"  "Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  reveals  a 
backwardness  and  shortsightedness  that  can 
lead  any  nation  only  Into  a  blind  alley  of 
frustration  and  folly;  and 

"  Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  retains  ori- 
gin quotas  which  hinder  the  further  growth 
of  our  Nation;  and 

"  "Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  discrimi- 
nates against  the  Italians,  who  have  re- 
pulsed the  spread  of  communism  In  Europe; 
against  the  Greeks  who  are  struggling  to  as- 
sist the  helpless  victims  of  a  Communist 
civil  war;  the  Turks  who  are  warriors  of 
freedom;  and 

"  "Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  perpetuates 
all  the  Injustices  Included  in  the  Quota  Act 
of  1924,  and  the  National  Origins  Act  for- 
merly adopted  in  1929  which  was  designed  to 
bar  people  born  in  southern  and  eastern 
Europe;  and 

"  'Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  perpetuates 
the  doctrine  of  nordic  superiority  which  we 
fought  so  bitterly  in  World  War  II;  and 

"  "Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  dims  the 
luster  of  the  torch  of  liberty,  the  symbol  of 
hope  and  freedom;  and 

'"  "Whereas  the  McCarran  Act  renders  nat- 
uralized citizens  as  second  class  citizens 
without  the  full  privileges  of  American  citi- 
zenship; and 

"  'Whereas  those  countries  which  we  have 
befriended  and  aided  financially  and  other- 
wise, regard  this  law  as  controverting  our 
avowed  good  neighbor  policy  and  as  an  un- 
friendly act,  and  are  contemplating  reprisals 
against  us;  and 

"  'Whereas  we  must  demonstrate  that  our 
country   believes   In   the   principles   of    the 


United  Nations  which  respects  the  dignity 
of  human  beings  and  the  equality  of  man. 
and  recognizes  the  commonwealth  of  na- 
tions: Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"'Resolved  {if  the  senate  concur).  That 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  respect- 
fully memorialized  speedily  to  amend  the 
McCarran  Act  so  as  to  revise  the  present 
inequitable  quota  system  contained  therein; 
and  be  it  further 

"'Resolved  {if  the  senate  concur).  That 
the  Congress  be  further  memorialized  to 
eliminate  those  provisions  of  the  McCarran 
Act  which  make  naturalized  citizens  of  the 
United  States  second  class  citizens  by  pre- 
venting them  from  enjoying  the  full  privi- 
leges of  citizenship;    and  be  it  further 

"'Resolved  (if  the  senate  concur).  That  a 
copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  of  Congress  duly 
elected  from  the  SUte  of  New  York."  " 


REPORT  OF  A   COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service; 

H.  R.  2466.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
12,  1950  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  336),  as  amended, 
which  authorizes  free  postage  for  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
specified  areas;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  81). 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  In- 
troduced, read  the  first  time  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.  1262.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Stefanos  A. 
Spillos;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1263.  A  bill  to  limit  the  water  level  of 
the  reservoir  to  be  formed  by  Garrison  Dam; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  IVES: 

S.  1264.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947,  as  amended,  so 
as  to  clarify  the  authority  of  the  States  and 
Territories  with  respect  to  certain  cases 
within  the  purview  of  such  act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ives  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 

S.  1265.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Susie  Lee  Spencer;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

S.  1266.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Romola 
Nljlnsky; 

S.  1267.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Irene  Kramer 
and  Otto  Kramer;  and 

S.  1268.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Anna 
L.  DeAngelis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 

S.  1269.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  Kulu- 
kundis; 

S.  1270.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Irene  Mon- 
toya; 

S.  1271.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Spyrodon 
Vlassopoulos  and  his  wife,  Theresa;  and 

S.  1272.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  F. 
Garriz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 

S.  1273.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  incorporate  the  American  Uni- 
versity," approved  February  24,  1893, -so  as  to 
vest  supervision  of  the  American  University 
in  the  board  of  education  of  the  Methodist 
Church,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  SPABKICAN  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Hiu.) : 
8. 1274.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  repair, 
restoration,  and  preservation  of  the  U.  S.  3. 
Hartford,  flagship  of  Admiral  Parragut;    to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
8. 1375.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Ru- 
xniko  Fukano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
8. 1276.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  in  order  to  increase 
the  interest  rate  on  loans  made  under  title 
I  of  such  act:  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

S.  1277.  A  bill  to  increase  the  authorization 
for  appropriations  for  the  International 
Peace  Garden,  North  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
8.  1278.  A  bill  to  quitclaim  certain  real 
property  heretofore  conveyed  to  the  State  of 
Ohio  under  restrictions  limiting  its  use  to 
the  training  of  Juvenile  delinquents  and  cer- 
tain other  persons;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Bricker  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  CASE  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Neelt)  : 
8. 1279.  A  bill  to  amend  th-  District  of 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act  so 
as  to  provide  for  '.he  control  of  the  consump- 
tion of  alcoholic  beverages  in  certain  clubs 
In  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Cask  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading  ) 

By  Mr.  MALONE: 
8.  1280.  A   biU   for   the   relief   of   Mr.   and 
Mrs.  Jay  Gilbert  Lockridge; 

S.  1281.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emmanuel 
Aristldes  Nlcoloudis: 

S.  1282.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benedetto 
Termini  and  his  wife.  Giuseppa  Termini; 

S.  1283.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Georgette 
A.  Sbarounis,  and  John  A.  Sbarounis,  and 
Anthony  Athanse  Sbarounis; 

S.  1284.  A  bill  for  tje  relief  of  Ivan  Bozo- 
Vic;  and 

S.  1285.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul  Henry 
Grabowski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  KUCHEL  (for  himself  and  Mr. 

Knowland)  : 

S.  1286.  A  bill  to  authorize   the  extension 

of    the    levee    on    the   American    River    near 

Sacramento,    Calif.;    to    the    Committee    on 

Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  HUNT: 
S.  1287.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Natural  Gas 
Act;    to   the   Committee    on   Interstate    and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  1288.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  release  of 
the  right,  title,  and   interest  of  the  United 
States  in  and  to  certain  real  property  here- 
tofore   conditionally    granted    to    Converse 
County,  and  to  Converse  County  School  Dis- 
trict   No.    17.    and    Converse    County    High 
School.  State  of  Wyoming;  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 
S.  1289.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Soly    S. 
Bencuya;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr.    MURRAY    (for    himself,    Mr. 
Case,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Eastland,  Mr. 
FuLBRiCHT.  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Hill, 
Mr.  Hocy,  Mr.  IQnfPHRET.  Mr.  Hunt. 
Mr.  Kjeu,  Mr.  ftiLcoas,  Mr.  Langex, 
Mr.    LfsutAn.    WCt.    Magnuson,    Mr. 
MANSytn*.  Ur.  Matbank,   Mr.   Mc- 
Clkixaiv,  Mr.  Mobse,  Mr.  Mundt,  Mr. 
f^EE^^r.  Mr.  Spabkman,  Mr.  Stennis, 
and  Mr.  YotrNO)  : 
S.  J.  Res.  56.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for 
the   creation   of  an  International  Food   Re- 
serve;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 


(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Muwur  when  he 
introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


AMENDMENT  OP  LABOR-MANAGE- 
MENT RELATIONS  ACTT  WITH  RE- 
SPECT TO  CLARIFICATION  OP 
AUTHORITY  OF  STATES  AND  TER- 
RITORIES 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  clarify 
the  authority  of  the  States  and  Terri- 
tories with  respect  to  the  question  of 
jurisdiction  under  the  Taft-Hartley  Act. 

The  bill  was  prepared  by  my  staff  in 
collaboration  with  the  New  York  State 
Labor  Relations  Board  and  I  believe,  if 
enacted,  it  will  clear  up  largely  the  con- 
fusion and  difficulties  with  which  the 
Federal  Government  and  the  States  have 
been  confronted  in  their  effort  properly 
and  adequately  to  resolve  the  question 
of  jurisdiction  over  cases  which  can 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  functions 
<•*  either  one  of  them. 

In  this  connection  and  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the  text 
of  a  memorandum  on  this  subject,  which 
was  prepared  by  the  New  York  State 
Labor  Relations  Board  in  support  of  the 
bill  I  have  just  introduced,  and  the  text 
of  the  bill  itself. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and,  without  objection,  the  bill 
and  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1264)  to  amend  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947.  as 
amended,  so  as  to  clarify  the  authority 
of  the  States  and  Territories  with  re- 
spect to  certain  cases  within  the  pur- 
view of  such  act,  introduced  by  Mr.  Ives, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
P'.iblic  Welfare,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  6  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  "(a)"  be- 
fore tlie  section  number  and  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereor  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

"(b)  (1)  The  Board,  in  its  discretion,  may 
decline  to  assert  Jurisdiction  over  any  labor 
dispute  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
the  elect  on  commerce  is  not  sufficiently 
substantial  to  warrant  the  exercise  of  its 
Jurisdiction. 

"(2)  Nothlni;  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  to  prevent  or  bar  any  agency, 
or  the  courts,  of  any  State  or  Territory,  from 
assuming  and  asserting  Jurisdiction  over 
labor  disputes  over  which  the  Board  declines, 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection, 
to  assert  Jurisdiction. 

"(3)  The  Bourd,  in  its  discretion,  may,  by 
agreement  with  any  agency  of  any  State  or 
Territory,  cede  to  such  agency  Jurisdiction 
over  labor  disputes  involving  (A)  unfair 
labor  practices  or  (B)  controversies  concern- 
ing representation,  in  any  industry  or  portion 
thereof,  even  ihough  such  labor  disputes 
may  substantially  affect  commerce." 

Sec.  2.  The  proviso  In  section  10  (a)  of 
such  act  is  hereby  repealed. 

The  memorandum  presented  by  Mr. 
Ives  is  as  follows; 
Memorandum  SuBMrrrED  by  the  New  York 

State  Labor  Relations  Board  in  Support 

OF  THE  PKOPa3EO  AMENDMENT 

We  wish  to  submit,  for  your  considera- 
tion, a  proposed  amendment  to  the  Labor 


Management  Relations  Act.  It  la  proposed, 
in  substance,  that  the  act  be  amended  so  as 
to  vest  In  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  broad  discretionary  power  to  decline 
Jurisdiction,  to  permit  State  action  where 
the  National  Board  has  declined  to  assert 
Jurisdiction,  and  to  emp>ower  the  National 
Board  to  enter  into  agreements  with  appro- 
priate State  or  Territorial  agencies  for  the 
allocation  of  cases  between  them. 

THE     PROBLEM 

Tliere  can  be  no  doubt  that  labor  disputes 
which  substantially  affect  Interstate  com- 
merce are  a  proper  matter  of  national  con- 
cern and  a  lawful  subject  for  Federal  legis- 
lation. At  the  same  time  it  must  also  be 
recognized  that  while  labor  disputes  may 
affect  interstate  commerce,  they  Invariably 
have  an  itnmediate  and  direct  Impact  upon 
the  local  community  In  which  they  occur.  A 
strike,  or  lockout,  or  a  picket  line  in  front 
of  a  place  of  business,  obviously  is  a  matter 
within  the  legitimate  concern  of  the  State. 

During  the  past  few  years  the  always  vex- 
atious problem  of  deflning  and  reconciling 
the  respective  interests  of  the  national  and 
Slate  governments  has  become  particularly 
acute  in  the  field  of  labor  relations.  The 
National  Board's  decisional  extension  of  Its 
Jurisdiction,'  together  with  recent  decisions 
of  the  United  States  .Supreme  Court,'  have 
substantially  restricted  the  operation  of  the 
police  power  of  the  States  In  this  field,  and. 
Indeed,  have  raised  serious  questions  as  to 
the  power  of  the  States  to  act  even  In  cases 
involving  essentially  local  matters.  This 
has  come  about  even  though  the  Supreme 
Court  has  acknowledged  that  the  field  of 
labor  relations  Is  not  Inherently  national  in 
nature.^  and  that  the  distinction  between 
national  and  local  matters  "Is  vital  to  the 
maintenance  of  our  Federal  system."* 

RELATIONS    BETWEEN    THE    NATIONAL    AND    STATS 
BOARDS,    1937-47 

A  brief  summary  of  the  past  relationship 
between  the  National  and  New  York  Labor 
Relations  Boards  will  serve  to  highlight  the 
unfortunate  and  confused  situation  which 
exists  at  present. 

Shortly  after  the  passage  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  in  1935.  a  number  of 
Slates  adopted  similar  legislation.*  In  its 
annual  report  for  1937,  the  National  Board 
stated  that  It  looked  with  favor  on  the  adop- 
tion of  stale  labor  relations  acts.  The  fol- 
lowing year  it  reported  that  lU  hope  of  effect- 
ing cooperative  arrangements  with  State 
boards  had  been  completely  fulfilled  and 
that  satisfactory  working  arrangements  had 
been    achieved    with   all    the   State    boards.* 

The  New  York  board,  established  In  1937, 
was  one  of  the  first  to  arrive  at  a  working 
arrangement  with  the  National  Board.  In 
1937,  the  two  boards  reached  an  understand- 
ing as  to  the  practical  allocation  of  matters 
between     them.'     By     that     agreement    the 

'  See  report  of  House  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures In  the  Executive  Departments, 
80th  Cong  .  2d  sess..  Rept.  No.  2050. 

'Bethlehem  Steel  Co  v.  N.  Y.  S.  L.  R.  B. 
(330  U  S  767),  and  LaCrosse  Telephone  Co. 
V.  IV.  E.  R  B.  (336  U  S.  18).  Electric  Ry. 
Employees  v.  Wise.  E.  R  B.  (340  U.  8  383); 
Plankington  Packing  Co.  v.  Wise.  E.  R  B. 
(338  U.  S.  953);  U.  A.  W.  v.  OBrien  (339 
U.  S.  454);  Bu.i  Employees  v.  Wise.  E.  R  B 
(340  U.  S.  383). 

'Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  \.  N.  Y.  S  L  R  B 
(330  U.  S.  at  772) ,  91  L.  Ed.  at  1245. 

*  N.  L.  R.  B.  V.  Jones  <t  Laughlin  Steel  Co, 
(303  U.  8.  1.  at  30). 

•  New  York,  1937;  Pennsylvania,  1937;  Utah, 
1937;  Massachusetts,  1938;  Michigan.  1939; 
Minnesota.  1939;  Wisconsin,  1939;  Rhode 
Island.   1941;   Connecticut.  1945. 

•See  third  annual  report  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  p.  3. 

'  For  full  text  of  agreement,  see  appendix 
to  opinion  of  Justice  Frankfurter  In  Bethle- 
hem Steel  Co.  V  N  Y  S.  L  R  B  (330  U.  S.  at 
784.  et  seq.,  91  L.  Ed.  at  1251,  et  seq.). 
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boards.  In  subst&nce,  divided  the  field  so  u 
to  leave  to  the  National  Board  the  Interstate 
Industries,  while  leaving ^>redoinlnantly  local 
and  borderline  situations  to  the  State  board. 
In  general,  the  New  York  board  handled: 
(1)  Retail  stores;  (2)  small  industries  which 
receive  all  or  pra<:tlcally  all  raw  materials 
from  within  the  Siate  of  New  York,  and  do 
not  ship  any  material  proportion  of  their 
product  outside  the  State;  (3)  service  trades; 
(4)  office  and  residential  buildings;  (5) 
small  and  clearly  local  public  utilities;  (6) 
storage  warehousec:  (7)  construction  opera- 
tions; (8)  other  obviously  local  businesses. 
The  national  and  New  York  boards  con- 
tinued to  operate  under  this  agreement  for 
almost  10  years.  That  entire  period  was 
characterized  by  harmonious  relations  and 
complete  cooperation.  Doubtful  cases  were 
cleared  between  the  two  boards  and,  where 
the  occasion  required,  parties  were  referred 
by  one  board  to  tl  e  other.  In  1946.  for  ex- 
ample, the  National  Board,  for  budgetary  and 
other  administrative  reasons,  referred  all 
cases  Involving  New  York  brokerage  bouses 
to  the  New  York  board.' 

DECISIONS     OF     THE     XTNTTTD     STATES     STn>REME 
COURT 

In  1947,  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
issued  its  decision  in  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  v. 
N.  Y.  S.  L  R.  B.'  That  case  arose  out  of 
the  New  York  board's  assertion  of  Jurisdic- 
tion over  a  represe  .itatlon  proceeding  Involv- 
ing foremen.  At  the  time  the  New  York 
board  first  assumed  Jurisdiction  of  the  case, 
the  National  Board  held  units  of  supervisory 
employees  Inappropriate  lor  purposes  of  col- 
lective bargaining  and  declined  to  entertain 
petitions  by  foremen.'* 

Although  the  National  Board  subsequently 
reversed  Its  policy  concerning  foremen.  '  the 
Supreme  Court  held  that  the  State  board 
had  acted  without  Jurisdiction,  apparently 
grounding  its  declMon  principally  on  the  fact 
that  the  National  ]3oard  customarily  asserted 
Jurisdiction  over  the  steel  industry  and  had 
previously  exercised  Jurisdiction  over  the 
particular  employer.  As  the  case  was  not 
one  covered  by  the  working  arrangement  be- 
tween the  two  beards,  the  Supreme  Court 
did  not  pass  upon  the  validity  of  the  work- 
ing agreement  between  them  or  upon  the 
effect  of  a  declination  of  Jurisdiction  by  the 
national  board."  Nevertheless,  both  the  ma- 
jority and  minority  opinions  commended  the 
efforts  of  the  boards  to  reconcile  the  national 
and  State  Interestn  in  the  field  " 

In  LaCrosse  Telephone  Co.  v.  Wise.  E.  R.  B.," 
the  Supreme  Court  apparently  enlarged  the 
scope  of  its  decision  In  the  Bethlehem  case 
so  as  to  prohibit  S.ate  action  In  an  Industry 
in  which  the  National  Board  had  customarily 
asserted  Jurisdiction,  even  though  the  Na- 
tional Board  had  rever  asserted  Jurisdiction 
over  the  partlculai  employer  and  employees 
concerned.  Again,  the  Court  did  not  pass 
upon  the  power  of  the  National  Board  to 
"cede  "  Jurisdiction  to  a  SUte  agency.'^ 


•See  minutes  ol  national  board.  August 
16.  1946,  printed  la  330  U.  S.  at  p.  796.  91 
L.  Ed    at  p.  1257. 

•330  U.  S.  767.  91  L.  Ed.  1234. 

"Af offer  of  Maryland  Drydock  Co.  (49 
N.  L.  R.  B.  733  (1943)  ). 

"Matter  of  Packard  Motor  Car  Co.  (61 
N.  L.  R.  B.  4,  enforced,  157  F.  (Sd)  80,  aff'd. 
330  U.  S.  485.  91  L.  Ed.  1040  (1947)  ). 

"  330  U.  S.  at  776.  91  L.  Ed.  at  1247. 

"330  U.  S.  at  776,  and  782,  784,  91  L.  Ed. 
at  1247  and  1250,  1251. 

»*33e  U.  S.  18. 

"336  U.  S.  at  26  27:  "The  result  we  have 
reached  is  not  changed  by  the  Labor-Manage- 
ment Relations  Act  of  1947.  61  Stat.  136.  29 
U.  S.  C.  Supp.  I.  sues.  141  et  seq.  That  act 
grants  the  nationul  board  authority  under 
specified  conditions  to  cede  its  Jurisdiction 
to  a  State  agency.  But  it  does  not  appear 
that  there  has  beea  any  cession  of  Jurisdic- 
tion to  Wisconsin  by  the  national  board  in 
representation  proceedings." 


TBS  mrrwcT  om  sbctxon  lo  <a) 

In  June  1947  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  was  amended  by  the  National  Labor 
Management  Relations  Act  of  1947."  Sec- 
tion 10  (a)  at  the  National  Act.  now 
provides: 

"The  Board  is  empowered,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  to  prevent  any  person  from  en- 
gaging in  any  unfair  labor  practice  (listed 
In  section  8)  affecting  commerce.  This 
power  shall  not  be  affected  by  any  other 
means  of  adjustment  or  prevention  that  has 
been  or  may  be  established  by  agreement, 
law  or  otherwise:  Provided,  That  the  Board 
is  empowered  by  agreement  with  any  agency 
of  any  State  or  Territory  to  cede  to  such 
agency  Jurisdiction  over  any  cases  In  any 
Industry  (other  than  mining,  manufactur- 
ing, communications,  and  transportation  ex- 
cept where  predominantly  local  In  character) 
even  though  such  cases  may  Involve  labor 
disputes  affecting  commerce,  unless  the  pro- 
vision of  the  State  or  Territorial  statute  ap- 
plicable to  the  determination  of  such  cases 
by  such  agency  is  inconsistent  with  the  cor- 
responding provision  of  this  act  or  has  re- 
ceived a  construction  inconsistent  there- 
with." 

It  appears  that  the  proviso  in  section  10 
(a)  was  inserted  to  eliminate  any  doubts, 
arising  out  of  the  Bethlehem  decision,  as  to 
the  power  of  the  National  Board  to  enter 
into  working  arrangements  with  State 
agencies."  Unfortunately,  however,  section 
10  (a)  has  operated  to  preclude  any  possi- 
bility of  collaboration  and  cooperation  be- 
tween the  National  and  State  boards.  That 
has  resulted  from  the  rigid  and  inflexible 
statutory  requirement  of  consistency,  which, 
by  depriving  the  National  Board  of  discre- 
tion, has  made  It  impossible  for  the  National 
Board  to  continue  or  enter  Into  new  agree- 
ments with  any  State  agency. 

This  situation  was  remarked  upon  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  National  Board  In  June 
1948,  when  he  appeared  before  the  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  on  Labor-Manage- 
ment Relations.  On  that  occasion,  he  sug- 
gested that  "Congress  may  also  desire  to 
reappraise  the  language  of  section  10  (a) 
of  the  present  act,  which  bars  the  National 
Board  from  ceding  Jurisdiction  over  rela- 
tively local  controversies  to  State  boards 
unless  they  are  enforcing  legislation  sub- 
stantially Identical  with  the  Federal  stat- 
utes." He  further  pointed  out  that  as  a  re- 
sult. "There  Is  considerable  danger  of  creat- 
ing a  no  man's  land,  especially  if  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board  decides  to  re- 
frain from  exercising  Its  own  Jurisdicton  to 
the  hilt."  '*  Perhaps  It  was  partly  because  of 
that  danger  that  the  National  Board  asserted 
Its  Jurisdiction  "to  the  hilt."  Thus,  the 
National  Board  has  asserted  Jurisdiction  over 
retail  stores."  toft  buildings,"  local  bus 
llnes,='     exterminatorb,-'     laundries.^"     small 


"28  U.  S.  C.  A.  141,  et  seq. 

"  S.  Rept.  No.  105,  80th  Cong.:  Pt.  I,  p.  26; 
pt.  II,  p.  38. 

"22  L.  R.  R.  M.  119. 

"Park-Belk  Co.  (77  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  71,  22 
L.  R.  R.  M.  1036);  Electrical  Equipment  Co. 
(76  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  155,  21  L.  R.  R.  M.  1285) ; 
Sam's  Inc.  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  104,  22 
L.  R.  R.  M.  1271.) 

*»  Lowell  Industrial  Develop.  Co.  (80 
N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  251.  23  L.  R.  R.  M.  1278). 

"AmariUo  Bus  Co.  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  158, 
22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1327);  Lynchburg  Transit  Co. 
(79  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  72,  22  L.  R.  B.  M.  1419); 
Des  Moines  S.  A  S.  Route  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No. 
170.  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1324) 

=  own  Termite  Co.  (79  N.  L.  R.  B.  No. 
113,  23  L.  B.  R.  M.  1480). 

*>  N.  Y.  Steam  Laurtdrg  (80  N.  L.  B.  B.  No. 
242,  23  L.  &  B.  M.  1286). 


manufacturing  establi^ments,**  service 
trades,*  and  other  types  W  essentially  local 
enterprises." 

The  National  Board's  projection  of  Its 
Jurisdiction  to  such  far  reaches  was  criti- 
cized by  the  House  Committee  on  Expendi- 
tures in  the  Executive  Departments."  Since 
that  report,  the  National  Board  has  declined 
to  exercise  Jurisdiction  in  a  number  ot 
cases." 

In  each  case,  however,  the  declination  was 
placed,  not  on  the  ground  of  lack  of  Juris- 
diction, but  on  the  ground  that  assertion  of 
Jurisdiction  over  the  particular  case  "would 
not  effectuate  the  purposes  of  the  act." 

Su'jseqaently.  in  October  1960.  the  Na- 
tional Board  announced  the  establishment  of 
standards  which  would  govern  its  exercise 
of  Jurisdiction  thereafter.  The  standards 
"reflect  in  large  measure,  the  results 
reached  in  the  | National)  Board's  past  de- 
cisions disposing  of  similar  Jtu-lsdictlonal  is- 
sues." including  the  prior  policy  that  the 
National  Board  would  not  "exercise  Its  Juris- 
diction to  the  fullest  extent  possible  under 
the  authority  delegated  to  it  by  Congress, 
but  (would)  limit  that  exercise  to  enter- 
prises whose  operations  have  or  at  which 
labor  disputes  would  have,  a  pronounced  Im- 
pact upon  the  flow  of  interstate  commerce."  * 

Under  Its  statement  of  Octolier  1950,  the 
National  Board  will  assert  Jurisdiction  in 
the  following  situations: 

"1.  Instrumentalities  and  channels  of  In- 
terstate and  foreign  commerce  (for  example, 
radio  systems) . 

"2.  Public  utility  and  transit  systems. 

"3.  Establishments  which  operate  as  in- 
tegral parts  of  a  multlstate  enterprise  (for 
example,  chain  stores,  and  branch  divisions 
of  national  or  interstate  organizations). 

"4.  Enterprises  which  produce  or  handle 
goods  destined  for  out-of-state  shipment, 
or  performing  services  outside  a  State,  if  the 
goods  or  services  are  valued  at  $25,000  a  year. 


"  Unique  Ventilation  Co.  (75  N.  L.  R.  B. 
No.  41.  21  L.  R.  R.  M.  1029);  Pacific  Moulded 
Products  Co.  (76  N.  L.  R.  B.  164.  21  L.  R.  R.  M. 
1328):  Binns  Passaic  Iron  A  Brass  Foundry 
(77  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  60,  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1016); 
Atlanta  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  (79  N.  L.  R.  B.  No. 
104.  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1444). 

» Vo<7»p  Wright  Studios  (76  N  L.  R.  B. 
No.  Ill,  21  L.  R.  R.  M.  1246). 

^Liddon  White  Truck  Co.  (76  N.  L.  R.  B. 
No.  165.  21  L.  R.  R.  M.  1290:  Puritan  Chevro- 
let Co.  (76  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  180,  21  L.  R.  R.  M. 
1309);  Herboth  Tractor  Co.  (79  N.  L.  R.  B. 
No.  58,  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1392;  Adams  Motors 
(80  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  236,  23  L.  R.  R.  M.  1272). 

"  Twelfth  Intermediate  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Expenditures  in  the  ESecutlve  De- 
partments, 80th  Cong,  2d  sees..  H.  Rept.  No. 
2050.  See  also  critical  report  of  the  Joint 
committee,  23  L.  R.  R.  132. 

»"  See,  e.  g..  Red  Star  Industrial  Service 
(80  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  135,  23  L.  R.  R.  M.  1159); 
Nafl.  Tool  Co.  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  — ,  22 
L.  R.  R.  M.  1234):  J.  E.  Stone  Co.  (78 
N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  73,  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1254); 
Sta-Klecn  Bakery  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  94,  22 
L  R.  R.  M.  1257);  Fehr  Baking  Co.  (79 
N.  L.  R.  B.  No,  60,  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1398); 
Detroit  Canvas  Mfgrs.  Assn.  (80  N.  L.  R.  B. 
No  54.  23  L.  R.  R.  M.  1082);  Screv)  Machine 
Prod.  Co.  (79  N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  120.  22  L.  R.  R.  M. 
1459);  Tampa  Sand  A  Material  Co.  (18 
N.  L.  R.  B.  No.  74.  22  L.  R.  R.  M.  1253); 
Midland  Bldg.  Co.  (78  N.  L.  R.  B.  No  171,  22 
L.  R.  R.  M.   1316). 

"-National  Board  press  release,  dated  Oc- 
tober 6.  1950.  ThU  poUcy  of  limiting  its 
assertion  of  Jurisdiction  U  based  upon  the 
discretionary  power  of  the  National  Board, 
upheld  by  the  Federal  courts,  to  assert  or 
withhold  Jurisdiction.  Denver  Building  A 
Construction  Trades  Council  (341  U.  8.  675. 
684):  U€Uston  Drug  Stores,  Inc.  ▼.  N.  L.  M.  B. 
(187  F.  (2d»  418.  rev.  den.  324  U.  S- 8i5».  Ct. 
JoUet  Contractor*  ¥.  N.  I^  M.  B.  (188  F.  (ad) 
833). 
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••5.  Enterprise*  jhith  turaialh  service*  or 
materl&ls  necessary  to  the  operation  of  en- 
terprises faUlng  Into  categories  1,  2  and  4 
above,  provided  such  goods  or  services  are 
valued  at  tfiO.OOO  a  year. 

"6.  Any  other  enterprise  which  has  (a) 
a  direct  Inflow  of  material  valued  at  $500,000 
a  year;  or  (b)  an  Indirect  inflow  of  material 
valued  at  $1  million  a  year;  or  (c)  a  com- 
bination Inflow  or  outflow  of  goods  which 
add  up  to  at  least  a  total  of  '100  percent*  of 
the  amounts  required  In  items  4,  5,  6  (a)  and 
(b)  above. 

"7.  Establishments  substantially  affecting 
national  defense." 

The  promulgation  of  this  Jurisdictional 
formula,  however,  still  leaves  uxu-esolved,  and 
Indeed  emphasizes  the  importance  of,  the 
question  whether  the  States  may  act  in  labor 
disputes  over  which  the  National  Board  has, 
but  declines  to  assert.  Jurisdiction.  Whether 
the  States  may  act  under  such  circumstances 
Is  a  question  on  which  there  Is  disagree- 
ment." Yet  unless  the  States  may  act  in 
such  cases,  the  labor  disputes  will  be  en- 
tirely unregulated. 

The  Taft-Hartley  Act  not  only  complicated 
but  Increased  the  importance  of  this  prob- 
lem. Prior  to  1947  the  national  act  dealt 
only  with  representation  proceedings  and 
employer  unfair  labor  practices;  and  the 
States,  even  after  the  Bethlehem  and  La 
Crosse  decisions,  were  free  to  act  in  the  broad 
fields  not  covered  by  Federal  regulation." 
The  1947  amendments,  however,  comprehen- 
sively regulated  practically  the  entire  field 
of  labor  relations.  The  field  preempted  by 
Ck>ngress  was  expanded  to  cover  subjects 
which  traditionally  had  been  regulated  by 
State  equity  courts  and  by  State  legislation." 
As  Federal  preemption  of  the  field  Is  applica- 
ble whether  State  regulation  Is  sought  to  be 
accomplished  through  administrative  ac- 
tion," court  decree,"  or  legislative  enact- 
ment," the  ImpxDrtance  of  the  problem,  aris- 
ing out  of  the  combination  of  Federal  pre- 
emption and  discretionary  refusal  to  assert 
Federal  power,  is  readily  apparent.  It  ailects 
not  only  the  relatively  few  States  which  have 
labor-relations  boards,  but  the  courts  of  all 
48  States. 

Declination  of  Jurisdiction  by  the  National 
Board  of  borderline  cases  thus  provides  no 
answer  to  the  problem.  Agreements  per- 
mitting State  agencies  to  handle  primarily 
local  matters  are  barred  by  the  inflexibility 
of  section  10  (a).  And  under  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  there  is  a  serious  ques- 
tion whether  the  States,  in  the  absence  of 
cession,  may  act  in  any  industry  to  which 
the  national  act  can  be  made  to  reach,  even 
though  the  National  Board  has  never  exer- 
cised, and  declines  to  exercise.  Jurisdiction 
over  the  particular  employer  and  employees. 

Thus,  there  is  real  danger  of  leaving  labor 
disputes  in  a  no-man's  land  In  which  the 
Federal  power  is  not  applied,  and  the  local 
community,  which  bears  the  direct  and  im- 
mediate Impact,  is  barred  from  effective  ac- 
tion, not  by  Federal  action,  but  by  Federal 
Inaction. 


"Cf.  61  Harvard  Law  Review  at  844  and 
Feldblum:  Jurisdictional  Tidelands  in  Labor 
Relations,  38  Virginia  Law  Review  187.  See 
also  Montgomery  B.  and  C.  Trades  Council  v. 
Ledbetter  Erection  Co.  (argued  before  U.  8, 
Supreme  Court  on  November  13,  1952,  31 
L.  R.  R.  31,  cert,  dismissed  as  improvldently 
granted.  December  8,  1953.  31  L.  R.  R.  M. 
2130.  97  L.  Ed.  (Ad.  Op.)   127). 

"  W.  B.  R.  B.  T.  Allen-Bradley  Local  lilt 
(5  Labor  Cases,  par.  61,135,  316  U.  S.  740 
(1942)). 

**See,  for  example,  sec.  8  (b). 

"  W.  E.  S.  B.  V.  Plankington  Packing  Com- 
pany (17  Labor  Case*,  par.  66,696.  838  U.  8. 
953    (1950)). 

**CoatQTp9.  Simon*  (19  Labor  Obm*.  pac 
66,295,  aCllr.  T.  318). 

»  United  AutomoWl*  Workert  ^  O'ffriem 

(339  U.  8.  454). 


Even  when  the  State*  attempt  to  act  In 
purely  local  cases  they  are  met  by  attacks 
on  their  Jurisdiction.  For  example,  the  Ju- 
risdiction of  the  New  York  board  has  been 
contested  in  cases  Involving  a  parking  lot," 
a  cleaning  and  dyeing  business."  small  retail 
stores,"  and  local  restaurants."  Even  If  a 
State  board  ultimately  is  successful  in  estab- 
lishing its  Jurisdiction,  the  processing  of 
such  cases  c:in  be  inordinately  delayed  by 
attacks  In  the  State  or  Federal  courts. 

PROPOSED    AMKlfOMENT 

The  foregoing  discussion  has  shown  that, 
under  present  law,  the  National  Board  is 
unable  to  ce<le  Jurisdiction  to  State  or  terri- 
torial agencies  and  that  the  right  of  States 
to  act,  where  the  National  Board  declines  to 
assert  Jurisdiction,  has  been  questioned. 
The  result  htis  been  to  establish  a  "no-man's 
land"  in  which  labor  disputes  are.  or  may 
be,  wholly  unregulated.  The  situation  mani- 
festly is  one  which  calls  .for  congressional 
action. 

The  amendment.  It  is  submitted,  should  be 
framed  with  three  basic  objectives  in  mind. 

1.  The  dis<:retlonary  power  of  the  National 
Board  to  de<:llne  to  assert  Jurisdiction  pres- 
ently exists  by  virtue  of  administrative  and 
Judicial  interpretation  of  the  national  act. 
The  right  to  decline  Jurisdiction  should  be 
expressly  set  forth  in  the  act,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  question  as  to  the  propriety  of 
such  action  by  the  National  Board. 

2.  In  order  to  avoid  a  "no-man's  land,"  the 
States  must  be  free  to  act  in  labor  disputes 
over  which  the  National  Board  might  assert 
Jurisdiction  but  declines  to  do  so.  State 
action  should  be  permitted,  without  the 
necessity  ol  formal  cession  of  Jurisdiction, 
in  all  cases  which  do  not  come  within  the 
National  Board's  Jurisdictional  formula,  and 
in  individual  cases  in  which  the  National 
Board  has  declined  to  assert  Jurisdiction. 

3.  The  National  Board  should  be  empow- 
ered. In  its  discretion,  to  cede  Jxirlsdlctlon 
over  cases,  or  categories  of  cases,  which  it 
might  othei-wise  process,  to  appropriate  State 
or  territorial  agencies.  The  amendment 
should  substitute  broad  discretionary  pow- 
ers, vested  in  the  National  Board,  for  the 
present  rigid  and  inflexible  requirement  of 
consistency  contained  in  the  present  sec- 
tion   10    (a). 

It  is  suggested,  therefore,  that  the  proviso 
contained  In  section  10  (a)  of  the  national 
act  be  repealed.  That  section  6  be  re- 
numbered section  "6  (a),"  and  that  the  fol- 
lowing sutxil visions  be  added  to  section  6: 

"(b)  (1)  The  Board,  in  its  discretion,  may 
decline  to  assert  Jurisdiction  over  any  labor 
dispute  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
the  effect  on  commerce  Is  not  sxifBclently 
substantial  to  warrant  the  exercise  of  its 
Jurisdiction. 

"(2)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  to  i>revent  or  bar  any  agency, 
or  the  courts,  of  any  State  or  Territory,  from 
assuming  and  asserting  •jurisdiction  over 
labor  disputes  over  which  the  Board  de- 
clines, pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection,  to  assert  Jurisdiction. 

"(3)  The  Board,  in  its  discretion,  may,  by 
agreement  with  any  agency  of  any  State  or 
Territory,  cede  to  such  agency  Jurisdiction 
over  labor  disputes  Involving  (A)  unfair 
labor  practice*  or  (B)  controversies  concern- 
ing representation.  In  any  Industry  or  por- 
tion thereof  even  though  such  labor  disputes 
may  substantially  affect  commerce." 

The  foregoing  proposal  would  not  impair 
the  supremacy  of  Federal  law,  for  the  power 


"  Matter  of  Hippodrome  Parking  Space  (11 
N.  Y.  8.  L.  K.  B.  207). 

*•  Matter  of  Jtoxy  Cleanerg  A  Dyer$  (11 
N.  Y.  8.  L.  R.  B.  209). 

"  Matter  o/  Stone's  Clothe*  Shop  (11  N.  X. 
B.  !>.  R.  B.  413). 

-Hatter  of  Lottie*  Dogwood  Room  (H 
v.  T.  8.  L.  R.  B.  632;  Matter  of  Daniel  th0 
Caterer  (11  N.  T.  8.  U  B.  B.  a97>. 


to  decline  Jurisdiction  and  to  execute  agree- 
ments with  State  boards  would  rest  with  the 
national  board.  Mo'reover,  it  would  make  it 
p>oesible  for  the  National  Board  to  distin- 
guish betwen  Industries,  cases  or  claaae*  of 
cases,  according  to  whether  they  substanti- 
ally affect  Interstate  commerce  or  are  more 
essentially  local  in  nature,  and  to  take  Into 
consideration  the  availability  of  SUte 
agencies.  The  proposal  accords  with  the 
Supreme  Court's  statement  that,  in  deter- 
mining whether  a  labor  dispute  substantially 
affects  interstate  commerce,  consideration 
should  be  given  "to  the  bearing  and  effect 
of  any  protective  action  to  the  same  end 
already  taken  under  State  authority.  The 
Justification  for  the  exercise  of  Federal  power 
should   clearly   appear."  •• 

It  is  submitted  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment would — 

1.  Eliminate  any  doubt  as  to  the  authority 
of  the  National  Board  to  decline  to  aosert 
Jurisdiction  and  to  enter  Into  working  agree- 
ments with  the  various  State  boards; 

2.  Eliminate  the  present  Inflexibility  of 
section  10   (a); 

3.  Permit  the  National  Board  to  devote  it* 
time  and  energies  to  labor  disputes  which 
really  are  matters  of  national  concern,  un- 
hindered by  the  necessity  of  processing  pri- 
marily local  matters  which  can  be  handled 
by  available  State  agencies; 

4.  Eliminate  the  danger  of  a  no-man'* 
land  In  which  labor  disputes  are  subject  to 
neither  Federal  nor  State  regulation; 

5.  Permit  appropriate  State  agencies  to 
process  local  and  borderline  cases  free  from 
jurisdictional  attack; 

6  Permit  a  return  to  the  cooperation  be- 
tween the  Natioi  al  and  State  boards  whlcH 
previously  existed. 

Respectfully  submitted 

Nrw  York  Statz  Labo*  Rxiations 

BOAID, 

Metek  OoLDBnc.  Member. 
Frank  D.  Mauxin,  Member. 
Phujj>  Feldblum, 

General  CounseL 


QUITCLAIM  OP  CERTAIN  PROPERTY 
IN  OHIO 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  In- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  quitclaim  certain  real  property  here- 
tofore conveyed  to  the  State  of  Ohio 
under  restrictions  limiting  its  use  to  the 
training  of  Juvenile  delinquents  and  cer- 
tain other  persons.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill  and  a  statement 
prepared  by  me  relating  to  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Rccoro. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tfte 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the  bill 
and  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1278)  to  quitclaim  cer- 
tain real  property  heretofore  conveyed 
to  the  State  of  Ohio  under  restrictions 
limiting  its  use  to  the  training  of  juvenile 
delinquents  and  certain  other  persons, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Brickir.  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Federal  Secu- 
rity Administrator  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  transfer  by  quitclaim  deed  or  other  appro- 
priate means,  to  the  State  of  Ohio,  all  of  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  remaining  In  the 
United  States  in  and  to  that  property  located 
In  Marion  County.  Ohio,  which  u  held  by 
■uch  State  under  an  amended  deed  executed 


by  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  on 
March  SO.  1950,  conveying  such  property  to 
the  State  of  Ohio  on  the  condition  that  it  be 
used  for  the  training  of  Juvenile  deUnquents 
•nd  certain  other  persons. 

The  Statement  by  Mr.  Bricker  Is  as 
follows: 

Statemint  bt  Sehator  Bucxes 

The  bill  1*  desli;ned  to  speed  up  a  slow- 
motion  transfer  cf  lands  from  the  Federal 
Government  to  thi;  State  of  Ohio.  The  lands 
Involved  are  part  of  the  site  of  the  former 
Scioto  Ordnance  I'lant  near  Marlon,  Ohio. 

The  Department  of  Welfare  of  Ohio  is  now 
using  the  lands  is  the  site  of  a  training 
school  for  Juvenilis  delinquents.  Its  author- 
ity to  do  so  arises  from  a  1950  deed  from  the 
Federal  Oovernmont.  The  deed  recites  a 
purchase  price  of  some  $746,000  to  be  paid 
in  25  years,  but  it  stipulates  that  for  any 
year  in  which  the  lands  are  used  as  the  site 
of  a  training  school  for  Juvenile  delinquents, 
the  yearly  installment  on  the  purchase  price 
Is  to  be  waived.  The  net  effect  is  that  Ohio 
gets  the  lands  fre^  in  25  years  if  it  uses  the 
lands  exactly  as  ipecifled  in  the  de(Kl. 

The  needs  of  t:ie  penal  program  in  Ohio 
now  require  that  leformatory-type  prisoners, 
as  well  as  juvenile  delinquents,  be  housed  at 
the  M  ion  site.  To  use  the  site  in  this 
fashion  would  bniach  the  restriction  in  the 
Federal  Oovernmcnt's  deed  and  void  Ohio's 
right  to  use  the  cite. 

The  bin  I  have  Introduced  would  not  only 
speed  up  the  transfer  of  the  lands  to  Ohio 
but  would  also  remove  all  restrictions  on 
use.  so  that  Ohio,  rather  than  the  Federal 
Government,  would  Judge  the  best  use  of  the 
lands.  My  bill  cUls  lor  a  quitclaim  of  the 
Federal  Government's  Interest  in  the  site. 
A  similar  bill  is  being  introduced  in  the 
House  by  Congnssman  Jacksom  Betts,  in 
whose  district  th>;  site  lies. 


-  Conaolidated  EdUon  Co.  v.  N.  L.  R.  F- 

BOS  u.  a  197,  aas. 


CONTROL  OF  (X)NSUMPTION  OP  AL- 
COHOLIC BEVERAGES  IN  CERTAIN 
CLUBS  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  CO- 
LUMBIA 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  and  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  Neelt],  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Control  Act  so  fis  to  provide  for  the  con- 
trol of  the  consumption  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages in  certain  clubs  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  lor  other  purposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.'«nt  that  a  statement  by 
me  relative  to  the  bill  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  biU  (S.  1279)  to  amend  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Control  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the  con- 
trol of  the  consumption  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages in  certain  clubs  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes.  Intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Case  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Neely),  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referr«<i  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  statement,  presented  by  Mr.  Case 
is  as  follows: 

STATEMZm     BT    SENATOR    CASK 

On  AprU  4,  1951,  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  |Mr.  Neelt  |  and  myself  cosponsored 
in  the  Senate  S.  li  64,  to  license  and  regulate 
those  breeding  grounds  of  Washington 
crime,  the  so-call«-d  bottle  clubs.  We  acted 
following  a  fatal  sliootlng  In  one  of  them,  the 
Gold  Key  Club. 


That  club  Is  as  good  an  example  as  any 
of  why  these  after-hotirs  drinking  spot* 
must  be  eliminated  from  the  Nation's  Capi- 
tal, and  why  new  legislation  is  needed  to 
bring  this  about.  For  not  long  after  that 
fatal  shooting,  the  club  was  reopened  in  the 
same  location  and  under  the  same  guiding 
•ponsorbhip  as  before  but  with  a  new  name, 
the  Downtown  Club.  Recently  this  club.  In 
turn,  was  raided  and  closed  for  illegal  sales. 
And  tomorrow.  It  will  open  for  the  third  time, 
I  am  informed,  as  the  608  Club,  still  with  the 
same  guiding  spirit  behind  a  new  set  of 
directors. 

Today  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  and 
myself  are  offering  a  new  bill  to  license  and 
regulate  bottle  clubs.  It  embodies  sugges- 
tions made  in  recent  hearings  before  the 
House  District  Committee  on  a  similar  meas- 
ure by  Representative  Kearns,  with  whom 
I  have  consulted.  We  are  anxious  to  coop- 
erate with  him  in  seeking  speedy  enactment 
of  the  bill. 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to  license 
and  regulate  the  so-called  after-hours  or  bot- 
tle clubs  by  creating  a  new  type  of  license 
under  the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic 
Beverage  Control  Act,  approved  January  24, 
1934,  as  amended,  by  placing  such  establish- 
ments under  the  Jurisdiction  and  supervi- 
sion of  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  the  District  of  Columbia  Alco- 
holic  Beverage   Control    Board. 

The  proposed  bill  gives  the  Commissioners 
authority  to  prescribe  the  hours  during 
which  alcoholic  t>everages  may  be  con- 
sumed on  such  premises  and  to  forbid  the 
consumption  thereof  on  Sundays.  Also  the 
Corr.miMloners  would  be  authorized  to  pre- 
scribe rules  and  regulations  not  inconsistent 
with  this  act  to  properly  and  adequately 
control  the  consumption  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages on  premises  licensed  under  the  bill. 

The  bill  also  makes  It  unlawful  for  any  per- 
son op)eratlng  any  premises  where  food,  non- 
alcoholic beverages,  or  entertainment  are 
sold  or  provided  for  compensation,  and 
where  facilities  are  especially  provided  and 
service  Is  rendered  for  the  consumption  of 
alcoholic  beverages,  who  does  not  p>ossess  a 
license  under  this  act,  to  permit  the  con- 
sumption of  such  alcoholic  beverages  on  such 
premises. 

The  bill  provides  for  a  consumption  li- 
cense for  a  club  and  sets  the  annual  license 
fee  at  tlOO.  It. prohibits  issuance  of  a  club 
license  in  a  residential  zone.  It  authorizes 
issuance  of  search  warrants  on  premises 
where  this  act  is  violated  and  provides  for 
seizure  of  alcoholic  beverages  found  thereon. 
It  provides  for  enjoining  and  abating  a  nui- 
sance in  violation  of  the  act. 


PLEBISCITE  .  FOR  SETTLEMENT 
OF  DISPUTE  BETWEEN  ITALY 
AND  YUGOSLAVIA  CONC^ERNING 
TRIESTE 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a  con- 
current resolution  calling  for  a  plebiscite 
to  be  held  in  the  free  area  of  Trieste. 
For  more  than  5  years  the  problem  of 
Trieste  has  plagued  relations  between 
Italy  and  Yugoslavia  and  has  been  a  sore 
spot  in  international  relations.  The  in- 
ternational Communist  threat  to  this 
area  makes  it  most  desirable  that  there 
be  friendly  cooperation  between  Yugo- 
slavia and  Italy.  Direct  negotiations  be- 
tween the  two  powers  have  not  been 
successful;  nor  has  success  followed  the 
attempts  of  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  to  exert  diplomatic  influence  to 
bring  about  an  understanding.  A  plebi- 
scite is  a  democratic  and  Just  method, 
and  if  it  is  held  under  the  auspices  of 
the  United  Nations  I  believe  it  will  pro- 


vide a  Just  solution  to  this  knotty 
problem. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  I  have 
prepared  concerning  the  concurrent 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
concurrent  resolution  will  be  received 
and  appropriately  referred;  and,  with- 
out objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  17),  submitted  by  Idr.  Kewwedy, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) ,  That  It  is  the  sense 
of  the  Congress — 

(1)  That,  since  the  existing  situation  in 
the  Free  Territory  of  Trieste  creates  unnec- 
essary friction  between  Italy  and  Yugoslavia, 
It  is  highly  desirable  that  the  dispute  be 
resolved  in  an  amicable  fashion,  on  a  basis 
of  democratic  principles,  with  the  protec- 
tion of  the  rights  and  interests  of  all  con- 
cerned, by  a  plebiscite  within  a  reasonable 
time  in  the  Free  Territory  of  Trieste,  under 
proper   supervision  of   the   United    Nations; 

(2)  That  the  ultimate  disposition  of  thi* 
area  be  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  it* 
population  as  expressed  through  the  medium 
of  such  plebiscite. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Kennedy  is  as 
follows  : 

Statemekt  bt  Senator  Kennedt 
Italy  today  occupies  a  position  of  maxi- 
mum strategic  importance.  Its  security  is 
essential  to  the  defense  of  all  Western  Eu- 
rope and  to  the  maintenance  of  our  position 
in  the  Mediterranean.  Yet  Italy's  defenses 
on  its  northeastern  frontiers  are  imperiled 
by  the  strained  relations  which  exist  between 
Italy  and  Yugoslavia.  This  region,  in  the 
area  of  the  Lublana  Gap,  has  been  since  the 
ancient  days  of  Rome,  the  highways  through 
which  successive  waves  of  invaders  have 
poured  into  northern  Italy.  For  once  the 
gap  has  been  secured  the  broad  plains  of 
northeast  Italy  lie  open  to  foreign  armies. 
The  Lublana  Gap  therefore  must  be  held  iX 
northeast  Italy  is  to  be  held. 

Yet  most  of  the  natural  defense  lines  in 
this  area  run  through  Yugoslavian  territory 
and  because  of  the  bitterness  of  feeling  be- 
tween Yugoslavia  and  Italy,  there  is  little 
evidence  of  cooperation  for  the  conunon  de- 
fense In  this  area.  The  border  instead  was 
marked,  when  I  was  there  last  December,  by 
barbed  wire  and  armed  Yugoslavian  guards. 
The  bitterness  between  Italy  and  Yugoslavia 
arises  out  of  the  dispute  over  Trieste  and  it  is 
therefore  of  maximum  importance  to  the 
United  States  and  the  whole  free  world  that 
a  solution  be  reached  between  these  two 
countries,  a  solution  which  will  take  into 
account  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  the 
population  of  the  territory.  It  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  am  today  introducing  legisla- 
tion which  will  Indicate  that  the  United 
States  Congress  looks  with  favor  Uf>on  a 
plebiscite  cf  the  i>eople  in  the  Territory  of 
Trieste. 

For  more  than  5  years  the  problem  of 
Trieste  has  plagued  relations  between  Italy 
and  Yugoslavia  and  has  been  a  source  of 
friction  for  the  great  powers.  Time  and 
again  efforts  have  been  made  to  heal  this  sore 
spot  In  international  relations  but  to  no 
avail.  Yet,  unsolved,  the  Trieste  question  Is 
fraught  with  dangers  that  should  not  go  un- 
heeded. The  fate  of  the  Free  Territory  of 
Trieste  is  of  deep  concern  to  the  Italians  and 
Yxigoslavs  in  both  of  whom  it  arouses  intense 
nationalistic  sentiment.  These  sentiments 
are  often  expressed  In  dramatic  ways  that 
clearly  Indicate  their  inner  passionate  force. 
As  long  as  the  question  of  lYieste  remains 
unsolved,  tt  will  exacerbate  relations  between 
Italy   and   Yugoslavia  and   be   a  source   of 
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dangerous  tension  In  the  easton  Mediter- 
ranean area. 

The  International  Communist  threat  to 
this  area  makes  it  most  desirable  that  there 
be  friendly  cooperation  between  Yugoslavia 
and  Italy.  At  the  present  time  Greece, 
Turkey,  and  Tugoelavla  are  on  the  verge 
of  signing  a  friendship  agreement  and  reach- 
ing a  military  understanding  whereby  they 
will  coordinate  their  defenses  against  pos- 
sible Communist  aggression.  Logically,  Italy 
should  be  a  participant  in  this  strategic  ar- 
rangement. But  because  of  the  bad  relations 
between  Rome  and  Belgrade,  poisoned  as 
they  are  by  the  Trieste  question,  it  has  not 
been  possible  thus  far  to  bring  Italy  Into  the 
arrangement.  This  is  one  vital  strategic 
reason  why  a  prompt  answer  should  be  found 
to  the  Trieste  problem. 

Many  attempts  have  been  made  to  find 
a  key  to  the  Trieste  riddle  but  without  suc- 
cess. Under  the  terms  of  the  Italian  Peace 
Treaty,  which  came  into  force  In  September 
1947,  the  city  of  Trieste  and  its  environs  (a 
total  area  of  about  28S  square  miles)  was  to 
become  a  free  territory  under  a  governor 
appointed  by  the  United  Nations.  Because 
of  disagreements  between  the  Western  Pow- 
ers and  the  Soviet  Union  a  governor  was 
never  appointed  and  the  administration  en- 
visaged in  the  peace  treaty  never  came  into 
effect.  lYleste  has  remained  divided  into 
two  zones — Zone  A  (including  the  city  of 
Trieste  proper)  under  Anglo-American  mili- 
tary occupation,  and  zone  B  under  Yugoslav 
military  occupation.  At  the  present  time, 
there  is  no  prospect  that  the  plan  in  the 
peace  treaty  for  the  establishment  of  a  gov- 
ernment for  the  free  territory  will  be  carried 
out.  Other  approaches  have  been  attempted, 
but  those  too  have  not  proved  fruitful.  One 
of  the  methods  tried  has  been  direct  nego- 
tiation between  Italy  and  Yugoslavia.  For 
the  past  several  years  it  hsut  been  the  con- 
sistent policy  of  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  to  urge  that  the  Trieste  question  be 
solved  by  direct  negotiations  between  the 
two  principal  disputants.  On  many  occa- 
sions Italian  and  Yugoslav  leaders  have  pro- 
posed direct  negotiations  between  their  two 
countries  but  the  terms  have  always  been 
such  that  they  have  been  unacceptable  to  one 
side  or  the  other.  Meetings  between  Italian 
and  Yugoslav  representatives  on  the  Trieste 
Issue  have  never  gotten  very  far. 

Not  only  have  direct  negotiations  been 
unproductive  as  a  means  of  solving  the 
Trieste  question,  but  other  approaches  have 
failed  too.  The  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  have  tried  to  exert  their  diplomatic 
Influence  to  bring  about  an  understanding, 
but  their  overtiu-es  have  been  in  vain.  Like- 
wise, failure  has  been  the  fate  of  the  Italian 
proposal  that  the  case  of  Trieste  be  referred 
to  the  International  Court  of  Justice. 

All  these  methods  have  failed,  the  peace 
treaty  project,  direct  negotiations,  diplo- 
macy, and  international  adjudication.  All 
these  methods  have  been  tried,  but  Trieste 
still  remains  a  painful  thorn  in  the  side 
of  the  international  body  politic.  Yet  there 
Is  still  one  approach  which,  although  it  has 
been  suggested  before  as  a  way  of  solving 
the  Trieste  problem,  has  apparently  never 
received  from  all  concerned  the  kind  of  con- 
sideration It  deserves.  And  that  is,  a  plebi- 
scite. 

A  plebiscite  has  many  advantageous  fea- 
tures which  qualify  it  as  an  efficacious  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  Trieste  trouble. 
A  plebiscite  Is,  above  all,  democratic  and 
Jiist.  It  gives  the  people  themselves  the  op- 
portimlty  to  decide  their  own  fate.  It  rec- 
ognizes the  principle  of  popular  sovereignty 
which  is  so  basic  in  the  western  political 
tradition.  It  honors  the  principle  of  self- 
determination,  which  has  so  prominent  a  role 
in  the  history  of  American  foreign  policy. 
In  short,  it  is  a  singularly  appropriate  device 
for  settling  the  Trieste  dispute,  not  only 
from  ^» viewpoint  of  its  own  intrinsic  merits 
but  jMftltoxa  the  viewpoint  of  its  con- 
•isteflMOth  American  tradlUon. 


Experience  has  proved  that  plebiscites  are 
satisfactory  measures  for  settling  disputes 
of  the  Trieste  type,  that  is,  disputes  over 
border  areas  where  the  resident  population 
is  made  up  of  intermingled  nationalities. 
Examples  of  some  controversies  that  have 
been  settled  by  plebiscite  Include:  (a)  the 
dispute  of  Denmark  and  Germany  over  North 
Schleswlg  (1920);  (b)  the  disposition  of  a 
portion  of  East  Prussia  as  between  Germany 
and  Poland  (1920);  and  (c)  the  division  of 
Upper  Silesia  between  Germany  and  Poland 
(1931).  The  successful  use  of  plebiscites  In 
these  and  many  other  Instances  indicates 
that  this  method  of  achieving  a  satisfactory 
outcome  for  territorial  disputes  Involving  na- 
tionalities Is  sound  and  accords  with  the  best 
international  practice.  For  these  reasons  a 
plebiscite  should  be  appropriate  in  Trieste, 
an  area  where  many  conditions  are  similar  to 
those  in  regions  where  the  plebiscite  has 
already  been  applied  with  good  effect. 

There  Is  one  further  condition,  however, 
that  must  be  met.  The  plebiscite  must  be 
supervised  by  an  international  umpire  whose 
integrity.  Impartiality.  Justice,  and  compe- 
tence are  above  question.  Otherwise,  the 
best  results  might  not  be  obtained.  The 
United  Nations,  as  an  International  organ- 
ization that  represents  nearly  all  of  the  gov- 
ernments of  the  world,  Is  eminently  qualified 
to  supply  the  proper  supervisory  agents. 
These  might  very  well  be  selected  from 
countries  that  have  no  partisan  Interest  In 
the  Trieste  problem.  They  could  then  be 
relied  upon  to  exercise  their  functions  neu- 
trally and  efficiently.  Certain  countries  In 
Asia  or  Latin  America  could  certainly  meet 
these  requirements. 

The  Trieste  question  is  a  serlo\is  one.  Be- 
cause It  is  so  inflammable,  It  should  be  re- 
solved promptly.  It  Is  undoubtedly  In  the 
best  moral,  political,  and  strategic  Interests 
of  the  United  States  that  the  status  of 
Trieste  be  fairly  determined  In  the  very  near 
future.  A  plebiscite  under  the  auspices  of 
the  United  Nations  Is  the  best  means  at  the 
disposal  of  the  United  States,  now  that  so 
many  other  means  have  failed,  for  effecting 
a  quick  ^nd  Just  solution  to  this  knotty 
problem. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  EFFECTS  OP 
IMMIGRATION  LAWS  ON  UNITED 
STATES    FOREIGN    POLICY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  for  appropriate  reference  a  res- 
olution calling  upon  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  to  conduct  a  full 
study  and  investigation  of  the  effects  of 
the  present  immigration  laws  of  the 
United  States  on  its  foreign  policy  and 
its  relations  with  other  nations. 

The  evidence  is  unmistakable  that 
since  the  enactment  of  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Immigration  Act,  many  misun- 
derstandings between  our  Government 
and  other  governments  have  arisen. 
These  have  been  serious  in  the  case  of 
Norway,  as  I  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  last  Friday.  The  deiree  of 
seriousness  varies  from  country  to  coun- 
try, but  there  is  no  question  that  the 
Communist  Party  has  capitalized  on  the 
humiliation  which  many  Europeans  have 
suffered  since  the  passage  of  the  act. 

Immigration  legislation  has  a  very  di- 
rect effect  on  our  Government's  relations 
with  other  nations.  It  is  a  definite  part 
of  our  foreign  policy.  I  realize  full  well 
that  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary has  legislative  Jurisdiction  over 
the  details  of  our  immigration  laws,  but 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions has  a  definite  responsibility  to  look 
at  those  laws  as  they  affect  the  foreign 
policy  of  our  Government. 


It  is  in  that  spirit  that  I  sulmiit  this 
resolution. 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  90) ,  submitted 
by  Mr.  Humphrxt.  was  referred  to  the 
Conmiittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  or  any  duly  authorised 
subconunlttee  thereof,  is  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  conduct  a  full  study  and  investiga- 
tion of  the  effects  of  the  present  immigration 
laws  of  the  United  States  on  Its  foreign  pol- 
icy and  Its  relations  with  other  nations. 
The  committee  shall  report  the  results  of 
such  study  and  investigation  to  the  Senate 
at  the  earliest  practicable  date,  together 
with  its  recommendations  for  such  legisla- 
tion or  other  action  as  it  deems  necessary. 


HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3575)  to  enable  the  peo- 
ple of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States,  was  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  oa 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


BASIC  AND  UNIFORM  RULES  FOR 
THE  CONDUCT  OF  SENATE  COM- 
MITTEE HEARINGS — COSPONSOR 
OF  RESOLUTION 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  I  Mr.  LsiotAifl  has 
informed  me  that  he  wishes  to  be  a  co- 
sponsor  of  Senate  Resolution  83,  to  pro- 
mote the  effectiveness  of  investigations 
by  committees  of  the  Senate  to  establish 
uniform  rules  for  the  conduct  of  Senate 
committee  hearings  and  to  insure  orderly 
and  fair  procedure  and  the  protection  of 
individuals  which  I  submitted  on  Febru- 
ary 20,  1953.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  name  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  be  added  as  a  cosponsor  of  the 
resolution,  and  that  a  star  print  of  the 
resolution  be  made  showing  the  name 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


NATURALIZATION  OF  CERTAIN 
PERSONS  SERVING  IN  ARMED 
FORCES  —  ADDITIONAL  COSPON- 
SOR OF  BILL 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  has  Informed  me  that  he  has 
been  very  mUch  interested  in  Introducing 
proposed  legislation  along  the  lines  of  my 
bill,  S.  704.  which  provides  for  the  expe- 
ditious naturalization  of  persons  who 
have  served  or  are  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces  during  the  Korean  conflict.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  now 
expressed  a  desire  to  cosponsor  my  bill. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  per- 
manent record  be  changed  to  show  that 
he  is  a  cosponsor  of  the  bill,  and  in  the 
event  additional  printings  of  the  bill  are 
made,  his  name  be  included  as  one  of 
the  sponsors. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York?  The  Chair 
hears  no  objection,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 
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ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTICLES, 
ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPEN- 
DIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc..  were 
ordered  to  be  i>rinted  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

Address  entltitd  "What  Is  Ahead  In  the 
Next  4  Years?"  delivered  by  Senator  Baraacs 
befcH-e  the  Pennsylvania  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation on  February  34.  1953.  together  with 
Introductory  reirarks  by  Senator  Maxtin. 
By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

Statement  by  him  on  the  103d  anniver- 
sary of  the  birth  of  Thomas  O.  Masaryk. 
By  Mr.  LIHMAN: 

Address  deliveied  by  him  before  the  lead- 
ership conference  for  State  of  Israel  bonds 
held  at  the  Mayflower  Hotel  in  Washing- 
ton. D.  C,  on   Saturday.   March  7.   1953. 

Address  entitle:!  "Time  for  Teachers  To  Get 
Angry."  deltvere<l  by  James  B.  Carey,  secre- 
tary-treasurer, CIO,  and  president.  Interna- 
tional Union  of  Bectrical,  Radio,  and  Ma- 
chine Workers,  CIO,  ut  the  charter  day 
observances  of  Howard  University,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  on  March  2,  1953. 

Joint  statement  issued  by  State  Senator 
Francis  J.  Mahcney  and  Assemblyman  Eu- 
gene F.  Dannlgaii,  Democratic  leaders  of  the 
New  York  State  Legislature,  on  the  subject 
of  submerged  lands  legislation. 
By  Mr.  M/.GNUSON: 

Address  delivered  on  Wednesday,  March 
II,  1953.  by  Representative  Don  Magnuson. 
of  Washington,  in  support  of  the  develop- 
ment of  a  high  dam  In  Hells  Canyon  of  the 
Snake  River. 

By  Mr.  HOEY: 

Statement  entitled  "A  Comprehensive  Plan 
for  Better  Medical  Care  and  Better  Distri- 
bution of  Physicians.  With  Si>eclal  Emphasis 
on  the  Rural  Sections."  by  Dr.  W.  C.  Bostic, 
of  Forest  City,  N.  C. 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 

Statement   entitled   "Good   Posture,   Good 
Health."  prepared  by  Dr.  Emmett  J.  Murphy, 
of  Washington.  D.  C,  director  of  public  re- 
lations, National  Chiropractic  Association. 
By  Mr.  MORSE: 

Editorial  entitled  "Penalty  for  Working." 
published  in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Portland 
Oregonian. 

Editorial  entitled  "Cheap  Politics  Indeed," 
published  in  the  Sacramento  (Calif.)  Bee  of 
February  38,  1953. 

By  Mr.  BRICIi:ER: 

Editorial  entitled  "Need  of  New  Amend- 
ment," published  In  the  Tablet,  of  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y.,  on  February  28,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "She  Pleads  for  More 
Noise."  published  in  the  Palladium-Item 
and  Sun-Telegram  of  Richmond.  Ind.,  on 
March  7.  1953. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS: 

Article  entitled  "Harry's  Team  Got  Its 
Severance  Pay."  written  by  Marshall  McNeil, 
and  published  in  the  Washington  Daily 
News  of  March  11,  1953. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 

Article  entitled  "Trojan  Horse  Returns," 
published  In  the  March  9,  1953.  Issue  of 
the  New  Leader. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  communicated  to  the  Senate  the 
intelligence  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Joseph 
R.  Bryson.  late  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and  trans- 
mitted the  resolutions  of  the  House 
thereon. 


NORTH  DAKOTA  POLL  ON  CURRENT 
NATIONAL  ISSUES 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  the  results  of  a 
poll  which  I  recently  conducted  in  the 
State  of  North  Dakota.  I  may  say  that 
the  poll  was  directed  to  2,300  RepubUcan 
precinct  committeemen  and  also  to  all 
lawyers,  all  doctors,  all  grain  elevator 
operators,  and  a  large  group  of  others  in 
the  State,  including  many  thousands  of 
farmers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  poll  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

An  honorable  solution  to  the  Korean  war 
is  still  the  most  Important  national  issue, 
according  to  Incomplete  returns  from  14,000 
questionnaires  sent  to  North  Dakota  people. 
Falling  farm  priceii,  together  with  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Benson's  views  on  farm-price 
supports.  Is  running  a  close  second.  The 
questionnaires  were  addressed  Individually 
to  2,300  Republican  precinct  committeemen, 
farmers,  and  to  thousands  of  Individuals 
representing  nearly  all  other  occupations  in 
North  Dakota. 

Comments  range  from,  "Secretary  Benson 
Is  a  good  man.  Give  him  a  chance"  to  "I 
have  always  voted  Republican.  •  •  •  I  went 
to  St.  Paul  to  hear  and  see  him  (Benson) 
and  got  the  biggest  disappointment  since  the 
grasshoppers  cleaned  up  my  crop  In  1938." 
•  •  •  •  • 

1.  Do  you  favor  President  Eisenhower's 
recent  action  removing  the  United  States 
7th  Fleet  from  patrol  duty  around  Formosa, 
thus  opening  the  way  for  Chinese  National- 
ists to  raid  the  Chinese  mainland  held  by 
the  Reds?     Yes,  2,860;   no,  343. 

2.  Do  you  favor  the  proposed  naval  block- 
ade of  the  Chinese  Conununlst  coast  line? 
Yes,  2,084:   no,  607. 

3.  Do  you  approve  of  the  appointment  of 
Ezra  Taft  Benson  as  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture? Farmers:  Yes,  483;  no,  1,787.  Other 
groups:  Yes,  361;  no,  328.  Total:  Yes,  844; 
no,  2,115. 

4.  Do  you  favor  the  so-called  flexible  price 
supports  for  agricultural  commodities  (75  to 
90  percent  of  parity)?  Farmers:  Yes,  270; 
no,  2,296.  Other  groups:  Yes,  235;  no,  342. 
Total:   Yes,  505;   no,  2.638. 

5.  Do  you  favor  an  extension  of  90  percent 
supports  for  basic  farm  conunodltles,  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Young-Russell-Cooley  Act? 
Farmers:  Yes,  2,070;  no,  338.  Other  groups: 
Yes,  230;  no,  144.    Total:  Yes,  2,500;  no,  482. 

6.  Do  you  favor  100  percent  price  supports' 
Farmers:  Yes,  1.899;  no,  453.  Other  groups: 
Yes,  348;  no.  319.    Total:  Yes,  2,247;  no,  772. 

7.  Opponents  of  high-level  price  supports 
claim  that  such  support  levels  usually  lead 
to  acreage  limitations.  Do  you  object  to  such 
acreage  allotments  If  they  are  necessary  to  a 
90  percent  price  support  program?  Farmers : 
Yes,  600;  no.  1,890.  Other  groups:  Yes,  235; 
no,  404.     Total:  Yes,  835;  no,  2,294. 

8.  Do  you  favor  continuance  of  the  Federal 
crop  insurance  program?     Yes,  2.278;  no,  640. 

9.  Do  you  favor  continuance  of  other  farm 
programs — REA,  RTA,  SoU  Conservation? 
Yes,  3,029;   no,  172. 

10.  Do  you  favor  an  Immediate  tax  reduc- 
tion of  from  5  to  11  percent,  even  though  it 
may  mean  an  unbalanced  budget?  Yes,  654; 
no,  2,550. 

11.  It  has  always  been  my  strict  policy  to 
answer  all  mail  promptly  and  completely, 
(a)  Have  you  heard  of  any  instances  where 
my  reply  wasn't  prompt?    Yes,  24;  no,  3,213. 

(b)  If  you  personally  wrote  me  previously, 
was  your  reply :  (1)  Prompt,  903;  (2)  delayed, 
9;  (3)  complete,  430;  (4)  incomplete,  10. 

12.  What,  in  your  opinion,  is  the  most  im- 
portant issue  facing  Congress  and  the  Nation 
today?  (1)  Korea,  1,731;  (2)  farm  prices. 
1,143;  (3)  balanced  budget.  348;  (4)  com- 
mimism,  217;  (5)  waste,  162. 


INTERNATIONAL  FOOD  MARKET 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  PuLBRiGHT],  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Hennimgs],  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoiy],  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hmc- 
phrey],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  ,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr],  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lamger], 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson  1,  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield],  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClel- 
LAN],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt],  the  junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  ,  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Stennis],  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young].  I  introduce,  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence, a  joint  resolution,  to  provide  for 
the  creation  of  an  international  food  re- 
serve. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  very  important 
joint  resolution,  and  I  wish  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  address  the  Senate  in  ex- 
planation of  the  joint  resolution  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  morning  hour. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
joint  resolution  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  56)  to 
provide  for  the  creation  of  an  interna- 
tional food  reserve,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Murray  (for  himself  and  other  Sena- 
tors), was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 


PROPOSED  ELECTION  OF  DELEGATE 
FROM  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 
TO  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Senate  bill  697,  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  a  Delegate  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives.   It  is  order  No.  70  on  the  calendar. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(S.  697)  to  provide  for  a  Delegate  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  with  amendments. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a 
biU  to  establish  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia a  voice  In  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  by  providing  for  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Delegate  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, whos3  status  would  be  comparable 
to  that  of  a  Delegate  from  a  Territory. 

Mr.  President.  I  observe  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Montana  on  his 
feet.  Does  he  wish  me  to  defer  my 
remarks? 
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Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
moments  ago  I  introduced  a  Joint  resolu- 
tion, requested  its  appropriate  reference, 
and  asked  that  I  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  explain  it  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
morning  hour.  Have  we  concluded  the 
morning  hour.  Mr.  President? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
morning  hour  has  been  concluded. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  If  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  not  going  to  take  too 
much  Ume.  I  would  prefer  to  wait  until 
he  concludes. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  merely  wish  to  state 
rather  briefly  the  outline  of  the  pending 
bill,  after  wh'ch  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  will  take  me  some 
little  time  to  present  the  subject  matter 
of  the  joint  resolution.  If  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  is  not  going  to  take 
too  much  time,  I  suggest  that  he  proceed. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  far  as  I  know,  there  is 
no  particular  opposition  to  the  pending 
bill.  I  think  it  can  be  disposed  of  rather 
promptly. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President.  I  was  the  Senator  who, 
on  Monday,  objected  to  a  consideration 
of  this  bill  on  the  call  of  the  Consent 
Calendar.  It  was  my  thought  that  a 
bill  of  this  nature,  and  of  this  impor- 
tance, should  not  be  so  simimarily  con- 
sidered by  the  Senate  in  the  5  minutes 
of  debate  which  is  permissible  imder 
the  Consent  Calendar.  That  was  my 
reason  for  objecting  to  its  consideration 
at  that  time,  and  it  was  my  only  reason. 
Personally,  I  think  I  shall  vote  for  the 
bill.  Nevertheless,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  bill  explained.  I  think  the  Senate 
is  entitled  to  an  explanation  of  it  rather 
than  having  the  bill  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate, without  debate,  on  5  minutes  notice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  the  Chair  had  assured  the 
Senator  from  Montana  that  he  would  be 
recognized  at  the,  conclusion  of  the 
morning  hour.   The  Chair  failed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana,  with  the  under- 
standing that  he  does  not  lose  his  right 
to  the  floor  following  the  presentation 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  and  with  that  understanding, 
the  Senator  from  Montana  may  proceed. 


INTERNATIONAL  FOOD  RESERVE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  a  large  bipartisan 
group  of  other  Senators,  I  have  intro- 
duced today  a  joint  resolution  which 
aims  at  the  creation  of  an  international 
food  reserve  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Food  and  Agricultiure  Organization  of 
the  United  Nations. 

This  resolution  is  not  a  new  Idea.  It 
is  the  product  of  long  years  of  study  by 
farmers,  economists.  Members  of  the 
Senate  and  JlJbe  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  leaders  In  international  affairs. 


The  general  idea  of  an  International  food 
reserve  first  came  to  public  attention 
back  in  1946  when  Sir  John  Boyd  Orr,  the 
head  of  the  PAO.  proposed  a  World  Food 
Board.  It  came  to  public  attention  again 
In  1949,  when  a  committee  of  distin- 
guished economists  from  various  coun- 
tries, including  the  United  States,  pro- 
posed the  creation  of  an  International 
Commodity  Clearing  House. 

Mr.  President,  the  international  food 
reserve  resolution  will  be  of  direct  inter- 
est to  every  farmer  in  America  and  to 
every  processor  and  distributor  of  farm 
commodities,  because  it  will  encourage 
abundant  production  of  food  and  fibers 
and  provide  a  constructive  method  of 
preventing  market  surpluses. 

It  will  be  of  direct  concern  to  all  the 
consumers  of  farm  products  because  it 
will  protect  against  shortages  and  the 
consumer  price  increases  which  accom- 
pany shortages. 

It  wifil  be  of  tremendous  interest  to  the 
other  nations  of  the  world  which  produce 
or  import  agricultural  commodities,  and 
to  all  those  throughout  the  world  who 
recognize  the  fundamental  fact  that  food 
and  clothing  are  our  two  most  vital 
weapons  in  mankind's  struggle  for  a 
happier  and  more  peaceful  world. 

The  passage  of  this  joint  resolution  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
signature  by  the  President  will  be  a  mile- 
stone in  the  history  of  international  re- 
lations in  the  modern  world. 

Its  enactment,  which  I  hope  will  be 
soon,  will  provide  a  strong  foundation 
for  the  prompt  creation  of  an  interna- 
tional food  reserve. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  well  aware  that 
this  has  not  been  the  customary  pro- 
cedure in  the  handling  of  international 
negotiations. 

All  Members  of  the  Senate  know  that 
the  customary  procedure  is  for  congres- 
sional consideration  of  international 
matters  to  occur  only  after  the  end  of 
long  and  intensive  international  nego- 
tiations. All  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate know  that  this  has  at  times  meant 
insuflBcient  congressional  participation 
in  the  conduct  of  foreign  economic  af- 
fairs. It  has  created  a  barrier  between 
those  handling  weighty  international 
affairs  and  the  duly  elected  representa- 
tives of  the  American  people.  As  a  re- 
sult, international  negotiations  have 
often  been  unrealistic.  To  my  mind,  one 
of  the  major  factors  underlying  this  lack 
of  realism  and  this  waste  of  effort  is  the 
fact  that  none  of  the  participants  in 
such  international  negotiations  has  had 
prior  opportunity  to  gage  congressional 
thinking  on  the  matters  under  discussion. 
Mr.  President,  the  sponsors  of  this 
resolution  believe  that  there  are  some 
occasions  when  the  most  appropriate 
procedure  involves  the  full  expression  of 
policy  by  the  Congress  as  a  prelude  to 
international  negotiations.  This  is  one 
of  those  cases. 

The  sponsors  of  this  resolution  believe 
that  only  through  congressional  initia- 
tive and  through  a  congressional  man- 
date can  a  proper  start  be  made  toward 
the  development  of  a  more  adequate  in- 
ternational machinery  for  handling  some 
of  our  pressing  agricultural  problems. 


Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  partisan 
measure.  It  is  supported  by  Republicans 
as  well  as  Democrats. 

While  initiated  by  Members  of  Con- 
gress, it  appears  to  be  supported  in  prin- 
ciple by  many  officials  of  the  executive 
branch.  We  hope  it  will  be  supported 
by  President  Eisenhower,  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  Mr.  Dulles,  and  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Mr.  Benson. 

WHAT  THE  INmNATlOMAL  FOOD 
EESnVE  PKOVXDCS 

This  Is  an  extremely  simple  resolu- 
tion. It  contains  only  four  sections  and 
is  only  four  pages  long. 

The  first  section  makes  certain  find- 
ings which  indicate  why  an  international 
food  reserve  is  needed.  These  findings 
deal  with  declining  farm  prices,  farm 
incomes,  and  farm  exports. 

The  agricultural  problems  of  other 
countries  are  also  recognized,  particu- 
larly the  need  for  more  food  and  fibers 
and  the  ever-present  threat  of  famine 
and  starvation. 

The  section  then  points  out  the  posi- 
tive value  of  food  reserves  as  a  protec- 
tion against  shortages. 

The  second  section  spells  out  the  fol- 
lowing five  purF)Oses  that  will  be  served 
by  an  international  food  reserve: 

(a)  It  would  provide  for  the  appropri- 
ate storage,  in  the  United  States  and  In 
other  countries,  of  raw  or  processed  agri- 
cultural commodities. 

(b>  It  would  be  developed  In  a  man- 
ner that  will  help  to  prevent  extreme 
price  fluctuations  in  the  International 
market  for  agricultural  products  and 
keep  production  expanding  to  meet  the 
world's  pressing  need  for  more  food  and 
clothing. 

(c)  It  would  be  used  to  prevent  famine 
and  starvation. 

(d)  It  would  absorb  temporary  mar- 
ket surpluses  of  agricultural  products. 

(e)  It  would  provide  for  the  use  of 
the  national  currencies  paid  to  the 
International  Pood  Reserve  by  pur- 
chasers of  agricultural  products  for  the 
purchase  In  the  same  countries  of  other 
raw  materials  needed  by  food -exporting 
countries  and.  through  cooperation  with 
the  appropriate  International  lending, 
economic  development,  and  technical  as- 
sistance agencies,  for  use  In  approved 
economic  development  programs. 

The  third  section  authorizes  and 
directs  the  United  States  representa- 
tives In  the  United  Nations  and  the 
Food  and  Agriculture  Organization  to 
"enter  promptly  into  international  nego- 
tiations for  the  purpose  of  preparing  a 
specific  plan  and  a  proposed  interna- 
tional agreement  on  the  creation  of  an 
international  food  reserve." 

The  fourth  section  provides  that  "The 
plan  and  agreement  developed  in  accord- 
ance with  section  3  hereof,  together  with 
full  supporting  material  and  informa- 
tion on  operating  methods,  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  for  approval." 

This  resolution  does  not  appropriate 
any  funds. 

This  resolution  does  not  provide  for 
any  new  controls  of  agricultural  com- 
modities. 
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Above  all,  this  resolution  does  not 
commit  the  United  States  Congress  to 
any  specific  plan  for  an  international 
food  reserve.  The  specific  plan  and 
agreement  which  would  be  developed 
under  it  would  subsequently  be  presented 
to  the  Congress  for  approval. 

AN  TNTCLI.IGENT  KXSDirK  rEOOKAM  WILL  HELP 
INSTTEB  ADBQUATZ  BX7PPLJX8  AND  CONTINUED 
PBOSPESITT 

History  as  far  back  as  Biblical  times 
teaches  us  that  if  the  world  is  to  have  a 
reasonably  adequate  supply  of  food  at  all 
times,  there  must,  at  times,  be  supplies  in 
excess  of  current  needs.  Following  the 
example  of  Joseph  in  Biblical  times, 
wise  ijeople  consider  these  temporary 
surpluses  a  blessing  and  build  reserves 
during  years  of  plenty  to  draw  upon  dur- 
ing the  lean  years,  which  inevitably  will 
come.  National  and  world  reserves  of 
food  and  fiber  will  not  merely  be  eco- 
nomic relief  measures  for  the  benefit  of 
agricultural  producers,  but  such  reserves 
are  undoubtedly  of  even  greater  Impor- 
tance to  all  consumers  In  this  and  otlier 
countries,  as  Insurance  against  famine. 
Inflation,  and  political  unrest. 

Tens  of  bllUons  of  dollars  are  being 
spent  annually  for  military  defense  pur- 
poses, yet  everyone  must  realize  that  no 
defense  program  can  be  effective  unless 
supported  by  adequate  supplies  of  food 
and  fiber  for  not  only  the  military,  but 
also  the  civilian  economy.  Recent  his- 
tory contains  numerous  Instances  when 
the  progress  of  communism  has  been 
turned  back  by  food  rather  than  bullets. 

The  ever-Increasing  population  of  this 
coiintry  and  of  the  world  makes  it  im- 
perative that  we  continue  an  all-out 
agricultural  production  pohcy  both  in 
the  United  States  and  elsewhere.  We 
cannot  afford  to  let  temporary  surpluses 
frighten  us  into  a  scarcity  policy. 
Neither  can  we  afford  to  let  temporary 
surpluses  cripple  the  productive  capacity 
of  agriculture  for  future  years. 

It  is  estimated  that  in  the  United 
States  alone  our  population  will  reach 
190  million  by  1975.  To  maintain  pres- 
ent diet  levels,  this  will  necessitate  an 
expansion  of  about  25  percent  In  agri- 
cultural output.  Low-Income  farmers, 
financially  unable  to  take  care  of  their 
land  and  make  maximum  technological 
and  scientific  advancement,  cannot  meet 
this  challenge  of  the  future. 

Temporary  surpluses  are  a  blessing  in 
the  world  of  today.  A  plan  which  con- 
verts them  Into  a  properly  managed  re- 
serve will  make  this  a  reality. 

EUPPLIXS  ARE  AVAILABLE  TO  8TABT  A  BBSXBTX 

The  spring  of  1953  is  a  particularly 
appropriate  period  for  the  r>enate  to 
take  action  that,  hopefully,  will  lead  to 
the  establishment  of  an  international 
food  reserve.  By  and  large,  nature 
smiled  on  farm  production  last  year  here 
at  home  and  over  the  rest  of  the  world. 
Farm  production  in  the  United  States  in 
1952  set  a  new  high  record.  Food  and 
fiber  producers  in  other  lands  also  had 
a  good  year. 

Larger  production  abroad  coupled  witli 
the  efforts  by  some  countries  to  conserve 
dollar  exchange  caused  the  foreign  de- 
mand for  United  States  farm  products 


to  drop  sharply  in  the  first  half  of  the 
1952-53  marketing  year. 

The  reduction  In  foreign  demand  and 
the  record  high  farm  production  In  the 
United  States  were  the  major  factors 
responsible  for  the  more  than  10-percent 
drop  In  average  prices  received  by  farm- 
ers which  took  place  from  August  7,  last 
year,  to  February  15,  this  year.  That  Is 
a  drop  of  2  percent  a  month  that  took 
place  In  spite  of  rising  consumer  Incomes 
and  purchasing  power  in  the  United 
States. 

PABM   PBICES  AND  INCOMES   ABE    SLIPPING 

Prices  of  farm  commodities  as  a  whole 
have  fallen  16  percent  from  their  all- 
time  high  in  February  of  1951. 

In  the  past  year,  farm  prices  have 
fallen  9  percent,  having  fallen  each 
month  for  the  past  6  months. 

Cattle  prices  fell  last  year  from  $27  63 
a  hundred  pounds  to  $18.80,  as  of  Feb- 
ruary 15.  Farmers  averaged  89  percent 
of  parity  during  the  month  ending  Feb- 
ruary 15,  but  the  price  dropped  to  nearly 
80  percent  of  parity  in  some  locaUties 
during  the  same  period. 

Com  fell  during  the  past  12  months 
from  $1.65  a  bushel  to  $1.43. 

Oats  fell  during  the  same  period  from 
about  89  cents  a  bushel  to  77  cents. 

Cotton  fell  from  37  cents  a  pound  to 
30  cents — down  to  89  percent  of  parity — 
In  the  past  year. 

Sheep  declined  from  $13.30  a  year  ago 
to  $8.55  a  hundred  pounds. 

Milk  has  dropped  from  $5.11  to  $4.66 
a  hundred  pounds  since  February  a  year 
ago. 

These  are  only  a  few  of  the  price 
drops  farmers  have  taken.  Of  course, 
the  prices  of  not  all  farm  commodities 
have  fallen  during  the  past  year;  .«ome 
have  gone  up,  contrary  to  the  general 
trend. 

While  the  prices  received  by  farmers 
have  been  dropping,  the  prices  farmers 
have  to  pay  have  been  rising.  We  are 
dealing  here  with  a  fundamental,  long- 
term  problem.  Since  1947,  the  purchas- 
ing power  of  farm  families — their  real 
Income  in  constant  dollars — has 
dropped  by  more  than  one-fourth. 

<b)  Farm  mcome  for  1952  is  esti- 
mated to  have  barely  held  even  with  the 
previous  year,  on  a  net  basis,  and  Is  15 
percent  below  the  record  high  of  1947. 
This  is  a  drop  of  $2 '2  billion. 

Cash  receipts  are  increasing,  but  pro- 
duction costs  are  rising  as  fast — and  a 
little  faster.  Present  forecasts  for  1953 
indicate  that  farm  families  will  receive 
a  lower  percentage  of  the  national  In- 
come than  in  any  year  in  the  history  of 
the  Nation,  except  one — 1932. 

The  relationship  of  prices  received  by 
farmers  to  those  paid  by  farmers  for  pro- 
duction and  living  necessities  fell  from 
100  a  year  ago  to  94\hls  month.  This 
Is  the  so-called  parity  ratio. 

In  addition  to  adequate  carry-over 
stocks  of  most  commodities,  there  are 
actually  burdensome  surpluses  of  some, 
partly  because  of  their  relatively  perish- 
able nature. 

Secretary  Benson  referred  recently  to 
the  very  serious  development  in  the  large 
Government  Inventory  of  milk  products 


which  have  been  purchased  to  support 
the  market  price.  As  of  February  13.  the 
Government  had  on  hand:  70  million 
pounds  of  butter;  17  million  pounds  of 
cheese;  101  million  pounds  of  dried  milk. 
Storable  commodities  In  Inventory  are 
not  necessarily  surplus  but  some,  such 
as  wheat,  could  l)e  disposed  of  without 
jeopardizing  the  national  reserve.  In 
fact,  the  surplus  of  wheat  Is  depressing 
the  market  considerably  and  will  con- 
tinue to  do  so  for  several  years  if  nego- 
tiations to  extend  the  International 
wheat  agreement  should  fail, 

AMERICAN  ACBICULTUBAL  EXPOBTS  ABE  DECLINXNO 

The  volume  of  exports  of  farm  com- 
modities has  fallen  27  percent  from  the 
peak  reached  just  after  hostilities  In  Ko- 
rea broke  out,  until  It  stands  at  the 
lowest  point  since  Korea. 

The  outlook  for  the  current  year 
pointed  to  a  record  world  output  of 
bread  grains,  rice,  and  fats  and  oils  and 
to  a  near-record  world  output  of  cotton 
and  corn,  according  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

Much  of  our  favorable  export  position 
of  recent  years  has  been  accounted  for 
directly  by  our  forelgn-ald  programs. 
In  the  fiscal  year  1948-49  about  two- 
thirds  of  our  agricultural  exports  was 
financ<id  by  various  foreign  economic-aid 
funds,  but  these  sources  are  shrinking. 
By  fiscal  year  1951-52  only  about  one- 
fifth  was  so  financed.  This  means,  of 
course,  that  United  States  exports  must 
compete  more  and  more  sharply  in  price 
with  other  producing  areas  of  the  world. 

Here  is  how  exports  of  the  three 
largest  commodities  have  dropped  from 
the  third  quarter  of  1951  to  the  same 
quarter  of  1952:  Cotton,  down  36  per- 
cent; wheat,  down  one-third;  tobacco, 
down  one -third. 

The  lack  of  stability  in  the  United 
States  export  market  has  historically 
plagued  American  farmers  with  alter- 
nate shortages  and  surplus,  with  alter- 
nate ups  and  downs  in  prices. 

The  all-time  high  in  exports  of  agri- 
cultural products  was  1919,  when  the 
value  reached  $4,093,000,000.  The  low 
point  was  reached  in  1940,  with  a  value 
of  only  $517  million.  The  value  in  1951 
was  nearly  up  to  the  peak  again,  but  the 
years  between  the  peaks  make  a  grossly 
jagged  line  on  the  chart  of  the  agricul- 
tural economy. 

The  fiuctuatlons  of  specific  commodi- 
ties from  year  to  year  Is  even  sharper — 
and  often  more  disastrous  to  Individual 
farmers.  For  example.  United  States  ex- 
ports of  corn  were  only  300.000  bushels 
in  1935,  jumped  to  147.700.000  in  1938, 
fell  off  sharply  to  32,400.000  in  the  very 
next  year,  bounced  back  after  the  war 
to  127,900,000  by  1947.  and  fell  to  23, 
800.000  in  the  next  year. 

Leveling  off  the  peaks  and  valleys 
would  be  a  great  contribution  to  Ameri- 
can farmers  in  the  form  of  stable  prices 
and  a  confident  outlook. 

The  following  table  shows  the  ups  and 
downs  of  wheat  and  cotton  exports  com- 
pared with  relatively  stable  and,  in  the 
case  of  cotton,  Increasing  domestic  con- 
sumption. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
table  may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rkcord. 
as  follows: 

Wheat 

[Millioas  of  bushch 


Marketinc  ye«r 


1927-28 
I9S2-33 

194&-47 
1SM7-W 

1W8-49 
194»-50 

i!»sr>-si 

1951-52 
1952-53 


Cotton  (American  type) 
[Millions  of  bales) 


Marketing  yvsr 

Exports 

Domestic 
consumplioa 

1907-28 

7.5 
3.3 
4.7 
&8 
4.1 
&5 
4.0 

6.5 

1936-39        

6.7 

1948-49        .  - 

7.6 

1949-90 

8.7 

1950-51                 

10.  .s 

1951-53    

».o 

1953-53    

9.6 

Source:  U.  8.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
relative  importance  of  agricultural  ex- 
ports to  total  United  States  exports  has 
tended  to  decline  over  the  past  several 
decades.  However,  American  agricul- 
ture has  been  geared  in  recent  years  to 
a  foreign  market  for  substantial  quanti- 
ties of  wheat,  cotton,  tobacco,  and  oils. 
Short  foreign  supplies  of  most  food  and 
agricultural  products  resulted  in  an 
upsurge  in  United  States  agricultural 
exports  following  World  War  II. 

During  fiscal  1951-52.  exports  of  farm 
products  were  valued  at  a  near-record 
$4  billion,  up  nearly  one-fifth  from  a 
year  earlier  in  both  quantity  and  dollar 
volume.  Exports  of  food  grains — wheat 
and  rice — in  1951-52  represented  over 
50  percent  of  total  output,  cotton  exports 
nearly  40  percent,  and  flue-cured  tobacco 
exports  about  one-third  of  total  produc- 
tion. A  number  of  special  circumstances 
limited  available  foreign  supplies  of  some 
major  foods  and  agricultural  products 
and  resulted  in  a  strong  export  demand 
for  United  States  agricultural  products 
in  the  1951-52  marketing  year. 

Foreign  demand  for  United  States 
farm  products  dropped  sharply  in  the 
first  half  of  the  1952-53  marketing  year, 
reflecting  efforts  by  some  countries  to 
conserve  dollar  exchange  as  well  as 
larger  foreign  supplies  of  competitive 
farm  products.  Total  agricultural  ex- 
ports in  the  last  half  of  1952  apparently 
were  down  around  30  percent  from  a 
year  earlier.  Cotton  exports  in  this  pe- 
riod were  estimated  at  about  one -half 
those  of  a  year  earlier.  Exports  of 
wheat  were  about  30  ipercent  smaller 
and  flue-cured  tobacco  exports  were 
down  more  than  a  third  from  a  year 
earlier.  Food-fat  exports  were  also 
smaller  than  tHe  imusually  large  move- 
ment in  the  last  half  of  1951. 

UKMET  MpBS  fOB  roOO  OT  OTBXS  COUItTRIXS 

These  recent  and  dramatic  drops  in 
the  export  of  United  States  farm  com- 
modities is  far  removed  from  being  a  re- 
flection that  the  rest  of  the  world's  peo- 


ple have  now  become  well  clothed  and 
well  fed.  Quite  the  contrary  is  the  case. 
A  world  food  survey  made  by  FAO 
covering  78  countries  and  90  percent  of 
the  world's  population  showed  that  in 
the  period  just  before  the  war  over  half 
the  worlds  people,  on  the  average,  had 
just  about  enough  food  for  minimum 
subsistence — barely  enough,  that  is,  to 
prevent  serious  undernutrition,  but 
not  enough  for  health  by  any  decent 
standard. 

Most  of  the  underfed  millions  are  in 
the  Far  East,  the  Near  East,  and  parts 
of  Africa  and  Latin  America. 

Populations  in  the  Par  East,  the  Near 
East,  and  Northern  Africa,  in  Southern 
and  Eastern  Europe,  and  in  Germany 
and  Austria  have  increased  faster  than 
food  production.  Thus,  on  the  average, 
there  is  now  less  food  per  person  in  these 
areas  than  the  low  prewar  levels. 

Only  about  a  third  of  the  world  popu- 
lation has  enough  food  of  the  right  kind 
to  be  well  nourished  by  good  standards. 
The  contrast  can  be  vividly  illustrated 
by  comparing  the  daily  food  consump- 
tion of  an  average  native  of  India  and 
an  average  American.  These  are  the 
figures,  calculated  from  those  for  annual 
food  consumption  in  the  FAO  survey: 

Tlie  average  Indian  has  1  Vi  pounds  of 
food  a  day.  Half  of  this,  or  three- 
fourths  of  a  pound,  is  a  starchy  food — 
mainly  rice  or  wheat.  The  other  three- 
quarters  of  a  pound  includes  everything 
else — less  than  a  third  of  a  pound  of 
food  of  animal  origin — milk,  eggs.  fish, 
meat;  less  than  half  a  pound  altogether 
of  fruits,  vegetables,  sugar.  The  amount 
of  fat  the  average  Indian  gets  is  negligi- 
ble— about  half  a  pound  a  month. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  average  Amer- 
ican consumes  about  4^4  pounds  of  food 
a  day.  He  eats  about  the  same  quantity 
of  starchy  foods,  such  as  bread,  potatoes, 
and  so  forth,  as  the  Indian — three - 
fourths  of  a  pound  a  day.  But  the 
American  consumes  4  pounds  a  day  of 
other  foods.  These  include  2y3  pounds 
of  foods  of  animal  origin,  such  as  milk, 
eggs,  fish,  and  meat — 3  times  as  much 
as  the  amount  of  starchy  foods.  It  also 
includes  more  than  a  pound  of  fruits  and 
vegetables  a  day  and  nearly  3'2  pounds 
of  fats  a  month,  as  against  the  Indian  s 
one-half  pound. 

But  these  figures  in  pounds  do  not  tell 
the  whole  story  because  a  pound  of  grain, 
which  contains  little  water,  cannot  well 
be  compared  with  a  pound  of  vegetables 
or  fruits,  which  may  be  largely  water. 
In  terms  of  energy  the  food  supply  of 
the  Indian  gives  him  1,700  calories  a 
day.  Three-fourths.  76  percent,  of  this 
comes  from  starchy  foods,  chiefly  grain. 
The  average  American  gets  3,130  calories 
a  day,  of  which  only  43  percent  comes 
from  these  foods. 

A  diet  made  up  too  largely  of  starchy 
foods  is  low  in  health-giving  proteins, 
vitamins,  and  minerals.  A  diet  with  a 
large  proportion  of  meat,  milk,  fish,  eggs, 
vegetables,  and  fruits  is  rich  in  these  ele- 
ments. The  amount  of  protein,  particu- 
larly animal  protein,  is  generally  consid- 
ered the  best  single  indicator  of  the  nu- 
tritional quality  of  a  diet,  llie  average 
American  gets  90  grams  of  protein  a  day. 
of  which  60  grams  come  from  animal 
sources.  The  average  Indian  gets  44 
grams  of  protein  a  day,  of  which  only 


6  grams  come  from  animal  sources.  So 
the  Americans  diet  not  only  furnishes 
almost  twice  as  much  energy  as  the  In- 
dian's; it  also  includes  far  more  of  the 
foods  that  mean  good  health,  normal 
growth,  long  life,  including  10  times  as 
much  animal  protein. 

Actually,  the  average  Indian's  food 
consumption  is  probably  a  little  lower 
than  1.700  calories  a  day,  since  this  is  the 
figure  at  the  retail  level.  It  does  not 
include  waste,  which  in  many  cases  may 
amount  to  about  15  percent. 

The  minimum  subsistence  level  needed 
to  escape  very  serious  undernutrition 
has  been  estimated  at  1.500  to  1,600  calo- 
ries a  day  of  actual  food  consumption 
for  populations  living  in  the  warmer  cU- 
mates  and  1,900  calories  for  populations 
in  the  Temperate  Zone.  These  levels  are 
not  considered  safe  over  a  long  period  of 
time. 

But  a  large  part  of  the  world's  people 
always  subsist  near  these  levels.  I  sub- 
mit for  the  Record  figures  for  calories 
per  person  per  day  from  the  FAO  survey. 
They  include  only  countries  for  which 
recent  data  could  be  obtained. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
table  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  *s 
follows : 
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Under  2,200  calories: 

Indochina 

India 

Iran 

Indonesia 

French  North  Africa 

Peru 

Belgian    Congo 

Iraq 

Philippines 

Ceylon 

Syria 

Pakistan 

China 

Mexico 

French  West  Africa 

Japan 

Venezuela 

3.200^2,700  calories: 

Mauritius 

Madagascar 

Colombia 

Egypt.. 

Southern    Rhodesia 

Brazil .- 

Italy  

Chile 

Eastern  Germany 

Cyprus 

Turkey  

Greece 

Union  of  South  Africa 

Uruguay 

Austria 

I.«rael 

Western    Germany 

Paraguay 

Over  2.700  calories: 

Cuba. 

Belgium-Luxemlx>urg 

France 

Netherlands 

U   S.  S.  R.. 

Canada 

United    Kingdom 

Sweden 

United  States  of  America. 

Norway 

Switzerland 

Australia 

Denmark 

Argentina 

New   Zealand 

Ireland 


1.590 
1.700 

i.sao 

1.880 
1.920 
1.930 
1.930 
1.030 
1.960 
1.970 
2.000 
3.020 
>3.  030 
3,050 
2.070 

2.  100 

3.  160 

2.330 

2.250 

3.380 

2.390 

3.300 

3,340 

,  2.340 

3,360 

,  3.460 

,  3.470 

3,480 

,  2,510 

.  2.530 

,  2.580 

3,630 

3.030 

.  2.640 

3,670 

3.740 

.  3.770 

.  3.770 

.  3.960 

.  3.020 

3.060 

3.  100 

3.  130 

.  3,  130 

3,  140 

3.  150 

,  3,  160 

3.  160 

.  3.  190 

.   3.250 

3.340 


Mr.  MURRAY.  I  point  out  In  passinff 
that  Ireland  Is  the  greatest  consuming 
country  in  the  woild.  The  Irlsti  are 
good  eaters. 

The  results  of  low  food  consumption 
and  poor  diets  are  clear  in  the  vital  sta- 
tistics. The  average  Indian,  for  exam- 
ple, will  die  before  the  age  of  27.  The 
average  American  will  live  to  be  65  or 
older.  In  India,  123  infants  die  in  their 
first  year  for  every  1.000  live  births.  In 
the  United  States,  the  Infant  mortality 
rate  is  only  29  for  every  thousand.  In 
Iraq  and  Egypt,  only  600  of  each  1,000 
babies  that  are  bom  live  to  be  5  years 
old. 

In  countries  where  food  supplies  are 
always  close  to  the  hunger  line,  a 
drought  or  a  flood  results  In  famine 
because  there  are  no  food  reserves  to 
provide  a  margin  of  safety.  Then  hun- 
dreds of  thousands,  or  even  millions,  of 
human  beings  die  of  starvation. 

Norris  E.  Dodd.  director-general  of 
FAO,  said  in  a  recent  speech: 

Believe  me.  It's  a  dangerotu  buslneu. 
Hungry  people  are  likely  to  follow  any  leader 
who  comes  along  and  promises  more  to  eat 
and  a  little  better  conditions  of  living.  It 
wed  to  be  that  people  just  lay  down  and 
starved  to  death  dumbly  as  I  have  seen  cat- 
Ue  freese  to  death  huddled  together  against 
a  drift  fence  when  one  cow  could  have  led 
them  through.  People  won't  do  that  any 
more.  They  figure  they  might  better  be 
slaves  to  a  dictator  than  die  of  starvation. 

WX    UVST  BI   FECPASBi  TO   DXAL  WITH  rAMINBB 

The  terrible  and  widespread  famines 
in  China  and  India  in  the  past  are  too 
well  known  to  need  comment  here. 

But.  famine  is  not  a  phenomenon  of 
historical  interest  only.  We  have  fam- 
ine conditions  now  in  the  20th  century, 
in  spite  of  all  our  progress  in  agricul- 
tural production  and  the  processing  and 
distribution  of  foods. 

Pending  the  time  when  such  things 
can  be  prevented  by  adequate  produc- 
tion and  trade.  It  is  a  black  mark  on 
our  civilization  if  we  do  not  take  all 
possible  steps  to  forestall  and  relieve 
famine  conditions. 

THIS  IS   ANOTHJES  CF  TH«  MANT  BXA80HS  WHT 
AN  IKTUMATlOlinL  FOOD  SCSZBVS  IS  WKKOED 

Here  are  casiiS  of  famine  today: 

Last  jrear  Yugoslavia  was  hard  hit  by 
drought,  frost,  and  halL  Perhaps  40 
percent  of  total  crop  production  was 
wiped  out  Most  of  the  population  suf- 
fered from  famLie  conditions.  Com  ex- 
ports from  "XugOBlavia  in  1951-52 
amounted  to  $(i7  million.  In  1952-53. 
they  were  zero.  Agricultural  and  indus- 
trial development  programs  were  ma- 
terially slowed  down  by  the  shortage  of 
food. 

In  India.  3  million  people  died  In  the 
great  Bengal  femlne  of  1947.  Famine 
conditions  are  e«ain  rife  in  India,  par- 
ticularly in  Madras  and  neighboring 
provinces.  In  India  and  Pakistan,  the 
annual  monsoon  rains,  source  of  water 
for  crops,  have  failed  for  the  past  2 
years.  If  they  fail  again  this  ye«ur.  the 
situation  will  bu  terribly  serious.  Last 
year  the  United  States  made  a  large  c<m- 
tribution  of  wheat  for  famine  relief  in 
India.  The  U.  E .  S.  R.  contributed  some 
wheat,  and  China  sent  in  rice. 

Famine  in  Pakistan  now  covers  some 
of  Punjab  and  {3ind  areas  in  the  north. 


ITie  whole  upper  part  of  west  Pakistan 
is  short  of  water,  and  since  this  is  an  ir- 
rigated area,  it  is  worse  off  than  if  it  had 
been  growing  wheat  under  dryland  con- 
ditions, when  at  least  a  partial  crop 
might  be  harvested  in  spite  of  drought. 
Normally,  the  area  is  not  only  self -de  • 
dependent;  it  produces  wheat  for  export. 
In  1953,  it  may  have  to  import  as  much 
as  120  million  bushels  of  wheat  or  other 
grains. 

In  Holland.  Belgium,  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  recent  storms  and  fioods 
that  brought  widespread  devastation 
have  disrupted  transportation  and  cre- 
ated serious  food  shortages.  There  are 
bills  pending  in  the  United  States  Con- 
gress to  appropriate  funds  for  shipping 
food  and  feed  grains  to  those  countries. 

In  Brazil  there  are  serious  food  short- 
ages which  have  not  reached  famine  con- 
conditions. 

flBn    CONSTTMFTION    ALSO    liOW    IN    MOST 
COUNTXIZS 

If  most  of  the  world's  people  are  ill- 
fed,  so  are  most  of  them,  also,  ill -clothed. 
In  general,  people  who  do  not  have 
enough  food  do  not  have  enough  cloth- 
ing or  household  textiles.  Figures  for 
the  consumption  of  textiles  (cotton, 
wool,  rayon)  per  person  per  year  in 
1948-50  show  enormous  differences 
among  countries,  as  indicated  in  a  cable 
which  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 

ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as 

follows: 

Pounds 

Indonesia .. .     1-  54 

Pakistan -     1. 98 

Thailand 1-  98 

Ceylon 3.  53 

Japan.. -     8.  53 

India 4.  63 

Iraq -     0-  *0 

HSgypt 7.  04 

Yugoslavia 7-  26 

BrazU 8. 80 

Cuba 9. 68 

Denmark 18. 94 

United  Kingdom 25.08 

Australia —  25-  82 

Canada 27.  60 

United  Stotes  of  America 38.  06 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Climate  accoimts  for 
some  of  the  differences  in  the  quantity 
of  textiles  used  for  clothing,  but  income 
and  standards  of  living  are  more  impor- 
tant. The  average  Cuban,  living  In  a 
tropical  area,  uses  9.68  pounds  of  tex- 
tiles a  year  and  has  a  diet  that  provides 
2,740  calories  a  day.  The  average  Indo- 
nesian, also  living  in  a  tropical  area,  uses 
1.54  poimds  of  textiles  a  year  and  has  a 
diet  that  provides  1,880  calories  a  day. 
The  ratk)  of  land  area  to  population  in 
the  two  countries  Is  almost  identical— 
about  5  acres  per  person. 

An  earlier  study  by  FAO  covering  some 
three-fourths  of  the  world's  population — 
World  Fiber  Survey.  1947— showed  that 
about  half  of  this  number  used  less  than 
4 Ml  pounds  of  textiles  a  year;  about  17 
percent  used  between  4%  and  8V4 
pounds:  about  13  percent,  between  8^ 
and  14  pounds;  and  only  about  18  per- 
cent used  more  than  14  pounds.  To  have 
brought  the  whole  world  population  up 
to  a  standard  of  textile  consumption  per 
person  per  year  equal  to  half  that  of 


the  United  States  during  the  1934-48  pe« 
riod  would  have  required  a  world  pro- 
duction increase  of  84  percent. 

As  in  the  case  of  food,  the  fiber  con- 
sumption situation  has  deteriorated  in 
large  parts  of  the  world  since  the  war. 
In  the  case  of  cotton,  in  1950  the  popu- 
lations of  Canada  and  the  United  States 
were  using  26.18  pounds  per  person  per 
year;  the  populations  of  Europe  were 
using  8.8  pounds ;  and  the  populations  of 
Oceania,  8.14.  Consumption  in  Central 
and  South  America  was  6.16  poimds  per 
person  per  year;  and  in  Asia  it  was  only 
2.86  pounds.  In  Africa  the  figure  was 
still  lower— only  2.42  poimds. 

BOW  THK  IMTIXNATIONAI.  FOOD  KXSXEVK  W017U> 
OPKKAR 

Take  wbeat  as  an  example. 

Under  United  States  law  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  each  year  makes  an 
estimate  of  need  for  wheat  and  the  five 
other  basic  crops.  The  goal  provides  for 
estimated  home  consumption  plus  esti- 
mated exports  plus  a  reserve  as  insur- 
ance against  low  yields  and  crop  failure. 
For  wheat  and  some  other  crops  the  re- 
serve percentage  in  present  law  may  be 
too  low.  But  let  us  suppose  that  grow- 
ing conditions  this  year  are  good  enough 
so  that  total  production  exceeds  the  goal 
by  20  percent,  or  10  percent,  or  some 
other  figure. 

At  present,  two  things  might  be  done 
to  take  care  of  the  excess. 

(a)  It  might  be  dumped  on  the  for- 
eign market  at  cut  rates.  But  this  would 
injure  growers  in  other  producing  coun- 
tries. A  main  objective  of  the  Interna- 
tional Wheat  Agreement  is  to  prevent 
this  kind  of  dumping. 

(b)  The  Oovemment  might  cut  back 
production  next  year  enough  to  balance 
the  excess  this  year.  But  such  a  cut 
would  mean  less  Income  for  wheat  farm- 
ers than  would  be  earned  from  more 
abundant  production,  if  a  profitable  out- 
let could  be  obtained;  it  would  also  bring 
corresponding  reductions  in  the  income 
of  the  railroads  and  steamship  lines  that 
haul  wheat,  the  grain  elevators,  the 
farm-equipment  manufacturers,  and 
dealers — in  fact,  everyone  who  sells  to 
the  wheat  farmers — and  to  the  railroad 
and  steeumship  and  elevator  and  factory 
and  office  employees  whose  livelihood  de- 
pends at  least  in  part  on  the  wheat 
farmers. 

An  international  food  reserve,  on  the 
other  hand,  could  be  operated  so  as  to 
make  it  unnecessary  to  resort  to  either 
of  these  alternatives. 

The  20-percent  surplus  could  be  turned 
over  to  the  IFR.  to  be  held  in  strategi- 
cally located  storehouses  abroad  or  stored 
in  the  United  States  against  IPR  claims. 

The  wheat  held  In  the  international 
reserve  would  be  sold  and  merchandized 
through  regular  channels  of  interna- 
tional trade,  and  the  quantities  distrib- 
uted would  be  in  addition  to  the  normal 
demand  so  that  present  distribution  pat- 
terns would  not  be  disturbed  or  threat- 
ened.   ^ 

Suppose  country  X  has  a  contract 
negotiated  in  accordance  with  Wheat 
CouncU  procedures  to  buy  30  million 
bushels  of  wheat  from  the  United  States 
this  year.  It  would  like  to  get  30  miUkm 
bushels  but  lacks  doUan  to  pay  for  tlia 
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extra  10  million.  It  could  pay  In  na- 
tional currency,  but  the  national  cur- 
rency is  currenUy  not  acceptable  in  the 
United  States.  Moreover,  the  other  gov- 
ernment is  already  straining  its  resources 
to  carry  out  an  economic  development 
program,  including  costly  dams.  Irriga- 
tion works,  and  so  on. 

In  such  a  case,  country  X  could  apply 
to  the  IFR  for  10  million  bushels  of 
wheat  from  the  United  States,  and  at 
the  same  time  for  a  loan  In  its  national 
currency  equal  to  the  market  price  of 
the  wheat. 

The  wheat  would  be  paid  for  in  the 
national  currency,  which  could  then  be 
loaned  to  the  importing  country  on  a 
long-term  basis — 20,  25,  30  years — to  be 
applied  to  the  cost  of  a  specific  approved 
project  of  a  type  likely  to  be  self-liqui- 
dating within  the  period  of  the  loan. 

Most  coimtries  with  large  populations 
In  need  of  food  and  clothing  are  under- 
developed countries  to  which  such  ar- 
rangements would  be  most  acceptable. 
By  proper  selection  of  the  development 
projects  and  programs,  the  transactions 
could  be  made  to  pay  their  own  way  on  a 
long-term  basis. 

Surpluses  from  other  wheat-producing 
member  countries  besides  the  United 
States  could  be  handled  through  IFR  in 
the  same  way. 

In  some  instances  the  receiving  coun- 
tries might  pay  for  the  surplus  wheat  in 
commodities  which  the  United  States  was 
stockpiling.  Care  would  have  to  be 
taken,  however,  to  make  sure  that  these 
transactions  also  were  over  and  above 
the  quantities  the  United  States  would 
have  purchased  in  any  case.  It  would 
not  be  to  the  advantage  of  country  Y  to 
sell  tin  to  the  United  States  for  surplus 
wheat  which  it  could  have  sold  for  badly 
needed  dollars.  However,  it  is  becoming 
abundantly  clear  that  the  United  States 
and  other  advanced  nations  will  find  it 
increasingly  necessary  to  vastly  increase 
their  imports  of  important  raw  materials 
required  for  industrial  production.  Na- 
tional prudence  dictates  a  safety  reserve 
stockpile  of  much  greater  magnitude 
than  cxirrently  planned. 

The  wheat  deposited  with  the  IPR 
might  also  be  used  to  prevent  famine  and 
for  emergency  relief  in  great  disasters 
such  as  floods,  tornadoes,  tidal  waves, 
and  earthquakes.  In  these  cases  the  con- 
tributing countries  might  under  suitable 
circumstances  either  contribute  the 
wheat  outright  or  make  it  available  at 
special  prices,  charging  the  cost  to  fam- 
ine relief  appropriations. 

szTraiENcz  rRox  nnniKATioNAL  wheat 

AGSXEMZKT 

The  proposed  tntematlonal  food  re- 
serve would  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
trade  under  the  International  Wheat 
Agreement,  or  any  other  commodity 
agreement  of  a  similar  nature. 

In  fact,  IFR  would  admirably  supple- 
ment that  agreement  by  expanding  the 
total  world  wheat  trade  beyond  what  the 
agreement  could  accomplish.  Wheat 
could  be  purchased  from  IFR  only  in  ex- 
cess of  the  amounts  contracted  for  un- 
der the  wheat  agreement. 

The  international  food  reserve  would 
not  be  confined  to  wheat.  It  would  take 
in  other  foodstuffs  and  fibers  that  might 
be  subject  to  temporary  surpluses — not 
only  srata  and  other  staples  but  such 


fats  and  perishables — meat,  poultry, 
dairy  products,  fruits,  vegetables — as 
could  be  processed  for  storage  or  other- 
wise handled  in  international  trade,  as 
well  as  textile  fibers.  The  number  and 
kinds  of  products  suitable  for  inclusion 
in  the  international  food  reserve  would 
need  careful  investigation. 

ADVANTAGES    OF    INTERNATIONAL    FOOD    HESEXVE 
PI-AN 

An  operation  of  the  type  outlined 
would  have  several  major  advantages. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  list  of  advantages  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

(1)  The  rPR  would  help  to  stabilize  prices 
and  maintain  agricultural  production  In  the 
United  States,  with  all  this  means  not  only  to 
farmers  but  to  Industry  and  trade.  The  fact 
Is  that  25  million  people — more  than  40  per- 
cent of  all  United  States  workers — are 
directly  or  Indirectly  dependent  on  agricul- 
ture for  their  Jobs.  Of  the  25  million,  only 
10  million  are  farmers.  The  other  15  million 
are  producing  for  and  servicing  farmers,  or 
processing  and  distributing  farm  products. 
A  depression  in  agriculture,  therefore,  affect* 
business  and  industry  outside  of  agriculture 
as  much  as  it  affects  the  farmers  themselves. 

(2)  The  IFR  would  tend  to  protect  con- 
sumers from  shortages  (and  the  abnormally 
high  prices  that  accompany  shortages)  by 
maintaining  reserves  which  would  help  to 
stabilize  supplies  of  Important  products  at 
safe  levels. 

(3)  The  IFR  would  help  to  encourage  the 
expanding  food  production  necessary  to  meet 
the  future  needs  of  the  expanding  United 
States  population.  It  has  been  estimated 
that  by  1975  there  will  be  35  million  more 
people  in  the  United  States  than  there  were 
In  1950.  This  will  require  a  25  percent  in- 
crease in  food  production — even  without  tak- 
ing account  of  possible  improvements  in 
standards  of  living.  The  United  States  can- 
not afford  the  letdown  In  agriculture  that 
will  inevitably  occur  if  we  allow  temporary 
surpluses  to  exert  ruinous  effects  on  farm 
prices  and  farm  family  Income  and  destroy 
the  value  of  needed  Investments  in  soil 
conservation,  land  Improvement,  better 
machines  and  power  equipment. 

(4)  The  IFR  would  enable  countries  In 
need  to  use  for  economic  development  some 
of  the  Internal  resources  that  would  other- 
wise have  to  be  used  for  buying  food. 

(5)  The  IFR  would  help  to  feed  many 
people  better  than  they  could  otherwise  be 
fed  during  the  early  stages  of  economic 
development  when  a  country  must  devote  a 
large  parr  of  Its  financial  resources  to  capital 
Investment. 

(6)  The  facilities  of  the  IFR  might  be 
used.  If  governments  so  desired,  as  a  mechan- 
ism for  maintaining  food  reserves  to  be 
distributed  in  areas  threatened  by  famine, 
or  for  International  disaster  relief. 

(7)  T-ie  IFR  would  be  a  practical  means  of 
encouraging  widespread  economic  develop- 
ment, expanded  trade,  and  better  living 
standards;  and  by  strengthening  friendly 
relations  among  the  participating  countries 
It  would  contribute  to  peace. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  in  clos- 
ing I  wish  to  say  that  there  is  no  better 
way  by  which  we  can  make  a  major  con- 
tribution toward  the  attainment  of  a 
permanent  peace  and  increased  world 
stability  than  by  initiating  a  series  of 
actions  that  will  result  in  establishing 
the  machinery  for  a  great  international 
food  reserve  that  will  match  up  hungry 
and  ill -clad  people  with  a  permanently 
and  abundantly  productive  agriculture. 


The  rewards  of  success  are  so  great, 
the  challenge  of  attainment  so  stimu- 
lating that  I  commend  this  proposal  to 
the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  hope  that  it  will  be  favor- 
ably reported  in  the  near  future  and  be 
promptly  approved  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota wishes  to  follow  my  remarks  with 
his  own  on  this  subject. 

EMPTT    STOMACHS    AND    FTTLL     CAmiDaX    BELTS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  wish  to  pay  a  very  high  and  deserved 
tribute  to  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray],  for  the  very  splendid 
presentation  he  has  made  in  support  of 
the  joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the 
creation  of  the  international  food  re- 
serve. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  has 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
some  very  interesting  comments  and 
challenging  facts  with  respect  to  the  food 
situation  in  the  world,  not  only  as  it  re- 
lates to  our  own  agricultural  economy, 
but  also  as  it  relates  to  very  practical  and 
human  problems  which  are  confronting 
millions  of  people  in  the  world,  particu- 
larly in  Asia,  the  Far  East,  the  Near  East, 
Africa,  and  Latin  America. 

I  wish  further  to  compliment  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  for  a  proposal  which 
challenges  our  imagination.  If  ever 
there  was  a  time  for  the  American  peo- 
ple and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  present  humanitarian,  con- 
structive, and  practical  programs  to 
build  for  freedom  and  for  peace  in  the 
world,  that  time  is  at  hand. 

We  have  Just  witnessed  and  experi- 
enced a  very  emotional  period  in  world 
history.  The  death  of  the  dictator  of 
the  Soviet  Union  has  aroused  many 
thoughts  and  considerations  in  the 
minds  of  thoughtful  people  throughout 
the  world.  We  are  asking  ourselves: 
What  next?  What  will  be  the  policy  of 
the  Kremlin?  What  will  and  should  be 
our  policy? 

The  Senator  from  Montana  has  again 
stepped  to  the  forefront  and  has  outlined 
a  program  which  makes  good  sense  to  a 
world  that  is  looking  for  good  will  and 
understanding  and  leadership. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  I  am  proud 
to  Join  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Montana  as  cosponsor  of  a  joint  reso- 
lution to  provide  for  the  creation  of  an 
international  food  reserve. 

The  joint  resolution  would  instruct 
the  United  States  representatives  to  the 
United  Nations  and  its  Food  and  Agri- 
culture Organization  to  initiate  negotia- 
tions toward  establishing  the  interna- 
tional food  reserve  within  the  existing 
facilities  of  those  international  agencies. 

The  purpose  would  be  to  provide  a 
means  of  absorbing  temporary  market 
surpluses  of  agricultural  products  and  to 
make  them  available  wherever  they  are 
most  needed  in  the  world  to  prevent 
famine  and  starvation. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  will  give  this  far-reaching 
proposal  the  serious  consideration  it  so 
justly  deserves.  I  am  convinced  that  it 
offers  a  tremendous  new  opportunity  for 
strengthening  the  entire  free  world  in  its 
struggle  against  communistic  imperial- 
ism, while  at  the  same  time  providing 
practical  domestic  benefits  that  would 
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considerably  strengthen  the  acrleultural 
foundation  of  our  economy. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  seldom  we  find  that 
two  worthy  objectives  can  be  fuUUled  by 
means  of  one  proposal.  Such  is  the 
case,  however.  w:th  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal which  haA  been  presented  to  the 
Senate  today. 

By  such  a  coune.  our  Nation  would  be 
Instilling  a  positive,  htunanitarian  force 
into  the  world's  ideological  struggle. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  digress  long 
enough  to  say  thiit  I  recall  that  several 
years  ago  the  late  and  beloved  Senator 
McMahon.  of  Connecticut,  addressed  the 
Senate  on  his  proposal  to  devote  some 
of  the  great  resources  of  our  country  to 
the  constructive  paths  of  peace.  At  this 
time  we  have  befcre  us  another  proposal 
coming  from  a  gn^at  liberal  in  American 
politics — in  this  case,  a  proposal  to  give 
new  thought  and  new  application  to  im- 
portant procedures  in  International  re- 
lations. 

This  proposal.  If  adopted,  would  en- 
able us  to  seize  tlie  initiative  in  foreign 
policy,  at  a  time  when  the  whole  world  is 
tensely  waiting  to  see  who  shall  make  the 
next  move  in  the  grim  conflict  between 
freedom  and  cooununism. 

It  would  serve  notice  to  the  whole 
world  that  the  United  States  is  con- 
cerned with  empty  stomachs,  not  Just 
with  full  cartrid{;e  belts. 

Communism  progresses  on  empty 
stomachs  and  fi\istrated  spirits.  De- 
mocracy marchefi  forward  on  full  stom- 
achs and  abiding  faith,  on  hope  and  on 
opportunity. 

The  hope  of  communism  consists  of 
arousing  starvlnj  people  against  their 
present  misery;  but  the  hope  of  democ- 
racy should  be  to  offer  such  people  a  bet- 
ter alternative  for  eliminating  such 
misery — a  better  future,  where  hunger 
and  mass  starvation  need  not  exist. 

In  such  a  struggle,  a  million  dollars 
for  food  might  eciual  $10  million  for  am- 
munition. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  here  that  I 
notice  that  we  in  the  Congress  readily 
appropriate  millions  and  billions  of  dol- 
lars for  ammunition  and  other  defense 
material  which  we  need;  but  how  difficult 
it  is  to  get  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  use  for  purposes  of  peace  what 
we  have  in  abundance,  which  comes  nat- 
urally from  the  American  spirit  and  the 
American  soil,  namely,  the  food  and  the 
fiber  which  are  ours.  Here  Is  a  great 
stockpile,  a  great  storehouse  in  our 
arsenal  of  democracy;  and  yet  we  hesi- 
tate to  use  it.  The  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana has  called  upon  the  United  States 
to  dip  into  that  arsenal  and  see  to  it  that 
this  precious  Ingredient,  food.  Is  used 
effectively  in  thn  struggle  for  freedom 
and  for  the  benefit  of  people  who  today 
are  being  enticed  s'  d  In  many  cases 
driven  Into  the  terribie  trap  of  Commu- 
nist enslaveuxent. 

Mr.  President,  I  hare  Just  said  that 
in  such  a  struggle  as  the  one  in  which 
we  are  now  engaged,  a  million  dollars 
for  food  might  equal  $10  million  for 
ammunition. 

So  long  as  there  are  millions  of  empty 
stomachs  in  the  world,  we  shall  have  to 
keep  our  cartridge  belts  fxilL 

But  full  stomachs,  we  pray,  can  in 
time  replace  the  full  cartridge  belts  as 
our  greatest  defenders  cf  democracy. 


The  proposal  for  creating  an  interna- 
tional food  reserve  offers  us  an  oppor- 
tunity to  provide  constructive  leadership 
in  that  direction.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
peat that  this  is  the  hoar,  this  is  the 
time,  for  such  a  sound,  practical,  and 
dramatic  propoeaL  Here  Is  an  oppor- 
tunity for  a  freedom-loving  America  to 
extend  the  warm  hand  of  himianitarian 
compassion,  filled  with  the  abuiKlance  of 
American  production,  to  a  suffering 
world. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  has  ex- 
plained in  detail  the  international  food 
reserve  proposal,  and  he  has  very  capa- 
bly outlined  the  domestic  and  interna- 
tional circumstances  supporting  such  a 
course  at  this  time. 

Therefore,  I  wish  to  review  only 
briefiy  its  purposes,  and  to  emphasize  the 
significant  contributions  which  I  believe 
it  ctxn  make,  both  as  a  forward-looking, 
positive,  and  humanitarian  addition  to 
our  foreign  policy,  and  as  a  logical  and 
practical  supplement  to  our  domestic 
agricultural  policy. 

The  Joint  resolution  does  not  commit 
the  Congress  to  any  specific  plan  for  an 
international  food  reserve,  but  it  opens 
the  door  toward  such  a  program  by 
directing  the  United  States  representa- 
tives in  the  United  Nations  to  initiate 
negotiations  for  such  action  through  ex- 
isting facilities  of  the  United  Nations 
and  the  Food  and  Agriculture  Organi- 
zation. 

The  specific  plan  and  agreement  which 
would  be  developed  under  the  Joint  reso- 
lution would  subsequently  be  presented 
to  the  Congress  for  approval 

But  the  Joint  resolution  sets  forth  cer- 
tain principles  as  guideposts  for  the 
negotiation  of  such  an  international 
agreement. 

It  recognizes  that  economic  isolation- 
Ism  is  as  outmoded  as  political  isola- 
tionism in  the  world  of  today.  It  pro- 
vides for  the  creation  and  storage  of 
international  food  reserves  in  a  manner 
that  will  help  to  prevent  extreme  price 
fluctuations  in  the  international  market 
for  agricultural  products,  thereby  pro- 
viding an  Incentive  to  keep  production 
expanding  to  meet  the  world's  pressing 
need  for  more  food  and  clothing. 

This  proposal  recognizes  the  tragic 
weaknesses  of  either  international  or  do- 
mestic policies  that  permit  accmnulation 
and  even  destruction  of  unwanted  food 
surpluses  in  one  part  of  the  world,  while 
millions  suffer  the  degradation  of  h\m- 
ger  and  want  elsewhere  on  earth. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  no  Congress, 
no  parliament  of  any  free  government  in 
this  kind  of  a  world,  dares  destroy  food 
which  is  needed  by  other  people  through- 
out the  world,  without  suffering  a  great 
defeat  psychologically,  politically,  social- 
ly, and  morally.  So  it  behooves  our  Na- 
tion, with  Its  tremendous  reserves  of  food, 
to  see  to  it  that  they  are  used  here  at 
home  and  abroad.  It  is  downright  im- 
moral to  destroy  the  abundance  which 
God  has  given  us.  while  there  is  misery 
and  starvation  among  millions  of  Ood's 
children  throughout  the  earth. 

The  proposal  of  the  distinguished  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Montana  which  I  am 
proud  to  cospMisor,  provides  that  the 
international  food  reserve  shall  absorb 

temporary  market  surpluses  of  agricul* 


tural  products,  and  use  them  where  and 
when  needed  to  prevent  famine  and 
starvation. 

It  recognizes  the  dollar  shortage  In 
many  areas  of  the  world  as  responsible 
for  drastically  restricted  foreign  markets 
for  American  farm  products,  l^ils  hand- 
icaps our  farmers,  as  well  as  the  con- 
simiers  in  other  lands  who  want  and  need 
to  share  in  our  farm  abimdance.  This 
proposal  provides  for  the  use  of  national 
currencies  for  the  purchase  of  agricul- 
tural products  from  the  international 
food  reserve.  These  fimds,  though  co- 
operation with  the  appropriate  interna- 
tional lending,  economic  development, 
and  technical  assistance  agencies,  are 
then  to  be  used  for  financing  approved 
self-liquidating  economic  development 
programs  within  the  country  from  which 
the  funds  originated. 

I  say  again,  Mr.  President,  that  this 
Is  not  a  novel  idea.  The  so-called 
counterpart  funds  under  the  program 
known  as  the  Marshall  plan,  or  the  Eco- 
nomic Cooperation  Administration, 
taught  us  valuable  lessons  in  the  use  of 
national  currencies  for  self -liquidating 
projects  In  the  countries  that  were  re- 
ceiving assistance  and  help. 

Increased  amounts  of  national  cur- 
rencies would  be  channeled  into  such 
necessary  economic  development  proj- 
ects through  food  purchases,  thus  lessen- 
ing the  drain  upon  American  dollars  for 
the  same  purpose. 

American  food  and  fiber  would  be  re- 
placing American  dollars  as  part  of  our 
contribution  toward  economic  strength 
in  the  free  world. 

Such  a  policy  makes  good  sense  to  most 
Americans,  and,  I  am  sure,  to  the  Ameri- 
can farmers;  and  it  makes  good  sense 
for  our  friends  and  allies  in  other  lands. 
Within  recent  weelcs  I  have  several 
times  called  the  attention  of  this  body  to 
the  increasingly  serious  economic  reces- 
sion confronting  American  agriculture. 
The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mxtr- 
iATl  has  further  docxraiented  the  down- 
ward slide  of  American  farm  prices  and 
farm  Income,  at  a  time  when  farm  costs 
are  remaining  high,  and  the  other  seg- 
ments of   our   economy   are   relatively 
prosperous.    I  noted,  Mr.  President,  in  a 
recent    issue    of    the    U.    8.    News    & 
World   Report   an   especially   featured 
article  on  American  agriculture  which 
disclosed   that   the   percentage   of   In- 
come for  the  American  fanners  in  19S3 
Is  estimated  to  be  less  than  it  was  in 
1932.    I  am  not  talking  in  terms  of  dol- 
lars; I  am  talking  in  terms  of  the  per- 
centage of  the  total  national  income. 
Tears  ago  It  used  to  be  said  that  farmers 
did  not  live  on  Income ;  they  lived  on  lack 
of  expense,  on  lack  of  overhead;  but 
that  Is  far  f r<wn  true  today. 

During  1951  farm-production  expenses 
amounted  to  $922^  billion.  That  is  al- 
most three  and  a  half  times  the  total 
farm  gross  Income  of  1932.  It  Is  more 
than  the  total  farm  gross  Income  in  any 
year  prior  to  1943. 

Fifty  years  ago,  a  farmer  could  oper- 
ate for  a  long  time  at  a  loss  If  he  had  to. 
He  could  liquidate  some  capital  invest- 
ment to  cover  expenses  for  several  years. 
But  that  Is  not  possible  for  very  many 
fanners  today.  Expenses  are  too  high 
and  too  rigid.   Failing  farm-price  levels 
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can  quickly  wreck  a  fanner  today  be- 
cause of  his  fixed  expenses  for  equip- 
ment, fertilizer,  gasoline,  insurance,  and 
the  like. 

Because  the  fanner  Is  more  dependent 
on  cash  income  today  to  meet  his  pro- 
duction costs  his  purchasing  power  has 
greater  effect  on  the  rest  of  the  economy. 
If  it  is  allowed  to  dwindle,  it  will  all  the 
more  quickly  drag  the  rest  of  the  Nation 
into  a  depression.  I  call  the  especial 
attention  to  the  statement  that  the 
farmer  of  today  is  a  cash-income  farmer, 
and  when  his  cash  income  dwindles,  it 
has  an  immediate — not  a  delayed  but  an 
Immediate— effect  upon  the  entire 
economy. 

Perhaps  not  enough  people  realize  the 
Importance  of  the  farm  market  for  the 
products  of  city  industry.  Perhaps  not 
'  even  my  fellow  Senators  realize  that 
farmers  \ise  more  steel  in  a  year  than 
goes  into  a  year's  output  of  passenger 
cars;  that  farmers  use  more  petroleum 
than  is  used  by  any  other  industry ;  that 
they  use  enough  raw  rubber  to  put  tires 
on  6,000.000  cars;  and  that  they  tise 
enough  electrical  power  to  supply  the 
great  cities  of  Chicago,  Detroit,  Balti- 
more, and  Houston. 

That  is  a  brief  picture  of  the  stake  the 
whole  Nation  has  in  a  dependable  price 
level  for  the  products  of  American 
agriculture. 

That  is  why  many  of  us  are  so  con- 
cerned, and  are  insisting  that  something 
constructive  be  done  to  strengthen  farm 
prices  and  to  insure  agricultiu-e  of  great- 
er stability  in  the  future.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  recently  submitted  a  series 
of  amendments  to  the  basic  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  to  strengthen  and  expand 
om-  price-support  program  for  both  so- 
called  storable  and  perishable  com- 
modities. 

But  we  are  met  by  negative  complaints 
about  "surpluses,"  implying  farmers 
must  turn  off  their  spigots  of  production, 
their  only  means  of  making  a  livelihood. 
Let  me  say.  Mr.  President,  that  the  farm- 
er is  a  born  producer,  a  natural  pro- 
ducer. He  likes  to  produce,  and  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  in  this  kind  of  world 
production  is  needed. 

I  have  said  before,  and  I  repeat,  that 
there  can  be  no  siurplus  of  food  or  fiber 
so  long  as  there  are  hungry  and  inade- 
quately clothed  people  in  the  world. 

Our  job  is  to  put  our  ability  to  pro- 
duce to  work  for  the  good  of  all  mankind, 
not  hamstring  it  with  new  restrictions 
aimed  at  scarcity  rather  than  abund- 
ance. 

For  the  sake  of  our  own  economy  and 
for  the  sake  of  a  politically  stable  world, 
we  must  make  our  abundance  available 
to  those  who  need  it,  wherever  they 
may  be.  That  is  what  our  proposal  for 
an  international  food  reserve  would  do; 
and  it  would  do  it  on  an  economically 
sound  and  constructive  basis.  Our  pro- 
posal is  not  filled  merely  with  the  spirit 
of  charity;  it  is  not  merely  the  expression 
of  a  pious  hope;  it  is  not  offered  merely 
in  the  spirit  of  doing  good,  or  of  per- 
forming good  deeds.  It  is  backed  up  and 
supported  by  sound  economic  principles 
and  premises.  It  would  bridge  the  gap 
between  our  producers  and  the  world's 
potential  consumers  now  lacking  buying 
power  in  American  dollars.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  know  that  that  potential  mar- 


ket exists.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
outlined  that  market  in  great  detail. 

The  Pood  and  Agriculture  Organiza- 
tion of  the  United  Nations,  in  its  1952 
edition  of  the  State  of  Pood  and  Agri- 
culture: Review  and  Outlook,  sajrs  that 
in  terms  of  food  supply  "the  world's  need 
for  more  food  has  not  yet  begxm  to  be 
met." 

In  the  least  developed  and  most  heavily 
populated  regions  of  the  world  where  the 
mass  of  the  world's  population  lives — 

The  FAO  reports — 

per  capita  food  consumption  levels  are  still 
substantially  below  already  Inadequate  pre- 
war averages.  This  situation  is  most  acute 
In  southeast   Asia. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  say  that  the 
threat  of  international  Communist  ag- 
gression is  most  acute  in  southeast  Asia. 
There  is  a  strange  but  apparent  corollary 
here.  Wherever  misery  is  found,  where- 
ever  hunger,  sickness,  and  malnutrition 
exist,  communism  will  be  found  on  the 
march.  We  ought  to  be  able  to  catch  on 
pretty  soon  and  realize  that  something 
more  has  to  be  done  about  that  situation 
than  merely  to  wish  them  well  and  talk 
about  democracy.  They  want  food  and 
fiber,  they  want  opportunity  to  work. 

Yet  in  the  face  of  that  need  for  food. 
United  States  agricultural  exports 
dropped  15  percent  on  a  dollar- value 
basis  in  the  calendar  year  of  1952,  ac- 
cording to  a  report  Issued  this  week  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture's  Office  of 
Foreign  Agricultural  Relations. 

Lack  of  American  dollars,  not  lack  of 
need  or  desire  for  our  products,  is  mostly 
responsible  for  that  sharp  decline. 

That  is  why  an  International  Pood 
Reserve  is  needed  as  a  supplemental  out- 
let for  American  farm  products,  permit- 
ting other  nations  to  buy  with  their  own 
currencies  beyond  what  they  can  now 
buy  with  American  dollars. 

A  week  ago  I  introduced  a  bill  to 
strengthen  our  farm  price-support  leg- 
islation, with  particular  emphasis  upon 
greater  protection  for  producers  of  per- 
ishable commodities.  At  that  time  I 
offered  a  number  of  suggestions  for  seek- 
ing new  outlets  for  commodities  such  as 
dairy  products  now  in  temporary  over- 
supply.  I  have  been  reading  the  articles 
and  looking  at  the  cartoons  about  the 
oversupply  of  butter.  I  submit  there  is 
no  oversupply  of  butter;  we  have  failed 
in  the  matter  of  distribution,  that  is  all. 
There  are  millions  and  millions  of  peo- 
ple who  are  anxious  for  butter,  and  who 
are  anxious  to  pay  for  butter,  and  our 
job  is  to  see  that  it  is  distributed. 

I  mention  also  the  development  of  In- 
ternational programs  for  making  such 
food  supplies  available  where  they  are 
most  needed  in  the  world. 

If  I  may  be  pardoned  for  repeating,  I 
said  at  that  time: 

It  is  to  our  own  interest  as  a  Nation,  and 
It  is  In  the  interest  of  freedom  and  humanl- 
tarianlsm  all  over  the  world,  that  we  begin 
to  raise  our  sights  and  use  some  Imagination 
BO  that  our  agricultural  products  can  be 
effectively  utilized,  and  our  agricultural 
economy  protected. 

We  should  enter  Into  International  nego- 
tiations through  the  United  Nations  to  ex- 
tend the  principles  of  the  international 
wheat  agreement,  not  only  for  wheat,  but  for 
other  agriciiltural  commodities.  Millions  In 
the  world  are  undernourished  and  underfed, 
and  can  use  the  health-giving  strength  and 


life  which  American  farmerB  produce  In  their 
fields. 

The  international  food  reserve  pro- 
posed under  this  resolution  would  serve 
just  such  a  purpose. 

It  would  be  the  means  of  developing 
entirely  new  outlets  for  American  farm 
products,  in  areas  where  those  products 
are  urgently  needed. 

Let  us  take  dairy  products,  for  an 
example.  The  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture's report  indicates  the  most  quan- 
titatively significant  reduction  in  farm 
exports  in  1952  occurred  in  dairy  prod- 
ucts. As  the  exports  went  down,  farm 
income  went  down;  and  as  farm  income 
goes  down  in  a  highly  sensitive  and  ex- 
pensive business  such  as  dairy  farming, 
farmers  start  to  go  broke.  It  is  Just 
that  simple.  One  does  not  need  to  hold 
a  college  degree  in  economics  in  order  to 
figure  that  out.  He  needs  but  two  good 
eyes,   and   reasonable   horse   sense. 

Lack  of  adequate  refrigeration  and 
distribution  facilities  deprives  great 
masses  of  the  world's  people  of  the  es- 
sential health-giving  qualities  of  milk. 

Yet  progress  of  our  food  preservation 
industry  in  recent  years  has  made  pos- 
sible the  retention  of  all  those  same 
health  qualities  in  dried  whole  milk,  for 
which  no  refrigeration  or  distribution 
problems  need  exist. 

While  the  market  for  dried  whole  milk 
is  understandably  limited  in  this  coun- 
try because  of  our  high  consumption  of 
fresh  fluid  milk,  there  should  be  a  tre- 
mendous potential  market  elsewhere  in 
the  world  if  we  provide  the  means  of 
making  such  supplies  available. 

Already,  popular  acceptance  and  use 
of  our  dried  whole  milk  is  greatly  on 
the  increase  in  Venezuela  and  other 
Latin  American  countries.  There  is  no 
reason  why  a  similar  market  for  dried 
whole  milk  cannot  be  developed  in  many 
other  countries  of  the  world  now  lack- 
ing in  adequate  dairy  supplies,  or  in 
facilities  for  distribution  of  such  sup- 
plies in  fresh  form. 

It  should  be  Obvious  to  see  that,  entire- 
ly aside  from  its  beneficial  impact  on 
international  good  will,  the  internation- 
al food  reserve  proposal  makes  good 
sense  for  American  agriculture.  And  It 
makes  good  sense  for  farmers  in  other 
lands,  too. 

In  our  own  country,  we  have  learned 
the  advantages  of  maintaining  adequate 
reserves  of  storable  products.  We  have 
learned  that  sound  storage  programs 
can  narrow  the  speculative  risk  in  agri- 
culture, and  increase  stability  of  farm 
prices.  We  have  learned  further  that 
adequate  reserves  accumulated  in  time 
of  plenty  add  to  our  Nation's  security  by 
being  available  whenever  crop  failures 
or  other  emergencies  might  develop. 

As  a  country  we  benefited  greatly  by 
having  such  reserves  at  the  outbreak  of 
World  War  II,  and  again  at  the  start  of 
the  Korean  confiict.  They  were  our 
safeguard  against  shortages  in  a  critical 
time  of  stepped-up  demand.  They  have 
been  the  means  of  making  our  price-sup- 
port programs  effective  for  storable  com- 
modities. 

Other  countries,  too.  have  recognized 
the  importance  of  assuring  farmers  fair 
returns  by  adopting  price-support  de- 
vices of  one  type  or  another. 
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The  one  crap  remaining  in  farm  price- 
support  programs  here  and  elsewhere 
has  been  the  relation  of  domestic  poli- 
cies to  intematloniU  trade. 

The  international  food  reserve  offers 
a  means  of  bridging  that  gap,  and  of 
strengthening  our  entire  price-support 
program. 

Just  as  storage  of  reserves  on  a  na- 
tional basis  has  Increased  stability  of 
domestic  farm  prices,  so  can  interna- 
tional reserves  contribute  to  greater  sta- 
bility in  the  International  market.  And 
as  long  as  world  need  remains  ahead  of 
world  production,  such  international 
storage  never  needs  to  accumulate  be- 
yond a  sound  amoimt  of  safe  reserves, 
such  as  sometimes  threatens  domestic 
storage  programs  having  a  more  re- 
stricted potential  outlet. 

Therefore,  my  reasons  for  cosponsor- 
Ing  this  resolution,  however,  go  far  be- 
yond the  tremendous  benefits  I  feel  it 
offers  to  American  agriculture. 

Among  the  ma&'ies  of  imderprlvlleged 
people  in  many  parts  of  the  world  who 
may  eventually  sway  the  balance  be- 
tween freedom  and  communism,  a  single, 
positive  act  of  leadership  toward  a  world 
of  plenty  will  win  more  friends  for  de- 
mocracy than  all  the  armed  might  we 
could  assemble. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  there  are 
millions  of  persons  in  the  poverty- 
stricken  areas  of  tlie  world  who  are  fear- 
ful of  our  armed  might.  The  Commu- 
nist propaganda  hOiS  portrayed  America 
as  being  a  nation  of  military  power,  of 
military  aggression.  Even  though  we 
know  that  to  be  fiilse.  they  have  so  por- 
trayed us.  So  I  siiy,  again,  that  a  single 
positive  act  of  Inulershlp  toward  the 
world  will  win  more  friends  for  democ- 
racy than  will  all  the  armed  might  we 
can  possibly  assemble. 

That  Is  especUilly  true  today  in  the 
critical  areas  of  southeast  Asia. 

If  our  foreign  policy  is  ever  to  be  suc- 
cessful in  meeting  the  great  challenge  of 
our  time,  we  must,  better  understand  the 
mind  and  heart  of  the  Asia  we  hope  to 
preserve  among  the  world's  free  peoples. 

India's  great  foet,  Tagore,  expressed 
most  vividly  the  secret  of  winning  the 
minds  of  Asians  when  he  wrote — listen 
to  these  prophetic  words: 

You  do  not  open  a  lock  with  •  hammer: 
you  open  It  with  ■  key  devtsed  for  the  lock. 

Pood,  not  force,  is  the  key  that  fits 
Asia. 

America,  with  Its  ability  to  produce 
food  in  abundance,  can  provide  that  key. 

That  is  why.  Mr.  President,  I  am  so 
vigorously  supporting  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion, and  why  I  so  quickly  grasped  at  the 
opportunity  to  be  a  cosponsor  of  it  with 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mua- 
RAY],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tMr. 
Hennings],  and  other  Senators.  It  of- 
fers us  a  way  to  make  a  positive  contri- 
bution toward  p<!rmanent  peace,  while, 
at  the  same  time,  protecting  the  inter- 
ests of   American  agriculture. 

I  commend  this  resolution  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
says  that  our  foreign  policy  must  take 
on  a  new  creative  imagination.  I  also 
commend  to  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  this  great  interna- 
tional food  reserve  proposal. 


America's  heart  is  big.  No  nation  has 
ever  shown  a  more  Christian  approach 
of  forgiveness  to  its  former  enemies.  No 
nation  has  ever  shown  a  more  humani- 
tarian spirit  of  responding  to  great  dis- 
asters and  emergencies  among  people  of 
other  lands.  No  nation  was  ever  more 
desirous  of  having  peace  and  prosperity 
shared  throughout  the  world. 

Yet  the  Instincts  of  self-preservation 
warn  us  we  must  not  Ignore  the  welfare 
of  our  own  people  In  the  process  of  help- 
ing the  world. 

We  should  welcome,  therefore,  such  an 
opportunity  as  this  resolution  offers  to 
move  forward  toward  the  twin  objectives 
of  protecting  our  own  economic  security 
while  making  a  new  contribution  toward 
a  world  of  plenty. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  listened  with  profoimd  interest  and 
complete  approval  to  the  remarks  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Montana 
tMr.  Murray]  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hmi- 
FHRKY],  and  It  Is  with  great  enthusiasm 
that  I  associate  mjrself  with  those  Sena- 
tors and  with  other  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  in  introducing  the  joint 
resolution  relating  to  the  International 
food  reserve. 

The  objectives  of  this  proposal  are  of 
the  highest  order.  The  goal  of  elimi- 
nating the  peaks  and  valleys  from  both 
the  marketing  and  the  consumption  of 
agricultural  products  can  be  shared  by 
people  everywhere — ^American  farmers, 
American  families,  farmers  abroad,  and 
families  abroad. 

Farmers  do  not  like  to  produce  crops 
that  cannot  be  consimied  or  that  will 
actually  be  wasted.  They  like  to  pro- 
duce for  useful  purposes,  and  they  like 
to  produce  abundantly.  That  is  their 
very  nature. 

However,  there  Is  probably  no  one  in 
the  economic  picture  who  has  less  con- 
trol over  his  production  than  a  farmer 
does.  He  does  not  know  what  price  he 
will  get  for  his  commodity  when  he  pre- 
pares the  ground  for  It,  when  he  buys 
the  seed  for  It,  when  he  plants  or  cul- 
tivates, when  he  harvests,  when  he  loads 
his  truck  for  market,  or,  frequently,  even 
when  he  drives  down  the  road  to  that 
market 

We,  who  are  cosponsoring  the  joint 
resolution,  have  set  our  sights  on  a  mu- 
tual system  which  would  go  far  toward 
taking  the  wild  uncertainties  out  of  the 
volume  of  farm  production,  though,  of 
course,  many  economic  hazards  will  re- 
main for  farmers. 

At  the  same  time,  we  offer  some  as- 
surance that  the  volimae  of  food  will 
never  fall  so  low  that  famine  will  stalk 
the  world.  Including,  incidentally,  our 
own  part  of  the  world.  This,  alone, 
would  be  one  of  the  greatest  contribu- 
tions that  could  be  made  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  freedom  In  the  United  States  and 
to  the  extension  of  freedom  to  other 
I>arts  of  the  world.  It  would  be  one  of 
the  most  effective  notices  that  could  be 
served  on  dictators  and  Incipient  dic- 
tators that  they  who  would  ride  rough- 
shod over  large  groups  of  people  will  not 
be  able  to  use  mass  hunger  as  part  of 
their  evil  machinations. 

Blr.  President,  the  measure  Introduced 
today  Is  of  great  Interest  to  the  farmers 
of  my  State,  both  as  responsible  citizens 


of  this  Naticm  and  as  producers  of  crops 
which  might  be  exported  for  purposes 
of  an  international  food  reserve.  The 
people  who  live  on  the.230,000  farms  in 
Missouri  make  up  more  than  one-fifth, 
or  21.8  percent,  of  our  State's  population. 

In  recent  years,  these  farmers  have 
been  producing  an  average  of  about  400,- 
000  bales  of  cotton  and  25  million  bush- 
els of  wheat — to  mention  only  two  very 
important  export  crops. 

Missouri  farmers,  like  farmers  every- 
where, are  interested  in  stabilizing  their 
production  and  stabilizing  their  prices. 
And  they  are  vitally  Interested  In  an 
economy  of  abundance — they  want  to 
keep  on  producing  at  high  levels. 

But  aside  from  the  personal  economics 
of  our  farmers,  they  are  also  Interested 
In  the  altruslm  of  an  International  food 
reserve.  They  will  gladly  strike  a  blow 
against  the  disaster  of  famine,  though 
that  disaster  threaten  half  way  around 
the  world.  They  will  gladly  join  In  a 
conscientious  effort  to  Improve  the  diets 
of  people  everywhere  and  to  supply  a 
standard  of  clothing  for  warmth  and 
protection  which  goes  along  with  per- 
sonal dignity  of  human  beings,  and 
should  go  along  with  the  abimdance  with 
which  this  world  of  ours  is  endowed. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  administra- 
tion will  approach  this  age-old  problem 
in  t^e  same  spirit  In  which  this  joint 
resolution  has  been  sponsored  today,  and 
that  negotiations  may  be  entered  into 
very  soon  to  meet  the  challenge  of  scar- 
city and  abundance  existing  side  by  side 
in  the  world. 


-r.A 


PROPOSED  ELECTION  OP  A  DELE- 
GATE FROM  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  TO  THE  HOUSE  OF 
REPRESENTATIVES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  biU  (S.  697)  to  provide  for  a  Dele- 
'gate  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  Senate  bill 
697,  to  provide  for  a  Delegate  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  comes  before  the  Sen- 
ate today  with  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

The  bill  was  presented  to  the  public 
in  hearings  which  were  conducted  In  the 
caucus  room  of  the  Senate  Office  Build- 
ing on  the  night  of  Friday,  February  27, 
1953,  the  night  hearing  having  been  a 
rather  unusual  procedure.  Some  200 
people  from  the  District  of  Colvunbla 
were  present.  Thirty  of  them  made 
statements,  and  letters  received  from 
others  were  filed  for  the  record.  I  re- 
call only  two  persons  who  spoke  in  op- 
position to  the  bill.  In  both  cases  they 
said  they  really  wanted  the  bill  to  go 
further,  and  It  was  because  they  felt 
passage  of  the  bill  might  interfere  with 
going  further  that  they  spoke  as  they 
did.  In  general,  the  sentiment  was  over- 
whelmingly in  favor  of  taking  at  least 
this  one  step  toward  giving  the  people 
who  live  in  the  District  of  Colimibia  some 
voice  in  the  legislation  which  controls 
the  govemmwit  under  which  they  live. 
This  bill  has  been  introduced  by  my- 
self and  by  the  distinguished  jvmior  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neilt], 
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who  was  formerly  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mitte  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  is 
in  keeping  with  a  bill  which  we  intro- 
duced in  the  83(^  Congress  and  also  with 
a  portion  of  the  so-called  home-rule  bill 
which  was  passed  by  the  Senate  in  the 
82d  Congress. 

The  bill  which  has  been  introduced  in 
this  Congress  providing  for  a  locally 
elected  council  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  on  which  hearings  have  not 
been  held,  also  includes  a  proposal  for 
a  Delegate  from  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Nekly],  who  was  here  a  few  moments 
ago,  and  was  temporarily  called  from 
the  floor,  but  who  I  hope  will  be  able 
to  return  soon,  asked  me  to  make  clear, 
if  he  had  not  returned  when  I  began  my 
statement  on  the  bill,  that  he  is  whole- 
heartedly in  support  of  the  bill.  He 
feels  it  is  a  necessary  first  step  toward 
giving  the  people  of  the  District  of  Co- 
limibia  an  effective  voice  in  their  gov- 
ernment. 

The  persons  who  appeared  at  the  hear- 
ing in  support  of  the  bill  included  all 
three  of  the  present  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  namely,  the 
Honorable  P.  Joseph  Donohue,  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Commissioners ;  the 
Honorable  Renah  P.  Camalier:  and 
Brig.  Gen.  Louis  W.  Prentiss,  the  Engi- 
neer Commissioner  for  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Mr.  Vernon  West,  Corporation  Counsel 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  made  sug- 
gestions dealing  with  technical  portions 
of  the  bill,  and  practically  all  of  his 
suggestions  were  incorporated  in  an 
amendment  which  will  be  offered  when 
the  time  comes  for  consideration  of 
amendments  to  the  bilL 

Among  others  who  spoke  in  behalf  of 
the  bill  were  Mr.  Carl  Shipley,  president 
of  the  Young  Republican  Club  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  Mr.  Sturgis  War- 
ner, who  I  might  say  has  been  very  active 
In  support  of  proposed  home- rule  legis- 
lation. He  expressed  his  views  with  re- 
spect to  this  bill,  and  said  that  while 
he  also  feared  the  bill  might  interfere 
with  consideration  of  a  larger  home-rule 
bill,  nevertheless,  if  this  was  one  step 
that  could  be  taken  toward  home  rule, 
he  felt  it  should  be  taken. 

The  following  jiersons  were  also  in 
attendance  at  the  hearing: 

Mr.  Gilbert  Hahn,  Jr.,  chairman  of  the 
political  planning  committee.  Young  Re- 
publican Club  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

Mr.  Peter  Beter.  president  of  the 
Southwest  Citizens  Association. 

Mr.  Joseph  A.  Kauf  mann,  president  of 

the  Federation  of  Citizens'  Associations. 

Mr.  Austin  L.  Pickling,  chairman  of 

the  suffrage  committee.  Federation  of 

Civic  Associations.  * 

Mr.  Herbert  P.  Leeman,  president  of 
the  Central  Suffrage  Conference. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  digress  for  a 
moment  to  say  that  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has 
returned  to  the  Chamber.  I  hope  he  will 
speak  for  himself  in  a  few  moments,  but 
I  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  he  la  interested  in  the  bill,  and  is 
now  on  tbe  floor. 


Other  persons  in  attendance  at  the 
hearing  were  Miss  Cornelia  Hill,  chair- 
man of  national  representations.  Fed- 
eration of  Women's  Clubs. 

Mr.  Glenn  Watts,  president  of  the  CIO 
Industrial  Council  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Mr.  William  Smull.  representing  Amer- 
icans for  Democratic  Action. 

Mrs.  George  Malloy,  cochairman  of 
the  home  rule  subcommittee.  League  of 
Women  Voters,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

Miss  Gertrude  Longden.  representing 
the  American  Association  of  University 
Women. 

Mr.  Rufus  Lusk,  president  of  the  Tax- 
payers' Association. 

Mr.  Culver  B.  Chamberlain,  represent- 
ing the  Central  Democratic  Committee 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mrs.  Jack  Gottsegen,  legislative  chair- 
man. Washington  section.  National 
Council  of  Jewish  Women. 

Bsrnard  Tassler,  representing  the 
Citizens  Nationwide  Committee  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Paul  Silvestre,  representing  the  Amer- 
ican Veterans  Committee. 

Mrs.  Christopher  T.  Bever,  second  vice 
president.  Unitarian  Fellowship  for  So- 
cial Justice. 

Two  others  who  appeared  voiced  the 
feeling  that  the  bill  should  go  further 
than  it  does,  and  asked  for  complete 
home  rule  for  the  District.  They  did  not 
want  to  accept  this  single  step.  I  refer  to 
Mr.  Stanley  G.  Karson,  president  of  the 
Young  Democratic  Club  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  Mr.  Joel  D.  Blackwell, 
representing  the  Washington  Bar  Asso- 
ciation. Mr.  Blackwell  said  that  his  posi- 
tion was  that  he  thought  the  bill  ought 
not  to  be  passed,  because  it  might  inter- 
fere with  the  consideration  of  a  larger 
biU. 

The  provisions  of  the  bill  contemplate 
the  election  of  a  Delegate  who  would  be 
comparable  in  all  respects  to  a  Delegate 
from  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  the 
Territory  of  Alaska.  He  would  have  the 
privilege  of  speaking  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  of  serving  on 
its  committees,  and  of  appearing  before 
its  committees.  He  would  have  the 
privilege  of  offering  amendments  to  bills 
as  they  might  come  up  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Question  was  raised  during  the  hear- 
ings on  the  bill  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
would  have  any  privileges  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  Under  the  custom  of  the 
Senate  he  would  be  entitled  to  visit  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  to  confer  with 
Members  of  the  Senate,  as  do  Delegates 
from  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  the 
Territory  of  Alaska.  Of  course,  he  would 
not  be  permitted  to  speak  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  not  being  a  Member  of  or 
accredited  to  the  Senate. 

He  would  be  elected  for  a  term  com- 
parable in  all  respects  with  those  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, and  would  receive  the  same  sal- 
ary and  have  the  same  perquisites  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  order  that  the  Delegate  might  be 
elected,  the  bill  provides  for  the  creation 
of  a  Board  of  Elections,  to  consist  of 
three  members,  who  would  be  designated 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
They  would  be  appointed  for  terms  of  3 


years,  except  for  that  provision  of  the  bill 
which  provides  for  staggering  the  terms. 

The  Board  would  establish  and  main- 
tain a  permanent  registry,  conduct  reg- 
istrations and  elections,  print,  distribute, 
and  count  ballots,  and  also  divide  the 
District  into  appropriate  voting  pre- 
cincts, each  of  which  would  contain  at 
least  350  registered  persons. 

The  Board  would  operate  the  polling 
places,  certify  nominees  and  the  results 
of  elections,  and  perform  such  other  du- 
ties as  might  be  imposed  upon  it  by  the 
act.  The  Board  would  be  an  independ- 
ent agency,  and  should  not  be  subject  to 
the  direction  of  any  nonjudicial  officer  of 
the  District. 

There  is  a  provision  that  the  person 
elected  should  receive  a  majority  of  the 
votes  cast,  and  in  case  he  did  not  receive 
such  majoritr,  there  is  provision  for  a 
runoff  election.  In  the  case  of  a  contest 
or  a  recount,  appeal  could  be  taken  to 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  review  an  elec- 
tion. The  decision  of  that  court  would 
be  final  and  not  appealable,  under  an 
amendment  which  was  proposed  during 
the  hearing,  and  which  it  is  proposed  to 
offer. 

I  think  that  completes  the  statement 
on  the  bill.  I  am  glad  to  yield  the  floor 
at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
discuss  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
commend  the  District  Committee  for  this 
bill,  because,  in  my  opinion,  it  constitutes 
a  very  important  forward  step  toward 
bringing  to  an  end  what  I  think  we  must 
recognize  as  a  form  of  second-class  citi- 
zenship which  exists  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

I  have  always  felt  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  great  national  regret  that  fellow 
Americans  living  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia were  not  entitled  to  full  voting 
citizenship. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrleld  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  was  about  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
whether  or  not  he  proposed  to  offer  cer- 
tain amendments.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand him  to  say  that  he  intended  to 
offer  some  amendments? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No ;  I  did  not  say  that. 
I  intend  to  offer  one  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Is  the  amendment 
printed? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  Is  at  the  desk.  It 
has  not  been  printed. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  Would  the  Senator 
mind  having  the  clerk  read  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  tell  the  Senator 
what  it  is.  I  propose  to  discuss  it  at 
some  length,  though  not  at  too  great 
length.  I  shall  explain  the  amendment. 
It  provides  that  the  number  of  peti- 
tioners required  for  a  nomination  be  500 
instead  of  1,000. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  coming 
back  to  my  comment  on  the  bill,  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  great  national  regret 


that  fellow  Amtiricans  residing  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  have  not  been  en- 
titled to  full  voting  citizenship.  How- 
ever, as  a  realist,  I  recognize  that  we  are 
dealing  here  with  a  problem  which  can- 
not be  solved  all  at  once.  I  believe  we 
are  making  progress  toward  its  solution. 

I  repeat  that,  in  my  Judgment,  the  Dis- 
trict Committee  is  to  be  highly  com- 
mended for  this  biU.  I  hope  it  will  pass. 
In  any  event,  I  believe  that  its  very  con- 
sideration is  an  important  medium  for 
spreading  the  information  throughout 
America  that  fellow  Americans  here  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  are  discrimi- 
nated against. 

I  fully  understand  the  historical  cause 
for  the  discrimination,  but  I  never  have 
been  able  to  accept  any  Justification  for 
it.  I  believe  we  ought  to  pass  this  kind 
of  legislation,  but  we  should  not  stop 
with  it. 

I  do  not  share  the  views  of  those  to 
whom  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Coltmibia 
referred,  who  appeared  at  the  hearings 
and  stated  that  they  felt  that  this  biU 
might  serve  as  a  handicap  to  the  pas- 
sage of  a  broader  bill  for  home  rule.  To 
the  contrary,  I  think  every  step  we  make 
in  the  direction  of  home  rule  is  all  to 
the  good;  and  I  believe  that  the  educa- 
tion of  public  opinion  which  will  result 
from  the  passage  of  this  bill,  if  we  suc- 
ceed in  passing  it  through  the  Congress 
and  obtain  executive  approval  of  the 
bill,  will  have  a  very  beneficial  effect. 

I  have  two  comments  to  make  on  the 
bill,  though  not  by  way  of  criticism.  I 
make  the  comments  by  way  of  construc- 
tive suggestion ;  a{  least,  that  is  my  moti- 
vation. On  page  9  of  the  bill,  lines  17 
and  18,  in  the  committee  amendment, 
I  believe  that  the  words  "one  thousand" 
should  be  stricken  and  the  words  "five 
hundred"  should  be  substituted.  I  have 
such  an  amendment  at  the  desk  and  in 
due  course  will  offer  it.  However,  I 
thought  we  might  proceed  with  the  com- 
mittee amendments  first,  and  that  I  could 
offer  my  amendment  when  we  reach  the 
particular  committee  amendment  to 
which  my  amendment  applies. 

As  the  representative  of  the  Independ- 
ent  Party  in  the  Senate.  I  was  elated 
when  I  read  what  I  consider  to  be  the 
exceedingly  fair  and  nonpartisan  proce- 
dure for  nominating  candidates  for  dele- 
gate from  the  District  of  Columbia.  I 
thought  for  a  moment  that  I  was  back 
home.  I  come  from  a  State  which,  in  my 
judgment — if  I  may  be  permitted  a 
modest  expression  of  pride  in  my  State — 
has  the  soundest  election  laws  of  any 
State  in  the  Union  when  it  comes  to 
nominating  candidates  for  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  In  my  State  the 
people,  not  the  political  machines,  do  the 
nominating.  In  my  State  the  people,  not 
the  political  parties,  make  the  choice  in 
the  first  instance  as  to  who  is  to  run  for 
the  House  and  for  the  Senate.  In  my 
State  the  nominations  are  open  to  all. 
Anyone  may  present  a  program  to  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Oregon  and  on  the 
basis  of  that  program  announce  his  can- 
didacy. I  am  not  so  imrealistic  to  be 
unaware  of  the  fact  that  political  forces 
in  the  form  of  political  i>arties  play  their 
part  in  my  State,  but  the  people  have 
reserved  to  themselves  a  very  sound 


check  upon  political  forces  and  political 
parties.  In  my  State,  Mr.  President,  an 
independent  can  run  for  the  United 
States  Senate  if  250  of  his  fellow  citizens 
in  convention  assembled  endorse  him  by 
petition. 

Therefore,  being  firmly  convinced  that 
such  a  kind  of  freedom  for  the  electors 
is  good  for  democracy,  it  is  not  surprising 
that  I  suggest  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
today  that  the  nominating  procedure 
proposed  in  the  bill  be  modified  with 
respect  to  the  number  required  to  nomi- 
nate, by  requiring  500  petitioners  instead 
of  1,000  petitioners.  If  in  my  State  in 
a  race  for  the  United  States  Senate  it  is 
good  procedure,  as  I  insist  it  is,  to  make 
it  possible  for  250  persons  to  nominate 
an  independent  as  a  candidate  for  the 
United  States  Senate,  I  think  it  is  rea- 
sonable to  suggest  that  in  the  pending 
bill  we  provide  for  500  instead  of  1,000 
petitioners. 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  I  believe  it  ought 
to  be  made  easy  for  free  Americans  to 
nm  for  office,  and  that  it  is  wise  to 
have  election  procedures  which  encour- 
age men  to  be  free  when  they  run  for 
office.  I  recognize  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  check,  in  the  nature  of  a  so- 
called  seconding  of  the  motion,  if  you 
will,  Mr.  President,  to  provide  assurance 
that  irresponsible  people  will  not  run  for 
office. 

We  all  know  that  in  America  we  must 
be  on  guard  against  so-called  irresponsi- 
bility. However,  I  submit  that  when  500 
residents  of  the  District — It  Is  only  250 
in  my  State — second  the  motion,  so  to 
speak,  of  the  candidacy  of  an  individual, 
he  ought  to  have  the  right  to  make  the 
race.  I  want  to  be  reasonable.  It  seems 
to  me  that  a  requirement  of  500  petition- 
ers would  not  be  unreasonable.  I  be- 
lieve that  1,000  is  too  large  a  number 
to  require.  A  man  without  any  political 
experience  at  all  and  without  widespread 
contacts  in  the  District,  but  a  fine  and 
able  man  nevertheless,  might  find  It 
difficult  at  flrst  to  get  1,000  people  to 
petition  that  he  be  allowed  to  run  for 
the  office,  but  not  nearly  so  difficult  to 
get  500.  Once  such  a  person  becomes 
known  and  once  the  program  for  which 
he  stands  becomes  imderstood  and  ap- 
preciated, he  would  of  course  have  little 
difficulty  in  getting  a  much  larger  num- 
ber of  people  to  sign  a  petition  for  his 
nomination. 

The  point  I  am  making  is  that  we 
should  have  a  check,  of  course,  against 
irresponsibility,  but  that  we  should  not 
place  the  nvunber  required  for  the  filing 
of  a  petition  so  high  that  it  would  make 
it  difficult  for  a  man  not  well  known, 
but  nevertheless  highly  qualified,  to 
make  the  race. 

With  respect  to  the  nominating  pro- 
cedure, I  wish  to  say  that  the  commit- 
tee is  also  to  be  highly  commended  for 
the  nonpartisanship  of  the  procedure  it- 
self. Party  jwlltics  are  not  read  into  the 
language  of  this  bill,  and  it  is  very 
gratifying  to  have  a  bill,  dealing  with  a 
problem  so  difficult  as  this  one  is  anyway, 
so  complete  stripped  of  partisanship. 
I  compliment  the  committee  for  what  I 
consider  to  be  a  very  fine  job. 

Mr.  President,  with  respect  to  an- 
other point,  I  do  not  yet  have  an  amend- 
ment prepared  on  it,  and  I  may  wish  to 
give  it  further  thought  after  I  have  lis- 


tened to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
I  may  offer  the  amendment  later.  I 
know  that  a  procedural  rule  exists  in 
some  States  in  regard  to  requiring  a  run- 
off when  one  receives  only  a  plurality. 
I  believe  it  is  an  tmwise  rule,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, although  I  would  not  vote  against 
the  bill  with  the  provision  retained,  be- 
cause I  recognize  there  is  another  side 
to  it.  However,  in  my  judgment,  the 
merits  of  the  argiunent  are  on  the  side 
of  a  procedure  that  does  not  require  the 
plurality  rule.  I  think  »t  would  be  a- 
stronger  bill  if  it  were  to  provide  that 
the  individual  receiving  the  highest  vote 
in  the  election  shall  be  declared  the 
d^iejate. 

Runoffs  are  costly  and  wasteful,  and 
they  are  subject  to  an  abuse  that  we  need 
to  be  on  guard  against  in  American  elec- 
tions. Runoffs  encourage  alinements 
and  backstage  deals,  and  political  com- 
binations. '  and  logrolling  tactics  which 
do  not  always  lend  themselves  to  purity 
of  politics.  Let  the  voters  decide  in  one 
election,  and  let  the  decision  be  based 
upon  the  principle  that  the  man  receiv- 
ing the  largest  number  of  votes  is 
elected  the  delegate,  rather  than  putting 
the  District  through  a  so-called  second 
or  runoff  election  which  might  be  sub- 
ject—^the  procedure,  at  least,  would  be 
subject — to  political  manipulations 
which  I  believe  justify  my  saying  that 
the  merits  of  the  argument  are  in  favor 
of  one  election,  with  a  high  man  winning. 

I  have  not  researched  the  problem  suf- 
ficiently to  give  to  the  Senate  this  after- 
noon the  actual  statistics  on  the  subject. 
I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  election 
laws  of  some  States  require  a  runoff.  It 
is  my  guess  that  in  most  States  in  elec- 
tions to  the  Senate  and  to  the  House  nm- 
offs  are  not  required.  However,  even  if 
I  were  wrong  statistically  I  would  be 
moved  to  say  that  I  believe  the  better 
procedure  would  be  to  have  only  one 
election. 

In  a  nonpartisan  election.  Democrats. 
Republicans,  and  Independents  will  not 
necessarily  run  on  a  party  ticket  under 
this  bill.  Of  course  I  can  understand 
that  when  dealing  with  a  party  primary, 
a  stronger  argument  for  majority  rule 
might  be  made;  but  even  in  that  case  I 
believe  the  plurality  rule  is  the  better 
one. 

In  inaugurating  this  procedure,  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  much  better  to  permit 
of  a  plurality,  rather  than  a  majority. 
Yet  I  say  quite  frankly,  Mr.  President,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  maintain  an  open 
mind  on  this  plan  until  I  hear  from  the 
authors  of  the  bill,  because  probably 
there  have  been  brought  out  in  the  com- 
mittee hearings  a  great  deal  of  infor- 
mation and  much  evidence  which  but- 
tress the  committee's  recommendations: 
and  I  favor  raising  as  little  controversy 
as  possible  over  this  bill,  for  I  believe 
it  to  be  highly  desirable  that  the  objec- 
tive of  the  bill  be  enacted  into  law  as 
quickly  as  possible. 

Mr.  President,  I  close  by  expressing 
the  hope  that  after  the  passage  of  this 
bill,  in  the  not-too-distant  futxu-e,  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
will  see  fit  to  call  for  hearings  on  Senate 
bill  534,  which  I  believe  is  the  appro- 
priate next  step  toward  the  elimination 
of  second-class  citizenship  in  the  District 
of   Columbia — namely,  my   bill  which 
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aeeks  to  outlaw  any  discrimlnatlou  be- 
cause of  race,  color,  or  creed  In  any  pub- 
lic places  In  the  District  of  Columbia. 
That  is  aU  I  wish  to  say  about  the  bill 
at  the  present  time.  Mr.  President,  other 
than  to  express  a«:ain  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  and  to  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Nkzlt]  my  highest  commendation  for 
what  I   believe  is  a  notable   piece   of 

legislation.  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucHXL  in  the  chair).  The  clerk  will 
proceed  to  state  the  amendments  re- 
ported by  the  committee  to  Senate  bill 
697. 

The  first  amendment  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
was,  on  page  2.  in  line  19.  after  the  word 
"old",  to  strike  out  "and";  and  in  line 
20,  after  the  word  "public"  to  strike  out 
"office"  and  insert  "office,  and   (5)    is 
domiciled  in  the  District  for  S  years  next 
before  the  day  of  his  taking  office." 
The  amendment  was  sigreed  to. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  at 
this  point  for  a  question?    It  may  have 
been  answered  in  the  previous  debate. 
Mr.  CASE.    I  am  glad  to  sneld. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Is  the  Delegate  to 
be  assigned  to  committees  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  under  the  same  proc- 
ess by  means  of  which  the  Delegates  from 
Hawaii,   Puerto   Rico,   and   Alaska   are 
presently  assigned  to  House  committees? 
Mr.  CASE.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  the  bill  con- 
tain any  provision  as  to  which  party  shall 
assign  to  committees  the  nonpartisan 
Delegate? 

Mr.  CASE.     No. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  was  prompted  to 
ask  that  question  because  of  seeing  on 
the  floor  at  this  time  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  . 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Delegate 
will  be  an  Independent.    [Laughter]. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  believe  the  procedure  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  would  be 
to  permit  the  Delegate  to  select  the  com- 
mittees on  which  he  wished  to  serve. 
That  has  been  the  custom  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  committee  felt 
that  we  should  not  try  to  write  such  a 
provision  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. So  we  believe  we  should  permit 
the  House  to  proceed  in  its  own  way. 

Mr.  MAGI«njSON.  It  is  true  that  that 
has  been  the  custom  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  However,  suppose  one 
of  the  House  committees  decided  to  turn 
down  the  Delegate's  request  to  seiy^  on 
it? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  true  that  the  Dele- 
gate would  not  vote. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  situation 
might  cause  some  trouble  in  connection 
with  the  assignment  to  comimittees. 

Mr.  CASE.  Conceivably  it  could. 
However.  It  was  our  feeling  that,  after 
all,  that  is  an  internal  matter  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  that  since 
the  Senate  is  passing  the  bill  first,  we 
should  permit  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  determine  that  point  for  itself. 

Mr.  mAONUSON.  However,  it  is  un- 
derstood Ibat  the  new  Delegate's  com- 
mittee responsibilities  will  be  similar  and 
parallel  to  those  of  the  Delegates  from 


Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico;  is  tha£ 
correct? 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
in  line  15.  after  the  word  'he",  to  strike 
out  "is  a  qualified  elector"  and  Insert 
"can  qualify  as  an  elector." 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  with  respect 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  printed 
on  page  4,  in  line  15,  of  the  bill.  I  wish 
to  suggest  that  instead  of  having  the 
amendment  at  that  point  read  "can 
qualify  as  an  elector",  it  should  read 
"qualifies  as  an  elector."  If  there  is  no 
objection.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
amendment  submitted  in  that  form. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  as  proposed  to  be  modified 
will  be  stated. 

The  Legislativx  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  4.  in  line  15, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "can  qualify 
as  an  elector"  and  to  insert  "qualiJBes  as 
an  elector." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  proposed  modification  of 
the  committee  amendment  will  be  made. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment,  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

THE  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  committee  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
In  line  21,  after  the  word  "be  ".  to  strike 
out  'registered." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  6. 
hne  15.  after  the  word  "Board ',  to  in- 
sert "as  are  available." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  9, 
line  3.  after  the  word  "Columbia"  and 
the  period,  to  insert  "The  decision  of 
such  court  shall  be  final  and  not  appeal- 
able." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  9, 
line  17,  after  the  word  "than '.  to  strike 
out  "one  hundred"  and  insert  "one 
thousand." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
submitted  an  amendment  to  this  com- 
mittee amendment,  and  I  ask  that  my 
amendment  to  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  read. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  9,  beginning 
in  line  17,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"one  thousand '  and  insert  "five  hun- 
dred." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the 
coihmittee  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  con- 
sulted with  two  or  three  other  members 
of  the  committee,  and  I  believe  there  is 
no  objection  to  accepting  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  (Oregon  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

In  explanation,  I  may  state  that  at  the 
hearing  there  was  some  thought  that  the 
number  100.  as  originally  provided  by 
the  bill,  was  too  small,  and  would  create 


a  number  of  more  or  less  "nuisance 
candidates"  or  candidates  who  had  no 
substantial  backing.  We  thought  the 
number  provided  in  the  bill  should  be 
greater  than  100.  Someone  suggested 
that  the  proper  number  would  be  1.000. 
However.  I  do  not  think  the  exact  num- 
ber is  a  material  matter.  Five  hundred 
Is  better  than  one  hundred,  and  the  com- 
mittee is  willing  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated- 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  13. 
line  12,  after  the  word  "prescribed"  and 
the  period,  to  insert  "The  decision  of 
such  court  shall  be  final  and  not  ap- 
pealable." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  13. 
line  16,  after  the  word  "is",  to  strike  out 
one  year  ■  and  insert  "six  months." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  the  committee  amendments. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MORS&  Mr.  President,  I  would 
appreciate  it  very  mObh  if  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  would  give  us  the  bene- 
fit of  the  discussion  which  occurred  in 
the  committee  in  regard  to  the  plurahty 
question  in  connection  with  run-off  elec- 
tions. I  have  already  expressed  my 
views  about  that  matter,  but  I  may  be 
wrong  about  It.  So  I  should  like  to  hear 
from  the  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  my  per- 
sonal belief  is  that  the  point  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  raised  is  a  good 
one.  In  other  words,  the  question  is 
whether  the  District  of  Columbia  should 
be  put  to  the  expense  of  having  a  runoff 
election  in  case  no  candidate  receives  a 
majority. 

There  was  a  discussion  of  that  ques- 
tion among  some  of  us.  informally,  if 
not  at  some  length,  at  the  hearings. 
Personally,  speaking  wholly  from  my 
own  standpoint.  I  would  be  satisfied  if 
the  bUl  provided  that  if  the  candidate 
who  received  the  greatest  number  of 
votes  receiced  at  least  40  percent  of  the 
votes  cast,  he  would  be  the  Delegate ;  and 
if  no  candidate  received  at  least  40  per- 
cent of  the  votes,  there  would  be  a  runoff 
election. 

However,  In  discussing  that  matter.  I 
did  not  receive  very  much  support  from 
other  members  of  the  committee.  So. 
rather  than  try  to  carry  through  that 
point  alone  and  make  a  fight  for  it  alone. 
I  accepted  the  language  which  now  is  in 
the  biU. 

If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  feels  par- 
ticularly strongly  about  the  matter,  in 
view  of  my  personal  feelings  about  it.  I 
would  not  have  much  objection  to  the 
adoption  of  his  suggestion,  provided  the 
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result  would  not  be  to  create  a  situation 
in  which  there  would  be  a  number 
of  so-called  splinter-party  candidates, 
bringing  about  the  consequence  that  the 
Delegate  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
would  be  someone  who  would  not  repre- 
sent a  substantial  group  of  persons  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

In  the  committee  as  a  whole  there  was 
a  feeling  that  we  shoiild  begin  by  re- 
quiring for  election  a  majority  of  the 
votes  cast  So  I  would  not  feel  author- 
ized to  accept  at  this  time,  in  the  name 
of  the  committee,  any  amendment. 

Of  course,  this  matter  might  be  further 
discussed  here  and  then  discussed  with 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  after  Uie  bill  passes 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  bill  has  not  yet 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  has 
it? 

Mr.  CASE.    No. 

Mr.  MORSEL  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  bill  has  yet  to  pass  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  made  our  legislative  record 
on  this  question,  and  because  my  greatest 
desire  is  to  see  the  principle  of  this  bill 
enacted  into  law,  I  shall  not  submit  an 
amendment  on  this  point.  I  would 
much  prefer  to  have  the  bill  embody  the 
suggestion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  about  the 
40 -percent  rule.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  is  quite  correct  in 
saying  that  certainly  we  desire  to  have 
elected  from  the  INstrlct  of  Columbia  a 
Delegate  who  represents  a  substantial 
body  of  the  District  of  Columbia  elec- 
torate, and  certainly  we  wish  to  avoid 
what  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
describes  as  spUnter-party  candidates. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  find  that  my 
fears  materialize  with  experience  under 
this  election  procedure,  we  can  always 
make  a  change  in  the  future.  So  I  shall 
not  offer  an  amendment. 

I  hope  the  suggestion  which  has  been 
made  will  receive  consideration  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  that  it 
may  be  worked  out  satisfactorily  in 
conference. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  assure  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that,  personally.  I  shall  see  to 
it  that  this  discussion  is  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  committee,  and 
I  shall  present  to  it  my  personal  views 
with  regard  to  the  40 -percent  proposal 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  If  there 
is  no  further  amendment  to  be  proposed, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  697)  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  and  was 
read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  NEELY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  lAx.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  for  a 
parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  NEELY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wanted  to  be  sure. 
Did  I  catch  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  that 
the  bUl  is  passed? 

The  PRESipiNO  OFFICER.  No.  The 
bill  had  been  read  the  third  time.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia. 


Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
drowning  man  would  desperately  grasp 
a  straw  so  I  shall  vote  for  the  pending 
bill  to  provide  for  the  election  of  a  Dele- 
gate from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the 
House  of  Representatives.  But  let  us 
not  delude  ourselves  into  believing  that 
this  measure  is  even  a  shadow  of  a  sub- 
stitute for  home  rule  for  the  voiceless, 
voteless,  disfavored  people  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  that  it  is  a  satisfactory 
substitute  for  full  representation  for  the 
District  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  bill  has  my  support  on  the 
theory  that  it  is  better  for  one  to  have 
even  a  small  part  of  a  loaf  than  to  be 
utterly  destitute  of  bread. 

The  herculean  task  of  obtaining  either 
home  rule  or  congressional  representa- 
tion for  the  p>eople  of  Washington,  un- 
happily, constitutes  no  exception  to  the 
rule  that — 

Heaven  Ib  not  reached  at  a  single  bound; 
But  we  build  the  ladder  by  which  we  rise 
From  the  lowly  earth  to  the  vaulted  skies. 
And  we  nunuit  to  Ita  summit  round  by  round. 

To  pass  the  pending  bill  will  be  to  take 
the  first  round  of  the  ladder  on  which 
we  shall  ultimately  rise  to  the  lofty  con- 
summation of  enfranchising  the  men  and 
women  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  We 
shall  thus  demonstrate  to  the  world  that 
the  unjust,  un-American  practice  of  de- 
priving the  residents  of  the  Nation's 
Capital  of  the  right  to  vote,  govern  them- 
selves, and  enjoy  the  democratic  bless- 
ings of  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness  has  been  abandoned  forever. 
The  bill,  if  passed,  would  undoubtedly 
facilitate  the  achievement  of  full  con- 
gressional representation.  Manifestly,  a 
competent  Delegate,  with  the  privilege 
of  speaking  in  the  House,  would  be  able 
to  arouse  the  Nation  to  demand  with  the 
voice  of  the  archangel  that  a  million 
praiseworthy  patriots  of  the  District  be 
delivered  from  the  infamy  of  taxation 
without  representation — the  identical 
infamy  which  impelled  our  ancestors  to 
flght  and  win  the  Revolutionary  War. 

Our  ascension  to  the  first  govern- 
mental round  on  the  ladder  that  leads 
to  democracy  for  the  District  will  pro- 
vide the  Voice  of  America  a  new 
weapon  with  which  to  combat  Com- 
munistic propaganda  against  us.  It  will 
enable  us  to  refute  the  devastating 
charge  that  the  United  States,  while 
spending  countless  billions  in  money  and 
sacrificing  countless  thousands  of  Ameri- 
can lives  to  procure  or  preserve  repre- 
sentative government  for  Europe,  Asia, 
Africa,  and  the  islands  of  the  sea.  in- 
famously imposes  upon  the  residents  of 
its  own  Capital  a  hundred-million-dol- 
lar-a-year  burden  of  taxation  without 
representation  and  cruelly  deprives  them 
not  only  of  self-government  but  also  of 
the  elementary  democratic  right  to  vote. 

The  passage  of  the  bill  by  the  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  Senate  will  clearly 
Indicate  that  we  no  longer  Justify  the 
taunting  interrogatory — 

What  boots  it  at  one  gate  to  make  defense 
And  at  another  to  let  In  the  foe? 

Such  unanimous  action  would  con- 
clusively demonstrate  that  liberty  and 
justice  for  all  the  American  people  are 
at  last  marching  to  victory  on  Capitol 
Hill. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  passage  of  Senate  bill 
697.  as  amended. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President  I  dislike 
to  take  the  time  to  do  what  I  am  about 
to  suggest,  but  I  think  it  wise  to  do  so. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  ought  to  pass 
this  bill  with  so  few  Senators  on  the 
Senate  floor  as  are  here  now,  because 
the  country  ought  to  know  that  this  bill 
really  had  the  backing  of  the  Senate.  I 
should  not  like  to  afford  to  some  news- 
paper commentator  the  opportunity  to 
write  a  column  to  the  effect  that  only 
about  10  or  20  Senators  were  on  the  floor 
when  a  bill  so  important  as  this  one  was 
before  the  Senate  for  a  vote.  I  think  it 
would  strengthen  the  acceptance  of  this 
bill,  even  if  it  is  passed  on  a  voice  vote,  to 
have  a  larger  attendance  than  is  now  on 
the  floor.  So  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Orlswold 

Anderson 

Bayden 

Barrett 

Bendrickson 

Beau 

Hennlngs 

Bennett 

Hlckenlooper 

Brlcker 

Hill 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Bush 

Holland 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Byrd 

Hvmt 

Capehart 

Ives 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Case 

Jenner 

Chaves 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Cooper 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Daniel 

Kezmedy 

Dlrksen 

Kerr 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Dworshak 

Kucbel 

Eastland 

Langer 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Flanders 

Long 

Frear 

Magnuson 

Ful  bright 

Malone 

George 

Mansfield 

Goldwater 

MarUn 

Gore 

Maybank 

Green 

McCarran 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Birr- 
leh],  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Duff],  and  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  WiLETl  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  ToBEYl  is  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  annoimce  that  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellendbr], 
and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette] are  absent  on  oflBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilcork]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus- 
sell] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum Is  present. 

The  bill  having  been  read  the  third 
time,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill  (S.  697)  was  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.—' 

DEriHITIOIfS 

BBcnoN  1.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act— 

( 1 )  The  term  'TMstrict"  means  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

(2)  The  term  "quallfled  elector"  means  a 
cltlaen  of  the  United  States  (A)  who  has 
been  domicUed  to  the  DUtrlct  oonttououaJy 


McCarthy 

s- 

McCIellan 

s 

MlUUdn 

»! 

Monroney 

t  ; 

Morse 

i. 

Mundt 

Murray 

Ml    ''■ 
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Blnce  the  t>eglnnin«r  of  the  1-year  period 
ending  on  the  day  of  the  next  election  or. 
If  such  period  has  not  begun.  Is  domiciled 
in  the  District;  (B)  who  Is.  or  will  be  on  the 
day  of  the  next  election,  21  years  old;  (C) 
who  has  never  been  convicted  of  a  felony 
In  the  United  States,  or  If  he  has  been  so 
convicted,  has  been  pardoned:  and  (D)  who 
Is  not  mentally  Incompetent  as  adjudged  by 
a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction. 

(3)  The  term  "Delegate"  means  the  Dele- 
gate from  the  District  of  Columbia  pro- 
vided for  by  section  2. 

(4)  The  term  "Board"  means  the  Board  of 
Elections  for  the  District  of  Columbia  pro- 
vided for  by  section  3. 

DELKGATK 

Sec.  2.  (a)  The  people  of  the  District 
shall  be  represented  In  the  Hoiise  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  by  a  Dele- 
gate, to  be  known  as  the  Delegate  from  the 
District  of  Columbia,  who  shall  be  elected 
as  provided  in  this  act.  The  Delegate  shall 
have  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
with  the  right  of  debate,  but  not  of  voting. 

(b)  No  person  shall  hold  the  office  of 
Delegate  unless  he  ( 1 )  Is  a  qualified  elector, 
(2)  resides  in  the  District,  (3)  Is  at  least  25 
years  old,  (4)  holds  no  other  public  office,  and 
(5)  Is  domiciled  in  the  District  for  3  years 
next  before  the  day  of  his  talcing  office.  The 
term  of  office  of  Delegate  shall  be  2  years 
beginning  at  noon  on  January  3  of  each  odd- 
numbered  year  after  1953. 

(c)  (1)  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 601  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended 
by  striking  out  "from  the  Territories." 

(2)  Paragraph  (10)  of  section  3 A  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930. 
as  amended  (5  U.  S.  C,  sec.  693-1) ,  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "from  a  Territory." 

(3)  The  second  paragraph  under  the  head- 
ing "House  of  Representatives"  in  the  act  of 
July  16,  1914  (2  U.  S.  C,  sec.  37),  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "from  Territories." 

(4)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  302  of  the 
Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1925,  as 
amended  (2  U.  S.  C.  sec.  241),  Is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  after  "United  States" 
the  following:  "and  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia." 

(5)  Section  591  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  "and 
the  District  of  Columbia"  before  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof.  Section  594  of  such  title 
Is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  after  "Terri- 
tories and  Possessions"  the  following:  "or 
the  District  of  Columbia".  The  first  para-  ■ 
graph  of  section  695  of  such  title  is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  after  "from  any  Terri- 
tory or  Possession"  the  following:  "or  the 
District  of  Columbia." 

I  CKXATTON  OF  BOAKO  OF  ELECTIONS 

Sec.  3.  There  is  hereby  created  a  Board  of 
Elections  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
composed  of  three  members  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  first 
terms  of  offices  on  the  Bocu-d  shall  expire, 
as  designated  by  the  President,  one  at  the 
close  of  December  31  of  each  of  the  first  3 
years  which  begin  after  the  date  this  act  la 
enacted.  Subsequent  terms  of  each  such 
office  shall  be  3  years  beginning  January  l 
following  the  expiration  of  the  preceding 
term  of  such  office.  Any  person  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacant  office  shall  be  appointed  only 
for  the  unexpired  term  of  such  office.  Until 
bis  successor  is  appointed  and  has  qualified, 
a  member  may  continue  to  serve  even  though 
the  term  of  the  office  to  which  he  was  ap- 
pointed has  expired. 

QlTALnnCATIOMS    AND    COMPENaATION    OF 


Sic.  4.  (a)  No  person  shall  be  a  member 
Of  the  Board  unless  he  qualifies  as  an  elector 
and  resides  latbe  District.  No  person  may 
be  appointed  tMBe  Board  unless  he  has  been 
domiciled  Uk  thatolstrlct  continuously  since 
the  beglnatac  ot  the  1-year  period  ending  on 


the  day  he  Is  appointed.  Members  of  the 
Board  shall  hold  no  other  office  or  employ- 
ment in  the  District  government.  Not  more 
than  two  members  shall  be  members  of  the 
same  political  party. 

(b)  Each  member  of  the  Board  shall  be 
paid  compensation  at  the  rate  of  115  per  day 
while  performing  duties  under  this  act.  Ex- 
cept as  provided  In  subsection  (a)  no  person 
shall  be  Ineligible  to  serve  or  to  receive  com- 
pensation as  a  member  of  the  Board  because 
he  occupies  another  office  or  position  or  be- 
cause he  receives  compensation  (including 
retirement  compensation)  from  another 
source.  The  right  to  another  office  or  posi- 
tion or  to  compensation  from  another  source 
otherwise  secured  to  such  a  person  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
abridged  by  the  fact  of  his  service  or  receipt 
of  compensation  as  a  member  of  the  Board, 
if  such  service  does  not  interfere  with  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  In  such  other  office  or 
position. 

rtTNcnoNs  or  board 

Sec.   5.   (a)   The  Board   shall — 

(1)  maintain  a  permanent  registry,  keep- 
ing it  accurate  and  current; 

(2)  conduct  registrations  and  elections; 

(3)  print,  distribute,  and  count  ballots,  or 
provide  and  operate  suitable  voting  ma- 
chines: 

(4)  divide  the  District  Into  appropriate 
voting  precincts,  each  of  which  shall  contain 
at  least  350  registered  persons; 

(5)  operate   polling   places; 

(6)  certify  nominees  and  the  results  of 
elections;  and 

(7)  perform  such  other  duties  as  are  im- 
posed upon  it  by  this  act. 

(b)  The  Board,  and  persons  authorized 
by  it.  may  administer  oaths  to  persons  exe- 
cuting affidavits  pursuant  to  sections  8  and 
9.  It  may  provide  for  the  administering  of 
such  other  oatlis,  as  it  considers  appropriate 
to  require  in  the  performance  of  Its  func- 
tions. 

(c)  The  Board  may  prescribe  such  regula- 
tions as  it  considers  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  act. 

(d)  The  Board  naay  employ  necessary 
personnel. 

board  to  be  independent  agency 
Sec.  6.   (a)   In  the  performance  of  its  du- 
ties, the  Board  shall  not  be  subject   to  the 
direction  of  any  nonjudicial  officer  of   the 
District. 

(b)  The  officers  and  agencies  of  the  Dis- 
trict government  shall  furnish  to  the  Board, 
upon  request  of  the  Board,  as  are  available 
such  space  and  facilities  in  public  buildings 
in  the  District  to  be  used  as  registration  or 
polling  places,  and  such  records.  Informa- 
tion, services,  personnel,  offices,  and  equip- 
ment, and  such  other  assistance  and  facili- 
ties, as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Board 
properly  to  perform  its  functions. 

DELEGATE    AND    RUNOFF    ELECTIONS 

Sec.  7.  (a)  A  delegate  election  shall  be 
held  in  each  even-numbered  year  to  fill  the 
office  of  Delegate  for  the  term  beginning  on 
the  following  January  3.  If  any  camdidate 
receives  a  majority  of  the  votes  cast  in  a 
delegate  election,  he  shall  fill  the  office  of 
Delegate.  If  no  candidate  receives  a  major- 
ity of  the  votes  so  cast,  a  runoff  election  shall 
be  held  in  which  the  candidates  shall  be  the 
two  candidates  who  received  the  most  votes 
BO  cast.  The  candidate  who  receives  a  ma- 
jority of  the  votes  cast  In  a  runoff  election 
shall  fill  the  office  of  Delegate. 

(b)  Runoff  elections  shall  be  held  on  the 
first  Tuesday  after  the  first  Monday  in  No- 
vember. Delegate  elections  shall  be  held  in 
October  on  the  fourth  Tuesday  before  the 
Tuesday  in  November  prescribed  for  runoff 
elections. 

REGISTRATION 

Sec.  8.  (a)  No  person  shall  vote  in  any 
election  in  the  District  unless  he  is  a  quali- 
fied elector  and.  except  as  provided  In  sub- 
section (e).  is  registered  in  the  District. 


(b)  No  person  shall  be  registered  unless — 

(1)  he  is  a  qualified  elector: 

(2)  he  has  been  domiciled  In  the  District 
continuously  since  the  beginning  of  the 
9-month  period  ending  on  the  day  he  offers 
to  register; 

(3)  except  as  prevented  by  ph3rslcal  dis- 
ability, he  can  read  and  write  the  English 
language,  as  shown  by  his  ability  to  read  and 
complete  the  affidavit  prescribed  by  para- 
graph (4);  and 

(4)  he  executes  a  registration  affidavit, 
completed  In  his  own  handwriting  (unless 
prevented  by  physical  disability)  and  on  the 
form  prescribed  by  the  Board  pursuant  to 
subsection  (c).  showing  that  he  meets  each 
of  the  requirements  specified  in  section  1(2) 
for  a  qualified  elector  and  that  he  meets  the 
requirement  of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub- 
section. 

(c)  In  administering  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (b)  (4).  the  Board  shall  prepare 
and  use  a  registration  affidavit  form  in  which 
each  request  for  information  is  readily  un- 
derstandable and  can  be  satisfied  by  a  con- 
cise answer  or  mark.  With  respect  to  each 
requirement  named  In  or  Imposed  by  such 
subsection,  the  Board  may  make  such  re- 
quests for  specific  Information  as  In  Its  Judg- 
ment may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
show  whether  a  person  seeking  to  register 
meets   such   requirement. 

(d)  The  registry  shall  be  kept  open  except 
during  the  60-day  period  ending  on  the  first 
Tuesday  after  the  first  Monday  in  November 
of  each  even-numbered  year,  and  except  as 
provided  by  the  Board  In  the  case  of  a  special 
election.  While  the  registry  is  open,  any 
person  may  apply  for  registration  or  change 
his  registration. 

(e)  If  a  person  Is  not  permitted  to  reg- 
ister, such  person,  or  any  qualified  candi- 
date, may  appeal  to  the  Board,  but  not  later 
than  3  days  after  the  registry  Is  closed  for 
the  next  election.  The  Board  shall  decide 
within  7  days  after  the  appeal  is  perfected 
whether  the  challenged  elector  is  entitled  to 
register.  If  the  appeal  is  denied,  the  ap- 
pellant may.  within  3  days  after  such  denial, 
appeal  to  the  municipal  court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  The  decision  of  such 
court  shall  be  final  and  not  appealable.  If 
the  appeal  is  upheld  by  either  the  Boar4 
or  the  court,  the  challenged  elector  shall  b« 
allowed  to  register  immediately.  If  the  ap- 
peal is  j>ending  on  election  day.  the  chal- 
lenged elector  may  cast  a  ballot  marked 
"challenged,"  as  provided  in  section  11  (e). 

NOMINATIONS 

Sec.  9.  (a)  The  candidates  at  s  delegate 
election  shall  be  the  persons  registered 
under  section  8  who  have  been  nominated  by 
a  petition — 

(1)  prepiued  and  presented  to  the  Board 
In  accordance  with  rules  prescribed  by  the 
Board,  but  not  later  than  60  days  before  the 
date  of  the  election; 

(2)  signed  by  not  less  than  500  person* 
registered  under  section  8;  and 

(3)  accompanied  by  a  filing  fee  of  $125 
and  an  affidavit  executed  by  the  person  pro- 
posed to  be  nominated  stating  that  he  re- 
sides and  U  domiciled  in  the  District. 

(b)All  filing  fees  shall  be  deposited  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the  credit 
of  the  District. 

EXEMPTION    FROM    HATCH    ACT 

Sec.  10.  The  last  sentence  of  section  0  (a) 
Of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  perni- 
cious political  activities,"  approved  August  2. 
1939.  as  amended  (6  U.  S.  C.  sec.  1181),  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  "The  provisions 
of  the  second  sentence  of  this  subsection 
shall  not  apply  (1)  to  the  employees  of  the 
Alaska  Railroad,  residing  In  municipalities 
on  the  line  of  the  railroad.  In  respect  to 
activities  Involving  the  muncipallty  In  which 
they  reside,  or  (2)  to  any  qualified  elector  of 
the  District  of  Columbia.  In  respect  to  taking 
an  active  part  In  the  nomination  or  elec- 
tion of  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  Delegate 
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from  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  House 

of   Bepresentatlves." 

METHOD  or  vomro 

8xc.  11.  (a)  Voting  in  all  elections  shall  be 
secret.  Voting  may  be  by  paper  ballot  or 
voting  machine. 

( b )  The  ballot  of  «  person  who  Is  registered 
as  a  resident  of  the  District  shall  be  valid 
only  If  cast  in  the  voting  precinct  where  the 
residence  shown  on  his  registration  is  located. 

<c)  There  shall  be  no  absentee  voting. 

(d)  Each  qualified  candidate  may  have  a 
watcher  at  each  polling  place,  provided  the 
watcher  presents  pr<^>er  credentials  sl^ed 
by  the  candidate.  No  one  shall  interfere 
with  the  opportunity  of  a  watcher  to  observe 
the  conduct  of  t^ie  election  at  that  polling 
place  and  the  eotmtlng  of  votes.  Watchers 
may  challenge  proepectlTe  Toters  who  are 
believed  to  be  unqualified  to  vote. 

(e)  If  the  oOlcial  in  charge  of  the  polling 
place,  after  bearlcg  both  parties  to  any  such 
challenge  or  acting  on  his  own  initiative 
with  respect  to  a  prospective  voter,  reason- 
ably believes  the  prospective  voter  Is  unqual- 
ified to  vote,  he  shall  allow  the  voter  to  cast 
a  paper  ballot  marked  "challenged".  Bal- 
lots so  cast  shall  t>e  segregated,  and  no  such 
ballot  shall,  be  counted  until  the  challenge 
has  been  removed  as  provided  in  subeection 

(f). 

(f)  If  a  person  tas  been  permitted  to  vote 
only  by  challenged  ballot,  such  person,  or 
any  qualified  candidate,  may  appeal  to  the 
Board  within  3  days  after  election  day.  The 
Board  shall  decide  within  7  days  after  the 
appeal  is  perfected  whether  the  voter  was 
qualified  to  vote.  If  the  Board  decides  that 
the  voter  was  quslifled  to  vote,  the  word 
"challenged"  shall  be  stricken  from  the 
voter's  ballot  and  the  ballot  shall  be  treated 
as  If  It  had  not  b<?en  challenged. 

(g)  If  a  voter  Is  physically  unable  to  mark 
his  ballot  or  operate  the  voting  machine,  the 
official  in  charge  of  the  voting  place  may 
enter  the  voting  booth  with  him  and  vote  as 
directed.  Upon  tho  request  of  any  such 
voter,  a  second  ele<:tlon  official  may  enter 
the  voting  booth  to  assist  in  the  voting. 
The  officials  shall  tell  no  one  how  the  voter 
voted.  The  official  In  charge  at  the  voting 
place  shall  make  a  return  of  an  such  voters, 
giving  their  names  and  disabilities. 

(h)  No  person  shiill  vote  more  than  once 
In  any  election. 

(1)  Copies  of  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
with  respect  to  voting  shall  be  made  avail- 
able to  prospective  voters  at  each  peeling 
place. 

RECOTTNTB    AMD   CONTESTS 

Sec.  12.  (a)  If.  within  7  days  after  the 
Board  certifies  the  results  of  an  election,  any 
qualified  candidate  at  such  election  petitions 
the  Board  to  have  the  votes  cast  at  such 
election  recounted  In  one  or  more  voting 
precincts,  the  Board  shall  order  such  recount. 
In  each  such  case,  the  petitioner  shall  deposit 
a  fee  of  $6  for  each  precinct  petition  to  be 
recounted.  If  the  cost  of  the  recoimt  is  less 
than  $5  per  precinct,  the  difference  shall  be 
refunded.  If  the  result  of  the  election  is 
changed  as  a  result  of  the  recount,  the  entire 
amount  deposited  by  the  petitioner  shall  be 
refunded.  Such  recounts  shall  be  conducted 
In  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Board  by 
regulation. 

(b)  After  the  Board  certifies  the  results 
of  an  election,  any  person  who  voted  in  the 
election  may  petition  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
review  such  election.  In  re^xtnse  to  such  a 
petition,  the  coxut  may  set  aside  the  results 
so  certified  and  decline  the  true  results  of 
the  election,  or  void  the  election.  To  deter- 
mine the  true  results  of  an  election  the  court 
may  order  a  recount  or  take  other  appro- 
priate action,  whether  or  not  a  recount  has 
been  conducted  or  requested  pursuant  to 
subsection  (a) .  The  court  shall  void  an  elec- 
tion only  for  fraud,  mistake,  or  other  defect, 
serious  enoiigh  to  vitiate  the  election  as  a 
fair  expression  of  the  will  of  the  registered 


qualified  electors  voting  therein.  If  the  court 
voids  an  election  It  may  order  a  special  elec- 
tion, which  shall  be  conducted  in  such  man- 
ner (comparable  to  that  prescribed  for  regu- 
lar elections),  and  at  such  time,  as  the 
Board  shall  prescribe.  The  decision  of  such 
court  shall  be  final  and  not  appealable. 

SPECIAL  nxcnoNs 

Sec.  13.  (a)  If  the  office  of  Delegate  be- 
comes vacant  at  a  time  when  the  unexpired 
term  of  such  ofllce  is  6  months  or  more,  a 
special  election  and.  if  necesscxy,  a  runoff 
election  shall  be  held,  at  such  time  as  the 
President  shall  direct,  and  in  such  manner 
(comparable  to  that  [H-escrlbed  for  elections 
held  under  section  7)  as  the  Board  of  Elec- 
tions shall  prescribe. 

(b)  If  a  court  orders  a  special  election 
under  section  12,  it  shall  be  conducted  in 
such  manner  (comparable  to  that  prescribed 
for  the  election  which  was  voided) .  and  at 
such  time,  as  the  Board  shall  prescribe. 

XNTERFEIXNCE  WITH  REGISTRATION  OR  VOTING 

Sec.  14.  (a)  No  one  shall  Interfere  with 
the  registration  or  voting  of  another  person, 
except  as  It  may  be  reasonably  necessary  In 
the  performance  of  a  duty  imposed  by  law. 
No  person  performing  such  a  duty  shall  in- 
terfere with  the  registration  or  voting  of 
another  person  because  of  his  race,  color, 
sex.  or  religious  belief,  or  his  want  of  prop- 
erty or  income. 

(b)  No  registered  voter  shall  be  required 
to  perfcn-m  a  military  duty  on  election  day 
which  would  prevent  him  from  voting,  ex- 
cept In  time  of  war  or  public  danger  or 
unless  be  is  sway  from  the  District  in  mili- 
tary service.  No  registered  voter  may  be  ar- 
rested while  voting  or  going  to  vote  except 
for  a  breach  of  the  peace  tiien  committed 
or  for  treason  or  felony. 

VIOLATIONS 

Sec.  15.  Whoever  willfully  violates  any 
provision  of  this  act.  or  of  any  regulation 
prescribed  and  published  by  the  Board  under 
authority  of  this  act,  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $500  or  impris- 
oned for  not  more  than  6  montiis,  or  tx>th. 


COTTON  PRODUCTION  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
have  a  committee  meeting  to  attend,  I 
should  like  at  this  time  to  make  a  brief 
statement.  This  morning,  my  colleague, 
the  Junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
KucHEL],  and  I  sent  to  the  office  of  each 
of  the  Senators  a  sample  of  cotton  pro- 
duced within  the  State  of  California.  I 
am  sure  that,  were  it  not  for  the  fact 
that  my  distinguished  colleague  is  now 
presiding  over  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  he  would  want  to  join  in  a  few 
remarks  dealing  with  this  subject. 

The  record  of  cotton  production  in 
California  over  the  past  three  decades 
shows  a  rapid  and  steady  growth.  As  a 
result  the  cotton  industry  in  California 
has  become  increasingly  Important  in 
the  economy  of  CaUf  omia  and  also  of  the 
Nation.  Most  of  the  lint  cotton  produced 
in  Caltfomia  is  shipped  out  of  the  State 
to  foreign  countries  and  to  our  domestic 
mills  located,  for  the  most  part,  in  the 
eastern  part  of  the  United  States.  The 
cottonseed  produced  in  California  fur- 
nishes raw  materials  for  the  upholstery, 
beddings,  chemical,  and  edible  vegetable 
oil  industries  of  the  United  States. 

In  1920,  California  produced  67,000 
bales  of  cotton — 500-pound  bales.  By 
1030,  California  cotton  production  had 
increased  to  364,000  bales  and  in  1052  it 
is  estimated  at  1,825,000  bales.    This  re- 


markalde  growth  has  lifted  Califomla 
from  the  13th  ranking  ootton  producing 
State  In  1920  to  the  second  langest  in 
1951.  Only  Texas  produced  more  cotton 
than  California  in  1051.  In  1920.  Cali- 
fornia's production  was  only  0.5  percmt 
of  the  Nation's  cotton  crop,  but  in  1951 
California  is  estimated  to  have  produced 
12  percent  of  the  United  States  crop. 

In  1920,  cotton  and  cottonseed  produc- 
tion In  California  was  valued  at  $5.1 
million ;  in  1930  the  value  was  $15.3  mil- 
lion; $37.5  million  in  1940;  and  $400.6 
million  in  1951.  In  about  three  decades 
the  value  of  the  California  cotton  crop 
Increased  to  78  times  its  1920  value. 

This  tremendous  increase  has  meant 
more  money  for  California  consumers 
and  industry.  It  also  means  that  cottcm 
production  has  become  an  important 
source  of  the  State's  farm  income.  In 
1930.  the  value  of  the  cotton  crop  was  2 
percent  of  CaUfomia's  farm  income,  but 
in  1951  it  had  increased  to  15  percent. 

In  1952.  cotton  was  grown  on  1.407,000 
California  acres.  This  was  the  largest 
cotton  acreage  in  California  on  record, 
9  times  the  acreage  in  1920;  5  times  the 
1930  acreage  and  4  times  the  acreage  in 
1940.  These  figures  indicate  that  acre- 
age in  California  has  not  increased  as 
much  as  cotton  production. 

The  figures  on  the  output  per  acre  also 
have  been  rising  steadily  over  the  past 
three  decades.  The  yield  per  harvested 
acre  has  tripled,  increasing  from  212 
pounds  in  1920  to  640  pounds  in  1951.  By 
contrast,  the  United  States  average  yield 
per  acre  increased  only  45  percent  over 
the  same  period  from  187  to  272  pounds. 
For  the  29  crops  since  1923,  California 
has  shown  either  the  highest  or  second 
highest  average  yield  per  acre  of  azQr  cot- 
ton producing  State.  Although  Arizona 
had  the  highest  average  yield  for  the  past 
5  crops,  California  has  ranked  highest 
for  21  of  the  29  crops. 

These  figures  indicate  that  the  growth 
In  California's  cotton  production  reflects 
an  efficient  utilization  of  resources. 
This  efficiency  of  the  California  cotton 
producer  indicates  that  Califomla  will 
continue  to  be  one  of  the  country's  most 
important  cotton-producing  States  for 
many  years  to  come. 

Credit  for  this  great  progress  in  Cali- 
fornia's cotton  production  goes  to  all 
those  cooperators  in  the  breeding  of  cot- 
ton, the  distribution  and  sale  of  uniform 
seed  to  maintain  the  entire  State  as  a 
one-variety  community,  the  production 
of  cotton  on  increased  acreage  with 
mod«Ti  methods  of  cultivation  and  har- 
vesting, the  ginning  of  cotton  with  the 
most  improved  types  of  ginning  equip- 
ment, the  crushing  of  seed  for  the  pro- 
duction of  food  for  man  and  feed  for  live- 
stock, and  the  merchandizing  of  the  fin- 
ished products  here  at  home  and  abroad. 

Through  advanced  breeding  programs 
Implemented  by  effective  planting  seed 
the  quality  of  the  ootton  has  been  raised 
to  recogniaed  superiority  in  fiber  and 
high  yield.  Good  reserves  of  seed  are 
maintained  at  all  times  for  uniformity 
of  production  results.  California  en- 
gineers and  producers  of  cotton  have 
gone  farther  than  those  in  any  other 
State  in  mechanizing  the  harvesting  of 
cotton.  About  two-thirds  of  the  Cali- 
fornia crop  is  now  harvested  mechani- 
cally.   In  this,  the  State  leads  all  others. 
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I  believe  that  Csdif  ornla  also  has  prob- 
ably made  greater  advancement  than 
most  other  States  in  the  modernization 
of  ginning  equipment.  Many  new  mod- 
em gins  have  been  installed  to  facilitate 
the  ginning  of  the  crop  as  rapidly  as  it 
is  mechanically  harvested. 

Crushing  plants  are  most  eflBcient. 
Long  trains  carry  the  cotton  for  the 
manufacture  of  quality  textiles  in  the 
Carolinas  and  New  England.  Large 
ships  carry  the  cotton  for  export  from 
Pacific  ports  to  Exirope  and  Asia. 

Men  speak  of  the  discovery  of  gold  in 
California.  There  is  another  type  of 
gold  that  has  been  discovered  here  in  the 
production  of  agricultural  commodities — 
and  notably  in  recent  years  in  the  pro- 
duction of  cotton.  Some  people  assert 
that  the  State's  agricultural  wealth 
which  is  produced  year  after  year  with 
no  evidence  of  cessation  may  exceed  all 
of  the  discoveries  of  gold.  I  am  told 
that  in  recent  years  the  farm  income 
from  cotton  alone  has  exceeded  that  of 
any  other  crop  produced  in  the  State. 

In  reviewing  the  production  of  cotton 
by  counties  in  1951,  I  was  pleased  to 
learn  that  of  the  first  5  cotton-producing 
counties  in  the  United  States,  California 
occupied  3  of  the  5  places.  The  counties 
were:  Kern,  Calif.,  497,000  bales;  Fresno. 
Calif.,  487,150  bales;  Maricopa,  Ariz.. 
335.250  bales;  Pinal,  Ariz.,  316,940  bales; 
Tulare,  Calif..  309,150  bales.  Cotton 
truly  has  moved  west. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks, at  this  point  in  the  Record,  a  Na- 
tional Salute  to  King  Cotton  Prom  Cali- 
fornia, being  a  statement  by  Bobette 
Bentley,  California  maid  of  cotton,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord,  as  follows: 

National  SAttrrr  to  Kikg  Cotton  Fsom 

Calitoknu 
(By  Bobette  Bentley,  California  maid  of 

cotton,   1953) 
The  robes  of  the  kings  who  ruled  thou- 
Banda  of  years  before  Christ  were  made  of 
cotton.     Today   cotton   proyldes   royal   rai- 
ments for  everyone. 

Tonight,  at  the  National  Salute  to  King 
Cotton.  In  Bakersfleld,  Calif.,  we  salute  those 
In  the  Industry  in  all  the  States  of  the  Na- 
tion who  are  working  to  provide  better  cot- 
ton for  Its  myriad  of  uses.  We  salute  those 
who  are  striving  for  more  efficient  and  eco* 
comical  production.  We  salute  those  who 
are  searching  for  new  markets  and  Increased 
uses. 

We  especially  salute  those  In  our  own  State 
of  California,  many  of  whom  came  to  us  from 
the  Old  South,  who  are  part  of  our  great 
cotton  industry. 

Cotton  is  the  No.  1  cash  farm  crop  in  Cali- 
fornia. California  is  the  second  largest  cot- 
ton-producing State  in  the  Nation. 

California  farmers,  processors,  and  han- 
dlers have  invested  hundreds  of  mUllons  of 
dollars  in  cotton  farms  and  equipment  and 
facilities. 

The  income  of  millions  of  people  In  Cali- 
fornia is  affected  directly  or  indirectly  by  the 
cotton  crop. 

On  behalf  of  those  millions  In  California 
who  are  tied  to  cotton,  we  salute  our  cotton 
Industry. 

And  for  the  whole  Nation  whose  people  use 
cotton  products  so  extensively  and  whose 
economy  is  dependent  upon  cotton  income 
so  heavily,  we  salute  King  Cotton — may  he 
meet  J^^  challenge  of  the  future  as  he  has 
met  Wllpmata  of  the  past. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Knowland  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARISON.  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

Ormonde  A.  Kleb,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Postmaster  General;   and 

Albert  J.  Robertson,  of  Iowa,  to  be  an  As- 
sistant  Postmester   General. 

By  Mr.  IVES,  from  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency: 

Arthur  P.  Burns,  of  New  York,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


UNITED  NATIONS 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Mrs.  Lorena  B.  Hahn  to  be  Repre- 
sentative of  the  United  States  of  America 
on  the  Commission  on  the  Status  of 
Women  of  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  of  the  United  Nations. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, on  behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  [Mr. 
Wiley],  and  speaking  for  the  commit- 
tee, I  desire  to  make  a  brief  statement  on 
the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Lorena  B.  Hahn 
to  be  United  States  Representative  on 
the  Commission  on  the  Status  of  Women 
of  the  Economic  and  Social  Council  of 
the  United  Nations. 

On  two  previous  occasions  during  this 
legislative  session  the  names  of  outstand- 
ing American  women  have  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  for  confirmation 
for  important  diplomatic  assignments — 
Mrs.  Oswald  B.  Lord,  of  New  York;  and 
Mrs.  Clare  Booth  Luce,  of  Connecticut. 
I  am  particularly  pleased  today  to  sub- 
mit the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Lorena  B. 
Hahn  as  United  States  Representative 
on  the  Commission  on  the  Status  of 
Women  of  the  Economic  and  Social 
CouncU  of  the  United  Nations.  I  do  so 
with  a  sense  of  deep  pride  in  the  women 
of  this  Nation  who  are  taking  an  increas- 
ingly prominent  part  in  the  affairs  of  to- 
day's world,  and  who  are  discharging 
their  role  in  an  enviable  manner. 

Mr.  President,  Mrs.  Hahn  is  admirably 
qualified  for  this  key  post,  and  she  brings 
to  it  not  only  a  sympathetic  appreciation 


for  the  particular  problems  of  women 
everywhere  in  the  economic  and  social 
field,  but  a  record  of  achievement  in 
contributing  to  the  solution  of  those 
problems.  As  national  president  of  the 
American  Legion  Auxiliary,  she  had  an 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  attitude  of  the 
women  of  the  United  States  toward  war 
and  its  aftermath,  and  also  of  the  prob- 
lems of  the  men  who  served  so  valiicLntly 
In  the  war. 

Later,  as  chairman  of  the  Nebraska 
Board  of  Control,  charged  with  Jurisdic- 
tion over  the  penal  and  other  State  In- 
stitutions, including  the  welfare  depart- 
ment, Mrs.  Hahn  had  ample  opportunity 
to  acquire  firsthand  experience  in  the 
administration  of  activities  designed  to 
promote  the  welfare  and  progress  of  in- 
dividuals throughout  her  State. 

In  1947  she  was  appwinted  Director  of 
Women's  Activities  for  American  Mili- 
tary Government  in  Germany  under 
General  Clay,  and  this  involved  close 
cooperation  between  American,  British, 
French,  and  German  authorities. 

Mrs.  Hahn  appeared  yesterday  before 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  and 
discussed  with  the  members  the  various 
aspects  of  her  new  Job.  Her  personal 
charm  and  her  intellectual  ability  made 
a  real  impression  on  the  committee.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Griswold] 
also  appeared  and  spoke  in  her  behalf. 
If  there  is  no  objection.  I  wish  to  attach 
to  my  statement  a  short  biographical 
sketch  of  Mrs.  Hahn.  It  is  my  hope  that 
this  nomination  will  be  confirmed  unani- 
mously. 

There   being  no   objection,   the   bio- 
graphical   sketch    was    ordered    to    be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Mas.  Lokena  B.  Hahn  (Mxs.  Oscab  W.  Hahn) 

Born:  Ravenna.  Nebr..  December  31. 188«. 

Education:  Graduated  from  Ravenna 
(Nebr.)  High  School.  Studied  under  private 
tutor,  took  State  examination  and  was  given 
a  bachelor's  degree. 

Experience:  1929-30.  State  president  of  the 
American  Legion  Auxiliary.  1936,  national 
president  of  American  Legion  Auxiliary. 
1943-47,  member  of  State  board  of  control 
and  later  chairman  of  the  board  of  Nebraska 
(deals  with  penal  institutions):  also  in 
charge  of  the  welfare  department.  1947-48, 
director  of  women's  activities  for  Amcrlcaa 
Military  Government  In  Germany,  under 
General  Clay. 

Marital  status:  Married  May  23.  1920,  In 
Omaha;  one  son.  William,  who  lives  at  517 
Northeast,Fourth  Avenue,  Camas,  Wash. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Knowland  In  the  chair).  The  question 
is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
to  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Lorena  B. 
Hahn  to  be  the  representative  of  the 
United  States  of  America  on  the  Com- 
mission on  the  Status  of  Women  of  the 
Economic  and  Social  Council  of  the 
United  Nations? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Livingston  T.  Merchant  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  behalf  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee.  I  present  to  the  Senate  for 
confirmation  the  name  of  Livingston  T. 
Merchant  to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State.    I  am  pleased  to  be  able  to 


do  this  because  I  know  Mr.  Merchant 
personally,  and  I  am  confident  that  he 
possesses  those  quaUties  that  will  en- 
able him  to  fill  his  new  post  with  ability 
and  distinction. 

It  Is  my  understanding  that  Mr.  Mer- 
chant will  be  the  Assistant  Secretary  in 
charge  of  European  affairs.  Mr.  Mer- 
chant's experience  during  the  past  10 
years  admirably  fits  him  for  this  posi- 
tion. In  1942  he  entered  upon  his  diplo- 
matic career  when  he  was  appointed  As- 
sistant Chief  of  the  Division  of  Defense 
Materials  in  the  Department  of  State. 
Then  followed  a  succession  of  positions 
in  connection  with  our  war  effort  which 
gave  him  valuable  experience  in  both 
the  political  and  economic  fields. 

Since  the  war  Mr.  Merchant  has  served 
as  our  ecdnomlc  counselor  at  Paris  with 
the  personal  rank  of  Minister.  1945; 
counselor  of  Embassy  at  Nanking.  1947 ; 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
for  Par  Eastern  Affairs.  1949.  to  men- 
tion only  a  few  of  hts  posts.  During  the 
past  year  he  has  served  as  deputy  to  the 
United  States  special  representative  in 
Europe  with  the  personal  rank  of  Am- 
bassador; also  as  United  States  Alter- 
nate Permanent  Representative  to  the 
NATO  organization  in  Paris. 

In  my  Judgment,  Mr.  President,  Mr. 
Merchant  is  one  of  the  very  able  mem- 
bers of  our  Foreign  Service.  He  has  a 
sound,  practical  approach  toward  world 
affairs  which  enables  him  to  go  to  the 
heart  of  a  problem  In  a  direct  way  and 
come  up  with  a  sensible  solution.  More- 
over, he  has  a  pleasing  personaUty  and 
gets  along  very  well  with  other  people — 
an  exceedingly  helpful  trait  for  any  dip- 
lomat to  possess. 

Finally,  I  should  not  lose  this  oppor- 
tunity, as  one  long  affiliated  with  Prince- 
ton University,  to  remind  the  Senate 
that  Mr.  Merchant  graduated  from  that 
great  institution — the  intellectual  hub  of 
the  universe. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  speedily  ap- 
prove this  nomination.  I  am  confident 
that  Mr.  Merchant  will  serve  his  coun- 
try well. 

The  PRESIDZNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Livingston 
T.  Merchant  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  un- 
derstand, the  confirmation  of  the  XK>mi- 
nation  does  not  necessarily  carry  with  it 
the  endorsement  by  the  Senate  of  the 
university  to  which  the  Senator  from 
New  'Jersey  has  referred. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  l8 
imderstood  that  It  does  not  constitute 
ofiBcial  notice  on  tlie  part  of  the  Senate 
that  Princeton  University  is  the  intel- 
lectual hub  of  the  universe. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  assxime  that  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  with  re- 
spect to  Princeton  University  is  in  the 
form  of  dictum. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  glad 
to  make  it  in  the  form  of  dictum,  obiter 
dictum,  or  in  any  other  form. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
a  short  biographical  sketch  of  Mr. 
Merchant. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

lilVINaSTON  Taiucaook  MnCHAMT 

Bom:  New  York,  N.  Y.,  November  23,  1903. 

Kducation:  Hotchkiss  School  graduate; 
Princeton  University,  A.  B..  1926. 

Experience:  Assistant  in  investment  com- 
pany 1926-30,  partner,  1930-42;  appointed 
Assistant  Chief,  Division  of  Defense  Mate- 
rials, Department  of  State,  March  30,  1942; 
Chief,  Blockade  and  Supply  Division,  Au- 
gust 27,  1»4S;  adviser.  Office  of  the  Special 
Adviser  on  the  Eastern  Hemisphere,  De- 
cember 1.  1943;  adviser.  Eastern  Hemisphere 
Division,  January  16.  1944;  Chief,  Eastern 
Hemisphere  Division.  March  27,  1944,  War 
Areas  Economic  Division,  October  16,  1944; 
accompanied  Judge  Rosenman  to  Europe  to 
examine  ci^lian  supply  needs,  1945;  special 
assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 
July  9.  1946;  United  States  representative 
and  chairman  of  technical  command.  Central 
Rhine  Coomiission,  Strasboiirg,  Prance,  1946: 
economic  counselor  with  personal  rank  of 
Minister  at  ParU,  October  4.  1945;  United 
States  Coimcil  Member  of  European  Central 
Inland  Transportation  Organization,  1946; 
Chief.  Aviation  Division.  Department  of 
State.  November  12.  1946;  Foreign  Service 
officer  of  class  two,  and  secretary  in  the 
Diplomatic  Service,  February  18,  1947;  alter- 
nate member.  United  Stat::s  delegation.  First 
Assembly  of  ICAO,  Montreal,  1947;  to  the  De- 
partment August  6,  1947;  United  States  del- 
egate, Conamisslon  on  Multilateral  Agree- 
ment. ICAO,  Geneva,  1047;  Acting  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Transport  and  Communi- 
cations, October  20,  1947;  counselor  of  Em- 
bassy at  Nanking.  December  15.  1947  (to  pro- 
ceed later) ;  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Trans- 
port and  Communications.  January  11,  1948; 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for  Far 
Eastern  Affairs,  September  29,  1949;  to  the 
Department  October  12,  1949;  class  1  May  23, 
1950;  Deputy  to  the  United  States  Special 
Representative  in  Europe  with  personal  rank 
of  Ambassador,  March  24,  1962,  also  United 
States  Alternate  Permanent  Representative 
on  NATO,  AprU  8,  1952. 

Status:   Married. 


The  PRESrorNG  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Livingston 
T.  Merchant  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Douglas  MacArthur  2d  to  be  Coun- 
selor of  the  Department  of  State. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I  rec- 
ommend to  the  Senate  the  nomination 
of  Douglas  MacArthur  2d  to  be  Coun- 
selor of  the  Department  of  State. 

Mr.  MacArthur.  who  is  the  nephew  of 
the  famous  general,  is  a  career  Foreign 
Service  ofllcer  with  17  years  of  experi- 
ence, mainly  concerned  with  Western 
Europe.  He  was  born  in  Bnm  Mawr.  Pa., 
In  1909.  graduated  from  Yale  in  1932. 
served  2  years  in  the  Officers  Reserve 
Corps  as  a  first  lieutenant,  and  entered 
the  Foreign  Service  in  1935.  He  has  been 
a- signed  to  Vancouver,  Naples,  Paris, 
Vichy,  Lisbon,  London,  and  Brussels  in 
positions  of  steadily  Increasing  impor- 
tance and  responsibility.  He  has  also 
served  in  Washington  as  chief  of  the 
Division  of  Western  European  Affairs 
and  deputy  director  of  the  Office  of  Eu- 
ropean Regional  Affairs.  For  a  time 
during  the  war  he  was  on  the  staff  of 
General  Elsenhower's  political  adviser. 


As  Counselor  of  the  Department,  Mr. 
MacArthur  will  hold  a  rank  equivalent  to 
that  of  an  Assistant  Secretary  and  will 
serve  as  senior  adviser  and  consultant  to 
the  Secretary  and  other  senior  officials 
on  diplomatic  and  foreign  affairs  prob- 
lems. He  will  assist  in  the  handling  of 
complex  international  negotiations  and 
consultations  and  will  act  as  the  Depart- 
ment's N&tional  Security  Council  con- 
sultant. 

As  I  have  already  pointed  out,  Mr. 
MacArthur  has  had  a  wealth  of  experi- 
ence which  admirably  equips  him  to 
take  over  the  post  of  Counselor.  His 
last  assignment  was  in  Paris  where  he 
served  as  (Counselor  of  Embassy,  and  in 
that  capacity  he  became  intimately 
aware  of  the  many  important  issura  in 
that  area. 

Mr.  MacArthur  Is  personally  well 
known  to  several  members  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  who  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  observe  his  work  both  in 
Washington  and  in  Europe  and  who  have 
been  favorably  impressed  with  his  abil- 
ity. He  has  always  been  very  coopera- 
tive and  very  helpful.  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  add  my  personal  endorsement  to  that 
of  the  committee.  I  consider  Jilm  one 
of  the  ablest  and  best  of  our  younger 
Foreign  Service  officers.  In  my  judg- 
ment he  will  make  an  excellent  addition 
to  the  top  command  in  the  Department 
of  State. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  short  biographical 
sketch  of  Mr.  MacArthur. 

There   being   no  objection,   the  bio- 
graphical   sketch    was    ordered    to    be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
biogeaphical  sketch  of  douglas 
MacAkthttk  2d 

Born:  Bryn  Mawr,  Pa..  July  6,  1909. 

Education:  Milton  Academy  graduate: 
Tale  University,  bachelor  of  arts,  1932. 

Experience :  Appointed  Foreign  Serrioe  offi- 
cer unclassified,  vice  consul  of  career,  and 
secretary  in  the  diplomatic  service,  October 
1,  1935;  vice  consul  at  Vancouver,  October  3, 
1935;  Foreign  Service  School,  December  8, 
1936;  vice  consul  at  Naples.  April  7,  1937; 
▼Ice  consul  and  third  secretary  at  Paris,  De- 
cember 17,  1937;  third  secretary  at  Vichy, 
June  10,  1940-November  8,  1942;  vice  consul 
at  Lisbon,  July  1&-October  17,  1940;  class  8, 
May  1,  1941;  class  7,  July  16,  1943:  to  the 
Department,  February  18,  1944;  secretary  of 
mission,  staff  of  United  States  political  ad- 
viser, supreme  headquarters,  AEF,  at  London, 
temporary,  Augtist  17,  1944;  secretary  and 
vice  consul  at  Paris,  Septmeber  8.  1944  (can- 
celed); at  ParU,  October  2,  1944;  second 
secretary  at  Paris  In  addition  to  duties  as 
vice  consxU,  May  10,  1946:  class  6,  May  16, 
1945;  class  5,  August  13, 1946;  consul,  Novem- 
b^  12,  1946;  consiil  at  Paris  in  addition  to 
duties  as  sec<»d  secretray.  November  12, 1016; 
Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  4,  November 
13,  1946;  class  3,  May  15,  1947;  first  secretary 
at  Paris  in  addition  to  duties  as  ccmsul,  July 
16,  1947;  at  Brussels,  July  12,  1948;  to  the 
Department,  March  31,  1949;  Chief,  Divisloa 
of  Western  European  Affairs.  May  16,  1949; 
Deputy  Director,  Office  of  European  Regional 
Affairs,  October  3,  1949;  class  2,  May  23,  1950; 
counselor  of  Embassy,  Paris,  February  16. 
1961;  Kirelgn  Service  officer  of  class  1,  Febru- 
ary 21,  1962;  to  the  Department,  October  15, 
1B52. 

Military:  Offlcen  Reserve  Corps.  1033-35. 
first  Ueutenant.  , 

SUtus:  Married.  ' 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
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consent  to  the  nomination  of  Douglas 
MacArthur  2d  to  be  Counselor  the  De- 
partment of  State? 
The  nomination  was  confirmed. 
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DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  George  V.  Allen  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  India, 
and  to  serve  concurrently  and  without 
additional  compensation  as  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Nepal 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, again  speaking  for  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
and  for  the  committee  itself,  I  desire  to 
make  a  brief  statement  in  regard  to 
Mr.  George  V.  Allen.  I  wish  to  make 
the  statement  particularly  because  of  my 
observation  of  his  distinguished  work  in 
previous  posts,  such  as  in  Iran  and 
Yugoslavia. 

Mr.  George  V.  Allen,  who  has  been 
United  States  Ambassador  to  Yugoslavia 
for  the  past  3  years,  has  been  nominated 
by  the  President  to  be  our  Ambassador 
to  India  where  he  will  succeed  Ambas- 
sador Chester  Bowles.  He  will  also  serve 
as  our  Ambassador  to  Nepal. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
considered  Ambassador  Allen's  nomina- 
tion on  March  10, 1953,  and  recommends 
that  the  Senate  confirm  his  nomination. 

Mr.  Allen,  who  was  not  able  to  be 
present  before  the  Committee  because  of 
his  absence  from  the  United  States,  is 
well  known  to  a  number  of  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  He 
has  appeared  before  the  committee  in 
the  past  in  connection  with  his  service 
as  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for  Public 
Affairs  and  when  he  was  nominated  to 
be  Ambassador  to  Yugoslavia. 

Mr.  Allen  has  been  In  the  Foreign 
Service  since  1930,  having  served  in  posts 
throughout  the  world.  His  foreign  duty 
has  been  Interrupted  from  time  to  time 
for  service  in  the  Department  of  State 
In  the  division  of  near  eastern  affairs 
and  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 
Much  of  his  service  has  been  in  the 
Middle  East  He  served  the  United 
States  as  Ambassador  to  Iran  from  1946 
xmtil  1948  when  relations  between  Iran 
and  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  were  most  critical. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  had  occasion  to 
work  closely  with  Mr.  Allen  on  a  number 
of  problems  since  the  war.  I  have  high 
regard  for  his  ability  and  his  integrity. 

It  Is  encouraging  to  see  the  President 
appoint  able  career  officers  to  such  im- 
portant posts  as  this  one  in  India.  With 
his  fine  backgroimd  and  experience,  I  am 
sure  that  Mr.  Allen  will  fully  Justify  the 
confidence  the  President  has  placed  in 
him. 

I  submit  for  the  record  a  short  bio- 
graphical sketch  of  Mr.  Allen,  and  I  hope 
the  Senate  will  act  without  delay  on  his 
confirmation. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Ricord  at 
this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a 
short  biographical  sketch  of  Mr.  Allen. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rkoord,  as  follows: 

BlOGRAPHICAI.    BKKTCR     OT    OkOBGB    V.     AlXEN 

Bom:  Durham.  N.  C,  November  3,  1903. 

Kducatlon:  Durham  High  School  grradu- 
ate;  Duke  University,  bachelor  of  arts.  1934; 
Harvard  University,  master  of  arts,  1939. 

Experience:  Teacher  In  high  school.  1934- 
38;  newspaper  reporter,  1926,  1937,  1938;  edi- 
torial clerk.  Censiis  Bureau,  1939;  appointed 
Foreign  Service  officer,  unclassified,  vice  con- 
sul of  career,  and  secretary  in  the  diplomatic 
service.  April  15,  1930;  vice  consul  at  King- 
ston, Jamaica.  April  29,  1930;  Foreign  Service 
School,  July  16,  1930;  vice  consul  at  Shang- 
hai, November  8,  1930;  at  Patras.  Aug\ist  15, 
1934;  at  Athens,  temporary,  January  17, 
1936;  at  Patras,  February  10.  1936;  vice  con- 
sul and  tlilrd  secretary  at  Cairo,  July  21. 
1936;  class  8,  AprU  1.  1937;  consul.  April  23, 
1937;  cons^jl  at  Cairo  in  addition  to  duties 
as  third  E«cretary,  April  26,  1937;  to  the 
Department  October  1,  1938;  class  7  AprU  1, 
1939;  class  6.  June  1.  1942;  divisional  assis- 
tant at  85.600,  August  1.  1942;  Assistant 
Chief.  Division  of  Near  Eastern  Affairs.  July 
1.  1943;  at  $6,500,  September  16,  1943;  Chief, 
Division  of  Middle  Efistern  Affairs,  January 
15.  1944;  at  $8,000  (P-8).  July  1,  1944;  also 
executive  officer,  Office  of  Near  Eastern  and 
African  Affairs,  October  16,  1944;  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Near  Eastern  and  African 
Affairs,  April  19,  1945;  Ambassador  Extracn-- 
dinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  Iran  Ap»rll 
23,  1946;  J>3relgn  Service  officer  of  class  of 
career  minister  November  14.  1946;  Assis- 
tant Secretary  of  State,  February  26.  1948;  to 
the  Depaitment,  March  30,  1948;  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  United  States  to  the  third 
session  of  the  General  Conference  of  the 
United  Nations  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Organization,  to  be  held  from 
October  18  to  November  10,  1948.  June  34, 
1948;  a  rttpresentatlve  of  the  United  States 
to  the  fourth  session  of  the  General  Confer- 
ence of  the  United  Nations  Educational, 
Scientific,  and  Cultural  Organization,  Sep- 
tember 21,  1949;  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  to  Yugoslavia  October 
27,  1949. 

Status:  Married. 

Legal  residence:  North  Carolina, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  George  V. 
Allen,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  Ambassa- 
dor Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  India? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Francis  White,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  Mexico. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, again  reporting  for  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  and  in  the  absence 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Wiley],  I  desire  to  make  the 
following  statement: 

The  President  has  sent  to  the  Senate 
the  nomination  of  Francis  White  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  be  United  States  Am- 
bassador to  Mexico.  On  Tuesday,  March 
10.  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
heard  Mr.  White  in  executive  session 
and  voted  without  dissent  to  recommend 
that  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  President's  nomination. 

A  brief  biographical  sketch  Is  available 
for  the  Record.  It  shows  that  Mr.  White 
was  educated  at  Yale  and  did  postgrad- 
uate worli  at  Grenoble,  Paris,  and  Ma- 
drid. He  entered  the  diplomatic  service 
of  the  United  States  in  1915,  and  in  the 


course  of  his  duties  served  in  many  posts 
abroad,  the  majority  of  them  in  I^tln 
America.  In  1926  Mr.  White  became  As> 
sistant  Secretary  of  State  for  Latin 
American  Affairs;  and  in  July  1933  he 
was  assigned  as  the  American  Minister 
to  Czechoslovakia.  Shortly  thereafter 
he  resigned,  as  he  explained  to  the  com- 
mittee, because  of  financial  considera- 
tions. He  has,  therefore,  been  out  of  the 
diplomatic  service  for  the  last  19  years. 

Immediately  upon  his  resignation,  Mr. 
White  became  the  executive  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Foreign  Bondholders  Pro- 
tective Council.  Ultimately  he  became 
the  president  of  the  council.  This  or- 
ganization was  created  In  1933,  at  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Traae  Commis- 
sion,  as  a  nonprofit  organization  to  nego- 
tiate with  foreign  governments  that  had 
publicly  i-ssued  bonds  in  the  United 
States.  It  had  as  its  purpose  to  nego- 
tiate in  behalf  of  American  bondholders 
who  needed  a  central  organization. 
During  the  time  when  Mr.  White  was 
connected  with  It,  he  negotiated  about 
$2  billion  worth  of  defaulted  bonds. 

In  Maryland  and  wherever  else  he  has 
worked,  Mr.  White  has  an  excellent  repu- 
tation. He  has  always  been  respected 
for  his  Integrity  and  ability.  He  speaks 
French  and  Spanish,  and  has  had  a  dis- 
tinguished career  In  the  Foreign  Service 
of  the  United  States.  These  are  some 
of  the  considerations  that  are  responsi- 
ble for  recommendation  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  that  the  Senate 
give  its  advice  and  consent  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Francis  White,  to  be  Amer- 
ican Ambassador  to  Mexico. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
RicoRD  a  brief  biographical  sketch  of 
Mr.  White. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BiocmAPRicAL  Sketch  or  Pkancis  Wmr* 

Born:  Baltimore,  Md.,  March  4.  1892. 

Family  background:  Son  of  Miles,  Jr..  and 
Virginia  Purvlance    (Bonsai)    White. 

EducaUon :  Sheffield  Scientific  School.  Tale, 
1913;  postgraduate  work,  universitlea  of 
Grenoble  and  Ecole  Libre  des  Bcicnces 
Polltlques,  Paris.  France,  and  University  of 
Madrid  and  Real  Academia,  Madrid. 

Marital  status:  Married  Nancy  Brewster, 
June  28,  1920. 

Experience:  Entered  diplomatic  service  as 
secretary  July  28.  1915,  and  aasigned  to 
Peking,  China;  transferred  to  Teheran.  Persia. 
1918;  Habana.  Cuba,  1919;  BuenoT  Aires, 
Argentina.  1920;  acting  during  various  pe- 
riods as  charge  d'affaires;  transferred  to  De- 
partment of  State,  March  1922;  In  charge. 
Division  of  Latin  American  Affairs,  1922-26; 
couneelor  of  Embassy.  Madrid.  Spain.  1926- 
27;  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  1937-33; 
Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  Czechoslovakia,  July-December 
1933;  executive  vice  president,  then  presi- 
dent. Foreign  Bondholders  Protective  Coun- 
cil,   1934-42. 

Other:  Trustee,  Johns  Hopkins  University. 

Clubs:  Maryland  (BalUmore).  Metrtjpol- 
Itan.  Chevy  Chase  (Washington),  Brook. 
Piping  Rock  (New  York). 

Home:  4603  Kerneway,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Office:  25  South  (Calvert  Street,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

Mr.  DANIELl  Mr.  President,  I  intend 
to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Francis  White,  to  be  United 


States  Ambassador  to  Mexico.  However, 
I  desire  to  have  the  Rscord  reflect  cer- 
tain views  which  I  believe  the  people  of 
Texas  hold  regarding  this  matter.  For 
that  reason.  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a 
brief  statement  which  I  have  prepared. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follow.-}: 

Statucxnt  bt  SzifATOa  DAWncL  ON  Nomina- 
tion or  Feancis  Whitx  ab  Ambabsaoob  to 

Mexico 

The  nomination  and  confirmation  of  an 
Ambassador  to  Mexico  is  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable interest  to  the  ii^eople  of  Texas. 

There  are  bonds  of  history — and  ties  of 
common  interest — between  the  State  of 
Texas  and  the  Republic  of  Mexico  which 
are  older  by  centtirlfis  than  our  present  Union 
of  States. 

Purthermor*.  on  a  contemporary  plane,  no 
State  enjoys  a  closer  rslationshlp  with  Mexico 
than  does  Texas. 

Today  more  than  1,500.000  Texas  residents 
are  of  Latln-Amerii:an  descent.  This  num- 
ber has  grown  rapidly  during  the  past  20 
years  and  continues  to  grow. 

It  is  estinxated  that  each  year  more  Tex- 
ans  visit  Mexico — on  both  business  and  pleas- 
ure— than  the  total  of  residents  from  all 
other  States  combined. 

In  1952,  exportH  from  this  country  to 
Mexico  through  T^sxas  ports — Port  Arthvir. 
Galveston,  Laredo,  iind  El  Paso — totaled  more 
than  9400  million. 

Our  Stat«  govei-nment  In  Texas  main- 
tains a  full-time,  fully-staffed  agency — the 
Good  Neighbor  (Commission — dedicated  solely 
to  the  fostering  of  t(ood  relations  and  mutual 
understanding  betv/een  the  residents  of  Texas 
and  Mexico. 

In  virtually  all  of  the  institutions  of  higher 
learning  in  our  S'uite,  there  are  numerous 
students  from  Mexico.  The  language  of 
Mexico  is  taught  in  o\ir  public  schools  and 
It  is  the  most  widely  studied  of  aU  foreign 
languages  by  the  youth  of  Texas. 

Such  a  recitation  of  this  evidence  of  com- 
mon interests  between  Texas  and  Mexico 
could  continue  at  (^eat  length.  The  purpose 
in  citing  such  instances  to  the  Senate,  how- 
ever, is  to  emphasise  that  In  these  times 
there  exists  a  mature  spirit  of  cooperative, 
constructive,  friendly  nelghborllnesB  between 
Texas  and  Mexico. 

The  Rio  Grande  Is  a  boundary,  not  a  bar- 
rier, between  Tex&s  and  Mexico.  On  both 
sides  of  that  boundary,  there  is  a  mutual 
desire  to  work  to(;ether,  to  stand  together, 
and  to  live  together  in  peace  and  harmony. 

For  that  reason,  the  Texas  Legislature  and 
many  citizens  of  our  State  strongly  tirged 
the  appointment  of  one  of  several  of  our 
citizens  who  wem  eminently  qualified  to 
serve  as  Ambassador  to  our  neighbor  on  the 
south,  the  Republic  of  Mexico.  That  we  are 
disappointed  is  no  refiectlon  upon  Mr.  White, 
whose  capacity,  experience,  and  abUity  are 
unquestioned. 

Our  only  hope  Is' that  the  administration 
has  not  passed  over  citizens  of  Texas  because 
of  an  old  and  outmoded  tradition  that  a 
Texan  is  disqualified  to  hold  this  position 
because  he  is  a  Texan. 

This  tradition  is  founded  on  the  false 
premise  that  because  Texas  once  was  a  part 
of  Mexico,  and  that  Texas  won  her  independ- 
ence from  Mexico  on  the  battlefields,  that 
ill-feeling  stlU  exists  between  Texas  and 
Mexico.    That  is  Just  not  so. 

To  give  credent^  to  this  tradition  is  an 
injustice  to  the  efforts  of  Texas  citizens  and 
citizens  of  Mexico  to  obliterate  the  differ- 
ences which  once  existed,  but  which  no 
longer  exist.  It  Ik  especiaUy  unfair  and  un- 
fortunate for  Texans,  in  their  relations  with 
Mexico,  to  be  harassed  by  a  beUef  or  tradi- 
tion which  has  existed  only  In  the  National 


Capital.  Washington  should  not  hold  open 
a  breech  which  the  people  directly  concerned 
long  ago  closed  of  their  own  accord.  I  know 
reliably  that  a  Texan,  if  appointed,  would  be 
welcome  as  this  cotintry's  Ambassador  to 
Mexico. 

I  do  not  say  that  this  tradition  influenced 
the  present  administration  in  its  considera- 
tion of  Texans  suggested  for  this  appoint- 
ment. I  only  hope  it  did  not,  and  have  tried 
to  point  out  why  it  should  not  now  or  in 
the  future. 

As  part  of  this  statement.  I  should  like 
to  include  a  list  showing  those  who  have 
served  as  represenUtlves  of  this  Government 
to  Mexico;  a  list  showing  Texans  who  have 
served  as  Ambassadors  to  other  foreign  coun- 
tries; and  the  text  of  a  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Texas  State  Senate  regarding  this 
matter. 

List  or  Diploicatic  Rkpksbkntattvxs  to 
Mexico  (Prom  Rxgistzb  or  the  Depart- 
ment or  State) 

BNVOT     KXTEAOEDINART     AND     MINISTER     FLZNI- 

potentiart 

Joel  R.  Poinsett,  South  Carolina,  March 
8,  1825. 

CRARCtS  D'ArrAIRXS 

Anthony  Butler,  Mississippi,  October  12, 
1829. 

Powhatan  Ellis,  Mississippi,  January  6, 
1836. 

ENVOYS  KXTSAOROINART  AND   MINISTERS    PLXNI- 
POTENTIAHT 

Powhatan  Ellis.  Mississippi,  February  15. 
1839. 

Waddy  Thompson,  South  CaroUna,  Feb- 
ruary 10,  1842. 

Wilson  Shannon,  Ohio.  April  9.  1844. 

John  Slidell,  Louisiana,  November  10,  1846. 

Nathan  Clifford,  Maine,  July  28,  1948. 

Robert  P.  Letcher.  Kentucky.  Augxist  9, 
1849. 

Alfred  Conkllng,  New  York,  August  6,  1852. 

James  Gadsden,  South  CarcHlna,  May  24, 
1853. 

John  Forsyth,  Alabama,  July  21,  1856. 

Robert  M.  McLane,  Maryland.  March  7, 
1869. 

John  B.  Weller,  California.  November  17, 
1860. 

Thomas  C>3rwin,  Ohio,  March  22,  1861. 

Lewis  D.  Campl>eU,  Ohio,  May  4,  1866. 

Marcus  Otterbourg,  Wisconsin,  July  1,  1867. 

William  S.  Rosecrans,  Ohio,  July  27,  1868. 

Thomas  H.  Nelson,  Indiana,  April  16,  1869. 

John  W.  Foster,  Indiana,  March  17,  1873. 

Philip  H.  Morgan,  Loxiisiana,  January  26, 
1880. 

Henry  R.  Jackson.  Georgia,  March  23.  1885. 

Thomas  C.  Manning,  Louisiana,  Augtist  30, 
1886. 

Bdward  S.  Bragg,  Wisconsin,  January  16, 
1888. 

Thomas  Ryan,  Kansas,  March  SO,  1889. 

Isaac  P.  Gray,  Indiana,  March  20,  1893. 

Matt  W.  Ransom,  North  Carolina,  August 
24,  1896. 

Powell  Clayton,  Arkansas,  Blarch  22,  1897. 

AMBASSADORS      XXTRAORDINART      AND      FLENIPO- 
TKNTIART 

Powell  Clayton,  Arkansas,  December  8, 
1888. 

Edwin  H.  (Conger,  Iowa,  March  8,  1906. 

David  E.  Thompson,  Nebraska,  January  24, 
1906. 

Henry  Lane  Wilson,  Washington,  December 
31,  1909. 

Henry  P.  Fletcher,  Pennsylvania.  February 
26,  1916. 

Charles  Beecher  Warren.  Michigan.  Febru- 
ary 29.  1924. 

James  Rockwell  Sheflteld,  New  York,  Sep- 
tember 9,  1924. 

Dwlght  W.  Morrow,  New  Jersey,  September 
ai.  1927. 

J.  Reuben  Clark,  Jr..  Utah.  October  3.  1930. 

Josephus  Daniels,  North  Carolina,  March 
17.  1933. 


George  8.  Mesaersmith.  Delaware.  December 
4,  1941. 

Walter  Thurston,  Arizona.  May  4,  1946. 

WlUlam  ODwyer,  New  York,  September 
20,  1950. 

Texans  Who  Hav^  Served  Since  1845  as  Am- 
bassaoors  to  Foreign  Countries,  or  as 
Ministers 

Robert  Granville  Caldwell,  Portugal,  June 
13.  1933;  Bolivia,  May  4,  1937. 

John  Cardwell,  Egypt,  October  2,  1885. 

William  E.  DeCourcy.  Haiti,  June  18.  1948. 

Hampson  Gary.  EETPt,  October  2.  1917; 
Switzerland,  AprU  7,   1920. 

Richard  B.  Hubbard,  Japan,  AprU  2,  1886. 

Edwin  Jackson  Kyle,  Guatemala.  February 
9,  1945. 

Mirabeau  B.  Lamar,  Costa  Rica,  January  20. 
1858;  Nicaragua,  January  20,  1858. 

Raphael  O'Hara  Lanier.  Liberia.  February 
13,  1937. 

Alvin  Mansfield  Owsley,  Rumania.  Jtme  13. 
1933;  Ireland.  May  16.  1935;  Denmark.  May 
28.  1937. 

Charles  N.  Riotte,  Costa  Rica,  June  8. 1861; 
Nicaragua,  AprU  21,  1869. 

Hal  H.  Sevier,  ChUe,  August  19,  1933.         ' 

George  P.  Shaw,  Nicaragua,  May  22,  1048: 
El  Salvador.  Jime  24.  1949;  Paraguay.  AprU 
27.  1952. 

Frederick  A.  Sterling,  Ireland,  February  19. 
1927;  Latvia,  August  9.  1937;  Estonia,  August 
9.  1937;  Bulgaria,  September  1,  1933;  Sweden. 
June  16,  1938. 

Alexander  W.  Terrell.  Turkey,  April  16, 
1893. 

Edwin  H.  Terrell,  Belgium,  April  1,  1888.     ' 

Thaddeus  Austin  Thomson,  Columbia. 
June  10.  1913. 

Fletcher  Warren,  Nicaragua,  April  6,  1945; 
Paraguay,  AprU  10,  1947;  Venezuela,  October 
9,  1951. 

George  C.  McGhee,  Turkey,  December  20, 
1951. 

Senate  Resolution  24 

Whereas  the  State  of  Texas  through  geo- 
graphic position,  historic  tradition,  and 
through  social,  cultural,  and  economic  ties. 
Is  closely  linked  with  the  neighboring  Repub« 
lie  of  Mexico;  and 

Whereas  the  Republic  of  Mexico  stands 
today  Ke.  one  of  the  great  nations  of  Latin 
America  and  the  world,  an  outstanding  ex- 
ample of  democracy,  and  an  ally  of  our  Na- 
tion in  the  world  struggle  against  Communist 
aggression;  and 

Whereas  it  is  vital  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  and  Texas  that  an  able  and 
qualified  person  be  chosen  to  represent  this 
Nation  as  Ambassador  to  the  Republic  of 
Mexico;  and 

Whereas  relations  between  Texas  and  Mex- 
ico are  of  the  most  cordial  and  friendly,  with 
frequent  interchange  between  our  State 
government  officials,  btisineesmen,  students, 
teachers,  and  tourists;  and 

Whereas  during  the  more  than  106  years 
of  Texas  statehood,  no  Texan  has  ever  repre- 
sented the  United  States  as  Ambassador  to 
Mexico:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Texas: 

Section  1.  It  is  the  considered  opinion  of 
the  government  and  people  of  Texas  that  the 
time  has  come  for  a  Texan  to  be  named  to 
this  important  post  to  represent  our  Nation 
before  the  government  and  people  of  Mexico, 
and  that  the  naming  of  such  an  Ambassador 
would  be  warmly  welcomed  by  our  neighbor- 
ing Republic,  and  he  could  effectively  carry 
out  his  duties  In  a  manner  which  would 
strengthen  even  more  the  ties  of  mutual 
esteem,  respect,  and  friendship  now  uniting 
our  two  nations. 

Sec.  2.  The  secretary  of  the  senate  Is  di- 
rected to  forward  a  copy  of  this  reeolutloa 
to  President  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower;  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  the  Honorable  John  Foster 
xnuies;  and  to  the  two  Senators  from  Tezas^ 
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the  BOiKH«bIe  Lyndon  B.  Johnaon  and  the 
Honorable  Price  Daniel. 

Bnr  BAicaKT, 
Preaident  of  the  Senate. 
1  hereby  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
was  adopted  by  the  senate  on  January  26, 
1953. 

LOTCB  M.  BSLI., 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Francis 
White,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  Mexico? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


MUTUAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
Of  WiUiam  McNear  Rand,  of  Massachu- 
setts, to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual 
Security. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, again  speaking  in  behalf  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and  for 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin [Mr.  WiLKYl.  I  desire  to  make  the 
following  stat^nent  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Rand: 

Mr.  President,  the  nomination  of  Wil- 
liam McNear  Rand,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual  Se- 
curity was  approved  by  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  without  objection,  after 
hearing  Mr.  Rand  in  executive  session. 
The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallI  also 
appeared  before  the  committee,  and  gave 
Mr.  Rand  his  enthusiastic  and  unquali- 
fied endorsement. 

Mr.  Rand  is  66  years  old.  Before  his 
retirement  In  1951.  he  was  president  of 
the  Monsanto  Chemical  Co.  He  is  still  a 
member  of  the  board  of  directors  of  that 
company,  but  he  told  the  committee  he 
would  resign  if  his  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. He  has  disposed  of  his  other 
stockholdings  in  companies  which  do  an 
international  business  and  which  might 
conceivably  be  incompatible  with  his  new 
duties  in  the  Government.  Although 
the  Monsanto  company  has  a  plant  in 
England,  its  business  is  very  largely  do- 
mestic. Mr.  Rand  discussed  frankly 
with  the  committee  all  of  his  holdings, 
and  the  committee  is  convinced  that  no 
incompatibility  is  involved. 

Upon  his  graduation  from  Harvard,  In 
1909,  Mr.  Rand  went  to  work  for  the  Mu- 
tual National  Bank  of  Boston,  as  a  mes- 
senger. He  was  later  treasurer  of  the 
City  Fuel  Co. ,  of  Boston.  He  entered  the 
chemical  business  in  1919,  with  the  Mer- 
rimac  Chemical  Co.,  which  was  merged 
with  the  Monsanto  company  in  1929.  He 
is,  or  has  been,  a  director  of  a  number 
of  other  companies,  and  has  been  active 
In  civic  business,  and  other  organiza- 
tions. 

Mr.  Rand's  many  years  of  experience 
in  the  management  of  large  enterprises 
has  equipped  him  to  perform  a  valuable 
public  service,  through  applying  his  con- 
siderable talents  to  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency. 

Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  Mr.  Rand 
appeared  before  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  and  made  a  very  favorable 
impression.    It  Is  my  belief  that  he  will 


make  an  excellent  teammate  for  Harold 
Stassen,  Director  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  urge  that  the 
nomination  be  confirmed. 

At  this  time  I  ask  unanimous  c<msent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rkcord  a  bio- 
graphical sketch  of  Mr.  Rand. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BlOCRAFHICAl.  SKXrCH 

William  McNear  Rand,  of  Lincoln.  Mass., 
to  be  appointed  Deputy  Director  of  Mutual 
Security  (Presidential  8ppointn>ent  sub- 
ject  to  confirmation   by  the   Senate). 

Recently  retired  as  president  of  the  Mon- 
santo Chemical  Co.,  Bachelor  of  Arts.  Harr- 
ard.  1909.  Began  career  as  bank  messenger 
at  the  Mutual  National  Bank  of  Borton. 

Served  as  treasurer.  City  Fuel  Co.,  Boston, 
1913-19.  With  Merrimac  Chemical  Co., 
Everett.  Mass..  beginning  1919.  President. 
Merrimac  Chemical  Co..  beginning  1935. 
President,  Mon£anto  Chemical  Co..   1945-52. 

Served  as  lieutenant.  United  States  Navy, 
1917-19.  Member  ol  the  board  of  overseers. 
Harvard  College.  Trustee.  Governmental  Re- 
search Institute.  President  and  director. 
Greater  St.  Louis  Community  Chest,  1950. 
Member,  Manufacturing  Chemists'  Associa- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  William 
McNear  Rand,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
Deputy  Director  for  Mutual  Security? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  immedi- 
ately notified  of  the  nominations  con- 
firmed today  by  the  Senate. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President.  I  now  move 

that  the  Senate  resume  the  consideration 
of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr  TAFT.  Mr  President,  at  this  time 
I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  proposed  to  have 
the  Senate  take  a  recess  from  today  until 
tomorrow  merely  for  the  purpose  of  hav- 
ing the  Senate  receive  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  a  message  re- 
lating to  reorganization.  Of  course,  at 
that  session  any  other  formal  business 
may  be  presented,  but  there  will  be  no 
regular  business  of  any  kind,  or  even  a 
morning  hour. 

On  tomorrow  we  shall  take  an  ad- 
journment until  Friday  for  the  usual 
Friday  session;  but  at  that  session  also, 
I  know  of  no  legislative  business  of  im- 
portance. 


DEATH  OF  REPRESENTATIVE  BRY- 
SON.  OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  (H.  Res.  174).  which 
was  read,  as  follows : 

In  ths  Hottbx  or 
Represintatives,  U.  S, 
e       ,..»-.  March  11,  1953. 

Reiolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Jobspu 


B.  Bbtson,  •  Reprcaentativ*  from  the  But* 
ol  South  CaroUoA. 

Besolued,  That  a  committee  of  10  Members 
of  the  House  with  such  Members  of  the 
Senate  as  may  be  Joined  be  appointed  to 
attend  the  funeral. 

Resolved.  That  the  Serg«mt  at  Arms  of  the 
House  be  authorized  and  directed  to  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  proTtalon  of  these  resolutions  and 
that  the  necessary  expenses  in  connection 
therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House. 

Resolved.  That  the  Cleric  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit and  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution  for 
which  I  ask  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  91)  was  read,  and  the  Sen- 
ate proceeded  to  its  consideration,  as 
follows : 

Reaolved.  That  the  Senate  has  beard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Josxra  R.  Bxtson ,  late  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Sen- 
ators be  appointed  by  the  Preaidiog  Officer  to 
Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  a\ 
the  House  of  Repreaentatives  to  attend  the 
funeral  of  the  deceased  Representative. 

Reaolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Repreaent- 
atives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  In  the  Rzcoro  a  brief  resume, 
which  came  over  the  news  ticker  this 
afternoon,  regarding  the  deceased  Rep- 
resentative. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  r*sum6 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington.— Representative  Josn>H  R. 
Bbtson,  60.  of  South  Carolina,  died  last  night 
of  a  cerebral  hemorrhage. 

The  Democratic  veteran  of  14  years  In  Con- 
gress was  stricken  Just  after  he  had  said 
grace  at  a  dinner  of  the  Cotton  Textile  Man- 
ufacturers Association.  He  was  taken  to 
Bethesda  Naval  Hospital,  where  he  died  at 
11:15  p.  m. 

He  had  been  In  apparent  good  health  and 
had  put  in.  a  busy  day,  attending  two  com- 
mittee meetings  and  the  debate  In  the  Hoiise 
on  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Born  January  18.  1893.  In  Brevard.  N.  C, 
he  was  taken  at  the  age  of  7  to  Greenville, 
S.  C.  There  he  went  to  work  at  10  and  con- 
tinued working  In  textile  mills  for  15  years 
while  attending  public  schools  and  obtain- 
ing a  bachelor's  degree  from  Furman  Uni- 
versity. 

He  served  in  the  Army  during  World  War  I 
and  afterward  won  a  law  degree  from  the 
University  of  South  Carolina. 

BRT30W  served  hi  both  Houses  of  the  South 
Carolina  Legislature  before  coming  to  Con- 
gress in  1989.  He  was  reelected  continuous- 
ly since  then. 

Survivors  Include  his  widow  and  five  chil- 
dren. Dr.  Joseph  Robert  Bryson.  a  physician 
in  Oreenvllle:  William  J.  Bryson.  an  attor- 
ney there;  Mrs.  Carl  R.  Thackston.  Arling- 
ton. Va.r  David  F.  Bryson,  a  student  at  l^ir- 
man  University;  and  Judy  Bryson,  a  student 
at  Anderson  (8.  C  )  CWlege. 

Funeral  arrangements  had  not  been  com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  add  that  Job  Brtson  served  long  and 


faithfully  his  State  and  his  Nation.  The 
people  of  South  Carolina  were  distressed 
to  learn  this  morning  of  Mr.  Bitson's 
untimel.v  death  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu- 
tion submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  91)  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  second  resolving  clause,  the  Chair 
appoints  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  BiAYBANX]  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
JoiiNSTOif]  as  the  committee  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  to  attend  the  funeral  of 
the  deceased  Representative. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory 
of  the  deceased  Representative,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  vmtil  to- 
morrow at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed 
to;  and  (at  3  o'clock  and  39  minutes  p. 
m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to- 
morrow, Thursday,  March  12,  1953.  at  12 
o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  11,  1953: 

Crvn.  AESONAtmcs  ADunnsTKATioif 

Frederick  Billings  Lee,  of  Vermont,  to  be 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics,  vice 
Charles  Home,  resigned. 

Civn.  AzBOHAtmcs  Boass 
Harmar  D.  Denny,  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  CivU  Aeronautics  Board 
for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  fl  years  ex- 
piring December  81,  1953,  vice  Donald  W. 
Nyrop,  resigned.  , 

GoVERNOa    OF    THE    TERarTOET    OE    ALASKA 

B.  Frank  Heintzleman,  of  Alaska,  to  be 
Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

Umtteo  States  Attobkets 

Edward  W.  Scruggs,  of  Arizona,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Arizona,  vice  Frank  E.  Flynn,  resigned. 

John  B.  Stoddart,  Jr.,  of  Illinois,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  Illinois,  vice  Howard  L.  Doyle,  re- 
signed. 

Untted  States  Makshma 

William  J.  Llttell,  of  Illinois,  to  be  United 
SUtes  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of 
Illinois,  vice  Robert  Grant,  removed. 

Robert  W.  Ware,  of  California,  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of 
California,  vice  James  J.  Boyle,  term  expired. 

In  the  Akict 

The  officer  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  a  Reserve  commissioned  officer  of  the 
Army  under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1953  (Public  Law  476, 
82d  Cong.), 

To  he  mafor  general 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Hamden  Olmsted. 
0199J81. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  11,  1953: 
Untted  Nattons 

Mrs.  Lorena  B.  Hahn,  of  Nebraska,  to  be 
a  representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  on  the  Commission  on  the  Status 
of  Women  of  the  Economic  and  Social  Coun- 
cU  of  the  United  Nations  for  a  term  expiring 
December  31,  1955. 


DBPASTMEirr  or  State 

Livingston  T.  Merchant,  of  New  Jersey,  to 
be  an  Assistant  8eci*etary  of  State. 

Douglas  MacArthur  2d.  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  Counselor  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State. 

Diplomatic  and  Fokxiom  Sesvicx 
George  V.  Allen,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
India,  and  to  serve  concurrently  and  with- 
out additional  compensation  as  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Nepal. 

Francis  White,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Ambas- 
sador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  Mexico. 

MtrruAL  Secueitt  Aoenct 
William  McNear  Rand,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  Deputy  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  March  11, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Most  merciful  and  gracious  God,  In- 
spire us  now  with  a  more  eager  response 
to  the  call  and  command  of  Thy  divine 
voice,  lest  we  walk  in  darkness  and 
despair. 

Grant  that  we  may  always  be  con- 
scious of  Thy  presence  girding  us  with 
wisdom  and  power  to  meet  worthily  and 
courageously  all  of  life's  stem  duties  and 
demands. 

May  we  never  be  guilty  of  any  selfish 
ambition  to  seek  merely  our  own  per- 
sonal welfare  but  may  we  labor  for  the 
promotion  and  preservation  of  the 
common  good. 

We  thank  Thee  for  the  noble  life  and 
character  of  Thy  servant  who  now 
dwells  with  Thee  in  eternal  blessedness. 
May  the  members  of  his  bereaved  fam- 
ily be  comforted  and  sustained  by  the 
consolations  of  grace. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  Lord  and 
Saviour.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


PRUSSIAN-TYPE   MILITARY   PLAN 
FOR  AMERICA 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection- 
Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
pose  some  questions  which  should  no 
longer  remain  unasked  or  unanswered. 

I  shall  state   the   qu^tions   bluntly. 

The  issues  at  stake  are  too  grave  for 
either  delicacy  or  doubletalk.  It  is  per- 
haps too  much  to  hope  that  answers  will 
be  in  kind,  that  they  will  be  equally 
forthright. 

What  is  going  on  in  the  Department 
of  Defense? 

Is  a  certain  powerful  element  in  the 
Pentagon  directing  the  stratagem  of  en- 
circlement against  the  new  Secretary  of 
Defense? 


Is  the  recently  designated  seven-man 
committee  to  rec<nnmend  changes  in  the 
Defense  Department — a  new  committee 
dominated  by  completely  old  hands — 
the  first  major  move  in  that  strategy? 

Is  this  stratagem  designed  to  render 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  captive  to  the 
Army's  persistent  dream  of  a  Prussian- 
type  supreme  general  staff  for  America? 

These  questions  are  prompted  not  only 
by  the  appointment  of  Uiis  Defense  De- 
partment committee  some  weeks  ago  but 
by  happenings  for  many  weeks  prior  to 
creation  of  this  committee. 

They  are  questions  which  Congress  has 
not  alone  a  right  but  an  absolute  obli- 
gation to  raise  and  to  pursue  relent- 
lessly. 

The  organization  of  our  Department 
of  Defense  is  a  matter  which  involves 
not  only  our  national  security  but  also 
directly  affects  oiu*  national  economy 
and  our  form  of  government. 

National  defense  accounts  for  about 
70  percent  of  our  national  budget;  thus 
it  directly  and  critically  affects  our  tax 
burden  and  hence  our  entire  economy. 
The  social  and  economic  power  and  in- 
fluence of  the  military  extends,  through 
military  manptower.  education,  and  in- 
dustrial requirements,  to  the  very  heart 
of  our  national  life. 

Because  the  defense  effort,  and  in  con- 
sequence the  Military  Establishment, 
exerts  such  a  powerful  influence  on  om: 
security,  economy,  and  form  of  govern- 
ment, it  Is  imp>erative  that  the  defense 
structure  be  militarily  eflBcient  and  reli- 
able, economical,  and  consistent  with 
our  form  of  government.  In  achieving 
Its  fundamental  goals,  the  military  must 
ever  remain  subordinate  to  civilian  au- 
thority, both  in  statute  and  in  fact. 

Constant  congressional  interest  in  the 
Defense  Department  is  necessary  if 
strength,  economy,  and  American  phi- 
losophy are  to  prevail  in  our  efforte  to 
protect  our  Nation. 

This  is  altogether  a  proper  area  of 
congressional  interest,  for  our  constitu- 
tional obligation  of  providing  for  the 
Armed  Forces  was  not  limited  merely 
to  giving  the  military  a  blank  check  to 
spend  as  the  military  might  deem  fit. 
In  a  real  sense  the  Constitution  charges 
Congress  with  a  stewardship  over  the 
military.  It  provides  specifically  that 
"the  Congress  shall  have  power  •  •  • 
to  make  rules  for  the  government  and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces." 
It  is  proper  that  such  is  the  case,  for  if 
history  teaches  any  lesson  it  is  that  rep- 
resentative government  dies  when  par- 
liamentary authority  over  the  military  is 
stirrendered  or  even  relaxed. 

It  is  alwajrs  commendable,  of  course,  to 
seek  greater  military  efficiency  and 
economy.  But  there  is  much  in  connec- 
tion with  the  appointment  of  the  seven- 
man  committee  to  recommend  changes 
in  the  Defense  Department,  and  in  con- 
nection with  its  membership  and  the 
timing  of  the  appc^tment  which  justi- 
fies suspicion  and  closest  scrutiny. 

First,  there  Is  the  matter  of  its  mem- 
bership, which  consists  of  Nelson  A. 
Rockefeller,  chairman;  Arthur  S.  Flem- 
xning;  Milton  S.  Eisenhower;  former  De- 
fense Secretary  Robert  A.  Lovett;  Dr. 
Vannevar  Bush;  Gen.  Omar  Bradley; 
and  David  Sarnoff. 
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I  impugn  the  motives  of  none  of  these 
men.  Individually,  each  is  an  able  per> 
son.  However,  the  broad  collective  quail, 
fications  of  the  committee  to  deal  ade- 
quately with  the  problem  Is  subject  to 
question. 

A  prime  requisite  for  any  such  com- 
mittee is  objectivity.  Its  membership 
must  pro^nde  representation  for  all 
major  views  on  the  problem. 

That  it  lacks  such  capability  is  ap- 
parent. With  all  due  respect  to  the 
other  members  of  the  committee,  the 
key  members  are  Mr.  Lovett,  Dr.  Bush, 
and  General  Bradley.  The  committee 
report  will  not  be  in  basic  conflict  with 
their  views. 

That  leads  us  to  the  question:  What 
are  their  views?  The  opinions  of  each 
of  these  three  members  with  respect  to 
the  Defense  Department  are  a  matter 
of  public  record.  Dr.  Bush  has  been 
speaking  and  writing  on  the  subject 
since  last  fall.  While  professing  to  seek 
greater  military  eflBciency  he  has  been 
advocating  separation  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  from  their  status  as  serv- 
ice commanders.  This  is  simply  the  old 
and  disastrous  device  of  separating  au- 
thority from  responsibility,  something 
that  this  country  and  the  British  have 
always  rejected. 

Separation  of  authority  and  responsi- 
bility is  a  fallacious  device  in  any  line  of 
endeavor.  In  military  matters  it  leads 
to  confusion,  defeat,  and  disaster.  Such 
a  method  encourages  theory  and  dis- 
courages realism.  It  relieves  those  who 
plan  from  taking  responsibility  for  the 
result  of  their  plans.  A  key  feature  of 
the  Prussian-German  supreme  general 
staff  concept  was  authority  without  re- 
sponsibility. 

In  contrast,  our  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
system — like  the  closely  similar  British 
procedure — is  based  upon  the  marriage 
of  authority  and  responsibility,  because 
those  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  members  who 
do  the  top  level  planning  are  also  chiefs 
of  their  resE>ective  services  and  in  that 
capacity  are  responsible  for  executing 
their  plans.  This  war-proven  principle 
would  be  discarded  by  Dr.  Bush.  In  its 
place  he  would  substitute  the  authority 
without  resjKinsibility  system. 

Siseaking  at  the  Mayo  Clinic,  Septem- 
ber 26  of  last  year.  Dr.  Bush  said,  rela- 
tive to  the  separation  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  members  from  status  as  service 
chiefs: 
Its  sole  duty- 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff — 

as  a  body,  should  be  to  advise  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  to  recommend  action  to  be 
taken  by  him  or  by  the  President.  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  should  not  Itself  exercise 
command  directly  or  Indirectly.  The  law 
should  spell  this  out  so  positively  that  It 
cannot  possibly  be  misunderstood. 

For  good  and  obvloiis  reasons  such  a 
proposal  was  emphatically  rejected  by 
the  Hoover  Commission  Subcommittee 
on  National  Security.  Why  It  was  re- 
jected is  clear:  the  Germans  lost  two 
wars  with  it.  In  sharp  contrast  our 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  system,  combining 
authority  and  responsibility,  was  an  in- 
stnmient  of  victory. 


In  fact,  the  Hoover  Commission  Task 
Force  report  on  National  Security  Or- 
ganization says  explicitly : 

The  appointment  of  a  single  military  chief 
of  staff  as  commander  of  our  three  military 
services  might  lead  to  a  military  "party  line" 
with  static  concepts  ahd  enforced  "mental 
unification."  The  dangers  of  one-man  mili- 
tary control  of  the  armed  forces  of  a  nation 
are  illustrated  by  history.  The  case  of  the 
Third  Reich  is  a  recent  example  of  the  haz- 
ards of  unilateral  strategy.  When  military 
differences  completely  disappear  military 
progress  will  cease.  (Appendix  O,  January 
1949.  pp.  53-54.) 

Dr.  Bush  also  advocates  a  chairman  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  with  authority 
to  resolve  service  disagreements.  Twice 
in  his  address  at  Tufts  College  last  Octo- 
ber 11,  Dr.  Bush  said,  in  speaking  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff : 

If  there  Is  disagreement  the  chairman 
should  have  authority  to  resolve  it. 

Regardless  of  what  he  is  called,  a 
chairman  with  such  authority  possesses 
power  of  decision.  Thus,  while  profess- 
ing to  seek  greater  civilian  control.  Dr. 
Bush  proposes  a  single  chief  of  staff, 
which  has  always  resulted  in  reduction 
of  civilian  control  of  the  military  as 
well  as  eventual  military  defeat. 

This  proposal  likewise  was  flatly  re- 
jected by  the  Hoover  Commission  Task 
Force  which  said; 

The  committee  does  not  believe  that  a 
chief  of  staff — a  commander  over  all  the 
armed  services — Is  needed.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense,  and  constitutionally,  the  Presi- 
dent, occupy  this  role.  This  tremendous  au- 
thority should  not  be  transferred  from  civil- 
ian to  military  hands,  with  consequent  dan- 
ger to  our  democratic  institutions.  There 
has  been  much  loose  criticism  of  the  war 
efforts  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  as  consti- 
tuting "command  by  committee";  yet  there 
can  be  no  doubt  whatsoever  that  in  the 
broad  field  of  grand  strategy  a  meeting  of 
several  minds  Is  far  safer — and  in  the  end 
more  sound — than  the  dictates  of  one.  The 
responsibilities  for  strategic  planning  and 
the  conduct  of  war  are  soundly  placed  by 
the  National  Security  Act  upon  the  shoul- 
ders of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  who.  in 
turn,  are  under  the  authority,  and  subject 
to  the  control  of,  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  Defense.  There  should  be  no 
change  In  this  concept.  (Task  Force  Report 
on  National  Security  Organization  (ap- 
pendix G)  January  1949,  pp.  57-58.) 

Upon  analysis,  I  believe  it  Is  clear  that 
these,  and  other  of  Dr.  Bush's  proposals 
would  establish  a  Prussian  type  of  su- 
preme general  staff  over  our  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  Lovett 's  views,  as  expressed  in  his 
farewell  letter  to  the  President,  differ  in 
detail  and  timing  but  not  in  flnal  result 
from  Dr.  Bush's  plan.  Those  who  doubt 
this  statement  should  read  Mr.  Lovett's 
letter  in  which  he  criticizes  the  provision 
of  the  National  Security  Act  that  pro- 
hibits the  Secretary  of  Defense  from 
having  a  military  staff.  That  provision 
of  the  law  was  not  an  accident  or  legis- 
lative caprice.  It  was  deliberate ;  it  was 
for  one  purpose  and  that  purpose  was  to 
prevent  development  of  a  supreme  gen- 
eral staff.  If  Mr.  Lovett  wants  to  re- 
move that  prohibition  it  follows  that  he 

would  establish  what  the  law  prohibits 

a  supreme  general  staff. 


Let  me  read  two  or  three  paragraphs 
from  Mr.  Lovett's  letter  to  the  President 
of  November  18.  1952: 

Under  the  present  act,  and  in  tb«  tvent 
of  war,  I  believe  that  the  present  system  of 
controls  provided  in  the  legislation  for  the 
exercise  of  authority  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, in  some  areas,  will  j^-.'^^ve  to  b«  Inade- 
quate. 

Strangely  enough,  the  fact  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  is  prohibited  from  having  a 
staff  is  not  generally  realized.  •  •  •  In  con- 
sequence, the  Secretary  of  Defense  haa  no 
alternative  but  to  fiood  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  with  all  sorts  of  papers  originating  In 
the   three  departments. 

In  Mr.  Lovett's  alternate  I  plan  be 
recommends : 

The  balance  of  military  staff  functions 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  provide  blm  with  a 
combined  military-civilian  staff.  Thla  staff 
would  be  responsible  only  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

I  bow  to  no  man  in  my  admiration  of 
General  Bradley's  many  achievements. 
It  is  a  source  of  personal  satisfaction  to 
me  that  I  introduced  the  bill  which  au- 
thorized General  Bradley's  promotion  to 
flve-star  rank.  Yet.  I  believe  General 
Bradley  would  be  the  last  to  contend  he 
is  infallible.  I  believe  he  was  wrong  in 
his  sympathy  for  a  single  Chief  of  Staff, 
as  expressed  in  his  1949  testimony  before 
the  House  Armed  Services  Committee. 
In  the  light  of  congressional  attitude  to 
the  present  moment  he  is  wrong,  for 
Congress  has  always  sensed  the  military 
and  political  dangers  of  a  single  Chief  of 
Staff,  which  is  the  key  feature  of  the 
Prussian-German  type  of  supreme  gen- 
eral staff. 

Here  Is  what  General  Bradley  told  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee,  July  9, 
1949: 

With  reference  to  this  arriving  eventually 
at  a  Chief  of  Staff.  I  have  said  at  various 
times  that  I  believe  you  Will  demand  a  single 
Chief  of  Staff  some  day.  It  may  be  20  years 
from  now.  But  it  will  come — not  necesaarUy 
from  the  military  but  from  you  people  who 
are  Interested  in  econoftiy  and  efficiency.  I 
think  It  will  never  come  untU  you  do  want  it. 
It  cant  come  untU  you  do  want  it.  There 
are  a  lot  of  arguments  for  it.  (Prom  p.  3918 
of  House  Armed  Services  Committee  hearings 
(No.  96)  on  S.  1843,  Slst  Cong.,  July  8,  1M».) 

Add  It  up  and  the  answer  Is  simple. 
The  key  members  of  the  committee  have 
publicly  endorsed  the  essentials  of  a  su- 
preme general  staff. 

The  committee  report  will  not  find  Mr, 
Lovett.  Dr.  Bush,  and  General  Bradley  in 
the  minority.  As  things  now  stand.  It 
seems  inevitable  that  some  form  of  su- 
preme general  staff  or  major  Steps  to- 
ward It  will  be  recommended. 

Putting  it  bluntly,  this  committee  Is 
"stacked."  It  Is  stacked  against  the  his- 
toric position  of  Congress  and  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  which  have  always 
rejected  the  Prussian  supreme  staff  sys- 
tem as  dangerous  to  our  national  secu- 
rity and  alien  to  our  form  of  government. 
It  Is  stacked  in  favor  of  that  relatively 
small  military  group  which  long  sought 
the  adoption  of  the  Prussian -German 
system  in  this  country.  I  refer  to  the 
Army  General  Staff  Corpa.  It  was  the 
Army  General  Staff  Corps  that  openly 
advocated  the  supreme  general  staff  in 


the  1946  unification  proposal,  popularly 
known  as  the  Collins  plan  after  Its  archi- 
tect, then  Lt.  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins,  of 
the  Army  General  Staff,  and  now  Army 
Chief  of  Staff. 

It  was  the  same  Army  General  Staff 
which  printed  and  distributed  to  its  offi- 
cers, under  a  classified  stamp  and  with 
Implied  blessing — the  views  of  the  Nazi 
General  Guderian  in  support  of  the  su- 
preme general  staff  concept. 

I  am  convinced  that  the  Army  General 
Staff  Corps  still  believes  essentially  in 
the  system  advocated  by  the  defeated 
German  General  Guderian. 

This  newly  appointed  committee  Is 
heavily  weighted  toward  one  view,  that 
of  the  Army  General  Staff  Corps.  Thus, 
another  question:  Since  any  recom- 
mended changes  will  affect  all  services, 
why  was  not  broader  representation 
sought  by  including,  in  addition  to  Army 
General  Bradley,  a  Navy,  an  Air  Force, 
and  a  Marine  Corps  officer?  This  is  a 
situation  belatedly  acknowledged  but  not 
corrected  by  appointment  of  Air  Force 
and  naval  advisers. 

Could  It  be  that  such  well-rounded 
representation  would  deflect  the  General 
Staff  steamroller  from  its  course?  Such 
might  well  be  the  reason. 

The  naval  position  as  to  a  supreme 
general  staff  has  always  been  clear-cut 
opposition  ba?ed  on  the  realization  that 
a  German- type  supreme  staff  would 
mean  misuse  of  our  sea  power. 

Apprehensions  being  voiced  in  the  Air 
Force  are  certainly  understandable.  The 
Army  General  StaiT  sponsored  uniflca- 
tlon,  realizing  It  was  a  foundation  on 
which  to  erect  a  supreme  general  staff. 
Air  Force  support  was  encouraged  by 
making  Air  Force  autonomy"  a  feature  of 
unlflcatlon. 

This  emancipation  of  the  Air  Force 
from  Army  command  was  not  an  act  of 
charity  on  the  part  6f  the  Army  General 
Staff.  Air  Force  officers  are  well  aware 
of  the  maneuver.  The  Army  General 
Staff  freed  the  Air  Force  In  1947  in  re- 
turn for  Air  Force  support  of  unification, 
knowing  that  eventual  establishment  of 
a  supreme  general  staff  under  Army 
domination  would  be  the  means  by 
which  the  Army  General  Staff  would  re- 
gain oF>erational  control  of  the  Air  Force 
while  permitting  the  legal  fiction  of  a 
separate  Air  Force  to  continue.  I  do 
not  believe  that  anyone  is  so  naive  as  to 
think  that  the  Air  Force  will  control  a 
United  States  supreme  general  staff,  for 
ground  power — Army — will,  by  sheer 
weight  of  numbers,  dominate  any  such 
staff  organization.  The  Army  General 
Staff's  operation.  "Recapture  of  the  Air 
Force,"  is  now  under  way.  This  is  just 
another  reason  why  any  recommenda- 
tion for  full  or  f>artial  adoption  of  a  su- 
preme general  staff  will  undermine  our 
national  security.  Our  national  secu- 
rity demands  actual  as  well  as  legal 
autonomy  for  our  Air  Force. 

The  next  point  involves  the  fact  that 
the  committee  was  directed  to  submit 
Its  recommendations  by  April  30.  1953 — 
slightly  over  60  days  after  its  creation. 
It  is,  on  the  face  of  It,  ridiculous  to  be- 
lieve that  such  a  short  period  is  ade- 
quate for  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
vast  Defense  Department.  Contrast  this 
with  the  fact  the  National  Security  Sub- 


committee of  the  Hoover  Commission, 
performing  almost  exactly  the  same  mis- 
sion as  has  been  assigned  the  committee 
in  question,  required  7  months  to  com- 
plete its  investigation  and  submit  its  re- 
port. In  that  time  it  took  testimony  of 
245  witnesses. 

Remember,  too.  that  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission Subcommittee  on  National  Se- 
cvu-ity  consisted  of  14  members,  headed 
by  the  Chairman.  Mr.  Ferdinand  Eber- 
stadt,  and  assisted  by  a  military  ad- 
visory committee  of  9  distinguished  re- 
tired senior  officers  representing  land, 
sea.  and  air  power;  a  total  of  9  na- 
tionally prominent  citizens  serving  as 
consultants  to  tiie  subcommittee;  a  pro- 
fessional staff  of  22.  and  a  secretarial 
staff  of  9,  headed  by  Dr.  Edward  F.  Wel- 
lett.  Compare  such  well-planned,  sound. 
deliberate,  and  business-like  organiza- 
tion with  the  composition,  sketchy  or- 
ganization, and  early  deadline  of  the  new 
committee  composed  of  only  7  members 
and  3  advisers.  Such  comparison  does 
not  serve  to  create  confidence  in  this  new 
committee. 

Incidentally,  the  three  advisers  appear 
to  have  been  named  as  an  afterthought 
and  presumably  as  a  sop  to  the  Navy  and 
Air  Force.  These  advisers  are  Generals 
Marshall  and  Spaatz  and  Admiral  Nim- 
Itz.  who  were  designated  jxist  last  week. 
As  I  will  have  occasion  to  note  a  little 
later,  inclusion  of  General  Marshall  as 
one  of  these  so-called  advisers  offers  no 
reassurance  so  far  as  the  matter  of  Prus- 
sianized general  staff  is  concerned,  In 
view  of  his  admitted  philosophy  on  this 
matter. 

Does  this  commitee  intend  to  do  in  60 
days  what  the  Hoover  Commission  sub- 
committee required  7  months  to  accom- 
plish? 

Does  this  committee  in  Its  63  days  of 
life  expect  to  be  as  thorough  as  the 
Hoover  experts  who  heard  the  views  of 
245  witnesses  over  a  period  of  7  months? 

The  answers  are  obviously  "No." 

Yet,  when  considering  the  60  days 
given  the  committee  to  perform  its  mis- 
sion we  might  well  ask  "Why  so  long?" 
If  Pentagon  reports  are  correct,  all  the 
committee  has  to  do  is  hold  one  meeting 
to  adopt  the  report  based  upon  the 
already  recorded  position  of  Lovett, 
Bush,  and  Bradley. 

Another  question :  Why  Is  It  necessary 
to  have  this  committee  duplicate — on  a 
rush  basis — what  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion did  so  thoroughly? 

I  believe  the  answer  to  this  question  is 
to  be  found  in  the  report  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  Subcommittee  on  National 
Security  Itself.  As  I  have  already  indi- 
cated, that  report  pointedly  endorsed 
the  present  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  sys- 
tem and  rejected  the  supreme  general 
staff  concept  together  with  its  single 
chief  of  staff.  Furthermore,  the  Hoover 
experts  explain  why  such  proposals 
would  weaken  our  national  security.  In 
fact,  that  Hoover  subcommittee  report, 
submitted  in  1949.  now  constitutes  a 
point-by-point  rejection  of  the  principal 
proposals  of  Dr.  Bush  and  Mr.  Lovett.  as 
well  as  the  single  chief  of  staff  which 
General  Bradley  admires. 

This  leads  to  a  disturbing  realization: 
The  Hoover  Commission  subcommittee's 
report  on  national  security  stands  as  an 


insurmountable  barrier  to  those  who 
would  junk  our  war-proven  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  system  and  substitute  the  dis- 
credited system  of  the  defeated  Ger- 
mans. Consequently,  the  Army  General 
Staff  hopes  to  have  its  road  toward  a 
supreme  general  staff  smoothed  by  this 
new  committee  which  is  expected  to  be 
sympathetic  to  the  German  system,  and, 
of  course,  as  soon  as  this  new  committee 
submits  Its  report  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion's position  will  be  labeled  as  "out  of 
date"  and  "old-fashioned."  Naturally, 
the  ones  who  do  that  labeling  will  make 
no  reference  to  the  thoroughness  and 
impartiality  of  the  Hoover  subcommittee 
or  to  the  loaded  membership  and  rush- 
Job  character  of  this  new  committee. 

While  speaking  of  membership  of  this 
committee,  there  is  something  involved 
here  that  is  real  cause  of  further  concern 
and  misgiving.  Take  a  look  at  the  com- 
mittee names  again:  Rockefeller,  Flem- 
ming.  Milton  Eisenhower.  Lovett.  Bush, 
Bradley,  and  Sarnoff.  Every  one  held 
prominent  appointive  positions  in  the 
Democratic  administration.  If  the  De- 
fense Establishment  Is  to  be  investigated 
and  cleaned  up.  why  can't  the  Republican 
Party  furnish  enough  brains  and  integ- 
rity and  freshness  of  approach  to  do  this 
job?  Why  do  we  have  to  turn  to  par- 
ticipants in  the  repudiated  regime  for 
advice  on  how  to  improve  the  Defense 
Department,  the  largest  single  segment 
of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

The  answer  is  obvious:  There  is  no 
need  or  excuse  for  doing  so. 

As  I  have  already  Indicated,  there  Is 
another  aspect  of  this  reorganizatlbn 
committee  that  is  deeply  distressing.  I 
am  disturbed  because  a  sincere,  capable 
man.  still  uninitiated  to  Washington  po- 
litical maneuvering,  is  being  victimized. 
I  refer  to  Secretary  of  Defense  Charles 
E.  Wilson,  my  fellow  Michigander. 
Secretary  Wilson  Is  being  made  the  vic- 
tim of  the  shrewdest  General  Staff  ma- 
neuver I  have  observed  in  my  17  years  In 
Congress.  It  is  obvious  to  me  that  this 
committee  membership  originated  either 
In  the  Army  General  Staff  or  with  some- 
one who  supported  the  General  Staff  ob- 
jective and  knew  the  views  of  Mr.  Lovett, 
General  Bradley,  and  Dr.  Bush.  The 
names  of  committee  members  were.  I 
gather  from  press  reports,  sulmiitted  to 
Mr.  Wilson,  who  officially  appointed  this 
Rockefeller  committee.  Thus,  it  is  now 
Mr.  Wilson's  creation. 

When,  as  expected,  the  committee  rec- 
ommends a  supreme  general  staff,  or  a 
move  toward  it,  Mr.  Wilson  will  be  under 
heavy  obligation  to  press  for  legislative 
approval  of  such  recommendations. 
Tet,  if  he  does  not  approve  the  com- 
mittee report  and  withholds  It,  he  will 
be  condemned  as  a  foe  of  progress,  econ- 
omy, and  efficiency.  Never  forget  the 
propaganda  power  of  the  Army  General 
Staff.  All  who  have  defied  it  have  felt 
its  sting. 

For  testimony  on  this  score  I  can  do 
no  better  than  quote  comments  of  former 
War  Production  Administrator.  Donald 
Nelson,  as  recorded  in  his  book.  Arsenal 
of  Democracy: 

But  that  burage  of  scare  publicity,  guar- 
anteed to  appeal  to  the  fears  and  to  tbe 
patriotism  of  readers  in  every  section  of  tb« 
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country,  wm  the  sort  of  thing  the  Army  could 
and  did  turn  on  whenever  It  wished  to  do  lo. 
Z  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  with  It  diir- 
Ing  the  war — and  I  can  assure  you  that  when 
the  Army  tiims  loose  a  blast  against  you  It 
Is  deadly  (p.  361). 

All  that  resulted  through  this  Army  process 
of  publicity  manipulation  was  the  produc- 
tion of  a  good  deal  of  needless  Irritation,  and 
a  needless  amount  of  public  confusion  (p. 
8«a). 

In  any  case,  a  violent  attack  suddenly 
broke  out  against  me  in  the  press.  It  was 
Inspired  by  the  Army  (p.  384). 

There  Is  nothing  new,  of  course,  about 
this  trend  of  the  military.  The  late 
Speaker  Champ  Clark  in  1920  expressed 
the  exasperated  opinion  that  the  regular 
Army  Oeneral  Staff  and  officers  consti- 
tuted a  lobby  "second  in  strength  only  to 
the  Anti-Saloon  Leagire.''  And  Speaker 
Clark  charged  that  these  officers  had 
"powerful  influence  here  and  an  imdue 
influence." 

On  the  other  hand,  If,  when  the  com- 
mittee finishes  its  assignment,  Mr.  Wil- 
son submits  committee  plans  for  all  or 
portions  of  a  Oerman-type  staff  system 
to  Congress,  such  proposals  will  then  be 
Mr.  Wilson's.  On  the  basis  of  past  con- 
gressional understanding  and  rejection 
of  the  Prussian  system  I  foresee  a  major 
congressional  fight  to  prevent  the  Army 
Oeneral  Staff  from  achieving  its  long 
sought  and  alien  objectives. 

Thus,  Mr.  Wilson  will  be  the  target  for 
press,  radio,  and  public  reaction  against 
any  move  to  give  the  military  greater 
power.  If  the  issue  goes  sour,  and  if  the 
proposal  is  then  rejected,  as  it  should  be. 
everyone  connected  with  the  creation  of 
the  committee  and  selection  of  its  mem- 
bers, except  Mr.  Wilson,  will  be  in  the 
clear — even  the  Army  General  Staff, 
which,  ostensibly,  will  be  on  the  sidelines. 

Never,  in  my  recollection,  has  a  man 
been  boxed  in  as  neatly  as  Mr.  Wilson. 
Mr.  Wilson  will  be  expendable,  and  the 
Army  General  Staff  can  make  another 
try  later. 

But  I  do  not  believe  Congress  and  the 
people  will  let  this  General  Staff  power 
play  succeed.  Already  thoughtful  press 
reaction  is  appearing  in  various  parts 
of  the  country  warning  against  moves 
toward  a  German-type  supreme  staff  in 
this  coimtry. 

Thus,  the  Nashville  Banner  of  January 
10  comments  editorially: 

The  Secretary  [Lovett]  Is  right  In  observ- 
ing that  war  danger  hasn't  subsided.  •  •  • 
It  isn't  a  danger  to  be  made  leas  so  by  ex- 
perimenting with  a  Prussian-type  military 
setup  which — if  we  read  our  history  aright — 
always  has  lost  more  wars  than  it  won. 

The  Christian  Science  Monitor.  Janu- 
ary 19,  1953,  points  out  editorially  that 
the  Hoover  Commission  Task  Force  Re- 
port "considered  the  General  Staff  idea 
and  rejected  it,"  and  also  rejected  the 
concept  of  a  single  military  Chief  of  Staff. 
The  editorial  adds: 

If  the  germ  of  such  unwanted  Institu- 
tions could  lie  hidden  In  their  plans  [the 
plans  of  Mr.  Lovett  and  Dr.  Bush  ] ,  it  would 
be  well  to  let  the  critics  as  well  as  the  advo- 
cates have  their  day. 

The  Long  Beach  (Calif.)  Press-Tele- 
gram of  January  19.  1953,  warns  that 
"the  system  which  Dr.  Bush  visualizes 
contains  the  seeds  for  the  very  kind  of 


military  sjrstem  he  appears  to  deplore" — 
namely,  the  German  general  staff  sys- 
tem. The  editorial  warns  that  "any  pro- 
posals for  changes  in  the  JCS  should  be 
entertained  only  with  great  caution." 

It  is  noteworthy  that  all  three  of  these 
editorial  warnings  were  delivered  prior 
to  the  appointment  of  the  new  Defense 
Department  committee. 

Finally,  Hanson  W.  Baldwin,  writing 
In  the  February  8  New  York  Times,  de- 
scribes the  "super-Chiefs"  proposal  as 
"academically  appealing,"  but  warns  that 
"it  defies  the  fundamental  law  of  any 
sound  organization — the  marriage  of  au- 
thority and  responsibility."  Mr.  Bald- 
-  win  likewise  notes  rejection  of  this 
proposal  by  the  Hoover  Commission. 

With  the  Korean  war  and  the  draft 
requiring  sacrifices  by  our  Nation,  let  us 
not  be  bemused  that  proposals  for  a 
supreme  general  staff  can  be  quietly 
handled.  With  our  citizens  so  sensitive 
to  military  requirements,  this  particu- 
larly is  no  time  for  the  Army  General 
Staff  to  make  another  play  for  power. 
It  is  no  time  to  force  Congress  to  devote 
its  efforts  to  repel  another  attempt  to 
enhance  the  power  of  the  military  at  the 
cost  of  reducing  civilian  authority. 

This  matter  of  protecting  civilian  au- 
thority over  the  military  is  not  an  imag- 
inary issue.  We  must  never  forget  that 
the  late  James  Forrestal  said  that  Gen- 
eral Marshall  told  him  that  the  Intent 
of  the  Collins  plan  was  the  isolation  of 
civilian  authority. 

Secretary  Porrestal's  statement  was 
contained  in  a  confidential  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  letter  of  February  19, 
1947,  which  was  read  into  the  Congres- 
sional Record  by  Congressman  Werdel, 
of  California,  April  3,  1951 : 

That's  the  background  of  what  has  always 
seemed  to  me  to  be  two  violently  oppoeed  sets 
of  thinking  about  the  military  organization. 
It  was  expressed  in  the  Collins  plan  which, 
as  you  know,  did  have  a  single  civilian  Sec- 
retary, had  a  Chief  of  Staff,  and  In  my  opinion 
would  result  in  the  isolation  of  the  civilian 
charged  with  the  responsibility  for  the  run- 
ning of  the  organization,  which  I  also  think 
was  the  i^rmy's  intent — In  fact,  Marshall 
quite  frankly  said  so.  (Conobxssional  Rec- 
OBO,  vol.  97,  pt.  3,  p.  3233.) 

Remember,  too,  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Bush-Lovett-Bradley  views  would 
mean  a  Prussian-type  supreme  general 
staff  for  this  country — the  key  feature 
of  the  rejected  Collins  plan.  Does  it  not 
logically  follow  that  If  we  now  accept  a 
camouflaged  CoUins  plan  we  will  emas- 
culate civilian  control  of  the  military 
Just  as  suiely  as  if  we  had  adopted  the 
original  Collins  plan  in  1946? 

I  readily  admit  to  deep  concern  over 
this  Defense  Department  reorganization 
committee  and  circiunstances  siirround- 
Ing  It.  Tliere  is  too  much  reason  for 
suspicion  and  question:  The  one-sided 
viewpoint  of  its  collective  membership, 
the  lack  of  expert  spokesmen  on  the  com- 
mittee to  present  the  anti-supreme  staff 
opposition,  the  inadequate  time  allowed, 
the  questionable  necessity  to  cover  the 
same  ground — to  duplicate — the  rela- 
tively recent  and  very  thorough  work 
of  the  Hoover  Commission,  and  the  com- 
mittee's membership  composed  of  those 
who  held  important  positions  in  the  re- 
cently repudiated  regime. 


In  particular  I  resent  the  maneuver 
which  puts  Mr.  Wilson  in  the  role  of  the 
sacrificial  goat  In  the  probable  event 
this  General  Staff  power  play  fails.  Also. 
I  question  the  reasons  for  needlessly 
forcing  Congress  to  devote  Its  efforts,  at 
this  critical  time,  to  engage  In  a  strug- 
gle to  protect  our  national  security  and 
form  of  government. 

Let  me  make  myself  clear  on  this 
point.  I  do  not  contend  that  the  De- 
fense Establishment  Is  running  perfectly. 
I  believe  It  can  be  Improved.  But  there 
arc  ways  to  achieve  Improvement  oUier 
than  by  a  loaded  committee  and  a  Oen- 
eral Staff  maneuver  that  confronts  an 
able  Secretary  of  Defense  with  a  Hob- 
son's  choice.  Instead.  I  believe  the 
Hoover  report  was  and  Is  sound.  I  be- 
lieve it  Is  within  the  competence  of  the 
House  and  Senate  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittees and  the  Congress  to  find  areas 
of  constructive  change.  I  believe  that 
the  interests  of  national  security.  Con- 
gress, and  the  people  would  be  Well  served 
by  reconsideration  of  the  membership  of 
this  Rockefeller  committee,  the  ques- 
tionable circumstances  surrounding  It. 
and  particularly  the  need  for  it  existing 
at  all. 

So  much  about  It  Is  Irregular  that  Con- 
gress and  the  people  are  entitled  to  ask, 
"Just  what  is  going  on?"  and,  even  more 
Important,  are  entitled  to  a  clear  and 
forthright  answer. 


THE  49-STAR  FLAG 
Mrs.    FRANCES    P.    BOLTON.      Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  the  House  has  voted  to  admit 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  the  Union.  I 
am  introducing  a  concurrent  resolution 
to  set  up  a  joint  congressional  committee 
to  work  out  the  problem  of  deciding  on  a 
design  for  a  49-star  flag  and  submitting 
the  same  to  the  Congress  for  action. 

The  membership  will  recall  that  in 
1912.  when  New  Mexico  was  admitted 
and  Arizona  was  in  the  process  of  being 
admitted,  a  Flag  Board  was  created, 
headed  by  Adm.  George  Dewey,  as  senior 
member.  This  Board  submitted  a  report 
establishing  the  pattern  of  the  present 
48-star  flag. 

It  appears  that  no  method  has  been 
set  up  to  solve  the  rather  difficult  prob- 
lem of  introducing  a  49th  star  into  the 
now  equally  balanced  design.  The  res- 
olution which  I  have  prepared  Is  to  es- 
tablish a  joint  congressional  commit- 
tee to  decide  upon  and  recommend  to 
the  Congress  an  appropriate  design  of 
the  flag  to  be  adopted  when  and  If  the 
49th  State  is  admitted  to  the  Union. 

This  joint  committee  to  be  composed 
of  three  Members  of  the  Senate  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  of  that  body, 
and  three  Members  of  the  House  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker.  A  chairman  to 
be  elected  by  the  committee.  It  would 
submit  a  report  to  the  Senate  and  House 
at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 


COST  OF  BRITISH  CORONATION 

Mr.  FINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  (extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FINO.  Mr  Speaker,  while  read- 
ing the  papers  this  morning,  I  came 
across  a  very  interesting  article  cap- 
tioned, "Coronation  to  Cost  Britain  Al- 
most $4,500,000." 

This  article  wer.t  on  to  say  that  Prime 
Minister  Churchill's  government  expects 
to  spend  this  amount  of  money  for  the 
preparation  and  carrying  out  of  the 
Westminster  Abbey  ceremony  and  royal 
procession  on  June  2,  and  for  the  enter- 
tainment of  visiting  royalty  and  other 
distinguished  guests.  This  article  has 
a  particular  significance.  Recently  we 
went  through  a  i)resldential  inaugura- 
tion here  in  this  country  without  the 
cost  of  one  cent  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  I  xtrould  like  to  know  how 
much  of  the  bill  for  the  coronation  in 
Britain  Is  to  be  footed  by  American  tax- 
payers, and  if  Anthony  Eden's  visit  to 
this  country  Is  puiely  coincidental. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  In  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  MoRANo  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  in  three  In- 
stances, and  in  each  case  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keogh  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Chatham)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Smtth  of  Mississippi  in  four  In- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  HorFMAN  of  Michigan  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  O'Haiia  of  Minnesota). 


BILL  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Adminlstitition.  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  bill 
of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  2332.  An  act  to  place  temporary  limi- 
tations on  the  number  of  officers  serving  on 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  xmanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Nkal,  for  1  day, 
on  account  of  district  meeting  requiring 
his  presence. 


THE  LATE  JOSEPH  R.  BRYSON 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Richards]. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is 
my  sad  duty  to  annoiuice  to  the  House 
the  passing  of  our  beloved  and  honored 
colleague,  the  Honorable  Joseph  R. 
Bryson,  who  has  represented  ably  and 
faithfully  the  4th  Ehstrlct  of  the  State 
of  South  Carolina  for  14  years. 

He  passed  away  last  evening  shortly 
after  11  o'clock.  There  was  no  advance 
warning  that  the  grim  reaper  was  stand- 
ing by.  I  had  just  gone  with  him  to  the 
Mayflower  Hotel  to  attend  a  small  din- 
ner of  the  Cotton  Manufacturers'  As- 
sociation and,  at  the  request  of  the  host, 
Joe  had  just  offered  a  prayer  of  bless- 
ing. He  sat  down,  complained  of  dizzi- 
ness, and  slumped  from  his  chair.  He 
was  immediately  carried  to  the  hospital 
but  there  was  nothing  that  human  hands 
and  expert  medical  care  could  do. 

While  none  of  us  can  solve  the  myster- 
ies of  the  unknown  or  the  ways  of  divine 
providence,  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that 
his  death  was  due  to  the  accumulated 
tensions,  strains  and  exactions  that  fall 
to  the  lot  of  a  Member  of  Congress  who 
is  devoted  to  his  duty  to  his  district,  his 
State,  and  his  country. 

There  are  many  here  today  who  will 
testify  that  Joe's  service  here  has  been 
able  and  distinguished.  We  all  know 
that  he  was  an  indefatigable  worker. 
He  was  moderate  In  his  personal  habits 
but  exacting  in  his  demands  upon  him- 
self when  It  came  to  the  calls  of  his  con- 
stituency, coounittee  work  and  his  at- 
tendance upon  the  floor  here.  Joe  was  a 
Christian  in  every  sense  of  the  word.  He 
was  a  devoted  member  and  leader  of  the 
Baptist  Church,  and  his  church  was  the 
center  of  his  religious  life  whether  he  was 
performing  his  duties  here  or  back  home 
in  Greenville.  S.  C.  He  was  probably 
best  known  here  In  Congress  as  a  cloud 
by  day  and  a  pillar  of  fire  by  night  in  his 
leadership  in  the  cause  of  temperance, 
particularly  in  the  use  of  alcoholic 
beverages. 

So.  a  real  friend  and  champion  of  the 
cause  of  the  common  man  has  gone. 
Coming  from  a  fine  family  who  had  little 
worldly  goods,  he  was  determined  to 
get  an  education  and  as  a  youth  worked 
in  the  cotton  mills  of  our  State  for 
14  years  to  obtain  that  objective.  In 
the  climb  up  the  ladder,  he  was  elected 
to  both  the  senate  and  the  lower  house 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  South  Caro- 
lina before  coming  to  Congress,  and  he 
has  grown  in  stature  continually  since 
he  flrst  came  to  the  halls  of  Congress. 

Joe  was  ray  friend  and  your  friend. 
He  was  devoted  to  his  work  here.  But 
most  of  all,  I  should  say.  he  was  devoted 
to  his  wife  and  five  children  and  several 
grandchildren.  All  of  these  returned 
that  devotion  in  full  measure.  Now.  in 
their  sorrow  and  loss,  may  the  hand  of 
the  Omnipotent  Ruler  of  the  universe 
be  placed  lightly  upon  their  shoulders 
and  dry  away  their  tears,  for  Joe  is 
home  at  last. 

Mr.  RILErY.  Mr.  Speaker,  like  my  col- 
leagues, I  was  shocked  at  the  sudden 
passing  of  my  friend  and  fellow  South 


Carolinian,  the  distinguished  and  very 
able  gentleman  who  represented  the 
Fourth  Congressional  District  of  my 
State.  I  was  with  Joe  Brtson  on  the 
fioor  of  the  House  during  most  of  the 
afternoon  yesterday.  We  walked  from 
the  Capitol  to  our  offices  together.  Later 
he  and  I  attended  a  dinner  party  in 
honor  of  some  outstanding  visitors  from 
our  State.  He  was  apparently  in  good 
health  and  certainly  was  in  excellent 
spirits  so  that  his  passing  was  a  shock 
which  scarcely  seems  a  reality. 

I  did  not  know  Joe  Brtson  until  I 
came  to  Congress  8  years  ago,  but  I 
learned  to  love  and  respect  him  because 
of  his  many  fine  qualities.  He  was  never 
too  busy  to  help  me  as  a  freshman  Con- 
gressman. He  was  patient  and  under- 
standing and  wise  in  his  counsel.  He 
was  a  distinguished  and  patriotic  South 
Carolinian.  My  State  has  lost  one  of  its 
outstanding  public  servants. 

Joe  Bryson  was  bom  Just  over  the  hill 
from  South  Carolina  in  Brevard,  N.  C, 
but  at  an  early  age  he  came  to  Green- 
ville. S.  C,  and  there  began  his  distin- 
guished and  fruitful  career.  He  worked 
in  the  mills  of  that  great  textile  center 
to  obtain  the  means  with  which  to  edu- 
cate himself.  He  was  graduated  from 
Furman  University  and  from  the  Law 
School  of  the  University  of  South  Caro- 
lina, returning  to  his  native  city  of 
Greenville  to  practice  his  profession.  He 
served  both  in  the  State  house  of  repre- 
sentatives in  South  Carolina  and  as  a 
State  senator  from  Greenville  Coimty 
before  being  elected  to  Congress  in  1939. 
For  14  years  he  has  served  his  district 
in  a  most  statesmanlike  manner.  His  at- 
tendance record  both  in  the  committee 
and  on  the  floor  of  this  House  has  been 
surpassed  by  few  Members.  Seldom  has 
he  been  absent  from  either  the  commit- 
tee or  from  a  session  of  this.  House  and 
always  he  has  voted,  both  on  the  record 
and  off,  on  the  side  he  considered  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  greatest  number  of 
citizens.  He  showed  no  partiality  for 
any  particular  group. 

My  colleague  was  ever  a  seeker  after 
knowledge.  He  was  a  collector  of  rare 
books,  being  especially  interested  in 
those  which  dealt  with  religion  and  phi- 
losophy. He  had  more  than  300  Bibles 
in  his  collection. 

He  was  deeply  religious  and  practiced 
his  religion  by  effective  work  both  in 
the  church  and  among  his  fellow  men. 
He  was  temperate  in  all  things.  All  of 
his  life  he  has  espoused  the  cause  of 
temperance,  and  he  practiced  his  phi- 
losophy in  this  respect  diligently. 

He  reared  a  fine  family  of  3  sons  and 
2  daughters.  It  was  a  happy  family  be- 
cause he  was  devoted  to  his  wife  and 
children.  He  has  given  to  each  of  his 
children  a  splendid  education,  wise  coun- 
sel, and  wonderful  companionship. 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  difficult  for  me  to 
find  appropriate  words  to  express  myself 
about  one  so  beloved  and  respected,  so 
devoted  to  the  performance  of  his  offi- 
cial duties,  and  so  filled  with  love  for  his 
coimtry  and  his  fellow  man.  We  can  ill 
afford  to  lose  men  of  his  caliber,  but 
God,  in  His  infinite  wisdom,  knows  best, 
and  we  must  strive  to  meet  the  problems 
of  Ufe  from  this  time  on  without  him. 
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I  know  of  no  more  fitting  tribute  than 
one  whicb  my  colleague  liked  to  quote 
himself  fnun  the  lines  of  the  poet: 

So  Ilw,  that  when  thy  •ummona  oomM  to 

X>in 
The  Innumerable  caravan,  which  moirea 
To  that  mysterlouB  realm,  where  each  shall 

take 
His  chamber  in  the  silent  halls  of  death. 
Thou  go  not,  like  the  quarry  slave  at  night, 
Scotirged  to  his  dtmgeon,  but,  sustained  and 

soothed 
By  an  unfaltering  trust,  approach  thy  grave. 
Like  one  who  wraps  the  drapery  of  his  couch 
About  him.  and  lies  down  to  pleasant  dreams. 

ytc.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  McMillan]. 

Mr.  McMillan.  Mt.  Speaker.  I  have 
not  sufBcient  words  to  express  my  feel- 
ings over  the  shocking  news  of  the  pass- 
ing of  my  personal  friend.  Joe  Bryson. 
I  cannot  pass  up  this  opportunity  to  ex- 
press my  feelings  and  the  high  esteem 
I  held  for  my  friend  and  colleague.  Just 
10  minutes  before  he  suffered  the  stroke 
that  proved  to  be  fatal,  we  had  a  picture 
taken  of  the  South  Carolina  delegation 
in  Congress,  and  Joe  Bryson  seemed  to 
be  in  excellent  spirits  at  that  time. 

I  was  privileged  to  have  Jo«  Bryson 's 
acquaintance  since  we  attended  the  Uni- 
versity of  South  Carolina,  as  I  was  a 
freshman  in  the  university  when  Joe 
Bryson  was  a  senior.  He  was  highly 
respected  by  every  student  at  the  uni- 
versity and  all  the  professors. 

Joe  Bryson  and  I  were  elected  to  serve 
In  the  United  States  Congress  on  the 
same  date,  September  13.  1938.  He  has 
served  his  constituents  well  and  has  given 
his  entire  time,  energy,  and  his  all  in  an 
effort  to  properly  represent  the  ipeople 
of  South  Carolina  here  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives. 

I  have  always  believed  that  loyalty  Is 
the  primary.human  virtue.  Loyalty  was 
certainly  a  virtue  of  Joe  Bryson — loyalty 
to  his  Nation,  to  his  State,  and  to  his 
friends.  He  possessed  many  great  traits 
of  character,  utterly  uns^flsh;  his  loy- 
alty to  the  ones  he  tnisted  and  loved 
was  whole  and  complete. 

He  was  a  devoted  husband  and  father. 
I  have  never  known  any  man  that  en- 
joyed home  life  and  being  with  his  fam- 
ily more  than  Joe  Bryson. 

In  his  political  life,  he  possessed  ex- 
traordinary courage,  and  was  never 
afraid  to  speak  his  convictions.  He  was 
a  great  believer  in  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  there  is  no  power 
on  earth  that  could  have  caused  him  to 
deviate  from  the  course  which  he  be- 
lieved was  charted  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  He  was  a  great  stu- 
dent of  history,  and  spent  a  number  of 
hours  each  day  reading  the  life's  history 
of  our  former  great  statesmen  and 
heroes. 

I  have  never  known  Joe  Bryson  to  say 
an  unkind  word  about  anyone,  and  he 
was  always  eager  and  willing  to  lend  a 
helping  hand  to  any  person  who  wished 
his  counsel 

I  shall  personally  miss  Joi  Bryson,  as 
a  f'iend,  and  his  advice.  My  life  has 
cer.ainly  been  enriched  by  our  associa- 
tion and  our  imderstandlng.  I  shall  al- 
ways remember  him  as  a  great  states- 
man and  a  real  friend.   My  deepest  sym- 


pathy goes  out  to  his  lovely  wife  and  fine 
children. 

I  have  known  his  children  since  they 
were  small  They  have  all  turned  out  to 
be  great  young  men  and  women.  The 
yoimgest  child  is  in  college  today.  One 
of  his  sons  is  one  of  the  finest  physicians 
we  have  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
and  £mother  is  one  of  the  finest  lawyers 
in  our  State. 

The  English  language  does  not  provide 
me  with  sufficient  words  to  say  what  I 
would  like  to  say  about  my  friend,  Joe 
Bryson. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Dorn]. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Joe  Bryson  was  a  great  South 
Carolinian.  He  was  a  great  American. 
You  knew  him.  You  know  of  his  career 
and  character.  There  is  nothing  I  can 
add  here  thii;  morning  since  all  of  you 
knew  Joe  Bryson  and  know  of  his  dis- 
tinguished service  in  this  body.  I  first 
came  in  contact  with  Joe  Bryson  as  a 
boy  attending  the  political  campaign 
meetings  in  South  Carolina.  In  South 
Carolina  we  have  a  unique  system  of  ap- 
pearing on  tlie  same  platform  with  our 
opponents,  and  there  I  saw  for  the  first 
time  Joe  Bryson  in  his  campaign  for  the 
lieutenant  governorship  of  South  Caro- 
lina. Later  on  I  saw  him  in  his  cam- 
paign for  the  United  States  Senate. 
There  Is  one  thing  I  remember  about  him 
at  that  time — he  always  ran  a  clean  cam- 
paign, free  of  any  derogatory  remarks 
about  any  of  his  opponents,  and  that  was 
true  right  on  through  his  entire  life.  He 
served  in  this  great  body  for  over  14  years 
with  courage,  ability,  integrity,  and  with 
an  understanding  heart. 

Representative  Bryson's  life  was  a 
saga  in  the  progress  of  America.  He  was 
bom  in  North  Carolina  in  the  great 
Anglo-Saxon  region  that  has  produced  so 
many  great  Americans,  and  where  we  are 
told  today  that  the  purest  strain  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  race  is  to  be  found — the 
great  Smoky  Mountains  of  North  Caro- 
lina. He  came  from  there  into  our  State 
and  went  to  work  at  the  age  of  10  in  the 
textile  plants  and  worked  his  way  for  15 
years  througli  the  public  schools  and  the 
great  Purman  University,  the  Baptist 
college  in  Greenville,  and  then  to  the 
University  of  South  Carolina  where  he 
received  his  law  degree.  Soon  after 
graduation  he  went  to  the  statehouse 
and  then  to  the  State  senate  and  later 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States — 
one  of  the  highest  offices  in  the  gift  of 
the  American  people. 

One  thing  I  like  to  remember  about 
the  life  of  this  great  American  is  that  he 
always  advocated  moral  principles  both 
as  an  individual  and  in  his  public  life. 
I  think  that  is  one  of  the  finest  things 
that  can  be  said  about  anyone,  that  a 
person's  moral  and  ethical  standards 
were  the  highest.  He  knew  no  North  or 
South  or  East  or  West.  He  spoke  all  over 
this  great  country  for  those  principles 
and  ideals  that  he  believed  in.  "Greater 
love  hath  no  man  than  this — that  he  lay 
down  his  life  for  his  friends."  Joe  Bry- 
son died  in  the  saddle,  in  the  service  of 
his  country,  and  he  gave  his  Ufe  to  his 
friends,  the  people  of  the  United  States 
of  America.     Yes.  "they  pass  on,  but 


their  good  worics  follow  them,"  and  the 
good  works  of  Joe  Bryson  will  follow 
him  In  the  fine  family  of  five  children 
that  he  reared — each  of  them  knowing 
the  difference  between  right  and  wrong 
because  their  father  trained  them  and 
had  left  them  this  Christian  heritage. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with  deep  personal 
regret  that  I  have  to  appear  in  the  well 
of  the  House  today.  My  district  Joins 
Joe  Bryson's  for  ove:*  100  miles.  I  have 
appeared  on  many  platforms  with  him. 
I  remember  my  mother  and  father,  when 
I  was  a  Representative-elect,  going  to  a 
Baptist  all-day  meeting  in  an  adjoining 
county  where  Joe  Bryson  was  the 
sp>eaker.  My  mother  and  father  spoke 
to  him  about  their  son  coming  to  the 
Congress,  new  and  young,  and  asked  him 
to  advise  me,  which  he  subsequently  did. 
I  greatly  appreciated  his  advice  and 
counsel.  I  can  hardly  find  words  to  ex- 
press my  sympathy  to  his  splendid  wife 
and  his  noble  five  children.  The  Ameri- 
can people  have  lost  a  great  man,  one 
who  came  up  in  the  traditions  of  Lin- 
coln and  John  C.  Calhoun  in  that  he 
did  not  have  the  opportunity  that  many 
of  the  rest  of  our  American  citizens  have. 

Joe  Bryson's  last  public  utterance  was 
a  beautiful  prayer  while  standing  at  the 
dinner  table  a  few  seconds  before  he  suf- 
fered the  fatal  stroke — symbolic  of  the 
life  that  he  lived.  My  deepest  sympa- 
thy always  to  his  beloved  wife  and  chil- 
dren. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
LMr.  Deane]. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  diffi- 
cult at  a  time  like  this  to  express  our 
feelings.  As  I  think  of  Joe  Bryson  I  am 
reminded  of  the  words  of  a  docker  in 
one  of  the  great  ports  of  Britain.  He 
said: 

When  you  begin  with  the  sins  of  others  you 

are  only  guessing. 
When    you    start    with    yourself    you   know 

where  you  are. 

There  was  no  finger-pointing  by  Joe 
Bryson.  He  t)egan  with  himself.  He 
followed  and  lived  out  those  moral  stand- 
ards which  are  alone  going  to  be  the 
answer  to  the  friction  and  division  and 
the  crucial  issues  facing  our  country  and 
the  world. 

I  think  the  outstanding  characteristic 
of  our  beloved  friend  was  his  tolerance. 
Joe  stood  where  I  am  standing  on  March 
3  and  set  forth  this  tolerance  so  char- 
acteristic of  his  life.  On  that  date  we 
were  honoring  the  30th  anniversary  of 
the  services  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  CellerI. 

Let  me  share  with  you  as  my  words 
the  words  that  Joe  expressed  on  that 
occasion.    He  said: 

This  very  day  I  sat  on  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee as  I  have  for  some  years  between  a 
Catholic  and  a  Jew.  I,  myself,  being  a  Prot- 
estant and  a  Baptist. 

Joe  then  mentioned  that  on  the  pre- 
vious Sunday,  as  was  his  custom,  he  was 
attending  church.  That  because  of  the 
renovations  being  made  in  his  Wash- 
ington church,  the  Calvary  Baptist 
Church,  he  worshiped  in  the  Washing- 
ton Hebrew  Cathedral,  the  church  of 
Mr.  Celler,  that  had  been  placed  at  the 
use  of  his  church. 


Joe  continued: 

Shall  I  ask  the  brave  soldier  who  fights  by 
my  side 
In  the  cause  of  mankind.   If  oxir  creeds 
agree? 
Shall  I  give  up  the  friend  I  have  valued  and 
tried 
If  he  kneel  not  before  tte  same  altar  with 
me? 

Joe  next  made  this  oljservation: 

It  Is  comforting  to  know  that  there  seems 

to  be  a  trend  of  greater  religious  tolerance  in 

our  fair  land. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  refer  to  his  col- 
league [  Mr.  Celler  1  : 

Although  I  am  often  on  the  other  side 
from  my  friend  in  the  many  controversial 
l.««ue8  confronting  us,  I  liave  never  ques- 
tioned his  sincerity  or  purpose. 

• 

That  was  the  spirit  of  our  colleague 
whose  passing  we  mourn  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  reminded  of  the 
terrific  pressure  that  Members  of  the 
House  must  face.  The  folks  back  home 
do  not  always  fully  understand  the  bur- 
dens we  bear.  Night  after  night  our  dear 
friends  from  home  come  and  expect  a 
pleasant  visit  in  Washington,  and  they 
want  us  to  join  with  them  and  it  is  hard 
to  say  "No."  Joe  was  one  of  those  fel- 
lows for  whom  it  was  difficult  to  say 
"No." 

Joe  was  alert  to  the  needs  of  his  col- 
leagues and  the  people  he  served.  It  is 
sinRular,  I  feel,  that  Joe  only  so  recently 
.spelled  out  his  own  philosophy  of  life. 
Prom  this  March  3  address  our  late  col- 
league continued: 

I  am  pleased  that  such  occasions  as  this 
are  marked  before  our  colleagues  are  sum- 
moned to  their  final  rewa-d.  Too  often  we 
neglect  speaking  words  of  iippreclatlon,  com- 
fort, and  encouragement  to  those  entitled 
thereto  until  they  have  already  answered  the 
final  rollcall. 

Some  unknown  poet  has  left  these  signifi- 
cant words  which  are  most  applicable  on 
this  occasion: 

"Wht  WArr  roB  DcAmr 

"I  would  rather  have  one  little  rose 
FYom  the  garden  of  n  friend 
Than  to  have  the  choicest  flowers 
When  my  stay  on  earth  must  end. 

**I  would  rather  have  the  kindest  words 
And  a  smile  that  I  ca^i  see 
Than  flattery  when  my  heart  is  still 
And  this  life  has  ceased  to  be. 

"I  would  rather  have  a  loving  smile 
Prom  friends  I  know  are  true 
Than  tears  shed  "round  my  casket 
When  this  world  I  bid  adieu. 

"Bring  me  all  the  flowers  today. 
Whether  pink  or  white  or  red: 
I'd  rather  have  one  bl'Sssom  now 
Than  a  truckload  when  I'm  dead." 

My  wife  and  I  would  sincerely  share 
With  Mrs.  Bryson  and  members  of  this 
devoted  family  in  their  great  loss. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Celler]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  sadness 
has  descended  upon  us;  our  Joe  has  left 
the  scene. 

No  man  was  more  gentle  or  benign; 
his  kindliness  and  good  humor  were  in- 
fectious; tolerance  and  respect  for  the 
individual  ever  guided  his  word  and  ac- 
tion. We  never  found  him  ill-tempered; 
he  was  always  armed  with  the  breast- 
Plate  of  good  humor.   He  had  a  great  re- 


ligiosity and  a  firm  sense  of  righteous- 
ness. It  was  never  in  Joe  to  harm  any- 
one. 

Death  is  always  untimely.  We  never 
considered  Joe  ill  or  weak  in  mind,  or 
heart,  or  body;  his  going  from  us,  there- 
fore, is  as  sad  as  it  is  stunning  to  us. 
He  was  ever  firm  in  his  convictions  and 
his  friendships.  Storms  broke  over  his 
head  because  of  his  views,  but  he  clung 
steadfastly  to  them  becai\se  he  always 
kept  faith  with  his  conscience.  So  it  was 
with  his  allegiance  to  his  fellows;  he 
bound  himself  to  friends  with  hoops  firm 
and  unseverable. 

He  was  my  friend;  and,  as  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  North  Carolina, 
our  beloved  colleague  [Mr.  Deane],  just 
said  at  this  lectern,  only  a  day  or  so  ago 
he  expressed  heartfelt  feelings  for  our 
relationship  here.  To  me  his  words 
uttered  then  will  remain  unforgettable. 
I  am  Indeed  distressed  by  his  passing. 
Death  found  him  a  shining  mark.  It 
will  be  difficult  to  contemplate  life  in 
the  Judiciary  Committee  without  him; 
his  quaint  sayings  and  wise  homilies  al- 
ways spread  enlightenment  upon  the 
darkness  engendered  by  intense  contro- 
versy. His  seat  is  vacant;  it  is  draped 
with  our  sorrow. 

We  ask  ourselves:  Why?  Why?  Why  is 
he  struck  down  at  the  height  of  the  full- 
ness of  his  years  when  the  wisdom  that 
years  and  experience  had  brought  en- 
riched our  proceedings  here  and  the 
country  out  there?  Our  lips  are  muted 
in  silence;  it  is  God's  inscrutable  will. 
We  bow  in  reverence  to  the  inevitable. 

We  intensely  admired  Joe  in  life;  now 
we  shall  love  and  resi>ect  his  memory. 
We  usually  love  all  the  more  because  we 
know  the  object  of  our  affection  cannot 
endure  forever.  We  need  not  wear  black 
for  Joe,  because  he  is  now  the  guest  of 
God. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Reed]. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  sudden  and  unforeseen  death  of  Joe 
Bryson  is  a  distinct  shock.  Seemingly 
In  the  best  of  health  and  as  cheerful  as 
usual,  he  was  summoned  to  the  great 
beyond.  Joe  was  an  able  and  conscien- 
tious legislator.  He  was  a  friend  who 
always  greeted  you  with  a  smile.  His 
little  quips  of  humor  had  the  effect  of 
making  contagious  his  good  nature  and 
amiable  disposition.  He  served  many 
years  on  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
He  was  alert,  industrious,  courageous, 
and  keen  of  mind.  In  the  most  contro- 
versial matters  wherein  he  had  definite 
convictions,  I  never  saw  an  indication  of 
loss  of  temper  or  a  disinclination  to  con- 
sider with  fairness  the  arguments  of 
those  with  whose  views  he  differed.  His 
was  a  judicial  mind.  He  desired  to  know 
the  facts,  and,  if  convinced  that  he  was 
In  error,  had  the  courage  to  acknowledge 
It.  His  opinions  were  highly  regarded  by 
the  members  of  our  committee.  We 
deeply  deplore  his  death.  God  In  His 
Infinite  wisdom  determined  that  Joe 
Bryson  had  completed  the  labors  that 
were  his  to  perform  on  this  earth  and 
welcomed  him  to  "that  house  not  made 
with  hands,  eternal  In  the  heavens." 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  fnmi  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Chatham]. 


Mr.  CHATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
I  came  to  the  81st  Congress  I  received 
a  warm,  friendly  hand  from  Joe  Bryson. 
As  we  became  better  acquainted  I  learned 
to  look  to  him  as  a  kindly,  gentle.  Chris- 
tian friend,  a  man  of  integrity,  high 
ideals,  common  sense,  and  great  ability. 

He  represented  the  huge  textile  area 
of  his  State  and  was  familiar  with  all 
those  problems  that  we  have  known  in 
that  indiistry.  He  had  a  clear  under- 
standing of  the  responsibilities  of  man- 
agement and  labor,  he  knew  from  his 
own  experience  that  the  growth  of  his 
area  depended  upon  hard  work  and  mu- 
tual understanding  between  all  his  con- 
stituents. He  was  wise  enough  to  recog- 
nize that  in  his  heart  there  were  no 
class  distinctions. 

He  leaves  to  his  family  and  friends  a 
splendid  heritage — one  that  will  remain 
green  in  their  memory  for  all  time. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Graham]. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the 
3d  day  of  January  1939.  among  the  four 
hundred -and-some-odd  Members  of  this 
House  who  stood  here  to  take  the  oath 
there  were  114  Members  who  entered  for 
the  first  time.  I  was  one  of  those  and 
the  Honorable  Joe  Bryson  was  another. 
Of  that  114,  90  have  now  departed  from 
these  halls.  Only  24  are  left.  Thirty- 
two  have  passed  on  to  be  with  their  God. 

In  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
where  I  have  served  ever  since  I  entfered 
Congress  only  four  men  are  now  left, 
the  Honorable  Emanxtel  Celler.  the 
Honorable  Francis  Walter  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  and  the  Honorable  Chaoncey 
Reed  and  myself  on  the  Republican 
side. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  79th  Congress 
Joseph  Bryson  became  a  member  of  that 
committee.  I  remember  well  his  first 
day.  We  all  shook  hands  'and  became 
acquainted.  He  turned  to  me  and  said: 
"You  know.  I  have  not  had  much  expe- 
rience in  Federal  work  and  I  will  be 
leaning  on  you  pretty  heavily."  I  said, 
"You  can  lean  on  me  as  long  as  you  want 
and  as  hard  as  you  want." 

That  was  the  beginning  of  a  firm  and 
lasting  friendship.  His  virtues  have 
been  told  here  and  there  is  nothing  that 
can  be  added.  As  I  think  of  him,  I 
think  first  of  a  gentle,  Christian  spirit. 
It  is  hard  to  believe  that  any  man  In 
these  troublesome  days  of  tenslcxi  and 
sharp  discords  could  maintain  the 
sweetness  that  this  man  carried  through 
his  life.  He  knew  no  racial  bounds,  he 
knew  no  political  bounds.  To  him  all 
men  were  brothers.  His  favorite  salu- 
tation to  me  was,  "How  are  you.  Brother 
Graham?"  and  I  knew  that  in  his  sin- 
cerity of  heart  he  meant  that.  His 
many  quips  of  humor  have  been  alluded 
to.  and  rich  they  were,  and  often  they 
broke  the  tension  of  sharp  debate  and 
bitter,  acrimonious  legal  struggles. 
Throughout  all  he  maintained  his  sweet- 
ness, his  gentleness,  and  his  firmness. 
He  never  compromised,  and  I  always 
admired  him  for  the  strength  of  his 
character  and  his  willingness  to  go  more 
than  a  mile  to  meet  the  opposition.  It 
has  been  said  that  we  shall  miss  him. 
We  will  miss  him  far  more  than  we  can 
ever  say  by  mere  words.  Many  years 
ago  the  patriarch  Job  said,  "If  a  man 
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die,  shall  he  live  agfdn?"  Later  on  he 
said,  "I  know  that  my  Redeemer  liveth" 
and  Job  Bsyson  today  Is  with  his  Re- 
deemer and  his  life  will  live  on  for  years 
and  years  to  come. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 

Prust]  .    

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  [^)eaker,  because 
our  comprehension  is  fibced  by  the  finite 
limitation  of  our  minds,  we  cannot 
imderstand  why  Joe  Brtson.  who  yester- 
day, with  so  much  vigor,  participated  in 
the  affairs  of  this  forum,  is  not  with  us 
today.  But  that  is  a  reality  that  I 
learned  with  such  a  feeling  of  shocking 
loneliness  while  having  my  breakfast  this 
morning. 

Many  years  ago  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  when  I  shall  come  to  the 
end  of  what  we  call  the  Journey  of  life, 
and  I  look  back  on  those  things  that  I 
cherish  most,  they  will  be  the  warm,  per- 
sonal  friendships   that   I   made    while 
traveling    along    this    journey    of    life. 
That  was  the  kind  of  friend  I  had  in  Joe 
Brtson.    He  stands  very  high  on  my 
roster  of  vinr  warm,  personal  friend- 
ships.   His  was  a  warm  friendship  be- 
cause it  emanated  from  a  warm  heart, 
from  an  understanding  mind,  from  a 
charitable  soul.    When  I  first  came  here 
in  the  77th  Congress,  he  was  one  of  the 
first  men  with  whom  I  became  rather 
intimately  acquainted.    That  acquaint- 
anceship and  association  has  become  en- 
riched through  the  years  since  that  time. 
Other  colleagues  of  ours  and  his  have 
already  paid  tribute  to  the  alertness  and 
discipline  of  his  mind,  to  his  quiet,  keen 
wit  and  sense  of  humor,  and  to  his  strong 
moral  convictions.    There  was  never  any 
venomous  sting  in  any  of  the  wit  or  hu- 
mor that  came  from  Job  Brtson.    He 
was  tolerant,  and  that  is  a  quality  of 
character  which  already  has  been  men- 
tioned by  nearly  every  colleague  who  has 
taken  the  well  of  the  House  to  pay  trib- 
ute, to  his  memory.    I  think  perhaps  as 
much  or  more  than  any  person  I  have 
ever  known.  Job  Brtson  found  in  his 
deeci  religious  faith,  in  those  deep  wells 
of  faith  inside  himJself,  great  resources 
of  inner  strength  and  calm  courage.    It 
was  with  a  great  sense  of  loneliness  and 
loss  that  I  learned  of  his  death  this 
morning.    I  think,  perhaps,  as  he  pro- 
gressed day  after  day,  developing  the 
great  qualities  of  character  that  mark 
him  in  our  own  minds  and  in  our  mem- 
ory, he  probably  came  as  near  practic- 
ing the  philosophy  of  those  closing  lines 
of  one  of  our  great  poets,  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes,  in  The  Chambered  Nautilus,  as 
any  man  I  have  ever  known: 

Bulk!  thee  more  stately  manalonfi,  O  my  soxil, 

Aa  tbe  swift  seasons  roll  I 

Leave  thy  low-vaulted  paat! 

Let  each  new  temple,  nobler  than  the  last. 

Shut  thee  from  heaven  with  a  dome  more 
vast, 

TIU  thou  at  length  art  free. 

Leaving  thine  outgrown  shell  by  life's  un- 
resting sea! 

I  join  with  all  of  you  in  extending 
deep  and  sincere  ssnnpathy  to  his  family 
in  this  hour  of  grief  and  sorrow. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Michigan  [Miss 

IbOXPSON]. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan,  Mr. 
Speaker.    I    was    greatly    grieved    and 


shocked  to  learn  this  morning  of  the 
passing  of  our  dear  colleague  Congress- 
man Bryson.  Congressman  Brtson  and 
I  have  been  on  the  same  committee  since 
I  came  to  Congress,  and  no  later  than 
yesterday  he  was  one  of  us  in  a  com- 
mittee meeting. 

I  shall  always  very  vividly  remember 
Mr.  Brtson.  About  a  year  ago  he  and 
I,  with  two  members  of  the  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  were  sent  to  California 
to  make  an  investigation.  During  that 
long  flight,  to  that  far-off  State  and  back, 
we  spent  many  hours  together  talking 
about  various  things.  Congressman 
Brtson  explained  to  me  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  the  proper  ethics  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  and  I  am  sure 
I  shall  profit  by  his  good  advice.  Con- 
gressman Brtson  told  me  most  inter- 
estingly his  whole  life's  history.  He 
talked  to  me  about  his  family  and  how 
much  they  meant  to  him. 

Mr.  Brtson  was  a  man  of  fine  Chris- 
tian character;  he  was  a  great  states- 
man and  a  loyal  friend.  I  have  since 
come  to  know  his  wife  and  their  family. 
My  heart  goes  out  to  them  today  in  this 
their  great  hour  of  sorrow. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  jrleld 
to  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr.  Her- 

LONC]. 

Mr.  HERLONO.  Mr.  Speaker,  like  all 
the  other  Members  who  have  spoken 
here,  I  too,  was  greatly  shocked  this 
morning  when  I  heard  of  the  passing  of 
my  dear  friend  and  brother,  Joe  Brtson. 
Joe,  or  Brother  Joe,  as  we  called  him, 
was  an  outstanding  legislator.  We  are 
going  to  miss  his  accomplishments  as  a 
legislator  but  I  think  even  more  than 
that  we  are  going  to  miss  the  kindly 
twinkle  in  his  eye  as  he  came  up  with 
some  philosophical  gem.  He  was  really 
a  friend  to  the  Members  of  Congress. 

There  is  nothing  I  can  add  to  what 
has  been  said  about  the  character  of  this 
good  and  great  man.  His  character,  too. 
spoke  for  itself.  There  exuded  from  the 
great  heart  of  Joe  Brtson  a  great  out- 
pouring of  love  for  his  fellow  man.  Be- 
cause he  loved  us  so  much,  he  strength- 
ened our  love  for  him.  I  loved  Joe  Brt- 
son, and  I  am  sure  everybody  that  knew 
him  loved  him.  My  family  and  I  join 
with  you  all  in  extending  to  his  fine 
family  our  deepest  sympathy  in  their 
and  our  country's  great  loss. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Keating]. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
death  of  no  Member  of  the  House  could 
have  stunned  or  grieved  me  more  than 
that  of  Joe  Brtson.  He  was  kind, 
thoughtful,  tolerant,  and  always  a  true 
friend.  One  of  the  most  entertaining 
and  enriching  experiences  of  my  con- 
gressional life  was  when  I  was  fortunate 
enough  to  be  on  a  trip  with  Joe  Bryson 
and  our  former  colleague,  beloved  by 
all  of  us.  Prank  Fellows,  of  Maine.  Only 
those  who  have  been  privileged  to  know 
well  both  of  those  men,  so  different  in 
many  of  their  interests  yet  so  alike  in  ca- 
pacity for  friendliness  and  infectious 
sense  of  humor,  could  appreciate  the 
significance  of  this  experience.  Joe 
Brtson  always  illumined  and  enlivened 
any  group  with  which  he  was  associated. 
He  was  withal  a  man  of  sterling  charac- 
ter.   Many  of  us  are  better  men  because 


we  knew  Joe  Brtson.    He  has  given  of 
himself  to  our  lives  and  personalities. 

In  addition,  in  our  work  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  his  contribu- 
tions were  outstanding.  He  was  always 
ready  to  sit  down  and  discuss  the  details 
of  a  measure  to  try  to  work  out  some- 
thing which  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
differing  viewpoints.  No  man  I  have 
known  exhibited  a  more  tolerant  attitude 
toward  those  with  whom  he  differed. 
However,  if  it  became  a  matter  of  com- 
promise with  a  principle,  that  was  where 
Joe  Brtson  drew  the  line.  He  had  fixed 
ideas  of  right  and  wrong.  He  never 
swerved  from  the  path  he  believed  was 
right.  He  served  as  chairmsm  of  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  of  which  I  now  have  the  honor 
to  be  chairman.  I  shall  miss  him  and 
his  sound  counsel  more  than  I  am  able 
to  express.  To  his  fine  wife  and  wonder- 
ful family.  I  want  to  join  in  expressing 
my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Riehlman],  who 
knew  and  loved  Joe  Brtson  as  I  did,  may 
have  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Graham).  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
news  of  Joe  Brtson's  death  came  as  a 
great  shock  to  me.  It  came  at  a  time 
when  Mrs.  Riehlman  and  I  were  dis- 
cussing the  day's  activities  and  she  was 
planning  to  spend  part  of  that  day  with 
Mrs.  Bryson.  Although  I  was  not  one 
of  his  intimate  friends.  I  had  learned  to 
admire  and  respect  him  for  his  outstand- 
ing Christian  character.  Whenever  hon- 
esty and  integrity  were  involved,  there 
was  never  a  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any 
Member  of  the  House  where  Joe  Brtson 
stood.  He  was  one  who  actually  put  into 
practice  his  religious  beliefs  and  convic- 
tions. His  great  spirit  and  friendliness 
will  be  deeply  missed  by  his  colleagues  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  To  his 
bereaved  family  I  extend  my  sincerest 
sympathy. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper  1 . 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  join  with  other  colleagues  in  express- 
ing brief  but  very  sincere  tribute  to  the 
life  and  character  and  public  service  of 
our  dear  friend  and  distinguished  col- 
league, the  Honorable  Joe  Brtson.  of 
South  Carolina.  He  and  I  had  offices 
next  door  to  each  other  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  I  enjoyed  a  warm  friend- 
ship with  him  during  that  period.  It 
truly  can  be  said  that  he  was  a  man  who 
professed  the  very  highest  attributes  of 
Christian  character  and  all  of  the  ster- 
ling characters  of  manhood — a  man  of 
recognized  ability  and  demonstrated  de- 
votion to  the  public  service.  I  join  with 
other  colleagues  in  conveying  to  his  fam- 
ily and  loved  ones  our  deepest  sympathy 
and  assure  them  that  we  share  the  great 
loss  they  have  sustained. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  New  York 
[Mrs.  St.  George]. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker, 
shortly  after  coming  to  Washington,  it 
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was  my  good  fortune  to  meet  and  to 
know  the  Honorable  Josbth  Betsom  at  a 
little  breakfast  group  that  I  attended  and 
which  he  had  attended  for  many  years 
before.  I  grew  to  respect  him  and.  I 
think,  to  know  him,  not  quite  as  well 
perhaps  as  many  of  his  older  friends  who 
have  spoken  so  well  and  ao  eloquently  of 
him  today.  He  was  a  man.  A  gentle 
soul,  and  yet  one  with  the  very  firmest 
and  strongest  convictions.  He  was  a 
good  man  in  the  truest  and  the  best 
sense  of  that  word.  For  these  reasons. 
he  was  always  able  \jo  express  himself 
moderately  and  with  tolerance.  He  was 
sure  of  his  faith.  He  was  svire  of  his 
principles.  He  did  not  have  to.  there- 
fore, indulge  in  histrionics  or  emotion. 
I  believe  that  all  of  us  who  knew  him 
are  the  better  for  that  friendship  and 
for  that  knowledge.  Y\>r  that  reason,  we 
can  certainly  sympathize  most  deeply 
with  his  family  and  with  his  widow,  but 
we  know  and  they  know  that  he  has  now 
gone  ahead  and  will  go  on  from  strength 
to  strength  in  that  i,Teater  and  larger 
life  where  some  day  we  all  hope  to  Join 
him, 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  JoNESl. 

Mr.  JONES  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  learned  with  great  sor- 
row of  the  death  of  my  friend  and  col- 
league, Hon.  Joseph  R.  Bryson,  of  the 
Fourth  Congressional  District  of  the 
State  of  South  Carolina.  I  Join  with  my 
colleagues  in  mourning  his  passing  and 
pause  to  pay  a  final  tribute  to  a  great 
South  Carolinian  and  a  great  American. 
It  has  been  my  privil(;ge  and  pleasiure  to 
know  Mr.  Bryspn  personally  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  and  I  count  it  an  honor  to 
have  served  with  him  in  Congress.  I 
served  with  him  as  a  member  of  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee,  and  was 
privileged  to  serve  as  a  member  of  his 
subcommittee  during  the  last  session  of 
Congress.  Throughout  this  association, 
I  have  come  to  know  Mr.  Bryson  well 
and  have  learned  to  respect  him  as  a 
man  of  great  ability,  and  strong  convic- 
tions as  well  as  a  man  of  strong  char- 
acter and  integrity.  We.  shall  miss  him 
here  in  the  Halls  of  Congress,  and  we 
shall  particularly  miss  him  in  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  Brtson  was  bom  in  the  mountains 
of  western  North  Carolina,  where  he 
developed  the  strong  characteristics  of 
our  mountain  people.  These  character- 
istics remained  with  htm  throughout  his 
life.  Early  in  life  he  moved  to  Green- 
ville, s.  C,  and  climbed  the  ladder  of 
success  which  ultimately  led  to  his  elec- 
tion to  Congress.  He  has  served  his  dis- 
trict, his  State,  and  his  Nation  well 
The  people  of  his  district  have  lost  a 
great  Congressman,  his  State  has  lost  a 
great  advocate,  and  the  Nation  has  lost  a 
great  statesman.  I  express  my  deep 
ss^mpathy  to  the  members  of  his  family 
upon  their  great  loss. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  minority  leader  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RaybxtrnI. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  the  passing  of  anyone  In  the  House 
could  have  shocked  me  more  than  the 
passing  of  Joe  Bryson.  He  looked  a  per- 
fect picture  of  health  on  yesterday  when 


he  spent  practically  all  of  the  session  on 
the  floor  of  the  House. 

Job  Bryson  lived  the  life  that  he  said 
he  believed  in.  His  was  a  good  soul.  His 
character  was  above  reproach.  Out 
there  somewhere,  where  good  spirits 
dwell,  when  the  spirit  of  Joe  Bryson  ap- 
proached he  weis  received  as  an  equal  to 
the  finest  spirits  there.  He  tsrpified 
morals.  He  typified  the  Christian  gen- 
tleman. He  practiced  what  he  preached. 
He  was  a  good  Christian  and  a  great 
American. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yiel,! 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I.  witli  others,  was  deeply 
shocked  to  learn  of  the  passing  of  Judge 
Brtson.  He  served  on  three  committees 
with  me  in  his  early  days  in  Congress. 
I  never  knew  him  to  be  anything  but  fine 
and  helpful.  I  feel  as  if  I  knew  his  con- 
stituents somewhat  also,  because  when 
he  was  entertaining  them  at  luncheon 
with  his  wife,  he  often  called  me  to  the 
table  and  I  had  an  opportunity  to  see 
the  love  and  respect  in  which  he  was 
held. 

I  sympathize  deeply  with  his  wife  and 
children.  My  constituents  in  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Massachusetts  also  mourn 
his  passing.  I  remember  the  time  of  the 
celebration  of  the  175th  anniversary  of 
the  Battle  of  Lexington  and  Concord. 
Judge  Brtson,  out  of  his  subcommittee 
of  the  Judiciary,  secured  the  passage  of 
a  bill  which  provided  for  a  commission 
of  Members  of  Congress  to  participate  in 
the  celebration.  It  came  out  of  the  main 
committee  and  passed  the  House  almost 
inunediately.  His  helpfulness  knew  no 
party  lines.  We  are  grateful  to  him. 
We  are  grateful  for  his  love  of  history 
and  love  of  his  cotmtry.  He  took  par- 
ticular interest  in  all  the  battles  of  our 
coimtry,  the  military  history  of  our 
country,  and  he  valued  the  strzngth  and 
the  fineness  of  the  people  of  our  coimtry. 
He  was  always  such  a  Christian,  such  a 
gentleman  in  the  debates  and  argu- 
ments on  the  floor  and  in  the  committees 
when  I  fear  some  of  us  are  not  too  gentle, 
not  too  courteous,  not  too  considerate  of 
one  another. 

I  imderstand  that  he  was  taken  very 
ill  just  after  the  blessing  which  he  in- 
voked before  a  dinner  of  a  group  of  tex- 
tile men.  He  went  very  quick^,  but  it 
is  terribly  hard  for  his  relatives  and 
friends. 

I  like  to  look  back  on  the  history  of  his 
early  life,  his  going  to  work  at  the  age 
of  ten  in  the  textile  mills  at  Greenville, 
S.  C;  and  I  like  to  remember  the  tire- 
less war  he  put  up  for  the  textile  in- 
dustry of  his  part  of  the  country  even 
though  sometimes  It  was.  we  thought, 
against  us  in  New  England.  He  was  al- 
ways fighting,  always  battling  for  his 
own  people  and  his  own  State.  I  en- 
joyed his  humor,  too.  The  last  words 
he  ever  spoke  to  me  were  a  few  days  ago 
when  Congressman  Lanb  and  I  passed 
him  while  he  was  sitting  over  there  near 
the  door.  We  went  by  and  he  hailed  us 
and  said  with  a  smile  on  his  lips  and  a 
twinkle  in  his  eye:  "You  know,  I  have 
plans  for  the  textile  industry  in  the 
South" — said  in  irindiinp^;.  yet  the  ever- 
lasting looking  after  the  interests  of  his 
own  people.    And  he  loved  us  all.  too,  in 


his  great  way.  We  shall  miss  him;  we 
shall  miss  his  spirit,  and  we  shall  miss 
his  inspiration.  His  courage,  ability. 
and  valiant  spirit  will  live  on  with  us. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Crttmpacker]. 

Mr.  CRUMFACKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
was  my  privilege  during  the  82d  Con- 
gress to  serve  on  the  subcommitte  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  which  was  chair- 
maned  by  Joseph  R.  Brtson.  During 
this  time  I  grew  to  know  him  very  well, 
and  I  soon  learned  to  value  his  friend- 
ship and  his  counsel.  His  unfailing  pa- 
tience and  good  humor  helped  to  smooth 
the  work  of  the  committee  which  in- 
volved long  and  oftentimes  bitter  hear- 
ings and  discussions  on  various  matters 
that  were  pending.  Last  summer  it  was 
also  my  privil^e  to  go  with  him  to 
Geneva.  Switzerland,  where  we  were 
members  of  the  United  States  delegation 
to  the  International  Copyright  Conven- 
tion. During  that  trip  I  grew  to  know 
him  even  better,  as  I  was  with  him  al- 
most continuously;  and  I  learned  to  re- 
spect him  the  more  the  better  I  grew 
to  know  him. 

In  my  opinion  there  have  been  few 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  had  a  more  even  temperament 
or  who  so  completely  lacked  bitterness. 
He  never  engaged  in  recrimination.  £md 
he  had  great  tolerance  for  his  fellow 
man  and  their  opinions. 

My  sympathies  are  extended  to  his 
very  fine  family.  He  will  be  mLssed — 
very  greatly  missed — ^in  this  House  and 
in  the  committee  which  he  served  so  long 
and  faithfully. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

BOGGSl. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  Zok  Brt- 
son was  truly  and  genuinely  a  man  from 
the  people  and  of  the  people,  a  man  who 
had  deep  love  and  afifection  in  his  hearts 
I  know  of  no  Member  in  this  body  on 
either  side  of  the  aisle  who  did  not  hold 
him  in  the  highest  esteem  or  who  did 
not  reciprocate  the  affection  he  had  for 
each  of  us.    We  shall  miss  him  greatly. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  did  not  read  the  newspaper 
this  morning  nor  did  I  listen  to  the  radio. 
As  a  result  I  learned  of  the  death  of  our 
colleague.  Job  Bbtson,  (mly  as  I  entered 
the  portals  of  this  Cliamber.  Of  course, 
it  was  a  shock.  It  was  the  type  of  shock 
that  I  have  not  received.  It  is  difficult, 
therefore,  to  egress  through  language 
my  sympathy.  However.  I  will  do  my 
best. 

Man  proposes;  but  God  disposes. 
Surely  this  is  the  case  in  reference  to 
the  life  of  Joe  Brtson.  Yesterday  morn- 
ing I  began  the  day  by  taking  breakfast 
with  h<m.  I  saw  him  nimierous  times  in 
the  course  of  the  day  and  had  oppor- 
tunities of  talking  to  him.  At  breakfast 
yesterday  morning  he  was  jovial,  yet 
serious.  He  told  us  stories  that  went 
back  to  his  early  youth  when  he  first 
worked  in  the  textile  industry  in  South 
Carolina.  Smne  of  these  stories  were 
witty,  some  were  serious.  He  told  us 
then,  oftmn^iiy  It  is  true,  about  some  of 
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his  plans  In  reference  to  the  textile  in- 
dustry, plans  that  would  help  lift  the 
standard  of  living  of  the  textile  work  in 
£Jouth  Carolina  and  in  the  deep  South. 
He  had  many  plans  and  much  work  to  do. 

He  was  sincerely  Interested  in  the 
plight  of  the  average  man  in  his  section 
of  the  United  States  and  in  this  country 
generally. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  poet  has  well 'said: 
"Where,  oh  where,  are  the  snows  of 
yesteryear?" 

They  are.  of  course,  in  the  streams. 
In  the  rivers,  and  in  the  seas;  they  are 
In  the  grasses,  the  leaves,  the  trees,  and 
the  flowers. 

So  It  was  with  Joe  Bryson.  He  lives 
on  with  us  in  spiirt.  In  his  personality, 
in  his  influence,  and  in  his  achievements 
in  the  great  work  he  tried  to  do  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  for  his 
people,  the  average  man.  and  especially 
the  people  in  the  textile  industry  in  the 
United  States.  So.  as  I  said,  his  spirit 
lives  with  us  today  and  he  will  be  with 
u :  in  the  time  that  lies  ahead. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  hearts  go  out  to  his 
devoted  widow  and  the  family  he  leaves 
behind.  We  extend  to  them  our  deepest 
sjonpathles. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Qoodwin]. 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
a  friend  whom  we  have  been  permitted 
to  know  more  intimately  than  usual  is 
suddenly  called  from  our  midst,  the  shock 
is  a  little  greater  and  the  grief  runs  a 
little  deeper.  Only  a  few  hours  ago  Mrs. 
Goodwin  and  I  were  talking  with  Joe 
Bryson  and  his  lovely  and  devoted  wife 
in  the  same  sort  of  happy  con^versatlon 
which  had  come  to  be  the  repetition  of 
so  many  more  that  have  gone  before. 
It  is  hard  for  me  to  realize  that  his  cheer- 
ful voice  is  stilled. 

Every  social  contact  with  him  outside 
the  halls  of  legislation  has  always  been 
a  stimulating  experience.  He  was  a  de- 
lightful conversationalist  and  his  ready 
wit  and  unfailing  good  humor  so  often 
used  to  punctuate  even  recital  of  the 
humdrum  experiences  of  everyday  life 
make  me  realize  in  this  hour  of  sorrow- 
ful retrospect  that  Joe  Bryson  had 
evolved  a  very  splendid  philosophy  of 
the  joy  of  living. 

I  shall  always  remember  my  service 
with  him  on  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciarsr^  and  particularly  my  service  un- 
der him  as  a  subcommittee  chairman. 
I  have  never  known  a  more  conscientious 
legislator.  His  district  and  his  State 
and  Nation  have  lost  a  Congressman  who 
adequately  met  the  measure  of  a  public 
servant  always  earnest  in  a  desire  to 
make  the  best  use  of  his  ability,  indus- 
try, and  talents  to  the  end  that  Govern- 
ment should  reflect  the  highest  Ideals  of 
citizenship. 

To  Mrs.  Bryson  and  to  that  splendid 
family  of  which  Joe  so  often  spoke  with 
such  becoming  pride,  I  extend  my  sin- 
cerest  ssonpathy. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Lucas]. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  had  I  not 
known  before  I  came  to  this  Chamber 
this  morning  of  Jox  Bryson 's  passing  I 
would  have  known  that  something  like 


that  had  happened  because  of  the  quiet- 
ness and  the  hushed  voices  that  I  ob- 
served when  I  entered.  That  in  itself  is 
a  tribute  to  Joe  Bryson,  because  we  all 
recognize  that  death  is  close  to  lis  all 
when  someone  to  whom  we  are  so  devoted 
like  Joe  Bryson  has  passed  from  our 
midst.  Really,  however,  it  is  rather  out 
of  character  for  us  to  be  funereal  about 
Joe  Bryson's  death ;  it  is  a  little  bit  sel- 
fish, I  think.  We  are  being  selfish  that 
we  have  lost  Joe.  and  that  is  understand- 
able. Joe  himself,  however,  would  not 
want  us  to  be  sad  or  anything  other  than 
cheery  and  jovial,  for  Joe  was  always 
happy.  He  was,  indeed,  the  very  person- 
ification of  happiness,  a  contagious  hap- 
piness he  imparted  to  all  who  associated 
with  him. 

There  are  two  things  about  Joe  that 
I  want  to  say  which  I  have  not  heard 
said  here  today.  One  is  in  connection 
with  his  work  in  the  church,  for  he  prac- 
ticed his  religion  both  in  his  district  and 
here,  too.  A  year  ago  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington w£is  the  scene  of  a  great  religious 
revival.  Dr.  Billy  Graham  came  to 
Washington  for  a  revival  out  at  the  Ar- 
mory, which  brought  the  light  of  salva- 
tion to  hundreds,  and  increased  the  joys 
of  many  of  us  in  the  living  of  God's  holy 
word.  Joe  Bryson  was  one  of  the  most 
diligent  in  attending  this  revival  and  in 
assisting  in  its  success.  Another  thing: 
You  know,  it  is  very  difficult  for  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  get  another  Member 
of  Congress  to  go  into  his  district  or  go 
somewhere  and  make  a  speech.  We  are 
reluctant  to  speak  outside  of  our  own 
districts.  A  month  or  more  ago  my 
preacher  out  in  my  Methodist  Church  in 
Arlington,  Va.,  asked  me  if  it  would  be 
I)ossible  for  me  to  get  a  speaker  to  come 
out  and  speak  at  one  of  our  lenten  serv- 
ices. I  asked  him  what  kind  of  a  sp>eaker 
he  wanted,  and  his  description  exactly 
fitted  Joe  Bryson.  So  I  went  to  Joe  and 
told  him  what  I  wanted,  and  Joe.  without 
a  moment  of  hesitation,  said,  "Certainly, 
I  will  be  glad  to  go."  I  regret  very  much 
that  I  did  not  have  the  privilege  of  in- 
troducing Joe,  because  he  passed  away 
before  he  was  able  to  fill  that  engage- 
ment. 

There  is  little  we  can  say  which  will 
be  consoling  to  Joe  Bryson's  family. 
But  I  hope  that  some  measure  of  con- 
solation is  given  to  them  in  knowing 
that  all  his  friends  here  share  their  sor- 
row. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Jonas]. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  caimot  allow  this  hour  to  pass 
without  expressing  publicly  the  deep 
sense  of  loss  I  feel  in  the  passing  of  a 
great  statesman  from  my  neighbor 
State  of  South  Carolina. 

Although  Joe  Bryson  represented  a 
South  Carolina  district  here,  we  in  North 
Carolina  felt  that  he  belonged  to  us  also. 
He  was  born  in  our  State,  and  we  North 
Carolinians  have  watched  with  pride  as 
he  climbed  the  ladder  of  success  in  our 
sister  State  and  In  the  Halls  of  Con- 
gress. 

I  shall  never  forget  that  soon  after  I 
came  here  in  January  he  sought  me  out 
and,  although  we  sit  on  opposite  sides  of 
this  center  aisle,  he  extended  to  me  the 
right  hand  of  fellowship  and  friendship. 


and  volunteered  to  help  me  in  every  way 
possible  In  learning  the  ropes  here. 

I  join  my  colleagues  from  South  Caro- 
lir^  and  elsewhere  in  expressing  my 
deep  sense  of  the  loss  not  only  to  South 
Carolina  but  to  the  Nation  In  the  pass- 
ing of  this  fine  citizen  and  this  great 
Representative  of  the  people. 

My  deepest  sympathy  goes  out  today 
to  his  family.  May  God  be  with  them 
in  this  hour  of  trial.  I  am  sure  of  only 
one  thing,  and  that  is  that  only  faith 
will  carry  them  through  their  ordeal 
courageously  and  victoriously. 

When  I  think  of  the  sudden  passing  of 
a  statesman  at  the  height  of  his  power 
and  influence,  I  recall  these  lines  writ- 
ten by  one  of  the  world's  greatest  think- 
ers: 

Our  little  systema  have  their  day. 
They  have  their  day  and  ceaae  to  be. 
They  are  but  broken  lights  of  thee 
But,  Thou.  O  Lord,  art  more  than  they. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Rogers!. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  share  with  my  colleagues  the  grief 
and  sorrow  they  have  expressed  here  in 
the  passing  of  our  mutual  friend,  Jos 
Bryson. 

I  think  the  greatest  tribute  that  could 
be  paid  to  Joe  Bryson  is  that  he  was  a 
Christian  gentleman.  I  think  that  Joe 
was  a  living  example  of  the  Golden  Rule. 
He  had  a  golden  heart,  he  had  a  bril- 
liant mind,  and  he  had  the  courage  of  his 
convictions.  He  possessed  all  the  quali- 
ties that  go  to  make  up  a  good  Christian 
gentleman. 

I  think  of  a  little  verse  I  learned  long 
ago  that  I  think  might  be  applicable  to 
Joe.    It  read  like  this: 

Dare  to  be  a  Daniel, 

Dare  to  stand  alone. 
Dare  to  have  a  purpose  and 

Dare  to  make  It  known. 

He  possessed  that  kind  cf  character. 
We  have  lost  a  valuable  Member  and  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  has  lost  a  great 
public  servant.  In  this  hour  may  the 
good  Lord  bless,  sustain,  and  keep  the 
members  of  hl$  family. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  LMr.  OHaraJ. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MInnesoU.  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  Mrs.  O'Hara  and  I  sat 
down  to  breakfast  this  morning,  upon 
opening  the  morning  paper  we  read  that 
my  dear  and  much  loved  friend.  Job 
Bryson,  had  passed  away.  I  do  not 
know  when  I  have  received  a  greater 
shock.  When  I  first  came  to  the  Con- 
gress in  1941,  I  had  the  privilege  of  be- 
ing assigned  to  serve  on  the  great  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  There  I  first 
became  acquainted  with  Joe  Bryson.  I 
feel  often  times  we  can  become  best  ac- 
quainted with  our  colleagues  in  the 
course  of  our  committee  work.  I  have 
known  many  beautiful  characters  in  my 
lifetime  who  have  left  upon  me  a  very 
deep  Impression,  but  I  do  not  know  of 
any  one  who  left  a  greater  Impression  on 
me  than  did  Joe  Bryson.  All  of  the 
beautiful  things  that  have  heretofore 
been  so  eloquently  said  about  him  are 
true.  He  was  bom  In  modest  circum- 
stances. He  obtained  his  education  in 
the  face  of  adversity  as  a  poor  boy.  I 
think  that  helped  to  make  him  the  great 
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and  understanding  soul  that  he  was.  I 
have  never  heard  him  say  one  unkind 
thing  or  make  an  intolerant  statement 
against  any  person  or  any  viewpoint. 

He  had  the  gift  of  believing  strongly 
but  dispassionately  in  his  own  principles 
but  recognised  the  k>gic  or  reasoning  be- 
hind the  position  of  aomeone  who  might 
differ  with  him.  I  think  the  tributes 
which  have  been  paid  to  Job  Bryson  to- 
day are  as  deep  and  sincere  as  I  have 
ever  heard  in  the  Halls  of  Congress. 
Every  one  is  appropriate.  The  only 
thing  that  has  not  been  mentioned  is 
that  Joe  Bryson  was  a  great  scholar.  I 
believe  the  private  library  that  he  had  is 
one  of  the  largest  of  any  Member  of  the 
Coiu^ress.  He  was  a  great  scholar  and 
student. 

To  his  lovely  wife  and  family,  I  want 
to  join  with, my  colleagues  in  extending 
tlie  s>'mpathy  which  we  do  fuUy  share 
and  to  wish  for  them  the  strength  and 
guidance  which  somehow  I  feel  he  has 
Imparted  to  them  to  carry  them  through' 
Uiese  dark  hours. 

My  syn^pathy  goes  to  the  great  State 
of  South  Carolina  and  to  the  people  that 
Joe  Bryson  so  devotedly  and  so  lojrally 
served.  May  I  say  to  you  that  this  coun- 
try has  not  only  lost  a  great  public  serv- 
ant, but  a  great  American. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
I  Mr.  CarlyleJ. 

Mr.  CARLYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  con- 
science would  reprove  me  at  this  time 
should  I  fail  to  add  my  words  of  com- 
mendation and  deep  appreciation  for  the 
splendid  life  and  works  of  the  distin- 
gui.shed  Congressman  from  Greenville, 
S.  C.  Horv  Joseph  R.  Bryson. 

I  am  far  from  sure  as  to  how  great  a 
loss  I  have  sustained  at  this  time,  be- 
cause each  opportunity  that  I  had  to  be 
in  his  presence  brought  new  enrichment 
into  my  life.  Congressman  Bryson  was 
a  superb  man.  and  those  who  knew  him 
best  appreciate  the  true  significance  of 
this  statement.  He  was  possessed  of  a 
fertile  brain,  a  kind  heart,  and  a  real 
determination  to  be  at  all  times  helpful. 
His  many  fine  attributes  caused  one  to 
know  that  he  was  a  good  man  and  one  In 
whom  confidence  could  be  safety  placed. 
It  had  not  been  my  privilege  to  know  him 
before  I  came  to  Congress,  but  a  short 
acquaintance  with  him  caused  me  to 
know  that  he  was  always  sincere,  forth- 
rifiht.  and  highly  dependable,  and  a  true 
friendship  was  formed. 

He  sponsored  much  wholesome  and 
beneficial  legislation,  and  when  legisla- 
tion came  before  the  House  which  had 
for  its  purpose  to  be  of  real  and  perma- 
nent benefit  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. Joe  Bryson's  support  was  assured. 
When  I  consider  the  many  splendid 
qualities  possessed  by  this  true  states- 
man and  the  nature  of  the  legislation 
which  claimed  his  attention,  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  he  has  completely  departed, 
because  his  life  aiKl  his  works  have  been 
indelibly  impressed  upon  the  Members 
of  this  House  and  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  they  will  continue  to  Mess 
mankind  for  many  years  to  come. 

He  was  a  family  man  and  was  a  de- 
voted husband  and  father.  He  loved  his 
church,  and  with  all  of  his  energies  he 
supported  its  many  activities.    He  fer- 


Tently  b^eved  in  the  cause  of  education 
and  never  failed  to  lend  his  aid  to  edu- 
cational institutions.  Only  yesterday  I 
talked  with  him.  and  every  appearance 
indicated  that  he  would  have  many  more 
years  of  fruitful  service  to  his  district, 
his  State,  and  this  country.  However,  it 
has  been  well  said:  'That  life  is  long 
which  answers  life's  great  end." 

To  his  devoted  wife  and  children  I 
humbly  extend  my  deepest  sympathy  in 
this  period  of  their  Irreparable  loss.  In 
future  years  I  shall  have  many  occasions 
to  think  of  Congressman  Job  Bryson. 
and  I  am  now  more  firmly  convinced 
than  ever  that  the  poet  was  using  in- 
spired words  when  It  was  written; 

There  Is  no  death,  I  am  sure  of  that. 

The  thing  that  seems  to  be 
Is  but  a  touch  oX  wUiter 

That  lays  bare  the  spreading  tree. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  fixun  Maine  [Mr. 
HaleJ. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  unlike  many 
of  those  who  have  spoken  here  today,  I 
WEis  not  an  Intimate  friend  of  Joe  Bry- 
son's. I  never  served  on  the  same  com- 
mittee with  him.  We  were  never  closely 
associated  in  the  work  of  this  body,  but 
I  certainly  knew  him  well  enough  and 
saw  enough  of  him  to  realize  that  there 
was  a  man  of  rare  quality,  of  great  in- 
tegrity, great  gentleness,  and  great  de- 
votion, both  as  a  legislator  and  a  servant 
of  his  people  and  of  all  the  people  of 
this  country. 

It  chanced  that  exactly  48  hours  ago 
Joe  Bryson  and  I  were  seated  side  by 
side  in  the  chamber  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  whither  each  of  us  had 
gone  to  move  the  admission  of  a  member 
of  the  bar.  I  had  some  casual  conversa- 
tion, trifling  and  unsuspecting,  with  my 
colleague  on  that  occasion.  Certainly 
there  was  nothing  In  his  mind  or  In 
mine,  or  in  that  of  anyone  present,  to 
suggest  that  my  service  in  this  body 
would  be  extended  beyond  his.  I  am 
aghast  at  the  Inscrutable  decision  which 
gives  me  the  privilege  of  standing  here 
and  praising  my  lost  colleague  instead 
of  his  being  here  speaking  kindly,  as  I 
hope  he  would  have,  of  me.  It  makes  one 
feel  very  poignantly  how  unworthy  we 
are  to  carry  on  the  work,  from  which  so 
many  and  such  noble  spirits  are  taken 
away.  I  can  only  hope  that  in  Joe  Bry- 
son's case,  his  leaving  means  only  that 
he  has  been  called  earlier  to  a  far  greater 
reward. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Peighan]. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  came 
to  me  this  morning  as  a  sudden  shock 
and  with  deep  regret  when  I  learned  of 
the  imtimely  death  of  my  distinguished 
friend  and  colleague,  Joe  Bryson.  It 
has  been  my  pleasure  during  the  past  10 
years  to  serve  on  the  same  committee 
as  Brother  Joe;  it  has  been  my  pleasure 
also  to  sit  next  to  him  for  many  years. 
We  all  knew  Joe  as  a  man  with  a  keen 
Intellect,  a  keen  perception  about  any 
problem  he  studied  and  about  many  that 
he  had  not  even  studied.  He  had  ability 
to  express  himself,  he  had  a  melodious 
voice,  he  was  a  prodigious  worker,  he 
was  an  avid  reader  and  a  very  able 
scholar.    He  was  to  many  of  os  a  gentle 


spirit,  a  wonderful  raconteur  of  excep- 
tional ability,  we  eivJoyed  his  company 
and  profited  by  it  when  he  was  working 
and  heliiing  us  to  solve  our  problems.  I 
like  to  remember  him  as  the  epitome  of 
a  true  Christian  gentleman.  There  was 
a  gentleness  about  his  spirit  and  a  height 
and  depth  in  his  soul  that  made  one 
realize  that  Joe  Bryson  was  a  walking 
example  of  what  we  as  Christians  strive 
to  be. 

I  think  the  Lord  was  most  kind  to  Joe 
when  he  called  him  suddenly,  because 
Joe's  life  was  one  in  which  he  was  alw&j's 
prepared  to  meet  his  Maker  and  to  enter 
into  his  eternal  reward. 

Joe  was  very  devoted  to  his  family, 
and  they  likewise  were  extremely  devoted 
to  him.  They  were  devoted  to  him  be- 
cause to  them  he  exhibited  in  a  family 
way  the  same  qualities  he  .exhibited  to 
everyone  with  whom  he  came  In  con- 
tact. It  is  Indeed  a  terrific  blow  to  his 
family,  but  I  certainly  feel  that  they  will 
take  consolation  in  the  fact  that  Joe  did 
not  leave  this  earth  after  a  struggle  with 
illness  but  went  huiTledly  to  his  richly 
deserved  divine  reward. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  tlie  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 

JOKNSON ] . 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  every 
one  of  us  has  heard  the  remark  that 
there  Is  notl^lng  as  certain  as  death,  and 
nothing  as  uncertain  as  Uie  time  of 
death.  We  were  forcibly  reminded  of 
that  this  morning  when  we  read  the  sad 
news  of  the  death  of  Jox  Bryson. 

It  was  my  privilege  and  pleasure  to 
have  known  Job  Bryson  for  10  years. 
To  me  he  was  the  perfect  example  of  a 
true  southern  Christian  gentleman,  and 
I  say  "southern"  because  the  average 
southerner  possesses  a  certain  graclous- 
ness  that  Is  usually  lacking  in  those  who 
come  from  other  parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Bryson  was  an  able  legislator,  he 
was  an  outstanding  individual,  and  he 
had  a  keen  sense  of  humor.  I  happen  to 
be  one  of  those  who  believes  that  an  in- 
dividual does  not  have  to  die  In  order  to 
enjoy  the  blessings  of  heaven.  Jox  Bry- 
son was  one  of  those  men  who  thoroughly 
enjoyed  being  here  on  earth.  His  life 
was  one  of  which  It  could  be  said  he  had 
a  part  of  heaven  during  his  earthly  life. 

He  was  a  tolerant  man.  he  was  friendly, 
kind,  able  and.  as  I  stated,  he  had  a  keen 
sense  of  humor.  I  will  be  pardoned,  I 
know,  if  I  relate  the  following  incident, 
which  Illustrates  his  sort  of  playful 
humor.  When  I  told  Mr.  Bryson  that 
my  daughter  had  married  a  South  Caro- 
linian, he  told  me  then,  and  repeated  the 
statement  many  times,  Uiat  'she  was  a 
mighty  lucky  girL"  Of  course,  I  also 
share  that  view.  When  my  grandson 
was  bom  and  I  told  him  about  it,  be  said, 
"That  boy's  success  is  assured." 

Anyone  who  knew  Joe  Brtsom  will  al- 
ways remember  him  for  his  pleasing  per- 
sonality, his  tboughtfiilness,  his  kind- 
ness, and  his  wholesome  himior.  He  was 
not  a  weakling  in  any  sense  of  that  word. 
He  possessed  a  strong  character,  he  was 
an  intelligent  legislator,  he  was  a  great 
pleader  for  the  right  as  he  saw  it.  and 
one  who  stood  finnly  behind  his  oonric- 
tions. 

Mr.  Spemker.  It  seems  sad  M.imf times 
that  a  man  of  his  cahber  and  ToefslnaB 
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should  pan  from  as  so  suddenly.  How- 
ever, may  I  reiterate  what  has  beoi  pre- 
viously stated  here  today,  that  all  of  us 
who  think  of  oiir  departed  friend  will 
have  the  fondest  and  most  pleasant  rec- 
ollections of  him.  His  lovely  family.  I 
know,  will  find  great  consolation  In  the 
fact  that  their  husband  and  father  was 
a  Christian  gentleman  in  every  sense  of 
the  word.  That  thought  will  help  them 
carry  the  burden  which  is  theirs  today. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  ^leaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  fr(xn  Colorado  [Mr. 
Rocnsl. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  Join  the  other  Members 
of  this  House  today  in  their  hour  of  grlnf 
at  the  sudden  passing  of  our  beloved 
colleague,  Jos  Bktson.  We  all  realize 
that  the  life  of  Job  Bbtsoh  was  typical 
of  true  Americanism. 

As  has  been  stated  by  many  of  our 
colleagues  today,  Mr.  Brtsoh  started  a 
himible  life  and  fought  a  valiant  battle 
and  made  a  true  and  honest  American. 
As  we  look  over  his  accomplishments,  we 
appreciate  that  he  has  contributed  much 
to  our  Nation. 

It  was  my  good  f  ortunte  more  than  2 
years  ago  to  first  meet  Jox  Brtson.  I 
had  the  opportiinity  to  serve  on  a  sub- 
committee of  which  he  was  chairman. 
It  was  there  that  I  learned  of  the  man 
who  had  a  sterling  character,  the  Chris- 
tian man  who  was  ready  and  able  to 
accept  responsibility.  It  was  there  that 
all  of  us  who  knew  him  learned  to  love 
him.  We  learned  to  love  him  because  of 
the  attributes  he  typified.  We  knew  that 
when  his  word  was  given  we  could  de- 
pend on  it,  we  knew  that  his  sincere 
efforts  and  his  Interest  in  the  welfare 
of  his  constituents,  the  Nation,  and  his 
friends,  was  something  which  was  not 
unusual  In  a  man  of  this  character.  It 
Is  with  a  deep  sense  of  regret  that  I 
learned  of  his  sudden  passing  this  morn- 
ing. We  who  have  served  with  him  ex- 
tend our  sympathy  to  his  widow  and  his 
children.    America  has  lost  a  great  man. 

Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the    gentleman    from    Nebraska    [Mr. 

CUHTIS]. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, a  Just  and  devoted  man  has  been 
called  to  his  richly  deserved  reward.  I 
wish  to  express  my  gratitude  for  his  life 
and  extend  to  his  family  and  loved  ones 
my  sincere  sympathy. 

Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Harris!. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hand 
of  the  Almighty,  the  God  in  whom  we 
believe,  has  reached  down  again  on  this 
House.  JoK  Brtson  has  gone  from  us. 
His  memory  will  ever  live  within  the 
walls  of  this  Chamber. 

We  are  reminded,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  the 
promise  that  we  knoweth  not  the  day 
or  the  hour  when  that  siunmons  shall 
come,  but  it  will  surely  come.  This 
morning.  Just  after  breakfast,  my  wife 
and  I  were  reading  the  paper  when  she 
saw  the  article  announcing  the  unfortu- 
nate and  sudden  passing  of  Jos  BRvsoif. 
I,  like  many  of  you  who  have  joined  in 
this  beautiful  and  fine  tribute  to  his 
life,  was  deeply  shocked.  Mrs.  Harris 
and  I  were  both  grieved  because  we  had 
known  the  Bryson  family  for  a  good 
many  years  and  we  knew  the  type  of  Uf  e 


that  he  lived  and  the  service  he  has 
rendered. 

It  was  a  little  more  than  12  years  ago 
that  I  first  met  Joe.  I  came  here  in  the 
77th  Congress.  Of  coiu'se.  I  remember 
meeting  him  here  in  the  Halls  of  Con- 
gress, but  not  nearly  as  vividly  as  is  the 
memory  of  my  meeting  him  at  Calvary 
Baptist  Church.  It  was  soon  after  we  ar- 
rived in  Washington  that  January  1941. 
in  the  Vaughan  Bible  class,  one  of  the 
largest  and  finest  organized  Bible  classes 
In  the  United  States,  that  I  was  Intro- 
duced to  him.  Jos  BtTsoN  took  an  ac- 
tive part  in  the  class  and  the  church. 
I  knew  him  there  as  here  in  the  Congress 
during  these  12  years  that  I  have  been 
in  the  Congress,  and  also  his  wife  and 
children. 

Joe  Brtson  was  a  man  of  deep  philos- 
ophy. 

His  philosophy  was  truly  American. 
He  had  the  same  kind  of  philosophy  as 
the  Declaration  of  Independence,  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
above   all,   the  Bible. 

Joe  Brtson  was  a  man  of  deep  convic- 
tion. We  have  seen  his  performance 
here  in  the  House.  This  House  instruct- 
ed our  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  to  make  investiga- 
tion with  reference  to  the  type  of  pro- 
grams over  radio  and  television  going 
into  the  homes  throughout  the  United 
States,  where  they  especially  affected 
children.  Joe  Brtson  came  to  our  com- 
mittee. He  sat  there  and  talked  to  us  in 
his  humble  way,  tolerant,  patient,  but 
yet  expressing  a  firm  conviction  for  the 
future  welfare  of  this  country,  because 
he  believed  that  it  is  in  the  homes  that 
the  strength  of  this  great  Nation  lies. 

Joe  Brtson  was  a  man  of  deep  reli- 
gious faith.  We  know  that  from  his  life 
as  we  have  observed  it.  Every  Sunday 
morning  whenever  it  was  possible  and  he 
was  in  Washington  you  would  find  him 
sitting  on  the  front  seat  just  beneath  the 
pulpit  at  Calvary  Baptist  Church,  listen- 
ing to  Dr.  Cranford  or  a  visiting  min- 
ister. He  was  a  man  that  not  only  be- 
lieved it,  he  lived  it. 

Joe  Brtson  was  a  man  of  deep  family 
ties.  He  believed  that  the  only  way  his 
children  could  have  opportunities  in  life 
was  to  have  the  environment  of  the 
chiirch  and  the  type  of  home  life  he 
wanted  to  provide  for  them.  Such  a  man 
has  gone  from  us.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Only  the  night  before  last  my  wife 
and  I  and  other  Members  of  this  Con- 
gress and  their  wives  were  together  at  a 
little  party  downtown  at  which  Joe 
Brtson  and  his  wife  attended.  He  was 
the  same,  usual  Joe  Brtson  that  we  have 
known  day  by  day  here.  Only  yesterday 
in  the  Halls  of  this  Congress  was  he 
performing  his  usual  duties,  assuming 
the  responsibilities  which  his  constitu- 
ents had  reposed  in  him.  Today  Joe  is 
resting  with  his  Master,  in  whom  he  be- 
lieved. 

I  join  my  other  colleagues  In  ex- 
pressing our  deep  sorrow  to  the  members 
of  the  South  Carolina  delegation  and  to 
his  constituents.  You  have  lost  a  great 
colleague  and  a  great  American  and  we 
have.  too.  The  Nation  has  lost  a  great 
man  and  a  great  legislator. 

To  his  fine  wife  and  family,  I  join  in 
extending,  too.  deep  regrets  at  his  pass- 


ing, and  for  myself  and  my  wife,  our 
deepest  sympathy  in  their  bereavement 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
CantibldI. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  most 
lovable.  Christian  gentleman — a  dedi- 
cated American — that  Ls  the  Job  Brtson 
I  have  been  privileged  to  know  In  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

I  cannot  say  how  saddened  I  have 
been  to  learn  of  Joe's  sudden  passing. 
I  can  say  this.  I  have  heard  many  eulo- 
gies expressed  in  the  well  of  the  House, 
but  none  more  deeply  sincere  than  those 
of  this  hour. 

Just  a  few  weeks  ago  in  a  group  of 
20  Members  of  this  body,  10  from  each 
side  of  the  aisle,  Joe  and  I  were  privi- 
leged to  be  the  luncheon  guests  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  at  the  >yhite  House. 
That  was  an  historic  day  because  that 
was  the  day  the  distinguished  former 
Governor  of  Illinois.  Adlai  E.  Stevenson, 
also  was  a  luncheon  guest  at  the  White 
House.  I  recall  so  well  that  Joe  sparkled 
with  wit  on  that  occasion,  and  he  was 
very  serious  too. 

Immediately  after  the  luncheon,  we 
Members  of  the  Congress  saw  the  Presi- 
dent and  his  vanquished  foe  of  the  last 
campaign  walk  out  into  the  East  Room 
arm-in-arm,  there  to  stand  alone  for 
several  minutes,  smilingly  chatting  to- 
gether. I  recall  that  Joe  Brtson  took 
me  by  the  arm  to  make  a  statement 
which  I  have  repeated  many  times 
since.  That  statement  was  this: 
"Brother  Cantield.  look!  Where  but  in 
America  could  you  ever  see  a  picture  like 
that?- 

It  was  only  a  week  ago  that  Joe  Brtson 
stood  in  the  well  of  this  House  eulogizing 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cellxr]  upon  the  completion 
of  30  years  of  service  in  this  body.  He 
had  the  most  friendly  things  to  say  about 
Mannie  Celler's  autobiography  cap- 
tioned "You  Never  Leave  Brooklyn." 
That  was  Joe  Brtson.  His  passing  has 
hurt  me  terribly.  It  has  been  a  blow  to 
me  mentally  and  physically.  Most  cer- 
tainly my  heart  goes  out  to  the  beloved 
members  of  his  family,  to  his  distin- 
guished colleagues  of  the  South  Carolina 
delegation,  and  to  his  faithful  constitu- 
ency at  home. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Davis]  . 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  with  a  heavy  heart  that  I  rise  to- 
day to  Join  those  colleagues  who  have 
spoken  so  sincerely  and  so  earnestly 
from  their  hearts  about  the  fine  qual- 
ities of  Joe  Brtson.  This  Congress  will 
not  be  the  same  for  me  now  that  he  is 
gone.  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  asso- 
ciating with  him  in  almost  every  place 
I  have  been  here,  and  in  almost  every 
phase  of  my  activities  In  Washington. 

Like  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Hale],  I  was  with  him  on  Monday  of  this 
week  in  the  Supreme  Court  where  the 
three  of  us  had  some  of  our  constituents 
to  present  to  that  Court.  I  had  the  privi- 
lege of  walking  back  from  the  Supreme 
Court  Building  to  the  House  at  that  time 
with  him.  Like  the  gentleman  from  Lou- 
isiana [Mr.  Brooks],  It  was  my  privilege 
and  pleasiure  to  have  brealifast  with  him 
In  the  House  Office  Building  cafeteria 
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just  yesterday  morning.  It  Is  difficult 
for  me  to  believe  now  that  he  has  gone, 
and  that  we  will  never  see  him  here  in 
these  accustomed  haunts  again. 

Our  colleagues  have  spoken  truly  about 
his  many  good  qualities.  There  are  some 
of  our  friends  about  whom  we  sometimes 
exaggerate  when  we  speak  of  them,  but 
I  feel  that  you  could  not  exaggerate 
when  you  speak  about  the  good  qualities 
of  Joe  Brtson.  He  never  was  ostenta- 
tious. He  never  imdertook  to  present 
himself  as  his  friends  now  present  his 
good  qualities.  He  was  a  gentle  soul, 
and  yet,  with  all  that,  he  was  a  man  of 
courage.  He  was  a  modest  man,  and  yet 
he  was  a  man  whom  all  the  forces  that 
could  be  mustered  against  him  could 
not  move  from  his  position  once  he  had 
reached  a  conclusion  as  to  what  was 
right. 

My  limited  vocabulary  does  not  per- 
mit me  to  express  the  admiration  which 
I  had  for  him,  the  friendship  which  I 
feel  for  him.  I  join  with  those  colleagues 
who  have  already  spoken  in  extending 
for  myself  and  my  wife  to  his  family  our 
deepest  and  most  sincere  sympathy.  I 
extend  also  to  his  colleagues  and  to  his 
constituency  in  the  great  congressional 
district  which  he  has  so  faithfully  rep- 
resented my  sincere  feelings  of  sym- 
pathy. It  is  with  a  feeling  of  distinct 
p>ersonal  loss  that  I  pay  this  tribute  to 
this  great  American,  my  friend  Joe 
Bhyson. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Cun- 
ningham]. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
since  reading  in  the  morning  paper  of 
the  passing  of  Joe  Brtson,  my  heart  has 
been  heavy.  Joe,  the  gentleman  always; 
Joe.  once  a  friend,  always  a  friend;  Joe, 
the  Christian,  sincere,  hard-working  leg- 
islator. The  Congress  and  the  country 
can  ill  afford  to  lose  men  like  Joe 
Bryson.  Personally  I  shall  miss  Joe  and 
his  kindness  at  all  times.  My  sincere  and 
heartfelt  sympathy  to  the  members  of  his 
family. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Forrester  I . 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  not  yet  recovered  from  the  shock 
over  the  passing  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  Somehow  I  never  asso- 
ciated death  with  Joe  Brtson.  He  was 
so  full  of  life,  so  vibnint,  and  certainly 
as  much  in  love  with  life  as  any  man  I 
ever  knew.  I  do  not  believe  I  ever  saw 
a  man  who  was  happier  with  the  family 
that  was  his.  I  am  sure  I  never  knew  a 
man  who  loved  everj  Member  of  this 
House  more  than  he  did.  It  was  a  bene- 
diction to  me  to  see  the  affection  that 
Joe  Bryson  held  for  his  constituents. 
He  probably  had  as  many  visit  him  as 
any  Member  of  thi.s  body.  But  the 
sweetest  thing  and  the  finest  thing  be- 
tween them  was  the  fjreat  love  and  af- 
fection those  constituents  had  for  Joe, 
and  the  complete  confidence  they  had 
in  each  other. 

I  like  to  remember  Joe  as  I  saw  him 
here  on  this  floor  yesterday  afternoon;  I 
saw  him  rise  to  his  feet  and.  with  every 
gentlemanly  instinct  which  was  his, 
fight  earnestly,  but  as  usual  always  tem- 
perately, on  a  great  issue,  a  most  serious 
issue.    Joe's  position  did  not  win,  but 


over  the  years  history  will  determine 
which  one  was  right.  I  heartily  suspect 
Joe  was. 

There  were  few  men  here  who  were 
more  constructive  than  Joe  Brtson;  I 
know  there  was  none  here  who  was  more 
loved.  Joe  had  the  happy  faculty,  when 
sometimes  dining  long  hours  of  debate, 
we  under  tension  allowed  our  tempers 
to  become  frayed,  of  bringing  us  back 
down  to  earth  with  a  humorous  anec- 
dote with  a  whole  lot  of  common  sense. 

Joe  Brtson  was  a  scholar  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  but  there  is  another 
thing  that  I  want  to  point  out  about  Joe 
Brtson:  Joe  Brtson's  life  was  a  living 
lie  to  the  foolishness  we  so  often  hear  in 
this  country,  which  is  that  if  a  man  is 
not  accorded  every  chance  on  earth  that 
human  mind  can  conceive,  you  will  make 
him  a  bad  citizen  or  that  he  will  become 
a  Ccxnmunist.  Of  course  I  had  known 
there  was  nothing  to  that  foolishness 
all  the  time  but  Joe  Brtson  as  fully  as 
any  man  I  ever  knew  proves  that  all 
that  an  honest  government  can  do  is  to 
say  to  any  young  man :  "Son,  you  can  go 
J  list  as  far  in  America  as  your  will  to 
work,  as  your  ability,  and  your  friends 
will  permit  you  to  do."  And  that  was 
utterly  sufficient  for  Joe.  and  he  thought 
that  extremely  fair  and  American. 

Joe  Brtson  worked  in  the  cotton  mills ; 
Joe  Brtson  knew  what  it  was  like  to  be 
without  sufficient  clothes  at  times;  Joe 
Brtson  knew  what  it  was  to  be  hungry; 
but  Joe  Brtson,  instead  of  condemning 
his  Government,  thought  that  he  had  a 
wonderful  Government,  and  he  loved  it 
like  a  mother  does  her  first-born  child. 
I  say  that  when  anyone  advocates  that 
foolishness,  we  have  the  complete  answer 
by  saying.  "Wait  a  minute!  Wait  a 
minute!  Have  you  considered  our  friend 
Joe  Brtson?" 

You  know,  in  thinking  about  his  pass- 
ing I  would  t>e  compelled  to  say  that 
nature  itself  was  prodigal,  wasteful,  were 
it  not  for  the  fact  that  I  realize,  as  you 
do.  that  even  heaven  is  going  to  be  a 
little  brighter,  a  little  happier,  because 
of  Joe.  Lots  of  my  friends  have  passed 
on  to  the  other  side,  so  many  that 
heaven  is  not  near  as  far  away  to  me 
as  it  was  in  my  youth.  I  have  a  lot  of 
people  up  there  myself,  and  you  know 
I  hope  that  they  have  already  met  Joe. 
I  want  them  to  know  Joe,  and  I  know 
that  they  will  be  happier  because  of 
having  met  him. 

To  his  fine  wife,  to  his  splendid  family, 
to  his  district,  to  his  State,  and  to  his 
Nation,  I  extend  my  sincere  sympathy, 
my  greatest  affection,  and  my  deep  sense 
of  personal  loss  at  his  passing. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  not  been  a  Member  of 
this  body  long  enough  to  know  many  of 
my  colleagues  well,  but  I  did  know  Joe 
Brtson  extremely  well,  particularly  be- 
cause of  our  joint  work  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary.  I  can  say  with  all 
sincerity  that  if  I  am  in  this  House  for 
20  more  years  I  shall  never  forget  him. 

Concerning  my  work  with  him  in  this 
House  and  on  our  committee,  may  I  say 
that  he  manifested  at  all  times  what 
you  might  .call  intellectual  honesty  and 
a  strong  spirit  of  morality.    It  was  just 


a  little  over  a  year  ago  that  I.  with  Job 
Brtson  and  others,  represented  thia 
body  at  a  funeral  in  Albany,  N.  Y.,  of 
one  of  our  distinguished  Members.  Wil- 
liam Byrne.  When  we  left  Albany  I 
traveled  to  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  with  Job 
Brtson  on  the  airplane  because  Buffalo 
is  near  my  home  and  at  that  time  Joe 
Brtson  had  a  daughter  living  there.  All 
during  that  trip  I  spoke  with  Joe  Brt- 
son. When  we  departed  and  I  went  to 
my  home  all  I  could  think  of  was  that 
in  the  entire  scope  of  my  acquaintances 
I  had  known  no  one  who  impressed  me  as 
being  such  a  clean  thinker,  such  a  fine 
thinker,  such  a  splendid  person  as  Joe 
Brtson. 

May  I  say  upon  this  sad  occasion  that 
because  of  his  character,  his  Integrity, 
and  because  of  the  life  he  lived,  certainly 
he  is  in  a  place  far  more  peeicef ul,  he  is 
far  happier  than  he  would  have  been  on 
this  earth.  To  the  members  of  his  fam- 
ily, to  the  members  of  the  South  Caro- 
lina delegation,  I  extend  my  deepest  and 
most  sincere  sympathy. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Gathincs]. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
learning  of  the  passing  of  Hon.  Joe 
Brtson  this  morning  a  deep  gloom  fell 
over  our  household.  It  was  only  night 
before  last  that  my  wife  and  I  attended 
a  dinner  with  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bryson.  We 
always  enjoyed  being  in  their  company. 
Mrs.  Bryson  was  a  loving,  gracious,  and 
devoted  helpmate  and  companion.  She 
contributed  in  no  small  measure  to  his 
greatness  and  success. 

Joe  Brtson  and  I  came  to  this  body  at 
the  same  time  on  January  3,  1939,  at  the 
t>eginning  of  the  76th  Congress.  I  was 
associated  with  him  very  closely  since 
that  time.  He  was  never  too  busy  to 
leave  his  office  to  visit  a  Government  de- 
partment to  intercede  for  a  friend.  I 
accompanied  him  on  many  such  occa- 
sions.* He  was  equal  to  any  situation 
with  which  he  was  confronted.  He  pos- 
sessed a  pleasing,  sincere  manner;  had 
an  abundance  of  tact  and  diplomacy. 
We  always  asked  Joe  to  do  the  talking  at 
these  conferences.  None  could  have  done 
better  at  the  assignment  that  was  his. 

He  was  a  true  and  loyal  friend.  I  re- 
call once  that  he  read  into  the  Congres- 
sional Record  an  article  that  had  been 
written  regarding  my  activities. 

If  good  deeds  were  fiowers.  he  would 
sleep  tonight  in  a  bed  of  roses.  I  want 
to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Joseph  R. 
Brtson  was  a  Christian  gentleman  with- 
out hypocrisy.  I  am  a  better  represent- 
ative of  my  people  because  of  having 
known  and  worked  with  him  these  years. 
The  House  of  Representatives  is  a  better 
legislative  body  due  to  his  service  here. 

He  was  a  clean  man — clean  in  mind 
and  spirit.  He  was  an  immaculate 
dresser,  who  looked  and  acted  the  part 
of  a  true  statesman. 

I  would  like  to  quote  a  portion  of  a 
poem  by  Josiah  Gilbert  Holland  that  I 
read  a  few  years  ago  which  I  believe  is 
most  fitting: 

God  give  us  men!  A  time  like  this  demands 
Strong  minds,  great  hearts,  true  faith,  and 

ready  hands; 
Men  whom  the  lust  of  office  does  not  klU; 
Men  whom  the  spoils  of  ofBce  cannot  buy: 
Men  who  possess  opinions  and  a  will: 
Men  who  have  honor;  men  who  wUl  not  lie. 
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Jos  OtTSON  was  such  a  man.  ""He 
fought  the  good  fight;  he  kept  the  faith; 
a  crown  of  righteousness  awaits  him." 

I  shall  miss  his  counsel,  his  pleasing, 
ever-ready  smile,  and  his  warm  friend- 
ship. My  heart  goes  out  to  his  widow, 
his  children,  and  his  grandchildren  in 
the  loss  of  a  great  man  and  a  good  man. 
Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Mnxral. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  kindly,  himible  man  who 
walked  with  us  yesterday  today  walks 
with  Qod.  JoK  Brtsom  sprang  from  the 
people.  He  knew  the  ills  that  beset;  them, 
their  wants,  their  fears,  and  their  sor- 
rows; he  was  the  better  man  for  it.  He 
masked  a  keen  sense  of  hiunor  behind 
a  serious  mien.  He  was  friendly,  cour- 
teous and  sincere.  He  was  a  man  of  great 
principle,  unbending  in  those  things  that 
he  felt  to  be  right  but  not  intolerant  of 
others.  He  was  ever  willing  to  accept 
counsel  and  hear  the  story  of  all  who 
came  to  him.  He  reserved  his  judgment 
of  men  and  issues  until  he  could  recon- 
cile it  with  his  conscience.  Joe  Bbtson 
was  my  friend,  and  I  know  that  men  who 
come  to  the  House  wiU  miss  a  kindly 
soul  who  was  ready  to  encoiirage  and 
giiide  them.  We  all  suffer  a  sense  of 
personal  loss  in  the  passing  of  this  truly 
Christian  man  who  fulfilled  all  the  pre- 
cepts of  his  faith  and  loved  his  fellow 
man  because  of  his  great  love  of  God. 
Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Grant]. 

Mr.  GRANT.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  with 
a  heavy  heart  that  I  rise  to  Join  with 
my  colleagues  in  pajang  tribute  to  a 
most  loyal  and  lovable  Member  of  this 
House.  Joe  Brysok  was  a  man  that  I 
like  to  think  about,  like  the  story  I 
heard  of  a  little  crippled  boy  whose 
mother  told  him  that  God  would  take 
care  of  him.  One  day  this  man  went  to 
carry  this  little  boy  to  a  hospital,  and  on 
his  way  to  the  hospital  this  little  boy 
looked  up  into  this  man's  face  and  asked 
him,  "Are  you  God?"  Well,  the  man  was 
dumfounded;  he  did  not  say  anything. 
In  a  moment  the  little  boy  said.  "Well, 
mister,  you  work  for  God,  do  you  not?" 
He  said.  "Well,  son,  I  suppose  I  do."  I 
think  that  Joe  Bbtson  worked  for  his 
God.  he  worked  for  his  State,  and  he 
worked  for  his  country.  I  think  that  it 
can  be  truly  said  that  a  giant  oak  in  the 
forest  has  fallen. 

As  many  of  the  speakers  have  said  here 
this  afternoon,  Joe  Brtson  came  up  the 
hard  way.  Joe  was  a  graduate  of  Pur- 
man  University,  a  Baptist  institution  in 
Greenville,  S.  C.  Some  years  ago  he  was 
Instnmiental  in  having  Bob  Jones  Uni- 
versity established  in  Greenville,  and  he 
was  a  trustee  of  that  great  interdenomi- 
national school.  He  gave  much  of  his 
time,  his  thoughts,  his  efforts,  and  his 
talents  in  making  that  one  of  the  great- 
est interdenominational  schools  of  this 
Nation  and  of  this  world.  I  think  that 
the  establishment  of  that  Bob  Jones  Uni- 
versity in  Greenville,  S.  C,  to  which  our 
colleague  Joe  Brtson  contributed  so 
much,  will  forever  stand  as  a  monument 
to  his  help. 


I  like  to  think  of  Joe  Brtson  as  a  man 
like  Enoch  of  old,  who  truly  walked  with 
his  God. 

I  know  that  each  and  every  Member 
of  this  House  joins  in  extending  our  sym- 
pathy to  his  devoted  family,  to  his  widow, 
and  to  his  children. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Lane]. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are 
times  when  no  words  we  can  utter  ex- 
press our  feelings  and  that  is  my  posi- 
tion now.  It  was  with  the  deepest  and 
most  sincere  sorrow  that  I  learned  this 
morning  of  the  passing  of  our  colleague, 
the  Honorabk;  Joseph  R.  Bryson,  of 
South  Carolina.  He  was  beloved  and  ad- 
mired by  all  who  knew  him,  and  in  his 
passing  we  have  lost  a  colleague  whose 
record  of  service  to  his  district,  his  State 
and  his  Nation  is  worthy  of  emulation. 
The  esteem  in  which  he  was  held  by 
his  constituents  is  attested  by  his  un- 
interrupted service  over  the  years  in 
this  body.  His  charming  manner  and 
friendliness  that  won  him  the  loyalties 
of  his  friends  at  home  he  brought  with 
him  to  the  Congress,  where  he  continued 
to  make  countless  friends  among  his  as- 
sociates. He  was  an  able,  courageous 
and  kindly  man.  always  ready  to  help 
those  who  netjded  assistance  and  tire- 
less in  doing  good.  He  spent  himself 
and  sacrificed  his  life  for  others.  No 
finer  character  from  the  standpoint  of 
ability,  clear-thinking,  integrity  of  mind 
and  heart  has  held  public  oflBce.  His 
acts  were  always  controlled  by  diligent 
solemn  judgment  and  honesty  of  pur- 
pose. 

Congrressman  Bryson  was  a  tireless 
worker,  a  trustworthy  and  devoted  pub- 
lic servant,  a  lovable  and  kindly  soul. 
This  Nation  has  lost  a  sincere  and  able 
statesman. 

For  a  number  of  years  It  has  been  my 
pleasiire  and  my  honor  to  occupy  a  seat 
next  to  our  devoted  colleague  on  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  He 
was  conscientious  and  faithful  in  his 
attendance  and  work  on  the  committee 
and  to  the  business  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  I  have  had  many  pleasant  con- 
versations with  him  over  the  years,  and 
I  had  every  opportunity  to  judge  the 
worth  of  our  colleague. 

Only  yesterday  as  we  sat  together 
on  the  floor  of  this  Chamber  he  re- 
marked to  me  that  he  and  I  had  many 
things  in  common.  He  made  mention 
of  the  fact  that  he  represented  a  great 
textile  industry  in  the  South,  and  I  had 
the  honor  to  i-epresent  a  similar  district 
in  the  North.  That  his  people  in  his  dis- 
trict and  his  area  were  similar  in  so 
many  respects  to  my  constituents,  made 
up  of  hardworking,  sincere  and  con- 
scientious mill  workers. 

His  achievements  would  not  have  been 
possible  without  the  inspiration,  under- 
standing and  help  of  his  faithful  and 
loving  wife.  The  Ufe  and  character  of 
Joe  Bryson  will  remain  always  as  an 
Inspiration  to  all  who  knew  him,  to  all 
who  were  associated  with  him  and  to  all 
who  come  after  him. 

I  shall  miss  him  as  a  friend;  his  dis- 
trict and  the  Nation  will  miss  Jiim  as  an 
able  legislator  and  one  who  rendered 


his  country  a  great  service  in  one  of  the 
mo''t  critical  periods  of  our  history. 

May  I  express  to  his  wife  and  to  his 
family  my  sincere  and  deepest  sympathy, 
knowing  that  the  Almighty  will  shower 
down  upon  him  eternal  happiness. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 

JUDD].    

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is 
nothing  I  can  add  to  what  has  been  said 
in  deserved  tribute  to  our  departed  col- 
league, but  I  would  not  feel  right  in  my 
heart  if  I  did  not  add  my  word  of  re- 
spect and  affection  for  him  and  express 
my  personal  sorrow  and  sense  of  loss  at 
his  sudden  and  untimely  passing. 

The  great  playwright  once  had  Mark 
Anthony  say  over  the  body  of  Caesar, 
"The  evil  men  do  lives  after  them; 
the  good  is  oft  interred  with  their  bones." 
Perhaps  he  said  that  because  he  knew 
that  most  of  us.  no  matter  how  high 
and  noble  our  aspirations,  have  plenty 
of  evil  which  we  hope  will  not  live  after 
us,  and  we  hope  that  what  good  we  have 
done  will  not  be  interred  with  oiu"  bones. 
But  no  evil  will  live  after  Joe  Bryson, 
because  he  had  done  none.  If  he  had 
any  weakness,  it  was  completely  un- 
known to  anyone  who  ever  knew  him. 
We,  who  lived  and  worked  with  him 
for  many  years,  sometimes  under  trying 
circumstances  and  in  situations  which 
expose  defects  in  men's  character,  never 
found  any  chink  in  his  armor. 

Whenever  we  lose  a  friend  or  colleague, 
we  naturally  say  the  best  possible  things 
about  him.  but  here  was  a  man  about 
whom  everything  good  that  has  been  said 
today  was  completely  deserved  and  words 
are  inadequate  to  tell  half  of  the  whole. 
Joe  was  a  man  who  was  unswerving  in 
his  own  convictions,  a  man  who  under- 
stood that  this  Nation  was  founded  on 
the  principles  that  came  into  the  world 
with  the  Judeo-Christian  body  of  ethics, 
and  who  never  deviated  in  his  devotion 
to  those  principles,  a  man  who  never  hid 
his  own  candle  under  a  bushel,  but  who 
never  tried  to  impose  his  views  on  any- 
one else.    He  was  a  man  who  knew  that 
the  effective  way  to  influence  people  is 
by  the  irresistible  attraction  of  a  right- 
eous   and    godly    and    charitable    and 
kindly  example  and  not  by  coercion.    He 
was  a  man  who  enriched  the  life  of  every 
person  who  was  privileged  to  know  him. 
I  first  became  somewhat  intimate  with 
JoE  Bryson  during  the  war  when  a  per- 
son who  was  very  dear  to  him  was  afflict- 
ed with  a  very  troublesome  illness.    The 
outcome  was  unpredictable  at  that  time. 
He  talked  to  me  about  it  on  several  oc- 
casions for  he  was  borne  down  with  it. 
Sometimes  a  physician  has  a  better  op- 
portunity to  see  what  is  In  a  man  than 
almost  anybody  else  except  perhaps  his 
pastor  or  his  priest.    For  if  a  man  ordi- 
narily wears  a  mask,  the  mask  is  off  when 
he  is  dealing  with  ultimate  realities — 
with  life  and  death,  with  health  and  dis- 
ease, with  pain  and  relief  from  suffering 
or  anxiety.    It  was  under  such  circum- 
stances that  I  first  came  to  see  and  ad- 
mire the  sterling  qualities  of  this  man's 
character  and  his  beautiful  spirit.    We, 
too,  have  been  made  better  men  for  hav- 
ing known  him.    The  world  is  a  better 
place  because  of  him.     I  Join  with  all 
his  many,  many  friends  in  extending  to 
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his  beloved  family,  and  all  those  who 
were  so  close  to  him,  our  affection  and 
our  sympathy. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 

[Mr.  McCORMACKl. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
deserved  and  splendid  tributes  paid  by 
so  many  Members  today  to  the  life  and 
memory  of  our  dear  friend  Joe  Bryson 
is  the  best  evidence  of  the  type  and  char- 
acter of  man  that  he  was  in  life  and  of 
our  deep  respect  and  affection  for  him. 
The  Members  of  this  lx>dy  are  elected 
from  different  parts  of  our  great  coun- 
try, and  we  come  here  at  the  outset  not 
knowing  each  other,  or  iis  a  new  Member 
knowing  very  few,  usually  confined  to 
those  who  come  from  our  own  State  or 
section  of  the  country.  We  meet  and  we 
talk.  We  are  members  of  committees. 
We  come  to  know  one  another.  Friend- 
ships develop.  Feelings  of  resf>ect  and 
confidence  develop,  and  we  come  to  know 
what  each  Individual  Member  sym- 
bolizes— the  spirit  of  a  Member. 

Everj'thing  said  about  Joe  Bryson  to- 
day is  a  deserving  tribute  to  a  truly  great 
man.  He  made  his  contributions  as  a 
Member  of  this  body,  quietly  but  effec- 
tively. He  was  a  man  of  profound 
thought  and  logic,  a  man  with  a  pene- 
trating mind,  but  in  a  s>»  eet  maimer,  and 
all  the  more  effective  because  of  his 
sweetness  of  thought,  sweetness  of  mind, 
sweetness  of  character.  I  can  see  him 
now  on  the  various  occasions  when  he 
took  the  floor.  While  there  are  many 
Members  I  like  to  listen  to,  he  was  one 
I  always  liked  to  listen  to.  I  told  that 
to  him  personally,  in  life;  not  only  the 
thought  and  logic  that  he  expressed  im- 
pressed me  but  the  musical  tone  of  his 
voice.  He  is  probably  one  of  two  or  three 
men  I  have  met  in  my  lifetime  that  I 
could  see  the  musical  notes  flowing  out 
of  his  mouth,  a  gift;  a  rare  gift. 

JoE  Bryson  was  one  of  the  few  I  met 
In  life  who  had  a  melodious  speaking 
voice,  one  of  the  most  melodious  I  have 
ever  heard,  and  that  great  possession 
made  him  all  the  more  powerful  and  all 
the  more  influential. 

So  I  join  with  all  my  colleagues  who 
have  spoken  today,  and  those  who  have 
not  spoken  but  who  join  with  us,  in  pay- 
ing tribute  to  a  human  being  who  has 
made  the  journey  on  earth  and  has  come 
across  our  pathway  of  life  and  has  made 
us  all  a  little  better  l>ecause  we  have 
known  him,  a  true  gentleman,  an  under- 
standing mind,  a  philosopher,  one  al- 
ways searching  for  the  truth  and  living 
up  to  it  as  he  found  it;  a  man  who  lifted 
himself  above  human  impulses  and  re- 
actions as  far  as  anyone  humanly  could. 

I  wish  I  had  ability  great  enough  to 
express  the  thoughts  I  have  about  this 
fine,  quiet,  but  effective  gentleman,  legis- 
lator and  American  who  during  his  jour- 
ney through  life  made  his  contributions 
to  a  better  country;  and,  over  and  above 
that,  to  a  better  world. 

To  the  delegation  from  South  Carolina 
I  extend  my  profoimd  sympathy  in  the 
loss  the  delegation  has  sustained;  to  the 
people  of  his  district  I  extend  my  deep 
sympathy,  but  in  particular  to  his  loved 
ones  Mrs.  McCormack  and  I  extend  oiu: 
profound  sympathy  in  their  great  loss 
and  sorrow. 


Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  aU  Members 
may  have  the  privilege  of  extending  their 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on 
the  life  and  character  of  our  late  col- 
league. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sudden 
and  untimely  death  of  Joe  Bryson  has 
cast  a  pall  over  the  entire  Capitol.  He 
was  one  of  the  most  popular  Members 
of  this  House.  He  was  one  of  the  finest 
men  that  I  have  ever  known.  His  out- 
standing ability,  his  sterling  Christian 
character,  his  kindly  disposition,  and  his 
keen  sense  of  humor  endeared  him  to  the 
hearts  of  all  of  his  colleagues.  He  was 
the  type  of  public  official  that  we  can 
ill  afford  to  lose  at  this  time.  His  pass- 
ing is  a  loss  to  the  Nation. 

I  join  the  Members  of  this  body  In 
paying  a  well-deserved  tribute  to  his 
memory  and  in  expressing  deepest  sym- 
pathy to  his  family.  There  is  Uttle  that 
we  can  say  to  assuage  their  grief,  but 
I  trust  that  it  will  be  some  measure  of 
comfort  to  them  to  know  that  his  many 
friends  share  their  sorrow. 

Mr.  SHUFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  pay  my  tribute  to  the  memory  of  the 
Honorable  Joseph  Bryson.  Representa- 
tive from  the  4th  Congressional  District 
of  South  Carolina. 

We  here  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives were  greatly  shocked  to  learn  of  the 
death  of  our  colleague.  It  is  hard  for  us 
to  realize  that  he  will  no  longer  be  with 
us. 

Joe  Bryson  was  bom  In  Transylvania 
County,  N.  C,  a  county  in  my  district. 
He  comes  from  a  distinguished  family  of 
that  section,  a  family  that  has  had  much 
to  do  with  the  growth  and  progress  of 
our  State. 

I  have  only  known  Joe  Bryson  since  I 
became  a  Member  of  the  83d  Congress, 
but  in  that  short  period  of  time  I  learned 
to  respect  and  admire  him.  He  was  truly 
a  big  man.  He  early  extended  to  me  en- 
couragement and  counsel.  Knowing  him 
for  this  brief  period  of  time  has  meant 
much  to  me,  and  I  shall  always  cherish 
his  friendship. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  join  with  the  other 
Members  of  this  body  in  expressing  to 
the  family  of  Joe  Bryson  my  sincere 
sympathy  in  his  death. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  with 
profound  regret  that  I  learned  today  of 
the  passing  of  our  distinguished  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Bryson]. 

It  has  been  my  great  honor  and  privi- 
lege to  serve  with  Joe  Bryson  on  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  He  was 
one  of  Its  most  outstanding  members, 
and  his  influential  leadership  had  much 
to  do  with  the  legislation  which  that 
committee  recommended  to  the  House. 

In  addition,  his  quiet,  philosophical 
humor  endeared  him  to  all  of  us  on  both 
sides  of  the  committee  aisle.  His  fine 
sense  of  humor  did  much  to  ease  ten- 
sions during  moments  of  vigorous  and 
heated  debate.  All  of  us  who  served  with 
Joe  Bryson  on  the  Judiciary  Committee 
and.  Indeed,  all  of  us  who  have  served 
with  him  in  the  Congress  came  to  know 


him  as  a  great  statesman  and  as  a  man 
of  highest  ideals  who  set  an  example  for 
all  of  us  to  follow. 

We  shall  miss  Joe  Bryson,  but  we  are 
better  off  for  having  known  hiTn  and  for 
having  served  with  him. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sudden 
and  untimely  passing  of  oxa  esteemed 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  Joseph  R.  Bryson,  leaves  us 
with  a  great  sense  of  loss — both  person- 
ally and  as  a  Member  of  this  body  in 
which  he  served  long  and  faithfully. 

Joe  Bryson  typified  the  greatness  and 
strength  of  our  Nation.  He  was,  by  his 
own  proud  acknowledgment,  a  wage 
earner  at  the  age  of  10,  and  yet  withal 
the  necessity  to  make  his  own  way,  he  at- 
tained the  highest  degree  of  education 
possible — a  background  which  enhanced 
his  worth  and  value  to  his  constituency 
and  to  his  State  and  Nation.  He  lived  a 
full  and  useful  life — serving  his  country 
during  World  War  I,  and  also  in  the 
realm  of  local  and  State  endeavors. 

Deepest  sympathy  Is  extended  to  his 
bereft  loved  ones,  who  may  take  the 
deepest  pride  In  his  country  to  his  fellow- 
man  and  his  country. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sud- 
den passing  of  Joe  Bryson  was  a  great 
shock.  I  have  never  known  a  Member 
of  Congress  to  be  more  highly  regarded 
by  his  colleagues.  Joe  Bryson  was  a 
genuine  man,  always  endeavoring  to  be 
of  the  greatest  constructive  and  helpful 
service  to  his  fine  family,  the  people  of 
his  district,  his  colleagues,  and  the  peo- 
ple of  the  entire  Nation.  The  wonderful 
Christian  life  that  he  lived  is  inspiring 
to  all  who  had  the  privilege  of  knowing 
him.  His  family  and  other  loved  ones 
have  my  ssonpathy  in  their  sorrow. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
my  feelings  have  been  so  deeply  affected 
by  the  passing  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  that  I  am  unable  to  speak 
in  adequate  terms  of  my  regard  and  af- 
fection for  him.  He  was  one  of  the  first 
to  fereet  me  when  I  became  a  Member  of 
the  House  10  years  ago  and  we  soon  be- 
same  intimate  friends.  We  participated 
in  many  activities  together,  and  our  fam- 
ilies worshiped  in  the  same  church. 
Tvora.  this  close  association  came  my 
deep  appreciation  of  the  man  and  the 
Christian. 

His  was  a  remarkable  career.  His  for- 
mal education  exceeded  that  enjoyed  by 
most  men,  and  yet  to  achieve  the  degrees 
he  held  he  had  to  surmount  imtisual 
obstacles.  Only  a  man  of  great  per- 
severance could  have  overcome  them. 
But  education  is  like  an  iceberg.  There 
is  the  visible  portion  which  represents,  I 
believe,  about  one-ninth  the  total  mass. 
Underneath  the  surface  and  invisible  to 
the-observer  is  the  process  of  self -educa- 
tion, which,  in  the  case  of  Joe  Bryson, 
was  Impressive.  His  was  a  discipUned 
life.  It  was  based  upon  a  magnificent 
faith.  It  exuded  good  will  and  human 
kindness.  His  gentle  ways  made  friends 
of  those  In  all  avenues  of  Ufe  who  en- 
joyed a  contact  with  him. 

He  and  his  devoted  wife  provided  those 
powerful  influences  which  dedicated  par- 
ents find  available,  and  they  transmitted 
to  a  splendid  family  the  faith  which 
undergirded  them.  I  am  sure  that  every 
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Member  of  this  House  extends  deepest 
sympathy  to  them  in  this  period  of  grief. 

7\}  all  eternity  be  bind*  iia. 
Be  Unkm  tbe  planet  and  tbe  star: 
He  goM  abead.  tbe  tnil  be  finds  ns. 
And  wbere  he  Is  and  wbere  we  arc. 
Will  never  seem  again  ao  far. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  week 
Mrs.  Willis  and  I  had  a  delightfiil  visit 
with  Representative  Joseph  R.  Brtsoh 
and  his  lovely  wife  in  the  House  restau- 
rant. I  was  with  Joe  all  day  yesterday 
and  up  until  the  adjournment  bells  rang 
at  5:04  p.  m.  last  evening.  Imagine  our 
shock  when  we  heard  the  news  of  his 
untimely  death  over  television  this 
morning. 

I  became  acqxiainted  with  Joe  Bryson 
upon  my  election  to  Congress  some 
4V4  years  ago.  IXiring  sdl  that  time 
it  was  my  good  fortune  to  serve  on  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  him.  and  for  some  2  years  I  was 
on  a  subcommittee  which  he  headed  as 
chairman.  I.  therefore,  had  the  rare 
privilege  of  becoming  closely  associated 
with  Joe  Bktson  and  of  knowing  him  in- 
timately and  weU. 

Joe  Bryson  was  a  kind,  tolerant,  and 
Christian  gentleman.  He  was  a  loyal 
and  devoted  friend.  He  had  a  keen  mind 
and  a  refreshing  sense  of  humor.  He 
loved  the  arts.  He  loved  history.  He 
loved  literature.    He  loved  life. 

Joe  was  deeply  religious  in  the  finest 
sense  of  the  word.  He  was  ever  loyal  to 
the  precepts  of  his  church,  but  always 
respectful  of  the  other  man's  point  of 
view.  For  example,  a  short  time  ago.  he 
called  me  to  his  office  and  presented  me 
with  a  book  dealing  with  the  point  of 
view  of  my  own  faith.  You  see.  I  am  a 
Catholic  and  he  was  a  Baptist. 

The  death  of  Representative  Joseph 
R.  Bryson  leaves  a  great  void  not  only  in 
the  Halls  of  this  body,  but  in  the  hearts 
of  his  friends,  both  in  and  out  of  Con- 
gress. I  am  going  to  miss  him — we  all 
will,  and  to  his  aggrieved  widow  and 
family  I  extend  my  most  sincere  sym- 
pathies. 

Mr.  PRAZIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  like  all 
Members  of  this  body,  I  was  greatly 
shocked  to  hear  of  the  passing  of  our 
beloved  colleague.  Joe  Bryson. 

No  man  in  the  House  was  more  es- 
teemed by  those  of  us  who  have  had  the 
privilege  of  serving  with  him. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with  him 
on  the  Judiciary  Committee.  He  was  an 
exceptionally  able  legislator  and  a  wise 
counselor,  faithful  always  to  those  prin- 
ciples in  which  he  believed. 

He  particularly  endeared  himself  to 
the  members  of  this  committee  by  his 
keen  sense  of  humor  and  his  brilliant  wit. 
I  have  never  known  a  man  with  a  finer 
personality. 

We  have  all  lost  a  loyal  and  devoted 
friend,  for  I  believe  he  was  the  friend 
of  all  who  were  privileged  to  know  him. 

South  Carolina  and  the  Nation  have 
lost  a  great  Representative.  I  wish  to 
join  in  extending  to  his  beloved  wife  and 
family  my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  week 
here  on  this  floor  in  extolling  his  good 
friend.  Congressman  Celler,  our  de- 
parted colleague,  Joseph  Bryson,  vised 
these  words  in  quoting  from  a  verse  of  an 


unknown  poet  entitled  "Why  Walt  for 
Death": 

I  would  ratber  have  a  loving  smile 
From  friends  I  know  are  true, 

Tban  tears  sbed  round  my  casket 
Wben  tbls  world  I  bid  adlexi. 

Bring  me  all  the  flowers  today 
Whether  pink  or  white  or  red; 

I'd  rather  have  a  blossom  now 
Than  a  truckload  when  I'm  dead. 

I  am  sorry  that  Joe  Bryson  will  never 
pass  this  way  again  to  hear  the  remarks 
of  his  colleagues  and  friends  who  are 
saddened  by  his  death.  But  I  know  that 
his  kind  and  simple  ways,  his  modest 
nature,  his  great  morality  of  character 
and  his  noble  heart  endeared  him  to 
many — and  made  him  rich,  with  friends. 

A  fine  gentleman,  a  great  American 
has  left  forever  this  mortal  scene,  but 
we  shall  always  remember  his  pleasant 
mien.  And,  I  pray  that — taking  a  page 
from  Joe  Bryson  s  life — we  go  on,  those 
of  us  who  remain  behind,  affectionately 
passing  out  smiles  and  flowers  in 
abimdance. 

To  his  family  I  extend  my  sincere  sym- 
pathy in  this  di*.!i  liuur  of  their  great 
loss. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
terribly  shocked  this  morning  to  learn 
of  the  sudden  and  unexpected  passing 
last  night  of  our  beloved  colleague, 
Hon.  Joseph  Raleigh  Bryson.  of  South 
Carolina. 

I  had  the  privilege  of  knowing  Joe 
quite  well  and  always  had  a  warm  af- 
fection for  him.  He  was  a  typical 
southern  gentleman  of  the  old  school, 
and  I  always  found  him  to  be  kind  and 
considerate  of  those  with  whom  he  came 
in  contact.  He  was  blessed  with  an  at- 
tractive personality  and  a  disposition 
which  endeared  him  to  his  colleagues 
and  friends.  He  ixjssessed  a  ready  wit 
and  the  ability  to  narrate  southern 
stories  in  a  most  interesting  and  fasci- 
nating manner. 

He  served  in  the  House  continuously 
since  he  was  first  elected  to  the  76th 
Congress  on  November  8,  1938.  During 
the  years  he  rendered  most  capable  and 
conscientious  service  to  his  constituents 
and  his  beloved  country.  I  know  that 
he  will  be  sorely  missed  by  his  consti- 
tuents in  the  Fourth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict of  South  Carolina,  his  colleagues  in 
the  South  Carolina  delegation,  and  his 
many  friends  here  in  the  House. 

I  have  lost  a  good  friend.  His  devoted 
wife  and  children  have  my  deepest  sym- 
pathy in  their  hour  of  sorrow. 

Mr.  ROBESON  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, like  many  of  my  colleagues,  I  find  it 
difficult  to  adequately  express  in  words 
my  thoughts  when  I  realize  that  Joe 
Bryson  died  last  night.  When  I  came 
to  breakfsist  this  morning,  another 
friend.  Congressman  Charles  Bennett, 
told  me  of  his  death.  It  is  difflcxilt  to 
reaUze  that  my  close  association  with 
him.  which  began  on  my  first  day  as  a 
Member  of  Congress,  will  of  necessity  be 
a  fond  memory  instead  of  reality.  On 
that  first  day  when  I  became  a  Member 
of  the  House.  Congressman  Bryson  came 
to  me  and  said,  "I  am  Joe  Bryson,  of 
Greenville,  S.  C.  Dr.  B.  E.  Geer  and 
other  mutual  friends  told  me  about  you. 
Let  me  know  when  I  can  be  helpful  to 
you." 


I  shall  always  remember  Job  Brtsoh 
as  a  Christism  gentleman  in  every  sense 
of  the  word,  filled  with  the  milk  of 
human  kindness.  Although  he  was  a 
scholar,  a  man  of  considerable  attain- 
ment and  exceptional  ability,  he  was 
kindly  and  considerate  toward  others. 
He  was  firm  in  his  own  convictions  but 
tolerant  of  another's  views.  He  had  an 
imusual  degree  of  both  wisdom  and 
humor.  He  went  about  doing  good  and 
being  helpful.  We  will  miss  the  fine 
association  with  him  and  we  will  feel 
the  lack  of  his  influence.  Undoubtedly 
we  have  all  been  helped  and  our  lives 
have  been  enriched  by  his  presence 
among  us. 

Mr.  REIES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  saddened,  as  you  are  saddened. 
The  grim  reajjer  has  removed  from  our 
midst  our  beloved  friend  and  distin- 
guished Member  of  this  House,  Joe  Bry- 
son. To  know  Joe  Bryson  was  to  love 
him.  Joe  Bryson  was  kind.  He  was 
considerate;  he  was  generous;  he  was 
loyal:  he  was  deeply  religious;  he  was 
devoted  to  his  duty  and  to  his  coimtry; 
he  was  devoted  to  his  family  and  to  his 
God;  he  was  cheerful;  he  was  sincere. 
There  was  no  rancor  in  his  soul.  He  was 
tolerant  of  others  and  their  views.  He 
had  a  deep  sense  of  justice.  He  had 
those  fine  qualities  that  go  to  make  up 
a  truly  Christian  gentleman  of  the  finest 
order. 

This  House — yes ;  tWs  coimtry — Is  bet- 
ter and  finer  because  Joe  Bkyson  has 
lived  and  walked  among  us.  To  the 
members  of  his  family  we  extend  our 
deepest  sympathy. 

I  will  not  say.  I  cannot  say,  that  he  Is  dead. 
He  Is  just  away. 

With  a  cheery  smile  and  a  wave  of  the  hand. 
He  has  wandered  into  an  unknown  land. 
And  left  us  to  dream  how  very  fair  It  needs 

must  be 
Since  he  lingers  there. 

Mr.  DAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  I  am  moved  by  the 
tragic  death  of  our  beloved  colleague 
Joseph  Bryson  to  set  down  my  sense  of 
irreparable  loss  in  the  passing  of  one  who 
will  ever  remain  in  my  memory  as  one  of 
God's  noblemen  and  also  one  whose  life 
gave  substance  to  the  appellation  "Chris- 
tian gentleman." 

The  constant  evidence  of  Joe  Bryson 's 
subtle  but  gentle  humor  made  associa- 
tion with  him  a  continuing  pleasure. 
His  stories,  which  were  unending,  were 
of  the  type  that  served  to  portray  the 
philosophy  of  his  beloved  South  and  won 
for  him  and  those  he  so  ably  served  the 
sympathy  of  all  who  heard  him. 

It  is  significant,  I  think,  to  point  out 
that  our  good  friend  had  just  finished  the 
invocation  of  Divine  blessing  when  he 
was  stricken.  It  has  been  my  great  priv- 
ilege to  have  been  associated  with  him  in 
the  meetings  of  our  House  devotional 
group  and  knowing  Joe  as  I  do  I  feel 
that  he  would  have  wanted  nothing  more 
than  to  be  called  to  his  reward  with  the 
name  of  his  Maker  on  his  Ups. 

Our  hearts  go  out  to  his  bereaved  feon- 
Uy  and  we  pray  that  their  grief  will  be 
tempered  by  a  solemn  pride  in  the  life 
of  their  beloved  husband  and  father, 
which  was  lived  to  the  fullest  in  the  serv- 
ice of  our  Nation. 
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Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  want  to  join  in  the  sincere  ex- 
pressions of  sadness  and  loss  which  have 
teen  made  in  the  House  on  the  occasion 
of  the  passing  of  our  respected  friend  and 
colleague  the  Honorable  Joseph  R.  Bry- 
son, of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Bryson  was  a  fine  Christian  gen- 
tleman. Were  he  still  with  us,  however. 
he  would  have  demurred  to  that  simple 
tribute,  for  he  was  an  humble  man.  His 
way  was  to  serve  his  God  and  his  country 
to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  he  provided 
us  with  an  outstanding  example  of  self- 
less devotion  to  this  course. 

Our  colleague  worked  earnestly  and  ef- 
fectively for  his  South  Carolina  con- 
stituents during  his  14  years  in  the 
House.  He  viewed  his  home  interests  as 
inevitably  linked,  however,  to  the  inter- 
c^it.s  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole.  In  com- 
mittee and  on  the  fioor  of  the  House,  he 
strove  for  the  enactment  of  reasonable 
and  sound  legislation.  His  counsel  was 
sought  and  valued  by  his  colleagues,  and 
they  Will  be  poorer  for  the  loss  of  this 
wise  advice. 

In  the  performance  of  his  public  duties 
Mr.  Bryson  had  gone  '-o  a  dinner  of  an 
important  trade  association.  He  had 
just  asked  God's  bless.ngs  on  the  meal 
when  the  call  came,  and  a  true  Christian 
spirit  was  taken  to  its  reward. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr. 
Speaker,  despite  the  fact  that  It  is 
impossible  for  me  ta  give  adequate 
liomasie  to  my  deceased  friend,  Joe 
Bryson,  I  feel  impelled  to  pay  him  all 
the  tribute  that  my  abilities  may  allow. 
He  was  my  friend.  He  was  the  friend 
of  all  who  knew  him,  for  his  heart  had 
the  ready  love,  the  deep  love,  of  a  prac- 
ticing Christian.  I  have  said  he  was 
my  friend.  Is  there  a  more  beautiful 
word  than  "friend"?  I  think  not  as  I 
use  it  to  describe  our  departed  colleague. 
He  was  a  gentleman  and  a  devoted  hus- 
band and  father.  He  had  a  humor 
about  him  that  was  of  this  earth  and 
yet  sprang  from  an  abiding  good  will 
that  must  have  pleased  the  angels.  In 
all  reverence,  I  say  that  I  am  sure  that 
the  angels  smile  today,  not  only  for 
Joe's  good  works  which  he  continues 
among  them  but  for  the  very  joy  of  the 
happy  soul  of  their  dear  friend,  Joe 
Eryson. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
.'^hocking  news  of  the  untimely  passing  of 
our  dear  friend  and  esteemed  colleague. 
Joe  Bryson.  came  as  a  stunning  blow  to 
me  and  all  the  Members  of  the  House. 

Only  yesterday  we  shared  his  gracious 
presence  on  this  floor;  today  we  join  in 
mourning  his  great  and  irreparable  loss. 
His  sudden,  unexpected  demise  leaves  us 
humbled  before  the  inscrutable  will  of 
the  pood  Lord  who  giveth  life  and  taketh 
it  away. 

Joe  Bryson  was  a  many-sided  person- 
ality and  a  many-sided  character.  Of 
Mreat  mental  attainments  and  scholar- 
ship, of  great  ability,  of  superb  qualities 
as  a  statesman,  of  ready  wit  and  delight- 
ful humor,  Joe  Bryson  was  distinguished 
most  of  all  for  his  deep  and  profoundly 
moving  spiritual  purpose,  which  seemed 
to  permeate  his  very  being. 

Often  the  center  of  fierce  and  conten- 
tious legislative  controversy,  an  able  and 
forceful  exponent  of  any  cause  he  es- 
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poused.  Congressman  Bryson  never  al- 
lowed his  intense  personal  convictions 
to  lead  him  into  bitterness  and  acrimony 
toward  his  opponents.  He  had  the  gift 
of  separating  his  viewpoints  on  legisla- 
tion from  his  personal  relationships  and 
some  of  his  warmest  friends  in  this  body 
were  his  most  vigorous  adversaries  on 
public  questions. 

Gentility  and  hiunility  of  spirit  and 
conduct  were  among  the  choicest  per- 
sonal qualities  that  marked  his  sincerity 
of  purpose  and  endeared  him  to  his  col- 
leagues and  his  friends. 

Who  could  excel  him  in  himaor  and 
the  more  delightful  arts  of  conversation? 
I  have  seldom,  if  ever,  met  anyone  who 
could  spin  a  yam  or  tell  a  funny  story 
with  greater  effect.  His  sense  of  humor, 
good  nature,  and  friendly  human  dispo- 
sition were  certainly  qualities  so  well  de- 
veloped in  him  that  they  challenged 
comparison 

Joe  Bryson  was  a  lovable,  kindly,  sym- 
pathetic  man  who  loved  all  his  fellow 
men.  He  was  a  distinguished,  most  able, 
and  effective  Representative  of  his  peo- 
ple— a  great,  sincere  soul  devoted  to  his 
district  and  his  country.  We  shall  all 
miss  him  in  this  House  and  he  will  be 
missed  and  mourned  in  many  places  and 
by  many  people  of  every  race,  class,  and 
creed. 

In  expressing  my  own  deep  sorrow  for 
Joe  Bryson's  irreparable  loss,  I  would 
like  to  join  the  Members  of  the  House 
and  his  other  many  friends  in  extending 
my  profound  and  heartfelt  sympathy  to 
his  grief-stricken  family. 

Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  shocked 
and  saddened  to  learn  of  the  passing  of 
our  colleague,  Joe  Bryson.  Only  a  few 
days  ago,  he  sat  in  front  of  me  when  we 
were  honoring  "Mannie"  Celler,  on  the 
completion  of  30  years  In  this  House. 
More  recently,  he  spoke  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  on  the  important  issue  of  the 
statehood  of  Hawaii,  and  he  appeared 
to  be  in  good  health  and  spirits.  And 
now  he  is  gone. 

As  one  of  my  colleagues  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  I  learned  to 
know  and  respect  Mr.  Bryson.  I  valued 
the  friendship  he  offered  more  and  more 
as  I  learned  to  know  him  better.  The 
oustanding  value  of  his  service  In  the 
Congress  is  too  familiar  to  you  who  know 
him  to  require  enumeration  at  this  time, 
but  it  occurs  to  me  as  altogether  ap- 
propriate on  this  solemn  occasion  to  utter 
a  few  remarks  which  show  my  esteem 
for  him  as  friend  and  colleague.  I  am 
sure  that  what  I  have  to  say  will  echo 
the  sentiments  which  pervade  the  hearts 
of  all  of  us  who  join  together  to  pay 
honor  to  his  memory.  It  was  a  privilege 
to  have  been  associated  with  him.  It  is 
said  that  the  greatest  charm  of  fellow- 
ship is  the  thought  that  we  live  in  the 
memory  of  our  friends.  So  indeed,  will 
oxir  friend  and  colleague,  Jos  Bryson, 
ever  live. 

Mr.  NORRELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I 
came  to  Congress  in  1939,  it  was  my  very 
good  fortime  to  meet  the  late  Honorable 
Joe  Bryson,  of  South  Carolina.  We 
joined  in  taking  the  oath  as  new  Mem- 
bers of  Congress.  From  that  time  on, 
Joe  was  one  of  my  closest  friends  serving 
in  the  House  of  Representatives. 


I  know  that  Joe  has  been  praised  much 
and  often;  however,  I  cannot  forego  the 
privilege  of  adding  to  the  sentiments 
already  expressed  by  my  fellow  col- 
leagues. I,  too,  should  like  to  endorse 
his  splendid  spirit  of  service  and  his 
faithfulness  of  effort  so  characteristic  of 
his  work  and  his  life.  Knowing  Joe  was 
loving  him  for  his  personality,  his  prin- 
ciples and  his  true  Christian  attitude 
toward  people.  Because  he  was  a  man 
of  moral  soundness,  I  had  the  utmost 
confidence  and  faith  in  him  and  the 
greatest  admiration  for  his  courage,  re- 
sourcefulness, and  enthusiasm. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  lost 
a  great  legislator,  a  Representative  who 
fought  for  issues  he  believed  would  not 
only  benefit  his  district,  but  would  also 
benefit  his  beloved  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina and  the  Nation.  He  was  a  man  of 
strong  convictions  and  tireless  in  the 
execution  of  his  interests.  He  was  con- 
sistently "reaching  forth  unto  those 
things  which  were  before,  and  pressing 
toward  the  mark  for  the  goal  of  the  high 
calling  of  God."  I  know  that  Joe  has 
reached  his  goal. 

Joe's  participation  In  community  ac- 
tivities, both  civic  and  religious,  always 
endeared  hun  to  his  associates.  Wash- 
ington, as  well  as  South  Carolina, 
mourns,  the  passing  of  a  real  friend. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  express  to  Mrs. 
Bryson  and  to  her  fine  children  my  sin- 
cere sympathy  in  the  loss  of  their  loved 
one. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
the  following  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
House  Resolution  174 

Resolved,  That  the  Hoxose  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Joseph 
R.  Bbtson,  a  Representative  from  the  State 
of  South  Carolina. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  10  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  with  such  Members  of 
the  Senate  as  may  be  Joined  be  appointed 
to  attend  the  funeral. 

Resolved,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arras  of 
the  House  be  authorized  and  directed  to 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  these  resolu- 
tions and  that  the  necessary  expenses  in 
connection  therewith  be  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House. 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  Senate  and  trans- 
mit a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


APPOINTMENT    OF    MEMBERS     OP 
FUNERAL  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  funeral  committee: 
Mr.  Richards,  Mr.  McMillan,  Mr.  Gra- 
ham. Mr.  Rivers,  Mr.  Willis.  Mr.  Riley. 
Mr.  Dorn  of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Jones 
of  North  Carolina,  Mr.  Forrester.  Mr. 
Jonas  of  North  Carolina. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  further 
resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Bcsolfed.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect, this  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Accordingly  (at  2  o'clock  and  38  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until 
tomorrow.  Thursday.  March  12.  1953.  at 
12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  ^>eaker's  table  and  referred  as 
follows: 

537.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator. 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Admlnlftratlon.  trans- 
zritMng  the  quarterly  report  of  property  ac- 
quisitions for  the  quarter  ending  December 
31,  1953,  pursuant  to  subsection  201  <b)  of 
the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Armed  Services. 

538.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator, 
Federal  ClvU  Defense  Administration,  trans- 
mitting the  quarterly  report  on  the  contri- 
butions program  for  the  quarter  ending 
December  31,  1952,  pursuant  to  subsection 
201  (1)  of  the  Federal  CivU  Defense  Act  of 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

539.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  prescribe  the  weight  to  be 
given  to  evidence  of  tests  of  alcohol  in  the 
blood  or  urine  of  persons  tried  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  for  certain  offenses  committed 
■while  operating  vehicles";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

540.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  letter  of 
reply  to  Cole  County  Farm  Bureau.  Inc..  of 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  concerning  the  operation 
during  floods  of  Union  Electric  Co.  of 
Missouri's  Bagnell  project  No.  459;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON 
PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2936.  A 
bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia for  use  as  a  fairground  by  the  10- A 
District  Agricultural  Association,  California; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  155).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  S'ate  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.   BETTS: 
H.  R.  3878.  A     bill     to     quitclaim     cen;aln 
real    property    heretofore    conveyed    to    tho 
State  of  Ohio  under  restrictions  limiting  its 
use  to  the  training  of  Juvenile  delinquents 
and  certain  other  persons;  to  the  Comralttee 
on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.  R.  3879.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  Federal 
lottery  to  raise  funds  for  Federal  hospitals, 
the   blind,   recipients  of  o!d-age   assistance! 
and  disabled  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and   Means. 

By  Mr.  FULTON: 
H.  R.  3880.  A  bill  to  Increase  by  $30  per 
month  the  retired  pay  and  disability  re- 
tiremfent  pay  of  enlisted  persons  of  the  uni- 
formed services;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 


By   Mr.   JAVTTS: 
H.  R.  3881.  A   bin   to   amend   the  Hcusln' 
and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended;   to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Cxirrency. 
By   Mr.   LONG: 
H.  R.  3882.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
Income   tax  exemptions   of   a   taxpayer    (In- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption   for   old   age   or   blindness)    from 
•600  to  $900;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  OSTERTAG: 
H.  R.  3883.  A  bill  to  amend  title  II  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act.  1947.  with 
respect  to  the  settlement  of  labor  disputes 
resulting  In  national  emergencies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  o(  Massachusetts  (by 
request)  : 
H.  R.  3884.  A  bill  to  extend  the  authority 
of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to 
establish  and  continue  offices  In  the  Re- 
public of  the  Philippines;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By   Mr.    nOOSEVELT: 
H.  R.  3885.  A  bill  to  amend  and  supplement 
existing  civil  rights  statutes;    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3886.  A  bill  outlawing  the  poll  tax 
as  a  condition  of  voting  in  any  primary  or 
other  election  for  national  officers;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

H.  R.  3687.  A  bill  to  declare  certain  rights 
of  all  persons  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  the  protection  of  such 
persons  from  lynching,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3888.  A  hill  to  protect  the  right  to 
political  participation;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3889.  A  bill  to  reorganize  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  for  the  protection  of  civil 
rights;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3890.  A  bill  providing  relief  against 
certain  forms  of  discrimination  In  Interstate 
transportation;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
H.  R.  3891.  A  bill  to  grant  additional  In- 
come-tax exemptions  to  taxpayers  support- 
ing dependents  who  are  permanently  handi- 
capped; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By   Mr.   HARRIS: 
H.  R.  3892.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.   JOHNSON: 
H.  R.  3893.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mrs.  KEE: 
H.  R.  3894.  A  bill  to  amend  section  25  (b) 
(3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  relating  to 
the  definition  of  dependent;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  McINTIRE: 
H.  R.  3895.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949  and  Public  Law  471.  81st  Con- 
gress; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  "MARTIN  of  Iowa: 
H.  R.  3896.  A    bill    to   amend    the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  farmers  using  the 
accrual  method  of  accounting  to  use  the  cash 
receipts  and  disbursements  methods  In  re- 
spect Of  livestock  held  for  draft,  breeding,  or 
dairy  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  3897.  A  bill  to  provide  that  percent- 
age depletion  in  the  case  of  gypsum  rock 
mines  or  deposits  shall  be  allowed  at  the  15 
percent  rate;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 
H.  R.  3898.  A  bill  to  amend  section  202  (e) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  with  respect  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion over  persons  and  facilities  engaged  in 
the  transmission  or  sale  of  electric  energy  to 
foreign  countries;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce. 


By  Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  EOLTON: 
H.  Con.  Res.  78.  Concurrent  resolution  es- 
tablishing a  Joint  congressional  committee  to 
decide  upon  and  recommend  an  appropriate 
design  for  the  flag  of  the  United  States  to  be 
adopted  If  and  when  the  49th  State  is  ad- 
mitted to  the  Union;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  Res.  175.  Resolution  calling  for  the  re- 
moval of  Representative  Harold  H.  Velde 
from  the  position  of  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memorials 
were  presented  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the  South 
Dakota  Legislature  memorializing  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States.  His  Excellency 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States 
to  determine  the  causes  of  the  decline  in 
livestock  and  farm  prices  and  to  take  steps 
to  stabilize  farm  Income;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  South  Dakota  Leg- 
islature memorializing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  His  Excellency,  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the 
National  P;;rk  Service  to  alter  a  current  policy 
of  the  National  Park  Service  and  permit  the 
control  of  prairie  dogs  and  other  small  In- 
Jurl.;u3  animals  within  the  national  parks- 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insula^ 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  South  Dakota  State 
Legislature  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  or  Federal  tax  laws,  to  elimi- 
nate the  tax  on  admissions  to  grandstands 
concessions,  and  amusements  operated  by 
county  fairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Ikieans. 

By  the  SPEAKER :  Memorial  of  the  Legls- 
ature  of  the  Sate  of  South  Dakota,  memorial- 
izing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  to  renew  the  present  Interna- 
tional Wheat  Agreement  which  expires  July 
31,  1953.  and  renegotiate  said  world  agree- 
Cur"en^°   *he    Committee   on    Banking   and 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
tjtates.  to  cooperate  with  the  States  in  the 
examining  and  auditing  of  State  depart- 
ments. Institutions,  and  political  subdivi- 
sions of  the  State  which  are  allocated  Federal 
funds  either  by  direct  prant-ln-aid  or  on  a 
matching  basis;  and  authorizing  the  filing  of 
the  audit  report  of  Federal  examiners  with 
the  State  auditor  and  State  comptroller  or 
corresponding  departments  of  State  govern- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  Govenunent  Op- 
erations. '^ 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  Unlced 
States,  to  provide  assistance  to  the  Kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

AJso.  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  an  amendment  to  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  to  the  effect  that  In  deter- 
mining the  need  of  applicants  or  recipients 
for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  chil- 
dren or  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally 
d  sabled,  the  first  $50  of  earned  Income  be 
disregarded;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  ' 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
state  of  Minnesota,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  have  the  Government  pay  for  weed  eradi- 
cation on  federally  owned  land;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 
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Also,  memorial  of  the  Lreglalatora  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  memorlaliElng  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  Include  In  any  supplemental,  deficiency, 
or  other  appropriation  bill  •  sufllclent 
amount  to  cover  the  per  diem  operating  costs 
per  patient  of  the  sufferers  from  leprosy 
ciired  for  by  the  Board  of  Health  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  Xa.iI,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

Ey  Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 
H  R  3899    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  V. 
Kern;    to   the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 
H  R  3900    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  D.  Lynn 
Hockenberry;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv  Mr.  HAND: 
H  R  3901.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Wash- 
ington  Earnest  and   Mrs.  Steelman  R.   Lee; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LATHAM: 
H.  R  3902.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fatulla. 
A;,'hn  Bibl.  Albert,  and  David  Amlnl;  to  the 
C(./mm)ttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LONG: 
H  R  3903.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Sister 
lolanda  Sila.  Slstet    Guerrina  Brloll,   Sister 
Pasquallna    Copparl,    Bister   Anna    Urblnstl, 
Sister  Ida  R:i8Chl,  and  Sister  Elvira  P.  Men- 
carelU,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MORANO: 
H  R  3904.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Jack 
M.turice  Lamont;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr   POWELL: 
H  R  3905.    A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Mrs. 
Anatoly  Batenko  and  Vladimir  Batenko;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  TRIMBLE: 
H  R  3906.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  H. 
Parker;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WALTER; 
H  R  3907.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of   Jean 
Sutherland;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  TATES: 
H  R  3908.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David 
Arthur  deWolff;    to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII. 

84  The  SPEAKER  presented  a  petition  of 
Mrs  Minnie  Newhart  and  others,  of  Orlando, 
Fla  .  requesting  enactment  of  H.  R.  2448  and 
H  R.  2447.  social -security  legislation  known 
iis  the  Townsend  plan,  which  was  referred 
tu  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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SENATE 

Thursday,  March  12,  1953 

(Legislative  day  of  Wednesday, 
March  11,  1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.    D.    D.,    offered    the    following 

prayer: 

Our  Father  God,  In  the  stillness  of  this 
moment  of  prayer  we  would  make  our 
souls  the  sanctuary  of  Thy  spirit.  Be 
Thou  our  chart  and  compass  in  all  the 
complex  problems  of  state.  Endue  with 
understanding  and  sympathy,  as  well  as 
With  a  sense  of  stern  justice,  those  who. 


as  Thy  ministers  and  as  the  champions 
of  liberty  in  this  free  land  and  in  the 
great  capitals  of  the  world,  are  planning 
peace  and  plenty  for  lands  torn  and  up- 
rooted by  the  ghastly  horrors  of  war  and 
by  those  who  plot  against  the  peace  of 
the  world.  As  workers  together  with 
Thee,  teach  our  hearts  and  our  hands  to 
build  that  city  where  Thou  shalt  dwell 
with  man  and  where  darkness  and  sor- 
row and  want  shall  be  no  more.  In  the 
Redeemers  name  we  ask  it.    Amen. 


MESSAGES  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  the  nomi- 
nation of  Col.  Paul  D.  Berrigan,  CE. 
Corps  of  Engineers,  to  serve  as  president 
and  senior  member  of  the  California  De- 
bris Commission,  vice  Col.  Donald  S. 
Bums,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Albert  J.  Robertson,  of  Iowa,  to  be 
Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Ormonde  A.  Kieb,  of  New  Jersey,  to 
be  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Gore 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Hayden 

McClelUn 

Bush 

Hendrickfion 

Monroney 

Butler,  Md. 

Ives 

Morse 

Capehart 

Jackson 

Fastore 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Payne 

Daniel 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

PurteU 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Ferguson 

Langer 

Smith,  Maine 

Prear 

Lehman 

Taft 

George 

Martin 

Thye 

GiUette 

Maybank 

Young 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  BkallI, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BridgxsI,  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  Butler],  the  junior  Senator 


from  South  Dakota  CMr.  Cask],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  Coopkr],  tho 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DntKsxN],  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Durr], 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Oold- 
WATER],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Griswold],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
HiCKENLoopER],  the  scnior  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Knowland],  the  junior 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Kdchel], 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone], 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Milli- 
KiN],  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  MuNDT],  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall],  the 
senior  iJenator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  Wn,LiAMsl  are  unavoidably 
detained  on  official  committee  business. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  LMr. 
Bennett]  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders],  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  SMITH],  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Potter]  is  absent  on  official  business  at 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson  and  Mr.  Chavez],  the 
Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd  and 
Mr.  Robertson],  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Clements],  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  the  Sena- 
tors from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings  and 
Mr.  Symington],  the  Senators  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill  and  Mr.  Sparkman], 
the  Senators  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hoey  and  Mr.  Smith],  the  Senators 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland  and  Mr. 
Smathers],  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Humphrey],  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnu- 
soN],  the  Senators  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield  and  Mr.  Murray],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  and  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Stennis]  are  unavoidably  de- 
tained on  official  committee  business. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas JMf.  Fulbright],  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr,  Hunt],  and  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr]  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
KiLGORE]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus- 
sell] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
not  present. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  12  o'clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agr3elng  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
£.tor  from  Ohia 
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Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  frcnn  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    No. 

Mr.  BCATBANK.  Mr.  President.  I 
t^ould  lUce  to  have  permission  to  make 
an  insertion  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  a  quonmi 
not  being  present,  nothing  is  in  order 
except  a  motion  to  adjourn. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  is  correct.  A  quorum  not 
being  present,  no  business  is  in  order. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  v/as  agreed  to;  and  (at  12 
o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
in  executive  session,  adjourned  until 
Friday.  March  13.  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOB^nNATION 


Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  March  12  (legislative  day  of 
March  11).  1953: 

Cautobnia  Debris  Commission 

Cbl.  Paul  D.  Berrlgan.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
to  serve  as  president  and  senior  member  of 
the  California  Debris  Commission  provided 
for  by  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  1. 
1893,  entitled  "An  act  to  create  the  California 
Debris  Commission  and  regulate  hydraulic 
mining  In  the  State  of  California."  vice  Col. 
Donald  S.  Burns,  to  be  relieved. 


CXJNFIRMATION 

Executive  nomination  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  12  (legislative  day  of 
March  11).  1953: 

Post  Oftice   Department 
Albert    J.    Robertson,    of    Iowa,   to    be   an 
Assistant  Postmaster  General. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  12,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  wilt  Thou  kindle  within 
our  souls  Thy  divine  light  and  may  its 
luster  and  radiancy  never  grow  dim  or 
be  eclipsed  and  extinguished  as  we  daily 
continue  our  earthly  pilgrimage. 

We  humbly  confess  that  there  is  so 
much  in  life  that  appears  dark  unto  us 
and  that  we  do  not  understand.  Again 
and  again  our  finite  minds  are  sorely 
perplexed  with  questions  we  cannot  an- 
swer and  with  problems  which  human 
ingenuity  and  wisdom  cannot  solve. 

Grant  that  we  may  never  lose  heart  or 
hope  but  go  right  onward  in  one  un- 
deviating  course,  following  the  leading 
of  Thy  spirit  and  that  light  that  shall 
never  fail. 

Show  us  how  we  may  conquer  our 
fears  and  doubts.  Help  us  to  cleave 
with  increasing  tenacity  to  Thy  love 
which  will  never  let  us  go.  May  we 
place  our  trembling  hands  in  Thine  and 
heed  Thy  voice  as  Thou  dost  say.  "This 
is  the  way.  walk  ye  therein." 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  blessed 
Lord  in  whom  we  find  that  perfect  love 
which  casts  out  all  fear.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  In  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House,  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  Informed  the 
House  that  on  the  following  dates  the 
President  approved  and  signed  bills  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  February  11.  1953: 

H.  R.  1979.  An  act  to  amend  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1949  so  that  such  act  will  apply 
to  reorganization  plans  transmitted   to  the 
Congress  at  any  time  before  April  l,  1955. 
On  February  14,  1953: 

H.  R.  568.  An    act    to    continue    until    the 
close  of  June  30,  1954,  the  suspension  of  cer- 
tain Import  taxes  on  copper. 
On  March   10.   1953: 

H.  R.  2230.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  cf 
June  23,  1949,  as  amended,  to  remove  the 
monthly  limitations  on  official  long-distance 
telephone  calls  and  official  telegrams  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives  without 
affecting  the  annual  limitation  on  such  tele- 
phone calls  and  telegrams. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the  fol- 
lowing title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  House  is  requested: 

S.  697.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  Delegate 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  adopted  the  following  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  91)  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Joseph  R.  Brtson.  late  a  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Sena- 
tors be  appointed  by  the  Presiding  Officer  to 
Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend  the 
funeral  of  the  deceased  Representative. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Representa- 
tive, the  Senate  do  now  take  a  recess  until 
12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  message  also  announced  that  pur- 
suant to  the  above  resolution.  Mr.  May- 
bank  and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro- 
lina were  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  ordered  that  J.  Mark  Trice, 
of  Maryland,  be  appointed  a  member  of 
the  Federal  Records  Council,  vice  Leslie 
L.  Biffle. 


EXTENDING  FOR  AN  ADDITIONAL  2 
YEARS  THE  EXISTING  PRIVILEGE 
OP  FREE  IMPORTATION  OP  GIFTS 
FROM  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ARMED 
FORCTES 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3658) 
to  extend  for  an  additional  2  years  the 
existing  privilege  of  free  importation  of 
gifts  from  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  on  duty  abroad 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the 
act  of  December  6,  1942,  entitled  "An  act  to 
accord  free  entry  to  bona  flde  glfta  from 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  on  duty  abroad,"  as  amended  (D.  8.  C 
title  60,  App..  sec.  847).  is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  out  "July  1,  1953"  and  Inaertlng 
In  lieu  thereof  "July  1,  1956." 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker 
the  purpose  of  H.  R.  3658,  which  was 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  is  to  continue  for  an 
additional  2  years  the  existing  law  which 
allows   for  the  entry  of  so  much  of  any 
shipment  of  bona  flde  gifts  as  does  not 
exceed  S50  in  value  without  the  payment 
of    customs    duties,    charges,    or   exac- 
tions, or  internal  revenue  taxes  when 
such  gifts  are  sent  by  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  on  duty  abroad. 
Existing  law  expires  July  1.  1953. 
The  act  of  December  5,  1942  (Public 
Law  790,  77th  Con??.;  56  Stat.  1041)    al- 
lowed, until  the  expiration  of  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  hostilities  as  de- 
termined by  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent, the  entry,  free  of  customs  duties  or 
internal  revenue  import  taxes,  of  so  much 
of  any  shipment  as  did  not  exceed  $50  in 
value  if  there  were  filed  in  connection 
With  the  entry  satisfactory  evidence  that 
the  articles  were  bona  fide  gifts  from  a 
member   of   the   Armed   Forces   of   the 
United  States  on  duty  outside  the  conti- 
nental limits  of  the  United  States     Pub- 
lic Law  384  of  the  80th  Congress  extended 
the  penod  for  free  entry  through  June 
30,  1949,  and  also  amended  the  law  by 
restricting  the  privileges  so  as  to  deny 
free  entry  on  or  after  September  1.  1947 
unless  the  article  is  purchased   "in  or 
through     authorized     agencies    of    the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  major  geographical  commands  of 
the  United  States  Armed  Forces." 

This  law  was  extended  without  Inter- 
ruption by  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses. 
The  Bureau  of  Customs  has  advised 
your  committee  that  it  has  encountered 
no  scnous  administrative  difficulties  in 
administering  this  law,  and  it  was  ex- 
plained to  your  committee  that  this  leg- 
islation is  safeguarded  from  abuse  not 
only  by  the  restrictions  imposed  by  Pub- 
lic Law  384  of  the  80th  Congress,  but 
also  by  appropriate  Treasury  Depart- 
ment regulations  and  instructions  from 
the  armed  services. 

Your  committee  beUeves  that  this  lim- 
ited free  importation  privilege  is  a  defi- 
nite moral  factor  for  our  servicemen 
overseas,  and  since  substantial  numbers 
are  now  stationed  in  all  parts  of  the 
world,  a  2-year  extension  is  warranted. 
The  Department  of  Defense  has  re- 
quested that  this  legislation  be  made 
permanent.  Your  committee  believes 
that  a  2-year  extension  will  accomplish 
the  desired  result  and  that  at  the  end  of 
that  period  the  Congress  can  determine 
if  an  additional  extension  is  desirable. 

Mr  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [  Mr.  Cooper  I . 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
was  reported  by  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  we 
strongly  support  its  passage. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


EXTENDING  UNTIL  JULY  1.  1955.  THE 
PERIOD  DURING  WHICH  PER- 
SONAL AND  HOUSEHOLD  EFFECTS 
BROUGHT  INTO  THE  UNITED 
STATES  UNDER  GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS  SHALL  BE  EXEMPT  FROM 
DUTY 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H. 
ii.  3659)  to  extend  until  July  1,  1955,  the 
period  during  which  personal  and  house- 
hold effects  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall 
be  exempt  from  duty. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  (Mr.  RiK)]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  sentence 
of  section  2  of  the  act  of  June  27,  1942,  en- 
titled "An  act  to  exempt  from  duty  personal 
and  household  effects  brought  into  the 
United  States  under  Government  orders" 
(U.  S.  C.  title  60  App.,  see.  802),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  "This  act  shall 
be  effective  with  res(>ect  to  articles  entered 
for  consumption  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 
hou.se  for  consumption  on  or  after  December 
8.  1941,  and  before  July  1,  1955." 

Sec.  2.  Paragraph  <18)  of  suboectlon  (a) 
of  the  first  section  of  the  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act  (PubUc  Law  450,  82  Cong.) 
i&  hereby  repealed. 

Mr  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  purpose  of  H.  R.  3659.  which  was 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  is  to  continue  to  July 
1.  1955,  the  existing  law  which  allows 
the  exemption  from  duty  of  personal 
and  household  effects  brought  into  the 
United  States  under  Government  orders. 

The  existing  law  expires  April  1,  1953. 
It  is.  therefore,  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  this  bill  be  sent  to  the  other  body 
without  delay.  If  the  present  law  is 
permitted  to  lapse,  it  will  cause  serious 
inconvenience  and  hardship  on  those 
persons  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States  stationed  overseas  and  who  are 
ordered  back  to  this  country. 

The  act  of  June  27.  1942— Public  Law 
633,  77th  Congress;  Fifty-sixth  SUtutes. 
page  461 — allowed,  until  the  day  follow- 
ing the  proclamation  of  peace  by  the 
President,  the  free  entry  of  personal 
and  household  effects  of  any  person 
evacuated  into  the  United  States  imder 
Government  orders. 

Public  Law  450  of  the  82d  Congress, 
extending  the  period  of  free  entry,  will 
expire  April  1.  1953.  The  proposed  leg- 
islation will  continue  this  free-entry 
privilege  to  July  1,  1955. 

This  authority  applies  to  the  personal 
and  household  effects  of  any  person  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  or  of 
his  family,  which  are  forwarded  to  the 
United  States  by  reason  of  Government 
instructions  regarding  the  movement  of 
the  owner  of  the  article,  whether  or  not 
the  owner  returns  to  this  country. 

The  international  obligations  and 
commitments  of  the  United  States  con- 


tinue to  require  the  presence  of  sub- 
stantial numbers  of  persons  in  the  serv- 
ice of  the  United  States  in  many  parts 
of  the  world.  Termination  of  this  free- 
entry  authority  would  impose  an  in- 
equitable administrative  burden  upon 
persons  evacuated  to  the  United  States 
and  would  remove  an  important  morale 
factor  and  inducement  to  overseas 
service. 

Your  committee  is  advised  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Customs  that  no  serious 
administrative  difficulty  has  been  en- 
countered under  the  law.  The  exercise 
of  the  free-entry  privilege  is  safeguarded 
from  abuse  by  appropriate  regulations  of 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  as 
required  by  the  act. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  re- 
quested that  this  legislation  be  made 
permanent.  Your  committee  believes 
that  an  extension  to  July  1.  1955,  will 
accomplish  the  desired  result,  and  the 
Congress  can  at  that  time  determine  if 
an  additional  extension  is  desirable. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper  1. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
was  also  reported  by  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and 
we  strongly  urge  its  passage. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  BILL,  1953 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  conferees  on 
the  bill  H.  R.  3053  may  have  until  mid- 
night tonight  to  file  a  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and,  of  course,  I  shall 
not  object,  the  intention  is  then  to  file 
tonight  in  order  to  permit  us  to  take  it 
up  and  dispose  of  it  tomorrow? 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  understand,  if  wc 
have  a  session  tomorrow,  we  will  try  to 
dispose  of  it.  but  I  do  not  imderstand 
they  will  have  a  session  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  arrangements  have  been  made  to 
adjourn  over  and  not  have  a  session 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  TABER.  But  this  will  permit  us 
to  take  it  up  on  Monday  Just  as  soon  as 
the  House  meets. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  would  be 
glad  to  take  it  up  tomorrow,  but  as  I 
understand,  the  House  has  not  planned 
to  meet  tomorrow,  and  for  that  reason 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  take  it  up 
until  Monday. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  assume  it  will 
be  Monday.  Of  course,  Tuesday  is  St. 
Patrick's  Day,  and  some  of  us  are  inter- 
ested in  the  celebration  of  that  great 
event.  I  assume  there  will  be  no  roll 
call,  as  far  as  the  gentleman  knows.  Of 
course,  he  cannot  control  that. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  not  want  to  say 
that  there  would  not  be  any,  because  I 
do  not  know  in  what  shape  things  might 
develop,  but  I  would  hope  that  there 


would  be  none.  If  It  Is  desired,  I  would 
not  mind  holding  it  a  day  or  two  after- 
ward. I  would  not  want  to  embarrass 
those  who  were  paying  their  respects  to 
St.  Patrick  by  forcing  a  roll  call  on 
that  day. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  gentleman  himself,  in  all 
probability,  to  ask  for  a  roll  call? 

Mr.  TABER.  No;  I  would  not  ex- 
pect to. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  1,  1953 — 
MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
OP  THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  102) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

1  transmit  herewith  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

In  my  message  of  February  2,  1953.  I 
stated  that  I  would  send  to  the  Congress 
a  reorganization  plan  defining  a  new  ad- 
ministrative status  for  Federal  activities 
in  health,  education,  and  social  security. 
This  plan  carries  out  that  intention  by 
creating  a  Department  of  Health,  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare  as  one  of  the  execu- 
tive departments  of  the  Government  and 
by  transferring  to  it  the  various  units  of 
the  Federal  Security  Agency.  The  De- 
partment will  be  headed  by  a  Secretary 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  who 
will  be  assisted  by  an  Under  Secretary 
and  two  Assistant  Secretaries. 

The  purpose  of  this  plan  is  to  improve 
the  administration  of  the  vital  health, 
education,  and  social  security  fimctions 
now  being  carried  on  in  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  by  giving  them  depart- 
mental rank.  Such  action  is  demanded 
by  the  importance  and  magnitude  of 
these  functions,  which  affect  the  well- 
being  of  millions  of  our  citizens.  The 
programs  carried  on  by  the  Public  Health 
Service  include,  for  example,  the  con- 
duct and  promotion  of  research  into  the 
prevention  and  cure  of  sach  dangerous 
ailments  as  cancer  and  heart  disease. 
The  Public  Health  Service  also  adminis- 
ters payments  to  the  States  for  the  sup- 
port of  their  health  services  and  for 
urgently  needed  hospital  construction. 
The  Office  of  Education  collects,  analyzes 
and  distributes  to  school  administrators 
throughout  the  country  information  re- 
lating to  the  organization  and  manage- 
ment of  educational  systems.  Among  its 
other  functions  is  the  provision  of  finan- 
cial help  to  school  districts  burdened  by 
activities  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. State  assistance  to  the  aged,  the 
blind,  the  totally  disabled,  and  depend- 
ent children  is  heavily  supported  by 
grants-in-aid  administered  through  the 
Social  Security  Administration.  The 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system 
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and  cblld  derdoiment  and  welfare  pro- 
Krams  are  addltk>iial  respoosibiliUes  of 
that  admlnistratkm.  Other  offices  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency  are  responsible 
for  the  ccmdQct  of  Federal  vocational 
rehnbilitation  programs  and  for  the  en- 
f oroement  of  food  and  drug  laws. 

There  should  be  an  unremitting  effort 
to  improve  those  health,  education,  and 
social  security  programs  which  have 
proved  their  value.  I  have  already  rec- 
ommended the  expansion  of  the  social 
security  system  to  cover  persons  not  now 
protected,  the  continuation  of  assistance 
to  school  districts  whose  population  has 
been  greatly  increased  by  the  expansion 
of  defense  activities,  and  the  strength- 
ening of  our  food  and  drug  laws. 

But  good  intent  and  high  purpose  are 
not  enough:  all  such  programs  depend 
for  their  success  ur>on  eflScient,  respon- 
sible administration.  I  have  recently 
taken  action  to  assure  that  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator's  views  are  given 
proper  consideration  in  executive  coun- 
cils by  inviting  her  to  attend  meetings 
of  the  Cabinet.  Now  the  establishment 
of  the  new  Department  provided  for  in 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  will 
give  the  needed  additional  assurance 
that  these  matters  will  receive  the  full 
consideration  they  deserve  in  the  whole 
operation  of  the  Government. 

This  need  has  long  been  recognized. 
In  1923,  President  Harding  proposed  a 
Dapertment  of  Education  and  Welfare, 
which  was  also  to  Include  health  func- 
tions.   In  1924,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Reorganization  recommended  a  new  de- 
partment similar  to  that  suggested  by 
President   Harding.      In    1932.    one   of 
President  Hoover's  reorganization  pro- 
posals called  for  the  concentration  of 
health,  education,  and  recreational  ac- 
tivities in  a  single  executive  department. 
The  President's  Committee  on  Adminis- 
trative   Management    in    1937    recom- 
mended the  placing  of  health,  education, 
and  social  security  functions  in  a  De- 
partment of  Social  Welfare.    This  rec- 
ommendation    was     partially     Imple- 
mented in  1939  by  the  creation  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency — by  which  ac- 
tion the  Congress  indicated  its  approval 
of  the  grouping  of  these  functions  in  a 
single  agency.    A  new  department  could 
not  be  proposed  at  that  time  because  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1939  prohibited 
the  creation  of  additional  executive  de- 
partmenta    In  1949.  the  Commission  on 
Organisation  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government  proposed  the  creation 
of  a  departmtot  for  social  security  and 
education. 

The  present  plan  will  make  It  possible 
to  give  the  officials  directing  the  Depart- 
ment titles  indicative  of  their  responsi- 
bilities and  salaries  comparable  to  those 
received  by  their  counterparts  in  other 
executive  departments.  As  the  under 
secretary  of  an  executive  department,  the 
Secretary's  principal  assistant  will  be  bet- 
ter equipped  to  give  leadership  in  the 
Department's  organization  and  manage- 
ment activities,  for  which  he  will  be 
primarily  responsible.  The  plan  opens 
the  way  to  further  administrative  im- 
provement by  authorizing  the  Secretary 
to  centralize  services  and  activities  com- 
mon to  the  several  agencies  of  the  De- 
partment. It  also  establishes  a  uniform 
method  of  appointment  for  the  heads  of 


the  three  major  eonstitiient  agencies. 
At  present,  the  Surgeon  General  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Education  are  appoint- 
ed by  the  President  and  confirmed  by 
the  Senate,  while  the  Commissioner  for 
Social  Security  is  appointed  by  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Administrator.  Hereafter, 
all  three  will  be  Presidential  appointees 
subject  to  Senate  confirmation. 

I  believe,  and  this  plan  reflects  my 
conviction,  that  these  several  fields  of 
Federal  activity  should  continue  within 
the  framework  of  a  single  department 
The  plan  at  the  same  time  assures  that 
the  Office  of  Education  and  the  PubUc 
Health  Service  retain  the  professional 
and  substantive  responsibilities  vested 
by  law  in  those  agencies  or  in  their 
heads.  The  Surgeon  General,  the  Com- 
missioner of  Education,  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Social  Security  will  all  have 
direct  access  to  the  Secretary. 

There  should  be  in  the  Department  an 
Advisory  Committee  on  Education,  made 
up  of  persons  chosen  by  the  Secretary 
from  outside  the  Federal  Government. 
which  would  advise  the  Secretary  with 
respect  to  the  educational  programs  of 
the  Depjartment.  I  recommend  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  authorizing  the 
defrayal  of  the  expenses  of  this  commit- 
tee. The  creation  of  such  a  committee 
as  an  advisory  body  to  the  Secretary  will 
help  ensure  the  maintenance  of  responsi- 
bility for  the  pubhc  educational  system 
in  State  and  local  governments  while 
preserving  the  national  interest  in  edu- 
cation through  appropriate  Federal 
action. 

After  investigation  I  have  found  and 
hereby  declare  that  each  reorganization 
included  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1953  is  necessary  to  accomplish  one  or 
more  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in  section 
2  (a)  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended.  I  have  also  found  and  here- 
by declare  that  by  reason  of  these  reor- 
ganizations, it  Is  necessary  to  include  in 
the  reorganization  plan  provisions  for 
the  appointment  and  compensation  of 
the  new  ofBcers  specified  in  sections  1.  2. 
3.  and  4  of  the  reorganization  plan  The 
rates  of  compensation  fixed  for  these 
officers  are.  respectively,  those  which  I 
have  foiuid  to  prevail  in  respect  of  com- 
parable officers  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government. 

Although  the  effecting  of  the  reorgan- 
izations provided  for  in  the  reorganisa- 
tion plan  will  not  in  Itself  result  in  im- 
mediate savings,  the  improvement 
achieved  in  administration  will  in  the 
futiu-e  allow  the  performance  of  neces- 
sary services  at  greater  savings  than 
present  operations  would  permit.  An 
itemization  of  these  savings  in  advance 
of  actual  experience  is  not  practicable. 
DwicHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House.  March  12,  1953, 

Recrgantization  Plan  No.  1  or  1953 
(Prepared  by  the  President  and  transmitted 
to  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives In  Congress  assembled,  March  12.  1963. 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1949,  approved  June  20,  1949, 
as  amended) 

DEPARTMENT    0»    HEALTH,    HJtJCATION,    AND 
WIXTARK 

Section  1.  Creation  of  Department;  Secre- 
tary: There  Is  hereby  estabUahed  an  execu- 
tive department,  which  shall  be  known  as 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 


Welfare  (hareaXter  in  thl«  reorganization 
plan  referred  to  as  the  Department).  There 
shall  be  at  the  bead  of  the  Department  a 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare 
(hereafter  in  this  reorganisation  plan  re- 
ferred to  as  the  Secretary  > .  who  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  who 
shall  receive  comjiensatlon  at  the  rate  now 
or  hereafter  prescribed  by  law  for  the  heads 
of  executive  departments.  The  Department 
ahall  be  administered  under  the  supervlalon 
and  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Sbc.  2.  Under  Secretary  and  Assistant  Sec- 
retaries: There  shall  be  In  the  Department 
an  Under  Secretary  uf  Health.  EducaUon.  and 
Welfare  and  two  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  each  of 
whom  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  shall  perform  such  functions  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  and  shaU  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  now  or  hereafter 
provided  by  law  for  Under  Secretaries  and 
Assistant  Secretaries,  respectively,  of  execu- 
tive depmrtments.  TTie  Under  Secretary  (or, 
during  the  absence  or  disi  blUty  of  the  Under- 
Secretary  or  In  the  event  of  a  vacancy  In  the 
office  of  Under  Secretary,  an  Assistant  Sec- 
retary determined  accordlDR  to  such  order  as 
the  Secretary  shaU  prescribe)  shall  act  as 
Secretary  during  the  absence  or  disability 
of  the  Secretary  or  In  the  event  of  a  vacancy 
In  the  office  of  Secretnry. 

Sfxt.  3.  Special  Assistant:  There  shall  be 
In  the  Department  a  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  {Health  and  Medlca:  Affairs)  who 
shall  be  appxilnted  by  the  President  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate 
from  among  perrons  who  are  recognized 
leaders  In  the  medical  field  with  wide  non- 
governmental experience,  shall  review  the 
health  and  medical  proerrams  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  advise  the  Secretary  with  respect 
to  the  Improvement  of  such  programs  and 
with  respect  to  necessary  legislation  In  the 
health  and  medical  fields,  and  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  now  or  hereafter 
provided  by  law  for  assistant  secretaries  of 
executive   departments. 

Sec.  4.  Commissioner  of  Social  Security: 
There  shall  be  In  the  Department  a  Com- 
missioner of  Social  Security  who  ahall  be 
appointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall  per- 
form such  functions  concerning  social  se- 
curity and  public  welfare  as  the  SecreUry 
may  prescribe,  and  shaU  receive  compensa- 
tion at  the  rate  now  or  hereafter  fixed  by 
law  for  grade  GS-18  of  the  general  schedule 
established  by  the  Classification  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended. 

Sac.  6.  Transfers  to  the  Department:  All 
functions  of  the  Federal  Security  Admin- 
istrator are  hereby  Uanaferred  to  the  Secre- 
tary. All  agencies  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  together  with  their  respective  func- 
tions, personnel,  property,  records,  and  un- 
expended balances  of  approprtatlons.  alloca- 
tions, and  other  funds  (available  or  to  be 
made  available),  and  all  other  functions. 
personnel,  property,  records,  and  unexpended 
balances  of  appropriations.  allocaUons.  and 
other  funds  (available  or  to  be  made  avail- 
able) of  the  Federal  Security  Agency  axe 
hereby  transferred  to  the  Department. 

Sec.  6.  Performance  of  functions  of  the 
Secretary:  The  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  make  such  pro  visions  as  the  Secretary 
deems  appropriate  authorizing  the  p>erform- 
ance  of  any  of  the  functions  of  the  Secre- 
tary by  any  other  o«Bcer,  or  by  any  agency 
or  employee,  of  the  Department. 

Sec.  7.  Administrative  services:  In  the  In- 
terest of  economy  and  cfflclency  the  Secre- 
tary may  from  time  to  time  establish  cen- 
tral administrative  services  In  the  fields  of 
procurement,  budgeting,  accounting,  per- 
sormel.  Mbrary.  legal,  arid  other  services  and 
activities  common  to  the  several  agencies  of 
the  Department;  and  the  Secretary  may  ef- 
fect such  transfers  within  the  Department 
of  the  personnel  employed,  the  property  and 
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records  used  or  held,  and  the  funds  available 
(or  use  In  connection  with  such  administra- 
tive service  activities  as  the  Secretary  may 
deem  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  any 
services  so  established :  Provided.  That  no  pro- 
fessional or  substantive  function  vested  by 
law  in  any  ofllcer  shall  be  removed  from  the 
Jurisdiction  of  such  officer  under  this  section. 

Sec  8.  Abolitions:  The  Federal  Security 
Agency  (exclusive  of  the  agencies  thereof 
transferred  by  section  6  of  this  reorganiza- 
tion plan),  the  officers  of  Pederal  Security 
Administrator  and  Assistant  Federal  8ec\uity 
Administrator  created  by  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  (53  SUt.  1423),  the  two  offices  of 
assistant  heads  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  created  by  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
2  of  1946  (60  Stat.  1095),  and  the  office  at 
Commissioner  for  Social  Security  created  by 
section  701  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (64  Stat.  658) ,  are  hereby  abolished. 
The  Secretary  shall  mal:e  such  provisions  as 
may  be  necessary  in  order  to  wind  up  any 
outstanding  affairs  of  the  Agency  and  offices 
abolished  by  this  section  which  are  not  other- 
wise provided  for  In  thU  reorganization  plan. 

Sec.  9.  Interim  provLdons:  The  President 
may  authorize  the  persons  who  Immediately 
prior  to  the  time  this  reorganization  plan 
takes  effect  occupy  the  offices  ot  Federal 
Security  Administrator,  Assistant  Federal 
Security  Administrator  assistant  heads  of 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  Commis- 
sioner for  Social  Security  to  act  as  Secretary, 
Under  Secretary,  and  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and  as  Com- 
missioner of  Social  Security,  respectively, 
until  those  offices  are  filled  by  appointment 
In  the  manner  provided  by  sections  1.  2,  and 
4  of  this  reorganization  plan,  but  not  for  a 
period  of  more  than  00  days.  While  so 
acting,  such  persons  shall  receive  compen- 
sation at  the  rates  provided  by  this  reoiganl- 
ration  plan  for  the  offices  the  ftinctlons  of 
which  they  perform- 


UNLESS  CONGRESS  REPEALS  THE 
RESTRICTIONS  AGAINST  EARNED 
DUAL  BENEFITS  UNDER  THE  RAIL- 
ROAD RETIREMENT  AND  SOCIAL 
SECURITY  ACTS  IT  IS  GUILTY  OP 
BREAKING  FAITH  WITH  THOU- 
SANDS OF  RAILROAD  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Van  2:andt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


ABUSE  OP  ACCUMULATED  LEAVE 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Mls.sourl.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  c:onsent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  am  disturbed  about  the  $709,538 
received  by  the  members  of  President 
Truman's  Cabinet,  and  other  high-rank- 
ing officials  of  the  Triunan  administra- 
tion, for  accumulated  leave. 

I  am  not  as  much  concerned  whether 
these  former  public  servants  were  tech- 
nically entitled  to  this  money  or  not. 
Morally,  they  were  not  entitled  to  It.  By 
taking  it  they  are  confessing  that  they 
have  been  faithless  in  carrying  out  good 


employment  practices  In  their  adminis- 
trations. The  Congress  adopted  the 
Thomas  amendment  the  last  Congress  in 
order  to  stop  the  abuse  going  on  in  the 
departments  in  regard  to  accumulated 
leave. 

Leave  was  established  so  that  em- 
ployees would  take  vacations  so  that 
they  would  be  refreshed  and  so  able  to  do 
their  Jobs  better  over  a  period  of  time. 
Good  employment  practices  require  that 
employees  do  take  vacations  and  that 
those  in  charge  of  the  employees  see  that 
vacations  are  taken. 

Now  we  find  that  the  men  who  were 
In  charge  of  employment  practices  in 
the  Federal  departments  obviously  were 
encouraging  the  practice  of  subverting 
the  the<Mir  behind  taking  vacations. 
They  were,  by  example,  encouraging  the 
practice  of  converting  good  health  into 
cash,  and  undermining  the  efficiency  of 
their  employees. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mrs.  BUCHANAN  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  McCosMACK)  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas  (at  the  request* 
of  Mr.  McCoRXACK)  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  ABBTTT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCORMACK)  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  the  legislative  pro- 
gram and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 

PRESIDENT  EISENHOWER  FOLLOWS 
DEMOCRATIC  POUCY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
compliment  President  Elsenhower  for 
sending  up  the  reorganization  plan, 
which  he  has.  for  making  a  depart- 
ment of  the  Federal  Security  Agency.  It 
is  a  very  good  Democratic  poUcy,  which 
shows  that  our  Republican  friends  recog- 
nize the  soimdness  and  the  logic  of  the 
principles  of  the  Democratic  Party,  and 
that  they  are  in  the  best  Interests  of  the 
people  of  our  country.  I  am  a  member 
of  the  committee,  and  I  shall  support  the 
recommendation,  and  again  as  in  the 
case  of  the  extension  of  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan  giving  the  President  real,  sub- 
stantial legislation  providing  for  a  con- 
stitutional majority  to  reject  a  presiden- 
tial reorganization  plan,  the  Democratic 
Party  in  this  case  will  be  leading  the 
way.  

FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
appreciate  the  very  kindly  statement 
made  by  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCohmack],  which 
Indicates  his  wholehearted  support  of  the 
reorganization  plan  which  has  Just  been 
submitted  by  the  President.  This  is  not 
a  partisan  plan  or  program.  It  is  one 
that  has  been  sponsored  by  two,  and  the 
only  two,  living  ex -Presidents.  I  recall 
President  Truman  had  a  plan  something 
along  this  line  which  was  submitted  to 
the  Congress,  but  the  original  idea  came 
from  the  Hoover  Commission,  which  was 
headed  by  a  Republican  ex-President, 
Herbert  Hoover. 

That  Commission,  of  course,  recom- 
mended creating  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  into  a  department  with  Cabinet 
status.  Therefore  it  appears  to  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  with  both  RepubUcan  and 
Democratic  support,  this  reorganization 
plan  should  be  made  effective  as  quickly 
as  possible,  and  I  am  hoping  that  in  the 
next  few  days  it  may  be  possible  for  this 
House  to  adopt  the  Joint  resolution, 
which  I  understand  has  been  introduced 
by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman],  to  make  this  plan  effective 
immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  and  the  signature  thereof  by 
the  President. 


EFFICIENT  POSTAL  SERVICE— THE 
NEW  YORK  OFFICE 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of 
the  big  jobs  of  the  new  administration 
now  placed  in  the  capable  hands  of  Post- 
master General  Arthur  Summerfield  is 
the  restoration  of  our  postal  services  to 
a  state  of  efficiency.  The  New  York  Post 
Office  is  the  biggest  in  the  country  and 
what  will  happen  there  under  the  new 
administration  is  likely  to  be  the  stand- 
ard by  which  the  whole  postal  system 
will  be  judged.  I  take  the  Uberty  of 
suggesting  that  in  the  appointment  of 
the  Postmaster  in  New  York  City  it  be 
recognized  as  a  trouble  shooting  Job  of 
the  first  rank  requiring  great  adminis- 
trative ability  as  well  as  experience  and 
prestige.  The  personnel  management 
problem  alone  is  enormous  with  34,000 
postal  workers  employed  in  the  district 
comprising  Manhattan,  the  Bronx,  and 
Pelham  and  a  heavy  proportion  of  the 
first  class  mail  in  the  country  handled  in 
this  district  alone.  The  loyal  and  dedi- 
cated postal  workers  have  been  in  the 
forefront  of  those  seeking  better  postal 
services  and  have  been  the  most  hurt  by 
the  postal  services  curtailment  directive. 
Ever  since  the  postal  curtailment  order 
of  April,  1950,  cutting  home  deliveries  to 
one  a  day  and  reducing  other  services, 
the  people  of  New  York  City  have  been 
suffering  serious  efficiencies  in  mail  serv- 
ices. I  hope  very  much  the  opportunity 
to  start  on  the  road  back  to  proper 
postal  service  will  now  be  utilized. 
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KDiG  COTTON  IN  CALIFORNIA 

ICr.  HUNTKR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  ranarks. 

Tbe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  yesterday  and  today 
have  found  on  their  desks  a  miniature 
bale  of  cotton.  Attached  to  the  Uttle  bale 
is  a  picture  of  California's  lovely  maid 
of  cotton,  who  ruled  last  Friday  at 
Bakersfield.  Calif.,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
national  salute  to  King  Cotton  from 
California. 

These  bales  are  a  memento  of  the  great 
part  California  is  plasnng  in  the  cotton 
production  of  the  Nation.  Already  cot- 
ton is  the  No.  1  cash  crop  in  California. 
and  in  1951  California  was  the  second 
largest  cotton-producing  State  in  the 
Nation. 

California  Is  justly  proud  of  her  fine 
long-staple  cotton,  of  her  high  produc- 
tion per  acre,  and  of  the  fact  that  three 
of  her  counties  ranked  among  the  first 
five  in  cotton  in-oduction  in  1951.  In 
that  year  Kern  County  produced  497.000 
bales  to  lead  the  Nation  as  the  largest 
cotton-producing  county  in  the  United 
States.  Closely  following  Kern  was  my 
own  county  of  Fresno,  which  produced 
487.150  bales,  and  the  two  sister  counties 
are  expected  to  show  production  of  over 
a  million  bales  for  1952.  Although  Ari- 
zona's Maricopa  and  Pinal  Counties 
ranked  third  and  fourth,  in  fifth  place 
is  California's  Tulare  Coimty,  which  pro- 
duced 309.150  bales. 

It  is  with  great  pride  that  I  call  the 
attention  of  my  coUeagues  on  this  occa- 
sion to  the  magnificent  contribution  of 
the  State  of  California  to  the  cotton  in- 
dustry of  the  United  SUtes. 

Following  is  a  national  salute  to  King 
Cotton  from  California  by  Bobette  Bent- 
ley,  California  maid  of  cotton.  1953,  given 
last  Friday: 

The  robes  erf  tbe  UcgB  who  ruled  thou- 
sands ot  yeara  be/ore  Christ  were  made  at 
cotton.  Today  cotton  provides  royal  rai- 
ments for  everyone. 

Tonight,  at  the  national  salute  to  King 
Cotter  In  Bakersfleld.  Calif.,  we  satute  those 
In  the  Industry  In  all  the  States  at  the  Na- 
tion who  are  working  to  prorlde  better  cot- 
ton for  Its  myriad  of  uses.  We  salute  those 
who  are  strlvUig  tat  more  efficient  and  eco- 
nomical production.  We  salute  those  who 
are  searching  for  new  markets  and  increased 
uses. 

We  especially  salute  those  In  om  own 
State  oi  California,  many  of  whom  came  to 
US  from  the  old  South,  who  are  part  of  our 
great  cotton  Indxistry. 

Cotton  is  the  No.  1  cash  farm  crop  In 
California.  CalUornia  Is  the  second  largest 
cotton-producing  State  In  the  Nation. 

California  farmers,  proceaeors.  and  han- 
dlers bare  Invested  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  In  cotton  farms  and  equipment  and 
XacUIUea^ 

The  thconie  of  mmiona  of  people  hi  Cali- 
fornia Is  affected  directly  or  Indirectly  by 
the  cotton  crop. 

On  behalf  of  those  millions  In  California 
who  are  tied  to  cotton,  we  salute  our  cotton 
Industry. 

And  for  the  whole  Nation  whose  people 
use  cotton  products  so  extensively  and  whose 
•ooQomy  la  dependent  upon  cotton  Income 


so  heavily,  we  salute  King  Cotton — may  he 
meet  the  challenge  of  the  future  as  lie  >"»4 
met  the  tests  of  the  past. 


THE  PASSING  OF  BIO  JIM 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarkcs. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  last 
week  the  town  of  Burbank,  Calif.,  lost 
its  most  famous  citizen.  Last  week 
American  manhood  lost  one  of  its  idols  of 
rugged  athletic  prowess  and  good  sports- 
manship. Last  week  marked  the  pass- 
ing of  Big  Jim.  for  many  years  the 
world's  heavyweight  champion.  James  J. 
Jeffries. 

Big  Jim  was  more  than  a  great  boxer, 
more  than  a  great  fighter.  He  was  great 
and  he  was  an  idol  because  of  his  ideals 
of  fair  play  and  good  sportsmanship. 
Throughout  his  career  he  was  never 
knocked  out.  Few  big  men  have  ever 
equaled  his  speed  and  his  skill  as  a  box- 
er, and  none  has  ever  equaled  his  lug- 
gedness. 

Born  in  Ohio,  April  15,  1882,  he  moved 
to  Burbank  in  1912.  over  43  years  ago. 
He  was  the  champion  of  all  champions 
from  1899  to  1905.  when  he  retired  un- 
defeated. In  1910  he  was  coaxed  out 
of  retirement  and  lost  on  a  technical 
knockout  in  the  15th  round,  at  age  35. 

For  many  years  he  made  a  career  of 
the  teaching  of  the  manly  art  of  self- 
defense  and  of  good  sportsmanship  in  the 
famous  Jeffries  Barn  in  Burtiank.  For 
many  years  prior  to  his  death  his  birth- 
day, April  15.  each  year  caused  a  large 
gathering  of  his  friends  and  admirers. 
Big  Jim  was  an  inspiration  to  many  men, 
not  the  least  of  whom  was  Joe  Griffin, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  following  poem 
which  I  quote  from  the  Burbank  Re\iew, 
which  excellent  paper  printed  it  on  two 
different  occasions: 

The  Kid  Speaks 
Oh.  a  swing  Is  a  swing  and  a  hook  Ls  a  hork. 
And  you  look  tore  you  swing  and  you  swing 
where  you  look, 
And  you'll  fight  by  the  rules  that  are  there 
in  the  book — 
(Thow    are    things    that    I    learned    from 
Old  Jim.) 

Oh,  the  truth  Is  the  truth  and  a  lie  is  a  lie. 
But  a  lie  doesn't  last,  nor  the  truth  ever 
die. 
8o    you'll    throw    no    foul    punches — square 
fighters  aim  high — 
(Those    aie    things    that    I    learned    from 
Old  Jim.) 

Oh.  a  man  U  a  man  and  a  friend  Is  a  friend. 
And  there  8  no  flner  gift  the  Almighty  can 
send 

Than  the  fellow  who  sticks  with  you  clean 
to  the  end — 
(Those    are   things   that   I   learned    from 
Old  Jim.) 

Oh.  a  life  Is  a  life  and  a  name  is  a  name. 
And  you're  bound  to  meet  strife   In   the 
battle  for  fame. 
But    victory    depends    on    how    you    played 
the  game — 
(Those    are    things    that   I   learned   from 
Old  Jim.) 


(Oh,  a  chnrch  la  a  church  and  a  creed  is  a 
creed. 
Au  revolr.  old  companion.     You've  got  all 
that  you  need 
To  enter  the  Oate»— the  Almighty  will  heed 
Tbe  prayers  for  the  soul  of  Old  Jim.) 

— Joe  Griffin. 
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CHESrr  X-RAYS  FOR  MT:MBERS  AND 
HOUSE  PERSONNEL 
Mr.   ARENDS.     Mr.    Speaker.   I   ask 

unanimous  consent  to  addiess  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
this  week  and  next — March  9  through 
March  20 — there  will  be  an  opportunity 
for  all  of  us  to  get  a  chest  X-ray.  The 
X-ray  unit  will  be  set  up  in  the  first-aid 
room  of  the  old  House  Office  Building. 

There  is  no  charge  for  this  service, 
which  is  being  provided  by  the  District 
Health  Department,  the  District  Tuber- 
culosis A.ssociation  and  the  United  States 
Public  Health  Service,  as  a  part  of  their 
joint  effort  to  eradicate  tuberculosis  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

It  will  only  take  a  few  minutes  for 
each  one  of  us  to  get  an  X-ray  and  I 
urge  that  we  all  participate  in  this  effort, 
and  that  we  encourage  all  of  our  per- 
sonnel to  do  likewise. 

Detailed  information  regarding  this 
survey  should  already  have  been  sent  to 
you  individually.  If  you  have  not  re- 
ceived such  a  notice,  please  contact  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 


PROGRAM  FOR  WEEK  OF  MARCH  16 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  min- 
ute in  order  that  I  may  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  what  we  may  expect 
in  the  way  of  legislation  next  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  The  program,  let  me 
say  to  the  minority  leader,  is  as  follows: 

Monday  there  will  be  the  call  of  the 
Consent  Calendar  to  be  followed  by  con- 
sideration of  conference  report  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  3053.  the  second  supplemental 
appropriation  bilL 

Tuesday  the  Private  Calendar  will  be 
called. 

Wednesday  we  plan  to  call  up  for  con- 
sideration the  reorganisation  plan  which 
was  submitted  today  to  create  a  new  De- 
partment of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

Conference  reports  wiU  be  in  order  at 

any  time. 

Should  there  be  any  additional  legis- 
lative matters  to  be  called  up  for  con- 
sideraUon — and  I  know  of  none  at  this 
moment^-1  will  notify  the  Members  in 
ample  time. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  to- 
day introduced  a  resolution  to  amend  the 
House  rules  to  set  up  rules  and  pro- 
cedures of  practice  for  the  committees 
of  the  House,  particularly  those  which 
are  investigating  different  subjects.  In 
the  last  few  weeks,  I  am  sure  you  must 
have  been  alarmed  at  some  of  the  activi- 
ties and  statements  made  by  some  of 
these  committees,  or  at  least  members 
thereof.  These  actions  reflect  on  the 
entire  membership  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Congress.  It  seems  to  me  it  would 
help  all  of  us  to  get  at  the  facts,  and 
regain  the  respect  of  the  people  of  the 
country  which.  I  fear,  has  been  forfeited 
b.v  unfair  methods.  Incidentally,  it 
would  help  the  committees  themselves 
obtain  information  they  were  formed  to 
get.  by  following  orderly  procedures. 

The  change  In  rules  would  permit  rep- 
resentation of  witnesses  by  counsel,  per- 
mit people  whose  names  have  been  men- 
tioned to  appear  before  these  committees 
and  clear  themselves  of  charges  made 
against  them,  permit  cross-examination 
of  witnesses,  and  things  of  that  kind.  I 
hope  the  resolution  will  have  the  support 
of  the  membership.  It  will  help  us  to 
maintain  the  dignity  we  must  have.  It 
will  help  the  committees  themselves  in 
working  out  their  problems  and  help 
them  regain  some  of  the  respect  they 
seem  to  have  lost  throughout  the  coun- 
try due  to  some  activities  of  one  or  two 
of  these  committees. 

The  bill  is  similar  to  the  one  that  was 
Introduced  in  the  other  body  by  Senator 
Wayne  Morsk. 


CODE  OF  ETHICS  FOR  COMMITTEES 
Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
I  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 


THE  PINK  BOLLWORM  THREAT  TO 
COTTON 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  «isk  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vi.'-e  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou- 
isiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  rise  at  this  time  to  refer  to 
the  cotton  situation  in  parts  of  the 
Souih.  I  just  heard  my  colleague  from 
California  refer  in  glowing  terms  to  what 
is  being  done  in  California  in  reference 
to  growing  cotton.  In  my  section  of  the 
South,  we  are  greatly  disturbed  by  the  in- 
vasion of  the  pink  boUworm.  It  came 
from  the  west,  from  Texas,  but  original- 
ly from  Mexico.  I  think  all  Members 
who  are  interested  in  the  planting  of 
cotton  will  be  concerned  with  some  sort 
of  help  to  curb  this  pest,  this  parasite. 
I  do  not  mean  financial  help,  except  in 
one  small  respect.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  members  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  to  the  fact  that 
we  need  more  money — it  will  not  take  a 
great  deal — allotted  for  the  purpose  of 
further  experimentation  in  the  control 
of  the  pink  bollworm.  Just  a  small 
amount  of  money  in  the  use  of  methods 
of  control  to  curb  the  spread  of  this  de- 


structive pest  will  do  a  great  deal  for 
the  economy  of  the  whole  country,  the 
West  and  East  and  especially  the  South. 
I  hope  that  other  Members  who,  like 
I  am,  are  concerned  in  the  protection  of 
cotton  farming  will  join  me  in  suggest- 
ing to  members  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  that  we  make  suitable  al- 
lowance for  the  continuation  of  the  work 
of  trying  to  curb  this  pest. 


J- 


SEGREGATION  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Spealter. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
last  year  a  majority  of  the  American 
people,  completely  dissatisfied  with  the 
New  Deal  way  of  running  the  Govern- 
ment, voted  for  a  change.  They  wanted 
reductions  in  spending  and  taxes,  some- 
thing done  about  the  Korean  war,  and 
a  return  to  sanity  in  Government. 

The  radicals  and  leftwingers  such  as 
the  Americans  for  Democratic  Action, 
the  National  Association  for  the  Ad- 
vancement of  Colored  People,  and  sim- 
ilar groups,  did  not  want  a  change,  and 
did  not  vote  for  a  change.  They  wanted 
a  continuation  of  the  petty  politics  and 
socialistic  program  of  the  New  Deal  ele- 
ment. 

It  begins  to  look  now  as  if  those  who 
want  the  new  administration  to  get  to 
work  to  pull  the  country  out  of  the  hole, 
reduce  spending  and  reduce  taxes,  will 
have  to  be  content  with  second  place; 
Position  No,  1  has  been  allocated  to  a 
program  of  appeasement  of  radicals  and 
minority  pressure  blocs  for  political 
purposes. 

Tuesday  there  was  a  newspaper  story 
under  the  headline  "Ike  Asks  Court  End 
District  of  Columbia  Segregation,"  tell- 
ing that  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  filed  a  brief  in  the  Su- 
preme Court  asking  that  segregation  be 
abolished. 

Now  this  brief  is  filed  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  the  name  of  the  United  States 
of  America.  The  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica is  not  a  party  to  the  suit.  It  is  not 
entitled  to  file  a  brief  as  a  party  to  the 
suit.  He  pushes  himself  into  the  case 
under  the  guise  of  "A  friend  of  the 
court."  It  is  imdoubtedly  done  at  the 
direction  of  the  President.  He  and  the 
Attorney  General  bring  themselves  into 
this  case  to  palm  off  their  personal  views 
as  the  position  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  Undobutedly  it  is  done  as  a 
political  gesture,  in  the  hope  that  these 
radical  groups  can  be  enticed  away  from 
the  New  Dealers  and  attached  to  the  Re- 
publican Party.  This  brief  is  an  effort 
to  use  the  Supreme  Court  as  a  monkey 
to  pull  political  chestnuts  out  of  the  fire 
for  them. 

It  is  an  unauthorized  action  on  the 
part  of  these  officials.  Neither  of  them 
is  authorized  to  allege  in  a  brief  or  other- 
wise that  the  United  States  of  America 


advocates  the  abolition  of  segregation  in 
the  restaurants  and  cafes  in  Washington, 
DC. 

I  had  expected  that  President  Eisen- 
hower would  apply  his  talents,  and  those 
of  his  associates,  to  some  of  the  many 
pressing  problems  which  need  immediate 
attention.  But  this  action  seems  to  indi- 
cate that  we  may  look  for  the  new  ad- 
ministration to  carry  on  the  New  Deal 
practice  of  appeasing  radicals  to  get 
votes,  and  that  the  major  objective  will 
be  to  do  it  more  effectively,  and  to  out- 
deal  the  New  DeaL 


THE  NEXT  STEP  TOWARD  A 
VICTORY  IN  KOREA 

Mr.  BATTLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATTLR  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  very 
sorry  to  learn  a  while  ago  about  the 
Communists  shooting  down  another 
Allied  plane,  this  time  a  British  plane 
involving  the  loss  of  several  lives.  I  am 
very  hopeful  that  this  will  cause  the 
British  and  the  rest  of  our  allies,  all  of 
us,  to  work  together  more  effectively  to 
stop  the  shipment  of  strategic  goods  that 
is  still  going  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
and  which  in  effect  helps  build  up  this 
Communist  war  machine. 

First.  England's  announcement  about 
further  restricting  trade  with  China  is 
really  good  news.  I  would  like  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  commend  those  who 
have  worked  so  hard  for  so  long  on  both 
sides  of  the  ocean  to  bring  this  develop- 
ment about.  It  should  inspire  NATO 
and  the  United  Nations  to  more  effective 
action  in  preventing  the  buildup  of  the 
Communist  war  machine.  However,  we 
should  not  be  complacent  about  this 
progress  because  it  is  just  a  drop  in  the 
bucket  compared  to  what  needs  to  be 
done  to  help  our  boys  in  Korea. 

(a)  As  I  pointed  out  in  my  speech  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  Febru- 
ary 12,  1953,  our  allies  have  chartered 
as  many  as  100  ships  to  Russia  at  one 
time.  Such  ships  fiy  western  flags  and 
are  largely  beyond  the  control  of  their 
owners  for  the  time  chartered.  Impor- 
tant shipping  countries  such  as  Panama, 
the  United  Kingdom,  Greece,  and  Den- 
mark let  Russia  have  ships  under  this 
agreement.  Now  England  plaiis  to  re- 
strict the  use  of  her  ships  but  we  need 
similar  agreements  from  other  naval 
powers  of  the  world  which  still  let 
the  Soviet  bloc  have  the  benefit  of  their 
ships. 

(b)  Over  $8  million  worth  of  strategic 
goods  as  prior  commitments  are  still  to 
be  shipped  from  our  allies  to  the  Soviet 
bloc,  much  of  it  to  come  from  England. 
It  seems  that  these  nations  would  have 
prior  commitments  to  their  own  people 
for  their  security  which  would  take  prece- 
dence over  prior  commitments  to  Rus- 
sia and  her  satellites.  An  indetermi- 
nable amount  of  strategic  materials  is 
still  permitted  to  go  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain from  noncooperating  nations  or  in 


'^it 


4  ■:§. 


m  I 

■I  u: 

^  i 

5.       - 


f" 


t 


1896 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


March  12 


the  form  of  falsely  documented  ship« 
ments.  Amsterdam,  Rotterdam.  Copen- 
hagen and  Hamburg  are  examples.  Con- 
tinued trade  by  neutrals  such  as  Switzer- 
land and  Sweden  is  also  a  stumbling 
■  block  to  international  agreements  to  stop 
the  buildup  of  our  common  enemy. 
Ship  repairs,  services,  and  facilities  fur- 
nished by  our  allies  do  not  break  the 
letter  of  the  law  but  certainly  violate 
the  spirit  of  it.  Shipments  of  materials 
not  classified  as  strategic  such  as  rut>- 
ber  to  Russia  from  England  continue. 
England  refuses  to  ship  rubber  to  China 
but  she  ships  it  to  Russia.  What  is  the 
difference?  All  these  represent  legal 
leaks  in  addition  to  the  ship  chartering 
problem  which  is  still  to  be  solved  with 
other  maritime  powers.  In  addition. 
there  are  so-called  nonstrategic  ship- 
ments like  cotton,  medicine,  and  food 
that  go  to  China  and  the  Iron  Curtain 
countries  as  legal  trade.  England  now 
plans  to  stop  some  of  her  trade  with 
China  but  she  will  continue  to  send  the 
same  materials  to  Russia  and  the  rest 
of  the  Soviet  bloc.  What  about  the 
other  shipments  to  China  and  what  about 
the  other  countries  in  the  United  Na- 
tions? Eighty  percent  of  the  so-called 
nonstrategic  materials  shipped  by  sea  to 
China  come  from  the  free  countries. 
The  U.  N.  has  been  supplying  China  with 
one  hand  and  fighting  her  with  the 
other.  General  Van  Fleet  recently  said 
that  our  enemy  in  Korea  does  not  worry 
too  much  about  getting  thousands  of 
Chinese  killed  at  a  time  because  life  is 
cheap  and  plentiful  over  there  but  action 
that  stops  their  supplies  is  fatal  to  their 
sustained  drives  of  aggression.  Of 
course  in  addition  there  is  the  continuous 
smuggling  going  on  in  many  countries 
which  is  very  bad  but  less  damaging  than 
all  of  these  legal  leaks. 

Second.  The  United  Nations  voted  to 
take  military  action  in  Korea  but  the 
United  Nations  has  not  supported  the 
war  in  Korea  militarily  or  economically 
In  a  manner  necessary  to  win. 

(a )  Our  boys  in  Korea  would  be  helped 
Immeasurably  by  a  peaceful  all-out  eco- 
nomic boycott  of  the  Communist  bloc  but 
the  free  nations  of  the  U.  N.  are  not  will- 
ing to  make  the  Joint  economic  sacri- 
fice necessary  for  such  a  program. 

(b)  Although  they  are  members  of  the 
United  Nations,  our  European  allies  do 
not  feel  that  Korea  is  their  responsibility 
to  the  extent  of  taking  effective  action 
to  win  the  war.  Of  course  they  make 
concesssions  here  and  there  to  the  United 
States  for  our  aid.  Then,  too,  they  wish 
us  well  because  if  we  lose  in  Europe 
and  Asia,  they  might  become  slaves.  Eu- 
rope feels  that  Korea  is  an  American  war 
by  and  large  and  stopping  Russian  ag- 
gression Is  primarily  the  responsibility 
of  the  United  States. 

(c)  If  the  hearts  of  the  free  nations 
were  In  the  right  places,  their  trade 
would  be  in  the  right  places.  As  it  now 
stands,  shortsighted  neutrals  and  other 
free  countries  have  too  much  of  the  atti- 
tude of  seeing  how  much  trade  with  the 
Soviets  they  can  get  by  with  instead  of 
how  little  trade  they  can  get  by  with. 

Third.  The  only  way  the  free  nations 
of  the  U.  N.  will  get  their  hearts  in  Korea 
Is  to  furnish  some  fighting  men  for 
Korea.  This  should  be  the  next  step  and 
It  should  be  taken  immediately. 


fa>  I  would  be  the  last  to  minimize 
the  value  of  the  efforts  other  nations  are 
contributing  to  Korea.  Yet  the  fact  re- 
mains that  only  23  of  the  other  59  na- 
tions of  the  U.  N.  are  making  any  direct 
contribution  at  all  and  that  is  rather 
infinitesimal  compared  with  what  is 
needed  to  win.  Elxcluding  South  Ko- 
reans. 88  percent  of  the  troops  are  sup- 
plied by  the  United  States  and  only  12 
percent  by  all  other  countries.  Only  the 
United  States  and  Canada  emt)argo  all 
trade  with  China. 

<b>  Hard  economic  decisions  must  be 
made,  but  they  are  not  as  hard  as  bury- 
ing your  sons  or  waiting  forever  for  your 
buddies  to  cocne  back  from  a  one-way 
trip.  Sharing  the  orphans,  widows, 
broken  homes,  and  disrupted  communi- 
ties t)ecause  their  boys  went  to  Korea, 
too,  *ould  bring  a  different  attitude  to- 
ward trading  with  the  enemy;  also,  it 
would  help  weld  the  free  world  into  an 
unbeatable  and  unstoppable  force. 

(c)  Yes;  England  must  have  her  tim- 
ber and  grain.  Denmark  must  have  her 
coal,  but  where  there  is  a  will  there  is  a 
way  to  get  necessary  materials  without 
building  up  the  Communist  war  ma- 
chines in  China.  Russia,  and  the  satellite 
countries.  Prance  has  shown  her  inde- 
pendence or  contempt  even  when  she  did 
not  need  to  trade  with  the  Soviet  bloc. 
Stereotyped  negative  excuses  for  not  get- 
ting new  sources  of  supply  must  be  re- 
placed with  a  positive  attitude  of  accom- 
plishment in  the  freedom-loving  nations 
of  the  world.  There  are  enough  laws 
and  international  agreements  now  to 
stop  the  flow  of  strategic  goods  from 
going  behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  but  the 
flow  continues. 

(d)  Korea  has  taxed  the  United 
States  with  over  130,000  casualties  not 
to  mention  the  strain  of  material  assist- 
ance all  over  the  world,  so  we  have 
reached  the  point  where  we  can  no 
longer  continue  normal  diplomatic  nice- 
ties but  decisive  action  is  a  necessity. 

(e)  Getting  a  decent  contribution  of 
fighting  men  from  our  Allies  for  Korea 
will  strengthen  our  joint  military  effort 
considerably.  Also,  it  would  immeas- 
urably strengthen  the  will  of  these 
United  Nations  countries  to  stop  trade 
that  builds  up  the  war  machines  of  our 
common  enemy.  It  is  a  shame  this  has 
not  already  been  accomplished.  This  is 
a  fight  that  I  will  continue  with  all  my 
strength. 

Fourth.  In  this  shrinking  world  when 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  can  be  crossed  twice 
in  one  day,  the  fate  of  all  free  peoples  is 
tied  together  closer  than  ever  l)efore  in 
history.  England  is  a  valiant  ally  and 
much  more  has  been  accomplished  by 
this  great  country  and  other  members  of 
the  U.  N.  than  we  may  realize  but  sup- 
plying our  enemies  with  one  hand  and 
fighting  them  with  the  other  just  does 
not  make  sense.  For  a  time  England  led 
the  way  in  restricting  trade  to  the  Com- 
munist countries  after  realizing  the  sad 
mistake  of  shipping  jet  engines  to  the 
Kremlin.  She  is  still  ahead  of  most 
countries  In  this  respect.  For  instance, 
the  in-transit  trade  that  goes  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  through  the  free  ports  of 
continental  Europe  gets  no  such  assist- 
ance in  English  ports.  Now  comes  Eng- 
land's announcement  about  restricting 
the  use  of  ships  flying  her  flags  that 


carry  supplies  to  China.  I  hope  this 
British  move  will  t)e  an  inspiration  to  all 
free  members  of  the  U.  N.  to  really  go 
forward  in  putting  on  a  complete  boycott 
to  aid  our  boys  on  the  fighting  front. 


REFUGEES.  THEY  LOOK  TO  US  AND 
THE  FREE  WORLD 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unammous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  reams 
and  reams  have  been  covered  with  ex- 
planations and  expositions  of  the  immi- 
gration policies  of  the  United  States. 
There  have  been  lengthy  defenses  of 
existing  law  and  equally  lengthy  crit- 
icisms. Throughout  all  these  discus- 
sions, whether  in  the  Halls  of  Congress 
or  in  the  columns  of  newspapers  and 
periodicals,  there  runs  at  least  one  con- 
si.stent  thread.  Throughout  all  the 
fabric  of  these  discussions  of  our  present 
policies  on  the  admission  of  aliens  to  our 
country,  there  is  a  consistent  pattern. 

Whether  we  agree  wholeheartedly  with 
the  law  now  on  the  statute  books  of  our 
land,  or  vehemently  criticize  its  exclu- 
sionary provisions — all  agree  that  in  the 
lands  beyond  the  seas  there  are  many 
thousands  suffering  grave  hardships 
solely  because  of  their  belief  in  funda- 
mental liberties.  Try  as  we  might  to 
shield  our  minds  from  the  facts  we  are 
forced  to  acknowledge  that  these  count- 
less thousands  are  inspired  with  a  will 
to  live  until  tomorrow  and  the  next  to- 
morrow because  of  the  great  faith  they 
have  in  the  ideals  which  are  represented 
in  that  great  monument  which  stands  on 
Bedloes  Island  in  New  York  Harbor. 

Liberty  is  more  than  a  monument.  It 
Is  a  way  of  life.  I  respectfully  urge  my 
colleagues  to  give  serious  thought  to  the 
plight  of  these  thousands  of  homeless 
families.  I  hope  that  we  can  do  some- 
thing to  prevent  their  becoming.  In  fact, 
lost  souls. 

I  do  not  contend  that  the  problem  Is 
one  which  should  concern  us  alone.  It 
is  one  which  should  worry  all  the  free- 
dom-loving nations  of  the  world.  I  hope 
that  this  great  Nation  which  has  pro- 
vided a  haven  for  so  many  of  the  peoples 
of  the  world  who  loved  freedom  and 
liberty  more  than  life  itself— that  we 
could,  without  extending  ourselves  be- 
yond the  limit  of  our  resources,  provide 
a  shining  example  to  all  the  world  by 
charting  a  course. 

Going  very  briefly  down  the  list  of 
countries  with  refugee  and  surplus  pop- 
ulation problems,  we  find:  In  Western 
Germany  we  have  the  expellees.  These 
are  people  of  German  blood,  whose  an- 
cestors, prior  to  World  War  II,  had  lived 
beyond  the  borders  of  the  Reich.  Fol- 
lowing V-E  Day  these  people  were  torn 
from  their  homes  and  driven  into  a  Ger- 
many, the  war-shattered  economy  of 
which  was  barely  able  to  sustain  those 
already  resident  therein. 

In  Austria,  and  countries  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization,  particular- 
ly. Fiance.  Turkey,  Norway,  and  Den- 
mark, as  well  as  in  Western  Germany 
also,  we  find  refugees   who  have  fled 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


hither  from  Communist  tyranny.  Here 
again,  these  folk  arc  in  the  main  imable 
to  find  productive  work  and  live  In  en- 
forced Idleness. 

Italy,  due  In  a  larre  extent  to  an  Influx 
of  nationals  expelled  from  former  over- 
seas colonies,  as  well  as  from  Adriatic 
territories  lost  to  Yugoslavia,  is  sadly 
over  populated,  with  resulting  unemploy- 
ment and  that  drift  toward  communism 
which  has  alarmed  the  world  since  the 
end  of  the  war. 

Greece,  devastate<l  by  her  civil  war. 
finds  herself  with  more  p)eople  than  her 
rather  barren  resouices  will  support. 

In  Holland,  there  is  a  problem  of  a 
population  having  expanded  beyond  that 
small  country's  productive  capacity.  It 
i.s  quite  possible  thst  the  recent  storm 
damage,  which  is  said  to  have  rendered 
u.sele^s  thousands  of  acres  of  hitherto 
fertile  land,  may  a<xentuate  Holland's 
difficulties. 

All  of  you  win  recall  that  former  Pres- 
ident Truman,  on  March  24,  1952,  In  a 
special  message  to  the  Congress,  called 
attention  to  the  pliijht  of  these  unfor- 
tunates. You  will  recall  also  that  noth- 
ing has  been  done  alx)ut  it.  The  trickle 
of  immigration  permitted  under  the 
present  quota  system  would  afford  only 
token  relief  even  if  It  could  operate  at 
the  full,  but  we  find  that  the  quotas  of 
countries  under  the  greatest  pressure 
are  mortgaged  for  years  to  come  to  com- 
pensate for  those  who  did  come  in  imder 
the  Displaced  Persons  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  rendering  some 
tangible  assistance  on  this  problem  I 
have  introduced  a  bill  H.  R.  3845  which 
would  admit  328,000  persons  over  a  3- 
year  period  beginning  July  1,  1953.  The 
classification  according  to  groups  is  as 
follows: 

First.  One  hundred  thousand  Immi- 
grants from  Italy  and  Trieste. 

Second.  One  hundred  thousand  Ger- 
man expellees. 

Third.  Twenty-two  thousand  Greeks. 

Fourth.  Twenty-two  thousand  Dutch. 

Fifth.  Sixty-four  thousand  refugees 
now  sheltered  in  Western  Germany  and 
Au.stria. 

Sixth.  Twenty  thousand  refugees  now 
sheltered  In  other  countries  of  Western 
Europe,  among  which  being  France,  Tur- 
key, Norway,  and  Denmark. 

While  In  the  very  nature  of  things  fig- 
ures such  as  given  above  must  be  some- 
what arbitrary,  they  are  not  capricious. 
They  were  arrived  at  after  consultation 
with  authorities  on  the  subject,  on  the 
basis  of  the  estimated  capacity  of  the 
United  States,  plus  the  endeavor  to  pro- 
vide equitably  for  those  countries  having 
the  greatest  problem. 

The  administration  of  this  bill  would 
be  entrusted  to  the  State  and  Justice 
Departments,  which  would  be  instructed 
to  enlist  the  cooperation  of  the  Inter- 
governmental Committee  for  European 
Migration.  By  using  these  existing 
agencies  it  is  hoped  that  the  cost  to  the 
American  taxpayers  could  be  substan- 
tially minimized. 

The  problem  presented  by  European 
refugees  and  surplus  populations  is  a 
serious  one.  Something  has  to  be  done 
for  these  people.  Idle  workmen  and 
overloaded  national  economies  are  pro- 
ductive of  bankruptcy  and  coounuiusm. 
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as  we  should  well  know.  This  problem 
Is  one  for  the  entire  free  world.  The 
United  States  should  not  be  expected  to 
solve  it  singlehanded.  But.  Indeed,  this 
has  not  been  demanded,  for  there  are 
other  countries  which  are  doing  all  they 
can  by  way  of  absorbing  immigrants 
from  overseas.  We  must  be  sure  that 
in  truth  we  are  really  doing  our  share. 
It  is  past  time  that  we  pick  up  again 
where  we  left  off  when  the  Displaced 
Persons  Act  expired.  It  is  my  hope  that 
under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  or  simi- 
lar legislation,  the  United  States,  in  co- 
operation with  other  nations  of  the  free 
world,  may  bring  this  problem  to  a  solu- 
tion, or  at  least  so  near  to  a  solution, 
that  only  minor  diflBculties  will  remain. 


PRIVILEGE  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  privilege  of  the  House  and 
offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  176). 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  Senate  Joint  Resolution  52. 
making  an  appropriation  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Columbia,  In  the 
opinion  Of  the  House,  contravenes  the  first 
clause  of  the  seventh  section  of  the  first 
article  of  the  Constitution  and  la  an  In- 
fringement of  the  privileges  of  this  House, 
and  that  the  said  Joint  resolution  be  taken 
from  the  Speaker's  table  and  be  respectfully 
returned  to  the  Senate  with  a  message  com- 
munlcatLng  this  resolution. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  52  was  passed  on  Mon- 
day, providing  an  appropriation  out  of 
the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. It  was  not  referred,  as  the  rules 
require,  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions of  the  Senate,  but  was  passed  direct. 
This  Infringes  the  privileges  of  the  House 
as  set  forth  in  section  7  of  article  I  of 
the  Constitution  which  gives  the  House 
of  Representatives  the  privilege  of  Initi- 
ating all  appropriation  bills. 

This  question  was  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed by  the  Honorable  John  Sharp 
Williams  when  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  back  in  1912.  He  analyzed  the 
authorities  on  that  subject.  The  article 
was  printed  as  a  Senate  document  on 
July  15,  1919.  The  article  discusses  the 
situation  in  great  detail,  and  there  Is  no 
question  about  It.  I  hope  that  the  reso- 
lution will  be  promptly  adopted.  Pur- 
suant to  the  consent  granted  me,  I  submit 
herewith  certain  parts  of  Senator  Wil- 
liams' treatise: 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  can  consti- 
tutionally originate  general  appropriation 
bills  when  money  is  In  tl)e  Treasxiry,  then  it 
can  do  the  same  thing  when  there  Is  no 
money  In  the  Treasury;  and  tbxu  this  body, 
representing  the  States  and  not  the  people, 
representing  chiefly  the  smaller  States,  could 
force  either  Federal  insolvency,  not  to  be 
thought  of.  or  else  could  force  the  House  to 
levy  new  or  additional  taxes;  thus  force  the 
House  to  originate  tax  bills.  The  two  things 
hang  together.  If  this  Senate  could  originate 
general  supply  bills,  then  It  oould  commit 
the  Qovernment  to  a  course  of  ezpendltvu-e 
that  would  coerce  the  House  not  only  into 
originating  but  into  passing  tax  bills. 

As  Seward  well  says,  speaking  of  the  long 
practice  under  which  the  Hoi^e  always  In- 
sisted upxjn  and  the  Senate  always  conceded, 
the  right  of  the  House  to  originate  general 
appropriation  bills: 

"This  [practice]  could  not  have  been  acci- 
dental; it  was  therefore  designed.    The  design 


and  purpose  were  those  of  the  contemporaries 
of  the  Constitution  Itself.  It  evinces  their 
understanding  of  the  subject,  which  was  that 
bills  of  a  general  natvu-e  for  appropriating 
the  public  money  or  for  laying  of  taxes  or 
burdens  on  the  people,  direct  or  indirect  In 
their  operation,  belonged  to  the  province  of 
the  House  of  Representatives."  (See  Con- 
CEZSSIONAI,  RSCOBD,  vol.  16,  pt.  2,  p.  9o9.) 

He  added: 

"If  this  power  be  confined  to  the  one  and 
not  to  the  other,  that  Is,  to  the  le\-ylng  of 
taxes  to  get  money,  but  not  to  Its  expendi- 
ture, then  the  right  Is  useless,  bectiuse  we 
change  revenue  laws  so  seldom." 

This  crltlclEm  of  Seward's  U  correct,  al- 
though It  was  made  In  view  of  what  occurred 
later  and  not  of  what  was  In  the  minds  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution.  I  believe  It  U 
not  too  much  to  say  that.  In  the  minds  of 
the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  a  blU  to 
raise  revenue  was  a  budget;  that  Is,  a  bill 
levying  taxes  and  at  the  same  time  appro- 
priating the  proceeds  of  the  levy,  because 
such  was  the  contemporaneous  practice. 

Mr.  Sumner,  of  Massachusetts,  said  that  he 
regarded  the  Senate  origination  of  general 
appropriation  bills  as  "a  departure  from  the 
spirit  of  the  ConstituUon"  (Ibid.). 

Mr.  Hinds,  In  his  Incomparable  work,  in  a 
note  at  the  botU)m  of  page  973,  volume  2, 
con-«rnlng  the  question  of  the  right  of  the 
House  to  originate  general  appropriation  or 
supply  bills,  says:  "But  while  there  has  been 
a  dispute  as  to  the  theory,  there  has  been  no 
deviation  from  the  practice  that  the  general 
appropriation  bills  originate  In  the  House  of 
RepresenUtlves."  He  expressly  us<ss  this 
this  phrase  as  contradistinguished  from  spe- 
cial bills  appropriating  for  single,  specific 
purposes. 

It  Is  well  to  remember  In  this  connection 
the  Hurd  resolution  of  January  13,  1885, 
which  was  laid  on  the  table  In  the  House! 
The  fact  that  It  was  laid  upon  the  table  has 
been  quoted  very  frequently,  but  the  reso- 
lution was  directed  at  Senate  bill  398  (the 
Blair  educational  blU ) .  It  was  not  a  supply 
bin.  but  a  bill  of  specific  appropriation;  not 
a  bill  for  carrying  on  the  Government  any 
more  than  a  bill  making  appropriation  for  a 
public  building  would  be  a  bUl  for  carrying 
on  the  Government. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
not  an  inconsequential  matter.  It  is 
fundamental  in  the  practice  of  the  House 
and  is  supported  by  the  strongest  rule 
known  In  parliamentary  procedure,  the 
rule  of  Immemorial  usage.  A  great 
many  precedents  could  be  recited,  but 
the  whole  matter  Is  summed  up  in  a  com- 
ment by  the  former  Parliamentaiian  of 
the  House,  Asher  Hinds,  who  knew  more 
about  procedure  and  had  more  to  do  with 
establishing  the  orderly  procedures  of 
the  House  than  any  man  in  American 
history  with  the  single  exception  of  Vice 
President  Jefferson.  He  was  Parliamen- 
tarian in  those  critical  days  when  the 
rules  were  In  process  of  fiux  and  read- 
justment under  the  Speakership  of 
Speaker  Reed  and  Speaker  Cannon, 
when  the  deadwood  was  being  cut  out, 
and  the  approved  practice  of  the  House 
was  being  redrafted  and  reemphasized. 

In  summing  up  the  whole  question 
Asher  Hinds  said: 

There  has  been  some  debate  about  the 
theory  of  restricting  the  origin  of'  appropria- 
tion bills  to  the  House  but  there  has  been 
no  deviation  In  the  practice. 

As  Mr.  Hinds  pointed  out,  this  rule  Is 
one  of  the  rules  which  came  down  to  us 
from  the  English  Parliament.    In  the 
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earliest  days,  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  being  established,  the  King 
permitted  them  to  meet  only  when  he 
was    present.    On    the    rare    occasions 
when  the  House  of  Commons  met  the 
King  was  always  on  hand  looking  around 
to  see  if  anybody  wanted  to  start  any- 
thing, and  if  anything  started  the  King 
finished  it.    But  eventually,  as  the  ses- 
sions and  business  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons increased  and  the  diversions  of  the 
court  as  well  as  the  official  duties  of  the 
crown,  and  the  red  deer  in  the  royal 
forests  monopolized  the  interest  and  at- 
tention of  the  King,  the  dry  debate  in 
the  House  of  Commons  became  so  irk- 
some that  the  Bling  adopted  the  practice 
of  sending  down  his  sword  or  his  mace 
which  were  carried  to   the   floor   with 
pomp  and  ceremony  and  symbolized  the 
presence  of  the  monarch  and  his  consent 
to  the  convocation  of  the  House.    With 
the  exception  of  the  days  of  the  Round- 
heads when  Cromwell  disdainfully  dis- 
carded the  "bauble."    The  practice  has 
continued  and  neither  the  British  House 
of  Commons  nor  the  American  House 
of  Representatives  meets  without  cere- 
monial reminder  of  the  ancient  custom. 
The    King,    however,    retained    and 
maintained  his  surveillance  of  the  Com- 
mons and  their  proceedings  through  the 
Speaker.    The  Speaker  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  and  served  as  the  King's 
stoolplgeon  and  reported  faithfully  to 
the  King  the  nature  of  the  debate  and 
the  names  of  the  firebrands  and  trouble- 
makers in  the  membership  of  the  House. 
Thereupon  the  House  resorting  to  sub- 
terfuge to  circumvent  the  King's  espio- 
nage,   devised    the    Committee    of    the 
Whole  under  which  they  dismissed^  the 
Speaker   and    supplanted   him   with   a 
Chairman    of    the    Committee    of    the 
Whole  chosen  from  their  own  number. 

At  the  same  time  the  Commons 
through  the  years  began  to  assert  and 
eventually  maintained  through  debate 
and  by  the  sword  the  primacy  of  the 
House  in  the  origin  of  money  bills,  the 
levjring  of  taxes,  and  the  appropriation 
and  expenditure  of  revenues. 

Whenever  the  Commons  became  too 
Insistent  on  the  redress  of  grievances 
and  began  to  protest  too  vigorously  th'p 
chronic  denial  of  justice,  the  King  would 
prorogue  Parliament  and  send  them 
home.  But  inevitably  the  forced  loans 
the  sale  of  privileges,  and  the  money 
borrowed  at  usiirious  rates  of  interest 
dwmdied  and  as  a  last  resort  the  King 
would  be  compelled  to  convene  Parlia- 
nient.  In  that  day,  as  now.  the  control 
of  the  purse  strings  was  the  only  recourse 
of  the  people.  It  was  and  is  the  primary 
prerogative  of  democracy  and  the  one 
effective  weapon  in  defense  of  rights  and 
liberties  of  a  free  nation. 

I  think  all  will  agree  that  every  pos- 
sible precaution  should  be  thrown  around 
the  appropriation  of  money  from  the 
Federal  Treasury.  Even  at  best,  such 
appropriations  of  money  are  too  easily 
made,  and  too  often  abused.  Certainly 
It  should  be  the  exclusive  privilege  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  composed 
of  Members  who  every  2  years  must  go 
back  to  the  people  for  reelecUon.  and  can 
thus  be  called  to  account  for  any  unwise 
or  improper  expenditure  of  pubUc  funds 
As  Parliamentarian  Hinds  says  while  the 
theory  has  been  debated,  the  House  of 


Representatives  In  practice  has  never 
deviated,  and  the  other  House  has  in- 
variably conceded  the  point  when  raised. 
Of  course,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
In  those  early  days  when  a  bill  was  intro- 
duced in  the  House  making  an  appro- 
priation, in  the  same  bill  provision  was 
made  to  raise  the  revenue  to  pay  that 
appropriation.  Now,  that  is  not  a  bad 
idea.  Sometimes  I  think  today  we  would 
give  a  little  more  consideration  to  the 
appropriation  of  money,  if  in  the  same 
bill  in  which  we  appropriate  the  money 
we  had  to  provide  for  the  raising  of  that 
money.  In  that  way  the  right  of  the 
House  to  originate  both  revenue  and  ap- 
propriation bills  was  early  acknowledged 
and  established. 

There  was  one  notable  exception  to 
this  rule  brought  about  by  exceptional 
circumstances.     In  1856  when  the  Con- 
gress could  not  elect  a  Speaker,  when  for 
days  no  candidate  could  command  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House.    Adjournment  was 
taken  from  day  to  day  without  a  Speak- 
er— without  organization.    At  the  begin- 
ning of   each   term,   there   are   certain 
financial  obligations  which  must  be  met. 
That  is  why  we  always  elect  the  Com- 
mittee on  Accounts  and  the  Committee 
on   Appropriations    in   advance    of    the 
other  committees.    In  this  dire  situation 
the  leaders  got  together  and  they  agreed, 
as  a  compromise,  that  the  Senate  for 
that  one  time  should  originate  needed 
appropriation   bills.     But   that   was   an 
exceptional  case,  and  it  was  so  under- 
stood at  the  time  and  accepted  as  such, 
and  the  situation  has  never  been  dupli- 
cated.   So.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  this  is 
a  matter  to  which  the  House  should  give 
the  greatest,  the  most  earnest  considera- 
tion.   The  Representatives  in  the  House, 
elected    by    the    people   every    2    years, 
should  have  exclusive  rights  in  the  origi- 
nation of  appropriation  bills.    I  hope  the 
resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker  wiU 

the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     Mr.  Speaker    I 

am  sure  when  my  friend,  the  gentleman 

from  New  York    [Mr.   TaberI    and  my 

friend,    the    gentleman    from    Missouri 

fMr.  Cannon]  agree  that  the  House  of 

Representatives   must,    indeed    have    a 

sound  case.    But  will  the  gentleman  for 

the  record,  state  just  what  part  of  this 

resolution,   which   has   come   from    the 

other  body,  violates  the  long  standing 

custom  and  usage  and  practice  of  the 

Congress? 

Mr  TABER.  This  resolution,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  its  enti^ety.  violates  the  prac- 
tice.  There  is  no  part  of  it  which  could 
be  construed  as  covering  anything  else 
or  any  other  subject  matter 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker  the 
gentleman's  statement  satisfies  me  ' 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
T-abie. 

(Mr.  Taber  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
U  1  ^  ^^®  *  portion  of  Mr.  Williams' 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEi'iKER.  Is  there  objection  td 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


EXTENDING  THE  TERMINATION 
DATE  OP  THE  DEPENDENTS  AS- 
SISTANCE ACT  OF  1950 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  169  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resoh^ed.  That  upon  the  adoption  ot  thla 
resolution  it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Un- 
ion for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2330)  to  amend  the  Dependents  Assistance 
Act  of  1950  to  continue  In  effect  certain  of 
the  provisions  thereof.  After  general  de- 
bate, which  shall  be  conrtned  to  the  bill,  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the  bill  ahall 
be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnut« 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Commit- 
tee shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have 
been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  Intervening  motion  except  one  mo- 
tion to  recommit. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Smith),  and  I  now  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker.  House  Resolution  169 
makes  in  order  for  immediate  consid- 
eration to  the  bill  H.  R.  2330,  to  extend 
the  termination  date  of  the  Depend- 
ents Assistance  Act  of  1950.  The  rule 
provided  by  this  resolution  is  an  open 
one.  which  calls  for  1  hour  general  de- 
bate, after  which  the  bill  is  to  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and 
amendments  may  be  offered  under  the 
5-minute  rule. 

For  the  information  of  the  House,  the 
Dependents  Assistance  Act  was  enacted 
originally  in  1950.  to  continue  until  April 
30  of  this  year.     It  was  enacted  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  assistance  to  the  fam- 
ilies and  dependents  of  those  men  in  the 
armed  services  during  the  Korean  con- 
fiict.     Owing  to  the  prolongation  of  the 
war  in  Korea,  it  is  necessary  to  extend 
the  termination  date  of  the  act.     The 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  has  unan- 
imously reported  this  bill  and  recom- 
mends that  the  present  law  be  extended 
to  July  1.  1955,  to  provide  for  additional 
aUowances  to  be  paid  to  the  families  of 
men  in  the  armed  services,  after  such 
men  have  first  contributed  as  much  as 
they  can  out  of  their  service  pay  to  the 
support  of  their  children  and  wives  or 
their  parents  or  other  dependents. 

I  now  yield  to  the  genUeman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Smith], 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker 
this  rule  was  reported  unanimously  by 
the  Committee  on  Rules.    I  do  not  know 
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of  any  opposition  either  to  the  rule  or 
to  the  bill.    I  have  no  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  have  no  fur- 
ther requests  for  time. 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  WIER.  Have  there  been  any 
hearings  held  on  this  bill? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Oh,  yes.  The 
Armed  Services  Committee  reported  it 
unanimously. 

Mr.  WIER.  And  there  are  no  changes 
at  all  in  the  allotments? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  No  change, 
except  the  extension  of  the  date. 

Mr.  WIER.  Just  an  extension  of  the 
act? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  because 
the  Senate  has  already  passed  Senate 
1188.  a  bill  identical  with  H.  R.  2330. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  may 
now  consider  Senate  1188  in  the  House 
as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Senate 
bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
are  copies  of  the  Senate  bill  available? 
Or  will  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  so  we 
may  know  Just  what  It  Is? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  said  the  bill  was  identical  with 
the  House  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 
objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  16  of  the 
Dependents  AMlstance  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  Til,  Slat  Cong.)  la  amended  by  deleting 
the  date  "AprU  30.  1963"  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  the  date  "July  1.  1955.- 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
again  faced  with  the  necessity  of  acting 
quickly  on  a  very  urgent  piece  of  legls- 
laUon.  The  bill  H.  R.  2330,  or  S.  1188, 
would  extend  the  Dependents  Assistance 
Act  from  AprU  30,  1953,  to  July  1.  1955. 
If  we  do  not  move  quickly  on  this  meas- 
ure many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  en- 
Usted  personnel.  In  fact  over  a  million 
of  them,  will  be  affected  and  their  de- 
pendents will  suffer  hardships. 

I  think  you  are  all  familiar  with  the 
Dependents  Assistance  Act.  I  am  sure  all 
of  you  know  that  under  this  law  enlisted 
personnel  with  wives,  children,  or  de- 
pendent parents  can.  by  contributing  a 
portion  of  their  pay.  obtain  additional 
allowances  for  these  dependents.  Un- 
der the  law  the  Qovemment  contributes 
amounts  varying  from  $51.30  for  a  man 
with  one  dependent,  to  $96.90  for  a  man 
with  three  dependents.  To  this  the  en- 
listed man  must  contribute  amounts 
ranging  from  $40  to  $80  per  month,  de- 
pending upon  his  grade.  Let  me  explain 
that  in  a  little  more  detail. 


The  lowest  three  pay  grades,  that  Is 
the  recruit,  private,  and  private  first 
class,  by  contributing  $40  a  month  from 
their  own  pay  can  obtain  an  additional 
$51.30  a  month  from  the  Government 
for  a  total  allotment  of  $91.30  if  they 
have  one  dependent.  If  they  have  two 
dependents,  the  allotment  is  Increased 
to  $117.10  a  month,  of  which  the  man 
contributes  $40,  and  the  Government 
$77.10.  If  the  man  has  three  depend- 
ents, the  Government  contributes  $96.90. 
and  the  man  $40,  for  a  total  contribution 
of  $136.90. 

Now,  the  corporals  and  sergeants  must 
contribute  more  money  on  the  theory 
that  they  are  receiving  more  and  thus 
should  be  required  to  contribute  a 
greater  amount  to  their  dependents. 
Thus,  a  corporal  or  a  sergeant  must  con- 
tribute $60  a  month  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  contribute  $77.10  for  a  total 
allotment  of  $137,10  a  month  If  the 
corporal  or  sergeant  has  1  or  2  de- 
pendents. If  they  have  more  than  two 
dependents,  the  Government  contrib- 
utes $96.90  and  the  corporal  or  sergeant 
contributes  $60  for  a  total  allotment  of 
$156.90.  Sergeants  first  class  and  master 
sergeants  with  1  or  2  dependents 
are  required  to  contribute  $80,  and  the 
Government  contributes  $77.10  per 
month,  for  a  total  of  $157.10.  The  ser- 
geant first  class  or  master  sergeant  who 
has  more  than  two  dependents  must 
still  contribute  $80  but  in  that  case  the 
Government  contributes  $96.90,  for  a 
total  of  $176.90  per  month. 

Now.  this  is  not  an  Inexpensive  pro- 
gram. In  fact,  the  estimated  cost  of 
fiscal  year  1954  Is  $538,537,000,  and  If  the 
Armed  Forces  cannot  obtain  the  neces- 
sary funds  from  savings  or  transfers  for 
the  months  of  Bday  and  Jime  of  this 
year,  they  will  require  an  additional 
$86,212,000  to  complete  this  fiscal  year. 
But  even  though  this  is  a  large  amount 
of  money,  I  would  like  to  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  during  World 
War  n  the  old  Family  Allowance  Act 
cost  the  taxpayers  approximately  $10 
billion.  The  reason  for  this  tremendous 
cost  during  World  War  II  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  many  persons  who  were  not 
really  dependent  upon  a  serviceman 
were  paid  these  allowances.  That  was  a 
disgraceful  practice.  Under  the  present 
law,  only  wives  and  children,  and  parents 
who  are  dependent  upon  the  enlisted 
man  for  over  one-half  of  their  support 
are  entitled  to  these  benefits.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  I  also  want  to  say  that  we 
have  considerably  Increased  the  benefits 
for  the  dependents  imder  this  law.  That 
is,  the  Government's  contribution  to  the 
wife  under  present  law  Is  $51.30,  com- 
pared to  the  $28  she  received  in  World 
War  n.  An  the  Government's  contri- 
bution for  a  man  with  two  dependents 
is  $77.10,  compared  to  the  $58  received 
during  World  War  IL  The  Govern- 
ment's contribution  for  an  enlisted  mem- 
ber with  three  dependents  Is  $96.90  to- 
day, compared  to  the  $78  these  depend- 
ents received  during  World  War  n. 

Now  the  present  cost  up  to  and  In- 
cluding April  30,  1953.  under  the  De- 
pendents Assistance  Act.  will  amount  to 
$1,880,000,000.  As  I  have  indicated,  it 
will  cost  approximately  $538  million 
next  year  to  pay  the  benefits  authorised 
by  the  extension  of  this  act.   Thus,  while 


we  are  giving  greater  benefits  to  the  true 
dependents  of  our  enlisted  personnel, 
nevertheless  In  proportion  to  our  total 
forces  today,  the  total  cost  is  less  than 
it  would  have  been  had  we  merely  ex- 
tended the  old  family  allowance  law. 

The  theory  of  this  law  Is  sound. 
Greater  benefits  for  those  who  deserve 
them  and  the  elimination  of  benefits  for 
those  who  are  not  truly  dependent  upon 
the  serviceman. 

The  bill  extends  the  present  law  to 
July  1,  1955.  the  date  when  the  author- 
ity to  Induct  men  into  the  Armed  Forces 
expires.  I  sincerely  hope  this  bill  will 
receive  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
membership  of  the  House.  It  was  re- 
ported unanimously  by  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  before  the  House 
today  is  probably  one  of  the  most  neces- 
sary items  of  legislation  that  will  be  con- 
sidered by  this  Congress.  It  is  a  bill  to 
extend  the  law  under  which  the  enlisted 
members  of  our  Armed  Forces  may  pro- 
vide benefits  for  their  dependents.  The 
present  law  expires  on  April  30  of  this 
year. 

Depending  upon  the  final  action  taken 
with  regard  to  the  second  supplemental 
appropriation  bill.  I  think  I  can  say 
that  if  the  necessary  fimds  can  be  ob- 
tained from  savings  or  transfers,  the 
extension  of  this  law  will  require  no 
new  expenditures  for  the  remainder  of 
this  fiscal  year. 

However,  if  It  should  develop  that 
transfers  cannot  be  made  or  savings 
effected  to  pay  the  costs  for  the  remain- 
der of  this  fiscal  year,  that  is  for  the 
months  of  May  and  June,  then  It  will  be 
necessary  for  the  Congress  to  appropri- 
ate the  amoimt  of  $86,212,000. 

The  estimated  cost  for  fiscal  1954  is 
$538,537,000. 

Bear  In  mind  that  every  penny  of  this 
money  goes  to  the  dependents  of  our 
enlisted  personneL 

Now  I  would  like  to  explain  Just  what 
this  law  provides  and  Just  how  it 
operates. 

Let  us  start  with  the  enlisted  man  who 
enters  the  Armed  Forces  and  has  only 
a  wife  to  support.  I  will  use  the  Army 
grade  structure  to  explain  the  various 
pay  grades. 

A  recruit,  private,  or  a  private  first 
class,  with  only  a  wife  to  support,  may 
provide  an  allotment  for  his  wife  of 
$91.30  each  month.  Tlie  enUsted  man 
contributes  $40  a  month  from  his  own 
pay  and  the  Government  contributes 
$51.30.  Now,  if  that  same  man  has  a 
wife  and  1  child,  he  can  provide  an 
allotment  of  $117.10  a  month,  of  which 
he  will  contribute  $40  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  contribute  $77.10.  If  an  en- 
Usted man  of  the  grade  of  recruit,  pri- 
vate, or  private,  first  class,  has  a  wife 
and  2  children,  his  wife  will  receive  an 
allotment  of  $136.90  a  month,  of  which 
the  enlisted  man  will  contribute  $40  and 
the  Government  $96.90. 

Now,  if  a  man  is  a  corporal,  or  a  ser- 
geant, he  must  contribute  $60  a  month 
from  his  own  pay,  and  if  he  has  a  wife 
or  a  wife  and  one  child  the  allotment 
will  amotmt  to  $137.10  a  month,  of  which 
$77.10  will  be  the  Gorerxunent's  eookri> 
butioD.   If  an  e&listcd  aaan  ot  either  of 
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those  pay  grades  has  more  than  two  de- 
pendents, his  dependents  will  receive  an 
allotment  of  $156.90  per  month,  of  which 
$96.90  will  be  the  Govenmient's  contri- 
bution. A  sergeant  first  class,  or  a  mas- 
ter sergeant,  must  allot  $80  per  month 
from  his  own  pay  to  Initiate  an  allot- 
ment. And  if  he  has  one  or  two  depend- 
ents, he  can  provide  a  total  allotment  of 
$157.10  per  month,  of  which  amount  the 
enlisted  man  will  contribute  $80  and  the 
Government  will  contribute  $77.10  per 
month.  If  the  sergeant  first  class  or 
master  sergeant  has  more  than  two  de- 
pendents, the  allotment  will  be  $176.90 
per  month,  of  which  amount  the  man 
will  contribute  $80  and  the  Government 
$96.90. 

The  reason  that  there  is  no  difference 
between  one  or  two  dependents  for  an 
enlisted  man  who  is  a  corporal  or  above 
Is  due  to  the  fact  that  we  have  always 
given  enlisted  men  of  the  higher  pay 
grades  a  quarters  allowance,  and  when 
we  wrote  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act 
we  could  not  give  those  people  an  amount 
less  than  that  to  which  they  were  al- 
ready entitled. 

Now,  I  have  talked  about  an  enlisted 
man  with  a  wife  and  children.  I  have 
also  mentioned  dependents.  The  de- 
pendents can  only  be  wives,  children,  or 
parents.  Under  the  Dependents  Assist- 
ance Act  an  enlisted  man  can  claim  a 
mother  or  a  father,  or  both,  as  depend- 
ents, if  the  mother  or  father,  or  both, 
are  dependent  upon  the  enlisted  man 
for  over  one- half  of  their  support. 

You  will  note  that  we  do  not  provide 
benefits  for  more  than  three  dependents. 
There  is  a  very  good  reason  for  that. 
In  the  first  place,  we  are  not  drafting 
men  with  three  dependents  if  they  are 
truly  dependent  on  the  man  and.  gen- 
erally speaking,  we  have  limited  the  re- 
call of  reservists  to  those  with  not  more 
than  three  dependents. 

Now,  I  think  the  House  should  again 
be  reminded,  as  it  was  in  1950  when  we 
first  passed  the  Dependents  Assistance 
Act,  that  the  present  law  is  considerably 
different  from   the   law   which   was   in 
effect  during  World  War  11,    We  don't 
provide  benefits  for  brothers  and  sisters, 
or  grandfathers  and  grandmothers,  as 
we  did  during  World  War  n.    And,  as  I 
have  Indicated  previously,  the  benefits 
are  limited  to  not  more  than  three  de- 
pendents.   During  World  War  n,  we  had 
some  enlisted  men  drawing  more  total 
pay  than  their  battalion  commanders. 
But   under  the   Dependents   Assistance 
Act,  we  do  provide  more  money  for  the 
wife  and  child  and  more  money  for  the 
truly  dependent  parent  than  we  did  un- 
der the  old  family  allowance  law.    For 
example,  during  World  War  n,  a  wife 
of  an  enlisted  man  received  an  allowance 
of  $50  a  month.     Of  this  amount,  the 
man  contributed  $22  and  the  Govern- 
ment   $28.    Today    that    wife    receives 
$91.30  a  month,  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment contributes  $51.30,  and  the  man 
$40.    Under  the  family  allowance  law 
of  World  War  II,  a  wife  with  one  child 
received  an  allowance  of  $80  a  month,  of 
which  the  man  contributed  $22  and  the 
Government  $68.    Under  the  Depend- 
ents Assistance  Act.  the  man  contributes 
$40  and   the  Government  $77.10;   and 
during  World  War  n.  a  wife  with  two 
Children  received  $100  a  month  of  which 


the  man  contributed  $22.  and  the  Gov- 
ernment $78.  Today  the  wife  of  an  en- 
listed man  in  the  first  three  pay  grades 
receives  $136.90  of  which  the  man  con- 
tributes $40  and  the  Government  $96.90. 
Insofar  as  parents  are  concerned, 
under  the  old  family  allowance  law  a 
man  with  a  dependent  mother  contrib- 
uted $22,  and  the  Government  $28, 
Under  present  law,  the  man  contributes 
$40  and  the  Government  $51.30. 

During  World  War  n,  if  a  mother  and 
father  were  dependent  upon  an  enlisted 
man  for  their  support  they  received  a 
total  of  $68  from  the  Government,  of 
which  the  man  contributed  $22  and  the 
Government  $46.  Today,  that  enlisted 
man  contributes  $40  and  the  Govern- 
ment $77.10. 

Now,  let  us  analyze  for  a  moment 
what  happens  to  a  young  man  who  is 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces.  Let 
us  assume  that  he  has  a  wife  and  wants 
to  establish  a  class  Q  allotment  in  the 
amount  of  $91.30  a  month  for  his  wife. 
The  first  thing  he  does  is  to  file  a  de- 
pendency certificate  with  his  personnel 
oflBcer,  and  at  the  same  time,  execute 
an  allotment  authorization.  No  proof 
of  marriage  is  required,  so  there  is  no 
delay  in  initiating  the  allotment.  Then 
the  certificate  and  the  allotment  au- 
thorization are  forwarded  to  the  local 
disbursing  officer  who  enters  a  credit 
for  the  basic  allowances  for  quarters 
In  the  soldier's  military  pay  record.  The 
disbursing  ofHcer  then  forwards  the  orig- 
inal certificate  and  allotment  authoriza- 
tion to  the  Army  Finance  Center  at  Fort 
Benjamin  Harrison,  Ind.  About  13  days 
elapse  from  the  time  the  soldiers  ap- 
plication and  the  receipt  of  the  appli- 
cation at  the  Army  Finance  Center. 
Authorization  for  the  current  month  re-' 
ceived  at  the  Finance  Center  will  be 
processed  and  checks  will  be  mailed  to 
the  dependent  on  the  second  day  of  the 
succeeding  month.  Any  retroactive 
claims  submitted  by  the  soldier  will  be 
paid  within  9  days  after  they  are  re- 
ceived at  the  Finance  Center. 

Now,  this  same  procedure  would  be 
true  for  those  who  have  a  wife  and  one 
child.  In  other  words,  only  a  certificate 
of  dependency  is  required. 

Now.  supposing  a  man  is  drafted  who 
has  a  dependent  mother.    Here  we  run 
Into  a  little  different  situation.    First,  the 
man    files    the    dependency    certificate 
through  his  personnel  officer  and  exe- 
cutes an  allotment  authorization,  both 
of  which  go  to  the  local  disbursing  offi- 
cer.    Then  the  local  disbursing  officer 
notes  on  the  man's  military  pay  records 
that  the  forms  have  been  submitted  and 
he  forwards  them  to  the  Army  Finance 
Center.     Now.  when  the  forms  are  re- 
ceived in  the  Finance  Center  they  mail 
to  the  mother  an  affidavit  form  which 
she  must  fill  out.    She  must  swear  to  cer- 
tain financial  facts  that  prove  her  de- 
pendency.    Now,  I  want  to  emphasize 
this:  The  soldier's  allotment,  that  is  the 
amount  of  money  that  he  allots  to  his 
mother,  will  be  processed  in  the  normal 
channels.     So  the  soldier's  contribution 
for  the  current  month  in  which  the  allot- 
ment is  initiated   will   be  paid  to  the 
mother  on  the  second  day  of  the  succeed- 
ing month.    But  it  depends  upon  when 
the  affidavit  from  his  mother  is  returned 
to  the  Finance  Center  as  to  when  the 


payment  to  her  of  the  Government's  con- 
tribution will  be  made.  That  is.  If  she 
delays  In  returning  the  affidavit,  she  will 
delay  Just  that  much  time  the  payment 
to  her  of  the  allotment  insofar  as  the 
Government's  contribution  is  concerned. 
She  will  not  lose  any  money  by  the  delay 
because  she  eventually  will  be  paid  re- 
troactively to  the  date  it  was  filed,  if  it  is 
approved,  but  she  will  delay  the  receipt 
of  the  total  amount  by  holding  up  the 
return  of  the  affidavit  which  she  must 
fill  out. 

Now,  let  us  take  one  more  situation. 
Supposing  a  soldier  has  initiated  an  al- 
lotment for  his  wife,  and  the  Govern- 
ment has  made  its  contribution.  Then 
the  wife  obtains  a  divorce,  which  is  final 
in  every  sense  of  the  word,  and  the  sol- 
dier puts  in  a  stop-allotment  order.  In 
other  words,  suppxjsing  the  soldier  tells 
his  personnel  officer  to  stop  the  allot- 
ment to  his  divorced  wife,  but  the  checks 
continue  to  be  delivered  to  the  divorced 
wife,  through  no  fault  of  the  soldier. 
what  happens  then? 

Well,  first,  collection  action  Is  taken 
against  the  wife.  This  is  done  by  letter 
by  the  Army.  If  collection  cannot  be  ef- 
fected from  the  divorced  wife,  then  an 
attempt  is  made  to  collect  from  the  en- 
listed man.  unless  the  Army  is  at  fault. 
If  the  Army  is  not  at  fault,  an  attempt  is 
made  to  collect  from  the  man.  Now.  at 
that  point,  the  soldier  can  apply  for  a 
waiver  of  collection  against  him.  And  iX 
he  does  so.  the  case  is  adjudicated  indi- 
vidually, taking  into  consideration  his 
good  faith,  the  absence  of  fraud,  and 
whether  or  not  the  collection  would  be 
against  equity.  During  World  War  II, 
we  discovered  that  many  of  these 
waivers  were  granted  on  the  flimsiest 
type  of  evidence.  Thousands  and 
thousands  of  waivers  were  granted.  Un- 
der the  present  law,  only  973  waivers 
have  been  granted  to  date.  I  think  the 
reason  is  obvious.  We  have  confined  the 
law  to  true  dependents  and  have  not 
opened  the  door  to  unjustified  claims  of 
dependency  that  were  possible  under  the 
old  family-allowance  law. 

I  have  taken  this  time  to  explain  how 
the  new  law  operates  because  I  know 
that  many  Members  of  this  House  are 
very  much  interested  in  this  act.  I  think 
it  is  a  good  law,  and  one  which  deserves 
the  full  support  of  this  House.  I  hope 
that  the  House  will  pass  it  without  delay 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
two  words. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  take  just 
a  few  moments  to  express  my  views  on 
the  bill  H.  R.  2330,  which  would  extend 
the  Dependents  Assistance  Act. 

I  had  the  honor  of  being  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  that  wrote  this  legis- 
lation back  in  the  summer  of  1950.  And. 
in  that  connection,  I  might  say  that  we 
wrote  a  brand  new  bill  which  became 
the  present  law.  It  bore  very  little  re- 
semblance to  the  measure  that  was  sub- 
mitted to  us  by  the  Department  of  De- 
fense which  would  have  merely  reen- 
acted  the  whole  family  allowance  law.  I 
had  excellent  assistance  from  one  of  our 
staff  members,  Mr.  Ruso  Blanfort. 

I  think  that  the  Dependents  Assist- 
ance Act  has  been  a  good  law.  Persons 
who  are  truly  dependent  upon  service 
personnel  that  is  the  wives,  children,  and 
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parents,  all  receive  greater  benefits  un- 
der this  law  than  they  would  have  re- 
ceived under  the  old  family  allowance 
law.  On  the  other  hand,  we  eliminated 
many  persons  who  drew  allowances  dur- 
ing World  War  n  who  were  not  truly  de- 
pendent upon  the  serviceman.  Thus, 
while  we  have  reduced  the  overall  ex- 
penditure for  the  legislation  compared 
to  what  It  would  have  cost  had  we  re- 
enacted  the  old  family  allowance  law. 
nevertheless  we  have  provided  greater 
benefits  for  those  deserving  of  them. 

And,  I  am  quite  confident  that  the 
administration  of  this  act  Is  considerably 
less  expensive  than  It  would  have  been 
had  we  reenacted  the  old  Family  Allow- 
ance Act. 

I  want  to  emphasize  sometlilng  that 
has  not  yet  been  mentioned.  This  law 
Is  designed  to  prevent  hardship  among 
the  dependents  of  our  service  personnel. 
It  obviously  cannot  attempt  to  maintain 
the  standard  of  living  to  which  all  of 
these  dependents  have  been  accustomed 
prior  to  the  entry  of  their  breadwinner 
Into  the  Armed  Forces.  I  do  not  know 
how  we  could  write  such  a  law  because 
of  the  various  income  scales  of  those 
who  become  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  But  the  amounts  furnished  by 
the  enlisted  man  are  greater,  and  the 
contributions  of  the  Government  are 
greater  than  those  that  existed  during 
World  War  U.  And  thus.  I  hope  that  in 
most  cases,  we  have  prevented  real  hard- 
ship. Now.  I  might  mention  that  one  of 
the  reasons  the  enlisted  man  is  required 
to  contribute  more  than  he  did  In  World 
War  n  Is  because  we  have  greatly  in- 
creased his  basic  pay.  In  fact  the  pay 
of  a  private  has  increased  almost  400 
t>ercent  since  1940. 

I  do  not  want  to  have  anyone  Infer 
from  my  remarks  that  this  law  Is  gen- 
erous. It  Is  not.  But  at  the  same  time 
it  is  substantial  compared  with  the  old 
t>enefits.  It  is  accomplishing  its  purpose 
and  even  though  I  participated  in  its  cre- 
ation. I  cannot  refrain  from  saying  that 
It  is  serving  Its  purpose  well.  I  person- 
ally am  interested  in  a  thorough  review 
of  this  legislation.  C<»nplaints  have 
come  to  me  of  the  Inadequacies  of  these 
allotments.  I  know  they  are  not  overly 
generous  in  amounts  but  we  must  be  fair 
with  our  Nation's  defenders  and  we  must 
not  treat  them  shabbily. 

I  therefore  hope.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this 
bill  will  pass  unanimously  and  that  after 
that  our  committee  will  investigate  the 
question  of  the  adequacy  of  these  pay- 
ments. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

H.  R.  2330  was  laid  on  the  table. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

THE  LATE  PEHR  Q.  HOLMES 

Mr.  DONOHUE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  trom  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONOHUE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
requested  this  time  for  the  purpose  of 
announcing  to  the  House  the  passing,  on 


December  19.  1952.  of  a  distinguished 
former  colleague,  the  H(»iorable  Pehr  Q. 
Holmes. 

Fbr  16  years,  from  1931  to  1947.  Pehr 
Holmes  ably  and  devotedly  represented 
the  people  of  the  Fourth  Massachusetts 
Congressional  District  in  this  Chamber. 

The  story  of  his  life,  from  immigrant 
boy  to  high  public  office.  Is  an  Inspiring 
revelation  of  the  opportunities  available 
in  this  American  democracy  to  those  pos- 
sessing character,  industry,  ambition, 
perseverance,  and  the  Christian  desire 
to  serve  their  fellow  men  and  country. 

Former  Congressman  Holmes  was  born 
In  Sweden  and  emigrated  to  the  United 
States  with  his  parents  at  the  age  of  5. 
His  family  settled  in  Worcester,  Mass., 
where  he  atCerded  our  public  schools. 
While  still  a  youth  he  started  a  small 
manufacturing  business  and  soon  be- 
came the  owner  of  the  enterprising 
Holmes  Electrotype  Foundry.  He  was 
also  associated  with  others  in  the  bank- 
ing and  insurance  business. 

However,  for  most  of  the  71  years  of 
his  good  life  Pehr  Holmes  made  govern- 
ment his  chief  concern.  Although  Re- 
publican in  politics  throughout  his  long 
public  career  he  had  as  many  ardent 
Democrat  supporters  as  he  had  in  his 
own  party. 

A  r^sum^  reveals  his  elections  to  the 
following  public  offices:  Member  of  the 
Worcester  Common  Council  from  1908  to 
1911;  member  of  the  board  of  aldermen 
from  1913  to  1916,  serving  as  president 
during  the  latter  2  years;  mayor  of 
Worcester,  3  terms,  1917,  1918.  1919; 
member  of  the  Governor's  Council,  7th 
Massachusetts  district,  1925  to  1928; 
elected  to  the  72d  an'!  to  the  7  succeed- 
ing Congresses,  serving  in  this  House 
from  March  4.  1931,  to  January  3,  1947. 

From  this  brief  biography.  It  Is  readily 
observed  that  Pehr  Holmes  brought  a 
wealth  of  fundamental  political  knowl- 
edge and  understanding  to  his  service 
In  this  Hoiise.  There  are  many  Mem- 
bers here  today  who  have  told  me  of 
the  Innumerable  times  his  wise  counsel 
and  friendly  guidance  steered  them  In 
the  right  path  on  many  troublesome 
occasions. 

While  a  Congressman.  Pehr  Holmes 
was  a  member  of  the  House  Committees 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  His  associates  on 
those  committees  bear  witness  that  his 
contributions  to  the  accomplishment  of 
committee  objectives  were  repeatedly 
commended  as  patriotic  examples  of  bi- 
partisan cooperation.  Many  a  tense 
committee  moment  was  peacefully  re- 
solved by  gentle  interjection  of  the  char- 
acteristic tolerant  humor  of  Pehr  Holmes. 

The  discipline  of  commonsense  mark- 
ing his  whole  life  inspired  his  conviction 
that  a  prime  necessity  for  a  soimd  legis- 
lator is  a  t>alanced  mind  and  body.  He 
was  a  great  lover  of  the  outdoors,  spend- 
ing most  of  his  leisure  time  on  his  small 
farm  where  he  personally  devolped  an 
enviable  orchard  and  garden  which  were 
a  neighborhood  pride.  He  was  an  ex- 
perienced horseman,  an  ardent  hunter, 
and  skillful  fisherman.  He  found  the 
time  to  qualify  as  an  expert  in  carrier 
pigeons  and  their  breeding.  A  number 
of  his  birds  were  used  with  great  value 
in  the  First  World  War.    He  had  about 


200  birds  of  pedigreed  stock  on  his  farm 
which  was  considered  one  of  the  largest 
pigeon  cotes  in  the  eastern  section  o2 
the  country. 

A  self-educated  man.  he  was  an  avid, 
constant  reader.  His  library  contained 
more  than  5,000  volumes,  many  of  which 
were  valuable  first  editions.  Needless  to 
say,  Pehr  Holmes  was  also  active  in  civic, 
charitable,  and  religious  circles  of  Wor- 
cester and  our  State  giving  unreservedly 
of  his  time,  his  energy,  and  his  money. 
His  beloved  wife,  Mrs.  Freda  C.  Johnson 
Holmes,  deceased  October  23,  1936,  was 
also  known  for  her  civic  and  charitable 
interests  as  well  as  Intense  devotion  to 
her  family. 

Pehr  Holmes  has  now  gone  to  join  his 
life  partner  under  the  heavenly  roof  of 
our  eternal  Father.  He  was  essentially 
a  man  of  sturdy  integrity,  quiet  Industry, 
modest  manner,  and  genuine  sincerity. 
He  avoided  extravagant  honors  and 
words.  I  am  sure  he  would  not  want 
them  now.  His  daily  acts,  throughout 
his  life,  of  Christian  virtue  and  patriotic 
service  are  his  own  moniunent.  He  was 
a  kind,  tolerant,  understanding  Chris- 
tian gentleman  who  did  his  best  each 
hour  of  every  day.  He  was  possessed  of 
a  gentle  friendly  humor,  which  has  often 
seemed  to  me  to  be  God's  greatest  bless- 
ing, especially  to  those  In  public  life.  It 
is  perhaps  worthy  of  philosophic  reflec- 
tion that  a  man  like  Pehr  Holmes  Is  more 
keenly  missed  in  our  society  than  the 
overawing  genius  whose  parade  of  bril- 
liance is  too  often  more  blinding  than 
enlightening,  more  envied  than  loved. 

I  knew  Pehr  Holmes  most  of  my  ma- 
ture life  and  was  privileged  to  be  among 
his  multitudinous  friends.  I  can  pay 
him  no  more  respect  than  to  say  that, 
as  his  successor  In  representing  my  dis- 
trict and  the  Nation  here,  I  can  only  pray 
and  work  to  meet  the  high  standards  of 
patriotic  service  he  established  for  us 
who  follow  In  his  steps. 

In  extending  my  heartfelt  sympathy 
in  their  great  loss  to  his  two  fine  sons, 
his  sister,  and  brother  I  know  full  well 
I  am  speaking  the  imited  sentiment  of 
all  the  Members  who  were  privileged  to 
serve  with  the  late  Hon.  Pehr  G.  Holmes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  our  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 

McCORMACKl. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
friend  from  Massachiisetts  [Mr.  Dono- 
HTTB]  has  well  covered  the  life  and  history 
of  our  dear  and  beloved  late  friend,  Pehr 
Holmes.  Like  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  DoNOHtTE]  and  others  of 
us  who  served  with  our  late  friend,  I  was 
deeply  grieved  when  I  read  of  his  recent 
passing. 

The  story  of  Pehr  Holmes'  life  will 
always  stand  as  a  shining  example  of 
the  opportunities  which  America  offers 
to  everyone,  and  particularly  to  the  for- 
eign bom  who  have  faith  in  our  dem- 
ocratic way  of  life.  Pehr  Holmes  waa 
imbued  with  that  faith  and  in  turn  justi- 
fied and  repaid  his  adopted  land  for  the 
privileges  of  citizenship  bestowed  upon 
him. 

In  addition  to  what  my  friend  from 
Massachusetts  has  so  well  said,  our  late, 
beloved  friend.  Pehr  Holmes,  after  he 
retired  from  politics,  continued  his  in- 
terest in  public  affairs  and  his  contribu- 
tions to  the  best  interests  of  our  countiy 
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never  ceased  tmtU  he  died.  He  also  took 
time  during  his  busy  life  to  return  for 
a  visit  to  the  land  of  his  birth. 

Those  of  us  who  served  with  Pehr 
Holmes  will  always  remember  him  not 
only  as  a  colleague,  but  as  a  friend  and 
as  a  gentleman  and  as  a  human  being 
who  gave  not  only  to  this  country  but  to 
his  fellow  men  the  best  that  was  in  him. 
I  valued  his  friendship  deeply.  We  came 
to  be  very  close  to  one  another  as  a 
result  of  our  service  in  this  body.  His 
passing  is  a  personal  loss  to  me.  To  his 
sons,  to  his  sister,  and  brother  who  sur- 
vive him,  I  extend  my  profound  sym- 
pathy in  their  bereavement. 

Mr.  DONOHUE.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri   [Mr 
Short]. 

Mr.  SHORT.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONOHUE.    I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

Mr.   SHORT.     Mr.   Speaker,   as   tlie 
older  Members  of  the  House  know,  Pehr 
Holmes  was  one  of  my  closest  and  most 
intimate  friends  when  we  served  together 
for  16  years  in  this  House  before  he  left 
this  body.    It  has  been  my  high  privilege 
and   immense   pleasure   to   have   spent 
many  happy  and  enjoyable  hours  with 
Pehr  Holmes,  many  of  them  alone,  just 
the  two  of  us,  as  we  traveled  together  in 
this  country  and  in  his  naUve  land  of 
Sweden.    On  different  occasions  I  have 
driven  from  Washington  to  Worcester 
Mass.,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  and  have 
spoken  on  different  occasions  for  Pehr 
Holmes.    I  have  been  in  his  home     I 
know  of  the  beautiful  family  life  that 
was  his.    I  know  of  his  fidelity  and  devo- 
tion, the  tender  care  he  accorded  to  his 
dear  wife.    I  know  the  high  pride  and 
great  interest  that  he  took  in  his  two 
fine  sons.    The  last  good  visit  I  had  with 
Pehr  was  a  UtUe  over  a  year  ago,  when 
he  drove  Mrs.  Short  and  me.  with  two 
of  his  sisters-in-law,  all  over  the  south- 
ern  part   of   Florida.     The   genUeman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  DoNOHui J  who 
has  well  and  faithfully  represented  his 
district  following   Mr.  Holmes,   as   the 
minority  whip,  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  McCoRMACK],  said   well 
covered  the  wide  and  varied  career  of  this 
good  man.    I  would  only  want  to  empha- 
size one  thing,  and  that  is  that  sometimes 
I  think  people  who  are  bom  abroad  and 
who  have  come  to  this  land  of  ours  per- 
haps  have   a   keener   appreciation   for 
many  of  its  liberties  and  benefits  and 
opportuniUes   than   those  naUve   sons 
those  of  us  who  were  here  and  often  are 
taclined    to    take    things    fo?   gr^teS 
Pehr  Holmes  loved  the  United  States  of 
America     He  loved  our  ConstituUon  and 

Jfi^v^.^^'SfV'""^"^^^-  He  had  lit- 
tle sympathy  for  some  world  uplif ters  or 
»elf-appomted  do-gooders  who  would 
dissipate  all  of  our  strength  as  a  Sn 
and  who  would  try  to  make  America  oven 
Pehr  Holmes  came  up  the  hard  wav  h** 
was  truly  a  self-made  man.  buf^;;*^! 
of  his  i^ged  honesty,  his  untiring  in- 
dustry ;  because  of  his  love  for  this  Amer- 
ica of  ours  and  his  love  for  his  fellow 
man ;  because  Pehr  Holmes  would  always 
8ro  out  of  his  way  to  accommodate  the 
lowliest  constituent,  he  was  a  true  friend 
I  shall  sorely  miss  hini. 


To  those  of  his  Wn  who  survive  I  pray 
that  the  blessings  of  Almighty  God  shall 
rest  upon  them  and  sustain  them  even 
unto  the  perfect  day. 

Mr.  DONOHUE.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  request  unanimous  con- 
sent that  all  Members  be  permitted  to 
extend  and  revise  their  remarks  in  trib- 
ute to  the  memory  of  Congressman  Pehr 
G.  Holmes  for  5  legislative  days. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  Members  may  have  permission 
to  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  on  the  life  and  character  of 
the  late  Pehr  Holmes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PKHR   G.    holmes:    SAGA    OF    A    SELF-MADE 
AMERICAN 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker.  Pehr  G. 
Holmes  died  last  year  after  a  long  life 
that  was  devoted  to  the  highest  tradi- 
tions of  public  service. 

Pehr  G.  Holmes  was  born  In  Sweden 

He  was  educated  in  the  public  schools 
of  Worcester.  Mass. 

He  became  a  sucessful  manufacturer 
Some  men  would  be  content  with  that 
unwilhng  to  accept  other  responsibili- 
ties. But  he  was  a  man  of  broad  vision 
who  knew  that  the  precious  moments  of 
life  are  loaned  to  us  for  a  purpose  higher 
than  the  claims  of  self.  There  is  work 
to  be  done  for  family,  friends,  neighbors 
and  the  community. 

Successively,  he  became  alderman  of 
Worcester,  mayor  of  that  thriving  mdus- 
tnal  city  member  of  the  Governor's 
Council  of  Massachusetts;  and  Con- 
gressman representing  the  Fourth  Dis- 

con^?ve?'  ^'*'"  ^^"'^  °^  ^*^^^«  ^^' 

As  an  immigrant  who  made  good  as  a 

husband  and  a  father;  as  a  m'^  of"^! 

telhgence  and  character  who  had  a  deep 

and  abiding  faith  in  the  liberties  aSd  tSe 

duties    tnat    go    hand    in    hand    with 

fliST'^^  citi^nship.  he  was  weU  quali; 

Ho'us^  ^f  ^ong^e^  "^  ^"^  ^^^^  ^  ^ 

He  gave  16  years  of  his  life— the  ripe 

fhff  T°^  .^/^^°°»-to  national  service  in 

i?.?H^,^1,^'^"^^-     Conscientious,    ^or- 

°"8?' ^  ^s  thoughts  and  actiom  were 

guided  by  his  personal  integrity 

His  epitaph  is  short,  simple,  and  lllu- 
n^aung.    it  reads:  "He  lived  a  life  of 

Although  it  Is  customary  to  speak  well 
of  the  dead,  and  especially  Vf  thSe 
whose  Uves  were  a  part  of  ours  becaSS 
we  worked  side  by  side  with  them^here 
m^rtt!f  ?  ^^'°  ""^  ^^^^  recognize  thi 
And  then,  trymg  to  bridge  the  barrier 
between  life  and  death,  we  speS  thi 
words  that  Should   have  been'^ken 

nortos?  *"  "°'''  ^'^^y-  *>"*  they  are 

Tnp^?^^^^'^',/""®^''^  *h«  ^fxxl  that 
men  do  lives  after  them,  touching  others 
w^th  a  memory  that,  thinking  of.  in- 
spires us  the  living_to  do  better.    And 

f^r'JL'^cJf/P^^''  ^  ^^"^  O-  Holmes 


Mr.  WTOGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  all  the  years  that  he  served  as  a 
Member  of  this  House  Pehr  Holmes 
was  a  close  personal  friend  of  mine.  I 
had  for  him  both  high  regard  and  real 
affection. 

Coming  to  this  country  at  the  age  of 
5  he  was  destined  to  serve  for  8  years  as 
a  member  of  the  city  council  In  Worces- 
ter, Mass  .  for  1  year  as  its  president  of 
the  board  of  aldermen,  for  2  years  as  Its 
mayor,  for  3  years  as  a  member  of  the 
Governor's  Council  for  the  State  of 
Massachusetts  and  for  14  years  as  a 
Member  of  the  Congress. 

He  made  a  fine  contribution  to  his 

«ity.  to  his  State,  and  to  the  Nation. 

He  will  be  greatly  missed  by  his  wide 

circle  of  friends  and  by  all  those  who 

served  with  him  here. 

I  know  that  his  record  of  service  will 
always  be  a  source  of  pride  and  satisfac- 
tion to  the  members  of  his  family  and 
all  others  clo.se  to  him. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
wish  to  join  my  colleague  from  Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr.  DowomjEl  In  the  tribute 
he  has  paid  to  our  former  colleague. 
Pehr  G.  Holmes,  who  served  the  Fourth 
District  of  Massachusetts  in  this  body 
for  16  years. 

The  service  of  Pehr  Holmes  In  this 
Hou.:e  was  characterized  by  a  high  de- 
gree of  u.sefulness  to  the  constituency 
he  represented.  Furthermore,  his  serv- 
ice to  the  country  was  of  outstanding 
value.  He  brought  to  his  service  in  the 
Congress  and  to  the  committee  of  which 
he  was  a  member  a  wisdom  that  was 
based  on  an  experience  gained  by  him 
as  businessman  engaged  in  many  dif- 
ferent activities.  His  Judgment  at  all 
times  was  sound  and  dependable  He 
was  always  practical  In  his  approach  to 
the  solution  of  the  problems  that  came 
before  us  either  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
or  in  the  work  of  the  committee. 

It  was  my  pleasure  and  privilege  to  be 
closely  associated  with  Pehr  Holmes  as 
a  result  of  our  membership  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce.   The  Intimacy  that  thus  existed 
between  us  enabled  me  to  know  how  sin- 
cere he  was  In  all  matters  and  in  the 
views  he  expressed  in  the  conduct  of 
his  public  duties.     He  was  a  man  of 
strong  convictions.     While  ever  wUllng 
to  hear  all  sides  of  a  question,  yet,  once 
he  had  formed  his  opinion  he  would 
not  deviate  from  what  he  believed  to  be 
right. 

Equally  observable,  as  his  allegiance 
to  principle,  was  his  allegiance  to  friends 
and  they  were  many.  I  have  known 
no  one  In  all  my  experience  who  knew 
so  many  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
by  their  first  names.  His  friendly  atti- 
tude to  others  created  similar  feelings 
by  others  toward  him.  His  cheerful  dis- 
position, his  kind  manner,  his  friendly 
attitude  made  for  him  a  host  of  friends. 
We  felt  a  distinct  loss  as  he  passed 
from  us.    His  memory  will  Unger  always 

^^0^°^%'*'^°,  "^^^  ^^-  I  extend 
to  the  fine  family  that  he  left  my  deep 

and  sincere  sympathy  in  the  loss  they 

I'hnniH^H*''^"''''-  "^^  them,  however,  it 
should  be  a  source  of  satisfaction  to 
realize  that  the  fine  service  he  rendered 
in  every  public  office  he  ever  filled  is 
recognized  the  high  regard  in  wSch  he 
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was  held  by  all  who  knew  him.  and  that 
his  memory  lives  on  and  will  be  an  in- 
spiration to  all  who  had  the  good  fortune 
to  know  htm. 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  paying  tribute  to 
my  former  colleague  and  late  friend  Mr. 
Pehr  G.  Holmes,  of  Worcester.  Mass! 
When  I  came  to  Congress  in  1943  Pehr 
Holmes  was  one  of  my  first  acquaint- 
ances. During  the  time  I  served  m  the 
House  with  him  we  became  fast  friends. 
He  was  always  kindly  and  most  consider- 
ate. As  a  new  member.  I  valued  his 
advice  and  relied  upon  his  counsel.  He 
was  exceedingly  helpful  and  never  failed 
to  be  of  assistance  whenever  possible.  I 
count  it  an  honor  and  a  privilege  to  have 
known  him  and  to  have  had  his  warm 
friendship. 

Congressman  Pehr  Holmes  devoted 
many  years  of  untiring  effort  to  public 
life.  From  his  youth  he  was  constantly 
Interested  In  public  service.  Prior  to  his 
election  to  Congress  he  served  as  one  of 
the  youngest  mayors  in  his  home  city. 
Later  he  was  a  member  of  the  Gover- 
nor's Council  m  Massachusetts. 

Not  only  was  Pehr  Holmes  a  most  suc- 
cessful businessman,  but  he  participated 
in  a  multitude  of  civic  interests.  He 
played  a  vital  role  in  many  civic  and  fra- 
ternal organizations.  At  all  times  he 
was  ready  to  br  of  help  to  his  fellow  men. 

He  was  an  ardent  sportsman  and  had 
a  summer  camp  in  my  district  in  the 
town  of  Sandown,  N.  H..  where  he  spent 
much  time  duiing  the  summer  months. 
He  led  a  most  active  life,  devoting  his 
many  talents  to  a  variety  of  subjects. 

Pehr  Holmes  had  a  distinguished 
career  In  this  House,  extending  from 
1930  to  1946.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
preat  Committ<*e  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce.  He  was  active  In  the 
formulation  of  legislation  and  devoted 
his  time  and  tffort  unsparingly  to  his 
work.  His  contributions  to  the  forma- 
tion of  public  policy  will  stand  as  an 
enduring  monument  to  his  achievements. 
He  established  an  enviable  record  of 
public  service. 

Pehr  Holmes  was  an  able,  conscien- 
tious, and  hard-working  Member  of  Con- 
gress. I  deem  it  a  privilege  to  have 
served  with  him  In  this  House,  and  I 
am  happy  that  I  had  an  opportunity  to 
know  him  as  a  constant  friend.  He  will 
long  be  remembered  by  the  many  who 
knew  him  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was  my 
privilege  to  serve  for  several  years  with 
Pehr  G.  Holmes  on  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce.  It  was 
an  experience  which  I  shall  treasure  al- 
ways in  my  memory. 

All  of  us  will  agree  I  am  sure  that  we 
learn  more  about  oin*  colleagues  in  that 
intimate  association  on  standing  com- 
mittees than  In  any  other  way. 

Pehr  Holmes  was  a  hard  worker  on  his 
committee.  He  was  a  close  student  of 
legislation  and  had  to  an  unusual  de- 
gree the  ability  to  translate  legalistic 
language  into  practical  phraseology,  and 
to  appraise  properly  the  effect  of  a  legis- 
lative proposal  on  the  Nation's  people 
and  economy. 

He  made  friends  and  kept  them,  be- 
cause he  knew  how  to  be  a  friend,  and 
xcix lao 
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because  he  was  in  every  sense  a  gentle- 
man. 

I  learned  of  his  passing  In  i:>ecember 
with  deep  regret  and  with  a  sense  of  per- 
sonal loss.  My  sympathy  and  good 
wishes  are  extended  to  his  family  and 
his  friends. 

Mr.  GHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  indeed  saddened  to  learn 
today  that  a  former  colleague,  Pehr  G. 
Holmes,  who  served  commencing  with 
the  72d  Congress  and  continuously 
thereafter  untU  the  79th  Congress,  for  a 
total  service  to  his  district  and  his  coun- 
try of  16  years,  as  Representative  from 
the  4th  District  of  Massachusetts. 

I  sincerely  join  my  colleagues  in  the 
tribute  paid  to  him. 

Mr.  Holmes  was  born  in  Sweden  and 
was  educated  in  the  public  schools  of 
Worcester.  He  served  on  the  board  of 
aldermen,  as  mayor  of  Worcester,  and 
as  a  member  of  the  Governor's  Council 
of  the  7th  Massachusetts  District.  His 
background  was  that  of  a  manufacturer 
and  businessman  and  with  his  political 
experience  in  his  home  city  and  in  his 
State  he  brought  to  the  Congress  a 
wealth  of  exp>erience,  common  sense,  and 
good  judgment  that  made  his  record  in 
Congress  outstanding. 

I  became  acquainted  with  Mr.  Holmes 
when  I  was  first  elected  to  Congress  and 
subsequently  had  the  great  privilege  of 
serving  with  him  on  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.  He 
was  a  delightful  friend  and  a  wise  coun- 
selor and  was  ever  an  advocate  of  the 
free-enterprise  system  of  our  Govern- 
ment. While  ever  tolerant  of  the  view- 
points of  others,  he  was  strong  in  his 
convictions  of  principle  and  never  devi- 
ated from  what  he  thought  was  right. 

Personally  I  shall  always  remember 
Pehr  Holmes  for  the  friendship  he  ex- 
tended to  me  and  the  wealth  of  his  con- 
tributions which  he  made  during  his 
service  in  Congress.  In  his  passing  I  feel 
a  distinct  loss,  and  I  extend  to  his  fam- 
ily my  deep  and  sincere  sympathy. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is 
a  very  real  personal  privilege  for  me  to 
have  this  opportunity  of  pajring  tribute 
to  my  good  friend  and  former  colleague, 
the  late  Pehr  G.  Holmes.  When  I  first 
came  to  Congress  I  found  in  Pehr  Holmes 
not  only  a  fellow  Republican  Congress- 
man from  a  district  adjoining  my  dis- 
trict, but  a  man  who  became  a  valued 
friend.  He  was  always  glad  to  give  me 
the  advice  I  sought  of  him  frequently. 

I  am  certain  that  all  who  knew  Pehr 
had  the  same  respect  that  I  had  for  his 
fine  abilities,  for  his  devotion  to  his  re- 
sponsibilities, and  for  his  complete  integ- 
rity. His  record  of  public  service  as  a 
member  of  the  Governor's  council,  as  the 
mayor  of  Worcester  for  three  terms,  and 
as  a  Member  of  Congress  from  1931  to 
1947  was  a  splendid  one.  It  has  been  said 
of  him  that  "he  was  anxious  to  be  right 
on  all  public  questions."  I  am  certain 
that  Pehr  never  reached  any  decision 
during  his  public  life  without  believing 
deeply  that  it  was  the  right  decision. 

An  editorial  appearing  in  the  Worces- 
ter Telegram  after  Pehr^  death  was  con- 
cluded as  follows: 

He  WM  a  man  wltheirt  pretenae  or  show. 
He  inade  i>o  clmlm  to  brUUance;.  H«  nerer 
aoufixt  to  electnty  Waditngton.    Bte  amlil- 


Uon  vu  to  Mfve  bU  country  and  people 
steadUy  and  in  good  conscience.  It  Is  high 
tribute  to  him  to  say  that  he  succeeded. 

Since  1947  Pehr  always  came  to  the 
floor  of  tills  House  when  he  was  in  Wash- 
ington to  visit  with  his  former  col- 
leagues. It  was  always  a  real  pleasure 
for  us  to  see  him,  and  we  shall  all  miss 
greatly  our  association  witli  him,  I  join 
in  extending  my  deepest  sympathy  to  his 
two  sons,  his  sister,  and  his  brother  in 
their  great  loss. 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
great  sorrow  I  learned  of  the  death  of  our 
former  colleague,  Hon.  Pehr  G.  Holmes, 
who  represented  the  Fourth  Massachu- 
setts Congressional  District  in  this  body 
for  so  many  years. 

When  a  Member  comes  to  the  National 
House  of  Representatives  as  a  freshman, 
he  naturally  relies  upon  those  of  his  col- 
leagues who  have  had  experience  for  a 
great  deal  of  information,  assistance, 
and  advice  In  order  to  help  him  get  un- 
der way  in  his  service  to  his  constituents. 
When  I  came  to  Washington  to  begin  my 
first  term  in  this  House.  I  was  naturally 
hungry  for  such  assistance,  counsel,  and 
advice,  and  no  Member  was  more  helpful 
in  affording  desired  information  and 
valuable  counsel  than  was  Pehr  Holmes. 
He  repeatedly  went  out  of  his  way  to  aid 
me  In  making  a  good  start,  and  I  have 
never  ceased  to  remember  with  a  grateful 
heart  his  generous  assistance  and  wise 
counsel. 

His  home  city  of  Worcester  is  often 
referred  to  throughout  Massachusetts  as 
the  heart  of  the  Commonwealth,  and 
the  people  of  his  city  and  his  congres- 
sional district,  of  which  Worcester  is  the 
center,  had  In  their  Representative  In 
Congress  a  man  who  was  always  a  valiant 
champion  of  all  the  people. 

Pehr  Holmes  was  one  of  those  for- 
tunate Congressmen  whose  friends  and 
neighbors  back  home  had  permitted  him 
to  serve  an  apprenticeship  In  government 
before  sending  him  to  Washington.  For 
him  the  approach  to  many  a  problem  of 
Federal  Government  was  made  easy  by 
his  former  experience  in  municipal  gov- 
ernment, both  legislative  and  executive, 
and  by  his  service  to  the  Commonwealth 
In  the  Governor's  council. 

The  career  of  Pehr  G.  Holmes  both  in 
business  and  in  government  will  long 
serve  as  an  inspiration  to  many  a  youth 
as  an  example  of  what  an  Immigrant  boy 
can  accomplish  In  our  America  by  hon- 
esty and  Industry  and  a  faithful  adher- 
ence to  the  mindples  of  good  citizenship 
and  Christian  living. 

I  extend  my  profound  sympathy  to  his 
two  sons,  his  sister,  and  brother. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  like  all  who  enjoyed  the  rich 
experience  of  his  friendship,  I  was  deeply 
saddened  by  the  death  of  our  former  col- 
league. Pehr  Q.  Holmes,  of  Worcester. 

Pehr  Holmes  atdy  and  diligently  served 
in  this  House  for  16  years,  from  1931  to 
1947.  In  tboee  jrears.  a  friendship  which 
had  begun  earlier  in  his  political  career 
ripened  into  one  of  my  closest  associa- 
tions in  Congress.  Following  his  retire- 
ment from  office,  he  often  retomed  to 
visit  with  OS,  as  he  loved  the  House  and 
the  friendships  he  bad  made  here.  It 
was  always  a  hMcvj  occasion  when  Pehr* 
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called  to  have  a  little  chat  about  the 
affairs  of  the  Nation,  in  which  he  re- 
tained a  deep  interest  after  his  services 
here  ended. 

The  story  of  Pehr  Holmes  and  his  suc- 
cess is  typical  of  the  American  tradition 
which  he  cherished  so  deeply.  Bom  in 
Sweden,  Pehr  came  to  this  land  of  free- 
dom and  opportunity  with  his  parents 
at  the  age  of  5.  With  the  venturesome 
spirit  of  youth  and  in  the  faith  that 
America  offered  rich  rewards  to  those 
who  were  willing  to  work,  Pehr  Holmes 
established  his  own  manufacturing  busi- 
ness while  still  a  very  young  man.  His 
confidence  in  the  future  of  America  paid 
off  in  the  success  of  his  business.  His 
enterprise  also  extended  to  the  banking 
and  insurance  fields. 

While  successful  in  bxisiness,  his  real 
devotion  was  to  the  public  service.  His 
public  career  started  with  his  election  to 
the  Worcester  Common  Coimcil.  He 
then  moved  to  the  board  of  aldermen, 
which  he  later  served  as  president.  His 
service  to  the  city  government  of  Worces- 
ter resiilted  in  his  promotion  to  the  office 
of  mayor,  to  which  he  was  elected  for 
three  terms.  After  serving  for  a  time  as 
a  member  of  the  governor's  council,  he 
was  elected  to  represent  his  district  in 
Congress  for  eight  terms. 

Those  who  had  the  pleasure  of  serv- 
ing with  him  admired  his  fine  capacity 
and  understanding.  They  respected  his 
sterling  character,  his  unfailing  integ- 
rity, his  rugged  Americanism. 

Here  was  an  immigrant  boy  who  ap- 
preciated the  opportimities  he  found  in 
this  favored  land.  He  made  the  most  of 
those  opportunities  and  became  another 
American  success  story. 

To  his  fine  sons  and  his  family  I  ex- 
tend my  heartfelt  sympathy.  I  know 
they  are  consoled  by  the  knowledge  that 
Pehr  Holmes  will  live  always  in  the  mem- 
ories of  all  who  had  the  privilege  of 
working  with  him. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  Pehr 
Holmes  was  one  of  the  great  and  lovable 
personalities  it  has  been  my  high  privi- 
lege to  know  intimately  and  serve  with 
lathis  body.  His  untimely  passing  came 
Bs  a  shock  and  brought  me  and  all  those 
who  knew  him  very  deepest  grief. 

Pehr  Holmes  was  a  true  son  of  the 
people.  Of  proud,  but  humble  Swedish 
stock,  reared  in  the  best  traditions  of  the 
great  Swedish  people,  imbued  with  the 
profound  spiritual  qualities  and  faith  of 
his  indomitable  forebears,  he  rose  up 
through  the  ranks  to  high  station  in  the 
service  of  city.  State,  and  Nation,  and 
an  exalted  place  in  the  hearts  of  his 
fellow  citizens. 

Possessed  of  great  ability,  highest 
character  and  resolution,  and  a  burning 
love  of  American  principles  and  institu- 
tions as  well  as  an  absorbing  aspiration 
to  serve  his  fellow  man.  Congressman 
Holmes  in  his  life,  his  career,  and  im- 
measurable contributions  exemplified 
always  the  loftiest  and  finest  attributes 
of  a  true  American  statesman. 

He  was  indeed  a  warmhearted  and  de- 
voted friend,  a  loving  husband  and 
father,  a  loyal  effective  public  servant, 
and  a  distjfisuished  and  great  American! 
'lis  illu^mous  career  will  long  remain 
as  a  spur  and  inspiration  to  young  men 
of  this  and  succeeding  generations  who 
will  Inevitably  be  impressed  and  stimu- 


lated, not  only  by  the  high  standards  he 
maintained,  but  by  his  invincible,  deter- 
mined spirit  and  his  successful  struggle 
in  the  battle  of  life. 

He  served  the  people  with  conspicuous 
distinction  and  unflagging  zeal.  Sincere 
and  wholesome,  loyal  and  devoted  to 
duty,  dedicated  to  earnest  service,  firm 
in  his  principles,  true  to  his  many 
friends,  kindly  and  generous  toward  all, 
Pehr  Holmes  lived  and  worked  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  finest  traditions  of 
America.  He  will  long  be  rememliered 
for  his  nobility  of  character,  sincerity  of 
purpose,  and  many  contributions  to  the 
welfare  of  the  American  people. 

I  join  in  mourning  his  truly  irrepara- 
ble loss  and  again  extend  my  deep  and 
heartfelt  sympathy  to  his  family  and 
friends.    May  he  rest  in  peace. 

As  part  of  my  remarks,  I  desire  to  In- 
clude the  following  splendid  editorial 
tribute  from  the  pages  of  the  Worcester 
Telegram,  celebrated  publication  of  Con- 
gressman Holmes'  home  city  of  Wor- 
cester, Mass.: 

(From  the  Worcester  Telegram  of  December 
20,   1952) 

PzHR  O.  Holmes 
In  the  years  bet^/een  his  political  re- 
tirement In  1947  ami  his  death  yesterday 
In  Florida,  former  Coni-icresaman  and  former 
Mayor  Pehr  O.  Holmes  ^ad  kept  aloof  from 
the  public  scene.  But  his  career,  in  many 
ways  a  remarkable  one,  Is  still  fresh  in  the 
memory  of  most  people  in  this  part  of  Maaaa- 
cbusetts. 

Pehr  Holmes  was  a  man  of  business,  who 
made  a  success  of  the  shop  he  started  in  a 
small  way  In  his  early  years.  He  was  a  man 
of  varied  interest,  who  found  the  time  and 
the  means  for  the  enjoyment  of  many  things 
from  reading  In  his  extenalye  library  to 
gardening  and  pigeon  fancying. 

He  was  quiet  and  unobtrusive  always,  but 
could  be  a  most  genial  companion  and  pleas- 
ant host  with  ready  stories  of  his  experi- 
ences and  activities. 

But  for  most  of  his  71  years.  Pehr  Holmes 
made  prlltlcs  and  government  his  major  con- 
cern, to  the  extent  that  he  seemed  often  to 
regard  his  business  chiefly  as  a  means  of  sub- 
sistence to  enable  blm  to  seek  and  occupy 
public  office. 

He  was  a  good  man  In  public  life,  and  use- 
ful. His  service  has  nothing  of  the  sensa- 
tional In  it,  but  It  was  a  model  of  diligence. 
He  was  anxious  to  be  right  on  all  public 
questions,  and  he  sought  to  inform  himself 
thoroughly  on  every  Issue,  national  or  local. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  eager  to  meet  his 
responsibilities,  to  the  smallest  detail,  and 
no  request  from  a  constituent  waa  too  trivial 
for  his  personal  attention. 

His  was.  In  short,  a  public  career  that  lived 
up  to  a  standard  he  set  for  It.  He  seemed 
to  set  that  standard  early,  for  he  had  not 
yet  reached  voting  age  when  he  was  inter- 
ested in  political  matters,  and  he  celebrated 
his  aist  year  by  becoming  a  member  of  the 
Republican  city  committee.  Thenceforth, 
whether  as  a  three-time  mayor,  governor's 
councilor,  or  eight-term  Member  of  Con- 
gress from  the  Fourth  District.  Pehr  Holmes 
looked  upon  politics  as  a  field  for  pubUc 
service  rather  than  personal  advantage. 

He  was  a  man  without  pretense  or  show. 
He  made  no  claim  to  brilliance.  He  never 
sought  to  electrify  Washington.  His  ambi- 
tion was  to  serve  his  country  and  people 
steadily  and  In  good  conscience. 

It  Is  high  tribute  to  him  to  say  that  b« 
succeeded. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret 
very  much  that  I  was  not  on  the  floor 
the  other  day  when  several  Members 
paid  tribute  to  our  former  colleague. 


Pehr  a.  Holmes,  of  Worcester.  Mass., 
who  for  16  years — from  1931-47 — repre- 
sented in  this  body  the  Fourth  Massa- 
chusetts Congressional  District.  For 
most  of  this  period  of  service,  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  of  which  I  have 
had  the  honor  to  be  a  member  for  the 
last  6  years.  Mr.  Holmes  was  a  devoted 
and  industrious  member  of  the  commit- 
tee  and  always  visited  It  when  he  re- 
turned to  Washington  after  his  retire- 
ment. 

Other  Members  have  already  spoken 
of  the  biographical  facts  of  Pehr  Holmes' 
life.  I  wish  simply  to  testify  to  his 
qualities  as  a  legislator  and  as  a  friend. 
He  was  an  unassuming  man  but,  for  that 
very  reason,  wsw  the  more  beloved  by 
those  who  knew  him  and  worked  with 
him.  I  regretted  very  much  when  his 
term  of  service  here  came  to  an  end  and 
I  mourn  the  fact  that  his  longer  and 
larger  term  of  service  to  his  fellow  man 
had  to  come  to  an  end  last  December. 
Pehr  Holmes  had  lived  out  his  3  score 
and  10  but  he  was  yet  far  too  young  and 
far  too  useful  to  be  spared.  I  Join  my 
colleagues  In  extending  sympathy  to  his 
two  sons,  and  to  his  brother  and  sister. 


TAX  REDUCTION 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Arznds).  Under  the  previous  order  of 
the  House  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Reed]  is  recognized  for  35 
minutes. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  I  look  about  the  House  I  want  to  pay 
my  respects  and  express  my  gratitude 
that  so  many  Members  have  waited  this 
long  and  seem  to  be  waiting  to  listen  to 
what  I  shall  have  to  say. 

Naturally.  I  have  been  keenly  dis- 
turbed and  shocked  after  many  years  of 
service  in  the  House  to  find  myself  In 
the  position  I  do  in  reference  to  legis- 
lation which  I  have  introduced  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
know  from  discussion  with  Members  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  that  they  are  keen- 
ly anxious  to  have  the  bill  which  I  have 
introduced  to  reduce  taxes  for  the  bene- 
fit of  practically  50  million  sovereign  cit- 
izens of  this  country  passed,  for  they 
have  expressed  a  desire  to  be  given  the 
opportunity  to  vote  for  the  bill  and  have 
told  me  they  would  support  It.  It  Is  a 
rather  strange  position  to  be  in. 

I  have  made  requests  on  the  Rules 
Committee:  those  requests  have  been 
fiiendly  and  dignified,  and  for  some  time 
I  received  no  response  at  all  to  the  re- 
quests, but  the  second  letter  did  bring  a 
reply  and  I  assume  most  of  the  Members 
have  read  it. 

I  have  had  the  privilege  of  serving  on 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  for  20 
years;  I  had  the  high  honor  of  serving 
under  one  of  the  most  distinguished, 
able,  and  true  Americans  as  chairman 
that  has  served  in  this  Congress;  I  refer 
to  Robert  Doughton,  a  great  man,  a  great 
American.  We  differed  very  little  on 
much  legislation;  in  fact,  I  have  many 
letters  from  him  thanking  me  for  my  as- 
sistance on  legislation  which  he  brought 
to  the  floor. 

I  am  going  to  read  most  of  my  speech, 
but  I  want  to  explain  one  thing:  Many 
Memt>ers  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ask: 
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Why  are  you  in  such  a  hurry  to  bring 
H.  R.  1  to  the  floor?    I  have  tried  to 
explain  it;   I  have  explained  it  to  the 
press;  I  have  explained  it  on  television, 
and  it  is  so  obvious:  There  are  30  mil- 
lion taxpayers  in  this  country  who  come 
under  the  withholding  tax.    They  are 
the  people  who  are  in  need  at  this  time 
of    take-home    pay.     The    tremendous 
correspondence  which  I  have  received 
indicates  that  they  need  that  take-home 
pay,  and  they  are  almost  desperate  be- 
cause taxes  today  are  the  highest  not 
only  in  the  history  of  this  country  but 
In  the  world.    All  around  us  they  are 
reducing  taxes ;  Canada  has  done  what  I 
know  H.  R.  1  will  do,  it  has  released  the 
people  from  the  shackles  of  high  taxation 
and  given  them  an  incentive  to  produce 
more.    As  I  pointed  out  yesterday  in  an 
extension  of  remarks,  in  Prance  we  are 
building  a  seaway  with  our  counterpart 
funds,  money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
taxpayers  of  America.     I  went  down  to 
see  three  of  the  completed  dams  costing 
$568,000,000.     But  there  are  22  dams  to 
be  built  and  46  power  stations.    France 
is  not  putting  m  a  nickel.     All  you  have 
to  do  is  figure  up.  and  if  we  finish  that 
job  with  our  money  we  will  have  poured 
into  that  seaway  the  total  sxrni  of  $13.- 
000.000.000.    They  say  we  cannot  reduce 
foreign  aid.     Maybe  that  is  one  of  the 
reasons,  I  do  not  know.     We  put  $2,000.- 
000,000  into  Italy  and  she  has  just  re- 
duced her  taxes  so  she  can  get  more  rev- 
enue.   That  seems  to  be  a  paradox  some 
people  caimot  understand.    France  re- 
duced her  taxes  and  she  said,  not  only 
to  bring  tax  relief  and  get  more  revenues 
but  to  create  honesty  among  her  people. 
In  this  morning's  or  yesterday's  press  we 
see  that   little  Israel  has  reduced  her 
taxes.     So.  throughout  the  world  if  they 
want  to  produce  they  have  to  reduce 
their  taxes  and  ttjey  know  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  If  any  Member  in  this 
Congress,  even  when  the  House  Is  filled 
with  the  membership,  which  it  Is  not 
now.  can  name  one  single  instance  where 
I  have  sacrificed  principle  to  politics  in 
any  vote  I  have  cast,  where  I  once  voted 
against  the  Interests  of  my  grand  and 
glorious  country,  let  him  stand  and  I  will 
send  my  resignation  as  a  Member  to  the 
Speaker.  Do  you  think  I  would  be  here 
with  this  bin  if  I  did  not  think  it  was 
sound  and  go<xl  for  the  country?  We 
have  arrived  at  the  time  of  diminishing 
returns  in  rev«?nue. 

I  want  to  give  you  another  example. 
While  many  of  you  have  not  seen  the 
results  of  the  work  that  Is  going  on  in 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  spade 
work  is  being  done  with  the  assistance 
of  the  finest  trained  minds  in  this  coun- 
try in  the  field  of  taxation,  and  they  are 
volunteering  their  services;  services  that 
we  could  not  buy  for  several  million 
dollars.  They  are  serving  with  all  the 
enthusiasm  of  true  patriots,  bringing  to 
us  the  benefit  of  their  knowledge  of  tax- 
ation in  the  particular  area  which  they 
serve  or  from  which  they  come.  That 
work  is  going  on  and  has  been  going  on 
day  after  day  since  the  Confess  opened. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  say  another 
thing.  The  Ways  and  Means  Commit- 
tee is  composed  of  men  who  are  experts 
in  their  field,  and,  without  the  slightest 
reflection  upon  the  membership  of  any 
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The  membership  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  that  reported  out  H.  R.  1  rep- 
resents over  7  million  people.  The  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  in  the  first  in- 
stance and  down  to  the  present  time  have 
been  selected  after  their  delegations  said 
that  they  were  the  outstanding  men  to  go 
on  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 
Some  of  them  are  outstanding  experts, 
and  that  applies  to  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle. 

The  bill  which  I  am  going  to  present 
here  as  soon  as  I  can  get  it  on  the  fioor— 
and  I  realixe  I  have  almost  insurmount- 
able diflScuIties  to  overcome — is  a  sound 
bill  and  was  reported  out  by  21  members 
of  the  committee  out  of  a  total  member- 
ship of  25,  representing,  as  I  said  7  mll- 
hon  people  and  all  the  affairs  of  those 
people  in  taxation.  Both  sides  voted  this 
bill  out.  The  leadership  of  this  House 
knew  that  I  was  introducing  this  bill. 
Every  person  on  the  floor  knows  that  the 
candidates  who  went  out  to  be  elected 
promised  tax  reduction  01;  a  reduction  of 
Government  expenditures.  In  most  in- 
stances they  promised  both,  and  the  men 
that  are  here  today  are  here  because  of 
that  great  issue.  You  are  all  getting  let- 
ters from  your  district,  and  in  my  office 
they  are  running  50  to  1  in  favor  of  this 
bill.  I  am  sure  you  are  all  getting  tele- 
grams and  telephone  calls  from  all  over 
the  country.  They  say,  "Why  is  it  that 
you  cannot  bring  this  bill  to  the  floor?" 
That  is  a  hard  question  to  answer.  I 
am  casting  no  reflections,  but  I  some- 
times wonder  what  have  I  done  during 
the  last  34  shears  that  I  should  be  sub- 
jected to  this  treatment  here.  It  is  not 
only  because  I  happen,  through  senior- 
ity, that  I  have  become  chairman  of  this 
powerful  committee.  I  have  looked  for- 
ward to  doing  one  of  the  finest  jobs  that 
can  be  done  for  the  American  people  if 
I  and  the  other  members  of  the  commit- 
tee are  not  hamstrung.  It  is  their  bill 
just  as  much  as  mine.  There  is  no  pride 
of  authorship  in  this  bill  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned.     It  is  the  people's  bill. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  proceed  to 
prove  It  to  you. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  ides  of  March,  that 
is,  the  American  Ides  of  March,  come  on 
Monday,  and  because  of  that  I  have  been 
receiving  telegrams,  telephone  calls,  and 
mail  urging  immediate  passage  of  this 
bill.  The  arguments  used  in  t^ose  mes- 
sages can  be  boiled  down  to  this  one: 
If  you  will  cut  taxes  and  live  within  the 
Income,  which  is  the  second  step  in  my 
opinion,  this  country  will  be  better  off 
and  it  can  expand  and  expand.  I  think 
it  is  a  shame  that  we  cannot  do  that 
and  do  it  immediately. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Now  then,  I  wish  to  try  and  spell  out 
this  bill  and  the  economics  of  it  so  that 
you  each  will  have  it  and  the  country  can 
have  it. 

I  wish  to  explain  Just  what  H.  R.  1 
does. 


My  bill  provides  that  these  increases 
will  expire  on  June  30,  1953.  instead  of 
December  31.  1953.  Thus  my  bill  gives 
tax  relief  to  individuals  in  1953  instead 
of  causing  them  to  wait  until  1954.  By 
moving  this  date  back  to  July  1,  1953.  in- 
dividuals will,  in  computing  their  tax  for 
1953,  receive  approximately  one-half  as 
large  a  reduction  of  their  individual  in- 
come tax  as  they  will  receive  under  ex- 
isting law  for  1954.  For  example,  a  sin- 
gle individual  earning  $3,000  in  calendar 
1953  will  under  existing  law  pay  a  tax 
of  $468.60.  Under  H.  R.  1  he  will  pay 
a  tax  of  $445.30.  This  reduction  amounts 
to  $23.30  or  5  percent  of  what  he  would 
otherwise  pay  in  calendar  1953.  In  the 
calendar  year  1954  he  will  pay  a  tax  of 
$426.60  because  he  will  receive  an  addi- 
tional reduction  of  $23.30.  His  total  re- 
duction therefore  is  $46.60  or  approxi- 
mately 10  percent  of  what  he  is  now 
paying. 

Right  at  this  Toint  I  want  to  make  this 
clear.  I  said  there  were  30  million  peo- 
ple operating  under  the  withholding  tax. 
that  they  were  the  ones  that  need  the 
take-home  pay.  Under  my  bill  they 
would  get  the  11  percent  reduction  on 
July  1  of  this  year.  They  would  get  that 
benefit. 

Why  am  I  in  a  huny  to  get  H.  R.  1,  the 
tax  reduction,  through?  Because  the 
mechanics  back  of  this  bill  require  send- 
ing out  withholding  tables  and  the  in- 
structions for  the  employers  of  30  million 
IJeople.  16  pages  in  each  booklet,  going 
out  to  30  million  people.  It  takes  60 
days.  Of  course,  this  bill  can  be  checked 
and  killed  certainly  as  far  as  30  million 
people  are  concerned,  and  they  will  be 
deprived  and  cheatec^  out  of  the  gain 
they  would  get  on"  July  1,  1953. 

It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  me 
personally  whether  this  bill  is  passed 
now  or  later,  except  to  keep  faith  with 
the  people,  those  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  who  want  reduction  of  taxes  and 
the  cutting  of  expenditures.  That  does 
not  mean  anjrthing  to  me  personally,  but 
it  means  everything  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  as  I  will  show.  But  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  Members  of  this  House 
are  going  to  sit  idly  by  and  let  30  million 
people  lose  their  11  percent  on  July  1  be- 
cause we  cannot  get  the  bill  to  the  House 
on  time,  and  April  1  is  almost  the  dead- 
line. So  I  want  to  see  you  people,  at 
least  those  of  you  who  have  made  your 
promises,  taken  off  the  hook  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle.  It  is  the  only  honest 
thing  to  do. 

Since  my  bill  also  makes  the  reduction 
in  withholding  fully  effective  as  of  July 
1, 1953.  taxpayers  subject  to  withholding 
will  have  the  full  10-percent  reduction 
reflected  in  their  take-home  pay  com- 
mencing July  1,  1953. 

The  fear  has  been  expressed  that  a 
heavy  cut  In  Government  spending 
might  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
economy.  In  order  to  offset  this,  the 
suggestion  has  been  made  that  tax  re- 
duction should  match  Government 
spending.  In  this  connection  the  fol- 
lowing is  quoted  from  the  article  by 
Sumner  H.  Sllchter  appearing  In  the 
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February  1953  issue  of  Harper's  maga- 
zine: 

(7/  Cut  taxes:  If  Individuals  and  business 
eoncems  raise  their  spending  for  goods  as 
fast  as  the  OoTemment  cuts  its  defense 
spending,  the  total  demand  for  goods  will 
not  drop,  and  there  will  be  no  recession.  The 
GoTemment  can  help  Individuals  and  busi- 
ness concerns  to  spend  more  by  taking  less 
from  them  In  the  form  of  taxes.  Hence  It 
Is  Important  that  cuts  In  defense  spending 
be  promptly  matched  by  cuts  In  taxes. 

That  is  from  one  of  the  leading  econo- 
mists In  this  country,  the  advisor  of  some 
of  the  largest  concerns  in  this  country, 
a  man  who  often  appears  before  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  to  our 
advantage. 

Of  course,  if  tax  reductions  are  to 
match  reductions  in  spending,  it  is  im- 
portant that  the  tax-cutting  law  should 
be  enacted  aa  promptly  as  passible,  so 
that  taxpayers  may  anticipate  the 
amount  of  their  increased  spending  oc- 
casioned by  the  tax  reduction. 

I  call  your  attention,  while  you  are 
talking  about  recessions,  to  an  item  in 
the  Wall  Street  Journal  showing  how 
sales  are  dropping  off  in  the  Illinois  dis- 
trict. You  will  see  from  the  article  that 
the  danger  signals  are  up  right  now. 

A  distingxiished  student  of  taxation 
once  said: 

It  seems  dlfQcult  for  some  to  understand 
that  high  rates  of  taxation  do  not  necessarily 
mean  large  revenue  to  the  Government  and 
that  more  revenue  may  often  be  obtained 
by  lower  rates. 

There  are  those  who  have  been  spend- 
ing the  taxpayers'  money  without  let  or 
hindrance  for  the  past  20  years  who  op- 
pose any  tax  relief  but  who  do  support 
and  applaud  every  emergency  that  af- 
fords an  opportimity  to  spend.  These 
are  the  spending  addicts.  They  cry  out 
with  pain  when  the  words  "Economy  in 
Government'  are  uttered.  Woe  be  unto 
him  who  advocates  tax  relief  for  the 
people. 

The  taxpayers  are  fed  up  with  a  boon- 
doggling Congress.  They  have  seen  the 
national  debt  under  a  boondoggling  re- 
gime climb  from  $49  billion  at  the  end 
of  fiscal  year  1941  to  $259.1  billion  at 
the  end  of  fiscal  1952 — an  increase  of 
$210.1  billion. 

Public  debt  outstanding 

At  end  of  Oscal  IMl $40.  000,  000,  000 

At  end  of  Oacal  1952 258, 100,  000,  000 


Increase aiO,  100,  000,  000 

And  yet  the  cry  for  more  boondog- 
gling and  no  tax  cut  is  still  heard.  The 
cry  echoes  through  every  bureau  of  the 
Government. 

One  of  the  great  economists  of  this 
country  wrote  to  me  as  follows: 

We  must,  of  course,  reduce  expenditures. 
balance  the  budget,  reduce  the  Nation  of 
debt,  and  take  other  steps  to  preserve  our 
great  Nation,  but  I  am  convinced  from  many 
years  of  study  in  the  field  of  private  and 
public  finance  covering  the  country  and 
many  other  countries,  that  the  absolute  first 
itep  mtist  be  to  make  a  beginning  in  the 
reduction  of  the  tax  burden.  With  the  tax 
burden  reduced,  the  average  taxpayer  will 
have  at  least  a  little  something  left  with 
which  to  buy  needed  goods  and  services, 
and  this  alone  wlU  stimulate  the  economic 
:lfe  of  the  Nation  and  In  turn  result  In  an 
increase  in  ordinary  revenue  even  though 
the   rates   are    lower.    And   the    individual 


will  have  a  little  something  left  for  Invest- 
ment, or  in  making  of  Improvements,  or  to 
begin  or  Increase  the  nest  egg  which  is  so 
vital  an  element  in  human  life. 

Continuing,  this  distinguished  econ- 
omist closed  his  letter  by  stating: 

I  hope  that  you  will  keep  up  this  mag- 
nificent b&tUe  in  the  firm  belief  that  first 
things  must  come  first  notwithstanding  at- 
tractive slogans  or  political  planning.  I  am 
saying  it  as  an  economist  and  one  most 
concerned  with  the  national  prosperity  and 
general  welfare. 

I  have  been  amazed  at  the  statements 
appearing  in  the  press  and  elsewhere  to 
the  effect  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
postpone  and  delay  the  enactment  of 
H.  R.  1  providing  individual  income  tax 
relief  for  the  year  1953.  In  the  cam- 
paign the  Republican  Party  pledged  it- 
self to  reduce  expenditures  and  cut  taxes. 
I  for  one  feel  that  I  am  committed  to 
carry  out  wholeheartedly  and  without 
reservation  this  pledge  to  the  people. 

What  did  we  mean  in  our  campaign 
pledge  when  we  told  the  country  we  were 
going  to  reduce  expenditures?  We  made 
a  record  in  the  campaign  on  the  basis 
that  we  would  reduce  the  enormous  and 
wasteful  expenditures  of  the  Truman 
administration  and  the  i>eople  relying 
upon  our  promise  gave  us  control  of  the 
Government  for  the  first  time  in  20 
years.  Unless  we  take  steps  to  reduce 
expenditures  substantially  below  those 
of  Mr.  Truman,  we  will  be  guilty  of  the 
same  charge  of  reckless  spending  which 
we  hurled  against  the  former  President. 

What  are  the  Truman  expenditures? 
Looking  at  the  budget  submitted  by  Mr. 
Truman  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1954,  I  find  a  table  on  page  1138 
giving  the  actual  expenditures  for  the 
full  fiscal  years  during  which  Mr.  Tru- 
man was  in  office.  These  years  are  the 
fiscal  years  1946  to  1952.  inclusive.  Here 
is  the  record  of  expenditures  for  those 
years : 

1M« $60.  700.  000.  000 

1947 39_  300,  OOO.  000 

1948 33,  800.  000.  000 

1949 _ 40,  100.  000,  000 

1950 _  40,  200.  000.  000 

1951 44,  600,  000.  000 

1952 66,  100,  000.  000 

The  fiscal  year  1953  does  not  end  until 
June  30,  1953.    Accordingly,  we  have  no 
record  of  what  the  actual  expenditures 
for  that  year  will  be.     While  Govern- 
ment spending  in  the  last  quarter  of  the 
calendar  year  1952.  when  the  prior  ad- 
ministration was  in  control  of  the  Gov- 
ernment,  was   running  at  the  rate   of 
$74.7  billion — as  compared  with  the  Tru- 
man budget  estimate  of  $74  6  billion  for 
the  enUre  fiscal  year  1953 — the  rate  of 
spending  dropped  in  January  to  $68.8 
billion  and  in  February  to  $67.1  billion. 
This  sharp  reduction  in  expenditures, 
coupled  with  the  announced  policy  of 
the  present  administration  to  freeze  ex- 
penditures, and  the  earnest  desire  of  the 
Congress  to  eliminate  waste  and  extrav- 
agance indicates  that  even  for  the  fiscal 
year   1953 — although   we  have  been  In 
control  of  the  Government  for  less  than 
6  months  of  that  year — there  will  be 
sizable  reduction  in  actual  expenditures 
over    the    estimate    in    M..    Trumans 
budget. 

But  H.  R.   1   affects   only   the   fiscal 
year  ending  June  30. 1954.   yor  that  year 


we  have  only  Mr.  Truman's  "guessti- 
mate" of  expenditures  of  $78.8  billion, 
which  is  $12 '^2  billion  greater  than  the 
actual  expenditures  for  any  complete 
fiscal  year  during  which  Mr.  Truman 
was  in  office.  Since  the  Republican 
Party  will  have  full  control  o'  the  Gov- 
ernment during  the  entire  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1954,  the  people  will 
expect  that  expenditures  for  that  year 
will  be  held  down  at  least  to  the  highest 
full  year  of  Mr.  Truman's  administra- 
tion. 

These  "guesstimates"  In  past  years 
have  invariably  exceeded  actual  expendl- 
tures  by  wide  margins.  Do  not  let  us  be 
misled  by  "guesstimates."  What  we 
must  reduce  is  actual  expenditures. 

What  kind  of  cuts  are  we  going  to 
make  in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1954?  Are  we  going  to 
be  satisfied  with  a  budget  which  is 
higher^  than  the  highest  full  year  of 
actual  expenditures  under  Mr.  Truman? 
I  believe  we  are  not.  Unless  we  want  to 
be  charged  as  reckless  spenders  ourselves, 
we  must  cut  spending  below  the  spendingf 
of  Mr.  Truman. 

In  addition  to  cutting  expenditures  we 
are  also  pledged  to  reduce  taxes.  In 
accordance  with  this  last  pledge,  I  In- 
troduced H.  R.  1  on  the  very  first  day  of 
this  Republican  Congress. 

Let  us  see  what  effect  H.  R.  1.  will 
have  upon  the  budget.  I  hear  the  cry 
repeatedly  that  we  cannot  reduce  taxes 
until  we  reduce  expenditures  and  this 
4s  accompanied  by  the  complaint  that 
a  reduction  In  taxes  at  this  time  might 
prevent  the  budget  from  being  balanced. 

But  certainly  if  we  are  to  reduce  ex- 
penditures we  can  accomplish  no  sub- 
stantial reductions  unless  in  a  year  dur- 
ing which  we  have  been  in  complete  con- 
trol of  the  Government  we  reduce  them 
below  the  last  highest  year  of  actual 
expenditures  during  which  the  Truman 
administration  was  In  complete  control 
of  the  Government.  Do  not  let  us  be 
misled  by  a  strawman.  The  "guessti- 
mate" presented  in  the  budget  of  Mr. 
Truman  for  1954  should  not  govern  the 
measure  of  reduction  we  ought  to  make. 
The  reductions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1954.  should  be  below  the  actual 
expenditures  for  the  highest  year  during 
which  Mr.  Truman  was  in  complete  con- 
trol of  the  Government. 

Do  my  colleagues  realize  that  we  can 
still  pass  H.  R.  1  giving  individual  Income 
taxpayers  much  needed  relief  for  the 
calendar  year  1953  and  have  a  balanced 
budget  if  expenditures  do  not  rise  more 
than  $1.1  billion  above  the  highest  year 
of  actual  expenditures  during  which  Mr. 
Truman  was  in  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  entire  year?  I  am  con- 
vinced that  many  of  you  do  not  realize 
this,  but  here  are  the  facts  in  connec- 
tion with  H.  R.  1. 

First,  H.  R.  1  will  have  no  effect  at 
all  on  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1953. 
Receipts  for  that  year  will  remain  the 
same  regardless  of  whether  or  not  H.  R. 
1  is  enacted.  However,  even  though 
H.  R.  1  will  not  effect  the  1953  budget.  I 
am  hopeful  that  that  year  will  be  re- 
examined by  the  Congress  and  that  ex- 
penditures can  be  substantially  cut  below 
Mr.  Truman's  estimates. 

H.  R.  1  will  affect  the  budget  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954.  and 
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that  year  only.  In  his  message  of  Janu- 
ary 9.  1953,  transmitting  the  budget,  for- 
mer President  Truman  has  already  taken 
into  account,  in  estimating  the  receipts 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1954, 
the  effect  on  that  budget  of  the  scheduled 
termination  under  existing  law  of  the 
excess-profits  tax  as  of  July  1,  1953,  the 
decreases  in  the  Individual  income  tax  as 
of  January  1,  1954,  and  certain  excises. 
With  these  scheduled  terminations 
taken  into  account  he  estimates  that  the 
receipts  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1954.  will  be  $68.7  billion. 

Even  if  the  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954  are  as  low  as  former  President  Tru- 
man has  estimated.  H.  R.  1,  even  under 
the  most  pessimistic  assumptions,  will 
only  reduce  the  revenues  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954  by  $1.5  billion.  This  means 
that  even  under  the  most  pessinistlc 
assumption  the  receipts  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1954,  will  amount 
to  $67.2  billion— if  H.  R.  1  is  adopted— 
instead  of  $68.7  billion. 

I  can  hardly  visualize,  In  the  absence 
of  an  all-out  war,  that  the  Congress  will 
permit  expenditures  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1954,  to  rise  above  $67.2 
billion.  We  are  pledged  to  cut  expendi- 
tures and  to  cut  them  substantially.  In 
the  period  from  1946  to  1952.  the  budget 
expenditures  for  any  year  have  not  gone 
above  $66,145,000,000,  and  that  amount 
was  reached  in  only  one  of  those  years, 
namely,  the  fiscal  year  1952.  This  was 
the  last  year  during  which  the  Truman 
administration  was  in  complete  control 
of  the  Government  from  beginning  to 
end. 

If  we  do  not  let  budget  expenditures 
rise  above  $67.2  billion  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1954,  and  adopt  H.  R.  1, 
we  will  have  no  deficit.  Moreover,  there 
Is  every  Indication  that  receipts  for  the 
fi.scal  year  ending  June  30,  1954,  may  be 
higher  than  the  estimate  given  in  former 
President  Truman's  budget  of  January 
9,  1953. 

At  this  point  let  me  reiterate  for  the 
sake  of  emphasis  Just  what  H.  R.  1  does. 
Under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  individ- 
ual income  taxes  were  increased  for  the 
years  1951.  1952,  and  1953.  These  in- 
creases expire  as  of  December  31.  1953. 
My  bill  provides  that  these  Increases  will 
expire  on  June  30,  1953,  Instead  of  De- 
cember 31.  1953.  Thus  my  bill  gives  tax 
relief  to  individuals  in  1953  Instead  of 
causing  them  to  wait  until  1954. 

By  moving  this  date  back  to  July  1, 
1953,  Individuals  will,  in  computing  their 
tax  for  1953,  receive  approximately  one- 
half  as  large  a  reduction  of  their  indi- 
vidual Income  tax  as  they  will  receive 
under  existing  law  for  1954.  For  exam- 
ple, a  single  individual  earning  $3,000  in 
calendar  year  1953  will  under  existing 
law  pay  a  tax  of  $468.60.  Under  H.  R.  1 
he  will  pay  a  tax  of  $445.30. 

This  reduction  amounts  to  $23.30  or  5 
percent  of  what  he  would  otherwise  pay 
in  calendar  1953.  In  the  calendar  year 
1954  he  will  pay  a  tax  of  $426.60  because 
he  will  receive  an  additional  reduction  of 
$23.30.  His  total  reduction  therefore  is 
$46.60  or  approximately  10  percent  of 
what  he  is  now  paying.  Since  my  bill 
also  makes  the  reduction  in  withholding 
fully  effective  as  of  July  1,  1953.  tax- 
payers subject  to  withholding  will  have 
the  full  10  percent  reduction  reflected  in 


their  take-home  pay  commencing  July  1. 
1953. 

Our  individual  income  taxpayers  are 
entitled  to  the  relief  which  H.  R.  1  gives 
them  for  the  year  1953.  Let  us  grant 
them  this  relief  and  grant  it  to  them 
now  so  that  they  can  plan  ahead.  As 
already  shown,  we  can  grant  this  relief 
and  have  a  balanced  budget  even  though 
the  expenditures  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1954,  rise  more  than  1  bil- 
lion 100  million  above  the  highest  year 
of  actual  spending  by  Mr.  Truman. 

I  feel  that  we  can  and  will  reduce  ex- 
penditures for  the  fiscal  year  1954  con- 
siderably below  67.2  billion  but  even  if 
we  hold  expenditures  to  that  level  we  can 
still  have  a  surplus  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1954,  of  1  billion  100 
million  in  addition  to  granting  individ- 
ual income  taxp£.yers  the  relief  provided 
in  H.  R.  1. 

With  the  expiration  of  the  excess- 
profits  tax,  the  decrease  in  individual  in- 
come taxes  under  H.  R.  1,  and  the  sched- 
uled termination  of  the  increases  in 
other  taxes  provided  for  under  the  Reve- 
nue Act  of  1951.  there  is  every  indica- 
tion that  our  economy  will  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  move  forward  with  greater  rapid- 
ity than  has  been  possible  in  the  past 
because  of  the  existing  severe  tax  rates. 

I  have  pointed  out  on  many  occasions 
that  tax  rates  do  not  of  themselves  make 
revenue.  If  the  rates  are  too  high  they 
will  result  in  actually  reducing  revenue 
by  retarding  incentive,  growth,  expan- 
sion and  the  development  of  initiative 
and  by  encouraging  inefficiency,  waste, 
and  extravagance.  With  the  stimula- 
tion afforded  by  H.  R.  1.  and  the  sched- 
uled termination  of  the  excess-profits 
tax  and  other  tax  increases.  I  believe 
everyone  will  be  encouraged  to  produce 
more  and  earn  more. 

Both  payrolls  and  profits  should  in- 
crease. Greater  income  necessarily 
means  greater  Federal  receipts.  In  my 
opinion  greater  revenue  receipts  can  be 
secured  if  we  have  the  foresight  to  re- 
move the  tax  shackles  that  are  retard- 
ing growth,  expansion  and  initiative  in 
our  economy.  H.  R.  1  is  the  first  step 
toward  accomplishing  that  great  objec- 
Uve. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  gentleman  a  couple  of  brief  ques- 
tions. I  appreciate  the  distinguished 
gentleman's  viewpoint,  but  I  am  won- 
dering if  it  is  his  present  intention  to 
ask  for  a  renewal  of  the  excess-profits 
tax? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    It  is  not. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  It  seems  to  me  that 
some  reUef  through  higher  exemp- 
tions should  be  forthcoming  out  of  jus- 
tice to  the  low -income  groups  so  that 
they  can  afford  at  least  adequate  food, 
shelter,  and  other  necessities  of  life  such 
as  educating  their  children  before  being 
unreasonably  taxed;  and,  inasmuch  as 
there  are  several  bills  pending  before 
the  gentleman's  committee  to  raise  the 
individual  income  exemptions.  I  am 
wondering  whether  we  will  be  able  to  get 
hearings  before  the  gentleman's  bill  is 
passed  by  this  Chamber. 

iKlr.  REED  of  New  York,  No.  you  will 
not;  and  I  will  teU  you  why.    I  have 


answered  this  question  several  times;  I 
answered  it  early  this  week  when  I  point- 
ed out  what  happened  under  exemp- 
tions. Each  $100  of  the  exemption  that 
is  raised  means  a  loss  of  revenue  of  $2 
billion.  Among  the  bills  introduced  Is 
one  providing  for  a  $1,000  exemption. 
Under  this  you  would  lose  over  $10  bil- 
lion a  year.  What  we  want  to  do  is  to 
make  a  start  and  gain  experience  as  we 
go  along  and  benefit  from  it.  They  are 
going  to  get  the  benefit  of  it.  I  will  tell 
you  right  now  that  the  members  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  I  think 
there  are  members  of  it  on  the  gentle- 
man's side  of  the  House  who  will  bear 
witness  to  this,  are  trying  to  do  a  real 
job  for  our  country.  There  is  no  use 
muddying  the  waters.  I  know  what  ap- 
peal these  exemptions  have  and  I  am 
heartily  in  favor  of  tl^em.  just  as  much 
so  as  the  gentleman  is.  But  I  lived  in 
a  period  when  the  exemptions  were  $3,503 
for  a  married  couple.  I  would  like  to 
see  that  day  arrive  again.  But  on 
matter  of  debt  and  all  those  things,  we 
have  to  start  reducing  the  debt  and  taxes 
gradually  just  as  fast  as  we  safely  can, 
yet  keep  the  country  economically  sound. 
With  these  high  taxes  you  cannot  pre- 
serve the  integrity  of  our  economy. 
As  I  say,  I  am  just  as  favorable  to  tax 
reduction  as  the  gentleman  is.  I  know 
everyone  in  the  House  would  like  to  go 
home  and  say,  "I  have  been  in  Congress 
and  I  have  reduced  them  down  to  1 
percent."    We  would  all  like  that. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Arends).  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Recd  of 
New  York  was  allowed  to  proceed  for  2 
additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  doubt  seriously 
whether  the  question  I  propounded  was 
a  political  question.  In  fact,  I  do  not 
think  it  was.  There  was  a  question  of 
equity  involved. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Now.  wait  a 
minute.  The  gentleman  wants  me  to 
yield  for  a  sijeech.  I  want  to  give  the 
other  Members  a  chance,  and  I  will  be 
very  glad  to  do  so.  The  gentleman  asked 
some  questions  and  I  answered  them.  I 
am  willing  to  yield  for  a  short  question. 
Mr.  PERKINS.  The  bill  you  intro- 
duced only  moves  forward  the  expira- 
tion date  of  the  current  law  from  De- 
cember 31,  1953,  to  January  30,  1953? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  It  does.  Do 
you  want  to  chea!;  the  people  out  of 
$1,500,000,000? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  do  not  intend  to 
cheat  the  people  out  of  anything. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  It  will  if  you 
let  this  expire  automatically.  That  is 
exactly  what  it  will  do. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  It  is  my  contention 
that  we  should  also  approach  this  prob- 
lem with  the  view  of  raising  individual 
income  exemptions. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  told  you 
why  and  you  would  not  care  what  hap- 
pened so  long  as  you  got  the  votes. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  would  care  what 
happened. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  th© 
gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  As  a  man  who  has  been 
Interested  in  general   tax  matters  for 
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over  40  years  and  who  has  been  a  student 
of  taxation  in  the  universities  for  that 
long.  I  want  to  correct  one  statement 
that  the  gentleman  has  made  as  to  the 
amoimt  this  bill  will  give  relief  to  the 
individual  who  earns  $3,000.  Your  fig- 
ures are  practically  correct  so  far  as  di- 
rect taxation  is  concerned,  it  will  give 
that  amount  of  relief,  but  so  far  as  in- 
direct taxation  is  concerned,  when  that 
is  taken  into  consideration  and  the  re- 
lief that  will  come  through  that,  it  will 
be  Just  about  double  the  figures  that  the 
gentleman  has  used. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  If  the  ex- 
cess profits  tax  provision  dies,  you  will 
have  an  expansion  by  business  in  this 
country  that  will  sweep  the  country.  If 
It  is  not  repealed,  you  will  choke  every 
small  enterprise  in  this  country.  Do  you 
propose  to  extend  the  excess  profits  tax 
and  say  to  the  people:  We  will  tax  you 
$1,500,000,000  more? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  again  expired. 


SPECIAL  ORDER   GRANTED 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  60 
minutes  on  Tuesday  next,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Cooper]  is  recognized  for 
40  minutes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my 
privilege  to  speak  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives today  on  a  subject  that  is  not 
only  Important  to  the  area  where  I  live ; 
it  is  of  very  great  importance  to  the  en- 
tire Nation.  I  am  asking  your  indul- 
gence to  speak  to  3rou  on  the  subject  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  which, 
because  of  the  far-reaching  consequences 
of  Its  program  to  the  welfare  of  our 
country  and  the  happiness  of  our  peo- 
ple, should  challenge  our  most  thought- 
ful attention  and  interest. 

The  Legislature  of  Tennessee  at  its 
present  session  unanimously  adopted  a 
resolution  on  the  subject  of  the  TVA  and 
forwarded  a  copy  to  each  Member  of  the 
Tennessee  delegation  in  Congress.  My 
colleague  from  the  Fourth  District  [Mr. 
EviNs]  has  already  submitted  a  copy  of 
this  resolution  for  the  record.  It  sets 
forth  in  parliamentary  fashion  the  warm 
approval  the  people  of  my  State  are  al- 
ways eager  to  express  for  TVA.  and  pro- 
tests against  reported  efforts  to  dismem- 
ber or  injure  this  Federal  enterprise  by 
putting  some  of  its  vital  facilities  up  on 
the  auction  block. 

To  the  people  in  my  State  who  have 
been  disturbed  by  casual  after-luncheon 
speeches  threatening  the  future  of  the 
TVA,  I  have  given  reassurance.  I  have 
told  them  that  no  Congress  will  fail  to 
recognize  the  national  importance  of  this 
great  regional  agency,  and  that  no  Con- 
gress would  be  so  ill  disposed  toward  the 
region  served  by  TVA  Jis  deliberately  to 
thwart  its  full  development.  Today,  on 
this  floor  I  should  like  to  give  my  rea- 
sons for  that  faith,  to  speak  about  the 
TVA  without  the  haste  and  the  excite- 


ment of  debate  on  a  particular  item.  I 
shoxild  like  to  give  a  little  background.  If 
I  may.  to  the  Members  of  this  House  who 
have  not  lived  with  the  subject  through 
the  years.  There  are  only  a  few  of  us 
here  now  who  were  here  when  the  act 
creating  TVA  was  adopted  almost  20 
years  ago. 

At  that  time,  after  more  than  a  decade 
of  debate,  the  Government  properties  at 
Muscle  Shoals,  a  legacy  from  World 
War  I  then  idle  and  unproductive,  were 
turned  over  to  TVA  to  be  utilized  for  the 
public  benefit.  Along  with  ipossession  of 
Wilson  Dam.  a  nearby  steam-power 
plant  of  60,000  kilowatts  and  the  chemi- 
cal plants,  went  a  mandate  from  the 
Congress  outlining  a  program  for  the  de- 
velopment of  all  the  natural  resources  of 
the  valley.  TVA  was  directed  to  make 
the  river  navigable  from  Knoxville  to  the 
Ohio,  to  control  its  floods,  to  develop 
power  from  the  force  of  its  water,  to  pro- 
duce fertilizers  in  peace  and  munitions 
in  time  of  war.  It  was  required  to  make 
the  benefits  of  its  developments  available 
to  all  the  people  and  to  report  the  result 
of  its  work  regularly  and  fully  to  the 
Congress  and  the  people. 

In  these  20  years  those  of  us  who  live 
in  the  region  have  seen  sandbars  and 
shallows  disappear  and  the  Tennessee 
become  a  chain  of  lovely  lakes,  useful  for 
navigation,  a  delight  for  recreation,  at 
the  same  time  providing  great  reservoirs 
for  the  storage  of  water  for  the  purposes 
of  fiood  control  and  power  production. 
The  waterway  created  by  the  construc- 
tion of  the  majestic  multipurpose  dams 
built  by  TVA  is  being  utilized  by  the  peo- 
ple for  whom  it  was  created.  It  is  being 
used  as  rivers  have  been  used  since 
trade  between  peoples  began,  to  promote 
commerce  in  the  products  of  private 
business  between  regions  of  the  Nation. 
Particularly,  it  has  developed  markets  in 
this  area  for  the  products  of  the  South- 
west and  the  Middle  West.  In  1933.  the 
year  this  program  of  resource  develop- 
ment was  undertaken,  the  river  carried 
only  33  million  ton-miles  of  freight,  and 
that  consisted  mostly  in  short  hauls  of 
low-value  commodities.  In  1952.  by  con- 
trast. 825  million  ton-miles  of  freight — 
steel,  automobiles,  grain,  oil.  coal,  and 
chemicals — high  value  products — moved 
up  the  river  and  through  the  locks  to 
reach  their  inland  markets  by  way  of  the 
river  towns  of  Alabama  and  of  Tennes- 
see, which  are  thriving  ports  of  entry  to 
the  valley,  or  started  down  the  river  with 
the  valley's  products  for  delivery  to  older 
river  ports  on  the  Ohio  and  the  Missis- 
sippi. Last  year,  in  1952.  river  traffic  In 
ton-miles  represented  a  42-percent  in- 
crease over  the  traffic  of  1951.  The 
growth  is  steady.  This  Government  ex- 
penditure for  navigation  improvement  is 
reaching  its  objective.  Shippers  realize 
savings,  manufacturers  find  new  mar- 
kets. Jobs  and  opportunities  are  created. 
A  Federal  program  is  paying  off  in  bene- 
fits to  its  citizens. 

The  Tennessee  is  a  year-round  river 
now.  It  used  to  be  practically  dry  in 
the  autimin.  and  In  the  spring  we  had 
floods.  The  danger  of  floods  Is  almost 
removed  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  today. 
Local  protective  works  are  required  at  a 
few  points,  notably  Chattanooga,  for 
complete  security.  But  the  annual  fear 
is  gone,  and  the  job  remaining  to  be  done 


Is  relatively  small.  And  the  task  of  con- 
trolling floods  on  the  lower  Ohio  and 
the  Mississippi  is  easier  because  the  Ten- 
nessee is  harnessed.  Its  waters  no  long- 
er pour  in  when  the  crest  of  a  flood 
reaches  its  peak  at  Cairo.  Kentucky 
Dam  holds  the  river  back  until  its  fiow 
can  safely  be  released  to  join  the  down- 
stream current  to  the  Guljf. 

The  power  provided  by  the  multipur- 
pose dams  which  create  the  navigation 
channel  and  control  the  fioods  is  the 
foundation  upon  which  the  TVA  power 
system  was  based,  a  system  now  the  larg- 
est in  the  United  States.  Twenty  years 
ago  all  the  generating  facilities  in  TVA's 
present  power-service  area  produced  1  'a 
billion  kilowatt-hours  for  the  people's 
use.  This  year  TVA  will  supply  28  bil- 
lion kilowatt-hours  to  meet  the  energy 
requirements  of  the  same  region.  The 
farms,  the  homes,  and  business  enter- 
prises of  the  Tennessee  Valley  are  using 
more  electric  energy  every  year.  Ex- 
panding power  use  is  a  symbol  of  our 
national  prosperity.  It  means  greater 
comfort  in  our  homes,  higher  productivi- 
ty and  a  better  life  on  our  farms,  a  more 
abundant  output  in  industry.  Power  use 
is  growing  over  the  whole  country,  and 
the  TVA  area  is  setting  the  pace  for  the 
Nation.  In  1933  the  average  use  of  elec- 
tricity by  the  domestic  consumer  of  pow- 
er in  the  TVA  area  stood  at  about  the 
national  average  of  600  kilowatt -hours. 
But  with  a  swifter  rate  of  increase,  resi- 
dential consumers  in  the  TVA  area  have 
pulled  away  ahead  of  the  national  aver- 
age. Today  over  the  country  as  a  whole 
the  average  domestic  consumer's  annual 
use  is  2,100  kilowatt-hours,  3  times  his 
use  in  1933,  while  in  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley the  average  has  risen  more  than  six- 
fold to  reach  4.000  kilowatt-hours  in 
1952. 

In  1933  the  Tennessee  Valley  lagged 
far  behind  the  Nation  in  the  use  of  elec- 
tricity on  the  farms.  The  private  utili- 
ties then  serving  the  area  contended  that 
it  was  not  financially  feasible  to  extend 
lines  to  our  farm  families.  Only  3  per- 
cent of  the  farms  in  that  area  had  elec- 
tric service  in  1933  although  11  percent 
of  the  farms  In  the  Nation  were  already 
connected  with  electric  systems.  Today 
the  national  average  of  farm  electrifica- 
tion has  reached  90  percent  and  for  the 
first  time  the  TVA  area,  starting  way 
below  the  average  in  1933.  has  caught  up 
to  the  average  of  the  Nation. 

Navigation,  flood  control,  power  pro- 
duction, and  fertilizer  development — 
these  were  the  major  programs  entrusted 
to  this  Federal  agency  in  1933.  Today 
in  36  States  TVA  fertilizer  is  being  sold 
for  use  in  experimental  programs  recom- 
mended by  the  State  agricultural  agen- 
cies, while  new  types  of  fertilizer  and 
new  processes  are  being  developed  in 
the  plants  at  Muscle  Shoals  for  future 
utilization  on  the  land. 

To  summarize  accomplishments  in 
these  major  programs  is  not  to  give  the 
whole  story  of  TVA.  That  would  need 
a  longer  time  than  I  am  disposed  to  use 
today.  It  would  tell  a  story  which  is,  I 
think,  unrivaled  In  the  annals  of  Federal 
administration — a  story  of  cooperation 
with  States  and  local  governments,  with 
public  and  private  organizations,  and 
with  private  business  enterprises,  in  pro- 
grams relating  to  agriculture,  to  forestry. 
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In  public  health,  in  recreation,  and  In 
minerals  research.  It  would,  if  we  had 
time  to  analyze  the  record,  give  consid- 
erable encouragement  to  those  of  us  who 
believe  that  the  Federal  Government 
mu.st  find  ways  to  decentralize  its  admin- 
istration and  to  so  discharge  Its  functions 
that  State  and  local  goverimients  are 
made  more  strong  and  have  a  larger 
share  of  responsibility  In  joint  programs 
of  resource  development.  Such  an  anal- 
y.sis  of  TVA's  activities  must  be  post- 
poned to  a  later  time.  I  shall  limit  the 
remainder  of  my  remarks  to  a  summary 
of  what  I  regard  as  the  national  sig- 
nificance of  the  re.sults  achieved  in  this 
region  in  the  last  20  years,  and  with  par- 
ticular reference  to  the  power  system 
which  has  had  such  spectacular  growth, 
and  has  commanded  so  much  public 
attention. 

I  believe,  for  example,  that  the  suc- 
ces.s  of  the  TVA  power  system  has  been 
just  as  important  to  the  Nation  as  a 
whole  as  to   the   region  of   Its  opera- 
tions.   It  Is  true  that  consumers  of  elec- 
tricity in  the  Tennessee  Valley  have  had 
the  direct  benefits  of  the  low-cost  pow- 
er which  TVA  produced  from  the  fall  of 
the  Tennessee  River.    They  are  the  ones 
who.se  use  of  electricity  has  increased 
sixfold  in  their  homes  as  the  cost  has 
dropped   from   5.7  cents  per  kilowatt- 
hour  in  1933  to  1.33  cents  in  1952.    But 
I  think  the  demonstration  of  the  finan- 
cial feasibility  of  the  low-cost-high-use 
electricity  pricing  policy  Introduced  on 
an  area-wide  basis  by  TVA  for  the  tir-t 
time  in  1933  has  been  of  as  much  Im- 
portance to  consumers  In  the  rest  of  the 
Nation  as  to  those  who  live  In  the  region 
itself.     Consumers  of   electricity   from 
neighboring  systems  are  getting  cheaper 
power  from  their  suppliers  because  of 
TVA.    The  area  of  Its  Influence  is  wide. 
Rural  use  of  electricity  over  the  whole 
country  has  been  stimulated  by  the  TVA. 
To  demonstrate  beyond  a  doubt  that, 
when  lines  are  extended  to  farmers  and 
when  rates  are  low  enough  for  them  to 
u.se  all  the  power  the  lines  can  bring,  the 
revenues  resulting  will  soon  pay  all  the 
ccsts  of  operation  and  leave  a  margin  for 
profit.  Is  to  provide  the  basis  for  progress 
in  rural  electrification  everywhere.    One 
of  the  first  rural  electricity  cooperatives 
in  the  United  States  was  organized  in  the 
Tenne.ssee  Valley,  the  first,  I  believe,  on 
a  countrywide  basis,  and  out  of  that  ex- 
perience came  the  REA,  a  program  of 
unchallenged   national   benefit.     I   say 
that  while  we  can  estimate  in  actual  fig- 
ures the  savings  to  electricity  consumers 
in  the  Tennessee  Valley  resulting  from 
the  substitution  of  TVA  rates  for  the 
rates  charged  by  private  utilities  In  the 
same  area  In  1933,  or  in    neighboring 
areas  now.  still  greater  savings  are  being 
realized  and  will  continue  to  be  realized 
over  the  whole  country  because  of  this 
great  demonstration. 

Associations  of  private  utilities  over 
the  country  have  been  reminding  the 
people  in  very  costly  advertisements  that 
electricity  is  the  only  commodity  avail- 
able today  at  prewar  or  near  prewar 
prices.  If  that  is  generally  true,  and  I 
understand  It  Is,  the  utilities  are  rlgh'.ly 
proud  of  the  record.  No  one  can  con- 
vince me  that  the  stability  of  TVA  rates 
in  this  postwar  period  has  not  helped 
maintain  the  level  everywhere.    All  the 


world  can  see  that  low  rates  do  result  in 
greater  demand  for  power  and  therefore 
permit  more  effective  use  of  capital  in- 
vestment. You,  as  consumers  of  elec- 
tricity all  over  the  country,  are  getting 
this  benefit  from  the  TVA  power  system. 
The  private  utility  that  serves  you  has 
benefited  by  the  demonstration,  too.  The 
earnings  of  the  Industry  are  excellent. 
In  general,  private  utilities  in  this  coun- 
try are  able  to  give  more  satisfactory 
service  and  at  lower  rates  than  they  used 
to  charge.  TVA  and  the  region  which 
gave  the  Nation  the  demonstration  de- 
serve a  share  of  your  appreciation. 

The  TVA  power  system  is  a  national 
asset  In  another  particular  which  is  im- 
portant to  this  dollar-cor^sclous  Congress. 
The  largest  single  purchaser  of  power 
from  TVA  is  the  Federal  Government  It- 
self. The  Tennessee  Valley  has  long  been 
Identified  as  an  area,  because  of  its  stra- 
tegic location,  of  special  Imjwrtance  to 
the  national  defense.  It  is  fairly  remote 
from  the  coast,  circled  by  mountains, 
convenient  to  major  centers  of  produc- 
tion and  shipping.  It  Is  considered  an 
area  of  relative  security  by  the  experts. 
That  Is  why  the  nitrate  plants  were  built 
at  Muscle  Shoals  in  World  War  I,  and 
Wilson  Dam  to  provide  the  power  for 
their  operations.  The  Oak  Ridge  Atomic 
Energy  Plant  was  located  in  the  valley 
early  In  the  Second  World  War  and  to- 
day a  huge  new  atomic  plant  is  being 
rushed  to  completion  near  Paducah,  Ky.. 
close  to  the  point  where  the  Tennessee 
River  discharges  into  the  Ohio.  A  rocket 
research  center  is  maintained  at  Hunts- 
vllle,  Ala.,  and  a  great  center  for  aero- 
nautical research  has  been  located  at 
Tullahoma,  Tenn.  At  Muscle  Shoals  the 
Army  has  established  a  huge  classified 
project  to  utilize  the  research  and  pro- 
duction experience  of  the  men  who  run 
TVA's  chemical  plants. 

All  these  Government-owned  facilities 
are  vitally  needed  for  defense.  The 
Government  would  pay  their  power  bills 
no  matter  who  supplied  them  or  how 
much  the  power  cost,  and  the  use  of 
power  at  the  atomic  energy  plants  alone 
is  stupendous.  The  fact  that  TVA  pro- 
vides these  plants  with  power  at  rates 
which,  although  they  cover  all  TVA's 
cost  of  providing  service  and  earn  in 
addition  a  return  on  the  money  invested, 
are  lower  than  the  industrial  rates  of 
private  power  suppliers,  means  an  an- 
nual saving  of  many  millions  to  the  tax- 
payers in  the  costs  of  national  defense. 
The  Nation  benefits  not  only  because 
bombs  and  weapons  will  be  produced  in 
the  quantity  required  for  its  defense,  the 
taxpayer  benefits  because  they  will  be 
produced  at  the  lowest  possible  power 
cost.  Here,  too,  as  in  the  case  of  power 
provided  to  the  farms  and  households  of 
the  valley,  there  will  be  large  secondary 
savings.  The  demonstration  of  service 
to  these  defense  installations  has  had 
results  in  indirect  savings  which  will 
equal  or  even  exceed  the  direct  savings 
realized  by  the  defense  plants  located 
in  TVA's  service  area. 

Private  enterprise  Is  supplying  power 
for  atomic  energy  installations,  too.  A 
little  over  one-third  of  the  requirements 
of  the  AEC  plant  at  Paducah  will  come 
from  a  plant  built  by  a  combination  of 
private  companies  known  as  Electric 
Energy.  Inc.   That  iniUal  enterprise  has 


been  followed  by  the  organization  of  the 
Ohio  Valley  Electric  Corp.,  another 
group  of  private  power  companies  com- 
bined to  build  two  huge  plants  to  pro- 
vide power  to  AEC's  facilities  at  Ports- 
mouth. Ohio.  Sales  from  these  newly 
developed  corporations  to  AEC  are  at 
prices  very  much  lower  than  the  regular 
industrial  rates  at  which  these  or  other 
utilities  sell  ixjwer  to  their  other  custo- 
mers. I  understand  that  rates  have  been 
negotiated  which  in  general  are  not 
much  higher  than  the  rates  at  which 
TVA  will  sell  power  to  the  Paducah  and 
Oak  Ridge  operations  of  AEC  from  the 
stream  plants  now  under  construction 
by  TVA.  It  Is  pure  speculation,  of 
course,  to  figure  what  AEC  power  costs 
for  these  large  Installations  might  have 
been  if  AEC's  contract  with  TVA  had 
not  been  a  yardstick  for  the  new  sup- 
pliers, and  for  AEC  to  use  in  arriving 
at  an  agreement.  It  would  be  naive.  I 
think,  to  estimate  the  savings  under 
many  millions  of  dollars  a  year  when 
you  consider  that  in  the  total  volume  of 
energy  purchased  by  AEC  a  difference  of 
one  mill  in  the  cost  per  kilowatt-hour 
would  mean  a  difference  of  some  $50 
million  every  year. 

All  over  the  country  power  supply  is 
tight  and  utility  systems  are  adding  ca- 
pacity at  an  unprecedented  rate  to  keep 
up  with  the  demand.  A  recent  issue  of 
the  Electrical  World— January  26, 
1953 — reported  that  private  power  com- 
panies spent  about  $2V2  billion  for  new 
construction  In  1952  and  are  expected  to 
spend  almost  $3  billion  in  1953.  If  these 
companies  carry  out  their  plans  the  pri- 
vate utility  industry  will  have  Increased 
Its  capacity  by  45  percent  in  the  4  years 
1952  through  1955.  We  are  told  that  by 
about  1960  the  utility  industry  will  have 
tripled  its  capacity  since  the  end  of  the 
war.  The  growth  of  the  industrial  ca- 
pacity of  this  whole  Nation  is  refiected 
in  the  prosperity  of  the  utility  industry 
and  the  fact  that  its  foreseeable  earn- 
ings permit  it  to  make  a  capital  invest- 
ment of  several  billion  dollars  a  year. 
Power  is  the  lifeblood  of  modem  indus- 
try. The  burden  of  increasing  power 
supply  Is  heavy,  but  power  supply  must 
be  expanded  or  there  will  be  a  ceiling 
on  our  national  strength. 

TVA  like  every  other  power  system  Is 
expanding.  The  capacity  of  the  area 
TVA  now  serves  rose  from  a  meager 
800,000  kilowatts  in  1933  to  iV2  million 
kilowatts  in  1952.  more  than  a  fivefold 
gain.  Froml952  to  1955,  when  the  plants 
already  under  construction  are  com- 
pleted, the  capacity  will  have  doubled. 
That  is  an  even  swifter  rate  of  Increase 
than  that  reported  by  private  utilities 
generally,  due  in  part  to  the  location 
in  the  area  of  heavy  power-using  de- 
fense production,  in  part  to  the  fact  that 
the  industrial  development  of  this  area, 
held  back  prior  to  TVA.  is  now  under 
way.  As  the  managements  of  private 
utilities  issue  stocks  or  bonds  to  provide 
the  capital  required  in  this  heavy  build- 
ing period.  TVA  comes  annually  to  Con- 
gress for  the  appropriations  which  are 
its  only  source  of  capital  beyond  the 
power  earnings  plowed  back  into  the  sys- 
tem. We  will  vote  on  such  an  appropria- 
tion later  in  this  session.  This  year  TVA 
is  requesting  funds  to  continue  the  gre*t 
construction  program  under  way.  fi^hng 
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the  empty  stalls  In  the  hydro  plants, 
nishlng  seven  giant  steam  plants  to  com- 
pletion. In  addition  funds  to  start  a 
new  steam  plant  in  the  western  part  of 
the  system,  not  far  from  the  growing 
city  of  Memphis,  are  requested.  The 
extraordinary  demands  of  defense  pro- 
duction superimposed  on  the  increasing 
reqxilrements  of  the  farms  and  homes, 
the  private  business  establishments  and 
expanding  manufacturing  enterprises  of 
the  region  have  far  outrun  the  power 
resources  of  a  mighty  river.  By  the  end 
of  1955.  when  the  steam  plants  under 
construction  are  completed  and  In  serv- 
ice. TVA  will  be  selling  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commission  alone  more  kilowatt 
hours  than  could  be  produced  by  all  the 
dams  in  the  TVA  system,  including  the 
output  of  the  dams  owned  by  the  Alu- 
minum Co.  of  America,  which  are  oper- 
ated as  a  part  of  the  TVA  system,  and 
those  in  the  Cumberland  Valley  built  by 
the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

This,  the  only  such  publicly  owned 
area -wide  power  system  in  the  United 
States,  is  a  system  to  be  proud  of.  There 
are  other  federally  owned  power  proj- 
ects, of  course,  and  local  power  systems 
owned  by  local  public  agencies,  but  in  no 
other  region  has  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment accepted  the  responsibilities  which 
must  be  accepted  by  any  utility  having  a 
franchise  to  supply  all  the  power  require- 
ments of  a  given  area — the  responsibility 
to  keep  ahead  of  the  demand  and  to  pro- 
vide the  power  at  the  lowest  possible  cost 
to  the  consumer.  In  no  other  area  do 
municipalities  and  cooperatives  form  a 
solid  network  of  distribution  and  pro- 
vide the  only  means  through  which 
power  from  Federal  generating  projects 
reaches  the  normal  area -wide  market. 

TVA  is  discharging  its  obligations  to 
the  region  and  to  the  Nation.    The  team 
of  distinguished  engrineers  and  exjjeri- 
enced  construction  forces  which  built 
those  famous  dams  with  a  remarkable 
record  of  keeping  costs  down,  living  up 
to  estimates,  and  meeting  tough  sched- 
ules has  been  transferred  to  the  new 
tasks    of    designing    and    constructing 
steam-power    facilities.      Their    superb 
performance  will  be  repeated.    The  units 
TVA  is  installing  now  are  the  largest 
steam-generating   units   in    the    world. 
Great  economies  result.   I  was  impressed 
to  discover  just  the  other  day  how  sub- 
stantial the  savings  in  power  costs  are 
likely  to  be  because  the  size  of  the  TVA 
system  permits  such  units  to  be  installed 
and    has    prompted    improvements    in 
steam-plant  design.     TVA  began  con- 
struction of  its  first  steam  plant  in  1940 
at  Watts  Bar.    There  was  steam  on  the 
TVA    system    from    the    beginning,    of 
course.      Steam    facilities    at    Muscle 
Shoals  were  turned  over  to  TVA  in  1933. 
Steam  capacity  was  purchased  in  1939. 
But  those  plants  were  old  and  none  too 
efllcient,    admittedly    high    cost    power 
sources  according  to  modem  standards. 
When  Watts  Bar  began  operation  in  1942 
It  was  a  modem,  up-to-date  plant,  one 
of  the  largest  in  the  South.    Yet  I  am 
told  that,  if  the  Watts  Bar  plant  were  to 
be  duplicated  at  today's  prices,  its  cost 
would  be  between  $10  and  $20  more  per 
kilowatt  of  capacity  than  the  costs  will 
be  at  TVA's  Johnsonville  plant,  where 

.  the  units  are  nearly  twice  as  large  as 

v^ttiOM  of  Watts  Bar. 


The  operating  costs  at  Johnsonville 
will  be  lower,  too.  With  nearly  three 
times  the  capacity  of  Watts  Bar,  the 
number  of  men  required  for  operation 
will  be  only  half  again  as  large  as  the 
number  required  at  Watts  Bar.  The 
higher  steam  pressures  and  temperatures 
at  the  great  new  plants  mean  a  more 
efQcient  use  of  coal.  At  the  Watts  Bar 
plant  about  ninety-two  one-hundredths 
of  a  pound  of  coal  is  burned  to  produce 
a  single  kilowatt-hour  of  energy.  At 
Johnsonville  this  figure  is  eighty-four 
one-hundredths  of  a  pound,  a  reduction 
of  about  10  percent.  Savings  are  small 
on  every  kilowatt-hour  but  turn  them 
into  tons  and  then  to  dollars.  With  full 
output  of  power  at  Johnsonville.  the  bill 
for  coal  consumed  will  be  a  million  dol- 
lars less  a  year  than  it  would  be  if  each 
kilowatt-hour  required  the  same  amount 
of  coal  as  at  Watts  Bar.  Coal  is  a  nat- 
ural resource,  too.  The  people  of  the 
United  States  have  a  concern  that  it 
should  not  be  wasted,  but  fully  utilized 
and  thus  conserved.  The  people  have  a 
right  to  know  just  how  the  most  eflRcient 
operation  can  be  achieved  in  coal-burn- 
ing power  plants. 

I  have  great  hopes  that  TVA  power- 
system  operations  will  have  a  wholesome 
impact  on  coal-mining  operations.  By 
1958  TVA  steam  plants  will  be  using  be- 
tween 18  and  20  million  tons  a  year.  The 
huge  bulk  purchases  with  delivery  to  a 
few  locations  will  be  economical  for  the 
Government.  The  coal  industry  should 
benefit,  too.  Such  a  stable  market  will 
permit  steadier  mine  operations  in  Illi- 
nois, In  Indiana  and  Kentucky,  the  ma- 
jor sources  of  supply,  and  in  Tennessee, 
in  Alabama  and  Virginia.  Such  a  steady 
market  ought  to  justify  more  mine 
mechanization,  better  safety  provisions, 
more  modern  operation  throughout. 
The  railroads  and  barge  lines  will  also 
benefit  by  the  stability  of  these  large- 
scale  coal  movements. 

This  public-power  system  Is  leading 
the  way  in  progressive  utility  construc- 
tion and  operation,  in  efficient  utiliza- 
tion of  energy,  whether  it  comes  from 
water  or  from  coal.  It  should  do  that,  of 
course.  This  Congress  should  be  content 
with  nothing  less  than  first-rate  per- 
formance. The  Federal  Government 
should  set  the  pace  for  the  whole  indus- 
try, and  as  new  sources  of  energy  are 
developed  from  nuclear  fuels  this  public- 
power  system  should  pioneer  again  In 
demonstration  of  its  effective  use. 

This  asset  is  not  one  to  be  auctioned 
off.  On  the  contrary,  this  program  must 
grow  so  that  the  region  and  the  Nation 
can  grow.  I  am  not  fearful.  I  do  not 
think  this  Government  will  stand  before 
the  world  as  so  extravagant  as  to 
jeopardize  admitted  savings  for  defense, 
or  so  capricious,  so  disrespectful  of  dem- 
ocratic processes  as  to  disregard  the  will 
of  the  people  throughout  the  TVA  area. 

After-dinner  speakers  should  be  cau- 
tioned to  remember  that  although  it  was 
by  act  of  Congress  that  this  Federal 
agency  took  on  the  sole  responsibility 
for  regional  power  supply  when  the  pur- 
chase of  existing  power  facilities  was 
authorized  in  1939,  Congress  did  not  act 
until  the  people  of  the  area,  in  their  vil- 
lage councils  and  town  meetings,  by  bal- 
lots cast  in  referenda  in  the  cities,  by  the 
legislative  action  of   their  representa- 


tives, had  exercised  their  free  choice  and 
selected  TVA  as  their  power  supplier,  re- 
jecting the  offers  of  the  private  power 
companies  to  continue  to  provide  their 
energy.  One  by  one  communities  de- 
termined their  course  of  action,  until 
today  a  total  of  148  municipalities  and 
rural  cooperatives  own  their  electric  dis- 
tribution systems.  They  purchase  power 
at  wholesale  from  TVA.  for  resale  to 
their  customers,  who  number  over  a  mil- 
lion and  a  quarter.  The  total  invest- 
ment of  these  power  distributors  is 
nearly  $400  million  and  the  investment 
is  growing  by  millions  of  dollars  every 
month.  They  have  bonds  outstanding 
to  be  paid  from  earnings,  and  their  earn- 
ings, by  the  way.  are  excellent.  Last 
year,  after  paying  all  the  expenses  of 
their  operations,  including  depreciation, 
the  average  return  on  the  investment  in 
distribution  facilities  was  8  percent. 
These  municipal  and  cooperative  dis- 
tributors have  in  turn  made  contracts 
with  thousands  of  private  business  own- 
ers, who  have  built  the  plants  which  use 
the  power  they  sell.  Those  private  busi- 
nesses cannot  produce  their  goods  with- 
out power,  they  cannot  guarantee  em- 
ployment, they  cannot  meet  their  com- 
mitments unless  their  supply  of  power 
is  assured.  Increased  production  rests 
on  an  expanding  power  supply  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley  and  everywhere  in  this 
Nation. 

The  solvency  of  these  municipal  and 
cooperative  power  systems,  the  pros- 
perity of  these  private  business  opera- 
tions, the  whole  economic  future  of  the 
region  rests  in  the  hands  of  this  Con- 
gress. I  have  no  fear  of  the  decision 
when  the  facts  are  known.  When  we 
understand  that,  under  the  law,  TVA 
must  out  of  power  earnings  return  to 
the  Treasury  every  dollar  invested  in 
power  projects  within  40  years  from  the 
time  a  plant  goes  in  service,  our  concern 
about  the  wisdom  of  such  appropriations 
should  vanish.  When  we  realize  the  sav- 
ings to  consumers  everywhere  resulting 
from  this  demonstration  we  will  not  halt 
this  pilot  plant  for  progressive  power 
system  management.  When  we  consider 
the  actual  savings  accruing  to  the  Gov- 
ernment itself  as  a  purchaser  of  power, 
and  when  we  measure  this  region's  in- 
creasing contribution  to  our  national 
strength,  this  Congress  will  not  engage 
in  the  reckless  destruction  of  a  going  and 
growing  concern. 

I  believe  that,  in  the  future  as  in  the 
past,  TVA  will  stand  as  a  symbol  of  gov- 
ernment integrity  and  competence  in  the 
United  States.  We  need  those  symbols 
here,  and  men  in  every  land,  who  know 
that  they  will  be  more  free  as  they  be- 
come more  strong,  need  TVA  as  a  beacon 
to  their  hope  that  what  has  happened  in 
one  underdeveloped  area  in  this  great 
country  can  happen  elsewhere  in  the 
world. 


RENT  CONTROL 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Arends).  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentlewoman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mrs.  Buchanan]  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mrs.  BUCHANAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  discuss  for  a  few  minutes  today 
the  facts  and  the  essentials  of  one  of 
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the  most  important  problems  before  the 
Congress.  It  is  a  problem  which  Is  crit- 
ical to  thousands  of  families  in  my 
district,  as  well  as  being  of  critical 
importance  to  the  Nation's  defense. 

As  matters  now  stand.  Federal  rent 
controls  expire  on  midnight  of  April  30. 
The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
recommended  the  continuation  of  rent 
controls  where  serious  housing  shortages 
exist,  but  I  hear  that  certain  Members 
of  this  House  plan  to  make  the  exten- 
sion so  limited  that  the  bulk  of  the  fam- 
ilies now  living  In  controlled  units  will 
be  denied  the  security  of  fair  rents  and 
protection  from  arbitrary  and  unjust 
eviction.  The  device  to  be  used,  I  un- 
dorstand.  is  the  restriction  of  rent  con- 
tiols  to  the  so-called  critical  areas. 

Let  us  call  a  spade  a  spade.  What 
are  these  so-called  critical  areas?  Are 
they  the  areas  of  the  greatest  housing 
shortage?  Are  they  the  areas  of  great- 
est importance  to  the  defense?  Do  they 
include  such  great  defense  centers  as 
the  Pittsburgh  area? 

Let  us  stop  playing  with  words,  Mr. 
Speaker.     Let   us   stop   trying   to   hide 
behind  a  technical  and  misleading  ter- 
minology.   The  critical  defense  housing 
area  as  set  up  in  the  Housing  and  Rent 
Act  of  1947,  as  amended,  is  strictly  a 
technical  phrase  to  define  a  group  of 
areas,  which,  though  they  are  important 
to  the  defense  effort,  are  not  the  most 
important.     Under   this   definition,   an 
area  could  be  vital  to  defense  and  the 
defen.se  work  of  the  community  be  se- 
verely hampered  by  a  shortage  of  hous- 
ing,  but   unless   that   community   em- 
ployed a  substantial  number  of  persons 
from  outside  the  area  it  could  not  qualify 
as  critical.     A  simple  illustration,  and 
one  close  to  home,  will  prove  my  ptoint. 
In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Pittsburgh 
a.ea  is  one  of  the  great  industrial  areas 
of  the  Nation:  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the    Pittsburgh    area    suffers    from    a 
cruelly  acute   shortage  of   housing;    in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  the  city  councils 
of   Pittsburgh,    McKeesport.   Duquesne, 
and  the  governing  bodies  of  24  other 
communities   in  my  congressional  dis- 
trict, recognized  the  extent  of  the  hous- 
ing shortage  by  asking  for  a  continua- 
tion of  rent  control  on  September  30, 
1952;  in  spite  of  all  these  facts,  not  one 
of  these  localities  can  qualify  as  critical 
under   the   technicalities   of   the   rent- 
control  law. 

To  say  that  these  communities  are  not 
critical  to  the  Nation's  defense  effort  is 
equal  to  saying  that  steel  is  not  a  criti- 
cal war  material.  We  are  not  merely 
fighting  a  cold  war,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
fighting  a  production  war.  That  war  la 
a  hot  war  made  up  of  steel  furnaces,  as- 
sembly lines,  and  an  enormous  output 
for  the  protection  of  our  men  on  the 
frozen  and  dismal  battlefronts  of  Korea. 
To  end  Federal  rent  control  in  these 
commumties  means  the  demoralization, 
on  the  economic  front,  of  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  famihes  whose  men  are  forging 
the  steel  and  other  sinews  of  armed 
might. 

I  know  what  it  is  to  be  a  houaewife. 
And  I  am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  realize  what  it  means 
when  suddenly,  because  of  the  end  of  a 


law,  a  housewife  has  to  cut  the  family 

budget  on  food  and  warmth  and  other 
needs  to  make  up  for  a  rise  in  rents — a 
rise  in  rents  occasioned  not  by  the  nor- 
mal operation  of  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand,  but  by  the  unreasonable,  un- 
conscionable, unjustifiable  operation  of 
a  supply  and  demand  distorted  by  an 
acute  defense  housing  shortage.  Add 
to  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  time  lost,  the 
production  lost,  the  man-hours  wasted 
through  needless  moving  and  reshuffling 
and  the  doubling  up  of  families  who  are 
seeking  and  searching  for  decent  hous- 
ing 'Rithin  their  ability  to  pay. 

Let  us  stop  playing  with  the  word 
"critical"  and  let  us  stop  toying  with 
the  idea  of  throwing  economic  stumbling 
blocks  in  the  way  of  the  defense  of  our 
Nation.  Let  us  extend  rent  controls — 
and  let  us  extend  rent  controls  in  such 
a  way  as  to  aid  defense.  Including  both 
our  boys  in  the  armed  services  and  the 
vital  defense  activities  of  our  Nation's 
great  production  centers. 


DAN  CASEMENT 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
the  previous  order  of  the  House  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  LMr.  Miller]  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
time  takes  its  toll.  It  matters  not 
whether  it  be  the  elusive  ether  of  outer 
space,  the  light  from  distant  stars,  or  the 
solid  granite  that  forms  the  crust  of  the 
earth.  All  must  change  with  the  pass- 
ing of  time.  Yet  there  is  one  thing  that 
does  not,  that  cannot  change.  The 
record  that  each  of  us  makes  during  the 
short  time  which,  by  chance,  we  as  indi- 
viduals have  here,  wiD  never  change. 

Though  the  sea  be  dried  up.  though 
the  mountains  dissolve  into  dust,  though 
"the  heavens  be  rolled  away  as  a  scroll," 
that  record  will  remain  unchanged. 

My  colleagues,  yesterday  we  paid  our 
tribute  of  respect  to  a  fellow  Member  of 
this  body  whose  record,  whose  un- 
changeable record  was  made  up.  And 
we  agreed  that  Congressman  Joseph  R. 
Bryson.  of  South  Carolma.  had  made  a 
good  record,  one  such  as  we,  ourselves, 
might  well  be  proud  to  emulate. 

Today,  my  colleagues.  I  wish  to  call 
to  your  attention  the  record  of  a  dis- 
tinguished citizen  of  Kansas  who  fin- 
ished his  course  upon  this  earth  on  the 
7th  day  of  March  1953.  This  gentleman 
was  the  son  of  Gen.  Jack  and  Mrs.  Olivia 
Thomburgh  Casement.  He  came  into 
their  home  in  Painesville,  CHilo.  July  13, 
1868.  and  they  named  him  Daniel. 
Whether  or  not  it  was  for  the  courteous 
Biblical  character.  I  know  not;  but  ttiis 
I  do  know,  he  developed  In  early  man- 
hood and  exhibited  throughout  his  life- 
time, the  fearlessness  that  characterized 
that  illustrious  Old  Testament  hero. 

Like  Daniel  of  old,  Dan  Casement,  for 
by  that  name  he  was  known,  was  al- 
ways concerned  about  the  welfare  of  his 
feUow  man.  No  question  arose  in  oom- 
mumty,  in  Stete.  or  in  NaUon,  in  which 
he  did  not  take  a  part.  He  never  strad- 
dled an  issue.  Was  the  question  the 
tariff,  sound  money,  the  triple  A,  or  Tut- 
tle  Creek  Dam.  he  made  it  known  where 
he  stood.    Personally,  in  former  years. 


I  differed  from  him  on  many  questions, 
but  always  I  admired  his  courage. 

In  more  recent  years,  we  had  much  in 
common.  The  mellowing  process  of  the 
time  may  have  had  something  to  do  with 
it.  The  fact  that  we  were  both  tillers  of 
the  soil  likely  had  much  more  to  do  with 
it.  It  was  not  a  coincidence  that  we 
both  became  ardent  advocates  of  soil 
conservation  and  flood  prevention.  It  is 
more  likely  that,  being  subject  to  th3 
same  influence,  and  cognizant  of  the 
same  dangers  to  our  country,  we  re- 
sponded in  a  similar  manner.  I  feel 
honored  in  the  fact  that  I  can  regard 
myself  as  trailing  along  behind  an  older, 
a  more  experienced,  and  dare  say,  a 
more  courageous  man  than  I  believe  my- 
self to  be. 

Nature  was  kind  to  Dan  Casement 
She  gave  him  a  strong  body  that  en- 
dured, almost  unimpaired,  for  more  than 
80  years.  She  endowed  him  with  a  keen 
mind,  able  to  discern  between  the  true 
and  the  false.  She  gave  him  a  sense  of 
humor  that  made  his  presence  desirable 
in  any  company  of  men.  But  those  other 
qualities,  that  good  sense,  that  determi- 
nation to  stick  to  his  purpose,  that  cour- 
age to  follow  his  convictions  regardless 
of  friend  or  foe,  these  were  qualities  of 
his  own  making.  These  are  the  quali- 
ties that  take  the  measure  of  men,  and 
by  that  standard  Dan  Casement  meas- 
ures up  to  the  highest  standard  of 
American  citizenship. 

For  more  than  35  years  Dan  Case- 
ment lived  and  labored  among  his  neigh- 
bors In  Riley  County,  Kans.  In  that 
time  they  came  to  love,  to  respect,  and 
to  admire  him.  And  when  at  last  Father 
Time  decreed  "ashes  to  ashes;  dust  to 
dust,"  he  left  behind  a  record,  inde- 
structible as  time  itself,  a  record  of  un- 
stinted service  to  his  fellow  men.  To 
the  surviving  members  of  his  family 
I  extend  my  greatest  sympathy. 

Louisvnxz,  Kans.,  February  9, 1953. 
Eon.  HowAKo  S.  Miller, 

Congressman,  First  District  of  KansuM. 
Dkar  Sir:  Am  writing  you  a  few  lines  In 
regard  to  my  opposition  to  the  buUdlng  at 
Tuttle  Creek  Dam.  I  happened  to  be  In 
Manhattan  at  the  Ume  of  the  1851  flood,  and 
want  to  say  that  at  the  Manhattan  Laundry 
and  Cleaners,  Inc.,  where  I  work,  the  water 
was  7  feet  4  inches  deep  In  the  laundry  part 
and  this  water  all  came  from  the  Kansas 
River  to  the  south  of  town,  and  flowed  north 
•up  the  old  Blue  River  channel  until  it  backed 
the  Blue  River  north  about  7  miles  or  about 
to  Rocky  Ford. 

The  Kansas  River  backed  the  Blue  River 
north  then  It  came  back  across  Highways 
24-40  for  about  3  miles  east  of  Manhattan. 

I  have  worked  at  the  Manhattan  laundry 
for  about  6  years  and  there  have  been  several 
times  in  the  meantime  that  the  3  high- 
ways— 24-40 — were  blocked  from  traffic  at 
different  times.  All  because  the  Kansas 
River  was  backing  the  Blue  River  up  untQ 
it  could  not  get  away. 

For  my  part,  I  cannot  see  any  reasonable 
exciise  for  so  much  squandering  of  the  tax- 
payers' money.  Am  sending  you  three  cllp>- 
pin^s  from  the  Manhattan  Mercury -Chron- 
icle newspaper  which  I  hope  will  be  ol  some 
benefit  to  you  in  this  Congress. 

This  Is  wasting  lots  ot  money  besides  ruin- 
ing so  many  nice  farm  homes  and  the  won- 
derful tertUe  raUey  it  contains. 

Here's  hoping  you  Congressmen   kUl   th« 
fatted  calf  at  this  next  Congress. 
Sincerely, 

James  W.  Barclat. 
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llAKRATrAM,  Kans..  February  8, 1953. 
Representative  Howako  S.  Milla, 

House    Office    Building.    Waahington, 
D.  C. 

DsAm  RxmxsKNTATivx  Mnxn:  Since  the 
first  of  December  1952.  we  have  had  several 
printings  of  these  Let's  Stop  Big  Dam  Fool- 
ishness stickers — a  total  of  60,000.  Over 
80.000  have  been  sold  to  date  so  they  have  a 
pretty  wide  circulation  by  now. 

I  want  to  commend  you  for  your  fine  work 
In  Washington  In  behalf  of  the  Blue  Valley 
and  In  the  Interest  of  better  flood-control 
planning.  We  hope  that  you  will  receive  sup- 
port for  your  bill  to  deauthorlze  Tuttle 
Creek.  You  are  certainly  doing  everything 
tn  your  power  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the 
people  as  Indicated  by  the  November  elec- 
tion In  the  first  district.  There  has  been 
much  favorable  conunent  about  your  news 
reports  to  the  people  of  this  district.  Thank 
you  for  keeping  xis  Informed  about  your  ac- 
tlv!tles  there. 

We  are  heartened  by  recent  press  releases 
from  Representative  Hofx  In  which  he  states 
that  In  his  opinion.  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  Is 
a  "dead  duck."  We  hope  that  more  good 
news  will  be  forthcoming  regarding  the  doom 
of  the  Tuttle  Creek  project.  I  think  that  It 
is  your  election  that  accounts  for  this  turn 
of  events.  Meanwhile  we  aren't  relaxing  any 
efforts  until  we  actually  see  the  engineers 
move  out  of  the  Blue  Valley. 

Woxild  it  be  poesible  for  you  to  put  my 
name  on  a  mailing  list  to  receive  the  Con- 
cKKSsioNAL  RxcoRo.  or  has  your  quota  already 
been  filled?  I  could  share  the  copies  with 
other  members  of  our  Blue  Valley  publicity 
committee  when  items  of  Interest  to  our 
group  have  been  dlsc\i88ed  In  Congress. 

Within  the  past  few  days  several  persons 
In  the  valley  have  observed  the  activities  of 
a  photographer  who  is  driving  a  United 
States  Government  car,  so  they  presume  he 
la  employed  by  the  Army  engineers.  In  Ran- 
dolph, he  took  pictures  of  a  garage  which 
was  destroyed  by  fire  about  a  year  ago  and 
also  two  ramshackle  houses.  Of  course  you 
know  that  Randolph  has  a  residential  area 
of  modest  but  very  well  kept  and  comfort- 
able homes.  Those  which  he  photographed 
are  certainly  not  typical  and  are  about  the 
only  ones  that  have  the  appearance  of  be- 
longing to  the  slums. 

Perhaps  the  engineers  realize  that  their 
Tuttle  Creek  project  faces  a  severe  test  on 
the  basis  of  economic  Justification.  Do  they 
desire  to  minimize  the  wealth  and  produc- 
tivity of  the  valley  they  would  destroy? 

To  Identify  myself.  I  am  a  teacher  in  the 
Manhattan  city  schools  but  my  home  is  In 
the  Blue  Valley  near  Cleburne.  I  met  you 
when  you  spoke  at  a  meeting  in  the  court- 
hoiise  here  prior  to  the  election  and  also  at 
the  victory  dinner  held  at  the  Wareham  Ho- 
tel the  evening  when  you  announced  your 
telegram  to  President  Truman  requesting 
that  construction  work  on  the  dam  be  halted. 

My  best  wishes  to  you  and  the  best  of  suc- 
cess in  your  work  In  Washington. 
Sincerely, 

(Miss)  Leona  Vixkk. 

(Mr.  Miller  of  Kansas  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend his  remarks  and  include  a  letter 
and  a  newspaper  article.) 


WOMEN'S  ARMY  CORPS  TRAINING 
CENTER 

Mr.  ABBITT.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  has 
come  to  my  attention  that  a  proposal  has 
been  advanced  whereby  the  Women's 
Army  Corps  Training  Center  at  Port  Lee, 
Va.,  is  to  be  moved  to  Port  McClellan, 
Ala.    I  have  today  dispatched  the  fol- 


lowing telegram  to  Secretary  of  Defense 
Wilson: 

Hon.  Chables  E.  Wilsow,  ".•<:'.'■ 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 
The  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.  C: 

I  herewith  call  to  your  attention  the  costly 
proposal  of  transferring  the  Women's  Army 
Corps  Training  Center  from  Port  Lee,  Va., 
to  Fort  McClellan,  Ala.  This  project  will  cost 
millions  of  dollars  and  in  my  opinion  Is  not 
In  keeping  with  the  program  for  economy 
which  this  administration  has  promised  our 
people.  Fort  Lee  offers  every  facility  for  the 
training  of  the  Wacs  and  under  the  pres- 
ent program  has  ample  quarters.  I  suggest 
that  the  Defense  Department  resurvey  this 
project  immediately  before  the  construction 
goes  any  further.  My  Information  Is  that 
Fort  Lee  has  all  necessary  facilities  needed 
by  the  WAC  in  the  foreseeable  future,  which 
facilities  would  not  be  presently  used  If 
abandoned  by  the  WAC.  If  the  Wacs  are 
moved  as  proposed  it  will  be  necessary  to 
construct  all  new  facilities  to  take  C3ire  of 
them  at  an  estimated  coet  of  $11  million  for 
construction  alone  which  means  that  it  will 
actually  cost  approximately  twice  this 
amount  plus  many  millions  more  for  fur- 
nishings. 

I  can  readily  understand  that  the  officers 
in  the  WAC  desire  separate,  permanent,  and 
Independent  facilities  but  in  this  time  of 
national  emergency  every  effort  should  be 
made  to  use  existing  facilities  even  though 
they  are  temporary  facilities,  and  I  desire  to 
reiterate  that  the  facilities  at  Fort  Lee  are 
adequate. 

W.  M.  ABBrrr, 
Member  of  Congress. 
Fourth  Virginia  District. 

I  can  readily  understand  why  the  of- 
ficers in  the  Women's  Army  Corps  would 
be  anxious  to  have  their  corps  trans- 
ferred to  permanent  quarters  at  a  place 
where  they  would  be  separate  and  apart 
from  other  Army  units.  We  are  told, 
however,  that  an  all-out  effort  is  being 
made  to  bring  economy  to  the  Defense 
Department,  to  balance  the  budget,  and 
if  possible  to  reduce  taxes. 

I  tell  you  that  in  my  opinion  Port  Lee 
has  adequate  facilities  for  the  WAC's 
even  though  they  are  of  a  temporary  na- 
ture. These  facilities  will  last  for  many 
years,  certainly  for  the  foreseeable  fu- 
ture. 

To  me,  it  is  a  gross  waste  of  the  tax- 
payers' money  at  this  time,  when  con- 
struction costs  are  higher  than  ever  be- 
fore known  in  the  history  of  this  coun- 
try, to  undertake  the  construction  of 
permanent  quarters  simply  to  satisfy  the 
whims  and  fancies  of  those  in  the  top 
echelons  of  the  Women's  Army  Corps, 
and  I  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
as  well  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to 
give  this  matter  a  most  thorough  and 
painstaking  study  because  if  we  are  to 
balance  the  budget,  if  we  are  to  bring 
order  out  of  chaos,  if  we  are  to  bring 
economy,  if  you  please,  to  the  Armed 
Porces,  it  is  necessary  to  economize  on 
the  lower  levels  when  we  are  dealing  with 
millions  of  dollars  as  well  as  when  we 
have  big  projects  involving  billions  of 
dollars;  and  I  for  one  do  not  expect  to 
take  this  lying  down. 

In  my  opinion,  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  expend  huge  sums  to  rehabilitate  the 
facilities  at  Lee.  This  has  been  done; 
they  are  adequate  now  and  will  continue 
to  be  adequate  for  a  long  time  to  come. 


RENT  STABILIZATION 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MciSORMACK  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
remarks  today  are  directed  to  a  national 
problem — rent  stabilization.  With  the 
expiration  date  of  the  present  rent  law. 
April  30.  just  around  the  corner,  so  to 
speak,  I  believe  some  plain  talk  about 
rent  control  is  certainly  timely. 

Rent  control  has  just  one  reason  for 
existence — the  still  acute  housing  short- 
age which  exists  today  in  all  too  many 
localities.  That  housing  shortage  is  not 
in  existence  through  any  fault  of  local 
people  or  through  lack  of  willingness 
on  the  part  of  local  builders  or  local 
governments  to  see  that  housing  short- 
age ended.  The  housing  shortage  which 
is  in  existence  today  exists  in  spite  of 
the  best  efforts  of  both  Government  and 
private  enterprise  to  lick  the  problem. 
Primarily,  our  housing  shortage  today  is 
an  aftermath  of  the  diversion  of  men 
and  material  from  civilian  housing  to 
war-production  purposes  during  World 
War  II.  That  shortage  has  been  accen- 
tuated by  exigencies  of  mobilization  for 
the  Korean  campaign.  During  this  pe- 
riod from  1940  on  there  have  been  tre- 
mendous population  shifts  as  well  as 
population  increases. 

The  housing  industry  has  made  tre- 
mendous efforts,  has  shown  tremendous 
results.  Since  the  end  of  World  War 
II  the  industry  has  built  an  average  of 
over  1,000.000  new  housing  units  per 
year. 

In  spite  of  this  record,  there  still  ex- 
ists in  many  communities  such  a  short- 
age of  housing  as  to  make  rent  control 
a  necessity.  I  firmly  believe  that  pro- 
viding for  rent  control  in  these  areas 
where  the  supply  and  demand  for  hous- 
ing has  been  distorted  by  Federal  ac- 
tion, as  a  result  of  defending  the  Nation, 
is  a  Federal  responsibility. 

The  Congress  has  recognized  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  National  Government 
for  the  housing  shortages  that  exist 
today  and  its  responsibility  for  rent  con- 
trol. This  responsibility  has  been  rec- 
ognized by  the  housing  bills  passed,  by 
both  Republican-  and  Democratic-con- 
trolled Congresses.  This  responsibility 
has  been  recognized  by  our  passage  of 
rent-control  legislation  by  both  Repub- 
lican and  Democratic  Congresses.  The 
responsibility  was  recognized  by  the 
President  in  his  state  of  the  Union  mes- 
sage. 

My  own  city  of  Boston  Is  still  suffering 
from  a  severe  housing  shortage  and  I 
am  certain  that  any  fair-minded  person 
who  examines  the  statistics  on  housing 
in  Boston  will  recognize  this.  This  fact 
was  recognized  by  the  Boston  City  coun- 
cil when  it  became  one  of  the  first  major 
cities  of  the  United  States  to  ask  for  ex- 
tension of  Federal  rent  controls  in  the 
city  beyond  September  20.  1952.  How 
many  of  you  gentlemen  realize  that  Bos- 
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ton  had  a  for-rent  vacancy  ratio  of  only 
seven-tenths  percent  according  to  the 
1950  Census  and  that  there  are  13,940 
married  couples  and  families  living  in 
Uie  city  of  Boston  who  do  not  have  home^ 
of  their  own  but  are  living  with  friends 
and  relatives.  Make  no  mistake  about 
it.  continuation  of  Federal  rent  control 
is  needed  in  Boston  today  if  the  multi- 
tudinous defense  activities  of  this  great 
port  and  industrial  center  are  not  to  be 
severely  hampered. 

But  the  city  of  Boston  Is  not  alone  In 
needing  the  benefits  of  Federal  rent  sta- 
bilization to  prevent  the  law  of  jungle 
from  setting  in  on  the  rental  market. 
Neither  is  the  city  of  Boston  alone  in 
rocosnizing  the  need  for  continued  Fed- 
eral rent  controls.  Last  fall  when  com- 
munities were  asked  to  express  them- 
selves through  their  local  governing 
bodies  or  through  popular  referendum, 
more  than  1,450  communities  expressed 
themselves  in  favor  of  continuation  of 
Federal  rent  controls.  The  vast  ma- 
jority of  these  communities  are  still  un- 
der control  today  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  present  law  provides  them  am- 
ple opportunity  to  take  decontrol  action 
on  their  own  initiative.  Federal  rent 
controls  operate  today  In  121  defense 
rental  areas  which  contain  some  4.285,- 
000  rental  units  and  the  134  critical  de- 
fense housing  areas  containing  some 
1.300,000  rental  units.  In  critical  areas 
there  is  a  total  population  of  more  than 
12  million  while  some  34  million  persons 
live  in  the  regular  defense  rental  areas. 
Federal  rent  controls  operate  today  in 
46  States  and  Alaskii  and  Puerto  Rico. 
Mr.  Speaker,  with  svich  vast  number  of 
housing  units  involved,  with  so  many 
people  involved  and  with  the  defenre 
mobilization  of  our  Nation  involved,  this 
cannot  be  merely  a  local  problem  to  be 
solved  by  local  means.  Rent  control  Is 
more  than  a  national  problem,  rent 
control  is  a  national  necessity  for  effec- 
tive mobilization. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  another  facet 
of  the  demonstrated  need  for  adequate 
rent  control  legislation.    There  is  not  a 
single  community  in  the  United  States 
today  which  is  under  Federal  rent  sta- 
bilization which  has  not  rendered  either 
affirmative  or  tacit  approval  for  the  con- 
tinued need  of  rent  control.     There  Is 
not  a  single  community  in  the  United 
States  today  which  could  not  remove 
itself  from  the  list  of  controlled  com- 
munities through  action  of  Its  local  gov- 
erning body  on  the  basis  of  facts  which 
need  satisfy  only  that  local  governing 
body.    In  the  face  of  this — do  we  have 
the  moral  right  to  refuse  the  benefits  of 
Federal    rent    control    to    communities 
whick  have  Indicated  their  need  of  It? 
I  do  not  believe  we  have  the  moral  right 
to  withhold  this  aid  In  the  face  of  the 
fact   that    the   shortages   necessitating 
rent    control    were    brought    about    in 
carrying  out  national  defense  policy.   As 
the  people's  representatives  at  the  Fed- 
eral level,  we  must  take  the  responsi- 
bility for  alleviating  a  situation  which 
is  the  aftermath  of  war  and  a  result  of 
mobilization.    We  have  undertaken  that 
responsibility  for  the  farmer  and  for 
the  veteran.    We  have  a  responsibility 


to  make  it  possible  for  the  community 
and  for  the  tenant  to  protect  themselves 
against  unbalanced  and  unfair  supply 
and  demand  situations — situations  in 
which  the  cards  are  stacked  against  the 
tenant  and  supply  is  out  of  balance  be- 
cause of  national  emergencies. 

Rent  control  or  rent  stabilization  Is  a 
prime  weapon  in  the  arsenal  of  democ- 
racy. We  are  not  in  such  a  position 
that  we  can  afford  to  discard  it.  Do  not 
take  my  word  for  it.  I  urge  you  to  find 
out  for  yourself.  Ask  employee  relation 
suid  personnel  people  in  aircraft  fac- 
tories and  other  vital  defense  installa- 
tions if  you  do  not  believe  it.  They  know 
that  the  availability  of  adequate  housing 
and  housing  at  reasonable  rentals  for 
defense  workers  and  their  families  cuts 
doA^Ti  on  the  quit  rate  or  the  necessity 
for  expensive  and  repeated  training  pro- 
g.ram5i  and  makes  for  more  eCBcient  uti- 
lization of  manpower.  Translated  into 
production  that  more  efficient  utilization 
of  manpower  means  additional  sabre 
Jets,  modern  tanks,  and  all  the  other 
materials  and  weapons  needed  for  de- 
mocracy's battles.  Our  experience  in 
two  gieat  wars  has  taught  us  the  im- 
portance of  achieving  victory  on  the  pro- 
duction front  as  a  means  of  achieving 
victory  on  the  battlefront.  Rent  con- 
trol helps  win  the  battle  on  the  produc- 
tion front. 

The  chaplains  at  our  farflung  military 
bases  In  the  United  States  and  Alaska 
and  on  the  fighting  front  in  Korea,  too. 
for  that  matter  know  the  value  of  rent 
stabilization.  The  man  who  is  fighting 
our  battles  In  Korea  does  not  like  to  feel 
that  his  Government  is  abandoning  his 
family  at  home  to  the  mercies  of  the 
drastically  distorted  supply-and-demand 
situation  in  communities  still  suffering 
from  a  housing  shortage.  Also.  I  would 
advocate  careful  reading  of  the  reports 
of  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Armed  Porces  Committee 
made  during  the  last  Congress,  and  find 
out  what  happens  around  many  military 
establishments  when  adequate  Federal 
rent-control  protection  is  not  available. 
Is  it  sensible  to  provide  for  the  finest 
training  and  the  finest  weapons  for 
members  of  our  Armed  Porces  and  then 
undermine  this  by  leaving  their  families 
to  live  In  substandard  Inadequate  hous- 
ing, thus  leaving  them  broken  in  pocket 
and  in  spirit? 

I  think  that  protecting  these  men  is  a 
national  responsibility.  Both  the  de- 
fense worker  and  the  military  personnel 
are  working  in  the  national  interest. 
The  serviceman  has  little  or  no  choice  as 
to  where  he  is  sent.  It  is  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Federal  Government  to  see 
that  he  Is  not  victimized  simply  because 
he  is  doing  his  duty  as  a  citizen.  This 
is  not  a  matter  which  can  be  left  entirely 
to  State  or  local  action.  It  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  laws  of  the  various 
States  many  times  do  not  give  the  local- 
ity the  legal  right  to  take  the  action 
which  is  necessary  to  establish  rent  sta- 
bilization. In  other  States  the  situation 
Is  such  that  the  actual  facts  arc  against 
the  State  government  taking  requisite 
action  even  though  individnal  communi- 
ties in  the  State  recognize  the  need  for 


rent  control.  The  only  safe  way  and  the 
only  sure  way  to  make  certain  that  the 
opportunity  is  available  to  a  community 
to  obtain  rent-control  protection  is 
through  ft  Feder.il  law. 

Opponents  of  rent  control  have  made 
much  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  no 
rioting  in  the  streets  following  some  ac- 
tions taken  by  local  communities  to  de- 
control  rentals   which   have   seemingly 
been  premature.     They  point  out  that 
citizens  have  taken  many  drastic  rent 
increases    without    outward    protest.    I 
hope  these  gentlemen  are  not  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  fact  that  the  average 
American   and   the   average   American 
tenant  is  a  law-abiding  citizen.    But  to 
me  the  quiet  suffering  and  the  mental 
anguish  that  takes  place  when  rents  have 
been  decontrolled  prematurely  is  more 
poignant  and  mere  expressive  than  the 
most  tframatlc  and  overt  act.    Suffering 
in  side-street  homes  is  not  necessarily 
visible  on  Msdn  Street.    The  mother  of 
the  low-income  family  who  has  to  face 
hungry  children  because  the  money  to 
pay  the  increased  rent  had  to  come  from 
the  money  for  food — she  suffers  by  the 
ending  of  rent  control.     The  children 
who    are    forced    to    attend    new    and 
strange  schools  because  their  families 
cannot  pay  the  new  higher  rent — these 
children  suffer.    The  wife  of  the  serv- 
iceman who  has  to  leave  her  child  and 
take   a   Job   to   meet   the   higher   rent 
because  the  dependency  allotments  will 
not  cover  the  increase — I  think  she  suf- 
fers and  I  think  her  child  suffers.    There 
are  others  that  suffer,  too.  from  prema- 
ture decontrol.   There  is  the  large  family 
that  is  forced  into  smaller  quarters  or 
the  young  marrleds  whose  marriage  Is 
wrecked    or    distorted    through    being 
forced  to  live  with  in-laws  not  through 
choice  but  through  necessity. 

In  connection  with  the  Increase  in 
rents  after  decontrol,  bad  as  the  situa- 
tion has  been  in  some  places  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  to  t)e  half  as  bad  as  what  will 
happen  if  a  large  portion  of  the  cities 
remaining  under  control  are  suddenly 
denied  the  protection  of  Federal  rent 
control.  Remember,  the  cities  which 
have  thus  far  been  decontrolled  have 
done  so  either  through  action  on  the 
part  of  the  rent  agency  or  by  using  the 
local-option  provisions  of  the  pjrescnt 
law.  In  either  <»se  some  authority  with 
access  to  facts  lias  felt  that  the  housing 
shortage  has  eased  enough  to  make  de- 
control of  rents  feasible.  There  prob- 
ably have  been  some  bad  guesses,  but, 
on  the  whole  rent  controls  have  been 
lifted  in  the  places  where  the  housing 
shortages  were  the  least  severe.  Con- 
versely, by  and  large  the  communities 
remaining  xmder  control  are  those  with 
the  most  despei-ate  housing  situations — 
situations  which  the  eommimltles  them- 
selves realize — and  abrupt  decontrol  of 
these  communities  could  well  have  ef- 
fects far  more  drastic  than  any  that  have 
so  far  occiured. 

In  considering  rent -control  legislation 
there  are  some  pitfalls.  One  of  these  is 
the  use  and  misunderstanding  of  the 
term  "critical  defense-housing  area.-  It 
is  a  highly  technical  term  used  to  de- 
scribe certain  areas  which  meet  certain 


:i-^ 


U 


lii' 


«: 


1914 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


March  12 


Wl  restrictive   definitions  provided  in   the 

1951  amendments  to  the  Housing  and 
Rent  Act  of  1947.  as  amended.  While 
these  areas  that  are  so  designated  are 
critical  to  the  defense  program  they 
are  not  necessarily  the  most  critical 
either  from  the  standpoint  of  the  extent 
of  housing  shortage  or  from  the  stand- 
point of  their  importance  to  defense 
mobilization.  One  example  will  point 
up  what  I  mean.  Pittsburgh — that 
great  steel  center — cannot  under  the 
technical  definition  provided  by  Con- 
gress qualify  as  critical  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  Pittsburgh  has  tremendous 
and  vital  defense  production  contracts 
and  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  Pittsburgh 
has  an  acute  housing  shortage.  You 
may  well  ask  why  such  an  important  de- 
fense production  center  as  Pittsburgh 
technically  cannot  qualify  as  critical 
under  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947. 
as  amended.  The  reason  lies  in  an  ex- 
traneous proviso  in  the  law  which  says 
in  effect  that  regardless  of  the  extent  of 
defense  activity  or  of  the  housing  short- 
age a  community  cannot  be  declared 
critical  unless  it  has  a  substantial  immi- 
gration of  defense  workers  or  military 
personnel.  That  lo<rfts  to  me  like  dis- 
crimination against  local  citizens  in 
favor  of  outsiders. 

The  President  recognized  the  need  for 
rent  control  when  he  called  for  its  exten- 
sion in  his  state  of  the  Union  message. 
I  think  he  recognized  that  for  most  com- 
modities there  is  a  substitute  but  that 
there  Is  no  substitute  for  a  roof  over  the 
head  of  your  family.  You  can  eat 
cheaper  cuts  of  meat,  or  buy  beans  but 
shelter  is  a  necessity. 

I  feel  that  we  will  be  derelict  in 
our  duty  if  we  do  not  pass  an  adequate 
rent-control  bill.  We.  Etemocrats.  have 
accepted  the  responsibility  to  see  that 
the  President  receives  the  tools  he  needs 
to  help  win  the  worldwide  struggle 
against  godless  communism,  and  those 
who  feel  as  I  do  are  waiting  to  cooperate. 


PERMISSION  TO  EXTEND  REMARKS 
AT  THIS  POINT 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rxcord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  recent 
statement  by  Senator  Aiken,  of  Vermont, 
in  the  Senate  with  reference  to  a  speech 
I  made  before  the  Women's  National 
Press  Club  when  he,  too,  was  on  the 
program. 

The  Senator  pointed  out  the  short  time 
for  our  opening  talks.  He  overlooked 
the  45  minutes  he  and  I  discussed  the 
farm  issue,  in  which  I  orally  presented 
every  argument  appearing,  and  in  the 
exact  words  so  far  as  possible,  in  the 
printed  copy  placed  in  the  Record  of 
February  25,  1953,  by  the  Honorable 
Clarknck  Cannon.  Printed  copies  were 
also  distributed  aroimd  the  table  at  the 
limcheon  before  the  speaking  began. 

The  iptnator  says  he  does  not  remem- 
ber that  X  mid  what  is  in  the  speech.  Of 
course,  each  argument  was  presented  by 
me  in  his  presence.    However,  the  fact 


that  he  did  not  listen  closely  is  not  sur- 
prising, nor  is  it  too  unusual.  I  could  not 
get  many  Republican  leaders  to  listen 
in  the  80th  Congress  when  I  tried  to 
keep  them  from  writing  the  sliding  sup- 
port provisions  for  basic  agriculture  in 
Public  Law  897,  which  gave  help  when 
you  didn't  need  it  and  much  less  support 
when  you  did.  They  did  not  stay  In  the 
majority  long  that  time.  I  made  no 
charges  against  the  Senator  either  place. 
He  deserves  none. 

Senator  Aiken  is  a  fine  man.  a  good 
Senator,  and  a  friend  of  agriculture.  I 
know  that  as  do  others.  I  certainly 
made  no  charges  against  him.  I  do  dif- 
fer radically  with  the  sliding  support 
provisions  of  Public  Law  897,  passed  in 
the  80th  Congress.  I  have  been  doing 
my  best  to  stop,  before  it  starts,  any  ef- 
fort to  reenact  it.  The  first  place  I 
believe  that  any  such  move  could  be 
stopped  Is  with  the  Senator,  for  he  is  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture in  the  Senate. 

I  know  that  most  Republican  farm 
leaders,  except  those  in  the  House  of 
Representative;!,  were  for  that  law  when 
it  passed.  I  know  that  to  have  firm  price 
supports  there  must  be  some  limitation 
on  the  crop  produced  or  upon  the  quan- 
tity supported.  With  regard  to  nonstor- 
ables  or  perishables,  that  is  doubly  true 

Recent  action  supporting  butter  at  90 
percent  of  parity  for  a  year  with  no  con- 
trols nor  limitiitions  could  result  in  an- 
other potato  debacle,  which  neither  the 
Democrats  nor  Republicans  stopped  for 
several  years,  notwithstanding  constant 
urgings  by  our  Subcommittee  on  Agri- 
cultural Appropriations  to  change  it. 
Some  folks  believe  this  action  on  butter 
was  taken,  knowing  there  would  be  great 
losses  ahd  such  losses  would  serve  to 
discredit  the  whole  price-support  pro- 
gram for  storible  commodities.  As  to 
that  I  do  not  know. 

It  was  my  motion  in  the  80th  Congress 
which  started  the  use  of  section  32 
funds — 30  percent  of  customs  receipts — 
for  the  support  of  perishables,  with  such 
foods  so  purchased  diverted  to  school 
lunches  and   other  excellent  uses. 

Last  year,  as  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Agricultural  Appropriations.  I 
wrote  the  report  directing  that  further 
efforts  be  made  along  that  line. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  the  proper  ap- 
proach. With  regard  to  perishables 
price  supports  must  be  limited  to  a  given 
amount  of  money  and  the  needs  for  good 
use.  With  regard  to  storables,  there 
must  be  controls  or  limitations,  either 
of  acreage  or  as  to  the  quantity  pro- 
duced. We  all  know  that  and  when  such 
fact  is  ignored  as  in  the  butter  order,  by 
those  making  recommendations  who  are 
opposed  to  firm  supports  anyhow,  it 
makes  us  wonder. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  made  some  comment  last  Sun- 
day on  television  with  regard  to  the  re- 
striction I  put  on  the  foreign-aid  bill 
last  year.  I  regret  that  I  did  not  see 
the  television  program.  For  the  record, 
in  that  provision,  I  simply  provided  that 
where  we  gave  a  foreign  country  the 
money  to  buy  from  us,  they  would  have 
to  pay  at  least  the  prevailing  price  in 
the  United  States. 

I  met  all  comers  on  that  provision  last 
year  when  I  got  the  Congress  to  adopt  it. 


and  will  be  glad  to  do  so  again.  The 
American  people  are  entitled  to  the  facts. 
At  least  we  should  not  give  away  our 
money  and  then  have  it  used  to  pull  our 
own  prices  down.  I  voted  against  the 
foreign  economic  aid  last  year.  I  have 
always  believed  in  the  Export-Import 
Bank  approach.  We  should  provide 
credit  and  sell  what  we  have  to  sell,  not 
provide  money  to  be  spent  elsewhere  for 
things  we  have  in  surplus.  Certainly,  if 
we  are  going  to  provide  money  to  other 
countries  to  buy  commodities  from  our 
country,  we  certainly  should  not  be  called 
to  sell  at  a  discount.  Before  I  wrote  such 
provision  in  the  law.  foreign  economic 
aid  was  being  increased  beyond  the  ex- 
tent of  which  the  American  public  knew 
about  by  selling  our  commodities  below 
cost,  in  exchange  for  our  own  money. 
We  furnished  the  money  and  then  sold 
our  commodities  to  the  same  countries 
at  prices  below  what  we  paid  for  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  has  been  too  much 
of  that,  and  I  am  proud  to  have  been 
the  author  of  the  prohibition  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  a  policy. 

The  records  show  that  for  each  dollar 
drop  in  prices  received  by  farmers  there 
follows  seven  times  that  much  drop  in 
national  income.  That  being  true,  we 
can  now  see  what  we  face.  The  Re- 
publicans made  a  real  mistake  in  the 
80th  Congress  when  they  provided  flex- 
ible supports.  I  have  been  trying  to  keep 
them  from  making  the  same  mistake 
again. 

Any  effort  to  support  any  commodity 
on  a  firm  basis  without  limitation  of 
either  the  total  production  or  quantity 
supported  cannot  last.  I  am  hopeful 
such  course  will  not  be  prolonged,  for  to 
do  that  will  jeopardize  a  sound  program. 

Secretary  B?nson's  testimony  before 
our  Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  will 
be  released  next  week.  While  his  state- 
ments leave  much  to  be  desired,  in  my 
opinion  he  does  show  that  he  personally 
is  a  fine  man  with  an  earnest  desire  to 
do  the  right  thing.  I  call  attention  to 
figures  which  were  included  in  such 
hearings  comparing  the  agricultiu-al  pro- 
grams with  others, 

I  shall  continue  to  try  to  point  out 
to  Secretary  Benson,  as  I  tried  to  point 
out  to  Senator  Aiken,  the  path  to  take 
and  the  course  to  follow.  That  may 
sound  presumptuous,  but  8  years  of  fol- 
lowing in  detail  all  programs  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  certainly  is  suf- 
ficient for  an  opinion.  The  need  for  a 
prosperous  nation  far  outwelglis  party 
or  politics. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Bow)  was  given  permission  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  15  minutes  on  Mon- 
day next,  following  the  legislative  pro- 
gram and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  LovRE  and  to  Include  the  tran- 
script of  a  program  entitled  "Youth 
Wants  To  Know."  notwithstanding  the 
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fact  it  exceeds  the  limit  and  is  estimated 
by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $196. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bentley  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  St.  George  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Abends)  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  HoLTZMAN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Multer)  in  two  instances,  in  each  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Multer  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr.  DoRN  of  South  Carolina  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Riley)  and  to  include 
an  article. 

Mr.  Polk  and  to  Include  House  Joint 
Resolution  No.  41  adopted  by  the  Ohio 
General  Assembly  on  March  3,  1953,  and 
some  notes  on  the  admission  of  Ohio  to 
the  Union,  which  have  been  prepared  by 
the  Legislative  Reference  Service  of  the 
Library  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Florida  and  to  Include 
a  statement  of  General  Bradley,  which 
is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$189. 

Mr.  CoTTDERT  and  to  include  an  address 
by  Charles  H.  Silver  of  the  New  York 
City  Board  of  Education. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude recommendations  of  Mr.  George 
Meany. 

Mr.  Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr. 
BoGGs.  and  Mr.  McCarthy  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hebert  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Thompson  of  Louisiana )  in  two  instances 
and  to  Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  and  to  include 
excerpts  from  a  speech  delivered  by  Hon, 
Pat  Sutton. 

Mr.  McCoRMACK  and  to  Include  an 
article  by  Claude  G.  Bowers  entitled  "Jef- 
ferson and  Civil  Liberties"  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  it  exceeds  the  limit  and  Is 
estimated  by  the  Ptibllc  Printer  to  cost 
$280. 

Mr.  Shafer  In  three  instances. 

Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  and  to  In- 
clude an  article,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  It  exceeds  the  limit  and  makes  5^4 
pages  of  the  Record  and  is  estimated  by 
the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $448. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  California  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Condon)  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Morrison  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Willis)  and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Lane  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mac:k 
of  Illinois)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence vas  granted  to  Mr.  Wampler,  for 
an  indefinite  period  of  time,  on  account 
of  official  business. 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  697.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  Delegate 
from  the  DlBtrict  of  Columbia  to  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  3  o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m.) ,  under 
Its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned 
until  Monday.  March  16.  1953,  at  12 
o'clock  n(x}n. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

541.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  report 
on  the  audit  of  Public  Housing  Administra- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1952, 
pursuant  to  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act  (31  U.  S.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc.  No. 
103);  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

542.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  report 
on  the  audit  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
1952.  pursuant  to  the  Government  Corpora- 
tion Control  Act  (31  U.  S.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc. 
No.  104):  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

643.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Fed- 
eral Seciirlty  Agency,  transmitting  the  an- 
nual report  of  the  Office  of  Education.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  for  the  fiscal  year  1952; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  nile  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  BISHOP:  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  House  Re- 
port No.  156.  Report  on  the  disposition  of 
certain  papers  of  sundry  executive  depart- 
ments.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  BISHOP:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers.  House  Report 
No.  157.  Report  on  the  disposition  of  cer- 
tain papers  of  sundry  executive  departments. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  TABER:  Committee  of  conference. 
H.  R.  3053.  A  bin  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1953.  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept. 
168).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 


No. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3909.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage 
of  a  special  coin  to  commemorate  the  ideas 
of  the  founders  of  this  country  as  depicted 
on  the  Puglo  cent  of  1787;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  CTurrency. 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
H.  R.  3910.  A  bill  to  amend  section  101  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950  to  pro- 
vide for  the  imposition  of  import  controls, 
upon  petition  by  domestic  producers  ad- 
versely affected  by  priorities  and  allocation 
controls  Impospd  under  such  section;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON: 
H.  R.3911.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  remove  the  limitations  on 
the  amount  of  medical  and  dental  expenses 
which  may  be  deducted,  to  permit  taxpayers 
using  the  standard  deduction  to  deduct  such 
expenses,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  BRAT: 

H.  R.  3912.  A  bill  to  establish  quota  limi- 
tations on  Imports  of  foreign  residual  fuel 
oU;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BURDICK: 

H.  R.  3913.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  appropri* 
atlon  to  assist  In  the  completion  of  the  Inter- 
national Peace  Garden  In  North  Dakota;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 

H.  R.  3914.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  of  June  27, 1952.  and 
to  reenact  all  acts  repealed  or  amended  by 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  June 
27,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ENGLE: 

H.  R.  3915.  A  bill  to  permit  the  mining,  de- 
velopment, and  utilization  of  the  mineral  re- 
sources of  all  public  lands  withdrawn  or  re- 
served for  power  development,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 

H.  R.3916.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  making 
of   proof   of   service-connected  disability   In 
the  case  of  certain  veterans  of  World  War  I; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  3917.  A  bill  to  permit  the  appoint- 
ment of  certain  substitute  and  temporary 
rxiral  carriers  in  the  rural  delivery  service  to 
regular  positions;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas: 

H.  R.  3918.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  program 
for  the  construction  of  county  agricultural 
buildings,  through  assistance  in  planning 
and  financing  such  projects  In  counties 
where  agriculture  Is  a  predominant  Indiistry, 
thereby  providing  centralized  housing  and 
facilities  for  Federal.  State,  and  local  offices 
engaged  In  administering  agrlciiltural  and 
related  programs  concerned  with  the  welfare 
of  the  farm  population;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

H.  R.  3919.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
ciu-ity  Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  extension 
of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  benefits 
under  the  act  to  State  and  local  employees 
who  are  covered  by  State  or  local  retirement 
systems;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  JAR  MAN: 

H.  R.  3920.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
curement and  Installation  of  mechanism  for 
recording  and  counting  votes  in  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  oa 
House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  3921.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  regulate  the  practice  of  optom- 
etry in   the  District  of   Colvmibla";    to  th« 
Conunlttee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  ih.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  3922.  A  bill  to  grant  longevity  credit 
to  former  postal  employees  now  under  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3923.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  hours 
of  work  (exclusive  of  overtime)  In  any  one 
calendar  day  of  officers  and  employees  sub- 
ject to  section  604  (a)  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945  shall  be  limited  to  a 
period  of  not  more  than  10  consecutive  hours; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  ClvU 
Service. 

H.  R.  3924.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949  to  place  the  position  of 
charwoman  working  part  time  in  the  appro- 
priate grsides  of  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  3925.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  pertaining  to 
the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule, 
and  to  place  the  position  of  char  employee 
working  part  time  In  the  appropriate  grade  of 
the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule: 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 


:h: 


% 


V  •■. 


'1 


I     III 


1916 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  12 


V- 


h 


\  I 


V.  I 

fri 

:■  I 


By  Mr.  OSTERTAO: 

H.  R.  3926.  A  bill  to  amend  section  205  of 
the  Labor  Management  Relation*  Act,  1947. 
so  aa  to  make  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  ex  officio  members  of 
the  national  labor-management  panel  estab- 
lished by  such  section;  to  the  Comjulttee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  PILLION: 

H.  R.  3927.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Harbor  Workers"  Compensation 
Act.  so  aa  to  remove  the  present  limitation 
upon  the  total  amount  of  disability  compen- 
■atlon  which  may  be  paid  thereunder;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  3928.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
meii'B  and  Harbor  Workers'  Compensation 
Act.  so  as  to  increase  the  maximum  and 
minimum  rates  at  which  death  benefits  may 
be  paid  thereunder;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  3929.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Harbor  Workers'  Compensation 
Act  so  as  to  increase  the  death  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder;  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  RADWAN: 

H.  R.  3930.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Harbor  Workers'  Compensation 
Act.  so  as  to  provide  that  an  injured  em- 
ployee shall  have  the  right  to  select  his  own 
physician,  and  for  other  pvirposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  3931.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Harbor  Workers'  Compensation 
Act,  so  aa  to  increase  the  periods  for  which 
compensation  is  to  be  paid  thereunder  in 
cases  of  permanent  partial  disability,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  3932.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Longshore- 
men's and  Harbor  Workers'  Compensation 
Act.  so  as  to  Increase  the  maximum  and  min- 
umum  rates  at  which  disability  compensa- 
tion may  be  paid  thereunder;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  SXTITCW: 

H.  R.  3933.  A  bill  relating  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land  for  the  Fort  Donelson  National 
Military  Park  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   CAMP: 

H.  R.  3934.  A  bill  to  amend  section  112  (b) 
(7)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating 
to  recognition  of  gain  in  certain  corporate 
liquidations)  so  that  it  will  apply  to  cases 
where  the  transfer  of  all  the  property  under 
the  liquidation  occiirs  within  one  calendar 
month  In  1963;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  LESINSKI  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3936.  A  bill  to  repeal  paragraph  (b) 
of  section  4  of  the  act  of  May  29.  1930.  as 
amended:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office 
and    Civil    Service. 

H.  R.  3936.  A  bill  to  grant  clvilnBervlce  em- 
ployees retirement  after  35  3rears'  service;  to 
the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Blr.  LESINSKI: 

H.  R.  3937.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  exempt  from  taxation  an- 
nuities of  retired  employees;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3938.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  provide  equal  benefits  for  sxir- 
viving  children  of  female  employees  aa  are 
provided  for  surviving  children  of  male  em- 
ployees; to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  3939.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (d) 
of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29.  1930,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3940.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  (a) 
of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29,  1930.  a£  amended;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  3941.  A  bill  to  grant  clvll-servlce  em- 
ployees retirement  after  25  years'  service;  to 


the    Committee    on   Poet    Office    and    Civil 
Service. 

H.  R3042.  A  bill  to  amend  (a)  of  section 
1  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29.  1930,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3943.  A  bill  to  amend  the  ClvU  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  aa 
amended,  to  provide  annuities  for  additional 
personnel  engaged  in  hazardous  occupations; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  3944.  A  blU  to  amend  the  ClvU  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  aa 
amended,  so  as  to  change  the  formula  to 
one  based  on  a  3-year  average;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Poet  Office   and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3945.  A  bill  to  provide  a  widow's  an- 
nuity upon  death  of  employee,  prior  to  at- 
tainment of  age  50  of  surviving  widow;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  3946.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (c) 
of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29. 
1930,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3947.  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
section  1  (c)  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as  amended,  to  employ- 
ees who  are  Involuntarily  separated  after 
having  rendered  20  years  of  service  but  prior 
to  attainment  of  age  55;  to  the  Committee 
on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3948.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  so  aa  to  provide  a  full  annuity  com- 
pensation for  employees  involuntarily  sepa- 
rated after  having  rendered  at  least  25  years 
of  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  ClvU  Service. 

H.  R.  3949.  A  bUl  to  amend  paragraph  (b) 
of  section  4  of  the  act  of  May  29.  1930.  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  3950.  A  bill  relating  to  the  computa- 
tion of  the  invested  capital  credit  for  excess 
profits  tax  purposes  in  certain  cases  where 
property  has  been  exchanged  for  stock  and 
where  the  stock  has  been  distributed  as  a 
taxable  dividend;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio: 

H.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  providing  for  nomination  of 
candidates  for  President  and  Vice  President 
by  primary  elections;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H.  J.  Res.  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  en- 
actment of  this  Joint  resolution:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
By  Mr.   SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

H.  J.  Res.  224.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  creation  of  an  International  Food 
Reserve;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  JARMAN: 

H.  Res.  177.  Resolution  amending  rule 
XXXIV  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  provide  for  televising  and 
broadcasting  of  sessions  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  Res.  178.  Resolution  to  promote  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  investigations  by  committees 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  establish 
uniform  rules  for  the  conduct  of  House  com- 
mittee hearings  and  to  insure  orderly  and 
fair  procedure  and  the  protection  of  in- 
dividuals; to  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

By  Mr.  D'EWART:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Montana,  relative  Ut 


their  senate  Joint  memorials  Noa.  9  and  13; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Blr.  FOR  AND:  Resolution  of  the  Rhode 
Island  Gene.-al  Assembly  memorializing  Con- 
gress with  respect  to  amendment  of  the 
Federal  Bankruptcy  Act  to  insure  the  pay- 
ment in  full  of  unpaid  wages  in  bankruptcy 
cases  and  to  increase  the  priority  now  given 
unpaid  wage  claims  in  bankruptcy  cases;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Georgia,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  enactment  of  legislation 
which  will  return  to  the  several  Statea 
amounts  collected  as  unemployment  tax  by 
the  Federal  Government  in  excesa  of  grants 
for  administration  costs  of  the  unemploy- 
ment insurance  and  employment  service  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  rela- 
tive to  making  available  the  sums  necessary 
for  the  fiscal  years  1954  and  1956  for  the 
construction  of  national  forest  highways  sit- 
uated within  the  State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 


PRIVATE  BILLS   AND  RESOLtJTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  Introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H  R.  3951.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Frank  G. 
Koch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BRAY  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  3952    A    bill    for    the   relief   of    John 
Charles  Keanslcy;   to  the  ConuiUttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CAMP: 
H  R.  3953.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oiovanna 
Burger:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   CRETELLA: 
H  R.  3954.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jullusz 
Bakaiarz.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CRUMPACKER: 
H  R  3956.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  WUhel- 
mlne  Weizenhoefer;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DEJi^FSEY: 
H  R  3956.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  within  the  Santa 
Fe  National  Forest,  N.  Mex.,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 
H  R.  3957    A  bill  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  Dante  VezzoU   as  an   officer   in   the 
Regular  Army;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr    POGARTY: 
H  R  3958.  A  bill   for   the   relief  of  Tung- 
mlng   Chiang.  M.  D  ;    to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 
H.  R  3959.  A    blU    for    the    relief   of   Julia 
Meszaros;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JAVITS; 
H  R.  39C0.  A    bin    for    the    relief    of    Evert 
Zecven;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    KEARNEY: 
H  R  3961.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marghe- 
rlta  Dl  Meo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   MAILLIARD: 
H.  R.  3962.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
A.  Lohmus,  Nina  Lohmus,  and  Marie  Bere- 
Jetski;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    MASON: 
H  R.  3963.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mary 
Anne    Morgan;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  3964.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vytautaa 
Strolia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  METCALF: 
H.  R.  3965.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Lauren 
F.  Teutach;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 
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By  Mr.  MORGAN: 

H  R  3966.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Anaatasla 
Anstotelis  Kantourou;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota: 

TI  R.  3967.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
Kirkpatrlck;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  POWELL: 

H  R  3968.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mohamed 
Bin  Omar;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  n  3069.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fellciano 
L.i/ay  Manendez  and  Joseflna  Vallln  y  Lam- 
blllo;    to   the   Commi'tee   on   the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RAY: 

H  R  3970.  A  bill  foi  the  relief  of  Bernhard 
F  Elmers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Bv  Mr.  ROOSF'^LT: 

H  R  3971.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Skoufis  (Nicolas  Soulis);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SAYLOH: 

n  R  3972  A  bill  fir  the  relief  of  David 
Tao-Yung  Wen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  UTT: 

H  R.  3S73.  A  bill  fcr  the  relief  of  Magda- 
leiia  Lievanos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clau.se  1  of  rule  XXH. 

85,  The  SPEAKER  presented  a  petition  of 
I  c  EUls.  and  others,  of  Orlando,  Fla..  re- 
qursting  enactment  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R. 
2447.  social-security  legislation  known  as  the 
Towiitend  plan,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


form  the  duties   of   the  Chair  during  my 
absence. 

Sttles  BanxsES, 
President   pro   tempore. 

Mr.  BUSH  thereupon  took  the  chair  as 
Acting  President  pro  tempore. 
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SENATE 

Fhiday,  March  13,  lOoS 

The  Senate  met  In  executive  session 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God,  grant  unto  us  as  we 
bow  in  this  stillness  quiet  hearts,  freed 
from  fear  and  feverish  anxiety,  as  we 
stay  our  minds  on  Thee.  In  a  world  so 
full  of  shouting  and  tumult,  may  we  keep 
clear  always  a  path  to  an  Inner  shrine 
where,  bowing  our  spirits  in  humility  and 
reverence,  we  guard  in  unceasing  vigil 
the  sacred  flame  of  hope  and  faith  and 
love  on  the  altar  of  the  unseen  and  the 
eternal. 

Grant  us  the  divine  strength  and  grace 
that  in  these  demanding  days  we  may 
prove  worthy  of  every  trust  the  Nation 
commits  to  our  hands,  as  on  the  anvil 
of  vast  issues  there  slowly  takes  shape 
the  new  and  better  world  that  is  to  be. 
In  the  Redeemer's  name  we  ask  it. 
Amen, 


DESIGNATION    OP    ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT  PRO   TEMPORE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

Unttid    States   Senate, 

President  pro  tempore, 
Washington,  D.  C.  March  13,  1953. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Sen- 
ate, I  appoint  Hon.  Prescott  Bush,  a  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Connecticut,  to  per- 


MESSAGES   FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  bill  (S.  1188)  to  amend  the  Depend- 
ents Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  continue 
in  effect  certain  of  the  provisions  thereof. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H  R.  3658.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad;  and 

H.  R.  3659.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1, 
1955.  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be 
exempt  from  duty. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  a  resolution  iH. 
Res.  176),  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Senate  Joint  Resolution  52, 
making  an  appropriation  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  House  contravenes  the  first 
clause  of  the  seventh  section  of  the  first 
article  of  the  Constitution  and  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  privileges  of  this  House,  and 
that  the  said  Joint  resolution  be  taken  from 
the  Speakers  table  and  be  respectfuUy  re- 
turned to  the  Senate  with  a  messEige  com- 
municating this  resolution. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senate  is  in  executive  session. 


representatives,  to  what  I  think  are  the 
courtesies  due  that  State,  and  as  an  in- 
troduction to  my  later  remarks,  I  object 
to  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  clerk  will  read  the  Journal. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday,  March 
11,  and  Thursday.  March  12,  1953. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
resume  the  consideration  of  legislative 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


THE  JOURNAL 


Mr.  TAPT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the 
proceedings  of  Wednesday,  March  11, 
and  Thursday.  March  12,  1953,  be  dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  wish  to  make  clear  that  I  do 
not  intend— at  least,  it  is  not  my  present 
intention— to  continue  for  a  long  period 
of  time  to  object  to  the  request  for  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  dispense 
with  the  reading  of  the  Journal.  How- 
ever, later  this  afternoon  I  hope  to  dis- 
cuss some  problems  connected  with  the 
application  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
and  with  protecting  the  rights  of  a  sov- 
ereign State,  through  one  of  its  elected 


REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  1  OP 
1953.  ESTABLISHING  DEPART- 
MENT OP  HEALTH,  EDUCATION. 
AND  WELFARE   (H.  DOC.  NO.   102) 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  transmitting  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  estabhshing  a 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  which  was  received  on  yester- 
day, but  not  laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  Chair  calls  attention  to  its  receipt 
on  yesterday,  in  view  of  the  requirement 
of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  that  the  delivery  of  a  reorgan- 
ization plan  shall  be  made  to  both 
Houses  of  Congress  on  the  same  day. 

The  Secretai-y  will  read  the  message. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  message, 
as  follows: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States? 

1  transmit  herewith  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

In  my  message  of  February  2,  1953,  I 
stated  that  I  would  send  to  the  Congress 
a  reorganization  plan  defining  a  new  ad- 
ministrative status  for  Federal  activi- 
ties in  health,  education,  and  social  se- 
curity. This  plan  carries  out  that  inten- 
tion by  creating  a  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  as  one  of  the 
executive  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  by  transferring  to  it  the  vari- 
ous units  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency. 
The  Department  will  be  headed  by  a 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  who  will  be  assisted  by  an  Un- 
der Secretary  and  two  Assistant  Secre- 
taries. 

The  purpose  of  this  plan  is  to  improve 
the  administration  of  the  vital  health, 
education,  and  social-security  functions 
now  being  carried  on  in  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  by  giving  them  depart- 
mental rank.  Such  action  is  demanded 
by  the  importance  and  magnitude  of 
these  functions,  which  affect  the  well- 
being  of  milhons  of  our  citizens.  The 
programs  carried  on  by  the  PubUc 
Health  Service  include,  for  example,  the 
conduct  and  promotion  of  research  into 
the  prevention  and  cure  of  such  danger- 
ous ailments  as  cancer  and  heart  dis- 
ease. The  Public  Health  Service  also 
administers  paypients  to  the  States  for 
the  support  of  their  health  services  and 
for  urgently  needed  hospital  construc- 
tion. The  OflBce  of  Education  collects, 
analyzes  and  distributes  to  school  ad- 
ministrators throughout  the  country  in- 
formation relating  to  the  organization 
and  management  of  educational  sys- 
tems. Among  its  other  functions  is  the 
provision  of  financial  help  to  school  dis- 
tricts   burdened    by    activities    of    the 
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United  States  Gorernment.  State  as- 
sistance to  the  aged,  the  blind,  the 
totally  disabled,  and  dependent  children 
is  heavily  supported  by  grants-in-aid 
administered  through  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Administration.  The  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  system  and  child  de- 
velopment and  welfare  programs  are  ad- 
ditional responsibilities  of  that  adminis- 
tration. Other  offices  of  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  are  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  Federal  vocational  rehabili- 
tation programs  and  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  food  and  drug  laws. 

There  shoiild  be  an  unremitting  effort 
to  improve  those  health,  education,  and 
social-security  programs  which  have 
proved  their  value.  I  have  already  rec- 
ommended the  expansion  of  the  social 
security  system  to  cover  persons  not  now 
protected,  the  continuation  of  assistance 
to  school  districts  whose  population  has 
been  greatly  increased  by  the  expansion 
of  defense  activities,  and  the  strengthen- 
ing of  our  food  and  drug  laws. 

But  good  intent  and  high  purpose  are 
not  enough;  all  such  programs  depend 
for  their  success  upon  efficient,  respon- 
sible administration.  I  have  recently 
taken  action  to  assure  that  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator's  views  are  given 
ITToper  consideration  in  executive  coun- 
cils by  inviting  her  to  attend  meetings 
of  the  Cabinet.  Now  the  establishment 
of  the  new  Department  provided  for  in 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  will 
give  the  needed  additional  assurance 
that  these  matters  will  receive  the  full 
consideration  they  deserve  in  the  whole 
operation  of  the  Government. 

This  need  has  long  been  recognized. 
In  1923.  President  Harding  proposed  a 
Department  of  Education  and  Welfare, 
which  was  also  to  include  health  func- 
tions. In  1924,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Reorganization  recommended  a  new  de- 
partment similar  to  that  suggested  by 
President  Harding.  In  1932,  one  of  Pres- 
ident Hoover's  reorganization  proposals 
called  for  the  concentration  of  health, 
education,  and  recreational  activities  in 
a  single  executive  department.  The 
President's  Committee  on  Administrative 
Management  in  1937  recommended  the 
placing  of  health,  education,  and  social- 
sectjrity  functions  in  a  Department  of 
Social  Welfare.  This  recommendation 
was  partially  implemented  in  1939  by  the 
creation  of  the  Federal  Security  Agen- 
cy— by  which  action  the  Congress  indi- 
cated its  approval  of  the  grouping  of 
these  fimctions  in  a  single  agency.  A 
new  department  could  not  be  proposed 
at  that  time  because  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1939  prohibited  the  creation  of 
additional  executive  departments.  In 
1949,  the  Commission  on  Organization 
of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  the  creation  of  a  depart- 
ment for  social  security  and  education. 

The  present  plan  will  make  it  possible 
to  give  the  officials  directing  the  Depart- 
ment titles  indicative  of  their  responsi- 
blhties  and  salaries  comparable  to  those 
received  by  their  counterparts  in  other 
executive  departments.  As  the  Under 
Secretary  of  an  executive  Department, 
the  Secretary's  principal  assistant  will  be 
better  equipped  to  give  leadership  in  the 


department's  organization  and  manage- 
ment activities,  for  which  he  will  be 
primarily  responsible.  The  plan  opens 
the  way  to  further  administrative  im- 
provement by  authorizing  the  Secretary 
to  centralize  services  and  activities  com- 
mon to  the  several  agencies  of  the  de- 
partment. It  also  establishes  a  uniform 
method  of  appointment  for  the  heads 
of  the  three  major  constituent  agencies. 
At  present,  the  Surgeon  General  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Education  are  appoint- 
ed by  the  President  and  confirmed  by 
the  Senate,  while  the  Commissioner  for 
Social  Security  is  appointed  by  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Administrator.  Hereafter, 
all  three  will  be  Presidentipl  appointees 
subject  to  Senate  confirmation. 

I  believe,  and  this  plan  reflects  my 
conviction,  that  these  several  fields  of 
Federal  activity  should  continue  within 
the  framework  of  a  single  department. 
The  plan  at  the  same  time  assures  that 
the  Office  of  Education  and  the  Public 
Health  Service  retain  the  professional 
and  substantive  responsibilities  vested  by 
law  in  those  agencies  or  in  their  heads. 
The  Surgeon  General,  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  and  the  Commissioner  of 
Social  Security  will  all  have  direct  access 
to  the  Secretary. 

There  should  be  in  the  Department  an 
Advisory  Committee  on  Education,  made 
up  of  persons  chosen  by  the  Secretary 
from  outside  the  Federal  Government, 
which  would  advise  the  Secretary  with 
respect  to  the  educational  programs  of 
the  Department.  I  recommend  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  authorizing  the 
defrayal  of  the  expenses  of  this  com- 
mittee. The  creation  of  such  a  com- 
mittee as  an  advisory  body  to  the  Secre- 
tary will  help  insure  the  maintenance 
of  responsibility  for  the  public  educa- 
tional system  in  State  and  local  govern- 
ments while  preserving  the  national  in- 
terest in  education  through  appropriate 
Federal  action. 

After  investigation  I  have  found  and 
hereby  declare  that  each  reorganization 
included  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1953  is  necessary  to  accomplish  one  or 
more  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in  section 
2  (a)  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended.  I  have  also  found  and  here- 
by declare  that  by  reason  of  these  reor- 
ganizations, it  is  necessary  to  include  in 
the  reorganization  plan  provisions  for 
the  appointment  and  compensation  of 
the  new  officers  specified  in  sections  1,  2, 
3,  and  4  of  the  reorganization  plan.  The 
rates  of  compensation  fixed  for  these  offi- 
cers are,  respectively,  those  which  I  have 
found  to  prevail  in  respect  of  compara- 
ble officers  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government. 

Although  the  effecting  of  the  reorgan- 
izations provided  for  in  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan  will  not  in  itself  result  in  im- 
mediate savings,  the  improvement 
achieved  in  administration  will  in  the 
future  allow  the  performance  of  neces- 
sary services  at  greater  savings  than 
present  operations  would  permit.  An 
itemization  of  these  savings  in  advance 
of  actual  experience  is  not  practicable. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSXNHOWER. 

Thx  Whir  Hovsc,  March  12, 1953, 


The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  message  and  accomiianying 
plan  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Hunt 
was  excused  from  attendance  on  the  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate  until  Monday, 
March  23. 


COMMriTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigations of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  was  authorized  to 
meet  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 
today. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Hxndrickson,  and 
by  unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Internal.  Security  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  was  authorized  to 
meet  this  afternoon  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
letters,  which  were  referred  as  indicated: 

Audit  Report  on   Rbconsthcction   Financb 
corpoeation 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, lor  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952 
(with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 

Aucrr   Repobt    on    Piibijc   Housino    Admin- 
istration 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit  re- 
port on  the  Public  Housing  Administration, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 

Ripobt  or  OmcE  or  Education 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Office  of  Education,  for 
the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

Report  on  Contkibutions  Program,  Fxdxrai. 
Civil  Detense  Administration 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration,  Washington, 
D.  C,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report 
on  the  contributions  program  of  that  admin- 
istration for  ihe  quarter  ended  December  31, 
1952  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee   on  Armed  Services, 

Report  on  Propertt  Acquisitions,  Fdkral 
Civu.  Defense  Administration 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration,  reporting, 
pursuant  to  law,  on  property  acquisitions  by 
that  Administration,  for  the  quarter  ended 
December  31,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Proposed  AMEmicximB  or  CoicMumcATiGirs 
Act  or  1934 
Two  letters  from  the  Chairmen.  Federal 

Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
propoeed  amendments  to  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934,  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
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PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 
Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 

indicated: 

By  the  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations: 

•House  Concurrent   Resolution  9 
'•Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 

Congress   of   the   United   SUtes   to   renew 

the  present  International  wheat  agreement 

winch  expires  July  31.  1953,  and  renegotiate 

said  world  agreement 

•Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
titt-s  of  the  State  of  South.  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ate rmicurring  therein)  : 

•Whereas  the  present  International  Wheat 
Agreement  will  expire  on  July  31.  1953.  and 
that  unless  this  world  agreement  Is  renewed 
and  negotiated,  chaos  In  the  world  wheat 
trade  will  result:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ale  concurring  therein)  do  memorialize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  renew  the 
present  International  Wheat  Agreement  and 
to  renegotiate  the  same  and  thereby  pre- 
vent chaos  In  the  world  wheat  trade;  be  It 
further 

•■Rc-.olved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resrliitlon  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency. 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  chairmen  of  the  Committees  on  Agri- 
culture m  both  Houses  of  Congress,  to  United 
Slates  Senator  Karl  Mundt,  to  United  States 
Sii.ator  Francis  H.  Case,  to  Congressman 
E  Y  BtRRY.  to  Congressman  Harold  O.  Lovbe, 
and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both  Houses 

ol  Coi.gress. 

"HoBAHT  H.   Gates, 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Walter  J.  Matson, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
•Rex    Terht, 
"Lieutenant  Goternor, 
President   of   the   Senate. 

•Niels  P.  Jensen. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
or  tlie  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
nmiee  on  Government  Operations: 

•House  Concurrent  Resolution  4 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  SUtes  to  cooperate 
with  States  in  the  examining  and  auditing 
cl    State    departmenU,    institutions,    and 
political  subdivisions  of   the  State  which 
are  allocated  Federal  funds  either  by  direct 
grant-in-aid  or  on  a  matching  basis;  and 
authorizing  the  filing  of  the  audit  report 
ol  Federal  examiners  with  the  State  audi- 
tor and  State  comptroller  or  corresponding 
department  of  State  government 
"Be   it   resolved   by    the   House   of   Repre- 
arv.tntnes  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the 
Senate  concurring  therein)  : 

•Whereas  State  participation  In  Federal 
grant-in-aid  and  Federal  aid-matching  pro- 
u;,ims  IS  based  on  Federal  laws,  rules,  and 
rl'^ulatlon8  as  well  as  State  law;  and 

•  Wnereas  the  money  in  most  cases  Is  de- 
p  j&iicd  with  the  State  treasurer  and  paid  out 
by  S*  ite  warrants  on  vouchers  audited  and 
a.  proved  by  the  State  auditor;  and 

•Whereas  the  State  department  of  audits 
and  accounU  under  the  direction  of  the 
Stale  comptroller  Is  required  to  examine  and 
re()ort  on  the  expenditures  and  departmental 
practices  of  State  departments,  institutions, 
and  various  political  subdivisions  of  the 
Stale:   Now.  therefore,  be  it 

■  Rcsulved.  That  the  House  of  RepresenU- 
ti\cs  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota  (the 
Senate  concurring  therein)   do  memorlallac 
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the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  require 
Federal  Agencies,  Bureaus,  and  Commissions 
of  the  United  States  Government,  which  are 
autborlaed  to  supervise  the  allocation  and 
checking  of  Federal  funds  to  State  depart- 
ments, institutions,  and  political  subdivi- 
sions which  receive  Federal  funds,  to  file 
copies  of  Federal  audits  reports  made  by 
their  auditors  and  examiners  with  the  State 
auditor  and  State  comptroller  or  correspond- 
ing agency  of  State  government,  at  the  same 
time  they  are  filed  with  the  State  depart- 
ment, Institution,  or  political  subdivision  on 
which  the  Federal  audit  was  made  in  order 
that  the  State  may  have  knowledge  of  any 
expenditures  or  departmental  practices  that 
are  questionable  under  Federal  laws,  rules, 
and  regulations.  In  order  that  the  State  may 
determine  whether  such  expenditures  or  de- 
partmental practices  are  also  questionable 
under  State  law;  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  concurrent 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  His  Excellency, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Hon- 
orable Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  the 
Honorable  Kar::.  Mundt,  and  the  Honorable 
Fr-incis  Case,  United  States  Senators  from 
South  Dakota,  to  the  Honorable  Harold  O. 
LovRE,  and  the  Honorable  E.  Y.  Beret,  Repre- 
sentatives in  Congress  from  South  Dakota, 
and  to  the  presiding  officers  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress  ol  the  United  States. 

"HoBART  H.  Gates, 

•Speaker  of  the  House. 

"Walter    J.    Matson, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 

"Rex  Terrt. 
"Lieutenant  Governor. 
President  of  the  Senate. 

"Niels  P.  Jensen, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

Two  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  9 
-To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives   of    the    United    States    in 
Congress  Assembled: 

"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  In  lU  32d 
session,  do  respectfully  represent  that — 

•■Whereais  a  large  part  of  the  State  of  Idaho 
Is  embraced  within  the  national  forests  areas 
of  the  State;  and 

•  Whereas  Federal  funds  will  be  required  for 
the  fiscal  years  of  1954  and  1955  and  for  the 
construction  of  national  forest  highways  sit- 
uated within  the  State  of  Idaho :  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it  .,         , 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  session 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho  (the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring) ,  That 
we  most  respectfully  urge  upon  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  Immediately 
to  make  available  the  sums  necessary  for 
the  fiscal  years  of  1954  and  1955  for  the  con- 
struction of  national  forest  highways  situ- 
ated within  the  State  of  Idaho;  and  be  it 

further  .    ..  ^       « 

•■Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be,  and  he  is  hereby  aii- 
thorized  and  directed  to  send  copies  of  this 
loint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  united  States,  and  to  the 
Senators  and  Representatives  of  the  State 
of  Idaho  in  the  United  States  Congress. 


Oreille  River  downstream  from  the  city  of 
Sandpoint.  State  of  Idaho;  and 

"Whereas  since  the  construction  of  said 
dam  the  said  Corps  of  Army  Engineers  has 
Impounded  waters  of  said  river  above  said 
dam  so  as  to  cause  the  waters  of  said  river 
to  be  elevated  approximately  15  feet  to  • 
level  in  said  lake  of  approximately  2,062.5 
feet  above  sea  level;  and 

"Whereas  as  a  result  of  the  construction 
of  said  dam  and  the  impounding  and  eleva- 
tion of  said  waters  the  sewage-disposal  plant 
of  the  city  of  Sandpoint,  Idaho,  has  been 
plugged  with  said  waters  and  said  city  will 
be  obliged  to  construct  a  new  sewage- 
disposal  and  treating  plant  and  a  bypass  and 
overflow  and  a  pumphouse,  and  that  the  cost 
thereof  is  approximately  as  follows: 

Bypasses  and  overflow $63,041.00 

Pumphouse 47.  342.  40 


Treating  plant. 


110.383.40 
132.  800.  00 


"Senate  Joint  Memorial  8 
"To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives   of    the    united    States    in 
Congress  Assembled: 
"We  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  In  Its  32d 
session   do  respectfully  represent  that— 
•^Xireas  thVcorps  of  Army  Engineers  of 
the  United  States  of  America  recently  com- 
pleted the  construction  of  an  hydroelectric 
Snd  storage  dam  at  Albenl  Falls  on  the  Pend 


Total  cost 243,183.40 

"Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  session 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho  {the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring) ,  That 
we  most  respectfully  urge  upon  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  of  America  im- 
mediately to  reimburse  the  city  of  Sand- 
point. Idaho,  for  the  said  cost  of  said  bypass 
and  overflow,  pumphouse,  and  sewage-dis- 
posal and  treating  plant;  and  be  it  further 

•'Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  he.  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  send  copies  of 
tills  Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  the  Senators  and  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Idaho  in  the  United  States  Con- 
gress." 

By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 
A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Arizona;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"House  Memorial  7 
"Memorial  relating  to  the  Federal  excise  tax 

on  ladles'  handbags 
"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"The  Federal  excise  tax  on  ladies'  handbags 
was  Imposed  during  World  War  II  to  restrict 
consumer  purchases  and  to  keep  basic  raw 
materials,  then  in  short  supply,  primarily 
available  for  war  use. 

"Neither  reason  for  continuing  this  tax 
exists  any  longer.  None  of  the  materials 
used  In  the  manufacture  of  handbags  is  In 
short  supply. 

"Consumer  resistance  to  the  tax  has  re- 
sulted In  unemployment,  and  business  fail- 
tires  of  manufacturers  end  retailers  of  hand- 
bags. 

"The  tax  on  handbags  is  economically  and 
socially  unjustifiable.  It  is  a  tax  on  a  com- 
modity that  is  definitely  a  necessity.  It  Is 
an  inequitable  and  discriminatory  tax  in  that 
it  falls  on  women  only  who  pay  the  tax. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  House 
of  Repri^sentatives  of  the  State  of  Arizona, 
prays  that  the  Congress  repeal  the  excise  tax 
on  ladles'  handbags." 

By  Mr.  GEORGE: 
A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Georgia;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Latxjr  and  Public  Welfare: 

"House  Resolution  180 
"Resolution  requesting  the  members  of  the 
Georgia  congressional  delegation  to  exert 
their  efforts  toward  obtaining  the  full  ap- 
propriation authorized  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  George-Barden  Act;  and  for 
other  purposes 

"Whereas  vocational  education  has  meant 
■o  much  to  Georgia  and  Georgians;  and 
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"Whereaa  there  is  a  great  need  for  the  fur- 
ther development  of  vocational  education  in 
order  that  all  Georgians  who  need  it  and  can 
profit  by  it  might  have  opportunity  for  voca- 
tional training;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  many  schools  in 
Georgia  as  well  as  in  other  States  with  no 
programs  of  vocational  education  and  many 
others  with  inadequate  programs:  and 

"Whereas  the  prosperity  and  well-being  of 
a  State  and  Nation  are  dependent  on  the 
skill  and  productive  capacity  of  Its  cltl- 
■enry:  and 

"Whereas  vocational  education  develops 
skills  and  increases  productive  capacity  of 
individuals;  and 

"Whereas  the  security  of  our  Nation  is  de- 
pendent in  a  large  measure  on  the  skill,  tech- 
nical knowledge,  and  the  ability  of  the 
masses  to  produce;  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Vocational  Education 
Act  of  1946,  known  as  the  George-Barden  Act, 
authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $29,300,000 
annually  and  less  than  $19,000,000  Is  being 
appropriated  annually;  and 

"Whereas  distinguished  Georgia  statesmen, 
the  late  Honorable  Hoke  Smith,  the  late  Hon- 
orable Dudley  M.  Hughes,  our  present  senior 
Senator,  the  Honorable  Walter  F.  George, 
and  ex-Congressman,  the  Honorable  Bras- 
well  Deen.  authored  and  championed  the 
National  Vocational  Education  Acts;  and 

"Whereas  the  entire  Georgia  delegation  in 
the  National  Congress,  past  and  present,  have 
supported  vocational  education  appropria- 
tions and  measures  through  the  years;  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  General  Assembly  of 
Georgia.  That  we  commend  the  members  of 
our  Georgia  delegation  In  the  National  Con- 
gress for  the  support  they  have  given  voca- 
tional education  in  the  past  and  urge  them 
to  continue  their  support  and  redouble  their 
efforts  to  obtain  the  full  appropriation  of 
$29,300,000  authorized  under  the  provisions 
of  the  George-Barden  Act;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
Instructed  to  immediately  make  available  a 
certified  copy  of  this  resolution  to  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Georgia  delegation  in  the  National 
Congress.  " 

RECOMMENDATION  OF  ELMER  W. 
CART  FOR  APPOINTMENT  TO  IN- 
TERSTATE COMMERCE  COMMIS- 
SION—CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
OP  NORTH  DAKOTA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  LANCER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  my  colleague,  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young), 
and  myself,  I  present  for  appropriate 
reference,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  a  con- 
current resolution  adopted  by  the  North 
Dakota  Legislature,  urging  the  appoint- 
ment of  Elmer  W.  Cart  as  a  member  of 
the   Interstate   Commerce   Commission. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce and,  under  the  rule,  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  N 
Concurrent    resolution    urging    appointment 
of   Hon.    Elmer   W.   Cart   as    a   member   of 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  {the  House  of  Representatives 
concurring  thereir,): 

Whereas  it  appearing  that  there  are  two 
appointments  to  be  made  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission;    and 

Whereas  it  appearing  that  the  Honorable 
EHmer  W.  Cart,  president  of  the  North  Da- 


kota   Public    Service    Commission.    Is    being 
considered  for  such  appointment:   and 

Whereas  the  said  Elmer  W.  Cart  is  a  North 
Dakota  farm  owner,  and  is  a  past  memt>er  of 
the  North  Dakota  House  of  Representatives; 
whereas  he  has  had  over  10  years'  experience 
as  a  public  service  commissioner  of  this 
State,  over  4  years  of  experience  as  a  prac- 
titioner before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  In  matters  involving  rates  and 
services  of  transportation  agencies:  whereas 
he  is  a  member  of  the  Association  of  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  Practitioners, 
a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the 
National  Association  of  Railroad  and  Util- 
ities Commissioners,  and  president  of  the 
Midwest  Conference  of  Railroad  and  Utilities 
Commissioners,  he  Is  deemet'.  eminently  qual- 
ified for  appointment  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  senate  of  this  33d  legis- 
lative assembly  ^the  house  of  representatives 
concurring  therein).  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  Is  hereby  respectfully  me- 
morialized and  urged  to  appoint  Hon  Elmer 
W.  Cart  as  a  member  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  and  that  the  Senate  con- 
firm said  appointment  when  and  If  made; 
be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  In 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  put  forth  every  honorable  effnrt 
to  secure  said  apfXDintment  and  confirma- 
tion; and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded    forthwnth    by    tlie    secretary    of 
state  to  the  President  of  the  United  Slates, 
the  President   of   the   Senate,   the   chairman 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on   Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  to  the  Senators  aiul  Rep- 
resentatives  in  Congress   from    the   State   of 
North  Dakota,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Re- 
publican  National   Committee. 
C    P    Dahl. 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Edw.^rd    Leno. 
Sccrptanj   of    the    Senate. 
Walter   Bubei., 
Speaker   of   the   Hou^e. 

V.       L.       GlI. BREATH. 

Chief   Clerk  of   the   House. 


FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  MATCHING 
FUNDS— CONCURRENT  RESOLU- 
TION OP  NORTH  DAKOTA  LEGIS- 
LATURE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr. 
Young  1,  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  concurrent  res- 
olution adopted  by  the  North  Dakota 
Legislature,  relating  to  the  Federal  high- 
way matching  funds. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and.  under  the 
rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senate   Concurrent   Resolution   M 

Concurrent    re.solutlon    relating    to    Federal 

highway  matching  funds 

Whereas  the  present  highway  program  calls 
for  a  matching  appropriation  of  not  less 
than  $8  million;   and 

Whereas  the  funds  that  are  available  to 
North  Dakota  under  the  Federal  highway 
matching  program  rightfully  belong  to  the 
people  of  North  Dakota  and  should  be  made 
available  without  the  necessity  of  matching 
requirements:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  (the  House  of  Representatives 


concurring  therein).  That  Congress  be  re- 
quested to  enact  the  necessary  legislation 
that  would  effect  the  Immediate  availability 
of  ail  federally  collected  highway  matching 
money  without  the  necessity  of  any  match- 
ing appropriations  by  this  State;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  each  of  North  Dakota's  United 
States  Senators  and  Representatives;  and  be 
It   further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
he  sent  by  wire,  by  the  secretary  of  the 
senate,  to  each  of  the  State  legislative  as- 
semblies. 

C.   P.   Dahl. 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Edward    Lcno. 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
Walter    Eubel. 
Speaker  of  the  House. 
V   L   Gilbreath. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 


PURCHASE  OP  BUTTER  SUBSTI- 
TUTES BY  ARMED  FORCES— CON- 
CURRENT RESOLUTION  OP 
NORTH  DAKOTA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  my  colleague,  the 
.lunior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr. 
YofNGi,  I  pre.sent  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  concurrent  res- 
olution adopted  by  the  North  Dakota 
Legislatuie.  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  enact  suitable 
legislation  to  prevent  the  puichase  of 
butter  substitutes  by  our  Armed  Forces. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  con- 
current re.solution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and.  under 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  O 
Concurrent  resolution  to  memorialize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  Slates  to  enact 
fintable  leKislatlon  to  pre\eiu  the  pur- 
chase of  butter  substitutes  by  our  Armed 
Forces 

Whereas  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  recently  purchased  960  000  pounds 
of  butter  substitutes  for  con.sumptlon  In 
domestic  military  eslablishment.s;   and 

Whereas  the  United  States  Gjvernment. 
under  the  commodity  credit  support  pro- 
gram, has  puroha.sed  for  storage  over  51 
million  pounds  of  surplus  butter  since  Nov- 
ember i952.    and 

Wierras  It  would  be  a  sound  business 
practice  for  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
State.s  to  purchase  and  use  the  surplus  butter 
now    beinj!;   stored      Now.    therefore,   be   It 

Rr-iohed  by  the  Srnatr  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  {the  Howe  of  Rrprrsrntatives 
concurri'ig  thprrui).  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  is  hereby  memorialized  to 
enact  suita'oie  legislation  prohlbltlni;  the 
purchase  of  butter  substitutes  by  our  Armed 
Forces:  be  it  further 

Rc'iolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to 
President  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower.  Senators 
Milton  Young  and  William  Langer.  and 
Representatives  Usher  Burdick,  and  Otto 
Krueger. 

C    P    Dahl, 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Edward  Leno. 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
Walter  Bubel, 
Speaker  of   the  House. 
V.   L.   Gilbreath. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
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SPRAYING  OP  NOXIOUS  WEEDS  ON 
FEDERAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGES  IN 
NORTH  DAKOTA— CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA 

LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  IMr.  Young),  and 
my  tif.  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  concurrent 
lesolution  adopted  by  the  North  Dakota 
Legislature,  providing  for  the  spraying 
and  control  of  sow  thistle  and  other 
noxK  us  weeds  in  Federal  wildhfe  refuges 
in  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and. 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  H 
Concurrent    resolution     providing     for     the 
spraying   and    control   of    sow    thistle   and 
otlier    noxious    weeds    on    Federal   wildlife 
refuges  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
Whereas   the  uncontrolled   growth  of  sow 
thistle  and  other  noxious  weeds  constitute  a 
Eravc  menace  to  the  people  of  North  Dakota: 
Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Revolt 'd  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  t'te  33d  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  State 
of  North  Dakota  (the  Senate  concurring 
thereun.  That  the  house  of  representatives 
and  the  senate  concurring  therein  request 
the  Federal  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  De- 
p.^rtment  of  Interior,  and  the  83d  Congress 
take  meiusures  to  spray  and  control  sow 
thuilc  and  other  noxious  weeds  on  the  fol- 
low iiik  Federal  wildlife  refuges  in  the  State 
of  N  rth  Dakota,  which  refuges  were  pur- 
chased or  withdrawn  from  public  lands: 
Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  located 
in  Foster  and  Stutsman  Counties;  Des  Lacs 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  located  in  Burke 
and  Ward  Counties:  Lostwood  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  located  in  Burke  and  Moun- 
trail Counties.  Long  Lake  National  Wildlife 
Refvice.  located  in  Burleigh  and  Kidder 
Counties;  Lower  Sourls  National  Wildlife 
Reluge.  located  in  Bottineau  and  McHenry 
Couiuiet.  Slade  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
located  In  Kidder  County;  Sullys  Hill  Na- 
tional Wildlife  Preserve,  located  in  Benson 
Ctiui'.tv,  and  Upper  Sourls  National  Wildlife 
Refuse,  located  in  Renville  and  Ward  Coun- 
ties, be  It  furtlier 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
stilt  to  the  Federal  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv- 
ice. Department  of  Interior,  and  the  83d 
Cor.Kress.  and  to  Congressmen  Ushe«  L. 
BcRMCK  and  Otto  Kkuegeb,  and  to  Senatori 
William  Lancek  and  Milton  R.  Young. 

WA.LTEB     BtJBKL. 

Speaker  of  the  House. 

V.    L.    GlLB»EATH. 

Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
C.  P.  Dahl, 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Edward  Leno, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


North  Dakota,  memorializing  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  enact  suit- 
able legislation  to  ban  liquor  advertising 
in  magazines  and  newspapers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  and, 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Resolution  11 

Resolution  to  memorialize  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  pass  suitable  legisla- 
tion banning  liquor  advertising  in  maga- 
zines and  newspapers 

Whereas  the  liquor  Industry  is  currently 
procuring  a  great  deal  of  space  In  newspapers 
and  magazines  advertising  and  promoting 
the  consumption  of  alcoholic  beverages;  and 

Whereas  such  advertising  is  certain  to  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  consumption  of 
such  il?ohollc  beverages,  and  will  especially 
Influence  the  youth  of  our  Nation  by  glam- 
ourizing the  use  of  such  alcoholic  beverages: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  s  hereby  memorialized  to  pass 
suitable  legislation  'jrohibitlng  the  adver- 
tising of  alcoholic  l>everages  In  newspapers 
and   magazines:    he  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  by  the  secretary  of  the  senate  to 
Senators  Milton  Young  and  William  Lancer 
and  Representatives  UsHiai  Burdick  and 
Otto  Khuecer. 

C.  P.  Dahl, 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Edward  Leno. 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


LIQUOR  ADVERTISING  IN  MAGA- 
ZINES AND  NEWSPAPERS— RESO- 
LUTION OF  SENATE  OP  NORTH 
DAKOTA 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  my  colleague  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  IMr.  Young],  and 
myself.  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 


REPEAL  OP  LOfTG  AND  SHORT  HAUL 
CLAUSE  OF  SECTION  4  OF  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE  ACT— CONCUR- 
RENT   RESOLUTION     OF    NORTH 
DAKOTA  LEGISLATURE 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  my  colleague  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota   IMr.  Youwcl,  and 
myself.  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  concurrent  res- 
olution of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  North  Dakota,  opposing  the  repeal  of 
the  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  section 
4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, and,  imder  the  rule,  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in 
full  when  laid  before  the  Senate  by  the 
President  pro  tempore  on  March  11. 1953, 
p.  1842,  Congressional  Record.) 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows : 

Tau  Beta  Pi  Association. 

March  4.  1953. 
The  Honorable  William  Lancer, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  At  its  47th  annual  national 
convention  in  Norman,  Okla.,  in  October 
1952,  the  Tau  Beta  Pi  Association  unani- 
mously adopted  a  resolution  concerning  th^ 
use  of  graduate  engineers  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  I  was  in- 
structed to  present  it  to  Mempers  of  the 
Congress,  the  President  and  Vy.*  President, 
the  Cabinet  officers,  and  others  concerned 
with  the  utilization  of  engineers. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

"Be  it  hereby  resolved  by  the  1952  conven- 
tion of  Tau  Beta  Pi.  That  the  association  go 
on  record  as  strongly  supporting  the  proposal 
that  all  graduate  engineers  entering  the 
Armed  Forces  be  employed  in  a  professional 
engineering  capacity  commensurate  with 
their  training  and  experience." 

The  Tau  Beta  Pi  Association  is  an  engineer- 
ing honor  society  with  92  collegiate  cliapters 
and  over  75.000  initiated  members.  It  Is  a 
nonpartisan  organization  concerned  exclu- 
sively with  professional  engineering  matters. 
The  above  resolution  originated  among  the 
undergraduate  delegates  to  the  1952  conven- 
tion and  was  unanimously  adopted  because 
of  the  students'  desire  to  be  of  the  greatest 
possible  service  to  their  country. 

We  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  extend 
such  efforts  as  you  can  for  the  maximum 
professional  use  of  graduate  engineers  ia 
the  Armed  Forces. 

Very  truly  yours. 

Robert  H.  Nagel,  Secretary, 


USE  OF  GRADUATE  ENGINEERS  BY 
ARMED    FORCES— LETTER    FROM 
TAU      BETA      PI      ASSOCIATION, 
KNOXVILLE.  TENN. 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  letter  from  the  Tau  Beta  Pi 
Association,  of  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  signed 
by  Robert  H.  Nagel.  secretary,  embody- 
ing a  resolution  adopted  by  that  asso- 
ciation at  its  47th  annual  national  con- 
vention in  Norman.  Okla..  relating  to  the 
use  of  graduate  engineers  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 


EXTENSION  OP  FARM  PRICE  SUP- 
PORTS—RESOLUTION OF  GEN- 
ERAL ASSEMBLY  OF  GEORGIA 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
general  assembly  of  the  great  State  of 
Georgia,  which  commends  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  IMr.  Russell]  and  myself 
for  introducing  a  bill  extending  the  pres- 
ent farm  price  support  law,  and  urging 
all  Members  of  the  Georgia  congres- 
sional delegation  to  aid  in  its  passage. 

It  is  with  a  great  deal  of  pride  and 
appreciation  that  I  make  this  insertion 
in  the  Record. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  resolution  will  be  received 
and  appropriately  referred. 

The  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
and.  under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

(See  resolution  printed  in  full  when 
laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  President 
pro  tempore  on  March  11,  1953,  p.  1842, 
Congressional  Record.) 


ERADICATION  OP  WEEDS  ON  FED- 
ERALLY OWNED  LAND— CONCUR- 
RENT   RESOLUTION    OP    MINNE- 
SOTA LEGISLATURE 
Mr.  THYE.   Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
record  and  appropriately  referred  a  con- 
current resolution  adopted  by  the  Min- 
nesota State  Legislature.  The  resolution 
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refers  to  the  question  of  the  Govern- 
ment's responsibility  in  weed  eradication. 
I  think  the  resolution  is  a  very  pertinent 
one.  and  therefore  I  should  like  to  have 
it  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  for  all  to  see. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  con- 
current resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
and,  under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in 
full  when  laid  before  the  Senate  by  the 
President  pro  tempore  on  March  11, 1953, 
p.  1843.  Conckissio/al  Rzcoro.) 


TIDELANDS— RESOLUTION  Or* 
TENNESSEE  SENATE 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
been  requested  to  submit  for  the  Con- 
gressional Record,  to  be  included  as  part 
of  my  remarks,  a  certified  copy  of  Sen- 
ate Resolution  12,  acts  of  1953,  of 
the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
adopted  by  that  body  on  March  11,  1953. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this  time 
that  the  resolution,  properly  authenti- 
cated, be  included  in  the  Congressional 
Record  in  full,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

I  am  pleased  to  say  that  I  am  happy 
to  comply  with  the  request  of  certain  of- 
ficials of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  particu- 
larly since  the  resolution  gives  the  strong 
support  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13, 
the  so-called  tldelands  measure  in  whose 
sponsorship  I  am  joined  by  39  other  Sen- 
ators. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and.  under 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Resolution  12 

Restdution  relating  to  the  tldelands  and  sub- 
merged   lands    Issue    pending    before    tbe 
I     Congress  of  the  United  States 

Whereas  for  more  than  150  years  the  orig- 
inal colonies  now  embraced  within  the  vari- 
ous States  of  the  Union  and  the  States  since 
their  admission  to  the  Union  have  been  rec- 
ognised as  the  owners  of  the  tldelands  ad- 
jacent to  thtir  boundaries  on  the  Atlantic 
and  Pacific  Oceans  and  on  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico and  under  the  Inland  waters  in  the  var- 
ious States  of  the  Union,  this  principle  hav- 
ing been  recognized  by  a  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  in  1845  in 
the  case  of  Pollard  v.  Hagan  (3  How.  (U.  S.) 
391)  and  followed  in  more  than  fifty  other 
decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  and  approved  in  more  than  250  c  pin- 
Ions  of  the  Federal  courts  of  the  United 
States  and  In  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  various  States;  and 

Whereas  this  recognition  of  ownership  in 
the  States  prevailed  until  the  split  deci- 
sion of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  In 
the  case  of  V.  S.  v  California  (332  U.  S.  19) 
in  1946,  with  ringing  dissents  from  the  ma- 
jority opinion  in  that  case  by  Mr.  Justice 
Frankfurter  and  Mr.  Justice  Reed,  with  Mr. 
Justice  Jackson  not  participating  in  the 
opinion;   and 

Whereas  the  question  was  again  before 
the  Court  In  the  case  of  V.  S.  v.  Texas  (339 
U.  S.  707).  In  which  the  doctrine  embraced 
in  the  decision  in  the  California  case  was 
afnrmed  in  a  split  decision  by  Mr.  Justice 
Douglas,  with  Mr.  Justice  Jackson  and  Mr. 
Justice  Clark  taking  no  part  in  the  consid- 
eration of  this  case  and  with  Mr.  JiMtice 
Reed.  Mr.  Justice  Mlnton  and  Mr.  Justice 
Frankfurter  dissenting,  leaving  the  decision 
to  be  handed  down  by  four  members  oX  the 


Supreme  Coiirt  of  the  United  States  with 
three  dissents  and  two  members  not  partici- 
pating; and 

Whereas  by  a  like  decision  by  Mr.  Justice 
Douglas  in  tbe  case  of  V.  S.  v.  Louisiana  the 
doctrine  in  the  California  case  was  reaf- 
firmed; and 

Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  never  has  yet 
held  that  the  United  States  owns  these  tide- 
lands  and  submerged  lands  but  has  only  held 
that  the  United  States  Government  has  the 
paramount  right  and  power  over  these  lands; 
and 

Whereas  bills  have  been  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  in  two  instances 
within  recent  years  quitclaiming  these  tide- 
lands  and  submerged  lands  to  the  respective 
States  adjacent  to  them  and  said  bills  have 
on  both  occasions  been  vetoed  by  the  Presi- 
dent;  and 

Whereas  there  Is  now  pending  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  various  bills 
authorizing  that  these  lands  be  quitclaimed, 
one  of  which  is  known  as  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution No.  13,  by  Senator  Holland,  of  Flori- 
da, and  39  other  Senators,  and  which  Is  iden- 
tical In  its  terms  with  the  so-called  tldelands 
bill  enacted  by  the  Congress  in  1952  and 
known  as  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  20. 
which  was  vetoed  by  President  Truman;  and 

Whereas  President  Elsenhower  has  stated 
In  his  campaign  for  election  and  has  given 
the  members  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  understand  that  if  this  bill  or  a 
similar  bill  Is  passed  by  the  present  Con- 
gress, he  will  approve  It.  thereby  quitclaiming 
these  lands  and  restoring  them  to  the  States 
.  under  their  original  boundaries  where  they 
were  recognized  to  belong  since  the  founda- 
tion of  the  United  States  of  America;  and 

Whereas  every  State  in  the  Union  has  an 
Interest  in  the  submerged  lands  and  espe- 
cially does  the  State  of  Tennessee  have  182.- 
400  acres  of  submerged  lands  under  the 
navigable  streams  and  lakes  in  the  State, 
which  with  the  submerged  lands  under  the 
Great  Lakes  and  other  navigable  streams  in 
the  various  States  amount  to  38,595.840  acres 
and  the  tldelands  or  marginal  sea  lands 
amount  to   17.029,120  acres;    and 

Whereas  the  enactment  of  this  legislation, 
or  similar  legislation,  has  been  endorsed  by 
the  following  organizations:  The  Council  of 
State  Governments,  the  Governors  Confer- 
ence, National  Association  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral, National  Association  of  Public  Land 
Officials,  National  Association  of  County  Of- 
ficials, National  Conference  of  Mayors.  Amer- 
ican Association  of  Port  Authorities,  the 
American  Bar  Association.  American  Title 
Association,  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, United  States  Junior  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  National  Water  Conservation 
Asssoolation,  American  Municipal  Associa- 
tion (representing  10,150  municipalities). 
and  the  National  Institute  of  Municipal  Law 
Officers:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  78th  General 
Assembly  of  Tennessee  as  follows: 

1.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee goes  on  record  as  urging  the  adoption 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  pending  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  intro- 
duced by  Senator  Holland,  of  Florida,  and 
39  other  Senators,  by  which  the  title  to  these 
submerged  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  the  Stat'es  and  adjacent  to  the  States 
where  they  border  on  the  oceans  and  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  will  be  confirmed  and  established  as 
belonging  to  the  States  rather  than  to  the 
Federal  Government,  subject  however  to  the 
right  of  the  Federal  Government  to  control 
them  In  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  fiood 
control,  and  navigation,  as  provided  in  said 
resolution. 

2.  Be  it  further  enacted,  that  copy  of  this 
resolution  be  furnished  to  Hon.  Spessaid  L. 
Holland,  Senator  from  Florida,  who  Is  in 
charge  of  the  effort  to  pass  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  No.  13,  for  such  use  as  he  may  see 
fit  to  use  said  resolution. 

Jakxd  Maddetv, 
u  Speaker  of  the  Senate. 


March  12 

REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services: 

S.  1110.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intel- 
ligence:   with   amendments    (Rept.   No.   82). 

By  Mr  CASE,  from  the  Committee  oa 
Armed  Services: 

S.  1078.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of 
certificates  by  officers  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,  in  connection  with 
certain  pay  and  allowance  accounts  of  mili- 
tary and  civilian  personnel;  with  an  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No    83). 

By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services: 

S.  1229.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act.  as  amend- 
ed and  extended,  until  July  1,  1954;  with- 
out   amendment     (Rept.    No.    84). 

By  Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules   and   .\dminlstratlon : 

H.  Con.  Res  64.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  Washington  State  Whitman 
Statue  Committee  to  place  temporarily  in 
the  rotunda  of  the  Capital  a  statue  of  the 
late  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman,  the  holding  of 
ceremonies,  and  permanent  location  in 
Statuary  Hall;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.    85 ) ; 

S.  Res.  57  Resolution  to  amend  rule  XIII 
of  the  standing  rules  relating  to  motions  to 
reconsider;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No. 
86 1 :    and 

S  Res  86.  Resolution  authorizing  expend- 
itures for  hearings  and  Investigations  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services;  wlttt 
amendments   (Rept.  No.  87). 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  Intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By    Mr.    HENDRICKSON: 
S.  1290.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Sonln; 
and 

S  1291.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charalam- 
pos  Socrates  lossifoglu,  Nora  losslfoglu.  Helen 
lossifoglu  and  EUrossini  lossifoglu;  to  th« 
Committee    on    the    Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON  (for  himself 
and  Mr  Smith  of  New  Jersey)  : 
S.  1292  A  bill  providing  for  the  reconvey- 
ance to  the  town  of  Morrlstown  of  certain 
land  Included  within  the  Morrlstown  Na- 
tional Historical  Park,  In  the  State  of  New 
Jersey;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr   HOEY: 
S  1293.  A    bill    for    the     relief    of    Pana- 
giotls   Georglos   Aslanls;    to    the    Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  HiLL)  : 
8  1294.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  Wan 
Hslea  Wu.  Dorothea  Wan  Lien  Wu,  Ray 
Klu  Wu.  Christine  Wan  Ming  Wu.  and  Ylng 
Victor  Wu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HILL  (by  request) : 

8  1295.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Andrea  Androutsopoulos;  to  tbe  Committee 
on   the   Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    CARLSON: 

S  1296.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Hall;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1297.  A  bill  to  make  the  act  of  Decem- 
ber 21.  1944,  authorizing  lump-sum  annual 
leave  payments  Inapplicable  to  cerUln  offi- 
cers and  employees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Carlson  when  he 
Introduced  the  last  above-named  bUl,  whictt 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
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By  Mr.  KENNKDY: 

S  1298.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Slater  Agrtp- 
pina  (Agrlpplna  Palermo).  Sister  Battistina 
(Franceschlna  Serpa).  Sister  Romana  (An- 
eela  lolanda  Morelli).  SUter  Franceschlna 
iMarl.i  Caruso),  and  SUter  Bruna  (Gluaep- 

piiia  De  Caro):   and  

S  1299.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Pana- 
giotis  Darvlris;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 
S  1300.  A   bin   to  increase  the  limitation 
on  Federal  funds  which  may  be  used  with 
res.i>ect  to  any  one  project  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  to  promote  conservation  In 
the  arid  and  semiarld  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facili- 
ties for  water  storage  and  utilization;  to  the 
Committee  on   Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MANSFIELD  (by  request)  : 
S  1301.  A  bin  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  In  fee  to  Lucy 
Yarlott   Othermedicine;    to    the   Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Bv  Mr.  CASE  (by  request)  : 
S  1302  A  bill  to  prescribe  the  weight  to 
be  Riven  to  evidence  of  certain  tests  for  alco- 
hol in  persons  tried  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia for  certain  offenses  committed  while 
operating  vehicles;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of   Columbia. 

By  Mr.  WATKINS: 
S  1303    A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  expedi- 
tious naturalization  of  former  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  have  lost  United  States 
citizenship  by  voting  In  a  political  elecUon 
or  plebiscite  held  in  occupied  Japan;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   EASTLAND: 
S  1304.  A  bin   for   the  relief  of  Mr.   and 
Mrs    Earnest  Merl  Kersh;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   PASTORE: 
S  1305.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lulgl  Tanzl; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   BEALL: 
8  1306    A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of  ofll- 
cers  and  members  of  the  MetropollUn  Police 
force,    the    United    SUtes    Park    Police,    the 
White  House  Police,  and  the  Fire  Department 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
puriKjses;  to  the  Committee  on  the  DUtrlct 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
S  1 307  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Decem- 
ber 23,  1944,  authorizing  certain  transactions 
by  disbursing  officers  of  the  United  States. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
BanlclnR   and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 
S  1308    A  bill   for   the   relief   of   Leonard 
Hungerford;     to    the     Committee     on    the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mrs.    SMITH   of   Maine    (for   Mr. 
Saltonstall)    (by  request) : 
S  1309.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  203  and 
403  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950 
(64  Stat.  1245),  as  amended,  so  as  to  author- 
ize certain  Government  officers  to  assist  in 
carrying  out  civil  defense  aid  between  tbe 
United  States  and  neighboring  countries;  to 
modlly  the  loyalty  oath  so  as  to  allow  na- 
tionals of  neighboring  countries  or  of  coun- 
tries that  are  parties  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  to  participate  In  SUte  civil  defense 
programs   without    impairing   their   citizen- 
ship;  and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee  on    Armed    Services. 
By  Mr.  IVES: 
S  1310    A  bUl  to  amend  section  8  (d)   of 
the     National     Labor     Relations     Act.     aa 
amended; 

S  1311.  A  bin  to  amend  section  8  (b)  (4) 
(Ci  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as 
amended:   and 

S  1312.  A  bin  to  amend  section  10  (1)  of 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amend- 
ed; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Publlo 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  BEALL: 
S  1313.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Olga  Bala- 
banov  and  Nicola  Balabanov;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  CASK: 

8. 1314.  A  bill  to  enootirag*  the  develop- 
ment of  a  newsprint  manufacturing  Indus- 
try in  aoutheastem  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purpoees;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

8. 1315.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Caroline 
L.  Sterquelle;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  1318.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  release  of 
water  from  the  John  Martin  Reservoir,  Colo.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By   Mr.   MUNDT: 

S.  1317.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Chester 
A.  Beaver;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By   Mr.    JACKSON: 

S.  1318.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Fred  A.  Fletcher;  to  the  Committee  on 
tbe  Judiciary. 

8.  1319.  A  bill  to  change  the  name  of  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  to  the  Co- 
lumbia Power  Administration;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  LANGER: 

8.  J.  Res.  57.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
until  July  1.  1953,  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  pro- 
visions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December  16,  1050;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   the   Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lancei  when  he 
introduced  the  above  Joint  resolution,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 


UNUSED  ACCUMULATED  ANNUAL 
LEAVE  OP  CERTAIN  OOVERNMENT 
OPPICIALfi  AND  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  make  the  act  of  December  21.  1944. 
authorizing  lump-sum  annual-leave 
payments  inapplicable  to  certain  officers 
and  employees.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  speak  for  not  to  exceed  5  minutes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Kansas  miiy 
proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1297)  to  make  the  act  of 
December  21.  1944.  authorizing  lump- 
sum annual-leave  payments  inapplica- 
ble to  certain  officers  and  employees,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the 
Committee    on   Post   Office    and    Civil 

^prvicc 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  yes- 
terday I  was  amazed  to  learn  that  215 
former  Government  Cabinet  officers  and 
other  officials,  when  they  left  office,  had 
received  $709,538  in  cash  for  unused  ac- 
cumulated annual  leave,  in  individual 
amounts  ranging  as  high  as  $12,000. 

Since  this  exposure  by  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  House  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, many  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  others  interested  in  the  future  wel- 
fare of  the  civil-service  employees  have 
contacted  me  regarding  these  payments 
and  in  regard  to  future  legislation  on 
this  subject. 

As  chairman  of  the  Senate  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee.  I  shaU  re- 
quest the  committee  to  make  a  full  and 
complete  Investigation  of  this  matter  to 
determine  whether  it  is  possible  to  pre- 
vent further  raids  on  the  Treasury  by 
outgoing  Government  officials  whose 
salaries  have  been  more  than  $12,000  an- 
nually. 


The  many  loyal  and  faithful  and  hard- 
working civil-service  employees  have 
been  subjected  to  severe  criticism  and 
have  been  restricted  by  many  infamous 
riders  concerning  almost  every  aspect  of 
their  everyday  lives. 

Most  of  these  restrictions  have  come 
about  after  the  disclosures  of  the  type 
made  by  the  House  committee.  It  Is  not 
the  rank-and-file  Federal  employee  that 
causes  these  restrictions.  Their  super- 
visors, such  as  agency  heads,  department 
heads.  Cabinet  officers,  and  the  like,  have 
been  wholly  responsible  for  the  many 
restrictive  amendments  and  riders  af- 
fecting the  leave  benefits  and  the  work- 
ing conditions  in  general. 

The  situation  resulting  from  the  dis- 
closures is  not  only  alarming  to  the  aver- 
age American  taxpayer,  but  also  is  a 
serious  blow  to  the  morale  of  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  Federal  employees. 

I  do  not  believe  that  a  Cabinet  officer 
or  any  agency  head  should  be  made  to 
work  a  full  year  without  some  rest  and 
relaxation,  and  I  believe  the  present  law 
provides  for  such  benefits.  The  point  I 
wish  to  make,  however,  is  that  under 
present  regulations  there  seems  to  be  no 
way  to  check  the  accuracy  of  accumu- 
lated leave  records  of  high  Government 
officials. 

The  least  one  can  say  Is  that  when 
annual-leave  payments  are  made  to 
high-ranking  Government  officials  in 
amounts  ranging  from  five  to  twelve 
thousand  dollars,  the  average  citizen  be- 
gins to  ask  some  questions. 

A  detailed  accounting  is  being  request- 
ed of  each  of  these  large  annual-leave 
payments  from  the  General  Accounting 
Office.  The  records  will,  of  course,  speak 
for  themselves. 

I  have  today  introduced  a  bill  which 
has  been  referred  to  the  Post  Office  and 
.Civil  Service  Committee  for  the  study 
and  consideration  of  the  entire  matter. 
The  bill  was  introduced  with  the  thought 
that  it  will  correct  this  situation,  which 
has  resulted  in  high  Government  officials 
receiving  cash  lump-sum  payments  for 
unused  accumulated  leave. 


EXTENSION    OP   TIME   LIMITATION 
UPON    EFFECTIVENESS    OF    CER- 
TAIN STATUTORY  PROVISIONS  OP 
EMERGENCY  POWERS  ACT 
Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce, for  appropriate  reference,  a  joint 
resolution  to  extend  until  July  1.  1953, 
the  time  limitation  upon  the  effectiveness 
of  certain  statutory  provisions  which,  but 
for  such  time  limitation,  would  be-  in 
effect  until  6  months  after  the  termina- 
tion  of   the   national   emergency   pro- 
claimed on  December  16,  1950. 

In  cormection  with  the  joint  resolution, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  In  full  In  the  body  of  the  Recow* 
a  letter  signed  by  Roger  Kent,  General  ^ 
Counsel  of  the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  together  with  various  matters 
referred  to  In  the  letter,  and  to  which 
ttie  Joint  resolution  refers.  The  letter 
explains  why  the  joint  resolution  should 
be  passed. 

Let  me  add  that  this  matter  will  be 
presented  to  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
with  Mr.  Kent  appearing  in  person,  at 
10  30  o'clock  next  Monday.  The  com- 
mittee will  be  very  glad  to  hear  from 
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anyone  who  either  favors  or  opposes  the 
Joint  resolution. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Joint  resolution  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  referred,  and. 
without  objection,  the  letter  and  matters 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  57)  to 
extend  imtil  July  1. 1953,  the  time  limita- 
tion upon  the  effectiveness  of  certain 
statutory  provisions  which  but  for  such 
time  limitation  would  be  in  effect  until 
6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  on  De- 
cember 16.  1950,  hitroduced  by  Mr. 
Langkr,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

The  letters  and  matters  presented  by 
Mr.  Lancxk  are  as  follows : 

OmCK    OF    THE 
SZCKETABT    OT    DEFENSE. 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  13.  19S3. 
Bon.  WnxiAM  Lances. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Ms.  Chahiman;  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  Joint  resolution  "To  ex- 
tend until  July  1,  1953,  the  time  limitation 
upon  the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory 
provisions  which  but  for  such  time  limita- 
tion would  be  In  effect  until  6  months  after 
the  termination  of  the  national  emergency 
proclaimed  on  December  16,  1950." 

This  proposal  has  been  approved  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  submittal  to  the 
Congress  and  the  Department  of  Defense 
recommends  that  it  be  enacted  by  the  Con- 
gress. 

This  proposed  Joint  resolution  would,  with 
certain  exceptions,  extend  from  April  1.  1953, 
to  July  1, 1953,  those  emergency  powers  which 
were  previously  extended  by  the  Emergency 
Poweis  Continuation  Act  (Public  Law  450, 
82d  Cong.). 

On  February  19,  1952,  the  President  trans- 
mitted to  the  Congress  a  draft  of  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  to  extend 
certain  emergency  powers  for  the  duration 
of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  on  December  16,  1950,  and  for  6 
months  thereafter,  in  order  to  insure  the 
continuation  of  those  powers  during  the  pe- 
riod of  international  tension  while  the  Na- 
tion was  mobilizing  for  defense.  The  Con- 
gress, after  hearings,  approved  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  and  extended 
the  authority  under  46  statutory  provisions 
unUl  April  1,  1953,  rather  than  for  the  full 
period  requested,  which  was  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  present  national  emergency, 
plus  6  months.  The  reason  for  so  limiting 
the  extension  is  stated  In  the  report  of  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  on  House 
Joint  ResoluUon  477  (H.  Rept.  No.  2041,  82d 
Cong.)  as  follows:  "The  committee  was 
chiefly  interested  in  satisfying  itself  that 
there  was  Justification  for  continuing  the 
provisions  until  such  time  as  the  Govern- 
ment agencies  concerned  could  seek,  before 
the  proper  congressional  committees,  legis- 
lation either  on  a  permanent  basis  or  for  a 
further  extension  on  a  temporary  basis."  At 
the  time  of  the  congressional  hearings  It  was 
felt  by  the  committee  that  such  legislation 
could  easily  be  obtained  by  April  1,  1953. 

In  consonance  with  the  expressed  desire  of 
the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  as  stated 
above,  the  agencies  of  the  Government  de- 
siring the  continuation  of  the  statutory  pro- 
visions concerned  have  prepared  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress,  or  are  in  the  process 
of  preparing,  separate  drafts  of  legislation 
for  the  consideration  of  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees which  would  amend,  extend,  or  make 
permanent  the  various  emergency  powers 
tor  which  there  is  a  continuing  need. 

Since  the  enactment  of  the  Emergency 
Powers  ContinuaUon  Act  there  has  been  a 


delay  which  probably  was  not  anticipated 
when  the  date  of  April  1,1953,  was  selected. 
This  delay  was  caused  by  a  change  in  admin- 
istration of  th«  Government  and  a  concur- 
rent change  in  the  appointed  ofllcials  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  with  the  natural 
requirement  of  a  review  of  all  pending  pro- 
grams by  the  new  officials.  Such  a  review, 
of  course,  has  included  a  study  of  the  emer- 
gency powers.  As  a  result,  not  all  of  the  in- 
dividual items  of  proposed  legislation  are  in 
a  form  ready  for  submission  to  the  Congress. 
Moreover,  as  to  those  bills  which  have  been 
Introduced  in  the  Congress,  action  by  the 
committee  concerned  has  been  delayed  pend- 
ing decision  by  the  appropriate  executive 
branch  officials  as  to  the  desirability  of  con- 
tinuing the  various  powers.  In  view  of  that 
situation,  it  is  not  likely  that  any  appre- 
ciable number  of  individual  bills  will  be  en- 
acted into  law  by  April  1.  1953.  Accordingly 
the  enclosed  dralt  of  Joint  resolution 
is  submitted  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress  with  the  request  that  It  be  en- 
acted so  as  to  provide  a  further  extension 
until  ample  time  has  been  afforded  for  a 
proper  consideration  of  the  various  statu- 
tory provisions  by  the  appropriate  congres- 
sional committees.  The  Joint  resolution  l.<?  a 
temporary  expedient  and  will  not  alter  the 
affected  authorities,  except  as  to  the  date  of 
the  termination  of  their  effectiveness,  and 
is  Intended  only  to  give  the  responsible  de- 
partments sufficient  time  in  which  to  make 
their  presentations  to  the  Congress. 

PrVaposed  for  the  90-day  extension  under 
the  Joint  resolution  are  31  provisions  of  law 
of  primary  concern  to  the  Department  of 
Defense.  There  are  also  Included  for  tem- 
porary extension  eight  provisions  of  law  af- 
fecting other  agencies  of  the  Government 
which  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  re- 
quested the  Department  of  Defense  to  in- 
clude in  this  Joint  resolution,  so  as  to  permit 
the  Departments  of  State,  Treasury,  Com- 
merce, and  Agriculture,  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration, and  the  Housing  and  Home  Fi- 
nance Agency  to  make  proper  representations 
to  the  Congress  for  continuation  or  for  per- 
manent provisions  to  replace  the  temporary 
provisions  affecting  their  Departments.  The 
Joint  resolution  would,  by  section  2  thereof, 
exclude  from  the  effect  of  Its  temporary  ex- 
tension 6  provisions  of  law  dealt  with  by  the 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act;  4  of 
those  provisions  of  law  have  been  repealed; 
1  of  them  has  been  amended  so  as  not  to  be 
covered  by  the  extension  contained  in  the 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act;  and  1 
of  them  is  no  longer  needed  because  of 
changed  conditions. 

There  is  also  enclosed  herewith  a  docu- 
ment which  lists  the  various  sections  of  the 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act  extend- 
ing statutory  authorities  and  setting  forth 
an  explanation  of  those  authorities,  together 
with  a  summary  of  the  reasons  advanced  at 
the  time  of  the  original  request  in  1952  for 
their  extension,  and  a  statement  as  to  their 
present  status. 

Because  of  the  necessity  of  action  by  both 
Houses  prior  to  April  1,  1953.  it  would  t>e  ap- 
preciated if  early  hearings  can  be  scheduled. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Roger  Kent, 
General  Counsel. 

Temporary  Extension  Until  Jitlt  1,  1953.  of 
Statutory  Adthorities  Previously  Ex- 
tended TO  April  1,  1953,  by  the  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act  (Public  Law 
450.  82d  Cong.) 

SECTION  1  (A)  (1).  providing  FOR  THE  ACQUI- 
SITION AND  OPERATION  OF  BUILDINGS  AND 
FACILITIES  BY  THE  NAVY  (SO  V.  6.  C.  APP. 
1201) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary Of  the  Navy  to  acquire  and  operate 
buildings  and  facilities  in  connection  with 
'•procurement  or  construction  of  items  au- 
thorized in  connection  with  the  prosecution 


of  war"  as  extended  by  the  Emergency  {"ow- 
ers  Continuation  Act. 

The  extension  of  this  statutory  authority 
was  originally  requested  as  being  necessary 
for  the  expansion  of  the  Navy  building  pro- 
gram and  because  it  would  also  provide  a  leg- 
islative basis  for  the  acquisition  and  opera- 
tion of  facilities,  the  classified  nature  of 
which  renders  the  usual  specific  project 
authorization  inappropriate. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  draft  of  legislation 
which  will  Incorporate  the  essential  featuies 
of  the  authorities  referred  to  in  this  section 
and  section  1  (a)  (4)  and  which  will  super- 
sede those  authorities.  Until  that  revised 
draft  of  bill  Is  enacted  into  law,  a  tempo- 
rary extension  of  the  author.' ties  referred  to 
In  thisi  section  and  section  1  (a)  (4)  should 
be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A»  <2).  AUTHORITT  OF  GOVERN- 
MENTAL OFFICER  OR  AGENCY  DESIGNATED  BY 
THE  PRESIDENT  TO  INSPECT  PLANTS  AND  AUDIT 
BOOKS  or  WAR  CONTRACTORS  (50  U.  8.  C.  APP. 
643,   e43A,   643B,   AND   8«3C) 

The  basic  authority  applies  with  respect 
"to  the  plant,  books,  and  records  of  any  con- 
tractor with  whom  a  defense  constract  has 
been  placed"  during  the  effective  period 
thereof. 

An  extension  of  the  basic  authority  waa 
considered  desirable  In  order  to  prevent  a 
lapse  of  the  power  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  other  agencies  to  audit  books 
of  subcontractors. 

H.  R.  2313.  Which  is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953, 
would  extend  this  authority  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  national  emer- 
gency proclaimed  by  the  President  on  De- 
cember 18.  1950.  Until  that  bill  is  enacted 
into  law.  a  temporary  extension  of  the  ba&lc 
authority  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (3).  AUTHORIZATION  TO  DESTROY 
RFCORDS  SITUATED  ABRO.\D  Dt'RlNC  W.^R  OR 
WHEN     HOSTILE     ACTION     APPEARS     IMMINLNT 

(44   U.  S.  C.   376) 

The  basic  provision  authorlB^s  the  head 
of  an  agency  to  authorize  destruction  of  any 
records  in  his  legal  custody  situated  out- 
side the  continental  United  States  in  any 
military  or  naval  establishment,  ship,  or 
other  depository  during  the  effective  period 
thereof. 

An  extension  of  this  authority  was  needed 
to  authorize  the  emergency  destruction  of 
official  records  In  Foreign  Service  posts,  mili- 
tary or  naval  establishments,  and  other  de- 
positories outside  the  continental  United 
States.  It  was  pointed  out  In  connection 
with  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act  that  the  breaking  or  curtailment  of 
diplomatic  relations  with  any  country  ml(;ht 
lead  to  conditions  preventing  the  removal 
and  necessitating  the  Immediate  destruction 
of  records  under  tills  authority. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  proposal  which 
would  amend  the  basic  authority  so  as  to 
extend  its  application  to  continental  United 
States,  eliminate  any  doubt  as  to  its  appli- 
cability to  records  of  civilian  activities  in 
support  of  or  under  the  control  of  military 
or  naval  organizations,  and  provide  for  its 
effectiveness  during  the  period  of  any  na- 
tional emergency  declared  by  the  Congress 
or  proclaimed  by  the  President.  Until  that 
proposal  Is  enarted  Into  law,  a  temporary 
extension  of  the  basic  authority  should  be 
provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (4).  ALTHORIZATION  FOR  ACQUI- 
SITION AND  OPERATION  OF  BUILDINGS  AND 
FACILITIES  BY  ARMY  AND  NAVY  IN  CONNEC- 
TION WITH  MANUFACrrURINO  OF  MILPTARY 
EQUIPMENT  IN  GOVERNMENT  OR  PRIVATE 
PLANTS  (SO  U.  8.  C.  APP.  773,  776,  1171A,  AND 
1171B) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  to 
provide  for  installations  for  the  manufacture 
of    military    equipment    at    military    posts. 
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plants,  etc.  (Including  privately  owned 
pianu),  and  for  itorage  and  abelter.  to  «- 
change  surplus  equipment,  to  maka  advanc* 
navmenu  to  contractort  without  certain  re- 
st rictlons,  and  to  operate  or  dlapoee  of  planti 
during  lU  effective  period. 

The  extension  of  thU  provlalon  waa  con- 
sidered essential  Inaamuch  aa  It  conatltuted 
the  only  authorlBaUon  available  to  the  Army 
and  Air  Force  to  expedite  construction  dur- 
liiK  a  period  of  expansion.  Similar  author- 
ity for  the  expansion  of  privately  owned 
Plants  is  contained  in  section  SOS  (e)  of  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950.  but  that 
authority  has  not  been  delegated  to  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  and,  moreoTer.  will 
expire  on  June  30.  1953. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  draft  of  legUla- 
tion  which  will  Incorporate  the  aaaenUal 
features  of  the  authorities  referred  to  In 
this  section  and  section  1  (a)    (1). 

Until  that  proposal  Is  enacted  Inte  law, 
a  temporary  extension  of  the  authorities  re- 
ferred to  In  this  section  and  aectlon  l  (a)  (l) 
should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  <A)  (5).  KNmtTAtNMENT  AND  IW- 
BTRUCTION  OF  ARMY  AND  A«  FORCB  ENLUTIO 
PERSONNEL  (80  U.  8.  C.  AFF.  791),  AND  AO- 
THORITY  TO  ACQUIRE  LAND  AND  INTE»«ST8 
THEREIN  WrrHOUT  RXOARD  TO  CERTAIN  EI- 
srRlCTlONS     (50    V.    8.    C.    APP.    7«7,    771) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  the  Secre- 
taries Of  the  Army  and  Air  Porce  to  provide 
for  entertainment  and  Instruction  In  con- 
nection with  the  welfare  oX  enlUted  per- 
sonnel. 

The  extension  of  the  flrat  part  of  this  au- 
thority was  considered  necessary  because  It 
constitutes  the  only  autMorlaatlon  for  ap- 
projjrlatlons  for  the  entertainment  and  In- 
struction of  Army  and  Air  Force  enlisted 
personnel.  The  Incidental  extension  of  the 
authority  to  employ  interns  In  the  Medical 
Department  of  the  Army  was  not  Intended 
to  be  used.  Inasmuch  as  such  authority  Is 
obsolete.  The  original  extension  also  cov- 
ered broad  authority  for  the  acquisition  and 
u.ie  of  land  prior  to  the  approval  of  title  by 
the  Attorney  General. 

H  R.  2579,  which  U  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1963, 
would  supersede  In  part  the  exUtlng  pro- 
vision and  apply  to  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps,  as  well  as  to  the  Army  and  Air  Force. 
It  would  be  effective  at  all  times.  Until 
that  bill  Is  enacted  Into  law,  a  temporary 
extension  sf  the  basic  authority  should  be 
provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (S).  FOaXION  CLAIMS  ACT;  CLAUfS 
COMMISSION  NEKD  NOT  BX  COMF08CO  OF  OFFI- 
CERS or  THE  SKRVICX  CONCUNB)    (SI   V.  8.  C. 

2241) 

The  basic  authority  provided  for  the  set- 
tlement of  foreign  claims  thereunder  by  a 
Commission  appointed  for  the  purpose  but 
not  necessarily  composed  of  olDcers  of  the 
service  concerned  If  such  settlement  Is  made 
"in  time  of  war."  The  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act  extended  the  effectiveness 
of  that  provision  until  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed by  the  President  on  December  18, 
1950.  but  not  later  than  April  1,  1963. 

This  proposal  was  Included  In  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  because  the 
Joint  activities  of  the  Armed  Forces  In  for- 
el|j;n  countries  In  all  areas  of  the  world  at 
the  time  made  It  most  desirable  that  claims 
be  adjudicated  by  commissions  composed  of 
officers  of  any  of  the  services. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  make  this  authority  effective 
at  all  times. 

Until  that  proposal  Is  enacted  Into  law,  a 
temporary  extension  of  the  basic  authority 
should  be  provided. 


SBCTtON  1  U)  (T).   mssiNc  pnaoKS  act;  au- 

THOUTT  TO  KAU  PATMXNT  AND  AIXOWANCCS 

voa   ausciNO   nauoNs  and    movkmknt   of 

ntXta     DKPENOKMTS     AND     HOTTSKHOLO     OOOM 
(•0    17.    8.   C.   AFF.    1001-1014,    101t> 

The  basic  provision  authorises  the  Presi- 
dent during  the  effective  period  of  the  act 
(1)  to  provide  for  pay  and  allowances  In 
respect  of  certain  missing  persona  (2)  to  take 
certain  administrative  action  regarding  al- 
lotments, payments  and  settlement  of  ac- 
counts of  such  persons,  and  (3)  to  provide 
for  the  movement  of  dependents  and  house- 
hold gocxls  of  certain  missing.  Injured  or 
dead  military  personnel.  The  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act.  In  addition  to 
extending  the  baste  authority,  made  certain 
related  changes  In  the  statutory  language. 

The  extension  of  this  proposal  was  con- 
sidered necessary  to  Insure  the  continuance 
of  administrative  procedures  for  the  settle- 
ment of  pay  accounts  of  affected  Individuals 
and  to  prevent  hardships  to  dependents  of 
personnel  who  become  missing  In  the  per- 
formance of  their  official  duties. 

H.  R.  S780  and  8.  1129,  which  constitute 
a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legisla- 
tive program  for  1953,  would  further  extend 
the  basic  authority  to  July  I,  1964.  as  well 
as  amend  the  definition  therein  of  certain 
terms.  Until  that  proposal  Is  enacted  into 
law.  a  temporary  extension  of  the  basic 
authority  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (8).  FROVISION  FOI  UNIFORM 
ALLOWANCES  OF  (260  FOR  CERTAIN  OFFICERS 
AND  WARRANT  OFFICERS  SCRVINO  ON  ACTIVE 
DUTY  IN  THE  ARMY  AND  AIR  FOKCX  (10  V.  8.  C. 
•04B,   ^040 

The  basic  authority  formerly  provided  that 
during  the  term  of  Its  effectiveness  company 
grade  reserve  officers  of  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  are  entitled  to  a  uniform  allowance  of 
$250  upon  their  first  tour  of  extended  active 
duty. 

The  basic  authority  has  been  repealed  by 
Section  803  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  BM  Cong.).  Ac- 
cordingly, the  inclusion  of  that  authority 
In  any  further  extension  of  emergency  powers 
would  be  Inappropriate. 

BBcnoN  1   (A)    (9).  comrrcATCs  or  OFncns 

OF,  ARMED  FORCES  FOR  PAY  AND  ALLOWANCE 
ACCOUNTS  TO  BE  ACCEPTABLE  WITHOUT  SUB- 
STANTIATION   (60    U.   8.   C.    AFF.    BSei 

The  basic  authority  provides  that,  during 
the  period  of  Its  effectiveness,  officers'  cer- 
tificates may  be  accepted  as  supporting 
vouchers  for  pay  and  allowance  accounts 
Without  further  supporting  evidence. 

This  provision  was  Included  In  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  (Continuation  Act  because  pro- 
cedures developed  under  the  basic  authority 
had  greatly  reduced  administrative  paper 
work  In  conaection  with  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  military  and  civilian  personnel.  De- 
struction of  records  due  to  enemy  action, 
acts  of  God.  and  accidents  would  prevent 
commanding  officers  from  certifying  to  pay 
and  allowances  due  military  personnel  since 
It  would  be  Impossible  for  such  officers  to 
have  personal  knowledge  of  all  facts  pertain- 
ing to  pay  accounts,  and  they  would  of  ne- 
cessity have  to  rely  on  records  maintained  for 
such  purposes.  To  require  commanding  offi- 
cers to  assume  the  additional  admlnUtratlve 
burden  of  certifying  pay  and  allowance  ac- 
counts would  hamper  them  In  performing 
their  primary  military  duty.  Finally,  dis- 
bursing officers  would  be  hindered  in  making 
timely  payments  In  many  cases  because  of 
the  absence  of  certificates  and  other  sup- 
porting documents. 

H.  R.  3072  and  8.  1078,  which  are  a  part  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  legUtatlve  pro- 
gram for  1963,  would  provide  permanent  au- 
thority to  replace  the  wartime  authority  ex- 
tended by  the  Emergency  Powers  Continua- 
tion Act.  Until  the  enactment  of  one  ot 
those  bills  into  law  a  temporary  extenskn  of 
the  basic  authority  should  be  provided. 


ncnoN  1  (A)   (10).  suswwsioif  or 

RnmoH  AOAiMST  pavMXMT  OP  MPQsrra,  am 

nmMMtft  THMMWOM,  OF  BNLimD  MSN  CMTn. 

piNAi.  pncttAaoK  (10  V.  •.  o.  »o«  am  hotb 

AND    tOT    AMD    HOTS) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that,  during 
the  period  of  its  effectiveness  the  provisions 
of  law  whloh  prohibit  until  discharge  and 
payment  to  soldiers  of  their  depoaits  and 
Interest  thereon  are  suspended. 

The  extension  of  the  basic  authority  was 
originally  sought  because  otherwise  enlisted 
personnel  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force  would 
not  be  able  In  cases  of  serious  emergency  to 
withdraw  deposits.  It  Is  manifestly  unfair 
when  persons  are  being  held  beyond  the 
terms  of  their  enlistment  contracts  not  to 
allow  them  to  withdraw  deposits  in  meri- 
torious, cases. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  extend  the  basic  authority  until 
July  1.  1964.  That  proposal  would  also  repeal 
all  provisions  of  law  for  the  forfeiture  of 
such  deposits  In  case  of  desertion  by  a  mem- 
ber of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Until  that 
proposal  Is  enacted  Into  law  a  temporary  ex- 
tension of  the  basic  authority  should  be 
provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (11).  FROHIBrrlNO  FKOTO- 
CaAPHINO,  8KETCHIN0,  MaFFINO,  «TC..  OF 
MILITARY  AND  NAVAL  RBBKRVATIONS,  PROFRR- 
T»8,  EQUIPMENT,  CTC.  (60  V.  S.  C.  APP.  T81- 
786) 

The  basic  authority  prohibits  and  penal- 
izes, during  the  period  of  lU  effectiveness, 
the  photographing,  sketching,  mapping,  etc.. 
of  military  and  naval  installations  and  equip- 
ment except  aa  authorized  by  the  Secretaries 
of  the  military  departmeau. 

The  extension  ot  the  basic  authority  was 
sought  because  Its  termination  would  have 
Impeded  the  ability  of  the  Armed  Forces  to 
protect  theU-  Installations  and  equipment. 
The  provisions  of  18  United  States  Code  793 
constitute  permanent  legislation  covering 
generally  the  same  subject  matter.  However, 
an  essential  element  of  an  offense  thereunder 
la  an  Intent  to  Injure  the  security  of  the 
United  States  or  to  help  some  foreign  na- 
tion, whereas  no  such  Intent  Is  required  to 
constitute  an  offenae  under  this  provision. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  extend  the  basic  authority  until 
6  months  after  the  termination  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  16.  1960,  wthout  further 
limitation.  Until  that  proposal  Is  enacted 
into  law.  a  temporary  extension  of  the  baslo 
authority  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (12).  CONTINUATION  OT  AP- 
THORTTT  UWORR  THE  LANHAM  ACT  NECDCD  TO 
OPERATE     OR     RXACTIVATE     EXISTING     HOUSINO 

PROJECTS  (4t  n.  s.  c.  1*81,  issa.  i64i,  lasi, 

1662,    1671) 

Section  301  of  the  Lanham  Act.  as  amend* 
ed,  provides  that  the  authority  contained  In 
sections  1,  202.  401,  and  402  of  that  act  (with 
respect  to  provUlon  of  World  War  U  housing 
and  commuBlty  facllltlss)  will  terminate 
"when  the  President  shall  have  declared  that 
the  emergency  declared  by  him  on  Septem- 
ber 8,  1939,  has  ceased  to  exist"  except  with 
respect  to  contracts  on  proJecU  previously 
entered  Into  or  undertaken  and  court  pro- 
ceedings then  pending.  The  World  War  II 
housing  and  community  facilities  referred  to 
are  botulng  projects  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment provided  for  defense  workers  and 
military  personnel  Immediately  prior  to  and 
during  World  War  n,  and  oomnaunlty  facu- 
lties or  jniblic  works  such  as  streets,  sewer 
line*,  sewage-treatment  planU.  water  Unea. 
and  U80  facilities  provided  in  war -crowded 
areas.  Authority  with  respect  to  the  provi- 
sion of  boosing  for  veterans  and  serrloeaiea 
and  their  families  tmder  title  V  at  the  lan- 
ham Act  also  depends  upon  tbe  cffeetivcnes* 
o<  secUoo  SOU 
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WUIe  It  WM  obviously  the  Intent  of  sec- 
tion 301  to  terminate  the  power  oX  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  provide  additional  hous- 
ing and  community  facilities  when  the  emer- 
gency was  over,  the  termination  of  all  powers 
under  the  sections  listed  ^rould  then  have 
seriously  interfered  with  the  continued  op- 
eration or  reactivation  of  existing  housing 
projects  which  were  still  vitally  needed  for 
housing  of  veterans  and  servicemen  and  their 
families,  which  were  being  devoted  to  fulfill- 
ing urgent  defense  housing  needs,  or  which 
were  being  retained  to  enable  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  fill  future  urgent  defense  housing 
needs  as  they  arise.  If  the  emergency  of 
September  8,  1939.  had  not  been  continued 
for  those  piirposes,  some  doubt  might  have 
arisen  as  to  whether  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator  could  thereafter 
utilize  or  reactivate  existing  projects  to  house 
persons  engaged  in  national  defense  activi- 
ties and  their  families  and  (under  title  V 
of  the  Lanham  Act)  servicemen  and  veterans 
and  their  families.  Continuation  for  limited 
purposes  of  the  state  of  emergency  was  also 
considered  necessary  in  order  to  continue  the 
Government's  Interest  in  land  underlying 
many  thousands  of  units  of  temporary  hous- 
ing provided  under  the  Lanham  Act  and  re- 
lated acts  where  leases  or  Judgments  of  con- 
demnation are  terminable  by  their  express 
terms  upon  the  cessation  of  the  emergency 
declared  on  September  8.  1939,  or  within  a 
specified  period  thereafter.  Accordingly,  the 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act  not  only 
extended  the  basic  statute  but  provided  that 
the  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
September  8,  1939,  continued  to  exist,  for 
the  purpose  of  continuing  the  use  of  property 
held  under  the  basic  act.  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  emergency  de- 
clared on  December  18.  1950.  and  6  months 
thereafter,  but  no  later  than  April   1,  1953. 

It  is  felt  that  the  basic  authority  should 
be  temporarily  extended  pending  a  final  de- 
termination as  to  the  need  for  a  greater 
extension. 

ESCnON   1    <A)     (13).    PKOVmiNC  rOK  COMPENSA- 

noN  TO  civnjAN  xMi>ix)VKxs  or  thx  united 

SfTATn  OK  ITS  COmSACTOaS  OUTSmx  THE 
UNl'lTU  VTATES  rO«  UIJX7KIZS  OR  DEATH  SK- 
SULTIMO  FBOM  "WAX-KISK  HAZAXDa"  (4  2 
r.  8.  C.  1701-1706,  1711-1717) 

The  basic  authority  provides  compensation 
benefits  for  certain  employees  of  the  United 
States  or  of  contractors  with  the  United 
States  for  Injury  or  death  resulting  from 
specified  "war-rislc  hazards "  arising  during 
its  effective  period.  The  persons  protected 
Include  persons  worklnr  on  projects  for  the 
"public  use  Of  the  UniteJ  States  or  its  allies." 
The  hazards  covered  include  "belligerent  ac- 
tion of  an  enemy."  "taken  by  an  enemy." 
"attacked  by  an  enemy,"  and  "action  of  the 
enemy." 

The  extension  of  the  basic  authority  was 
considered  Important  in  order  to  cover  per- 
sonnel within  the  purview  thereof  in  the 
event  of  death  or  disability  Incurred  while 
they  are  serving  in  hostile  areas.  Failure  to 
continue  such  coverage  would  seriously  im- 
pede the  recruitment  of  qvialifled  personnel 
for  potentially  hostile  areas.  The  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act,  in  addition  to  ex- 
tending the  basic  authority,  redefined  the 
terms  "enemy."  "alliea."  "national  war  effort." 
-war  effort."  and  "war  activities." 

Tbe  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Oongresa  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  extend  until  July  1,  1954,  this 
basic  authority,  as  modified  by  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act,  and  also  the 
authority  referred  to  In  section  1  (a)  (17) 
of  that  act.  Until  tbat  proposal  is  enacted 
Into  law.  a  temporary  extension  oX  the  baslo 
authorities  should  be  provided. 


SECTION  1  (A)  (14).  RALES  TO  C1VII.IANS  AT 
NAVAL  STATIONS  AND  POST  EXCHANGES  WTTHIN 
THE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES  WHEN 
PRIVATE  SERVICES  ARE  NOT  AVAILABLZ  (34 
U.  S.  C.    533) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes,  during  the 
period  of  its  effectiveness,  sales  to  civilians 
at  naval  stations  and  post  exchanges  within 
the  continental  United  States  when  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  finds  that  it  is  impracti- 
cable for  such  persons  to  procure  such  stores 
from  private  agencies  without  impairing  the 
efficient  operation  of  the  stations.  The  basic 
provision  also  authorizes,  on  a  permanent 
basis,  the  sale  of  stores  to  civilians  at  sta- 
tions beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States. 

The  extension  of  the  basic  provision  was 
sought  in  order  to  provide  civilian  employees 
stationed  at  various  places  within  the  con- 
tinental United  States  where  private  com- 
mercial services  are  not  available  with  facili- 
ties for  the  purchase  of  clothing,  food  and 
other  items  necessary  for  existence. 

The  Department  of  Defense  intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  legislative  pro- 
posal which  would  amend  the  basic  provision 
and  provide  uniform  authority  for  such  sales 
both  within  and  ulthout  the  continental 
United  States,  and  which  would  be  effective 
at  all  times  and  be  applicable  to  the  Army 
and  Air  Force  as  well  as  tiie  Navy.  Until 
that  proposal  is  enacted  Into  law,  a  tem- 
porary extension  of  the  basic  provisaon  should 
be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (15).  USE  OF  VETERANS'  ADMIN- 
ISTRATION VEHICLES  rOR  TRANSPORTING  EM- 
PLOTEES    (38   U.   S.  C.    IIA   NOTE) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that,  during 
its  effective  period,  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  is  authorized  to  use  automobiles 
of  the  Veterans"  Administration  to  transport 
employees  between  field  stations  and  the 
nearest  public  transportation  lines  at  reason- 
able rates  of  fare.  If  the  Administrator  finds 
that  other  public  and  private  facilities  are 
not  adequate  and  that  efficiency  will  be  pro- 
moted thereby. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temporary  extension  of  this  authority  should 
be  provided  pending  the  enactment  of  sep- 
arate legislation  dealing  with  this  authority. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (16).  AUTHORITY  POR  POSXIGN 
EXCHANGE  TRANSACTIONS  FOR  BENEFIT  OF 
ARMED  FORCES  PERSONNEL  (50  U.  S.  C.  APP. 
1701-1707) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  foreign  ex- 
change transactions  for  the  benefit  of  Armed 
Forces  personnel  during  the  period  of  its 
effectiveness  and  is  the  only  statutory  basis 
for  the  activities  specified  therein. 

It  was  considered  essential  to  remove  any 
doubt  as  to  the  authority  of  disbursing  of- 
ficers of  the  Armed  Forces  while  engaged  in 
(^}eration6  in  many  foreign  countries  to  ac- 
cept and  dlsi>o«e  of  foreign  currencies  which 
are  vital  to  operations.  The  extension  of 
authority  would  obviate  the  necessity  of  ob- 
taining special  appropriations  and  relief 
legislation  for  losses  arising  from  foreign 
exchange  transactions  with  such  funds. 
Authority  for  disbursing  ofllcers  to  cash 
checks  and  similar  Instruments  was  con- 
sidered to  be  extremely  important  to  military 
and  civilian  personnel,  contractors,  and 
others  in  foreign  areas  where  normal  banking 
facilities  do  not  exist.  The  basic  authority 
affords  the  only  method  whereby  such  per- 
sonnel may  dispose  of  instruments  of  that 
type  in  carrying  out  necessary  private 
matters. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  Is  spon- 
soring a  legislative  proposal  which  would 
provide  new  authority  broader  in  scope  than 
the  present  authority  and  which  would  be 
effective  at  all  times.  The  Department  oC 
Defense  will  support  legislation  of  that  na- 
ture. However,  until  such  a  proposal  is  en- 
acted Into  law.  a  temporary  extension  of  this 
basic  auUtority  abould  be  provldeO.    . 


SECTION  1  (A)  (17).  DISABTLrrr  OR  DEATH  OF  A 
GOVERITMEIfT  KMPLOTEE  AFTER  CAPTURE  Oa 
DETENTION  BT  AN  ENEMT  DEEMED  TO  HAVE 
REStJLTED  PROM  THE  PiarORMANCB  OF  OXJTT 
(5    U.    8.   C.    801) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that,  during 
its  effective  period,  when  Government  em- 
ployees suffer  death  or  disability  after  cap- 
ture, detention  or  other  restraint  by  an 
enemy  of  the  United  States  such  death  or 
disability  shall  be  deemed  to  have  resulted 
from  the  performance  of  duty. 

The  continuation  of  the  basic  authority 
was  sought  to  avoid  a  serious  Impediment 
to  the  recruitment  of  qualified  personneL 
Without  its  continuation  civilian  employees 
who  are  captured  or  detained  by  hostile 
forces  would  be  deprived  of  compensation 
for  Injury,  disease  or  death  incurred  during 
detention.  Furthermore,  a  question  might 
have  arisen  as  to  whether  World  War  11  in- 
ternees could  continue  to  receive  benefits. 
The  Bureau  of  Employees'  Compensation  was 
then  making  payments  to  several  hundred 
beneficiaries,  the  residue  of  1.244  cases  orig- 
inally adjudged  compensable  under  the  basic 
authority.  The  continuation  of  the  basic 
authority  was  also  sought  to  protect  civilian 
employees  Interned  in  Korea  and  to  protect 
persons  in  similar  situations  in  the  future. 
During  a  period  of  hoslilitles,  it  is  Important 
that  personnel  be  protected  in  the  event  of 
disability  or  death  due  to  such  hostilities. 
The  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act.  In 
addition  to  extending  the  basic  authority, 
provided  that  the  term  "enemy"  as  used 
therein  means  any  nation,  government,  or 
force  engaged  in  armed  conflict  with  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
nation,  government,  or  force  participating 
with  the  United  States  in  any  armed  conflict. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  extend  until  July  1.  1954  this 
basic  authority,  as  modified  by  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act.  and  also  the 
authority  referred  to  In  section  1  (a)  (13)  of 
that  act.  Until  that  proposal  is  enacted  into 
law.  a  temporary  extension  of  the  basic  au- 
thorities should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (18).  FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  PER- 
SONAL AND  HOUSEHOLD  EFFECTS  BROUGHT 
INTO  THE  UNmn  STATES  OK  GOVERNMENT 
OROElta    (50  tr.  S.  C.  APP.  B01-S02) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes,  during  Its 
effective  period,  on  a  duty-free  basis  the  im- 
portation, pursuant  to  Government  orders,  of 
personal  and  household  effects  of  persons  In 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  or  their 
families,  or  of  persons  evacuated  to  the 
United  States  under  Government  orders. 

The  extension  of  the  basic  authority  was 
sought  to  preserve  an  inducement  to  accept 
overseas  duty  at  a  time  when  a  maximum 
effort  was  being  made  to  encourage  such 
duty.  In  view  of  the  expansion  of  the  Armed 
Forces  and  of  the  enlargement  of  the  inter- 
national commitments  and  obligations  of 
this  Government,  many  persons  in  Govern- 
ment service  must  be  assigned  to  lengthy 
overseas  tours.  It  did  not  appear  that  the 
obligations  of  the  United  States  Ciovernment 
would  decrease  in  the  foreseeable  future  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  would  be  practical  to 
eliminate  this  authority. 

The  Department  of  Defense  submitted  to 
the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal  which 
would  make  the  provisions  of  the  basic  au- 
thority effective  at  all  times.  H.  R.  3659.  as 
introduced,  would  extend  the  basic  authority 
only  until  July  1,  1955.  A  temporary  exten- 
sion of  the  basic  authority  is  needed  until  a 
full  extension  is  enacted  into  law. 


BEcnoN  1    (A»    <n».  amvics  nj^os  ahd  laps. 

BUTTOM8    (36    V.   8.  C.    IV*-1SS) 

The  basic  provision  authoriaes  the  Becre- 
tary  of  the  Army  to  approve  serTlce  flags  and 
lapel  buttons  to  be  displayed  or  worn  by  the 
family  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
during  its  effecUve  period.    It  also  provides 
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tlK>t  he  may  license  the  manufacture  of  such 
service  flags  and  lapel  buttons.  Penalties  are 
priivided  for  unauthorized  manufacture  and 
display. 

H  R  2321,  which  Is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  Legislative  Program  for 
195:5.  would  extend  the  effective  date  of  the 
provision  to  any  period  of  war  or  hostilities 
In  which  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  may  be  engaged  and  place  the  author- 
ity thereunder  in  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Until  that  bill  is  enacted,  a  temporary  exten- 
sion of  the  basic  authority  should  be 
provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (20).  PREFERENCE  OF  VETERANS 
AND  FAMILIES  OF  DECEASED  SERVICEMEN  FOR 
LOANS  IN  CONNECTION  WITH  IMPROVEMENT 
or  >ARMHOUSXS  AND  BUILDINGS  (42  U.  S.  C. 
1477) 

A  preference  Is  given  by  the  basic  authcr- 
Ity  to  veterans  and  families  of  deceased  serv- 
icemen In  the  matter  of  applications  for  loans 
or  other  financial  assistance  in  connection 
with  the  improvement  of  farm  housing  and 
otlier  farm  buildings.  The  term  "veteran" 
w.i-s  defined  therein  as  a  person  who  served 
III  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
Slates  during  any  war  between  the  United 
States  and  any  other  nation  and  who  shall 
huve  been  discharged  or  released  therefrom 
on  conditions  other  than  dishonorable.  The 
term  'deceased  servicemen"  was  defined  as 
persons  who  served  in  the  land  or  naval 
furres  of  the  United  States  during  any  war 
between  the  United  States  and  any  other 
natior.  and  who  died  in  service  before  the 
termination  of  such  war.  The  Emergency 
Piiwers  Continuation  Act  changed.  In  effect. 
ttie  reference  therein  to  the  period  of  war 
to  the  duration  of  the  national  emergency 
pruclaimed  by  the  President  on  December 
13.  1950.  and  6  months  thereafter,  but  in  no 
event  later  than  April  1.  1953. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temporary  extension  of  this  authority  should 
be  provided  pending  the  enactment  of  sepa- 
r.ite  legislation  dealing  with  thU  authority. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (21).  FRETERENOtS  FOR  VTTEaAWS 
FOR  WHOM  FEDERALLT  OWNED  HOUSES  ARE 
AVAILABLE  UNDER  THE  PROVISIONS  OF  THE 
LANHAM  ACT    (42  U.  8.  C.    1573) 

The  basic  authority  provides  preferences  to 
veterans  and  their  families  with  respect  to 
the  occupation  of  federally  owned  housing. 
The  term  "veterans"  was  defined  as  including 
persons  who  served  in  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  pres- 
ent war  and  who  have  been  discharged  or 
released  therefrom  under  conditions  other 
than  dishonorable.  The  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act  changed.  In  effect,  the  term 
"during  the  present  war"  to  the  duration  of 
tile  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  on  December  16,  1950.  and  6  months 
thereafter,  but  in  no  event  later  than  April 
1.  I'.t53. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temporary  extension  of  this  authority  should 
be  provided  pending  the  enactment  of  sepa- 
r.tte  legislation  dealing  with  this  authority. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (22).  ELIOIBILITT  OF  VETERANS 
FOR  FARM  LOANS  AND  MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 
(7    U     S.    C.    1001) 

Veterans  fulfilling  certain  requirements  are 
eligible  under  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  (the  basic  authority  affected  by 
this  section)  for  loans  and  mortgage  insur- 
ance In  connection  with  the  acquisition  or 
improvement  of  farms,  and  have  preference 
over  nonveterans.  The  term  "veteran"  was 
defined  as  "a  person  who  served  in  the  land 
or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  during 
any  war  between  the  United  States  and  any 
other  nation,  and  who  shall  have  been  dis- 
charged or  released  therefrom  under  condi- 
tions other  than  dishonorable."  The  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  changed.  In 
effect,  the  reference  to  war  to  the  duratloa 


of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by 
the  President  on  December  16.  1950,  and  6 
months  thereafter,  but  in  no  event  later 
than  AprU  1,  1953. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temporary  extension  of  this  authority  should 
be  provided  pending  the  enactment  of  sepa- 
rate legislation  dealing  with  this  authority. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (23).  TTTlLIZATION  OF  THE  AMERI- 
CAN NATIONAL  RED  CROSS  IN  AID  OF  THE  ARMED 
FORCES    (36   U.  S.  C.    10,    11) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  the  Presi- 
dent, during  the  effective  period  thereof,  to 
accept  the  assistance  of  and  to  employ  the 
American  National  Red  Cross  to  assist  the 
Armed  Forces.  It  also  authorizes  transporta- 
tion, subsistence,  and  waiver  of  passport  fees 
for  Red  Cross  personnel. 

An  extension  of  the  basic  provision  was  In- 
cluded in  the  Emergency  Powers  Continua- 
tion Act  because  it  was  believed  that  the 
services  provided  by  the  American  Red  Cross 
would  be  in  even  greater  demand  thereafter 
than  at  the  end  of  hostilities  of  World  War  II 
because  of  the  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
which  Involves  the  recall  of  Reserves  and 
National  Guard  to  active  duty,  the  imple- 
mentation of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  and  the  separation  of  an 
increasing  number  of  families  because  of 
duty  at  overseas  bases. 

The  Department  of  Defense  intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  provide  a  new  and  revised  au- 
thority with  respect  to  the  utilization  of  the 
American  National  Red  Cross  and  which 
would  be  effective  at  all  times.  Until  that 
proposal  Is  enacted  Into  law,  a  temporary 
extension  of  the  basic  authority  should  be 
provided. 

SECmON  1  (A)  (24).  VRIORITT  OF  TRANSPORTA- 
TION FOR  TROOPS  AND  MATERIALS  OF  WAR  (10 
V.  B.  C.  1362;    40  U.  S.  C.  6    (8)  ) 

The  basic  authority  provides  for  preference 
and  precedence  over  all  other  traffic  for  the 
transportation  of  troops  and  materials  of 
war  during  the  effective  period  of  the  stat- 
utes and  upon  demand  by  the  President. 

The  extension  of  the  authority  was  con- 
sidered to  be  important  in  connection  with 
the  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  the 
consequent  expansion  of   war   industries. 

The  Department  of  Defense  intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal 
which  would  extend  the  basic  authority  un- 
til 6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  lay  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  16,  1950,  without  further 
limitation.  Until  that  proposal  is  enacted 
Into  law,  a  temporary  extension  of  the  basic 
authority  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (25).  AUTHORITT  OF  THE  IN- 
TERSTATE COMMERCE  COMMISSION,  UPON 
CERTIFICATION  ET  THE  PRESIDENT,  TO  ESTAB- 
LISH PREFERENCES  AND  PRIORTTIEB  IN  TRANS- 
PORTATION    (49    U.    S.    C.    1     (15)) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that  certain 
traffic  shall  have  preference  or  priority  In 
transportation  during  the  effective  period 
thereof  upon  the  certification  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion that  the  preference  or  priority  is  essen- 
tial to  the  national  defense.  It  further  pro- 
vides that  the  Commission  shaU  direct  that 
such  preference  or  priority  be  afforded. 

The  extension  of  the  basic  authority  to  a 
period  of  emergency,  as  opposed  to  "war  or 
threatened  war',  was  considered  necessary. 

H  R.  2347.  which  is  supported  by  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  would  extend  the  basic 
statute  until  6  months  after  the  termination 
of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  on  December  16,  1950,  without 
other  other  limitation.  Until  that  bill  is 
enacted,  a  temporary  extension  of  this  baslo 
authority  should  be  provided. 


SECTION  1  (A)  (26)  .  APPLICATION  TO  FREIGHT 
FORWARDERS  OF  THE  AUTHORITT  OF  THE  IN- 
TERSTATE COMMERCE  COMMISSION,  UPON 
CERTIFICATION  BT  THE  PRESIDENT,  TO  ESTAB- 
LISH PREFERENCES  AND  PRIORITIES  (49  U.  S.  C. 
1020) 

The  basic  authority  referred  to  in  Sec- 
tion 1  (a)  (25)  is  made  applicable  to  freight 
forwarders  by  the  authority  referred  to  in 
this  section. 

The  extension  of  this  authority  was  con- 
sidered desirable  for  reasons  similar  to  those 
applicable  to  the  provisions  covered  by  Sec- 
tion 1  (a)  (25),  although  its  continuation  is 
not  of  the  same  degree  of  Importance  as  that 
with  respect  to  carriers. 

This  provision  would  also  be  extended  by 
H.  R.  2347  referred  to  in  connection  with 
Section  1  (a)  (25).  Until  that  bill  is  en- 
acted, a  temporary  extension  of  this  baslo 
authority   should   be   provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (27).  EMERGrNCT  ACQtnsiTION 
OF  DOMESTIC  OR  FOREIGN  MERCHANT  VESSELS 
(50  U.  S.  C.  APP.   1271-1275) 

The  basic  provision  grants  to  the  Presi- 
dent authority,  during  its  effective  period, 
to  purchase,  charter,  or  requisition  the  use 
of  foreign  merchant  vessels  which  are  lying 
idle  in  waters  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  and  which  are  necessary  for 
the  national  defense.  The  basic  provision 
also  authorizes  the  charter  by  the  Maritime 
Commission  of  domestic  and  foreign  vessels 
essential  to  the  national  defense  without  re- 
gard to  the  provisions  of  Revised  Statutes 
3709.  relating  to  advertisement  for  proposals 
for  purchases  and  contracts. 

The  continuation  of  the  basic  authority 
was  considered  necessary  inasmuch  as  the 
requisitioning  authority  thereunder  had 
proved  most  useful  In  the  past  and  situa- 
tions might  arise  thereafter  in  which  this 
authority   would  be  essential. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  is  sponsor- 
in?  a  legislative  proposal  which  would  make 
certain  amendments  to  the  basic  authority 
and  would  continue  Its  effectiveness  until 
6  months  after  the  termination  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  16,  1950,  without  other 
limitation.  The  Department  of  Defense  sup- 
ports that  proposal.  Until  that  proposal  Is 
enacted  Into  law,  a  temporary  extension  of 
the  basic  authority  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (28).  RIGHTS  AND  BENEFITS  OF 
OFFICERS  OF  THE  COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 
WHEN  ASSIGNED  WITH  THE  ARMED  FORCES  OH 
HAZARDOUS    DUTT     (33    U.    S.    C.    855A) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that  commis- 
sioned officers  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  who,  during  the  effective  period  there- 
of, are  assigned  to  any  duty  with  the  Armed 
Forces  which  is  determined  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  or  Navy  to  be  of  imme- 
diate military  hazard  shall  have  the  rights 
and  benefits  of  officers  actually  transferred 
to  such  toTce. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temporary  extension  of  this  authority  should 
be  provided  pending  the  enactment  of  sepa- 
rate legislation  dealing  with  this  authority. 

SECTION  1  (A)  (29).  PENALTIES  FOE  DISCLOSING 
DEFENSE  INFORMATION,  COMMITTING  SABO- 
TAGE, MANUFACTURING  DEFECTIVE  WAR  MATE- 
RIALS, AND  SPREADING  FALSE  REPORTS  TO  IN- 
TERFERE WFTH  THE  ARMED  FORCES  (18  U.  S.  C. 
794,    2153,    2154,  AND    2388) 

Eighteenth  United  States  Code,  page  794. 
prohibits  the  delivery  of  defense  Informa- 
tion with  the  Intent  to,  or  with  reason  to 
1}elleve  that  it  wlU,  harm  the  Unlt<!d  States 
or  benefit  a  foreign  nation.  Certain  penal- 
ties are  provided  for  in  time  of  war  which 
are  greater  than  the  penalties  provided  for 
under  18  U.  S.  C.  791  in  time  of  peace.  Also, 
the  acUvities  prohibited  in  time  of  war  are 
broader  than  those  prohibited  during  other 
periods.      Eighteenth    United    States    Code, 
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pages  2153  and  2164,  provide  greater  pen- 
alties In  time  of  war  than  In  time  of  peace 
for  Injuring  or  damaging  war  materials  or 
for  making  defective  war  materials.  Eight- 
eenth United  States  Code,  page  2388,  pre- 
ecrlbes  penalUes  for  the  spreading.  In  time 
of  war,  of  false  reports  with  Intent  to  Inter- 
fere with  the  operations  or  success  of  the 
Armed  Forces  or  to  promote  the  success  of 
the  enemy. 

The  enlargement  of  the  scope  of  the  ac- 
tivities constituting  a  crime  and  the  Increase 
In  the  punishment  for  crimes  was  considered 
necessary  In  view  of  the  current  situation 
and  the  expansion  of  tiie  Military  Establish- 
ment. Such  enlargement  and  increased 
punishment  were  also  considered  desirable  in 
view  of  the  participation  of  the  United 
States  in  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organi- 
zation defense  plan.  The  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act  changed  the  reference  lo 
war  in  the  basic  provisions  to  include  the 
period  of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed 
by  the  President  on  December  16.  1950,  and 
6  months  thereafter,  but  no  period  after 
April  1,   1953. 

H.  R.  2563  and  S.  1238,  which  constitute  a 
part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legisla- 
tive program  for  1953.  would  extend  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  basic  provisions  for  the 
full  duration  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed by  the  President  on  December  16, 
1950,  and  6  months  thereafter.  It  would  also 
add  the  words  "or  defense  activities"  Im- 
mediately after  the  words  "carrying  on  the 
war"  whenever  they  appear  in  the  basic 
statute  and  also  add  such  words  to  the  defi- 
nition of  the  term  "war  material."  Until 
that  bin  is  enacted  Into  law.  a  temporary 
extension  of  the  basic  authorities  should  b3 
provided. 

BKCnON  1  (A)  (30K  HESTKIcnONS  AND  PRO- 
HISmONS  UPON  THE  ENTRY  AND  DEPARTURE 
raOM  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  ALIENS  AND 
CmZENS    (22  U.  S.  C.    223-226B» 

The  basic  authority  (Passport  Act  of  1918) 
permitted  the  imposition  of  restrictions  and 
prohibitions  upon  the  entry  Into  and  depar- 
ture from  the  United  States  of  aliens  and 
citizens  during  the  effective  period  thereof 
when  the  President  finds  that  the  interests 
of  the  United  States  require  such  restric- 
tions and  prohibitions. 

The  basic  provision  was  repealed  by  sec- 
tion 403  (15)  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act  (Public  Law  414.  82d  Cong. — 
known  as  the  McCarran -Walter  Act),  and, 
accordingly  its  further  extension  is  no  longer 
appropriate. 

MCnOM     .      <A)      (31).     ADJUSTMENT    OF    ROYAL- 

nza  POR  tTSE  or  inventions  in  aid  or  the 

FIOSBCtmON  or  the  war    OS  U.  S.  C.   89,   90) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes,  during  Its 
effective  period,  the  impnasltion  of  a  require- 
ment for  the  return  to  the  Government  of  an 
amount  representing  the  difference  between 
royalty  returns  based  upon  prewar  periods 
of  normal  production  and  those  which  would 
be  appropriate  to  the  expanded  production 
caused  by  war. 

The  continuation  of  the  basic  provision 
was  considered  essential  in  view  of  the 
substantial  increases  in  military  procure- 
ment and  the  prospect  that  the  national 
economy  was  facing  a  period  of  expanding 
production  for  military  purposes  in  order 
to  protect  the  Government  against  exces- 
sive Increases  in  patent  royalties  originally 
based  upon  returns  appropriate  to  periods  of 
normal    production. 

H.  R.  2560.  which  is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953, 
would  continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  basic 
provisions  for  the  duration  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950,  and  6  months  thereafter, 
without  other  limitation.  Until  that  bill 
)s  enacted,  a  temporary  extension  of  the  basic 
provision  should  be  provided. 


SECTION  X  (A)  (32).  CLAIMS  WHICH  ABISX  OUT 
or  COMBATANT  ACmVITIES  Or  THE  ARMED 
rORCTS  DURING  TIME  Or  WAR  ARK  EXCLUDED 
FROM  ADMINISTRATIVE  ADJUSTMENT  UNDER 
THE  TORT  CLAIMS  ACT  AND  FROM  THE  DISTRUTT 
COURTS    (28  U.  S.  C.   2680    (J)  ) 

The  basic  authority  excludes  from  admin- 
istrative adjustment  under  the  Tort  Claims 
Act.  and  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  district 
courts,  any  claim  arising  out  of  combatant 
activities  of  the  military  or  naval  forces,  or 
the  Coast  Guard,  during  time  of  war.  Claims 
arising  in  a  foreign  country  are  excluded  at 
all  times  but  there  is  no  provision  expressly 
excluding  a  claim  arising  from  combatant 
activities  in  the  United  States  or  Its  posses- 
sions other  than  those  so  arising  during  time 
of  war.  Since  combatant  activities  might 
take  place  in  the  United  States  or  its  posses- 
sions under  the  unsettled  conditions  that 
exist  in  time  of  emergency  not  Involving  a 
war,  there  could  arise  claims  which  should 
be  excluded  for  the  same  reasons  that  have 
led  to  the  exclusion  of  combatant  claims 
arising    In    wartime. 

The  Department  of  Defense  Intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  legislative  projxjsal 
which  would  make  the  provision  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  claims  applicable  at  all  times. 
Until  this  proposal  is  enacted  into  law,  a 
temporary  extension  of  the  exclusion  pro- 
vision should  be   provided. 

SECTION  1  (B)  (1).  ReSTRICnONS  ON  APPOINT- 
MENTS OF  ARMY  AND  AIR  FORCE  RESERVE  OFFI- 
CERS    (  10    U.    S.    C.    3S3I 

The  basic  provision  formerly  limited  ap- 
pointments as  reserve  officers  In  the  combat 
arms.  Including  the  Air  Force.  In  time  of 
peace  to  appointment."?  as  second  lieuten- 
ants, except  In  the  case  of  former  regular 
otBcers  and  officers  servihg  during  World  War 
I.  It  limited  all  appointments  thereunder  in 
time  of  peace  to  former  members  of  the 
Regular  services.  National  Guard.  ROTC 
graduates,  and  enlisted  persons  who  served 
during   World   War    I. 

This  provision  was  repealed  by  section  803 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952 
(Public  Law  476.  82d  Cong  i .  Accordingly, 
its  further  extension  would  be  inappro- 
priate. 

SECTION    1(B)      (2).    USE    OF    RETIRED    PERSONNEL 
AS  ROTC   INSTRUCTORS    (10  U,  S.  C.  388  1 

The  basic  authority  provides  that  no  officer 
on  the  active  list  shall  be  detailed  in  time 
of  peace  as  ROTC  Instructors  when  officers 
on  the  retired  list  who  are  competent  for 
such  duty  can  be  secured. 

The  authority  to  detail  officers  on  the  ac- 
tive list  was  extended  by  the  Emergency  Pow- 
ers Continuation  Act  so  as  to  obviate  the 
need  for  a  prior  search  of  the  retired  list 
for  competent  officers  which  would  prevent 
the  full  utilization  of  officers  on  the  active 
list  in  positions  for  which  they  might  best 
be  qualified.  The  Emergency  Powers  Con- 
tinuation Act  deferred  that  peacetime  limi- 
tation on  authority. 

H.  R.  2271,  which  Is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953. 
would  repeal  the  limitation  upon  the  use 
of  officers  on  the  active  list.  Until  that  bill 
Is  enacted  into  law.  a  temporary  deferment 
of  that  limitation  should  be  provided. 

SECTION  1  (B)  (3).  NAVAL  AVIATION  CADET  ACT; 
EMPLOYMENT  OF  NAVY  AND  MARINE  CORPS 
AVIATION  RESERVE  OFFICERS  IN  TIME  OF  PEACE 
(34   U.  8.  C.   8501) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that,  during 
its  effective  period,  officers  of  the  Naval  Re- 
serve and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  commis- 
sioned pursuant  to  the  basic  authority  or 
to  the  Naval  Aviation  Reserve  Act  of  1939 
(53  Stat.  819)  may  be  employed  on  active 
duty  only  during  the  7-year  period  next  fol- 
lowing the  date  of  their  commissioning  ex- 
cept for  employment  on  active  duty  In  con- 
nection with  the  training  of  members  of  the 
Naval  Reserve  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve. 

The  basic  provision  was  repealed  by  section 
803  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  oX  1952 


(Public  Law  476.  82d  Cong).     Accordlnglv. 
its  further  extension  would  l>e  inappropriate. 

SECTION  1  (B)  (4).  AUTHORrrr  TO  OPERATE 
FARMS  AND  PLANTATIONS  OUrSIDE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  FOR  THE  PROVI- 
SIONING or  TROOPS  (10  U.  S.  C.  1214,  J« 
U.   S.   C.    555B) 

The  basic  authority  provides  that  Planta- 
tions and  farms  lor  furnishing  fresh  fruits 
and  vegetables  lo  the  Armed  Forces  which  are 
under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  outside  the  continental  United  States 
shall  be  operated  and  managed  as  far  as 
practicable  through  private  contractors,  ex- 
cept during  the  effective  period  of  the  au- 
thority to  avoid  such  limitation. 

The  extension  of  the  authority  to  avoid 
such  limitation  was  considered  desirable  for 
security  reasons  and  to  permit  the  operation 
of  the  plantations  and  farms  without  re- 
strictions during  the  buildup  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

It  Is  not  the  Intention  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  request  an  extentlon  by  sepa- 
rate legislation.  However,  It  would  be  de- 
sirable to  continue  the  extension  of  the  re- 
moval of  such  limitation  on  a  temporary 
basis.  Accordingly,  the  basic  provision 
Fhould  be  included  in  any  general  temporary 
extension  of  the  statutes  covered  by  llie 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act. 

SECTION  1  (Bl  (5)  AND  1  (B)  (6v.  PURCHASE  OP 
DISCH^RGC  BY  ENLISTED  PERSONNEL  (34 
U.  S.  C.    196;     10   U.   S.   C     851) 

The  basic  provisions  enable  Army.  Navy, 
Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  enlisted  person- 
nel to  purchase  their  discharge  in  lime  of 
peace. 

TTie  continuation  of  the  suspension  of  that 
authority  was  requested  for  the  reason  that 
It  has  not  been  used  for  many  years  and 
is  inconsistent  with  present  and  proposed 
legislation  designed  to  provide  relief  lor 
manpower  shortages. 

H  R  2334.  which  Is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  legislative  program  for 
1953.  would  repeal  the  basic  authorities  for 
the  purchase  of  discharges.  Until  that  bill 
Is  enacted,  the  suspension  of  those  authori- 
ties   thould    be    temporarily    continued. 

SECTION  1  (Bl  (7  1.  SUSPENSION  OP  THE  PRO- 
VISIONS or  THE  NEUTRALITY  ACT  WHICH  PRO- 
HIBIT FINANCIAL  TRANSACTIONS  WITH  GOV- 
ERNMENTS AT  WAR  WITH  EACH  OTHLR  (22 
use.   447) 

Subsection  (e)  of  the  basic  authority  pro- 
vides for  a  suspension,  when  the  United 
States  Is  at  war.  of  the  prohibition  against 
financial  transactions  between  persons  In  the 
United  States  and  Governments  proclaimed 
by  the  President  to  be  at  war  with  each  other. 
The  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act 
extended  subsection  le)  for  the  duration  of 
the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  on  December  16.  1950.  and  6 
months  thereafter,  but  not  later  than  April  1, 
1953. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
temp)orary  continuation  of  the  suspension 
of  the  prohibition  In  subsection  (e)  of  the 
basic  authority  should  be  provided  pending 
the  enactment  of  separate  legislation  dealing 
With  this  authority. 

SECTION  1  (C>.  CONTINUATION  OP  APPOINT- 
MENTS OF  WARRANT  OFFICERS  AND  OF  RE- 
SERVE COMPONENT  OFFICERS  OF  THE  ARMT 
AND  AIR  FORCE  (10  U.  S.  C.  358,  506D  (E), 
613,    591A.    AND    32    U.   S.   C.    19) 

Appointments  made  under  the  authority 
of  the  basic  provisions  as  officers  and  war- 
rant officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
or  of  the  United  States  Air  Force,  Including 
appointments  as  officers  and  warrant  officers 
in  the  Organized  Reserve  Corps,  the  Air 
Force  Reserve,  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  during  a  war  or  emer- 
gency were  limited  to  6  months  following 
the  war  or  emergency.  The  Emergency  Pow- 
ers Continuation  Act  extended  the  authority 
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to  continue  such  appointments  for  the  du- 
riituin  of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed 
by  the  President  on  December  16,  1950,  and 
6  m.iiiths  thereafter,  but  not  later  than 
April   1,  1953. 

The  authority  to  make  new  appointments 
inuier  the  basic  provisions  was  repealed  by 
section  803  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d  Cong).  It  Is 
luit  the  intention  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense lo  request  a  general  extension  of  ap- 
Ijiiiitments  theretofore  made  under  the 
autlurity  of  those  provisions.  The  Depart- 
mei.t  of  befen.se.  however,  intends  to  submit 
t  1  the  Congress  a  legislative  proposal  which 
wiiuld  authorize  a  limited  extension  of  the 
nppt  iiitments  of  officers  and  warrant  officers 
v,ho  are  missing  in  action,  captured,  in- 
terned, or  In  a  similar  status.  Until  such 
:i  proposal  Is  enacted  Into  law.  authority 
fur  a  temporary  extension  of  existing  ap- 
pointments, which  would  be  put  into  effect 
only  m  those  cases,  should  be  provided.  The 
limited  exercise  of  that  authority  will  be 
accomplished    through    an    Executive    order. 

sr(~T:ON  2  (A).  PROHIBITIONS  ACAIIfST  8ALK  OP 
TFNNrsSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORrTT  PRODUCTS  FOB 
I  sF  olTSIDE  THE  UNITED  STATES,  EXCEPT  TO 
IJs     ALLIES     IN     CASE     OF     WAR      (16     U.     8.     C. 

e  ,1 ;  D    (Ml) 

The  b.'.sic  authority  prohlblU  the  sale  of 
pnxlucts  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
lur  u-se  outside  the  United  States,  except 
to  the  United  States  Government  for  the 
use  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  or  "to  its  allies 
In  ose  of  war,"  or  as  extended  by  the  Bmer- 
pency  Powers  Continuation  Act. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  states  that  a 
further  extension  of  this  basic  authority  Is 
not  needed.  Accordingly,  no  further  exten- 
sion of  this  authority  should   be   provided. 

SICTION  2  (B).  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  LIMIT  FOE 
FILING  OF  CLAIMS  BY  ARMED  FOICEB  PERSON- 
NEL WHEN  THE  LOSS  OCCVRS  IN  TIME  OF  WAR 
(Jl    U    S.  C.   222C,   222E) 

The  basic  provision  authorized  the  settle- 
ment Of  claims  against  the  United  States, 
uriair.R  after  December  7,  1939,  by  military 
|)orsonnel  and  civilian  employees  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  loss  of  or  damage 
to  per;,onal  property  incident  to  their  service. 
Such  claims  must  be  presented  within  1 
year  after  they  arise.  However,  If  the  Inci- 
dent Ejivlng  rise  to  the  claim  occurs  "in  time 
of  war,  or  if  war  Intervenes  within  2  years 
alter  its  occurrence,  any  claim  may,  on  good 
cause  fahown,  be  presented  within  1  year 
alter  peace  is  established."  The  1-year  pro- 
vision was  made  a  2 -year  provision  by  Public 
L.iw  439.  8'2d  Congress. 

It  was  believed  that  the  time  for  filing 
claims  should  be  extended  for  those  who 
sprve  in  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  present 
emersiency  conditions  after  the  end  of  World 
W  ir  II  Furthermore,  it  was  believed  that 
It  should  be  extended  not  only  with  respect 
t'l  chums  arii^ing  since  the  beginning  of  the 
1  i.'iO  emergency  and  Korean  hostilities  but 
al.so  with  respect  to  those  claims  which  may 
li  Ave  arisen  prior  thereto  during  World  War  II 
iiastnuch  as  there  may  exist  some  claims 
riM.sing  prior  to  the  present  emergency  and 
K  irean  hostilities  which  had  not  been  filed 
beL au.se  the  claimants  were  prisoners  of  war 
or  incapacitated  by  Illness  or  becaVise  of  the 
c   iitiiuung  exigencies  of  their  service. 

H  R  2561,  which  is  a  part  of  the  Depart- 
n.eiit  of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953, 
V.  lUld  provide  for  an  extension  of  the  time 
1  ':  filing  claims  In  the  event  of  nn  armed 
c  iiflict.  as  well  as  a  war,  and  authorizes  In 
such  cases  the  filing  of  claims  within  2  years 
aMer  the  termination  of  such  armed  con- 
(I'tt  which  would  Include  the  Korean  con- 
fl"  '  It  would  also  repeal  section  2  (b)  of 
tiie  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act 
whi(  h  purported  to  extend  the  basic  author- 
ity but  which  did  not  take  Into  account  the 
amendment  of  the  basic  authority  by  Public 
Law  439,  82u  Congress,  approved  on  the  same 
day. 


In  view  of  the  failure  of  section  2  (b)  of 
the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act  to 
take  into  account  the  amendment  to  the 
basic  authority  by  Public  Law  439.  82d  Con- 
gress, it  would  be  inappropriate  to  make  an 
extension  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Con- 
tinuation Act  applicable  to  section  2  (b) 
thereof. 

SKCnOM  2  (C).  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  LIMTT  FOR 
FILING  OF  CLAIMS  ARISING  INCIDENT  TO  THE 
NONCOMBATANT  ACTIVITIES  OF  THE  ARMED 
FORCES  IN  TIME  OF  WAR  (31  U.  S.  C.  223B, 
223D) 

The  basic  provision  authorizes  the  settle- 
ment of  claims,  not  in  excess  of  CLOOO,  for 
damage  to  or  loss  or  destruction  of  property, 
or  for  personal  injury  or  death,  caused  by 
military  personnel  or  civilian  employees  of 
the  Army  and  Air  Force  while  acting  within 
the  scope  of  their  employment,  or  other- 
wise incident  to  noncombat  activities.  Such 
claims  must  be  presented  within  1  year 
after  they  arise.  That  authority  formerly 
provided,  however,  that  if  the  incident  giving 
rise  to  the  claim  occurs  in  time  of  war,  or  if 
war  intervenes  within  1  year  after  its  occur- 
rence, such  claim  may,  on  good  cause  shown, 
be  presented  within  1  year  after  peace  is  es- 
tablished. Such  provision  was  amended  by 
the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act  to 
provide  that  claims  arising  after  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Korean  conflict  and  before  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed by  the  President  on  December  16, 
1950  may  be  presented  within  1  year  after 
the  termination  of  that  national  emergency 
or  April  I,  1953,  whichever  is  earlier.  It 
was  also  made  applicable  to  the  Navy. 

The  extension  with  respect  to  claims  aris- 
ing during  the  present  emergency  was  con- 
sidered necessary  to  cover  claims  arising  sub- 
sequent to  June  23,  1950.  Such  claims  arise 
chiefly  as  a  result  of  maneuvers  and  train- 
ing exercises  and  as  a  result  of  loss  of  or 
damage  to  registered  or  insured  mail  while 
in  the  possession  of  military  authorities.  It 
was  believed  that  with  respect  to  such  claims 
arising  out  of  World  War  II  a  period  of  1 
year  after  peace  was  established  constituted 
ample  time.  However,  an  extension  was 
needed  with  respect  to  claims  which  had 
arisen  or  would  arise  after  Korean  hostilities 
began  for  the  same  reason  an  extended  peri- 
od was  provided  for  the  flling  of  claims 
arising  during  World  War  II.  The  public 
would  be  denied  access  to  maneuver  and 
training  areas  and  owners  of  property  located 
therein  might  not  become  aware  of  their 
loss  or  damage  until  after  the  statutory  1- 
year  period  had  passed.  With  respect  to 
mail  claims,  neither  the  sender  nor  the 
addressee  might  be  aware  of  the  loss  within 
the  normal  1-year  period.  However,  those 
reasons  no  longer  apply  with  respect  to 
claims  arising  during  World  W&r  II  and 
before  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea. 

The  Department  of  Defense  intends  to 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  legUlatlve  proposal 
which  would  amend  the  basic  authority  so 
as  to  provide  a  time  limitation  with  respect 
to  the  flling  of  claims  arising  during  any 
war  or  armed  conflict,  or  within  1  year  prior 
thereto.  Until  such  proposal  Is  enacted  into 
law.  a  temporary  extension  of  the  time  limi- 
tation on  claims  arising  during  the  present 
national  emergency  should  be  provided. 


ber,  established  pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
the  Joint  resolution  entitled  "Joint  resolu- 
tion relating  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
roofs  and  skylights  over  the  Senate  and 
House  wings  of  the  Capitol,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  JiUy  17,  1945  (59  Stat. 
4"^;  Public  Law  155,  79th  Cong.)  shall  trans- 
fer all  of  its  records  and  files  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration.  Effective 
upon  the  completion  of  such  transfer,  all  of 
the  duties,  functions,  and  powers  of  such 
special  committee  are  hereby  transferred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
and  such  special  committee  Is  hereby 
abolished. 
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AMENDMENT  OP  LABOR  MANAGE- 
MENT RELATIONS  ACT,  1947,  RE- 
LATING TO  SETTLEMENT  OP  LA- 
BOR DISPUTES  RESULTING  IN  NA- 
TIONAL EMERGENCIES— AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  rVES  submitted  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill 
(S.  1075)  to  amend  title  n  of  the  Labor 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  with 
respect  to  the  settlement  of  labor  dis- 
putes resulting  in  national  emergencies, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance: 

H.  R.  3658.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad;  and 

H.  R.  3659.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1, 
1955,  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  Into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be 
exempt  from  duty. 


ABOLITION  OP  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE 
ON  RECONSTRUCTION  OF  SENATE 
ROOF  AND  SKYLIGHTS  AND  RE- 
MODELING OF  SENATE  CHAMBER, 
AND  TRANSFER  OF  RECORDS 
Mr.  TAFT  submitted  the  following  res- 
olution (S.  Res.  92),  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 

Resolved,  That,  on  or  before  the  30th  day 
after  the  date  on  which  this  resolution  Is 
agreed  to,  the  Special  Committee  on  the  Re- 
construction of  the  Senate  Roof  and  Sky- 
lights and  Remodeling  of  the  Senate  Cham- 


EXPRESSION  OP  SYMPATHY  FOR 
PEOPLE  OF  THE  NETHERLANDS 
IN  THEIR  RECENT  FLOOD  AND 
STORM  DISASTER  —  INDEFINITE 
POSTPONEMENT  OF  CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  concurrent 
resolution  <S.  Con.  Res.  9),  submitted  by 
me  on  February  10, 1953.  expressing  sym- 
pathy for  the  people  of  the  Netherlands 
in  their  recent  flood  and  storm  disaster, 
be  indefinitely  postponed,  because  Sen- 
ate Concurrent  Resolution  12  has  now 
been  adopted  by  the  Senate  and  the 
House  and  has  taken  care  of  the  problem. 
I  believe  this  request  will  help  to  clear 
the  Senate  Calendar. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows:  i 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN:  ' 

Address  on  home  rule  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  delivered  by  Senator  Noxt  on 
March  3,  1953. 
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Letter  advocartlng  a  change  In  Senate  rule 
XIX.  written  by  Howard  N.  Mantel  to  lb* 
Mew  York  Herald  Tribune. 
By  Mr.  MONRONET: 

Article  entitled  "Oeetapo  Methods."  relat- 
ing to  certain  activities  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  written  by  Senator  Surrn  of  Maine, 
and  published  In  the  Boston  Dally  Globe  of 
March  9.  1953. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 

Address  entitled  "Texas  Meets  Her  Respon- 
Blbllltles."  delivered  by  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp 
Hobby,  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  before  the  Texas  State  Society,  at 
Washington.  D.  C,  on  February  27,  1953. 

Article  relating  to  conditions  In  South 
America,  written  by  J.  S.  Brldwell,  published 
In  the  Wichita  DaUy  Times,  of  Wichita  Falls. 
Tex.,  on  March  5,  1953. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (for  Mr. 

SAI.TONSTA1X)  : 

Address  delivered  by  Hon.  John  B.  Hynes. 
mayor  of  Boston.  Mass..  at  the  graduation 
exercises  of  17th  Special  Basic  Course,  United 
States  Marine  Corps,  at  Quantlco.  Va.,  on 
February  21,  1953. 

By  Mr.  TAJT: 
Editorial  entitled  "Taft-Hartley  Needs  To 
Be  Applied.  Not  Altered,"  published  in  Bar- 
ron's National  Business  and  Financial  Weekly 
of  March  9,  1953. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
Articles   relating   to   decline    in   zinc   and 
lead  prices,  and  to  opening  of  a  new  copper 
mine  in  Peru,  published  in  the  Denver  Post. 
By  Mr.  HOEY: 
Bdltorlal  entitled  "The  Right  to  Work  Is 
Pundamental  Democracy."  published  in  the 
Burlington    (N.  C.)    Daily  Times-News. 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY: 
Editorial  relative  to  investigation  of  treat- 
ment of  American  prisoners  of  war  in  Korea, 
published  in  the  Boston  Post  of  March  11, 
1953. 

By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 
Release  by  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  dated  March  12,  1953,  relative 
to  recommendations  by  a  livestock  advisory 
group  with  respect  to  the  end  of  control 
legislation. 


MRS.   ANNA  M.   ROSENBERG 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  over  the 
years  much  has  been  spoken  and  written 
In  deserved  praise  of  Mrs.  Anna  /M. 
Rosenberg,  former  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  for  Manpower  and  Personnel. 
Her  rare  courage,  her  tremendous  abil- 
ity, her  unusual  understanding  of  hu- 
man problems,  and — withal — her  great 
compassion  for  her  fellow  men.  have 
made  Anna  Rosenberg  not  only  respected 
ana  admired  by  all  acquainted  with  her 
magnificent  record,  but  beloved  by  all 
who  know  her. 

In  this  connection,  on  January  22, 
1953,  In  Washington,  D.  C,  a  most  sig- 
nificant resolution  was  adopted  at  a 
plenary  session  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Chaplains  Board,  the  text  of  which  I  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoRO,  as  follows: 

Whereas  our  Nation  was  founded  on  the 
principle  that  man  is  endowed  by  his  Creator 
with  certain  inalienable  rights  among  which 
Is  the  freedom  to  worship  God  according  to 
the  dictates  of  Individual  conscience;  and 

Whereas  our  Nation  has  prospered  under 
God  because  observance  of  that  principle  has 
underglrded  the  structure  of  our  national 
life:  and 

Whereas  under  the  guise  of  military  exl- 
gencles  the  observance  of  that  great  principle 
of  democracy  through  shortsightedness  could 


be  disregarded  either  partially  or  completely: 
and 

Whereas  farslghted  statesmanship  and  full 
comprehension  of  the  genuine  nature  of  our 
democratic  way  of  life,  coupled  with  moral 
stature  and  personal  integrity  of  the  highest 
order,  are  necessary  for  the  perpetuation  of 
that  principle  in  the  Military  Establishment 
as  a  fundamental  tenet  of  our  way  of  life: 
and 

Whereas  the  Honorable  Anna  M.  Rosenberg, 
as  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Man- 
power and  Personnel,  at  all  times  did  demon- 
strate such  farslghted  statesmanship  and 
such  comprehension  of  the  nature  of  our 
democratic  way  of  life,  together  with  such 
moral  stature  and  personal  integrity  of  the 
highest  order,  as  proven  by  her  untiring 
efforts  to  further  the  work  of  the  military 
chaplaincies  through  the  medium  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Chaplains  Board.  Department 
of  Defense:  Be  it  now  therefore 

Resolved.  That  the  Henorable  Anna  M. 
Rosenberg  by  these  presents  be  commended 
for  her  outstanding  contribution  to  the  cause 
of  spiritual  life  In  the  Armed  Forces;  and 
be  It  now  further 

Resolved.   That    the    Honorable    Anna    M. 
Rosenberg  be  assured  of  the  abiding  grati- 
tude of   the   members   of   the  Armed   Forces 
Chaplains  Board  and  the  three  military  chap- 
laincies   for    her   steadfast   devotion    to    the 
truth  that  the  highest  aspirations  of  military 
personnel,  as  of  all   citizens  of  our  Nation. 
can  be  attained  only  through  pursuance  of 
the  cherished  principles  on  which  our  Nation 
was  founded,  preeminent  among  which  Is  the 
concept  of  the  Individual  dignity  of  man  as 
the   handiwork   of    his   omnipotent   Creator. 
Chaplain    (MaJ.    Gen  )    Charles    I.    Car- 
penter.   Chief    of    Chaplains.    United 
States    Air    Force,    chairman.     Armed 
Forces    Chaplains    Board;    Rear    Adm. 
Stanton  W.  Salisbury.  Chief  of  Chap- 
lains.   United    States    Navy:    Chaplain 
(MaJ    Gen.1   Ivan  L    Bennett.  Chief  of 
Chaplains.  United  States  Army;  Chap- 
lain (Col.)  P.  J.  Ryan.  Deputy  Chief  of 
Chaplains.  United  States  Army;  Chap- 
lain   (Col  )    Constantlne   E     Zlellnskl. 
office.    Chief   of   Air    Force    Chaplains; 
Capt.  Joshua  L.  Goldberg,  consultant. 
Armed       Forces       Chaplains       Board: 
Comdr.     Joseph    P.     Mannlon,     Office, 
Chief     of     Chaplains,     United     States 
Navy;     Comdr.     Francis     L.     McOann. 
Executive      Director,      Armed      Forces 
Chaplains  Board. 


EIGHTEENTH  NORTH  AMERICAN 
WILDLIFE  CONFERENCE 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Senate 
for  1  minute. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  may  proceed. 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.  Mr.  President,  the 
city  of  Washington  has  been  host  this 
week  to  wildlife  technicians.  State  game 
and  fish  administrators.  sp>ortsmen.  and 
leaders  of  conservation  organizations. 
The  18th  North  American  Wildlife  Con- 
ference, largest  annual  gathering  in  the 
Nation  devoted  to  the  problems  of  re- 
source conservation,  was  held  the  first 
3  days  of  the  week.  Now  in  progress  is 
the  17th  Annual  Convention  of  the  Na- 
tional Wildlife  Federation,  and  the  Sen- 
ate is  honored  today  by  the  presence  in 
the  gallery  of  the  delegates  to  this  con- 
vention, representing  the  State  Wildlife 
Federations  and  Sportsmen's  Leagues 
which  belong  to  the  national  organiza- 
tion. 

I  believe  I  express  the  sentiment  of  the 
Senate  when  I  say  we  hope  these  distin- 
guished visitors  found  the  hunting  and 


fishing  good  along  the  Potomac.  I  know 
we  have  enjoyed  visiting  with  them,  and 
many  of  us  have  been  privileged  to  attend 
some  of  their  meetings. 

This  wildlife  migration  into  Washing- 
ton is  timely  because  next  week  is  Na- 
tional Wildlife  Week.  This  annual  ob- 
servance was  started  in  1938  by  procla- 
mation of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  has  been  sponsored  annually 
by  the  Federation  and  its  State  aCBliates. 
National  Wildlife  Week  is  being  devoted 
this  year  to  finding  ways  and  means  of 
checking  the  decline  of  a  valuable  native 
grouse,  the  prairie  chicken.  The  new 
nationa'  committee  on  the  prairie  chick- 
en has  completed  its  preliminary  survey 
and  issued  its  first  report.  With  the 
permission  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  the  privilege  of  inserting  in  the 
Record  this  authoritative  and  enlighten- 
ing report. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

National   Comtrmcx  on  the  Praixix 
Chicken 

(For  purpofes  of  this  report,  all  three  liv- 
ing species  and  subspecies  of  Tympanuchus 
are  consldereH:  Tympanuchus  cupldo  amerl- 
canus  [greater  prairie  chicken];  Tympanu- 
chus cupldo  attwatterl  [Attwater's  prairie 
chicken  I;  and  Tympanuchus  pallidiclnctua 
I  lesser  prairie  chlctenl.  Lessons  are  drawn 
from  the  Eastern  Seaboard  race  or  subspecies, 
Tympanuchus  cupldo  cupldo  [the  heath  hen, 
now  extinct  I  ) 

The  bird  known  as  the  prairie  chicken  or 
pinnated  grouse  once  Inhabited  grassland 
areas  throughout  the  eastern  part  of  the 
United  States  and  extended  its  range  Into 
the  Great  Plains  as  far  west  as  New  Mexico, 
eastern  Colorado  and  eastern  Wyoming.  No 
accurate  estimate  of  Its  peak  population, 
which  occurred  perhaps  75  to  100  years  ago. 
Is  possible.  No  doubt  its  numbers  reached 
Into  the  tens  of  millions.  Today,  according 
to  State-by-State  surveys  and  estimates.  It  is 
apparent  no  more  than  400.000  of  the  birds 
remain  alive.  An  estimate  of  350.000  prob- 
ably would  be  more  accurate. 

The  decline  of  the  prairie  chicken  has 
been  especially  marked  and  alarming  during 
the  past  3  decades.  It  is  now  feared  with 
reason  that  the  entire  genus  may  follow  the 
heath  hen  Into  the  limbo  of  extinct  Ameri- 
can wildlife.  In  only  five  States — Kansas. 
Nebraska.  South  Dakota.  Wisconsin,  and 
Michigan— were  there  sufficient  birds.  In  the 
considered  Judgment  of  State  game  officials. 
to  permit  hunting  In  1952.  And  In  each  of 
those  States  the  shooting  was  strictly  hedged 
by  brief  seasons,  zoning,  and  special  protec- 
tive regulations. 

The  eastern  race  of  prairie  chickens. 
known  as  the  heath  hen,  became  extinct 
In  1931,  when  the  death  of  the  last  Individ- 
ual was  recorded  on  Martha's  Vineyard,  an 
Island  off  the  coast  of  Massachusetts.  Civili- 
zation had  destroyed  the  habitat  of  the 
heath  hen. 

The  general  causes  of  the  decline  are 
known.  No  living  species  can  survive  in  an 
unfavorable  environment.  The  prairie 
chicken  is  a  specialized  creature  requiring 
areas  of  perennial  grassland  or  sod  for  nest- 
ing and  for  rearing  its  young.  It  needs  rela- 
tively undisturbed,  tall  grass  for  winter  pro- 
tection. This  is  relatively  as  true  of  the 
lesser  chicken  as  of  the  greater,  although 
pallldlclnctus  U  a  creature  of  the  so-called 
short-grass  prairies  of  the  southwest.  Dur- 
ing the  warm  seasons  the  prairie  chicken 
feeds  to  a  large  extent  upon  Insects  which 
abound  In  grass;  In  winter  It  likes  the  green 
shoots  and  seeds  of  the  prairie  plants  or  re- 
lated farm  crops. 

Except  for  relatively  tiny  tracts  where  the 
sou  or  terrain  is  such  as  to  discourage  plow- 
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Ing  and  cultivation,  the  unbroken  grasslands 
have  disappeared  east  of  a  Une  following 
generally  the  western  borders  of  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Iowa  and  Minnesota.  As  a  result. 
what  may  be  described  as  "remnant  flocks" 
only  may  be  found  east  of  this  line,  in  an 
area  where  once  the  greatest  populations 
and  greatest  concentrations  occurred.  Thess 
remnants  vary  in  totals  from  a  few  hundred 
birds  in  Indiana  and  Iowa  to  a  few  thousand 
each  in  Michigan.  Wisconsin.  Minnesota. 
Illinois  and  Missouri.  Not  one  of  these 
sutes  Is  willing  to  estimate  Its  prairie 
chicken  population  in  excess  of  10.000. 

The  prairie  chicken  became  extinct  In  Ohio 
about  1903.  It  probably  disappeared  earlier 
from  Kentucky,  where  Audubon  wrote  of  its 
abundance,  and  from  Arkansas  about  40  years 
ago. 

The  decline  Is  Illustrated  by  the  experience 
of  Minnesota,  where  as  late  as  1925  the  State 
conservation  department  estimated  a  total 
hunter  harvest  of  416.971  pinnated  grouse. 
This  was  more  than  the  estimated  population 
of  the  entire  Nation  today.  Minnesota  hunt- 
ers took  approximately  58.000  of  the  birds 
in  1942.  Since  then  there  has  been  no  open 
season  on  prairie  chickens  In  Minnesota,  yet 
the  decline  has  continued. 

Present  Inhabited  areas  of  Michigan.  Wls- 
C'lusin.  and  Minnesota,  and  some  of  the  In- 
habited range  of  the  Dakotas.  it  should  be 
pointed  out.  probably  were  not  within  the 
original  range  of  the  pinnated  grouse.  The 
birds  moved  in  when  farming  by  early  set- 
tlers helped  create  grassland-cropland  com- 
binations favorable  to  the  species.  Since 
then  continued  agricultural  development, 
plus  reforestation  of  cleared  areas  in  Michi- 
gan. Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota,  has  proved 
detrimental  to  the  birds. 

Largest  occupied  areas,  and  the  best  pop- 
ulations, exist  today  In  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  and  the  Dakotas.  The  birds  are 
here  because  in  certain  regions  a  grassland 
agronomy  with  livestock  ranching  and  hay- 
cropping  has  been  maintained  as  the  most 
profitable  form  of  land  use,  as  In  the  notable 
case  of  the  Nebraska  sand  bills,  or  has  been 
restored,  as  In  western  Kansas  and  Oklahoma 
since  the  Dust  Bowl  years. 

In  these  States  there  exists  an  apparent 
opportunity  to  manage  the  prairie  chicken  as 
a  game  bird,  and  thereby  to  maintain  for 
present  and  future  generations  a  type  of 
upland  gunning  sport  unique  in  all  the  world. 
The  committee  stresses  this  opportunity,  and 
recommends  it  to  the  game  departments,  the 
sportsmen,  and  the  general  public  of  those 
States. 

There  remains  a  possibility,  worthy  of  cau- 
tious optimism,  that  a  limited  amount  of 
prairie  chicken  punting  may  be  maintained 
or  restored  in  Wisconsin  and  a  few  other 
States,  depending  upon  future  land-use 
trends  and  development  of  new  management 
techniques. 

An  opportunity  to  preserve  and  manage 
the  lesser  prairie  chicken  as  a  game  species 
lies  In  the  short -grass  country  of  western 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  New  Mexico. 
The  current  dry  cycle  in  the  Southwest  has 
been  injurious  to  the  species  and  caused  the 
New  Mexico  Game  and  Pish  Department  to 
cancel  open  seasons  since  1949. 

The  fate  of  the  Attwater's  chicken,  native 
to  the  lowland  prairies  of  Louisiana  and 
eastern  Texas,  Is  most  precarious  of  all. 
Extirpated  from  Louisiana  since  about  1920, 
It  clings  to  existence  in  small  tracts  of  coastal 
Texas,  constantly  threatened  by  Intensified 
agriculture.  Establishment  of  permanent 
refuge  areas  to  preserve  occupied  range  seems 
essential  If  this  subspecies  Is  not  to  go  the 
way  of  the  heath  hen. 

Investigative  work  on  the  prairie  chicken 
has  been  carried  on  to  a  greater  or  lesser 
degree  In  all  the  States  having  resident  popu- 
lations. In  most  Instances,  however,  the  re- 
search had  not  advanced  beyond  natural-his- 
tory studies,  population  survejrs,  and  perfec- 
tion of  census  techniques.  Actual  experl- 
menu  with  habitat  manipulation,  and  search 


for  land -use  combinations  favorable  both  to 
local  agriculture  and  to  the  prairie  chicken, 
have  been  generally  lacking. 

Certain  facts  already  established  form  the 
basis  for  considerable  optimism.  A  survey 
In  one  of  the  better  prairie-chicken  counties 
of  South  Dakota,  for  example,  disclosed  a 
land-use  pattern  consisting  of  60-percent 
cultivated  acreage.  40-percent  grassland.  Of 
the  latter,  less  than  one-haU  was  good 
enough  to  furnish  cover  for  the  birds.  This 
suggests  that  with  proper  dispersion  and 
management  of  a  limited  amount  of  grass- 
land, prairie  chickens  can  be  maintained  In 
many  regions  devoted  to  general  farming. 
Occupied  prairie-chicken  range  In  Illinois  and 
certain  other  States.  It  has  been  noted,  is 
not  necessarily  "native"  or  "wild"  prairie, 
but  Is  devoted  largely  to  conunerclal  crop- 
ping of  Introduced  grasses  such  as  redtop. 
This  Indicates  an  adaptability  not  always 
credited  to  the  prairie  chicken. 

The  prairie  chicken  not  only  is  a  mag- 
nificent bird,  a  prime  example  of  native  wild- 
life. It  is  an  Inseparable  part  of  American 
tradition.  Its  colorful  courtship  antics  ob 
the  booming  grounds  were  adapted  In  the 
dances  and  pageantry  of  the  American  In- 
dian. It  flushed  In  whirring  flocks  ahead 
of  the  covered  wagons  as  the  pioneers  pushed 
from  Ohio  toward  the  Rockies.  It  provided 
fctod  for  the  pioneers,  and  Its  friendly  "boom- 
ing" dispelled  the  solitude  on  the  lonely 
prairies.  It  must  not  be  permitted  to  pass 
from  the  American  scene. 

The  creation  of  this  national  committee  on 
the  prairie  chicken  was  timely.  The  com- 
mittee sees  its  function  as  twofold:  (1)  To 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  public  and  of 
responsible  officials  of  State  and  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, the  plight  of  the  species;  and  (2) 
by  general  and  specific  recommendations,  to 
point  a  course  or  program  for  conserving 
and  managing  this  valuable  wildlife  resource. 
Accordingly  we  recommend  and  urge  the  fol- 
lowing: 

aXCOMMZNOATIONS 

1.  Preservation  of  the  bird  as  a  living 
museum  species  in  those  States  where  rem- 
nant flocks  and  foreseeable  land-use  pat- 
terns offer  no  hope  for  hunting.  The  prairie 
chicken  U  a  species  of  native  wlldlUe  to  be 
treasured  In  any  State  for  scientific,  educa- 
tional, and  esthetic  purposes.  To  this  end. 
acquisition  of  suitable  refuge  areas  is  desir- 
able. Such  areas  would  serve  also  to  pre- 
serve other  wild  forms,  both  plants  and  ani- 
mals, native  to  the  original  American  grass- 
lands. Prairie-chicken  flocks  so  maintained 
would  provide  adapted  birds  in  every  State  in 
case  future  land -use  trends  should  permit 
restocking  of  wider  areas. 

2.  Restoration  and  management  as  a  game 
bird  in  States  having  a  greater  potential. 
The  committee  t)elleves  that  In  from  6  to  8 
States  the  birds  can  be  maintained  In  suffi- 
cient numbers  to  provide  contlnuotis  social 
and  economic  benefits  as  an  unusual  recre- 
ational attraction.  Careful  and  conservative 
management  is,  of  course,  essential. 

3.  More  funds  to  be  devoted  by  State  game 
departments  to  prairie-chicken  research,  and 
to  acquisition  of  lands  needed  for  adequate 
investigation  and  management  of  the  species. 

4  Legislation  to  make  available  to  the 
States  for  wUdllfe  purposes  an  unapproprl- 
ated  balance  in  the  Federal  Treasury  of  ap- 
proximately $13  »4  million  which  accrued  in 
past  years  under  the  Plttman-Robertson 
(Federal  Aid  to  WUdllfe)  Act.  The  States 
are  urged  to  use  some  of  this  money,  when 
available,  for  prairie  chicken  purposes. 

6  Better  coordination  of  research  activi- 
ties undertaken  by  the  various  States.  A 
methodical  exchange  of  Ideas,  technique, 
and  findings  among  the  research  blologtets 
engaged  In  pralrle-grouse  studies.  Including 
perlcxllc  meetings  and  field  vUlts  to  projects 
in  other  States,  Is  highly  desU^ble.  The 
united  sutes  Fish  and  WUdllfe  Service  Is 
requested  to  explore  methods  of  facilitating 
such  coordination,  and  the  National  WUd- 
llfe FtederaUon  Is  urged  to  use  Ite  own  re- 


sources and  organization  in  furtherance  of 
this  end. 

9.  Coordination  of  pinnated  grouse  and 
sharptaU  grouse  research  and  management 
in  those  Northern  and  Northwestern  States 
where  the  two  species  overlap  in  riuige.  This 
Is  recommended  for  biological  and  practical 
reasons. 

7.  Establishment  of  a  grasslands  national 
monument  for  the  pvirpose  of  restoring  and 
preserving  for  scientific  study  and  public 
education  an  example  of  the  rich  and  mag- 
nificent grassland  ecology  which  produced 
America's  most  fertUe  soils,  and  ultimately 
our  most  productive  agriculture.  This  is  not 
an  original  proposal,  but  the  committee  en- 
dorses it  and  reconunends  that  prairie* 
chicken  habitat  be  considered  in  selecting 
the  area  or  areas.  To  this  end  the  commit- 
tee urges  favorable  consideration  of  H.  R.  214 
in  the  present  Congress.  This  bill  would 
authorize  a  survey  of  natural-grassland  areas 
in  the  United  States  with  a  view  toward 
preservation  of  appropriate  samples. 

8.  Greater  recognition  of  and  attention  to 
wildlife  values  by  land-use  agencies  of  Fed- 
eral and  State  goverrm:ients.  Specifically, 
the  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
is  requested  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  to  other  Inte- 
rior agencies  the  problem  of  perpetuating 
this  vanishing  species,  the  prairie  chicken. 
Further,  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture agencies,  Including  the  Soil  Con- 
servation Service  and  Forest  Service,  are  re- 
quested to  Include  in  their  programs  and 
recommendations  such  practices  of  land 
naanagement  as  will  help  to  insure  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  prairie  chicken.  State  con- 
servation departmenta  similarly  should  seek 
the  cooperation  of  State  departments  ot 
agriculture  and  forestry  in  perpetuating  the 
prairie  chicken. 

9.  Educational  and  publicity  campaigns 
stressing  the  rarity  and  value  of  the  prairie 
chicken  and  ita  habitat  requlrementa.  Such 
educational  efforta  should  be  directed  toward 
the  farmers,  sportamen.  and  other  people  of 
the  prairie-chicken  range.  Even  in  areas  of 
considerable  grasslands,  overgrazing  of  pas- 
tures and  close  cropping  of  hay  lands  have 
depleted  the  birds — in  some  Instances  wiped 
them  out.  Such  practices  usually  are  bad 
land  use,  conducive  of  erosion.  If  prevented, 
an  increase  in  prairie  chickens  might  occur. 
Poaching — still  a  factor  of  depletion  in  some 
areas — may  be  lessened  by  local  public  senti- 
ment favoring  protection  of  remnant  fiocks. 

THE  NATIONAL  COUWOmX  ON  THE  FKAIBIK 
CHICKKN 

R.  A.  Brown.  Jr..  Tootle-Laey  Bank 
Building,  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  chairman. 

WUUam  B.  Barnes,  Federal-aid  coordina- 
tor. Indiana  Conservation  Department,  In- 
dianapolis. 

Frank  D.  Blair,  director,  fish  and  gam* 
division,  Minnesota  Conservation  Depart- 
ment, St.  Paul. 

I.  T.  Bode,  director,  Mlssovirl  Conservation 
Commission,  Jefferson  City. 

H.  R.  Dodgen.  executive  secretary,  Texas 
Game  and  Fish  Conunisslon.  Austin. 

Paul  T.  Gilbert,  executive  secretary.  Ne- 
braska Game.  Forestation.  and  Parks  Com- 
mission, Lincoln, 

Dave  Leahy,  director,  Kansas  Forestry, 
Fish,  and  Game  Commission.  Pratt. 

Levon  Lee,  director  of  game-bird  manage- 
ment. New  Mexico  Game  and  Fish  Depart- 
ment, Santa  Fe. 

H.  R.  Morgan,  commissioner.  North  Dakota 
Game  and  Fish  Department.  Bismarck. 

B.  A.  Nelson,  wUdllfe  research  coordina- 
tor. South  Dakota  Department  of  Game, 
Fish,  and  Parks.  Pierre. 

H.  D.  Ruhl,  game  division  chief,  Michigan 
Conservation  Department,  Lansing. 

OltelUy  Sandoz,  game  dlvUion  chief.  Okla- 
homa Game  and  Fish  Department,  Oklahoma 

City- 
Bruce  F.  Stiles,  director.  Iowa  Conservation 

Conunisslon,  Des  Moines. 
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Ernest  Swift,  director,  Wisconsin  Conaer- 
Tmtton  Department,  Madison. 

Ralph  E.  Yeatter,  game  specialist.  Illinois 
natural  History  Survey,  Urbana. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 
(Mr.  LsHXAN  obtained  the  floor  and 
proceeded  to  discuss  the  recent  order 
promulgated  by  the  Director  or  the 
Budget  to  the  personnel  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  when  he  was  inter- 
rupted by — ) 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  the  point. 
Mr.    HOLLAND.      Has    the    morning 
hour  been  completed? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. No;  the  morning  hour  has  not 
been  completed. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Then,  Mr.  President, 
I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  on  three 
occasions  I  inquired  whether  the  morn- 
ing hour  had  been  completed.  I  finally 
saw  no  Senator  seeking  the  floor,  and  I 
again  asked  for  recognition,  which  was 
accorded  me. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senator  from  New  York  was 
recognized  in  the  course  of  the  morning - 
hour  business,  the  order  then  before  the 
Senate  being  the  introduction  of  bills 
and  Joint  resolutions. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  question  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  very  glad  if  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment  that 
I  may  make  an  insertion  in  the  Rkcoro. 
I  am  called  away  from  the  Senate  floor. 
The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Florida,  I  think 
that  in  the  years  we  have  served  together 
In  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  never  refused  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  for  the  insertion 
of  any  matter  that  he  wished  to  place 
In  the  Record.  I  certainly  do  not  think 
a  point  of  order  was  necessary  under  the 
circumstances. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

<Mr.  HOLLAND  thereupon  requested 
and  received  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rccobo  a  certified  copy  of 
Senate  Resolution  12,  acts  of  1953,  of  the 
Lcate  of  Tennessee,  which  apE>ears  else- 
where in  today's  Record,  under  the  ap- 
propriate heading. ) 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. If  there  be  no  further  morning 
business,  the  morning  hour  is  closed,  and 
the  Senator  from  New  York  is  recog- 
nized. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.      I  thank  the  Chair. 


ORDER  ISSUED  BY  JOSEPH  M. 
DODGE.  DIRECTOR.  BUREAU  OF 
THE  BtJDGET 

(Mr.  Lehman  resumed  and  concluded 
his  speech,  which  in  its  entirety  is  as 
follows : ) 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  call  attention  again  to  the  order  issued 
last  week  to  all  the  personnel  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  by  Budget  Director 
Joseph  M.  Dodge.  Last  week  I  discussed 
this  subject  briefly  and  inserted  into  the 
Record  a  fine  editorial  on  this  matter 
from  the  Washington  Post.  Today  I 
wish  to  explore  the  problem  at  somewhat 
greater  length. 

The  order  directs  each  employee  of  the 
Bureau  to  report  to  the  personnel  officer 
any  conduct  on  the  part  of  his  fellow 
employees  which  he  feels  :s  "inimical  to 
the  effective  operation,  security,  and 
standing  of  the  whole  group."  It  goes 
even  further:  it  implies  punishment  to 
those  who  fail  to  do  so. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  the  full  text  of 
that  order  as  it  appeared  in  the  New 
York  Times  of  March  2,  1953. 

The  A(7riNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  order 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[Office  Memorandum  No.  380,  Bureau 
of  the  Budget) 

St  ATT    RlSPCNSIBILITT    FOR    PKOPKIBTT    IW 

OmciAL  Odnduct 

It  Is  the  stated  policy  of  the  President  that 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  as 
a  whole  and  the  departments  and  agencies 
thereof  so  conduct  their  business  that  they 
be  above  reproach  In  every  respect,  and  that 
any  deviations  from  such  course  be  corrected 
by  prompt  and  efTective  Executive  action. 

l^e  successful  application  of  this  policy 
requires  attention  not  only  by  agency  heads 
and  their  principal  assistants  but  also  by 
every  person  concerned  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Qovernmenfs  business. 

One  of  the  fundamental  obligations  of 
each  member  of  the  Bureau  staff  Is  to  pro- 
tect himself  and  the  rest  of  the  organization 
against  the  development  and  existence  of 
any  situation  within  the  Bureau  which  is 
in  conflict  with  law  or  regulation  or  which 
Is  Inimical  to  the  effective  operation,  secu- 
rity, and  standing  of  the  whole  group. 

Knowledge  of  anything  of  this  kind  should 
come  from  within  the  group  and  not  from 
without.  Any  investigation  of  such  a  situa- 
tion should  originate  with  the  organization 
and  should  not  be  brought  on  It  from  out- 
side sources. 

Any  member  of  the  staff  who  has  well- 
founded  Information  indicating  that  a  con- 
tinuation of  an  existing  course  of  action  Is 
Illegal,  improper,  or  detrimental  to  the  In- 
terests of  the  organization  Is  expected  and 
Instructed  to  report  this  to  Mr.  Sam  Adams, 
who  In  turn  will  be  expected  and  is  in- 
structed to  report  the  situation  to  the 
Director. 

Any  individual  may  request  and  will  be 
granted  a  confidential  interview  for  this  pur- 
pose, either  with  Mr.  Adams  or  the  Director. 
Any  information  given  in  such  an  Interview 
win  be  held  in  confidence  and  will  not  be 
used  unless  and  until  it  can  be  verified  from 
other  sources.  In  no  case  will  the  individual 
giving  the  information  be  embarrassed  by 
disclosure  of  the  source.  Whatever  is  re- 
ported will  be  used  as  a  basis  for  an  Inde- 
pendent check  on  the  facts. 

This  Is  not  an  Invitation  for  snooping  or 
goGslplng.     It  Is  a  reminder  that  an  impor- 


tant responsibility  of  each  member  of  the 
organization  la  to  protect  and  further  the 
constructive  Interests  of  the  whole  group. 

It  Is  not  assumed  that  any  such  situations 
exist;  but  If  any  should  exist  which  come 
to  light  later  on  and  It  Is  evident  that  Indi- 
viduals with  knowledge  of  It  failed  to  report 
It,  In  view  of  these  instructions,  they  will 
not  be  easily  excused. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  no  doubt,  Mr. 
President,  that  this  order  was  intended 
to  improve  the  caliber  of  service  within 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  This  is  a 
laudable  objective,  for  all  of  us  share  an 
intense  interest  in  good  government. 
But  I  deeply  believe  that  this  order  will 
have  the  opposiU;  effect;  rather  than  im- 
proving morale  and  service,  it  will  cre- 
ate in  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  an  at- 
mosphere of  mutual  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust, which  I  am  sure  every  one  of  us  in 
the  Senate  would  find  intolerable  for 
creative  and  devoted  service. 

I  believe  that  the  effect  of  this  direc- 
tive will  be  exactly  contrary  to  the  in- 
tent which  General  Eisenhower  ex- 
pressed. ju.st  prior  to  the  election,  to  Mr. 
Jerry  Kluttz,  ihe  writer  of  a  local  news- 
paper column,  about  his  Intentions  to 
improve  public   administration. 

As  President — 

Mr.  Eisenhower  said — 

It  would  be  one  of  the  first  alms  of  my  ad- 
ministration to  bring  into  Government 
executives,  and  to  initiate  policies,  and  (O 
create  an  atmosphere  which  would  make  the 
Government  service  something  to  be  en- 
vied. 

That  is  a  laudable  objective,  and  I 
was  pleased  to  see  it  so  defined.  In  view 
of  the  outcome  of  the  election  I  am  sure 
that  all  Federal  employees  are  pleased 
that  President  Eisenhower  made  that 
statement  and  welcome  it  today,  as  a 
wholesome  sentiment  to  be  reiterated  in 
the  midst  of  all  the  current  harass- 
ment of  public  employees  by  political 
sharpshooters.  This  sentiment  should 
have  signaled  the  end  of  the  national 
parlor  game  of  picking  on  bureaucrats 
and  the  beginning  of  a  climate  which 
would  allow  career  public  servants  to 
concentrate  on  their  work  instead  of 
watching  the  daily  headlines  to  see  what 
fellow  worker  had  been  the  victim  of  the 
latest  hit-and-run  attack  on  bureauc- 
racy. 

The  new  administration  has  brought 
leaders  of  business  and  industry  into  the 
Government.  Whatever  objection  we 
might  have  on  other  grounds  to  a  big 
bu.sincss  administration,  many  of  us  have 
felt  that  there  might  be  benefits  in  the 
promise  that  business  and  industrial  ex- 
perts would  recognize  the  necessity  of 
inspiring  effective  and  loyal  work  from 
their  employees  by  leadership  rather 
than  by  intimidation. 

This  hope  was  strengthened  by  one  of 
General  Eisenhower's  first  appoint- 
ments, that  of  Joseph  M.  Dodge  to  be 
Director  of  the  Budget.  As  most  of  us 
here  in  Washington  kiww,  the  Budget 
Bureau  does  far  more  than  add  and  sub- 
tract figures.  It  is  a  focal  point  for  ad- 
ministrative standards  throughout  our 
entire  Federal  Goverrunent.  And  Mr. 
Dodge  came  to  the  job  from  an  eminent 
career  in  the  industrial  organizations  of 
Detroit,  as  well  as  with  a  considerable 
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background  of  Government  experience. 
He  had  been  president  and  director  of 
the  Detroit  bank  since  1933.  and  was  a 
director  of  the  Standard  Accident  Insur- 
ance Oo..  of  C^hrysler  Corp.,  and  of  the 
Planet  Insurance  Co. 

It  was,  therefore,  with  dismay,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  read  in  last  week's 
newspapers  of  Mr.  Dodge's  order.  If  al- 
lowed to  stand.  It  means  a  medieval  prac- 
tice of  requiring  employees  to  Inform  on 
other  employees  as  a  part  of  their  dally 
performance,  under  penalty  of  disci- 
plinary action. 

I  am  grateful  that  at  least  one  news- 
paper put  it  on  the  front  page.  That  is 
exactly  where  it  belongs,  Mr.  President, 
and  I  commend  the  newspapers  which 
realized  its  significance.  It  is  far  more 
than  just  another  staff  memorandum.  I 
want  to  read  several  paragraphs  from 
it.  Here  are  the  key  parts  of  office 
memorandum  No.  380,  entitled  "Staff  re- 
.sponsibility  for  propriety  in  official  con- 
duct, issued  to  all  members  of  the  Budget 
Bureau  staff:" 

One  of  the  fundamental  obligations  of 
each  member  of  the  bureau  staff  is  to  pro- 
tect himself  and  the  rest  of  the  organiza- 
tion against  the  development  and  existence 
of  any  situation  within  the  Bureau  which 
is  In  conflict  with  law  or  regulation  or  which 
is  inimical  to  the  effective  operation,  security, 
and  standing  of  the  whole  group.   •    •    • 

Any  member  of  the  staff  who  has  well- 
founded  information  Indicating  that  a  con- 
tinuation of  an  existing  course  of  action  la 
llleRal,  improper,  or  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  organization  Is  expected  and 
Instructed  to  report  this  to  Mr.  Sam  Adams — 
the  personnel  oCBcer — who,  In  turn,  will  be 
expected  and  is  Instructed  to  report  the 
situation  to  the  director.   •    •    • 

It  is  not  assumed  that  any  such  situations 
exist,  but  if  any  should  exist  which  come  to 
liKht  later  on  and  It  is  evident  that  individ- 
uals with  knowledge  of  it  failed  to  report  it. 
in  view  of  these  instructions  they  will  not 
be  easily  excused. 

I  should  like  to  believe.  Mr.  President. 
that  the  Dodge  order  was  a  hasty,  ill- 
IhouRht  document  that  had  not  received 
careful  study.  I  am  the  more  dismayed 
to  learn,  from  the  New  York  Times  re- 
port, that  it  was  issued  only  after  it  had 
been  discussed  at  a  Cabinet  meeting,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  has  the  stamp  of  ap- 
proval of  the  President  himself. 

I  am  alarmed  that  the  Dodge  order 
may  become  the  rule  throughout  the 
Government.  If  that  happens,  we  shall 
have  a  government  by  fear,  instead  of  a 
Rovernment  by  cooperation  and  willing 
loyally. 

I  have  three  major  fears  about  the 
effects  of  this  order. 

The  first  has  to  do  with  the  effect  of 
the  order  on  the  employees  themselves. 
I  wonder  if  any  one  of  us  here  in  the 
Senate  can  envision  himself  issuing  an 
order  of  this  kind  to  his  own  office  per- 
."^onnel.  I  am  sure  that  none  of  us  would 
ever  do  so,  because  we  can  all  picture 
the  suspicion  and  distrust  with  which 
each  of  our  employees  would  begin  to 
look  at  all  the  others,  wondering  who  is 
or  might  become  the  informer  in  the 
group. 

Many  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  been  businessmen.  I  wonder  If  any 
of  them  has  ever  instituted  such  a 
personnel  policy  in  his  business.  I 
strongly  doubt  it.  -a 


Naturally,  everyone  wants  to  elicit  the 
best  possible  service  from  our  Govern- 
ment workers,  and  to  avoid  mistakes  as 
well  as  waste.  But  this  is  the  respon- 
si(}ility  of  leadership,  by  example  and  by 
inspiring  cooperative  effort.  In  any  sys- 
tem of  responsible  organization,  the 
leadership  of  that  organization  sets  the 
tone  and  should  accept  full  responsi- 
bility. 

Under  the  Dodge  order,  however.  It  is 
not  the  standards  of  the  Director,  but 
the  whims  and  fancies  of  each  individ- 
ual employee  that  become  the  guides  by 
which  j)erformance  is  measured.  For 
who  is  to  determine  what  is  inimical  to 
the  effective  operation  of  an  organiza- 
tion? The  order  is  based  on  the  assump- 
tion that  devoted  service  cannot  be  elic- 
ited or  inspired:  it  must  be  bludgeoned 
through  the  weap»on  of  fear. 

Furthermore,  the  order  invites  a  sys- 
tem of  stool  pigeons.  It  says  in  so  many 
words  that  what  is  wanted  is  more  infor- 
mation about  fellow  employees ;  that  it  is 
wanted  so  badly  that  any  member  of  the 
organization  may  bring  it  straight  to  the 
director's  office,  where  the  door  will 
swing  open. 

True,  the  memorandum  says  that  in- 
formation so  gained  will  be  verified  and 
checked  with  independent  sources,  but 
this  only  aggravates  the  danger  by  invit- 
ing the  loosest  kind  of  gossip  and 
scandal-mongering.  It  would  fill  the 
persormel  folders  of  employees  with  the 
most  reckless,  even  maUcious,  chitchat, 
and  it  would  stay  in  those  folders  until 
verified,  if  ever. 

The  entire  spirit  of  this  order  is  re- 
flected in  the  declaration  that  if  a  situ- 
ation should  come  to  light  later  on  and 
it  is  evident  that  individuals  with  knowl- 
edge of  it  failed  to  report  it,  they  will  be 
disciplined  for  that  failure.  The  memo- 
randum does  not  suggest  a  standard  for 
determining  what  constitutes  knowledge 
of  the  situation,  nor  does  it  spell  out  the 
punishment;  but  it  does  say  that  the  em- 
ployer who  does  not  tell  will  not  be  easily 
excused.  I  leave  it  to  each  Member  of 
this  body  to  interpret  that  phrase. 

The  editors  of  the  Washington  Post, 
in  an  editorial  I  placed  in  the  Record  last 
week,  stated  that  this  order  was  little 
more  than  the  loathsome  Nazi  and  Com- 
munist block  reporting  system  in  an 
agency  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. The  editorial  concluded  with  an 
excerpt  from  Judge  Hand's  great  deci- 
sion on  this  subject. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  associate  my- 
self with  the  comments  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  on  the  editorial  in  the 
Washington  Post  to  which  he  has  just 
referred  in  his  remarks.  I  think  it  is 
well  that  the  attention  of  the  American 
people  be  directed  to  the  fact  that  with 
increasing  rapidity  therq  is  sweeping 
over  America  a  psychology  of  fear  not 
only  on  the  part  of  Government  servants 
but  on  the  part  of  millions  of  our  peo- 
ple because,  as  Justice  Hand  pointed  out 
on  October  24,  of  this  year— and  I  para- 
phrase his  statement— when  neighbors 
begin  to  fear  neighbors  and  suspicion 


takes  root,  we  are  in  danger  of  losing  our 
system  of  self-government  and  entering 
the  portals  of  a  police  state. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  it  is  my  Judgment  that  if  we  do  not 
quickly  bring  to  an  end  the  psychology 
of  fear  that  is  sweeping  America  today, 
we  are  going  to  see  the  techniques  of  po- 
lice state  methods  galloping  across 
America. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  I  am  very 
glad  indeed  that  he  has  listened  to  my 
speech  in  order  to  associate  himself  with 
my  comments  and  to  express  his  abhor- 
rence of  the  situation  which  I  have  just 
described. 

I  desire  to  say,  further,  Mr.  President, 
that  I  fully  share  his  fears  of  what  is 
happening,  which  have  been  so  well  ex- 
pressed by  Judge  Learned  Hand.  I  am 
going  to  read  a  part  of  his  statement 
so  that  it  may  be  included  in  the  Record. 
We  are  getting  into  a  situation  where 
men  are  distrusting  their  neighbors, 
friends,  and  even  members  of  their  fam- 
ilies. Certainly,  Mr.  President,  when  we 
reach  a  point  where  men  and  women. 
Government  employees,  in  a  great  organ- . 
ization  employing  thousands  of  persons, 
are  not  only  permitted  but  encouraged 
and  ordered  to  spy  on  their  fellows,  the 
situation  is  extremely  dangerous  and 
critical  in  our  democracy. 

I  wish  to  read  now  an  excerpt  from 
remarks  by  Judge  Hand,  as  follows: 

I  believe  that  that  community  Is  already 
In  process  of  dissolution  where  each  man 
begins  to  eye  his  neighbor  as  a  possible 
enemy.  •  •  •  Such  fears  as  these  are  a 
solvent  which  can  eat  out  the  cement  that 
binds  the  stones  together;  they  may  In  the 
end  subject  us  to  a  despotism  as  evil  as  any 
that  we  dread;  and  they  can  be  allayed  only 
Insofar  as  we  refuse  to  proceed  on  suspicion, 
and  trust  one  another  until  we  have  tangible 
ground  for  misgiving. 

Mr.  President,  our  public  servants  are 
adults.  True,  they  sometimes  show 
weaknesses,  but  they  are  the  weaknesses 
of  adults.  Our  Government  workers 
must  be  treated  as  adults,  if  they  are  to 
serve  the  public  with  any  sense  of  dedi- 
cation. 

Our  Nation  was  founded  on  the  fun- 
damental precept  of  the  dignity  of  the 
individual.  I  believe  this  order  Is  a 
direct  affront  to  the  dignity  of  every 
employee  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  President.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
Mr.  Dodge  will  withdraw  his  ill-advised 
order.  I  hope  it  will  be  made  plain  to 
all  of  us  by  President  Eisenhowtjr  that 
this  order  is  not  a  pattern  for  the  en- 
tire <3overnment.  It  would  be  a  con- 
structive gesture  toward  restoring  to 
Federal  employees  their  confidence  that 
the  new  admimstration  wants  to  treat 
them  with  dignity.  It  would  convince 
them  that  their  feUow  employees  are 
not  under  orders  to  be  rumor  mongers. 

The  administration  can,  by  withdraw- 
ing this  order,  show  its  faith  in  the 
American  way  of  government,  in  the  re- 
sponsible way  of  government.  I  urge 
them  to  do  so. 

Mr  Dodge  and  President  Eisenhower 
have  the  opportunity  to  advance  the  art 
of  pubhc  administration  by  resolving  this 
doubt  by  positive  action.  It  is  time  to 
restore  a  confident  beUef  in  the  mmd» 
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of  an  people  that  our  country  Is  com- 
poeed  of  men  and  women  who  want  to 
do  justice,  who  want  to  be  fair,  and  who 
do  not  want  to  crucify  anyone. 


COMMITTEE  REPORT  OP  THE 
INDEPENDENT  PARTY 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  being 
Friday  afternoon,  I  rise  to  do  the  com- 
mittee work  of  the  Independent  Party. 
I  have  a  number  of  items  to  take  up  this 
afternoon,  although  before  I  make  my 
major  remarks,  which  will  be  on  the  sub- 
ject of  taxation.  I  desire  to  speak  about 
the  committee  situation  in  which  I  find 
myself,  also  I  wish  to  talk  about  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  in  relation  to  recog- 
nition of  the  rights  of  a  great  sovereign 
State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
through  its  representative. 

I  have  not  occupied  a  pleasant  role  as 
a  Senator  during  the  past  week.  Others 
might  not  follow  my  course  of  action. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  matter  of  judgment  as 
to  how  best  to  protect  the  rights  of  a  sov- 
ereign State.  But  I  wish  to  review,  very 
briefly,  some  incidents  of  the  past  week, 
because  I  propose  to  keep  the  record 
straight. 

I  shall  go  back  to  the  call  of  the 
Unanimous  Consent  Calendar.  I  will  let 
the  record  speak  for  itself  as  to  whether 
during  the  8  years  of  my  service  here.  I 
have  taken  a  conscientious  attitude  in 
regard  to  the  Unanimous  Consent  Cal- 
endar. On  more  than  one  occasion  on 
the  floor  I  have  expressed  my  apprecia- 
tion for  the  studious  work  which  the 
calendar  committee  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  has  performed  for  the  past  several 
years  in  keeping  Members  of  the  Senate 
apprised  as  to  various  problems  con- 
nected with  measures  on  the  calendar. 
and  for  the  exceedingly  courteous  treat- 
ment all  Members  of  the  Senate  have  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  calendar 
committee. 

The  Unanimous  Consent  Calendar  Is 
of  vital  importance  to  the  transaction  of 
business  in  the  Senate,  and  each  Senator 
has  a  very  definite  responsibility  and 
duty  to  perform  in  connection  with  the 
consideration  of  measures  on  the  calen- 
dar, but  we  all  know  that,  because  of  the 
great  burden  of  work  with  which  each 
Senator  is  confronted,  we  cannot  begin 
to  be  fully  familiar  at  all  times  with  the 
details  of  various  bills  which  come  before 
the  Senate.  Senators  who  preceded  us 
were  likewise  aware  of  this  problem.  So 
there  has  been  developed  a  set  of  rules 
and  practices  in  respect  to  the  Unani- 
mous Consent  Calendar.  Some  of  them 
are  aimed  at  shortcutting  the  work  of 
Senators  in  relation  to  the  calendar,  and 
I  think  they  are  very  wise  rules. 

In  accordance  with  a  long-established 
practice,  in  the  absence  of  a  real  emer- 
gency requiring  immediate  passage  of  a 
bill.  Members  of  the  Senate  are  given 
time  for  study  if  they  are  in  doubt  about 
a  particular  bill.  Sometimes  that  is  ac- 
complished by  getting  consent  to  have 
the  bill  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar 
for  consideration  later  in  the  day,  and 
the  Senators  concerned  then  go  to  the 
cloakro<nn  to  discuss  whatever  doubts  or 
dlfflculUes  may  haTe  arisen  in  respect  to 
the  bill,  to  see  If  they  cannot  iron  out. 
even  on  that  day,  any  difference  which 


might  exist  between  them.  The  more 
common  practice  Is  to  allow  the  bill  to  go 
over  until  the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 
I  think  it  is  wise  that  the  Senate  follow 
this  practice.  • 

There  is  no  question  that  under  either 
rule  VIII  or  rule  IX.  a  bill  can  be  taken 
up  on  motion.  I  have  talked  to  the 
parliamentarian  about  this,  and  I  have 
checked  some  of  the  precedents.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  long-established  prac- 
tice of  the  Senate  is  that,  as  a  matter  of 
form  and  as  a  matter  of  Senatorial  cour- 
tesy, resort  is  not  taken  to  rule  rx — to 
the  motion  route — to  force  action  on  a 
given  calendar  day,  unless  there  is  really 
great  cause  for  immediate  passage  of  a 
bill.  Even  then,  I  think  it  will  be  found, 
in  the  practice  of  the  Senate,  that  at 
least  an  attempt  is  made  to  have  the 
bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  in 
order  that  the  matter  may  be  discussed 
with  the  objecting  Senator. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Orep:on.  as 
an  individual,  is  not  important  in  this 
matter.  As  I  see  it  I.  as  a  human  being, 
do  not  count  in  any  matter  involvinc; 
policy;  and  neither,  in  my  opinion,  may 
I  say  most  respectfully,  dors  any  other 
Senator.  According  to  my  view,  we  sit  in 
the  Senate  merely  as  servants,  merely  as 
vehicles,  for  the  time  beins.  through 
which  and  by  which  the  business  of  the 
public  is  transacted. 

I  recognize  that  my  critics  will  not 
accept  the  words  I  now  .speak  as  ex- 
pressing my  own  views,  but  I  simply  say, 
Mr.  President,  that  they  do  express  my 
views. 

If  I  had  been  thinking  of  my  personal 
interests,  I  certainly  would  not  have  fol- 
lowed the  independent  course  of  action 
which  I  have  followed  for  8  years  in  the 
Senate.  For  that  period  of  time  I  have 
kept  faith  with  what  I  consider  to  be  an 
underlying  principle  of  representative 
government.  Some  may  disagree  with 
the  principle  or  with  my  interpretation 
of  the  principle,  but  it  Is  that  principle 
which  the  great  Edmund  Burke  stated 
on  November  3,  1774.  in  his  notable  pro- 
nouncement as  to  the  meaning  of  rep- 
resentative government.  I  do  not  think 
it  can  be  improved  upon.  I  should  like 
to  insert  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  at  this  point  certain  excerpts 
from  Edmund  Burke's  famous  state- 
ment concerning  the  duty  of  a  repre- 
sentative in  a  parliamentary  body.  If 
I  may  have  the  permission  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  insert  the  excerpts,  they  will  be 
supplied  later. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rsc- 
ORD,  as  follows; 

Certainly,  gentlemen,  it  ought  to  be  the 
happiness  and  glory  of  a  representative  to 
Uve  In  the  strictest  union,  the  closest  corre- 
spondence, and  the  most  unreserved  com- 
munication with  his  constituents.  Their 
wishes  ought  to  have  great  weight  with  hlra; 
their  opinions  high  respect;  their  business 
unremitted  attention.  It  is  his  duty  to  sac- 
rifice his  repose,  bis  pleasure,  his  satlsfac- 
tloDs.  to  theirs — and  above  all.  ever,  and  In 
all  cases,  to  prefer  their  Interest  to  his  own. 

But  his  unbiased  opinion,  his  mature 
Judgment,  his  enUghtened  conscience,  he 
ought  not  to  sacrifice  to  you.  to  any  man, 
or  to  any  set  of  men  living.  These  he  does 
not  derive  from  your  pleasiire — no;  nor  from 
the  l»w  and  the  constitution.     They  are  a 


trust  from  providence,  for  the  abuse  of 
which  he  Is  deeply  answerable.  Your  rep- 
resentative owes  you.  not  hl.s  industry  only, 
but  his  Judgment;  and  he  betrays,  instead 
of  serving  you.  If  he  sacrifices  it  to  your 
opinion. 

My  worthy  colleague  says  his  will  ought 
to  be  subservient  to  yours.  If  that  be  all, 
the  thinj^  is  innocent.  If  government  were 
a  matter  of  will  upon  any  side,  yours,  with- 
out question,  ought  to  be  superior.  But 
government  and  legislation  are  matters  of 
reason  and  Judgment  and  not  of  inclina- 
tion: and  what  sort  of  reason  is  that  In 
which  the  determination  precedes  the  dis- 
cussion. In  which  one  set  of  men  deliberate 
and  another  decide,  and  where  those  who 
form  the  conclusion  are  perhaps  300  miles 
distant  from  those  who  hear  the  argument? 

To  deliver  an  opinion  is  the  right  of  all 
men;  that  of  constituents  Is  a  weighty  and 
respectable  opinion,  which  a  representative 
ought  always  to  rejoice  to  hear,  and  which 
he  ought  always  mast  seriously  to  consider. 
But  nuthnrltativc  Instructions,  mandates 
Issued,  which  a  member  Is  bound  blindly 
and  Implicitly  to  obey,  to  vote,  and  to  argue 
for,  ihoush  contrary  to  the  clearest  convic- 
tion of  his  Judgment  and  conscience;  these 
are  thinss  utterly  unknown  to  the  laws  of 
this  Imid.  and  which  arise  from  a  funda- 
mental mistake  of  the  whole  order  and  tenor 
of  our  Constitution. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  my  colleagues  will 
see — at  lea.st  those  who  may  deign  to 
read  the  record  of  this  speech — Burke 
made  it  very  clear  in  that  great  pro- 
nouncement of  November  3.  1774,  that 
a  representative  in  an  elected  parliamen- 
tary body  such  as  this  owes  a  hi«h  duty 
to  keep  faith  with  a  gift  from  providence, 
namely,  his  conscience:  that  the  primary 
obligation  as  a  representative  which  he 
owes  is  to  follow  the  principles  dictated 
to  him  by  his  conscience,  giving  at  the 
same  time  proper  weight  to  the  views 
of  his  constituents.  But  when  satisfied 
that  the  facts  in  relation  to  any  given 
issue  dictate,  through  his  conscience, 
that  he  should  stand  up  against  a  pub- 
lic opinion,  then  he  owes  a  duty  to  the 
providence  that  gave  him  his  conscience 
to  stand  by  the  facts. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  In  following 
that  principle  of  representation  and  ap- 
plying it  to  individual  issues  as  they 
arise  one  will  make  many  mistakes  of 
judgment,  and  men  of  good  faith  will 
differ  both  as  to  what  the  facts  are  and 
as  to  what  course  of  action  should  be 
followed  in  relation  to  the  facts,  even 
when  they  agree  on  the  facts.  I  recog- 
nize that.  I  never  have  expected  or  de- 
manded or  required  that  others  accept 
my  judgment;  but  I  have  taken  the  posi- 
tion that  if  we  are  to  protect  and  pre- 
serve representative  govermnent  we 
must  maintain  a  procedure  which  per- 
mits of  the  exercise  of  an  honest  inde- 
pendence of  judgment  and  which,  in  the 
case  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
for  example,  affords  a  duly  elected  rep- 
resentative of  the  people  of  a  sovereign 
State  the  time  and  the  opportunity  to 
make  the  study  which  he  may  need  to 
determine  what  the  facts  are  and  the 
judgment  he  thinks  he  should  render.  If 
we  deny  him  that  procedure  we  not  only 
punish  that  individual  Senator,  but  we 
deny  to  the  people  of  the  sovereign  State 
he  in  part  represents  the  rights  to  which 
I  think  they  are  clearly  entitled. 

So  in  speaking  on  the  question  of  Sen- 
ate procedure  today  I  speak,  according 
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to  the  1950  census,  for  1.521,341  fine  peo- 
ple who,  as  of  the  date  of  that  census, 
constituted  the  population  of  the  great 
State  of  Oregon. 

It  was  on  January  13  that  I  made  my 
argument  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate — 
and  I  stand  by  every  word  I  said  in  it — 
that  in  accordance  with  the  true  mean- 
ing of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  as  an  elected  representative  of 
the  people  of  the  State  of  Oregon  I  was 
entitled  to  the  protection  of  my  seniority 
iichts  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  unless 
this  body  wanted  to  discriminate  against 
the  people  of  Oregon.  That  is  still  my 
view. 

When  the  last  call  of  the  calendar  was 
made,  under  a  procedure  which,  at  least 
for  the  duration  of  the  call,  was  a  unani- 
mous-consent procedure,  the  action 
taken  against  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
by  denying  to  him  the  time  needed  to 
study  the  bill  which  he  wanted  to  go 
into  was  not  action  against  the  junior 
.<=;rnator  from  Oregon,  but  action  against 
more  than  1 '  2  mill  on  people  in  a  great 
sovereign  State  of  this  land.  In  my  judg- 
ment, in  effect  they  were  denied  their 
representative  right.s,  because  they  were 
entitled  to  the  time  required  for  their 
representative,  no  matter  what  anyone 
in  the  Senate  might  think  about  him 
personally,  to  study  a  bin  which  greatly 
perplexed  him  when  the  bill  was  reached 
on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

It  perplexed  him  particularly  because 
be  was  a  member  oi  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Senate  at  the  time 
Navy  officials  gave  to  the  Senate  com- 
mittee information  which  was  subse- 
quently reported  to  be  unreliable  and 
mistaken  information,  a  circumstance 
which  made  necessary  the  introduction 
of  a  bill  on  the  subject  matter.  That 
particular  bill  was  reached  on  the  call 
of  the  calendar  last  Monday. 

1  was  very  much  interested  in  learning 
how  It  could  be  that  the  Navy  would 
give  us  such  Information.  I  wanted  to 
go  into  the  subject,  because  my  first  im- 
pression was  that  we  could  not  solve  the 
problem  completely  by  passing  a  form  of 
remedial  legislation  correcting  a  mistake 
which  apparently  the  committee  had 
made  previously  or  the  basis  of  unreli- 
able evidence  and  information  given  to 
it  by  the  Navy. 

In  my  opinion,  that  Is  a  very  serious 
thing.  I  feel  that  if  the  United  States 
Navy  officials  are  giving  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committe<;  unreliable  informa- 
tion It  is  perfectly  proper,  when  there 
comes  before  the  Senate  a  bill  which 
purports  to  remedy  the  error,  to  a^k  some 
questions  about  it.  as  I  did.  and  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  of  it,  as  I  did. 

I  mean  no  disre;;pect  to  anyone.  Af- 
ter I  listened  to  the  explanation  I  still 
did  not  understand  the  bill.  I  wanted 
time  to  study  it.  I  was  very  careful  to 
make  certain  about  the  importance  of 
the  time  element  in  the  consideration 
of  the  bill.  The  Rkcoro  speaks  for  it- 
self. The  demotion  of  certain  naval 
officers  in  the  lower  ranks  would  not 
take  effect  until  April  1.  As  I  said  on 
that  occasion: 

This  la  March  8.  We  will  have  at  least 
one  call  of  the  calendar  and  perhaps  more 
before  that  time.  I  should  like  to  study  the 
bill. 


Then  I  was  told  that  an  arrangement 
had  been  made  with  the  majority  lead- 
er to  the  effect  that  if  the  bill  was 
objected  to  on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 
It  would  be  brought  up  by  motion  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  calendar.  Of  course,  I 
was  hurt,  as  I  had  a  right  to  be.  At 
least  I  think  it  was  understandable  that 
one  should  be  hurt,  because  that  just 
had  not  been  the  practice  in  the  Senate. 
It  may  be  that  on  my  part  there  is  un- 
due sensitivity  involved  in  this  matter: 
but  I  wonder,  Mr.  President,  if  any  one 
of  a  large  number  of  other  Senators  had 
made  the  same  request,  whether  the 
same  ultimatum  would  have  been  given 
to  him,  which  in  effect  was,  "If  you  do 
not  give  consent,  the  bill  will  be  brought 
up  by  motion." 

Mr.  President,  perhaps  I  am  unfair 
about  my  suspicion;  but  I  happen  to  be 
of  the  opinion  that  if  any  one  of  most 
of  the  other  Senators  had  made  the  re- 
quest which  the  representative  from  the 
sovereign    State    of    Oregon    made    on 
March  9.  for  time  to  study  the  bill,  the 
request  would  have  been  granted.    Peel- 
ing  that   way  about  it,  I  would  have 
failed  in  my  responsibility  to  the  people 
of  the  sovereign  State  of  Oregon  if  I  did 
not  make  clear,  as  I  have  tried  to  make 
clear  in  the  past  few  days  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  that  I  shall  fight,  under 
the  rules  a'nd  within  the  rules,  to  obtain 
for  the  people  of  the  sovereign  State  of 
Oregon  what  I  consider  to  be  their  proce- 
dural rights  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
I  shall  do  it  impersonally,  and  it  will 
not  be  pleasant.   These  are  not  our  rules ; 
they  belong  to  the  people.    This  it  not 
our  Senate;  it  is  the  Senate  of  the  people 
of  the  United  SUtes.    When  the  people 
send  a  Senator  to  the  Senate  as  their 
elected    representative,    whether    other 
Senators  may  like  him  personally  or  not 
is  immaterial;  he  is  entitled  to  all  the 
rights  and  prerogatives  and  courtesies 
which  are  due   to  any  other  Senator. 
When  he  does  not  receive  them  it  is  not 
the  Senator  who  is  injured,  but  the  peo- 
ple of  a  sovereign  State. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  tell  you  that  so 
long  as  there  is  an  ounce  of  energy  left 
in  my  body  and  breath  in  my  lungs,  I 
shall  fight  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Oregon,  to  which  they  are  en- 
titled through  me  as  their  representa- 
tive in  this  body,  for  so  long  as  they  deign 
to  leave  me  in  this  body.    To  my  politi- 
cal opposition  in  the  State  of  Oregon  let 
me  say  that  that  will  be  a  long  time,  God 
willing    If  my  political  opposition  thinks 
it  will  destroy  me  politically  by  denying 
to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Oregon  the 
rights  prerogatives,  and  courtesies  which 
they  are  entitled  to  receive  through  me 
as  their  Senator  in  the  Senate,  then  that 
opposition  will  have  to  learn  in  1956  how 
mistaken  they  were  in  thinking  that  such 
a  tactic  is  the  way  to  eliminate  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  from  the  poUUcal 
scene  in  America. 

I  know  my  Stete,  Mr.  President.  I 
know  the  people  of  my  State.  I  know 
their  devotion  to  the  rules  of  the  play- 
ground, to  the  principle  of  fair  play,  and 
to  the  rule  of  treating  every  one  on  a 
basis  of  equality  even  though  a  certain 
individual  may  not  be  liked  ^^  sc^Quar- 
ters.  I  know  the  reaction  the  People  of 
my  State,  not  <mly  over  the  period  of  the 


past  few  months,  but  over  the  period  of 
the  past  few  days.  I  say  jjiost  respect- 
fully to  the  Senate  this  afternoon  that 
thousands  of  people  in  the  State  of  Ore- 
gon resent  what  they  consider  to  be  the 
discriminatory  treatment  which  their 
Senator  has  received  since  the  convening 
of  this  Congress. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  this  afternoon 
once  again  the  provisions  of  rule  XXIV, 
which  read  as  follows: 

In  the  appointment  of  the  standing  com- 
mittees, the  Senate,  unless  otherwise  ordered, 
shall  proceed  by  ballot  to  appoint  severally 
the  chairman  of  each  committee,  and  then, 
by  one  ballot,  the  other  members  necessary 
to  complete  the  same.  A  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  votes  given  shall  be  neces- 
sary to  the  choice  of  a  chairman  of  a  stand- 
ing committee,  but  a  plurality  of  votes  shall 
elect  the  other  members  thereof.  All  other 
committees  shall  be  appointed  by  ballot, 
unless  otherwise  ordered,  and  a  plurality  of 
votes  shall  appoint. 

Mr.  President.  I  make  a  point  of  that 
rule  this  afternoon  with  regard  to  the 
subject  under  discussion  because  I  have 
promised  certain  individuals  and  polit- 
ical forces  in  my  State  that  I  would 
make  it  this  afternoon. 

I  wish  briefly  to  review  for  the  Record 
the  parliamentary  situation  in  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  finds 
himself.  On  January  13.  as  the  Record 
will  show,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon asked  to  have  rule  XXIV  applied. 
He  had  previously  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  made  very  clear  that  he  would 
ask  for  his  committee  rights  entirely  on 
the  basis  of  rule  XXIV.  He  had  made 
very  clear  that  he  wanted  to  be  assigned 
to  committees  by  the  Senate,  not  by  a 
p>olitical  caucus. 

No  good  purpose  can  be  served  by  re- 
viewing in  any  detail  the  debate  of 
January  13.  the  debate  of  January  29, 
and  the  debate  of  a  week  ago  today.  So 
far  as  my  statements  of  my  position  on 
those  occasions  are  concerned  I  incor- 
porate them  here  by  reference,  and  I 
stand  by  every  argument  and  statement 
I  have  made  during  this  whole  long  fight. 
That  is  a  matter  of  record. 

I  wish  to  proceed  this  afternoon  with 
a  discussion  of  the  question:  What  next? 
When  on  January  13  it  was  decided 
In  the  first  vote,  which  was  on  the  ques- 
tion of  assignments  to  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee,  that  I  should  be  kicked 
off  that  committee — and  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  that  was  also  the  will  of 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  my  service  on 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc  Wel- 
fare—I then  sent  to  the  desk,  as  the 
Recosd  will  show,  a  resolution,  which 
was  referred  to  committee,  as  it  properly 
should  have  been  if  the  Senate  did  not 
want  to  consider  it  immediately;  and 
the  Senate  did  not  have  to  consider  it 
immediately,    tmder     the     rule.    That 
resolution  provides  that  the  membership 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  and 
the  membership  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  PubUc  Welfare,  on  which  I 
have  held  8  years  of  seniority,  be  en- 
larged by  one  Republican  member,  and 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon. 
as  a  member  of  the  Independent  Party, 
but  on  the  basis  of  his  seniority  rights. 
be  aUowed  to  retain  his  position  on  those 
two  committees. 
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I  had  hoped  that  we  could  have  Im- 
mediate coDsideratimi  of  that  resolution, 
because  I  believed  that  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  was  fully  familiar  with  the 
problem.  All  Members  of  the  Senate 
knew,  as  individuals,  whether  they  fa- 
vored or  did  not  favor  that  procedure. 

As  the  Rkcoro  will  show,  the  majority 
leader  made  very  clear  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal.  It  was.  in 
fact,  blocked  by  the  minority  side  of  the 
Senate.  That  is  simply  a  matter  of 
record. 

Then  the  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, for,  under  the  rules,  that  had  to 
be  done  if  any  Senator  objected  to  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution; 
and  at  that  time  objection  to  immediate 
consideration  was  made  by  the  minority 
leader. 

Mr.  President,  a  considerable  number 
of  my  coUea^es  were  appreciative  of 
the  fact  that  a  principle  was  involved  in 
the  entire  matter;  and.  as  so  many  of 
them  have  told  me  since,  they  were 
greatly  disturbed  by  the  course  of  action 
the  Senate  had  taken,  in  which  many 
of  them  had  participated  as  willing  sup- 
porters of  the  proposal  to  deny  to  me, 
under  rule  XXTV.  election  to  thos9  two 
committees. 

The  Record  will  also  show  that  when 
my  resolution  went  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,   an  inquiry 
was  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that 
afternoon  as  to  how  soon  action  could  be 
expected  by  that  committee;  and  the 
majority  leader  responded  by  saying,  in 
effect,  that  it  probably  would  take  some 
time.    How  right  he  was.    I  think  about 
8  weeks  have  passed  since  then.    I  sug- 
gested that  no  final  action  be  taken  on 
January  13  with  regard  to  my  committee 
assignments,   until   the   Committee   on 
Rules  and  Administration  at  least  had 
had  an  opportunity  to  consider  my  reso- 
lution, which  called  for  the  adding  of  1 
Republican  Member  to  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  and  the  adding  of  1  Re- 
publican Member  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  for  the 
retention  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon— in  keeping  with  his  seniority 
rights  of  8  years — on  those  2  committees. 
I  thought  it  would  place  me  in  an  un- 
favorable  parliamentary  position  to  have 
the  Senate  proceed  that  afternoon  with 
what  I  described  as  a  garbage-can-dis- 
posal principle  for  the  assignment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  to  committees,  be- 
cause, as  the  Rbcobd  will  show,  the  ma- 
jority leader  pointed  out  that  after  the 
Senate  finished  making  the  committee 
assignments  in  keeping  with  the  mimeo- 
graphed   political    party    caucus    hsts, 
which  were  used  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  afternoon,  the  only  two  va- 
cancies left  were,  one  on  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Coliunbia  and  one  on 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Perhaps,  Mr.  President,  I  was  naive, 
but  on  the  afternoon  of  January  13  i 
simply  refused  to  believe  that  after  my 
colleagues  In  the  Senate  came  to  study 
the  precedents  and  the  history  of  this 
body,  they  would  wish  to  stand  by  the 
action  they  took  that  afternoon,  because 
I  had  studied  the  precedents.  Time  per- 
mitting, Mr.  President,  I  always  try  to 
do  my  book  work  in  connection  with  my 
job  in  the  Senate,  because  I  believe  that  ^ 


Is  what  the  people  of  my  State  sent  me 
here  to  do.  I  checked  with  the  Library 
of  Congress  research  staff;  the  able  staff 
In  my  office  worked  with  me;  and  I 
checked  with  the  Parliamentarian. 

As  I  told  the  Senate,  Mr.  President,  It 
Is  necessary  to  go  back  to  1871  to  find 
any  precedent  for  the  action  taken  by 
the  Senate  on  the  afternoon  of  January 
13,  1953.  As  I  have  previously  stated, 
in  1871  the  Republicans  kicked  off  of  his 
committees  the  distinguished  Senator 
Sumner,  of  Massachusetts,  doing  so  be- 
cause he  was  as  op[>osed  to  Grant  as  I 
have  made  very  clear  I  am  to  Eisen- 
hower. But  it  is  an  interesting  com- 
mentary that  the  only  precedent  which 
could  be  (lug  up  was  one  at  the  begin- 
ning of  another  military  administration 
In  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
I  refused  to  believe — showing  how  naive 
one  really  can  be — that  my  colleagues 
in  the  Senate  would  wish  to  follow  that 
singular  precedent. 

Mr.  President,  you  have  heard  me  refer 
to  the  substance  of  the  conversation  Bur- 
ton K.  Wheeler  had  with  me,  in  which 
he  said  to  me.  "Why,  Wayne,  I  ran  for 
the  Vice  Presidency  of  the  United  States 
in  •  1924,  against  the  candidate  of  my 
party.  I  ran  with  old  Bob  La  Pollette 
on  the  Progressive  ticket  in  1924,  and  no 
discipline  was  meted  out  to  me." 

Apparently.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Senate  reconvened  in  1925  it  did  not  for- 
get about  the  rights  of  the  people  of 
a  sovereign  State.  It  would  appear  that 
when  Senator  Ladd,  Senator  Cummins, 
Senator  Norris,  and  other  insurgents  in 
the  history  of  the  Senate  followed  a 
course  of  action  that  was  not  pleasing 
to  the  members  of  their  party — in  the 
case  of  Senator  Norris,  going  completely 
independent,  as  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon has  done — the  Senate  in  those  days 
did  not  overlook  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  a  sovereign  State  to  full  protection, 
through  their  representatives  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  or  deny  the 
prerogatives,  privileges,  rights,  and  cour- 
tesies due  the  people  of  such  State. 

It  is  not  pleasing  to  say  this,  but, 
Mr.  President,  so  long  as  I  am  convinced, 
as  I  am,  and  so  long  as  thousands  of  peo- 
ple in  my  State  are  convinced,  as  they 
are,  that  the  treatment  which  has  l)een 
meted  out  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  in  connection  with  his  committee 
rights  denies  to  the  people  of  my  State 
equal  representation  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  under  the  Constitution,  I 
Intend  to  continue,  no  matter  how  un- 
pleasant it  may  make  me  appear  to  be  in 
the  eyes  of  some,  to  battle  for  those 
rights.  So  I  point  out,  Mr.  President, 
that  under  rule  XXIV  I  am  entitled  to 
committee  rights. 

I  appreciate  the  courtesy  and  coopera- 
tion of  the  majority  leader,  on  January 
13,  in  accepting  my  suggestion  that  no 
final  action  be  taken  then,  until  the  Rules 
Committee  could  study  my  resolution.  I 
think  it  was  the  fair  and  decent  thing  for 
him  to  do  on  January  13;  and  he  did  it. 
But  8  weeks  have  passed.  Mr.  President. 
No  report  has  come  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  from  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  no  proposal  has 
been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for 
the  assignment  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  to  committees  under  rule 
2ZIV.  although  not  only  ample  time,  but 


more  than  ample  time,  has  elapsed  be- 
tween January  13  and  this  date  for  action 
on  this  matter. 

So,  once  again,  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, in  behalf  of  more  than  iMi  miUion 
people  of  a  sovereign  State,  I  ask  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  to  give  them 
the  equal  representation  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  to  which  they  are  en- 
titled under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  ask  for  an  early  con- 
sideration of  this  matter,  so  that  the  Sen- 
ate as  a  body  may  decide  whether,  upon 
reflection,  it  wants  to  stand  by  the  prece- 
dent of  1871,  or  whether  in  keeping  with 
the  clear  spirit  and  intent  of  rule  XXIV, 
and  in  keeping  with  the  rights  to  which 
the  people  of  Oregon  are  entitled, 
through  their  Senator,  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  it  intends  to  assign 
him  to  the  committees  to  which  he  is 
entitled  to  be  assigned  under  rule  XXTV. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  in  its  wis- 
dom, rightly  or  wrongly,  wants  to  follow 
a  garbage-can-disposal  principle  in  as- 
signing the  Senator  from  Oregon  to 
committees,  the  ttaie  has  come  to  find 
it  out.  But  in  no  event,  Mr.  President, 
has  the  Senate  any  right  to  deny  to  the 
people  of  my  State  the  committee  repre- 
sentation to  which  they  are  entitled.  So 
I  have  this  afternoon,  as  pleasantly  as  I 
know  how — and  I  think  the  Record  will 
show  very  fairly,  and  I  know  very  sin- 
cerely— presented  the  case,  not  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  but  the  case 
of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  the 
inhabitants  of  a  sovereign  State,  for 
equal  representation  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  under  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate, including  equal  representation  on 
committees. 

I  certainly  would  be  honest  with  nei- 
ther the  Senate  nor  with  the  puMic.  Mr. 
President,  did  I  not  say  that  I  think  no 
logical  argument  has  been  advanced  to 
date — and  I  am  waiting  for  one — which 
justifies  the  adoption  of  the  precedent 
of  1871,  in  view  of  the  many  precedents 
to  the  contrary  since  1871.  and  it  may 
be  said  that  no  one  has  been  able  to 
find  any  precedent  prior  to  1871. 

Oh,  I  am  familiar  with  what  Is  said  off 
the  floor.  I  am  satisfied  that  great 
weight  has  been  given  by  some  to  this 
kind  of  talk:  "We  have  got  to  show  that 
guy ;  we  have  not  only  got  to  teach  him. 
but  we  have  got  to  think  of  the  future; 
we  have  got  to  serve  notice  on  other 
insurgents  in  the  future  that  they  can- 
not follow  the  course  of  action  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  followed  in  the  late 
campaign  and  not  get  kicked  off  com- 
mittees." Well,  they  can  go  to  bed  with 
that  kind  of  conscience  if  they  want  to, 
Mr.  President,  but  I  sleep  well  with  mine, 
because  not  a  step  have  I  taken  since 
my  resignation  from  the  Republican 
Party  that  I  would  retrace  if  I  had  an 
opportunity  to  retrace  it. 

I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  this  matter 
on  any  such  irrelevant  and  immaterial 
premise  as  that  involved  in  the  question 
whether  the  rules  of  the  Senate  should 
be  used  to  discipline  an  individual  Sen- 
ator merely  because  his  colleagues  in 
the  Senate,  and  also  politicians  outside 
the  Senate,  do  not  like  his  political 
course  of  action.  I  am  going  to  continue 
to  discuss  it  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
principle  I  laid  down  on  January  13. 
which  was  brushed  aside  because,  in  my 
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judgment,  no  one  could  meet  It  on  its 
logic,  that  if  the  Senate  follows  the 
course  of  action  It  has  followed  In  re- 
spect to  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, it  denies  equal  representation  to 
the  State  of  Oregon  under  the  proce- 
dures of  the  Senatt!  and  in  defiance  of 
the  intent  of  the  Constitution. 

No,  Mr.  President  after  the  treatment 
I  received  in  connection  with  the  call  of 
the  calendar,  about  which  I  have  al- 
ready spoken,  I  went  back  to  my  office 
and  thought  of  the;  symbolism  of  that 
treatment,  and  again  I  said  to  myself, 
"Well,  what  happens  to  you  is  not  im- 
portant, but  you  cannot  sit  there  and 
let  that  treatment  l)e  meted  out  and  do 
nothing  about  it.  and  truly  represent  the 
people  of  your  State  or  properly  protect 
their  rights  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate." 
I  had  a  little  talk  with  the  Parliamen- 
tarian, Mr.  President,  and  ascertained 
what  was  brought  out  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  Senate,  which  I  already  knew, 
that  a  technical  application  of  the  rules 
had  been  made,  and  that  all  the  tradi- 
tions and  the  practices  of  the  Senate  for 
many  years  were  against  a  denial  to  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  through 
their  Senator,  of  the  time  he  requested 
to  study  a  bill  on  the  calendar,  particu- 
larly when,  as  I  said,  and  as  admitted 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  there 
was  no  emergency  in  connection  with  the 
bill  prior  to  April  1. 

What  should  a  Senator  do,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, when  confronted  with  that  sort  of 
treatment?  There  are  various  courses 
of  action  he  could  take.  I  suppose  one 
could  go  "hat  in  hand,"  but  I  cannot  im- 
agine any  colleague  of  mine  in  the  Sen- 
ate expecting  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  go  anywhere  with  "hat  in 
hand." 

So.  after  deliberation.  I  said  to  myself, 
"Well,  they  will  probably  continue  to  do  it 
to  you.   You  have  got  to  be  willing  to  take 
it.  and  you  have  certainly  got  to  fight  to 
protect  the  rights  of  a  million  and  a  half 
persons  of  a  sovereign  State  to  equal 
representation,  through  you,  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States."     I  am  per- 
fectly honest  about  it.    I  was  brought 
up.  Mr.  President,  in  the  kind  of  religious 
environment  in  which  public  confessions 
of  motivations  are  never  embarrassing. 
So.  Mr.  President.  I  publicly  confess  to- 
day that,  deliberating  on  the  matter,  I 
said.  "You  have  got  to  do  something  that 
will  bring  them  up  short.    You  must  do 
something  that  will  dramatize  the  situa- 
tion  in  which   they  have  placed  you. 
You  are  going  to  have  to  do  something 
that  will,  at  least,  cause  them  to  stop  a 
few  seconds  to  contemplate  what  they 
are  doing  to  the  traditions  of  the  Sen- 
ate." 

I  tried.  Mr.  President,  to  be  very  fair 
about  it  On  the  day  the  unanimous- 
consent  calendar  was  called,  as  the  Rec- 
ord will  show,  I  advised  the  majority 
leader  that  it  was  rather  early  in  the 
session,  and  that  if  his  objective  was 
that  of  saving  time  by  forcing  through 
this  bill  over  my  objection,  when  all  I 
asked  for  was  adequate  time  to  study  it, 
he  might  discover  that  it  was  not  a  time- 
saving  procedure.  May  I  say.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  will  never  long  consume  the 
time  of  the  Senate  by  a  parliamentary 
tactic  beyond  the  point  of  getting  across 


the  point  which  I  am  seeking  to  make 
clear. 

So,  Mr.  President,  that  is  why.  on 
Wednesday,  I  objected  to  waiving  the 
reading  of  the  Journal.  I  thought  the 
Senate's  attention  should  be  Invited  to 
the  fact  that  if  we  start  applying  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  technically  to  1 
Member,  he  is  placed  in  a  position  where 
he  can  apply  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
technically  to  95  Senators.  If  we  get 
Into  that  kind  of  a  parliamentary  situa- 
tion, Mr.  President,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  the  odds  are  in  favor  of  the  one 
and  not  the  ninety-five. 

I  made  the  objection  because  I  knew 
It  would  get  my  point  across,  and  it  did; 
and  thus,  today,  wl  en  the  Journal  was 
again  read,  I  made  it  very  clear,  and  I 
now  restate,  that  it  is  not  my  intention 
continuously  to  deny  unanimous  consent 
to  waiving  the  reading  of  the  Journal. 
I  would  not  do  it.  for  many  reasons.  Mr. 
President,  having  made  my  point.  I 
would  not  do  it  because  continually  do- 
ing it,  I  think,  would  be  an  unfair  tactic. 
I  believe  it  has  not  been  unfair  to  do 
It  on  those  two  occasions  in  order  to 
reeducate  my  colleagues  as  to  the  exist- 
ence of  the  rule  and  as  to  what  might 
happen  if  Members  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  decided  they  would  apply 
the  rules  as  strictly  as  the  rules  permit 
their  application  in  order  to  steamroller 
over  a  colleague. 

I  do  not  fight  vindictively.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, and  a  continuous  objection  to  dis- 
pensing with  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
would  t)e  proceeding  vindidtively. 

I  have  made  my  point.  I  want  to  make 
it  very  clear,  however,  that  there  are 
many  other  rules  in  the  rule  book,  and 
it  may  be  necessary  to  teach  other  les- 
sons in  respect  to  those  rules  as  I  have 
in  connection  with  rule  III.  I  hope  not; 
but,  as  a  lawyer  who  knows  something 
about  disputes,  and  as  one  who  has  been 
in  the  position  of  mediator,  conciliator, 
and  arbitrator  in  many  difficult  disputes, 
I  have  a  little  advice  to  give  my  col- 
leagues, if  they  want  any  from  me  this 
afternoon,  namely,  that  they  should  re- 
lax and  recognize  that  no  good  purpose 
will  be  served  in  carrying  on  a  vendetta 
against  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  If 
they  want  to  assure  my  reelection,  let 
them  go  ahead,  but  there  are  things  more 
Important  than  the  reelection  of  anyone 
to  the  Senate.  The  orderly,  cooperative 
transaction  of  the  business  of  the  Senate 
is  one  of  them. 

Neither  are  they  going  to  freeze  me 
out  financially,  because  I  can  raise  the 
money  necessary  for  my  essential  sta- 
tionery. I  am  sure  there  are  persons 
in  my  State  who  will  be  interested  in 
knowing  that  it  has  been  reported  to  me 
that  some  of  my  colleagues  have  said 
about  me,  "Well,  he  does  not  have  much 
money,  anyway,  and  if  we  do  not  assign 
him  to  committees,  then,  when  he  has 
used  up  the  stationery  he  now  has  in 
his  office,  he  wiU  have  to  buy  stationery, 
because  stationery  is  not  supplied  to  non- 
committee  members." 

I  am  almost  broke ;  in  fact.  I  borrowed 
some  money  this  morning  with  which  to 
pay  my  income  tax;  but  I  am  not  so 
broke  that  I  cannot  get  the  approxi- 
mately $350  which  it  will  take,  so  I  am 
told,  to  restock  my  office  with  station- 


ery— and  I  have  a  couple  of  weeks*  supply 
left,  too. 

No,  I  may  say  to  my  colleagues  that 
they  are  not  going  to  change  the  course 
of  action  of  the  junior  Senator  from. 
Oregon  by  any  materialistic  pressures  or 
any  other  kind  either. 

The  Senate,  under  rule  XXIV,  has  the 
duty  of  assigning  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon to  two  committees,  and  it  has  had  8 
weeks  in  which  to  consider  the  question. 
In  behalf  of  more  than  a  million  and  a 
half  people  of  a  sovereign  State,  I  point 
out  to  the  Senate  that  it  ought  to  get  on 
with  its  business  of  applying  rule  XXTV. 
If  the  Senate  will  relax,  I  do  not  think 
they  will  vote  to  follow  the  precedent  of 
1871.  Surely,  8  weeks  has  been  long 
enough  for  relaxation. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  this  very  pleas- 
ant, but  serious,  vein,  I  conclude  this 
item  of  my  committee  work  for  the  after- 
noon. I  am  not  in  the  least  bit  dis- 
turbed by  the  empty  seats,  because  I 
know  whereof  I  speak  when  I  say  there 
is  much  greater  interest  across  the  coun- 
try in  the  position  taken  by  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Independent  Party  In 
the  Senate  on  such  principles  as  those 
I  have  discussed  this  afternoon  than 
there  apparently  is  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Time  will  be  both  the 
proof  and  the  judge  of  this  observation. 

PAYMENTS     LN     CASH     FOR     ACCRTTED     LEAVE 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  on  which 
I  desire  to  comment,  very  briefly,  is  the 
very  able  statement  made  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Kansas  I  Mr.  Carl- 
son] this  afternoon,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  concern  about  disclosures  of 
recent  days  concerning  the  collection  of 
Government  funds  for  accrued  annual 
leave  by  top  Government  officials,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas, cannot  be  justified,  and  which  rep- 
resents some  sort  of  sharp  practice. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  merits  of  that 
controversy  are,  but  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  that  I  certainly 
join  with  him  in  his  suggestion,  if  I  heard 
him  aright,  that  an  immediate  investiga- 
tion of  the  situation  should  be  conducted 
by  an  appropriate  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate.   I  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  on  that  ques- 
tion.   I  wish  I  could  get  a  few  Senators 
to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  me 
in  order  that  early  hearings  may  be  held 
on  a  bill  I  introduced— and  I  ha\'e  intro- 
duced   similar   bills    for    several    years 
past — calling  for  public  disclosure,  at  the 
beginning  of  each  year,  of  the  sources 
and  amounts  of  income  of  all  Members 
of  Congress  and  of  all  public  officials  who 
receive  pay  of  $10,000  or  more.    I  think 
it  is  a  bill  that  is  very  much  in  con- 
formity with  public  policy,  because  it 
specifically  applies  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee  and 
the  chairman  of  the  Republican  Na- 
tional Committee.    I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  I  Mr.  CarlsonI  will  be  as 
much  interested  in  an  investigation  of 
the  financial  operations  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Republican  National  Committee 
In  the  State  of  Kansas  as  he  is  in  the 
financial  operations  of  some  Democrats. 
As  spokesman  for  the  Independent  Party, 
I  am  interested  in  the  financial  opera- 
tions of  all  parties. 

Perhaps  there  is  a  mess  in  Washing- 
ton, but  I  judge  from  newspaper  stories 
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that  there  Is  a  mess  In  Kansas  also.  At 
least,  it  is  going  to  be  interesting  to  see 
the  explanation,  under  oath,  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Republican  National 
Committee  concerning  his  real-estate 
operations,  if  that  is  the  appropriate 
term  for  them. 

Fauiumow  fo«  witmebsxs  nc  ntQtnuxs 

Mr.  President,  the  next  committee 
matter  I  desire  to  take  up.  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as  of 
now,  is  an  article  published  in  this 
morning's  New  York  Times,  because  I 
wish  to  express  my  enthusiastic  and  sin- 
cere commendation  of  Representative 
Kknnkth  B.  Kxating.  of  New  York,  for 
the  position  he  has  taken  as  chairman  of 
the  House  Judiciary  Subcommittee  to 
Investigate  the  Department  of  Justice, 
as  set  forth  in  the  article. 

Representative  KxATntc,  as  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee,  has  announced — 
as  he  has  the  power  to  do.  and  I  con- 
gratulate him  for  exercising  it — that  cer- 
tain procedural  safeguards  will  be  guar- 
anteed to  witnesses  who  appear  before 
the  subcommittee. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  en- 
tire article  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 

RXCORO. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recori), 
as  follows: 
KzATUfG  Sets  Up  PKOTccncir  ros  Witmbssbs 

IM    iNQTTnUXS 

Wabhiwutun,  March  12. — Rules  eetabllsh- 
Ing  procedures  by  which  witnesses  whose 
reputations  have  been  attacked  at  public 
hearings  may  present  evidence  and  question 
witnesses  In  their  own  defense  were  an- 
nounced today  by  Representative  Kknnxth 
B.  KxATiifG,  Republican,  of  upstate  New  York, 
chairman  of  the  House  Judiciary  Subcom- 
mittee To  Investigate  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

Representative  Kxatimo  said  that  the  rules, 
a  departure  from  prevailing  practice  by  many 
congressional  committees,  would  Impose  re- 
atralnts  on  the  badgering  of  witnesses. 
He  expressed  the  hope  that  they  would  be 
adopted  by  other  committees  charged  with 
Investigative  responsibility  and  become 
basic  rules  of  procedure  for  all  investiga- 
tions conducted  by  committees  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  procedures  followed  by  many  com- 
mittees of  lx>th  the  House  and  the  Senate 
have  been  sharply  criticized  as  unfair  to 
witnesses  powerless  to  defend  themselves. 

COUET  OXSAPFKOVAI,  CrRD 

Representative  Keating,  in  announcing 
the  new  rules,  cited  disapproval  of  present 
procedures  expressed  by  the  courts  in  ac- 
quitting defendants  in  contempt  prosecu- 
tions. He  appraised  the  new  rules  of  his 
subcommittee  as  a  move  to  protect  the  in- 
vestigative process  from  falling  Into  dis- 
repute. 

Thirteen  rules  were  promulgated  by  Mr. 
Kxatimo.  They  will  serve,  he  said,  "not  only 
to  govern  the  activities  of  the  committee 
but  also  to  appraise  all  persons  who  come 
before  us  of  their  rights."  Many  of  the 
rules  formalize  practices  already  In  use. 

The  rule  drafted  to  protect  the  rights  of 
witnesses,  which  Is  the  heart  of  the  code, 
Is  No.  10  of  the  list.     It  reads: 

"Any  person  who  is  Identified  by  name  In 
m  public  session  before  the  subcommittee 
and  who  has  reasonable  grounds  to  believe 
that  testimony  or  other  evidence  given  In 
such  session,  or  comment  made  by  any  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee  or  Its  counsel,  tends 
to  affect  his  rvputatloa  adversely  shall  be 
afforded  the  foUowlng  prlvUeges: 


"(A)  To  fUe  with  the  subcommittee  a 
sworn  statement,  of  reasonable  length,  con- 
cerning such  testimony,  evidence,  or  com- 
ment, which  shall  be  made  a  part  of  the 
record  of  such  hearing. 

"(B)  To  appear  personally  before  the  sub- 
committee and  testify  In  his  own  behalf, 
unless  the  subcommittee  by  a  majority  vote 
shall  determine  otherwise. 

"(C)  Unless  the  subcommittee  by  a  ma- 
jority vote  shall  determine  otherwise,  to 
>have  the  subcommittee  secure  the  appear- 
ance of  witnesses  whose  testimony  adversely 
affected  him  and  to  submit  to  the  subcom- 
mittee written  questions  to  be  propounded 
by  the  subcommittee  or  its  counsel  to  such 
witnesses. 

"Such  questions  must  be  proper  in  form 
and  material  and  relevant  to  the  matters 
alleged  to  have  adversely  affected  the  person 
claiming  this  privilege.  The  subcommittee 
reserves  the  right  to  determine  the  length 
of  such  questioning. 

"(D)  To  have  the  subcommittee  call  a 
reasonable  number  of  wttnessess  in  his  be- 
half, if  the  subcommittee  by  a  majority 
vote  determines  that  the  ends  of  Justice 
require  such  action." 

COUNSEL    RIGHT   AmXMCD 

Another  rule  provides  that  any  witness, 
at  a  public  hearing  or  in  executive  session, 
unless  a  majority  of  the  subcommittee  votes 
otherwise,  shall  have  the  right  to  be  ac- 
companied by  counsel,  who  shall  l>e  per- 
mitted to  advise  the  witness  of  his  rights 
while  on  the  witness  stand. 

The  other  rules  mostly  Indicate  proce- 
dures already  followed  by  the  subcommittee 
and  most  other  investigatory  committees  of 
Congress. 

The  subcommittee  tried  out  the  new  pro- 
cedure last  week  when  it  permitted  Victor 
Herwitz.  assistant  corporation  counsel  of 
New  York.  to>  submit  questions  to  be  pro- 
pounded to  witnesses  testifying  at  an  In- 
quiry into  alleged  police  brutality  in  clvU- 
lights  cases  in  New  York. 

Although  not  all  the  members  of  the  group 
regarded  the  results  of  that  test  as  perfect, 
they  voted  unanimously  to  make  It  stand- 
ard procedure  hereafter. 

Other  members  of  the  subcommittee  are 
Representatives  Edgak  A.  Jonas,  of  Illinois, 
and  Patrick  J.  Killings,  of  California,  Re- 
publicans, and  Btron  C.  Rogers,  Democrat, 
of  Colorado. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  sound  as 
I  regard  the  action  of  Representative 
KxATiNc  in  what  he  is  doing  as  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee — and  I  believe  his 
position  is  absolutely  correct — neverthe- 
less, in  my  opinion,  a  duty  and  an  obli- 
gation rest  upon  Congress  to  enact  legis- 
lation necessary  to  guarantee  such  pro- 
cedure as  a  matter  of  law,  not  as  a  mat- 
ter of  discretion  by  the  chairman  of  a 
committee.  We  may  not  always  have  a 
Keating  as  the  chairman  of  a  commit- 
tee. So  I  refresh  the  recollection  of  the 
Senate  this  afternoon  with  respect  to  the 
Kefauver  and  the  Morse  bills,  which  seek 
to  provide  a  uniform  code  of  procedure 
governing  congressional  investigations; 
a  code  which  would  protect  the  proce- 
dural rights  of  all  witnesses  appearing 
before  an  investigating  committee,  as  a 
matter  of  right  and  law,  and  not  tis  a 
matter  of  discretion  or  individual  com- 
mittee procedure. 

Mr.  President,  with  all  the  alarm  and 
confusion  which  exist  in  this  country 
today  and  all  the  emotion  connected 
with  the  situation  in  respect  to  investi- 
gations by  congressional  committees,  we 
have  a  great  opportunity,  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  to  enact  legis- 


lation which,  as  a  matter  of  law,  will 
guarantee  procedural  protections  to  wit- 
nesses before  committees.  What  is  hap- 
pening is  that  many  people  and  organi- 
zations are  becoming  confused  over  the 
question  of  power  versus  practice  and 
over  the  question  of  principle  versus 
practice. 

The  other  night  I  spoke  in  Chicago  at 
a  banquet  of  university  and  college  pres- 
idents and  college  administrators.  Al- 
though there  was  no  unanimity  among 
them,  during  the  day,  in  conversing  with 
some  of  them.  I  had  found  great  alarm 
over  newspaper  stories  concerning  the 
investigation  of  colleges  by  congressional 
committees.  As  my  speech  will  show,  I 
asked.  "What  are  you  so  alarmed  about? 
I  think  you  ought  to  welcome  it.  It  is 
one  of  the  risks  of  living  in  a  democracy." 

I  do  not  share  the  notion  that  colleges 
should  be  exempt  from  appropriate  in- 
vestigations by  congressional  commit- 
tees. Certainly,  as  I  have  indicated 
heretofore  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I 
will  not  be  a  party  to  scuttling  or  jeop- 
ardizing the  power  of  a  congressional 
committee  to  investigate  a  matter  which 
it  thinks  needs  to  l>e  investigated  in  or- 
der to  supply  the  aids  it  seeks  on  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  any  legisla- 
tion ought  to  t>e  enacted.  So  I  said  to 
the  college  presidents.  "I  think  those  of 
you  who  are  taking  the  position  that 
there  should  not  be  any  investigation  are 
making  a  serious  mistake.  I  think  you 
have  a  great  opportunity  for  education 
in  regard  to  such  investigations.  You 
might  even  succeed  in  educating  some 
politicians  in  regard  to  certain  basic 
procedural  rights." 

I  said.  "As  I  see  it.  your  position 
should  not  be  that  of  opposing  investi- 
gations, because  if  subversive  activities 
are  going  on  in  the  colleges,  we  ought  to 
find  it  out  and  bring  them  to  light,  be- 
cause the  security  of  this  Nation  is  of 
first  importance.  ■ 

I  urged  them  to  hold  fast  to  two  prin- 
ciples which  ought  to  run  concurrently 
in  connection  with  investigations  by 
congressional  committees,  namely,  the 
principle  involving  the  power  to  investi- 
gate, which  I  do  not  care  to  have 
shackled,  and  the  principle  of  guaran- 
teeing a  fair  procedure  in  keeping  with 
the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  Bill  of  Rights. 
I  have  spoken  at  length  on  that  subject 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  connection 
with  both  the  Kefauver  and  the  Morse 
bills  for  a  uniform  code  of  procedure 
governing  congressional  investigations. 
I  make  only  passing  comment  upon  it  to- 
day. I  am  very  happy  to  make  these  fa- 
vorable comments  with  respect  to  the 
stand  on  procedure  before  this  commit- 
tee which  Representative  Keating,  of 
New  York,  has  taken,  as  reported  in  the 
New  York  Times  of  this  morning. 

FOREIGN    AID    IN    DEFENSE    OF    WESTERN    XX7ROPI 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  of  com- 
mittee business  which  I  wish  to  discuss 
is  another  story  in  this  morning's  New 
York  Times,  written  by  Thomas  J.  Ham- 
ilton, under  the  heading  "United  States 
Drops  Threat  of  Foreign-Aid  Cut." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  en- 
tire article  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

as  follows: 

United  States  Drops  Threat  of  Foreign- Ato 

Cut — Administration  Tells  U.   N.  Chiefs 

It  Plans  Same  Level.  Even  if  ExmoPEAM 

ARMt  Fails 

(By  Thomas  J.  Hamilton) 

Untted  Nations,  N.  Y.,  March  12. — The 
Elsenhower  administration  has  Informed  dip- 
lomats attending  the  United  Nations  Gen- 
erul  Assorably  session  that  It  will  ask  Con- 
press  to  continue  foreign  military  and  eco- 
nomic assistance  at  the  same  level  during  the 
1954  fl-cal  year,  Ijeglnning  July  1.  as  during 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

Former  President  Truman,  In  his  budget 
metsane  last  January,  before  the  inaugura- 
tion ol  President  Elsenhower,  estimated  Cur- 
rent expenditures  for  this  purpose  at  $5,775.- 
1 00  000  and  asked  Congress  to  appropriate 
|7  559.000.000  for  1954  fiscal  year. 

Foreign  representatives  have  learned  from 
conferences  with  administration  officials, 
here  and  In  Washington,  that  the  admlnls- 
uailons  target  for  the  fiscal  year  will  be  In 
the  neighborhood  of  $5,775,000,000. 

These  sources  recognize  that  the  appropri- 
ation of  this  amount  Is  dependent  upon  the 
willingness  of  Congress  to  follow  the  admin- 
istration's recommendations.  However, 
they  reported  that  there  had  l>een  no  talk 
of  reducing  the  recommendations  if  West- 
ern Germany,  France,  and  the  other  states 
that  have  signed  an  agreement  for  the  estab- 
lishment ol  a  European  army  refused  to 
ratify  it. 

The  absence  of  any  talk  of  reprisals  was 
welcomed  by  the  dtplomau  because  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  John  Foster  IXilles,  in  a  tele- 
vised speech  shortly  after  the  Inauguration 
served  notice  that  'if  It  appeared  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  getting  effective  Euro- 
pean unity,  and  If  In  particular  France,  Oer- 
nrejiy,  and  England  should  go  their  separate 
ways,  then  certainly  It  would  be  neces- 
sary to  give  a  little  rethinking  to  America's 
own  foreign  policy  in  relation  to  Western 
Europe.'" 

The  administration's  recommendations 
about  individual  appropriations  under  the 
mutual  security  program  and  similar  planai 
were  not  yet  available,  but  one  Western 
European  diplomat  said  he  expected  that  the 
total  for  his  country  would  be  about  the 
same  as  before. 

Extensive  conferences  with  Washington 
officials  have  also  reassured  leading  foreign 
delegates  here  that  the  administration  is 
going  to  stand  by  Its  pledge  that  whatever 
military  action  It  now  takes  In  Korea  will 
not  run  the  risk  of  producing  a  full-scale 
war  with  either  Communist  China  or  the 
Soviet  Union. 

KOREA   STUDY   UNDER   WAT 

Some  of  them  had  felt  misgivings  over 
President  Eisenhower's  order  allowing  the 
Chinese  Nationalists  to  conduct  military 
operations  against  the  mainland  from  For- 
mosa and  the  fact  that  the  United  Ctates 
wa."!  considering  a  "blockade  of  Communist 
China.  However,  the  need  for  a  blockade 
hus  been  diminished  by  Britain's  recent  de- 
rision not  to  permit  British  ships  to  trans- 
port gix)ds  forbidden  under  the  United  Na- 
tK)ns    strategic    embargo. 

According  to  persons  conversant  with  the 
administrations  plans,  the  military  action  it 
is  considering  In  Korea  would  not  have  in- 
ternational complications  but  would  prob- 
ably result  In  heavy  casualties.  Whether 
the  plan  will  be  adopted  depends  upon  a 
high-level  appraisal  of  the  situation  that  is 
now  under  way  In  Washington.  For  ob- 
vious reasons  the  details  cannot  be  pub- 
lished. 

Despite  its  decision  not  to  threaten  re- 
prisals, the  administration  still  attaches  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  establishment  of 


a  European  army,  and  It  is  understood  that 
Mr.  Dulles  will  urge  early  action  at  the 
meeting  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Or- 
ganization Council  In  Paris,  now  scheduled 
for  April  23. 

According  to  diplomats  here,  the  Council 
will  have  to  recognize  the  fact  that  a  num- 
ber of  the  members  of  the  North  Atlantic 
pact  have  not  attained  the  goals  fixed  last 
spring.  The  Intention  now  is  to  concentrate 
on  materiel  and  a  better-planned  alloca- 
tion of  forces  that  should  produce  greater 
strength.  At  a'l  events,  the  Increased  em- 
phasis on  equipment  wUl  make  It  cost  more. 

ALTERNATIVE    PLAN    PREPARED 

The  Elsenhower  administration,  it  was 
learned,  will  not  give  up  hope  of  a  European 
army,  with  the  12  German  divisions  that 
It  considers  essential,  while  there  is  any 
chance  that  West  Germany  and  France  may 
agree  upon  the  modifications  recently  pro- 
posed by  France'to  the  European  army  agree- 
ment. 

However,  It  is  already  preparing  an  alterna- 
tive defense  plan  If  the  European  army 
should  be  shelved.  Called  the  peripheral 
plan,  this  would  recognize  the  virtual  Im- 
]X>sslblllty  of  holding  any  considerable  part 
of  West  Germany,  Belgium,  the  Netherlands, 
and  France  without  German  troops,  and 
would  place  corresponding  emphasis  up>on 
Spain  and  holding  the  line  of  the  Pyrenees. 
Before  the  conclusion  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  and  the  rearmament  of  Western 
Europe,  most  western  military  strategists  as- 
sumed that  peripheral  defense  would  be  the 
only  possibility  in  the  event  of  a  Soviet 
attack.  However,  the  NATO  defense  plan 
has  t>een  based  on  the  bslief  that,  although 
they  would  be  outnumbered,  NATO  forces 
would  be  able  to  save  a  considerable  part  of 
Western  Europe  from  Soviet  occupation. 

Some  diplomats  familiar  with  the  Wash- 
ington discussions  fear  that  the  peripheral 
plan  would  have  an  unfortunate  effect  in  the 
countries  that  could  be  defended  and  be- 
lieve that  the  best  solution,  which  they 
grant  would  be  a  radical  one,  would  be  to 
admit  West  Germany  to  NATO  on  virtually 
the   same   basis    as  other  members. 

They  recognize  that  French  fears  of  West 
German  rearmament  would  be  Increased  still 
more  by  the  failure  to  integrate  the  Germans 
into  a  European  army;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  conclusion  of  a  contractual  agreement 
between  West  Germany  and  the  Western 
Powers  makes  it  impossible  to  impose  limi- 
tations on  German  forces  unless  they  are 
also  Imposed  on  other  Western  European 
countries. 

TTiey  believe  that  these  difficulties  could 
be  surmounted  by  imposing  ceilings  on  the 
armed  forces  of  other  members  of  NATO  as 
well.  In  addition,  the  United  States  and 
Britain  would  have  to  give  definite  commit- 
ments regarding  the  size  of  the  forces  that 
they  would  maintain  in  Western  Europe,  and 
how  long  they  would  keep  them  there.  These 
sources  concede  that  French  and  Italian  dis- 
trust of  West  Germany  is  so  intense  that, 
even  with  these  safeguards,  they  would 
probably  oppose  the  admission  of  West  Ger- 
many to  NATO,  but  they  believe  that  this 
Is  the  preferable  solution  If  the  European 
army  should  fail. 

It  is  understood  that  President  Elsenhower 
and  other  members  of  the  administration, 
despite  these  arguments,  are  still  leaning  to 
the  peripheral  plan.  But  with  this  excep- 
tion, diplomats  here  are  coming  more  and 
more  to  the  belief  that,  insofar  as  Western 
Europe  and  Korea  are  concerned,  the  admin- 
istration intends  to  follow  a  policy  along  the 
lines  set  by  the  Truman  administration. 

Most  of  the  discussions  reported  here  took 
place  before  the  death  of  Stalin  and  the 
succession  of  Georgl  M.  Malenkov.  which  Is 
viewed  as  having  created  new  dangers,  and 
new  opportunities,  for  the  Western  World. 
One  statesman  who  had  a  long  conversa- 
tion wltli  President  Elsenhower  said  that  the 


grasp  that  the  President  showed  of  United 
States  foreign  policy  was  perhaps  the  most 
heartening  Impression  that  he  brought  back 
from  Washington. 

This  source  said  the  President  was  taking 
a  direct  interest  In  the  formulation  of  United 
States  policy,  particularly  regarding  Western 
ETurope,  and  was  showing  the  same  common- 
sense  approach  that  he  did  while  he  com- 
manded NATO  forces.  Most  Western  Euro- 
pean statesmen  developed  a  warm  admiration 
lor  General  Eisenhower  then,  and  those  here 
are  glad  to  find  that,  although  his  respon- 
BlbiUty  and  authority  are  so  much  greater, 
he  is  still  the  same  man. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  invite 
particular  attention  to  the  last  part  of 
the  article,  particularly  in  relation  to  the 
comments  it  makes  in  the  light  of  the 
position  taken  in  the  Long-Morse  report 
in  respect  to  policies  connected  with 
overseas  bases.  At  the  end  of  his  article 
Mr.  Hamilton  says: 

The  Eisenhower  administration.  It  was 
learned,  will  not  give  up  hope  of  a  European 
army,  with  the  12  German  divisions  that 
It  considers  essential,  while  there  is  any 
chance  that  West  Germany  and  France  may 
agree  upon  the  modifications  recently  pro- 
posed by  France  to  the  European  army  agree- 
ment. 

However,  It  Is  already  preparing,  an  alter- 
native defense  plan  if  the  European  army 
should  be  shelved.  Called  the  peripheral 
plan,  this  would  recognize  the  virtual  im- 
possibility of  holding  any  considerable  part 
of  West  Germany,  Belgium,  the  Netherlands, 
and  Prance  without  German  troops,  and 
would  place  corresp>ondlng  emphasis  upon 
Spain  and  holding  the  line  of  the  Pyrenees. 

Before  the  conclusion  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  and  the  rearmament  of  Western 
Europe,  most  western  military  strategists 
assumed  that  peripheral  defense  would  be 
the  only  possibility  in  the  event  of  a  Soviet 
attack.  However,  the  NATO  defense  plan  has 
been  based  on  the  belief  that,  although  they 
would  be  outnumbered,  NATO  forces  would 
be  able  to  save  a  considerable  part  of  Western 
Europe  from  Soviet  occupation. 

Some  diplomats  familiar  with  the  Wash- 
ington discussions  fear  that  the  peripheral 
plan  would  have  an  unfortunate  effect  in  the 
countries  that  could  be  defended  and  believe 
that  the  best  solution,  which  they  grant 
would  be  a  radical  one,  would  be  to  admit 
West  Germany  to  NATO  on  virtually  the  same 
basis  as  other  members. 

They  recognize  that  French  fears  of  West 
German  rearmament  would  be  Increased  still 
more  by  the  failure  to  Integrate  the  Germans 
into  a  European  army;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  conclusion  of  a  contractual  agreement 
between  West  Germany  and  the  Western 
Powers  makes  it  impossible  to  impose  limi- 
tations on  German  forces  unless  they  are  also 
imposed  on  other  Western  Etiropean  coun- 
tries. 

They  believe  that  these  difficulties  could  be 
surmounted  by  imposing  ceUings  on  the 
armed  forces  of  other  members  of  NATO  as 
well.  In  addition,  the  United  States  and 
Britain  would  have  to  give  definite  commit- 
ments regarding  the  size  of  the  forces  that 
they  would  maintain  in  Western  Europe, 
and  how  long  they  would  keep  them  there. 
These  sources  concede  that  French  and  Ital- 
ian distrust  of  West  Germany  Is  so  intense 
that,  even  with  these  safeguards,  they  would 
probably  oppose  the  admission  of  West  Ger- 
many to  NATO,  but  they  believe  that  this  Is 
the  preferable  solution  If  the  Etiropean  army 
should  fall. 

It  Is  understood  that  President  Elsenhower 
and  other  members  of  the  administration, 
despite  these  arguments,  are  stUl  leaning  to 
the  peripheral  plan.  But  with  this  excep- 
tion, diplomats  here  are  coming  more  and 
more  to  the  belief  that.  Inaofar  as  Western 
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Europe  and  Korea  are  concerned,  the  admin- 
istration Intends  to  follow  a  policy  along  the 
lines  set  by  the  Truman  adminlBtratlon. 

Most  of  the  discussions  reported  here  took 
place  before  the  death  of  Stalin  and  the  suc- 
cession of  Oeorgl  M.  Malenkov.  which  is 
viewed  as  having  created  new  dangers,  and 
new  opportunities,  for  the  Western  World. 

One  statesman  who  had  a  long  conversa- 
tion with  President  Elsenhower  said  that  the 
grasp  that  the  President  showed  of  United 
States  foreign  policy  was  perhaps  the  most 
heartening  Impression  that  he  brought  back 
from  Washington. 

This  source  said  the  President  was  taking 
a  direct  Interest  In  the  formulation  of  United 
States  policy,  particularly  regarding  Western 
Europe,  and  was  showing  the  same  common- 
sense  approach  that  he  did  while  he  com- 
manded NATO  forces.  Most  Western  Euro- 
pean statesmen  developed  a  warm  admira- 
tion for  General  Elsenhower  then,  and  those 
here  are  glad  to  find  that,  although  his  re- 
sponsibility and  authority  are  so  much 
greater,  he  Is  still  the  same  man. 

Mr.  President,  in  conducting  the  Long- 
Morse  investigation — and  this  is  about 
all  I  can  say  in  regard  to  this  particular 
program,  but  it  has  already  been  men- 
tioned in  the  press — we  had  a  good  many 
briefings  on  the  so-called  peripheral 
plan.  I  wish  to  urge  again,  in  view  of 
the  New  York  Times  article,  what  we 
urged  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  also  in  the  Long -Morse  re- 
port, namely,  that  we  must  have  more 
cooperation  ifrom  our  allies  In  imple- 
menting the  peripheral  plan.  I  believe 
a  great  deal  of  the  fear — I  was  about  to 
say  dissension,  but  I  think  it  is  more  fear 
and  anxiety  than  dissension,  in  the  sense 
of  there  being  disagreements — a  great 
deal  of  the  fear  and  anxiety  that  are  de- 
veloping in  the  areas  where  some  of  the 
major  bases  are  located  are  brought 
about  by  the  fact  that  we  are  going  it 
alone  too  much,  and  that  we  are  not  get- 
ting enough  help  from  our  allies  in  tenns 
of  manpower  participation. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  the  time  or 
place  to  dwell  in  any  detail  on  why  we 
are  not  getting  the  proper  cooperation. 
We  must  assume  our  fair  share  of  the 
responsibility  for  the  lack  of  it.  How- 
ever. I  should  like  to  express  once  again, 
as  I  have  heretofore,  that  a  greater  num- 
ber of  their  men  must  be  made  available 
to  maintain  and  operate  the  bases.  Cer- 
tainly we  must  bear  oiu*  fair  share  of  the 
burden.  Across  north  Africa,  for  exam- 
ple— I  will  not  mention  other  sites,  but 
all  of  us  know  that  there  are  bases  in 
north  Africa — and  elsewhere  I  want  to 
see  more  of  the  airbases  manned  by  our 
allies,  keeping  our  so-called  m'^ther 
bases  intact. 

INDECISION     IN     ADMINISTHATrVT     CIKCLES 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  of  com- 
mittee business  which  I  wish  to  bring  up 
is  in  the  form  of  an  article  published  in 
the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  March  6.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Rkcord,  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks,  an  article  entitled  "Wash- 
ington Wire — A  Special  Weekly  Report 
Prom  the  Wall  Street  Journal's  Capital 
Bureau."  It  expresses  some  concern,  on 
tl)9'9Mrt  of  the  writer  of  the  article,  at 
iMMt.  as  to  the  direction  which  the  ad- 
ministration is  taking  in  regard  to  cer- 
tain matters. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 
Washington  Wik« — A  Spbcial  Wekklt  Re- 

po«T   PaoM    THE   Wall   STuacr   JooaNAL'a 

Capitai,  Bubeau 

Washington.  D.  C— Responsibility  "blues- 
assail  the  fledgling  administration. 

Ikemen  first  ducked  barking  standby 
price-wage  control  power,  now  apparently 
favor  it;  they  stall  on  taxes,  hedge  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  whether  to  have 
a  1-  or  3-man  Economic  Council,  "buck-pass" 
Taft-Hartley  changes  to  an  advisory  com- 
mittee. "They  thought  they  were  going  to 
chop  the  budget  in  stride,"  says  one  GOP 
Senate  bigwig;  "now  they're  appallc  d  at  what 
they're  up  against." 

The  promise  to  give  the  States  offshore  oil 
didn't  cover  some  legal  niceties,  they  dis- 
cover. Now  McKay  cant  decide  whether  the 
States  should  be  allowed  to  tax  output  in  the 
Federal  areas  beyond  their  borders;  Brownell 
suggests  maybe  the  States  shouldn't  get  title 
even  to  the  waters  right  off  their  coast*  but 
only  rights  to  the  underwater  resources. 

True.  Ike  wants  Congress  to  take  some 
initiative.  But  lawmrakers  grumble  at  his 
indecision.  Says  one  Republican:  "He's  find- 
ing government  lots  more  complex  than  it 
looked  fiom  the  rear-end  of  a  train." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  an- 
nounced before.  I  shall  try  on  each  Fri- 
day afternoon,  when  I  complete  my  dis- 
cussion of  so-called  committee  matters, 
to  present  my  view  on  some  particular 
topic  or  issue  which  I  think  is  of  concern 
to  the  country  and  ought  to  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  people. 

Today  I  shall  discuss  some  of  my  views 
on  the  tax  problem.  Next  Friday  I  shall 
give  the  next  in  the  series  of  speeches 
on  natural  resources,  which  I  announced 
earlier  I  am  dedicating  to  George  Norris. 
and  which  speeches  I  am  pleased  to  re- 
port, without  any  solicitation  on  my  part, 
will  be  subsequently  published  in  book- 
let form  by  people  who  are  very  much 
interested  in  and  concerned  over  conser- 
vation policies. 

THE  IMPACT  or  TAXES  ON  THE  AMERICAN   KTON- 
OMT    TOD.\T 

Mr.  President,  3  days  ago.  on  March 
10,  the  national  debt  was  $267 '2  billion. 
To  be  precipe,  it  was  $267,538,866,226.06. 
that  figure  being  taken  from  the  daily 
statement  of  the  United  States  Treasury, 
at  page  3.  Mr.  President,  you  can  be  sure 
it  is  higher  today.  In  the  past  year,  the 
debt  has  increased  by  roughly  $7 '4 
billion.  The  deficit  for  fiscal  year  1953 
will  be  roughly  $5.9  billion. 

These  figures  are  so  vast,  so  unrelated 
to  every  day  experience  that  the  average 
citizen  and  taxpayer  simply  cannot  com- 
prehend them. 

But  all  of  us  understand  what  it  will 
mean  to  die  leaving  an  estate — if  what 
most  of  us  leave  can  be  dignified  by  that 
term — in  which  what  we  own  will  be  less 
than  what  we  owe. 

As  I  have  p>ointed  out  repeatedly  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we  cannot  justify 
mortgaging  our  children  and  generations 
after  them  in  this  fashion. 

What  I  propose  to  do  today  is  discuss 
some  of  the  fiscal  and  tax  problems 
which  face  this  Nation.  I  do  not  have 
any  quick-and-pat  answers  for  the  diffi- 
culties we  face. 

I  do  hope  that  before  I  conclude  my 
remarks  that  it  becomes  apparent — as  it 


should  have  been  apparent  when  I  dis- 
cussed this  potentially  tragic  situation 
in  July  1947  and  in  Septembei  1949 — that 
we  cannot  continue  to  patch  our  econ- 
omy with  expedient  adhesive  tape  and 
paint  our  fiscal  sores  with  pohtical  mer- 
curochrome.  What  we  need  is  a  thor- 
ough, pair^taking  diagnosis  and  a  com- 
plete economic  prescription  based  upon 
proven  need.  If  an  operation  is  called 
for — let  us  face  the  facts  and  not  take 
partisan  aspirin  in  a  vain  attempt  to  kill 
the  economic  pain. 

OBJECTIVES  OF  A   SOUND   FISCAL   POLICT 

A  sound  fiscal  policy  has  several  ob- 
jectives. None  can  be  made  the  sole  aim 
of  oiir  efforts,  because  they  are  inextrica- 
bly interrelated  and  what  may  advance 
one  end  may  injure  another. 

As  I  see  it,  our  goals  must  be: 

First.  A  balanced  budget. 

Second  Substantial  reduction  of  the 
national  debt. 

Third.  The  creation  of  an  economy 
which  fosters  the  first  two  objectives  and 
at  the  same  time  can  support  necessary 
defense  and  mutual  security  programs 
and  maintain,  and  if  possible  raise,  our 
incomparable  standard  of  living. 

Fourth.  Tax  relief,  especially  to  re- 
lieve existing  hardships  and  to  keep  our 
economy  productive  and  expanding. 

Fifth.  Augmenting  revenues  to  meet 
our  heavy  commitments  and  to  replace 
income  lost  thiough  tax  relief.  To  do 
this  we  must  close  tax  loopholes,  enforce 
the  letter  of  the  law.  and,  by  creating 
national  wealth,  create  taxable  income. 

Can  this  be  done? 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  I  were  sure  I 
knew  how  it  could  he  done.  I  wish  it 
involved  a  matter  which  could  be  solved 
by  applying  some  pat  formula,  by  which 
we  could  be  sure  the  result  would  be 
an  equitable  tax  structure  for  the  United 
States,  with  adequate  Income  to  meet 
our  needs,  balance  the  budget,  and  make 
a  reasonably  early  retirement  of  the  na- 
tional debt.  However.  I  know  of  no 
such  formula. 

All  I  offer  today,  Mr.  President,  are 
some  thoughts  on  the  problem.  I  am 
ready  at  all  times  to  modify  my  thoughts 
on  the  basis  of  any  evidence  or  argu- 
ment which  can  be  presented  to  show 
that  we  should  follow  other  suggestioris. 
However,  I  am  satisfied  that  these  ob- 
jectives are  necessary  of  accomplish- 
ment, and  that  this  job  must  be  done. 

It  must  be  done,  perhaps  slowly,  per- 
haps incompletely  at  first,  but  every  ef- 
fort must  be  made.  Our  efforts  to  main- 
tain a  healthy,  free,  and  equitable  econ- 
omy are  part  of  the  cold  war  against 
communism  and  economic  chaos.  If  we 
fail,  one  can  bring  the  other. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEBT  * 

If  we  only  balance  our  operating  ex- 
penses in  the  next  10  years,  our  debt  will 
rise  by  over  $60  billion. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  repeat  that 
statement.  Others  may  not  think  it  so 
important  as  I  do.  but  I  would  that  I 
could  have  every  American  taxpayer 
pause  today  and  consider  that  sentence 
and  contemplate  for  a  moment  its  mean- 
ing. Yes;  I  would  have  all  our  taxpayers 
do  it  even  in  the  midst  of  paying  taxes 
between  now  and  March  16.  The  sen- 
tence is:  "If  we  only  balance  our  opera t- 
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\r\g  expenses  In  the  next  10  years,  our 
debt  will  rise  by  over  $60  billion." 

The  reason  is  simple.  The  enormous 
debt  we  have  incurred  requires  the  pay- 
ment of  prodigious  amounts  of  interest. 

As  an  example,  payments  of  Interest 
on  the  Federal  debt  in  fiscal  1952  came 
to  almost  $6  billion,  8.9  percent  of  the 
total  budget.  For  fiscal  1953,  the  esti- 
mate of  Interest  payment  will  come  to 
approximately  six  and  a  half  billion  dol- 
lars— the  Federal  Budget  in  Brief.  Fiscal 
Year  1954.  pages  34  and  35. 

Of  course,  the  interest  payment  will 
become  larger  because  this  administra- 
tion is  already  urging  higher  interest 
rates  on  Crovernment  obligations,  which 
means  that  we  are  going  to  leave  a  larger 
debt  for  American  boys  and  girls  to  pay 
when  those  obligations  come  due.  I 
puess  it  is  good  politics,  Mr.  President, 
but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  good  economics. 
I  happen  to  believe  that  it  is  not  good 
.statesmanship,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
veiy  fair  to  the  American  boys  and  girls 
who  are  to  come  after  us. 

I  believe  we  should  leave  them  a 
smaller  debt,  and  I  think  we  should  be 
willing  to  carry  out  Government  obliga- 
tions at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  particu- 
larly in  a  time  when  we  are  asking  so 
much  of  the  young  manhood  of  our  coun- 
try, when  we  aie  asking  them  to  make 
sacrifices  so  far  greater,  so  far  more  sig- 
nificant, than  any  economic  sacrifice  any 
inve.<;tor  who  has  money  to  invest  makes 
when  he  does  not  receive  as  large  an 
interest  payment  as  he  would  like  to  re- 
ceive from  the  Government. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  sad  that  we  did  not 
pay  as  we  earned  in  World  War  II.  That 
i.s  why  during  the  war,  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  I  was  found  supporting  a 
pay-a.s-you-go  program,  and  I  urged 
adoption  of  the  Baruch  plan.  We  would 
have  .saved  billions  of  dollars  of  loss 
throuKh  inflation,  I  am  satisfied,  if  we 
had  followed  that  kind  of  economic 
policy.  I  believe  that  very  shortsighted- 
np.ss  has  canceled  a  goodly  portion  of  the 
waives  and  profits  of  our  people,  in  terms 
of  real  wages  and  real  profits,  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  economic  definition  of 
wases  and  profits. 

The  economi.<;ts  may  call  the  results 
we  have  suffered  an  inflationary  spiral. 
I  call  It  a  rat  race.  If  employment  and 
production  and  profits  are  to  remain 
hit'h,  we  cannot  continue  this  playboy 
economics.  The  financial  gains  are  il- 
lusory. 

AN    EXPANDING    ICONOMT 

I  have  never  believed  in  profits  ba.sed 
upon  restricted  production  and  the 
maintenance  of  prices  by  scarcity. 

We  have  been  an  enterprising,  a  thriv- 
ine.  a  growing,  and  a  lucky  people. 

The  last  century  in  America  saw  un- 
precedented industrial  expansion  result- 
ine  from  our  westward  expansion  and 
wondrous  advances  in  technology. 

We  still  have  frontiers  and  new  mar- 
kets; they  are  within  this  country,  which 
has*  an  almost  limitless  need  for  goods. 
We  have  only  begun  to  tap  our  markets, 
to  say  nothing  about  the  welcoming 
frontiers  of  economic  opportunity  for  an 
enlightened  capitalism  in  the  areas  in 
which  millions  of  people  are  striving  for 
a  better  way  of  life.  I  say  that  taking 
advantage  of  those  frontiers  of  economic 
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opportunity  and  carrying  our  products     only  $9  bUllon  out  of  a  total  rise  of 

to  the  freemen  and  freewomen  in  the     $41   billion.      The  remainder,   $32   bil- 

so-called  backward  areas  of  the  world,     lion,  is  accounted  for  by   the  rise  in 

who  are  willing  to  stand  on  the  side  of     Federal  taxes. 

freedom,  offers  the  best  hope  for  the  de-         I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  table  1 

feat  of  communism  and  the  establish-     may   be   printed   at   this   point   in  my 

ment  of  a  world  order  of  peace,  because     remarks. 

in  the  last  analysis  we  are  going  to  win        The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 

on  the  economic  front.     Of  course,  we     pore.     Is  there  objection? 

should  keep  our  military  strength  for         There  being  no  objection,  the  table 

defense,  but  at  the  same  time  a  sound     was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

point  4  program,  worked  out  in  coop-     as  follows; 

eration  with  foreign  investments  by  en-  Table  i 

lightened   American   capitalism,  marks 

the  economic  way  to  peace. 

The  people  of  the  world — particularly 
in  the  Middle  and  Far  East — represent 
a  potential  market  for  raw  and  finished 
products,  rhachines,  and  heavy  industry 
installations  which  is  unequaled. 

Our  challenge  is  to  contribute  to  the 
economic  advance  of  our  own  people  and       '  •^s""»at«><i. 

niir    1p«:«?    fnrtiinntp    anrJ    iinriprrlpvplnnpH  ^"ro-:  V .   S.   Donarfmpnt  of  Commprce  Purvey  of 

our  less  loriunaie  ana  unaeraeveiopea  mra-.u  Businr«s,  .suppi.-m.-nt.''  iy,M,  isthi  aiid  Annual 

brothers.    This  is  both  good  democracy  Kt\ a-»  NumiH-r.  Fcbruiiry  i9s.{. 

and  good  economics.  Mr.  MORSE.   Mr.  President,  from  1949 

This  is  the  long  and  broad  view.  It  to  1952  in  a  3-year  period  total  tax  re- 
calls for  looking  into  the  next  century,  ceipts  nearly  doubled  after  having  been 
I  admit  it  calls  for  looking  beyond  the  increased  fourfold  in  the  previous  dec- 
immediate  economic  problem  of  March  ade.  State  and  local  taxes  rose  by  one- 
15  and  16,  but  it  recognizes  at  least  the  fourth,  but  accounted  for  only  one-ninth 
symbolism  inherent  in  the  opportunity,  of  the  total  rise.  The  remainder  of  the 
as  free  men  and  women,  to  pay  taxes  in  rise,  or  eight-ninths  of  the  $46  billion 
the  cause  of  freedom.  Granted  that  increase  was  Federal.  These  tax  re- 
great  wastes  should  be  eliminated  so  as  ceipts.  after  rising  nearly  sixfold  in  the 
to  assure  a  more  economic  use  of  the  1939-49  decade,  almost  doubled  again  in 
tax  dollar,  the  fact  still  remains  that  the  next  3  years. 

in  some  way.  somehow,  before  it  is  too  Taxation  on  this  rising  scale  cannot 

late,  we  must  get  the  American  people  avoid  having  important  economic  conse- 

to  see  that  the  general  welfare  is  more  quences  both  for  the  national  economy 

important  than  the  selfish  welfare  of  any  and  for  the  individuals  who  must  bear 

individual.  its  burden. 

At  home,  our  tax  policies  can  be  used  the  EvoLtmoN  or  ouh  current  tax  structure 

to  encourage  consumption,   which   en-  ^^^^  ^^^^^  consequences  are  can  best 

courages    investment    and    production.  ^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  analysis  of  the  tax  struc- 

which  result  in  bigger  payrolls  and  big-  ^^^^  evolving  from  the  tax  legislation  of 

ger  profits.  ^^e  last  decade. 

Let  me  turn  to  a  concrete  example  of  ^  ^  ,,^,  ,„,,.,   ,„^„„.  .,..,  ^^»,»TT,^»,« 

.  .  xjj.  1  I.-  <A)     INDIVIDUAL    INCOME    TAX    EXEMPTIONS, 

how  we  have  tended  to  soak  up  buying  1939-' 2 

power,  thereby  inflicting  hardship  and  Federal    tax    nolle v    has 

tending  to  contract  industrial  activity.        Since    1939   Federal   tax    policy    nas 

moved  m  the  direction  of  taxing  income 
that  had  theretofore  been  considered 
essential  for  the  maintenance  of  decent 
living  standards,  as  will  be  seen. 

Since  1939  the  cost  of  living  has  gone 
up  92  percent  and  the  minimum  health 
and  decency  budget  standards  have  also 
gone  up. 

In  1939  the  standard  family  and  indi- 
vidual exemption  enabled  those  with 
sufficient  income  to  enjoy  an  acceptable 
standard  of  living. 

In  1939  a  single  person  had  a  tax  ex- 
emption of  $1,000.  To  equal  that  exemp- 
tion under  1952  prices,  the  exemption 
would  have  to  be  how  much,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent? Not  $1,000.  but  $1,920.  That 
gives  us  some  understanding,  I  think,  in 
a  rather  dramatic  fashion,  of  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  American  dollar.  But  the 
exemption  is  $600.  It  is  not  difficult  to 
imagine  what  even  a  few  dollars  in  taxes 
mean  to  a  person  earning  $1,000  a  year. 

In  1939  a  4-person  family  was  al- 
lowed an  exemption  of  $3,300.  Today  it 
would  require  an  exemption  of  $6,349  to 
provide  the  same  tax-exempt  purchas- 
ing power. 

In  fact,  the  exemption  for  a  couple 
with  two  minor  dependent  children  is 
$2,400. 


RECENT    TRENDS     IN    TAX     COLLECTIONS 

In  the  calendar  year  1952  total  taxes 
paid  or  accrued  at  all  levels  of  govern- 
ment in  the  United  States  reached  $93 
billion,  based  on  the  Department  of 
Commerce  gross  national  product  and 
national  income  accounts.  Government 
receipts  in  1952  were  absorbing  27  cents 
out  of  each  $1  of  gross  national  prod- 
uct. Department  of  Commerce  statis- 
tics show  that  in  the  calendar  year  1949 
before  the  Korean  war  and  acceleration 
of  rearmament  total  receipts  though 
considerably  smaller  at  $57  billion  still 
represented  21  percent  of  a  gross  na- 
tional product  of  $258  billion. 

In  1939  Federal.  State,  and  local  gov- 
ernment taxes  totaled  $15,400,000,000. 
This  was  about  17  percent  of  a  gross 
national  product  of  $93  billion. 

II.  RISING  TREND  SINCE    1939   ACCOUNTED  FOR  BT 
THE    FEDERAL    GOVERNMENT 

Taxes  have  increased  substantially  at 
all  levels  of  government.  However,  the 
bulk  of  the  rise  since  1939  is  accounted 
for  by  the  Federal  Government.  The 
following  table  shows  that  between  1939 
and  1949,  although  the  combined  rise  in 
State  and  local  taxes  was  100  percent, 
in  absolute  terms  they  accounted  for 
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Mr.  President,  I  have  before  me  a  table 
that  brings  out  in  tabular  form  the 
imints  I  have  just  made.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  it  printed  at  this 
point  in  mv  remarks. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
X)ore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Individual  income  tax  exemptions,  1933 
and  1952 
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Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
long  been  common  practice  to  appraise 
exemptions  with  reference  to  the  main- 
tenance of  an  essential  minimum  stand- 
ard of  living.  According  to  the  Treas- 
ury Department's  1947  study.  Individual 
Income  Tax  Exemption — Division  of  Tax 
Research,  Treasury  Department,  Decem- 
ber 1947 : 

This  viewpoint  appears  as  far  back  as  the 
beginning  of  the  Federal  Income  tax  during 
the  Civil  War  period.  The  then  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue  stated  with  refer- 
ence to  the  $600  personal  exemption  provided 
under  the  1864  law: 

"It  was,  of  course,  the  purpose  of  the  law 
to  exempt  so  much  of  one's  Income  as  was 
demanded  by  his  actual  necessities."  (Report 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
1866,  P.  XXIU  (p.  3).) 

In  other  words,  the  tax  principle  or 
policy  which  was  originally  adopted  to 
apply  to  this  problem  was  one  of  ex- 
empting the  amount  necessary  to  enable 
the  individual  to  provide  himself  with 
what  were  considered  to  be  the  absolute 
necessities. 

It  is  of  interest  to  compare  the  pres- 
ent exemption  with  the  amount  required 
to  purchase  "a  modest  but  adequate" 
level  of  living. 

According  to  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Labor: 

The  City  Worker's  Family  Budget  was  de- 
signed to  determine  how  much  it  costs  a 
4-person  lorban  family  to  obtain  the  goods 
and  services  it  requires  to  maintain  a  level 
of  adequate  living  according  to  prewar  stand- 
ards of  living  prevailing  in  the  large  cities 
of  the  United  States.  (Monthly  Labor  Re- 
view. May  1952.  City  Worker's  Family  Budget 
for  October  1951.) 

This  is  a  minimum  budget  considered 
necessary  by  urban  families  to  provide 
for  health,  eflflciency,  the  nurture  of 
their  children,  and  participation  in  so- 
cial and  community  activities. 

That  budget  is  not  a  fancy  one;  it 
covers  essentials  and  little  else. 

The  average  cost  of  this  budget,  exclu- 
sive of  Federal.  State,  and  local  income 
taxes,  for  a  4-person  family  ranged  from 
$3,441  in  New  Orleans  to  $3,965  in  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  in  October  1951.  Correct- 
ed for  the  rise  in  prices  between  October 
t954,^Mld  December  1952,  the  average 
ann^HJjLCDSt  of  the  goods  and  services 
required  kgr  a  4-person   family   for  a 


modest  but  adequate  level  of  living  in 
the  United  States  is  $3,779.  This  covers 
only  the  cost  of  food,  shelter,  and  other 
goods  and  services,  but  excludes  occu- 
pational expenses,  OASI  contributions  of 
$54  per  year,  and  employee  contributions 
to  unemployment  or  disability  insurance 
as  required  in  a  number  of  States. 

The  current  exemption  as  provided  by 
our  law  is  $2,400  for  a  family  of  4.  This 
is  $1,379,  or  36  percent  less  than  the 
amount  needed  for  "a  modest  but  ade- 
quate level  of  living"  for  a  4-person 
lU'ban  family. 

As  time  goes  on,  rural  family  budgets 
are  coming  to  equal  urban  exprnses  as 
farm  families  are  less  self-sustaining  and 
piurchase  more  of  their  goods. 

The  present  exemption  level  needs  to 
be  reappraised  to  ascertain  the  extent  to 
which  we  are  undermining  the  future 
productivity  of  our  work  force  by  limiting 
the  income  necessary  for  health,  effi- 
ciency and  nurture  of  children. 

We  would  be  wise  to  consider  the  fol- 
lowing counsel  by  the  former  Staff  Di- 
rector of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Economic  Report,  Dr.  T.  J.  Kreps: 

Many  often  fail  to  realize  how  short- 
sighted a  tax  policy  is  that  retards  human 
productivity,  and  how  quickly  revenue  gains 
from  such  a  policy  are  offset  by  the  reduced 
growth  of  the  tax  base  itself,  which  Is,  of 
course,  national  Income. 

•  •  •  sound  tax  policy  should  protect 
both  the  incentive  to  efficient  work  and  the 
human  capital  resources  that  constitute  our 
Industrial  and  military  strength.  For  it  is 
mainly  by  our  Investment  in  human  beings, 
their  new  ideas  and  methods,  that  economic 
progress  comes  about.  (Taxes  and  the 
Human  Factor,  pp.  7-5.) 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  I  think  Dr. 
Kreps  is  correct  in  his  view  that  the  great 
wealth  of  America  is  to  be  found  in  its 
human  beings.  The  economic  power  of 
America  is  not  in  its  smokestacks  and 
turbines  and  its  vast  material  industries, 
but  in  its  people.  Certainly,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  should  study  the  tax  program 
from  the  standpoint  of  whether  it  does, 
in  fact,  retard  human  productivity  and 
the  promotion  of  the  general  welfare  as 
registered  by  the  happiness  of  our  people. 

Oh,  Mr.  President,  I  know  these  are 
broad  general  principles,  but  they  are 
really  not  difficult  of  application.  We 
can  take  any  specific  propKJsal  and  ask 
ourselves  the  question.  "What  do  the 
facts  show  as  to  the  effect  of  this  tax 
proposal  on  human  productivity?  Will 
its  effects  be.  for  example,  to  limit  the 
opportunity  of  the  people  for  better 
health,  for  better  nurture  for  their  chil- 
dren, and,  thereby,  restrict  their  gen- 
eral happiness?"  We  shall  have  no  great 
trouble  in  coming  to  a  valid  judgment 
each  time.  I  simply  say  we  too  fre- 
quently do  not  approach  the  problem  in 
that  way,  and  I  also  sometimes  think 
for  political  reasons  we  do  not  want  to 
face  up  to  the  music  and  do  the  things 
we  know  ought  to  be  done  in  order  to 
protect  the  principles  which  I  have  men- 
tioned. 

The  tax  policy  pursued  since  1939.  that 
of  restricting  consumer  demand  by  in- 
creasing the  burden  upon  the  lower  in- 
come wage  earners,  is  sowing  the  seeds 
for  such  an  undesirable  long-run  devel- 
opment. 

In  a  nonwar,  noninflationary  period, 
the  crush  of  taxes  on  lower  income  fam- 


ilies extinguishes  a  great  deal  of  pur- 
chasing power  which  would  keep  con- 
sumption high.  It  thereby  tends  to  un- 
dermine the  maintenance  of  high  em- 
ployment and  ample  profits. 

During  World  War  II.  an  expressed 
purpose  of  decreasing  exemptions  was  to 
soak  up  dollars  for  which  there  were 
insufficient  consumer  goods. 

With  lagging  farm  prices,  tons  of  spoil- 
ing butter,  a  depressed  textile  Industry, 
and  many  other  danger  signals,  we  owe 
it  to  the  little  people,  the  people  strug- 
gling on  small  incomes,  to  give  this  policy 
a  hard  look.    And  we  owe  it  to  business. 

It  is  all  well  and  good  to  talk  of  con- 
fiscatory tax  rates,  and  view  with 
alarm  the  possible  loss  of  incentive  to 
investment,  through  high  rates  in  the 
upper  brackets.  But  we  must  also  make 
sure  that  the  many  small  consumers 
have  the  wherewithal  to  hve  in  minimum 
comfort  and  to  purchase  in  the  interest 
of  an  expanding  economy. 

I  have  said  before,  and  I  rejjeat  today: 
"I  am  against  soaking  the  rich;  and  I 
am  also  against  soaking  the  poor." 

SHIFTING  THE  BURDEN   OF  TAXES 

Given  the  need  for  a  rising  level  of 
taxes,  the  guiding  principles  of  tax  pol- 
icy— equitable  taxes  and  progressive 
rates — have  been  discarded.  We  have 
become  overwhelmed  by  the  pressures  of 
insuring  adequacy  of  receipts  to  meet 
our  tremendous  national  expenses. 

In  the  name  of  adequacy,  our  tax  base 
has  been  broadened  to  take  in  families 
at  the  expense  of  their  living  standards. 
At  the  .same  time,  resort  to  the  most  re- 
gressive taxes,  excises  and  sales  taxes, 
has  become  widespread. 

Hand  in  hand  with  the  emphasis  on 
adequacy,  we  have  been  led  to  believe 
that  there  is  an  allegedly  adverse  effect 
upon  willingness  and  ability  to  invest 
once  you  begin  to  tax  business  incomes 
or  personal  incomes  about  $10,000.  We 
must  guard  against  this  possibility — but 
we  must  also  determine  how  much  of  this 
alleged  effect  is  slogan  and  how  much 
is  fact. 

In  the  name  of  promoting  incentives 
to  save  and  Invest,  all  manners  of  tax- 
avoidance  amendments  have  been  intro- 
duced into  our  tax  structure  in  the  last 
few  years.  The  result  of  these  trends, 
broadening  the  base  and  indirect  taxa- 
tion to  sei-ve  adequacy,  and  relief  to 
serve  saving  and  investment  incen- 
tives, has  been  to  make  our  effective 
rates  bear  little  lesemblance  to  the  for- 
mal schedule  of  tax  rates. 

Increasingly,  progressivity  is  disap- 
pearing from  our  tax  structure. 

In  an  article  appearing  in  the  March 
1952  issue  of  the  National  Tax  Journal 
"Some  Comments  on  Tax  Burden  Com- 
parisons," page  2,  the  authors,  after  ex- 
amining both  the  Musgrave  and  Tucker 
studies  of  tax  burden  distribution,  state: 

Taxpayers  in  Income  brackets  which  are 
either  exempt  from  the  Federal  income  tax, 
or  which  pay  only  a  low  effective  rate,  carry 
such  a  heavy  relative  load  in  indirect  tajes, 
real -estate  taxes,  and  payroll  taxes  (if  these 
are  Included)  that  the  progressivity  of  in- 
come taxes  is  largely  offset,  as  far  as  th« 
lower  and  middle  brackets  are  concerned. 

This  is  dramatically  Illustrated  in  Mus- 
grave's  revised  estimates  of  1948  effective 
rates  of  taxation  by  spending  imits 
grouped  according  to  income. 
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I  have  here  a  table  which  indicates 
tliat  effective  taxes  are  highly  regressive 
from  the  $3,000  bracket  up  to  the  $7,500 
bracket.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
have  the  table  printed  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Distnbution  of  tax  burdens  in   1948   (R.  A. 

Musgrave  and  L.  A.  Frane) 
Spending  units  Effective  tax  rates 

Income  brackets:  in  percent 


Under 

$1,000  to 

$2,000  to 

»3  000  to 

$4  000  to 
$5  000 


$1.000 17.9 

$2,000 20.5 

$3  000 _  24  4 

$4,000 25.3 

$5.000 24.6 

$7,500 _  23   8 


$7,500  plus -     36.4 


Total -     27.  2 

Source:  National  Tax  Journal,  March  1952. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  since  Ko- 
rea there  has  been  an  ever  sharper  in- 
crea.se  in  the  incidence  of  indirect  con- 
sumer taxes. 

According  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
total  State  tax  receipts  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1952,  totaled  $9.8 
billions,  nearly  $1  billion  above  fiscal 
1952.  An  analysis  of  the  rise  shows  that 
nearly  two-thirds,  or  $600  million,  was 
obtained  from  increased  taxes  on  con- 
sumers. Adding  to  this  the  $1.1  billion 
per  year  increase  in  Federal  excise  taxes 
resulting  from  the  1951  revenue  amend- 
ments, we  find  that  in  1952  State  sales 
and  excise  increases  plus  the  increase 
in  Federal  excises  raised  consvmiption 
taxes  by  $1.7  billion. 

This  Is  the  equivalent  of  a  yearly  boost 
of  close  to  $50  in  taxes  on  food,  clothing, 
equipment,  and  services  for  a  family  of  4. 
According  to  estimates  of  the  Northern 
Trust  Co.  of  Chicago.  p)eople  in  the  low- 
est-Income group  pay  about  20  percent 
of  their  gross  Income  In  taxes  today. 
For  people  in  the  $3,000  to  $5,000  a  year 
Income  group,  the  bank  estimated  taxes 
of  all  kinds  absorb  25  to  30  percent  of 
income — Washington  Post,  October  6, 
1952. 

Sales  taxes  are  now  levied  by  33 
States,  compared  with  24  in  prewar  1939. 
They  produced  over  $2  billion  in  reve- 
nue In  fiscal  1952,  or  an  increase  of 
nearly  5  times  over  the  $451  million  col- 
lected In  1939. 

Sales  taxes  are  now  the  biggest  single 
State  revenue  source,  accounting  for 
23  percent  of  State  tax  collections  in 
fiscal  1952,  compared  with  19  percent 
from  motor- fuel  taxes. 

An  outstanding  feature  of  the  post- 
World  War  II  period  has  been  the  re- 
luctance of  Congress,  while  making 
numerous  reductions  in  corporate-prof- 
its and  excess-proflts-tax  rates,  estate, 
and  gift-tax  rates  and  personal  income- 
tax  rates,  to  repeal  the  wartime  excise 
taxes. 

In  1947  and  again  in  1948, 1  urged  the 
elimination  and  reduction  of  many  excise 
taxes.  On  September  30,  1949, 1  put  for- 
ward this  plan  again,  and  observed: 

Title  II  of  my  bill  attempts  to  carry  out 
this  general  approach.  It  provides  for  the 
repeal  of  taxes  on  baby  oil  and  baby  powder, 
on  purses,  handbags,  and  pocketbooks,  on 
the  transportation  of  both  persons  and  prop- 
erty, on  matches,  on  electrlc-Ught  bulbs,  and 


on  electric,  gas,  and  oil  appliances.  It  pro- 
vides for  the  repeal  of  war  tax  rates  on 
Jewelry,  furs,  toilet  preparations,  and  long- 
distance telephone  and  telegram,  cable,  and 
radio  messages,  and  reductions  In  admissions 
taxes.  It  provides  for  the  reduction  of  the 
tax  on  photographic  apparatus  and  supplies. 
The  excise  taxes  that  would  be  reduced  or 
repealed  constitute  a  fixed  charge  that  tends 
to  reduce  the  consumption  of  articles  and 
services  taxes.  Their  repeal  would  promote 
expansion  of  the  Industries  affected  and  in- 
crease employment  In  these  Industries. 

I  stated  further  on  that  occasion: 
Mr.  President,  I  have  checked  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record  the  debates  at  the  time 
the  excise  taxes  were  first  imposed.  In  my 
opinion,  a  promise  o:  the  Congress  is  a  sa- 
cred as  the  promise  of  an  individual.  The 
word  of  the  Congress  I  believe  should  be  as 
redeemable  as  the  word  of  an  Individual. 
Any  Senator  who  will  take  the  trouble  to 
go  into  the  congressional  debates  at  the  time 
these  taxes  were  imposed  cannot  deny  what 
I  now  state  to  be  the  truth — that  they  were 
Imposed  as  wartime  measures,  chiefly  for  the 
purpose  of  exercising  controls  over  an  econ- 
omy which  had  become  characterized  by 
scarcity.  They  were  Imposed,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, as  I  interpret  the  record,  with  a  clear 
promise  on  the  part  of  the  Congress  that, 
come  the  end  of  the  war.  they  would  he  re- 
moved. They  were  never  Imposed,  in  the 
primary  consideration,  as  revenue-produc- 
ing measures,  but  as  economic-control  meas- 
sures,  for  directing  the  economy  of  the  coun- 
try Into  war  channels  so  that  we  could  de- 
vote our  full  attention  to  the  production  of 
goods  necessary  for  the  successful  prosecu- 
tion of  the  war. 

Let  us  face  the  cold,  ugly  economic  fact, 
Mr.  President,  that  they  have  become  reve- 
nue-producing taxes,  and  I  wonder  If  that 
Is  not  why  it  is  so  difficult  to  get  the  politi- 
cians to  remove  them. 

The  facts  would  seem  to  Indicate  that 
about  19  cents  out  of  every  Federal  revenue 
dollar  now  comes  from  excise  taxes.  That  is 
a  lot  of  money.  But  the  fact,  Mr.  President, 
that  in  application  they  have  gradually 
shifted  from  taxes  for  the  control  of  a  war- 
time economy  of  scarcity  into  revenue-pro- 
ducing taxes  is  no  Justification  for  the  Con- 
gress not  carrying  out  what  I  think  was  a 
clear  moral  commitment  on  Its  part  when 
these  taxes  were  enacted.  I  add  that  I  think 
they  are  unsound  taxes,  for  I  t>elleve  they 
hamstring  business  Incentive  because.  In  my 
opinion,  they  are  unfairly  discriminatory  In 
nature. 

So  I  am  once  again  In  this  bill  urging  the 
repeal  of  many  of  them,  urging  great  reduc- 
tions In  all  of  them,  and  also  urging  a  thor- 
ough study  by  a  bipartisan  commission, 
which  title  VI  of  my  bill  seeks  to  create,  of 
the  whole  problem  of  excise  taxes. 

The  total  annual  revenue  which  would  be 
lost  If  the  terms  of  my  biU  should  Ijecome 
law  would  be  about  $1  billion.  U  we  abol- 
ished all  excise  taxes,  or  greatly  reduced  all 
of  them,  I  would  t>e  the  first  to  admit  that 
the  amount  would  exceed  $1  billion.  How- 
ever, I  think  I  have  made  a  good  and  proper 
sUrt  In  the  bill  for  the  handling  of  the 
vexatious  excise-tax  problem . 

•  • 

Mr  President,  It  should  be  remembered, 
however,  that  estimates  of  direct  revenue  lost 
through  the  reduction  or  repeal  of  excise 
taxes  can  be  Tery  misleading.  These  taxes 
are  taxes  on  consiunpUon.  They  are  regres- 
sive taxes  that  are  not  based  upon  the  abU- 
Ity  to  pay  and  that  in  most  instances  do  not 
take  into  account  the  financial  resources  of 
the  persons  paying  the  tax.  Therefoire.  they 
operate  to  restrain  the  very  ecooomle  expan- 
sion which  provides  the  basis  lor  »»»«*  tax 
revenues.  The  net  effect  of  these  reducUons 
for  the  economy  would  be  extremely  whole- 
some. TO  the  extent  that  they  stimulated  an 
expansion  In  national  Utoome.  tt»ey  wouM 


produce  additional  tax  revenue  In  the  form 
of  personal  income-tax  payoRnts  and  cor- 
poration-tax payments. 

This  was  not  done. 

That  was  the  position  I  took  when  I 
Introduced  the  bill.  I  have  now  in  prep- 
aration further  proposed  tax  legislation, 
subject  to  modifications,  in  light  of  new 
facts  and  somewhat  changing  conditions. 
When  that  bill  is  introduced  it  will  con- 
tain the  same  principles.  I  recognize 
that  we  are  now  at  war  in  Korea,  and 
that  our  economy  certainly  is  not  a 
peacetime  economy.  However.  I  do  not 
think  the  economy  has  become  so 
changed  we  are  justified  in  the  imposi- 
tion of  regressive  excise  taxes  to  the  de- 
gree they  are  now  being  levied,  because 
there  is  need  for  expanding  our  econ- 
omy. Unless  the  world  situation  becomes 
much  worse,  the  civilian  economy  can 
expand  notably,  and  with  such  expan- 
sion will  come  the  new  wealth-creating 
effects  which  will  provide,  as  a  result  of 
the  creation  of  employment,  the  tax 
revenues  that  are  needed  by  way  of  a 
progressive  tax  structure,  rather  than  a 
regressive  tax  structure,  which  I  think 
we  have  somewhat  unthinkingly  let  our- 
selves develop  since  World  War  II.  I  be- 
lieve the  time  has  now  come  for  a  halt 
in  the  march  toward  more  and  more  re- 
gression in  our  tax  structure,  and  for  a 
turnabout  and  a  march  in  the  direction 
of  a  more  progressive  tax  structure. 

So,  total  Federal  excises  which  were 
$3  billion  in  1942  rose  to  over  $6  billion 
in  1946  and  in  1952  were  over  $9  billion. 

Because  of  the  regressive  nature  of 
these  excises  and  their  consumption- 
restricting  effect,  they  should  be  given 
first  priority  in  tax  reductions. 

The  table  below  compares  the  impact 
of  Federal.  State,  and  local  taxes  on  var- 
ious income  groups  in  1938-39  and  1948, 
It  indicates  the  discrepancy  between 
scheduled  rates  and  effective  tax  rates, 
and  shows  that  in  the  decade  before 
Korea  the  burden  of  taxation  had  al- 
ready been  shifted  significantly  onto  the 
middle  and  lower  incomes. 


n 


• 

Income  group 

Total  tax  i«yTn«it.«  as 
a  l>erct'Tit  uf  iiicutuo 

1938  30 

IMS 

t'nder  11  OOn          

1R.0 
17.  S 
17.4 
17.7 
18.2 
18.7 
32.7 

17  9 

$1  001)  to  $2,0111)   

an.  5 

$2  000  to  n.oci  

94.4 

$3  non  lo  $4,000 

28.3 

$4  000  lo  $5,000 

34.6 

v',(m  to  $7..W0 

$7  .%0  aiid  uu     .. 

23  8 
36.4 

All       

30.2 

27. 2 

Rourw:  1938-39  TN'F.C  Monoirraph  No.  X,  Who  Pays 
the  Tm«?  (1940);  revi.-wl  flpurp*  rit«l  In  Hiical  PoJtrt« 
andUie  American  Eoonoii)y,ed.  K.  E.  Fool<>,  l«61,p.  302. 
1SH8:  Mu.<i(crave  and  Frane,  revised  incoae  series,  Na- 
tional  Tax  Journal,  March  1W2. 

Accelerated  depreciation  allowances. 
Increased  depletion,  split  income,  and 
the  other  legalized  methods  for  tax 
avoidance  of  the  1950*s  have  cut  consid- 
erably business  and  high-bracket  tax 
rates. 

I  do  xx>t  urge  that  we  overlook  the 
problems  of  \xwet  bracket  taxpayers. 
Far  from  it. 

But  I  want  to  point  oat  that  in  this  bi? 
business  administration  the  httlc  basi- 
nesB  peofde  and  the  salary  earners  and 
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wage  earners.— the  lobbyless  citlaens — 
have  their  pressing  problems,  too.  I 
want  to  make  stire  that  while  the  admin- 
istration simonizes  and  puts  glass  wax 
on  the  chrome  of  the  Cadillacs,  the 
Model  T's.  and  Jalopies,  which  are  game- 
ly coughing  along,  get  a  few  drops  of 
regular  gas. 
mtrrcD  staito  bt  aix  amsucans  nx  fwdsknt 

XNTSKMATIONAI.    DIFFICXTLTIXS 

Mr.  President.  I  now  turn  to  the  last 
Item  of  my  committee  work  this  after- 
noon. 

I  am  sure  that  all  Americans  are  deep- 
ly concerned  about  the  turn  of  interna- 
tional events.  All  of  us  are  deeply  con- 
cerned about  what  may  be  the  signifi- 
cance behind  the  apparent  speed-up  of 
outrageous  incidents  on  the  part  of 
Russia.  I  believe  we  must  make  clear  to 
the  Communist  segment  of  the  world 
that  whenever  the  security  of  the  United 
States  is  threatened,  we  can  always  be 
counted  upon  to  stand  united  behind 
whoever  may  sit  in  the  Wliite  House. 

As  one  who  disagrees  on  a  great  many 
Issues  with  the  present  President  of  the 
United  States,  I  say  there  is  no  disagree- 
ment on  my  part  or  on  the  part  of  any 
other  loyal  American  when  it  comes  to 
giving  united  support  to  the  President 
whenever  a  question  of  national  security 
Is  raised.  I  can  well  imagine  the  anx- 
ious hours  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  been  spending  since  the  un- 
called for.  outrageous  air  incidents  by 
Russia  have  occurred. 

On  this  occasion  I  say  to  the  President 
that  although  I  fully  expect  to  continue 
to  disagree  with  him  on  matters  of  do- 
mestic policy  and  some  foreign -policy 
issues,  my  voice  will  be  Joined  with  the 
voices  of  all  other  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  backing  whatever  final  decision 
may  have  to  be  made  in  the  field  of  in- 
ternational policy  in  order  to  protect 
freedom  from  enslavement. 


STABILIZATION  OP  FOREIGN  CUR- 
RENCIES—WORLD TRADE  POU- 
CIES 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Worse's 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  to  yield.  Un- 
les.s  the  Senator  from  Nevada  wishes  to 
a  >k  me  a  question,  I  yield  with  the  under- 
standing that  his  remarks  appear  fol- 
lowing my  speech,  and  that  I  do  not 
lose  my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MALONE.     That  is  understood. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  past  few  weeks 
the  people  of  this  Nation  have  become 
very  much  perturbed  and  uneasy  over 
persistent  disquieting  rumors  that  we 
are  about  to  further  divide  the  markets 
of  this  Nation  with  the  sweatshop  labor 
European  and  Asiatic  countries — and  to 
embark  on  a  great  financial  outlay — a 
plan  to  further  assess  our  taxpayers  to 
stabilize  foreign  currencies  at  their 
often  times  fictitious  values,  through  a 
great  new  financial  structure,  or  new 
appropriations  to  the  World  Bank,  or  the 
Export-Import  Bank,  of  $5  billion  or  $10 
billion  per  year. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  well -de- 
fined approaches  to  destroy  this  Nation. 
First,  the  political,   as  represented   by 


communism,  advanced  by  our  potential 
enemy,  Russia ;  and  second,  the  economic 
approach  promoted  by  our  allies  and 
spearheaded  by  England,  representing 
the  sterling  area  or  bloc  countries  seek- 
ing to  divide  our  markets,  built  up  over 
a  century  of  time,  through  flooding  this 
Nation  with  the  sweatshop  labor  prod- 
ucts of  Europe  and  Asia. 

OUTS    AND   PBOMISES 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  remembered 
that  all  such  plans  to  make  the  pound 
and  other  currencies  convertible,  start- 
ing, with  UNRAA,  the  $3%  billion  loan  to 
Great  Britain,  the  World  Bank,  the  Im- 
port-Export Bank,  and  continuing 
through  the  Marshall  plan,  ECA,  point 
4,  and  now  the  present  grandiose  dream 
of  conquest,  have  always  promised  the 
stabilization  of  foreign  currencies,  mak- 
ing them  freely  convertible,  with  special 
reference  to  the  pound  in  the  sterling 
area;  but  none  of  the  promises  have  ever 
come  to  pass.  Strangely  enough,  the 
promises  which  are  made  always  hinge 
on  the  United  States  giving  further  of  its 
substance  and  resources,  months  or  years 
ahead  of  the  rosy  promises  of  benefits 
to  come.  Mr.  President,  the  benefits 
never  come — and  they  never  will  be  real- 
ized under  the  proposed  scheme. 

THE  BXIX  KXFOBT 

The  latest  fantasy  was  the  Bell  report. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  Daniel  W. 
Bell  was  Budget  Director  under  Mr.  Tru- 
man. The  first  of  the  10  recommenda- 
tions in  the  Bell  report  startled  the 
country. 

Basing  the  trade  policy  on  national  rather 
than  group  interest  and  adopting  measures 
to  help  industries  affected  by  the  change  in 
policy  readjustment  by  extending  unem- 
ployment Insurance,  retraining  workers,  di- 
versifying production,  and  converting  to 
other  lines. 

He  can  mean  only  one  thing,  and  that 
is  that  for  the  benefit  of  workers  who 
are  thrown  out  of  work  through  import- 
ing the  products  of  the  sweatshop-labor 
countries,  we  will  finance  a  Government 
agency  to  retrain  the  workers  thus  ren- 
dered idle  and  put  them  into  another  line 
of  work;  and  that  we  shall  have  un- 
employment insurance,  and  other  meas- 
ures to  care  for  them. 

BBTFAIN     SKEKJB     UNRESTRICTED     UNTTED     STATES 
MARKET 

The  Journal  of  Commerce,  of  New 
York,  March  11,  published  an  article 
headed  "Butler  Urges  United  States  To 
Assist  Traders;  Asserts  Britain  Seeks  Un- 
restricted Chance  To  Sell  Products 
Here": 

British  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  R.  A. 
Butler  called  on  this  country  last  night  to 
clear  away  obstacles  hindering  Britain  from 
competing  In  the  American  market. 

KEPXAI.    TAJtn-rS AND    THE    BUT    AMERICAN    ACT 

Mr.  Butler,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, is  the  Inventor  of  the  new 
slogan,  "Trade,  Not  Aid."  The  British 
are  the  inventors  of  most  of  our  slogans, 
including  reciprocal  trade — the  1934 
Trade  Agreements  Act — each  of  which  is 
designed  to  get  another  and  larger  ap- 
propriation from  the  United  States 
Congress,  and  also  a  freer  market  for 
their  sweatshop-labor  goods  in  our  high- 
standard-of -living  Nation. 


The  article  further  states: 

He  singled  out  as  obstacles  this  Oovem- 
ment  should  review  the  present  system  of 
American  tariffs  and  the  Buy  American  Act, 
which  obliges  Oovemment  purchasing 
agencies  to  give  preference  to  domestic 
manufacturers. 

NEVADA     LEGISUiTURE.     FOREICN -TRADE     rOLICIXS 

I  have  just  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Fred  H.  Settelmeyer.  the  Nevada 
State  senator  from  Douglas  County,  en- 
closing a  copy  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
No.  15  of  the  Nevada  Senate.  The  reso- 
lution reads  as  follows: 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  15       t 
Senate  Joint  resolution  memorializing  ,Con- 

gress  and  the  National  Government  to  bar 

foreign  products  produced  by  underpaid 

foreign  labor 

Whereas  livestock  prices  are  experiencing 
a  severe  period  of  readjustment;  and 

Whereas  the  members  of  the  livestock  In- 
dustry, employees  and  employers  alike,  are 
meeting  their  problems  with  customary  in- 
dependence and  fortitude,  firm  In  their  de- 
votion to  the  principles  of  our  free  enterprise 
system,  but  the  task  Is  being  made  danger- 
ously difficult  by  the  permitted  admission  of 
cheap  foreign  Imports  produced  under  eco- 
nomic conditions  grossly  at  variance  with  the 
high  standards  of  wages  and  living  existing 
in  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  for  the  economic 
stability  and  continued  prosperity  of  our 
Nation,  upon  which  rests  the  fate  of  human 
freedom,  that  our  agriculture  Industry  be 
assured  of  its  place  In  a  free  American  mar- 
ket: Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  they  do 
urge  the  Congress  and  the  executive  officers 
of  our  National  Government  that  Immediate 
action  be  taken  to  insure  that  our  world 
trade  policies  are  conceived  and  administered 
within  the  historic  principle  that  foreign 
products  produced  by  underpaid  foreign  la- 
bor and  under  substandard  economic  condi- 
tions shall  not  be  admitted  to  our  country 
on  terms  which  endanger  living  standard  of 
the  American  people  or  threaten  financial 
Injury  to  a  domestic  Industry;  and  be  U 
further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  and  the  Secre- 
taries of  State,  Commerce,  and  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  our  Representa- 
tives In  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  the  members  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Nevada,  taking 
cognizance  of  the  Washington  trend, 
took  time  out  of  a  busy  schedule  to  say 
in  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  15: 

That  foreign  products  produced  by  under- 
paid foreign  labor  •  •  •  shall  not  be  ad- 
mitted to  our  country  on  terms  which  en- 
danger living  standard  of  the  American  peo- 
ple or  threaten  financial  Injury  to  a  domestic 
Industry. 

THE    CALirORNIA    LEGISLATURE'S    PORXICN-TRADC 
POLICIES 

I  have  Just  received  a  note  from  Mr, 
Harold  J.  Powers,  president  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  California  Legislature,  enclos- 
ing a  copy  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
No.  19  of  the  California  Senate,  con- 
cerning the  restoration  to  Congress  of  its 
constitutional  powers  of  fixing  tariffs. 
The  resolution  was  introduced  on  Feb- 
ruary 26.  1953.  and  passed  on  March  6. 

I  may  say  that  the  current  difficulty  In 
the  cattle  market,  due  largely  to  imports 
from  Mexico.  New  Zealand,  Canada,  and 
other  nations,  touched  off  this  action. 
The  wool  market  is  broken.  Wool  pro- 
ducers and  sheep  producers  are  being 
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destroyed.     The  re:5olution  to  which  I 
refer  reads  as  follow  s : 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  19 

Joint  resolution  conc(Tnlng  the  restoration 

to  Congress  of  the  fixing  of  tariffs 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  to  the  protection  of 
the  American  standaid  of  living  and  the 
American  way  of  life  that  products  of  for- 
eign countries  be  admitted  to  IhU  counuy 
only  on  a  basU  which  will  not  endanger  the 
Uviiig  standards  of  the  American  working- 
man  and  the  Amerlcai.  farmer  and  will  not 
Uireaten  serious  economic  Injury  to  any  do- 
mestic industry;   and 

Whereas  promotion  cf  world  trade  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  should  ad- 
here to  this  principle  ».o  that  the  economic 
siatu.s  of  the  American  people  may  be  maln- 
vaiiied  and  not  reducel  to  that  In  the  de- 
pressed areas  of  the  woild  where  work  Is  per- 
lormed  behind  the  sweaUhop  curtain;  and 

Whereas,  while  recent  imports  of  live  cattle 
and  frozen  and  canned  beef  from  Mexico. 
Canada.  New  Zealand,  And  other  areas  have 
dramatically  hlghllght.xl  the  problem  with 
re.specl  to  one  Industry,  yet  It  Is  a  problem 
affectinp  all  of  the  branches  of  agriculture. 
Industry,  and  commercial  production;  and 

Whereas  the  Congres:i  of  the  United  States 
abandoned  Its  traditional  function  of  fixing 
tarllls  on  foreign  coramerce  entering  the 
United  Slates  under  t.ie  Trade  Agreements 
Art  of  1934  to  the  executive  department  of 
the  Government,  whlcf  has  carried  out  poli- 
cies Inconsistent  with  the  welfare  of  Amer- 
ican agriculture.  Industry,  and  commerce: 
N(  w.  therefore,  be  it 

Rr<iohed  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  most 
re  spectf  ully  memoriallJ'.e8  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  rctv  rn  to  Itc  traditional 
method  of  fixing  tariffs  based  on  principles 
of  protection  of  American  agriculture,  indus- 
try, and  commerce,  and  the  standard  of  Itv- 
liip  for  all  American  clilzens  created  thereby; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  until  Congress  so  acts,  the 
extcutlve  department  of  the  Government 
exercise  it.'*  powers  of  fixing  tariffs  only  In 
accordance  with  the  traditional  principles  of 
American  policy  as  se'.  forth  in  this  resolu- 
ti"n;  and  be  It  furthe- 

Resolved,  That  the  lecretary  of  the  senate 
send  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  Slates,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  the  Chairman  of  the 
United  Stales  Tariff  C^ommlsslon.  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  Sta;es  Senate,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Rep:  esentatlves.  and  each 
Senator  and  Representative  from  California 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  th<?  California  Legisla- 
ture .said  that  "the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  abandoned  its  traditional 
function  of  fixing  tariffs  as  foreign  com- 
merce entering  the  United  States  under 
the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1934  to  the 
executive  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment." The  Legisliiture  of  the  State  of 
California  most  respectfully  memorial- 
izes the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
return  to  its  traditional  method  of  fixing 
tariff.s  based  on  principles  of  protection 
of  American  agrici.lture.  industry,  and 
commerce,  and  the  5  tandard  of  living  for 
all  American  citizens. 

PRODUCTION     or    ANTIMONY — THE     LEOISLATORR 
OF    IDAHO — rORElGN    TRADE 

A  letter  from  Mr.  Ira  H.  Masters,  sec- 
retary of  state  of  the  State  of  Idaho, 
dated  February  26,  enclosed  a  copy  of 
Senate  Joint  Memorial  No.  4  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Idaho. 

All  these  resolutions  have  been  sent 
or  will  be  sent  to  the  President  of  the 


United  States  and  to  certain  Members 
of  Congress,  as  well  as  to  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  President's  Qabinet 

This  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  4 
covers  the  production  of  antimony — a 
very  vital  strategic  mineral  In  the  de- 
fense of  this  Naticm. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  Sen- 
ate Joint  Memorial  No.  4.  from  the  Mines 
and  Mining  Committee  of  the  Lesrlsla- 
ture  of  the  State  of  Idaho,  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  me- 
morial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  Uie 
Record,  as  follows: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  4 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwicht  D.  Eisxnhowes, 
President  or  the  UNrrKD  States:  the 
Honorable  Charlss  K.  Wilson,  Sbcrx- 
TART  or  Defense;  the  Honorable  Doug- 
las McKat.  Secretart  or  the  Interior: 
Howard  I.  Young.  Deputt  Administra- 
tor, Defense  Materials  Procurement 
Acenct;  and  J  D  Small.  Chairman,  Mu- 
nitions Board: 

"We.  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Idaho,  in  legislative  session,  duly  and  regu- 
larly assembled,  most  respectfully  present 
the  following  preamble  and  resolution, 
to  wit: 

"Whereas  our  normal  peacetime  require- 
ments of  primary  antimony  are  about  15.000 
tons  and  In  the  event  of  an  all-out  war 
these  requirements  would  be  Increased  to 
about  4S,000  tons:  and 

"Whereas  heavy  Importation  of  foreign 
antimony  at  depressed  prices  during  IBSl 
and  1952  forced  the  Yellow  Pine  Mine  In 
Valley  County.  Idaho,  to  shut  down  with 
the  result  that  our  total  domestic  produc- 
tion, since  this  shutdown,  has  been  at  the 
rate  of  less  than  100  tons  annually,  or  less 
than  1  percent  of  our  total  domestic  require- 
ments: and 

"Whereas  the  said  Yellow  Pine  Mine,  for 
years  had  been  supplying  over  90  percent  of 
the  entire  domestic  mine  output  and  has  a 
productive  capacity  equivalent  to  over  20 
percent  of  our  peacetime  requirement  and 
about  10  percent  of  our  wartime  needs;  and 

"Whereas  formerly  our  principal  source  of 
supply  was  from  China,  which  source  Is  no 
longer  available  to  the  free  world,  and  an- 
other  major  source  has  been  Bolivia,  which 
source  is  undependable  because  of  an  un- 
stable government  and  economic  disturb- 
ance, and  all  other  sources  are  either  far 
distant,  declining  or  undependable;  and 

"Whereas  our  Government  stockpile  has 
been  estimated  to  contain  only  20.000  tons 
of  primary  antimony,  or  approximately  fl 
months'  supply  during  a  wartime  demand 
period;  and 

"Whereas  our  major  wartime  requirements 
for  antimony  cannot  be  satisfied  by  scrap  or 
secondary  antimony,  but  only  by  primary 
antimony;   and 

"Whereas,  since  February  1952.  the  total 
United  States  consumption  of  primary  an- 
timony has  exceeded  the  total  available 
supply.   Including   Imports;    and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Industrial 
stocks  of  primary  antimony  have  declined 
during  1952  to  the  lowest  point  In  many 
years:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

'■Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Idaho  {the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curring), That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
that  in  the  Interests  of  national  security  the 
new  admlnUtratlon  carefully  examine  our 
Nation  s  stockpiling  program  with  respect  to 
primary  antimony;  and  be  It  furtiier       

"Resolved.  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
that  since  we  are  now  in  a  war  emergency  and 
are  currently  dependent  on  foreign  aanatxm 
lor  over  99  percent  of  our  primary  antimony 
supplies,  we  believe  tHat  our  national  stock- 


pile of  primary  antimony,  eetlmated  to  con- 
uOn  only  enough  anttoKuiy  to  last  6  montha 
during  an  all-out  war.  Is  dangerously  Inade- 
quate, and  we  believe  mat  the  antimony 
stockpile  objectu-e  should  be  raised  to  a  more 
realistic  figure:  and  be  It  further 

"Resotred,  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
that  consideration  be  given  to  enccuraclng 
or  maintaining  some  productive  raj^aclty  In 
this  country.  We  particularly  relex  to  the 
closed  down  antimony  mine  and  smelter  at 
Stlbnlte.  Idaho,  and  believe  it  regrettable 
tliat  these  excellent  facilities  have  not  been 
made  use  of  In  building  up  an  adequate 
stockpile;  and  be  It  further 

"Resoli^d,  Tliat  tlie  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  be.  and  he  hereby  Is,  au- 
thorlced  and  directed  to  aend  ci>ples  of  ttiia 
Joint  memorial  to  the  Honorable  Dwlght  D. 
Blsenhower,  President  of  the  United  States; 
Secretary  of  Defense,  Charles  E.  Wilton; 
Douglas  McKay.  Secretary  of  Interior;  How- 
ard I.  Young.  Deputy  Administrator.  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency:  J.  D  Small, 
Chairman.  Munitions  Board;  Hon.  Henry  C. 
Dworshak.  United  SUles  Senate;  Hon.  Her- 
man Welker,  United  States  Senate;  Hon. 
Hamer  H.  Budge,  and  Hon.  Oracle  Pfust, 
United  States  House  of  Representatives;  Hon. 
Richard  M.  NUon,  Vice  President  of  tlie 
United  States;  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Martin.  Jr„ 
Speaker  of  the  House;  Hon.  Oeorse  W  Ma- 
lone,  chairman.  Senate  Mines  Committee: 
and  Hon.  A.  L.  Miller,  chairman  of  House  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  Committee." 

This  senate  Joint  memorial  passed  tlie  sen- 
ate ou  Uie  13Ui  day  of  February  1953. 

Bdson  H.  Deal. 
President  of  the  Senate. 

This  senate  Joint  memurlal  passed  the 
house  of  representatives  on  the  21st  day  of 
February  1953. 

R.  H.  YoCNO.  Jr., 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
lives. 
I  hereby  certify  that   the  within  Senate 
Joint  Memorial  No.  4  originated  in  the  sen- 
ate during  the  sad  aesslon  of  the  Liegislatura 
of  the  State  of  Idaho. 

BarTT  Neort, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the  Ug- 
Lslature  of  the  State  of  Idaho  Is  deeply 
disturbed  over  the  realization  that  we 
have  become  dependent  upon  forolk'n 
sources  for  our  wartime  supply  of  this 
vital  mineral. 

The  Joint  memorial  reads  in  part  as 
follows : 

Be  it  further  resolved.  That  we  most  re- 
spectfully urge  that  since  we  arc  now  In  a 
war  emergency  and  are  currently  dependent 
on  foreign  sources  for  over  99  percent  of  our 
primary  antimony  supplies,  we  believe  that 
our  national  stockpile  of  primary  antimony, 
estimated  to  contain  only  enough  antimony 
to  last  8  months  during  an  all-out  war.  la 
dangerously  Inadequate,  and  we  believe  that 
the  antimony  stockpile  objective  should  be 
raised  to  a  more  realistic  figure. 

This  resolution  la  given  over  almost 
enUrely  to  the  subject  of  the  production 
of  antimony,  a  very  strategic  mineral. 
We  cannot  fight  a  war  or  live  in  peace 
without  antimony. 

MTVADA  WOOL  caOWEM*  ABBOClATlOir 

The  Nevada  Wool  Growers  A.ssociation. 
represented  by  Chandler  B.  Church,  has 
Just  sent  me  a  resolution  approving  the 
action  of  the  Nevada  Legislature— Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  No.  15— dated 
March  10.  1953. 

Mr.  President.  I  a*  tmanlmous  con- 
sent that  this  resolution  appear  at  thi« 
point  in  the  RMCfMO  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks^ 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcou).  as  follows: 

Nktam  Wool  Chunros  AasociATioir. 

Reno.  Nev..  March  10.  1953. 
Hon.  BsBA  T.  BBNSOif. 

Secretary  o/  Agriculture. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAK  Ms.  Sbcbxtabt  :  In  bebaU  of  tHe  mem- 
bers of  this  organization,  this  U  to  register 
Its  approval  and  support  of  a  Joint  resolu- 
tion recently  adopted  by  the  Nevada  State 
Legislature  which  we  think  apUy  sets  forth 
the  needs  of  and  the  situation  confronting 
the  sheep  industry  of  our  Nation,  as  follows: 

"Whereas  livestock  prices  are  experiencing 
•  severe  period  of  readjustment:  and 

"Whereas  the  memljers  of  the  livestock  in- 
dustry, employees  and  employers  alike,  are 
meeting  their  problems  with  customary  in- 
dependence and  fortitude,  firm  in  their  devo- 
tion to  the  principles  of  our  free-enterprise 
system,  but  the  task  is  being  made  danger- 
ously dUBcult  by  the  permitted  admission  of 
cheap  foreign  imports  produced  under  eco- 
nomic conditions  grossly  at  variance  with  the 
high  standards  of  wages  and  living  existing 
In  the  United  States:  and 

"Whereas  it  is  essential  for  the  economic 
stability  and  continued  prosperity  of  our  Na- 
tion, upon  which  rests  the  fate  of  human 
freedom,  that  our  agriculture  industry  be  as- 
sured of  its  place  Ln  a  free  American  market : 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  they  do 
urge  the  Congress  and  the  executive  officers  of 
our  National  Oovemment  that  immediate  ac- 
tion be  taken  to  insvire  that  our  world-trade 
policies  are  conceived  and  administered  with- 
in the  historic  principle  that  foreign  prod- 
ucts produced  by  underpaid  foreign  labor 
and  under  substandard  economic  conditions 
shall  not  be  admitted  to  our  country  on  terms 
which  endanger  living  standards  of  the 
American  people  or  threaten  financial  injury 
to  a  domestic  Industry;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  the  President  and  the  Sec- 
retaries of  State,  Commerce,  and  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States  and  to  oiix  represent- 
atives in  Congress." 

Very  truly  yours. 

CHAMDLn  B.  CHUaCH, 

President. 

Original  copies  of  letters  sent  to  Hon. 
Dwight  D.  Elsenhower,  President;  Hon.  Sin- 
clair Weeks,  Secretary  of  Commerce:  Hon. 
John  Foster  Dulles,  Secretary  of  State;  Hon. 
Ezra  T.  Benson,  Secretary  of  Agriculture; 
Hon.  P.  A.  McCarran;  Hon.  Clifton  Young. 

Copy  of  letter  sent  to  Hon.  Gsoaox  W. 
Malonk. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the  res- 
olution from  the  Nevada  Woolgrowers 
Association  is  further  evidence  of  the 
disturbance  caused  by  rumors  that  the 
State  Department  might  be  allowed  to 
continue  to  make  trade  agreements  un- 
der the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act — 
the  so-called  Reciprocal  Trade  Act. 

maZX    STATES    DXSTUUKO:    CALirOKNIA,    MXVADA, 
IDAHO 

The  resolutions  point  to  the  fact  that 
if  we  are  forced  out  of  certain  businesses 
or  productive  industries — and  of  course 
the  policy  of  market  destruction  through 
sweatshop  competition  applies  equally 
to  the  cattle  industry,  the  sheep  indus- 
try, the  wool  industry,  the  textile  indus- 
try, and  to  the  crockery,  watch,  preci- 
sion instrument,  and  to  practically  all 
other  industries — we  are  in  grave  danger 
with  respect  to  the  defense  of  our 
country. 

I  might  mention  incidentally  that  four 
crockery  plants  in  Ohio  closed  down 
within  the  last  30  or  40  days. 


Once  we  are  out  of  those  businesses 
and  the  people  who  produce  those  com- 
modities and  materials  are  leaving  their 
Jobs,  we  can  easily  reach  the  point  of  de- 
pendence upon  foreiem  sources  for  such 
minerals  and  materials  so  that  we  will  be 
imable  to  defend  ourselves  in  the  event 
of  an  attack.  Certainly  we  could  not 
defend  our  lines  of  transportation,  which 
are  necessary  to  be  kept  open  for  the 
necessary  foreign  imports  to  fight  a  third 
world  war. 

MEXICO  crrr  confhiincs — S4  watiohs 

An  article  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of 
September  10,  1952,  refers  to  a  shocking 
attempt  to  destroy  the  economic  system 
of  this  Nation. 

The    headline    reads:    "British    Talk 
Penalty  for  Nations  With  Bigger  Ex- 
ports Than  Imports." 
I  read  from  the  article: 
Mexico  Cmr. — The  British  have- 
It   will   be   noted    that   the   meeting 
was  held  in  Mexico  City.    It  merely  goes 
to  show  that  meetings  can  be  held  any- 
where in  the  world,  and  because  we  have 
been  hit  over  the  head  so  long  and  so 
often,  a  meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of 
finishing  the  destruction  of  the  markets 
of  the  Nation  attracts  very  little  atten- 
tion. 

THK    BRTriSH    PLAN    TO    DESTEOT    OCK    ECONOMY 

Mexico  Citt — The  British  have  a  new  plan 
for  ending  their  chronic  financial  crisis. 

They're  hoping  to  get  the  nations  of  the 
world  to  penalize  countries — like  the  United 
States — that  continually  import  less  than 
they  export. 

Of  course,  that  is  not  literally  true 
that  we  exp)ort  more  than  we  import. 
If  they  were  to  discount  our  national  ex- 
ports for  defense  purposes  there  would 
be  an  imbalance  in  favor  of  imports,  but 
they  say  nothing  about  that  here. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  article: 

The  "guilty"  country  would  be  pilloried 
before  world  opinion — and  if  it  still  failed 
to  import  enough,  it  would  be  subject  to 
trade  and  tariff  discrimination  by  the  rest 
of  the  world. 

Of  course,  we  are  talking  about  the 
United  States  here. 
I  continue  to  read: 

The  British  are  already  taking  up  their 
ideas  behind  the  scenes  in  the  54- nation 
International  Monetary  Fund  and  World 
Bank  annual  meetings  now  going  on  here. 

That  meeting  was  held  on  the  10th  of 
September  in  Mexico  City,  at  the  height 
of  the  election  campaign  in  this  country, 
when  very  few  Senators  were  paying 
close  attention  to  anything  but  the  cam- 
paign. 

The  confabs  provide  an  excellent  chance 
for  the  British  quietly  to  push  new  schemes 
like  this,  as  many  of  the  world's  finance  min- 
isters and  central  bank  presidents  are  here 
along  with  several  hundred  other  important 
financial  officials  from  around  the  globe. 
And  most  of  these  nations,  like  the  British, 
are  having  trouble  making  both  ends  meet. 

STXLL    VAGUE 

The  penalty  plan  U  still  very  vague.  Brit- 
ish officials  will  be  working  out  details  for 
several  months  to  come;  they  don't  hope  to 
push  ofaclally  for  Its  adoption  until  next 
year. 

Mr.  President,  they  are  working  out 
the  details  now.  "Next  year" — 1953 — is 
here  now.    They  are  pushing  officially 


for  its  adoption.  They — ^Mr.  Eden  and 
Mr.  Butler — have  just  left  Washington, 
where  they  pushed  very  hard  for  its 
adoption. 


ZTTXOPE  INVOKES  PENALTT  ON   UNTTZO  STATED— 
UNrAia    LABEL 

Quoting  further  from  the  article: 

In  general,  the  British  penalty  scheme 
would  work  like  this: 

If  a  country — the  United  States  or  Bel- 
glum,  for  example — continually  imports  less 
than  it  exports  and  other  countries  thus 
get  'short  of  dollars"  (or  Belgian  francs), 
then  the  nations  of  the  world  would  label 
the  United  States  (or  Belgium)  as  being  "at 
fault."  The  "fault":  Not  doing  enough  to 
prevent  such  "deficit"  countries  as  Britain 
and  France  from  being  financially  unable  to 
buy   what   they   need. 

The  British  make  it  clear  they  would  paste 
the  "unfair"  label  on  a  country  even  If  its 
Imports  and  exports  were  equal — if  the  peo- 
ple of  the  world  wanted  to  buy  more  of  its 
goods  but  couldn't  because  of  the  general 
lack  of  dollars  or  francs  or  whatever  Its  cur- 
rency. 

Once  a  country  were  tagged  "unfair"  or  "at 
fault '  because  of  this  surplus  trading  posi- 
tion, the  British  plan  would  call  for  sanc- 
tions. 

The  guilty  surplus  country  would  be 
charged  by  the  other  nations  with  its  errors 
and  brought  to  book  before  world  opinion. 
Just  what  forum  would  he  used  for  this 
purpose  hasnt  been  finally  decided;  the 
British  would  like  to  do  it  through  a  broad- 
ened European  Payments  Union  If  they  could 
get  the  United  SUtes  to  Join  that  group  (In 
which  case  it  would  probably  be  rechrlstened 
the  Atlantic  Payments  Union ) .  Palling  that, 
the  IMF  itself  might  be  assigned  the   task. 

WORLD  OPINION  TO  DESTKOT  THE  CNTTCD  STATSS 

The  British  have  a  great  deal  of  faith  In 
the  power  of  world  opinion  to  bring  the 
United  States  or  any  other  country  Into  line. 
But  If  that  didn't  work,  a  second  sanction 
could  be  imposed.  This  would  be  economic. 
If  the  United  States  were  found  unfair,  the 
other  countries  would  be  expected  to  dis- 
criminate against  the  United  States  goods 
regardless  of  what  trade  and  tariff  agree- 
ments they  had  with  the  United  States.  And 
these  other  countries  would  give  trade  and 
tariff  favors  to  deficit  countries  like  France— 
and  Britain. 

The  theory  la  that  this  would  enable 
Britain  and  other  deficit  countries  to  sell 
goods  they  had  been  unable  to  sell  because 
they  had  t>een  unable  to  compete  with  United 
States  goods  in  world  markets. 

Furthermore — 

Now  we  are  getting  down  to  bedrock, 
Mr.  President — 

Furthermore,  as  American  economists  here 
put  it,  this  would  create  an  enlarged  sterling 
bloc  and  protect  high  cost,  inefficient  indus- 
tries within  that  bloc. 

TKADE,    NOT  AID UNITED  STATES   FLOODED  WITH 

PROPAGANDA  POLLOWINO  NOVEMBXE  4  ELECTION 

Mr.  President,  beginning  right  after 
the  election  of  November  4,  1952,  this 
country  became  flooded  with  propaganda 
calling  for  trade,  not  aid. 

DANCES    TO    ECONOMIC    STRUCTURE 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
continually  drawn  attention  to  the  dan- 
ger to  the  economic  structure  of  this 
Nation  of  low-cost  labor  comp)etition. 
When  it  is  said  that  European  countries 
can  produce  some  things  cheaper  than 
we  can,  and  therefore  we  ought  to  buy 
from  them,  the  argument  sounds  quite 
reasonable. 

However,  what  they  really  mean  Is  that 
they  want  us  to  patronize  the  sweatshop 
labor. 


Very  often  the  wages  paid  In  European 
countries  are  less  than  what  is  paid  in 
the  United  States  in  social-security 
taxes,  industrial  insurance,  and  unem- 
ployment insurance.  That  is  what  it 
amounts  to,  Mr.  President. 

FLEXIBLE  IMPORT  PEE  WOULD  ENCOURAGE  HIGHER 

STANDARD  or  l:ving  abroad 

We  say  that  we  want  to  raise  the 
standard  of  living  of  foreign  countries. 
I  say  that  the  policies  which  we  are 
following  through  the  State  Department, 
in  breaking  down  the  equalizer  of  the 
standard  of  living  here  and  abroad, 
which  we  call  either  flexible  duty,  import 
lee.  or  tariff,  are  encouraging  European 
countries  to  hold  down  their  standard 
of  living  because  they  can  bring  into  this 
country  the  products  of  sweatshop  labor 
and  .sell  them  here  for  whatever  the  traf- 
fic will  l)ear  and  then  keep  the  difference. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  had  a  flex- 
ible import  fee  or  duty  as  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  charges  the 
Congress  with  the  responsibility  of  im- 
posing, by  setting  certain  duties,  imposts, 
or  excises,  then  when  they  came  to  this 
country  with  their  products  and  paid  the 
difference  into  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury between  their  sweatshop  lalwr  pro- 
duction and  the  wage-living  standard 
cost  of  production  in  this  country,  they 
would  soon  find  that  they  could  not  profit 
by  holding  their  labor  down. 

Then  they  would  go  home  and  allow 
their  own  wage  standard  of  living  to  rise. 

IN    FOREIGN    NATIONS    HANDS    TO    BRING    ABOUT 
FREE    TRADE 

As  their  production  cost  and  their 
wage-living  standards  came  up,  our  flex- 
ible import  fees  would  go  down. 

When  the  foreign  countries  ap- 
proached our  wage-living  standard,  free 
trade  would  be  the  almost  automatic  and 
immediate  result. 

NATIONAL   DEFENSE    ENDANGERED 

Mr.  President,  we  are  already  out  of 
the  mining  business  except  insofar  as  it 
is  being  kept  alive  by  taxpayer  money 
through  subsidies. 

We  are  slowly  putting  ourselves  out 
of  business  in  the  necessary  production 
for  our  national  defense. 

If  the  foreign  nations  are  able  to  ac- 
complish their  purpose  of  raiding  our 
markets  with  their  low-cost  labor  pro- 
duction, we  will  not  be  able  to  either 
protect  them  in  Europe  or  to  protect  our- 
selves when  the  fight  starts. 

Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Morse]   for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  happy  to  do 
so. 

EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  sundry  nominations,  which 
were  referred  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees. 

<For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.). 


EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 
As  in  executive  session. 
The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  BUTLKR  of  Nebraska,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

B.  Frank  Heintzleman,  of  Alaska,  to  be 
Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 


EXECUTIVE   REPORT    OF    COMMIT- 
TEE ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  I  rep)ort 
favorably  237  nominations  of  general 
rank  in  the  Army  and  Air  Force,  and 
flag  rank  in  the  Navy,  and  request 
that  the  nominations  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. As  in  executive  session,  the  nomi- 
nations will  ba  received  and  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  nominations  repKjrted  by  Mrs. 
Smith  of  Maine  are  as  follows: 

Idaj.  Gen.  Ralph  Julian  Canine.  United 
States  Army,  for  appointment  as  Director  of 
the  National  Security  Agency,  with  the  rank 
of  lieutenant  general  and  as  lieutenant  gen- 
eral in  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Maj.  Gen.  Samuel  Davis  Sturgls.  Jr..  Army 
of  the  United  States  (brigadier  general,  U.  S. 
Army),  for  appointment  as  Chief  of  Engi- 
neer*, United  States  Army,  and  as  major 
general  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States; 

Maj.  Gen,  Whitfield  Putnam  Shepard,  and 
sundry  other  officers  for  appointment  in  the 
Regular  Army  of   the  United  States; 

Brig.  Gen.  Jonathan  Lane  Holman,  and 
sundry  other  officers  for  temporary  appoint- 
ment in  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Maj.  Edward  Francis  Kent,  and  sundry 
other  officers  for  appointment  and  promo- 
tion in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States; 

Maj.  Gen.  Roger  Maxwell  Ramey.  and  sun- 
dry other  officers  for  appointment  In  the 
Regular  Air  Force; 

Brig.  Gen.  Haywood  Shepherd  Hansell,  Jr.. 
and  sundry  other  officers  for  temporary  ap- 
pointment in   the  United   States  Air  Force; 

Henry  C.  Bruton,  and  sundry  other  officers 
for  temporary  promotion  in  the  Navy;    and 

Norgren  B.  Allen,  and  sundry  other  persons 
for  appointment  as  second  lieutenants  In  the 
Marine  Corps  and  the  Navy. 

Mrs.   SMITH   of  Maine.    Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  in  executive  session,  from  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  I  now  re- 
port favorably   2,334   routine   nomina- 
tions in  the  grade  of  colonel  and  below 
in  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps,  and  be- 
low the  grade  of  captain  in  the  Navy. 
In  order  to  save  the  expense  of  printing 
this  large  list  of  names  in  the  Executive 
Calendar,  and  inasmuch  as  they  have 
already  appeared  once  in  the  Record,  I 
request  that  they  be  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Vice  Presidents  desk,  for  inspection 
by  any  Senator,  prior  to  their  confirma- 
tion. _ 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Maine?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


CONFIRMATION  OF  ASSISTANT 

POSTMASTER    GENERAL 
Mr   HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  President. 
as  in  execuUve  session,  I  move  that  the 


Senate  now  proceed  to  consider  the  nom- 
ination of  Ormonde  A.  Kieb,  of  New  Jer- 
sey, to  be  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 
The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  that  the 
only  nomination  on  the  Elxecutive  Cal- 
endar? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  is  the  only 
nomination  to  be  considered  today. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. As  in  executive  session,  the  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  nom- 
ination of  Ormonde  A.  Kieb,  of  New  Jer- 
sey, to  be  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 
The  question  now  is.  Will  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
before  the  nomination  is  confirmed,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  few  remarks. 

It  gives  me  the  greatest  personal  satis- 
faction to  pay  sincere  tribute  to  a  fellow 
New  Jerseyman  whom  I  have  known  for 
several  years.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Ormonde  A. 
Kieb,  whose  nomination  as  Assistant 
Postmaster  General  for  Facilities  is  pres- 
ently before  us, 

I  am  offering  these  heartfelt  congratu- 
lations not  merely  to  Mr.  Kieb,  but  also 
to  President  Eisenhower  and  to  Arthur 
Summerfleld.  the  Postmaster  General, 
for  their  wisdom  and  foresight  in  naming 
a  truly  qualified  expert  in  the  real  estate 
field  to  a  post  so  vitally  important  to 
the  Government. 

Ultimately,  Mr.  President,  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  be  the  chief  beneficiaries 
from  this  expression  of  the  will  of  their 
President  and  Mr.  Summerfleld. 

In  my  opinion,  no  department  in  our 
Government  is  closer  to  the  people  than 
is  the  Post  Office  Department. 

When  a  man  of  Toni  Kieb's  qualities 
and  background  is  privileged  to  serve  his 
country,  then  I  can  assure  the  people  of 
the  United  States  that  they  will  be  the 
recipients  of  honest,  efficient,  and  de- 
pendable service  from  his  capable  hands. 
In  his  new  position,  Mr.  Kieb  will  ad- 
minister the  public  buildings  program 
of  the  Post  Office  Department,  and  he 
will  be  responsible  for  the  operation  of 
Government-owned  post-office  buildings. 
His  duties  cover  general  engineering 
problems  involved  in  present  buildings 
and  the  design  and  construction  of  future 
post-office  buildings.     That  is  the  job 
that  Toni  Kieb  is  being  called  on  to  per- 
form. 

Mr.  President,  please  allow  me  to 
touch  briefly  upon  the  type  of  experi- 
ence and  the  background  which  this 
man,  who  25  years  ago  started  in  the 
real-estate  business  as  an  errand  boy,  is 
going  to  bring  to  work  with  him  every 

day.  ^.      ^        - 

Currently.  Mr.  Kieb  is  a  director  of 
the  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards,  and  a  charter  member  of  the 
Society  of  Industrial  Realtors. 

He  served  as  governor  of  the  Newark. 
N  J.,  real  estate  board,  and  as  president 
of  the  New  Jersey  Association  of  Real 
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Estate  Boards,  and  of  the  Institute  of 
Real  Estate  Management. 

He  has  t>een  active  as  a  Rotarian,  as 
an  ofDcial  with  the  National  Conference 
of  Christians  and  Jews,  and  as  a  vice 
president  of  the  Newark  YMCA ;  and  he 
has  served  his  State  in  many  capacities 
in  the  housing  and  property  fields. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  going  to  get 
efBciency  in  a  Department  which  is  suf- 
fering under  the  load  of  perennial  defi- 
cits, and  the  people  expect  that  efficiency. 

Last  November  they  voted  for  the 
capabilities  exemplified  by  Toni  Kieb, 
even  though  this  worthy  representative 
of  my  home  State  never  found  his  name 
on  any  ballc^'-. 

I  am  grateftd  for  the  opportunity  to 
urge  the  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Toni  Kieb  to  be  Assistant  Postmaster 
General  for  Facilities. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  nomination 
of  Ormonde  A.  Kieb.  of  New  Jersey,  to 
be  Assistant  Postmaster  General? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
F^resident  be  immediately  notified  of  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Kieb,  and  also  of  the  action  taken  yes- 
terday by  the  Senate  in  confirming  the 
nomination  of  Albert  J.  Robertson,  of 
Iowa,  to  be  Assistant  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  President 
will  he  immediately  notified  of  the  con- 
firmation of  both  nominations. 


PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE 
CONSTITUTION  TO  PREVENT 
ABUSE  OP  THE  TREATYMAKING 
POWER 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  speak  this  afternoon  about  Senate 
Resolution  1. 

In  our  time  the  power  of  government 
has  grown  at  a  rampant  rate.  When- 
ever the  power  of  government  is  en- 
hanced, to  the  same  degree  human  lib- 
erty is  suppressed.  The  contribution  of 
our  great  country  to  the  developing 
jurisprudence  of  the  world  has  been  to 
a  large  extent  the  result  of  a  new  con- 
cept of  human  liberty. 

Great  as  has  been  our  material  con- 
tribution to  the  world's  progress,  it  is 
small  as  compared  to  our  contribution 
in  the  spiritual  realm. 

Even  though  our  material  resources 
have  bc?en  enormous,  they  have  been  de- 
veloped and  utilized  because  the  mind 
and  tx)dy  of  our  people  have  been  freer 
than  in  any  other  nation  of  any  time. 

Our  concept  of  freedom  is  that  man- 
kind has  certain  God-given  inalienable 
rights  which  government  cannot  take 
away. 

On  January  7,  1953,  I  introduced  a 
proposed  constitutional  amendment. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  1.  It  would 
prevent  any  treaty  or  executive  agree- 
ment from  undermining  the  fundamen- 
tal rights  of  the  American  people  or  from 
sacrificing  essential  attributes  of  sov- 
ereignty. I  am  very  proud  that  63  other 
Senators  Joined  me  as  cosponsors  of  this 
vital  amendment. 


Hearings  on  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 
are  now  being  held  before  a  sutx:ommit- 
tee  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 
The  resolution  may  be  l)efore  the  Senate 
in  the  near  future.  For  that  reason.  I 
should  like  to  review  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal arguments  for  and  against  the 
adoption  of  a  constitutional  amendment 
to  limit  the  scope  of  the  treaty  making 
power. 

Most  American  lawyers  believe  that  a 
treaty  may  be  effective  to  authorize  what 
the  Constitution  otherwise  forbids.  For 
example.  Secretary  of  State  John  Foster 
Dulles,  speaking  last  year  at  the  regional 
meeting  of  the  American  Bar  Association, 
in  Louisville.  Ky.,  reached  this  conclu- 
sion: 

The  treatymaking  power  Is  an  extraordi- 
nary power,  liable  to  abuse.  Treaties  make 
international  law  and  also  they  make  do- 
mestic law.  Under  our  Conbtitution,  trea- 
ties become  the  suj:reme  law  of  the  land. 
They  are.  indeed,  mere  supreme  than  ordi- 
nary laws  for  concresslonal  laws  are  Invalid 
If  they  do  not  confcrm  to  the  Constitution, 
whereas  treaty  law  can  override  the  Consti- 
tution. Treaties,  for  example,  can  take 
powers  away  from  the  Congress  and  give 
them  to  the  President,  they  can  take  powers 
from  the  States  and  give  them  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  to  some  International 
body,  and  they  can  cut  across  the  rights 
given  the  people  by  the  constitutional  Bill 
of  Rights. 

Section  1  of  Senate  Joint  Re.<^olution  1 
would  prevent  any  tieaty  from  cuttin'r 
across  tiie  right.s  given  the  people  by  the 
constitutional  Bill  of  Right.'^. 

With  respect  to  section  1  of  the  pro- 
posed amendment  tlie  ii:sue  is  clear: 
Shall  the  supremacy  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  over  treaties  be  es- 
tablished beyond  all  doubts?  Or,  shall 
the  President  and  the  Senate  in  exer- 
cising the  treaty  power  he  trusted  not 
to  impair  the  fundamental  rights  of 
American  citizens? 

The  Founding  Fathers  never  dreamed 
that  treaties  would  be  used  as  an  in- 
strument of  legislation  with  respect  to 
the  Nation's  purely  domestic  concerns. 
For  that  reason,  they  placed  no  limita- 
tions on  tlie  treatymaking  power.  They 
never  intended,  however,  to  trust  the 
treatymaking  agency  or  any  other 
agency  of  government  with  unlimited 
power  over  the  rights  of  the  individual. 

The  Declaration  of  Independence  pro- 
claims: "We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self- 
evident,  tliat  all  men  are  created  equal, 
that  they  are  endowed  by  their  Creator 
with  certain  inalienable  rights."  and 
that  governments  are  instituted  among 
men  to  secure  these  rights. 

To  secure  these  Inalienable  rights, 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  adopted:  to  secure  these  rights  the 
Bill  of  Rights  was  ratified;  to  secure 
these  rights  Senate  Joint  Resolution  I, 
supported  by  64  Members  of  this  body, 
was  introduced. 

At  a  recent  and  very  significant  prayer 
breakfast — and  I  want  to  say  parenthet- 
ically that  it  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
pressive meetings  I  have  ever  attended 
in  Washington — the  President  of  the 
United  States  said: 

When  we  came  to  that  turning  point  In 
history,  where  we  Intended  to  establish  a 
Government  for  free  men  and  a  Declaration 
and  Constitution  to  make  It  last,  in  order 
to  explain   such    a  system   we   had    to  say. 


••We  hold  that  all  men  are  endowed  by  their 
Creator."  In  one  sentence  we  established 
that  every  free  government  is  embedded 
soundly  In  a  deeply  felt  religious  faith  or 
it  makes  no  sense.  Today  If  we  can  recall 
those  things  and  If.  in  that  sense,  we  can 
back  off  from  our  problems  and  depend  upon 
a  power  greater  than  ourselves,  I  believe  that 
we  can  begin  to  draw  those  problems  Into 
focus. 

I  have  the  profound  belief  that  If  we  re- 
mind ourselves  once  in  a  while  of  this  simple 
basic  truth— that  our  forefathers  In  1776 
understood  so  well-  we  can  hold  up  our 
heads  and  be  certain  that  we  In  our  time  are 
^olng  to  be  able  to  preserve  Its  essentials, 
to  pre.'^erve  a  free  government  and  pass  it  on 
in  our  turn,  as  sound,  as  strong,  as  good  as 
ever.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  prayer 
that  all  of  us  have  today 

Contrast  that  concept  of  freedom  with 
the  sentiments  expiessed  by  witnesses 
appearing  in  opposition  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  1.  Dr.  Charles  P.  Boss.  Jr.. 
executive  secretary  of  the  Board  of 
World  Peace  of  the  Methodist  Church, 
said: 

We  therefore  do  not  face  the  future  with 
fear  and  distrust  of  our  elected  leaders  such 
as  to  require  a  con.^t itutional  amendment 
which  would  cripple  the  freedom  and  flexi- 
bility which  has  worked  so  well  in  the  past. 

Whose  freedom  and  whose  flexibility? 
The  first  10  amendments  crippled  the 
freedom  and  flexibility  of  government. 
The  wi.se  men  who  insisted  on  a  Bill  of 
Rights  had  a  healthy  fear  and  distrust 
of  absolute  government  power  even 
though  derived  by  democratic  processes. 
They  were  unwilling  to  trust  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  with  unlimited 
power.  The  President  and  the  Senate 
are  worthy  of  no  greater  trust.  It  was 
Thomas  Jefferson  who  said: 

In  questions  of  power,  let  no  more  be  said 
of  confidence  in  m:in.  but  bind  him  down 
from  mischief  by  the  chains  of  the  Constt- 

tuLion. 

Compare  Jefferson's  thought  with  the 
following  statement  of  the  former  Solici- 
tor General.  Philip  B.  Perlman,  in  oppo- 
sition to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1: 

I  helieve  that  the  people  of  the  United 
S:ates  are  willing  to  continue  to  trust  the 
I're.sldeiu  and  the  ijcnate  in  such  matters. 

Let  me  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  the  fact  that  Mr.  Perlman  is  the 
man  who  argued  in  favor  of  Presi- 
dential power  to  seize  the  great  steel 
industry  of  this  country,  which  position, 
if  sustained,  would  have  brought  an  end 
to  the  rights  of  property  and  to  human 
liberty  in  the  United  States. 

In  a  recent  address  before  the  Ameri- 
can A.s.sociation  for  the  United  Nations, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Lehm.^nJ  said: 

We  dare  not,  for  instance,  sanction* legis- 
lation such  the  proposed  Brtcker  resolution 
•  •  •  which  (takes  away)  from  the  Senate 
the  power  and  discretion  to  Judge  the  valid- 
ity of  all  treaties  and  agreements  that  may 
be  negotiated. 

In  answer  to  that,  I  call  as  my  wit- 
ness Woodrow  Wilson,  who  had  this  to 
say  about  the  same  problem: 

The  history  of  liberty  Is  a  history  of  the 
limitation  of  governmental  power,  not  the 
Increase  of  it. 

On  the  other  hand.  Mr.  George  P. 
Delaney,  international  representative  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  stated 
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in  opposition  to  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 1 : 

I,  for  one.  am  quite  prepared  to  trust 
two-thirds  of  the  Senate  to  Judge  each  treaty 
on  its  merits  and  to  yield  a  verdict  com- 
patible with  our  constitutional  rights  and 
liberties. 

The  fundamental  rights  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  are  either  inalienable  or  they 
may  be  alienated  by  treaty.  If  we  want 
to  trust  the  President  and  the  Senate 
never  to  abridge  those  rights  by  treaty, 
we  should  in  all  honesty  stop  calling 
them  inalienable.  It  is  amazing,  mid- 
way in  the  20th  century,  to  find  some 
so  blind  that  they  would  trust  a  tem- 
poral power  not  to  impair  the  inherent, 
divinely  bestowed  rights  of  the  indi- 
vidual. Has  modern  government  be- 
come .so  benevolent  as  to  justify  this 
radical  departure  from  the  concept  of 
freedom  enunciated  in  the  Declaration 
of  Independence?  On  the  contrary,  the 
con.solidation  and  abuse  of  ab.solute 
power  is  the  hallmark  of  our  time.  Since 
modern  science  had  made  the  jxilice 
state  almost  impregnable  against  in- 
ternal revolt,  government  is  entitled  to 
mucli  le.'-s  trust  today  than  it  was  when 
James  Madison  said: 

If  men  were  angels,  no  government  would 
be  necessary. 

Needlc-ss  to  Fay,  I  have  the  utmost 
tru.st  and  confidence  in  President  Eisen- 
hower and  in  my  colleagues  in  the  Sen- 
ate. No  man  can  guarantee,  however, 
that  .some  future  President  and  the  Sen- 
ate will  not  make  a  treaty  contravening 
the  Constitution.  In  1924  the  President 
and  the  Senate  did  just  that.  The  year 
before  the  Supreme  Court  had  held  that 
the  18th  amendment  prohibited  the  im- 
portation of  intoxicating  liquor  under 
.seal  into  the  territorial  waters  of  the 
United  States— Cu7iard  S.  S.  Co.  v.  Mel- 
lon (252  U.  S.  100  (1923).  To  over- 
corrie  that  effect  of  the  18th  amendment, 
the  President  negotiated  in  secret,  and 
the  Senate  approved  in  secret,  a  treaty 
with  Great  Britain.  The  composition  of 
the  Congress  today  makes  A  possible  to 
establish  the  supremacy  of  the  Consti- 
tution over  the  conflicting  provisions  of  a 
tieaty.  Locking  the  barn  door  before 
the  hor.«e  is  stolen  is  a  better  policy  than 
chanting,  "It  can't  be  done  here." 

Even  if  there  were  no  danger  that  the 
President  and  the  Senate  would  delib- 
erately abuse  the  treatymaking  power,  a 
limitation  on  the  treatymaking  power 
would  still  be  necessary.  The  President 
and  the  Senate  cannot  always  be  sure 
that  a  treaty  will  not  deny  or  abridge 
some  fundamental  right.  Perhaps  the 
best  example  in  the  genocide  convention 
which  was  referred  to  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  4  years  ago. 

The  American  Bar  Association  sees  in 
the  genocide  convention  a  grave  threat 
to  freedom  of  speech,  press,  and  the 
rights  of  persons  accused  of  crime.  Pro- 
ponents of,  the  treaty  deny  that  such 
dangers  exist.  Neither  Interpretation  of 
the  treaty  is  unreasonable.  The  Su- 
preme Court  has  the  final  word,  but  it  is 
constitutionally  incapable  of  rendering 
an  advisory  opinion.  No  doubt  the  Sen- 
ate could  remove  any  danger  to  Ameri- 
can rights  by  a  series  of  reservations  to 
the  treaty.  However,  the  International 
Court  of  Justice  has  held  that  substan- 


tial re.servations  to  the  genocide  conven- 
tion will  nullify  the  effect  of  ratification. 
The  Senate  will  never  be  able  to  vote  in- 
telligently on  the  genocide  convention 
until  such  time  as  the  .supremacy  of  the 
Constitution  over  treaties  is  firmly  estab- 
lished. 

Opponents  of  any  treaty-control 
amendment  contend  that  the  Supreme 
Court  would  invalidate  any  treaty  au- 
thorizing what  the  Constitution  other- 
wise forbids.  That  argument  has  been 
thoroughly  refuted  by  leaders  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  who  appeared 
before  the  subcommittee  of  which  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  ( Mr.  Lancer  1 
is  chairman.  They  have  fully  docu- 
mented the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Dulles  that 
treaties  "can  cut  across  the  rights  given 
the  people  by  the  constitutional  Bill  of 
Rights." 

Section  1  of  the  joint  resolution  would 
prevent  some  provisions  of  the  propo.sed 
U.  N.  Human  Rights  Covenant  from  be- 
coming effective  in  the  United  States. 
For  example,  article  10  of  the  U.  N.  Cov- 
enant on  Civil  and  Political  Rights  per- 
mits the  right  to  a  public  trial  to  be 
denied.  The  sixth  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  pro- 
vides that  the  accused  shall  enjoy  the 
right  to  a  public  trial  in  all  criminal 
prosecutions. 

The  U.  N.  draft  statute  for  an  Inter- 
national Criminal  Court  nullifies  in  un- 
mistakable language  the  constitutional 
protection  of  persons  accused  of  crimes. 
Under  the  terms  of  this  treaty  Ameri- 
can citizens  could  be:  tried  abroad  for 
crimes  committed  in  the  United  States — 
article  21;  denied  the  right  to  trial  by 
jury — article  37;  tried  in  secret — article 
41;  convicted  by  majority  vote — article 
46;  and  denied  any  right  of  appeal — 
article  50.  Nevertheless,  the  proposed 
International  Criminal  Court  is  endorsed 
by  some  American  lawyers  and  judges. 
It  is  hardly  necessary  to  add  that  these 
men  are  violently  opposed  to  any  consti- 
tutional amendment  limiting  the  treaty- 
making  power. 

Section  1  of  the  joint  resolution  can- 
not hamstring  any  President  who  wishes 
to  preserve  the  spirit  as  well  as  the 
letter  of  the  Constitution.  The  only 
treaties  affected  by  section  1  are  those 
which  deny  or  abridge  some  right  pro- 
tected by  the  Constitution.  Section  1, 
therefore,  merely  carries  out  this  pledge 
in  the  1952  platform  of  the  Republican 
Party: 

We  shall  see  to  it  that  no  treaty  or  agree- 
ment with  other  countries  deprives  our 
citizens  of  the  rights  guaranteed  them  by 
the  Federal  Constitution, 

A  new  administration  now  holds  the 
executive  power  of  the  United  States. 
To  gain  that  power,  it  made  certain 
solemn  promises  to  the  American  people. 
Of  these  promises,  none  was  more  im- 
portant than  its  pledge  to  conduct  all 
the  affairs  of  government,  foreign  and 
domestic,  in  accordance  with  the  historic 
principle  that  ours  is  a  government  of 
laws  not  of  men.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
no  officer  of  the  present  administration 
will  assert  that  no  amendment  is  neces- 
sary because  the  new  administration  can 
be  trusted  to  avoid  the  dangers  inherent 
in  an  unlimited  treaty  power. 


Section  2  of  the  proposed  amendment 
would  prevent  any  international  organi- 
zation from  acquiring  by  treaty  the  right 
to  interfere  with  the  purely  domestic 
rights  of  American  citizens  or  with  other 
matters  essentially  domestic  in  charac- 
ter. With  reference  to  section  2,  an  edi- 
torial in  the  Washington  Post  of  Janu- 
ary 11,  1953,  had  this  comment: 

It  Is  difBcult  to  conceive  of  any  treaty  of 
this  sort  being  negotiated  by  the  President 
or  approved  by  the  Senate,  but  we  do  not 
think  the  door  should  be  closed  to  Interna- 
tional tribunals  that  could  enforce  an  Inter- 
national bin  of  rights  under  a  possible  fed- 
eration of  free-world  powers. 

I  would  close  the  door  that  the  Wash- 
ington Post  would  leave  open.  Before 
surrendering  vital  elements  of  sovereign- 
ty to  a  federation  of  free-world  powers, 
public  approval  should  be  manifested  in 
a  constitutional  amendment.  No  other 
procedure  is  appropriate  for  such  a  revo- 
lutionary and  irrevocable  step.  Respon- 
sible spokesmen  for  the  Atlantic  Union 
Committee  and  the  United  World  fed- 
eralists concede  that  a  regional  or  world 
government  by  treaty  would  violate  the 
spirit,  if  not  the  letter,  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. A  world  or  regional  government, 
not  imposed  by  force,  requires  the  volun- 
tary  acceptance  of  common  economic, 
political,  social,  and  moral  values 
throughout  the  area  to  be  consolidated. 
That  condition  does  not  exist.  The  lead- 
ers of  these  regional  and  world  govern- 
ment movements  admit  that  their 
achievements  should  require  a  constitu- 
tional amendment.  They  do  not  seek 
their  goal  by  using  treaties  as  a  subter- 
fuge for  the  surrender  of  essential  at- 
tributes of  sovereignty.  Their  respect 
for  constitutional  processes  might  well 
be  emulated  by  the  Washington  Post. 

Opponents  of  section  2  conjured  up 
some  fantastic  fears.  For  example.  Mr. 
Dana  C.  Backus  testified  that  section  2 
would  prevent  the  International  Tele- 
communications Union  from  allocating 
radio  frequencies  and  the  World  Health 
Organization  from  adopting  quarantine 
regulations  to  prevent  the  international 
spread  of  disease.  Mr.  Backus,  however, 
demolished  his  own  argument  when  he 
said:  "Radio  waves  and  bacteria  do  not 
recognize  international  borders."  They 
are  of  international  concern  and  would 
not  be  affected  by  this  section. 

Mr.  Backus  also  argued  that  section  2 
would  prevent  the  United  States  and 
Canada  from  setting  up  a  joint  commis- 
sion for  the  conservation  of  salmon  in 
west  coast  rivers  and  in  the  coastal 
waters  of  the  ^wo  countries.  He 
promptly  undercut  his  own  argument 
with  the  observation  that  only  through 
international  control  could  salmon  "be 
adequately  and  efficiently  protected." 
When  international  boundaries  are 
crossed  by  fish,  migratory  birds,  radio 
waves,  narcotics,  prostitutes,  germs,  air- 
planes, or  tourists,  it  is  silly  to  argue  that 
problems  arising  out  of  such  interna- 
tional travel  are  purely  domestic  in 
character, 

Mr.  Backus  also  told  the  subcommittee 
that  section  2  would  prohibit  adjudica- 
tion of  claims  of  American  citizens 
against  foreign  nations  and  their  na- 
tionals. That  is  perfect  nonsense.  In 
such  a  situation,  the  American  creditor 
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cannot  enforce  his  right  under  the  Con- 
stitution and  laws  of  the  United  States 
In  the  absence  of  treaty  or  agreement. 
Yet.  we  are  asked  to  believe  that  the 
claims  of  American  citizens  are  purely 
domestic  in  character,  even  though  the 
fullest  exercise  of  the  domestic  powers 
of  the  United  States  cannot  provide  a 
remedy. 

The  most  absurd  charge  leveled 
against  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1  is  that 
section  2  of  the  resolution  would  pre- 
vent Umted  States  participation  in  a 
treaty  for  the  control  of  the  military 
applications  of  atomic  energy.  Mr. 
Backus  and  Mr.  Perlman,  to  whom  I  re- 
ferred a  moment  ago,  advanced  this 
reckless  charge. 

In  the  atomic  bomb,  man  has  created 
a  weapon  which  can  level  cities  in  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye.  Men  the  world 
over  live  in  fear  of  this  terrifying 
weapon.  The  threat  of  total  annihila- 
tion increases  daily.  How  I  wish  that 
atomic  energy  were  a  matter  essentially 
within  the  domestic  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States.  If  only  America  held  the 
key  to  atomic  energy.  I  am  convinced 
that  world  peace  would  be  assured  and 
that  the  nonmilitary  uses  of  this  source 
of  power  would  be  developed  for  the 
benefit  of  all  hiunanity.  Unfortunately, 
atomic  warfare  may  some  day  destroy 
all  life  on  this  planet.  Any  treaty  de- 
signed to  prevent  the  extinction  of  the 
whole  human  race  deals  with  a  subject 
of  paramount  international  concern. 
No  reasonable  man  can  describe  the  sub- 
ject as  purely  domestic  or  national  in 
character.  Section  2  of  my  amendment 
is  intended  to  prevent  foreign  interfer- 
ence only  with  respect  to  domestic  mat- 
ters. 

The  International  Labor  Organization 
calls  itself  a  world  parliament  for  labor 
and  social  questions.  The  legislation  of 
this  so-called  world  parliament  is  em- 
bodied in  ILO  conventions.  They  deal 
with  such  purely  domestic  matters  as 
social  security,  insurance,  labor -man- 
agement relations,  minimum  wages,  in- 
dustrial safety,  socialized  medicine,  and 
maternity. 

No  international  organization  or  for- 
eign power  has  any  legitimate  interest 
in  our  social-security  system.  No  inter- 
national treaty  can  add  anything  what- 
ever to  the  social-security  benefits  which 
can  be  provided  under  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  the  United  States.  Whether 
the  American  i>eople,  acting  through 
their  Representatives  in  Congress,  ap- 
prove lavish  or  modest  benefits,  universal 
or  limited  coverage,  compulsory  or  vol- 
untary contributions,  the  answer  remains 
the  same.  It  is  nobody's  business  but  our 
own. 

Last  year  the  ILO  passed  a  convention 
entitled  "Minimum  Standards  of  Social 
Security."  Approval  of  this  convention 
by  the  Senate  would  obligate  the  United 
States  to  socialize  the  practice  of  medi- 
cine. One  member  of  the  United  States 
employer  delegation  suggested  including 
in  the  convention  a  statement  endorsing 
the  principle  of  voluntary  association  be- 
tween physician  and  patient.  He  was 
voted  down  by  the  ILO  socialist  majority. 

No  committee  of  Congress  has  ever  re- 
ported a  bill  for  compulsory  health  in- 
surance.  In  spite  of  the  lobbying  of  Fed- 


eral Security  Agency  ofBcials,  Congress 
has  refused  to  act.  Nevertheless.  Robert 
Myers,  Actuary  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration,  was  a  member  of  the 
United  States  Government  delegation 
and  voted  for  the  convention  to  socialize 
medicine.  Why  have  representatives  of 
the  United  States  Government  voted 
consistently  for  socialism  by  treaty  when 
the  Congress  has  with  equal  consistency 
refused  to  endorse  socialism  by  legisla- 
tion? Here  is  the  explanation  given  to 
Senator  Lancer's  subcommittee  by  an 
employer  delegate.  Mr.  W.  L.  McGrath. 
of  Cincinnati.  Ohio: 

At  last  June's  conference,  we  asked  the 
United  States  Government  delegates  flatly 
why  they  followed  the  policy  they  did.  Their 
flrst  answer  was  that  their  policy  was  dic- 
tated from  Washington. 

When  pressed  further,  they  Indicated,  in 
a  general  but  not  very  Informative  fashion, 
that  the  Idea  was  that  the  United  States 
should  play  up  to  the  Socialists  because 
the  Socialists  would  help  us  contain  the 
Communists.  In  other  words,  internation- 
ally speaking,  we  should  be  hypocrites.  We 
should  pretend  to  support  measures  which 
we  know  our  people  would  never  approve  of. 
In  the  hope  that  European  Sicialisis  would 
In  turn  be  more  sympathetic  to  our  pro- 
grams with  respect  to  Russia. 

My  own  personal  point  of  view  Is  that 
hypocrisy  is  no  proper  foundation  for  inter- 
national relations.  I  think  that  the  be- 
havior of  our  United  States  delegates  In 
voting  In  favor  of  Socialist  International 
laws  which  are  contrary  to  the  principles  on 
which  our  freedom  and  our  economy  have 
been  founded  is  unforgivable.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  defend  ourselves  against  com- 
munism by  pretending  sympathy  for  a  sys- 
tem which  Is  equally  repugnant  to  the  basic 
principles  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Umted 
States. 

Motherhood  al.'-o  wnuld  become  the 
subject  of  international  control.  At  the 
last  ILO  conference,  a  convention  on 
maternity  protection  was  adopted.  An 
employed  woman  would  be  given  12 
weeks  off  to  have  her  baby,  with  govern- 
ment paying  tlie  cost  of  medical  care, 
hospitalization,  and  an  amount  equal  to 
two-thirds  of  her  pay.  Here  is  Mr.  Mc- 
Grath's  report  of  the  ILO  discussions  on 
maternity  protection: 

For  one  whole  afternoon  government, 
labor,  and  employer  delegates,  from  nations 
all  over  the  world,  debated  the  question  as 
to  whether  a  woman  nursing  her  baby,  on 
time  paid  for  by  the  employer,  should  do 
so  in  a  single  period  of  1  hour  per  day,  or 
two  periods  of  one-half  hour  each.  I  recall 
that  Israel  held  out  for  1  hour  and  France 
was  strong  for  two  half-hour  periods.  On 
this  great  International  point,  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  United  States  Government 
appeared  neutral. 

One  morning  there  was  a  long  debate  on 
the  subject  of  whether  the  Government 
should    or   should    not   furnish    layettes. 

Another  technical  point  was  this.  If  a 
mother  was  unable  to  furnish  her  own  milk 
for  her  own  baby  she  would  have  to  buy  it. 
Therefore  the  government  should  buy  it  for 
her.  But  if  the  government  bought  cow's 
milk  for  one  mother,  was  that  fair  to  the 
mother  who  was  able  to  furnish  her  own 
milk?  This  led  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
mother  who  could  furnish  her  own  milk 
should  likewise  be  paid  by  the  government 
for  doing  so.  and  while  dispensing  It  she 
would  also  be  paid  an  hourly  rate  by  her 
employer. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Apparently,  In  the  ideal  socialistic  state 
practically  all  womeu  are  supposed  to  work. 


Their  babies,  legltlmat*  and  Illegitimate 
alike,  are  financed  by  government  benefits; 
and  In  due  course  they  bring  them  to  work 
with  them,  placing  them  In  government-run 
nurseries  and  leaving  their  machlnea  or  type- 
writers, to  nurse  them  on  company  time. 

The  place  of  the  father  In  the  scheme  of 
things  is  reduced  purely  to  the  function  of 
paternity.  The  state  provides  against  a 
•nultitude  of  contingencies  for  which.  In  a 
free  society,  the  husband  and  the  father,  as 
head  of  the  family,  is  supposed  to  provide. 

Mr.  McGrath  sat  through  all  the  hear- 
ings held  during  the  past  4  years. 

When  the  father  becomes  a  mere  bio- 
logical necessity,  can  international 
sterilization  of  the  unfit  and  scientific 
breeding  be  far  behind?  In  this  con- 
nection. I  should  like  to  read  article  4 
of  the  U.  N.  Draft  Covenant  on  Civil  and 
Political  Rights: 

No  one  shall  l)e  subjected  to  torture  or  to 
cruel,  inhuman,  or  degrading  treatment  or 
punishment.  In  particular,  no  one  shall  be 
subjected  again.st  his  will  to  medical  or  scl- 
ei  tiflc  experimentation  involving  risk  where 
such  is  not  required  by  his  state  of  physical 
or  mental  health. 

Such  determination  would  be  made  by 
some  temporal  authority,  some  bureau- 
crat, some  board,  some  commission,  in- 
ternational in  character,  no  doubt. 

Mr.  Pre.sident,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  be  printed  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  my  remarks  an  article  entitled 
'Motherhood — Secularist  Style."  from 
the  September-October  1952  issue  of 
Leaves,  published  by  the  MariannhlU 
Fathers  and  Brothers  of  the  American 
Province. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  social- 
ism by  treaty,  according  to  opposition 
witnesses,  is  a  hypothetical  danger. 
They  point  out  that  if  Congress  refu.«es 
to  socialize  the  Nation  by  domestic  legis- 
lation, two-thirds  of  the  Senate  is  un- 
likely to  do  so  by  treaty.  If  that  is  true, 
why  do  our  Government  delegates  to  the 
ILO  vote  for  socialistic  conventions,  and 
what  would  be  lost  if  the  United  States 
were  unable  to  ratify  such  conventions? 
The  best  answer,  I  believe,  is  to  be  found 
in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Charles  S.  Rhyne, 
representins;  the  United  States  Chamber 
of  Commerce.    Mr.  Rhyne  said : 

The  great  effusion  of  treaties  designed  to 
Folve  many  of  our  un.-^olvcd  domestic  prob- 
lems—  as  well  as  to  offer  new  solutions  to 
those  for  which  solutions  have  been  devised 
dome.siically — has  gradually  brought  home  to 
the  businessmen  ut  the  United  States  that 
while  they  have  in  the  past  looked  for  regu- 
latory law  relating  to  their  businesses  In 
local  ordinances,  State  statutes  and  Federal 
.<;tatutes,  they  now  must  focus  their  atten- 
tion upon  a  fourth  many-chambertd  legisla- 
tive body,  which  is  busy  grinding  out  pro- 
posed treaty  law.  When  our  triple-layer  gov- 
ernmental system  has  added  to  it  this  fourth 
branch  llie  results  can  be  startling  in  impact. 
•  •  •  •  • 

It  has  been  estimated  that  there  are  some 
200  treaties  afTecting  businessmen  in  one  way 
or  another  now  either  proposed  or  under  ac- 
tive consideralton  by  the  United  Nations  and 
Its  specialized  agencies.  It  Is  also  estimated 
that  last  year  the  United  States  was  repre- 
sented at  more  than  3,000  International  con- 
ferences, committee  meetings  and  discus- 
sions.   Since  these  meetings  and  conferences 
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are  held  til  over  the  world  under  circum- 
stances and  arrangements  which  are  not  too 
well  known  to  businessmen.  It  Is  obvious  that 
tiie  creation  of  an  efTective  watchdog  In  this 
field  is  an  almost  Impossible  task.  This 
means  that  many  of  these  conventions  will 
be  sprung  full-blown  upon  us  without  busi- 
ness Interests  being  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  oppo.=e.  in  the  drafting  stage,  any  provi- 
sions believed  to  be  Injurious  to  or  destruc- 
tive of  any  part  of  our  free-enterprise  system. 
•  •  •  • 

It  seems  that  we  have  now  reached  a  point 
In  our  history  where  the  grtat  Increase  in 
international  treaties  and  the  broad  scope 
proposed  for  them  makes  It  wise  to  pause  and 
con.sider  whether  our  treatymaklng  ma- 
chinery Is  adequate  to  cope  with  the  prob- 
lems created  by  this  accelerated  use  of  that 
tvpe  of  legislation.  It  is  thU  revolutionary 
cli.iui;e  in  the  concepts  and  functions  of 
treaties  and  the  great  Increase  In  proposals 
to  de:ee:<te  dome.stic  matters  to  international 
organizations  which  Indicate  that  the  treaty 
provisions  of  our  Constitution  which  have 
served  well  in  the  past  are  not  adequate  for 
our  present  sltuatton. 

Tlie  United  Nations  Human  Rights 
Covenants  would  subject  almost  every 
civil,  political,  economic,  and  social  right 
cf  American  citizens  to  international 
dermition,  supervision,  and  control. 
Traditionally,  those  rights  have  been  re- 
garded as  purely  domestic  in  character. 
Many  of  tho?e  rights  are  protected  under 
the  power  reserved  to  the  States  by  the 
Ctin.'^tilution. 

Opponents  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
1  contend  that  a  Pederal-State  clause  in 
the  Human  Rights  Covenants  and  in  the 
ILO  Con.stitution  adequately  protects  the 
powers  reserved  to  the  States  by  the 
lOih  amendment.  Such  a  clause  pro- 
vides that  a  Federal  Government  is  re- 
.vponsible  only  for  carrying  out  parts  of 
the  treaty  which,  under  its  constitution, 
are  appropriate  for  Federal  action.  I  do 
not  question  the  sincerity  of  the  argu- 
ment concerning  the  effectiveness  of  a 
Fedeial-State  clause.  It  is,  however, 
unsound. 

Article  VI.  paragraph  2.  of  the  consti- 
tution declares  that  treaties  become  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land.     The  Supreme 
Court  in  Missouri  v.  Holland  (252  U.  S. 
416'.  held  that  Congress  has  the  power 
to  implement  a  treaty  by  legislation,  even 
thoutih  such  legislation,  by  invading  the 
re.served  powers  of  the  States,  would  be 
unconstitutional  in  the  absence  of  treaty. 
Therefore,  while  a  Federal-State  clause 
would  permit  the  international  obliga- 
tion to  be  limited  to  that  portion  of  the 
treaty  within  the  Federal  domain,  it  can- 
not pi-event  Congress  under  the  rule  of 
Mi.s.souri  against  Holland  from  enlarging 
Its  power  at  the  expense  of  the  States. 
Thus,   approval   of   the   Human  Rights 
Covenants  would  provide  a  constitutional 
ba.se   for   civil-rights   legislation   which 
mi '.ht  be  invalid  in  the  absence  of  treaty. 
The  record  will  show,  Mr.  President. 
that  I  have  always  voted  to  let  the  Sen- 
ate pass  on  the  merits  of  various  civil- 
riyhts  measures.    However,   this  is  an 
American  question  and  not  an  appro- 
priate subject  for  regulation  by  inter- 
national law.    Whatever  civil-rights  leg- 
islation   may    be    passed    by   Congress 
should  meet  the  same  constitutional  testa 
as  all  other  domestic  legislation.    The 
balance  of  power  between  Federal  and 
State  governments  must  not  be  destroyed 
by  treaty. 
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Almost  erery  witness  opposed  to  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  1  said  that  It  re- 
flected some  distrust  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. In  my  judgment,  the  amendment 
I  have  proposed  will  help  save  the  United 
Nations.  Since  it  is  true  that  the  amend- 
ment reflects  some  distrust  of  the  U.  N. 
human  rights  program,  I  shall  explain 
why. 

This  is  only  consistent  with  the  dis- 
trust which  the  constitutional  founders 
of  this  country  had  of  the  power  of  gov- 
ernment— the  same  distrust  which 
Woodrow  Wilson  expressed  in  the  state- 
ment to  which  I  referred  a  moment  ago. 
The  State  Department  of  the  previous 
administration  maintained  that  the  pro- 
posed human  rights  covenants  were 
in  complete  accord  with  American  law 
and  tradition.  This  was  an  unsurpassed 
perversion  of  the  truth.  The  U.  N.  Hu- 
man Rights  Commission  has  been  domi- 
nated by  a  Socialist-Communist  major- 
ity. Dr.  Charles  Malik,  of  Lebanon, 
Chairman  of  the  U.  N.  Human  Rights 
Comi»ission.  who  succeeded  Mrs.  Roose- 
velt in  that  position,  described  in  the 
September  1,  1952,  is.sue  of  the  United 
Nations  Bulletin  a  "materialistic  revolu- 
tion" within  the  Commission  brought 
about  by  "the  increasing  impact  of 
Marx"  and  "the  apparent  unimaginative 
helplessness  of  the  Western  World." 
Section  2  of  the  joint  resolution  would 
prevent  the  disciples  of  Karl  Marx  from 
passing  judgment  on  the  political  faith 
proclaimed  in  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence and  secured  in  our  Coiistitu- 
tion. 

Mr.  President.  I  ash  unanimous  con- 
sent tloat  Dr.  Malik's  article  be  printed 
in  the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
remarks. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  article 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  re- 
quested. 

(See  exhibit  B.) 

Mr.  BRICKER.    To  say  that  I  dis- 
trust the  U.  N.  human  rights  program  is 
quite  an  understatement.     Representa- 
tives to  the  United  Nations  are  not  elect- 
ed by  the  people.    Yet  they  presvune  to 
decide  what  economic  and  political  rights 
should  be  enjoyed  by  people  everywhere. 
Representatives  of  nations  which  have 
never  held  a  free  election  solemnly  de- 
bate  what   rights   are   proper    for   the 
American  people.     Yugoslavia's  repre- 
sentative on  the  Human  Rights  Commis- 
sion was  the  former  head  of  Tito's  secret 
police.    Czechoslovakia's  alternate  dele- 
gate to  the  Economic  and  Social  Coun- 
cil had  to  be  expelled  for  espionage  ac- 
tivities.   Communists  at  the  United  Na- 
tions, with  the  aid  of  radical  Socialists, 
are    busily    engaged    in    deciding,    Mr. 
President,  what  your  rights  and  mine 
shall  be  under  the  human  rights  cove- 
nants.    That  I  resent.     The  American 
people  resent  it.     They  want  to  enact 
their  own  lays  through  their  own  elected 
representatives  and  subject  to  the  pro- 
tections of  their  own  ConstituUon. 

Apologists  for  the  U.  N.  claim  that 
the  Communists  are  always  outvoted, 
Dr  Charles  Malik,  Chairman  of  the  U.  N. 
Human  Rights  Commission,  noted  in  his 
article  that  recent  amendments  to  the 
human  rights  covenants  "responded  for 


the  most  part  more  to  Soviet  than  to 
western  promptings."  Referring  to  the 
refusal  of  the  U.  N.  Human  Rights  Com- 
mission to  recognize  the  right  to  own 
property.  Dr.  Malik,  who,  it  will  be  re- 
membered, is  the  Chairman  who  suc- 
ceeded Mrs.  Roosevelt,  said: 

A  study  of  this  particular  debate  will  reveal 
the  extent  to  which  the  non-Communist 
world  has  been  communlstically  softened  or 
frightened.  It  seems  incredible  that  in  these 
economic  matters  •  •  •  the  Western  World 
is  so  divided  on  Itself  as  to  be  incapable  of 
presenting  common  front  against  commu- 
nism. 

Finally  we  are  told  that  the  U.  N. 
human  rights  program  is  a  great  contri- 
bution to  world  peace.  The  truth  is  that 
the  United  Nations  courts  disaster  every 
time  it  tries  to  intervene  in  matters  es- 
sentially within  domestic  jurisdiction  of 
its  members.  I  agree  completely  with 
the  followirvg  statement  by  Anthony 
Eden.  British  Foreign  Secretary,  at  the 
U.  N.  General  Assembly  on  November  11, 
1952: 

If  we  attempt  to  stretch  the  meaning  of 
the  Charter  and  extend  the  areas  in  which 
the  United  Nations  has  Jurisdiction,  we  run 
grave  risks,  unless  we  can  carry  all  our  fel- 
low members  with  us,  of  weakening  the  very 
structure  of  the  United  Nations.  For  this 
reason  I  regard  it  as  very  dangerous  that  this 
organization  should  attempt  to  intervene  in 
the  domestic  affairs  of  member  Btates.  Or 
that  it  should  In  any  way  contravene  the 
terms  of  article  2,  paragraph  7,  of  the  Charter. 

The  object  of  our  organization  is  to  pro- 
mote general  International  cooperation  and 
good  feeling.  It  was  never  intended  to  be 
an  agency  for  controlling  the  domestic  poli- 
cies of  Its  various  members  or  for  Intervening 
between  them  and  the  territories  for  which 
they  are  internationally  responsible. 

I  am  a  profound  believer  in  the  United 
Nations.  I  have  worked  for  International 
cooperation  since  the  early  days  of  the  League 
of  Nations  and  I  cannot,  I  think,  be  accvised 
of  being  ixikewarm  toward  international  in- 
stitutions. It  is  precisely  because  I  place 
such  hopes  in  the  part  the  United  Nations 
can  play  for  peace  that  I  sound  this  note  of 
warning. 

Section  2  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 
makes  effective,  insofar  as  the  United 
States  is  concerned,  the  limitations  im- 
posed on  the  United  Nations  by  article 
2  (7)  of  its  Charter.  If  adopted,  section 
2  will  help  to  curb  a  suicidal  ambition  of 
the  United  Nations. 

Out  of  the  U.  N.  there  flows  a  steady 
stream  of  propaganda  designed  to  prove 
that  worldwide  respect  for  human  rights 
can  be  promoted  by  treaty.  Here  is  the 
result  of  5  years  of  work  on  freedom 
of  information  treaties  as  reported  by 
Charles  A.  Sprague,  editor  of  the  Oregon 
Statesman,  and  a  United  States  rep- 
resentative to  the  General  Assembly: 

To  sum  up,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  history  of  the  last  5  years  dictates 
Its  own  conclusions.  It  has  been  shown  that 
the  writing  of  treaties  on  freedom  of  infor- 
mation is  not  the  way  to  promote  freedom 
of  information,  at  least  at  this  time.  Our 
dUagreements  range  over  too  wide  a  sphere 
and  they  are  not  growing  smaller.  We  have 
cross  currents  of  ideas  and  tides  of  opinion 
which  ebb  and  flow.  We  cannot  tell  where 
they  will  take  us.  except  that  It  appears  cer- 
t^n  that  if  we  continue  oitr  present  course 
we  will  skirt  periloiisly  close  to  rocks  and 
shoals  dangerous  to  liberty.  (Department  oX 
State  Bulletin,  November  17.  1952.) 
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It  seems  to  me  that  the  United  Nations 
can  do  much  to  promote  universal  re- 
spect for  himian  rights.  It  must  rely, 
however,  on  programs  of  advice  and  edu- 
cation. Nothing  in  my  amendment 
would  hinder  such  progress.  The  dan- 
gers inherent  in  using  treaties  to  com- 
pel respect  for  human  rights  were  ex- 
plained by  Mr.  John  Poster  Dulles  m 
his  speech  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  last  year 
when  he  said : 

It  Is  always  tempting  to  look  on  treaties 
as  an  easy  way  to  make  high  Ideals  come 
true.  Actually  It  may  do  more  harm  than 
good  for  one  nation  to  attempt  by  treaty 
to  Impose  lt«  moral  standards  on  another 
people.  Human  rights  should  have  their 
primary  sanction  In  community  will  and 
when  treaties  Ignore  that,  and  try  to  sub- 
stitute an  alien  will,  the  treaties  themselves 
usually  collapse  through  disrespect,  dragging 
down  the  whole  structure  ol  International 
law,  order,  and  Justice. 

Section  3  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 
provides  that  a  treaty  shall  become  ef- 
fective as  internal  law  only  through  the 
enactment  of  appropriate  legislation  by 
Congress.  Our  Constitution  is  unique  in 
that  it  permits  treaties  to  become  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land  without  legis- 
lative action.  Section  3  provides  for 
equality  of  international  obligations. 

The  legal  controversy  which  has  de- 
veloped over  various  provisions  of  the 
U.  N.  Charter  shows  why  all  treaties 
should  be  made  non-self -executing.  An 
Intermediate  court  in  California  held 
that  certain  human  rights  provisions  in 
the  charter  were  self-executing — Fujii 
\.  California  (217  P.  <2d)  418,  218  P.  (2dt 
595  (1950)).  The  Supreme  Court  of 
California  decided  that  those  provisions 
were  not  self-executing  (242  P.  '2d>  217 
(1952)).  The  issue  is  still  in  doubt. 
Distinguished  lawyers  have  reached  op- 
posite conclusions.  No  one  denies,  how- 
ever, that  if  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  follows  the  reasoning  of 
the  lower  California  court  in  the  Fujli 
case,  thousands  of  Federal  and  State 
laws  will  be  automatically  nullified.  It 
is  equally  clear  that  the  Senate  antici- 
pated no  such  result  when  it  voted  for 
the  U.  N.  Charter  in  1945.  Section  3  of 
the  joint  resolution  would  prevent  trea- 
ties from  having  far-reaching  and  unin- 
tended consequences  as  domestic  leg- 
islation. 

At  the  present  time,  it  is  often  impos- 
sible for  the  Senate  to  know  at  the  time 
a  treaty  is  approved  what  its  effect  will 
be  on  existing  Federal  and  State  laws 
and  policies.  This  is  particularly  true  of 
U.  N.  treaties.  The  U.  N.  has  generally 
followed  the  advice  of  lawyers  who  have 
no  respect  for  the  traditional  rules  of 
legal  construction.  They  argue,  for  ex- 
ample, that  the  U.  N.  Charter  should  be 
liberally  construed,  as  though  it  were  a 
world  constitution.  Often  the  phrase 
"liberal  interpretation"  is  a  mere  eu- 
phemism to  obscure  disrespect  for  the 
rule  of  law.  Article  108  of  the  U.  N. 
Charter  clearly  sets  forth  the  procedure 
for  its  amendment.  Here  is  what  Dr. 
Philip  Jessup  wrote  in  regard  to  article 
108,  providing  for  amendments  to  the 
United  Nations  Charter: 

Notwithstanding  these  formal  provision? 
concerning  amendment  •  •  •  interpretative 
resolutions  adopted  by  a  majority  vote  of  the 
General  Assembly  may  have  or  come  to  have 
■uch    compelling   force   as   to   constitute   la 


effect  changes  which  will  bind  all  members. 
•  •  •  The  entire  development  is  of  interest 
In  relation  to  the  progress  toward  a  system 
of  international  legislation  by  majority 
rule.  When  such  a  system  has  sufficiently 
Jiistlflied  Itself  in  practice  the  old  obstacle  of 
absolute  sovereignty,  which  is  at  the  basis 
of  the  traditional  rule  that  a  treaty  may  not 
be  modified  without  the  consent  of  all  the 
original  parties,  may  gradually  disappear. 
(Jessup.  Law  of  International  Contractual 
Agreements.  41  Am.  J.  Int.  Law  378,  379 
(1947)). 

The  late  A.  H.  Feller,  former  general 
counsel  for  the  United  Nations,  wrote 
a  book  in  which  he  noted  that  the  U.  N. 
Charter  does  not  mean  today  what  it 
meant  at  the  time  of  its  ratification — 
Feller.  United  Nations  and  the  World 
Community  <1952).  The  avowed  ene- 
mies of  national  sovereignty  have  made 
the  issue  perfectly  clear.  Unless  all 
treaties  are  made  non-self -executing  in 
their  effect  on  domestic  law,  the  Senate 
cannot  approve  any  U.  N.  treaty  with 
any  assurance  that  it  will  not  some  day 
be  construed  to  alter  radically  the  rights 
of  the  American  people  under  Fecferal 
and  State  laws. 

In  the  hearings  on  Senate  Joint  Res- 
olution 1,  opponents  of  any  treaty-clau.se 
amendment  argued  that  adequate  .safe- 
guards on  the  exercise  of  the  treaty 
power  are  available.  Reference  was 
made  to  the  power  of  Congress  to  repeal 
a  treaty  by  legislation  .and  to  the  power 
of  the  Senate  to  attach  reservations  to 
a  treaty.  Neither  .safeguard,  in  my 
judgment,  is  adequate  protection  against 
abuse  of  the  treaty  power. 

It  is  true  that  Congress  may  repeal 
by  ordinary  legislation  the  domestic  ef- 
fect of  a  treaty.  Unilateral  repudiation 
of  a  treaty,  however,  cannot  relieve  the 
United  States  of  its  inteinational  obli- 
gation. Congress  cannot  repeal  what 
turns  out  to  be  a  bad  or  dangerous  con- 
tract without  invitint;  whatever  retalia- 
tory action  the  community  of  nations 
may  decide  to  take.  Nothinc;  is  better 
calculated  to  undermine  international 
law  and  order  than  for  the  leader  of  the 
free  world  to  repudiate  its  treaty  obli- 
gations. It  is  difficult  to  imagine  any 
situation  where  Con^^ress  would  be  ju.sli- 
fied  in  taking  such  action. 

To  show  that  unilateral  repudiation 
of  treaties  is  not  an  effective  .safetiuard, 
let  us  consider  article  17  of  the  U  N. 
Charter.  That  article  provides  that  the 
f^pen.ses  of  the  U.  N.  "shall  be  borne  by 
the  members  as  apportioned  by  the 
General  Assembly."  Most  Members  of 
Congress  have  good  reason  to  believe 
that  the  U.  N.  is  extravagant  and  that 
the  a.ssessment  on  the  United  States  is 
too  high.  However,  I  doubt  if  Congress 
will  ever  refuse  to  vote  whatever  ap- 
propriation is  required  to  meet  the  U.  N. 
a.ssessment  in  full.  I  certainly  shall  not 
vote  to  breach  article  17  of  the  charter 
in  the  way  it  operates. 

Similarly,  the  reservation  .safeguard  is 
more  apparent  than  real.  As  a  practical 
matter,  multipartite  treaties  must  be 
ratified  in  the  form  submitted  or  not  at 
all.  The  U.  N.  Charter  was  submitted 
to  the  Senate  on  that  basis.  It  is  gen- 
erally acknowledged  that  the  U.  N.  Char- 
ter is  one  of  the  most  poorly  drafted  legal 
documents  of  all  time.  In  Senate  de- 
bate on  the  charter,  almost  every  Sen- 
ator referred  to  its  imperfections  and 


ambiguities.  Yet  no  reservation  to  the 
charter  was  offered.  The  International 
Court  of  Justice  has  ruled  that  substan- 
tial reservations  to  the  Genocide  Con- 
vention will  nullify  the  act  of  ratifica- 
tion. 

Section  4  of  the  joint  resolution  which 
I  have  introduced  makes  limitations  on 
the  treaty  power  applicable  to  executive 
agreements.  The  Supreme  Court  held 
in  United  States  v.  Pink  (315  U.  S.  203 
(1942)  that  an  executive  agreement, 
not  approved  by  either  House  of  Con- 
gress, became,  like  a  treaty,  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land.  To  limit  the  scope  of 
the  treaty  power  without  placing  com- 
parable limitations  on  the  power  to  make 
executive  agreements  would  be  like  lock- 
ing the  front  door,  but  leaving  the  back 
door  open. 

In  addition,  section  4  brings  executive 
agieements  under  legislative  control. 
During  the  past  12  years  the  executive 
branch  has  regarded  treaties  and  execu- 
tive agreements  as  interchangeable  in- 
stiuments  of  national  policy.  In  a  book 
published  in  1941.  Dr.  Wallace  McClure. 
formerly  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Treaty 
Division  of  the  State  Department,  ex- 
plained the  basis  for  deciding  whether 
to  use  treaties  or  executive  agreements 
in  assuming  international  obligations. 
He  said: 

The  result  is  that  for  controversial  inter- 
natldUHl  uct.i  the  Senate  (or  treaty)  method 
may  well  be  quietly  abandoned,  and  the  in- 
struments handled  as  executive  agreements. 
But  fur  largf  mimbors  uf  purely  routine  acts, 
about  vtliirh  no  public  opinion  exists  and 
no  question  as  to  their  acceV^bility  arises, 
the  present  (treaty)  method  is  desirable  as 
fxulng  the  time  nI  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives (McCiure.  International  Executive 
Agreements,  p    378  ) 

The  McClure  theory  was  later  refined 
.so  the  President  could  act  alone  in  mak- 
ing highly  controversial  aqreement.s, 
such  as  the  one  consummated  at  Yalta, 
thereby  .-^aving  the  time  of  both  the  Sen- 
ale  and  the  House  of  R?presentatives. 
Mr  Theodore  Peaij-on.  testifying  in  op- 
position to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1. 
estimated  that  approximately  85  percent 
of  the  executive  agreements  made  in 
recent  years  were  authorized  by  statute 
or  later  appiovcd  by  the  Congre.ss.  Ob- 
v:ou.sly  the  President  is  not  going  to  be 
handcuffed  by  bimmng  the  remalnini^ 
15  percent  of  executive  agreements  un- 
der leuishitive  control.  Section  4  of  the 
amendment,  by  eliminating  a  "no  man's 
land  '  ill  the  Held  cf  constitutional  law, 
will  insure  a  more  harmonious  relation- 
ship between  the  President  and  the 
Congress. 

coNT!  rsioi* 

Senate  Joint  Re.solution  1  will  not  pre- 
vent bad  treaties.  It  will  not  dispense 
with  the  need  for  close  scrutiny  of  all 
treaties  by  the  Senate.  The  amendment 
declares,  m  effect,  that  international  co- 
operation must  end  at  the  point  where 
the  constitutional  rights  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  are  endangered. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  my  sincere  hope 
that  America  can  persuade  the  world  to 
accept  the  doctrine  that  all  men  are  en- 
dowed by  their  Creator  with  inalienable 
rights  which  no  government  can  legiti- 
mately deny  or  abridge.  This  is  the 
greatest  challenge  in  American  foreign 
policy.    If  we  are  successful  in  meeting 
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the  challenge,  the  world  will  experience 
an  unprecedented  era  of  freedom,  peace, 
and  material  abundance. 

If  the  world  can  persuade  America  to 
accept  the  doctrine  that  fundamental 
human  rights  are  gifts  of  the  state,  and 
may  therefore,  be  limited  by  treaty,  then 
America  will,  indeed,  be  in  grave  danger. 
That  is  Americas  greatest  danger.  To 
meet  a  danger  of  such  magnitude  to  the 
I  lilted  States  and  to  the  world  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  is  the  only  appropriate 
safi^uard. 

Mr  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  for  an  ob- 
servation'' 

Mr  BRICKER.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yieUi  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Ohio  that,  as  I  have 
listened  to  his  address  this  afternoon,  I 
believe  he  should  be  commended  for  his 
able  remarks  and  for  bringing  this  very 
imi>oitant  question  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  and  the  world. 

It  mitiht  be  of  some  interest  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Ohio  to  know 
that  within  the  past  3  or  4  weeks  I  have 
received  from  my  State  a  great  many 
Ictieis  in  which  I  have  been  requested 
to  be  sure  to  support  the  position  taken 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  in  in- 
troducing this  measure. 

I  can  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  a  very  widespread  In- 
terest and  a  general  appeal  on  this  gen- 
eral cniestion  are  manifesting  themselves 
among  many  persons  in  my  State  and 
area. 

So  I  repret  very  much  that,  for  obvious 
reasons,  not  very  many  Senators  have 
been  present  this  afternoon  to  hear  the 
splendid  address  delivered  by  the  junior 
Seniitor  from  Ohio. 

Ml  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Kansas,  and  I  deeply 
appreciate  his  action  in  joining  in  spon- 
sonii';  this  measure,  as  he  did  last  year. 
I  likewi-se  appreciate  the  action  of  the 
other  62  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
are  cosponsors  of  the  joint  resolution, 
and  thus  have  joined  in  expressing  the 
need  for  a  measure  of  this  kind  in  order 
to  protect  the  inalienable  rights  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  The  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association,  the  American  Le- 
gion, and.  In  fact,  a  group  of  organiza- 
tions nationwide  In  character  and  so 
numerous  that  two  pages  are  required 
to  h>t  them,  are  supporting  the  principle 
involved  in  this  resolution. 

The  committee  is  now  hearing  testi- 
mony pro  and  con.  I  hope  the  com- 
mittee Will,  at  an  early  date,  submit  a 
proposed  constitutional  amendment  that 
will  be  satisfactory  In  wording  to  every- 
one. 

I  have  not  yet  heard  any  opposition  of 
any  substance.  It  Is  merely  said,  first, 
that  such  a  constitutional  amendment  is 
unneces-sary;  and.  second,  that  It  may 
interfere  with  our  international  affairs. 
In  the  first  place.  Mr.  President,  such 
a  constitutional  amendment  is  neces- 
sary, as  I  have  tried  to  point  out  this 
afl<'rnoon. 

In  the  second  place,  such  an  amend- 
ment will  not  interfere  with  our  legiti- 
mate international  affairs,  but  will  inter- 
fere only  when  proposed  International 


action  transgresses  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  under  the 
Constitution  and  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

I  said  to  one  or  two  witnesses  who 
testified  at  the  hearing  that  If  the  found- 
ers of  our  Government  In  the  First  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  had  taken  the 
IXKition  which  those  witnesses  have 
taken  there  would  never  have  been  a  Bill 
of  Rights. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  knows  as 
well  as  I  do  that  in  the  history  of  our 
country  there  have  been  times  when  our 
people  have  been  so  infiamed  by  a  pass- 
ing passion  of  the  hour,  whatever  it  may 
have  been,  that  minority  rights  and  in- 
dividual rights  might  well  have  been 
wiped  out. 

The  proposed  constitutional  amend- 
ment is  of  vital  importance  to  every  citi- 
zen, individually;  and  it  is  also  of  great 
and  vital  importance  to  the  minority 
groups  in  our  country  and  to  the  pres- 
ervation of  their  inalienable,  God-given 
rights. 

No  other  nation  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  has  ever  regarded  the  rights  of  its 
people  as  otherwise  than  ones  having 
been  given  them  by  their  own  govern- 
ment. If  the  government  gives  them 
rights,  the  government  can  take  from 
them  the  rights  so  granted. 

As  I  said  at  the  beginning  of  my  re- 
marks, our  great  contribution  to  the  ex- 
panding jurisprudence  of  all  times  is  the 
concept  that  the  rights  of  men  are  in  the 
spiritual  realm,  that  those  rights  are 
Inalienable  and  God-given,  and  that  no 
government  can  take  them  from  the 
people. 

To  state  the  matter  In  a  rather  force- 
ful way,  let  me  say  that  the  proposed 
constitutional  amendment  would  pre- 
vent the  transferral  of  the  most  impor- 
tant rights  of  the  American  people  from 
the  spiritual  realm  into  the  temporal 
power  of  government — not  only  our  own 
Government,  but  any  International  gov- 
ernment of  any  kind  or  character. 

So  I  appreciate  very  much  the  support 
of  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  all  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  will  read  what  has 
been  said.  This  material  has  been  docu- 
mented. We  have  worked  on  this  matter 
constantly  for  the  past  3  years,  and  have 
read  many  treaties,  and  have  followed 
the  activities  of  the  United  Nations  and 
the  activities  of  our  representatives  on 
many  international  commissions  and 
conventions. 

One  was  called  to  my  attention  only 
this  morning,  by  telephone,  by  a  repre- 
sentative of  an  organization  in  which  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  Is  vitally  inter- 
ested, namely,  the  American  Farm  Bu- 
reau Federation,  which  now  is  alarmed 
about  an  International  food  pool  which 
Is  being  proposed  and  to  which  the 
United  States  again  would  be  the  chief 
contributor.  A  constitutional  amend- 
ment of  the  kind  we  now  propose  would 
make  such  an  international  arrange- 
ment subject  to  control  by  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  and  would 
always  prevent  the  rights  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  in  their  proi)erty  or  In  their 
Individual  human  relations  from  being 
subject  to  any  international  control  or 
domination.  ^ 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kansas  very 

much. 
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Motherhood — Secularist  Sttlb 

("The  welfare  state  starts  from  the  as- 
sumption that  a  man's  worth  Is  measured  by 
his  service  to  the  community.  •  •  •  The 
state  proceeds  on  the  assumption  that  par- 
ents cannot  afford  to  look  after  their  chil- 
dren as  well  afi  its  ofBcials  can,  that  In  fact 
children  are  more  the  concern  of  the  com- 
munity than  they  are  of  the  parents.  •  •  • 
The  welfare  state,  being  in  large  measure 
the  offspring  of  socialism.  Insists  that  all 
should  be  on  the  same  footing  and  receive 
equal  treatment.  The  state  thus  makes  un- 
warrantable inroads  on  the  family,  and 
usurps  functions  that  properly  belong  to  the 
parents."  (From  the  1952  Lenton  Pastoral 
Letter  of  Most  Rev.  John  F.  D'Alton,  arch- 
bishop of  Armagh  and  Catholic  primate  of 
Ireland.) ) 

The  modern  heresy  of  secularism,  which  is 
so  widespread  today — and  has  even  poisoned 
the  hearts  and  minds  of  countless  Catho- 
lics— is  no  laughing  matter.  There  is  noth- 
ing amusing  about  this  spiritual  cancer  that 
is  gradually  eating  away  at  the  moral  fiber 
of  modern  mankind. 

But  sometimes  even  secularism  goes  to 
such  absurd  extremes  that  it  makes  a  laugh- 
ing spectacle  of  itself.  In  their  eagerness  to 
transform  the  world  overnight  into  a  ma- 
terialistic heaven-on-earth,  secularists  talk 
such  nonsense  and  concoct  such  fantastic 
schemes  that  one's  first  impulsive  reaction 
ib  that  of  amusement. 

Here  is  Just  one  such  example  of  the  ab- 
surdity of  secularism.  It  is  contained  In  a 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Annual  Con- 
ference of  the  International  Labor  Organiza- 
tion— an  ofBclal  agency  of  the  United  Na- 
tions— which  was  held  in  Geneva,  Switzer- 
land, this  June.  The  report  is  by  Don 
Knowlton.  who  attended  the  Conference, 
and  appears  in  the  September  22,  1952,  is- 
sue of  The  Freeman  magazine.  (This  ex- 
cellent Journal  is  published  at  240  Matlison 
Ave.,  New  York  16,  N.  Y.  25  cents  per  copy.) 
Mr.  Knowlton's  article  (he  Is  not,  inci- 
dentally, a  Catholic)  Is  a  scathing  Indict- 
ment of  those  architects  of  the  new  Utopia 
who  are  making  eager  plans  to  Invade  the 
sacred  precincts  of  the  family  and  to  take 
even  new-born  babies  under  the  protective 
maternal  wing  of  the  state. 

The  ILO  delegates  spent  3  weeks  In  debat- 
ing among  themselves  as  to  how  the  rights 
of  the  mothers  of  the  world  could  best  be 
protected,  and  how  to  emancipate  them  from 
the  burden  of  raising  children. 

The  solution  decided  upon  Is  simplicity 
Itself:  The  mothers  will  simply  go  to  work. 
In  other  words,  they  will  become  useful  and 
productive  members  of  society,  instead  of 
unproductive  parasites  wasting  their  time  in 
the  home,  as  they  are  now.  Naturally,  the 
state  will  look  after  baby  while  mamma  is 
on  the  assembly  line.  State-supported  nurs- 
ing centers  will  be  established  in  or  near  the 
factories  where  the  mothers  work  and.  at 
times  prescribed  by  the  public  authorities, 
they  will  leave  their  machines,  rush  up  to 
feed  their  babies  (on  company  time,  of 
course) ,  and  then  hurry  back  to  work. 

The  conference  almost  broke  up  over  a 
technical  point  that  was  raised  during  the 
debate  on  how  often  and  how  long  mothers 
should  be  permitted  to  feed  their  babies  dur- 
ing working  hours.  For  several  hours.  1 
group  argued  that  the  mother  should  be 
given  2  dally  half-hotir  breaks  with  her 
baby,  while  the  opposing  group  insisted  upon 
a  single  break  of  a  fuU  hour.  The  argument 
became  even  more  confused  w^ien  it  was 
finally  discovered  that  some  of  the  delegates 
were  talking  about  the  mother  running 
home  to  give  Junior  his  state-prescribed 
quoU  of  milk  and  pablum,  whUe  the  others 
were  talking  about  keeping  the  baby  at  tb» 
factory  with  her. 

But  then  another  complication  aroee.  At 
a  previous  session,  the  ILO  had  approved  a 
convention  draft  prescribing  equal  pay  for 
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men  and  women  for  equal  work.  And  some- 
body now  pointed  out  that  paying  the 
mothers  while  they  were  away  from  their 
machines  feeding  their  babies  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  equal-pay  convention  and 
would  be  unfair  to  the  men  workers.  One 
American  delegate — tempted  by  the  ab- 
surdity of  the  whole  discussion — facetiously 
suggested,  as  a  solution  for  the  dilemma, 
that  the  fathers  should  also  be  given  paid 
time  off  to  change  Junior's  diapers,  while 
the  muT;her  was  being  paid  for  feeding  him. 
But  the  question  became  so  Involved,  the 
matter  was  dropped  and  the  conference  went 
en  to  other  world-shaking  problems. 

An  Australian  delegate  got  up  to  suggest 
that,  in  many  cas^s,  the  proposed  "maternity 
benefits"  for  working  women  were  entirely 
unnecessary,  since  most  men  not  only  were 
able  but  preferred  to  provide  their  spouses 
and  ne^orn  babies  with  all  the  care  they 
needed.  He  was  indignantly  voted  down. 
Why?  Because  the  Maternity  Convention 
specifically  provides  that — as  far  as  the  pro- 
posed benefits  are  concerned — any  differen- 
tiation whatsoever  between  unwed  and  mar- 
ried mothers  shall  be  strictly  prohibited  by 
law.  "Apparently."  comments  Mr.  Knowl- 
ton  with  fine  Irony,  "most  women  are  ex- 
pected to  work  in  this  Socialist  Utopia,  and 
the  production  or  service  group  will  replace 
the  family  as  a  social  unit.  And  since  ille- 
gitimacy is  on  a  par  with  legitimacy,  and 
the  economic  reasons  for  the  home  disappear, 
the  reasons  for  marriage  Itself  seem  a  bit 
nebulous." 

By  now,  you  may  be  thinking  that  this 
ILO  Conference  was  obviously  Just  a  gather- 
ing of  leftist  crackpots,  whose  proposed 
socialistic  schemes  are  so  absurd  that  no 
responsible  government  would  ever  seriously 
consider  them  for  a  moment.  Unfortunate- 
ly, these  ILO  delegates  were  far  from  wild- 
eyed  visionaries  and  dreamers.  They  were 
all  official  delegates  from  the  60  countries 
which  comprise  the  membership  of  the  United 
Nations — including  our  own  United  States. 
What's  more,  this  Maternity  Convention  was 
actually  voted  upon  and  passed  by  a  majority 
of  the  delegates,  as  a  proposed  international 
treaty,  which  will  have  the  binding  force 
of  international  law,  as  and  when  each  mem- 
ber government  ratifies  it. 

Mr.  Knowlton  relates  an  incident  that 
took  place  during  the  above-described  de- 
bates which  reveals  that  even  non-Christian 
orientals  are  shocked  by  the  moral  decadence 
of  our  professedly  Christian  western  democ- 
racies, as  exempl/fied  by  this  latest  inter- 
national scheme  '.o  destroy  the  very  founda- 
tion of  Christia'    civilization — the  family. 

One  delegate  .rom  China,  after  reading  the 
proposed  Maternity  Convention  draft  for  the 
first  time,  turned  to  him  and  asked  in  amaze- 
ment. "Don't  you  have  families  over  here? 
In  my  country,  the  mother  takes  care  of 
her  babies  at  home." 

SxHiBrr  B 
RtncAN  Rights  in  thb  Untitd  Nations 
(By  Dr.  Charles  Malik,  Minister  of  the  Re- 
public  of   Lebanon   in   the   United  States 
and    Chairman    of    the    Commission    on 
Human  Rights  of  the  United  Nations) 

I 
The  eighth  session  of  the  Commission  on 
Human  Rights,  lasting  for  9  weeks  (April 
14-June  13),  was  the  longest  the  Commis- 
sion ever  held  and  one  of  the  longest  held 
by  any  organ  of  the  United  Nations.  And 
yet  all  that  the  Commission  managed  to 
complete  of  Its  agenda  was  3  or  4  out  of  a 
total  of  some  20  items.  Those  of  us  who 
have  followed  closely  this  enterprise  ever 
since  San  Francisco  now  realize  that  we 
have  all  along  underestimated  the  complex- 
ity and  difficulty  of  this  Issue.  We  began 
with  the  somewhat  naive,  albeit  sincere,  de- 
termination to  work  out  an  International 
Bill  of  Rights,  and  in  the  initial  impulse 
of  our  Inexperience  we  saw  the  completion 


of  this  task  Just  around  the  corner.  There 
were  three  steps  to  the  undertaking:  A  dec- 
laration whereby  the  rights  and  freedoms 
appertaining  to  man  are  theoretically  de- 
fined: a  series  of  covenants  whereby  adher- 
ing states  explicitly  bind  themselves  to  the 
strict  observance  of  the  rights  and  freedoms 
elaborated  in  them;  and  measures  of  imple- 
mentation whereby  the  international  com- 
munity can  make  sure  that  human  rights 
and  fundamental  freedoms,  whether  on  the 
level  of  the  charter  or  of  the  declaration, 
or  of  the  covenants,  are,  in  fact,  being  pro- 
moted and  observed.  We  completed  the  first 
step  in  1948.  and  many  of  us  thought  the 
other  two  steps  would  be  forthcoming  In 
speedy  succession.  We  have  been  grappling 
with  them  now  for  4  years,  and  while  miich 
indeed  has  been  acconr.pUshed  during  this 
time  the  end  is  not  yet  in  sight.  We  have 
all  been  sobered  by  the  realization  of  the 
truly  formidable  task  assigned  to  us. 

Nature  of  task  ~ 

Now,  this  task  was  none  other  than  the 
determination  cf  the  proper  structure  of 
human  dignity,  the  working  out  of  all  those 
enjoyments  which  are  inherent  to  manT  and 
without  which  he  would  be  less  than  him- 
self, less  than  his  Author  intends  him  to  be, 
less,  at  any  rate,  than  he  Is  capable  of  be- 
coming and  being.  And  we  were  not  only 
to  bring  about  agreement  (or  register  what- 
ever agreement  there  was)  among  the  na- 
tions of  the  world  as  to  what  these  natural 
rights  and  freedoms  were  but  also  to  suggest 
ways  and  means  whereby  human  dignity, 
thus  determined  and  thus  agreed  upon,  can 
be  promoted  and  achieved  by  International 
cooperation. 

All  that  one  has  to  do  to  appreciate  what 
all  this  really  involves  is  (a)  to  remember 
that  man  by  himself  is  at  best  very  difficult 
to  determine,  even  if  It  were  one  philosopher 
proceeding  from  one  coherent  set  of  presup- 
positions who  attempted  this  determination; 
(b)  to  reflect  that  the  nations,  in  the  consid- 
eration of  this  question  in  its  present  all- 
embracing  scope,  have  really  come  together 
seriously  for  the  first  time  in  history,  and 
that,  .so  far  as  international  action  by  re- 
sponsible representatives  of  governments  Is 
concerned,  the  Commission's  work  is  crea- 
tive and  pioneering  in  every  respect:  (c)  to 
keep  in  mind  the  radical  differences  that  ob- 
tain In  the  interpretation  of  man  among  the 
effective  cultures  of  the  world,  some  stressing 
this,  some  stressing  that,  side  of  his  nature; 
and  (d)  to  brood  upon  the  sad  phenomenon 
of  power  politics  entering  into  and  vitiating 
everything,  including  man  himself.  We 
know  now  that  the  nobility  and  importance 
of  our  task  is  matched  only  by  its  inherent 
difficulty  and  by  the  long  time  we  must  iu 
all  fairness  allow  for  its  unfolding. 

II 

Among  the  general  circumstances  that 
conditioned  the  eighth  session  of  the  Com- 
mission, three  are  particularly  worthy  of 
consideration.  There  was  first  the  oppres- 
sive weight  of  the  general  world  situation 
which  affected  our  progress  at  every  turn. 
People's  minds  were  on  the  whole  elsewhere 
than  on  the  problems  of  human  rights,  and 
some  found  it  difficult  to  concentrate 
upon  our  immediate  endeavors.  The  debate 
seemed  to  them  utterly  academic.  Thus  it 
is  not  clear  how  much  the  foreign  offices  of 
the  member  governments,  or  the  respective 
departments  dealing  with  the  United  Na- 
tions, took  active  notice  of  our  deliberations, 
nor  whether  we  were  Just  those  18  experts 
blissfully  left  by  our  governments  to  ham- 
mer out  all  by  ourselves  whatever  texts  we 
could,  as  best  we  could.  Now,  the  troubled 
world  situation  has  been  with  us  for  a 
number  of  years,  but  the  more  we  are  re- 
moved in  time  from  the  original  moral  in- 
dignation evoked  6y  the  Second  World  War  in 
favor  of  man  and  his  freedoms,  the  more 
the  questions  of  war  and  peace  cast  their  pall 
upon  the  reality  of  our  work. 


World  situation 
This  Is  one  of  man's  tormenting  paradoxes: 
That  such  fundamental  work,  for  man  and 
in  his  name,  cannot  go  on  in  a  vacuum,  but 
must  take  its  proper  place  within  the  con- 
text of  the  serious  world  situation;  must  In- 
deed refiect  people's  concern  for  their  ex- 
istence and  their  destiny.  When  existence 
is  in  question,  the  how  of  existence  recedes  to 
the  background.  And  yet  what  is  the  use  of 
existence  unless  It  be  made  worthy  of  man 
and  his  highest,  unless  its  Just  how  is  as- 
sured? When  dLscord  deepens  and  war 
threatens,  we  slacken  in  our  interest  in  hu- 
man rights;  and  yet  is  not  the  violation  ut 
these  rights  among  the  fundamental  causes 
of  war  and  discord,  and  can  there  be  tran- 
quillity and  progress  without  adequate  rec- 
ognition of  these  rights  and  freedoms 
throughout  the  world? 

So  hurry 

The  second  general  situation  that  de- 
termined this  session,  a  situation  not  alto- 
gether independent  of  the  first,  was  that  no- 
body seemed  in  a  hurry  to  push  our  work 
to  a  conclusion.  I  cannot  accuse  anybody  of 
international  dllatorlness,  but  people  were 
on  the  whole  expansive,  and  many  a  decision 
could  have  been  reached  with  one-half  or 
one-third  of  the  argumentation  that  led 
up  to  It.  Certainly  the  sense  of  urgency  and 
drive  that  characterized  the  preparation  of 
the  declaration  back  In  1947  and  1948  was 
absent,  and  it  was  Impossible  to  brush  aside 
the  reflection  that  the  proclamation  of  the 
declaration  In  1948  was  really  something  of 
a  miracle,  so  that  If  It  were  not  proclaimed 
then,  possibly  we  would  still  be  working 
on  It  now.  In  these  fundamental  matters 
vigorous  leadership  makes  all  the  difference: 
one  or  two  nations,  knowing  exactly  what 
they  want  and  determined  in  advance  to 
finish  a  total  Job,  have  a  good  chance  to  lead 
the  rest  In  the  attainment  of  their  end. 
But  to  leave  18  representatives  to  argue  more 
or  less  ramblingly  about  what  belongs  to 
the  dignity  of  man.  without  an  overarching 
vigorous  design  aiming  at  the  completion  of 
a  Job  no  matter  how  difficult,  would  doubt- 
less lead  if  not  to  trackless,  then  certainly 
to  inconclusive  wanderings.  You  could  not 
this  time — at  least  until  the  very  last  few 
days — get  the  Commission  to  adopt  rules 
limiting  the  number  of  Interventions  per 
person  per  subject  and  the  length  of  time 
of  each  intervention,  even  in  respect  to  those 
subjects  gone  over  a  hundred  times  before: 
nor  cGuld  you  set  a  firm  deadline  for  the 
recelvabllity  of  proposals,  and  amendments, 
and  amendments  to  amendments;  and  al- 
ways when  the  chairman  wanted  to  close 
the  list  of  speakers,  pratcically  the  whole 
round  of  representatives  wanted  to  put  their 
names  m  again.  People  simply  loved  going 
on  and  on — arguing,  attacking,  coaxing,  re- 
fining. 

One  or  tico  covenants 

The  third  fundamental  circumstance  was 
that  the  situation  prevailing  In  the  Third 
Committee  of  the  General  Assembly  with 
respect  to  this  matter  carried  over  to  the 
Commission.  The  issue  that  was  debated  for 
weeks  and  weeks  In  the  Third  Committee  last 
year  and  the  year  before  was  whether  to  work 
out  one  covenant,  comprising  within  Its 
scope  civil,  polHical,  economic,  social,  and 
cultural  rights,  or  two  separate  covenants, 
one  for  civil  and  political  rights,  and  one  for 
economic,  social,  and  cultural  rights.  One 
or  two  became  the  question;  and  when  great 
Issues  are  reduced  to  such  absurd  simplicity, 
people  In  the  confusion  of  the  times  do  not 
always  take  sides  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
There  Is  room  for  neat,  political  maneuvering 
and  bargaining:  room  to  score  a  victory 
against  or  inflict  an  embarrassment  upon  the 
"two'ers"  or  "one'ers"  by  shrewdly  siding 
with  the  opposite  camp.  From  the  point  of 
▼lew  of  the  truth,  it  Is  always  dangerous  to 
oversimplify  Issues  in  International  gather- 
ings; overlapping,  Interpenetration,  the  pro- 
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viding  of  significant  "riders,"  the  insertion  of 
pregnant  nuances,  all  this  helps  to  prevent 
la  lie  divisions  of  the  hoxise  for  reasons  en- 
tirely extraneous  to  the  objective  subject 
matter  under  consideration.  He  who  thinks 
representatives  are  always  swayed  by  the  ob- 
jective compulsion  of  the  truth  and  never 
fall  to  the  seductions  of  abstract  slmrplifica- 
tlon  does  not  know  the  real  character  of 
international  existence. 

Be  that  as  It  may.  th«  1950  decision  of  the 
General  Assembly  was  in  favor  of  one  cove- 
nant, and  the  CommlaUon  In  lU  session  In 
Geneva  last  year  worked  assiduously  on  the 
ba.sis  of  that  presupposition.  But  in  1961 
the  General  Assembly  reversed  its  directive 
to  the  Commission,  ask.ng  us  to  prepare  two 
beparate  covenants,  to  le  gone  over  with 
equal  care,  to  Include  as  much  common  lan- 
guage as  possible,  to  be  presented  to  the 
General  Assembly  and  thence  to  be  opened 
for  accession  at  the  same  time,  but  withal  to 
be  two  separate  instruments  capable  of  being 
adhered  to  separately  and  Independently. 

Now.  there  was  nothing  in  the  reversal  In 
Itself  to  cause  the  Commission  any  special 
difficulty  or  embarrassment:  we  receive  our 
ultimate  directives  from  the  General  Assem- 
bly through  the  Economic  and  Social  Council 
and  we  try  to  execute  i.hem  as  faithfully  aa 
passible.  But  In  thU  particular  reversal, 
what  was  decisive  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  general  conditions  under  which  we  car- 
ried out  our  mandate  was  the  structure  of 
the  voting  In  the  General  Assembly,  con- 
sidered both  quantitatively  and  qualitatively. 
FYom  the  former  point  of  view,  the  decision 
lo  have  one  covenant  for  the  two  types  of 
riKhts  was  carried  in  1650  by  an  overwhelm- 
Inn  majority,  38  votes  to  7,  with  12  absten- 
tions. When  this  declj.ion  was  reversed  last 
year  in  favor  of  two  covenants,  the  voting 
was  27  for,  20  against,  with  3  abstentions. 
On  the  other  hand,  those  that  favored  two 
covenants  were  led  by  the  more  developed 
countries,  whereaw  those  who  favored  one 
comprised  underdeveloped  countries  and  the 
Soviet  bloc. 

Qualitatively,  the  house  In  general  divided 
on  this  iFSue  between  the  Western  World  and 
the  Eastern  World  (India  and  Lebanon,  how- 
ever, went  with  the  V/est)  with  the  Soviet 
world  siding  with  thr  East  and  the  Latin 
American  world  dlvidlag  more  or  less  evenly 
tK-tween  the  two.  As  a  result,  at  once  two 
matters  came  to  the  'ore  which  are  of  the 
essence  of  our  present  Involvement,  matters 
that  were,  to  be  sure,  partly  the  cause,  but 
are  undoubtedly  also  partly  the  effect,  of 
this  division:  I  mean  the  host  of  questions 
subFumed  under  the  rubric  "self-determlna- 
tlnn  of  peoples"  and  the  antithesis  between 
the  developed  and  th'j  less  developed.  The 
whole  atmosphere  of  human  rights  in  the 
United  Nations  is  now  charged  with  these 
two  themes.  »»• 

Two  bloc* 
Tlie  structure  of  voting  in  the  third  com- 
mutee  reflected  itself  both  times  faithfully 
in  the  Commission.    Last  year  a  strong  ma- 
jority uf  the  Commission  could  always  be 
counted  upon  In  supjxjrt  of  the  Idea  of  one 
covenant.     This  year  the  house  was  pretty 
nearly    evenly    divide<l    on    most    Important 
Issues.    Some  of  the  great  decisions  (whether 
to  adopt  or  to  reject  texts)   taken  this  year 
by  the  Commission  were  taken  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority of  one  or  two,   and  In  certain  cases 
we   had   to   call   Into   the  room  one  or  two 
n. embers  who  were  ou-.side  attending  to  some 
other  business  in  order  to  enable  the  Com- 
mission to  come  to  a  decision.    Nothing  Is 
more  despairing  to  a  chairman  than  to  be 
dealing  with  an  evenly  divided  house;   the 
grounds  of  serlousnesfi  seem  then  to  be  with- 
drawn from  underneath  his  feet.     The  Com- 
mission's work  at  its  eighth  session  this  year 
c:umot  be  properly  appraised  without  con- 
stantly keeping  In  m.nd  (and  without  fully 
appreciating   the   significance   of   this   fact) 
that  two  more  or  less  solid  and  equal  bloc* 
at   once   formed  themselves  on   practically 


every  important  issue,  the  one  composed 
of  the  U.  8.  8.  R.,  the  Ukraine.  Poland. 
Yugoslavia,  Chile.  Uruguay,  Pakistan,  and 
Egypt,  the  other  of  the  United  States,  the 
United  Kingdom.  Prance,  Australia,  Belgium. 
Sweden.  Greece,  and  China,  with  Lebanon 
and  India  sometimes  dividing  between  the 
two  blocs,  sometimes  voting  with  the  first, 
sometimes  (In  fact  for  the  most  part)  voting 
with  the  second  bloc.  (This  statement  does 
not  of  course  apply  to  every  vote  taken,  but 
it  certainly  approximates  the  normal  pattern 
observed  in  the  voting.  Also  the  listing 
above  is  made  in  the  order  of  firmness  with 
which  the  country  in  question  stuck  to  the 
bloc  under  which  It  is  listed.  Thus  the  two 
or  three  couritrles  toward  the  end  of  each 
listing  did  not  invariably  vote  with  the  rest 
of  that  bloc,  and  in  one  instance — that  of 
communications — the  pattern  of  voting  un- 
derwent a  revolution;  the  Soviet  Union,  the 
United  States,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
France  coming  together  in  indissoluble  un- 
ion.) 

The  Commission  labored  under  three  great 
handicaps:  the  overshadowing  world  tension, 
the  utter  lelsureliness  with  which  people 
moved  or  wanted  to  move,  and  the  even  di- 
vision of  its  meml>ership  on  the  fundamental 
issues.  The  first  distracted  our  attention 
somewhat,  the  second  slowed  down  our  prog- 
ress considerably,  and  the  third  cast  a 
shadow  of  doubt  upon  the  finality  of  such 
results  as  we  were  able  to  achieve. 

m 
In  general  and  despite  the  expanslveness 
and  repetitiveness,  the  quality  of  debate  in 
this  session  was  high.  To  attend  the  meet- 
ings day  after  day  and  listen  carefully  to  the 
development  of  our  themes  was  a  veritable 
education  In  itself.  Because  of  the  nature 
of  our  subject  matter,  the  basic  structure  of 
human  dignity,  no  fundamental  issue  in  the 
world  today  was  not  directly  or  indirectly 
touched  upon.  This  has  always  been  the  case 
in  the  Commission  on  Human  Rights.  It  is 
doubtful  whether  in  the  debates  of  the 
United  Nations  anything  compares  with  the 
proceedings  of  this  Commission  in  depth  and 
comprehensiveness. 

Self-determination 
The  debate  on  self-determination  revealed 
two  antithetical  facts:  on  the  one  hand,  that 
in  lUelf  this  question  is  exceedingly  complex; 
on  the  other,  that  the  non-Atlantic  nations 
would   brush   aside   all   such   complexity   in 
favor    of    a   simple,    direct    affirmation    that 
every  people  and  every  nation  has  a  natural 
right  to  self-determination.     It  is  not  that 
the   Atlantic  nations  and  their  friends  are 
Just     defensively     and     selfishly     resisting 
change:    the  problem  is  genuinely  and  ob- 
jectively complex.     Nor   is  it,  on   the  other 
hand,    that    the    Soviet,    Asian,    and    Latin 
countries    are    Just    spiting    and    rebelling 
against  the  West;  people  today  insist  on  their 
right  to  determine  their  own  fate  freely  even 
if  that  should  mean  transfer  of  attachment 
from  one  power  camp  to  another.     The  west- 
ern doctrine  of  freedom  Is  gradually  coming 
to  full  bloom  in  non western  lands;   and  in 
this  closely  knit  world,  so  long  as  the  two 
camps  remain  poised  against  each  other  in 
irresolution  and  unsettlement,  everybody  else 
has  a  chance  to  clamor  for  his  right  to  inde- 
pendence of  thought  and  action.     The  zest 
Itenerated  by  the  Idea  of  self-determination 
is  due  precisely  to  the  fact  that  the  mind 
does  not  at  first  suspect  the  formidable  com- 
plexities concealed  under  thU  idea.    There  is 
no  shortcut  to  the  sophistication  of  experi- 
ence and  refiectlon.  j«v.„*.h 
Among  the  questions  raised  and  debated 
In  this  connection  were  the  following: 

(1)  How  much  does  world  peace  depend 
upon  safeguarding  the  right  of  self-determi- 
nation to  peoples  and  nations? 

(2)  Whether  the  right  to  self-determina- 
tion to  which  all  were  agreed  in  principle, 
was  'an  individual  or  a  group  right  and  con- 
iquJntl,  whether  It  feU  under  the  Charter 


concept  of  "fundamental  human  rights" 
which  It  was  the  intent  of  the  declaration 
to  define  and  the  covenants  to  implement. 

(3)  How  much  does  the  exercise  of  other 
rights  depend  upon  the  prior  realization  of 
the  right  of  self-determination? 

(4)  Where  should  this  right  be  affirmed? 
As  an  integral  article  in  the  body  of  the 
covenant  or  covenants?  Or  in  the  preamble? 
Or  in  the  Declaration  of  Human  Rights? 
Or  in  a  separate  document?  Or  in  a  special 
and  separate  resolution  of  the  General  As- 
sembly? (Because  oiu-  instructions  were  ex- 
plicit, the  Commission  decided  that  self-de- 
termination be  an  article  in  the  body  of  the 
covenants. ) 

(5)  Should  its  content  be  a  short,  simple 
statement  of  principle  or  should  it  be  de- 
tailed? 

(6)  If  the  structure  of  self-determination 
should  be  gone  into  in  detail,  was  the  Com- 
mission competent  to  undertake  this  Job? 
Should  It  not  rather  seek  assistance  from  the 
international  law  commission,  the  subcom- 
mission  on  prevention  of  discrimination  and 
protection  of  minorities,  and  UNESCO,  in 
the  determination  of  the  diverse  moments 
of  this  idea? 

(7)  How  is  self-determination  related  to 
freedom.    Independence,   self-government? 

(81    What  constitutes  a  people? 

(9)  When  are  minorities  entitled  to  this 
right? 

(10)  When  in  their  maturation  are  peo- 
ples entitled  to  this  right? 

(11)  What  legitimate  action  may  a  people 
take  to  achieve  this  right? 

(12)  What  should  the  attitude  of  other 
peoples  and  nations  be  to  a  people  struggling 
for  the  right  of  self-determination? 

(13)  The  question  of  plebiscites:  When 
to  be  taken?    Under  whose  auspices? 

(14)  The  great  question  of  cultural  self- 
determination:  Is  there  such  a  thing?  Are 
people,  for  Instance,  entitled  to  suppress 
freedom  of  thought,  conscience,  and  Inquiry 
in  the  name  of  cultural  self-determination? 

(15)  The  great  question  of  economic  self- 
determination — of  the  right  of  peoples  freely 
to  dispose  of  their  own  natural  resoxirces: 
How  does  this  affect  international  economic 
cooperation,  including  the  question  of  devel- 
opment? 

(16)  Is  the  right  of  self-determination, 
according  to  the  charter,  unqualified?  Is  it 
subject  to  overarching  considerations  of 
international  security  and  peace? 

It  will  be  highly  rewarding  to  the  student 
of  this  topic  to  go  back  to  the  clashes  of 
opinion  in  the  original  proceedings  of  the 
Commission,  and  to  try  to  penetrate  to  the 
reason  and  significance  of  these  clashes. 

The  text  of  the  article  on  self-determina- 
tion finally  adopted  by  the  Commission  for 
Inclusion  In  t>oth  covenants  under  considera- 
tion was  as  follows: 

1.  All  peoples  and  all  nations  shall  have 
the  right  of  self-determination,  namely,  the 
right  freely  to  determine  their  political,  eco- 
nomic, social,  and  cultural  status. 

2.  All  states.  Including  those  having  re- 
sponsibility for  the  administration  of  non- 
self-governing  and  trust  territories  and  those 
controlling  in  whatsoever  manner  the  exer- 
cise of  that  right  by  another  people,  shall 
promote  the  realization  of  that  right  in  all 
their  territories,  and  shall  respect  the  main- 
tenance of  that  right  In  other  states  in  con- 
formity with  the  provisions  of  the  United 
Nations  Charter. 

3  The  right  of  the  peoples  to  self-deter- 
mination shall  also  include  permanent  sov- 
ereignty over  their  natural  wealth  and  re- 
sources. In  no  case  may  a  people  be  deprived 
of  Its  own  means  of  subsistence  on  the 
grounds  of  any  rights  that  may  be  claimed 
by  other  states. 

The  Commission  was  also  instructed  by 
the  General  Assembly  to  work  out  recom- 
mendations concerning  international  respect 
for  the  self-determination  of  peoples,  tne 
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presupposition  being  that  pending  the  elab- 
oration and  the  coming  Into  force  of  the 
covenants,  sxirelj  the  United  Nations  cannot 
remain  Inactive  In  this  field.  Two  such  rec- 
ommendations were  drawn  up  in  which  the 
member  governments  were  asked  to  uphold 
the  principle  of  self-determination,  particu- 
larly with  respect  to  non-self-governing  and 
trust  territories,  and  those  responsible  for 
such  territories  were  asked  to  include  in  the 
information  transmited  by  them  under  arti- 
cle 73e  of  the  charter  an  account  of  the 
political  progress  of  these  territories. 

rv 

Whatever  we  were  able  to  adopt  of  the 
covenant  on  economic,  social,  and  cultural 
rights  was  gone  over  with  great  care.  We 
have  now  precise  texts  on  the  right  to  work, 
to  appropriate  conditions  of  work,  to  social 
security,  to  special  protection  of  maternity, 
children,  and  the  family,  to  food,  clothing, 
and  housing,  to  an  adequate  standard  of  liv- 
ing, to  health,  to  education,  to  science  and 
culture,  and  to  forming  and  Joining  trade 
unions.  There  is  also  an  article  on  the  pro- 
gressive Implementation  of  compulsory  pri- 
mary education  free  of  charge  for  all.  Be- 
sides these  substantive  articles,  there  are 
what  might  be  termed  "regulative  provi- 
sions" on  nondiscrimination  especially  as 
between  men  and  women,  on  general  limita- 
tions on  the  exercise  of  these  rights,  on  the 
fact  that  the  present  convention  cannot  der- 
ogate from  human  rights  already  in  force, 
and  on  the  fact  that  the  realization  of  these 
rights  is  to  be  "progressive." 

The  specialized  agencies  again  took  active 
interest  In  our  work.  Especially  did  the  rep- 
resentatives of  UNESCO  and  ILO  play  a  sig- 
nificant role  In  our  deliberations.  The  Com- 
mission respectfully  deferred  to  their  expert 
opinion,  and  oiu  present  text  reflects  some 
of  their  Ideas. 

The  Soviet  bloc,  as  la  to  be  expected,  were 
most  active  in  the  debates  on  these  matters. 
They  urged  the  most  advanced  provisions,  es- 
pecially with  respect  to  nondiscrimination, 
and  never  tired  of  alleging  that  in  their  re- 
spective countries  economic  and  social  con- 
ditions were  incomparably  better  than  In 
the  Western  World.  I  '-hlnk  a  study  of  our 
proceedings  will  reveal  that  the  amendments 
we  adopted  to  the  old  texts  under  examina- 
tion responded  for  the  most  part  more  to 
Soviet  than  to  western  promptings. 

Guaranties 
But  on  their  major  thesis  they  were  not 
•uccessful.   •   •   •  They     wanted     to     see     a 
atrict  governmental  guarantee  for  practically 
every  right.     According  to  the  Soviet  con- 
cept   the    Grovernment    is    the    agency    that 
guarantees  for  everybody  the  enjoyment  of 
the  right  to  work,  to  proper  conditions  of 
work,   to  social   security,   to  education,   etc. 
The   majority   of    the    Commission    did    not 
share  this  view,  believing,  on  the  contrary, 
that     economic     power     and     enforcement 
should  not  be  a  monopoly  of  the  state.     Of 
course,  this  fundamental  dllTerence  in  view- 
point between  the  Soviet  and  the  non-Soviet 
worlds   raises    the    three   formidable   issues: 
(a)  of  how  governments  can  enter  into  in- 
ternational compacts  in  matters  over  which 
they  do  not  have  direct  control;   (b)  of  how 
such  compacts  can  therefore  be  implement- 
ed:   and    (c)    of   whether    the   International 
promotion  of  this  type  of  right  lends  Itself 
to  the  same  sort  of  treatment  as  that  pos- 
sible for  clvU  and  political  rights. 

Limiting  clauses 
In  two  limiting  but  important  cases  there 
la  an  expression  of  governmental  guaranty. 
The  first  is  the  nondiscrimination  clause  of 
the  general  umbrella  article.  Here  the  state 
parties  undertake  to  guarantee  that  the 
rights  enunciated  In  this  covenant  will  be 
exercised  without  distinction  of  any  kind, 
such  as  race,  color,  sex,  etc."  The  point  of 
this  imdertaklng  la  that  while  some  of  these 
rights  may  not  be  reallaed  except  progres- 
•iTely,  Giving  to  Umltatlona  of  available  re- 


sources and  other  conditions,  yet  Insofar  as 
a  right  is  exercised  at  all.  it  cannot  be  exer- 
cised on  a  basis  of  discrimination.  Thus 
there  may  not  be  at  once  enough  schools  for 
all  children,  but  the  available  schools  must 
take  in  children  without  discrimination. 
The  second  case  is  the  provision  on  trade 
union  rights,  which  reads:  "The  states  •  •  • 
undertake  to  Insure  the  free  exercise  of  the 
right  of  everyone  to  form  and  Join  •  •  • 
trade  unions  •  •  •."  the  idea  being  that  all 
that  the  states  here  obligate  themselves  to  Is 
not  to  Interfere  In  trade  union  activity,  and 
therefore  such  negative  (formal)  obligation 
can  be  a.'^sumed  all  at  once. 

The  other  clause  of  the  ppyenlng  "um- 
brella" article  reads:  "Each  state  party 
hereto  undertakes  fo  take  steps.  Individually 
and  through  international  cooperation,  to 
the  maximum  of  Its  available  resources,  with 
a  view  to  achieving  progressively  the  full 
realization  of  the  rights  recognized  in  this 
covenant  by  legislation  as  well  as  by  other 
means."  This  text  wus  probably  'i  ght 
hardest  of  all.  Behind  every  phrase  lurks  a 
precise  Intention,  or  the  avoidance  of  a  sup- 
posed danger.  The  enthusiasts  saw  prac- 
tically behind  every  word  a  possible  loop- 
hole for  evasion  by  governments:  the  real- 
ists argued  that  these  material  rights  dif- 
fered from  the  formal  ones  of  the  other 
covenant  precisely  by  the  feature  that  they 
depended  on  objective,  material  conditions 
which  can  only  be  brought  into  effective 
operation  progressively.  The  realists  finally 
won  the  day. 

Science  and  culture 

In  the  debate  on  science  and  culture,  some 
of    the   dread    ultimate    Issues    in    the    world 
today  came   to   the  fore      The  Soviet   view- 
point  was    again   that    the   states   mu.st    ln> 
sure   that    the   development   of   scienre    and 
culture    subserve    the    interests    of    progress 
and  democracy.     Tlils  proposal  was  defeated 
by  12  votes  to  4.  with   1   abstention.     Noth- 
ing  Is   more   detrimental    to   the   spirit   and 
vitality  of  a  culture  than   to  make  freedom 
of  thought  and  inquiry  subject  to  the  opin- 
ion of  the  state  as  to  what  is  good  for  pro- 
gress and  democracy  or  for  that  matter,  for 
anything.     Science,  culture,  truth  are  abso- 
lutely Independent  of  politics:  their  develop- 
ment obeys  an  autonomous  law  of  its  own. 
Even    If    progress,    democracy,    peace,    were 
unlvocal  terms  (and  the  present  world  crisis 
consists  precisely  in  the  fact   that  they  are 
not ) .  and  even  if  they  referred  to  gotxl  and 
desirable   things.   It    Is    not   the   business   of 
science,     culture,     and    creation    to    pursue 
them.     These  pursue  their  own  proper  ends, 
which  are  nothing  other  than  the  discovery 
and  expression  of   the  truth    (which   Is  ful- 
ness of  life  and  beauty  no  less  than  of  mind) 
In  complete  freedom.     Not  only  will  science 
and    truth    wither    away    where    freedom    is 
suppressed  or  curtailed,  but  the  state  Itself 
will  wake  up  one  day  to  the  realization  that, 
both    by   reason   of   a   pervasive   dullness    of 
mind  which  it  has  succeeded  In  generating 
among  its  citizenry,  and  by  reason  of  the  un- 
availability  of   material    instruments    which 
the  inventiveness  of  freedom  alone  can  sup- 
ply, it  is  decisively  handicapped  in  the  pur- 
suit of  its  own  ends.     He  tampers  with  the 
source     of     life     itself    who    tampers     with 
freedom. 

Right  to  property 
For  the  second  year  an  unsuccessful  at- 
tempt was  made  to  Include  an  article  on  the 
right  to  own  property.  Article  17  of  the 
Universal  Declaration  proclaimed  this  right, 
but  since  then  the  Commission  has  not  been 
able  to  agree  on  an  appropriate  text  for  the 
covenant.  The  French  Delegation  put  for- 
ward a  proposal,  but  so  many  difficulties  and 
objections  were  raised,  particularly  with  re- 
gard to  expropriation  and  compensation,  that 
finally  the  Commission,  tired  of  the  apparent 
hopelessness  of  this  matter,  decided  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  on  it.  The  concept  of  prop- 
erty and  lU  ownership  is  at  the  heart  of  the 


great  Ideological  conflict  of  the  present  day. 
It  was  not  only  the  Communist  represenU- 
tlves  who  riddled  this  concept  with  questions 
and  doubts;  a  goodly  portion  of  the  non- 
Communist  world  had  Itself  succumbed  to 
these  doubts.  A  study  of  this  particular  de- 
bate win  reveal  the  extent  to  which  the  non- 
Communist  world  has  been  communlstically 
softened  or  frightened.  It  seems  Incredible 
that  in  these  economic  matters,  which  reflect 
indeed  much  more  than  more  economic  di- 
vergencies, the  Western  World  Is  so  divided 
on  Itself  as  to  be  incapable  of  presenting  a 
common  front  against  communism.  When 
the  material  appetite  is  aroused,  there  Is  no 
end  to  its  claims  unles.s  It  be  checked  at  some 
point  with  the  original  restraints  of  the 
spirit. 

▼ 

No  drastic  revisions  have  been  Introduced 
in  the  civil  and  jwlltlcal  formulations  that 
have  come  down  to  us  from  the  Commission's 
labors  of  1950  One  can  in  general  speak  of 
l.aving  subjected  these  rights  only  to  further 
refinement. 

The  catalog  comprises  the  right  to  life; 
the  prohibition  of  Inhuman  or  degrading 
treatment:  the  prohibition  of  slavery  and 
forced  labor:  the  right  to  liberty  and  security 
of  person:  freedom  from  imprisonment  on 
account  of  Inability  to  fulfill  a  contractual 
obllc;atlon:  the  right  to  liberty  of  movement; 
the  protection  of  aliens  against  arbitrary  ex- 
pulsion; the  right  to  a  fair  trail,  the  prohibi- 
tion of  retroactive  criminal  legislation;  the 
right  to  recognition  as  a  person  before  the 
law:  freedom  of  thought,  conscience,  and 
religion:  freedom  of  opinion  and  expression: 
the  right  of  peaceful  assembly;  the  right  of 
association;  and  equality  before  the  law. 
There  were  further  three  articles  of  a  regu- 
lative type;  one  expressing  the  obligation 
to  respect  and  en.sure  the  rights  enumerated 
In  the  covenant:  one  on  the  scope  and  limita- 
tion of  derogations  allowable  under  excep- 
tional circumstances;  and  one  safeguarding 
the  covenant  from  abuse  and  preventing  any 
restrictions  ui>on  rights  in  force  not  recog- 
nized in  It. 

The  student  who  wishes  to  go  more  deeply 
Into  these  matters  must  read  the  records 
of  the  Commlsslim  or  Its  report  to  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council.  Among  the 
themes  that  received  significant  discussion 
were  the  following:  The  question  of  capital 
punishment;  how  to  preserve  the  Integrity 
and  Independence  of  the  genocide  conven- 
tion in  respect  to  the  article  on  the  right  to 
life;  what  medical  and  scientific  experimen- 
tation Is  permissible  on  man:  the  distinction 
between  forced  and  hard  labor;  the  ques- 
tion of  conscientious  objectors;  the  question 
of  exile  and  of  the  possibility  of  return  to 
ones  own  country;  minimum  guarantees 
for  accused  persons;  for  what  purpose  speech 
may  be  limited:  and  whether  states  may 
be  allowed  to  sign  the  convention  even  If  at 
the  time  they  do  not  measure  up  to  all  Its 
requirements. 

Freedom  of  religion 
There  was  an  interesting  revision  of  the 
right  to  freedom  of  thought,  conscience,  and 
religion.  Thanks  to  the  admirable  endeavors 
and  openness  of  mind  of  the  represenUtlve 
of  Egypt,  and  to  the  studied  and  profound 
concern  of  Dr  Frederick  Nolde.  representing 
nongovernmental  religious  organizations,  the 
modifications  suggested  by  the  representa- 
tive of  Egypt  were  all  unanimously  adopted. 
Although  It  can  be  philosophically  shown 
that  the  right  to  change  one's  religion  or 
belief  (the  provision  of  the  Declaration) 
necessarily  implies  the  right  to  maintain 
one's  religion  or  belief,  it  was  felt  that  this 
Implication  had  better  be  made  explicit  In 
the  covenant.  Consequently,  the  formula- 
tion now  is  "freedom  to  maintain  or  to 
change"  one's  religion  or  belief.  Now,  this 
revision  was  meant  to  guard  against  an  in- 
ordinate emphasis  upon  "changing  one's  re- 
ligion .or  belief,"  but  since  it  labors  the 
obvious,  and  since  freedom  to  change  necea- 
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sarily  Implies  freedom  to  maintain,  but  free- 
dom to  maintain  does  not  necessarUy  Imply 
freedom  to  change,  it  in  turn  lays  itself  open 
to  the  criticism  of  overemphasizing  the  static 
ii.spect  of  freedom  of  religion  or  belief.  To 
restore  the  balance  once  more,  a  new  clause 
was  Introduced  into  this  important  article 
reading:  "No  one  shail  be  subject  to  coercion 
which  would  impair  Ills  freedom  to  maintain 
or  to  change  his  relijlon  or  belief." 

In  this  way.  absolute  freedom  of  con- 
science to  see  the  truth  and  follow  it,  whether 
by  confirming  one's  previous  position  or  by 
changing  It.  is  safei;uarded.  Although  he 
heartily  endorsed  these  modifications,  Dr. 
Nolde  read  Important  reservations  Into  our 
records.  I  believe  nc  student  or  interpreter 
can  afford  In  the  future  to  fail  to  take  notice 
of  these  reservations.  Important  statements 
puardmg  against  posiiible  mlslnterpretetlons 
(f  the  concept  of  ccercion  were  also  made 
in  the  debate.  It  is  always  artificial  social 
pre.ssure  (the  sanction  of  the  group),  and 
nut  any  Innate  and  incurable  perversion  in 
miin's  understanding,  that  prevents  him  from 
seeking,  finding,  and  espousing  the  truth. 
But  that  weakness  of  the  will  called  cow- 
ardice also  plays  an  important  role. 
Fundamental  differences 

Ag.iln  and  again  it  became  apparent  that 
our  difficulties  stemmed  for  the  most  part 
from  radical  diflerer.ces  in  Intent  with  re- 
p.ird  to  fundamental  concepts.  We  referred 
nbdve  to  the  equivocal  character  of  such 
t  rnis  as  "democracy."  "progress,"  "peace." 
One  can  make  a  list  cf  the  fundamental  con- 
cept.s.  arising  from  the  objective  confusion  of 
the  historical  moment,  which  were  at  the 
bii.se  of  our  perplexity  and  torment.  Such  a 
list  would  Include,  In  addition  to  the  three 
nentloned  above.  th»  concepts  of  "science." 
•arbitrary,  '  "Fascist.'  and  "Nazi."  But  it  Is 
primarily  because  government  is  understood 
and  practiced  in  entirely  different  senses 
throughout  the  world  that  ovu  confusion  was 
wurse  confounded. 

The  ultimate  contrast  is  between  govern- 
ment as  the  expression  of  the  free  will  of  the 
ppiiple.  and  government  as  possessing  an  In- 
deiiendent  wladom  and  Infallibility  of  its 
own  which  would  enable  It  to  dictate  Its 
will  upon  the  people.  This  contrast  reveals 
contradictory  interpretations  of  the  nature 
of  man.  and  since  our  attempt  was  precisely 
to  determine  this  nature,  no  wonder  we  did 
not  agree.  If  real  horses  could  meet  and 
argue,  presumably,  since  each  Is  really  a 
hurse.  tiiey  would  strike  some  agreement. 
liui  when  governments  meet  (through  their 
representatives),  arid  when,  although  the 
8.1  me  term  is  vised  (governments),  the  reali- 
t:rs  indicated  by  the  term  are  so  radically 
diflirent.  how  is  real,  effective  agreement 
ever  possible?  The  iilternative  is  not  despair, 
but  patience  and  faith — both  infinite — and  a 
lively  sense  of  humor.  , 

PreombI* 
The  CommLsslon  decided  that  there  be  no 
difference  in  the  preambles  of  the  two  cov- 
enants. Much  of  the  adopted  language  was 
tiiken  from  the  preamble  of  the  Declaration. 
The  phrase  "recognition  of  the  inherent  dig- 
nity and  of  the  c^ual  and  Inalienable  rights" 
stresses  the  notion  that  these  rights  belong 
to  the  nature  of  man.  Again,  the  recital 
"recognizing  that  these  rights  derive  from 
the  Inherent  dignity  of  the  human  person" 
refutes  any  notion  that  an  external  power, 
.such  as  a  benevolent  government  or  even 
the  United  Nations,  granted  man  these  rights. 
It  Is  difficult  to  think  of  a  stronger  or  more 
adequate  language  with  which  to  express  the 
law  of  nature.  But  the  question  remains: 
Do  all  these  rights  have  the  same  ultimacy 
so  far  as  the  natural  law  Is  concerned? 

VI 

Communications 
Every   year   the   United    Nations   receives 
thousands    of    communications    concerning 
human   rights.     The    procedure    of    treating 


these  communications  Is  regulated  by  strict 
decisions  taken  by  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council.  An  attempt  was  made  this  year, 
on  the  initiative  of  India,  to  recommend  to 
the  Economic  and  Social  Council  to  change 
somewhat  these  regulations  so  as  to  enable 
the  Commission  to  make  reports  and  recom- 
mendations to  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  concerning  serious  cases  of  viola- 
tion of  human  rights  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Commission  by  these  communications. 
Some  argued  that  it  was  a  pity  nothing  what- 
soever was  done  to  these  communications  so 
far,  and  that  it  would  conduce  to  the  pro- 
motion of  human  rights  If  the  Commission 
were  allowed  to  make  a  significant  report  to 
the  Economic  and  Social  Council  on  them. 
Others,  however,  stressed  the  complexity  and 
delicacy  of  the  issue,  denying  at  the  same 
time  any  competence  to  the  Commission, 
under  the  charter  and  the  Economic  and 
Social  Council,  to  consider  complaints  or 
form  any  Judgment  on  them.  The  Indian 
effort  was  beaten  by  9  votes  to  6,  with  2 
abstentions. 

The  Commission  permitted  the  publication 
this  year  of  a  preliminary  analysis  by  the 
United  Nations  Secretariat  of  the  commu- 
nications received  during  the  13  months  from 
April  3,  1961.  to  May  7,  1952.  Of  course 
neither  the  Secretariat  nor  the  Commission 
expressed  any  opinion  regarding  either  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  alleged  by  the  com- 
munications or  the  constructions  placed 
upon  them  by  their  authors.  But  it  Is  Inter- 
esting to  note  that,  according  to  the  analysis 
of  the  Secretariat,  a  total  of  25.279  commu- 
nications were  received  during  this  period; 
36  of  which  dlsctissed  general  theoretical 
principles;  24.194  alleged  persecution  on 
political  grounds;  305  alleged  genocide;  119 
alleged  violation  of  the  right  to  freedom  of 
assembly  and  association;  64  alleged  discrim- 
ination against  and  persecution  of  minori- 
ties; 83  dealt  with  trade  union  rights;  and 
some  480  alleged  contraventions  of  a  variety 
of  rights  and  freedoms.  Certainly  the  world 
seems  to  expect  a  great  deal  of  the  United 
Nations  In  the  field  of  human  rights. 

So  long  as  the  Charter  exists,  which  pledges 
member  states  to  promote  human  rights, 
these  concrete  communications  cannot  be 
altogether  disregarded.  Sooner  or  later  the 
Commission  or  somebody  else  will  have  to 
do  something  about  them.  To  suppose 
that  all  of  them  are  unfounded  is,  of  course, 
nonsense.  To  suppose  also  that  to  bring 
some  of  them,  after  the  most  careful  and  re- 
sponsible sifting,  to  the  attention  of  the 
Economic  and  Social  Council  is  to  contra- 
vene the  domestic  Jurisdiction  clause  of 
article  2  of  the  Charter,  Is  to  forget  that, 
under  the  Charter  Itself,  human  rights 
problems  are  no  longer  exclusively  or  even 
easentlally  matters  for  domestic  Jurisdic- 
tion. There  Is  no  evading  the  fact  that  In 
the  modern  world,  where  everybody  knows 
pretty  well  what  goes  on  In  everybody  else's 
domain,  we  are  all  on  the  spot.  The  more 
man  awakens,  the  more  he  will  clamor  for 
his  natural  rights  and  fundamental  free- 
doms; and  the  future  does  not  belong  to 
those  who  hide  their  heads  In  the  sand,  but 
to  those  who,  facing  the  truth  In  all  hu- 
mility, accept  the  Joyous  suffering  of  trans- 
forming the  given  Into  the  Image  of  the  Just 

and  true. 

vn 

Shifting  emphasis 

A  quiet  revolution  has  occurred  in  the 
Commission  on  Human  Rights  since  Its  es- 
tablUhment.  In  the  years  1946.  1947.  and 
1948  attention  was  fastened  for  the  most 
part  on  what  we  now  call  civil  and  political 
rights.  The  archetype  of  what  we  were  try- 
ing to  ensure  was  freedom  from  discrimi- 
nation and  from  arbitrary  arrest,  and  free- 
dom of  religion  and  speech.  It  never  oc- 
cvured  to  us  that  anything  else  was  as  Im- 
portant as  these. 

Today  the  emphasU  has  shifted.  Eco- 
nomic, social,  and  cultural  rights  have  coma 


to  their  own.  and  Indeed  with  a  vengeance. 
The  paradigm  today  Is  "the  adequate  stand- 
ard of  living."  There  were  three  logical 
steps  to  this  transition.  The  first  ts  to  say, 
the  civil,  political,  and  personal  is  primary, 
but  the  economic,  social,  and  cultural  also 
has  Its  place.  The  second  Is  to  move  In- 
sensibly from  this  position  to  the  view  that 
both  types  of  rights  are  equally  Important. 
And  the  third  obviously  Is  to  say,  what  Is  the 
use  of  the  civil,  political,  and  personal  If  th« 
economic  and  social  Is  not  first  guaranteed? 
Ergg,  the  social  and  economic  is  primary 
and  more  important.  It  is  a  fit  topic  for  re- 
search to  trace  this  development  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  Commission  as  a  whole, 
but  also  with  respect  to  Individual  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  who  have  partici- 
pated In  this  enterprise  since  its  beginning. 

We  may  characterize  the  revolution  as  the 
overwhelming  of  the  end  by  the  means,  the 
personal  and  Intellectual  by  the  social,  the 
wholeness  of  life  by  Its  components,  the  In- 
tegral unity  (the  soul)  of  the  Individual 
by  endless  factors,  conditions.  Impulses,  the 
perfect  and  actual  by  the  Imperfect  and  po- 
tential, the  dignity  of  freedom  by  the  tur- 
bulence of  desire.  This  Is  the  materialistic 
revolution   of  the  times. 

Three  not  altogether  unrelated  causes 
have  brought  about  this  revolution.  First, 
the  increasing  Impact  of  Marx  and  the  amaz- 
ing persistence  of  the  Soviet  repre- 
sentatives in  harping  upon  their  views.  Sec- 
ond, the  rise  of  the  economically  and  socially 
less  developed,  where  the  accent  is  far  more 
on  the  material  and  social  than  on  the  per- 
sonal and  inner.  And  third,  the  apparent 
unimaginative  helplessness  of  the  Western 
World  in  the  face  of  these  two  impacts. 

What  goes  on  in  the  Commission  is  but  a 
reflection  of  what  goes  on  in  the  wide  world. 
There  is  a  general  distiubance  of  right  order. 
It  will  not  be  by  chance,  or  by  halfhearted- 
ness,  or  by  stu-rendering  before  the  material, 
or  by  overlooking  its  Just  claims,  that  order 
is  going  to  be  righted,  but  by  the  rejuvena- 
tion of  the  original  Intellectual  and  spiritual 
grounds  of  life.  The  task  Is  much  harder 
than  some  people  think,  but  salvation  is 
coming,  and  when  It  comes  it  will  not  be 
from  the  Commission  or  the  United  Nations, 
but  from  the  living  Institutions  of  the  mind 
and  spirit  vigorously  reaffirming  their  faith 
in  truth.  Justice,  and  order.  There  are,  then, 
independent  grounds  of  hope  that  the  mate- 
rialistic revolution  will  be  arrested  and  re- 
versed, certainly  not  without  much  suffering. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

The  ACTING  PRESroENT  pro  tem- 
pore. What  is  the  pleasure  of  the  Sen- 
ate? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  is  no  further  business  to  come  be- 
fore the  Senate  this  afternoon.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  Monday 
next,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  <at 
4  o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m.>  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Monday,  March  16, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  13,  1953: 

Crvn.  SxEviCE  commissiow 
Philip  Young,  of  New  YOTk,  to  be  a  Civil 
Service  Commissioner. 

In  the  Navt 
The  following-named  line  officers  for  per- 
manent appointment  In  the  Supply  Corps  of 
the  Navy,  with  the  grades  Indicated: 
ijrtnrENANT  couMAnotaa 

David  A.  Broad 
Frederick  D.  Forget 


It 


f 


1958 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  IG 


I 

\  ? 


'>  ! 


i 


I*! 


UrUT«NANT 

Boy  B.  Neufeldt 

UXUTENANTS    (XTNIO*  CtAOX) 

Cecil  O.  Allison 
Ricbard  S.  Baird 
George  G.  Dunn 
John  E.  Flshburn  m 
Theodore  E.  Llde,  Jr. 
Gale  W.  Nuernberger 
William  J.  Shoemaker 
Carlton  B.  Smith 

rNSICNS 

Daniel  S.  Curran 
Gomuin  L.  Fisher,  J^. 
Derrell  B.  Hauser 
Murray  A.  Luftglass 

The  following-named  ensign  of  the  Medi- 
cal Service  Corps  of  the  Navy  for  permanent 
appointment  in  the  line: 

Frederick  J.  Orrlk.  Jr. 


CONFIRMATION 

Executive   nomination  confirmed   by 
the  Senate  March  13.  1953: 

Post  Office  Dkpaktment 

Ormonde  A.  Kieb.  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Postmaster  General. 


SENATE 

Monday,  March  16,  1953 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father,  again  through  sleep  and 
darkness  safely  brought,  restored  to  life 
and  power  and  thought,  we  face  a  new 
day  and  the  tasks  of  a  new  week.  Wilt 
Thou  lift  our  duty  above  drudgery.  Even 
in  the  heat  and  burden  of  noonday's 
task  let  not  our  strength  fail  nor  our 
vision  fade.  Make  us  patient  and  con- 
siderate one  with  another  in  all  the  fret 
and  jar  of  human  contacts,  remembering 
that  even  in  the  glare  of  public  gaze  each 
fights  a  hard  battle  to  maintain  his  in- 
tegrity and  walks  a  lonely  way.  Give  us, 
O  Lord,  a  reverence  for  truth,  a  deep  de- 
sire to  think  and  speak  with  utter  can- 
dor, and  a  passion  to  hasten  the  day 
when  the  rule  of  justice  and  righteous- 
ness shall  engirdle  the  earth.  We  ask 
It  in  the  dear  Redeemers  name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  March 
13,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
ient  of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE- 
ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
senUtives.  by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill 
(S.  1188)  to  amend  the  Dependents  As- 
sistance Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 


certain  of  the  provisions  thereof,  and  it 
was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Constitutional  Amendments  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  was  au- 
thorized to  meet  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate  today,  beginning  at  2  o'clock. 


LITHUANIAN  INDEPENDENCE— RES- 
OLUTION OF  LITHUANIAN  AMERI- 
CANS OF  MANCHESTER,  N.  H. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  Lithuanian  Americans 
of  the  city  of  Manchester,  N.  H.,  relating 
to  the  observance  of  the  35th  anniver- 
sary of  the  declaration  of  independence 
by  the  people  of  Lithuania,  signed  by  the 
chairman  and  secretary,  and  sundry 
other  patriotic  American  citizens  of 
Lithuanian  descent,  with  the  request 
that  it  be  appropriately  referred  and 
printed  in  the  Record,  without  the  signa- 
tures attached. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  re.solu- 
tion  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  without  the  sig- 
natures attached,  as  follows: 

Unanimously  voted  by  Litluianian  Amer- 
icans of  the  city  of  Manchester,  N.  H..  at  the 
observance  of  the  35lh  anniversary  of  the 
declaration  of  Independence  by  the  people  of 
Lithuania,  held  at  the  hall,  83  Hanover 
Street,  on  the  22d  day  of  February  1953: 

"Whereas  in  the  eyes  cf  the  people  around 
the  world,  the  United  Slates  has  been  the 
strongest  champion  of  the  oppressed;   and 

"Whereas  the  traditional  American  leader- 
ship In  principles  of  Justice,  mcr.ility,  and 
equal  rights  to  all  human  beings  oi'  the  earth 
paved  the  way  for  the  American  supremacy 
in  the  political,  military,  and  economic  world 
aflfalrs  which  this  country  is  today  providing 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind,  and 

"Whereas  Intolerable  conditions  which  now 
prevail  in  eastern  and  central  Europe,  in- 
cluding Lithuania  and  other  Baltic  States, 
should  be  of  greatest  concern  to  the  United 
States  as  no  peace  and  stability  in  the  world 
Is  possible  without  participation  of  that  part 
of  Europe  which  compn.ses  a  force  of  over 
100  million  people  separated  from  the  rest  of 
the  world   by  the  Iron  Curtain;   and 

"Whereas  the  mere  denial  to  recognize  tlie 
Soviet  claims  of  that  area,  when  not  ac- 
companied by  any  positive  action  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  back  its  stand. 
did  not  and  will  not  bear  the  slighte.'^t  effect 
on   the  Kremlin  masters:    T'herefore   be   it 

"Resolved.  That  we.  patriotic  Americiin  citi- 
zens of  Llthuaniaii  descent,  concerned  about 
security  and  prosperity  of  this  great  country 
and  over  the  fate  of  our  native  land.  Lithu- 
ania, now  under  brutal  Soviet  yoke,  appeal  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
adopt  a  clear  and  firm  foreign  policy  such  as 
America's  leading  role  in  the  world  affairs 
necessitates;  to  Incorporate  the  liberation  of 
Lithuania  and  other  Soviet-enslaved  coun- 
tries, as  an  integral  and  inseparable  part,  in 
the  program  of  the  United  States  foreign 
policy;  to  reject  any  general  peace  settle- 
ment in  E^lrope  unless  those  countries  are 
given  an  opportunity  to  freely  choose  their 
own  form  of  government  under  which  they 
wish  to  live;  to  Inaugurate  all  suitable  m«ans 
to  aid  liberation  movements  in  the  Soviet- 
enslaved  countries  and  to  enlist  their  coop- 
eraMon  In  the  global  efforts  to  fight  Inter- 
national communism;  to  intensify  the  Amer- 


ican campaign  of  truth  Inside  Iron  Curtain 
and  to  enlighten  the  American  public  re- 
garding the  barbarous  Soviet  tactics  In  sub- 
jugating and  destroying  free  nations;  to 
speed  ratification  of  the  Oemx-lde  Conven- 
tion and  to  Implement  the  ratification  by  de- 
cisive action  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment within  the  United  Nations  to  make 
Soviet  Russia  responsible  for  the  crimes  com- 
mitted In  the  Baltic  States  and  other  coun- 
tries behind  the  Iron  Curtain;  be  it  finally 

"Resolved,  That  this  meeting  pledge  all 
possible  Fupport  of  the  Lithuanian  Amer- 
icans to  the  Federal  Government  In  its  effort* 
to  re.sist  the  evil  Communist  forces  of  ag- 
gression and  to  sustain  peace  and  freedom 
everywhere." 


PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

Potition.s,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By   the   PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  to  the  Com- 
nuttee  on  Finance: 

"Be  it  reiolied  by  the  houie  of  reprcsenta- 
ttirt   ithe  senate  concumrig)  : 

'Whereas  there  is  definite  need  for  prompt 
and  exten.slve  correction  of  the  critical  de- 
ficiencies of  our  streets  and  highways  In  the 
interest  both  of  our  economy  and  our  na- 
tional security;   and 

"Whereas  highways  of  the  country.  Includ- 
ing the  streets  and  bridges,  are  by  tradition 
and  by  law  tlie  property  and  retpoiiMbility 
of  the  States  and  the  subdivisions  thereof; 
and 

■  Whereas  many  of  the  States  are  in  need 
of  additional  revenue  for  the  construction 
and  mainten.u-.re  of  tiieir  highways,  but  are 
experiencing  extreme  difllcultj  In  their  ef- 
forts to  obtain  additional  revenues  for  high- 
way purposes  becau.se  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  existing  overall  tax  burden  now  imposed 
upon   the   nK)tor-u.-ing   public;    and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  Imposed 
Its  taxes  on  motor  vehicles,  motor  fuel,  lubri- 
cating oil.  tires  and  tubes,  parts  and  ac- 
ces.'ones  as  temporary  emergency  mea'^ures 
during  the  de|irc.«slon  o:  the  early  1930"s. 
but  has  continued  the.se  taxes  In  effect  ever 
slnie  at  increasing  rates;  and 

"Whereas  taxation  of  motor  fuel  tradi- 
tionally has  been  relied  ujwn  by  the  States 
to  produce  a  -major  part  of  the  revenues 
necessary  to  construct  and  maintain  their 
hisrhways.  and  that  the  Federal  G  jvernment. 
by  Its  continued  intrusion  in  this  field,  has 
so  Increased  the  tax  burden  on  the  highway 
user  Fo  virtually  to  preclude  further  In- 
creases  In  such  taxes  by  the  States;   and 

"Whereas  the  Governors'  Conference,  the 
Western  Governors*  Conference,  the  11th 
General  A.ssembly  of  the  States,  the  Na- 
tior..tl  Grange,  and  the  American  Farm  Bu- 
reau Federation  recently  have  urtred  imme- 
diate repeal  of  the  Federal  gaioUne  tax: 
Therefore  be  it 

■Resuhcd.    That    the    Legislature    of    New 
Hampshire   urgently   requests   that    the  Fed- 
eral Government  retire  immediately  from  the 
field   of   motor   fuel    taxatioti;    be   it   further 
'  Resolied.  That  the  Governor  send  copies 
of    this    resolution    to    the    representatives 
of  our  State  In  Washington  with  the  request 
that    they    appear    at    the    appropriate    time 
belore   the  appropriate  committees  ol    Con- 
gress   for    the    purpose    of    urging    that    the 
Federal  tax  on  motor  fuel  be  eliminated. 
"Raymond    K.    Pursons, 
"Speaker  of  the  House 

of  Representatnes. 

"L^NE    DWINNELL, 

"President    of    the    Senate. 
"Hugh   Gregg, 
.  "Gotxrnor. 

Pa.s.«ied  February  25,  1953. 
"Attest;  £no(h  D.  Fuller. 

•Secretary  oj  State." 
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A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
oi  the  State  of  Utah;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  7 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 

Congress  of  the  United  States  to  approve 

legislation  designed  to  provide  a  Btabilized 

market  for  the  products  of  western  mines 

"Be  it  resolved  by  tfie  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah  {the  Oovernor  concurrinff 
tnerrin)  : 

"Whereas  the  base  metal  mining  Industry 
of  the  United  States  has  suffered  serious  cur- 
t.ulment.  and  is  threatened  with  further 
curtailment,  through  dumping  of  lead  and 
zinc  from  low  wage  foreign  countries;  and 

'Whereas  the  domestic  lead  and  mine 
mi'.ivT  has  suffered  from  the  effects  of  cur- 
re  n  y  devaluation  and  the  monopolistic 
practices  of  foreign  governments  In  the  pur- 
tli:i.^e  and  sale  of  metals;  and 

"Whereas  Utah,  as  well  as  many  other 
sec". ions  of  the  United  States.  Is  In  a  large 
measure  dependent  upon  the  new  wealth 
created  by  the  mining  and  processing  of 
these  metals  for  the  maintenance  of  its 
ecniuimy  and  for  the  purchasing  of  com- 
nii Kilties  needed  by  Utahans  but  not  pro- 
diired   in   Utah;    and 

"Whereas  unemployment  and  loss  of  pro- 
duct tm  caused  by  dumping  from  low-wage 
r<  untries  is  depriving  local,  county  and 
Pt.ite  governments  of  much  needed  tax  In- 
C'tne.    and 

"Whereas  the  American  taxpayer  has  been 
called  uixin  to  finance  the  expansion  of 
Jurcitin  production  of  metals  and  minerals 
In  ( oinpetltlon  with  home  production  to  the 
citTiinent  of  the  development  of  reserves 
vitally  needed  in  this  country  for  national 
b-'curity,  and 

"Whereas  propaganda  from  Washington 
duMiiR  recent  years  has  endeavored,  with- 
out foundation,  to  place  this  country  in  a 
h:ive-not  class,  to  the  end  that  tariffs  on 
b.i.^io  commodities.  Including  metals,  should 
be  abandoned:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

'Re^ohed  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Utah  (the  Governor  concurring  therein), 
T!i  it  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be 
and  is  hereby  memorialized  to  approve  leg- 
l.slation  for  the  stabilizing  of  the  market  for 
met.tls  at  prices  consistent  with  the  prevail- 
ing dumestlc  economic  level  through  the  en- 
actment of  constructive  legislation  providing 
for  a  sliding  scale  stabilization  import  tax. 
This  legislation  will  promote  the  develop- 
nient  of  our  natural  resources  and  protect 
our  domestic  economy  in  the  Interest  of  na- 
tional security;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  state  of  Utah  be,  and  he  is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed,  to  send  copies  of  this 
concurrent  memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
I'mtcd  States,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Senators  and  Congressmen  representing  the 
State  of  Utah  In  the  National  Congress  and 
to  the  Honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
of  the  United  States." 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 

.\  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Iowa;  to  the  Joint  Commlt- 
ti*e  on  Atomic  Energy: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  12 

"Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
Stiiies  has  recently  held  that  the  activities 
of  a  private  contractor  performing  services 
for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  are  to  be 
treated  as  activities  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  Itself  for  the  purpose  of  secur- 
iiiii;  immunity  from  State  and  local  taxes: 
N  iw.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  senate  of  the  55th  gen. 
r'al  as.iembly  {the  house  concurring) ,  That 
the  Legislature  of  the  SUte  of  Iowa  respect- 
fully memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  so 
a-  to  eliminate  therefrom  any  language  which 
may    be    interpreted    as    providing    for    Xh» 


extension  of  tax  exemption  to  private  con- 
tractors with  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
or  to  the  vendors  of  such  contractors,  con- 
trary to  the  well-established  principles  of 
Intergovernmental  relations  which  have  as- 
sured to  the  States  and  their  political  sub- 
divisions full  power  to  Impose  nondiscrimina- 
tory taxation  upon  private  perc^ns  who  deal 
with  the  Government;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  sen- 
ate be  hereby  directed  to  transmit  copies  of 
this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  to  each 
Senator  and  Representative  from  Iowa  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  SUtes." 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
A   Jol  it   resolution   of   the   Legislature   of 
the  State  of  Washington;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  4 

"To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  of  America  in 
Congress  Assembled: 

"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Washlneton,  in  legislative  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represent  and  petition  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Whereas  the  establishment  of  peace  be- 
tween Israel  and  the  Arab  States  is  essential 
to  the  free  world;  and 

Whereas  the  State  of  Israel  Is  a  progressive 
democracy  which  is  desirous  of  cooperating 
with  the  free  world  in  defense  of  freedom 
and  against  totalitarian  aggression;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  authentically  reported  that 
Great  Britain  is  selling  Jet  aircraft  to  the 
Arab  States  and  that  the  United  States  In- 
tends to  facilitate  the  acquisition  by  the 
Arab  States  of  military  equipment:   and 

"Whereas  the  acquisition  by  the  Arab 
States  of  the  means  of  waging  war,  while 
those  states  remain  technically  at  war  with 
Israel,  imperils  the  security  of  the  State  of 
Israel  and  may  be  the  means  of  provocation 
of  war  in  the  Middle  East;  and 

"Whereas  we  view  with  dismay  the  portent 
of  strife  in  the  Middle  East  and  the  endanger- 
ing of  the  security  of  the  progressive  democ- 
racy of  Israel;  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  State  of  Washington 
in  legislative  session  assembled,  That  we  re- 
spectfully petition  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
take  such  action  to  prevent  the  flow  of  arms 
and  materials  of  warfare  to  said  Arab  States; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Secretary  of  State  use  the 
Influence  of  their  office  and  of  these  United 
States  to  the  accomplishment  of  a  speedy  and 
honorable  era  of  peace  between  Israel  and 
the  Arab  States;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
transmitted  Immediately  to  the  Honorable 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States;  and  to  each  Member  of 
Congress  from  the  State  of  Washington." 

A   joint   resolution   of   the   Legislature    of 
the  State  of  Washington;    to   the  Conunit- 
tee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 
"House  Joint  Memorial  3 
"To   the  Honorable  Dwight  D.   Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress 
Assembled: 
"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and 
House    of   Rejjresentatlves    of    the    State    of 
Washington,  In  legislative  «e8slon  assembled. 
moBt  respectfully  represent  and  petition  as 
follows : 

"Whereas  the  extension  by  proclamation 
of  the  Olympic  National  Park,  of  January  4, 


1B40,  Includes  within  Its  boundaries  the  cor> 
rldor  north  of  Quinalt  Lake  and  River  and 
the  highway  therein  known  as  the  Nortb 
Shore  Road;  and 

"Whereas  this  extension  of  boundaries 
brings  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Na- 
tional Park  administration  a  considerabl* 
area  of  land  owned  by  bona  fide  settlers  to- 
gether with  the  only  road  affording  entry 
into  and  egress  from  the  homes  of  these  set- 
tlers, some  of  which  were  settled  as  early  as 
1888;  and 

"Whereas  the  land  In  question  does  not 
belong  to  the  Olympic  National  Park  nor  to 
the  United  States,  but  belongs  to  private 
citizens  who  hold  it  by  virtue  of  patents 
granted  by  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  no  timber  land  owned  by  the 
United  States  or  the  State  of  Washington  is 
involved  in  this  area  which  contains  ap- 
proximately 4,000  acres,  of  which  2,500  acres 
are  potentially  tillable;  and 

"Whereas  the  area  is  now  the  permanent 
residence  of  177  people  who  enjoy  electric 
lights,  telephone  service,  rural  free  delivery 
mail,  and  bus  service  for  children  to  an  ac- 
credited high  school;  and 

"Whereas  the  National  Park  Service  could 
at  its  discretion.  Isolate  the  residents  of  the 
area  by  its  failure  to  maintain  a  road:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  Washington  in 
legislative  session  assembled.  That  we  re- 
spectfully petition  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  speedily  enact  legislation  to 
readjust  the  boundaries  of  the  Olympic  Na- 
tional Park  so  as  to  restore  the  private  land 
and  road  along  the  north  shore  of  Quinalt 
Lake  and  River  to  the  administration  of  the 
agency  or  agencies  under  whose  Jurisdiction 
It  existed  prior  to  the  proclamation  of  Jan« 
uary  4,  1940;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial 
be  Immediately  transmitted  to  the  Honorable 
Dwight  D.  Elsenhower,  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  Honorable  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  and  to  each  Senator  and  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  Washington." 

By  Mr.  BARRETT: 

Three  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"House  Enrolled  Joint  Memorial  1 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  of  America  with 
reference  to  passing  legislation  to  mod- 
ernize the  160-acre  limitation  now  imposed 
upon  farm  units  In  federally  financed 
reclamation  projects 

"Whereas  the  160-acre  limitation  upon 
farm  units  involving  federally  financed  rec- 
lamation projects  is  based  upon  an  outworn 
concept  and  has  become  a  serious  hindrance 
to  the  development  of  the  West  through 
reclamation;   and 

"Whereas,  In  the  case  of  presently  irrigated 
private  lands  which  need  supplemental  irri- 
gation, the  proper  economic  size  of  farm 
units  has  already  been  determined,  as  a  re- 
sult of  decades  of  trial  and  error;  and 

"Whereas  there  exist  in  the  West  many 
areas  which  are  naturally  less  favored  than 
others,  by  reason  of  short  growing  seasons 
due  to  high  elevation,  high  latitude,  or 
otherwise;   and 

"Whereas  such  less  favored  areas  cannot 
be  reclaimed  under  the  present  land  limita- 
tion provisions  because  they  can  be  made 
productive  only  by  the  use  of  machinery,  the 
cost  of  which  is  not  warranted  If  the  farm 
Is  limited  to  160  acres  or  less:  Now.  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  the  32d  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Wyoming  (the  Senatt 
of  such  legislature  concurring).  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  be 
and  it  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  prcMnptly. 
diligently  and  fairly  consider  and  act  upon 
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•t  thl8  session,  legislation  designed  to  mod- 
ernize the  acreage  limitation  In  the  follow- 
ing manner:  (1)  removal  of  the  llmlUtlon 
In  the  case  of  lands  to  which  supplemental 
water  Is  to  be  supplied,  and  (2)  determina- 
tion of  the  economic  size  of  farm  units  In  a 
new  land  project  by  the  appropriate  State 
official  or  agency;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
said  Congress,  United  States  Senator  Lesteb 
C.  Hunt,  United  States  Senator  Fkank  A. 
Barkett  and  Representative  In  Congress 
Wn.i.iAM  HEifBT  Hakbison.  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  of  Reclama- 
tion, and  to  the  governors  and  legislatures 
of  the  following  States:  Arizona.  California. 
Colorado.  Idaho.  Kansas.  Montana.  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Okla- 
homa. Oregon.  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah. 
and  Washington. 

"David  Toote.  St., 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
'■p.  W.  Bartlinc. 
"President  oj  the  Senate. 
"Approved  February    17. 

"C.  J.  "Doc'  Rogers, 
►  "Acting  Governor." 

"Senate  Enrolled  Joint  Memorial  5 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  redefine 
the  boundaries  of  Grand  Teton  National 
Pork 

"Whereas  chapter  950.  Public  Law  No.  787. 
8l8t  Congress,  established  Grand  Teton  Na- 
tional Park  which  embraces  a  large  area  de- 
scribed therein;  and 

"Whereas  part  of  the  encompassed  area  Is 
not  necessary  for  the  proper  utilization  of  the 
park;  and 

"Whereas  much  of  the  land  is  valuable  for 
ranching  and  farming  purposes  and  could  be 
better  utilized  on  the  tax  rolls  of  Teton 
County;  and 

"Whereas  the  use  of  the  entire  area  as  now 
described  derogates  from  the  proper  conser- 
vation, management,  and  control  of  the  wild- 
life of  the  area:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved   by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Wyoming  (the  House 
concurring).  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  adopt  legislation 
redefining  the  boundaries  of  the  Grand  Teton 
National  Park  to  conform   to  the   following 
natural  boundaries,  to  wit:   Beginning  at  a 
point  where  the  present  south  boundary  of 
the  Grand  Teton  National  Park  located  along 
the   section    lines    t>etween    sections    17   and 
20,  township  42  north,  range  116  west,  inter- 
sects the  bluff  above  the  west  bank  of  the 
Snake   River;    and    thence   continuing    in    a 
northeasterly  direction  along  the  said  bluff 
above  the  west  bank  of  the  Snake  River  to  a 
point    where    said    bluff   intersects    the    east 
boundary    line    of    section    13.    township    44 
north,  range   115   west;    thence   north   along 
the  range  line  between  range  114  west  and 
range   115  west   to  the   northeast  corner  of 
section    12.    township    44    north,    range    115 
west;  thence  along  section  lines  to  the  south- 
west corner  of  section  6.  township  44  north. 
range   115  west,   being   a   point  on   the  east 
boundary  line  of   the  original  Grand  Teton 
National    Park;    thence    northerly    following 
the    boundary    line    of    the    original    Grand 
Teton  National  Park  to  the  northeast  corner 
of  said  original  Grand  Teton  National  Park; 
thence  southwesterly  along  the  north  bound- 
ary  of   the   original    Grand    Teton   National 
Park  to  a  point  on  the  divide  between  Snake 
River  and  Teton  River  where  it  Intersects  the 
western    boundary    of    the    present    Grand 
Tleton  National  Park;    thence  southerly  and 
easterly  along  the  boundary  of  the  present 
Grand  Teton  National  Park  to  the  point  of 
beginning;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  portion  of  the  area 
which  by  this  memorial  would  be  excluded 
Xrom  tbe  present  boundaries  of  the  Grand 


Teton  National  Park  be  transferred  to  the 
Teton  National  Forest,  and  that  part  of  the 
land  suitable  for  agriculture  and  ranching 
purposes  be  returned  to  private  ownership  aa 
provided  by  law;  and  be  It  finally 

"Resolved.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  transmitted  to  the  President  and 
Vice  President  of  said  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
said  Congress,  United  States  Senator  Lestfr 
C.  Hunt.  United  States  Senator  Fbank  A. 
Barrett,  and  Congressman  William  Henry 
Harrison. 

"P.  W.  Bartling. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"David  Foote.  Sr  . 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Approved  February  21. 

"C.  J.    Doc'  Rogers. 

"Acting  Governor." 


"Senate  Enrolled  Joint  Memorial  7 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  by  proper 
action  to  quitclaim  unto  the  State  of 
Wyoming  all  right,  title,  and  Interest  m 
and  to  all  sections  16  and  36  within  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  whether  surveyed  ir 
un.surveyed,  so  as  to  vest  Immediately  In 
the  State  of  Wyoming  not  only  legal  title 
to  sections  16  and  36.  when  surveyed  and 
not  otherwise  dispored  of.  but  al.so  with 
an  Indefeasible  proprietary  Interest  in  all 
sections  which  are  surveyed  or  were  sur- 
veyed as  of  the  date  of  the  Enabling  Act  of 
July  10,   1890 

'Whereas,  by  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of 
The  United  States  of  America  v.  State  of 
Wyoming  and  Ohio  Oil  Company,  rendered 
during  the  October  term  of  1946,  it  was  de- 
termined that  the  enab'ing  act  of  July  10. 
1830  (26  Stat.  222-C-664).  properly  con- 
strued, would  operate  to  vest  title  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming  to  sections  16  and  36  only 
as  of  the  date  that  an  offlclai  survey  of  the 
lines  of  the  sections  were  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  and 
then  only  if  no  Inconsistent  disposition  of 
the  lands  had  been  previously  made;  and 

"Whereas,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  ."^uch 
enabling  act  and  on,  to  wit,  December  6.  1915. 
these  unsurveyed  lands  had,  by  Presidential 
order,  been  placed  In  a  petroleum  reserve, 
and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Wyoming  considers 
that  the  intention  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  at  the  date  of  the  admission 
of  this  State  Into  the  Union  was,  in  fact,  to 
grant  unto  the  State  of  Wyoming  for  the 
support  of  common  schools  each  and  every 
section  numbered  16  and  36  In  every  town- 
ship of  this  State  whether  then  surveyed  or 
unsurveyed.  and  which  had  not  been  pre- 
viously sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  by.  or 
under  the  authority  of.  any  act  of  Congress- 
and 

"Whereas,  notwithstanding  there  Is  con- 
tained in  such  enabling  act  a  proviso  that.  In 
the  event  a  section  numberec^  16  or  36  had 
been  previously  disposed  of,  the  State  would 
be  entitled  to  select  lands  in  lieu  thereof, 
the  State  of  Wyoming  considers  that  such  lii 
lieu  selections  will  fail  to  duly  compensate 
the  State  for  the  loss  of  certain  sections  16 
and  36  which  were  not  within  approved  sur- 
vey at  the  date  of  such  enabling  act  due  to 
the  fact  that  this  State,  believing  itself  to 
be  the  owner  of  such  unsurveyed  lands,  had 
through  leases  and  otherwise  caused  explora- 
tion, discovery,  and  development  thereunder 
subsurface  minerals  and  values  showing  such 
questioned  unsurveyed  sections  to  have  pe- 
culiar and  irreplaceable  values;   and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Wyoming  believes 
that  in  equity  and  good  conscience  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  should,  by  proper 
action,  quitclaim  unto  the  State  of  Wyoming 
all  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  sec- 
tions 16  and  36  within  the  State  of  Wyo- 
ming, whether  surveyed  or  unsurveyed.  so  as 
to  vest  Immediately  in  the  State  of  Wyoming 


not  only  legal  title  to  sections  16  and  36, 
when  surveyed  and  not  otherwise  disposed 
of.  but  aLso  with  an  indefeasible  proprietary 
Interest  in  all  sections  which  are  unsurveyed 
or  were  unsurveyed  sections  as  of  the  date 
of  the  Enabling  Act  of  July  10,  1890:  Now. 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  Legis- 
lature  of  the  State  of  Wyoming  (the  Houie 
of  Repre.sentatives  of  such  legislature  con- 
curring). That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  be  and  it  is  hereby  me- 
morialized to  by  proper  action  quitclaim 
unto  the  State  of  Wyoming  all  right,  title, 
and  interest  in  and  to  all  sections  16  and  36 
within  the  State  of  Wyoming,  whether  sur- 
veyed or  unsurveyed,  so  as  to  vest  immedi- 
ately li  the  State  of  Wyoming  not  only  legal 
title  to  sections  16  and  36  when  surveyed  and 
not  otherwise  disposed  of,  but  also  with  an 
indefeasible  Interest  in  ail  sections  which 
are  ur.surveyed  or  were  unsurveyed  sections 
as  of  the  date  of  the  Enabling  AC  of  July  10. 
1890:   be  it  further 

•Rc'iohed.  That  certified  copies  hereof  be 
promptly  tran.smltted  to  the  President  ard 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States.  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  said  Con- 
gress. United  States  Senator  Lester  C.  Hunt, 
United  States  Senator  Frank  A.  Barrett,  and 
Representative  in  Congress  William  H. 
Harrison. 

"F    W.  Bartling. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"David  Foote.  Sr  . 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"Approved  February  25. 

"C.  J     Doc"  Rogers, 

"Acting  Governor." 

By  Mr    WEI.KER 

Two  joint  re.solutions  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  Slate  of  Idaho,  relating  to  construc- 
tion of  national  forest  highways  within  the 
State  of  Idaho,  and  the  construction  of  a 
new  sewage-disposal  and  treating  plant,  to- 
gether with  other  facilities  at  Sandpoint, 
Idaho;    to  the  Committee  on   Public  Works. 

(See  Joint  resolutions  printed  In  full  when 
laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  Acting  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  on  March  13,  1953.  p.  1919. 
Congressional  Record  ) 


JOINT   RESOLUTIONS   OP  LEGISLA- 
TURE OP  NEVADA 

Mr,  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
piesent  three  joint  resolutions  of  the 
Legislatuie  of  the  State  of  Nevada. 
They  are  Senate  Joint  Resolution  12. 
memorializing  the  Congi-ess  of  the  United 
States  to  appiove  legislation  designed  to 
provide  a  stabilized  market  for  the  prod- 
ucts of  domestic  mines;  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congiess  of  the  United 
States  to  restore  the  gold  standard  and 
to  increase  the  price  of  gold  commen- 
sui-ate  with  the  pre.^^ent  value  of  the  dol- 
lar; and  Senate  Joint  Resolution  14, 
urging  th^  establishment  of  a  mine 
re.^cue  station  at  Reno.  Nev..  by  the 
United  States  Buieau  of  Mines. 

I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  the  joint 
re.solutions  be  appropriately  referred  and 
printed  in  the  Record. 

Theie   being   no   objection,   the   joint 
resolutions  were  received,  referred,  and. 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 
To  the  Committee  on  Finance: 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  12 
"Senate  joint  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  approve 
legislation  designed  to  provide  a  stabilized 
market  for  the  products  of  domestic  mines 
"Whereas  the  base  metal  mining  industry 
of    the    United    Stales   has   suffered   serious 
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curtailment,  and  Is  threatened  with  further 
curtailment,  through  dumping  of  lead  and 
Eir.c  from  low-wage  foreign  countries;  and 

"Whereas  the  domestic  lead  and  zinc  miner 
hi^s  suffered  from  the  effects  of  currency  de- 
valuation and  the  monopolistic  practices  of 
f  reign  governments  In  the  purchase  and  sale 
of  metals;  and 

"Whereas  Nevada,  as  well  ai  many  other 
sections  of  the  United  States.  Is  In  a  large 
measure  dependent  upon  the  new  wealth 
created  by  the  mining  and  processing  of  these 
metals  for  the  maintenance  of  Its  economy 
a!  id  for  the  purchasing  of  commodities 
r.eeded  by  Nevada  but  not  produced  In  Ne- 
v;ic1:i;  and 

"Whereas  unemployment  and  loss  of  pro- 
dvirtion  caured  by  dumping  from  low-wage 
c Muntrles  Is  depriving  local,  county,  ar.d 
Stfite  governments  of  much  needed  tax  in- 
come: and 

"Whereas  the  American  taxpayer  has  been 
called  upon  to  finance  the  expansion  of  for- 
eii;n  production  of  metals  and  minerals  In 
c  ■mi>etltion  with  home  production  to  the 
deti.ment  of  the  development  of  reserves 
vitally  needed  In  this  country  for  national 
security:  and 

"Wiiereas  propaganda  from  Washington 
durir.t;  recent  years  has  endeavored,  without 
foundation,  to  place  this  country  In  a  have- 
not  class,  to  the  end  that  tariffs  on  basic 
commodities,  including  metals,  should  be 
abandoned:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Ke^olved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  Uomtly),  That  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  be  and  it  Is  hereby 
n.emorinllzed  to  approve  legislation  for  the 
&t.ii}ihztng  of  the  market  for  metals  at  prices 
cuiis;stent  with  the  prevailing  domestic  eco- 
nomic level  through  the  enactment  of  con- 
structive legislation  providing  for  a  sliding 
scale  stabilization  Import  tax.  This  legls- 
l.itun  will  promote  the  development  of  our 
natural  resources  and  protect  our  domest.c 
eci  :i(  my  in  the  Interest  of  national  secvirlty; 
be  it  further 

'  lii'solved.  That  duly  certified  copies  of  this 
resolution  shall  be  forwarded  to  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Nevada  congressional  delegation. 
t)  the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives." 

To  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Ciu'- 

re Mcy ; 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  13 

"Senate  Joint  resolution  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  restore  the  gold  standard  and  to 
increase  the  price  of  gold  commensurate 
with  the  present  value  of  the  dollar 
"Wiiereas,  by  constitutional  provision, 
mining  was  made  the  paramount  Industry  of 
the  State  of  Nevada;  and 

"Whereas  the  Industry  and  well-being  'of 
many  communities  in  the  State  of  Nevada 
and  the  Western  United  States  have  been  se- 
riously impaired  due  to  the  present  price  of 
L'old  established  In  the  year  1934  and  since 
in:>iiitalned  regardless  of  the  Increase  In  the 
(iiinmodlty  index  and  cost  of  living  since 
the  year  1939;   and 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  labor  and  all- other 
commodities,  especially  such  costs  as  enter 
into  the  production  of  gold,  have  Increased 
100  percent  or  more;  and 

"Whereas  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dol- 
lar has  decreased  to  approximately  one-half 
CI  what  it  was  in  1939;  and 

"Whereas  we  believe  that  to  stabilize  the 
currency  of  the  Nation  It  will  be  necessary 
to  return  to  the  gold  standard,  with  a  price 
lor  gold  at  a  comparable  dollar  value;  and 

"Whereas  our  country  does  not  have  a  gold 
standard,  with  gold  and  the  dollar  Inter- 
chans?eable  at  a  fixed  ratio;   and 

"Whereas  the  living  standards  of  our  coun- 
try have  been  lowered  and  are  being  lowered 
continuously  by  unwarranted  Inflation  of 
llie  country's  currency;  and 

"Whereas  the  restoration  of  the  gold  stand- 
ard  with   gold  and  the  dollar  freely  Inter- 


changeable at  a  fixed  ratio  would  stabilize 
all  living  cosU.  Including  the  cost  of  labor, 
materials,  and  commodities  as  weU  as  the 
operation  of  our  Government;  and 

"Whereas  all  restrictions  on  the  purchase, 
sale,  and  ownership  of  gold  by  American  citi- 
zens should  be  removed,  in  view  of  the  de- 
mand for  and  the  price  of  gold  In  all  for- 
eign countries.  In  order  that  gold  may  seek 
a  natural  level  to  be  ascertained  by  actual 
sales;  and 

"Whereas  It  Is  advisable  for  our  Govern- 
ment In  the  best  Interests  of  our  national 
economy  to  not  only  maintain  the  present 
price  of  W5  per  ounce  for  gold,  but  to  estab- 
lish a  price  for  gold  based  upon  the  present 
purchasing  power  of  the  dollar,  which  would 
Indicate  a  price  level  more  than  double  the 
price  est4ibllshed  In  the  year  1934  and  the 
commodity  Index  of  the  year  1939:  Now. 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  {jointly).  That  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  respectfully  requested  to  restore 
the  gold  standard  at  the  earliest  practicable 
time  and  that  the  price  of  gold  be  reestab- 
lished at  a  price  consistent  with  Its  present 
cost  of  production  and  the  purchasing  power 
of  our  Inflated  currency  dollar;  and  be  It 
further 

"Resoli'ed.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  be  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  transmit  properly  certified  copies 
of  this  resolution  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate;  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  the  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Nevada  In  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States." 

To  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs : 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  14 
"Senate   Joint   resolution  urging   the  estab- 
lishment of  a  mine-rescue  station  at  Reno, 
Nev,,    by    the    United    States    Bureau    of 
Mines 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines  has  mine-rescue  stations  In  practically 
aU  the  western  mining  States,  with  the 
exception  of  Nevada;   and 

"Whereas  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Cali- 
fornia comprise  region  III  of  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  Mines,  for  which  a  mine- 
rescue  station  Is  maintained  at  Berkeley, 
Calif.;   and 

"Whereas  the  Berkeley  mine-rescue  sta- 
tion Is  the  only  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines  rescue  station  set  up  to  provide  as- 
sistance in  Nevada  in  case  of  mine  disasters; 
and 

"Whereas  the  location  of  the  mine-rescue 
station  at  Berkeley  necessitates  the  moving 
of  mine-rescue  equipment  and  personnel,  in 
case  of  an  emergency  In  Nevada,  by  truck 
or  airplane  across  the  Sierra  Nevada  moun- 
tains at  considerable  cost  and  with  the  loss 
of  valuable  time,  especially  during  the 
winter  months  when  the  mountain  area 
receives  heavy  snowfalls  and  when  airplane 
service  Is  sometimes  not  available;  and 

"Whereas  the  establishment  of  a  mine- 
rescue  station  at  Reno,  Nev..  would  provide 
adequate  protection  for  the  entire  State  of 
Nevada  and  would  provide  better  protection 
for  many  California  mining  communities  as 
well:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  Mr.  J. 
Howard  Bird,  Chief,  Accident  Prevention  and 
Health  Division.  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines.  428  Acheson  Building,  Berkeley  4. 
Calif  be  memorialized  to  take  whatever 
steps  may  be  necessary  to  sectu-e  the  estab- 
lishment at  Reno,  Nev.,  of  a  mine-rescue 
station  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  the  Director  of  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines  In  Washington,  D.  C.  and 
to  our  congressional  delegation  In  Washing- 
ton. D.  C." 


FEDERAL  GASOLINE  TAXES— CON- 
CURRENT RESOLUTION  OF  KAN- 
SAS LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  Con- 
current Resolution  2.  adopted  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kansas,  me- 
morializing the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  providing  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  and,  under  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  a 
Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact 
legislation  providing  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Federal  Government  from  the  field 
of  gasoline  taxes 

Whereas  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  is  levied 
upon  the  users  of  American  highways;    and 

Whereas  the  highway  system  of  this  coun- 
try and  the  highway  systems  of  the  several 
States  are  rapidly  deteriorating  because  the 
funds  needed  to  develop  and  maintain  a 
modern  highway  network  are  not  available; 
and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government  Is  now 
dl^rlbutlng  to  the  States  only  about  two- 
thirds  of  the  revenue  which  it  is  deriving 
from  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  and  Is  diverting 
the  remainder  to  Its  other  purposes;   and 

Whereas  If  the  Federal  Government  would 
withdraw  from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes  and 
the  several  States  would  increase  the  taxes 
imposed  by  them  on  gasoline  and  motor 
vehicle  fuels  in  an  amount  equal  to  the 
Federal  tax  on  gasoline,  a  much  larger 
amount  of  revenue  would  be  available  to  the 
several  States  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
and  maintaining  a  modern  system  of  high- 
ways therein;  and 

Whereas  the  11th  general  assembly  of  the 
States  which  was  held  in  Chicago.  111..  In  the 
month  of  December  1952,  at  which  practically 
all  of  the  States  of  the  United  States  were 
represented,  went  on  record  as  favoring  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Government  from 
the  gasoline  tax  field;  and 

Whereas  tlie  National  Conference  of  Gov- 
ernors and  the  Midwestern  Regional  Confer- 
ence of  the  Council  of  State  Governments, 
of  which  the  State  of  Kansas  Is  a  mem  sr. 
have  declared  by  appropriate  resolutions  that 
the  Federal  Oovernment  should  withdraw 
from  the  gasoline  tax  field:  Now.  therefore, 
be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas  (the  House  of  Representatives  coti- 
curring  therein).  That  we  respectfully  urge 
and  request  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  enact  legislation  which  will  provide  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Government 
from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes;  and  be  It 
further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
directed  to  transmit  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  eacH 
member  of  the  Kansas  delegation  In  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  United  States  Senate  and  to  the  respec- 
tive houses  of  the  legislatures  of  the  several 
States  of  the  United  States. 

THE      AGRICULTURE      PROGRAM- 
RESOLUTION      OF      GREENWOOD 
COUNTY     (KANS.)     CATTLEMEN'S 
ASSOCIATION 
Mr.   SCHOEPPEL.     Mr.  Pr3sident.  I 

present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
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ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Greenwood  County  (Kans.)  Cattle- 
men's Association  at  their  annual  meet- 
ing on  March  4,  1953,  commending  and 
supporting  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Ezra  T.  Benson  in  his  agriculture  pro- 
gram. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Cattlimen's  Association. 
Eureka.  Kans.,  March  12,  1953. 
Senator  Andrk>k  f.  Schoeppel. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Schoeppel:  The  Greenwood 
County  Cattlemen's  Association  In  annual 
meeting  Eureka,  Kans..  March  4,  1953.  here- 
by resolves  to  commend  and  support  Ezra  T. 
Benson,  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  In  his  ef- 
forts to  expand  markets  for.  and  Increase 
efficiency  In.  the  production  of  and  mar- 
keting of  agricultural  products.  To  the 
degree  that  this  program  Is  successful,  the 
freedom  and  well-being  of  agriculture  and 
the  general  welfare  of  all  Americans  is 
promoted. 

To  most  cattle  producers  only  the  sharp- 
ness and  timing  of  the  present  adjustment 
in  cattle  prices  was  unexpected.    To  prevent 
greater  distress  we  urge  the  exploration  and 
■use  of  available  means  to  promote  clearance 
^    of  meats  In  existing  trade  channels  and  ex- 
amination of  the  adequacy  of  livestock  credit 
'    lacUltles  to  prevent  uneconomic  liquidation. 
Direct  Intervention  to  support  the  cattle 
Industry   Is   no   more   acceptable   now   than 
were  the  price  controls  and  regulations,  from 
which  we  were  only  recently  relieved.    Green- 
wood County  cattlemen  have  confidence  In 
an  expanding  economy  In  America  and  faith 
In  the  future  of  their  business. 
Very  truly  yours. 

George  W.  Aichex. 

Secretary. 

6T.   L/WRENCE   SEAWAY— RELEASE 
AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Mr.   WILEY.     Mr.   President,   during 
the  week  of  March  23.  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Subcommittee  on  the  St. 
Lawrence  Seaway  will  hold  hearings  on 
the  subject  of  Senate  bill  589,  providing 
for  creation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Development  Corp.  to  construct  a  part 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  in  United 
States  territory  in  the  interest  of  na- 
tional security  authorizing  the  corpora- 
tion  to   consummate   certain   arrange- 
ments with   the  St.   Lawrence   Seaway 
Authority  of  Canada  relative  to  con- 
struction and  operation  of  the  seaway; 
empowering  the  corporation  to  finance 
the  United  States  share  of  the  seaway 
cost  on  a  self -liquidating  basis;  to  estab- 
lish cooperation  with  Canada  in  the  con- 
trol and  operation  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
seaway;  to  authorize  negotiations  with 
Canada  of  an  agreement  on  tolls;  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  various  substi- 
tutes and  amendments  thereto. 

Under  the  bill,  a  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Development  Corp.  would  be  estabhshed 
for  the  purpose  of  joining  with  our 
Canadian  good  neighbor  in  coconstruc- 
tion  and  cotitle  to  the  seaway. 

On  March  8  I  issued  a  release  describ- 
ing these  hearings  and  urging  enact- 
ment of  the  proposed  legislation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  re- 
lease, together  with  several  resolutions 
which  I  have  received  from  Wisconsin, 
urging  the  approval  of  the  proposed  leg- 


islation, be  printed  in  the  Record,  and 
appropriately  referred. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  release 
and  resolutions  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Alexander  Wiley 
senator   wiley    schedules   3   days   of   hear- 
ings on  st.  lawrence  seaway  legislation; 
scope  restricted  to  four  phases;  bill  urged 
as  significant  foreign -policy  step 
During  the  week  of  March  23  there  will  be 
held  3  days  of  hearings  on  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way legislation  by  a  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
subcommittee,  on  which  I  serve  as  chairman. 
I  will  suggest  a  subcommittee  vote  as  soon 
as  possible  after  the  conclusion  of  the  hear- 
ings In  order  that  the  issue  may  be  brought 
to  the  fu'.i  Foreign  Relations  Committee  and 
promptly  forwarded  to  the  Senate  floor. 
The  schedule  of  the  hearings  will  be: 
First  day:   Members  of   the   Congress   and 
spokesmen  from  Government  agencies. 

Second  day:  Proponents  of  the  varying 
pieces  of  legislation,  Including  the  Wiley  bill 
S.  589  and  amendments  and  substitutes 
thereto. 

Third  day:  Opponents  of  the  legislation. 
I  believe  that  we  can  do  full  Justice  to  this 
subject  In  these  3  days,  and  that  we  will  be 
rendering  the  American  taxpayer  a  real  serv- 
ice by  not  attempting  to  rehash  all  of  the 
arguments — pro  and  con — which  have  been 
repeated  for  the  last  39  years  on  this  project. 
The  documentation  on  the  seaway  is  al- 
ready so  thick — With  so  many  previous 
printed  hearings,  reports,  studies,  memo- 
randa, committee  prints — that  it  would  be 
wasteful  to  review  any  but  the  relatively 
new  phases  of  the  problem. 

During  recent  years  when  the  Issue  has 
come  up  In  the  Senate,  the  scope  of  the 
hearings  has  been  limited  as  it  will  be  now. 

The  four  phases  to  be  covered 

The  following  are  the  four  phases  to 
which  we  will  address  ourselves: 

Witnesses  desiring  to  be  heard  are  re- 
quested to  confine  themselves  to  these  four 
subjects.  In  addition.  Indivldual.s  who  would 
like  to  file  statements  with  the  committee 
are  most  welcome  to  do  so  but  are  urged 
similarly  to  confine  their  statements  to  these 
four  phases: 

1.  Desirability:  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
Canada  Is  ready  to  proceed  immediately  with 
an  all-Canadian  St,  Lawrence  seaway,  is  it 
desirable,  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
security  and  other  considerations  for  the 
United  States  to  construct  part  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  canals  on  United  States  territory, 
and  exercisejolnt  control  with  Canada? 

2.  Corporation:  What  are  the  problems  in 
financing  the  construction  of  the  canals  on 
United  States  territory  on  a  self-liquidating 
basis  through  a  St.  Lawrence  seaway  de- 
velopment corporation? 

3.  Upper  lake  channels:  Is  it  desirable  to 
authorize  the  deepening  of  the  connecting 
channels  of  the  Great  Lakes  to  27  feet,  at  the 
present  time,  as  a  part  of  the  proposed  St. 
Lawrence,  bill  or  by  separate  legislation? 

4.  Power:  In  view  of  the  current  status  of 
the  New  York-Ontario  St.  Lawrence  Power 
application,  pending  before  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  is  it  necessary  at  this 
time  that  Congress  take  any  action  with 
respect  to  the  power  project? 

Seaway  passage  xcill  be  healthy  index  to 
Malenkov 

Speaking  purely  personally  and  not  as 
the  committee  or  subcommittee  chairman. 
I  believe  that  at  the  present  moment,  when 
all  of  the  eyes  of  the  world  are  turned 
toward  Moscow.  America  could  take  few 
more  significant  actions  than  to  demon- 
strate her  unity  with  her  best  neighbor.  Can- 
ada, by  Immediately  authorizing  Joint  con- 
struction of  this  mighty  project. 


The  St.  Lawrence  seaway  Is  an  instrument 
for  peace  and  prosperity.  This  legislation 
is  thus  not  directed  against  any  nation,  but 
rather  for  the  economic  health  and  well- 
being  of  the  North  American  Continent,  and 
to  further  sound  trade  with  all  peoples  of 
the  world. 

Soviet  Russia  has  been  engaged  In  a  tre- 
mendous program  of  canal  and  hydroelectric 
construction,  and  no  project  could  better 
demonstrate  to  her  people  and  peoples  every- 
where that  the  United  States  is  not  blind 
to  the  need  for  similar  activity  on  our  own 
continent. 

At  the  same  time,  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way will  tremendously  enhance  our  defensive 
potential,  as  attested  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  Completion  of  the  seaway  would, 
therefore,  be  a  sound  index  to  Mr.  Malenkov 
and  company  that  the  United  States  is  mov- 
ing progressively  to  equip  herself  Invincibly 
with  the  means  for  self-defense  against  any 
possible  contingency. 

Nothing  impresses  the  Soviets  more  than 
vigorous  action  on  our  part,  particularly  ac- 
tion showing  that  we  have  the  vision  to 
plan  with  our  allies  for  mutual  strength. 
On  the  other  hand,  nothing  makes  the  So- 
viets more  contemptuous  of  us  and  fills  them 
with  more  dangerous  arrogance  than  a  feel- 
ing that  the  people  and  leaders  of  the  United 
States  are  blind  even  to  their  own  best  in- 
terests. I  e  .  blind  to  the  significance  of  a 
project  of  this  nature. 

Whereas  the  St  Lawrence  seaway  project 
is  vital  to  our  national  defense  and  eco- 
nomic well-being,  and  will  serve  to  promote 
the  mutual  secvirlty  of  the  United  States 
and  Canada:   and 

Whereas  the  seaway  project  will  provide 
a  needed  artery  for  the  transportation  of 
Iron  ore  to  our  Nation's  steel-producing 
centers,  and  the  shipment  of  grain  and  agri- 
cultural commodities,  as  well  as  essential 
raw  materials  and   Industrial  products;    and 

Whereas  Wisconsin  agriculture  and  Indus- 
try are  dependent  upon  a  healthy  steel  in- 
dustry in  the  Great  Lakes  area:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

Reftolvcd.  That  the  members  of  the  Busl- 
ne.ss  and  Professional  Women's  Club  of  Bur- 
lington, Wis  ,  do  hereby  declare  themselves 
in  favor  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  project, 
and  the  Joint  participation  of  the  United 
States  with  Canada  in  the  development  and 
control  of  the  seaway;   be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  our  Senators,  Alexander  Wiley 
and  Joseph  R  McCarthy,  and  to  our  Repre- 
sentative.  Lawrence  H    Smith. 

Unanimously  adopted  March  11.  1953. 

Whereas  the  Belolt  Bu.slness  and  Profes- 
sional Women  s  Club  believes  that  the  Great 
Lakes-St  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  proj- 
ect win  open  the  middle  western  region  of 
the  United  States  and  Canada  to  world  trade. 
It  will  provide  an  efficient  and  inexpensive 
route  for  bringing  Labrador  ore  to  middle- 
western  steel  mills.  It  will  provide  cheap 
and  steady  electricity  in  a  region  noted  for 
power  shortages  and  high  electricity  rates, 
because  the  project  is  completely  self-Uqui- 
datlng,  and  because  the  national-defense 
need  for  the  water  and  power  Is  a  pressing 
need  for  defense  industries:  Be  it 

Resolved.  That  we  urge  our  Senators  and 
Representative  to  favorably  support  the 
Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power 
project  after  It  has  been  presented  before 
their  respective  bodies  for  study  and  discus- 
sion, and  for  the  final  vote  on  the  bill;  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  Senators  Alexander  Wiley  and  Jo- 
seph McCarthy,  and  to  Representative  Law- 
rence H    Smfth. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Anne  Ubkr, 
Legislative  Chairman. 
February   23,    1953. 
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REPORT  OP  A  COMMllTEE 


The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

H.  R.  1362.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  88). 


REPORTS  ON  DISPOSITION  OP 
EXECUTIVE  PAPERS 

Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Joint  Select 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Execu- 
tive Papers,  to  which  were  referred  for 
examination  and  recommendation  two 
lists  of  records  transmitted  to  the  Senate 
by  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States 
that  appeared  to  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  interest,  submitted 
reports  thereon,  pursuant  to  law. 


ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today.  March  16,  1953.  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  1188)  to 
amend  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act  of 
1950  to  continue  in  effect  certain  of  the 
provisions  thereof. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
S  1320.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mordechay 
Dinewltz; 

S  1321.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mlchajlo 
Dzleczko; 

S  1322  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
PiipadopKDUlos;   and 

S  1323  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lydla  L.  A. 
Samraney;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr  CASE  (by  request) : 
S  1324    A   bin   to  authorize   the   Commis- 
sioners  of    the   EMstrict   of   Columbia   to   fix 
certain  licensing  and  registration  fees;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr    WILEY: 
S   1325    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Szjena  Pel- 
son  and  David  Peison;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
S  1326.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Montchen 
Thomas  Tchou;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Brickee  when  he 
Introduced  the  al)o^e  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  HUMI'HREY: 
S.  1327,  A  bin  to  require  that  collectors 
of  customs,  Unlteti  States  attorneys,  and 
United  States  marslials  be  appointed  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  clvll-servlce  laws,  and 
provide  for  the  apx)lntment  by  the  Post- 
ma.ster  General  of  postmasters  at  first-,  sec- 
ond-, and  thlrd-cliss  post  offices;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

S  1328.  A  bill  tc  establish  a  temporary 
National  Commission  on  Intergovernmental 
Relations;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Oi>eratlon8. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphrey  when 
he  Introduced  the  :ibove  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
S  1329.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  shipment 
of  surplus  food  commodiUes  to  the  people 
of  the  Republic  of  Korea;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

S  1330.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Pay  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1942,  Ks  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Service*. 


8. 1331.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Byron 
Marcy  UnKauf;  and 

8.  1332.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Good- 
year Brown;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
8.  1333.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  permit  States  to  enter  Into  agree- 
ments with  the  Administrator  to  extend  the 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  sys- 
ter.*  to  teachers  in  the  public  schools  of  such 
States  who  are  covered  by  retirement  sys- 
tems; to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

n.  1334.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  the  Reverend 
A.  E.  Smith; 

S.  1335.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1336.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  refigees; 

8.  1337.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1338.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S,  1339.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1340.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1341.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1342.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1343.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1344.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1345.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1346.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees;    and 

S.  1347.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
S.  1348.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  so  as 
to  Improve  the  credit  services  available  to 
farmers  seeking  to  adopt  soil-  and  water- 
conservation  systems  of  farming  contribut- 
ing toward  development  of  a  permanently 
and  abundantly  productive  American  agri- 
culture; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculttire 
and   Forestry. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
S.  1349.  A   bill   to   amend  title   28,   United 
States  Code;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    KERR: 
8.  1350.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ralston  Ed- 
ward Harry;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
S.  1351.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Oscar 
Ems  de  Huy;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S.  1352.  A   bin   for   the  relief  of   Siegfried 
Rosenzwelg;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 
S.  1353.  A  bin  to  amend  section  3469  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  to  exempt  from  tax 
the  transportation  of  persons  to  and  from 
Mexico,  to  and  from  Central  America,  and  to 
and  from  the  West  Indies;  and 

8.  1354.  A  bill  to  provide  that  service  of 
cadets  and  midshipmen  at  the  service  acad- 
emies during  specified  periods  shall  be  con- 
sidered active  military  or  naval  wartime 
service  for  the  purposes  of  laws  administered 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

8. 1355.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1937,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 


Tchou.  I  ask  vinanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  prepared  by  me  pertaining 
to  the  bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1326)  for  the  relief  of 
Montchen  Thomas  Tchou,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Bricker.  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Brickkr  Is  as 
follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Brickeb 

The  bill  would  legalize  permanent  resi- 
dence In  the  United  States  of  M.  Thomas 
Tchou,  a  native  of  West  China.  Tchou  is  a 
graduate  in  naval  architecture  and  mechani- 
cal engineering  of  the  University  of  Glasgow. 
Scotland.  Since  January  of  1952,  he  has 
been  employed  as  a  naval  architect-drafts- 
man in  Cleveland. 

With  the  exception  of  some  brief  visits  out 
cf  the  country,  Tchou  hi.s  been  In  the  United 
States  continuously  since  January  1.  1938. 
During  his  first  years  In  the  United  States, 
Tchou  was  an  official  of  the  Chinese  Nation- 
alist Government.  He  had  prevlotisly  served 
that  government  as  secretary  to  Generalis- 
simo Chiang  Kai-shek  and  as  a  member  of 
Chinese  missions  In  Washington.  Berlin* 
Paris,  and  London. 

Tchou  now  lives  In  Cleveland,  but  owns  • 
home  In  Yellow  Springs,  Ohio,  where  his  son 
Raymond  Is  a  student  at  Antloch  College. 
Tchou's  wife,  a  Scotch  woman,  has  already 
been  granted  permanent  residence  in  the 
United  States. 


MONTCHEN  THOMAS  TCHOU 
Mr.  BRICKER.    Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for    the    reUef    of    Montchen    Thomas 


APPOINTMENT  OP  CERTAIN  OFFI- 
CIALS AND  POSTMASTERS  UNDER 
CIVIL  SERVICE  LAWS 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  extend  the  blue  ribbon  merit  sys- 
tem in  our  Government.  It  would  re- 
quire collectors  of  customs.  United  States 
attorneys,  and  United  States  marshals  to 
be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  civil 
service  laws.  Furthermore,  it  would 
eliminate  once  and  for  all  political  pa- 
tronage in  the  appointment  of  post- 
masters in  first-,  second-,  and  third-class 
post  oflBces.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
prepared  by  me  relating  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and.  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
The  bill  (S.  1327)  to  require  that  col- 
lectors of  customs.  United  States  attor- 
neys, and  United  States  marshals  be  ap- 
pointed in  accordance  with  the  civil- 
service  laws,  and  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment by  the  Postmaster  General  of 
postmasters  at  first-,  second-,  and  third- 
class  post  ofiBces.  introduced  by  Mr. 
Humphrey,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

The    statement    presented    by    Mr. 
Humphrey  is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  HuMFHmrr 
Members  of  tL-  Senate  will  recall  that  1 
have  been  an  advocate  of  the  blue-ribbon 
merit  system  as  an  essential  step  In  the 
development  of  a  clean  Government  program 
ever  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  This  accounted  for  my  active  sup- 
port m  behalf  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
of  1952.  eUminatlng  poUtlcal  patronage  from 
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tb*  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue.  I  likewlae 
supported  the  reorganization  plans  to  elimi- 
nate political  patronage  In  the  remaining 
•genclee  of  our  Government. 

The  Senate  dkl  not  see  fit  to  agree  with  all 
of  those  reorganization  plans  diiring  the 
sad  Congress.  It  is  my  hope  that  it  will  agree 
to  enact  legislation  to  carry  out  the  objec- 
tives of  good  and  meritorious  government. 
I  was  for  the  merit  system  when  the  Demo- 
crats were  the  majority  party  and  I  remain 
for  the  merit  system  now  that  the  Republi- 
cans are  in  power.  There  is  room  for  the 
argument  that  political  patronage  is  im- 
portant In  a  policymaking  Government  po- 
sition, but  there  can  be  no  legitimate  excuse 
for  patronage  in  other  agencies  of  govern- 
ment. The  spoils  system  should  be  elimi- 
nated and  my  bill  will  go  far  to  end  It. 


TEMPORARY  NATIONAL  COMMIS- 
SION ON  INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
RELATIONS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  create  a  temporary  bipartisan  Na- 
tional Commission  on  Intergovernmen- 
tal Relations.  Members  of  the  Senate 
will  recall  that  the  bill  was  developed 
during  the  81st  Congress  by  this  Sub- 
committee on  Intergovernmental  Rela- 
tions, of  which  I  was  chairman.  We 
held  extensive  hearings  and  found  the 
testimony  unanimous  and  enthusiastic 
In  support  of  the  establishment  of  such 
a  Commission. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  I  have 
prepared  relating  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1328 »  to  establish  a  tem- 
porary National  Commission  of  Inter- 
governmental Relations,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Humphrey,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Humphrey  Is  as 
follows : 

Statkmxnt  bt  Senator  HtncPHRET 
Within  the  past  few  days,  President  Elsen- 
hower has  met  with  representatives  of  our 
State  governments  in  a  serious  effort  to  im- 
prove relations  between  our  Federal.  State, 
and  local  governments.  The  volume  and 
complexity  of  those  relations  have  been  sub- 
stantially Increased  as  a  result  of  our  de- 
fense program.  It  is.  therefore,  important 
that  the  establishment  of  a  National  Ctom- 
mlsslon  on  Intergovernmental  Relations  not 
be  delayed  and  that  the  Commission  be  in- 
structed to  submit  its  report,  as  well  as  Its 
recommendations  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  Hoover  Commission  specifically  rec- 
ommended that  a  Commission  be  established. 
not  only  because  Federal-State  relations  is 
the  cardinal  question  of  our  Federal  system 
of  government,  but  also  to  accomplish  its 
other  recommendations  in  an  adequate  and 
orderly  manner.  The  Hoover  Commission 
recommended  that  the  National  Commission 
on  Intergovernmental  Relations  be  of  a  con- 
tinuing nature.  My  proposal  and  the  pro- 
posal we  developed  unanimously  during  the 
81st  Congress  provides  that  the  Commission 
be  temporary  so  that  the  Congress  has  an 
opportunity  to  review  its  work  before  esUb- 
llshlng  it  on  a  temporary  basis.  In  my  own 
mind.  I  have  not  precluded  the  temporary 
Commission  becoming  a  continuing  one  if 
that  should  be  desirable,  but  I  hesitate  to 
create  a  new  Government  agency  to  be  added 
to  the  already  large  bureaucratic  structure 
oi  our  OoTermnentk 


The  issue  c>f  Pederal-State-local  relations 
is  basic  to  good  government  and  to  demo- 
cratic government  in  the  United  States.  A 
blptu'tlsan    Ccmmlsslon   can    go   far   toward 

placing  the  problems  affecting  that  relation- 
ship In  proper  focus  and  toward  helping  to 
solve  many  of  them.  We  ought  not  tc  delude 
ourselves  Into  believing,  however,  that  such  a 
Conunlssion  can  solve  all  the  problems  in- 
herent In  our  Federal  system  of  government. 
Having  been  a  mayor  of  rather  a  large  city. 
I  know  intimately  many  of  these  problems. 
They  arise  out  of  the  need  for  constitutional 
revision  in  many  of  our  States,  for  reappor- 
tionment and  for  the  consolidation  of  many 
governmental  functions  on  a  local  and  Stale 
level.  The  best  way  to  preserve  States 
rights  is  to  strengthen  States'  responsibili- 
ties. The  best  way  for  the  States  to  assume 
their  rightful  responsibUlty  is  to  strengthen 
their  governmental  machinery  so  that  they 
can  respond  to  the  popular  will  and  to  popu- 
lar needs.  There  can  be  no  lasting  solution 
to  the  problems  inherent  In  our  Federal  sys- 
tem of  goverr.ment  until  this  governmental 
reorganization  takes  place. 

In  Introducing  our  bill  to  create  a  tempo- 
rary bipartisan  Commission  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relat  ons.  I  deem  it  important  to 
face  up  to  the  Issues  realistically.  A  com- 
mission can  lifo  far  and  can  make  a  great 
contribution  but  It  will  provide  no  panacea. 
We  need  boldness,  courage,  responsibility, 
and  a  clear  will  if  the  role  of  our  State  and 
local  governments  is  to  be  strengthened  and 
if  our  Federal  system  of  government  Is  to 
serve  the  needs  of  our  people  efficiently  and 
effectively. 

REVISED  BUDGET  ESTIMATES 
Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit for  appropriate  reference  a  concur- 
rent resolution  requesting  the  President 
to  transmit  to  the  Congress  revised 
budget  estimates.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  statement  I  have  pre- 
pared be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
concurrent  resolution  will  be  received 
and  appropriately  referred;  and,  without 
objection,  the  statement  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  concurrent  resolution  <S.  Con. 
Res.  18),  submitted  by  Mr.  Murray,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations, as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act, 
1921,  as  amended,  provides  for  the  trans- 
mission to  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of 
every  session  of  a  complete  budget,  includ- 
ing a  complete  set  of  estimated  appropria- 
tions and  exp«?ndltures:   and 

Whereas  this  procedure  has  proved  to  be 
an  indispensable  factor  in  the  orderly  con- 
sideration by  ihe  Congress  of  budgetary  and 
fiscal  measure)?;  and 

Whereas  the  only  budget  thus  far  trans- 
mitted to  the  Congress  is  the  budget  trans- 
mitted by  the  former  President  on  January 
9,  1953:  and 

Whereas    revisions    in    this    budget    have 
already  been  cbtalned  from  all  departments 
and  agencies  by  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
on  behalf  of  the  President;  and 

Whereas  the  transmission  of  the  revised 
estimates  to  the  Congress  is  essential  to 
proper  congressional  consideration  of  appro- 
priation measures  and  of  proposals  for  tax 
reductions  and  other  revenue  measures; 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  the  President 
is  hereby  requested,  in  accordance  with  the 
established  procedures  developed  under  the 
Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921,  as 
amended,  to  -.ransmit  to  the  Congress  by 
April  20,  1953,  such  revisions  In  or  amend- 
ments to,  the  budget  transmitted  on  Jan- 
uary 9,  1953.  ai:  he  may  deem  appropriate. 


The  Statement  by  Mr.  Murray  is  as 
follows : 

Statemznt  bt  Senator  MrruiAT 
One  of  the  most  Important  questions  be- 
fore   this    Congress    is    whether    or    not   the 
budget  lor  the  next  fiscal  year  can  be  bal- 
anced. 

The  established  procedure  for  the  orderly 
consideration  of  this  question  by  the  Con- 
gress is  the  transmission  to  the  Congress 
by  the  President  of  a  budget  message,  recom- 
mending a  specific  amount  of  appropria- 
tions and  expenditures  and  estimating  the 
Government's  total  revenues. 

Unfortunately,  the  new  administration  has 
not  presented  the  Congress  with  a  budget. 
The  only  budget  before  the  Congress  is  the 
one  submitted  by  President  Truman  on 
January  9  of  this  year,  Jiast  11  days  before 
he  left  ofBce. 

Moreover,  there  is  no  Indication  that  ths 
new  administration  is  planning  to  submit  a 
revised  budget  to  the  Congress.  The  only 
plan  thus  far  announced  is  the  plan  de- 
scribed In  the  New  York  Times  of  March  7. 
According  to  the  New  York  Times,  the 
Budget  Bureau  Is  preparing  a  series  of 
amendments  to  the  Truman  budget.  These 
amendments  are  to  be  transmitted  separate- 
ly during  the  course  of  April  and  May. 

There  is  a  tremendous  difference  between 
a  long-drawn-out  series  of  disconnected 
amendments,  on  the  one  hand,  and  a  com- 
prehensive budget  proposal,  on  the  other 
hand,  nie  Congress  Is  entitled  to  know  at 
an  eurly  stage  in  this  session  whether  or  not 
the  administration  supports  the  Truman 
proposal  for  expenditures  totaling  $78.6  bil- 
lion. 

If  the  administration  is  proposing  to  cut 
the  Truman  budget — and  many  conflicting 
points  of  view  have  been  expressed  on  this 
matter  by  White  House  and  congressional 
spokesmen  for  the  administration— how 
much  Will  the  cut  be?  Will  it  be  as  large 
as  $9  9  billion,  the  estimated  deficit  in  ths 
Truman  budget,  or  will  it  be  only  a  small 
fraction  of  this  amount? 

If  the  new  administration  Is  going  to  cut. 
where  will  these  cuU  be?  How  big  a  cut  will 
be  proposed  in  national  defense  and  inter- 
national security?  How  big  will  be  the  cut 
in  the  field  of  natural  resources?  Will  there 
be    cuts    in    agricultural    expenditures? 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  entitled  to  a 
complete  and  early  answer  to  these  quc6- 
tions. 

The  only  way  to  answer  these  questions  is 
through  the  prompt  submission  of  a  new 
budget. 

The  concurrent  resolution,  which  I  have 
prepared,  requests  the  submission  of  such  a 
complete  budget  by  April  20  of  this  .year. 
Under  this  resolution,  a  3  months'  period 
Is  provided  between  the  day  upon  which  the 
new  administration  took  office  and  the  lime 
for  transmitting  the  new  budget.  This  cer- 
tainly provides  an  ample  opportunity  for  the 
administration  to  determine  its  budgetary 
policies— particularly  since  the  new  Budget 
Director  began  his  study  of  the  budget  back 
in  November  1952.  2  months  before  General 
Elsenhower  took  office. 


EXTENSION  TO  STATE  OP  ARKANSAS 
OP  PROVISIONS  OP  ACT  RELATING 
TO  CONSERVATION  OP  WATER  RE- 
SOURCES—CHANGE OF  REFER- 
ENCE 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President  on 
February  6,  1953,  I  Introduced  the  bill 
(S.  789)  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  August  28,  1937,  relating  to  the 
conservation  of  water  resources  in  the 
arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  State  of  Arkansas,  which 
would  extend  the  Water  FaciliUes  Act, 
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or  the  Pope-Jones  Act,  to  the  State  of 
Arkansas.  The  bill  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  staff  of  that 
committee  that  jjrisdiction  of  the  pro- 
posed legislation  lies  in  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  The  pro- 
gram under  the  set  which  the  bill  seelns 
to  amend  is  adrainistered  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agiiculture,  through  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration,  and  the 
original  act  and  '-he  subsequent  amend- 
ments to  it  came  from  the  Conunittee  on 
Agriculture  and  IJ^restry.  I  have  noti- 
fied the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  It  is  my 
understanding  that  he  has  no  objection. 

Therefore.  I  a^k  that  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  be  dis- 
charged from  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  789)  iind  that  it  be  referred 
to  the  Committte  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Conmittee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  will  be  discharged  from 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill,  and 
it  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  AR- 
TICLES. ETC .  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editor .als.  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix,  as 

follows: 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Article  entitled  "A  Fair  Conduct  Code  for 
Congress,"  written  by  Senator  Kxtattyzx  and 
published  in  the  hew  Republic  of  March  16, 
1953. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

Address  entitled  "The  Truth  May  Keep  Us 
Free,  "  delivered  by  Senator  Stmincton  be- 
fore the  PhiladelDhla  Bulletin  Forum  on 
March  11.  1953. 

Editorial  entitle*!  "WeU  Done.  Mr.  Bowles," 
published  in  the  New  York  Times  of  March 
15,  1953. 

By  Mr.  THTE: 

Article  entitled  "Cattlemen  Kiss  Santa 
Claus  Goodby,"  written  by  Aubrey  Graves. 
and  published  In  the  Washington  Post  of 
Sunday,  March  15    1953. 

Article    entitled    "Death    of   John    Brandt 
Ends  Life  of  Great  Man,"  written  by  W.  F. 
Schilling,   and    puollshed   in    the   Northfield 
(Minn  )  Independent  of  March  12,  1953. 
By  Mr.  GILUfflTE: 

Article  entitled  "Iowa  State's  Educational 
TV,"  written  by  Dcrothy  Thompson  and  pub- 
lished In  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
March  10.  1953. 

By  Mr.  MAUTIN: 

Editorial  entltle<l  "A  Bit  of  Sunshine,"  pub- 
lished In  the  Oil  City  (Pa.)  Derrick  of  March 
13,  1953. 

By  Mr.  BRI-::!KER: 

Editorial    entitled    "Threat    to    Freedom." 
from  United  Evangelical  magazine  Action. 
By  Mr.  SCHOEPPEL: 

Editorial  entitled  'Point  4  Aid  to  Backward 
Peoples  Needs  Re<  becking,"  published  In  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post  of  recent  date. 
By  Mr.  FREIAR: 

Editorial  entitl.Kl  "What  Now?"  published 
In  the  WllmingUm  (Del.)  Record  of  March 
13,  1953. 

By  Mr.  KEIIR: 

Poem  entitled  "The  Death  of  Wiley  Post 
and  Will  Rogers.'  written  by  Dewey  F.  Den- 
nlson. 


By  Mr.  WILLIAMS: 

Editorial  entitled  "Justice  for  Mr.  Burkett." 
published  In  the  Omaha  (Nebr.)  Evening 
World-Herald   of   February    16,    1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "What  Price  Morality?" 
published  in  the  Lodl  (Calif.)  Times  of 
February  19,  1953. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

Article  dealing  with  Communist  teachers 
as  a  problem  involving  both  indoctrination 
and  academic  freedom,  written  by  Sidney 
Hook,  and  published  in  the  March  9,  1953, 
issue  of  the  New  Leader. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 

Article  entitled  "Farm  Policy  and  Eco- 
nomic Policy,"  written  by  John  D.  Clark,  pub- 
lished in  today's  Washington  Post. 

Article  entitled  "The  Bohlen  Nomination," 
written  by  Walter  LIppmann,  and  published 
In  today's  Washington  Post. 
By  Mr.  8MATHERS: 

Article  entitled  "These  Days,"  written  by 
George  Sokolsky,  published  In  today's  Wash- 
ington Times-Herald. 

Article   entitled   "Senator  McCarran   Suit 
and  the  Public  Press,"  written  by  Westbrook 
Pegler,    and    published    in    the    Washington 
Times-Herald  of  March  11,  1953. 
By  Mr.  WELKER: 

Editorial  entitled  "More  Gall  From  Eng- 
land," published  In  the  Idaho  Statesman, 
March  14,  1953. 
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TO     RESOURCES     OP 
MERGED LANDS 


SUB- 


Mr.  GREE2^.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  a  copy 
of  a  letter  I  addressed  to  His  Excellency, 
Dennis  J.  Roberts,  Governor  of  Rhode 
Island,  on  last  March  3,  relating  to  sub- 
merged lands  legislation  presently  under 
consideration  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs;  also  a 
copy  of  the  reply  I  received  from  Gover- 
nor Roberts,  and  a  copy  of  the  resolution 
introduced  in  the  Rhode  Island  General 
Assembly  on  Thursday,  March  12,  which 
passed  the  house  of  representatives 
unanimously  that  day. 

This  oflBcial  correspondence  and  this 
resolution  I  certainly  believe  will  be  of 
interest  to  the  Members  of  the  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter, 
the  reply  thereto,  and  the  resolution 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

Makch  3,  1953. 
His  Excellency  Dennis  J.  RosEH'rs, 

Crovemor  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 
Providence,  R.  I. 

Deak  GovEaNoa:  There  are  pending  In  Con- 
gress bills  to  give  California,  Louisiana,  and 
Texas  the  oil,  gas,  and  other  mineral  re- 
sources in  submerged  lands  of  the  sea  off 
their  shores.  These  resources  belong  to  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  including 
the  people  of  our  State  of  Rhode  Island. 
They  are  of  vital  Importance  to  us  and  to 
the  whole  Nation.  It  is  proposed  to  give 
them  away  without  compensation,  and  If 
the  proposal  succeeds,  three  States  will  re- 
ceive vast  benefits  and  profits  at  the  expense 
of  the  people  of  the  other  45  States, 

The  United  States  was  compelled  to  sue 
California,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  and  it  won 
all  three  cases.  The  purpose  of  the  legisla- 
tion now  before  Congress  Is  to  change  the 
result  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  to  give  these  three  States  the  Nation's 
known  mineral  resoiu'oes  in  the  submerged 
lands  of  the  sea.  Nobody  really  knows  the 
amount  or  value  of  the  oil  and  gas  and  other 
minerals  in  the  submerged  lands  of  the  seas 
near  the  shores  of  the  United  States.  Esti- 
mates vary  from  several  bllUon  to  $40  or  »50 


billion.    Rhode  Island  is  entitled  to  a  share 
In  the  benefits  from  this  great  wealth. 

The  pending  bills  are  drawn  so  as  to  make 
it  appear  that  all  of  the  coastal  States  are  to 
benefit  by  the  proposed  gift.  They  purport 
to  give  all  of  the  coastal  States  the  right, 
title,  and  Interest  of  the  United  States  In 
the  marginal  sea  off  their  shores.  The  mis- 
leading propaganda,  circulated  ever  since  the 
Supreme  Court  decided  against  these  States, 
is  to  the  effect  that  title  to  the  submerged 
lands  of  navigable  Inland  lakes  and  rivers 
and  harbors  is  in  doubt,  and  also  the  State's 
Interest  In  oysters,  clams,  and  other  marine 
life. 

None  of  these  statements  has  any  sound 
basis.  Tl»e  submerged  beds  of  navigable 
Inland  waters  are  not  and  never  were  in- 
volved in  this  matter.  There  is  not  and  has 
not  been  any  desire  by  the  United  States  to 
interfere  with  the  States'  control  of  marine 
life  in  the  adjacent  waters  or  in  submerged 
lands  of  those  waters.  Moreover,  the  United 
States  has  tried  for  years  to  obtain  legisla- 
tion expressly  relinquishing  forever  any  claim 
or  right  to  such  products  of  the  sea,  or  to 
any  filled  land  or  Improvements  built  into 
the  sea.  But  the  representatives  of  these 
three  States,  and  their  supporters,  have  never 
allowed  any  of  such  bills  to  come  out  of  any 
committee,  or  to  pass  in  any  form,  because 
it  suited  their  purpose  to  prevent  such  legis- 
lation. The  obvious  purpose  has  been  to 
keep  it  tied  to  their  bills  to  give  them  the 
Nation's  oil,  gas,  and  other  mineral  resources 
In  the  submerged  lands  of  the  sea. 

Some  of  the  representatives  of  the  coastal 
States  may  be  misled  by  such  tactics  but  I 
am  not,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  people  of 
Rhode  Island  are.  These  bills  do  not  give 
us  anything  we  do  not  now  have  or  else 
may  not  get  for  the  asking,  but  on  the  other 
hand  they  deprive,  and  are  Intended  to  de- 
prive, the  people  of  Rhode  Island  of  'the 
benefit  of  their  interest  In  the  vast  oil,  gas, 
and  other  mineral  resources  of  the  submerged 
lands  of  the  marginal  sea.  It  should  be 
understood  that  whatever  sums  of  money  are 
to  be  realized  by  these  three  States  from 
this  proposed  gift  will  be  taken  away  from 
the  taxpayers  of  the  other  States,  Including 
Rhode  Island.  Money  which  could  be  used 
to  prevent  Federal  taxes  from  going  higher, 
or  to  reduce  present  taxes,  will  go  Instead  to 
three  States.  The  taxpayers  of  Rhode  Island 
will  be  taxed  in  the  future  to  make  up  the 
revenues  it  is  proposed  to  give  California, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas. 

Some  of  these  bills,  with  heavy  backing,  are 
even  more  objectionable.  They  not  only  pur- 
port to  give  the  States  the  title  to  the  3-mile 
belt  always  claimed  by  the  United  States,  but 
they  also  extend  that  belt  to  what  they  call 
historical  boundaries,  so  that  some  States 
will  get  much  larger  areas  in  the  sea  than 
others.  In  addition  to  this  discrimination, 
Texas  has  Introduced  a  bill  under  which  It 
would  receive  37 '/2  percent  of  all  the  proceeds 
from  the  oil,  gas,  and  other  mineral  resources 
beyond  its  marginal  belt,  which  It  claims  to 
be  10  Va  miles  and  all  the  way  to  the  outer- 
most edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  more 
than  150  miles  from  Its  shore. 

I  think  that  you  will  agree  that  the  people 
of  our  State  and  the  people  of  our  Nation 
ought  not  to  be  silent  In  the  face  of  this 
attempt  to  strip  the  Nation  of  Its  oil,  gas, 
and  other  mineral  resources  In  the  sea  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  three  States.  This 
would  be  discriminatory  and  unfair  to  Rhode 
Island  and  other  States. 

There  is  a  legal  question  as  to  whether  the 
Congress  has  power  to  divest  the  United 
States  of  its  rights,  title,  and  interest  in  areas 
subject  to  international  usage  and  agree- 
ment. The  Supreme  Court  has  said  that  the 
United  States  acquired  its  rights  In  the  mar- 
ginal sea  as  an  Incident  of  national  external 
sovereignty.  It  has  also  said  that  no  State 
has  any  rights  In  the  submerged  lands  of  the 
marginal  sea.  The  question  as  to  whether 
Congress  can  take  such  rights  away  from  the 
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United  States  and  give  them,  for  all  practi- 
cal purposes,  to  tliree  States  Is  one  that 
demands  final  decision  by  the  Nation's 
highest  Court. 

Rhode  Island  has  not  hesitated  In  the  past 
to  question  the  power  of  Congress  where  leg- 
islation seemed  detrimental  to  the  best  In- 
terests of  the  Nation,  and-  I  think  It  ought 
to  be  ready  to  act  again  if  Congress  passes 
bills  of  the  character  I  have  described  in  this 
letter.  Rhode  Island  tested  the  validity  of 
the  prohibition  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  re- 
ported in  353  U.  S.  350.  It  directed  the  at- 
torney general  of  the  State  to  file  suit  and  it 
appropriated  fvmds  for  the  litigation. 

If  It  meets  with  your  approval,  I  would 
suggest  that  the  legislature  now  be  requested 
to  adopt  an  appropriate  resolution,  direct- 
ing the  attorney  general  of  the  State  immedi- 
ately to  begin  study  of  the  issues  Involved, 
and  In  the  event  of  the  passage  of  any  of 
these  bills  substantially  in  their  present 
form,  to  Institute  suit  by  and  on  behalf  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  to  have  any  such 
legislation  declared  null  and  void. 
Bincerely  yours, 

Theodore    Francis    Green. 


State  of  Rhode  Island  and 

Providence  Plantations. 
Providence,  March  12,  1953. 
Eon.  Theodore  Francis  Green. 
Senate  Otfice  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  Upon  receipt  of  your  letter 
of  March  3.  1953,  relative  to  certain  bills 
pending  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
that  is,  submerged  lands,  I  conferred  with  the 
attorney  general  who  advises  me  that  In  the 
event  the  Rhode  Island  General  Assembly 
adjourns  prior  to  the  enactment  of  such  bills 
by  the  Congress,  Rhode  Island  would  be 
powerless  to  act  unless  a  suitable  resolution 
had  been  adopted  by  the  legislature  of  this 
State.  As  a  result  of  this  conference  the 
attorney  general  has  prepared  such  legisla- 
tion for  Introduction  in  the  General  Assem- 
bly of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island. 

Appreciating  that  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  Rhode  Island  might  subsequently  require 
action  by  the  attorney  general  of  this  State 
such  a  resolution  is  deemed  advisable. 
Sincerely   yours, 

Dennis  J.  Roberts, 

Governor. 

Resoltttion  Authorizing  and  Directing  the 
Attorney  General  or  the  State  or  Rhode 
Island  To  Take  Such  Action  as  Mat  Be 
Deemed  Advisable  or  Necessary  To  Obtain 
A  Pinal  Determination  by  the  Courts 
Upon  Issues  and  Questions  Involved  in 
PaopoeALs  Pending  in  Congress  Concern- 
ing Rights,  Title,  and  Interest  or  the 
UNmcD  States  in  the  Submerged  Lands  op 
the  Marginal  Sea,  Particularly  in  the 
Oil.  Gas.  and  Other  Mineral  Resources 
or  Such  Areas 

Whereas  bills  are  pending  In  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  divest  the  people  of 
the  United  States  of  their  rights,  title,  and 
Interest  In  the  submerged  lands  of  the  mar- 
ginal sea;  and 

Whereas  the  primary  purpose  of  such  pro- 
posed legislation  Is  to  give,  without  consid- 
eration, all  the  oil,  gas,  and  other  mineral 

resources  of  the  marginal  sea  to  3  States 

California,  Louisiana,  and  Tesas — at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  other  45  States;  and 

Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  decided  at  least  four  times  that 
such  natural  resources  belong  to  the  United 
States,  and  do  not  and  never  have  belonged 
to  any  State;  and 

Whereas  such  resources  are  needed  for  the 
defense  of  the  Nation  and  should  be  admin- 
istered and  developed  for  the  benefit  of  all 
tiM  people  of  the  United  States;   and 

Whereas  such  a  gift  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  people  and  particularly  the  taxpayers 
of   the  State  of  Rhode  Island,   who  would 


be  taxed  and  continue  to  be  taxed  in  the 
future  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  acquiring  needed 
oil.  gas,  and  other  minerals  now  belonging 
to  the  United  States  but  which  it  is  pro- 
p>o£ed  to  give  to  the  States  off  whose  shores 
such  resources  have   been   located;    and 

Whereas  the  people  of  Rhode  Island  are 
entitled  to  their  fair  share  of  the  benefits 
accruing  to  all  the  people  of  the  United 
States  from  its  rights,  title,  and  Interest  in 
the  oil,  gas,  and  other  mineral  resources  of 
the  submerged  lands  of  the  sea;  and 

Whereas  It  is  believed  that  legislation  de- 
signed to  deprive  the  United  States  of  its 
rights  in  the  submerged  lands  of  the  sea 
would  create  unfair  and  unwarranted  dis- 
criminations between  the  States,  and  would 
for  many  reasons,  violate  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States:   Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  attorney  general  of  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island  be  and  he  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  begin  immediately 
a  study  of  the  legal  and  equitable  Issues  and 
principles  Involved  in  legislation  purporting 
to  divest  the  United  States  of  Its  rights,  title, 
and  interest  In  any  of  the  submerged  lands 
of  the  seas  bordering  the  coasts  of  the  United 
States,  and  In  the  event  of  the  passage  of 
such  legislation  to  Institute  such  suits  or 
proceedings,  or  to  take  such  other  action  as 
may  be  advisable  or  necessary,  to  obtain  a 
final  determination  by  the  courts  as  to  the 
power  of  Congress  to  make  such  enactments; 
and  be  it  further. 

Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
and  he  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
transmit  to  the  attorney  general  of  the  Stiite 
of  Rhode  Island  a  duly  certified  copy  of  this 
resolution. 


HUNGARIAN  INDEPENDENCE  DAY 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  the  15th  day 
of  March  is  celebrated  throughout  the 
free  world  as  Hungarian  Independence 
Day.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
inserted  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  fol- 
lowing my  remarks,  the  text  of  a  state- 
ment which  I  have  prepared  for  this  oc- 
casion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

Statement  by  Senator  Ives 

The  15th  day  of  March  is  one  of  the 
memorable  days  In  the  history  of  mankind  s 
struggle  against  the  forces  of  tyranny.  This 
day  marks  the  liberation  of  the  Hungarian 
people  fronf  Hapsburg  despotism. 

As  we  take  note  of  this  significant  occa- 
sion, the  gallant  people  of  Hungary  still  suffer 
under  the  ruthless  domination  of  the  Soviet 
invaders.  The  Russian  conquest  of  this  land, 
however,  cannot  erase  the  memory  of  the 
great  Hungarian  leader.  Louis  Kossuth.  The 
legacy  of  freedom  which  he  bequeathed  to 
his  people  will  continue  to  sustain  them 
until  Hungary  once  again  takes  her  rightful 
place  among  the  free  nations  of  the  world. 

On  this  independence  day  I  hope  and  pray 
that  Hungary's  hour  of  liberation  is  near. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  yes- 
terday, March  15,  was  Hungarian  Free- 
dom Day.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  state- 
ment which  I  have  prepared  in  commem- 
oration of  that  day.  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Humphrey 
With  Hungary  once  more  enslaved  by  a 
foreign  power.  It  Is  difficult  for  us  to  say  that 
we  are  celebrating  Hungarian  Freedom  Day. 
It  is  more  appropriate  for  us  to  use  this 
occasion  to  commemorate  the  many  Hun- 
garian patriots  who  have  in  the  past  striven 


to  attain  freedom  for  Hungary  and  to  dedi- 
cate ourselves  anew  to  the  ultimate  achieve- 
ment of  the  goal  which  all  of  us  so  deeply 
desire:  the  reestabllshment  of  a  free  and  in- 
dependent Hungary. 

In  its  long  and  glorious  history,  Hungary 
htis  had  the  sad  fate  of  experiencing  the  rule 
of  many  foreign  tyrants,  but  the  Hungarian 
people  have  seen  these  tyrants  come  and  go. 
Through  it  all  it  has  clung  to  its  own  great 
traditions,  repelling  the  foreign  efforts  to 
press  It  into  a  different  mold.  The  Hun- 
garian people  have  thereby  won  the  admira- 
tion of  the  world  for  their  tenaclousness  and 
stubbornness. 

I  am  confident  that  the  fate  of  the  Soviet 
tyranny  that  rules  Hungary  today  Is  not 
going  to  be  any  different  from  that  of  Its 
predecessors,  even  though  its  brutality  and 
cvllness  may  be  more  all-pervadlng  than  any- 
thing that  has  been  experienced  previously. 
The  spirit  of  freedom,  the  spirit  of  Louis 
Kossuth  and  his  associates  will  live  on,  In 
spite  of  the  persecution  of  such  leading  citi- 
zens as  the  great  Cardinal  Mlndszenty.  in 
spite  of  police  intimidation,  deportations,  and 
mass  murder.  The  time  will  come  again 
when  you  wUl  once  more  recite  the  words  of 
your  national  poet,  Sandor  Petoesl: 
"On  your  feet.  Magyars.  •  •  • 
We  shall  not  be  slaves  any  longer." 


SPANISH-AMERICAN   WAR 
VETERANS 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
days  ago  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette!,  speak- 
ing on  the  55th  anniversaiy  of  the  sink- 
ing of  the  battleship  Maine,  gave  us  a 
comprehen.sive  and  most  interesting  re- 
view of  the  conditions  surrounding  the 
Spanish-American  War. 

He  called  our  attention  to  the  advanc- 
ing age  of  the  men  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War.  He  pointed  out  that  it 
was  the  only  war  in  American  history 
that  was  fought  entirely  by  volunteers. 

He  reminded  us  that  it  was  20  years 
after  the  end  of  the  war  before  the 
Spanish -American  War  veteran  was 
gianted  any  benefits  whatsoever  in  rec- 
ognition of  his  service  and  sacrifice. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa,  as  Senators 
know,  served  as  a  .sergeant  in  the  Span- 
i.sh-American  War,  and  I  deeply  appre- 
ciated his  gracious  reference  to  me  as 
another  veteran  of  that  conflict. 

A  third  Spanish-American  War  vet- 
eran presently  holding  membership  in 
this  body  as  the  able  junior  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  (Mr.  Neely).  who  served 
in  the  First  Regiment,  West  Virginia 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  outfit  in  which  I  had  the  honor 
to  serve  was  the  10th  Pennsylvania 
Volunteer  Infantry.  This  organization 
holds  a  reunion  each  year  and  a  care- 
ful report  of  its  membership  is  compiled 
annually  by  its  i-ecorder,  Dan  A.  Dooley. 

The  latest  report  of  the  10th  Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers  was  given  on  February 
18.  1953,  and  was  as  follows: 

Members  living.  232;  died  or  killed 
while  in  .service,  677;  present  where- 
abouts unknown,  12;  or  a  total  of  921. 

The  10th  Pennsylvania  .served  in  the 
Philippines  in  1898  and  1899  as  a  part 
of  the  old  Eighth  Ai-my  Corps.  There 
were  many  great  outfits  serving  in  the 
Philippines  at  that  time. 

It  may  be  of  interest  to  recall  the  vol- 
unteer units  fighting  in  the  Philippines 
more  than  half  a  century  ago.  They 
were    as   follows:    Astor   Battery,    New 
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York;  1st  Califoriia:  California  Heavy 
Artillery;  1st  Colcrado;  1st  Idaho;  51st 
Iowa;  20th  Kansa-s;  13th  Minnesota;  1st 
Montana:  1st  Nebraska;  Nevada  Cav- 
alry; 1st  North  Dakota;  2d  Oregon;  10th 
Pennsylvania;  Isi,  South  Dakota;  1st 
Tennessee;  Utah  Light  Artillery;  1st 
Washington;  and  1st  Wyoming. 

With  the  excepJon  of  the  Astor  Bat- 
tery, they  all  cane  from  the  National 
Guard  and  all  werf  volunteers.  In  addi- 
tion, as  is  always  the  case,  several  fine 
organizations  of  the  Regular  Army 
served   in   the  Philippines. 

Recorder  Dooley 's  report  shows  that 
all  the  field  and  staff  oflBcers  and  tlie 
noncommissioned  staff  of  the  10th  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer  Infantry  have  died 
except  two.  The  survivors  are  Maj. 
Everhart  Bierer.  who  was  boi*n  Novem- 
ber 12.  1865.  and  Principal  Musician 
Prank  M.  KefTer,  who  was  Iwrn  Octo- 
ber 1,  1875. 

A  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
William  H.  McKain,  who  was  born  May 
31.  1868. 

B  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
Capt.  Harry  J.  V/atson,  who  was  born 
October  11.  1868. 

C  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
John  R  Barnes,  vho  was  born  February 
28.  1866. 

D  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
Oliver  N.  Morriscn,  who  was  born  Au- 
gust 26,  1868. 

F:  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
James  R.  Rishet-erger,  who  was  born 
June  7,  1868. 

H  Company's  eldest  living  veteran  is 
Charles  L.  Stewart,  who  was  born  No- 
vember 29.  1865. 

I  Company's  oldest  living  veteran  is 
Andrew  Banks,  who  was  l)orn  March  21, 
1866. 

K  Company's  eldest  living  veteran  Is 
Frank  Wisecarver,  who  was  born  Octo- 
ber 4.  1869. 

The  Spanish-American  War  veterans 
are  rapidly  answering  the  last  roll  call. 


AN  IRISH  BLESSING 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  tomorrow  is  the  birthday 
anniversary  of  the  patron  saint  of  Ire- 
land. St.  Patrick,  and  inasmuch  as  we 
arc  observing  the  day  today  by  wearing 
green  carnations  in  our  lapels,  I  should 
like  to  read  a  ble.ssing  which  I  have  re- 
ceived through  the  mail.  I  received  it 
not  from  one  of  my  own  constituents  but 
from  a  person  in  Pennsylvania.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  well  worth  reading.  It  is  a 
real  IrLsh  blessing  and  reads: 

May  the  bles.<slng  of  light  be  on  you — light 
without  and  light  within. 

May  the  blessed  sunlight  shine  on  you 
and  warm  your  heart  till  It  glovs  like  a  great 
jjeat  fire,  so  that  the  stranger  may  come  and 
warm  himself  at  it  and  also  a  friend. 

And  may  the  light  shine  out  of  the  2  eyes 
of  you.  like  a  candle  set  In  2  windows  of  a 
house,  bidding  the  wanderer  to  come  In  out 
of  the  storm. 

And  may  the  blessing  of  the  rain  be  on 
you  -the  soft  sweet  rain.  May  It  fall  upon 
your  spirit  so  that  all  the  little  flowers  may 
spring  up  and  shed  their  sweetness  on  the 
air.  and  may  the  blessing  of  the  great  rains 
be  on  you,  may  they  beat  upon  your  spirit 
and  wash  it  fair  and  clean,  and  leave  there 
many  a  shining  pool  where  the  blue  of 
heaven  shines  and  sometimes  a  star. 
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And  may  the  blessing  of  the  earth  be  on 
you — the  great  round  earth;  may  you  ever 
have  a  kindly  greeting  for  them  you  pass  as 
you're  going  along  the  roads.  May  the  earth 
be  soft  under  you  when  you  rest  out  upon 
It.  tired  at  the  end  of  a  day,  and  may  It  rest 
easy  over  you  when  at  the  last  you  lay  out 
under  It;  may  It  rest  so  lightly  over  you  that 
your  soul  may  be  off  from  under  It  quickly, 
and  up  and  off  and  on  its  way  to  God. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Morning  business  is  closed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 


Aiken 

Goldwater 

McCarran 

Ander.son 

Gore 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Green 

McCIellan 

Beall 

Hayden 

MUlikin 

Brlcker 

Hendrtckson 

Monroney 

Bridges 

Hcnnings 

Mundt 

Bufh 

Hfckenlocper 

Murray 

Butler.  Md. 

HlII 

Neely 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Payne 

BjTd 

Holland 

Potter 

Carlson 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

Case 

Ives 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Jackson 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Jenner 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith.  N  J. 

Dan:el 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  N.  C. 

D.rksen 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Stennls 

Duff 

Kilgore 

Svmlngton 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Taft 

Eastland 

Kuchel 

Thye 

Ellender 

Langer 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Welker 

Flanders 

Long 

Wiley 

Frear 

Magnuson 

WiUiams 

Fulbrlght 

Malone 

Young 

George 

Mansfield 

Gillette 

Martin 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  announce  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyI 
is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Ben- 
nett!, the  Senator  from  Indiana  [  Mr. 
Capehart],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
(Mr.  Griswold],  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon (Mr.  MoRSE],  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  SaltonstallI  are 
necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt!  is 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy)  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastore]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  MaybankI  was  appointed  as  a 
member  of  the  committee  upon  the  part 
of  the  Senate  to  attend  the  funeral  of 
the  late  Honorable  Joseph  R.  Bryson,  a 
Representative  from  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  and  is,  therefore  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Rus- 
sell 1  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 


THE  CALENDAR 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
calendar,  under  rule  Vin,  is  now  in  or- 
der. The  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the 
measures  on  the  calendar. 


The  bill  (S.242)  to  provide  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion domiciliary  facility  at  Port  Logan, 
Colo.,  was  announced  as  first  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over.  • 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  24)  to  permit  judicial  re- 
view of  decisions  of  Government  con- 
tracting officers  involving  questions  of 
fact  arising  under  Government  contracts 
in  cases  other  than  those  in  which  fraud 
is  alleged  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  56)  for  the  relief  of  Erich 
Anton  Helfert  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Mr.  President.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  bill  (S.  59)  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Kortschak  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  bill  (S.  152)  for  the  relief  of  Pred 
P.  Hines  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  484)  for  the  relief  of  J.  Don 
Alexander  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  101)  for  the  relief  of  Phed 
Vosniacos  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan is  not  present  on  the  floor.  I  had 
something  in  mind  in  connection  with 
the  debate  on  the  calendar  last  week.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  102)  for  the  relief  of  Fra- 
cesco  Cracchiolo  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  153)  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
helm  Engelbert  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


SOCORRO  GERONA  DE  CASTRO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  173)  for  the  relief  of  Socorro 
Gerona  de  Castro,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  "fee",  to  strike  out  "and 
head  tax",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 
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Socorro  Oeron*  de  Castro  ihall  be  held  and 
conaklered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act,  upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SISTER  ODILIA.  ALSO  KNOWN  AS 
MARIA  HUTTER 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  255)  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Odilia,  also  known  as  Maria  Hutter, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amend- 
ment in  line  7,  after  the  word  "fee",  to 
strike  out  "and  head  tax",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  if  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 
Sister  Odllla,  also  known  as  Maria  Hutter, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


FREE  POSTAGE  FOR  MEMBERS  OF 
THE  ARMED  FORCES  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2466 >  to  amend  the 
act  of  July  12,  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat. 
336),  as  amended,  which  authorizes  free 
postage  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  in  specific 
areas  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CONTINUATION  OF  EFFECTIVENESS 
OF  MISSING  PERSONS  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  1229)  to  continue  the  effec- 
tiveness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act  as 
amended  and  extended,  until  July  1, 
1954.  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  objecty  while  the  bill  is  a 
very  meritorious  one.  it  appears  to  me 
that  its  provisions  may  go  too  far.  The 
Department  of  Defense  is  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  need  for  permanent  legis- 
lation exists,  and  is  consequently  mak- 
ing a  study  of  the  problem.  However, 
the  committee  report  does  not  indicate 
that  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
is  making  the  study.  As  an  illustration 
of  what  ,|he  bill  provides.  I  have  made 
inquiry  relative  to  It^provisions.  to  which 
I  have  received  the  information  that  for 
the  first  6  months  of  1952  the  bill,  if 
enacted,  would  cost  $9,607,000.   I  under- 


stand that  11,000  persons  are  still  car- 
ried under  the  category  of  missing. 

I  do  not  know  what  remedial  action  is 
needed,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  and  the  Sen- 
ate should  give  very  careful  considera- 
tion to  the  subject.  I  was  hoping  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  would  be  on  the  floor 
this  morning. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield? 
Mr.  GORE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  should  like 
to  say  that  I  am  handling  the  bill  for  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee will  not  object  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  at  this  time,  because  it 
merely   extends    the   provision   of    the 

existing  law  until 

Mr.  GORE.     To  July  1,  1954. 
Mr.   HENDRICKSON.    That   is   cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  was  wondering  whether 
we  could  agree  to  extend  its  provisions 
until  December  31,  1953.  Such  an  ex- 
tension would  permit  the  Defense  De- 
partment and  the  committees  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  to  make  a  study  of 
the  subject  in  order  to  deal  in  a  perma- 
nent manner  with  the  problem.  Would 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  agree  to 
such  an  amendment? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  difficulty 
about  it  is  that  Congress  would  not  be 
in  session  when  the  act  expired.  If  the 
war  in  Korea  should  continue  beyond 
that  date  many  persons  would  be  denied 
the  facilities  which  this  bill  provides. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  magnitude  of  the 
problem  has  already  been  indicated  and 
the  need  for  permanent  legislation  is 
certified  by  both  the  committee  report 
and  the  Defense  Department.  Would 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  be  agree- 
able to  an  amendment  extending  the 
provisions  of  the  act  until  February  1, 
1954? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  would  accept  such  an 
amendment,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  would 
also  agree  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  with- 
hold my  objection  and  offer  such  an 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LzGisLATivE  Clerk.  On  page  2, 
line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
date  "July  1.  1954,"  and  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  date  "February  1.  1954." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Mr.  President, 
on  page  2,  line  8,  I  ask  that  the  word 
"itemed"    be    corrected    to    read    "in- 
terned." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  IffiNDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rxcord  at  this  point  a  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  bilL 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statimint  on  Senate  Box  1229 
This  bill  will  do  two  things.  First,  It  will 
extend  to  July  1,  1954.  the  Missing  Persons 
Act.  This  law  presently  expires  on  AprU  1 
of  this  year.  Second,  the  bill  Incorporates  In 
the  basic  act  certain  language  changes  con- 
tained In  Public  Law  450.  82d  Congress, 
wblch  extended  the  Missing  Persons  Act 
from  July  3.  1952.  to  April  1,  1953. 

A  word  with  respect  to  the  background  of 
the  law.  The  Missing  Persons  Act  was  passed 
in  1942  and  remained  In  effect  until  1M7.  It 
was  revived  by  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  and  has  been  extended  by  various  acts 
until  April  1. 

Broadly  speaking,  the  Missing  Persons  Act 
provides  that  the  heads  of  the  executive  de- 
partments may  continue  to  credit  the  pay 
accounts,  and  make,  continue,  or  modify  al- 
lotments to  dependents  of  service  personnel 
and  civilians  who  are  In  a  missing  status. 
The  largest  group  of  people  who  are  pres- 
ently In  the  missing  category  are,  of  course, 
service  people  who  have  been  either  cap- 
tured or  are  missing  In  Korea. 

■  By  being  able  to  credit  the  soldier's  pay 
account,  a  Department  may  protect  a  variety 
of  financial  Interests  of  the  soldier,  such  as 
paying  his  commercial  insurance  premiums 
while  he  Is  In  a  missing  status. 

With  respect  to  allotments,  the  Depart- 
ments, in  a  sense,  assume  the  guardianship 
for  the  dependents  of  the  soldier,  by  being 
permitted  to  alter  the  amount  of  the  allot- 
ments paid  the  dependents  of  the  missing 
soldier. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  1229)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Missing  Per- 
sons Act  (ch.  166,  sees.  1-12.  14.  and  15;  56 
Stat.  143  147),  as  amended  (ch.  828.  56  Stat. 
1092-1093:  ch.  371.  58  Stat.  679-682;  ch.  70, 
61  Stat.  96:  ch.  356.  65  Stat.  207) .  as  extended 
by  section  4  (e)  of  the  act  of  June  34.  1948 
(62  Stat.  608) ,  and  as  It  read  before  the  en- 
actment of  Public  Laws  313  and  450,  82d 
Congress.   Is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  2  (58  Stat.  679)  Is  amended 
by  deleting  'Interned  In  a  neutral  country, 
captured  by  an  enemy"  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "Interned  in  a  foreign  country,  cap- 
tured by  a  hostile  force." 

(b)  Section  6  (56  Stat.  145)  is  amended 
by  deleting  "in  the  hands  of  an  enemy  or 
is  Interned  In  a  neutral  country"  and  Insert- 
ing In  lieu  thereof  "In  the  hands  of  a  hostile 
force  or  Is  Interned  In  a  foreign  country." 

(c)  Section  9  (58  Stat.  681)  Is  amended 
by  deleting  "in  the  lands  of  an  enemy"  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "in  the  hands  of 
a  hostile  force"  and  by  deleting  "such  enemy" 
and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "such  hostile 
force." 

(d)  Section  12  (65  Stat.  207)  Is  amended 
by  deleting  "interned  in  a  neutral  country, 
or  captured  by  the  enemy"  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "interned  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try, or  captured  by  a  hostile  force." 

(e)  Section  14  (56  SUt.  147)  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  14.  The  provisions  of  this  act  appli- 
cable to  persons  captured  by  a  hostile  force 
shall  also  apply  to  any  person  beleaguered 
or  besieged  by  a  hostile  force." 

(f)  Section  15  (56  Stat.  147,  1093)  la 
amended  by  deleting  everything  following 
the  words  "and  shall  remain  In  effect  un- 
til" and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "February 
1.  1954." 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  (a)  (7)  of  the  Emergency 
Powers  Ck>ntlnuatloa  Act  (ch.  570.  66  StaU 
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831)  is  repealed  without  effect  upon  rights 
accrued,  liabilities  Incurred,  or  actlooA  taken 
thereunder. 


RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  86)  authoriz- 
ing expenditures  for  hearings  and  in- 
vestigations by  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  I  wonder 
whether  we  could  have  an  explanation 
as  to  how  much  money  is  involved  and 
for  what  purpose  the  money  would  be 
used.  

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ob- 
ject to  the  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard.  The  resolution  will  be 
passed  over. 


INSTALLATION  OP  STATUE  OF  DR. 
MARCUS  WHITMAN  IN  STATUARY 
HALL 

The  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  64)  authorizing  the  Washington 
State  Whitman  Statue  Committee  to 
place  temporarily  in  the  rotunda  of  the 
Capitol  a  statue  of  the  late  Dr.  Marcus 
Whitman,  the  holding  of  ceremonies,  and 
permanent  location  in  Statuary  Hall 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  the  last 
mea.sure  and  report  in  my  file  is  Calendar 
No.  77.  Senate  Resolution  86.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Senate  should  take  up  any 
mea.sure  beyond  Calendar  No.  77.  or  any 
mea.'5ure  which  is  not  contained  in  our 
files.  Therefore,  I  ask  that  the  next  four 
measures  on  the  calendar  be  passed  over. 

Mr  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Order  No.  78 
covers  a  noncontroversial  concurrent 
resolution  which  is  of  great  importance 
to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton. We  are  somewhat  pressed  for  time 
in  connection  with  it,  because  of  the  ne- 
ce.s.sity  of  making  arrangements  for  the 
installation  of  the  statue  and  the  cere- 
mony in  connection  with  It.  I  wonder 
whether  it  could  not  be  disposed  of  at 
thi.s  time. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  as  a  matter 
of  principle  I  t)elieve.  on  the  call  of  the 
calendar,  the  Senate  should  not  pass 
bills  or  agree  to  resolutions  which  are  not 
contained  in  the  bill  file  on  our  desks. 
Copies  of  measures  should  be  available 
to  Senators,  so  that  they  may  read  suid 
study  them,  before  they  are  disposed  of. 
That  is  the  only  basis  for  my  objection. 

This  particular  resolution  is,  I  believe. 
entirely  noncontroversial,  and  I  would 
have  no  objection  to  having  it  considered 
and  disposed  of  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  concurrent 
re.sclution  authorizing  the  location  in 
Statuary  Hall  of  a  statue  of  the  late  Dr. 
Marcus  Whitman. 

Mr.  JENNER. .  That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  consideration  of  the 
concurrent  resolution? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  64)  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 


RESOLUTION  AND  BILI£  PASSED 
OVER 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  now  ask 
that  the  next  three  measures  on  the  cal- 
endar, namely  Senate  Resolution  No.  57, 
Calendar  No.  79;  Senate  bill  1110.  Cal- 
endar No.  80;  and  Senate  bill  1078.  Cal- 
endar No.  81,  be  passed  over,  for  the  rea- 
son that  repwrts  on  those  measures  are 
not  in  our  calendar  flies. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  proponents  of 
those  measures  that  if  they  wish  to  have 
them  taken  up  on  Wednesday.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  move  to  have  them  considered 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  be- 
lieve that  reports  on  those  bills  are  in 
my  calendar  file. 

Mr.  TAFT.  They  are  not  In  mine,  and 
I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection having  been  made,  the  resolution 
and  bills  referred  to  will  be  passed  over. 


Mr. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
TAPT.     Mr.  President.  I  move 


that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  the  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  (X)mmittee  on 
Post  OfBce  and  Civil  Service: 

Philip  Young,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  Civil 
Service  Oommlssloner. 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Anthony  Julian,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Massachusetts,  vice  George  P.  Garrlty,  term 
expiring; 

Robert  Henry  Beaudreau.  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  district 
of  Massachusetts,  vice  Arthur  J.  B.  Cartler, 
removed;  and 

•Enard  Erlckson,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of 
Minnesota,  Vice  John  J.  McGowan,  term 
expired. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If 
there  be  no  further  reports  of  commit- 
tees, the  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the 
nominations  on  the  calendar. 


Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  nomination 
be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  will  be  passed  over. 


NOMINATION  PASSED  OVER 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Arthur  F.  Burns,  of  New  York,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Coimcil  of  Ecwiomic 
Advisers. 


GOVERNOR  OF  THE  TERRITORY  OF 
ALASKA 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  B.  Frank  Heintzleman,  of  Alaska,  to 
be  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  speak  only  briefly,  but  I  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  my  feelings 
about  an  old  friend  of  mine.  Frank 
Heintzleman.  who  now  has  been  nomi- 
nated by  the  new  administration  to  be 
Governor  of  Alaska. 

Mr.  Heintzleman  has  had  a  long  and 
distinguished  career  in  Alaska,  having 
pioneered  on  many  of  the  war-service 
projects  there.  He  is  well  known  to 
most  Alaskans.  In  fact,  he  himself  is 
almost  an  Alaskan — not  by  birth,  but 
by  having  lived  and  worked  in  the  Terri- 
tory for  many  years. 

Just  the  other  day  I  sent  him  a  tele- 
gram in  which  I  said,  "If  we  have  to 
have  a  Republican  as  Governor  of  Alas- 
ka, I  know  of  no  better  man  than  Frank 
Heintzleman." 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
distinguished  colleague,  the  Senator 
from  Washington,  that  I,  too,  know 
Prank  Heintzleman.  I  regard  him  as  a 
great  man  and  an  able  man.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  the  Territory  of  Alaska  will 
have  taken  rapid  strides  toward  state- 
hood when  the  nomination  of  such  a  dis- 
tinguished public  servant  to  be  Governor 
shall  have  been  confirmed.  I  congratu- 
late the  Senate  on  the  action  it  is  about 
to  take  in  confirming  the  nomination. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
add  a  word  or  two  regarding  the  nom- 
ination of  Frank  Heintzleman  to  be  Gov- 
ernor of  Alaska. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  meet  him  in  con- 
nection with  Forest  Service  activities.  I 
am  convinced  that  he  is  a  man  who  has 
sound  ideas  for  the  constructive  develop- 
ment of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

I  have  had  correspondence  with  nu- 
merous persons  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  who  have  spoken  with  a  great 
deal  of  pride  of  Mr.  Heintzleman's  work. 
I  feel  sure  that  this  appointment  will  be 
well  received  there. 

Some  reference  has  been  made  to  Mr. 
Heintzleman's  political  afBliation.  Per- 
sonally. I  was  not  aware  of  his  political 
aflaiiation,  but  I  have  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  he  was  identified  with  the 
new  developments  there  and  would  per- 
form constructive  service. 

I  was  most  happy  to  see  the  nomina- 
tion made,  and  it  is  a  pleasure  to  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  commending  the 
appointment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  B.  Frank 
Heintzleman.  of  Alaska,  to  be  Governor 
of  the  Territory  of  Alaska? 

The  nomiiiation  was  confirmed. 
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NATIONAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  MaJ.  Gen.  Ralph  Julian  Canine.  United 
States  Army,  to  be  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Agency. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed.   

THE    ARMY 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
these  are  routine  nominations,  and  are 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  I  ask  that  the  nom- 
inations in  the  Army  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  in  the 
Army  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
resume  the  consideration  of  legislative 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
the.se  nominations  likewise  are  routine. 
On  behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  who  today  is 
absent  from  the  Senate  on  official  busi- 
ness, I  request  that  the  nomination  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higgins  White.  238A. 
which  appears  on  page  5  and  also  on 
page  6.  of  the  Executive  Calendar, 
Calendar  No.  95.  Message  No.  148,  be 
passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  referred  to  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  that  the 
other  nominations  in  the  Air  Force  be 
immediately  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  remaining  nomina- 
tions of  the  Air  Force  are  confirmed  en 
bloc.  

• 

THE  NAVY 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry   nominations  in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
on  my  own  behalf,  I  ask  that  the  nomi- 
nation of  Rear  Adm.  Henry  C.  Bruton. 
on  page  9  of  the  Executive  Calendar. 
Calendar  No.  97.  Message  No.  85,  be 
passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
nomination  referred  to  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ate to  confirm  the  remaining  nomina- 
tions in  the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  in  the 
Navy,  with  the  exception  of  the  one 
passed  over,  are  confirmed,  including  the 
routine  nominations  reported  and  lying 
on  the  desk,  but  not  printed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  These  are  all 
routine  nominations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  im- 
mediately notified  of  the  nominations 
confirmed. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  tmderstand  that  the 
Senate  has  confirmed  the  nominations 
which  have  lain  on  the  desk  since  the 
last  call  of  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
Is  correct. 


THE  NEEDS  OF  OUR  NATION'S 
SCHOOLS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr.   GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  last 
week  Senators  were  furnished  witn  an 
advance  copy  of  an  exceptionally  valua- 
ble  report   published   by   the   OfBce   of 
Education     of     the     Federal     Security 
Agency.     Inasmuch   as  the  report  was 
released  to  the  public  as  of  yesterday, 
March  15,  I  wish  to  take  a  few  minutes 
to  comment  on  it  and  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  some  of  the  more 
important  statements  contained  in  it. 

'  This  report  is  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  every  Senator  who  is  concerned  about 
the  conditions  prevailing  in  our  Nation's 
educational  system. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  while  the  report 
was  prepared  last  year  by  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education,  for  transmittal  to 
the  former  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tor, it  is  now  published  during  the  tenure 
of  office  of  that  gracious  lady  from  Texas, 
Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  who  is  currently 
presiding  over  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  of  which  the  Office  of  Education 
is  a  part. 

In  passing,  let  me  say  that  in  reading 
the  provisions  of  the  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  I  was  pleased  to  learn  that 
Mrs.  Hobby  will  become  the  first  Cabinet 
member  to  hold  the  title  of  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  if  this 
plan  is  approved  and  if  the  new  depart- 
ment thereby  is  created.  The  people  of 
Texas  will,  I  am  sure,  be  highly  gratified 
at  the  honor  that  is  thus  bestowed  on 
one  of  their  eminent  fellow  citizens. 

In  her  position  as  Administrator  of  the 
Agency  which  publishes  this  report,  as 
well  as  in  her  position  as  Secretary -to- be 
of  the  proposed  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare.  Mrs.  Hobby  will 
be  intensely  interested  in  the  problem  of 
how  the  Federal  Government  can  help 
in  improving  our  l^ation's  school  sys- 
tem— a  problem,  of  course,  which  affects 
not  1,  2,  or  3  of  our  States,  but  all  48 
of  them.  This  report  will,  I  know,  serve 
as  a  useful  guide  to  all  who  are  trying 
to  aid  our  schools. 

In  making  public  the  report  at  this 
time,  Mrs.  Hobby's  agency  has  performed 
an  especially  useful  service.  While  its 
contents  would  merit  our  closest  study 
at  any  time,  the  fact  that  it  has  been 
released  just  prior  to  the  approaching 
debate  on  disposition  of  revenues  from 
the  offshore  oil  deposits  gives  it  a  par- 
ticular timeliness  and  an  immediate 
utility  in  Congress. 

The  question  of  how  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment shall  join  with  the  locally  con- 
trolled schools  of  the  48  States  in  a  com- 
mon effort  to  meet  the  needs  of  our 
school  system  will,  of  course,  be  one  of 
the  major  issues  of  debate  here  in  the 
Senate  when  the  submerged  lands  bill 
comes  before  us. 


While  I  have  no  Intention  of  discussing 
that  momentous  question  until  the  bill 
has  been  reported  by  the  committee  now 
considering  It.  I  do  believe  it  will  be  help- 
ful to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  time 
some  of  the  facts  gathered  by  the  Office 
of  Education  and  made  available  to  us 
by  the  Federal  Security  Administrator 
about  the  needs  of  our  school  system  this 
year  and  In  the  years  ahead.  As  the 
report  itself  states  with  regard  to  the 
problems  of  education  today: 

They  are  national  problem*  In  that  they 
extend  beyond  the  borders  of  any  one  State, 
or  any  group  of  States.  They  are  national 
problems  In  that  they  are  beyond  the  re- 
sources of  any  one  State,  or  group  of  States. 
They  are  national  problems  la  that  they 
require  national  solutions. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  cite  a  few  of  the 
striking  facts  set  forth  In  this  report. 
These  are  facts  which  every  Senator  will 
want  to  have  In  mind  when  the  time 
comes  to  decide  how  the  revenues  from 
the  production  of  oil  and  natural  gas  la 
the  submerged  lands  off  certain  of  our 
coasts  are  to  be  allocated  and  expended. 

THE  NEED  rO%  SCHOOL   HOUSING 

On  pafee  7,  the  report  has  this  to  say 
about  the  need  for  school  housing : 

One  of  the  most  serious  situation*  existing 
In  the  Nation  today  Is  the  shortage  of 
schools  •  •  •  To  provide  ade^juate  clau- 
rooms  and  auxiliary  facilities  such  as  gym- 
nasiums and  auditoriums  for  all  the  chil- 
dren expected  to  be  enrolled  in  the  publlo 
schools  In  the  fall  of  1953  would  require  an 
expenditure  of  over  $10  billion. 

I  stop  here  to  note  that  this  was  the 
figure  estimated  as  of  last  fall,  whereas, 
of  course,  our  school  population  con- 
tinues to  Increase  at  a  rapid  rate.  The 
estimated  costs  of  adequate  classrooms 
and  other  school  facilities  will  be  even 
higher  this  coming  fall. 

Continuing,  on  page  8  of  the  report,  I 
read: 

Moreover,  many  of  the  school  plants  now 
actually  in  use  do  not  meet  acceptable 
standards  of  fire  safety;  40  percent  of  th« 
school  buildings  are  more  than  30  years  old 
and  16  percent  are  more  than  50  years  old. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  shocking  fig- 
ures. Two  out  of  every  five  of  our  pres- 
ent school  buildings  are  over  30  years 
old:  and  the  fact  that  even  a  few,  let 
alone  many,  as  the  report  states,  are  fire 
traps.  Is  a  crime  against  our  children. 
Farther  along  on  the  same  page,  the 
report  says: 

If  it  were  possible  to  provide  adequate 
school  housing  for  all  the  Nation's  school 
children  this  year.  $10  billion  would  be 
needed.  Yet  a  conservative  estimate  by  those 
reporting  for  the  States  surveyed  Indicates 
that  only  about  half  the  necessary  funds 
could  be  provided  by  the  States  and  local 
communities  through  the  maximum  utiliza- 
tion of  bonding  capacities.  Some  form  of 
Federal  assistance  Is  imperative  if  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Nation,  regardless  of  where  they 
live,  are  to  have  the  advantages  even  of  the 
basic  education  which  Americans  have  tradi- 
tionally considered  their  birthright. 

There  Is  another  statement  to  reflect 
on,  Mr.  President.  Instead  of  our  edu- 
cational facilities  growing  steadily  bet- 
ter, particularly  in  a  period  of  wide- 
spread prosperity  and  full  employment, 
they  are  getting  worse  and  less  ade- 
quate— so  bad.  In  fact,  that  the  question 
can  be  raised  whether  our  children  can 
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continue  to  receive  even  a  basic  educa- 
tion, let  alone  anything  higher.  Con- 
press  cannot  and  dare  not  Ignore  this 
danger  much  longer. 

THE   NEZD  rOR   MORX  TEACHERS 

On  pages  9  and  10  of  the  report,  we 
find  the  following  facts  concerning  the 
need  for  more  teachers: 

From  now  on,  until  at  least  1957  or  1958, 
each  autumn  will  find  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  additional  children  walling  before 
the  school  doors  of  the  United  States.   •    •   • 

Thus,  with  the  lower  grades  already 
crowded  to  the  bursting  point,  the  continued 
hlKh  birth  rate  will  engulf  an  additional 
higher  prade  each  year.   •    •    • 

It  Is  estimated  that  the  need  for  addltion.nl 
teachers  in  our  schools  for  the  year  1952-53 
will  be  at  least  160.000  teachers.   •    •    • 

To  meet  this  need  our  teacher-training 
In.stltutions  have  this  year  graduated  only 
106  000  teachers.  96.000  at  tne  A  B  level,  and 
10  000  below  degree  level  yet  meeting  certifi- 
cation requirements  of  some  of  the  States. 

Continuing  to  quote  from  the  report: 
In  a  few  years  the  teacher  shortage  now 
so  acute  In  the  elementary  schools  will  ex- 
tend to  our  high  schools.  The  present  ap- 
parent oversupply  of  teachers  in  some  fields 
in  the  high  schools  is  distinctly  a  temporary 
phenomenon  which  will  qulclily  change  to 
a  shortape  as  the  present  large  population  In 
the  lower  age  groups  advances  upward  In  the 
school  system. 

And  what  does  the  rer>ort  say  about 
the  rea.sons  for  this  disastrous  shortage 
of  teachers'  On  page  11  we  find  one  of 
the  ba.sic  causes  listed :  Inadequate  com- 
pensation.    I  read  from  the  report: 

S.ilarles  of  teachers  have  always  been  lew 
compared  to  other  occupations  requiring 
education  beyond  the  high  school.  In  recent 
years,  however,  while  the  educational  re- 
quirements for  teaching  have  risen,  the  sal- 
aries of  teachers  as  compared  with  those  m 
m(«t  other  professions  and  vocations  wi'.h 
Ic-is  exacting  requirements  have  declined 
even  further.  In  many  States  and  commu- 
nities salaries  compare  unfavorably  with  in- 
comes in  occupations  requiring  little  or  no 
,formal  education  beyond  the  elementary 
grades. 

I  Shall  not  quote  further  from  this 
annual  report  of  the  Office  of  Education 
at  this  time,  Mr.  President,  although  I 
e.\pect  to  have  occasion  to  refer  to  It 
at-ain  at  a  later  date,  and  perhaps  to  read 
from  it  at  greater  length.  The  few  sen- 
tences I  have  cited  today  are  sufficient. 
I  believe,  to  indicate  the  scope  of  the 
needs  of  our  schools  and  to  suggest  how 
es.sential  it  Is  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  join  the  48  States  In  a  powerful 
attack  on  the  problem. 


AMERICAN  FOREIGN  POLICY  AND 
THE  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
Sunday,  in  Moscow.  Prime  Minister 
Georgi  Malenkov  told  the  Supreme 
Soviet  there  are  no  issues  that  cannot 
be  .settled  peacefully.  Deeds,  rather  than 
words,  would  be  more  impressive. 

The  free  world  will  not  forget  that 
there  was  a  peace  meeting  going  on  in 
tlie  Communist  world  when  the  North 
Koreans  started  their  aggressive  war 
a^iainst  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

There  are  certain  acts  the  Soviet 
Union  could  cause  to  be  done  that  would 
indicate  good  faith: 


First.  Have  the  American  correspond- 
ent Oatis  freed  from  the  Czechoslovak 
prison. 

Second.  Have  Hungary  return  the 
American  Air  Force  plane  It  holds. 

Third.  Have  Czechoslovakia  give  im- 
mediate compensation  for  the  Air  Force 
plane  it  shot  down. 

Fourth.  Have  the  Soviet  Union  com- 
pensate— insofar  as  compensation  is  pos- 
sible for  the  loss  of  human  life— for  the 
American  and  British  airmen  and  planes 
shot  down  by  Soviet  planes. 

Fifth.  Announce  that  forthwith  the 
Soviet  Union  would  abide  by  the  United 
Nations  action  declaring  North  Korea 
and  Communist  China  the  aggressors 
and  In  conformity  with  those  resolutions 
withdraw  moral  and  material  aid  to  the 
aggressors. 

Without  a  demonstration  that  this 
latest  speech  Is  not  merely  more  Com- 
munist propaganda,  while  their  plans  for 
world  conquest  go  on,  there  can  hardly 
be  any  confidence  In  Sunday's  speech. 

We  have  always  known  that  agree- 
ments could  be  entered  Into  with  dicta- 
torships such  as  the  Nazi  and  Soviet 
Governments  providing  they  were  of  the 
Munich  or  Yalta  variety.  On  such  a 
basis  we  could  not  hope  to  maintain  a 
free  world  of  freemen. 

The  United  States  of  America  and  the 
free  world  must  soon  determine  if  the 
United  Nations  is  to  be  an  effective  or- 
ganization for  collective  security  and  the 
preservation  of  peace  with  honor,  or  If 
It  Is  to  be  an  International  debating  so- 
ciety that  plays  no  adequate  part  in 
meeting  the  challenge  to  human  free- 
dom facing  the  world  today. 

On  the  25th  day  of  June  1950,  the 
North  Korean  Communist  forces  com- 
mitted aggression  against  the  Republic 
of  Korea.  On  June  25  the  United  Na- 
tions, through  Its  Security  Council, 
passed  a  resolution  which  I  ask  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  In  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion w'as  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  First  United  Nations  Security  Council 
Resolution — June  25.   1950 

(R?solutlon  concerning  the  complaint  of 
aggression  upon  the  Republic  of  Korea, 
adopted  at  the  473d  meeting  of  the  Security 
Council  on  June  26,  1950:) 

The  Security  Council, 

Recalling  the  finding  of  the  General  As- 
sembly In  its  resolution  of  21  C)ctol>er  1949 
that  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of 
Korea  Is  a  lawfully  established  government 
"having  effective  control  and  Jurisdiction 
over  that  part  of  Korea  where  the  United 
Nations  Temporary  Commission  on  Korea 
wa^  able  to  observe  and  consult  and  in 
which  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Korea  reside;  and  that  this  Government  Is 
based  on  elections  which  were  a  valid  ex- 
pression of  the  free  will  of  the  electorate  of 
that  part  of  Korea  and  which  were  observed 
by  the  Temporary  Commission;  and  that  this 
Is  the  only  such  Government  In  Korea"; 

Mindful  of  the  concern  expressed  by  the 
General  Assembjj^  In  Its  resolutions  of  13  De- 
cember 1948  and  21  October  1949  of  the  con- 
sequences which  might  follow  unless  mem- 
ber states  refrained  from  acts  derogatory  to 
the  results  sought  to  be  achieved  by  the 
United  Nations  in  bringing  about  the  com- 
plete Independence  and  unity  of  Korea;  and 
the  concern  expressed  that  the  situation  de- 
scribed by   the  United  Nations  Commission 


on  Korea  In  Its  report  menaces  the  safety 
and  well-being  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
of  the  people  of  Korea  and  might  lead  to 
open  military  conflict  there; 

Noting  with  grave  concern  the  armed  at- 
tack upon  the  Republic  of  Korea  by  forces 
from  North  Korea, 

Determines  that  this  action  constitutes  a 
breach  of  the  peace, 

I.  Calls  for  the  Immediate  cessation  of  hos- 
tilities; and 

Calls  upon  the  authorities  of  North  Korea 
to  withdraw  forthwith  their  armed  forces  to 
the  38th  parallel; 

II.  Requesu  the  United  Nations  Commis- 
sion on  Korea 

(a)  To  communicate  its  fully  considered 
recommendations  on  the  situation  with  the 
least  possible  delay; 

(b)  To  observe  the  withdrawal  of  the  North 
Korean  forces  to  the  38th  parallel;  and 

(c)  To  keep  the  Security  Council  informed 
on  the  ex€«cutlon  of  this  resolution; 

III.  Calls  upon  all  Members  to  render 
every  asslFtance  to  the  United  Nations  In  the 
execution  of  this  resolution  and  to  refrain 
from  giving  assistance  to  the  North  Korean 
authorities. 

(Voting  for  the  resolution:  China.  Cuba. 
Ecuador.  Egypt.  France.  India.  Norway.  United 
Kingdom.  United  States.  Abstention  :  Yugo- 
slavia. Absent:  Soviet  Union,  the  Soviet 
Delegate  having  boycotted  meetings  of  the 
Council   since  January   10,   1950.) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  resolution 
called  for  the  immediate  cessation  of 
hostilities  and  for  the  authorities  of 
North  Korea  to  withdraw  forthwith  their 
armed  forces.  It  also  called  upon  all 
members  to  render  every  assistance  to 
the  United  Nations  In  support  of  the  res- 
olution and  to  refrain  from  giving  assist- 
ance to  the  North  Korean  authorities. 

Two  years  and  eight  months  have 
passed,  and  these  facts  must  be  apparent 
to  every  person  who  is  willing  to  hon- 
estly face  them: 

First.  The  North  Korean  Communists 
have  ignored  the  United  Nations  resolu- 
tion and  deliberately  violated  its  provi- 
sions. 

Second.  The  Communist  Chinese  re- 
gime has  ignored  the  resolution  and  has 
deliberately  violated  its  provisions. 

Third.  The  Soviet  Union,  a  member 
of  the  Security  Council  and  of  the 
United  Nations,  has  Ignored  the  resolu- 
tion and  has  deliberately  violated  its 
provisions. 

On  June  27.  1950,  the  United  Nations 
Security  Council  passed  another  resolu- 
tion, a  copy  of  which  I  ask  to  have  print- 
ed in  full  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Second  United  Nations  Secusitt  Coun- 
cil Resolution — June  27.   1950 

(Resolution  concerning  the  complaint  of 
aggression  up>on  the  Republic  of  Korea, 
adopted  at  the  474th  meeting  of  the  Secu- 
rity Council,  on  June  27,  1950:) 

The  Security  Council, 

Having  determined  that  the  armed  at- 
tack upon  the  Republic  of  Korea  by  forces 
from  North  Korea  constitutes  a  breach  of 
the  peace. 

Having  called  for  an  immediate  cessation 
of  hostilities,  and 

Having  called  ufKin  the  authorities  of 
North  Korea  to  withdraw  forthwith  their 
armed  forces  to  the  38th  parallel,  and 

Having  noted  from  the  report  of  the 
United  Nations  Commission  for  Korea  that 
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the  authorities  In  North  Korea  having  nei- 
ther ceased  bostllltlefl  nor  withdrawn  their 
armed  forces  to  the  38th  parallel  and  that 
urgent  military  measures  are  required  to  re- 
store International  peace  and  security,  and 

Having  noted  the  appeal  from  the  Republic 
of  Korea  to  the  United  Nations  for  immedi- 
ate and  effective  steps  to  secure  peace  and 
security. 

Recommends  that  the  members  of  the 
United  Nations  furnish  such  assistance  to 
the  Republic  of  Korea  as  may  be  necessary 
to  repel  the  armed  attack  and  to  restore 
international  peace  and  security  in  the  area. 

(Voting  for  the  resolution:  United  States, 
United  Kingdom.  Prance.  China,  Norway, 
Ecuador,  and  Cuba.  Voting  against:  Yugo- 
slavia. Abstention:  Egypt.  India  (2  days 
later  India  accepted  the  resolution ) .  Absent ; 
Soviet  Union.) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  this  second  res- 
olution the  recommendation  was  made 
that  the  members  of  the  United  Nations 
furnish  such  assistance  to  the  Republic 
of  Korea  as  may  be  necessary  to  repel 
the  armed  attack  and  to  restore  inter- 
national peace  and  security  in  the  area. 

More  than  2  years  and  8  months  later, 
of  the  60  members  of  the  United  Nations 
only  17  of  them  have  contributed  forces 
to  resist  the  aggression,  and  all  17  of 
them  are  now  contributing  less  than  35,- 
000  men. 

The  United  States  of  America  alone  is 
contributing  more  than  350,000  and  the 
Republic  of  Korea  more  than  400,000. 

This  means  that  the  United  Nations 
Itself  has  failed  to  take  effective  collec- 
tive security  action  and  has.  in  fact, 
only  given  token  support  to  the  request 
of  its  own  Security  Council. 

No  long  speeches  in  the  headquarters 
of  the  United  Nations  in  New  York  and 
no  excuses  in  the  foreign  ministries  of 
the  world  can  cover  up  the  fact  that  the 
support  of  the  United  Nations  members 
outside  the  United  States  represents  only 
10  percent  of  the  forces  contributed  by 
this  Nation  alone  and  only  5  percent  of 
the  combined  contribution  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Republic  of 
Korea. 

For  the  most  part,  the  United  Nations 
membership  responded  as  did  the  towns- 
people in  the  motion  picture  High 
Noon.  They  were  glad  to  have  a  mar- 
shal with  the  courage  to  risk  his  life  to 
preserve  order  and  to  destroy  lawless- 
ness in  the  form  of  an  armed  gunman, 
but  when  greatly  outnumbered  he  asked 
the  townspeople  to  respond  by  becom- 
ing a  posse  for  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order,  they  gave  lame  excuses  as 
to  why  they  could  not  take  the  risks 
involved.  At  the  end  of  the  picture 
the  marshal  did  the  job  which  had  to 
be  done,  but  In  righteous  indignation 
when  the  job  had  been  accomplished,  he 
threw  his  badge  to  the  street  and  left 
the  group  that  had  not  had  the  cour- 
age to  fight  for  decency  and  the  preser- 
vation of  law  and  order.  It  might  be 
well  if  a  special  showing  of  the  film 
could  be  arranged  for  the  delegates  to 
the  United  Nations. 

On  October  7,  1950,  the  General  As- 
sembly adopted  a  resolution  calling  for 
the  unlflcaUon  and  Independence  of  Ko- 
rea. I  ask  to  bave  this  resolution 
printed  at  this  p^|at  In  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PREmBd^n,  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RzcoRo,  as  follows: 

[Document  9   (UN  doc.  A,'1435)] 

RxsoLunoN   Adopted    bt    the    Oenouu. 

ASSEMBLT,    OCTOBES    7,    1950 

The  General  Assembly. 

Having  regard  to  Its  resolutions  of  Novem- 
ber 14,  1947.  Of  December  12,  1948  and  of 
October  21.  1949. 

Having  received  and  considered  the  report 
of  the  United  Nations  Commission  on  Korea, 

Mindful  of  the  fact  that  the  objectives  set 
forth  In  the  resolutions  referred  to  above 
have  not  been  fully  accomplished  and,  In 
particular,  that  the  unification  of  Korea  has 
not  yet  been  achieved,  and  that  an  attempt 
has  been  made  by  an  armed  attack  from 
North  Korea  to  extlng\ilsh  by  force  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  R«"DUblic  of  Korea, 

Recalling  the  General  Assembly  declara- 
tion of  December  12.  1948.  that  there  has 
been  established  a  lawful  government  (the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Korea)  hav- 
ing effective  contri)!  and  Jurisdiction  over 
that  part  of  Korea  where  the  United  Na- 
tions Temporary  Commission  on  Korea  was 
able  to  observe  and  consult  and  In  which  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  Korea  re- 
side; that  this  Government  Is  based  on  elec- 
tions which  were  a  valid  expression  of  the 
free  will  of  the  electorate  of  that  part  of 
Korea  and  which  were  observed  by  the 
Temporary  Commlsiion;  and  that  this  Is  the 
only  such  Government  in  Korea, 

Having  In  mind  that  United  Nations 
armed  forces  are  at  present  operating  In 
Korea  In  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Security  Council  of  June  27, 
1950,  subsequent  to  its  resolution  of  June 
25,  1950,  that  Members  of  the  United  Na- 
tions furnish  such  assistance  to  the  Repub- 
lic of  Korea  as  may  be  necessary  to  repel 
the  armed  attack  and  to  restore  Interna- 
tional peace  and  security  In  the  area. 

Recalling  that  the  essential  objective  of 
the  resolutions  of  the  General  Assembly  re- 
ferred to  above  was  the  establishment  of  a 
unified.  Independent  and  democratic  gov- 
ernment of  Korea, 

1.  Recommends   that 

(a)  All  appropriate  steps  be  taken  to  in- 
sure conditions  of  stability  throughout 
Korea; 

(b)  All  constituent  acts  be  taken.  Includ- 
ing the  holding  of  elections,  under  the  |ius- 
plces  of  the  United  Nations,  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  unified.  Independent  and  dem- 
ocratic governmen;  In  the  sovereign  state  of 
Korea; 

(c)  All  sections  and  representative  bodies 
of  the  population  of  Korea,  South  and  North, 
be  Invited  to  coof)erate  with  the  organs  of 
the  United  Nations  In  the  restoration  of 
peace,  in  the  holding  of  elections  and  in  the 
establishment  of  a  unified  government; 

(d)  United  Nations  forces  should  not  re- 
main In  any  part  cf  Korea  otherwise  than  so 
far  as  necessary  for  achieving  the  objectives 
specified  In  subparagraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
above; 

(e)  All  necessary  measures  be  taken  to 
accomplish  the  economic  rehabilitation  of 
Korea; 

2.  Resolves  that — 

(a)  A  Commission  consisting  of  Australia, 
Chile.  Netherlands,  Pakistan,  Philippines, 
Thailand  and  Turkey,  to  be  known  as  the 
United  Nations  Ckjmmlsslon  for  the  Uni- 
fication and  Rehabilitation  of  Korea,  be  es- 
tablished to  (1)  assume  the  functions  hith- 
erto exercised  by  the  present  United  Na- 
tions Commission  in  Korea;  (11)  represent 
the  United  Nations  in  bringing  about  the 
establishment  of  a  unified.  Independent  and 
democratic  government  of  all  Korea;  (111) 
exercise  such  responsibilities  in  connection 
with  relief  and  rehabilitation  In  Korea  as 
znay  be  determined  by  the  General  Assem- 
bly after  receiving  th«  recommendations  of 


the  Economic  and  Social  Council.  Th« 
United  Nations  Commission  for  the  Unifica- 
tion and  Rehabilitation  of  Korea  should  pro- 
ceed to  Korea  and  begin  to  carry  out  lU 
functions  as  soon  as  possible. 

(b)  Pending  the  arrival  In  Korea  of  the 
United  Nations  Commission  for  the  Unifica- 
tion and  Rehabilitation  of  Korea,  the  Gov- 
ernments of  the  states  represented  on  the 
Commission  should  form  an  Interim  com- 
mittee composed  of  representatives  meet- 
ing at  the  seat  of  the  United  Nations  to  con- 
sult with  and  advise  the  United  Nations 
United  Command  in  the  light  of  the  above 
recommendations;  the  Interim  committee 
should  begin  to  function  Immediately  upon 
the  approval  of  the  present  resolution  by 
the  General  Assembly; 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  render  a  re- 
port to  the  next  regular  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  and  to  any  prior  s(>ecial  ses- 
sion which  might  be  calle^  to  consider  the 
subject  matter  of  the  present  resolution, 
and  shall  render  such  Interim  reports  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate  to  the  Secretary- 
General  for  transmlsssion  to  members; 

The  General  Assembly  furthermore. 
Mindful   ol    the   fact    that  at   the   end   of 
the  present  hostilities  the  task  of  rehabili- 
tating the  Korean  economy  will  be  of  great 
magnitude, 

3  Requests  the  Economic  and  Social  Coun- 
cil. In  consultation  with  the  specialized 
agencies,  to  develop  plans  for  relief  and  re- 
habilitation on  the  termination  of  hostili- 
ties and  to  repx)rt  to  the  General  Assembly 
within  3  weeks  of  the  adoption  of  the  pres- 
ent resolution   by  the  General  Assembly: 

4.  Also  recommends  the  Economic  and  So- 
cial Council  to  expedite  the  study  of  long- 
term  measures  to  promote  the  economic  de- 
velopment and  social  progress  of  Korea,  and 
meanwhile  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  au- 
thorities which  decide  requests  for  tech- 
nical assistance  to  the  urgent  and  special 
necessity  of  affording  such  assistance  to  Ko- 
rea; 

5.  Expresses  Its  appreciation  of  the  serv- 
ices rendered  by  the  members  ol  the  United 
Nations  Commission  on  Korea  In  the  per- 
formance of  their  Important  and  difficult 
task; 

6.  Requests  the  Secretary-General  to  pro- 
vide the  Commission  with  adequate  staff 
and  facilities.  Including  technical  advisers 
as  required;  and  authorizes  the  Secretary- 
General  to  pay  the  expenses  and  per  dlen\ 
of  a  representative  and  alternate  from  each 
of  the  states  members  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  resolution. 
like  the  others,  contained  brave  words 
which  made  little  Impression  upon  the 
Communists  of  North  Korea.  Commu- 
nist China  or  the  Soviet  Union. 

On  February  1.  1951,  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations  passed  a 
resolution  naming  the  Peiping  Chinese 
Communist  regime  as  an  aggressor  in 
Korea.  I  ask  that  this  resolution  be 
printed  in  full  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reso- 
lution was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Resoltttton  Naming  the  Peiping  Regime  as 
AN  Agckessok  in  Korea.   Adopted   bt   the 
Geneeal  Assembly,  Febsuast   1,   1951 
The  General  Assembly. 
Noting  that  the  Security  Council,  because 
of  lack  of  unanimity  of  the  permanent  mem- 
bers,   has    failed    to    exercise    its    primary 
responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  Inter- 
national   peace    and    security    In    regard    to 
Chinese    Communist    Intervention    in    Ko- 
rea. 

Noting  that  the  Central  People's  Govern- 
ment of  the  People's  Republic  of  China  has 
not   accepted   United  Nations   proposals   to 
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bring  about  a  cessation  of  hostilities  in  Ko- 
rea with  a  view  to  peaceful  settlement,  and 
that  Its  armed  forc.?8  continue  their  In- 
vasion of  Korea  and  t.ieir  large-scale  attacks 
upon   United   Nations    forces    there, 

1.  Finds  that  the  Central  People's  Gov- 
ernment of  the  People's  Republic  of  China, 
by  giving  direct  aid  and  assistance  to  those 
who  were  already  committing  aggression  in 
Korea  and  by  engaging  in  hostilities 
BRainst  the  United  Nations  forces  there,  has 
Itself  engaged  in  aggression  In  Korea; 

2.  Calls  upon  the  <:entral  People's  Gov- 
ernment of  the  People's  Republic  of  China 
in  cai^se  its  forces  and  nationals  in  Korea  to 
rease  hostilities  again.-.t  the  United  Nations 
forces  and  to  withdraw  from  Korea; 

3.  Afllrms  the  deternination  of  the  United 
Nations  to  continue  its  action  In  Korea  to 
meet  the  aggression; 

4  Calls  upon  all  stftes  and  authorities 
to  continue  to  lend  every  assistance  to  the 
United    Nations    action    In    Korea; 

5  Calls  upon  all  states  and  authorities 
to  refrain  from  giving  any  assistance  to  the 
ajrgressors  In  Korea; 

6  Requests  a  committee  composed  of  the 
members  of  the  Colleotive  Measures  Com- 
mittee as  a  matter  of  urgency  to  consider 
additional  measures  to  be  employed  to  meet 
tills  Hgjjresslon  and  to  report  thereon  to  the 
General  As.sembly.  It  being  understood  that 
the  Committee  is  aulhorized  to  defer  its 
report  If  the  Good  Offices  Committee  re- 
ferred to  In  the  following  paragraph  reports 
satisfactory  progress  in  its  efforts; 

7.  Afllrms  that  it  continues  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  United  N.itlons  to  bring  about 
a  cessation  of  hostilities  in  Korea  and  the 
achievement  of  Unlte<l  Nations  objectives 
In  Korea  by  peaceful  means,  and  requests 
the  President  of  the  General  Assembly  to 
designate  forthwith  two  persons  who  would 
meet  with  him  at  any  suitable  op|X)rtunity 
to  use  their  good  offices  to  this  end. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
took  approximately  :}  months  after  the 
Chinese  agfiression  lor  the  United  Na- 
tion.s  to  muster  up  .ts  courage  to  face 
the  facts. 

E^■en  this  resolution  was  not  pa.ssed 
by  the  United  Nations  until  the  House 
of  Representatives  o:i  January  19.  1951. 
and  the  Senate  or  January  23  had 
adopted  the  foJlowirg  resolutions: 
House  Resolutions 

Rrsolted.  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  House 
n!  Representatives  that  the  United  Nations 
should  immediately  ac  and  declare  the  Chi- 
nese Communist  ^utnorities  aggressor  In 
Korea. 


sOLtrriONS 

the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
tlons  should  imniedi- 
st  China  an  aggressor 

the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
list  Chinese  Govern- 
idmitted  to  member- 
atlons    as    the   repre- 


Senate  Re 

firiolved.  Thiit  it  Is 
ate  that  the  United  Na 
iilely  declare  Commun 
in  Kcjrea. 

Rr':olved.  That  it  Is 
ate   that    the    Commui 
ment  should    not   be 
ship    in    the    United    ^ 
tentative  of  China. 

Again  in  brave  words  the  United  Na- 
tions resolution  caLed  upon  all  states 
and  authorities  to  continue  to  lend  every 
a.s.sistance  to  the  Urited  Nations  action 
m  Korea  and  to  refrain  from  giving  any 
assistance  to  the  aggressors  in  Korea. 
This  resolution,  like  the  previous  ones, 
va.s  ignored  and  viclated  by  the  North 
Korean  Communists,  the  Communist 
Chinese,  and  by  the  Soviet  Union,  which 
then,  as  now,  was  a  member  of  the  Secu- 
iity  Council  and  a  charter  member  of 
the  United  Nations. 


How  can  there  be  any  justification  for 
the  town  arsonist  to  be  continued  as  a 
member  of  the  local  fire  department  or 
for  the  gangster  to  have  access  to  the 
deliberations  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation?  It  Is  a  mockery  of  those 
who  have  their  Jives  in  Korea  that  no 
nation,  including  our  own,  has  had  the 
courage  to  take  formal  action  in  the 
General  A.ssembly  designating  the  Soviet 
Union  as  the  aggressor.  It  is  the  vio- 
lator not  only  of  the  &hove  resolutions 
but,  as  I  shall  now  show,  is  a  willful 
saboteur  of  the  Charter  of  the  United 
Nations  itself. 

I  realize  that  the  policy  of  the  former 
administration  was  not  to  advance  such 
a  resolution.  Recently  I  read  the  speech 
of  Ernest  A.  Gross,  who  was  one  of  our 
representatives  to  the  United  Nations 
and  has  been  continued  on  as  deputy 
United  States  representative  by  the  pres- 
ent administration. 

In  an  address  he  made  on  February  4 
at  Philadelphia,  carried  in  full  in  the 
Department  of  State  Bulletin  of  Febru- 
ary 23,  he  had  this  to  say  on  the  subject: 
The  question  is  sometimes  asked  why.  since 
the  Soviet  Union  has  unquestionably  spon- 
sored and  supported  the  Korean  aggression, 
they  should  be  permitted  to  retain  member- 
ship in  the  United  Nations.  I  have  already 
pointed  out  there  is  no  way  of  expelling 
them,  since  they  can  veto  a  decision  of  that 
sort. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Gross  I  would  say 
that  a  vote  on  such  a  resolution  would 
certainly  separate  the  men  from  the 
boys,  and  a  nation  that  had  so  far  lost 
its  standing  among  the  law-abiding  na- 
tions of  the  world  that  it  had  to  veto  its 
own  expulsion  would  have  a  hard  time 
explaining  this  fact  to  the  world  and  to 
its  own  enslaved  people. 

Secondly,  the  veto  could  not  be  used 
against  the  resolution  declaring  the  So- 
viet Union  an  aggressor  any  more  than 
it  could  be  used  against  the  one  declar- 
ing the  Chinese  Communists  regime  as 
an  aggressor.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  the  veto  that  we  took  the  action 
to  the  General  Assembly  rather  than  the 
Security  Council. 

Then,  to  return  to  the  Gross  speech: 

Even  if  this  were  not  so.  I  think  it  does 
not  take  full  account  of  the  realities  of  the 
situation  to  regard  membership  in  the  United 
Nations  as  a  sort  of  badge  of  merit.  There 
are  advantages  in  universal  membership, 
even  including  recalcitrants,  for  reasons  I 
have  Just  attempted  to  explain. 

Frankly,  I  believe  those  advantages  are 
questionable,  to  say  the  least.  When  the 
United  Nations  was  born  in  San  Fran- 
cisco in  June  of  1945  there  were  less  than 
200  million  people  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. Now  there  are  more  than  800  mil- 
lion. The  endless  debates  and  discus- 
sions in  the  United  Nations  are  small 
comfort  to  the  enslaved. 

Has  the  advantage  of  having  a  re- 
stricted American  Ambassador  in  the 
Soviet  Union  been  of  real  value  to  us 
when  compared  to  the  damage  done  by 
Communist  diplomatic  missions  acting  as 
centers  of  espionage  in  the  West  as 
proven  by  the  Canadian  atomic  spy  ring, 
the  F^ichs,  and  other  cases  in  this  coun- 
try? There  is  ample  reason  to  believe 
that  from  time  to  time  there  has  been 
espionage  penetration  of  our  embassies 
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by  planted  operatives.  Do  any  but  the 
most  naive  doubt  that  the  household  help 
we  are  required  to  hire  in  the  Soviet 
Union  are  all  approved  and  perhaps 
trained  by  the  Soviet  secret  police? 

Is  our  position  vls-a-vls  the  godless 
Communist  tyranny  In  a  relatively  bet- 
ter or  worse  position  than  it  was  on 
V-E  Day,  on  United  Nations  Charter 
signing  day.  and  on  V-J  Day,  all  of  which 
events  took  place  in  1945?  Then  the 
whole  world  had  confidence  and  faith  in 
the  moral,  economic,  and  military  power 
of  the  free  world  to  overcome  the  great- 
est aggregation  of  tyrannical  power  the 
world  has  ever  known.  Even  though  the 
Soviet  Union  may  have  secretly  hated 
us  while  our  ally,  there  is  no  doubt  they 
respected  our  power. 

Now,  after  2  years  and  8  months  of 
stalemated  war  in  Korea,  when  the 
United  States  of  America  with  the  al- 
leged support  of  the  United  Nations  is 
stopped  cold  by  North  Korean  and  Chi- 
nese Communists,  does  any  realistic  per- 
son think  this  has  contributed  to  faith 
and  confidence  on  the  part  of  Asiatics 
or  Europeans  in  the  ability  to  resist  the 
power  of  the  Kremlin,  which  has  not 
committed  a  single  division?  Were  our 
hands  not  tied  by  the  neutralists  in  the 
United  Nations,  some  acting  by  fear  and 
some  by  design?  Whose  purpose  has 
been  really  served?  Are  we  to  be  Im- 
mobilized until  we  can  be  struck  a  mor- 
tal blow? 

Mr.  Eden  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing, will  he  be  better  able  to  carry 
out  the  resolutions  of  the  United  Nations 
2  years  from  now  under  this  policy  of 
restrained  stalemate?  We  know  that 
when  the  Soviet  Union  used  the  United 
Nations  to  propose  his  cease-fire  nego- 
tiations the  Communist  forces  were  in 
desperate  shape.  Our  field  commander 
was  not  consulted  nor  was  his  advice 
sought  on  the  wisdom  of  our  acceptance 
of  the  Soviet  maneuver. 

Since  the  Chinese  Communists  have 
formally  rejected  the  so-called  Indian 
resolution,  the  United  Nations  should 
withdraw  it  and  propose  instead  that 
the  Republic  of  Korea  be  united  and 
that  its  sovereignty,  independence  of  any 
outside  power,  and  neutrality  be  guar- 
anteed by  all  the  great  powers  as  well 
as  by  the  United  Nations. 

A  divided  Korea  will  be  a  constant 
menace  to  peace.  A  divided  Korea  can- 
not be  a  free  Korea  without  perpetual 
military  and  economic  support  from  the 
free  world.  A  divided  Korea  without 
such  support  would  ultimately  be  a  Com- 
munist Korea  and  a  dagger  pointed  at 
Japan.  The  longer  this  basic  Issue  is 
avoided  the  more  diflBcult  the  solution 
will  be  unless  India,  Yugoslavia,  and  the 
Soviet  Union  are  sooner  or  later  to  pro- 
pose in  the  United  Nations  a  far  eastern 
Munich  type  of  settlement.  They  may 
believe  that  a  stalemate  carried  on  for 
another  year  or  two  would  so  soften  up 
our  determination  to  maintain  a  free 
world  of  freemen  that  we  would  yield 
to  the  voice  of  the  siren. 

Even  on  the  limited  prisoner-of-war 
issue  we  should  forthwith  declare  that 
it  is  no  longer  acceptable  to  have  a  re- 
patriation commission  consisting  of  two 
Soviet  satellites — Czechoslovakia  and 
Poland — one  of    whom  has    just  shot 
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down  an  American  jet  over  Western 
Germany,  and  two  "neutrals"— Sweden 
and  Switzerland — all  of  whom  have  rec- 
ognized Communist  China  and  none  of 
whom  have  helped  to  resist  this  first 
overt  act  of  aggression  in  Korea.  Who 
will  preserve  order  and  protect  the  non- 
Communist  prisoners  if  the  fanatical 
Communists  start  another  Koje  Island 
type  of  riot  on  a  neutralized  irland? 

We.  of  course,  should  be  prepared  to 
negotiate  for  a  peace  with  honor.  But 
not  another  Munich,  Yalta,  or  Potsdam 
conference  where  the  territories  or  peo- 
ple of  countries  unrepresented  were  dis- 
posed of  by  representatives  of  the  great 
powers  meeting  in  secret  session. 

The  charter  of  the  United  Nations 
which  was  signed  at  San  Francisco  on 
June  26.  1945,  states  in  its  preamble  that 
the  purpose  of  the  organization  is  "to 
save  succeeding  generations  from  the 
scourge  of  war.  which  twice  in  our  life- 
time has  brought  untold  sorrow  to  man- 
kind." 

It  also  states  the  following: 

To  Insure,  by  the  acceptance  of  principles 
•«<1  the  Institution  of  methods,  that  armed 
force  shall  not  be  used,  save  in  the  commou 
Interest. 

Article  I  lists  the  purposes  o*  the 
United  Nations.  The  following  ia  con- 
tained in  subsection  1: 

To  maintain  International  peace  and  se- 
curity, and  to  that  end:  to  take  effective 
collective  measures  for  the  prevention  and 
removal  of  threaU  to  the  peace,  and  for  the 
suppression  of  acts  of  aggression  or  other 
breaches  of  the  peace. 

Article  2,  subsection  2,  provides: 

All  members.  In  order  to  Insure  to  all  of 
them  the  rights  and  benefits  resulting  from 
membership,  shall  fulfill  In  good  faith  the 
obligations  assumed  by  them  In  accordance 
with  the  present  charter. 

Subsection  4  provides: 

All  members  shall  refrain  In  their  Inter- 
national relations  from  the  threat  or  use  of 
force  against  the  territorial  Integrity  or  po- 
litical Independence  of  any  state,  or  In  any 
other  manner  inconsistent  with  the  purposes 
of  the  United  Nations. 

Subsection  5  provides: 

All  members  shall  give  the  United  Nations 
every  assistance  In  any  action  It  takes  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  present  charter,  and  shall 
refrain  from  giving  assistance  to  any  state 
against  which  the  United  Nations  Is  taking 
preventive  or  enforcement  action. 

Subsection  6  provides  that — 

The  organization  shall  Insure  that  states 
which  are  not  members  of  the  United  Na- 
tions act  In  accordance  with  these  principles 
BO  far  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  International  peace  and  security. 

Chapter  7,  article  39,  provides: 

The  Security  Ck)uncll  shall  determine  the 
existence  of  any  threat  to  the  peace,  breach 
of  the  peace,  or  act  of  aggression,  and  shall 
make  recommendations,  or  decide  what 
measiires  shall  be  taken  In  accordance  with 
articles  41  and  43,  to  maintain  or  restore 
international  peace  and  seciirity. 

I  again  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  to  the 
attention  of  the  representatives  of  the 
member  states  of  the  United  Nations 
that  for  more  than  2  years  and  8  months 
after  the  aggression  took  place,  and  2 
years  after  Communist  China  was  named 


an  aggressor  by  the  General  Assembly, 
none  of  these  resolutions  have  been  lived 
up  to  by  the  total  membership.  The 
provisions  of  the  charter  have  been  vio- 
lated by  the  Communist  regimes  of  North 
Korea  and  China,  and  in  their  actions 
these  two  declared  aggressors  have  had 
both  the  moral  and  material  support  of 
the  Soviet  Union. 

Article  41  provides: 

The  Security  Council  may  decide  what 
measures  not  Involving  the  use  of  armed 
force  are  to  be  employed  to  give  effect  to  Its 
decisions,  and  it  niay  call  upon  the  memrbers 
of  the  United  Nations  to  apply  such  meas- 
ures. These  may  include  complete  or  partial 
Interruption  of  economic  relations  and  of 
rail,  sea,  air,  postal,  telegraphic,  radio,  and 
other  means  of  communication,  and  the 
severance   of   diplomatic   relations. 

As  I  have  heietofore  pointed  out,  not 
only  have  we  b<!en  faced  with  the  spec- 
tacle of  43  out  of  the  60  United  Nations 
members  furnishing  no  force  whatsoever 
to  resist  aggression,  but  we  also  find  that 
some  of  our  fellow  members  in  the  or- 
ganization, as  v/ell  as  nations  outside  of 
it,  have  been  furnishing  manufactured 
and  raw  mater  als  to  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists and  North  Korean  Communist 
aggressors.  In  1952,  last  year,  2  years 
after  the  aggression  broke  out.  the  total 
impKjrtation  into  Communist  China 
amounted  to  over  $1,250,000,000.  by 
United  States  dollar  value.  Of  this  total, 
approximately  $550  million  came  by  sea. 
and  $700  million  overland. 

I  am  not  impressed  by  the  argument 
used  that  if  a  complete  naval  blockade 
cut  off  shipments  by  sea.  the  Soviet  Union 
would  make  up  the  difference  by  ship- 
ment over  the  Trans-Siberian  and  Man- 
chtfrian  railway  systems.  In  the  first 
place,  there  is  grave  doubt  as  to  the  ca- 
pacity of  those  rail  lines  to  handle  the 
additional  burdens:  and  even  if  a  sub- 
stantial part  could  be  handled,  it  would 
tie  up  and  wear  out  a  great  deal  of  the 
rolling  stock,  and  would  make  means  of 
transportation  for  other  Soviet  adven- 
tures they  may  be  planning  eleswhere 
less  available. 

Nor  am  I  impressed  by  the  argument 
of  the  British  Foreign  Secretary  in  his 
speech  before  the  Foreign  Policy  Associ- 
ation in  New  York  on  the  evening  of 
March  12,  when  he  commended  the  May 
1951,  resolution  about  the  denial  of  stra- 
tegic materials  to  Communist  China. 
The  joker  is,  of  course,  in  the  word 
"strategic."  No  one  has  claimed  that 
the  British  have  shipped  guns  or  am- 
munition, tanks  or  planes  or  war  planes 
to  Communist  China.  However,  many 
shipments  have  been  made  in  British 
vessels,  in  ships  of  other  members  of  the 
United  Nations,  and,  before  an  aroused 
Congress  insisted  on  effective  controls 
being  instituted,  in  American  ships,  as 
well. 

These  shipments  were  and  are  of  great 
value  to  the  Chinese  Communists  by 
contributing  to  the  soundness  of  their 
economy,  thereby  bolstering  their 
morale,  their  effectiveness  for  domestic 
production  of  war  goods,  and  their 
transportation  of  munitions  of  war 
which,  to  a  considerable  extent  at  some 
point  in  the  operations,  traveled  by 
railroad  or  truck.  Let  me  cite  the  type 
of  materials  purchased  from  abroad  by 
the  Chinese  Communists  in  1952: 


Trucks,  motorcars,  motorcar  parts, 
tires,  seagoing  vessels  of  varying  sizes, 
radio  receivers  and  transmitters, 
vacuum  tubes,  steel  wire,  gasoline,  diesel 
oil.  kerosene,  power  motors,  generators, 
steel  plates,  steel  bars,  steel  pipes,  cast 
iron,  scrap  iron,  tlnplate.  iron  sheets, 
zinc  plates,  welding  equipment,  photo- 
graph equipment,  rubber,  medicine  and 
medical  supplies,  chemicals,  and  cotton, 
to  mention  only  a  partial  list. 

While  the  recent  statement  relative  to 
the  conference  between  the  British  For- 
eign Secretary  and  our  own  Secretary  of 
State  regarding  the  tightening  up  proc- 
ess with  respect  to  shipments  to  Com- 
munist China  discloses  a  small  step  for- 
ward in  the  right  direction.  It  should 
not  be  used  to  lull  the  people  of  this 
country  into  a  false  sense  of  security  in 
the  thought  that  these  half  measures 
will  do  the  job  that  needs  to  be  done. 

In  and  of  itself  it  will  curtail  some 
trade,  but  those  who  are  determined  to 
circumvent  any  restrictions  will  soon 
find  ways  of  getting  around  the  new 
controls,  as,  indeed,  they  are  already 
doing. 

In  more  than  2  years  and  8  months  of 
aggression,  the  United  Nations  has  not 
made  full  use  of  article  41  by  applying 
its  provisions  for  either  economic  or 
moral  sanctions.  To  the  contrary,  there 
are  17  members  of  the  United  Nations 
who  recognize  the  Communist  regime  of 
China,  and  have  continued  such  recog- 
nition and  participated  in  an  exchange 
of  diplomatic  representatives,  even 
though  the  Communist  regime  of  China 
is  making  aggressive  war  upon  the 
United  Nations  forces  in  Korea. 

These  nations,  some  of  whom  have  a 
limited  number  of  men  fighting  in  Ko- 
rea, are  Russia.  Czechoslovakia,  Poland, 
Jugoslavia,  Burma.  Israel,  Afghanistan, 
Norway,  United  Kingdom,  Pakistan, 
Sweden,  India,  Denmark.  Netherlands, 
Indonesia.  Byelo  Russia,  and  Ukraine. 

Article  42  of  the  Charter  provides: 

Should  the  Security  Council  consider  that 
measures  provided  for  in  article  41  would  b« 
Inadequate  or  have  proved  to  be  Inade- 
quate. It  may  take  such  action  by  air,  sea.  or 
land  forces  as  may  be  necessary  to  main- 
tain or  restore  International  peace  and  se- 
curity. Such  action  may  li^clude  demonstra- 
tions, blockade,  and  other  op>erations  by  air. 
sea.  or  land  forces  of  members  of  the  United 
Nations. 

Article  48  provides: 

1.  The  action  required  to  carry  out  tha 
decisions  of  the  Security  Council  for  the 
maintenance  of  International  peace  and  se- 
curity shall  be  taken  by  all  the  members  of 
the  United  Nations  or  by  some  of  them.  a4 
the   Security   Council    may   determine. 

2.  Such  decisions  shall  be  carried  out  by 
the  members  of  the  United  Nations  direct- 
ly and  through  their  action  In  the  appropri- 
ate International  agencies  of  which  they  »i« 
members. 

Referring  back  to  the  resolutions 
passed  on  June  25,  1950.  and  February  1, 
1951.  the  United  Nations  did  not  call  on 
only  a  part  of  the  membership.  In  each 
Instance  it  called  on  all  members  to  fur- 
nish aid  and  assistance  to  the  Republic 
of  Korea  and  to  refrain  from  giving  as- 
sistance to  the  aggressors  in  Korea. 

In  the  light  of  this  documentation,  let 
us  now  turn  to  the  speech  of  the  then 
Soviet  Minister,  Andrei  Y.  Vishinsky,  at 
the  United  Nations  on  March  2,  1953. 
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Mr.  Vishinsky  is  no\i  the  permanent  rep- 
resentative of  the  iioviet  Union  at  the 
United  Nations. 

Speaking  as  the  oiBcial  representative 
of  the  Soviet  Government  and  as  its  rep- 
re.sentative  in  the  United  Nations  Organ- 
ization Vishinsky  said : 

I  might  add.  Incidentally,  that  it  Is  no 
accident  that  Mr.  Lodge  and  his  Government 
persevere,  as  regards  the  Korean  question.  In 
carrying  out  the  Trurnan-Acheson  govern- 
ment's line,  since  tha:  administration  had 
prepared  and  carried  out  the  intervention  In 
Korea,  and  since  that  administration  had 
unleashed  the  barbarous  and  bandit-like  war 
against  the  Korean  people. 

What  sense  of  complacency  has  come 
over  the  United  Nations  itself  and  the 
decent  governments  represented  therein 
and  the  people  who  desire  an  effective 
system  of  collective  security  that  they 
can  continue  to  tolerate  a  government 
whose  spokesman  continues  the  sabotage 
and  aids  the  aggressors  for  more  than  2 
years  and  8  months.  Have  we  complete- 
ly lost  our  sense  of  reality? 

Is  the  wolf  to  be  continually  Invited 
by  the  shepherd  to  h«'lp  guard  the  sheep? 

The  American  people  have  the  right 
to  ask  not  only  the  -axecutive  branch  of 
this  Government,  bu'-  the  United  Nations 
Organization  itself  and  each  of  its  mem- 
bers, what  they  intend  to  do  now  to 
take  effective  actior.  in  Korea. 

We  have  hstened  for  more  than  212 
years  to  the  represer.ta lives  of  the  Soviet 
Union  using  the  United  Nations  as  a 
sounding  board  for  Communist  propa- 
panda.  We  have  watched  for  more  than 
2'^  years  while  timid  members  of  that 
orpanization  placed  such  restraints  upon 
our  Armed  Forces  that  victory  was  de- 
nied and  a  costly  stt.lemate  invited. 

This  Nation,  which  has  supplied  more 
than  90  percent  of  the  United  Nations 
manpower  and  suffered  more  than  95 
percent  of  the  United  Nations  casual- 
ties, has  the  right  to  get  more  than  lip- 
service  support  from  those  who  pretend 
to  believe  in  collective  security  under  a 
.system  of  international  law  and  order 
that  will  preserve  the  peace  of  the  world 
for  ourselves  and  our  children. 

The  road  to  appeasement  is  not  the 
road  to  peace,  but  :s  only  surrender  on 
the  installment  plan. 

The  men  who  went  to  Munich  to  bar- 
ter away  the  teriitorial  integrity  of 
Czechoslovakia  without  the  presence  of 
that  government  at  the  conference  table 
may  have  thought  they  were  assuring 
"peace  in  our  time."  We  know  now 
they  only  made  inevitable  World  War  II. 

The  men  who  went  to  Yalta  may  have 
thought  that  by  the  concessions  made 
to  Stalin  at  the  expense  of  the  Republic 
of  China  and  the  Free  Government  of 
Poland,  whose  representatives  were  not 
present,  they  may  have  been  assuring  a 
peaceful  and  cooperative  Soviet  Union. 

We  know  now  that  it  only  made  cer- 
tain the  destruction  of  freedom  in  Po- 
land and  accelerated  the  Communist 
domination  of  China  which  in  turn  lead 
to  Communist  aggression  in  Korea. 

Again  quoting  the  then  Soviet  Foreign 
Minister  Vishinsky  in  his  March  2 
speech : 

The  Soviet  Union  has  never  concealed  the 
fact  that  It  sold  and  continues  to  sell  arma- 
ments to  its  ally,  China.  As  Is  well  known, 
the  Soviet  Union   cor  eluded  with  China  In 


1945,  even  before  the  Central  People's  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Chinese  People's  Republic 
had  come  to  p>ower,  a  treaty  of  friendship 
and  alliance.  That  treaty  was  confirmed  in 
1950  In  a  new  treaty  with  the  new  Govern- 
ment of  China.  It  was  a  treaty  of  friend- 
ship, alliance,  and  mutual  assistance,  con- 
cluded l)etween  the  U.  8.  S.  R.  and  the 
Chinese   People's  Republic. 

In  line  with  these  treaties  the  Soviet  Union 
has  sold  and  continues  to  sell  armaments  to 
China,  while  China  sells  to  the  Soviet  Union 
various  types  of  raw  materials,  including 
strategic  raw  materials;  and  this  is  quite 
natural. 

There  we  have  it  laid  down  cold  by  the 
official  spokeman  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

The  gangster  boldly  proclaims  he  has 
sold  the  weapon  to  the  murderer  for  the 
killing  of  the  policeman  and  the  de- 
fenseless cHizen  as  well.  He  comes  lo 
the  police  department  and  the  city  coun- 
cil and  admits  his  guilt,  admits  the  vio- 
lation of  the  charter  and  the  resolutions 
that  have  been  passed  and  says,  in  effect. 
"What  are  you  going  to  do  about  it?" 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  good  question 
for  the  United  Nations,  for  the  United 
States,  and  for  the  free  people  of  the 
world.  What  are  we  going  to  do  about 
it?  How  long  is  this  condition  to  be  tol- 
erated? 

What  steps  are  to  be  taken  to  declare 
the  Soviet  Union  the  aggressor  that  it  is 
in  Korea? 

Not  even  the  timid  members  of  the 
United  Nations,  of  whom  there  are  too 
many,  can  or  will  deny  that  for  2  years 
and  8  months  the  Soviet  Union  gave 
moral  support  first  to  the  Korean  Com- 
munist aggressors,  then  to  the  Chinese 
Communist  aggressors. 

There  has  been  no  doubt  for  2  years 
and  8  months  that  ammunition,  arm.s, 
planes,  and  tanks,  and  technical  assist- 
ance have  been  furnished  by  the  Soviet 
Union  to  the  aggressors. 

The  evidence  has  been  overwhelming 
and  the  proof  indisputable.  But  here 
on  the  second  day  of  March  of  this 
year  the  Soviet  Union,  through  its  oflB- 
cial  spokesman,  not  only  admits  its  guilt, 
but  proudly  proclaims  it. 

Yes;  the  question  is  a  good  one.  What 
are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  How  long 
are  we  expected  to  carry  on  a  stalemated 
and  costly  war  in  Korea  in  manpower 
and  in  resources  under  a  new  doctrine 
which,  for  the  first  time  in  our  history, 
asks  that  our  men  fight  and  die,  but  we 
dare  not  let  them  win. 

Do  the  nations  that  advise  such  re- 
straint really  think  that  time  is  in  favor 
of  the  free  world?  In  January  of  1950. 
our  friend  and  associate.  Great  Britain, 
recognized  Communist  China.  To  this 
date.  Communist  China  has  not  recog- 
nized Her  Majesty's  Government, 

Has  the  moral  conscience  of  the  world 
so  degenerated  that  the  respectable  and 
law  abiding  nations  of  the  world  can  now 
grasp  the  bloody -hand  of  Communist 
Korea,  Communist  China,  and  the 
master  hand  of  the  Soviet  Union,  where- 
as it  was  unthinkable  for  them  to  con- 
tinue diplomatic  representation  with  the 
aggressors  Hitler  and  Tojo  just  a  decade 
ago? 

Do  the  nations  which  continue  rela- 
tionships with  Communist  China  and  the 
Soviet  Union,  thereby  giving  to  each  a 
place  among  the  decent  nations  of  the 
world,  believe  that  they  gain  the  respect 


of  either  the  slave  people  of  the  world  or 
the  free  by  so  doing? 

Even  the  United  Nations  Charter  itself 
clearly  contemplated  that  the  with- 
drawal of  recognition  could  be  an  effec- 
tive weapon  as  a  moral  sanction. 

It  could  serve  notice  on  those  who  are 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  not  of  their  own 
choice,  that  no  longer  would  the  decent 
and  law  abiding  nations  of  the  world 
recognize  a  government  which  partici- 
pated in  aggression,  supported  it  morally 
and  materially  and  proclaimed  its  law- 
lessness to  the  world. 

Has  the  United  Nations  come  to  such 
a  pKJint  that  the  ruthless  men  of  the 
Kremlin  are  to  be  faced  by  timid  men 
and  appeasers  of  the  free  world,  and  that 
while  we  follow  iinother  disastrous  "wait 
for  the  dust  to  settle"  policy  the  debates 
will  go  on,  the  resolutions  will  be  passed, 
the  appeasers  will  come  forth  with  their 
1952  version  for  a  far  eastern  Munich, 
and  time  will  run  out. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  prefer  not  to  yield 
until  I  have  concluded. 

Because  there  are  some  who  constantly 
state  that  those  of  us  who  are  critical  of 
the  policies  this  Government  followed  in 
Asia  since  Yalta  are  operating  with  the 
benefit  of  hindsight,  I  may  perhaps  be 
pardoned  for  calling  attention  to  some 
remarks  which  were  made  before  the 
outbreak  of  the  Korean  war. 

On  April  10,  1950.  2^2  months  before 
the  North  Korean  Communist  invasion 
of  the  Republic  of  Korea,  I  SF>oke  on  the 
question  of  American  policy  in  Korea : 

The  Government  of  Korea  has  been  con- 
stantly faced  with  the  overt  acts  of  aggres- 
sion across  the  38th  parallel  by  Communist 
irregulars  from  north  of  the  line.  At  the 
time  I  was  in  Korea  last  November  there  had 
already  been  360  violations  of  the  38th  paral- 
lel by  Communist  groups  from  North  Korea 
ranging  in  size  from  a  squad  to  a  battalion. 
Many  additional  violations  of  the  border 
have  taken  place  since  last  November,  the 
latest  being  a  few  days  ago.  President  Syng- 
man  Rhee  recently  pointed  out  that  there 
had  been  substantial  casualties  on  the  part 
of  the  forces  of  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and 
there  have  been  considerably  greater  casual- 
ties on  the  part  of  the  Invading  forces. 
Needless  to  say  In  that  part  of  the  world  the 
cold  war  Is  quite  warm. 

There  are  a  number  of  responsible  people 
In  the  Republic  of  Korea  who  believe  that 
once  the  Chinese  Communists  have  liqui- 
dated the  remaining  resistance  by  the  forces 
of  the  Republic  of  China  to  their  regime  that 
they  will  then  move  both  Communist  troops 
and  equipment  back  into  Manchuria  and 
make  them  available  to  the  North  Korean 
Communists  for  an  Invasion  against  the  Re- 
public of  Korea.  (Pp.  4983-4985.  Congres- 
sional Record,  vol.  96.  pt.  4,  81st  Cong.,  2d 
sess.) 

Seven  and  one-half  months  earlier  on 
September  26,  1949,  I  spoke  on  the  floor 
of  tlie  Senate  opposing  the  nomination 
of  Walton  Butterworth  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  for  Par  Eastern  Af- 
fairs: 

In  view  of  the  President's  atomic  an- 
nouncement of  Friday,  September  23.  may 
God  grant  there  is  time  to  rectify.  In  part 
at  least,  the  Asiatic  debacle  now  In  the 
making  even  while  we  meet  here  today. 

Boldly  and  affirmatively  we  have  developed 
and  maintained  a  foreign  policy  In  Euroj>e. 
In  many  of  Its  aspects  It  has  originated  or 
developed  as  a  result  of  Republican  con- 
sultation   and   support.     The    world    knows 
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what  that  policy  U.  In  my  opinion  It  haa 
the  overwhelming  aupport  of  the  American 
people.  It  Is  to  help  maintain  freedom 
against  conunvmlsm.  the  meet  tyrannical  and 
brutal  force  with  which  the  world  has  had 
to  contend.  It  is  to  support  a  system  of 
International  law  and  order  so  that  the 
peace  of  the  world  will  be  secure  against 
aggression,  whatever  Its  source. 

In  China  we  have  had  no  similar  blpartl- 
aan  foreign  poUcy.  To  be  brutally  frank, 
for  the  years  since  the  close  of  World  War 
II  we  have  had  no  policy  that  could  com- 
mand the  respect  or  support  of  the  Congress 
and  the  Nation. 

We  have  vaclUated  all  over  the  lot.  We 
have  attempted  to  Interfere  In  China's  in- 
ternal affairs  by  attempting  to  force  a  coali- 
tion with  the  Communists.  We  have  done 
this  subsequent  to  the  time  when  It  was 
clear  that  coalition  with  communism  U  un- 
workable except  as  a  means  of  facilitating 
complete  Conununist  domination. 

The  more  I  have  studied  the  China  white 
paper  and  the  documents  left  out  of  It.  the 
less  satisfaction  I  have,  as  a  citizen  of  this 
country  and  as  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States,  relative  to  what  we  have  done  and 
what  we  have  failed  to  do. 

With  great  reluctance  I  say  that  our  rec- 
ord In  China  dvu-lng  the  past  4  years  Is  not 
one  In  which  this  or  future  generations  of 
Americans  can  take  pride. 

We  have  broken  our  word  time  and  time 
again,  we  have  abandoned  a  friend  and  ally 
In  need  and  we  have  contributed  to  the 
disaster  of  allowing  China,  with  her  470 
million  people,  to  be  almost  overwhelmed  by 
militant  communism,  knowing  full  well 
that  if  all  of  China  falls  there  is  little  that 
can- be  done  to  save  southwest  Asia  or  per- 
haps the  entire  continent. 

We  have  done  this  In  the  face  of  repeated 
warnings  from  Oen.  Douglas  MacArthur, 
Admiral  Badger,  Ambassador  Hurley,  former 
Ambassador  Bullitt,  Generals  Wedemeyer 
and  Chennault.  as  well  as  many  other  com- 
petent observers.  (Pp.  13264-13270,  Con- 
eussioNAi.  Rxcou).  vol.  95,  pt.  10.  Slst  Cong., 
1st  sess.) 

On  January  5.  1950 — 6  months  before 
the  Korean  war — I  made  a  speech  on  the 
floor  of  this  body.  My  opening  state- 
ment on  that  day  in  my  remarks  on 
American  policy  in  the  Far  East  yas  as 
follows : 

Mr.  President  and  Members  of  the  Senate, 
within  the  last  90  days  2  catastrophic  events 
have  taken  place.  These  are  the  Soviet  suc- 
cess In  atomic  development,  as  announced 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  on  Sep- 
tember 23.  1949,  and  the  establishment  of 
a  Sovlet-recognlzed  Communist  regime  In 
China.  Only  in  retrospect  will  we  be  able  to 
finally  determine  which  event  will  have  the 
most  far-reaching  Influence.  Both  have  set 
off  chain  reactions  that  have  not  yet  run 
their  full  course.  (P.  79.  vol.  96,  pt.  1.  of 
CoNGEESSioNAL  RECORD  Of  the  proceedings  and 
debates  of  the  Slst  Cong.,  2d  seas.). 

Then,  on  page  81.  during  the  course 
of  the  same  discussion,  I  said: 

It  is  a  sad  commentary  that  Britain,  which 
Itself  was  in  such  a  desperate  plight  after 
Dunkerque.  which  Joined  us  In  complaining 
of  M\uaolini's  stab  In  the  back  when  Prance 
was  down  but  not  quite  out.  should  now  be 
contemplating  abandoning  the  Republic  of 
China  and  giving  recognition,  aid.  and  com- 
fort to  the  Communists  who  are  so  closely 
allied  with  the  same  International  Com- 
munist conspiracy  that  threatens  human 
freedom  in  Europe. 

Like  Mr.  Chamberlain  at  Munich,  there  are 
some  in  this  country  and  In  Great  Britain 
who  believe  that  by  appeasing  the  Commu- 
nists they  may  change  their  way  of  life. 
This  Is  naive  and  such  »  viewpoint  Is  danger- 


ous to  the  peace  of  the  world  and  the  secu- 
rity of  this  country. 

It  Is  my  Judgment  that  history  will  record 
the  recognition  of  Communist  China  as  being 
as  great  a  betrayal  of  human  freedom  as  was 
the  pact  of  Munich. 

At  another  point  I  stated  on  that  day : 
It  is  long  past  the  time  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  must  give  to  the 
Pacific  region  the  attention  It  deserves.  It 
is.  of  course,  of  vital  importance  that  West- 
ern Europe,  with  its  great  industrial  complex 
and  its  western  clvUizatlon.  not  fall  Into 
Communist  hands. 

It  Is  no  less  Important  that  nations  ccn- 
taining  more  than  a  billion  people  In  Asia 
not  become  part  of  the  Soviet  orbit.  The 
future  peace  of  the  world  and  the  security 
of  this  Nation  may  well  depend  upon  what 
happens  in  the  Far  East  while  most  of  our 
attention  la  being  diverted  to  Europe. 

As  I  pointed  out,  that  was  approxi- 
mately 6  months  before  the  outbreak 
of  the  Korean  war. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  to  continue  to 
follow  a  policy  of  drift  and  complacency 
and  stalemate?  Are  we  to  continue  to 
pour  out  substance  throughout  the  world 
while  recent  testimony  clearly  estab- 
lishes that  we  have  not  adequately  faced 
up  to  the  problem  of  delivering  the  hard- 
ware that  our  fighting  men  are  entitled 
to  and  that  we  must  have  for  the  secu- 
rity of  our  Nation  and  the  preservation 
of  the  freedom  of  the  American  people? 

No  longer  am  I  willing  to  place  our 
faith  or  our  security  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  lack  the  moral  courage  to 
designate  aggresssion  for  what  it  is  and 
to  take  effective  steps  that  will  preserve 
a  free  world  of  freemen. 

No  longer  am  I  willing  to  have  Gulli- 
ver tied  down  by  the  Lilliputians. 

This  is  no  partisan  matter.  Some  of 
us  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  have  for 
many  years  joined  with  some  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  in  pointing 
out  the  dangers  inherent  in  the  foreign 
and  military  policy  we  were  following. 

On  August  26,  1949,  there  were  only 
9  of  us  In  the  Senate  who  voted  to  sup- 
port appropriations  for  58  air  groups  to 
build  our  Air  Force  toward  the  70-group 
level  when  the  then  President  and  his 
defense  spokesman  were  advocating  it 
to  be  held  at  48  groups.  This  time  lost 
can  never  be  regained. 

The  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Symington!  made  a 
speech  on  the  evening  of  Wednesday, 
March  11,  1953,  in  Philadelphia  in  which 
he  pointed  out  in  very  clear  language 
the  challenge  which  our  Nation  now 
faces  and  the  steps  which  we  must  take 
if  we  are  to  rectify  some  of  the  errors. 
In  his  speech  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Symington]  said: 

The  face  of  the  world  was  forever  changed 
on  a  day  in  September  1949.  That  was  the 
day  the  Soviet  Union  exploded  the  atonUc 
bomb. 

America  then  lost  Its  monopoly  of  that 
weaf>on,  and  was  thereupon  faced  with  a 
perU  It  had  never  before  known. 

Later  on  In  the  same  speech  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Missouri  said: 

When  In  the  fall  of  1950,  however,  th« 
Kremlin  gave  the  order  for  the  Chinese  to 
cross  the  Talu,  Stalin's  intention  to  take 
high  risks  for  world  conquest  finally  becanw 
clear  to  everybody.  _ 


Let  me  read  some  additional  signifi- 
cant remarks : 

Today  the  Kremlin's  Chinese  satellites, 
backed  by  Soviet  piloU.  tanks,  and  planes, 
cross  and  recroes  the  Yalu. 

At  the  same  time  we  provide  them  with  a 
military  university  for  the  instruction  of 
their  technicians  at  no  loas  to  them  except 
some  equipment  and  a  few  pilots. 

At  very  little  cost  to  the  Russians  we  are 
teaching  them  how  to  defeat  us  if  they  de- 
cide to  expand  the  Korean  war  Into  world 
war  m. 

Rather  than  coming  up  with  the  truth  to 
the  people  we  follow  the  tragic  steps  of  cer- 
tain World  War  II  allies  by  again  attempting 
to  purchase  a  nervous  neutrality. 

Again  I  propound  the  question,  what 
effective  steps  do  the  members  of  the 
United  Nations  intend  to  take  that  will 
save  that  organization  from  the  disinte- 
gration and  futility  that  overcame  the 
League  of  Nations? 

Is  there  a  single  Memlaer  of  this  body 
who  is  willing  now  to  risk  our  freedom, 
our  constitutional  form  of  government, 
and  the  lives  of  our  people  to  the  protec- 
tion that  could  be  afforded  us  by  the 
United  Nations  Organization  based  on  its 
Korean  record?  The  answer  must  be  an 
overwhelming,  if  not  a  unanimous.  "No". 

Is  there  any  Member  of  this  body  who 
would  approve  of  our  becoming  engaged 
in  resLstance  to  an  aggressor  elsewhere  in 
the  world  if  in  advance  we  knew  that  we 
alone  would  have  to  furnish  90  percent 
of  the  manpower  and  that  those  asso- 
ciated with  us  would  constantly  place 
restraints  upon  our  winning  and  would 
give  aid  and  comfort  to  the  aggressor? 

Let  the  small  nations  of  the  world,  as 
well  as  some  of  the  larger  ones,  given 
proper  consideration  to  the  significance 
of  their  past  acts,  place  themselves  in  our 
position  and  honestly  answer  whether 
they  would  have  any  call  upon  us,  consid- 
ering the  fact  that  when  the  chips  were 
down  in  Korea,  they,  like  the  townspeople 
in  High  Noon,  were  willing  for  the  mar- 
shal to  risk  his  life,  but  they  themselves 
were  not  willing  to  become  a  part  of  the 
posse. 

First.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  very 
least  that  can  be  done  now  Is  to  devote 
whatever  energy,  intelligence,  money  and 
effort  that  are  required  to  place  this  Na- 
tion in  a  position  of  real  strength. 

Second.  To  find  out  forthwith  which 
of  our  allies  are  prepared  to  take  effec- 
tive steps  for  collective  security  and  to 
concentrate  our  efforts  on  those  who 
have  demonstrated  by  word  and  deed 
that  they  are  ready  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted,  come  what  may.  We  cannot 
wait  another  2»i  years  to  get  the  answer 
to  this  question. 

Third.  To  have  Introduced  forthwith 
in  the  United  Nations  a  resolution  de- 
claring the  Soviet  Union  a  supporter  of 
aggression  in  Korea  and  a  violator  of 
the  United  Nations  Charter,  based  on 
the  available  facts  and  the  admission 
of  their  own  representative. 

Fourth.  For  our  State  Department  to 
request  immediately  that  the  memtxrrs 
of  the  United  Nations  who  have  recog- 
nized Communist  China  withdraw  their 
diplomatic  representatives  to  that  ag- 
gressor regime. 

This,  more  than  anything  else,  would 
give  hope  and  encouragement  to  the  en- 
slaved people  of  Communist  China  that 
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no  longer  would  their  aggressor  regime 
be  considered  entitled  to  diplomatic  re- 
lations with  the  self-respecting  and  law- 
abiding  nations  of  the  world. 

Fifth.  To  take  forthright  action  to 
declare  a  complete  embargo  or  blockade 
of  supplies  going  into  Communist  China. 

Sixth.  So  consider  the  Far  East  as  re- 
quiring the  same  unity  of  command  as 
we  have  considered  necessary  in  NATO 
and  to  call  upon  those  free  people  of 
A.sia  who  are  willing  to  resist  Commu- 
nist aggression  to  join  in  a  common  Pa- 
cific pact  of  defense  against  further 
Communist  aggression  anywhere  in  that 
area  of  the  world. 

There  is  a  song  which  says.  "Give  me 
10  men  who  are  stouthearted  men.  and 
I  will  soon  give  you  10,000  more." 

If  we  will  show  by  our  words  and  our 
deeds  that  the  people  of  Asia  repre- 
sented by  the  Republic  of  Korea,  the 
Republic  of  the  Philippines.  Thailand, 
Viet  Nam,  and  the  Republic  of  China. 
all  of  whom  now  have  forces  fighting 
aggressive  communism  in  Asia,  that 
they,  rather  than  the  fence  straddlers 
and  the  neutralists,  such  as  India,  will 
have  our  confidence  and  our  support,  I 
believe  we  can  rally  millions  of  people 
in  Asia  to  the  cause  of  the  crusade  for 
freedom  and  for  the  purpo.se  of  keep- 
ing their  nations  ouuide  the  Communist 
orbit 

There  will  be  some  in  the  United  States 
and  abroad  who  will  point  out  that  there 
are  risks  involved  in  any  such  policy. 
Respectfully  I  say  to  them  that  in  my 
judgment  there  are  greater  risks  in  the 
policy  of  drift,  complacency,  and  fear. 

To  those  who  raise  objection,  I  pro- 
pound these  que.stions: 

First.  Based  on  the  Korean  war  rec- 
ord, do  you  honeslly  believe  that  the 
United  Nations  is  or  has  been  an  effective 
organization  for  collective  security? 

Second.  Do  you  honestly  believe  that 
with  the  veto  power  exercised  by  the  ar- 
sonist, the  United  Nations  Organization 
can  put  out  other  fires  elsewhere  in  the 
world  any  better  than  in  Korea,  where 
the  fire  has  already  burned  for  2  years 
and  8  months? 

Third.  Do  you  honestly  believe  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica can  be  expected  'x>  respnind  with  alac- 
rity to  oppose  other  aggressions  else- 
where in  the  world  if  they  are  to  be  faced 
with  the  problem  of  furnishing  90  per- 
cent of  the  United  Nations  manpower, 
suffering  95  percent  of  the  casualties, 
and  having  their  hands  tied  so  that  a 
victory  is  not  possible  and  a  stalemate  is 
invited? 

Fourth.  Do  you  honestly  believe  that 
the  United  States  of  America,  its  Gov- 
ernment, or  its  people,  can  be  expected  to 
pour  their  resources  around  the  world  to 
nations  who  are  giving  help  to  the  ag- 
Rressor,  and  to  those  who  have  not  lifted 
a  finger  in  opposition  to  this  overt  act  of 
aggression  which  took  place  2  years  and 
8  months  ago? 

Fifth.  Do  you  honestly  believe  that 
the  United  Nations  can  survive  and  com- 
mand respect  in  this  country  or  abroad 
when  the  Soviet  Union  through  its  rep- 
resentative continues  to  use  that  organi- 
zation as  a  sounding  board  for  Commu- 
nist propaganda  and  disparaging  re- 
marks concerning  our  Nation,  that  has 
already   suffered    130.000   casualties   in 


trying  to  help  make  the  United  Nations 
something  more  than  a  futile  debating 
society? 

Sixth.  Do  you  honestly  believe,  and 
are  you  willing  to  take  the  responsibility 
for  lulhng  the  people  of  your  Nation  into 
a  sense  of  false  security  in  believing  that 
time  is  necessarily  on  our  side? 

Mr.  President,  when  the  United  Na- 
tions Charter  was  drafted,  the  Soviet 
Union  did  not  have  the  atomic  weapon. 
It  does  today.  When  the  Berlin  block- 
ade took  place,  the  Soviet  Union  did  not 
have  the  atomic  weapon.  It  does  today. 
When  the  Communists  were  overrunning 
all  of  China  on  the  mainland  of  Asia, 
the  Soviet  Union  did  not  have  the  atomic 
weapon.    It  does  today. 

In  the  24  years  which  have  passed 
since  the  first  atomic  explosion  in  the 
Soviet  Union,  tile  Soviets  have  been 
stockpiling  weapons  and  building  their 
means  of  delivering  them.  Again  I  ask, 
do  you  really  believe  that  time  is  neces- 
sarily on  our  side? 

It  is  my  firm  belief  that  neither  this 
Government  nor  any  other  will  be  per- 
forming the  service  it  should  render  to 
its  own  people  or  to  the  cause  of  free- 
dom if  it  permits  the  deadly  cloak  of 
complacency  to  cover  the  cold,  hard  facts 
growing  out  of  a  ruthless,  godless,  tyran- 
nical communism,  bent  on  the  destruc- 
tion of  human  freedom,  individual  dig- 
nity, and  a  belief  in  God  everywhere  in 
the  world. 

It  was  Abraham  Lincoln  who  said: 

Fellow  citizens,  we  cannot  escape  history. 
The  fiery  trial  through  which  we  pass  will 
light  us  down  in  honor  or  dishonor  to  the 
latest  generation.  •  •  •  We,  yes  even  we 
here,  have  the  power  and  bear  the  responsi- 
bility •  •  •  in  giving  freedom  to  the  slave 
we  assure  freedom  to  the  free.  We  shall 
nobly  save  or  we  shall  meanly  lose  this  last 
best  hope  of  earth. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPEll.  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  speech  which 
has  just  been  delivered  by  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  California. 
I  remember  that  when  I  previously 
served  in  the  Senate  for  a  short  time  the 
Senator  maintained  a  continuing  inter- 
est in  our  policy  in  the  Far  East  and  was 
one  of  the  first  to  point  out  the  dangers 
of  the  policy  which  was  then  being  fol- 
lowed. 

However,  as  I  have  listened  today  to 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
California,  I  could  not  escape  the  con- 
clusion that  in  rather  large  measure  he 
was  addressing  questions  to  the  United 
Nations  which  must  be  addressed  also  to 
the  United  States. 

It  happens  that  on  occasions  I  served 
as  either  a  delegate  or  an  alternate  dele- 
gate to  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations.  There  I  recognized  its 
inadequacies.  Yet  I  see  in  it  values  which 
I  believe  have  been  overlooked  in  the 
speech  which  my  distinguished  colleague 
has  delivered.  I  address  myself  to  sev- 
eral of  the  points  he  made  in  his  speech. 

In  the  course  of  his  speech  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  designated  several 
courses  of  action  which  should  be  under- 
taken by  the  United  States.  One  of  them 
is  that  members  of  the  United  Nations 
should  furnish  aid  and  forces  in  connec- 


tion with  the  war  in  Korea.  I  concur 
with  all  the  strength  I  have  in  that  rec- 
ommendation. There  can  be  no  question 
that  many  members  of  the  United  Na- 
tions have  not  Uved  up  to  their  duties 
and  their  responsibilities  in  that  respect. 

The  Senator  from  California  also  said 
that  the  United  Nations  should  charge 
Russia  with  being  an  aggressor  under  the 
charter.  There  is  no  question  that  Rus- 
sia is  an  aggressor  and  has  violated  the 
terms  of  the  United  Nations  Charter. 
The  point  I  make  in  this  connection— 
and  to  it  I  invite  the  attention  of  my  dis- 
tinguished and  able  friend— is  that  when 
he  says  that  the  United  Nations  should 
declare  Russia  an  aggressor  he  is  saying 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
to  our  State  Department  that  they 
should  instruct  our  mission  assigned  to 
the  United  Nations  in  New  York  to  advo- 
cate action  declaring  Russia  to  be  an 
aggressor.  I  make  this  point  simply  to 
say  that  it  is  not  exactly  correct  to  lay 
blame  upon  other  members  of  the  United 
Nations  for  not  having  charged  Russia 
with  aggression  when  that  decision  has 
not  been  made  by  our  own  country. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  I  made 
very  clear  in  my  remarks  that  this  gov- 
ernment also  had  a  responsibility  for 
such  action  not  having  been  taken.  I 
did  not  lay  the  responsibiUty  elsewhere, 
and  I  have  been  critical  in  the  past  of 
certain  things  which  have  not  been  done 
by  the  prior  administration.  However. 
I  think  we  now  have,  particularly  in  view 
of  Mr.  Vishinsky's  recent  speech,  an  en- 
tirely new  situation.  While  we  had  evi- 
dence of  the  participation  of  the  Soviet 
Union  in  the  Korean  war  and,  as  the 
Senator  will  remember,  Mr.  Austin  ex- 
hibited before  the  United  Nations  organ- 
ization certain  Soviet  equipment  which 
had  been  captured  from  the  Chinese 
Communists  and  from  the  North  Ko- 
reans— and  while  we  knew  that  the  jet 
fighters  which  were  being  used  to  shoot 
down  our  planes  were  of  Soviet  manu- 
facture— we  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  being  flown  by  Russians  or  not.  but 
we  have  very  strong  suspicion  that  some 
of  them  may  be — while  we  knew  of  those 
things,  nevertheless,  it  was  the  first  time 
that  the  oflBcial  representative  of  the 
Soviet  Union  had  come  into  the  United 
Nations  organization  not  only  to  admit 
the  guilt  of  his  government  but  also 
proud  to  proclaim  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  something 
which  neither  the  American  people,  the 
American  Government — either  in  its 
legislative  or  executive  branch — nor  the 
free  world  can  ignore;  because  when  a 
large  nation,  merely  because  of  its  size, 
comes  forward  and  says,  in  effect,  "Yes, 
we  are  helping  to  commit  this  muider,  we 
are  supplying  the  arms  which  are  being 
used  to  try  to  defeat  the  very  purpose  of 
the  United  Nations;  we  are  proud  of  it; 
this  is  what  we  want  done,"  and  then 
we  and  the  free  world  do  nothing,  it 
seems  to  me  we  completely  stultify  the 
entire  United  Nations  organization. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  will  say  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  that  the  recent  state- 
ments of  Mr.  Vishinsky  have  not  added 
anything  to  our  knowledge  that  Russia 
has  been  assisting  Communist  China  and 
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North  Korea.  But  I  do  want  to  empha- 
size that  I  believe  the  Implicatioua  of 
the  statements  the  Senator  made  are 
more  far  reaching  and  much  deeper  than 
simply  saying  to  the  United  NaUons  as  a 
body.  "You  ought  to  declare  Russia  an 
aggressor."  The  truth  of  the  matter  is 
that  the  United  States  has  the  same  re- 
sponsibility as  any  other  member,  and 
If  he  says  that  to  the  other  nations  who 
are  members,  he  must  also  say  it  to  the 
United  States,  to  the  President  and  to 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  have. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Under  the  participa- 
tion act  which  Congress  passed,  the 
representatives  of  the  United  States  to 
the  United  Nations  are  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Secretary  of  State.  So.  the 
Senator  is  calling  upon  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  instruct  former 
Senator  Lodge,  our  present  Ambassador 
to  the  United  Nations,  to  move  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations 
that  Russia  be  declared  an  aggressor.  I 
think  that  is  a  very  far-reaching  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  my  per- 
sonal statement  as  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  for  which  I  take  sole  re- 
sponsibility. But  if  the  United  Nations 
is  to  be  preserved — and  I  happen  to  be 
one  who  has  supported  our  foreign  policy 
in  the  hope  that  we  would  build  a  system 
of  international  law  and  order  that 
would  preserve  the  peace  for  ourselves 
and  our  children — I  do  not  feel  that  we 
would  be  performing  a  service  either  to 
the  cause  of  a  collective-security  system 
or  to  a  system  of  international  law  and 
order,  if  we  were  to  continue  to  let  the 
representative  of  Soviet  Russia  sit  in  the 
very  inner  councils  of  the  organization. 
Inviting,  so  to  speak,  the  town  arsonist 
to  head  the  fire  department,  hear  him 
admit  the  guilt  of  his  nation,  and  then 
say.  "Because  you  are  a  large  and  power- 
ful nation,  we  will  not  take  the  action  in 
regard  to  you  that  we  would  take  in  the 
case  of  the  little  regime  in  North  Korea, 
or  even  in  the  case  of  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists who  entered  the  conflict."  I  say 
to  my  distinguished  friend  from  Ken- 
tucky that  that  is  a  doctrine  which 
would  recognize  that  might  makes  right, 
and  that  if  a  nation  is  big  enough  and 
powerful  enough  It  can  commit  an  ag- 
gression and  sabotage  an  organization 
devoted  to  peace,  and  get  away  with  it. 
whereas  the  United  Nations  itself  would 
never  i>ermit  a  small  nation  to  get  away 
with  it.  If  such  a  doctrine  is  finally 
countenanced  and  used  as  a  precedent, 
then  I  say  most  respectfully — and  again 
I  am  expressing  only  my  own  judg- 
ment— the  United  Nations  is  headed 
down  the  same  road  the  League  of  Na- 
tions took  when  it  became  impotent  to 
meet  the  aggression  of  Mussolini  in  Ethi- 
opia and  the  aggressions  by  Japan  in 
Manchuria. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
known  at  the  time  of  our  entrance  into 
the  United  Nations  that  its  greatest 
weakness  would  be  the  dlflBculty  of  deal- 
ing with  aggression  by  one  of  the  great 
powers  who  was  a  member. 

I  think  the  proposal  which  the  Sena- 
tor now  makes  is  one  which  could  really 
lead  to  outright  war  with  Russia.  In  my 
opinion,  that  Is  the  great  question  that 


must  be  decided.  It  Is  unquestioned  that 
Russia  is  an  aggressor,  and  that  it  has 
violated  the  charter,  but  today  we  have 
to  weigh  these  questions  in  the  light  of 
what  are  the  best  long-term  Interests  of 
the  United  States;  and  what  are  the 
best  ways  to  prevent  a  larger  war.  I 
think  It  is  a  much  larger  question  than 
simply  the  denunciation  of  Russia  as  an 
aggressor.  Even  though  we  consider  it 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  best  interest 
of  the  United  States,  I  would  not  want  to 
see  this  country  take  action  which  could 
only  be  one  of  words,  and  which  could 
be  interpreted  as  a  final  breach.  I 
have  raised  these  questions  because  I 
think  there  are  much  deeper  implications 
than  perhaps  my  good  friend  has  stated 
in  his  speech. 


SENATE  PREROGATIVES  CONCERN- 
ING DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  LEG- 
ISLATION 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
on  Monday.  March  9,  the  Senate  passed 
by  unanimous  consent  Senate  Joint  Res- 
olution 52,  which  was  thereafter  trans- 
mitted to  the  House.  This  resolution 
appropriated  $17,000  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the 
operation  of  the  OflBce  of  Rent  Control 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

On  March  12  the  House  passed  House 
Resolution  176,  returning  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  52  to  the  Senate  on  the 
ground  that  it  "contravenes  the  first 
clause  of  the  seventh  section  of  the  first 
article  of  the  Constitution  and  is  an  in- 
fringement of  the  privileges  of  this 
House." 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
a  similar  situation  which  obtained  dur- 
ing the  82d  Congress.  On  May  7,  1952, 
the  Senate  considered  and  passed  S.  2703 
which  would  increase  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia gasoline  tax  from  4  to  5  cents 
per  gallon.  At  that  time  the  House  re- 
fused to  consider  S.  2703.  also  on  the 
ground  that  it  contravened  the  consti- 
tutional provision  referred  to  in  House 
Resolution  176. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  issue  thus 
raised  on  two  occasions  within  the  past 
year  by  the  House  of  Representatives  in- 
volves not  only  a  parliamentary  question 
but  a  constitutional  question  as  well. 

Indeed,  these  recent  House  actions  ap- 
pear to  constitute  a  challenge  to  the 
concept  that  home  rule  may  be  achieved 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  by  means 
short  of   a   constitutional   amendment. 

The  issue  of  whether  such  legislation 
can  originate  in  the  Senate  was  one  as- 
pect of  the  routine  analyses  the  Republi- 
can calendar  committee  gave  to  these 
bills.  Their  consideration  of  the  bills  in- 
cluded a  routine  discussion  of  the  parli- 
amentary question  with  the  Parliamen- 
tarian of  the  Senate,  Mr.  Charles  L. 
Watkins.  He  stated  that  article  I,  sec- 
tion 7  of  the  Constitution  does  not  apply 
to  such  bills.  He  reasoned  that  the  bills 
do  not  contemplate  the  raising  of  Federal 
revenue;  that  they  are  limited  in  their 
application  to  the  District  of  Columbia ; 
and  that,  as  such,  like  any  other  bill  af- 
fecting the  District,  the  Senate  may  initi- 
ate such  legislation. 

It  is  believed  that  additional  comment 
on  this  subject  may  be  of  some  interest 
for  the  record,  because,  actually,  this  is 


not  a  routine  subject  To  which  I  am  ad- 
dressing myself;  it  Involve*,  rather,  a 
major  principle. 

ArUcle  I.  section  7.  paragraph  1.  of 
the  Constitution  provides  as  follows: 

All  bllla  for  raising  revenue  shall  originate 
In  the  Houae  of  RepreaentatWea:  but  the 
Senate  may  propoae  or  concur  with  amend- 
ments as  on  other  bills. 

Article  I.  section  8.  paragraph  17.  pro- 
vides Congress  with  power — 

To  exercise  exclusive  legislation  In  all  cases 
whatsoever,  over  such  district  (not  exceed- 
ing 10  miles  square)  as  may.  by  cession  of 
particular  States,  and  the  acceptance  of 
Congress,  become  the  seat  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  of  the  United  States. 

It  Is  well  established  that  the  various 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  must  be 
harmonized. 

In  expounding  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  every  word  must  have  its  due 
force,  and  appropriate  meaning:  for  It  Is 
evident  from  the  whole  instrument,  that  no 
word  was  unnecessarily  used,  or  needlessly 
added.  The  many  discussions  which  have 
taken  place  upon  the  construction  of  the 
Constitution,  have  proved  the  correctness  of 
this  proposition;  and  shown  the  high  talent, 
the  caution,  and  the  foresight  of  the  illus- 
trious men  who  framed  it.  Every  word  ap- 
pears to  have  been  weighed  with  the  utmost 
deliberation,  and  its  force  and  effect  to  have 
been  fully  understood.  (Holmes  v.  Jennison 
{ (1840)  14  Peters  540.  570) ;  see  also.  Cohen* 
v.  Virginia  ((1821)   6  Wheat  264).) 

There  Is  no  conflict  whatever  between 
the  two  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
cited  above,  and  where  Congress  exer- 
cises exclusive  legislative  power  over  the 
District  of  Columbia,  article  I.  section  7, 
of  the  Constitution  does  not  apply. 

Only  one  case  comes  to  hand  that  con- 
strues article  I.  section  7  of  the  Consti- 
tution. In  Hubbard  v.  Lowe  ((1915)  226 
Fed.  135 ».  the  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  had  be- 
fore it  a  challenge  to  the  validity  of  a 
statute  dealing  with  contracts  for  cotton 
futures.  A  bill  which  originated  In  and 
passed  the  Senate  called  for  their  exclu- 
sion from  the  mails.  The  House  struck 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
inserted  a  substitute  by  way  of  a  pro- 
hibitive tax.  The  House  version  was  the 
one  whioh  was  ultimately  enacted.  The 
court  in  that  case  threw  out  the  statute 
as  being  unconstitutional,  since  prior  to 
enactment  it  had  a  Senate  number — 
S.  1107.  The  question  became  moot  be- 
cause of  the  enactment  shortly  there- 
after of  a  revenue  bill  which  dealt  with 
the  problem  of  cotton  futures. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  some  years  ago 
the  Congress  provided  by  statute  for  the 
establishment  of  local  government  In  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  legislative 
body  of  that  government  passed  revenue 
and  appropriation  measures.  In  this 
connection,  attention  is  directed  to  an 
1885  decision  in  the  case  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  v.  Waggaman  (4  Mackey 
328) .  The  following  Is  quoted  from  that 
decision  : 

We  have  to  consider  first,  then,  the  validity 
of  the  act  of  the  legislative  assembly  which 
imposed  this  tax  on  commissions  earned  by 
real-estate  agents,  and  required  a  semi- 
annual return  of  those  commissions  and 
a  bond  to  secure  the  performance  of  these 
and  other  acts  prescribed  by  law. 

In  Roach  v.  Van  Riswick  (7  Wash.  L.  Rep.. 
496).   this  court   held   that   the   very   broad 
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terms  In  which  the  organic  act  of  1870 
firanted  legislative  powers  to  the  legislative 
a-'isembly  had  the  effect  to  clothe  that  body 
with  only  such  powers  as  n>ight  be  given 
to  a  municipal  corporation,  and  that  it  was 
not  competent  for  Congress  to  delegate  the 
larger  powers  of  general  legislation  which  it 
had  itself  received  from  the  Constitution. 
We  are  still  satlsfled  with  that  decision;  but 
we  hold,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  pro- 
vision referred  to  had  the  effect  to  bestow 
every  power  of  municipal  legislation  which 
could  be  given  to  a  municipal  corporation, 
and  especially  the  power  of  taxation  and 
implied  or  included  power  to  provide  meas- 
ures by  which  taxes  may  be  enforced  and 
collected.  Section  49  of  the  organic  act 
provided  that  "the  legislative  power  of  the 
District  shall  extend  to  all  rightful  subjects 
of  legislation  within  the  District,  consistent 
with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
and  the  provisions  of  t^iis  title";  and  section 
57  provided  that  "the  legislative  assembly 
shall  not  have  power  to  tax  the  property 
of  the  United  States,  nor  to  tax  the  lands 
or  other  property  of  nonresidents  higher 
than  the  lands  or  other  property  of  resi- 
dents." 

The  court  referred  to  the  legal  tender 
cases  and  then  went  on  to  state  that 
"the  peneral  grant  of  pwwer  to  legislate 
on  all  rightful  subjects,  and  so  forth, 
is  by  inclusion,  an  express  grant  oi  power 
to  legislate  on  this  subject  of  taxation, 
except  as  limited  In  section  57."  There 
i.s  another  ca.se  which  bears  on  the  sub- 
ject, namely,  Welsh  v.  Cook  (97  U.  S.  541, 
542). 

It  can  thus  be  seen  that  a  local  legis- 
lative body  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
was  given  authority  to  enact  revenue 
legislation  affecting  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; that  pursuant  to  such  authority 
that  local  legislative  body  enacted  such 
revenue  legislation;  and  the  cited  cases 
established  judicial  sanction  for  such  en- 
actment. If  a  local  legislative  body  can 
pa.ss  valid  revenue  legislation  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  it  appears  equally 
clear  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  authority  to  initiate  a  revenue  bill 
concerning  the  District  of  Columbia. 
That  conclusion  certainly  would  be  con- 
sistent with  the  Senate's  share  of  respon- 
sibility in  exercising  exclusive  legislative 
power  over  the  District  under  article  I. 
.section  8,  paragraph  17,  of  the  Con- 
stitution. 

There  Is  a  further  aspect  to  the  Issue 
raised  by  the  House  last  week  In  con- 
nection with  Senate  Joint  Resolution  52. 
This  is  the  question  whether  an  appro- 
priation bill  comes  within  the  purview  of 
article  I.  section  7.  paragraph  1  of  the 
Constitution,  relating  to  the  raising  of 
revenue.  However,  the  issue  of  whether 
a  general  appropriation  bill  may  origi- 
nate in  the  Senate,  notwithstanding  long 
established  custom  to  the  contrary,  war- 
rants much  fuller  discussion  than  will 
here  be  made.  As  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  categorically  dispute  the  House's 
contention  In  respect  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  52. 


UNITED  STATES  MILITARY 
PREPAREDNESS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, within  the  last  week,  the  world  has 
witnessed  two  of  the  most  brutal  and 
unprovoked  acts  In  modern  times.  Two 
aircraft,  one  belonging  to  the  United 
States  and  the  other  to  Great  Britain, 
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^^Zl  ^"l  shot^down  in  cold  blood.  They  tee.  all  of  whose  members  worked,  with- 
»ere    attacked,     without    provocaUon.     out  regard  to  poUUcs.  to  strengthen  our 

defenses. 

In  our  very  first  report.  Issued  on  Sep- 
tember 6,  1950.  we  warned  against  the 
"siesta  psychology*  that  pervaded  our 
defense  program.  Just  2  months  later, 
on  November  11,  1950,  we  cautioned  that 
•paper-work  preparedness  is  only  flimsy 
protection  against  the  threat  we  face." 

Yet  one  year  later,  on  November  29. 
1951.  a  survey  of  the  facts  compelled  us 
to  report  that  complacency  still  ruled 
the  defense  program. 

We  said  in  our  35th  report: 

Deliveries  on  defense  hard  goods — planes, 
tanks,  ships,  and  guns — have  fallen  dan- 
gerously behind  schedule,  and,  as  those  de- 
liveries have  fallen  behind,  so.  too,  has  our 
capacity  to  fortify  the  strength  of  our  allies 
of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization. 

A  few  months  later,  on  March  20, 1952, 
the  Preparedness  Committee  summed 
up  the  mobilization  program  In  the  fol- 
lowing words: 

The  objective  has  been  ample  supplies  of 
both  butter  and  guns.  The  result  has  been 
a  small  number  of  guns  and  a  great  amount 
of  butter,  with  a  considerable  number  of 
lollipops  thrown  In. 
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while  flying  on  routine,  nonbelligerent 
missions. 

It  would  serve  no  purpose  for  anyone 
to  use  these  incidents  as  a  springboard 
for  a  hysterical  dive  into  panic.  They 
are  serious — indeed,  grave.  We  have 
been  brought  face  to  face  with  the  only 
too  evident  reality  that  our  Nation  could 
be  thrust  into  total  war  in  a  matter  of 
hours. 

A  show  of  firmness  and  unity  on  our 
part  may  convince  the  Communists  who 
attacked  our  men  that  there  must  be 
reparations  and  that  the  present  reckless 
course  must  end. 

However,  regardless  of  the  outcome, 
we  cannot  afford  to  Ignore  the  clear 
warning  of  the  past  3  days.  We  can  re- 
fuse to  learn  this  clear  lesson  only  at  the 
peril  of  our  lives  and  our  liberties. 

These  Incidents  may  serve  to  awaken 
us  to  the  full  magnitude  of  our  danger. 
If  we  awaken  In  time,  we  can  count  our- 
selves fortunate.  For  It  is  only  such  an 
awakening  that  will  save  us  from  the 
threatened  destruction  that  hangs  over 
our  heads. 

We  are  now  paying  the  price  for  the 
years  of  complacency  and  ease  we  shared 
together,  the  years  In  which  we  blindly 
shut  our  eyes  to  the  realities  that  sur- 
rounded us.  The  price  is  bitter.  It  may 
be  the  price  paid  by  the  householder  who 
checks  his  Insurance  only  when  the 
flames  leap  out  of  the  basement  and  lick 
at  the  rafters. 

There  have  been  many  years  of  such 
complacency — years  In  which  we  de- 
cided It  was  too  expensive  to  pay  the 
premiums  on  our  insurance  against 
aggression. 

They  began  in  1945,  when  we  demo- 
bilized with  a  haste  that  was  neither 
prudent  nor  economical  the  mightiest 
army  the  world  has  ever  known. 

They  continued  through  1946,  1947, 
and  1948.  when  we  r>eddled  our  military 
equipment  as  surplus  at  a  fraction  of  Its 
cost  and  without  regard  to  the  future. 

They  reached  their  high  point  when 
the  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  to 
build  a  70-group  Air  Force  were  im- 
pounded. 

They  were  summed  up  in  the  pre- 
Korea  era.  when  the  needs  of  defense 
were  placed  second  to  the  objective  of 
convincing  the  country  that  military 
budgets  could  be  slashed  without  weak- 
ening our  preparedness. 

The  complacency,  which  was  shared 
generally,  continued  even  after  the  Ko- 
rean war  had  spelled  out  its  grim  warn- 
ing to  democracy.  Even  then  officials 
persisted  In  trying  to  sell  our  vital  syn- 
thetic-rubber plants,  our  only  reliable 
source  of  this  material  so  crucial  to  mili- 
tary operations. 

There  were  those  who  warned  against 
this  course  of  weakness  and  folly.  There 
were  those  who  refused  to  believe  that 
it  was  more  important  to  live  in  luxury 
than  to  preserve  for  our  children  and 
their  children  the  liberties  which  we 
enjoy. 

Among  such  persons  were  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  Preparedness  Com- 
mittee, the  group  of  which  I  had  the 
honor  to  be  chairman  during  the  last 
two  Congresses.    It  was  a  fine  conmiit- 
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On  June  17.  1952,  In  our  39th  report, 
we  presented  a  summary  of  the  views  of 
the  military  commanders  upon  whom  we 
rely  for  the  defense  of  our  country.  I 
shall  quote  one  paragraph  from  that 
report : 

They  (our  military  commanders)  do  not 
believe  we  have  the  strength  we  need;  they 
do  not  believe  we  will  have  the  strength  we 
need  unless  we  raise  otir  sights  at  once  and 
raise  them  drastically. 

A  few  weeks  later,  on  August  28,  1952, 
we  reported  that  America  had  "lost  the 
right  to  claim  unquestioned  mastery  of 
the  air.  America  is  behind  In  the 
very  weapon  In  which  we  should  have 
unchallenged  supremacy." 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  was  per- 
fectly clear.  The  story  was  outlined  In 
the  reports  of  the  Senate  Preparedness 
Committee.  It  Is  available  now,  and  was 
available  then,  when  so  many  of  the  cru- 
cial decisions  were  made. 

Nevertheless,  the  clear  warnings  were 
met  only  with  stretchouts  and  cutbacks. 
Our  preparedness  program  was  stretched 
out  and  our  defense  production  was  cut- 
back. 

"Stretchout"  and  "cutback" — two  of 
the  most  dangerous  phrases  in  the  Eng- 
lish language  today. 

The  real  tragedy  of  our  time  Is  not 
that  we  lacked  the  ability  to  bring  our- 
selves to  the  necessary  level  of  military 
strength.  The  real  tragedy  is  that  we 
lacked  the  will  to  use  the  ability. 

I  have  not  reviewed  the  history  of  the 
last  few  years  merely  to  rake  over  the 
ashes  of  the  dead  past.  I  have  reviewed 
the  past  only  because  it  points  the  way 
to  the  present  and  the  future. 

The  lesson  of  the  past  is  inescapable. 
We  cannot  have  military  strength  by 
trimming  our  defense  program  to  our 
desires  for  ease  and  luxury. 

There  is  still  another  lesson  to  be 
drawn  from  the  history  of  the  post- 
World  War  n  world,  namely,  that  we 
cannot  have  freedom  imless  we  are  will- 
ing and  a^le  to  defend  it. 

Have  we  learned  those  lessons? 
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There  are  many  who  even  now  ad- 
vance such  slogans  as  "balance  the  budg- 
et," "reduce  taxes."  "cut  back  military 
production."  "stretch  out  the  defense 
program."  as  the  solution  to  all  our  ills. 
They  would  trim  our  defense  program  to 
what  they  consider  the  needs  of  our 
budget  rather  than  trimming  our  budget 
to  the  needs  of  the  defense  program. 

It  may  be  that  we  can  balance  the 
budget,  reduce  taxes,  cut  back  military 
production  and  stretch  out  the  defense 
program.  But  if  we  do  so  and  at  the 
same  time  relegate  our  defense  needs  to 
a  second  priority,  it  will  be  at  the  peril 
of  our  lives  and  our  liberties. 

There  are  some  who  insist  that  we  can- 
not afford  the  kind  of  defense  program 
that  will  guarantee  our  survival.  I  am  no 
economist — no  expert  in  fiscal  policy. 

But  I  do  know  that  the  one  thing  we 
cannot  afford  is  a  defense  program  that 
is  inadequate — a  defense  program  too 
small  to  safeguard  our  liberties. 

We  cannot,  of  course,  afford  waste,  be- 
cause in  total  war  the  margin  of  waste 
could  well  be  the  margin  between  defeat 
and  victory.  No  one  has  fought  harder 
than  I  against  military  waste,  but  our  ob- 
jective should  be  to  cut  out  the  waste  and 
Institute  eflBciency — not  to  weaken  our 
defenses  on  the  excuse  that  some  of  our 
generals  do  not  use  their  money  and 
their  authority  prudently. 

Our  goal  is  the  preservation  of  Amer- 
ica as  a  free  nation.  If  we  lose  sight  of 
that  goal,  we  will  lose  not  merely  our 
money,  but  our  liberties. 

The  Communist  pilots  who  shot  down 
our  plane  and  the  British  plane  were 
merely  the  forerunners  of  the  future. 
There  will  be  other  incidents;  there  will 
be  other  acts  of  provocation.  If  they 
continue  we  must  sooner  or  later  face 
the  supreme  test. 

Are  we  ready  to  meet  that  test? 

Our  President  faces  responsibilities 
that  are  frightening.  He  must  make 
the  decisions  that  will  determine  the 
course  of  the  future,  that  will  decide 
whether  we  are  to  survive  as  a  free  Na- 
tion or  succumb  to  the  aggressors. 

Thus  far,  he  has  had  very  little  time 
to  assess  the  situation  and  come  to  the 
necessary  conclusions.  But  as  many 
Members  of  Congress  know,  there  are 
facts  and  figures  on  his  desk  which  can- 
not be  avoided  and  which  I  know  he  does 
not  want  to  avoid.  Soon — only  too 
soon — the  Congress  and  the  people  must 
reckon  with  those  facts  and  those  figures. 

I  believe  the  President  should  be  told 
that  he  will  have  the  support  of  the 
Congress  no  matter  how  difficult  the  de- 
cisions that  must  be  made.  I  should  like 
for  him  to  think,  with  justification,  that 
Americans  will  support  him,  not  as  Re- 
publicans and  not  as  Democrats,  but  as 
Americans  who  place  the  salvation  of 
their  Nation  above  all  else. 

He  has  the  responsibility  for  leader- 
ship because  he  is  our  Commander  in 
Chief.  In  calm,  measured  words,  the 
people  must  have  the  facts — the  facts 
upon  which  decisions  can  be  based.  I 
hope  that  when  the  time  comes  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  can  work  to- 
gether to  arrive  at  the  correct  answers 
to  the  basic  questions  before  us. 

Does  an  aggressor  nation  have  the 
planes  and  the  weapons  with  which  the 


United  States  can  be  attacked  at  any 
and  every  point? 

Does  an  aggressor  nation  have  a  stock- 
pile of  atomic  bombs  that  could  be  used 
to  strike  at  every  American  city? 

Do  we  have  a  defensive  force  adequate 
to  beat  off  an  attack? 

Do  we  have  a  force  that  could  deliver 
devastating  counterblows  against  an 
enemy  or  have  we  placed  our  faith  in 
equipment  that  is  obsolete? 

How  much  time  do  we  have  before  an 
aggressor  nation  will  be  up  to  its  peak 
strength? 

Is  our  military  force  large  enough  to 
keep  pace  with  the  build-up  of  the  ag- 
gressor or  should  we  be  building  more? 

There  are  answers  to  all  those  ques- 
tions, and  they  are  not  pleasant  answers. 
But  they  must  be  faced.  The  alterna- 
tive is  to  drift  helplessly  into  extinction. 

We  live  in  the  age  of  the  totalita- 
rians — an  age  in  which  war  is  total,  vic- 
tory is  total,  and  defeat  is  total.  It  is 
also  the  age  of  the  atomic  bomb — an  age 
in  which  the  first  battle  may  decide  the 
war. 

We  cannot  wait  to  decide  upon  a 
course  of  action  after  the  bombs  begin  to 
fall.  We  must  decide  now — now  while 
there  may  still  be  time. 

We  do  not  know  how  much  time  still 
remains.  That  is  the  factor  that  is  out 
of  our  hands — the  factor  that  we  can- 
not control. 

We  can  appropriate  money,  mobilize 
manpower,  and  step  up  production.  But 
we  cannot  appropriate  1  minute,  mo- 
bilize 1  hour,  or  step  up  the  number  of 
days. 

We  must  use  our  time  and  use  it  wi.sely. 
Whatever  we  waste  can  never  be  re- 
covered. 

Furthermore,  there  is  only  one  yard- 
stick by  which  the  size  of  our  defense 
program  should  be  measured.  It  should 
be  no  smaller  than  the  force  needed  to 
defend  our  lives  and  our  liberties.  Any- 
thing smaller  is  waste — tragic  waste  that 
we  cannot  afford. 

I  sympathize  deeply  with  those  who 
wish  to  introduce  more  economy  and 
more  efficiency  into  our  Armed  Forces. 
No  one  has  fought  harder  than  I  for 
those  goals. 

We  can  have  greater  economy  and 
efficiency.  But  we  must  not  permit  our 
zeal  to  lead  us  into  the  false  economy 
of  weakening  our  defense  structure  in 
what  may  well  be  the  hour  of  our  great- 
est need. 

I  emphasize  the  fact  that  we  pointed 
that  out  in  each  of  our  44  reports.  Those 
reports  were  agreed  to  unanimously  by 
Democrats  and  Republicans  alike. 

I  am  not  speaking  as  a  partisan  nor 
do  I  think  this  is  a  partisan  subject. 
The  reports  of  the  Senate  Preparedness 
Committee  were  signed  by  all  members — 
both  Democrats  and  Republicans. 

The  American  p>eople  are  looking  for 
leadership  to  defend  their  country.  They 
do  not  care  whether  that  leadership 
comes  from  Democrats  or  Republicans 
so  long  as  it  is  effective. 

We  are  past  the  stage  where  we  can 
afford  partisan  bickering.  We  must  dis- 
card trivialities  and  petty  arguments. 
It  is  far  more  important  to  determine 
how  we  will  get  out  of  this  situation  than 
how  we  got  into  it. 


We  are  In  It  We  must  look  to  the 
past  only  insofar  as  it  is  a  gviide  for  the 
future. 

We  can,  if  we  wish,  exhaust  our 
strength  and  squander  our  substance 
through  partisan  quarrels  that  serve  only 
to  set  American  against  American.  We 
can,  if  we  wish,  use  our  time  and  our 
energy  in  searching  the  records  of  the 
past  for  minute  details  that  will  pin  down 
the  blame  for  our  present  situation. 

Personally,  I  would  rather  concentrate 
our  strength  and  mobilize  our  substance 
against  the  Soviet  enemy  who  threatens 
our  lives  and  our  liberties.  Personally, 
I  think  we  will  find  that  there  is  enough 
blame  for  all  of  us  to  share.  It  would 
be  better  if  we  were  all  to  concede  tne 
errors  of  the  past  without  further  di- 
visive argument  and  proceed  to  work 
toward  the  only  worthwhile  goal — the 
defense  of  our  country. 

Mr.  President,  the  incidents  In  the 
air  space  over  Germany  were  but  the 
handwriting  on  the  wall.  They  indicate 
clearly  the  shape  of  the  future.  If  we 
are  incapable  of  understanding  that  fu- 
ture we  have  no  one  to  blame  but  our- 
selves. 

It  would  be  tragic  were  we  to  be  caught 
unprepared — with  defenses  that  were  in- 
adequate and  forces  incapable  of  deliv- 
ering a  counterblow.  It  would  be  even 
more  tragic  if  we  were  caught  unpre- 
pared simply  becau.se  of  timidity — sim- 
ply because  we  hid  from  the  facts. 

There  may  still  be  time — time  to  arm — • 
time  to  arouse  ourselves  to  the  defense 
of  our  lives  and  Uberties.  Let  us  seize 
that  time.  Let  us  use  it  to  forge  defenses 
so  strong  that  freedom  will  triumph 
over  the  designs  of  the  aggressor  and 
guide  mankind  throughout  eternity. 


ST.  PATRICKS  DAY 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  tomor- 
row will  be  St.  Patrick's  Day,  a  day  dedi- 
cated to  the  patron  saint  of  Ireland,  that 
little  Nation  which  has  won  the  hearts  of 
all  who  know  the  story  of  its  gallant  fight 
for  freedom. 

It  has  become  traditional  in  America 
and,  indeed,  in  every  corner  of  the  world 
wheresoever  Irishmen  have  wandered 
from  their  native  land  to  observe  the 
feast  day  of  St.  Patrick. 

Though  more  than  14  centuries  have 
elapsed  since  St.  Patrick  brought  the 
gospel  of  Christianity  to  the  Irish  people. 
his  spiritual  infiuence  still  continues  and 
his  memory  is  cherished  in  story  and 
song  to  a  greater  degree  possibly  than 
that  of  any  other  national  hero  or  saint. 

On  St.  Patrick's  Day  we  are  not  cele- 
brating a  victory  of  war;  we  are  not 
gloating  over  the  conquest  or  repression 
of  any  people.  The  Irish  claim  no  her- 
itage of  superiority  in  the  great  human 
family;  they  seek  simply  to  uphold  the 
principles  of  justice  and  freedom  which 
all  mankind  so  deeply  yearns  for. 

The  age-long  fight  of  the  Irish  for 
freedom  in  their  homeland  will  live  for 
all  time  in  history.  That  historic  strug- 
gle for  freedom,  which  continued  from 
the  day  when  Strong  bow.  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke, with  powerful  British  forces,  in- 
vaded Ireland  in  the  12th  century,  down 
to  the  date  of  the  British  treaty  which 
recognized  the  Irish  Free  State  as  a  free 
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and  self-ruling  Commonwealth,  Is  a 
story  of  bravery  and  patriotism  unex- 
ampled in  all  human  annals. 

Since  the  Irish  Treaty  and  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Free  State  Government 
in  Dublin,  Ireland  has  made  extraordi- 
nary progress  in  setting  up  a  democratic 
government  which,  for  adherence  to  pure 
fundamerftal  principles  of  justice,  of 
morality,  and  of  Christian  precepts,  is 
not  excelled  anywhere  in  the  world. 
Great  strides  have  been  made  in  balanc- 
in"?  the  Irish  economy,  making  it  more 
telf-reliant,  and  bringing  about  social 
and  economic  readjustments  and  im- 
provements of  far-reaching  effect.  The 
rapid  development  of  home  industries, 
the  establishment  of  hydroelectric  pwwer 
plants,  and  extensive  public  works  and 
improvements  of  many  kinds  have  liter- 
ally transformed  the  Emerald  Isle  into 
one  of  the  most  happy  and  contented 
countries  on  earth. 

And  let  me  not  forget  to  tell  you  in 
pa.ssing  that  Ireland  has  paid  in  full  her 
debt  to  the  American  people  who  bought 
Iri.sh  bonds  to  aid  the  Irish  rebels  in  their 
fiiTlit  for  freedom.  She  borrowed  this 
money  in  America  to  prosecute  that  vic- 
torious fight.  The  Free  State,  freely  and 
voluntarily,  without  the  slightest  com- 
pulsion, a.ssumed  that  obligation  and  has 
paid  it  off  in  full.  That  should  be  an 
example  in  international  honesty  and 
pood  faith  which  richer  and  more  power- 
ful nations  might  emulate. 

The  one  and  only  problem  which  re- 
mains to  interfere  with  the  full  fruition 
of  Irish  nationhood  and  the  full  develop- 
ment of  its  economic  and  social  possibili- 
ties is  the  wicked  and  indefensible  parti- 
tion of  Ireland.  I  think  this  mutilation 
of  the  Irish  nation—an  act  of  British 
Tories  separating  a  small  and  unwilling 
flection  of  the  north  of  Ireland  from  the, 
Irish  Republic — if  not  soon  terminated 
will  prove  to  be  a  most  serious  and  dan- 
t:erous  error  of  Briti.sh  statesmanship. 

No  person  conversant  with  Irish  his- 
tory can  be  misled  by  this  partition, 
which  is  referred  to  as  the  Ulster  prob- 
lem. This  small  area  of  northern  Ire- 
land was  arbitrarily  set  up  by  the  British 
at  the  instance  of  intriguing  politicians 
who  were  seeking  the  mutilation  of  the 
livin<:  body  of  the  Irish  nation  and  the 
perversion  of  Ireland's  national  destiny. 
Ill  the  counties  under  the  Ulster  govern- 
ment, if  a  free  and  honest  election  were 
h'^ld  tomorrow,  it  would  undeniably  be 
found  that  the  majority  of  the  people 
arc  favorable  to  the  unity  of  Ireland.  It 
has  never  been  a  separate  unit  for  any 
purpose — historic,  social,  economic,  or 
traditional.  It  simply  sets  up  an  arbi- 
trary fragment  of  the  ancient  province 
of  Ireland,  determined  on  by  pure  politi- 
cal intrigue.  It  represents  the  last  fort- 
re.ss  of  British  control  in  Ireland  and  can 
only  be  continued  and  maintained  in  vio- 
lation of  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  Treaty  by 
British  financial  aid,  propaganda,  and 
intrigue. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Morton,  a  distinguished  Eng- 
lish author  and  historian,  in  his  book. 
The  New  Ireland,  says: 

Partition  Is  an  artlllclal  elate  of  affairs. 
Not  one  single  Irish  vote  was  cast  for  it.  It 
bcrvee  not  one  solitary  Irish  Interest.    It  can 


only  be  maintained  by  active  propaganda  and 
sheer  lawlessness.  •  •  •  it  would  be  power- 
less for  the  Ulster  Government  to  continue 
Without  the  financial  and  moral  support  oX 
the  British  Government. 

The  partition  of  Ireland  stands  out  as 
a  conspicuous  example  of  imperialistic 
oppression  and  perfidy  which  must  dis- 
turb the  conscience  of  British  leaders. 
The  First  World  War  was  fought  and 
won  on  the  principle  of  all  nations  hav- 
ing the  right  to  determine  the  form  of 
government  under  which  they  choose  to 
live  and  to  determine  their  own  internal 
aLairs  without  outside  interference. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  of  nothing  more 
important  to  the  future  welfare  of  the 
British  Commonwealth  of  Nations  and 
all  the  free  nations  of  the  world  than  the 
adjustment  of  this  problem  of  Irish 
unity.  The  whole  world  is  seething  with 
political  disturbance  and  dissension. 
Wars  are  threatening  on  every  side.  The 
Irish  people,  in  these  turbulent  and  dan- 
gerous times,  are  in  a  position  to  exer- 
cise a  vital  force  for  the  preservation  of 
democratic  institutions.  What  a  boon  it 
would  be  in  these  threatening  times,  with 
dangerous  "isms"  the  world  over  men- 
acing democracy,  to  have  a  united  Eng- 
lish-speaking people.  Such  a  force 
would  be  an  invincible  bulwark  for 
democracy. 

What  the  world  sorely  needs  today  Is 
peace.  Peace  is  not  merely  the  removal 
of  contending  armies  from  the  field  of 
battle.  It  means  the  reestablishment  of 
international  justice  and  good  will — the 
cessation  of  exploitation  and  oppression 
of  weak  countries.  It  means  the  deliver- 
ance of  nations  from  policies  of  aggres- 
sion and  from  the  obsession  of  wasteful 
preparation  for  war.  It  means  improve- 
ment of  the  conditions  of  the  masses  in 
all  parts  of  the  world,  and  the  raising  of 
the  standards  of  living  for  all. 

Ireland,  where  the  taint  of  communism 
has  not  entered,  will  be  a  strong  voice  in 
the  family  of  free  nations.  Wherever 
you  find  an  Irishman  today,  you  will  find 
a  champion  of  democracy  and  the  rights 
or  individuals.  Yet  his  native  land  is  not 
entirely  free.  The  fact  that  Britain  per- 
mits these  conditions  to  continue,  when 
they  could  be  remedied  to  the  benefit 
of  all  concerned,  is  an  enigma  which  can 
never  be  explained  or  justified. 

The  world  today  is  at  the  parting  of 
the  ways.  Either  it  must  take,  through 
the  ending  of  oppression  of  small  coun- 
tries, the  path  leading  upward  to  an  era 
c."  peace  and  prosperity  which  will  be 
immeasurable;  or  else,  through  efforts 
to  maintain  huge  military  establish- 
ments exhausting  the  resources  of  the 
earth,  it  will  sink  through  confusion  and 
disaster  to  a  ruin  which  will  be  irretriev- 
able. 

And  so,  Mr.  President,  on  this  St. 
Patrick's  Day  of  1953,  let  us  hope  that 
there  will  soon  be  an  end  to  this  British 
policy  of  partition  in  Ireland,  so  as  to 
permit  the  Irish  Nation  to  go  forward  in 
the  development  of  its  resources  and  im- 
provement of  its  social  and  economic 
conditions,  and  thus  stand  out  as  an  ex- 
ample to  the  world  of  the  fruits  of  jus- 
tice and  freedom. 


PROGRAM  FOR  THE  SESSIONS  OF 
THE  SENATE  ON  WEDNESDAY  AND 
FRIDAY  OF  THIS  WEEK 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  Uke  to  ask  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  what  his  plans 
are  so  far  as  the  program  of  the  Senate 
is  concerned  for  Wednesday  and  Friday 
of  this  week. 

Mr.  TAFT.  On  Wednesday  I  Intend 
to  call  up  the  measures  on  the  calendar 
which  were  reported  too  late  to  be  con- 
sidered today.  They  include  specifically 
the  resolution  to  continue  the  Military 
Preparedness  Subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  It  is  Order 
No.  77,  Senate  Resolution  86.  Also,  Or- 
ders Nos.  80  and  81. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Th  it  is  the 
program  for  Wednesday? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes;  that  is  the  program 
for  Wednesday  of  this  week.  Of  course, 
there  will  be  some  nominations  to  be 
confirmed. 

On  Friday  I  know  of  no  special  busi- 
ness to  be  taken  up  by  the  Senate.  Some 
additional  bills  may  be  reported  by  that 
lime,  as  well  as  perhaps  an  important 
nomination. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  May  I  ask 
whether  the  distinguished  majority  lead- 
er has  any  hope  that  the  so-called  tide- 
lands  bill  will  be  reported  this  week? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  some  hope  that  It 
will  be  reported,  but  not  that  it  will  be 
taken  up  this  week. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  am  I 
to  understand  that  the  majority  leader 
will  not  ask  that  it  be  considered  even 
if  it  is  reported,  until  next  week? 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  could  not  be  reported 
until  Friday  anyway,  and  certainly  I 
would  not  move  to  take  it  up  then. 


DEATH  OF  DR.  HERMAN  BARUCH 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  this 
morning's  New  York  Herald  Tribune 
there  appeared  an  article  on  the  death 
of  Dr.  Herman  Baruch. 

I  wish  to  pay  brief  homage  to  him  at 
this  time.  When  he  was  Ambassador 
to  Holland  it  was  my  privilege  to  be  his 
guest.  In  this  age  he  was  what  one 
might  call  a  mid-Victorian.  The  people 
of  Holland  loved  him.  He  went  out 
among  the  farmers  and  sold  America  to 
them.  He  has  gone  to  his  reward  and 
it  is  well  that  there  be  noted  in  the  Rec- 
ord the  passing  of  a  good  public  servant. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  ar- 
ticle in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

I>R.  Hekman  Baeuch  Dies  at  80;  Ex-Envoy  to 
Portugal,  Holland  —  Followed  F'^theb  s 
Tr.^dition  as  Physician,  Became  Pahtnes 
IN  H.  HiNTZ  &  Co 

Wtandanch,  L.  I.,  March  15. — Dr.  Herman 
B.  Baruch,  80.  former  American  Ambassador 
to  the  Netherlands  and  Portugal,  died  today 
at  his  home,  Bagatelle.  He  achieved  great 
distinction  in  his  field,  as  did  his  three 
brothers  In  theirs:  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  the 
elder  statesman;  Sailing  W.  Baruch,  a  finan- 
cier, who  now  lives  In  San  Marino  Island. 
Pla..  and  Hartwig  Baruch.  a  famous  actor  In 
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the  1890*8.  wbo  died  on  March  1  tt  the  age 

of  84.  „ 

Dr.  Baruch  the  third  son  of  Dr.  Simon  B. 
and  Belle  Wolf  Bamch.  set  his  course  early 
In  the  direction  his  father  had  taken.  He 
was  graduated  second  In  the  City  College 
class  of  1892.  ranked  similarly  at  the  Colum- 
bia University  College  of  Physicians  and  Sur- 
geons In  1895.  and  placed  first  In  the  subse- 
quent clty-wtde  Internship  examinations.  In 
practice  and  research.  Dr.  Baruch  thereafter 
shared  his  fathers  deep  Interest  In  physical 
medicine. 

Though  he  continued  to  write  frequently 
for  medical  Journals.  Dr.  Baruch  In  1903  fol- 
lowed his  brother  Bernard  Into  finance  In 
the  firm  of  Baruch  Bros.  Through  a  merger 
In  1918  Baruch  Bros,  brought  special  empha- 
sis to  the  securities  business  of  H.  Hentz  & 
Co.,  which  this  year  will  celebrate  Its  97th 
am  Iversary  under  the  same  name.  The  con- 
solidation made  Dr.  Baruch  a  senior  partner 
in  H.  Hentz.  In  1945  he  became  a  limited 
partner,  but  continued  to  maintain  an  ofBce 
at  the  commodity  house,  at  60  Beaver  Street. 

NAMED  TO  BRAZn.  POST 

His  gradual  withdrawal  from  the  stock 
exchange  was  prompted  by  a  new  diplomatic 
career.  In  1943,  he  was  made  Chief  of  the 
Board  of  Economic  Warfare's  representatives 
In  Brazil.  It  was  felt  his  appointment  would 
end  the  Interdepartmental  bickerings  be- 
tween the  BEW  and  various  RFC  agencies. 
So  many  representatives  of  these  groups  were 
being  sent  to  Brazil  that  the  natives  called 
them  "paraquedlstas,"  or  parachute  troops. 
Dr.  Baruch's  Job,  In  large  part,  was  to  re- 
establish American  operations  on  a  plane  that 
would  hold  the  Brazilians'  respect. 

He  soon  reported  that  his  and  other  agen- 
cies were  working  In  full  cohesion,  and  re- 
minded himself  and  his  superiors,  "When 
my  Job  Is  done,  I  shall  return  to  private  life." 
Instead,  President  Roosevelt,  who  leaned 
heavily  on  Bernard  Baruch,  appointed  Dr. 
Baruch.  who  had  been  a  Democratic  presi- 
dential elector  In  1932,  American  Ambassador 
to  Portugal  In  1945.  President  Truman  ex- 
tended his  public  career  by  making  him  Am- 
bassador to  The  Hague  In  1947. 

HONORED  BT  DtJTCH 

Dr.  Baruch  often  expressed  his  high  regard 
for  the  Dutch,  and  particularly  noted  the 
"magnificent  use  of  every  dollar  "  of  Marshall 
plan  funds  that  they  were  making.  The 
Dutch  recognized  his  service  by  awarding 
him  the  Grand  Cross  of  the  Order  of  the 
Netherlands  Lion.  On  January  1,  1949.  he 
submitted  his  resignation  to  President  Tru- 
man, and  It  was  accepted. 

Dr.  Baruch's  friends  said  the  President's 
action  came  as  a  surprise  to  him.  Ambas- 
sadors, like  other  officials  of  the  executive 
branch,  submit  their  resignations  as  a  mat- 
ter of  form  when  the  Chief  Executive  begins 
a  new  term.  Although  the  Ambassador  had 
not  b«en  Involved  in  any  dispute  with  the 
President.  Bernard  Baruch  and  the  President 
had   been  on  poor  terms  for  some  months. 

On  his  return  to  America,  Dr.  Baruch,  as 
president  of  the  Simon  Baruch  Foundation, 
devoted  Its  resources  principally  toward  dis- 
covering the  origin  and  cure  of  Infantile 
paralysis.  Last  April  he  and  Bernard  Baruch 
broke  grovind  for  Baruch  Houses,  a  2,194- 
apartment  project  under  construction  on  the 
lower  East  Side.  The  Simon  Baruch  public 
bath,  one  of  the  many  his  father  established 
In  New  York,  will  be  left  standing  in  the 
Ijroject,  and  recalled  the  survey  the  two 
brothers  made  for  the  mayor  In  1934  for  the 
extensive  renovation  of  public  baths  In  the 
city. 

BaOXTGHT  BBOnCHAM  IN  1B42 

Dr.  Baruch's  name  waa  newsworthy  from 
time  to  time  In  minor  ways.  In  1942,  with 
the  oppression  of  gas  rationing,  he  bought  an 
elegant  red  and  black  brougham  and  put  his 
chauffeur  In  appropriate  livery.  In  1937. 
newspapers  told  how  be  financed  an  expedi- 
tion to  Brazil  to  experiment  with  electric 


eels.  This  was  or.ly  a  bizarre  facet,  however, 
of  his  fascination  with  animal  and  plant  life. 
He  devoted  much  of  his  energy  to  studying 
the  correlation  between  them. 

Dr  Baruch,  moving  to  Long  Island,  began 
a  nursery  as  a  hcbby  In  Wyandanch,  but  he 
soon  found  himself  wholesaling  thousands  of 
chestnut  and  fruit  trees,  garden  shrubs,  and 
flowers,  and  could  scarcely  retire  had  he 
wanted  to.  The  family  said  yesterday  that 
a  private  funeral  will  be  held  at  Bagatelle  on 
Tuesday  morning. 

Surviving,  bes-des  his  two  brothers,  are 
his  second  wife,  the  former  Anne  Mane. 
Baroness  Mackay,  of  the  Hague;  two  children 
by  a  previous  marriage  to  the  late  Mrs.  Rose- 
mary Emetaz  Baruch.  Robert  P  Baruch  and 
Mrs.  Marina  Syrnmers,  of  New  York;  and 
three  grandchildren. 


ADJOURNMIINT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Wednesday  next,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (&l  2 
o'clock  and  32  minutes  p.  m. »  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Wednesday,  March  18, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  16,  1953: 

Governor  of  Guam 
Ford  Q.  ElvidEje,  of  Washington,  to  be  Gov- 
ernor of  Guam. 

UNrrtn  States  Attorney 
Leo  A.  Rover,  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  vice  Charles  Morris  Irelan,  re- 
signing. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  16,  1953: 

Governor    Territort  of  Alaska 

B.   Frank   Heintzleman,   of    Alaska,    to    be 
Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 
National  SECuarrT  Acenct 

MaJ.  Gen,  Ralph  Julian  Canine.  07154. 
United  States  Army,  to  be  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Agency,  with  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  general  and  as  lieutenant  general 
in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
provisions  of  sections  504  and  615  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 
In  the  Armt 

MaJ.  Gen.  Samuel  Davis  Sturgls.  Jr.. 
09325,  Army  of  the  United  States  (brigadier 
general.  U.  S.  Army),  for  appointment  as 
Chief  of  Engineers.  United  SUtes  Army,  and 
as  major  genernl  In  the  Regular  Army  of 
the  United  States,  under  the  provisions  of 
section  206  of  the  Army  Organization  Act 
of  1950  and  section  513  of  the  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 

The  following -named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  R«?gular  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  indicated  under  the  pro- 
visions of  title  V  of  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

Maj.  Gen.  Whitfield  Putnam  Shepard, 
011906. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Walter  Joseph  Muller,  012224. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Paul  Wolcott  Rutledge.  07289. 

Lt.  Gen.  Wllllston  Blrkhlmer  Palmer, 
012246. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Robert  Miller  Montague,  012261. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Harlan  Nelson  Hartnees,  012269. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Claude  Blrkett  Perenbaugb, 
012479. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Clovls  Bthelbert  Byers.  013760. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Henry  Irving  Hodes.  013845. 


Lt   Gen    Isaac  DavU  White.  015080. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Francis  Hlckey.  OinC2. 

MaJ.  Gen    Ira  Piatt  Swift,  012205. 

To  be  major  general.  Medical  Corp$ 
MaJ.     Gen.     William     Edward     Shamtiora. 
016540. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Brig.  Gen  Rex  Van  D?n  Corput,  Jr.,  012^00. 

Maj   Gen  Homer  Watson  Klefer.  (^12701. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Crump  Garvin,  012746. 

MaJ.  Gen.  George  Honnen.  012816. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Orlando  Clarendon  Mood,  014781. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Francis  Uncles.  014914. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Robert  Nicholas  Young,  015068. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Sherman  Tlmberman. 
015328. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Edwin  Kennedy  Wright.  015475. 

MaJ    Gen    Charles  Day  Palmer,  015519. 

MaJ   Gen.  Bruce  Cooper  Clarke.  016068. 

MaJ    Gen    Leslie  Earl  Simon.  015567. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Henry  Colbern.  O6809. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Wilkes  Chrlstenberry, 
08373. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edwin  Luther  Slbert,  011193. 

Brig   Gen.  Joseph  Jones  Twltty,  012079. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Vernon  Keyser,  012089. 

3rlg.  Gen.  Robert  Gibbins  Gurd.  012347. 

To  be  brigadier  generals,  Medical  Corps 

Brig.  Gen.  Martin  Eugene  Griffin,  016537. 
Brig.   Gen.   Alvin   Levi   Oorby.   016546. 

To  be  brigadier  general.  Dental  Corps 

Brig  Gen.  Egbert  Wesley  Van  Delden  Cow- 

an,   011744. 

The  following-named  officers  for  temporary 
appointment  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  indicated  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  515  (c)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  Jonathan  Lane  Holman,  011236. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Blttmann  Barth,  011241. 

Brig.   Gen.    Boniface   Campbell,   09788. 

Brig.  Gen.  Leslie  Dillon  Carter,  OI0663. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Kenon  Galley,  Jr., 
012782. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Lemuel  Mitchell, 
O 12832. 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Dunne  O'Connell, 
914965. 

Brig   Gen,  George  Craig  Stewart,  015340. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Trueman  Lanham. 
015568. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Lanier  Dasber.  Jr., 
015634. 

Brig  Gen.  William  Henry  Maglln,  015812. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Albert  Etebney,  016602. 

Brig  Gen.  Guy  Stanley  Meloy,  Jr..  016892. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Frederick  Sink.  016007. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Kenner  Fisher  Hertford,  015120. 

Col.   William   Elgie  Carraway,   015144. 

Chaplain  (Col.)  Patrick  James  Ryan, 
0 17363. 

Col.  Peter  Conover  Haines  3d.  015657. 

Col.  David  Henry  Tulley,  016075. 

Col.  Richard  Walden  Mayo,  016430. 

Col.  Jeremiah  Paul  Holland,  016812. 

Col.  Walter  Morris  Johnson.  016836. 

Col.  Ralph  Wise  Zwlcker.  016878. 

Col.  Earl  Clarence  Bergqulst,  016908. 

Col.  Walter  King  Wilson,  Jr..  017512, 

Col.  John  Elliot  Thelmer,  017566. 

Col.  William  Carson  Bullock.  017635. 

Col.  Thomas  Weldon  Dunn.  018157. 

Col.  Carl  Irven  Hutton,  018177. 

Col.  John  PhUllps  Daley,  018358. 

Col.  Sam  Carroll  Russell,  018678. 

Col.  Dwlght  Edward  Beach,  018747. 

Col.  Louis  Watson  Truman,  018755. 

Col.   William  Wilson   Quinn,  019283. 

The  nominations  of  Edward  Francis  Kent 
et  al.,  for  transfer  In  the  Army,  and  the 
nominations  of  WUllam  Herschel  Allen.  Jr., 
et  al.,  for  promotion  In  the  Regular  Army  of 
the  United  States,  which  were  confirmed  to- 
day, were  received  by  the  Senate  on  Febru- 
ary 25,  1953.  and  appear  In  full  in  the  Senate 
proceedings  of  the  Conorebsional  Record  for 
that  date,  under  the  caption  "Nomlnatlona," 
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beginning  with  the  naine  of  Edward  Francis 
Kent,  shown  on  page  1404,  and  ending  wltb 
tlie  name  of  June  Ellzal}eth  Williams  on  page 
1411. 

In  th«  An  Forc« 

The  followlng-namecl  officers  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Air  Force  to  the  grades 
indicated  under  the  provisions  of  title  V  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Aft  of  1047: 

To  be  major  generals 

Gen.  Roger  Ma.twell  Ramey,  9IA. 
Gen.  Francis  Hopkins  Grlswold,  94A. 
Gen.  George  Wurren  Mundy,  358A. 
Gen.  Walter  Edwin  Todd,  361  A. 
Gen.  Frank  Ton,  Everest,  366A. 
Gen.    Frederic    Harrison   Smith,    Jr., 


MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 
461A. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MftJ. 
fil4.\. 

MaJ. 

Brig. 
MaJ. 
M.iJ 
MaJ. 
Brig. 
MaJ. 
Brig. 
Brig. 
469A. 
Brig 
Brig. 
Brig. 
MaJ. 
MaJ. 
MaJ. 
Maj. 
MaJ. 
XIaJ. 
MaJ. 


Gen.   William  Fulton  McKee,  467A. 
Gen.  Emery  Scott  Wetzel,  464A. 
Gen.    Edward    Wharton    Anderson, 

Gen.  Robert  Whitney  Bums,  527A. 

7*0  be  brigadier  generals 
Gen.  John  Morris  Hargreaves,  233 A. 
Gen.  Lucas  Vlcujr  Beau.  174A. 
Gen.  Byron  BUtu  Gates,  186A. 
Gen.  Colby  Maiiwell  Myers,  246A. 
Gen.  Alfred  Henry  Johnson,  270A. 
Gen.  John  Stewart  Mills.  357 A. 
Gen.  Homer  Leiioy  Banders,  411A. 
Oen.    Thomas    Benton    McDonald. 

Gen.  John  Walker  Sessums,  Jr.,  480A. 
Gen.  Lewis  R.  F'arker,  438A. 
Gen.  Jarred  Vincent  Crabb,  535A. 
Gen.  Oliver  Stanton  Plcher.  540A. 
Gen.  Mark  Edward  Bradley.  Jr.,  552A. 
Gen.  William  Dole  Eckert.  660 A. 
Gen.  Edward  Julius  Tlmberlake,  603A. 
Gen.  Archie  Jordan  Old,  Jr.,  605A. 
Gen.  Herbert  Bishop  Thatcher.  634A. 
Gen.  Dan  Clark  Ogle.  602A. 

The  followlng-name<l  officers  for  tempo- 
rary appointment  In  the  United  States  Air 
F  rce  under  the  provisions  of  section  615, 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  majo'  generals 

BrlR.  Gen.  Haywood  i5hepherd  Hansell,  Jr., 
A017468. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edmund  Clarence  Langmead, 
207A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Lynn  Copsey,  AOl 04024. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Randall  Rampy, 
AO922780. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Morris  Hargreaves.  233A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Homer  LeRoy  Sanders,  411A. 

Brig.  Gen.  LewU  R.  Parker,  438A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Benton  McDonald, 
469A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Harold  Hicks,  227A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Paul  Ernest  Rueetow,  548A. 

Brig.  Gen.  David  Hodge  Baker.  557A. 

Brig   Gen.  David  William  HutchUon,  601A. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Raymond  Gilchrist,  836A. 

Brig    Gen.   Kingston   Eric   Tlbbetts,   436A. 

Brig    Gen.  Jarred  Vincent  Crabb,  535A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harlan  Clyde  Parks,  47aA. 

Brig.  Gen.  Morris  John  Lee.  556A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Edv/ard  Lee  Eaton,  594A. 

Brig   Gen.  Gabriel  PolUon  Disosway,  654A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Albert  Boyd,  424A. 

Brig    Gen.  Leigh  Wade,  AO403535. 

Brg    Gen.  E>elmar  Taft  Splvey,  385A. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Koehler  Oerhart,  625A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Elmer  Blair  Garland,  32aA. 

Erig.  Gen.  Charles  Raeburne  Landon.  712A. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lee  Bird  V/ash bourne.  810A. 

Brig    Gen.  James  MiCormack,  Jr.,  17981A. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 
Col.  Auby  Casey  Strickland.  134A. 
Cul.  Ray  Henry  Clark,  212A. 
Col.  John  Phillips  Kirkendall.  234A. 
Col.  James  William  Andrew,  289A. 
Col.  Joseph  Gerard  Hopkins,  339 A. 
Col.  Edward  Harold  Porter,  346A. 
Col.  Joseph  Arthur  Bulger.  379A. 
Col    Edwin  Lee  Tucker.  420A. 
Col.  Benjamin  ScovlU  ECelsey.  433A. 
Col.  Raymond  Lloyd  Winn.  435A. 
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Col.  Harold  HUnUey  Bassett,  445A. 
Col.  Thomas  Jefferson  Duboee,  470A. 
Col.  Harold  Wlnfleld  Grant,  497A. 
Col.  James  Leroy  Jackson.  503A. 
Col.  Stoyte  Ogleby  Roes,  531A. 
Col.  Frederick  Earl  Calhoun,  545 A. 
Col.  Royden  Eugene  Beebe.  Jr.,  667A. 
Col.  Richard  Tide  Coiner,  Jr.,  619A. 
Col.  Edward  Willis  Suarez,  633A. 
Col.  Sidney  Francis  Glffln,  649A. 
Ool.  Marvin  Edward  Kennebeck,  18819A. 
Col.  Russell  Keillor,  798A. 
Col.  Loyd  Eugene  Grlffis,  19047A. 
Col.  WUllam  Jeffers  Kennard,  19048A. 
Col.  Richard  Mattern  Montgomery,  1025A. 
Col.  Richard  Elmer  Ellsworth,  11 15 A. 
Col.  James  Howard  Walsh,  1120A. 
Col.  Chester  Wltten  Cecil,  Jr.,  1298A. 
Col.  Augustus  Maine  Mlnton.  1301A. 
Col.  William  Porter  Farnsworth,  A0922626. 
Col.  Edgar  Eugene  Glenn.  160A. 
Col.  Herbert  Leonard  Grills,  432 A. 
Col.  Robert  Shuter  Macrum,  619A. 
Col.  Llewellyn  Owen  Ryan,  621  A. 
Col.  Daniel  Webster  Jenkins,  528A. 
Col.  Stanley  Tanner  Wray,  608A. 
Col.  Thomas  Samuel  Moorman,  Jr.,  644A. 
Col.  Claude  Edward  Duncan,  686A. 
Col.  Millard  Chester  Young,  934A. 
Col.  WUUam  Sebastian  Stone,  1059A. 
Col.  Raymond  Judson  Reeves,  1082A. 
Col.  Thomas  Cebern  Musgrave,  Jr.,  1120A. 
Col.  Russell  Lee  Waldron,  1164A- 
Col.  John  Dale  Ryan,  1418A- 
Col.  William  Hugh  Blanchard.  1445A. 
Col.  Clifford  Harcourt  Rees,  630A. 
Col.  William  Edward  Rentz,  918A. 
Col.  Charles  Wesley  Schott,  949 A. 
Col.  William  Monte  Canterbury,  1071A. 
Col.  Charles  Pratt  Brown,  1186 A. 
Col.  Major  Samuel  White,  19056A. 
Col.  James  Oscar  Guthrie,  1266A. 
Col.  Henry  Russell  Splcer,  1487A. 
Col.  Thomas  Patrick  Gerrlty,  1613A. 
Col.  Ralph  Emanuel  Fisher,  240A. 
Col.  Woodbury  Megrew  Burgess,  323A. 
Col.    Alvord    Van    Pattern    Anderson,    Jr„ 
371A. 

Col.  Glynne  Morgan  Jones,  308A. 
Col.  Alfred  Frederick  Kalberer,  607A. 
Col.  Bthelred  Lundy  Sykes,  914A. 
Col.  Benjamin  Jepson  Webster,  974A. 
Col.  George  Stewart  Cassady,  994A. 
Col.  Karl  Truesdell,  Jr.,  1023A. 
Col.  Joseph  D.  Croft  Caldara,  1048A. 
Col.  Albert  Theodore  Wilson,  Jr.,  1086A. 
Col.  Ira  Etevld  Snyder,  854A. 
Col.  Howell  Marlon  Estes.  Jr.,  1211A. 
Col.  Joseph  James  Nazzaro,  1241A. 
Col.  Joseph  Stanley  Holtoner,  1283A. 
Col.  John  Dudley  Stevenson,  1320A. 
Col.  Thomas  Alan  Bennett,  1513A. 

In  the  Navy 
The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
for  temporary  promotion  to  the  grade  of  rear 
admiral  In  the  line  and  staff  corps  Indicated, 
subject  to  qualification  therefor  as  provided 
by  law: 

LINE 


Joseph  M.  Carson 
Charles  F.  Chllllng- 

worth,  Jr. 
Howard  L.  Collins 
Henry  Crommelln 
William  L.  Erdmann 
Harry  H.  Henderson 
Ira  E.  Hobbs 
WlUard  K.  Goodney 
Peter  W.  Haas,  Jr. 
Robert  S.  Hatcher 
Frederick  N.  Klvette 
Victor  D.  Long 
Redfleld  Mason 
Armand  M.  Morgan 


Edward  N.  Parker 
Lewis  S.  Parks 
Robert  B.  Plrle 
Lester  K.  Rice 
James  S.  Russell 
John  H.  Sides 
John  Sylvester 
Edmund  B.  Taylor 
John  M.  Taylor 
George  C.  Towner 
David  M.  Tyree 
Frederick  B.  Warder 
Joseph  H.  WelUngs 
Austin  W.  Wheelock 
George  C.  Wright 


ICZDICAL  CORPS 

Thomas  F.   Cooper       French  R.  Moore 
James  R.  Fulton  Ocle  B.  Morrison,  Jr. 

Bartholomew  W. 
Bogau 


strppLT  ooRn 
Charles  G.  DeKay 
Frederick  W.  Hesser 

CTVtt  ENGINES!  CORPS 

Joseph  F.  Jelley 

OEMTAI.  CORPS 

Ralph  W.  Malone 

The  nominations  of  Norgren  B.  Allen  et  al. 
(with  the  exception  of  Eleanor  M.  Halm  to  be 
a  lieutenant  In  the  Nurse  Corps  of  the  Navy, 
which  was  confirmed  on  March  6,  1953),  for 
appointment  In  the  Navy  or  in  the  Marine 
Corps,  which  were  confirmed  today,  were  re- 
ceived by  the  Senate  on  March  4.  1953,  and 
appear  in  full  In  the  Senate  proceedings  of 
the  CoNGRxssxoMAL  RscoRO  Of  that  date  under 
the  caption  "Nominations."  beginning  with 
the  name  of  Norgren  B.  Allen  on  page  1629 
and  ending  with  the  name  of  Robert  J. 
Vroeglndewey,  which  appears  on  page  1630. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  March  16,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  unchanging  in  Thy 
love  and  goodness,  we  are  again  turning 
unto  Thee  for  guidance  and  strength,  for 
courage  and  hope. 

We  thank  Thee  that  Thou  art  always 
willing  to  satisfy  our  nameless  longings 
and  to  give  us  of  Thy  companionship 
and  counsel  as  we  walk  the  ways  of  life, 
which  at  times  seem  so  very  dark  and 
devious. 

May  Thy  spirit  of  peace  and  power 
descend  upon  our  troubled  minds  and 
hearts,  lifting  us  out  of  those  fears  which 
paralyze  our  energies  into  a  faith  which 
inspires  us  with  confidence  and  joy. 

Wilt  Thou  illumine  our  souls  with  a 
glorious  vision  of  the  fulfillment  of  Thy 
gracious  promises  when  all  our  doubts 
shall  be  dispelled  and  righteousness  and 
truth  shall  be  victorious. 

To  Thy  name  we  ascribe  the  praise. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedingrs  of 
Thursday,  March  12,  1953,  was  read  and" 
approved. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  VELDE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  on  Wednes- 
day next  for  30  minutes,  following  the 
legislative  business  of  the  day  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


AMERICANS  FOR  DEMOCRATIC 
ACTION 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is 
an  old  saw  to  the  eSect  that  some  peo- 
ple achieve  fame  and  others  have  it 
thrust  upon  them.  I  guess  I  am  in  that 
latter  category  because  I  was  joined  with 
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you  Saturday  in  the  column  of  a  gen- 
tleman I  shall  leave  unnamed  but  de- 
nominate as  the  champion  liar  of  the 
United  States.  He  lied  about  me  as  he 
did  about  you.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  mention 
this  only  because  as  time  goes  on,  and  he 
names  me  again,  each  time  he  lies  I  shall 
call  It  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Satiuxlay  was  No.  1.  The  only  thing  I 
really  regret  about  it  Is  he  had  an  idea 
that  I  had  not  thought  of  first.  He  said 
that  I  had  suggested  investigating 
Americans  for  Democratic  Action.  I  have 
done  no  such  thing,  but  it  is  a  very  good 
idea.  That  leftwing  outfit  has  approved 
the  teaching  of  communism  in  our 
schools.  It  has  sponsored  the  idea  that 
teachers  be  allowed  to  belong  to  the 
Communist  Party.  Maybe  we  should 
look  into  the  antecedents  of  that  outfit. 


AMMUNITION  SHORTAGE 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  lady 
In  my  home  coxuity  in  Ohio  a  few  days 
ago  sent  one  of  her  sons  to  see  the  State 
representative,  who  also  lives  in  my  home 
city,  and  she  wanted  the  State  repre- 
sentative to  call  me  by  telephone  to 
deliver  to  me  a  telephone  message  that 
she  had  gotten  from  her  son,  who  was 
then  in  Seoul.  Korea.  She  wanted  me 
to  know  that  her  son  told  her  that  it 
was  true  that  they  had  been  repulsed 
and  driven  back  from  Triangle  Hill,  be- 
cause they  did  not  have  sufficient  guns 
and  ammunition  with  which  to  ade- 
quately carry  on  their  attacks  or  to  de- 
fend themselves  adequately.  Her  son 
had  said  that  quite  a  number  of  his  com- 
panions were  waiting  in  a  long  line  at 
that  time  to  get  to  the  telephone  so  they 
could  call  their  parents  in  the  United 
States  to  tell  them  the  same  story.  Her 
son  said  that  he  had  been  at  the  front 
since  October. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  eloquent  testimony 
as  to  whether  oiu:  boys  on  the  bleak 
fighting  front  have  been  neglected. 
However  much  this  story  of  a  shortage 
of  ammunition  distresses  us,  we  hope  it 
will  never  occur  again. 


AMMUNITION  SUPPLY  IN  KOREA 

Mr.  POFP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POFP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  on 
my  desk  a  letter  whose  contents  are  of 
timely  interest  and  should  be  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress.  It  was 
written  by  an  officer  only  recently  re- 
turned from  the  battlefields  of  Korea. 
With  your  permission,  I  will  quote  a  few 
excerpts: 

The  rea«on  for  my  letter  is  the  current 
InvwUgktion  oT  ammunition  in  BUjrea.    Tbe 


testimony  of  the  generals  makes  sense  to 
me  for  each  is  telUng  Just  what  he  wants 
to  paint  his  picture.  My  experience  was  on 
the  lowest  potislble  level,  so  it  may  be  pre- 
sumptuous of  me  to  even  bother  to  write. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  in  November  of  1952  every 
mortar,  recoilless  rifle,  tank,  and  artillery 
piece  had  an  ammunition  allocation,  and 
expenditures  In  excess  of  the  authorized 
amount  had  to  be  explained  to  higher  head- 
quarters. Thi-  three  forward  observers  un- 
der my  supervision  were  constantly  remind- 
ed of  the  ammunition  restrictions.  Orders 
were  published  that  15  enemy  had  to  be 
spotted  in  a  group  before  the  forward  ob- 
server could  fire  on  them.  All  of  these  re- 
strictions made  for  supply  economy  but  were 
frustrating  to  the  little  men  fighting  the 
W£ir  ( such  a  wiir  as  it  is ) . 

So  Van  Fleet  is  correct  that  there  was  a 
shortage.  Clark  is  right  that  there  Is  never 
enough  for  those  who  want  to  shoot  it,  and 
from  the  Olympian  heights  of  CoU'.ns  It  may 
be  true  that  there  is  plenty  in  the  stock- 
piles. 

Mr.  Speaker,  letters  of  this  nature  are 
approaching  epidemic  frequency.  What 
can  10.000  congressional  investigations 
prove  more  than  these  letters  prove? 
I  say  let  us  have  an  end  to  words  and 
let  us  have  a  httle  action  in  the  Defense 
Department,  and  woe  be  to  the  little  man 
whose  dereliction  of  duty  has  been  re- 
sponsible for  a  single  drop  of  American 
blood. 


FOREIGN  POLICY 


Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there 
were  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  those  in 
charge  of  our  foreign  policy  or  for  that 
matter  of  just  the  ordinary  layman  as 
to  what  the  policy  of  the  new  Soviet 
regime  is  to  be.  that  doubt  should  now 
be  dispelled. 

The  Supreme  Soviet  met  in  Moscow 
yesterday.  The  new  dictator,  Georgi 
Malenkov,  told  his  applauding  hireling 
delegates  from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
that  there  are  no  controversial  issues 
with  tHe  capitalistic  world  that  cannot 
be  settled  peacefully. 

Surely  this  propaganda  has  a  familiar 
ring.  It  was  to  the  tune  of  similar  state- 
ments that  his  predecessor.  Dictator 
Stalin,  committed  many  warlike  ges- 
tures and  aggressions.  We  get  again  the 
picture  of  the  masters  of  the  Kremlin 
holding  the  olive  branches  in  one  hand 
and  pulling  the  strings  of  international 
discord  with  the  other.  Yes,  the  pattern 
is  the  same  with  the  exception  of  new 
faces  in  the  picture.  Peace  propaganda 
is  broadcast  while  at  the  same  time  our 
innocent  planes  are  being  shot  down 
from  the  sicies. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  now  been  some  2 
years  since  American  and  allied  leaders 
were  lulled  into  a  false  sense  of  security 
and  misled  into  giving  up  the  advan- 
tages gained  in  Korea  at  the  expense  of 
so  much  American  blood  by  a  simple  sug- 
gestion of  one  of  the  Kremlin's  hire- 
lings, Malik,  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  a  truce  should  not  be  had  in  Korea. 
At  that  time,  we  took  this  fioor  to  ad- 
monish our  leaders  that  this  was  nothing 


more  than  a  Trojan  horse.  We  regret 
exceedingly  that  this  prophecy  proves  to 
be  correct. 

Surely,  Mr.  Speaker,  our  leadership 
will  not  forever  remain  blind  to  the  real 
purpose  and  design  of  the  Kremlin, 
the  destruction  of  our  economy.  We 
repeat  again  what  we  have  pointed  out 
on  this  floor  and  elsewhere  over  a  period 
of  the  past  7  years: 

Russia  wants  neither  war  nor  peace.  Her 
real  purpose  Is  to  bleed  us  white;  and  through 
the  resultant  chaos  and  confxislon  divide 
and  conquer. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  WINSTEAD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes  on  tomorrow,  following  the  leg- 
islative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

CENTENNIAL  CELEBRATION  OF  UNI- 
VERSITY OP  FLORIDA 

Mr.  MATTHEWS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
first  formal  celebration  of  the  centennial 
year  of  the  University  of  Florida  will  be 
held  March  19-21,  when  Gen.  James  A. 
Van  Fleet,  alumnus,  former  football 
coach,  and  professor  of  military  science 
and  tactics,  will  be  an  honored  guest. 
Many  other  outstanding  figures  will  take 
part  in  the  3-day  educational  program. 

Because  of  its  system  of  student  gov- 
ernment, the  University  of  Florida  has 
made  a  great  impact  on  the  State  and 
Nation,  and  many  of  the  political  lead- 
ers of  the  State  received  their  early 
training  as  student  leaders  on  the 
campus  of  the  university.  Seven  of  the 
10  men  in  the  Florida  congressional 
delegation  are  University  of  Florida 
alumni.  The  Governor  of  Florida,  most 
of  the  members  of  his  cabinet,  and  many 
members  of  the  State  legislature  are 
former  students  of  this  great  institu- 
tion. 

I  feel  that  the  contributions  of  the 
University  of  Florida,  which  is  located 
in  my  district,  the  Eighth  Congressional 
District  of  Florida,  are  of  such  major 
significance  that  it  is  proper  I  call  the 
attention  of  my  colleagues  to  the  cen- 
tennial celebration  of  this  great  insti- 
tution of  higher  learning. 

This  year  is  the  100th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  University  of  Florida. 
On  January  6,  1853,  Gov.  Thomas  Broome 
signed  the  bill  which  created  the  East 
Florida  Seminary— the  first  State-sup- 
ported institution  of  higher  learning — 
from  which  the  College  of  Arts  and 
Sciences  of  the  present  University  of 
Florida  traces  its  origin. 

Public  desire  for  higher  education  in 
Florida  goes  back  to  1824.  2  years  after 
Florida  became  a  Territory.  At  that 
time,  public  land  was  set  aside  for  two 
seminaries,  one  east  of  the  Suwannee 
River,  and  one  west. 
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In  1837,  8  years  before  Florida  became 
a  State,  a  board  of  trustees  was  ap- 
pointed for  the  university  that  was  to  be. 
Not  until  1851  was  an  enabling  act 
pa.ssed  which  va&de  action  possible. 

After  the  eloquent  appeal  for  the  cause 
of  higher  education  made  by  Gilbert 
ICingsbury.  principal  of  a  private  school 
alreadi'  in  existence  in  Ocala.  the  Florida 
Legislature  agreed  to  adopt  his  school  as 
the  East  Florida  Seminary. 

During  the  Civil  War  years,  the  young 
school  struggled,  but  a  reorganization 
moved  it  to  Gainesville  in  1866,  where  it 
functioned  until  1905. 

Meanwhile,  other  State-supported 
schools  of  higher  learning  were  com- 
peting for  scholars  and  funds.  Con- 
sequently, in  1905,  the  Buckman  Act 
called  for  a  consolidation  of  these 
schools  into  the  University  of  Florida  for 
boys  at  Gainesville;  the  Florida  Female 
College — later  Florida  State  University — 
and  the  Florida  Agricultural  and 
Mechanical  College  for  Negroes,  both  in 
Tallahassee. 

Supervision  was  placed  with  the  board 
of  control,  representing  the  seven  geo- 
graphical regions  of  the  State.  Schools, 
incorporated  into  the  University  of 
Florida,  were  located  in  St.  Petersburg, 
Bartow,  Gainesville,  and  Lake  City. 
Buildings  were  also  (rected  at  Eau  Gal- 
lie,  but  the  proposed  school  there  never 
functioned. 

In  1935.  the  University  of  Florida  pio- 
neered in  the  field  of  higher  education  by 
establishing  the  University  College  cur- 
riculum for  the  first  2  years.  This  is  a 
general  liberal  arts  course  which  is  re- 
quired before  a  student  may  enter  a 
specialized  professional  course. 

In  1947,  the  University  of  Florida  be- 
came coeducational,  and  a  $20,000,000 
building  program  was  launched. 

Today,  in  the  centennial  year  of  1953, 
the  University  of  Florida  has  an  1,800- 
acre  campus,  a  plant  valued  at  $35 'A 
million,  a  faculty  of  over  1,300,  a  student 
body  of  over  9.000,  and  consists  of  10 
colleges  and  4  divisions. 


COMMITTEE  ON  UN-AMERICAN 

AcnvrriEs 

Mr.  MOULDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mis.'^ouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MOULDER.  Mr.  Speaker. l)ecause 
of  recent  publications  and  statements 
criticizing,  misconstruing,  and  exagger- 
ating the  meaning  of  personal  expres- 
sion of  opinion  in  answer  to  hsrpothetical 
questions  propounded  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties. I  take  this  time  and  opportunity  to 
say,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities,  that  the  com- 
mittee has  never  given  any  considera- 
tion to  investigation  of  communism  in 
the  churches  or  the  clergy  of  America. 
The  subject  has  never  been  considered 
c  r  mentioned  in  any  respect  by  the  com- 
mittee. In  fact  the  clergy  and  churches 
of  our  country  have  been  and  are  the 
most  powerful  and  effective  force  in  our 
figh.  against  the  godless  slavery  of  com- 


munism. The  Kremlin  leaders  despise 
religion,  but  American  church  leaders 
know,  or  should  know,  that  the  Com- 
munists are  not  indifferent  to  the  possi- 
bilities of  exploiting  the  Soviet-sponsored 
Russian  Orthodox  Church  of  America, 
which  is  controlled  by  the  Kremlin 
through  the  Moscow  archbishop. 

The  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities has  and  will  continue  to  expose 
communism.  It  has  an  excellent  record 
of  public  service  in  exposing  and  warn- 
ing, the  American  people  of  the  evils  of 
conmaunism,  and  we  must  not  permit 
baseless  propaganda  to  injure  the  work 
of  the  committee. 

I  am  confident  that  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  will  proceed  in 
its  important  work  of  combatting  the 
menace  of  communism  and  Communist 
propaganda  and  infiltration  with  the 
highest  regard  and  respect  for  academic 
freedom  and  the  state  of  due  process 
and  protection  of  the  law  of  our  land,  and 
without  injury  to  basic  safeguards  of  our 
cherished  freedom  in  America. 


WEST  VIRGINIA  BITUMINOUS  COAL 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  district 
which  I  represent  in  the  Congress  is  lo- 
cated in  the  heart  of  the  bituminous  coal' 
fields  of  southern  West  Virginia.  The 
Mountain  State  produces  more  bitumi- 
nous coal  than  any  other  State  in  the 
Union,  and  the  second  and  third  largest 
coal  producing  counties  are  a  part  of  my 
congressional  district. 

During  the  past  several  years  the 
economy  of  that  section  of  West  Virginia 
has  been  a  healthy  economy,  founded  as 
it  is  upon  a  healthy  and  prosperous  coal 
industry.  At  the  present  time  the  coal 
industry  is  a  sick  industry  and  the  result- 
ing effect  upon  the  economy  of  my  State 
is  being  severely  felt.  Reports  show 
that  14,100  fewer  men  were  employed  at 
the  mines  in  December  1952  than  in  De- 
cember 1951. 

My  own  Beckley  area  has  been  experi- 
encing an  emplosnnent  decline  since  1950. 
the  lack  of  coal  markets  bringing  about 
a  closing  of  numerous  small  mines  and 
also  retarding  the  opening  of  new  opera- 
tions. There  were  about  1,350.  or  12 
percent,  fewer  coal  miners  employed  in 
this  area  in  January  1953  than  in  the 
same  month  in  1952.  Seven  operations 
have  shut  down  completely  and  under- 
employment has  become  fairly  prevalent, 
a  three-day  week  being  relatively  com- 
mon and  with  some  mines  operating  one 
day  per  week. 

The  decline  in  the  coal  industry  has 
affected  other  industries,  and  of  a  total 
labor  force  of  25,500  in  the  Beckley  area. 
a  total  of  2,800,  or  over  ten  percent,  were 
unemployed  in  January.  Practically  all 
of  the  imemployed  are  men.  many  of 
whom  are  over  forty-five  years  of  age, 
with  none  other  than  mining  experience, 
a  fact  which  in  many  instances  precludes 


them  from  flndingr  employment   else- 
where. 

This  situation  exists  because  coal 
mines  are  being  closed  down  for  lack  of 
markets  due  to  the  excessive  importa- 
tion of  fuel  oiL  That  the  importation  is 
excessive  and  serious  can  be  seen  from  a 
look  at  the  recorded  figures.  In  1946, 
44,647,000  barrels  of  residual  oil  were 
imported  from  foreign  sources,  but  in 
1952  there  were  126.964,000  barrels  im- 
ported, or  an  increase  of  almost  300  per- 
cent. Inasmuch  as  a  >ton  of  coal  is 
equivalent  in  energy  value  to  4.167  barrels 
of  residual  oil  the  1952  importation  rep- 
resents the  equivalent  loss  of  some  31 
milMon  tons  of  coal. 

Cmnulatively,  the  volume  of  fuel  oil 
imported  amounts  to  592,300,000  barrels 
through  the  seven  years  since  1946.  Ex- 
pressing this  same  amount  of  oil  in 
equivalent  tons  of  bituminous  coal,  we 
arrive  at  the  stupendous  figure  of  142,- 
163,000  tons  of  coal  which  have  remained 
unmined  or  unutilized.  Since  the  price 
of  coal  has  varied  from  $3.44  in  1946  to 
$4.95  m  1952,  the  cumulative  total  of  rev- 
enue loss  in  the  seven  years  amounts  to 
$€71,057,C00;  and  predicated  on  the  fact 
that  the  median  nimiber  of  tons  mined 
per  day  per  man  averaged  6.3  to  7.2 
tons  during  the  period,  one  can  say  that 
the  aggregate  loss  of  man-dasrs  for  the 
seven  years  amounts  to  21,086.000  days. 
The  average  hourly  earnings  of  the  bitu- 
minous coal  miner  since  1946  have  fiuctu- 
ated  from  $1.40  to  $2.25.  The  aggregate 
loss  of  wages  which  could  have  been 
earned  by  coal  miners  for  coal  displaced 
by  foreign  oil  amounts  to  a  cumulative 
total  of  $335,992,000  since  1946. 

Not  only  is  the  coal  industry  hard  hit 
by  the  dumping  of  residual  oil  in  this 
coiuitry,  but  the  railroads  are  likewise 
being  made  to  suffer.  Railroads  trans- 
port approximately  83  percent  of  all  coal 
produced,  so  that  the  railroads  did  not 
carry  25,289,000  tons  of  coal  not  pro- 
duced due  to  displacement  by  oil.  Since 
1946  this  Loss  has  amounted  to  119,217,- 
000  tons.  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  has  estimated  that  the  av- 
erage railroad  freight  rate  per  ton  dur- 
ing the  first  nine  months  of  1952  was 
$3.40.  By  mathematical  calculation  the 
revenue  loss  suffered  by  the  railroads 
during  1952  amounted  to  $85,983,000. 
The  cumulative  total  since  1946  is 
$358,346,000. 

Since  from  figures  generally  accept- 
able to  the  ICC,  labor  receives  about  48.2 
cents  out  of  each  railroad-revenue  dol- 
lar, another  simple  mathematical  cal- 
culation reveals  that  railroad  labor  took 
approximately  $41 V^  million  of  the  total 
transportation  loss  resulting  from  im- 
ported residual's  displacement  of  coal. 

Not  only  does  the  deluge  of  residual  oil 
weaken  the  coal  industry,  rob  the  miners 
and  the  mine  owners,  railroads  and  rail- 
road workers,  oil  industry  owners  and 
oil  workers,  of  profits  and  jobs  and 
wages,  but  it  also  imdermines  our  Na- 
tion's self-sufficiency. 

The  United  States  production  of  resid- 
ual fuel  oil  hM  been  held  relatively  con- 
stant over  the  postwar  years,  with  the 
1951-52  figures  being  only  2  and  5  per- 
cen*,  over  the  194fr-48  averages.  On  the 
other  hand,  world  oil  production  and 
refinery  operations  outside  the  United 
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states  have  ^own  rapidly  in  the  last 
decade.  Foreign  refineries  produce  a 
substantially  higher  proportion  of  re- 
sidiial  oil  than  do  the  United  States 
refineries,  partly  because  of  the  refinery 
processes  used  and  partly  because  of  the 
gravity  of  the  crudes  used.  Cheap  for- 
eign residual  entering  the  American 
ports  in  quantity  results  in  depressed 
prices  for  residual  oil  domestically  pro- 
duced and  depressed  prices  for  coal  from 
eastern  fields  which  must  meet  the  com- 
petition of  foreign  residual  or  get  out 
of  the  market  altogether. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  time  has  come  when 
we,  the  Memliers  of  the  Congress,  must 
pursue  not  a  policy  that  is  detrimental 
to  the  economy  of  this  Nation  and  which 
impairs  its  strength  while  enriching 
other  nations,  but  a  policy  that  will 
strengthen  oui-  beloved  country  by  as- 
suring development  of  ics  own  cil  and 
coal — the  basic  energy  sources  on  which 
we  must  pin  our  hope  if  war  comes. 
And  who  is  there  to  say  that  the  hour 
Is  not  already  near  at  hand? 

In  these  perilous  days,  there  can  be 
no  choice.  It  is  time  to  act.  Twenty-one 
bills,  including  my  own.  have  been  in- 
troduced in  this  body  which  would  limit 
the  permissible  importation  of  foreign 
residual  fuel  oil  in  any  calendar  quarter 
to  five  percent  of  the  total  domestic  de- 
mand for  the  corresponding  quarter  of 
the  previous  year. 

I  hope  that  the  Congress  will  act 
quickly  to  stop  the  flood  of  cheap  re- 
sidual which  is  creating  havoc  within  our 
midst. 


TAX  RELIEF 


Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  past  few  weeks  Uterally  mil- 
lions of  income-tax  returns  have  been 
filed  by  persons  who  while  they  are  not 
liable  for  any  tax  payments  have  been 
forced  to  spend  $4  or  $5  to  have  their 
returns  prepared. 

While  the  battling  forces  of  this  Re- 
publican administration  are  accomplish- 
ing nothing  in  the  way  of  tax  relief  and 
because  of  this  lack  of  agreement  are 
actually  contributing  to  the  possible  loss 
of  a  substantial  source  of  income, 
namely,  the  excess-profits  tax,  which  will 
expire  without  giving  any  relief  to  those 
who  need  it  most,  I  want  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  leadership  to  a  relief 
which  can  be  extended  to  millions  of 
persons  in  the  lower  income  brackets 
without  any  loss  of  revenue  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  by  giving  attention  to 
a  proposed  change  which  would  elimi- 
nate the  filing  of  returns  by  those  whose 
income  is  not  sufQcient  to  require  a  pay- 
ment. 

Also,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  administra- 
tion is  actually  interested  in  giving  re- 
lief to  those  who  are  in  the  greatest 
need  I  respectfully  call  your  attention  to 
the  advisability  of  increasing  the  exemp- 
tion rather  than  reducing  the  percent- 
age of  tax. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  BUSBEY  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  35  min- 
utes today,  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Halleck)  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  10  min- 
utes today,  following  the  other  special 
orders. 


SOCIAL  SECURITY 


GREAT  LAKES  STORM  DAMAGE 
DEDUCTION  ON  INCOME-TAX  RE- 
TURNS 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, It  has  been  brought  to  my  attention 
that  on  FYiday  last  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  handed  down  a  rul- 
ing which  affects  not  only  the  people  of 
my  district  but  the  citizens  of  all  Great 
Lakes  States. 

Under  this  ruling,  which  comes  under 
section  23  (e)  (3)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code,  as  limited  by  section  24  (a), 
the  Bureau  has  taken  the  position  that 
damage  which  Is  done  to  property  by 
storm  or  some  other  sudden  event  of 
nature  may  be  deducted  from  gross  in- 
come when  computing  net  income  for 
tax  purposes;  while  damage  which  is 
done  to  the  same  property  by  erosion  or 
inundation  cannot  be  so  deducted. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  ruling, 
Mr.  Speaker,  a  man  whose  house  is  along 
the  lake  and  whose  basement  is  flooded 
or  whose  walls  are  broached  by  the  high 
water  of  a  storm,  may  deduct  the  cost 
of  repairing  that  damage  from  his  in- 
come, but  the  same  man  whose  founda- 
tions are  shaken  because  the  bank  is 
washed  away  by  exceptionally  high 
waters  is  not  permitted  to  deduct  the 
cost  of  repairs  made  to  his  house  because 
of  this  exceptionally  high  water.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  if  he  moves  his  house  or 
repairs  a  seawall  to  prevent  the  damage 
because  of  this  erosion,  he  is  deemed  to 
be  improving  his  property  instead  of  sav- 
ing it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  usual  the  legal  reason- 
ing behind  the  interpretation  of  the  stat- 
ute would  appear  logical  and  clear  on  the 
basis  of  precedent,  and  the  Bureau  is 
undoubtedly  on  firm  legal  ground,  but 
this  is  not  just  a  question  of  clear  legal 
interpretation — it  is  also  a  question  of 
right  and  justice.  It  is  my  hope  that  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  will  In- 
stitute such  legislation  as  is  necessary 
to  correct  this  interpretation  of  the  law 
which  brings  about  such  Inequity.  There 
has  been  property  damages  in  excess  of 
$60  millions  In  the  Great  Lakes  Basin 
area  during  the  years  1947  to  1952  be- 
cause of  the  abnormally  high-water  level 
of  the  Great  Lakes.  Those  whose  prop- 
erty has  been  damaged  by  this  abnor- 
mally high  water  should  receive  equal 
treatment  with  those  whose  property  has 
been  damaged  by  the  abnormally  high 
water  of  a  storm. 


Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  statistics 
show  that  there  is  more  need  by  more 
people  for  social-security  coverage  today 
than  there  was  18  years  ago  when  the 
system  was  started. 

The  number  of  people  who  are  65  and 
over  quadrupled  between  1900  and  1950. 
If  the  present  trend  continues.  325.000 
more  people  will  live  beyond  the  age  of 
65  this  year  than  did  in  1952. 

Today  we  have  about  13.000,000  people 
In  the  United  States  who  have  passed  the 
age  of  65.  This  Is  almost  6.000.000  more 
than  there  were  when  the  social-security 
system  was  started  in  1935. 

The  proportion  of  people  older  than 
65  in  the  overall  population  Is  increasing, 
too.  In  1900.  for  example,  those  over 
65  represented  only  4  percent  of  the  total 
population.  Today  they  represent  8  per- 
cent and.  In  another  20  years  or  so,  it  is 
estimated  they  will  represent  about  20 
percent. 

Facts  show  that  relatively  few  older 
people  are  working  today.  In  1900  about 
60  percent  of  those  over  65  worked.  To- 
day only  40  percent  of  that  group  work. 

It  seems  obvious  that  it  would  be  for 
the  good  of  the  country  to  broaden  social 
security  now  so  that  practically  all  the 
gainfully  employed  can  receive  protec- 
tion under  some  type  of  retirement  sys- 
tem. In  chis  way  people  will  have  the 
basic  protection  of  social  security  upon 
which  they  can  build  additional  protec- 
tion through  their  own  private  arrange- 
ments. 


COMMITTEE   ON   GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  may  have 
until  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  report 
on  House  Joint  Resolution  223. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INCOME  TAXES 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  Federal  Individual  income  tax  is 
now  so  high  that  it  complicates  business, 
stifles  the  development  of  new  industries 
and  the  expansion  of  pay  rolls. 

The  present  Individual  Income  tax  Is 
diminishing  drastically  the  purchasing 
power  of  every  United  States  community. 

These  oppressive  taxes  should  be  re- 
duced and  the  Government  should  pro- 
tect the  people  in  the  possession  of  the 
money  they  have  earned  by  the  sweat  of 
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their  brow,  instead  of  robbing  them  of 
their  earnings  through  exorbitant  tax- 
ation. 

H.  R.  1.  a  bill  to  reduce  taxes.  Is  to  re- 
lieve the  people  of  some  of  the  crushing 
tax  load  now  depriving  them  of  the  lib- 
erty to  spend  their  own  income.  The 
following  editorial  is  in  point: 

People  only  have  bo  much  money  to  spend, 
find  If  things  coat  more,  they  buy  leaa  of 
them. 

And  when  people  buy  lees  things,  leu 
things  are  made.  And  when  1«b*  thUigi  are 
made,  lew  labor  U  employed.  So  when 
taxes  are  high,  not  only  does  the  consumer 
bear  the  burden,  but  labor  shares  the  bur- 
den. Similarly  when  taxes  are  high,  less 
manufactured  goods  are  bought  and  made 
and  less  raw  material  is  used  and  sold. 

The  evil  of  high  taxation  falls  bllghtlngly 
on  the  farmer  and  on  the  miner,  and  aU 
producers  of  raw  materials.  It  falls  devas- 
tatlngly  on  the  consimier  because  of  high 
prices  and  his  consequent  loss  of  purchasing 
power  or  diminution  of  return  for  his  money. 
It  falls  ruinously  upon  labor,  because  the 
fewer  goods  are  sold  the  fewer  goods  are 
manufactured,  and  the  leas  labor  Is  em- 
ployed. It  falls  destructively  upon  our 
fcjrclgn  trade,  because  high  prices  make  com- 
petition In  foreign  markets  impoeslble.  It 
even  ojaens  up  competition  to  foreign  n*- 
tlons  in  our  domestic  markeU:  because  when 
high  taxation  sufficiently  raises  the  cost  of 
our  home  products  It  makes  it  possible  for 
foreign  manufacturers  to  pay  our  tariff  and 
BtlU  compete  favorably  In  our  home  mar- 
kets. 

The  Republican  Party  promised  tax 
reduction  to  gain  power.  Based  on  tWs 
promise  the  voters  elected  a  Republican 
administration  for  the  first  time  hi  20 
years.  When  the  Congressmen  return 
home  for  their  Easter  vacation  they  will 
be  called  upon  by  their  constituents  to 
explain  why  they  have  failed  to  reduce 
taxes  as  promised.  What  will  your  an- 
swer be?  What  will  your  answer  be  when 
the  1954  congressional  election  rolls 
around? 

You  will  not  need  to  answer  if  the  Re- 
publican Party  keeps  faith  with  the 
voters  by  passing  H.  R.  1  to  give  11- 
percent  reduction  to  30  million  with- 
holding taxpayers  on  July  1.  1953. 

If  H.  R.  1  is  not  passed  by  the  House. 
then  the  indignant  voters  of  the  country 
will  say,  "We  shall  send  a  man  or  a 
woman  to  represent  us  in  Congress  who 
believes  with  us  that  excessive  taxation 
creates  and  constitutes  deflation — the 
worst  kind  of  deflation.  Taxation  takes 
money  out  of  general  circulation,  and 
gives  It  to  the  Government.  Taxation 
provides  the  Government  with  money  to 
buy  gold  to  store  in  the  groimd  in  a  vir- 
tual financial  concentration  camp.  Tax- 
ation gives  the  Government  the  people's 
money  to  support  parasitic  politicians. 
Representatives  who  violate  their  elec- 
tion pledges  to  reduce  taxes." 

Taxation  taxes  money  out  of  produc- 
tive labor-employing  enterprise  and 
Rives  It  to  nonproductive  bureaucrats. 
Taxation  takes  the  money  the  people 
would  spend  at  stores  and  gives  it  to  idle 
jobholders. 

If  the  people  have  less  money,  they 
will  buy  less  goods ;  and  if  they  buy  less, 
they  will  have  less  comfort  and  con- 
venience and  they  will  give  less  em- 
ployment. 


Taxation  in  a  word  means  depression, 
and  it  also  means  oppression,  and  exces- 
sive taxation  means  destruction.  Let 
the  people  keep  the  money  they  earn. 
Let  them  be  able  to  buy  what  they  want 
and  need.  Let  their  purchases  stimu- 
late production  and  employment.  Men 
at  work  make  production  and  prosper- 
ity— not  men  on  a  dole.  If  spending  is  a 
stimulus  to  prosperity,  let  the  people 
spend  their  own  money  on  themselves, 
and  on  their  fellow  workers  and  not  on 
an  ever -increasing  horde  of  idle,  useless 
politicians. 

The  time  for  the  Republican  Party  to 
match  its  promises  with  performance  is 
now,  not  when  it  is  too  late  to  give  the 
tax  relief  to  30  million  withholding  tax- 
payers on  July  1  of  this  year.  These  are 
the  persons  who  are  hoping  and  praying 
for  the  11 -percent  increase  in  their  take- 
home  pay.      1 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND 
INSXnJ^  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. I  call  up  House  Resolution 
117  and  ask  for  its  iromediate  consid- 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  the  inves- 
tigations to  be  made  pursuant  to  House  Res- 
olution 109,  by  the  CommlttM  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  (now  comprised  of  the 
six  former  Committees  on  Insular  Affairs, 
Territories,  Public  Lands,  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation,  Mines  and  Mining,  and  Indian 
Affairs),  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcom- 
mittee, not  to  exceed  $60,000,  including  ex- 
penditures for  the  employment  of  steno- 
graphic and  other  assistants,  shall  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House 
on  vouchers  authorised  by  such  committee, 
signed  by  the  chairman  of  such  committee, 
and  approved  by  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  1  after  the  word  "That,"  insert 
"effective  January  3.  1953." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  ^^^^^_^ 

COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND 

FOREIGN     COMMERCE     INVESTI- 

QATIONS 

Mr.  LxCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  House  Resolution 
128.  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid- 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  effective  from  January  3. 
1953.  the  expenses  of  the  Investigations  and 
studies  conducted  pursuant  to  House  Reso- 
lution 127,  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  acting  as  a  whole 
or  by  subcommittee,  not  to  exceed  $60,000. 
including  expendlttires  for  employment  of 
investigators,  attorneys,  and  clerical,  steno- 
graphic, and  other  assistants,  shaU  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  on 
vouchers  authorised  by  such  committee  or 
Bubconmilttee,  signed  by  the  chalnnan  of 
such  committee  or  subcommittee,  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 


With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1.  line  8,  after  "committee",  strike 
out  "or  subcommittee." 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  "committee",  strike 
out  "or  subconunittee." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  VETERANS'  AF- 
FAIRS —  STUDIES  AND  INSPEC- 
TIONS 

Mr.  LbCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration,  I  call  up  House  Resolu- 
tion 168  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  "Hiat  effective  March  5,  1953,  the 
expenses  of  conducting  the  study  and  in- 
spection authorized  by  House  Resolution  34 
of  the  83d  Congress  Incurred  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole 
or  by  subcommittee,  not  to  exceed  $50,000. 
including  expenditures  for  the  employment 
of  experts,  and  clerical,  stenographic,  and 
other  assistants,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers 
authorized  by  such  committee,  signed  by 
the  chairman  thereof  and  approved  by  the 
Conunlttee  on  House  Administration. 

Sec.  a.  The  official  stenographers  to  com- 
mittees may  be  used  at  all  hearings  held  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  unless  otherwise 
officially  engaged. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEABSai.  This  is  Consent  Cal- 
endar day.  The  Clerk  will  call  the  first 
bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 


ADDITION    TO    CASTILLO    DE    SAN 
MARCOS  NATIONAL  MONUMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1530) 
to  supplement  the  act  of  June  29.  1936 
(49  Stat.  2020),  relating  to  the  Castillo 
de  San  Marcos  National  Monument  in 
the  State  of  Florida. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  it  is  my  understand- 
ing that  some  of  the  local  people  are 
trying  to  resolve  some  dilBculties  that 
will  make  this  bill  completely  acceptable 
to  all  parties  in  the  area  fUTected.  I  un- 
derstand that  this  compromise  arrange- 
ment is  to  be  worked  out  in  the  very 
near  future,  but  they  have  requested,  in 
the  meantime,  that  no  action  be  taken 
on  the  legislation.  I,  therefore,  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
Ijassed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROVIDE   FOR   ADDITION   OF   CER- 
TAIN  GOVERNMENT  LANDS 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1532) 
to  provide  for  the  addition  of  certain 
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Government  lands  to  the  Cape  Hatteras 
National  Seashore  Recreational  Area 
project,  and  lor  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby 
tranaXerred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
without  reimbursement  or  transfer  of  funds, 
administrative  Jurisdiction  over  an  area  of 
»Mjproxlm»teiy  ai^So  a«res  of  federally  owned 
land,  formerly  designated  as  the  Naval 
AmphlblouB  Training  Station,  together  with 
any  Improvements  thereon  which  may  exist 
at  the  time  of  the  transfer,  situated  on 
Ocracoke  Island  within  the  village  of  Ocra- 
coke.  County  of  Hyde,  in  the  State  of  North 
Carolina.  The  property  so  transferred  shall 
be  administered  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  and  shall  become  a  part  of  the  Cape 
Hatto-as  National  Seashore  Recreational 
Area,  when  established. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


BUREAU    OP    PRISONS    EMPLOYEES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  395) 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  Court  of  Claims  with  respect  to 
claims  against  the  United  States  of  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons, 
Department  of  Justice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  Ught  of 
the  fact  that  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  the  General  Accounting  Office  are 
not  inclined  to  recommend  enactment 
of  this  legislation,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without 
prejiidice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PACIUTATINa  THE  MANAGEMENT 
OP  THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SYS- 
TEM 

The  Clerk  caDed  the  bill  (H.  R.  1524  > 
to  facilitate  the  management  of  the  na- 
tional park  system  and  miscellaneous 
areas  administered  in  connection  with 
that  system,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Bs  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  order  to 
facilitate  the  administration  of  the  national 
park  system  and  miscellaneous  areaa  ad- 
ministered in  connection  therewith,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  author- 
i25ed.  notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  law.  to  carry  out  the  following  activities, 
and  he  may  use  applicable  appropriations 
for  the  aforesaid  system  and  miscellaneous 
areas  for  the  following  purposes: 

1.  Rendering  of  emergency  rescue.  Are 
fighting,  and  cooperaUve  assistance  to  near- 
by law  enforcement  and  fire  prevention 
agsncies  and  for  related  purposes  outside  of 
tne  aforesaid  areas. 

2.  The  erection  and  maintenance  of  fire 
protection  facilities,  water  lines,  telephone 
lines,  electric  lines,  and  other  utilities  ad- 
jacent to  areas  administered  by  the  National 
Park  Service,  where  necessary,  In  the  ad- 
ministration of  such  areas. 

3.  Transportation  to  and  from  work,  out- 
side of  ttBg0e  working  hours,  of  employees 
of  CarlABI  ChiMrna  National  Park,  residing 


In  or  near  the  city  of  Carlsbad,  N.  Mex.,  such 

transportation  to  be  between  the  park  and 
the  city,  or  Intervening  points,  at  reason- 
able rates  to  be  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  taking  Into  considera- 
tion, among  other  factors,  comparable  rates 
charged  by  transportatioil  companies  in  the 
locality  for  similar  services,  the  amounts  col- 
lected for  such  transportation  to  be  credited 
to  the  appropriation  current  at  the  time 
payment  is  received. 

4.  Furnishing,  on  a  reimbursement  of  ap- 
prcprlp.tlon  basis,  all  types  of  utility  serv- 
ices to  concessioners,  contractors,  permit- 
tees, or  other  users  of  such  services,  when- 
ever necessary  to  in.sure  adequate  and  un- 
interrupted service  to  the  pubUc:  Provided, 
That  reimbursements  for  cost  of  such  utility 
services  may  be  credited  to  the  appropria- 
tion current  at  the  time  reimbursements  are 
received. 

5.  Contracting,  under  saich  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  said  Secretary  considers 
to  be  in  the  Interest  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, for  the  sale,  opera*  ion.  maintenance, 
repair,  or  relocation  of  Government-owned 
electric  and  telephone  lines  and  other  utility 
facilities  used  for  the  administration  and 
protection  of  the  national  park  system  and 
miscellaneous  areas,  regardless  of  whether 
such  lines  and  facilities  are  located  within 
or  outside  said  system  and  areas. 

6.  Acquiring  stich  rights-of-way  as  may 
be  necessary  to  construct,  improve,  and 
maintain  roads  within  the  authorized 
boundaries  of  any  area  of  the  said  national 
park  system  and  miscellaneous  areas,  and 
the  acquisition  also  of  land  and  interests 
In  land  adjacent  to  such  rights-of-way,  when 
deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary,  to  pro- 
vide adequate  protection  of  natural  featvu-cs 
or  to  avoid  traffic  and  other  hazi\rds  result- 
ing from  private  road  access  c mnection.s, 
or  when  the  acquisition  of  adjacent  residual 
tracts,  which  otherwise  would  remain  after 
acquiring  such  rights-of-way,  would  be  lix 
the  public  interest. 

7.  The  operation,  repair,  maintenance,  and 
replacement  of  motor  and  other  equipment 
on  a  reimbursable  bivsis  when  such  equip- 
ment is  used  on  P^ederal  projects  of  the  said 
national  park  system  and  mlscellane<jus 
areas,  charseable  to  other  appropriations, 
or  on  work  of  other  Federal  at;encles,  when 
requested  by  such  agencies.  Reimbursement 
shall  be  made  from  appropriations  applicable 
to  the  work  on  which  the  equipment  is  used 
at  rental  rates  established  by  the  Secretary, 
based  on  actual  or  estimated  cost  of  opera- 
tion, repair,  maintenance,  depreciation,  and 
equipment  management  control,  and  cred- 
ited to  appropriations  currently  available 
at  the  time  adjustment  Is  effected,  and  the 
Secretary  may  also  rent  equipment  for  fire- 
control  purposes  to  State,  county,  private,  or 
other  non-Federal  agencies  that  cooperate 
with  the  Secretary  la  the  admlnistraUon 
of  the  said  national  park  system  and  other 
areas  in  Are  control,  such  rental  to  be  under 
the  terms  of  written  cooperative  agreements, 
the  amount  collected  for  such  rentals  to  be 
credited  to  appropriations  currently  avail- 
able at   the  time  payment  is  received. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  The  term  "national  park  sys- 
tem" means  all  federally  owned  or  con- 
trolled lands  which  are  administered  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535),  as 
amended,  and  which  are  grouped  into  the 
following  deecrlptlve  categories:  (l)  Na- 
tional parka.  (2)  national  monuments.  (3) 
natural  historical  parks.  (4)  national  memo- 
rials, (S)  national  parkways,  and  (6)  na- 
tional capital  parks. 

(b)  The  term  "miscellaneous  areas"  In- 
cliides  lands  under  the  admlrUstrative  Jurls- 
dlctiun  of  another  Federal  agency,  or  lands 
In  private  ownership,  and  over  which  the 
NaUonal  Park  Service,  under   the  direction 


of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  pursuant 
to  cooperative  agreement,  exercises  super- 
vision for  recreational,  historical,  and  other 
related  purposes,  and  also  any  lands  under 
the  care  and  custody  of  the  National  Park 
Service  other  than  ttxiae  heretofore  described 
in  this  setrtlon. 

Sbc  3.  Hereafter  appUcable  appropriations 
of  the  National  Park  Service  shaU  be  avail- 
able for  the  objects  and  purposes  specified 
in  the  act  of  August  7,  1946  (60  Stat.  885). 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Pnge  2.  line  7.  strike  all  of  subsection  3 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof: 

"S.  The  erection  and  maintenance  of  fire 
protection  facilities,  water  lines,  telephone 
lines,  electric  lines,  and  other  utility  facili- 
ties adjac-nt  to  any  area  «dBalnlstercd  by  the 
National  Park  Service.  Where  necessary,  to 
provide  service  in  such  area." 

Page  S.  line  1.  strike  the  period.  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  a  ctjlon,  and  add  "Prorrded,  That 
If  adequate  transportation  facilities  are 
available,  or  shall  be  available  by  any  com- 
mon carrier,  at  re«ponable  rates,  then  and  in 
that  event  the  facilities  contemplated  by  this 
pnrnu:raph  shall  not  be  offered." 

Pa-e  3.  line  5.  strtke  all  of  subsection  4 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"4.  FurnlFhlne.  on  a  reimbursement  of  ap- 
prrprlatlnn  basis,  all  types  of  utility  services 
to  cuncesjloners,  contractors,  permittees,  or 
other  u«=ers  of  such  services,  within  the  areas 
admtnlstereil  by  the  National  Park  Service: 
Providrd.  That  reimbursements  for  cost  of 
such  utility  services  may  be  credited  to  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  relmburse- 
nicnt.'.  are  received. 

"5.  Furnishing,  on  a  reimbursement  of  ap- 
pr(jj)riatlon  basi.s.  supplies,  and  the  rental 
of  equipment  to  persons  and  agencies  that 
In  cooperation  with,  and  .'ubject  to  the  ap- 
proval of.  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  ren- 
der services  or  perform  functions  that  fa- 
cilitate or  supplement  the  activities  of  the 
Depuxtment  of  the  Interior  in  the  atlminUtra- 
tlun  of  the  nation;U  park  system  and  mis- 
cellaneous areas;  Provided,  That  reimburse- 
ments hereunder  mny  be  credited  to  the  ap- 
propriation current  at  the  time  reimburse- 
ments are  received." 

Paije  4.  line  4,  strike  the  figure  "5"  and 
insert  the  figure  "6." 

Pai,'e  4,  line  12.  sLrUte  the  figure  "6"  and 
Insert  the  fljure  "7." 

Page  4,  line  22.  chanjje  the  period  to  a  colon 
and  add  •Prov-idrd.  That  no  land  or  Interest 
in  land  may  be  acquired  without  the  consent 
of  the  local  taxing  body  by  adoption  of  ap- 
propriate resolution." 

Pige  5.  line  1.  strike  the  figure  "7"  and  In- 
sert the  figure  "B." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  W£is  read  the  third 
time,  and  pa--^sed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider wa.s  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  D-EWART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.'^k 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DEW  ART.  Mr.  Speaker,  occa- 
sionally the  National  Park  Service  finds 
it  necessary  to  construct  and  maintain 
utility  lines  and  facilities  in  areas  out- 
side of,  but  adjacent  to,  areas  under  its 
administration  in  order  to  provide  utility 
service  within  the  park  area  and  to  avail 
itself  of  opportunities  to  effect  econo- 
mies in  cost  of  construction  and  main- 
tenance.   The  committee  has  amended 
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subsection  2  to  make  It  clear  that  this 
authority  may  be  exercised  when  neces- 
fiary  to  facilitate  the  furnishing  of  serv- 
ice only  in  the  areas  under  the  admin- 
i.stration  of  the  National  Park  Service. 
This  subsection  does  not  authorize  the 
furnishing  of  any  utility  service  to  users 
outside  the  boundaries  of  any  area  ad- 
ministered by  the  National  Park  Service. 
Subsection  4  is  required  by  the  Na- 
tional Park  Service  to  simplify  account- 
ins  procedures  concerning  the  sale  of 
t'.s:>ential  utility  services.  It  would  au- 
thorize the  application  of  receipts  de- 
rived from  the  sale  of  utility  services  to 
reimburse  appropriations.  In  some  in- 
stances, in  the  case  of  emergencies,  re- 
ceipts are  authorized  to  be  used  to  re- 
imburse appropriations,  pursuant  to  au- 
thority contained  in  section  4  of  the  act 
approved  May  26.  1930 — Forty-sixth 
.statutes,  page  382,  Sixteenth  United 
States  Code,  1948  edition,  section  17c. 
Basic  statutory  authority  Is  required  in 
order  to  continue  arrangements  pres- 
ently in  force  and  to  provide  legal  au- 
thority for  future  similar  agreements. 
No  additional  costs  will  result  from  this 
authority.  The  committee  has  amended 
.sub.section  4  to  make  clear  that  it  is  not 
intended  by  this  subsection  to  authorize 
the  National  Park  Service  to  provide  util- 
ity .services  to  users  outside  the  bound- 
aries of  areas  administered  by  the  Na- 
tional Park  Service. 


AMENDMENT    OP    MILITARY    PER- 
SONNEL CLAIMS  ACT  OF  1945 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2561) 
to  further  amend  the  act  of  May  29. 
1945.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
.settlement  of  claims  of  military  person- 
nel and  civilian  employees  of  the  War 
D.  partment  or  of  the  Army  for  damage 
to  or  loss,  destruction,  capture,  or  aban- 
donment of  personal  property,  occurring 
incident  to  their  service"  by  extending 
t!.p  time  for  filing  certain  claims  there- 
under. 

1  he  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  pre.sent  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I  correctly  un- 
cirrstand  that  we  would  be  paying  claims 
for  all  of  those  connected  with  the  mili- 
tary who  have  property  in  Europe  if  the 
Ru.ssians  were  to  move  and  overrun 
Wrstorn  E^urope?  Would  we  be  paying 
tlie  claims  for  all  the  personal  property 
that  has  been  moved  over  there  by  40,000 
or  50.000  dependents  of  servicemen  and 
civilian  employees  of  the  military?  I 
wonder  if  there  is  anyone  here  who  can 
an.swer  that  question? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
pontleman  yield? 

Mr  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  suggest  the  gentle- 
man propound  his  inquiry  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  While  it  has 
.some  relation  to  the  Department  of  De- ' 
ff-nse,  this  bill  was  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  not  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  PORD.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  that  I  understand  this  proposal  Is 
fcimply  an  extension  for  a  2-year  period 


of  the  existing  legislation,  to  permit  the 
Department  of  the  Army  to  consider 
properly  claims  submitted  to  it  as  a  result 
of  the  war  we  now  have  in  Korea.  The 
legislation  would  have  expired,  and  they 
have  been  unable  adequately  to  handle 
the  claims  that  have  been  presented, 
which  I  understand  are  legitHnate. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  this  would  not  apply 
to  the  property  of  servicemen  and 
civilian  employees  of  the  military  pres- 
ently in  Europe  if  Western  Europe  were 
overrun  by  the  Russians  and  their  prop- 
erty lost?  This  then  would  not  apply  to 
such  personnel  or  their  dependents? 

Mr.  PORD.  I  would  not  want  to  be  ab- 
solutely certain  in  answering  the  gentle- 
man's question.  I  suspect  that  if  West- 
ern flUrope  were  overrun  by  the  Soviet 
forces  those  stationed  there  at  the  pres- 
ent time  would  have  a  legitimate  claim 
subsequently  against  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  GROSS.  So  we  would  stand  to 
pay  out  from  the  United  States  Tret^ury 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  in- 
demnify those  losers? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  suspect  that  that  is  the 
case. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  the  limit  today 
on  the  amount  of  property  that  can  be 
shipped  overseas  by  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  or  a  civilian  employee? 

Mr.  PORD.  There  are  certain  weight 
limitations,  I  do  not  suspect  there  are 
dollar  limitations. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  is  probably  not  ad- 
visable to  delay  extension  of  this  legisla- 
tion but  I  warn  that  indemnification  for 
personal  property  losses  of  the  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  Americans  in  foreign 
countries,  and  particularly  the  huge  ton- 
nages of  such  property  being  shipped 
overseas.,  is  a  subject  that  should  have 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  prop- 
er committees  in  this  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  (d)  of 
the  act  of  May  29,  1945  (50  Stat.  225),  as 
amended  by  Public  Law  439  of  the  82d  Con- 
fess, is  hereby  further  amended  by  deleting 
therefrom  the  first  proviso  of  that  subsec- 
tion and  substituting  therefor  the  follow- 
ing: ''Provided,  Thfit,  If  a  claim  accrues  in 
time  of  war  or  in  time  of  armed  conflict  In 
which  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
are  engaged,  or  If  war  or  such  armed  con- 
flict Intervenes  within  2  years  after  It  ac- 
crues. It  may,  on  good  cause  shown,  be  pre- 
sented within  2  years  after  such  good  cause 
ceases  to  exist,  but  not  later  than  2  years 
after  peace  Is  established  or  the  armed  con- 
flict terminates.  The  dates  of  commence- 
ment and  termination  of  an  armed  conflict 
for  the  purpose  of  this  subsection  shall  be 
as  established  by  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  Congress  or  by  determination  of  the 
President : ". 

Sec.  2.  Effective  as  of  July  3.  1952,  section 
2  <b)  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act  (Public  Law  450,  82d  Cong.)  is  repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  further  amend  the  Military 
Personnel  Claims  Act  of  1945  by  extend- 
ing the  time  for  flUng  certain  claims 
thereimder,  and  for  other  purposes." 


A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


DISBURSING  OFFICERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2567) 
to  amend  the  act  of  July  26,  1947  (61 
Stat.  493),  relating  to  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain disbursing  ofiBcers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  July  26. 
1947  (61  Stat.  493),  Is  hereby  amended  by — 

(a)  striking  out  the  words  "and  within 
2  years  from  the  passage  of  this  act." 

(b)  striking  out  the  date  "July  1,  1946" 
and  substituting  therefor  the  date  "July 
1,  1948." 

Sec.  2.  The  provisions  of  the  above-men- 
tioned act  of  July  26,  1947,  as  amended  by 
this  act,  shall  be  applicable  In  like  manner 
and  with  like  effect  to  disbursing  and  cer- 
tifying officers  and  special  disbursing  agents 
of  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  substitute  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized, 
through   such   officer   as   he  may   designate. 

(a)  to  relieve  disbursing  and  certifying  ofll- 
cers.  Including  special  disbursing  agents  of 
the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  Departments, 
from  accountability  or  responsibility  for 
losses,  occtirlng  between  September  8,  1939, 
to  July  1,  1948,  of  funds,  or  of  accounts, 
papers,  records,  vouchers,  or  data  pertaining 
to  said  funds,  for  which  said  officers  or 
agents  were  accountable  or  responsible;  and 

(b)  to  allow  credits.  In  the  settlement  of 
accounts  of  said  officers  or  agents,  for  pay- 
ments made  In  good  faith  on  public  account 
during  said  period,  notwithstanding  failure 
to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  existing 
law  or  regulations  pursuant  thereto:  Pro- 
vided. That  in  cases  of  losses  or  payments 
Involving  more  than  $2,500  the  Comptroller 
General  shall  exercise  the  authority  herein 
only  upon  the  written  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force, 
which  recommendation  shall  be  concurred  in 
by  the  Attorney  General  If  the  amount  ex- 
ceeds $10,000  and  which  recommendation 
shall  also  set  forth  the  facts  relative  to  such 
loss  or  payment  and  shall  state  that  such 
transaction,  expenditure,  loss,  or  payment 
appears  to  be  free  from  fraud  or  collusion  and 
Incurred  or  made  In  good  faith:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Comptroller  General  In  all 
cases  shall  certify  that  such  transaction,  ex- 
penditure, loss,  or  payment  appears  to  be  free 
from  fraud  or  collusion  and  Incurred  or  made 
In  good  faith." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Graraic  to  the 
committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  immediately  after  the  enacting 
clause  Insert  the  following:  "That  the  act  of 
July  26,  1947  (61  Stat.  493)  Is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows." 

Page  2,  line  9.  after  the  date  "1939"  strike 
out  the  wqrd  "to"  and  Insert  "and." 

The    amendment   to   the   committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The     committee     amendment     was 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
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ttme.  azxl  paaed.  azMl  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  concludes  the 
call  of  the  eligible  billfi  on  the  Consent 
Calendar  today. 


CONORB&SIONAL  OFFICE 
EQUIPMENT 

Mr.  BISHOP.  Mr.  Speaky.  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration, I  call  up  a  privileged  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  208  >  to  authorize  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  fur- 
nish certain  electrical  or  mechanical 
office  equipment  for  the  use  of  Members, 
officers,  and  committees  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  ask  for  its  immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Joint  resolution, 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  (a)  upon  tlie  request 
o*  any  Member,  officer,  or  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Oommlttee  on  House  Admin- 
istration, but  subject  to  the  limitations  here- 
inafter prescribed,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
furnish  electrical  or  mechanl«»l  office  equip- 
ment for  use  In  the  office  of  such  Member. 
officer,  or  committee.  The  cost  of  such  equip- 
ment shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

(b)  The  original  cost  of  equipment  fur- 
nished under  this  Joint  resolution,  together 
with  the  original  cost  of  any  equipment  pur- 
chased under  House  Resolution  318,  B2d  Con- 
gress, which  may  be  In  use  In  the  office  of  a 
Member  at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed 
$2,500. 

(c)  The  electrical  or  mechanical  office 
equipment  which  may  be  furnished  under 
this  Joint  resolution  for  use  in  the  office  of 
a  Member  shall  be  limited  to  not  more  than 
two  of  each  of  the  following  general  types 
of  equipment: 

(1)    addressing   machines; 
(3)    automatic   typewriters; 

(3)  electric  typewriters; 

(4)  recording  machines  for  dictating  and 
transcribing;  and 

(5)  duplicating  machines. 

Sec.  2.  Electrical  or  mechanical  office  equip- 
ment furnished  luider  thia  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  registered  in  the  office  of  the  Cleric 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  shall 
remain  the  property  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Sec.  3.  The  last  paragraph  under  the  head- 
ing "Contingent  expenses  of  the  House"  in 
the  Ijegislatlve  Branch  Appropriation  Act. 
1933,  U  hereby  repealed,  and  the  provisions  of 
House  BesolutXon  318,  83d  CongreM,  shall 
not  hereafter  be  In  effect. 

Sec.  4.  For  the  purposes  of  thla  Joint  reso- 
lution, the  term  "Member"  means  a  Repre- 
sentative In  Congress,  a  E>elegate  from  a 
Territory,  or  the  Resident  Commlaeioner 
from  Puerto  Rico. 

Sec.  5.  The  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration shall  prescribe  such  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  joint  resolution. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  2.  line  6.  after  the  word  "Member", 
Insert  "ofBcer,  or  committee." 

Page  2,  line  10,  after  the  word  "Member", 
insert  "officer,  or  committee." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


AN  ANTI-COMMUNIST  EDUCATICHHAL 
PLAQUE.  THE  TRUTH  ABOUT  COM- 
MUNISM. THE  ENEMY  OF  FREE- 
DOM. IS  PRESENTED  TO  SPEAKER 
JOSEPH  W.  MARTIN,  JR. — CERE- 
MONY RECORDED  BY  THE  VOICE 
OF  AMERICA 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks and  include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  ^-as  no  objection. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently  I 
had  the  honor,  along  with  other  Members 
of  the  House,  to  participate  in  one  ^f  the 
most  unusual  and  important  ceremonies, 
in  my  opinion,  ever  held  in  our  Nation's 
Capital.  The  ceremony  was  held  in  the 
Speaker's  room,  at  which  time  an  anti- 
Communist  educational  plaque  called 
"The  Truth  About  Communism,  the 
Enemy  of  Freedom"  was  presented  to 
Speaker  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.,  honoring 
this  great  statesman  for  his  outstanding 
leadership  and  patriotism,  and  at  the 
same  time  bringing  to  the  attention  of 
the  people  or  the  Nation  and  the  world  a 
program  designed  for  the  classrooms  of 
the  schools  to  teach  our  youth  while  they 
are  still  in  school  the  truth  about  this 
evil  ideolo'zy  called  communism,  and 
what  it  would  mean  to  the  American  way 
of  life. 

The  plaque  was  presented  to  the 
Speaker  in  behalf  of  its  author,  Ernest  O. 
Albright,  by  Representative  WrLLi.\M  C. 
Cole,  of  M:ssouri.  Those  attending  the 
ceremony  were  as  follows:  Harold  H. 
Velde,  of  Illinois,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities;  Mar- 
tin Dies,  of  Texas,  former  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties; William  C.  Cole,  of  Missouri,  author 
of  bill  to.outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in 
America:  V/illiam  H.  Colmer,  of  Missis- 
sippi: Tom  Steed,  of  Oklahcma;  Ernest 
G.  Albrigh' .  author  of  the  plaque,  and 
my.self.  G^n.  Carl  R.  Gray.  Jr  ,  Director 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration,  was  in- 
vited to  att:nd  but  was  detained  because 
of  his  ofiBcial  duties. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure  there  is  not  a 
Member  of  this  House  who  would  not  do 
anything  possible  to  help  fight  and  ex- 
pose comminism  wherever  it  is  found. 
However,  ir  these  confusing  days  when 
we  are  talking  about  investigating  vari- 
ous subversive  groups  in  our  Nation,  we 
should  pause  and  consider  seriously  oui' 
actions.  We  are  all  talking  about  com- 
munism and  Communists,  and  many 
times  we  accuse  r>eople  of  being  a  Com- 
munist when  we  ourselves  are  not  fully 
informed  as  to  the  meaning  of  this  evil 
ideology.  And  I  am  afraid  that  we  have 
so  carelessly  lised  the  term  'Communist" 
that  it  has  tiecome  more  or  less  a  politi- 
cal footbaU. 

I.  for  one,  am  willing  to  go  along  with 
any  committee  to  investigate  to  Uie  full- 
est extent  any  group  or  individual  where 
evidence  points  that  they  aie  affiliated 
with  any  movement  to  hurt  our  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  JSpeaker,  recently  it  has  been 
charged  that  the  clergy  of  this  country 
might  be   infiltrated   with   communism 


and  that  they  should  be  investigated. 
My  friends,  communism  is  a  godless 
philosophy  or  ideology.  And  I  want  to 
say  here,  as  one  who  believes  in  God  and 
the  Christian  religion,  that  if  commu- 
nism is  to  be  destroyed,  one  of  the  main 
bulwarks  that  will  help  to  destroy  it  is 
the  church.  And  we  must  depend  upon 
the  clergy  to  fight  it  from  the  pulpit,  and 
we  should  not  in  any  way  cast  reflec- 
tions upon  those  men  of  God  who  have 
given  their  lives  in  the  field  of  service 
to  bring  the  message  of  Jesus  Christ  on 
earth.  Therefore,  let  us  be  sure  of  our 
ground  before  we  take  drastic  action. 

In  closing  may  I  again  refer  to  this 
plaque.  I  beUeve  in  one  short  page  that 
this  disabled  veteran  has  said  more  than 
has  been  written  in  many  books  dealing 
with  communism-  I  feel  that,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  so  concise,  so  easy  to 
remember,  this  plaque  should  hang  not 
only  in  every  classroom  of  our  schools 
but  also  in  a  conspicuous  place  in  every 
public  building  in  America. 

For  the  information  of  the  Members 
of  the  House,  I  am  including  as  p>art  of 
my  remarks  the  complete  transcript  of 
the  ceremony  held  in  the  Speaker's  room, 
together  with  a  press  release  concerning 
the  event  and  the  recording  of  the  Voice 
of  America. 

The  press  release  follows: 

Memo  to  the  Press.  Photo,  RAino-TV  News 

fc-ERVlCES 

Mondiy,  March  9.  at  11:30  (sharp)  In 
Sj)eaker's  room  (off  House  floor),  the  fol- 
lowing group  will  meet — Gen.  Carl  R.  Gray. 
Jr  .  Veterans'  Administration;  Hon  Harold 
H.  Velde.  Illinois,  ctialrraan.  Committee  on 
Uu-Amerlciin  Activities;  Hon.  Martin  Dies, 
Texas,  former  chairman.  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities;  Hon.  WUllani  C.  Cole, 
Missouri,  author  of  bill  to  outlaw  Commu- 
nlsU  In  United  States  of  America;  Hon.  Wil- 
liam M.  Colmer.  Mississippi;  Hon.  George  S. 
Long,  LouLsiana;  and  Hon.  Tom  Steed,  Okla- 
lioma — to  take  part  In  a  ceremony  presenting 
to  the  Honorable  Jt-seph  W.  Martin,  Jr..  an 
antl-Communlst  edu?atl(nal  pl.ique.  "The 
Truth  About  Communism,  the  Enemy  of 
Freedom." 

pruposE  or  placjtte 
The  plaque,  written  and  designed  to  u'^e 
In  the  cla.s8room8  of  the  schools  of  the  Na- 
tion, has  for  Its  purpose  the  teaching  of  the 
youth,  while  tkey  are  still  In  ■chool.  the  truth 
about  communl-sm  and  lU  danger  to  the 
American  way  of  life. 

H16TOET    OF    PLAQTTX 

In  1948,  Ernest  G.  Albright,  of  Oklahoma, 
a  disabled  veteran  of  World  War  1,  left  his 
sickbed  in  the  veterans'  hospital  at  Blloxl, 
Miss.,  to  cume  to  Washington  to  testify  be- 
fore Representative  Cole's  Subconunlttee  on 
Election's,  which  was  considering  a  bill  to 
o\itlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States  of  America.  It  was  while  testifying 
before  this  committee  that  Albright  saw  the 
need  for  some  i)rogram  to  teach  our  youth 
Jiist  what  communism  would  do  to  the  Amer- 
ican way  of  life.  Returning  to  Blloxi.  he 
wrote  the  antl-Cummunlst  school  plaque.  In 
1B50,  a  group  of  Oklahoma  civic  and  Indus- 
trial leaders  had  the  plaque  published. 
Among  the  group  were  D.^W.  Hogan.  Sr., 
president  of  City  National  Bank,  Oklahoma 
City;  Frank  Buttram.  president  of  Buttram 
Oil  Co..  Oklahoma  City;  John  H.  Dunkln, 
Brown-Ehinkln  Department  Store.  Tulsa. 
Okla  :  and  W.  O.  Skeiley.  president  of  Skelley 
OH  Co.,  Tulsa. 

The  plaque  Is  now  In  use  In  many  schools 
In  Oklahoma.  Last  June.  Albright  accom- 
panied hlB  former  boss.  Hon.  WlUlam  H.  (Al- 
falfa Bill  J  Murray,  former  Governor  and  Con- 


1053 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


1991 


gressman  from  Oklahoma,  to  New  York, 
where  a  plaque  wae  presented  to  Oen.  Doug- 
las MacArthur.  (Albright  served  as  page  In 
Congress  with  Murray  when  the  former  Gov- 
ernor was  a  Member  In  1014.) 

The  author  has  refused  to  commerdallxe 
the  project.  He  rt-presenta  no  organization 
and  Is  paid  no  salary.  The  plaque  Is  pre- 
sented to  the  BChoDlB  free  without  personal 
profit.  Only  the  actual  cost  and  distribution 
expenses  are  paid  by  the  sponsors.  Albright's 
only  ambition  Is  to  place  the  plaque  In  all  the 
schools  of  the  Nation. 

The  plaque  won  a  1951  Freedom's  Founda- 
tion award  at  Valley  Porge,  Pa.,  In  Febru- 
ary 1952. 

Following  is  the  transcript  of  the  Voice 
of  America: 
Voice  or  AMniCA  Spicial  Evzmts  RicoBorao 

Title:  Representative  Whxiam  C.  Colk.  Re- 
publican, Mlasourl.  presents  an  anti-Commu- 
nlst  educational  plaque  to  Speaker  Joseph 
Martin.  Republican.  Massachusetts  (also 
statement  by  Ernest  <i.  Albright,  originator 
of  plaque). 

TKXT 

Representative  Ccle.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Ernett  G.  Albright,  author  of 
the  plaque.  The  Truth  About  Communism, 
the  Enemy  of  Freedom,  I  am  delighted  to 
present  to  you  a  copy  of  this  great  docu- 
ment. 

Speaker  Mabtih.  Well.  I  am  very  happy  to 
get  from  you  this  plaque  that  has  been  given 
by  Mr.  Albright.  As  one  who  has  sacrificed 
for  freedom  he  realizes  the  necessity  of  free- 
dom being  everywhere,  all  over  the  world. 
And  so  he  Is  trying  to  teach  the  American 
people  and  the  peoples  of  the  world  the  real 
truth  about  communism,  In  the  hopes  thati. 
we  can  rally  everybody  who  believes  In  free- 
dom and  opportunity  for  the  Individual  to 
stand  steady  in  supjxjrt  of  that  great  prin- 
cljile.  The  American  people  have  no  ambi- 
tions upon  the  territory  or  any  desire  to 
encroach  upon  the  prerogatives  of  other  na- 
tions. And  so  all  th-iy  ask  la  that  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  respect  freedom  as  they 
do. 

Mr.  Albright  This;  Is  Ernest  Q.  Albright. 
I  have  been  asked  to  read  the  plaque: 

"the  TBirru  aboih-  communism,  thx  enemt 

OF   rAXEDOM 

"Rtligion 

"Communists  claim  there  Is  no  God  and 
tliat  all  churches  should  be  abolished. 

"Public  schools 
"Communists  believe  that  all  schools,  both 
ptibllc  and  private,  bhould  be  controlled  by 
the   Federal   Government   and    administered 
by  a  central  government  agency. 

"Press,  radio,  television 

"Communists  believe  that  newspapers, 
press  services,  magazines,  television,  and 
radio  broadcasting  stations  should  be  taken 
ever,  owned,  and  of-erated  by  the  Federal 
Government,  placing  all  news  under  a  Fed- 
eral censorship  board,  and  that  public  forums 
be  abolls-hed. 

'Business,  industry,  agriculture 
"Communists  believe  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment should  take  over  and  control  all 
business  of  every  type.  Including  all  banks, 
stocks  and  bonds,  ln\estment  bouses,  build- 
ing and  loan  companies,  insurance  com- 
panies; all  public  u:illtles,  such  as  power, 
llyht,  gas.  telephone,  and  telegraph  com- 
panies; oil  and  gas  Avlda;  railroads,  bus,  and 
air  lines;  all  retail  aitd  wholesale  stores  and 
the  movie  Industry;  all  phases  of  agriculture. 

"Lobor 
"Communists  believe  that  all  free  labor 
organizations  should  be  abolished  and  work- 
ers forced  to  join  a  federally  controlled,  slave 
labor  trade  luilou.  without  coUecUve  bar- 
gaining. 


"Medical  services 

"Communists  believe  that  all  medical  and 
dental  professional  services.  Including  all 
doctors  and  aU  hospitals,  both  private  and 
public,  should  be  owned,  operated,  controlled 
and  directed  solely  and  entirely  by  the  Fed- 
eral Qovernment  and  denying  any  citizen  the 
right  to  choose  his  own  doctor  or  hospital. 
"Civic,  fraternal 

"Communists  believe  that  all  commercial, 
civic,  fraternal,  and  patriotic  organizations 
sych  as  the  Rotary,  Lions,  Exchange,  Opti- 
mist, Cosmopolitan,  Toastmasters,  and  Kl- 
wanls  Clubs;  the  chambers  of  commerce  and 
trade  organizations;  the  Masons,  Elks, 
Knights  of  Columbus,  Knights  of  Pythias, 
and  Odd  Fellows;  the  American  Legion,  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans,  United  Spanish 
War  Veterans.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and 
the  American  Veterans  of  World  War  11;  all 
school  fraternities;  the  American  Red  Cross 
and  Salvation  Army;  Boy  and  Girl  Scouts  of 
America  should  be  dissolved  and  prohibited. 

"Farmlands 
"Communists  believe  that  farmlands 
should  be  socialized  and  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  that  all  farmers  be 
forced  to  work  for  the  Government  as  share- 
croppers. 

"Profit  system 

"Communists  believe  that  the  profit  sys- 
tem should  be  abolished  and  that  no  citizen 
receive  more  than  Is  needed  lor  housing, 
food,  and  clothing. 

"Dictatorship 
"Communists  believe  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  should  be  taken  over  by 
force  and  ruled  under  a  foreign  dictator. 

"America 

"These  are  a  few  of  the  liberties  America 
will  lose  If  Communists  win  their  objectives. 
Our  country,  under  God,  became  the  greatest 
Nation  on  earth  through  free  enterprise  and 
Individual  Initiative.  Let's  keep  It  free  and 
great." 


THE  MRS.  EARL  BROWDER  CASE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  BusBEY]  is  recognized  for  35 
minutes. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  several 
days  ago  a  news  item  appeared  in  one 
of  the  local  papers  that  probably  brought 
but  a  passing  glance  from  the  average 
reader,  but  behind  which  lies  a  story  of 
one  of  the  most  flagrant  violations  of  our 
laws  tliat  has  ever  come  to  my  notice.  I 
refer  to  the  article  regarding  the  warrant 
of  arrest  for  the  deportation  of  Raissa 
Irene  Browder,  wife  of  Earl  Browder,  de- 
posed head  of  the  Communist  Party  in 
the  United  States. 

The  complete  story  of  this  agent  of 
the  Kremlin  has  never  been  told  and  I 
thinlc  the  American  public  is  entitled  to 
know  the  facts.  I  will  be  as  brief  as  the 
facts  permit. 

The  story  begins  in  Russia  In  the  year 
1926.  That  year  Earl  Browder  was  on 
one  of  his  many  trips  to  the  Communist 
shiine.  Incidentally,  it  is  very  apparent 
that  Browder  was  traveling  on  a  fraudu- 
lent passport  as  the  State  Department 
has  no  record  of  having  issued  him  a 
passport  in  1926.  On  April  25.  1926, 
while  in  Russia,  Browder  secured  a  Rus- 
sian divorce  from  his  wife,  Gladys,  and 
on  September  15.  1926,  married  Raissa 
Berkmen.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  but  I  seri- 
ously doubt  the  legality  of  that  divorce. 

Mrs.  Browder  remained  in  Moscow 
where  two  children  were  born  to  her — 
one  in  1927  and  the  other  in  1931.    On 


or  about  November  1, 1933,  Mrs.  Browder 
entered  the  United  States  by  crossing  the 
Canadian  border.  She  was  without  the 
proper  visa  and  therefore  her  entry  was 
illegal. 

On  October  31,  1939.  6  years  after  the 
illegal  entry  of  Mrs.  Browder,  the  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service  is- 
sued a  warrant  for  her  arrest  In  an  at- 
tempt to  forestall  the  arrest  of  his  wife. 
Earl  Browder,  on  November  15, 1939.  filed 
a  petition  with  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  stating  that  he 
was  married  to  Raissa  Berkmen  Browder 
in  Russia  on  September  15.  1926;  that  he 
was  an  American  citizen  by  birth;  that 
he  was  employed  by  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  was  able  to  support  his  wife,  and 
that  his  wife  was  entitled  to  a  nonquota 
visa  exempt  from  the  limitation  of  the 
Russian  quota.  Mr.  Browder  was  ad- 
vised that  the  records  of«the  State  De- 
partment failed  to  show  he  had  been  is- 
sued a  passport  for  travel  to  Russia  in 
1926.  He  promptly  abandoned  his  peti- 
tion. 

On  August  30,  1940,  Mrs.  Browder  was 
given  a  hearing  at  which  time  she  was 
represented  by  Carol  Weiss  King,  well- 
known  attorney  for  prominent  Commu- 
nist Party  members.  Under  oath,  Mrs. 
Browder  stated  that  she  belonged  to  no 
political  party  in  the  United  States;  that 
she  had  no  connection  with  the  Soviet 
Government;  that  she  was  not  familiar 
with  the  aims  of  the  Communist  Party 
in  the  United  States,  and.  in  fact,  never 
gave  it  a  thought. 

On  October  29,  1940,  the  Board  of  Im- 
migration Appeals  oinlered  Mrs.  Browder 
deported,  and  on  October  30,  1940,  At- 
torney General  Jackson  refused  to  ex- 
ercise the  discretion,  conferred  upon  him 
by  law.  that  would  permit  Mrs.  Browder 
to  remain  in  the  United  States. 

On  November  13,  1940,  Mrs.  Eleanor 
Roosevelt  wrote  the  Attorney  General  on 
White  House  stationery  as  follows: 

Will  you  please  give  me  a  statement  on  Mrs. 
Browder's  case?  I  have  had  several  letters 
on  the  rights  and  wrongs  of  it.  and  have 
promised  to  Inquire. 

With  the  attack  on  Russia  in  June 
1941,  the  deportation  of  Mrs.  Browder 
was  laid  aside.  In  November  1943,  Mrs. 
Browder  filed  a  motion  for  a  reopening 
and  reconsideration  of  her  case  on  the 
grounds  that  there  was  now  a  new  At- 
torney General  who  had  not  exercised 
his  discretion  in  her  case.  Mrs.  Brow- 
der's case  was  then  referred  to  Mr.  Ugo 
Carusi,  executive  assistant  to  the  At- 
torney General,  who  returned  It  with  the 
notation,  "No  need  of  review  by  the  At- 
torney General."  On  December  2.  1943, 
the  Board  of  Immigration  Appeals  de- 
nied the  motion  to  reopen  and  recon- 
sider. 

On  January  3.  1944.  President  Roose- 
velt wrote  the  new  Attorney  General 
for  statements  for  himself  and  Mrs. 
Roosevelt  on  the  Mrs.  Browder  case. 

On  January  6,  1944.  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Francis  Biddle  reported  to  the 
President.    He  said,  in  part: 

The  Board's  opinion  stated  that  suspen- 
sion re«)mmendatlons  are  a  matter  of  dis- 
cretion, exercised  with  extreme  care  and 
only  in  deserving  and  merltorlotis  case*,  and 
that  a  full  and  frank  disclosure  by  the  ap- 
plicant of  conduct  and  activities,  past  and 
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present,  la  required  so  that  a  certificate 
may  be  made  to  Congresa  of  worthiness  and 
good  moral  character.  In  view  of  the  appli- 
cant's falliire  to  remove  the  doubts  and 
evasions  In  the  record  In  conformity  with 
Attorney  General  Jackson's  order,  the 
Board's  conclusion  was  the  only  logical  re- 
sult which  could  have  been  reached.  Fur- 
thermore, we  cannot  overlook  the  policy 
considerations  attendant  upon  the  certifica- 
tion to  Congress  of  as  controversial  a  mat- 
ter a«  the  Browder  case. 

Subsequent  to  the  first  hearing  Mrs. 
Browder  made  a  request  for  voluntary 
departure.  This  was  abandoned  when 
she  petitioned  for  a  reopening  and  re- 
consideration of  her  case. 

Between  December  2,  1943,  when  the 
Board  of  Immisration  Appeals  denied 
the  motion  to  reor>en  and  reconsid.ir, 
and  January  19.  1944,  something  hap- 
pened. On  the  latter  date.  Mrs.  Brow- 
der was  given  another  hearing  for  the 
purpose  of  vqjuntary  departure  and  pre- 
examination.  And  this  before  the  same 
Board  that  had  denied  her  motion  or 
petition  for  reopening  and  reconsidera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  my  desire  to 
burden  the  record  or  usurp  the  time  of 
other  Members  of  this  body  but  because 
of  what  has  recently  occurred  in  this 
case,  I  feel  that  I  should  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  the  opinion  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Immigration 
Appeals,  who,  on  the  face  of  the  record, 
seems  to  have  made  a  complete  about- 
face  in  the  Mrs.  Browder  case. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
g?ntleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Can  the  gentleman 
state  the  name  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Appeals? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.     Thomas  G.  Finucane. 

On  April  5,  1944,  the  Board  labored 
and  brought  forth  the  following  master- 
piece of  confusion  and  evasion.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  in  his  opinion, 
said: 

On    its    first    consideration    of    this    case 
October    29,    1940,    this    Board   directed    the 
respondent's    deportation    to    the    Union    of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  on  the  ground  that 
she  was  In  the  United  States  in  violation  of 
the  Immigiyitlon  Act  of  1924  because  not  In 
possession  dt  an  immigration  visa  at  the  time 
of  entering  this  country.    At  the  same  time 
an  application  for  suspension  of  deportation 
under  section  19  (c)    (2)  of  the  Immigration 
Act  of   1917  was  denied.     The  order  of  the 
Board  was  affirmed  by  the  Attorney  General. 
A   motion   based   on    the   record   as   it   then 
existed  seeking  suspension  of  deportation  was 
denied  without  prejudice  December  2,  1943. 
A   second    motion    dated    January    17,    1944, 
requesting  reconsideration  and  reopening  of 
the  case  and  for  the  privilege  of  voluntary 
departure  under  section   19    (c)    (1)    of  the 
Immigration  Act  of   1917,  as  amended,  and 
preexamlnatlon   was   filed   with   this   Board. 
The  application  for  suspension  of  deport.\- 
tion  was  abandoned.     We  granted  this  mo- 
tion to  the  extent  of  directing  further  hear- 
ing.   The  hearing  has  been  accorded  and  the 
case  Is  now  before  us  on  the  issue  of  whether 
this  discretionary  relief  prayed  for  should  be 
granted. 

That  the  respondent  Is  deportable  on  the 
ground  that  she  lacked  an  Immigration  visa 
required  by  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
when  she  entered  the  United  States  from 
Canada  In  November  1933  without  undergo- 
ing Immigration  Inspection  is  not  questioned. 
The  only  issue  Is  whether  she  should  be  ac- 


corded relief  permitted  by  section  19  (c)   of 
the  act  of  1917.  as  amended. 

The  respondent  was  married  to  Earl  Rus- 
sell Browder,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
In  Moscow  in  September  1926.  She  has  had 
three  sons  by  this  marriage,  two  born  In  Mos- 
cow and  one  In  New  York,  all  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  They  reside  with  her  and 
her  husband  In  New  York.  At  the  original 
hearing,  the  respondent  testified  that  her 
husband  Is  the  general  secretary  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  the  United  States  and  that 
she  assisted  him  as  a  secretary  and  by  doljig 
research  for  his  writings  and  speeches.  "The 
original  record  was  at  best  sketchy  as  to  the 
respondent's  beliefs  concerning  the  tenets  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

The  authority  to  authorize  suspension  of 
deportation  or  to  grant  voluntary  departure 
under  section  19  (c)  of  the  Immigration  Act 
of  1917  Is  limited  by  section  19  (d)  which 
so  far  as  pertinent  to  the  consideration  of 
this  case  prohibits  the  grant  of  either  relief 
to  aliens  subject  to  deportation  under  the 
act  of  October  16,  1918.  as  amended.  This 
act  provides  fcr  the  deportation,  among  other 
groups,  of  aliens  who  believe  in  or  advocate 
the  overthrow  by  force  or  violence  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  who 
have  been  me»nbers  of  or  afflUated  with  any 
organization  1  hat  believes  in  or  advocates 
such  overthro'*'. 

In  the  cons:deratlon  of  the  case  In  1940. 
although  not  concluding  that  the  respond- 
ent was  deportable  under  the  1918  act,  At- 
torney General  Jackson  held  he  could  not 
make  an  afllr:natlve  finding  that  she  was 
not  because  ol  a  failure  on  her  part  to  dis- 
close fully  her  political  beliefs  made  nec- 
essary because  she  was  the  wife  of  an  out- 
standing member  of  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States.  Earl  Browder.  The 
Attorney  General  further  held  that  the  rec- 
ord as  then  corstituted  did  not  Justify  grant- 
ing the  relief  requested.  He  pointed  out. 
however,  if  th'?  respondent  desired  to  come 
forward  and  produce  evidence  to  dissipate 
the  doubts  Induced  by  the  record,  she  might 
at  any  time  prior  to  deportation  move  to  re- 
open the  hearnR. 

The  recent  tearing  accorded  the  respond- 
ent was  to  enable  her  to  "dissipate  the 
doubts"  Induced  by  the  original  hearing.  At 
this  hearing  she  answered  all  questions  pro- 
pounded to  her.  First.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  theie  Is  no  direct  evidence  of  any 
kind  that  the  respondent  is  or  ever  was  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  In  this 
country  or  in  Russia  or  had  views  In  common 
with  those  who  thought  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  should  be  overthrown  by 
force  or  violence.  The  respondent  denied 
that  she  was  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  In  Rus.sla  and  denied  membership 
in  any  organization  of  any  kind  In  this 
country  except  a  parents-teachers  organiza- 
tion in  Yonktrs.  Her  life  as  revealed  at 
the  last  hearing,  both  In  Russia  and  In  this 
country,  gives  no  basis  for  inferring  any- 
thing to  the  contrary,  and  in  fact  is  con- 
sonant with  her  testimony.  The  respondent 
graduated  fron-  Fetrograd  University  In  1917. 
while  the  Cza-lst  government  was  still  In 
power.  She  studied  law.  which  Included  a 
course  in  poll:ical  economy.  Her  Interest, 
however,  has  not  been  political  economy  but 
education,  specializing  in  criminology  and 
delinquency  of  young  children.  Prior  to  her 
marriage  to  Earl  Browder  In  Russia  on 
September  15,  1926.  she  supported  herself  by 
teaching.  Her  attitude  toward  the  political 
upheaval  In  R  ossla  was  that  of  an  observer 
rather  than  of  an  actor,  although,  she  says 
she  was  in  full  accord  with  the  overthrow  of 
the  Czarist  regime. 

The  responcent  met  her  husband.  Earl 
Browder.  at  a  social  function  when  he  was  a 
Journalist  and  writer.  She  denied  that  then 
she  knew  his  political  theories.  Her  Interest 
In  him  was  not  as  a  political  personage  but 
as  a  man.  I:  was  not  until  after  Earl 
Browder  was  elected  general  secretary  of  the 


Communist  Party  that  the  respondent  dis- 
covered he  was  a  member  of  that  party. 
Sometime  after  she  came  to  this  country  the 
respondent  says  she  helped  her  husband  to 
the  extent  of  doing  some  historical  research, 
finding  special  quotations  and  special  mate- 
rial for  him,  specifically  In  reference  to 
Thomas  Jefferson,  and  doing  some  typing. 
This  work  was  done  at  home.  She  claims  to 
have  known  only  a  few  of  her  husband's 
political  a.ssoclates,  and  these  few  seldom 
visited  her  home.  In  a  word,  she  claims  that 
the  maintenance  of  her  home  and  caring  for 
her  three  sons  so  occupied  her  time  that  she 
had  little  left  fur  political  matters. 

In  reference  to  her  political  beliefs,  the  re- 
spondent testified  that  she  has  read  the 
Communist  Manifesto,  the  program  of  the 
Third  International  and  parts  of  Das  Kapltal, 
but  says  she  has  not  studied  these  docu- 
ments. When  questioned  specifically  In  re- 
gard to  her  beliefs  In  communism  or  In  the 
capitalist  system,  her  reply  was  that  she  had 
not  made  a  sufficient  study  to  form  an  opin- 
ion and  that  she  did  not  believe  she  was  com- 
petent as  an  expert  to  discuss  the  question. 
This  explanation  i.s  reasonable  remembering 
that  the  respondent  Is  by  occupation  a 
housewife. 

We  conclude,  therefore,  that  the  doubts 
heretofore  entertained  In  this  case  concern- 
ing the  respondent's  possible  membership  in 
or  affiliation  with  an  organization  believing 
In  or  advocating  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  by  force  or 
violence,  or  belief  in  the  overthrow  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violance  have  been  dissipated  by 
the  last  hearing.  There  Is  nothing  but  fav- 
orable comment  on  the  resp>ondent's  char- 
acter and  demeanor  during  the  years  she  has 
lived  In  the  United  States.  Upon  full  con- 
sideration of  the  entire  record  and  because 
of  her  three  United  States  citizen  sons,  we 
conclude  that  she  should  be  permitted  to 
depart  from  the  United  States  at  her  own 
expense  rather  than  be  formally  deported 
and  granted  preexamlnatlon. 

Order:  It  Is  ordered  that  the  order  of  de- 
portation of  October  29,  1940,  and  the  war- 
rant predicated  thereon  directing  the  depor- 
tation of  the  respondent  to  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  be  withdrawn. 

It  Is  further  ordered  that  an  order  of  de- 
portation not  be  entered  at  this  time  but 
that  the  aller  be  required  to  depart  from  the 
United  States  without  expense  to  the  Gov- 
ernment to  any  country  of  her  choice  within 
6  months  after  notification  of  decision  con- 
ditioned upon  arrangements  being  made  with 
the  local  Immigration  office  for  verification 
of  departure. 

It  Is  further  ordered  that  preexamlnatlon 
be  authorized  conditioned  upon  approval  by 
the  Department  of  State  of  the  aliens  pre- 
liminary application  for  an  immigration  visa. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  opinion  I  just  read 
was  written  by  the  same  person  who,  on 
October  29,  1240.  wrote: 

Such  answers,  coming  from  the  wife  of  the 
leading  representative  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  this  country  and  from  an  Indi- 
vidual, furthermore,  who.  according  to  her 
own  testimony,  has  assisted  him  actively  in 
preparing  his  articles  and  speeches,  are  hard- 
ly credible. 

And  who,  again  on  December  2.  1943. 
wrote : 

The  doubts  and  evasions  mentioned  In 
the  opinion  of  Attorney  General  Jackson  and 
In  our  former  opinion  have  not  been  dis- 
pelled nor  have  these  been  any  proffer  of 
evidence  which  might  tend  to  dispel  them. 
The  respondent  has  persisted  in  her  failure 
to  remove  these  doubts  and  evasions. 

Inasmuch  as  both  Earl  Browder  and 
his  wife.  Raissa — or  Irene  as  she  is  some- 
times referred  to — have  been  indicted  for 
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perjury  In  connection  with  obtaining 
voluntary  departure  and  preexamlna- 
tlon. it  is  now  clear  that  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  was  guilty  of  mal- 
feasance when  they,  on  April  5, 1844.  au- 
thorized the  preexamlnatlon.  Whatever 
information  was  available  to  obtain  the 
indictment  was  available  to  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  upon  proper 
inquiry. 

For  Instance,  the  Daily  Worker  of  May 
28.  1938.  says: 

Comrade  Irene  Browder's  report  to  the 
commission  dealt  In  detail  with  every  phase 
of  party  activity  with  definite  proposals  for 
work  among  women,  the  mass  of  Italians, 
Jf  ws,  Poles,  and  Germans  in  the  Nation. 

Mrs.  Browder's  report  was  published  In 
toto  in  the  September  1938  issue  of  the 
Communist,  official  monthly  publication 
of  the  Communist  Party,  U.  8.  A.  It 
is  replete  with  such  phrases  as  "com- 
rades," "our  commission,"  "our  party," 
and  so  forth.  When  considered  with  the 
fact  that  Mrs.  Browder  made  her  report 
at  the  Tenth  Convention  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  U.  S.  A.,  it  is  a  little  hard  to 
understand  the  conclusion  of  the  Board 
of  Immigration  Appeals  that  "there  is 
nothing  but  favorable  comment  on  the 
respondent's  character  and  demeanor 
during  the  years  she  has  lived  in  the 
United  States." 

It  cannot  be  said  that  the  State  De- 
partment was  without  information  con- 
cerning the  questionable  activities  of 
Mrs.  Browder  for  there  was  in  the  files 
of  the  State  Department  a  lengthy 
memorandum  dated  B4ay  10,  1944,  re- 
citing numerous  facts  regarding  Mrs. 
Browder  and  concluding  with  this  para- 
t;raph; 

It  U  submitted  that  her  activities  and 
UTitlngs  show  clearly  she  was  an  ImpcR-tant 
member  of  the  Amer.can  Conununlst  Party 
nt  least  in  1938  and  1939.  which  membership 
would  render  her  ineligible  under  the  act  of 
June  28.  1940,  and  for  exit  permit  and  subse- 
quent entry  on  a  quota  immigration. 

The  decision  of  the  Board  of  Immigra- 
tion Appeals  authorized  preexamlnatlon 
conditioned  upon  approval  by  the  State 
Department  of  Mrs.  Browder's  prelimi- 
nary application  for  an  immigration 
visa.  Mrs.  Browder  then  applied  for  a 
vi.sa.  A  committee  for  preliminary 
hearings  unanimously  rejected  the  ap- 
plication. A  review  committee  consist- 
ing of  a  representative  of  the  Army, 
Navy.  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
and  the  State  Department  it  in  voted  4 
to  1  against  granting  the  visa.  The  lone 
vote  in  favor  of  granting  the  visa  was  by 
the  State  Department  representative. 

The  case  then  went  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals  for  Visa  Ciises.  This  Board  was 
made  up  entirely  of  political  appointees. 
In  the  opinion,  signed  by  Robert  J. 
Buckley  and  MllU)n  J.  Helmick,  the 
Board  said : 

It  would  be  a  clumsy  thing  for  the  United 
Slates  ever  to  seek  to  separate  her  from  her 
family  and  deport  her  on  the  basis  of  her 
alienage  from  a  home  In  which  she  has  lived 
nearly  11  years. 

The  American  consular  ofittcer  in 
charge  of  the  Montreal  oflQce  was  then 
notified  that  the  State  Department  "has 
no  objection  to  the  issuance  of  an  im- 
migration visa  to  Raissa — Mrs.  Earl^ 


Browder,  also  Imown  as  Irene  Browder 
and  Raya  Berkmen.  who  Is  presently 
residing  at  7  Highland  Place,  Yonkers, 
N.  Y." 

On  October  26,  1944,  Julian  L.  Pinker- 
ton,  a  Foreign  Service  officer  at  the  con- 
sulate general  in  Montreal,  testified  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities.  He  stated  that  in  the  latter 
part  of  August  the  consulate  at  Montreal 
received  a  letter  from  the  attorney  of 
Mrs.  Browder.  and  after  talking  the 
matter  over  with  Mr.  James  E.  Calla- 
ghan,  his  immediate  supervisor,  he  re- 
plied to  Mrs.  Browder's  attorney  saying 
that  Mrs.  Browder  might  come  to  Mont- 
real to  make  formal  application  if  she 
wished,  but  that  she  might  be  found 
ineligible  under  the  immigration  law  to 
receive  a  visa.  Mr.  Pinkerton  further 
testified  that  several  days  later  Mr.  Cal- 
laghan  told  him  he  had  just  received  a 
call  from  Mr.  Traves.  Chief  of  the  Visa 
Division  of  the  State  Department  in 
Washington,  who  said  that  the  letter  to 
Mrs.  Browder's  attorney  had  caused  con- 
cern among  her  friends  and  advisers  and 
that  the  Montreal  office  should  have 
known  better  than  to  send  a  letter  to 
Mrs.  Browder's  attorney  that  was  prac- 
tically a  refusal  of  the  visa;  tnat  Mr. 
Travers  said  he  had  fought  the  issuance 
of  a  visa  to  Mrs_  Browder  but  that  his 
chief  told  him  that  refusal  of  a  visa  at 
that  time  would  be  very  embarrassing. 
Mr.  Pinkerton  further  testified  that  Mr. 
Callaghan  made  it  very  clear  that  when 
Mrs.  Browder  made  an  application  at 
Montreal  she  was  to  be  issued  a  visa. 
He  said  he  was  given  orders  not  to  ask 
Mrs.  Browder  any  embarrassing  ques- 
tions and  that  he  did  ask  her  a  few 
innocuous  questions  and  issued  the  visa 
which  was  signed  by  Mr.  Callaghan. 

On  March  15,  1948,  Mr.  Travers,  Chief 
of  the  Visa  Division  of  the  State  De- 
partment, testified  before  the  same  com- 
mittee. He  stated  he  did  not  tell  Mr. 
Pinkerton  that  a  visa  to  Mrs.  Browder 
must  be  granted.  He  said  he  was  ap- 
proached by  Consul  General  Byington 
with  the  question: 

What  Is  the  big  Idea  of  sending  an  Instruc- 
tion up  here  to  grant  a  visa  to  Mrs.  Browder? 
You  know  very  well  that  she  Is  a  Commtinlst. 

The  witness  said  that  after  a  meeting 
in  Secretary  Hull's  office  he  was  in- 
formed by  Mr.  Berle  that  Secretary  Hull 
had  stated  that  President  Roosevelt  did 
not  desire  to  be  embarrassed  by  having 
Mr.  Stalin  take  the  matter  up  with  him 
on  one  of  his  trips  where  he  was  to  meet 
Mr.  Stalin  and  that  he  felt  that  the  good 
of  the  country  demanded  that  the  visa 
should  be  granted.  When  asked  as  to 
what  infiuence  was  brought  to  bear  in 
the  Raissa  Browder  case  the  witness 
stated: 

I  think  It  was  the  White  House— Mrs. 
Roosevelt,  that  U.  Miss  Thompson,  to  Mr. 
HuU  and  to  Mr.  Berle.  and  then  tlirough  to 
me. 

Further  light  on  the  political  aspects 
of  this  case  is  revealed  In  a  memoran- 
dum to  Mr.  Stettinius  from  Mr.  Travers, 
dated  October  31.  1944,  just  a  few  days 
before  the  election.  The  memorandum 
is  as  follows: 

Complying  with  your  request,  the  loUow- 
Ing  U  a  brief  r6»um6  of  the  Browder  case. 


Mr.  Carusi,  who  was  then  the  executive 
assistant  to  the  Attorney  General,  telephoned 
to  me  and  asked  that  every  possible  con- 
sideration be  given  to  Mrs.  Browder's  case. 
He  said  that  he  was  sending  the  BC  forms  to 
me  personally:  I  asked  him  at  that  time 
how  she  cotild  be  admitted  under  the  Immi- 
gration Act  and  he  stated  that  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  had  decided  that  she 
had  not  been  a  member  of  or  affiliated  with 
the  Communist  Party. 

The  case  then  went  to  the  Primary  Com- 
mittee, on  which  the  Military  Intelligence 
Service,  the  Office  of  Naval  InteUlgence.  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  and  the  Department  of  State 
were  represented  and  was  unanimously  re- 
fused as  It  was  considered  that  Mn.  Brow- 
der was  Inadmissible.  It  then  went  to  the 
Interdepartmental  Visa  Review  Committee 
and  was  refused  by  a  vote  of  4  to  I.  The 
matter  was  then  taken  up  with  lii.  Carvisl 
In  a  letter  from  Mr.  Berle  to  Mr.  Cartul. 
Mr.  Carusi  replied  and  gave  a  copy  of  the 
fijadlngs  of  the  Board  ol  Immigration  Ap- 
peals. The  case  then  went  to  the  President's 
Board  of  Appeals,  which  reversed  the  Pri- 
mary and  Review  Committees  and  fotind  Mrs. 
Browder  to  be  admissible  Insofar  as  the  pub- 
lic safety  was  concerned.  Confidentially.  It 
was  my  opinion  then,  as  It  Is  now,  that  the 
findings  of  the  Board  of  Inuivlgration  Ap- 
peals are  erroneous.  I  do  not  believe  that 
they  had  the  benefit  of  the  entire  file  as  I 
believe  It  Is  generally  known  that  Mrs.  Brow- 
der has  been  affiliated  with  the  Communist 
Party.  The  matter  was  discussed  with  the 
Secretary  and  Mr.  Gray,  of  the  Secretary's 
office.  It  was  my  feeling  that  if  the  Brow- 
ders  were  friendly  to  the  administration  and 
to  otir  Government  that  they  would  not  de- 
mand that  the  case  be  considered  just  prior 
to  election  as  It  was  bound  to  be  made  a 
political  isstie. 

The  authorization  to  grant  a  visa  was  for- 
warded to  the  American  consulate  general 
at  Montreal  and  Mrs.  Browder  was  informed 
accordingly.  The  consulate  general  for- 
warded a  regtUar  form  letter  to  Mrs.  Browder 
Informing  her  that  she  should  present  her- 
self In  person  at  the  consulate  general  sup- 
plied with  the  necessary  documents.  A  post- 
script was  added  to  the  general  effect  that 
a  visa  would  be  withheld  if  It  were  found 
that  she  was  Inadmissible  under  the 
Immigration  Act  and  I  believe  that  she 
telephoned  to  Washington  to  Inquire  as 
to  the  meaning  of  such  a  postscript.  I 
discussed  the  matter  again  with  the  Sec- 
retary's office  and  with  Mr.  Berle  and  It  was 
decided  that  I  should  telephone  to  the  con- 
sulate general  and  state  that  the  case  had 
been  approved  by  the  Immigration  board  of 
appeals  and  by  the  President's  board  of 
appeals.  When  I  telephoned,  the  consul 
general  was  In  the  hospital  for  an  eye  opera- 
tion. Consul  Johnson,  who  was  temporarily 
In  charge,  was  at  lunch  and  I  therefore  spoke 
with  Vice  Consul  Callahan,  who  Is  In  charge 
of  Issuing  visas.  I  gave  him  the  Information 
concerning  the  board's  decision  and  told  him 
that  the  case  had  a  green  light,  but  certainly 
never  stated  that  the  visa  must  be  issued 
nor  did  I  Imply  that  they  bad  been  stupid 
In  the  handling  of  the  case,  as  has  been 
Indicated  by  the  newspapers. 

Consul  Pinkerton  examined  the  documents 
when  they  were  submitted  by  Mrs.  Browder 
and  was  evidently  very  much  perturbed  con- 
cerning the  Issuance  of  the  visa  as  It  had  been 
he  who  had  placed  the  postscript  on  the 
letter  to  Mrs.  Browder.  Unfortunately,  Mr. 
Pinkerton  had  a  nervous  breakdown  some 
time  previous  and  for  that  reason  had  not 
been  placed  actually  In  charge  of  the  visa 
office.  He  was  annoyed  at  not  being  placed 
m  charge  but  I  feel  the  consul  general  was 
quite  correct  as  he  could  not  have  stood  the 
nervous  strain  In  hU  nervous  condition.  We 
must  realize  that  this  officer  had  recently 
been  a  patient  at  St.  EUzabeths  and  to  put 
him  in  charge  would  have  been  crlmlnau 
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Pereonnel  records  will  show.  I  believe,  that 
roughly  a  month  prior  to  this  case  being  given 
any  publicity  that  he  had  presented  himself 
at  the  Department  and,  I  understand,  waa 
given  leave  for  1  year  without  pay  or  until  he 
could  regain  his  mental  equilibrium. 

I  have  had  many  telephone  calls  from 
newspaper  correspondents  and  have  seen  Mr. 
Donoghue  of  the  Hearst  papers  on  two  occa- 
sions. It  seems  that  Mr.  Plnkerton  went  to  a 
lawyer  named  Grimes  to  state  his  case  and 
It  Is  rumored  that  Mr.  Grimes  Is  a  strong 
Dewey  euopwrter.  You  have,  no  doubt,  seen 
that  considerable  publicity  has  been  given 
on  the  matter,  which  I  shall  be  glad  to  sub- 
mit should  you  desire. 

Mrs.  Browder  entered  the  United 
States  on  the  visa  granted  her  by  the 
State  Department.  On  April  12,  1946, 
she  filed  a  petition  for  naturftization  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York. 

On  March  31,  1947,  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  filed  a 
lengthy  memorandum  setting  forth  the 
history  of  the  Raissa  Browder  case,  her 
activities  and  afflliations,  with  the  state- 
ment that  she  is  ineligible  for  naturaliza- 
tion and  the  facts  should  be  presented 
to  the  court. 

Thus  the  case  of  Raissa  Browder  lay 
quietly  gathering  dust  until,  in  the  dying 
days  of  the  Pair  Deal,  she  and  her  hus- 
band were  indicted  for  perjury. 

If  she  committed  perjury  in  1940,  why 
did  it  take  12  years  to  discover  it?  The 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  State 
Department  could  have  obtained  suffi- 
cient information  regarding  Mrs.  Brow- 
der's  activities  to  know  that  she  was  per- 
juring herself  when  she  testified  under 
oath.  In  fact,  the  record  favors  the  con- 
clusion that  the  several  Government 
agencies  and  departments  were  aware  of 
the  fact.  Who  Is  responsible  for  this 
mess?  There  is  much  more  to  the  Brow- 
der case,  but  time  does  not  permit  a  de- 
tained analysis. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge  that  this  matter 
be  referred  to  the  proper  committee  of 
the  House  for  a  thorough  and  complete 
Investigation  and  determination  as  to 
who  is  responsible  for  this  deliberate  and 
willful  evasion  of  our  laws.  Any  com- 
mittee of  Congress  is  welcome  to  all  the 
Information  I  have  concerning  the  ma- 
nipulations by  the  State  Department  to 
obtain  a  visa  for  the  wife  of  the  head 
of  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States. 


PUBLIC  UTILmES  LEGISLATION 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Simpson]  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, today  I  am  introducing  a  resolution 
relative  to  the  regulation  of  utilities 
within  the  District  of  Columbia.  Similar 
legislation  has  been  public  law  in  Illinois 
since  1934.  In  our  State  it  is  called  the 
Illinois  Public  Utility  Act,  impairment 
of  capital  of  public  utility,  dividends; 
powers  of  commission. 

Before  introducing  this  resolution  I 
have  conferred  with  Mr.  Harrison,  of  the 
eorpanMoa  counsel's  office.  Mr.  Har- 
ilSQR'  has  conferred  with  Mr.  Spencer,  of 
ttM  utilities  commission.    Both  of  these 


gentlemen  state  there  is  no  such  legisla- 
tion relative  to  utilities  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  It  applies  to  all  utilities,  and 
is  a  safeguard  in  the  public  interest. 

I  have  no  way  of  knowing  to  what  com- 
mittee this  resolution  will  be  assigned. 
Regardless  ol  where  the  Speaker  assigns 
it.  I  will  ask  for  immediate  consideration 
of  it.  I  believe  the  legislation  is  justified 
and  a  safeguard  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia regardless  of  any  present  utility 
controversy. 

If  it  has  proved  a  safeguard  in  Illinois, 
it  should  prove  the  same  for  the  District 
of  Columbia.  I  have  talked  by  phone 
with  the  Honorable  George  Perrine.  of 
Illinois,  chairman  of  the  Illinois  Com- 
merce Commission,  and  he  stated  to  me 
that  the  law  has  been  proven  in  the  pub- 
lic interest. 

The  Illinois  law  is  as  follows: 

(1)  Whenever  the  commission  finds  that 
the  capital  of  any  public  utility  has  become 
Impaired,  or  will  be  impaired  by  the  payment 
of  a  dividend,  the  commission  shall  have 
power  to  order  said  public  utility  to  cease  and 
desist  the  declaration  and  payment  of  any 
dividend  upon  Its  common  and  preferred 
stock,  and  no  such  public  utility  shall  pay 
any  dividend  ui>on  its  common  and  preferred 
stock  until  such  impairment  shall  have  been 
made  good. 

(2)  No  utility  shall  pay  any  dividend  upon 
Its  common  stock  and  preferred  stock  unless: 

(a)  The  utility's  earnings  and  earned  sur- 
plus are  sufficient  to  declare  and  pay  same 
after  provision  Is  made  for  reasonable  and 
proper   reserves. 

(b)  The  dividend  proposed  to  be  paid  upon 
such  common  stock  can  reasonably  be  de- 
clared and  paid  without  impairment  of  the 
ability  of  the  utility  to  perform  its  duty  to 
render  reasonable  and  adequate  service  at 
reasonable   rates. 

(c)  It  shall  have  set  aside  the  depreciation 
annuity  prescribed  by  the  commission  or  a 
reasonable  depreciation  annuity  If  none  has 
been  prescribed. 

If  any  dividends  on  common  stock  are  pro- 
posed to  be  declared  and  paid  other  than  as 
above  provided,  the  utility  shall  give  the 
commission  a;  least  30  days'  notice  In  writing 
of  its  Intention  to  so  declare  and  pay  such 
dividends  and  the  commission  shall  author- 
ize the  payment  of  such  dividends  only  If  it 
finds  that  the  public  interest  requires  such 
payment:  Prcvided,  however.  That  the  com- 
mission may  i?rant  such  authority  upon  such 
conditions  as  it  may  deem  necessary  to  safe- 
guard the  public  Interest. 


THE  EQUAL-SUFFRAGE  AMEND- 
MENT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  [Mrs.  St.  George]  is 
recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
the  opening  day  of  the  present  session 
of  the  83d  Congress  I  introduced  House 
Joint  Resolution  74,  known  as  the  equal- 
rights  amendment.  I  also  Introduced 
this  resolution  in  the  82d  and  in  the  81st 
Congresses  and  also  sponsored  it  for  a 
brief  time  in  the  80th  Congress  after  the 
passing  of  Mr.  Robsion.  of  Kentucky, 
who  was  the  original  sponsor. 

We  have  worked  with  many  women's 
organizations  and  many  women 
throughout  the  country  for  the  passage 
of  this  amendment.  It  is  a  very  simple 
amendment  and  it  Is  a  constant  source 
of  amazement  to  me  that  there  can  be 


any   possible    opposition    to    It.      The 
amendment  reads  as  follows: 

Equality  of  rights  under  the  law  shall  not 
be  denied  or  abridged  by  the  United  States 
or  by  any  State  on  account  of  sex.  Con- 
gress and  the  several  States  shall  have  power, 
within  their  respective  Jurisdictions,  to  en- 
force this  article  by  appropriate  legislation. 

2.  This  article  shall  be  Inoperative  unless 
It  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  by  the  legislatures  of 
three- fourths  of  the  several  States. 

3.  This  amendment  shall  take  effect  1  year 
after  the  date  of  ratification. 

May  I  say  that  this  amendment  has 
had  the  endorsement  of  both  political 
parties  in  1944.  1948,  and  1952  in  their 
party  platforms?  The  Republican 
Party  platform  endorsed  It  as  far  back 
as  1940.  It  merely  follows  the  logical 
pattern  set  by  the  Women's  Suffrage 
amendment  which  was  passed  many 
years  ago  and  ii  is  a  remarkable  thing 
that  it  has  not  been  passed  before. 

Some  will  try  to  make  you  believe  that 
If  this  amendment  is  passed  the  status 
of  women  will  be  completely  changed. 
Of  course,  we  know  that  is  utterly  ridic- 
ulous. We  know  that  you  are  not  going 
to  change  anything  fundamentally. 
But  by  this  amendment  you  are  going 
to  make  women  first-class  citizens.  You 
are  going  to  make  women  in  the  United 
States  first-class  citizens  as  they  are  in 
every  country  in  the  world  that  has  a 
modern  constitution,  because  in  all 
these  new  constitutions  the  words  ap- 
pear that  there  shall  be  no  discrimina- 
tion on  account  of  race,  creed,  color,  or 
sex.  This  is  also  true  in  the  U.  N.  pre- 
amble where  women  are  given  full 
equality  and  where  it  is  so  stated. 

Some  may  say:  Oh,  well,  women  ace 
very  well-treated  in  the  United  States, 
in  fact  they  have  many  advantages 
that  they  will  lose  under  this  legisla- 
tion. That,  of  course,  is  a  matter  for 
debate.  Maybe  some  women  do  have 
privileges,  maybe  a  small  group  is  very 
well  taken  care  of.  maybe  there  Is  a 
wealthy  class  where  women  have  larger 
incomes,  where  they  pay  a  big  Income 
tax,  where  they  are  protected;  but  there 
are  many  women,  the  rank  and  file  of 
women  in  the  United  States,  who  do  not 
have  this  protection, 

Mr.  Speaker,  although  it  may  not 
come  under  the  same  act,  women  will 
never  get  equal  pay  for  equal  work  until 
they  have  equal  rights.  That  is  the 
primary  and  the  fundamental  reason 
why  this  amendment  should  be  written 
into  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  But  granting  that  we  pass  this 
amendment  in  the  House  and  that  It  is 
passed  in  the  other  body,  as  we  hope 
it  will  be — it  is  sponsored  in  the  other 
body  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland,  Senator  Butler — even  then 
it  is  still  up  to  the  States.  If  the  States 
reject  it.  It  will  not  become  a  part  of 
the  Constitution.  Therefore  I  cannot  see 
why  Members  of  this  body  should  be  so 
fearful  about  contemplating  the  passage 
of  this  amendment. 

May  I  say  for  those  who  are  afraid 
and  frightened  by  certain  pressure 
groups,  that  there  is  a  change  in  the 
temper  of  the  country  toward  this 
amendment?  Many  organizations  that 
used  to  be  against  it  are  now  coming 
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over  to  our  side;  some  who  are  more 
obstinate  in  their  opposition  merely  say 
that  now  they  have  no  objection,  that 
they  do  not  consider  the  amendment 
will  make  too  much  difference.  They 
even  say  that  the  amendment  will  not 
make  any  difference. 

People  will  ask:  How  about  your  spe- 
cial legislation  for  women?  The  answer 
to  that  is  a  very  simple  one.  What 
about  your  special  legislation  for  veter- 
ans? Does  that  put  them  in  a  different 
category?  Docs  that  say  that  they  will 
not  have  equal  rights  under  the  Con- 
stitution? Why,  of  course  we  have  to 
have  special  legislation  for  many  groups, 
bu^  that  does  not  change  their  consti- 
tutional rights.  We  have  to  have  spe- 
cial legislation  for  the  needy,  for  the  sick, 
for  the  aged,  for  the  veterans,  and,  if  you 
please,  for  women.  That  Is  not  going  to 
change  their  being  first-class  citizens 
and  that,  after  all,  is  all  we  want. 

Then  it  has  been  asked.  How  about  the 
protection  and  the  advantages  women 
will  receive?  How  about  alimony?  All 
I  can  say  in  answer  to  that.  Mr.  Speaker. 
is  that  if  this  amendment  will  stop  the 
alimony  racket  in  the  United  States  it 
should  be  passed  for  that  reason  If  for 
no  other  reason.  No  American  woman 
can  be  proud  of  the  alimony  racket  and 
certainly  If  that  can  be  ended  by  any 
legislation  we  should  all  welcome  it. 
That  is  nothing  to  boast  of  or  to  be 
proud  of. 

But  women  are  not  being  given  Jobs 
that  they  could  well  fill  and  that  are 
highly  paid.  Women  in  this  country  are 
still  being  discriminated  against  under 
the  guise  of  protection.  I  have  spoken 
on  this  before  many  times,  but  I  have 
to  reiterate  it  again. 

Take  the  matter  of  night  work  for 
women.  Women  are  not  allowed  to  do 
certain  jobs  after  the  hour  of  11  or  mid- 
night. They  are  not  allowed  to  wait  in 
restaurants.  They  are  not  allowed  to 
run  elevators.  Both  these  Jobs  are  highly 
paid  during  the  night  hours,  but  I  have 
never  heard  anybody  criticize  the  fact 
that  a  woman  can  go  in  and  clean  and 
scrub  an  office  all  night  long.  That  ap- 
parently is  perfectly  all  right  and  has 
never  been  questioned.  It  Is  illogical,  it 
is  stupid.  The  answer  is  that  the  Job  is 
not  quite  as  well  paid. 

No;  there  are  many  people  who  are 
still  anxious  to  keep  the  women  on  a 
lower  plane  as  far  as  the  labor  market  is 
concerned.  Personally  I  do  not  want  to 
see  women  get  better  Jobs  because  they 
are  women.  I  only  want  to  see  them  get 
them  if  they  have  the  capacity  to  do  the 
work.  But  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  have 
things  as  they  are  today,  where  a  woman 
can  get  a  job  only  if  she  is  Just  a  Uttle 
bit  better  than  a  man.  I  think  we  should 
be  fair.  I  think  that  women  should  be 
paid  equally.  I  think  they  should  be 
Kiven  equal  status,  and  I  believe  that 
where  they  need  protection  on  account 
of  sex  there  is  absolutely  nothing  imder 
this  amendment  that  can  possibly  pre- 
clude their  getting  it.  There  is  no  rea- 
son why  women  should  not  have  mater- 
nity care  and  maternity  benefits,  Just  as 
much  as  that  the  veteran  should  get  hos- 
pitalization and  special  care  for  the  suf- 
fering that  he  has  undergone  as  a  vet- 
eran.   The  veteran  is  doing  something 


for  his  country  that  the  women  cannot 
do.  On  the  other  hand,  the  women  are 
doing  something  for  their  country  that 
the  veteran  and  the  men  caimot  do.  So 
we  know,  and  we  admit,  and  we  welcome 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  difference  be- 
tween the  sexes,  and  we  know  that  this 
amendment  will  in  no  way  change  the 
facts  of  life  and  will  in  no  way  change 
the  laws  governing  these  differences. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  12  identical 
bills  have  been  introduced  into  this 
Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  insert  as  part  of  my  remarks  the  num- 
bers of  these  biUs,  as  well  as  the  names 
of  the  sponsors,  and  a  list  of  122  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  have  expressed 
themselves  as  being  favorable  toward 
this  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  matter  referred  to  follows : ) 

Bnxs  Intkoduczd  oir  Equal  Rights  8Sd 

CONGKESS 

Bouse  Joint  Resolution  64,  Mnxs,  Arkan- 
sas. 

House  Joint  Resolution  74,  8t.  Gsobck,  New 
York. 

House  Joint  Resolution  90,  Poulson,  Cali- 
fornia. 

House  Joint  Resolution  146,  Davis^  Tennes- 
see. 

House  Joint  Resolution  148,  Habxis, 
Arkansas. 

House  Joint  Resolution  175,  Van  Zandt, 
Pennsylvania. 

House  Joint  Resolution  182,  Wilson,  Call- 
fcH-nla. 

House  Joint  Resolution  185,  Rxzd,  New 
York. 

House  Joint  Resolution  186,  BAX&rrr,  Penn- 
sylvania. 

House  Joint  Resolution  191,  Chttdoit. 
Pennsylvania. 

House  Joint  Resolution  197,  Thompson, 
Michigan. 

House  Joint  Resolution  198.  Gbanaban, 
Pennsylvania. 

Sponsor  List  pox  Equal  Ricnm  AxBfDMENT 
AS  StrBMrmD  bt  Womxn's  Paett  Gboup 

Alabama :  FXAinL  W.  Botkxn,  Cabl  Eluott, 
Lauriz  C.  Battlx. 

Arizona:  John  J.  Rhodes. 

Arkansas:  Wilbux  D.  Mills,  Osxn  Hakixs, 

W.  F.  NOKRXLL. 

California:  Hubert  B.  Scuddex,  John  R. 
Moss,  Jr.,  J.  Axthuk  Youncxb,  Allan  Oaklet 
HuNTEX,  Ernest  K.  Bxamblxtt,  Goxdon  L. 
McDonough.  Donald  L.  Jackson,  Cakl  Hin- 
SHAW,  NoRRis  Poulson,  Harxt  R.  Shepparo, 
Jaices  B.  Dtt,  John  Phillips,  Robext  C.  Wil- 
son, Haxlan  Hagen,  Chaxlxs  S.  Gubsex. 

Colorado:    Btxon    G.    Roqexs,    Watne    N. 

ASPINALL. 

Connecticut:  James  T.  PATmtsoH,  Thomas 
J.  Dodo. 

Florida:    A.   S.   Hixlono,    Jr.,   Dwtght   I*. 

ROGEXS. 

nUnoLs:  Richaxd  W.  Hoppman,  Edgak  A. 
Jonas,  Leslie  C.  Arends,  William  L.  Springb, 
Melvin  Price,  BftARGXTERrrx  Stitt  Church, 
timothy  p.  Sheehan. 

Indiana:  E.  Ross  Adair,  Earl  Wilson. 

Iowa:  Thomas  E.  Martin,  Henry  O.  Talle, 
H.  R.  Gross,  Paul  Cunningham. 

Kansas:  Clcttord  R.  Hope. 

Kentucky :  Brent  Spence,  Carl  D.  Perkins, 
James  8.  Golden. 

Louisiana:  P.  EtowARD  BtsntT,  Otto  E. 
Passman. 

Maine:  Charles  P.  Nelson. 

Maryland:  Edward  T.  Mn.i.KX,  James  P.  8. 
Devexeux,  Oeoxce  H.  Fallon,  DeWitt  S. 
Htde,  Samuel  N.  Fxixdeu 


Massachxisctts:  Harold  D.  Donohtjx,  Ed- 
ward P.   BOLAND. 

Michigan:  Obxalo  R.  Toao,  Jr..  Rutb 
Thompson.  Alvin  M.  Bentley. 

Minnesota:  Buokne  J.  McCaxthy,  Haxolo 
C.  Hagen. 

Missouri:  Moxoan  M.  Mouldex. 

Nebraska:  R.  D.  Haxxison.  A.  L.  Mtt.i.»h. 

Nevada:   Cutton  Young. 

New  Jersey:  Chaxlxs  R.  Howell,  William 
B.  WiDNALL,  Goxdon  Caniield,  Frank  C. 
Obmxxs,  Jr. 

New  York :  Stutvesant  Wainwxioht,  Abra- 
ham J.  MULTEx,  Kathaxine  St.  Oxokck,  J. 
EXNEST  Whaxton,  Leo  W.  O'Brien,  Dean  P. 
Taylor,  Bebnaxo  W.  (Pat)  Kkaxney,  -Wil- 
liam E.  MiLLXB,  Edmund  P.  Radwan,  John  R. 
Pillion,  Daniel  A.  Reed,  Albext  H.  Bosch, 
William   R.   Williams. 

North  Dakota:  Ushxx  L.  Buxdick,  Otto 
Kruxgex. 

Ohio:  FxAzncR  Reams,  Thomas  A.  Jenkins. 
William  H.  Ayxes,  Robert  T.  Secxbst,  Frank 
T.  Bow,  J.  Harry  McGregor,  Wayne  L.  Hats« 
George  Bender,  Gordon  H.  ^chsrxb. 

Oklahoma:    Tom  Steb>.  ~   f_ 

Oregon:  Homex  D.  Angxll. 

Pennsylvania:  William  A.  Barrett,  Wil- 
liam T.  Granahan,  Earl  Chudopf,  Ivor  D. 
Fenton,  James  G.  Pulton,  Robert  J.  CJor- 


;.'^ 


South  Dakota:  Harold  O.  Lovrs,  E.  Y. 
Berry. 

Tennessee:  Pat  Sutton,  Clotord  Davis, 
Joe  L.  Evins. 

Texas :  Olin  E.  Teagtte,  Frank  Ikaxo,  Bxaot 
Gentry,  Lloyd  M.  Bentsen. 

Utah:  Douglas  R.  Strinopellow. 

Vermont:  Winston  L.  Pxouty. 

Virginia:  Howard  W.  SMrrn. 

Washington:  Russell  V.  Mack,  Walt 
Horan,  Thor  C.  Tollepson. 

West  Virginia:  Harley  O.  Staggers,  Cleve- 
land M.  Bailey,  Robert  H.  Mollohan. 

Wisconsin :  Gardner  R.  Withrow,  Alvin  E. 
O'Konski,  WILLIAM  K.  Van  Pelt. 

HawaU :  Joseph  R.  Farxington. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  w6 
have  many  friends  in  Congress  and  out 
of  Congress  who  will  help  with  the 
amendment  and  who  will  help  in  se- 
curing its  passfige.  I  am  also  happy 
to  say  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  CoDMnittee  on  the  Judiciary  has 
assigned  this  amendment  and  this  bill 
to  a  subcommittee,  and  it  is  my  hope 
that  this  subcommittee,  under  the  dis- 
tinguished chairmanship  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  McCullochI  will 
take  up  the  study  of  this  brief,  simple, 
noncontroversial  amendment,  will  work 
on  it,  will  report  it  to  the  House  favor- 
ably, so  that  we  can  see  who  our  friends 
really  are,  what  Is  going  to  happen  to 
it,  and  then  turn  it  over  to  the  States  and 
let  the  States  decide.  After  all,  in  the 
world  at  large,  this  legislation  is  already 
a  foregone  conclusion.  It  has  taken 
place  everywhere:  In  India,  in  Russia, 
behind  all  the  Iron-Curtain  covmtries, 
not  that  we  intend  to  imitate  them  in 
any  way.  It  is  also  true  that  it  exists 
in  Prance  and  England,  and  practically 
wherever  parliamentary  procedure  is 
now  in  existence.  The  only  reason  we 
have  not  had  it  written  into  our 
Constitution  is  that  our  Constitution 
is  very,  very  old.  and  in  the  days 
when  it  was  written  no  such  thing  was 
contemplated  any  more  than  woman's 
suffrage  was  contemplated.  EHu-ing  the 
fight  for  woman's  suffrage  the  same  ar- 
guments, exactly,  were  advanced  as  are 
advanced  against  this  amendment.  We 
were  told  that  women  would  regret  suf- 
frage; that  it  would  completely  change 
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ttie  OoTCTifflicfit;  19ist  it  wouM  eoin- 
pletely  change  the  home.  Of  course,  it 
has  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  has 
irnkde  very  little  diSerenoe,  in  fact.  In 
the  number  of  women  interested  in  poll- 
tics.  That,  I  as  B  female  politician,  de- 
plore. B«t  when  ytm  look  at  how  few 
women  have  come  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives or  to  the  Senate,  you  can  see 
that  woman's  suffrage  has  not  made  a 
very  great  difference.  It  bag  not  made 
a  great  difference  in  the  American  home 
because  most  women,  all  right-minded 
women  in  fact,  are  more  hiterested  in 
their  htxnes  than  they  are  in  going  into 
politics.  So  they  have  to  go  into  poli- 
tics when  they  already  ^ave  reac"hed  a 
certain  age,  and  that  means  that  aH  the 
best  jobs  and  all  the  experience  has  al- 
refuiy  been  preempted  by  the  men  and 
so,  you  lee.  they  do  not  get  any  further 
anywhere.  I  can  assure  those  of  ywi 
who  may  be  fearful  that  the  wortd  and 
the  country  Is  going  to  be  taken  ovw  by 
women  on  account  of  the  passage  of  this 
amendment,  that  it  Hill  not  be  so. 

What  it  will  do  is  give  equality,  so  that 
men  and  women  can  work  togetber  in 
our  country  as  they  do  all  over  the  world 
as  flrst-clasB  citiaens  together,  as  patriots 
together,  and  as  people  who  are  going  to 
work  for  the  good  of  their  country  for 
the  equality  of  both  sexes. 

There  is  no  more  reason  why  a  man 
should  be  penalized  than  a  woman. 
There  Is  no  more  reason  why  a  man 
should  have  to  pay  alimony  to  a  woman 
who  chooses  to  marry  one  husband  after 
another  just  to  collect  alimony  than  that 
a  woman  should  pay  alimony  for  a  like 
reason. 

There  Is  no  reason,  for  instance,  why 
my  husband  cannot  sell  any  property  in 
the  State  of  New  York  without  my  sig- 
nature, but  I  can  sell  any  property  I 
want  without  his  signature. 

So  you  see  the  amendment  is  a  Just 
amendment.  It  is  Just  for  both  sides. 
It  is  not  going  to  rcvolutiontze  the  world. 
It  is  not  going  to  change  the  status  of 
women  very  much,  but  we  do  believe  that 
working  through  this  amendment  we 
may  in  time  see  women  get  equal  pay  for 
equal  work,  an  equal  status  and  an  equal 
right  to  take  their  place  beside  their  men 
as  they  have  always  done  anyway  in  our 
history,  as  they  did  in  the  days  of  ftie 
pioneers  and  as  they  can  do  today.  The 
American  woman  wants  no  privileges. 
The  American  woman  is  willing  to  stand 
on  her  own  two  feet  beside  her  man  and 
beside  the  men  of  the  Nation  and  work 
for  the  United  States  of  America.  We 
will  work  together,  but  we  will  work  far 
better  together  if  we  work  as  equals. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEEOROE.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  I  simply  want  to 
compliment  the  gentlewoman  on  her 
very  fine  statement,  and  to  say  that  the 
women  of  America  have  no  better  advo- 
cate than  she  in  behalf  of  their  interests. 
I  trust  that  in  the  persistency  and  the 
consistency  of  her  views  she  will  make 
them  felt  in  the  near  future. 

Mrs.  ST.  OSX:>RO£.  I  thank  my  col- 
league.   I  hope  I  can  cotuxt  on  his  help. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Sadlak  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Seily-Browti).  for  1 
week,  on  account  of  death  in  family. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT  AND 
VISIT  TO  THE  INFANTRY  SCHOOL 
AT  PORT  BENNING,  GA. 

Mr.  SEEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  recriest  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  had 
I  been  able  to  be  here  on  FYiday  to  at- 
tend my  subcommittee  meeting  on  the 
Treasury,  I  would  tiave  done  so.  How- 
ever, I  left  for  an  inspection  trip  to  the 
Infantry  School  at  Fort  Benning.  Ga.. 
where  I  believe  I  picked  up  information 
that  compensated  for  what  I  might  tiave 
lost  here  that  day. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  should 
like  to  list  belov  a  series  of  observations 
gained  during  the  Fort  Benning  trip 
and  what  has  been  done  about  them: 

(a)  Contacted  Department  of  Defense, 
Public  Information  Division,  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  requesting  that  vocal  and  vis- 
ual recordings  be  made  of  cereraonles  show- 
ing the  Korean  officers  graduating  the  InXaja- 
try  School  this  week  at  Benuing  with  partic- 
ular emphasis  on  the  Korean  national  an- 
them as  It  will  be  sung.  Here  for  the  first 
time,  perhaps,  the  people  of  the  free  world 
will  have  a  chance  to  see  and  hear  the  flower 
or  Korean  manhood  render  their  natlionai 
anthem  In  stirring  mood.  For  the  first  time. 
I  think,  the  west  will  see  and  hear  the  east 
unfold  with  a  passion  that  will  stir  its  heart. 
I  was  Informed  the  Department  of  Defense 
likes  the  Idea  and  will  follow  through  on  It. 
My  contact  to  the  State  Department  In- 
formed me  the  suggestion  will  be  passed 
along.  Here  the  Voice  of  America  can  bestir 
the  Orient  as  tt  has  never  been  stirred.  I 
trmrt  the  commandant  of  the  Infantry 
School.  Brigadier  Gener«l  Malloy  -wtU  give  all 
concerned  his  fullest  cooperation. 

(b)  On  a  visit  to  the  conprewlonal  llalaon 
offlce.  Department  of  the  Army,  I  asked  sev- 
eral questions  concerning  Fort  Benning  ac- 
tivities.    Some  were: 

(1)  Why  the  officer  candidates'  pay  scale 
has  been  changed  from  Its  prior  status? 
Who  authorised  the  change,  and  liia.«!much 
as  all  candidates  are  on  an  equal  footing 
for  almost  fl  months  why  they  arent  equally 
paid?    Here  Is  Americanism  with  a  low  blow. 

(2)  Why  officer  candidates  are  not  exposed 
to  winter  warfare  tactics  though  they  are 
trained  in  Jungle  and  mountain  survival 
techniques? 

(3)  Why  officer  candidates  have  not  been 
ahown  any  significant  training  films  dealing 
with  the  Korean  war.  now  In  its  third  year? 
Willie  it  is  appreciated  that  training  com- 
panies have  Korean -experlenoed  officers  in 
command,  surely  uo  one  offloer  ^'q^  Uved 
through  all  the  Klgnifk:»nt  battle  pliaaea  of 
the  Korean  war.  Thus  we  deny  our  future 
combat  leaders  an  exposure  to  valuable  bat- 
tle experiences  by  denying  them  these  films. 
Why  haven't  they  been  abown?  Or  even 
made? 

(4)  What  Is  the  status  of  clothing  allow- 
ance? 

(6)  What  )m  there  to  tl»e  rumor  that  medi- 
cal care  for  military  depeiidents  wiXl  soon 
be  disallowed? 


(6)  iB  It  true  that  Regular  Array  oOcvr 
aurvlval  benefits  are  leas  advantageous  than 
Reserve  officer  survival  benefits?     Why? 

(7)  Is  there  a  deliberate  plan  to  demor- 
alize our  Armed  Forces  personnel  here  at 
home? 

(6(  Why  hasnt  the  Armed  Trfrcem  sold  the 
American  people  on  the  fact  that  only  what 
tl»e  prronDd  soldier  holds,  dvil  gofvemineiit 
controis;  that  In  aplte  ot  our  Navy  and  our 
Air  Force  being  able  to  sl^I  and  boixJ3  off- 
shore and  overhead  to  the  Yalu.  the  minds 
and  hearts  of  the  free  world  know  that  po- 
litical control  extends  to  Just  above  the  38th 
paranel.  Havy  and  Air  Corps  notwlth- 
BtandtniB^? 

(»)  Why  dant  we  have  a  Chief  of  Infantry 
whoae  Job  It  woukl  be  to  fight  for  Ju«t  such 
poiiUti  and  more,  as  are  raised  here? 

There  will  be  more  to  this,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARES 

By  unanimous  consent.  pemiis8k>n  to 
extend  remarks  in  ti^  Appendix  of  the 
Racoas,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarlcs, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Velm  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keaknky. 

Mr.  Uiix  and  to  include  a  radio  broad- 
cast. 

Mr.  Mason  on  the  subject  Congress 
Can  Stop  Government  Waste  and  to  in- 
clude excerpts  from  an  article  in  the  cur- 
rent Reader's  Digest. 

Mr.  Ayres  and  Mr.  Morano. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisoonsin  in  five  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  WicKXRSHAM  in  two  histances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BENTfETT  of  Florida  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Gordon  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr  Machbowicz  and  to  inchide  extra- 
neous material. 

Mr.  Reams  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest  )  and  to  include  an  editorial  from 
the  Toledo  Blade. 

Mr.  Patman  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  certain  6tatement«. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  and  to  include 
an  editorial 

Mr.  Abeimcthy  and  Include  a  speech. 

Mr.  O'Haha  of  Minnesota  and  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illtoois  and  include  cer- 
tain factual  information. 

Mr.  Jensew  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  HosME£  ia  four  Instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  ScHEJiEa  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial taicen  from  the  Paris  Beacon  New*. 

Mr.  GRoes  and  to  include  copies  of  cer- 
tain letters. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Geo«ge  and  to  include  a  newslet- 
ter. 

Mr.  PttLioN  and  to  Include  a  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Ran  of  New  York  hi  five  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  HomcAif  of  Itfichlgan  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  P%TtsT)  and  to  include  a 
letter. 

Mr.  O'Haka  of  Illineis  and  to  include 
en  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Ti-ibune 
entitled  "What  Eisenhower  Said  About 
Taxes." 
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Mr.  Bhoyhill  in  two  separate  in- 
stances, in  one  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Alexandria  Gazette  and  in  the 
other  a  broadcast  by  'E&rl  Godwin. 


SENATE  ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 
The  SPEIAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of 
the  following  title: 

s  1188.  An  act  to  amend  the  Dependents 
Assistance  Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
fat  1  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Hou.«e  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day, March  17,  1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


feet  until  6  months  after  the  termination  of 
the  national  emergency  proclaimed  on  De- 
cember 18,  1950";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

651.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Offlce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  act  of  De- 
cember 2,  1942,  as  amended,  and  the  act  of 
July  28.  1945.  relating  to  war-risk  hazard  and 
detention  benefits,  until  July  1,  1954";  to 
the   Committee    on    the   Judiciary. 

552.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  an  order  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
dated  January  16.  1953,  authorizing  the 
granting  of  conditional  landing  permits  to 
bona  fide  alien  crewmen  found  to  t)e  ex- 
cludable as  persons  within  one  of  the  classes 
enumerated  In  section  212  (a)  (28),  pur- 
suant to  sect-on  212  (d)  (3)  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

544  A  letter  from  the  Aaalatant  Secretary 
rf  Agriculture  transmitting  a  report  of  op- 
erations, expenditures  and  obligations  under 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 
nient  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30. 
1963.  pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  28.  1937 
(50  Slat.  329) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture. 

545  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
recommendations  for  the  enactment  of  legls- 
Intlon  amending  section  319  of  the  Commu- 
nications Act  of  1934.  as  amended,  entitled 
•  A  bill  to  simplify  the  procedure  for  secur- 
InR  licenses  to  operate  certain  types  of  radio 
facilities";  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

546.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
recommendations  for  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation amending  section  309  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934.  entitled.  "A  bill 
to  extend  the  time  within  which  the  Com- 
ml-sslon  must  act  on  a  protest  from  16  days. 
a.<s  now  provided  to  a  period  of  30  days";  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

547.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  SUtes,  transmitting  a  re- 
port on  the  audit  of  Virgin  Islands  Corpora- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1953. 
pursuant  to  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act  (31  U.  S.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc.  No. 
105i ;  to  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
eratloiiB  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

548  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  one  copy  each 
of  certain  bills  and  resolutions  passed  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St. 
John,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the  Organic 
Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States 
approved  June  22,  1936;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

549.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  on  a  plan  for  the 
construction  of  the  potential  Payette  Heights 
Unit.  Payette  Division,  Boise  project.  Idaho, 
together  with  related  documents  and  let- 
ters of  comment  on  the  report,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

560.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Offlce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  a  Joint  resolution  entitled, 
"Joint  resolution  to  extend  until  July  1, 
1953.  the  time  limitation  upon  the  effective- 
ness of  certain  statutory  provisions  which 
but  for  such  time  limitation  would  be  in  ef- 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xni.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  117.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  expenses  of 
the  Investigations  authorized  by  House  Reso- 
lution 109;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  159). 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. House  Resolution  128.  Reso- 
lution to  provide  funds  for  the  Investigations 
and  studies  made  by  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  127;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  160).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. Hotise  Resolution  168.  Reso- 
lution authorizing  funds  for  the  Inspection 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  161).  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  BISHOP:  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. Hotise  Joint  Resolution  206.  Joint 
resolution  to  authorize  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  furnish  certain  elec- 
trical or  mechanical  office  equipment  for  the 
use  of  Members,  officers,  and  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  162) .    Ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1880.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  public 
lands  In  Alaska  to  the  Catholic  bishop  of 
Northern  Alaska  for  use  as  a  mission  school; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  163).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


PUBLIC   BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn,  pubUc 

bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 

severally  referred  as  follows:  * 

By  Mr.  ABERNETHY: 
H  R  3974.  A  bill  to  provide  for  B  Delegate 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  United 
States  Senate;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  ALLEN  of  California: 
H  R  3975.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Eetlrement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended;  to  the 


Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan : 
H.  R.  3976.  A  bill  to  increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (In- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the 
exemption  for  a  dependent,  and  the  addi- 
tional exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness) 
from  $600  to  WOO;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CLARDY: 
H.  R.  3977.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Commu- 
nications Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  to  pro- 
vide that  station  licenses  shall  be  Issued  for 
an  Indefinite  term,  and  shall  be  revoked  only 
by  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DEROUNIAN: 
H.  R.  3978.  A  bill  amending  section  34  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  of  October 
6,  1917  (40  Stat.  411).  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  GENTRY: 
H.  R.  3979.  A  bill  to  prohibit  picketing  In 
the  Immediate  vicinity  of  the  White  House, 
and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Coltimbla. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  3980.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public-library    service    In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  HIESTAND: 
H.  R.  3981.  A  blU  to  restrain  further  de- 
terioration of  our  currency   and  to  restore 
confidence   In   the   dollar   by  returning   the 
currency  of  the  United  States  to  the  gold 
standard,   and   for   other    purposes;    to   the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H.  R.  3982.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public-library    service    In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 

and  Labor.  

By  Mr.  JENKINS: 
H.  R.  3983.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public-library    service    In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  3984.  A  bill  to  amend  section  10  at 
the  act  of  October  15.  1914.  commonly  known 
as  the  Clayton  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  R.  3985.  A  bUl  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public    library    service    In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  EducaUon 
and  Labor.  « 

By  Mr.  KRUEGER: 
H.  R.  3986.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appro- • 
prlatlon  of  additional  funds  to  complete  the 
International  Peace  Garden,  N.  Dak.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LESINSKI: 
H.  R.  3987.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the    Civil    Service    Commission    to    make    a 
study  of  the  classification  of,  and  rates  of 
basic  compensation  payable  with  respect  to 
technical,   scientific,   and   engineering   posi- 
tions m  the  classified  civil  service;    to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and  Civil  Service. 
H.  R.  3988.  A  bill  to  provide  automatic  an- 
nual pay  Increases  for  postmasters;   to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offlce  and  Civil  Service.      _ 
By  Mr.  LOVRE: 
H  R  3989.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  as  amended,  so  as 
to  improve  the  credit  services  available  to 
farmers   seeking   to    adopt   soil    and    water 
conserving  systems  of  farming  contributing 
toward  development  of  a  permanently  »»« 
abundantly    productive  -American    agrtcul- 
ture;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture.  j 

By  Mr.  MERROW: 
H  R  3990.  A  blU  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public    library    -"-y'^^,^^ 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 
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By  Ifr.  PERKINS: 

H.  R.  3991.  A  bill  to  promote  the  farther 
development  of  public  Ubrary  service  In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Edmratloa 
and  Labor. 

By  Ur.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  3992.  A  bUl  relating  to  the  extension 
of  the  Federal  old-age  and  siirvivors  Insur- 
ance system  to  ministers  and  members  of 
religious  orders;  to  the  Cnramlt.tae  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Ariaana: 

H.  R.  3903.  A  bill  to  eaUhllah  eflectlve 
means  to  determine  Communist  domination 
In  unions  and  to  eliminate  Communists  from 
positions  of  influence  and  control  in  labor 
unions;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 

H.  R.  S9M.  A  blU  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Civil  Service  Oommioiion  to  make  a  study 
of  the  claaalflcation  of,  and  rates  of  t>asic 
campensatlac  payable  with  respect  to  tech- 
nical. Bclentlflc.  and  engineering  poaltione 
in  the  classified  civil  ■ervlce;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  SADLAK: 

H.  R.  3995.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  au- 
thorize the  leuetpt  m  band  and  taxpeyment 
at  rectifying  plants  of  distilled  spirits,  alco- 
hol, aiid  wines  for  rectification,  bottling,  and 
packaging,  or  for  bottling  and  packaging 
without  rectification;  and  the  production 
in  bond  and  taxpsyment  of  gin  mnd  vodka  at 
rectifying  plants;  to  the  Canuaaittce  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SBORT: 

H.  R.  89Q«.  A  biU  to  amend  section  81,  Na- 
tional Eiefenae  Act,  as  amended  (32  U.  S.  C. 
171.  173,  173.  174,  \T&,  and  176),  to  provide 
for  the  organization  of  the  National  Guard 
Bureau,  and  to  define  tbe  responsibilities 
functions,  and  duties  of  tbe  Chief  of  the 
National  CHiard  Bureau;  azKl  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  B.  .3997.  A  bill  to  amend  section  67  of 
the  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended,  to 
provide  for  an  active-duty  statue  for  all 
United  States  property  and  dtsburslng  ofB- 
cers;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois: 

H.  B.  3998.  A  bill  to  authorlz*  the  Public 
TJtllltleB  Commission  of  the  DlBtrlct  of  Co- 
lumbia to  regulate  and  condition  the  decla- 
ration and  payment  of  dividends  by  public 
utilities  in  the  District  of  Colmnbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Cotumbia. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  3999.  A  bin  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
hibiting compulsory  unionism,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.   TOLLFTSON: 

H.  R.  4000.  A  bin  to  promote  the  further 
development  of  public  library  service  In  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT: 

H.  R.  4001.  A  blU  to  amend  section  801  (d) 
of  tlie  Federal.  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
aa  amended,  in  relation  to  exports;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  WATTS: 

H.  R.  4002.  A  bill  to  provide  for  continuing 
retirement  pay.  under  certain  conditions,  of 
officers  and  former  oflBcers  of  the  Array.  Navy, 
Air  Force.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Ouard, 
who  incurred  physical  disability  while  In  the 
service  of  the  United  States  during  World 
War  L  World  War  II.  or  any  subsequent  con- 
flicts In  which  the  United  States  has  en- 
gaged, and  for  otlier  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Serrlcea. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  lOmkmiippl: 
H.  R.  400S.  A  btn  to  extend  rund  mall  de- 
livery   service;    to    the    Committee   on   Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 


By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 

H.  R.  4004.  A  bm  to  amend  section  S210  of 
the  Revised  Statutes;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  New  Tori: 

H.  J.  Bea.  225.  Joint  resolution  designating 
August  17  of  each  year  as  National  Holstela- 
Frieslan  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  BOSCH: 

H.  Con.  Res.  79.  Concurrent  resolution  rec- 
ommending a  new  60-nation  conference  to 
consider  the  advisability  of  reorganlaati»a. 
revision,  and  amendment  of  the  Charter  of 
the  United  Nations;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo- 
rials was  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona:  Memorial  of 
the  Artaona  State  Legislature  requesting  the 
foruulation  of  a  plan  for  cooperation  in  the 
development  of  ground-water  supplies  on 
Indian  reservations  in  central  and  southern 
Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Arizona  State  Legis- 
lature relating  to  the  Federal  excise  tax  on 
ladies'  handbags  and  requesting  the  Congress 
to  repeal  this  excise  tax;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HARRISON  of  Wyoming:  Memorial 
of  the  32d  State  Legislatujre  of  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  menMrlaiizing  the  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission  to  continue  the 
reservation  of  VHP  television  cbiannel  8  at 
Laramie.  Wyo.,  for  educational  purposes  for 
a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of  expira- 
tion of  the  original  reservation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  S2d  State  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming.  Tnenkorlallaiing  the 
Congress  of  tl>e  United  States  of  America 
with  reference  to  passing  legislation  to  mod- 
erniEe  the  180 -acre  limitation  now  imposed 
upon  farm  units  In  federally  financed  recla- 
mation projects;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  S2d  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Wyoming,  memoriaHzing  the 
Congrees  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
redefine  the  boundaries  of  Grand  Teton  Na- 
tional Park;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  32d  State  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America  by 
prop)er  action  to  quitclaim  unto  the  State  of 
Wyoming  all  right,  title,  and  Interest  In  and 
to  all  sections  16  and  36  within  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  whether  surveyed  or  unsurveyed. 
so  as  to  vest  immediately  in  the  State  of 
Wyoming  not  only  legal  title  to  sections  16 
and  38,  when  surveyed  and  not  otherwise 
disposed  of,  but  also  with  an  indefeasible 
proprietary  interest  in  all  sections  which  are 
surveyed  or  were  surveyed  as  of  the  date  of 
the  Enabling  Act  of  July  10.  1890;  to  the 
Conunittee  on   Interior   and  Insulax  Affairs. 

By  the  SPEAKE^P :  Memorial  of  the  Legls- 
ture  of  the  State  of  California,  memorlallc:- 
Ing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  granting  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii  statehood  In  the  United 
States;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglslatm^  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorlRllzlng  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  tbe  United  States, 
concerning  the  restoration  to  Congreas  at  the 
fixing  of  tariffs;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorial izlng  ttoe  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congreas  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  using  money  collected  by  Federal 
gasoline,  diesel  fuel,  and  lubricating  oil  taxes 


upon  Federal-aid  ptlmwy  hlgbwvy  systems; 
to  tbe  Ommmlttoe  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  iir^''"**'  of  the  Lacteteture  at  the 
State  of  KnnTfT  meaaorlaHrtng  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  re- 
questing enactment  of  legislation  providing 
fcB"  the  withdrawal  of  Federal  Government 
from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  L«slilBtnre  of  the 
State  of  Ohio,  memorializing  the  ftveldent 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  rela- 
tive to  transmitting  a  cc^y  of  the  civil  de- 
fense and  mutual  aid  interstate  compact  de- 
veloped on  the  model  form  established  by 
the  Council  of  State  Go'vemments.  and 
adopted  for  use  by  the  State  of  Ohio;  to  the 
Committee   on   Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  \0t  tbe 
State  of  Nevada,  memorlaljy.ing  tbe  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  re- 
questing the  restoration  of  the  gold  standard 
and  to  Increase  the  price  of  gold  commen- 
surate with  the  present  value  of  the  dollar; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  CongretM  of  the  United  States,  re- 
questing the  approval  of  legislation  designed 
to  provide  a  stabilized  market  for  the  prod- 
ucts of  domestic  mines;  to  the  Cominlttee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  memorialiaing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  relative  to  the  establishment  of  peace 
between  Israel  and  the  Arab  States  and  its 
essentiality  to  the  free  world;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  memorlAlizlng  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  the  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion to  readjust  the  boundaries  of  the 
Olympic  National  Park;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Interior  atkd  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  redefine  tbe  boundaries  of  Grmid  Teton 
National  Parlt;  to  the  Comizkittee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes, 
requesting  legislation  to  modernize  the  160- 
acre  limitation  now  imposed  upon  farm  unita 
in  federally  financed  reclamation  proJecU; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
urging  the  appropriation  of  funds  to  con- 
struct a  road  between  Fairtianks,  Nenana. 
and  Healy,  Alaska,  during  the  1953  building 
season;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  tile  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  certain  tax  exemptions  covering 
income  derived  from  the  industrial  use  and 
production  of  natural  resources  in  Alaska;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ALLEN  of  California    (by  re- 
cfuest)  : 
H.  R.  4005.  A  bill  lor   the  reUef  of  Frank 
T.  P.  Chlu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  4086.  A  bin  for  the  reUef   of  Karen 
McDougaJ  Reed  and  Chrlattne  Cornell  Reed; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtidiciary, 
By  Mr.  BATES   (by  request)  : 

H.  R.  4007.  A  blU  for  the  reUef  of  Joao 
Pinguel-RodrigueB;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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By  Bfr.  BUDOB: 

ELR.400a.  A  hUl  for  the  MUef  oX  Tojbm 
Aguitre:  to  the  Conunittee  oa  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4009.  A  bill  for  the  relief  at  Joee 
Louis  Barrenechea;  to  the  Cominlttee  on  the 
JudlchU7. 

H.  R.  «01«.  A  byi  for  tiae  nUef  of  Knrtqae 
Izaguirre;   to  the  Committee  on  the  JwUd- 

ary. 

H.  R.4aiL  A  UU  for  tbe  relief  ol  Luis 
Izaguirre;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

By  Mr.  CLARDT: 

H.  R.  4013.  A  Mil  for  Vb»  relief  of  Guy 
Plumail.  Mrs.  Jteftatiiam  PlumaU.  and  Ml- 
ctiael  Plnmall;  to  the  Camaalttee  ok  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILLING6: 

H.  R.  4013.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Erwin 
S.  DeMoskonyl;  to  the  Conmaittee  on  the 
Judlclirry. 

By  Mr.  Jift;DONOUGH: 

H  R.  4014.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  U  Chlu 
Tm  and  wife,  Leung  Sue  Wa;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

U.R.4015.  A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Josef, 
Paula,  and  Ktirt  Friedberg;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 

H  R.  401S.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  SHverio 
Bolzoni;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  NORRSLL: 

H.  R4017.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  and  improvements 
to  the  England  Special  School  District  of  the 
State  of  Arlransas;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  RADWAN: 

H.  R.  4018.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jack- 
son S.  Wu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

H.  R.  4019.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fogene 
Luccl;   to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Bfc.    8IEMINSKI: 

H  R.  4020.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ahamad 
Meah;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    THOMAS: 

H.  R.  4021.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Reginald 
Wynne  Davis;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R.  4022.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lorenzo 
D  Meadows;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  detAc 

and  referred  as  follows: 

86.  By  Mr.  HILLELSON:  Petition  of  J.  L. 
Lewis,  and  36  others,  urging  tbe  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  enact  legislation  which 
will  reduce  the  tax  burden  caused  by  the 
payment  of  32  cents  out  of  every  dollar 
earned  by  the  average  American;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means 

87.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Kenosha  County  Medical  Society 
fur  the  revision  of  the  doctor  draft  law. 
Public  Law  779;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

88.  Also,  petiUoD  of  members  of  the  WCTU 
of  JanesvUle,  Wis.,  virging  passage  of  legis- 
lation to  prohibit  alcoholic  beverage  adver- 
tising over  the  radio  and  television  and  in  our 
magazines  and  newspapers;  to  the  Conunittee 
ou  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

89.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Business  and 
Professional  Women  of  Burlington,  Wis.,  In 
favor  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  project  and 
in  tbe  Joint  participation  of  the  United 
suites  with  Canada  In  the  development  and 
coutrul  of  the  seaway;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Putilic  Works. 

90.  By  the  SPEAKER:  PeUtion  of  tbe  city 
clerk.  Corning.  Calif.,  requesting  enactment 
ot  legislation  to  appropriate  nkoneys  iieoes- 
sary  to  bring  the  Veterans'  Administration 
hospital  program  to  the  needed  standards 
to  meet  the  needs  of  <•>"'  veteran  population 
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of  CeUfonls;  to  the  ObxamMtee  oa  Wtezaae* 

Affairs. 

81.  Also.  petUJon  of  lAx.  Beulah  PhllUps. 
and  others,  of  Orlando,  Fla.,  requesting  en- 
actment of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447,  soclal- 
■ecurlty  legMatlon  known  n  the  Townaend 
plan;  to  the  Oatmntttee  on  Ways  asd  Means. 

92.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Faith  B.  Berkre. 
end  o€3iers,  ef  Ortantfo,  na.,  requeettng  en- 
actment of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  aoetal- 
securtty  tegtsUtton  kaown  as  tbe  T>ewiMend 
plan;  to  tbe  Oanamlttee  on  WajEs  and  Means. 


ST.  PATRICK'S  DAY 


«■» 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TiESDAY,  March  17, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  oSered  the  following  prayer : 

O  Thou  infinite  and  gracious  spirit, 
who  hast  made  us  for  Thyself,  may  we 
now  be  numbered  among  the  seekers  and 
Unders  of  Ck>d  for  we  need  Thee  so 
greatly  in  our  private  and  public  life. 

Grant  that  we  ma^  yieid  ourselves 
gladly  and  unreservedly  to  the  guidance 
and  discipline  of  Thy  divine  truth  in 
order  that  our  minds  and  hearts  siay  be 
f»mnn<'ipgtj^  from  all  those  fears  which 
weaken,  those  doubts  which  darken, 
those  sins  which  blind  and  deaden  our 
souls,  and  tbase  sorrows  which  make  us 
lonely. 

We  are  dally  beseeching  Thee  that 
Thon  wilt  create  within  the  hearts  of 
men  and  nations  those  finer  feelings  and 
nobler  thoughts  which  are  the  progeni- 
tors of  achievement  in  the  building  of  a 
more  glorious  civilization. 

Inspire  os  with  the  same  kifty  asim-a- 
tion  which  filled  the  life  of  St.  Patridc, 
Thy  servant,  wht>se  ChristHke  character 
and  ministry,  many  in  this  and  other 
lands  are  honoring  today. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  Lord  and 
Saviour.    Aaaen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bin  and  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  2486  An  act  to  amend  tbe  act  of 
July  12,  1950  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  336),  as 
amended,  which  authorizes  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  specified  areas;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  64.  Concorrent  resolution  tm- 
thorizing  the  Waahlngton  State  Whitman 
Statue  Committee  to  place  temporarily  in 
the  rotunda  of  the  Capitol  a  statue  of  the 
late  Dr.  Marcus  Whitman,  the  holding  of 
oeremonles,  and  permanent  location  In 
Statuary  Hall. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  of  the  following 
titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Socorro  Ge- 
rona  de  Castro; 

S.  255.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Odflla, 
also  known  as  Maria  Hutter;  and 

S.  123*.  lai  act  to  continue  tbe  ellecll»e- 
ness  at  the  WBaaXr^  Persoas  Act.  as  amended 
and  extended.  nxitU  July  1. 19M. 


Mr.  OTIARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Bpeaker,  I  arte  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKHi.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  this  special  day — St.  Pat- 
rick's Day — from  the  bottom  of  my  heart 
I  wish  "you  aH" — of  the  North,  the 
South,  the  East,  the  West — "The  top  o' 
the  momin'.** 

This  is  one  day  of  the  year  when  the 
world  is  divided  into  two  classes — those 
who  are  Irish  and  those  who  would  like 
to  be  Irish. 

St,  Patrick's  Day  is  and  always  will  be 
a  day  of  national  importance.  I  have 
heard  it  said  not  only  that  St.  Patrick 
was  a  Scotsman  but  that  he  was  a  Re- 
publican. There  is  no  question  that  he 
was  an  Irishman,  either  real  or  adopted, 
and  by  the  results  of  the  last  election 
St.  Patrick  must  have  been  on  the  side 
of  the  RepubKtians  in  the  United  States, 

As  direct  descendants  of  the  kings  of 
Erin,  the  Republican  Irish — the  Aliens, 
the  Bates,  the  Bermetts,  the  Bjmeses, 
the  Corbetts.  the  Cunninghams,  the  Dol- 
livers,  the  Doms.  the  Gavins,  the  Gold- 
ens,  the  Heseltons.  the  Himngs.  the 
Horans,  the  Kearneys,  the  Keams,  the 
Kea tings,  the  Kilbums.  the  McConneHs, 
the  McCuDochs.  the  McDononghs,  the 
McGregors,  the  McVeys,  the  Martins,  the 
MeatJers.  the  ©"Haras,  the  O'Konskis, 
the  Pattersons,  the  St.  Georges,  the 
Sheehans — all  acclaim  the  affection  we 
have  for  "the  other  side  of  the  aisle" 
Irish:  the  Bolands,  the  Byrnes,  the  Car- 
nahans,  the  Delaneys,  the  De«npscys.  the 
Donohues,  the  Donovans,  the  Etoyles,  the 
Palkms,  the  Peighans,  the  Pogartys,  the 
Granahans,  the  Harts,  the  KelleTS,  the 
Keoghs,  the  KUdsys,  the  Kirwans,  the 
Lanes,  the  McCarthys,  the  McCormacks, 
the  McMillans,  the  Macks,  the  Maddens, 
the  Mahcwis,  the  Mdlohans,  the  Murrays, 
the  O'Briens,  O'Hara  of  IUin<»i8,  the 
O'Neills,  the  Philbins,  the  Regans,  the 
Rileys,  the  RoonsyB,  the  Bbelleys,  the 
Sullivans,  anc'.  the  Suttooa. 

St.  Patrick  was  a  great  missionary  and 
early  Christian.  While  in  this  House  the 
Republican  Irish  may  be  slightly  out- 
numbered by  the  Irish  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle,  we  promise  3rou  much  mis- 
sionary work  in  the  next  year. 

Lest  there  be  overconfldence  on  the 
side  having  the  greater  numbers,  let  it 
be  said  that  the  fighting  Irish  may  have 
been  outnumbered  but  never  outfought. 
We  shall  send  into  this  battle  O'Konski, 
of  Wisconsin,  to  convert  OIQeln,  of  New 
York,  and  in  leaeive  against  the  un- 
believers we  challenge  yon  with  "County 
Clare"  Hoffman. 

If  anyone  makes  Hght  of  the  difference 
in  numbers,  remember,  there  may  be 
only  one  saint  but  many  sinners. 

Which  proves  oonclusively  that  St. 
Patrick  was  an  Irishman  and  a  Repub- 
lican. 

But  today  on  St.  Patrick's  Day-^and 
for  today  only — all  is  sunshine  and  har- 
mony among  the  Irish  and  the  non-Irish 
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from  alpha  to  omega — from  Abbttt,  of 
Virginia,  to  Zablockz.  of  Wisconsin, 

Special  greetings  of  affection  to  you 
all  and  Erin  go  Bragh. 


LUMP-SUM  PAYMENTS   TO  PUBLIC 

OFFICIALS  FOR  ACCRUED  ANNUAL 

LEAVE 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  today  introduced  legislation  which 
will  exclude  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951.  offi- 
cials in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment specified  in  Public  Law  359,  81st 
Congress,  the  act  which  established  the 
rates  of  pay  of  the  heads  and  assistant 
heads  of  executive  departments  and  in- 
dependent offices.  This  includes  Presi- 
dential assistants  and  top  level  Presi- 
dential appointments. 

This  bill,  when  enacted  into  law.  will 
prevent  any  such  payments  to  depart- 
ment and  agency  heads  in  large  sums 
such  as  has  been  recently  disclosed  by  the 
Comptroller  General's  report  to  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee.  This  report 
pointed  out  that  some  retiring  depart- 
ment and  agency  heads  of  the  Truman 
administration  received  in  excess  of 
$5,000  in  accumulated  annual  leave.  In 
fact,  one  high  official  received  over 
$12,000  in  a  lump  sum  for  accumulated 
annual  leave. 

In  addition  to  legislation  which  will 
prevent  such  payments  in  the  future,  I 
am  asking  the  Comptroller  General  to 
conduct  such  investigations  as  are  neces- 
sary to  determine  whether  or  not  there 
was  misrepresentation  in  the  certifica- 
tion^ of  officials  calling  for  such  large 
lump-sum  payments  for  accumulated 
annual  leave. 


COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  may 
have  until  midnight  torught  to  file  a 
report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  may  have  until  midnight 
tonight  to  file  a  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INQUIRY  INTO  CERTAIN  OPERA- 
TIONS  AND  CONDITIONS  IN  KO- 
REA 

Mr.  SHORT.    Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 


ices, I  present  a  privileged  resolution 
(H.  Res.  171). 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  Defenae 
report  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Houae  In  broad 
general  terms — 

(a)  the  purpose  of  the  combat  raid  called 
Operation  Smack; 

(b)  whether  a  timetable  for  the  attack 
was  made  available  to  Invited  guesU  before 
the  attack  was  staged; 

(c)  whether  the  schedule  for  the  attack 
was  bound  In  covers  and  given  a  colored 
front; 

(d)  If  the  answer  to  the  last  question  la 
In  the  affirmative — 

1.  what  was  the  reason  for  that  pro- 
cedure?; 

2.  how  many  were  printed  and  the  number, 
by  whom  and  to  whom  distributed?; 

3.  If  schedules,  or  any  advance  notice  of, 
or  orders  for,  the  attack  were  printed,  to  what 
officers — not  Individual  names — were  they 
distributed?;  and 

4.  please  furnish  us  a  copy; 

(e)  who.  If  anyone,  was  present  as  visitors 
or  spectators  and,  broadly,  what  were  the 
reasons   for   the   attendance   of   each? 

(f )  were  motion  pictures  made  of  the  op- 
eration?   If  the  answer  Is  In  the  affirmaUve — 

1.  by  whom; 

2.  for  what  purpose;  and 

3.  if  made,  by  whom  and  for  what  pur- 
pose were  they  to  be  used  In  the  United 
States,  or  elsewhere?; 

(g)  have  the  lines  In  Korea  been  more  or 
less  stabilized  for  a  year?  And,  if  so,  what 
was  the  specific  purpose  of  this  raid?;  and 

(h)  approximately  how  many  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  were 
killed,  how  many  additional  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  Nations  lost  their 
lives,  and  how  many  In  each  category  were 
casualties?; 

(1)  who  representing  the  press  was  pres- 
ent?; 

(J)  have  there  been  shortages  of  ammu- 
nition and  'weapons  In  Korea?  If  the  answer 
Is  In  the  affirmative — 

1.  during  what  time;   and 

2.  to  what  extent?; 

(k)  at  the  •present  time,  have  the  Armed 
Forces  In  Korea  an  adequate  supply  of  am- 
munition and  weapons,  adequate  food  and 
clothing? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  report  contains  all  of 
the  information  requested  in  the  resolu- 
tion offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  Hoffman],  I  move  that  the 
resolution  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  report  be 
printed  in  the  Record  in  its  entirety  with 
the  exception  of  the  colored  cover  which 
is  not  readily  susceptible  of  reproduc- 
tion. At  this  point  I  might  say  that  any 
Member  of  the  House  may  look  at  the 
cover  which  merely  contains  the  infantry 
division  insignia. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
should  like  to  let  the  Members  of  the 
House  know  that  there  is  nothing  on  the 
inside,  but  the  report,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  states,  does  contain  an- 
swers to  the  questions  filed. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan,  in  order  to  be 
exact,  that  I  think  the  report  as  I  am 
submitting  it  for  this  purpose  in  its  en- 
tirety with  the  exception  of  the  repro- 
duction of  the  cover  will  answer  the  ques- 


tions In  his  resolution.  Any  Member  of 
the  House,  however,  is  perfectly  welcome 
to  examine  the  contents  of  the  folder 
which  is  in  the  safe  over  at  my  office.  It 
is  top  secret,  because  it  contains  a  minute 
description  of  battle  actions  and  ma- 
neuvers. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  SHORT.     Gladly. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  I 
understand,  the  committee  of  the  other 
body  is  going  into  this  matter  of  ammu- 
nition anyway. 

Mr.  SHORT.     That  Is  quite  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 
To   iNQuniE    Ii*TO    CniTAiN    Opteatioks    and 
Conditions  in  Kobea 

Mr.  Short,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  submitted  the  following  adverse 
report   (to  accompany  H.  Res.   171). 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  resolution  (H.  Res. 
171)  to  Inquire  into  certain  operations  and 
conditions  in  Korea,  having  considered  the 
same,  report  unfavorably  thereon  without 
amendment  and  recommend  that  the  resolu- 
tion do  not  pass. 

The  SEcurrART  or  DxrcNSK, 
Washinf/ton,  March  14,  1953. 

Hon   DewxT  Short, 

Chatrman.  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, House  of  Representatives. 
Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  Reference  Is  made 
to  your  request  for  a  report  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  on  House  Resolution  171, 
83d  Congress,  a  resolution  of  inquiry  Into 
the  circumstances  surrounding  Operation 
Smack. 

The  attached  memorandum  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army  contains  the  Information 
requested  by  the  resolution. 
Very  sincerely  yours. 

Rocxs  M.  Ktks, 

Acting. 

Department  or  the  Armt, 
Washington.  D.  C.  March.  14,  1953. 
Memorandum  for :  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Subject:  House  Resolution  171.  resolution  to 
Inquire  Into  certain  operations  and  con- 
ditions in  Korea. 

Reference  is  made  to  your  memo  routing 
slip  of  March  10.  1953.  from  Rear  Adm.  H.  A. 
Houser,  United  States  Navy,  Director.  Office 
of  Legislative  Liaison,  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  assigning  to  the  Department  of 
the  Army  the  responsibility  for  preparing  re- 
plies to  Congress  on  the  questions  set  out 
In   House   Resolution    171. 

On  February  3,  1953.  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
United  States  Army,  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins, 
appeared  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
presented  full  factual  Information  with  re- 
spect to  this  military  operation.  Additional 
Information  which  became  available  to  the 
Department  of  the  Army  since  that  date  was 
submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices of  the  House  of  Representatives  In  con- 
nection with  the  report  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  on  House  Resolution  121.  The 
Information  furnished  with  respect  to  House 
Resolution  121  Is,  however,  repeated  here- 
in so  that  an  Integrated  report  may  be  fur- 
nished to  the  committee  with  reepect  to 
House  Resolution  171.  The  answers  to  the 
speclflc  questions  set  out  In  House  Resolu- 
tion 171.  to  supplement  the  testimony  of 
General  Collins,  are  set  out  below. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  the  raid:  The  general 
purpose  of  Operation  Smack  was  to  destroy 
the  enemy  on  the  objective,  to  capture  pris- 
oners, to  obtain  military  information  of  In- 
telligence value,  (vnd  to  destroy  underground 
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fortlficaUans  by  the  eomhlnwl  and  coordi- 
nated employment  of  alr-artUiexy-tanka  and 
infantry. 

(b)  Whether  a  tlaaetable  for  the  attack 
was  made  avaUable  to  Invited  guests  before 
the  attack  was  srtaged:  A  tlmetahle,  or  better, 
an  Itinerary,  outlining  In  prose  style  the 
main  evenu  including  the  tactlcai  plan  ol 
attack  and  a  vitbdrawttJ  waa  fuml&ted  the 
observers  >uat  before  the  attack. 

(c)  and  (d)  1.  What  was  the  reason  for 
that  procedure  (using  a  colored  cover)  ?  The 
purpose  of  such  b,  cover  in  this  caae  was  to 
Identify  the  Usuliig  headquarters  and  to  in- 
dicate -the  security  claaslAcatiom. 

2.  How  many  (covers)  were  prteted  and 
the  number  by  whom  axxl  to  whom  dlatrih- 
uted?  The  approximate  number  of  mliiMa- 
graphed  copies  produced  (none  were  print- 
ed) was  30.  ThBue  were  distributed  by  an 
officer  of  the  Operations  Sections.  Headquar- 
ters 7th  Infantry  Dlvlalon,  to  the  cocnmand- 
Ing  generals  of  tike  &th  Air  Force,  tike  7th 
liilitntry  Division,  the  United  States  I  Corps. 
and  the  7th  Infantry  Dlvlaion  Artillery.  In 
a<ldiLion.  copies  were  furnished  to  regl- 
meuLal  and  battalion  mmmaivlers  (a  total 
ol  7  officers)  of  tne  7th  Infantry  Division, 
staff  officers  of  the  United  States  I  Corps, 
and  7th  Infantry  Division  (16  olBoers),  aiul 
stalT  personnel  of  the  6th  Air  Force  (3  offi- 
cers).    None  were  distributed  to  the  press. 

3.  If  schedules,  or  any  advance  notice  of, 
or  orders  for,  the  attack  were  printed,  to 
what  officers — not  Individual  names — were 
they  distributed?  It  Is  believed  that  the 
answer  to  this  speclflc  inquiry  U  contained 
in  2  above.  The  schedules  were  presented 
to  the  officers  indicated  In  the  preceding 
paragraph  at  tlie  brle&ng  which  occurred 
Just  prior  to  the  actual  attack. 

4  Please  furnish  a  copy  of  the  schedule. 
There  is  attached  hereto  a  copy  of  the  op- 
eration plan  for  Operation  Smack  claaslfled 
Bs  Secret,  although  there  Is  no  security  rea- 
s<in  for  protecting  this  operation  now,  since 
it  has  been  completed.  The  operation  phin, 
howe^-er.  acraally  fumtehea  Information  on 
eombftt  methods  now  employed  In  Korea  and, 
for  that  reason  alone,  slaould  not  be  made 
pnbMc  at  this  time.  It  ts,  therefore,  re- 
que.sted  that  this  clajslflcatlon  of  the  plan 
Itself  be  retained  arKl  that  the  plan  be  re- 
turned to  the  Depamnent  of  the  Army  when 
It  has  served  the  committee's  purposes. 

(e(  Who.  If  anyone,  was  presewt  ■■  vts- 
Itnrs  or  ■pectaftors  vuA,  broadly,  wtaat  were 
the  reasom;  for  the  atteadance  of  eachf  In 
addition  to  the  key  military  personael  de- 
scribed In  the  answer  to  (d)  8  abowc.  16 
members  of  the  press  were  invited  by  the 
public  Information  oOeer  of  the  7th  Infan- 
try Division  to  attend  aa  spectators  attlK»eb 
the  action  was  in  no  way  dusign— 1  aa  a  dna- 
otistratlon  for  mlUtary  utieeiim  or  spectator 
benefit  The  arrangement  for  the  press  •mmm 
In  no  way  unumal  and  tbelr  prasenoe  was 
for  the  purpose  of  aMlatlng  them  In  ob- 
taining a  better  understanding  of  the  action 
to  be  expected  and  of  the  operation  as  a 
whole,  so  that  they  oovld  report  aecwrately 
to  their  reeperuve  news  agencies  tlmrfy 
items  of  Interest  that  wookl  fullUl  their 
particular  xkeeda.  Such  procedure  is  not  un- 
usual, having  been  employed  durtng  World 
War  II  and  during  the  more  active  pbaaes 
of  the  present  Korean  oonfiict. 

(f)  Were  motion  plctoitsa  made  of  the  op- 
eration?    Yes. 

1.  By  whom?  Mc>tion  plctnpoa  were  aa^ 
of  the  operatioB  toy  Mr.  Knoahi  KUauehl,  rep- 
resenting Metro-Ctoldwyn-Mayer  News  of  the 
Day,  and  Mr.  Akri  Rhlrar*'*  repraBcntlng 
United  Press  television. 

2.  For  what  purpcaeT  Theee  plctuiea  were 
taken  for  polaUc  newveel  release  andyor 
television  purpoBea. 

S.  If  made,  by  whom  sad  for  wluit  purpose 
were  they  to  toe  used  tn  the  Unitad  States, 
or  ekaewfaere?  It  te  aasiaaed  t^at  such  pic- 
tures, tf  sultabie,  mvuid  toe  pcoeeiBed  toy  the 
home  oOoeB  concerzked  for  puhUc  release 
within    the    United    States    and   elsewhere. 


SstabUshed  procedure  provides  that  fliw 
processed  by  home  offices  shall  be  suhnxltted 
to  the  2>cpartment  of  Defeiwe  Security  Be- 
view  Board  for  censorship  prk)r  to  public  re- 
lease. To  date  no  auch  pictures  have  yet 
been  presented  to  the  Security  Review  Board. 

(g)  Have  the  lines  in  Korea  been  more  or 
lass  EtahUiaed  for  a  year?  And.  If  so.  what 
was  the  speclflc  purpose  of  this  raid?  The 
lines  in  Korea  have  been  more  or  less  stabi- 
lized for  about  a  year  with  both  aides  en- 
gaging in  small-scale  patrol  activities  and 
probes  of  defensive  positions.  Due  to  a  num- 
ber of  factors,  siich  as  the  extensive  defensive 
works  constructed  by  the  enemy,  and  his  re- 
luctance to  move  about  openly  during  the 
bitter  cold  months  of  winter,  it  has  become 
increasingly  difficult  for  United  Nations  forces 
to  obtain  ample  numbers  of  prisoners  for 
Interrogation.  Hence  the  specific  purpose  of 
this  raid  was  solely  military  In  nature  and 
was,  as  stated  before,  to  destroy  the  enemy 
on  thf  objective,  to  capture  prisoners,  to 
obtain  military  Infomiation  of  Intelligence 
value  and  to  deatroy  underground  fortihca- 
tions  by  the  com.blned  and  coordinated  em- 
ployment of  air-artillery-tanlBB  and  Infantry. 

(h)  A pproK inrut tely  how  nuiuy  asen  is  Xlw 
Armed  Forces  of  the  Unitad  States  were  killed, 
how  many  additional  men  in  the  Armed 
Faroes  of  the  United  Nations  lost  their  lives, 
and  how  many  in  each  category  were  casual- 
ties? Friendly  casualties  resulting  from  this 
raid  were  as  follows:  Killed  in  action.  3; 
wounded  in  actiou.  61;  and  missing  in 
action.  0.  Ail  caaualtiea  were  United  States 
Army  peraonneL 

(1)  Who  representing  the  press  was  pres- 
ent? The  following  members  of  the  press 
were  granted  permission  to  watch  the  oper- 
ation:  Forrest  Sd wards.  Frederick  Waters, 
and  George  Sweera.  Associated  Press ;  Lotus 
Cloffi.  Columbia  Broadcasttaig  System;  Saraii 
Park.  Honolulu  Star-BulleUn;  Ichiro  Fuji- 
mura.  International  Ke-ws  Photoe;  John  T. 
Casserly,  Internatlcknal  News  Service;  Knoahi 
KilBuchl,  Metro -Gold  wyn-Mayer  News  of  the 
Day;  Frederick  Painton,  United  Press;  Hisao 
Bgoshi  and  Warren  Lee.  United  Press  Pfaotwi; 
Akrl  Shlraehl.  UnUed  Press  Television;  Ir- 
win Fox.  Voice  of  America;  and  M.  Sgt.  Rich- 
ard H.  Bertlett  and  Airman  lat  Class  Kenneth 
C.  Johnson,  Pacific  Stars  and  Strlptea. 

(J)  On  March  10.  1958.  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
United  States  Army.  Gen.  J.  Lawton  CoUlm. 
appeared  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  Senate  and  presented  full 
Information  with  respect  to  the  Army's  am- 
munition sitaatlon.  There  la  attached  to 
this  memorandum  the  statement  submitted 
by  General  OoiUns  to  ttoat  committee,  which 
answers  the  questions  in  House  Resolution 
171  concerning  ammunition.  There  have 
been  no  shortages  of  weapons  reported  to  me. 
(k)  At  the  present  time,  have  the  Armed 
Forces  in  Korea  an  adeqtiate  supply  of  am- 
munition snd  ^'fsprsM.  adequate  food  and 
dottolngr    Yes. 

BnsiT  T.  Stxtkns, 
Secretary  o/  the  Arncy. 

Statement  bt  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins.  CHiEr 
OF  Statt.  Unxted  States  Armt,  Before  the 
Ahbied  Services  Commtttee  or  the  United 
States  Senate,  on  Ammunition 
Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  before  I  en- 
ter into  a  discussion  oS  the  Army's  anununi- 
tlon  situation,  please  allow  me  a  few  general 
observations  in  order  to  plaoe  my  remarks  In 
proper  perspective. 

First.  I  wish  to  reiterate  my  profound  re- 
spect and  admlrattnn  for  General  Van  Fleet. 
wlK>  cosnmandsd  with  great  gallantry  the 
ay^fiiit  reginwnt  of  mjr  VII  Corps  in  Nor- 
mandy on  D-day.  It  has  been  My  high 
prlvDege  and  pleasure  to  have  rseoaancBdad 
General  Van  Fleet  for  his  first  star;  to  have 
bad  a  hand  in  his  selactloB  for  assign  mea^i 
to  Greece;  and  to  have  recocnaenxied  him  to 
oomnmnd  the  Eighth  Army-  In  my  judg- 
ment he  is  «ie  of  the  finest  Army  com- 
manders ever  to  wear  the  American  uniform. 


My  next  observation  Is  that  we  are  literal- 
ly fighting  a  war  in  peaoetime — or  what  is 
supposed  to  be  peacetime.  This  is  t:ruTM>t>iij»g 
unprecedented  In  American  history.  We  have 
been  mohliiKing.  fighting  a  large-scale  war. 
and  demobilizing  all  at  the  same  time.  Never 
before  have  we  struggled  to  meet  enornkous 
battlefi^d  rates  of  consumption  of  materiel 
with  only  a  limited  mobilioation  of  this  Na- 
tion's great  Industrial  capacity. 

The  next  point  is  that  when  consldertrg 
the  aoumunitlOB  situation,  responsible  au- 
thorities in  Washington  must  consider  not 
only  each  military  theater  of  operatioivs  but 
the  global  situation  as  well.  About  50  per- 
cent of  our  Army  today  is  overseas.  Most  of 
our  forces  are  in  the  Far  East  and  Europe, 
but  others  are  guarding  vital  outpoats  else- 
where throughout  the  world.  The  ammuni- 
tion reserve  stocks  necessary,  both  overseas 
and  in  the  United  States,  to  back  up  these 
forces  are  of  tremendous  Importance.  Sim- 
ilarly, the  oomokander  of  an  active  theater — 
such  as  the  Far  East  Command  which  in- 
cludes Korea — is  rasponaihle  for,  and  oaust 
weigh  carefully,  the  distribution  of  ammu- 
nition in  hlfi  theater.  Finally  the  8th 
Army  Commander  must  hold  some  ammxinl- 
tion  In  reserve  and  arrange  a  system  for  allo- 
cation to  his  front-line  units.  The  fighting 
In  Korea  is,  of  course,  the  gravest  concern 
of  all  of  us.  However,  any  examination  of 
ammuniUon  stippUes  in  Korea  cannot  be  iso- 
lated from  our  ammunition  supplies  world- 
wide. 

It  is  not  only  natural — it  Is  the  duty  of  a 
field  commander  in  battle  to  concern  himself 
with  the  situation  In  his  particular  com- 
mand. At  times  he  may  even  disagree  with 
a  higher  commander  on  what  he  thtnifg  be 
needs  to  accompli&h  his  mission;  and  it  la 
entirely  possible  that  they  both  may  be  right; 
for  they  are  making  their  estimates  from 
different  points  of  view  and  with  different 
responsibilities.  It  Is  also  possible  that  their 
tstlmates  may  be  based  on  different  concepts 
of  the  job  to  be  done.  In  other  words,  "What 
Is  the  mission,  and  how  Is  It  to  be  carried 
out?" — or  In  layman's  language.  "What  Is 
the  Job,  and  how  Is  It  to  be  done?"  and  "How 
much  Is  required  to  do  that  Job?" 

Every  combat  commander  Is  Interested  In 
getting  as  many  weapons  arul  as  much  am- 
munition as  possfble  for  his  troops.  It  Is  to 
be  expected  that  vigorous,  aggressive  com- 
manders win  demand  more  and  more  ammu- 
nition. V/hen  I  was  a  division  commander 
during  the  campaigns  on  Guadalcanal  and 
in  New  Georgia,  and  a  corps  commander  In 
Europe.  I  was  always  concerned  with  the 
amount  of  ammunition  I  had,  and  the  tanks, 
artlHery  and  aircraft  to  shoot  tt,  particularly 
tf  I  thought  I  conld  get  my  hands  on  any 
more. 

As  1  have  said  many  times,  I  have  not 
been  satisfied  and  I  am  still  not  satisfied  -with 
our  ammunition  reserve  stocks,  which  is 
really  one  of  the  true  measures  of  our  com- 
plete readtness  to  fight.  However,  before  go- 
ing fnrther,  let  me  emphasize  that  since  the 
outbreak  of  the  conflict  tn  Korea  the  Con- 
gress has  appi  upi  lated  an  the  anrmunttlon 
rtmds  requested  by  the  Department  of  De- 
fense hi  its  btidgetB  on  Army  account.  Wone 
of  my  remarks  are  to  be  construed  as  Imply- 
ing anythteg  else,  and.  so  far  as  I  know,  no 
responsible  ofllcer  of  the  Army  h»«  e^er  said 
otherwise.  Congress  has  done  what  It  was 
asked  to  do,  and  has  glvwi  us  the  an*mnnl- 
tion  funds  wlslch  hare  been  reqiiested  of  it. 
The  Army's  aimuuuttlon  Bttnatlon  Is  noth- 
ing ue^. 

On  December  9,  1950,  6  months  after  the 
Korean  war  began,  I  told  a  subcommittee  of 
the  House  CommltXee  on  Appropriations: 

"It  will  take  some  time  to  regain  an  ac- 
ceptable reserve  position." 

On  July  30,  ISSU  I  reported  the  following 
to  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations: 

"If  the  fighting  continues,  there  nuist  re- 
sult a  consequent  weakening  of  our  readiness 
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posture  because  much  of  the  equipment  be- 
ing prociired  would  have  to  go  to  Korea,  thiu 
adveraely  affecting  our  planned  war  reserve 
position." 

On  May  6,  1953.  I  told  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  at 
a  time  when  some  consideration  was  being 
given  by  the  Congress  to  a  proposal  to  limit 
actual  expenditures  of  money  already  appro- 
priated by  the  Congress: 

"We  cannot  cut  ammunition — too  many 
American  lives  are  Immediately  at  stake  In 
Korea  and  too  many  American  lives  are  po- 
tentially at  stake  In  Europe.  •  •  •  The  most 
severe  drain  has  been  on  ammunition  and  we 
could  not  risk  a  reduction  In  deliveries  un- 
der any  circumstances.  If  combat  In  Korea 
should  continue,  or  If  our  troops  In  Europe 
were  attacked,  we  would  have  no  reservss  of 
some  of  the  most  Important  tyi)e8  of  ammu- 
nition and  our  frontline  troops  would  have 
to  limit  their  ammunition  expenditures  to 
what  came  off  our  production  line.  Some  of 
the  types  of  ammunition  most  important  to 
our  frontline  soldiers  have  been  rationed  in 
Korea  because  production  still  does  not  equal 
normal  expenditures,  and  World  War  11 
stocks  either  have  been  exhausted  or  have 
approached  exhaustion." 

As  a  result  of  my  testimony  and  that  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  that  subject. 
Congress  did  not  place  a  limitation  on  the 
expenditure  of  Army  funds  during  fiscal  year 
1953. 

[Discussion  off  the  record.] 

On  March  5,  1953,  I  told  a  subcommittee 
of  the  House  Conunittee  on  Appropriations: 

"The  ammunition  situation  In  the  Par  East 
Command  is  generally  good,  and  Is  steadily 
Improving.  Ammunition  stocks  within  the 
Eighth  Army  are  on  the  whole  up  to  the  au- 
thorized level  of  supply.  Our  real  problem  is 
that  we  have  not  been  able  to  fill  the  neces- 
sary reserves  which  the  Far  East  Conunand 
needs." 

So  much  for  the  ammunition  reserve 
stockage  for  our  worldwide  needs  which  has 
been  unsatisfactory,  and  still  Is,  but  which 
Is  gradually  improving.  Its  rate  of  Improve- 
ment depends  on  a  number  of  factors  which 
will  be  discussed  In  detail  later. 

But  what  about  the  ammunition  In  the 
bands  of  front-line  troops  in  Korea? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  made  seven  trips  to 
Korea  since  the  fighting  began,  with  the 
principal  objective  of  determining  the  needs 
of  our  men  on  the  ground.  My  first  trip  was 
on  July  10,  1950.  and  my  most  recent  one  was 
In  January  1953. 

During  the  early  fighting  our  troops  were. 
In  general,  permitted  unlimited  quantities 
of  ammunition,  although  It  was  necessary  to 
control  the  firing  of  certain  types  from  the 
very  beginning.  However,  there  has  always 
been  a  sufficient  supply  to  carry  on  the 
United  Nations  operations  and  to  Insure  that 
our  forces  could  withstand  any  attack  the 
enemy  could  launch  and  sustain,  considering 
his  capabilities.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that 
there  have  been  Instances  when  small  units 
have  r\in  short  of  anununitlon  because  of 
unusual  weather  or  terrain  conditions  or  be- 
cause of  enemy  action,  but  these  Instances 
have  been  rare  and  of  a  temporary  nature. 

Along  with  our  concern  tor  ammunition 
in  the  hands  of  troops  in  Korea  has  been  our 
consideration  of  the  overall  reserves  neces- 
sary to  meet  possible  contingencies  through- 
out the  Far  Bast  Conunand.  In  this  regard, 
the  former  theater  commander  in  the  Par 
East.  General  Rldgway.  told  this  conunittee 
on  May  31.  1953: 

"We  have  had  shortages,  and  we  still  do 
In  certain  categories  •  •  •  some  artillery 
calibers,  and  we  do  not  have  quite  the  am- 
munition that  has  been  authorized  and 
which  was  felt  necessary,  which  I  recom- 
mended, and  which  was  authorized  from 
here.  But  that  is  on  an  anununitlon  stock- 
age  level,  and  I  would  say  that  generally 
there  are  adequate  auppUes  of  ammunltloa 


there  now.  except  In  one  or  two  particular 
categories." 

Only  last  week  the  present  theater  com- 
mander In  the  Par  Bast,  General  Clark,  said 
that  there  had  been  some  rationing  of  ar- 
tillery ammunition  but  added: 

"There  wiis  always  enough  whenever  we 
needed  to  shoot  it— In  any  quantity.  The 
Eighth  Army  has  enough  ammunition  to 
stop  any  all-out  Red  offensive  in  Korea." 

Here  In  the  United  States  we  have  been 
concerned  not  only  about  the  ammunition 
in  the  hands  of  troops,  and  in  reserve  in 
Korea  and  to  meet  contingencies  in  the  Par 
East  Command,  but  also  about  our  overall 
reserves  to  meet  a  jjotential  threat  In  Eu- 
rope and  elsewhere  in  the  world.  In  this 
regard,  a  8p>eclal  subcommittee  of  the  House 
visited  Korea  during  the  period  August  IJ, 
1952,  to  September  14,  1952.  This  is  what 
the  conunittee "s  report  says: 

"One  of  the  principal  matters  of  concern 
to  the  committee  prior  to  Its  departure  from 
the  United  States  was  the  alleged  shortages 
of  ammunli-ion  in  the  forward  areas.  In  Ko- 
rea and  the  Far  East,  the  committee  was 
gratified  to  find  that  these  alleged  shortages 
of  ammunition  were  by  no  means  as  critical 
as  had  been  rumored.  Based  upon  the  testi- 
mony of  high-ranking  officers,  the  commit- 
tee concluded  that  the  ammunition  supply 
Is  entirely  adequate  to  meet  the  present 
tempKJ  of  the  war  and  any  foreseeable  emer- 
gency that  may  arise.  At  the  same  time, 
considering  the  overall  world  picture.  It  is 
highly  Important  that  the  production  of  cer- 
tain types  of  ammunition  be  Increased.  Two 
factors  which  seem  to  have  considerable 
bearing  upon  the  production  of  ammunition 
ars  the  recent  steel  strike  and  the  appar- 
ently Inevitable  delay  between  determina- 
tion of  ne«»da  and  the  actual  receipt  of  the 
ammunition  end  production.  Factories 
must  be  placed  in  operation,  assembly  lines 
organized,  and  all  of  the  other  elements  of 
mass  production  must  be  effectively  carried 
out  well  in  advance  of  the  actual  turnout 
of  ammunition. 

"There  1«  no  lack,  however.  In  this  respect 
from  which  the  enemies  of  our  country  can 
receive  any  gratification  or  encouragement." 

Thus  far.  I  have  tried  to  make  It  clear 
that  there  Is  a  difference  between  ammuni- 
tion stocks  In  reserve  and  those  In  the  hands 
of  front-line  troops.  That  Is  why  It  Is  Im- 
portant that  there  be  a  complete  under- 
standing of  Just  what  we  are  talking  about, 
for  there  can  be  wide  differences  In  the  use 
of  the  term  "shortage."  It  Is  largely  a  mat- 
ter of  determining  "how  much  Is  enough" 
and  "enough  for  what  purpose." 

Our  problem  has  always  been — and  this 
has  often  been  stated  publicly — that  we  have 
not  been  able  to  build  our  ammunition  re- 
serve stockages  to  the  p>olnt  where  we  feel 
they  shoxUd  be.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
has  never  been  a  shortage  of  anununitlon 
In  the  hands  of  our  troops  (unless  some 
Isolated  Instance  because  of  local  difficulties 
of  distribution)  either  to  repel  an  attack 
that  actually  developed  or  to  conduct  our 
own  operations.  It  Is  Important  that  this 
be  understood  not  only  to  reassure  the  Amer- 
ican p>eople  and  their  United  Nations  part- 
ners who  have  troops  In  Korea,  but  to  give 
pause  to  the  enemy  who  might  otherwise 
be  misled  into  further  aggression  because  of 
a  mistaken  belief  that  such  aggression  could 
be  successful. 

To  understand  completely  our  current  am- 
munition problems,  it  is  necessary  to  review 
the  pre-Korea  days  when  the  world  situa- 
tion was  much  less  tense. 

At  the  end  of  World  War  11  the  Army  had 
rather  large  stocks  of  ammunition,  but  these 
stocks  were  not  as  useful  as  the  quantities 
would  Indicate.  Much  of  this  ammunition 
had  become  "not  ready  for  use"  due  to  nor- 
mal deterioration  In  storage.  Because  of 
these  stocks  of  anununitlon — large,  but  un- 
balanced In  quantities  of  the  different  types 
of  rounds,  and  to  a  degree  unserviceable— 


and  the  understandable  urge  for  economy  in 
the  early  postwar  years,  the  Army  bought 
almost  no  ammunition  prior  to  the  fall  of 
1950  except  for  training  and  for  new  types. 
The  record  of  obligations  of  appropriated 
funds  during  the  period  fiscal  year  1947 
through  fiscal  year  1950  shows  that  less  than 
•25  million  per  year  went  toward  ammuni- 
tion. In  the  face  of  such  small  procure- 
ment and  because  of  the  regular  firing  of 
ammunition  for  training,  our  stocks  were 
gradually  being  reduced. 

(Discussion  off  the  record.] 

At  that  time,  reserves  of  ammunition  were 
concentrated  chiefly  In  depots  in  the  United 
States.  The  size  of  these  depot  stocks  may 
appear  quite  formidable  to  anyone  unfa- 
miliar with  the  rate  at  which  ammunition 
Is  expended  In  violent  combat,  such  as  began 
on  June  25.  1950,  against  a  ruthless  Com- 
munist enemy  with  seemingly  endless  man- 
power. For  a  time  out  weapons  fired  with- 
out limitation.  As  our  reserves  fell  off,  and 
it  became  Increasingly  evident  that  the  war 
in  Korea  was  likely  to  be  prolonged,  it  be- 
came necessary  to  exercise  firm  controls  over 
the  firing  of  ammunition  through  a  system  of 
allocation  or  rationing.  But  even  with  such 
a  system  In  effect,  let  me  Illustrate  the  in- 
tensity with  which  the  Korean  conflict  has 
raged.  Prom  June  1950  to  December  31, 
195!^,  we  have  fired  against  the  Communist 
in  Korea: 

More  than  600.000  tons  of  105-mllIlmeter 
ammunition. 

More  than  300.000  tons  of  165-miUimeter 
ammunition. 

More  than  75,000  tons  of  8-inch  howitzer 
ammunition. 

More  than  80,000  tons  of  4.3-lnch  mortar 
ammunition. 

More  than  55.000  tons  of  81-mlllimeter 
mortar  ammunition. 

More  than  15.000  tons  of  eO-mlllimeter 
mortar  ammunition. 

More  than  8,000  tons  of  grenades. 

In  addition,  we  have  expended  more  than 
1.8  billion  rounds  of  small  arms  anununitlon. 

What  do  these  figures  mean? 

They  mean  that  we  have  expended  in 
Korea : 

Almost  as  much  artillery  ammunition  as 
was  shut  during  the  whole  of  World  War  II 
in  the  Mediterranean  and  Pacific  theaters 
combined. 

Almost  as  much  artillery  ammunition  as 
was  expended  in  all  theaters  of  World  War 
II  during  1944 — the  year  when  oiu-  operations 
were  at  their  peak  and  expenditures  were 
the  heaviest. 

The  tremendous  amounts  of  ammunition 
which  we  actually  fired  have  enabled  us  to 
outshoot  the  enemy  throughout  the  war  in 
Korea.  As  Indicated  in  thU  chart,  which  I 
would  like  to  Insert  In  the  record,  during 
1952  we  fired  22,917.757  rounds  of  all  types 
of  ammunition  as  compared  with  the  en- 
emy's 2.365.062.  a  dally  average  of  63.616  for 
u::  and  6.462  for  the  enemy.  ThU  means  we 
fired  nearly  10  times  as  much  as  the  enemy 
did.  Even  at  the  peak  of  the  enemy's  artil- 
lery firing  In  October  and  November  of  last 
year,  their  dally  average  was  30.649.  compared 
to  our  average  of  119.137.  In  other  words, 
during  the  month  they  did  their  heaviest 
firing  we  shot  back  six  times  as  much. 

These  heavy  expenditures  In  Korea  have 
been  necessary  to  save  casualties  and  at  the 
same  time  to  destroy  the  enemy  in  his  heavily 
fortified  positions.  I  have  supported  these 
expenditures  in  every  possible  way  even  to 
the  extent  of  lowering  our  depot  stocks  here 
in  the  United  States. 

(Discussion  off  the  record] 

In  summary  then  the  reserves  of  certain 
kinds  of  artillery  ammunition  in  the  Par 
East  command  have  not  been  as  great  as  we 
would  like  to  have  had  them  during  the  past 
year  and  a  half,  even  though  Congress  has 
appropriated  all  the  money  asked  of  it.  Our 
difflcultlea  are  practically  aU  traceable  to  tha 
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fact  that  we  have  l>een  fighting  a  large-scale 
war  In  Korea  In  "peacetime." 

In  order  to  build  up  the  necessary  emer- 
gency reserve  stocks  of  ammunition  In  the 
Far  East  Command,  It  has  been  necessary  to 
reduce  our  reserve  stocks  here  In  the  United 
States,  and  it  has  been  necessary  to  control 
the  normal  average  dally  firing  rates  of  the 
EiRhth  Army  In  Korea.  The  centrol  of  firing 
rates  Is  nothing  new.  It  was  necessary  In 
past  wars  just  as  In  this  one.  If  commanders 
ure  given  unlimited  quantities  of  ammuni- 
tion, there  will  be  wast*  because  of  the  nat- 
ural tendency  to  fire  If  It  Is  available.  Gen- 
eral Clark,  as  the  theater  commander,  must 
maintain  ammunition  reserves  not  only  for 
Korea  but  for  Japan  as  well.  Therefore  he 
nuist  allocate  jimmunltlon  to  the  Eighth 
Army  In  Korea. 

General  Taylor,  v^o  Is  responsible  for  the 
entire  front,  must  also  maintain  ammuni- 
tion reserve  stocks  and  must  allocate  supplies 
to  his  corps  commanders,  and  they  In  turn 
to  the  divisions.  This  Is  possible  without 
endangering  our  troops  because  attacks  very 
Feklom  occur  simultaneously  along  the  en- 
tire front,  and  reserve  stocks  must  be  Imme- 
diately available  to  support  the  sectors  where 
combat  Is  most  violent. 

Although  ammunition  reserve  stocks  and 
the  allocation  of  ammunition  have  been 
necessary,  a  unit  under  attack  Is  authorized 
til  exjiend  whatever  ammunition  Is  neces- 
sary to  repel  the  attack.  Similarly,  a  com- 
mander Is  authorized  to  expend  all  the  am- 
munition necessary  when  conducting  raids 
or  similar  operations. 

As  a  result  of  my  Inspection  In  January 
19o3,  I  can  report  that  the  ammunition  sit- 
uation In  the  Far  East  Command  la  gener- 
ally ftood.  and  Is  steadily  Improving.  Am- 
munition stocks  within  the  Eighth  Army  are 
on  the  whole  up  to  the  authorized  level  of 
Fupply.  Again,  I  would  like  to  emphasize 
tliat  our  real  problem  is  that  we  have  not 
been  able  to  fill  the  necessary  reserves  which 
we  believe  are  necessary  within  the  Far 
East  Command  as  a  whole. 

While  I  regret  the  necessity  of  going  Into 
.«uch  details  for  the  record — if  they  have 
served  the  purpose  of  reassuring  the  Ameri- 
can people  that  our  troops  at  the  front  have 
the  ammunition  to  defend  themselves  as  they 
have  so  ably  done  In  the  past;  if  they  have 
plven  notice  to  potential  aggressors  that  fire 
will  be  met  with  much  greater  fire,  then  I 
lecl  that  this  has  been  well  worth  while. 


V.IIAT    CONSTITUTES    A    CRITICAL 
DET-ENSE  HOUSING  AREA? 

Mr  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nes.see? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BAKER.  Mr  Speaker.  I  am  Con- 
cerned today  with  the  confusion  and 
mi.sunderstanding  surrounding  the 
phrase  "critical  defense  housing  area"  as 
u.sed  in  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of 
1947,  as  amended.  The  reason  for  my 
concprn  on  this  point  will.  I  think,  be 
cry.stal  clear  when  you  realize  that  the 
Oak  Ridge,  Tenn.,  area  lies  in  my 
di-strict. 

And  even  though  there  has  been  a 
nearly  continuous  shortage  of  housing  in 
the  Oak  Ridge  atomic-energy  area  ever 
since  the  Manhattan  project  started,  the 
Oak  Ridge  area  cannot  qualify  as  a 
"critical"  defense  housing  area  iinder 
the  rent  law  as  it  is  now  written. 

That  the  development  of  atomic  en- 
ergy is  essential  to  defense  is  indisputable 


in  this  age  of  nuclear  fission.  That  the 
availability  of  adequate  and  economically 
obtainable  housing  is  a  necessary  aid  to 
getting  the  job  done  at  Oak  Ridge  as  well 
as  at  other  defense  establishments  is 
also  an  indisputable  fact.  Why  then  is 
it  Impossible  for  Oak  Ridge  to  obtain  a 
"critical"  designation?  Simply  because, 
under  the  present  rent  law,  the  Congress 
requires  there  be  a  "substantial  in-mi- 
gration"  of  defense  workers  or  military 
personnel  before  "critical"  designation 
can  be  made  for  the  area. 

The  requirement  of  "in-migration"  is 
absurd  when  you  think  about  it.  To 
point  up  the  absurdity  consider  this:  The 
Oak  Ridge  urea  could  be  certified  as 
"critical"  if.  In  the  face  ol  the  present 
critical  housing  shortage,  a  "substantial" 
number  of  additional  persormel  were 
brought  into  this  Oak  Ridge  area,  thus 
making  an  already  dangerously  tight 
housing  situation  a  disastrous  housing 
situation — and  a  still  more  serious  threat 
to  the  successful  operation  of  vital 
atomic  energy  plants. 

This  senseless  restriction  of  "in-mi- 
gration" before  critical  certification  was 
written  into  the  law  2  years  ago  by  a 
Democratic-controlled  Congress.  It  has 
no  place  in  any  sensible  legislative  stand- 
ard for  determining  critical  areas. 
Surely,  we  Republicans  can  do  better 
than  this.  We  can  remove  this  proviso 
which  has  caused  so  much  confusion  and 
has  operated  in  such  an  erratic  manner 
that,  if  continued,  it  could  result  in  a 
serious  threat  to  the  effectiveness  of  the 
whole  mobilization  program. 

I  am  certain  that  when  President 
Eisenhower  called  for  the  continuation 
of  rent  control  beyond  April  30  he  had 
in  mind  situations  such  as  exist  in  the 
Oak  Ridge  area  and  similar  situations 
which  exist  in  other  defense  areas. 

Of  all  the  major  atomic  energy  centers. 
Oak  Ridge  is  the  only  one  which  cannot 
qualify  as  a  critical  defense  housing 
area.  The  Savannah  River  area.  South 
Carolina  and  Georgia,  the  Arco-Black- 
foot  area  in  Idaho,  and  the  Hanford, 
Wash.,  works  are  all  now  enjoying  the 
full  protection  of  the  Federal  rent-con- 
trol law — but  the  Oak  Ridge  area  does 
not  have  this  protection  from  the  ironic 
circumstance  that  it  was  in  many  ways 
the  most  important  to  the  whole  atomic 
energy  program  and  was  operating  full 
blast  even  before  the  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities in  Korea. 

Oak  Ridge  will  not  be  able  to  get  full 
rent-control  protection  and  neither  will 
a  lot  of  other  very  important  defense 
centers,  unless  the  proviso  dealing  with 
'in-migration"  is  eliminated  from  any 
new  rent-control  law  this  Congress  pro- 
vides in  answer  to  the  request  of  the 
President. 


COMMnTEE  ON  UN-AMERICAN 
ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
yesterday  I  received,  as  I  suppose  each 
of  the  Members  did,  a  letter  from  a  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Jackson],  advising  everyone  that 
today  he  will  address  the  House  for  1 
hour. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Members,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  last  para- 
graph of  that  letter,  in  which  it  is  stated: 

The  committee,  since  its  inception,  has 
been  under  constant  and  unremitting  at- 
tack from  those  whose  goal  it  is  to  destroy 
America  and  Its  free  institutions. 

I  wish  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Jackson]  in  his  talk  this  afterooon 
would  let  us  know  whether  or  not;  that 
is  a  warning  or  a  threat  that  any  Mem- 
ber who  does  not  agree  with  the  proce- 
dure of  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  or  privately  or  publicly  disa- 
grees with  its  findings,  is  to  be  classed  as 
one  who  is  attempting  to  destroy  the  free 
institutions  of  America  and  America  it- 
self. Is  that  the  technique  that  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
wants  to  use?  In  other  words,  that  any- 
body who  finds  fault  with  that  commit- 
tee is  to  be  classed  as  an  individual  who 
desires  to  destroy  the  free  institutions  of 
America. 

I  hope  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Jackson  J  will  have  time  this  after- 
noon to  answer  that  question. 


THE  10-A  DISTRICT  AGRICULTURAL 
ASSOCIATION,  CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unsui- 
imous  consent  for  the  immediate  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2936)  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia for  use  as  a  fairground  by  the  10-A 
District  Agricultural  Association,  Cali- 
fornia. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  as  I  understand 
it,  this  bill  had  not  been  reported  in  time 
and  was  not  on  the  Consent  Calendar  for 
consideration  yesterday;  is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  ENGLE.  That  is  right.  It  was  No. 
15  on  the  Consent  Calendar,  but  could 
not  be  considered  because  it  had  not  been 
on  for  3  legislative  days. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  may  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  conferred  with  me  about  call- 
ing this  bill  up  at  this  time,  and  after 
discussing  the  matter  with  him  and 
learning  something  of  its  urgency,  also 
learning  that  it  had  been  otherwise 
cleared  with  the  leadership  on  both  sides, 
I  told  him  he  might  call  it  up.  However, 
I  think  it  may  be  well  for  me  to  make  a 
statement  at  this  time,  after  which  I 
would  like  to  have  the  gentleman  from 
California  explain  for  the  Record  the 
urgency  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  make  this 
statement:  As  we  all  know,  these  re- 
marks are  reported  by  the  committees 
and  are  placed  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 
As  a  general  rule,  it  promotes  orderly 
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procedure  to  have  the  measures  consid- 
ered by  the  objectors  who  are  charged 
with  that  responsibility,  rather  than  for 
those  of  us  who  are  in  positions  of  lead- 
ership to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
examining  the  bills  and  arranging  for 
them  to  come  up  by  unanimous  consent. 

The  gentleman  from  California  does 
not  find  himself  in  disagreement  with 
that  position.  He  insists  upon  the  ur- 
gency of  this  matter,  and.  as  I  say.  it 
seemed  to  me  there  was  sufiQcient  ur- 
gency to  justify  it  being  called  on  this 
occasion.  But  I  make  this  statement 
only  to  put  everyone  on  notice  that  un- 
less there  is  some  unusual  reason  for  this 
sort  of  procedure,  the  measures  that  are 
on  the  Consent  Calendar  should  come  up 
for  consideration  on  the  days  regularly 
assigned  for  the  calling  of  that  calendar. 
Now,  if  the  gentleman  from  California 
will  explain  for  the  Record  the  urgency 
of  this  particiilar  matter.  I  would  appre- 
ciate it. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  I  appreciate  the  remarks 
of  the  distingiiished  majority  leader, 
and.  of  course,  I  am  wholly  in  agreement 
with  what  he  says.  This  bill  involves  a 
transfer  of  34  acres  of  land  that  the  10-A 
District  Agricultural  Association  of  Cali- 
fornia has  to  use  in  order  to  conduct  its 
fair  operations.  Unless  we  get  this  land 
swap  through  immediately,  they  will  not 
qualify  for  State  funds  and,  as  a  conse- 
quence, will  be  put  off  for  another  year. 
They  have  to  qualify  at  least  by  the  end 
of  the  present  fiscal  year.  This  bill  has 
yet  to  go  through  the  Senate.  In  view 
of  these  considerations  the  majority 
leader  was  good  enough  to  waive  the  gen- 
eral rules  in  this  case,  which  I  appreciate 
very  much. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Crlifomia? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  hereby  authorised  to  convey 
by  quitclaim  deed  to  the  State  of  California 
all  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United 
States  In  and  to  the  following-described  land 
In  Siskiyou  County,  Calif.,  containing  an 
area  of  thirty-four  and  one-half  acres,  more 
or  less: 

.South  half  of  the  south  half  of  the  south- 
east quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter,  sec- 
tion 35.  township  48  north,  range  4  east. 
Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  and  lot  1,  section  2. 
township  47  north,  range  4  east.  Mount 
Diablo  Meridian,  containing  approximately 
thirty-nine  and  nine-tenths  acres;  less  five 
and  four-tenths  acres  containing  rights-of- 
way  for  county  road,  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion laterals  Emd  drains,  and  treatment  plant 
and  sewer  line  to  the  city  of  Tulelake,  Calif. 

Sec.  2.  The  land  conveyed  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  used  only  for 
public  purp>oses.  Including  but  not  limited 
to  such  purposes  as  are  authorized  for  a 
district  agrlc^llt^Iral  association,  and  the 
conveyance  herein  authorized  shall  be  made 
upon  the  expressed  condition  that  If  the  land 
shall  be  used  for  other  purposes  the  convey- 
ance shall  be  held  to  be  forfeited  and  the 
title  shall  revert  to  the  United  States.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  la  hereby  author- 
ized to  determine  the  facts  and  declare  such 
forfeiture  and  reversion  and  such  determi- 
nation and  declaration  shall  be  final  and 
conclusive. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND  IN- 
SULAR AFFAIRS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  be  discharged  from  further  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  2229,  a  bill  to  increase 
the  maximum  amount  of  Federal  funds 
which  may  be  expended  for  any  one  wa- 
ter facilities  project  in  the  arid  and 
semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

It  is  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  that  this  bill 
properly  comes  within  the  scoi>e  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMMITTEE  ON  UN-AMERICAN 
ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the 
chief  criticisms  which  has  been  made 
against  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  is  that  it  has  operated  with- 
out a  clear  and  adequate  definition  of 
the  meaning  of  "un-American  activities" 
and  without  any  rules  of  procedure.  I 
cannot  speak  for  the  committee  after  I 
left  the  Congress  on  January  3,  1945.  but 
during  the  nearly  7  years  that  I  served 
as  its  chairman  I  can  state  emphatically 
that  we  did  have  rules  of  procedure, 
rules  that  were  announced  on  the  first 
day  of  the  hearings  in  1938,  and  that  we 
also  defined  very  clearly  the  meaning 
of  "un-American  activities."  Whether 
those  definitions  and  rules  have  been 
carried  forward  by  the  present  commit- 
tee, I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  order  to  keep  the  rec- 
ord straight  and  for  the  information  of 
those  who  seem  to  be  deeply  concerned 
about  this  matter,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  principles  and  rules  of  procedure  for 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties announced  by  its  chairman  on 
August  12,  1938.  and  I  invite  anyone  who 
is  interested  in  procedure  for  congres- 
sional committees  to  read  those  rules; 
and  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
place  in  the  Record  at  this  point  the 
definition  adopted  unanimously  by  our 
committee  in  the  first  report  of  the  com- 
mittee on  January  3,  1939,  defining 
"un-American  activities"  and  the  scope 
of  our  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIES.  The  information  referred 
to  is  as  follows: 

PaiNCIPLIS  AKD  RULIS  OF  ProCEDURI  FOR  COM- 

MiTTEK   ON   Un-American    Aqtivities,    An- 

NOT7NCED    BT    ItS    CHAIRMAN,    HON.    MARTIN 

Dies  on  August  12.  1938 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come 
to  order. 


I  understand  that  It  Is  customary  for  the 
chairman  to  make  a  preliminary  statement 
before  the  committee  begins  to  take  evi- 
dence. The  Chair  will  make  his  statement 
very  brief. 

This  special  committee  was  created  by  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
House  Resolution  282,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ducting an  investigation  of  the  extent,  char- 
acter, and  objects  of  un-American  propa- 
ganda activities  In  the  United  States;  the 
diffusion  within  the  United  States  of  sub- 
versive and  un-American  propaganda  that 
is  Instigated  from  foreign  countries  or  of 
domestic  origin  and  attacks  the  principle 
of  the  form  of  government  as  guaranteed 
by  our  Constitution;  and  all  other  questions 
in  relation  thereto  that  would  aid  Congress 
in  any  necessary  remedial  legislation. 

The  Chair  wishes  to  refterate  what  he  has 
stated  many  times — namely,  that  this  com- 
mittee is  determined  to  conduct  Its  investi- 
gation upon  a  dignified  plane  and  to  adopt 
and  maintain  throughout  the  course  of  the 
hearings  a  Judicial  attitude.  The  committee 
has  no  preconceived  views  of  what  the  truth 
is  resjjectlng  the  subject  matter  of  this  In- 
quiry. Its  sole  purpose  Is  to  discover  the 
truth  and  report  It  as  it  Is.  with  such  rec- 
ommendations. If  any,  as  to  legislation  on 
these  subjects  as  the  situation  may  require 
and  as  the  duty  of  Congress  to  the  American 
people  may  demand. 

We  shall  be  fair  and  Impartial  at  all  times 
and  treat  every  witness  with  fairness  and 
courtesy.  We  shall  expect  every  witness  to 
treat  us  In  the  same  way.  This  committee 
will  not  permit  any  character  assassination 
or  any  smearing  of  Innocent  people.  We 
wish  to  caution  witnesses  that  reckless 
charges  must  not  be  made  against  any  in- 
dividual or  organization. 

The  Chair  wishes  to  make  It  plain  that 
this  committee  is  not  after  anyone.  All 
that  we  are  concerned  with  is  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  truth,  whatever  It  is. 

It  Is  the  hope  of  the  committee  that  we 
can  admit  the  public  to  the  hearings.  How- 
ever, In  the  interest  of  a  dignified  and  Ju- 
dicial hearing  we  cannot  tolerate  any  dem- 
onstration, disorder,  or  Interruption  on  the 
part  of  those  who  are  the  guests  of  the 
committee.  If  any  such  demonstration,  dis- 
order, or  interruption  occurs,  the  person  or 
persons  responsible  for  it  will  be  immediately 
ejected  by  the  police  and  denied  further  ad- 
mittance. 

The  Chair  wlahes  to  emphasize  that  the 
committee  is  more  concerned  with  facts  than 
with  opinions,  and  with  spieciflc  proof  than 
with  generalities.  Opinions,  conclusions, 
and  generalities  have  no  probative  force  In 
any  court  of  Justice  and  they  cannot  be 
made  the  basis  of  any  findings  on  the  part 
of  this  committee.  It  is  the  Chair's  opinion 
that  the  usefulness  or  value  of  any  Investi- 
gation Is  measured  by  the  fairness  and  Im- 
partiality of  the  committee  conducting  the 
investigation.  Neither  the  public  nor  Con- 
gress will  have  any  confidence  in  the  find- 
ings of  a  committee  which  adopts  a  parti- 
san or  preconceived  attitude.  Statements 
and  charges  unsupported  by  facts  have  no 
evidentiary  value  and  only  tend  to  confuse 
the  issue.  It  is  easy  to  smear  someone's 
name  or  reputation  by  unsupported  charges 
or  an  unjustified  attack,  but  It  Is  difficult 
to  repair  the  damage  that  has  been  done. 
As  I  previously  stated,  this  committee  Is 
deter'-ilned  to  be  fair  and  Just  to  everyone, 
and  when  any  individual  or  organization  is 
involved  In  any  charge  or  attack  made  In 
the  course  of  the  hearings,  that  individual 
or  organization  will  be  accorded  an  oppor- 
tunity to  refute  such  charge  or  attack. 

In  investigating  un-American  activities  it 
must  be  borne  In  mind  that  because  we  do 
not  agree  with  opinions  or  philosophies  of 
others  does  not  necessarily  make  such  opin- 
ions or  philosophies  un-American.  The  most 
common  practice  engaged  in  by  some  people 
is  to  brand  their  opponents  with  names  when 
they  are  unable   to  refute  their  arguments 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


2005 


with  facta  and  logic.  Therefore,  we  find  a 
few  people  of  conservative  thought  who  are 
Inclined  to  brand  every  liberal  viewpoint  as 
communistic.  Likewise,  we  find  some  so- 
called  liberals  who  stigmatize  every  conserva- 
tive Idea  fasclstic.  The  utmost  care,  there- 
fore, must  t>e  observed  to  distinguish  clearly 
between  what  Is  obvioasly  un-American  and 
what  is  no  more  or  less  than  an  honest 
difference  of  opinion  with  respect  to  some 
economic,  political,  or  social  question. 

What  Are  Un-Amcrican  AcTtvrms? 

AMERICANISM    DEFINED 

In  order  to  determine  what  activities  and 
propaganda  are  un-American,  we  must  first 
define  Americanism.  No  scientific  definition 
will  be  attempted,  but  we  will  undertake  to 
set  forth  in  simple  and  understandable  lan- 
guage what  some  of  the  chief  principles  of 
Americanism  are.  In  the  first  place,  Ameri- 
canism Is  the  recognition  of  the  truth  that 
the  inherent  and  fundamental  rights  of  man 
are  derived  from  Ood  and  not  from  govern- 
ments, societies,  dictators,  kings,  or  majori- 
ties This  basic  principle  of  Americanism  Is 
expressed  In  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
where  our  Immortal  forefathers  said  that 
all  men  are  created  equal  and  that  they 
are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain 
inalienable  rights,  chief  among  which  are  life, 
liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness.  From 
this  declaration  and  the  well-established  In- 
terpretations that  have  been  put  upon  it 
from  the  beginning  of  the  Republic  down  to 
the  present  moment.  It  Is  clear  that  Ameri- 
canism recognizes  the  existence  of  a  Ood  and 
the  all-Important  fact  that  the  fundamental 
n^'hts  of  man  are  derived  from  God  and  not 
Irom  any  other  source.  Among  these  In- 
allennble  rights  which  are  the  gifts  of  man 
from  his  Creator  are :  ( 1 )  Freedom  of  worship; 
(2)  freedom  of  speech;  (3)  freedom  of  press; 
(4 1  freedom  of  assemblage;  (5)  freedom  to 
work  in  such  occupation  as  the  experience, 
training,  and  qualifications  of  a  man  may 
enable  him  to  secure  and  hold;  (6)  freedom 
to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his  work,  which  means 
the  protection  of  property  rights;  (7)  the 
right  to  pursue  his  happiness  with  the  nec- 
fssary  implication  that  he  does  not  harm  or 
Injure  others  In  the  pursuit  of  this  happi- 
ness Upon  this  basic  principle,  the  whole 
structure  of  the  American  Govern»»ent  was 
constructed.  The  system  of  checks  and  bal- 
ances in  the  Constitution  was  wisely  con- 
ceived and  Ingeniously  constructed  to  pro- 
vide every  possible  guaranty  that  every  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States  would  enjoy  and 
retain  his  Ood-glven  rights.  First,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  was  specifically  enjoined 
Irom  exercising  any  power  that  was  not  ex- 
pressly or  by  necessary  implication  granted 
to  it  In  the  Constitution.  Second,  such 
IK)wers  as  the  Federal  Government  was  au- 
thorized to  wield  were  wisely  distributed  be- 
tween the  three  great  departments,  the  execu- 
tive, the  legislative,  and  the  Judicial.  The 
es.sence  of  Americanism  is  therefore  class,  re- 
ligious, and  racial  tolerance.  It  should  be 
emphasized  In  the  strongest  language  possi- 
ble that  the  maintenance  of  these  three 
forms  of  tolerance  is  essential  to  the  preser- 
vation of  Americanism.  They  constitute  the 
three  great  pillars  upon  which  our  constitu- 
tional Republic  rests,  and  if  any  one  of  these 
IlUars  Is  destroyed,  the  whole  structure  of 
the  American  system  of  government  will 
cr\imble  to  the  earth.  Therefore,  the  man 
who  advocates  class  hatred  is  plainly  un- 
American  even  if  he  professes  racial  and 
religious  tolerance.  The  converse  of  this 
proposition  is  equally  true.  It  Is  as  un- 
American  to  hate  one's  neighbor  because  he 
has  more  of  this  world's  material  goods  as 
it  is  to  hate  him  because  he  was  born  into 
another  race  or  worships  Ood  according  to  a 
different  faith. 

The  American  Gtovernment  was  established 
to  guarantee  the  enjoyment  of  these  funda- 
mental rights.  It  therefore  follows  that  in 
America  the  Government  Is  the  servant  of 


the  people.  The  rights  of  the  people  are 
protected  through  laws  and  their  strict  en- 
forcement. For  this  reason,  law  and  order 
are  essential  to  the  preservation  of  Ameri- 
canism while  lawlessness  and  violence  are 
distinctly  un-American. 

Americanism  means  the  recognition  of 
the  God-given  rights  of  man  and  the  pro- 
tection of  those  rights  under  the  Constitu- 
tion through  the  Instrumentality  of  an  In- 
dependent Congress,  an  untrammeled  Judi- 
ciary, and  a  fair  and  Impartial  Executive 
operating  under  the  American  system  of 
checks  and  balances.  Americanism  like- 
wise means  the  protection  of  an  unorganized 
majority  from  an  organized  minority  as 
well  as  the  protection  of  a  helpless  minority 
from  an  inconsiderate  and  thoughtless  ma- 
jority. 

The  characteristic  which  distinguishes  our 
Republic  from  the  dictatorships  of  the  world 
is  not  majority  rule  but  the  treatment  of 
minorities.  Dictatorships  muster  huge  ma- 
jorities at  the  polls,  through  intimidation 
and  high-powered  government  propaganda, 
but  these  majorities  are  used  for  ruthless 
tyranny  over  minorities.  The  majority  rule 
of  the  American  form  of  government  Is  dis- 
tinguished by  its  recognition  of  certain  rights 
of  minorities  which  majorities  cannot  alien- 
ate. 

All  of  these  definitions  of  Americanism  are 
based  upon  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
and  the  Constitution.  (From  Report  of 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities,  Janu- 
ary 3,  1939.) 


R6sUM6  op  FIVE  IMPORTANT  CUR- 
RENT LEGISLATIVE  SUBJECTS 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
would  like  to,  submit  here  a  r^sum^  of 
five  important  current  legislative  sub- 
jects in  which  I  am  sincerely  and  actively 
interested ; 

INCOME   TAX 

Recently  I  Introduced  in  this  House  of 
Representatives,  H.  R.  3713,  a  bill  which 
provides  for  an  Increase  of  dei>endent 
exemption  from  $600  to  $800  for  the  cur- 
rent year  1953,  and  from  $800  to  $1,000 
for  1954  and  subsequent  years. 

Some  tax  relief  is  long  overdue,  espe- 
cially for  the  low-wage  peoples  of  this 
Nation,  as  I  have  stated  so  many  times 
in  the  past.  There  is  much  talk  and 
speculation  regarding  the  lowering,  and 
in  some  cases  the  complete  elimination, 
of  some  other  types  of  taxes,  but  there  is 
no  better  way  to  give  relief  to  the  school 
teacher,  the  farmer,  the  small-business 
man,  the  family  man.  and  all  the  lower- 
income  groups,  than  by  lowering  the 
personal  income  tax.  This  great  group 
of  working  Americans  needs  attention 
first  and  now. 

SOCIAL    SBCURlTT 

I  have  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the 
need  for  revision  of  the  social-secimty 
law  to  increase  the  benefits  and  to  In- 
clude lawyers,  ministers,  fanners,  school 
teachers,  small-business  men,  and  other 
interested  groups  on  a  purely  voluntary 
basis,  and  to  lower  the  age  limit  for  re- 
ceiving benefits  from  65  to  60  years. 
Both  of  our  great  political  parties 
pledged  revisions  of  the  social-security 


law;  now  Is  the  time  to  prove  the  value 
of  those  pledges. ' 

TTDELANDS   On. 

The  tidelands  oil  issue  will  be  debated 
before  the  House  soon.  As  I  have  said 
before,  and  I  want  to  repeat,  that  I  be- 
lieve this  great  wealth  belongs  to  all 
the  States  and  not  to  just  3  or  4 
and  their  cohorts,  some  powerful  oil 
companies.  Who  paid  for  the  Louisiana 
Purchase?  All  the  people.  Whose  blood 
was  spilled  in  the  Mexican  War,  the  re- 
sult of  which  brought  the  great  South- 
west and  the  far-western  areas  into  the 
folds  of  the  United  States?  It  was  the 
blood  of  our  sons  from  all  over  the  Na- 
tion. Should  one  particular  section  of 
this  great  country  have  the  benefits  of 
tidelands-oil  revenue?  No.  I  say.  let 
this  revenue  be  channeled  through  the 
veins  of  our  weakened  and  worn  educa- 
tional system.  Let  every  young  Amer- 
ican in  this  Nation  have  a  change  for 
better  education.  I  have  six  children 
to  educate  in  the  great  mountain  State 
of  West  Virginia.  I  want  them  to  have 
the  best  education  available  to  our  young 
children.  On  the  other  hand.  I  want 
every  other  man's  child  to  have  equal 
opportunity  with  mine,  no  matter  where 
he  lives,  what  his  race,  his  creed,  or  his 
color.  Let  the  teachers,  who  are  tlie  real 
sculptors  of  future  America,  be  paid  sal- 
aries worthy  of  their  position  and  value. 
A  generous  God  gave  us  this  natural  re- 
source; let  us  use  it  as  He  intended  it 
to  be  used — for  the  benefit  of*  all  men. 

AGRICULTURE 

As  goes  the  economy  of  the  farmer, 
so  goes  the  economy  of  the  Nation.  This 
I  believe.  Now,  and  not  in  June,  or  next 
year,  is  the  time  to  get  started  on  a 
long-range  farm  program  that  will  give 
hope  and  proof  to  all  our  farmers.  We 
look  to  the  Agriculture  Committee  for  a 
concrete  program  that  will  be  neither  a 
handout  nor  a  desertion,  and  with  all 
sincerity,  I  pray  that  that  committee 
bears  in  mind  special  recognition  for  the 
small  farmer. 

PEACE 

Korea  is  with  us  still.  Mothers  of  Ko- 
rean fighters  pathetically  ask.  "What  is 
being  done  to  end  the  war  in  Korea?" 
I  feel  an  answer  is  long  overdue. 

Yes,  Korea  is  still  very  much  with  us. 
but  there  is  no  better  time  to  think,  and 
speak,  and  work  for  peace  than  at  the 
time  peace  is  absent.  My  bill,  H.  R.  1421, 
to  create  a  Department  of  Peace,  is  be- 
fore this  augtist  body  for  recognition. 
We  need  a  Department  of  Peace  and  I 
agree  wholeheartedly  with  the  noted 
newspaper  publisher  Prank  Gannett 
when  he  said  in  his  recent  letter  to  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower: 

A  Department  of  Peace  could  help  Amer- 
ica put  an  end  to  war. 

Unity  for  peace  Is  as  necessary  as  unity 
for  defense.  We.  as  representatives  for 
all  the  people  of  these  United  States, 
must  work  together,  not  only  for  a  strong 
and  victorious  defense,  but  we  must 
never  forget  for  one  moment  that  peace 
is  the  real  purpose  of  all  our  efforts. 
New  and  world-shaking  problems  come 
to  us  daily  and  sometimes  we  find  it  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  know  and  use  the 
right  methods  to  solve  them.  But.  by 
keeping  our  eyes  on  the  ultimate  goal  of 
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peace;  remembering  history  has  shown 
that  those  things  that  are  lasting  and 
permanent  are  based  on  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures; and  by  applying  the  logic  of  the 
teachings  of  this  Great  Book — we  can- 
not fail. 

ST.  PATRICK'S  DAY 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  is  a 
great  day  for  the  Irish.  It  is  a  great  day 
for  all  freedom-loving  people.  It  is  a 
great  day  for  all  who  believe  in  religious 
freedom. 

St.  Patrick  was  one  of  the  great  lead- 
ers in  the  fight  for  freedom  for  all  peo- 
ple, not  only  because  he  was  a  deeply 
religious  man,  but  because  he  personally 
had  suffered  the  pains  of  slavery. 

The  sons  of  Aaron  are  happy  to  join 
with  the  sons  of  Erin  and  the  sons  of  all 
other  freemen  in  today's  tribute  to  the 
memory  and  spirit  of  St.  Patrick. 


ST.  PATRICKS  DAY 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  i)oint  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RODINO.    Mr.  Speaker— 

A   fruitful    dime    Is   Eire's,   through   valley, 
meadow,  plain. 
And  the  fair  land  of  Eire,  O! 
The  very  bread  of  life  Is  In  the  yellow  grain 

On  the  fair  hills  of  Eire,  O! 
Far  dearer  unto  me  than   the   tones  music 

yields 
Is   the    lowing   of  her   klne   and   the   calves 

in  her  fields. 
And  the  sunlight  that  fell  long  ago  on  the 
shields 
Of  the  Gaels,  on  the  fair  hills  of  Eire,  O! 

Let  me  take  this  joyful  occasion,  the 
celebration  of  the  anniversary  of  St.  Pat- 
rick's entry  into  the  glorious  host  of  the 
saints  of  God,  to  speak,  not  of  that  great 
and  beloved  saint,  nor  of  the  tragic  past 
of  his  dear  Ireland,  nor  of  the  splendid 
contribution  the  Irish  have  made  in  the 
building  of  our  own  Nation,  but  of  Ire- 
land now.  Let  me  give  some  considera- 
tion to  answering,  for  the  present  day. 
that  famous  question  of  Napper  Tandy's. 
"Hows  poor  ouid  Ireland,  and  how  does 
she  stand?" 

•Pcor  ould  Ireland."  for  all  her  antiq- 
uity, is  one  of  the  youngest  nations  of 
the  world  today,  and.  for  all  her  past 
sorrows,  one  of  the  happiest  and  most 
peaceful.  In  Red  Donough  Macna- 
mara's  words,  translated  by  James  Clar- 
ence Mangan.  "A  fruitful  clime  is  Eire's, 
through  valley,  meadow,  plain,  and  the 
fair  land  of  Eire.  O!"  The  Republic  of 
Ireland  is  today  a  handsome,  healthy 
baby,  due  to  celebrate  her  4th  birthday 
on  the  18th  of  next  month. 

toaplte  of  the  fact  that  some  50,000 
agnlWttu-al  workers  have  left  the  farms 
i5incy^^47,  going  into  manufacturing 
and  tfifae.  Irish  farm  products  have 
shown,  in  general,  a  steady  increase  in 


money  value  and  a  small  Increase  In 
production  sufllcient  to  provide  more 
consumption  on  the  farm,  more  con- 
sumption in  the  towns  and  cities  of  Ire- 
land, and  greater  exports.  Greater  use 
of  agricultural  machinery  and  the  in- 
creasing adoption  of  principles  of  scien- 
tific farming  have,  of  course,  contributed 
to  this  result.  So,  doubtless,  has  the 
progress  of  the  great  land  rehabilita- 
tion project,  introduced  in  1949.  by 
which  4  million  acres  of  underproduc- 
tive  land  are  being  cleared  of  rocks, 
drained,  graded,  terraced,  or  treated 
with  the  needed  fertilizers,  and  put  to 
the  most  profitable  use.  Still  other  acres 
of  underproductive  land  are  being  re- 
moved from  agricultural  production,  and 
reforested,  repairing  the  damage  done  by 
centuries  of  absentee-landlordism  dur- 
ing which  timber  would  often  be  cut  and 
sold  without  provision  for  its  replace- 
ment, until  today  the  visitor  from  almost 
any  other  part  of  the  world  is  astonished 
to  see,  on  so  evidently  fertile  an  island, 
such  vast  treeless  expanses. 

As  indicat.?d  by  the  movement  of 
workers  from  farm  to  manufacturing 
and  trade,  Ireland  Is  continuing  its 
trend  toward  achieving  a  healthy  bal- 
ance in  production,  and  in  some  manu- 
factures, notably  railways  and  tram- 
ways, brewing,  and  distilline:;  figures  for 
recent  years  show  sub.stantial  increases. 
How  pleasant  it  is  to  think  that  Guinness 
and  Irish  whisky,  whose  taste  evokes  the 
very  spirit  of  Ireland,  are  becoming 
more  available  throughout  the  world 
and  contributing  to  the  enrichment  of 
that  dear  land.  And  in  the  matter  of 
railways,  I  find  it  surpri.sing  that  that 
small  country,  only  300  miles  from  north 
to  .south,  and  a  little  over  100  miles  from 
east  to  west,  was  served,  in  1950 — the 
latest  year  for  which  figures  are  avail- 
able— by  almost  2,500  mil6s  of  railways. 

Ireland's  merchant  marine  has  made 
a  good  start,  with  a  fleet  of  12  vessels  fly- 
ing the  Irish  flag  on  the  seas  of  the 
world. 

For  the  provision  of  power  that  will 
allow  Ireland's  industry  to  continue  i*o 
growth,  the  Turf  Board  is  carrying  out 
the  ambitious  project  of  draining  the 
peat  bogs  that  cover  one-seventh  of  the 
country's  surface,  so  that  the  peat,  the 
characteristic  fuel  of  Ireland,  may  be 
available  for  the  use  of  those  industries 
equipped  to  burn  peat;  and,  by  supply- 
ing domestic  needs,  may  free  great  quan- 
tities of  other  fuels  for  industrial  u.se. 

It  has  been  Ireland's  unfortunate 
necessity  to  import  far  more  than  she 
exported,  but  recent  years  have  shown 
the  happy  tendency  for  imports  to  de- 
crease, and  exports  to  increase;  and 
emigration,  always  a  drain  on  Ireland,  is 
fortunately  lessening,  though  popula- 
tion figures  still  show  some  decrease 
from  year  to  year  on  account  of  emigra- 
tion. 

In  the  arts,  particularly  poetry  and 
drama,  participation  is  general  and  in- 
terest intense.  Such  organizations  as 
the  Gaelic  League  and  the  Gaelic  Ath- 
letic Association,  bringing  back  to  full 
life  and  vigor  the  ancient  Irish  tongae. 
literary  traditions,  and  violently  excit- 
ing games,  enrich  and  intensify  the  lives 
of  all  the  people.  Poets,  both  in  Gaelic 
and  in  an  English  colored  by  Gaelic 
verse  form  and  turns  of  phrase,  are  mak- 


ing their  poems  out  of  the  stuff  of  the 
life  around  them,  and  experiencing  the 
salutary  effect  of  having  a  large,  vitally 
interested  audience  to  greet  their  pro- 
ductions with  enthusiasm  or  sharp  crit- 
icism. As  the  schools  go  on  turning  out 
graduates  with  a  command  of  spoken 
Gaelic,  it  is  to  be  expected  that  more  and 
better  writing  will  be  done  in  that  lan- 
guage, and  that  the  audience  for  litera- 
ture in  Gaelic  will  continue  to  increase. 

Ireland  is  happy  now,  in  Its  inde- 
pendence, and  enjoying  an  increasing 
prosperity.  Its  hopes  for  the  future  are 
excellent.  May  that  future  soon  bring 
to  Ireland  the  restoration  of  the  six 
counties  still  held  from  her  by  Eng- 
land— the  last  remaining  relic  of  the 
800  years  of  occupation  and  attempted 
colonization  of  Ireland.  In  two  of  those 
six  counties  there  is  a  substantial  minor- 
ity in  favor  of  union  with  Ireland — and 
in  the  other  four  counties  there  is  a 
majority  in  favor  of  union  with  Ireland. 
England's  possession  of  Ireland,  through 
all  those  800  years,  was  never  complete. 
Always  there  has  been  some  region  cling- 
ing to  the  forbidden  language,  some 
group  carrying  on  determined  resistance 
to  political  domination  and  economic  op- 
pression, and  always  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  country  clinging  to 
their  Catholic  faith,  against  whatever 
repression  their  masters  might  devise. 
It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  freedom  of 
Ireland  is  not  to  be  forever  limited  by 
the  stubbornness  of  her  would-be  con- 
querors in  clinging  to  that  last  remnant, 
of  little  value  to  England,  but  essential 
to  the  completeness  of  the  land  of  Ire- 
land—one with  her  by  every  reason  of 
geography  and  history.  This  Is  said  in 
the  warmest  friendship  to  England  and 
her  people,  our  blood  brothers  and  our 
brave  allies  in  two  world  wars,  and  today 
in  Korea  fighting  side  by  side  with  our 
men  to  protect  the  right  of  a  small  na- 
tion to  its  complete  independence  and 
territorial  integrity. 

It  is  all  Ireland,  not  so  ridiculous  a  per- 
centage as  twenty-six  thirty-seconds  of 
Ireland,  that  I  mean  when  I  speak  of 
Ireland;  it  is  all  Ireland  that  is  held  in 
the  living  arm  of  St.  Patrick,  and  it  is 
all  Ireland  that  is  celebrated  In  Joseph 
Mary  Plunketfs  great  poem.  This  Heri- 
tage to  the  Race  of  Kings: 

This  herltase  to  the  race  of  kings. 
nielr  children  and  their  children's  seed 
Hftve  wrought  their  prophecies  In  deed 
Of  terrible  and  splendid  things. 

The  hands  that  fought,  the  hearts  that  Broke 
In   old   Immortal   tragedies. 
"Ilipre  have  not  failed  beneath  the  skies. 
Their  children's  heads  refuse  the  yoke. 

And  still  their  hands  shall  guard  the  »od 
That  holds  their  father  s  funeral  urn. 
Still  shall  their  hearts  volcanic  burn 
With  anger  of  the  sons  of  Ood. 

Nn  alien  sword  shall  earn  as  wage 
The  entail  o^  their  blood  and  tears. 
No  shameful  price  for  peaceful  years 
Shall  ever  part  this  heritage. 

Plunketfs  words  were  no  figures  of 
poetic  speech.  He  gave  his  life,  as  paany 
of  my  hearers  will  remember,  with  his 
friends,  fellow  poets,  and  fellow  patri- 
ots, Padraic  Pearse  and  Thomas  Mac- 
Donagh,  when  they  were  captured  and 
executed  by  the  British  after  the  im- 
successful  revolt  of  Easter  Week.  1916. 
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We  honor  today  the  saint  who,  having 
been  a  slave  and  escaped,  went  back  to 

his  former  masters,  armed  only  with  the 
love  of  God.  and  conquered  them.  We 
honor,  too,  the  land  that,  under  his 
patronage  and  through  the  blessing  of 
Crod,  has  held  its  faith  and  its  essential, 
spiritual  freedom  through  eisht  centu- 
ries of  foreign  rule.  In  this  spirit,  lei  us 
pray  that  the  example  of  St.  Patrick  and 
of  the  heroic  people  of  Ireland  may  be  a 
powerful  encouragement,  and  a  stimuliis 
to  hope,  for  those  people  and  lands  now 
enslaved  by  alien  powers,  and  that  those 
people  and  lands  may  soon  breathe  the 
free  air  that  now  blows  over  Ireland. 


JOHN  BARRY.  FATHER  OP  THE 
AMERICAN  NAVY 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  a.ssure  the  House  that  while  my  ardor 
is  great,  I  do  have  sufHcient  restraint 
and  I  will  not  use  the  bit  of  blackthorn 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand  to  rescue  from 
hi.s  Republican  captivity  the  wandering 
member  of  the  OHara  clan  from  Minne- 
sota. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  morning  of  this 
St  Patrick's  Day  at  the  monument  to 
John  Barry,  father  of  the  American 
Navy,  I  was  presented  with  this  symbol 
of  Irish  virihty  in  righteous  causes — the 
.'^hillelagh.  Men  and  women  of  Celtic 
blood  have  made  large  contributions  to 
the  cause  of  free  government  and  to 
the  welfare  of  mankind  of  every  clime. 
With  men  and  women  of  other  bloods 
they  have  wrought  in  the  great  Ameri- 
can melting  pot  an  indestroctible  cathe- 
dral of  democracy.  Generations  of  Irish 
Americans  have  gone  to  their  graves  with 
bitter  disappointment  because  a  deserved 
recognition  had  not  been  accorded  the 
great  Irish  American  regarded  by  them 
as  the  real  father  of  our  American  Navy. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  that  this  St.  Pat- 
rick's Etey  of  1953  can  be  made  memora- 
ble by  a  virile  revival  in  the  chambers  of 
this  historic  hall  of  the  demand  that 
the  name  of  John  Barry  be  engraved 
on  the  roll  of  immortal  American  heroes 
at  Arlington.  There  must  be  no  continu- 
ing discrimination  anywhere  in  the  fab- 
ric of  our  democracy,  and  certainly  not 
where  rest  the  remains  of  our  heroes.  I 
hope  and  pray  that  my  words  today  will 
be  taken  up  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  these  United  States  and  that 
they  will  not  be  silenced  until  the  vis- 
itor to  the  shrine  of  American  patriotism 
scanning  the  engraved  names  of  our 
heroes  at  long  last  can  see  the  name  of 
John  Barry. 


ST.  PATRICK'S  DAY 

Mr.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
a  pleasure  to  join  in  honoring  the  mem- 
ory of  St.  Patrifdc,  the  patron  saint  of 
the  Irish,  and  in  eztendiiig  best  wishes 
to  my  friends  of  Irish  descent. 

As  witnessed  in  the  tributes  being  paid 
him  here  in  the  House  today,  the  mem- 
ory of  6t.  Patrick  is  as  green  as  the  living 
shamrock  itself,  or  as  the  land  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  St  Patrick  who  changed 
the  character  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  pagan  to  Christian;  fn»n  a  chaos 
of  marauding  bands  under  rival  chief- 
tains, stealing,  destroying,  enslaving,  and 
killing,  to  a  land  of  order  and  peace,  that 
grew  to  be  the  center  of  learning  and 
civilization  for  all  Europe. 

In  his  youth  as  a  slave  in  Ireland.  St. 
Patrick  began  to  love  the  Island  and  its 
people,  and  to  learn  Gaelic.  When  free 
and  away  from  Ireland,  he  dreamed  and 
planned  for  his  return.  There  is  a 
legend,  supported  by  geographical  prob- 
abilities, that  on  his  way  back  to  Ireland 
as  a  missionary,  he  stood  on  a  mountain 
in  Wales  and  looked  over,  calling  down 
a  blessing  upon  the  land  to  which  he 
was  to  devote  the  rest  of  his  life.  As  a 
good  missionary,  he  worked  all  his  Ufe 
to  perfect  himself  in  the  language  of  the 
people  he  lived  among  and  served,  but 
contemporary  Irish  accounts  speak  with 
affectionate  amusement  of  his  foreign- 
sounding  phrases,  and  occasional  use  of 
words  which  he  thought  were  Gaelic,  but 
of  which  his  Irish  listeners  could  make 
no  sense  at  alL  This  was  a  fortunate 
failing  for  us,  for  critical  and  skeptical 
scholars,  examining  the  writings  attrib- 
uted to  St.  Patrick,  find  in  them,  besides 
the  thoughts  and  feelings  consistent  with 
his  character,  blunders  in  Gaelic  of  pre- 
cisely the  sort  that  amused  his  contem- 
poraries, and  the  sort  that  would  have 
been  Impossible  to  a  native  speaker  of 
Gaelic,  however  uneducated.  With  his 
brilliance  as  an  administrator,  his  saintly 
nobility  of  character,  and  his  iron  deter- 
mination of  will,  St.  Patrick  might  have 
been  too  pei-fect  to  inspire  the  devotion 
of  the  Irish  of  his  own  time  and  of  the 
succeeding  centuries,  had  he  not  had  this 
harmless  and  endearing  imperfection  to 
make  it  plain  that  he  was  human. 

The  story  of  the  quick  wit  of  St.  Pat- 
rick, in  demonstrating  the  nature  of  the 
Trinity  by  plucking  a  shamrock  from  the 
ground  where  he  stood,  is  brought  to 
mind  by  the  rhyme  still  taught  to  chil- 
dren in  Ireland  by  their  parents  or  grand- 
parents : 
Three  folds  of  the  cloth,  yet  only  one  napkin 

Is  there. 
Three  Joints  In  the  finger,  but  stUl  only  one 

finger  fair; 
Three  leaves  of  the  shamrock,  yet  no  more 

than  one  shamrock  to  wear. 
Frost,  snowflakes,  and  Ice,  all  in  water  their 

origin  share. 
Three  Persons  in  God;  to  one  God  aioue  we 
make  prayer. 

Among  the  writings  attributed  to  St. 
Patrick  is  a  blessing  on  Munster,  which 
has  been  well  translated  by  Alfred  Perci- 
val  Graves.  For  this  occasion,  on  which 
all  Ireland  and  all  who  lore  Ireland  cele- 
Ijrate  St.  Patrick's  glorious  entry  into  the 
iringrinm  of  Heavcn,  I  shall  take  the  lib- 
erty of  changing  a  word,  so  as  to  call 


down  blessings  on  Ulst«-.  Leinster.  and 
Oonnacht.  as  w^  as  an  Munster. 

Blessing  from  the  Lord  on  High 
Over  Irdand  tan  and  Ue; 
To  bo-  aona  and  daogtaten  all 
Choteeot  MeMingi  stlU  befall; 
Fruitful  Mraslnc  on  the  soil 
That  supports  her  faithful  toil! 


INDIVIDUAL  INCOME-TAX 
REDUCTIONS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
those  persons  who  are  trying  to  block 
action  on  H.  R.  1,  the  tax-reduction  bill 
reported  favorably  from  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  by  a  vote  of  21  to  4, 
ask  me  why  I  am  in  such  haste  to  get 
a  rule  to  bring  the  bill  to  the  floor  for  a 
vote.  First  of  all,  it  is  a  part  of  the 
parliamentary  practice  that  a  chairman 
directed  to  report  a  bill  to  the  House 
ceases  to  function  individually  so  far  as 
that  measure  is  concerned  arid  becomes 
the  representative  of  the  committee  in 
charge  of  the  bill.  Moreover,  so  bind- 
ing are  the  obligations  of  a  chairman  in 
the  handhng  of  a  bill  reported  by  his 
committee  that  charges  to  the  effect  that 
he  is  not  sincerely  cooperating  to  secure 
its  passage  give  rise  to  a  question  of 
privilege.  It  is  my  duty  as  chairman 
under  instructions  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  to  use  all  parliamen- 
tary means  to  bring  H.  R.  1  to  the  floor. 
There  is  a  second,  reason  for  urging  im- 
mediate action  on  H.  R.  1.  I  have  made 
oflBcial  inquiry  as  to  how  long  a  time 
will  be  needed  administratively  to  make 
the  individual  income-tax  reductions 
provided  for  in  H.  R.  I  effective  July  1. 
1953. 

A  study  of  this  matter  has  been  made 
by  the  administrative  officials  and  it  is 
believed  that  a  minimum  of  60  days 
after  the  law  is  enacted  will  be  required 
to  prepare,  print,  and  distribute  the 
withholding  tables  and  instructions  re- 
quired under  H.  R.  1.  There  will  be 
about  6  million  circulars  consisting  of 
16  pages  which  will  have  to  be  sent  out 
to  the  field  officers  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue for  distribution  to  various  employers 
and  employees.  This  will  mean  that 
H.  R.  1  should  be  enacted  at  the  latest 
by  May  1,  1353. 

Since  time  will,  therefore,  be  neces- 
sary in  order  to  meet  the  July  1,  1953, 
deadline  to  get  H.  R.  1  through  the  House 
early  in  ApriL 

■\^^,  I  ask,  endanger  the  tax  relief 
of  30  million  taxpayers  who  come  imder 
withholding  and,  therefore,  should  get 
their  full  11 -percent  reduction  on  July  I, 
1953.  under  H.  R.  1? 

Why  should  the  membership  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  repudiating  a  solemn 
camF>aign  promise  to  reduce  personal  in- 
come taxes  to  get  elected  to  Congress? 

Is  our  political  party  to  be  charged 
with  obtaining  public  offices  tmder  false 
pretenses? 

The  promise  to  reduce  Individual  In- 
come taxes  sliould  be  acted  upon  now. 
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before  it  becomes  a  settled  conviction  of 
the  people  that  the  candidates  elected 
last  November  cannot  be  trusted. 

I  know  that  given  an  opportunity  to 
express  their  will  on  H.  R.  1  the  Mem- 
bers' support  will  be  unanimous  in  dis- 
charge of  tlieir  preelection  promise  to 
reduce  taxes.  In  urging  action  immedi- 
ately I  am  performing  my  duty  under 
the  instruction  of  21  members  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee.  H.  R.  1 
is  a  committee  bill.  It  is  to  fulfill  a  party 
as  well  as  an  individual  promise  to  the 
people. 

MILITARY    SITUATION    IN    EUROPE 
AND  THE  FAR  EAST 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  who  or 
what  can  we  believe  about  our  military 
situation  in  Europe  and  the  Par  East? 

In  recent  weeks  the  following  state- 
ments have  emanated  from  high  places: 

General  Eddy,  who  will  retire  at  the 
end  of  this  month  as  head  of  the  United 
States  Army  in  Europe,  says:  "Were  all 
set — ready  for  anything." 

But  General  Ridgway.  supreme  com- 
mander of  the  NATO  European  army, 
says  Russia  could  capture  Paris  in  40 
days. 

French  General  Juin  declares:  "Russia 
could  take  Paris  in  23  days." 

British  General  Fuller  describes  as 
pathetically  unreal,  particularly  without 
German  troops,  the  NATO  military  of 
about  25  partially  equipped  divisions  to 
oppose  some  200  Russian  divisions  in  the 
event  of  war. 

Secretary  of  State  Dulles  told  the 
American  people  by  radio  and  television 
not  long  ago  that  the  NATO  military  is 
not  dead — just  asleep. 

After  2  long  years  of  propaganda,  the 
spending  of  hundreds  of  millions  of 
American  tax  dollars,  and  thousands  of 
American  homes  broken  by  the  draft 
to  furnish  troops  for  NATO,  as  well  as 
Korea,  we  end  up  with  a  European  mili- 
tary that  is  admittedly  asleep. 

General  Van  Fleet  says  there  has  been, 
and  is  today,  a  shortage  of  ammunition 
in  Korea.  General  Collins  claims  there 
Is  no  such  shortage. 

British  General  Ismay,  Secretary- 
General  of  the  NATO,  says  the  building 
of  Europe's  defenses  is  ahead  of  esti- 
mates. He  says  NATO  has  4.000  first- 
line  aircraft  ready  to  meet  any  aggres- 
sion from  the  east. 

On  the  same  day  that  British  General 
Ismay  made  this  statement,  two  Russian 
MIO-15's  roared  out  of  Czechoslovakia 
and  shot  down  one  American  F-84  Thun- 
derjet  and  sent  another  scurrying  for 
safety. 

The  Associated  Press  dispatch  from 
Germany,  describing  the  shooting  down 
of  the  American  plane,  said  this: 
Hla — 

Lieutenant  Brown's — 

P-84,  an  early  type  of  jet  outclassed  by  the 
Sovlet-bullt  MIO-lS's  for  at  least  3  years, 
crashed  and  burned. 


It  Is  obvious  that  the  other  American 
plane  headed  for  safety  because  the  pilot 
knew  he  could  not  possibly  compete  with 
the  more  modem  Russian  aircraft. 

If  the  statement  of  General  Ismay  Is 
correct — that  there  are  4,000  first- line 
planes  in  the  NATO  setup — then  it  does 
not  make  a  lick  of  sence  that  American 
pilots  should  be  forced  to  fly  obsolete 
planes  in  patrol  duty  along  the  Russian 
frontier. 

It  is  high  time  the  American  people 
be  told  the  truth.  It  is  time  that  those 
in  places  of  authority  provide  more  facts 
and  less  fiction. 


PRIVATE  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Private  Cal- 
endar day.  The  Clerk  will  call  the  first 
individual  bill  on  the  Private  Calendar. 


GRANTING  PERMANENT  RESIDENCE 
TO  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  29)  favoring  the 
granting  of  the  status  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  certain  aliens. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  concurrent  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurruig) ,  That  the  Congress 
favors  the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  in  the  case  of  each  alien  here- 
inafter named.  In  which  case  the  Attorney 
General  has  determined  that  such  alien  Is 
qualified  under  the  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (62  Stat.  1011;  64  Stat.  219;  50 
App.  U.  S.  C.  1953)  : 

A-696302C.   Amsel,    Andor. 

A-7898535.    Avllo,    Rudolf. 

A-6592016,  Balberlfiki,  Mlron  or  Bell. 

A-6756307,  Baqal.  Mohamad  Amir  or  Mo- 
hamad Amir  Boukal. 

A-6552873.  Brotleit.  Zofla  Kusewicka. 

A-9825254,  Bussanl.   Andrew. 

A-70G9697,  Chang,  Peter  Yun-Pao. 

A-6431861,  Chang,  Jean  M.  Y.  (nee  Young). 

A-6623722.   Chang.   Shau   Hoa. 

A-6e23721,  Chang,   Tsaing  Wa. 

A-6625811,  Chang.  Yuan  Lo. 

A-6851532,  Chao.  Tsel-Yu  or  T.  Y  Chao  or 
Chao  Tsel  Yu. 

A-7073396,  Chechlk,  Luba  (nee  Luba  Rus- 
sak) . 

A-6848439,   Chen,   Mln. 

A-6830501,   DUchka.  Zsumanna. 

A-6917990.    Domb,    Mozes. 

A-7828138,    Domb,    Cyla. 

A-7828139,   Domb.   Pryda. 

A-7131176,  Esop.  Verner. 

A-6740258.  Fanaberla.  Calel  Morlka. 

A-6713644,  Fanaberla.  Masla  (nee  Rubin). 

A-6886818.   Feldblum.    Meyer. 

A-6536894.    Flelschman,    David. 

A-6841247,  Flelschman.  Ilona  Sara  (nee 
Elzikovltz). 

A-6769948.   Frankel.   Nechemle. 

A-e758622,  Prankel.  Chana  (nee  Wachs) . 

A-7056845.  Purer,  Menashe  or  Menasze  or 
Menasche  or  Menash  Furer. 

A-7210070,  Gawronskl,  Antonlna  (nee  Rlt- 
tlgsteln) . 

A-6769935,  Gedeon,  Elle  Jabra. 

A-6860145,  Gedrovlcs.  Alberts. 

A-6903711.  Grunwald.  Alexander. 

A-644a004.  How,  Julie  Llen-Yng  or  Julie 
How. 

PR901282.  How,  Bang. 

PR901281.  How.  Rose  May  Ng  or  Rose  Howe 

A-6737212.  Huang.  Yao  Slen  or  Eva  Yal- 
Slen  Huang. 

A-657634e,  Jacobowltz.  Bela  (Jakobowltz) 

A-6848236,  Jacobowlu,  Eva. 


A-7197382,  Jaazkowskl,  Tadeuaa  or  Ted 
Jaszkowskl  or  T.  Jaszkowskl. 

A-7427989,  Karm,  Melnhard. 

A-6772233,  Khalldl.  Suleiman  Paud  El. 

A-74gi361.  Klrilloff.  Boris  Ephlm. 

A-6887572,  Kopelowltz.  Ester  (nee  Tessler). 

A-71 78548.  Laurlk.  Evald. 

A-~8091096.  Lee.  Margaret  Cbla  Lin  (Mar- 
garet Therese  Lee ) . 

A-6171207.  Lee.  Ylu  Yung. 

A-6953010.  Lleber.  Sarolta  (nee  Berger). 

A-6851545.  Loo.  Chlng  Chee. 

A-7135305.  Loo,  Chla-Ylng  Chang  (nee 
Chang). 

A-6819172,  Masllyah,  Noory  Heskel  or  Noory 
Heskel  Musaleh. 

A  6467056.    Metsalo,    Valentin. 

A  6415978,  Molnar,  Theresla. 

A-6923768.    MuUer,    Vera. 

A-7095882,  Munteanu.  George  Nicholas. 

A-9107940,  NakleUkl,  Bernard  or  Maklelskl. 

A  8091555,  Novak,  Joaklm  Ante. 

A  6801965.  Pan.  John  Joel-Slang  or  John 
Pan. 

A-6611055,  Potocka.  Maria. 

A  9668080.   Rand.   Vladimir. 

A  6776588,  Rotbart.  Motel. 

A-7094824.  Saltoun,  Ishaq  Heshel. 

A  7841095,    Saltoun.    Ralna. 

A-7841096.    Saltoun.    Salum. 

A  9825231,  Scrlvanlch.  Antonio  Nlcolo. 

A-7048e86,  Shulman.  Joel  or  Julian  Sbul- 
man  or  Julian  Szulman. 

A  6606633,  Splerer.  Vllllam  or  William  or 
Villmos. 

A  65C8114.  Stern.  Herman. 

A-9825170,  Swldzlnskl.  Czeslaw. 

A-7144911.  Swoyskl.  Emery  Anthony  or 
Emerlch  Antonln  Svojskl. 

A-7365957,  Szekely.  Suzanne.      * 

A-9541479,    Tanl,    Johannes. 

A  6862642.  Tessler,  Marglt  (nee  Marglt 
S  jnnenscheln) . 

A   6258292,  Tsla.   Pe  Chlu. 

A-7934047.  Tulk,  Johannes. 

A   7243463,  Tye.  Josephine  Chou. 

A  €900780.  WTagner.  Wienczyslaw  Joeef. 

A  6701808,  Weiss,  Rachel  Ruth. 

A- 6881779,  Welsz,  Eva. 

A  7134269.  Wlsnlewskl.  Roxalla. 

A   7197533,  Woo,  Kok  Liang. 

A-7197534.  Woo,  Lily  Jl-Yuen. 

A-7197535,   Woo,   Andy  Ylng-Chung. 

A-7197536,  Woo.  Benny  Pong-Chung. 

A  6291894,  Zydorowlcz,  Zygmunt  Stanls- 
law. 

A  6291893,  Zydorowlcz.  Stanlslawa  (nee 
Babel)    (  Bombel  i . 

A   6615482.  Ciraze,   Briglta. 

A  6619075.  Slls.  Jekabs  Rudolfs. 

A  6615484.  Clmze,  Wilhelmlna  Albertlne 
(nee  Upmanls) . 

A   7181298.  Ambaras,  Berek. 

A  7181299,  Ambaras.  Ruchla  Leja  (nee 
Spektorj . 

A  7181301,  Ambaras.  Szmul  or  Samuel. 

A   7181300.  Abaras.  Chaja. 

A-69J3862.  Antos.  Viktor  or  Viktor  Adier. 

A   7073948,  Bajor.  Laszlo. 

A-7073949,  BaJor.  Margaret  (nee  Ber- 
mann ) . 

A-7125348.  Belohlavek.  Ladlslav. 

A-8015e90.  Bonl,  Donato  or  Bonlch. 

A   7982580.  Chen.  Betty  Shu-Hslen. 

A-7350806,  Chen,  Chl-Cheng. 

A-6542129.  Deutsch,  Emery. 

A  6542128,    Deutsch,   Edith. 

A-7395122.  Dunn.  Fung  Wen-Feng. 

A-fl899359.  Elsendraft.  Jente  Perl. 

A-7975403,  Greisman,  Chalm. 

A-6933870,  Greisman.  Dyna  (nee  Dyna 
Stern ) . 

A-65 11086,  Gulewskl,  Chalm  Ber. 

A-6843542,  Halberstam.  Serena. 

A   7143248,  Hauser.  Moees. 

A  6896010.  Kac,  David  or  David  Katz. 

A^794615.  Kahan,  David. 

A-6819107.   Konlg.  Slmon. 

A-7383019.  Konlg,  Judlt. 

A-6917988,   Leffel,   David. 

A-7841092.  Leffel.  Ilanla  Sarah  Leffel. 

A-7841094,  Leffel.  Henry. 

A-7066379,  Lelcht,  Alfred. 
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A-67576S0,  Llberman.  Chaja  Crou. 

A-7057929.  Loblovlcs,  Jlrlna. 
A-7445230,  Loblovlcs,  Peter  Stepan. 
A- 9669698,   Loaer,  LadUlav. 
A-6429571,  Lulcacs,  John  Adalbert. 
A  7184075,  Nagy.  GustaT. 
A-0053770,      dstrelcher.     Bally      or     Sara 
Ostrelcher. 

A  9825173.     Pioctail.     Giorannl     or     John 
Piccinl. 

A-ae25233.  Plcclntrh,  Antonio. 
A-0R25234,  Piclnlch.  Giovanni   (John). 
A  7048776,   Prlbramska,   MUena  Jaroslava. 
A  6803337,  Propper.  Hlnda. 
A-7243272,  Rofe,  Clemy  (nee  Hassoun). 
A-7243273,  Rofe.  Roland. 
A  6512415.  Ronikler,  Adam. 
A  6275646.    Rosenthal.    Cecilia   Lucy    (nee 
Rochlln). 

A  6937373,  Rottenberg.  T.anzln. 
A-C851434.  Shen,  Mary. 
A  6441993.  Shew,  Lester  Pook. 
A -6441 694,  She*'.  Alice  Lee. 
A  6450 187.    ShimanovKky,    Alexander    Eu- 
gene. 

A-64.S0157.  Shlmanovslcy.  Xenla  NITtosevna. 
A  6450158.    ShlmanoTsky.    Nlckolal    Alex- 
ander 

A-6450159.  Shlmanovsky,  Natalie  Alexan- 
der. 

A  8905008.  Stranas.  Leo. 
A-7a6.)422.  Strausi,  Elizabeth    (nee  Eliza- 
beth Brody). 

A  7125300.  Brllaa.  George. 

A-7125301.  Szllaa.  Veronica  Aruia. 

A~6!U3912,  Tabak,  Guta. 

A-9825237,  Tarabocchla,  Antonio  Giovanni. 

A-6805581,  Teltelbaum.  Dorothy. 

A -7 135687.  Werner,  Vera  Stein. 

A-71 16390.  Winter.  Berek  Lltman. 

A   7427544.  Winter.   Mordechal. 

A  7302010.  Zaharoff.  George  Alexander. 

A  fi'),jr'3°8.  Znk.  Irere  Anna  (nee  Segal). 

A  6563293.  Zak,  Daniel. 

A  (!'  63244.  Zak.  Mlchnel. 

A-6779061,  Abdul-Nabl,  Slon  Moshl. 

A-6907333.  Abramczyk.  Atxram. 

A  7074032.  Blumensteln.  Jerta. 

A  -6509235.    Brecher.   Samuel. 

A  P70r!334.  Chang.  Joyce  Loretta. 

A  0848604.  Chlen.  James  Tal  Tzfi. 

A  797.^994,  Chlu,  Leung. 

A-9e3«671.  Cymer,  Alfred  or  Alfred  Zlemer 
or  AUred  K.  Cymer  or  Cymer  Alfred  or  A. 
Cvnier 

A  7934149.  D'Antonl,  Glu.«^^''ppe  Giovanni. 

A  fi'»4Do;>8.  Dresdner,  Deslder. 

A  6983006.  Pelkay.  Mlklos. 

A  6933007.   Felkav.  Magdalena. 

A  74454M,  Pelkay.  Julia  Agnea. 

A   640^385.  Plscbman,  Moses. 

A  6472344,  Fnschman.  Plrl  (nee  Jeremlas). 

A  9765956.   Fook.   Lum   or  Lam. 

A  639C069.  Gerer.cser.  Frank. 

A  ^390070.  Oerencser,  Anne. 

A  7I3203O.  Goldberger,  Ernest. 

A  6929650.   GoTOdeckt.   Aba. 

A  6480449,  Gorog.  Frlgyes  or  Frederic 
Gorng. 

A  7125154,   Gorog,   Marglt. 

A  6887741.  Gunsburg.  Mendel. 

A  6G66V44,  Haberfeld.  Eugene. 

A  6922074.    Halpert.    MendeL 

A   7491705,   Ho,   Hao   Jo. 

A  7828496.  Ho.  Hslang-Chlao  Huang. 

A  7828498.  Ho,  Ltly  Ll-Llen. 

A   7828495.   Ho.  Louise  Ll-Sl. 

A -7828597.  Ho,  William  Wel-Tu. 

A  7125890,  Irltz,  Magda. 

A  7854658.  Irltz.  Andraa  Ferene. 

A  ^5488687,  JurlseTlc,  Mllo  Tripe. 

A  6438838,  Jurteevlc,  Jelena  Mllo. 

A  6438640.  Jurl»evtc,  Radmlla  Mllo. 

A  -8439639,  Jurteevlc,  Svetozar  Mllo. 

A -8987918,  KaraetoyanovB,  Margulta  Bog- 
danova. 

A-7056457,  Karcz,  Jerry  FeUlB. 
A -7097876,  Karcz.  Irena. 
A-7134e2e,    KarUk,    Oldrlcb    (dds)     Evse 
6|)ltlhneT. 

A  7095980,  Kovacs,  Uona  Maria  (n«e  To- 
volgyii . 

A  7095981,  Kovacs.  Judith  Ilona. 


A-709S082,  Kovacs,  Kataltn  Plroaka. 
A-6847906,  Keng,  Hilda  Hal  Ling. 
A-a606160,  Klnga^p,  Alexander. 
A-72 10424,  Kotas,  Jindrlch. 
A-7197295,  Kucera.  Sonla  or  Sonla  Kuce- 
rova. 

A-7802992,   KuB,   JOEsef   La)os   or   Joeeph 
Kun. 

A-9290474,  Llan,  Choo  Joon. 
A-6709345,  Kwong,  Tin  Yu. 
A  6991771,  LeLdermann,  Susan  Veronica. 
A-6985787,  Leldermann.  Paul. 
A-6848564.  Lin,  Ru-BLan  or  Ru  Kong  Un. 
A-8001257,  LJubcic.  Maria  Luca. 
A-7210293,   Madls   Voldemar. 
A-72 10288.  Madls  Dona. 
A-7863133.  Madls,   Dona.  Jr. 
A-7a63134,  Madls,  Voldemar.  Jr. 
A-7931037.  Maram.  Maria. 
A-7629040,  Michalski.  Stefan  Antonl. 
A-65j5335,  Minkowski.  Boruch  or  Minkow- 
sky or  Boruch  MlUkowskle  or  Milkowskl  or 
Bouch  Minkowski  or  Borouch  MUlkowekl. 
A-7483287.  Moy,  Don  Tslt. 
A-7095886.  Mlculescu,  Mircea. 
A-6849e39,   Nleh,  Tseng-Lu. 
A-7125298,  Olkln.  Golda. 
A-6852886,  Osttelcher,  Ester  or  Esther  (nee 
Peristeln ) . 

A-7E68150,  PI.  Teh  Ho. 
A-C825275.   Plcclni.   Matteo. 
A-72014C4,  Rlpka,  George  Prokop. 
A-7E63155.  Rlpka,  Hubert  Jean  Michel  or 
Hubert  Jan  Michal  Rlpka. 

A-6704266.  Romanowska,  Allcja  Theresa  or 
Alice  RomanowskL 

A-69835e0,  Setton,  Renee  Albert. 
A-6746537,  Shlna,  Isaac  Saleh. 
A-982S384.   Tarabochla,  John. 
A-6403581,  Tkachenkc.  Arkady. 
A-7142101.  Twardon,  Gerard  Edward. 

A-7828393.  Veres,  George  Stephen. 

A-782839a,  Veres,  Catherine  Renee. 

A-7828394,  Veres.  Paul  Stephen. 

A-7095791.  Vizer.  Joassef  or  Jcaeph. 

A-7095792,    Vizer,    Erzsebet    or    Elizabeth 
(nee  Papa). 

A-7264780,  Pal,  Peter  or  Paul  Vizer. 

A-79 15647.  Wang,  King-Ching. 

A-7354350,  Wang.  Shen  Kuang. 

A-7379754.  Wang.  Chao-Chlh  Shlh. 

A-6622376,  Wang,  Shlh  Jien. 

A  7427597,  Yang.  Bernard  Kenneth. 

A-7248107,  Yu,  Pu  Chlng. 

A-6699842,    Choye,    James    Hung    or    Tsal 
Hung. 

A-6933906,  Feder,  Solomon. 

A-7052513,  Feher,  Janoe. 

A-7052514.  Peher,  Klara  (nee  Vajda). 

A-7052515,  Peber.  Agnes  Jultanna. 

A-70S3576.  Prlend,  Jacob  Lion. 

A-6159672,  Hudec.  LadisLas  Edward. 

A-6159673.  Hudec,  Glaella  IsabeUa. 

A-6903729.   Irany,   Jalal,   Zend. 

A-6704668.  Jacob,  Kltts  Samuel. 

A-9778610,  Kaplur,  Serge  Michael. 

A-9506849,  Klak,  TadeufiZ  Boleslaw. 

A-7052354.  Kremnltaer.  Samuel. 

A-7e988C6,  Kremnltzer,  Sala. 

A-7298a69.  Ku,  Ta  Hal. 

A-7350229,  Kurzenbaum,  Konstantin  Paul. 

A-18C4133,  LlUo.  Rudolf  Karl. 

A-6460280,  Lis,  Josef  Llsek  Vel. 

A-6071234,  Liu.  James  Hsi-Hwa, 

A-9825110,  Maslobojew.  Ryszard. 

A-7356260,  Metes,  Mircea  VlrgU  P. 

A-700M12,     Naclnovlch.     Francesco     Qio- 
vannl. 

A-0831402.  Pasaek.  Etnll. 

A-7249625,  Quon,  Yuk  Lum  or  Egai  Kim 
Quon. 

A-6704260,    Rymarska,   Stanlslawa   Janlna 
or  Stella  RymarakL 

A-7 197296,  Schwarsenberg,  Francis  (Fran- 
tlsek). 

A-7 197297,  Schwaraenberg,  AmaHe   (Ama- 

11a). 
A-7809033.  Schwarzenberg,  Ludmlla. 
A-8982895,  Sevclk,  Jaromlr. 
A-7809012,  Slao.  Ruby  Wang. 
A-7809013,  Slao.  LUly. 
A-5206882.  SUla,  Johannes. 


A-6992868.    Slon,    Caroline    Ellabou    (nee 
Caroline   EHlahou  Khazzam). 
A-6943745,  Somogyi.  John. 
A-6985795,  Stransky,  Prank. 
A-e985798,  Stranaky,  Kamila. 
A-9716791,  Stra-wixwki.  Adolf. 
A-9825125,    Szymankicwicz,    Kazimierz. 
A-6844603.    Wang,   Knng-Lee. 
A-6S48133,  Yen.  Jen  Hwa  (Moore  Yen). 
A-9766047,    Abelnlcks.   Karlia   Alexsandria. 
A-6763814,  Ahmad,  Abder  Raouf  Sayied. 
A-9621982,  Baric,  Slavko. 
A-9825347,  Bresaz,  Metodlo  Vlttorio. 
A-7201326,    Chao,   Margaret    EUen. 
A-e868652,  Chasan,  SamueL 
A-6843905,   Chasan,    L^la. 
A-6843906.  Chasan,  Daniel. 
A-66C5493,  DJordJeTlch,  Illja  Milan  or  Ell 
M.  Georgevlch. 

A-63C3788,  Dwek.  Joseph. 
A-7021050.  Fung.  Corinne  Lillian  or  Cor- 
rlne  Lillian  Kwong. 

A-9e25078,  Geba.  Waclaw  SiJinislaw. 
^^6857645,    Gedeon,   William    Jabr-. 
A-7176712,  Gelger.  Leslie  alias  Lelsie  Laaslo 
Geger. 

A-7197556,  Gelger,  Elizabeth  nee  Elizabeth 
Klein  alias  Elisabeth  Kozmo. 

A-6870411,  Gottlieb,  Suszanna  Gabrlella. 
A-6829523,  Hofer,  Andras  or  Andre  or  An- 
drew   or    Andre,    Pernand,    Francois    Hofer; 
Andras  Nandor  Perenc  Hofer. 

1100-23457.   Huang.   Yuan   Chung   or   Wei 
Ta  Huang  or  Walter  Huang. 

A-6652842.    Kenigsberg.    Szaja    Abram. 
A-7144083,    Lederman,   Abram. 
A-6923751,   Lewita,  Pinkas. 
A-7903765,  MikuUch,  Glldo   (nee  Ermlne- 
gildo  Micullch). 

A-e819103,  Pick,  Teresa  Zeller. 
A-6555822.  Bosenstein.  Muzza. 
A-6987833.  Sebestyen.  George  Stephen. 
A-7941803.  Simlcich.  Giovanni. 
A-9825228,  Tarabocchla,  Antonio. 
A-6881776,  Trautie.  Moses. 
A-6949360.  Traube,  Prida  Pessa. 
A-6848504,    Tbou,    Kwan   Shung   or   Tsou- 
Kwan  Chung. 

A-6983523,  Visoianu,  Florlca  Cornellu  (nee 
Balteanu) . 

A-8001252,  Wei,  Chue  Sue. 
A-71 18818,   Winkler,   Thomas. 
A-9634634,    Aflamson,    Armant. 
A-7074001,  Alimanestlano,  Mlhal. 
A- 7052865,  Alimanestlano,  loana. 
A-7118760,  Blau,  Sidonia  (nee  Weiss). 
A-6953297,   Brod.   Ivan. 
A-6739686,  Chao,  Pel  Chu. 
A-6973682,  Chang,  Linda  Tung-Chen. 
A-71 11908,   Chlao,   Gene   Liang. 
A-7 11 1909,  Chiao,  Wei  Ylng  Lin. 
A-65224a2,  Chou,  Kuo-P"lng  aUas  Ch'Iao- 
Chen  Chou  (or  Chow),  aUas  Shou-Ylng  Chou 
(or  Chow)  alias  Hsien-Chen  Chou  (or  Chow) . 
A-6921258,  Deutsch.   Joel. 
A-6595663.  Druker,  Halm  Glrsch. 
A-6595664,  Druker,  Rebecca  Afralm. 
A-6595662,     Druker,     Leah     alias     Lillian 
Druker. 

A-6854411,  Fabry.  GavrleUa. 
A-7135698.  Pan.  Kwan  Chi  alias  Quineey 
Chi-Chun  Fan. 

A  6897918,  Fayblk,  Alojz  Stefan  alias  Alien 
Stefan  Faybik. 

A-6945554,    Froemel,    Robert    Boris   Ivan- 
chenko. 

A-6968029,  Goldstein,  Margarita  Martin. 
A-739S111.  Hu,  Helen  or  Yu  Hsln  Hu. 
A-6851699,     Huang,     William     Yung-Nton 
alias  William  Bdward  Huang. 
A-7141717.  Izsak,  Jullanna. 
A-7279652,  Izsak.  Ro*>ert  John. 
A-6771471,  Kaxkar.  Ta*Qub  (Jack)  Nasll. 
A-7985654,  Kaak.  Johannes  alias  Johannus 
Elask. 

Ar-7I78540.  Ka^k,  Melly  (nee  Jarg)  alias  N. 
Jarg  or  NelU  Jarg  or  Nellie  Jarij  or  M11U« 
Jmrg  or  NelUe  Jarge  or  NeHy  Jarg  Kask. 
A-786338«.  King.  Peter  Wei  Kong. 
A-6930672.  Kramer,  bther  or  I^ter. 
A-e2T9a71.  Landau.  Judith. 
A-8521591,  Loutchan,  Ludmlla  MarU. 
A-7125164,  liowlnger,  Ida  (nee  Ida  Klein). 
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A-9914«00,  PuBlc.  Paul. 

A-«835124,  PUBZks.  Jan. 

A-7184153,  Radnal.  Pal  Andraa  alias  Paul 
Andrew  Radnal. 

A-7 197543,  Radnal,  Bra  (ne«  Eva  Balaza). 

A-7383442.  Sakln,  Anna  (nee  Boxer). 

A-7383443,  Sakln,  Shulamlth. 

A-7383444.  Sakln,  Judltb. 

A-7178370,  Slhv,  Eduard  (or  K.;  or  Edward 
Slhv;   or  Eduard  Shiv). 

A-0183233,  Tamm,  Igor. 

A-9580392,  Toomberg,  Valdemar. 

A-7057641.  Trebllnska,  Rywka  alia*  Rywka 
Trebllnskl  pr  Reglna  Trebllnskl,  or  Hoch- 
■zteLn    (nee  Trebllnaka). 

A-7967275,  Tung,  Chen  Huan. 

A- 7388350,  Vail.  Eduard  Julius. 

A-«92268a.  Winkler,  Sander. 

A-7046ai3,  Winkler,  Marglt   (nee  Szerou). 

A-6790612,  Wu,  Chlen  Keng. 

A-9825045,  Swlderskl,  Romuald. 

A-6916445,  Ulm,  Arvo  Johannes. 

A-fl779243,  Schldlol-Vojnovlc.  Ivan,  or  Ivan 
Schldlof. 

A-7079927,  Weiss,  Bernat,  or  Bernard  Weiss. 

A-6354566,   Krajden,  Moazko. 

A-«849467,  Skarzynska.  Anlela,  or  Irena 
Merenholc. 

A-5534198,  Zombory,  Ladlslaa. 

A-7941170,  Chong,  King  Kee.  or  Kee  Chong 
King  or  Casey  King. 

A- ■"786119,  Gorskl,  Boleslaw  Pawel. 

A-686a321,  Adamus,  Stanlslaw. 

A-7193792,  Kulej,  Hanna  Teresa. 

A-7193793,  Cholewlckl,  Victor  Stefan. 

A-9677603,  Aasma.  August. 

A-7129220,  Aurel,  Mozes. 

A-6903692,  Blutb,  Lenke  Elnhorn. 

A-6861310,  Chao,  Hleh  Chang,  or  Prank 
Chao. 

A-6852888,  Peldbrand.  Mancl. 

A-7868117,  Prank.  Frieda. 

A-6857573,  Halpert.  Sari  Melsels. 

A-6887552,  Ickowlcz,  Majer. 

A-6983574.  Indlg,  Abraham. 

A-7841098.  Indlg,  Irene. 

A-7062337,  Levendel,  Irene. 

A-6691413,  Lin,  Shuh  Yuen,  alias  Shuh 
Yuen  Liu. 

A-6794943,  Malhas,  Ruhl  Abdul -Hamid. 

A-ee  12875,  Masrl.  Mahmud  Said. 

A-9778303,  Mazurek,  Eugenlusz. 

A-8887709,  Melsels,  Naftall. 

A-7190317,  Molostvoff,  Catherine  Basil. 

A-7125385.  Nowomlast,  Mojzesz  Hlrsz,  alias 
Marvin  Henry  Newton. 

A-712538e,  Nowomlast,  Mlna  (nee  ECaplan). 
alias  Mlna  Newton. 

A-7841884,  Nowomlast.  Mark,  alias  Mark 
Newton. 

A-800ia41,  Petelka,  Zofla  (nee  Korpowska). 

A-7427649,  Rzepkowlcz.  Michael. 
A-e917991,  Schwlnmier,  Zoltan. 

A-7390586,  Sedlak.  Mlrko  Svatopluk.  or 
Mlrko  Sedlak. 

A-47e8149,  Shu.  E.  Hah. 
A-7048743,  Stern.  Martin. 
A-7124129,  Tan,  Pal  Chu. 
A-9766004,  Toomepuu,  Juhan. 
A-978eO03.  Toomepuu,  Jurl. 
A-«163781.  Tsal,  Chen  Yu. 
A-7144079,  Wolf.  Aron  Nathan. 
A-6882641,  Adam,  Mozes. 
A-6440636,  Alzer,  Sallm  Shaoul. 
A-58762ia,  Ambrus,  Jan. 
A-8001260,  Arro,  Arnold. 
A-89Sa383,  Beer,  Adam,  Eugln. 
A-7ai029a,  Bekeffl,  Laszlo,  alias  Leslie  Be- 
keffl. 

A-7ai0a91.  Bekeffl,  Magdalena. 
A-0067636,  Chen.  Paul  Kuan  Yao. 
A-7483958,  Cheng,  Al  Ming. 
A-7483959.  Chen,  Ully  U. 
A-«7e6114.  Cleslak,  Alfons. 
A-69a9687.  DlUer.   Abraham  Iser. 
A-M6a080,  Domb.  Jerachmlel.  alias  Jerach- 
mlel  Donn. 

A-e805594.  Faber.  Laoslo.  all*^  Laszlo  Thee 
dore  Faber  and  George  LesUe  F'.ber. 
A-«5«7871,  Friedman,  Leop'jld. 
A-8903791,  eUbert,  Suaamu..  aUas  Suzanne 
Ooldberger. 


A-e737a04,  Oodkin.  Michael  Joseph,  or 
Moses  Joseph  Oodkin. 

A-9536244,  Outmann,  Vlllem  or  Wlllem,  or 
Vellem.  Wlllem,  William.  VUam.  or  WUhelm 
Gutmann.  Gutman,  Guttmann. 

A-7049993,  Hazzan.  Leon  Isaac 

A-7049994.  Ha2zan.  Renee. 

A-686a650,  Herman,  Michel. 

A-6991850.  Herman.  Maria. 

A-6887727.  Horowitz,  MaJer. 

A-7276014,  Hwang,  Lai- Yin  Grace. 

A-€9858n,  lonnltlu,  Mlrcea. 

A-6903748.  Kaftanskl,  Seymour,  alias  Szep- 
sel  Kaftanskl. 

A-6390ai0,  Kangro.  Valdeko. 

A-7085991.  Kassab,  David  Jacob. 

A-€627380.    Klang.    Frederlca    ShU-Ya. 

A-9635272.  Kiploks.  Ludvlgs.  Paul  or  Lud- 
vlgs  Kiploks. 

A-6922685.  Klein.  Morlc. 

A-7828455,  Klein,  Julie. 

A-7828456,  Klein.  Tomas. 

A-6386367.   Kogerman.   Sulev   Krlstjan. 

56133 '591.  Kuljaca,  Jovo  Petro. 

A-6847740.  Kwong.  Man  Hong. 

A-7087401.  Lautman.  Zoltan. 

A-6983796.  Lee.  Joseph  Alexander. 

A-6694226,  LI,  Kuan. 

A-6625627.  LI,  Prances. 

A-6794979.   Lleber,   Leopold. 

A-6794944.  Loh,  Ellen  (Al  Lien  Loh,  Ellen 
Lo). 

A-7757809.  Loo.  Ping  Yok. 

A-6995548.  Lowy.  Guatav. 

A-6756293.   Lucacl.  Larlsa. 

A-6805570.  Odinak,  Alec  (Elya  Odlnak). 

A-6373385.  Petrova.  Olga  Gregorle. 

A-6904771.  Plzyc,  Stefa. 

A-«934637.  Popoff.  Sergei  VaslUevlch. 

A-6390227,  Raid,  Kaljo,  alias  Kaljo  Raa- 
mann. 

A-7073587.  Rizk,  George  SUman.  formerly 
George  SUman  Rizk  Abu  Judom. 

A-7463362.  Sabel.  Bela. 

A-7463363,  Sabel.  Ilona  (nee  Adler). 

A-7903795.  Sabel,  Irene. 

A-e771472.  Salah.  Nadim  John. 

A-6647101.  Schulz.  Jlrl. 

A-e938007.  Schwartz.  Hlllel  Aron. 

A-7243330.  Shalmon.  Yacoub  Raphael, 
alias  Jack  Racbael  Shalom. 

A-6867165.  Sommerstein.  Emil. 

A-6886844.  Szeto.  Shih-Chuan. 

A-7290210,  Sztrachman.  Aleksander. 

A-9734415.  Tal.  Ying  Wah. 

A-6983820.  Taub.  Ladislas  Vaslle,  alias 
Lawrence  Taub. 

A-6628885.  Vaughan.  Nellie  Ladd. 

A-7197560,  Waldman.  Arpad. 

A-7752326.  Wang.   Chi -Yuan. 

A-6849833,  Wang.  Virginia  Fu-Chuang. 

A-6904341.  Wechsler.  Samuel. 

A-e760585.  Weil,  Nicholas  Andrew  (Mlkloe 
Andor  Well). 

A-6886824,  Weiss,  Josef. 

A-6844256.  Wenger.  Irving  (Izrael  Wegler). 

A-6844267.  Wenger,  Ida  (Chaja  Wegier). 

A-7130820,  Berland.  Fellcja,  alias  Felicia 
Berland. 

A-7182346,  Borowlec,  AndrzeJ  Stantslaw. 

A-9758751.  Bracco.  Giovanni. 

A-7139089,  Bracco.  Simon  Gulsto. 

A-805704B,  CugUanl.  John,  or  Ivan  Kul- 
Janlc  or  Ivan  Milan  Kuljanic. 

A-7046293,  David.  Masouda  M.  S.  S. 

A-713901(),  Debllnger.  Srul. 

A-695974<J,  Debllnger,  Kate  (nee  Gutt- 
man). 

A-7934151,  Fable.  Joseph,  or  Joe  Fable. 

A-707992;j,  Fulop.  Jeno. 

A-714400I.  Ooldberger.  Magdalena. 

A-662872a,  Halpern.  Aron. 

A-9665851.  Hlndreus.   Hans  Meeme 

A-6159671.   Joles,   Joel   Leib. 

A-6737779,  Klein.  Morltz. 

A-689180't,  Kohn,  Judith. 

A-e755538,  Liang  Tsich. 

A-7779f6<).  Loo,  Shou  Ming. 

A-6903760.  Morrissey.  Suzanne  Rath 

A-8949995.   Neufeld.  Josef. 

0300-299946,  Paema.  Ernst. 

A-7244193.  Plcinich.  Matteo. 


A-7123477,  Rawickl.  Jensy  J|Mx>b  aUaa  Jerry 
Rawlckl. 

A-727e711,  Sang,  Chang  Chuan. 

A-6934990.  Schnabel.  Moses. 

A-9776513,  Stllger,  Wlodzimlerz  Jan. 

A-7828578,  Surlan,  Giovanni. 

A-6849828,  Tal.  Gertrude  Loe  or  Hsiao  Tso 
Loe. 

A-6620485,  Tsang,  John  Llen-Kwel. 

A-9555577,  Velder.  Carl  (Karl)   Alfred. 

A-7 118759.  Weiss,  Brvln.  alias  Krwln  Welsa. 

A-71 18778,  Weiss.  Frieda. 

A-«238175.  Yang,  Peter  Quay,  also  known 
as  Yang  Quay  and  Yang  Kwel. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


RICHARD  H.  BACKUS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  777) 
for  the  relief  of  Richard  H.  Backus. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  credit  the  accounts 
of  Richard  H.  Backus,  of  Fernow  Hall.  Cornell 
University.  Ithaca.  N.  Y..  with  the  sum  of 
$313.12,  representing  the  value  of  Govern- 
ment property  lost,  for  which  he  was  held 
accountable,  while  In  his  custody  as  first 
lieutenant.  Army  Air  Force. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  JENNIE  MAURELLO 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  778) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Jennie  Maurello. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objection. 


KURT  J.  HAIN 


Ihe  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  782) 
for  the  relief  of  Kurt  J.  Haln. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit 
the  account  of  Kurt  J.  Haln.  of  Rochester. 
N.  Y..  in  the  amount  of  1434,  which  was  paid 
him  as  a  per  diem  allowance  during  the 
time  he  was  employed  as  a  civilian  In  Europe 
by  the  United  States  Army. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  the  following:  "That  Kurt  J.  Haln 
and  Arthur  Karge  be.  and  they  are  hereby, 
relieved  of  all  liability  to  refund  to  the 
United  states  the  sums  of  #434  and  $322, 
respectively,  representing  the  amounts  of 
certain  payments  received  by  them  from  the 
United  States  In  lieu  of  quarters  and  sub- 
sistence, while  they  were  civilian  employees 
of  the  United  States  Army  and  on  detached 
service  at  London.  England,  in  194«.  In  set- 
tlement of  the  accounts  of  any  disbursing 
officer  of  the  United  States  full  credit  shall 
be  given  for  the  said  payments  of  $434  to 
Kurt  J.  Haln  and  $322  to  Arthur  Karge." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

ihe  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  J.  Haln  and 
Arthur  Karge." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

LT.  THOMAS  C.  ROONEY  AND  MRS. 
THOMAS  C.  ROONEY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  814) 
for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Thomas  C.  Rooney 
and  Mrs.  Thomas  C.  Rooney.  his  wife. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  ob.ection. 


HARRY  BLOCK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  870) 
for  the  relief  of  Harry  Block. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  execute  a  quitclaim  deed  to 
Hiirry  Block,  covering-  the  premises  located 
at  111  Conselyea  Street,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

The  bill  was  ord(;red  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  LOUISE  BLACKSTONE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  946) 
for  the  relief  of  Mr.s.  Louise  Blackstone. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Louise  Black- 
stone.  Greenwood,  MIsf..  the  sum  of  $1,481.85. 
The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  fuU 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Mrs. 
I-')uise  Blackstone  against  'he  United  States 
for  payment  of  an  amount  which  is  equal 
to  the  difference  between  the  amount  (baaed 
on  pay  and  allowances  of  a  private)  which 
wa.s  paid  on  account  of  the  active  service 
with  the  United  States  Army  which  her 
brother  by  adoption,  tne  late  Scott  W.  CruU 
(.^rmy  service  No.  6970975).  rendered 
during  the  period  beginning  December  1, 
1941,  and  ending  June  16,  1945.  and  the 
amount  which  would  have  been  so  paid  If 
such  amount  had  been  computed  on  the 
basis  of  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  sergeant. 
The  said  Scott  W.  CruU  was  captured  by  the 
Japanese  armed  forces  in  the  Philippine  Is- 
lands, and  died  when  a  Japanese  ship  on 
■which  he  was  being  transfKjrted  was  sunk. 
No  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
ai'.ent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


SUSAN  KAY  BURKHALTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1456) 
for  the  relief  of  Susan  Kay  Burkhalter,  a 
minor. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objection. 


DAVID  H.  ANDREWS  AND  JOSEPH  T. 
PETSCH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2363) 
for  the  relief  of  David  H.  Andrews  and 
Joseph  T.  Fetsch. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  David  H.  Andrews. 
36  Woolsey  Avenue.  Glen  Cove,  Long  Island, 
N.  Y..  the  sum  of  $157.53  to  cover  the  allow- 
able cost  of  the  shipment  of  household  ef- 
fects, including  packing,  crating,  drayage, 
and  unpacking,  from  Washington,  D.  C,  to 
Glen  Cove,  Long  Island.  N.  Y.,  incident  to 
his  transfer  from  the  Naval  Research  Lab- 
oratory, Washington.  D.  C,  to  the  New  York 
Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and  to 
Joseph  T.  Fetech,  77  Middle  Neck  Road, 
Sands  Point,  Port  Washington,  N.  Y..  the  sum 
of  $278.60  to  cover  the  allowable  cost  of  ship- 
ment of  household  effects.  Including  packing, 
crating,  drayage.  and  unpacking,  from  Wash- 
ington. D.  C,  to  Sands  Point,  Port  Washing- 
ton, N.  Y..  incident  to  his  transfer  from  the 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  Washington, 
D.  C,  to  New  York  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y. 

Sec.  2.  No  parts  of  the  amounts  appro- 
priated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
tliereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  either 
of  the  foregoing  claims  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provision  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  '  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


FLOYD  C.  BARBER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2815) 
for  the  relief  of  Floyd  C.  Barber. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objection. 


GEORGE  A.  FERRIS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2817) 
for  the  relief  of  George  A.  Ferris. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
to  George  A.  Ferris,  of  ScotvlUe.  Mich.,  the 
sum  of   $110.40,   In   full   settlement   of   all 


claims  against  the  United  States  for  refund 
of  a  penalty  for  overloading  his  truck  while 
carrying  a  load  of  Army  freight,  which  over- 
loading was  admittedly  the  error  of  the  An- 
niston  Ordnance  Depot,  Annlston,  Ala.,  In 
May  1951:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attor- 
ney on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  iinlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  the  words  "a, 
penalty"  and  Insert  "the  amount  of  the 
penalties  collected  from  him." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


CLEMMER  CONSTRUCTION  CO..  INC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3215) 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  con- 
sider and  render  judgment  on  the  claim 
of  the  Clemmer  Construction  Co.,  Inc. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CARROLL  O.  SWITZER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3230) 
for  the  reUef  of  Carroll  O.  Switzer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
section  1204  of  the  General  Appropriation 
Act,  1951,  or  any  other  provision  of  law, 
there  shall  be  paid,  out  of  any  appropria- 
tion available  for  payment  of  salaries  of 
Judges  of  the  district  coiu-ts  of  the  United 
States,  to  Carroll  O.  Switzer  a  EUin  repre- 
senting the  salary  of  a  Judge  of  a  district 
court  of  the  United  States  for  the  period 
which  the  said  Carroll  O.  Switzer  served  as 
district  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of 
Iowa  after  Augtist  9,  1950. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


M.  SGT.  ROBERT  A.  ESPE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3231) 
for  the  relief  of  M.  Sgt.  Robert  A.  Espe. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Rob- 
ert A.  Espe,  master  sergeant.  United  States 
Air  Force,  the  stim  of  $15,000.  The  payment 
of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  of  the  said  Robert  A.  Espe  against  the 
United  States  on  account  of  the  death  of  his 
wife,  Joyce  Merlyn  Espe,  and  his  infant  son, 
Victor  Robert  Espe,  on  January  26, 1950,  while 
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passengera  In  an  Air  Force  plane  which  dis- 
appeared after  leaving  Elmendorf  Air  Base  at 
Anchorage,  Alaska:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  ot  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  91,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ALAJ'KA  COUNCIL  OP  BOY  SCOUTS 
OP  AMERICA 

The  CTerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2011) 
to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  public 
lands  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska  Council  of 
Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  campsite 
and  other  public  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Alaska  Coun- 
cil of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized for  a  period  of  1  year  from  and  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  act  to  apply  for  the 
purchase  of,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  convey 
to  the  organization  for  a  campsite  and  other 
public  purposes,  the  following-described 
public  lands  situated  in  Alaska: 

Lots  1,  2,  6,  7.  and  8  of  section  10,  town- 
ship 5  north,  range  9  west,  Seward  meridian, 
embracing  approximately  one  hundred 
thirty-three  and  eighty-six  one-hundredths 
acres. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  nade 
upon  the  payment  by  the  said  council  for  the 
land  at  its  retisonable  appraised  pdce  of  not 
less  than  $1.25  per  acre,  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior :  Provided,  That  the 
conveyance  hereby  authorized  shall  not  in- 
clude any  land  covered  by  a  valid  existing 
rtght  initiated  under  the  public-land  laws: 
Provided  further.  That  the  coal  and  other 
mineral  deposits  In  the  land  shall  be  reserved 
to  the  United  States,  together  with  the  right 
to  prospect  for,  mine,  and  remove  the  same 
under  applicable  laws  and  regulations  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


CALVARY   BAPTIST    CHURCH. 
ANCHORAGE.  ALASKA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013) 
to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  land  in 
Alaska  to  the  Calvary  Baptist  Church,  of 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  for  use  as  a  church 
site. 

•niere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Calvary  Bap- 
tist Church,  of  Anchorage.  Alaska,  is  hereby 
authorized  for  a  period  of  1  year  from  and 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  act  to  apply 
for  the  purchase  of,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
convey  to  the  church,  for  use  as  a  church 
site,  the  following-described  land  situated 
in  Alaska:  Beginning  at  corner  nvunbered  3, 
United  States  Survey  No.  3047,  A  &  B,  North 
Addition  Numbered  4  to  Anchorage  Townslte. 
located  at  the  point  of  intersection  of  the 
northerly  side  of  Manor  Avenue  with  the 
easterly  side  of  North  Seventh  Street;  thence 
north  flfty-foiir  degrees  twenty-eight  min- 


utes thirty  seconds  east,  one  hundred  ninety- 
nine  and  ninety-six  one-hundredths  feet; 
thence  north  thirty-five  degrees  thirty-one 
minutes  thirty  seconds  west,  twenty-six  and 
ninety-three  one-hundredths  feet;  thence 
south  eighty-nine  degrees  flfty-elght  minutes 
west,  one  hundred  ninety-four  and  seventy- 
nine  one-hundredths  feet;  thence  south 
flfty-fotir  degrees  twenty-eight  minutes 
thirty  seconds  west,  forty-one  and  thirty- 
seven  one-handredths  feet;  thence  south 
thirty-five  degrees  thirty-one  minutes  thirty 
seconds  east,  exactly  one  hundred  and  forty 
feet  to  the  point  of  beginning,  containing 
four-hundred-and-thirty -seven  one-thou- 
sandths acre. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  the  payment  by  the  said  church  for  the 
land  at  Its  reasonable  appraised  price  of  not 
less  than  $1.25  per  acre,  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior:  Provided.  That  the 
conveyance  hereby  authorized  shall  not  In- 
clude any  land  covered  by  a  valid  existing 
right  Initiated  under  the  public-land  laws: 
Provided  further.  That  the  coal  and  other 
mineral  deposits  in  the  land  shall  be  reserved 
to  the  United  States,  together  with  the  right 
to  prospect  for,  mine,  and  remove  the  sanie 
under  applicable  laws  and  regulations  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


TED  B.  LANDOE  AND  RODERIC  S. 
CARPENTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2019) 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  Ted  B.  Landoe  and 
Roderic  S.  Carpenter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  upon  the  filing  of 
an  application  within  1  year  from  the  date 
of  this  act  and  the  payment  of  the  purchase 
price  within  such  period,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  shall  sell  and  convey  to  ( 1 ) 
Ted  B.  Landoe,  a  tract  of  land  described  as 
lot  1,  block  15.  original  Anchorage  townslte, 
Alaska,  and  (2)  Roderic  S.  Carpenter,  a  tract 
of  land  described  as  lot  6,  block  15,  original 
Anchorage  townslte.  Alaska. 

Sec.  2.  The  purchase  price  for  each  lot 
shall  be  the  appraised  value  of  such  lot,  ex- 
clusive of  any  Increased  value  resulting  from 
the  development  or  Improvement  of  the  lot 
by  Landoe  or  Carpenter,  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


GRANTING    OP    PERMANENT    RESI- 
DENCE TO  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  resolution  (H. 
Con.  Res.  73)  favoring  the  granting  of 
the  status  of  permanent  residence  to 
certain  aliens. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Congress 
favors  the  granting  of  the  stattis  of  perma- 
nent residence  in  the  case  of  each  alien  here- 
inafter named,  in  which  case  the  Attorney 
General  has  determined  that  such  alien  is 
qualified  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  of 
the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (63  Stat.  1011;  64  Stat.  219;  50  Add 
U.  S.  C.  1»53 )  : 

A-6571865.  Azounl,  Omar  Suleiman 
A-6034282.     Basrl,     Saul     Abraham     alias 
Shaoul  Abraham  BasrL 


A-7352992,  Beker.  Jlrl  or  George. 

A-7056018,   Bigajer,   Henry. 

A-7g27807.  BlgaJer.  Maria  (nee  Klein). 

A-7 184426.  Bornemisza,  Adele. 

A-6S68664,  Brcdt,  David  Majer. 

A-7125013,  Cerveny.  Jaroelav. 

A  2688593.  Chang.  Yuan  Wen-King  alias 
Pauline  Yuan  Wen-King  Caiang. 

A-8057496.  Chang.  Pan  Tlh  alias  Daniel 
Chang.  • 

A-6819167,  Dahlan,  Joseph  George. 

A-fl886895.  Deutsch,  Gyula. 

A-6803930,  EMamant,  Robert. 

A-71340e0,  Fabian,  Bela. 

A-64644C0.  Garutso,  Alexander  Steven. 

A-7362421,  Goldstein,  Miksa  or  Max. 

A-6862635,  Grandjean.  Ilona  Elisabeth. 

A-6933905.  Groberg,  Abram. 

A-6933838.  Hajnski,  Henryk. 

A  6754448.  Hodnette.  Emllie  Syrov*. 

A-7 134271,  Horowitz,  Herman. 

A-7182U0.  Horowitz,  Reglna  Scheer. 

A-718.3633.  loan,  Marie  Chantal. 

A-70D5883,  Bratlanu.  Vlntlla. 

A-7483207,   Bratlanu.   E>espina  Marguerite. 

A-6709343,  Jacob,  Leah. 

A-6843562,  Jastrab,  Ibolya. 

A-G704727.  Joseph.  Sabat. 

A-0929652,  Kassees.  Hanna  Sa'Adnllah  alias 
John  S.  Kassees. 

A-6759331.  Kourllova.  Vlasta  Jlndra-,or 
Kourll. 

A-6847969.  Kuo,  Chi  Sheng. 

A-7828052,  Li,  Chu  Pang  Wu. 

A-7a43087,  Ll.  Pel. 

A-7133238,  Liang.  Tomson  Chuan-Po. 

A-7795750.  Ling,  Theodore. 

A  6196851.  Ling.  Leah. 

A-6196853.  Ling,  Anry. 

A-619e852,   Ling.   Hubert. 

A -6803965.  Macsal.  John  or  Janoe  MacsaL 

A-6Q56200,  Mikolajczyk.  Marian. 

A   9914G07.  Mojsllov.  Milenko  Rada. 

A  6985784,  Mostecky,  Iva  (nee  Eret). 

A-6985785,  Mostecky,  Iva  Vaclava  Marie 
Luisa. 

A-6922679,  Oestrelcher,  Moric. 

A-7915652,  Oestrlcher.  Ester  (nee  Schon). 

0600-37887.  Ounapuu,  Anton. 

A-7915651,   Pavich.   Krsto. 

A- 53  £8599.  PezzuUch.  Emlllo  alias  Milan. 

A-6985a63,    Pollak.    Rudolf. 

A-6830454.  Qalla,  Mahmoud  Abdullah. 

A-9716e46,  Rannik,  George  Juri  alias 
George  Tilling. 

A  7802994.  Rannik,  Die  (nee  Laanvere). 

A-6903774.  Rogel.  Samuel. 

A -6952327.  Stein.  Oeza. 

A-6887557,  Stein,  Herman. 

A -6855671,   Szamet,   Josef. 

A-7975176.   Tercovlch.   Joseph. 

A  6163703.   Tsai.   Chun   Hslang. 

A -529 1485.  Tsai.  Shu  Chen  or  Anna  Tsal  or 
Sister  Marda  Tsai. 

A-976483a,    Walczat.   Josef. 

A-7279395.  Walter.  Lajos. 

A-7078C90.   Walter.  Irene   Wlesner. 

A  6620502,  Wang,  Henry  Kung-Chueh. 

A-6923160,  Weinberger,  Saul. 

A-7975402,  Weinberger,  Cyla. 

A-7975401,  Weinberger,  Jacob. 

A-7079576,   Weiss,   Judith. 

A-7187464.  Winkels.  Elena  or  Elena  Boh- 
danecka. 

A-60C9015,  Zla.  Joshua  E. 

A-6009018,  Zla,  Doris  Pan. 

A-9825023.  Sawlcki.  Zbignlew  Joe. 

A-6509234.  Apter.  Moses  alias  Mozes  Apter. 

A-6422791.  Autengruber,  MUan  or  Milan 
Rastislav  Autengruber. 

A-7048870,  Beckmann.  Veronica  Eszter. 

A-6949996.    Berkowiski.   Mojsze   or  Molsze. 

A-6924618,  Bialkowska,  Danuta. 

A- 7967726,  Chao,  Shlh  Shun  alias  Richard 
Chao. 

A-7057123,  Dollnska,  Zofla  Helena. 
A -7197508,  Frohllnger.  E-ugene. 
A-7367900,  Olemalczyk.  Stefan  or  Giernal- 
czk  or  Gleralczyk  or  Glerwalczyk. 
A-7283199.   GUkson.   Josef. 
A-7283200,   GUkson.   Cypora. 
A-7283201.    GUkson.   Jerzy. 
A-6'J16C44,  Herzer.  Ivo, 


A-7095740.  Jogls,  Arvl  formerly  Jurglns. 

A-7095741,  Jogls,  Helga   formerly  Jurglns 
(nee  Sulla), 

A-7841818,   Kuclch,  Oscar. 

A-6330092,  Lau,  Johinn  also  known  as  Lau 
Tso  Han. 

A-7445337.  Loh.  Caiolyn  Y-T. 

A-6818121.  Nesslm.  Abraham  Salim  or  Ibra- 
him S.  Nesslm. 

A-6903693,  Nussenzwelg,  Olga. 

A-6886828.  Panetii,  Alter. 

A-7210287,  Pill,  Jerzy  also  known  as  George 
Pill. 

A-8001220,  Radovlch,  Maxmillian. 

A-7178955.  Rottmarn.  Mozart. 

A-69 16033,   Stelnmetz,   Klara    (nee   Polat- 
sok) . 

A- 6916034.  Polatsek.  Elsa. 

A-6851519.    Tao.    Kwang-Yeh    known    as 
William  K.  Y.  Tao. 

A-7941175,  Tao.   Yu-Tsal  known  as  Anne 
Tao. 

A  7941176,  Tao,  Ke-Chiang  known  as  David 
Tao. 

A-685154e,  Tfeun-H>u.  Lu. 

A  6835823.     Zelouf,     Victor     Sasson     also 
known  as  Ylctor  Sasj.on  Zelouf. 

A-6612442.  Bohoslewlcz.  &wln. 

A -7 190311.  Bohoslewlcz.  Pawel. 

A  6958987.  Chow.  lee  Yuen. 

A-7955269.  Dlmlnl.  Milano. 

A66 17748,  Dimltriyuvltch,  Pierre  or  Peter 
Aleksander. 

A-6968042.  Pelerabend.  Ivo  Karel. 

A-9825160.  Gornlckl.  Adam  Waclaw. 

A  9037759.  Grzeta,  Joslp  Marko. 

A  6698714.    Hamoui,    Salomon    Asian     or 
Hamwt  or  Hamwal. 

A- 6386627.  Jlzba.  Zdenek  Vaclav. 

A-9673334.  Jurkovlc,  Luka. 

A-9542733.  Koduraiid,  Leo. 

A-7056415.  Korda,  Peter  Bela   (Krausz). 

A- 70564 16,   Korda,  Marianne  Rose    (Engel 
Endrenyl) . 

A  7292654.  Lee.  Ying  alias  Robert  Ylng  Lee. 

A-798539g,  Lo,  Agnes  Klt-Ung  or  Kit-Ung 
Lo. 

A-6855623.  Mandel.   Salamon. 

A  6610332,  Mashal.  Haskel  ShauL 

A-6920582,  Idatrai.   Bela  Ludwlg. 

A-7 174072.  Negulescu.  Istrate  Gheorghe. 

A -6667084,    Nlselbaum,    Echel    or    Yechel 
Nlselbaum. 

A-6528823.  Nuselbeh,  Hlsham  ZakL 

A-7809073,  Skenazi.  Sarah. 

A-6937366,  Szatai,  Janos  E.  or  Szatay,  alias 
Jean  Szatai. 

A-7178989.   Tasnady,  Joseph   alias   Joseph 
Tiisnady  Tiedrenzel  alias  Hans  Bruner. 

A-6751969.  Wyszogrol,  Morris  alias  Moees 
Morris  Wyszogrod. 

A-7445765,    Ye,    Richard    Cheng     (Cheng 
Richard  Ye  (Yeh).  Cheng  Ye). 

A-6857543.  Moorma.  Eino  Fred. 

A-7186415.  AJgengold.  Symcha  Jojna. 

A-6669703.  Alpern.  Berek. 

A-6952374.  Balazsy,  Elisabeth  or  Elizabeth 
Balazsy-Barta. 

A-7955268,  Carcich.  Romeo  Peter. 

A-6923157.  Feig.  Lea. 

A-6623435,  Gersten.  Zorlca. 

A-74 19844.  Hsia.  Wei  Yen. 

A-7419843.  Hua,  Yu-Chlng. 

A  9685271.   Kong,   Lee   Wing   or   Lee   Wal 
Ding. 

A-9542194.  Kotovs.  Grlgorljs. 

A  7125194.  Krausz,  Erno. 

A-7 138433.  Krausz,  Magdolna    (nee  Prled- 
maii ) . 

A-7352275.  Krausz,  Eva. 

A-6095041,  Ll.  Loo-Yl. 

A-6095146.  Li,  Yu  Hwa  New. 

A-6095147.  Ll,  Ronald  Uang-Kuh. 

A-6i 66808.  Osusky,  Stefan. 

A-6704109,  Paley.  lona  Solomonovlch. 

A-7143252.  Pan.  Henry  Cheng  Hslng. 

A-7686295.  Perkins.  Valentine  Smoleff. 

A-7244215,,Plir.  Helmut  Evald. 

A-7439283.  Raun.  Joann. 

A-6771850,  Sallba,  George  Shamoun. 

A-^031934,  Szubert.  Jadwiga  Adelberta. 
A-6537002.   Tang,    Yueh-Mel    (nee   Huang, 
known  as  Madeleine  Tang). 


A-6665387,  Trela,  Stanley  (Stanlalaw). 

A-6794976,  Zeller.  David. 

A-6891800,  Zeller.  Herman. 

A-9825095,  Zmyslowska,  Jozefa. 

A-6218708.  Kallab,  Jlrl. 

A-7057982,  Kallab,  Aloisle. 

A-«021333,  Kallab,  Valeriana. 

A-8021334,  Kallab,  Anna. 

0300-23357^.  Kallab,  Marla-Jana. 

A-9765e92,  Kurkiewicz.  Marian. 

A-7073954,  Szalatnyaova.  Louisa. 

A-6316965,    Tang,    Chi-Chlen    alias    Jack 
Chlchien  Tang  or  Jack  C.  Tang. 

A-6821620.  Tcheng,  John  Tsou-Llng. 

A-6933872.  Apel.  Izchok. 

A-6904306.  Berger.  Josef. 

A-7279367,  Berger.  Melanle. 

A-7279368,  Berger,  Robert. 

A-7116341,    Birnbaum,    Dora    (nee    Lebo- 
vltz). 

A-6819585,  Borek,  Pellks  Rubinstein, 

A-6709169,  Cernius,  Filomena  or  Filomena 
Vaidilalte. 

A-6986499.  Chow.  Prances  Chi. 

A-6989489.  Duvan,  Boris. 

A-6989488.  Duvan,  Nadejda. 

A-6989487.  Duvan,  Irene. 

A-6884230,  Farkas.  Ernest. 

A-6904299.  Galupkln,  Elja  or  Ella, 

A-6760568,  Garal.  Lydla  Agnes. 

A-6521600,  Goldner.  Noeml  Susan. 

A-69 16062,    Gottesmann,    Dezso    or    David 
Gottesman. 

A-8031937.  Hanja,  Alta  (nee  Olv). 

A-8031938.  HanJa,  Rudolph. 

0300-309594,  HanJa,  Yuri  Thomas. 

A-e616280.  Hariri,  Mahmud  Said. 

A-6452gi0,  Hawinowlckl,  Mara  or  Havino- 
vlskl. 

A-7 19751 5.  Horvath.  Tlbor. 

PR--902563,  Jones,  Lilla  Carola. 

A-8021273,     Klaas,     Selma     alias     Selma 
Nilson. 

A-6887212, 
Stern. 

A-64 14654. 

A-7594552. 


Kennedl,   Miklos    alias  Mlklos 


Koo,  Oe-T6ung. 
Koo,    Ts-Zung. 

A-6704261.  Kopera.  Maria  (nee  Rycerz). 

A-7046752.  Lempicki.  Alexander. 

A-9650707,  Lepa.  Mihkel. 

A-6554469,  Lipski,  Tadeusz. 

A-6251862,  Liu.  Ll  Shlang. 

A-7046283,  Marecek.  Karel  Vaclav. 

A-095897.  Marecek.  Maria  Barbora. 

A-a082101.  Marecek.  Karel  Frantisek. 

A-8082100.  Marecek,  Miriam  Anna. 

A-8082099.  Marecek,  Bozena  Vera. 

A-6999088,  Menache.  Esther  Shaoul. 

A-9731416.  Peaske.  Kaarel. 

A-9766019.  Piaskiewlcz.  Jan  Tadeusz. 

A-e765690.  Rabar,  Slmone. 

A-6949334,  Rlos,  Eszter  or  Esther  or  Eszter 
Fazekas  ( nee  Major ) . 

A-7095380,  Rubinstein.  Simon. 

A-6922094.  Schachter,  Imrich. 

A-6564147.  Sheng.  Marie  Ming-Yl. 

A-6690379,    Sohn.    Isabella    (nee    Ravay) 
alias  Isabella  Herman. 

A-7056451,  Stass,  Ludmlla   (nee  Kregiel). 

A-7046265.  Sturc,  Ludovlt. 

A-7046266.  Sturc,  Helena. 

A-7046267,  Sturc.  Susan  Vera. 

A-6868259,  Ting,  Pu  Sheng  alias  Andrew 
Pusheng  Ting. 

A-6848022,   Shung.   Ming   Cheng   or   Ming 
Cheng  Ting  alias  Luch  Shung  Ting. 

A-0770893.  Trela,  Leon  Tadeufcz. 

A-6848499,  Tsai.  Nal  Hsln. 

A-6142235.   Tung.   Tze-KueL 

A-6963104.  Vail,  Viktor. 

A-e534362.  Wainer,  Dora  (nee  Begerman). 

A-6667951,  Wainer,  Joseph  Abraham. 

A-7483336,  Wang,  Kwang  Nlen  or  Kenneth 
Wang. 

A-8021362,  Wen,  Ll  Shu  or  William  Ll  Shu 
Wen. 

A-6952371.  Wiener,  Berek. 

A-7138101,  Zacharlaslewlcz,  Wladyslaw. 

A-6837524,     Zakova,    Marle-Antonle    Jar- 

mila. 

A-70955e9,  Barton.  Frank  X. 
A-7095570.  Barton,  Alice  Margaret. 
A-7863152.  Benedig,  Erno. 


A-7863I58,  Benedig,  Marglt  (nee  Stein- 
berg). 

A-7196419,  Chan,  Kwoon  Chung. 

A-7118737,  Chang,  William  or  Chlng-Sung 
Chang  or  Chlng-Sheng  Chang. 

A-6851661,  Chen,  Christine  Chlng-Sung. 

A-0946874,  Chen,  Chung  Chi. 

A-8021403,  Chen,  Pu-Hwa  Yien. 

A-7383215,  EttUch,  Felix  Hsu. 

A-7934152,  Flshman,  Leon. 

A-6G 17983,  Fried,  Magdalina. 

A-6891816,  Hsu,  Tao-Chluh  or  T.  C.  Hsu. 

A-7821461,  Ing,  Z.  T.  or  Ting  Shang-Teh. 

A-7052331,  Kolaja,  Jlrl  Thomas. 

A-7128146.  Laamann,  Uno. 

A-8057474,  Lee,  Hong-I. 

A-8057472,  Lee,  Ya-Wel  Yew. 

A-8057475,  Lee.  Jeannette. 

A-6612725,  Ll,  Sumin. 

A-7795633.  Ll,  Suefong. 

A-7795635,  U,  Suetse. 

A- 7276375,  Li.  Virginia  Cheng. 

A-6933858.  MuUer,  William  or  Villam 
Muller. 

A-7910447,  Ozollns,  Bruno  Francis. 

A-74 19933,  Pao,  Boris  or  Boris  Bollan  Pao. 

A-7419934.  Pao,  Krystyna  Bogdanska. 

A-6851541,  Pastoohoff,  Peter  Michael. 

A-6772211,  Saad.  Edward  Theodore  or 
Saliba  Saad. 

A-7064188,  Schwartz.  Paul  or  Paul  Soros. 

A-6624082,  Sheng.  Chenhua  H. 

A-6624081,  Sheng,  Dora  S. 

A-8057047,  Shun,  Wah. 

A-6923163,  Stern,  Carol. 

A-6949345,   Stockl,   Gabrlelle. 

A-6333110,  Trumbic,  Mate. 

A-7768049,  Tsu.  David  Teh-Wei. 

A-7073968,  Weiner,  Jacoblna. 

A-7868089,  Weiner.  Mlrcea  or  Mitchell. 

A-7868090,  Weiner,  Mariano  or  Murray. 

A-6891808.  Wolf,  Jacob. 

A-7415061,  Wu,  LouUe  Siu  Ching. 

A-6032950,  Yang,  Blau. 

A-6567550,  Yang,  Chang-Tteing. 

A-6991827,  Zacharia,  Esa  Matuk. 

A-7283179,  Grossfeld,  Henrik  or  Haym  or 
Henry  David. 

A-7048905,  Moravcslk.  Michael  Julius. 

A-7048902,  Moravcslk,  Julius  Matthew 
Emll. 

A-6976873,  Racz,  Marlanna  Maria,  alias 
Relhard. 

0500-40102,  Hasal-Ova,  Dagmar  Zofie. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  10,  line  3,  strike  out  line  3  and  Insert 
•■A-6623735,  Huang,  Linda  Mln-Hul." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point  a  full  statement  of  the 
purpose  of  this  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire 
at  this  time  to  make  an  explanation  of 
the  purpose  of  House  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 13  and  similar  resolutions  which  I 
will  periodically  offer  in  the  House. 

In  1948,  the  Congress  authorized  the 
Attorney  General  to  grant  permanent 
residence  in  the  United  States  to  15,000 
aliens  who  had  entered  this  country 
lawfully  on  a  temporary  basis  if  they 
prove  to  his  satisfaction  that  they  are 
displa,ced  persons  who  cannot  return  to 
their  native  countries  because  of  fear  of 
I>ersecution  based  on  their  race,  religion 
or  political  beliefs.  Under  the  same  law, 
the  Attorney  General  had  to  submit 
those  applicants  to  a  thorough  screening 
and  If  he  found  them  to  be  eligible  for 
permanent  residence  he  was  directed  to 
submit  their  names  to  the  Congress  for 
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a  rescreenlng  and  approval  of  his  recom- 
mendations. 

In  Congress,  the  Committees  on  the 
Judiciary  of  both  Houses  scrutinize  the 
Attorney  General's  recommendations 
and  imder  an  arra;>gement  with  the  Sen- 
ate, concurrent  resolutions  approving 
the  Attorney  Generals  rulings  originate 
with  the  House  committee. 

In  each  case  an  FBI  and  a  CIA  in- 
vestigation was  conducted  and  in  each 
case  approved,  a  quota  number  is  being 
deducted  for  every  alien  who  under  such 
resolution  is  granted  permanent  resi- 
dent status  in  the  United  States. 

This  entire  operation  Is  a  self-liqui- 
dating one.  The  deadline  for  filing  ap- 
plications with  the  Attorney  General  ex- 
pired on  June  16,  1952,  and  it  is  there- 
fore expected  that  by  the  end  of  this 
Congress  all  cases  deserving  of  congres- 
sional approval  will  be  taken  care  of. 

I  might  add  that  according  to  what  the 
committee  hears  from  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  the  congres- 
sional allocation  of  15.000  quota  numbers 
will  not  be  used.  It  looks  like  not  over 
8,000  aliens  falling  within  this  category 
will  be  permitted  to  remain  in  this 
country. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


DR.   ALEXANDER  FIALA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  663  > 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alexander  Fiala. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
Df  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 
Dr.  Alexander  Plala  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon 
I>a3n3ient  of  the  required  visa  fee  and  head 
tax.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  ye£ir  that  such  quota  U  available. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  "Immigration  and 
naturalization  laws'"  and  Insert  "Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act." 

Page  1.  line  8,  after  the  word  "fee",  strike 
out  the  words  "and  head  tax." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


DR.  ALEXANDER  D.  MORUZI 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  673) 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alexander  D.  Moruzi. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws 
Dr.  Alexander  D.  Uomzi.  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  re&ldeuce 


as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee  and 
head  tax.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  alien  as  provided  for  In  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  Is  av^lable. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  the  words  "Immi- 
gration and  naturalization  laws"  and  Insert 
"Immigration  and  Nationality  Act." 

Page  1,  line  8.  after  the  word  "fee",  strike 
out  the  word2  "and  head  tax." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


AKIKO  NIINA 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  688) 
for  the  relief  of  Akiko  Niina. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child.  AklKo  Niina.  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Harry  Romanki,  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "Aklko"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "Takako." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Takako  Niina." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


JAMES    RENNICK    MOFFETT 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  731) 
for  the  relief  of  James  Rennick  Moffett. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  4  (a)  and  9  of  the  Immigratijn 
Act  of  1924,  as  amended,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  provisions  of  section  13  (c)  of  that 
act.  the  minor  child,  James  Rennick  Moffett, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the 
natural-born  alien  child  of  S.  Sgt.  and  Mrs. 
Milton  R.  Moffett. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"That,  for  the  purposes  of  sections  101  (a) 
(27)  (A)  and  205  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  the  minor  chUd,  James  Ren- 
nick Moffett.  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of  S.  Sgt. 
and  Mrs.  Milton  B.  Moffett,  citizens  of  the 
United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 
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TIBOR  KALMAN  JAUSOVICZKY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  746) 
for  the  relief  of  Tiber  Kklman  Jalso- 
viczky. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  hill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Tibor  Kalman  Jalsovlczky  shaU  be  held  and 
considered  to  bare  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  aa 
of  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the 
appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ANNELIESE  ELSE  HERMINE  WARE 

(NEE  NEUMANN) 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  748) 
for  the  relief  of  Anneliese  Else  Hermine 
Ware   mee  Neumarm). 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  naturaliza- 
IUjh  laws,  the  provisions  of  the  ninth  cate- 
gory of  section  212  (a)  of  the  ImmlgraUon 
and  Nationality  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  414, 
82d  Cong  ).  shall  not  hereafter  apply  to  An- 
neliese Else  Hermine  Ware  (nee  Neumann), 
German  wife  of  Harlen  Odgeton  Ware,  a 
United  States  citizen  and  member  of  the 
United  States  Armed  Forces,  with  respect  to 
any  conviction  or  admission  of  the  commis- 
sion of  any  crime  in  her  case  of  which  the 
D.-partment  of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Juatlce  has  knowledge  on  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike   out   all    after   the   enacting   clause 

and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  Anneliese  Else  Hermine 
V.'are  ( nee  Neumann )  may  be  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
if  -she  is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided. 
Tiiat  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
have  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act." 

The  coinmittee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


DR.  SUZANNE  VAN  AMERONGEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  880) 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Suzanne  Van 
Amerongen. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  immigration  laws.  Dr.  Suzanne  Van 
Amerongen  shall  be  held  and  considered  lo 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  on  the  date 
on  which  she  entered  the  United  States. 
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Sec.  2.  The  Attorney  General  la  author- 
ized and  directed  to  cancel  any  orders  of 
deporution  which  may  have  been  issued,  and 
to  discontinue  any  deportation  proceedings 
which  may  have  been  commenced  in  the 
Ciise  of  the  said  Dr.  Suzanne  Van  Amerongen. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
•That,  for  the  purpoees  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Dr.  Suzanne  Van 
Amerongen  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
ol  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
c:  jxrmanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropri- 
ate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota 
la  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
nnd  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


STEPHANIE  MARIE  EXDRCEY 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  884) 

lor  the  relief  of  Stephanie  Marie  Dorcey. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoees 
or  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
cliUd.  Stephanie  Marie  Dorcey.  shall  be  held 
unci  considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien 
child  of  Mr.  Carlyle  John  Dorcey  and  Alberta 
Tondera  Dorcey,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


PAULA  AKIYAMA 


With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  ana 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "That 
for  the  purposes  of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A) 
and  305  of  the  Immigration  and  NationaUty 
Act,  the  minor  child,  Daniel  Robert  Leary, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  nat- 
ural-bom alien  child  of  MaJ.  and  Mrs.  WU- 
Uam  E.  Leary,  citizens  of  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider v.-as  laid  on  the  table. 


The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  955) 
for  the  relief  of  Paula  Akiyama. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
cf  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Paula  Akiyama.  shall  t>e  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ralph  C.  Egolf,  citizens  of 
the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 

nnd  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


EMA  SHELOME  LAWTER 


DANIEL  ROBERT  LEARY 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1101) 
for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Robert  Leary. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpose 
of  sections  4  (a)  and  9  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Act  of  1924,  as  amended. 
the  minor  child,  Daniel  Robert  Leary,  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  natviral- 
born  child  of  MaJ.  and  Mrs.  William  B. 
Leary,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
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The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2353) 
for  the  relief  of  Ema  Shelome  Lawter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Ema  Shelome  Lawter,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-bom  alien 
child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  James  6.  Lawter,  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  wsts  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


ASTRID  INGEBORG  MARQUEZ 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1186) 
for  the  relief  of  Astrid  Ingeborg  Mar- 
quez. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Astrid 
Ingeborg  Marquez  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  Stales  for  permanent  residence  if 
she  is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  un- 
der the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
have  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this   act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


STEVE   EMERY   SOBANSKI 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  1192) 
for  the  relief  of  Steve  Emery  Sobanski. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  secUons  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Steve  Emery  Sobanski,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be"  the  natural-born  alien 
child  of  T.  Sgt.  Conrad  E.  Sobanski,  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


SUGA  UMEZAKE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1704) 
for  the  rehef  of  Mrs.  Suga  Umezaki. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruxcted.  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Mrs. 
Suga  Umezaki  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  \ypaD. 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shaU  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quoU  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


PAOLA  BOEZI  LANGFORD 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2624) 
for  the  relief  of  Paola  Boezi  Langford. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (6)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Paola 
Boezi  Langford  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  if  she 
is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided,  That 
a  suitable  and  proper  bond  or  undertaking, 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General,  be  de- 
posited as  prescribed  by  section  213  of  the 
said  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  IDA  BIFOLCHINI 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  757) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ida  Bifolchinl. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Ida  Bifol- 
chinl, Adams.  Mass..  the  sum  of  $2,149.66. 
The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Mrs.  Ida 
Bifolchinl  against  the  United  States  for 
death  compensation  payable  to  her  as  the 
widow  of  Marino  D.  Bifolchinl  (XC-3860307) , 
a  veteran  of  World  War  n,  for  the  period 
beginning  January  12,  1945,  and  ending  AprU 
14,  1948:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


LT.  COL.  JAMES  D.  WILMETH 
The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  837) 

for   the   relief   of   Lt.    Col.   James   D. 

Wilmeth. 

Mr.  JARMAN.     Mr.   Speaker.   I  ask 

unanimous   consent   that   this   bill   be 

passed  over  without  prejudice. 


li- 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CXJNT  LEWIS 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  1514) 
for  the  relief  of  Clint  Lewis. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Clint  Lewis, 
of  Caldwell,  Tex.,  the  sum  of  $200.  Such 
sum  represents  property  damage  sustained 
by  the  said  Clint  Lewis  as  the  result  of  an 
accident  Irfvolvlng  a  United  States  Air  Force 
airplane  In  Burleson  County,  Tex.,  on  Janu- 
ary 4,  1951.  The  claim  of  the  said  Clint 
Lewis  is  not  a  claim  which  Is  cognizable 
under  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "represents"  and 
Insert  "is  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for." 

Page  3.  line  1,  after  the  word  "Act",  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following:  ":  Provided.  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  tl.OOO." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


EDWARD  F.  SHEA 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1780) 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Shea. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  this  bill  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


STEBBINS  CONSTRUCTION  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1967) 
to  reimburse  the  Stebbins  Construction 
Co. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  Is 
hereby  conferred  upon  the  Federal  District 
Court  of  the  Western  District  of  Oklahoma  to 
hear,  detematne,  and  render  findings  of  fact 
as  to  the  amount  of  loss,  if  any,  sustained 
by  the  Stebbins  Construction  Co.,  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  for  reclamation  contract  No.  12r-16727, 
arising  om  of  or  attributable  to  the  alleged 
fallur»Ji|Ae  Oxjvernment  to  supply  mate- 
rials. aAnlkled  for  In  said  contract. 

fcc.  a.  ^ih«  coxirt  shall  cause  such  findings 
to  ba  certUtod  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, who  la  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, the  amount  set  forth  in  said 
findings  to  the  Stebbins  Construction  Co. 


With  the  following  committse  amend- 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  "contract", 
insert  "and  not  arising  out  of  or  attributable 
to  any  disagreement  between  the  Stebbins 
Construction  Co.  and  any  third  party  which 
undertook  to  supply  such  materials." 

Page  2,  after  line  7  insert  "Provided,  how- 
ever. That  the  passage  of  this  act  shall  not 
be  construed  as  an  Inference  of  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Stebbins  Con- 
struction Co." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MRS.  LENNIE  P.  RIGGS  ET  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  2667) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lennie  P.  Riggs. 
James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon  L.  Ransom. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  Mrs.  Lennie  P. 
Riggs,  James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon  L.  Ran- 
som are  hereby  relieved  of  all  liability  to 
refund  to  the  United  States  the  sums  of 
$243.83,  $212.17,  and  $141.83.  respectively. 
Such  sums  represent  compensation  received 
by  the  persons  aforesaid  as  employees  of  the 
United  States  Post  Office.  Indianapolis.  Ind., 
during  the  periods  August  1,  1951  to  March 
15.  1952;  January  16,  1952,  to  March  31.  1952; 
and  March  16,  1952.  to  April  30,  1952.  re- 
spectively, all  dates  inclusive,  while  they 
were  also  employed  by  the  General  Services 
Administration  and  each  was  receiving  dual 
compensation  from  the  United  States  at  a 
combined  annual  rate  in  excess  of  $2,000. 
In  the  audit  and  settlement  of  the  accounts 
of  any  certifying  or  disbursing  officer  of  the 
United  States,  full  credit  shall  be  given  for 
the  amounts  for  which  liability  is  relieved 
by  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  The  S3rretary  of  the  Treasury  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  .the  said  Mrs.  Lennie  P.  Riggs, 
James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon  L.  Ransom  an 
amount  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  the 
amounts  paid  by  them,  respectively,  or  with- 
held from  sums  otherwise  due  them,  re- 
spectively, in  complete  or  partial  satisfac- 
tion of  the  claims  of  the  United  States  for 
such  refunds. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid   on   the   table. 


MRS.  MARGARET  D.  SURHAN 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3276) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Margaret  D.  Sur- 
han. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AUP  DER  HEIDE-ARAGONA.  INC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3385) 
conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the 
claim  of  Auf  der  Heide-Aragona.  Inc., 


and  certain  of  its  subcontractors  against 
the  United  States,  and  to  enter  judgment 
thereon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  conferred  upon  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims  (a)  to  hear 
and  determine  the  claim  of  Auf  der  Heide- 
Aragona,  Inc..  and  through  it  the  claims  of 
Its  subcontractors,  against  the  United  States 
arising  out  of  the  performance  of  a  contract 
dated  July  25,  1941,  which  the  said  con- 
tractor had  with  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion for  the  construction  of  a  hospital  build- 
ing at  Fort  Howard,  Md.,  the  work  on  which 
contract  was  completed  on  or  at>out  Novem- 
ber 19.  1943.  and  (b)  to  enter  Judgment  as 
provided  In  section  2  hereof. 

Sec  2.  If  the  said  court  shall  find  (a)  that 
after  the  date  of  said  contract  the  United 
States  through  any  of  its  departments  or 
agencies  delayed  the  Issuance  of  priorities 
which  resulted  In  subjecting  the  said  con- 
tractor and  tts  subcontractors,  or  either  of 
them,  to  addlitlonal  costs.  Including  overhead 
expenses,  or  If  the  said  court  shall  find  (b) 
that  after  the  date  of  said  contract  the 
United  States,  through  any  such  departments 
or  agencies,  or  either  of  them,  including  De- 
fense Plant  Corporation,  sponsored  any  work 
program  or  programs  In  the  general  area  of 
Fort  Howard.  Md.,  which  rendered  it  impos- 
sible for  the  contractor  and  its  subcontrac- 
tors, or  either  of  them,  to  achieve  that  degree 
of  labor  performance  which  they,  respec- 
tively, would  have  achieved  if  such  work  pro- 
gram or  programs  had  not  existed,  or  which 
made  It  necessary  for  such  contractor  or  sub- 
contractors, or  either  of  them,  to  pay  higher 
wages  for  the  labor  which  was  available  to 
them,  respectively,  than  they  would  other- 
wise have  had  to  pay.  and  that  the  result  of 
such  work  program  or  programs  was  to  sub- 
ject the  contractor  and  its  subcontractors, 
or  either  of  them,  to  additional  costs,  in- 
cluding overhead  expenses,  then  the  said 
court  shall  in  either  case,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  bar  or  defense.  If  any,  of  laches,  lapse 
of  time,  or  statute  of  limitations,  enter 
Judgment  for  the  contractor  and  its  subcon- 
tractors, or  either  of  them,  against  the 
United  States  In  the  amount  of  such  addi- 
tional costs  and  expenses  Incurred  by  them, 
respectively:  Provided.  That  such  Judgment 
or  Judgments  shall  not  include  any  profit  to 
the  said  contractor  and  Its  said  subcontrac- 
tors, or  either  of  them. 

Sec.  3.  Suit  shall  be  filed  In  the  Court  of 
Claims  by  said  contractor  within  6  months 
from  the  approval  of  this  act. 

Sec  4.  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  construed  as  an  inference  of  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Sec  5.  Private  Law  643.  81st  Congress, 
approved  July  6,  1950,  is  hereby  rej)ealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


PIO  VALENSIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  33S9) 
for  the  relief  of  Pio  Valensin. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Plo  Valensin.  route 
2,  bcx  684,  Gait.  Calif.,  the  sum  of  $462.  The 
payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  said  Plo  Valensin 
against  the  United  States  for  property  dam- 
age sustained  as  a  result  of  a  fire  caused  by 
a  United  States  Weather  Bureau  balloon  on 
September  27,  1951.  The  claim  is  not  ccg- 
nizable  under  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act 
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of  194fl:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  th« 
amount  appropriated  In  tbla  act  tn  ezoen 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  EMILY  WILHELM 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3446) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Emily  Wilhelm. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
pa.s.sed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  was  no  objectton. 


BOLINROSS  CHEMICAL  CO..  INC. 

The  CTerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3458) 
conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolinroes 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  Is 
hereby  conferred  upon  the  Court  of  Claims 
of  the  United  States  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  cIAlm  of  the 
Bollnross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc..  of  Newark. 
N  J.,  for  alleged  damages  or  losses  resulting 
from  the  raid  on  Its  chemical  plant  at  13-22 
Orange  Street.  Newark.  N.  J.,  Including  the 
alleeed  destruction  of  Its  machinery,  equip- 
ment, raw  materials,  and  finished  products, 
and  the  loss  of  Its  business,  by  prohibition 
agents  of  the  United  States,  on  or  about 
February  20,  1&29. 

Sec.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  in- 
stituted at  any  time  within  1  year  after  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  notwithstanding  the 
lapse  of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations, 
and  proceedings  for  the  determination  ot 
such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment 
of  any  Judgment  thereon  shaU  be  In  the 
same  manner  as  in  the  cases  over  which  such 
cuurt  has  Jurisdiction  under  section  145  of 
the  Judicial  Code,  as  an^nded. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


CAPT.  WALTER  C.  WOLP 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3557) 
for  the  rehef  of  Capt.  Walter  C.  Wolf. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
j)a.ssed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
'0  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  completes  the 
':all  of  the  Private  Calendar. 


the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions may  have  until  midnight  tonight 
to  file  two  additional  reports. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CORONATION  INVITATION 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  before 
the  House  a  communication  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  House. 

March   11,   1953. 

The  Honorable  Joseph  W.  Mabtin,  Ja., 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mt  Deak  Ma.  Speakxb:  The  British-Ameri- 
can Parliamentary  Group,  through  Its  hon- 
orary secretary,  Sir  Howard  d'Egville,  has 
advised  the  Department  that  the  group  has 
secured  50  seats  for  the  coronation,  for  u^e 
of  Members  of  Congress  and  their  wives. 
These  seats  are  along  the  coronation  route 
and  will  be  furnished  free  of  charge. 

I  t)elleve  it  would  be  appropriate  for  you 
and  the  Vice  President,  to  whom  I  am  also 
writing,  to  select  Members  of  Congress  who 
may  wish  to  avail  themselves  of  this  oppor- 
tunity. 

Sir  Howard  has  suggested  that  first  choice 
on  the  seats  be  offered  to  the  members  of  the 
American  committee.  A  list  of  such  mem- 
bers is  enclosed.  I  am  passing  this  along 
only  as  a  suggestion,  for  I  think  you  should 
use  your  own  Judgment  In  the  matter. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  assistance  In  furnish- 
ing additional  Information,  please  do  not 
hesitate  to  call  on  me. 

It  will  be  necessary  to  notify  Sir  Howard 
by  April  18  of  the  names  of  the  Congressmen 
and  their  wives  who  will  occupy  the  seats, 
alnce  the  Government  of  the  United  King- 
dom requires  these  names.  The  tickets  are 
not  transferable,  and  the  trip,  of  course,  will 
be  at  the  expense  of  the  individuals.  In 
addition,  I  might  point  out  that  the  making 
of  travel  arrangements  and  accommodations 
in  London  during  this  period  is  a  serious 
problem  and  that  early  decision  on  this  mat- 
ter would  be  helpful.  I  would  appreciate  It. 
therefore.  If  you  would  advise  me  of  your 
selections  at  your  early  convenience. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Tbktjston  B.  Mobton, 

Assistant   Secretary. 


COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 

OPERATIONS 
Mr.    HOFFMAN    of   Michigan.      Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 


THE  CONTINUING  ATTACK 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Jackson]  is  recognized  for  1 
hour. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
conferred  with  the  gentlemen  holding 
special  orders  after  mine,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  10  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Jackson  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks, and  to  insert  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record  two  editorials. ) 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must 
first  of  all  apologize  to  the  sons  and 
daughters  of  Ireland  for  presuming  to 
address  the  House  at  length  today  upon  a 
very  un-Irish  subject.  I  hope  that  I  will 
be  forgiven  this  intrusion  of  St.  Patrick's 
Day  in  dwelling  upon  the  red  rather 
than  upon  the  green.  The  patron  saint 
of  Ireland  won  Immortal  fame  for  his  Job 
of  riddhig  the  old  sod  of  a  plague  of 
snakes,  thus  freeing  the  green  isles  for- 


ever of  serpents.  Later,  the  Fled  Piper 
of  Hamlin  was  to  achieve  a  lesser  degree 
of  Immortality  by  ridding  a  city  of  Its 
rodents. 

Today,  hundreds  of  years  later,  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  under  unremitting  attack  for  a 
new  and  tremendous  effort  to  destroy  the 
vermin  and  the  rodents  of  a  new 
plague — that  of  global,  aggressive,  God- 
less communism,  which  International 
conspiracy  would  strip  from  man  not 
only  the  hope  of  redemption  In  the  here- 
after, but  the  cloak  of  human  dignity 
while  he  lives.  Under  the  guise  of  pre- 
serving the  basic  liberties  of  men^  com- 
munism and  the  agents  of  the  conspiracy 
seek  by  every  means  to  destroy  the  last 
vestiges  of  self-determination  and  of 
human  Initiative. 

To  an  ant,  the  world  is  a  sea  of  grass, 
and  to  one  bom  to  the  solitude  of  the 
North  Pole,  all  directions  are  south.  It 
is  not  difficult  to  imderstand  the  orienta- 
tion, poUtical  and  economic,  of  one  bom 
to  communism  and  bathed  In  the  turgid 
waters  of  Marxist-Leninist  philosophy 
since  birth.  To  a  man  like  Malenkov, 
throughout  his  lifetime  isolated  from  the 
expressions  of  freedom,  there  exists  no 
inherent  dignity  of  the  Individual.  One 
can  imderstand  the  native  brutality  of  a 
creature  never  exjwsed  to  human  kind- 
ness, mutual  consideration,  the  concept 
of  divine  providence,  and  the  immortal- 
ity of  man.  These  are  creatures  whose 
pUght  should  stir,  if  not  human  pity,  at 
least  human  understanding. 

Communism,  as  a  political  force.  Is  not 
new.  It  has' existed,  In  pure  form,  since 
man  emerged,  upright  and  dignified,  from 
the  mists  of  history  in  the  Valley  of  the 
Nile.  Throughout  the  ages,  communal 
living  has  been  the  tradition  of  aborigi- 
nal tribes  in  Asia,  Africa,  and  elsewhere. 
From  each  according  to  his  merit — to 
each  according  to  his  need — was  a  prac- 
tical expression  of  jungle  life — and 
those  who  practiced  it  have  remained 
jungle  dwellers. 

In  1848,  in  a  Paris  attic,  two  German 
emigrees,  Karl  Marx  and  Friedrich  En- 
gels,  sat  down  together  to  draft  a  blue- 
print for  world  domination.  Their  blue- 
print ,was  the  Communist  Manifesto  and 
the  drafting  tools  were  envy,  hatred,  and 
greed.  In  calling  upon  the  proletariat 
to  strike  off  Its  chains,  the  draftsmen 
gathered  together  the  scattered  tenets 
of  aboriginal  communism,  gave  them 
new  direction  and  vitality,  and  the  Com- 
munist revolution  was  on  its  way. 

In  pursuit  of  the  original  blueprint, 
those  who  were  to  implement  the  design 
were  faithful,  and  their  dedication  to  the 
achievement  of  a  Communist  world  ab- 
solute. With  a  fanaticism  only  matched 
by  the  children  of  medieval  history,  who 
flocked  by  the  thousands  to  Join  the 
crusade,  the  Marxist-Leninists  utilized 
every  weapon,  i^sychologlcal  and  physi- 
cal, as  the  movement  expanded  and 
raced  down  the  corridor  of  time. 

Into  every  land  went  the  emissaries  of 
the  new  order.  Into  factories,  into  the 
ranks  of  the  working  class,  into  schools, 
churches,  and  the  organizations  of  yoimg 
and  old  infiltrated  the  "Typhoid  Marys" 
of  the  new  plague.  Not  bound  by  any 
recognizable  code  of  moral  ethics,  the 
Communists  were  not  bound  by  the  rules 
of  any  game.    Truth  could  be  used  as  a 
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weapon,  Init  there  extended  no  moral 
compulsion  against  the  lie,  if  a  tempo- 
rary or  long-range  end  could  be  better 
served.  Persuasion,  logic,  and  reason 
walked  hand  in  hand  with  coercion, 
brute  force,  and  torture.  Freedom  of 
speech  and  assemblage  were  twisted  and 
distorted  into  weapons  to  be  wielded  by 
those  who  were  evil,  stupid,  or  both.  God 
was  derided  and  crass  materialism  re- 
placed the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  and 
the  ethical  standards  of  human  conduct 
which  had  served  to  lift  mankind  from 
^  the  morass  of  insensible  vassalage  to  the 
heights  of  spiritual  understanding  were 
cast  aside  as  evidence  of  bourgeoisie 
stupidfty.  The  insidious  deployment  of 
minority  against  minority,  creed  against 
creed,  race  against  race,  and  color 
against  color  was  effectively  adopted  as  a 
major  tenet  of  Communist  technique, 
and  out  of  the  labor  pains  of  a  civiliza- 
tion attempting  to  achieve  a  child  of 
order  and  justice  was  spawned  a  monster 
of  fearful  proportions. 

In  the  United  States  the  Communist 
conspiracy  made  slight  progress  during 
the  early  years  of  the  present  century. 
The  land  was  founded  by  men  and 
women  of  deep  spiritual  convictions  and 
their  posterity  in  turn  builded  a  new  or- 
der of  things  in  the  Western  World  upon 
a  firm  foundation  of  faith  in  God  and  in 
mankind.  Too,  in  the  building  of  this 
country,  the  architects  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  those  who  later  did  the  actual 
construction,  discovered  at  an  early  date 
that  the  substantial  contributions  to  the 
new  society  were  made,  not  by  the  drones 
who  were  prepared  to  live  off"  the  fruits  of 
those  who  labored  and  builded,  but  by 
men  and  women  of  vision,  determination, 
and  initiative.  These  they  honored  and 
these  they  made  the  heroes  and  heroines 
of  our  national  history. 


CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 
Mr.  VELDE.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  pres- 
ent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Obviously,  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  IlUnois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered.' 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names ; 


(Roll  No.  13 J 


Addonlzlo 

Chudoff 

Albert 

Church 

Alexander 

Clardy 

Asplnall 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Auchlncloss 

Croaser 

Bailey 

Crumpacker 

Baker 

Curtis.  Mass 

Barrett 

Curtis,  Mo.  • 

Beamer 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Belcher 

Davis.  Oa. 

Bender 

Deane 

Bennett.  Wa. 

IDempaey 

Bentsen 

Devereux 

Boland 

DlngeU 

Boiling 

Dodd 

Bow 

DoUlnger 

Boykln 

Donovan 

Brownaon 

Dom.  N.  T. 

Budge 

Dom,  8.  C. 

Bush 

Durham 

Byrnes.  Wis. 

Elliott 

Campbell 

Sngle 

Cannon 

Pallon 

Carlyle 

Pelghan 

Carrlgg 

Pine 

Case 

Flno 

Cbatham 

Fogarty 

CBMU 

Forand 

Prazler 

Oranahan 

Green 

Qwlnn 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Hardy 

Han-lson,  Nebr. 

Hart 

Hays.  Ark. 

Hays,  Ohio 

Heller 

Herlong 

Hlnshaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  111. 

Hope 

Hruska 

Hull 

Ikard 

James 

Javlts 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones.  Mo. 

Kelley.  Pa . 

Kelly.  N.  T. 

Klrwaa 

Klein 

Ki<.     '^nskl 


Knieger 

O'Neill 

Sadlak 

I/indrum 

Oemera 

Baylor 

Long 

Patterson 

Sheehan 

McConnell 

Poff 

Shelley 

McCormack 

Polk 

Sheppard 

McMillan 

Poulson 

Smith,  WU. 

Mack.  Ul. 

Powell 

Bpence 

Miller.  N.  T. 

Preston 

Sutton 

Mills 

Price 

Vursell 

Morgan 

Rabaut 

Welchel 

Morrison 

Reams 

Wheeler 

Moulder 

Rivers 

Wilson.  Ind 

Multer 

Robeson,  Va. 

Wilson.  Tex 

O'Brien,  N.  T. 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Wolcott 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Gamble)  .  On  this  roUcall  304  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


THE   CONTINUING  ATTACK 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel 
that  as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned. 
I  should  explain  that  I  had  no  part  in 
this  call  of  the  House.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  we  have  a  few  more  Members  pres- 
ent. I  think  anyone  addressing  the 
House  is  moved  by  that  consideration, 
but  it  was  not,  I  assure  you.  by  any  pre- 
arrangement. 

I  had  explained  very  briefly  up  to  the 
time  of  the  call  of  the  House  In  bare 
outline  the  organized  attack  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  throughout  the  world  and 
upon  this  country,  with  particular  ref- 
erence to  the  early  part  of  the  present 
century. 

Upon  dissension  and  greed  the  Com- 
munists based  their  appeal  and  founded 
their  attack.  Masters  at  the  art  of 
propaganda  and  its  dissemination,  the 
agents  of  the  conspiracy  found  most  fer- 
tile ground  among  national  and  minor- 
ity groups  in  this  country.  Following 
closely  the  blueprint  of  the  manifesto, 
the  Communists  in  the  Western  World 
sought  to  divide  and  conquer,  to  reap 
the  whirlwind  of  greed  and  dissension. 
As  midcentury  approached,  the  fruits 
of  their  labors  became  too  obvious  to 
be  longer  denied,  even  by  the  most  ab- 
ject of  Communist  apologists. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
oft  declared  by  the  Communists  and  the 
fellow  travelers  to  be  an  odd  assortment 
of  dull  and  insentient  fools,  was,  on  this 
one  occasion  at  least,  ahead  of  the  Na- 
tion. It  moved  promptly  to  institute 
counteraction  against  the  agents  of  the 
Communist  conspiracy,  and  with  firm- 
ness and  determination  which,  in  rare 
flashes,  characterizes  the  actions  of  a 
representative  body  in  a  republic,  took 
the  offensive. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Would  the  gen- 
tleman care  to  yield  during  the  course 
of  his  speech,  or  would  he  prefer  to  yield 
after  he  has  finished? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  If  the  gentleman 
would  not  mind,  I  would  prefer  to  yield 
after  I  have  completed  my  statement  so 
that  I  will  be  sure  to  get  in  all  of  the 
things  I  want  to  get  in. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Do  you  think 
that  you  will  have  time  enough  to  an- 
swer some  questions? 

Mr.  JACKSON.     I  hope  so. 

The  Congress  organized  and  gave  legal 
status  to  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 


American  Activities  because  a  real  and 
evident  need  existed.  It  was  considered 
essential  then,  as  it  is  now.  that  the 
Congress  have  under  its  own  jurisdiction, 
and  free  from  any  executive  restriction 
or  other  outside  influences  which  might 
exert  political  pressures,  a  group  re- 
sponsible only  to  the  will  of  the  member- 
ship of  this  body.  The  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  was  not  born  out 
of  confusion  and  hysteria,  as  its  critics 
would  have  the  world  believe,  but  out  of 
study,  consideration  and  deliberate  de- 
bate. 

From  its  very  inception,  the  committee 
has  been  an  exposed  flank  of  the  House, 
a  flank  upon  which  the  waves  of  Com- 
munist and  fellow-traveling  fury  have 
been  hurled.  Apologists  for  traitors  and 
treason  have  excoriated  the  Individual 
members  of  the  committee,  always  re- 
serving their  deepest  scorn  and  most  bit- 
ter invective  for  any  member  elevated 
to  the  chairmanship.  Those  chairmen, 
good  and  bad,  able  or  mediocre,  have 
been  pilloried  by  a  few  of  their  col- 
leagues; by  the  fellow-traveling  press, 
and  by  a  small  minority  of  citizens  who, 
while  not  them.'^elves  members  of  the 
Communist  conspiracy,  have  followed  the 
devious  turnings  and  twistings  of  Soviet 
foreign  policy  without  vomiting  or  turn- 
ing a  hair.  Honest  Americans  by  the 
hundreds  have,  in  the  past,  entered 
the  Communist  Party,  seeking  justice 
and  equity,  a  better  life  for  more  peo- 
ple, or  for  other  reasons  best  known 
to  themselves.  Disillusioned,  frustrated, 
and  embittered  by  what  they  found, 
they  left  the  party  and  have  since 
devoted  their  lives  to  an  exposure  of 
the  greatest  threat  to  human  freedom 
since  tho^^e  posed  by  Ghengis  Khan 
and  Adolf  Hitler.  Among  the  greatest 
supporters  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  today  are 
those  who  lived  the  lie  of  communism 
and  know  it  for  what  it  is. 

This  has  not  been  the  ca.<^e  with  the 
Communist  line  of  support.  In  the  gray 
area  which  lies  between  the  bright  red 
of  communism  and  the  white  of  freedom, 
thousands  of  puppets,  dupes,  and  fellow 
travelers  have  hewed  to  the  Communist 
line  with  a  devotion  which  must  bring 
smiles  of  derision  to  the  men  in  Moscow 
who  would  make  the  world  an  armed 
camp  and  barbed  wire,  rampant  on  a 
sea  of  blood,  an  heraldic  device  for  man- 
kind. 

While  professing  to  deplore  commu- 
nism and  human  slavery,  these  allies 
of  aggression  attack  whenever  and  wher- 
ever possible  the  agencies  of  government 
and  the  committees  of  the  Congress 
upon  whom  has  been  laid  the  heavy 
charge  of  defending  this  Nation  and  its 
institutions  from  those  forces  which 
would  destroy  them.  Ignorance  of  the 
law  is  said  to  be  no  excuse  for  the  com- 
mission of  a  crime,  nor  is  ignorance  of 
the  nature  and  design  of  slavery  any  ex- 
cuse for  lending  the  slavers  material  and 
moral  support. 

The  Communist  Daily  Worker  and  its 
party  affiliates  constitute  no  grave  threat 
to  American  institutions  when  they  de- 
nounce the  committee,  its  members,  and 
the  Congress.  One  expects  that  the 
Communist  press  will  defend  an  Algor 
Hiss,  a  William  Remington,  or  two  iden- 
tified Communists  awaiting  death  in  a 


1053 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — -  HOUSE 


2019 


prison  cell  for  treason.  It  is  when  a 
Wa.shington  Post  quotes  out  of  context 
and  paints  a  distorted  picture  relative  to 
the  activities  of  congressional  Investigate 
in,R  committees  that  there  Is  reason  for 
concern  on  the  part  of  loyal  Americans. 
A  sly  comment  relative  to  the  work  of 
your  committees  by  any  one  of  a  dozen 
columnists  whose  goal  In  life  appears 
to  be  the  undermining  of  public  confi- 
dence in  the  American  Congress  and  Its 
committees  Is  worth  a  platoon  of  Chi- 
nese Reds  In  the  lines  In  Korea.  An  edi- 
torial depicting  the  members  of  any  com- 
mittee as  petty  tyrants,  fools,  and  moral 
lepers  does  greater  damage  to  the  foun- 
dations of  the  American  Republic  than 
a  successful  Communist  counterattack 
above  Panmunjon. 

It  has  become  the  smart  thing  for  cer- 
tain newspapers  and  reporters,  radio 
commentators  and  television  performers, 
to  seize  upon  every  opportunity  to  deride 
the  Congress,  to  fulminate  and  fuss  over 
its  conduct,  to  attack  p<jrsonally  the  mo- 
tives and  methods  of  Its  Members,  and 
to  generally  hold  up  to  public  ridicule 
the  elected  representatives  of  150  million 
Americans.  It  Is  high  time  that  the  peo- 
ple of  America  distinguish  between  free- 
dom of  the  press  and  an  unquestioned 
right  to  criticize  on  one  hand,  and  per- 
sonal attacks  upon  the  Congress,  which. 
If  not  motivated  by  the  Communist 
Party  and  the  fellow  travelers,  at  least 
carry  the  express  ble&sing  of  the  con- 
spirators. 

Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson  is  said  to 
have  stated  that  "What  Is  good  for  Gen- 
eral Motors  is  good  for  America."  I  say 
that  what  is  good  for  the  Communist 
Party  is  no  good  for  America.  Recent 
editorials  attacking  the  investigating 
committees  of  this  Congress  were  good 
for  the  Communists.  They  were  not 
good  for  America. 

The  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  is  a  legitimat*;  target  for  honest 
criticism.  Every  member  of  that  com- 
mittee expects  to  be  criticized,  Justly  or 
unjustly.  Criticism  Is  ii  natural  concom- 
itant of  service.  J.  Edcar  Hoover.  Direc- 
tor of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, made  some  comments  on  this  sub- 
ject in  March  of  1947.  The  Director 
said,  and  I  quote: 

My  reelings  concernlrig  the  Communlat 
Party  of  the  United  States  are  well  known. 
I  have  not  hesitated  over  the  years  to  express 
my  concern  and  appreheoaion.  As  a  conae- 
qiience  Its  professional  smear  brigades  have 
conducted  a  relentless  :iaaault  against  the 
FBI.  You  who  have  be«)n  members  of  this 
committee  also  know  tlie  fiiry  with  which 
the  party.  Its  sympathlze-s  and  fellow  travel- 
ers can  launch  an  assavlt.  I  do  not  mind 
such  atUcks.  What  has  been  dUUluslonlng 
Is  the  manner  In  which  iJiey  have  been  able 
to  enlist  support  often  from  apparently  well- 
meaning  but  thoroughly  duped  persona. 

The  Communists,  tiie  leftwlng,  the 
sympathizers  in  press,  radio,  and  televi- 
sion whine  and  squeal  at  the  methods 
employed  by  congressional  Investigating 
committees.  They  profess  to  believe  that 
the  work  of  disclosing  the  diabolical  na- 
ture of  the  Communist  conspiracy  should 
be  performed  by  the  FBI,  which  they 
hate. 

With  editorial  hands  raised  In  pious 
alarm,  the  apologists  for  human  slavery 
express  their  horror  a*;  the  operations  of 
congressional  Investli.ating  committees 


In  bringing  to  the  light  of  day  those  who 
are  sworn  to  destroy  this  Nation. 


CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

Inasmuch  as  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  saw  fit 
to  make  a  point  of  order  before,  that 
there  was  no  quorum  present.  I  now  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  Is  not 
present 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Qa  M  BLE ) .  The  Chair  will  count.  [  After 
counting.]  Evidently  no  quortun  Is 
present 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

(Roll  No.  14] 


Addonlxlo 

Alescander 

Arends 

AsplnaU 

Bailey 

Baker 

Barrett 

Beamer 

Belcher 

Bender 

Bennett.  Fla. 

Bentsen 

Boland 

BolUns 

Bow 

Boykln 

Brown  son 

BroyhlU 

Buckley 

Budge 

Bush 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

CampbeU 

Cannon 

Carlyle 

Carrlgg 

Case 

Celler 

Chatham 

Chelf 

Chudoff 

Church 

Clardy 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Coudert 

Croeser 

Crumpacker 

Curtis.  Mass. 

Curtis.  Mo. 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Davis.  Ga. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Dawson,  ni. 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

Devereux 


DlngeU 

Dodd 

DoUlnger 

Donovan 

Dom,  N.T. 

Dom.  8.  C. 

Durham 

Elliott 

Fallon 

Felghan 

Pine 

Flno 

Fogarty 

Forand 

Oannata 

Oranahan 

Oreen 

Hagen.  Calif. 

HaUeck 

Band 

Hardy 

Hart 

Bays.  Ark. 

Hays.  Ohio 

Heller 

Berlong 

Boeven 

Hoffman.  HI. 

BoUfleld 

Bope 

Hruska 

Hull 

Ikard 

James 

Javlts 

Johnson 

Joaes,  Ala. 

Jones.  Mo. 

Kee 

KeUey,  Pa. 

Kelly,  N.  T. 

Klrwan 

Klein 

Kiuczynski 

Landrum 

Lane 

Leslnskl 


Long 

McConnell 

McCormack 

McMUlan 

Mack,  ni. 

Mahon 

Miller.  Md. 

Mills 

MoUohan 

Morgan 

Morrison 

Moulder 

Multer 

O'Brien.  Mich. 

O'Brien.  N.Y. 

O'NeUl 

Oemers 

Patterson 

Phil  bin 

Poff 

Poulson 

Powell 

Preston 

Price 

Rabaut 

Reams 

Reed,  N.  T. 

RUey 

Rivers 

Robeson,  Va. 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Rooney 

Sadlak 

Baylor 

Sheehan 

BheUey 

Sheppard 

Spence 

Steed 

Sutton 

Vursell 

Welchel 

Wheeler 

Wler 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Wllaon,  Tex. 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  282 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum.  ^    ^  ^^ 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  caU  were  dispensed 
with. 

TTTP!  CONTINUING  ATTACK 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
CaUfomia  [Mr.  Jackson!  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  again 
I  assure  the  Members  of  the  House  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  calling  of  the 
roll.  I  have  aU  night  myself,  and  I  am 
quite  content  to  stay  here  although  I 
hope  that  will  not  be  necessary. 

The  appeal  to  let  the  "FBI  do  the  job" 
is  as  false  and  phony  as  most  of  the 
attitudes  taken  by  the  Uberal  press  and 
the  professional  apologists.  Conspira- 
tors woi*  In  the  darkness  and  they  pre- 


fer political  darkness.  The  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  Is  a  great  and  effec- 
tive Instnmient  for  the  gathering,  evalu- 
ation and  documentation  of  Information. 
Its  agents,  working  within  and  outside 
the  Communist  Party,  are,  of  necessity, 
anonsmious.  To  disclose  their  highly 
secret  work  and  the  sources  upon  which 
they  depend  for  accurate  and  factual 
information  would  be  to  destroy  the 
utility  of  the  organization,  and  to  leave 
the  Nation  defenseless  against  the  mach- 
inations of  the  conspirators. 

The  work  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  is  one  designed 
to  give  the  American  people  a  continu- 
ing picture  of  the  Communist  Party  at 
work;  to  expose  Its  propaganda  efforts, 
and  to  inform  citizens  of  organizations 
and  Individuals  dedicated  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  American  RepubUc.  Its  In- 
vestigations are  confidential  only  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  determine  facts.  Its 
hearings  are  public,  open  to  all  informa- 
tional media,  and  its  millions  of  publi- 
cations go  directly  to  the  people  of  this 
Nation. 

There  is  no  area  of  duplication  or  of 
overlapping  in  the  work  performed  by 
the  FBI  and  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  This  Is  best 
Indicated  by  the  words  of  Mr.  Hoover, 
himself: 

The  alms  and  responalblUtles  of  the  Ho\ise 
Conunlttee  on  Un-American  Activities  and 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  are  the 
same — ^the  protection  of  the  Internal  secur- 
ity of  this  Nation.  The  methods  whereby 
this  goal  may  be  accomplished  differ,  bow- 
ever.  I  have  always  felt  that  the  greatest 
contribution  this  committee  could  make  la 
the  public  dlacloeure  of  the  forces  that  men- 
ace America — Conununlst  and  Fascist. 
That  Is  why  the  venom  of  the  American 
Communist  and  the  now  defunct  Oerman- 
Amerlcan  Bund  has  been  directed  at  this 
committee  as  It  has  also  been  directed  at  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  This  com- 
mittee renders  a  distinct  service  when  it 
publicly  reveals  the  diabolic  machinations 
of  sinister  figures  engaged  in  tm-Amerlcan 
activities. 

In  the  face  of  aggression  from  abroad, 
in  spite  of  mounting  American  casual- 
ties. Irrespective  of  sworn  testimony 
from  scores  of  witnesses  Identifying  as 
Communists  thousands  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  there  still  appears  to  be 
a  fantastic  and  imbellevable  unwilling- 
ness on  the  part  of  many  people  to  ac- 
cept the  fact  of  the  Communist  conspir- 
acy or  its  efforts  to  destroy  this  Nation. 

The  Ford  Foundation,  sustained  by 
funds  earned  In  the  competitive  market 
place  of  America,  last  week  announced 
the  grant  of  $15  million  for  Investiga- 
tion. Investigation  of  what?  The  na- 
ture and  extent  of  Communist  Infiltra- 
tion into  Its  own  plants  In  E>etrolt:  the 
character  of  organized  plans  for  espio- 
nage and  sabotage  In  American  science 
and  Industry;  Communist  Infiltration 
into  churches,  schools,  and  organiza- 
tions throughout  the  Nation? 

Not  at  all,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  $15  mil- 
lion grant  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  Its  committees,  to  determine 
whether  additional  safegtiards  are  re- 
quired for  the  protectlMi  of  civil  rights, 
and  for  other  related  purposes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  some  days  ago 
voted  an  appropriation  of  $300,000  to  tike 
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House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tiviUes:  That  app!r(H>riation  was  the 
greatest  given  the  committee  since  its 
organisation.  It  will  enalde  the  commit- 
tee to  add  new  counsel,  new  investiga- 
tors and  to  expand  generally  the  scope 
of  its  activities.  The  total  appropria- 
tions made  for  all  investigative  commit- 
tees do  not  exceed  $1  mminn  for  the  pe- 
riod of  a  year.  If  it  requires  the  expend- 
iture of  $15  million  to  investigate  con- 
gressional committees,  the  need  for  a 
relatively  small  appropriation  for  the 
investigation  of  the  total  area  encom- 
passed by  the  Communist  conspiracy  can 
be  better  appreciated. 

The  Ford  Foundation  might  well  de- 
vote some  of  its  efforts  to  public  disclo- 
sure of  the  substantial  and  vital  work 
performed  by  the  committee  in  its  at- 
tempts to  preserve  the  American  system 
imder  which  the  Ford  Co.  acquired  the 
millions  being  spent  in  investigation  of 
the  United  States  Congress  and  its  duly 
constituted  committees.  Needless  to 
state,  the  investigations  proposed  by  the 
Ford  Foundation  will  be  greeted  with  en- 
thusiastic atH?roval  from  Shanghai  to 
East  Berlin.  The  approval  will  not  be 
given  voice  by  the  silent  millions  of  cap- 
tive peoples,  but  by  the  ccmimissars  and 
their  agents. 

I  respectfully  refer  the  directors  of  the 
Ford  Foundation  to  other  critics  of  the 
committee,  and  other  fighters  in  the 
cause  of  civil  rights. 

The  Civil  Rights  Congress,  cited  as 
subversive  and  Communist  by  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  United  States  and 
the  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities,  will  doubtless  be  happy  to 
Join  in  the  investigation. 

The  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States  would  unquestionably  be  anxious 
and  willing  to  document  the  police  state 
methods  of  congressional  investigating 
bodies. 

But  the  list  of  willing  witnesses  avail- 
able to  the  Ford  Foundation  experts  is 
too  long  to  recite  at  this  time.  I  suggest 
that  the  investigators  for  the  foundation 
consult  the  Guide  to  Subversive  Organ- 
izations and  Publications,  available  on 
request  from  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities. 

Rftecn  millions  of  dollars,  wisely  ex- 
pended, would  flush  a  lot  of  Communists 
out  of  hiding.  It  might.  In  fact,  break 
the  back  or  the  Communist  conspiracy  in 
this  country.  But.  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
used.  It  will  serve  only  to  lend  additional 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  Communist  Party, 
and  further  roil  the  troubled  waters  of 
national  determination  and  unity. 

The  Ford  plant  In  Dearborn  Is  a  seeth- 
ing mass  of  Intrigue  and  conspiracy,  and 
thousands  of  unsuspecting  and  loyal 
American  workers  there  are  being  duped. 
As  indicated  beyond  any  question  of  a 
doubt  during  the  committee  hearings  in 
Detroit  last  year,  the  local  union,  the 
world's  largest,  is  dominated  and 
directed  by  Communists  and  Communist 
sympathircrs.  In  the  event  of  hostilities 
with  the  Soviet  Union  It  is  certain  that 
organised  cabotage  would  wreak  havoc 
with  prodoction.  In  the  face  of  the  evi- 
dence available,  it  appears  criminal  folly 
for  the  Pord  Motor  Co.  to  associate  its 
and  its  prestige  with  any  effort  to 


hamstring  or  delay  the  vital  investiga- 
tions designed  to  render  sabotage  and 

subversion  less  likely  in  case  of  war. 


CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  wiU 
state  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in- 
asmuch as  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  saw 
fit  to  make  the  point  of  order  that  a 
quorum  was  not  present  in  order  that 
the  entire  membership  might  hear  these 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia, I  now,  for  the  same  purpose,  make 
the  point  ol"  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  wishes  to 
make  a  statement. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is 
within  his  rights  but  the  Chair  will  state 
that  the  gentleman  from  California  has 
been  granted  70  minutes;  he  has  used 
27.  The  Chair  is  going  to  see  that  the 
gentleman  from  Cahfornia  gets  his  70 
minutes  no  matter  how  late  we  stay 
tonight.  These  roll  calls,  of  course,  are 
not  taken  out  of  his  time. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
makes  the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Chair  will  count.  [After  count- 
ing.! One  hundred  and  eighty-two 
Members  are  present,  not  a  quorum. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names; 

(Roll  No.  16) 

Addontcio  Devereux  Kluczynskl 

Alexander  Dlngell  Landrum 

Arends  Dodd  McConnell 

Asptnall  Dolllnger  McCormack 

Bailey  Donovan  McMillan 

Baker  Dorn,  N.  Y.  Mahon 

Barrett  Dorn.  S.  C.  Mills 

Beamer  Durham  MoUohan 

Belcher  Elliott  Morgan 

Bender  Felghan  MorrLson 

Bennett,  Fla.  Fern«nde«   "  Moulder 

Bentsen  Fine  Multer 

Boland  Flno  O  Brlen.  Mlrh 

Boiling  Fogarty  OBrlen,  N.  T. 

Bow  Forand  O  Nelll 

Boykln  Garmata  Osmers 

Brownann  Granahan  Patterson 

Broyhlll  Green  Phllbln 

Buileaon  Hagen,  Calif.  Poff 

Bush  Halleck  Poulson 

Byrnes.  Wis.  Hand  Powell 

Campbell  Hart  Preston 

Cannon  Harvey  Price 

Carlyle  Hay«.  Ohto  Rateut 

Carrlgg  Hebert  Reams 

Case  Heller  RUey 

Chatham  Herlong  Rivers 

Chelf  HoeTvn  Robeaoo,  V». 

ChudofT  Hoffman,  El.  Rooney 

Church  Hope  fiadlak 

Clardy  Hru.'^ka  Baylor 

Cole,  N.  T.  Hull  Sheelian 

Croaeer  Ikard  Shelley 

Crum  packer  Jame«  Sheppard 

Curtis.  Masa.  Jarlts  Steed 

Curtts,  Mo.  Johnson  Button 

Curtis,  Nebr.  Joues.  Ala.  Teague 

DaTls.  Oa.  Jones.  Mo.  Vinson 

DavU,  Tenn.  KeUey,  Pa,  Welchel 

Davis,  Wla.  Kelly,  N.  Y.  Wheeler 

Deane  Klrwan  WUst^i.  Ind. 

Dempsey  Klein  Wilson,  Tex. 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  299 
Members  have  answered  to  their  name, 
a  quorum. 


By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


THE  COKTINUINO  ATTACK 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
California  will  proceed. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  knew 
It  was  St.  Patrick's  Day.  but  I  did  not 
expect  a  Donnybrook  like  this. 

I  was  speaking.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  the 
situation  in  the  Ford  plant  in  Dearborn, 
pointing  out  that  the  committee  inves- 
tigations there  last  year  proved  that  the 
leadership  of  Pord  Local  No.  600  was  In 
large  part  pro -Communist,  to  be  very 
charitable. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  is 
better  able  to  decide  questions  of  tre- 
mendous import  to  the  p>eople  of  this 
country  than  is  any  group  of  digamy- 
eyed  visionaries  in  search  of  a  novel  way 
to  spend  money. 

A  few  nervous  educators,  egged  on  and 
abetted  by  the  Communist  Party  and  the 
so-called  intellectual  and  liberal  press, 
have  created  a  major  tempest  in  recent 
weeks  over  tlie  activities  of  congressional 
investigating  groups  in  calling  before 
them  persons  known  to  have  been  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  conspiracy.  Edi- 
torial writers,  frothing  columnists,  and 
commentators  have  ranged  themselves 
with  the  Communist  wolfpack  in  decry- 
ing any  investigation  whatever  of  the  ex- 
tent and  nature  of  Communist  infiltra- 
tion into  American  education. 

Let  us  get  down  to  cold  facts.  Mr. 
Speaker.'  There  are,  as  of  today,  more 
than  150  American  educators,  past  and 
present,  who  have  been  identified  as  one- 
time members  of  the  Communist  Party 
in  the  United  States.  There  are  doubt- 
less many  more.  The  American  people 
consider  a  classroom  to  be  no  place  for  a 
Communist.  So,  it  would  appear,  do  the 
college  authorities  at  Rutgers,  Ohio 
State,  Temple  University,  and  Harvard, 
which  institutions  have  suspended  or 
fired  professors  who  refused  to  aflBrm  or 
deny  identifications  under  oath  naming 
tliem  as  members  of  the  Communist 
Party.  The  fact  that  only  a  few  of  the 
many  thousands  of  educators  and  teach- 
ers are  or  may  be  disloyal  in  no  way 
minimizes  the  danger,  and  to  say  that 
there  are  only  a  few  and  that  they  are 
not  important  is  to  say  that  it  is  per- 
fectly all  right  to  have  one  rattlesnake  in 
a  kindergarten  class. 

There  Is  irrefutable  evidence  of  sus- 
tained Communist  efforts  to  recruit 
American  educators  and  students  into 
the  Communist  Party.  There  is  grad- 
ually shaping  up  a  frightening  picture  of 
indoctrination  and  rigid  discipline  amoiig 
those  educators  and  teachers  who  en- 
tered the  party. 

What  is  the  role  of  a  teacher  in  the 
conspiracy?  One  needs  look  no  further 
than  the  prcuiouncement  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  itself  on  this  point.  The 
Communist,  official  publication  of  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  SUtes, 
carried  an  article  in  the  May  1937  issue, 
entitled  "The  Schools  and  the  People's 
Front."  The  following  excerpts  may 
bring  illumination  to  some  of  the  un- 
enlightened minds  who  view  the  Com- 
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munlst  conspiracy  in  education  as  evi- 
dence of  a  healthy  spirit  of  academic 
freedom. 

The  Communist  states — ^page  440  ■■ 
speaking  of  teachers: 

They  must  take  adTar.tage  of  their  posi- 
tions, without  exposing  tbemMlvea.  to  give 
their  Btudente  to  the  beet  of  their  abUlty 
worklng-claee  education. 

To  enable  the  teacbera  In  the  party  to 
do  the  latter,  the  party  muet  take  careful 
steps  to  see  that  all  teiusber  comrades  are 
given  thorough  educ:itlcn  in  the  teachings 
of  Marxlsm-Lenlnlsm.  Only  when  teachers 
have  really  mastered  Marxlsm-Lenlnlsm  will 
they  be  able  skillfully  to  Inject  It  into  their 
teaching  at  the  least  risk  of  exposure  and 
at  the  same  time  to  conduct  struggles 
around  the  school  In  a  Wvilj  Bc^aherlk  man- 
ner. 

After  commenting  on  antagonism  be- 
tween students  and  tisachers.  page  441: 

It  must  be  the  task  o^  the  party  to  break 
down  this  antagonism  bijtween  students  and 
teachers  by  arousing  bota  groups  to  the  real- 
ization of  their  common  Interests,  of  the 
fact  that  they  suffer  a  common  oppression 
from  the  same  group  (capltallsU)  and  that 
Improvement  of  their  conditions  demands 
Joint  struggle. 

Page  445: 

Marxist-Leninist  anal;rais  must  b«  Injected 
Into  every  class.  In  sddltlon  to  this,  se- 
rlous  education  on  Immediate  social  prob- 
lems and  In  Marzlsm-Ltinlnlsm  must  be  un- 
dertaken Independently  •  •  •.  The  ulti- 
mate demand  In  this  realm  (In  the  college 
community)  must  be  •  •  •  presenting  lu 
(higher  education's)  mitterlal  In  such  a  way 
as  to  syntbeslse  knovrledge,  to  Impart  a 
scientific  outlook  upon  the  whole  world  as 
a  whole,  Marxlsm-Lenlilsm  being  the  only 
such  outlook. 

One  year  later,  th«*  same  publication 
carried  an  article  entitled  "The  Commu- 
nist Party  and  the  Professionals."  Here 
was  stressed  the  ur{;ent  need  for  new 
and  selective  recruiting,  willingness  to 
accept  Communist  discipline,  and  the 
importance  of  rewriting  history  from  the 
Marxian  viewpoint. 

Pertinent  excerpts  of  the  article  fol- 
low: 

Page  805 :  Says  entiy  of  numerous  pro- 
fessionals into  the  p<uty  presents  prob- 
lems which  must  \>e  solved  "before  we 
can  fully  utilize  our  Communist  profes- 
sionals." 

Page  808: 

Selective  recruiting:  In  drawing  profes- 
sionals Into  the  party,  care  sliould  be  exer- 
cised to  select  only  tliose  Individuals  who 
show  by  practical  work  that  they  definitely 
understand  the  party  line,  are  prepared  to 
put  it  Into  effect,  and  especially  display  a 
thorough  readiness  to  accept  party  disci- 
pline •   •   •. 

Intensive  education:  There  must  be  spe- 
rlal  attention  paid  to  Marxian  education  of 
professionals  entering  our  party  •  •  •.  This 
should  have  the  definite  goal  of  thoroughly 
communlzlng  their  outlook  and  reorientat- 
ing their  previous  Intellectual  training,  so 
that  Its  full  value  may  be  utUlaed  In  a 
revolutionary  sense  by  our  party  and  the 
masses. 

Page  809: 

Our  teachers  must  write  new  school  text- 
books and  rewrite  history  from  the  laarxlan 

viewpoint. 

The  other  day  the  committee  had  be- 
fore it  Prof.  Byron  T.  Darling,  associate 
professor  of  physicfi  at  the  Ohio  State 


University.  His  answers  are  character- 
istic of  the  line  taken  by  so-called  un- 
friendly professors.  He  was  asked  the 
question  by  Mr.  Russell,  chief  investiga- 
tor of  the  committee: 

Mr.  Darling,  do  you  now  have  In  your  pos- 
session CH'  under  your  control  any  classified 
information  pertaining  to  any  project  of  the 
United  States  Armed  Forces? 

Mr.  Dablino.  I  refuse  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion for  the  same  reasons. 

Meaning  the  reason  he  previously 
stated  that  of  the  fifth  amendment. 

Mr.  KxASNCT  asked  the  question: 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  wit- 
ness if  he  has  ever  acted  at  any  time  as  an 
agent  for  the  Russian  Government. 

Mr.  Daklino.  No. 

Mr.  RuasKLL.  What  Lb  the  answer? 

Mr.  Dasuno.  Oh,  I  said  "No." 

Mr.  KxASNXT.  Have  you  ever  acted  as  an 
agent  of  the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  Daklimq.  I  refuse  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion for  the  aforementioned  reasons. 

Mr.  KxAKKKT.  Have  you  ever  transferred 
any  Information  that  was  in  your  possession 
to  officials  of  the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  Dablimo.  I  refuse  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion for  the  same  reason. 

Communist  recruiting  drives  snared 
many  educators.  The  exact  number  is 
not  now  known  and  probably  never  will 
be  known.  In  spite  of  the  squeals  of  the 
editorial  defenders  and  Communist  apol- 
ogists, an  ever-increasing  number  of 
American  educators  are  Joining  in  the 
fight  to  purge  the  Communist  minority. 
Among  the  courageous  leaders  is  Presi- 
dent Lewis  Webster  Jones,  of  Rutgers 
University,  whose  statement,  "Academic 
Freedom  and  Civic  Responsibility" 
should  be  read  by  every  American  citizen. 
Dr.  Jones  discharged  from  the  imiverslty 
two  professors  who  refused  to  af&rm  or 
deny  alleged  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  before  an  investigating 
committee  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
This  prompt  and  courageous  act  brought 
down  on  him  the  wrath  and  fury  of  the 
apologists,  who  were  almost  apoplectic 
in  their  denvmciations.  The  calm  and 
considered  statement  by  I>r.  Jones  is  in 
the  finest  spirit  of  loyal  Americanism. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  insert  at  this  point  in  my  speech  the 
article  by  President  Lewis  Webster  Jones, 
of  Rutgers  University,  entitled  "Aca- 
demic Freedom  and  Civic  Responsibility." 
It  may  be  that  the  article  has  previously 
been  inserted  by  another  Member,  but  as 
I  consider  it  essential  to  a  proper  imder- 
standing  of  the  position  taken  by  myself 
in  the  matter  of  the  current  investiga- 
tions, I  ask  that  it  be  reprinted  notwith- 
standing.         

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
CoON).  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  article  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 
AcADxaoc  Fkebx}k  and  Cnnc 
Rbvonsiklitt 

(By  President  Webster  Jones,  of  Rutgers 
University) 

On  December  13. 1952.  the  board  of  trustees 
of  Rutgers  University  announced  its  decision 
In  tlie  cases  of  Prof.  Simon  W.  Helmlldi 
and  Prof.  Moses  L  Flnley,  who  had  re- 
fused to  answer  questions  concerning  Com- 
munist affiliation  put  to  them  by  the  Senate 
Subcommittee  on  Internal  Security,  on  the 
grounds  that  their  answers  might  incrimi- 


nate them,  relying  on  the  privilege  provided 
in  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States. 

The  cases  Involve  issues  in  which  the  pub- 
lic, the  members  at  the  university,  and  the 
academic  community  at  large  are  deeply 
Interested. 

Acting  on  my  own  responsibility  as  presi- 
dent of  the  university,  I  offer  my  Interpreta- 
tion and  amplification  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  board  In  announcing  Its  decision. 

axvuw  or  psoconTaa 

The  casee  have  been  under  consideration 
by  the  trustees  since  September  36,  1953.  It 
was  obvlotis  from  the  first  tliat  they  raised 
questions  of  the  gravest  concern  to  this  uni- 
versity, and  Indeed  to  the  entire  academic 
world.  They  should  not  be  decided  hastily, 
nor  In  response  to  the  balance  of  pressures. 
The  facts  were  not  In  dispute.  It  was  clearly 
a  matter  of  formulating  a  policy  In  a  situa- 
tion both  new  and  serlotis.  In  which  the 
Rutgers  decision  might  have  the  effect  of 
setting  a  precedent  for  the  larger  university 
conununlty.  For  these  reasons,  my  main 
concern  was  to  invoke  procedures  which 
would  Insure  thorough,  fair,  and  Judicious 
deliberation  by  thoee  responsible  for  uni- 
versity policy.  No  clear  line  of  procedure  Is 
provided  In  the  statutes  for  cases  of  this 
kind;  the  situation  is  a  new  one,  not  en- 
visaged when  the  statutes  were  agreed  upon. 

The  first  step  was  the  appointment  of  a 
special  committee  of  faculty,  tmstees,  and 
aliunnl  which  was  charged  to  advise  me  as  to 
the  course  of  action.  If  any,  to  t>e  followed  In 
the  disposition  of  the  cases. 

After  extended  deliberations,  during  which 
both  professors  were  heard,  the  faculty-trus- 
tee-alumni committee  reported  to  me  on 
October  14.  The  unanimous  oonclxislon. 
based  on  detailed  consideration  of  the  facta 
and  of  the  applicable  university  statutes 
governing  academic  freedom,  was  that  the 
refusal  of  Profeasors  Heimlich  and  Flnley  to 
answer  the  queetlons  of  the  Senate  subcom- 
mittee relating  to  possible  connections  with 
the  Communist  Party,  on  the  grounds  of  pos- 
sible self-incrimination,  did  "raise  a  real 
question  as  to  their  fitness  to  continue  as 
teachers  on  the  university  faculty."  The 
conunlttee  further  recommended  that  a  spe- 
cial committee  on  review  be  appointed  by 
the  faculty  committee  on  committees  and 
urged  the  Importance  of  prompt  decision  In 
the  Interests  both  of  the  university  and  of 
the  two  men  concerned. 

I  accepted  and  acted  upou  the  report  of 
the  fac\ilty-trustee-alumnl  committee,  and 
summoned  the  faculty  committee  on  com- 
mittees. This  group  elected  a  special  faculty 
committee  of  review,  which  was  charged  with 
the  task  of  advising  the  president  and  the 
board  of  trustees  as  to  whether  the  reftisal 
of  Professors  Heimlich  and  Flnley  to  answer 
the  Senate  subcommittee's  questions  as  to 
Communist  Party  membership,  on  the 
grounds  of  possible  self-incrimination,  Im- 
paired their  fitness  to  be  members  of  the 
university  faculty,  taking  Into  consideration 
the  university  statute  3.93,  which  states: 

"The  teacher  is  a  citizen,  a  member  of  a 
learned  profession,  and  a  representative  of 
this  university.  Since  the  public  may.  be- 
cause of  bis  position,  give  special  attention 
or  credence  to  his  utterances  and  tend  to 
Judge  his  profession  or  this  tmtverslty  by 
his  conduct  his  position  Imposes  on  him  the 
following  special  obligations:  (1)  That  he 
bear  these  possibilities  constantly  In  mind 
and  seek  at  aU  times  to  conduct  himself 
appropriately." 

This  was  the  one  issue  to  be  determined, 
and  upon  which  advice  was  sought. 

On  December  3  the  faculty  committee  of 
review  met  at  the  president's  house  with  a 
committee  of  the  board,  and  preeented  Its 
preliminary  report.  Identical  In  substance 
with  the  final  report  presented  to  the  fuU 
meeting  of  the  board  on  December  13.    Th« 
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luul  been  ttaoroxigbly  dlaeuned  at  In- 
numarebto  conunlttee  meeting!  by  memben 
of  the  board  since  their  Inception  on  Sep- 
tember 36;  and  from  December  S  onward, 
wben  the  reoommendatlon  of  tbe  faculty 
committee  verc  known,  poaalble  aitematlve 
policies  were  carefully  considered.  On  De- 
cember 7  a  miall  group  of  trueteee  met  with 
me  at  tbe  pcealdent's  house  and  spent  the 
afternoon  and  arenlng  reading  and  analys- 
ing the  report  of  the  fac\ilty  committee,  for- 
mulating tentative  proposals  to  be  considered 
by  the  board.  I  cite  these  facts  to  show  that 
the  action  of  the  board  taken  at  the  meet- 
ing on  December  12  was  neither  hasty  nor 
arbitrary:  and  I  am  hnpelled  to  record  my 
own  conviction,  based  on  many  conTersatlons 
with  members  of  the  board  since  September 
26,  that  the  trustees  have  been  fully  aware 
of  the  complexities  of  the  case,  and  con- 
scientious in  meeting  their  responsibilities 
to  the  two  professors,  the  unlrersity  com- 
munity, and  to  the  public. 

The  final  faculty  report  was  presented  and 
read  to  the  board  at  the  meeting  on  Decem- 
ber 12  by  the  faculty  conunittee  of  review. 
Subsequently  the  report  was  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed. The  board  reluctantly  but  unani- 
mously found  Itself  in  disagreement  with  the 
recJmmendatlon  of  the  faculty  committee 
that  "no  further  action  should  be  taken" 
In  the  two  cases. 

The  action  taken  by  the  board  was  to  offer 
the  two  professors  the  alternatives  of  recon- 
sidering their  decision  and  satisfy  the  presi- 
dent and  the  two  vice  chairmen  of  the  board 
as  to  their  wlllingnees  to  testify,  or  sever- 
ing their  connection  with  the  university  as 
of  December  31,  1952. 

TBI  lasTTES 

A  gr«at  deal  has  been  said  and  written  by 
those  members  of  the  university  community 
who  disagree  with  the  action  of  the  trustees. 
The  statement  at  the  trustees  was  neces- 
sarily brief,  since  It  was  extremely  difficult 
for  so  large  a  group  to  draft  a  detailed  reply 
to  the  report  of  the  faculty  committee  of 
review.  I  feel  constrained,  therefore,  to 
point  out  aocM  of  the  Issues  which  were  not 
Involved  in  the  cases  of  Professors  Heimlich 
»nd  Plnley. 

First,  freedom  of  teaching  and  research 
was  not  an  Issue.  In  their  statement  of  De- 
cember 12,  the  trustees  reaffirmed  that  the 
teacher  "has  the  privilege  of  freedom  to 
search  out  and  teach  the  truth,"  and  that 
"this  university  will  protect  him  In  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  freedom."  The  issue  was 
rather  that  of  the  definition  of  the  obliga- 
tions on  which  freedom  rests. 

Second,  the  right  to  hold  unorthodox 
opinions  was  not  in  qiiestion.  The  toler- 
ance of  heterodoxy  is  an  essential  element 
In  freedom  of  thought.  It  is  platitudinous 
to  point  out  that  creative  changes  in 
thought  and  action  have  come  from  hetero- 
dox views.  The  questions  Professors  Heim- 
lich and  Flnley  reXiosed  to  answer  did  not 
relate  to  their  opinions,  but  to  their  possible 
membership  In  the  Communist  Party.  Such 
membership  is  not  compatible  with  the  free- 
dom of  thought  and  inquiry  on  which  Amer- 
ican teaching  and  research  are  based.  It  is 
no  invasion  of  that  freedom,  but  a  necessary 
measure  of  protection  of  the  freedom  of  all 
of  us  to  seek  to  determine  whether  teachers 
and  others  In  positions  of  triist  are  com- 
mitted to  the  discipline  and  program  of  the 
Communist  Party.  Professor  Heimlich  has 
been  wllltng  to  make  a  full  explanation  of 
his  position  and  deny  any  past  or  present 
connection  with  the  Communist  Party  to  me 
and  to  the  press.  There  would  seem  to  be 
no  additional  "invasion  of  privacy,"  there- 
fore, in  asking  him  to  reconsider  his  refusal 
to  answer  the  questions  p\it  to  him  by  the 
Senate  sabeommittee. 

Tlilnl.  proreselooal  competence  was  not 
In  question;  nor  dM  the  trustees  attempt 
to  Influlre  inR  this  matter,  which  Is  clearly 
tbe  proTlnee  o«  the  facility  and  administra- 


tive offlcers.  No  suggestions  of  lack  of  pro- 
fessional competence,  or  of  Improper  con- 
duct, had  been  made.  The  inquiry  Into  the 
teaching  records  of  the  two  professors  was 
brelevant  to  the  Issue. 

Fourth,  the  legal  right  of  any  citlaen  to 
refuse  to  testify,  on  tbe  grounds  of  pooslble 
self-incrimination  as  provided  under  the 
fifth  amendment.  Is  not  In  dispute,  though 
the  legal  as  well  as  the  moral  wisdom  of 
exercising  it  is  open  to  serious  doubt. 
Again,  the  central  question  was  one  of  the 
obligations  of  citizenship. 

The  sole  Issue  before  the  faculty  com- 
mittee of  review,  and  before  the  trustees, 
was  whether,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
a  university  teacher,  and  a  representative  of 
this  university,  has  an  obligation  to  answer 
the  questions  of  a  legally  constituted  in- 
vestigatory body  concerning  membership  in 
tbe  Communist  Party.  It  is  on  this  Issue 
that  the  conclusions  and  recommendations 
of  the  faculty  committee  of  review  are  con- 
trary to  the  considered  convictions  of  the 
trustees. 

THx  raxMisxs 

The  peculiar  Importance,  and  the  new- 
ness, of  this  ifsue  arise  out  of  the  nature  of 
communism,  and  the  world  conflict  between 
our  own  country,  embodying  the  western 
tradition  of  freedom,  and  the  bloc  of  Com- 
munist countries  under  Rufisian  domina- 
tion. The  universities  must  carefully  con- 
sider their  relationship  to  this  conflict,  and 
their  responsibilities  as  Icey  institutions  in 
the  defense  of  the  free  world. 

The  Communist  Party  is  not  a  political 
party  like  any  other.  It  is  a  secret,  con- 
spiratorial organization  imposing  on  its 
members  a  discipline  and  a  regimentation  of 
thought  quite  alien  to  the  normal  political 
parties  of  a  democracy.  Its  standards  of 
ethics  are  radically  different  from  the  ethical 
principles  on  which  a  free  society,  freedom 
of  thought,  freedom  of  research  and  teach- 
ing are  based.  Tbe  distinction  between 
heterodoxy  and  conspiracy  Is  relevant  here: 
the  university  must  Insist  on  the  tolerance 
of  honestly  held  and  frankly  proclaimed 
differences  of  opinion,  and  its  faculty  must 
be  free  to  engage  in  ordinary,  open  political 
activity;  but  It  must  protect  Itself,  and  co- 
operate in  protecting  the  country,  against 
any  conspiracy  which,  if  successful,  would 
destroy  all  freedom. 

It  is  true  that  the  fear  of  communism  can 
lead  to  excesses,  and  that  many  of  the 
actions  of  self-styled  antl -Communists  have 
shown  Inadequate  respect  for  individual 
rights.  But  it  is  unreasonable  to  deny  that 
there  Is  a  real  danger  of  Communist  sub- 
version, or  to  dismljw  all  public  concern 
with  communist  activity  as  hyBterla. 

The  public  has  the  right,  through  Its 
legally  constituted  representatives,  to  in- 
quire into  the  Communist  Party  member- 
ship of  Individuals.  Legitimate  and  non- 
hysterical  criticisms  of  the  methods  of  such 
inquiries  are  in  order;  ways  must  be  found 
to  protect  loyal  people  from  irresponsible 
charges.  But  Improvement  Is  not  likely  to 
come  from  negative  attitudes  of  noncooper- 
ation. 

Universities,  both  public  and  private,  are 
strongly  affected  with  a  public  interest. 
They  occupy  a  position  of  central  importance 
in  our  free  society,  embodying  highest  as- 
pirations, and  our  hope  for  material  and 
spiritual  progress.  They  are  at  once  the 
most  characteristic  expression  and  the  prin- 
cipal guardians  of  the  western  tradition 
of  freedom.  They  are  charged  with  the 
preservation  of  the  cultural  heritage,  the 
discovery  of  new  knowledge  and  its  dissem- 
ination, the  education  of  young  p>eople  as 
persons,  workers  and  citizens.  They  cannot 
confine  themselves  to  techniques,  and  adopt 
an  attitude  of  neutrality  and  withdrawal 
in  the  face  of  the  central  moral  issues  of 
our  times.  They  must  teach  with  convic- 
tion;   they    must   not   abdicate    the    larger 


Intellectual  and  moral  leaderahip  which  has 
been  their  historical  function,  and  on  which 
their  claim  to  freedom  rests. 

Public  investigation  of  the  universities  Is 
legitimate,  and  should  be  frankly  met.  It 
implies  no  invasion  of  academic  independ- 
ence. Tbe  Interference  of  any  outside  group 
with  the  proper  functions  of  the  university 
must  t>e  resisted,  whatever  the  cost  in  criti- 
cism and  loss  of  financial  support.  In  the 
determination  of  the  curriculum,  methods 
of  teaching  and  research,  the  selection  of 
faculty  or  speakers,  the  permission  of  free 
dlacusslou,  the  university  must  t>e  completely 
Independent.  In  all  these  nuitters,  which 
relate  to  the  proper  performance  cf  the  in- 
tellectual functions  of  a  university,  public 
inquiry  is  legitimate;  interference  or  dic- 
tation is  not. 

But  the  freedom  the  universities  claim  is 
not  a  negative  concept.  It  is  not  freedoia 
from  all  restraint,  from  all  commitment,  but 
the  positive  freedom  to  perform  the  tradi- 
tional functions  of  research  and  teaching  in 
the  spirit  of  truth.  The  university  is  an  in- 
tegral part  of  society;  it  is  not  an  Isolated 
company  of  scholars  but  a  group  of  citizens — 
students,  faculty,  admiiUstratlve  officers, 
trustees,  and  alumni — with  certain  clear  re- 
sponsibilities to  the  general  community  and 
to  the  scholarly  world. 

Traditionally  and  by  law  American  uni- 
versities— and,  indeed.  American  schools — 
have  been  governed  by  lay  boards  of  trustees. 
University  communities  are  regulated  by 
statutes  Jointly  agreed  upon  by  the  facul- 
ties and  the  boards  of  tnostees,  but  the 
trustees  are  legally  in  a  position  of  steward- 
ship and  must  be  ultimately  responsible  for 
the  policies  of  the  univcrtlties. 

The  truetees  and  administrative  officers  of 
Rutgers  University  are  called  upon  to  defend 
faculty  numbers  In  their  legitimate  exercise 
of  freedom  of  expression,  of  teaching  and  re- 
search, and  the  independent  control  of  their 
own  professional  affairs.  It  is  clearly  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  trustees  to  insist  on  such 
Independence,  and  they  will  continue  to  do 
so.  It  Is.  Indeed,  one  aspect  of  the  broad  ed- 
ucational function  of  a  university  to  seek  to 
strengthen  public  understanding  and  sup- 
port of  the  vital  Importance  of  freedom  of  » 
Inquiry,  expression,  and  research. 

A  university  almost  inevitably  is  out  of 
step  with  the  wider  ccanmunlty.  Since  one 
of  its  essential  functions  Is  to  be  a  critic  of 
conventional  tjellefs  and  values,  with  a  view 
to  extending  the  frontiers  of  knowledge  and 
intensifying  the  appreciation  of  values,  it 
must  come  Into  conflict  with  uncritically 
adopted  mores  and  opinions.  This  essential 
conflict  is  the  perennial  source  of  attacks 
on  the  universities. 

University  faculties  have  only  one  truly 
valid  defense  against  such  attacks;  namely, 
that  they  can  demonstrate,  on  demand,  that 
their  educational  methods  and  their  theo- 
retical findings  have  l)een  arrived  at  by 
trained  personnel  through  the  tise  of  thor- 
oughly rational  procediu-es.  This  demon- 
stration of  rationality  wins  support  and  con- 
fidence from  those  who  for  the  moment  un- 
derstand neither  the  procedures  nor  the  re- 
sults. It  Is  the  one  firm  foundation  on 
which  academic  freedom  rests. 

It  follows  that  for  members  of  a  university 
faculty  to  refuse  to  give  a  rational  account 
of  their  position  on  vital  community  Issues 
not  only  cannot  be  defended  by  an  appeal  to 
academic  freedom  but.  in  fact,  cuts  the 
ground  out  from  under  academic  freedom 
itself.  The  one  weapon  of  defense  Is  gone 
and  the  entire  academic  community  must 
suffer  accordingly. 

Academic  freedom  has  unfortunately  be- 
come a  defensive  notion.  As  such  it  does 
not  logically  imply  the  freedom  to  be  silent, 
as  the  faculty  committee  of  review  has  main- 
tained. The  freedom  to  be  silent  is  a  civil 
right  guaranteed  under  special  circum- 
stances by  the  Constitution.    But  academic 
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freedom  entails  the  obligation  to  render  an 
explanation,  as  clearly  and  rationally  as  ix>8- 
Blble,  whenever  such  an  explanation  is  called 
for  by  duly  constituted  governmental  bodies 
acting  within  the  limits  of  their  authority. 

The  independence  and  self-regulation  of 
the  university  cannot  be  reasonably  claimed. 
Ftill  less  maintained,  unless  oiu-  policies  are 
framed  with  full  recognition  of  our  public 
responsibilities. 

Under  all  the  circumstances  of  our  rela- 
tions to  world  communism,  a  minimum  re- 
sponsibility would  seem  to  be  that  members 
of  the  university  sUte  frankly  where  they 
Bland  on  matters  of  such  deep  public  con- 
cern, and  of  such  relevance  to  academte 
integrity,  as  membership  in  tbe  Communist 
Parly,  even  when  by  a  straightforward  state- 
meni  they  believe  they  might  incur  certain 
personal  risks. 

In  the  cases  of  Professors  Heimlich  and 
riulev.  the  legal  risks  suggested  as  possible 
were  those  of  a  charge  of  perjtuy  or  con- 
tempt. These  risks  must  be  balanced  against 
the  risk  of  damage  to  the  entire  university, 
nnd  to  the  profession  to  which  the  two  men 
belong,  incurred  by  refusal  to  testify  on  the 
grounds  of  possible  self-incrimination.  They 
n.ust  also  be  balanced  against  the  public 
risks  from  Communist  conspiracy:  A  plea  of 
self-incrimination  may  be  used  to  shelter 
conspirators,  and  has,  in  fact,  been  so  iised 
by  members  of  the  Communist  Party. 

THE  QUESTION   OF  THE  PaoTECTION   OT 

zmmrmvALs 

I  recognize  that  the  consideration  of  these 
two  cases,  and  the  concern  of  the  faculty 
committee  of  review  to  stress  the  legal  rights 
of  the  two  professors,  is  strongly  influenced 
by  the  fact  that  inquiries  into  subversion — 
a  new  problem  for  the  United  States — have 
often  been  conducted  by  methods  and  In 
an  atmosphere  which  have  bred  fear  and 
distrust  among  many  loyal  citizens.  The 
ordinary  protections  against  irresponsible  or 
malicious  accusations  have  not  always  been 
afforded.  As  a  university  conmiunlty,  we 
must  give  serious  thought  to  the  best  meth- 
ods of  meeting  future  Investigations,  with 
due  regard  for  legitimate  public  concern,  and 
full  cooperation  in  the  attempt  to  discover 
subversion;  but  with  regard  also  to  the  pro- 
tection of  individuals,  and  our  own  con- 
tinned  Independence  and  integrity.  X  do 
not  believe  that  a  negative  attitude  of  non- 
cooperation  Is  a  constructive  approach  to 
these  problems. 

I  therefore  agree  with  the  policy  stated  by 
the  board  of  trustees  In  the  December  12 
meeting,  requiring  all  members  of  the  uni- 
versity faculty  to  answer  questions  concern- 
ing Communist  Party  membership  put  to 
them  by  any  duly  constituted  public  body. 
If.  as  a  result  of  forthright  testimony,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  faculty  or  staff  should  Incur  un- 
justified charges  of  contempt  or  perjury,  his 
defense  would  iaecome  a  matter  of  'X)ncem 
to  the  entire  university  community.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  substantial  aid  as  well  as 
moral  support  would  be  forthcoming.  It  was 
indeed  available  to  Professors  Heimlich  and 
Flnley.  To  get  such  cases  before  the  courts, 
where  established  rules  of  evidence  prevail, 
would  seem  to  be  the  most  constructive 
method  of  clarifying  these  Issues,  and  com- 
bating malicious,  vague,  or  unfounded  ac- 
cusations. 

THE   TRTTSTEES'    DBCXSION 

The  responsibility  for  decision  In  these  two 
cases,  which  Involved  a  crucial  matter  of 
university  policy,  clearly  rested  with  the 
board  of  trustees.  The  relevant  imiversity 
statutes  had  been  formulated  Jointly  by  the 
faculty  and  the  board;  the  original  com- 
mittee considering  these  two  cases  was  a  Joint 
faculty-trustee-alumni  committee;  Its  rec- 
ommendations for  further  procedure  In  a 
type  of  case  not  fully  covered  nor  envisaged 
in  the  statutes  were  followed.  The  functions 
of  the  facility  committee  of  review  were  ad- 
visory.   The  trustees  could  not  agree  with  Its 


advice,  which  was  that  no  further  action 
should  be  taken. 

The  trustees  expressed  their  appreciation 
of  the  conscientious  work  of  the  faculty  com- 
mittee, but  were  reticent  in  stating  their 
criticisms  In  any  detail.  The  main  criticism 
was  this:  That  the  faculty  committee's  re- 
port established  at  some  length  the  legal 
right  of  the  two  professors  to  Invoke  the  fifth 
amendment  in  refiising  to  testify,  a  right 
which  was  not  In  dispute,  though  the  legal 
wisdom  of  its  exercise  Is  questioned;  but  it 
did  not  deal  adequately,  In  the  opinion  of  the 
board,  with  the  central  Issue,  namely,  the 
obligation  of  a  member  of  the  teaching  pro- 
fession, and  a  representative  of  the  univers- 
ity, entitled  by  his  position  to  freedom  of 
teaching,  research,  thought,  and  expression, 
to  state  his  position  with  respect  to  the  Com- 
munist Party  In  the  spirit  of  truth  and  cour- 
age upon  the  basis  of  which  intellectual  free- 
dom is  Justified  and  valued.  The  faculty 
committee  completely  endorsed  the  stand 
of  the  two  professors,  a  stand  which  the 
trustees  felt  to  be  wrong,  and  undermining 
to  the  integrity  of  this  and  other  unlverstties. 

It  is  a  matter  of  sincere  regret  that,  on  this 
central  issue,  the  trustees  found  themselves 
In  unanimous  disagreement  with  the  faculty 
committee  of  review.  It  Is  further  a  matter 
of  sincere  regret  that  Professors  Heimlich 
and  Flnley  could  not  accede  to  the  request 
of  the  trustees  to  reconsider  their  stand,  and 
make  themselves  available  to  testify. 

BXorrssTB  roR  axooNsmzxATioN 

The  board  of  trustees  has  considered  the 
requests  for  reconsideration  of  the  two  cases 
which  have  been  received  from  groups  within 
the  university  and  elsewhere,  and  has  taken 
cognizance  of  the  votes  of  the  university  as- 
sembly, as  well  as  communications  in  sup- 
port of  the  decision  announced  on  December 
12. 

No  new  considerations  relevant  to  the  fun- 
damental Issue  of  policy  has  been  Introduced 
at  this  time.  The  communications  did  not 
deal  with  the  broad  issues  which  have  been 
discussed  In  the  foregoing  statement;  they 
dealt  narrowly  with  technical  questions  of 
professional  self-regulation  which  were  not 
at  issue. 

On  the  broad  question  of  policy,  I  affirm 
the  decision  of  the  trustees  to  be  right,  and 
the  only  decision  possible  if  they  are  to  fulfill 
their  obligations  under  the  charter  of  this 
Institution. 

These  cases  have  been  heard  at  length;  the 
decision  is  flnal;  and  the  cases  are  closed. 

May  I  call  on  the  entire  university  com- 
munity to  turn  their  attention  to  the  con- 
structive tasks  which  lie  ahead. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
has  never  undertaken  an  investigation 
of  American  education.  What  is  more, 
it  never  will.  There  is  a  tremendous  dif- 
ference between  an  investigation  of  edu- 
cation and  an  investigation  of  individu- 
als in  education  who  have  been  identified 
as  Communists,  subject  to  the  discipline 
and  directives  of  the  leaders  of  the  con- 
spiracy. If  this  distinction  will  be  made 
by  tiiose  who  are  understandably  con- 
cerned with  the  current  investigation,  I 
am  confident  that  the  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  American  educators,  teachers, 
school  administrators,  regents,  and  other 
officials  will  join  with  the  committee  in 
an  effort  to  rout  out  and  disclose  the 
Communist  vassals  in  the  classrooms  of 
the  Nation.  The  committee's  concern  is 
not  now,  and  has  never  been,  classroom 
procedures,  nor  the  objective  teaching  of 
any  political  philosophy  by  objective  and 
honest  men  and  women.  The  citizens  of 
this  country  do  not  believe  that  one  sub- 
ject to  Communist  directives  can  do  an 


honest  job.  and  I  heartily  agree  with 
them  on  that  score. 

A  week  ago.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  distin- 
guished and  able  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
precipitated  a  considerable  controversy 
as  a  result  of •  an  appearance  on  Mu- 
tual Broadcasting  System's  Reporter's 
Roundup.  My  first  knowledge  of  the 
matter  came  a.s  the  result  of  several  calls 
to  my  home  by  newspaper  men.  These 
reporters  told  me  that  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  VeldeI  had  advocated 
an  investigation  of  the  churches  of 
America.  I  was  shocked  at  the  pur- 
ported statement,  and  together  with 
other  members  of  the  committee,  I  dis- 
associated myself  from  the  chairman's 
position  and  issued  a  statement  to  that 
effect. 

YcHi  will  recall  that  certain  elements 
of  the  press — certain  commentators — 
certain  political  analysts — succeeded  in 
stirring  the  entire  Nation  to  dispute. 
Thousands  of  words  were  filed  by  the 
press  services  relative  to  the  matter,  and 
a  nationwide  controversy  came  into 
being. 

Religion  and  the  church  are  very  close 
to  the  hearts  of  the  American  people. 
Through  our  national  history,  in  war  and 
in  peace,  we  have,  as  a  people,  placed  our 
trust  in  God  and  in  the  theory  that 
right  makes  might.  We  have  concurred 
in  the  old  saying  that  "God  and  one 
makes  a  majority." 

Our  legislative  bodies  open  their  ses- 
sions with  prayer  to  the  Almighty.  The 
inauguration  of  President  Eisenhower 
was  marked  by  his  simple  prayer  asking 
guidance  and  strength.  Unlike  the 
Communists,  we  Americans  believe  in 
the  efficacy  of  prayer,  and  our  churches, 
cathedrals,  and  synagogues  hold  a  very 
special  place  in  our  national  life.  No 
one  can,  with  impunity,  attack  the 
church  or  churchmen  and  the  suggestloa 
that  a  congressional  committee  antici- 
pated an  investigation  of  American 
churches  met  with  violent  opposition. 

I  was  very  much  concerned  about  this 
matter,  as  were  many  other  Members  of 
the  Congress.  I  made  it  a  point  to  ob- 
tain a  copy  of  Mutual's  press  release 
which  was  made  available  to  press  and 
radio  following  the  program  on  Monday, 
March  10.  My  interest  in  the  matter, 
aside  from  a  quite  natural  concern  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  was  height- 
ened by  the  fact  that  mail  reaching  my 
office  following  the  broadcast  did  not 
evidence  the  alarm  expressed  by  a  few 
editorial  writers  and  commentators. 

To  the  contrary,  the  expressions  were 
predominantly  in  favor  of  whatever  the 
chairman  had  said. 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  best  and 
only  honest  approach  to  this  important 
matter  is  to  give  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try the  verbatim  and  quoted  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Velde], 
as  reported  by  the  Mutual  Broadcasting 
System.  In  that  way  there  can  be  no 
charge  made  by  the  Communist  apolo- 
gists that  words  and  phrases  were  taken 
out  of  context  by  me  with  reference  to 
this  important  matter.  I  beg  of  the 
House  to  give  close  attention  to  the  fol- 
lowing portion  of  my  remarks,  for  this  is 
a  classic  example  of  how  the  Communist 
sympathizers  and  others  pervert  ideas. 
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corrupt  meanings,  and  twist  intent  to  fit 
their  purposes. 

A  questioner  on  the  program— 

And  I  am  using  the  exact  words  of  the 
press  release — 

■aid  that  church  leaders  w^re  becoming  In- 
creasingly critical  of  the  committee  Investi- 
gation of  Communist  Influences  In  the  col- 
leges and  universities  and  asked  whether 
there  was  any  likelihood  of  It  being  extended 
to  the  church  field. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Veldx]  answered,  and  I  quote  directly: 

I  can't  say  at  this  time.  There  are  so  many 
other  phases  of  conununlsm  and  subversive 
activity  that  we  have  to  investigate  and  re- 
port upon  that  it  is  doubtful  that  this  year 
we  shall  get  into  that  field  at  all.  However, 
I  do  think  that  this  is  very  Important  to  get 
across  to  the  American  people:  The  Soviet 
Union,  through  the  American  Communist 
Party,  is  out  to  destroy  all  religious  freedom 
In  this  country. 

Authorities  to  support  Mr.  Velde's 
statement  that  communism  seeks  the  de- 
struction of  religion  are  too  numerous  to 
document  here.  Earl  Browder,  former 
head  of  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States,  said  of  religion,  and  I 
quote : 

We  Communists  do  not  distinguish  be- 
tween good  and  bad  religions,  because  we 
think  they  are  all  bad. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Veloe]  continued,  and  I  quote  directly: 

I  believe  our  religious  leaders  should  be 
made  aware  of  that,  and,  while  we  welcome 
criticism,  the  committee  welcomes  honest 
constructive  criticism,  we  do  not  like  to  be 
condemned  for  our  efforts  to  point  out  to  the 
American  people  and  Congress  that  the 
Soviet  Union  Is  attempting  to  destroy  our 
religion,  and  that  we  are  doing  our  best  to 
avoid  that. 

Question : 

You  don't  preclude  getting  into  the  church 
field? 

Answer  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Velde]  : 
Oh.  no;  It  Is  entirely  possible. 

Perhaps  the  chairman  had  in  mind  the 
words  of  Nikolai  Lenin,  who  said: 

Down  with  religion.  Long  live  atheism. 
The  spread  of  atheistic  views  Is  our  chief 
task. 

Question : 

Do  you  think  there  Is  a  field  for  investi- 
gation there? 

Answer  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  VeldeI  : 

Yes;  I  think  there  Is  a  field.  I  cannot  tell 
which  direction  it  would  take,  whether  it 
would  be  Into  some  of  the  organizations 
which  are  affiliated  with  the  various  churches 
or  whether  it  would  be  individuals.  I  would 
rather  presume  it  would  be  individuals. 

In  mentioning  "organizations  which 
are  affiliated  with  the  various  churches," 
the  chairman  may  have  had  in  mind  one 
classic  instance  of  a  Red-dominated, 
Red-inflltrated  front,  the  Methodist 
Federation  for  Social  Action.  That 
group,  the  activities  of  which  were 
branded  as  Red  by  the  California  Senate 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  in 
the  1948  annual  report,  pages  73  and  246. 
was  lauded  by  Bishop  Bromley  Oxnam 
of  Washington,  a  gentleman  who  now 
presumes  to  criticize  the  work  of  your 
House  committee  in  its  investigations  of 


Identified  Communists.  Bishop  Oxnam 
has  been  to  the  Communist  front  what 
Man  o'  War  was  to  thoroughbred  horse 
racing,  and  no  one  except  the  good 
bishop  pays  much  attention  to  his  ful- 
minations  these  days.  Having  served 
God  on  Sunday  and  the  Communist  front 
for  the  balance  of  the  week,  over  such  a 
long  period  of  time,  it  is  no  great  wonder 
that  the  bishop  sees  an  investigating 
committee  in  every  vestry.  If  reprinting 
Bishop  Oxnam's  record  of  aid  and  com- 
fort to  the  Communist  front  would  serve 
any  useful  purpose.  I  would  ask  permis- 
sion to  insert  it  here,  but  suffice  it  to  say 
that  the  record  is  available  to  any  Mem- 
ber who  cares  to  request  it  from  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  Methodist  Federation  for  Social 
Action  is  not  affiliated  with  the  Method- 
ist Church,  and  it  has  been  repudiated 
by  millions  of  loyal  Americans  in  that 
church. 

To  continue  with  the  script. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Velde  1  was  asked  this  question: 

Do  you  think  if  such  an  investigation  were 
undertaken — if  and  when — a  man  who  called 
you  a  pretended  patriot  and  morally  unfit 
to  investigate  the  colleges  and  universities, 
might  come  under  Investigation? 

Answer  by  [Mr.  Velde  1: 

No,  not  because  of  what  he  called  me,  or 
that  he  criticized  the  committee.  We  will 
make  these  Investigations  as  fair  as  we  pos- 
sibly can  and  we  will  go  ahead  and  let  the 
record  speak  for  Itself. 

Mr.  Speaker,  could  any  statement  be 
more  forthright,  more  honest  than  that? 
Personal  considerations  are  repudiated 
by  the  chairman  in  what  must  be  consid- 
ered a  decent  and  admirable  position. 

This  constitutes  all  of  the  discussion 
of  the  religious  matter  during  the  actual 
telecast,  as  reported  by  Mutual's  press 
statement.  There  was  a  further  and  in- 
formal interview  between  the  chairman 
and  the  panel  members  following  Re- 
porter's Roundup  broadcast,  and  the 
general  tenor  of  the  discussion  is  re- 
vealed to  be  very  similar  to  that  which 
was  broadcast. 

In  reply  to  questions,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Velde)  stated  that 
any  investigation  by  the  committee  of 
Communist  influences  in  religion  would, 
and  I  quote,  "probably  include  individual 
members  of  the  cloth,  including  some 
who  seem  to  have  devoted  more  time  to 
pontics  than  they  have  to  the  ministry." 

Perhaps  the  chairman  had  in  mind  the 
statement  made  by  the  Reverend  Claude 
C.  Williams,  of  Birmingham,  who  is  al- 
leged to  have  stated  in  public  meeting: 

Denominationally  I  am  a  Presbyterian, 
religiously,  a  Unitarian,  and  politically  I'm  a 
Communist.  I'm  not  preaching  to  make 
people  good  or  anything  of  that  sort.  I'm 
In  the  church  because  I  can  reach  people 
easier  that  way  and  get  them  organized  for 
communism. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Velde]  continued,  and  I  quote: 

The  Investigation  would  be  in  the  field  of 
Individuals.  We  would  not  be  investigat- 
ing the  churches  any  more  than  we  are  now 
engaged  In  investigating  the  colleges  and 
universities.  We  are  engaged  at  present  in 
Investigating  the  extent  of  Communists  in 
the  colleges — for  the  benefit  of  the  colleges 
themselves  and  the  people — and  we  would 
be  doing  the  same  In  relation  to  churches. 


It  win  be  noted,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  suggestion  of 
a  blunderbuss,  overall  investigation  of 
any  church,  any  creed,  or  any  denomina- 
tion. It  is  stressed,  time  and  again,  that 
this  is  a*  matter  concerning  individual 
Communists  in  the  various  fields. 

The  chairman  went  on  to  state  that 
any  broadened  scope  of  the  committee's 
investigations,  and  I  quote  the  words  of 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Velde  1. 
"would  be  to  determine  whether  the 
American  Communist  Party,  through  its 
membership,  is  attempting  to  destroy 
religion  in  this  country  by  infiltration 
and  by  external  means." 

It  appears  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
that  statement  should  meet  with  the 
ardent  approval  of  churchmen  every- 
where whose  colleagues  of  the  cloth  are 
rotting  in  Communist  Jails  throughout 
the  world  today. 

Upon  these  statements  rest  the  con- 
troversy which  has  raged  for  the  past 
week,  and  which  actually  resulted  in  the 
Introduction  In  the  House  of  a  resolution 
calling  for  the  removal  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinol.s  (Mr.  Velde]  as  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities. 

I  acted  hastily  in  disassociating  my- 
self from  the  chairman's  words.  For 
that  I  am  sorry,  and  if  any  apology  is 
needed,  and  I  am  sure  it  is  not,  I  tender 
It  to  my  chairman  at  this  time.  There 
is  not  a  word  of  his  reported  remarks 
on  this  occasion  with  which  I  am  not 
happy  and  proud  to  associate  myself. 

I  am  a  Congregationalist  by  birth  and 
breeding.  The  little  white  church  across 
the  street  from  my  birthplace  in  South 
Dakota  holds  a  special  place  in  my  af- 
fections. But  I  see  no  threat  to  it  and 
its  counterparts  throughout  this  great 
land  in  the  words  and  actions  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  Harold  Velde. 
To  the  contrary,  I  feel  that  no  greater 
service  can  be  rendered  to  God  and  man 
alike  than  to  find  out  what  men,  if  any. 
would  place  the  thorny  crown  of  the 
Kremlin  upon  the  brow  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace. 

There  are  Communists  In  the  church, 
as  there  are  in  labor,  education,  enter- 
tainment and  the  arts  and  sciences. 
The  robes  of  a  churchman  were  never 
Intended  to  cover  treason  to  the  Al- 
mighty nor  to  act  as  a  shield  against 
legitimate  investigation.  A  churchman 
who  serves  the  Communist  Party  com- 
pounds his  treason.  A  layman  who  ad- 
vances the  cause  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy betrays  his  fellow  men  Into  slav- 
ery, but  the  man  of  God  who  treats  with 
the  conspirators  betrays  those  things 
which  are  of  transcendent  Importance — 
his  oath,  his  moral  obligations  and  hla 
Creator. 

Those  engaged  In  treason,  whatever 
their  callings,  enjoy  no  immunity,  nor 
should  they.  The  educator  in  the  class- 
room, the  churchman  in  the  pulpit,  the 
doctor  and  the  lawyer  In  their  offices, 
the  labor  leader  In  his  union,  the  star  of 
stage,  screen,  and  radio,  all  are  Integral 
forces  in  a  society  under  bitter  and  un- 
remitting attack.  Their  responsibili- 
ties as  citizens  are  no  less  than  those 
Imposed  upon  other  Americans  in  meet- 
ing the  godless  aggression  confronting 
our  people.  America  expects  them  to 
meet  this  challenge  honestly  and  wisely. 
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defending  their  proper  acUvittes  and  dis- 
closing to  constituted  authorities  tboee 
which  they  consider  to  be  improper  and 
dangerous.  They  can  do  no  more — they 
should  do  no  leas. 

I  am  proud  to  be  a  member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities; happy  to  be  in  the  vanguard  of 
those  charged  with  the  defense  of  my 
country.  I  have  no  apology  to  make  for 
the  work  of  this  important  committee. 
nor  for  any  member  of  the  committee  or 
its  staff.  The  confidence  expressed  In 
the  committee  by  the  membership  of  this 
House  some  days  ago  in  voting  an  un- 
precedented sum  of  money  for  its  opera- 
tions, reflects.  I  believe,  the  opinions  of 
the  American  people.  It  may  not  reflect 
the  ideas  of  the  professional  apologists 
for  communism  in  the  press  and  on  the 
airways,  nor  of  those  in  and  out  of  the 
Congress  who  liave  always  despised  the 
committee  and  its  individual  members, 
whomever  they  may  be. 

It  Is  my  sincere  hope  that  the  disUn- 
puLshed  members  of  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee will  see  fit  to  report  the  so-called 
Roosevelt  resolution  to  the  House  for 
action.  That  resolution  calls  upon  the 
House  to  remove  our  colleague  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois.  Harold  H.  Velde. 
from  his  post  as  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities. 
While  the  resolution  is  aimed  at  one  col- 
league, its  passage  would  destroy  the 
utility  of  the  committee  and  shatter  the 
confidence  of  the  American  people  in 
its  operation.  Let  that  one  fact  be 
understood.  If  there  is  further  evidence 
of  an  unspoken  collusion  between  the 
Communist  Party  and  the  fellow-travel- 
ing press  to  abolish  the  committee,  it  is 
my  intention  to  Introduce  a  resolution 
into  the  House  to  do  the  same  thing — but 
not  for  the  same  purpose.  I  think  that 
tl)e  House  and  the  Nation  should  force 
into  the  open  those  whose  animosity  is 
deep  .seated  and  of  long  duration.  They 
should  be  required  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted,  and  the  purpose  would  be 
served  by  reporting  the  Roosevelt  reso- 
lution. 

If  the  leftwing  and  the  apologists  can 
drive  a  wedge  between  members  of  the 
committee,  or  between  the  Congress  and 
the  committee,  a  battle  will  have  been 
won  which  no  Communist  divisions  could 
match  on  the  battlefield. 

The  sound  and  the  fury  of  the  present 
controversy  presents  no  new  voices  and 
very  few  new  faces. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished chairman. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Naturally  I  appreciate 
tlie  kind  words  of  the  gentleman  from 
California.  I  want  to  apologize  to  the 
sons  of  Erin,  whose  day  this  is,  for  en- 
croaching upon  their  time. 

I  notice  the  gentleman  from  California 
apologized  for  a  remark  that  he  made  to 
the  press.  I,  of  course,  appreciate  that 
apology  and  insist  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary at  all.    I  accept  it  in  all  humility. 

Furthermore.  I  want  to  tell  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  that  I  concur  in  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California 
that  the  Roosevelt  resolution  be  voted 
out  by  the  Rules  Committee;  and  I  espe- 
cially request  that  from  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allkn], 


chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee,  that 
he  immediately  bring  this  matter  before 
his  group.  I  realize,  of  course,  that  the 
Rules  Committee  is  a  very  important 
arm  of  the  Congress  in  sifting  out  and 
directing  what  legislation  shall  come  be- 
fore this  House.  Since,  however,  there 
has  been  such  tremendous  demand  on 
the  part  qg.  the  American  people  to  de- 
termine this  issue  once  and  for  all.  and 
since  we.  the  Members  of  Congress,  are 
the  representatives  of  those  people.  I  feel 
that  it  is  vitally  important  that  the  Rules 
Committee  vote  this  resolution  out,  so 
that  we  might  give  consideration  to  it  on 
the  floor  of  the  House;  and  I  am  willing 
to  say  right  now  that  I  will  pit  my  sup- 
port against  the  element  that  is  sup- 
porting the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Roosevelt].  I  ask  this  because  I 
know  that  the  Roosevelt  resolution  is 
hindering  and  impeding  the  work  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities, 
and  I  would  hke  to  get  it  over  with  as 
soon  as  pxissible  so  that  we  may  continue 
that  work  which  I  feel  all  the  Members 
of  this  body  realize  is  very  important  at 
this  time  in  view  of  the  attempted,  I 
might  say  deliberately  attempted,  effort 
on  the  part  of  Soviet  Russia  to  provoke 
war  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  In  conclusion.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  traditional  opponents  of  the 
committee  have,  as  I  have  said,  advanced 
in  closed  order,  well-contained.  "ITiey 
know  where  they  have  been,  where  they 
are.  and  where  they  are  going;  and  the 
time  has  come  for  the  Congress  and  its 
committees  to  stop  back  pedaling  their 
way  into  disaster. 

The  opponents  are  using  brass 
knuckles  and  blackjacks,  and  in  attempt- 
ing to  lean  backward  out  of  the  way. 
the  committer  has  surrendered  the  Ini- 
tiative to  its  attackers.  This  is  a  time 
to  stand  up  and  fight,  a  time  to  reread 
the  charge  laid  upon  the  committee  by 
the  House,  and  a  moment  to  move  for- 
ward in  fulfillment  of  that  charge.  Faint 
heart  never  won  fair  lady,  and  faint 
heart,  mortally  wounded  by  editorial 
criticism,  never  preserved  liberty  nor  liq- 
uidated the  enemies  of  human  freedom. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  wish  to  take  advan- 
tage of  this  opportunity  to  congratulate 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Jackson],  one  of  the  valuable  members 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities,  for  what  I  consider  to  be 
one  of  the  greatest  speeches  that  has 
ever  been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  the  entire  history 
of  the  United  States.  I  think  the  speech 
of  the  gentleman  from  California  will 
go  down  in  history  as  one  of  the  great 
speeches  that  have  been  made  in  this 
body.  I  only  hope  that  enough  patriotic 
Americans  throughout  the  United  States 
will  come  forward  with  sufBcient  money 
to  have  enough  copies  of  this  speech  re- 
printed to  be  sent  throughout  the 
breadth  of  our  land,  and  particularly  to 
every  rabbi  in  every  synagogue,  every 
priest  in  every  Catholic  church,  and 
every  Protestant  minister  in  the  entire 
United  States.  Further.  I  have  observed 
that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
tMr.  Ebihhahtkb],  the  one  who  made  a 


point  of  order  that  a  quorum  was  not 
present,  at  one  time  gave  as  one  of  the 
reasons  for  making  the  point  of  order 
the  fact  that  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Velde], 
when  he  made  the  original  point  of  order 
did  so  in  order  that  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  could  hear  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Jack- 
son 1.  I  particularly  noted  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Eber- 
harter]  has  not  been  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  at  any  time 
during  Mr.  Jackson's  speech  except  to 
come  in  and  make  a  point  of  order.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Jackson]  had  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  in  mind  or 
not  when  he  mentioned  those  who  dis- 
liked the  committee,  but  I  had  the  honor 
of  serving  on  this  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  in  1943  and  1944  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  I  think 
it  should  be  reported  to  the  House  that 
when  we  brought  out  the  report  on  the 
CIO  Political  Action  Committee,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Eber- 
harter]  was  a  member  of  that  commit- 
tee, when  the  committee  was  chair- 
manned  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas,  the  Honorable  Martin  Dies, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
EIberharter]  refused  to  sign  that  report. 
I  congratulate  my  colleague  from  Cali- 
fornia. You  have  done  a  masterful  job 
in  the  cause  of  Americanism  today. 

Mr.  JACKSON.    I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Today  was  quite  a  day 
in  Congress.  Today  was  quite  a  day  be- 
cause one  of  our  distinguished  colleagues 
delivered  an  address  that,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  said.  wUl  go  down  in 
history.  I  had  the  privilege  of  sitting 
next  to  Harold  Velde  in  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee, and  I  therefore  do  not  want  to 
talk  about  him  as  chairman  of  the  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee.  I  want 
to  talk  about  him  as  my  colleague  on  the 
Labor  Committee.  He  has  always 
worked  hard  to  do  the  best  he  could  for 
everyone.  He  has  always  been  sincere. 
The  speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia today  reminds  me  of  the  story 
told  of  Mark  Twain.  He  used  to  be  noted 
for  his  use  of  strong  language.  He  had  a 
very  sweet  and  demure  wife  who  hated 
his  profane  outbursts.  She  tried  in  every 
way  to  correct  his  speech.  One  day  he 
was  shaving  and  he  was  indulging  in  his 
customary  language.  His  wife  stood  out- 
side the  door  and  repeated  everything. 
He  finally  opened  the  door,  and  he  said : 
"My  dear,  you  have  the  language,  but 
not  the  music."  So  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  California  I  say:  You 
put  beautiful  music  to  words  today  to 
eulogize  our  great  colleague. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 
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PREPAREDNESS 

The  SPEAKER  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  WiNSTEAD]  is  recognized  for 
20  minutes. 
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Mr.  WIN8TEAD.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
have  Just  listened  to  a  great  and  Inspir- 
ing message  by  our  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  Jackson].  He 
talked  to  us  about  the  fight  against  com- 
munism at  home.  As  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  I  shall 
talk  to  you  about  our  military  strength. 
Are  we  prepared  to  combat  communism 
abroad?    That  is  a  most  serious  question. 

We  face  today  one  of  the  gravest  peri- 
ods In  the  history  of  our  Nation.  At  this 
time  a  great  part  of  the  whole  world  is 
lined  up  on  the  side  of  Russian  commu- 
nism. 

We  know,  of  course,  with  Stalin's  death 
Malenkov  has  takea  over.  What  changes 
that  will  lead  to,  we  cannot  say.  Most 
people  hope  that  a  struggle  for  power 
within  Russia  will  bring  about  a  conflict 
which  will  lead  to  a  breaking  of  strength 
in  Russia  proper  and  to  a  breaking  away 
of  Russian  satellites. 

Such  a  course  would  have  some  ap- 
peal, but  I  caution  you  that  such  a  period 
would  be  fraught  with  great  danger  for 
another  all-out  conflict.  A  war  on  for- 
eign soil  has  frequently  been  the  means 
used  by  tsrrants  to  direct  public  attention 
away  from  troubles  at  home.  Already 
we  have  had  an  American  plane  shot 
down  over  Oermsmy.  A  few  days  later 
It  was  a  British  plane.  Is  this  the  begin- 
ning of  Malenkov's  effort  to  demonstrate 
to  his  people  and  the  world  that  he  is 
tough?  Is  this  a  beginning  of  all-out 
war?  These  questions  I  cannot  answer, 
but  the  outlook  is  so  serious  that  I  feel 
I  should  point  out  to  the  Congress  and 
to  the  country  that,  while  we  have  spent 
billions  of  dollars  for  preparedness,  we 
must  raise  the  question.  Are  we  truly 
prepared?  Is  our  military  in  readiness? 
Is  it  doing  its  part  within  its  own  organi- 
zation?   I  am  afraid  it  is  not. 

Let  me  read  you  recent  headlines: 
"Senators  Set  Pull  Probe  on  Lack 
of  Ammo" — ammunition;  "Van  Fleet 
Charges  Substantiated." 

I  am  a  member  of  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Conunittee.  I  heard  General  Van 
Fleet's  comment.  He  did  not  say  as 
much  before  our  committee  as  has  been 
attributed  to  him;  however,  his  state- 
ment on  the  shortage  of  ammunition  is 
most  disturbing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  read  in  the  press 
where  our  planes  are  outflown  by  Rus- 
sian planes  with  superior  speed  and  that 
we  are  outproduced  in  great  nimibers. 
These  and  many  other  things  cause  us 
to  be  alarmed.  We  have  spent  billions 
of  dollars,  but  has  our  armed  services 
spent  it  wisely?  Is  it  bogged  down  by 
Its  own  red  tape,  its  own  conflicts  and 
competition?  May  I  pause  here  to  say 
that,  by  no  means,  do  I  wish  to  imply 
that  all  our  military  leaders  are  ineffi- 
cient. Many  are  outstanding  and  do 
what  they  can  to  eliminate  waste. 

I  submitted  evidence  in  my  possession 
to  the  Armed  Services  Subcommittee  on 
Procurement,  which  brought  about  the 
investigation  of  the  Elvalr  Corp.  I  hope 
every  Member  who  has  not  done  so  al- 
ready will  read  this  report  which  was 
signed  by  Hon.  P.  Edward  Hebert,  sub- 
committee chairman,  and  approved  by 
Hon.  Carl  Vinson,  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
June  20,  1951.    I  quote  the  conclusions 


and  recommendations  of  this  subcom- 
mittee: 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  Btory  unfolded  In  testimony,  docu- 
ments, and  investigation  of  this  company  Is 
fantastic.  It  places  a  severe  strain  on  the 
patience  and  the  credulity  of  the  commit- 
tee. It  reveals  a  serloiis  defect  in  our  pro- 
curement system,  a  lack  of  Interest  and  fail- 
ure of  duty  on  the  part  of  proci»ement  offi- 
cers to  rise  to  the  full  obligation  of  their 
offices  and  assignments  In  the  interest  of 
the  United  States.  It  shows  how  these  pro- 
moters and  banker  allies,  who  were  more 
interested  in  a  "lead-pipe  cinch"  profit  than 
anything  else,  can  cause  the  established 
manufacturers  of  the  country  to  be  passed 
over,  notwithstanding  the  assurances  of  the 
procurement  otlcers  that  all  that  hiis  to  be 
done  Is  for  them  to  keep  In  communication 
with  the  nearest  ordnance  district. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The  committee  recommends  a  thorough 
overhauling  of  the  procurement  investigating 
staffs  so  that  alert,  capable,  and  Interested 
personnel  qualified  In  their  duties  are  placed 
in  charge;  and  that  inquiries  be  answered 
fully  and  completely,  Including  the  passing 
along  of  helpful  information  to  the  other 
inquiring  district  offl  es.  Too  much  respon- 
sibility is  vested  In  preparation  and  circula- 
tion of  notices  o'  Government  needs  on  per- 
sons having  limited  capacity  and  knowledge 
in  the  field  of  procurement,  with  the  result 
that  promoters  of  the  type  managing  Elvalr 
can  gain  a  foothold. 

The  committee  recommends  that  all  ord- 
nance and  procurement  districts  be  required 
to  consult  and  notify  all  prospective  sup- 
pliers listed  with  them  and  other  districts 
for  quotations  in  advance  of  any  negotiated 
bid.  Only  In  this  way  can  the  full  potential 
of  the  Industry  and  manufacturing  expe- 
rience of  this  country  be  availed  of. 

The  committee  recommends  that  since 
none  of  these  contracts  have  been  performed 
(except  a  limited  portion  of  one  of  them), 
that  appropriate  steps  be  taken  to  terminate 
or  cancel  them,  whichever  Is  to  the  greater 
advantage  of  the  Government. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  In- 
vestigation proceed  into  all  th*?  operations 
of  the  procurement  organizations. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  Investigators 
at  Birmingham  Ordnance  District,  John  S. 
Mltchel  and  Frank  Legare,  be  discharged. 

Even  though,  as  a  result  of  this  investi- 
gation, the  contract  awarded  to  the  El- 
valr Corp.  was  canceled  and  the  military 
advised  me  that  their  entire  procurement 
procedures  were  corrected  and  tightened 
up.  not  a  single  person  who  was  involved 
in  awarding  this  contract  was  ever  dis- 
missed from  the  service.  Presumably, 
the  military  is  still  depending  on  the 
same  men  to  do  a  job  for  them  at  a 
new  stand.  Can  we  count  on  them? 
This  individual  case  is  a  minor  part  of 
the  billions  being  spent,  but  it  is  a  sym- 
bol of  greater  laxity  and  inefficiency. 
I  refer  you  to  committee  reports  of  Sen- 
tor  Lyndon  Johnson's  committee,  that 
of  Hon  Edward  Hebert's  committee, 
Hon.  Herbert  Bonner's  committee,  and 
that  of  my  colleague  on  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee.  Hon.  Porter  Hardy's 
committee — all  of  the  82d  Congress. 

We  have  billions  of  dollars'  worth  of 
military  equipment  which  this  Nation 
has  paid  for  and  which  is  stored  around 
the  world — materiel  on  which  we  must 
depend  if  we  are  faced  with  a  larger 
conflict. 

Did  you  know  that  most  of  this  equip- 
ment is  individually  packaged,   and  it 
cannot    be    determined,    unless    tested 
whether  it  is  good  or  bad  unUI  the  indi- 


vidual package  Is  opened?  How  many 
wheels  are  there  that  will  not  roll?  How 
many  guns  are  there  that  will  not  flre? 
The  old  familiar  saying :  "For  want  of  a 
nail,  a  shoe  was  lost;  for  want  of  a  shoe, 
a  horse  was  lost;  for  want  of  a  horse,  a 
battle  was  lost."  is  quite  flttii|g.  For  ex- 
ample, every  piece  of  mechanized  equip- 
ment runs  on  bearings.  Without  bear- 
ings, equipment  will  not  operate.  Truly, 
bearings  are  strategic.  Yet,  in  one  of  the 
largest  branches  of  our  military  service, 
over  50  percent  of  its  bearings  were  last 
year  in  questionable  condition  due  to  in- 
adequate preservation  and/or  packaging. 
Of  those  reaching  the  field  in  serviceable 
condition,  one-half  was  ruined  due  to 
careless  depreservation  and/or  installa- 
tion after  depreservation. 

To  make  this  condition  worse,  rejected 
bearings  were  disposed  of  and  some  re- 
sold to  the  Armed  Forces  as  serviceable. 

Bearings  are  only  one  item  in  the  vast 
quantity  of  materiel  used  by  the  Armed 
Forces.  Radar  equipment,  planes,  ships, 
ordnance  items,  medical  supplies,  and 
generators  are  all  protected  so  that  in 
the  event  of  global  war.  or  an  expanded 
Korean  war,  equipment  can  be  immedi- 
ately available  for  action. 

These  facts  were  admitted  by  Mr.  N.  L. 
Klein.  Chief.  Fuels  and  Lubricants,  in 
Section  R.  and  D.  Division,  in  March 
1952.  more  than  a  year  ago.  when  he  said 
that  in  the  past  a  majority  of  our  bear- 
ing stocks  have  been  in  questionable 
condition  due  to  Inadequate  preserva- 
tion and  or  packaging.  Of  the  percent- 
age that  has  reached  the  field  forces 
in  serviceable  condition,  approximately 
one-half  of  these  bearings  are  generally 
ruined  as  a  result  of  careless  depreserva- 
tion and,  or  installation  after  depreser- 
vation. 

The  same  condition  prevails  in  many 
areas.  We  have  much  materiel  stored 
in  the  open,  much  of  it  in  humid  areas. 
Much  of  it  has  been  in  storage  for  a 
number  of  years. 

A  means,  an  inexpensive  mer.is.  to 
keep  tab  on  these  billions  of  dollars 
worth  of  stored  equipment  has  been  a 
prime  need.  This  fact  has  been  recog- 
nized for  years. 

The  thing  that  burns  us  all  up  in  these 
critical  times  is  that  the  military  claimed 
more  than  a  year  ago  that  it  had  the 
answer,  that  it  had  come  up  with  an 
inexpensive  piece  of  equipment  that 
would  tell  the  story  before  we  faced  a 
great  need,  and  before  lives  were  lost. 
It  is  my  information  that  proof  exists 
that  the  military  authorities  did  have 
such  an  instrument,  but  due  to  ineflB- 
clency  within  the  service  only  a  rela- 
tively small  number  of  such  units  have 
been  used  and  that  further  use  is  now 
being  held  up  without  any  real  cause. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  stated,  I  called 
these  facts  to  the  appropriate  subcom- 
mittee of  my  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. In  view  of  my  past  experiences,  I 
feel  that  I  should  enlist  the  Congress 
and  the  country  in  my  efforts  to  get  a 
bad  situation  corrected. 

Let  me  briefly  review  the  salient  facts 
in  this  case  involving  a  proper  means  of 
testing  stored  equipment.  The  construc- 
tion of  a  reliable  and  inexpensive  device 
with  which  to  test  unopened  packages 
would  be  a  major  gain  for  economy  and 
efflciency.    We  cannot  invest  vast  sums 
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in  stored  equipment  unless  we  know  It  Is 
maintained  in  good  shape,  and  the  stor- 
B(!e  will  be  worse  than  useless  if  the 
equipment  becomes  spoiled  and  defective 
without  our  knowledge  while  in  storage. 

A  year  ago  the  magasine  Steel  re- 
vealed that  the  Army  ordnance  ofDcials 
believed  they  had  found  the  solution  to 
this  storage  problem.  Let  me  quote  from 
the  article  published  in  Steel,  entitled 
•Moisture  Meters": 

Army  Ordnance,  continuing  Its  attack 
ai^lnst  rust,  uncovered  a  new  weapon  In  the 
age-old  struggle.  Moisture  meters,  developed 
by  MlnneapolU-HonesrweU  Regulator  Co., 
Minneapolis,  and  American  Instrument  Co., 
Silver  Spring,  Md..  are  the  latest  additions 
lo  the  growing  arsenal. 

The  meters  consist  of  two  parts:  One.  a 
moisture-sensing  element  about  the  size  of 
a  cigar  lighter — 1  - »  inserted  into  a  hole  in 
the  side  of  a  package — the  other,  an  electric 
meter  plugged  into  the  protruding  end  of 
the  moUture-sensing  part.  Readings  are 
taken  from  a  dial  needle  that  points  to  a 
green  safe  area  or  a  red  unsafe  area.  Mois- 
ture accumulations  can  b«  spotted  before  the 
damage  actually  occurs,  and  we  can  save 
millions,  say  Ordnance  officers.  Develop- 
ment work  is  BtUl  going  on  to  make  the  in- 
strument even  more  sensitive. 

Moisture  meters  plug  a  big  gap  In  the  de- 
fense against  rust.  Moet  nutproof  pack- 
ages (for  guiu.  artillery,  automotive  replace- 
ment parts)  are  used  to  wrap  Items — along 
with  deslccant — In  an  airtight  parcel.  Moet 
packages  serve  well;  a  small  percentage  prove 
leaky.  Formation  of  rust,  since  it  other- 
wise couldn't  be  detected  without  opening 
and  Inspecting,  runs  into  the  big  money 
r.>r  ordnance.  It  figures  the  cost  of  the  me- 
ters (under  $5  each)  will  be  well  worth 
saving. 

Yet  not  one  of  these  meters  has  been 
purchased  by  Army  Ordnance. 

A  committee  was  appointed  by  Assist- 
ant Chief  of  Staff.  0-4,  to  study  humid- 
ity sensing  elements.  This  committee 
was  composed  of  a  representative  from 
Office.  Chief  of  Ordnance.  Corps  of  En- 
gineers. Signal  Corps,  and  Office,  Chief 
of  Transportation.  "ITiis  committee  re- 
ported on  February  5, 1952,  that  commit- 
tee members  were  in  agreement  on  the 
following  recommendations: 

I  a )  The  investigation  has  shown  that 
no  further  development  appears  neces- 
sary by  the  Army  Technical  Services. 

<  b)  Laboratory  tests  begun  September 
1951  by  Frankford  Arsenal  resulted  In 
this  statement  December  1951: 

The  four  A  sensing  elements  checked  each 
other  to  within  1  percent  RH  throughout 
the  test. 

'O  Service  tests  by  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers October  22,  1951,  concluded  No- 
vember 9,  1951.  resulted  in  these  recom- 
mendations. November  1951 : 

It  Is  recommended  that  the  electrical 
method  of  testing  method  n  A  packs  for  hu- 
midity conditions  within  the  barrier,  as  de- 
scribed herein,  be  adopted  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  as  standard  practice  in  all  method 
II  A  packs  and  that  the  specifications  be  re- 
vised to  require  the  placing  of  sensing  ele- 
ments therein. 

'd)  Service  tests  were  begun  Novem- 
ber 13.  1951,  at  Frankford  Arsenal.  In- 
stallations were  made  in  a  "cocooned" 
90 -millimeter  gun.  and  3  method  n 
packs.  These  elements  have  been  recali- 
brated by  that  agency  with  no  change  in 
calibration. 


(e)  Corps  of  Engineers  approved  this 
method  of  inspection  on  December  5, 
1951. 

(f )  Secretary,  General  Motors  preser- 
vation-packing conference,  wrote  on 
July  6.  1952: 

It  seemed  to  me  at  the  time  that  this  was  a 
rather  significant  advance  in  the  field  of 
packaging  for  military  purposes. 

(g)  Service  tests  were  held  by  United 
States  Air  Force  at  Olmsted  Air  Force 
Base,  Middletown,  Pa.  Several  defective 
paclcs  were  found.  The  depot  recom- 
mended its  use  to  the  Air  Materiel  Com- 
mand. 

(h)  Tests  were  set  up  August  26,  1952, 
with  Medical  Service  at  Louisville 
Medical  Depot. 

(1)  Report  of  tests  at  a  medical  depot 
October  2,  1952,  resulted  in  the  conclu- 
sion: 

(1)  That  Inspection  of  method  II 
packages  may  be  performed  without 
opening  and  destroying  the  package. 

(2)  That  this  system  of  inspection 
may  be  applied  to  existing  method  n 
pr.ckages  by  the  addition  of  sensing  ele- 
ments to  the  package. 

(3)  That  this  system  of  inspection  is 
considered  more  economical  than  the 
present  methods  of  inspecting  method  n 
packages. 

Recommendations : 

(1)  That  this  system  of  inspecting 
method  n  packages  be  adopted  by  the 
Medical  Service. 

(2)  That  this  system  of  inspection  be 
applied  to  existing  method  n  packages. 

<3)  That  this  system  of  inspection  be 
applied  to  method  n  packages  on  future 
procurement. 

(J )  Naval  Oun  Factory  in  August  1952 
recommended : 

(1)  That  a  specification  be  prepared 
to  cover  an  electric-t3n?e  hygrometer. 

(2)  That  this  tjrpe  hygrometer  be 
authorized  for  use  on  metal  and  plastic 
enclosures  aboard  ships  and  in  large 
method  n  packages. 

(3)  That  the  majority  of  hair  hy- 
grometers tested  read  as  much  as  30  per- 
cent high  after  90  days. 

(k)  The  Engineer  Research  and  De- 
velopment Laboratories,  Fort  Belvoir. 
Va.,  in  a  report  dated  October  3,  1952, 
states  that  it  concluded  that  an  electric 
type  hygrometer  satisfactorily  measured 
conditions  of  relative  humidity  in  a  tor- 
pedo container  within  certain  limits.  It 
is  recommended  that  this  type  hygrom- 
eter be  considered  applicable  for  use  in 
torpedo  containers  provided  the  condi- 
tions represent  the  safe  relative  humidity 
conditions  for  items  shipped  and/or 
stored  in  such  containers  as  determined 
by  the  service  agency  concerned. 

(1)  This  system  has  been  used  in  many 
tens  of  thousands  of  service  installations. 
The  reorder  by  these  agencies  signifies 
satisfaction  and  includes  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers. Signal  Corps,  Transportation 
Corps,  Navy  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 
and  the  United  States  Air  Force. 

(m)  The  Standards  Branch,  0-4,  In 
December  1952,  directed  Army  Technical 
Service  to  withhold  procurement  pend- 
ing standardization.  The  staff  position, 
according  to  Lieutenant  Colonel  Wood- 
row,  on  December  31.  1952,  was  only  to 
control  procurement.  Knowledge  of 
previous  recommendations  by  the  sub- 


committee was  denied  by  Lieutenant 
Colonel.  Woodrow  and  Mr.  Sargeant  of 
his  office.  I  understand  that  the  action 
was  taken,  affecting  the  entire  Army 
storage  program,  without  the  knowledge 
of  Colonel  Woodrow.  Why  was  procure- 
ment of  this  instrument  halted  in  such 
a  devious  fashion?  I  have  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  quality  of  this  device, 
but  all  of  the  responsible  groups  charged 
with  testing  such  Instruments  in  the 
service  have  given  it  their  stamp  of  ap- 
proval. Is  it  economy  to  provide  such 
an  advantageous  technical  improvement, 
spend  months  in  developing  and  testing 
it,  and  then  virtually  halt  its  procure- 
ment at  the  very  time  when  the  device 
should  be  in  the  fullest  use? 

This  individual  case  warrants  the  full- 
est attention  of  the  entire  Defense  De- 
partment, and  it  warrants  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  proper  committee  of  the 
Congress.  Is  this  another  case  of  too 
much  administration?  There  is  no  econ- 
omy in  cutting  down  prociirement  of 
items  which  have  been  built  for  the  pur- 
pose of  eliminating  waste,  especially 
.after  every  test  apparently  proves  its 
practicability.  Was  procurement  cut 
back  merely  because  someone  neglected 
to  inform  a  lieutenant  colonel  that  the 
device  in  question  affected  the  entire 
military  storage  and  supply  program? 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  spent  more  than 
a  hundred  billion  dollars  since  World 
War  n  on  preparedness.  We  have  sup- 
ported our  military  forces.  I  have  been 
on  the  Armed  Services  Committee  for  8 
years.  We  have  given  full  support  to 
recommendations  of  the  military,  many 
times  with  reservations,  but  resolving 
doubts  in  favor  of  military  advice  be- 
cause of  our  primary  Interest  in  national 
security. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  military  today  and 
many  times  in  the  past  has  reduced  its 
fighting  strength  and  eliminated  needed 
equipment  when  such  action  would  have 
been  unnecessary  if  wasteful  practices 
had  been  eliminated. 

In  this  one  problem  which  I  have 
pointed  out  today,  according  to  the  in- 
formation furnished  me,  we  are  wststing 
billions  of  dollars.  But  more  important 
than  this  is  the  risk  we  nm.  How  much 
of  this  more  than  $100  billion  of  equip- 
ment on  hand  and  on  order  will  be  usable 
and  dependable  when  we  try  to  use  it? 
I,  too,  want  to  stand  up  to  Russia,  but, 
Mr.  Speaker.  let  us  know  that  the  gun 
is  loaded  before  it  is  pointed — even  In 
self-defense.  The  lives  of  our  soldiers 
and  civilians  may  depend  upon  early 
determination  and  correction  of  what 
I  believe  is  a  most  serious  situation.  This 
packaging  may  be  a  symbol  of  similar 
failures  to  make  proper  use  of  vast  funds 
which  have  been  voted  to  defend  Amer- 
ica— not  for  waste. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  our  fighting 
strength  weakened.  On  the  contrary,  I 
want  to  see  it  increased.  In  order  to  do 
this,  we  must  eliminate  the  type  waste 
of  which  I  have  spoken  and  we  must 
eliminate  every  other  type  of  unneces- 
sary spending  now  going  on  in  the  De- 
fense Department. 

If  we  are  short  of  ammunition  and 
suppUes,  who  is  responsible?  If  the 
proper  solution  for  our  supply  storage 
can  be  stalled  for  so  long,  will  it  be  ready 
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wtaoi  the  supreme  test  COMICS?  We  must 
insist  on  corzeettve  actiosk. 

Mr.  HARDY.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  ttae 
gentieaan  yleid? 

Mr.  WIN8TEAIX    I  jieM  to  tbe  gea- 
tlenuuEL  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  HARD7.  The  gc^keaiaii's  re- 
marks dlsdose  to  the  Honae  of  Bepre- 
aentativea  wliat  I  alreculy  knew,  and  that 
is  that  he  has  made  a  eonsideratale  stuly 
of  the  subject.  That  is  not  new  to  bk. 
because  I  hare  been  aware  foi:  3  or  4 
years  that  the  gentleman  is  intensely 
IntercBtcd  in  government  economy.  I 
want  at  this  time  to  express  my  appre^ 
ciation  to  hkn  for  the  many  coaversa- 
'tiOQS  we  have  had  and  the  many  times 
he  has  assisted  me  in  my  efforts  to  save 
taxpayers  money.  In  the  coozse  of  my 
activities  as  chairman  of  the  Govern- 
ment Operations  Subcommittee  darzne 
the  past  4  years  he  has  been  ma-it  helstf  ul 
and  has  always  demoitftrated  consecra- 
tion to  his  duties  as  representative  of 
his  district,  his  State,  and  the  Nation. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

I  have  not  had  time  to  mentkm  many 
things  that  I  int^aded  to  m^»t<t^^  i 
have  called  attention  to  the  committee 
of  Senator  Lyndon  Johimon.  the  Bonner 
committee,  the  Hebert  committee,  tbe 
Hardy  committee,  and  some  others.  I 
have  s(4>ported  the  military  in  sound 
undertakings  for  10  years.  When  Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet  or  any  other  mihtary 
man  comes  before  my  comaaittee  axvl 
says.  "We must  have  more  e<|uipBitt!it  and 
more  materiel,"  I  only  answer.  "If  you 
need  it,  of  course  we  must  proriife  it." 
As  far  as  the  Cmtgress  is  concerned,  we 
have  provided  selective  service  durix«; 
peacetimes,  something  we  regretted  that 
was  necessary.  We  gave  in  authoriaa- 
tions  and  approprietkms  every  year  that 
which  was  needed  for  military  prepared- 
ness. 

As  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
which  did  such  a  marveknB  job.  you 
know  if  the  military  had  spent  a  little 
more  time  helping  to  clean  up  their  own 
ranks  and  getting  rid  a<  bad  p^raoBnel 
and  looking  into  this  wasteful  storase 
proposition,  then  we  wo%ild  be  savizv.  in 
my  opinion,  miiii^nt  of  (toilers.  I  an 
one  of  those  who  want  to  sec  the 
strength  of  our  Air  Force  mftm^Ai»|^ 
I  led  the  fight  for  a  7«-group  Air  Force. 
I  served  on  the  subcommittee  for  stock- 
piling strategic  materials,  I  helped  write 
the  magna  carta  of  the  Reserves,  cer- 
tainly I  do  not  want  to  see  our  military 
strength  cut  down.  I  do  brieve  rmn^h 
of  the  reductions  that  the  military  nmy 
have  made  in  personnel  and  in  strength 
was  compietely  unnecessary  if  they 
would  only  eliminate  waste. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  tlie 
gentleman  yield  further? 
Mr.  wmSTEAIX  I  yield. 
Mr.  HARDY.  If  I  understand  the 
gentleman's  position  correctly,  he  joins 
me  In  the  belief  that  we  can  af.gnmpiLnh 
considerable  economy  in  the  military 
without  In  any  way  weakening  our  mil^ 
tary  strengtix. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  want  to  say  that 
I  have  been  in  agreement  with  the  gen- 
tleman and  other  Members  of  this  Hmy,^ 
and  have  Joined  In  every  effort  to  wake 
up  the  military  leaders  to  what  goes  on 
in  their  own  shop.    The  gentleman  has 


contributed  as  anich  or  more  than  any 
oth«:  Member  to  improving  the  opera- 
tions of  Government. 

Mr.  CXUMER.  Bir.  ^;xaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yWd? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Miasiaaippi. 

Mr.  COIMER.  I  have  been  very  moeh 
interested  fn  the  gentleman's  frankness 
aboat  wastefulness  in  the  military.  I 
want  to  cofnplunent  the  gentleman  upon 
the  splendid  statement  he  has  made  of 
it.  I  am  wondering  if  the  gentleman  does 
not  agree  with  me  that  regardless  of  how 
active  and  alert  the  Congress  may  be.  we 
m  the  Cont^ress  are  more  or  less — more, 
I  would  saj — at  the  mercy  of  the  mili- 
tary, in  that  we  are  not  experts  in  that 
field,  and  must,  of  necessity,  resolve 
doubts  in  favor  of  preparedness,  and  per- 
haps we  are  thereby  taken  advantage  of. 
Therefore  the  chief  burden  of  trying  to 
relieve  this  situation  that  the  gentleman 
has  so  graphically  deseriiied  must,  in  its 
final  analysis,  rest  upon  the  mihtary 
itself. 

Mr.  WINSTKAD.  Exactly  so.  I  am 
fully  in  accord  with  yoo.  Saving  waste 
gives  doUars  for  needed  enlargements  of 
strength.  We  will  never  do  the  job  unless 
the  military  helps  by  cntting  out  duph- 
cation.  removes  those  people  who  axe 
either  inefficient  or  who  willfully  do  not 
do  the  job  they  should  do  in  procurement 
and  produetian. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Would  the  ffentlenwrn 
also  go  along  with  this  fact,  that  possibly 
whatever  danger — and  according  to  ray 
viewpoint  the  chief  danger  there  to  this 
country  is  not  from  military  aggres- 
sion by  the  Soviet  RepublJc  bat  from 
the  fact  tliat  we  are  in  real  danger  of 
playing  into  the  hands  of  the  masters  of 
the  Kremlin  hi  their  chief  objective  of 
destroying  the  economy  of  tMs  comatry. 
n  this  wastefulness  continues  we  are 
certainly  making  a  very  adeqnotc  contri- 
bution to  the  CcoBmunists. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  wowld  say  that  I 
am  certainly  fearful  of  the  things  the 
gmtleman  pointed  oat;  I  am  also  fearful 
that  if  we  do  not  pwt  onr  defenses  in 
strong  order  the  Russian  Oommimists 
may  destroy  us  also.  I  know  my  col- 
league has  been  one  of  the  most  fore- 
sighted  Members  of  Congress.  He  saw 
the  Russian  threat  Jong  before  many 
others  recoipuaed  it.  We  must  not  spend 
ouraehrea  ii>to  bankruptcy.  neftlieT  must 
we  be  cangbt  unprepared.  BHmrnating 
waste  serves  both  needs. 

Mr.    FISHER.      WJH    the    gentleman 

yieW? 

Mr  WINSTKAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  PUSHER.  Dtd  I  understand  you 
to  say  that  these  rndivitfual  packages,  in 
the  absence  of  this  equiiiment,  have  to 
be  opened  before  yon  can  ten  whether 
ther  are  good. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  That  Is  what  I 
mean.  When  the  military  itself  says 
that  half  the  ball  bearings  of  a  major 
segment  of  the  Military  Farces  were  not 
usable  beeanse  of  poor  handling  and 
such  facts  were  not  found  out  until  they 
were  needed  in  forward  areas,  it  is  tinvo 
we  checked  on  the  hundred  billion  dol- 
lars worth  of  equipment  we  have  already 
bought  before  we  lose  lives  and  perhapE 
a  war.     We  say  we  are  prepared.    Are 


we?  I  must  say  It  is  open  to  questioa. 
We  must  now  take  action. 

Mr.  WHITTEK.  Will  the  gcnUeman 
yiekl? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yiekl  to  my  col- 
league from  Mississippi 

Mr.  WRITTEN.  I  just  want  to  say 
that  the  gentleman  has  made  a  real  con- 
trikHition.  I  certainly  hope  the  military 
will  follow  this  matter  up  as  the  gentle- 
man has  requested.  He  is,  as  usual, 
completely  sound.  Times  are  too  serious 
to  have  a  hundred  billion  doUars  WM'th 
of  mihtary  e<)oipment  turn  up  unsound 
when  it  is  needed. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  thank  my  friend 
and  colleague. 


FOREIGN   CHILDREN    ADOPTED   BY 

GI'S 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  oX  Mat  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  obieetion. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  in  Massachusetts  have  been 
brought  face  to  face  with  a  law  that 
apparently  exists  which  I  for  one  think 
is  very  cruel:  A  GI  is  ordered  home; 
he  and  his  wife  adopted  a  little  foreign 
child  and  have  had  the  child  2  years. 
They  are  now  told  they  cannot  bring  the 
child  to  the  United  States,  that  the  child 
must  wait  5  years  for  admittance.  GI's 
and  their  wives  are  allowed  to  adopt 
children,  but  they  cannot  brmg  them 
away  from  a  foreign  country  for  5  years. 
They  either  should  not  be  allowed  to 
adopt  foreign  children  or  else  we  should 
so  amend  the  law  as  to  enable  tfiem  to 
bring  those  children  back  to  this  country. 
Imagine  the  cruelty  of  separating  a  little 
adopted  child  from  Its  foster  parents  or 
the  cruelty  of  taking  those  parents  away 
from  the  ^ild. 


CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  ALLEIf  of  Dhnois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  business 
in  order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  next 
be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  exteiKl 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Vlr^nia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  days 
ago  23  Members  of  this  body  were  in- 
vited by  President  Elsenhower  to  be  his 
luncheon  guests  today.  Realizing  It 
was  St.  Patrick's  Day  and  that  no  busi- 
ness was  scheduled  before  the  House,  w« 
accepted  the  invitation  and  spent  a  very 
pleasant  hour  with  President  Eisen- 
hower. 
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Imagine  our  surprise  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  luncheon  to  learn  there  had  been 
a  series  of  quorum  (»lls  In  the  House,  at 
least  three,  during  our  absence;  and,  of 
course,  none  of  the  22  Members  In  the 
^roup  were  recorde<l  as  having  respond- 
ed to  the  roll  calls. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  for  the  Rec- 
ord to  show  the  names  of  the  Members 
of  Congress  who  were  present  at  this 
luncheon.  I  am  sure  that  had  they  not 
been  so  engaged  they  would  have  been 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  responded 
to  the  rollcalls. 

The  Members  In  attendance  at  the 
luncheon  were: 

Democrats:  Portir  Hakdy,  Jr.,  Vir- 
pmia;  Princk  H.  Preston,  Jr.,  Georgia; 
Abraham  J.  Multer,  New  York;  Hugh  J. 
Addoneio,  New  Jersey;  Wayne  N.  Abpin- 
ALL,  Colorado;  Cleveland  M.  Bailey. 
West  Virginia;  William  A.  Barrett. 
Pennsylvania;  Charles  E.  Bennett, 
Florida;  Richard  Bollino,  Missouri; 
Carl  Eluott,  Alabama;  and  Morgan  M. 
Moulder,  Missouri. 

Republicans:  Benjamin  F.  James. 
Pennsylvania;  Howard  H.  Baker.  Ten- 
nessee; Page  Belcher,  Oklahoma;  Prank 
T.  Bow,  Ohio;  Charles  B.  Brownson. 
Indiana;  Hamxr  H.  Bm>GB,  Idaho;  Alvin 
R.  Bush,  Pennsylvania;  Marguerite 
Chtthch,  Illinois ;  Shepard  J.  Crumpackek. 
Jr..  Indiana;  Thomas  B.  Curtis.  Mis- 
souri; and  James  P.  8.  DsviaEUX,  Mary- 
land. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
know  the  gentleman  agrees  with  me 
when  I  say  that  It  was  very  gracious  of 
the  President  to  ask  us  all  to  lunch  with 
him  at  the  White  House. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  And  I  enjoyed  It  im- 
mensely. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  He 
was  a  very  gracious  host. 


REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  1 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Flor- 
ida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  this  day  introduced  a 
resolution  of  disapproval  of  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1,  the  plan  to  establish  a 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare.  I  have  done  this  for  three 
rea.sons : 

First.  I  personally  oppose  the  reor- 
ganization plan,  very  heartily; 

Second.  I  feel  this  resolution  of  dis- 
approval had  to  be  introduced  to  insure 
adequate  discussion  of  the  proposal ;  and 

Third.  I  feel  that  the  proposed  method 
of  reorganization  as  attempted  in  this 
plan  is  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  think 
it  might  be  noted  that  in  1951  during 


the  81st  Congress  when  an  almost  Identi- 
cal reorganization  plan  was  submitted 
by  President  Truman  only  one  Member 
of  the  now  majority  party  supported 
that  plan  and  every  other  Member  on 
that  side  opposed  it. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  The  gen- 
tleman  and  I  opposed  it  then,  too. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  hope 
they  still  recognize  the  dangers  in  such 
a  proposal  and  that  the  bill  that  will  be 
before  us  for  consideration  tomorrow 
will  be  defeated  and  that  the  gentle- 
man's resolution  of  disapproval  will 
eventually  be  accepted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  appre- 
ciate the  gentleman's  contribution. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Jonas  of  North  Carolina  and  to 
Include  a  report  of  the  Mecklenburg 
County  Get  Out  the  Vote  Committee, 
based  upon  which  the  American  Heritage 
Foundation  award  was  made. 

Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas  in  two  Instances 
and  to  Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Jenkins  in  four  instances,  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McGregor  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Mount  Vernon  (Ohio) 
News. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MuLTEK  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Rodino. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Yates)  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  ToLLEFsoN  and  to  Include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts. 

lii.  Smith  of  Virginia  and  to  Include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  BocGs  in  five  Instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan  and  to  In- 
clude an  editorial  from  the  Muskegon 
Chronicle  In  relation  to  Elmer  J.  Engel. 
a  former  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Elliott  in  two  instances.  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Bir.  Cretella  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Allen  of  Illinois). 

Mr.  Fallon  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Ben- 
nett of  Florida) . 

Mr.  SiEMiNsxi. 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  frcxn  the  Speaker's  table 
and,  imder  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

8. 173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Socorro 
Oerona  de  Caatro;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  256.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Slater  Odllla, 
also  known  as  Ifarla  Hutter;  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8. 1229.  An  act  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as  amended 
and  extended,  untU  July  1,  1964;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Servlcee. 


that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,   which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  2466.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  12,  1950  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  836),  as 
aiaended,  which  authcfflzes  free  postage  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  specified  areas. 


ENROLLED  BHTfl  SIGNED 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  PoFF  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Allen 
of  Illinois),  on  account  of  official  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  ScHERER,  for  the  period  from 
March  19,  1953,  to  April  2,  1953,  on  ac- 
count of  hearings  of  the  Un-American 
Activities  Committee  In  the  State  o^ 
California. 

Mr.  Clardt,  for  the  period  from  March 
19,  1953,  to  April  2,  1953,  on  account  of 
hearings  of  Un-American  Activities 
Committee  at  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  3  o'clock  and  42  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Wednesday,  liarch  18. 1953,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


REPORTS  OF  CXDMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
TJC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTI,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  SHORT:  Committee  on  Armed  S«^- 
ices.  House  Resolution  171.  Resolution  to 
Inquire  Into  certain  operations  and  condi- 
tions In  Korea;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  164) .    Ordered  to  b«  printed. 

Blr.  ROB8ION  of  Kentucky :  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  8863.  A  bill  to  amend 
tlUe  18,  United  States  Code,  entitled  "Crimea 
and  Criminal  Proced\u-e,"  with  respect  to 
continuing  the  effectiveness  of  certain  stat- 
utory provisions  untU  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed by  the  President  on  December  16, 
1950;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  166). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan :  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  House  Joint  Res- 
olution 223.  Joint  resolution  providing  that 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall  take 
effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment bf  this  Joint  resolution;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  166).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  179.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
223,  providing  that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
of  1953  shall  take  effect  10  days  after  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  167).  Re- 
ferred to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan:  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  Intermediate  Re- 
port pertaining  to  the  German  Consulate- 
American  House  Program  (Elept.  No.  168). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan :  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  Intermediate  re- 
port pertaining  to  retention  of  Rhoads  Gen- 
eral Hospital  as  a  standby   Army  facility 
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<B«pk  Vfk.  ltt>.  BeXened  to  the  CoouDiitM 
of  tla«  WlioU  Houae  on.  lb*  StaXe  of  tli« 
Vnlon. 


PUBLIC  RTT.T.S  AND  RESOUJTIDNS 

Uule'  elanse  4  of  ntlc  XXn.  paUic 
bills  and  resoNrtionff  were  tntrotfoced 
ftnd  sererally  refeiretf  ss  follows: 

By  Mr.  DIWART  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  4023.  A  ftm  to  provIcTe  for  the  revi- 
sion of  the  prtMe  land  taws  In  onter  to  pro- 
vide for  orderly  use,  Improvement,  and  de- 
Tvlopmeat  of  ti»  Inderal  lands  and  to  stabi- 
lize the  livestock  Industry  dependent  upon 
tbe  V^deral  range,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on.  Interior  uul  Tttfaitar 
Affairs. 

By  lir.  ABBTTT: 
H.  R.  40Q4.  A  bill  to  change  the  name  oi 
the  Appomattox  Courthouse  National   His- 
torical    Montiment     to     the     "Appomattox 
Courthouse  Ifatlonal  Htstortcal  Parte";  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  ANGKLL: 
H.  R.  40SS.  A  btU   authorizing  the   appro- 
priation, of  fvndB  to  provide  for  the  prosecu- 
tion of  projects  In  the  Columbia  River  Basin. 
for  flood  control  and  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 
H.  R.  4026.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  Corson  County.  S.  Dak.; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BAILEY: 
KR.  4027.  A  bUI  to  promote  the  further 
development    of    public    library    service    In 
rural  areas;  to  the  Conunlttee  on.  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  BROYHILL: 
H.  R.  4028.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  use  of 
funds  of  or  available  for  expendltiirc  by  any 
Government  corporation  or  agency  for  cer- 
tain payments  of  annual  leave,  accruing 
during  any  calendar  year  and  unused  at  the 
close  of  mcli  year,  of  a  civilian  officer  or 
•mploye*  whose  salary  exceeds  tltc  ■aaxtannm 
rate  of  basic  compensation  provided  for  grade 
1&  of  Uie  Oenctal  Schedule  of  the  ClaestQ- 
catloa  Arel  of  194»:  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Bervlee. 
By  Mr.  CORBETT: 
B.  R.  4029.  A  bin  to  ec|altably  adjust  the 
salaries  of  auditors  at  central  accounting 
post  offlcea;  to  the  Coeamittee  cm  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  PERN<3e-iaERN : 
H.R.  4030.  A   bUl   to   repeal   section   4   of 
the  act  of  Mardi  2.  19M.  creating  the  Model 
Housing  Board  of  Puerto  Rico;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HAOEH  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  4091.  A  bill  to  allow  tentirorsry  em- 
ployment of  annuitants  In  the  postal  field 
service  during  the  month  of  December;    to 
the    Committee    on    Post    OOce    and    Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  HtTNTER: 
R.  R.  4032.  A  bill  to  amend  section  104  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1060.  relating 
to  Import  controls  of  comcaoditles  and  prod- 
ucts which  affect  the  national  defense;  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Banking  and  Cwrencj. 
By  Mr.  KCOGa: 
H.  R.  4033.  A  blU  to  estatoUsh  bt  the  Bureau 
ef  CuatoBos  tlie  United  States  Customs  Pt>rt 
Patrd     and    Vam    Ubttcd    States     Customs 
Border  Patrol  Ih  order  to  tmprofe  the  en- 
forcement 0*  the  antlsnraggnng  laws:  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  KlfOQC: 
H.  R.  4084.  A  bill  to  amend  paragraph  1615 
fg)    of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1830.  as  amended; 
to  the  Cdmmittee  on  Ways  and  tJn^n^ 

H.  R.  4035.  A  blil  to  provkte  tta»t  when  a 
member  at.  the  Armed  Forces  teas  had  a  close 
relative  klUad  in  acUoa  b*  ataaU  not  be  as- 
Blgnad  to  a  coofljlbat  aone  far  a  parted  of  i 
r;  to  til*  Cqttffhtttee  on  AimmA  Services. 


By  Mr.  McVEY : 
H.  R.  4036.  A  biU  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Watlonal  Monetary  Commission,  to  the 
Comratttee  on  Banking  and  Cmrency. 
By  Mr.  BfACK  of  WasMngton : 
H.  R.  40n.  A  hUI  auClkorteln^  the  approprV- 
atlon  of  funds  to  provide  for  tlie  proascutton 
of  projects  in  tbe  Ooliaiabta  River  Basin,  for 
flood    coatroi   and   other    purpoeea;    to    the 
Conuolttae  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  POAGE: 
H.  R.  4098.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Art,  as  amended,  so  as 
to  impruvie  the  credH  services  available  to 
farmers  seeking  to  adopt  soil-  and  watcr- 
coofiervlng  systems  otf  farmlx^  contrlb-oting 
toward  development  of  a  permanently  and 
abundantly    productive    American    agricul- 
ture; to  the  Committee  on  Agricultore. 
By  Mr.  RBES  of  Kansas: 
H.  R.  4039.  A  bill  to  exempt  from  the  An- 
nual and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1851  tite  heads 
and  assistant  heads  of  the  executive  depart- 
ments and  certain  other  offlcers  and  employ- 
ees in  the  executive  branch;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  SIKES: 
H.  R.  4040.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  trans- 
fer or  quttclalm  of  title  to  certain  land  la 
nortda;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
CTurreBcy. 

By  Mr.  STAOGEEH3: 
H.  R.  4041.  A  bill   to  provtde  that  eertala 
holders  of  national  service-  life  ina\irance  or 
United    States    Government    life    insurance 
shall   have   the   premiums  on  such  poiides 
waived  for  the  remainder  of  their  lives;  to 
the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  STEED: 
H.B.  404a.  A  bin  to  promote  the  fm^her 
development  of  public-library  service  la  rural 
areas;   to  tbe  Comasiuee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louifiiana : 
H.  R.  4043.  A  bill  for  the  purposes  of  erect- 
ing in  Sulphur,  La.,  a  post-offlce  building;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  BCss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  4044.  A  bill  to  provide  emergency  re- 
lief   for    certain    national    o<    tike    Netlaer- 
lands,  and  for  other  purposes;   to  ttae  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4046.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further 
development  of  public-library  servtee  in  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Xjabor. 

By  Mr.  KEATING: 
H.  R.  4046.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
act  of  July  6,  1945,  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  payment  of  overtime  compensation 
to  suhstUute  employees  in  the  postal  field 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Clvii  Service. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  IlllnoiB: 
H.  J.  Hes.  226.  Joint  resoiuUon  extending 
until  JUly  1.  1953.  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provl- 
rtona  which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December  16,  1950.  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOOeffVELT: 
H.  Res.  180.  Resolution  favoring  Irish  unity; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  AfTalrs 
By  Mr.  BERNETT  of  Florida : 
H.  Res.  181.  Besolutlcm    disapproving    Re- 
organiaaUon  Plan  No.  1  of  la&i;  to  tl»  Com- 
mittee on  Qovernment  Operations. 


MEMOfilAia 


Under  clause  3  of  niJe  XXIT.  memo- 
rfels  were  presented,  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  BERRY:  Memorial  of  tlu  33d  sss- 
sion  of  the  South  Dakota  State  Legislature 
memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  cooperate  wttk  States  ta  tbe  exam- 
ining and  auditing  of  State  departmental  in- 
stitutions, and  political  subdivisions  of  the 
Stats    wLicb   aw   AUocsted   Federal    ftmds 


either  by  direct  grant-in-aid  or  on  a  match- 
ing basis;  and  authorizing  the  filing  of  the 
audit  report  of  E^deral  exaxntners  with  the 
State  auditor  and  State  comptroHer  or  cor- 
responding dep«M  tment  of  State  govenamcnt; 
to  tbe  Cboumtttce  mi  Government  Opcra- 
Uona. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  tbe  Legis- 
lature of  Va&  State  of  California,  mesaoriaiiz- 
ing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  flood-control  works 
on  the  San  Joaquin  River;  to  the  Committee 
on  PuNtc  Works. 

Also,  nvexnortal  of  the  LeglslBture  of  the 
State  of  Nevada.  memorlaUxing  tbe  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  to 
provifle  for  the  cooatriictlon  of  that  portion 
of  the  central  Arizona  project  known  as  tha 
Bridge  Canyon  Dam  and  Bridge  Canyon  pow- 
er plant;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  memorializing  the  President 
and  tbe  Congress  of  the  United  States,  rela- 
tive to  reducing  the  Federal  excise  tax  oa 
distilled  spirits;  to  the  Committee  an.  Ways 
and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  memortanztng  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  tbe  United  Ststes,  re- 
questing tbe  approval  of  legtsiatlon  designed 
to  provide  a  stabilised  market  for  tbe  prod- 
ucu  of  western  mines;  u>  tive  Coamoittee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXIl.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severaliy   referred   as  follows: 

By   Mr.  ALLEN  of   California    (by  re- 
quest) : 

H  R.  4047.  A  bin  validating  certain  con- 
veyances heretofore  made  by  Central  Padflo 
Railway  Co  ,  a  corporatioo,  and  Its  lessee. 
Southern  Pacific  Co.,  a  corporation,  involv- 
ing certain  portions  of  right-of-way  in  the 
county  of  Alameda,  State  of  California,  ac- 
quired by  Central  ParlQc  Railway  Co.  under 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  1.  1862 
<12  Stat.  L.  489  k  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
Ccmgress  approved  July  2.  1864  (13  Stat.  L. 
356);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ALLEH  of  California: 

H  R.  4048.  A  btll  for  the  relief  of  the  Max- 
well Hardware  Co.;  to  the  Cununltiee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    BLATNIK: 

H.  R.  4049.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Drago 
Radman,  Ante  Keznic.  Josip  Naclnovic. 
Mlro  Naclnovic,  Rime  Bosotlma.  MIro  VUhn. 
and  Ante  Bacic;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4050.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Peno- 
vlch,  Oino  Yurman,  Frank  Zgagliardich,  Dan 
Kurlch.  Lorenzo  Lacooi.  and  Sime  Vuiin;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4051.  A   biU   for    the   relief   of   Sister 
Constanttna  (Teresla  Kakonjrt);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COUDEST: 

H.  R.  405a.  A  bill  for  tbe  relief  of  Andreas 
Boulamandis;  to  tbe  Contmittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Miasourl: 

H  R  4053.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Cristjo  Crlstofv,  bis  wife  Jordana  Dllova 
Cristofv.  and  bis  children  Gsorgc  and 
Dapbne-KroBMna  CMstcfv;  to  tbe  Conomlt- 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PEBNOe-BBRN: 
H.  B.  4064.  A  fatn   for  tbe   relief  at  Jorge 
Sole  Massana;  to  tbe  Coaamittee  on  tbe  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  HARRIS: 
H.  R.  4065.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Eduardo 
Juares  Diaz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  HYDE: 
H.  R.  4056.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Manfred 
Singer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  JUDD: 
H.  R.  4057.  A  t>lll  for  tbe  relief  of  Tamami 
Ku«uda;  to  tbe  Conmilttee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  4068.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Antonla  (Suk-fong»  Leong;  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEOfJH: 
H  R.  4069.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Fustadlo  D.  Papuvasllopuk);  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judk^ary. 

H.  R.  4C60.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppe 
Dpmarlno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H.  R.  4061.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michele 
Attanaso;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LATELAM: 
H   R.  4062.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jahanglr 
Afkhaml  and  Fatlrna  Afkhaml  Mohajer;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  Mc<X)RMACK: 
H  R.  4063.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Demetrlo 
Scraflno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4064.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Alfonso 
Albano;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   BJULTER: 
H    R.  40«5.  A  biU   for  the  relief  of  Irene 
Rogers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
By  Mr.  ONEILL: 
H.  R.  4066.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Slmonella 
Evonne  Magliulo;   ix)  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RAY; 
H.  R.  4067.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Franca 
Spagnuolo;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGJTRS  of  Colorado: 
H.  R.  406a.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Aklra 
Kara,  to  the  Comcaittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  R.  4066.  A  bl.l  for  tbe  relief  of  Magda 
Erdus&i  Frush;  to  tlie  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SIKIiS: 
H.  R    4070.  A  b  11  for  the  relief  of  Larry 
Eugene  Lynn;  to  tltc  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  W AMPLER: 
H.  R  4071.  A  bUl   for   the  relief  of  Shady 
Saleme  Shelboup;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETTnONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  I  of  rule  XXIT.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Cleik's 
desk  and  relerrod  as  folk}ws: 

93.  By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
vi  Mrs.  H.  C.  Head,  ai>d  71  others,  living  in 
Madison,  Wis.,  m^lng  tbe  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  i^ass  legislation  to  prohibit 
alcoholic  beverage  advertising  over  the  ra- 
dio and  television,  and  in  magaslnes  and 
newspapers;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

94.  By  Mr.  HILLELSON:  Petition  of  the 
20th  Ward  Republican  Club  of  Kansas  City. 
Mo.  urging  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  wait  until  the  true  national  condi- 
tion of  the  federal  Government  Is  ascer- 
tained before  making  any  cut  In  taxes,  and 
that  the  policy  followed  by  President  Elsen- 
hower is  correct;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

»5.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  William 
B  Esterman  and  Ben  Margolls,  attorneys  for 
Llbby  Burke  and  Edward  Huebsch,  of  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  req\jesting  that  all  subpenas 
returnable  March  23.  1953.  before  the  House 
Un-American  Activities  Conunlttee,  on  be- 
half of  themselves  and  other  witnesses,  be 
quashed  for  reasons  set  forth  In  the  petition; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

96.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Grace  Blatson. 
and  others,  Orlando,  Pla.,  requesting  passage 
of  H,  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  social -security 
legislation  known  as  the  Tbwnsend  plan; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
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Rev.  F.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  associate 
pastor.  Foundry  Methodist  Church,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  and  Almighty  God.  who  dost 
bring  forth  Thy  righteousness  as  the 
light  and  Thy  judgments  as  the  noon- 
day, in  the  presence  of  ageless  realities 
we  pause  in  reverence  and,  with  a  deep- 
ening sense  of  obligation  as  servants  of 
this  great  people,  pray  for  courage  to 
attempt,  power  to  achieve,  and  patience 
to  encfure. 

Grant  that  with  these  virtues  we,  who 
hold  the  birthright  of  democratic  tradi- 
tions, may  meet  the  crisis  of  our  time 
with  avowed  faith  in  it,  praying  as 
we  work: 

"Faith  of  our  fathers,  we  will  strive 

To  win  all  nations  unto  Thee, 
And  through  the  truth  that  comes  from 
God 
Mankind  shall  then  be  truly  free. 
Faith  of  our  fathers,  holy  faith! 
We  will  be  true  to  Thee  till  death." 

In  Thy  name  we  pray.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  March 
16,  li^53,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  sec- 
retaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  following  bills  and  joint  reso- 
lution, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  663.  An  act  for  ttae  relief  of  Dr.  Alex- 
ander Fiala; 

H.  R-  673.  An  act  for  the  relief  erf  I>r.  Alex- 
ander D.  Moruzi; 

H.  B.  68a.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  at  Takako 
Kiina; 

H.B.  731.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  James 
Rennlck  Moffett; 

H.  R.  74«.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tibor 
K&lmAn  Jalsovlczky; 

H.  R.  748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anneltese 
Else  Hermine  Wsre  (nee  Neumann); 

H.  R.  757.  An  act  Iot  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ida 
Blfolchlnl; 

H.  R.  777.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
H.  Backus; 

H.  R.  782.  An  act  fear  the  relief  of  Kurt  J. 
Hain  and  Arthur  Karge; 

H.  R.870.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Harry 
Block; 

H.  R.  sao.  An  act  for  tbe  rtiief  of  Dr.  Su- 
zanne Van  Amerongen; 

H.  R.  884.  An  wrt  f  or  tbe  relief  of  Stei^anle 
Marie  Dorcey; 

H.  R.  84«.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Louise  Biackstone; 

H.  R.  965.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  oi  Paula 
Akiyama;  _     ^  , 

H.  B.  1101.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Daniel 
Robert  Leary; 


H.B.  1188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astrid 
Ingeborg   Marquez; 

H.  R.  1192.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl; 

H.  R.  1614.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis; 

H.  R.  1534.  An  act  to  f aciUtate  tbe  manage- 
ment of  the  national  park  system  and  mis- 
cellaneous areaa  adminlatered  in  connection 
with  that  system,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1532.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  addi- 
tion of  certain  Government  lands  to  the  Cape 
Hatteras  National  Seashore  Recreational 
Area  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1704.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Bu^a  Umezaki; 

H.  R.  1967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Stebbins  Construction  Co.; 

H.  R.  2011.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp- 
site and  other  public  purp>oses; 

H.  R.  2013.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Calvary  Bap- 
tist Church,  of  Anchorage,  Alaska,  tat  use 
as  a  church  site; 

H.B.  2018.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  sell  certain  land  to 
Ted   B.   Landoe    and   Roderic    S.   Carpenter; 
H.  R.  2353.   An   act   for  the  relief   of   Ema 
Shelome  Lawter; 

H.  R.  2363.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
H.  Andrews  and  Joseph  T.  Fetsch; 

H.  R.  2561.  An  act  to  further  amend  the 
MUitary  Personnel  Claims  Act  of  1945  by 
exteiuiing  the  time  for  filing  certain  claims 
thereunder,  and  for  other  piu-poses; 

H.  R.  2567.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  26,  1947  (61  Stat.  493),  relating  to  the 
relief  of  certain  disbursing  oacers; 

H.  R.  2624.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Paola 
Boezi   Langforcl; 

H.  R.2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lennle  P.  Riggs.,  James  A.  Carson,  and  Vernon 
L.  Ransom; 

H.  R.  2817.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
A.  Ferris; 

H.  R.  2836.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain  lands 
to  the  State  of  California  for  use  as  a  fair- 
ground by  tbe  10-A  District  Agricultural 
Association.  California; 

H.  R.  8230.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carroll 
O.  Switzer; 

H.  R.  3231.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Sgt. 
Robert  A.  Espe; 

H.  R.  3385.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  de- 
termine the  claim  of  Auf  der  Bdde-Aragona, 
Inc.,  and  certain  of  its  subcontrsctors  against 
the  United  States,  ajod  to  enter  Judgment 
thereon: 

H.  B.S3a8.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Plo 
Valensin; 

H.  R.  3468.  An  act  confwricg  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  the  Bolinross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
Ize  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  furnish  certain  electrical  or  me- 
chanical office  equipment  for  tbe  use  of 
Members,  officers,  and  committees  of  tbe 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  bad  agreed  to  the  following  con- 
current resolutions,  in  which  it  request- 
ed the  coDcurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  Con.  Res.  29.  Concurrent  resiolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  statUK  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens;  luid 

H.  Con.  Res.  73.  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status,  of  perma- 
nent   residence    to    certain    alieiia. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  afiSxed  his  signature  to 
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the  bill  (H.  R.  2466)  to  amend  the  act 
of  July  12,  laSO  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  336), 
as  amended,  which  authorizes  free  post- 
age for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  in  specified  areas,  and 
It  was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore.   

LEAVES  OP  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Holland, 
Mr.  Maybank,  and  Mr.  Symincton  were 
excused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  today  and  the  remainder 
of  the  week. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Clui- 
BNTS  was  excused  from  atti-ndance  on 
the  sessions  of  tJ^e  Senate  on  next  Fri- 
day and  all  of  next  week. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  Lehman  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  session  of  the 
Senate  on  Friday  next. 


accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Ctovernment  Operations. 

DiBPOsmoN  or  Exicutive  Patous 
A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of 
several  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Oov- 
ernment  which  are  not  needed  In  the  con- 
duct of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  Interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  disposition  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  a  Joint  Select  Com- 
n\lttee  on  the  EMspoeitlon  of  Papers  In  the 
Executive  Departments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  appoint- 
ed Mr.  Carlson  and  Mr.  Johnston  of 
South  Carolina  members  of  the  commit- 
tee on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Saltonstall,  and 
by  unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Investigations  of  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  was  author- 
ized to  meet  this  afternoon  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Capkhart.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency  was 
authorized  to  sit  this  afternoon  during 
the  session  of  the  Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
'.  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  Indicated: 

TncpoaAaT  Adxibsion  Into  thx  UNmED  Statis 
or  Obtain  Auzm  Skamkm 
A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  copy  of  an  order 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  dated  January  16,  1953,  au- 
thorizing the  granting  of  conditional  landing 
permits  to  bona  fide  alien  seamen  (with  ac- 
companying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

RkPOKT   ok   CONBTHXTCnON   OF   POTENTIAL   PAT- 

rrrx  Hzights  Unit.  PATrm  Division,  Boisx 
Pboject,  Idaho 

A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  on 
a  plan  for  the  construction  of  the  potential 
Payette  Heights  Unit,  Payette  Division,  Boise 
Project,  Idaho  (with  accompanying  papers): 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insulu 
Affairs. 

Audit  Rxpokt  on  Joint  Sxnatx  and  Housx 
rxcoroing  faciltrt 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  Oeneral, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  the  request  of 
the  former  Clerk  of  the  Hovise  of  Representa- 
tives, dated  November  26,  1952.  an  audit  re- 
port of  the  Joint  Senate  and  House  Record- 
ing Facility,  for  the  period  June  5,  1962,  to 
January  3,  1953  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration. 

AxTDrr  Rxpokt  on  Viboik  Islands  Cobpobation 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Oen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit 
report  on  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1932  (with  an 


PETITICNS  AND  M3MORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore : 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations : 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  14 

"Joint  resolution  relative  to  flood  control 
works  on  the  San  Joaquin  River 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Flood  Control  Act. 
approved  by  Congress  December  22,  1944,  au- 
thorized a  plan  of  Improvement  for  flood 
control,  and  other  purposes,  on  the  San 
Joaquin  River  and  Its  tributaries  In  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief 
Engineer  in  Flood  Control  Committee  Docu- 
ment No.  2,  78th  Congress,  2d  session;  and 

"Whereas  the  legislature  by  section  33  of 
the  State  Water  Resources  Act  of  1945 
adopted  and  authorized  this  plan  of  improve- 
ment;  and 

"Whereas  losses  from  floods  during  1937 
and  1938  throughout  the  San  Joaquin  Basin 
aggregated  more  than  •5,340.000,  and  losses 
from  floods  during  1960  and  1951  in  that 
area  aggregated  over  t9. 340, 000,  and  since 
1900  these  lands  have  suffered  40  damaging 
floods;   and 

"Whereas  the  loss  due  to  flood  damage  in- 
creases with  the  passing  of  years  because  of 
the  Increased  population  and  the  greater 
centralization  of  agriculture  and  industrial 
growth  which  are  subject  to  the  ravages  of 
the  floods;   and 

"Whereas  it  Is  essential  that  the  added 
work  be  done  on  the  San  Joaquin  River  to 
prevent  to  the  extent  possible  further  flood 
damage;   and 

"Whereas  the  completion  and  operation  of 
Friant  Reservoir  makes  it  feasible  to  com- 
mence construction  of  the  unit  of  the  proj- 
ect comprising  channel  Improvement  works 
along  the  San  Joaquin  River  between  the 
Merced  and  Tuolumne  Rivers  and  levee  con- 
struction from  the  mouth  of  the  Merced 
downstream  to  Puerto  Creek  near  the  town 
of  Westley,  and  the  revetment  of  river  t>anks 
and  levees  at  critical  locations  near  the  head 
of  Sacramento-San  Joaquin  Delta,  requiring 
the  expenditure  of  approximately  9800,000; 
and 

"Whereas  Federal  funds  have  not  been 
made  available  for  this  work;  and 

"Whereas  the  State  water  resources  board 
has  included  in  Its  recommendation  to  Con- 
gress for  Federal  flood-control  funds  for  the 
1954  fiscal  year  the  $800,000  required  for  the 
construction  of  this  work,  thus  recognizing 
Its  Importance  to  the  welfare  and  safety  of 
the  people  of  this  State:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  Con- 
gress Is  respectfully  memorialized  to  provide 
the  funds  necessary  to  construct  the  channel 
Improvement  works  along  the  San  Joaquin 
River,  the  levees  from  the  mouth  of  the  Mer- 
ced River  downstream  to  Puerto  Creek,  and 


the  revetment  of  river  banks  and  levees  at 
critical  locations  near  the  head  of  the  Sacra- 
mento-San Joaquin  Delta  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  State  water  re- 
sources board;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate 
submit  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate,  to  the  speaker  of  the  assembly, 
and  to  each  Senator  and  Representative  from 
the  State  of  California  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  the  United  States  Army," 

Two  joint  resolutions  of  the  Lieglslature  of 
the  State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance : 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  10 
"Joint  resolution  concerning  the  restoration 
to  Congress  of  the  fixing  of  tariffs 
"Whereas  it  is  essential  to  the  protection 
of  the  American  standard  of  living  and  the 
American  way  of  life  that  products  of  for- 
eign countries  be  admitted  to  this  country 
only  on  a  basis  which  wUl  not  endanger  the 
living  standards  of  the  American  working 
man  and  the  American  farmer  and  wiU  not 
threaten  serious  economic  injury  to  any 
domestic  Industry;    and 

"Whereas  promotion  of  world  trade  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  should 
adhere  to  this  principle  so  that  the  economic 
status  of  the  American  people  may  be  main- 
tained and  not  reduced  to  that  In  the  de- 
pressed areas  of  the  world  where  work  is 
performed  behind  the  sweatshops  cxirtain; 
and 

"Whereas  while  recent  Imports  of  live  cat- 
tle and  frozen  and  canned  beef  from  Mexico, 
Canada,  New  Zealand,  and  other  areas  have 
dramatically  highlighted  the  problem  with 
respect  to  one  industry,  yet  it  Is  a  problem 
affecting  all  of  the  branches  of  agriculture. 
Industry,  and  commercial  production;  and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  abandoned  its  traditional  function  of 
fixing  tariffs  on  foreign  commerce  entering 
the  United  States  under  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act  of  1934  to  the  executive  depart- 
ment of  the  Oovernment,  which  has  carried 
out  policies  inconsistent  with  the  welfare 
of  American  agriculture,  industry,  and  com- 
merce; now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  (lointly).  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  most 
respectfully  memorializes  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  return  to  Its  traditional 
method  of  fixing  tariffs  based  on  principles 
of  protection  of  American  agriculture.  In- 
dustry, and  commerce,  and  the  standard  of 
living  for  all  American  citizens  created 
thereby:  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  until  Congress  so  acta,  the 
executive  department  of  the  Oovernment 
exercises  its  powers  of  fixing  tariffs  only  in 
accordanace  with  the  traditional  principles 
of  American  policy  as  set  forth  In  this  resolu- 
tion; and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  ot  the  senate 
send  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Secre- 
tatry  of  Agriculture,  the  Chairman  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  Senate,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  each 
Senator  and  Representative  from  California 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 


"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  3 
"Joint   resolution   relative    to    using    money 
collected  by  Federal  gasoline,  diesel  fuel, 
and  lubricating  oil  taxes  upon  Federal-aid 
primary  highway  systems 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Oovernment  Imposes 
a  6-cent-a-gallon  tax  on  lubricating  oil,  and 
a  2-cent-a-gallon  tax  on  gasoline  and  diesel 
fuel  sold  by  the  producer  or  Importer  there- 
of: and 

"Whereas  the  ultimate  burden  of  paying 
such  taxes  is  on  those  who  operate  motor 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2033 


vehicles  over  the  Nation's  highways  and.  who 
use  lubricating  oil  to  lubricate  machinery; 
and 

"Whereas  it  is  only  just  and  equitable  that 
the  revenue  derived  from  such  taxes  be  used 
primarily  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  make 
ihem  possible;    Now,  therefore,  be  It 

■RcM>lved  by  Vie  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  resp)ect- 
lully  memorializes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  amend  the  Federal  gaso- 
line, diesel  fuel,  and  lubricating  oil  tax  acts 
so  that  all  revenues  collected  thereunder 
shall  be  used  solely  for  the  construction, 
Improvement,  repair  and  maintenance  of 
Federal-aid  highway  systems  throughout  the 
United  States;  and  be  it  further 

"ReM)lvcd.  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  as- 
sombly  is  directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this 
resolution  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  President  of  the  Senate,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
to  each  Senator  and  Representative  from 
California  In  the  Congress  of  the  United 
SUtes." 

A  joint  reK>latioB  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Callfornis;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  8 

"Joint   resolution    relative   to    granting   the 

Territory    of    Hawaii    statehood    in    the 

United  States 

"Whereas  for  many  years  the  people  and 
the  governmenU  of  the  State  of  California 
and  Uie  Territory  of  Hawaii  have  enjoyed  the 
most  close  and  friendly  business,  personal, 
and  cultural  relationships:  and 

"Whereas  ih«  psople  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  regardless  of  racial  descent,  at  all 
times  have  demonstrated  their  complete  loy- 
alty to  the  UuiUd  States  and  during  World 
War  II,  particularly,  served  with  great  valor 
and  distinction  In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States;   and 

"Whereas  In  April  of  1950  a  convention 
draiud  a  constitution,  which  was  approved 
by  the  voters  In  the  1950  general  election 
and  also  the  Territorial   Legislature; 

'Whereas  It  is  important  for  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  In  lu  present  status  to  enjoy  the 
sovereignty  to  which  It  Is  entitled  and  to  de- 
velop its  resources  most  advantageously: 
Nuw,  therefore,  be  It 

•Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
Vie  StaU  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Coi^ress  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  urged  and 
memorlaHzed  to  enact  at  this  session  ot  the 
Cnnpress  such  laws  as  will  grant  the  f»«s«»t 
Territory  of  Hawaii  the  status  of  statehood 
In  the  United  States  and  create  the  SUte  of 
H.iwail  as  the  49th  State  of  our  country: 
and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate be  and  he  Is  hereby  directed  to  transmit 
copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  President  c€  the 
Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  at  Rep- 
resentatives, and  to  each  Senator  and  Rep- 
resentative from  California  In  tte  CDnfress 
of  the  United  States.'* 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Slate  of  Kansas;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  3 

"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact 
legislation  providing  for  the  withdrawal 
of  Federal  Government  from  the  fMd  of 
gasoline  taxes 

"Whereas  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  Is  Itrried 
upon  the  users  of  American  highways;  snd 

"Whereas  the  highway  system  of  this 
country  and  the  highway  systems  ot  the 
several  BUtes  sre  rapidly  detcrtarsttn^  be- 
cause the  funds  needed  to  develop  and  main- 
tain a  modem  hlghwajr  zketwk  an  not 
available;  and 


"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  Is  now 
distributing  to  the  States  only  about  two- 
thirds  of  the  revenue  which  it  Is  deriving 
from  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  and  is  divert- 
ing the  remainder  to  its  other  purposes;  and 

"Whereas  If  the  Federal  Government  would 
withdraw  from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes 
and  the  several  States  would  Increase  the 
taxes  Imposed  by  them  on  gasoilne  and 
motor  vehicle  fuels  In  an  amount  equal  to 
the  Federal  tax  on  gasoline,  a  much  larger 
amount  of  revenue  would  be  available  to  the 
several  States  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
and  maintaining  a  modern  system  of  high- 
ways therein;  and 

"Whereas  the  Eleventh  General  Assembly 
of  the  States  which  was  held  in  Chicago,  111., 
in  the  month  of  December  1952  at  which 
practically  all  of  the  States  of  the  United 
States  were  represented,  went  on  record  as 
favoring  the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment from  the  gasoline-tax  field;  and 

"Whereas  the  National  Conferiince  of  Gov- 
ernors and  the  Midwestern  Regional  Con- 
ference of  the  Council  of  State  Goveriunents, 
of  which  the  State  ot  KaJisas  is  a  member, 
have  declared  by  appropriate  resolutions  that 
the  Federal  Government  should  withdraw 
from,  the  gasoline-tax  field:  Now,  theiefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas  (the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curntif  tiiei ein).  That  we  respectfully  urge 
and  request  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  which  will  pro- 
vide for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
eriunent  from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxes; 
and  be  It  further 

"Rex>lued,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
directed  to  transmit  a  copy  of  this  resolu- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  each 
member  of  the  Kansas  delegation  in  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  United  States  Senate  and  to  the  respec- 
tive houses  of  the  legislatures  of  the  several 
States   of  the  United  States.** 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Conuulttee  on 
ApprofMT  latio  ns : 

"Bouse  Joint  Memorial  7 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  Stmtes;  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  Director 
of  Defense  Mobilization;  Secretary  of  De- 
fense; Secretary  of  the  Interior;  the  Gov- 
ernor of  AUaka;  the  Delegate  to  Con- 
gress from  AUukm;  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads;  and  the  AlmskM  Momd  Commis- 
sion, Juneam,  Almska: 
"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  In  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represents  that — 

"Whereas  the  connection  by  road  of  the 
Nenana  coalfield  center  at  Healy,  Alaska,  via 
Nenana,  Alaska,  to  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  Is  Im- 
portant for  the  defense  and  development  of 
the  Interior  of  Alaska:  and 

"Whereas  a  road  constructed  via  Ifenana 
would  make  the  construction  feasible  as  to 
the  foothills  of  the  Tortella  Range  are  so 
located  as  to  give  material,  grade,  and  drain- 
age; and 

"Whereas  the  ranch  needed  Mnk  between 
these  three  ncrthem  communities  would 
open  up  vast  portkkns  of  land  needed  for 
}f\nm»iit*ftiin.g^  grazing,  mining,  and  various 
otber  Industrlss;  and 

"Wtere^  the  travel  of  peraora  to  and  from 
Fairbanks.  N«kana.  Heaiy,  and  Suntrana 
vould  soon  justify  this  constiuctiou  cost 
through  the  rapid  development  of  farming 
and  Industry;  and 

"Whereas  the  coal  st^iply  to  the  military 
as  well  as  the  civilian  Industries  and  popu- 
lation of  the  greater  Fairbanks  area  would 
be  safeguarded  in  case  of  war;  and 

"Whereas  the  bead  at  river  teansportatlon 
Is   located  at  Nenana  lor  ths  Yukon  and 


Tanana  Rivers,  with  the  river  marine  ways 
and  shops  as  well  as  docks  located  at  Nenana, 
thus  giving  all  the  Interior  of  greater  Alaska 
a  direct  link  with  the  United  States  and 
cities  of  Alaska  by  road;  and 

"Whereas  the  Alaska  Road  Commission 
has  surveyed  the  proposed  link  between  Ne- 
nana and  Ritrbanks  In  the  year  at  1961:  aiKl 

"Whereas  the  settlers  and  farmers  of  Ne- 
nana are  waiting  to  bring  cattle  and  farm- 
ing Into  the  little  Gold  Stream  Valley  as 
soon  as  the  road  Is  ccmstnicted:  find 

"Whereas  the  development  of  this  area  Is 
greatly  dependent  on  the  immediate  con- 
struction of  this  60  miles  of  road. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
spectfully urges  the  President  at  the  United 
States,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
Director  of  Defense  Mobilization,  Secretary 
erf  Defense,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
Governor  of  Alaska,  the  Delegate  to  Congress 
from  Alaaks,  the  Bureau  of  PuMlc  Roads, 
and  the  Alaska  Road  CasnmisBion.  Juneau, 
Alasica.  to  appropriate  suflhcient  funds  to 
construct  this  proposed  link  between  Pair- 
banks,  Nenana,  and  Healy,  Alaska,  In  the 
Gonstructlon  year  of  1953. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislattire  of  the 
Territory  of  Alasks;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance : 

"House  Joint  Memorial  14 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepreseHta- 
tives.  and  the  Delegate  From  Alaska: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  session  assembled, 
respectfully  submits  that — 

"Whereas  Alaska's  welfare,  economy,  and 
growth  are  dep>endent  upon  private  enter- 
prise making  use  of  and  developing  all  of  her 
natural  resoiirces;  and 

"Whereas  the  use  and  development  of 
Alaska's  natural  resources  will  Induce  in- 
creased population  of  American  citizens 
with  their  homes,  schools,  and  churches;  and 

"Whereas  the  Initial  risks  In  developing 
the  Territory's  natural  resotirces  are  such  as 
to  deter  the  Investment  of  capital  therein 
without  adequate,  offsetting  incentives;  and 

"Whereas  the  basis  of  an  enduring,  sound 
economy  of  the  Territory  must  be  founded 
upon  productive  Industry  and  Its  wage  earn- 
ers:  and 

"•Whereas  the  entire  United  States  will 
greatly  benefit  by  making  available  to  It  the 
natural  resources  of  Alaska  through  their 
use  and  production;   and 

"Whereas  the  temporary  exemption  of 
taxes  is  the  most  available  and  expedient 
incentive  to  the  Investment  of  risk  capital 
In  the  development  of  Alaska's  natural  re- 
sources, 

"Now,  tber^ore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  ot  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  in 
regular  firrBt"Ti  convened,  requests  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  may  be  pleased 
to  exempt  from  taxation  for  a  period  of  3V2 
years  after  production  conunences  all  Income 
derived  from  the  Industrial  use  and  produc- 
tion of  natural  lesouices  In  the  Territory 
but  limited  to  income  derived  from  capital 
Investment  wbkdi  has  not  been  placed  In 
productive  operatlcm  prior  to  January  1, 
1963. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  every  pray." 

A  oancuixcnt  reaolutlon  at  the  LeglslatQre 
ot  the  auue  of  Iowa,  relating  to  the  tsx  ex- 
emption of  private  contractors  with  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission;  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  jjrlnted  hi  full 
when  presented  by  Mr.  Oh-lbtte  on  March 
16,  196S,  p.  195S,  Ooivsanncnf  AL  Rscoeo. ) 

A  joint  resdutfon  at  the  LcglsJsture  ot  the 
State  of  WastaiogtaD.  relating  to  the  flow 
at  srBM  Wkd  ammunition  to  Arab  Stales;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
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(Sm  lolnt  reaolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  IIagnttson  on  Marcb  16, 

1953,  p.  1059,  COlfOBBBSIOIfAL  RSCOEO.) 

Three  Joint  reeolutlonB  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  ■  Wyoming,  relating  to  the 
boundaries  of  Grand  Teton  National  Park, 
the  quitclaim  of  certain  lands  to  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  and  to  modernize  the  160-acre 
limitation  now  imposed  upon  farm  units  in 
federally  financed  reclamation  projects;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

(See  Joint  resolutions  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  BAKarrr  on  March  16,  1953. 

p.  1950-1900.  COMGKKSSIONAL  Recokd.) 

A  letter  from  the  Deputy  Director.  Civil 
Defensis  Corps.  Adjutant  General's  Depart- 
ment, State  of  Ohio,  Columbus,  Ohio,  trans- 
mitting a  copy  of  a  Civil  Defense  and  Mutual 
Aid  Interstate  Compact  entered  Into  between 
the  State  of  Ohio  and  the  States  of  Connect- 
icut. Delaware.  Florida.  Maryland,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  West  Virginia 
(with  an  accompaniring  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  OOLU WATER: 

A  Joint  reaolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

"House  Joint  Memorial  5 
"Joint  memorial   requesting  the   establish- 
ment of  an  additional  international  gate  at 

Nogales.  Ariz. 
"To  the  Congreaa  of  the  United  States: 

"Yova  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 

"The  present  border  inspection  facilities 
«t  Nogales,  Ariz.,  are  entirely  Inadequate  due 
to  heavy  traffic  and  the  tremendoiis  growth 
of  Amboe  Nogales  and  surrounding  territory. 

"With  the  completion  of  the  Nogales- 
Mezico  City  highway  it  will  be  impossible  to 
handle  the  large  Increase  of  commercial  and 
tourist  travel  in  both  directions. 

"The  present  border  inspection  facilities 
are  so  situated  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  at- 
tempt to  enlarge  them. 

"It  has  been  officially  estimated  that  the 
cost  of  establishing  additional  border  in- 
spection facilities  would  be  approximately 
•170,000. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Arizona,  prays: 

"That  the  Congress  appropriate  the  sum 
of  $170,000  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
additional  border  inspection  facilities  at  No- 
gales. Ariz." 


JOINT  RESOLXmONS   OP  LEGISLA- 
TURE OF  THE  STATE  OP  NEVADA 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  three  Joint  resolutions  of  the 
Legislatufe  of  the  State  of  Nevada.  They 
are  Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  1. 
memorializing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  reduce  the  Federal  ex- 
cise tax  on  distilled  spirits;  Assembly 
Joint  Resolution  No.  5.  ratifying  a  de- 
fense plan  to  provide  a  secondary  line  of 
defense  railway  from  San  Pedro.  Calif., 
to  Portland,  Oreg.,  via  Hawthorne,  Nev.; 
to  provide  for  reserves  of  fuel,  food, 
medicine,  and  other  supplies,  providing 
locations  for  storage  and  other  matters 
connected  therewith;  and  Assembly 
Joint  Resolution  No.  28.  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
make  an  appropriation  for  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Immediate  construction  of 
that  portion  of  the  central  Arizona  proj- 
ect known  as  the  Bridge  Canyon  Dam 
and  BrldgeCviyon  powerplant. 

I  ask  imanlmous  consent  that  the 
Joint  resolutions  be  appropriately  re- 
ferred and  printed  In  the  Ricou. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolutions  were  received,  referred,  and. 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  In 
the  RscoRD.  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Finance: 

"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  1 
"Joint   resolution   memorializing    the   Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  reduce  the 
Federal  excise  tax  on  distilled  splrlU 
"Whereas  between  1941  and  1951  the  Fed- 
eral excise  tax  on  distilled  spirits  has  been 
increased  16a>4  percent;  and 

"Whereas  In  the  same  period  the  median 
increase  in  Federal  excise  taxes  on  44  other 
product  groups  subject  to  Federal  excise 
taxes  was  but  4514  percent:  and 

"Whereas  since  pre-World  War  n,  the  pro- 
portion of  the  average  retail  price  consisting 
of  tax  has  Increased  89  percent  In  the  case 
of  distilled  spirits,  whereas  It  has  decreased 
19  percent  in  the  case  of  cigarettes  and  21 
percent  in  the  case  of  gasoline;  and 

"Whereas  some  half  million  families  In  the 
United  states  of  America  look  to  the  produc- 
tion and  sale  of  distilled  spirits  as  their 
source  of  livelihood;  and 

"Whereas  some  400,000  families  In  the 
United  States  of  America  have  an  ownership- 
participation  in  one  branch  or  another  of  the 
dlstllled-splrlts  Industry;  and 

"Whereas  on  the  basis  of  recent  financial 
statements,  the  profits  available  to  stock- 
holders in  distilling  companies  has  declined 
between  $52  million  and  $103  million  and  the 
resale  value  of  their  stock  holdings  has  de- 
clined some  $200  million;  and 

"Whereas  In  the  year  1952  the  lawful  sales 
of  distilled  spirits  declined  by  some  27  mil- 
lion gallons  over  the  previous  year,  thus 
causing  a  loss  of  revenue  to  the  Federal 
Government,  as  well  as  to  employees  and 
stockholders;  and 

"Whereas  the  latest  Increase  In  the  Federal 
excise  tax  on  distilled  spirits  has  cost  the 
American  consiuner  some  $346  million  over 
the  cost  for  the  same  gaaionage  at  the  previ- 
ous tax  rate;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  Federal  excise  tax 
on  distilled  spirits  Is  obviously  discrimi- 
natory and  confiscatory  and  economically 
unsound,  and  causes  a  very  substantial  re- 
duction in  the  tax  revenues  of  the  several 
States,  as  well  as  of  the  Federal  Government: 
Now,  therefcHre,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  {jointly).  That  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  of  America  be.  and 
it  hereby  is.  memorialized  to  reduce  the  Fed- 
eral excise  tax  on  distilled  splrlU  from  Its 
present  dlscrlnilnatory  and  confiscatory  rate 
of  $10.50  per  gallon  to  $6  per  gallon,  which  Is 
still  50  percent  above  the  applicable  tax  rate 
in  1941;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  duly  certified  copies  of 
this  resolution  be  forthwith  transmitted  by 
the  secretary  of  state  of  the  State  of  Nevada 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  of  America;  the  speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America;  each  of  the  United  States  Senators 
from  the  State  of  Nevada;  and  the  Members 
of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Nevada." 

To  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services: 
"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  5 
"Joint  resolution  ratifying  a  defense  plan 
to    provide   a   secondary    line   of    defense 
railway  from  San  Pedro,' Calif.,  to  Portland. 
Oreg.,  via  Hawthorne,  Nev.;  to  provide  for 
reserves  of  fuel,  food,  medicine,  and  other 
supplies,   providing    locations   for   storage 
and  other  matters  connected  therewith 
"Whereas  in  the  light  of  the  present  situ- 
ation of  world  events  It  appears  likely  that 
an  outbreak  of  war  on  our  Pacific  cocut  would 
generate  an  exodus  of  people  from  the  coastal 
metropolitan  cities  to  certain  areas  In  Ne- 
vada, more  particularly  the  area  around  the 
eastern  part  of  the  Sierra  Nevadas;  and 


"Whereas  the  Secretary  of  Defense  In 
Washington,  D.  C,  In  conjuncton  with  the 
commjittee  on  civil  defense  for  the  State  of 
Nevada  are  presently  considering  plans  of 
defense;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  Imperative  that  we  estab- 
lish large  reserves  of  fuel,  food,  medicine, 
and  other  supplies  In  strategic  locations;  and 
"Whereas  the  replacement  of  trackage  on 
the  abandoned  Mlna,  Nev.,  to  Bishop.  Calif., 
road  bed  will  complete  a  direct  San  Pedro- 
Hawthorne-Portland  east  of  the  Sierra  na- 
tional defense  railway  by  the  usage  of  rail- 
roads already  serving  between  these  two  ex- 
treme points.  It  Is  requested  that  the 
'missing  link'  In  this  railway  system  be 
filled:  Therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  In  Washington,  D.  C.  be 
memorialized  to  consider  a  plan  of  defense 
for  the  western  United  States,  to  Include  a 
railroad  from  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  to  Portland. 
Greg.,  via  Hawthorne,  Nev.;  and  be  It  further 
"Resolved,  That  the  said  Secretary  of  De- 
fense In  Washington,  D.  C,  In  conjunction 
with  the  committee  on  civil  defense  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  establish  reserves  of  fuel, 
food,  medicine,  and  other  supplies  in  stra- 
tegic locallUes  east  of  the  Sierra  Nevada 
mountains  with  the  following  points  of  stor- 
age suggested:  Bishop.  Calif.;  Tonopah  and 
Goldfleld,  Nev.;  Ely,  Nev.;  Wells,  Nev.;  Eko, 
Nev.;  Wlnnemucca,  Nev.;  Las  Vegas.  Nev.; 
Yerlngton,  Nev,:  Lovelock.  Nev.;  Fallon.  Nev.; 
Mlna  and  Schurz.  Nev.;  Reno,  Carson  City, 
and  Gardnervllle,  Nev.;  Gerlach.  Northern 
Washoe  County,  Nev.;  others  as  may  be  se- 
lected; and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  committee  of  civil  de- 
fense for  the  State  of  Nevada  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  In  Washington,  D.  C,  be 
memorialized  to  begin  concrete  conzldera- 
tlon  of  this  plan  as  soon  as  possible  in  the 
interest  of  public  safety;  and  be  It  further 
"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  to  our  congressional  dele- 
gation In  Washington,  D.  C:   to  the  com- 
manding general  of  the  Sixth  Army  at  the 
Presidio,  San  Francisco,  Calif.;   to  the  com- 
manding officer.  Naval  Ammunition  Depot, 
Hawthorne,  Nev.;  to  the  commanding  officer. 
Sierra   Ordnance  Depot,  Herlong.   Calif.:    to 
the  commanding  officer,  Naval  Test  Labora- 
tories, Inyokern,  Calif;  to  the  commandants 
of   the   Eleventh.   Twelfth,   and  Thirteenth 
naval  districts;    and  that  50  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  furnished  to  Charles  A.  Hendei. 
Mineral  County  Assemblyman  and  initiator 
of  this  proposal." 
To  the  Committee  on  Appropriations: 
"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  28 
"Joint    resolution    memorializing    the    Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  make  an  ap- 
propriation for  and  to  provide  for  the  Im- 
mediate construction  of  that  portion  of 
the  central  Arizona  project  known  as  the 
Bridge  Canyon  Dam  and  Bridge  Canyon 
power  plant 

"Whereas  the  central  Arizona  project  plans 
for  the  development  of  water  for  Irrigation 
and  power  development  purposes  on  the 
Colorado  River  and  the  development  of  elec- 
tric energy  Is  of  tremendous  Importance  to 
the  Southwest  and  the  needs  of  the  defense 
program  of  our  Nation;  and 

"Whereas  the  legislation  necessary  to  for- 
ward the  project  and  develop  the  great  area 
of  the  Pacific  Southwest  has  been  bitterly 
opposed  In  the  courts,  and  by  disputations 
between  the  States  of  Arizona  and  California 
over  water  rights  and  use  of  the  water  in- 
volved, and  it  appears  that  it  will  be  many 
years  before  these  arguments  and  disputes 
can  be  settled:  and 

"Whereas  the  best  Interests  of  the  States 
of  the  Pacific  Southwest  and  the  national 
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defense  program  will  be  served  by  the  im- 
mediate construction  of  the  Bridge  Canyon 
Dam  and  Bridge  Canyon  power  plant  with- 
out  at  this  time  attempting  to  make  any 
determination  as  to  the  water  claims  of  the 
service   SUtes:    Now.    therefore,    be    it 

•Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  this  body 
hereby  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  give  Its  Immediate  approval 
to  the  construction  of  the  Bridge  Canyon 
Dam  and  Bridge  Canyon  power  plant,  to  au- 
thorize contracts  for  the  construction  of 
those  structures  and  to  make  necessary  ap- 
propriations therefor,  for  the  purpxase  of  im- 
pounding the  water  and  generating  elec- 
tricity and  without  regard  to  Irrigation  de- 
velopment; and  be  It  further 

•  Reaolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  Is  hereby  directed  to 
forward  certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to 
each  of  our  Senators  and  to  our  Representa- 
tives m  Congress,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  to  the  President  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States."  * 


RFSOLUTIONS  OP  GENERAL  COURT 
OF  COMMONWEALTH  OP  MAS- 
SACHUSETTS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
on  behalf  of  myself,  and  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
I  Mr.  Kennedy!,  I  present  for  appro- 
priate reference  two  resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  Massachusetts  relat- 
ins  to  the  granting  of  United  Slates  citi- 
zen.ship  to  certain  mothers  and  fathers, 
and  to  increase  the  quota  of  immigrants 
from  Italy.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  resolutions  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  and,  under  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  to  enact 
legislation  whereby  certain  mothers  and 
fathers  may  be  granted  United  States  citi- 
zenship 

Whereas  many  mothers  and  fathers  whose 
sons  have  made  the  supreme  sacrifice  In  the 
service  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  our  country 
during  World  War  II  and  during  the  Korean 
campaign  are  resident  aliens  desirous  of  em- 
bracing United  States  citizenship,  but  are 
unable  to  do  so  because  of  their  Inability 
to  comply  with  certain  educational  require- 
ments In  the  naturalization  law:  Therefore 
be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts memorializes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  appropriate  legisla- 
tion whereby  alien  mothers  and  fathers 
whose  sons  lost  their  lives  In  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  In  time  of  war 
may  be  granted  United  States  citizenship, 
notwithstanding  their  Inability  to  speak. 
read,  or  write  the  English  language  or  to 
siRu  their  names;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forthwith  transmitted  by  the  State  secre- 
tary to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
to  the  presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of 
Congress,  and  to  each  Member  thereof  from 
this  Commonwealth. 

Resolutions  memorializing  the   Congress  of 

the  United  States  to  increase  the  quota  of 

immigrants   from  Italy 

Whereas  Italian  Immigration  to  this  coun- 
try was  not  allowed  during  World  War  II, 
inasmuch  as  Italy  under  Its  dictatorship  was 
a  belligerent  against  this  country;  and 

Whereas  Italy  lias  during  these  past  sev- 
eral  years  reconstructed  her  politico-social 


structure  on  the  basis  of  democratic  prin- 
ciples, and  has  fully  assumed  her  share  of 
responsibility  In  the  mutual  defense  of  the 
peace-loving  democratic  nations;  and 

Whereas  Italy,  In  her  present  active  par- 
ticipation in  the  AUanUc  Pact,  has  demon- 
strated her  international  position  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  spread  of  communism;  and 

Whereas  the  freedom-loving  people  of 
Italy,  who  were  dictated  Into  the  Second 
World  War,  have  now  taken  their  position 
with  the  peoples  of  the  free  nations  of  the 
world  in  the  struggle  against  Communist 
aggression:   Therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts hereby  requests  the  Congress  of 
the  United  SUtes  to  revise  the  Immigration 
laws  so  that  the  present  quota  of  Immigra- 
tion from  Italy  will  be  so  Increased  ae  to 
permit  an  additional  number  of  immigrants 
equivalent  to  the  number  of  immigrants  pro- 
hibited during  the  period  of  belligerency; 
and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  forthwith  by  the  secretary 
of  the  Commonwealth  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  presiding  officer  of 
each  branch  of  the  Congress,  and  to  the 
Members  thereof  from  the  Commonwealth. 

TTie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  two  resolution's  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  identical  with  the  fore- 
going, which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN  PROGRAM- 
RESOLUTION  OP  MEMBERS  OF 
NEBRASKA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  resolution 
adopted  by  members  of  the  Nebraska 
Legislature,  relating  to  the  enactment  of 
legislation  to  provide  sufficient  funds  for 
carrying  forward  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record  without  the  signatures 
attached,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  and  the  economy  of  the  Nation  as  a 
whole  sustained  staggering  losses  in  the 
fioods  of  1951  and  1952,  and  the  basin  and 
the  Nation  will  remain  vulnerable  to  similar 
disasters  until  the  authorized  program  now 
partially  under  construction  Is  completed  as 
a  whole;  and 

Whereas  a  soil  conservation  program 
should  be  coordinated  with  the  existing  au- 
thorized conservation  program  in  the  Mis- 
souri River  Basin:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Members  of  the  Nebraska 
Legislature  in  6Sth  Session  Assembled: 

1.  Tliat  the  Congress  appropriate  the  funds 
recommended  in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954  for  carrying  forward  tiie  Missouri 
River  Basin  program,  specifically  the  funds 
for  work  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  on  the 
Garrison,  Oahe,  Fort  Randall,  and  Gavins 
Point  Reservoirs,  on  the  agrictiltural  levees, 
and  for  the  channel  stabilization  work  from 
Sioux  City  to  the  mouth  of  the  Missouri 
River. 

2.  That  the  Congress  enact  legislation  to 
authorize  a  soil  conservation  program  coor- 
dinated with  the  existing  authorized  water 
conservation  program  in  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  at 
an  accelerated  rate. 


GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  GENERAL  PUB- 
LIC-SCHOOL EDUCATION— RESO- 
LUTION OF  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY 
OP  INDIANA 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rscoro,  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution No.  5.  adopted  by  the  88th  session 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  Indiana, 
opposing  the  enactment  of  legislation 
providing  grants-in-aid  for  general  pub- 
lic-school education.  The  concurrent 
resolution  was  officially  transmitted  to 
me  by  the  principal  clerk  of  the  Indiana 
House  of  Representatives. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and. 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 
House  Enrolled  Concurrent  Resolution  5' 

Concurrent    resolution     memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  not  to  en- 
act Federal   legislation   providing  grants- 
in-aid  for  general  public  school  education 
Continuously  for  the  past    16   years,   the 
control    by   local   citizens  over   their  public 
schools    has    been    under   threat    by   forces 
which  have  presented  bills  before  Congress 
calling  for  a  nationwide  Federal  subsidy  of 
the  public  schools. 

Those  who  advocate  this  departure  from 
our  traditional  system  of  local  and  State 
support  for  general  public  education  Insist — 
and  In  every  bill  so  far  presented  to  the 
National  Congress  they  have  pledged — that 
th6  States  and  local  school  units  shall  be 
free  to  administer  their  own  educational 
systems  without  Interference  from  Washing- 
ton. Their  insistence  makes  clear  they  rec- 
ognize that  Federal  control  Is  Inherent  In 
any  system  of  Federal  aid.  There  Is  no 
record  or  Instance  of  an  existing  Federal 
grant-in-aid  that  Is  not  accompanied  with 
Federal  regulations  and  controls.  There  is, 
moreover,  no  way  to  make  a  promise  of  non- 
interference binding.  Congress  may  at  any 
time  write  a  new  law.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  Is  only  rational  that  the  Federal 
Government  ultimately  would  8up>ervlse  that 
which  It  subsidizes.  The  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  has  stated  that  such  is 
a  natural  and  legal  consequence.  Our  Presi- 
dent, Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower,  at  a  time  when 
he  was  head  of  Columbia  University,  said, 
"The  Federal  Government  has  no  right  to 
take  money  out  of  our  pockets  and  then  give 
It  back  to  us  without  some  form  of  super- 
vision." 

When  such  controls  develop,  one  of  our 
basic  freedoms — the  right  of  a  free  people  to 
think — Is  threatened.  Such  freedom  Is  not 
found  In  totalitarian  countries.  We  should 
not  want  to  destroy  it  here. 

There  are  many  other  substantial  reasons 
why  Federal  aid  to  education  should  be  op- 
posed. General  education  Is  not  properly  a 
function  of  the  Federal  Government.  Both 
the  Federal  Constitution  and  tradition  in 
this  country  make  it  a  matter  of  State  and 
local  concern.  It  is  better  controlled  locally 
by  a  system  that  has  democratically  brought 
oxu-  people  Into  direct  contacts  with  their 
own  schools.  Federal  grants-in-aid  would 
surely  weaken  local  initiative  as  we  liave  it 
today.  Moreover.  Federal  grants  would  in- 
evitably tend  toward  standardization,  and 
regimentation  of  edudbtion.  a  situation 
clcj>Tly  repugnant  to  Hoosiers  who  resist  out- 
side Interference  in  tlie  management  of  their 
affaln.. 

The  .Jleged  objectives  to  be  realized  by 
Federal  aid  to  education.  It  has  been  proved, 
can  be  secured  by  State  and  local  govem- 
menU  without  recourse  to  Federal  aid. 
Squallzation  of  educational  opportunity  is 


I 


2036 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  18 


'h 


f!. 

m 


!« 

k. 

IJj: 
ii 


proceeding  rapidly  under  the  ausploee  oT 
State  and  local  goTemments,  and  even  In 
the  so-called  poor  States  recent  economic 
progress  has  reduced  rabstantlally  the  dis- 
parity In  educational  oppc»1;unltle8  that  for- 
merly existed.  Clearly,  one  of  the  major 
reasons  for  low  per  capita  spending  for 
public  schools  In  those  States  In  the  past  has 
been  due  to  unwillingness  of  the  States 
themselTes  to  ImproTe  their  own  school  sys- 
tems, particularly  the  schools  for  their 
Negro  children. 

On  the  national  scene  it  Is  obvious  that 
ovir  National  Ooremment  must  reduce  rather 
than  Increfkse  Its  spending.  The  proposals 
to  subsidize  general  education  would  only 
further  demoralize  the  Federal  budget  at  a 
time  when  an  enormous  national  debt  already 
Is  Imposing  serious  and  onerous  financial 
burdens  upon  further  generations.  Our  na- 
tional ofltclals  have  set  a  goal  of  balancing  the 
Federal  budget  and  ending  deficit  spending 
and  recognize  this  Is  urgent  to  prevent  dis- 
astrous Infiatlon.  They  cannot  do  so  If  new 
programs  of  vast  Federal  spending  are  to  be 
adopted. 

Before  calling  on  the  Federal  Government 
for  grants-in-aid,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that 
It  Is  necessary  for  the  States  to  assume  their 
rightful  obligations  by  putting  their  own 
houses  In  order.  The  Interference  of  the 
Federal  Government  on  the  educational 
scene  at  this  time  not  only  would  perpetuate 
uneconomic  school  organizations  which  pre- 
vent Increased  efficiency  In  our  local  school 
systems,  but  would  unfairly  call  upon  such 
States  as  Indiana  to  carry  the  financial  bur- 
den of  Improving  school  systems  In  other 
States,  none  of  which  has  as  yet  proved  con- 
clusively Its  dire  need  for  Federal  assist- 
ance. It  Is  the  enormous  Increase  In  Federal 
spending  and  taxation  that  has  preempted 
almost  every  method  of  taxation  and  made 
the  financing  of  State  and  local  government 
so  difficult.  We  must  halt  this  trend  or  this 
country  will  go  all  the  way  to  strong,  cen- 
tralized Federal  Government  and  the  de- 
struction of  State  and  local  government, 
which  Is  one  of  the  goals  of  socialism :  There- 
fore be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  In- 
diana {the  Senate  concurring): 

SccnoN  1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  refrain  from  enacting  any  leg- 
islation which  would  provide  a  Federal  sub- 
sidy for  general  public  school  education, 
thereby  opening  the  way  for  Federal  controls 
and  supervision  over  a  function  that  clearly 
Is  the  responsibility  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernment. 

Sec.  2.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
to  all  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  all  governors  of  the  various 
States. 


THE  ARAB  REFUGEE  PROBLEM- 
TELEGRAM 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  telegram  addressed  to  me 
by  various  citizens  of  Boston,  Mass.. 
dealing  with  the  disturbing  problem  of 
Arab  refugees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rjkoord,  as  follows: 

Boston,  Mass.,  March  16,  1953. 
The  Honorable  WiiXiam  Langkb. 

Chairman.  Senate  Judiciary  Committee, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C: 

We  imanlmously  commend  your  efforts  to 
find  a  Just  and  fair  solution  to  the  dlstvirblng 
4a»h  refugee  problem  by  seeking  the  ap- 
pMnUnent  of  a  Senate  committee  to  Investi- 


gate It.  By  80  doing  you  are  bettering  Arab- 
American  relations  In  an  area  of  vitally  stra- 
tegic Importance  to  the  free  world. 

Syrian  and  Lebanese  Relief  Association 
of  Boston:  Roger  J.  Ablzald.  M.  D.. 
President;  Marie  Karell;  James  Kar- 
rell;  Frederick  Assad;  Mary  Assad: 
Charles  Ablzald;  Mary  Ayash:  Ernest 
Ayash;  R.  S.  Ferris;  Edna  Jabbour; 
LllUan  Barakat;  Naheel  Bourjally; 
Anoon  Mudarrl;  K.  Mudarrl;  Ellas  K. 
Matthew;  Shareen  K.  Matthew;  Nas- 
slm  Khouii;  George  Ablzald;  Jo- 
sephine Ablzald:  Joseph  Hourl;  Emllle 
Hourl;  Mrs.  Roger  Ablzald;  Mrs.  Edna 
Kamer;  Crandon  Samya;  Mrs.  Mabel 
Samya;  J.  Sheffield,  Esq.;  Mrs.  Linda 
M.  Sawyer;  Richard  Sawyer;  Dr.  Philip 
Sawyer;  Sadie  Jahjah;  Selma  Saba; 
Sophie  Derany;  Issa  Saba;  Hannah 
Shaklr;  N.  George  Sabbagh;  Mrs.  Helen 
Sabbagh;  Adele  Sabbagh;  Allla  M. 
Malouf;  Adalia  N.  Malouf;  John 
Samaha;  Mrs.  Joseph  Jabally;  Joseph 
Jabaily;  Mrs.  Hanny  Maouf;  FarrU  S. 
Malouf,  Esq.;  Hanna  E>ow;  Nazlra  Ab- 
dallah;  Joseph  Resha. 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  SPOKANE  PUBLIC 
F-ORUM 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  two  resolutions  adopted  by 
the  Public  Forum  of  Spokane,  dealing 
with  matters  of  great  interest  to  the 
people  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

To  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

"Whereas  in  the  past  few  years,  the  Hon- 
orable Isnx>aK  E>oixiNGEB,  of  New  York,  has 
Introduced  resolutions  asking  for  an  In- 
vestigation regarding  the  reestabllshment  of 
cartels  and  the  resumption  of  power  by  for- 
mer Nazis  and  the  resurgence  of  fascism  and 
antl-SemltIsm  In  Germany.  No  action  has 
been  taken  on  these  resolutions.    Why?    And 

"Whereai.  jne  Alfred  Krupp,  archenemy  of 
the  free  world  in  1948  was  sentenced  to  12 
years  In  prison  for  unspeakable  torture  and 
crimes,  now  paroled,  again  beads  the  Elrupp 
war-munition  plant  by  negotiation  with  top 
war  diplomats  in  the  United  States:  Be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Spokane  Public  Forum 
go  on  record  challenging  the  Members  of 
Congress  for  being  remiss  in  their  duty  to 
their  constituents  by  not  taking  definite  ac- 
tion to  stop  the  rearming  of  Nazi  Germany. 
That  you  apologize  to  the  Honorable  IsrooRi 
DoLLiNGEK  for  your  negligence  In  this  matter. 
"Thos.   L.  Lynch, 

"President. 
"Jos.  E.  NEsarrr. 

"Secretary." 

To  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration : 

"Whereas  the  Honorable  Wiixiam  Langes 
of  North  Dakota  has  introduced  a  bill  call- 
ing for  a  change  In  the  voting  age  of  our 
citizens,  making  it  eligible  to  vote  at  18 
years  instead  of  21  years:  Be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Spokane  Public  Forum 
go  on  record  commending  the  distinguished 
Senator  for  action  taken  in  this  long  delayed 
Important  step  to  give  ovir  boys  the  right  to 
vote,  seeing  we  draft  them  to  defend  the 
Nation  against  foreign  foes  we  have  made. 
They  are  old  enough  to  defend  us  on  foreign 
soil,  and  old  enough  to  defend  their  country 
from  corrupt  politicians  who  are  breaking 
down  our  democracy. 

"Thomas  Ltnch, 

"President. 
"Joseph  X.  Nbsbitt, 

"Secretary." 


FORT  TOTTEN  HOSPITAL.  BENSON, 
N.  DAK.— RESOLUTION  OF  CROF- 
TON  LODGE,  NO.  3,  INDEPENDENT 
ORDER  OP  ODD  FELLOWS,  DEVILS 
LAKE,  N.  DAK. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RECtMiD,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
members  of  Crofton  Lodge  No.  3  of  the 
Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  of 
Devils  Lake,  N.  Dak.,  relating  to  the  con- 
tinued operation  of  the  Port  Totten  Hos- 
pital, at  Benson,  N.  Dak. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  we,  the  members  of  Crofton  Lodge 
of  t/ie  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows 
No.  3  of  Devils  Lake,  N.  Dak.,  have  been  In- 
formed that  the  Federal  Government 
through  its  departments  and  agencies  have 
determined  to  close  Port  Totten  Hospital, 
located  on  the  Fort  Totten  Indian  Reserva- 
tion in  Benson  County,  N.  Dak.;  and 

Whereas  the  members  of  this  lodge  have 
for  the  past  many  years  observed  the  func- 
tions and  benefits  which  the  said  hospital 
has  rendered  to  the  Indian  iwpulatlon  lo- 
cated upon  the  Fort  Totten  Indian  Reserva- 
tion; and 

Whereas  the  only  other  hospital  facilities 
within  a  reasonable  distance  on  the  said 
Indian  reservation  are  located  at  Devils  Lake. 
N.  Dak.,  and  that  the  said  hospitals  are 
already  being  utilized  to  their  capacity; 
and 

Whereas  we  feel  that  the  facilities  of  the 
Fort  Totten  Hospital  are  necessary  to  serve 
the  community  of  Indians  residing  upon 
the  said  reservation,  and  that  proper  and 
adequate  service  cannot  and  will  not  be 
rendered  to  them  if  they  should  be  forced 
aa  a  result  of  the  closing  of  said  hospital 
to  depend  upon  other  present  available  hos- 
pital facilities  In  the  area:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it  hereby 

Resolved,  in  regular  meeting  assembled. 
That  it  be  and  hereby  Is  the  recommendation 
of  Crofton  Lodge  of  the  Independent  Order 
of  Odd  Fellows  No.  3,  DevUs  Lake.  N.  Dak., 
that  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  of  the 
Department  of  Interior  of  the  United  States 
of  America  take  the  necessary  steps  to  con- 
tinue the  operation  of  the  Fort  Totten  Hos- 
pital located  upon  the  Fort  Totten  Indian 
Reservation  In  Benson  County,  N.  Dak.,  op- 
erated and  maintained  by  the  said  Depart- 
ment as  a  function  of  the  Government;  be 
It  further 

Resohed,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  each  of  the  Congressmen  and 
Senators  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota  and 
to  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Department 
of  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  BLACK  HILLS 
SIOUX  NATION  COUNCIL 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in 
receipt  of  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  J.  M. 
Cooper,  area  director.  Black  Hills  Sioux 
Nation  Council.  Aberdeen.  S.  Dak.,  to- 
gether with  various  resolutions  adopted 
by  that  Council.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  letter  and  resolutions  be 
appropriately  referred  and  printed  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  resolutions  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
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fairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 

Record,  as  follows: 

Abehdecn  Area  OmcE, 
Aberdeen.  S.  Dak..  September  25,  1952. 
Mr    Edwin  Reddoob. 

Chairman.  Black  Hills  Siottx  Nation 
Council.  Poplar,  Mont. 

Dear  Mb.  Reddoob:  We  have  carefully  re- 
viewed the  resolutions  passed  by  the  Black 
Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  on  July  22.  1952, 
(uirilcularly  as  it  relates  to  the  area  offices. 
Following  this  review  we  can  only  assume 
that  the  Council  is  not  fully  informed  con- 
cernlne  the  formation  and  functions  of  the 
area  cfflces. 

In  no  instances  have  program  people  who 
deiil  directly  with  the  Indians  on  extension 
and  credit,  relief,  education,  health,  and  any 
other  program  directly  affecting  the  Indians 
been  moved  to  the  area  offices.  Actually  the 
program  people  in  the  area  offices  were  ob- 
tained from  the  central  office  and  particular- 
ly from  field  supervisors  reporting  to  the 
central  office  under  the  former  organizational 
setup.  The  authorities  of  the  sujDerintend- 
ents  with  reBjject  to  these  programs  remain 
substantially  the  same  as  before  the  area  of- 
fices were  established. 

As  stated  above  authorities  were  not  taken 
away  from  the  superintendents,  but  various 
authorities  which  had  been  retained  in  the 
Washington  office  have  now  been  delegated 
to  the  area  offices  bringing  such  reviewing 
authorities  of  these  programs  closer  to  the 
Indians  rather  than  further  away  as  implied 
by  the  resolutions.  Much  quicker  action  is 
now  possible  by  having  these  authorities  In 
the  area  offices  than  was  the  case  when  they 
were  In  Washington. 

It  Is  true  that  certain  housekeeping  func- 
tions were  transferred  from  the  agencies  and 
centralized  in  the  area  offices.  It  was  nec- 
essary to  do  this  because  of  the  cut  in  ap- 
propriations. Even  though  this  had  not  been 
forced  upon  us  it  would  still  be  to  the  ad- 
Viuitage  of  the  Service  to  centralize  book- 
keei)ing.  personnel,  and  other  housekeeping 
functions  where  the  work  can  be  specialized 
and  compliance  had  with  the  laws  and  regu- 
lation."?. While  the  transfer  of  these  func- 
tions have  removed  a  few  employees  from 
the  agency  staffs,  it  has  not  had  an  adverse 
effect  on  the  programs  directly  concerned 
with  the  Indians.  Incidentally  administra- 
tive officers  positions  at  five  agencies  have 
recently  been  reestablished  as  funds  became 
available. 

We  sincerely  believe  that  the  Indians,  the 
superintendents  and  the  program  people  on 
the  reservations  are  now  getting  better  and 
quicker  service  from  the  area  offices  than  they 
did  when  they  had  to  go  all  way  to  Washing- 
ton. The  organization  of  the  Indian  Bu- 
reau has  been  studied  by  various  commis- 
sions and  private  concerns  and  they  all  rec- 
ommended and  endorsed  the  present  organi- 
zation, which  has  prcvecf  to  be  successful  In 
other  branches  of  the  Government  and  in 
liu-ge  business  concerns. 
Sincerely  yoxirw. 

J.  M.  COOPEB, 

Area  Director. 
P  S — This  letter  is  in  reference  to  the 
resolutions  passed  at  a  special  meeting  held 
at  Rosebud,  S.  Dak.,  on  July  1,  2,  and  3  of 
this  year,  the  following  are  the  resolutions: 
Extension  and  Loan  Program.  In  Regards  to 
Land  Policy.  Land  "Itansaction,  Relief  and 
Welfare. 

In  the  event  you  do  not  have  copies  of  the 
above  resolutions,  I  suggest  that  you  con- 
tact Mr.  Antolne  Roubldeaux,  secretary  of 
the  Rosebud  Sioux  Tribal  Council,  to  obtain 
copies. 

Very  sincerely, 

E^OWIN  J.  Reddoor, 
Chairman.  Local  BHSNC  (Fort 
Peck  Reservation). 


Resolution  41 

Whereas  when  the  various  area  offices  were 
established  many  of  the  field  personnel  were 
moved  from  the  agencies  to  the  area  offices 
with  a  resultant  loss  of  services  to  the  In- 
dians where  the  services  are  actually  needed; 
and 

Whereas  respective  tribal  council  are  of 
the  opinion  that  eventual  integration  Into 
society  of  the  Indians  could  be  accom- 
plished much  more  effectively  and  expedi- 
tiously If  the  personnel  and  services  were 
restored  to  the  agency  level;  and 

Whereas  the  area  office  at  Aberdeen, 
S.  Dak.,  has  proven  Itself  to  be  Ineffective 
and  unnecessary,  having  contributed  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  respective  tribal  council, 
not  one  Item  of  benefit  to  the  Indians  that 
It  constitutes  one  more  hurdle  to  be  sur- 
mounted in  the  completion  of  xny  item  of 
tribal  and  Individual  business  with  the  In- 
dian Office;  and  that  such  work  as  is  per- 
formed at  the  area  office  is  merely  a  dupli- 
cation of  work  already  p)erformed  by  field 
personnel;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Black  Hills 
Sioux  Nation  Council  that  certain  admin- 
istration over  tribal  and  Individual  business 
be  restored  to  the  agency  level  or  field  per- 
sonnel and  facilities  would  effect  economy 
In  administration,  better  service  to  the 
people,  and  a  more  workable  approach  to  the 
eventual  withdrawal  of  restriction  and  super- 
vision over  the  persons  and  property  of  the 
Indians  In  the  area:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  assembled  this  2d  day  of  July  1952, 
That  authority  and  respwrislbiUty  as  vested 
In  the  officials  of  the  Aberdeen  area  office 
over  the  administration  of  tribal  land  and 
Individual  land  transactions  be  restored 
back  to  the  agency  level. 

Resolution  42 
Resolution  In  regard  to  land  policy 

Whereas  when  the  various  area  offices  were 
established  many  of  the  field  personnel  were 
moved  from  the  agencies  to  the  area  office 
with  a  resultant  loss  of  services  to  the  In- 
dians where  the  services  are  actually  needed; 
and 

Whereas  respective  tribal  council  are  of 
the  opinion  that  eventual  integration  into 
society  of  the  Indians  could  be  accomplished 
much  more  effectively  and  expeditiously  if 
the  personnel  and  services  were  restored  to 
the  agency  level;  and 

Whereas  the  area  office  at  Aberdeen,  S. 
Dak.,  has  proven  itself  to  be  ineffective  and 
unnecessary,  having  contributed  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  respective  tribal  council, 
not  one  Item  of  benefit  to  the  Indians,  that 
it  constitutes  one  more  hurdle  to  be  sur- 
mounted In  the  completion  of  any  Item  of 
tribal  or  Individual  business  with  the  Indian 
office;  and  that  such  wcrk  as  is  performed  at 
the  area  office  is  merely  a  duplication  or  work 
already  performed  by  field  personnel;  and 

Whereas  it  Is  of  the  opinion  of  the  Black 
Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  that  certain  ad- 
ministration over  tribal  and  individual  busi- 
ness be  restored  to  the  agency  level  of  field 
personnel  and  facilities  would  effect  economy 
In  administration,  better  services  to  the  peo- 
ple, and  a  more  workable  approach  to  the 
eventual  withdrawal  of  restrictions  and  su- 
pervision over  the  persons  and  property  of 
the  Indian  in  the  area:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

iJesoZi;ed  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  assembled  this  2d  day  of  July  1952. 
Th&t  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  be  pre- 
vailed upon  with  the  request  to  reconsider 
land  policy  as  Issued  under  memorandum 
No.  146 — policy  statement  pertaining  to  sale 
of  land  to  the  tribe  and  to  Individual  Indian 
without  advertising,  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  each  tribe  of  the  Black 
Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  express  their  privilege  to  pro- 
mulgate regulations  over  whatever  type  of 


land  program  It  may  desire  In  accordance  to 
status  of  reservation  lands. 

Resolution  43 
Resolution  pertaining  to  relief  and  welfare 

Whereas  when  the  various  area  offices  were 
established  many  of  the  field  personnel  were 
moved  from  the  agencies  to  the  area  office 
with  c  resultant  loss  of  services  to  the  In- 
dians where  the  services  are  actually  needed; 
and 

Whereas  respective  tribal  council  are  of  the 
opinion  that  eventual  integration  Into  so- 
ciety of  the  Indians  could  be  accomplished 
much  more  effectively  and  expeditiously  if 
the  personnel  and  services  were  restored  to 
the  agency  level;  and 

Whereas  the  areu  office  at  Aberdeen,  S. 
Dak.,  has  proven  luelf  to  be  Ineffective  and 
unnecessary,  having  contributed  i:o  the 
knowledge  of  the  respective  tribal  council, 
not  one  item  of  benefit  to  the  Indiana,  that 
it  constitutes  one  more  hurdle  to  be  sur- 
mounted In  the  completion  of  any  item  of 
tribal  or  individual  btisiness  with  the  Indian 
office;  and  that  such  work  already  performed 
by  field  personnel;  and 

Whereas  it  Is  of  the  opinion  of  the  Black 
Hills  Sioiuc  Nation  Council  that  certain  ad- 
ministration over  tribal  and  Individual  busi- 
ness be  restored  to  the  agency  level  of  field 
personnel  and  facilities  would  effect  economy 
in  administration,  better  services  to  the  p)eo- 
ple,  and  a  more  workable  approach  to  the 
eventual  withdrawal  of  restrictions  and  su- 
pervision over  the  persons  and  property  of  the 
Indian  in  the  area:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  assembled  this  2d  day  of  July  1952, 
That  authority  and  responsibility  as  vested 
in  the  officials  of  the  Aberdeen  area  office 
over  the  administration  of  welfare  and  relief 
be  restored  back  to  the  agency  level. 

Resolution  44 

Whereas  when  the  various  area  offices  were 
established  many  of  the  field  personnel  were 
moved  from  the  agencies  to  the  area  offices 
with  a  resultant  loss  of  services  to  the  In- 
dians where  the  services  are  actually  needed; 
and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  believes  that  eventual  integration 
In  society  of  the  Indians  could  be  more  effec- 
tively and  expeditiously  accomplished  if  the 
personnel  and  services  were  restored  to  the 
agency  level;  and 

Whereas  the  area  office  at  Aberdeen,  8. 
Dak.,  has  proven  Itself  to  be  ineffective  and 
unnecessary,  having  contributed  to  the 
knowledge  of  this  organization,  not  one  Item 
of  benefit  to  the  Indians;  that  It  constitutes 
one  more  hurdle  to  be  surmounted  in  the 
completion  of  any  item  of  tribal  or  Individual 
business  with  the  Indian  Office;  and  that 
such  work  as  Is  performed  at  the  area  office 
is  merely  a  duplication  of  work  already  per- 
formed by  field  personnel;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  Black  Hills 
Sioux  Nation  Council  that  restoration  to  the 
agency  level  of  field  personnel  and  facilities 
would  effect  economy  in  administration,  bet- 
ter services  to  the  Indians,  and  a  more  work- 
able approach  to  the  eventual  withdraw  •! 
of  restrictions  and  supervision  over  the  per- 
sons and  property  of  the  Indians  in  the  area : 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  this  27th  day  of  February  1953,  That 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  hereby 
petitioned  that  the  area  offices  be  abolished 
entirely  and  that  services  and  personnel  that 
have  been  removed  to  the  area  offices  be  re- 
stored to  the  agency  level;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  of 
protest  be  submitted  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  Hon.  Dwight  D.  Elsenhower; 
to  the  Members  of  the  congressional  dele- 
gations of  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Da- 
kota, South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska;   to  the 
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chairmen  of  the  Senate  and  Hotise  Subcom- 
mittees on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  United  States 
Congress;  and  to  the  Conunlasloner  of  Indian 
Affairs. 

Resolutlop  46 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Covmcll  believes  the  Indian  Office  program  of 
so-called  orderly  withdrawal  to  be  Ill-advised 
and  detrimental  to  the  interest  and  welfare 
of  the  Sioux  Tribes,  and  of  all  Indians  in 
general:  and 

Whereas  the  States  are  not  ready  to  take  on 
the  additional  responsibility  of  providing  for 
the  Indians  those  services  now  fiu-nished  by 
the  Federal  Oovernment  which  the  great 
majority  of  the  Indians  must  have  for  years 
to  come  If  they  are  ever  to  become  truly 
self-sufficient;   and 

Whereas  public  beall  b  and  educational  fa- 
cilities in  the  States  are  even  new  Inadequate 
to  serve  even  the  needs  of  the  non-Indlan 
population  of  the  States;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government,  over  the 
years,  has  spent  mrilUons  of  dollars  to  foster 
among  the  Indians  an  awareness  of  the  value 
of   education    and   medical   service;    and 

Whereas  Indian  Office  is  now  proposing 
to  nullify  the  good  that  Uas  been  accom- 
plished by  its  so-called  orderly  withdrawal 
program  Just  at  a  time  when  the  Indians  are 
beginning  to  appreciate  and  take  advantage 
of  the  opportunities  afforded  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  themselves  and  their  children; 
and 

Whereas  the  Sioux  Tribes  and  the  mem- 
bers thereof  are  in  no  position  to  even  ap- 
proximate the  kind  of  services  and  facilities 
that  are  now  provided  by  Government 
agency;  and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  believes  that  no  program  of  with- 
drawal should  be  attempted  or  forced  on  the 
people  of  the  Sioux  Tribe  until  all  tribal 
claims  against  the  Government  have  been 
settled,  one  way  or  the  other,  and  until  all 
laws  that  discriminate  against  Indians  in 
any  way  have  been  eliminated  entirely;  and 

Whereas  the  withdrawal  of  services  at  a 
time  when  the  majority  of  the  Indians  are 
not  prepared  for  such  withdrawal  would  be 
a  violation  of  treaties  with  the  Government 
which  guarantee  to  the  Indians  that  the 
Government  will  take  care  of  them  so  long 
as  any  Indian  remains  who  need  such  care: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Siotix  Nation 
Council,  this  27th  day  of  February  1953,  That 
the  so-called  orderly  withdrawal  program 
now  being  proposed  by  Indian  Office  is  here- 
by protested;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  of 
protest  be  presented  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  Hon.  Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower; 
to  the  members  of  the  congressional  delega- 
tions of  the  States  of  Montana,  North  and 
South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska,  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  and  House  subcommittees 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
governors  of  the  aforementioned  States,  and 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

Resolution  47 

Whereas  one  of  the  promises  made  by  the 
party  In  power  to  the  Indians  of  the  United 
States  during  the  recent  presidential  cam- 
paign was  that  the  Indian  people  themselves 
might  have  a  voice  in  the  appointment  of  a 
new  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs;  and 

Whereas  nearly  2  months  have  elapsed 
since  the  new  Republican  administration  to 
office  and  as  yet  no  appointment  has  been 
made,  and  Dillon  S.  Myer  continues  to  occupy 
this  Important  post;  and 

Whereas  it  has  been  definitely  established 
that  a  vast  majority  of  the  Indians  in  the 


United  States  are  opposed  to  the  said  Dillon 
8.  Myer  and  his  policies;  and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council,  an  organization  composed  of  eight 
Sioux  Reservations  in  the  States  of  Montana, 
North  and  South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska  and 
representing  approximately  40,000  Indians, 
wishes  to  go  on  reccard  as  opposing  the  con- 
tinuation in  office  of  the  said  Dillon  S.  Myer 
as  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  pro- 
testing the  application  of  his  policies  to  the 
reservations  represented  by  the  said  organ- 
ization: Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  this  27th  day  of  February  1953. 
That  the  party  In  power  Is  hereby  petitioned 
to  fulfill  Its  campaign  promises  by  removing 
DilUon  S.  Myer  from  office  immediately,  and 
appointing  to  the  office  of  Conunlasloner  of 
Indian  Affairs  a  man  who  will  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  views  of  the  Indlivn  people 
in  any  program  that  may  in  the  future  he 
proposed  by  the  Indian  Bureau;  and  be  it 
further 

Resoh'ed.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Hon.  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower,  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  the  members 
of  the  congressional  delegations  of  the  States 
of  Montana,  North  and  South  Dakota,  and 
Nebraeka.  to  the  resjiectlve  chairmen  of  the 
Subcommittees  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  r.nd  to  the 
Governors  of  the  aforementioned  States. 

Resolution  49 

Whereas  there  are  now  before  the  Congress 
a  number  of  bills  which  affect,  directly  or 
Indirectly,  and  In  varying  degrees,  the  wel- 
fare of  the  members  of  the  eight  Sioux  tribes 
of  Montana.  North  and  South  Dakota,  and 
Nebraska;  and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council,  an  organization  composed  of  the 
said  eight  Sioux  tribes,  in  special  meeting 
assembled  at  Cheyenne  Agency.  S.  Dak.,  has 
given  due  consideration  and  study  to  the  said 
bills  and  it  has  been  agreed  that  certain  rec- 
onunendatlons  be  made  to  the  Congress: 
Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  in  special  meeting  assembled,  this 
27th  day  of  February  1953.  That  the  follow- 
ing recommendations  be  made  on  the  said 
bills: 

S.  132,  by  Mr.  Thye  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
BcTLEa   of   Nebraska). 

H.  R.  303,  by  Mr.  Jttdd:  To  transfer  the 
administration  of  health  services  for  Indians 
and  the  operations  of  Indian  hospitals  to  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service.  The 
Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes  on 
record  as  opposing  and  protesting  the  enact- 
ment of  these  or  any  other  bills,  now  In  the 
Congress  or  which  may  be  introduced,  that 
provide  for  such  transfer. 

S.  130.  by  Mr.  Thye:  To  amend  title  18. 
United  States  Code,  entitled  "Crime  and 
Criminal  Procedure."  with  respect  to  State 
Jurisdiction  over  offenses  committed  by  or 
against  Indians  In  the  Indian  country,  and 
to  confer  on  the  State  of  Minnesota  civil 
Jurisdiction  over  Indians  in  the  State.  The 
Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes  on 
record  that  any  bill  which  proposes  such 
transfer  shall  provide  for  consent  by  the 
separate  reservations  In  each  State  to  which 
such  bills  are  applicable. 

H.  R.  1242,  by  Mr.  D'Ewart:  To  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  or  his  author- 
ized representative,  to  convey  certain  school 
properties  to  local  school  districts  or  public 
agencies.  The  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  goes  on  record  as  protesting  the 
enactment  of  this  or  any  other  bill  that  pro- 


poses to  vest  such  authority  In  the  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

H.  R.  2515,  by  Mr.  Bttrdick:  Providing  that 
In  the  interpretation  of  any  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  any  other  independent 
State,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  the  sole  Judge  hereof,  not- 
withstanding the  provision  of  any  treaty 
now  existing  or  hereafter  to  be  nuide,  to  the 
contrary,  and  for  other  purposes.  The  Black 
Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes  on  record  as 
recommending  that  clarification  of  the  in- 
tent of  this  or  any  other  bill  which  so  pro- 
vides be  sotight  with  a  view  to  specific  action 
at  a  later  date  If  deemed  necessary. 

S.  695  and  H  R.  2233,  by  Mr.  Case  and  Mr. 
Bkrry,  respectively:  To  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  lands  by  the  United  States  re- 
quired for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  con- 
struction of  Oah(!  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River 
and  for  rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Reservation.  S.  Dak.. 
and  for  other  purposes,  at  the  request  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  delegation.  The  Black  Hills 
Sioux  Nation  Council  goes  on  record  as  fa- 
voring and  supporting  the  enactment  of  this 
bill. 

H.  R.  104.  by  Mr.  Btjrdick:  To  declare  that 
the  United  States  hold  certain  lands  In  trust 
for  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe  of  the 
Standing  Rock  Reservation  In  North  and 
South  Dakota.  At  the  request  of  the  Stand- 
ing Rock  delegation,  the  Black  Hills  Sioux 
Nation  Council  goes  on  record  as  favoring 
the  enactment  of  this  bill;  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
with  appropriate  letters  of  transmittal,  be 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  Hon.  Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower,  to 
the  respective  chairmen  of  the  Subcommit- 
tees on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  the  congres- 
sional delegations  from  the  States  of  Mon- 
tana, Nebraska,  and  North  and  South  Da- 
kota, and  to  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


Resolution  50 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Council  of  Ameri- 
can Indians,  an  organization  compKjsed  of 
members  of  the  several  tribes  residing  in  the 
city  of  Rapid  City,  S  Dak.,  and  representing 
approximately  3.000  Indians,  has  submitted 
to  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  for 
Its  consideration  and  support  6  resolutions, 
numbered  1  to  6  inclusive,  and  attached 
hereto  which  provide  for  assistance  to  the 
said  Indians  of  Rapid  City  in  health,  educa- 
tion, rehabilitation,  welfare,  and  social  prob- 
lems; and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  has  given  due  consideration  and 
study  to  the  appeal  from  the  Black  Hills 
Ct-uncU  of  American  Indians  of  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak  :  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  this  27th  day  of  February  1953,  That 
the  fuUowlnR  action  be  taken  on  the  sep- 
arate resolutions  from  the  above-mentioned 
group: 

Resolution  1.  health  and  medical  facilities: 

The  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes 
on  record  as  recommending  to  the  proper 
authorities  that  the  Indian  Office  change  its 
policy  to  make  available  to  off-reaervatlon 
Indians  the  services  of  the  reservation  doc- 
tors and  hospitals,  and  that  consideration 
be  given  to  the  possibility  of  contracting 
with  one  of  the  doctors  in  Rapid  City  for 
medical  services  to  the  Indians  who  reside 
there. 

Resolution  2,  educational  loans: 

The  Black  Hills  Stoux  Nation  Council  goes 
on  record  as  favoring  this  resolution,  and 
that   Congress    be   asked   to   appropriate    in 
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the  year's  budget  f  tmds  for  adticatlonal  loana 

to  Indians. 
Resolution  3.  edacatlon  discrimination: 
The  Black  HiUa  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes 
on  record  as  recommending  no  action  on  this 
resolution. 
Resolution  4,  rehabilitation  loans: 
The  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes 
on  record  as  adopting  this  resolution- 
Resolution  5,  wiilfare: 

The  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  goes 
on  record  as  reocmmending  to  the  proper 
authorities  that  there  be  no  limitations  on 
welfare  ftmds  for  the  various  areas;  that  such 
funds  be  expended  for  the  benefit  of  off- 
reservation  Indiars  as  well  as  those  who  re- 
side on  the  reser^ation. 

Resolution  6,  repeal  of  Indian  liquor  law: 
The  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  hav- 
ing already  gone  on  record  as  advocating  such 
repeal,  reaffirms  this  stand  by  adopting  this 
resolution. 

"Risolution  1 

"Whereas  we,  tlie  members  of  the  Black 
Hills  Council  of  American  Indians,  residing 
in  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  have  been  denied 
hospitalization  st  reservation  hospitals 
though  we  are  counted  on  the  rolls;  and 

"Whereas  we  hiive  been  denied  hospital- 
ization here  at  R.ipid  City  hospitals  unless 
we  are  able  to  malce  a  down  payment  of  $50; 
and 

"Whereas  there  are  emergendPo  which 
sometimes  arise  and  some  of  our  people  have 
no  money  to  pay  even  the  doctor  for  needed 
examination:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

•■  Resolved,  That  we  urge  our  South  Dnkota 
Congressmen  in  Washington.  D.  C,  to  do  all 
iu  their  power  to  alleviate  the  situation. 

"Resolution  2 

"Whereas  we.  the  members  of  the  Black 
Hills  Council  of  American  Indians  residing 
In  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  are  not  entitled  to 
educational  loans  given  to  students  on  the 
reservations,  attending  Governmeixt  Indian 
schools;   and 

"Whereas  we  who  live  off  the  reservation 
have  not  relinquished  our  rights  or  have 
had  our  names  &trlcken  from  the  tribal 
rolls;  and 

"Whereas  we  are  counted  in  the  number 
given  for  appropriation  on  our  respective 
reservations;  and 

"Whereas  our  children  are  in  need  of  aid 
in  obtaining  education:  Be  it 

"Resolved,  That  we  urge  our  South  Dakota 
Congressmen  In  Washington.  D.  C.  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  alleviate  this  situation. 

"Resolution  3 

"Whereas  we.  the  members  of  the  Black 
Hills  Council  of  American  Indians,  residing 
in  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.,  have  heard  of  the 
di^rrlmlnatlon  toward  Indian  school  children 
by  the  school  board  at  St.  Charles,  8.  Dak.; 
and 

"Whereas  we  do  not  believe  that  such 
practices  should  spread  In  America  where 
we  are  a  country  of  many  nationalities  rep- 
resented: Now  be  it 

•Resolved,  That  we  urge  all  State  and 
county  officials  to  do  all  In  their  power  to 
discourage  discrimination  toward  Indians 
and  to  other  minority  groups.  It  is  not 
^•ood  for  a  democracy  to  practice  racial  dis- 
crimination. 

"Resolution  4 

"Whereas  we.  the  members  of  the  Black 
Hills  Council  of  American  Indians,  residing 
in  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.,  are  not  entitled  to 
the  loans  provided  by  the  Government  for  re- 
habilitation of  Indiana  on  the  reservation; 
and 

"Whereas  we  Indians  living  off  the  reserva- 
tion are  refused  the  privileges  of  such  loans 
although  we  have  not  been  stricken  off  tribal 
rolls  and  are  counted  for  appropriations 
made;   and 


"Whereas  we  need  aid  In  cstaUlshing  our- 
selves with  homes  by  obtaining  house  and 
lot:  and 

"Whereas  we  also  need  aid  in  establishing 
ourselves  in  business  with  needed  money 
equipment:  Be  It 

"Jieaolved,  That  we  urge  our  South  Dakota 
Congressmen  in  Washington,  D.  C,  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  alleviate  this  situation. 

"Resolution  5 

"Whereas  we,  the  members  of  the  Black 
Hills  Council  of  American  Indians,  residing 
in  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  are  not  eligible  for 
relief  and  other  aid  provided  on  the  reserva- 
tions, and  the  county  setup  here  is  not  too 
anxious  to  carry  the  additional  loads  of  in- 
digent Indian  families;   and 

"Whereas  we  do  have  some  indigent  fam- 
ilies who  need  aid  in  case  of  emergencies  for 
hospital  care  and  food:  Now  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  we  urge  our  South  Dakota 
Congressmen  In  Washington,  D.  C,  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  alleviate  this  situation. 

"Resolution  6 

"Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Council  of  Ameri- 
can Indians,  an  organization  of  Indians 
living  here  in  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.;  and 

"Whereas  time  and  again  different  Indian 
organizations  throughout  the  United  States 
have  gone  on  record  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Indian  liquor  law,  which  Is  known  as  title  26 
U.  S.  C.  A.,  section  241;  and 

"Whereas  we  feel  that  this  Is  a  racial  dis- 
crimination: Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Council  of 
American  Indians  this  6th  day  of  February, 
1953.  that  it  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  will 
and  desire  of  the  Black  Hills  Council  of 
American  Indians  that  the  legislation  pro- 
viding for  the  repeal  of  the  Indian  liquor  law 
be  enacted  at  this  session  of  the  Congress; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  certified  copies  of  this  res- 
olution be  presented  to  the  chairn-.sn  of  the 
Conunittees  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, respectively,  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota." 


Resolution  51 

Whereas  the  various  Sioux  Trilses  were  in- 
vited to  send  delegates  to  a  meeting  at  Pine 
Ridge,  S.  Dak.,  on  December  18,  19,  and  20, 
1952,  St  which  meeting  Alva  P.  Simpson  was 
endorsed  for  the  office  of  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs,  allegedly  by  unanimous  vote; 
and 

Whereas  the  said  meeting,  which  was  al- 
leged In  the  minutes  thereof  to  have  been  a 
special  meeting  of  the  Black  Hills  Sicux 
Nation  Council,  was  not  called  by  the  recog- 
nized and  elected  chairman  of  the  Black 
Hills  Sioux  Nation  Council  and  was,  there- 
fore, not  a  legal  meeting  of  that  organiza- 
tion; and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
CouncU  wishes  it  known  for  the  record  that 
the  name  of  this  organization  was  improperly 
and  illegally  used  by  the  group  that  met  at 
Pine  Ridge,  and  that  any  action  taken  at  the 
said  meeting,  particularly  the  endorsement 
of  Alva  P.  Simpson  for  the  office  of  Commis- 
sioner of  Indian  Affairs,  not  conciured  in  by 
this  organization;   and 

Whereas  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council  wishes  rather  to  go  on  record  as  en- 
dorsing for  the  office  of  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  Dr.  Ben  Beifel.  now  superin- 
tendent of  the  Fort  Berthold  Indian  Agency. 
Elbowoods.  N.  Dak.,  for  these  reasons: 

1.  That  we  know  and  respect  and  are  proud 
of  Dr.  Eelfel  as  one  of  our  Sioux  boys;  that 
we  have  watched  him  develop  through  the 
years  and  know  him  to  be  capable.  Just,  and 
fair. 


a.  That  he  has  been  successful  In  his  long 
years  of  service  In  the  Bureau  of  Indiem 
Affairs  and  that  as  a  result  of  that  service, 
he  would  be  thoroughly  qualified  to  assume 
the  duties  of  the  commlsslonership  and  It 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  spend 
years  becoming  acquainted  with  the  Indian 
problem. 

3.  That  we  believe  he  can  be  of  great  serv- 
ice, not  only  to  the  Indians  but  to  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  non-Indian  citizens  of  the 
United  States  in  that  capacity. 

4.  That  we  feel  his  appointment  as  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  would  give  recog- 
nition to  the  Indian  Tribes,  and  bring  a  man 
of  experience  and  sympathetic  understand- 
ing to  the  office. 

5.  That  Dr.  Reifel's  appointment  to  that 
high  office  would  be  an  example  and  an  In- 
centive to  every  Indian  young  person  to  take 
advantage  ol  such  educational  facilities  as 
are  available  and  to  seek  the  benefits  of 
higher  education. 

6.  That  we  believe  he  will  not  delude  us 
with  more  promises  nor  will  he  try  to  "give 
the  country  back  to  the  Indians":  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Nation 
Council,  this  27th  day  of  February  1953,  That 
the  action  taken  at  the  Pine  Ridge  meeting 
on  December  18,  19,  and  20,  endorsing  Alva 
P.  Simpson  for  the  office  of  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs  is  hereby  repudiated  with- 
out qualification;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  Na- 
tion Council  petitions  the  Honorable  Doug!as 
McKay,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  that  Dr. 
Ben  Relfel  be  appointed  to  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  reasons 
stated  hereinabove;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  presented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  Hon.  Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower,  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  congressional  delegations  of  the 
States  of  Montana,  North  and  South  Dakota, 
and  Nebraska. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  TO  STUDY  PUB- 
LIC TRANSPORTATION  SERVING 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA- 
REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
I  report  an  original  concurrent  resolu- 
tion establishing  a  Joint  Committee  To 
Make  a  Study  of  Public  Transportation 
Serving  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  I 
submit  a  report  (No.  89)  thereon. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received,  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  resolution  will  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  AdmirJstration. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  19).  reported  by  Mr.  Case  from  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
was,  under  the  rule,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  as 
follows : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Hou^e  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) ,  That  (a)  there  la 
hereby  established  a  Joint  congressional  com- 
mittee to  be  composed  of  3  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  members  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
3  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  are  members  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. Vacancies  In  the  membership 
of  the  Joint  committee  shall  not  affect  the 
power  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute 
the  functions  of   the  Joint  committee  and 
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■hall  be  filled  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the 
case  of  the  original  selection.  The  }olnt  com- 
mittee shall  select  a  chairman  and  a  vice 
chairman  from  among  Its  members. 

(b)  A  quorum  of  the  Joint  committee  shall 
consist  of  fo\ir  members,  except  that  the 
Joint  committee  may  fix  a  lesser  number  as 
a  quonun  for  the  pxirpose  of  taking  sworn 
testimony. 

Ssc.  3.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Joint 
committee  to  make  a  full  and  complete  study 
and  Investigation  of  public  transportation 
serving  the  District  of  Columbia,  including 
the  fiscal,  management,  and  operating  poli- 
cies of  conunon  carriers  which  transport  pas- 
sengers in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  reg- 
ulation of  such  carriers  by  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  other  matters  related  thereto. 

(b)  The  Joint  committee  shall,  from  time 
to  time,  report  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  the  results  of  its  study  and 
investigation,  together  with  such  recom- 
mendations as  to  necessary  legislation  as  it 
may  deem  desirable.  The  Joint  committee 
shall  submit  its  final  report  not  later  than 
January  3.  1954. 

(c)  The  Joint  committee  shall  cease  to 
exist,  and  all  authority  conferred  by  this 
resolution  shall  terminate,  upon  the  sub- 
mission of  its  final  report. 

8«c.  3.  The  Joint  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized to  sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  times 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 


periods  of  the  83d  Congress  (prior  to  Jan- 
uary 3,  1954).  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  re- 
quire by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attend- 
ance of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents,  to 
administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testi- 
mony, to  procure  such  printing  and  bind- 
ing, and  to  make  such  expenditures,  as  it 
deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  stenographic 
services  to  report  such  hearings  shall  not 
be  Ir  excess  of  35  cents  per  100  words. 

8»c.  4.  The  Joint  committee  shall  have 
power  to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  such  experts,  consultants,  and  other  em- 
ployees as  it  deems  necessary  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties,  and  is  authorized, 
with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  de- 
partment or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize 
the  services,  information,  facilities,  and  per- 
sonnel of  any  of  the  departments  or  agen- 
cies of  the  Gtovernment  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  5.  The  expenses  of  the  joint  commit- 
tee, which  shall  not  exceed  $50,000,  shall  be 
paid  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contin- 
gent fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
upon  vouchers  signed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Joint  committee.  Disbursements  to  pay 
such  expenses  shall  be  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  such  contingent  fund  to 
be  reimbursed  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  the  amount 
of  one-half  of  the  disbursements  so  made. 


REPORT  OP  JOINT  COMMITTEE 
ON  REDUCTION  OP  NONESSEN- 
TIAL FEDERAL  EXPENDITURES — 
CIVILIAN  EMPLOYMENT  IN  EXEC- 
UTIVE BRANCH 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures. I  submit  an  additional  report  on 
civilian  employment  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Federal  Government  for 
the  month  of  January  1953,  and.  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  practice  of  several 
years'  standing.  I  request  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  together  with  a 
statement  by  me. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
and  statement  were  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Federal    Peksonhel    in    Elxcctrnvx    Bxanch. 

December  1952  to  Januait  1953,  and  Pat, 

November  to  December  1952 

personnel  and  pat  summary 
(See  table  1) 

According  to  monthly  personnel  reports 
for  January  1953  submitted  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures: 


Department  or  agency 


CivUlan  personnel  in  executive  branch       Payroll  (in  thousands)  in  executive  branch 


In  January 
numbered 


In  December    'rfTTJi'    In  December  In  November   '"5^^*11' 


numbered 


or  decrease 
(-) 


wad- 


Total. 


1.  Aftenctesexcluslveof  Department  of  Defense. 

2.  Depsrtment  of  Defense 


Within  the  Department  of  Defense: 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Depeu-tment  of  the  Army — 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

Department  of  the  Navy 


2.  5M,  310 

1,  224,  395 
1.329.915 

2.297 
53»x967 
315.  9«« 
474,  «a 

2.  56P,  479 


-6.169 


1913.809 


S768.56A 


or  decrease 

(-) 


+1145,244 


1,2:*).  2(^6 
1.330.273 


-.\S11 
-358 


2.297 
538,227 
315,  140 
474,609 


-1.360 

+  S4S 
+54 


487,  182 
426.627 


387.062 

381,5(13 


+  1110,  lao 

+4,5,  134 


1,164 
1.54.338 

100,811 
170,314 


1.029 

146.  .318 

87.606 

146,565 


+  139 

+8,  oa) 

+  13,306 
+23.75W 


Table  I  breaks  down  the  above  figures  on 
employment  and  pay  by  agency. 

Tables  n.  and  IH,  and  rv  break  down  the 
abgve  employment  flgvires  to  show  the  num- 


ber inside  continental  United  States,  outside 
continental  United  States,  and  the  number 
in  the  so-called  industrial  categories.  This 
further  breakdown  in  tables  II,  m,  and  IV 


does  not  Include  pay  figures  because  payroll 
reports  submitted  to  the  committee  by  some 
agencies  are  inadequate  for  this  purpose. 


Table  I. — Consolidated  table  of  Federal  personnel  inside  and  outside  continental  I'nited  Stales  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during 
January  1963,  and  comparison  unth  December  1952,  and  pay  for  December  1952,  and  comparison  with  November  1952 


Department  or  agency 


Executive  departments  (except  Department  of  Deftense): 

Agriculture - 

Commerce  ' ' - - 

Interior 

Justice - 

Lsbcr 

Pest  Office 

State.. 

Treasury - 

Executive  Office  of  the  President: 

White  House  Office 

Bureau  of  the  Budget 

Council  of  Economic  .Advisers 

Executive  Mansion  and  Orounds 

National  Security  Council' 

National  Security  Resources  Board 

Office  of  Defense  Mobiliiation 

Office  of  the  Director  for  Mutual  Security.. 

President's  Commission  on  the  Health  Needs  of  the  Nation  '. 

President's  Conunission  on  Immigratioo  and  Naturalixation.. 


$20,931 

19,177 

19.027 

11,53.1 

2,525 

159.687 

9.976 

29.782 

149 
2.58 
17 
23 
11 
48 
64 
70 
30 
12 

«  January  figure  Includes  2,829  employees  of  the  National  Production  Authority, 
a  decrease  of  33*  from  the  December  figure  of  3,153.  .   ^    ,,     ...        .j     ■   ■ 

I  January  figure  is  exclusive  ol  4,9&4  seamen  on  the  rolls  of  the  Maritune  Admmls- 
trstioD  and  their  pay. 


Pay  (in  thousands  of  dollars) 


Personnel 


November    December       Increase        Decrease      December 


$2:?.  696 

21,761 

21.007 

13,  347 

2,808 

231,470 
10.763 
33,994 

136 
290 
21 
24 
12 
53 
71 
90 
38 
14 


$2,765 

2.  .584 

2,040 

1,814 

283 

783 

m 

212 


71 


32 
4 
1 
i 
8 
7 

20 
8 
2 


$13 


70,722 
51.. 177 
55,  Hll 
30. '»46 
6,4,50 
52.5.  217 
.32.095 
86,845 

2.50 

470 

31 

95 

•  22 

82 

215 

133 


26 


January 


70.0BO 
50.943 
,S\846 
30,4.17 
6,007 
5JW.  HOI 
32.  198 
86,389 

263 

469 

29 

106 

22 

H4 

201 

141 


24 


Increase 


35 


103 


13 


11 


Decrease 


632 
434 


209 

3,53 

4,414 


46« 


14 
"'2 


>  Exclusive  of  personnel  and  pay  of  the  Central  Intellixeace  Agency. 

*  Revised  on  the  basis  of  later  iuformatioo. 

•  Deactivated  Dec.  3B,  1953. 
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Tab  LB  I. — Consolidated  table  of  Federal  personnel  inside  and  outside  continental  United  States  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during 
January  1953,  and  comparison  unth  December  1952,  and  pay  for  December  1952,  and  comparison  with  November  1952 — Continued 


Department  or  apcncy 


Euii^rucncy  agencies- 

1  jcfeii-s.'  Mutrruils  Promremrnt  Agency 

i)(feii5c  rroduftiuu  Adnjliii.'>lnitiau 

1  )('feiisc  Transport  A dminlst ration 

Kconoinir  Stabiiliatinn  Ageney 

Keileral  Civil  Def(-iis»>  Admiiiislration 

Mutual  Security  -^pcncy -- 

NiilionaJ  Security  Tniining  Commission 

lUoieaotuition  Boarfl     . 

.'^iiKkU  Ueiiuup  Pliuits  VdmliiiBt ration 

.'^utive-Tsive  Artiviiii-s  Control  Board 

Post « ;ir  agtuicuss: 

Motor  Carrier  Claims  Co«mnission  • 

Wiir  Claims  Commission 

Iniltpendent  ajrenctes: 

American  Battle  Momiments  Commission 

AUoniie  Enerpy  Commission. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Bojird 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Fvi<irt-Import  Bank  of  Washington.. 

KiMlenil  Coal  Mine  .Sufety  Hoiinl  of  Review 

Federal  Commuiiicalions  Commission 

Kederal  l>eposit  Insumnce  Corporition  

Ki-ileriil  Mc<lial;on  and  Conciliation  Service 

I'edrral  I'owrr  Commission 

Fc'lcrai  Security  Age'ifT  '  ' 

Federal  Trade  Commisj-ion 

ficMcnil  Accoimting  OtBee 

(reneral  ,'^ervifr^  .Administration 

CioviTninriit  I'rintiztg  Office 

}lou.<unp  !ind  Home  Finaiioe  Agency 

Indian  Claims  Commission -. 

IntiTstato  Commcrre  C<immi.si;ion 

Mi.ssouri  Basin  Survey  Commission 

Niiiiona!  .Advisory  Coraniitt<v  for  Aeronautics.. 

National  CnpiLal  Uuu&tng  Authority 

Niitional  Capital  Planninp  Commission 

National  Canilal  SesquiccnteimiaJ  Commission. 

National  f^lailery  of  Art 

National  I^aNir  Relations  Board 

National  Mediation  Board 

National  Science  Foundation 

Panama  Canal    

K^lrowi  KetiTMiiant  Board. 

Rei'onstrurtk)n  Kinanee  Corporation 

SecuritleK  and  Eichanee  Commission 

Peleoflve  Seriicf  System 

Bmiltuiouian  InsUuilion . 

Poliliers'  Home 

Tariff  Commission 

Tax  Court  of  the  Cnlted  States 

Tenneeseo  Valley  Authority 

Veleraus'  Administration 


Total,  exclndlnK  Department  of  Detense 

Net  change,  excluding  Department  U  U«feos«. 


Department  of  Defense 

Oflicc  of  the  8(H-ret«ry  of  Defense  • 

DcT>«rtmpnt  of  tl»e  Army: 

Inside  continerrtal  United  Ptates  . . 

Out.side  continental  I'nited  States. 
Deiianment  of  the  Air  Force: 

ln.snde  continental  Cnltod  States... 

Outside  continental  United  States. 
Department  of  the  Navy: 

Inside  conttnental  United  .<»t3te.s... 

Ontsidc  cootisental  United  Statas. 


Total,  DeTwrtment  of  Defrnse.. 

Net  cluunje.  Department  of  Defense 

Cirand  total,  inelnding  Department  of  Defrnse. 
Net  change,  iiw.imi»ng  D«p«niuaiit  of  D«kuse. 


Pay  (ia  ttiousaods  of  dollars) 


November    December      Increase       Decrease 


10, 
Z 

8. 
2. 
4, 


'2, 


$S0 
]'.t5 

f* 
3tll 
390 
7(>H 
3 
339 
2P4 

II 

6 
6t> 

82 
721 
2.';9 
71H 

72 
2 
476 
.195 
207 
2S7 
t-.lfi 

:vn 

229 
HiO 

,576 

S05 

7 

846 

16 

105 
2 


7, 
NJ, 


86 

^55 

64 

51 

179 

715 

027 

400 

663 

171 

129 

91 

63 

4,59 

863 


387,  0C2 


1,025 

134.  044 
12,274 

80,107 
7,438 

137.  684 

8,  i^71 


381,503 


7*8,565 


*  Revised  on  the  ha.sis  of  later  information. 

•  Activuiea  terminat«d  Dee.  U,  IttU.  , 

'  Iiulndes  ix.Tsounel  and  pay  of  Howard  Univeisity  and  Columbia  Institution  lor 
the  UeaJ. 


$01 
233 

4,617 

446 

2,004 

3 

3!il 

241 

16 

18 

78 

M 

3.ai4 

288 

2,024 

81 

3 

6.50 

4«<0 

242 

1.10 

12, 074 

3:17 

2,599 

8,701 

2,998 

6,323 

8 

957 

17 

3,078 

124 

3 

1 

99 

642 

72 

57 

3,659 

811 

1,142 

439 

1,  867 

197 

1,56 

106 

69 

8,567 

68,213 


487,182 


1,164 

140.  736 
13,C03 

92,367 
8,454 

16a  669 

a  765 


43&,627 


913,809 


$11 

38 

» 

316 
5,5 

238 


52 

37 
2 

13 
11 

2 

313 

29 

306 

9 

1 

74 

65 

36 

43 

1,238 

36 

370 

541 

423 

518 

1 

111 

1 

39(1 

19 

1 

1 

13 

trr 

8 
6 


96 

115 

39 

204 

26 

26 

14 

6 

1.  HIS 

7,350 


$620 


Personnel 


December       January        Increase        Decrease 


159 
374 
lo7 

9,  846 
763 

4.474 

5 

682 

422 

26 

8 
234 

4,52 

6,788 

557 

6,249 

13S 

6 

1,106 

1,031 

3K5 

600 

37,542 

647 

6,192 

28,974 

7,699 

12.5<« 

11 

2,017 

27 

7,479 

358 

6 

1 

310 

,328 

119 

14« 

'  18,  ai2 

2,191 

2,266 

793 

8,048 

617 

7.50 

194 

133 

20,926 

176,085 


1, 


100,753  I 

100,120 


633 


1,230,206 


157 
324 
1.59 

9,469 
766 

4,447 

4 

677 

444 

25 


224 

457 
6,816 

.5.55 
6,213 

140 

1,095 

1,038 

393 

666 

37,733 

6.52 

6,230 

29,157 

7.  676 

12,426 

11 

2,003 

3 

7,415 

357 

6 


1, 


307 
,336 

120 

151 

19.312 

2,217 


1.224,396 


130 

6.691 
1,328 

11190 

1,016 

22.875 
8S4 


46,124 

45,124 


145,877 

145.244 


2,297 

4SS,3(» 

62,ls59 

277.788 
37, 351 

44a  679 
33,930 


1.330.273 


633 


1660.479 


2,297 

484.016 
62,952 

278,286 

37,723 

440,438 
34.226 


1,329.815 


2,664,310 


22 


6 
28 


191 

5 

38 

183 


8 
1 
5 

3.SO 
26 


2,  239 

786 

7,987 

515 

743 

195 

131 

1 

21.011 
176,468 

85 
383 

2 

.50 

H 


37; 


1,554  I 
5.811 


93 

476 
372 


295 


1,23b 


358 


2 
36 


13 
"4 


21 

7S 


14 

24 

64 

1 


27 
7 

61 
2 


7.  3«>5 


1,353 


241 


1,594 


2,790 
6,180 
I 


8,959 


•January  figure  includes  2,596  commissioned  officers  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
a  decrcMe  of  11  from  the  December  figure  of  3,607. 

•  Includes  272  employees  assigned  to  Defense  Management  Supply  Agency  and 
45  employees  assigned  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiialiou. 


Tabli  II  —Federal  personnel  inside  continental  UniUd  States  employed  by  executive  agencies  during  January  1963,  and  comparison  with 

December  1952 


Department  or  ageocy 


Executive  departments  (except  Department  of 
ivffii.sel: 

Acrieiilture 

Cciinnierce  ' ' 

lnt«'rlor 

Jii.stice 

l4ilior 

Post  Office  .  .  .  

.''fate 

Treasury 


Decem- 
ber 


69,241 
48,070 
♦9,655 
30,C»93 
6,346 

632,937 
11,045 

•86,817 


January 


88,569 
47,  747 
49,781 
29,883 
5,986 
618,  ,520 
11,005 
80,366 


In- 

CTCABC 


108 


De- 
crease 


652 
323 


210 

360 

4,417 

40 

452 


'  January  flpure  includes  J,S29  emploj'ces  of  the  National  Production  Antharity. 
'  •' inuary  figure  is  exclusive  of  4,964  leamen  on  the  rolls  of  the  Maritime  Admmis- 
tration. 


Department  or  agency 


Bietutive  Office  of  the  President: 

White  House  Oflioe 

Bnreau  of  the  Budget 

Oouncil  of  Economic  Advisers 

Executive  Mansion  and  Qrotmds 

National  Security  Council  < 

National  Security  Resources  Board 

Offiee  of  Defense  MobiliraMon 

Office  of  the  Director  for  Mutual  Seeurfty. 

President's  Commission  on  Immigration 

and  Naturalization 


Decern 
ber 


250 

470 

31 

95 

•22 

82 

215 

133 

20 


January 


In 
crease 


Sfi3 

4G8 
29 

106 
2? 
84 

201 

141 

24 


De- 

crea.se 


13 

1 

2 

ii 

2 

14 

8 

2 

'  Revised  on  the  liasis  of  later  information. 

•  Eichisjve  of  personnel  of  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 


'%  i 


im 


it 

I* 

an 

i 

:1l 


,}v« 


il 

;.,t 

ii 


i  u 
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Tabue  II  —Federal  personnel  intide  eoniinerUal  United  StaUs  employed  hy  executive  agenciee  during  January  195S,  and  compari»on  with 

December  1962 — Continued 


Department  or  acency 


KmergMiey  aftendes: 

Defenae  Material*  Procnrement  Ansency... 

Defenae  Production  Administration 

Defense  Transport  Administration 

Economic  Stsbiliiatlon  Ap'ncy 

Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration 

Mutual  Security  Agency 

National  Security  Training  Commission. - 

Renegotiation  Board 

Small  Defense  Plants  Administration 

Subverdve  Activities  Control  Board 

Postwar  ageneies: 

Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission  • 

War  Claims  Commission 

Independent  agencies: 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission. 

Atomic  Enenty  Commission..- 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington 

Federal  C;oal  Mine  Safety  Board  of 
Review 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corpoiation. 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation 
Service  _ - - 

Federalfower  C-ommission 

Federal  Security  Agency  •' 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

General  Accounting  Office 

General  Services  AdminLstration 

Government  Printing  Office 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

Indian  Claims  Commission 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Missouri  Basin  Survey  Commission 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aero- 
nautics  


Decem- 
ber 


151 
374 
167 

9,720 
763 

1,060 

5 

OKI 

422 

26 

8 
184 

14 

6,777 
548 

5,239 
138 

6 

i.oe2 

1,031 

385 

6«0 

36,965 

647 

6,  ItiO 

28,  ^fA 

7.690 

12,356 

11 

2,017 

27 

7,479 


January 


150 
324 

150 

0,344 

766 

1,072 

4 

677 

444 

35 


184 

14 

8,805 
547 

5,203 
140 

7 
l,Ofi« 
1,038 

393 

6.Vi 

37,150 

6.S2 

6,204 

29,047 

7.  676 

12,270 

11 

2.003 

3 

7,415 


In- 
crease 


22 


28 


De- 
crease 


Department  or  agency 


1 

60 

8  i 
376  1 

I 
17 
1 
6  ; 


194 

5 

35 

181 


36 


13 


Idependent  agencies— Continued 

National  Capital  Housing  Authority. 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission 
National  Capital  Sesquioentennial  Com- 
mission   - 

National  Gallery  of  Art 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 

National  Mediation  Board 

National  Science  Foundation 

Panama  Canal - - 

Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

."Elective  Service  Syst<'m 

Smithsonian  Institution 

Siiliiiers'  Home 

Tarirt  ConimLssion ..  

Tax  Court  of  the  I'lutod  Statc.i 

Tcnness**  Valli'y  Authority. 

Veterans'  Administration 


Dfoem- 
t)«r 


358 
6 

1 

310 

1,305 

119 

14<> 

"KW 

Z191 

Z2AV 

793 

7,  H27 
515 
750 

133 

20.  tf26 
74.  M4 


January 


357 
0 


In- 
crease 


1, 


307 

,310 

120 

151 

,^23 

1217 

2.232 

7S6 

7.767 

.M3 

743 

195 

1  ;i 

21.011 
17.5.  220 


Total,  excluding  Oepartmont  of  Pefon.se    1, 169,  440    1, 163,  244 
Nft  decrease,  excluding  Department  of  I 
Defense ' ' 


26 


De- 
crease 


15 


85 
376 


1.125 


27 
7 

60 
2 
7 


7,330 


6.205 


Depnrtment  of  Defense: 
'  oftice  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 


23 
86 


Department  ot  the  .\rmy. 
Ocpartnient  of  the  K\t  Korce. 
Dot>artmeul  of  the  Navy 


2.239 

4h.\  :«»i8 
277.  7H9 
440.  e79 


2.  243 
484. 01 5 
278.  265 
440,438 


476 


1.353 


241 


Total,  Department  of  Detenv 1.206,075  |1, 204. 961 

Not  decrease.  Department  of  Defense.. 


14 
24 

64 


Grand  total,  including  Department  of 
I  )i'fen.se 

Not  <liH.Tiiase,  including  Deixutment  of 
Defense 


480  I      1,504 
1.114 


2.375,524    2,368,205 


1,606 


8.924 


7319 


'  January  figure  includes  2,3<a  commissioned  olUccrs  of  the  Public  Health  Servic*-. 


•  Activities  terminated  Dec.  31,  19.52.  ,     .^    t^     . 

•  Includes  personnel  of  Howard  University  and  Columbia  Institution  for  the  Deaf. 

Tablc  III. Federal  personnel  outside  continental  United  States  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during  January  1953,  and  comparison 

with  December  1952 


Department  or  agency 


Executive  departments  (except  Department  of 
Defense) 

Agriculture - ■ 

Commerce • 

Interior 

Justice ■ 

Labor 

Post  OfBce 

State 

Treasury 

Emergency  agencies: 

Defense  Materials  Procurement  Agency... 

Economic  Stabilization  Agency 

Mutual  Security  .\gency 

Postwar  agencies;  War  Claims  Commission. . 
Independent  agencies: 

American    Battle   Monuments   Commis- 
sion  

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Federal  Security  Agency. 

General  Accounting  Offlce. 

General  Services  Administration 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  .Agency 


Decem- 
ber 


1,4S1 
3.307 
6,1.56 
5.53 
105 
2,280 

21,  aw 

1,028 

8 

126 

3,3R.5 

40 


438 

11 

9 

10 

26 

677 
23 

108 

148 


January 


In- 


1,501 

3.196 

6,(»« 

554 

112 

2.283 

21,193 

1,024 

7 
125 

3,375 
40 


443 

11 
8 

10 

26 
674 

26 
110 
150 


De- 
crease 


Department  or  agency 


Decem- 
ber 


20 

111 

71 

1 

7 

3 



143 

4 

1 

1 

10 

5 



1 

1 

3 

3 

2 

8 

Independent  agencies — Continiie<1 

.National  I/atx)r  Kelatlons  Hoard   

Panama  Canal 

PptYjn  struct  ion  Finance  Corjioratlon 

Selective  .''ervlce  System 

Smlth.sonian  Institution 

Veterans'  Administration 


Total,  excluding  Department  of  Defpn.«e 

Not  increase,  excluding  Department  of 

Defense 


23 

18,394 

7 

221 

2 

1,341 

60,757 


January 


26 

18,780 

7 

220 

2 

1,348 


61,151 


Department  of  Defen.se: 

Offlre  of  the  .Se<Tetary  of  Defense 

Department  of  the  .\rmy     

I)epartment  o(  the  .Mr  Force 

Department  of  the  Navy 


Totil,  Department  of  Defense  

Not  increase,  Departinrnt  of  Defense. 


58 
52.8.59 
37,  351 
3;i,9:« 


M 

S}.  9.53 
37,  7?3 
34.225 


124.198        124,954 


Grand  total.  Including  Department  of 
I  )efen.<<'     . .   

Net  Inrrea.se,  including  Department  of 
Defense 


184,055        186,105 


In- 
crease 


D«^ 
crease 


S 
305 


697  203 

394 


03 
372 
206 


760 


756 


1,357 


207 


1,130 

I 


Table  IV. — Industrial  employees  of  the  Federal  Government  inside  and  outside  continental  I'nited  States  employed  by  executive  agenciet 

during  January  1953,  and  comparison  icith  December  1952 


Department  or  agency 


Executive  departments  (except  Department 
of  Defense); 

Commerce 

Interior 

Stote 

Treasury 

Independent  agencies: 

Atomic  Energy  CommL-wlon 

General  Services  Administration.. 

Panama  Canal 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 


Total,  excluding  Department  of  Defense 

Net  decrease,  excluding  Department  of 

Defenie.. • 


Decem- 
ber 


539 
2,523 

186 
0,260 

94 

153 

1,492 

12.405 


26,651 


January 


In- 
crease 


383 
2,342 

184 
9,200 

05 

166 

1,512 

12,510 


26,461 


1 

14 

20 

114 


149 


De- 
crease 


Department  or  agency 


1,56 

181 

3 


339 


190 


Department  of  Defen.<ie: 

Department  of  the  .\rmy: 

Inside  continental  rnite<l  States.. 

Ontsido  continentiil  I'niled  Stat«'S. 
Department  of  the  .Mr  Foro-: 

Inside  continental  United  States.. 

Outside  contini'ntal  United  Stales. 
Department  of  the  .N'avy: 

Inside  continental  United  States.. 

Outside  continental  United  Slates. 


Total,  Department  of  Defense 

Net  decrease,  De|)artmeut  of  Defense. 


Grand  total,  including  Department  of 
Defen.se 

Net  ilecrease,  including  Department  of 
Defense 


IJecera- 
ber 


2.52.  408 
33,  121 

163.810 
21.506 

294,466 
■25,544 


790,945 


817,506 


January 

In- 
crease 

250.  9M 
33,059 

163.455 
21,870 

""364" 

294.050 
25.728 

'""184" 

De- 
crease 


1,514 
63 

355 


407 


780,  155 


648  I       3,338 
1,790 


815,  616 


697 


2,677 


1,060 
I 
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Department  or  agency 


Payroll  (in  thousands) 


Civilian  personnc. 


In  November  I  In  December 

was —  was — 


Increase  f-t-) 

or  decrease 

(-) 


Total 

?f  lie  Department 

Muliiiil  Security  Agency 

( illK  e  of  Itie  .Swretary  of  Defense 

Ii(  Ii:irlnient  of  the  Army 

III  i.,irttnent  of  the  Air  Korce 

idliartiiHiit  of  the  Navy 


$11,690 


124 

9 

85 

8,999 

I,4S2 

991 


$12,001 


126 

h 
91 

9,0f.f. 
1,606 
1,  104 


+$311 


+2 

-1 

+6 

+67 

+  124 

+113 


In  December  ] 
numbered—  ' 


In  January 
numbered — 


Increase  (+) 

or  decrease 

(-) 


3fl,  143 


87 

13 

178 

30,  MS 

4,985 

3,235 


32,  210 


87 

12 

174 

23.472 

5.293 

3.172 


-6,933 


—  1 
-4 

-7,173 

+30K 

-63 


Statement  bt  Senator  Bted 

Civilian  employment  In  the  executive 
brnnch  of  the  Federal  Government  In  Jan- 
uary totaled  2.654,310.  according  to  cer- 
tified reports  from  72  agencies  which  have 
been  complied  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Reduction  ol  Noneasentlal  Federal  Expendi- 
tures. 

The  January  total  reflected  a  decrease  of 
6  169  as  compared  with  employment  in 
December.  This  was  the  sixth  conaecutlve 
monthly  decrease. 

Principal  decreases  were  reported  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Department 
of  the  Army  ard  the  Post  Offlce  Depart- 
ment. 

Partially  offsetting  these  decreases  were 
increases  during  the  month  reported  by  the 
Dep.artment  of  •.!  '  Kir  Force,  the  Depart- 
ment of  State.  Foaeral  Security  Agency, 
General  Services  Administration.  Panama 
Canal,  and  Veterans'  Administration.  This 
Is  the  fourth  consecutive  monthly  Increase 
In  civilian  employment  reported  by  the  Air 
Ftirce.  The  Increase  since  September  has 
totaled  6,721.  The  net  decrease  in  the  De- 
fense Department  wa«  358. 

The  net  decrease  In  the  Department  of 
Defense  was  due  to  reductions  totaling 
1.2C0  by  the  Department  of  the  Army.  The 
Air  Force  and  Navy  reported  net  Increases. 

Employment  outside  continental  United 
States  In  January  totaled  186.105,  an  In- 
crease of  1.150  over  the  December  figure  of 
184  955.  394  of  the  Increase  were  reported 
by  the  civilian  agencies,  and  756  were  In  the 
Department   of   Defense. 

White  collar  employment  In  January  to- 
taled 1.738,694.  a  decrease  ol  4.189  as  com- 
pared with  the  December  total  of  1.742.883. 
Industrial  employment  In  January  totaled 
815  616,  a  decrease  of  1,980  as  compared  with 
the  December  total  of  817,596. 


UNEXPENDED  BALANCES  OP  FED- 
ERAL APPROPRIATIONS— STATE- 
MENT BY  SENATOR  BYRD 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  statement  by  me  on  be- 
half of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures, relating  to  unexpended  balances 
of  Federal  appropriations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Harht  Btrd  on  B«- 
HALE  or  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction 
OF  Nonessential,  Federal  ExPENDiTUiira 
Relative  to  Unexpended  Balances  of  Fid- 
EHAL  Appropriations 

Agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  en- 
tered the  second  half  of  the  ctirrent  fiscal 
year,  which  ends  June  30,  with  $140.9  billion 
of  unexpended  balances  In  appropriations, 
and   other   authorizations   already  made. 

Of  this  total  remaining  spending  author- 
ity nearly  $61.4  billion  was  In  appropriations 
and  other  authorizations  made  during 
calendar  year  1952,  and  more  than  $79.5  bil- 


lion  was   In    appropriations   and   other    au- 
thorizations made  In  some  previous  year. 

As  of  December  31  the  military  services, 
exclusive  of  civil  functions,  had  unexpended 
balances  In  approprlatltons  already  made 
totaling  $86  billion,  and  $13.7  billion  was 
still  available  for  Mutual  Security  expendi- 
ture In  appropriations  to  the  President  and 
other  Mutual  Security  Agency  accounts. 

Within  the  military  services  the  Air  Force 
began  the  second  half  of  the  fiscal  year  with 
unexpended  balances  totaling  $36.4  billion; 
the  Army,  exclusive  of  civil  functions  with 
balances  of  $25.8  billion;  and  the  Navy  with 
balances  totaling  $23.2  billion;  and  Offlce  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  with  balances  to- 
taling $500  million. 

Among  the  Mutual  Security  programs  bal- 
ances In  appropriations  and  other  authoriza- 
tions for  economic  and  technical  assistance 
as  of  December  31  totaled  $1  billion,  and  at 
the  beginning  of  the  second  half  of  the  fiscal 
year  balances  In  military  assistance  programs 
totaled  $11%  billion.  The  remaining  bal- 
ances of  more  than  a  billion  dollars  were 
scattered  through  other  foreign  assistance 
programs. 

There  was  $16.7  billion  of  balances  In  ap- 
propriations and  other  authorizations  to  In- 
dependent Offices,  Including  $4.7  billion  for 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission;  there  was 
$7.1  billion  In  balances  in  appropriations  and 
other  authorizations  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Including  $4.6  billion  of  author- 
ity for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
expend  from  public  debt  receipts;  and  there 
was  $6.1  billion  In  remaining  expenditure  au- 
thority for  agencies  of  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency. 

These  figures  were  shown  today  in  the 
third  of  a  series  of  reports  on  unexpended 
balances  available  to  Federal  agencies,  com- 
piled by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction 
of  Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures. 

This  report  showed  that  In  the  first  6 
months  of  the  current  fiscal  year  Federal  ex- 
penditures totaled  $35.5  billion.  Of  this 
total  $18.3  billion  was  from  appropriations 
enacted  last  year  by  the  previous  session  of 
Congress,  and  $17.2  billion  was  spent  from 
appropriations  enacted  In  previous  years. 

The  first  of  this  series  of  reports  estimated 
that,  as  of  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  next 
June  30,  Federal  agencies  would  carry  over 
Into  fiscal  year  1954.  beginning  July  1,  a  total 
of  $102  billion.  In  addition  to  new  appro- 
prlatlona  which  are  to  be  enacted  in  the  cur- 
rent session.  If  this  estimate  proves  to  be 
accurate  expenditures  In  the  second  half  of 
•  the  fiscal  year  would  total  more  than  $38 
billion,  as  compared  with  $35.5  billion  In  the 
first  half  of  the  year. 

If  new  appropriations  totaling  $72.9  bil- 
lion, as  requested  In  the  Truman  budget, 
should  be  enacted  by  this  session  of  Con- 
gress, total  expenditure  availability  begin- 
ning next  July  1  will  exceed  $175  bUllon. 


THE  SHORTAGE  OF  AMMUNITION— 
RESOLUTION     AND     NEWSPAPER 
COLUMN 
Mr.    BYRD.     Mr.    President,    I    ask 

unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 


the  body  of  the  Record  a  resolution  of- 
fered by  me  in  the  Senate  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  and  adopted  unani- 
mously, providing  for  an  investigation 
of  the  shortage  of  ammunition. 

The  following  were  appointed  to  this 
subcommittee:  Senator  Smith  of  Maine, 
chairman.  Senator  Hendrickson,  Senator 
Cooper,  Senator  Kefauver,  and  myself. 

Following  this,  I  ask  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  column  by  David  Law- 
rence published  in  the  Washington  Star 
on  March  17. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion and  newspaper  column  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolution   Oftered   bt   Senator   Harrt  F. 

Byrd   and  Unanimously   Adopted   by  thi 

Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  March 

12.  1963 

Whereas  Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet  has  tes- 
tified before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee substantially  as  follows: 

(a)  That  during  the  period  of  his  com- 
mand in  Korea,  extending  over  a  period  of 
22  months,  there  have  been  serious  and  at 
times  critical  shortages  of  ammunition; 

(b)  That  he  reported  almost  dally  the  ex- 
istence of  such  shortages; 

(c)  That  the  shortages  of  ammunition 
substantially  restricted  the  action  of  our 
troops  and  endangered  our  defense  lines; 

(d)  That  when  he  left  Korea  the  supplies 
of  ammunition  were  Improving  but  short- 
ages still  existed;  and 

Whereas  the  officials  of  the  Army  Depart- 
ment have  unanimously  testified  that  de- 
fense appropriations  for  ammunition,  as 
promptly  made  by  Congress  upon  request 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Korean  war,  have 
been  adequate:  Be  it 

Resolved  by  this  committee,  That  It  Is  our 
Judgment  that  the  statements  above  referred 
to  by  General  Van  Fleet  have  been  fully 
substantiated  by  the  testimony  before  the 
committee;  and 

Resolved  further.  That  the  chairman  ap- 
point a  subcommittee  of  five  for  the  pur- 
pose of  continuing  this  Investigation  and 
reporting  to  the  committee  the  officials  and 
conditions  responsible  for  this  situation  of 
ammunition  shortages  In  our  services  wher- 
ever they  may  exist  and  making  such  other 
recommendations  as  the  subcommittee  may 
deem  helpful  and  advisable,  and  at  the  same 
time  require  regular  reports  from  the  De- 
fense Department  as  to  the  progress  being 
made  In  producing  ammunition  In  adequate 
supplies. 

[Prom  the  Washington  Star  of  March  17, 
1953  J 

General  Van  Plbet  Is  Corroborated — For- 
mer Chief  of  10th  Army  Corps  Says  Gkn- 
■ral'b  Testimony  Beforx  Intsstigators  Is 

lOO   PlBCKNT   CORRBCT 

(By  David  Lawrence) 
Congress  has  only  scratched  the  surface  of 
the  ammunition  scandal  of  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration, and,  despite  the  buckpasslng 
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and  the  attempti  to  cover  up,  the  truth  la 
bound  to  come  out. 

Today  thl»  correspondent  preaenta  a  copy 
of  a  telegram  Just  sent  by  Lt.  Gen.  Edward 
M.  Almond  to  Gen.  James  A.  Van  Pleet  back- 
ing up  the  latter'!  charges. 

General  Almond,  who  retired  on  February 
1.  anil  iB.  therefore.  In  a  position  now  to  speak 
freely,  was  commander  of  the  10th  Army 
Corps  in  Korea  from  the  time  of  the  Inchon 
landing,  on  September  15,  1950.  unUl  July 
1951.  Since  General  Van  Fleet  took  com- 
mand on  AprU  14.  1951,  and  General  Almond 
left  Korea  on  Jxily  16,  1951,  their  terms  of 
service  overlapijed  for  several  months.  Here 
is  the  text  of  the  telegram  to  General  Van 
Fleet  from  General  Almond: 

"Hearty  congratulations  on  3rour  magnifi- 
cent testimony,  as  reported  in  the  press, 
befcwe  Congress  on  the  military  situation  in 
Korea.  Your  honest  and  correct  interpreta- 
tions of  conditions  there  have  served  to  en- 
lighten the  people  of  oxir  country  and  to 
confoimd  and  to  deflate  the  generalizations 
and  equivocations  made  by  those  who  have 
tried  to  discredit  your  statements.  I  know 
the  facts  to  be  as  you  have  stated  them  from 
the  beginning  of  the  Korean  conflict  until 
the  time  I  left  you  In  July  1951.  Since  my 
departure,  my  Interpretation  of  information 
corroborates  your  testimony.  Public  state- 
ments made  by  me  since  my  retirement  sup- 
port your  views  100  percent,  and  I  am  ready 
at  any  time  to  substantially  support  your 
position.  Your  service  to  our  Nation  has 
been  magnlflcent,  and  your  statements  In 
Congress  add  emphasis  to  your  loyalty  and 
patriotism.  My  best  wishes  to  you  always  as 
a  comrade  in  arms." 

But  perhaps  the  most  slgnlflcant  piece  of 
Information  comes  from  Tracy  8.  Voorheea, 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Army  In  the  last  ad- 
ministration. In  a  copyrighted  Interview  In 
U.  S.  News  &  World  Report  this  week,  Mr. 
Voorhees  says: 

"We  have  gone  into  this  Korean  war.  for 
Instance,  without  either  any  budgetary  or 
production  plan  for  it.  It  was  assumed 
budgetwlse.  and  therefore  productlonwise. 
that  the  Korean  war  would  end  by  July  1, 
1951.  But  the  war  got  rather  obstinate  and 
temperamental  and  declined  to  end.  so  they 
extended  its  life  to  July  1.  1952.  The  war  was 
still  stubborn,  so  its  lease  of  life  was  extended 
by  the  United  States  planners  untU  July  1, 
1953.  That  was.  I  believe,  one  reason  for  this 
cutback  which  was  made  in  United  States 
production  announced  early  last  December. 
The  net  result  has  been  that  the  Korean  war 
remains  alive  and  hungry  for  military  equip- 
ment and  supplies,  and  that  we  have  just 
kept  taking  things  that  were  produced  for 
Europe  and  have  shipped  them  to  Korea. 

"And  nobody  can  criticize  our  military 
people  for  doing  that  when  our  fighting 
men  in  Korea  were  short  of  these  arms. 
But  we  can  criticize  the  fallxire  to  plan  to 
carry  on  a  war  we  are  already  In.  so  that 
our  men  will  have  the  equipment  and  sup- 
plies to  fight  It.  There  Is  certainly  high 
support  for  such  a  statement  since  President 
Eisenhower  came  back  from  Korea  and  made 
a  general  reference  to  shortages  of  some 
supplies  over  there  that  would  have  to  be 
corrected.  But  the  shortage.  It  seems  to  me, 
was  not  due  to  the  Army's  failure  to  buy 
what  was  needed,  bui.  to  the  Budget  Bureau's 
decision  not  to  let  the  Army  budget  and 
procure  on  a  scale  which  would  see  the 
Korean  war  through  without  diverting  to 
Korea  equipment  and  supplies  produced  for 
our  alliee  in  Europe.  •  •  •" 

"Whose  responsibility  was  that — Secretary 
of  Defense?  Chief  of  Staff?"  Mr.  Voornees 
asked. 

"No.  I  think  It  was  a  basic  Government 
policy  that  was  wrong."  he  replied.  "A  policy 
of  partial,  restricted,  limited  effort  which 
went  right  straight  through  o\ir  Govern- 
ment. The  Budget  Bureau,  which  presuma- 
bly  had  the  President's  approval,  took  this 
position  about  not  budgeting  for  a  possible 


or  prdbaWe  eontlnuance  of  the  Korean  war. 
Then  it  was  unpopular  to  deprive  the  Ameri- 
can consumer  public  of  anything,  so  we  went 
right  on  manufacturing  automobiles,  refrig- 
erators, and  everything  else,  instead  of  man- 
\ifarturing  these  things  we  needed  to  flight 
with  In  Korea  and  to  create  a  real  defense 
in  E^irope. 

"As  I  see  It.  it  is  the  policy  of  'too  little 
and  too  late'  that  was  wrong.  The  point  is 
that  we  have  been  at  war  for  2'/-i  years  and 
have  this  big  Russian  military  threat  hang- 
ing over  E^u-ope.  and  so  threatening  us  aiso. 
And  we  are  the  one  country  in  the  world 
that  can  certainly  succeed  in  production, 
but  we  Just  havent  done  It  fast  enough." 
What  do  the  GI's  think  of  all  this? 
In  a  letter  to  this  correspondent  received 
today,  a  lady  writes  about  her  brother's  boy 
who  had  come  home  from  Korea  covered  with 
mecals  and  Purple  Heart  decorations: 

"Now  that  he  is  at  home  and  \a  college, 
his  only  bitterness  Is  when  he  gets  talking 
about  how  all  his  buddies  got  killed  right  be- 
fore his  eyes  and  how  they  wouldn't  have  been 
if  they  only  had  some  ammunition.  •  •  • 
"My  younger  son  Is  on  an  ammunition  ship 
plying  up  and  down  both  coasts  of  Korea 
rearming  the  carriers  and  battleships. 

"The  day  your  article  came  out.  we  got 
a  letter  from  him  saying  his  ship  went  Into 
some  little  town  to  give  a  load  of  ammuni- 
tion to  some  Army  unit  that  had  gotten 
stranded  there  with  absolutely  nothing." 

The  point  is  that  the  soldiers  In  Korea 
have  for  many  months  been  writing  home 
about  the  shortage  of  ammunition  In  Korea. 
They  knew  it.  The  enemy  probably  knew 
it — because  attacks  were  sporadic.  But  the 
American  people  haven't  known  the  truth, 
and  If  It  were  not  for  the  sometimes  con- 
demned system  of  congressional  Investiga- 
tions, they  wouldn't  know  about  it  yet. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  In- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

8. 1356.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  for  payment  under 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  Insur- 
ance system  of  child's  Insurance  benefits 
to  children  who  have  attained  the  age  of 
18  but  are  incapable  of  self-support  be- 
cause of  physical  or  mental  disability,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

By  Mr.  KEFAUVER  (for  himself.  Mr. 
Case,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Gnxrm,  Mr. 
Gkeem,  Mr.  HENNiNGS,  Mr.  Holland, 
Mr.  HuMPHRZT,  Mr.  KiLcoEE,  Mr. 
Langek,  Mr.  Lkhmak.  Mr.  Long.  Mr. 
MAGNtrsoN,  Mr.  Mobsk,  Mr.  Murkat, 
Mr.  Pastore,  Mr.  Sparkman.  Mr. 
Hill.  Mr.  Smathirs,  Mr.  Tobet,  Mr. 
Patne,  Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr.  Hxn- 
drickson  ) : 

8. 1357.  A  bill  to  strengthen  the  Robin - 
Bon-Patman  Antlprlce  Discrimination  Act 
and  the  protection  which  It  affords  to  small 
and  Independent  business;  to  the  Commit-^ 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kitaxtver  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 

8. 1358.  A  bill  to  equitably  adjust  the 
salaries  of  auditors  at  central  accounting 
post  offices:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By   Mr.  LANOER: 

8.  1359.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Solena 
Vlana  Bryant  (Mrs.  William  C.  Bryant);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Langer  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 


By  Mr.  KENNEDY   (for  himself.  Mr. 
Adczm,   Mr.   CLucxMTB,  Mr.  Cooper, 
Mr.  Cordon,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, Mr.  OiLLZTTK,  Mr.  Hxnninos. 
Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Jack- 
son, Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro- 
lina, Mr.  KEFAUVER,  Mr.  Kiloore.  Mr. 
Langer,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Mansfield, 
Mr.  Matbank,  Mr.  Mundt,  Mr.  Mur- 
ray,  Mr.   ScHOEPi»«L,   Mr.   Smith   oI 
New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  SPAXXMAif) : 
S.  1360.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  separa- 
tion of  subsidy  from  airmail  pay,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kennedy  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 
8.  1361.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adolfo  L. 
ECalb.  and  his  wife.  Mrs.  Eugenia  G.  Kalb; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 
S.  1362.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Ishal 
Ben  Asber;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  GOLDWATER: 
S.  1363.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Eddie  L.  Ben- 
nett. Jr.   (Jojl  Chltose);   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRICKZR: 
S.  1364.  A    bin    for    the    relief   of    Emma 
Schmitt  Guthell;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Bricker  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  YOUNG 
S.  1365.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leopold 
Mlstlberger;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
S  1366.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jose 
Montero;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  AIKEN   (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Young) : 
S.  1367.  A  bin  to  amend  section   508    (a) 
of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  so  as  to 
extend  for  4  years  the  authority  of  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation  to  expand  the 
crop-Insurance     program     Into     additional 
counties:   to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Aiken  and  Mr. 
Young  when  the  above  bill  was  Introduced 
today,     which     appear    under     a    separate 

heading.)  

By  Mr.  AIKEN  (for  himself,  Mr.  Carl- 
son. Mr.  Coopxs,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr. 
Hill.    Mr.    Ives,    Mr.    Jackson,    Mr. 
Mansfield,  and  Mr.  Langer)  : 
8.  1368.  A  bill  to  promote  the  further  de- 
velopment of  public  library  service  In  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  AnczN  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  MUNDT  (for  himself,  Mr.  Aif- 
derson,  Mr.  Case.  Mr.  Clements,  Mr. 
Johnston    of    South    Carolina,    &ir. 
SCHOEPPEL,  and  Mr.  Kkfauvkr)  : 
8.  1369.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Foreign  Trad- 
ing Division  In  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration In  order  to  promote  the  disposal  In 
foreign  countries  of  surplus  agricultural  com- 
modities; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Mundt  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 
S.  1370.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Linda  Lee 
Drake  (Ami  Kuroda);  to  the  Cocamittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
8. 1371.  A  bin  to  extend  for  6  years  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
make  loans  for  the  purpose  of  making  avail- 
able In  any  area  or  region  credit  formerly 
made  available  In  such  area  or  region  by  the 
Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2045 


/ 


By  Mr.  MAGNUSON  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Jackson)  : 
S.  1372.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  authoriza- 
tion of  a  national  cemetery  In  the  State  of 
Washington  and  for  the  utilization  of  surplus 
Army-Department  owned  mUltary  real  prop- 
erty at  Fort  Lewis,  Wash.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
8  1373.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Llonglnas 
Kubllckas,  Juozas  Grlsmanauskas,  and  Ed- 
mondas  Paulauskas;    to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD  (by  request) : 
S  1374.  A   bin   for   the   relief  of   Splrldon 
loannls  Athanasopoulos;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    CAPEHART: 
S  1375.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  5210  of  the 
Revised  Statutes;  and 

S.  1376.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  503  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  expedite  the  provision 
of  housing  in  connection  with  national  de- 
fense, and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  Oc- 
tober 14,  1940,  as  amended;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado)  : 
S.  1377.  A  bill  to  define  the  appUcatlon  of 
the  Clayton  and  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Acts  to  certain  pricing  practices;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

( See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Capehart  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  LONG    (for  himself  and  Mr. 
EXlender)  : 
8. 1378.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  coinage  of 
60-cent  pieces  to  commemorate  the  sesqul- 
centennlal  of  the  Louisiana  Purchase;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Ciurency. 
By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON: 
S  1379.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of 
300.000  special  nonquota  Immigration  visas 
to    certain    refugees,     persons    of     German 
ethnic  origin,  and  natives  of  Italy,  Greece, 
and    the    Netherlands,    and    for    other    pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 
S.  1380.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Slmonella 
Evonne  Magllulo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  rVES: 
8  J.  Res.  58.  Joint  resolution  designating 
August  17  of  each  year  as  National  Holsteln- 
Frieslan  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

STRENGTHENING  OP  ROBINSON- 
PATMAN  ANTI-PRICE  DISCRIMI- 
NATION ACT  AND  PROTECTION 
OF  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr..  Case],  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  (Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Florida  I  Mr.  Holland], 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Hvu- 
PHREYl.  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
I  Mr.  KiLcoREl.  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  I  Mr.  Langer],  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Macno- 
soNi,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  tMr. 
Morse],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
I  Mr.  Pastore],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Hill],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smath- 
EHsi,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  ToBEY],  the  Senator  from  Maine 
IMr.  Paine],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Washington    [Mr.   Jackson],    and    the 


Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hekdrick- 
SON],  I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  strength  the  Robinson- 
Patman  Anti-Price  Discrimination  Act 
and  the  protection  which  it  afioixis  to 
small  and  Independent  business.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak 
for  not  to  exceed  3  minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1357)  to  strengthen  the 
Robinson-Patman  Anti-Price  Discrimi- 
nation Act  and  the  protection  which  it 
affords  to  small  and  independent  busi- 
ness, introduced  by  Mr.  Kefauver  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
f e  rred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is  to 
provide  greater  protection  to  small  busi- 
ness by  plugging  up  a  glaring  loophole 
in  the  Robinson-Patman  amendment  to 
the  Clayton  Act. 

That  loophole  is  the  so-called  good 
faith  defense.  In  Its  recent  decision  in 
the  Standard  Oil  of  Indiana  case  (340 
U.  S.  231),  the  Supreme  Court  held  that 
good  faith  is  a  complete  defense  to  a 
charge  of  price  discrimination  under  the 
Robinson-Patman  Act. 

The  Robinson-Patman  Act  was  in- 
tended merely  to  give  all  business,  large 
and  small,  an  equal  opportunity  in  the 
competitive  race  for  survival.  At  the 
time  of  its  enactment  in  1935,  small  busi- 
ness was  being  driven  to  the  wall.  Chain 
stores  and  other  large  buyers  were  ob- 
taining price  concessions  which  enabled 
them  to  sell  at  prices  that  the  smaller 
merchants,  regardless  of  their  efBciency, 
could  not  p>ossibly  meet.  The  evidence 
presented  in  reports  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  hearings  before  congres- 
sional committees,  and  investigations  by 
State  authorities  was  conclusive.  Favor- 
itism had  come  to  replace  efficiency  and 
service  to  the  public. 

In  passing  the  Robinson-Patman  Act 
Congress  acted  to  remedy  this  situation. 
The  rule  underlying  the  new  law  was  a 
simple  one.  A  seller  must  not  discrimi- 
nate in  price  where  such  discriminations 
are  not  justified  by  differences  in  his 
costs  of  servicing  his  different  customers 
and  where  the  effect  of  such  unjustified 
discriminations  may  be  substantially  to 
lessen  competition  or  tend  to  create  a 
monopoly. 

This  rule  Is  a  good  one,  and  it  ought 
to  be  preserved.  Experience  has  shown 
that  big  suppliers,  selling  in  many  mar- 
kets, can  destroy  smaller  competing 
suppliers  selling  in  only  one  market. 
The  big  supplier  can  drive  these  smaller 
competitors  out  of  business  by  reducing 
his  price  in  one  market  at  a  time,  mak- 
ing up  any  losses  through  high  prices 
charged  elsewhere.  Experience  has  also 
shown  that  where  a  supplier  offers  dis- 
criminatory prices  beyond  what  is  justi- 
fied by  differences  in  his  costs,  those 
concessions  are  usually  granted  only  to 
the  big  buyers  while  the  smaller  buyers 
must  pay  higher  prices. 

In  the  Standard  Oil  of  Indiana  de- 
cision, however,  the  Court  largely  nulli- 
fied the  rule  underlying  the  Robinson- 
Patman  Act.    The  essence  of  the  Court' s 


Interpretation  Is  that  wherever  the  FTC 
challenges  a  discriminatory  practice  and 
the  supplier  shows  that  he  has  carried 
on  that  practice  in  good  faith,  the  Gov- 
ernment is  estopped  from  issuing  a 
cease-and-desist  order,  and  the  supplier 
is  free  to  continue  the  practice,  regard- 
less of  its  effects  on  competition. 

As  the  law  now  stands,  there  Is  no 
limit  on  discriminations,  as  long  as  they 
are  made  in  good  faith.  Once  this  sim- 
ple test  is  met',  the  big  firm  is  giveh  carte 
blanche  to  drive  his  smaller  competitors 
out  of  business,  to  destroy  competition, 
and  to  create  monopolies.  He  can  even 
sell  below  his  competitor's  costs,  because 
his  good  faith  is  held  to  be  more  im- 
portant than  the  protection  of  competi- 
tion and  more  important  than  the  right 
of  all  smaller  buyers  whose  business  is 
ruined.  This  is  a  far  cry  from  the  origi- 
nal objectives  of  the  Robinson-Patman 
Act. 

The  present  bill  would  go  a  long  way 
toward  attaining  the  objectives  which 
the  authors  of  the  Robinson-Patman 
Act  thought  they  had  secured  when  the 
act  was  passed  some  18  years  ago.  I 
say  it  would  go  a  long  way.  But  it  would 
not  go  all  the  way.  The  good-faith  de- 
fense would  still  be  a  complete  defense 
in  all  cases  except  where  the  effect  of 
the  discrimination  fell  short  of  prob- 
able Injury  to  competition.  It  would 
still  be  a  complete  defense  where  only 
an  individual  competitor,  or  individual 
competitors,  as  distinct  from  competi- 
tion were  injured.  But  it  would  not  be 
a  complete  defense  where  the  discrimi- 
nation was  of  such  breadth  and  propor- 
tions as  to  result  in  a  probable  injury  to 
competition. 

Although  this  Is  the  first  time  it  has 
been  introduced  &s  a  separate  piece  of 
legislation,  the  substance  of  the  bill  in- 
troduced by  me  has  had  a  legislative  his- 
tory of  some  4  years.  On  June  1.  1949, 
I  submitted  a  somewhat  similar  provision 
as  an  amendment  to  the  so-called  bas- 
ing-point  bill,  S.  1008.  Although  passed 
by  the  Senate,  the  protecting  amend- 
ment was  eliminated  in  conference. 
More  recently,  on  August  2,  1951,  I  of- 
fered a  similar  amendment  to  S.  719. 
The  amendment  was  defeated  in  the 
Senate  by  only  one  vote.  39  to  38. 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  was 
the  same  as  the  purpose  of  the  bill  now 
Introduced,  namely,  to  prevent  the  de- 
struction of  competition  through  price 
discrimination.  Like  this  bill  they  were 
supported  by  virtually  all  the  legitimate 
small -business  organizations.  Among 
the  organizations  that  have  supported 
this  type  of  measure  In  the  past  and 
support  the  present  bill  today  are  the 
National  Association  of  Retail  Druggists, 
the  United  States  Wholesale  Grocers  As- 
sociation, the  National  Pood  Brokers  As- 
sociation, the  National  Association  of 
Independent  Tire  Dealers,  the  National 
Congress  of  Petroleum  Retailers,  the  Na- 
tional Federation  of  Independent  Busi- 
ness, and  others. 

In  offering  this  proposed  legislation  I 
am  seeking  no  special  favors  for  small 
business.  I  am  merely  urging  that  small 
business  be  given  an  equal  opportunity 
with  big  business  to  compete  on  the 
basis  of  efficiency  and  service.  I  am 
confident  that,  given  this  opportunity. 
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small  business  win  prosper  and  the  free 
competitive  system  will  be  immeasurably 
strengthened. 


80LENA  VIANA  BRYANT  (MRS. 
WILLIAM  C.  BRYANT) 

Mr.  liANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  In- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Solena  Viana  Bryant 
(Mrs.  William  C.  Bryant).  In  case  any 
Senator  la  interested,  let  me  say  that 
this  is  one  of  the  times  when  the  person 
Involved  is  not  a  Pakistinian. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1359)  for  the  relief  of  So- 
lena Viana  Bryant  (Mrs.  William  C.  Bry- 
ant), introduced  by  Mr.  Lancer,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Conmiittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

EMMA  SCHMITT  GUTHKM. 

*  Mr.  BRICJEIER.  Mr.  President,  I  in-, 
troduce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Emma  Schmitt  Gutheil. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  me  relating  to  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will  be  re- 
ceived and  appropriately  referred;  and, 
without  objection,  the  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1364)  for  the  relief  of 
Emma  Schmitt  Gutheil.  introduced  by 
Mr.  Brickkr,  was  received,  read  twice  by 
Its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Bricker  Is  as 
follows: 

Statemxnt  bt  Senator  Bbickeb 

The  bill  would  restore  the  United  States 
citizenship  of  Emma  Schmitt  Gutheil,  who 
lost  her  citizenship  by  voting  In  an  election 
In  East  Germany.  The  choice  given  her  by 
the  Russian  authorities  was  to  vote  In  the 
election  or  go  without  food. 

At  the  age  of  11,  Mrs.  Gutheil  became  an 
American  citizen  through  naturalization  of 
her  father,  who  had  then  been  In  the  United 
States  for  5  years.  Eight  years  later,  In  1921, 
Mrs.  Gutheil.  then  Emma  Schmitt,  went  to 
Munich,  Germany,  where  her  father  was  rep- 
resenting an  Ohio  company,  and  soon  began 
work  for  the  American  consulate  there.  She 
continued  working  for  the  American  con- 
sulate for  about  10  years,  until  shortly  after 
her  marriage  In  1931. 

Emma  Schmitt  married  a  German  national, 
Helmut  Gutheil.  Under  the  law  then  in  ef- 
fect, or  shortly  thereafter,  she  lost  her  Amer- 
ican citizenship  by  so  doing,  and  she  was 
deemed  a  German  citizen  when  her  first 
daughter  was  born  In  July  1932.  Later, 
through  an  act  of  Congress,  the  law  was 
changed,  and  her  American  citizenship  was 
restored.  She  retained  her  American  citi- 
zenship throughout  the  entire  Hitler  regime. 
She  now  has  five  living  children,  four  of 
whom  are  American  citizens. 

The  end  of  hostilities  In  World  War  11 
found  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gutheil  living  In  the 
Riisslan-controlled  zone  of  Germany.  Dur- 
ing this  period,  an  election  was  ordered  by 
the  four-power  government  In  Berlin.  Mrs. 
GutheU  objected  to  voting  In  the  election. 
because  she  was  afraid  of  losing  her  United 
States  citizenship.  However,  the  Russian 
authorities  compelled  her  to  vote  by  with- 
holding ration  books  for  her  and  her  family 
untU  she  had  voted. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Helmut  Gutheil  and  their 
eldest  daughter  were  admitted  to  the  United 


State*  aa  German  nationals.  Their  four 
youngest  children  were  admitted  as  Ameri- 
can citizens. 

The  GutheU  family  Is  now  living  In  (Co- 
lumbus, Ohio.  Both  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gutheil 
have  applied  for  United  States  citizenship 
and  did  so  at  the  earliest  opportunity.  How- 
ever, It  would  help  the  family  circumstances 
a  great  deal  to  restore  Mrs.  Gutheil 's  citizen- 
ship by  congressional  action.  If  her  citizen- 
ship were  restored.  Mr.  GutheU  would  more 
quickly  become  eligible  under  the  law  to  be- 
come an  American  citizen.  He  would  then 
be  able  to  obtain  work  at  his  profession, 
power  engineering.  His  services  are  In  de- 
mand, but  his  alien  status  bars  him  from 
the  kind  of  work  he  is  eminently  fitted  for. 

The  bill,  then,  would  have  two  beneficial 
effects.  It  would  restore  the  American  citi- 
zenship that  Mrs.  Gutheil  lost  through  Rus- 
sian pressure  \inder  the  guise  of  carrying  out 
an  order  in  which  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment had  a  voice.  It  would  also  indirectly 
make  Helmut  Gutheil  available  for  employ- 
ment In  a  profession  which  Is  short-handed. 


EXPANSION    OF    CROP    INSURANCE 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
myself  and  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota I  Mr.  YotiNcl.  I  introduce  for  ap- 
propriate reference  a  bill  to  amend  sec- 
tion 508  (a)  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insur- 
ance Act  so  as  to  extend  for  4  years  the 
authority  of  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  to  expand  the  crop-insur- 
ance program  into  additional  counties. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
refererd. 

The  bill  (S.  1367)  to  amend  section  508 
(a)  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act 
so  as  to  extend  for  4  years  the  authority 
of  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
to  expand  the  crop-insurance  program 
into  additional  counties,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Aiken  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Young > , 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  not  to 
exceed  2  minutes  on  the  bill  just  intro- 
duced. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
thsre  objection? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not 
object  during  the  morning  hour  to  re- 
quests to  speak  if  the  speeches  are  lim- 
ited to  2  minutes.  I  think  I  must  ob- 
ject to  any  unanimous-consent  request 
for  permission  to  speak  for  longer  than 
2  minutes,  until  the  morning  hour  is 
completed.  After  that  a  motion  will  be 
made  to  take  up  a  bill.  If  the  Senate 
proceeds  to  consider  the  bill,  it  will  be 
open  to  indefinite  debate,  and  speeches 
of  any  length  may  be  made. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  may  proceed  for  not  to  exceed 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  the  meas- 
ure which  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken]  and  I  have  today  intro- 
duced would  extend  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  to 
expand  crop-insurance  protection  for 
4  additional  years — or  through  1957. 

Following  a  restudy  of  the  crop-insur- 
ance program  in  1947,  the  scope  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation's 
activities  was  reduced  by  Congress  to  an 


experimental  level.  This  was  deemed 
necessary  so  as  to  permit  the  Corporation 
to  gain  needed  experience  by  operating 
in  a  limited  number  of  counties.  There- 
after a  gradual  expansion  was  author- 
ized, but  this  legislative  authority  expires 
in  1953. 

Crop  insurance  has  now  been  de- 
veloped Into  a  sound  and  workable  pro- 
gram. The  1952  losses  will  all  be  paid 
from  1952  premium  earnings  and  it  ap- 
pears that  nearly  a  million  dollars  of  the 
1952  premiums  will  go  into  the  insurance 
reserve.  During  the  5-year  period  1948 
to  1952  the  total  earnings  from  premi- 
ums amounted  to  $79,393,926.  During 
the  same  period  $76,754,892  was  paid  to 
farmers  for  crop  losses.  The  Corpora- 
tion should  most  assuredly  be  permitted 
to  continue  the  expansion  of  crop-in- 
surance protection  which  is  so  impor- 
tant, not  only  to  farmers,  but  the  rest 
of  the  economy  as  well. 

To  a  considerable  extent  this  program 
has  alleviated  the  great  hardships  to 
farmers  occasioned  when  crops  have 
been  destroyed  by  drought,  hail,  plant 
diseases,  insects,  or  other  causes.  The 
program  is  self -financing,  save  for  the 
cost  of  administration.  Those  who  are 
insured  pay  for  the  protection  just  the 
same  as  any  individual  would  under  an 
ordinary  casualty  insurance  contract.  A 
majority  of  the  farmers  support  the 
principle  of  crop  insurance  enthusiasti- 
cally. Businessmen,  too,  have  a  full  un- 
derstanding of  the  indirect  benefits  which 
accrue  when  farmers  are  able  to  meet 
their  financial  obligations  promptly.  In 
the  past  during  periods  of  drought  and 
adversity  many  farmers  were  forced  to 
seek  Government  assistance  by  way  of 
feed  and  seed  loans  and  other  types  of 
disaster  relief.  Crop  insurance  offers  a 
method  whereby  financial  crisis,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  can  be  alleviated  in 
years  of  crop  failure.  Government  as- 
sistance programs  upon  which  we  have 
had  to  rely  in  the  past  can  and  will  be 
largely  supplanted  by  more  comprehen- 
sive protection  affected  by  crop  insur- 
ance. 


LIBRARY  SERVICE  IN  RURAL  AREAS 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Carlson],  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Cooper],  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  IvesI,  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Jackson],  the  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  Mansfield],  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lan- 
cer], I  introduced  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  promote  the  further  de- 
velopment of  public-library  service  in 
rural  areas.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  an  analysis  of  the  bill  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
analysis  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1368)  to  promote  the  fur- 
ther development  of  public -library  serv- 
ice in  rural  areas,  introduced  by  Mr. 
AncEN  (for  himself  and  other  Senators), 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 
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The  analysis  presented  by  Mr.  Axksh  U 

as  follows : 

Av^LYsis  or  TOT  BILL  8.  1368  (TH«  Act  Is  To 
Be  Knowm  as  the  Losabt  Sbvicss  Act) 

DECLAKATIOlf  OF  POUCT 

Section  2:  (a)  Its  purpose  la  to  stimulate 
the  States  to  extend  public-library  servlees 
to  fnrmlng  communities,  small  towns,  and 
villages  now  without  such  serrlces  or  with 
inadequate  services.  The  term  "State"  in- 
cludes all  the  SUtes.  Alaska.  Hawaii,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands.  The  term 
"public  library"  means  a  library  that  serves 
free  all  residents  of  a  community,  district,  or 
region,  and  receives  Its  financial  support  In 
whole  or  In  part  from  public  funds. 

( b )  No  provisions  of  the  act  are  to  be  con- 
sidered as  giving  the  Federal  Government  any 
power  to  interfere  with  the  right  and  respon- 
sibility of  the  State  and  Its  local  subdivisions 
to  administer  public-library  services,  to  ap- 
p<iint  the  librarians  and  library  assistants 
and  to  select  the  books,  periodicals,  films,  re- 
cordings, and  other  library  materials.  In  ad- 
dition, the  States  and  their  local  subdivisions. 
such  as  counties,  etc..  would  have  the  power 
to  determine  what  constitutes  the  best  use  of 
the  funds  In  attaining  the  objectives  of  the 
legislation,  provided  such  determination  does 
not  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

AUTHORIZATION    Or   APPROPalATlOHS 

Section  3:  The  act  would  authorize  an  an- 
nual appropriation  of  $7,500,000  to  the  States 
for  a  5-year  period,  beginning  with  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1954,  In  order  to  re- 
ceive the  payments,  a  State  mtist  submit  to 
and  have  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  a  State  plan  for  the  extension  of 
public-library  service  to  rvu-al  areas,  which 
have  either  no  service  or  else  Inadequate 
service. 

ALLOTMENTS  TO   STATES 

Section  4:  (a)  Of  the  $7,500,000  to  be  ap- 
propriated each  fiscal  year,  the  Commission- 
er of  Education  would  allot  $10,000  to  the 
Virtjln  Islands  and  $40,000  to  each  of  the 
otlier  States.  Of  the  remalpder  of  the  $7,- 
600  000  after  these  Initial  aUotments.  the 
Commissioner  would  allot  to  each  State  an 
additional  amount  based  on  the  ratio  of  the 
rural  population  of  the  State  to  the  total 
rural  population  of  the  United  States  ac- 
cording to  the  1950  decennial  census. 

(b)  If  any  part  of  the  allotment  to  a 
Stale  remains  unpaid  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal 
year,  It  would  be  available  to  that  State 
until  the  end  of  the  next  fiscal  year,  under 
the  conditions  governing  the  payments  to 
the  State  as  set  forth  In  section  fl.  A  State 
must  exhaust  this  carrled-over  allotment 
before  It  can  receive  any  payment  out  of 
the  allotment  In  that  following  fiscal  year. 

STATE  PLANS 

Section  5:  (a)  In  order  to  receive  approval, 
a  State  plan  for  the  further  extension  of 
public-library  services  must  contain  the  fol- 
lowing: 

( 1 1  Provision  for  the  administration,  ox 
the  supervision  of  the  administration,  of  the 
plan  by  the  official  State  agency  charged  by 
Slate  law  with  the  extension  and  develop- 
ment of  public-library  services  throughout 
the  State.  Proof  must  be  submitted  that 
this  State  agency  has  adequate  authority 
under  tlie  State  law  to  administer  the  plan 
m  accordance  with  Its  proposals  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Act; 

(2)  Provision  for  the  receipt  and  safe- 
keeping by  the  appropriate  State  officer  of 
all  funds  paid  to  the  State  under  the  terms 
of  this  act.  Provision  must  be  made  also  for 
Kviuranteelng  that  the  funds  will  be  expended 
6«^>lely  for  the  purposes  of  the  act; 

(3)  Provision  for  establishing  policies  and 
administrative  methods  to  be  followed  In 
ti.sing  any  funds  made  available  for  expendi- 
ture under  the  State  plan  for  extending  pub- 
lic-library services  to  rural  areas.  The  State 
library  agency  administering  the  plan  must 
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eerttfy  that  the  policies  and  methods  pro- 
posed wUI,  in  Its  Judgment,  assure  the  use 
of  the  funds  to  maximum  advantage  In  at- 
taining the  objectives  of  the  act; 

(4)  Provision  for  the  State  library  agency 
administering  the  plan  to  make  reports  on 
such  Items  of  Information  as  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education  may  reasonably  require 
from  time  to  time  to  keep  the  Congress  and 
the  public  Informed; 

(5)  Provision  that  any  public-library  serv- 
ices furnished  to  an  area  under  the  plan  shall 
be  made  available  free  of  charge,  under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  State 
library  administrative  agency. 

(b)  If  a  State  plan  meets  the  conditions 
specified  In  the  preceding  subsection,  section 
6  (a),  the  Commissioner  of  Education  must 
approve  It. 

PATMENTS  TO  STATES 

Section  6:  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury would  pay  from  time  to  time  to  each 
State  with  an  approved  plan  an  amount  equal 
to  the  computed  Federal  share  of  the  total 
expenditures  for  public-library  extension  un- 
der the  plan.  No  payment  would  be  made 
to  a  State  until  the  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion finds  for  the  fiscal  year  in  question 
that— 

(1)  The  State  or  local  communities  will 
have  available  sufficient  funds  to  enable  them 
to  receive  at  least  the  minimum  Federal 
allotment  of  $40,000,  and  $10,000  In  the  case 
of  the  Virgin  Islands; 

(2)  That  the  total  amount  available  for 
public-library  services  from  State  and  local 
sources  In  the  area  under  consideration  for 
the  fiscal  year  In  question  wUl  not  be  less 
than  the  total  amount  actually  expended  for 
public-library  services  from  State  and  local 
sources  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1953: 

(3)  That  the  amount  of  State  aid  for 
public-library  services  In  the  fiscal  year  un- 
der consideration  will  not  be  reduced  below 
the  amount  of  State  aid  actually  expended 
for  public-library  services  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1953. 

(b)  The  Commissioner  of  Education  would 
be  required,  at  least  semiannually  and  prior 
to  the  period  for  which  a  payment  Is  to  be 
made,  to  estimate  the  sunount  likely  to  be 
needed  to  pay  the  Federal  share  of  expendl- 
txires  for  carrying  out  the  approved  State 
plan  for  the  period  In  question.  The  Com- 
missioner would  then  certify  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  this  estimated  amount, 
reduced  or  Increased  by  a  sum  depending  on 
whether  his  estimate  for  a  prior  period  was 
greater  or  less  than  the  amount  which 
should  have  been  paid  to  a  State  for  that 
prlOT  period.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  required  to  pay  to  the  State,  prior  to  audit 
or  settlement  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  the  amount  certified  by  the  Com- 
missioner and  at  the  time  or  times  fixed 
by  him. 

(c)  In  the  calculation  of  the  Federal  share 
of  the  total  expenditures  for  carrying  out 
an  approved  State  plan,  the  formula  used 
for  the  purpose  of  matching  takes  Into 
account  the  relative  ability  of  the  States  to 
pay.  As  stipulated  In  the  act.  the  Federal 
share  for  any  State  Is  100  percent  less 
the  State  percentage.  This  State  percentage 
is  that  percentage  which  bears  the  same 
ratio  to  60  percent  as  the  per  capita 
InccMne  of  that  State  bears  to  the  per  capita 
income  of  the  continental  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska).  In  other  words,  if  a 
State  with  a  per  capita  Income  of  $1,297  as 
compared  with  the  national  per  capita  In- 
come of  $1,380,  Is  entitled  to  a  maximum 
Federal  allotment  of  $128,835  (the  flat  allot- 
ment of  $40,000  plus  the  $88,835  based  on  the 
rural  population  ratio).  It  must  put  up 
$114,204  from  State  and  local  sources  to  ob- 
tain that  amount  of  Federal  money.  The 
calculations  wotild  be  as  follows:         ^ 

The  ratio  of  the  State  per  capita  Income 
to  the  per  capita  income  of  the  United  SUtes 


(excluding     Alaska)     is     1,10(1     divided     by 
1,380  equaU  0.9398. 

The  State  share  bears  the  same  ratio  to 
50  percent  as  the  one  derived  above.  0.9398. 
That  Is.  State  share  divided  by  50  equals 
0.9398;  or  State  share  equals  0.9398  Umes 
50  equals  46.99  percent.  Federal  share  equals 
100  percent  less  46.99  equals  53.01  percent. 
To  obtain  the  maximum  Federal  allotment 
of  $128,835,  which  represents  53.01  percent 
of  the  total  expenditures,  the  State  would 
have  to  put  up  $114,204.  That  Is.  $128,835 
is  to  the  State  share  as  53.01  is  to  46.99.  or 
$128,835  multiplied  by  46.99  and  divided  by 
53.01  equals  $114,204. 

Callings  and  floors  have  been  placed  on  the 
Federal  shares.  In  no  case,  can  It  be  more 
than  66  percent  or  less  than  33  percent. 
Furthermore,  the  Federal  share  in  the  case  of 
HawaU  is  to  be  50  percent,  and  In  the  case  of 
Alaska,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands, 
It  Is  to  be  66  percent. 

(d)  The  Commissioner  of  Education  would 
be  required  to  announce  officially  between 
July  1  and  August  31  of  each  even-numbere4 
year  the  Federal  percentage  of  the  total  ex- 
penditure for  pubUc  library  services  under 
the  plan  for  each  State.  This  Federal  per- 
centage would  be  calcxilated  on  the  basU  of 
the  averages  of  the  per  capita  Incomes  of 
States  and  of  the  continental  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska)  for  the  3  most  recent 
consecutive  years  for  which  satisfactory  data 
are  available  from  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. Such  official  announcement  would  be 
In  effect  for  each  of  the  2  fiscal  years  be- 
ginning with  the  first  July  1,  which  follows 
the  official  announcement  establishing  the 
Federal  percentage.  The  Commissioner 
would  be  required,  however,  to  announce  the 
Federal  percentages  e«  soon  as  possible  after 
the  enactment  of  the  Library  Services  Act, 
and  these  percentages  would  be  In  effect 
until  July  1,  1954. 

(e)  States  are  prohibited  from  purchasing 
or  erecting  any  building  or  buildings,  or 
purchasing  any  land  by  the  use,  directly  or 
Indirectly,  of  any  Federal  money  paid  to  it 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

WrrHHOU>ING 

Section  7:  The  Commissioner  must  with- 
hold further  payments  to  a  State.  If  he  finds 
( 1 )  that  the  State  plan  has  been  so  changed 
as  to  be  no  longer  In  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Library  Services  Act, 
or  (2)  that  there  has  been  a  failure  to  com- 
ply substantially  with  the  provisions  re- 
quired and  set  forth  In  the  State  plan.  Be- 
fore such  action  is  taken,  the  Commissioner 
must  give  reasonable  notice  and  opportu- 
nity for  a  hearing  to  the  State  agency  ad- 
ministering or  supervising  the  administra- 
tion of  the  previously  approved  State  plan. 
The  Commissioner  Is  required  to  make  no 
further  certification  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  until  he  is  satisfied  that  the  State 
is  no  longer  falling  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Services  to  Libraries  Act. 

ADMINIBTaATION 

Section  8.  (a)  The  Commissioner  of  Edu- 
cation would  administer  the  act  under  the 
supervision  and  direction  of  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Administrator  and  would  Issue,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Administrator,  such 
regulations  as  might  be  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  act. 

(b)  The  Commissioner  would  be  author- 
ized also  to  make  such  studies,  investiga- 
tions, and  reports  as  might  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  act.  This 
would  include  among  other  things  periodic 
reports  for  public  distribution  on  the  values, 
methods,  and  results  of  the  various  State 
activities  in  the  extehslon  of  public-library 
services  in  rtiral  areas,  undertaken  under 
this  act. 

(c)  Authorization  would  be  given  for  the 
appropriation  of  such  sums  as  would  t)e  nec- 
essary to  enable  the  Administrator  of  the 
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Federal  Security  Agency  and  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education  to  carry  out  the  func- 
tions required  by  this  Services  to  Libraries 
Act. 


APPLICATION  OP  CLAYTON  AND 
FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
ACTS  TO  CERTAIN  PRICING  PRAC- 
TICES 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  f  Mr.  Johnson  J ,  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  define  the 
application  of  the  Clayton  and  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Acts  to  certain  pric- 
ing practices.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  statement  I  have  prepared  relat- 
ing to  the  bill  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1377)  to  define  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Clayton  and  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Acts  to  certain  pricing  prac- 
tices, introduced  by  Mr.  Capehart  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado). 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Capehart  is  as 
follows : 

Statement  bt  Senator  Capehart 

I  have  today  introduced  a  biU  that  will 
encourage  a  competitive  economy,  permit 
sellers  to  compete  fc^^the  business  of  addi- 
tional customers,  give  buyers  additional  sell- 
ers competing  for  their  business,  and — per- 
haps most  Important — give  businessmen  as- 
surance that  their  Government  truly  believes 
In  a  free,  competitive  economy. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  that  we  avoid 
the  necessity  for  utilizing  artificial  ImpU  - 
ments — such  as  controls — to  keep  prices  In 
line.  A  competitive  business  economy,  with 
the  maximum  number  of  sellers  competing 
for  each  buyers  business,  is  the  surest  way  to 
keep  prices  from  reaching  artificially  high 
levels.  In  fact,  had  the  legality  of  freight 
absorption  been  clarified  4  or  5  years  ago.  by 
adequate  legislation.  I  am  certain  that  buy- 
ers would  have  been  saved  many  millions 
of  dollars  during  the  2 '2  years  since  the 
Korean  aggression. 

The  bill  will,  if  enacted  Into  law,  permit 
a  seller — who  is  acting  in  good  faith  and 
Is  not  in  collusion  with  anyone — to  pay 
part  or  all  of  the  cost  of  transportation  on 
Bales  to  a  customer  in  order  to  meet  a  lower 
price  which  a  more  favorably  located  com- 
petitor offers  to  that  customer.  It  will  per- 
mit a  seller — but  only  when  he  is  acting 
In  good  faith  and  not  in  collusion  with  any- 
one— to  meet  a  lower  price  which  his  com- 
petitor Is  offering  to  the  customer. 

This  bill  is  drafted  to  follow — and  Is  fully 
In  accord  with — the  applicable  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court.  It  closely  follows  the 
Court's  1951  decision  In  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany V.  Federal  Trade  Commission  (340  U.  S. 
2311.  and  In  fact  uses  the  language  of  the 
Court  in  that  case.  Further,  this  bill  would 
not  make  lawful  anything  that  the  Court 
held  to  be  unlawful  In  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mixsiorx  v.  Cement  Institute  (333  U  S.  683). 
To  keep  the  record  straight  I  also  want 
to  call  attention  to  other  things  that  the 
bill  will  not  do.  It  will  not  permit  sellers 
to  use  basing  point  systems  as  that  term 
has  been  defined  by  the  Supreme  Court.  It 
win  not  make  it  easier  for  businessmen  to 
conspire  or  harder  for  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  to  prove  a  conspiracy.  It  will 
not  permit  sellers  to  raise  prices  or  to  meet 
R  competitors  higher  price.  It  will  not  per- 
mit a  seller  to  meet  a  price  which  he  knows, 


or  should  know.  Is  Illegal.  It  will  not  permit 
a  seller  to  undercut  his  competitor's  price 
except  in  maintaining  a  differential  normally 
prevailing  between  them. 

I  am  certain  that  all  those  who  believe 
In  competition  will  support  permitting  sell- 
ers, who  are  competing  and  not  conspiring, 
to  meet  the  prices  which  their  competitors 
are  offering  to  the  customers.  That  is  all 
this  bill  does. 

In  the  80th  Congress  a  committee,  of 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  be  chairman,  made 
a  thorough  study  of  this  problem.  We 
heard  over  100  witnesses,  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  whom  clearly  supported  such 
competitive  practices  as  are  provided  for 
in  this  bin.  The  committee  also  approved 
such  competitive  practices.  Since  that  time 
4  other  congressional  committees  have  gone 
Into  the  problem.  2  in  the  Senate  and  2  In 
the  House  of  Representatives, 

In  the  Blst  Congress  a  bill  was  passed  to 
accomplish  this  purpose.  This  bill,  S.  1008. 
was  drafted  at  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, but  was  vetoed  by  the  President  on 
the  ground  that  its  provisions  were  so  con- 
fusing it  would  not  clarify  the  law. 

In  the  82d  Congress  a  bill  to  accompll.sh 
this  purpose,  S  719.  passed  the  Senate  and 
was  favorably  reported  out  of  committee  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  but  did  not 
reach  the  floor. 

The  bill  that  I  have  Introduced  today 
combines  the  best  features  of  S  1008  and 
S.  719.  It  follows  the  pattern  of  S.  719, 
covers  most  of  the  area  of  S.  1008,  and  avoids 
the  confusion  said  to  exist  in  the  latter. 
Its  provisions  are  clear  and  can  readilv  be 
understood  because  it  follows'  the  language 
of  the  Supreme  Court  majority  opinion  in 
the  Standard  Oil  case. 

The  enactment  Into  law  of  the  bill  will 
give  businessmen  the  assurance  that  Is  re- 
quired with  respect  to  pricing  matters  to 
maintain  and  expand  our  high  level  of  pro- 
ductivity In  a  free,  competitive  economy. 


EQUAL  PAY  FOR  EQUAL  WORK  FOR 
WOMEN— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  MURRAY  submitted  amendments 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
bill  (S.'  176  >  providing  equal  pay  for 
equal  work  for  women,  and  for  ot.ier 
purposes,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 
The  following  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated; 

H.  R.  663.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alex- 
ander Fiala: 

H.  R.  673  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr  Alex- 
ander D.  Moruzl; 

H.  R.  688.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Takako 
Nllna; 

H.  R.  731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Rennlck  Moffett; 

H.  R.  746.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tlbor 
Kalman  Jalsovlczky; 

H.  R  748  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne- 
liese    Else    Hermine    Ware    (nee    Neumann); 

H.  R.  757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Ida 
Blfolchlnl: 

H  R  777.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
H.  Backus; 

H.  R.  782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  J. 
Hain  and  Arthur  Karge; 

H.  R.  870.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Block: 

H.  R  880,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr,  Su- 
zanne Van  Amerongen; 

H,  R.  884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stephanie 
Marie  Dorcey; 


H.  R.  946,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Louise  Blackstone; 

H  R.  955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paula 
Aktyama; 

H  R.  1101,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 
Robert  Leary; 

H  R.  1186,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astrld 
Ingeborg  Marquez; 

H  R.  1192.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl; 

H  R.  1514,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis; 

H  R.  1704  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Suga  Umezakl; 

H  R.  1967  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Stebblns  Construction  Co.; 

H  R  2353.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ema 
Shelome  Lawter; 

H  R  2363.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
H    Andrews  and  Joseph  T.  Fetsch; 

H  R  2561.  An  act  to  further  amend  the 
Military  Personnel  Claims  Act  of  1945  by  ex- 
tending the  time  for  filing  certain  claims 
thereunder,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  2.')67.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
26,  1947  (61  Stat.  493),  relating  to  the  relief 
of  certain  disbursing  ofilcers; 

H.  R  2624.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paola 
Boezl  Langford; 

H  R  2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lennle  P.  Rlggs,  James  A,  Carson,  and  Ver- 
non L    Ransf.m. 

H  R  2817,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
A    Ferris: 

H  R  3230.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carroll 
O   Switzer. 

H  R  3231.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Sgt. 
Robert  A    Espe; 

H  R  3385  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
\ipon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine the  claim  of  Auf  der  Helde-Aragona. 
Inc  .  and  certain  of  Its  sutK-ontractors  agalhet 
the  United  States,  and  to  enter  Judgment 
thereon: 

H  R  3389  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Flo 
Valensin:  and 

H  R  3458  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  rendfr  Judgment  u|X)n  the  claim 
of  the  Bollnross  Chemical  Co..  Inc.;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

H  R  1524  An  act  to  facilitate  the  manage- 
ment of  the  national-park  system  and  mis- 
cellaneous areas  administered  in  connection 
with   that   system,   and   for   other   purposes; 

H  R  1532  An  act  to  provide  for  the  addi- 
tion of  certain  Government  lands  to  the  Cape 
Hatteras  National  Seashore  Recreational  Area 
project,    and    fur    other    purposes: 

H  R  2011.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  rf 
certain  public  lands  In  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp- 
site  and   other   public   purposes; 

H  R.  2013  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Calvary  Baptist 
Church,  of  Anchorage.  Alaska,  for  use  as  a 
church  site; 

H  R  2019.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  sell  certain  land  to 
Ted  B   Landoe  and  Roderic  S   Carpenter:  and 

H  R  2936.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain  lands 
to  the  State  of  California  for  use  as  a  fair- 
ground by  the  la  A  District  Agricultural 
Association,  California:  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
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HOUSE  CONCURRENT  RESOLUTIONS 
REFERRED 

The  following  concurrent  resolutions 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

H  Con.  Res  29  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens:   and 

H  Con.  Res.  73  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  WILLIAM  J.  LTTTELL  TO 
BE  UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL  FOR 
THE  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OP 
ILLINOIS 

Mr.  LANCER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
luilf  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  de.sue  to  give  notice  that  a  jsublic  hear- 
111-  has  been  scheduled  for  Wednesday. 
Mi.ich  25.  1953.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Snnte  OfBce  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  William  J.  Littell,  of  Illinois. 
tj  be  United  States  marshal  for  the 
southern  district  of  Illinois,  vice  Robert 
Gr.mt.  removed.  At  the  indicated  time 
and  place  all  persons  interested  in  the 
nomination  may  make  such  representa- 
t  ions  as  may  be  pertinent.  The  subcom- 
niitteo  consists  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Lancer  1.  chairman, 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Hen- 
DituK.'ONl.  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
buuM  iMr.  HennincsI. 


I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public 
hearing  has  been  scheduled  for  Wednes- 
day, March  25.  1953,  at  10  a.  m..  in  room 
424.  Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the 
nomination  of  John  B.  Stoddart.  Jr..  of 
Illinois,  to  be  United  States  attorney 
for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  vice 
Howard  L.  Doyle,  resigned.  At  the  in- 
dicated time  and  place  all  persons  in- 
terested in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  per- 
tinent. The  sutjcommittee  consists  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
Lancer  1.  chairman:  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  IMr.  Hendrickson  1 .  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  IMr.  HennincsI. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
1  ION  OF  ROBERT  W.  WARE  TO  BE 
UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL  FOR 
THE  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OP 
CALIFORNIA 

Mr  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committ-ee  on  the  Judiciary. 
1  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
inu  has  been  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
March  25,  1953.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Stnate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Robert  W.  Ware,  of  California, 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the 
.soiit!;ern  district  of  California,  vice 
James  J.  Boyle,  term  expired.  At  the 
indicated  time  and  place  all  persons  in- 
ti'icsted  in  tiie  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  perti- 
nent. The  subcommittee  consists  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
L^^•GERl.  chairman,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  IMr.  Hendrickson!.  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HenningsJ. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  EDWARD  W,  SCRUGGS  TO 
BE    UNITED    STATES    ATTORNEY 
FOR   THE  DISTRICT  OF  ARIZONA 
Mr,  LANGER.     Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
March  25.  1953.  at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424, 
S  nate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
tion  of  Edward  W.  Scruggs,  of  Arizona, 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  dis- 
trict of  Arizona,  vice  Frank  E.  Flynn.  re- 
signed.   At  the  indicated  time  and  place 
all  persons  interested  in  the  nomination 
may  make  such  representations  as  may 
be   pertinent.    The  subcommittee  con- 
sists of  the  Senator  from  North  E>akota 
IMr.   Lancer  1,   chairman,   the   Senator 
from   New   Jersey    IMr.   Hendrickson], 
and   the   Senator   from   Missouri    IMr. 
He.nnincsI. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  JOHN  B.  STODDART,  JR.. 
TO  BE  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 
FOR  THE  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OP 
ILLINOIS 

Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  LEO  A.  ROVER  TO  BE 
UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY  FOR 
THE   DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public 
hearing  has  been  scheduled  for  Wednes- 
day. March  25.  1953.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room 
424.  Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the 
nomination  of  Leo  A.  Rover,  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
vice  Charles  Morris  Irelan.  resigning.  At 
the  indicated  time  and  place  all  persons 
interested  in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  per- 
tinent. The  subcommittee  consists  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
Lancer  1,  chairman;  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  IMr,  HendricksonI.  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  IMr.  HenningsJ. 


NOTICE  OP  CONSIDERATION  BY 
COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELA- 
TIONS OF  CERTAIN  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  White 
House  sent  to  the  Senate  today  the  nomi- 
nations of  Walter  S.  Robertson,  of  Vir- 
ginia, to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  and  William  Howard  Taft  III.  to 
be  Ambassador  to  Ireland.  I  give  notice 
that  the  nominations  will  be  considered 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
after  6  days  have  expired  in  accordance 
with  the  committee  rule. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

Address  entitled  "Germany  Today."  de- 
livered before  the  Exchange  Club  of  Bls- 
marclc,  N.  Dak.,  on  March  2.  1953,  by  William 
8.  Murray,  assistant  attorney  general  of 
North  Dakota. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 

Address  entitled  -Electric  Power  and  the 
Atomic  Bomb,"  delivered  by  PhUip  Spom  at 
the  ceremony  attendant  upon  the  breaking 
of  ground  for  the  Clifty  Creek  plant  of  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  Electric  Corp..  at  Madison. 
Ind..  on  December  5.  1952. 

Address  by  B.  T,  Fltzpatrlck  at  the  fare- 
well staff  dinner  in  honor  of  Raymond  M. 
Foley,  retiring  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Administrator,  at  the  Betbesda  Naval  Center 
on  March  10,  1953. 


By  Mr.  KXNNEDY: 
Address  dellwred   by  the  Most  Reverend 
Richard  J.  Cushlng.  archbishop   of   B<wton, 
before  the  Immigration  Institute  of  Bostoa 
College,  on  February  6.  1953. 
By  Mr.  THYK: 
Editorial  entitled  "Tlie  Moral  Laws."  pub- 
liahed  in  the  Farm  Jourual  of  April  1953. 

Article  entitled  "Whafs  the  Outlook?- 
written  by  Claude  W.  Qlfford  and  published 
in  the  Farm  Journal  of  April   1953, 

By  Mr,  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina: 
Editorial  entitled  "An  Open  Letter  to  the 
New  Russian  Dictator.  Mr,  Malenkov."  pub- 
lished In  the  Anderson  (S.  C.)   Independent 
of  March   12.   1953. 

By   Mr.   CARLSON: 
Release    relating    to    the    appointment    of 
Philip  Young  as  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission.  Issued  by  the  National  Civil 
Service  League. 

By  Mr.  WELKER: 
Article  entitled  "PolltlcaV  Revolution  On." 
written  by  Holmes  Alexander. 

Article  entitled  "Build  Alaska,"  written  by 
George  E.  Sokolsky  and  published  by  King 
Features  Syndicate.  Inc..  on  March  16.  1953. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Resolution  relating  to  the  oppression  of 
Jews  and  other  minorities  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain,  adopted  by  the  board  of  directors 
of  the  Schenectady  County  Council  of 
Churches  of  Schenectady,  N.  Y. 

Editorial  entitled  "Offshore  OU  Again." 
published  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribun* 
of  March   11,   1953, 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN: 
Article  entitled  "What  Keeps  You  St  rong," 
written  by  Paul  O.  Hoffman  and  published 
In    the    newspaper    supplement    Parade,    on 
March   15,   1953, 

By  Mr.  MORSE: 
Concluding  statement  In  address  of  wel- 
come to  Oregon  Dairymen's  Association  made 
by  Mr.  P.  M.  Brandt. 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  42d  annual  con- 
vention of  the  Oregon  Dairy  Industries. 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN : 
Article  entitled  "Hugh  Grant  to  Deliver 
Talks  in  Birmingham"  published  in  the 
Augusta  (Ga.)  Chronicle  of  March  11.  1953; 
and  an  article  entitled  "Georgia  Englneera* 
Group  Addressed  by  Hugh  Grant"  publLshed 
in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Augusta  (Ga.) 
Chronicle. 

Article  entitled  "Colorful  Ceremonies  Held 
at  Dedication  of  Pelham  Marker"  published 
in  the  Jacksonville  (Ala.)  News  of  March  11, 
1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "GOP  Blast  at  GOP" 
published  in  the  Mobile  Register  of  March 
11.  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Fortunate  for  Republi- 
cans That  It  Isn't  Election  Day"  published 
in  the  Mobile  Register  of  March  12,  1863. 
By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
Editorial  from  Memphis  Commercial  Ap- 
peal of  March  16.  1953.  entitled  "Shocking 
and  Objective."  relating  to  outrages  of  Com- 
munists in  Red  China. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
Editorial  entitled  "Well  Done.  Mr,  Bowles" 
published  in  the  New  York  Times  of  March 
15,  1953. 

By  Mr,  BEALL: 
Article  describing  the  Irvlngton  dairy  farm 
at  Gaithersburg,  Md.,  published  in  the  Balti- 
more Sun  of  March  15,  1953. 


TWO  HUNDRED  AND  SEVENTY-SEC- 
OND ANNIVERSARY  OP  ESTAB- 
LISHMENT OP  THE  COMMON- 
WEALTH OP  PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  address 
the  Senate  for  not  to  exceed  2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  nocte. 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsyivaiua  may 
proceed  for  not  to  exceed  2  mmutes. 
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Mr.  MARTIN.  JJA-.  President,  last 
Sunday.  March  15,  a  special  service  was 
held  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  to  com- 
memorate the  272d  anniversary  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania. 

The  service  w&s  held  in  Old  Christ 
Church,  one  of  the  sacred  shrines  of 
American  patriotism,  dating  back  to 
1695. 

In  this  historic  edifice  the  Continental 
Congress  attended  services  in  a  body  on 
morp  than  one  occasion. 

The  pew  occupied  by  George  Washing- 
ton when  he  was  a  resident  of  Phila- 
delphia is  appropriately  marked. 

Benjamin  Franklin  is  buried  in  its 
churchyard,  as  also  are  Robert  Morris 
and  James  Wilson,  signers  of  the  Decla- 
ration of  Independence. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that 
these  days  of  crisis  in  the  world  call  upon 
us  t<>  look  with  deeper  reverence  upon 
our  historic  shrines  as  sources  of  renewed 
patriotic  inspiration. 

I  believe  my  colleagues  will  find  it 
Interesting  to  read  an  article  on  this  an- 
niversary service  written  by  John  M. 
Cummings,  of  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer. 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

I  Prom  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  of   March 
16.  19531 

All    nf    State    Should    Hail    Charter    Day 
Anniversary 

(By  John  M.  Cummings) 

In  the  recorded  history  of  Christ  Church 
In  the  heart  of  old  Philadelphia  It  Is  set 
forth  that  Its  bells  pealed  in  unison  with 
the  Liberty  Bell  on  a  July  day  In  1776  to 
proclaim  to  the  whole  world  the  signing  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence.  The  whole 
world,  of  course,  dldnt  hear  the  ringing  of 
the  bells  on  that  particular  day.  Many  years 
would  pass  before  sound  took  wing  and 
traveled  with  the  speed  of  light. 

These  same  Christ  Church  bells  rang  out 
again  yesterday.  Now  their  pealing  was  In 
commemoration  of  the  272d  anniversary  of 
the  establishment  of  Pentisylvania.  There 
was  a  special  commemorative  service  in  the 
old  church  where  Washington  and  others  of 
the  founders  of  the  Republic  worshiped 
when  Philadelphia  was  young,  or  reasonably 

BO. 

The  Colonial  Society  of  Pennsylvania, 
headed  by  Its  governor,  Frank  W.  Melvin. 
attended  the  special  service  in  a  body.  This 
was  eminently  fitting  and  proper  since  the 
Colonial  Society,  made  up  of  descendants  of 
early  families  In  these  parts.  Is  spearheading 
a  movement  to  have  the  legislature  make 
charter  day  a  legal  holiday  in  the  State. 

It  should  be  noted  the  Colonial  Society  Is 
not  asking  the  legislature  to  create  a  holi- 
day to  be  observed  annually.  Once  every  10 
years,  on  March  15.  would  be  sufficient,  it  is 
suggested,  to  keep  alive  the  memory  of  1681 
when  England's  King  Charles  II  signed  the 
charter  granting  to  William  Penn  the  vast 
territory  known  as  Pennsylvania. 

A  year  ago.  having  sipped  mulled  wine  with 
the  lads  of  the  Colonial  Society  In  the  Union 
League,  we  suggested  in  this  space  that  all 
our  people  should  Join,  not  every  10  years, 
but  annually.  In  marking  what  is  regarded 
as  the  birthday  of  our  State.  It  is  true  that 
the  Swedes  were  here  in  the  lower  end  of  the 
Delaware  Valley  before  Penn  landed  on  Penn- 
sylvania soil.  But,  as  Sylvester  K.  Stevens, 
our  State  historian,  points  out.  "Pennsylvania 
history      began     on     a     more     substantial 


basis  •  •  •  when  King  Chailes  granted  a 
charter  to  William  Penn  to  found  a  colony" 

It  was  urged  here  a  year  ago  that  the 
anniversary  of  the  founding  be  observed  in 
the  schools,  public  and  private,  to  the  end 
that  the  rising  generation  may  know  some- 
thing of  the  beginning  of  their  State. 

"Pennsylvania."  says  Governor  Melvin.  "ap- 
pears singularly  lacking  in  State  pride  as  to 
Its  origin.  This  doubtless  has  been  due  to 
early  Quaker  influence,  which  decried  cele- 
brations of  Christmas,  birthdays,  and  so  on. 
Such  feelings  now  are  obsolete,  of  course, 
and  there  Is  no  reason  why  Pennsylvania 
should  not  take  note  annually  cf  its  creation. 
Pennsylvania  shares  with  Plymouth  Colony. 
Rhode  Island  and  Maryland,  the  distinction 
of  having  been  created  primarily  for  spiritual 
and  moral  reasons.  Pennsylvania  was  estab- 
lished to  preserve  and  maintain  principles  " 

Once  again  on  this  date  we  shall  mingle 
with  the  Colonial  Society.  So.  for  that  mat- 
ter, will  Governor  Fine.  We  shall  try  again 
the  mulled  wine,  steaming  hot  and  delicately 
spiced. 

It  must  be  comforting  to  the  spirit  of  Penn 
and  the  others  long  since  gone  to  know  that 
in  this  atomic  age  men  still  ha.e  reverence 
for  the  sturdy  founders  of  the  city  and  the 
Commonwealth. 

At  the  same  time  it  must  give  the  shade 
of  King  Charles  II  a  bad  time  whenever  he 
thinks  of  the  untold  wealth  he  handed  over 
to  Penn.  So  let  us  commemorate  the  birth- 
day of  the  State  today  and  let  us  urge  on 
the  legislature  at  Harrlsburg  that  8()eed  be 
the  order  with  the  Chariej;  Day  legislation. 


PAYMENT  OF  ACCUMULATED  LEAVE 
TO   PERMANENT   EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  intend  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  two  letters  I  have  received,  but 
first  I  desire  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  have  2  minutes  in  which  to 
explain  them. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  that  he 
may  proceed  for  2  minutes?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  further 
reference  to  my  remarks  contained  in 
the  Congressional  Record  of  February 
6.  1953,  concerning  an  incident  in  the 
Office  of  Rent  Stabilization  by  which  49 
permanent  employees  of  that  office  in 
1950  were  separated  by  reason  of  a  re- 
duction in  force  and  collected  lump  sum 
payments  for  accumulated  leave  with- 
out any  break  in  service  by  virtue  of 
their  reinstatement  as  temporary  em- 
ployees and  their  appointments  being 
later  reconverted  to  permanent  ap- 
pointments. 

It  was  my  impression  that  such  p  prac- 
tice could  not  occur  under  Public  Law 
233  of  the  82d  Congress,  the  new  Annual 
and  Sick  Leave  Act  sponsored  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service.  However.  I  discovered 
what  seemed  to  be  a  new  loophole  under 
present  law  as  a  result  of  the  decision  of 
the  Comptroller  General  dated  Decem- 
ber 14.  1951,  volume  31. 

On  February  11.  I  addre.ssed  a  letter 
to  the  Comptroller  General  urging  his 
review  of  that  decision. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  let- 
ter, together  with  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral's reply  of  March  4,  1953,  and  the 
Comptroller  General's  letter  of  opinion 
to    the    Civil    Service    Commission    be 


printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

February  11,  1953. 
Hon.  Lindsay  C  Warhen, 

Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  states. 

Washington,  D    C. 

Dear  General  Warren:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  certain  practices  in  the  Office 
of  Rent  Stabilization  by  which  permanent 
employees  were  separated  by  a  reduction-in- 
force  and  collected  lump  sum  payments  for 
accumulated  annual  leave.  It  app>ears  that 
the  day  following  their  separation  they  were 
reinstated  as  temporary  employees  which 
on  the  expiration  of  the  accumulated  leave 
were  converted  to  permanent  appointments. 

It  was  my  impression  that  such  a  prac- 
tice could  not  occur  under  Public  Law  233 
of  the  82d  Congress:  however,  on  looking  into 
this  matter,  I  have  discovered  what  seems 
to  be  a  loophole  under  present  law  or  as 
a  result  of  your  decision  dated  December 
14,  1951.  vol.  31,  with  respect  to  this  mat- 
ter. 

I  respectfully  urge  you  to  review  your 
decision  in  light  of  recent  occurrences,  and 
I  enclose  for  your  Information  copies  of  a 
statement  that  I  made  in  regard  to  this 
matter  In  the  Senate  on  Friday.  February 
5. 

With  kind  personal  regards,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours. 

Olin  D    Johnston. 
United   States   Senator. 


Comptroller  General  or 

THE  United  States. 
Wa.fhtugton,  March  4,  1953. 
Hon    Olin  D    Johnston. 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Johnston;  Reference  Is 
made  to  your  letter  of  February  11.  1953, 
wherein  you  urge  reconsideration  of  the  an- 
swer to  question  6  (b)  In  office  decision  of 
December  14.  1951.  to  the  former  Chairman. 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  (31 
Comp.  Gen.  215  (at  p.  222»).  which  deci- 
sion covered  several  questions  arising  under 
the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  (65 
Stat.  679).  There  was  enclosed  with  your 
letter  copies  of  a  statament  regarding  the 
matter  which  you  made  In  the  Senate  on 
Friday.  February  5.  1953. 

The  aforesaid  statement  indicates  that  the 
decision  of  December  14.  1951.  involved  an 
interpretation  of  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave 
Act  of  1951.  However,  the  conclusion  reached 
in  the  decision  was  not  premised  on  any 
provision  of  the  said  act  but  was  based  on 
the  view  that  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Lump-Sum  Leave  Act  of  December  11.  1944 
(  58  Stat  845 ) .  contemplated  a  refund  only  in 
the  event  a  reappointment  carried  with  it 
a  potential  right,  at  least,  to  the  accrual  of 
additional  leave.  Therefore,  and  since  it  was 
obvious  that,  undei  an  app>ointment  for  less 
than  90  days  following  a  break  In  service, 
an  employee  could  not  become  entitled  to 
any  leave  accruals,  it  was  concluded  that  a 
refund  of  the  lump-sum  leave  received  by 
an  employee  in  a  prior  position  was  not  re- 
quired under  .«uch  circumstances.  It  is  to 
be  observed  that,  under  such  view,  depart- 
ments and  agencies  are  spared  the  ne- 
cessity of  processing  considerable  paper 
work  which  is  involved  in  receiving 
and  depo.<;lting  the  refund  from  the  em- 
ployee, setting  up  a  leave  account  covering 
the  unused  annual  leave  from  the  prior  posi- 
tion and,  within  a  period  of  less  than  90  days, 
making  a  second  payment  to  the  employee. 
In  such  connection.  It  Is  to  be  noted  that 
one  of  the  stated  benefits  of  the  Lump-Sum 
Leave  Act  of  1944  wa.s  the  elimination  of 
time-consuming  paper  work  for  payroll  sec- 
tions with  a  resulting  saving  of  expenses  to 
the  Government.    See  Senate  Report  No.  1300 
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and  House  Report  No.  183«,  78th  CongresB,  2d 
session. 

Moreover.  It  was  not  contemplated  at  the 
time  the  said  decision  was  rendered  that  de- 
partments and  agencies,  through  a  series 
I'f  separations  and  appointments,  would  un- 
dertake to  use  such  interpreatlon  as  a  ve- 
hicle to  avoid  other  laws  pertaining  to  the 
use  of  appropriated  funds  or  restricting  the 
accumulation  of  annual  leave  such  as  sec- 
tions 203  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  Annual  and 
Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  or  section  401  of  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act  of 
1953  (66  Stat.  418).  You  may  be  assured 
that.  In  the  event  any  Instances  of  such 
action  by  departments  or  agencies  are 
brought  to  my  attention,  steps  will  be  taken 
immediately  to  recover  any  Illegal  or  im- 
proper payments  from  the  responsible  certi- 
fy ing  or  disbursing  ofBcers  or  from  the  Indl- 
viduiU  emoloyees  Involved. 

The  matter  has  been  carefiilly  considered 
further  as  requested  by  you  and  while  It  Is 
.•.till  believed  that  there  Is  a  proper  legal 
bHsis  for  the  conclusion  reached  In  the  deci- 
sion of  December  14.  1951.  It  U  felt  that  the 
Lump-sum  Leave  Act  of  1944,  likewise  Justi- 
fl.-s  the  view  that  refunds  on  account  of  the 
unexpired  portion  of  annual  leave  are  re- 
qvured  to  be  made  by  all  employees  covered 
by  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1961, 
uixjn  their  reappointment  regardless  of  the 
type  or  tenxu-e  of  the  new  appointment  and 
even  though  the  employees  will  accrue  no 
adilltlonal  leave  under  the  new  appointment. 
Accordingly,  and  In  order  that  there  may  be 
no  possibility  of  department  or  agencies  at- 
tempting to  avoid  laws  restricting  the  use  of 
appropriated  funds  or  the  accumulation  of 
annual  leave,  the  decision  on  the  point  In 
question  has  been  modified  as  set  forth  In 
the  attached  copy  of  my  letter  of  today  to 
ttie  Acting  Chairman.  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  C.  Warren. 

Comptroller  General  of  tht  United  States. 

ComrntoLLER  Ocwbral  or 

the  UNrrxD  States. 
Washington.  March  4,  1953. 
Acting  Chairman  and  Executive  Dirbctor, 
Unh-ed  States  Civil  Service  Coicmis- 
sioN : 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Edwards:  Reference  is  made 
to  Office  decision  of  December  14.  1951  (31 
Comp  Gen.  215).  to  the  former  Chairman. 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission,  con- 
cerning several  questions  under  the  Annual 
and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1961.  effective  January 
6,   1952    (65  SUt.  679). 

This  Office  recently  has  received  a  letter 
from  Senator  Olin  D.  Johnston,  a  member 
and  former  chairman  of  the  Senate  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee,  wherein 
he  urges  reconsideration  of  the  conclusions 
reached  in  the  above-mentioned  decision 
with  respect  to  employees  who  are  separated 
from  positions  for  one  or  more  workdays  and 
then  reemployed  under  temporary  appoint- 
ments for  less  than  90  days — more  specifi- 
cally, the  answer  to  question  6  (b). 

In  the  aforesaid  decision  it  was  held  that, 
under  the  Lump-Sum  Leave  Act  of  1944  (58 
.Stat  845).  an  employee  who  received  a  tem- 
porary appointment  for  less  than  90  days 
alter  a  break  In  service  of  one  or  more  work- 
days, would  not  be  required  to  make  refund 
lor  the  unexpired  portion  of  the  lump-sum 
leave  payment  received  In  the  pr\or  position. 

That  conclusion  enabled  the  departments 
and  agencies  to  appoint  employees  to  tem- 
porary positions  for  short  periods  up  to  90 
days  after  they  had  been  separated  from 
permanent  positions  without  the  necessity  of 
l>rucessing  the  paper  work  Incident  to  the 
refund  of  payment  for  the  unexpired  portion 
f>f  the  annual  leave  accrued  by  such  eni- 
ployees  in  their  permanent  positions.  It  has 
been  brought  to  attention  that  such  rule 
po.ssibly  could  be  the  subject  of  abuse  In  that 
administrative  offices  might  use  It  as  an  In- 
strument to  avoid  assuming  the  burden  of 
annual  leave  accumulated  by  employees  in 


prior  positions  even  when  they  know  the  em- 
ployee's services  are  needed  for  more  than  90 
days.  That  Is  accomplished  by  separating 
the  employee  from  the  temporary  appoint- 
ment limited  to  less  than  9C  days  upon  ex- 
piration of  the  period  covered  by  the  lump- 
sum leave  payment  In  his  prior  position  and 
then  reinstating  him  In  a  permanent  or  In- 
definite position  after  a  break  In  service  of 
1  or  2  days  from  the  temporary  position. 
Likewise,  It  Is  possible  that  departments  or 
agencies  might,  by  the  use  of  the  same  meth- 
od, undertake  to  make  payments  to  em- 
ployees for  leave  which  they  otherwise  would 
be  required  to  forfeit  by  reason  of  sections 
203  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave 
Act  of  1951.  or  of  section  401  of  the  Inde- 
pendent Offices  Appropriation  Act  of  1953  (66 
Stat.  418). 

The  referred  to  holding  In  the  decision  of 
December  14,  1951.  was  Intended,  of  course, 
to  apply  only  In  cases  of  ixma  fide  appoint- 
ments for  less  than  90  days. 

The  matter  has  been  further  considered 
and  It  Is  felt  that  there  Is  a  substantial  legal 
basis  for  the  conclusion  reached  In  the  deci- 
sion of  December  14.  1951.  However,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  strict  construction  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Lump-Sum  Leave  Act  of  1944 — 
requiring  a  refund  on  account  of  unexpired 
leave  by  employees  when  reemployed  under 
the  same  leave  system — equally  warrants  the 
view  that,  in  cases  such  as  those  here  in- 
volved, a  refund  is  required  despite  the  fact 
that  an  employee  will  accrue  no  additional 
leave  under  his  temporary  appointment. 
This  seems  particularly  so  since  the  Annual 
and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  was  Intended  to 
place  all  employees  covered  thereby  under 
the  same  leave  system  regardless  of  the  type 
or  tenure  of  their  appointment. 

Accordingly,  in  order  to  prevent  depart- 
ments and  agencies  from  avoiding  restric- 
tions on  appropriations  or  on  the  accumula- 
tion of  leave,  you  are  advised  that,  on  and 
after  the  date  of  this  decision,  a  refund  will 
be  required  of  the  unexpired  portion  of  the 
lump-sum  leave  payment  received  by  an 
employee  who  Is  reemployed  In  a  temporary 
position  for  less  than  90  days  after  separa- 
tion of  one  or  more  workdays  from  a  prior 
position.  Of  course,  the  employee  under  such 
circumstances  would  be  entitled  to  a  recredlt 
of  the  annual  leave  represented  by  the  refund 
which  would  be  available  for  use  during  the 
temporary  employment  period.  The  answer 
to  question  6  (b)  In  decision  of  December 
14,  1951.  supra.  Is  modified  to  that  extent. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lindsay  C.  Warren, 

Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
am  pleased  that  the  Comptroller  General 
has  now  reversed  his  decision  of  Decem- 
ber 14,  1951.  and  that  there  no  longer 
exists  any  possibility  of  recurring  action 
such  as  that  pointed  out  to  this  body  by 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  LMr.  Wil- 

LIAMSl. 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  his  letter  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral has  this  to  say: 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  possibility 
of  department  or  agencies  attempting  to 
avoid  laws  restricting  the  use  of  appropri- 
ated funds  on  the  accumulation  of  annual 
leave  the  decision  on  the  point  In  question 
has  been  modified  as  set  forth  In  the  attached 
copy  of  my  letter  of  today  to  the  Acting 
Chairman.  Civil  Service  Commission. 

I  am  glad  to  have  this  matter  clarified. 

REPORTS    OP    SUBCOMMITTEE    ON 
FEDERAL    MANPOWER    POLICIES 
OP    THE    COMMITTEE    ON    POST 
OFFICE  AND  CIVIL  SERVICE 
Mr    JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  at  this  time  to 


submit  the  final  and  complete  reports  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Federal  Manpower 
Policies  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

This  subcommittee  was  authorized  and 
directed  by  Senate  Resolution  53.  ap- 
proved February  19,  1951,  to  conduct  a 
study  into  the  manpower  and  personnel 
policies  and  practices  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment with  a  view  to  the  formulation 
of  policies  for  the  most  effective  utiliza- 
tion of  civilian  personnel  during  the  pe- 
riod of  national  emergency. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  82d  Con- 
gress, this  subcommittee  investigated 
many  phases  of  the  personnel  and  man- 
power policies  of  the  executive  branch, 
and  it  is  on  the  basis  of  this  study  that 
the  following  reports  were  compiled: 

First.  Personnel  recruitment  and  em- 
ployment practices  in  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Second.  Improving  the  Federal  admin- 
istrative management  program. 

Third.  Classification  and  compensation 
processes. 

P\)urth.  Personnel  investigations  of 
employees  and  applicants  for  employ- 
ment in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  loyalty,  suitability,  and  se- 
curity. 

Fifth.  Military  personnel  in  civilian 
occupations. 

Sixth.  Training  and  education  in  the 
Federal  Government. 

Seventh.  Effect  of  personnel  office 
staffing  ratios. 

Eighth.  Contractor  labor. 
Ninth.  Grievance  and  appeal  proce- 
dures. 

Tenth.  Effect  of  the  Whitten  amend- 
ment on  manpower  utilization. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these 
reports  be  printed  as  Senate  documents 
for  projjer  distribution. 

Mr.  President,  these  reports  have  not 
been  officially  adopted  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice, but  represent  the  work  of  the  staff 
assistants  employed  to  carry  out  the 
directives  under  Senate  Resolution  53, 
during  the  82d  Congress. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  asks  unani- 
mous consent  that  certain  reports,  which 
he  submits  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service,  which  are  staff 
reports,  not  reports  of  the  committee,  be 
printed  as  Senate  documents.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at 
all  familiar  with  this  matter,  but  I  have 
had  some  questions  raised  with  reference 
to  the  printing  of  staff  reports  which 
have  not  been  approved  by  a  subcommit- 
tee or  a  committee,  even  though  I  im- 
derstand  that  the  subcommittee  has  ap- 
proved of  these  reports. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  the  committee  has 
approved  of  the  printing  of  the  reports, 
which  are  very  voluminous  and  which 
contain  information  the  Senate  ought  to 
have  before  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Would  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  be  willing  to  renew  his 
request  on  Ptiday  and  permit  the  matter 
to  go  over  until  then,  so  that  I  may  have 
an  opportunity  to  examine  the  reports? 
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I  have  had  a  grood  many  complaints  made 
about  printings  of  this  kind.  This  par- 
ticular request  may  be  a  perfectly  prop- 
er one.  However,  if  the  Senator  does 
not  mind  renewing  his  request  on  Friday, 
I  would  appreciate  it  very  much. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
would  certainly  not  ask  the  majority 
leader  to  act  on  the  matter  until  he  has 
had  an  opportunity  to  fully  look  into  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  with 
regard  to  the  printing  of  the  reports  I 
wish  to  state  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  that  our  committee  did  ex- 
amine the  reports,  but  we  did  not  have 
time  to  go  into  them  fully  and  to  approve 
them.  It  was  requested  that  they  be 
printed  after  a  study  of  them  by  our 
committee  staff.  That  is  why  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  has  brought  up 
that  point.  I  am  sure  he  will  not  object 
to  letting  the  matter  go  over  until  Friday. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
appreciate  what  the  chairman  has  said, 
and  I  agree  with  him.  We  did  agree  on 
the  printing  of  the  reports. 


FREE  POSTAGE  FOR  MEMBERS  OP 
THE  ARMED  FORCES  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  min- 
ute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  legislative 
intent  and  to  clarify  the  meaning  of 
H.  R.  2466,  a  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  members  of  the  Armed  FVjrces  of  the 
United  States  in  specified  areas,  passed 
by  the  Senate  on  March  16.  1953.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact 
that  on  page  2.  line  9  of  the  bill,  the 
word  "describe"  is  inadvertently  used 
Instead  of  the  word  "prescribe."  This 
language  was  contained  in  the  bill  as 
approved  by  the  House  on  March  2. 

I  consider  it  unnecessary  to  propose  a 
concurrent  resolution  to  correct  this 
error  because  the  Post  OfHce  Depart- 
ment has  informed  me  that  it  will  con- 
strue the  language  as  if  the  word  "pre- 
scribe" had  been  used  instead  of  the 
word  "describe." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
morning  business  is  closed. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR'  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  HEARINGS  AND  IN- 
VESTIGATIONS BY  COMMITTEE  ON 
ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Order  No.  77.  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 86. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  resolution  by  title 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislativk  Clerk.  A  resolution 
(S.  Res.  86)  authorizing  expenditures 
for  hearings  and  investigations  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  86)  authorizing  expendi- 
tures for  hearings  and  investigations  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  which 
had  been  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  address  the  Senate  briefly  on 
the  subject  of  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  for  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon would  like  to  ask  the  Chair  whether 
Order  No.  77,  Senate  Resolution  86.  was 
adopted? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  No; 
but  the  motion  to  proceed  to  its  consid- 
eration was  agreed  to. 


STATEHOOD  FOR  HAWAII 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
New  York  Times  is  one  of  tlie  great 
newspapers  not  only  of  our  Nation  but 
of  the  world.  It  is  comprehensive  in 
its  national  and  international  news  cov- 
erage and  its  editors  are  able  and  usu- 
ally objective  in  their  approach  to  public 
issues.  To  me,  therefore,  the  recent  edi- 
torial of  the  Times  entitled  "Forty-ninth 
State?"  was  surprising  in  its  departure 
from  fairness  and  objectivity  when  it 
said: 

The  real  basis  for  the  fight  against  ad- 
mission of  Hawaii  bolls  down  to  the  fear  of 
many  Congressmen  from  the  South  that  the 
two  new  votes  In  the  Senate  will  be  cast 
for  clvll-rlghts  legislation  and  to  the  un- 
willingness of  some  Congressmen  from  both 
North  and  South  to  grant  such  voting 
strength  to  an  area  that  contains  only  a 
half    million    people. 

That  deliberate  injection  of  racial 
prejudice  into  the  consideration  of  a 
statehood  measure  is  reminiscent  of  the 
tactics  of  the  northern  abolitionists  who 
in  1850  injected  the  slavery  issue  into 
the  consideration  of  statehood  for  Cali- 
fornia. New  Mexico,  and  Utah.  Cali- 
fornia got  by  since  it  was  coming  in 
as  a  free  State,  but  the  discussion  of 
the  slavery  issue  tied  up  all  business  in 
the  Senate  including  necessary  appro- 
priation bills  for  over  7  months,  and  it 
might  have  lasted  longer  but  for  the 
p>ersuasive  eloquence  of  Daniel  Webster, 
who  favored  the  admis.sion  of  California 
but  opposed  the  admission  of  Utah  and 
New  Mexico. 

While  southern  Senators  are  proud  of 
being  members  of  the  white  race  and 
no  doubt  prefer  that  more  than  16 '2 
percent  of  the  population  of  a  new  State 
be  of  the  white  race  as  an  unspoken  as- 
surance of  a  similarity  of  ideals  and  in- 
terests, the  opposition  of  southern  Sena- 
tors to  the  granting  of  statehood  to 
Hawaii  is  not  ba.sed  upon  racial  prejudice 
nor  partisan  objection  to  two  new  Re- 
publican Senators. 

Our  objection  is  far  more  fundamen- 
tal. It  is  the  same  objection  voiced,  as 
I  have  indicated,  more  than  100  years 
ago  by  Daniel  Webster  with  respect  to 
Utah  and  New  Mexico  when  he  said : 

I  have  the  stron|:ect  objection  to  a  prema- 
ture creation  of  States.     I  stated   that  ob- 


jection at  length  in  the  Senate  some  2  yean 
ago.  The  bringing  In  of  small  States  with  a 
representation  In  the  Senate  equal  to  the 
representation  of  the  largest  States  In  the 
Union,  and  with  a  very  small  number  of 
people,  deranges  and  disturbs  the  proper 
balance  between  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives.  It  converts  the  Senate 
Into  a  kind  of  oligarchy.  There  may  be  6, 
or  8.  or  10  small  States  in  the  Southwest, 
having  as  many  Senators  In  Congress  as  they 
have  Representatives.  This  objection  la 
founded  upon  the  Incongruity  which  such  a 
case  produces  In  the  constitutional  relation 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House. 

As  in  the  case  of  all  true  statesmen. 
Webster  was  speaking  not  only  for  his 
day  and  generation,  but  for  subsequent 
generations  when  he  said: 

There  may  be  6.  or  8.  or  10  small  States  In 
the  Southwest,  having  as  many  Senators  In 
Congress  as  they  have  Representatives. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  9 
States  with  2  Representatives  and  1 
State  with  only  1  Representative.  But 
they  are  all  in  one  contiguous  land 
mass,  and  railroads  and  highways  have 
brought  us  close  together,  while  news- 
papers, magazines,  and  the  radio  dis- 
seminate, from  coast  to  coast,  informa- 
tion on  national  issues.  No  minor  in- 
gredient of  the  success  of  our  unique  ex- 
periment in  self-government  has  been 
the  fact  that  all  our  48  States  were  set- 
tled and  developed  by  our  own  kind  of 
people,  imbued  with  the  spirit  of  free, 
competitive  enterprise  and  American 
constitutional  liberty. 

L?t  it  be  likewise  remembered  that  in 
every  State  in  our  great  Southwest  there 
are  still  ample  opportunities  for  popula- 
tion growth  and  development  as  our  na- 
tional program  of  reclamation  brings 
life-giving  water  to  millions  of  rich  but 
thirsty  acres.  That  is  not  true  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands,  which  reached  their 
peak  population  as  the  result  of  war  ac- 
tivities during  and  immediately  after 
World  War  n.  and  have  since  been 
steadily  declining.  The  area  of  arable 
land  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  is  strictly 
limited,  and  is  largely  owned  by  a  few 
large  corporations  and  wealthy  individ- 
uals. With  the  exception  of  fish,  sugar, 
and  pineapples,  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
have  to  import  virtually  all  their  food- 
stuffs, and  the  cost  of  living  in  the  is- 
lands for  a  number  of  years  has  been 
roughly  25  percent  above  that  of  our 
mainland.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
chance  that  the  Hawaiian  Islands  will 
ever  develop  a  E>opulation  compara- 
ble to  that  of  an  average  State  of  our 
Union,  notwithstanding  the  present 
claim  that  the  islands'  present  papula- 
tion of  400.000  citizens  is  larger  than  that 
of  any  territory  heretofore  admitted  to 
the  Union,  except  Oklahoma,  In  other 
words,  if  the  Hawaiian  Islands  be  ad- 
mitted and  start  out  with  2  Senators 
and  1  Representative,  that  will  always 
be  their  representation  so  far  as  anyone 
can  now  tell  on  the  basis  of  physical 
facts. 

At  this  time,  when  we  are  fighting  one 
war  in  the  Orient,  without  knowing 
when  an  even  larger  one  may  develop  in 
that  area  or  on  the  mainland  of  Europe, 
•ind  when  our  economy  is  being  strained 
to  carry  the  unprecedented  tax  burden 
incident  to  the  development  and  main- 
tenance of  a  great  military  establish- 
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ment.  we  are  asked  to  grant  statehood 
to  an  indefinite  area,  thousands  of  miles 
away '  from  our  homes,  and  to  confer 
upon  the  representatives  of  400,000  cit- 
izens of  that  indefinite  area  the  same 
power  of  taxing  and  spending  as  is  con- 
ferred upon  the  Members  of  Congress 
wiio  represent  the  great  taxpaj^ng  States 
of  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  California, 
and  Texas.  Exclusive  of  Federal  em- 
ployees, who  frequently  travel  at  the  tax- 
pavers'  expense,  it  is  safe  to  say  that 
not  1  percent  of  the  400,000  citizens  of 
Hawaii  have  ever  been  to  the  United 
States  or  ever  expect  to  come.  A  large 
majority  of  them  are  of  Oriental  origin, 
far  removed  from  our  inherited  institu- 
tions; and  Communists  have  infiltrated 
their  ranks.  Yet  those  400.000  citizens 
will  select  2  Senators,  and  each  one 
of  the  400.000  will  exercise  in  taxing  and 
spending  and  in  all  other  congressional 
legislation  31  times  as  much  influence  as 
that  exercised  by  a  native-born  citizen 
of  our  largest  taxpaying  State,  New 
York,  resulting,  as  Webster  said,  in  "the 
incongruity  which  such  a  case  produces 
in  the  constitutional  relation  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  House." 

What  is  the  constitutional  relation 
which  the  House  so  conveniently  ignored 
when  it  passed  a  bill  to  add  2  new 
Senators  and  1  new  Member  of  the 
House?  The  Constitution  provides  that 
each  State  shall  have  two  Senators. 
That,  of  course,  is  clear  and  explicit.  It 
should  be  equally  clear  to  those  who  are 
familiar  with  the  debates  of  the  Consti- 
tutional Convention  of  1787  that  rep- 
resentation in  the  House  should  defi- 
nitely be  on  a  population  basis,  and  that 
repre.sentation  as  evenly  distributed 
among  the  States  of  the  Union  as  the 
burden  of  taxation.  This  is  the  language 
of  article  I,  section  2,  clause  3: 

Representatives  and  direct  taxes  shall  be 
apportioned  among  the  several  States  which 
may  be  included  within  this  Union,  accord- 
U\^  to  their  respective  numbers,  which  shaU 
be  determined — 

And  so  forth.  That  fundamental 
principle  of  proportional  representation 
wa.s  emphasized  by  the  14th  amendment, 
which  was  adopted  because  during  the 
days  of  slavery,  slaves  were  not  counted 
a.s  citizens,  just  as  Filipinos  were  not 
counted  as  citizens  when  we  took  title 
to  the  Hawaiian  Islands  in  1898.  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  14th  amendment  reads  as 
follows: 

Representatives  shall  be  apportioned 
nmong  the  several  States  according  to  their 
respective  numbers,  counting  the  whole 
number  of  persons  In  each  State,  excluding 
IndUtns  not  taxed. 

The  present  membership  of  the  House 
Is  435.  and  for  many  years  it  has  been 
generally  agreed  that  to  make  the  House 
any  larger  would  make  it  a  very  unwieldy 
body  from  a  legislative  standpoint.  Yet. 
in  passing  a  statehood  bill  for  Hawaii, 
the  House  gaily  says  that  the  member- 
ship of  the  House  shall  hereafter  be  436. 
and  that  the  additional  Member  shall 
not  be  allocated,  on  a  proportional-rep- 
resentative basis,  but  shall  just  be  given 
outright,  as  an  evidence  of  oiu:  gener- 
osity, to  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Incidentally,  the  time  is  not  too  far 
dustant  when  serious  consideration  will 
have  to  be  given  to  the  constitutional 


issue  of  proportional  representation  In 
the  House  and  whether  the  membership 
of  that  body  shall  be  measurably  in- 
creased. In  a  forthcoming  book,  the 
great  natm-alist  and  noted  author,  Dr. 
Fairfield  Osborn,  of  New  York,  will  pre- 
sent conclusive  statistics  to  show  that 
our  present  birth  rate  exceeds  that  of 
India,  and  that  we  may  look  forward 
within  the  foreseeable  future  to  an  in- 
crease of  at  least  30  million  in  our  pop- 
ulation. Dr.  Osborn  will  discuss  that 
population  trend  from  the  standpoint  of 
how  we  are  going  to  feed  our  people,  with 
a  steady  disparity  between  those  who  are 
in  industry  and  services  and  those  who 
are  producing  food.  But  we  in  Congress 
will  likewise  have  to  consider  how  we  are 
going  to  operate  a  government  of  180 
million  or  ultimately  200  million  people 
and  still  preserve  the  constitutional 
checks  and  balances  intended  by  the 
framers  of  our  Constitution  when  they 
authorized  2  Senators  for  each  State 
but  proportional  representation  in  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

I  cannot  blame  the  editor  of  the  New 
York  Times  for  ignoring,  in  his  recent 
editorial,  some  of  the  serious  problems 
implicit  in  statehood  for  Hawaii,  because 
no  hearings  on  this  issue  have  been  held 
by  Congress  since  1950,  and  the  House 
had  to  look  primarily  for  its  information 
to  the  very  persuasive  speech  of  Delegate 
Farrington,  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands, 
who — I  say  with  all  due  deference — was 
a  special  pleader.  Possibly  the  view- 
point is  now  old  fashioned;  but  when 
statehood  for  California.  New  Mexico, 
and  Utah  was  being  considered,  Daniel 
Webster  said: 

sir,  It  is  curious  enough  to  observe  how 
differently  this  Idea,  that  a  member  chosen 
Into  a  public  body  to  act  for  the  whole  coun- 
try, Is  bound,  nevertheless,  by  the  Instruc- 
tions of  those  who  elected  him,  which  has 
risen  to  a  sort  of  rule  In  some  of  the  Amer- 
ican States,  Is  received  and  treated  else- 
where. According  to  our  notions  and  habits 
of  thinking,  It  is  not  only  allowable  for.  but 
incumbent  upon,  a  Meml>er  of  Congress  to 
follow  the  Instructions  given  by  his  own 
particular  constituents,  although  his  vote 
affects  the  interest,  the  honor,  the  welfare, 
the  renown  of  20  mUUons  of  people.  •  •  • 
Sir.  I  am  of  opinion  that  every  pubUc  con- 
sideration connected  with  the  interests  of 
the  State,  one  of  whose  representatives,  and 
the  most  humble  of  them  all  I  am.  shows  the 
absolute  necessity  of  settling  this  question 
at  once,  upon  fair  and  reasonable  terms; 
the  necessity  of  Judging  subjects  according 
to  their  real  merit  and  ImporUnce,  and  act- 
ing accordingly. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  point  out,  there- 
fore, to  the  distinguished  editor  of  the 
New  York  Times  that  one  item  of  im- 
portance involved  in  the  pending  issue 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  general  wel- 
fare of  the  Nation,  and  not  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  petitioners  from  the 
islands  of  Hawaii,  is  the  fact  that  for 
the  first  time  in  150  years,  during  which 
our  national  boundary  lines  have  been 
fixed  and  definite,  it  is  proposed  to  vio- 
late what  had  become  an  accepted  doc- 
trine, both  here  and  abroad,  namely, 
that  we  would  never  reach  across  either 
the  Atlantic  or  the  Pacific  for  new  ter- 
ritory to  be  made  a  part  and  parcel  of 
our  Union  and  go  for  an  indefinite  dis- 
tance out  into  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  con- 
fer statehood  upon  what  still  remains  as 


an  indefinite  area.  Not  one  member  of 
the  Congress  knows  just  what  islands 
generally  referred  to  as  Hawaiian  are  to 
be  included  in  the  statehood  program, 
although  we  do  know  that  Palmyra  Is- 
land, according  to  a  5-4  split  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court,  is  one  to  be 
included,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
it  is  1,000  miles  away  from  the  main 
group.  Incidentally,  Mr.  President, 
Chief  Justice  Vinson  and  three  of  his 
Associate  Justices  were  definitely  of  the 
opinion  that  we  had  no  legal  title  to 
Palmyra  Island,  and  they  concurred  in 
this  dissenting  opinion  by  Mr.  Justice 
Rutledge: 

I  agref  with  the  dissenting  Judges  In  th« 
circuit  court  of  appeals  that  the  possession 
shown  on  behalf  of  respondents  Is  not  suffi- 
cient to  establish  the  presumption  of  a  lost 
grant,  even  If  title  can  be  acquired  from  the 
Government  in  that  manner.  According  to. 
my  understanding,  the  possession,  to  have 
that  effect,  must  be  actual,  open,  notorious, 
adverse  and  continuous  from  the  time  when 
the  grant  is  presumed  to  have  taken  place. 
Here  for  long  periods  the  possession  was  con- 
structive at  the  most,  not  actual.  By  the 
same  token  It  was  not  continuous.  I  do  not 
think  this  Court  should  expand  the  estab- 
lished basis  for  acquiring  title  to  Govern- 
ment lands  so  as  to  Include  acquisition  by 
adverse  possession,  as  In  effect  the  Court's 
opinion  does.    Accordingly,  I  dissent. 

When  13  States  formed  a  Union  In 
1787,  the  Mississippi  River  was  the  west- 
ern landmark  of  the  new  Nation.  Six- 
teen years  later.  President  Jefferson, 
through  the  purchase  of  the  Louisiana 
Territory  from  France,  moved  it  to  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  The  Oregon  settle- 
ment of  1846  and  the  Mexican  cession  of 
1848  moved  the  boundary  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  where  it  has  remained  for  the 
last  century.  In  1823,  with  the  tacit 
agreement  of  Great  Britain,  whose 
navies  ruled  the  waves.  President  James 
Monroe  announced  that  all  nations  of 
the  world  would  thereafter  be  required 
to  recognize  the  boundary  lines  fixed  by 
our  Nation  on  the  North  American  Con- 
tinent and  those  fixed  by  the  nations  of 
the  South  American  Continent.  One 
reason  that  Monroe  Doctrine  has  gone 
unchallenged  is  the  assumption  of  other 
major  world  powers  that  our  experiment 
in  self-government  was  not  predicated 
upon  an  empire  concept,  and  that  we 
would  never  reach  out  from  our  main- 
land across  either  the  Atlantic  or  Pacific 
Ocean  to  add  additional  territory  to  our 
Union. 

But.  some  70  years  ago,  a  spirit  of  Im- 
perialism sprang  up  in  this  country. 
The  dollar  diplomacy  of  that  era  did  not 
seek  to  move  the  boimdary  line  otir 
fathers  had  set,  but  sought  merely  to 
extend  our  trading  rights  and  privileges 
and  to  make  the  world  more  conscious  of 
our  power.  In  1898,  Congress  forced 
upon  President  McKinley,  a  conscien- 
tious and  God-fearing  man,  a  declara- 
tion of  war  against  Spain.  He  spent  4 
days  in  constant  prayer  before  issuing  a 
proclamation  that  a  state  of  war  with 
Spain  existed.  He  knew  there  was  no 
proof  that  Spain  had  sunk  our  battle- 
ship. 

It  was  In  that  year,  when  no  one  knew 
Just  how  far  our  war  in  the  Orient  with 
Spain  might  spread,  and  when  the  King 
of  the  Hawaiian  Islands  was  fearful  of 
hostile  action  from  some  foreign  nation. 
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that  he  prevailed  upon  us  to  accept  as  a 
gift  his  kingdom;  and  all  he  wanted,  and 
all  he  expected,  was  friendly  protection 
which,  through  the  years,  we  have  gen- 
erously and  effectively  given,  plus  the 
boon  of  free  trade  with  the  mainland. 

After  ail  easy  military  victory  in  the 
Spanish-American  War.  we  took  charge 
of  Cuba,  but,  fortunately,  lived  up  to 
our  assurances  both  to  Cuba  and  the 
outside  world  that  we  entered  Cuba  as 
hberators  only.  For  a  long  time  after- 
ward, we  held  on  to  the  control  of  the 
economy  of  Cuba,  including  currency 
control,  but  never  with  any  idea  of  mak- 
ing Cuba  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  United 
States.  ( 

After  taking  the  Philippines  by  force 
from  Spain,  we  had  an  attack  of  con- 
science, and  we  paid  Spain  for  the  Phil- 
ippines as  much  as  Jefferson  had  paid 
Napoleon  for  Louisiana.  Then,  we  had 
another  attack  of  conscience,  plus  a  re- 
alization of  a  bad  financial  deal,  and  we 
promised  independence  to  the  Philip- 
pines. But  it  was  years  later,  in  1935, 
before  it  was  actually  granted.  In  grant- 
ing that  independence  we  sought  to  prove 
to  the  world  that  we  acted  as  we  talked 
about  the  subject  of  personal  freedom, 
and  that  we  had  no  delusions  of  em- 
pire grandeur. 

Unfortunately  for  us,  after  World  War 
n.  the  mere  fact  that  of  the  free  nations 
of  the  world  we  alone  had  the  wealth. 
the  resources,  and  productive  capacity 
to  build  a  levee  against  the  onrushing 
tide  of  communism,  has  again  created 
a  suspicion,  especially  in  the  Orient,  that 
we  want  to  dominate  the  economy  of 
the  world  on  an  empire  basis.  I  heard 
many  references  to  that  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Interparliamentary  Union  in  Bern, 
Switzerland,  last  summer.  That  feeling 
Is  so  deep  rooted  that  we  have  few.  if 
any,  real  friends  in  the  world.  Even 
the  NATO  ties  in  Europe  are  hardly 
more  than  a  shotgun  wedding. 

Realizing,  however,  that  if  we  sit  idly 
by  while  the  Russian  Communists  gain 
control  of  both  Europe  and  Asia,  the  final 
showdown  battle  may  be  our  Armaged- 
don, we  are  making  a  military  stand  in 
Korea  and  subsidizing,  in  a  costly  way. 
the  military  establishments  of  our  Eu- 
ropean allies. 

In  those  circumstances  it  Is  important 
for  us  to  allay  the  fears  of  the  Orient 
that  our  boundary  lines  are  fluid,  and 
may  later  be  extended  In  the  Orient. 

If  we  pass  the  pending  statehood  bill 
and  extend  our  boundaries  from  the 
Golden  Gate  2.500  miles  to  Honolulu,  and 
then  another  thousand  miles  to  Palmyra, 
who  can  thereafter  say  that  at  some  fu- 
ture date  we  will  not  develop  an  empire 
complex  and  take  into  our  Union  addi- 
tional areas  in  both  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific? 

Lest  the  distinguished  editors  of  the 
New  York  Times  or  anyone  else  may  say 
that  such  a  consideration  has  no  vahdity 
in  this  argument,  let  me  quote  a  recent 
statement  published  in  the  Christian  Sci- 
ence Monitor  by  an  able  and  trained  po- 
litical observer  and  world  traveler,  who 
cannot  be  accused  of  being  motivated  by 
racial  prejudice — Mr.  Joseph  C.  Harsch. 
On  March  13  he  wrote: 

since  the  year  1913.  when  Arizona  and 
Kew  Mexico  were  admitted  to  the  Federal 
ITnlon.  the  United  States  baa  been  a  solid 


land  mass.  Since  much  before  that  Its 
frontiers  were  defined  as  they  stand  today, 
and  understood  to  be  so  defined  and  so  fixed 
the  world  around. 

The  present  land  frontiers  of  the  United 
States  have  not  been  In  substantial  dispute 
since  the  Louisiana  Purchase  and  the  Ore- 
gon settlement.  They  stand  today  among 
the  few  undisputed,  uncontested  frontiers 
of  the  world.  One  of  the  reasons  they  have 
not  been  challenged  has  been  their  stability, 
their  quality  of  being  flxed  and  final.  The 
world  understood  that  Americans  were  sat- 
isfied with  their  frontiers  and  wanted  no 
more  territory.  Therefore,  in  turn,  there  has 
not  been  for  a  century  any  serious,  siistained 
pressure  back  against  the  American  frontiers. 

The  moment  the  United  States  adds  an 
Island  State  lying  2.000  miles  away  from  the 
established  mass  to  Its  Federal  Union  the 
concept  of  flxed  American  frontiers  comes 
to  an  end.  It  is  true  that  American  owner- 
ship of  the  Hawaiian  Islands  is  not  con- 
tested. But  to  make  these  Islands  In  the 
mid-Pacific  part  of  the  Federal  Union  is  to 
make  the  frontiers  of  that  Union  fluid  and 
flexible.  A  precedent  will  have  been  estab- 
lished. The  American  frontiers,  instead  of 
being  one  of  the  most  stable  elements  in 
the  political  world,  become  another  set  of 
movable  frontiers. 

Movable,  fluid,  unsettled  frontiers  invite 
trouble.  The  history  of  every  empire  in 
time  Is  proof  of  this.  The  potential  of  ex- 
pansion Invites  the  potential  of  attack. 
Does  the  United  States  really  want  to  In- 
form the  world  that  Its  frontiers,  long  pre- 
sumed to  be  flxed,  are  In  fact  not  flxed; 
that  first  Hawaii  and  Alaska  will  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  Union  and  then,  by  Implica- 
tion what  else? 

Overseas  expansion  by  admission  of  new 
States  has  a  not  too  happy  modern  parallel. 
Prance  has  attempted  to  hold  Its  colonial 
empire  by  offering  admission  in  the  French 
political  union  to  its  colonies.  The  north- 
ern part  of  Algeria  is  incorporated  polit- 
ically In  metropolitan  France.  It  has  not 
been  a  happy  operation. 

It  would  seem  unlikely  that  anything  be- 
yond Hawaii  and  Alaska  would  be  admitted 
to  statehood  for  many  years.  If  ever.  Yet 
once  they  are  admitted  the  precedent  exists 
for  taking  In  remote  areas.  Australia  once 
talked  tentatively  of  applying  for  admission. 
That  could  happen  again.  E>oe8  the  United 
States  really  wish  to  opjen  the  way,  by  prece- 
dent, for  a  potential  expansion  of  its  ik>- 
lltlcal  frontiers  to  the  far  corners  of  the 
world? 

At  least.  It  is  a  question  which  ought  to 
be  asked,  and  then  examined.  Perhaps  it 
has  no  validity,  but  the  step  into  the  Pacific 
will  be  a  precedent.  It  will  unfreeze  the 
American  frontiers.  It  is  a  step  which  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  taken  lightly  and  In 
unawareness  of  Its  many  and  heavy  Implica- 
tions. 

Mr.  President,  the  northern  Abolition- 
ists, who  injected  the  racial  issue  into 
the  question  of  statehood  for  California. 
New  Mexico,  and  Utah,  and  who  kept 
up  the  debate  for  7  months,  were  not  con- 
ducting a  filibuster,  because  they  were 
liberals;  and  filibusters  are  only  conduct- 
ed by  conservatives  who  believe  that  the 
liberal  viewpoint  in  a  given  instance  is 
not  consistent  with  the  general  welfare. 
I  and  other  southern  Senators,  who  do 
not  agree  with  the  so-called  liberal  view- 
point that  now  is  the  time  to  grant  state- 
hood to  Hawaii,  do  not  intend  to  stage  a 
filibuster  against  the  bill.  But  we  shall 
insist  that  adequate  hearings  be  conduct- 
ed by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  before  which  the  bill 
is  pending,  before  members  of  that  com- 
mittee vote  on  reporting  a  bill.  And  we 
shall  insist  upon  a  reasonable  opportu- 
nity, should  a  bill  be  reported,  to  eluci- 


date the  truth  of  King  Solomon's  warn- 
ing to  his  people  centuries  ago.  "Remove 
not  the  ancient  landmark,  which  thy 
fathers  have  set." 


PROPOSED  AIRPORT  AT  BURKE.  VA. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  proposed  Burke.  Va..  Airport  is  to 
be  completed  has  been  revived  and  has 
again  engendered  considerable  contro- 
versy. I  therefore  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  a  statement  I  have  prepared  crys-  v 
tallizing  my  views  on  this  matter,  the 
substance  of  which  was  transmitted  to 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  BridcesJ,  In 
a  letter  dated  February  27.  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Statement  bt  Senatob  Butles  or  MARTUkifs 

With  the  increasing  trend  toward  economy 
In  all  phases  of  Government  operations,  as 
expressed  by  President  Elsenhower  and  con- 
gressional leaders,  I  respectfully  urge  that 
the  proposed  construction  of  a  supplemental 
airport  In  the  Washington  area  be  reviewed 
and  again  evaluated  In  terms  of  objectives 
as  set  forth  by  the  new  administration. 

Long  one  of  the  former  President  Truman's 
favorite  projects,  the  Slst  Congress  author- 
ized the  construction  of  such  an  airport  at  a 
cost  of  $14  million,  and  a  site  at  Burke,  Va.. 
was  later  selected.  There  are  those  in  the 
contracting  and  aviation  Industries  who  now 
feel  that  the  final  cost  of  this  airport  facility, 
at  todays  figures,  would  greatly  exceed  the 
original  estimate  of  $14  million,  and  that  the 
Congress  will  ultimately  be  called  upxjn  to 
approve  many  more  millions  of  public  funds 
to  finish  this  undertaking. 

The  Slst  Congress  also  made  available 
$1  million  to  enable  the  acquisition  of  land, 
and  to  request  for  $1,662,000  additional  funds 
was  denied  In  May  1952.  but  a  similar  amount 
has  been  Included  in  the  budget  for  the  1954 
fiscal  year.  The  original  appropriation  of 
$1  million  has  since  been  exhausted  with  the 
purchase  of  only  1.020  acres  and  the  comple- 
tion of  certain  preliminary  engineering  sur- 
veys. 

Approximately  4,200  acres  compose  the 
contemplated  site  at  Burke.  Va..  and  the 
1.020  acres  already  deeded  to  the  Govern- 
ment represent  only  25  p)ercent  of  the  total 
area,  and  about  50  percent  of  the  total  land 
value,  since  It  Includes  mostly  small,  im- 
proved tracts.  In  addition,  another  320 
acres  must  eventually  be  acquired  for  ac- 
cess roads. 

It  Is  my  feeling  that  the  mounting  seri- 
ous congestion  at  Washington  National  Air- 
port must  be  alleviated  as  quickly  as  possible, 
but  In  considering  the  entire  problem,  from 
a  sectional  standpoint,  I  believe  that  the 
economies  which  could  be  effected  through 
the  use  of  Friendship  International  Airport 
must  be  fully  explored. 

I  quite  agree  that  the  location  of  Friend- 
ship Airport  is  slightly  more  distant  than 
the  Burke  site,  but  when  the  Washington- 
Baltimore  expressway  Is  completed,  in  the 
very  near  future,  a  direct  and  rapid  access 
road  to  Friendship  Airport  will  become  avail- 
able. Also,  it  Is  not  too  fantastic  to  pre- 
dict, that  helicopter  service  between  down- 
town Washington  and  Friendship  Airport  is 
now  within  the  realm  of  possibility. 

Projected  traffic  and  planning  studies  con- 
firm the  need  for  facilities  supplementary  to 
Washington  Nartlonal  Alrpwrt,  but  my  posi- 
tion is  based  on  the  premise  that  the  Gov- 
ernment must  now.  as  never  before,  exercise 
practical  Judgment  in  the  expenditure  of 
fiuther  funds  for  t^ls  project.    At  this  time. 
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li  Is  generally  oonceded  that  taxes  cannot 
be  reduced  until  the  budget  la  balanced,  and 
the  people  of  America  are  therefore  entitled 
to  the  full  facts  as  to  the  continued  wisdom 
of  proceeding  with  this  project  especlaUy 
when  another  excellent  facUlty.  with  avall- 
jiiile  capacity.  Is  nearby  fca:  use  and  further 
development. 

By  way  of  summary.  I  feel  that  the  follow- 
ing factors  enunciate  the  practicabUity  and 
desirability  of  utilizing  Friendship  Inter- 
national Airport  as  a  supplemental  facility 
to  Washington's  National   Airport: 

1.  The  proposed  airport  at  Burke,  Va., 
could  not  be  completed  at  the  original  cost 
estimate  of  approximately  $14  million.. 

2  Multl-mllllon-dollar  expenditures,  such 
as  wiiuld  be  needed,  would  be  inconsistent 
with  the  administration's  present  objectives 
for  greater  economy  in  Government. 

3  Friendship  International  Alrpwrt  is 
ch.'irricterlzed  as  being  "one  of  the  world's 
Iintst  airports"  and  Its  excellent  facilities 
are  capable  of  handling  greater  traffic  with- 
out difficulty. 

4  With  the  completion  of  the  Baltlmore- 
W.i.shington  Expressway,  later  this  year,  the 
tr;ivel  time  from  Washington  by  auto  to 
Friendship  Airport  will  not  exceed  40 
Diiiiutes. 

5  The  possibility  of  eventual  helicopter 
service  from  downtown  Washington  to 
Friendship  Airport  must  be  recognized. 

6  Residents  of  the  Burke.  Va  ,  area  are 
Thviri  usly  opposed  to  this  project. 

It  shall  be  my  expectation  to  pursue  this 
m  liter  actively  and  oppose  any  additional 
uppn  prlations  unless  the  Burke  Airport 
project  can  be  unequlvocably  Justified  as 
esisciUial  to  the  welfare  of  the  country  and 
tlip  security  of  the  Nation's  Capital. 


N.\T  TONAL  MENTAL  HEALTH  WEEK 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  the  honor  to  bring  before  the 
Senate  a  matter  of  most  urgent  impor- 
tance, the  national  problem  of  mental 
nine's.  I  shall  subsequently  submit  a 
re  olution  which  requests  the  President 
to  iet  aside,  by  proclamation,  a  mental 
health  week,  from  May  3  to  May  9. 

The  resolution  is  sponsored  by  myself 
and  the  senior  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  AiKENl.  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Maryland  IMr.  BeallI.  the  junior  Sen- 
ator fiom  Ohio  (Mr.  Bricksr].  the  Sen- 
ator fiom  Connecticut  I  Mr.  BushI,  the 
.«^cn:or  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Butler  1.  the  senior  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana I  Mr.  CapehartI.  the  Senator  from 
Kan.^as  I  Mr.  Carlson],  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  I  Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirk- 
sen  I,  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Douglas],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Penn.sylvania  IMr.  DuFr],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders  1,  the  junior  Senator  from  Del- 
aware IMr.  Frear],  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  IMr.  Green],  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
DRicKsoNi,  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
IMr.  HenningsI,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Alabama  IMf-  Hill],  the  senior 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  IMr. 
lIoEY).  my  colleague,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey), the  junior  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Jackson],  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  IMr.  JennerI,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston  I .  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 


fMr.  KKrATTVERl,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  CMclahoma  [Mr.  Kerr], 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
IMr.  Lancer],  the  Senator  from  New 
York  IMr.  I^hman],  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  IMr.  Long],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnuson], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr. 
Malone).  the  junior  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana IMr.  Mansfield],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Martin], 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  IMr.  Morse), 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr. 
McCarranI.  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
IMr.  McClellanJ.  the  jimior  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  IMr.  Monroney].  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  IMr. 
Mundt).  the  senior  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray),  the  Senator  from 
Maine  IMr.  Payne],  the  junior  Senator 
from  Michigan  IMr.  Potter],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  IMr.  Robertson], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
IMr.  Saltonstall ) .  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  IMr.  Sihth],  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr. 
Smith),  the  junior  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Sparkman],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  IMr.  Taet].  the  senior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  IMr.  Thye], 
the  junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
IMr.  Young),  the  senior  Senator  from 
Delaware  IMr.  Williams],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  IMr.  WatkinsI. 

Mr.  President,  in  1946.  when  Congress 
was  considering  the  National  Mental 
Health  Act.  the  then  Surgeon  General, 
Thomas  Parran,  called  mental  illness  the 
Nation's  No.  1  health  problem.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  situation  as  it  exists 
today  confirms  that  assertion. 

According  to  statistics  gathered  by  the 
National  Association  for  Mental  Health, 
there  are  as  many  people  in  mental  hos- 
pitals today  as  there  are  in  all  other  hos- 
pitals in  the  United  States  put  together. 
There  are  at  this  time  under  c^re  in  the 
Nation's  mental  hospitals  650,000  men, 
women,  and  children,  and  this  number  is 
larger  than  the  number  now  in  hospitals 
as  a  result  of  polio,  cancer,  heart  disease, 
pneumonia,  and  any  other  physical  ill- 
ness. Two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
new  patients  are  being  added  each  year 
to  the  mental  hospital  rolls. 

The  records  show  that  during  World 
War  II  more  than  2.000.000  men  were 
rejected  for  military  service  or  dis- 
charged from  the  service  because  of 
mental  or  emotional  disorders. 

In  addition,  the  medical  authorities 
report  that  almost  half  of  all  the  mil- 
hons  of  patients  that  come  to  physicians 
for  medical  treatment  are  in  reaUty  suf- 
fering from  a  mental  or  emotional  dis- 
order. 

The  criminologists  tell  us  that  mental 
and  emotional  illnesses  are  the  causes  of 
a  major  portion  of  the  millions  of  acts  of 
crime  and  juvenile  delinquency  commit- 
ted each  year.  Psychiatrists  tell  us  that 
mental  illness  Is  responsible  for  alcohol- 
Ism,  absenteeism,  poor  work  perform- 
ances, and  many  of  the  family  troubles 
and  divorces. 

And  from  the  reports  of  the  State  gov- 
ernments and  the  Federal  Government 
come  the  figures  which  show  that  the 
taxpayers  are  paying  an  average  of  $1 
billion  a  year  to  maintain  the  mentally 
ill  in  hospitals  and  to  pay  benefits  to  the 


dependents  of  persons  mentally  sick. 
This  figure  does  not  include  the  unesti- 
mated  billions  of  dollars  lost  in  crime 
and  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  courts, 
prisons,  and  welfare  services.  It  is  no 
wonder  that  mental  illness  has  been 
called  the  Nation's  No.  1  health  problem 
when  we  consider  the  waste  of  him:ian 
resources  and  the  amount  of  human  suf- 
fering which  results  from  it. 

In  the  Ught  of  these  facts  it  is  proper 
to  ask  how  is  the  Nation  meeting  this 
problem?  What  is  being  done  about  giv- 
ing proper  treatment  to  the  victims  of 
mental  and  emotional  illness?  What  is 
being  done  to  sponsor  research  so  that 
more  adequate  methods  might  be  found 
to  prevent  mental  illness? 

Here  are  some  facts  in  answer  to  these 
questions,  and  I  must  say  they  are  facts 
which  are  not  too  heartening.  Despite 
the  very  great  progress  which  hais  been 
made  in  the  State  mental  hospitals,  the 
facts  as  reported  by  the  mental  hospi- 
tals themselves  to  the  Council  of  State 
Governments  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  average  State  mental  hospital  is  still 
more  like  a  huge  detention  ward,  or  dis- 
placed-persons  camp,  than  a  medical  in- 
stitution. Not  a  single  public  mental 
hospital  today  meets  the  standards  of 
the  American  Psychiatric  Association. 
Overcrowding  exists  in  95  percent  of 
them.  There  is  a  40-percent  shortage 
of  doctors  and  a  60-percent  shortage  of 
nurses  in  the  State  mental  hospitals. 
The  majority  of  these  mental  hospitals 
are  compelled  to  deny  most  of  their  pa- 
tients adequate  psychiatric  treatment 
because  they  do  not  have  the  equipment 
and  staff  to  give  the  patients  the  treat- 
ment they  need.  As  a  result  only  about 
40  percent  of  the  patients  who  enter 
mental  hospitals  ever  come  out  improved 
or  recovered.  This  is  a  great  tragedy  in 
Ught  of  the  fact  that  doctors  agi'ee  that 
there  is  more  hope  for  recovery  from 
mental  illness  than  from  any  of  the  other 
serious  illnesses.  Let  me  read  a  sentence 
from  a  statement  by  Dr.  Karl  Meniun- 
ger,  one  of  the  country's  leading  psy- 
chiatrists : 

The  worst  part  of  it  is  that  most  of  these 
unhappy  patients  could  be  cured,  as  many 
as  85  percent  of  them,  if  they  could  be  given 
proper  treatment  early  enough.  Of  all  the 
serious  illnesses  that  confront  mankind  men- 
tal llln'>s8  la  one  of  the  most  hopeful  of 
recovery. 

It  Is  not  only  in  the  mental  hospitals 
that  we  see  evidence  of  this  tragedy.  It 
has  already  been  established  beyond  any 
doubt  that  the  psychiatric  clinic  can  help 
to  correct  mental  and  emotional  dis- 
orders in  their  early  stages,  yet  there 
are  only  500  full-time  psychiatric  clinics 
in  the  entire  country,  and  most  of  these 
are  concentrated  in  a  few  States.  Last 
year  these  few  clinics  treated  250,000 
children  and  adults.  According  to  Dr. 
George  Stevenson,  medical  director  of 
the  National  Association  for  Mental 
Health,  there  is  a  need  for  10  to  20  times 
that  number  of  clinics.  One  proof  of 
this  is  the  fact  that  every  single  psy- 
chiatric clinic  has  a  long  waiting  list; 
many  appUcants  have  been  waiting  for 
admission  from  6  months  to  a  year, 
sometimes  even  longer.  In  my  State  of 
Florida,  there  are  many  boys  ^ho  have 
been  held  in  jails  for  months  at  a  time 
because  they  could  not  gain  admission. 
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to  any  psychiatric  hospital.  This  forced 
wait  in  the  case  of  mental  illness  is  ex- 
tremely serious,  for  it  is  during  the  early 
stages  of  mental  illness  that  a  cure  can 
be  most  effectively  applied — and  then  it 
Is  inhuman,  aggravating,  and  sometimes 
dangerous  to  have  these  mentally  ill  peo- 
ple wait  outside  an  institution  for  6 
months  to  a  year.  How  would  we  feel 
about  putting  on  a  6-month  waiting  list 
children  who  are  suffering  from  polio, 
rheumatic  fever,  or  pneumonia?  Yet 
that  is  the  situation  with  children  suf- 
fering from  mental  and  emotional  dis- 
orders. These  children  and  adults  need 
help  quickly  and  desperately,  the  same 
as  other  severely  siclc  people.  Lacking 
that  help,  many  of  them  become  delin- 
quents, criminals,  alcoholics;  some  com- 
mit suicide,  while  many  do  not  follow 
any  drastic  course  but  drift  along  living 
lives  of  misery  and  heartache  to  them- 
selves and  their  families. 

Scientific  research  which  could  be 
finding  new  ways  to  prevent  mental  ill- 
ness and  which  could  be  improving  the 
methods  of  treating  the  mentally  ill  is 
severely  limited  by  lack  of  funds.  Hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars  are  being 
spent  annually  on  all  kinds  of  scientific 
research.  Yet  only  about  two  and  a  half 
million  dollars  are  being  spent  in  basic 
research  for  causes  and  cures  of  mental 
Illness.  If  more  money  were  put  into 
research  we  could  hopefully  anticipate 
that  there  would  be  a  need  for  fewer  and 
fewer  mental  hospitals. 

These  facts  add  up  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Nation  is  just  superficially 
dabbling  at  the  problem,  instead  of 
digging  into  its  roots  to  discover  its  cause 
and  its  cure. 

This  problem  represents  a  challenge 
to  the  entire  Nation.  The  Federal  and 
State  Government  agencies  are  doing 
their  best  within  their  financial  limits 
and  within  the  limit  imposed  by  the 
severe  shortage  of  trained  psychiatric 
personnel. 

The  professional  organizations,  such 
as  the  American  Psychiatric  Association 
and  the  American  Medical  Association, 
are  devoting  a  great  deal  of  their  re- 
sources to  help  improve  the  present 
situation.  They  are  providing  the 
scientific  technical  knowledge  which  is 
needed  to  combat  mental  illness  and  they 
are  cooperating  with  the  Federal  and 
State  agencies  in  working  out  improve- 
ments and  expansion  of  the  treatment 
and  research  facilities.  There  are  250 
citizens'  voluntary  mental  health  organ- 
izations now  associated  with  the  Na- 
tional Association  for  Mental  Health. 
They  are  continuing  to  do  their  splendid 
Job  of  alerting  the  Nation  to  this  problem 
of  sponsoring  research  leading  to  im- 
proved conditions  in  mental  hospitals, 
and  expansion  of  psychiatric  facilities  in 
local  communities,  and  to  Increased 
mental  health  education. 

To  the  National  Association  for  Mental 
Health  and  the  other  mental  health 
associations  goes  great  and  continuing 
credit  for  grinding  away  at  the  problem 
for  the  past  40  years.  The  mental  health 
associations  have  had  a  direct  hand  in 
changing  the  menial  hospitals  from  the 
torture  chamberif  %hich  they  were  50 
years  ago  to  the  beginnings  of  medical 
institutions  which  many  of  them  are 


today.  They  have  been  responsible  for 
introducing  new  methods  of  treatment 
in  the  mental  hospitals.  They  have  had  a 
hand  in  the  establishment  of  every  one 
of  the  mental  health  clinics  which  exist 
in  the  country  today.  The  National 
Association  for  Mental  Health  carries  on 
the  only  comprehensive  research  attack 
on  schizophrenia,  the  mental  illness 
which  accounts  for  more  than  300,000 
patients  in  mental  hospitals  today.  They 
have  carried  on  and  continue  to  carry  on 
mental  health  education  so  that  more 
and  more  of  our  people  can  live  mentally 
healthier,  more  useful,  and  happier  lives. 

Together  the  Government  agencies, 
the  p/ofe.ssional  organizations,  and  the 
mental  health  associations  make  up  the 
team  which  is  tackling  the  Nations  No.  1 
health  problem  and  together  they  must 
continue  to  intensify  their  activities  so 
that  the  Nation  as  a  whole  may  soon 
conquer  this  problem. 

On  May  3  to  9  the  National  Association 
for  Mental  Health  and  its  hundreds  of 
State  and  local  mental  health  associa- 
tions are  conducting  the  national  observ- 
ance of  Mental  Health  Week,  an  observ- 
ance that  reaches  into  thousands  of  com- 
munities in  every  one  of  the  48  States 
and  which  is  supported  by  thousands  of 
Government,  professional,  and  citizens' 
organizations,  among  them  the  National 
Institute  of  Mental  Health  of  the  Federal 
Security  Agency.  The  purpose  of  Men- 
tal Health  Week  is  to  carry  on  education 
and  to  help  organize  all  the  forces  in  the 
country  for  a  frontal  attack  against  men- 
tal illness. 

This  resolution  which  has  been  intro- 
duced today  by  more  than  50  Senators 
calls  on  the  President  to  proclaim  May 
3  to  9  as  Mental  Health  Week  and  urges 
the  entire  Nation  to  supF>ort  and  partici- 
pate actively  in  it.  to  the  end  that  the 
No.  1  health  problem  confronting  this 
Nation  can  be  met  and  solved,  thus 
bringing  greater  strength  and  produc- 
tivity, improved  health,  and  happiness 
to  all  the  people  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  submit,  out  of  order,  the 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Ur. 
Young  in  the  chair  » .  Without  objection, 
the  resolution  will  be  received  and  appro- 
priately referred. 

The  resolution  <S.  Res.  93  >.  submitted 
by  Mr.  Smathehs  (for  himself  and  other 
Senators*,  wa.s  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  la  presently  a  great  need 
for  nationwide  action  for  the  prevention, 
treatment,  and   cure  of  mental   Illness:    and 

Whereas  the  National  Association  for  Men- 
tal Health  and  the  State  and  local  mental 
health  organization  associated  therewith  are 
working  diligently  in  the  fight  against  men- 
tal Illness;  and 

Whereas  the  mental  health  fund  Is  in  dire 
need  of  public  support  In  order  to  Improve 
conditions  In  mental  hospitals,  provide  more 
adequate  treatment  for  the  mentally  and 
emotionally  HI,  carry  on  research  In  the  field 
of  the  prevention,  treatment,  and  cure  of 
mental  Illness,  and  promote  mental  health 
education:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Is  requested  to  Issue  a  proclamation 
designating  the  week  beginning  May  3  and 
ending  May  9.  1953.  as  National  Mental 
Health  Week,  and  urging  the  people  through- 
out the  Nation  to  cooperate  In  the  fight  for 
the  prevention,  treatment,  and  cure  of  men- 


tal illness,  and  Inviting  the  communities  of 
the  United  States  to  observe  such  week  with 
appropriate  ceremonies   and   activities. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  .'imply  wish 
to  say  that  I  am  glad  to  join  with  the 
Senator  from  Florida  in  offering  the  res- 
olution. In  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
I  think  there  are  more  mental  hospitals 
and  more  psychiatric  clinics  than  in  al- 
most any  other  State  in  the  Union,  and 
we  realize  their  importance.  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  Florida  for  the  state- 
ment he  has  made  and  the  action  he  has 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ma.ssachusetts. 


THE  PROBLEM  OF  AGRICULTURAL 
SURPLUSES 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
field  of  mutual  security  aid  to  our  allies 
abroad,  we  hear  much  these  days  of  the 
phra.-^e  "trade,  not  aid."  I  shall  address 
myself  briefly  to  a  suggestion  that  the 
phrase  be  revised  somewhat  as  it  is  ap- 
plied to  problems  of  American  agricul- 
ture, and  that  we  consider  using  the 
phrase  "trade  to  aid." 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  has  become 
clear  to  all  citizens  that,  from  the  stand- 
point of  maintaining  p>arity  prices  for 
products  which  are  raised  in  surplu.s  in 
this  country,  the  crux  of  the  problem 
which  we  confront  is  to  find  consumers 
abroad  or  al  home  who  are  able  to  pay 
for  surplus  products  prices  which  will 
enable  the  Government  to  dispose  of 
them  without  suffering  or  incurring  any 
serious  loss.  I  propose  that  we  expand 
our  foreign  trade  in  farm  products  by 
exporting  foods  and  fabrics  so  as  to  aid 
our  foreign  friends  as  well  as  our  Amer- 
ican farmers. 

The  problem  of  agricultural  surpluses 
has  been  dramatized  by  such  efforts  to 
support  prices  as  those  undertaken  by 
the  previous  administration  in  connec- 
tion with  potatoes,  eggs,  and  certain 
other  products.  The  situation  has  been 
further  dramatized  by  problems  con- 
fronting the  present  administration  with 
resF>ect  to  price  supports  for  butter,  cot- 
ton, and  ether  products  which  are  raised 
in  surplus  in  this  country. 

In  an  effort  to  grapple  with  this  par- 
ticular problem,  on  behalf  of  myself, 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr. 
Anderson  I .  and  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky IMr.  CLEMENTS  1.  I  now  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred 

The  bill  (S.  1369'  to  establish  a  For- 
eign Trading  Division  in  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  in  order  to  promote 
the  disposal  in  foreign  countries  of  sur- 
plus agricultural  cotnmodities.  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Mundt  (for  himself  and 
other  Senators  > .  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  also 
ask,  because  the  bill  is  brief,  that  the 
full  text  of  the  proposed  legislation  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rzcoao,  as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  Charter  Act  ia  amended 
by  inserting  after  section  10  thereof  a  new 
section  as  follows: 

••Src  lOA.  Foreign  Trading  Division:  (a) 
V.'ifhin  the  Corporation  there  shall  be  a 
Foreign  Trading  Division,  which  shall  be 
lie.ided  by  a  Vice  President  of  the  Corpora- 
tion to  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. All  of  the  powers  and  duties  of 
llie  C  jrpwratlon  relating  to  foreign  trade 
shall  be  exercUed  by  the  Foreign  Trading  Di- 
vision, subject  to  the  supervision  and  con- 
trol of  the  Board.  The  provisions  of  this 
6»ction  shall  not  affect  the  responsibility 
cif  the  Board  for  the  man.igement  of  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Corporation  relating  to  foreign 
trade  or  otherwise  affect  the  authority  of 
the  Board  or  of  the  Secretwy,  other  than 
the  authority  with  respect  to  the  delegation 
of  the  powers  vested  In  the  Corporation  re- 
lating  to    foreign    trade. 

'•(b)  (1)  Within  the  Foreign  Trading  Di- 
vision, there  shall  be  a  Foreign  Trading  Ad- 
VLscry  Council  which  shall  consist  of  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  Department  of  State,  to 
be  api>ointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State:  a 
representative  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Sscretary  of  De- 
fen.te:  a  representative  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Secre- 
t.iry  of  Agriculture:  and  a  representative  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  It 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Advisory  Council 
to  survey  the  policies  of  the  Foreign  Trading 
Division  and  the  policies  of  the  Board  with 
respect  to  matters  relating  to  foreign  trade, 
ntid  to  make  such  recommendatloruj  to  the 
Foreign  Trading  Division  and  to  the  Board 
as  it  deems  advisable. 

"(J I  Members  of  the  Advisory  Council 
shall  receive  compensation  of  $50  per  day  for 
each  day  they  are  engaged  In  performing 
their  duties,  except  that  any  such  member 
who  Is  also  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  receive  any  compen- 
F..iti<in  In  addition  to  his  compensation  as 
such  officer  or  employee.  All  members  of 
the  Advisory  Council  shall  be  reimbursed  for 
actual  and  necessary  traveling  expenses  In- 
curred  In  the  performance  of  their  duties. 

•Ci)  The  Corporation  shall  furnish  to  the 
Advisory  Council  such  technical  and  clerical 
assistance  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  It  to 
perform  the  duties  Imposed  upon  It  by  this 
subsection. 

•■(c)  (1)  In  addition  to  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  the  Corporation  by  sections  4 
and  5  of  this  act.  the  Corporation  shall  have 
iMwer  to  remove  and  dispose  of.  or  aid  In  the 
ninoval  or  disposition  of,  surplus  agricul- 
tural commodities  by  selling,  trading,  or  bar- 
tering In  or  to  a  foreign  country  such  sur- 
plus agricultural  commodities  and  accepting 
In  exchange  therefor — 

"(A)  any  agricultural  product  of  such  for- 
eign country  (or  any  agricultural  product  of 
any  other  foreign  country  which  Is  available 
In  such  foreign  country)  which  Is  not  com- 
I>etitive  with  domestic  agricultural  com- 
modities, or  with  respect  lo  which  the  do- 
mestic production  of  competitive  domestic 
nCTicultural  commodities  Is  Insufflclent  to 
meet  domestic  demand; 

"(B)  any  nonagrtcultural  product  of  such 
foreign  country  (or  any  nonagrlcultural 
product  of  any  other  foreign  country  which 
is  available  in  such  foreign  country)  which 
is  not  competitive  with  domestic  products. 
or  with  respect  to  which  the  domestic  pro- 
duction of  competitive  products  is  insuffl- 
clent to  meet  domestic  demand;  or 

"(C)  any  product  of  such  foreign  country 
(or  any  product  of  any  other  foreign  coun- 
try which  is  available  in  such  foreign  coun- 
try) which  Is  needed  by  the  United  States 
for  military  or  defense  purposes  or  of  value  In 
developing  our  atomic  energy  program. 


"(2)  The  Corporation  shaU  also  have  pow- 
er to  sell  In  a  foreign  country  any  product 
acquired  by  It  under  clauses  (A)  and  (B) 
of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection  and  to 
accept  In  exchange  therefor  any  product  of 
such  foreign  country  (or  any  product  of  any 
other  foreign  country  which  U  available  In 
such  foreign  country)  which  It  has  power  to 
acquire  In  exchange  for  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  under  the  authority  of  para- 
graph (1). 

"(3)  In  exercising  Its  powers  under  this 
subsection,  the  Corporation  shall  give  prior- 
ity to  atqulrlng  products  described  In  para- 
graph  (1)    (C)    of  this  subsection. 

"(d)  In  exercising  Its  powers  under  sub- 
section (c),  the  Corporation  shall.  Insofar 
as  practicable,  utilize  the  usual  and  custom- 
ary channels,  facilities,  and  arrangements  of 
trade  and  commerce.  In  making  the  semi- 
annual reports  required  by  subsection  (g). 
the  Corporation  shall  enumerate  all  trans- 
actions made  under  authority  of  subsection 
(c)  In  which  the  usual  and  customary  chan- 
nels, facilities,  and  arrangements  of  trade 
and  commerce  were  not  used. 

"(e)  The  Corporation  may  exercise  the 
powers  conferred  upon  it  by  subsection  (c) 
to  acquire  strategic  and  critical  materials, 
but  any  strategic  and  critical  materials  so 
acquired  shall  be  disposed  of  In  the  manner 
provided  in  section  4  (h)  of  this  act. 

"(f)  To  enable  the  Corporation  to  exercise 
the  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  this  section, 
not  less  than  $500  million  of  the  funds  avail- 
able to  the  Corporation  shall  be  available 
solely  for  the  use  of  the  Foreign  Trading 
Division. 

"(g)  The  Corporation  shall.  6  months 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  section 
and  at  the  end  of  each  6-month  period 
thereafter,  submit  a  complete  report  of  the 
activities  of  the  Foreign  Trading  Division 
during  the  preceding  6-month  period  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives.  If 
the  Congress  is  not  In  session  at  the  time  for 
submission  of  any  such  report,  such  report 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  transmission  to  the  Senate  and 
House,  respectively,  at  the  commencement 
of  their  next  session." 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  invite 
the  attention  of  our  friends  in  the  Press 
Gallery  to  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements]  called 
my  ofBce  after  I  had  made  some  brief 
discussion  of  the  proposed  legislation  in 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry of  the  Senate,  which  met  this 
morning.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
asked  that  his  name  be  associated  with 
that  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 
For  that  reason  his  name  did  not  appear 
in  the  news  release  which  dealt  with  this 
particular  legislation. 

In  short,  we  propose  In  the  bill  which 
has  just  been  sent  to  the  desk  to  create 
within  the  boundaries  and  the  authority 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  a 
separate  section  to  be  known  as  the 
Foreign  Trading  Division.  It  is  our 
thought  that  this  Foreign  Trading  Di- 
vision should  be  able  to  provide  the  Gov- 
ernment leadership  and  activity  which 
is  necessary  in  order  to  stimulate  the 
movement  of  foods  and  fabrics  raised  in 
this  country  in  excess.  Into  the  hands 
of  those  who  need  them  and  are  able 
to  pay  for  them,  either  with  currency 
of  their  own  nationality  or  with  prod- 
ucts which  they  have  in  abimdance,  and 
which  we  can  use  in  this  country. 

Members  of  the  Senate  and  the  people 
of  the  country  generally  are  well  aware 
of  the  fact  that  many  different  formulas 
have  been  suggested  for  dealing  with  the 


problem  of  putting  Into  use  and  con* 
simaing  agricultural  surpluses  which 
have  tended  to  accumulate  or  which, 
have  come  into  the  hands  of  the  Gov- 
ernment as  a  result  of  the  price-support 
program. 

We  had  before  us  for  general  discus- 
sion a  year  or  two  ago  a  proposal  called 
the  Brannan  plan.  The  Brannan  plan 
was  carefully  studied  by  the  Agiiculture 
Committees  of  both  Houses.  It  was  a 
proposal  which  would  have  subsidized 
American  consimiers  by  having  the  Fed- 
eral Government  pick  up  the  check  for 
a  part  of  the  grocery  bill  paid  by  every 
American  family,  whether  it  was  a  rich 
family  or  a  poor  family.  It  was  an  ef- 
fort, of  course,  to  do  something  about 
the  agricultural  surpluses,  but.  on  t>al- 
ance,  it  was  generally  conceded  by  those 
who  studied  the  legislation  that  it  was 
an  unwise  experiment  and  that  it  would 
not  only  cost  the  American  taxpayer  a 
tremendous  amount  of  money,  but  would 
also  eventually  prove  injurious  to  the 
American  farmer.  So,  in  my  opinion, 
the  Brannan  plan  was  wisely  abandoned, 
and  we  have  continued  to  look  for  other 
methods  and  other  procedures  to  make 
availabfe  to  those  who  need  them  Ameri- 
can foods  and  fabrics  which  we  can  pro- 
duce in  such  abundance  in  this  country 
provided  the  farmer  is  paid  a  fair  and 
adequate  price  for  his  efforts. 

Another  approach  in  this  same  direc- 
tion has  been  the  school-lunch  program, 
which,  so  far  as  it  operates  to  provide 
needy  children  with  the  prop^jr  well- 
balanced  diet,  meets  the  problem  of  mal- 
nutrition and  contributes  to  the  national 
health,  certainly  serves  a  useful  purpose, 
but  it  has  only  limited  practical  possi- 
bilities. 

However,  with  the  many  millions  of 
people  around  the  globe  who  are  suffer- 
ing from  malnutrition  and  from  lack  of 
proper  food  and  adequate  clothing,  it 
seems  to  t.ie  that  the  problem  we  con- 
front is  largely  to  find  an  answer  to  the 
question  of  how  to  place  In  the  hands  of 
those  people  who  need  our  foods  and 
fabrics  the  products  of  the  American 
farm. 

The  problem  is  how  to  place  such 
products  in  the  hands  of  foreign  coun- 
tries in  such  a  way  that  they,  in  turn, 
can  pay  for  them,  so  that  the  American 
farmer  can  receive  for  his  products  the 
full  parity  price  or  the  honest  cost  of 
production  plus  a  reasonable  profit,  to 
which  he  is  entitled. 

The  proposed  legislation,  with  respect 
to  which  I  have  been  joined  as  a  sponsor 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  tackles  the 
specific  problem  confronting  us,  which 
we  recognize  to  be  a  substantial  problem. 
We  do  not  contend  that  it  would  prove  a 
cure-all  for  all  the  problems  involvingr 
agriculture  and  agricultural  surpluses, 
but  we  honestly  believe  that  it  would  be 
a  step  in  the  right  direction. 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  that  after 
the  meeting  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  today  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston!  stated  that  he 
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would  like  to  have  the  privilege  of  being 
associated  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  in  the  sponsorship  of  the  bill.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  his  name  be 
added  as  one  of  the  sponsors  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  glad  to  have  him 
Join  us.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
(Mr.  Cleirnts]  made  a  similar  request 
after  the  bill  had  been  briefly  reviewed 
before  our  committee  this  morning. 

In  brief,  our  bill  proposes  to  set  aside 
from  the  funds  now  available  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  an  initial 
fund  of  $500  million.  With  that  fund  of 
$500  million  the  proposed  legislation 
would  convey  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  some  authorities  which  do 
not  now  exist  in  the  field  of  foreign  trade. 
It  would  provide  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  with  the  authority,  under 
the  express  direction  of  Congress,  to 
move  into  the  field  of  international  trade 
from  the  standpoint  of  agricultural 
products  which  are  raiseU  in  surplus 
Quantities  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  would  give  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  the  authority  to  pur- 
chase in  the  open  market,  or  to  take  the 
products  which  come  into  its  possession 
through  the  operation  of  the  farm-sup- 
port program,  and  go  abroad  actively 
seeking  markets  in  which  such  products 
could  be  sold.  It  would  give  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  authority  to 
take  the  products  which  come  into  its 
possession  by  one  device  or  another,  and 
sell  them  abroad.  If  they  can  be  sold,  for 
the  native  currency  within  the  given 
country.  In  turn,  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  could  use  such  cur- 
rency to  purchase  products  which  are  in 
demand  in  this  country,  and  which  are 
not  raised  on  our  farms  or  fabricated  in 
our  factories  in  quantities  adequate  to 
supply  our  domestic  demands. 

The  bill  would  go  further  and  pro- 
vide the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
with  authority  to  make  trades,  to  barter, 
and  to  make  exchanges  with  people  in 
foreign  countries,  so  that  the  products 
which  we  have  to  make  available  to  them 
could  be  exchanged  or  bartered  for  prod- 
ucts which  we  need,  and  which,  in  turn, 
are  not  raised,  produced,  or  fabricated  in 
this  country  in  quantities  sufficient  to 
meet  our  domestic  demands. 

The  only  resiject  in  which  the  bill 
would  convey  authority  to  import  prod- 
ucts which  would  compete  with  the  prod- 
ucts of  this  country  which  are  not  in 
short  supply  would  be  in  two  specific 
fields — first,  in  the  field  of  national  de- 
fense, in  which  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  would  be  directed  by  Con- 
gress to  exercise  its  authority  to  make 
what  trades  it  can  for  strategic  mate- 
lials  to  be  stockpiled  for  war  supplies 
which  are  needed,  in  exchange  for  agri- 
cultural products.  The  same  authority 
and  direction  are  incorporated  in  the 
legislation  from  the  standpoint  of  any 
material  useful  in  the  development  of  our 
atomic  energy  program,  so  that  the  prod- 
ucts which  we  raise  can  be  exchanged 
for  foreign  products  raised  on  the  farm, 
for  foreign  products  which  are  fabri- 
cated, processed,  mined,  or  produced 
abroad,  and  which  are  not  produced  in 
this  country  in  quantities  sufficient  to 
meet  our  dnnands.  In  addition  there 
would  be  authority  to  barter  or  exchange 
for  products  essential  to  our  national 


defense  for  stockpiling  purposes,  and  for 
the  development  of  our  atomic  energy 
program. 

It  should  be  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  country  that  in  a  great  many  cases 
the  problem  is  not  simply  one  of  making 
a  bilateral  trade  agreement  whereby  the 
United  States  is  able  to  trade  with  for- 
eign country  X,  Y.  or  Z.  for  some  specific 
product  which  we  need.  The  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  through  the 
Foreign  Trading  Division,  would  be  ex- 
pected to  negotiate  multilateral  trading 
agreements  when  necessary,  and  to  make 
trades  in  which  perhaps  four  or  five 
countries  would  be  involved,  in  a  proc- 
ess in  which  eventually  the  product  of 
the  American  farm,  produced  for  the 
American  consumer,  would  be  exchanged 
for  some  foreign  product  which  the 
American  consumer  desires  and  needs, 
and  for  which  he  is  willing  to  pay  ready 
cash. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  utiliza- 
tion of  foreign  currency,  the  difficulties 
confronting  us  arise  because  of  the 
monetary  differences  between  countries, 
the  lack  of  interchangeability,  and  the 
fact  that  the  world  is  divided  into  two 
monetary  areas,  in  the  main,  namely, 
the  dollar  area  and  the  sterling  area.  All 
this  contributes  to  the  stifling  and  stulti- 
fication of  the  intenrational  trade. 

That  has  become  a  special  problem  in 
the  field  of  agriculture.  The  proposed 
legislation  would  give  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  authority  to  utilize 
not  only  the  products,  but  the  money  it 
obtains  in  such  multilateral  exchanges 
to  purchase  eventually  for  us  products 
which  we  need  and  desire. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  very  glad  to 
say  that  I  am  happy  to  join  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  in  this  legis- 
lative proposal.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I 
have  had  a  little  experience  in  that  field 
in  attempting  to  arrange  barters.  On 
one  occasion,  at  a  time  when  the  then 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  as  well 
chairman  of  the  Combined  Food  Board, 
which  was  allocating  food  all  over  the 
world,  a  representative  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  came  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  He  wanted  wheat  des- 
perately for  the  people  of  his  country. 
India  did  not  have  the  dollars,  but  he 
still  felt  that  the  wheat  should  be  avail- 
able. I  reminded  him  that  the  Cuban 
people  were  objecting  to  the  fact  that 
his  country  was  not  selling  them  the 
proper  quantity  of  bags  in  which  to  pack 
their  sugar.  I  also  reminded  him  that 
the  Cuban  people  were  not  supplying 
this  country  with  sufficient  sugar  for  the 
summer  canning  program  of  our  women. 
We  called  the  Cuban  Ambassador  and 
arranged  a  three-way  trade  in  which 
dollars  were  never  mentioned.  We 
shipped  to  India  a  number  of  tons  of 
wheat.  India  shipped  to  Cuba  a  number 
of  bags  for  carrying  sugar,  and  Cuba 
shipped  to  the  United  States  the  sugar 
necessary  for  the  canning  program. 

I  can  say  that  it  was  all  worked  out 
in  our  minds  on  the  basis  of  dollars,  but 
it  was  purely  a  barter  arrangement, 
which  would  be  very  difficult  under  any 
other  sort  of  program. 


The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
called  attention  to  atomic-energy  proj- 
ects. As  a  member  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy  I  recall  at  one 
time  we  were  greatly  concerned  about 
getting  certain  products  from  specific 
areas.  The  situation  was  such  that  it 
was  not  desirable  to  name  the  specific 
products  we  wanted.  We  wanted  to  ar- 
range a  transfer  of  some  kind.  I  am 
glad  to  note  that  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Hickenlooper  ]  is 
present  in  the  Chamber,  because  he  was 
one  who  raised  his  voice  in  an  attempt 
to  have  done  what  was  necessary  to  be 
done.  If  there  had  been  authority  at 
that  time  to  exchange  wheat  for  the 
products  we  desired,  the  transaction 
could  have  been  arranged  in  a  simple 
manner.  However,  it  was  not  done,  and 
there  was  a  great  loss  to  this  country. 
It  could  have  been  done  readily  if  the 
necessary  machinery  had  been  available. 

At  one  time  an  attempt  was  made  by 
a  previous  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
get  the  very  type  of  authority  provided 
in  this  proposed  legislation.  It  was  op- 
posed by  some  p>ersons  who  felt  that  we 
must  never  barter.  However,  we  have 
seen  recently  situations  in  which  barter 
is  the  only  arrangement  and  the  only 
device  that  can  be  used  successfully. 

I  am  glad  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  presented  a  bill  which  would 
make  such  an  arrangement  possible. 

I  know  that  at  one  time  the  mills  and 
mines  in  a  portion  of  Germany  over 
which  the  American  flag  was  then  flying 
needed  additional  supplies  of  wheat. 
The  French  were  in  great  need  of  the 
products  of  the  factories.  At  the  same 
time  the  farmers  in  Italy  were  not  able 
to  operate  their  tractors  because  most 
of  the  tractors  were  not  made  in  the 
United  States  but  in  European  countries. 
By  trading  and  trafficking  and  mixing 
back  and  forth  the  products  of  a  host  of 
establishments  spare  parts  for  the  trac- 
tors of  the  Italian  farmers  were  ob- 
tained, and  in  exchange  goods  came  Into 
the  United  States  which  were  noncom- 
petitive with  American  products. 

That  is  against  the  law  at  the  present 
time.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion is  supposed  to  get  dollars.  It  is  only 
occasionally  that  a  representative  of  the 
Department  feels  justified  in  trying  to 
get  something  other  than  dollars  and 
then  he  must  be  very  sure  of  his  ground. 
The  proposed  legislation  would  permit 
the  Government  to  operate,  and  I  think 
operate  very  successfully,  in  that  way. 

One  final  example.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  if 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  per- 
mit me  to  give  it. 

Mr.  MUNDT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  was  a  time 
when  the  British  Government,  because 
of  the  austerity  program,  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  cancel  purchases  of  tobacco  from 
the  United  States.  A  hogshead  of  to- 
bacco which  is  packed  in  the  United 
States  for  shipment  to  Britain  is  packed 
in  a  different  fashion  than  is  the  hogs- 
head of  tobacco  shipped  to  other  coun- 
tries or  used  in  the  United  States.  The 
leaves  are  laid  in  a  different  manner. 
That  is  the  way  the  British  people  want 
it.  When  the  British  Government 
closed  down  their  tobacco  buying  pro- 
grams because  of  the  serious  financial 
difficulty,   tobacco   farmers   in   certain 
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states  were  worried.  They  thought 
there  would  be  a  tremendous  addition  to 
the  surplus  of  tobacco,  and  there  seemed 
to  be  no  way  of  moving  It. 

That  tobacco  finally  found  itself  In 
Spain.  The  Spanish  tobacco  monopoly 
is  government  owned.  We  were  not  at 
that  time,  as  a  government,  dealing 
very  much  with  Spain.  However,  it 
seemed  to  me  that  If  the  tobacco  could 
be  moved  to  England  and  then  to  Spain, 
it  could  also  be  moved  directly  to  Spain. 
We  could  not  get  the  dollars,  which  was 
the  requirement.  But  the  Spanish  Oov- 
ernment  had  great  quantities  of  pesos  on 
deposit  with  a  New  York  bank.  By 
pledging  those  pesos  they  were  able  to 
take  the  stock  of  tobacco  and  use  It  in 
their  industry.  We  were  able  finally  to 
provide  payment  in  dollars  over  a  long 
series  of  months.  But  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  lost  nothing,  and  the 
American  farmers  profited  greatly,  be- 
cause that  supply  of  tobacco  did  not  hang 
over  the  market  for  a  long  time.  We 
have  a  situation  now  in  which  great 
quantities  of  wheat  are  hanging  over  the 
market. 

If  the  American  farmer  is  to  have  a 
chance,  that  wheat  ought  to  disappear 
from  the  market.  It  ought  to  be  moved. 
I  think  It  could  be  moved  by  barter.  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  moved  by  dollars. 

That  is  why  I  am  glad  that  the  Sena- 
tor has  introduced  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion at  this  time.  It  will  give  a  chance 
to  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aikin]  and  his  com- 
mittee to  take  a  good  look  at  It  and  pos- 
sibly make  some  suggestions  which  will 
eventually  make  It  possible  to  move  some 
of  the  surpluses  before  they  become 
burdensome  and  difficult  for  the  Ameri- 
can farmer. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  very  much  for  his  valu- 
able contribution  to  the  debate.  He  has 
been  very  helpful  in  formalizing  this 
particular  piece  of  proposed  legislation. 
It  was  largely  brought  about  because  of 
his  experience  in  the  field  of  agriculture, 
and  his  calling  the  specific  situation  to 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  of  which  he  is  a 
very  useful  member. 

There  is  nothing  malicious  or  mis- 
chievous about  a  barter  proposal.  E^ver 
since  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  was  fortunate  enough  to 
see  the  light  of  day  in  South  Dakota, 
where  he  was  bom,  he  has  lived,  as  I 
have  lived,  in  what  we  call  horse-trading 
country.  A  horse  trade  is  a  perfectly 
legitimate  process  of  exchange.  No  one 
is  cheated,  and  both  sides  are  benefited. 
Perhaps  we  can  apply  that  Yankee  phi- 
losophy to  these  compUcated  problems 
of  international  trade. 

I  may  point  out  that  in  this  proposed 
legislation  we  specifically  spell  out  that 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in 
implementing  it  shall  use  the  practicable 
and  customary  channels  of  trade. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  an  effort  to 
put  the  Government  into  business.  It  is 
an  effort  to  get  Government  out  of  the 
stockpiling  business  and  the  warehous- 
ing business,  and  out  of  the  activity  of 
accumulating  farm  products,  which  are 
kept  in  storage  until  they  deteriorate, 
and  to  use  the  values  such  products  have 


abroad  by  either  selling  or  exchanging 
them. 

I  may  say  that  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion provides  an  opportunity  for  dollars, 
pounds,  francs,  or  any  other  form  of 
currency  to  be  used  as  a  measuring  de- 
vice in  evaluating  the  true  worth  of  the 
various  types  of  products  and  an  oppor- 
tunity for  bringing  about  a  meeting  of 
minds,  so  that  property  of  this  kind  can 
be  exchanged.  Instead  of  having  the  vari- 
ous ciu-rencies.  as  they  now  operate, 
stand  as  guardians  at  the  edge  of  the 
water  or  at  the  boundary  line  to  keep 
various  products  away  from  the  people 
who  need  them.  I  think  we  can  have 
these  currencies  serve  the  mucilaginous 
purpose  of  bringing  [>eople  and  products 
together  instead  of  keeping  them  apart, 
if  we  provide  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration with  the  authority  envisioned 
in  this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Daniel  in  the  chair ) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  yield  further. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  question  may 
arise  on  the  part  of  the  farmers:  "Are 
you  trying  to  take  away  $500  million 
from  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
and  thereby  harm  its  program?"  Is  it 
not  true  that  the  capital  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  is  nearly  $7 
billion,  as  authorized  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  Is  corerct. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  And  only  a  small 
portion  of  that  amount  would  be  utilized. 
Therefore,  the  $500  million  would  not 
impair  its  capital  or  make  it  difficult  for 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
support  the  farm  program. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  very  happy  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  pointed 
that  out.  Nothing  is  further  from  my 
mind.  This  bill,  if  enacted,  could  not  in 
any  way  impede  the  credit  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation;  but  enact- 
ment of  the  bill  would  provide  an  initial 
fund  with  which  to  begin,  on  an  experi- 
mental basis,  slowly,  an  effort  to  develop 
a  formula  by  which  to  dispose  of,  in  a 
useful  manner,  the  products  which  we 
raise  in  such  abundance  in  our  country. 

It  is  fair  to  expect  that  for  a  while  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  would 
have  some  attrition  of  this  fund;  the 
Corporation  might  make  some  bad  deals, 
and  thus  might  reduce  the  $500  million 
fund.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Corpora- 
tion might  make  some  good  deals,  and 
thus  might  increase  the  amount  of  the 
fund. 

However,  by  proceeding  slowly,  the 
Corporation  might  very  well  develop 
some  very  desirable  procedures,  so  that 
ultimately  it  would  be  possible  for  us  to 
help  other  countries  get  what  they  need, 
and  at  the  same  time  help  our  own  farm- 
ers obtain  a  permanent  program  which 
would  maintain  the  prices  of  our  agricul- 
tural products  at  the  point  where  they 
deserve  to  be  maintained,  rather  than  to 
have  unwanted  surpluses  stored  in  places 
where  they  would  not  be  used. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  suggests  that  in  working 
out  the  proposed  program,  some  bad 
deals  might  be  made.   However,  is  it  not 


true  that  some  bad  deals  occasionally  are 
made  In  connection  with  the  storage 
programs  which  cause  the  grain  to  hang 
over  the  market?  Grain  deteri- 
orates and  spoils  in  storage,  and  such 
spoilage  and  deterioration  have  cost  the 
Government  money. 

Would  not  it  be  better  to  have  the  food 
consumed  by  people  somewhere  on  the 
earth,  rather  than  to  have  the  food  de- 
teriorate and  spoil  while  in  storage? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  could  not  agree  more 
completely  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  Certainly  a  rather  long  and 
melancholy  list  of  bad  deals  would  have 
to  be  engaged  in,  one  after  another,  be- 
fore the  use  of  the  food  for  human  con- 
sumption would  cost  more  than  the  stor- 
age programs  have  actually  cost.  My 
recollection  is  that  in  the  case  of  wheat 
alone,  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment program  cost  the  American  tax- 
payers approximately  $200  million  a 
year;  and,  of  course,  in  connection  with 
this  matter  we  are  dealing  with  all  agri- 
cultural products. 

Mr.  President,  perhai)s  this  measure 
will  also  open  up  an  avenue  and  will  en- 
able a  formula  to  be  provided  by  which 
to  deal  with  the  rather  difficult  category 
of  perishable  products,  which  cannot  be 
stored,  but  have  to  be  used,  for  the  bill, 
when  enacted,  will  enable  us  to  purchase, 
trade,  or  exchange  such  products  for 
things  which  will  be  useful  and  helpful 
to  us.  Perishables  must  be  used  promptly 
if  loss  is  to  be  averted.  Thus  storage 
programs  for  perishables  which  fail  to 
find  early  usage  for  the  product  are 
extremely  expensive  and  have  made  it 
difficult  to  give  producers  of  perishables 
the  benefits  of  a  price  support  program. 

I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have,  as  I 
know  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will 
be,  the  thoughtful  criticisms  of  our  col- 
leagues and  also  of  persons  throughout 
the  Nation  who  may  care  to  comment  on 
this  proposal.  I  expect  to  discuss  it  in 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry ;  and  tomorrow  I  expect  to 
send  a  copy  of  the  bill  to  our  distin- 
guished Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Mr. 
Ebra  Taft  Benson,  so  that  his  experts 
may  pick  it  full  of  holes,  if  they  can.  or 
make  constructive  suggestions,  if  they 
are  available,  and  try  to  develop  with  us 
a  program  which  over  the  long  pull  will 
shore  up,  bolster,  and  effectuate  econ- 
omies in  our  agricultural  program. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  very  hapy  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  who,  by  the  way,  is  a  good 
Yankee  horse  trader. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  sorry  I  was  not  In 
the  Chamber  when  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  began  his  speech,  and  I 
regret  that  I  have  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity to  read  his  bill.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
suppose  it  will  be  the  entire  answer  to 
the  problem. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    CM  course,  it  will  not  be. 

^Ar.  AIKEN.  However,  I  suppose  en- 
sfbtment  of  the  bill  will  be  of  help  in 
answering  the  problem  caused  by  our 
agricultural  siupluses,  both  now  and  in 
the  future. 

Let  me  say  that  we  have  two  major 
problems  in  connection  with  our  agri- 
cultiural  program,  as  it  relates  to  tti4 
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other  nations  of  the  world.  First  of  all. 
because  of  the  higher  prices  paid  in  the 
United  States,  there  is  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  practically  every  major  producer 
In  the  world,  outside  the  United  States. 
to  sell  its  surplus  agricultural  products 
to  the  United  States.  In  fact,  other  na- 
tioi^s  seem  to  have  a  desire  to  sell  to  us 
more  than  their  siupluses.  for  they  want 
dollars  desperately,  and  today  some  of 
the  other  countries  are  engaging  in  the 
practice  of  dumping  on  the  United 
States,  in  order  to  obtain  dollars. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  They  also  tamper  with 
their  own  currencies,  in  order  to  under- 
sell us  in  our  own  market. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  occurs  in  the  case 
of  wool,  for  example. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  When  those  countries 
are  unloading  those  commodities  in  the 
United  States,  they  are  Iceeping  them 
from  other  countries  in  the  world  which 
actually  need  them,  whereas  we  in  the 
United  States  do  not  need  them  at  all. 

Another  major  problem  in  connection 
With  our  agricultural  program  is  that  an- 
other group  of  nations  would  like  to  buy 
the  surplus  commodities  of  the  United 
States,  but  simply  do  not  have  the  dollars 
with  which  to  do  so.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  meet  their  particular  problem,  they 
are  attempting  to  subsidize  agricultural 
production  in  their  own  countries.  They 
are  subsidizing  at  a  very  high  rate  the 
production  of  agricultural  commodities 
which  we  ourselves  would  like  to  sell  to 
those  countries,  and  which  we  would  sell 
to  them  if  some  means  were  arranged 
whereby  they  could  pay  reasonable 
prices  for  them. 

For  instance,  today  Great  Britain  is 
subsidizing  almost  45  percent  of  her  food 
commodities,  I  believe;  and  other  coun- 
tries are  similarly  subsidizing  the  pro- 
duction of  food  commodities  at  costs 
In  excess  of  what  our  surpluses  would 
cost  those  countries,  if  some  ways  and 
means  could  be  devised  to  meet  the  sit- 
uation. 

So  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  taken  the  step  he  has  taken 
today.  We  shall  receive  the  report  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  on  the 
bill  as  soon  as  possible.  Of  course.  I 
do  not  know  how  long  that  will  take. 
In  the  meantime,  as  the  other  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  know,  in  the  committee  we 
shall  begin  hearings  immediately  after 
Easter  on  the  export  and  import  situa- 
tion in  relation  to  farm  commodities  and 
the  effect  of  that  situation  on  the  United 
States  farm  program. 

I  am  glad  that  by  means  of  the  intro- 
duction of  this  bill — whether  it  is  per- 
fect or  not;  and  probably  it  is  not  per- 
fect, because  very  few  bills  are 

Mr.  RfUNDT.  No  claims  for  perfec- 
tion are  made  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  At  any  rate,  by  means 
of  the  introduction  of  the  bill,  we  shall 
be  making  a  start  toward  solving  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  major  agricultural 
problem  not  only  in  the  United  States, 
but  in  the  entire  world  today. 

At  present  we  have  in  the  United 
States  what  we  call  agricultural  com- 
modity surpluses.  Actually,  they  are 
very  small.  For  instance,  we  have 
4,000,000  or  5,000,000  head  of  cattle  more 
than  we  need,  and  that  excess  repre- 


sents approximately  2-months'  supply. 
We  have  300  million  bushels  of  wheat 
Hiore  than  we  need,  and  we  have  a  few 
million  pounds  of  butter  more  than  we 
need. 

However,  those  amounts  are  not  sur- 
pluses, when  we  think  in  terms  of  world 
consumption;  in  that  respect,  they  are 
not  surpluses  at  all,  for  they  could  be 
used  to  alleviate  the  needs  of  other 
countries. 

So  I  believe  what  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  been  referring  to,  and 
what  he  is  making  a  start  on  today, 
may  be  the  big  agricultural  problem 
which  will  come  before  this  session  of 
Congress.  Certainly  the  solution  he 
proposes  is  one  which  promises  the 
greatest  hope. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  chairman 
of  my  committee  very  much  indeed  for 
his  intelligent  commentary  and  for  his 
encouraging  remarks. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kansas,  who  is  a  new  but  very  valuable 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  discussed  a  subject 
which  I  know  is  of  tremendous  interest 
to  many  farmers  and  many  Members  of 
Congress,  including  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
as  we  have  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
agricultural  surpluses. 

If  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will 
permit  me  to  do  so.  at  this  time  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  shall  be  happy  to  join 
him  in  sponsoring  the  bill  he  has  in- 
troduced. 

The  subject  dealt  with  by  the  bill 
which  has  been  introduced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  has  been  called 
to  my  attention  by  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  two  of  the  large  farm  organiza- 
tions in  my  State.  They  discussed  this 
very  situation,  although  of  course  they 
did  not  do  so  in  the  detail  in  which  it 
has  been  discussed  and  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  South  IXikota.  But  they 
were  hopeful  that  it  might  be  found 
possible  to  arrange  for  some  means  of 
exchanging  surplus  commodities  for 
materials  which  we  need. 

Last  year,  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  clanking  and  Currency.  I  re- 
call that  a  suggestion  was  made  that  a 
number  of  the  foreign  countries  have 
strategic  materials  which  we  need  in  our 
defense  program,  but  seemingly  there 
have  been  no  arrangements  for  a  sys- 
tem of  exchanging  our  surplus  agricul- 
tural commodities  for  the  critical  and 
strategic  defense  materials  we  need,  so 
that  we  could  readily  obtain  the  bene- 
fit of  those  materials,  which  are  so  great- 
ly needed  for  defense  purposes. 

So  I  desire  to  compliment  and  com- 
mend the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  for  Introducing  the  bill; 
and  if  he  wishes  to  have  me  do  so.  I 
shall  be  happy  to  join  him  in  sponsoring 
it. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  very  much,  and  I  shall  be 


happy  to  add  his  name  to  be  added  as 
one  of  the  sponsors  of  the  bill. 

I  may  say.  Mr.  President,  we  are  mak- 
ing pretty  good  headway.  On  behalf  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  An- 
derson] and  myself,  we  welcome  the  as- 
sociation of  the  other  Senators  who  have 
expressed  their  supp>ort  for  the  proposed 
legislation,  namely,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Johnston),  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements], 
and    the    Senator    from    Kansas    I  Mr. 

SCHOEPPEL  ] . 

I  only  regret  that  earlier  In  the  day  I 
promised  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
minority  leader,  that  tills  would  be  a 
short  speech;  otherwise.  I  should  try  to 
extend  my  remarks  long  enough  to  get 
a  majority  of  Senators  as  sponsors  of  the 
bill,  so  that  we  might  pass  the  measure 
now.  However.  I  realize  that  legislation 
of  the  kind  proposed  ought  to  have  care- 
ful committee  study,  and  should  be  given 
careful  scrutiny;  and.  as  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  has  pointed  out,  I  make 
no  claims  to  p>erfection.  I  think  we  are 
attacking  a  basic  problem  in  the  agricul- 
tural picture  which  must  be  solved  if  we 
are  to  have  a  permanent  farm  program 
which  will  operate  to  the  advantage  of 
the  farmer  and  be  within  the  capacity  of 
our  American  economy  to  sustain.  We 
believe  that  the  measure  submitted 
wrestles  with  that  problem  in  a  general 
way,  will  help  assure  the  taxpayer  a 
sound  economy,  and  will  assure  the 
farmer,  first  of  all,  an  opportunity  to  sell 
his  products  in  the  market  place  at  a 
fair  and  decent  level,  and  will  afford  to 
the  Government  the  opportunity  to  put 
under  the  farmer's  prices  a  price  floor 
which  will  give  him  the  parity  he  de- 
serves, without  in  turn  jeopardizing  the 
Government  by  putting  it  in  the  busi- 
ness of  stockpiling  endlessly  products  of 
which  it  cannot  dispose. 

I  yield  again  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
t)efore  concluding,  though  I  alert  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  that  his 
turn  is  about  to  arrive. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  shaU  be 
very  brief.  I  simply  wish  to  point  out 
the  alternative,  in  the  event  we  fail  to 
meet  the  challenge  which  agriculture 
faces  today,  namely,  the  disposal  of  rela- 
tively small  and  temporary  surpluses. 
If  we  fail  to  devise  any  means  of  meet> 
ing  this  challenge,  we  shall  then  be 
forced  to  restrict  the  production  of  cer- 
tain commodities.  I  would  name  wheat, 
cotton,  and  possibly  a  few  others,  which 
we  are  producing  in  surplus  and  which 
ordinarily  are  exportable  commodities. 
If  we  are  forced  to  restrict  the  produc- 
tion of  those  commodities,  then  there 
will  be  two  serious  results.  The  first  will 
be  a  reduction  in  the  income  of  the 
American  farmer,  and  consequently,  a 
reduction  in  his  purchasing  power,  which 
he  would  utilize  in  buying  the  products 
of  industry  and  of  the  other  people  who 
go  to  make  up  the  population  of  our  Na- 
tion. 

The  second  result  would  be  the  crea- 
tion of  hard  feelings  on  the  part  of  other 
countries  of  the  world,  who  look  askance 
at  any  suggestion  that  the  United  States, 
the  greatest  food  producing  country  in 
the  world,  would  consider  reducing  pro* 
duction  of  food  of  which  so  many  coun- 
tries in  the  world  are  today  short.     So 
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Mve  must  devise  some  means  whereby  our 
surpluses,  which  I  still  maintain  are 
comparatively  small,  can  be  sent  to  the 
nations  which  are  trying  to  meet  short- 
ages of  the  very  same  commodities  as  best 
ttiey  can. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Again.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  very  much.  To  what 
he  has  said.  I  would  add  but  two  very 
.short  statements  alx>ut  economics.  The 
first  is  that  a  surplus,  even  though  small. 
has  a  depressing  effect  upon  all  the 
products  involved  In  the  creation  of 
the  surplus.  So  we  have  a  very  dan- 
gerous situation  occurring  at  the  price- 
level  point,  whenever  we  produce  a  pro- 
duct in  surplus,  because  the  price  the 
consumer  is  willing  to  pay  for  the  item 
in  surplus  tends  to  permeate  down  to 
what  he  is  willing  to  pay  for  all  the 
items  engaged  in  building  up  the  sur- 
plus. 

In  the  next  place.  It  Is  certainly  true,  as 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Vermont 
has  pointed  out,  that  unless  we  can  find 
a  way  by  which  we  can  provide  a  market 
for  such  surplus  products,  we  not  only 
depress  the  income  which  the  farmer 
receives,  but,  every  time  we  depress  the 
income  of  the  American  farmer  by  a 
sinqle  dollar,  we  depress  the  national 
economy  by  $7;  because,  for  over  a  half 
century,  the  economic  tables  demon- 
strate clearly  that  in  this  country  the 
total  national  income  is  seven  times  the 
total  income  obtain  by  the  creators  of 
new  wealth.  So  when  anything  tends  to 
reduce  the  level  of  the  farmer's  income 
by  a  dollar,  it  destroys  by  seven  times 
that  much  the  whole  national  income. 
which  in  turn  reduces  the  Income  of 
labor,  reduces  the  capacity  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  collect  from  the  taxpayers 
the  money  it  needs  to  conduct  its  opera- 
tions and  to  pay  the  national  debt  and 
the  interrtt,  and  also  reduces  the  profits 
made  by  businessmen  generally. 

And  now,  I  will  say  to  the  minority 
leader,  while  this  has  not  been  exactly 
a  short  speech.  I  still  submit  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  senatorial  standards  by 
which  we  operate,  it  cannot  be  called  a 
long  one;  and  I  am  happy  to  yield  the 
floor.  Before  doing  so,  may  I  say  that  I 
have  just  iaeen  informed  that  my  col- 
league the  junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case!  and  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  IMr.  Kxtauver]  de- 
sire to  add  their  names  as  cosponsors  of 
this  bill.  I  am  indeed  happy  to  add  their 
names  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  listened  with  Interest  and 
appreciation  to  the  very  informative  ad- 
dre.<=s  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  and  I  trust  it  will  prove 
productive  of  much  good. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  HEARINGS  AND  IN- 
VESTIGATIONS BY  THE  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

The  Senate  resiuned  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  86)  authorizing 
expenditures  for  hearings  and  investiga- 
tions by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Ur.  Presi- 
dent, it  is  with  a  feeUng  of  pride  and 
confidence  that  I  rise  to  urge  the  ap- 


proval of  Senate  Resolution  86.  submit- 
ted by  the  senior  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  SaltonstallI. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Texas  Is 
proud  of  the  past  achievements  of  the 
Senate  Preparedness  Committee.  He  is 
confident  that  imder  the  able  leadership 
of  his  good  friend,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  the  work  of  the 
committee  will  be  carried  on  in  the  same 
nonpartisan  spirit  of  the  past. 

In  the  ordinary  course  of  events,  a 
shift  in  control  of  a  legislative  body  also 
means  a  shift  in  the  outlook  of  that  body. 
In  the  case  of  the  Senate  Preparedness 
Committee  this  need  not  be  so  nor  do  I 
think  it  will  be  so. 

The  spirit  of  partisanship  has  never 
governed  the  deliberations  of  the  Senate 
Preparedness  Committee.  We  have  been 
partisans  only  for  the  defense  and  se- 
curity of  our  country.  We  have  been 
advocates  only  of  an  e£Qcient  and  an 
effective  defense  program. 

As  the  chairman  of  that  committee  for 
the  past  2^/z  years,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas  can  testify  that  no  mem- 
ber— he  he  Democrat  or  Republican — 
has  brought  his  politics  with  him  into 
the  committee  room. 

I  am  grateful  for  the  support  that 
they  have  given  me.  Without  their  non- 
partisan, unstinting  cooperation,  the 
achievements  of  the  committee  would 
not  have  l>een  possible. 

As  a  member  of  the  minority  on  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  1 
shall  strive  to  match  the  selfless  nonpar- 
tisanship  demonstrated  by  the  present 
majority  members  when  the  situation 
was  reversed. 

Mr.  President,  the  need  for  contin- 
uing the  Senate  Preparedness  Commit- 
tee is,  to  my  mind,  self-evident. 

We  are  passing  through  one  of  the 
great  crises  of  American  history  and 
one  of  the  great  crises  of  mankind.  We 
are  confronted  with  the  issue  of  sur- 
vival— survival  of  our  Nation  and  sur- 
vival of  freedom  as  a  tenet  of  Govern- 
ment. 

The  tensions  of  our  world  are  in  many 
respects  greater  than  those  which 
existed  before  Pearl  Harbor. 

In  Korea,  American  soldiers  are  en- 
gaged in  a  hot  war  which  may  any  day 
be  dwarfed  by  a  greater  cataclysm.' 

One  of  our  planes  has  been  shot  out 
of  the  air  space  over  Germany  and  an- 
other attacked  in  the  northern  reaches 
of  the  Pacific  by  an  unfriendly  power. 

Part  of  our  continent  has  l)een  rec- 
onnoitered  by  planes  which  have  not 
been  identified  officially  but  which  un- 
questionably belong  to  the  same  power. 

All  of  these  factors  must  l>e  considered 
against  the  background  of  the  change 
now  taking  place  in  the  Soviet  regime. 
Can  we  avoid  the  thought  that  one  of 
the  men  In  the  Kremlin  may  plunge 
the  whole  world  into  war  as  one  step  of 
a  master  plan  to  seize  absolute  and  un- 
contested power? 

Mr.  President,  we  can  surmount  this 
crisis — but  only  If  we  are  resolute  and 
determined.  We  can  live  through  this 
period — but  only  if  we  heed  the  dictates 
of  reason  rather  than  the  dictates  of 
panic.  We  can  survive— but  only  if  we 
act  as  a  imlfled  people  in  mutual  con- 
fidence, alert  to  the  hard  realities  of 
our  times. 


There  Is  an  important  role  for  the 
Senate  Preparedness  Cmnmittee  in  this 
period.  It  can  be — and  should  be — 
the  agency  of  Congress  which  works 
with  the  Defense  Department  in  solv- 
ing the  problems  of  America's  prepared- 
ness. 

The  members  of  the  Senate  Prepared- 
ness Committee  have  never  looked  upon 
themselves  as  a  body  of  prosecutors. 
They  have  regarded  investigations  as  a 
method  of  looking  for  positive  steps  to 
correct  deficiencies — not  merely  as  a 
means  for  detecting  and  punishing  cul- 
prits. 

The  objectives  of  the  committee  have 
been  twofold: 

First,  to  determine  whether  this  Na- 
tion is  doing  enough — soon  enough — to 
safeguard  the  lives  and  liberties  of  our 
people. 

Second,  to  determine  whether  we  are 
getting  full  use  out  of  our  defense  dol- 
lar— to  be  certain  that  we  are  not 
squandering  our  money  uselessly. 

In  our  investigations,  we  have  sought 
the  cooperation  of  the  members  of  the 
executive  agencies  charged  with  respon- 
sibility for  carrying  out  the  defense  pro- 
gram. Sometimes  we  have  received  that 
cooperation  and  sometimes  it  has  t)een 
refused. 

But  whether  cooperation  was  offered 
or  withheld,  we  were  never  satisfied  with 
merely  exix)sing  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tions. We  insisted — with  all  the  force 
at  our  disposal — that  the  changes  in  mo- 
bilization policy  and  practice  revealed 
as  necessary  by  our  investigations  be 
made  promptly.  We  insisted — with 
equal  force — that  wasteful  practices  be 
discontinued  and  that  efficient  and  sound 
methods  be  adopted. 

Because  of  our  insistence,  the  Nation's 
synthetic  rubber  industry — so  vital  to 
our  defensie — was  restored  to  health  and 
the  taxijayers  were  saved  well  over 
$1  bilUon. 

Because  of  our  insistence,  the  Govern- 
ment presented  a  solid  front  against  the 
international  tin  cartel  and  the  tax- 
payers were  saved  at  least  $500  million. 

Because  of  our  Insistence,  wasteful 
and  imprudent  practices  for  the  disposal 
of  surplus  commodities  were  eliminated. 

Because  of  our  insistence,  supplies  of 
critical  nickel  and  tungsten  have  been 
Increased. 

Because  of  our  Insistence,  the  armed 
services  have  instituted  cost-conscious- 
ness campaigns  which,  if  followed 
through,  will  result  in  saving  billions  of 
dollars. 

Because  of  our  Insistence,  the  armed 
services  stripped  surplus  manpower  from 
its  training  centers — an  act  which  ulti- 
mately will  save  at  least  $50  million  a 
year. 

Our  battle  against  waste,  inefficiency, 
and  prodigal  spending  was  summed  up 
in  our  34th  report  issued  on  E>ecember 
7,  1951,  in  which  we  said: 

It  iB  a  dUtreMlng — ^but  Inescapable — fact 
that  one  of  our  major  shortages  Is  a  sense 
of  prudence,  a  zeal  for  frugality,  and  an 
enthusiasm  for  economy  on  the  part  of  the 
armed  senrloes. 

The  Inevitable  result  of  this  shortage  Is 
waste — waste  of  manpower,  waste  of  equip- 
ment, and  waste  of  the  taxpayers'  money. 

Our  battle  against  the  apathy  and 
"siesta  psychology"  that  has  character- 
ized so  much  of  oiu:  defense  program 
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was  lummed  up  In  our  4th  report  on 
December  27,  1950.  in  which  we  said: 

As  a  result.  It  may  be  fair  to  say  that  our 
most  critical  shortage  Is  not  one  at  nickel, 
or  wool,  or  rubber,  or  any  other  commodity, 
but  rather  a  shortage  of  bold  planning. 

Our  battle  against  those  who  were 
failing  to  arm  the  United  States  at  the 
necessary  level  and  speed  was  summed 
up  in  our  39th  report  issued  on  Jime  17, 
1952.  in  which  we  said: 

The  question  of  an  adequate  air  defense 
for  these  United  States  is  a  question  of  life 
and  death  for  ourselves  and  our  Institutions. 

Our  defense  leaders  responsible  for  our 
military  protection  do  not  believe  we  have 
the  strength  we  need;  they  do  not  believe 
we  will  have  the  strength  we  need  unless  we 
raise  our  sights  at  once  and  raise  them 
drastically. 

The  problem  of  our  defense  is  a  con- 
tinuing one.  It  Is  not  solved  in  1  day  or 
1  year — or  even  the  2^2  years  in  which 
the  committee  has  been  in  existence. 

The  problem  is  as  acute  today  as  it  was 
in  July  1950,  when  the  Preparedness 
Committee  was  formed.  If  anything,  the 
need  for  the  committee  is  even  more 
pressing  in  light  of  the  state  of  world 
affairs.     

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  be 
pleased  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question  I  should  like 
to  ask  is  this :  Has  the  situation  changed 
considerably  from  what  it  was  a  year 
ago  that  it  makes  military  leaders  so 
apprehensive  as  to  our  defense  and  our 
preparedness  that  they  are  now  advocat- 
ing something  entirely  different  and 
more  expcuided  than  they  advocated  a 
year  ago? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  cannot  speak  for  the  military 
leaders,  nor  do  I  know  with  certainty  to 
whom  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  re- 
fers. I  was  quoting  from  a  report  issued 
by  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee 
based  upon  testimony  taken  from  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  almost  a  year  ago. 
I  am  not  in  position  to  speak  for  the 
military  leaders  beyond  the  testimony 
they  gave  to  our  committee.  But  I  do 
think  it  is  extremely  imjwrtant,  in  the 
light  of  the  developments  of  the  past  10 
days,  that  the  committee  continue  to 
function,  and  to  have  the  military  lead- 
ers come  before  it  and  explain  what 
defense  build  up  we  should  have,  and  to 
what  extent  it  should  go. 

Mr.  THYK  Mr.  President,  the  reason 
why  I  was  prompted  to  ask  the  question 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  was  primarily 
because  of  a  speech  which  I  believe  the 
Senator  delivered  last  Sunday  evening 
which  dealt  with  the  same  question.  My 
imderstanding  of  it  was  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  was  somewhat  critical  of  our 
lack  of  national  defense  and  was  of  the 
opinion  that  our  national  defense  must 
be  stepped  up.  For  that  reason  I  was 
prompted  to  ask  the  question. 

Is  there  a  report  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  which  would  indicate  that  we 
are  in  a  more  precarious  position  than 
we  were  in  a  year  ago?  As  I  recall, 
Congress  appropi^Bd  great  siims  of 
money  for  natloniritefense,  but  not  aU 
of  that  money  has  Y)een  expended  in  the 


period  since  the  Congress  made  the  ap- 
propriation. I  was  wondering  whether 
there  is  some  international  situation  on 
which  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have 
reported  that  makes  it  necessary  that 
our  national  defense  should  be  greatly 
stepped  up. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  T  will  say 
in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  the  Congress  has  never  appropri- 
ated and  the  Defense  Department  has 
never  requested  the  full  amount  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  felt  was  nec- 
essary to  insure  the  security  of  this 
Nation. 

Mr.  THYE.  But,  Mr.  President,  there 
are  unexpended  funds  at  the  present 
time  in  a  greater  amount  than  had  been 
anticipated  when  Congress  deliberated 
on  the  appropriations  a  year  ago.  Why 
have  not  the  funds  been  expended? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, it  takes  a  period  of  years  to  pro- 
duce some  of  the  items  needed  for  the 
defense  of  this  Nation.  So  long  as  we 
have  the  system  which  is  now  in  force 
there  will  always  be  unexpended  funds. 
Production  takes  many  years,  depending 
on  the  items  in  question. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  grant  that. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Last  year 
we  had  a  cut-back  program,  and  the 
Defense  Department  requested  less 
money  than  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
thought  was  absolutely  essential  to  pro- 
tect the  Nation's  security. 

Mr.  THYE.  We  take  the  word  of  the 
Defense  Department  as  being  the  truth 
with  reference  to  the  entire  interna- 
tional as  well  as  the  national  situations. 
As  a  member  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  subcommittee  on  mili- 
tary appropriations,  I  know  that  we 
granted  the  military  the  funds  they 
stated  were  necessary  in  order  to  pro- 
vide adequate  defense  for  our  Nation  in 
the  light  of  the  world  situation. 

I  go  back  to  the  original  question. 
Is  there  something  in  the  world  situa- 
tion today  which  places  us  in  a  more 
precarious  situation  than  that  in  which 
we  found  ourselves  a  year  ago? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  we 
have  improved  our  situation  since  last 
year.  But  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
may  not  be  mindful  of  the  events  of 
the  past  few  days.  I  hope  the  com- 
mittee is  mindful  of  them  and  that  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  are  mindful  of 
them.  When  American  and  British 
planes  are  shot  out  of  the  air  over  Ger- 
many, and  one  of  our  own  planes  is  at- 
tacked near  Alaska.  I  think  it  is  time 
to  give  serious  consideration  to  the  ade- 
quacy of  our  defense,  regardless  of  what 
the  Appropriations  Committee  may  have 
done.  I  recall  that  when  it  was  neces- 
sary to  restore  substantial  sums  last  year 
they  were  restored  in  the  Senate  by  a 
vote  of  78  to  0.  after  the  committee  had 
not  allowed  the  funds. 

The  same  action  was  taken  with  re- 
spect to  research  funds,  by  way  of  an 
amendment  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
But  such  action  taken  by  the  Senate  does 
not  mean  that  the  United  States  is  in  the 
state  of  readiness  that  I  think  it  should 
be  in  today.  Nor  does  it  mean  that  we 
no  longer  need  a  committee  to  prod  the 
Pentagon,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and 
the  production  agencies  of  the  govern- 


ment to  bring  m  to  our  goal  as  soon  as 
possible. 

As  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  knows. 
It  was  decided,  after  considerable  de- 
bate, that  the  minimum  size  of  an  Air 
Force  necessary  to  protect  our  country 
was  143  groups.  We  are  far  short  of 
that  number  as  of  today.  How  much 
the  building-up  of  the  Air  Force  can 
be  accelerated  is.  I  think,  a  matter  that 
world  events  will  determine. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Texas.  I  am  one  who  was  greatly 
disturbed  and  disappointed  by  the  action 
of  President  Trimaan  in  impoimding 
some  of  the  appropriated  funds  for  air 
expansion.  For  that  reason,  I  have  fol- 
lowed the  question  very  carefully.  I 
lead  back  to  the  original  question:  In 
view  of  the  situation  in  the  world  are 
there  repwrts  that  have  come  to  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Texas 
about  our  military  forces  wblcb  would 
indicate  that  our  national  defense  is  so 
wholly  inadequate?  A  year  ago  we  had 
anticipated  disturbarces  elsewhere  than 
in  Korea,  and  they  were  contemplated 
when  appropriations  were  made. 

I  am  endeavoring  to  ascertain  this  in- 
formation from  the  able  and  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Texas,  be- 
cause I  know  he  is  very  influenttal  and 
is  very  close  to  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, by  reason  of  the  position  he  held 
as  chairman  of  the  original  investigating 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  which  made  such  an  ex- 
tensive research  into  oiu:  defense  and 
our  lack  of  defense. 

My  question  is  simply  this:  Aside 
from  the  fact  that  airplanes  have  been 
shot  at  and  have  been  shot  down.  Is 
there  anything  which  would  Ifead  one  to 
believe  that  the  United  States  Is  inade- 
quately prepared  to  meet  other  possible 
world  disturbances  than  the  one  in 
Korea,  and  which  would  lead  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  to  make  the  statement 
he  has  made  about  the  fact  that  we  are 
not  prepared?  Other  members  of  his 
party  have  spoken  on  the  same  subject 
in  the  past  10  days,  and  have  said  that 
as  a  Nation  we  are  wholly  unprepared 
to  meet  crises  that  are  apparent 
throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen- 
ator cannot  discuss  preparedness  with- 
out becoming  slightly  partisan,  I  will 
state  that  I  regret,  as  does  the  senior 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  that  it  was  a 
Democi-atic  President.  President  Tru- 
man, who  impounded  the  funds.  I  said 
so  at  the  time,  and  I  have  said  so  many 
times  since. 

The  very  statements  which  I  have  read 
today  from  the  reports  of  the  Prepared- 
ness Subcommittee  did  not  come  from 
me  alone.  They  came  from  all  seven 
members  of  the  subcommittee.  If  the 
events  of  the  past  few  months  cannot 
convince  the  senior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota that  this  Nation  is  not  fully  and 
completely  prepared.  I  am  sure  there  is 
nothing  I  could  say  which  would  con- 
vince him.  But  I  still  intend  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate,  and  the  at- 
tention of  the  country,  statements  of  our 
own  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.    The  Senator 
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had  read  them.  The  full  committee  of 
seven  members — four  Democrats  arid 
three  Republicans — embraced  those 
statements  on  the  basis  of  sworn  testi- 
mony, which  for  security  reasons  we 
could  not  and  did  not  publish.  It  was 
felt  that  there  should  be  a  program  to 
step  up  production  and  perhaps  give  us 
a  greater  feeling  of  security.  The  am- 
munition shortage  alone  should  indicate 
the  present  situation  to  all  persons  con- 
cerned. 

Based  on  the  testimony  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  our  committee  outlined 
the  facts.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  has  repeated  a  statement  from 
the  report,  and  he  has  repeated  it  many 
times  since.  I  am  afraid  sometimes  with- 
out  complete  success.  Here  is  the  state- 
ment: 

Our  defense  leaders  responsible  for  our 
military  protection  do  not  believe  we  have 
the  strength  we  need.  They  do  not  believe 
we  will  have  the  strength  we  need  unless 
we  raise  our  sights,  and  raise  them  dras- 
tically. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  not  raised 
tho.se  sights.  We  had  a  cut-back.  We 
had  a  stretch-out.  We  postponed  until 
1956  a  production  target  that  our  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  thought  we  should  reach 
in  1954.  So  the  answer  to  the  question 
a.skcd  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
that  our  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  did  not 
think  we  were  prepared  in  1953  and 
do  not  think  we  will  be  prepared  in  1954. 
unless  we  raise  our  sights. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  we  are  not  prepared. 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  erred  in  its  judgment  and  rec- 
ommendation to  Congress?  Is  it  not  also 
a  fact  that  the  Department  of  Defense 
has  not  been  as  aggressive  in  the  use 
and  expenditures  of  funds  which  were 
made  available  to  it  as  it  should  have 
been?  I  have  seen  reports  as  to  the 
aihount  of  unused  and  unexpended  funds 
in  excess  of  any  amount  that  we  were 
informed  would  be  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance as  of  this  year,  as  to  which  we 
were  given  facts  a  year  ago  in  a  study 
of  the  appropriations.  If  they  have 
erred  in  not  having  expended  the  funds, 
there  is  no  one  but  the  Department  of 
Defense  itself  responsible  for  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  the 
statements  I  have  just  made  reflect  the 
judgment  of  the  committee  that  there 
has  been  blame  enough  to  go  art)und  t» 
all.  Many  months  ago  the  committee 
felt  we  were  getting  more  butter  than 
guns,  and  so  stated  in  the  report.  The 
committee  has  felt  production  should  be 
stepped  up.  and  stepped  up  at  a  much 
more  rapid  rate.  At  times,  Congress 
was  willing  to  go  much  farther  than  the 
Executive  who  headed  my  own  party 
was  willing  to  go.  and  at  times  Congress 
has  not  been  willing  to  go  as  far. 

Mr.  Presidenl.  I  remember  very  vivid- 
ly that  the  able  senior  Senator  from 
California  (Mr.  Ki»owi-ai«»],  who  had 
the  vision  and  foresight  to  see  the  trou- 
ble that  was  likely  to  take  place  in  the 
world,  offered  an  amendment  on  the 
floor  to  build  rapidly  a  70-group  Air 
Force.  I  recall,  with  not  much  pleasure. 
that  when  the  roll  was  called,  only  8 


Senators  were  willing  to  support  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  California.  I  am  glad 
to  have  the  Record  show  that  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Texas  was  one  of  the 
eight. 

I  remember  very  vividly  the  days  of 
the  Louis  Johnson  economy  administra- 
tion, when  we  were  going  down  and  pull- 
ing back,  instead  of  going  ahead.  I  re- 
member Mr.  Johnson's  advisers,  and  I 
recall  the  assurance  we  received  that 
(13  billion,  or  approximately  that 
amount,  was  sufficient  to  carry  on  the 
defense  programs. 

I  remember  that  our  own  present  dis- 
tinguished   Commander    in    Chief    ap- 
peared before  the  committee  of  which 
the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  a 
member,  in  connection  with  the  Louis 
Johnson  budget.    I  protested  then,  and  I 
protest  now.    I  shall  not  be  one  who  says 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States  that 
we  are  prepared  because  money  has  been 
appropriated.     The  cold  facts  and  the 
real  truth  are  that  we  are  not  prepared. 
We  have  started  to  cut  back.    We  have 
stretched  out  and  cut  back.    We  do  not 
have  the  planes  or  equipment  that  are 
needed  to  insure  the  security  which  this 
country  should  have.    The  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  cannot  close  his  eyes  to 
what  is  happening  in  the  world.    When 
American  boys  are  attacked  off  the  coast 
of  Alaska;   when  American  planes  are 
shot   down   over   Germany;    when   the 
planes  of  our  allies  are  destroyed  in  the 
Corridor.  I  think  it  is  time  for  the  pre- 
paredness-conscious Members  of  Con- 
gress to  take  notice.    I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  able  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Conmiittee  I  Mr.  Saltonstall] 
and  the  other  able  Senators  who  serve 
on  that  committee,  regardless  of  party, 
will  take  cognizance  of  these  events.    I 
think  they  have  already  done  so.    I  be- 
lieve that  if  the  preparedness  subcom- 
mittee is  continued,  it  will  produce  for 
the  American  taxpayer  as  good  a  return 
on  his  investment  as  any  committee  ever 
estabUshed    in    either    House    of    the 
Congress. 

Furthermore,  the  subcommittee  has 
proven  itself  to  be  a  bargain — one  of 
the  best  bargains  obtainable.  Since  its 
formation — up  to  yesterday — ^the  total 
cost  of  the  committee  has  been  $289,873. 
In  return  for  that  investment,  the 
country  has  received  savings  of  well  over 
$1  billion  in  rubber,  over  $500  million 
in  tin  purchases  and  incalculable  but 
undoubtedly  substantial  savings  in  the 
cost-consciousness  program. 

But  even  more  important,  the  com- 
mittee has  provided  the  Congress  with  a 
trained  staff  keeping  a  constant  scrutiny 
upon  the  defense  program.  I  believe  the 
wisdom  of  having  such  a  staff  and  keep- 
ing such  a  scrutiny  has  been  amply 
demonstrated. 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  more  im- 
portant issue  before  the  Senate  and  be- 
fore the  Nation  than  the  preservation  of 
our  country.  Every  day  brings  us  in- 
creasing evidence  of  the  serious  propor- 
tions of  that  problem. 

For  2»/2  years,  the  Preparedness  Com- 
mittee has  been  deeply  concerned  with 
that  issue.  It  has  made  investigations 
and  issued  reports.    It  has  insisted  upon 


corrective    action    and    has    followed 
through  upon  its  recommendations. 

It  has  served  the  Senate  as  a  body 
and  it  has  served  Senators  as  individ- 
uals. Thousands  of  pieces  of  mail — of 
inquiries  and  complaints — have  passed 
through  its  hands. 

As  the  chairman  of  the  committee  dur- 
ing that  period,  I  am  proud  of  the  serv- 
ice it  has  performed.  I  have  no  hesi- 
tancy in  advocating  that  it  be  continued 
and  my  enthusiasm  is  not  lessened  be- 
cause it  will  now  be  directed  by  mem- 
bers of  another  political  party. 

Our  soldiers  do  not  fight  as  Repub- 
licans or  as  Democrats.  We  Senators 
can — and  will — serve  as  Americans  and 
not  as  partisans  in  the  defense  of  our 
country. 

Defense  issues  are  not  and  must  not 
be  thrown  into  the  arena  of  political 
partisanship.  We  will  work  together  in 
the  future  as  we  have  worked  together  in 
the  past.  Whatever  may  be  our  differ- 
ences on  other  subjects,  we  stand  to- 
gether in  the  defense  of  our  Nation. 
•  I  urge  every  Senator  to  cast  his  vote 
in  favor  of  continuing  this  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  in  support 
of  Senate  Resolution  86  a  brief  summary 
of  the  reports  issued  by  the  Preparedness 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

SUMMAKT    OF    REPORTS    OF    THI    SENATE    PRE- 

PAXEDNESS  Subcommittee 
The  Senate  Preparedness  Subcommittee 
was  established  by  resolution  of  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  July  17,  1950. 
Since  that  time,  it  has  issued  44  reports 
which  in  pjractically  every  Instance  have  led 
to  strong  measiires  to  bolster  the  Nation's 
defense  program  and  to  protect  taxpayers 
against  waste  and  fraud. 

first    report,    SEPTEMBER    5,    1«50 

The  first  report  found  that  the  Korean 
war  had  failed  to  Jolt  administrative  officials 
out  of  a  buslness-as-usual  attitude  and  that 
they  were  selling  critically  needed  surplus 
property.  Including  synthetic  rublier  plants. 
The  committee's  activities  blocked  the  sale 
of  these  plants  and  thus  saved  fOT  the  de- 
fense program  vitally  needed  productive  fa- 
cilities. 

In  this  report  we  stated: 

"One  of  the  subcommittee's  primary  Jobs. 
In  Its  view,  is  to  accelerate  in  and  out  of 
the  Goyernment,  the  slackened  tempo  of  the 
postwar  period  to  the  pace  realistically  called 
for  by  world  events." 

SECOND  REPOST,  MOVXMBBl  20,  18S0 

The  second  report  found  a  siesta  psy- 
chology prevaUing  In  Washington,  particu- 
larly in  the  field  of  rubber  production.  The 
subcommittee  forced  the  adoption  of  a  syn- 
thetic rubber  program  which  not  only  pro- 
duced a  stockpile  of  this  vital  material  but 
beat  down  the  price  of  natxu-al  rubber.  It 
has  since  been  estimated  that  this  program 
saved  the  taxpayers  well  over  a  billion  dollars. 
In  commenting  on  this  problem  we  stated : 
"Progress  in  paperwork — of  which  there 
has  been  considerable — Is  no  substitute  for 
progress  In  performance — of  which  there  has 
not  t>een  enough.  Paperwork  preparedness 
Is  only  flimsy  protection  tor  the  threat  w« 
face." 
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THnO    B0O*T,    BCCntBtB    IS,    ItSO 

The  third  repcMt  disclosed  that  the  Muni- 
tions Board  clearly  had  faUed  In  many  of 
Its  responslbUltles,  Including  the  stockpUlng 
of  wool.  This  report  prodded  several  of  the 
departments  Into  action  and  led  to  some  co- 
operation between  the  Agriculture  and  De- 
fense Departments. 

On  the  subject  of  Munitions  Board  defi- 
ciencies In  dealing  with  the  wool  problems, 
we  sald: 

"Whlle  the  Munitions  Board  was  obviously 
doing  plenty  of  'wool  gathering,"  none  of  it 
was  for  a  stockpile.  Its  shortsightedness  will 
cost  the  taxpayers  a  minimum  of  many  n\ll- 
llons  of  dollars  and  might  well  result  In  In- 
adequately clad  troops  If  rapid  mobilization 
becomes  necessary." 

rOUKTH    SXFOrr,    DKCXXBXa     31,     19S0 

The  fourth  report  disclosed  the  critical 
shortage  of  nickel  which  could  be  traced 
partially  to  the  strangling  monopoly  of  the 
International  Nickel  Co.  of  Canada.  As 
a  result  of  the  committee's  work,  a  number 
of  steps  were  taken  which  promise  to  at 
least  put  a  dent  In  the  Canadian  monopoly 
and  assvire  the  United  States  greater  supplies 
of  nickel. 

Commenting  on  the  lack  of  initiative  and 
good  Judgment  we  discovered  in  the  execu- 
tive agencies,  we  stated: 

"As  a  result,  it  may  be  fair  to  say  that  our 
most  critical  shortage  is  not  one  of  nickel, 
or  wool,  or  rubber,  or  any  other  such  com- 
modity, but  rather  a  shortage  of  bold  plan- 
ning." 

rWTH  EEPOtT,  rEBRUART  19.  1951 

The  fifth  report  found  that  the  Air  Force 
policy  of  boarding  manpower  had  led  to 
overcrowding  and  other  unjustifiable  condi- 
tions at  Lackland  Air  Force  Base  at  San  An- 
tonio. Tex.  Upon  publication  of  the  report, 
the  Air  Force  moved  to  clear  up  Lackland 
Immediately  and  set  up  a  program  to  guard 
against  a  recurrence  of  the  abuses. 

We  said  In  this  report: 

"It  Is  the  concliision  of  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Preparedness  Subcommittee  that 
full  responsibility  for  conditions  at  Lackland 
Air  Force  Base,  Tex.,  during  January  1961 
rests  upon  Air  Force  headquarters  in  Wash- 
ington. The  Lackland  command  made  dili- 
gent and  reasonable  efforts  both  to  prevent 
excessive  overcrowding  and  to  relieve  that 
condition,  but  those  efforts  were  not  heeded 
by  the  responsible  officers  In  Air  Force  head- 
quarters." 

SIXTH   REPORT,   MARCH    S,    1951 

The  sixth  report  disclosed  that  the  United 
States  was  being  gouged  unmercifully  by  tin 
producers  of  southeast  Asia  and  recom- 
mended that  the  Grovernment  withdraw  from 
further  purchases.  This  recommendation 
was  accepted,  and  as  a  result  the  price  of 
tin  tumbled  from  •1.90  to  $1.03  per  pound. 
It  has  been  estimated  that  this  action  has 
saved  the  American  Treasury  at  least  a  half 
billion  dollars. 

In  regard  to  this  situation  we  stated: 
"It  seems  clear  that  unless  steps  are  taken 
to  control  prices,  allocate  supplies,  increase 
production,  or  reduce  our  stockpile  pur- 
chases, tin  prices  will  continue  to  go  up  still 
further  and  without  limit." 

SKVXirrH  RKPORT,  FEBRUART    23,    1951 

The  seventh  report  covered  the  general  sub- 
ject of  Alaskan  defenses,  and  the  commit- 
tee's activities  were  instrumental  in  ironing 
out  a  labor-management  dispute  which  had 
threatened  to  break  down  the  defense  build- 
ing program  during  the  Territory's  short 
construction  season. 

We  concluded  In  that  report  that: 
"It  Is  believed  that  the  military  in  Alaska, 
within  the  limit  of  forces  made  available  to 
them,  U  embarked  upon  a  realistic  plan  for 
the  defense  of  the  Territory." 

■IGHTH  BXPOCT,  APUL   9,    1951 

The  eighth  report  disclosed  the  miscon- 
duct of  any  Army  employee  who  accepted 


payments  for  Improperly  routing  shipments 
through  the  port  of  Orange.  Tex.  The  case 
has  been  referred  to  the  Justice  Department 
for  appropriate  action. 

The  amount  of  money  Involved  in  this 
case  was  not  large;  no  one  profited  greatly, 
and  the  Government's  loss  was  slight,  but 
we  believed  that  Important  principles  were 
violated  and  stated: 

"In  our  determination  to  Insure  that  there 
be  no  compromise  with  moral  and  legal  in- 
tegrity by  those  connected  with  the  Nation's 
defense  effort,  we  believe  no  distinction 
should  be  made  between  large  or  small 
episodes." 

NIKTH     TO    TWi:NTT-nJTH     REPORTS,     APRH.     IS, 
1951,  TO  JUNE  1,   1951 

These  reports  covered  unsatisfactory  con- 
ditions found  in  a  survey  of  16  military  in- 
doctrination centers.  The  three  services  took 
corrective  action  which  eliminated  certain 
practices,  improved  training  standards,  and 
Insured  better  conditions  for  uniformed  men. 

In  the  summary  report  covering  the  16 
separate  rep)orts  on  the  indoctrination  cen- 
ters covered  in  the  investigation,  we  said; 

"Today  the  American  military  man  Is  the 
most  expensive  in  the  world.  His  food,  his 
shelter,  his  clothing,  his  training,  his  medical 
care,  his  retirement  benefits  or  veteran  privi- 
leges, and  the  care  afforded  his  dependents 
are  the  costliest  provided  by  any  nation." 

TWENTT-SIXTH    REPORT.    JUNE     II,     1951 

The  26th  report  disclosed  that  there  were 
enough  men  at  these  16  centers  performing 
"chair  corps"  and  various  housekeeping  Jobs 
to  make  up  three  to  five  combat  divisions. 
As  a  result  of  this  report,  the  armed  services 
revised  their  manpower  policies  and  the 
Army  now  expects  to  get  more  combat  divi- 
sions out  of  the  men  called  Into  the  service. 
In  this  report  it  was  pointed  out  that: 
"Today  the  great  weakness  of  America  is 
lack  of  manpower  Of  resources  and  tech- 
nology and  Industry  and  arms,  we  have 
much:  of  men.  we  have  few.  We  are.  thus, 
weakest  where  our  enemy  is  strongest,  for  the 
enemy's  great  strength  is  manpower." 

TWINTT -SEVENTH   REPORT,    JULT    5,    1951 

The  27th  report  revealed  that  the  Muni- 
tions Board  and  the  Army  had  been  asleep 
at  the  switch  during  the  days  when  it  was 
easy  to  stockpile  tungsten  and  as  a  result 
this  Nation  entered  the  Korean  war  with 
very  low  supplies  of  this  critical  material.  A 
number  of  steps  have  since  been  taken  to 
rectify  the  situation  as  far  as  possible. 

Because  of  the  early  bungling  by  the  Mu- 
nitions Board  and  the  Army,  we  were  com- 
pelled to  say  in  this  report : 

"Today,  the  United  States  and  the  free 
world  stand  on  the  verge  of  tungsten  starva- 
tion. Production  can  be  increased;  more 
efficient  methods  can  be  found;  nonessential 
uses  can  be  slashed  ruthlessly.  But  the  fact 
remains  that  no  foreseeable  eventuality  will 
provide  all  that  Is  needed  by  the  European 
democracies  and  the  Americas  to  meet  their 
essential  civilian  and  military  requirements." 

TWENTT-EICHTH   AND  THIRTIETH  REPORTS,  JULT 
19,     1951,    AND    SEPTEMBER     24,     1951 

These  reports  disclosed  that  dependents  of 
servicemen  were  being  unmercifully  gouged 
with  high  rents  for  chicken  coops,  barns,  tool 
sheds,  and  miserable  hovels  in  the  vicinity 
of  military  camps.  They  were  forced  to  live 
in  these  makeshift  dwellings  because  noth- 
ing else  was  available.  A  number  of  steps 
have  been  taken  which  promise  some  relief 
to  these  dependents. 

We  said  in  those  reports: 

"The  committee  regrets  that  there  Is  not 
a  course  op>en  to  compel  redress  for  the  ex- 
ploitation disclosed  by  this  investigation. 
These  landlords  operate  in  most  instances 
within  the  limits  of  the  law.  Where  the  law 
Is  weak,  however,  the  community  conscience 
and  the  national  conscience  must  be  strong. 
This  is  a  problem  to  be  dealt  with  by  an 
aroused    national    conscience — a    conscience 


which  visits  the  wrath  of  rightful  Indigna- 
tion upon  those  among  us  who  would,  for  a 
paltry  profit,  extort  the  Mlf-respect  of  free- 
dom defenders." 

TWXNTT-NINTR  RXPOCT,  BCrmCBB  4,  I9S1 

The  29th  report  covered  the  progress  that 
had  been  made  in  the  rubber  program  since 
the  early  daya  of  the  committee.  It  disclosed 
that  the  country  has  "made  subetantUl  prog- 
ress toward  real  rubber  readiness,  but  stiU 
has  far  to  go." 

We  added  that: 

"An  aggressive  program  to  stockpile  and 
conserve  natural  rubber  is  a  'ivirvlval  must.' 
We  cannot  permit  the  psychology  of  peace- 
time economy  to  override  this  program  or 
even  cut  into  it.  We  must  stockpile  and  con- 
serve rubber  as  though  our  very  lives  de- 
pended on  It  because  that  may  be  the 
reality." 

THIRTT -FIRST    REPORT.    OCTOBER    tS,    I9S1 

The  31  St  report  covered  conditions  at  six 
Navy  and  Marine  Corps  training  centers  and 
revealed  a  widespread  dissatisfaction  among 
recalled  marine  reservists  and  a  lack  of  cost 
consciousness  which  characterized  alt  opera- 
tions. It  recommended  that  the  Navy  grade 
its  officers  on  their  ability  to  conserve  men. 
materials,  and  equipment. 

We  observed  In  this  connection: 
"It  is  Impossible,  of  course,  to  estimate  the 
savings  that  could  be  made  through  a  deter- 
mined effort  by  each  commander  to  cut  out 
all  waste  But  there  can  be  no  doubt  on  the 
basis  of  studies  that  we  have  made  thus  far 
that  it  would  t>e  great." 

THIRTT -SECOND  REPORT.   NOVEMBKR   II.   19S1 

TTie  32d  report  disclosed  that  the  Army  and 
the  Agriculture  Department  had  failed  to 
carry  out  the  committee's  recommendations 
made  nearly  a  year  previously  for  cooperation 
and  that  thU  failure  was  costing  the  tax- 
payers money. 

Commenting  upon  the  subject  of  waste  In 
Government  because  of  the  laxity  of  respon- 
sible officials,  we  said  In  the  report: 

"it  Is  particularly  Inexcusable  when  the 
Nation  faces  a  crisis  against  which  It  must 
be  ready  to  mobilize  all  Its  resources.  We 
have  neither  the  men  nor  the  money  to  make 
the  waste  of  either  tolerable." 

THIRTY-THIRD  REPORT.    NOVEMBER    IS,    195t 

The  33d  report  found  that  there  were  so 
many  generals  and  admirals  stationed  In 
Washington  that  the  city  was  topheavy  with 
brass.  It  said  that  unless  this  practice  was 
discontinued  the  armed  services  would  soon 
consist  of  "all  chiefs  and  no  Indians."  De- 
fense officials  have  been  warned  that  they 
will  have  to  explain  this  heavy  concentration 
of  gold  braid  to  the  committee  in  an  open 
session. 

We  observed  in  the  report  that: 
"It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  time  will  not  be 
wasted  on  excuses  to  Justify  the  situation 
outlined  above,  but  that  a  real  attempt  to 
eliminate  wasteful  and  extravagant  use  of 
personnel  will  be  made." 

THIRTT-FOURTH   REPORT,    DKCZMBXR    7.    19S1 

The  34th  report  described  wasteful  prac- 
tices found  by  committee  investigators  at  six 
Air  Force  training  centers.  These  Included 
replacements  of  dining  hall  furniture  with 
expensive  plastlcized-top  tables  and  uphol- 
stered chairs;  mishandling  of  foodstocks  with 
resultant  spoilage;  and  the  construction  of 
hotel -style  dormitories  at  Carswell  Field.  It 
was  noted  that  these  Instances  were  trivial  v 
but  that  the  "trivial  compounded  becomes 
profound "  and  that  "trivial  waste  in  the 
armed  services  is  a  profound  danger  to  the 
finances  of  the  Nation." 

In  commenting  on  our  findings  we  stated: 
"It  is  a  distressing — but  inescapable  fact^ 
that  one  of  our  major  shortages  is  a  sense 
of  prudence,  a  zeal  for  frugality,  and  an  en- 
thusiasm for  economy  on  the  part  of  the 
armed  services. 


-The  Inevitable  result  of  th«««  ahortagea 
J,  waste — waste  of  manpower,  waste  of  equip- 
ment, and  waste  of  tlie  taxpayer's  money." 

THlRTT-FirrH    EXPORT,    MOTEMBEk    «t,    ItSl 

The  35th  report  disclosed  that  deliveries  of 
planes,  tanks,  ships,  ind  guns  to  the  Armed 
H)rces  "have  fallen  dangerously  behind 
schedule  "  The  committee  said  that  defense 
prcHluctlon  was  behi:id  the  goals  that  had 
been  set  because  "we  did  not  have  the  cour- 
iit;e  to  put  guns  ah-ad  of  butter;  to  put 
Kcurlty  ahead  of  selfljhness;  to  put  the  cause 
uf  liberty  ahead  of  the  pursuit  of  luxury." 

Wr  further  added: 

'Today  mobillzatior  cannot  await  the  overt 
ftft  of  war.  Modern  weapons  have  annlhl- 
UtPd  space  and  time  u  bulwarks  of  defense. 
A  nitllon  desiring  to  preserve  iU  integrity 
and  freedom  in  the  :ace  of  threatened  ag- 
prr.'sslon  must  be  In  such  a  constant  state  of 
limited  preparedness  as  will  enable  it  to 
Irii.strate  the  Initial  attack  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible;  to  strike  back  Immediately 
alter  It  receives  the  first  blow:  and,  to  hold 
it.v  defense  lines  whll^  It  builds  up  lor  total 
wiir  and  ultimate  victory.  This  level  of  pre- 
ji.iredness  constitutes  the  minimum  mlllt.Try 
ftrpniith  necessary  Xo  our  national  security 
snd  to  the  security  of  free  people  throughout 
the  world." 

THIRTT-SIXTH    REP09T,    DECEMBER    21,    1951 

The  38th  report  t-orered  the  conditions 
found  at  eight  advanred  Army  training  cen- 
ters. The  commute*',  among  other  things, 
descrit>ed  the  "valueless  repetition  of  ele- 
mentary training"  which  had  been  inflicted 
utx.n  several  units  and  which  was  both 
»iisteful  and  dnmaglng  to  morale."  Pro- 
priims  instituted  by  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Prank  Pace  to  combat  wasteful  practices 
vi«  re  praised  and  It  was  pointed  out  that  It 
ma.-;  ».tlll  too  early  ti  determine  the  extent 
to  which  these  proframs  have  resulted  in 
genuine  economy. 
Tlie  committee  sUted  in  this  report  that: 
•  We  h.  ve  reached  a  time  when  the  public 
mind  is  rightfully  cosing  to  the  expedient 
plca-s  that  Instances  of  waste  are  Justifiable 
or  even  that  they  arf  'small  '  At  this  period 
when  there  is  so  much  to  t>e  done,  so  little 
time  In  which  to  do  It.  and  such  high  cosU 
for  all  that  Is  undertaken,  waste  has  no 
decree:  any  waste  Is  too  much  waste." 

THISTT -SEVENTH     RtPORT,     APRIL     12,     1952 

The  37th  report  disclosed  that  gambling 
Intere.sts  In  Blloxl.  Miss.,  were  victimizing 
airmen  at  nearby  Keesler  Air  Force  Base. 
Following  committee  hearings  In  Blloxl,  local 
authorities  clamped  down  on  the  gaming 
esuibhshments  and  the  Air  Force  Instituted 
ri>:ijruus  enforcement  of  "off  limits  "  proce- 
dures to  prevent  the  airmen  from  entering 
Burh  e.stabllshments. 

In  connection  with  this  Investigation,  the 
CDmmittee  stated: 

■  Plain  common  sense  would  seem  to  dic- 
tate that  no  young  airman  can  be  very  happy 
wlun  he  finds  his  pockets  empty  a  day  or  two 
after  pay  day  and  Is  compelled  to  borrow 
money  from  his  associates  or  to  write  home 
!■  r  money  to  tide  him  over  until  pay  day 
Comes  once  more." 

THIRTT-EICHTH  REPORT,  APRIL  17,   1952 

The  38th  report  was  a  description  of  the 
powers,  functions,  organization,  and  proce- 
dures of  the  Munitions  Board.  It  Is  the 
only  authoritative  document  that  has  been 
Issued  on  that  subJi-Kit.  In  this  connection, 
the  committee  said  : 

"Now  that  economic  mobilization  has  be- 
come everybody's  business,  the  businessman, 
the  student  of  public  affairs,  and  the  inter- 
ested citizen  have  a  real  need  for  a  com- 
prehcn.slve  survey  o.'  the  economic  mobiliza- 
tion effort." 

THIRTT-NINTH   REPORT,   JUNB    17,    1952 

The  39th  report  set  forth  the  conclu- 
Bions  of  the  Nation's  military  leaders  that 


the  TTnited  States  did  sot  have  tbe  air 
strength  needed  for  its  defense  and  that 
current  programs  were  InsulBclent  to  achieve 
that  strength  within  the  time  limits  dictated 
by  prudence.  Following  the  issuance  of  this 
report.  Congress  authorized  the  Air  Force 
to  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  achieve 
the  goals  established  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.    In  this  report,  tbe  committee  said: 

"The  actions  that  we  Uke  today  will  bind 
us  for  the  foreseeable  future.  Should  we 
be  plunged  Into  armed  conflict  In  the  de- 
fense of  our  liberties  in  the  next  2  or  even 
3  years,  the  limitations  of  our  military  capa- 
bilities will  be  determined  not  by  our  needs 
of  that  moment,  but  by  the  decisions  we  ars 
making  now." 

FORTIETH    REPORT,    JULY    7,    1959 

The  40th  report  disclosed  the  overstafllng 
and  the  wa.ste  of  manpower  prevalent  In 
all  branches  of  the  armed  services.  As 
a  result,  the  Defense  Department  estab- 
lished a  Committee  of  Businessmen  to  ex- 
amine personnel  practices  and  recommend 
means  by  which  mtlltar\  manpower  could  be 
used  more  efficiently  and  waste  could  be 
eliminated.  In  this  connection,  the  Com- 
mittee stated: 

"Victory  has  usually  gone  not  to  the  largest 
army,  but  to  the  best  organized  army.  Mili- 
tary efficiency  has  been  measured  not  by  the 
number  of  guns  but  by  the  destructive  power 
of  the  guns  that  can  be  brought  to  bear. 

"Were  this  not  the  fact,  our  cause  would 
be  hopeless.  We  face  an  enemy  who  num- 
bers his  manpower  as  the  grains  of  sand  on 
the  beach — whose  vast  resources  have  yet 
to  be  encompassed  In  numerical  terms. 
Against  that  manpower  and  those  resources 
we  must  compose  our  superior  ability  at 
organization  and  our  superior  productive 
capacity." 

FORTT-riRST   REPORT,    JULT    16,    1952 

The  41  St  report  described  the  efforts  of 
American  officials  to  combat  the  tin  cartel, 
which  has  forced  prices  of  this  vital  defense 
material  up  to  astronomical  level.  It  con- 
cluded that  their  efforts  had  been  successful 
to  an  extent  which  promised  to  save  the 
United  States  nt  least  t500  million.  In  this 
report  the  committee  said: 

"The  savings  of  »300  million  that  will 
result  are  Important.  By  far  more  important 
is  the  principle  that  has  been  established. 
If  our  officials  stand  by  their  principle,  the 
savings  will  be  many  times  $500  million  and 
the  American  prestige  will  be  assured." 

FORTY-SECOND   REPORT,   AUGUST    IS,    1952 

The  42d  report  disclosed  the  large-scale 
waste  that  entered  into  construction  of 
American  alrbases  In  North  Africa.  As  a 
result,  the  Army— which,  through  its  Corps 
of  Engineers,  bore  primarily  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  construction — Instituted  pro- 
cedures to  recapture  money  that  had  been 
lost  and  to  correct  wasteful  practices.  In 
this  report,  the  committee  said: 

"The  committee  is  well  aware  of  the  fact 
that  these  bases  were  not  for  sale  on  a  dime 
■tore  bargain  counter.  We  realize  fully  that 
they  could  not  be  bought  cheaply.  We  know 
that  under  the  best  of  circumstances,  they 
would  represent  a  substantial  bite  on  our 
Treasury. 

"Nevertheless,  we  do  not  believe  that  these 
considerations  Justified  the  compulsion  to 
spend  the  taxpayer's  money  that  appeared 
to  characterize  thU  project.  We  do  not  be- 
lieve that  they  Justified  the  flagrant  disre- 
gard for  specifications  and  a  sound  engineer- 
ing practice." 

FORTY-THIRD  REPORT,   hVCVIST   28.    1952 

The  43d  report  discussed  the  many  factors 
which  had  prevented  an  adequate  buildup 
of  Americas  air  power.  It  outlined  In 
detail  the  results  of  "stretchouts."  "cut- 
backs," and  lack  of  clearly  defined  authority 
In  the  mobilization  program.  In  this  report 
the  committee  said: 


"America  has  lost  the  right  to  claim  un- 
questioned mastery  of  the  air.  America  la 
behind  In  the  weapon  in  which  we  should 
have  unchallenged  supremacy. 

"Many  reasons,  many  Jusllflcatlons  have 
been  advanced  for  the  loss  of  this  mastery. 
But  whatever  the  reasons  or  whatever  the 
Justifications,  the  loss  remains  a  fact.  It 
cannot  be  denied  " 


FORTY -FOURTH  REPORT, 


UART  19,  195* 


The  44th  report  outlined  the  steps  that 
had  been  taken  to  correct  wasteful  condi- 
tions In  the  construction  of  North  African 
air  bases  and  disclosed  that  racketeering  at 
a  New  Jersey  terminal  had  a  direct  effect  on 
the  cost  of  shipping  materials  to  the  alrbase 
construction  site.  Since  the  committee's  In- 
vestigation, the  Army  has  canceled  the  con- 
tract with  the  firm.  In  this  report,  the 
committee  said: 

"At  a  time  when  the  resources  of  our 
country  are  l>elng  so  heavily  taxed  to  provide 
the  necessary  defenses  for  ourselves  and  our 
friends  In  the  free  world  against  a  ruthless 
aggressor.  It  Is  an  effrontery  to  the  American 
people  that  a  small  group  of  racketeers  and 
hoodlums  should  be  permitted  to  levy  tribute 
on  the  shipment  of  military  supplies  and  the 
materiel  necessary  to  that  task." 

UNIVERSAL  MlLrrARY  TRAINING 

In  addition  to  the  reports,  the  committee 
also  handled  the  Universal  Military  lYalnlng 
and  Service  Act  finally  approved  by  Congress 
In  1951.  This  measure  gives  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices a  consistent  manpower  policy  and  also 
sets  up  a  system  under  which  American  sol- 
diers overseas  have  much  better  prospect! 
for  replacement. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  with 
pleasure  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas  that  as  the  pres- 
ent chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  I  thank  him  for  his  remarks. 
I  believe  he  will  agree  with  me  that  we 
have  tried  to  conduct  his  subcommittee 
on  an  absolutely  non-partisan  basis,  for 
the  best  interests  of  the  Services.  I 
know  I  can  count  upon  his  cooperation 
in  the  same  spirit  in  the  coming  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 


RESIGNATION  OF  CLAUDE  WICKARD 
AS  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  THE 
RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  AD- 
MINISTRATION 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
express  my  surprise  and  shock  over  the 
forced  resignation  of  Mr.  Claude  Wick- 
ard  as  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Elec- 
trification Administration. 

I  think  none  of  us  in  the  case  of  posi- 
tions which  involve  policy-making  for 
this  administration  would  que.stion  the 
right  of  the  President  to  appoint  men 
of  his  own  choosing.  But  as  we  know, 
the  position  of  Administrator  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  is 
not  in  any  sense  a  policy-making  posi- 
tion. It  is  simply  the  position  of  admin- 
istrator of  a  lending  agency.  The  sole 
function,  duty,  and  purpose  of  the  REA 
has  simply  been  to  make  loans  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  electricity  to  the 
farm  homes  of  the  Nation. 

Since  this  administration  came  into 
being  it  has  been  the  intent  and  pur- 
poee  of  the  Congress  that  REA  should 
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be  free  from  any  politics,  and  that  pol- 
itics should  not  enter  in  any  way  what- 
ever into  the  administration  or  the  bus- 
iness of  the  REA. 

We  recall  that  the  REA  was  originally 
established  by  executive  order  of  the 
President.  In  1936  the  Congress  en- 
acted a  law  making  the  REA  a  perma- 
nent organization  in  our  governmental 
machine. 

We  recall  that  the  late  distinguished 
Senator  Norris  of  Nebraska,  who  at  that 
time  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  of  the  Senate, 
was  the  author  of  the  REA  bill. 

I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of  Sen- 
ators to  a  few  words  spoken  by  Senator 
Norris  at  the  time  the  REA  bill  was 
before  the  Senate,  in  1936.  I  quote  from 
the  statement  by  Senator  Norris.  to  be 
found  in  the  Congressional  Record, 
volimie  80,  part  3,  page  2785 : 

The  particular  admlnUtratlon  we  are 
talking  about  and  which.  If  thU  bill  shaU 
be  passed,  undoubtedly  wUl  have  control  of 
the  enforcement  of  the  law.  is  entirely  free 
■o  far  as  I  know,  from  politics  of  any  kind. 
There  has  been  no  partisan  influence  any- 
where in  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis- 
tration, BO  far  as  I  know.  Personally  I  have 
had  considerable  to  do  with  the  different  of- 
ficials in  that  organization.  I  do  not  know 
the  politics  of  a  single  one  of  them.  The 
organization  is  entirely  free  from  politics. 
That  Is  the  way  its  members  are  operating, 
without  any  law  to  that  effect.  So  far  as  I 
know,  there  has  not  been  any  attempt  on 
the  part  of  anybody.  In  Congress  or  out  of 
It.  to  Induce  them  to  deviate  from  their 
rule  of  basing  their  entire  organization  upon 
efficiency,  without  regard  to  politics. 

In  the  debate  on  the  bill  on  Febru- 
ary 25,  1936,  I  find  this  interesting  col- 
loquy between  Senator  Norris  and  Sen- 
ator McNary.  of  Oregon,  the  then  Re- 
publican leader  of  the  Senate.  Senator 
McNary  asked  Senator  Norris  to  yield 
and  Senator  Norris  yielded.  Then  Sen- 
ator McNary  said: 

I  commend  the  Senator  for  that  portion 
of  the  language  of  section  9  which  U  found 
In  lines  18,  19,  and  20,  on  page  8,  namely. 

This  is  the  section  which  Senator 
McNary,  the  Republijan  leader,  com- 
mended Senator  Norris  for  having  in  the 
bill.    I  read  section  9: 

This  act — 

This  is  the  REA  Act  of  1936.  under 
which  the  REA  has  been  operating  ever 
since — 

This  act  shall  be  administered  entirely  on 
a  nonpartisan  basis,  and  In  the  appointment 
of  officials,  the  selection  of  employees,  and 
In  the  promotion  of  any  such  officials  or 
employees,  no  political  test  or  qualification 
■hall  be  permitted  or  given  consideration. 
All  of  such  appointments  and  promotions 
shall  be  given  and  made  on  the  basis  of 
merit   and   efficiency. 

That  is  the  language  of  the  law.  It  is 
binding  on  everyone.  It  is  the  law  of  the 
United  States. 

We  all  know  that  Mr.  Wickard  has 
made  a  faithful,  able,  and  devoted  Ad- 
ministrator. I  cannot  help  deplore  the 
fact  that  the  spirit,  the  intent,  and  the 
language  of  the  law  have  been  violated 
In  the  enforced  resignation  of  Mr.  Wick- 
ard. I  think  that  not  only  the  members 
of  the  REA  co-ops  throughout  the 
United  States,  but  all  farmers  in  the 


United  States  and  the  people  generally 
ought  to  realise  Just  what  has  been  done 
in  the  removal  of  Mr.  Wickard.  and  what 
is  involved.  For  the  first  time  in  all 
these  years — and  REA  has  been  in  exist- 
ence for  approximately  20  years  and  it 
has  operated  under  the  act  of  1936  for 
approximately  17  years — it  would  seem 
that  politics  has  been  brought  into  REA. 
Farmers  must  take  cognizance  of  this 
fact  They  should  realize  that  REA  and 
the  other  great  programs  which  have 
done  so  much  for  them  can  only  be  en- 
dangered if  the  programs  are  put  into 
politics  and  if  the  merits  of  a  question 
are  to  be  ignored  and  if  appointments 
are  to  be  made  on  any  kind  of  political 
basis.  Surely.  I  strongly  hope  today  that 
this  action  will  not  be  followed  in  the 
future  by  other  acts  which  can  result 
only  in  one  thing,  and  that  is  in  seriously 
hamstringing  the  REA.  The  loss  of  Mr. 
Wickard's  services,  and  thereby  the  loss 
of  his  knowledge  and  leadership,  is  a 
heavy  blow  to  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try and  to  the  REA  co-ops  themselves. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.    SPARKMAN.     Under    the    law, 
how  much  longer  would  Mr.  Wickard 
have  had  to  serve? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  provided  a  10-year  tenure 
for  the  REA  Administrator.  Of  course, 
as  is  self-evident,  the  reason  for  provid- 
ing this  long  term— I  should  say  cer- 
tainly one  of  the  reasons  for  it — was  to 
have  this  office  entirely  removed  from 
the  field  of  politics.  Mr.  Wickard  was 
appointed  under  the  law  for  a  10-year 
term.  That  10-year  term  has  not  ex- 
pired. It  is  my  impression  that  he  has 
at  least  2  more  years,  or  perhaps  a  little 
longer,  to  serve  under  his  appointment. 
His  appointment  was  in  accordance  with 
the  section  of  the  law  which  says  that 
there  shall  be  no  politics  in  REA. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Of  course,  the 
statement  has  l)een  made  at  different 
times  that  in  policy-making  positions 
the  present  administration  naturally 
wanted  people  who  would  carry  out  the 
policies  of  the  administration.  In  other 
words,  if  they  contemplated  to  change 
any  policy,  that  would  be  their  proce- 
dure. Does  the  Senator  believe  that  Mr. 
Wickard's  resignation  means  that  the 
present  administration  contemplates  a 
change  in  the  program  and  policy  of 
REA  which  has  functioned  so  well  over 
the  past  15  years? 

Mr.  HILL.  In  view  of  the  long  record 
of  REA  and  its  functioning  so  well  over 
the  past  years,  the  fact  that  it  has  paid 
back  loans  into  the  Treasury,  and  the 
fact  that  it  has  brought  so  many  bene- 
fits to  the  farm  families,  it  is  hoped  that 
it  will  not  mean  a  change  in  policies. 
Yet,  I  must  ask:  Why  should  Mr.  Wickard 
be  required  to  resign,  unless  someone 
had  in  his  mind  to  change  the  policies? 
What  was  the  motive? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 


Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  wish  to  Join  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  in  his  ex- 
pression with  regard  to  the  competent 
administration  of  the  REA  under  the 
leadership  of  Mr.  Wickard.  E>oes  not  the 
Senator  agree  that  every  REA  co-op 
throughout  the  United  States  and  citi- 
zens generally  have  joined  In  trying  to 
make  the  administration  of  REA.  both  in 
Washington  and  in  its  ofDces  throughout 
the  country,  a  success  without  regard  to 
whether  Republicans  or  Democrats  were 
involved? 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  absolutely  correct. 
I  have  just  quoted  the  words  of  a  dis- 
tinguished former  Republican  leader  in 
the  Senate,  Senator  McNary,  to  Senator 
Norris,  with  reference  to  the  provision 
in  the  act  providing  that  there  shall  be 
no  politics  in  REA. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  in  REA  the  spirit  of  that  law  has 
been  carried  out  for  many  years? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  spirit  has  been  car- 
ried out. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  And  that  both  Re- 
publicans and  Democrats  were  ap- 
pointed, not  because  of  any  partisan 
label  but  because  of  their  proficiency? 

Mr.  HILL.  Because  of  the  qualifica- 
tions they  had  to  perform  the  work  they 
had  to  do.  That  has  been  true  in  the 
ofBce  in  Washington  and  that  has  been 
true  in  the  field.  In  the  making  of  loans 
there  has  been  no  politics  involved:  in- 
deed, there  has  been  no  politics  in  any 
way.  shape,  or  form  involved  in  REA. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Is  It  not  also  true 
that  it  was  seriously  questioned  in  the 
Supreme  Court  whether  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  the  right  to  dis- 
charge an  oCBcial  who  had  been  selected 
for  a  term  before  the  expiration  of  the 
term,  and  that  in  the  case  of  Myers 
against  United  States,  involving  a  post- 
master, the  Supreme  Court  held  that  the 
President,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  term  had  not  expired,  had  the  right 
to  discharge  an  employee  or  official;  but 
was  it  not  indicated  in  that  case  that 
the  reason  for  that  right  had  to  do  with 
misconduct  or  lack  of  conformity  with 
the  Presidents  policymaking  right, 
which  elements  would  not  be  true  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Wickard? 

Mr.  HILL.  As  I  recall  the  case,  the 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MONRONEY.  Like  the  Senator 
from  Alabama,  I  am  very  much  disturbed 
by  what  I  think  is  the  first  indication  of 
the  injection  of  partisan  politics  into 
an  agency  which  has  been  concerned 
only  with  bringing  electricity  to  farmers. 
As  my  colleague  from  Alabama  has  said, 
in  1936.  when  the  REA  began,  approxi- 
mately 10  percent  of  the  farm  homes 
had  electricity,  and  approximately  90 
percent  of  farm  homes  were  without 
electricity. 

Mr.  HILL.  When  the  REA  was  first 
established — and,  as  I  have  said,  it  was 
created  by  Executive  order — I  believe 
as  few  as  4  percent  of  the  farm  homes 
had  electricity,  whereas  today,  as  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  knows,  approx- 
imately 90  percent  of  them  have  elec- 
tricity. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2067 


Mr.  MONRONEY.  Furthermore,  the 
nonpartisan  approach  to  the  solution  of 
this  problem  has  been  strictly  adhered 
to  not  only  in  Washington,  but  also  on 
the  local  levels.  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats have  served  side  by  side  on  the 
State  boards;  and  no  one  question  is 
raised  as  to  a  man's  politics,  In  the  case 
of  managers,  linemen,  and  others  who 
keep  the  current  fiowlng  to  the  farms 
through  sleet  and  storm. 

But  now  I  am  very  fearful  that  the 
interjection  of  pationage  at  the  top  level 
will  be  a  signal  for  the  Interjection  of 
patronage  all  along  the  line,  and  will 
change  this  agency,  which  during  the 
past  several  decades  has  done  so  much 
for  the  farmers,  into  an  agency  which 
will  be  organized  on  the  basis  of  poli- 
tics and  on  the  basis  of  loyalty  to  one 
political  party  or  the  other. 

Of  course,  as  I  recall,  the  REA  was 
organized  as  an  independent  agency  on 
a  strictly  nonpartisan  basis. 

Mr.  HILL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Subsequently  the 
REA  was  merged,  for  purposes  of  effi- 
ciency and  economy,  perhaps,  with  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  If  matters 
of  high  policy  need  to  be  handled,  un- 
doubtedly the  Secietary  of  Agriculture 
will  be  able  to  give  guidance  without 
having  this  very  valuable  program  sub- 
jected to  patronage  appointments. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  entirely  correct.  Farmers 
throughout  the  United  States  should  be 
alerted  to  this  situation;  they  must  be 
on  guard  lest  this  most  important  pro- 
gram be  impaired  and  lest  other  pro- 
prams  which  have  meant  so  much  to 
them  suffer  a  similar  fate. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  During  the  recent 
campaign  our  farmers  in  Oklahoma  and, 
I  believe,  the  farmers  throughout  the 
Nation  were  assured  that  the  REA  would 
not  be  touched,  and  remarks  of  appre- 
ciation of  its  services  were  made  by  the 
candidates  for  President  and  by  many 
of  the  other  candidates.  Now,  however, 
we  not  only  find  this  disturbing  note 
of  politics  in  connection  with  the  ojiera- 
tions  of  the  REA.  but  I  am  reliably  in- 
formed that  on  the  operating  level  the 
funds  which  Congress  has  appropriated 
for  the  purpose  of  extending  the  REA 
service  and  bringing  electricity  to  the 
farmers  have  been  frozen  and  withheld 
from  REA's.  In  fact,  I  understand  that 
a  cut  to  $9,000,000  a  month  in  loans  has 
been  made.  That  happens  to  be  the 
•same  as  the  amount  which  was  spent  in 
the  low  period,  namely.  January.  The 
result  is  that  no  matter  how  much  may 
be  needed,  the  program  must  now  con- 
form to  a  low  monthly  limitation  based 
not  on  need  but  by  an  arbitrary  figure 
for  only  1  month's  loan  approvals, 
despite  the  determination  of  Congress  to 
supply  this  agency  with  an  adequate 
amount  of  funds,  so  as  to  enable  it  to 
render  this  necessary  service. 

Mr.  HILL.    In  other  words,  an  impair- 
ment has  already  occurred. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.    Yes;  and  the  farm- 
ers have  reason  to  be  worried. 

Mr.  HILL.    Yes;  they  have  good  reason 
to  be  worried. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me? 


TTie  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payki  In  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  it  would 
be  well  to  pinpoint  the  record  relative 
to  the  service  of  Mr.  Wickard. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  is  one  of 
the  most  expertly  informed  Members  of 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  REA  pro- 
gram. He  has  been  interested  in  it 
throughout  his  service.  Does  he  recall 
that  at  any  time  the  REA  and  its  ad- 
ministration by  Mr.  Wickard  have  been 
a  matter  of  congressional  investigation? 
Mr.  HIT /I..  Yes;  there  was  an  inves- 
tigation. The  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  North  E>akota  I  Mr.  Lancer] 
was  chairman  of  the  investigating  com- 
mittee; and,  as  I  recall,  the  investigation 
gave  to  the  REA  a  clean  bill  of  health. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  recall  that  within  the  past 
2  years  no  one  has  charged. Mr.  Wickard 
with  playing  politics  with  the  REA  or 
with  exercising  any  political  influence 
with  that  agency? 

Mr.  HILL.  If  there  has  been  any  such 
charge,  I  certainly  have  never  heard  of 
it  or  even  had  any  suspicion  of  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Has  there  ever 
been  a  time  within,  let  us  say,  the  past 
2  or  3  years,  so  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  recalls,  that  a  congressional 
committee,  in  examining  the  REA's  re- 
quests for  funds,  has  posed  the  problem 
of  political  influence  or  of  partisan  pol- 
itics to  the  REA  administration? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  happen  to  sit  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, as  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
knows.  Representatives  of  the  REA  have 
testified  before  that  committee  each  year, 
in  connection  with  the  appropriation 
bills.  Certainly,  so  far  as  I  know,  abso- 
lutely no  question  has  been  raised  in 
any  way  whatever  about  any  politics  or 
any  favoritism  or  any  partisanship  or 
anything  of  the  kind  by  the  REA. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  familiar  with  the  statements 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with  ref- 
erence to  the  development  of  public 
power.  Does  the  Senator  recall  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  xn&de  plain 
his  views  on  that  issue? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  that  is  undoubtedly 
true. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  will  recall  that  before  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  on  which  our  colleague,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  (Mr.  Murray],  who 
sits  alongside  us,  seiT^es  as  a  member, 
Mr.  McKay  took  a  different  view  re- 
garding the  development  of  public  power 
in  the  construction  of  transmission  Unes 
for  the  distribution  of  public  power;  Mr. 
McKay's  view  was  different  from  that 
of  his  predecessor,  Mr.  Chapman.  Is 
not  that  correct? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  did  not  hear  Secretary 
McKay's  testimony,  but  that  is  my  un- 
derstanding of  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  fair  to  say, 
at  least,  that  the  generally  accepted  view 
is  that  some  change  will  be  made  in  the 
so-called  public -power  policy  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  state- 
ment. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  under  the  so-called  preference  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Power  Act — 

Mr.  HILL.  It  is  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  1944. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  Is  it  not 
true  that  under  those  provisions  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944,  the  REA's 
are  one  of  the  preferred  customers? 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  correct.  The 
REA  cooperatives  and  the  municipalities 
are  the  two  preferred  customers  under 
that  act. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  the  position  of  those  interested  in 
REA  throughout  the  country — and  I  am 
si>eaking  particularly  of  the  Rural  Elec- 
tric Cooperatives — has  been  in  favor  not 
only  of  distribution  lines  for  REA,  but 
also  of  generation  facilities? 

Mr.  HILL.  That  has  come  up  in  a 
number  of  instances. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  know  whether  the  REA 
association  which  represents  the  many 
REA  cooperatives  has  made  a  policy 
statement  about  generation  facihties 
and  distribution  Unes? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  undoubtedly  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  will  find  that 
the  National  REA  Cooperative  Associa- 
tion has  stood  squarely  for  such  gen- 
erating facilities  where  it  is  necessary  to 
have  them  in  order  to  get  the  power  to 
the  REA  coop>erative  members  at  rea- 
sonable rates  and  in  adequate  amounts. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  very  familiar  with  the  work 
of  the  National  REA  Association,  or 
whatever  the  proper  name  of  that  group 
may  be.  Is  he  familiar  with  the  position 
of  the  Association  regarding  the  issue  of 
the  development  of  public  power  for  use 
by  REA's? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  that  Association 
strongly  favors  the  provision  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  which  pro- 
vides for  the  generation  of  public  power 
and  gives  a  preference  to  the  REA  co- 
oF>eratives  and  municipalities  in  the  dis- 
tribution and  sale  of  the  power. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  has  been  stated 
here  that  the  position  of  Administrator 
of  the  REA  is  not  a  poUcy  position  inas- 
much as  the  Administrator  of  the  REA 
is  governed  by  public  statute. 

Mr.  HILL.  Not  only  is  he  governed  by 
public  statute  or  law,  but  the  statute  is 
clear  that  the  agency  is  a  lending 
agency,  one  to  make  loans. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Therefore,  If  Mr. 
Wickard  were  to  be  removed  on  the 
basis  of  a  change  in  policy  or  in  terms 
of  having  in  that  position  someone  sym- 
pathetic with  a  new  policy,  the  ques- 
tion which  our  distinguished  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
SPARKMAN  ]  raised  a  moment  ago  seems 
to  be  very  pertinent  and  relevant,  name- 
ly, whether  there  is  to  be  a  change  in 
policy. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  other  words,  the  ques- 
tion is  whether,  instead  of  having  Con- 
gress change  the  policies  now  written  in 
the  REA  Act  and  now  written  in  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944,  an  effort  is 
being  made  to  change  the  policy  by 
changing  the  Administrator. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  has  put  his  finger  directly  on 
the  point,  and  what  he  has  said  seems 
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to  me  to  be  somewhat  in  confonnity 
with  the  developments  we  may  see  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

I  think  it  should  be  crystal  clear  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
Its  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  the  de- 
velopment of  hydroelectric  power  has  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  availability. 
use,  and  distribution  of  such  power  for 
Rural  Electrification  cooperatives. 

At  this  time  if  the  private  utility  in- 
terests, as  such,  are  to  be  given  special 
consideration  over  the  public  interest,  in 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  its 
program  and  policies,  is  it  not  entirely 
probable  that  the  same  attitude  could 
be  translated  into  the  operation  of  the 
rural  electrification  program? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota is  absolutely  correct  about  that,  be- 
cause in  so  many  cases  the  work  of  these 
two  agencies  dovetails. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Therefore,  with- 
out any  explanation  as  to  the  removal 
of  Mr.  Wickard,  I  think  it  may  be  fairly 
presumed  that  there  must  be  a  change 
of  policy  in  mind,  since  there  are  no 
complaints  as  to  Mr.  Wickard's  capabil- 
ities, as  to  his  integrity,  as  to  his  honor, 
or  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
performed  the  duties  of  his  ofBce.  The 
only  logical  conclusion  that  I  can  see  is 
that  a  change  in  policy  is  in  the  offing. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  certainly  has 
good  strong  grounds  for  drawing  such  a 
conclusion. 


CERTAIN  ELECTRICAL  OR  MECHAN- 
ICAL OFFICE  EQUIPMENT  FOR  USE 
OP  MEMBERS.  OFFICERS.  AND 
COMMITTEES  OP  THE  HOUSE  OP 
REPRESENTATIVES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
206)  to  authorize  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  furnish  certain 
electrical  or  mechanical  office  equipment 
for  the  use  of  Members,  officers,  and 
committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, which  was  read  twice  by  its  title. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  206. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I  do 
not  intend  to  object — I  understand  from 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  that  this  is  a  House 
joint  resolution  which  is  appUcable  only 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  Is  applicable  only 
to  House  business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  this  the  joint  resolution  about 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Indiana  spoke  to  me  a  few  moments  ago? 

Mr.  JENNER.     It  is. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  206)  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  HEARINGS  AND  IN- 
VESTIGATIONS BY  THE  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  86  > 
authorizing  expenditures  for  hearings 
and  investiations  by  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  vote  is  had  upon  Senate  Re.^olution 
86.  I  should  like  to  speak  briefly  upon 
the  resolution  and,  of  course,  in  favor 
of  it. 

I  have  been  very  much  interested  in 
the  speech  made  today  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  John- 
son), in  the  remarks  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Minnesota  I  Mr. 
ThyeI.   and   the   distinguished   Senator 
from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  SaltonstallI. 
and.  in  fact,  in  several  speeches  which 
have  been  made  within  the  past  few  days 
upon  the  subject  of  our  defenses.     I  have 
not  been  here  for  the  past  4  years,  and 
certainly  do  not  have  the  background  of 
those  Members  of  the  Senate  who  have 
taken  an  active  part  in  helping  to  pre- 
pare the  defenses  of  the  country.    While 
lacking  that  experience,  I  can  speak  from 
the  viewpoint  of  one  who  has  been  re- 
cently on  the  outside.     I  must  say  that 
in  my  short  stay  here,  and  particularly 
in  my  short  service,  upon  the  Armed 
Services    Committee.     I    have     t>ecome 
greatly    concerned,    and    even    shocked 
about  the  grave  inadequacies  in  the  de- 
fense program  of  this  Nation.    When  we 
examine  the  hearings  of  the  recent  in- 
vestigation which  has  been  held  upon  the 
question  of  ammunition  shortases.  and 
consider  with  that  evidence  the  report 
which  was  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  Long)  and 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
(Mr.   Morse)    upon  the  negligence  and 
delay  in  the  preparation  of  air  bases.  I 
think  there  is  reason  to  raise  inquiry  as 
to  the  state  of  our  defenses.    Certainly, 
if.  after  2 '2  years  of  warfare  in  Korea, 
and  after  the  appropriation  of  $163  bil- 
lion— and.   as  I   am  informed,  the   ex- 
penditure of  $103   billion — cur  Defense 
Department  has  not  yet  been  able  to  pro- 
duce a  sufficient  supply  of  the  most  basic 
necessity  of  warfare — ammunition,  there 
is  great  reason  to  inquire  as  to  our  prep- 
aration in  other  fields  of  defense. 

These  evidences,  if  they  are  consid- 
ered in  connection  with  the  recent  and 
grave  incidents  in  Europe,  the  shootint? 
down  of  an  American  plane  and  a  British 
plane,  ought  to  call  for  a  reassessment 
of  our  entire  defense  program.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty 
in  this  country  about  the  state  of  our 
defenses.  Certainly  I  believe  that  most 
of  the  American  people  do  not  know  the 
state  of  our  defenses  as  of  today.  There 
should  be  a  reassessment,  and  there 
should  be  a  statement  to  the  Congress 
and  to  the  people  by  those  who  have 
the  responsibility  for  defense.  How 
can  the  facts  be  known  and  what  cor- 
rective steps  can  be  taken? 

I  have  not  prepared  a  speech  upon  this 
subject.  I  have  l>een  led  to  speak  this 
afternoon  only  because  of  the  fact  that 
this  resolution  is  before  the  Senate,  and 
because  of  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made.     I  believe  strongly  that  prunary 


responsibility  Is  upon  the  administra- 
tion, upon  the  executive  department, 
upon  the  Defense  Department,  to  make 
every  fact  known  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  to  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, to  the  Congress,  and  to  the  peo- 
ple. I  must  confess  that  I  was  greatly 
disappointed,  when,  during  the  investi- 
gation by  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
into  ammunition  supply,  the  defense  of- 
ficials, instead  of  coming  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  stating 
the  situation,  in  the  context  of  the  war 
in  Korea  and  in  the  context  of  our  ob- 
vious needs,  it  seemed  to  me  placed  em- 
phasis on  giving  excuses  for  a  shortage 
of  ammunition  which  has  been  in  exist- 
ence from  the  very  beginning  of  the 
Korean  war. 

Last  year  the  people  of  the  United 
States  were  concerned  about  the  Na- 
tion's defenses.  This  concern  was  one 
of  the  reasons  which  led  to  a  change  of 
administration  Tlie  people  lielieved 
tliat  President  Eli.senhower.  with  his  ob- 
vious and  preeminent  exp>erience  in  this 
field,  would  quickly  analyze  the  situa- 
tion, would  quickly  determine  If  our  de- 
fenses were  adequate,  would  know  if 
defen.se  appropriations  were  sufficient, 
and  that  he  would  take  every  necessary 
step  to  insure  the  safety  of  this  country. 
The  people  believed  that  President  Ei- 
senhower would  do  these  things.  They 
had  confidence  that  he  would  move 
quickly,  that  he  would  inform  the  Con- 
gress and  the  people,  and  he  would  pro- 
vide the  leadership  to  make  the  Nation 
secure. 

I  have  confidence  that  the  President 
and  his  administration  will  do  these 
thlncs. 

The  administration  should,  upon  Its 
part,  bring  to  the  Congress  the  true  facts 
and  recommend  the  action  which  should 
be  taken  by  the  Congress  upon  this  ques- 
tion, the  most  important  which  can  pos- 
sibly come  before  it. 

Along  with  the  other  Members  of  this 
body.  I  hear  talk  about  the  reduction  of 
defense  expenditures.  I  have  entertained 
such  a  hope  and  at  times  the  hope  of  a 
reduction  of  taxes;  but  before  everything 
else  it  is  Imperative  that  in  tlje  fearful 
circumstances  of  today  it  be  determined 
first  if  this  country  is  safe,  and  If  every- 
thing in  the  field  of  defense  is  being  done 
that  should  be  done. 

When  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
was  investiKating  ammunition  shortages 
a  few  days  ago,  every  witness  from 
the  Defense  Department  testified  that 
the  Congress  had  always  supplied  every 
cent  in  the  way  of  appropriations  re- 
quested by  the  Department  of  Defense. 
The  letter  of  the  Department,  written 
after  the  hearings  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Byrd],  did 
not  deny  that  fact,  but  stated  that  the 
witnes.ses  did  not  testify  that  the  appro- 
priations were  adequate.  A  reading  of 
the  entire  testimony  would  show  that 
they  had  considered,  at  the  time  requests 
for  appropriations  were  made,  that  their 
requests  were  adequate.  For  that  rea- 
son. I  think  the  letter  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Virginia  was  really 
begging  the  question. 

But  that  does  not  answer,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  question  of  whether  appropria- 
tions are  adequate  today. 


10 


00 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2060 


)i 


I  do  not  know  why  we  do  not  have  a 
reasonable  defense  and  why  we  are  not 
adequately  prepared.  It  is  a  tremen- 
dously serious  matter.  If.  after  2' 2 
years,  we  cannot  supply  sufficient  am- 
munition to  adequately  supply  our  men 
in  Korea,  if  we  carmot  supply  the  forces 
and  the  equipment  which  can  make  Rus- 
.Ma  know  that  her  aggression  cannot  suc- 
reed.  and  give  hop>e  that  Russia  might 
he  moved  to  negotiations  and  to  a  truce: 
if  after  2*2  years,  we  do  not  have  confl- 
di^nce  that  the  country  is  reasonably 
.■-peine,  these  facts  .should  some  day  be 
made  known.  It  is  wrong  to  lull  the 
people  of  the  United  States  into  a  false 
£?n>-e  of  .security. 

Mr  STENNIS.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Mi.s.sissippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr  President,  as  I 
understood  the  Senator,  he  stated  that 
the  testimony  of  the  military  authorities 
was  that  Congress  had  appropriated  all 
the  money  it  had  been  requested  to  ap- 
propriate In  that  respect  I  think  the 
Senator  is  correct.  But  the  Chief  of 
t^tafT  would  not  .say  that  the  figure  actu- 
ally requested  was  the  figure  he  thought 
was  nece««ary  and  he  did  not  say  that 
he  thought  it  should  not  have  been  more. 

Mr  COOPER.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  correct. 

Mr  STENNIS.  So  far  as  the  testi- 
mony has  shown,  that  is  also  the  view 
of  the  other  chiefs  of  stafT? 

Mr  COOPER.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect The  statement  was  made  by  the 
witnes.ses  from  the  Defense  Department 
that  the  amounts  which  had  been  finally 
d«  termined  by  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  submitted  to  the  Congress 
wore  granted,  but  the  Chief  of  Staff  of 
\h('  Army.  General  Collins,  said  that  he 
had  recommended  larger  amounts  for 
his  own  e'itablishment. 

Mr  President.  I  return  to  my  point. 
If  the  Defense  Department  has  made, 
in  the  past,  the  mistake  of  not  asking  the 
Conuress  for  appropriations  which  it  be- 
lieved neces.sary  to  make  the  country  se- 
cure, there  is  now  no  justification  and 
there  can  now  be  no  excu.se  for  the  De- 
partment of  Defen.se  not  making  known 
today  to  the  Congress  their  l)eliefs  and 
views  as  to  whether  appropriations  are 
adequate  to  protect  this  land.  I  say  it 
V.  ill  be  negligent,  it  will  be  criminal,  in 
the  circumstances  of  danger  in  which  we 
find  ourselves  today,  if  the  new  admin- 
I'^tiation  and  the  Department  of  Defen.se 
do  not  make  known  to  us  the  sum  of 
money  which  they  believe  necessary  to 
adequately  arm  and  equip  our  armies  in 
Korea  and  our  other  military  forces 
wherever  they  may  be  stationed,  abroad 
or  in  this  country,  and  to  aissure  the  Na- 
tion a  rea.sonable  defense  and  security. 
If  they  will  slate  that  the  appropriations 
which  have  been  requested  are  sufficient, 
tlien  it  is  obvious  that  there  have  been 
deficiencies  somewhere  along  the  line. 
Whether  it  be  in  failure  of  production, 
in  procurement,  or  in  organization  of 
the  Department  of  Defen.se.  the  situa- 
tion certainly  must  be  corrected  without 
delay. 

On  the  other  hand.  Mr.  President,  itie 
Conpiess  has  its  responsibility.  I  do  not 
believe  we  can  merely  accept  requests 
which  may  be  made  by  the  Department 


of  Defense.  If  we  will  learn  from  the 
experience  of  the  past  2 '  2  years,  it  is  our 
duty  to  press  and  to  inquire  as  to  our  own 
responsibility  if  the  appropriations 
which  have  been  or  will  now  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  are  sufficient  in 
our  judgment,  for  the  proper  defense  of 
the  United  States.  Then  the  responsi- 
bility would  pass  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  wanted  very 
much  to  make  these  statements.  I  l>e- 
lieve,  in  good  conscience,  that  I  was 
compelled  to  make  them.  I  hold  that 
above  every  other  question  before  the 
Congress  and  before  the  people,  or  which 
can  come  before  the  Congress,  greater 
than  the  matter  of  a  reduced  budget,  or 
reduced  taxes,  or  social  programs,  or 
any  other  program,  the  most  important 
concern  of  the  Congress  is  the  Korean 
war  and  its  successful  prosecution  to 
an  honorable  end  and  the  larger  ques- 
tion of  the  security  of  the  United  States. 
We  must  believe  that  this  Nation,  its 
people  and  its  institutions  are  secure. 
A  much  larger  question  is  involved  than 
the  investigation  of  ammunition  or  some 
other  single  item.  It  is  a  matter  which 
goes  to  the  very  heart  of  the  national- 
defense  program. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  the  adminis- 
tration will  not  make  mistakes  like  those 
which  have  been  made  in  the  past  2' 2 
years.  I  hope  it  will  demonstrate  the 
leaders'iip  the  people  believed  last  fall 
and  believe  now  it  will  give.  I  am  cer- 
tain that  if  that  leadership  is  given. 
Congress  will  follow.  I  know  the  people 
will  follow  and  will  respond  even  more 
readily  than  will  the  executive  branch  or 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

I  repeat  that  the  adequacy  of  the  de- 
fenses of  the  United  States  is  the  su- 
preme question  before  Congress  and  the 
people  today.  1  hope  that  there  will  be 
no  stopping  until  the  true  facts  are 
known  and  until  necessary  corrective 
steps  are  taken  to  make  this  country 
safe. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  command 
the  junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  IMr. 
Cooper]  for  his  observations.  I  hope 
his  statement  will  be  read  by  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate.  We  who  have  been 
fortunate  enough  to  hear  him  appreciate 
the  constructive  suggestions  he  has 
made. 

Certainly  I  wish  to  associate  myself 
with  the  thought  which  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  has  expressed,  namely,  that 
the  most  important  problem  facing  Con- 
gress today  is  to  provide  the  security 
necessary  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 


RESIGNATION  OF  CLAUDE  WICK- 
ARD  AS  ADMINISTRATOR  OP  THE 
RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMIN- 
ISTRATION 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  a 
few  minutes  ago  I  listened  with  a  great 
deal  of  interest  to  the  comments  made 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
I  Mr.  HILL]  with  respect  to  the  REA,  and 
also  to  the  colloquy  in  which  he  engaged 


with  several  of  his  colleagues,  the  ap- 
parent purpose  of  which  was  to  create 
an  erroneous  impression  that  the  REA 
was  now  being  made  the  innocent  victim 
of  political  manipulation. 

I  have  served  on  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  as  has  the  senior 
Senator  from  Alabama.  I  am  sure  that 
he  is  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  at  no 
time  during  the  course  of  many  years 
has  there  been  a  proposal  to  reduce 
budget  requests  for  funds  to  be  used  by 
the  REA.  The  Record  will  show  that  in 
the  80th  Congress,  when  the  Repub- 
licans were  in  control,  the  largest  ap- 
propriation for  REA  made  during  any 
Congress  was  made  by  that  Republican- 
controlled  Congress. 

I  know  the  senior  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama to  be  a  man  of  integrity  and  forth- 
rightness.  I  am  certain  that  he  would 
not  wittingly  or  unwittingly,  create  the 
impression  that  the  Republicans  are  now 
attempting  to  play  politics  with  REA. 
I  think  it  is  preposterous  to  take  the 
position  that  in  order  to  keep  REA  out 
of  politics,  Claude  Wickard  should  be 
considered  an  indispensable  man. 
Everyone  knows  that  prior  to  his  ap- 
pointment to  the  position  of  Adminis- 
trator of  REA,  Mr.  Wickard  had  served 
as  Secretary  of  Agriculture:  and.  as  we 
all  know,  he  served  as  a  Democratic  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  under  a  Demo- 
cratic administration. 

Surely  no  legitimate  defense  can  be 
made,  as  has  apparently  been  made, 
that  if  Claude  Wickard  should  be  re- 
moved from  his  FK)sition.  politics  or 
political  manipulation  would  be  involved. 
I  think  the  record  shows  conclusively 
that  if  the  same  approach  had  been  used 
by  Republicans  when  Claude  Wickard 
was  appointed  to  his  position,  there 
might  have  been  some  justification  for 
contending  that  a  former  Democratic 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  might  be  ex- 
pected to  play  politics  with  REA.  I  do 
not  recall  that  any  such  charges  were 
then  made  by  Republicans:  consequently, 
I  cannot  now  conceive  that  the  Republi- 
cans should  be  charged  with  playing 
politics  when  it  is  proposed  that  another 
person  be  appointed  to  this  important 
post  in  our  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  appreciate  ilie  re- 
marks of  my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Idaho.  Like  my  col- 
league, I  certainly  hope  REA  will  never 
become  an  instrumentality  of  any  politi- 
cal party. 

I  listened  to  the  crying  session  on  the 
oppKJsite  side  of  the  aisle,  and  I  am 
prompted  to  observe  that  I  am  sorry  that. 
in  some  way  or  other.  Mr.  Wickard  could 
not  have  been  placed  under  civil  service, 
where  he  would  have  been  sealed  in  his 
position  forever,  and  nothing  could  be 
done  about  it. 

With  reference  to  the  matter  of  play- 
ing politics.  I  wish  to  ask  my  colleague, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Idaho,  whether 
he  has  any  knowledge  about  REA  mail- 
ing lists  and  about  REA  participating 
actively  and  directly  in  political  cam- 
paigns within  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Yes;  I  am  reluc- 
tant to  say  that  that  occurred  in  several 
elections.     It  took  place  in  1948,   and 
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again  in  1950.  when  a  certain  REA  unit 
in  northern  Idaho  published  at  least  two 
Issues  of  a  paper,  the  objective  of  which 
was  to  discredit  the  then  Inciunbent  Re- 
publican Representative  from  the  First 
Congressional  District.  K  Claude  Wick- 
ard  knew  of  that  particular  activity.  I 
feel  certain  he  did  not  approve  of  it. 
When  local  units  of  the  REA  engaged  in 
political  activity,  it  was  in  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  ethical  code  of  the  REA. 

I  reiterate  that  REA  is  a  meritorious 
program,  which  has  always  commanded 
the  whole-hearted,  almost  unanimous 
support  of  Members  of  Congress.  Under 
such  circumstances.  I  feel  sure  that  no 
charges  can  justifiably  be  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  proposal  to 
remove  Claude  Wickard  as  director  is 
■actuated  by  a  political  motive. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  impressed  by 
the  Senator's  remarks  to  the  effect  that 
no  person,  especially  Claude  Wickard. 
is  indispensable.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
we  would  agree  that  should  Claude 
Wickard  have  died  unexpectedly,  the 
REA  would  have  continued  operations, 
as  it  was  intended  to  do.  for  the  better- 
ment of  farmers  throughout  the  land. 

I  shall  ask  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Idaho,  if  he  does  not  be- 
lieve this  debate  today  could  have  been 
well  reserved  to  a  time  when  the  suc- 
cessor to  Mr.  Wickard  would  have  been 
known,  and  we  could  have  ascertained 
whether  he  was  appointed  solely  for 
political  purposes. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  would  answer 
the  Senator's  question  by  saying  that  I 
think  it  was  wholly  inopportune  to 
bring  up  this  discussion  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  today.  In  fact,  if  there  is 
any  intimation  of  political  manipula- 
tion, I  reluctantly  charge  that  those  who 
are  accusing  Republicans  of  such  mo- 
tives in  the  removal  of  Wickard  are  the 
ones  who  are  engaged  in  political  ma- 
nipulations. 

I  believe  that  President  Eisenhower 
and  his  administration  are  entitled  to 
name  the  top-level  policy-making  E>er- 
sonnel  of  the  Government,  and  I  will 
stand  on  that  statement,  whether  it 
concerns  REIA.  or  any  other  agency  or 
board  of  the  Federal  Government.  In 
making  this  statement,  I  express  my  be- 
lief that  it  is  wholly  out  of  order  to  make 
political  charges  that,  in  substance. 
REA  is  going  to  be  brought  down  to  the 
level  of  partisan  politics.  If  that  should 
eventuate.  I  feel  certain  that  it  will  be 
others  than  Republicans  who  will  be 
responsible  for  placing  that  brand  up>on 
the  meritorious  organization  known  as 
REA. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wish  to  ask  my  col- 
league, the  senior  Senator  from  Idaho, 
one  more  question.  I  think  that  in 
Idaho  the  REA  has  done  as  flne  a  job 
as  it  has  in  any  other  State  in  the  Union. 
I  join  my  colleague  in  saying  that  both 
of  us  are  interested  in  a  bigger  and  bet- 
ter REA.  one  that  is  beyond  reproach 
from  politicians.  I  feel  certain  that  he 
and  I  win  join  in  opposition  should  we 
ever  see  our  party  or  the  opposite  party 
ming  the  farmers  of  America  as  a  polit- 
ical tool,  when  all  of  America  should  be 


proud  of  REA.    May  I  ask  the  Senator 
if  I  am  correct  in  that  statement? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  is 
correct,  and  I  desire  to  thank  him  for 
his  contribution.  I  shall  merely  add 
that  I  am  very  confident  that  the  Re- 
publican administration  will  not  in  any 
way  endeavor  to  involve  REA  in  partisan 
politics. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  we  have  a 
situation  in  which  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  writes  a  law  providing 
that  there  shall  be  no  politics  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  ofiBcials  or  employees 
who  are  to  administer  the  law.  It  gees 
one  step  further  and  gives  to  the  Admin- 
istrator a  10-year  tenure  of  office,  seek- 
ing to  insure  that  there  shall  be  no  poli- 
tics. Ten  years  is  a  very  long  tenure 
for  any  official  or  officer  of  the  Federal 
Government,  as  we  all  know.  The  Ad- 
ministrator was  given  this  tenure  so  that 
he  would  be  free  from  the  pressures,  the 
changes,  and  the  influences  of  politics. 

But  a  new  administration  comes  in, 
and  we  find  the  administrator,  who  has 
at  least  two  years,  and  perhaps  three 
years,  yet  to  serve  under  his  10-year 
appointment,  is  removed  over  night. 
His  resignation  is  forced.  If  that  resig- 
nation was  not  forced  for  political 
reasons,  why  was  the  resignation  forced? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  HIT  J..  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama  if  he 
contends  that  it  is  impossible  to  find  an 
outstanding,  capable  Republican  who  is 
qualified  to  direct  the  activities  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Mr.  HILL  That  is  not  the  question 
at  all.  The  record  shows,  and  the  Sen- 
ator by  his  very  question  admits,  that 
Mr.  Wickard  has  been  a  good,  faithful, 
able,  and  devoted  Administrator.  He 
has  the  knowledge,  the  training,  the  ex- 
perience, and  the  leadership  which  he 
has  developed  in  this  position.  No  new 
man.  no  matter  who  he  might  be  or  how 
able  he  might  be,  could  hope  to  enter 
upon  that  position  with  the  knowledge, 
experience,  training,  and  leadership 
which  Mr.  Wickard  possesses. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Certainly  the  Sen- 
ator does  not  contend  that  several  years 
ago  when  Mr.  Wickard,  for  whom  I  have 
a  high  regard,  was  named  to  head  the 
REA,  he  had  such  training  experience 
and  background  as  the  Senator  claims 
he  now  has? 

Mr.  HILL.  That  has  nothing  in  the 
world  to  do  with  the  question.  There 
was  a  vacancy  at  that  time.  Some  new 
man  had  to  be  appointed,  and  Mr.  Wick- 
ard was  named.  He  was  performing  the 
duties  of  his  office  well,  ably,  and  faith- 
fully, when  overnight  he  was  kicked  out, 
before  his  10-year  term  had  expired, 
when  he  had  at  least  2  or  3  years  more 
of  that  term  to  serve.  The  intent  and 
will  of  Congress,  and  the  very  spirit  of 
the  act  were  violated.  The  intent  and 
purpose  of  the  Congress  when  it  wrote 
the  act  was  defeated.  If  Mr.  Wickard 
was  not  removed  for  political  reasons,  if 
It  was  not  politics  that  was  responsible 
for  bis  removal,  what  was  it? 


Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Will  the  Senator 
admit  that  Harry  Truman  was  removed 
for  political  reasons? 

Mr.  HILL.  Ah,  but  that  Is  an  entirely 
different  question.  Under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  Mr.  Truman 
had  served  a  4-year  term,  and  his  term 
had  expired.  Surely  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  would  not  seriously  seek  to  draw  a 
comparison  between  the  office  of  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  most 
powerful  and  greatest  and  most  respon- 
sible in  all  the  world,  and  the  F>osition  of 
head  of  a  lending  agency  down  the  line 
in  the  Government. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  says  that 
local  REA  cooperatives  in  Idaho  engage 
in  politics.  Does  the  Senator  take  um- 
brage at  that  fact?  Does  he  deny  the 
right  of  their  members  to  take  part  m 
politics?  Who  are  the  members  of  the 
local  REA  units  of  which  he  speaks? 
They  are  proud,  free,  independent  citi- 
zens of  the  great  State  of  Idaho.  Would 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  deny  them  the 
right  as  American  citizens  to  play  their 
part  as  members  of  the  great  American 
electorate?  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
brings  us  a  new  doctrine  today — the 
doctrine  that  because  a  man  hapi:>ens  to 
be  a  member  of  a  REA  cooperative,  be- 
cause he  borrows  enough  money  from 
the  Government  to  get  an  electric  line 
into  his  home  so  that  he  may  have  a 
refrigerator,  so  that  his  dear  wife  will 
not  have  to  bend  her  poor  aching  back 
over  the  washtub,  he  must  surrender 
his  rights  as  an  American  citizen. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  heard  my  re- 
mark.s  when  I  said  that  I  was  not  im- 
puting political  motives.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  recognizes,  as 
does  every  other  Member  of  this  body. 
that  in  the  past  we  have  scrupulously 
refrained  from  involving  the  REA  in 
politics.  So  whether  it  be  on  the  local 
level,  the  regional  level,  or  the  national 
level.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama will  agree  with  me  that  there  is 
little,  if  any,  justification  for  playing 
partisan  pohtics.  Certainly  it  would  be 
perfectly  proper  for  members  of  the 
REA  cooperative  to  engage  in  political 
activities  as  individuals,  but  in  order  to 
continue  to  command  unified  support  in 
Congress,  they  should  not  make  possible 
criticism  with  respect  to  political  activ- 
ities of  an  REA  group  as  an  organization. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  knows  that 
the  law  does  not  provide  that  members 
of  REA  cooperatives  should  refrain  from 
participation  in  politics.  Rather,  the 
prohibition  is  aimed  against  political 
activity  as  an  organization.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  has  frequently  said 
that  the  REA  should  remain  outside  the 
I>olitical  realm,  and  should  t>e  consist- 
ently nonpartisan.  If  that  course  were 
to  be  pursued,  then  certainly  at  the 
local  level,  the  national  level,  and  every 
other  level,  the  REA  should  refrain  from 
engaging  in  political  manipulation. 
Now  let  it  be  clearly  understood  that 
I  am  an  ardent  supporter  of  the  REA, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  see  REA  Jeopardize 
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Itself   by   letting    Itself   be   used   as   a 
political  football. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  glad  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  has  stated  that  "in  the 
past"  the  REA  has  been  free  from  pol- 
itics. I  am  glad  that  he  used  the  words 
"in  the  past."  because  now  we  witness 
a  new  day,  when  the  Administrator  of 
the  REA  is  thrown  out  of  office,  if  not  for 
political  purposes,  then  for  what  pur- 
pose? 

So  far  as  the  local  REA  cooperatives 
in  Idaho  are  concerned,  the  REA  admin- 
i.vtration  has  no  control  over  them. 
Would  any  Member  of  the  Senate  want 
to  Rive  the  REA  In  Washington  any 
control  over  the  REA  local  cooperatives, 
with  respect  to  what  they  shall  do  or 
shall  not  do?  Do  we  want  the  REA  in 
Washington  to  decide  whether  or  not 
the  members  of  such  cooperatives  shall 
exercise  the.^  right,  as  free-bom  Ameri- 
can citizens,  to  participate  in  elections? 
I  say  it  is  a  sad  day  in  this  Republic 
when  any  Senator  ri.ses  on  this  floor  and 
even  questions  the  efficacy  or  wisdom 
of  a  group  of  farmers  back  home  exer- 
cising their  American  right  to  partici- 
pate in  elections,  to  participate  in  the 
selection  of  candidates  of  their  choice 
to  be  sent  to  Congress,  men  who,  they 
feci,  will  do  the  best  not  only  for  their 
SUtes,  but  for  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  HILL  I  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Idaho. 

Mr  DWORSHAK.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  docs  not  wish  to 
take  the  unfair  attitude  of  contending 
that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  In- 
dicated that  he  would  deny  to  the  mem- 
bers of  any  REA  unit  the  right  to  en- 
pape  in  political  activity.  I  pointed  out 
that  REA  members  should  confine  their 
political  activities  to  an  individual  basis 
and  not  embroil  the  REA  as  an  organi- 
zation in  partisan  politics. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  would  not  be  unfair  to 
my  friend  for  one  moment. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator would  not  be  unfair. 

Mr.  HILL.  But  surely  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  has  taken  exception  in  very 
definite  language  to  an  REA  co-op,  or 
unit,  as  he  heis  called  it,  participating 
in  politics  back  home.  I  know  of  no 
reason  why  the  farmers  of  X  County  in 
Idaho,  gathered  together  in  seeking  to 
promote  their  welfare  and  the  welfare 
of  their  families,  and  In  seeking  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  their  State  and  the 
welfare  of  the  United  States,  should  not 
act  politically. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  further? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  would  not  contend 
that  Mr.  Wickard.  as  Director  of  REA. 
would  be  justified  in  following  the  same 
line  of  reasoning. 

Mr.  HILL.    No ;  Mr.  Wickard 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  And  thus  embroil 
REA  in  politics.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
would  not  make  that  contention. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Wickard  would  not 
be  justified  in  doing  so.  and  there  Is  not 
one  iota  of  evidence  that  Mr.  Wickard 
has  in  any  shape,  fashion,  or  form,  en- 
gaged  in   any    politics.    However,    the 


REA  co-ops,  I  will  say  to  my  friend  from 
Idaho,  are  the  people  back  home;  they 
are  the  people  across  the  creek ;  they  are 
the  people  at  the  grass  roots  of  the  dem- 
ocracy of  America.  If  I  have  any  cause 
for  complaint  it  is  that  more  of  them 
have  not  been  more  active  in  politics, 
that  more  of  them  have  not  been  more 
diligent  to  make  certain  that  the  right 
kind  of  men  are  sent  to  Washington  to 
represent  them. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Certainly  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  would  not  want  to 
have  anyone  draw  the  inference  that 
any  considerable  group  of  Members  of 
either  the  House  or  the  Senate  in  the 
past  decade  have  objected  to  or  opposed 
or  obstructed  the  program  of  REIA  or  its 
extension.  Will  the  Senator  answer 
that? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  not  talking  about 
that.  What  I  brought  up  was  the  um- 
brage which  my  friend  from  Idaho  dis- 
played because  farmers,  who  happen  to 
be  members  of  local  REA  groups  and 
little  cooperatives,  have  banded  together 
in  order  to  bring  an  electric  line  into 
their  homes  by  means  of  a  loan  from 
the  Government,  and  because  they  hap- 
pen to  play  their  part  as  good  citizens 
by  participating  in  elections. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.     The  Senator  from 
Alabama  has  stated  that  they  have  used 
their  funds  for  the  purpose  of  expanding 
the  program  of  the  REA.    Certainly,  I 
have  no  quarrel  with  that.    But  would 
the  Senator  say  that  that  would  justify 
active   participation   in   politics  and   a 
diversion  of   the  funds  collected  from 
all  members  without  regard  for  parti- 
san politics?     Most  assuredly,  I  do  not 
take  umbrage  over  the  efforts  of  the 
farmers  who  band  themselves  together 
to  provide   themselves  with   electricity 
through  REA.    And  again  I  want  to  em- 
phasize  that   my   objection   is    not   to 
individual  political  activity  on  the  part 
of  REA  members.    That  is  their  pre- 
rogative, and  even  their  responsibility. 
But  I  would  say  the  line  should  be  drawn 
when  we  reach  the  unit  or  organizational 
level.    I  am  sure  also  that  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  REA  membership  would  take 
the  same  position. 

Mr.  HIT  J..  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  In  his  desperation  seeks  to 
ask  some  kind  of  hypothetical  question, 
when  there  is  not  one  shred  or  iota  of 
evidence  at  all  showing  that  there  has 
been  any  diversion  of  ftmds.  Does  the 
Senator  mean  to  say  that  his  folks  in 
Idaho  are  not  honest,  that  they  have 
not  lived  up  to  the  law,  or  that  they  have 
not  carried  out  the  spirit  and  intent  of 
the  loans? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  have  not  and 
would  not  impute  any  dishonesty  to  the 
people  of  Idaho.  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the 
Senator  if  Claude  Wickard  has  been 
alert  and  vigilant  so  that  he  has  been 
able  to  prevent  any  violation  of  the  REA 
program  by  local  units. 

Mr  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  record 
shows  that  Mr.  Wickard  has  been  vigilant 
and  that  he  has  been  alert  and  that. 


thank  God,  so  far  as  the  American  farm- 
ers are  concerned  there  is  not  one  of 
them  who  has  tried  to  chisel  or  cheat 
in  the  case  of  loans  from  the  REA,  but 
all  have  played  fair  and  square  and 
aboveboard.  I  cannot  help  think  that 
what  is  true  of  farmers  in  Alabama  is 
also  true  of  farmers  in  Idaho. 

Mr.  President,  we  could  continue  this 
debate  indefinitely.  I  wish  to  say  only 
that  everything  that  has  been  said  here 
this  afternoon,  from  the  citation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  REA  Act  prohibiting 
politics,  down  to  this  very  moment,  con- 
firms and  reconfirms  the  fact  that  the 
Administrator  of  the  REA  was  thrown 
out  on  his  head  because  of  politics. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  EXPENDI- 
TURES FOR  HEARINGS  AND  IN- 
VESTIGATIONS BY  THE  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  86,  authorizing  ex- 
penditures for  hearings  and  investiga- 
tions by  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
past  3  hours  we  have  been  trying  to  dis- 
pose of  three  small  measures  on  the 
calendar.  I  wonder  whether  we  could 
proceed  with  their  consideration.  If  we 
should  get  into  such  lengthy  debate 
every  time  a  Democrat  is  dismissed  from 
the  Government  during  the  next  3 
months,  we  shall  have  to  be  in  session 
every  day  until  next  August  or  Septem- 
ber. If  there  is  any  opposition  to  the 
resolution  to  authorize  expenditures  for 
hearings  and  investigations  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Anned  Services  I  should  like 
to  have  it  brought  forward. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  The  committee 
amendments  will  be  stated. 

The  amendments  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  were,  on  page 
1,  line  5,  after  the  word  "ending",  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  "March"  and  in- 
sert "January";  in  line  10,  after  the  word 
"exceed",  to  strike  out  "$190,000"  and 
insert  "$167,000";  and  in  line  11,  after 
the  word  "through",  to  strike  out 
"March"  and  insert  "January",  so  as  to 
make  the  resolution  read: 

Resolved,  That  In  carrying  out  the  duties 
imposed  upon  It  by  section  136  ol  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  of  1946  (Public 
Law  601,  79th  Cong.),  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  or  any  duly  authorized  sub- 
committee thereof,  Is  authorized  during  the 
period  ending  January  31.  1954,  to  make  such 
expenditures,  and  to  employ  upon  a  tem- 
porary basis  such  investigators,  technical, 
clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems 
advisable. 

8ec.  2.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
under  this  resolution  shaU  not  exceed  He?,- 
000  for  the  period  l)eginnlng  March  18,  1953, 
through  January  31,  1954,  and  shall  tw  paid 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments.  ^ 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended.  wa» 
agreed  to. 
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APPOINTMENT  OP  DEPUTY  DIREC« 
TOR      OP      CENTRAL      INTELLI- 
GENCE 
Mr.   TAPT.    Mr.   President,  I  move 

that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 

Uon  of  Order  No.  80.  S.  1110. 
The     PRESIDING     OPPICER.     The 

clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 

information  of  the  Senate. 
The  Chiif  Clkrk.  A  bill  (S.  1110)  to 

authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 

Director  of  Central  Intelligence. 
Mr.  TAPT.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum.  

The     PRESIDING     OPFICER.    The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  CHiBf  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 

the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 

names : 


Aiken 

Goldwater 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Gore 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Green 

MlUlkln 

Beall 

Orlswold 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Bayden 

Morse 

Bricker 

Hendrlckson 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hennlngs 

Murray 

Bush 

Hlckenlooper 

Neely 

Butler,  lid. 

HIU 

Pastorv 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Payne 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Capehart 

Ives 

Purtell 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Robertson 

Case 

Jenner 

Russell 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Colo. 

.Saltonstall 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smathera 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smith.  Main 

Daniel 

Kennedy 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dlrksen 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

KUgore 

Stennls 

Duff 

Knowland 

Taft 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Thye 

EastUnd 

Linger 

Tobey 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Watklns 

Ferguson 

Long 

Welker 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

Frear 

Malone 

Williams 

Fulbrlght 

Mansfield 

Toung 

George 

Martin 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  ,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank],  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Symington]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  oflBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith]  is  absent  because  of  official  busi- 
ness.   

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER  (Mr. 
ScHOEPPiL  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Senate  bill  1110.  Calendar  No.  80.  to  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Di- 
rector of  Central  Intelligence. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(S.  1110)  to  authorize  the  appointment 
of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelli- 
gence, which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  with 
amendments,  on  page  1.  line  3.  after  the 
word  "appoint",  to  insert  "by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate": 
in  line  6.  after  the  word  "services",  to 
insert  "whether  in  an  active  or  retired 
status";  on  page  3.  line  3,  after  the  word 
"allowances",  to  strike  out  "(including 
personal  money  allowance)"  and  insert 
"(active  or  retired,  as  the  case  may  be 
including  personal  money  allowance)"; 


and  after  line  12.  to  insert  a  new  section, 
as  follows: 

S«c.  5.  The  rank  or  grade  of  any  auch 
commlBsloned  offlcer  shall,  during  the  period 
In  which  such  commissioned  offlcer  occupies 
the  office  or  Deputy  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence, be  in  addition  to  the  numbers  and 
percentages  otherv^ise  authorized  and  ap- 
propriated for  the  armed  service  of  which  he 
Is  a  member. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  Is 
autboribe.1  to  appoint,  by  and  with  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Senate,  a  Deputy 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence,  from  among 
Individuals  in  civilian  life  or  commissioned 
officers  of  the  armed  services,  whether  in  an 
active  or  retired  status,  who  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  established  for  such 
position.  The  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence  shall  perform  such  duties  and 
exercise  such  powers  as  shall  be  prescrloed 
by  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  or 
by  law  and  shall  act  for,  and  exercise  the 
powers  of,  the  Director  during  his  absence 
or  disability. 

Ssc.  a.  If  a  commissioned  offlcer  of  the 
armed  services  Is  appointed  as  Deputy  Direc- 
tor of  Central  Intelligence,  he  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  no  supervision,  control,  restriction, 
or  prohibition  (military  or  otherwise)  other 
than  would  be  operative  with  respect  to  him 
If  he  were  in  no  way  connected  with  the 
Department  of  Defense  or  the  armed  services 
or  any  comp>onent  thereof.  He  shall  not 
possess  or  exercise  any  supervision,  control, 
powers,  or  functions  (other  than  such  as  he 
may  possess  or  as  may  be  prescribed  for  him 
as  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence) 
with  respect  to  the  armed  services  or  any 
component  thereof,  the  Department  of  E>e- 
fense,  or  any  department,  branch,  bureau, 
unit,  or  division  thereof,  or  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  personnel  (military  or  civilian) 
of  any  of  the  foregoing. 

Sec.  3.  Except  as  provided  herein,  appoint- 
ment to.  acceptance  of.  and  service  as  Deputy 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence  shall  in  no 
way  affect  any  status,  office,  rank,  or  grade 
which  a  commissioned  officer  of  the  armed 
services  may  occupy  or  hold  In  the  armed 
services,  or  any  emolument,  perquisite,  right, 
privilege,  or  benefit  Incident  to  or  arising  out 
of  any  such  status,  office,  rank  or  grade. 

SBC.  4.  Any  such  commissioned  officer  shall, 
while  serving  as  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence,  continue  to  hold  rank  and  grade 
not  lower  than  that  in  which  serving  at  the 
time  of  his  appointment  and  to  receive  the 
military  pay  and  allowances  (active  or  re- 
tired, as  the  case  may  be,  Including  personal 
money  allowance)  payable  to  a  commissioned 
officer  of  his  grade  and  length  of  service,  for 
which  the  appropriate  department  shall  be 
reimbursed  from  any  funds  available  to  de- 
fray the  expenses  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  He  shall  also  be  paid  by  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  from  such  funds  an  an- 
nual compensation  at  a  rate  equal  to  the 
amount  by  which  the  salary  established  for 
that  office  exceeds  the  amount  of  his  annual 
military  pay  and  allowances. 

Sec.  5.  The  rank  or  grade  of  any  such  com- 
missioned offlcer  shall,  during  the  period  in 
which  such  commissioned  officer  occupies  the 
office  of  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelli- 
gence, be  In  addition  to  the  numbers  and 
percentages  otherwise  authorized  and  ap- 
propriated for  the  armed  service  of  which 
he  is  a  member. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  The  bill 
is  ojjen  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  1110)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record,  immediately 
following  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  1110. 
a  brief  statement  which  I  have  prepared 
in  explanation  of  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Sekatoe  SALToirtTAiX 
The  purpose  of  Senate  bill  1110  Is  to  make 
possible  the  appointment  of  a  commissioned 
officer  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  the  position 
of  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence 
without  the  officer  concerned  having  to  re- 
linquish his  commission  and  ceass  being  a 
military  officer. 

The  bill  la  made  necessary  by  a  provision 
of  existing  law  (10  U.  8.  C.  A.  676)  that  re- 
quires a  commissioned  officer  appointed  or 
elected  to  any  civilian  office  to  cease  being 
a  military  offlcer  and  to  have  his  commission 
vacated.  An  exception  has  been  provided  in 
the  case  of  a  commissioned  offlcer  of  the 
Armed  Forces  being  appointed  to  the  posi- 
tion of  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  and 
until  the  present  time,  all  of  the  Directors 
of  Central  Intelligence  have  been  appointed 
from  among  the  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  Mr.  Allen  Dulles  has  recently 
been  appointed  from  clvUlan  life  as  Director 
of  Central  Intelligence.  Since  It  appears 
desirable  to  continue  the  practice  of  having 
an  experienced  military  offlcer  as  either  the 
Director  or  Deputy  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence, this  bill  would  make  possible  the 
appointment  of  a  commissioned  officer  as 
Deputy  Director,  notwithstanding  the  con- 
trary provisions  of  law  as  set  forth  In  Tenth 
United  States  Code  Annotated,  page  576. 

The  committee  amended  the  bill  to  require 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  an 
apjxjintment  of  the  Deputy  Director.  The 
committee  considered  the  desirability  of  an 
additional  amendment  to  prohibit  military 
officers  from  serving  as  Director  and  Deputy 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence  concur- 
rently. The  present  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence testified  that  It  is  unlikely  that 
the  President  would  In  time  of  peace  nom- 
inate two  military  officers  to  the  top  posts 
at  CIA  becaiise  the  agency  is  essentially  the 
combination  of  civilian  and  military  func- 
tions, but  in  time  of  war  It  might  be  desir- 
able to  appoint  a  person  who  was  normally 
a  civilian  but  who.  because  of"  war  condi- 
tions, was  in  uniform,  to  one  of  the  two  top 
positions  at  CIA.  Since  the  committee 
adopted  an  amendment  to  require  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  the  nomination 
of  a  Deputy  Director,  it  Is  felt  that  the  Senate 
retains  adequate  control  over  these  appoint- 
ments and  could,  if  it  so  desired,  prevent 
military  officers  from  serving  In  both  these 
positions  at  the  same  time. 

The  committee  also  amended  the  bill  to 
allow  the  appointment  of  a  retired  offlcer  on 
the  same  basis  as  an  active  officer  can  be 
appointed. 

Under  the  terms  of  this  bill,  a  military 
offlcer  appointed  as  Deputy  Director  would 
continue  to  draw  his  military  pay  and  al- 
lowances and  the  military  department  con- 
cerned would  be  reimbursed  by  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency.  If  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  the  officer  were  less  than  the  rate 
established  for  the  poeltion  of  Deputy  Di- 
rector. 614.800  at  present,  the  CIA  would  pay 
the  offlcer  an  additional  amount  equal  to  the 
sum  by  which  the  established  rate  for  the 
position  exceeds  the  total  of  his  mlUtary 
pay  and  allowances. 

Because  of  the  so-called  Davis  amend- 
ment, as  amended,  and  limitations  Imposed 
by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  there 
Is  a  rather  rigid  restriction  on  the  total 
numbers  of  general  and  flag  offlcers  that  the 
military  services  are  allowed  to  have  on 
active  duty.  The  committee  therefore 
amended  the  bill  to  allow  the  armed  service 
furnishing  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  In* 
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telllgence  one  additional  offlcer  so  long  m 
the  commissioned  offlcer  from  that  branch 
of  servjce  Is  serving  as  Deputy  Director. 


USE  OP  CERTIPICATES  BY  OFPICERS 
OP  THE  ARMED  PORCES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consld- 
fiation  of  Senate  bill  1078.  Calendar  No. 

81 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title,  for  the  Informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  CHIEF  CLERK.  A  bill  (S.  1078)  to 
authorize  the  use  of  certificates  by  offl- 
cer.s  of  the  Armed  Porces  of  the  United 
States,  in  connection  with  certain  pay- 
and-allowances  accounts  of  military  and 
civilian  personnel.  

The  PRESIDING  OPPICHHl.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  consider  the  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(S.  1078)  to  authorize  the  use  of  certifi- 
cates by  offlcers  of  the  Armed  Porces  of 
the  United  States,  in  connection  with 
certain  pay-and-allowances  accounts  of 
military  and  civilian  personnel,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  with  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2.  after 
line  8,  it  is  propos^-d  to  strike  out: 

Sec  2  The  act  of  October  2«.  1942  (ch. 
624.  56  Slat.  987).  as  extended  by  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  (66  Stat. 
331 )  Is  repealed. 

And  in  lieu  thenjof  to  insert:. 

Sec  a.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  April 

2.  1953.  and  shall  expire  on  April  1,  1954. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  In  con- 
nection with  consideration  of  the  bill.  I 
think  it  would  be  helpful  to  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill  made  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee. 

Mr,  SALTONSTALL  Mr.  President, 
this  bill  is  in  charge  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Case).  I  am  confi- 
dent that  he  will  explain  the  bill  satis- 
factorily. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  Senate  bill 
1078  came  before  the  committee  because 
the  authority  which  offlcers  of  the  De- 
fease Establishment  presently  have  to 
certify  accounts  without  suppwrting  evi- 
dence rests  upon  some  emergency  legis- 
lation which  has  an  expiration  date  of 
April  1.  The  bill,  as  it  was  drafted  and 
came  to  the  committee,  proposed  to 
create  blanket  authority,  from  now  on 
for  field  offlcers  and  others  in  like  cate- 
gories to  use  such  certificates.  The  com- 
mittee did  not  think  that  that  kind  of 
blanket,  permanent  legislation  should 
be  established.  We  had  before  the  com- 
mittee a  recommendation  from  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office  that  it  be  limited 
to  periods  in  which  there  was  a  declared 
iiational  emergency.  The  junior  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  felt  that  even 
that  was  too  broad,  because  we  had  some 
evidence  of  cases  in  which  the  power  had 
been  abused.  So  it  was  suggested  that 
the  bill  be  amended  so  as  to  put  a  maxi- 
mum time  limit  of  1  year  on  the  exten- 
sion, or  the  expiration  of  the  presently 


declared  emergency,  whichever  should 
come  earlier. 

The  amendment  that  is  proposed  to  be 
offered  is  drawn  with  that  in  mind,  so 
that  the  authority  proposed  would  ex- 
pire April  1.  1954.  or  upon  the  ending  of 
the  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, or  upon  the  adoption  of  a  concur- 
rent resolution  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE  Will  the  Senator  ex- 
plain what  great  inconvenience  would  be 
caused  if  no  extension  were  granted,  and 
to  whom  the  inconvenience  would  be 
caused  ? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  not  so  much  a  matter 
of  inconvenience.  It  would  be  inconven- 
ient, but  it  is  primarily  a  case  in  which 
there  are  beneficiaries  of  possible  allot- 
ments by  soldiers  or  others  who  are  miss- 
ing in  action,  or  are  beleaguered.  There 
is  involved  a  question  of  family  depend- 
encies and  dependency  allotments.  It 
makes  it  possible  for  the  certification 
office  to  act  though  full  proof  of  the  posi- 
tion or  condition  of  the  person  be- 
leaguered or  imprisoned  cannot  be  sup- 
plied by  the  office. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  In  a  moment.  In  many 
cases,  particularly  in  field  movements, 
and  under  the  kind  of  war  now  going 
on.  offlcers  are  separated  from  their  rec- 
ords. They  do  not  have  the  full  data 
that  is  normally  required. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  fur- 
ther. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  not  that  always  go- 
ing to  be  true? 

Mr.  CASE.     Not  always. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  time  element  is 
what  bothers  me. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  will  not  be  true  in 
I>eace  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  to  say  that  the  ex- 
tension is  for  a  year? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  amendment  proposed 
to  be  offered  will  make  the  maximum 
time  1  year,  which  could  be  extended, 
of  course,  should  the  need  develop.  The 
amendment  that  is  proposed  to  be  offered 
as  a  substitute  for  section  2  reads: 

This  act  shall  take  effect  on  AprU  2.  1953. 
and  shall  terminate  upon  the  Issuance  of  a 
proclamation  by  the  President,  or  the  adop- 
tion by  the  Congress  of  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, terminating  the  national  emergency 
existing  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  or  on  April  1.  1954,  whichever  U  the 
earlier. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  understood  tliC  Sena- 
tor to  say  that  one  reason  why  he  did 
not  want  this  authority  extended  beyond 
a  definite  period  of  time  was  that  there 
was  some  evidence  before  the  committee 
that  abuses  had  developed  under  this 
procedure.  Will  the  Senator  teU  the 
Senate  what  those  abuses  have  been,  and 
the  nature  of  them? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  General  Accounting 
Office  in  its  recommendation  of  a  limita- 
tion felt  that  there  were  abuses.    There 


was  a  definite  recommendation  from  the 
General  Accounting  Office  that  th^  au- 
thority should  be  limited  to  a  period  of 
emergency,  because  in  some  cases  there 
had  been  abuses  in  connection  with  de- 
pendent allotments,  where  false  certi- 
fications, or  certifications  without  ade- 
quate factual  support  had  been  made. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  Is  the  problem  I 
thought  the  Senator  had  in  mind,  and  I 
am  trying  to  figure  out  what  the  time 
element  has  to  do  with  the  procedure 
for  ending  such  abuses.  Perhaps  the 
answer  is  that,  even  with  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  and  in  spite  of  an  abuse  t^at 
may  exist  in  the  first  instance,  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office,  nevertheless, 
eventually  gets  all  the  vouchers  and  in- 
formation it  needs,  and  then  retro- 
actively can  correct  the  abuse.  Am  I 
right  or  wrong  about  that? 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  true,  although  the 
Senator  nfey  remember  that  the  Con- 
gress on  two  or  three  occasions,  and  par- 
ticularly during  World  War  II,  has 
waived  some  of  the  requirements  for  re- 
payment when  the  payments  have  been 
made  in  good  faith,  and  the  beneficiaries, 
the  dependents  and  such  as  the  children 
of  a  soldier,  may  have  expended  the 
money  and  simply  were  without  means 
to  reimburse  the  Government  after- 
ward. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  can  understand  that, 
but  I  am  thinking  now  about  the  prob- 
lem of  out-and-out  fraud. 

Mr.  CASE.  Of  course  if  there  is  out- 
and-out  fraud,  the  Government  should 
recover  any  pajTnent,  if  there  is  any  pos- 
sible way  of  collecting  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  language  of 
this  bill  in  any  way  waive  the  duty  of 
the  appropriate  government  officials, 
even  after  the  payments  have  been  made 
on  the  basis  of  certificates  of  the  officer, 
to  proceed  to  collect  all  the  infoitnation 
which  would  be  needed  in  the  absence  of 
the  certification  procedure? 

Mr.  CASE.  No.  it  does  not;  and  the 
bill  specifically  provides  that  the  "Secre- 
taries of  the  departments  concerned 
shall  prescribe  regulations  governing  the 
conditions  under  which,  and  the  classes 
and  types  of  facts  to  which,  the  above 
authority  will  be  applicable." 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  what  disturbs 
me.  I  am  for  any  procedure  that  will 
bring  needed  relief  to  the  dependents 
of  servicemen.  I  am  for  any  procedure 
that  will  take  care  of  the  human  element 
involved.  But  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
adopt  a  procedure  which,  after  the  so- 
called  human  element  has  been  taken 
care  of,  fails  to  impose  the  duty  on  the 
department  concerned  to  complete  the 
record  and  collect  the  same  evidence  and 
information  that  would  be  collected  if 
there  were  not  a  certification  procedure, 
in  order  to  determine  whether  any  un- 
deserved collection  had  been  made. 

Mr.  CASE.  There  is  nothing  in  this 
bill  which  waives  the  authority  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  to  examine 
the  correctness  of  a  payment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  it  places  no  duty 
upon  it  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  Oh,  it  has  that  duty  under 
general  law. 


sff-piA-.  ■( 


2074 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  18 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2075 


c 


M 


Mr.  MORSE.  This  bill  only  waives 
the  procedure  for  the  payment  In  the 
first  Instance? 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes:  so  far  as  the  certifi- 
cates of  the  ofBcers  are  concerned. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Then.  I  either  mlsvin- 
derstood  the  Senator  or  he  misspoke  in 
answer  to  my  other  question  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  duty  resting  upon  the 
Government  department  concerned  to 
collect  all  the  information  which  other- 
wise would  be  collected  in  the  absence 
of  certification.  I  understood  the  Sen- 
ator to  say  that  that  was  not  provided 
for.  His  position  now  is  that  they 
would  go  ahead  and  collect  that  infor- 
mation, anyway,  and  that  all  the  bill 
seeks  to  do  is  to  shortcut  the  time  ele- 
ment. Whatever  amount  is  paid  mis- 
takenly the  Government  is  in  position 
to  recover  imless  Congress  sets  aside  the 
repayment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Thtc  is  correct.  This  bill 
merely  continues  the  procedure  under 
which  we  have  been  operatin»«ince  1942. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
ment which  the  committee  desires  to 
have  considered  in  substitution  of  section 
2  Is  as  I  read  it  rather  than  as  it  is 
printed.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  Chimt  Clzrx.  It  is  proposed  to 
add  certain  words  to  section  2,  as  amend- 
ed, so  that  it  will  read  as  follows: 

Skc.  2.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  April 
2,  1953.  and  shall  terminate  upon  the  issu- 
ance of  a  proclazuatlon  by  the  President,  or 
the  adoption  by  the  Congress  of  a  concur- 
rent resolution,  terminating  the  national 
emergency  existing  on  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  act,  or  on  AprU  1,  1954,  which- 
ever is  earlier. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  (S.  1078)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
SCHOEPPKL  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUnVE  REPORTS  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WILET,  from  the  Ckxnmitt«e  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

Robert  D.  Murphy,  of  Wisconsin,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  minis- 
ter, now  Ambassador  Extracwdlnary  and 
Plenipotentiary  to  Japan,  to  be  an  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State;  and 

Charles  K.  Bohlen.  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  the  class 
of  career  minister,  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
executive  calendar. 


COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISERS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Arthur  P.  Burns,  of  New  York,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  con- 
flrmation  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bums  was  unanimously  recommended  by 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
as  one  of  the  three  members  of  the 
President's  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Seiuitor 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  a  series  of  questions  pertaining  to 
this  nomination.  May  I.  first,  say  that 
Mr.  Bums  made  a  very  fine  Impression 
upon  the  members  of  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee.  In  fact,  the  com- 
mittee recommended  unanimously  that 
his  nomination  be  reported  to  the  Senate 
for  confirmation.  That  action  w8is  taken 
immediately  following  the  hearings. 
We  were  very  favorably  impressed  by 
Mr.  Burns. 

While  I  do  not  believe  we  could  have 
a  better  man  serving  as  a  member  of 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  some- 
thing has  come  up  which  disturbs  me 
somewhat,  and  I  should  like  to  get  some 
clarification  from  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader,  if  I  can. 

Mr.  Bums  was  nominated  as  a  member 
of  the  Council  of  Ek;onomic  Advisers. 
That  Council  is  provided  for  in  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  1946,  from  which  I  now 
read: 

Sec.  4.  (a)  There  Is  hereby  created  In  the 
Executive  Office  of  the  President  a  Council 
of  Economic  Advisers  (hereinafter  called  the 
•■Council").  The  Council  shall  be  composed 
of  three  members  who  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  and  rach  of  whom 
shall  be  a  person  who.  as  a  result  of  his 
training,  experience,  and  attainments,  is  ex- 
ceptionally qualified  to  analyze  and  interpret 
economic  developments,  to  appraise  pro- 
grams and  activities  of  the  Oovernment  in 
the  light  of  the  policy  declared  in  section  2. 
and  to  formulate  and  recommend  national 
economic  policy  to  promote  employment, 
production,  and  purchasing  power  under  free 
competitive  enterprise.  Each  member  of  the 
Council  shall  receive  compensation  at  the 
rate  of  915.000  per  annum.  The  President 
shall  designate  one  of  the  memk>ers  of  the 


Council  as  Chairman  and  one  as  Vlee  Chair- 
man.  who  shall  act  as  Chairman  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Chairman. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  now  the  law:  and 
it  is  under  that  law  that  Mr.  Bums'  name 
was  proposed  to  the  Senate  as  1  of  3 
members  of  the  Economic  Council. 

There  is  pending  at  the  present  time  a 
conference  report  on  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  1953  which  has  in  it 
a  provision  with  reference  to  which  I 
wish  to  ask  some  questions  of  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader.  It  provides  for 
an  additional  grant  of  salaries  and  ex- 
penses, including  the  employment,  with- 
out regard  to  the  civil  service  and  clas- 
sification laws,  of  an  economic  adviser 
to  the  President,  and  a  stafl  Incidental 
thereto,  of  $50,000.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  provision,  if  enacted  into  law,  will 
have  the  effect  of  repealing  the  present 
provision  of  law  which  calls  for  an  Eco- 
nomic Council  of  three  members.  So  I 
am  wondering  if  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  can  give  me  some  informa- 
tion as  to  whether  my  interpretation  is, 
in  his  opinion,  correct. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Does  the  Senator  mind  if 
I  make  a  rather  comprehensive  explana- 
tion? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  Senator  would  give  me  an  explana- 
tion covering  the  whole  question.  It 
might  remove  the  necessity  of  asking 
further  questions. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand  the  com- 
mittee had  various  recommendations, 
some  from  persons  who  felt  that  the 
whole  Act  should  be  repealed  and  there 
should  be  no  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers, and  others  from  persons  who  felt 
that  there  should  be  one  and  not  three 
members.  The  President  did  not  feel 
that  he.  himself,  was  sufficiently  familiar 
with  the  general  situation,  so  he  at- 
tempted to  find  a  leading  economist  who 
would  go  over  it  and  make  definite  rec- 
ommendations to  him.  He  selected  Mr. 
Bums  because  he  thought  he  was  the 
best  man  for  the  purpose.  He  proposed 
to  appoint  Mr.  Burns  as  a  member  of 
the  Council  and  have  him  make  a  com- 
plete study  of  the  entire  question  and 
make  recommendations  to  him. 

After  that,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, either  because  of  a  doubt  or  be- 
cause they  would  not  appropriate  any 
money,  refused  to  appropriate  for  the 
Council.  They  finally  agreed,  under 
considerable  pressure,  to  provide  money 
for  this  study,  or  for  one  man,  at  least, 
to  make  the  study,  leaving  to  the  1954 
appropriation  bill  the  question  of  whom 
the  advisers  should  be. 

I  may  say  that  I  myself  have  urged 
upon  the  President  very  strongly  that 
the  present  law  be  continued  in  full 
force  and  effect,  and  I  shall  do  all  I 
can  to  bring  that  about.  Of  course,  an- 
other policy  could  be  followed  perma- 
nently if  Congress  should  undertake  to 
repeal  or  to  modify  the  law. 

I  had  some  doubt  about  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bums  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers,  when  he  cannot  draw  a  salary 
as  such,  but  I  have  been  sissured  that  he 
can  draw  salary  for  about  a  month  as  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers. If  the  House  cannot  be  per- 
suaded to  provide  money  in  time  in  its 


next  bill,  then  an  attempt  will  be  made 
to  persuade  Mr.  Burns  to  become  an  as- 
sistant to  the  President,  his  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  out  of  the  $50,000  which 
IS  provided  in  the  first  supplemental  ap- 
propriation bill. 

When  funds  are  finally  provided,  there 
will  have  to  be  confirmation  of  the  nom- 
ination of  Mr.  Burns  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  as  will 
also  be  true  of  his  two  associates. 

I  myself  feel  very  strongly  that  the 
plan  embodied  in  the  act  is  correct. 
When  there  is  a  question  of  broad  eco- 
nomic policy,  looking  to  the  future,  de- 
sit;ned  to  do  those  things  which  will  pre- 
vent a  depression,  it  will  be  found  that 
tlie  best  economist  in  the  world  may  have 
one  particular  theory  cf  which  he  is  very 
fond,  so  it  seems  to  me  it  is  advisable  to 
have  perhaps  three  economists,  having 
slightly  different  approaches  to  the  eco- 
nomic problems  to  be  solved.  Therefore, 
I  think  the  act  should  definitely  be  con- 
ti.ued  as  it  is  now  written. 

The  real  purpose  of  the  act  is  to  estab- 
lish a  long-distance  program  which  will 
prevent  the  development  of  a  depres- 
sion, and  in  order  to  reach  that  result 
the  law  must  be  maintained  to  the  very 
limit.  The  purpose  is  that  the  Council 
may  plan  economic  poUcy,  just  as  the 
National  Security  Council  plans  long- 
range  military  and  foreign  policy. 

I  hope  the  matter  will  be  straightened 
out.  I  have  conferred  with  the  White 
House  on  the  question,  and  I  am  sure 
the  best  course  to  follow  in  order  to  get 
Mr  Burns  is  to  confirm  his  nomination 
today  as  a  member  of  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers.  Then  he  can  proceed 
with  his  work,  because  under  the  bill 
now  in  conference  $50,000  can  be  so 
transferred  that  it  can  be  used  by  him  in 
that  position. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont. 

Mr  FLANDERS.  I  missed  a  point  in 
the  description  of  the  work  as  given  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio.  I  missed  the 
point  as  to  how  the  provision  for  a  fund 
for  the  employment  of  an  assistant  to 
.the  President  can  be  applied  to  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 
Would  the  Senator  from  Ohio  be  willing 
to  go  over  that  point  again? 

Mr.  TAPT.  If  no  other  means  could 
be  found,  there  is  no  doubt  that  Mr. 
Burns  could  resign  as  a  member  of  the 
Council  and  be  appointed  an  assistant 
to  the  President  and  draw  his  salary  from 
the  $50,000  appropriated  to  the  President 
to  enable  him  to  secure  economic  advice. 
Mr.  FLANDERS.  Then  it  would  be 
the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
that  this  matter  should  not  be  raised  in 
connection  with  the  conference  report. 
Mr.  TAPT.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 
I  disagree  with  the  House.  If  there  is 
no  other  way,  I  would  Just  as  soon  raise 
the  question.  The  Senate  appropriated 
$60,000.  I  belie-e,  for  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers,  in  the  normal  way.  I 
think  that  would  have  been  a  better  way 
to  handle  the  matter.  But  the  House 
has  its  own  viewpoint  on  the  subject, 
and  we  seem  to  have  been  unable  to  pre- 
vail over  the  stand  of  the  House.  I  would 
have  no  objection  to  the  Senator  raising 


objection  to  the  conference  report  when 
it  comes  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  if  the  question  could  be  settled  in 
the  conference  report,  perhaps  by  re- 
ferring It  back  to  the  committee,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  consider  the  whole 
matter  again,  as  it  looks  now  as  though 
we  may  have  to  do  if  this  anomaly  is 
permitted  to  remain. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  necessary  to  do  anything  over.  The 
appropriation  bill  is  to  provide  merely 
for  the  time  between  now  and  the  1st 
of  July.  At  that  time  the  permanent 
appropriation  law  will  come  into  effect. 
I  think  that  would  be  the  time  to  make 
the  real  battle  to  make  cei-tain  of  an 
adequate  appropriation  for  the  Council 
of  Ekx)nomic  Advisers  as  such,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  participate  in  that  effort. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  am  very  glad,  in- 
deed, that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  has 
given  expression  to  his  belief  in  the  use- 
fulness of  this  law.  because  it  seems  to 
me  that,  in  the  months  and  years  ahead, 
if  we  are  able  to  reduce  our  military  ex- 
penditures, we  shall  be  facing  a  difficult 
situation  in  maintaining  our  economic 
prosjjerity.  I  think  we  may  be  certain 
that  our  new  and  our  old  friends  in  Rus- 
sia confidently  expect  us  to  go  into  a 
tailspin  if  we  stop  our  high  expenditures 
for  war. 

Furthermore,  In  talking  to  many  peo- 
ple throughout  the  country  who  have  a 
scarcely  discernible  tinge  of  pink  in 
their  complexion,  I  have  found  the  gen- 
eral theory  among  them  to  be  that  we 
really  do  not  want  to  keep  out  of  war, 
because  if  we  did,  we  would  go  into  an 
economic  tailspin.  Such  people  merely 
grin,  and  Indicate  in  every  conceivable 
way.  except  by  direct  charges,  that  we 
really  must  keep  on  warring  or  preparing 
for  war,  if  we  desire  to  keep  out  of  eco- 
nomic trouble.  It  is  necessary  to  show 
such  people  that  that  is  not  a  fact. 

The  act,  which  was  passed,  as  I  re- 
member, in  1946,  was  directed  toward  an 
emergency  which  is  now  at  the  peak 
of  its  importance. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  is  correct,  but  I  believe  the  best 
way  to  reaffirm  our  belief  in  those  views 
is  now  to  confirm  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bums  as  a  member  of  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  further? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  am  certainly 
agreeable  to  confirming  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Burns,  but  I  believe  it  would  be 
most  desirable  to  have  an  understanding 
now  as  to  what  is  desired. 

I  join  with  the  able  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  FlandirsI  in  his  expression 
of  gratitude  to  the  able  majority  leader 
for  the  statement  of  his  confidence  in 
the  present  law. 

I  should  like  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and  of  all 
other  Senators,  the  statement  which  Dr. 
Burns  himself  made  in  the  hearing  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  He  made  very  much  the  same 
point  which  has  been  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio,  namely,  that  it  would  be 
much  better  to  have  the  composite  view 
of  three  economists  rather  than  to  rest 


upon  the  opinion  of  a  single  economist, 
although  he  did  say  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion he  wanted  to  study  very  thoroughly, 
because  others  had  strongly  recom- 
mended the  opposite  view. 

Do  I  understand  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  correctly  to  suggest  that  the  best 
arrangement  is  to  confirm  the  nomina- 
tion of  Dr.  Burns  as  a  member  of  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  in  which 
he  will  function  under  existing  law  so 
long  as  the  money  lasts,  which  probably 
will  be  a  month  or  a  little  more?  If 
Congress  has  not  acted  by  that  time  to 
make  more  funds  available  to  the  Coun- 
cil, probably  the  President  simply  will 
name  Dr.  Bums  as  an  adviser  to  the 
President,  without  confirmation  by  the 
Senate  being  necessary. 

I  gather  that  it  will  be  the  principal 
function  of  Dr.  Bums  to  make  a  study 
of  the  advisability  of  what  should  be 
recommended  for  the  permanent  appro- 
priation bill,  which  will  come  before  the 
Senate  later  in  the  spring. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
From  assurances  received,  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  entire  matter 
will  be  classified  in  the  1954  appropria- 
tion bill,  although  there  is  a  possibility 
of  a  recommendation  that  there  be  one 
adviser  instead  of  three.  But  I  think 
there  is  now  sufficient  support  in  both 
Houses,  and  in  the  White  House,  as 
well,  to  justify  the  assurance  I  have 
given. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  am  pleased  to 
hear  the  statement  Just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio.  I  am  not  greatly 
concerned  about  the  question  whether 
there  should  be  one  adviser  or  three.  I 
think  that  both  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
and  Dr.  Burns  have  stated  a  very  good 
reason  for  having  three,  and  I  think  it 
is  more  desirable  to  have  three,  but  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  make  a  point  of  the 
matter  if  the  President  should  recom- 
mend otherwise. 

What  I  do  not  desire  is  to  have  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers  in  effect 
abolished  by  action  taken  in  an  appro- 
priation bill.  I  gather  from  what  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  said  that  he  feels 
as  I  do,  and  believes  the"  matter  can  be 
adjusted  before  the  fiscal  year  ends. 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  so  believe. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  one  further  question. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Ohio  knows 
that  the  staff  of  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers  was  discharged  as  of  March  12, 
when  the  funds  ran  out,  except  for 
enough  to  pay  for  leave.  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  we  are  in  danger  of  losing 
some  very  good  members  whom  Dr. 
Burns  apparently  would  like  to  keep.  He 
said  that  he  had  already  talked  with 
various  members,  and  that  there  were 
some  good  ones  whom  he  would  like  to 
keep. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand  that  the 
$50,000  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  can  be  used  for  that  purpose,  and 
will  be  so  used. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  nomination 
of  Dr.  Bums  is  confirmed,  he  will  then  be 
able  to  act. 

Mr.  TAFT.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  should  like 
to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
very  good  article  written  a  few  days  ago 


*■:• 


m 


2076 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  18 


1053 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2077 


^ 

r 


by  Sylvia  Porter,  entitled  "Dr.  Arthur 
Burns.  Man  Who'll  Keep  Ike  Tabbed  on 
Economic  Situation.  Knows  Score."  I 
offer  ic  for  the  Record  as  it  appeared  in 
the  Birmingham  News  of  March  12, 1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
Dk.  Ahthur  BtTRNS.  Mak  Who'll  Kekp  Ike 

Tabbed    on    Economic    Situation,    Knows 

SCOKE 

(By  Sylvia  Porter) 

This  la  a  fine  appointment — the  selection 
by  President  Elsenhower  of  Dr.  Arthur  F. 
Burns  to  be  chief  economic  adviser  to  the 
White  House. 

Burns  Is  slated  to  be  chairman  of  the 
Presidents  reorganized  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers.  As  such,  he  can  have  a  vital  in- 
fluence on  the  President's  economic  deci- 
sions and  thus  on  your  Job,  your  paycheck, 
your  security,  your  entire  bread-and-butter 
life. 

Who,  then,  is  Burns? 

The  official  releases  will  tell  you  that  he 
Is  research  director  of  the  National  Bureau 
of  Economic  Research  and  full  professor  of 
economics  at  Columbia  University.  He  Is 
a  fellow  of  the  American  Statistical  Asso- 
ciation, a  member  of  the  American  Economic 
Association,  he  is  married,  has  children,  etc. 

But  this  doesn't  tell  you  anything  about 
Burns. 

Who.  then.  Is  Burns? 

He  is  an  economist  in  the  true  sense, 
what  his  fellow  workers  affectionately  call 
an   economic    scientist. 

He  is  a  lifelong  student  of  business  cy- 
cles— of  why  we  have  booms,  why  we  have 
busts,  how  we  can  recognize  them  before 
they  hit  us,  what  we  can  do  to  level  off 
the  tops  and  bottoms. 

He  Is  not  a  politician,  eager  to  make  po- 
litical policy.  He  is  an  economist  eager  to 
find  the  facts  and  truths  upon  which  all 
policies  can  be  based.  I've  been  studying 
and  reporting  on  Burns"  works  for  years; 
I  think  he  la  a  thoroughly  Intelligent  per- 
son. 

What,  then,  docs  Burns  stand  for? 

Out  of  all  that  he  has  said  and  written 
In  recent  years,  here  are  three  fundamentals 
worth  emphasizing  now: 

1.  He  believes  that  we  have  not  yet  con- 
quered the  business  cycle  and  that  It  Is 
lolly,  It  Is  dangerous  to  s\iggest  we  have. 

Burns  In  1950:  "For  the  present,  obit- 
uaries on  the  business  cycle  are  romantic 
expressions  of  human  impatience,  not  rec- 
ords of  solid  achievement."  The  recession 
of  early  1949  would  have  gone  much  deeper 
had  there  not  t>een  such  abnormally  large 
demands  for  cars  and  houses.  The  serious 
threat  to  us  comes  not  from  mild  or  brief 
contractions:  we  can  readily  adjust  to  these. 

"The  crucial  problem  of  our  time  Is  the 
prevention  of  severe  depressions." 

2.  He  stresses  that  this  country  has  made 
truly  remarkable  strides  toward  absolute 
equality  in  Incomes  since  1929. 

Burns  In  1951:  These  strides  "may  al- 
ready be  counted  as  one  of  the  great  social 
revolutions  of  history."  For  Instance,  In 
1929,  the  highest  percent  Income  group  ob- 
tained 34  percent  of  total  personal  Incomes; 
now  that's  down  to  18  percent. 

"It  Is  permissible  to  wonder  whether  many 
of  the  so-called  people's  democracies  can 
point  to  so  vast  a  democratization  •  •  •. 
We  must  seek  to  attain  a  material  reduction 
of  Income  inequalities  In  the  future  prin- 
cipally by  raising  the  productivity  of  those 
at  the  bottom  of  the  Income  scales." 

3.  He  salutes  you  and  me — *s  consumers — 
as  the  greatest  forces  In  the  past  few  years 
In  checking  inflation  and  respects  our  Im- 
portance In  the  marketplace  as  few  others 
do. 

Burns  In  1952:  "The  consumer,  rarely  a 
heroic  figure  in  economic  affairs,  scored  a 
noteworthy  success  In  the  struggle  against 


Inflation  during  the  past  year.  •  •  •  Th« 
consumer  has  emerged  as  a  complex  eco- 
nomic personality"— playing  a  strategic  role. 

As  chief  economic  adviser,  he  will  ix  on 
the  alert  for  signs  of  major  changes,  try  to 
anticipate  timing,  propose  offsets. 

He  will  try  to  remain  an  economic  scien- 
tist, working  with  no  Illusions  about  the 
perfection  of  the  American  system  but  with 
a  basic  desire  to  get  the  facts  to  perfect  It. 

Burns  is  an  excellent  choice.  If  In  the 
future  he  lives  up  to  his  record  In  the  past, 
we  will  be  the  gainers. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand that  the  President  is  in  favor  of 
continuing  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers,  to  consist  of  three  members? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No.  The  President  is 
definitely  in  favor  of  continuing  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  but  has 
not  made  up  his  mind  what  recommen- 
dation he  will  make,  as  to  whether  the 
membership  shall  consist  of  one  or  three. 
That  is  one  thing  which  has  given  the 
House  some  excuse  for  holding  up  the 
proceedings  until  that  determination  is 
made.  The  President  is  postponing  that 
determination  until  he  receives  Mr. 
Burns'  report. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  If  he  should  eventu- 
ally decide  that  he  is  in  favor  of  only 
one  economic  adviser 

Mr.  TAFT.  He  would  have  to  ask  for 
an  amendment  to  the  law;  and  if  the 
Congress  should  see  fit  to  do  so,  it  could 
still  insist  on  a  membership  of  three. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  one  fur- 
ther question. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  was  impressed  by 
what  the  Senator  from  Ohio  just  said, 
to  the  effect  that  Congress  would  have 
to  amend  the  basic  law.  I  hope  the 
Senator  means  that  we  would  have  to 
consider  an  amendment  to  the  law  itself, 
and  that  he  does  not  refer  to  action  by 
means  of  an  appropriation  act. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  my  meaning.  I 
do  not  approve  of  wiping  out  something 
indirectly  in  that  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is:  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Arthur  P. 
Burns  to  be  a  member  of  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


THE  NAVY 


AIR  FORCE— NOMINATIONS  PASSED 
OVER 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  Air  Force  nominations  on  the  cal- 
endar be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  nominations  passed  over  are  as 
follows : 

Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higglns  White.  238A.  to 
be  brigadier  general  for  appointment  In  the 
Regular  Air  Force  to  the  grade  Indicated 
under  the  provisions  of  title  V  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higglns  White,  238A, 
to  be  major  general  for  temporary  appoint- 
ment In  the  United  States  Air  Force  under 
the  provisions  of  section  515,  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 


Mr  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  Navy  nomination,  which  is  on  the 
Executive  Calendar  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  nomination  passed  over  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Henry  C.  Bruton  for  temporary  promo- 
tion to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral  In  the  line 
and  staff  corps  Indicated,  subject  to  quall- 
flcation  therefor  as  provided  by  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  nomination  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Philip  Young  to  be  Civil  Service 
Commissioner.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 


UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Anthony  Julian  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  the  district  of  Massachu* 
setts. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  Is  con- 
firmed. 


UNITED  STATES  MARSHALS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  Henry  Beaudreau  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Massa- 
chu.setts. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Enard  Erickson  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  district  of  Minnesota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  President 
be  immediately  notified  of  all  nomina- 
tions confirmed  this  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  no- 
tified forthwith. 


DISPOSITION  OF  SURPLUS  FOOD- 
LET  CARE  HELP  SHOW  WE  CARE 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  repeatedly  called  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  urgent  need  for  de- 
veloping new  and  useful  outlets  for  our 
abundant  agricultural  production. 

I  have  emphasized  how  necessary 
some  constructive  action  in  that  direc- 
tion has  become  as  a  result  of  falling 
farm  prices  theatening  to  undermine  our 
entire  agricultural  economy. 

I  have  emphasized  the  stake  we  all 
have  as  consumers  In  making  sure  that 
American  agriculture  is  provided  with 
the  incentive  of  fair  prices  to  continue 
producing  in  abundance  for  our  own 
future  security  and  protection  against 
scarcity. 

I  have  repeatedly  urged  that  In  pro- 
viding such  protection  we  make  good  use 
of  the  abundance  our  fanners  produce 
and  not  waste  it.    I  have  called  upon  the 


Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  look  beyond 
present  storage  programs  toward  new 
and  better  ways  of  making  good  use  of 
our  abundance,  particularly  of  perish- 
able products.  In  that  connection,  I 
.suggested  several  alternative  projwsals 
for  his  consideration  that  would  seive 
the  double  purpose  of  aiding  American 
BKiiculture  while  still  making  more  ben- 
eficial use  of  our  present  food  abun- 
dance. 

Ranking  foremost  among  such  alter- 
natives, in  my  opinion,  is  making  greater 
u.se  of  our  abundant  food  supplies  to 
eliminate  hunger  and  misery  where  it 
e.xists  in  the  free  world. 

As  a  sound  and  constructive  move  in 
that  direction,  I  am  proud  to  be  a  co- 
spon.sor  with  the  Senator  from  Montana 
I  Mr.  Murray  1  and  concurred  in  by  many 
others  of  the  proposal  for  creation  of 
an  international  food  reserve.  I  certain- 
ly hope  action  can  be  rushed  on  that 
undertaking  as  a  positive  part  of  our 
foreign  p>olicy. 

But  hunger  in  the  world  does  not  wait 
for  either  Senate  debate  or  international 
neKoliations. 

Nor  can  Senate  debate  and  interna- 
tional negotiation  halt  the  depressing 
eflect  on  farm  prices  of  any  temporary 
o\ersupply  of  farm  commodities  accu- 
mulating in  this  country. 

For  that  reason  I  would  like  to  suggest 
today  a  more  immediate  step  that  can 
be  taken  to  prevent  waste  or  deteriora- 
tion of  farm  surpluses  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  by 
pelting  such  commodities  distributed 
among  friendly  peoples  throughout  the 
world  who  urgently  need  such  assistance. 

I  would  like  to  suggest — and  urge — 
Uiat  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  take 
immediate  steps  to  turn  over  as  much  of 
our  existing  surplus  food  supplies  as  can 
be  intelligently  distributed  to  an  organi- 
zation like  CARE — Coop>erative  for 
American  Remittances  to  Europe — to 
further  its  mission  of  good  will  in  the 
name  of  the  American  people. 

Offhand,  the  presence  of  over  a  bil- 
lion dollars'  worth  of  agricultural  sur- 
plus foodstuffs  in  Government  ware- 
houses may  be  regarded  as  a  yardstick 
for  the  abundance  with  which  this  coun- 
try of  ours  and  its  economy  is  blessed, 
and  we  certainly  must  continue  main- 
taining adequate  reserves  as  a  safeguard 
for  our  own  economy.  But  there  seems 
no  point  to  allowing  any  of  these  com- 
modities— wheat  and  corn,  seeds  and 
butter,  beans  and  cottonseed  oil — to  go 
to  waste,  grow  rancid,  be  eaten  by  rats 
and  mice,  and  be  otherwise  destroyed  by 
time  and  weather  when  at  the  same  time 
millions  of  people  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  are  actually  starving  to  death  for 
the  want  of  a  crust  of  bread. 

In  this  connection  I  am  not  thinking 
primarily  of  the  people  of  Western  Eu- 
rope, to  whose  aid  the  Government  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  rallied  in 
such  magnificent  fashion  in  the  immedi- 
ate postwar  years.  I  am  thinking  rather 
of  the  people  of  the  so-called  backward 
areas  of  the  world.  War-ravaged  Korea 
comes  to  mind  first,  of  course,  with 
its  population  decimated  by  hunger, 
want,  and  disease.  It  is  not  war,  how- 
ever, but  drought  and  other  disasters 
that  bring  hunger  and  famine  to  India 
and  Pakistan, 


Both  Israel  and  the  Arab  countries 
are  facing  serious  problems  of  food 
shortages.  These  were  brought  about, 
in  the  case  of  Israel,  by  opening  the 
doors  to  all  needy  immigrants;  and  in 
the  case  of  the  Arabs,  by  the  refugee 
problems  resulting  from  the  establish- 
ment of  the  State  of  Israel.  Our  surplus 
could  help  in  both  of  these  areas. 

The  northern  villages  of  Greece  still 
need  help,  and  Yugoslavia  is  facing  its 
thiid  year  of  drought.  The  northeast- 
ern states  of  Brazil  are  in  the  throes  of  a 
famine  as  a  result  of  the  second  serious 
drought  in  2  years.  Floods  in  the  up- 
lands of  Peru  and  a  drought  in  the 
northern  central  valley  of  Mexico  offer 
needs  that  could  be  helped  by  our 
surpluses. 

Immediate  help  is  needed  in  many 
parts  of  the  world.  Help  is  at  our  dis- 
posal, yet  the  food  lies  unused  in  our 
w  arehouses. 

It  may,  of  course,  be  argued  that  to 
release  these  surpluses  would  mean  that 
the  Government,  and  that  means  in  the 
last  analysis  the  taxpayer,  would  in  ad- 
dition to  their  original  cost  have  to 
shoulder  also  the  cost  of  their  distribu- 
tion. But  such  is  not  the  case  if  these 
foodstuffs  were  turned  over  to  a  private 
agency  like  CARE. 

A  precedent  was  in  fact  established  2 
years  ago  when  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  of  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  made  available  to 
CARE  more  than  52  million  pounds  of 
milk  powder,  egg  powder,  and  butter, 
foods  which  were  then  filling  the  Govern- 
ment warehouses.  More  than  48  million 
pounds  of  these  foods  were  distributed 
by  CARE  throughout  Yugoslavia,  which 
was  then  suffering  the  worst  drought 
and  crop  failure  in  its  history.  The  rest 
was  sent  by  CARE  to  Greece,  Italy,  and 
other  European  countries  greatly  in 
need.  CARE's  entire  cost  of  hauling 
these  foods  from  Government  ware- 
houses, packaging  and  shipping  them, 
and  distributing  them  to  the  ultimate 
consumer  was  paid  for,  not  by  the  United 
States  Government,  but  by  the  volun- 
tary contributions  of  the  American 
people. 

For  obvious  reasons  the  CARE  experi- 
ment in  Yugoslavia,  ofiBcially  termed 
"the  largest  single  relief  operation  ever 
undertaken  by  a  private  American  wel- 
fare agency  within  a  given  country,"  was 
followed  with  the  closest  attentiori. 
CARE  itself  watched  the  distribution  of 
these  foods  with  a  team  of  special  ob- 
servers, all  of  them  American  citizens, 
who  toured  the  country  in  jeeps  for  the 
whole  6  months  of  the  operation,  to  see 
that  there  was  no  discrimination  of  any 
kind.  None  was  encountered.  Even  the 
most  critical  observers,  some  of  them 
delegated  by  political  and  religious 
groups  in  America,  agreed  that  the  Tito 
government  was  scrupulously  honoring 
the  letter  and  spirit  of  its  contract  with 
CARE.  Orthodox  and  Roman  Catholics, 
Protestants,  Jews,  and  Mohammedans 
alike  benefited  equally  from  these  foods 
brought  to  them  by  CARE  as  a  gift  from 
America. 

The  success  of  that  CARE  experiment 
speaks  for  itself.  Here  is  an  agency — 
a  private  agency,  I  might  underscore — 
that  in  7  years  of  existence  has  built  the 
facilities  and  the  apparatus  to  dissemi- 


nate direct  and  immediate  aid  to  "the 
man  on  the  bottom  of  the  pile."  Nor 
does  it  seem  necessary  that  the  pattern 
CARE  established  in  Yugoslavia  be  pre- 
cisely repeated  in  every  case.  DiSerent 
countries  with  their  conditions  may  well 
call  for  varied  approaches  to  the  problem 
of  distribution.  At  any  rate,  CARE  has 
the  know-how  to  see  the  job  through. 

I  suggest  that  as  much  of  our  billion 
dollars'  worth  of  stored  and  unused  ag- 
ricultural surplus  as  is  not  necessary 
against  eventual  emei-gencies  in  our  own 
midst  be  given  to  CARE  for  free  distri- 
bution in  the  worlds  present  areas  of 
need. 

One  of  the  lessons  that  may  be  drawn 
from  CARE'S  Yugoslavian  experiment  is 
that  it  netted  us  the  true  and  lasting 
friendship  of  a  courageous  people. 
Friendship,  I  feel,  is  something  that  we 
as  a  nation  stand  more  in  need  of  than 
anything  else  in  the  world.  There  is  no 
better  way  to  a  man's  heart  than  timely 
aid  in  the  hour  of  his  need.  We  have  the 
means  of  giving  such  aid.  We  should 
avail  ourselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
winning  new  friends  and  knit  old  friend- 
ships even  closer. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  will  heed  this  plea. 


ADDRESS  BY  GEN.  DOUGLAS 
MacARTHUR 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record,  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks,  a  short  statement  which 
was  made  by  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur  to 
the  Association  of  Graduates  at  the 
Founders'  Day  dinner  of  the  Military 
Academy,  held  in  New  York  last  Satur- 
day. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

On  behalf  of  the  Association  of  Gradu- 
ates, I  welcome  everywhere  all  those  at- 
tending the  Founders'  Day  dinner.  Thla 
anniversary  stirs  many  poignant  memories 
in  me — memories  which  In  many  respects 
are  common  to  all  graduates  of  the  Military 
Academy.  They  take  each  one  back  to  that 
ceremony  on  the  plan  at  West  Point  when 
he  entered  the  military  service  and  dedi- 
cated himself  to  "duty,  honor,  country." 
They  carry  through  successive  academic 
years  toward  mastery  of  the  rudiments  of 
military  science  and  the  art  ol  war — to- 
ward absorption  of  one  of  the  highest  moral 
codes  on  any  campus,  to  culminate  In  the 
assumption  of  the  responsibilities  and  obli- 
gations of  commissioned  leadership.  There- 
after, all  paths  diverge  from  that  crucible  of 
common  experience,  but  all  continue  to  rest 
upon  a  fundamental  concept  written  In  blood 
by  our  fighting  men  upon  the  battlefields  of 
all  the  world.  It  Is  that  military  strategy 
and   tactics   must   produce   victory. 

Napoleon  once  said  that  military  organi- 
zation and  tactics  should  be  revised  at  least 
every  10  years.  He  recognized  that  In  the 
evolution  of  military  science  nothing  would 
remain  static  and  that  new  techniques 
would  become  indispensable  to  attain  the 
changeless  goal  of  victory.  Down  through 
the  ages,  the  character  of  war.  but  not  Its 
purp>ose.  Is  a  constant  record  of  change. 
From  the  elephant  of  Hannibal's  day  to  the 
modern  tank  and  airplane,  th«««tory  is  al- 
ways the  same — the  tactics  in  one  war  are 
always  deficient  In  the  next,  but  the  endless 
purpose  remains  Immutable — victory. 

I,  myself,  have  witnessed  this  evolution 
over  a  span  of  more  than  50  years.    At  th« 
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turn  of  the  century,  the  target  was  one 
enemy  casualty  at  the  end  of  a  rifle.  Then 
came  the  machlnegun  designed  to  kill  by 
the  dozen.  After  that,  the  heavy  artlUery 
raining  death  upon  the  hundreds.  Then  the 
aerial  bomb  to  strike  by  the  thousands, 
followed  by  the  atom  explosion  to  reach  the 
hundreds  of  thousands.  Now  electronics  and 
other  processes  of  science  are  being  perfected 
to  raise  the  destructive  potential  to  encom- 
pass millions.  But  at  each  introduction  of  a 
new  weapon  or  a  new  method,  new  tactics 
have  been  devised  based  upon  the  one  un- 
changing fundamencal  purpose  and  Ideal, 
victory.  Always  the  aim  has  been  the  same, 
victory. 

But.  now.  oblivious  to  the  lessons  of  mili- 
tary history  and  the  American  tradition,  a 
new  concept  has  arisen  from  outside  our 
ranks  which  tends  to  disavow  victory  as  the 
combat  objective  and  to  advocate  In  its  stead 
a  new  kind  of  tactic  on  which  to  base  the 
battle.  The  result  can  be  nothing  but  fail- 
ure, nothing  to  repay  the  terrible  human 
sacrifice  of  war.  We  of  the  military  shall 
always  do  what  we  are  told  to  do.  But.  If 
this  Nation  Is  to  survive,  we  must  trust  the 
soldier  once  our  statesmen  fall  to  preserve 
the  peace.  We  must  regain  our  faith  In  those 
lessons  and  traditions  which  have  always 
sustained  our  victorious  march  through  the 
military  perUs  which  have  beset  our  past. 
We  must  recapture  the  will  and  the  deter- 
nilnation  to  win  come  what  may  once  Ameri- 
can arms  have  been  commltteed  to  battle. 
We  must  reject  the  counsels  of  fear  which 
strange  and  alien  doctrines  are  attempting 
to  force  upon  us.  We  must  proclaim  again 
and  again  and  again  an  invincible  adherence 
to  the  proposition  that  in  war  there  can  be 
no  substitute  for  victory.  It  is  for  this  the 
"thin  Grey  line"  must  stand. 

Again  my  greetings  and  warmest  welcome 
to  you  all. 


Whereas  40  Senators,  at  the  luglng  of  pri- 
vate oil  Interests,  have  now  Introduced  a 
bill  In  Congress  to  give  the  $50  billion  off- 
shore oil  lands  to  the  several  coastal  SUtes: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  house  of  representatives 
{the  senate  concurring).  That  the  Minnesota 
State  Legislature,  now  in  session,  do  me- 
morialize Congress  and  President  Owlght  D. 
Elsenhower  to  oppose  the  passage  of  any  such 
proposed  legislation  which  wou'.d  obviously 
circumvent  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  raise  Federal  taxes,  injure  our  peace- 
time oil  reserves,  and  Jeopardize  the  defenses 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  Be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  stale 
transmit  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  president 
of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker  ct  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and 
each  Member  of  the  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota. 


RESOLUTION  ADOPTED  BY  MINNE- 
SOTA HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA- 
TIVES 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  proud  to  inform  the  Senate  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 
yesterday  by  a  vote  of  76  to  39  adopted 
a  resolution  memorializing  the  Congress 
to  protect  the  Federal  ownership  of  the 
offshore  oils,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  text  of  the  resolution  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  text  of 
the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Joint  resolution  memorializing  Congress 
relative  to  legislation  now  before  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  affecting  tide- 
land  oils 

Whereas  the  United  States  Supreme  Court, 
on  three  separate  and  precedent-setting  oc- 
casions, has  ruled  that  the  wealthy  offshore 
oil  lands,  known  as  tidelands,  belong  to  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States  of  America 
rather  than  to  any  Individual  States; 

Whereas  a  number  of  private  and  govern- 
mental estimates  have  Indicated  that  the 
amount  of  wealth  now  known  to  be  found 
In  the  oil  resources  of  these  tidelands 
amounts  to  at  least  $50  billion; 

Whereas  this  wealth  of  oil  not  only  Is  the 
property  of  all  Americans  but  la  vital  to  the 
peacetime  and  defense  needs  of  the  United 
States,  which  does  not  have  enough  oil  re- 
serves for  either  purpcae  and  has  recently 
been  Importing  large  quantities  from  abroad; 
Whereas  the  Income  from  offshore  oil  as 
long  as  It  )■  not  given  over  to  Individual 
States  will  b»  available  for  use  In  financing 
needed  Fedend  Government  programs,  thus 
twfticing  Federal  taxes; 
u 


DISPOSITION  OP  SO-CALLED 
TIDELANDS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  series  of 
letters  and  resolutions  which  I  have  re- 
ceived in  recent  days  opposing  the  quit- 
claim legislation  designed  to  turn  our 
offshore  oil  reserves  over  to  the  four 
coastal  States  and  in  favor  of  the  An- 
derson bill  of  which  I  am  a  cosponsor 
also  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  time.  It  is  clear  to  me  that  the 
best  interest  of  my  State  of  Minnesota 
and  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  calls  for  enactment  of  the 
Anderson  bill  and  the  Hill  amendment 
to  that  bill,  which  would  utilize  the  Fed- 
eral Governments  royalties  from  the  off- 
shore oil  for  our  national  defense  and 
for  the  education  of  our  children. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

New  Ulm  Civic  and 
Commerce  Association, 
New  Vim.  Minn.,  March  6,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphret. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D  C. 
Dkar  Senator  Humphrey;  The  national 
affairs  committee  of  the  New  Ulm  Civic  and 
Commerce  Association  has  discussed  the 
tidelands  dispute  and  have  asked  that  I  ex- 
press their  views  on  this  issue. 

Their  arguments  for  Federal  control  of  the 
submerged  coastal  lands  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Giving  the  States  title  to  submerged 
coastal  lands  is  a  step  toward  a  policy  of  giv- 
ing away  our  national  resources — so  essen- 
tial  to  our  defense. 

(2)  Federal  control  of  the  lands  makes  it 
beneficial  to  all  of  the  people  in  place  of  a 
limited  number.  Income  therefrom  should 
be  beneficial  to  the  entire  Nation. 

The  above  arguments  were  voiced  by  the 
committee,  composed  of  seven  members,  who 
have  asked  that  I  express  their  stand. 
Very  truly  yours. 

New  Ulm  Civic  and  Commerce 

Association, 
H.  G.  Meine,  Secretary. 


bill  that  would  turn  the  offshore  tldeland  oil 
to  the  coasUl  States.  We  r.sk  you  to  support 
the  Lister  Hill  amendment. 

Arthur  A.  Belsang.  Olof  H.  Curd,  Anton 
Ha  us,  Emll  Le  May,  C,  P.  Bauer.  Halger 
Swenson,  J.  Magnuaon,  Benjamin 
Henderson,  John  H.  Sprlggs,  Lewis  N. 
Hastrawser.  M.  Uusa.  George  Limire, 
Joseph  A.  Ntckelson,  Charles  Btirlin- 
game,  H.  Bredemann,  Sam  Delmont, 
James  R  Lynn.  Gunnard  H  Johnson, 
Eben  Pollock.  Frank  A.  Duprus,  Emil 
G.  Keller.  Kenneth  Nlckelson,  Wilbur 
Simons,  Theo.  Fettlnger. 

Northome  Commcrciat.  Clttb, 
Northome.  Minn  .  March  8,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphbet, 
Untied  States  Senate, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Humphrey;  The  Northome  Com- 
mercial Club  held  their  regular  meeting  on 
February  23,  and  the   tldeland  oU  question 
was  discussed.     It  was  moved  that  the  club 
was  In  favor  of  having  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment control  same  and  that  all  royalties  be 
reserved   for  educational    purposes,   which  I 
am  sure  you  will  agree  are  in  dire  need  of 
Improvement. 

We   will   appreciate  your   able  support  U» 
regard  to  this  proposition. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Earl  R.  Lhotka, 
Secretary,  Northome  Commercial  Club. 

National  Federatton 
or  Post  OrricE  Clerks. 
St.  Paul,  Minn  .  March  9.  1953. 
Hon    Hubert  H'mphrey, 
United  States  Senate, 
Waxhmgton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  By  action  taken  at  the  last 
meeting  of  Local  85.  National  Federation  of 
Post  Ofnce  Clerks,  St,  Paul,  Minn.,  I  was  In- 
structed to  write  to  you  that  our  members 
are  opposed  to  giving  the  offshore  oil  to  the 
States. 

Also  our  members  are  opposed  to  a  per- 
centage   tax-reduction    program.      We    urge 
your  support  of  Increasing  the  basic  exemp- 
tions as  the  fairest  way  to  reduce  taxes. 
Thank  you  for  your  support. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Walter  O.  Noreew, 
Secretary,  Local  65. 


Hon.  Senator  Humphrey:  We,  Local  No. 
967,  Operating  Engineers,  of  the  A.  F  of  L. 
for  the  public  schools  In  the  city  of  St.  Paul 
assembled  this  day,  March  7,  1953,  would  like 
to  commend  you  on  your  action  concerning 
the  quitclaim  offshore  oil  land  to  the  coastal 
States.  We  and  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  feel  that  the  tldeland  offshore  oils  be- 
long to  all  of  the  States. 

We,  the  undersigned,  are  signing  our 
zntnes  asking  you  to  again  vote  against  any 
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CERTtnCATt       OF       RESOHTTTON       ADOPTED       BT 

Stockholders  at  22d  Annual  Meeting  or 

Stockholders  or  Farmers  Union  Csntral 

Exchange,  Inc.,  March  5,  1953 

Upon  motion,  duly  seconded,  the  following 
resolution  was  unanimously  adopted: 
"TmELANDs  on. 

"We  are  much  concerned  as  a  group  In  the 
extremely  rapid  rate  of  dissipation  of  the 
Irreplaceable  natural  resources  of  the  Nation. 
all  too  often  to  the  benefit  of  a  few  and 
detrimenUl  to  the  the  national  welfare  as  a 
whule. 

"For  instance,  one  of  the  few  remaining 
great  natural  resources  is  the  tidelands  oil 
o!T  the  United  States  coastline.  We  fear  that 
the  relinquishment  of  national  rights  In  this 
area  will  set  a  precedent  which  may  result 
In  a  very  short-sighted  policy  in  the  dis- 
position of  the  remaining  Federal  natural 
resources,  such  as  timber,  range  lands,  water, 
and  minerals. 

"We  believe  that  administration  of  these 
great  potential  revenue  producing  natural 
resources  by  the  United  States  Government 
win  be  of  great  relief  to  all  taxpayers  of  our 
Nation:  Therefore  be  It 

'•Resolved,  That  this  meeting  favors  con- 
trol of  the  so-called  tidelands  oil  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  benefit  of  ths 
whole  population  of  this  great  country." 

I,  Ruby  M.  Heraty,  assistant  secretary  of 
the  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange,  Inc., 


do  hereby  certify  that  the  forgoing  Is  a  true 
and  complete  copy  of  resolution  adopted  at 
ilie  22d  annual  meeting  of  stockholders  of 
thp  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange,  Inc., 
March  5.  1953. 

Ill  witness  whereof.  I  have  hereunto  set  my 
hand  and  affixed  the  seiil  of  said  corporation 
thus  l3lh  day  of  March  1953. 

RirST   H.   HE«ATT. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Cooperative  Se«viczs,  Inc., 
Minneapolis,  Minn,,  March  13,  1953. 
H  n    HiBERT  H   Humphret, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Wa.ihington,  D.  C. 
DE^R  Senator:  The  more  than  5.000  mem- 
bers of  Cooperative  Ser^'lces  wUh  to  express 
their  deep  appreciation  of  your  stand  on 
tiie  off-shore  oil  lands  of  the  United  States. 
They  believe  and  want  you  to  continue  your 
efT  .rts  to  adjudicate  these  lands  to  all  the 
pt-ople  of  the  United  StMes. 
Yours  truly. 

Cooperativx  Sexvicss, 
Walter  HomCAN. 

General  Manager. 

St   Paul  CIO  Couwcii., 
St.  Paul.  Mmr.,  March  13.  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  HuMiHRrr, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Wash7riiton.  D    C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  At  the  last  meeting  of 
the  St  Paul  CIO  Counci.  the  delegates  dls- 
cu.s-sed  pending  leglslatlcm  in  the  National 
C  i.grt-s.s,  more  particularly  legislation  deal- 
II  s;  with  offshore  oil  and  gas  resources. 

A.S  a  result  of  that  discussion  I  have  been 
111.  i.'^ucied  to  inform  you  that  our  members 
arc  ^ij'posed  to  any  legislation  which  would 
autliun/e  the  granting  o!  these  resources  to 
s«\i'r:tl  individual  Statei.  We  are  of  the 
opiiiuMi  that  these  resources  belong  to  the 
(i;; ire  Nation  and  should  be  retained  for  the 
hfipfit  (if  the  entire  Natl  an. 

We  iilso  are  In  complete  support  of  Sen- 
s' r  Hill  s  amendment  which  would  earmark 
the  funds  received  from  these  resources  In 
ruyalties  to  help  build  new  schools,  pay  bet- 
tor salaries  to  teachers  and  provide  more 
.idequate  educational  equipment  throughout 
the  c'luntry 

Wf  therefore,  slncerelf  request  that  you 
rij>,"isc  any  efforts  to  turn  over  to  Individual 
.sr;i't!.  these  resources  which  belong  to  all 
o'.  w.  and  further  rcquei  t  that  you  support 
llie  Hiil  amendment. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Otto  P.  Simok.  Jr.,  President. 


Midland  Di?trict.  No    1. 

Lewiston,  Minn. 
Sen.'^tor  Hitbert  HuUphrit, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Wa.ih.ngton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  motion 
nci  .pted  at  our  district  cc  nference,  I  am  for- 
wardiiig  the  following  resolution: 

"Hfsohtion  on  Offshore  On.  Deposits 

■  Great  petroleum  reserves  lie  off  the  coasts 
"i  ti.e  United  States  which  would  be  devel- 
oped for  the  benefit  of  all  the  people.  The 
tilted  States  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  three 
limes  that  oil  deposits  bi;yond  the  tidelands 
belong  to  all  the  States. 

"Now  an  effort  Is  again  being  made  to  take 
the  rights  to  offshore  oil  from  the  Federal 
Ci  vernment  and  give  them  to  the  few  States 
'!■  at  lie  contiguous  to  these  deposlU. 

.'-enator  Lister  Hill,  of  Alabama,  and  a 
niin.b'-r  of  other  Senatois  have  proposed  an 
amendment  that  would  earmark  a  large  por- 
'loii  of  the  funds  derived  from  offshore  oil 
development  for  educational  purposes  in  all 
the  States:  Be  it 

■Resolved  by  the  delegates  of  District  1, 
Midland  Cooperative  Wholesale,  representing 
■'•<  cioperative  organizations  in  southeast 
l^innesota.    That    our    ilepreseaUtives    and 
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Senators  in  Congress  be  urged  to  work  and 
vote  for  the  retention  of  existing  Federal 
rights  to  offshore  oil  deposits,  or,  falling  that, 
to  support  the  oil-for -education  amendment 
mentioned  above. 

"We  also  call  upon  the  cooperatives  in  this 
district  of  Midland  Cooperative  Wholesale, 
as  well  as  their  thousands  of  members,  to 
express  to  their  Congressmen  and  Senators 
their  concern  that  the  rights  of  all  the  States 
in  offshore  oil  resources  be  protected." 
Cooperatively  yours. 

Homer  Goss, 
Secretary -Treasurer. 

"Resolution  2 

"Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  ruled  twice  that  tide  oil  lands  are  a 
Federal  property;  and 

"Whereas  the  bill  of  Senator  Hill,  of  Ala- 
bama, provides  that  said  tide  oil  deposits  are 
valued  at  approximately  940  billion,  and  also 
provides  that  royalties  from  the  oU  earnings 
should  be  used  for  the  educational  school 
system  of  the  Nation:  and 

"Whereas  the  private  oil  Interests  are  at- 
tempting to  monopolize  this  oil  resource  by 
State  rights :  Be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Clark  County  Farmers 
Union,  as.iembled  this  5th  day  of  February 
1953  in  the  little  Burton  School  House  in 
the  Evergreen  district,  Vancouver,  Wash., 
that  the  Clark  County  Farmers  Union  ex- 
press Its  fullest  support  of  the  Hill  amend- 
ment regarding  Federal  rights  to  tide  oil 
lands;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  we  respect  and  favor  the 
decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
on  this  very  Important  subject." 

We  recommend  that  a  copy  of  this  resolu- 
tion be  sent  to  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives from  this  State  In  the  United  States 
Congress,  also  a  copy  be  sent  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  Douglas  McKay,  also  a 
copy  to  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, Arthur  B.  Langlle,  and  one  copy  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  Dwight 
Elsenhower,  and  one  copy  filed  with  the 
County  Farmers  Union  secretary. 

Sara  Local  Union  Resolutions 

Committee, 
Albert  Bauer. 
T.  A.  Snyder. 
Bertha  Snyder. 
Endorsed    by    the    Clark   County   Farmers 
Union,  Inc.,  this  5th  day  of  March  1953: 
Albert  Miller. 
John   L.   Hockinson. 
Clyde  Christensen. 
R.  C.  Uncemach. 


Otter  Tail  Cooperative  Oils,  Ikc, 
Fergus  Falls,  Minn,,  March  14,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D,  C. 
Dear  Sir:  We  understand  that  there  is  a 
proposal   before  the  Senate  to  give  the  In- 
come from  the  offshore  (tidelands)   oil  to  3 
States.  California.  Texas,  and  Louisiana. 

We  sincerely  solicit  your  support  in  opf>os- 
Ing  any  such  move  as  it  would  be  very  un- 
fair to  the  other  States. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Otter  Tail  Cooperativi  Oils,  Inc. 
Anton  L.  Ripka,  Manager. 

Minneapolis.  Mink., 

March  S.  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  HuMPHaxT, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Humphret:  The  issue  of 
whether  the  ownership  of  the  vast  deposits 
of  oil  which  lie  outside  of  the  coastal  waters 
of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  the  Pacific  Ocean 
shall  belong  to  aU  the  States  or  to  the  three 
States  of  Louisiana,  Texas,  and  CallfornU 
will  soon  come  before  Congress  for  Its  con- 
sideration. 


I  want  to  urge  you  to  retain  the  owner- 
ship of  these  vast  resources  for  all  the  States 
and  all  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
The  Supreme  Court  has  repeatedly  held  that 
these  vast  resources  rightfully  belong  to  all 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  It  would 
be  a  serious  Injustice  to  surrender  the  owner- 
ship of  these  resources  to  the  three  States. 
Respectfully  yours, 

John  B.  Vandermtde. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
finally  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
statement  prepared  by  me  for  distribu- 
tion to  my  constituents  on  this  question 
be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Offshore  Oil — A  Stoht  of  a  Treasure  Hunt: 
The  Facts  and  the  Fables 

What  is  the  controversy  over  submerged 
oil   land   all   about? 

Why  should  oil  under  the  sea  give  rise  to 
one  of  the  critical  public-policy  debates  of 
this  century? 

What  Is  at  stake  for  every  American  in 
this  offshore-oU  issue? 

here  are  the  facts 

It  is  conservatively  estimated  that  there 
Is  between  $50  and  f75  billion  worth  of  oil 
and  natural  gas  off  the  southern  and  south- 
western coasts  of  our  country. 

That's  a  big  stake.  Indeed. 

To  four  coastal  States — California,  Texas, 
Louisiana,  and  Florida — Its  well  worth  work- 
ing for. 

But  to  the  American  people  It  Is  worth 
speaking  and  fighting  for.  It's  theirs,  by  vir- 
tue of  law  and  history. 

COURT    decisions    CLEAR 

The  Supreme  Court  has  settled  the  ques- 
tion of  legal  title  to  oil  In  submerged  lands 
off  the  coasts  of  the  United  States.  In  3 
different  decisions.  It  has  determined  that 
the  offshore-oil  reserves  belong  to  all  of 
the  people — not  Just  to  those  of  4  States. 

The  Court  recognized  that  the  Federal 
Government  has  consistently  claimed  these 
seas  and  submerged  lands  since  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson first  did  so  In  1793. 

It  recognized  the  century-old  doctrine  of 
International  law  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment controls  the  marginal  seas. 

It  recognized  the  chief  reason  for  this  doc- 
trine— the  Federal  Government  controls 
those  seas  because  It  defends  those  seas,  and 
their  defense  is  essential  to  the  defense  of  the 
country. 

WE  ALL  SHARE  DEFENSE 

All  Of  the  people  contribute  to  that  de- 
fense. 

Why  should  four  States  be  allowed  to  make 
off  with  resources  the  whole  Nation  protects? 

But  the  oil  Is  burled  treasure. 

As  usual,  when  treasure  Is  found,  there  are 
treasure  hunters  around  to  grab  it  If  they 
can. 

The  four  coastal  States — and  the  oil  com- 
panies who  stand  behind  them — now  want 
the  Congress  to  Ignore  the  Supreme  Court 
decisions  that  this  treasure  belongs  to  all 
the  people.. 

They  want  the  Congress  to  reverse  every 
traditional  American  policy  Involved. 

They  want  the  Congress  to  Ignore  the  in- 
terests of  national  security. 

They  want  Congress  to  give  them  quitclaim 
deeds  to  these  submerged  oil  lands. 

And  the  Congress,  unless  the  public  inter- 
venes, may  side  with  the  treasure  hunters 
and  do  it. 

BETTER  ALTKRNATIVK  OFrzmKD 

Why  not  oil  for  education  instead? 
Fortunately,  the  Congress  also  has  before 
it  a  sensible  alternative. 
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It  Is  the  Anderson  bill  and  Hill  aniend- 
ment  providing  that  the  Government's  rev- 
enue from  royalties  on  the  submerged  oil 
reserves  shall  be  used  for  educational  pur- 
poses In  all  the  States. 

That  would  mean  at  lea&t  $319  for  every 
■choolchlld  In  America. 

It  would  be  In  keeping  with  the  traditional 
American  policy  of  using  proceeds  from  the 
public  lands  for  education  of  our  children. 

It  would  provide  a  mc^ns  of  meeting  the 
pressing  financial  needs  of  education  when 
no  other  source  is  In  sight. 

It  would  mean  an  estimated  tl65,SOO.0OO 
for  the  schools  of  Minnesota  alone. 

Ye;  Congress.  Instead,  is  seriously  consid- 
ering giving  these  offshore  oil  rights  away. 

HEKE  AXZ  THE  FABLES 

Instead  of  being  faced  squarely,  the  en- 
tire Issue  has  purposefully  been  confused  by 
erroneous  talk  about  tidelands  and  mis- 
leading use  of  the  States  rights  battle  cry  as 
a  smokescreen. 

NO  DlSPtm  ON  TIDELANDS 

Tidelands  are  the  thin  strip  of  shore  land 
between  low  and  high  tide.  Such  land  isn't 
even  involved  in  the  offshore  oil  controversy. 
Everyone  agrees  that  this  land  belongs  to  the 
States. 

But  the  four  States — behind  the  misnomer 
of  "tidelands" — also  want  to  claim  the  oil 
reserves  which  lie  beyond  the  tidelands — be- 
yond even  the  historic  national  3-mlle  limit. 
out  In  the  area  known  as  the  Continental 
Shelf. 

None  of  these  States  ever  claimed  any 
rights  in  these  offshore  waters  until  discovery 
of  oil. 

They  have  claimed  more  and  more,  how- 
ever, as  larger  oil  reserves  have  been  found 
to  be  further  out  in  the  Continental  Shelf. 

Now,  they  are  asking  control  over  the  ocean 
out  to  150  miles  from  the  shore,  all  under 
the  disguise  of  tidelands  and  States'  rights. 

How  much  more  ridiculous  can  they  be. 
when  international  law  only  recognizes  na- 
tional sovereignty  out  to  a  3-mile  limit? 

But  that's  the  tidelands  fable. 

THE    BIGHT    OF    EQUALITT 

The  four  States  say  the  Supreme  Court 
decision  violates  States'  rights.  Yet,  from 
the  beginning  of  our  Nation,  no  such  State 
right  to  the  marginal  waters  has  ever  been 
recognized. 

The  constitutional  basis  of  States'  rights  Is 
an  assumed  equality  between  the  States. 

This  equality  will  not  be  preserved  by 
turning  over  from  $50  billion  to  $75  billion 
worth  of  Federal  oil  to  four  States. 

It  will,  however,  be  preserved  if  all  the 
States  share  equitably  In  the  proceeds. 

All  of  the  States  control  their  tidelands; 
none  control  more. 

Why  should  four  States  ask  for  control  of 
up  to  150  seaward  miles  beyond  the  tide- 
lands? 

Under  the  Constitution,  all  States  have 
entered  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  other  States.  Yet  Texao  now  claims  she 
reserved  the  ocean  to  herself,  despite  the 
fact  that  she  entered  the  Union  with  no 
reservations. 

That's  the  States'  rights  fable — a  repudia- 
tion of  the  fundamental  doctrine  of  the 
equality  of  the  States. 

JUST  WHO   IS  TUTINC  TO  CRAB? 

Who  is  doing  the  grabbing? 

These  submerged  lands  have  always  be- 
longed to  the  Federal  Government.  The  Su- 
preme Court  says  they  still  belong  to  the 
United  States,  not  Just  the  four  adjacent 
States. 

Yet  the  four  States,  in  trying  to  seize  this 
rich  source  of  revenue  for  themselves,  are 
cleverly  making  it  appear  to  the  American 
people  that  the  United  States  is  trying  to 
grab  something  away  from  the  States. 

How  can  we  be  grabbing  something  that 
already  belongs  to  all  of  us?     How  can  we 


be  taking  anything  away  from   the  States 
when  they  don't  own  It  now  nor  never  have? 
But  that's  another  of  the  fables — the  fable 
of  who  Is  grabbing  what  from  whom. 

here's  what  we  risk 

The  national  security  of  our  people  Is  at 
stake.  Today,  In  a  mechanized,  mobilized, 
and  uncertain  world,  the  United  States  is  a 
net  importer  of  oil. 

We  desperately  need  an  overall  petroleum 
policy,  and  our  military  forces  must  be  as- 
sured of  oil. 

Is  this  any  time  to  consider  giving  up  con- 
trol of  offshore  oil  reserves? 

/ILL    PUBLIC    LANDS    PERILED 

Other  rational  Interests  are  at  stake,  too. 
All  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  Stales 
are  threatened. 

The  so-called  tidelands  bill  is  only  the  first 
step  of  a  thoroughgoing  attack.  Already, 
two  *Dills  are  before  the  Congress  to  turn  over 
other  of  the  public  lands  to  the  States. 

Since  the  days  of  Theodore  Roosevelt,  the 
United  States  has  painstakingly  built  a  con- 
servation policy  which  is  coherent  and  In  the 
national  interest. 

Now.  as  a  result  of  the  tidelands  quitclaim 
bills  and  other  attacks  on  the  public  lands, 
that  policy  faces  wanton  destruction — at  a 
time  when  It  urgently  needs  extension  in  t'.ie 
Interests  of  national  security. 

HIRE'S   WHAT   WE   CAN    GAIN 

Since  1785,  our  Government  has  devoted 
proceeds  from  public  land  for  aid  to  educa- 
tion. That  policy  has  given  us  the  world's 
finest  land  grant  college  system. 

Yet  today,  our  entire  public  school  system 
Is  in  grave  financial  danger,  due  to  higher 
costs,  a  growing  population,  and  the  fiscal 
demands  for  defense.  It  is  estimated,  as  a 
result  of  a  nation-wide  survey  of  school  con- 
struction needs,  that  Minnesota  will  need 
over  $165  million  in  the  next  10  years 'for 
school    construction    purposes. 

HOW  CAN   NEEDS   BE    MET? 

Today,  In  Minnesota,  our  State  legislature 
is  at  its  wit's  end  to  raise  money  for  educa- 
tion. If  It  appropriates  all  funds  available 
for  school  construction  and  the  school  dis- 
tricts exercised  their  full  bond  issue  powers, 
Minnesota  would  still  fall  short  $46  million 
for  school  construction   purposes  alone 

It  Is  becoming  Increasingly  difficult  lor  lo- 
calities to  vote  bond  issues  for  education. 
Many  local  governments  are  at  their  millage 
limits,  and  cannot  raise  more  money. 

A  splraling  population  makes  the  situation 
even  more  critical. 

But  our  rich  oil  reserves  under  the  sea 
can  provide  ample  means  of  meeting  this 
education.al  crises,  at  no  additional  cost  to 
the  American  taxpayer.  Minnesota  school 
construction  needs  mould  be  fully  met  by 
the  oil-foi -education  proposal. 

ARE   WE    BEING    FAIR? 

Nobody  wants  to  see  the  four  coastal 
States  deprived  of  anything  they  are  entitled 
to.  Everybody  wants  to  see  them  gel  a 
square  de.il. 

Under  the  Anderson  bill,  the  four  coastal 
States  are  still  being  favored  rather  than 
discriminated  apainst. 

The  bill  provides  that  the  four  States, 
which  by  accident  of  geography  are  closest  lo 
the  oil  resources,  will  get  37 '^  percent  of  the 
royalties  from  oil  produced  within  the  3-mlle 
limit,  plus  the  same  fair  share  of  the  rest 
of  the  royalties  as  apportioned  among  all 
States   according   to  school    enrollment. 

FOLLOWS    MINERAL-LEASING    PRECEDENT 

The  Anderson  bill  establishes  the  division 
Of  royalties  on  the  same  fair  basis  as  estab- 
lished In  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  for  leasing 
of  mineral  rights  on  other  publicly-owned 
lands — 37 'a  percent  to  the  States,  the  rest  lo 
the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

The  Hill  oil-for-education  amendment,  In 
turn,  provides  that  the  Federal  Government 
would  deposit  its  revenues  from  the  oil  in 


a  special  fund  to  be  set  aside  for  the  educa- 
tional needs  of  our  youth. 

The  coastal  States  would  get  a  special  slice 
of  the  revenue  first,  then  share  equally  in  the 
rest  of  the  distribution.  As  a  result,  under 
the  combined  Anderson-HlU  proposal,  the 
coastal  States  would  get  about  $100  more 
per  child  than  other  States  of  the  Union. 

Isn't  that  fair  enough? 

But  It  doesn't  satisfy  the  four  coastal 
States.  In  defiance  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
they  still  want  this  valuable  source  of  reve- 
nue turned  over  to  them,  leaving  the  educa- 
tional crisis  In  the  rest  of  the  country  right 
where  It  la. 

Who  is  being  fair  and  who  Is  being  unfair? 

TIME    FOR    THE    SHOWDOWN 

The  moral  right  of  general  welfare  and  the 
legal  riglit  of  established  national  sover- 
eignty are  both  clearly  on  the  side  of  the 
people  In  asking  Congress  to  reject  the  4- 
State  grab  and  adopt  the  falr-to-everybody 
Anderson  bill  with  the  Hill  oll-for -education 
amendment. 

The  American  people  have  the  record  uf 
American  history  and  American  law  on  their 
Ride  in  their  fi^ht  to  preserve  their  public 
lands,  to  educate  their  children,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  their  defense. 

This  record  and  the  entire  tradition  of 
our  public  policy  and  general  welfare  are  now 
being  called  in  question.  They  are  in  danger 
of  tseing  annulled. 

Past  and  future  are  both  in  Jeopardy. 

The  majority  of  our  people  are  once  again 
having  to  fight  for  the  public  Interest. 


RESOLUTION  ADOPTED  BY  THE  MIN- 
NESOTA ASSOCIATION  OP  ADMIN- 
ISTRATORS OF  HOMES  FOR  THE 
AGED 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimou.s  consent  that  a  resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Twin  City 
Association  of  Administrators  of  Homes 
for  the  Aged,  Minne.sota,  concerning 
earning  power  of  the  aged  be  included  in 
the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  bemg  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

minnesota  association  of 

administrators  of 
Homes  for  the  Acid. 

March  7.  1953. 
Hun    Hltekt  H    Humphret, 
United  State.'i  Senate, 

Washington,  D  C. 
Dear  Senator  Hi'MPHret:  At  a  meeting 
of  the  Twin  City  Association  of  Adminis- 
trators of  Homes  for  the  Aged,  held  January 
27.  it  was  unanimously  voted  that  a  resolu- 
tion be  sent  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  from  Minnesota,  relative  to 
lUf  recipients  of  old-age  a-ssistance  grants. 
It  seemed  strongly  Indicated  to  us  that  for 
a  recipient  of  such  a  grant  lo  be  able  to  earn 
up  to  $300  per  year  would  not  only  give  him 
financial  assistance,  but  would  stimulate  his 
Interests,  improve  his  morale,  and  in  addi- 
tion, relieve  the  labor  shortage  In  many  in- 
stances; consequently,  we  are  urging  that 
such  a  bill  be  passed  by  Congress.  We  arc 
directing  this  resolution  to  you.  knowing  of 
your  high  Interest  In  the  problems  of  aging 
and  j'our  protective  attitude  toward  those 
who  have  attained  advanced  age. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  Campbell  Keith, 

President. 


AIR  MAIL  SUBSIDY  SEPARATION 

Mr  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  introduce,  for  ap- 
propriate reference,  the  air  mail  subsidy 
separation  bill,  on  behalf  of  myself  and 


the  following  23  dlstirgulshed  Senators 
of  both  parties:  The  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  AncBWl.  the  senior  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Ci.nnarTS].  the 
junior  toenator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
COOPER  1 .  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon 
I  Mr.  CoRDOMl,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  DOUGLAS  1 .  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
pan  I  Mr.  FkrcusokI,  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette  1,  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hennihcs],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  the 
.senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Ives),  the  Senator  from  Washington 
(Mr.  jAcKsow).  the  juiiior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr  Johnstom],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessise  [Mr.  KefauverI  , 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
KiLcoREl.  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
icota  [Mr.  Lancer  1.  tJie  junior  Senator 
f  1  cm  New  York  I  Mr.  LtHMAw] .  the  junior 
Senator  from  Montami  IMr.  Mansfield], 
the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
I  Mr  MaybankI.  the  &»nator  from  South 
Dakota  (Mr.  Mundt],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  Murray],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  (Mr.  SchoeppelI.  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith  1. 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman). 

1  his  bill  is  the  text  which  was  favor- 
ably reported  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce — 
House  Report  3041  of  tie  81st  Congress — 
which  bill,  with  only  small  changes. 
unanimously  passed  the  House  on  De- 
cember 11.  1950.  Oui  new  Senate  bill. 
V  uh  the  single  exception  of  a  technical 
amendment  inserted  on  page  5,  at  the 
suii'rzestion  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Cordon  1,  is  also  the 
companion  to  House  bill  131,  Introduced 
by  my  colleague  from  Massachusetts, 
R  presentative  Heselton. 

Four  years  ago.  Mr.  President,  the  bl- 
parti.san  Hoover  Comrnission  on  Organ- 
i/.ition  of  the  Executive  Branch  unani- 
mously lecommended  that  any  subsidies 
to  commercial  airlines  be  separated  from 
Compensation  for  the  c;ost  of  carrying  air 
mail.  On  the  same  day  when  this  Hoover 
Commission  report  was  transmitted  to 
the  Congress  I  introdiced  in  the  House 
a  bill— H.  R.  2908.  of  tae  81st  Congress— 
to  carry  out  this  reforai.  which,  with  the 
cooperation  of  my  colleague,  Represent- 
alive  Heselton,  and  with  the  strong  sup- 
poi  t  of  Members  of  both  parties,  unani- 
mously passed  the  Hovise  in  the  81st  Con- 
f;re.ss.  However,  bectiuse  the  bill  came 
lo  the  Senate  toward  the  end  of  the  ses- 
.sion,  the  Senate  was  not  then  able  to 
act  on  it. 

I  hope  that  this  n(?w  bill,  having  the 
.strong  support  of  so  many  outstanding 
Senators  of  both  parties,  will  successfully 
pass  this  Congress. 

Back  in  the  80th  Congress  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  made  a  re- 
port—Senate Report  1389.  80th  Con- 
pre.ss— submitted  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  fiom  Oregon  (Mr.  Cordon]  con- 
taining this  recommendation: 

The  present  bUl  coctalna  $&8.&83.000  for 
payment  of  coats  of  curylng  air  mall  and 
tiie  subsidy  to  comnr.erclal  airlines.  The 
subsidy  represents  the  major  portion  of  this 
amount,  and  has  no  direct  relationship  to 
the  cost  of  alr-mall  "ransportatlon.  •  •  • 
The  rate  of  alr-mall  transportation  la  not 
fixed  by  the  Poet  Offlct'  Department  but  by 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  and  la  Intended 


to  represent  the  amount  which,  added  to 
other  revenues,  U  sufficient  to  guarantee  to 
the  airline  In  question  profit  on  their  ven- 
ture. The  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  is  the  authority  for  this  arbitrary 
charge  against  the  Federal  Treasury. 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  committee  recommends  to  the  appro- 
priate legislative  committees  that  a  compre- 
hensive study  be  made  of  the  administration 
of  the  subsidy  provision  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  with  a  view 
to  enacting  legislation  ^^Ich  will  divorce 
subsidy  from  the  legitimate  alr-mall  trans- 
portation costs  so  that  the  true  picture  can 
be  made  available  to  the  American  people. 

I  should  like  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Senate.  Mr.  President,  to  the  wisdom 
of  this  report  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  should  also  like  to  point  out 
that  during  the  approximate  5  years 
since  this  recommendation  was  made  to 
the  Congress,  the  amounts  involved  in 
so-called  "air  mail  pay"  have  very  sub- 
stantially increased,  to  the  point  where 
now  we  are  told  that  the  requested  postal 
appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1954 
contains  $134,000,000  to  be  given  to  the 
airlines  under  the  misleading  label  ,of 
"mail  pay."  In  response  to  continuous 
congressional  questioning,  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  now  admitted 
that  of  this  vast  sum,  no  more  than  $63,- 
000,000  can  be  considered  compensation 
for  mail  services  actually  rendered.  By 
subtracting  the  second  figure  from  the 
first.  Mr.  President,  we  can  see  that  the 
difference  is  $71,000,000  per  year,  which 
is  simply  a  hidden  subsidy  to  the  re- 
cipient airlines,  a  subsidy  given  without 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  tax- 
payers. 

Our  bill  provides  that  in  the  future 
airlines  will  be  paid  fair  and  reasonable 
compensation  for  carrying  the  United 
States  mail,  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the 
cost  of  services  actually  rendered  by 
those  airlines,  plus  a  fair  return.  Any- 
thing over  and  above  this  mail  compen- 
sation will  have  to  be  a  direct  subsidy 
out  in  the  open,  instead  of  hidden,  and 
will  have  to  be  charged  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  instead  of  to  the  Post 
Office  Department.  These  subsidies  will 
have  to  be  reviewed  each  fiscal  year  by 
the  Congress,  as  was  specifically  recom- 
mended by  the  Hoover  Commission.  Our 
bill  Increases  the  emphasis  on  national 
defense,  instead  of  on  deficits,  as  the 
standard  for  granting  subsidies. 

Furthermore,  our  bill  requires  an  an- 
nual public  report  to  the  Congress  on 
who  is  given  how  much  mail  pay  and  who 
is  given  how  much  subsidy,  and  why.  As 
a  result  of  our  reform,  the  public,  the 
Congress,  and  the  President  will  know 
the  amounts  of  the  subsidies,  and  will 
have  a  chance  to  pass  on  the  purposes 
for  which  they  are  used. 

This  bill  exactly  carries  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  another  report  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations — 
Senate  Report  310  of  the  81st  Congress- 
submitted  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  MaybankI  : 

The  committee  calls  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress to  the  Incongruity  of  charging  the  Post 
Office  Department  appropriation,  under  the 
guise  of  cost  of  carrying  the  malls  by  air. 
huge  sums  of  money  running  Into  mlUlona 
of  dollars  which,  in  truth,  have  no  relation 
whatever  to  the  costs  of  alr-maU  transporta- 
tion but.  In  fact,  are  simply  subsidies  to  the 
recipient  airlines.     The  committee  believes 


that  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Act 
of  1938,  aa  amended,  should  be  further 
amended  so  as  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
this  subsidy  under  its  present  destination 
and,  thus,  to  relieve  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment from  being  required  to  carry  the  Item 
as  a  part  of  Its  appropriation.  Such  change 
In  the  1938  law  wUl  also  serve  to  let  the 
Congress  and  the  people  know  the  nature 
and  extent  of  this  subsidy. 

In  addition,  this  bill  was  favored  by 
the  report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Small  Business — Senate  Report  540.  82d 
Congress — made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  : 

Further,  your  committee  advises  Imme- 
diate enactment  of  legislation  to  separate 
airlines  subsidy  from  compensation  for  the 
cost  of  carrying  air  mail. 

The  bill  we  are  today  introducing,  Mr. 
President,  has  Ijeen  supported  in  two  sets 
of  hearings  before  the  Senate  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
and  in  two  sets  of  hearings  before  the 
House  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee,  by  the  Commerce  Depart- 
ment, the  Post  Office  Department,  the 
Budget  Bureau,  the  Citizens  Committee 
for  the  Hoover  Report,  the  C.  I.  O.,  the 
A.  F.  of  L.,  the  taxpayers  organizations 
of  a  great  many  States,  niunerous  vet- 
erans associations,  other  public-spirited 
groups,  and  individual  citizens.  There 
has  been  no  opposition  to  this  reform, 
save  from  some  of  the  subsidized  airlines. 
Some  of  the  subsidized  airlines  have 
urged  and  are  urging  upon  the  Con- 
gress that  no  legislation  be  enacted  to 
separate  subsidies  from  air  mail  pay, 
and  that  the  subject  be  left  to  adminis- 
trative handling  by  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board.  There  are  two  funda- 
mental difficulties  vvith  this  procedure. 
Mr.  President : 

First.  Such  a  plan  would  leave  airlines 
subsidies  as  part  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment appropriation,  thus  urmeces- 
sarily  increasing  the  postal  deficit  and 
also  depriving  the  Congress  of  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  upon  these  subsidies  as  a 
separate  and  open  appropriation  item. 
Second.  The  reports  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board  indicate  that  the  Board 
has  not  estimated  proper  mail  compen- 
sation on  the  basis  of  a  full  allocation  of 
the  cost  of  the  airlines  between  mail, 
passenger,  and  freight  services.  The 
Hoover  Commission  recommended  that 
"the  mail  rates  should  no  longer  include 
any  need  for  subsidy  element,  but  should 
be  based  on  the  service  rendered.  They 
should  refiect  a  fair  allocation  of  costs 
by  the  mail,  passenger,  and  freight 
services."  This  recommendation  is  not 
carried  out  in  the  administrative  reports 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  and  in- 
deed this  Board  has  no  obligation  to  do 
so  in  the  absence  of  a  legislative  direc- 
tive. However,  this  recommendation  of 
the  Hoover  Commission  is  amply  car- 
ried out  in  section  2  of  our  bill  being  in- 
troduced today. 

Questions  have  also  arisen  as  to  the 
difference  between  our  bill,  S.  1360,  and 
Senate  bill  908.  While  both  bUls  have 
similar  titles,  their  content  is  very  differ- 
ent; and  I  ask  uiuinimous  consent,  Mr. 
President,  to  have  printed  in  the  Rectmui 
at  this  point  a  memorandum  on  the  dif- 
ferences between  our  bill  and  Senate  bill 
908. 
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There  belns  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Mkmokanduii   on   DiimENczs   Bxtwefn   S. 

1380     (THI    Am    IllAIL    StJBSIDT     Skpaeation 

Bill  aw  the  83d  Cong.)  Intboduced  bt  Mji. 

KXMNEST.     rO«     HIMSELT,     ME.     AlKEN.     MR. 

Clements,   Mx.   Coopee,   Me.   Cordon,   Me. 

Douglas,  Mb.  F'eegdson,  Me.  Gillette,  Me. 

HENNINGS,     MX.     HUMPHBET.     ME.     IVES,     MR. 

Jackson,  Me.  Johnston  of  South  Caeo- 
LiNA,  Mx.  Kefauvee,  Mx.  Kiloore,  Mx.  Lan- 
Gxx,  MX.  Lehman,  Mr.  Mansfield.  Mr.  Mat- 
bank,  Mx.  MUNDT,  MB.  MURXAT,  MX.  SCHOEP- 

PEL,  Mb.  Smith  of  New  Jexset,  and  Mr. 
Spaxkman.  and  S.  908,  Intboduced  by  Mb. 
Johnson  of  Colorado  To  Pbovide  fob  the 
Sepabation  of  Subsidy  Fbom  Aib  Mail  Pat, 

AND    FOB    OtHEB   PUBPOSES 

Our  bin.  S.  1360,  Is  designed  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  ol  the  bipartisan 
Hoover  Commission  for  an  effective  separa- 
tion of  airline  subsidies  from  mall  pay.  and 
was  originally  Introduced  on  the  same  day. 
February  21,  1949.  that  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion Report  on  the  Post  Office  was  released  to 
the  Congress.  In  accordance  with  the  Hoover 
Commission  recommendations,  our  bill  de- 
fines mail  compensation  as  being  fair  and 
reasonable  and  not  exceeding  the  cost  to  the 
airline  of  rendering  mall  service  plus  a  fair 
return;  this  cost  standard  Is  applied  equally 
to  all  airlines;  an3rthlng  above  this  mall 
compensation  Is  considered  as  subsidy  and 
will  have  to  be  a  separate  appropriation  Item 
charged  to  CAB,  and  not  the  Post  Office,  anu 
subject  to  annual  review  by  the  Congress. 
In  addition,  our  bill  requires  annual  public 
reports  by  CAB. 

S.  908  Is  quite  different  and  Its  confilct 
both  with  the  recommendations  of  tne 
Hoover  Commission  and  with  our  bill  Is  as 
follows : 

1.  Contracts:  The  Hoover  Commi<vion 
recommended  that  "losses  and  subsidies 
should  be  made  clear  each  fiscal  year  and 
passed  upon  by  the  Congress."  (Hoover 
Commission  Report  on  Federal  Business 
Enterprises,  p.  16.)  This  recommendation 
Is  carried  out  In  our  bill.  S.  1360.  which 
provides  that  any  subsidies  to  commer- 
cial airlines  will  have  to  be  a  separate  ap- 
propriation Item  voted  on  each  year  by 
the  Congress.  By  contrast,  S.  908  grants 
the  CAB  additional  power  to  give  out  several- 
year  subsidy  contracts  to  certain  airlines. 
This  provision  naturally  gets  around  annual 
congressional  review  of  the  subsidies  and 
weakens  the  control  which  the  Congress 
should  rightfully  have  over  Federal  expendi- 
tures. 

In  support  of  the  principles  contained  In 
our  bill,  S.  1360,  as  distinct  from  S.  908.  I 
quote  the  following  report  made  to  the  House 
by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Kansas 
(Mr.  ReesI  : 

•'It  Is  the  recommendation  of  the  com- 
mittee that  the  subsidy  element  In  airmail 
pay  be  separated.  It  has  been  suggested 
that  this  could  be  arrived  at  by  accounting 
procedures  In  the  Post  Office  Department. 
However,  this  procedure  would  not  eliminate 
the  basic  objection  which  is  that,  under  the 
present  situation,  we  have  an  administrative 
board  allocating  public  funds  through  which 
basic  public  policies  are  established  without 
action  directly  by  the  Congress.  The  better 
solution  Is  to  make  provisions  for  subsidies 
directly  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board." 

2.  Cost  standard:  The  Hoover  Commission 
recommended  that  "The  mail  rates  should 
no  longer  Include  any  need  or  subsidy  ele- 
ment but  should  be  based  on  the  service 
rendered.  They  should  reflect  a  fair  alloca- 
tion of  costs  between  mall,  passenger  and 
freight  services."  (Hoover  Commission  Task 
Force  Report  on  Regulatory  Commissions. 
page  77) .  Our  bill  faithfully  carries  out  this 
recommendation  by  providing  that  hence- 
Xorth  mail  pay  shall  be  fair  and  reasonable 


and  shall  not  exceed  the  reasonable  and 
necessary  cost  of  rendering  mail  service,  plus 
a  fair  return.  (S.  1360,  p.  3.  lines  5-10.) 
In  addition.  S.  1360  (p.  6.  lines  14-19)  pro- 
vides that  these  cost  figures  shall  be  secured 
through  a  fair  cost  allocation  system.  By 
contrast,  S.  908  provides  no  cost  standard 
at  all  for  mail  pay.  It  will  be  Impossible 
effectively  to  divide  mail  pay  from  subsidy 
unless  a  definite  dividing  line,  like  the  cost 
standard,  is  established.  Otherwise.  It  will 
be  easy  for  the  present  mail  payments  to 
airlines  to  be  whitewashed  as  mall  compen- 
sation and  we  will  be  right  back  where  we 
are  now.  with  the  airlines  charging  the  post 
office,  on  the  average,  $2  00  for  $1  00  of  serv- 
ice. Furthermore.  8.  908  contains  a  special 
favor  for  our  International  airlines  ( p. 
6,  lines  12-16)  providing  that  their  "mail 
pay"  shall  Idc  no  less  than  the  highest  rates 
permitted  anywhere  in  the  world  under  the 
Universal  Postal  Union.  The  practical  re- 
sult of  this  provision  would  be  to  proclaim 
as  being  simply  "mall  pay"  a  price  for  car- 
rying letter  mail  of  about  »1  91  per  ton-mile 
(meaning  1  ton  moved  1  mlle>  which 
is  almost  three  limes  the  rate  charged  by 
those  same  airlines  for  luxury  passengers. 
We  would  therefore,  under  S.  908.  see  the 
ridiculous  result  of  airlines  being  paid  three 
times  as  much  for  mail  as  luxury  passengers 
e\ien  though  the  sacks  of  mall  do  not  enjoy 
the  comfortable  seats,  the  attentions  of  the 
stewardesses,  and  the  champagne  which  is 
provided  on  transatlantic  flights. 

The  Post  Office  Department  has  officially 
estimated  that  this  provision  of  S.  908  would 
cost  the  Post  Office  $15  million  per  year  more 
than  would  the  mail  pay  provisions  of  S.  1360. 

3.  Ellglbilty  to  apply  for  subsidies:  The 
Hoover  Commission  advocated  a  complete 
divorce  between  the  carriage  of  mall  and  the 
payment  of  subsidies,  and  this  is  the  effect 
of  S.  1360.  By  contrast.  S  908  (p.  7.  line  25 
through  p  8.  line  2)  limits  the  carriers  eligi- 
ble even  to  apply  to  the  Government  for 
subsidies  to  carriers  holding  mall  certificates. 
All  of  the  carriers  holding  mail  certificates 
are.  incidentally,  members  of  the  Air  Trans- 
port Association.  In  objecting  to  such  a 
limitation,  and  In  support  of  the  principle 
contained  In  our  bill  S  1360  (the  same  f.s 
H.  R.  131  by  Mr.  Heselton  i .  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
commented:  "The  committee  feels  that,  with 
the  separation  of  subsidy  from  airmail  pay 
made  by  the  bill,  there  is  no  logical  basis  for 
limiting  the  class  of  air  carriers  eligible  for 
subsidy  to  those  holding  mail  certificates, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  sulMidy 
determinations  are  to  be  made  with  respect 
to  furthering  not  1  national  objective  but 
3;  that  Is,  the  national  defense  and  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  as  well  as 
the  postal  service"  (H.  Rept.  3041.  8l8t  Cong., 
p.  8).  In  choosing  between  the  more  re- 
strictive language  of  S.  908  (only  carriers 
holding  mall  certificates)  and  the  language 
now  contained  In  our  bill.  S.  1360  (any  cer- 
tificated carriers,  meaning  any  carriers  hold- 
ing any  type  of  certificate,  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  mail  is  specified ) .  the  Defen.se 
Department  stated  (letter  of  March  28.  1952. 
to  Congressman  Heselton  ):  "The  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  would  prefer  that  any  cer- 
tificated air  carrier  be  made  eligible  to  apply 
for  subsidy.  If  mall  pay  is  to  have  an  actual 
service  or  use  basis,  there  would  seem  to  be 
no  reason  to  relate  separate  subsidy  pay- 
ments to  the  carrying  of  mall." 

Not  only  does  our  bill.  S.  1360.  carry  out 
this  recommendation  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  but  also  It  makes  national  defense 
the  No.  1  test  for  the  granting  of  subsidies, 
whereas  no  such  priority  for  defense  is  con- 
tained In  S.  908. 

4.  Compulsory  tender  of  mall  regardless 
of  cost:  S.  908  prevents  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral from  withholding  mail  from  one  flight 
because  another  flight  is  cheaper,  even 
though  there  would  be  no  faster  delivery  of 


the  mall  to  the  addressee.  Furthermore. 
S.  908  (p.  2.  line  21)  Includes  an  artificial 
minimum-weight  limit,  which  the  Post- 
master General  has  denounced  as  likely  to 
Involve  substantial  payments  to  airlines  for 
fictitious  loads.  These  objectionable  provi- 
sions do  not   appear   In  S.   1360. 

5.  Public  reports:  Our  bill  (8.  1360.  p  7. 
lines  4-11)  requires  the  CAB  to  report  annu- 
ally to  the  Congress  on  who  got  how  much 
mail  pay,  and  who  got  how  much  subsidy, 
and  why.  This  requirement  la  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the  Hoover 
Commlsdlon  that  subsidies  t>e  brought  out 
into  the  open  so  that  "the  President,  the 
Congress,  and  the  public  may  know  what  the 
amounts  of  the  sutwidles  are."  This  re- 
quirement for  annual  reptjrts  on  the  Juctlfl- 
cation  for  subsidy  paymenia  la  omitted  from 
8    S08. 

S  908  Is  not  an  effective  air  mall  subsidy 
separation  bill. 

On  the  other  hand  S.  1360  provides  for 
effective  separation  of  airline  subsidies  from 
mail  pay  in  a  fair  and  logical  manner,  and 
lU  passage  would  place  on  the  statute  books 
another  valuable  reform  recommended  by 
the  Hoover  Commission  and  by  six  congres- 
sional committees  under  the  chairmanship 
of  men  of  both  parties. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear,  Mr.  President,  that  our  bill  S.  1360. 
does  not  in  any  way  prohibit  subsidies  to 
airlines  or  cut  off  subsidies.  Our  bill 
simply  brings  them  out  into  the  open 
and  leaves  it  up  to  Congress  each  year 
to  determine  whether  to  raise  or  lower 
the  amount  of  public  money  to  be  de- 
voted to  subsidizing  commercial  airlines. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  our  bill 
is  not  antiairline.  and  does  not  elimi- 
nate subsidies,  but  simply  brings  them 
out  into  the  open. 

Mr.  President,  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  ai-e  now  carrying  the 
heaviest  load  in  peacetime  American 
histoiy.  On  all  sides  we  hear  about  the 
need  for  economy  and  efficiency  in  the 
Federal  Government. 

We  have  here  one  bill  which  can  re- 
duce the  postal  deficit  by  $71,000,000  a 
year  and  can  bring  these  hidden  sub- 
sidies out  into  the  open,  where  the  tax- 
payers, through  their  elected  Represent- 
atives, may  have  an  opportunity  to  pass 
on  them  each  year.  I  believe  this  is  one 
simple  and  logical  reform  which  we 
should  make  for  greater  economy  and 
efficiency  in  our  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  President.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  air  mail  subsidy 
separation  bill,  which  I  am  introducing 
at  this  time,  on  behalf  of  myself  and  23 
of  my  colleagues,  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1360 »  to  provide  for  the  separation  of 
subsidy  from  air-maif  pay,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Kennedy 
•  for  himself  and  other  Senators),  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  \t  enacted,  etc. — 

SHORT  title 

Section  1.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the 
"Air  Mail  Subsidy  Separation  Act  of   1953." 

BATES      FOR       TBANSPOBTATION       OF       MAIL      AND 
SUBSIDY  FOB  ESSENTIAL  AIBCBAFT  OPIBATION 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Subsections  (a),  (b).  and  (c) 
Of  section  406  of  the  Civil  Aeronautic*  Act 


of  1938.  a«  amended.  ar»  hereby  amended  to 

read  as  follow*: 

"bates      fob      TBANSPOBTiiTTOK      OT      MAIL      AND 
6UBSIDT  FOB  XSaXNTlAL  AIBCBAFT  OPBBATIOM 

•Authority  to  fix  compensatory  rates 
"Sec  400.  (a)  (1)  The  Civil  Aeronautlcc 
Board  is  empowered  and  directed,  upon  lU 
own  initiative  or  upon  petition  to  the  Pcwt- 
master  General  or  an  air  carrier,  to  determine 
and  fix  from  time  to  t.me.  after  notice  and 
heiirlng.  fair  and  reaeonable  ratee  of  com- 
pensation for  the  transportation  of  mall  by 
aircraft,  the  facilities  used  and  useful  there- 
for, and  the  services  connected  therewith 
(including  the  transportation  of  mall  by  an 
air  carrier  by  other  means  than  aircraft 
whenever  such  tranBp>>rtatlon  Is  Incidental 
V,  the  transportation  of  mall  by  aircraft  or 
1>  made  necessary  by  conditions  of  emergency 
arising  from  aircraft  operation),  by  each 
holder  of  a  certificate  ituthorlzlng  the  trans- 
poriatlon  of  mall  by  iilrcraft,  and  to  make 
{.uch  rates  effective  from  such  date,  after  the 
in.stitutlon  of  the  proceeding  under  this  sub- 
wction.  as  It  shall  determine  to  be  proper;  to 
prejcrlbe  the  method  or  methods,  by  alr- 
cran-mlle.  pound-mile  weight,  space,  or  any 
combination  thereof,  or  otherwise,  for  ascer- 
t:iinlng  such  rates  of  compensation;  and  to 
f^x  different  rates  for  different  air  carriers  or 
classes  of  elr  carriers,  or  different  classes  of 
service,  or  on  the  basis  of  any  other  reason- 
able classification  of  carriers,  serrlces.  routes 
mid  route  segments,  or  any  combination 
thereof.  The  rates  so  determined  and  fixed 
s)ihI1  be  published  by  the  Board  and  shall  be 
paid  by  the  Poatmastei  General  from  appro- 
jjri.nlons  for  the  traniiiJortatlon  of  mall  by 
aircr:»f  t 

"(2 1  The  rates  determined  and  fixed  under 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  sutMectlon  shall  In 
no  event  exceed  the  reasonable  and  necessary 
cost  to  the  air  carrier,  under  honest,  eco- 
n<imical.  and  efficient  management,  of  the 
mail  transportation  services  rendered  or  to 
be  rendered.  Including  a  fair  return. 

"i3)  The  Board  Is  authorized  to  Issue  or- 
drrs.  with  or  without  hearing,  prescribing 
temporary  rates  for  the  transportation  of 
mall  p>endlng  determination  of  final  rates. 
iSvich  temporary  rates  shall  not  be  considered 
final  for  any  period  and  shall  be  superseded 
bv  tlie  final  rates  fixed  for  the  periods  during 
which  the  temporary  rates  were  In  effect. 

" Recommendationt  as  to  rates 
"(b)  (1)  Any  petition  for  the  fixing  of 
rates  under  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
.-ball  state  and  support  In  detail  the  rates 
recommended  by  the  petition  as  being  fair 
and  reasonable. 

"(2)  The  Postmaster  General  shall  Intro- 
duce as  a  part  of  the  record  In  all  proceed- 
ings under  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  a 
comprehensive  statement  of  all  service  to 
be  required  of  the  air  carrier  and  such  other 
Information  In  his  possession  as  he  deems. 
or  as  may  lt>e  deemed  by  the  Board,  to  be 
material  to  the  Inquiry. 

(3)  The  burden  of  proof  In  any  proceed - 
\T\e,  under  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
which  Is  Initiated  by  petition  shall  be  with 
the  petitioner. 

"Subsidy  for  essential  aircraft  operation 
"(c)  (1)  The  Board  Is  empowered,  upon 
It.s  own  Initiative,  or  upon  the  petition  of 
the  air  carrier,  to  make,  after  notice  and 
hearing.  sulMldy  payments  to  a  certificated 
air  carrier  in  amounts  determined  by  the 
Board  to  be  essential  (when  taken  together 
with  all  the  other  actual  and  potential  rev- 
enues of  the  air  carrier)  to  enable  the  air 
carrier  under  honest,  economical,  and  effi- 
cient management  to  maintain  and  continue 
the  development  of  air  transportation  to 
the  extent  and  of  the  character  and  quality 
required  for  the  national  defense,  the  com- 
merce of  the  United  SUtes,  or  the  portal 
service.  The  Board  Is  empowered  to  make 
.subsidy  payments  for  Individual  air  carriers 
or  classes  of  air  carriers,  or  on  the  basis  of 
any  other  reasonable  claaalflcatlou  ot  car- 


riers, services,  routes  and  route  segments, 
or  any  combination  thereof,  and  to  prescribe 
the  method  or  methods  of  such  payments 
and  duration  of  period  for  which  applicable. 
The  Board  may  make  such  subsidy  pay- 
ments effective  from  such  date,  after  the 
Institution  of  the  proceeding  under  this  sub- 
section, as  It  shall  determine  to  be  proper. 
Payments  under  this  subsection  shall  be 
made  by  the  Board  out  of  sums  appropriated 
to  the  Board  for  such  purpose,  and  there 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection. 

"(2)  Every  petition  for  the  fixing  of  a  sub- 
sidy shall  state  and  support  In  detail  the 
amount  the  petitioner  belleves^hat  he  i*  en- 
titled to  under  the  subsidy  provision  of  this 
section  and  the  carrier  shall  have  the  burden 
of  establishing  the  amount  of  subsidy  pay- 
ment. If  any.  which  Is  required  for  Its  opera- 
tions under  the  standard  established  by  this 
act.  The  fact  that  an  air  carrier  has  been 
granted  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  It  to  offer  certain 
services  shall  not  l>e  deemed  conclusive  of 
the  Issue  as  to  whether  such  services  are  suf- 
ficiently required  In  the  Interest  of  the  na- 
tional defense,  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  postal  service,  to  Justify  the 
amount  of  subsidy  that  would  be  required  to 
keep  such  services  In  operation. 

"(3)  The  Board  U  authorized,  with  or 
without  hearing  but  upon  a  showing  by  the 
air  carrier  or  carriers  concerned  of  essen- 
tiality and  urgency,  to  make  temporary  sub- 
sidy paymenu  pending  the  determination  of 
final  subsidy  payments.  Temporary  subsidy 
payments  so  made  shall  not  be  considered 
final,  and  when  final  subsidy  payments  are 
determined,  they  shall  cover  any  period  with 
respect  to  which  a  temporary  subsidy  pay- 
ment was  made  and  shall  supersede  such 
temporary  payment  for  such  period." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  apply  only  with  re- 
spect to  (1)  the  transportation  of  mall,  or 
(2)  operations  In  air  transportation  occur- 
ring after  June  30.  1953. 

ALLOCATION    OF    AIX    CAXXIEX    BECEIPTS    AND 
EXPENDmiBES 

Sec.  3  Section  407  (d)  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938.  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended — 

(1)  By  Inserting  "(1)"  after  "(d)";  and 

(2)  By  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

"(2)  On  or  before  June  30.  1953,  and  from 
time  to  time  thereafter,  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Board  shall,  after  notice  and  hearing, 
prescribe  standards  by  which  air  carriers.  In 
keeping  their  accounts,  records,  and  memo- 
randa, shall  allocate  receipts  from,  and  ex- 
penditures for.  the  air  transportation  serv- 
ices rendered  by  them.  Prom  and  after  July 
1  1953,  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  air  car- 
rier. In  keeping  any  account,  record,  or  mem- 
orandum (Other  than  any  additional  account. 
■  record,  or  memorandum  kept  pursuant  to  the 
proviso  of  paragraph  (1)  of  thU  subsection), 
to  allocate  any  receipt  from,  or  expenditure 
for.  any  air  transportation  service  It  renders 
In  any  manner  other  than  a  manner  which 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed  pur- 
suant to  this  paragraph." 

ADDITIONAL   INFOBMATION    IN    ANNUAL    BEPOBTS 

Sec.  4.  The  second  sentence  of  section  206 
of  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended.  Is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting 
after  "civil  aeronautics"  a  comma  and  the 
following:  "Including  data  relative  to  the 
maU  payments  and  subsidy  payments,  both 
In  the  aggregate  and  on  an  Individual  basis, 
made  tinder  thU  act  with  a  separate  analysis 
of  the  bases  upon  which  each  such  mall  pay- 
ment and  each  such  subsidy  payment  was 
provided." 

81 U  Dots    AMD   BZPOBT 

Sec  5.  (»)  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Is 
authorlssed  to  make  studies  in  connection 
with  any  ot  the  provisions  of  this  act.    In 


the  conduct  of  such  studies  the  Board  is  au- 
thorized, without  regard  to  section  3709  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  to  enter  Into  contracts 
or  other  arrangements,  or  modifications 
thereof,  for  the  carrying  on  of  such  studies 
by  such  persons  or  organizations  as  may  be 
designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the  ClvU 
Aeronautics  Board  and  the  chairmen  of  the 
Committees  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  the  United  States. 

(b)  On  or  before  July  1,  1953.  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Bocu-d  shall,  on  the  basis  of  a 
comprehensive  study,  render  a  written  report 
to  the  Congress  on  what  aggregate  stuns  it 
estimates  will  be  required  during  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1954.  (1)  to  provide  fair 
compensation  for  services  to  be  'endered  by 
air  carriers  in  the  carriage  of  the  mails,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
406  (a)  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  by  this  act.  and  (2)  to  provide 
for  payment  of  essential  subsidy,  in  accord- 
ance with  section  406  (c)  of  such  act.  as 
amended  by  this  act.  Such  report  shall  in- 
clude a  study  of  the  potential  revenues  from 
all  forms  of  air  trafflc  and  of  the  potential 
economies  which  could  be  achieved  in  air- 
line costs,  as  well  as  such  other  factors  as 
may  be  pertinent  to  the  development,  with 
the  least  possible  expenditures  by  the  United 
States,  of  an  efficient  and  economical  air 
transport  industry  to  the  extent  and  of  the 
character  and  quality  required  for  the  na- 
tional defense,  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  postal  service. 

(c)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  ap- 
propriated to  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Board 
such  sums,  not  to  exceed  $300,000  in  the 
aggregate,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  minority  leader,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  majority  leader  what  he 
has  in  mind  for  the  program  on  Friday. 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  far  as  I  know,  the 
business  of  the  Senate  on  Friday  will  be 
purely  routine. 

I  understand  that  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Bohlen,  which  was  reported  today  by 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  prob- 
ably cannot  be  taken  up  on  Friday,  be- 
cause of  the  need  for  preparing  and  hav- 
ing printed  the  record  of  the  committee 
hearing;  and  it  will  not  be  printed  by 
Friday.  So  that  nomination  will  not  be 
taken  up  then. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  majority  leader  to  have  the  nomi- 
nation taken  up  on  Monday? 

Mr.  TAFT.     Yes;  on  Monday. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  for  the  Information. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  imtil  noon  on  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
4  o'clock  and  34  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Friday.  March  20, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  18,  1953: 

Dbpaktmxnt  of  State 
Walter    8.    Robertson,   of   Virginia,   to   b« 
an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 
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William  Howard  Taft  in,  of  Connecticut, 
to  be  Ambanador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  Ireland. 

Aa  UNivxasrrT 

Lt.  Ocn.  Laiirence  Sberman  Kuter,  89A 
(auijar  general.  Regular  Air  Force),  United 
States  Air  Force,  to  be  Commanding  General. 
Air  University,  wltb  rank  of  lieutenant  gen- 
eral and  date  of  rank  April  11,  1951,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  504,  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1047. 

In  thx  An  Force 
Tbe  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  sections  502.  506,  and  509  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947.  Those  officers 
whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  symbol 
(  X  )  are  subject  to  physical  examination  re- 
quired by  law.  All  others  have  been  exam- 
ined and  found  physically  qualified  for  pro- 
motion. 

To  be  v\ajoT» 

CHAPLAINS 

Hepner.  Thomas  Gabriel,  18794 A. 
Brennan,  George  Joseph,  18795A. 

To  be  captains 

AIK    FOBCE 

Shepard.  Leland  Casper,  Jr.,  21435A. 

Alkens.  Edwin  Corry,  20033A. 

Kuehl,  Albert  Robert,  21436A. 

Gibson,  Ralph  Duane,  17284A. 

Ifxirray.  Francis  Peter,  21437A. 

Dean,  Louis  Jefferson,  17285A. 

Keeler,  William  Joseph.  21783A. 

Jones.  Arthur  Meriwether.  17286A. 

Anthony,  William  Harold.  22993A. 

Weatherford,  Ross  Holmes,  Jr.,  17288A. 

Buchta.   Joseph,  20036A. 

DeOrothy.  Cornell,  21784A. 

Messmer.  Eugene  John.  17289A. 

Hunter.  Cedric  Vernon.  17290A. 

Kxilt.    Milton    LouU,    17291  A. 

Carroll.  Bill  Junior.  17292A. 
XWler,  Charlie  Younger,  21785A. 

Oasiewicz.  Sigmund  Igwacy.  22994A. 

Hurn,  James  Lee.  172S4A. 

Mutch.  Alex  Young.   17295A. 

Bridgers.  Sam,  Jr..  17296A.  • 
Jewell.  Harold  Roger.   17297A. 
XMackle.  John  Victor.  172S8A. 
Adair,  Luther  Ewell,  Jr..  17299A. 
Cathcart,  Charles  Earl.  17300A. 
Joseph,  Adolph  Davis.  Jr..  17301A. 

Kelly.   Charles  Edward.   22995A. 
Bryan.  Donald  Williams.   17302A. 
MacKinnon,  Robert  Louis,  17333A. 
Cunningham.  Arthur  Sylvester,  Jr.,  17304A. 
Biircham.  Lee  Aubrey.  17305A. 
ONell.  Earl  William.  Jr..  17306A. 
X  Miller.  Sumner  Stark.  20037A. 
Barr.  Thomas  James.    17307 A. 
Augustjm.  Frank  Joseph,  17338A. 
Immig.  Richard  Graham,   1730dA. 
Crisp.  Harold  Newark.  Jr.,  17310A. 
Grossmiller,  William  John,  17311  A. 
Shackelford.  Dave  Seale.  Jr..  17312A. 
Carroll.  Thomas  Lee.  173 13 A. 
Llndemaii.  Jack  Ray.  173 14A. 
Smith,  Clyde  Barton.  17315A. 
Posvar.  Wesley  Wentz,   17316A. 
Poytress,  Earl  Francis.   17317A. 
Crevellng.  Louis  Gregory.  17318A. 
Temple.  William  Alan.   17319A. 
Bryan,  Robert  Howell.  19582A. 
Strain,  Bailey  Toland,   17320A. 
Adams,  George  Talmage,  Jr.,  17321A. 
Stewart,  Robert  Benfred,  17322A. 
McKinney.  Joseph  Tomllnson.  17323A. 
Harper.  Gilbert  Stewart,  Jr.,  17324A. 
Lengnlck.  Roger  Horace.  17326A. 
Wheat.  Allen  Albert,   17327A. 
Yeoman,   Wayne  Allen,   17328A. 
Cahlll,  Laurence  James.  Jr..  17329A. 
Bellls.  Benjamin  Neil.   173S0A. 
Welch,  Stanford  Alden.  17331A. 
Studer.  William  Francis.   17332A. 
Blazlna.  Thomaa  David,  17333A. 


Naleld.  Jerome  Frederick.  17334A. 

Bradburn,  David  Denlson,  17335A. 

Adams,  Ranald  Trevor,  Jr..  17338A. 
XTaHman.  Kenneth  Lee.  17337 A. 

Cole.  Prank  Ellsworth.  17338A. 

Atkinson.  Anderson  Watkins.   17339A, 

Christensen,  Everett  Eugene,  17840A. 

Hafer.  Frederick  LeRoy.  17341A. 

Allen.  Lew.  Jr..  17342A. 

Colladay.  Martin  Grimes.  17344A. 

Logan.  Lewis  Benjamin   Castle.   17345A 

Lyman.  Walter   Alfred.   17346A. 

Knight,  Harry  Russell,  17347A. 

Wright,  Robert  Kenneth,  17348A. 

Sherman,  Milton,  17350A. 

Hildebrandt.  James  Edwin,  17351A. 

Buckley,   R«abert  Clarence,  17352A. 

Jernlgan,  Ernest  Deloy,  Jr  .  17353A. 

WUliams,   Henry   Kirk,  3d,    17354A. 

Evans,  William  John.  17355A. 

Hauensteln.  Charles  Judd,   17358A. 

Brothers.  William  Wesley.  Jr  ,  17359A. 

Lobdell,  Harrison,  Jr  ,  17360A. 

Gorman,   Robert   Thomas,    17361A. 

Chapman,  Kenneth  Richard.   17362A. 

Brechwald.   Edward  Joseph,   17363A. 

Williams,  Harold,  Jr  ,  17364A. 

Hopkins.   Herbert   Zlegler,   Jr  ,    17365A. 

Pryberger,  PhlUp  Henry,   17366A. 

Lester,    Prank    Gibson,    17367A. 
yHelberg,     Harrison     Howell      Dodge, 
17368A. 

Lusk,  Joe  Penton.  17369A. 

Barrlcklow.   John   Alan.    17370A. 

Deatrlck.  Eugene  Peyton,  Jr..  17371A. 

>  Baugh,   Hale,    17372A. 
Dresser,  Richard   Lloyd,   17373A. 
Hackney,  Donald  Ingram,  17374A. 
Upland,  Robert  Theodore.  17375A. 
Berge.  Truman  Kent,  Jr.,  17376A. 
Felices,  Salvador  Enrique,  17377A. 
Smith,  Sam  Hugh,   17378A. 
Dunlap,  Lloyd  Leslie,  Jr  .  17380A. 
Dosh.  Robert  Nathaniel.  Jr  ,  17382A. 
Burgess,  Richard  Benton,   17383A. 
Clemenson,    Robert    Carey,    17385A. 
Baisley,  William  Denton,  17386A. 
Lundholm,  Donald  Alfred.  17388A. 
Molchan,  John  Eugene,   17391. \. 
Gait,   Richard    Russell.    17392A. 

>  Poe,  Bryce.  2d.  17393A. 
Jenkins,    William    Henry.    17394A. 

XShawe,  Hamilton  Bruce,  Jr  ,  17395A. 

MacWilllams,  Malcolm  Means,  17396A. 

Wayne,  Robert  Earl,   17397A. 

Hamilton.  Francis  Prazee.  17400A. 

Doollttle.  John  Prescott.  17402A. 
,     Tribolet,   Robert   Webb,   17404A. 

Hunt,  Senour,   17405A. 

Pitts.  John  Emmett.  Jr.,  17406A. 

>  Harton,  William  Martin.  Jr.,  17407A. 
Wilson,  Donald,  Jr..  17408A. 
Griffin,  William  Aiken,   17409A. 
Jones.  Gerald  Marshall.   17410A. 
Etorman,  George  Stanton,  17411  A. 

XNemetz,   Albert   Michael.   17414A. 
X  Minor.  John  Max,  17415A. 

Plank,  David   Heber.   17417A. 

White,  Richard  Taylor,  17418A. 

Umlauf,  John  Louis,   17419A. 

Lowry,  Robert  Mason,  Jr  ,  17420A. 

Zeh.   Theodore   George.   Jr.,    17421A. 

Stringer,  Elbert  Madison.    17423A. 

McBride,  Benjamin  Ransom.   17424A. 

Roddenberry.   Harry  H..  Jr..   17425A. 

Kimball,  Jack  Quentln.   17426A. 

Paschall,  James  Ernest.   17427A. 

Birdsall,  Alan  Homer.   17429A. 

Richards.  Marion  Rich,   17430A. 

Kellogg,  Richard  Allan.  17431A. 

Halrston.  Guy  Edward.  Jr  ,  17432A. 

Hutto.  Merl  Galbreath.   17433A. 
XLongarini,  Edmond  Charles,  17434A. 

Clements.  Philip  Lee,  Jr.,   17435A. 

Bodle.  Jack  Lowman,    17436A. 

Dennlston,  Clyde  Roscoe,  Jr..  17437A. 

Bowers.  Grayson   Hunter,  Jr..   17438A. 

Safford.   Philip  Riviere,    17439A. 

Turner,  Richard  Hugh.   18060A. 

Hllovsky.  Steve  Edward,   17441A. 

Langstaff.  Thomas  Cort>ett,    17442A. 

Withers,  William  Price,  Jr..  17443A. 


Carbine.  James  Thomas.  Jr.,   17445A. 

Castle.  Johnny  Rudd,  17446A. 

Green.  Jesse  Edward.  17447A. 
XMcPhee,  Harry  John,  Jr..  17448A. 

Grler.  Samuel.  3d,   17449A. 

Lembeck,  Edward  Adams,  2d.   17451A. 

Burke,  Robert  Oscar,  17453A. 

Reed,  William  Preston.   17454A. 

Carnright.  Richard  Glenn.  17455A. 
XLacouture.  Harold  Francis.  19071A. 
XDobbs.  Robert  Lee.  17456A. 

Korn.  Alden  Davis.  17457A. 

Wilson,  Robert  Seedorf.  17458A. 

Walsh,  Robert  Arthur.   17459A. 
XSkladzien,  Thaddeus  Stephen,  17460A- 

Weber,  Marvin  Octavlus.  Jr.,  17461A. 

Mlnnlch.  E.  Scott,   17462A. 

Whitfield.  Raymond  Palmer,  Jr..  17465A. 

Messmore,  Donald  Margan,  Jr..  17466A. 

Gordon.   Lawrence   Norman.    17467A. 

Gilbert.  Raymond  Harlan,  Jr  ,  18092A. 

Hughes.  James  Donald.   17468A. 

Schniltt.  John  Jacob,  Jr  ,  17470A. 

Furuholmen.  James  Bjarne.  17471A. 

Hudspeth.  Roy  Rltter.  17472A. 

Cameron,  Burton  Gordon,  17473A. 

>  WIedman.  Charles  Orion,  17474A. 
y  Moore.   Arthur   Raymond.  Jr..    17475A. 

>  Yancey.  William  Burbrldge,  Jr.,  17476A. 
Miller,  James  Robert,  17477A. 

Jr..  Feibelman,  Ma.x  Milton,  17478A. 

Elchenberg.  Robert  John,  1747SA. 

>  Berry.    Waldron.    17480A. 
Buckingham.  Charles  Edward.  17483A. 
Newell,   Richard  Gordon.   17484A. 
Horton,  Clarence  Frost,  Jr.,   17486A. 
Ruggiero.  Charles,  Jr  .  17487A. 

XClapp,  William  Lefayette,  Jr..  17489A. 
Fox.  Harold  Paul.  Jr  .  17490A. 
Nelson.  George  Joseph,  17491A. 
McMillan,  Cornelius.  Jr.,  17492A. 
Gordon,  Mose  Williams,  Jr.,  17493A. 
Brosius,  Charles  William,  17494A. 

>  Rountree.  Fred  Brinson.  17495A. 
R3ed,  Marvin  Chapman.  n496A. 
Mcmminger,  Charles  Gustavus,  17499A. 
Melo.   Eugene  Emll,   17501A. 
Bartholf.  John  Copeland,  17502A. 

>  Roney,   William  Rogers,   17503A. 
Hopkins.  Philip  Bird,  Jr..  n504A. 
Harris,  Edgar  Starr,  Jr.,   17505A. 
Martin,  John  Alexander,  17507A. 
Norris,  Paul   Maxfleld,    17510A. 

>  Walker,  Robert  Lawrence,  17511  A. 
Stees.  Hubert  Sheldon,  Jr  ,  17513A. 
Bowley.  William  Theodore.  19944A. 
Parsons.  Charles  Henry.  2d,  17514A. 
Chatfleld.  James  David  Lloyd.  17515A. 
VanSickle.  Earl  Rosenqulst.  175ieA. 
Jackson.  John  Wallace.   17517A. 
Dave.  Thom.is  Maldwyn.  17518A. 
Flavin.   Michael  John.    17519A. 
Schmidt.  Julius  Henry,  Jr  .  17521A. 
Pre.-^hwater.  Robert  Earl,   17522A. 
Zuppan.  Lawrence  Louis,  Jr  ,  17523A. 
Bajcura.  Orestes  Methodius,  17524A. 
Norwood,  BUlie  Jack,   17525A. 
Murphy.  Robert  Denslow.  1752eA. 
Trexler.  David  Howerter,  17527A. 
French.  James  Raymond.  17528A. 
Potter.  Campbell  McLeod.  17529A. 
Baxter.  William  Dee,    17530A. 
Hicks,  Arlle  Hugh,  Jr  ,   17531A. 

MEDICAL 

Clark.  Ernest  James.  20059A. 
Wright.  Walter  Dick,  23063A. 
Does,  Charles  Wordsworth.  22954A. 
Crabtree.  Sam  Perrell,  22987A. 
George.  John  Wendell,  22555A. 
Reynolds.  George  Edward.  22955A. 
Gregory,  R    D  ,  Jr.,  22956A. 
EKjnnell.  Alonzo  McDonnell,  Jr  .  22957A. 
McGrade.  Hugh  Patrick.  24123A. 
Dewey.  .Valter  Webber.  22958A. 
Adams,  Robert  Harold,  22960A. 
Schwartlng.  Bland  Hugh,  22959A. 
Praysse.  Louis  Augustus,  3d,  22961A. 
Austin.  George  Nicolo,  22556A. 
Talley,   Thomas   Peter.  22962A. 
Bplro.  Franklyn  Cyrus,  22964A. 
Staples.  Pelham  Porter,  Jr..  23064A. 
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Kruse.  Francis,  Jr.,  2a558A. 

Hensen,  James  Paul.  2a966A. 

Smith,  Arthur  Gene.  asSaOA. 

Levlne.  Robert.  23558A. 

Graf.  John  Edward.  229e7A. 

Simmons.  Frederic  Rudolph.  Jr..  23561A. 

Eastwood.   Herbert   Kendrlck.   Jr.,  23065A. 

Van  Pelt.  James  Fred.  Jr..  24ia4A. 

Hough.  Jerald  Pat.  33100A. 

Sanford,  Clarence  Edward,  23066A. 

DENTAI. 

ySundberg.  Paul  Vernon.  Jr.,  19844A. 
Strong,  William  Lawrence,   19M8A. 

VETXRINAIT 

Dalzlel,  George  Teddy,  ai605A. 

CHAPLAINS 

Alt.  Eugene  Runkle.  23202A. 
Shelton.   David  Knight.   21863A. 
Puseman.   Edmund    Alexander.  21864A. 
Carlock.  Freddie  WUlard.  23303A. 
Terry.  Roy  Morton,  21429A. 

To  he  flrst  lieutenants 

All   POKCE 

X  Collier,  James  Carlton,  Jr.,  20050A. 
XRefson,  Jacob  Spencer,  20049A. 

Oles.  Francis  John,  20051A. 

Woods.  John  Paul.  2380aA. 

Stevens.  Patrick  Roy.  21550A. 

Courlas,  John  George,  23803A. 

Strother.  James  WlUiam.  a3804A. 

Proffltt.   James  Vernon.  Jr..  a4403A. 

Schumann.  Richard  Paul.  a4402A. 

Bock,  Charles  Cornelltu.  Jr.,  a4404A. 

Yingling,  John  Wright,  20438A. 

>  Duncan.  Kenneth  James.  a0427A. 
Gell,  William  Clinton.  23805 A. 
Coward,  Roderick  William.  2284aA. 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion m  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  107  of  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947.  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  514,  81st  Congress.  The  officer  whose 
name  is  preceded  by  the  symbol  (  x  )  Is  sub- 
ject to  physical  examination  required  by  law. 
The  other  officer  has  been  examined  and 
found  physically  qualified  for  promotion. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

NUBSE 

Selleck,  Ada  Louise,  21403W. 

>  MHcDonald.  Goldla  Nadlne.  ai754W. 
Note  — Dates  of  rank  of  all  officers  nomi- 
nated for  promotion  will  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

In  the  Navt 

Vice  Adm.  Francis  8.  Low.  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank.  pay.  and  al- 
lijwances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
commander.  Western  Sea  Frontier,  and  com- 
mander. Pacific  Reserve  Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  Matthias  B.  Gardner.  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv- 
ing as  Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
(Operations). 

Vice  Adm.  James  Fife,  Jr..  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay.  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
United  States  Naval  Deputy  Commander  In 
Chief.  Mediterranean. 

Vice  Adm  Ralph  A.  Ofstle.  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank.  pay.  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (Air). 

Rear  Adm.  Roecoe  F.  Good.  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (Logis- 
tics). 


Civil  BnviCB  Coicmsnoir 
PhlUp  Young,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  ClvU 
Service  Commissioner. 

Unttid  States  ArroufKT 
Anthony  Julian,  of  Masaaehuaetts.  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Massachusetts. . 

United  States  Maeshals 
Robert    Henry    Beaudreau.    to    be    United 
States   marshal    for   the   district   of   Massa- 
chusetts. 

Enard  Erlckson,  to  be  United  States  mar- 
shal for  the  district  of  Minnesota. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  March  18,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  as  we  continue  to  ad- 
dress ourselves  to  the  tasks  and  respon- 
sibilities of  this  new  day,  may  we  have 
a  clearer  and  loftier  conception  of  the 
fundamental  moral  and  spiritual  prin- 
ciples and  their  bearing  upon  the  prob- 
lems which  we  are  seeking  to  solve. 

Help  us  to  cultivate  a  more  receptive 
attitude  to  those  truths  and  principles 
and  may  we  never  espouse  and  proclaim 
them  with  any  cowardly  "if's"  and  "per- 
adventures."  but  courageously  and  with 
a  positive  and  everlasting  "Yea"  and 
"Amen." 

Give  us  the  calm  assurance  that  all 
the  conflicting  and  warring  elements 
in  the  social  order  and  the  whole  uni- 
verse are  under  the  divine  control  of 
an  omnipotent  and  omniscient  Ruler 
who  has  not  abdicated  His  throne  and 
whose  plans  and  purposes  can  never  be 
defeated. 

May  we  be  serenely  confldenr  that 
light  will  triumph  over  darkness,  and 
that  out  of  the  strife  and  confusion  of 
our  troublous  times  there  is  destined 
to  come  the  golden  age  with  its  reign 
of  peace  and  righteousness. 

Lord,  we  believe;  help  Thou  our  un- 
belief.   Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  18,  1953: 

CoTTNcn.  or  Economic  Aovisiss  - 

Arthur  F.  Burns,  of  New  York,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  Kconomic  Ad- 
visers. 


INTERPARLIAMENTARY  UNION 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  make  an  an- 
nouncement. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  president  of  the  American  group  of 
the  Interparliamentary  Union  has  called 
a  meeting  of  the  American  group  for  11 
a.  m.,  Friday  morning,  March  20.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  in  the  old  Supreme 
Court  chamber  at  the  Capitol.  All 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
who  are  Interested  are  requested  to  at- 
tend this  meeting.  At  the  meeting  offi- 
cers for  the  group  to  serve  during  the 
83d  Congress  will  be  elected. 


QUESTION  OP  PRIVILEGE  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  a  question  of  the  privilege  of  the 
House.  

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  been  subp^naed  to  appear  before 
the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington for  Snohomish  County  to  give 
testimony  on  March  23,  1953,  at  9:30 
a.m.,  in  the  case  of  Washington  against 
Tom  Wamock,  Lewis  Flanigan,  Earl 
Weaver,  and  George  Hudson.  Under  the 
precedents  of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to 
comply  with  this  summons  without  the 
consent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of 
the  House  being  involved.  I.  therefore, 
submit  the  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  this  body.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the 
desk  the  subpena. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  the  subpena,  as  fol- 
lows: 
In   the    Sttpeeiob    Coubt   or   the   State    or 

Washington    roB    Snohoicish    Cotjntt — 

State  or  Washihcton.   PLAiNnrr  v.   Toic 

Warnock,   Lewis   Flanigan.   Eabl  Weaveb. 

AND  GeOBGE  HITDSON,  DEFENDANTS;   No.  1380. 

Subpena,  Criminal, 
To  Don  Magnvson: 

Tou  are  hereby  commanded  in  the  name 
of  the  State  of  Washington  to  be  and  appear 
before  the  said  superior  court  at  the  court- 
house in  Everett,  said  county  and  State,  on 
the  23d  day  of  McJ-ch  1953.  at  9:30  o'clock 
a.  m..  then  and  there  to  give  evidence  In  a 
certain  cause  therein  pending,  wherein  the 
State  of  Washington  is  plaintiff,  and  Tom 
Warnock.  Lewis  Flanigan.  Earl  Weaver,  and 
George  Hudson  are  defendants,  on  behalf  of 
the  State  of  Washington. 

Herein  fail  not  and  have  you  then  and 
there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Honorable  Edward  M.  NoU- 
meyer.  Judge  of  said  superior  coiurt,  and  the 
seal  of  the  said  court  hereto  affixed  this  22d 
day  of  January  A.  D..  1953. 

Andebs   Andebsen, 
County  Clerk  and  Exofficio  Clerk  of 
Superior  Court. 

By  DWICHT    Engebregson, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  resolution  (H.  Res.  182)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas  Don  Magntjson,  a  Representative 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  has 
been  served  with  a  subpena  to  appear  as  a 
witness  before  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  Washington  for  Snohomish  County 
to  testify  at  9:30  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  aSd 
day  of  March  .953,  in  the  case  of  the  State 
of  Washington  v.  Tom  Wamock,  I^euns  Flani- 
gan, Earl  Weaver,  and  George  Hudson;  and 

Whereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  no  Member  Is  authorized  to 
appear  and  testify  but  by  the  order  of  the 
House:   Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  Representative  Don  Mao- 
NusoN  Is  authorized  to  appear  in  response 
to  the  subpena  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  Washington  for  Snohomish  County 
on  Monday,  March  23,  1953,  in  the  case  of 
the  State  of  Washington  v.  Tom  Warnock, 
Lewis  Flanigan,  Earl  Weaver,  and  George 
Hudson;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  re- 
spectful answer  to  the  subpena  of  the  said 
court. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
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A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CREATINO  A  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WEL- 
FARE 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  179  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  Tbat  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  Ir.to  the  Ckimmlttee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  223,  providing  that  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  Numbered  1  of  1953  shall  take 
effect  10  days  afteij  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Joint  resolution.  Alter  gen- 
eral debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
Joint  resolution,  and  shall  continue  not  to 
exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  the  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  joint  resolution  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  joint  resolution  and  amend- 
ments thereto  to  final  passage  without  In- 
tervening motion  except  one  motion  to  re- 
commit. 


CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Qbviously.  a  quorum 
Is  not  present. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 

[Roll  No.   161 

Beamer  Dondero  KrcCormacic 

Blatntk  Donovan  Mclntire 

Boiling  Dorn,  S.  C.  Martin 

Boykln  Durham  Mollohan 

Broyhlll  Felghan  O'Brien.  N.  Y. 

Buckley  Forand  Poulson 

Byrne,  Pa.  Green  Preston 

Byrnes.  Wis.  Hagen,  Calif.  Price 

Campbell  Hart  Rabaut 

Cannon  Hays.  Ark.  Rivers 

Case  Heller  Sadlak 

Chelf  Hope  Sheehan 

Cole,  N.  T.  Hunter  Shelley 

Crofiser  Jones.  Mo.  Sutton 

Delaney  Kelley.  Pa.  Vursell 

Dlngell  KeoKb  Westland 

Dodd  Knox  Wheeler 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  376 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names. 
A  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


CREATING  A  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WEL- 
FARE 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
;ield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  LMr.  Madden]  and  I  yield  myself 
such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker.  House  Resolution  179 
makes  in  order,  under  an  open  rule,  the 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 


223,  Introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  Hoffman  1.  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Government 
Operations.  House  Joint  Resolution  223, 
in  turn,  simply  provides  the  provisions  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  which 
was  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  March 
12,  1953.  shall  take  effect  10  days  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  joint 
resolution,  and  its  approval  by  the  Piesi- 
dent  notwithstanding  the  provi.sions  of 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  I  Mr. 
Curtis  1. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  rise  in  support  of  the  resolution  that 
would  raise  to  Cabinet  status  the  agency 
new  known  as  the  Federal  Security 
A:-Tency.  The  new  name  would  be  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare.  I  hope  that  this  resolution  can 
be  passed  by  both  bodies,  and  thi.s  reor- 
ganization take  effect  without  delay. 

My  reason  for  favoring  the  creation 
of  this  Cabinet  Department  is  based  upon 
the  simple  fact  of  the  magnitude  and  im- 
portance of  the  Agency.  By  reason  of 
the  size  of  the  job  that  the  head  of  this 
Agency  must  do,  it  ought  to  have  Cabinet 
status. 

The  annual  budget  of  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Ag-^ncy  exceeds  the  combined 
budgets  of  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  Justice  Department,  the  Labor  De- 
partment, and  the  Inteiior  Department. 
The  decisions  made  within  this  Agency 
affect  the  lives  of  millions  of  American 
P3ople. 

There  is  far  moie  involved  here  than 
the  honor  and  standinu  of  this  Depart- 
ment. By  creating  this  Department  and 
making  the  head  thereof  a  member  of 
the  President's  Cabinet,  we  make  better 
administration  possible.  It  will  enable 
the  Pre.-ident.  whoever  he  may  be.  to 
carry  out  his  program  more  effectively 
It  will  enable  the  head  of  the  Department 
to  maintain  the  necessary  liai.son  not 
only  with  the  President  but  with  the 
heads  of  the  other  departments  of  Gov- 
ernment. 

The  activities  of  several  of  the  agen- 
cies that  will  make  up  this  Department 
are  exceedingly  important.  The  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  is  important  to 
everyone,  and  it  can  be  a  constructive  or 
a  destructive  force  in  the  commerce  of 
the  Nation.  The  Social  Security  Admin- 
istration is  a  multi-billion-dollar  opera- 
tion. It  involves  the  lives  of  millions  of 
people  as  taxpayers  and  as  recipients.  It 
is  here  to  stay,  and  in  this  Congre.ss  we 
will  have  some  legislation  to  improve  it. 
The  activities  that  have  been  carried  on 
by'  the  agencies  that  will  make  up  this 
Tiew  Department  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare  are  too  important  to  be  con- 
ducted outside  of  the  President's  official 
Cabinet  family. 

I  am  for  this  reorganization  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  will  make  possible 
an  internal  reorganization  within  the.se 
agencies.  It  will  make  it  possiTjle  to  car- 
ry out  the  policies  and  plans  to  be  under- 
taken in  the  next  3  or  4  years.  It  will 
make  for  responsibility  and  for  proper 
executive  control.  We  want  executive 
agencies  to  be  directed  by  officials  re- 
sponsible to  liie  President,  who  in  turn  is 
responsible  to  the  American  people,  rath- 


er than  permit  the  growth  of  irrespon- 
sible, untouchable  bureaucracy. 

In  my  opinion,  the  Individual  that  Is 
slated  to  head  this  Department  is  an  out- 
standing American.  She  is  intelligent. 
capable,  and  honest,  and  more  than  that, 
she  is  devoted  to  the  America  that  we  all 
love  and  to  the  system  that  has  made  this 
country  the  envy  of  the  world  through- 
out the  years.  I  predict  that  Mrs.  Oveta 
Culp  Hobby  will  do  an  outstanding  job 
in  behalf  of  all  the  people  of  these  United 
States      - 

Mr.  MADDEN  Mr  Speaker,  there  is 
not  any  opposition  to  the  rule,  as  far 
as  I  know.  Theie  is  some  question 
among  members  of  the  Committee  on 
G.',vernment  Operations  as  to  the 
method  by  which  this  resolution  is 
bi-ou^iht  to  the  floor.  I  understand  there 
was  a  division  in  the  committee  on  the 
method  by  which  the  resolution  is  being 
piesented. 

My  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  Lyle  1  wishes  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  resolution,  and  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Lyle  I. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr  Speaker,  the  merits  of 
the  reorganization  plan  submitted  by  the 
President  have  scarcely  been  discu.ssed. 
All  debate  has  been  centered  on  the 
procedure.  The  pre.sent  procedure,  while 
novel,  in  no  way  does  violence  to  good 
le).;islative  consideration.  On  the  con- 
ti-ary.  it  is  a  much  more  direct  approach 
to  consideration  of  this  or  any  proposed 
Presidential    reorKanization    plan. 

I  have  read  and  carefully  studied  the 
report  filed  by  the  committee,  as  well 
as  the  "additional  views"  as  they  are 
labeled,  filed  by  individual  members  of 
the  committee.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
this  resolution  should  be  adopted.  It  al- 
lows adequate  time  for  debate  and  con- 
sideration: in  addition  the  present  reso- 
lution permits  amendments. 

I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  I  Mr.  Hoffman  1.  He  is  one  of 
the  very  fine  and  interesting  characters 
in  this  House  of  Representatives.  He  is 
an  enjoyable  gentleman,  a  man  of  much 
ability.  I  think  he  and  I  are  in  some- 
what the  same  position  on  this  reorgani- 
zation plan.  Some  years  ago  we  would 
have  opposed  a  very  similar  plan  of  re- 
orKanization  presented  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  This  re.-olution. 
however,  has  the  attraction  of  beauty 
and  intelligence  that  far  exceeds  that  of 
the  previous  per.sonality  as.sociated  with 
the  PSA.  So  often.  I  am  suie.  most  of 
us  are  influenced  by  personality  and  cir- 
cumstances. 

Actually,  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  there  should  be  in  the  Government 
a  similar  department  of  Cabinet  rank 
has  been  discussed  for  many  years.  If 
you  will  permit  me  to  suggest.  I  won  a 
medal  back  in  1927  while  I  was  in  high 
school,  debating  the  subject  of  whether 
or  not  there  should  be  established  in  the 
Government  a  department  of  Cabinet 
rank  on  education.  I  have  forcotten 
which  side  I  took,  however.  I  am,  how- 
ever, in  a  comfortable  position  in  de- 
fending this  resolution  at  this  time. 

I  do  want  to  call  attention  to  the 
"additional  views."  They  require  a  great 
deal  of  study  and  thought.  My  first  re- 
action was  that  they  were  not  well  taken. 
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Sober  consideration,  however,  must  be 
Kiven  to  those  views.  It  may  be  that 
this  is  a  bad  precedent;  it  may  be  that 
we  should  not  follow  it  in  the  future. 
That,  of  course,  is  for  the  House  to  de- 
cide. I  think  they  raise  some  very  seri- 
ous questions.  However,  the  question 
here  at  this  time  Is,  Shall  this  resolution 
pass?  I  shall  support  it.  Frankly.  I 
prefer  the  present  method  over  the  one 
«>et  up  in  the  reorganization  plan;  I 
much  prefer  to  move  head  on  into  things 
than  to  back  into  them.  I  prefer  the 
ixKsitive  approach.  The  plan  provided 
under  the  reorganization  act  Ls  nega- 
tive. It  is  a  sluggish  and  somewhat 
lazy  way  to  legislate.  It  is  a  passive  ac- 
ceptance of  a  Presidents  suggestions. 

The  terms  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
are  similar  to  those  presented  by  many 
Presidents.  I  called  attention  yesterday 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  not  a  great 
deal  of  difference.  There  is  one,  one 
important  one.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Scott  1  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  two 
plans  in  that  this  present  plan  provided 
that  a  recognized  physician  or  doctor 
should  have  charge  of  the  Health  Di- 
vision. I  think  that  Is  good ;  I  think  that 
such  change  Is  well  taken;  I  think  that 
strengthens  the  plan. 

There  is  another  great  difference — 
th»  proposed  Secretary,  Mrs.  Hobby.  I 
have  had  the  privilege  of  knowing  Mrs. 
Hobby  a  great  number  of  years.  When 
I  was  in  the  Texas  Legislature  before  the 
war  that  very  lovely,  talented,  and  able 
lady  then  served  part  time  as  parliamen- 
tarian of  the  Texas  house  of  represent- 
atives; and  If  you  think  that  does  not 
require  a  capable  person,  then  you  do 
not  know  as  many  Texans  as  I  do.  par- 
ticularly in  a  legislative  body.  She 
brings  hope  to  this  great  and  Jumbled 
field  that  Is  associated  In  the  Federal 
Security  Administration  and  I  am  cer- 
tain that  she  will  bring  honor  to  the 
country  as  the  head  of  this  new  division 
of  Government. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  «ill  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Ix)uisiana.  I  want  to 
say  that  as  the  gentleman  and  everybody 
else  knows  who  had  anything  to  do  with 
World  War  U.  Mrs.  Hobby  as  head  of  the 
WACs  did  a  magnificent  job  in  the  pros- 
ecution of  the  war;  and  repeatedly  I  had 
the  opportunity  to  cbserve  her  work  and 
to  observe  the  character  of  the  organi- 
zation she  was  putting  together.  As  its 
head  she  did  a  slgniflcent  job;  she  has 
real  ability. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  am  certain  of  that.  Un- 
fortunately, during  the  war  I  did  not  get 
to  associate  with  any  WACs,  but  that 
was  my  misfortune. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  it  would  be  well 
to  adopt  this  resolution  since  we  have  it 
here.  I  do  think  it  might  be  well  for  the 
House  to  consider  jeriously  the  desira- 
bility of  having  all  future  resolutions  of 
this  type  brought  up  in  the  same 
manner. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Scott ]. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Just 
wanted  to  underscore  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  has  said  of  the  plan. 


Perhaps  the  major  difference  in  this 
reorganization  plan  as  compared  with 
plan  No.  27  of  1950.  or  plan  No.  1  of 
1949  is  the  provision  for  a  special  assist- 
ant to  the  Secretary  for  health  and 
medical  affairs,  who  Is  to  be  chosen  from 
among  recognized  leaders  In  the  medical 
field  with  wide  nongovernmental  ex- 
perience to  review  the  health  and  medi- 
cal programs  with  a  view  of  advising 
the  Secretary  with  respect  thereto.  I 
think  that  is  a  very  wise  provision;  I 
think  it  recognizes  the  contribution  of 
the  medical  profession,  the  importance 
of  the  medical  profession,  and  the  vast 
work  embodied  In  this  soon-to-be  Cabi- 
net Department,  which  Is  of  Interest  to 
and  which  affects  all  persons  engaged  in 
any  form  of  the  practice  of  the  healing 
arts.  If  there  are  other  major  differ- 
ences, I  have  not  had  my  attention  called 
to  them  and  I  am  bound  to  wonder  why 
It  Is  that  4,he  same  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  who  suddenly  and 
without  very  much  warning  decided  to 
oppose  this  plan  In  committee  are  the 
same  people  substantially  who  were  very 
ardent  in  their  suppwrt  of  the  1949  plan 
and  the  1950  plan.  If  the  plan  was  good 
In  1949  and  1950  under  the  former  ad- 
ministration, why  Is  not  the  plan  good 
In  1953  under  the  present  administra- 
tion? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
because  I  know  he  would  like  to  offer 
some  contribution. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  attended 
the  hearings  of  the  committee  and  I  did 
not  hear  any  member  there  voice  ob- 
jection to  plan  No.  1  of  1953. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  did 
npt  hear  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DAWSOfJof  Illinois.  If  I  am  cor- 
rect, the  gentleman  made  a  statement 
that  there  were  those  In  the  committee 
who  objected  to  the  plan  and  he  asked 
the  question  why  did  they  object  to  plan 
No.  1  of  the  President  now  and  supported 
plan  No.  27  of  President  Truman?  I  call 
the  gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  being  present  at  the  hearings  of  the 
committee  I  heard  no  member  of  the 
committee  on  either  side  voice  any  lack 
of  support  for  approval  of  the  plan. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  am  delighted,  of  course. 
If  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  means  by 
his  statement  that  there  Is  no  opposition 
to  the  reorganization  plan  on  his  side  of 
the  aisle. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  But  there 
is  opposition,  sir.  to  attempting  to  do  it 
under  this  type  of  resolution.  We  believe 
that  the  plan  should  operate  under  the 
Reorganization  Act  and  you  should  not 
seek  to  bring  It  before  this  House  and 
approve  It  here  without  giving  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  a  right  to  study  the  plan 
and  to  object  to  the  plan  as  set  up  in  the 
Reorganization  Act. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  admit  he  is  entitled  to  his  point  of  view 
and  to  express  it.  and  that  this  is  the 
place  to  express  it.  But  again  I  say.  if 
there  were  no  objections  to  the  plan  in 
1949  and  1950— this  is  the  third  time  that 
the  reorganization  plan  has  been  before 
the  House  of  Representatives — and  it  be- 
ing before  the  House  for  the  third  time, 
no  good  purpose  can  be  served  by  askins 
for  the  60  days'  delay  and  no  good  pur- 


pose has  been  announced  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  that  I  am  aware  of  except 
they  do  not  want  to  do  anything  here  In 
a  hurry.  These  are  the  same  gentlemen, 
I  submit,  who  at  the  beginning  of  this 
session  assured  us  of  absolute,  utter  and 
complete  cooperation  with  the  adminis- 
tration If  we  wei-e  right.  They  say  we 
are  right  so  far  as  this  measure  is  con- 
cerned, but  they  say  we  are  trying  to  do 
things  too  fast.  Until  today  these  same 
gentlemen  have  been  complaining  that 
we  have  not  been  doing  things  fast 
enough.  I  think  you  had  better  make 
up  your  minds. 

Mr.  MADD.ia^.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  8 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Califor« 
nla  I  Mr.  HolifieldI. 

Mr.  HOUFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do 
not  appear  In  the  well  of  the  House 
today  against  the  rule,  neither  do  I 
appear  against  plan  No.  1  for  1953  of 
the  President;  but  I  do  have  some  very 
definite  views  on  the  way  that  this  Is 
being  handled,  which  I  will  express  in 
general  debate  a  little  more  fully  than 
I  can  at  the  present  time. 

I  hope  the  Members  will  read  the  addi« 
tlonal  views  that  appear  In  the  report. 
If  they  have  time  to  get  a  copy  of  the 
report  on  this  bill.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  there  Is  a  basic  philosophy  un- 
derlying the  Reorganization  Act.  In  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  and  in 
previous  acts  we  set  up  a  method  where- 
by the  executive  branch  and  the  legisla- 
tive branch  could  cooperate  with  each 
other.  We  were  very  careful  in  that 
act.  and  those  Members  who  were  here 
at  that  time  will  remember  that  this 
remained  in  controversy  In  conference 
for  over  a  month  while  we  worked  out 
the  methods  by  which  reorganization 
legislation  should  be  considered  on  the 
floor.  In  section  5  of  that  act  we  put 
six  major  limitations  on  the  executive 
branch  in  formulating  Presidential 
plans.  We  also  gave  certain  rights  and 
privileges  to  the  Members  of  Congress 
as  a  check  to  this  right  that  we  were 
delegating  to  the  executive  branch. 

In  this  particular  resolution  which  we 
have  today  we  have  an  affirmative  reso- 
lution Introduced  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  and  I  have  no  quarrel 
with  the  parliamentary  situation.  He 
is  entitled  to  do  that  imder  the  rules  of 
the  House.  But  I  shall  point  out  in  some 
detail  later  just  exactly  what  it  does  to 
the  Reorganization  Act.  This  Is  not 
simply  a  question  of  accepting  the  Pres- 
ident's plan.  You  are  going  to  have  that 
opportunity  in  about  11  days  from  now. 
This  is  an  example  of  the  confusion 
which  exists  on  the  Republican  side  of 
the  aisle  In  their  legislative  program. 
They  are  offering  an  affirmative  resolu- 
tion today  to  make  this  act  Immediately 
effective.  On  yesterday  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  (Mr.  Beknett].  who  is  on 
the  floor  at  this  time,  offered  a  resolu- 
tion of  disapproval  Under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act.  unless  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  of  the  House 
acts  upon  that  resolution  of  disapproval 
within  10  days  and  reports  it  to  the  floor 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Flor- 
ida has  the  high  privilege  of  calling  thAt 
resolution  up  after  the  10-day  period 
has  passed.  So  you  are  going  to  be  faced 
with  the  ridiculous  position,  if  tbe  gen- 
tleman  from  Florida  is  suQce« — «iid  I 
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have  no  reason  to  believe  that  he  was 
acting  idly  in  his  placing  the  resolution 
of  disapproval  in  the  hopper,  and  I  have 
talked  with  him  today  on  this  matter 
and  I  understand  he  is  sincere  in  his 
disapproval  of  the  plan  itself,  but  under 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  Congress 
is  bound  to  give  this  gentleman  consid- 
eration, the  committee  is  bound  to  give 
this  gentleman  courtesy  in  regard  to  his 
resolution  of  disapproval. 

We  are  going  to  be  faced  with  this 
proposition  today  in  voting  for  the  HofT- 
man  resolution.  You  are  going  to  at- 
tempt to  put  the  plan  into  effect  imme- 
diately, or  within  a  certain  period  of 
time,  as  soon  as  the  other  body  acts,  and 
as  soon  as  the  President  signs  the  bill. 
Now.  if  the  other  body  does  not  act  with- 
in the  10  days'  time,  and  if  the  President 
does  not  sign  the  bill  within  the  10-day 
period — and  even  if  that  does  happen, 
in  my  opinion — and  I  believe  I  am  backed 
up  by  the  Parliamentarian — the  gentle- 
man from  Florida  can  still  call  his  reso- 
lution of  disapproval  iip  for  House  con- 
sideration. So,  you  may  have  the  House 
marching  up  the  same  hill  twice — not  up 
the  hill  and  down  again,  but  up  the  same 
hill  twice.  This  is  the  ridiculous  position 
that  the  gentleman's  resolution  is  put- 
ting the  House  in  today. 

Now,  I  am  not  quarreling  with  the  plan 
Itself,  although  there  are  provisions  in 
the  plan  that  I  certainly  think  could  be 
improved  upon.  I  intend,  however,  to 
support  the  plan:  I  intend  to  vote  against 
the  resolution  today,  and  then  when  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  brings  up  his 
resolution  on  the  floor,  or  when  the  com- 
mittee reports  it  to  the  House  after  addi- 
tional consideration,  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  resolution  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Florida  in  behalf  of  the 
plan.  I  think  my  position  is  entirely  con- 
sistent, and  I  think  the  position  of  the 
members  of  the  committee  who  have 
subscribed  to  the  additional  views  are 
completely  consistent.  A  vote  against 
this  resolution  is  not  a  vote  against  the 
plan.  It  is  a  vote  against  short  circuit- 
ing the  Reorganization  Act  and  setting 
a  precedent  of  considering  a  matter 
within  5  legislative  days  of  its  introduc- 
tion to  the  Members  of  the  House,  with 
1  days  hearing,  with  1  day  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  and  the  next  day  bring- 
ing It  to  the  floor.  Remember,  this  plan 
was  only  given  to  us  on  the  12th  of 
March. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.     I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  quite  agree  with 
everything  that  the  gentleman  from  Cal- 
ifornia has  said  about  the  hurry  in  not 
bringing  this  plan  in  as  I  think  It  should 
be.  I  think  his  ground  Is  well  taken.  I 
think  the  minority  views  on  this  matter 
are  well  taken,  but  the  thing  is  here. 
And,  in  voting  for  the  rule  and  in  voting 
for  the  resolution  I  am  one  of  those  who 
is  pleased  to  say  that  I  will  not  have  to 
do  any  flipflop.  I  vva»  for  the  plan  when 
it  was  up  before.  andiiXam  not  against  it 
now  because  a  R^filkbhcan  President  is 
iroing  to  make  th6i%ppointment  of  this 
Cabinet  officer.  I  ^ust  wanted  to  make 
rayscif  very  clear  on  that  itoint.  I  do  not 
have  to  back  up  and  All  around  in  order 
to  bring  this  resolution  before  the  House 


or  to  vote  to  conflrm  it  when  it  comes  to 
a  vote. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  thank  the  minor- 
ity leader  for  his  contribution,  and  that 
recalls  to  my  mind  some  remarks  that 
were  made  by  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  (Mr.  Halleck]  in 
which  he  complimented  the  minority 
leader  on  his  consistency.  I  wonder  what 
position  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
finds  himself  in  today,  since  he  opposed 
the  reorganization  plan  on  this  particu- 
lar matter  in  the  past  and  now  finds 
himself  voting  for  it  today.  I  assume  he 
is  going  to  support  it  today. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  California  yield  for  a  parliamen- 
tary inquiry? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  will  be  glad  to 
yield  for  that  purpose,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  are  several  gentlemen 
from  Indiana,  and  I  do  not  understand 
to  whom  the  gentleman  refers. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  not  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  have  great  respect 
for  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana, and  I  did  not  care  to  call  his  name 
at  this  time.  I  know  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  knows  to  which  gentleman  I 
am  referring. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
yield  myself  tJie  balance  of  the  time,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
seemingly  this  resolution  is  going  to  be 
adopted  overwhelmingly,  since  every- 
body except  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
appears  to  be  for  the  plan.  The  con- 
tention that  exists  here  today  is  over 
whether  or  not  the  proper  procedure  has 
been  followed  in  bringing  this  legislation 
to  the  floor. 

The  gentleman  from  California  IMr. 
HOLIFIELD  1.  if  I  understood  pioperly 
the  meaning  of  his  remarks,  as  well  as 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  IMr.  Daw- 
son), contend  that  the  Reorganization 
Act  should  be  paramount,  and  that  when 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  was 
adopted  and  passed  by  the  Congre.ss,  it 
set  aside  all  the  other  rights  of  the  Con- 
gress to  consider  legislation  under  the 
usual  procedure. 

If  the  gentleman  will  consult  with 
able  parliamentarians.  I  think  he  will 
learn  that  all  we  did  when  we  adopted 
the  Reorganization  Act  was  to  provide 
another  method  by  which  reorganization 
plans  or  reorganization  of  the  Govern- 
ment could  be  considered  by  the  Con- 
gress. In  other  words,  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949  we  gave  to  the 
President  certain  rights  and  privileges 
in  connection  with  reorganization  mat- 
ters, but  by  so  doing  we  did  not  take 
away  from  ourselves,  or  from  the  Con- 
gress, any  of  the  rights  which  have  been 
inherent  in  this  legislative  body  through- 
out the  150  years  or  more  of  our  Govern- 
ment's existence.  We  still  retain  those 
rights.  We  can  reorganize  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  any  time  we 
in  the  Congress  please,  by  the  passage  of 
affirmative  legislation.    So  all  this  joint 


resolution  does  today  is  to  speed  up  the 
process,  and  I  am  sure  the  former 
Speaker  will  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  will  say  this  to  the 
gentleman,  that  I  am  glad  to  see  some 
speed  about  something. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  will  tell  the 
gentleman  a  little  more  about  speed  just 
a  little  later,  if  he  will  stay  with  us  for  a 
while. 

What  this  resolution  does  is  speed  up 
the  process  so  as  to  make  this  reorgani- 
zation plan  effective  at  the  earliest  p>os- 
sible  date. 

Of  course,  the  Congress  has  considered 
this  plan.  Our  committee  did  hold  hear- 
ings on  this  plan  and  on  this  resolution 
in  spite  of  what  has  been  said  here  in 
these  additional  views. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  the  House  that  any  testimony  on  this 
resolution  was  solicited  or  given  during 
the  one  day  this  hearing  was  held?  Will 
the  gentleman  explain  that? 

Mr  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Yes.  I  will  be 
happy  to  explain  it.  If  the  gentleman 
will  go  back  to  his  office  and  look  at  the 
notice  of  the  committee  hearing  which 
he  received,  he  will  see  that  the  notice 
called  for  a  hearing  on  this  joint  resolu- 
tion. If  the  gentleman  from  California, 
who  is  on  the  committee,  did  not  read  his 
notice  and  did  not  ask  any  questions 
during  the  hearing  about  the  resolution, 
but  only  about  the  plan  contained  in  the 
resolution,  that  is  his  fault  and  no  one 
else's.  Please  do  not  blame  anyone  else 
in  the  Congress  for  any  dereliction  of 
duty  on  your  part,  if  there  is  such  a  thing. 

Now.  if  I  may  go  ahead.  As  I  said  at 
the  beginning,  this  resolution  is  simply 
using  the  normal  processes  of  the  Con- 
gress by  pa.ssing  afllrmative  legislation. 
Of  course,  every  Member  of  the  House 
has  an  opportunity  to  discuss  this  reso- 
lution and  to  be  heard  on  it  just  as  he 
has  with  respect  to  any  other  bill.  Now, 
however,  the  opposition  talk  about  how 
this  is  such  an  unusual  procedure,  and 
how  it  has  never  been  u.sed  before,  and 
how  it  is  wrong  to  approach  reorganiza- 
tion this  way.  Oh,  they  now  say  here 
that  this  sets  up  a  new  method  of  han- 
dling reorganization  plan.s — I  am  refer- 
ring to  their  additional  views  stated  In 
the  report.  They  say  it  is  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  u.-^e  this  method. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Who 
said  It  is  a  dangerous  precedent? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  minority, 
the  gentlcmar;  from  California  (Mr. 
HOLIFIELD  I  and  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  IMr.  Dawson  I  and  those  who 
signed  it.  They  .say  it  is  a  dangerous 
precedent.  Why  heaven  bless  your  soul. 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD,  the  Federal  Security  Ad- 
ministration, which  we  are  now  chang- 
ing over  into  a  department,  was  created 
in  1939  by  a  reorganization  plan  sub- 
mitted by  President  Roosevelt  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Congress  by  a  joint  reso- 
lution exactly  like  the  one  now  before  us. 
Now  you  say  this  resolution  now  before 
us  is  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent. 
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Yes:  the  gentleman  has  the  record  be- 
fore him,  but  he  e^idently  did  not  read 
back  far  enough. 

The  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1939 
was  made  effective  .July  1.  1939.  by  joint 
resolution  adopted  June  7,  1939.     Look 
at  Fifty-third  Statutes,  page  813.    There 
is  the  record.     Nom',  we  have  adopted 
numerous  joint  res<jlutions  exactly  like 
this  one  under  a  Democratic  administra- 
tion to  make  reorganization  plans  effec- 
tive quickly.     The  fact  of  the  matter  ^s 
Congress  adopted  Reorganization  Plan 
No    2  in  1939  in  the  same  way.     Then 
Congress  adopted  F:eorganization  Plans 
Nos.  3,  4,  and  5  in  1940  by  the  joint-reso- 
lution method.     Recrganization  Plan  No. 
5  was  adopted  in  :.940  after  President 
Roosevelt  requested  the  Congress  to  act 
quickly  and  to  use  this  affirmative  joint- 
resolution  method  of  making  the  reor- 
ganization  plan   effective   immediately. 
Now  that  Mr.  Eisenhower  is  President 
and   the  Republicans  want  to  use  the 
.same  method,  it  is  terrible.     Are  you  of 
the  minority  now  repudiating  Franklin 
Delano   Roosevelt    and   his   Democratic 
administration?     I   see   the   gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  HoLiriELOl  on  his 
feet — just   a    mom<;nt — he   can   answer 
that  one  "yes "  or    'no"  real  quick.    It 
was  all  right  for  Mr.  Roosevelt  to  do  It. 
It  was  all  right  back  in  1939  and  1940. 
when  Congress  accelerated  reorganiza- 
tion procedure,  ami  it  was  only  13  days 
between  the  time  the  plan  was  sent  up 
here  and  when  it  was  made  effective. 
But  now  it  is  claiiaed  we  are  speeding 
up  things,  we  are  r  ashing  things,  we  are 
acting  in  a  precipitant  manner,  and  we 
are  not  giving  enough  time  to  thought 
and  study.    Remember,  this  very  Agency 
which  we  are  now  nnarganizing  was  orig- 
inally created — let  me  repeat  that;  then 
you  can  explain  it  ^rhen  we  have  debate 
of  the  joint  resolution — this  very  Agency. 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  which  is 
now   being   reorganized,   was  originally 
created    under    a    reorganization    plan 
which  was  sent  up   here  by  President 
Roosevelt,   through   a   joint   resolution. 
just  like  the  one  now  before  us,  intro- 
duced and  adopted  by  the  Congress,  so 
the  plan  was  put  inta  effect  23  days  after 
it  was  sent  up  on  the  Hill — a  pretty  good 
record  for  speed  au  that,  was  it  not? 
Was  President  Roofievelt  and  the  Con- 
gress then  in  existence,  under  Demo- 
cratic    control,     acting     precipitantly? 
Were    they    doing    something    terrible; 
were  they  violating  all  the  rules  and  laws 
of  God  and  man  when  they  did  that? 
I  am  amazed — literally  amazed — because 
I  have  great  respect  :'or  my  colleague,  the 
gentleman  from  CaLfomia,  and  his  bril- 
liant mind,  as  well  as  great  respect  for 
my  colleague  the  gentleoian  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Dawson],  the  ranking  member 
of  .  the   committee — by   the   statements 
they  have  made  in  view  of  the  official 
record.    They  evidently  have  failed  to  go 
back  into  the  record  far  enough  to  find 
out  what  has  actually  been  done,  or  even 
to  learn  how  this  Agency  was  created  in 
the  first  place. 

'  Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.      Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  recalls,  ux),  that  of  the  two 
affirmative  resolutions  which  the  Con- 


gress passed,  one  was  offered  by  Jack 
Cochran,  our  former  colleague. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  There 
was  never  a  more  competent  man  in  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  And  he  was 
Democratic  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And  the 
other  one  was  offered  by  Mr.  Manasco, 
who  was  also  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee at  the  time. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  But  now  a 
Republican  chairman  of  the  same  com- 
mittee brings  in  a  resolution  to  do  the 
very  same  thing,  and  seemingly  it  is 
considered  almost  criminal  in  nature. 
E^'erybody  is  for  the  plan,  except  they 
do  not  like  the  way  it  is  being  presented, 
but  it  is  being  presented  in  exactly  the 
very  same  way  similar  plans  have  been 
considered  under  Democratic  adminis- 
trations. 

The  great  former  Speaker  of  this 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Raybuhn].  said  he  did  not  have  to  twist 
and  turn  to  take  a  position  on  this  mat- 
ter. I  wonder  whether  some  of  the  other 
individual  minority  Members  wil'  not 
have  to  twist  and  turn.  Are  they  going 
to  stand  by  the  same  sort  of  procedure 
used  by  the  Roosevelt  administration  to 
put  through  their  own  organization 
plans,  or  are  they  going  to  change  their 
position,  now  we  have  a  Republican 
President  and  a  Republican  Congress? 
We  use  here  exactly  the  same  method 
of  hastening  up  reorganization  action 
as  was  used  in  the  administration  of 
President  Roosevelt.  What  is  wrong 
with  that? 

Now.  there  Is  a  fair  question.  You 
cannot  make  flesh  out  of  one  and  fowl 
out  of  another.  It  is  the  same  method 
exactly,  concerning  the  same  depart- 
ment— believe  it  or  not.  the  very  same 
agency  of  government.  If  it  was  fine 
and  proper  and  right  to  hasten  up  the 
reorganization  process  in  1939.  when 
you  now  in  the  minority  created  the 
Federal  Security  Administration  by  in- 
troducing a  joint  resolution  just  like 
this,  why  is  it  wrong  to  reorganize  it  once 
more  by  the  very  same  method,  now  that 
we  have  a  Republican  President  and  a 
Republican  Congress?  I  want  some  of 
you  gentlemen  to  answer  these  ques- 
tions. 

Mr,  Speaker.  I  have  no  more  requests 
for  time,  and  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Hal- 
leck). The  question  Is  on  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  fMr.  Hoffman  1. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 223.  providing  that  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall  take  effect 
10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  joint  resolution. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 


on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  223, 
with  Mr.  Keating  in  the  chair. 

The  first  reading  of  the  House  joint 
resolution  was  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  nile.  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoff- 
man] is  entitled  to  1  hour,  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson], 
1  hour. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman!  Is  recognized. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  yield  myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  l)efore  us 
House  Joint  Resolution  223.  which,  as 
amended  in  the  committee,  reads  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  provisions  ot  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  submitted 
to  the  Congress  on  March  12,  1953.  shall  take 
effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  .'olnt  resolution  and  Its  approval 
by  the  President,  notwithstanding  the  pro- 
vulons  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  except  that  section  9  of  such  act 
shall  apply  to  such  reorganization  plan  and 
to  the   reorganization   made   thereby. 

The  purpose  behind  the  introduction 
of  this  resolution  was  twofold.  As  in- 
troduced on  the  12th  of  March  and  re- 
ported by  the  committee  on  the  17th,  the 
resolution  provided  "the  provisions  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  on  March  12, 
1953,  shall  take  effect  10  days  after  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Joint  res- 
olution." In  committee,  the  resolution 
was  amended  by  adding  after  the  word 
"resolution"  the  words  "and  its  approval 
by  the  President."  As  so  amended.  It 
was  reported  to  the  House  by  the  Rules 
Committee  yesterday,  the  17th. 

Those  familiar  with  our  basic  reorgan- 
ization legislation  will  recall  that  reor- 
ganization plans  sent  down  by  the  Presi- 
dent are  not.  under  usual  procedure, 
subject  to  amendment  and  become  effec- 
tive unless — to  use  understandable  com- 
mon language — the  plan  Is  vetoed  by  a 
majority  vote  of  the  authorized  member- 
ship of  either  the  Senate  or  the  House. 

That  method  of  legislation  has  always 
been  opposed  by  me.  as  it  has  previously 
been  opposed  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  Republicans  of  the  Hovise — 
on  one  ocasion.  164  of  the  168  Members 
who  were  voting  opposed  such  a  method. 
And  this  resolution  was  introduced  by 
me  in  an  effort  to  demonstrate  that,  by 
this  unusual  procedure,  the  House  could, 
if  it  desired,  bring  before  it  a  proposed 
plan  In  such  a  way  that  It  might  be 
amended  either  in  committee  or  from 
the  floor. 

When  the  day  ends,  we  will  have  es- 
tablished the  fact,  provided  that,  when 
the  procedure  providing  for  the  consid- 
eration of  a  reorganization  plan  is  fol- 
lowed, the  plan  cannot  be  amended 
either  in  committee  or  from  the  floor  by 
the  introduction  of  and  action  upon  a 
resolution  such  as  the  one  now  before  us, 
a  plan  can  be  amended ;  this  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  resolution  was  amended  in 
committee,  and.  before  the  debate  has 
ended,  amendments  will  be  offered  f rwii 
the  floor  and  voted  upon. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  recall,  in  the  com- 
mittee one  member  on  the  minority  side 
did  not  vote  on  the  adoption  of  the  reso- 
lution.   One    member,    the    gentleman 
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from  Texas  [Mr.  Brooks],  voted  for  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution.  Several 
members  on  the  minority  side  were  not 
present,  and  their  votes  were  cast  by 
proxy,  as  is  proper  under  our  niles. 

AU  the  majority  members  voted  in  fa- 
vor of  the  resolution.  Both  in  the  com- 
mittee on  the  adoption  of  the  report  and 
on  the  motion  to  report  out  the  resolu- 
tion, the  opposition  seemed  to  be  cen- 
tered on  the  procedure  we  followed  in 
considering  and  reporting  the  resolution. 

In  the  hearings,  and  perhaps  in  the 
consideration  of  the  resolution  by  the 
committee,  on  the  admission  of  both 
the  Director  of  the  Budget,  Mr.  Dodge, 
and  Mrs.  Hobby, 'who  will  be  the  head 
of  the  new  Department,  neither  could 
put  a  finger  on  any  particular  saving 
that  would  be  immediately  effected  by 
the  adoption  of  this  plan.  Both,  as  I  un- 
derstood their  testimony,  were  of  the 
opinion  that  with  a  proper  change  in 
personnel  ultimately  and  in  the  not  too 
far  distant  future,  there  would  be  not 
only  increased  efficiency  but  some  econ- 
omy. 

As  for  the  argument  that  was  made 
both  in  committee  and  before  the  Rules 
Committee  yesterday  while  the  House 
was  listening  to  the  very  instructive 
and  eloquent  talk  by  our  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  Jack- 
son] and  which  if  I  may  be  pardoned 
now  I  would  like  to  concur  in  and  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  Rules  Committee 
does  bring  out  the  resolution  calling  for 
the  removal  of  our  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [  Mr.  Veloe  ]  so  that  we 
may  stand  up  and  be  counted  as  express- 
ing our  confidence  in  him — the  argu- 
ment was  made  before  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee that  the  method  here  followed 
established  a  dangerous  precedent  and 
would  act  in  the  future  as  a  precedent 
for  and  was  at  this  time  an  amendment 
of  the  Reorganization  Act,  a  repudiation 
of  that  act. 

Our  colleagues  who  made  that  argu- 
ment evidently  overlooked  the  fact  as 
stated  by  our  colleague,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  ( Mr.  Brown  ] .  appearing  here 
for  the  Rules  Committee,  that  this  reso- 
lution is  almost  word  for  word,  even  as  to 
punctuation,  the  same  as  resolutions 
heretofore  offered  and  adopted  by  the 
House. 

As  an  illustration,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  calls  attention  to  our  proce- 
dures when,  in  1940  a  plan  was  sent  up 
by  a  Democratic  President.  Then  a  reso- 
lution was  offered  by  Jack  Cochran,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  who  was  then 
chairman  of  this  committee,  which  ac- 
celerated the  effective  date  of  plans  5, 
3,  and  4. 

That  resolution  reads  as  follows: 

Joint    resolution    providing    for    the    taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  provisions  of  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  V.  submitted  to  the 
Congress  on  May  23.  1940.  shall  take  effect 
on  the  10th  day  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Joint  resolution,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1939. 

Sec.  2.  Nothing  In  such  plan  or  this  joint 
resolution  shall  be  construed  as  having  the 
effect  of  contli^uing  any  agency  or  function 
beyond  the  time  v^en  It  would  have  termi- 
nated without  T|gard  to  such  plan  or  this 
joint  resolutlotf  or  of  continuing  any  func- 
tion beyond  the  time  when  the  agency  In 
which  it  was  vested  would  have  terminated 


without  regard  to  such  plan  or  this  joint 
resolution. 

Sec.  3.  Any  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941.  made  after  the 
taking  effect  of  such  reorganization  plan, 
for  the  use  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation Service  or  the  Department  of  Labor  In 
the  exercise  of  functions  transferred  by  such 
plan,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  section  3 
of  such  plan,  be  considered  as  having  been 
made  prior  to  the  taking  effect  of  such  plan. 
Any  provision.  In  any  act  of  Congress  enacted 
at  the  third  sehslon  of  the  76th  Congress, 
after  the  taking  effect  of  such  plan,  which 
confers  upon  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 
function  with  resjject  to  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  or  with  respect 
to  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
shall  be  construed  as  having  conferred  such 
function  upon  the  Attorney  General  and  not 
upon  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

See.  4.  The  provisions  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  III.  submitted  to  the  Congress  on 
April  2.  1940.  and  the  provisions  of  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No  IV.  submitted  to  the  Con- 
gress on  April  11.  1940.  shall  take  effect  on 
June  30,  1940.  notwithstanding  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1939 

Approved,  June  4.  1940  (54  U.  S.  Statutes 
at  Large  231). 

So  it  is  somewhat  difficult  for  me  to 
understand  why  the  two  ranking  minor- 
ity members  of  our  committee  should  so 
vigorously  and  repeatedly  insist  that  we 
are  doing  something  that  was  perhaps 
out  of  order  or  at  least  in  their  opinion 
not  good  legislative  procedure  and  that 
we  were  establishing  a  precedent  which 
might  do  away  with  reorganization  leg- 
islation. I  could  save  some  time  for  our 
friends  over  there — I  see  our  friendly 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
(Mr.  Karsten),  who  I  think  is  very,  very 
familiar  with  reorgtinization  plans 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  I  recall 
the  incident  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan was  about  to  mention.  As  I  remem- 
ber, it  was  a  plan  similar  to  this.  How- 
ever, I  want  to  point  out  that  we  were 
not  operating  under  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949;  and.  furthermore,  in  those 
days  there  was  an  emergency.  But  now 
there  is  no  emergency  to  warrant  this 
sort  of  procedure,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  thank 
the  gentleman.  This  was  in  Korea — ju.st 
take  note  of  that;  it  is  no  emergency? 
please  be  advised. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  am  simply  repeat- 
ing his  words. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  From 
1933  on  we  have  been  told  there  was  an 
emergency  all  the  time,  and  though  there 
was  no  real  one.  one  was  created — so  it 
has  all  been  under  a  claimed  emer- 
gency. If  you  will  look  at  54th  Statute, 
page  230,  you  will  find  the  situation  is 
practically  the  same  today  as  then.  Now 
I  know  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  will 
agree  with  me  in  this  if  nothing  else,  that 
in  neither  hi.s  time  nor  mine  has  there 
ever  served  in  this  body  a  more  capable, 
active,  patriotic  gentleman  than  the  gen- 
tleman who  was  then  chairman  of  the 
committee.  Jack  Cochran. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  I. cer- 
tainly agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  in  this  one  case.  But  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  we  have  made  great 
progress  since  1939  in  the  field  of  reor- 


ganization. By  one  stroke  of  the  pen  you 
are  attempting  to  destroy  all  that  prog- 
ress.   

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  What  is 
that? 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  By  one 
stroke  of  the  pen  you  are  attempting  to 
destroy  all  that  progress  we  might  make 
in  the  future. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     Oh.  no. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Oh,  yes. 
Indeed. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  All 
right.  Just  how  will  we  destroy  all  that 
progress  and  what  was  that  progress? 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield  I  will  be  glad  to 
explain  it  to  him. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     Yes. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Here  you 
have  a  resolution  that  takes  away  from 
a  Member  of  Congress  his  right  to  pre- 
sent a  resolution  of  disapproval;  further- 
more your  resolution  is  open  to  amend- 
ment and  the  gentleman  knows  as  well 
as  I  do  that  over  the  years  Congress  has 
never  reorganized  effectively  because  all 
of  the  plans  and  bills  have  been  open  to 
amendment.  Ever>'one  has  a  pet  proj- 
ect. The  gentleman  from  Michigan 
and  myself  are  no  exceptions.  You 
throw  this  open  to  amendment  and  you 
are  not  going  to  have  real  effective  re- 
organization. The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  knows  that  as  well  as  I  do. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  is  in  error  when  he  states  this 
resolution  takes  away  a  right  from  a 
Member  of  Congress.  A  resolution  of 
disapproval  has  been  or  will  be  offered. 
Progress,  the  gentleman  says.  Look  at 
the  increase  in  the  national  debt.  I  ad- 
mit there  has  been  progress  in  that — 
an  ever-greater  debt.  I  admit  there  has 
been  progress  in  the  rate  of  taxation — 
an  ever-increasing  rate.  Who  wants 
that?  Call  that  progress?  That  the 
taxpayers  have   been   soaked,  I  admit. 

Sure,  progress?  If  that  is  what  you 
call  it.  I  do  not.  There  is  more  water 
can  run  out  of  the  bunghole  of  the  bar- 
rel than  has  been  put  into  it  by  the  New 
Deal.  I  will  tell  you.  they  have  made 
progress.  But  it  has  been  in  the  wrong 
direction. 

He  talks  about  safeguarding  our 
rights,  which  was  the  theme  of  the  song 
of  the  gentleman  from  California  (Mr. 
HoLiriELDl.  and,  I  believe,  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dawson  1  in  argu- 
ment before  the  Rules  Committee.  They 
talked  about  preserving  our  rights,  but 
there  is  nothing  in  any  reorganization 
bill,  there  cannot  be  anything  in  any  law. 
that  prohibits  a  subsequent  Congress 
from  changing  it.  can  there?  We  are 
trying  to  safeguard  the  rights  of  the 
present  Congress,  and  any  subsequent 
Congress  can  legislate  as  it  pleases. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  gentleman  referred 
to  the  New  Deal.  I  wonder  if  he  would 
explain  again  whether  he  said  bunghole 
or  bungle? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Either 
will  do.  1  can  remember  a  very  distin- 
guished colleague  of  ours  from  Illinois, 
Miss  Sumner,  who  stood  down  here  in 
the  well  at  one  time  and  said  here  is 
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where  she  bulged  for  Britain  but  the 
taxpayers  were  down  to  skin  and  twnee 
In  paying  for  it.  (>ure  it  was  bungling 
all  right,  but  I  was  talking  about  that  old 
statement  that  more  water  can  run  out 
of  the  bunghole  thiin  you  can  put  in  at 
the  top.  something  like  that.  More  dol- 
lars and  more  Important  Is  the  fact  that 
more  men  have,  by  the  New  Deal,  been 
wasted  abroad  thaii  we  could  afford  to 
lose.  Progress?  Our  Democratic  ad- 
ministrations have  given  us  three  wars; 
they  have  given  us  a  debt  of  more  than 
$260  billion,  and  tlie  end  is  not  yet  in 
sight.  That  result  may  be  the  gentle- 
man's understanding  of  progress.  It  is 
not  mine. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFPMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  am 
not  so  much  interested  in  the  manner 
in  which  this  legisl£.tion  is  being  handled. 
That  seems  to  have  been  determined 
when  the  House  adopted  the  rule  a  few 
minutes  ago.  I  am  more  Interested  in 
the  plan  that  Is  proposed  to  be  approved 
or  disapproved.  I  wish  the  gentleman 
would  explain  the  differences  between 
the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953. 
and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  27  of  1950, 
any  differences  that  might  have  caused 
fill  of  these  gentlemen  to  suddenly  re- 
verse their  position  and  decide  to  sup- 
port the  biU? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Which 
gentleman?    On  that  side? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Some 
of  these  gentlemen  who  have  just  spoken 
in  favor  of  it,  who  voted  against  the 
plan  in  1950.  I  am  wondering  what  the 
difference  is  between  the  two  plans. 

Mr.  HOFPMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  from  Missouri  was  talking 
about  this  resolution  providing  for 
amendments.  Sure.  The  one  that  was 
introduced  by  Mr.  Cochran,  of  Missouri, 
the  chairman  at  that  time,  did  the  same 
thing,  and  there  were  amendments. 
Some  of  the  resolutions  were  amended 
in  the  Senate,  they  came  back  and  we 
accepted  the  amendments. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  We  have 
come  a  long  way  since  1939.  I  can  tell 
the  gentleman  that  Jack  Cochran  was 
for  the  reorganization  method  we  are 
using  today  and  it  was  one  of  his  last 
acts  in  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes.  we 
have  come  a  long,  long  way.  But,  as  I 
said,  the  so-called  progress  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  has,  in  reality,  been 
a  retrogression  from  the  sound,  forward- 
looking  ways  of  the  forefathers. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  What 
is  the  difference  between  the  two  plans? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  A  com- 
parison of  the  plans  is  set  forth  in  the 
report  which,  no  doubt,  the  gentleman 
has  read.  To  that  statement  I  have 
nothing  to  add.  As  I  understand  it,  their 
position  is  this,  and  I  may  be  mistaken: 
If  you  will  look  at  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  Just  sent  up.  you  will  find  in  sec- 
tion 5  that  the  plan  transfers  personnel 
together  with  records  and  functions  and 
so  forth,  as  they  now  exist  over  to  the 
new  organization.  Note  that  word 
"personnel." 


Then  over  in  section  9  on  the  opposite 
page  you  see  that  several  positions  are 
named  and  that  there  the  President  is 
given  the  right  to  keep  those  same  old 
employees  in  office  for.  I  think,  it  is.  60 
days. 

The  real  objection  from  that  side 
comes  from  the  fact  that,  if  this  present 
resolution  goes  through,  the  President 
and  his  assistants  may  be  able  to  change 
these  top  policy-making  individuals  and 
to  get  them  out  of  office  and.  of  course, 
being  moculated.  or  whatever  you  want 
to  call  it,  with  the  New  Deal  theories. 

I  can  understand  why.  on  that  side, 
there  are  some  who  want  to  keep  those 
political  appointees  in  office  until  the  last 
day  that  they  can  possibly  serve,  and.  on 
our  side,  inasmuch  as  the  new  Secre- 
tary, who  has  37.000  employees,  can  only 
appoint  one.  we  on  our  side — at  least  I 
personally  am  very,  very  anxious  that 
she  gets,  insofar  as  possible,  individuals 
in  there  who  will  follow  her  ideas  and 
the  pohcy  declared  by  the  administra- 
tion. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  spoils  system. 
I  think  that  the  new  Republican  ad- 
ministration in  power  is  entitled  to  name 
its  policy  makers,  but  I  think  also  the 
gentleman  met  himself  coming  up  the 
road  in  attempting  to  answer  my  ques- 
tion. What  is  the  basic  difference, 
philosophically,  between  the  plan  we 
have  now  and  the  plan  that  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  1950?  Is  there 
any  difference? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes; 
there  are  some  differences. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Basi- 
cally? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes, 
and  if  you  will  look  at  the  report  you 
will  find  a  chart  which  points  out  the 
differences  paragraph  by  paragraph  be- 
tween the  plans. 

Now  you  asked  a  question  which  to 
me  is  very,  very  embarrassing  because  I 
have  always  been  and  I  still  am  opposed 
to  this  centralization  of  txjwer  in  the 
administration.  That  is  what  the  gen- 
tleman was  fishing  for.  I  know  what  you 
were  trying  to  get  at.  and  that  is  all 
right,  I  cannot  help  it  now,  and  as  long 
as  we  have  to  take  it,  I  am  not  going  to 
relax  and  enjoy  it,  but  I  am  going  to  re- 
lax and  take  what  I  am  forced  to  take. 
I  do  not  expect  to  vote  for  the  plan. 

I  do  not  believe  in  bureaucracy  any 
more  than  I  did  when,  in  our  former  re- 
port, with  a  plan  similar  to  this — I  think 
it  was  No.  27 — we  wrote  that  the  plan 
was  the  answer  to  a  bureaucrat's  dream, 
only  this  time  we  have  some  folks.  I 
think,  I  hope,  who  will  be  administering 
this  plan,  who  will  have  first  in  mind 
the  good  of  our  country  and  not  the 
continuation  of  a  certain  group  in 
power — the  theory  of  Harry  Hopkins, 
you  remember  that,  the  old,  old  saw.  tax 
and  tax.  spend  and  spend,  elect  and  elect. 
That.  I  hope,  is  out. 

Mr.  LANTAPP.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Florida. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  With  reference  to 
the  impression  that  I  interpret  from 
your  remarks  a  few  minutes  ago  that 
this  plan  will  enable  the  new  Adminis- 


trator, or  the  new  Secretary,  to  get  her 
own  team  working  with  her  and  enable 
her  to  clean  out  a  lot  of  these  people 
frozen  under  civil  service 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The  top 
ones. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  Top  ones,  is  it  not 
true,  on  page  82  of  the  testimony,  it 
was  pointed  out  by  Mrs.  Hobby  that  un- 
der thL>  plan,  if  enacted,  she  would  be 
enabled  to  fill  two  positions  now  filled 
by  civil  service,  and  both  of  those  posi« 
tions  are  currently  vacant? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  I 
understaivd,  there  will  be^some  Execu-"- 
tive  orders  and  some  changes  in  legis- 
lation if  necessary,  so  that  the  culminis- 
tration  may  clean  up  the  mess  that  the 
voters  had  in  mind  last  November,  and 
if  this  plan  was  to  be  administered  by 
an  Oscar  Ewing.  I  do  not  care  if  he  wore 
a  skirt.  I  would  not  be  for  it. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  Of  course,  the  point 
I  wanted  to  clear  up  you  have  cleared 
up.  but  that  is  not  the  action  of  the 
President  in  issuing  an  Executive  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  may 
be  encouraging  to  him.  though,  to  have 
it  passed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  I  Mr.  Holitield  ] . 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
am  always  amazed  at  the  ability  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Brown!  to 
blow  a  bubble  up  into  a  balloon,  and 
today  was  another  occasion.  Of  course, 
it  is  true  that  similar  resolutions  have 
been  presented  to  this  body  in  the  past, 
but  I  point  out  that  the  House  was  then 
working  under  a  different  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  than  at  the  present  time.  The 
resolution  to  which  he  referred  at  the 
time  cut  down  the  time  from  60  days 
to  51  days.  It  was  done  for  the  pur- 
pose, according  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Cochran,  of  providing  that  the  accounts 
of  the  Department  involved  could  be 
started  with  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
July  1.  That  was  his  expressed  purpose 
for  changing  from  60  days  to  51  days, 
so  that  the  accounts  would  be  set  up 
in  an  orderly  fashion  on  the  first  of  the 
fiscal  year.  As  I  say,  it  was  under  a 
different  form  of  reorganization  plan. 
We  have  had  several.  1939.  1945.  and 
1949,  and  we  are  now  operating  imder 
the  1949  plan. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Ikfr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Just  what  basic  merit 
would  there  be  in  bringing  this  plan  in 
imder  the  Reorganization  Act  as  against 
bringing  it  in  as  it  has  been  brought  in? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELJD.  The  plan  if  brought 
in  under  the  Reorganization  Act  would 
be  brought  in  on  the  basis  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  provided  for  the  consideration 
of  that  type  of  legislation.  I  think  I 
will  answer  the  gentleman  in  the  content 
of  my  remarks. 

Action  on  House  Joint  Resolution  223 
is  unnecessary.  Whether  you  Tote  for 
it  or  against  it  has  no  bearing  on  the 
merits  of  the  plan  or  the  acceptanoe  of 
the  plan,  because  tlie  House  will  be  in 
the  confused  condition  I  referred  to  a 
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jnomeDt  ago  of  having  later  on  to  con- 
sider the  resolutton  of  the  gentleman 
from  norida  [Mr.  Bnnnn]  of  disap- 
proval as  provided  under  the  Reorgani- 
sation Act. 

I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
the  fact  that  we  received  the  President's 
plan  on  March  12.  On  March  16  we  had 
1  day  of  hearings  on  the  plan.  On 
March  17  the  rule  was  granted.  On 
March  18  we  have  It  here  on  the  floor. 
In  other  words,  5  legislative  days  have 
elapsed  since  the  presenting  of  the  plan. 
not  3  weeks  or  60  days,  for  the  Members 
to  acquaint  themselves  with  the  plan. 
Many  of  you*  have  never  seen  the  plan 
or  studied  it 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIPIKLD.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  gentleman  referred 
to  the  51  days.  As  I  recall  the  state- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BkownI  and  I  have  the  joint  resolution 
in  front  of  me.  54  Statutes.  230.  it  read, 
"shall  take  effect  on  the  10th  day  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  resolution." 
whereas  it  was  the  following  resolution 
which  shortened  the  period  from  60  to 
51  days.  The  gentleman's  attention  was 
being  directed  by  Mr.  Brown  to  the  fact 
that  he  and  others  on  that  side  of  the 
aisle  had  supported  a  resolution  which 
Would  have  effect  in  10  days. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  If  I  was  misin- 
formed as  to  the  resolution.  I  will  accept 
the  gentleman's  correction.  I  thought  he 
referred  to  the  one  where  Mr.  Cochran 
spoke  on  June  1.  1939.  which  is  found  in 
the  Record,  volume  84,  part  6,  page  6527, 
where  the  time  limit  is  changed  from  60 
days  to  51  days. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  This  resolution  is  No. 
551  of  June  4,  1940.  and  became  54th 
Statutes,  page  230.  and  become  effective 
In  10  days. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  will  have  to  look 
that  up  later.  Apparently  I  do  not  have 
the  same  resolution  here  that  the  gentle- 
man has. 

Now  I  ask  why  the  rush  to  bring  this 
about  in  5  days?  Is  this  a  pattern  for 
future  Presidential  plans  which  are  going 
to  be  brought  to  the  Congress?  Are  we 
only  going  to  be  allowed  5  legislative 
days  for  these  future  plans?  I  under- 
stand there  are  quite  a  niunber  of  them 
coming  up  here.  Some  of  these  plans 
may  be  controversial.  This  does  not 
happen  to  be  a  controversial  plan.  I  am 
for  this  plan.  What  I  want  to  know  is — 
is  this  a  pattern  that  the  leadership  here 
and  the  administration  is  going  to  set 
up?  Are  they  going  to  set  this  up  as  a 
pattern?  Are  they  going  to  slip  us  a 
bunch  of  these  plans  at  one  time,  and 
then  give  us  5  legislative  days  in  which 
to  study  them?  Again  I  want  to  say 
there  were  no  hearings  held  on  House 
Joint  Resolution  223.  although  the  notice 
of  the  chairman  included  that  along  with 
the  plan — there  was  no  question  on  the 
method  of  handling  the  resolution,  or  no 
testimony  offered.  There  was  no  testi- 
mony at  all  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  plan  would/ftg:  effectuated.  Now  I 
said  that  thisTJilff  would  nulUfy  the 
rights  of  some  of  the  Members,  and  I 
plan  to  prove  that. 

Under  the  reorganization  plan,  a  60- 
dM  period  for  study  and  processing  of 


plans  Is  given  to  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress.   This  IS  contingent,  of  course,  on 
House  action  on  a  resolution  of  disap- 
proval.   The  right  to  file  a  resolution  of 
disapproval  is  given  to  the  Hoxise.    Of 
course.  I  think  that  right  still  remains, 
but  it  becomes  futile  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  House  will  have  previously  acted 
in  an  affirmative  way.   The  right  of  indi- 
vidual Members  to  file  a  resolution  of  dis- 
approval and  to  secure  floor  considera- 
tion notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
might  not  report  his  resolution  to  the 
floor,  or  a  rule  might  not  be  given  pro- 
viding for  its  consideration  still  exists. 
a  Member  still  has  the  privilege  of  bring- 
ing this  resolution  up.    I  imderstand  that 
this  Is  what  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
I  Mr.  Bennett)  intends  to  do.    The  right 
of  disapproval  is  extended  both  to  the 
House  and  to  the  Senate  acting  sepa- 
rately.   Now.  if  we  affirm  this  matter  in 
this  House,  and  it  is  disapproved  in  the 
other  body,  we  have  a  confusing  situa- 
tion, and  the  plan  does  not  become  a 
law.     Vice  versa  the  same  thing  would 
happen  if  the  other  body  approved  it  by 
affirmative    resolution,    and    we    disap- 
proved it  by  a  disapproving  resolution. 
So  I  say.  you   are  taking  these  rights 
from  the  individual  Members  which  were 
given  to  them  wisely  under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  of  1949,  as  an  offset  to 
the  privilege  we  gave  to  the  executive 
branch  to  send  plans  up  here.    I  say  we 
should  retain  our  ritiht  to  examine  these 
plans,   and   have   an   adequate    time   in 
order  to  do  a  good  job  in  examining  the 
plans.     I  think  the  House  is  going  to  be 
put  in  a  ridiculous  position  in  passing 
this  bill  today,  and  then  having  to  con- 
sider  the   Bennett   resolution   later  on. 
A  vote  on  House  Joint  Resolution  223 
is  not  a  clear-cut  vote  on  the  issue  of  the 
President's  plan.    It  is  also  a  concurrent 
vote  on  changing  in  effect  the  reorgani- 
zation procedure.    A  vote  on  the  Bennett 
resolution  would  be  a  clear-cut  vote  for 
or  against  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1953.    That  is  why  I  am  going  to  urge  my 
friends  to  vote  down  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 223,  and  then  use  the  orderly  pro- 
cedure under  the  act,  the  approved  pro- 
cedure as  outlined  in  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949  to  consider  this  matter.     I 
say  that  this  does  not  make  a  great  deal 
of  difference  in  this  case  at  all  because 
this  is  a  noncontroversial  plan,  but  I 
can  clearly  see  that  plans  might  come  up 
a  little  bit  later  which  might  be  very 
controversial,  and  if  this  same  procedure 
is  used,  then  the  Members  of  the  House 
would  be  denied  the  time  that  is  neces- 
sary to  study  these  plans  to  find  out  what 
the  measure  is  all  about.    Many  of  these 
plans  are  very  complicated,  having  to 
do   with   administrative   functions   and 
overlapping  agencies  and  duplications  in 
Government  functions.     They  could  be 
brought  up  in  many  different  ways,  and 
they  can  have  a  great  deal  of  effect  upon 
the  functions  of  our  bureaus  and  our  de- 
partments  of   Government.     I  say   we 
should  retain  that  right  and  not  set  a 
precedent  by  shortening  the  time  from 
60  calendar  days  to  5  legislative  days  as 
we  are  doing  in  this  case. 

Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.    Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.     I  yield. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  If  the 
plan  is  not  controversial,  as  I  understood 
the  gentleman  to  say— that  was  your 
statement,  was  it  not?  This  plan  is  not 
controversial. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  1  would  say  there 
are  opponents  to  the  plan.  The  gentle- 
man from  Florida  I  Mr.  Bennett]  hap- 
pens to  be  one  of  them.  I  think  the 
majority  of  Members  approve  of  the 

plan.  

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then.  If 
that  Is  true,  what  can  be  gained  by  hear- 
ings on  the  plan  Itself? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The   time   of   the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 
Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  the  gentleman  1  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Time  for  the 
Members  to  study  the  plan.  Time  for 
additional  witnesses  to  come  before  the 
committee  on  a  resolution  of  disapproval, 
which  I  understand  we  wlU  have  to 
con.sider. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Does 
the  gentleman  contend  we  will  consider 
that  resolution  if  this  resolution  is 
passed? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  think  the  parlia- 
mentary situation  is  such  that  that 
resolution  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Have 
you  conferred  with  the  Parliamentarian, 
and  did  he  advise  you  that  if  this  plan 
went  through,  and  it  was  also  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  then  we  would  be  forced 
to  consider  the  disapproving  resolution? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  was  informed  by 
the  Parliamentarian  that  the  right  of 
the  gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr. 
Bennett)  to  call  up  his  re.solution  is  not 
affected  by  House  Joint  Resolution  223, 
whether  we  vote  for  it  or  against  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Were 
you  also  advi.sed  that  the  committee 
would  be  required  to  hold  hearings  if 
both  Houses  approved  House  Joint 
Resolution  223? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  If  the  committee 
does  not  hold  hearings  on  the  Bennett 
resolution,  it  will  lose  control  of  the  time 
when  the  matter  is  considered  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  and  the  time  will  then 
be  under  the  control  of  the  gentleman 
from  Florida.  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  will  protect  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  our  committee  to  handle  legisla- 
tion and  I  invite  him  to  help  me  in  this 
instance. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Brownson). 
Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
many  ways  this  is  a  debate  of  artificially 
and  politically  created  issues.  It  repre- 
sents a  carefully  contrived  "tempest  in  a 
teaiJot"  designed  to  produce  just  enough 
spray  to  cloud  the  real  issue  without 
splashing  the  political  tea  of  the  Demo- 
crats back  into  their  own  laps. 

I  have  noticed  very  carefully  that 
nearly  every  Democrat  who  has  spoken 
on  this  resolution  today,  has  prefaced 
his  remarks  by  stating  the  exact  stand 
he  intends  to  take  on  the  matter  of  cre- 
ating a  Department  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare.  In  other  words,  the 
members  of  the  minority  party  have  al- 
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ready  found  plenty  of  time  to  make  up 
their  minds  as  to  whether  they  are  for 
or  against  this  reorganization  plan. 

Some  of  my  distinguished  colleagues  of 
the  minority  have  told  us  how  their  par- 
ticular friends  in  the  House  intend  to 
vote  on  this  bill.  What  reason  can  there 
be  then  for  stalling  any  longer?  What 
reason  can  there  be  for  advancing  the 
argument  that  the  full  60  days  Is  required 
for  this  body  to  make  up  Its  mind  on  this 
plan  when  all  the  evidence  presented 
indicates  that  not  a  vote  would  be 
changed  by  this  Ume-consumlng  pro- 
cedure. 

As  long  as  every  Member  who  has 
spoken  In  opposition  during  debate  on 
the  rule  or  In  opposition  to  the  resolu- 
tion Itself,  has  pn>faced  his  remarks  by 
indicating  that  hb<  own  mind  Is  already 
made  up  and  that  his  colleagues'  minds 
are  already  made  up,  I  can  see  no  valid 
argument  for  delay,  procrastination,  or 
adopting  a  negative  approach  to  this 
legislation. 

In  an  attempt  to  bring  the  matter  of 
precedent  to  bear  on  this  question,  the 
opposition  has  actually  Introduced  the 
most  ridiculous  ai'gument  Into  the  dls- 
cu.ssion.  When  my  distinguished  col- 
league pointed  out  that  House  Joint  Res- 
olution 551.  Introduced  on  May  27.  1940. 
by  the  late  John  Joseph  Cochran,  distin- 
guished Democrat  Representative  from 
Mi.ssouri.  was  passed  by  a  Democrat  Con- 
gress through  exactly  this  same  proce- 
dure, the  opposition  cried  that  this  ac- 
tion took  place  under  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1939  whereas  our  present  action 
takes  place  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949. 

Actually.  House  Joint  Resolution  551 
and  today's  House  Joint  Resolution  223 
have  one  phrase  almost  In  common. 
House  Joint  Resolution  551  of  May  27. 
1940,  reads:  "shall  take  effect  on  the 
10th  day  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  joint  resolution,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1939." 

House  Joint  Resolution  223,  In  its  pres- 
ent form,  reads:  "shall  take  effect  10 
days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  joint  resolution  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949." 

Reduced  to  Its  simplest  terms,  the  ar- 
gument of  the  opposition  states  that  be- 
cause we  are  asking  the  committee  to 
enact  this  legislation  notwithstanding 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  Instead 
of  notwithstanding  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1939  we  are  committing  this  body 
to  a  perilous  parliamentary  course. 

Notwithstanding  the  "notwithstand- 
ing" clauses,  what  we  are  actually  doing 
today  is  legislating  affirmatively  on  the 
basis  of  the  inherent  right  and  author- 
ity of  Congress  to  originate  positive  leg- 
islation. 

It  is  interesting  to  turn  back  In  the 
CoNCRESsioN.\L  RECORD  and  note  the 
strangely  different  attitude  of  some  of 
our  Democrat  friends  a  little  over  2  years 
ago  when  H.  R.  1545,  authorizing  emer- 
gency reorganization  was  debated.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
who  was  then  the  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee, made  a  statement  which  is 
strangely  In  contrast  to  his  position  to- 
day. I  now  find  myself  In  wholehearted 
agreement  with  his  previous  statement 


which  I  wish  to  quote  from  the  Cohcrks- 
sional  Record,  volume  97,  part  2,  page 
2131: 

Mr.  Dawson.  How  long  a  time  can  18  days 
be;  bow  abort  a  time  can  18  daya  beT  It  la 
my  belief  tbat  power  la  beat  organized  by 
giving  tbe  responsible  bead  for  tbe  \ue  of 
that  power  sufflclent  power  to  meet  the  emer- 
gency which  faces  him.  I  am  saying  to  you 
that  thU  bill  should  pass  without  opposition. 

I  am  the  flrst  to  grant  that  this  Is  not 
a  defense  emergency  we  face  today  such 
as  the  type  of  emergency  that  was  much 
discussed  when  we  were  asking  for  emer- 
gency reorganisation  powers  for  Presi- 
dent Truman,  I  do  feel,  however,  that 
our  national  security  and  certainly  our 
national  solvency  are  affected  by  certain 
other  reorganizations  In  other  depart- 
ments of  our  Government.  Particularly 
this  close  upon  the  heels  of  March  15, 
our  annual  taxpaylng  day,  ever-expand- 
ing bureaucracy  presents  a  very  real 
emergency  to  our  people  and  an  emer- 
gency which  they  are  anxious  to  have 
this  Congress  face  up  to  in  order  that 
their  newly  elected  President  have  the 
authority  he  needs  to  work  for  economy 
and  efficiency  in  government. 

There  has  been  some  discussion  about 
this  bin  and  about  the  difference  between 
this  current  plan  and  the  plans  of  1950 
and  of  1949;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  plans 
to  reorganize  this  whole  health,  educa- 
tion, and  welfare  area  which  we  are  dis- 
cussing are  not  a  new  idea.  Back  as  far 
as  1923  under  the  Harding  administra- 
tion, if  you  please,  a  President  tried  to 
reorganize  these  same  functions. 

In  1924  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reor- 
ganization recommended  a  new  depart- 
ment similar  to  that  suggested  by  Presi- 
dent Harding.  In  1932.  one  of  President 
Hoover's  reorganization  proposals  called 
for  the  concentration  of  health,  educa- 
tion, and  recreational  activities  in  a  sin- 
gle executive  department.  The  Presi- 
dents Committee  on  Administrative 
Management  in  1937  recommended  the 
placing  of  health,  education,  and  social- 
security  functions  in  a  Department  of 
Social  Welfare.  This  recommendation 
was  partially  implemented  in  1939  by  the 
creation  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency, 
by  which  action  the  Congress  indicated 
its  approval  of  the  grouping  of  these 
functions  in  a  single  agency.  A  new  de- 
partment could  not  be  proposed  at  that 
time  because  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1939  prohibited  the  creation  of  addi- 
tional executive  departments.  In  1949 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  Government 
proposed  the  creation  of  a  department 
for  social  security  and  education. 

This  concept  of  a  Cabinet  position  for 
this  type  of  operation  is  certainly  not 
new  and  had  bipartisan  support 
throughout  a  long  period  of  years. 

When  we  look  at  the  actual  details  of 
organization,  this  is  a  distinctly  dif- 
ferent and  more  workable  concept  than 
its  predecessors. 

We  are  flrst  impressed  with  the  sig- 
nlflcant  fact  that  for  the  flrst  time  we 
now  have  a  Special  Assistant  for  Health 
and  Medicine  who  is  required  to  be  a 
recognized  leader  of  the  medical  pro- 
fession outside  of  Government,  if  you 
please.  That  gives  the  medical  profes- 
sion and  a  large  area  of  the  American 
public   more   confidence   in   this  plan. 


being  reassured  as  they  are,  that  the 
medical  activities  of  the  Department  are 
not  going  to  be  supervised  by  somebody 
who  has  either  a  bureaucratic  or  theo- 
retical knowledge  of  medicine.  This 
plan  is  different  in  that  it  calls  specifi- 
cally for  a  man  who  Is  a  professional, 
a  medical  practitioner,  an  honored 
member  of  an  honored  group  of  an 
honored  profession  In  American  society. 
That  one  provision  makes  a  very  great 
difference  In  the  palatablllty  of  this  plan 
as  compared  with  plan  27  of  1950  and  as 
compared  with  plan  1  of  1949.  The  sig- 
nificance of  tills  difference  cannot  be 
glossed  In  debate.  It  makes  this  plan 
quite  different  from  Its  predecessors. 

It  seems  to  me.  also,  that  the  public 
now  realizes  that  earlier  reorganizations 
would  have  granted  greater  authority  to 
the  previous  Federal  Security  Adminis- 
trator, Oscar  Ewlng.  That  was  un- 
thinkable to  many  liljerty-lovlng  Amer- 
ican people  who  were  worried  and  dis- 
satisfied with  the  way  he  was  running 
his  bureaucracy  In  the  Federal  Security 
Administration.  I  have  no  qualms 
about  making  the  point  very  definitely 
that  one  of  the  situations  that  makes 
this  legislation  palatable  to  the  Amer- 
ican public  today  is  the  fact  that  we  are 
not  dealing  with  Oscar  Ewing;  we  are 
not  dealing  with  the  man  whose  attitude 
toward  increasing  and  expanding  the 
hold  of  Federal  bureaucracy  over  our 
lives,  we  feared.  In  fact.  Oscar  Swing's 
conduct  and  philosophy  became  a  major 
political  issue. 

We  are  now  looking  ahead  with  con- 
fidence, a  confidence  shared  to  a  great 
degree  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  because 
we  are  dealing  with  a  new  administra- 
tion. We  are  dealing.  I  repeat,  with 
a  head  of  this  department  who  I  am 
sure  has  the  confidence  of  our  colleagues 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  and  who  has 
a  distinguished  Government  record.  So 
I  say  that  another  of  the  reasons  this 
plan  Is  more  palatable  than  previous 
plans  is  because  Oscar  Ewing  does  not 
fit  into  this  picture  and  because  this  re- 
organization has  been  carefully  worked 
out  so  that  it  will  enable  the  new  sec- 
retary to  coordinate  the  activities  of 
these  strategic  agencies  which  have 
been  loosely  administered  in  the  past. 

These,  then,  are  essentially  the  con- 
siderations that  face  us  today: 

First,  is  it  a  good  plan? 

Second,  is  Cabinet  status  desirable  for 
the  head  who  directs  the  activities 
which  are  grouped  under  the  present 
Federal  Security  Administrator? 

Third.  If  there  is  widespread  approval, 
if  minds  have  been  made  up  on  this  pro- 
gram, why  should  we  here  in  Congress 
sit  aroimd  and  stall  over  technicalities 
for  a  60-day  waiting  period  before  we 
place  in  effect  a  program  where  we  have 
a  reasonably  common  area  of  agreement, 
a  program  on  which.  I  dare  say,  not  a 
single  vote  will  be  changed  in  the  next 
60  days? 

Mr.  LANTAPP.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Florida,  a 
member  of  the  ccHnmittee. 

Mr.  LANTAPT.  I  was  wooderimr 
whether  or  not  the  present  occupant  of 
the  office  and  the  Acting  Administrator 
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of  the  Federal  Security  Agency  is  serv- 
ing as  a  member  of  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  That  is  a  very  moot 
point,  as  the  gentleman  well  knows,  hav- 
ing heard  the  same  discussion  at  the 
hearings  that  I  did. 

hl^.  LANTAFP.  She  has  been  invited 
by  the  President  to  sit  in  with  the 
Cabinet. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  understand  that 
President  Eisenhower  has  invited  Mrs. 
Hobby  to  meet  with  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  Is  she  serving  as  a 
member  of  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  do  not  know.  If 
it  is  legally  construed  that  she  is.  at  least 
I  can  assure  the  gentleman  she  is  not 
being  paid  as  a  member  of  the  Cabinet. 
Mr.  LANTAFP.  Is  she  voting  as  a 
member  of  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  must  admit  I 
have  never  had  the  privilege  of  sitting 
with  the  Cabinet  to  know  whether  she 
does  or  not. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  call  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  page  52  of  the  hearings  at 
which  Mr.  Dodge,  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  stated  that  Mrs.  Hobby 
was  already  a  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
she  has  been  made  a  member  of  the  Cab- 
inet and  she  votes  as  a  member  of  the 
Cabinet. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman very  much  for  his  close  attention 
to  the  hearings.  I  am  sure  that  with 
Mrs.  Hobby's  charm  and  persuasive  abil- 
ity it  would  not  make  any  difference  if 
she  voted  or  sat  as  an  ex  officio  mem- 
ber, her  viewpoint  would  be  equally  ef- 
fective in  the  President's  distinguished 
Cabinet. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  issue  in  this  case 
seems  clear.  If  the  plan  is  a  good  one  it 
should  be  adopted  without  delay,  since 
plans  of  this  nature  have  been  studied 
by  Congress  for  the  past  30  years.  You 
have  heard  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Curtis]  speak  strongly  in  favor  of 
this  plan  which  assures  us  that  its  imme- 
diate adoption  will  not  affect  the  careful 
study  which  his  subcommittee  is  con- 
ducting in  the  matter  of  social  security. 
I  was  very  impressed  by  his  remarks.  If 
he  is  not  in  favor  of  delay,  I  certainly 
can  see  no  case  for  those  who  would  de- 
prive the  Eisenhower  administration  of 
the  opportunity  of  creating  this  new 
Cabinet  post  immediately. 

Other  reorganization  plans  might 
come  along  where  it  will  be  neither  wise 
nor  proper  for  Congress  to  shorten  the 
normal  60-day  waiting  period.  If  such 
be  the  case.  I  will  fight  for  additional 
time  for  their  consideration.  The  issue 
here  seems  clear  to  me.  The  minds  of 
those  who  intend  to  vote  either  for  or 
against  the  plan  have  apparently  been 
made  up.  I  hope  that  unnecessary  de- 
laying tactics  will  not  prevail  at  a  time 
when  the  American  people  expect  action 
from  their  Congress. 

I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  by  supporting  House  Joint 
Resolution  223,  because  I  have  confidence 
that  the  Eisenhower  administration  will 
utilize  this  authority  to  bring  economy 
and  efiBciency  out  of  chaos,  disorganiza- 
tion, and  disorder. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to    the    gentleman    from    Texas    LMr. 
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Mr.  BENT  TEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  last 
Thursday,  March  12,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1953,  the  first  such  plan  to  be  submitted 
by  this  administration  under  authority 
of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  as 
extended  by  this  Congress.  The  plan  is 
designed  to  create  a  new  executive  de- 
partment which  will  include  all  the  func- 
tions now  located  in  the  Federal  Security 
Agency.  There  seems  to  me  to  be  little 
room  for  argument  as  to  the  desirability 
of  this  proposal.  It  is  my  sincere  hope 
that  within  a  few  weeks  we  will  have  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment a  full-fledged  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

This  is  not  a  new  idea.  The  need  and 
the  desirability  of  coordinating  the  func- 
tions of  the  Federal  Government  dealing 
with  health,  education,  and  security  or 
welfare  has  long  been  recognized. 
Thirty  years  ago.  President  Harding  rec- 
ommended the  creation  of  a  Department 
of  Education  and  Welfare  in  which 
health  functions  would  have  been  in- 
cluded. E>uring  the  following  year,  the 
Congressional  Joint  Committee  on  Reor- 
ganization recommended  the  creation  of 
an  executive  department  similar  to  that 
proposed  by  President  Harding.  A  few 
years  later  in  1932.  Piesident  Hoover  at- 
tempted to  consolidate  in  one  of  the 
exi.sting  departments  the  functions  with 
which  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953 
is  concerned.  Then  in  1937,  the  Presi- 
dent's Committee  on  Administrative 
Management  proposed  the  creation  of  a 
Department  of  Social  Welfare  to  include 
health,  education,  and  social-security 
functions.  Two  years  later,  in  1939,  this 
proposal  was  partially  implemented  by 
the  creation  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency. 

The  Hoover  Commission  in  1949  rec- 
ommended the  creation  of  a  department 
for  social  security  and  education  and  the 
creation  of  a  separate  United  Medical 
Administration. 

We  realize  that  in  these  times  of  ten- 
sion and  potential  danger,  we  have  an 
obligation   to  keep  ourselves  as  strong 
both  physically  and  mentally,  as  is  pos- 
sible.   We  cannot  for  a  moment  afford  to 
neglect  this  greatest  of  all  human  re- 
sources.    We  are  all  familiar  with  the 
programs  of  the  Public  Health  Sei-vice 
and  the  contributions  they  are  making 
through  such  research  programs  as  those 
on  heart  disease  and  cancer.    The  func- 
tions of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra- 
tion  in   promoting   purity   of   essential 
commodities  are  well  known  and  neces- 
sary.    The  Office  of  Education  likewi.se 
is  performing  an  essential  function  in 
assisting  State  and  local  school  officials 
throughout  the  country  in  improving  the 
organization  and  management  of  their 
educational  systems.     The  provision  of 
financial  aid  in  certain  emergency  sit- 
uations where  an  undue  burden  has  been 
placed  upon  local  resources  also  is  part 
of  our  goal  to  provide  more  and  better 
education  to  all  our  p>eople.     The  wel- 
fare programs  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  among  them  social  security,  vo- 
cational rehabilitation,  assistance  to  the 
aged,  to  the  blind,  to  dependent  chil- 
dren, and  other  related  programs  have 
become  thoroughly  integrated  in  our  at- 


tempt   to   provide    greater    security    to 
American  families. 

There  is  no  argument  over  the  de- 
sirability of  these  functions  and  these 
programs.  Our  problem  now  is  how  we 
can  strengthen  their  administration,  how 
we  can  grant  them  the  status  or  prestige 
which  will  contribute  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  their  goals.  The  establishment 
of  these  functions  of  health,  education, 
and  welfare — in  the  broadest  sense  of 
that  term — in  an  executive  department 
is  part  of  the  answer.  Not  only  should 
the  problems  in  these  fields  receive  regu- 
lar con.sideration  at  the  meetings  of  the 
Presidents  Cabinet,  but  it  is  easier  to 
get  competent  people  to  serve  in  an  ex- 
ecutive dcpaitment  than  in  an  independ- 
ent agency  whose  status  is  somewhat  less 
secure. 

Speaking  of  securing  competent  people, 
I  am  sure  you  agree  with  me  that  we  are 
indeed  fortunate  to  have  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp 
Hobby  as  the  head  of  the  Federal  Secu- 
rity Agency  at  this  time.  Wrs.  Hobby  has 
been  active  in  public  affairs  for  many 
years,  not  only  in  Texas  affairs  but  in 
national  affairs  as  well.  For  several 
years.  Mrs.  Hobby  served  as  parliamen- 
tarian of  the  Texa.s  House  of  Representa- 
tives; she  has  been  director  of  a  radio 
station,  .she  has  been  editor  of  a  ^^rreat 
newspaper,  the  Houston  Post:  she  worked 
in  the  War  Department  Public  Relations 
Office:  she  was  director  of  the  WAC 
during  the  Second  World  War;  .<:he  has 
been  on  the  board  of  regents  of  Texas 
State  Teachers  College;  .she  was  closely 
connected  with  the  work  of  the  Hoover 
Commission,  she  had  participated  in  all 
sorts  of  welfare  activities  such  as  the 
Community  Chest  and  the  American 
Cancer  Society  programs,  on  both  the 
local  and  the  national  level.  She  has 
many  more  accomplishments  which  I 
can  not  take  time  to  mention  here.  I 
believe  that  .she  has  demonstrated  her 
ability  as  an  administrator  with  wide 
experience  in  the  fit-Ids  with  which  Fhe 
is  now  intimately  concerned.  President 
Eisenhower  has  invited  Mrs.  Hobby  to  sit 
as  a  member  of  his  Cabinet.  There  Is 
ample  precedent  for  this  step.  Both  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Postmaster 
General  were  members  of  the  President's 
Cabinet  before  their  respective  agencies 
gained  the  status  of  executive  depart- 
ments. We  should  follow  through  and 
make  Mrs.  Hobby  the  first  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

In  addition  to  the  reasons  I  have  just 
advanced  for  transforming  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  into  an  executive  de- 
partment—namely, that  its  functions  are 
vital  and  warrant  consideration  at  the 
highest  level  and  that  we  now  have  an 
Administrator  of  exceptional  ability  and 
merit — there  are  several  other  provisions 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953 
which  are  worth  while.  The  creation  of 
the  positions  of  Under  Secretary  and  two 
Assistant  Secretaries  certainly  is  reason- 
able and  justified  from  an  administrative 
point  of  view.  The  Secretary  should  be 
free  to  select  policy  advisers  of  his  or  her 
own  choice.  Making  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  a  Presidential  ap- 
pointee gives  him  greater  independence 
and  makes  his  position  comparable  to 
those  of  the  Commissioner  of  Eklucation 
and  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public 
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Health  Servlc*.  The  Special  Assistant — 
health  and  medical  affairs — will  give 
medical  problems  recognition  at  the  top 
level  of  the  proposed  de[>artment. 

It  is  my  sincere  belief  that  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  1  of  1953  should  be 
allowed  to  go  into  effect.  It  gives  recog- 
nition to  health,  education,  and  welfare 
functions  which  are  vital  to  all  of  us  and 
a.ssures  their  consideration  at  the  highest 
level  of  our  Government;  it  Improves  the 
organizational  structure  for  the  admin- 
istration of  programs  in  these  fields;  and 
it  consolidates  the  progress  we  have  made 
in  our  attempts  to  establish  a  desirable 
social  program  for  the  American  people. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  12  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  I  Mr.  LANTArrl. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
opposed  to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1. 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  sub- 
mitted to  us  by  President  Eisenhower 
is  substantially  the  .same  as  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  27  of  1950  submitted  to  the 
Congress  by  President  Tiuman  and  re- 
jected by  the  House  by  a  vote  of  249  to  71. 

On  numerous  instances  throughout 
the  printed  Record  you  will  find  state- 
ments by  the  Director  of  the  Budget, 
Joseph  M.  Dodge,  and  Federal  Security 
Administrator,  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  to  the 
effect  that  the  plan  before  us  today  is 
substantially  the  same  as  Reorganization 
Plan  27.  Illustrative  of  this  testimony 
is  the  exchange  between  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Holtzman  1 .  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  and  Mr.  Dodge, 
appearing  on  page  57  and  which  reads 
a.s  follows: 

Mr  Holtzman.  Mr.  Dndpe,  we  are  all  agreed 
HOW.  are  we  not,  that  this  plan  Is  substan- 
tially the  same  as  the  1950  plan  which  was 
submitted  by  President  Truman?  Is  that 
ciirrert? 

Mr    Dodge    Substantially,  I  would  say. 

Mr  Holtzman.  I  should  like  to  read  the 
Conclusion  of  the  Republican  minority  In 
connection  with  the  1960  plan,  and  I  quote: 

"In  the  absence  of  conclusive  evidence  to 
ehuw  the  need  for  elevation  of  the  present 
Federal  Security  Agency  to  Cabinet  rank, 
the  House  of  Representatives  should  reject 
the  plan  by  approval  of  House  Resolution 
647  •■ 

Has  anything?,  Mr.  Dodge,  tran.oplred  since 
the  writing  of  this  minority  opinion  to 
chanpe  the  situation? 

Mr.  Dodge.  I  think  two  things,  sir:  A 
change  of  administration  and  a  change  of 
Administrators. 

In  essence,  then  this  plan  merely  pro- 
vides an  administrative  superstructure 
for  the  Federal  Security  Administration. 
The  present  Administrator,  who  now 
.•serves  and  votes  as  a  member  of  the 
Cabinet,  will  be  elevated  to  the  level  of 
a  Secretary  and  the  salary  of  the  head 
of  this  Agency  will  be  increased  from 
$17  500  to  $22,500  a  year.  The  Assist- 
ant Federal  Security  Administrator  will 
be  entitled  "Under  Secretary"  and  the 
salary  of  that  office  increased  from 
$15,000  to  $17,500  a  year.  The  office  of 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Health  and  Medical  Affairs  will  be 
created  at  a  salary  of  $15,000  a  year. 
The  offices  now  entitled  "Assistants  to 
Administrator"  will  be  changed  to  "As- 
sistant Secretaries,"  and  the  salary  of 
these  two  offices  which  are  now  vacant, 
will  be  increased  from  $10,000  to  $15,000 
a    year.    Additional    assistants   to    the 


Secretary  are  provided  for  in  the  plan, 
but  no  salaries  are  specified,  except  that 
they  will  be  paid  such  compensation  as 
prevail  in  respect  of  comparable  officers 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  increased  salaries 
alone  in  this  administrative  superstruc- 
ture amount  to  at  least  $32,500  annually. 

The  Director  of  the  Budget  was  unable 
to  estimate  how  much  additional  ex- 
pense would  be  required  by  way  of  ad- 
ministrative overhead  to  support  this 
new  Department  structure.  Nor  was  he 
able  to  say  how  many  would  be  furnished 
such  accouterments  of  office,  as  limou- 
sines and  chauffeurs. 

Let  me  point  out  to  you  that  not  one 
single  agency  is  abolished  by  this  plan. 
Not  one  single  consolidation  is  provided 
for.  Not  one  single  job  is  abolished,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  new  positions  are 
created. 

All  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  calls  for 
is  a  creation  of  an  administrative  super- 
structure for  the  already  existing  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency. 

As  I  interpret  the  mandate  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  last  November,  they 
voted  to  cut  down  the  cost  of  an  expand- 
ing Federal  Government.  They  re- 
sponded to  promises  to  balance  the 
budget,  provide  efficiency  and  economy 
and  cut  taxes.  In  my  opinion,  that 
mandate  called  on  this  Congress  to  pro- 
vide less  Federal  Government,  rather 
than  more  Government,  However,  the 
first  measure  we  were  asked  to  consider 
when  the  83d  Congress  convened  was  to 
create  the  new  office  of  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  administration,  at  a  salary 
of  $17,500  a  year.  Most  of  us  went  along 
with  the  administration  on  this  proposal 
and  the  assurance  that  the  creation  of 
such  an  office  would  enable  our  new 
President  to  effect  needed  administra- 
tive reforms  in  the  State  Department. 
However,  the  second  proposal  submitted 
to  us  for  efficiency  and  economy  is  one 
raising  the  salaries  of  several  high  offi- 
cials of  the  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tion and  one  which  creates  new  jobs  at 
an  increased  cost  to  the  taxpayer.  The 
American  people,  already  suffering  un- 
der a  staggering  taxload,  can  no  longer 
afford  this  type  of  economy. 

The  Director  of  the  Budget,  in  testify- 
ing in  behalf  of  this  plan  before  our  com- 
mittee, stated  that  the  creation  of  this 
new  administrative  superstructure  would 
make  it  easier  to  attract  the  most 
highly  qualified  persons  to  fill  the  major 
administrative  positions  in  the  Depart- 
ment. In  my  opinion,  this  is  certainly 
a  refiection  on  the  highly  qualified,  com- 
petent, and  intelligent  lady  who  has  ac- 
cepted the  position  as  Administrator  for 
the  Federal  Security  Agency.  What 
more  highly  qualified  persons  do  we  hope 
to  attract  to  the  office  than  Oveta  Culp 
Hobby? 

The  committee  report  on  this  plan  re- 
cites that  it  'meets  with  approval  of  in- 
dividuals and  groups  concerned  with 
health,  education,  and  social  security." 
May  I  point  out  to  the  House  that  not 
one  single  witness  appeared  before  the 
conmiittee  on  behalf  of  education  or  so- 
cial security.  School  people  in  general 
have  for  many  years  held  to  the  principle 
of  a  separate  and  independent  United 
States  Of&ce  of  Education  in  the  Federal 


Government  under  a  lay  Board  of  Edu- 
cation appointed  by  the  Piesident  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate,  which  lay 
Board  would  have  authority  to  select 
and  appoint  the  United  States  Commis- 
sioner  of  Education.  At  the  moment 
when  the  public  schools  are  kept  close 
to  the  people,  there  may  be  no  particu- 
lar urgency  in  this  matter.  If  and  when 
the  Federal  Government  expands  its  in- 
terest in  and  support  of  public  educa- 
tion, which  proposal  I  would  oppose  with 
equal  vigor,  then  it  will  become  a  mat- 
ter of  greatest  importance  if  we  are  to 
protect  our  freedom  in  education  and 
thought.  It  is  all  too  obvious  what  hap- 
pens when  a  strong  Federal  Government 
enters  the  field  of  control  of  education 
and  the  thinking  of  the  people  from 
which  it  draws  its  authority. 

It  is  true  that  the  house  of  delegates 
of  the  American  Medical  Association  en- 
dorsed the  creation  of  a  Special  Assist- 
ant for  Health  and  Medical  Affairs  who 
is  to  be  selected  from  among  r>ersons  who 
are  recognized  leaders  In  the  medical 
field  with  wide  nongovernmental  expe- 
rience, as  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
In  my  opinion,  however,  we  should  fol- 
low the  recommendation  of  the  Hoover 
Commission  which  has  long  been  en- 
dorsed by  the  American  Medical  Asso- 
ciation, for  the  creation  of  an  independ- 
ent health  agency  with  executive  status. 
I  fear  greatly  that  this  position  in  the 
wrong  hands  could  well  result  in  the  po- 
litical control  that  not  only  the  medical 
profession,  but  most  of  us  here  in  Con- 
gress, oppose. 

The  report  filed  by  the  committee  re- 
cites on  page  8  that  under  this  plan,  the 
Secretary  may  consolidate  service  ac- 
tivities common  to  the  various  agencies 
of  the  Department.  Let  me  point  out 
to  you  that  rather  than  consolidating 
any  such  activities,  the  plan  specifically 
provides  that  the  new  Secretary  may 
"establish  central  administrative  serv- 
ices in  such  fields  as  procurement, 
budgeting,  accounting,  personnel,  li- 
brary, and  legal  services. '  Does  this 
mean  that  this  new  administrative 
superstructure  will  have  the  power  to 
frustrate  congressional  desires  to  cen- 
tralize the  procurement  of  common-use 
items  in  the  General  Services  Adminis- 
tration? And  may  I  further  point  out  to 
the  House  that  no  estimates  were  fur- 
nished as  to  the  increased  cost  of  oper- 
ating the  Federal  Security  Agency  that 
would  be  entailed  by  the  establishment 
of  such  central  administrative  services. 

The  committee  report  includes  a  para- 
graph entitled  "Hoover  Commission  Rec- 
onunendations,"  creating  the  inference 
that  this  proposed  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  is  a  recommendation  of  the  Hoover 
Commission.  You  will  also  be  told  that 
former  President  Hoover  sent  a  tele- 
gram to  the  chairman  of  this  conmiittee, 
favoring  the  adoption  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1.  However,  no  member  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  or  of  the  former 
Citizens*  Committee  for  the  Hoover  Re- 
port appeared  befc»-e  the  committee. 
The  truth  is  that  this  plan  departs  from 
and  is  in  actual  conflict  with  the  Hoover 
Commission  program.  The  only  point 
at  which  this  plan  touches  the  pro- 
gram of  the  Hoover  Commission  is  in  its 
creation  of  a  new  DepartmenL 
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The  proposed  new  Department,  how- 
ever, would  not  be  that  which  was  rec- 
ommended by  the  Hoover  Commission. 
A  major  point  of  difference  from  the 
Hoover  Commission  program  is  the  in- 
clusion of  health  functions  in  a  Depart- 
ment with  Education  and  Social  Wel- 
fare. Another  point  of  difference  is  In 
the  lodging  in  the  new  Department  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  which,  under 
the  Hoover  Commission  program,  would 
be  made  a  part  of  an  independent  United 
Medical  Administration.  Still  another 
vital  point  of  difference  is  the  granting 
of  autonomous  power  to  bureaus  within 
a  Department.  The  Siu-geon  General, 
the  Commissioner  for  Social  Security, 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Education  will 
each  be  appointed  by  the  President  and, 
as  the  committee  report  points  out : 

The  plan  safeguards  the  status  of  the  con- 
stituent units  of  the  Department,  particu- 
larly the  Public  Health  Service  and  the  Office 
of  Education.  It  does  not  transfer  from 
these  agencies  any  professional  or  substan- 
tive functions  vested  In  them  by  law  or  pro- 
vide for  any  such  transfer.  A  fair  Interpre- 
tation of  the  plan  la  that,  except  as  regards 
the  establishment  of  common  administrative 
services,  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  under 
the  plan  with  respect  to  the  constituent 
units  of  the  Department  will  be  the  same  as 
the  present  authority  of  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator. 

This  is  at  wide  variance  with  the  basic 
philosophy  of  the  Hoover  Commission. 

In  commenting  on  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  27  of  1950,  which  is  substan- 
tially the  same  as  the  plan  before  us 
now,  the  distinguished  chairman  of  this 
committee,  together  with  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  commented: 

The  plan  In  scarcely  any  particular  fol- 
lows any  recommendation  of  the  Hoover 
Commission.  Its  stated  objectives  are  not 
those  of  the  Hoover  Commission,  more  effi- 
cient organization  and  greater  economy,  but 
rather  Increased  prestige  and  Influence  for 
particular  activities. 

The  logical  argument  advanced  by  my 
warm  and  distinguished  friend  from  Illi- 
nois, now  serving  as  majority  whip 
against  adoption  of  this  plan  when  it 
was  last  considered  by  Congress,  applies 
with  equal  force  to  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1.     He  said: 

In  my  Judgment  this  plan  conforms  to 
none  of  the  objectives  of  the  reorganization 
act  for  efficiency  and  economy.  Instead  of 
reducing  expenditures,  this  plan  will  lead  to 
increased  spending.  Instead  of  less  govern- 
ment, this  plan  proposes  more  government. 
Instead  of  promoting  efficiency,  this  plan  will 
bring  about  political  control  in  those  fields, 
such  as  education  and  public  health,  where 
there  should  be  a  very  minimum  of  such 
control.  •  •  •  It  simply  takes  all  the  agen- 
cies and  their  functions  now  constituting 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  and  makes  a 
Department  out  of  F8A.  It  thereby  promotes 
the  Federal  Security  Administrator  to  the 
highly  desirable  rank  of  a  Cabinet  officer, 
with  the  salary  and  prestige  commensurate 
with  that  rank.  •  •  •  We  know  from  experi- 
ence with  Government  budget  matters  that 
a  host  of  other  jobs  to  serve  these  new  high 
rank  officers  will.  In  due  course,  be  set  up. 

In  conclusion,  permit  me  to  cite  from 
the  1950  minority  report  signed  by  many 
of  the  same  Members  who  now  advocate 
adoption  of  this  plan,  because  it  sum- 
marizes my  objections  to  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1.  It  read: 
*HMrganlzatlon  Plan  No.  27  U  the  answer 
t*  ttM  bureaucrat's  prayer.    It  provides  ia- 


ereaaed  power  with  which  to  extend  the  ac- 
tivities. Influence,  and  payrolls  of  existing 
agencies  which  every  bureaucrat  seeks. 
That  Is  virtually  all  It  does. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  May  I  assure  the 
distinguished  gentleman  that  we  have 
a  rather  definite  commitment  from  Mrs. 
Hobby  that  these  increases  in  salary  will 
be  made  up  by  her  lack  of  travel  all  over 
the  world  such  as  the  last  particular  oc- 
cupant of  that  office  did. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  appreciate  the  as- 
surances given. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  I  realize  that  the 
distinguished  gentleman  has  been  try- 
ing to  point  out  some  of  the  additional 
costs  that  are  to  be  incurred  when  this 
plan  goes  into  effect,  but  I  wonder  if  he 
would  not  agree  with  me  that  the  Direc- 
tor of  the  Budget  pointed  out  in  our 
hearings  that  these  additional  costs 
would  be  more  than  offset  by  the  effi- 
ciency and  the  economy  that  would  be 
brought  into  the  Department  if  and  when 
Mrs.  Hobby  had  the  opportunity. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  do.  and  as  you  re- 
call I  asked  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
where  he  would  cut  the  budget  submitted 
by  the  President  for  the  Federal  Security 
Agency.  He  replied  that  he  had  not 
completed  his  analysis,  was  not  able  to 
recommend  one  single  cut.  but  that  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  do  so  within  a  week. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man would  agree  that  the  Director  of  the 
Budget  for  the  last  60  or  90  days  has  been 
rather  busy,  but  he  did  agree  and  very 
frankly  state  that  he  would  study  the 
budget  and  he  would  give  us  informa- 
tion in  certain  areas  where  there  could 
be  definite  reductions  made. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  hope  such  proposals 
will  be  forthcoming.  On  that,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  rest  my  case  opposing  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  1. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That 
was  a  correct  statement  as  I  saw  it.  My 
only  hope  is  that  now  we  will  get  rid  of 
those  bureaucrats — I  hope  and  pray  that 
we  will — and  I  will  vote  for  legislation  to 
do  it. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Miller  1. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  am  going  to  restrict  my  remarks 
to  the  joint  resolution  we  are  now  de- 
bating and  not  particularly  to  the  merits 
of  the  reorganization  plan  itself. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  recent  weeks  we 
have  been  hearing  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  some  very  peculiar  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  the  opponents  of  legislation 
brought  on  the  floor.  Only  recently, 
when  we  were  debating  the  question  of 
the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a  State,  we 
heard  the  great  former  Speaker  of  the 
House  say  that  he  was  going  to  vote  to 
recommit  the  bill  because  he  wanted  the 
bills  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska  to  come  out 
together  so  be  could  vote  against  both  ol 


them.  Then  we  heard  the  great  former 
majority  leader  from  Massachusetts  say 
during  the  same  debate  that  he  was  go- 
ing to  vote  to  recommit  the  bill  on  state- 
hood for  Hawaii  in  order  that  he  might 
vote  for  statehood  for  both  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order.  The  gen- 
tleman is  not  talking  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Just  a 
minute  and  I  will.  Now.  we  have  with 
reference  to  this  particular  resolution 
one  of  the  ranking  members  of  the  com- 
mittee in  the  minority,  the  gentleman 
from  California,  stating  that  he  wants 
to  vote  against  this  resolution  so  that  he 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  against 
the  Bennett  resolution.  Now,  if  a  thing 
is  good,  it  generally  is  well  to  get  it  as 
quickly  as  possible.  This  resolution  is 
here  today  because  this  matter  of  reor- 
ganization of  this  particular  department 
has  been  before  the  Congress  for  years. 
There  Is  not  a  single  Member  on  either 
side  of  the  aisle  who  is  not  familiar  with 
the  plan  as  such.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
those  on  my  right  all  through  the  hear- 
ings attempted  to  claim  authorship  of 
this  particular  resolution.  They  did  not 
say  it  was  not  a  good  bill,  but  they  simply 
said  it  was  the  same  bill  that  they  had 
proposed,  and,  therefore,  they  were  go- 
ing to  support  it.  Now,  If  that  is  so,  then 
we  are  all  for  it  and  to  make  the  simple 
argument  against  advancing  by  several 
days  something  that  is  good  for  the 
American  people  simply  in  order  that  we 
might  go  through  a  shallow  procedure 
here  of  having  a  resolution  come  up 
which  we  all  know  we  are  going  to  vote 
against,  and  thus  postpone  the  good  ef- 
fect of  this  legislation  and  go  through  a 
silly  show — what  a  record  we  would  be 
writing  for  the  American  people.  The 
only  argument  that  is  advanced  against 
the  passing  of  this  resolution  today  is 
the  argument  that  it  -sets  a  bad  pattern, 
and  that  other  controversial  legislation, 
with  which  we  are  not  familiar,  will  some 
day  come  before  us  perhaps  under  a  sim- 
ilar resolution — and  that  is  bad.  In  my 
humble  judgment,  that  objection  is  an 
indictment  against  the  intelligence  of 
the  Members  of  this  House.  We  are  fa- 
miliar with  this  matter,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  vote  its  speedy  enactment. 
When  such  is  not  the  case,  and  when 
more  time  is  needed  for  study,  and  when 
some  new  matter  is  Involved,  I  am  sure 
the  membership  of  the  House  will  not 
vote  in  favor  of  a  resolution  to  speed  up 
the  enactment  of  a  plan  with  which  they 
are  not  familiar,  as  we  are  doing  today 
with  reference  to  this  resolution,  simply 
becau.se  on  this  particular  occasion  it  is 
being  done — as  it  should  be.  So  I  say, 
let  us  get  on  with  our  work. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  (Mr.  Bennett  1. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  assure  you  in  taking  the 
position  that  I  do.  I  am  taking  a  posi- 
tion clearly  and  wholeheartedly  in  op- 
position to  this  legislation.  It  ta  not 
merely  a  question  of  the  technicalities  of 
how  the  matter  has  been  brought  up.  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  ask  the  people 
in  the  district  I  represent  if  they  would 
like  to  testify  on  this  legislation.  The 
bead  of  the  Department  of  Education  of 
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my  own  State  of  Florida  Is  opposed  to 
this  legislation.  And  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  letter  from  the  head  of  one  of  the  most 
important  life  insurance  companies  in 
our  country,  Mr.  S.  Kendrick  Guernsey 
who  last  year  was  president  of  Rotary 
International.  He  writes  me  concerning 
this  measure  as  follows: 

We  of  the  Insurance  Industry  are  frankly 
frightened  by  the  reports  that  shortly  there 
will  be  recommended  the  establishment  of  a 
DeRartment  of  Welfare,  which  could  easily 
cume  under  the  dominance  of  a  head  In- 
clined toward  socialistic  principles.  We 
know  that  you  are  not  In  favor  of  that,  but 
we  earnestly  call  to  your  attention  these 
dangers  which  are  Inherent  In  such  a  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  admit  there  are  some 
matters  of  administration  which  might 
be  helped  by  having  the  present  head  of 
the  Federal  Security  Administration  ap- 
pointed as  a  Cabinet  member.  Actually. 
I  would  have  no  particular  objection  if 
that  is  all  this  legislation  did.  but.  of 
course,  this  legislation  goes  very  much 
further  than  that.  I  have  no  particular 
objection  to  Mrs.  Hobby,  nor  to  her  ap- 
pointment. But  I  do  not  think  we 
should  establish  a  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  and  that  is  the 
reason  I  opE>ose  this  legislation. 

We  are  not  dealing  with  just  a  Re- 
publican administration  nor  just  with 
the  next  4  or  8  years.  We  are  dealing 
from  here  on  out  permanently  through 
the  future  existence  of  our  country. 
Have  you  any  idea  that  a  department  es- 
tablished by  our  Government  would  ever 
be  abolished?  We  haVe  never  abolished 
a  department  yet.  What  makes  us  think 
we  could  abolish  this  one?  What  makes 
us  think  we  will  have  conservative  peo- 
ple in  the  White  House  forever?  If 
there  happens  to  be  a  wave  of  left-wing 
people  in  control,  that  would  be  our 
hard  luck,  and  what  we  do  today  might 
then  wreck  our  country.  We  today  are 
the  ones  who  are  making  the  decision  at 
this  time  for  what  may  be  a  calamity 
in  the  future. 

I  think  as  we  look  upon  the  interna- 
tional scene,  this  particular  time  is  prob- 
ably the  worst  time  we  could  pKJssibly 
pick  to  expand  our  basic  welfare  com- 
mitments. Our  great  country  is  today 
having  a  hard  time  storing  all  the  butter 
which  it  is  producing,  but  it  is  not  pro- 
ducing enough  bullets  to  use  in  Korea. 
That  is  the  sort  of  country  we  are 
running  today.  Dc>  we  want  to  tell  those 
boys  in  Korea  that  we  think  so  much  of 
this  local  situation  of  welfare  that  we 
should  establish  a  Department  of  Wel- 
fare at  this  time,  v/hen  they  themselves 
are  not  being  given  sufficient  assistance 
in  ammunition  to  rtght  the  enemy  from 
whom  they  are  protecting  us  on  this 
shore?  Is  that  the  sort  of  thing  for 
which  ballots  were  cast  in  the  last  elec- 
tion? No.  The  people  of  this  country 
rose  up  and  said.  "We  want  economy  in 
government.  We  want  less  centraliza- 
tion of  government  in  Washington."' 
We  want  less  centralized  and  paternal- 
istic goverrunent.  t>ecaufle  every  time  we 
have  things  done  for  us  we  lose  a  certain 
amount  of  our  freedom.  If  we  lose  it, 
step  by  step,  soon  we  will  have  really  lost 
our  freedom. 

We  cannot  po6sil}ly  shirk  our  responsi- 
bility in  looking  at  what  we  are  doing 


here  today.  "Hils  is  a  proposal  to  estab- 
lish a  E)epartment  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare.  Similar  proposals  have 
been  rejected  time  after  time  in  Iwth 
the  House  and  in  the  Senate. 

The  first  reason  I  would  like  to  give 
for  rejecting  this  proposal  is  the  break- 
neck way  in  which  the  matter  has  been 
presented.  We  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  have  adequate  hearings. 

Another  thing  I  would  like  to  point 
out  is  this  word  "welfare"  which  we  have 
in  this  legislation.  The  Democratic 
Party  was  not  so  bold  about  the  matter. 
We  termed  it  "a  Department  of  Securi- 
ity."  Our  Government  has  constitu- 
tional authoiity  and  responsibilities  in 
dealing  with  security,  but  does  it  have 
these  in  the  field  of  general  welfare? 
I  think  our  forefathers,  who  formed  the 
Constitution,  might  question  that. 

Article  X  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  of  our 
Constitution  sp>ecifically  says  that  spe- 
cific powers  not  given  to  the  Federal 
Government  under  the  Constitution  are 
left  in  the  States  or  in  the  people.  That 
was  done  for  a  very  good  purpose,  be- 
cause they  feared  the  extension  of  cen- 
tralized government  even  back  there  150 
years  ago.  Today  we  have  all  the  more 
reason  to  fear  big  government.  I  point 
out  that  this  particular  proposal,  com- 
ing to  us  from  the  Republicans,  puts  this 
word  "welfare"  in  the  resolution,  em- 
bracing in  thought  and  deed  many  more 
things  than  obtained  in  the  resolution 
which  the  Democrats  brought  in. 

We  in  the  South  have  been  generally 
for  States  rights.  That  has  been  our 
heritage,  to  support  that  idea.  This 
propo.'^al  is  contrary  to  States  rights.  It 
is  contrary  to  what  the  people  said  every- 
where in  the  last  election.  The  people 
said  clearly  that  they  wanted  States 
rights  upheld  and  a  minimization  of 
Federal  power  in  Washington.  I  think 
the  Southern  Democrats  certainly  should 
stick  by  their  guns  and  uphold  the  idea 
of  States  rights  in  this  matter  and 
defeat  this  particular  proposal. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Republicans  have 
a  definite  responsibiUty  in  this  matter. 
They  led  the  people  of  my  State  to  think 
that  they  were  for  States  rights.  The 
best  example  of  that  was  the  tidelands 
issue.  Now,  in  the  first  thing  that  comes 
before  the  Congress  on  a  States  rights 
issue  it  looks  to  me  as  if  the  Republi- 
cans are  going  to  change  their  views. 
They  are  not  going  forward  and 
strengthen  States  rights,  but  they  are 
going  backward  and  increasing  central- 
ized government. 

All  of  us  on  the  Democratic  side, 
southern  and  northern,  have  many  rea- 
sons for  objecting  to  this  resolution.  We 
all  stand  for  States'  rights  generally, 
and  there  are  a  number  of  other  things 
which  are  important  to  mention.  We 
have,  for  instance,  been  anxious  to  sec 
to  it  that,  when  the  Hoover  Commission 
reports  came  in  before  us.  we  would 
carry  out  the  ideas  presented  in  those 
reports.  But  the  measure  before  us  to- 
day is  in  conflict  with  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission reports  in  many  important  mat- 
ters, as  the  gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr. 
LaktattJ  has  pointed  out 

If  this  reorganization  plan  is  adopted 
it  will  prove  to  be  very  expensive;  expen- 
sive from  all  standpoints.  Of  course,  it 
will  be  expensive  from  the  standpoint  oi 


salaries  and  things  of  that  kind.  But 
this  is  not  the  real  issue.  The  question 
is  not  Just  about  whether  or  not  we  are 
going  to  have  a  few  more  people  draw- 
ing a  few  more  dollars  or  thousands  or 
millions  of  dollars.  The  question  is 
whether  we  are  going  to  open  the  door 
to  a  new  concept  of  government,  estab- 
lishing Federal  responsibility  for  broad 
social  programs  or  the  welfare  state. 
The  Federal  Government  has  tried  to 
assist  wherever  it  could  in  the  welfare 
of  the  people  throughout  the  Nation, 
but  generally  only  in  the  particular  fields 
where  the  general  welfare  clause  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  applies  to  specific 
grants  of  power  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. Certain  specific  r>owcrs  were 
given  by  the  Federal  Constitution  to  the 
Federal  Government.  But  this  measure 
before  us  today  implies  that  we  will 
hereafter  make  it  the  National  Govern- 
ment's business  to  look  after  the  welfare 
generally  of  all  people  throughout  this 
country;  and  if  we  accept  this  broad  re- 
sponsibility in  creating  a  Department  of 
Welfare  we  will  have  done  a  very  very 
definite  thing  adding  tremendously  to 
national  commitments.  We  will  have 
thereby  changed  the  concept  of  our  Fed- 
eral Government  in  a  very  real  and  a 
very  definite  way.  I  have  no  doubts  that 
the  costs  of  this  legislation  could  be.  in 
less  than  10  years,  not  merely  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  or  millions,  but 
in  the  billions  of  dollars.  It  takes  no 
imagination  to  see  that  the  new  Assist- 
ant Secretary  for  Welfare  would  have  a 
splendid  time  thinking  about  all  the 
things  the  Federal  Government  could 
do  for  the  welfare  of  the  general  popula- 
tion. The  possibilities  are  absolutely  un- 
limited. The  possibilities  are  also  almost 
as  unlimited  when  it  comes  to  the  field 
of  education.  This  underlines  my  chief 
objection  to  this  legislation,  which  is  that 
the  establishment  of  this  department 
would  offer  an  implied  promise  to  the 
people  of  this  country  that  the  Federal 
Government  would  do  things  for  the 
people  of  this  country  which  the  Federal 
Government  Is  not  financially  able  to  do 
and  is  not  able  to  do  from  the  standpoint 
of  administration.  Despite  the  inability 
to  achieve  the  high  objectives  which 
might  be  outlined  for  any  such  depart- 
ment now  or  in  the  future,  I  can  reaJily 
visualize  one  of  the  first  functions  of  the 
new  department  would  be  to  have  a  plan- 
ning staff,  whether  so-called  or  not,  to 
fill  in  the  vacant  spaces  in  the  depart- 
ment, create  new  bureaus  and  new  func- 
tions, and  set  out  to  propagandize  the 
American  public  with  press  releases  and 
other  methods  of  Information,  explaining 
to  the  American  public  why  they  should 
request  these  things  from  the  Federal 
Government.  You  should  bear  in  mind 
at  all  times  that  the  Federal  Government 
is  very  much  in  the  red  financially;  is 
faced  with  the  most  terrible  interna- 
tional situation  that  any  country  has 
ever  faced  in  the  history  of  the  world, 
and  has  responsibilities  which  are  ab- 
solutely staggering  under  the  Constitu- 
tion as  it  was  drafted  by  our  forefathers, 
to  Hty  nothing  of  the  responsibilities 
which  would  be  promised  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  department  of  this  type. 
What  I  have  said  about  increased  ex- 
pense which  would  result  from  the  es- 
tablishment of  such  a  Department  goes 
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hand  In  glove  with  the  question  of  in- 
creased bureaucracy.  I  firmly  believe 
that  if  this  Department  is  established  it 
will  outshadow  every  other  department 
of  Government  as  far  as  the  number  of 
Federal  eiiiployees  is  concerned  within 
10  years.  Of  course,  in  this  I  am  exclud- 
ing men  who  are  actually  in  the  services 
of  the- armed  services  because  they  run 
in  the  millions  at  this  time,  but  as  far  as 
ordinary  civilian  employment  is  con- 
cerned, I  believe  that  this  Department 
could  not  be  held  in  check  and  that  it 
would  grow  by  leaps  and  bounds  because 
of  the  demands  that  would  be  made  upon 
it  and  the  Federal  Government  as  the 
result  of  its  very  establishment.  Let  me 
point  out  what  an  article  in  the  Christian 
Science  Monitor  recently  said  about  the 
Government  embarlcing  in  this  particu- 
lar field.  The  article  in  that  distin- 
guished newspaper  indicated  that  the 
cost  of  only  one  piece  of  legislation,  a 
bill  introduced  by  a  Republican  in  the 
Senate,  a  bill  to  carry  out  a  health  insur- 
ance program,  would  cost  about  $2  billion 
a  year.  The  legislation  now  before  us 
will  open  the  door  to  compulsory  health 
insurance  and  all  manner  of  expensive 
new  programs. 

Now  what  about  the  fact  that  the  doc- 
tors are  supp>osed  to  be  for  this  legisla- 
tion now.  when  they  were  supposed  to  be 
opposed  to  it  before.  I  do  not  know  if 
the  doctors  were  once  opposed  to  the 
legislation  except  that  I  do  know  that  I 
had  a  flood  of  telegrams  from  doctors 
in  opposition  to  the  legislation  when  it 
was  here  before,  and  the  few  opportuni- 
ties that  I  had  to  talk  to  doctors  before 
indicated  that  they  were  in  opposition  to 
it.  I  have  had  no  further  telegrams,  or 
even  any  telegram,  or  any  communica- 
tion from  a  doctor  telling  me  that  he 
favors  this  legislation  which  is  before  us 
today.  I  understand  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  recently  addressed 
a  small  gathering  of  doctors,  who  were 
probably  in  a  representative  capacity,  it 
Is  true,  and  that  this  small  gathering  of 
doctors  did  go  on  record  as  favoring  this 
legislation.  Their  resolution  or  report 
favoring  the  legislation  is  certainly  an 
ambiguous  one,  however.  In  that  report 
they  said  in  part: 

Inksmuch  m  Federal  healtto  benefits  and 
progranu  are  establUbed  by  tbe  Congresa,  an 
administration  bent  on  achieving  tbe  na- 
tionalization of  medicine  cannot  reach  that 
goal  except  with  the  support  of  Congress. 
Therefore,  an  organizational  plan  through 
which  Federal  health  activities  are  admin- 
istered, although  Important,  Is  not  nearly  so 
vital  an  Issue  as  the  policies  adopted  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  •   •   • 

The  association  reserves  the  right  to  make 
recommendations  for  amendment  of  the  then 
existing  law  *  •  *  if  the  present  plan  does 
not,  after  a  sxifflclent  length  of  time  for  de- 
velopment, result  m  proper  advancement  In 
and  protection  of  health  and  medical  science 
and  In  their  freedom  from  political  control. 

You  will  note  that  they  indicate  that 
they  feel  that  this  legislation  is  not  so 
dangerous  as  far  as  nationalization  of 
medicine  is  concerned  because  Congress 
would  have  to  enact  legislation  national- 
izing mediae,  even  after  this  depart- 
to  supervise  health  ac- 
ey  failed  to  observe  that 
ent  of  this  Department 
e  door  for  a  gradual  process 
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of  socialization  of  medicine,  and  that,  in 


fact,  the  establishment  of  this  Depart- 
ment may  be  considered  to  be  the  start 
of  such  a  process. 

Then  the  association  reserves  the  right 
to  make  recommendations  for  amending 
any  laws  if  the  proposed  plan  fails  to 
provide  protection  of  health  in  an  at- 
mosphere free  from  political  control. 
My  observation  on  that  is  primarily  that 
if  the  Federal  Government  expends  in- 
creasingly larger  amounts  of  money  in 
the  field  of  health,  it  is  inevitable  that 
control  will  follow;  because  it  is  inevi- 
table that  a  Government  which  taxes 
and  spends  money  must  control  how  that 
money  is  spent;  otherwise,  it  violates  its 
most  fundamental  duty  to  its  citizens. 
It  is  wishful  t.ainking  to  think  that  a 
Government  may  tax  and  spend  and  not 
control.  If  it  failed  to  control,  it  would 
fail  to  do  its  duty.  It  is  nice  to  know 
that  the  doctors  may  come  back  and  tell 
us  seme  time  in  the  future  that  things 
have  gone  too  far,  that  medicine  has 
now  been  socialized,  but  who  among  us 
here  think  that  all  of  the  recommenda- 
tions that  they  might  make  could  stem 
the  tide  of  an  established  socialistic 
policy. 

I  wonder  what  is  goin?  to  happen  to 
veterans'  hospitals  if  this  legislation  is 
enacted.  Are  they  going  to  be  swal- 
lowed up  in  some  general  program  of 
hospitals  throughout  the  country?  If 
so,  will  veterans  receive  adequate  treat- 
ment; and  will  we  be  able  to  take  care 
of  the  other  people  who  desire  to  get 
into  any  Federal  hospital  which  is  estab- 
hshed  such  as  those  who  may  be  drawing 
old-age  assistance  and  things  of  that 
kind? 

I  have  spoken  a  great  deal  about  health 
matters  in  discussing  this  legislation.  I 
should  also  like  to  say  something  briefly 
about  the  question  of  education.  We 
have  already  established  a  program  of 
Federal  aid  to  specific  tjrpea  of  schools 
where  a  Federal  obligation  is  involved. 
Such  assistince  as  that  is  not  dangerous 
to  our  way  of  living  because  the  schools 
are  limited  in  number  and  even  if  all 
Federal  programs  in  this  field  came  to 
an  end  the  States  would  in  some  way  be 
able  to  carry  on  even  if  greatly  ham- 
pered. 

However,  if  this  country  ever  adopted 
a  general  Federal  aid  to  education  pro- 
gram where  assistance  would  be  given 
to  all  States,  those  that  need  It  and 
those  that  do  not  need  it.  it  is  my  opin- 
ion It  would  be  only  a  question  of  time 
before  therj;  would  be  control  of  schools 
throughout  the  United  States  as  to  their 
textbooks,  teachers  standards,  and  so 
forth.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  the  Fed- 
eral Goverrunent  is  going  to  spend  the 
money  and  raise  the  taxes  for  running 
the  schools  throughout  the  country,  it  is 
very  doubtful  to  me  If  it  would  be  an 
honorable  thing  for  Congress  to  allow 
the  money  to  be  spent  without  any  con- 
trols attached  to  it.  It  is  fundamental 
in  government  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
more  waste  in  money  thrt  is  given  from 
one  government  to  another  than  there  is 
in  money  which  is  raised  by  the  Gov- 
ernment which  spends  it.  Some  controls 
would  be  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
reasonable  financial  and  other  stand- 
ards. Therefore.  I  have  never  approved  of 
a  general  Federal-aid-to-education  pro- 
gram of  the  type  wiiich  I  have  outlined.  I 


believe  that  a  program  which  gave  as- 
sistance to  a  few  States — those  which 
actually  need  it — might  be  a  good  pro- 
gram if  we  could  aSord  it:  and  I  would 
have  no  objection  on  principle  to  such 
assistance,  but  after  this  department  is 
established,  if  it  is  established.  I  believe 
that  it  would  only  be  a  question  of  a 
relatively  short  time  before  a  general 
Federal  aid  to  education  program  would 
be  established  giving  assistance  to  States 
which  are  wealthy  and  those  that  .are 
r>oor.  I  see  no  necessity  for  such  a  pro- 
gram. Such  a  program  would  raise  the 
question  of  parochial  schools.  People 
who  support  parochial  schools  with  their 
own  private  funds  already  also  assist  in 
their  local  public  schools.  It  seems 
hardly  fair  that  they  should  then  be 
called  upon  thereafter  to  assist  the 
schools  throughout  the  United  States — 
in  the  rich  States  as  well  as  in  the  poor 
States — in  addition  to  the  local  public 
schools.  I  do  not  believe  that  Congress 
could  ever  pass,  or  should  ever  pass,  a 
bill  which  would  give  Federal  aid  to  edu- 
cation to  private  schools  of  any  type  on 
the  general  basis  that  I  have  outlined 
before,  but  I  think  the  danger  of  such 
legislation  is  infinitely  greater  if  we  pass 
legislation  such  as  we  have  before  us 
today. 

We  must  retain  our  freedom  and  we 
cannot  retain  freedom  when  somebody 
is  taking  care  of  us. 

Who  among  us  would  challenge  the 
statemenc  that  the  creation  of  the  De- 
partment suggested  would  facilitate  the 
Federal  Government  going  into  Federal 
aid  to  education  of  a  general  sort  and 
compuLsory  health  insurance?  We  all 
know  that  it  would  facilitate  such  pro- 
cedures and  that  they  could  be  estab- 
lished with  the  help  of  propaganda  and 
publicity  from  this  newly  established 
Department  if  we  establish  it.  There 
would  be  no  other  agency  pointing  out 
the  dangers  and  the  people  could  be 
misled. 

I  would  like  to  say  that  I  think  that 
every  suggested  advantage  that  might 
cocne  from  the  passage  of  this  legislation 
could  be  better  achieved  by  specific  con- 
sideration of  the  specific  agencies  which 
are  suggested  to  be  included  In  this  gen- 
eral Department.  It  is  true  that  much 
reorganization  Is  needed  in  these  individ- 
ual departments.  It  is  not  at  all  clear 
to  me  that  any  reorganizations  within 
the  individual  bureaus  and  agencies 
would  be  assisted  In  any  way  at  all  by 
combining  them  under  a  general  depart- 
mental organization.  I  do  not  think 
that  many  people  would  say,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  Department  of  the  Army 
or  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  the  Air 
Force  achieved  very  much  in  reorgani- 
zation within  themselves  by  the  simple 
process  of  putting  them  under  the  De- 
partment of  Defense.  It  is  obvious  that 
it  would  be  more  efficient  to  leave  the 
reorganization  within  each  group  rather 
than  lumping  them  all  together. 

I  very  sincerely  urge  all  Democrats, 
southern  and  northern  alike,  to  oppose 
this  legislation  as  dangerous  to  the  wel- 
fare of  our  country,  and  I  urge  the  Re- 
publican Party  to  do  the  same  thing  and 
to  bear  well  in  mind  what  they  consider 
to  be  the  issues  which  helped  the  Repub- 
lican Party  to  be  elected  last  November — 
the  issues  of  economy  and  the  elimina- 
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tion  of  bureaucracy  and  centralization 
of  F>ower  in  Washington. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Bender  I. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
sure  that  whatever  I  may  say  here  will 
not  change  a  vot**,  however  for  the  Rec- 
ord I  should  like  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions. It  is  a  red-letter  day  when  New- 
Deal  Democrats  accuse  Republicans  of 
being  interested  in  human  rights.  We 
have  caught  it  from  all  New-Deal  par- 
tisans that  we  are  the  party  of  property 
rights,  and  here  we  are  interested  in 
welfare,  interested  in  human  rights,  but 
that  is  as  it  should  be  for  we  have  al- 
ways been  the  party  of  human  rights. 
They  have  pinned  labels  on  u.s  that  did 
not  fit.  Our  party  was  born  to  make 
men  free  and  our  concern  for  human 
rights  and  public  welfare  is  genuine  and 
basic.  Everyone  agrees  that  President 
Ei.senhower  has  s«!lected  a  capable  ad- 
ministrator to  h(?ad  this  department. 
She  looks  gooo.  .«he  wears  well,  and 
knows  her  stuff.  The  gentleman  from 
Florida  I  Mr.  Lantaff  1  is  apprehensive 
about  salary  increases.  Let  me  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  we  Republicans  ap- 
preciate the  fact  that  we  are  on  trial. 
People  voted  for  us  in  Democratic  States, 
they  voted  for  President  Ei.senhower  and 
the  Republican  Party  on  the  represen- 
tation that  we  would  balance  the  budget 
and  that  we  would  cut  taxes.  As  a 
matter  6f  fact,  on  our  side  today  the 
only  question  is  as  to  which  comes  first, 
the  cart  or  the  horse.  There  is  no  dis- 
cord on  the  Repubhcan  side. 

Wa.«hington  is  a  new  place  these  days. 
The  whole  atmosphere  is  different  from 
what  we  had  in  the  dying  days  of  the 
Truman  regime.  Elsenhower  is  respon- 
.sible  for  the  facehfting  operations,  but 
the  men  he  has  placed  at  the  helm  are 
equally  to  be  credited  with  the  new  tone. 
The  pace  has  quickened,  and  as  more 
and  more  changes  in  departments  take 
place,  the  climatic  change  now  becom- 
ing apparent  in  the  Capital  will  radiate 
out  through  the  coui.tr:-. 

This  metamorphosis  is  intangible,  but 
you  can  put  your  fmger  on  many  of  the 
specific  items  which  make  it  evident. 
First,  the  Cabinet  is  a  working  Cabinet. 
Other  Cabinet  officials  have  worked,  of 
course,  under  every  administration,  but 
the  new  men  are  the  kind  of  people  who 
think  hard  and  straight  and  demand 
action.  They  cannot  be  diverted  by 
conversation.  Platitudes  at  the  Gov- 
ernment level  do  not  sit  well  with  busi- 
ness executives  accustomed  to  decision- 
making. More  than  this,  there  is  the 
spiritual  lift  that  comes  with  new  men 
tackling  new  jobs  with  definite  goals  in 
view.  The  goals  make  the  jobs  mean- 
ingful— reaching  for  a  decisive  step  in 
the  Korean  war — balancing  the  Federal 
budget — pushing  atomic  research  into 
civihan  areas  for  human  betterment — 
taking  hold  of  America's  international 
role  under  a  man  who  knows  the  world 
scene  intimately.  There  will  be  lots  of 
hard  work  and  no  play  for  official  Wash- 
ington for  a  good  long  time  to  come. 
That  is  the  way  it  should  be. 

Congressmen  on  the  Republican  side 
of  the  aisle  are  in  a  dilemma  which  has 
pleasant  aspects  for  a  change.    They  are 


confronted  with  the  responsibility  of 
determining  which  to  cut  first,  the  Fed- 
eral budget  or  the  taxpayers'  income  tax. 
Either  or  both  will  be  welcome  news,  and 
in  this  choice,  there  are  valid  arguments 
on  both  sides. 

The  tax  cutter  says  that  you  never 
can  convince  the  bureaucrat  that  you 
mean  business  unless  you  cut  off  his 
funds.  The  budgeteer  insists  that  you 
cannot  jeopardize  the  economy  and  en- 
courage already  inflated  inflationary 
trends  by  cutting  taxes  without  a  bal- 
anced budget.  It  is  asking  a  great  deal 
of  the  new  men  who  have  been  cajoled 
into  serving  the  first  Repubhcan  admin- 
istration in  two  decades  to  suggest  that 
we  may  be  abU  to  achieve  both  goals, 
but  this  is  precisely  the  task  which  they 
must  set  for  themselves. 

We  ought  to  be  able  in  this  congres- 
sional session  to  evolve  a  balanced 
budget  by  draining  the  water  from  Fed- 
eral departmental  spending  taps.  When 
it  is  balanced  by  this  rigorous  but  de- 
termined process,  the  tax-cutting  ax 
can  be  safely  drawn  from  its  rusty  case 
and  applied  where  it  will  do  the  most 
good. 

We  Republicans  like  to  be  in  control 
for  a  while.  We  have  been  out  for  20 
years  on  the  administrative  side,  and 
we  have  been  out  in  the  Congress.  In  this 
83d  Congress  we  want  Joe  Martin  in  as 
Speaker  again,  and  we  want  to  continue 
as  the  majority.  So  we  ai*  out  to  do  a 
good  job  and,  believe  me,  Mrs.  Hobby 
understands  that  she  is  to  cut  expenses 
and  that  the  budget  must  be  balanced. 
We  were  elected  on  that  basis.  Do  not 
think  for  a  minute  that  there  is  a  Repub- 
lican on  this  side  v.ho  is  interested  in  in- 
creasing costs. 

Under  the  circumstances,  do  not  worry 
about  Mrs.  Hobby  adding  people  to  the 
payroll.  Mrs.  Hobby  understands  her 
job.  She  knows  her  stuff,  and  we  are 
fortunate,  indeed,  that  she  is  available  to 
serve  as  head  of  this  department.  You 
can  rest  assured  whether  we  cut  taxes 
first  or  cut  expenses  first  that  we  are  go- 
ing to  do  both,  and  quickly. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  IlUnois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Williams  I . 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  perhaps  I  should  not  bring  up 
the  things  that  I  had  intended  following 
the  brilliant,  nonpartisan,  statesmanlike 
speech  that  just  preceded.  But  I  am  op- 
posed to  this  legislation  in  its  entirety, 
the  same  as  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
I  Mr.  Bennett),  Mr.  Lantaff,  and  others 
who  have  spoken  before  me.  I  am  op- 
posed to  this  legislation  because  I  believe 
that  to  make  a  department  out  of  this 
agency  would  be  to  place  more  power  in 
the  hands  of  one  individual  than  it  would 
be  right  or  reasonable  or  safe  to  do.  I 
believe  in  a  government  of  laws  and  not 
a  government  of  men,  and  that  is  the 
reason  that  I  am  maintaining  my  posi- 
tion, regardless  of  the  change  in  admin- 
istration, the  same  one  that  I  took  in 
1950.  when  the  shoe  was  on  the  other 
foot.  I  voted  against  it  then  and  I  am 
going  to  vote  against  it  this  time.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  the  principle  has  not 
changed.  It  is  still  just  as  dangerous  to 
place  this  power  in  the  hands  of  a  Re- 
publican now  as  it  was  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  a  Democrat  in  1950. 


Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Is  it  not  true  that  this 
will  be  permanent  legislation? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  It  will 
be  permanent  legislation. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  And  certainly  the  same 
party  that  is  anticipated  to  be  elevated 
to  this  important  post  now  cannot  ex- 
pect to  be  the  same  party  who  will  have 
it  from  here  on  out. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  That 
party  is  temporarily  in  power.  Whether 
it  is  4  years  or  40  years,  sooner  or  later, 
we  will  have  another  radical  leftwing 
President,  whether  he  is  a  Democrat,  a 
Republican,  or  a  member  of  some  other 
party.  And  when  we  get  him,  he  will 
already  have  the  tools  to  put  socialized 
medicine  into  effect,  if  this  plan  is  ap- 
proved. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  am 
afraid  if  we  get  him,  that  he  will  put  all 
of  these  leftwingers  back  in.  I  am  just 
as  fearful  as  the  gentleman  is,  but,  of 
course,  you  are  not  opposing  this  because 
the  new  department  head  is  a  Democrat 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Well. 
I  think  the  gentleman  knows  that  I  have 
earned  my  right,  during  the  last  3  or  4 
years,  to  criticize  either  party. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  think 
that  is  correct,  and  very  effectively,  too. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  He 
knows  that  I  always  voted  on  issues  in- 
dep>endent  of  party  considerations.  The 
gentleman  from  Michigan  exercises  the 
same  independence,  and  I  am  very  proud 
to  be  associated  with  him. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Many 
times. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  And  I 
am  sure  he  is  going  to  maintain  the  same 
r>ositlon  he  did  in  1950,  along  with  every 
other  member  of  the  Republican  Party 
except  one.  If  you  will  just  look  at  the 
rollcall  in  1950.  in  the  Congressional 
Record,  volume  97,  part  6.  page  9864.  you 
will  find  that  this  very  same  measure  was 
defeated  by  a  vote  of  249  to  71,  and  of 
those  249  Members  who  voted  against 
this  very  same  proposition  we  are  con- 
sidering today,  you  will  find  listed  every 
single  Member  of  the  Republican  side 
present  and  voting,  with  the  one  excep- 
tion of  Mr.  Javits. 

Oh,  I  know  the  shoe  is  on  the  other 
foot  now,  but  one  of  these  days  our  side 
will  be  in  them  again,  and  when  this 
comes  about  you  had  better  look  out. 
And  let  me  tell  my  Republican  friends 
another  thing:  I  am  getting  ready  to 
read  some  of  your  own  remarks  back 
into  the  Record,  some  of  the  remarks 
that  you  gentlemen  made  in  1950  wh>'*n 
you  were  opposing  this  bill,  at  that  time 
supposedly  on  philosophical  grounds. 
Why,  Arm  k  Hammer  cannot  manufac- 
ture bicarbonate  of  soda  fast  enough  to 
kill  the  indigestion  you  will  get  from 
eating  your  own  words.  If  this  plan  was 
a  rotten  egg  in  1950.  3  more  years  of 
aging  does  not  make  it  fresh. 
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Now,  first  let  us  take  the  distinguished 
majority  leader,  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Hallxck].  Let  me  tell  you 
something  about  this  leadership  of  your 
party.  As  I  say.  1  think  I  have  earned 
the  right  during  the  last  3  or  4  years  to 
criticize  you.  I  have  helped  you  out  on 
occasion.  I  have  learned  one  thing  since 
I  have  been  in  Washington,  I  have 
grown  to  think  about  the  Republican 
Party  in  this  light,  that  your  leader- 
ship—and I  am  not  talking  about  indi- 
viduals; I  am  talking  about  some  of  the 
politicians  in  your  party,  if  you  have 
any.  I  want  to  stay  within  the  rules  of 
the  House,  so  I  certainly  do  not  intend 
any  personal  reflections  on  any  Member 
of  this  House.  But  it  appears  to  me  that 
one  of  the  great  distinguishing  charac- 
teristics of  the  Grand  Old  Party  is  its 
ability,  on  any  given  occasion,  to  change 
its  color  from  black  to  white  and  then 
back  to  black  again  at  will.  Now,  let  us 
see  what  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  HalleckI  had  to  say  just  3  years 
ago  when  this  very  same  proposal  was 
before  the  House: 

Now,  mark  It  well,  your  vote  on  this  prop- 
oeltlon  Is  going  to  put  you  on  one  side  or 
the  other  of  this  great  issue  of  socialization 
of  medicine.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  af- 
firmatively deny  that,  although  I  have  lis- 
tened to  these  other  statements. 

Yet  here  you  are  today  arguing  for  a.  plan 
that  flies  right  straight  In  the  face  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  recommendations. 

Is  not  the  Hoover  Commission  report 
sacred  over  on  your  lide? 

In  my  opinion,  you  cannot  blow  hot  and 
cold  on  this. 

So  said  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck].  Well,  it  is  his  hot  side 
that  is  turned  to  us  today. 

Then  I  turned  over  to  the  rollcall. 
Let  us  see  how  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  voted.  He  voted 
among  the  249  stalwarts  who  killed  this 
plan  only  3  years  ago. 

Then  there  is  Mr.  Halleck's  assistant, 
the  whip,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  ArendsI.     What  did  he  say? 

I  ask  that  you  take  a  good,  hard  look  at 
what  this  plan  actually  does.  It  simply  takes 
all  the  agencies  and  their  functions  now  con- 
stituting the  Federal  Security  Agency  and 
makes  a  Department  out  of  the  Federal 
Security  Agency. 

I  am  not  going  to  read  all  of  this,  but 
listen  to  his  next  statement: 

The  plan  not  only  does  not  conform  to 
the  Hoover  Commission  recommendations,  It 
runs  counter  to  them. 

That  was  the  same  plan  you  have  be- 
fore you  today.  If  that,  was  his  real 
objection  then,  it  is  still  applicable  with 
equal  force. 

Then  I  turn  to  my  good  friend,  the 
great  :>tatesman  from  Minnesota,  the 
eru.^i*'  gentleman  who  went  down  before 
the  American  Medical  Association  Sat- 
urday and  threw  them  a  bone.  Of 
course,  the  bone  did  not  have  any  meat 
on  it.  I  cannot  blame  the  AMA  for 
jumping  for  that  bone.  I  will  tell  you 
the  truth,  it  has  been  20  years  since 
they  have  had  even  so  much  as  a  bone, 
even  if  this  one  did  not  have  any  meat 
on  it. 


Let  us  see  what  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  said  3  years  ago.  At  that 
time  he  said  on  the  floor  of  the  House: 

I  cannot  see  why  your  committee  does  not 
take  out  the  health  services  and  bring  In  a 
bill  for  education  and  security  If  It  wants  to. 
I  am  for  that.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  including 
in  the  same  department  the  health  features 
because  I  think  It  would  be  bad  for  the 
people  of  the  country.  It  Is  not  the  way  to 
get  the  better  medical  care  you  and  1  both 
want. 

I  know  that  they  created  a  new  posi- 
tion under  this  bill,  an  advisory  medical 
position,  an  advisory  medical  assistant 
to  the  Administrator,  the  Secretary,  as 
the  case  will  be.  You  gave  this  to  the 
American  Medical  Association,  and  very 
properly  so.  because  certainly  they  should 
be  permitted  to  regulate  their  own  pro- 
fession. True,  you  furnished  them  with 
a  gun.  and  then  you  proceeded  to  stop  up 
the  barrel  so  they  could  not  get  a  bullet 
in  it.  because  you  placed  this  assistant 
in  a  purely  advisory  capacity  without  any 
authority  whatsoever  over  the  Public 
Health  Service  or  the  operations  of  the 
Department. 

You  will  have  the  health  service  as 
an  autonomous  element  in  the  loose 
framework  of  a  conglomerate,  gigantic 
Department  of  Public  Welfare. 

Now  we  come  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Brown  1.  I  wish  Mr.  Brown 
were  on  the  floor.  I  wish  he  could  hear 
some  of  thi^  I  am  about  to  read.  It 
would  bring  back  nostalgic  memories  I 
am  sure.  Mr.  Brown  said,  in  1950 — here 
it  is  in  the  Record: 

Whenever  we  put  all  of  the  educational 
activities,  all  of  the  social-security  activities. 
and  all  of  these  other  activities  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. p*us  all  of  the  health  activities  of 
the  Nation  under  one  man,  you  have  given 
that  Individual  more  power  than  any  one 
person  should  exert  or  should  be  endowed 
with  for  the  good  of  the  people. 

How  now.  Mr.  Brown?  How  do  you 
feel  about  it  today,  now  that  your  folks 
are  in  power? 

A  little  bit  later  on  in  this  same  speech, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Jensen  1,  whom  I  love  as  the  rest  of 
you  do  and  have  the  utmost  of  respect 
for — I  know  he  must  still  be  on  our  side, 
particularly  in  view  of  what  he  said  be- 
fore— Mr.  Jensen  asked  Mr.  Brown  a 
question : 

Mr.  Jensen.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel 
that  If  this  Reorganization  Plan  No.  27  goes 
Into  effect.  It  will  make  one  individual,  the 
Secretary  of  Welfare,  an  all-powerful,  super- 
political  medicine  man,  a  superpoUtlcal  dic- 
tator of  public  education,  and  a  superpoUt- 
lcal Santa  Claus? 

And  how  did  Mr.  Brown  reply? 
Yes;   I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  brings  me  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Kkarns'  one  of  the  great  educators  of 
this  country,  a  man  who  is  looking  after 
the  interests  of  the  public  schools  of  our 
country;  who  is  seeing  to  it  that  the 
States  are  permitted  to  operate  their 
public  schools  without  any  Federal  en- 
croachment. What  does  Mr.  Kearns  say 
on  the  subject  that  we  have  here ;  let  us 
see.    He  says: 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed  to  plan  No. 
27.  As  an  educator  I  have  come  up  through 
the    ranks    of    the    teaching    profession.     I 


know  the  trials  and  trlbulatlona  of  the 
teacher  and  the  school  administrator  and  I 
am  not  going  to  vote  to  put  Oscar  Ewlng^ 

And  neither  would  I.     But  our  distin- 
guished schoolteacher  friend  did  not  stop 
there,  he  said  he  was  not  going  to  put 
Oscar  Ewing — and  listen  to  this — 
or  any  other  administrator  on  their  necks. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Let 
me  quote  just  one  moie  sentence.  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  will  be  Interested, 
he  is  an  educator  too.  I  understand. 

Then  Mr.  Kearns  went  on  to  say; 

I  would  take  this  stand — 

Listen  carefully,  now — 

even  though  a  Republican  were  the  admin- 
istrator of  social  security. 

And.  Mr.  Chaiiman.  just  a  few  mo- 
ments ago.  some  Republican  said  he  was 
confused  by  the  stand  taken  by  the  Dem- 
ocrats. Let  me  assure  him  that  it  is 
not  the  Democrats  who  are  confused. 
His  crowd  is  the  one  looking  for  a  storm 
cellar. 

Mr.  MASON  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  just  want  to  say  as  a 
school  man.  I  opposed  it  then:  As  a 
school  man.  I  oppose  it  now. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  God 
bless  the  gentleman  from  Illinois.  He  is 
a  rock  of  Gibraltar.  May  his  tribe  in- 
crease. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  T 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  I  Mr.  JuddI. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  one  did 
not  examine  with  care  the  speech  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Wil- 
liams) who  just  preceded  me.  one  might 
draw  the  erroneous  conclusion  that  the 
proposal  before  us  today  is  the  same 
proposal  that  both  he  and  I  spoke  and 
voted  against  in  1950.  Two  facts  refute 
his  argument.  First,  the  proposal  is  not 
the  same.  Second,  even  if  the  plan  were 
the  same  and  in  identical  language,  the 
circumstances  are  entirely  different. 

Let  me  deal  with  the  second  fact  first. 
To  raise  tlie  Federal  Security  Agency 
to  a  department  in  1950  could  not  have 
been  done  without  putting  the  official 
stamp  of  our  approval  on  the  ideas,  poli- 
cies, and  methods  of  the  persons  who 
then  ran  that  agency.  It  would  inevita- 
bly, and  I  think  properly,  have  been  in- 
terpreted as  approval  or  endorsement 
of  Ewing  and  his  team  and  their  poli- 
cies, which  they  openly  declared  were 
aimed  to  produce  socialization  of  medi- 
cal practice  and,  ultimately,  of  almost 
everything  else  in  the  United  States. 
F'or  Members  of  the  Congress,  either 
Democrats  or  Republicans,  to  vote  for 
that  plan  then  would  have  given  those 
men  and  their  ideas  and  programs  vast- 
ly greater  respectability,  influence,  pres- 
tige, standing,  and  power.  It  was  out 
of  the  question  for  us  to  do  that  if  we 
were  responsible  legislators. 

Now  we  have  a  totally  different  situa- 
tion. There  was  an  election  in  this 
country  last  Novemt>er  4.  and  the  poli- 
cies of  Oscar  Ewing  and  his  whole  crowd 
were  emphatically  rejected  by  the 
American    people.     A    new    philosophy 
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and  new  leadership  were  chosen.  To 
make  this  agency  a  department  now 
gives  congressional  ratlflcation  to  the 
philosophy  of  Government  chosen  by  the 
people  last  fall — a  philosophy,  and  a 
leadership,  quite  the  opposite  of  those 
which  we  overwhelmingly  rejected  3 
years  ago.  If  the  plan  and  the  circum- 
stances today  were  those  that  existed  3 
years  ago.  I  think  I  have  earned  the 
right,  as  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
I  Mr.  Williams)  has  well  put  It.  to  ex- 
p>ect  you  to  believe  that  I  would  be  op- 
posing such  a  plan  now  as  I  did  then. 
The  suggestion  that  that  it  is  some  sort 
of  a  flip  flop  to  have  voted  against  the 
plan  before  us  in  1950  and  then  to  vote 
for  the  different  plan  before  us  under 
the  circumstances,  of  today,  simply-  will 
not  hold  up.  For  not  only  are  the  cir- 
cumstances diffeient;  today's  plan  is 
different  in  several  iesj>ects.  I  mention 
the  one  that  is  in  the  fleld  in  which  I 
have  most  interest  and  experience.  It 
has  to  do  with  the  provision  of  medical 
care  for  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
The  American  medical  profession  for 
more  than  80  years  has  asked  for  a  De- 
partment of  Health  in  the  Cabinet,  just 
as  most  State  governments  have.  For 
more  than  80  years  it  has  repeatedly 
taken  such  action  in  its  annual  conven- 
tions, or  by  its  responsible  authority,  the 
house  of  delegates  of  the  American 
Medical  A.ssociaticn.  Doctors  have  been 
wary  about  health  being  put  into  some 
sort  of  basket  with  a  lot  of  other  func- 
tions, and  then  h.mdled  by  people  who 
are  not  themselves  trained  physicians. 
It  might  be  called.  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare,  and  sold  to  the  people  on 
the  basis  of  their  concern  for  health, 
but  the  tail  end  of  the  dog.  "welfare." 
being  far  bigger  in  the  amount  of  money 
expended  and  the  number  of  people  in- 
volved than  either  health  or  education, 
could  well  wag  the  dog,  to  the  detriment 
of  health  and  education. 

We  do  not  want  to  get  hooked  into 
that  kind  of  a  setup,  without  appropriate 
protections.  I  could  not  support  this 
plan  if  it  did  not  contain  certain  pro- 
tections; protections,  I  repeat,  which  no 
previous  plan  contained.  It  sets  up  a 
special  a.ssistant  to  serve  as  an  adviser 
on  all  health  matters  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare.  He  must  be  a  person  who 
has  had  extensive  experience  in  the 
medical  field,  in  a  nongovernmental  ca- 
pacity. That  is.  he  cannot  be  just  some 
r>erson  who  has  handled  statistics  on 
medical  care,  or  a  medical  economist,  or 
a  .social-service  worker,  admirable  as 
most  of  them  may  be.  The  special  as- 
sistant must  be  a  person  who  has  had 
experience  in  the  medical  fleld  outside 
the  Government.  That  means  he  must 
know  from  flrsthand  experience  what 
is  involved  in  furnishing  good  medical 
care  on  a  private  basis. 

The  reason  doctors  oppose  socialized 
medicine  is  not  because  they  are  doctors. 
It  IS  because  of  what  they  know  as  doc- 
tors about  the  practice  of  medicine. 
They  know  what  things  are  necessary 
to  have  good  medical  care.  Their  oppo- 
sition is  not  due  to  concern  for  them- 
.selves;  it  is  due  to  concern  for  the  sick. 
Many,  perhaps  most  doctors,  would  be 
better  off  financially   under  socialized 


medicine.  A  fellow  just  out  of  medical 
,  school  would  not  have  to  hang  out  his 
shingle  and  prove  himself  good  in  order 
to  build  up  a  practice;  he  would  go  right 
on  the  payroll  of  the  Government  at  six 
or  seven  thousand  dollars  a  year, 
whether  he  is  any  good  or  not.  Again, 
when  a  doctor  gets  old  or  does  not  keep 
up  to  date  and  is  not  too  good,  the  pub- 
lic leaves  him  for  some  better  doctor  if 
he  is  in  private  practice.  But  under  a 
Government-operated  and  financed  sys- 
tem of  medical  care  he  would  be  taken 
care  of.  Yes;  a  majority  of  the  doctors 
would  be  as  well  or  better  off  under  so- 
cialized medicine.  Why  then  do  they 
oppose  it? 

I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that  my  pro- 
fession has  not  yet  sunk  to  the  level 
where  it  will  sacrifice  its  concern  for 
the  well-being  of  the  sick  in  order  to 
improve  the  financial  status  or  the  se- 
curity of  some  of  its  members. 

A  doctor  knows  there  are  three  things 
absolutely  essential  if  people  are  to  have 
good  medical  care:  First,  the  relation- 
ship between  the  doctor  and  the  patient 
has  got  to  be  wholly  voluntary — volun- 
tary on  the  part  of  the  patient  or  he 
is  not  going  to  have  the  necessary  con- 
fidence in  the  doctor;  voluntary  on  the 
part  of  the  doctor  or  he  is  not  likely  to 
be  as  fully  interested  in  the  patient  as 
he  ought  to  be.  The  patient  tends  to 
become  another  case  or  another  card,  an- 
other number  in  a  long  line.  That  ten- 
dency has  invariably  developed  under 
government  medicine. 

Second,  there  must  be  a  direct  and 
intimate  relationship  between  the  doctor 
and  the  patient  with  no  intermediary 
like  a  government  agency  between  them. 
If  the  doctor  gets  all  or  part  of  his  fee 
paid  by  the  Government,  then  he  begins 
more  and  more  to  work  not  for  the  pa- 
tient but  for  the  Government,  and  God 
help  the  patient  when  that  happens. 

The  third  thing  necessary  is  that  there 
be  maximum  incentive  for  the  doctor  to 
improve  himself,  to  make  the  most  of  his 
abilities. 

What  are  the  major  incentives  that 
cause  men  to  work  hardest  to  improve 
themselves?  One  is  financial  reward. 
Some  people  have  an  inner  self-starter 
which  causes  them  to  throw  themselves 
into  their  work  without  thought  of  any 
monetary  reward.  Unfortunately,  they 
are  the  exception,  not  the  rule.  Most 
men  do  their  best  work  if  thereby  they 
can  better  get  ahead  and  provide  more 
adequately  for  their  families  and  their 
future.  The  other  major  incentive  is  op- 
portunity for  professional  advancement, 
recognition  of  superior  effort  and  ability 
by  one's  colleagues.  If  you  set  up  so- 
cialized medicine  where  a  doctor  gets 
ahead  not  on  the  basis  of  merit,  but  on 
the  basis  of  seniority  or  of  senility,  as 
some  call  it  here — then  why  should  a 
man  strive  his  hardest  to  improve  him- 
self? Why  should  he  stick  out  his  neck 
and  perhaps  get  in  trouble  with  his 
superior  in  the  bureau?  In  order  to  ad- 
vance in  skill,  he  must  use  imagination 
and  exercise  creative  ability.  But  how 
many  will  strive  to  b<;  better  than  their 
associates  if  that  brings  more  trouble 
than  reward,  as  so  frequently  happens 
in  a  regimented  system  which  penalizes 
the  man  who  pioneei*s  and  rewards  the 
fellow  who  just  conforms? 


These  are  the  major  reasons  why  doc- 
tors have  opposed  socialized  medicine, 
they  know  it  would  gradually  destroy  the 
high  quahty  of  medical  care  in  this 
country  which  they  have  been  respon- 
sible for  developing  during  all  these 
years.  No  conscientious  and  responsible 
physician  would  ever  want  to  associate 
himself  with  a  plan  under  which  the 
medical  profession  would  not  have  at 
least  opportunity  to  check  carefully  and 
to  advise  on  any  proposals,  from  what- 
ever source,  having  to  do  with  the  prac- 
tice of  medicine. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  MriChairman.  will  the 
gentleman  yield, 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  sorry  I  do  not  have 
time. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  have  a  very  impor- 
tant question  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
not  press  his  question  now;  I  hope  he 
will  let  me  proceed. 

In  this  new  and  different  reorganiza- 
tion plan  provision  is  made  for  a  Special 
Assistant  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  the 
new  Department  on  all  matters  dealing 
with  health  and  medical  subjects. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Not  at  this  time  for  the 
reason  I  stated  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  I  just 
wanted  to  find  out  if  this  individual  is 
what  is  known  as  a  pooh-bah? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
gentleman  is  talking  about.  I  cannot 
yield  now.  The  gentleman  can  get  time 
from  his  side. 

It  was  said  during  the  hearings  that 
medical  care  in  the  United  States  is 
the  best  in  the  world.  How  did  it  get 
to  be  the  best  in  the  world  and  who  is 
responsible?  It  got  to  be  the  best  in 
the  world  through  the  efforts  of  the  phy- 
sicians of  this  country,  working  under  a 
free  and  private  system.  It  is  not  per- 
fect, but  we  would  be  derelict  in  our  pub- 
lic duty  if  we  were  not  ceaselessly  vigi- 
lant to  preserve  those  things  which  have 
brought  it  to  its  high  level.  Is  it  possible 
for  you  to  believe  those  very  people,  the 
medical  profession,  who  have  built  up 
such  a  wonderful  standard  would  try  to 
undermine  and  destroy  it,  as  some  seem 
to  want  us  to  believe? 

The  medical  profession  does  not  de- 
mand a  veto  but  it  does  want  a  power- 
ful voice  in  these  matters,  and  the  bill 
provides  in  section  3  for  a  special  assist- 
ant and  adviser  who  must  be  chosen  from 
persons  who  have  had  wide  nongovern- 
mental experience  in  this  field.  This 
sp>eclal  assistant  has  opportunity  to  make 
sure  that  the  views  of  the  medical  pro- 
fession and  the  reasons  for  those  views 
are  available  to  the  Secretary  before  de- 
cisions are  made  affecting  medical  and 
health  matters. 

Now  I  must  go  ahead  and  summarize 
what  I  think  are  the  advantages  in  mak- 
ing a  department  out  of  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency.  First,  its  size.  It  has  37,- 
500  employees.  Second,  its  scope.  It  af- 
fects more  people  in  our  country  than 
any  other  branch  of  our  Government  ex- 
cept perhaps  the  taxgatherer.  Even 
he  does  not  touch  as  many  people  for 
he  docs  not  reach  those  who  do  not  pay 
taxes.     But   this   agency   ailects   every 
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single  person  in  our  land  in  one  way  or 
another.  Through  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion it  affects  every  child  in  America 
and  eyery  family  that  has  a  child  in 
school.  Through  social  security  It  af- 
fects every  worker  who  has  a  deduction 
for  that  purpose  from  his  pay  check 
and  who  looks  forward  to  the  day  when 
he  may  get  back  some  assistance  in  his 
retirement  or  old  age.  Through  health 
It  affects  every  person  in  the  United 
States.  Every  person  sooner  or  later 
has  to  have  medical,  dental,  hospital,  or 
Tcl&^Gd  c&rc 

Third,  it  affects  our  people  in  fields 
where  the  responsibility  of  the  Federal 
Government  is  secondary.  The  full 
force  of  this  consideration  was  brought 
to  my  attention  only  recently. 

There  is  some  advantage  in  having  one 
department  which  handles  matters  in 
which  the  Federal  Government  deals 
with  its  citizens  in  a  secondary  way. 
It  focuses  attention  and  responsibility 
to  have  an  such  functions  liunped  into 
one  basket  where  they  can  be  dealt  with 
together.  The  Federal  social-security 
program  is  primarily  one  assisting  the 
States.  Education  has  always  been  in 
the  hands  of  the  States,  the  counties, 
the  municipalities,  and  local  school  dis- 
tricts; and  it  must  be  kept  so.  Responsi- 
bility for  medical  care  has  always  been 
in  the  hands  of  State  and  local  govern- 
ments, and  of  private  agencies.  This 
new  Department  will  not  change  that 
status.  In  fact,  it  will  make  it  more 
firm. 

The  Federal  Government  has  pri- 
mary responsibility  when  it  comes  to 
defense.  The  Department  of  State  has 
primary  responsibility  in  foreign  affairs. 
But  everything  that  this  Department  of 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare  does  or 
should  do  is  in  assistance  of  State,  local, 
and  private  programs  under  direct  con- 
trol of  State,  local,  and  private  agen- 
cies which  have,  and  must  continue  to 
have,  primary  responsibility. 

I  want  to  fix  this  relationship  by  hav- 
ing all  of  these  functions  lodged  at  the 
Federal  level  in  one  responsible  agency 
of  department  status,  with  a  clear  un- 
derstanding that  the  function  of  the 
Federal  Government  is  not  primary  di- 
rection or  control  but  secondary  and 
supplementary.  It  can  and  should  col- 
lect statistics  and  make  reports,  provide 
research,  serve  as  a  clearing  house  for 
information  on  the  48  State  programs, 
make  available  to  the  States  its  tax- 
collecting  facilities,  and  under  proper 
safeguards  make  grants-in-aid  to  State, 
local,  and  private  programs  in  these 
various  fields. 

I  think  there  is  a  real  value  in  having 
in  one  place  all  these  functions  in  which 
the  role  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
secondary,  with  its  responsibilities  iden- 
tified and  its  limitations  defined.  Again, 
there  is  real  value  in  having  this  agency 
tied  in  with  the  other  departments. 
With  the  head  of  this  Department  sit- 
ting in  with  the  Cabinet,  it  becomes  more 
a  part  of  the  total  administration.  It 
is  given  greater  standing  and  prestige, 
that  is  true,  but  it  Is  also  subjected  to 
some  restraints  which  it  has  not  had 
heretofore.  As  a  fuU  partner  in  the 
whole  team,  the  Department  of  Health. 
EducaUon.  and  Welfare  cannot  go  its 
Ljray  in  building  a  separate  empire 


as  freely  as  we  know  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  has  done  heretofore.  It  will  have  ^ 
greater  influence,  but  be  less  independ- 
ent. If.  God  forbid,  it  proves  impossible 
to  get  rid  of  all  the  outright  Socialists 
who  have  dominated  its  activities,  then 
at  least  they  will  be  moderated  by  other 
people  in  any  administration  who  are 
more  conservative  and  better  balanced. 

Our  trouble  with  the  socializers  is  that 
in  their  concern  for  better  distribution 
of  goods  and  services,  they  generally 
forget  the  first  thing  is  to  have  a  system 
which  will  produce  more  and  better 
goods  and  services  so  that  there  will  be 
something  worth  distributing  more 
equitably. 

The  medical  profession  and  local  edu- 
cational agencies  have  been  successful 
in  raising  quality,  but  there  are  areas 
where  adequa*;e  health  and  education  are 
not  available  to  large  numbers  of  our 
citizens.  We  must  give  more  attention 
to  getting  better  distribution.  This  De- 
partment can  be  of  the  greatest  assist- 
ance at  this  point,  but  I  want  it  to  be 
tied  in  with  the  rest  of  the  Government 
so  that  it  will  not  be  in  a  position  to 
go  off  on  tangents  pretty  much  on  its 
own,  as  has  been  the  case  in  the  past. 

These,  it  seems  to  me,  are  some  of 
the  main  reasons  why  we  should  vote 
for  this  resolution.  The  plan  is  different 
from  previous  plans.  The  situation  is 
different.  The  leadership  is  different. 
To  vote  for  this  plan  today  gives  ap- 
proval to  a  wholly  different  philosophy 
of  Government  than  that  of  the  former 
plans  when  the  agency  was  under  Ewing 
and  his  associates.  The  changes  in  the 
plan  itself  are  wise  and  sound.  Since 
we  are  going  to  have  the  agency  in  some 
form,  is  it  not  better  to  put  it  in  a  place 
where  it  is  under  more  effective  control 
of  both  the  President  and  the  whole  Cab- 
inet? The  heads  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, the  Departments  of  Defense, 
of  Agriculture,  of  Commerce,  of  Labor, 
and  so  on,  can  deal  with  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Eklucation,  and  Welfare  di- 
rectly and  regularly  in  Cabinet  meet- 
ings. As  a  Department  it  can  be  held 
down  and  its  functions  carried  on  in 
a  more  responsible,  careful  way.  It 
should  be  able  to  do  its  job  more  efS- 
ciently  and  more  economically,  and  with 
appropriate  restraints.  Thus  I  think  the 
disadvantages  and  dangers  existing  in 
1950  are  outweighed  by  the  advantages 
present  under  the  circumstances  existing 
in  March  1953  after  the  election  of 
November  1952. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Dlinols.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
KarstenI. 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  administration  is  to  be 
commended  on  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1,  which  provides  for  the  establishment 
of  a  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare.  The  plan,  which  has  for 
its  objective  the  improvement  of  our 
health,  education,  and  social-security 
programs.  Is  long  overdue. 

Over  the  past  20  years  great  progress 
has  been  made  in  these  three  important 
fields,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  present 
plan  because  it  could  well  provide  the 
means  for  further  development  of  these 
programs.  The  granting  of  Cabinet 
status  to  the  functions  of  the  Public 


Health  Service,  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  and  the  Office  of  Education, 
should  have  the  effect  of  strengthening 
all  three  agencies. 

The  Public  Health  Service  is  the  one 
Federal  agency  directly  concerned  with 
the  health  of  our  Nation.  It  is  what 
might  be  called  an  old-line  Government 
agency,  as  is  the  Office  of  Education, 
which  was  established  in  1867.  The  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency  is  a  comparatively 
new  one,  having  grown  out  of  the  depres- 
sion of  the  early  1930's.  All  three  agen- 
cies have  developed  greatly  over  the 
past  several  years  and  they  have  reached 
the  point  where  they  should  be  grouped 
together  in  a  single  department. 

The  reorganization  plan,  as  I  have 
studied  it,  is  not  materially  different 
from  similar  proposals  which  have  been 
submitted  over  the  past  few  years. 
While  the  previous  plans  were  rejected. 
there  appears  to  be  little  or  no  opposition 
to  the  present  reorganization  plan.  It 
is  a  good  plan  and  should  be  allowed  to 
become  law  under  the  Reorganization 
Act. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  In  the  consid- 
eration of  the  present  plan  there  has 
been  a  radical  departure  from  the  reor- 
ganization procedures  which  have  been 
followed  in  the  past.  Under  the  Reor- 
ganization Act,  if  Congress  approves  a 
reorganization  plan,  no  action  is  neces- 
sary. It  becomes  law  after  a  period  of 
60  days  unless  -x  resolution  of  disapproval 
is  introduced  and  it  is  passed  by  a  con- 
stitutional majority,  which  is  218  in  the 
House  and  49  in  the  other  body.  This 
time-honored  method  has  served  very 
well  and  provided  the  means  by  which 
the  majority  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Hoover  Commission  were  adopted. 

T^e  resolution  before  us  is  equivalent 
to  a  new  law.  This  resolution  does  not 
require  a  constitutional  majority  but 
can  be  passed  or  defeated  by  a  simple  ma- 
jority. If  the  resolution  before  us  should 
fail  to  pass,  the  President's  plan  would 
still  become  effective  unless  resolution  of 
disapproval  is  brought  up  and  the  plan 
rejected  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
reorganization  law. 

This  procedure  we  are  following  today, 
in  effect,  seeks  to  dispense  with  the 
Reorganization  Act.  Aside  from  that,  it 
appears  to  be  a  backward  step  in  reor- 
ganization because  a  resolution  such  as 
we  have  before  us  would  appear  to  be 
open  to  amendment.  One  of  the  reasons 
Congress  has  never  been  able  to  reor- 
ganize the  Federal  Government  itself  Is 
because  proposals  originating  here  are 
subject  to  amendment,  and  in  the  past 
sucii  bills  have  been  amended  to  death. 
The  only  effective  reorganization  which 
has  ever  been  accomplished  has  been 
done  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
method.  The  precedent  we  are  setting 
here  today  may  easily  destroy  great  prog- 
ress in  tiie  broad,  general  field  of  re- 
organization in  the  future. 

While  I  favor  Reorganization  Plan  1. 
I  cannot  make  myself  a  party  to  the 
dubious  procedure  which  is  being  fol- 
lowered  here  today.  For  that  reason  I 
must  oppose  the  resolution,  for  I  believe 
it  is  not  only  unnecessary  but  also 
unwise. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Hlinols.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
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to    the    gentleman    from    Texas    [Mr. 

THOMFSOW 1 . 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  expect  to  support  the  meas- 
ure which  Is  now  before  us.  I  was  not  in 
favor  of  it  when  it  was  presented  in  1950. 
There  were  various  reasons:  one  was 
that  I  did  not  believe  any  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  creating  the  new 
Department;  another  was  the  resent- 
ment which  I  have  always  felt  over  the 
demotion  of  the  Departments  of  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air.  Once  these  Departments 
were  of  equal  dignity  with  the  Depart- 
ments of  State,  Commerce.  Labor,  and 
others  whose  Secretaries  were  of  Cabinet 
rank.  Now,  the  Secretaries  of  these 
three  vitally  important  agencies  are  far 
down  the  ladder  of  rank,  precedence, 
and  relative  importance.  This,  I  think, 
is  very  bad  and  should  be  remedied. 

TTie  gentleman  from  Florida  IMr. 
BenncttI,  spoke  of  the  attitude  of  the 
soldiers  in  Korea  toward  the  move  which 
we  are  making  today  and  impUed  that 
they  would  resent  the  creation  of  this 
new  Dep>artment.  He  may  be  right,  but 
I  believe  their  resentment  would  be  far 
greater  if  they  realized  that  their  Secre- 
tary has  been  booted  off  his  place  on 
the  President's  Cabinet  by  so-called 
unification. 

I  wish  to  correct  two  points  concern- 
ing Mrs.  Hobby  who  is  to  be  the  new 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare.  The  gentleman 
from  Florida  I  Mr.  Lantaff  I .  said  that  no 
one  appeared  t)efore  his  committee  in 
favor  of  this  measure  who  was  a  member 
of  the  Hoover  Committee  or  of  the  Citi- 
zens' Committee  on  the  Hoover  Reforms. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  Mrs.  Hobby  was  a 
member  of  the  Citizens'  Committee. 

On  the  other  .side  of  the  aisle,  a  gen- 
tleman stated  that  the  increased  salaries 
to  be  paid  to  Mrs.  Hobby  and  her  new 
staff  would  be  more  than  offset  by  some 
economies  which  Mrs.  Hobby  said  she 
would  place  in  effect.  The  inference,  I 
believe,  is  unfair  to  Mrs.  Hobby  because 
it  leaves  the  thought  that  she  will  effect 
these  economies  only  if  she  is  made  a 
Secretary.  1  believe  that  even  if  we  turn 
down  this  measure  today  which,  of 
course,  we  will  not  do.  Mrs.  Hobby  as  a 
member  of  the  President's  Cabinet,  as 
an  Administrator  and  as  a  well-meaning 
American  citizen  would  surely  go  ahead 
and  effect  the  economies  anyway. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  opposed  to  the  approval  of  this  reso- 
lution and  shall  vote  against  it  for  the 
following  reasons: 

It  has  not  been  shown  that  there  is 
any  emergency  facing  the  country, 
which  requires  a  departure  from  the 
method  of  procedure  provided  for  in  the 
Reorganization  Act.  On  the  contrary 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dodge  and  Mrs. 
Hobby  leaves  the  distinct  Impression 
that  there  is  no  such  emergency. 

The  saving  in  time  would  be  most  in- 
substantial even  if  the  resolution  would 
pass  both  Houses  without  any  great 
delay,  and  would  in  essence  be  tanta- 


moxmt  to  an  amendment  to  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  and  contrary  to  the  intent 
thereof. 

This  plan  requires  real  study  because 
it  does  not  embody,  nor  does  it  fairly 
present  the  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission. 

The  plan  does  not  establish  a  clear 
line  of  authority  from  the  President 
through  the  Secretary  to  the  various 
bureaus. 

The  testimony  reflects  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Hoover  Commission  were  not 
consulted,  nor  was  the  Citizens'  Commit- 
tee asked  for  an  opinion  with  respect  to 
this  plan. 

The  fact  is  that  the  creation  of  the 
Special  Assistant  is  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission. 

This  country  has  managed  to  survive 
for  many  years  since  it  was  recognized 
that  reorganization  would  make  for  bet- 
ter government. 

A  few  more  days  cannot  do  us  any 
harm,  and  will  give  the  Congress  suffi- 
cient time  and  opportunity  to  examine 
and  discuss  this  plan  thoroughly. 

I  respectfully  urge  the  disapproval  of 
this  resolution. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  California  IMr.  Condon). 

Mr.  CONDON.  Mr.  Chairman,  one  or 
two  things  have  occurred  to  me  that 
have  not  already  been  stated  during  the 
debate.  I  wonder  just  what  is  the  neces- 
sity for  all  the  haste  on  a  measure  which 
does  not  save  a  dollar  of  the  taxpayers' 
money,  but  raises  salaries  and  creates  a 
new  top-level  position.  Moreover,  how 
much  sooner  will  the  plan  actually  be- 
come effective?  Presumably  the  Senate 
cannot  possibly  pass  a  resolution  if  we 
sent  it  over  to  them  at  least  until  to- 
morrow or  Friday,  which  would  be  the 
20th  of  the  month.  Then  there  is  a  10- 
day  waiting  period  before  the  plan  be- 
comes operative.  The  60-day  period 
expires  May  11,  so  at  the  most  you  are 
saving  about  40  days  of  time.  If  there 
is  any  appreciable  delay  in  the  Senate, 
the  rate  of  acceleration  is  to  that  extent 
cut  down. 

In  addition  we  are  presumably  going 
to  have  to  vote  upon  the  resolution  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
IMr.  Bennett  J  disapproving  the  plan. 
From  what  I  gather  was  a  statement 
made  by  the  Parliamentarian,  the  reso- 
lution offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Rorida  IMr.  Bennett]  is  still  in  order 
even  if  we  pass  the  approving  resolution. 
Instead  of  conserving  time  of  this  body 
as  one  of  the  Members  suggested  we  do, 
what  we  are  actually  doing  is  having 
the  debate  today,  and  then  we  are  going 
to  spend  another  day  on  it  when  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Florida  comes  before  us.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  wise  administrative  or  parliamen- 
tary procedure  to  have  two  full  detwites 
on  the  same  subject.  If  you  can  other- 
wise avoid  it.  Moreover,  by  having  two 
debates  it  is  conceivable  for  the  House 
to  reach  opposite  restilts,  particularly 
since  the  approving  resolution  requires 
only  a  simple  majority  and  the  disap- 
proving resolution  requires  218  votes.  So 
I  am  going  to  vote  against  this  resolu- 
tion. 


I  would  like  to  make  one  further  ob- 
servation. As  is  already  apparent,  the 
only  major  difference  between  plan  No, 
27  In  1950  and  plan  No.  1  in  1953  is  the 
creation  of  this  special  medical  assistant 
that  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr. 
JxjvD]  referred  to.  There  was  some  taUc 
alwut  some  travel  made  by  former 
Federal  Security  Administrator  Oscar 
Ewing.  We  find  in  the  transcript  of  tiie 
hearings  before  our  committee  on  page 
107  a  description  of  the  duties  of  this 
special  assistant.  This  job  description 
arrived  in  the  record  in  a  rather  peculiar 
way,  which  I  will  advert  to  later.  The 
third  paragraph  of  the  duties  of  this 
special  assistant  are  as  set  forth  on 
page  107  are: 

Tlie  special  assistant  to  the  Sscretary  wiU 
from  time  to  time  represent  the  Secretary  in 
various  international  meetings,  such  as  being 
a  delegate  to  the  World  Health  Assembly  and 
World  Health  Organization  and  other  major 
International  assignments. 

I  do  not  therefore  think  we  are  neces- 
sarily going  to  cut  down  on  the  interna- 
tional travel  by  making  this  Agency  an 
executive  department  and  giving  its  head 
Cabinet  rank. 

I  do  think  it  might  be  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  Members  to  note  how 
we  came  by  this  information  about  the 
duties  of  this  medical  special  assistant. 
We  questioned  Mr.  Dodge  at  great  length 
as  to  what  the  duties  of  this  special  as- 
sistant were,  and  what  functions  he  per- 
formed. Obviously  creating  the  sort  of 
a  job  that  interferes  with  the  direct  line 
of  authority  is  very  much  against  the 
whole  philosophy  of  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion as  to  how  an  administrative  setup 
ought  to  be  established.  Mr.  Dodge 
could  not  give  us  any  description  of  his 
duties  except  the  general  description 
that  the  man  would  recommend  to  and 
advise  the  Secretary  on  matters  of  pub- 
lic health  and  that  the  duties  would  be 
fixed  by  the  Secretary.  Mrs.  Hobby 
could  not  give  us  any  description  of  the 
duties.  But  then  the  representatives  of 
the  American  Medical  Association  came 
before  our  committee  and  testified  they 
had  a  job  description  that  prints  up  to 
almost  a  full  page  of  the  hearings,  a 
very  complicated  job  description.  We 
pressed  them  as  to  where  they  got  that 
job  description  and  how  they  knew  those 
would  be  the  duties  of  this  new  special 
assistant.  We  were  informed  they  re- 
received  it  from  the  Rockefeller  Com- 
mittee, which,  by  executive  order,  is  part 
o'  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

We  pointed  out  at  that  time,  and  I 
think  it  is  an  observation  that  might 
well  be  made  now,  that  we  think  the 
Administration  would  have  done  better 
to  present  that  job  description  to  Mr. 
Dodge  and  to  Mrs.  Hobby,  who  were  ap- 
pearing before  our  committee.  We  also 
feel  it  was  rather  unfortunate  that  it 
was  only  by  accident  that  the  joint  com- 
mittees of  Congress  got  any  detailed  in- 
formation about  the  type  of  job  this  new 
special  assistant  would  be  doing.  We 
think  the  administration  might  well 
consider  taking  the  Congress  more  fully 
into  its  confidence. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  nilnols.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  myself  the  balance  of  my 
time. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  the  matter  before  us 
Is  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Res- 
olution 223,  which  states: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  provlalona  of  Re- 
organisation Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  submitted  to 
the  Ccxigreaa  on  March  12.  1953.  shall  take 
effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Joint  resolution,  and  Its  ap- 
proval by  the  President — 

Thereby  making  this  a  legislative  mat- 
ter- 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the  Re- 
organization Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  ex- 
cept that  section  9  of  such  act  shall  apply 
to  such  reorganization  plan  and  to  the  re- 
organization made  thereby. 

This  joint  resolution  Is  before  us  now. 
If  it  is  defeated  it  will  in  no  way  cause 
this  plan  not  to  become  the  law  of  the 
land  under  the  Reorganization  Act  under 
which  the  reorganization  plan  was 
drawn. 

I  think  this  is  a  bad  precedent  for  the 
House  to  set.  I  think  it  is  a  bad  prece- 
dent in  the  light  of  the  remarks  of  the 
last  speaker,  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota.  Dr.  Judd,  whom 
we  all  admire  for  his  erudition  and  his 
ability  to  state  his  views  so  clearly. 

I  am  sorry  all  the  Members  of  the 
Congress  have  not  had  a  chance  to  read 
the  hearings  on  this  joint  resolution.  I 
am  sorry  that  some  members  of  the 
committee  were  not  present  at  the  hear- 
ings, because  we  learned  that  a  commit- 
tee composed  of  Mr.  Nelson  Rockefeller, 
Mr.  Flemming.  and  Mr.  Milton  Eisen- 
hower got  together  with  a  group  of  doc- 
tors and  there  bargained  with  them  for 
their  support  of  this  measure.  As  a  re- 
sult of  their  getting  together  they  drew 
up  and  gave  to  the  doctors  of  the  Amer- 
ican Medical  Association  a  job  descrip- 
tion. That  job  description  is  on  page 
107.  If  you  will  read  that,  you  will  find 
there  is  nothing  in  the  charge  that  they 
make  a  bureaucracy.  Never  in  the  days 
of  the  Truman  or  the  Roosevelt  admin- 
istrations was  there  such  a  brazen  at- 
tempt to  buy  the  support  of  any  group 
by  offering  them  the  thing  that  was  of- 
fered the  medical  association  to  get  their 
support  for  this  plan. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  The  gentle- 
man did  not  yield,  and  I  have  less  time 
than  he  had. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  correct,  but  the 
gentleman's  charge  is  completely  un- 
supportable. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  The  best 
evidence  of  the  charges  is  that  after  this 
first  meeting  this  job  description  was 
drawn  up.  and  as  the  delegates  came 
into  that  meeting  of  March  12  each  one 
of  them  at  the  door  was  handed  a  job 
description.  Then  at  that  meeting  of 
delegates  at  which  they  okayed  and 
agreed  to  supi)ort  this  measure  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  our  good  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Jttdd]  spoke. 
That  is  the  meeting  at  which  the  state- 
ment was  endorsed. 

I  say  to  you  that  we  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  a  price  was  paid,  and  the 
price  was  the  thing  set  out  In  this  special 
job  setup.  If  you  will  read  that  job  de- 
scription. 

Mr.  JUDD.  But  there  was  no  bar- 
gaining. 


Mr.   DAWSON    of   Illinois.    Director 
of  the  Budget  Dodge  appeared  before  us. 
and  he  was  asked  if  he  had  any  descrip- 
tion of  this  job  and  he  said  "No."    The 
present  head  of  the  FSA.  Mrs.  Hobby, 
who  I  believe  to  be  as  fine  an  adminis- 
trator as  the  administration  will  ever 
get.  also  answered  that  she  had  no  Job 
description.     I  think  it  is  a  shame  not 
to  give  to  Mr.  Dodge,  the  Director  of  the 
Budget,  and  not  to  give  to  the  head  of 
this  agency,  this  job  description  which 
had  been  given  to  the  doctors  in  order 
that  they  might  tell  the  joint  Members 
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  what  was 
in  this  job  and  what  was  bound  up  in  it. 
I  claim  that  we  are  entitled   to  know 
what  is  in  a  job  description  which  is  set 
up  in  legislation  given  to  us.     I  say  to 
you  that  under  the  evidence  brought  out 
in  this  hearing,  if  you  will  go  back  and 
read  the  evidence,  you  will  find  the  facts 
are  as  I  have  stated  those  facts.    It  is 
bad  legislation.     We  should  not  proceed 
in  this  manner  to  handle  a  reorganiza- 
tion plan   for   the   very   reason  of   the 
position  that  we  find  ourselves  in  now. 
The    reorganization    act    was    thought 
out.     It    was    given    hearings.     It    was 
carried   through   this   Congress   in   the 
regular  manner,  and  the  provisions  of 
that    were    drawn    up.     It    gave    every 
Member  of  the  Congress  the  right  to  file 
a     disapproving     resolution.     Now     we 
stand  here  with  a  disapproving  resolu- 
tion filed  on  this  matter  before  the  Con- 
gress, and  at  the  same  time  we  are  con- 
sidering a  measure  which  will  take  from 
that  individual  the  rights  that  he  had 
under  the  law.     I  say  that  we  cannot 
blow  hot  and  cold.     I  say  to  you  that 
this  is   not   the   means  to   amend   the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949.  which  has 
been  extended  to  terminate  in  1955.     I 
say  to  you  this  entire  procedure  does 
not  justify  the  saving  of  time.     I  say 
to  you  that  you  are  setting  up  a  pattern 
here  and  now  that,  if  followed  through- 
out by  this  administration,  will  show  the 
things  that  they  have  yelled  against  in 
their  talk  of  bureaucracy  and  patron- 
age are  but  small  things  when  the  ad- 
ministration will  go  to  the  extent  of  cre- 
ating additional  jobs  in  order  to  get  sup- 
port from  any  pressure  group  in  these 
United  States. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  stated  just  a  moment  ago 
that  we  had  only  one  speaker. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  That  is  why 
I  closed  on  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Did  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  rely  on  that? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Yes;  that 
Is  why  I  closed  on  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then, 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RIEHLMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  re- 
gard the  approval  of  this  resolution  as  a 
most  significant  step  which  we  in  Con- 
gress can  take  to  help  the  President  in 
his  efforts  to  improve  the  administration 
of  Government  functions  while  bringing 


about  necessary  economies.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Government's  activities  In  the 
field  of  health,  education,  and  social  se- 
curity are  so  Important  to  the  national 
welfare  and  to  the  welfare  of  each  citizen 
of  this  great  country  that  they  should 
be  on  an  equal  footing  with  other  im- 
portant Federal  activities.  These  pro- 
grams which  Congress  has  established  to 
promote  the  well-being  of  all  our  people 
should  be  accorded  the  same  recognition 
as  other  governmental  programs  which 
promote  the  well-being  of  commerce. 
labor,  and  agriculture.  This  resolution 
will  accomplish  that  purpose  by  approv- 
ing the  establishment  of  a  new  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare. 

I  should  like  to  call  attention  par- 
ticularly to  the  provisions  in  the  Presi- 
d^t'i.  plan  which  will  make  possible  con- 
tinuing study  and  attention  to  problems 
of  health  and  education.  For  this  pur- 
pose the  Secretary  will  have  the  advice 
of  professional  people,  presumably  the 
leaders  in  their  respective  fields.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  new  Secretary 
will  appoint  an  advisory  committee  on 
education,  the  members  to  be  selected 
from  outside  the  Federal  Government. 
State  and  local  responsibility  in  the  field 
of  education  not  only  must  be  main- 
tained: it  must  be  strengthened.  Yet 
we  are  all  aware  of  the  problems  con- 
fronting our  school  systems  and  educa- 
tional institutions.  How  do  we  train 
good  teachers  for  our  children,  pay  their 
salaries,  and  provide  adequate  buildings 
and  equipment?  It  is  a  matter  of  great 
national  interest  that  the  future  citizens 
of  this  land  have  the  best  possible  edu- 
cation. The  proposed  advisory  commit- 
tes  should  provide  the  Secretary  with  ex- 
cellent professional  advice  concerning 
necessary  and  desirable  Federal  action  to 
strengthen  State  and  local  school  sys- 
tems in  this  objective. 

Under  the  reorganization  plan  a  new 
office  will  be  created  in  the  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare — a 
special  assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Health  and  Medical  Affairs.  A  recog- 
nized leader  from  the  medical  field  will 
advise  the  Secretary  with  respect  to 
necessary  improvement  in  the  depart- 
ment's health  and  medical  programs. 
The  health  of  our  people  is  of  the  ut- 
most concern.  Our  national  strength 
and  ability  to  lead  the  Western  World 
in  the  struggle  for  freedom  and  for  the 
overthrow  of  Soviet  imperialism  and  ag- 
gression depends  on  the  physical  and 
mental  well-being  of  every  citizen.  Yet 
in  World  War  II  approximately  one 
third  of  those  men  examined  under  the 
Selective  Service  System  were  rejected 
for  physical  or  mental  disability.  Since 
the  Communists  attempted  the  plunder 
of  Korea  I'i  million  men  have  been 
classified  IV-F  and  rejected  as  unfit  for 
service.  The  President  and  Mrs.  Hobby 
recognize  that  these  problems  of  health 
and  education  must  receive  the  attention 
of  the  best  minds  of  the  country.  This 
reorganization  plan  not  only  provides 
for  continuing  the  functions  of  each  of 
the  major  units  of  the  present  Federal 
Security  Administration ;  it  also  reflects 
the  conviction  of  the  President  and  of 
the  new  administration  that  better  lead- 
ership is  needed  to  help  our  States,  our 
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communities,  and  our  citizens  solve  these 
problems. 

I  am  pleased  to  see  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  new  department  will  have  the  nec- 
essary authority  to  bring  about  sorely 
needed  reforms  in  the  internal  admin- 
istrative affairs  of  the  agency.  These 
management  reforms  should  result  not 
only  in  improved  administration,  but  in 
real  savings  to  the  American  taxpayer. 
The  President  is  moving  swiftly  in  every 
field  to  make  good  on  his  promises  for 
better  government  at  reduced  costs.  We 
in  Congress  cannot  fail  to  support  him. 

Some  of  my  colleagues  on  the  minority 
side  are  assuming  that  they  have  some- 
how been  offended  because  we  propose  to 
permit  this  reorganization  plan  to  take 
effect  almost  at  once.  They  do  not  op- 
pose the  reorganization.  In  fact,  it  is 
admitted  by  nearly  all  that  it  is  timely 
and  that  the  plan  for  the  new  Depart- 
ment is  well  conceived.  Why  then  this 
opposition  to  the  re.solution  before  us? 
When  Congress  passed  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949  it  was  recognized  that 
some  of  the  reorganization  plans  to  be 
submitted  by  the  President  might  be 
rather  complicated  and  controversial 
and  that  we  should  have  sufficient  time 
to  give  them  careful  study.  Surely 
there  was  nothing  in  the  intent  or  spirit 
of  the  act  to  prevent  us  from  hastening 
the  reorganization  process  in  different 
circumstances.  If  we  are  generally 
af^reed  that  this  plan  is  good  and  desir- 
able, that  it  will  help  the  President  and 
the  present  Federal  Security  Adminis- 
trator provide  l)etter  service  to  the  Amer- 
ican people,  why  should  we  not  help  them 
to  get  on  with  the  job?  If  it  will  result 
in  economies  in  administration,  is  there 
any  reason  why  we  must  wait  60  days  to 
start  saving  money?  I  fall  to  see  any 
logic  or  consistency  in  such  a  position. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  believes — 
and  I  believe  the  testimony  before  our 
committee  supports  this  view — that  the 
administration  of  these  vital  functions 
of  health,  education,  and  social  security 
will  be  improved  by  this  reorganization. 
Favorable  action  on  this  resolution  will 
a.ssure  a  prompt  beginning  in  the  accom- 
plishment of  this  objective.  I  hope  the 
resolution  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  before  I  yield  the  balance 
of  the  time  to  our  colleague,  the  gentle- 
woman  from  Illinois  I  Mrs.  Church],  I 
want  to  say  this — that  never — no  never 
since  I  have  been  here  have  I  heard 
such  an  absurd  charge  as  has  just  been 
made  by  the  last  speaker,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  1  Mr.  Dawson  1 .  The  charge 
was  that  the  American  Medical  Asso- 
ciation, because  the  members  exercised 
their  right  to  make  their  position  clear 
and  to  learn  what  was  in  the  bill,  are  now 
accused  of  having  sold  out  to  the  admin- 
istration. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  No,  Mr. 
Chairman;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  say  the  charges  are 
absurd.  That  it  is  Infamous  to  charge 
the  medical  association  and  every  doctor 
in  this  country  whom  they  represent  with 
having  sold  out  to  the  administration. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  demand  the  regular 
order. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  will  address  the  Chair  if  he 
desires  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan to  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  and  every  other 
Member  from  that  side  who  was  In  hear- 
ing heard  the  representatives  of  the 
medical  association  deny  that  charge, 
and  now  they  come  in  here  and  make  a 
charge  that  they  sold  out  to  the  admin- 
istration. In  my  opinion  that  charge  Is 
without  justification. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle*, 
man  from  Illinois  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  was  asking  if  the  time  is  being 
deducted  from  the  remaining  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  consumed 
Is  being  deducted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
point  of  order.  I  would  like  to  know 
if  the  remarks  made  by  a  Member  who 
has  not  been  yielded  time  remain  in  the 
Record. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dawson  1  made  remarks.  Nobody  yield- 
ed him  time.  Do  those  remarks  remain 
In  the  Record? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Remarks  remain  in 
the  Record  only  with  the  consent  of  the 
gentleman  who  has  the  floor,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  IMr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And  I 
did  not  yield. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of 
the  time  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illi- 
nois (Mrs.  Church]. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  yield  to  the  uistin- 
guished  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  who 
knows  more  about  the  subject  than  most 
of  us ;  I  mean  the  medical  end  of  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  want  to  say  about  the 
charge  just  made  that  there  was  bar- 
gaining with  the  medical  profession, 
first,  that  the  medical  profession  has  al- 
ways fought  against  any  kind  of  proposal 
that  would  regiment  medical  care.  Are 
doctors  to  be  deprived  of  their  rights  as 
citizens,  to  come  before  resiponsible  Gov- 
ernment officials  and  say.  "We  do  not  like 
this  proposal.  We  think  it  ought  to  be 
changed  thus  and  so  in  order  to  do  the 
job"?  There  was  no  attempt  by  the  med- 
ical profession.  It  was  an  effort  to 
prevent  a  mistake  that  might  otherwise 
have  been  made.  I  resent  the  sugges- 
tion that  there  was  any  deal  or  any  bar- 
gain or  ansrthing  Improper.  It  was  an 
attempt  by  doctors  to  help  those  plan- 
ning reorganization  to  get  this  plan  Into 
a  form  that  will  serve  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  America. 

I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  was  not  present  at  the 
meeting  at  which  this  job  description 
was  discussed.  I  never  heard  of  it  until 
today. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  jrield  for  a  discussion  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield  further? 

Mrs.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  For  the  sake  at  the  record, 
and  to  end  some  insinuations  that  have 
been  made,  I  never  heard  of  this^ob 


descrlpticm  until  today.  I  was  not  at  any 
^neeting  where  any  medical  people  went 
to  see  any  ofBcials.  I  heard  them  report 
that  they  told  ofSclals  In  the  FSA  that 
this  was  the  first  time  they  had  ever  been 
able  to  get  a  hearing  in  the  Agency. 
They  said,  as  I  recall,  that  Mrs.  Hobby 
told  them  the  door  would  always  be  open 
to  them  to  appear  and  present  any 
grievances  or  suggestions. 

As  to  the  meeting  of  the  house  of  dele- 
gates in  Washington  last  Saturday.  I 
went  down  there  as  an  interested  physi- 
cian and  as  a  private  citizen.  While 
waiting  there  for  other  speakers,  they 
called  on  me  to  make  a  few  remarks  to 
my  friends.  If  there  was  anything  im- 
proper about  that,  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  to  point  it  out. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  You  were 
present  at  the  meeting. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  demand  the  regular  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman 
from  Illinois  (Mrs.  Church]  has  the 
floor. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  one  of  the  few  instances  in  which  I 
have  not  wished  for  additional  seniority 
in  the  House.  I  am  not  in  the  position 
of  ever  having  had  to  vote  before  on  any 
of  the  so-called  similar  bills.  To  my 
colleagues  on  my  own  side  I  would  say 
that,  had  I  been  a  Member  of  two  pre- 
vious Congresses  in  which  such  vote  was 
taken — knowing  then  the  partisan  at- 
mosphere, knowing  the  socializing  phi- 
losophy of  the  times — I  probably  would 
have  voted  with  them  against  the  for- 
mation of  this  new  Department.  We 
are  now  in  a  new  administration  and  in 
a  new  time  and  the  bill,  in  addition,  pro- 
vides new  safeguards. 

I  am  here  speaking  briefly,  not  to  ex- 
plain the  plan  itself,  which  has  been  so 
adequately  described,  but  to  support  the 
resolution  which  seeks  to  insure  prompt 
action.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations,  I  am  glad 
that  it  Is  possible  to  hasten  action  on  a 
good  plan  by  bringing  in  an  affirmative 
resolution  of  this  nature.  Those  of  you 
who  have  listened  to  me  with  patience  on 
the  subject  of  reorganization  know  that 
there  has  probably  been  no  one  in  the 
House  more  eager  to  put  into  effect  the 
Hoover  Commission  plans,  but  that  I 
have  had  two  major  questions  in  my  own 
mind  about  the  process.  I  have  been 
willing  to  concede  the  need  for  drastic 
reorganization  and  the  accepted  method 
involved  in  the  Reorganization  Act,  but 
I  have  always  regretted  the  necessary 
delegation  of  congressional  power,  and  I 
have  particularly  regretted,  because  of 
the  weakness  and  technical  Imp'^rfection 
of  some  of  the  plans  that  were  handed 
down  to  us  In  the  82d  Congress,  that 
under  the  act  It  is  not  possible  to  offer 
any  amendment  to  any  plan,  no  matter 
how  necessary  or  desirable.  Since  such 
amendment  is  impossible,  I  doubly  wel- 
come the  procedure  by  which  this  plan 
was  discussed  carefully,  long,  coopera- 
tively, by  the  executive  branch,  with 
members  of  the  House  committee.  It  is 
interesting  to  note  that  Mrs.  Hobby  and 
members  of  her  staff  and  members  of  the 
White  House  staff  took  the  time  and 
patience  to  discuss  with  us  this  plan  be- 
fore the  President  submitted  it  officially. 
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Not  only  did  they  Just  present  It  to  us, 
they  asked  for  our  suggestkxis.  they, 
listened  to  our  advice,  weak  or  strong; 
and  they  made  a  great  effort  to  have  an 
area  of  agreement  before  the  plan  was 
sent  down  In  final  form. 

The  plan.  Mr.  Chairman,  has  there- 
fore had  long  study,  careful  preparation, 
and.  Insofar  as  is  possible  the  executive 
branch  did  seek,  as  I  said,  to  have 
an  area  of  agreement  on  major  points 
and  most  of  the  minor  ones  with  Mem- 
bers who  had  it  under  consideration.  I 
not  only  consider  such  a  procedure  to  be 
a  healthy  beginning  for  this  plan  but 
deem  it  another  outstanding  example  of 
the  respect  which  the  President  con- 
tinues to  pay  to  a  coordinate  and  eqvially 
jwwerfiil  branch  of  Government. 

I  see  reason  for  the  afllrmative  reso- 
lution. In  the  first  place,  there  is  noth- 
ing new  about  this  method.  It  has  been 
used  many  a  time.  It  was  xised  as  early 
as  June  4.  1940.  in  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress, the  76th.  when  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 551  was  introduced  carrying  the 
same  provision  for  afllrmative  action  on 
a  reorganization  plan. 

The  former  speaker  asked:  Why  the 
haste?  I  think  we  know  why  the  haste. 
The  people  on  November  4  demanded 
efficiency,  economy,  integrity,  and  com- 
mon sense  in  government;  and  on  the 
Republican  side  of  the  House  we  prom- 
ised that  to  the  best  of  our  ability  we 
would  so  reorganize  this  Oovemment  as 
to  produce  efllciency  and  economy.  If 
a  plan  has  been  carefully  thought  out. 
if  it  has  been  well  weighed.  If  it  appears 
sound,  then  why  delay?  If  a  thing  is 
good  who  would  want  to  wait  for  it? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  make  a  last 
point.  It  has  always  concerned  me  that 
dtuing  the  waiting  period  of  60  days, 
Uttle  study  or  consideration  is  apt  to  be 
given  to  any  plan  except  by  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. Plans  go  into  effect  without  ade- 
quate consideration  by  other  Members  of 
House  and  Senate,  unless  each  accepts 
an  individual  responsiblhty — and  that  is 
not  apt  to  happen. 

But  when  you  have  a  resolution  such 
as  No.  223  seeking  approval  of  a  plan 
by  affirmative  action  of  the  House,  the 
responsibility  is  on  everyone  of  us  to 
make  up  his  mind.  In  the  present  case. 
It  is  only  a  question  of  whether  or  not 
we  want  the  plan;  it  Is  not  a  question 
of  whether  or  not  to  use  a  method  which 
has  already  been  used  over  and  over 
again.  The  question  Indeed  is  whether 
or  not  you  dare  wait  and  put  off  action 
on  necessary  reorganization  of  this  Gov- 
ernment along  the  lines  of  the  efllciency. 
economy,  and  common  sense  which  the 
American  people  demanded  on  Novem- 
ber 4. 

I  urge  you  to  vote  for  the  resolution 
and  welcome  it  as  giving  us  a  chance  to 
take  such  positive  action  as  will  put  our 
pledges  Into  prompt  operation. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

B4r.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Consider- 
able has  been  said  conoemlng  the  vote 
for  a  similar  resolution  back  in  1950  and 
at  other  times.  I  think  It  is  safe  to  say 
that  the  situation  then  was  so  frighten- 
ing when  Congress  was  called  upon  to 


entrust  this  to  Mr.  Ewlng  and  his  lieu- 
tenants that  those  opposing  it  were  Jus- 
tified in  resorting  to  any  ingenious  argu- 
ment they  could  to  defeat  it.  and  I  be- 
lieve the  people  so  regard  it. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.     I  do  too. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois  has  expired, 
all  time  for  debate  has  expired.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  provisions  of  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  submitted 
to  the  Congress  on  March  12.  1053,  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution,  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  except  that 
section  9  of  such  act  shall  apply  to  such 
reorganization  plan  and  to  the  reorganization 
made  thereby. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "resolution." 
Insert  "and  Its  approval  by  the  President." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illi- 
nois: Strike  out  section  3  of  the  Presidents 
Reorganization  Plan  No.   1   of   1933. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  is  recognized  in  support  of 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  amendment  be  read  again. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  reread  the  Dawson  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, the  point  of  order  comes  too  late. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  does 
not  specify  wherein  the  resolution  that 
is  now  before  the  Committee  is  to  be 
amended  and,  further.  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  is  not  before  the  Committee  at 
this  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman's 
point  of  order  comes  too  late.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  had  already  been 
recognized. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, this  shows  the  position  we  are  in, 
this  shows  why  this  type  of  legislation 
should  not  have  been  brought  up  at  this 
time.  The  Reorganization  Act  if  car- 
ried through,  or  any  plan  sent  down  by 
the  President  under  the  Reorganization 
Act.  is  not  subject  to  amendment,  and 
House  Resolution  223  makes  this  gen- 
eral legislation.  The  E*residents  plan  is 
now  open  to  amendment  at  any  point 
in  that  plan.  I  think  this  is  the  time 
when  the  Congress  ought  to  exercise  its 
right  to  amend  this  legislation  which 
comes  IjefofC  us  as  general  legislation. 
This  is  now  the  time  that  we  can  afford 
to  look  into  this  question  of  the  special 


assistant  that  is  going  to  be  appointed. 
Let  me  read  what  it  says: 

The  special  assistant  to  the  Secretary  will 
be  top  staff  policy  adviser  to  the  Secretary 
with  respect  to  health  and  medical  matters. 
He  will  have  responsibility  for  reviewing  the 
health  and  medical  programs  throughout 
the  agency  and,  where  necessary,  making 
recommendations  for  Improvement.  On 
matters  of  legislative  policy  where  health 
and  medical  policies  <u-e  involved,  he  wilt 
be  responsible  for  making  recommendations 
to  the  SecreUry.  This  will  Include  review 
of  legislative  reports  Involving  health  and 
medical  care  matters,  proposed  testimony  be- 
fore congressional  committees  relating  to 
health  and  medical-care  matters,  and  other 
related  policy  statements  aucb  as  annual 
reports,  etc. 

As  chief  staff  policy  adviser  in  the  health 
and  medical  Qeld,  the  special  assistant  to 
the  Secretary  will  represent  the  Secretary  on 
top-level  interdepartmental  committees  con- 
cerned with  health  and  medlcal-care  mat- 
ters, such  as  the  Health  Resources  Advisory 
Committee  to  the  President.  He  will  have 
responsibility  for  liaison  on  behalf  of  the 
Secretary  with  important  nongovernmental 
groups,  such  as  the  American  Medical  Asso- 
ciation, the  American  Dental  Association, 
the  American  Hospital  Association,  the 
American  Public  Health  Association,  and  the 
Association  of  State  and  Territorial  Health 
Officers.  Such  liaison  will  not,  of  course, 
supplant  liaison  by  the  constitxients  of  the 
Department  but  would  be  broadly  repreeent- 
ative  of  the  total  Interests  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  the  health  field  He  will,  when  ap- 
propriate, represent  the  Secretary  in  making 
speeches  before  various  groups  lnterest«d  In 
health  and  medical  problems  faced  by  the 
Federal  Government  and  particularly  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare. 

That  is  only  the  second  paragraph. 

The  special  assistant  to  the  Secretary  will, 
from  time  to  time,  represent  the  Secretary 
at  various  international  meetings,  such  as 
being  a  delegate  to  the  World  Health  As- 
sembly of  the  World  Health  Organization, 
and  other  major  international  assignments. 
Such  representation  will  not.  of  course,  sup- 
plant appropriate  representation  from  the 
Public  Health  Service,  the  Children's  Bureau. 
and  other  constituents  of  the  Department. 
The  new  Department  of  Health,  Kducation. 
and  Welfare  will  continue  to  have  major 
and  numerous  international  responsibilities 
in  the  field  of  health  as  a  positive  arm  of 
United  States  foreign  policy. 

That  is  only  the  third  paragraph. 

As  directed  by  the  Secretary,  the  special 
assistant  to  the  Secretary  will  see  that  re- 
lated health  and  medical  problems  arising  in 
any  of  the  various  constituents  having 
health  or  medical-care  programs  are  prop- 
erly coordinated.  These  constituents  are: 
The  Public  Health  Service,  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Administration  (Including  the  Chil- 
dren's Bureau),  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, the  OfBce  of  Vocational  Rehabili- 
tation, and  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital.  Coordi- 
nation t>etween  related  activities  of  these 
constituents  is  a  matter  of  very  substantial 
importance. 

Once  more  you  have  a  duplication  of 
services  rendered  by  this  particular  in- 
dividual which  is  already  being  per- 
formed and  paid  for. 

In  short,  the  special  assistant  to  the  Sec- 
retacy  will  be  the  top  staff  policy  adviser 
to  the  Secretary  on  health  and  medical  mat- 
ters, will  represent  the  Secretary  in  im- 
portant external  relationships  of  the  De- 
partment with  national  and  international 
bodies  concerned  with  health  and  medical 
matters,  and  will,  as  needed,  coordinate  re- 
lated health  and  medical  programs  within 
the  Department, 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  IlUnois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, there  you  have  before  you  the 
multitudinous  duties  set  out  in  this  job 
description  that  was  given  to  the  doc- 
tors at  the  time  they  voted  on  this 
matter.  Talk  about  duplication.  Here 
on  the  face  of  this  thing  it  says  that 
they  are  to  duplicate  the  work  already 
being  done  by  constituent  departments 
of  the  Federal  Security  Agency  set  out 
in  this  plan.  Is  this  individual  to  mess 
with  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration' 
Why,  the  businessmen  of  this  country, 
if  I  read  the  papers  aright,  have  already 
waited  on  the  Pi-esident  and  asked  him 
not  to  mess  witJi  those  who  are  now 
handling  the  Pood  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration: that  that  department  has  been 
satisfactory  to  business,  and  yet  we  find 
that  they  went  down  there  and  gave  a 
Job  description  Uiat  sets  up  an  individual 
who,  under  this  .job  description,  has  the 
power  to  go  into  t,he  Department  of  Pood 
and  Drugs.  The  same  is  true  about  vo- 
cational rehabilitation.  The  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  has  done  a  good  Job  and 
they  are  doing  a  good  Job.  I  have  no 
objection  to  one  of  these  agencies  being 
given  Federal  status  because  I  have  al- 
ways been  for  that,  and  in  that  I  am 
consistent,  because  I  realize  the  need 
and  the  problems  of  this  Social  Security 
Agency,  but  I  say  to  you  that  there  is 
no  indication  of  any  need  if  they  are 
interested  in  economy  and  efllciency  to 
Eet  up  this  overall  individual  with  all 
of  these  powers.  I  say  to  you  if  you 
are  going  to  pa.ss  this  resolution  then 
you  ought  to  remove  from  this  plan  this 
superstructure  tliat  is  plainly  overlap- 
ping, that  is  set  up  to  take  over  these 
duties,  and  do  it  also  because  of  the 
condition  under  which  this -Job  descrip- 
tion came  to  the  attention  of  this  Con- 
press.  I  repeat  once  again  that  if  any- 
body ought  to  have  had  previous  knowl- 
edge of  this  Job  description  it  should 
have  been  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  Instead  of  the  head  of 
this  agency  which  is  to  be  elevated  into 
a  position  of  Cabinet  rank.  She  should 
have  known  and  read  the  duties  that 
they  intend  to  give  this  new  assistant. 
But  they  said  they  had  had  no  notice 
of  it,  so  I  am  led  to  believe  that  neither 
Mr.  Dodge  nor  Mrs.  Hobby  had  any 
knowledge  of  the  description  that  has 
been  read  here  today.  If  so.  they  would 
have  given  it  to  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress. Certainly  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  the  Senate,  if  they  were  going 
to  meet  and  pass  on  this  plan,  should 
have  had  this  job  description  before 
them  then. 

They  are  trying  to  push  this  thing 
through  the  House  without  adequate 
consideration  by  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress, without  giving  them  an  opportu- 
nity to  study  the  plan  thoroughly.  Why, 
we  were  not  permitted  to  hear  one  wit- 
ness against  this  plan.  Not  a  single  ad- 
verse witness  was  called.  The  hearings 
were  had  only  for  those  who  were  in 


favor  of  the  plan.  No  opportimlty  was 
given  to  the  members  of  the  committee 
to  get  in  touch  with  other  Members  of 
Congress  and  tell  them  about  this  plan. 
The  public  was  not  notified  that  this 
matter  was  goinp  to  be  considered. 
What  kind  of  public  hearing  do  you  call 
it  when  only  one  side  is  called  and  given 
notice  of  the  hearing?  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  type  of  pubhc  hearing,  and 
I  say  to  you  that  that  is  the  type  of  pub- 
Uc  hearing  under  which  this  Joint  Reso- 
lution 223  was  eased  in  here,  a  public 
hearing  at  which  the  testimony  of  no 
one  was  taken  at  all  on  House  Joint 
Resolution  223. 

I  say  that  we  should  not  set  here  a 
pattern  of  this  type  for  Congress  as  we 
go  along.  I  say  that  the  Members  of 
Congress  are  entitled  to  come  before  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  as 
provided  by  law  to  pass  on  presidential 
plans  and  there  state  their  objections. 
The  gentleman  from  Florida  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett] should  not  be  forced  to  come  in 
here  almost  without  notice  to  speak  on 
this  matter,  when  he  is  objecting  to  the 
plan  itself,  and  when  the  law  that  gave 
the  President  the  right  to  create  the  plan 
gave  the  Members  of  Congress  the  right 
to  come  in  and  file  a  petition  of  objection 
to  it. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  jdeld? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MEADER.  May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man, if  his  amendment  is  adopted  and 
this  Joint  Resolution  223  is  passed  by 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate  and 
signed  by  the  President,  then,  if  within 
60  days  a  resolution  of  disapproval  of 
this  plan  is  not  adopted  by  a  constitu- 
tional majority  of  the  House,  in  the  gen- 
tleman's judgment  would  the  provisions 
of  section  3  be  a  law  or  not? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  DUnois.  That  does 
not  require  an  answer. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  last  10  minutes,  if  I 
understand  the  statement  of  the  gentle- 
man correctly,  is  principally  an  indict- 
ment of  the  medical  profession,  Just  as 
was  his  previous  speech.  There  is  no 
reason  why,  if  anyone  wanted  to  offer  a 
resolution  of  disagreement  with  the  plan, 
he  should  not  have  done  it  prior  to  today. 

Just  how  absurd  can  we  get?  Listen 
to  the  facts  and  then  form  your  own 
judgment. 

What  is  before  us  today?  We  have 
here  Resolution  223.  It  is  a  legislative 
proposal  which  is  in  conformity  with  the 
rules  of  the  House.  It  is  subject  to 
amendment.  But  permit  me  to  read  the 
gentleman's  amendment. 

I  quote : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dawson  of  DIl- 
nols:  "Strike  out  section  3  of  thePresident's 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953." 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  is 
not  before  us.  The  only  thing  that  is 
before  us  is  Resolution  223  which  accel- 
erates the  date. 

The  point  of  order  is  not  made  to  delay 
proceedings.  You  cannot  amend  the  re- 
organization plan  today  if  you  tried 
because  the  plan  expressly  prohibits 
amendments  and  It  is  not  here.    As  well 


might  an  amendment  to  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act  be  proposed.  The  only  thing 
we  can  amend  today  is  this  resolution. 
The  plan  can  be  changed  by  an  amend- 
ment of  the  resolution.  But  this  amend- 
ment is  not  being  offered  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution;  no.  The  gen- 
tleman offers  it  to  the  reorganization 
plan.  He  is  asking  Members  of  the  House 
to  vote  for  an  amendment  to  a  plan 
which  is  not  before  you.  Could  any- 
thing be  more  absurd? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  what  the 
gentleman  says  is  correct.  In  other 
words,  the  amendment  might  have  been 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  proviso  fol- 
lowing the  language  of  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 223.  If  the  gentleman  will  per- 
mit me,  and  if  he  will  yield  further,  may 
I  just  point  out  that  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  has  just  vigorously  proclaimed 
against  this  method  of  procedure.  He 
seeks  now  to  amend  the  substantive  pro- 
visions which  would  come  into  effect  if 
this  resolution  finally  becomes  a  law.  He 
contends  for  the  adoption  or  for  the  fol- 
lowing of  the  regular  reorganization  pro- 
cedure when,  if  that  procedure  were  to 
be  followed  in  this  case,  then  any  amend- 
ment would  not  have  been  in  order.  In 
other  words,  we  would  have  had  to  take 
the  plan  as  it  was  without  any  oppor- 
tunity of  amendment. 

I  think  this  thing  further  should  be 
pointed  out.  The  effort  of  the  gentle- 
man to  strike  this  section  3  from  the  pro- 
visions of  plan  No.  1  is  an  absolute  ad- 
mission that  this  plan,  as  sent  up  by 
President  Eisenhower,  is  different  in  this 
regard  as  it  is  different  in  other  regards, 
from  the  plans  that  have  heretofore  been 
before  us.  In  other  words.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  gentleman  should  blow  hot  and 
cold  on  it.  If  it  is  to  be  argued  here  that 
this  plan  is  exactly  as  other  plans  that 
have  been  before  us,  then  to  argue  that 
this  provision  must  be  stricken  out  be- 
cause it  was  not  in  the  previous  plans,  is 
simply  to  admit  what  I  said  before — 
that  it  is  clear  that  this  plan  is  different 
from  the  plans  that  have  been  before  us 
heretofore. 

May  I  say  also  that  in  this  particular 
regard,  it  is  different  in  a  manner  and 
in  a  way  that  reassures  many  of  us  who 
have  had  deep  concern  about  some  of  the 
implications  in  some  of  the  plans  which 
have  been  submitted  heretofore,  partic- 
ularly in  view  of  the  circumstances  vmder 
which  they  were  submitted. » 

Finally,  if  this  amendment  Is  to  be 
supported,  and  if  you  vote  for  it.  you 
might  as  well  understand  you  are  strik- 
ing out  of  this  plan  the  very  language 
that  the  responsible  people  in  the  medi- 
cal profession  have  sought  to  have  in- 
cluded in  the  plan  in  order  that  there  be 
no  question  about  the  movement  in  the 
direction  of  socialized  medicine.  In 
other  words,  we  stand  up  and  take  ovir 
places  in  that  regard  when  we  vote  on 
this  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  very, 
very  clear. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Not 
only  that.  Mr.  Chairman — not  only  that, 
which  is  sound  argument,  but  all  after- 
noon the  burden  of  the  argument  from 
that  side,  with  one  or  two  exceptions. 
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has  been  that  If  we  vote  for  this  resolu- 
tion, we  are  establishing  a  precedent  that 
would  permit  amendment  of  a  reorgani- 
zation plan*and  that  they  did  not  intend 
to  do  that  as  It  would  be  dangerous,  and 
that  they  did  not  want  anything  in  here 
that  would  hereafter  permit  the  amend- 
ment of  a  plan.  Now  the  gentleman 
comes  along  and  offers  an  amendment, 
which  Is  clearly  out  of  order,  to  amend 
a  reorganization  plan. 

Mr.   HOLIPIELD.    Mr.   Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  an  indication  of 
the  confusion  which  the  House  can  be 
thrown  into  by  trying  to  work  on  a  re- 
organization plan  by  an  affirmative  reso- 
lution. I  will  be  the  first  to  state  that 
a  reorganization  act  comes  before  the 
House  and  cannot  be  amended  either 
way,  it  cannot  be  amended  by  deleting 
from  it  or  by  adding  to  it.  This  is  one 
of  the  primary  safeguards  in  the  reor- 
ganization act  which  we  gave  to  the 
President  so  that  logrolling  could  not 
take  place  and  amendments  could  not 
be  made  which  might  Jeopardize  Presi- 
dential plans.  But.  by  bringing  a  reor- 
ganization act  before  the  House  in  this 
fashion,  and  in  your  affirmative  resolu- 
tion referring  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  you 
open  it  for  amendment.  I  have  2  or  3 
amendments  in  my  hand  at  the  present 
time,  which  the  Parliamentarian  says 
are  in  order.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall 
offer  them,  but  this  is  an  example  of  ill- 
advised  handling  of  a  piece  of  legisla- 
tion. You  have  opened  up  the  reorgani- 
zation plan  of  the  President,  which  we 
are  all  for,  to  amendments. 

You  are  weakening  the  power  of  your 
President  to  reorganize  the  executive 
departments.  Are  you  going  to  follow 
this  method  in  future  plans?  I  would 
like  the  gentleman  to  answer  that. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  what  the 
gentleman  says  about  op)ening  the  plan 
to  amendment  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  The  gentleman 
realizes  that  the  reorganization  plans 
are  not  supposed  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  made  that  point 
Just  a  moment  ago.  I  said,  from  all  the 
reports  of  unanimity  in  support  of  this 
plan,  that  there  would  be  no  question 
about  amendments,  let  alone  mustering 
enough  strength  to  get  by  In  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  because  it  seems  highly 
desirable  that  this  plan  be  put  into  effect 
quickly,  and  this  method  of  approach 
was  adopted. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Of  course,  the  gen- 
tleman argues  the  point,  but  the  im- 
portant point  is  that  you  have  opened 
up  a  presidential  reorganization  plan  to 
amendment  by  this  method  of  handling, 
whereas  if  you  had  waited  11  days  and 
acted  upon  the  disapproving  resolution 
of  the  gentleman  from  Florida,  no  one 
could  have  offered  any  amendment. 
That  is  the  point  I  have  been  making 
all  day.  that  the  method  of  handling 
this  presidential  plan  is  wrong  and 
weakens  the  power  of  the  President  to 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD,     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr,  HALLECK.  If  we  had  followed 
the  regular  procedure,  the  plan  could 
have  gone  into  effect  for  60  days. 


Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Unless  both  Houses 
acted  on  a  resolution  of  disapproval  and 
then  acted  on  a  resolution  such  as  is 
before  us  now. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  But  it  still  would 
have  been  subject  to  amendment,  would 

it  not?        

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.     No. 
Mr.  HALLECrK.    I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
agree  with  my  friend. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  If  a  resolution  of 
disapproval  had  been  acted  upon  by  both 
Houses  unfavorably,  then  the  plan 
would  automatically  become  law.  It  is 
provided  in  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949  and  there  is  a  provision  relating  to 
how  a  plan  can  be  made  effective  at  an 
earlier  date. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  one  further 
question? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  us  assume  that 
this  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson  1  were 
to  carry  in  the  committee,  and  we  went 
back  into  the  House  and  called  the  roll 
on  this  particular  amendment;  in  view 
of  the  origin  of  this  amendment  and 
the  support  for  it,  how  many  votes  do 
you  suppose  there  would  be  in  the  House 
when  we  called  the  roll? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  do  not  think  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  or  the  gentle- 
man now  addiessing  you.  has  any  illu- 
sion as  to  the  result  of  the  vote  on  this 
amendment.  We  realized  in  advance,  of 
course,  that  tlie  amendment  would  be 
voted  down,  but  this  is  a  very  fine  illus- 
tration, in  my  opinion,  of  what  the  lead- 
ership is  letting  itself  in  for  on  reor- 
ganization plans  if  they  persist  in  trying 
to  effectuate  tliem  by  hasty  affirmative 
resolutions. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  want  to 
correct  the  statement  which  the  gentle- 
man made.  I  conscientiously  believe  that 
this  amendment  should  be  sustained,  and 
we  should  take  out  of  this  plan  this 
superstructure  that  is  now  being  set  up 
that  will  duplicate  functions  that  are 
already  being  performed. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  realize  the  gen- 
tleman's sincei-ity.  and  my  remarks  re- 
lated only  to  the  probable  vote  on  his 
amendment.  1  have  in  my  hand,  for  in- 
stance, an  amendment  which  would  in- 
sert in  the  resolution  the  President's  lan- 
guage as  found  in  the  plan. 

Mr.  HOFFI^AN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order.  The  gen- 
tleman is  not  talking  on  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIFiMAN.  Will  the  gentle- 
man state  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  withdraw  the  point  of  order. 
Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  did  not  think  my 
friend  would  press  that  point  of  order. 
We  all  like  ojir  chairman.  In  spite  of 
the  fact  that  we  differ  with  him.  we 
know  that  he  has  a  kind  heart,  and  he 
accords  to  the  Members  on  both  sides  all 
the  favors  that  he  can.  as  chairman  of 
the  committee.  I  am  fighting  today  for 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on 
Govertunent  OF>erations  to  handle  these 
reorganization  plans  without  interfer- 
ence, handle  them  the  way  they  should 


be  handled,  and  not  by  this  method 
which  lays  itself  open  to  interference 
by  crippling  amendments,  and  putting 
our  committee  in  the  ridiculous  position 
of  having  to  act  twice  on  the  same 
Presidential  plan. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  Of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dawson). 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  LAirrAfT;  Page 
4.  line  1.  after  the  numbers  "1053'"  Insert  the 
words  "except  the  words  In  section  6  thereof 
which  read:  'The  Secretary  may  from  time 
to  time  establish  central  admin latratlve  serv- 
ices In  the  fleld  of  procurement,  budgeting. 
accounting,  library,  legal,  and  other  services 
and  activities  common  to  the  several  agencies 
of   the   Department." 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  is  not  in  order  because 
it  is  not  an  amendment  to  any  legisla- 
tion now  pending  before  the  House. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  Chair  will  hear 
the  gentleman  briefly. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  under 
this  procedure  we  are  following  under 
the  Reorganization  Act  in  line  3  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
are  incorporated  in  the  joint  resolution. 
The  plan  therefore  is  open  to  amendment 
in  this  manner. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
CI  airman,  in  reply  I  state  that  the 
amendment  does  not  even  purport  to  be 
an  an^endment  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  i^ANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  call 
the  Chair's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  is  so  worded. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ready 
to  rule. 

On  a  rather  narrow  and  technical 
ground  the  Chair  is  forced  to  rule  that 
the  amendment  is  not  in  order  because 
it  refers  to  page  4  of  the  bill  and  there 
is  no  page  4  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Florida. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lantatt:  Page 
1.  line  4.  after  the  numbers  •■1953"  Insert  the 
words  "except  the  words  In  section  6  thereof 
which  read ;  "The  Secretary  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  central  administrative  serv- 
ices In  the  field  of  procurement,  budgeting, 
accounting,  library,  legal,  and  other  services 
and  activities  common  to  the  several  agencies 
of  the  Department'." 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  amendment  refers  to 
section  6  thereof  and  the  language  read 
is  not  in  section  6  thereof. 


H  • 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


2109 


Mr.  LANTAFP.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  my 
amendment  and  reoffer  it  by  adding 
thereto  the  word  "personnel"  which  will 
correct  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  object. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  LANTArr:  Page 
1,  line  4.  after  the  numbers  "1053"  Insert  the 
words  "except  the  words  In  section  6  thereof 
which  read:  'The  Secretary  may  from  time 
to  time  establish  central  administrative 
services  In  the  fleld  of  procurement,  budget- 
ing, accounting,  personnel,  library.  legal,  and 
services  and  activities  common  to  the  several 
agencies  of  the  Department"." 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Cliairman,  the  gentle- 
man's amendment  quotes  language 
which  comes  from  sf^ction  6  and  there  is 
no  language  in  section  6. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.    SecUon  7. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
wish  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  U3  substitute  "section 
7,"  and  if  the  gentleman  refuses  to  grant 
this  I  will  reintroduce  the  amendment. 

Mr.  JUDD.    I  will  be  glad  to  grant  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  amendment.. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lantaff:  Page 
1.  line  4.  after  the  numbers  "1953"  Insert  the 
words  "except  the  words  in  section  7  thereof 
which  read:  'TTie  Secretary  may  from  time 
to  time  establish  central  administrative 
services  In  the  fleld  of  j)rocurement,  budget- 
ing, accounting,  per8on;iel.  library,  legal,  and 
services  and  activities  common  to  the  several 
agencies  of  the  Department"." 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
point  is  that  in  line  4  there  is  the  first 
figure  1953  and  along  toward  the  end  of 
the  line  we  have  another  1£53.  The 
amendment  is  indefinite  in  that  it  does 
not  specify  which  19:33  he  means. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  is  in  order  following  either 
1953.  It  is  appropriate  at  either  point  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  is  an 
alternative  proposition  and  that  is  not 
a  proper  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
have  to  state  in  his  amendment  after 
which  1953  he  seeks  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  \o  offer  it  following 
the  first  1953. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLteCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  genUeman  will 
state  it. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  I  wonder  if  I  might 
inquire  of  the  gentleman  if  it  is  proposed 
by  the  amendment,  if  he  has  the  sub- 
stantive language  before  him.  to  strike 
out  the  words  beginning  with  the  word 
"the  '  in  the  second  hne  of  section  7  down 
to  and  including  the  word  "and"  in 
line  5? 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  have  a  twofold 
purpose  in  offering  the  amendment 
One  is  to  give  those  Members  of  the 
House  who  favor  economy  an  opportu- 
nity to  vote  for  some  economy.  The 
second  is  to  show  up  just  what  action  is 
taking  place  on  this  floor  and  the  diffi- 
culties that  we  have  in  acting  on  reor- 
ganization plans  through  the  resolution 
which  has  been  introduced. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Is  it  not 
still  true  that  the  amendment  carries 
a  part  of  section  6  and  a  part  of  sec- 
tion 7? 

Mr.  LANTAFP.     No. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  In  response  to  the 
Inquiry  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan, 
the  amendment  refers  only  to  section  7. 
The  gentleman  from  Florida  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
pointed  out  to  the  majority  leader,  this 
illu.strates  the  difficulties  involved  in  ti-y- 
Ing  to  approve  reorganization  plans  in 
this  manner.  The  committee  has  not 
had  the  60  days  which  Congress  intended 
in  the  Reorganization  Act  in  order  to 
examine  this  legislation  carefully.  My 
amendment  is  directed  to  one  of  the  same 
provisions  that  was  in  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  27.  Had  I  been  here  at  the 
time  I  would  have  vigorously  opposed  it. 
This  language  to  which  I  object  confirms 
the  fact  we  are  establishing  a  bureauc- 
racy. The  cnly  purpose  of  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  27.  as  the  distinguished  major- 
ity leader  called  to  our  attention,  was  to 
answer  the  bureaucrat's  prayer. 

Let  us  look  and  see  what  we  do  in  this 
plan.  We  transfer  to  the  new  Depart- 
ment Director  all  of  the  functions  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency.  We  transfer 
all  of  the  personnel,  all  of  the  property, 
all  of  the  records. 

Let  us  see  what  we  transfer  when  we 
do  that.  We  transfer  the  following 
functions : 

Office  of  Administration,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel.  Office  of  Publication 
and  Reports.  Office  of  International  Re- 
lations, Office  of  Federal-State  Relations, 
Office  of  Field  Services.  Now  we  have 
in  this  reorganization  plan  which,  as  I 
say,  is  the  answer  to  the  bureaucrat's 
prayer,  given  the  proposed  Secretary  the 
power  to  establish  additional  services  in 
the  fleld  of  legal  services;  and  additional 
procurement  services,  perhaps  to  con- 
flict with  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration which  this  Congress  had  in 
mind  to  be  the  central  procurement 
agency  for  all  of  these  various  depart- 
ments and  agencies.  So,  in  other  words, 
we  are  not  limiting  the  mmiber  of  addi- 
tional salaries  and  the  additional  jobs 
we  are  creating ;  we  are  putting  in  catch- 
all authority  and  saying  notwithstanding 
what  is  in  the  bill  setting  up  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  you  can  go  ahead. 
Madame  Secretary,  and  establish  what- 


ever other  agencies  you  want:  you  can 
set  up  whatever  further  legal  services 
you  want  or  whatever  procurement 
agencies  you  want.  We  in  Congress  are 
writing  you  a  blank  check. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  pointed  out  a  few 
days  ago  that  the  mandate  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  in  November  was  to  cut  down 
taxes,  cut  down  the  cost  of  Govern- 
ment; give  \is  less  government,  they 
cried,  instead  of  more  government.  But 
no.  these  people  who  are  now  offering 
this  bill,  which  they  claimed  was  the 
answer  to  the  bureaucrats  prayer,  are 
not  only  trying  to  increase  the  salaries 
of  all  of  these  officials  of  this  agency  by 
$32,500,  not  only  trying  to  increase  the 
tremendous  overhead  with  which  the 
American  taxpayers  are  already  bur- 
dened today,  but  they  are  asking  you  to 
write  a  blank  check;  setting  up.  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  all 
of  the  other  departments  and  agencies 
that  they  think  they  might  need. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  just  one  plea. 
If  you  are  truly  interested  in  economy, 
vote  for  this  amendment.  If  you  are 
opposed  to  economy,  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  real  objective  of 
the  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  is 
to  make  it  impossible  to  get  economy  and 
efficiency,  then  his  amendment  is  one 
way  to  do  it.  This  particular  provision 
of  section  2  was  discussed  repeatedly  in 
the  hearings;  the  same  fear  held  up  by 
the  gentleman  from  Florida  was  ex- 
pressed and  the  section  used  as  a  whip- 
ping boy  again  and  again.  All  this  por- 
tion of  section  7  does  is  to  make  it  pos- 
sible for  the  new  Secretary  to  take  the 
separate  procurement  agencies,  account- 
ing services,  legal  staffs,  libraries,  and  so 
on,  which  the  Public  Health  Service,  the 
Office  of  Education,  the  Offl3«»  of  Voca- 
tional Rehabilitation,  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Division,  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, St.  Elizabeths  Hospital,  and 
so  forth,  have  and  put  them  together 
into  one  procurement  agency,  one  ac- 
counting agency,  one  legal  staff,  one  li- 
brary, for  the  whole  Department  or  as 
much  of  it  as  is  practicable.  Why  should 
five  or  six  branches  or  divisions  of  one 
department  have  five  or  six  separate 
legal  and  accounting  and  procurement 
services?  If  we  want  economy  and  effi- 
ciency, then  this  provision  which  the 
gentleman  would  strike  out  is  one  of  the 
most  important  in  the  bill.  One  aim  of 
reorganization  is  to  authorize  an  ad- 
ministrator to  coordinate  and  pull  to- 
gether and  unify  and  prevent  overlap- 
ping and  waste  and  duplication.  So,  I 
can  only  conclude  that  one  of  the  pur- 
poses of  the  amendment  is  to  make  it 
imi3ossible  to  get  real  efficiency  and 
economy. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  The  reason  we  need 
that  is  because  you  are  setting  up  a 
superstructure  here  over  the  PSA.  PSA 
has  already  consolidated  all  of  these 
agencies,  and  if  you  will  look  at  the 
monorandum  submitted  by  Mrs.  Hobby, 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  joo  wiS  find 
that  she  has  already  consolidated  in 
PSA  the  Office  of  GoMtnl  Oamss^  tbe 
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OtBice  of  Administration,  the  Office  of 
Publication  and  Reports,  so  they  are  al- 
ready consolidated,  and  the  onJ^  reason 
you  need  this  Is  because  you  are  setting 
up  such  a  large  overhead  structure  you 
have  to  incorporate  more  agencies. 

Mr.  JUDD.  She  has  consolidated  a 
few  and  she  is  not  sure  what  authority 
she  has  with  respect  to  the  others.  This 
gives  her  the  authority  she  needs. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  But  these  are  new 
offices  you  are  setting  up. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  caimot  find  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  plan  anything  to  support 
the  gentleman's  contention.  This  point, 
I  repeat,  was  raised  several  times  in  the 
hearings.  Several  Members  asked  Mr. 
Dodge  and  Mrs.  Hobby  if  it  did  not  mean 
that  they  would  be  setting  up  new  agen- 
cies. They  said.  no.  it  would  mean 
imiting  and  coordinating  the  agencies  or 
services  so  that  they  could  operate  more 
economically  and  efficiently. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tne  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Florida. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  a  member  of  the 
Expenditures  Committee.  81st  Congress, 
that  considered  Resolution  No.  27  in  the 
8l8t  Congress.  I  voted  against  the  reso- 
lution. I  did  not  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution on  the  ground  of  Oscar  Ewing:  I 
voted  against  the  resolution  because  cer- 
tain Members  of  this  House  and  wit- 
nesses who  appeared  before  the  commit- 
tee in  the  lengthy  hearings  convinced  me 
that  the  plan  was  dangerous  and  un- 
sound. 

I  have  the  speech  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  ArendsI.  I  have  read 
the  debate  on  plan  No.  27.  81st  Congress 
I  have  read  the  speeches  of  many  of  the 
Republican  leaders  and  the  outstanding 
Members  of  that  party  that  were  de- 
livered on  June  10, 1950.  I  have  checked 
over  the  list  of  names.  It  is  a  funny 
situation  here  today.  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
the  hound  and  the  hare  are  running  to- 
gether. I  left  my  leadership  and  voted 
with  the  minority  against  this  proposal. 
and,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  has  been  well 
pointed  out  here  today,  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan  before  us  now  carries  a  greater 
opport'inity  and  danger  than  the  plan 
that  was  offered  in  1950. 

The  material,  the  thought  expressed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Bknnktt]  has  been  in  my  mind  for  some 
time.  Of  course,  Mrs.  Hobby  is  a  fine 
woman,  but  she  was  not  appointed  to  this 
office  for  life.  There  will  be  others  in 
that  place.  I  have  not  been  convinced 
that  a  liberal  turn  will  not  take  place 
and  another  opportunity  be  offered  to 
appoint  a  man  as  head  of  this  Depart- 
ment who  wiU  be  Just  as  liberal  or  more 
liberal  than  Oscar  Ewing.  The  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]  spoke 
against  the  plan  in  1950. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  still  against  that 
plan.    This  is  a  different  plan. 

Mr.    BONNER.    This    plan    is    more 

liberal   than   the    plan   the   gentleman 

spoke  against.    I  wonder  if  the  plan  is 

Just  for  expediency.    I  wonder  if  these 

.fine   genUemen   In  the   majority   after 

''making  the  promises  they  made  last 


September.  October,  and  November, 
have  forgotten  their  promises  to  bring 
about  efficiency  and  economy  in  the 
Ck)vemment 

I  worked  tiand  in  hand  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  RohlicanI, 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
BhowhsonI.  and  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  CxniTis],  pointing  out  de- 
ficiencies in  the  existing  operation  of  the 
departments  of  our  Government  during 
the  last  administration,  diirlng  the  last 
Congress.  We  were  dedicated  to  bring 
about  efficiency  and  economy.  But  cer- 
tainly, as  tlie  gentleman  from  Florida 
has  Ewinted  out,  this  plan  offers  an  op- 
portunity foi'  expansion  far  beyond  what 
has  ever  be<?n  dreamed  of  before. 

I  cannot  understand  how  my  fine  Re- 
publican friends  have  changed  so  fast. 
It  is  sort  ol  a  chameleon  act  between 
1950  and  the  present  date.  I  propose, 
when  we  go  back  into  the  House,  to  a.sk 
permission  to  put  in  the  Record  the  vote 
of  1950.  and  ask  that  those  who  are 
interested  in  reading  this  debate  read 
the  debate  that  took  place  or>  June  10. 
1950,  and  what  was  said  then  by  those 
who  advocate  this  proposal  today. 

RoLLCAix  No.  197.  Jm.T  10,  1950,  81st 

CONGKXSS 

Teas.  249:  Abbltt;  Abernethy;  Alb«rt:  Al- 
len. Calif.;  Allen,  111.:  Andersen.  H.  Carl: 
Andresen,  August  H.:  Andrews;  Angell: 
Arends;  Aaplnall;  Auchlncloaa;  Barden;  Bar- 
ing; Bates,  Ky.;  Bates.  Mass.;  Battle;  Beall; 
Beckworth:  Bennett.  Fla.;  Bennett.  Mich.; 
Bentsen;  BUaop:  Blackney;  Boggs.  Del.; 
Bolton,  Md.;  Bonner;  Boykin;  Bramblett; 
Breen;  Brehm:  Brown.  Oa.;  Brown.  Ohio; 
Burdlck;  Burleson;  Burnslde;  Burton; 
Byrnes.  Wis.;  C^amp;  Canfleld;  Cannon;  Case. 
N.  J.;  Chathann;  Chelf;  Chlperfleld;  Cleven- 
ger;  Cole.  Kans.;  Cole,  N.  Y.;  Cooley;  Cor- 
bett;  Cotton;  Coudert;  Cox;  Crawford; 
Crook;  Cunningham;  Curtis;  Dague;  DavLs. 
Oa.:  Davis,  Tenn.;  Davis,  Wis.;  DeGraffen- 
rled;  D'Ewart;  Dolllver;  Doughton;  Elliott; 
Ellsworth;  El.' ton;  Fallon;  Fellows;  Fenton; 
Fernandez:  llsher;  Ford;  Fugate;  Ful- 
ton; Gamble  Oarmatz;  Gary;  Gathlngs; 
Gavin;  Golden;  Goodwin;  Gore;  Gossett; 
Grant:  Gross;  GulU;  Gwlnn;  Hagen:  Hale; 
HaU.  Leonard  W.;  Halleck;  Hand;  Hardy; 
Harrison;  Haivey;  Hays.  Ark.;  Hays.  Ohio; 
Hedrlck;  Her~.ong;  Herter;  Heselton;  Hill; 
Hobbs;  Hoeven;  Hoffman,  111.;  Hoffman, 
Mich.;  Holme::;  Hope;  Horan;  Hull;  Jacobs; 
James;  Jenlson;  Jenkins:  Jennings;  Jensen; 
Jonas;  Jones.  Ala.;  Jones.  Mo.;  Judd;  Karst; 
Kean;  Kearney;  Keams;  Keating;  Kee;  Kll- 
burn;  Klldaj;  Kruse;  Kunkel;  Lanham; 
Larcade;  LeCc^mpte;  LeFevre;  Llchtenwalter; 
Llnd;  Llnehau;  Lovre;  Lucas:  Lyle;  McCon- 
nell:  McCun>x;h;  McDonough;  McGregor; 
McGulre:  McMillan,  a  C;  Mack.  Wash.; 
Macy;  Mahon:  Marsalls;  Martin,  Iowa;  Mar- 
tin. Mass.:  Merrow;  Meyer;  Mlchener;  Mil- 
ler. Md.;  MlUsr.  Nebr.;  Mills;  Morgan;  Mor- 
rison; Morton;  Murray.  Tenn.;  Murray. 
Wis.;  NlchoUon;  Nixon;  Noland;  Norblad; 
Norrell;  OUaia,  Minn.;  OTConskl;  Pace;  Pass- 
man; Patten;  Patterson;  Perkins;  Peterson; 
Pfelfer.  Joseph  L.;  PhlUppa.  Calif.;  Poage; 
Polk:  Potter:  Poulson;  Rains;  Rankin;  Red- 
den; Reed.  111.;  Reed,  N.  Y.;  Rees;  Rlblcoff; 
Rich;  Rlehlinan;  Robeson:  Rogers.  Fla.; 
Rogers.  Mass.:  Sadlak;  St.  George;  Sanborn; 
Saaecer;  Saylor;  Scott.  Hardle;  Scott.  Hugh 
D.,  Jr.;  Scrlvner:  Scudder;  Secrest;  Shafer; 
Short;  Slkee;  Simpson.  111.;  Simpson.  Pa.; 
Smathers;  Smith.  Kans.;  Smith.  Va.;  Smith, 
Wis.;  Spence;  Steed;  Stefan;  Stlgler;  Stock- 
man; TBber;  Talle;  Taylor;  Teague;  Thomas; 
Thornberry;  Towe;  Trimble;  Underwood; 
Van  Zandt;  Vorys;  Vursell;  Wadsworth; 
Walter;  Welcbel;  Welch;  Werdel;  Whltten; 
WhltUngton;    Wldnall;    Wlggleawortli;    WU- 


liama;  Wilson,  Ind.:  Wllaon,  Tex.;  Wlthrow: 
Wolcott;  Wolverton;  Woodruff;  Toung. 

Nays.  71:  Addonlzlo;  Bailey;  Barrett.  Pa.; 
Blemlller:  Blatnlk;  Boiling;  Boaone;  Buchan- 
an; Buckley.  111.;  Buckley.  N.  T.;  Burke; 
Byrne.  N.  Y.:  Carnahan;  Cavalcante;  CeUer. 
Crosser;  Davles.  N.  Y.;  Dawson.  Denton;  Dol- 
llnger;  Donohue;  Douglas:  Doyle;  Kberharter; 
Kngle.  Calif.:  Felghan;  Flood:  Forand;  Oor- 
skl:  Oranahan:  Granger;  Hart;  Haveimer: 
Heffernan;  HoUfleld;  Howell;  JaTlts;  Karsten; 
Kelly.  N.  Y.;  Keogh;  King:  Klrwan;  Lynch: 
McCarthy:  McKlnnon;  McSweeney;  Mack. 
111.;  Madden:  Magee;  Mansfield;  Multer;  Mur- 
dock;  Murphy:  O'Brien,  III.;  O'Brien.  Mlcb.; 
O'Hara.  111.;  ONelll;  OSulllvan;  OToole; 
Phllbln;  Powell;  Price;  Ramsay;  Rhodes; 
Rodlno;  Shelley:  Sullivan;  Taurlello;  Walsh: 
White.  Calif  ;   Yates. 

Answered  "Present",  2:  McCormack;  Miller. 
Calif. 

Not  voting.  106:  Allen,  La.;  Anderson. 
Calif.:  Barrett.  Wyo.;  Boggs.  La.;  Bolton. 
Ohio;  Brooks;  Bryson;  Bulwlnkle;  Carlyle; 
Carroll:  Case.  S.  Dak.;  Chesney;  Christopher; 
Chudoff;  Clemente;  Coiner;  Combs;  Cooper; 
Davenport:  Deane;  Delaney;  Dlngell;  Oon- 
dero:  Durham:  Eaton;  Bngel.  Mich.;  Brine: 
Fogarty;  Frazler;  Furcolo;  Gillette;  Gilmer; 
Gordon;  Graham;  Green;  Gregory;  Hall.  Sd- 
wtn  Arthur:  Harden;  Hare;  Harris:  Hubert; 
Heller;  Hlnshaw;  Huber;  Irving;  Jackson. 
Calif.:  Jackson.  Wash.;  Johnson;  Jones.  N.  C; 
Keefe;  Kelley.  Pa.;  Kennedy;  Kerr;  Klein; 
Lane:  Latham:  Lodge;  McOrath;  McMlllen. 
111.:  Marcantonlo;  Marshall;  Mason;  MUer. 
Mitchell:  Monroney;  Morris;  Moulder;  Nel- 
son; Norton:  Patman;  Pfelffer.  William  L.; 
Phillips.  Tenn.;  Pickett;  Plumley;  Preston; 
Priest;  Qulnn;  Rabaut;  Regan;  Richards; 
Rivers;  Rooney:  Roosevelt:  Sabath;  Sadow- 
skl;  Sheppard;  Sims;  Smith.  Ohio;  Staggers; 
Stanley;  Sutton:  Tackett;  Thompson;  Tol- 
lefson;  Velde;  Vinson;  Wagner;  Wbeeler; 
Whltaker;  White.  Idaho;  Wlckersham;  Wler; 
WUIU;  Wilson.  Okla.;  Wlnstead;  Wood; 
Woodhouse;  Zablockl. 

Now  compare  roUcall  No.  197  with  the 
rollcall  on  plan  No.  1  that  will  appear 
later  today  in  this  Ricord: 

It  is  beyond  my  conception  tcflnd  out 
and  to  understand  Just  what  this  is  un- 
less it  is  for  the  specific  purpose  that  you 
charged  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  there  Is  one  thing 
that  I  believe  in,  it  is  to  be  consistent. 
I  voted  against  this  proposal  in  1950,  and 
I  am  going  to  be  consistent  and  vote 
against  it  now  because  I  think  it  is  bad. 
I  think  it  is  dangerous.  I  think  it  offers 
much  danger  for  the  future — more  than 
has  been  exposed  here  today.  I  am  ter- 
ribly disappointed  that  the  committee 
did  not  have  more  extensive  hearings  on 
the  proposal.  I  think  that  is  what  has 
brought  about  the  confusion  here  today. 
I  think  if  my  good  Republican  friends 
will  look  at  their  vote,  and  look  at  their 
word,  they  will  be  consistent  and  vote 
down  this  reorganization  plan. 

Mr.  FOUNTAIN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  always,  prior  to 
coming  here,  looked  upon  the  oppor- 
tunity of  serving  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  as  one  of  the  finest  priv- 
ileges afforded  a  citizen.  I  have  always 
cherished  the  thought  that  one  day  I 
might  have  the  privilege  of  serving  in 
this  honorable  body.  Since  childhood 
I  have  thought  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  as  the  greatest  deliberative 
body  on  earth,  compKJsed  of  men  of  ac- 
tion and  also  men  of  thought  and  of  pur- 
pose, men  who  were  sincerely  Interested 
in  making  a  careful  study  of  the  matters 
that  come  before  them,  and  who,  as  a 
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result  of  thorough  .study  and  delibera- 
tion, would  take  such  action  as  they  felt 
was  for  the  best  Interests  of  the  people 
of  America. 

I  do  not  believe  tlie  passage  of  House 
Joint  Resolution  228  at  this  time  will  be 
serving  the  best  interests  of  America  for 
a  number  of  reasons,  only  a  few  which 
I  can  mention  in  tiie  short  time  per- 
mitted me. 

The  reorganization  plan  which  this 
resolution  seeks  to  approve  was  submit- 
ted by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
on  March  12, 1953, 1  believe,  and  on  that 
day  it  was  referred  u>  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed.  A  hearing  was  held  on  Mon- 
day, March  16.  befoi-e  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  of  which  I  hap- 
pen to  be  a  member.  It  was  only  yester- 
day. March  17,  Just  I)efore  the  convening 
of  yesterday's  session  of  this  body  that 
this  resolution  was  reported  out  of  com- 
mittee. The  record  of  the  hearing  on 
March  16  reached  cur  respective  offices 
just  a  short  time  bei'ore  we  came  to  this 
session  at  noon.  I  .-jeriously  doubt  that 
any  Member  of  thbi  body  has  had  the 
opportunity  of  reading  that  record  of  the 
testimony  pfesented  at  the  hearing,  and 
yet  in  so  short  a  periixl  of  time,  this  mat- 
ter is  presented  todity  for  final  disposi- 
tion. In  my  opinion,  It  Is  not  the  Amer- 
ican way  of  disposing  of  legislation.  It 
is  not  the  right  way.  regardless  of  its 
merits. 

Just  a  few  weeks  ago  I  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  supporting  H.  R.  1979  extending 
the  reorganization  authority  of  the  Pres- 
ident. I  supported  that  piece  of  legisla- 
tion with  great  enthusiasm  because 
during  my  campaign  I  advocated  more 
economy  and  efficiency  in  government, 
less  extravagance,  ar.d  the  elimination  of 
unnecessary  bureauctracies  in  Washing- 
ton. The  people  of  America  are  calling 
upon  us  to  eliminate  unnecessary  ex- 
penditures and  to  biing  about  economy 
in  our  governmental  Dperatlons.  I  think 
it  is  appropriate  for  us  in  thinking  upon 
this  legislation  to  glv;  ourselves  sufficient 
time  to  determine  v/hether  or  not  this 
resolution  approving  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  will  brin«  about  a  portion  of 
the  result  so  long  sought  by  the  people 
of  America. 

I  say  I  supported  the  reorganization 
proposal  wholeheartedly,  thinking  and 
believing  at  the  timc>  that  the  President 
would  submit  to  this  Congress  a  reor- 
ganization plan  which  would  spell  out 
the  method  and  the  means  of  eliminating 
unnecessary  agencies  and  Jobs  and  of 
reducing  expenditm-es  and  promoting 
efficiency  in  government.  Lo  and  be- 
hold, when  I  read  tlie  plan  I  discovered 
that  it  calls  upon  us  to  look  into  the 
minds  and  into  the  hearts  of  tlie  people 
who  are  to  administer  the  plan  or  the 
program.  We  are  to  rely  exclusively 
upon  theh-  attitudes  of  mind  and  of  heart 
and  their  promises  and  commitments  to 
us  through  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations.  There  is  not  one  pro- 
vision which  gives  aESuranoe  of  the  result 
which  the  American  people  expect  and 
the  result  which  I  have  already  alluded 
to.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  plan  Itself 
and  the  testimony  of  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  head  of 
the  Federal  Security  Agency.  Mrs.  Hobby. 
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tends  to  show  that  Instead  of  reducing 
expenditures  we  wiU  be  increasing  it  by 
the  addition  of  highly  paid  individuals. 
I  was  disappointed  at  the  hearing  to  dis- 
cover also  that  the  witnesses  who  testi- 
fied In  behalf  of  this  plan  were  unable  to 
offer  any  tangible  evidence  that  it  would 
accomplish  its  purpose  of  more  economy 
within  the  Agency  and  greater  efficiency 
of  operation.  Most  assuredly,  the  very 
able  Dh-ector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  the  charming  and  able  head  to  be  of 
this  new  executive  department  gave  as- 
surances that  they  would  try  to  carry  out 
the  purpose  of  the  plan,  and  J  believe 
they  were  sincere  in  their  statements. 
But  ours  is  and  should  forever  be  a  gov- 
ernment of  law  and  not  of  men.  The 
best  way  to  receive  assurances  is  to  have 
a  law  that  makes  the  desired  result  man- 
datory and  to  have  administrative  heads 
such  as  Mr.  Dodge  and  Mrs.  Hobby  who 
will  sincerely  administer  the  law. 

If  given  sufficient  time  to  study  this 
proposal  I  might  be  inclined  to  support 
It  because  of  a  belief  that  it  should  be 
given  Cabinet  status.  However,  there 
are  serious  questions  in  my  mind  as  to 
what  we  might  expect.  I  believe  in  cen- 
tralizing responsibility  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent but  the  centralization  of  authority 
In  this  plan,  as  I  have  studied  It,  may 
well  open  the  door  to  the  creation  of 
more  agencies  and  the  employment  of 
additional  people.  If  this  plan  is 
adopted,  I  hope  that  we  will  not  one 
day  wake  up  and  find  that  such  Is  true. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  standing 
here  In  opposition  to  this  resolution  pri- 
marily because  of  questions  In  my  mind 
about  this  reorganization  plan.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  had  not  anticipated 
speaking  upon  the  resolution.  I  am  con- 
cerned and  seriously  concerned  at  the 
precedent  we  may  be  setting,  or  if  a  pre- 
cedent has  heretofore  been  set,  at  the 
danger  of  continuing  a  precedent  which 
makes  exceptions  to  legislation  which 
has  been  studied  and  enacted  into  law, 
such  as  the  reorganization  act  which 
permits  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  to  be- 
come effective  upon  the  expiration  of  a 
period  of  60  calendar  days  following  the 
date  of  submission  unless  a  resolution  of 
disapproval  is  adopted  by  a  majority  of 
the  authorized  membership  either  of  this 
body  or  the  Senate. 

What  was  the  purpose  of  this  60-day 
rule  provided  in  the  reorganization  act? 
Was  it  a  perfunctory  and  useless  provi- 
sion inserted  in  the  act  as  superfluous? 
To  me  it  had  a  significant  purpose  and 
a  meritorious  one.  It  has  been  so  well 
described  by  others  who  have  preceded 
me. 

If  you  pass  this  resolution  and  deprive 
any  individual  Member  of  this  House  of 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  careful 
study  of  this  plan  and  even  going  over  to 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  if  he  wants 
to,  to  find  out  Just  what  is  taking  place; 
and  if  you  take  from  any  Member  of  this 
body  the  opportunity  of  filing  a  resolu- 
tion of  disapproval  within  the  60-day 
period,  and  getting  a  hearing,  then  you 
are  doing  the  dangerous  thing  of  open- 
ing the  door  to  the  possibility  that  a 
majority,  of  whichever  party  may  hap- 
pen to  be  in  control,  may  take  advantage 
of  the  nile  and  rush  legislation  through. 


legislation  of  even  greater  importance 
than  this,  before  it  is  thoroughly  stud- 
ied, and  thereby  do  a  grave  injustice  to 
the  people  of  America  and  deprive  the 
Individual  Member  of  the  privilege  which 
was  purposely  granted  him  in  the  reor- 
ganization bill.  I  say  to  you  in  all  sin- 
cerity that,  regardless  of  the  merits  of 
the  reorganization  plan,  this  resolution 
should  be  defeated.  As  I  have  said,  I 
have  serious  doubts  about  the  plan.  I 
will  not  say  I  would  not  support  it  after 
more  careful  study.  But  even  Mr.  Dodge, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
In  his  testimony  before  the  committee, 
made  the  statement  that  neither  he  nor 
others  in  charge  have  had  enough  expe- 
rience thus  far  to  be  able  to  assure  the 
committee  that  one  dollar  would  be  saved. 
He  simply  gave  promises  which  I  have 
previously  referred  to.  If  you  will  per- 
mit this  matter  to  remain  open  for  a 
period  of  60  days,  as  was  the  original  in- 
tention or  as  should  have  been  the  in- 
tention, every  Member  of  the  House  will 
be  given  an  opportunity  to  read  the  rec- 
ord of  tiie  testimony  and  to  study  the 
matter  more  carefully,  and  Mr.  Dodge 
and  Mrs.  Hobby  will  have  an  opportimity 
to  get  that  experience  which  they  do  not 
now  have,  and  as  a  result  of  their  expe- 
rience the  President  may  even  be  able  to 
submit  a  reorganization  plan  which  in 
and  of  Itself  offers  tangible  evidence  and 
tangible  phraseology — something  that 
we  can  read — ^which  will  be  convincing 
to  us  that  economy  and  efficiency  will  be 
the  result. 

Let  me  repeat  I  am  not  opposing  the 
reorganization  plan  except  as  opposition 
to  this  resolution  may  be  so  construed. 
I  am  simply  saying  that  this  resolution 
should  not  pass  and  that  I  am  not  con- 
vinced as  yet  by  the  greater  weight  of 
the  evidence  that  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  will  accomplish  the  desired  results. 

I  think  we  might  well  Insist  upon 
something  more  tangible  supported  by 
evidence  of  experience.  May  I  rei)eat 
what  I  said  in  support  of  legislation  giv- 
ing the  President  reorganization  author •» 
ity: 

Reorganization  Is  necessary.  It  can  result 
In  a  substantial  reduction  of  expendltxires 
and  of  our  tax  burden.  It  can  result  in  more 
efficiency  in  government.  Should  It  be  un- 
dertaken by  the  President  becaxise  of  a  de- 
sire to  make  provision  for  patronage  for  an 
untold  number  of  supporters,  then  it  Is 
doomed  to  failure  and  it  could  be  a  crime 
against  the  American  people.  If,  however, 
reorganization  of  the  executive  branch  la 
attempted  by  the  President  In  a  nonpartisan 
way,  without  thought  of  his  party  affiliation, 
without  fear  of  political  repercussions  if 
certain  supporters  of  his,  or  friends  of  his 
supporters,  lose  their  Jobs  or  places  of  trust; 
if  It  Is  attempted  by  him  vlgoroxisly  and 
honestly,  as  I  believe  it  wUl  be  attempted,  it 
can  well  result  in  substantial  improvement 
and  efficiency  of  the  executive  arm  of  gov- 
ernment and  In  substantial  reduction  of  our 
expenditures,  both  at  home  and  abroad. 

However,  let  us  be  sure  that  reorgani- 
zation is  accomplished  pursuant  to  well 
defined  law.  and  within  reasonable  limi- 
tations, and  not  just  according  to  the 
good  intentions  of  men.  Let  us  forever 
maintain  the  r^utation  of  this  great 
body  for  giving  all  of  its  Members — ^rep- 
resenting the  grass  roots  of  our  land — 
the  cvportunity.  not  Just  to  be  heard,  but 
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to  study  tegialation,  to  deliberate  upon  It 
for  at  least  a  reasonable  period  of  time 
before  acting.  Let  us  be  democratic,  and 
regardless  of  our  party  af&llation,  let  us 
act  upon  all  Ifcgislation  in  the  true  Amer- 
ican way — ^the  way  of  the  foimders  of 
this  great  Nation. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  several  more  amendments,  but  I 
have  had  some  discussion  with  Members, 
and  I  imderstand  some  of  the  Members 
want  to  catch  a  plane  at  5  o'clock.  In 
deference  to  the  fact  that  I  think  all  the 
points  have  been  adequately  made  as  to 
the  lack  of  wisdom  in  this  method  of 
handling  a  Presidential  reorganization 
plan,  I  shall  not  offer  my  amendments 
in  order  to  save  time.  The  opposition 
we  have  made  today  has  been  in  the 
nature  of  a  defense  of  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949.  I  believe  we  have  demonstrated 
that  hasty  action,  such  as  we  have  wit- 
nessed today,  is  ill-advised  and  danger- 
ous to  the  future  of  reorganization  by 
Presidential  plan.  I  trust  that  future 
plans  will  be  handled  under  the  careful 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  Reorganiza- 
Uon  Act  of  1949. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
view  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  California,  I  wonder  If 
we  might  not  arrive  at  time  for  debate 
on  the  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  bill  and  all  amend- 
ments thereto  close  at  the  expiration  of 
the  time  allowed  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  who  I  see  is  on  his  feet. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would 
like  to  have  about  3  minutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  wlU  modify  the  re- 
quest, Mr.   Chairman,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  the  bill 
and  all  amendments  thereto  close  in  8 
minutes,  the  last  3  minutes  to  go  to  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Harris]. 
The  CHAIRMAN.     Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The    CHAIRMAN.      The    gentleman 
from  Nebraska   [Mr.  Miller]   is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  want  to  delay 
consideration  of  this  measure.  I  am  In 
favor  of  this  bill  to  create  a  Department 
of  Health.  In  1947  I  introduced  legis- 
lation that  would  have  this  et^ect,  and 
again  in  1949.  I  Introduced  a  bill  in  the 
83d  Congress  to  make  these  changes. 
I  am  interested  from  a  physician's 
standpoint,  because  the  present  Federal 
Security  Agency  is  a  sprawling,  Franken- 
stein monster  that  needs  to  be  reduced 
in  size.  I  found  in  1949.  and  I  think 
it  is  worse  today,  that  there  are  44  dif- 
ferent agencies  of  Government  dealing 
with  some  phase  of  health.  The  hard 
core  of  Socialists  in  the  Department 
must  be  fired.  I  hope  that  under  this 
new  administration,  instead  of  having 
all  of  these  sprawling  agencies  dealing 
with  that  problem,  they  may  be  brought 
under  one  umbrella.  I  know  it  is  dlfiB- 
cult  to  approach  these  questions  from 
an  objective  angle.  I  hear  the  opposi- 
tion say.  "Oh.  let  us  send  it  back  for 
more  study."  Well,  it  has  had  a  great 
deal  of  study,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  Hoover  Commission,  and  it  has  been 


before  the  Congress  from  time  to  time. 
What  more  would  you  learn  by  sending 
it  back  for  more  study?  I  suppose  if  it 
were  sent  back  the  committee  would  give 
it  more  serious  consideration.  There 
will  be  other  reorganization  bills  before 
this  Congress.  There  is  one  coming  up 
shortly  on  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. I  daresay  that  the  same  argimients 
will  prevail  against  reorganizing  the  E>e- 
partment  of  Agriculture  as  have  prevailed 
here  today.  Here  is  an  agency  that 
spends  more  money  than  3  or  4  other 
agencies  put  together.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  will  save  money.  It  may  not,  but 
it  will  bring  together  some  of  these  agen- 
cies that  are  springing  up  all  over  the 
country  and  having  no  direction.  So  I 
ask  the  Members  of  the  House  to  adopt 
this  reorganization  plan.  It  is  part  of 
the  President's  program.  It  should  be 
tried. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Harris]  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  Committee  to  raise 
a  question  which  I  think  very  impor- 
tant. I,  like  other  Members  of  this 
House,  am  quite  concerned  about  this 
proposal.  We  have  been  told  in  no  un- 
certain terms  by  those  who  are  in  posi- 
tion to  know  so  much  about  this  pro- 
posal today  that  it  is  different  from  the 
proposals  that  we  have  had  presented  to 
us  heretofore.  For  the  life  of  me  I  can- 
not see  that  there  is  any  difference  basi- 
cally between  what  we  have  before  us 
now  as  a  matter  of  procedure  in  govern- 
ment and  what  we  had  presented  to  us  in 
other  plans  presented  by  Mr.  Truman. 

It  is  obvious  that  this  whole  Issue  has 
turned  on  personalities.  I  think  it  is  a 
mistake.  There  has  been  some  tension 
here  today  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
best,  but  it  has  been  obvious  that  em- 
phasis has  been  placed  on  certain  indi- 
viduals who  held  certain  positions.  It  is 
a  mistake  to  enact  permanent  legisla- 
tion on  a  fundamental  policy  solely  on 
personalities. 

I  have  a  great 'admiration  for  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota ;  he  is  a  very 
fine  statesman  and  a  very  fine  medical 
officer,  and  I  would  like  to  ask  him  a 
question  or  two.  Is  this  not  permanent 
legislation? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Of  course  it  is  permanent 
legislation. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  All  right;  it  is  perma- 
nent legislation.  Should  there  be  an- 
other President  from  the  one  we  now 
have  in  the  White  House  in  4  years,  8 
years,  or  in  time,  and  there  will  be.  and 
should  there  be  appointed  another  per- 
son to  fill  the  positions  we  are  consider- 
ing here  today,  I  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota:  Could  that  President  ap- 
point the  same  Administrator,  Mr.  Oscar 
Ewing,  who  was  the  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Security  Administration 
under  the  Truman  administration? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Why,  of  course,  he  could. 
The  PSA  now  is  also  under  permanent 
legislation.  This  law  would  not  change 
that  situation. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  The  gentleman  has  an- 
swered the  question  which  seems  to  me 
an  important  factor.  It  is  a  fimda- 
mental  and  basic  question.  Four  years 
from  now,  or  8  years,  or  any  other  time 
in  the  future  we  have  another  President 


and  another  Administrator.  We  can 
have  the  very  same  difficulties  leading  to 
socialization  of  the  medical  profession. 
The  same  dangerous  stigma  will  be  fac- 
ing the  people  of  this  country  m  we  had 
last  year  and  the  years  befor^^ 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  thing  the  gentleman 
seems  to  be  afraid  of  is  that  the  Demo- 
crats may  sometime  win  an  election. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  The  gentleman  is  sure 
the  Democrats  are  going  to  come  back, 
and  perhaps  sooner  than  you  think. 
But  this  applies  to  both  Republicans  and 
Democrats  alike. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  the  only  way  those 
people  can  ever  get  in  again  down  there. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  And  we  are  going  to 
preserve  this  great  American  system  of 
ours  when  we  get  back  in  just  as  we  did 
on  this  issue  when  we  were  in  the  ma- 
jority by  turning  the  same  type  of  pro- 
posal down. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  vote 
against  this  proposal.  You  cannot  sat- 
isfy your  conscience,  in  my  opinion,  by 
supporting  it  on  the  basis  that  this  is  a 
procedure  matter.  To  vote  for  this  is 
giving  approval  to  the  plan.  It  has  been 
branded  over  the  years  as  socialized 
medicine.  To  vote  for  it  then  can  only 
be  voting  for  this  long  step  toward  the 
socializing  of  the  medical  profession. 

You  say  you  are  for  it  because  the  cir- 
cumstances are  different.  That  is,  Mr. 
Ewing  is  out  and  Mrs.  Hobby  Is  in.  To 
me  that  is  an  untenable  position.  It  is 
the  same  type  of  legislation  and  becomes 
a  part  of  our  Government. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  said  that  this  Is 
designed  to  eliminate  waste  and  ineffi- 
ciency. Why,  it  creates  the  biggest  Gov- 
ernment bureau  we  have  in  our  entire. 
system  other  than  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment into  an  overall  policy-making 
Cabinet  position.  Everyone  knows  the 
Social  Security  Agency  is  the  most  ex- 
tensive of  our  civilian  agencies.  The  So- 
cial Security  Agency  will  inevitably  con- 
sume the  educational  and  medical  phase 
of  this  program. 

The  bigger  and  more  extensive  the 
bureau  and  the  more  powerful,  the  more 
costly,  the  more  extravagant,  the  more 
inefficiency  we  will  have. 

I  am  against  this  attempt  to  create 
bigger  bureaucracy.  I  am  against  this 
effort  to  socialize  this  great  profession. 
I  am  against  it  because  it  will  increase 
inefficiency  by  having  a  bigger  and  bigger 
agency.  It  will  increase  the  cost  as 
surely  as  it  is  adopted  and  I  intend  by  my 
vote  against  it  to  protest  this  windfall 
for  greater  waste  and  inefficiency  in  the 
Government  as  well  as  for  the  other 
reasons  which  I  have  already  given. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  nde.  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  Keating,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  House 
Joint  Resolution  223  providing  that  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall  take 
effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  joint  resolution,  pursuant 
to  House  Resolution  179,  he  reported  the 
joint  resolution  back  to  the  House  with 
an  amendment  adopted  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole, 
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The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  joint  resolution. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  and  was 
read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  na.5rs  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  291,  nays  86.  answered 
"present"  3,  not  voting  51,  as  follows: 

I  Roll  No.  171 
TSA»— 291 


Ad»lr 
Addoulzlo 
Allen.  Cmllt. 
Allen,  in. 
Andresen. 

August  H. 
AngeU 
ArendM 
AucblnclOM 
Ayres 
Bailey 
Bkker 
Bates 
BatUe 
Beamer 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 

Bennett,  Mlcb. 
Bentley 
Bentsen 
Berry 
Betts 
BUbop 
Bolknd 
Bolton. 

PranceaP. 
Bolton, 

Oliver  P. 
BoDtn 
Bosch 
Bow 

Br*mblett 
Bray 

Brooks.  La. 
Brooks,  Tex. 
Brown.  Ok. 
Brown,  Ohio 
Brownson 
BroyblU 
Budge 
Burdlck 
Busbey 
Bubh 
Byrd 

Byrnes.  Wis. 
Canfield 
Carnaban 
Carrlgg 
Cederberg 
Celler 
Chelf 

Chenoweth 
Church 
Cl&rdy 
Clevenger 
Cole.  Mo. 
Coon 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Coudert 
CreteUa 
Crump»cker 
Cunningham 
Curtis,  Mass. 
Curtis,  Mo. 
Curtis,  Nebr. 
Dague 
Davis,  Tenn. 
Davis,  Wis. 
Dawson,  Utah 
Demps*y 
Derounlan 
Devereux 
D  Ewart 
Dies 

DolUnger 
Dolliver 
Dondero 


Donobue 

Dom,  N.  T. 

Bdmondson 

Klllott 

Engle 

Xrlns 

Fallon 

Felcban 

PentoD 

Femandfl* 

Pino 

Plsher 

Fogarty 

Ford 

Porreat«r 

Prasler 

FrellnKhuysen 

Prledel 

Fulton 

Oambie 

Oannata 

Gary 

OathlncB 

Oavln 

OfldDtry 

Oeorge 

Golden 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Qranahan 

Gubaer 

Gvlnn 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Hale 

Haley 

HaUeck 

Harden 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Harrison.  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hays.  Ark. 

Heselton 

Hicstand 

HIU 

HlUeUon 

Hillings 

Hlnshaw 

Hoeren 

Hoffman.  IlL 

Holmes 

Holt 

Horan 

Hosmer 

HoweU 

Hruska 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Jackson 

Jamas 

Jarman 

JavlU 

Jenkins 

Johnson 

Jonas,  m. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

JiKld 

Kean 

Kearney 

Keating 

Kee 

Kelly,  N.  T. 

Kerstfcn,  Wis. 

KUbum 

KUday 

King.  Calif. 

King.  Pa. 

Klrwan 

Klein 

Klucsynokl 


Knos 

Krueger 

Laird 

iJUham 

LeCompte 

Leslnskl 

Long 

Lovrs 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

Mcculloch 

McOonough 

McGregor 

McMillan 

McVey 

Mack.  Wash. 

Madden 

Mahon 

MaUUard 

Martin.  Iowa 

Matthews 


Merrill 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

MlUer,  Md. 

MUler,  Nebr. 

MUler,  N.  T. 

Morano 

Morgan 

Momaon 

Moss 

Mumma 

Murray 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norblad 

Oakman 

O'Brten.  Mich. 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patman 

Patterson 

PeUy 

Perkins 

Pfost 

PhUbln 

Phillips 

PUcher 

PUllon 

Poff 

Polk 

Priest 

Prouty 

Bad  wan 

Ray 

Baybum 

Beams 

Beeoe.Tenn. 

Reed,  m. 


Bbodas,  Aril. 
Bhodes,  Pa. 
Rtehlman 
RUey 
BoberU 
Robslon.  KT. 
Rodlno 
Rogers,  Oolo. 
Rogers,  na. 
Rogers,  r~ 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
St.  Georga 
Baylor 
Bchanck 
Soberer 


Scott 

Scrlvner 

Scudder 

Secrest 

Seely-Brown 

Short 

Simpson,  ni. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith.  Va. 

Spence 

Springer 

Stauffer 

Strlngfellow 

SuUlvan 

Taber 

Talle 

Taylor 

Teague 


Abbltt 
Abernethy 
Albert 
Alexander 
Andersen, 
H  Cart 
Andrews 
Aaplnall 
Harden 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Bonner 
Buchanan 
Burleson 
Byrne,  Pa. 
Camp 
Oariyle 
CbudoS 
Colmer 
Condon 
Cooley 
Davts,G«. 
Dawson.  lU. 
Deane 
Dowdy 
■bertiarter 
SUs  worth 
Fine 

Fountain 
Gordon 


TbOBMM 

Thompson.  L*. 
Thompson. 

Mich. 
Thompson.  Tax. 
Thomberry 
ToUefson 
Dtt 

Van  Pelt 
VanZandt 
Velde 
Vinson 
Vorys 
Vursell 
Walnwrlght 
Walter 
Wampler 
Warburton 
Watts 

NAYS— «6 

Grant 

Gregory 

Gross 

Hand 

Hardy 

Harris 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hays.  Ot^o 

Herlong 

HoUfleld 

Holtzman 

Jensen 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Keama 

Landnui 


Wetehel 

VTharton 

Wickersbam 

WUtnall 

WlgglMworth 

WUIlams.  N.  T. 

WlUto 

WUson,  Calir. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Withers 

Woloott 

Wolverton 

Yorty 

Young 

Younger 

2abtocki 


Lantaff 

Lucas 

Mack.  m. 

MarshaU 

Mason 

Miller,  Calif. 

MUler,  Kans. 

MlUs 

Mollohan 

Mtilter 


NorreU 

O'Brien,  m. 

O'Hara,  m. 

O'Bara,  Minn. 

O'Konskl 

OTfeUl 

Patten 

Poage 

PoweU 

Preston 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Richards 

Robeson,  Va. 

Etogers.  Tex. 

Selden 

Bheppard 

Shuford 

Bikes 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Btagget* 

Steed 

Trimble 

Whltten 

Wler 

WiUlams.  Miss. 

Winstead 

Wlthrow 

Yatas 


ANSWERED  "PRBHEN"!"' — 3 
Hoffman.  Mich.  Magnuson  Smith,  Mlas. 

NOT  VOTINO — 51 


BaiTcU 

Dom,  8.  C. 

Machrowlcs 

Blatnik 

Doyle 

Moulder 

Boggs 

CKBrten.  N.  Y 

BoUlng 

Forand 

PotOaon 

Boykln 

Green 

Price 

Buckley 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Rabaut 

Campbell 

Hart 

Rains 

Cannon 

Hubert 

Regan 

Case 

HellK' 

Rivers 

Chatham 

Hope 

Sadlak 

Chlperfleld 

Hull 

Shafer 

Oole,  N.  Y. 

Hunter 

Sheeban 

Grosser 

Jones,  Mo. 

SheUey 

Delaney 

KeUey,  Pa. 

Slamlnskl 

DlngeU 

Keogh 

Sutton 

Dodd 

McOormack 

Donovan 

Mclntlre 

Wheeler 

So  the  House  Joint  resolution  was 
passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Westland  for,  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Mia- 
Blssippl  agalnrt. 

Mr.  Dodd  for,  with  Mr.  Dingell  against. 

Mr.  McCormack  for.  with  Mr.  Campbell 
•gainst. 

Mr.  Chatham  for,  with  Mr.  Price  against. 

Mr.  Boggs  for,  with  Mr.  Rains  against. 

Mr.  Hubert  for,  with  Mr.  Shelley  against. 

Mr.  Mclntlre  for,  with  Mr.  Motilder  against. 

Until  further  notice: 
Mr.  Poulson  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 
Mr.  Sadlak  with  Mr.  Hart. 
Mr.  Hope  with  Mr.  KeUey  of  Pennssrlvania. 
Mr.  Case  with  Mr.  Forand. 
Mr.  Chlperfleld  \-ith  Mr.  O'Brien  of  New 
York. 

Mr.  Oole  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Barrttt. 
Mr.  Hunter  wtth  Mr.  Heller. 
Mr.  Shafer  with  Mr.  Delaney. 
Itr.  Sheehan  with  Mt.  Buckley. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  a  live  pair  with  the  gen- 


tleman from  Washington.  Mr.  Wkst- 
LAMO.  If  present  he  would  have  voted 
"yea."  I  voted  "nay."  I  therefore 
change  my  vote  and  vote  "present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of 
the  following  title: 

H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize, 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
furnish  certain  electrical  or  mechanical  ofBce 
eqtilpment  for  the  use  of  Members,  ofllcen. 
and  committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  in 
which  to  revise  and  extend  their  re- 
marks on  the  bill  Just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  HU- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  TRANSF¥31RED 

Mr.  VFTinw  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had  a 
special  order  of  30  minutes  for  today.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be 
transferred  to  tomorrow,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


UNEMPLOYMENT  IN  THE  MINING 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Van  Zaitdt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


DEPRESSION  IN  THE  WESTERN 
MINING  STATES 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks,  and  to  include  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  Legislature  of  Utah. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Utah? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
today  I  have  submitted  to  the  Clerk  a 
Joint  resolution  adopted  by  the  State 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
Utah.  A  similar  resolution  was  sub- 
mitted recently  from  the  Colorado  Leg- 
islature. The  subject  matter  is  the 
same.  The  documents  call  the  attention 
of  Congress  to  the  fact  that  a  rapidly 
spreading  depression — and  I  use  that 
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word  advisedly — la  hitting  the  western 
mining  States. 

Thousands  of  miners  are  out  of  work 
and  their  xmemployment-compensation 
benefits  have  run  out.  Thousands  of 
small-business  men — barbers,  grocers, 
pharmacists — whose  livelihood  depends 
upon  mining  payrolls  are  in  dire  straits. 
And  what  is  more  serious,  mines  which 
have  for  more  than  50  years  supplied  the 
rich  output  which  has  made  this  Nation 
great  are  closed  down,  their  imderground 
workings  gradually  filling  with  water. 

I  draw  the  attention  of  this  plight  in 
Utah  to  Congress  because  both  directly 
and  indirectly.  Congress  is  responsible 
for  bringing  the  situation  about.  Utah 
miners  are  out  of  a  Job  not  because  of 
grasping  mine  owners;  not  because  of 
.  avaricious  labor  leaders;  not  because  of 

i  failing  ore  supply.   They  idle  because  the 

preceding  Congresses  and  administra- 
tion have  followed  policies  calculated  to 
make  boom  towns  in  P*rench  Morocco, 
and  ghost  towns  in  Utah,  Colorado, 
Idaho.  New  Mexico,  and  the  rest  of  the 
mining  States. 

Let  me  give  you  an  example.  Begin- 
ning next  month,  our  C3ovemment  is 
committed  to  buy  zinc  from  a  firm  in 
Peru — the  Volcan  Mining  Co.  It  is  com- 
mitted to  pay.  this  foreign  firm  llVz 
cents  per  pound  for  this  zinc  for  a 
period  of  3  years.  The  current  market 
price  for  zinc  is  11>4  cents  per  pound. 
Our  mines  in  Utah  could  operate  nicely 
if  they  could  get  17  ^/^  cents — they  can- 
not. They  must  compete  on  the  free 
market  with  foreign  zinc  production  our 
Nation  paid  to  develop.  The  Peruvian 
firm,  conversely,  could  get  along  nicely 
with  their  50  cents  per  day  labor  by  sell- 
ing zinc  at  11 V^  cents,  but  it  does  not 
have  to.  Our  Government  buys  Peruvian 
zinc  for  17  Vi  cents.  We  have  a  similar 
contract  with  a  Mexican  zinc  producer. 
Our  mines  close.  Theirs  operate.  Our 
country  pays  5Vi  cents  to  6V2  cents  more 
than  necessary  for  zinc. 

I  asked  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion to  justify  these  contracts.  Acting 
Director  Arthur  S.  Flemming  wrote 
back: 

The  assistance  In  all  cases  was  justified 
before  the  contracts  were  approved  based 
upon  a  study  of  the  then  determined  future 
requirements — prospective  supply  and  the 
determined  stockpile  objective. 

In  other  and  simpler  words:  "It  looked 
like  a  good  deal  at  the  time." 

This  is  just  one  example  of  the  effects 
of  a  program — dimly  perceived  through 
a  cloudy  crystal  ball — that  has  brought 

I  a  great  American  industry  to  its  knees. 

Loans  are  granted  foreign  mines;  tax 
considerations  are  given  to  those  who 
invest  in  foreign  mining  development; 
technical  assistance  granted — all  they 
want — free  of  charge. 
We  who  are  from  districts  whose 
1 1  miners  have  lost  their  jobs  because  of 

'  these  policies  are,  of  course,  vitally  con- 

cerned. We  have  countless  letters  urg- 
ing action.  But  we  want  more  than 
sympathy  from  the  rest  of  the  country. 
The  rest  of  the  country  is  vitally  in- 
volved. 

Let  me  show  you  how  vitally  you  are 
involved  in  Utah's  mines.  This  country 
needs  strtffcglc  metal  production.    That 


was  one  of  the  reasons  the  administra- 
tion gave  for  adopting  the  program  that 
has  brought  domestic  zinc-lead  mining 
to  the  brink  of  disaster.  What  has  the 
program  accomplished? 

A  year  ago  we  produced  a  quarter  of 
our  requirements  in  antimony.  Now  we 
Import  it  all.  The  antimony  mine  at 
Stibnite,  Idaho,  is  shut  down.  Its  300 
workers  scattered  in  search  of  other  jobs. 
Domestic  antimony  production  has  been 
destroyed  just  as  effectively  as  if  Com- 
munists had  taken  over  the  mine. 

In  1943,  this  Nation  produced  all  the 
quicksilver  we  needed  and  supplied  all 
that  required  by  our  allies.  We  now 
import  80  percent. 

What  has  happened  to  antimony  is 
happening  to  zinc  and  lead.  Our  mines 
are  shut  down.  Our  workers  are  leaving 
lifetime  jolss  for  new  occupations. 

There  are  boomtowns  in  French  Mo- 
rocco. Peru,  and  Mexico.  They  should 
be  booming.  They  have  been  given  by 
our  Government  a  large  segment  of  the 
industry  that  made  this  country  the 
strongest  Nation  in  the  world.  But.  re- 
member, they  not  only  get  our  mining 
industry.  Our  steel  plants,  our  Jet- 
engine  factories,  and  our  brass  foun- 
dries go  too.  The  Defense  Department 
does  not  know  it.  but  in  reality  these 
production  facilities  could  just  as  well 
be  scattered  physically  around  the  world 
as  to  be  wholly  dependent  upon  the  rest 
of  the  world  for  their  raw  materials. 

Shortly  a  bill  will  be  introduced  in 
Congress  to  give  our  mines  the  protec- 
tion they  need  to  keep  this  country  from 
being  dependent  upon  the  rest  of  the 
world  for.  many  of  her  vital  metals.     It 
will  not  be  a  tariff  measure,  really.     It 
will  be  a  bill  to  maintain  the  defense  and 
productive  capacity  of  this  Nation. 
Concurrent     resolution     memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  approve 
legislation    designed    to    provide    a    stabi- 
lized market  for  the  products  of  western 
mines 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah  {the  Governor  concurring 
therein)  : 

Whereas  the  base  metal  mining  Industry 
of  the  United  States  has  suffered  serious 
curtailment,  and  is  threatened  with  further 
curtailment,  throueh  dumping  of  lead  and 
zinc  from  low-wage  foreign   countries:    and 

Whereas  the  domesttlc  lead  and  zinc  miner 
has  suffered  from  the  effects  of  currency  de- 
valuation and  the  monopolistic  p.-actlces  of 
foreign  governments  in  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  lAetals;   and 

Whereas  Utah,  as  well  as  many  other  sec- 
tions of  the  United  States,  Is  In  a  large 
measure  dependent  upon  the  new  wealth 
created  by  the  mining  and  processing  of  these 
metals  for  the  maintenance  of  Its  economy 
and  for  the  purchasing  of  commodities 
needed  by  Utahans  but  not  produced  In 
Utah;   and 

Whereas  unemployment  and  loss  of  pro- 
duction caused  by  dumping  from  low-wage 
countries  is  depriving  local,  county  and 
State  governments  of  much  needed  tax  in- 
come; and 

Whereas  the  American  taxpayer  has  been 
called  upon  to  finance  the  expansion  of 
foreign  production  of  metals  and  minerals  In 
competition  with  home  production  to  the 
detriment  of  the  development  of  reserves 
vitally  needed  In  this  country  for  national 
security;    and 

Whereas  propaganda  from  Washington 
during  recent  years  has  endeavored,  without 
foundation,  to  place  this  country  In  a  have- 


not  class,  to  the  end  that  tarllTs  on*basic 
commodities.  Including  metals,  should  b« 
abandoned:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Utah  {the  Governor  concurring  therein). 
That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be 
and  is  hereby  memorialized  to  approve  leg- 
islation for  the  stabilizing  of  the  market  for 
metals  at  prices  consistent  with  the  pre- 
vailing domestic  economic  level  through  the 
enactment  of  constructive  legislation  pro- 
viding for  a  sliding  scale  stabilization  Im- 
port tax.  This  legislation  will  promote  the 
development  of  our  natural  resources  and 
protect  our  domestic  economy  in  the  inter- 
est of  national  security;   be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of  the 
State  of  Utah  be,  and  he  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed,  to  send  copies  of  this  con- 
current memorial  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Senators  and  Congressmen  representing  the 
State  of  Utah  in  the  National  Congress  and 
to  the  Honorat'le  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
of  the  United  States. 


TUTTLE  CREEK  DAM.  KANS. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks,  and  include  a  Senate  reso> 
lution  and  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  have  heard  here  this  afternoon  and 
a  good  many  times  heretofore  that  the 
membership  on  both  sides  of  the  main 
aisle  are  very  much  in  favor  of  a  bal- 
anced budget  and  the  saving  of  money 
in  the  operation  of  the  Government  and 
at  all  possible  places. 

Fifteen  years  ago.  at  a  time  when  there 
was  much  unemployment  in  the  United 
States  and  when  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment was  casting  about  for  suitable 
projects  upon  which  to  furnish  work  for 
men  out  of  a  Job,  Congress  authorized 
the  construction  of  a  dam  across  the 
Big  Blue  River  near  Manhattan,  Kans. 
No  appropriations  were  made  to  imple- 
ment this  project  until  July  of  1952. 
The  people  of  the  First  Congressional 
District  of  Kansas,  in  which  this  project 
Is  located,  by  a  decided  vote  disapproved 
the  construction  of  this  dam  when  they 
elected  me  to  Congress  last  November. 

A  week  ago  the  Kansas  State  Senate 
passed  a  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  to  order  the  immediate  cessa- 
tion of  construction  work  on  this  dam. 
This  dam  was  laid  out  by  the  Army  en- 
gineers and  is  estimated  to  cost  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $100,000,000.  I  have 
introduced  into  this  Chamber  H.  R.  2730 
requesting  that  construction  of  the  Tut- 
tle  Creek  Dam  be  abandoned. 

The  senate  resolution  to  which  I  re- 
ferred follows: 

"Ssnate  Resolution  1» 
"Resolution  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  Immediate  action 
to  halt  the  preliminary  work  now  in 
progress  for  the  construction  of  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  in  Kan- 
sas until  certain  debatable  issues  have  been 
resolved 

"Whereas  during  recent  years  studies  and 
research  In  flood -control  methods  have 
evolved  new  theories  and  practices  for  the 
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effective   and   economfcal   oontrol    of   flood 
water;  and 

"Whereas  the  construction  of  Tuttle  Creek 
Dam  may  not  oontrol  flood  waters  to  a  meas- 
ure commensurate  with  the  cost  and  dam- 
ages occasioned  by  and  resulting  from  such 
construction;  and 

"Whereas  the  report  of  the  Independent 
board  of  engineers  appointed  by  the  Oover- 
niir  of  Kansas,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Kansas  industrial  development  commission, 
recommends  that  the  said  Tuttle  Creek  Dam 
should  not  be  constructed  and  that  more 
modern  methods  of  flood  control  should  be 
initiated  for  the  prevention  of  flood  dam- 
lice  on  the  Kansas  river:  Now,  therefore,  be 
it 

•Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  That  we  respectfully  urge,  request. 
and  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  take  Immediate  action  to  halt  the 
preliminary  work  now  in  progress  for  the 
construction  of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  on  the 
Big  Blue  River  in  Kansas  until  debatable 
ishu^s  have  been  resolved,  as  recommended 
in  the  report  of  the  independent  board  of 
pnglneers  appointed  by  the  Governor  of 
Kansas:  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
In.structed  to  transmit  enrolled  copies  of 
this  resolution  to  the  President  of  tiie  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  each  Member  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
or  the  Budget  of  the  United  SUtee." 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
originated  in  the  senate,  and  was  adopted 
by  that  body  March  0.  1953. 
Pant  Oau., 

President  of  the  Senate. 
SmNXT  MABOAxrr  GAiourcB, 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  FOR 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  '  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  say  that 
it  Is  proposed  that  the  conference  report 
on  the  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
will  be  called  up  for  consideration  tomor- 
row. I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  be 
controversial  or  not.  It  Is  possible  it 
may  be  in  a  particular  or  two  at  least; 
however,  it  is  hoped  it  will  not  take  us 
too  long  to  dispose  of  it. 

I  just  want  to  put  the  membership  on 
notice  that  it  will  be  called  on  tomorrow. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  time 
of  the  last  rollcall  I  was  in  the  actual 
performance  of  congressional  duties  else- 
where. On  inquiry  as  to  what  the  bells 
were  for.  I  was  erroneously  informed,  so 
I  was  not  here  in  time  to  be  recorded. 
If  I  had  been  present  I  would  have  voted 
"yea"  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  RicoRD  so  show. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  CaU- 
furnia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


tend  my  remarks  at  this  point  In  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  genUeman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KER8TEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Milwaukee  is  a  big  league  town. 
We  have  been  doing  big  things  in  Mil- 
waukee for  many  years  and  our  city  has 
always  been  right  up  in  front  in  their 
interest  in  the  great  national  pastime. 
We  are  now  assured  that  the  Braves  are 
coming  to  Milwaukee,  and  that  our  city 
will  be  in  the  big  league  circuit.  Mil- 
waukee will  prove  to  other  big  league 
cities  of  the  country  that  we  will  give 
overwhelming  support  to  the  Braves. 
We  have  a  fine  new  stadium  in  which  to 
house  them,  but  more  important  than 
that,  we  have  the  interest  of  all  of  our 
people.  I  will  make  you  a  promise.  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  our  support  shall  be  such 
that  it  will  not  be  long  before  the  Mil- 
waukee Braves  will  win  the  National 
League  pennant  and  I  would  not  be  too 
surprised  if  that  happened  in  1953. 


THE  BRAVES  MOVE  TO  BCLWAUKEE 

Mr.    KEBSTEN    of    Wisconsin.    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
RxcoHo,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Bfr.  Hill  and  to  include  a  bill  he  is  in- 
troducing today. 

Mr.  Javtts  in  three  Instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Pn«o  and  to  include  a  statement 
prepared  by  himself. 

Mr.  OsTEiTAc  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Whzttkn  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  S1KX8  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Rocna  of  Texas  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

liCr.  WiLSOH  of  Texas  and  to  include 
an  article. 

Mr.  Lani  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Goodwin  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Ckllks  in  four  instances. 

Mr.  CumnNCHAM  and  to  include  a 
resolution. 

Mrs.  Chttkch  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it 
exceeds  two  pages  of  the  Rkcord  and  is 
estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$189. 

Mr.  Haoen  of  Minnesota  in  four  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Rxxcx  of  Tennessee  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Hallkck)  and  to  Include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mrs.  St.  Geokgi  and  to  include  an 
article. 

Mr.  Bbndzk  in  seven  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  ScHXifCK  and  to  include  a  letter 
he  has  writen  to  Mr.  Cole. 

Mr.  Fallow  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
HoLiFixLD)  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  HoLiFiKLo  and  to  include  extra- 
neous materiaL 


Bifr.  BoHifn  the  remarks  he  made  to- 
day on  the  reorganization  bill  and  to 
Include  rollcall  No.  197  of  July  10,  1950. 
81st  Congress. 

Mr.  RoBKSTs  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  MuLTn  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  ADDoinxio  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr,  Eluott  and  to  Include  a  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Elbert  W.  Kilgo,  presi- 
dent, Cullman  County,  Ala.,  Farm 
Bureau. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  MclNTiRK  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Abends)  ,  for  an  indefinite  period  of  time 
on  account  of  illness  in  family. 

Mr.  Price  of  Illinois  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Karsten  of  Missouri) .  on  account 
of  illness  in  family. 

Mr.  Hacek  of  California  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Cokdon).  for  the  rest  of 
this  week,  on  accoimt  of  official  business. 


BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  bill 
of  the  House  of  the  followiiiig:  title: 

H.  R.  3466.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
July  12,  lOSO  (ch.  460,  64  Stat.  336).  as 
amended,  which  authorizes  free  postage  for 
memtiers  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  specified  areas. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  5  o'clock  p.  m.)  the  House  ad- 
journed until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
March  19,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

653.  A  communication  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  transmitting  pro- 
posed supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  amount  of 
•3.871.931.04  tea  the  fiscal  year  1963  and 
prior  years  (H.  Doc.  No.  106) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

654.  A  letter  from  the  Oommlssioner.  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  granting  the  application  for  perma- 
nent residence  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the 
Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

556.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  De- 
partment of  Jvistlce,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  suspending  deportation  piirsuant  to 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  1,  1948 
(Public  Law  863),  amending  sulisection  (c) 
of  section  19  of  the  Inunigratlon  Act  of  Peb- 
urary  6,  1917,  as  amended  (8  U.  S.  C.  155 
(c) );  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

566.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  amend  section  16  of  the 
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Dlctriet  of  ColnmbU  Alcoholic  B«varaec  Oob- 
tzol  Act";  to  the  Committee  on  Uxe  District 
of  Columbia. 

657.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  report  on  rec- 
otva  protKwul  for  tftapoBal  pvrmmnt  to  prorl- 
BiotM  of  the  act  mpf*wea  July  7,  1943  (57 
Stat.  380)  as  amended  by  the  act  approved 
July  «,  1M6  (G«  Stat.  4»4);  to  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration. 

668.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commlsalonera  ot  the  District  of  Columhla. 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bni  en- 
titled "A  bin  to  amend  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Teachers'  Leave  Act  of  1949";  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

559.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting  the  semiannual  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  semlannxial 
reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  from  July  1  to  December  31.  1962; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Servicca. 

560.  A  letter  from  the  AdmlnUtrator.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  the  an- 
nual report  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
for  1952.  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation; 
to  the  Committee  on  Bdacatlon  and  Labor. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  nile  XTTT,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  SHOEtT:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. H.  B.  3780.  A  bill  to  continue  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act.  as 
amended  and  extended,  until  Jtily  1.  1954; 
with  an  amendment  (Bept.  Nol  170).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  tbe  State  of  the  Unkm. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resohitions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ABBITT: 

R.  R.  4072.  A  bin  relating  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  certain  former  recreational  demon- 
stration project  lands  by  the  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia  to  the  School  Board  of  Mecklen- 
btirg  County,  Va.;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insolar  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CRETEULA: 

H.R.  4073.  A  bUl  to  establish  a  basic  ad- 
ministrative workweek  and  pay  periods  of 
two  admlntetratlve  workweeks  for  postmas- 
ters. oAcers,  and  employees  In  the  postal 
field  aerTioe,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Commlttae  on  Post  Ottce  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  DBMP6BY: 

H.  B.  4074.  A  blU  to  fistahJWi  a  separate 
cnstoma  collection  district  eomprlsing  the 
State  of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  <m 
Ways  and  Msann. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

H.  R.4076.  A  totn  to  release  reversloaary 
rights  of  the  United  States  to  certain  prop- 
erty tn  Stockton,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  KILDAT: 

H.  R.  407B.  A   hOI   to   further   amend    the 
Career  Com.penaatlon  Act  of  1949.  approved 
October  12.  1940.  and  for  other  purpoeea;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  fiervlcea. 
By  Mr.  LBSIMBKI: 

H.  R.  4077.  A  bill  to  amead  the  act  en- 
titled "An  aek  to  radaaatfy  the  salaries  of 
poctmaeter*.  attemn,  and  employees  of  the 
postal  soTloe;  to  wdahWah  wniform  proce- 
dure for  eompotlm^  compensation;  and  for 
other  ptspoeeB,"  apfMrored  /uly  0,  1945,  to 
prorMe  coverage  of  supervisory  employees 


under  the  8-ln-lO  hour  law;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  4078.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  postmas- 
ters, ofBcers,  and  employees  of  the  postal 
service;  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for 
computing  compensation;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  July  6.  1SM6,  to  provide  pro- 
motions at  the  beginning  of  the  n^onth  fol- 
lowing 1  year's  satisfactory  service  In  each 
grade:  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Bervlee. 

By  Mr.  RXAL: 

H.B.4079.  A   bill    relating   to    hurley    to- 
bacco  farm   acreage   allotments   under    the 
Agricultural    Adjustment    Act    of    193A.    aa 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota: 

H.  R.  4080.  A  bill  to  amend  section  32  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  to  provide 
for  judicial  relief;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Pc  reign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 

H.  R.  40ei.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  salary  in- 
creases for  enkployecs  of  the  field  service  of 
the  Post  Office  Department;  to  Xite  Ccnunlt- 
tee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  40S2.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  J\ily 
6,  1945,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  airto- 
motlve-efjulpment  maintenance  payments 
to  special -delivery  messengers  in  post  offices 
of  the  first  class,  and  for  other  purpose.s;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. 

H.  R.  4083.  A  bill  to  protect  the  national- 
defense  effort  and  the  normal  flow  of  Inter- 
state and  foreign  commerce  from  the  Inter- 
ferences caused  by  the  move0»ent  of  business 
enterprises  to  premises  leased  frotn  States 
and  political  subdivisions  of  States;  to  tlie 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mrs   ROGERS  of  M'lssachusetts: 

H.  R.  4084.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  fis  amended;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

By   Mr.  DEW  ART: 

H.  R.  4085.  \  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  Jiine 
13.  1902.  to  define  the  powers  of  the  United 
States  n>emt>ers  of  the  International  Joint 
Commlsalan  relatli^  to  the  disposition  of 
electric  power  developed  at  dams  and  hydro- 
electric plants  located  in  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   LANE: 

H.  R.  4086.  A  bill  to  amend  section  265  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  with 
respect  to  notification  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  changes  of  address  by  aliens  within 
the  United  Slates;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  POAGE: 

H.  R.  4087.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  liM9  to  authoriae  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  sell  certain  agricultural 
commodities  to  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  POWELL: 

H.  R.4088.  A    bUl    to    provide    additional 
compensation  for  Federal  employees:  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By    Mr.    THORNBERRY: 

H.  R.  4080.  A  bin  to  amend  section  502  of 
the  8ervioem«n's  Readjustment  Act  of  1M4. 
so  as  to  Increase  the  maximum  amount  in 
which  farm  realty  loans  may  be  guaranteed 
thereunder;  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HIU.: 

H.  R.  4090.  A  bUl  to  create  the  Small  Bxisl- 
ness  Administration  and  to  preserve  small- 
business  institutions  and  free,  competitive 
enterprise;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  BBBB  of  KANSAS: 

H.  R.  4091.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  38,  laao,  so  as  to 


make  the  excliislon  from  such  act  of  tem- 
porary employees  of  Congress  inapplicable  to 
such  employees  who  are  appointed  at  an  an- 
nual rate  of  salary;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Ovll  Service. 

By  Mr.  8IMP90II  of  Ullnola: 

H.  Con.  Res.  80.  Concurrent  resolution  es- 
tahUshlng  a  joint  comnklttee  to  make  a  stody 
of  public  transportatloo  serving  ths  District 
of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Bules. 

H.  Con.  Res.  81.  Concnrrcnt  resolution  pro- 
viding funds  for  the  expenses  of  the  Joint 
congressional  committee  created  pursuant  to 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  80;  to  the 
Committee  on  Honse  Administration. 
By  Mr.   OSTBRTAO: 

H.  Con.  Res.  82.  Concurrent  resolution  re- 
questing the  President  to  call  upon  the  In- 
ternational Joint  Commission  to  submit  a 
plan  for  the  coordinated  control  of  the  water 
levels  of  the  boundary  waters  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Connilttee  on  ^arelgn 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H  Res.  183.  Resolutton  attthorizlng  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  House  Re- 
port No.  2510.  82d  Congress,  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Current  Pornr«?'-aphlc 
Material:  to  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  memorial- 
izing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  ur|;ing  that  the  construction 
of  the  Copper  River  Highway  be  accelerated; 
to  the  Cummltlee  on  Interior  and  Insalar 
Affairs. 

By  Mr  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  Increase  the  quota  of 
Immigrants  from  Italy;  to  the  CoBunlttce 
on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Leg- 
islature to  Congfess  to  enact  legislation 
whereby  certain  mothers  and  fathers  may 
be  granted  United  States  cltteenshlp;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HXSELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, memorializing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  incresse  the  quota  of  im- 
migranu  from  Italy;  to  the  Cocnmittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  memo- 
rializing ConRress  to  enact  legislation  where- 
by certain  mothers  and  fathers  may  be 
granted  United  States  citizenship;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts:  Me- 
morial of  the  General  Court  of  Massachu- 
setts to  enact  legislation  whereby  certain 
mothers  and  fathers  may  be  granted  United 
States  citizenship;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  leg- 
islation granting  aid  to  the  Israeli  Gorern- 
ment;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  relative  to  acts  of  persecu- 
tion reported  to  be  committed  against  the 
members  of  religious  faltha  and  their  Insti- 
tutions In  Russia  and  Its  satellite  countries; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affaira 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  to  liicrease  the  quota  of  im- 
migrants from  Italy;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BARRETT: 
H.  R.  4002.  A   bUl   for   the   relief   of  Mira 
Tpllini  Napoleone;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENDER: 
H  R.  4093.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Syed 
Abdul    Qadlr;    to    the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BUCKLEY: 
H  R.  4004.  A   blU   for   ths   relief  of   Hayg 
Zaier    Demerlcan-Seferlan     (Zafer    Demerl- 
can):  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  4095.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Hagop 
Mehmet    Demircan-Seferian     (Mehmet    De- 
merican ) ;  to  the  Commit  tee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CELIER: 
H  R.  4096.  A  biU  for   the  relief  of  Esther 
Brandes;  to  the  Commit  ;ee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CHELP: 
H  R.  4097.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Terry  L. 
Hutchett;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr.  COCW: 
H  H  4098.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Klkue 
Tsurukawa;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Ju- 
diciarv. 

By  Mr.  FARRINOnXDN : 
H  R  4099.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Lee  Slu 
Shee:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R.  4100.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lau 
H>)ng  Shee;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

H  R  4101.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hidenorl 
Utada;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  R  4102.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Fusae  Yamamoto;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 
H  R.  4103.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Alberto 
DAg llano;    to   the   Committee   on   the   Ju- 
uiciary. 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 
H  R  4104.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prank  St. 
Charles;  to  the  Committee  on  ths  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H  R.  4105.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bernard 
Gross:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H  R.  4108.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emanuel 
and  Fanya  Stegman;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'HARA  of  IllinoU: 
H  R  4107.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Kyrazlas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H  R  4108.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Leon  W. 
^^'llllams:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R.  4109.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
U'haley:  to  the  Comn>ltt.ee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REAMS: 
H  R  4110.  A   bill   for   the  relief   of   Mre. 
Marie  Weir;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H  R  4111.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Reichman;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H  R.4112.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
Shearer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  T0LLEF80N: 
H.R.  4113.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marlene 
D    Knight;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  4114.  A  bill  for  the  relief  oi(  Raymond 
H  Hempel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WIDNALI^: 
H  R.  4115.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Mario 
Valerlano  Seasarego;    to  the   Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  J.  Res.  227.  Joint  resolution  for  the  re- 
lief of  cerUln  creditora  of  the  Norwood  Pulp 
&  Machinery  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary, 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursd.w,  March  19, 1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  man's  infallible  coun- 
selor and  faithful  friend,  may  the 
memory  of  Thy  sustaining  presence  in 
all  our  yesterdays  inspire  us  to  meet  the 
adventure  of  each  new  day  with  faith 
end  fortitude. 

Show  us  how  we  may  keep  our  moral 
balance  and  our  loyalty  to  the  spiritual 
ideals  in  these  days  when  we  are  severely 
tempted  to  become  infatuated  with  ma- 
terialistic habits  of  life. 

Grant  that  as  individuals  and  as  a 
nation  we  may  be  eager  to  do  Thy  will 
for  in  the  doing  of  Thy  will  is  our  peace. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  great 
Captain  of  our  salvation.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  bills  of  the  follow- 
ing titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  House  is  requested: 

8. 1078.  An  act  to  authorise  the  tise  of 
oertiflcates  by  ofQcers  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,  in  connection  with 
certain  pay  and  allowance  accounts  of  mili- 
tary and  civilian  personnel;   and 

S.  1110.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRI- 
ATION BILL.  1953 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3053)  making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1953,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
follow : 

CoinvamcK  Rkfott  (H.  Rirr.  No.  158) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3053)  "nuiking  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1968,  and 
for  other  purposes."  having  jnet.  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  reoom- 
n>end  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend- 
ments numbered  9.  28,  35,  and  39. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  1,  8,  4.  6,  7,  11.  13.  14.  17.  21.  33. 
28.  29.  34,  38.  38.  40.  41.  43,  44,  and  46.  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  "niat  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment  of  ths  Senate  numbered  15.  and  - 


to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 

"Capitol  Buildings:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  'Capitol  Buildings',  $800." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  22 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  22,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  ln« 
serted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the  follow- 
ing: ".  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
•  13.000,000,  of  which  88.000,000  is  for  Uqul- 
datlon  of  obligations  Incurred  pursuant  to 
the  contract  authority  granted  by  the  Act  of 
October  16,  1961  (65  Stet.  422)";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  37:  That  the  House 
recede  from  ite  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  37,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  in- 
serted by  said  amendment,  insert: 

"THa  wHrn  rovss  omc« 
"Salaries  and  expenses 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses',  including  employment  with- 
out regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classifica- 
tion laws  of  an  economic  adviser  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  a  stall  incidental  thereto,  $60,000." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
The  committee  of  conference  report  In  dis- 
agreement amendmente  numbered  2,  6,  8,  10. 
12,  16,  18,  19,  20,  24,  26,  27,  30,  81,  32,  33.  and 
42. 

John  Tabb, 
r.  b.  wioou»wokth, 
Curr  CixvxMcxa, 
Fbxd  E.  Busbkt, 
CuuwNcx  Cannon. 
John  J.  Roonit. 
John  E.  FocAarr, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
STTI.X8  Bridoes, 

HOMEm  FXXCUSON, 

Gtrr  Cordon. 

Carl  Hatdzm, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statxicknt 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  th«  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  B.  3053)  making  sup- 
plemental appropriations  for  ths  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  In  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con- 
ference report  aa  to  each  of  such  amend- 
mente, namely: 

chapter  I 
Legislative  Branch 

Amendment  No.  1:  Inserte  title,  as  im'o- 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  2:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. , 

Amendment  No.  3:  Inserte  title,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendmente  No.  4  and  6:  Permit  payment 
of  existing  funds  to  additional  employeea 
in  offices  of  Senators  from  Florida  and  New 
Jersey,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  7:  Inserte  title,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  9:  Strikes  out  the  proposal 
of  tbe  Senate  to  appropriate  funds  for  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Policy. 

Amendment  Mo.  10:  Reported  In  dlaagree- 
ment.  ^^ 

Amendment  No.  11:  ApproprUtes  $500,000 
for  Senate  Inquiries  and  Investigations,  aa 
propoaed  by  the  Senate, 
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AnMndment  Ko.  IS:  Beported  In  tftagrce- 

Amendments  No.  13  and  14:  Inacrt  tlttes* 
M  propoaed  by  Um  Senate. 

AmendBMBt  Mo.  IS:  AppvofsUte*  (900  far 
Capitol  BoUdlBes,  tnatoad  of  OJ&l  as  pro- 
poMd  by  tbe  Benate. 

Amondnent  Nol  16:  Beported  In  dteagrc^- 
meniw 

AmendJaent  No.  17:  Approprtatea  t54jOOO 
for  Scaate  OOce  BulkUac.  aa  proposed  by  tbe 
Senate. 

Anendment  Mo.  18:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 


Department  of  Stmte 
Amendment  No.  19:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Department  o/  Justice 

Amendment  No.  30:  Beported  In  diaagree- 
Daent. 

DeporimeiU  of  Coimnurce 

Amendment  MO.  31 :  Appropriates  $130,000 

for  salaries  and  expenses  of  tlic  Patent  Office, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  (100,- 
000,  as  proposed  by  the  Hoxise. 

Amendment  No.  M:  Appropriates  $13,000,- 
000  for  access  roa<te.  Instead  of  $8,000/)CO  as 
piupoecd  by  tbm  Hoose  and  $18,000,000  aa 
proposed  by  tbe  Senate. 

CHAFTXa  m 

Pott  Offic*  Department 
Amendment  No.  23:  Inserts  title,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  No.  24  and  25:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

iw 


Department  of  Labor 
Amendment  No.  26:   Appropriates  $80,000 
for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  £ureau  of 
Employment   Security,   as   proposed   by    the 
Senate. 

Federal  Security  Agency 

Amendment  No.  27:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  28:  Strikes  out  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senate  to  Increase  the  limitation 
for  expenses  of  technical  services  for  school 
construction. 

National  Mediation  Board 

Amendment  Nol  29:  Inserts  title,  aa  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Mb.  30,  31  and  82:  Beported 
In  dlaagrecnient. 

CHAPTEX  T 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Amendment  Mow  83:  Reported  in  dlai^ee- 

ment. 

Amendment  No.  34:  Changes  chapter  num- 
ber, as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CHAPiaa  VI 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Amendment  No.  35:  Strikes  out  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senate  to  waive  the  prcrtilbltlon 
In  Public  Law  470,  82nd  Congress,  against  the 
pnrchaee  of  land.  The  conferees  on  the  part 
of  both  Houses  recognize  the  desirability  of 
accompllahlng  the  purposes  of  the  amend- 
ment but  It  was  felt  that  the  cost  of  the 
land  to  be  acquh-ed  should  receive  further 
consideration.  The  conferees  Instruct  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  that  any  fnnds  allo- 
cated for  the  purposes  contemplated  by  this 
amendment  shall  be  held  until  the  matter 
can  be  reviewed  in  subsequent  hearings. 

Amendment  Mo.  86:  Changes  chapter  num- 
ber, as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CHAPTXa  VII 

Executive  Offkee  of  the  President 
Amendment  No.  37:  Appropriates  $50,000 
for  an  eeonomtc  adrteer,  and  staff,  to  the 
President,  Instead  of  $25,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $60,000  for  the  Council  of 
Economic  Aditeers  aa  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
Amendment  No.  38:  Appropriates  $350,000 
Xor  the  Emergency  Fund  for  the  President 


as  proposed  by  tlw  Senate.  Instead  of  $75,006 
as  proposed  by  tlie  House. 

Veteraiia'  Administration 
Amendment  N(<.  39:  Appropriates  $1,000,000 
for  granU  to  the  RepubUc  of  the  PhUipplnee, 
as  proposed  by  tlie  House. 

Amendments  No.  40  and  41:  Change  chap- 
ter numbers,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Anundment  Ma  42:  Beportad  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendments  Ko.  43.  44  and  46:  Change 
chapter  and  section  numbers,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

John  Tabek, 

r.  b.  wicoleswoxth, 

Clitt  CMrvsifcza, 

FU3D  E.   BOBSET. 

Olaxxnck  CAimo*, 

Jomv    J.    ROOKXT. 
JOHM   E.   POGAXTT. 

Manoffers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  con- 
ference report  i£  signed  by  all  the  con- 
ferees. 

The  House  estimates  were  $2,313,719.- 
590.  The  House  passed  the  bill  at 
$925,172,920.  The  Setwite  estimates  were 
$2,327,521,114.  The  bill  passed  the  Sen- 
ate at  $947,325,579. 

The  conference  agreement.  Including 
the  items  In  dispute,  is  $943  298,728. 
There  is  one  rescL-ssion  of  $1,000,000  in 
the  bill,  and  there  are  two  items  of 
$1,000,000  that  the  conferees  agreed  to 
the  Senate  amendments  on  that  go  out. 

After  the  conference  report  Is  agreed 
to,  and  I  know  of  no  opposition  to  the 
report,  it  is  my  purpose  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  certain  amendments  that 
have  been  agreed  on  by  the  conferees  and 
which  are  absolutely  noncontroversial  be 
considered  en  bloc. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  RooneyJ. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
point  out  at  this  time  that  the  House 
conferees  were  In  unanimous  agreement 
on  this  conference  report,  and  that  your 
House  conferees  have  obtained  the  best 
possible  settlement  it  was  possible  to  ob- 
tain with  the  Senate  conferees.  An  ap- 
propriations conference  is  all  a  matter 
of  give  and  take,  a  matter  of  compro- 
mise. Purthtrr  I  might  say  that  the  bill, 
as  passed  in  the  other  body,  was  $22,- 
152,659  more  than  the  amount  passed  by 
the  House.  Of  course,  there  were  esti- 
mates submitted  to  the  other  body  which 
had  not  been  submitted  to  or  considered 
by  the  House.  These  additional  esti- 
mates totaled  $13,801,524.  The  amount 
now  before  the  House  in  this  conference 
report  for  your  consideration  is  $18.- 
115.806  more  than  the  amount  originally 
passed  by  the  House  in  this  second  supv- 
plemental  appropriation  bill  for  1953 
fiscal  year. 

One  further  matter:  Amendment  No. 
33  on  page  13  pertaining  to  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  Is  reported 
back  to  the  House  in  disagreement.  An 
amendment  will  be  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  Tabkr)  to 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment 
to  reduce  the  figure  $40,000,000  on  the 
last  line  of  the  Senate  language  and 
figures,  to  $35,000,000.  The  effect  would 
be  to  increase  loan  authorizations  for 
the  rural  telephone  program  from  $25 


million  to  $35  mllUon  and  decrease  loan 
authorizations  for  the  cural  electrifica- 
tion program  from  $50  million  to  $35 
million.  As  one  who  has  always  sup- 
ported REA  over  the  years,  I  would  not 
have  agreed  to  the  decrease  in  the  rural 
electrification  loan  program  authoriza- 
tion If  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  we 
received  assurance  in  writing  from  Mr. 
Ralph  Roberts.  biKlget  officer  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  that — 

Inasmuch  as  a  loan  program  of  $195  mil- 
lion was  planned  and  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress for  the  fiscal  year  IMS,  there  will  be 
an  unused  balance  of  $32,298,000  In  loan 
funds  as  of  June  30,  1953. 

The  conferees  hare  further  been  as- 
sured that  the  transfer  of  $15  million 

from  the  electrification-loan  program  to 
the  teleohone-loan  program  will  not 
have  the  effect  of  reducing  the  electri- 
fication-loan program  in  the  current  fis- 
cal. On  such  assurances  I  shall  support 
the  amendment  which  wlU  later  be  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
LMr.  TabctI. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yirid. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  In  regard  to  amend- 
ment No.  33.  I  hare  conferred  with  our 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  H.  Carl  Akdersen]  who  heads 
the  Appropriations  Subcommittee  for 
Agriculture.  He  had  prepared  what 
amounts  to  a  substitute  amendment,  but 
unfortunately  he  has  to  be  out  of  town 
today  on  official  bustne<!8  which  was  set 
when  it  was  thought  this  matter  would 
be  up  yesterday.  I  agreed  with  him  that 
we  would  oppose  the  conference  report 
in  that  regard  and  offer  a  substitute  pro- 
vision and  in  his  absence  I  would  present 
the  matter. 

I  will  appreciate  such  time  as  mlpht 
be  needed  to  [u-esent  our  side  of  this 
matter  to  the  House. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  amendment  is  not 
in  the  conference  report.  It  is  reported 
in  disagreement  and  motions  will  be 
made  at  that  time,  and  at  that  time  I 
will  yield  time  to  the  gentleman  if  he 
so  desires. 

Mr.  WHITTEN  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  que.stion  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  caU 
the  first  amendmmt  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  accord- 
ance with  what  I  said  prior  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  House  consider 
en  bloc  those  amendments  which  are  in 
technical  disagreement  and  up>on  which 
the  conference  has  agreed  to  recede  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendments  as 
follows : 

Amendments  Nos.  2,  6,  8,  10,  12.  16,  18,  18. 
20.  25,  30.  31.  32,  and  42. 

The  SPELAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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The  Clerk  read  the  amendments,  as 
follows : 
Amendment  lib.  3:  Page  1,  line  10,  Insert: 
"Por  payment  to  Roxemary  T.  MclCabon, 
widow  of   Brlen  Ifclfabon.  late  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut.  $12Ji00." 
Amendment  No.  8:  Page  2,  line  22.  insert: 
"Offlce  of  the  Secretary:   KSectlve  ICarch 
1,    1953,   the   appropriation   for    salaries   of 
officers   and   employees   of   the   Senate   con- 
tained In  the  LeglslatlTe  Branch  Appropria- 
tion Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1953  is  made  avail- 
able for  the  compenaation  of  1  camera  and 
sound  engineer,  Joint  Recording  Facility,  at 
the  basic  rate  of  $4,060  per  annum,  and   1 
shipping  clerk.  Joint  Recording  Facility,  at 
'.he  baaic  rate  of  $1,500  per  annum." 
Amendment  No.  8:  Page  3,  line  6,  Insert: 
"Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  For  an  ad- 
ditional amount  for  salaries  for  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing,  at  rates  to  be  fixed 
by  the  committee,  $565.** 
Amendment  No.  10:  Page  S,  line  17,  iiuert: 
"Vice  President's  automobile:  For  an  ad- 
ditional   amount    for    purehaae.    exchange, 
driving,   maintenance,  and  operation  of  an 
automobUe  for  the  Vice  President.  $980." 
Amendment  No.  12:  Page  4.  line  7,  Insert: 

"Salaries,  officers  and  employees 
"Office  of  the  Clerk:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  the  'Office  of  the  Clerk'.  $3335  to 
be  available  for  the  convpensation  of  one  edi- 
tor and  laboratory  supervisor,  effective  March 
1.  1953.  at  a  basic  rate  of  $4,030  per  annum, 
and  one  script  writer  and  general  secretary, 
effective  March  1,  1953,  at  a  basic  rate  of 
$2,500  per  annum.  Joint  Recording  Faculty." 
Amendment  No.  18:  Page  6.  line  19.  Insert: 
"Senate  Restaurant:  For  repairs,  im- 
provements, furnlahings  and  equipment  for 
the  Senate  Restaurant.  Capitol  Building,  in- 
cluding personal  and  other  services,  $1,600, 
to  be  expended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capi- 
tol under  the  supervision  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  without 
regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  SUt- 
utes,  as  amended." 

Amendment  No.  18:  Page  8.  line  4,  insert: 

"SUPaXlCX    COUtT    OF    THB     UMllUt    BTATBB 

'Preparation  of  rules  for  civil  procedure 

"Por  expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court  inci- 
dent to  proposed  amendments  or  additions 
to  the  rules  of  clvU  procedure  for  the  United 
States  district  courts  pursuant  to  title  28. 
United  SUtes  Code,  section  2072.  to  be  ex- 
pended as  the  Chief  Justice  in  his  discre- 
tion may  approve.  Including  personal  serv- 
ices in  the  EMstrtct  of  Columbia,  printing  and 
binding,  and  per  diem  allowances  in  lieu  of 
actual  expenses  for  subsistence  at  ratea  to 
be  fixed  by  him  not  to  exceed  $10  per  day. 
$11,500.  to  remain  available  until  June  30. 
1954." 

Amendment  No.  19:  Page  7,  line  16.  insert 
-of  which  $1,000,000  shall  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  appropriation  for  Inter- 
national Information  and  educational  activi- 
ties'. Department  of  State  AppropriaUon  Act, 
1953." 

Amendment  No.  20:  Page  7.  line  20,  In- 
sert: 

"DEPaXTMKKT  OF  JUSTIC* 

"The  Attorney  General  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  transfer  from  appropriations  con- 
tained In  the  Department  of  Justice  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1983,  not  to  exceed  $270,000 
to  the  appropriation  'Pees  and  expenses  of 
witnefaes.  Justice',  1953.  and  not  to  exceed 
$600,000  to  the  appropriation  'Support  of 
United  States  prisoners.  Federal  prlaon  sys- 
tem'.  1953." 

Amendment  No.  25:  Page  10,  line  1.  In- 
sert: 

"C:aims 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'claims'. 
$300,000.  to  be  derived  by  transfer  from 
the  appropriation  TranaportatlcA  of  mails', 
fiscal  year  1953," 


Amendment  No.  SO:  Pas*  U,  Una  22,  In- 
sert: 

'Salaries  and  expenses 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expensea*.  $7,000.  to  be  derived  by  trans- 
fer from  the  appropriation  'Salaries  and  ex- 
penses'. National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board, 
fiscal  year  1953." 

Amendment  No.  31:  Page  18.  line  3.  In- 
sert: 

"Arbitration  and  emergency  boards 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Arbitra- 
tion and  emergency  boards',  $10,000,  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  the  appropriation 
"Salaries  and  expenses'.  National  Railroad 
Adjustment  Board,  fiscal  year  1953." 

Amendment  No.  32:  Page  13,  line  8.  Insert: 

"HATIONAI.     KAnaOAD     ADJT7STMKITT     BOAXO 

"Salaries  and  expenses 

"The  amount  made  available  under  this 
head  In  the  National  Mediation  Board  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1953,  exclusively  for  com- 
pensation and  expenses  of  referees  Is  de- 
creased   from    '$216,000'    to    '$199,000.' " 

Amendment  No.  42:  Page  20,  line  20.  Insert: 

"CHAPTia   X 

"Claims  for  damages,  audited  claims,  end 
judgments 
"For  payment  of  claims  for  damages  aa 
settled  and  determined  by  departments  and 
agencies  In  accord  with  law,  audited  claims 
certified  to  be  due  by  the  General  Account- 
ing Office,  and  Judgments  rendered  against 
the  United  States  by  United  States  district 
courts  and  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims,  as  set  forth  In  Senate  Document 
No.  19,  88d  Congress.  $13J230.038,  together 
with  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to 
pay  Interest  (as  and  when  specified  In  such 
Judgments  or  In  certain  of  the  settlements 
of  the  General  Accounting  Offlce  or  provided 
by  law)  and  such  additional  sums  due  to  In- 
creases Ir.  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  pay  claims  In  foreign  currency:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  Judgment  herein  appropri- 
ated for  shall  be  paid  untU  It  shall  have 
become  final  and  conclusive  against  the 
United  States  by  faUiire  of  the  parties  to 
appeal  or  otherwise :  Provided  further.  That, 
unless  otherwise  speclflcally  required  by  law 
or  by  the  Judgment,  payment  of  Interest 
wherever  appropriated  for  herein  shall  not 
continue  for  more  than  30  days  after  the  date 
of  approval  of  this  act." 

Mr.  TABER  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabxx  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  those  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  6,  8,  10.  12,  16,  18. 
19.  30.  25.  30,  31.  32.  42  and  concur  therein, 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  BailktI. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  for  the  purpose  of 
explaining  amendment  No.  28.  You  will 
recall  that  about  2  weeks  ago,  when  this 
legislation  was  before  the  House.  I  of- 
fered an  amendment  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  certain  supervisory  funds 
from  the  OCBce  of  Education  to  General 
Services.  I  note  in  the  conference  report 
the  Senate  receded  from  its  position.  I 
asked  for  $145,000.  The  Senate  had  put 
In  the  bill  which  went  to  conference 
$125,000,  .ttlch  cut  the  item  from  $145.- 
000.  in  the  same  ratio  that  they  cut  the 
$24  million  back  to  $20.5  million. 

There  Is  nothing  that  can  be  done 
about  It  at  this  time,  but  I  want  the 
Ricou  to  show  that  you  are  going  to 
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have  difficulty  In  administering  this  law, 
because  General  Services  does  not  have 
the  money  which  is  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  Offlce  of  Education,  to  cover  the  cost 
of  this  supervisory  work.  I  think  it 
should  be  notice  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations that  additional  funds  will 
have  to  go  into  the  regular  appropriation 
bill  which  will  become  effective  July  1  to 
cover  this  cost.  They  positively  cannot 
administer  this  law  without  these  funds 
to  pay  General  Services. 

May  I  add.  if  the  gentleman  will  bear 
with  me.  that  as  the  author  and  sponsor 
of  this  legislation  J.  particularly  wrote 
into  the  legislation  words  that  would  pro- 
hibit the  Office  of  Education  from  setting 
up  an  engineering  supervisory  staff,  and 
directed  them  to  enter  into  an  agreement 
with  some  other  governmental  agency, 
which  they  did  with  General  Services. 
It  is  a  matter  of  economy,  and  it  is  the 
best  way  I  know  to  keep  the  Office  of 
Education  from  setting  up  a  costly  staff 
of  its  own.  that  we  make  the  money 
available  to  pay  General  Services  for  this 
supervisory  work. 

I  thank  the  gentleman  for  giving  me 
this  opportunity  to  clarify  the  Record. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  evi- 
dence showed  that  the  outfit  had  spent 
too  much  money  on  administration;  that 
it  is  supposed  to  have  too  many  person- 
nel employees,  too  many  bookkeepers  and 
accountants,  and  that  sort  of  thing. 
That  is  the  basis  for  the  attitude  of  the 
committee. 

I  move  the  previous  question,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  24:  Page  9.  line  21,  insert: 
"Postal  operations 

"Por  an  additional  amount  for  'Postal  op- 
erations', $28,000,000,  to  be  derived  by  trans- 
fer from  the  appropriation  "Transportation 
of  malls',  fiscal  year  1953." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  No.  24,  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Tabex  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  24.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  of  "$2&000.000"  in  said  amendment. 
Insert  "$24,000,000." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  No.  27:  Page  11.  line  18,  insert 
":  Provided,  That  for  the  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning July  1.  1953,  and  for  the  succeeding 
fiscal  year,  each  local  educational  agency  of 
a  State,  which  provides  free  public  educa- 
tion during  such  year  for  children  who  re- 
side with  a  parent  employed  on  Federal 
property  situated  within  reasonable  com- 
muting distance  from  the  school  district  of 
such  agency  but  not  within  the  same  State, 
shall  be  entitled  to  payments  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3  (b)  of  Public  Law  874. 
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81st  Ck>iigren,  with  respect  to  such  children 
In  the  same  manner  as  If  such  Federal 
property  were  situated  In  the  same  State  as 
such  agency." 

Ifr.  TABER.  Mi.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

llr.  Tabb  moves  that  the  House  recede  from 
its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  27,  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert 
•*:  Prot?ld«d.  That  for  the  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning July  1,  1952,  and  for  the  succeeding  fis- 
cal year,  each  local  educational  agency  of  a 
State,  which  provides  free  public  education 
during  such  year  for  children  who  reside  with 
a  parent  employed  by  the  Department  of  De- 
fense on  Federal  property,  other  than  In  the 
District  of  Columbia,  situated  within  reason- 
able commuting  distance  from  the  school  dis- 
trict of  such  agency  but  not  within  the  same 
State,  shall  be  entitled  to  payments  under 
the  provlBlons  of  section  3  (b)  of  Public 
Law  874,  81st  Congress,  with  respect  to  such 
children  in  the  same  manner  as  If  such 
Federal  property  were  situated  In  the  same 
State  as  such  agency." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  33:  Page  13,  line  14, 
Insert : 
"Chaftxk  V — Dkpaitmint  or  Agkicultttkx 

"RUKAL    ELSCTSmCATION    AOKTMSTRATION 

"Loan  authorizations 

"The  basic  amount  authorized  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act, 
1953,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  rural  electrification 
program  is  decreased  from  '$50,000,000'  to 
'$35,000,000,'  and  the  basic  amount  author- 
ized by  said  act  to  be  borrowed  for  the  rural 
telephone  program  Is  Increased  from  '$25,- 
000,000'  to  '$40,000,000'." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate Eimendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Tabzx  moves  that  the  House  recede  from 
Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  33,  and  concur  tnerein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  of  "$40,000,000"  named  In  said  amend- 
ment, insert  "$35,000,000. " 

Mr.  TABER.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  desire  time? 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  I  do.  If  the  gentle- 
man please. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Whittin]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  this  opportunity  to 
present  the  other  side  in  this  matter. 
We  are  opposed  to  the  gentleman's  mo- 
tion, which  would  reduce  the  REA  au- 
thorization for  loans  by  $i5  million  and 
would  increase  the  loan  authorization 
for  rural  telephones.  In  taking  this 
action  I  am  speaking  for  the  gentleman 
from  liiinnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 
who  is  chairman  of  this  subcommittee. 
The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H. 
Carl  Andersen  1  and  I  are  both  for  the 
Increase  in  loan  authorization  for  rural 
telephone  loans  but  we  believe  such  in- 
croMe  should  not  be  at  the  expense  of 
redtMliig  loan  authorizations  for  elec- 
tito  powfr  loans.     If  you  will  help  us 


defeat  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  I  will  offer  a  motion  increas- 
ing the  authorization  for  telephone 
loans,  which  is  badly  needed  but  which 
will  not  reduce  REA  authorizations. 

Our  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations, 
of  which  I  was  chairman  last  year  and 
which  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  heads  this  year, 
in  its  report  last  year  committed  itself  to 
approving  additional  loan  authorizations 
for  the  telephone  program  if  the  number 
of  loan  requests  required  it. 

In  our  report  we  stated: 

While  there  wore  some  indications  from 
witnesses  appearing  before  the  committee 
tliat  a  total  of  $50  million  would  be  required 
for  the  telephone  program  next  year,  the 
committee  has  decided  to  recommend  the 
amount  provided  in  the  budget  together 
with  a  contingency  fund  of  $10  million. 
The  record  of  Congress  on  these  programs 
over  the  years  is  such  that  tlie  committee 
feels  that  addlt.onal  funds  will  be  made 
available  if  needed. 

With  a  valuable  program  such  as  this 
just  getting  under  way,  I  believe  it  would 
be  highly  inadvisable  to  practically  shut 
it  down  at  this  point  because  of  the  lack 
of  loan  fimds.  We  must  remember,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  these  are  loan  funds  and 
not  direct  appropriations.  These  funds 
are  borrowed  from  the  Treasury  for 
making  loans  to  rural  cooperatives  and 
will,  as  experience  has  shown  us,  be 
practically  fully  repaid  plus  interest, 
there  is  no  ultimate  cost  to  the  taxpayers 
and  unless  loan  applications  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  law,  the  money  will 
not  be  withdrawn  from  the  Treasury  at 
all.  In  this  connection,  I  wish  to  again 
call  to  your  attention  the  splendid  re- 
payment record  of  Rural  Electrification, 
which  is  unuKually  good.  The  latest 
data  available  to  our  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  for  Agriculture  shows 
that  delinquency  in  repayments  is  run- 
ning less  than  two-tenths  of  1  percent. 
Based  on  this  splendid  record,  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  can  be  little  doubt  as  to 
the  eventual  repayment  of  practically  all 
of  the  loan  funds  made  available  by  Con- 
gress for  the  REA  and  the  REA  tele- 
phone program. 

In  January  when  the  initial  request  for 
an  additional  $15  million  in  loan  author- 
ization for  thiK  fiscal  year  was  allocated, 
we  had  in  mind  then  that  only  atwut  33 
of  the  most  urgent  pending  cases  of  the 
611  applications  on  hand  prior  to  June  30 
could  be  taken  care  of.  Please  also  keep 
in  mind  that  most  of  these  urgent  cases 
are  those  whei-e  loans  must  be  approved 
before  June  30  to  enable  borrowers  to 
exercise  options  on  properties  needed 
and  to  meet  other  deadlines  imposed  on 
them  by  State  regulatory  loodies.  Any 
unnecessary  delay  now  vill  create  many 
difficulties  and  in  some  cases  direct 
financial  loss  for  these  applicants.  So 
much  for  the  need  on  increase  in  loan 
authorizations  for  the  rural  telephone 
program. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  REA  and  the 
rural  telephone  programs  are  two  en- 
tirely different  operations.  There  is  no 
reason,  in  my  opinion,  to  penalize  the 
REA  by  reducing  its  loan  authorizations 
$15  million  to  give  the  rural  telephone 
program  an  increase  in  loan  authoriza- 
tion of  $10  million.  If  requests  for  tele- 
phone loans  are  sound  they  should  be 


authorized.  If  electricity  loan  requests 
are  sound  they  should  loe  made.  Cer- 
tainly to  obtain  a  loan  for  one  should 
not  he  made  contingent  upon  turning 
down  a  sound  application  of  the  other. 
May  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  this  particular  item  was  not 
referred  to  our  Subcommittee  on  Appro- 
priations for  Agriculture,  as  would  have 
been  the  normal  course.  This  language 
adding  to  one  program  at  the  expense  of 
the  other  was  put  in  the  bill  by  the  Sen- 
ate and  consequently  our  subcommittee 
which  would  ordinarily  be  concerned 
with  these  items  is  now  giving  them  the 
first  consideration  pKJSsible.  I  respect- 
fully urge  the  House  to  leave  the  deci- 
sion as  to  how  much  loan  funds  REA 
should  have  to  our  Subcommittee  on  Ap- 
propriations for  Agriculture.  We  should 
not  reduce  retroactively  without  a  proper 
hearing.  If  it  proves  that  the  program 
does  not  need  the  present  existing  loan 
funds,  we  will  take  that  into  account 
when  considering  the  authorization  for 
this  coming  year.  Today — In  this  par- 
ticular bill — is  no  place  to  make  that 
decision.  I  do  not  recall  any  similar  in- 
stance in  the  past  years  where  in  order 
to  give  one  program  needed  funds,  we 
took  a  larger  amount  or  more  from  an- 
other. It  is  not  good  legislative  proce- 
dure. 

I  want  to  say  that  the  REA  program  is 
a  loan  program  that  pays  2  percent  In- 
terest on  all  loans.  The  committee,  con- 
trary to  a  statement  made  by  the  budget 
officer,  which  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  will  present  to  you,  the 
subcommittee  last  year  and  the  Congress 
stated  and  have  repeatedly  stated  that  If 
further  loan  authorization  were  needed 
to  carry  out  the  law  for  the  REA  pro- 
gram they  would  be  provided;  and  I 
want  to  be  absolutely  certain  that  that 
will  be  done. 

Bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  repay- 
ment rate  is  sufficiently  good  that  less 
than  two-tenths  of  1  percent  of  the  bor- 
rowers from  REA  are  as  much  as  30  days 
in  arrears  on  repayments. 

Last  year  we  made  provision  for  the 
REA  program,  but  in  December  of  this 
year  they  were  told  to  cancel  out  and 
rescind  $30  million.  Now  it  is  said  that 
with  that  $30  million  in  loans  canceled 
you  can  take  this  $15  million  away  from 
them.  I  do  not  know  that  the  REA 
should  have  withdrawn  that  $30  million 
of  loans  which  they  had  some  time  be- 
fore approved,  do  you?  Our  committee 
has  had  no  opportimity  to  study  such 
action. 

It  could  be  the  Congress  after  our  com- 
mittee hearings  would  wish  to  direct  the 
Department  to  restore  their  approval  to 
such  loans.  It  may  not,  but  until  we 
have  hearings  on  this  matter,  how  can 
we  justify  reducing  the  authorization 
provided  last  year. 

Who  told  the  REA  to  rescind  these 
loans?  I  do  not  know,  do  you?  I,  too, 
believe  in  a  rural  telephone  program 
where  the  requirements  of  the  law  are 
met,  but  I  cannot  see  how  you  can  say 
to  anybody  In  this  country  that  we  will 
help  you  by  lending  you  money  for  a 
telephone  if  you  wiU  do  without  lights  or 
if  somebody  else  will  do  without  lights. 
The  user  and  his  co-op  borrower  pay  for 
either  with  interest. 
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The  budget  officer  has  sent  down  a 
letter  saying  that  in  Tlew  of  rescinding 
of  $30  million  of  loans  In  December  1952, 
they  can  take  $15  million  from  the 
$30  million,  but  in  so  doing  they  limit 
to  that  extent  the  funds  that  would  be 
available  under  the  actions  of  our  sub- 
committee of  last  }'ear  which  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Congi«ss.  As  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Anderskk)  has  so  ably  argued  this  is  the 
first  time  In  my  experience,  or  that  I 
remember  of.  that  such  an  occurranee 
as  this  has  taken  place.  I  concur  with 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H. 
Carl  AkderseiiI.  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee, that  it  is  an  imsoimd  prac- 
tice. I  do  not  believe  it  is  sound  to  take 
such  action.  The  late  RBA  Director  in 
one  of  his  last  official  utterances,  said 
the  Increase  in  telephone-loan  authm-- 
izatlons  should  not  be  by  reducing  the 
authorizations  for  electricity  loans. 
Whether  he  was  correct  in  that  state- 
ment our  committee  has  had  no  chance 
to  check.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
infiuenced  Mr.  Roberts  or  not.  but  I  do 
know  that  the  REA  will  not  borrow  a 
dime  from  the  Treasury  until  the  loan 
is  approved.  The  loan  under  the  law 
sets  up  re<|uirement8  to  be  met  before 
a  loan  is  made.  If  the  authorization  is 
larger  than  the  total  number  of  loan 
applications  which  are  determined  to  be 
sound,  the  money  will  not  be  taken  from 
the  Treasury.  In  fact,  when  a  loan  is 
granted,  the  money  is  not  withdrawn 
from  the  Trea3ury  ezoepi  as  expended 
for  labor  and  materials  and  other  pur- 
poses for  which  the  loans  were  granted. 

The  law  states  the  basis  upon  which 
the  loan  shall  be  made  available  and  if 
applicants  qualify  and  show  it  will  be 
repaid,  and  the  people  to  be  served  can- 
not otherwise  be  served,  every  Member 
of  this  Congress,  with  a  few  exceptions. 
would  like  to  see  those  loans  made  for 
they  have  proven  to  be  sound.  Elec- 
tricity on  the  farms,  on  loans,  repaid 
with  interest  is  one  of  the  best  ways  to 
balance  the  budget  I  know  of.  Today 
16  percent  of  the  farms  of  this  country 
that  do  not  have  electricity  and  many  of 
the  84  percent  which  do  have  service 
have  an  Inadequate  supply-  There  has 
been  a  10  percent  increase  in  the  use  of 
electricity  by  those  who  are  already  on 
the  lines.  But  there  is  hardly  a  syston 
in  the  United  States  that  does  not  need 
some  replacement  of  lines  so  that  they 
will  bring  better  service  to  the  country. 
Let  me  tell  you  also  that  64  percent  of  all 
the  power  that  all  of  the  REA's  use  is 
bought  from  the  private  power  com- 
panies. One  of  the  best  customers  of 
the  private  power  company  is  the  REA. 

I  say  to  you,  do  not  by  this  action  say 
that  the  Congress  will  lend  to  rural  peo- 
ple money  for  a  telephone  if  somebody 
will  do  without  lights.  Do  not  be  mis- 
led by  the  statement  that  will  imdoubt- 
edly  be  made  that  the  budget  officer  says 
you  can  do  this  snd  take  it  out  of  the 
$30  million.  We  may,  and  I  do  not 
know,  but  we  may  want  to  make  them 
go  ahead  with  a  part  of  that  $30  million 
they  took  back  after  approval.  Per- 
haps we  will  not  but  let  ua  know  the 
facts.  If  there  in  going  to  be  any  re- 
striction in  the  RKA  development  of  this 
country,  because  of  acttoa  by  the  Budget 


Bureau  or  the  Executive  Department, 
let  the  responsibility  be  fixed.  Do  not 
let  it  be  because  of  congressional  action 
on  last  year's  authorization.  Loan  ap- 
plications should  not  be  approved  unless 
they  are  soimd.  but  if  they  are  sotmd, 
they  should,  period. 

I  want  to  repeat  again,  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee.  Hon.  H.  «Carl 
Andersen,  of  Minnesota,  says  this 
Is  the  first  time  he  has  seen  this 
course  followed.  He  is  strongly  opposed 
to  the  Taber  motion  and  has  approved 
the  motion  I  shall  offer.  I  assure  you 
when  the  matter  comes  before  our  sub- 
committee we  will  give  proper  attention 
to  It.  If  the  pending  motion  is  defeated 
I  will  offer  the  amendment  which  I  have 
discussed. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  my- 
self such  time  as  I  may  use. 

Mr.  Speaker,  your  conferees  gave  every 
consideration  to  the  statements  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen].  I  talked  to  him  for  a  half 
hour  on  this  matter.  We  gave  every 
consideration  to  the  actual  situation  of 
the  REA  funds  and  we  found  certain 
facts  to  exist.  I  have  here  a  letter  from 
Ralph  Roberts,  budget  officer  of  the  De- 
F>artment  of  Agriculture,  dated  March 
18, 1953,  which  reads  as  follows: 

DBPAXTteufT  or  Agiicttltuu, 

March  18,  195  J. 
Hon.  John  Tabxr. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  ApproprUi' 
tiona.  House  of  Representatives. 
DsAS  Mr.  Tabbr:  This  wlU  confirm  Infor- 
mation given  you  during  o\ir  telejAone  con- 
versation this  afternoon  regarding  the  cur- 
rent status  of  loan  funds  availahle  In  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Funds  avaUable  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  electrification  loans.  Including  balances 
carried  forward  as  well  as  the  current  author- 
iaatlOQ  carried  In  the  19S3  Agricultural  Ap- 
propriation Act.  total  $197,208,000.  Inas- 
much as  a  loan  program  of  $166  million  was 
planned  and  approved  by  the  Congress  for 
the  fiscal  year  1963,  there  will  be  an  \uiused 
balance  of  $32,298,000  in  loan  fimds  as  of 
June  90,  1963.  If  the  Congress  approves  lan- 
guage inserted  by  the  Senate  in  the  second 
supplemental  appropriation  bill,  1963.  $15 
million  of  these  funds  will  be  transferred  for 
additional  telephone  loans  to  be  made  be- 
tween now  and  June  30.  Accordingly,  the 
transfer  will  not  have  the  effect  of  reducing 
the  electrification  loan  program  In  fiscal 
year  19S3. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Ralph  Robsbts, 

Budget  Offlcer. 

On  top  of  that  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  when  the  budget  went 
to  the  Senate  the  Budget  Director  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  funds  for  elec- 
trification loans  are  in.  an  excessive 
amount  needed  for  canying  out  the 
current  year's  planned  program. 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  wondered  if  the 
gentleman  is  aware — I  am  sure  he  Is — 
that  the  REA  loan  authorization  is  based 
on  a  formula,  and  while  there  might  be 
fimds  available  within  the  total,  due  to 
the  formula,  they  may  be  completely  ex- 
hausted in  a  particular  State,  and  the 
fact  that  the  total  amount  authorized 
is  not  committed  would  not  change  that. 
I  wonder  further  if  the  gentleman  is 


aware  that  the  subcommittee  and  the 
Congress  has  given  assurance  each  year 
that  if  the  requirements  of  the  law  were 
met  by  applicants  for  locms,  and  addi- 
tional funds  were  needed,  they  would  be 
provided.  The  program  that  the  budget 
offlcer  lists  is  not  correct  when  he  men- 
tions the  amount  that  was  set  up  for  it, 
because  we  directed  further,  and  a  state- 
ment in  our  report  on  the  telephone  pro- 
gram will  show,  that  if  the  requirements 
of  the  law  were  met,  that  those  additional 
funds  would  be  provided. 

Mr.  TABER.  We  are  aware  of  Just 
what  the  subcommittee  has  done.  We 
know  that  the  adoption  of  this  motion 
will  not  in  any  way  impair  the  operations 
of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Whitten)  there 
were — ayes  69,  noes  54. 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Obviously  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

llie  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  165.  nays  191,  not  voting  75, 
as  follows: 


[Roll  No.  18] 

YEAS— 166 

Allen,  Caltf . 

Pogarty 

Mumma 

Allen,  m. 

Pord 

Neal 

AngeU 

PreUnghuysen 

Nelson 

Arends 

Priedel 

Nicholson 

Auchindos* 

Pulton 

Norblad 

Ayres 

Oavln 

Oakman 

Bates 

Oolden 

Osmera 

Belcher 

Ooodwtn 

Ostertag 

Bender 

Graham 

Patterson 

Bentley 

Oubeer 

PeUy 

Betts 

Hale 

PblUliN 

Bishop 

Halleck 

Prouty 

Bolton. 

Hand 

Radwan 

Prances  P. 

Hubert 

Bay 

Bolton. 

Heselton 

Reed.ni. 

OUTerP. 

Hess 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Bonln 

Hlestand 

Rieblman 

BoscJi 

HiUelson 

Robslon.Ky. 

Bow 

EUnshaw 

Rogers.  Mass. 

BramMett 

Hoffman,  m. 

Rooney 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

St.  George 

Brownson 

HoK 

Baylor 

BroyhiU 

Hosmer 

Schenck 

Budge 

HruEka 

Scott 

Busbey 

Jackson 

Secrest 

Biish 

James 

Seely-Brown 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Jenkins 

Shafer 

Canfield 

Jensen 

Short 

Carries 

Jonas,  III. 

SmaU 

Cederberg 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Smith.  Wis, 

Chenoweth 

Kean 

Springer 

Chlperfleld 

Kearney 

Stauffer 

Church 

Keams 

StrlngfeUoW 

Clevenger 

Keating 

Taber 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Kersten.  Wis. 

Taylor 

Coon 

KUbum 

Thomas 

Corbett 

King,  Pa. 

Thompson. 

Cotton 

Knox 

Mich. 

Ooudert 

Krueger 

Utt 

Cretella 

lAlrd 

Van  Pelt 

Crumpacker 

LeCompte 

Van  Zantft 

CurtU.  Mass. 

Lyle 

Velde 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McOonnell 

Vorys 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Mcculloch 

VuraeU 

Dague 

McDonough 

Wain  Wright 

Davis,  Wis. 

McGregor 

Wamplcr 

Dawson,  Utah 

McVey 

War  barton 

Derounlan 

Mack,  Wash. 

Welcbel 

Dcvereux 

MallUard 

Wharton 

Dondero 

Mason 

Widnall 

MeMier 

Wlgglesworth 

KUsworth 

Memn 

Wilson.  Calif. 

Bngle 

PaUon 

MUler.  Md. 

Tates 

Penton 

MUler,  N.  7. 

Toung 

Kno 

Morano 

Totmger 

ll^P 

^^ 

^-^^ 

^8%j 

1^1 

IS* 

^..  ^MJB'VJ 

fltS^i 

'R?'^ 

^y-S*  *■ 

^S 

R: 

"^^^^^M 

^?W 

if^iS^ 

8*^ ' 

'j^ga 

^ffe 

;\ii| 

K 

*-.;- 
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NATS— 191 


ti 


i; 


Abbltt 

Grant 

Patten 

Abemethy 

Green 

Perkins 

Addonlslo 

Gregory 

Pfoet 

Albwt 

Oroaa 

PhUbln 

Alexander 

Uagen,  Minn. 

PUcher 

Andreaen, 

Haley 

Poage 

August  H. 

Harden 

Polk 

Andrews 

Harris 

PoweU 

A«pln«U 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Preston 

Bailey 

Harrison,  Va. 

Priest 

Baker 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Rains 

Battle 

Harvey 

Raybum 

Beamer 

Hays.  Ark. 

Reams 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Hill 

Rees,  Kans. 

Bennett.  Mich 

.   Hoeven 

Regan 

Bentsen 

Hollfleld 

Rhodes.  ArlB. 

Berry 

Holmes 

Rhodes.  Pa. 

BUtnlk 

HoltEman 

Richards 

Boggs 

Hope 

RUey 

Boland 

HoweU 

Roberts 

Bonner 

Ikard 

Robeson,  Va. 

Bray 

Javlta 

Rodlno 

Brooks,  La. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rogers.  Oolo. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Jones.  N.C. 

Rogers.  Fla. 

Brown,  Oa. 

Judd 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Bucbanan 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Roosevelt 

Burdlck 

Kee 

Bcrlvner 

Byrd 

King.  Calif. 

Selden 

Camp 

Klrwan 

Sheppard 

Carlyle 

Klein 

Shuford 

Camahan 

KliKzynskl 

Slemlnskl 

Cole,  Mo. 

Iiandrum 

Bikes 

Colmer 

Lane 

Simpson,  m. 

Cooley 

Lanham 

Smith.  Kans. 

Cooper 

Lantaff 

Smith.  Miss. 

Cunningham 

Ltmlnskl 

Smith.  Va. 

Davis,  Oa. 

Lovre 

"Vpence 
Staggers 

DavlB,  Tenn. 

Lucas 

Deane 

McCarthy 

Steed 

Delaney 

McMillan 

Sullivan 

Dempsey 

Machrowlcs 

Sutton 

D'Bwart 

Mack.  HI. 

TaUe 

Dies 

Madden 

Teague 

DolUnger 

Magnuson 

Thompson.  La. 

DoUlver 

Mahon 

Thorn  berry 

Donohua 

Metcalf 

ToUefson 

r>owdy 

Miller.  Calif. 

Trimble 

Eberharter 

Miller,  Kans. 

Vinson 

Edmondson 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Walter 

Elliott 

Mills 

Watts 

Evlns 

Mollohan 

Wheeler 

Fernandes 

Morgan 

Wbltten 

Pine 

Morrison 

Wickersham 

Fisher 

Moss 

Wler 

Forand 

Multer 

Williams.  Miss. 

Forrester 

Murray 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Fountain 

03nen.  ni. 

WUlls 

Frazier 

03nen.  Mich. 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Gary 

O'Hara.  HI. 

Wilson.  Tex. 

Oatbinga 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

Wlnstead 

Gentry 

O'Konskl 

Withers 

George 

CNeUl 

Wlthrow 

Gordon 

Passman 

Yorty 

Oranahan 

Patman 

Zablockl 

NCyr  VOTINO— 75 

Adair 

Doyle 

McCormack 

Andersen. 

Durham 

Mclntire 

H.Carl 

Felghan 

Marshall 

Harden 

Gamble 

Martin.  Iowa 

Barrett 

GarmaU 

Matthews 

Becker 

Owlnn 

Moulder 

Boiling 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Norrell 

Boykln 

Hardy 

OBrlen,  N.  T. 

Buckley 

Hart 

Pillion 

Burleson 

Hays.  Ohio 

Poff 

Byrne.  Pa. 

Heller 

Poulson 

Campbell 

Herlong 

Price 

Cannon 

Hillings 

Rabaut 

Case 

Horan 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Celler 

Hull 

Rivers 

Chatham 

Hunter 

Sadlak 

Cheir 

Hyde 

Scherer 

Chudoff 

Jarman 

Scudder 

Clardy 

Johnson 

Sheehan 

Condon 

Jonea,  Mo. 

Shelley 

Crosaer 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Simpson.  Pa. 

Dawson,  111. 

Kelly,  N.  T. 

Thompeon,  Tex 

DlngeU 

Keogh 

Westland 

Dodd 

Kllday 

Wolcott 

Donovan 

Trfttham 

Dorn.  S.  C. 

Long 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Hillings  for,  with  Mr.  McCormack 
against. 

Mr.   Scherer  for.   with  Mr.  Dodd   against. 

Mr.  Sheehan  for.  with  Mr.  Price  against. 

Mr.  Latham  for.  with  Mr.  Moulder  against. 

Mr.  Mclntire  for,  with  Mr.  Hart  against. 

ICr.  Case  for,  with  Mr.  Campbell  against. 


Mr.  Becker  for,  with  Mr.  Herlong  against. 

Mr.  Gamble  for,  with  Mr.  Barrett  against. 

Mr.  Owlnn  for.  with  Mr.  Garmatz  against. 

Mr.  Poulson  for.  with  Mr.  Celler  against. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Chatham  against. 

Mr.  Sadlak  for,  with  Mr.  Thompson  of 
Texas  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

M^  Horan  with  Mr.  Keogh. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Heller. 

Mr.  Westland  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  with  Iilr.  03rien 
of  New  York. 

Mr.  Wolcott  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Johnson  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsy- 
vanla. 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Chudoff. 

Mr.  Pillion  with  Mr.  IiAtthews. 

Mr.  Scudder  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

Mr.  Hyde  with  Mr.  Boiling. 

Mr.  Hunter  with  Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  Clardy  with  Mr.  Doyle. 

Mr.  H.   Carl  Andersen  with  Mr.  Felghan 

Messrs.  D'EWART  and  HARRISON  of 
Wyoming  changed  their  vote  from 
"yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  WHrmi*  moves  that  the  House  re- 
cede from  its  disagreement  on  amendment 
No.  33  and  concur  with  an  amendment  tu 
read  as  follows: 

"The  basic  amount  authorized  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act, 
1953,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  rural  telephone  pro- 
gram. Is  Increased  from  $25  million  to  $35 
million." 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  might 
say  my  motion  provides  an  increase  of 
$10  million  in  loan  authorization  for  the 
telephone  program.  It  accepts  the  fig- 
ures of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
as  the  difference  being  that  it  is  not 
deducted  from  the  REA  authorization 
passed  last  year  as  Mr.  Taber's  motion 
would  have  done. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  budget 
and  the  budget  officer  of  the  Department 
have  said  that  the  money  for  this  purpose 
could  be  taken  away  from  the  REA  with- 
out any  harm.  If  we  are  ever  going  to 
save  a  dollar  and  redeem  the  pledges  that 
we  made  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  time  for  us  to  do  so  now.  If 
there  was  any  reason  for  it,  I  would  not 
fuss  so  much  about  this,  but  if  we  are 
going  to  start*  irresponsibly,  this  is  the 
way  to  do  it. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is 
not  an  expenditure  of  funds  but  an  au- 
•  thorization.  If  the  applicants  do  not 
meet  requirements  the  loans  will  not  be 
made  nor  the  money  spent.  If  the  appli- 
cations qualify,  I  think  the  loans  should 
be  made  for  they  are  sound. 

I  read  the  newspapers  and  the  plat- 
forms last  year  and  I  do  not  recall  ever 
reading  anywhere  that  anybody,  of 
either  party,  ran  on  the  basis  that  they 
would  reduce  the  amount  of  loan  author- 
izations for  the  REA  electricfication  pro- 
gram and  make  such  reduction  retroac- 
tive.   I  take  the  stand  I  took  a  moment 


ago  that  I  am  for  rural-telephone  loans 
where  the  requirements  of  the  law  are 
met,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  you  folks 
believe  we  should  say  you  can  have  a 
loan  for  a  telephone  for  which  you  pay 
if  you  or  somebody  will  do  without  lights. 
The  motion  of  the  gentleman  was  to 
reduce  firm  figures  in  authorizations  that , 
were  passed  last  year,  and  I  helped  to 
sponsor  those,  as  did  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  I  Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  for 
whom  I  spoke.  The  motion  I  now  have 
is  to  give  increased  authorization  for 
loans  for  the  telephone  program  by  $10 
million.  That  is  all  that  is  before  you. 
Those  loans,  too,  will  be  repaid  with  in- 
terest, and  there  is  not  a  finer  record 
in  the  United  States  than  the  repayment 
rate  for  electricity  and  for  rural  tele- 
phones. You  have  Just  now  voted  with 
me  against  taking  this  authorization 
away  from  the  authorization  for  rural 
electricity.  You  voted  down  Mr.  Taber's 
motion  and  I  think  in  the  future  many 
of  you  are  going  to  be  glad  you  did.  Now 
the  only  thing  is.  are  you  going  to  ap- 
prove the  increased  authorization  for 
rural  telephones?  There  Is  a  real  need 
for  the  increased  ceiling.  Here  again 
the  money  will  not  be  loaned  unless  the 
requirements  of  the  law  are  met  as  to 
need  and  as  to  soundness.  Remember 
there  are  over  600  loan  applications  now 
pending. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  The  gentleman  from 
Misssissippi  is  talking  here  about  some- 
thing that  the  subcommittee  on  agrlcul- 
tural  appropriations  has  not  gone  into 
in  detail  this  year  but  will  within  the 
next  few  weeks. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  right.  The 
action  of  our  committee  will  be  for  the 
period  July  1.  1953.  to  July  1.  1954. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  The  Budget  Director  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  as- 
sured the  Members  of  Congress  that 
there  will  be  $32,298,000  in  unused  loan 
funds  available  as  of  June  30,  1953.  Ac- 
cordingly, the  transfer  will  not  have  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  electrification-loan 
program  in  fiscal  year  1953.  It  seems 
strange  after  many  of  us  have  made  cer- 
tain pledges  to  the  people  of  this  Na- 
tion that  we  were  going  lo  come  to  the 
Congress  this  year  and  work  for  the  re- 
duction of  spending  authorizations,  that, 
on  one  of  the  first  votes  where  we  can 
actually  reduce  authorizations  which  are 
not  necessary  for  an  agency  this  year, 
we  are  willing  to  vote  $10  million  of  new 
money  that  is  not  needed  at  this  time. 
The  amendment,  of  our  distinguished 
Chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, transferring  $10  million  of  un- 
spent loan  funds  from  electricity  loans 
to  telephone  loaas  for  the  remaining  part 
of  fiscal  year  1953  should  have  carried. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
pledges  you  made  to  reduce  the  loan  au- 
thorization for  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration  electric  program  or  the 
telephone  program  which  was  passed  last 
year.  The  law  specifies  that  not  a  dollar 
shall  be  loaned  until  certain  require- 
ments of  the  law  are  met;  that  Is,  they 
must  be  economically  sound  so  the  loans 
will  be  repaid.  The  record  shows  they 
are  being  repaid,  less  than  two-tenths  of 
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1  percent  of  all  loans  being  as  much  as  30 
days  in  arrears.  When  the  American 
people  asking  for  such  meet  the  require- 
ments of  that  law,  all  the  Members  of 
Congress  on  both  sides  have  permitted 
them  to  lift  the  ceiling  of  the  loan  au- 
thorizations each  and  every  time.  Each 
time  it  has  led  to  further  development 
of  our  country  on  a  sound  basis.  The 
loans  have  been  sound.  Tou  are  not 
saving  money  by  this  shortsighted  ac- 
tion. I  do  say  that  In  this  Instance  it  is 
only  loan  authorization.  If  the  loans 
are  not  made,  the  money  will  not  come 
out  of  the  Treasury,  even.  The  loans  will 
not  be  made  unless  they  are  10(^ percent 
sound  and  meet  all  the  requirements  of 
the  law.  There  is  not  a  dollar  wasted, 
and  the  loans  will  not  be  made  unless 
the  need  exists.  If  the  need  exists,  if 
the  loan  will  be  repaid  with  interest  I  do 
not  think  anyone  would  want  the  lights 
to  be  turned  off  or  withheld  over  this 
country  when  the  farmers  pay  for  them 
with  interest.  The  same  goes  for  the 
telephone  program.  I  repeat,  why  say. 
"We  will  help  you  to  finance  your  needs 
on  the  telephones,  if  somebody  will  do 
without  lights?"    It  is  not  sound. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  The  gentleman  Is  talk- 
ing about  something  that  has  no  place  in 
this  discussion.  We  have  never  pledged 
to  anybody  appropriations  in  addition  to 
those  actually  needed,  and  that  is  what 
you  are  doing  here.  You  are  authorizing 
unneeded  balances  in  the  electrification 
program.  All  this  amendment  did  was 
transfer  some  of  these  unused  authoriza- 
tions to  the  telephone  program. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Does  anyone  know 
they  will  not  be  needed  or  used  for  the 
rest  of  the  year?  If  the  need  exists,  and 
I  understand  nearly  every  REA  borrower 
needs  to  enlarge  his  lines  to  carry  the 
loads  now  needed  by  the  farmer.  I  have 
had  many  requests  to  urge  the  REA  to 
expedite  loans  for  this  reason.  If  such 
need  is  not  met  by  the  REA  I  wish  to  be 
sure  it  was  not  because  of  action  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  It  Is  an  authorization 
for  spending  in  addition  to  the  requests 
that  have  been  made  upon  the  electrifi- 
cation program.  All  appropriations  are 
merely  authorizations  and  remain  in  the 
Treasury  vmtil  actually  expended.  We 
now  have  too  many  unused  authoriza- 
tions outstanding  in  our  various  Federal 
departments. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Yes,  here  your  ad- 
ministration will  determine  what  loans 
are  made.  They  cannot  be  made  unless 
they  meet  the  requirements  of  the  law. 
and  the  law  provides  the  loans  must  be 
for  service  to  farmers  who  do  not  other- 
wise have  service.  It  further  provides 
that  the  loan  must  be  repaid  with  inter- 
est. If  those  conditions  exist.  I  think 
the  people  ought  to  have  the  loans.  The 
Congress  said  so  last  year.  I  did  not  see 
that  anybody  last  fall  on  either  side 
committed  himself  to  go  back  and  re- 
duce the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis- 
tration authorization  passed  last  year  to 
meet  this  year's  need  for  telephone  loans. 
Our  subcommittee  did  agree  last  year  to 
go  along  with  an  increase  In  the  author- 
ization for  telephone  loans.  Such  need 
has  been  proven,  and  I  thrust  my  motion 
will  be  approved. 


The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  6PEAEJ31.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentieman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  WHiTTBf]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Taber)  there 
were — ayes  80,  noes  97. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ob- 
ject to  the  vote  on  the  groimd  tiiat  a 
quorum  is  not  present,  and  I  make  the 
pomt  of  order  that  a  quorvim  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.  1  Two  hundred  and 
twenty -three  Members  are  present,  a 
quonmi. 

Mr.  WHTTi'EN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were  yeas  171.  nays  174.  not  voting  86, 
as  follows: 


[RoU  No.  IB] 

YKAS— 171 

Abbltt 

Harden 

Patten 

Abemethy 

HarrU 

Perkins 

Addonlslo 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Pfoet 

Albert 

Harrison,  Va. 

Phllbln 

Alexander 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

PUcher 

Andrews 

Harvey 

Poage 

Aspinall 

Hays,  Ark. 

Polk 

Bailey 

Hubert 

PoweU 

BatUe 

Hill 

Preston 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hoeven 

Priest 

Bentsen 

Hollfleld 

Rains 

Berry 

Holmes 

Beams 

Blatnik 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

BoCTB 

Hope 

Richards 

Boland 

Ikard 

RUey 

Bonner 

Javlts 

Roberts 

Brooks,  La. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Robeson,  Va. 

Brooks.  Tex. 

Jones,  Ala! 

Rogers.  Colo. 

Brown,  Oa. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Buchanan 

Judd 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Biirdlck 

Kee 

Roosevelt 

Byrd 

King.  Calif. 

Secrest 

Camp 

Klrwan 

Selden 

Carnahan 

Klfcln 

Sheppard 

Cole.  Mo. 

Klucsynski 

Shuford 

Colmer 

Landrum 

Slemlnskl 

Cooley 

Lane 

Slkea 

Cooper 

Lanham 

Simpson,  m. 

Cimningham 

Lesinski 

Smith,  Kans. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Long 

Smith.  Miss. 

Dawson,  m. 

Lovre 

Smith,  Va. 

Deane 

Lucas 

Spence 

Dempsey 

Lyle 

Staggers 

D-Ewart 

McCarthy 

Steed 

Die* 

McMillan 

SuUlvan 

Dolllnger 

Machrowlcs 

Sutton 

Dolllver 

Magnuson 

Talle 

Donohue 

Mahon 

Teague 

Dowdy 

Metcalf 

Thompson,  La. 

Eberharter 

MUler,  Calif. 

Thomberry 

Elliott 

MUler.  Kans. 

ToUefson 

Evlns 

MlUer,  Nebr. 

Trimble 

Fisher 

Mills 

Vinson 

Forand 

Mollohan 

Walter 

Forrester 

Morgan 

Wampler 

Fountain 

Morrison 

Watts 

Fraaler 

Moes 

Wheeler 

Frledel 

Moulder 

Wliltten 

Gary 

Multer 

Wickersham 

Oathlngs 

Mxirray 

WiUiams,  Miss. 

Gentry 

NorreU 

WUlls 

Golden 

03rien.  Mich. 

Wilson.  Tex. 

Grant 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Wlnstead 

Gregory 

O'Konskl 

Withers 

Gross 

OT*eiU 

Wlthrow 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Passman 

Yorty 

Haley 

Patman 
NATS— 174 

Zablockl 

Allen,  CaUf . 

Bentley 

B\idge 

Allen,  ni. 

Betts 

Busbey 

Andresen. 

Bishop 

Bush 

August  H. 

Bolton. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

AngeU 

Frances  P. 

Canfleld 

Arends 

Bolton, 

Carrlgg 

AiiohinclOM 

Oliver  P. 

Cederberg 

Ayres 

Bonln 

Chenoweth 

Baker 

Boach 

Chiperfleld 

Bates 

Bow 

Church 

Beamer 

Bramblett 

Clevenger 

Belcher 

Brown,  Ohio 

Cole,  N.  T. 

Bender 

Brownson 

Coon 

Bennett,  Fla. 

BroyhtU 

Corbett 

Cotton 

Coudert 

Cretella 

Crumpacker 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Dague 

Davis.  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

Dondero 

Dorn.  N.  T. 

Ellsworth 

Engle 

Fallon 

Fenton 

Fernandes 

Flno 

Pogarty 

Ford 

Frelinghuysen 

Fulton 

Gamble 

Gavin 

George 

Goodwin 

Gordon 

Graham 

Gubeer 

Gwlnn 

Hale 

Halleck 

Hand 

Heselton 

Hess 

Hlestand 

Hillelson 

Hinshaw 

Hoffman,  HI. 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Holt 

Hosmer 

Hruska 

Jackson 


James 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson 

Jonas.  111. 

Kean 

Kearney 

Keams 

Keating 

Kersten.  Wis. 

KUbum 

King,  Pa. 

Knox 

Krueger 

Laird 

LantJtff 

LeOompte 

McConneU 

McCuUoch 

McDonough 

McGregor 

McVey 

Mack,  Wash. 

Madden 

MaUllard 

Mason 

MerriU 

Merrow 

MUler,  Md. 

MUler.  N.  T. 

Morano 

Mumma 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norblad 

O'Brien,  ni. 

O'Hara,  m. 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Patterson 

Pelly 

PiUlllpa 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Ray 


Beed.ni. 
Reed,  N.  Y. 
Rees,  Kans. 
Rhodes,  Aria. 
Robsion,  Ky. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rooney 
St.  George 
Saylor 
Schenck 
Scott 
Bcrlvner 
Seely-Brown 
Sbafer 
Short 

Simpson,  Pa. 
SmaU 

Smith,  Wis. 
Springer 
Stauffer 
StringfeUow 
Taber 
Taylor 
Thomas 
Thompeon,  \ 
Mich.        ' 
T3tt 

Van  Pelt 
VanZandt 
Velde 
Vorys 
VurseU 
Wainwright 
War  burton 
Welchel 
Wharton 
WldnaU 
Wiggleswortb 
Williams,  N.  T. 
WUson,  CaUf. 
Wilson,  Ind. 
Wolverton 
Young 
Younger 


NOT  VOnNO — 80 


Adatr 
Andersen. 
H.Carl 
Barden 
Barrett 
Becker 
BoUing 
Boykln 
Bray 
Buckley 
Burleson 
Byrne,  Pa. 
CampbeU 
Cannon 
Carlyle 
Case 
CeUer 
Chatham 
Chelf 
Chudoff 
Clardy 
Condon 
Croeser 
Davis.  Oa. 
Delaney 
DlngeU 
Dodd 
Donovan 
Dom,  8.  C. 


Doyle 

Durham 

Edmondson 

Felghan 

Fine 

Garmats 

Oranahan 

Green 

Hagen.  CaUf. 

Hardy 

Hart 

Hays,  Ohio 

HeUer 

Herlong 

HilUngs 

Horan 

HoweU 

HxiU 

Himter 

Hyde 

Jarman 

Jones,  Mo. 

Karsten.  Mo. 

Kelley,  Pa. 

KeUy.  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kllday 

latham 

McCormack 


Mclntire 
Mack.  m. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Matthews 

Meader 

Oakman 

O'Brien,  N.  T. 

PUUon 

Poff 

Poulson 

Price 

Rabaut 

Raybum 

Reece,  Tenn. 


Rlel 

Rivers 

Rodlno 

Sadlak 

Scherer 

8c\idder 

Sheehan 

SheUey 

Thompeon,  Tez;> 

Westland 

Wler 

Wolcott 

Yates 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 
On  this  vote:  ' 

Mr.  Edmondson  for.  with  Mr.  Poulson 
against. 

Mr.  McCarmack  for,  with  Mr.  Case  against. 

Mr.  Dodd  for.  with  Mr.  Hillings  against. 

iir.  CampbeU  for,  with  Mr.  Scherer  against. 

Mr.  Herlong  for,  with  Mr.  Sheehan  against. 

Mr.  Garmatz  for,  with  Mr.  Latham  against. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  for.  with  BIr.  Mc- 
lntire against. 

Mr.  Chatham  for,  with  Mr.  Becker  against. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  for,  with  Mr.  Sadlak 
against. 

Mr.  Matthews  for.  with  Mr.  Scudder 
against. 

Mr.  Jarman  for.  with  Mr.  Riehlman  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Keogh. 
Mr.  Warburton  with  Mr.  Delaney. 
Mr.  Westland  with  Mr.  HeUer. 
Mr.  Wolcott  with  Mr.  CeUer. 


fr 
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Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Ut.  Pine. 

Mr.  Oakman  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York-' 

Mr.  Beeoe  o<  Tennessee  wttli  Mr.  Kdley  of 
PennaylTanla. 

Mr.  Poff  with  Mr.  Doyle- 
Mr.  Clardy  with  Mr.  O'Brien  ol  Wew  Tork. 

Mr.  Bray  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  Hyde  with  Mr.  Bahaut. 

Mr.   Pillion  with  Mr.    Croaser. 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  with  Mr.  Granahan. 

Mr.  Meader  with  Mr.  Barrett. 

Mr.  Haran  with  Mr.  Chudoff. 

Mr.  Hunter  with  B4r.  Byrne  of  Pennayl- 
Tanla. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts,  Mr. 
OSMERS.  and  Mr.  MERROW  changed 
their  vote  from  "yea"  to  **nay." 

Mr.  RICHARDS  changed  his  vote  from 
•■nay"  to  "yea." 

The  resxilt  of  the  vote  wzs  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  upon  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  33. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  conference  report  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 


bins  to  amend  the  Unemployment  Com- 
pensation Act.  We  want  to  make  the 
act  more  sound  and  more  stable  than  it 
is.  and  w«  also  want  to  see  to  it  that  all 
the  money  collected  for  unemployment 
compensation  shall  go  for  unemploy- 
ment compensation  and  not  for  other 
purposes.  The  gentleman  from  Arkan- 
sas [Mr.  Mn.Ls]  had  a  bill  in  a  year 
ago.  It  was  the  same  kind  of  bilL  We 
had  extensive  hearings,  and  I  have  been 
assured  that  the  new  chairman  of  the 
subccHnmittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  JknkinsI  will  announce 
that  we  will  have  open  hearings  on  these 
bills  immediately  after  the  Easter  recess. 
I  am  making  this  announcement  so  all 
those  who  are  interested  in  this  proposi- 
tion may  read  the  explanations  that  I 
shall  put  in  the  Rbcoiu)  so  that  they  will 
know  what  it  is  all  about. 

AK  EZn.ARATI01T  Or  H.  K.   SS30  AND  H.  K.   3531, 

UNEMPLOY  MENT-COMPENSATIOW 


BOARD  OP  VISITORS  TO  THE  UNITED 
STATES  NAVAL  ACADEMY 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  which  was  read 
by  the  Clerk: 

CONGRXSfi  or  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

HOCSZ  or  RsFBZSKKTATIVKi, 

Waahinoton.  D.  C.  March  17.  19S3. 
Bon.  Joseph  Martin, 

Speaker  of  the  Home  of  Sepresentativea, 

The  Capitol,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deak  Mk.  Steaker:   I  herewith  tender  my 

resignation   aa   a  member  of  the   Board  of 

Vlsltois  to  the  United  States  Naval  Academy. 

Sincerely  yours, 

SiDNXT  R.  Yates, 
Member  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  is  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  title  34.  sections  1083  and  1084. 
United  States  Code,  the  Chair  appoints 
as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Shkp- 
PAKoJ  to  fill  the  existing  vacancy  thereon. 


AMENDING  UNEMPTXDYMENT 
COMPENSATION  ACT 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  to  make  an  announcement, 
and  then  to  include  in  my  announcement 
an  explanation  of  the  bills  which  I  in- 
tend to  talk  about 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mi.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  distln- 
G^uished  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Mills!  and  I  have  Introduced  identical 


The  bills,  H.  R.  3530  and  H.  R.  3531. 
introduced  by  Mr.  Mn.LS  and  myself, 
have  but  one  purpose — to  improve  and 
strengthen  the  nationwide  Federal- 
State  employment -security  system.  This 
system,  which  makes  so  important  a  con- 
tribution to  the  economic  security  of  the 
Nation's  workers  and  provides  a  pub- 
licly supported  placement  service  for 
workers  and  employers,  thereby  promot- 
ing stability  in  the  whole  economy,  owes 
its  existence  to  the  Wagner -Peyser  said 
Social  Security  Acts,  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress in  1933  and  1935  respectively.  This 
is  so  because  these  acts  stimulated  the 
States  to  pass  legislation  which  placed 
employment  security  programs  in  actual 
operation. 

Over  the  years  the  States  have  acted, 
within  their  sphere  of  authority,  to  im- 
prove and  strengthen  their  employment 
security  programs.  The  States  cannot, 
however,  act  with  respect  to  those  mat- 
ters which  are  within  the  sphere  of  the 
authority  of  the  Congress.  These  bills 
would  effect  improvements  which  only 
the  Congress  can  make. 

These  bills  would  improve  the  employ- 
ment security  system  in  three  major  re- 
spects: 

First.  They  would  insure  that  all  un- 
employment payroll  taxes  are  used  only 
for  employment  security  purposes  by 
making  it  impossible  for  the  Federal 
Government  to  divert  any  part  of  them 
to  finance  its  general  expenses. 

Second.  They  would  promote  more  ef- 
fective administration  by  placing  admin- 
istrative financing  on  a  more  stable 
basis. 

Third.  They  would  promote  sounder 
benefit  financing  by  making  permanent 
the  expired  George  loan  fund  provision 
for  loans  to  States  whose  reserves  be- 
come low  and  by  providing  machinery 
which  would  insure  that  any  such  loans 
would  be  repaid. 

The  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act 
imposes  a  tax  of  3  percent  on  the  pay- 
rolls of  employers  subject  to  it.  ESn- 
ployers  actually  pay  only  10  percent  of 
this  tax  to  the  Federal  Government ;  the 
remainder  is  offset  by  virtue  of  payments 
to  States  of  taxes  imposed  by  State  un- 
employment compensation  laws. 

The  revenue  thus  collected  by  the 
States  must  be  placed  in  a  benefit  trust 
fund,  which  cannot  be  touched  except 


for  the  payment  of  benefits.  For  admin- 
istrative funds  the  States  are  entirely 
reliant  on  Federal  grants. 

The  payments  which  are  made  to  the 
Federal  Government — 10  percent  (rf  3.0 
percent,  or  at  a  rate  of  0.3  percent  of 
payrolls — now  go  into  the  general  funds 
of  the  Treasury.  During  the  years  since 
the  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act  be- 
came effective  in  1936.  collections  under 
It  have  exceeded  congressional  appro- 
priations for  grants  to  States  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  employment 
security  programs  by  about  $1  billion. 
This  excess  has  constituted  a  profit  for 
the  FedftTil  Government  at  the  expense 
of  the  employment  security  system,  for 
these  taxes  are  paid  by  employers  as  un- 
employment payroll  taxes,  under  a  law 
labeled  as  the  "Federal  Unemployment 
Tax  Act.' 

Emplojrers  who  pay  these  taxes  want 
them  used  solely  for  employment 
security  purposes  and  by  their  very 
nature  they  should  be  so  used.  This  bill, 
therefore,  would  specifically  earmark 
them  and  place  them  in  a  special  account 
In  the  United  States  Treasury,  and  they 
could  be  wlthdra'wn  from  this  account 
and  used  only  for  employment  security 
purposes.  Specifically,  these  earmarked 
revenues  would  first  of  all  be  used  as  the 
source  from  which  the  Congress  would 
make  appropriations. 

First.  For  grants  to  States  to  pay  the 
costs  of  administering  their  employment 
security  programs. 

Second.  To  pay  the  costs  of  adminis- 
tering Federal  employment  security 
functions  performed  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Labor. 

Third.  To  pay  the  costs  Incurred  by 
the  Post  Office  in  handling  the  official 
mail  of  State  employment  security 
agencies. 

In  each  of  these  cases  the  Congress 
would  control  the  amount  of  the  with- 
drawals from  the  earmarked  fund 
through  appropriations.  The  appro- 
priations process  would  be  exactly  the 
same  as  now,  except  that  the  source  of 
the  funds  would  be  the  earmarked  un- 
employment tax  revenues  rather  than 
the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury. 
Moreover,  the  bill  would  preserve  the 
present  Federal  controls  that  insure 
minimum  standards  in  all  the  States. 

These  bills  further  provide  that  the 
yearly  exce.ss  of  Federal  unemployment 
tax  collections  over  the  appropriations 
specified  above  would  be  used  in  two 
ways : 

First.  Twenty  percent  of  it  would  be 
placed  in  a  special  revolving  reserve  fund 
in  the  United  States  Treasury,  as  a 
source  from  which  loans  could  be  made 
to  State  employment  security  agencies 
whose  unemployment  reserves  become 
low.  Twenty  percent  of  the  annual  ex- 
cess would  go  into  the  special  revolving 
reserve  fund  until  a  total  of  $100  million 
had  been  accumulated. 

Second.  The  remainder  of  the  excess 
would  be  distributed  among  the  States 
pro  rata  according  to  the  slse  of  their 
taxable  payrolls  for  their  use  either  (a) 
to  build  up  their  benefit  reserve  funds 
or  (b)  to  pay  costs  of  administration,  as 
the  individual  States  found  necessary. 
The  States  would  thus  be  freed  from  to- 
tal reliance  on  the  Federal  Government 
for  administrative  funds,  and  would  ba 
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given  needed  fiexibiUty  to  meet  fluctu- 
ating economic  conditions  and  leeway  to 
improve  operations. 

These  bills  would,  further,  make  per- 
manent the  George  loan  fund,  initially 
created  in  1944  by  the  War  Mobilization 
and  Reconversion  Act.  for  the  purpose  of 
making  loans  to  State  emplojrment  secu- 
rity agencies  whose  unemployment  re- 
serve funds  become  low.  As  outlined 
above,  the  bills  would  place  20  percent 
of  the  annual  excess  of  Federal  unem- 
ployment tax  collections  in  the  fund,  un- 
til a  total  of  $100  million  had  been  accu- 
mulated, thus  providing  revenues  from 
which  to  make  loans.  They  would  also 
establish  machinery  to  enforce  repay- 
ment of  any  such  loan,  by  reducing  the 
tax  offset  allowed  employers  in  any  State 
which  failed  to  repay  within  a  specified 
time. 

The  Congress,  by  creating  the  George 
loan  fund,  recognized  the  national  in- 
terest in  assuring  that  State  unemploy- 
ment reserves  remain  solvent.  In  the 
same  way  it  also  established  as  national 
policy  that  the  appropriate  method  of 
expressing  this  national  Interest  was  by 
making  loans  to  needy  States  rather 
than  by  outright  gifts.  These  bills  in- 
clude these  two  basic  principles. 

It  is  not  expected  that  any  State  will 
need  a  loan  within  the  foreseeable  fu- 
ture. Nevertheless,  adequate  provision 
for  the  future  requires  recognition  that 
some  State  may  need  one  at  some  time. 
Action  cannot  wait  until  the  actual  need 
arises.  Just  as  no  community  can  afford 
to  wait  until  a  fire  occurs  to  establish  a 
fire  department.  The  George  loan  fund 
expired  on  December  31.  1951.  It  should 
be  made  permanent  now  and  improved 
as  these  bills  would  provide. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT 
WEEK 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  c  '.  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
a.sked  for  this  time  in  order  to  ask  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  if  he  can 
give  us  the  legislative  program  for  next 
week. 

Mr .  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  Monday 
Is  the  day  regularly  assigned  for  the  con- 
sideration of  bills  having  to  do  with  the 
District  of  Columbia.  I  understand 
there  are  several  bills  that  have  been  re- 
ported out  and  which  are  waiting  action 
on  next  Monday,  some  of  which  may  be 
controversial.  However,  we  shall  under- 
take to  dispose  of  them  on  Monday. 
There  are  numerous  bills  on  which  we 
anticipate  rules  will  be  granted  ao  that 
they  may  be  taken  up  and  considered 


next  week.  A  couple  of  them  Involve  ex- 
isting statutes  which  have  an  expiration 
date  of  March  21.  Probably  those  rules 
will  be  granted  on  Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  Is  H.  R.  1 
among  those  bills? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor.  The  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  He  probably 
could  not  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  H.  R.  1  is  not  one 
of  them  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  wanted 
that  for  the  record. 


ADJOURNMENT  PROM  MONDAY 
NEXT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  Monday  next 
when  the  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to 
meet  on  the  following  Wednesday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT 
WEEK 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  rules  are  granted — 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  think  they  will 
not  be — we  would  expect  to  take  up  on 
Wednesday  and  Thursday  H.  R.  3853, 
which  has  to  do  with  the  extension  of 
certain  war  powers.  We  will  also  con- 
sider House  Joint  Resolution  226,  which 
deals  with  the  matter  of  extension  of 
war  powers.  Both  are  measures  which, 
as  I  indicated  before,  deal  with  existing 
statutes  which  have  an  expiration  date. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Taking  up  these  mat- 
ters will  depend  on  rules  being  granted 
in  each  case? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     That  is  correct. 

There  Is  also  pending,  reported  by  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  House  Reso- 
lution 3780,  which  deals  with  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Missing  Persons  Act.  If  a 
rule  is  granted,  we  expect  to  call  that 
up  and  dispose  of  it. 

There  Is  also  pending  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  the  bill  S.  1110, 
having  to  do  with  the  appointment  of 
a  Deputy  Director  of  the  Central  Intel- 
ligence Agency.  If  a  rule  is  granted, 
we  would  also  like  to  dispose  of  that  next 
week. 

For  the  Information  of  the  member- 
ship. It  is  my  vmderstanding  that  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary handling  the  submerged-lands  bill 
has  reported  the  bill,  and  the  full  com- 
mittee is  to  consider  that  measure  on 
Tuesday  next.  We  express  the  hope  that 
the  measure  may  be  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  the  latter 
part  of  next  week,  so  that  we  may  get 
a  rule  on  the  measure,  with  the  expec- 
tation of  bringing  it  in  for  consideration 
1  week  from  Monday.  I  would  antici- 
pate that  we  could  conclude  it  in  2  or  3 
dajrs.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Grabak]  is  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee.  What  does  the  gentle- 
man say  about  the  probability  of  time 
involved? 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  We  expect  to  get 
through  with  it  in  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  next  week.  We  will  ask  for 
a  rule  at  once.  Then  we  should  begin 
on  Monday.  The  amendments  that  were 
offered  in  committee  have  been  consid- 
ered, and  we  should  be  able  to  finish  la 
at  least  2  or  2  ^  days. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Then,  for  the  Infor- 
mation of  those  who  have  been  inquiring, 
we  would  expect  to  take  that  up  week 
after  next. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
list  of  Members  who  were  attending  a 
luncheon  with  President  Eisenhower  to- 
day. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that 
complete  list  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  list  referred  to  follows: 

Republicans :  Representatives  Walt  HoaAH, 
Washington;  R.  Waltxb  Rixhlman,  New 
York;  E.  Ross  Adaib,  Indiana;  WnxiAM  O. 
Brat,  Indiana;  PATaicK  J.  HnxiMcs,  Cali- 
fornia; Oeobok  Mxadb,  Michigan;  Delegate 
Joseph  R.  Fabxincton,  Hawaii. 

Democrats:  Representatives  Jakes  C. 
Davis,  Georgia;  Edwako  A.  Oaekate,  Mary- 
land; F.  Ektel  Cakltli.  North  Carolina; 
James  J.  Dzlamet,  New  York;  Wnxuic  T. 
Qeanahan,  Pennsylvania;  Whxiam  J.  Oxxen, 
Ja.,  Pennsylvania;  Chakles  R.  Howell,  New 
Jersey;  Petek  F.  Mack,  Ja.,  Illinois;  Peteb  W. 
RoDiMO,  Jx.,  New  Jersey;  Rot  W.  Wier.  Min- 
nesota; Sn>NZT  R.  Tates.  Illinois;  E^na  P. 
Kellt,  New  York;  Sdinet  A.  Fine,  New  York; 
John  Jakman,  Oklahoma,  and  Delegates  E. 
L.  Bastlett,  Alaska,  and  A.  FntNbs-IsxaM, 
Puerto  Rico. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  SUTTON  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  the 
legislative  business  of  the  day  and  any 
other  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  may  have 
until  midnight  Friday.  March  20,  to  file 
reports  on  sundry  bills. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
lUinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


DRAGGING  FEET— PEOPLE  ARE 
DEMANDING  ACTION 

Mr.  l^iOTH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  Include  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  Republican  Party  has  the  abso- 
lute responsibility  for  leadership.  Last 
November  the  people  voted  ovenrtielm- 
ingly  for  a  change.    They  were  promised 
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•  change,  yes,  a  dean-sweep  adminis- 
trmtively  and  teglslattvdy  and  they  wlU 
not  be  satlsfled  with  excuses.  They  are 
waiting  to  see  the  Washington  mess 
cleaned  up.  they  are  kwking  for  some 
signs  of  a  new  direction  in  foreign  policy, 
a  cut  in  taxes,  &  oon8ida*able  reductkm 
in  spending  and  a  balanced  budget. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  friend  and  constituent 
has  expressed  the  view  of  millions  of 
people  in  a  letter  which  I  have  Just  re- 
ceived and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
it  be  Inserted  at  this  point  in  the  Rxcord  : 
Tbe  Honosable  Lawbbmcb  H.  Smxth. 
House  Office  Building. 
Waahtnffton,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Lawixmcx:  I  am  prompted  to  write 
you  even  thtwigh  I  recently  had  a  rery  fine 
Tlslt  with  you  In  Washington.  I  am  much 
concerned  with  the  way  aozae  things  seem  to 
be  going.  I  realize  it  is  pretty  hard  to  get 
any  fair  appraisal  of  the  situation  from  the 
public  press  because  of  the  prejudice  of  most 
of  the  writers  and  the  interest  of  too  many 
of  them  in  creating  dlssenston  and  discredit- 
ing the  Republican  administration.  How- 
ever, there  are  certain  broad  trends  *  Hch 
I  would  like  to  mention. 

1.    TAXES  AMD  ZXFElfSES 

There  seems  to  be  somewhat  less  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  administration. 
and  among  some  Members  of  the  new  Con- 
gress, to  really  curtail  Government  expenses 
and  give  the  people  relief  from  the  eonllsca- 
tory  taxes.  The  comments  about  the  dlfll- 
culty  in  reducing  these  huge  expenditures 
are  particularly  dlacouraging  when  they 
come  from  people  we  consider  to  be  leaders 
in  the  Republican  Party.  Certainly,  all  the 
waste  and  Inetllclertctes  of  the  Federal  Oot- 
emment  which  were  so  effectlTeiy  empha- 
sized during  the  campaign  still  exist  and  still 
require  attention.  This  waste,  inefficiency 
and  useless  expense  are  no  less  apparent  to 
the  dtlaens  who  voted  for  the  change  In 
Government  today  than  they  were  prior  to 
election,  but  I  can't  help  but  get  the  im- 
pression that  it  is  somewhat  less  apparent  to 
the  leaders  of  the  new  administration  and  to 
some  people  in  the  Congress. 

X.    BIG  GOVXKNMKMT 

It  doesn't  seem  quite  consistent  to  me  that 
after  all  the  recognition  that  was  given  to 
all  evils  of  the  big  governn^nt  problem  that 
we  should  proceed  to  attack  this  problem  by 
creating  new  departments  and  new  agencies. 
I  do  not  believe  you  will  rediice  the  size  of 
Government  by  enlarging  It,  and  the  pro- 
posal to  create  a  new  department  with  Cabi- 
net status  certainly  appears  to  me  to  be  in- 
consistent with  the  program  of  the  Republi- 
can Party. 

There  seems  to  be  an  awful  lot  of  talk 
about  the  dUBcultles  of  reducing  the  size  of 
the  Federal  payroll  becaxise  of  civil  service 
regulations.  If  I  understand  this  problem 
correctly,  the  difficulty  arises  only  In  those 
cases  where  it  Is  the  Intention  to  replace  the 
present  employee  with  another  employee  of 
like  status  and  It  should,  in  no  way.  inter- 
fere with  reducing  and  removing  from  the 
Federal  payroll  the  vast  number  of  unneces- 
sary Federal  Job  holders. 

While  I  may  be  a  little  premature,  I  am 
concerned  about  the  lack  of  any  efforts  to 
eliminate  the  multitude  of  Government  cor- 
porations operating  in  competition  with  pri- 
vate dtlBena  and  to  terminate  useless  and 
unneoeasary  Federal  ageneleB. 

I  cannot  understand  Senator  Cafkhabt  de- 
voting so  much  of  his  time  and  energies  to 
the  establishment  of  what  is  called  "stand- 
by" controls  when  the  whole  effort,  during 
the  campaign  and  in  the  early  days  of  Uie 
admlntotratton.  was  to  get  the  American 
economy  out  from  under  tlis  yoke  of  Federal 
controls,  aome  of  the  publicity  coming  from 
BapubUcan  sources  would  lead  you  to  believe 
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that  they  wRe  in  oomplete  agreement  wltb 
Mr.   Truman's   philosophy  on   this   subject. 

You  do  not  free  the  economy  from  controls 
by  renu>ving  tnem  and  then  continlng  to 
hold  them  over  the  heads  of  the  citizens  as 
a  threat  to  be  invoked  on  the  whim  of  some 
individual  or  group  of  Individuals.  The 
elimination  of  price  and  wage  controls  has 
been  an  excellent  step  in  the  right  direction, 
but  it  is  only  the  beginning  and  there  should 
not  be  any  "standby"  controls  and  there  are 
many  other  direct  and  semidlrect  controls, 
as  well  as  those  which  are  exerted  through 
pressure  of  Federal  bureaucracy,  which  will 
need  to  be  eliminated. 

3.  rOREICN   RXLATIONS  AND  FOBXICI*  rOUCT 

After  all  the  talk  in  the  cam^Mlgn  about 
the  need  for  an  entirely  new  and  dlSerent 
approach  to  tills  problem,  it  sometimes  seems 
as  though  the  new  administration  has  begun 

to  lose  their  determination  to  do  this.  At 
least  it  doesnt  seem  feasible  to  me  that  they 
can  expect  to  accomplish  these  changes  by 
retaining  In  positions  of  responsibility,  or 
placing  In  other  positions  of  responsibility, 
the  same  people  who  have  been  so  closely 
Identified  with  the  previous  and  disastrous 
policies  in  this  field.  With  the  exception  of 
a  very  few  people  our  State  IDepartment  and 
our  foreign  relations  are  being  handled  by 
the  same  names  which  have  handled  them 
over  the  past  many  years.  Some  of  the  Indi- 
viduals have  been  moved  around,  but  far  too 
many  of  them  are  still  in  places  of  major  re- 
sponsibility and  where  they  can  Influence 
the  direction  and  execution  of  our  policies. 
I  am  very  much  concerned  over  the  reports 
which  indicate  that  the  Brlcker  amendment 
limiting  the  treaty-making  powers  does  not 
any  longer  have  the  strong  support  In  the 
Congress  and  the  administration  that  it 
earlier  enjoyed.  This,  of  course.  Is  needed  in 
order  to  correct  one  of  the  most  fundamental 
and  frightening  affairs  facing  us. 

4.    LABOB    LEGISI.ATION 

In  this  field  of  so-calleJ  labor  legislation  it 
seems  that  many  people  have  forgotten  or 
have  suddenly  become  confused  as  to  what 
the  underlying  problem  really  Is.  The  spe- 
cial-privileged, the  license  to  engage  In 
monopolistic  practices,  the  tendency  of  the 
Government  to  lay  Its  heavy  hand  on  the 
side  of  any  tirpe  of  tkulduggery  cloaked  with 
the  name  of  labor  union,  the  (allure  to  recog- 
nize the  degree  to  which  the  labor-union 
movement  In  this  country  has  become  a  po- 
litical organization  trying  to  saddle  social- 
ism and  slavery  on  the  American  workers, 
are  some  of  the  things  which  are  funda- 
mental in  the  problems  today.  There  seems 
to  be  a  failure  to  recognize,  for  what  It  really 
Is,  the  union's  efforts  to  extend  compulsory 
unionism.  Certainly  the  principles  of  the 
Republican  Party,  dedicated  to  preserving 
the  free  choice  of  the  individual,  cannot  con- 
done placing  him  in  a  strait  jacket  through 
the  vehicle  of  compulsory  unionism.  The 
defiance  that  the  top  labor  leaders  ( mislead - 
ers  is  a  more  proper  name )  have  for  all  types 
of  law  and  order,  the  horrible  example  on 
the  New  York  waterfront,  the  situation  in 
Kentucky  where  they  attempted  to  take  over 
an  entire  community,  and  many  other  ex- 
amples should  be  ample  evidence  that  the 
inordinate  power  which  has  been  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  labor  union  hierarchy  has 
to  be  curtailed  and  eliminated  by  removing 
all  special  privileges  and  recognizing  coer- 
cion, corruption,  and  crime  and  the  inter- 
ference with  individual  rights  as  being  Just 
as  much  an  evil  when  it  is  done  in  the  name 
of  organized  labor  as  it  is  when  done  under 
any  other  name. 

S.    GKMXBAL 

It  seems  to  me  that  no  matter  whether  you 
consider  the  election  in  November  as  a  Re- 
publican victory  or  as  a  victory  for  General 
Elsenhower,  the  people  clearly  expressed 
themselves   as   having  had   enough  oX   the 


TYuman  Fair  Deal.  New  Deal  type  at  govern- 
ment phUoec^hy  and,  certainly,  they  are  en- 
titled to  a  complete  change  from  this  pol- 
icy— not  watering  down  or  a  slight  revision 
of  it.  Some  of  us  are  unable  to  understand, 
for  example,  why  Mr.  Flemmlng  and  Mr. 
Nelson  Rockefeller,  who  were  so  often  archi- 
tects and  advocates  of  many  of  Mr.  Truman's 
plans  and  programs,  still  occupy  such  an  im- 
portant and  influential  position  as  advisers 
to  the  new  administration.  There  are  many 
other  names  of  individuals  who  are  in  a 
similar  position. 

This  letter  has  been  longer  than  I  would 
like  to  have  it.  but  I  am  much  concerned 
about  the  situation.  I  have  no  special  con- 
victions about  any  particular  piece  of  legis- 
lation, but  I  am  no  leas  convinced  today  than 
I  was  prior  to  the  election  that  this  country 
faces  a  serious  situation  and  that  it  is  going 
to  take  leadership  which  Lb  forthright,  coura- 
geous, and  sound  to  get  us  out  of  our  diffi- 
culties. 

This  letter  Is  written  In  the  Interest  of  be- 
ing constructive  and  In  no  way  Is  intended  to 
be  critical  of  the  wonderful  work  you  have 
done  as  Representative  of  the  people  of  your 
district. 

In  the  hopes  that  my  thoughts  msy  be  of 
Interest  to  others  from  Wisconsin,  I  am  send- 
ing copies  of  this  to  both  Senators  and  some 
of  the  other  Congressmen. 

Sincerely  yours. 


SUBVERSIVE  FILMS 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks, and  to  include  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
has  been  considerable  interest  in  the 
House  and  throughout  the  country  gen- 
erally with  respect  to  a  moving  picture 
being  made  in  Silver  City,  N.  Mex.,  under 
the  auspices  of  a  number  of  witnesses 
who  have  in  the  past  refused  under  oath 
to  affirm  or  deny  their  alleged  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party. 

I  have  asked  all  major  studios,  the 
Hollywood  A.  P.  of  L.  Film  Council,  the 
Secretaries  of  State  and  Commerce,  and 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  to  submit  suggestions  as  to  what 
legal  steps  can  be  taken,  following  upon 
a  proper  finding  that  the  picture  is  in- 
deed designed  to  inflame  racial  hatreds, 
toward  stopping  the  export  of  this  pic- 
ture abroad  to  the  detriment  of  United 
States  policy  and  interests  abroad. 

I  wish  I  could  have  waited  for  all  of 
the  replies  to  these  inquiries  before  in- 
serting any  in  the  Record.  However,  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  I  am  leaving  tomor- 
row for  Los  Angeles  where  the  committee 
opens  hearings  on  next  Monday.  I  am 
inserting  tliose  answers  which  I  liave 
received  to  this  time  from  Roy  M.  Brewer, 
chairman,  Hollywood  A.  P.  of  L.  Council. 
Mr.  Howard  Hughes,  of  RKO.  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce  and  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State.  I  will  insert  other  re- 
plies following  my  return  to  Washington. 

I  hope  that  a  legal  method  can  be 
found  by  which  the  completion  of  this 
picture  in  the  United  States  and  its 
export  to  foreign  nations  can  be  stopped 
pending  a  legal  finding  as  to  its  contents 
and  purposes. 
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(The  letters  referred  to  follow:) 

Los  Annuls.  Caur..  Mvek  18.  19SX 
DowsLs  Li.  JacxaoK. 

Uoute  of  Mepreaentmtioet, 

WmslUngtOM,  D.  C* 
The  Hollywood  AFL  FUm  Council  ass(U«s 
you  that  e\-ery thing  Which  it  can  do  to  pre- 
vent the  showing  of  the  Mexican  picture. 
Salt  of  the  Earth  will  be  done.  However, 
an  investigation  dlsdoaes  that  at  this  time 
there  la  no  work  being  done  on  this  pteture 
in  Hollywood  nor  by  any  Hollywood  persons 
except  thoee  who  have  been  Involved  in  one 
way  or  another  in  pio-Conununist  activities. 
The  best  information  seems  to  indicate  that 
final  shots  of  this  picture  are  to  be  taken 
in  Mexico  and  It  is  probable  that  processing 
of  film  is  being  done  there.  The  fUra  oouncll 
will  solicit  lU  fellow  members  In  the  ttieeteis 
to  asslFt  in  the  prevention  of  showing  at 
this  picture  in  any  American  theaters,  but 
the  extent  to  which  we  can  as  a  union  take 
action  In  such  a  matter  is  limited  by  reason 
of  the  restrictive  features  In  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act  which  continues  to  tie  a  burden  on  loyal 
American  unions.  Thank  you  lix  your 
interest. 

Sincerely, 

Rot  M.  Bkxwzx, 
Chairman,  HoUyioood  AFL  CouncQ. 

Mabch  18.  1953. 
Congressman  E>oi*aui  L.  Jacxsoit, 
House  Office  Building. 

WoMhinffton,  D.  C. 

DcAB  CoHOBEBSMAif  Jacksow:  In  your  tele- 
gram you  asked  the  question,  "Is  there  any 
action  that  industry  and  labor  In  motion  pic- 
ture field  can  take  to  stop  completion  and 
release  of  picture  and  to  prevent  showing 
of  film  here  and  abroedT" 

My  answer  U'Tes."  There  is  Mtlon  which 
the  industry  can  take  to  stop  completion  of 
this  motion  picture  in  the  United  States. 
And  if  the  Government  wUl  act  immediately 
to  prevent  tkke  export  of  the  film  to  some 
other  country  where  it  can  be  completed, 
then  this  picture  will  not  be  completed  and 
disseminated  throughout  the  world  where 
the  United  States  wUI  be  Judged  by  tts  con- 
tent. 

According  to  newspaper  reports,  photog- 
raphy of  this  motion  picture  has  been  fin- 
ished at  BUver  City.  N.  Mex. 

However,  completion  of  photography  ai  a 
moiiun  picture  Is  only  the  first  step  in  pro- 
duction. 

Before  a  motion  plctiue  can  be  completed 
or  shown  in  theaters,  an  extensive  applica- 
tion of  certain  technical  skills  and  use  of  a 
great  deal  of  specialized  equipment  is  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

Herbert  Blberman,  Paul  Jarrlco,  and  their 
associates  working  on  this  picture  do  not 
possess  these  skills  or  this  equipment. 

If  the  motion  picture  Industry — not  only 
In  Hollywood,  but  throughout  the  United 
SUtes — will  refuse  to  Kpply  these  skills,  will 
refuse  to  furnish  this  equipment,  the  picture 
cannot  be  completed  l;i  this  country. 

Blberman  and  Jarrleo  hare  already  met 
with  refusal  where  thn  industry  was  on  its 
toes.  The  film  prooeasxng  was  being  done  by 
the  Pat  he  Lat>aratorie(..  untU  the  first  news 
broke  frcsn  Silver  City. 

But  the  minute  Fat  he  learned  the  facta, 
this  alert  laboratory  iiomediately  refused  to 
do  any  further  work  on  this  plctiu-e.  even 
though  It  meant  refunding  cash  paid  in  ad- 
vance. 

Investigation  falls  to  disclose  where  the 
laboratory  work  is  being  done  now.  But  it 
Is  being  done  somewhere,  by  someone,  and 
a  great  deal  more  labcratory  work  win  have 
to  be  done  by  someone,  before  the  motion 
pictinr  can  be  complefeed. 

Blberman,  Jarrlco.  and  their  associates 
cannot  succeed  in  thetr  scheme  alone.    Be- 


ton   tbey   can  complete  Uw  picture,  they 

must  have  the  Ikslp  of  the  following: 

1.  Film  laboratorlea. 

2.  Suppliers  of  film. 

8.  Mtisldans  and  recording  technicians 
necessary  to  record  music. 

4.  Teehnldsas  who  make  dtesotras.  fades, 
etc. 

6.  Owners  and  operators  at  sound  re- 
recording  equipment  and  dubbing  rooms. 

6.  Poaitive  and  negative  editors  and 
cutters. 

7.  Laboratories  that  make  release  prints. 
IT  the  picture  Industry  wants  to  prevent 

this  saotlon  picture  from  being  completed 
tfnd  spread  all  over  the  world  as  a  representa- 
Uve  product  at  the  United  States,  then  the 
industry  and  pv^lcularly  that  segment  of 
the  industry  Usted  above,  needs  only  to  do 
the  following: 

Be  alert  to  the  situation. 

Investigate  thoroughly  each  applicant  for 
the  use  of  serrloes  or  equipment. 

Refuse  to  adslst  the  Bibermans  and  Jar- 
ricos  in  the  making  of  this  picture. 

Be  on  guard  against  work  suboUtted  by 
diunmy  corporations  or  third  parties. 

Appeal  to  the  Congress  and  the  State  De- 
partment to  act  Immediately  to  prevent  the 
export  of  this  film  to  Mexico  or  anywhere 
else. 

Sincerely. 

HOWASO    HOCHCS. 


Trx  SscscrasT  or  CoMscnecx. 

Heashington.  March  It.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Domajud  L.  Jacksom. 
House  o/  Representatives, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Deab  Mb.  Jacksow:  This  Is  In  reply  to  yotn 
letter  of  February  36.  1953,  in  which  you  in- 
quire whether  effective  legislation  exists  to 
prevent  the  exportation  of  finished  prints  oC 
the  motion  picture  Salt  of  the  Earth,  now  in 
this  country.  Tou  have  stated  further  that 
this  film  presents  a  distorted  and  untrue  pic- 
ture of  life  in  this  country,  and  if  shown 
abroad  would  serve  antl-Amerlcan  ptu'poses. 

The  Export  Control  Act  (63  Stat.  7)  au- 
thorise the  President  (who.  In  turn,  has  au- 
thorised the  Secretary  of  Commerce)  to  pro- 
hibit or  curtail  eq>arts  of  any  articles,  nu^ 
teriaU.  or  supplies  to  tiw  extent  necessary 
( 1 )  to  saf egtiard  tbe  domestic  economy  from 
supply  ahortages.  (2)  to  safeguard  the  na- 
tional security  insofar  as  it  might  be  affected 
by  exports  of  strategic  commodities,  and  (3) 
to  further  our  foreign  policy.  At  the  present 
time,  exposed  motion  picture  film  is  not  on 
our  list  of  controlled  conunodities  and  may, 
therefore,  be  exported  to  an  cotmtrles  ex- 
cept thoee  of  the  Soviet  bloc  without  our 
specific  authorization.  Shipments  of  Aim 
to  the  Soviet  bloc  would,  however,  now  re- 
quire  our   approval. 

It  is  not  usual  in  the  administration  of 
expert  controls  to  single  out  for  control  one 
transaction  from  a  group  of  general  trans- 
actions or  one  item  from  a  group  of  similar 
Items.  That  is  to  say,  we  would  ordinarily 
place  aU  exposed  film  under  control  and 
then  act  upon  proposed  shipments  In  accord- 
ance with  established  licensing  criteria. 
However,  our  existing  regulations  do  provide 
for  the  revocation  of  all  Ucenses,  Including 
the  general  license  wfaldi  presently  oove.-s 
exposed  1"»"  at  this  nature,  and  such  revoca- 
tion could  be  aooompHshed  by  specific  pro- 
hibitory order  directed  to  the  particular  film. 
copies  thereof,  its  produoecs  and  owners,  and 
also  to  any  proposed  foreign  oonaignee. 

Such  an  order.  If  violated,  would  then  be 
subject  to  possible  criminal  prtjsecutloa. 
Otherwise,  as  to  tts  effectiveness,  I  should 
mention  ttiat  ctstoms  oOeers  and  postal  in- 
spectors wonkL  of  eoune.  be  alerted,  but 
there  would  be  obvious  praetleal  dWeultlea 
in  aetuaUy  pMsvntlng  an  atteiiQXed  lUegai 
shipnaent. 

I  am  not  fwprraBlng  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  such  action  should  be  taken  since. 


as  you  are  aware.  It  woold  necessitate  a  for- 
eign policy  determination  with  respect  to 
which  I  ahould  have  to  obtain  advice  from 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  possibly  the  Presi- 
dent. It  is  nay  undastandlng  that  you  have 
already  written  to  Secretary  Dulles  in  this 
coimection,  and  also  tliat  regarding  the  aUen 
agent  aspect  of  this  matter,  referred  to  in 
your  letter,  you  have  written  to  the  Attorney 
GeneraL 

Sincerely  yours, 

Smcum  Weuls, 
Secretory  of  Commerce. 

DcPAXi'MXKT  or  State, 
Washington,  March  IB,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Domau>  L.  Jackson. 
Bouae  of  RepreMentativea. 

Mt  Obab  Dom:  R^erence  Is  made  to  your 
letter  of  February  26.  1863.  regarding  the  mo- 
tion picture.  Salt  of  the  Earth,  now  being 
produced  in  New  Mexico.  The  background 
material  which  you  have  furnished  relative 
to  the  content  of  this  film  and  the  circum- 
stances of  Its  production  would  apparently 
Justify  your  concern  as  to  Its  effect  If  re- 
leased abroad. 

A  study  of  the  exisUng  legislation  which 
might  be  employed  to  prevent  the  export  of 
this  film  indicates  that  there  are  two  prin- 
cipal relevant  acts.  Section  5b,  of  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Knemy  Act,  would  apparently 
offer  control  over  the  export  of  any  Iteni. 
The  history  of  this  Iwglslstinn  did  not  con- 
template its  uee  as  a  means  of  censorship. 
Its  terms,  hoswver,  are  broad  and  general  la 
nature  and  can  be  employed  to  prohibit  any 
type  of  export.  This  act  Is  administered  by 
the  Treasury  Department. 

The  other  applicable  leglslatton  Is  the  Ex- 
port Control  Act  which  Is  administered  by 
the  Department  of  Commerce.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Conunerce  under  this  act  has  the 
authority  to  license  any  item  and  may  tlien 
exercise  its  authority  by  refusing  to  grant 
an  export  license  for  specific  articles.  The 
terms  of  the  Export  Control  Act  are  also 
rather  general  and  can  be  interpreted  very 
broadly.  The  legislative  history  of  this  act, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act,  does  not  indicate  that  it  was  designed 
to  enter  the  field  of  censarshtp;  but  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  It  covers  an3rthing  that  might 
affect  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States, 
it  \B  believed  that  it  could  be  applied.  The 
application  of  the  provisions  of  these  acts  to 
a  specific  motion-picture  film  might  present 
administrative  oom plications;  however.  It 
appears  that  these  would  not  be  Insurmount- 
able. 

In  regard  to  your  question  relating  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign  Agents  Reglstratioa 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  It  would  appear  that 
this  is  a  matter  of  Interpretation  and  ruling 
by  the  Attorney  General.  Ilils  act  is  admin- 
istered by  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  I 
am  informed  that  It  becomes  applicable  when 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral that  funds  are  being  onptoyed  whose 
soiu-ce  can  be  traced  to  a  foreign  principal. 
The  problem,  therefore,  apparently  would  be 
to  determine  the  source  of  the  funds  used 
In  the  production  of  this  picture  and  whether 
or  not  they  are  acting  under  order,  request, 
or  direction  of  a  foreign  principal,  and  a  sub- 
seqtient  ruling  by  the  Attorney  General  on 
the  basis  of  his  findings. 

It  would  appear  that  the  laws  and  regula- 
tions outlined  above  represent  the  acta 
which  could  be  best  employed  to  prevent  the 
foreign  distribution  of  this  film. 

X  would  like  to  dlseuss  this  with  you. 
Slnoerely  yours. 

TBBuaTOM  B.  Marrow. 

Asstetsnt  Secretary 
(Tor  the  Secretary  of  State). 


't 


M 


rJShu 


PROBPiXTllNO  raaRMITS 

Mr.  REED  of  minnis,    Mr.  Speaker.  I 
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House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  today  introduced  a  bill  to  amend 
section  433  of  tiUe  18,  United  States 
Code,  covering  exemptions  with  respect 
to  certain  contracts.  My  bill  is  intend- 
ed to  clarify  any  latent  ambiguity  which 
may  exist  in  the  law  with  regard  to  leases 
and  prospecting  permits  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  may  enter  into  un- 
der the  act  of  February  25.  1920,  as 
amended.  That  act  specifically  enumer- 
ates certain  classes  of  persons  who  may 
not  own  any  interest  in  such  leases. 
Members  of  Congress  are  not  included 
in  the  enimieration.  They  would  not 
normally  be  considered  among  those  dis- 
qualified under  the  well-known  rule  of 
statutory  interpretation  that  where  a 
statute  specifically  enumerates  classes  to 
whom  it  shall  apply,  no  others  will  be 
added  to  those  specifically  enumerated. 
That  is  the  maxim  "Expressio  unius  est 
exclusio  alterius." 

Recently,  however,  for  the  first  time 
during  the  30  or  more  years  that  the  act 
has  been  in  effect  the  question  has  been 
raised  as  to  whether  or  not  a  Member 
of  Congress  may  enter  into  such  a  lease. 
It  seems  perfectly  clear  to  me  that  he 
is  not  disqualified,  but  in  order  that  the 
matter  be  made  perfectly  clear  to  every- 
one concerned,  I  have  introduced  this 
bill. 


CODE  OP  ETHICS  FOR  INVESTIOAT- 
ING  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to- 
day introduced  a  bill  to  amend  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  in  two  re- 
spects: First,  to  give  the  House  Rules 
Committee  legislative  oversight  over  all 
standing  and  select  committees  engaged 
in  investigations;  and,  second,  to  make 
binding  on  each  such  investigating  com- 
mittee specific  rules  for  the  procedure  of 
the  committee,  members,  and  employees 
and  for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of 
those  called  as  witnesses  and  others 
about  uhom  comment  may  be  made  in 
the  hearings  adversely  affecting  their 
reputations.  I  am  informed  that  the 
House  Un-American  Activities  Commit- 
tee, for  example,  has  rules  but  that  they 
are  uncodified  and  I  submit  that  they 
should  be  codified. 

The  rules  of  procedure  which  are  con- 
tained in  the  bill  and  are  to  be  binding 
upon  all  investigating  committees  are 
substantially  the  same  as  those  promul- 
gated recently  by  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  investigating  the 
Department  of  Justice  imder  the  distin- 
guished chairmanship  of  my  colleague, 
Mr.  KxATiNO,  of  New  York,  with  two  ex- 
ceptions. The  first  exception  is  that  any 
witness  testifying  In  an  effort  to  clear  his 
reputation  may  not  be  the  subject  of 


photographs,  moving  pictures,  television 
or  radio  broadcasting  of  the  proceedings 
while  testifying  without  his  consent,  as 
suggested  by  the  civil-rights  committee 
of  the  Association  of  the  Bar  of  New  York 
City.  The  second  is  that  the  committee 
shall  not  circulate  on  its  letterhead  or 
over  the  signature  of  its  members  or  em- 
ployees charges  against  Individuals  or 
organizations  except  as  the  committee  by 
a  majority  vote  shall  so  determine.  The 
substance  of  this  latter  provision  is  taken 
from  the  text  of  the  policy  statement  on 
congressional  investigations  of  commu- 
nism in  education  adopted  by  the  general 
board  of  the  National  -Council  of  the 
Churches  of  Christ  in  the  United  States 
of  America. 

The  protests  from  this  source  and 
other  responsible  sources  with  reference 
to  investigations  pursued  in  the  Congress 
call  our  attention  to  the  need  for  assum- 
ing responfibility  on  the  highest  possible 
level  for  wliat  is  done  in  House  commit- 
tee investigations.  The  courts  have 
given  great  freedom  to  the  Congress  in 
resp>ect  of  investigations;  therefore  such 
regulatory  mechanisjis  as  are  desirable 
must  be  put  into  effect  by  the  Congre;=s 
itself.  The  Rules  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  Is  frequently 
referred  to  as  the  special  instrument  of 
the  majority  leadership.  It  therefore 
should  express  the  utmost  responsibility 
of  the  majority.  Justice  and  fairness  in 
congressional  investigations  are  vital, 
particularly  as  reputations  and  lives  can 
be  so  seriously  affected.  To  do  a  job  in 
the  world  for  freedom  we  must  be  zealous 
to  practice  what  we  preach  at  home.  I 
believe  we  can  do  no  less  than  to  charge 
with  the  highest  responsibility — that  of 
the  Rules  Committee — the  exercise  of 
such  great  authority  as  that  of  our  in- 
vestigating committees  in  the  House. 
The  Rules  Committee  generally  author- 
izes subpena  powers  for  committees  be- 
fore the  House  considers  them.  It 
should  therefore  have  continuing  over- 
sight as  to  how  these  powers  are  exer- 
cised. 


THE   L/\TE    SETH    RICHARDSON 

Mr.  HAI^.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maine? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  death 
in  this  city  last  Tuesday  of  Seth  Rich- 
ardson this  country  loses  a  most  distin- 
guished lawyer,  a  public  servant  who  had 
served  well  both  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  and  the  Federal  Oovernment. 
and  a  most  patriotic  citizen.  He 
was  also  a  militant  Republican.  Pres- 
ident Harding  appointed  him  a  United 
States  District  Attorney.  President 
Hoover  had  made  him  an  Assistant  At- 
torney General,  and  later  nominated  him 
to  the  bench  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals, but  for  partisan  reasons  he  was 
not  confirmed.  More  recently  he  was 
named  by  President  Truman  to  the  Loy- 
alty Review  Board  and  later  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board.  He  was  also  counsel  for  the  com- 
hiittee  which  investigated  the  Pearl  Har- 


bor disaster.  In  the  performance  of  pub- 
lic duty  he  never  stinted  himself. 

Seth  Richardson  was  an  accomplished 
athlete  in  his  youth,  and  in  his  later  life 
a  keen  fisherman  and  hunter,  who  trav- 
eled widely  over  the  world  in  pxirsuit  of 
adventure  often  spiced  with  danger.  He 
was  an  omnivorous  reader  and  student, 
a  great  and  highly  entertaining  talker, 
a  true  and  loyal  friend.  He  loved  his 
fellowman.  It  is  remarkable  and  re- 
grettable that  he  never  held  elective  pub- 
lic oflBce,  for  he  was  the  sort  of  man  who 
would  have  served  any  constituency  with 
great  devotion. 

I  take  this  occasion  to  express  my  great 
sympathy  for  his  devoted  wife  and 
daughter. 

THE    IMPORTATION    OF    RESIDUAL 
OIL 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
want  to  urge  the  Members  of  this  House 
of  Representatives  to  look  into  the  im- 
portation of  residual  oil  into  this  coun- 
try. I  join  today  with  several  of  my  col- 
leagues who  have  brought  this  situation 
to  the  attention  of  the  Congress  and  de- 
sire to  state  that  I.  along  with  several 
of  them,  have  introduced  bills  which 
we  hope,  will  curtail  this  activity. 

I  understand  that  the  benefits  derived 
from  the  importation  of  this  residual  oil 
are  going  to  a  few  of  our  large  oil  com- 
panies, at  the  expense  of  several  thou- 
sand miners  and  their  families  through- 
out the  Nation.  Several  hundreds  of 
these  miners  and  their  families  live  in 
my  district.  They  are  now  out  of  work 
because  this  cheap  oil  is  being  brought  in. 
I  think  the  time  is  now  when  we  should 
do  something  about  it. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  I  would  like  to  compli- 
ment the  gentleman  on  his  (xjsltion  and 
to  state  to  the  House  that  there  is  more 
unemployment  in  my  district  now  be- 
cause of  the  importation  of  this  residual 
oil  than  we  have  had  since  1932. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  want  to  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  observations  and  I 
agree  with  him  wholeheartedly.  That  is 
exactly  the  situation  in  my  district.  You 
can  go  into  any  of  the  counties  where 
coal  mining  is  one  of  the  iiMlustrtes  and 
you  will  find  many  of  those  coal  miners 
out  of  work.  This  can  be  traced  directly 
to  the  bringing  in  of  this  cheap  residual 
oil.  It  is  only  a  matter  of  whether  we 
think  that  profits  are  more  important 
than  the  lives  and  well-being  of  thou- 
sands of  people  in  this  country.  As  for 
me.  the  answer  Is  obvious.  The  welfare 
of  any  human  being  comes  first  in  any 
Christian  nation. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  Ute  geotleouui  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objcctioo. 

Mr.SIEMINSKL  Mr.  Speaker.  I  favor 
the  passage  of  House  Joint  BesoluUon 
223  agreed  to  on  yesterday  and  were 
It  possiiiie  for  me  to  have  been  on  the 
floor  at  that  time  when  the  roUcall  vote 
was  taken  I  would  Lave  ao  indicated. 


THE    IMPORTATION    OP    RESIDUAL 
OIL 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  addreas  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gcntietnan  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  earlier  this 
week  I  spoke  of  the  need  for  legislatian 
which  would  provide!  a  limitation  on  im- 
portations of  residual  fuel  oil  mto  tiiis 
country.  I  submitted  facts  and  figures 
which  revealed  some  of  the  linm^r^g 
effects  these  shipments  of  foreign  oil 
are  bringing  to  bear  uixxi  the  ooal  in- 
dustry. 

Yesterday's  Charkiston  Oaaette.  print- 
ed m  the  capital  dvir  of  West  Virginia, 
contained  an  article  with  reference  to 
current  conditions  tn  the  coal  fields — 
conditions  which  are  alarming  and 
wUch,  in  my  optnkin.  are  being  caused 
by  the  increased  flow  of  residual  into 
east  coast  ports  from  the  Caribbean  area. 

I  Include  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  this 
newspaper  article,  luid  I  hope  that  the 
Members  of  Oongrets  will  take  action  to 
lunit  the  importation  of  this  oil  and 
thereby  bring  relief  to  the  coal  industry 
and  to  the  many  thousands  of  Americans 
who  depend  upon  that  industry  for  their 
hveiihood: 

Mxnr  BrikTumcn  P*iirr  UmiEALTirT  Picnnre— 

Wbolx  STATm  PnxB  ^tmcti  or  Prr  Closdwi 
<By   Don    8e«f1e) 

The  specter  of  xmernployment  and  decllu- 
tn '  production  today  presents  an  alarming 
picture  for  W«st  Vlri^nla'B  ooal-rich  landfl 
and  Industries. 

Juat  how  alaimtng  la  •  matter  of  optnlon. 
Some  aay  It  tiireatent  to  be  tragic  Othan 
disagree.  The  Unlt«d  Ulna  Worken  Dolon. 
which  has  good  cause  to  connUier  the  situa- 
tion carefully,  takes  ii  more  optimistic  view 
and  predicts  smoother  sailing  for  19S3. 

But  any  change  In  the  mines'  status  quo 
Is  reason  for  the  resi.  of  the  State  to  take 
notice.  And  that  there's  been  a  change  Is 
beyoixl  dispute. 

It  affects  nearly  ereryone  and  eneiytoody. 
That  Includes  the  Oaaette.  the  gas  atatioti  oa 
the  ooroer,  the  neightcrUig  movie  house,  the 
stores  of  Charleaton.  ana  any  organlzaUan  or 
indlTldual  whose  livelihood  depends  on 
miners'  fat  paycheck.!. 

Dawn  In  Mingo  Onmty,  the  Williamson 
Dally  Mews  took  a  'lOok  at  the  sltwitton. 
Here's  what  It  fouiM:.: 

"Since  June  19S1  nkie  operations  bare  diut 
down — permanently  or  tndeAnttely.  or  have 
drastlcaUy  ctu-taUed  production.  In  addi- 
tion to  aUMW  men  wltlUMit  Jobs,  tiseee  rinsings 
also  mean  the  loss  a.'  over  IjOOOiXW  tons  oX 
coal  annuaUy.  The  resultant  loss  In  dollars 
Is  certain  to  \x  felt  In  the  trade  and  com- 
merce In  each  tradln-;  center — and  William- 
son Is  the  largest  tn  «:hls  neld." 

Other  dtlea  and  oCtter  p«pen  ha^e  noticed 
the  same  thing;  many  of  them  eommented 
In  a  similar  ?ela.    Cl'les  such  ••  WUIiamaon. 


I/>gan.  Welch.  Bluefleld.  Beckley,  Fairmont, 
Klklns  and  others  know  they  would  be  near 
ghost  towns  If  there  Is  a  significant  down- 
ward trend  In  production. 

•niere  te  not  reason  to  beltere  this  win 
happen.  At  least  not  unless  some  new  fac- 
tor is  added.  There's  good  reason  to  beUeve 
the  industry  la  going  through  a  period  of 
major  change  and  It  appears  to  be  a  change 
for  the  worse.  Here  are  some  of  its  symp- 
toms: 

Coal  mtnes  closing :  Boone  County.  9;  Bar- 
bour, 5:  CTay.  1;  Harrison.  4;  Kanawha,  9;  lx>- 
gan.  14;  McDowell.  22;  Mingo.  9;  and  Raleigh, 
11.  (FIgtitea  are  from  the  newest  Depart- 
ment of  Mines  Quarterly  Report.) 

Employment:  Nineteen  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seventy-four  ^>pUcatlons  were 
filed  In  January -February.  18S3;  8.440.  or 
nearly  half,  were  filed  at  offices  In  southern 
West  Vtrglnln.  Including  4.511  In  the  Charles- 
ton metropolttan  area.  The  employment 
serrloe  paid  •1.106,310  In  unemi^oyment 
compensation  to  ooal  miners  tn  the  first  2 
montiu  of  10S3.  (Figures  from  the  West  Vir- 
ginia Department  of  Employment  Security's 
research  and  TtntUltr  dlvi^km.) 

Coal  production;  Down  an  estimated  53.- 
000,000  tons  In  5  years:  1947.  173,653.000; 
1M8,  166.509,000:  1»4«,  122.913,000;  1950.  145,- 
503.000;  1941,  ie3.44S.000-,  1952  (preliminary). 
14S.000XX)0:  1963  (estimated  on  baals  of  Jan- 
uary production ) .  120.000^00.  (Figures  from 
the  Department  ot  Mlnea  and  Western  Vir- 
ginia Coal  Association.) 

Mine  employment :  1946. 139.100;  194(0. 130.- 
000;  1950.  130,500. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.     Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the 

gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  it  is  driving  into  bankruptcy  some 
of  the  domestic  oil  producers  of  ttiis 
country? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  certainly  is,  and  I 
thank  the  gentleman  for  bringing  this 
fact  to  our  attention. 


DN-AMSUCAN  ACilVrilKS 


ADDITIONAL  LSGISLATION 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAULECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  earlier 
in  the  day  I  announced  the  program  for 
next  week  and  also  indicated  the  prob- 
ability of  having  before  us.  starting 
March  30.  Monday,  the  offshore  sub- 
merged lands  biU.  It  has  been  called  to 
my  attention  that  the  30th  and  31st  are 
Jewish  holidays.  In  view  of  that  fact  I 
want  to  add  to  my  former  announce- 
ment this  word,  that  we  will  try  to  com- 
plete general  debate  and  probeMy  the 
reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment  under 
the  5-mlnute  rule  on  the  30th  and  31st. 
At  any  events  the  vote  on  the  measure 
will  not  come  until  Wednesday.  April  1. 

Mr.  OROS&  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yiekl? 

Mr.  wAfjiery  i  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  QRCeSk  Can  the  gentleman  give 
us  any  idea  wlien  the  Easter  recess  may 
start? 

Mr.  HALI^BCK.  Well,  we  are  working 
en  that  DOW  and  I  will  be  glad  to  talk  to 
the  gentJeman  about  it  as  aoon  as  I  con- 
clude here. 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  VsLDKl  is  recognized  for  90 
minutes. 

Mr.VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  revise  and  extetKl  my 
remarks  and  Include,  a  radio  program 
entitled  *Tleporters'  Roundup." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  nii- 
nots? 

There  was  no  objecticm. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  al- 
wayp  been  my  de^re  and  earnest  attempt 
to  answer  personally  every  item  of  mail 
which  comes  to  my  ofllce,  whether  it  be 
from  my  own  district  or  elsewhere  in 
the  United  States.  In  recent  weeks  an 
immense  volume  of  correspondence  has 
come  to  me  by  letter,  telegram,  postal 
card,  and  so  forth,  and  even  my  already 
overworked  oflBce  staff  finds  it  impossible 
to  acknowledge  each  communication 
properly. 

This  correspondence  largely  has  to  do 
with  the  question  of  communism,  sub- 
version, and  the  investigations  and  hear- 
ings of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities.  It  Is  my  intention 
to  determine  the  contents  of  these  com- 
munications and  I  hope  to  reply  to  each 
one  by  the  sending  out  of  reprints  of 
my  statements  here  today. 

I  would  like  to  say  that  it  is  heart 
warming  and  a  source  of  tremendous 
personal  satisfaction  to  me  to  note  the 
surge  of  interest  on  the  part  of  my  cor- 
respondents in  the  problem  of  CX)mmu- 
nists  operating  in  the  various  free  Amer- 
ican Institutions.  I  hope  that  the  thou- 
sands  of  alert  and  loyal  Americans  who 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  write  to  me 
personally,  or  as  the  chairman  <rf  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities, will  bear  with  me  in  this  method 
cf  acknowledging  their  corre^ondence. 
I  feel  I  can  do  more  justice  to  their  in- 
quiries by  taking  up  iixe  majority  of  their 
questions  and  suggestions  one  by  one 
and  answering  in  this  manner. 

First,  during  the  Reporters'  Roundup, 
a  radio  program  over  the  Mutual  Broad- 
casting System,  on  Monday,  March  9, 
upon  which  I  appeared,  and  which  pro- 
gram is  entirely  spontaneous  and  unre- 
hearsed, I,  as  chairman  was  asked  a 
series  of  questions  about  the  work  and 
aims  of  the  Committee  on  Un-Amerix»n 
Activities.  Much  issue  has  been  made 
In  various  newspapers  and  publications, 
as  well  as  on  radio  and  television  pro- 
grams, regarding  my  supposed  proposal 
of  an  investigation  to  be  made  by  our 
House  Committee  tm  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities of  religious  Institutions  and  the 
clergy  in  general.  I  made  no  such  pro- 
posal on  my  own  behalf,  neither  did  I 
make  a  proposal  as  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-Amerlcsan  Ac- 
tivities that  a  general  investigation  be 
made  of  communism  in  religious  fields. 
My  only  statements,  as  shown  by  a  tran- 
script obtained  from  Mutual  Broadcast- 
ing System  and  quoted  below,  were  that 
it  was  entirely  possible  that  committee 
izrvestigators  might  make  inquiry  ctm- 
ceming  some  individual  Communists  and 
ex-OommtmlsCs  in  the  religious  field.  In 
response  to  a  question  as  to  whether 
there  was  any  likeHhood  of  the  commit- 
tee iniFestigations  being  extended  to  the 
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Church  field  because  certain  church 
leaders  were  becoming  increasingly  crit- 
ical of  the  committee's  investigations  of 
Communist  influences  in  colleges  and 
universities.  I  stated : 

X  cant  Bay  at  tbls  time.  There  are  so 
many  other  phases  of  communism  and  sub- 
versive activity  that  we  have  to  Investigate 
and  report  upon  that  It  Is  doubtful  that  this 
year  we  shall  get  into  that  field  at  all. 
However,  1  do  think  that  this  U  very  Impor- 
tant to  get  across  to  the  American  people: 
The  Soviet  Union,  through  the  American 
Communist  Party.  Is  out  to  destroy  all  re- 
ligious freedom  In  this  country.  I  believe 
our  religious  leaders  should  be  made  aware 
of  that  and.  while  we  welcome  criticism,  the 
committee  welcomes  honest,  constructive 
criticism,  we  do  not  lUce  to  be  condemned 
for  our  efforts  to  point  out  to  the  American 
people  and  Oongprees  that  the  Soviet  Union 
Is  attempting  to  destroy  our  religion,  and 
we  are  doing  our  best  to  avoid  that. 

Question: 

You  don't  preclude  getting  into  the  church 
field? 

Answer: 

Oh.  no.  It  is  entirely  possible. 

Question : 

Do  you  think  there  is  a  field  for  Investlga* 
tlon  there? 

Answer: 

Tes.  I  think  there  la  a  field.  I  cannot  tell 
which  direction  It  would  take — whether  it 
wotild  be  Into  some  of  the  organizations 
which  are  affiliated  with  the  various 
churches,  or  whether  It  would  be  Individuals. 
I  would  rather  presume  It  would  be  In- 
dividuals. 

Question; 

Do  you  think  If  such  an  Investigation  were 
undertaken — If  and  when — a  man  who  called 
you  a  "pretended  patriot  amd  morally  unfit 
to  Investigate  the  colleges  and  universities" 
might  come  under  Investigation? 

Answer: 

Mo;  not  because  of  what  he  called  me  or 
that  he  criticized  the  committee.  We  wlU 
make  these  Investlgatloiu  as  fair  as  we  pos- 
sibly can  and  we  will  go  ahead  and  let  the 
record  speak  for  Itself. 

Despite  the  clarity  with  which  this 
issue  was  presented  by  me,  it  was  badly, 
and  in  some  cases  I  am  afraid  intention- 
ally, distorted  by  many  newspapers  and 
radio  stations.  I  now  find,  however,  that 
people  all  over  the  Nation  have  voiced 
an  overwhelming  interest  in  favor  of 
such  an  investigation  and  demand  the 
committee's  immediate  attention  to  this 
particular  problem. 

I  would  like  to  state  here  that  to  have 
denied  there  were  Communists  in  the 
field  of  religion  would  have  been  a  lie 
on  my  part  and  misleading  to  the  Ameri- 
can public. 

My  congressional  office  staff  has  made 
a  compilation  of  the  communications 
favorable,  as  well  as  unfavorable,  to  the 
question  of  investigation  of  Communists 
in  religious  fields  and  it  is  astounding  to 
note  the  results.  Out  of  1.755  commu- 
nications received  during  this  week.  1.692 
expressed  interest  In,  requested,  and  even 
demanded  that  this  particular  investi- 
gation be  made,  and  were  favorable  to 
me  personally  and  to  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  ip^-American  Activities.  Only 
62,  some  of  which  correspondence  was 
anonymous,  disapproved.  I  might  say  at 
this  time.  too.  that  none  of  these  letters. 


cards,  and  telegrams  were  printed  on 
form  letters  or  cards.  In  other  words, 
this  was  not  the  planned  pressure  type 
of  mail  which  sometimes  is  sent  to  con- 
gressional offices. 

To  those  who  did  sincerely  disapprove, 
may  I  say  that  your  criticism,  where  con- 
structive upon  the  procedures  of  making 
Investigations  and  holding  hearings  by 
the  committee,  are  most  welcome  and 
helpful  in  preserving  the  processes  of  our 
American  Republic. 

The  favorable  correspondence  received 
contained  generally  the  following  types 
of  statements  and  issues: 

No.  1.  Demands  and  requests  that  an 
investigaticHi  be  made  of  individual 
Communists  in  the  religious  field:  To 
these  loyal  and  sincere  citizens,  may  I 
say  that  I  feel  Communists  should  and 
will  be  ferreted  out  and  reported  to  the 
Congress  and  to  the  people,  wherever 
they  may  be  found.  The  staff  and  facil- 
ities of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  however,  is  too  lim- 
ited to  make  a  special  investigation  at 
this  time.  It  is  already  busily  engaged 
and  working  overtime  on  the  investiga- 
tion of  individual  Communists  in  the 
field  of  labor,  education,  and  so  forth. 
Such  a  special  investigation  of  indi- 
vidual Communists  in  the  religious  field, 
therefore,  must  necessarily  be  delayed 
until  some  future  date.  Such  an  investi- 
gation, also,  can  only  be  made  with  the 
ctmcurrence  of  the  majority  of  the 
membership  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities. 

No.  2.  Statements  that  the  writers 
were  offering  prayers  for  me  personally, 
and  for  the  continuance  of  the  good 
work  of  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities:  To  all  these  good  people  may 
I  answer  that  I.  too,  have  prayed  for 
guidance  concerning  the  work  in  which 
I  am  engaged  and  sincerely  welcome  and 
deeply  appreciate  their  concern  for  me 
and  the  committee.  I  know  they  will 
continue  their  supplications,  and  am 
thankful  for  it. 

No.  3.  Many  have  requested  a  state- 
ment as  to  my  own  personal  faith  or 
church  affiliation,  as  well  as  that  of 
other  members  on  the  committee:  In 
answer  to  these,  I  Joined  the  Methodist 
Church  at  the  age  of  12  and  have,  since 
1938,  been  a  member  of  the  First  Meth- 
odist Church  of  Pekin,  111. 

During  my  service  here  in  Washington, 
D.  C,  as  a  Member  of  Congress,  I  have 
attended  the  services  of  many  major 
Protestant  churches,  as  well  as  several 
Jewish  and  Catholic  services.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  just  2  weeks  ago  I  attended 
a  christening  of  several  babies  performed 
by  a  priest  of  a  Catholic  church  here 
In  Washington.  I  want  to  say  now  that 
I  believe  every  American  citizen  has  the 
right,  under  our  constitutional  guaran- 
tees, to  worship  God  as  he  or  she  chooses 
and  I  shall  always  keep  that  funda- 
mental right  firmly  in  mind  in  handling 
the  problem  of  communism,  which 
through  theory  and  practice  attempts  to 
destroy  our  freedom  of  worship. 

Regarding  the  faith  of  other  members 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  may  I  respectfully 
refer  these  persons  to  their  nearest 
library  in  which  they  will  be  able  to  find 
the  answer  in  the  current  Issue  of  the 
Congressional  Directory. 


No.  4.  Correspondence  giving  informa- 
tion concerning  Communist  acUrities: 
This  information  will  be  turned  over  to 
the  investigative  staff  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee en  Un-American  Activities  for  Its 
consideration  and  possible  future  assist- 
ance. 

No.  5.  Correspondence  asking  what 
right  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  has  to  investigate 
subversion  in  the  fields  of  education, 
labor,  and  so  forth:  I  would  like  to  point 
out,  in  answer  to  this  t3rpe  of  question, 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  committee 
to  investigate  goes  beyond  a  mere  right 
or  privilege.  The  committee  Is  operat- 
ing upon  the  explicit  direction  and  is 
under  obligation  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  investigate  subversive 
activities  and  propaganda  under  Public 
Law  601.  In  charging  the  committee 
with  this  duty  the  Congress  did  not  indi- 
cate or  direct  that  such  investigation 
should  be  only  those  which  are  nationally 
popular.  It  must  be  recognized  that  in 
practically  every  field  of  investigation. 
even  those  individuals  who  may  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  investigation  feel  a 
certain  stigma  attached  to  them  because 
of  those  traitors  and  subversives  within 
their  field. 

No.  6.  Letters  commending  the  com- 
mittee for  its  investigation  at  individ- 
uals in  the  field  of  education,  and  asking 
for  information  as  to  the  progress  of 
the  committee  in  that  particular  field: 
In  answer  to  the  doubting  Thomases 
who  feel  there  is  no  profit  in  this,  I 
would  like  to  say  that  as  the  investiga- 
tions and  hearings  proceed  the  record 
will  speak  for  Itself  and  will  be  dlsseml- 
nated  to  all  interested  persons  throuch 
the  medium  of  printed  hearings  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Also  in  this  connection  I  would  again 
like  to  reiterate  the  statements  that  I 
have  made  on  numerous  occasions  that 
the  committee  is  not  investigating  col- 
leges and  universities — that  it  is  inves- 
tigating Individual  members  in  that  field 
who  are  now  or  who  have  been  members 
of  the  Communist  Party.  There  need  be 
no  fear  that  the  investigation  being  con- 
ducted by  the  committee  will  in  any 
way  abridge  academic  freedom  or  place 
an  undue  burden  upon  any  college  or 
organization  composed  of  educators  if 
they  are  working  honestly  and^forth- 
rlghtly  in  their  important  field.  It  is 
not  my  desire,  or  that  of  the  commit- 
tee, that  the  word  "communism"  or 
"Marxism  "  become  an  vinsi>eakable  term 
in  any  American  institution.  I  feel  that 
every  American  youth  should  know  the 
honest  truth  about  communism  and 
Marxism.  I  do  not  feel  that  a  Com- 
munist can  deal  with  this  honestly  or 
objectively.  I  sincerely  feel  that  there 
is  a  very  grave  distinction  between  the 
Instruction  in  communism  and  the  In- 
doctrination in  communism. 

No.  7.  Correspondence  regarding  the 
Roosevelt  resolution  of  March  11  to  re- 
move me  as  chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities:  This 
correspondence  reveals  the  fact  that 
practically  all  are  unfavorable  to  such 
a  resolution;  nevertheless,  I  feel  that 
Representative  Roosxvklt  undoubtedly 
felt  he  was  serving  the  public  interests 
by  the  introduction  of  such  a  resolution, 
and  certainly  as  a  Member  of  Congress 


he  has  a  right  to  do  tliat.  Again  I  say 
that  I  welcome  the  opportimity  to  pit 
the  supporters  or  my  chairmanship 
against  that  element  supporting  Mr. 
Roosevelt's  point  of  view. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hav<!  appeared  on  nu- 
merous radio  and  television  programs 
within  the  past  several  weeks,  such  as 
the  American  Porvim  of  the  Air,  Keep 
Posted.  Reporters  Roujidup,  Crossfire,  the 
Cracker  Barrel,  Chronoscope.  and  so 
forth.  These  programs  have  likewise  in- 
creased the  flood  of  mail  coming  into  my 
oflQce.  In  answer  to  the  hundreds  of 
good  people  who  hav«!  written  me  after 
my  appearances  on  these  programs,  may 
I  say  that  I  feel  by  such  methods  a 
Member  of  Congress  can  most  accurately 
present  to  the  American  public  his  views 
on  legislation  and  hi;^  feelings  concern- 
ing the  problems  which  face  our  Nation 
today.  I  am  greatly  encouraged  for  the 
future  of  America  by  the  loyalty  to  Amer- 
ican principles  shown  in  these  letters, 
as  well  as  the  confide  ace  in  the  work  of 
the  various  investigative  committees,  our 
Chief  Executive,  and  the  various  agencies 
operating  under  him. 

I  appreciate  the  kind  comments  con- 
cerning my  appearances,  as  well  as  the 
constructive  criticism  contained  in  the 
letters  and  Intend  to  make  use  of  all 
suggestions. 

I  want  to  assure  you  the  work  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities will  go  forward  with  no  slacken- 
ing of  effort  or  lessening  of  zeal. 

Let  us  be  thankful  to  God  that  we  are 
still  under  a  form  of  government  which 
makes  possible  the  writing  of  these  let- 
ters without  fear  of  being  thrown  into 
concentration  camps  or  being  purged.  I 
know  I  speak  for  all  members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities when  I  say  your  communications 
are  most  welcome,  and  give  us  courage 
to  go  ahead  with  a  very  difficult  Job  in 
the  face  of  all  obstacles  thrown  in  our 
way  by  the  followers  of,  and  sympathizers 
with,  the  Soviet  way  of  life. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to : 

Mr.  BuRDicK  in  three  Instances  and  to 
include  an  editorial  and  a  letter. 

Mr.  Mason  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  Kiwanis  Club  of 
Grundy,  Va. 

Mr.  Lani  In  two  Instances;  in  one  to 
include  a  speech  by  Gordon  P.  Graham, 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, and  in  others  editorials. 

Mr.  Long  and  to  include  a  radio 
broadcast. 

Mr.  Addonizio  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi  in  two 
instances  and  to  include  editorials. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Texas  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Elliott  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Prifst)  and  include  a  statement. 

Mr.  Philbin  and  include  some  remarks 
he  made  in  two  instances. 


Mrs.  Chttich  and  Include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  HosMXR  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Holtzman  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Klein). 

Mr.  Klzw  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Moss  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Rhodes  of  Pennsylvania)  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  DoNOHUE  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Oakman  and  Mr.  HorniAN  of 
Michigan  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Abends) 
and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Weichil  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter  notwithstanding  the 
cost  is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer 
to  be  $189. 

SENATE  BILLC  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

S.  1078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  cer- 
tificates by  officers  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States,  In  connection  with  cer- 
tain pay  and  allowance  accounts  of  military 
and  civilian  personnel;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

8.  1110.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelli- 
gence; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

Mr.  LkCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  followirig  title,  which  was 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
furnish  certain  electrical  or  mechanical  of- 
fice equipment  for  the  use  of  Members,  offi- 
cers, and  committees  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  DoYLk,  for  an  indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Condon,  for  Thursday,  March  19, 
1953,  on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Jackson,  for  the  period  of  March 
20  to  April  13,  1953,  on  account  of  com- 
mittee hearings  of  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  2  o'clock  and  14  minutes  p.  m.). 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday.  March  23,  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 


the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

5S1.  A  letter  from  the  Kzecutlve  Secretary. 
National  Munitions  Control  Board,  trans- 
mitting the  semiannual  report  of  the  Na- 
tional Munitions  Control  Board  for  the  pe- 
riod January  1.  ldS2.  to  J\ine  30,  1062,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h). 
section  12  of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1038  (Pub- 
lic Resolution  No.  54,  76th  Cong.);  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

662.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  July 
8.  1952.  submitting  a  reptort,  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  Illustrations,  on  a 
review  of  reports  on  Town  River,  Qulncy, 
Mass.,  requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, adopted  on  December  2.  1946 
(H.  Doc.  No.  108) :  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  two 
Illustrations. 

663.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copies  of  legis- 
lation passed  by  the  Municipal  OiuncU  of 
St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  pursuant  to  section 
16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  States  approved  June  22,  1936; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

664.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  transmitting 
the  annual  report  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  SO,  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

665.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  National 
Legislative  Commission,  the  American  Le^ 
gion,  transmitting  the  final  financial  state- 
ment of  the  American  Legion  up  to  and  in- 
cluding the  period  ending  December  31,  1952, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  47,  66tb  Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MITJ.KR  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1936.  A 
bill  authorizing  the  acceptance,  for  purposes 
of  Colonial  National  Historical  Park,  of  school 
board  land  In  exchange  for  park  land,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  173).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  3380.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  lands  ac- 
quired by  the  United  States  ^r  Prince  Wil- 
liam Forest  Park,  Prince  William  County,  Va., 
for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  Federal  hold- 
ings therein,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  174).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  3411.  A 
bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to 
reestablish  and  correct  the  boundaries  of  the 
Qulncy  National  Cemetery  by  the  exchange 
of  Oovemment-owned  lands  In  the  Quincy- 
Oraceland  Cemetery,  Qulncy,  111.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  176) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Hotise  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Intericx'  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  163.  A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
land  In  Monroe  County,  Ark.,  to  the  State  of 
Arkansas;  without  amendment  (Rept.  Mo. 
176).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Unloa. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Commlttw  oa 
Interior  and  Insular  Aflalra.  H.  R.  333.  A 
bUl  to  relMse  aU  the  right.  UUc  aDd  tnt«nM 
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of  tbe  United  States  tn  and  to  aU  flalonable 
materials  In  certain  land  In  Marlon  County. 
Ind.;  without  amendment  (Bept.  No.  177). 
Referred  to  the  committee  of  the  Whole 
Hotne  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr    CTHARA  ot  Minnesota:  Committee  on 
the  Dlstnct  of  Columbia.     H.  R.  1833.     A  hill 
to  provide  for  the  suspension  of  the  imposi- 
tion or  execution  of  sentence  in  certain  cases 
in  the  municipal  court  for  the  District  of 
Cc4\unbla  and  in  the  Juvenile  cotirt  of  the 
XMstrlct  of  Columbia:    without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  193 ) .   Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota:  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia.    H.  R.  2277.    A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  incorpo- 
rate  the   Roosevelt   Memorial    Association.** 
approved  May  31,  1920.  so  as  to  change  the 
name  of  such  association  to  "Theodore  Roo- 
sevelt Association."  and  for  other  purpoBes. 
without  amendment   (Rept.  No.   194).     Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hotise. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota:  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia.     H.  R.  3180.     A  bill 
to  provide  for  the  exemption  from  taxation 
of  certain  tangible  personal  property:  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  195) .     Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  SUte 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia.  H.  R.  3307.  A  bill 
to  provide  for  the  treatment  of  users  of  nar- 
cotics in  the  District  of  CoI\mibU;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  196) .  Referred  to  the 
committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

tax.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia.  H.  B.  3436.  A  bill 
to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  author - 
fze  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  appoint  a  member  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Department  or  a  member  of 
the  Ftre  Department  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia as  Director  of  the  District  OfDce  of 
ClvU  Defense,  and  for  other  pvu-poses."  ap- 
proved May  21,  1961;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  197).  Referred  to  the  Commtttee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union; 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota:  Committee  on 
the  Dtotrlct  of  Columbia.  H.  R.  3704.  A  blU 
to  provide  for  the  incorporation,  regulation, 
merger,  consolidation,  and  dissolution  of  cer- 
tain business  corporations  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  198). 
deferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KXARNS:  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia.  H.  R.  S796.  A  btU  to  adjust  the 
■alariee  of  oAcers  and  members  ot  the  Metro- 
politan Police  force,  the  United  State*  Park 
Poltee.  the  White  Bouse  Police,  and  the  Fire 
Department  of  the  District  at  Columbia,  and 
for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  199) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Houae  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printioc  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affalra.  H.  R.  1127.  A 
bill  to  validate  a  conveyance  of  certain  lands 
by  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co..  and  lU 
lessee,  Southern  PacUte  Co..  to  the  Union 
Ice  Co.  and  Edward  Barbera;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  171).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Bouse. 

Mr.  MTT.T.im  of  Nebraska:  Conmilttee  on 
Interior  and  Instaar  Affairs.  H.  R.  1128.  A 
bill  authorising  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  Issue  to  Jake  Alexander  a  patent  In  fee  to 
certain  lands  In  the  State  of  Alabama;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  172).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  %fTT.T.Tgw  of  New  Tork :  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  710.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Dr.   X<ouis   J.   Sebffle;    with   amendment 


(Bept.  MO.  178) .    Referred  to  the  Oommtttee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  JndlcUry. 
H.  R.  788.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Beryl  Wil- 
liams; with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  179). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  _^  ^,  , 

Mr.  ROMNO:  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  937.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  trf  the  estate 
of  Prank  DeNuaxl;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  180) .  Referred  to  the  C<Mnm»ttee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  RODINO:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gronlslav 
Vydaevlch  and  Leonid  ZUmkowsky;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  181 ) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  MILLER  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  1180.  A  bUl  for  the 
relief  of  VlrgU  N.  Wing;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  182).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  MILLER  of  New  Tork:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  1495.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Sportservlce  Corp.;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  183) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1769.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Oscar  P.  ft-own;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
184).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1901.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giro 
Plcardl;  with  amendment  (Rent.  No.  185). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2018.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daryl  L. 
Roberts,  Ade  E.  Jaskar,  Terrence  L.  Rob- 
bins.  Harry  Johnson,  and  Frank  Swanda; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  186).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  BDBDICK:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  2881.  A  blU  for  the  relief  ol 
Mrs.  Rosaline  Spagnola;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  187).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3012.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
Sacred  Heart  Hospital;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  188).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LANS:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3375.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  the 
Bracey-Welsh  Co..  Inc.;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  189).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  IlUnols:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  3757.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Dorothy  tciimpr  Nlckerson;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  190).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  RODINO:  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3823.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Raymond 
Dl  Beckner;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
191 ) .  Referred  to  the  Conunlttee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  B,  R.  3832.  A  bill  for  the  relief 
ot  Mrs.  Orinda  Josephine  Qulgley:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  192) .  Referred  to  the 
Conunlttee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  4116.  A  bill  to  amend  section  158  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States. 
as  amended,  so  as  to  make  applicable  to  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare the  provisions  of  title  IV  of  such  Revised 
Statutes;  to  the  Committee  on  Qovernment 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 

H.  R.  4117.  A  bill  to  extend  the  time  within 
which  former  prisoners  of  war  may  apply 
for  and  be  granted  waiver  of  premiums  and 
total  disability  benefits  under  United  States 


Ootemment  life  Insurance  and  national 
service  life  insurance;  to  the  Coouaittee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.   ELLSWORTH: 
H.  R.  41 18.  A  biU  to  authorise  the  prepara- 
tion of  roils  of  persons  of  Indian  blood  whose 
ancestors  were  members  of  certain  tribes  or 
bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and  to  provide 
for  per  capiU  distribution  of  funds  arising 
from   certain   Judgments   in   favor  at  such 
Ulbes  or  bands;   to  the  Commltta*  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By   Mr.  ORANAHAN: 
H.    R.    4119.  A    bill    to    validate    certain 
mustering-out  payments  prematurely  made 
under  title  V  of  the  VeteraAs'  Readjustment 
AssUtance  Act  of  1952;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HAOEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  4120.  A  bill  to  autborlae  and  direct 
the    Civil    Service    Commission    to   make    a 
study  of  the  classification  of.  and  rates  of 
basic  compensation  payable  with  respect  to. 
technical,  scientific,   and   engineering  posi- 
tions in  the  classified  civil  service;   to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By   Mr.   HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  4121.  A  bUl  to  IncreMe  the  rates  and 
amounts    of    compensation    which    may    be 
earned  by  certain  retired  commissioned  of- 
ficers; to  the  Committee  on  Foci  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H  R.  4122.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
postmaEters,  supervisors,  and  employees  in 
the  field  service  of  the  Poet  OfBee  Depart- 
ment; to  the  CoBomlttee  on  ToA  OIBee  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  JAVITS: 
H    R.   4123.  A   bUl   to  provide   legUlaUve 
oversight  and  rules  of  procedure  for  investi- 
gating committees  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives: to  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules. 
By  Mrs  KSB: 
H  R.  4124.    A  bill  to  promote  the  farther 
development  of  public  library  service  in  rural 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  nilnols: 
H  R  4125    A  bill  to  amend  section  433  of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  relating  to  ex- 
emptions with  respect  to  certain  contracts; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  412«.  A  biU  to  contlaoa  the  eOtetlve- 
ness  of  the  act  of  December  2.  1942.  as 
amended,  and  the  act  of  Juiy  38,  UM6.  re- 
lating to  war-risk  hazard  and  detention  ben- 
efits, until  July  1,  1954:  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 
H  R.  4127.  A  bill  to  provide  revenue,  and 
for   other    purposes;    to   the   Committee   on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SCOTT: 
H  R.4128.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  broader 
distribution   of  health  aervlcea.  to  increeec 
the    quantity    and    improve    the    quality   of 
health  services  and  facilities,  and  for  other 
purposes:    to  the  Committee  on   Interstate 
aiid  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  SCUDDER: 
H.  R  4129.  A  bill  to  authorlae  the  uae  of 
checks  protected  by  bank  letters  of  credit  in 
payment  of   Internal-revenue   taxes;    to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Me^na. 
By  Mr.  SHORT: 
n.  R.  4130.  A  bill  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department   of    Defense   Appnroprlation    Act. 
1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use  of 
appropriations  thereunder  to  make  payments 
to  ARO.   Inc.,   for  operation  of   the  Arnold 
Engineering      Development      Center      after 
March  31,  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  VUHSBLL: 
H  R.  4131.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  honoring  the 
coal  miners  and  coal  IndiMtry  of  America; 
to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  J.  Res.  228.  Joint  resolution  permitting 
the  entry  of  500  children  under  •  years  of 
age,  adopted  by  United  SUtes  citizens  who 
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are  serving  abroad  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  are  employed  abroad 
by  the  United  States  Government:  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
SUtes  relative  to  their  house  Joint  memorial 
No.  5.  requesting  the  establishment  of  an  ad- 
ditional International  Gate  at  Nogales, 
Ariz  ;   to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
seeking  enactment  of  H.  R.  91  and  H.  R.  92. 
83d  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
S'.ate  of  Maryland,  relative  to  their  house 
J  ant  resolution  No.  10.  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  study  the 
Federal  liquor  tax  policy  and  to  enact  legis- 
lation to  reduce  the  present  excessively  high 
t.ix  rate;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  relative  to  their  senate 
resolution  No.  4,  opposing  legislation  pend- 
ing In  the  Congress  for  the  support  of  prices 
of  beef  cattle  at  100  percent  parity;  to  the 
Cummltlee  on  Agriculture. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BRAMBLETTT: 
H  R  4132.    A    bUl    for    the   relief   of    Mrs. 
Paymunda    Panart     de    Zanino     and    Julio 
Zanlno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   DOLLINGER: 
H  R  4133.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mendel 
Kuchclk  and  Clvla  Kuchcik;  to  the  Commit- 
tee un  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.   CARRIGG: 
H  R.  4134.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Garga,   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 
H  R.4135.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
Telegdy  and  Julia  Peyer  Telegdy;  to  the  Com. 
mil  lee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr    HESELTON: 
H  R  4136.   A    bill    for    the   relief   of   Willi 
Wetterlch;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr    KEATING: 
H  R  4137.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  E. 
Warren:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    KLEIN: 
H  R.  4138.    A    bill    for    the    relief   of   Sara 
Salcer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R  4139.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Janklel 
Berek  Blumsatajn;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H  R.  4140.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Hyman 

Drayer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York : 

H  R  4141.   A   bill   for   the   relief   of   John 

Joseph  Klngsley;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROBESON  of  Virginia: 
H  R.  4142.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Smiley,    formerly   Eddie    Nlchlchuk;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows; 

97.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the 
County  aerk.  County  of  Hawaii,  petitioning 


consideration  of  their  resolution  No.  115  with 
reference  to  the  passage  of  H.  R.  2843.  pro- 
viding for  the  investigation  in  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  of  the  conservation,  development, 
and  utilization  of  water  resources;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

98.  By  Mr.  McDONOUGH:  Petition  of  a 
number  of  citizens  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif., 
protesting  against  any  move  to  extend  the 
draft  and  favoring  universal  military  train- 
ing; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

99.  By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
Petition  of  the  City  Council,  Lowell,  Mass., 
asking  that  Congress  take  action  to  extend 
the  authorization  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  control  rents  in  Lowell;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

■■  ^m^  ■■ 


SENATE 

Friday,  M.xrch  20, 1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Lord  of  all  being,  whose  glory  flames 
from  sun  and  star  and  on  the  resurrect- 
ed earth :  We  bring  to  Thee  our  parched 
and  jaded  souls  that  they  may  be  re- 
stored and  become  as  gardens  of  the 
Lord.  O  Thou,  from  whom  in  vain  we 
try  to  flee,  in  a  violent  world  grant  us 
now  a  saving  experience  of  inner  quiet 
and  serenity.  The  futile  years  with  their 
bitter  lessons  have  taught  us  that  the 
things  for  which  men  really  grasp,  the 
bauble  of  fame,  the  glitter  of  gold,  the 
allurements  of  sense,  the  bread  of  pleas- 
ure, are  but  vanity  and  vexation  of 
spirit.  And  now.  at  this  noontide  hour, 
with  the  unsatisfied  desires  of  our  yearn- 
ing hearts,  we  turr  in  contrition  to  Thee. 
Like  the  flowers  in  spring  gardens  uplift- 
ed to  the  sun,  like  still  waters  that  mirror 
the  eternal  stars,  so  we  would  lift  our 
needy  souls  to  Thee,  our  light  and  our 
life,  our  health  and  our  hope.  In  the 
Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 


DESIGNATION    OP    ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

UNrriD  States  Senatx, 

PRESmENT   PRO  TEltPORE, 

Wtuhington.  D.  C.  March,  20.  1953. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate, 
I  appralnt  Hon.  Andrew  F.  Schoeppel,  a  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Kansas,  to  perform 
the  duties  of  the  Chair  during  my  absence. 

Sttlxs  BRmcEs, 
President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday, 
March  18, 1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953,  and  for 
other  purposes;  that  the  House  receded 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  6.  8, 
10.  12,  16.  18.  19.  20.  25.  30.  31,  32.  and  42 
to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein;  that 
the  House  receded  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 24  and  27  to  the  bill,  and  con- 
curred therein,  each  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  it  requested  the  con- 
currence ef  the  Senate,  and  that  the 
House  insisted  upon  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered 
33  to  the  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  223)  providing  that  Reorgan- 
ization Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall  take 
effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  joint  resolution  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


ENROLLED   JOINT   RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  afl&xed  his  signature  to 
the  enrolled  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
206)  to  authorize  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  furnish  certain 
electrical  or  mechanical  oflBce  equipment 
for  the  use  of  Members,  ofBcers,  and 
committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  it  was  signed  by  the  Acting 
President  pro  tempore. 


PROGRAM  FOR  TODAY  AND  NEXT 
WEEK 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  proceed  for  not  to  exceed  2  minutes, 
in  order  that  I  may  make  an  inquiry  of 
the  majority  leader. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Texas 
may  proceed, 

•  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  have 
to  be  absent  from  the  Senate  Chamber 
for  a  brief  period  during  the  noon  hour. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  inquire  of  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  what  business 
he  plans  to  bring  before  .the  Senate  to- 
day and  next  week. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Presumably  there  will  be 
nothing  but  formal  matters  considered 
today,  such  as  the  business  of  the  morn- 
ing hour  and  the  Executive  Calendar. 

As  to  next  week,  I  expect  to  bring  be- 
fore the  Senate  on  Monday  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  E.  Bohlen,  which  is  on 
the  Executive  Calendar,  and  will  be 
passed  over  today.  I  hope  that  by 
Wednesday  it  may  be  possible  for  the 
Senate  to  consider  the  resolution  approv- 
ing the  plan  to  raise  the  Federal  Security 
Administration  to  the  status  of  a  Cabinet 
office.  That  is  all  I  can  report  at  the 
present  moment. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  ttie  sup- 
plemental appropriaUoQ  bill  sUll  In  con- 
Xerence? 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  message  Just  re- 
ceived informs  us  the  House  has  now 
acted  on  the  conference  report,  so  I 
see  no  reason  why  it  coiild  not  be  taken 
up  today  by  the  Senate,  although  it 
may  not  be  advisable  to  do  A,  because 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
BRnwKs]  is  not  present  today. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  hope  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  may  find 
It  possible  to  include  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  in  his  plans  for  Monday. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  know  of  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  considered  then,  so  I 
shall  be  glad  to  propose  that  it  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johhson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Grekm 
was  excused  from  attendance  on  the 
sessions  of  the  Senate  today  and  Mon- 
day. 

COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 

SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Lancer,  and  by 
imanimous  consent,  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  consid- 
ering the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act 
was  authorized  to  meet  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate  this  aftemon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing letters,  which  were  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

RZPOKTS  OF  SECRZTART  or  DZTEKSZ  AND 
SKCRETAKIZa  OF  THI  ABMT,  NaVT,  AND  AlH 
FOBCE 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  of 
the  former  Secretary  of  Defense,  together 
with  the  reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  for  the 
period  July  1  to  December  31.  1953  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Serrlcea. 

Financial  Statement  of  the  Amxsicam 
LzGioir 

A  letter  from  the  director,  national  legis- 
lative commission,  the  American  Legion. 
Washington.  D.  C.  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  the  final  financial  statement  of  the 
Legion  for  the  period  up  to  and  Including 
December  31,  1953  (with  an  accompanying 
document);   to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Report  of  Natiokai.  Munptions  Control 
Boars 
A  letter  from  the  executive  secretary.  Na- 
tional Munitions  Control  Board,  transmit- 
ting, piirauant  to  law.  a  confidential  report 
of  that  Board,  for  the  period  January  l. 
1952,  to  June  30.  1053  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report);  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Report  or  Tumjoratioit  amb  Naturalizatiok 

8nTICB 

A  letter  from  the  Commlsak)ner,  immi- 
gration and  Naturalisation  Service,  Depart- 
noent  of  Jostle*,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
lav.  a  report  ttf  tbat  fierrice  for  the  year 


ended  Jime  30,  1962  (with  an  aceompmny- 
tng  report);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Grahtino  of  Applications  Foa  Pkrhanknt 
Residence  Filed  bt  Certain  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Conuniaaloner,  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service.  Department 
of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
copies  of  orders  granting  the  applications 
for  permanent  residence  filed  by  certain 
aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the 
facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to 
each  alien,  and  the  reasons  for  granting 
such  applications  (with  accompanying  pa- 
pers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Suspension  of  Deportation  of  Certain 

Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service,  Department 
of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
copies  of  the  orders  suspending  deportation 
of  certain  aliens,  together  with  a  statement 
of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law 
as  to  each  alien  and  the  reasons  for  order- 
ing such  siispenslon  (with  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Suspension    of    Deportation    of    Aliens — 
Withdrawal  of  Name 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service.  Department 
of  Justice,  withdrawing  the  name  of  Al- 
fredo Herrera-Arraga  from  a  report  relat- 
ing to  aliens  whose  deportation  had  been 
suspended,  transmitted  to  the  Senate  on 
May  15,  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Report  of  Office  of  Vocational 
Rehabilitation 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  the  Office  of  Vocational  Re- 
habilitation, for  the  fiscal  year  1952  (with  an 
accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

AiTDiT  Report  on  Federal  Deposr  Insurancr 
Corporation 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an 
audit  report  on  the  Federal  Deposit  Insur- 
ance Corporation,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 


PETITIONS   AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By     the     ACTING     PRESIDENT     pro 
tempore : 
A  resolution  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  Maryland;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance  : 

"House  Joint  Resolution  10 
"Joint  resolution  petitioning  and  memori- 
alizing the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  study  the  Federal  liquor  tax  policy  and 
to  enact  legislation  to  reduce  the  present 
excessively  high  tax  rate 

"Whereas  the  21st  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  vests  In  the 
individual  States  control  over  the  trade  in 
and  use  of  alcoholic  beverages;  and 

"Whereas  in  the  exercise  of  such  control 
46  States  Including  the  State  of  Maryland 
have  recognised  the  compelling  demand  for 
alcoholic  beverages,  and  have  enacted  laws 
to  protect  the  health,  welfare,  safety,  and 
morals  of  the  people  by  allowing  only  those 
who  are  morally  responsible  to  engage  In 
the  production  and  distribution  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  and  by  strictly  supervising  such 
production  and  distribution;  and 

"Whereas  the  aforesaid  4«  States  have 
levied  excise  taxes  on  alcoholic  beverages 
for  the  purposes  of  encouraging  temperance. 


reimbursing  the  State*  for  their  coeta  In 
maintaining  such  strict  supervision  and  con- 
trol, and  providing  revenue;  and  In  fixing 
the  amount  of  these  excises.  States  have 
sought  an  optimum  figure  which  will  achieve 
a  balance  between  the  three  enumerated 
objectives;   and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Qovemment  has  so 
substantially  increased  its  excise  tax  on 
alcoholic  beverages  that  the  consumer  price 
of  such  beverages  has  risen  to  several  times 
their  cost  of  production;  and 

"Whereas  the  result  of  such  Increase  In 
consumer  price  has  been  to  divert  many  sales 
from  the  controlled  distribution  system  set 
up  by  the  State  of  Maryland  to  the  bootleg 
industry  with  an  accompanying  disregard 
for  law,  danger  to  the  health  of  its  citizens, 
and  loss  of  revenue  to  both  State  and  Fed- 
eral Governments;  and    ' 

"Whereas  It  U  consldnrd  judgment  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  raised  its  ex- 
cises beyond  the  optimum  level  oonalatent 
with  the  objectives  of  taxation  and  control; 
and  has  taken  from  the  State  oi  Maryland 
the  power  to  restore  the  proper  balance: 
Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  hy  the  General  Assembly  of 
Maryland,  That  in  order  to  eliminate  boot- 
legging, restore  respect  for  law  and  order,  and 
provide  adequate  revenues  for  both  State  and 
Federal  Governments,  that  the  General  As- 
sembly of  Maryland  does  hereby  memorialize 
and  petition  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  study  the  Federal  liquor  tax  policy 
and  enact  legislation  reducing  the  present 
excessively  high  tax  rate;   and  be  it  further 

•Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be 
requested  to  send  a  copy  of  this  Joint  reso- 
lution under  the  great  seal  of  Maryland  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
Uves  6f  the  United  SUtes  from  Maryland, 
the  United  States  Senators  from  Maryland. 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  Preaiding  Offi- 
cer of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States." 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Montana;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry: 

"Senate  Resolution  4 
"Resolution  in  opposition  to  legislation  pend- 
ing in  Congress  for  the  support  of  prices  of 
b?ef  cattle  at  100  percent  parity  and  pro- 
viding that  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
mailed  to  the  Presiding  Officers  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  in  Congress  from  the 
State  of  Montana,  and  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture 

"Whereas  thwe  has  been  Introduced  into 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  a  bill  to  sup- 
port various  commodiUss,  Including  beef 
cattle,  at   100  percent  parity;   and 

"Whereas  it  has  been  the  long-standing 
poll  y  of  the  cattlemen  of  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana to  oppose  any  form  of  subsidy  for  the 
cattle  business;   and 

"Whereas  It  is  the  feeling  of  the  cattlemen 
of  Montana  that  recent  unsettled  conditions 
in  the  cattle  business  are  a  direct  result  of 
past  unsound  and  ill-considered  regulation 
of  the  economics  of  the  cattle  business  l»y 
the  Federal  Government:  Now.  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Montana,  That  any  attempts  to  force  such 
subsidy  on  the  cattlemen  of  the  SUte  of 
MonUna  are  contrary  to  the  best  int«-ests  of 
the  cattle  industry  in  the  State  and  should 
be  opposed;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
duly  attested,  be  mailed  to  the  President  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  Hon.  James  E.  Murray  and  Mnu 
Mansfield,  Senators;  and  Wesley  DIwart 
and  Lee  Metcalf,  Representatives  In  Con- 
gress from  the  State  of  Montana,  and  to  tHe 
Secretary  of  Agricultiue." 
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A  resdutlon  of  the  Senate  erf  the  State  of 
Kansas;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 

"Senate  Beaolutlon  19 
"Resolution  memorUUslng  tbe  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  immediate  ac- 
tion to  bait  the  preliminary  work  now  in 
progress  for  the  construction  of  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  in  Kansas 
until  certain  debatable  Issues  have  been 
resolved 

"Whereas  during  recent  years  studies  and 
research  in  fiood  control  methods  have 
evolved  new  theories  and  practices  for  the 
effective  and  economical  control  of  flood 
water:  and 

"Whereas  the  construction  of  said  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  may  not  control  floodwaters  to 
a  measure  commensurate  with  the  cost  and 
damages  occasioned  by  and  resulting  from 
such  construction;  and 

"Whereas  the  report  of  the  Independent 
board  of  engineers  appointed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Kansas,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Kansas  Industrial  development  <;pmmlsslon. 
recommends  that  the  said  Tuttle  Creek  Dam 
should  not  be  constructed  and  that  more 
mtxlem  methods  of  flood  control  should  be 
initiated  for  the  prevention  of  flood  damage 
on  the  Kansas  River:  Now,  therefore,  l>e  it 

"Reaolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas.  That  we  respectfully  urge,  request, 
and  memorialise  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  take  immediate  action  to  halt  the 
preliminary  work  now  in  progress  for  the 
construction  of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  on  the  Big 
Blue  River  in  Kansas  until  debatable  issues 
have  been  resolved,  as  recommended  In  the 
report  of  the  Independent  board  of  engineers 
appointed  by  the^Oovemor  of  Kansas;  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
ln.structed  to  transmit  enrolled  copies  of  this 
resoluUon  to  the  Resident  of  the  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
Btates,  each  Member  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  of  the  United  SUtes." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  2 
-To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica:  the  United  States  Senate;  the 
United  States  Hou»e  of  Representatives; 
the  Honorable  DonffUu  McKay.  Secretary 
of  the  Interior:  the  Honorable  Kzra  Taft 
Benson,  Secretary  of  the  Deportment  of 
Agrienlture:  the  Honorable  Secretary  of 
the  Army:  the  HonorabU  E.  L.  Bartlett, 
Delegate  to  Congress  from  Alaska;  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  Alaska  Command; 
the  Commanding  Oeneral,  United  States 
Army,  Alaska;  and  the  Director.  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  Washington,  D.  C: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Leglshitxire  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  regular  session 
assembled,  respectfully  submits  that — - 

"Whereas  the  people  of  Alaska  desire  to  at- 
tract new  industry  and  new  population  to 
the  Territory,  to  develop  Alaska's  economy 
to  a  high  level,  resulting  In  a  higher  stand- 
ard of  living  and  the  creation  of  taxable 
treasure  through  utilization  of  natural  re- 
sources; and 

"Whereas  Wood  Canyon,  on  the  Copper 
River,  the  largest  remaining  undeveloped 
hydroelectric  power  site  on  the  Pacific  coast 
of  the  United  States,  has  been  under  inves- 
tigation during  the  past  few  years;  and 

"Wheress  development  of  the  Wood  Can- 
yon power  site  would  attract  and  peraait  the 
establishment  of  alUBklnum  and/or  othsr 
light  metals  Industries  and  other  large  con- 
sumers of  low-cost  hydroelectric  energy  In 
the  electrochemical  and  clectrometallurgical 
fields;  and 


"Whereas  copper  deposit>  in  the  r«g;ioa  an 
not  being  worked  during  a  perkxl  of  serious 
copper  shortages  throughout  the  free  world 
owing  to  the  lack  of  surface  transportation 
to  Cordova.  Alaska,  a  year-round,  deep-water 
seaport;   and 

"Whereas  the  Katalla  petrotenaa  provlnee. 
also  adjacent  to  Oordova.  cannot  be  explored 
adequattiy,  or  brought  into  actnal  produc- 
tion without  eonstruction  of  an  access  load 
link  with  Cordova;  and 

"Whereas  the  Bering  River  coalfield,  esti- 
mated to  cover  more  than  60  square  miles 
and  to  contain  more  than  2  billion  tons  of 
coal,  ranging  in  rank  from  subbituzninous  to 
anthracite,  including  unknown  quantities  of 
metallurgical-grade  coking  coal,  remains  un- 
developed because  no  highway  links  the 
coalfield  with  port  faculties  at  Cordova;  and 

"Whereas  It  already  has  been  demon- 
strated that  construction  of  the  Copper 
River  Highway  not  only  is  feasible  from  the 
engineering  standpoint,  but  also  may  be 
placed  in  the  low-cost  construction  category, 
since  use  of  the  abandoned  Copper  River  and 
Northwestern  Railroad  bed,  including  sev- 
eral steel  bridges  which  are  In  good  condi- 
tion, are  Involved;  and 

"Whereas  the  109-mile  right-of-way  is  the 
property  of  the  United  States  Government; 
and 

"Whereas  construction  of  the  Copper  River 
Highway  would  provide  an  alternative  route 
from  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  to  defense  fhstalla- 
tions  in  interior  Alaska.  Important  In  the 
defense  scheme  of  the  Territory. 

"Now.  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st 
regular  session  assembled,  respectfully  urges 
that  the  construction  program  of  the  Copper 
River  Highway,  now  under  way  on  a  piece- 
meal basis,  be  accelerated  to  permit  develop- 
ment of  resources  of  the  region  at  the  earli- 
est possible  moment. 

"And  your  memoralist  will  ever  pray." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance : 

"House  Joint  Memorial  23 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  States;  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled; 
and  the  Delegate  to  Congress  from 
Alaska: 

"To%n>  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  in  aist  regular  session 
assembled,  respectfully  represents  that — 

"Whereas  the  Territory  of  Alaska  Is  at  a 
crucial  stage  in  its  growth  and  economic 
development;  and 

"Whereas  the  most  Important  factor  in 
continued  growth  and  development  is  the 
building  and  expansion  of  basic  industry  in 
Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  the  high  costs  of  transportation 
for  persons  and  freight  in  Alaska  are  a  most 
serious  deterrent  to  the  making  of  new  In- 
vestments and  the  growth  of  Alaskan  indus- 
try;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  pending  before  the  83d 
Congress  measures  providing  for  the  repeal 
of  the  wartime  emergency  transportation  tax 
on  passenger  travel  and  the  reduction  of  the 
transportation  tax  on  freight;  and 

"Whereas  the  passage  and  ii4}proval  of  these 
measures  would  so  lower  transportation  costs 
in  Alaska  as  to  provide  a  large  Incentive 
toward  the  expansion  and  healthy  growth  of 
Indtistry; 

"Now.  Xherelore.  your  memorialist  urgently 
requests  that  favorable  action  be  taken  at 
the  earliest  possible  time  on  H.  R.  91.  pro- 
viding for  the  repeal  of  the  15-percent  tax 
on  passenger  travel,  and  on  H.  R.  90.  provid- 
ing for  certain  reductions  In  the  S-percent 
tax  on  transportation  of  freight,  to  the  end 
that  the  people  may  be  relieved  of  undue  tax 
burdens  and  hindrances  to  the  dcvekHpaoent 
of  a  sound  economy. 

"And  your  mrmnrla't't  will  ever  praf." 


A  )olnt  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee 
on  ApproprlaUops : 

"Rouse  Joint  Memorial  35 
To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhotcer, 
President  of  the  United  States;  the  Hon- 
orable Douglas  McKay.  Secretary  of  the 
Interior;  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  the  Alaska  Road  Commission; 
and  the  Honorable  E.  L.  Bartlett.  Dele- 
gate  to  Congress  From  Alaska: 

"Tour  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  thm 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  2lBt  session  assem- 
bled, respectfully  represents  that — 

"Whereas  the  $26  million  AnnetU  Island 
Airport  is  an  instrument-equipped  airfield 
capable  ot  handling  practically  every  type 
of  aircraft  on  a  24-hour  basis  and  Is  the 
only  airfield  serving  Ketchikan  and  its  trad- 
ing area;  and 

"Whereas  the  Important  community  of 
Metlakatla  Is  connected  by  a  6-mlle  road  with 
the  Annette  airfield  but  neither  the  airfield 
nor  Metlakatla  are  connected  with  Ketchikan 
which  Is  located  on  a  separate  island  some 
18  miles  from  Metlakatla  with  the  only  com- 
munication t>elng  by  air  during  daylight 
hours  or  by  small  boat  with  neither  of 
these  two  forms  of  transportation  being  pos- 
sible during  frequent  periods  of  storm  con- 
ditions that  prevail  in  the  area;  and 

"Whereas  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Commis- 
sion, the  United  States  Weather  Bureau,  and 
other  agencies  and  organizations  have  a  large 
number  of  personnel  stationed  at  the  An- 
nette airfield  together  with  the  fact  that 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  has  its  larg- 
est air  detachment  In  Alaska  based  at  the 
Annette  airfield  and  its  largest  operating 
base  in  Alaska  located  In  Ketchikan  thus 
creating  a  need  for  connecting  the  2  areas 
on  a  24- hour  basis  from  a  defense  and  mili- 
tary standpoint:  and 

"Whereas  the  Alaska  Road  Commission  has 
surveyed  and  estimated  the  cost  of  a  pro- 
posed 14-mlle  road  route  between  Met- 
lakatla and  Walden  Point  on  Annette  Island 
which  point  is  only  separated  from  the 
Ketchikan  Road  system  by  a  narrow  chan- 
nel of  protected  water  approximately  l\^ 
miles  across  capable  of  being  spanned  by  a 
small  commercially  operated  car  ferry;  and 

"Whereas  the  linking  on  a  24-hour  basis 
of  the  Annette  Airport  and  the  community 
of  Metlakatla  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
Ketchikan  trading  area  on  the  other  hand  is 
only  possible  by  construction  of  such  a  road 
and  is  further  desirable  becsuse  of  a  new 
$46  million  pulp-mill  plant  presently  under 
construction  at  Ketchikan  which  srill  have  a 
far-reaching  effect  on  the  entire  economy  of 
the  area  involved:  Now.  therefore. 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  respectfully  prays  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  sppro- 
priate  the  necessary  funds  for  construction 
of  the  proposed  Metlakatla-Walden  Point 
Road  on  Annette  Island  as  above  described. 

"And  your  menuiriallst  will  ever  pray." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Conunerce: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  14 
"To   the  Honorable   Dvight  D.  Eisenhower. 
President  of  the  United  States;  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of 
the    House    of    Representatives    of    the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  to  tha 
Honorable    E.    L.    Bartlett,  Delegate    to 
Congress  From  Alaska;  to  the  Honorable 
Douglas   McKay.   Secretary   of    the    In- 
terior; and  to  the  Director  of  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service: 
"Your  BM^norlaltet.  the  Legislatare  of  the 
Territory  of  Alasfra.  In  21st  regular  session 
sssemhled,  resiiaetfiiUy  represents  that — 

"Whereas  the  people  d  Alaoka  in  a  fraa 
expression  of  cqalnkm  at  their 
tion  on  October  12,  1948.  did  by  the 
dented  aaajaritj  o<  19.1U  to  1.CM  voce  to 
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AbollBh  fish  traps  from  the  wmten  of  this 
Territory;  and 

"Wliereaa  this  expreaslon  of  the  people  of 
Alaska  was  made  after  the  fullest  discxiaalon 
ever  given  any  Issue  In  the  history  of  the 
Territory;  and 

"Whereas  fish  traps  have  been  abolished 
by  the  respective  States  and  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia  from  all  coastal  waters  of 
the  Pacific  coast  except  In  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  repeated  attempts  to  gain  a 
transfer  of  authority  for  regulating  Alaska 
fisheries  from  the  Federal  Government  where 
It  now  resides  to  the  Territorial  government, 
have  been  unsuccessfiil;  and 

••Whereas  the  people  of  Alaska  by  refer- 
endum at  the  October  14,  1962.  general  elec- 
tion voted  for  Territorial  control  and  opera- 
tion of  the  fisheries  by  a  vote  of  30,544  to 
8,470;  and 

"Whereas  Alaska's  salmon  fisheries,  par- 
ticularly m  the  areas  where  fish  traps  are 
common,  have  been  depleted  to  a  dangerous 
extent,  requiring  immediate  remedial  action : 
Now.  therefore. 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  respectfully  requests  that 
legislation  be  enacted  abolishing  the  flsb 
traps  from  the  waters  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Arizona,  relating  to  the  establish- 
ment of  an  additional  international  gate  at 
Nogales,  Ariz.;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  in  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  Oolowatsx,  on  March  18, 

1933.   p.    2034,    COIfORESSIONAL   RXCOBS.) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors. County  of  Hawaii,  T.  H.,  favoring 
the  enactment  of  House  bill  2843,  providing 
for  the  investigation  of  the  conservation, 
development,  and  utilization  of  water  re- 
sources in  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WELKSR: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho:  to  the  Commltee  on  Finance : 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  12 
"To  the  Honorable  Dtoight  D.  Eisenhower, 
President  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica; to  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
in  Congress  Assembled;  to  the  Secretary 
of  State;  the  Secretary  of  Commerce;  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture;  the  Chairman 
of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission: 

"Whereas  It  Is  essential  to  the  American 
standard  of  living  and  the  American  way  of 
life  th^t  products  of  foreign  countries  be 
admitted  to  this  country  only  an  a  basis 
which  will  not  endanger  the  living  standard 
of  the  American  worklngman.  and  the  Amer- 
ican farmer,  and  will  not  threaten  serious 
economic  injury  to  any  domestic  Industry; 
and 

"Whereas  the  production  of  world  trade  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  should 
adhere  to  this  principle  so  that  the  economic 
status  of  the  American  people  may  be  main- 
tained and  not  reduced  in  the  area  of  the 
world  where  work  Is  i>erformed  behind  the 
sweatshop  curtain;  and 

"Whereas  while  recent  Imports  of  live  cat- 
tle and  froaen  and  canned  beef  from  Mexico, 
Canada,  New  Zealand,  and  other  areas  have 
dramatically  highlighted  the  problems  with 
respect  to  one  Industry,  yet  It  Is  a  problem 
affecting  all  of  the  branches  of  agriculture, 
Industry,  and  commercial   production;    and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
abandoned  Its  traditional  function  of  fixing 
tariff  on  foreign  commerce  entering  the 
United  States,  under  the  Trade  Agreement 
Act  of  1984.  to  the  ezecutlT*  department  of 
tl  Government  which  has  carried  out 
poi'Cies  inoonslctent  with  the  welfare  of  the 
•frieulture  industry  and  commerce:  Now. 
rot*,  be  It 

Ived  by  the  Senmte  and  House  of  Rev- 
ive* of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 


Idaho  {jointly) .  That  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho  most  respectfully  memorlal- 
laes  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
return  to  a  traditional  method  of  fixing  tariff 
based  on  principle  of  protection  of  American 
agriculture,  industry,  and  commerce  and 
the  standard  of  living  for  all  American  citi- 
zens created  thereby;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  until  Congress  so  acts  the 
executive  department  of  the  Government 
exercise  iU  power  of  fixing  tariff  only  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  traditional  principle  of 
American  policy  as  set  forth  In  this  resolu- 
tion; and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  send 
copies  of  this  memorial  to  the  President  of 
the  United  Statisa.  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  the  Chairman  of  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission,  the  President  of 
the  United  SUtes  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  each  Senator 
and  Representative  from  the  State  of  Idaho 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

(The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore 
laid  before  the  Senate  a  Joint  resolution  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho,  identi- 
cal with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance.) 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  10 
"To  the  Ho-iorahle  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  in  Con- 
gress Assembled: 

"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  as  assembled  In  Its  32d 
session,  do  respectfully  represent   that — 

"Whereat,  title  to  more  than  67  percent 
of  the  total  area  of  the  State  of  Idaho  is 
vested  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America:  and 

"Whereaa  a  large  portion  of  said  lands  are 
suitable  for  reclamation  and  irrigation:  and 

"WhereaH  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
of  America  on  March  3.  1877.  enacted  desert 
land  laws  i  now  ch.  9  of  title  43.  U.  S.  C.  A  ) 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  promot- 
ing the  reclamation,  by  irrigation,  of  the  arid 
and  semiarid  public  lands  of  the  Western 
States  through  individual  effort  and  private 
capital;  and 

"Whereas  the  purpose  of  said  public  land 
laws  is  being  thwarted  by  the  unreasonable 
requirements  of  the  Lc^ls  and  Minerals  Sec- 
tion of  the  regional  office  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (Portland.  Oreg.)  and  by 
the  cumb«;r8ome  procedure  of  the  adminis- 
trative hierarchy  of  said  regional  office;  and 

"Whereas  the  appropriations  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  public  land  laws  are 
being  used  to  overstaff  said  Lands  and  Miner- 
als Section  of  the  regional  otBce.  and  an  In- 
sufficient portion  of  said  appropriations  Is 
reaching  the  field  where  such  appropriations 
are  needed  in  order  to  properly  and  efficiently 
administer  said  public  land  laws  on  a  local 
level;   and 

"Whereas  it  is  deemed  advisable  that  said 
procedure  of  administering  the  public  land 
laws  be  modified  and  made  to  conform  to 
the  Intent  and  purpose  of  said  public  land 
laws:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  32d  aession 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Idaho  {tfie 
House  of  Representatives  concurring).  That 
we  hereby  urge  upon  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  make  an  investigation  and 
take  such  action  as  it  deems  necessary  to 
facilitate  and  expedite  the  administration  of 
the  public:  land  laws  and  that  such  action 
be  taken  as  shall  be  deemed  necessary  In 
order  to  accomplish  the  results  intended 
under  the  provisions  of  said  public  land  laws; 
be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  send  copies  of  this 
Joint  memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  UiUted  States,  to  the  United 


SUtes  Senators  and  Repr«sentativ««  ot  the 
State  of  Idaho  and  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  of  the  United  States." 

The  ACnNQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  LegLslature  of  the  State  of 
Idaho,  identical  with  the  foregoing, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


COLORADO  RIVER  DEVELOPMENT- 
JOINT  RESOLUTION  OP  LEGISLA- 
TURE OF  UTAH 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  10  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Utah,  with 
reference  to  proceeding  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Colorado  River  in  the  upper 
basin  States. 

The  upper  Coloradd  River  project  Is 
vital  to  the  future  development  of  Utah 
and  the  intermountain  west.  It  is  my 
feeling  that  this  project  should  be  au- 
thorized without  delay  so  that  we  can 
move  forward  with  the  years  of  planning 
and  development  which  will  be  required 
before  construction  can  be  started. 

I  believe  that  the  entire  project  should 
be  authorized  In  one  measure  and  not 
piece  by  piece  to  be  fought  over  for  a 
long  period  of  time. 

There  has  been  much  talk  of  differ- 
ences of  opinion  regarding  this  project. 
There  probably  are  minor  differences  and 
local  rivalries,  but  so  far  as  the  overall 
project  is  concerned,  there  is  general 
agreement. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  joint 
resolution  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoko.  and 
appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and,  un- 
der the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  10 
Joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  and  House  ot 
Representatives  of  the  State  of  Utah  me- 
morializing the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  with  reference  to  pro- 
ceeding with  the  development  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  In  the  upper  basin  States  by 
authorizing  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  and  participating  projects 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah: 

Whereas  the  development  of  the  Colorado 
River  in  the  upper  basin  States,  consisting 
of  Arizona.  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Wyoming,  is  of  foremost  importance  to  the 
future  development  and  general  welfare  of 
said  States  and  of  the  western  United  SUtes; 
and 

Whereas  the  allocation  of  the  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River  apportioned  to  the  upper 
basin  by  the  Colorado  River  compact  has 
been  amicably  settled  by  and  between  the 
above   States;    and 

Whereas  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Compact 
Commission,  comprising  one  member  each 
from  the  States  of  Colorado.  New  Mexico, 
Utah,  and  Wyoming  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment Is  a  functioning  body  and  has  already 
completed  a  dynamic  plan  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  project;  and 

Whereaa  a  report  of  the  participating  proj- 
ects has  been  compiled  by  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  approved,  with  modi- 
fications, by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and 
submitted  by  him  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States:   and 

Whereas  this  desirable  development  cannot 
be  commenced  without  the  authorization  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 
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Resolved  hy  the  SOth  LetrUlature  of  the 
State  of  Utah.  That  the  Congresa  of  the 
United  Statea  of  America,  be  and  It  Is  hereby 
memorlaltzcd  to  promptly,  diligently,  and 
fairly  f*>nT««tor  and  act  npoo  at  thla  ■casion. 
legislation  to  authorlM  the  Colorado  Blver 
storage  project  and  participating  projects; 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  certifled  eoplea  hereof  be 
promptly  tranamltted  to  the  President  and 
Vice  President  of  tlie  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  Houbc-  ot  Bepresentatlves  of 
said  Congress.  United  States  Senator  Arrmvn 
V.  WATKiwa.  United  (lUtea  Senator  Waixaca 
Bir.NXTT,  RepresenUUve  in  Congresa  Wn.- 
UAti  A.  EUwsoN.  and  RepresenUUve  in  Con- 
gress DoucLAs  &.  BraiMcrKuxxw.  to  the  Sec- 
reury  of  the  Interior,  the  Commissioner  of 
Reclamation,  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Com- 
pact Commission,  and  to  the  Governors  and 
leKislatures  of  the  following  SUtes:  Arlxona. 
Culorado,  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 


RESOLUTIONS  OF  GENERAL  ASSEM- 
BLY OF  RBODB  ISLAND 
Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent three  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island,  at  the  January  session.  1953. 
They  are  H.  541.  memorializing  Congress 
With  respect  to  amendment  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bankruptcy  Aot  to  insure  the  pay- 
ment In  full  of  unpaid  wages  in  bank- 
ruptcy cases  and  tfi  increase  the  priority 
now  given  unpaid  wage  claims  in  bank- 
ruptcy cases;  H.  601,  memorializing  Con- 
gress with  respect  to  the  enactment  of 
Federal  laws  to  ins  ire  equal  opportunity 
for  employment,  security  of  persons,  full 
and  equal  participation  in  the  Nation's 
political  life  and  strengthenmg  of  the 
administrative  machinery  for  the  pro- 
tection of  civil  rigtits;  and  H.  602.  re- 
spectfully urging  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  act  favorably  upon  Sen- 
ate bill  692,  a  bill  tJ  prohibit  discrimina- 
tion in  emplosrmf-nt  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin  or  an- 
cestry. 

I  ask  unanimous  c<Hisent  that  the  reso- 
lutions be  appropriately  referred  and 
printed  in  the  RiuxiRS. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and,  imder 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
RrcoRD,  as  follows: 

To  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary: 
-li.  Ml 
"Resolution    memorlallxlng    Congresa    with 
respect    to    amendment    of    the    Federal 
Bankruptcy  Act  t<j  insure  the  payment  In 
full  of  unpaid  wsgee  in  bankruptcy  cases 
and    to    increase    the   prtorlty    now    given 
unpaid  wage  clairos  in  bankruptcy  cases 
"Whereas   in   1941    the  legislature  of  this 
State  passed  a  SUt4'  wage  payment  and  col- 
lection law,  the  purpose  of  which  is  and  has 
been  to  insure  the  jMyment  ot  all  employees 
working  in  this  Bute;  and 

"WhercM  althourh  this  law  has  been  in 
general  highly  efl-sctlve.  whenever  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  intervene  and  employees 
involved  must  then  look  to  the  Federal  bank- 
ruptcy laws  for  the  paynwnt  of  their  wages, 
the  power  and  efBcacy  a<  thia  BUtc  law  la 
greatly  curtailed.  If  not  totally  superseded  by 
the  Federal  statuti^:    and 

"Whereas  whUe  the  Federal  bankruptcy 
laws  do  afford  unpc.ld  wage  claims  a  cerUln 
priority  In  payment,  said  priority  does  not 
always  Insure  the  payment  in  full  of  em- 
ployee's wages;  and 

"Whereas  as  a  result  thereof  the  StaU 
labor  department  has  actual  knowledge  of 
not  a  few  Instanceti  involving  bankruptcy  or 


receivership  eases  wherein  employees  did  not 
receive  wages  earned  by  them;  and 

"Whereas  such  nonpayment  of  wages  Is 
against  public  policy  and  contrary  to  the 
sptnt  and  intent  of  our  Stete  wage  payment 
laws:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Reaolved.  That  the  Saiators  and  Repre- 
senUtlves  from  Rhode  Island  In  the  Congress 
Of  the  United  SUtes  be  and  they  arc  hereby 
respectfuUy  requested  to  exert  their  boEt 
efforts  to  attempt  to  amend  the  Federal 
Bankruptcy  Act  so  that  the  priority  now 
given  unpaid  wage  claims  In .  bankruptcy 
cases  be  increased  or  the  act  be  otherwise, 
If  possible,  amended  so  as  to  Insure  the  pay- 
ment In  full  of  unpaid  wages  in  bankruptcy 
cases.  Insofar  as  the  same  may  be  feasible; 
and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  duly  certified  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  transmitted  by  the  secretary 
of  state  to  said  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives from  Rhode  Island  In  the  Congress  of 
the  United  SUtes." 

"H.  601 
"Ilesolutlon  memorializing  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  enactment  of  Federal  laws  to 
Insure  equal  opportunity  for  empl03rment. 
security  of  persons,  full  and  equal  partici- 
pation in  the  Nation's  political  life  and 
strengthening  of  the  administrative  ma- 
chinery for  the  protection  of  civil  rlghU 

"Whereas  the  Democratic  Party  In  its  plat- 
form, adopted  July  24,  1952,  promised  to 
continue  efforts  to  eradicate  discrimination 
through  Federal  as  well  as  SUte  and  local 
action,  advocating  Federal  laws  to  Insure 
equal  opportunity  for  employment,  sectirlty 
of  persons,  full  and  equal  participation  in 
the  Nation's  political  life,  and  strengthen- 
ing of  the  administrative  machinery  for  the 
protection  of  civil  rlghU;  and 

"Whereas  the  Republican  platform, 
adopted  July  10.  1952.  declared  that  whUe 
f>rimary  responalbUlty  lies  with  the  SUtes. 
'the  Federal  Government  should  Uke  sup- 
plemenUl  action  •  •  •  to  oppose  dlscriml- 
naUon  against  race,  religion,  or  national 
origin';  and 

"Whereas  it  is  evident  that  neither  party 
should  be  aUowed  to  forget  the  importance 
of  iU  stand  on  civU  rights  made  at  a  time 
when  each  was  endeavoring  to  obtain  the 
support  of  the  American  voter,  since  both 
pertles  have  promised  to  make  advances  in 
this  vital  sphere  of  domestic  action,  which 
has  such  an  Important  impact  on  our  for- 
eign reiatlona;  and 

"Whereas  it  la  imperative  that  pressures 
never  be  relaxed  to  secure  these  rights  of 
which  the  Federal  Constitution  that  gave 
birth  to  our  Nation  spealu  so  movingly;  and 

"Whereas  although  much  progress  has  been 
made.  It  is  also  obvious  that  much  remains 
to  be  accomplished;  and 

"Whereas  a  group  of  distinguished  Sena- 
tors headed  by  Mr.  HnicPHnT,  and  including 
Mr.  DotJOtAS,  Mr.  Lkhmam,  Mr.  Macmusom, 
Bfr.  Moan,  Mr.  MnaaAT,  Mr.  Nkxlt,  and  Mr. 
Pastoee,  has  caused  to  be  introduced  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  seven  bttls 
and  a  concurrent  resolution  dealing  with 
various  aspecU  of  the  clvll-righte  questions, 
based  upon  the  famous  1947  report  of  the 
President's  Committee  on  Civil  Righto, 
which  report  stUl  stends  as  the  yardstick 
for  legislation  on  the  subject;  and 

"Whereas  these  bills  according  to  the 
sUtement  accompanying  them  In  the  Con- 
CKKSSiONAL  RECORD  cohUln  proposals  to  make 
lynching  a  Federal  crime,  to  provide  penal- 
ties for  discrimination  in  intersUte  trans- 
porUtion.  outUwing  the  poU  tax  as  a  con-: 
dition  of  voting,  to  reorganize  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  for  the  proteetian  of  civil 
righto,  to  protect  the  right  to  poUtksal  par- 
ticipation, to  strwigthen  the  laws  relating 
to  convict  labor,  peonage,  slavery  and  tn- 
votuntary  serritude.  to  amend  and  supple- 
ment existing  dvU-rlghta  statutes,  and  to 


establish  a  Joint  congressional  committee  oa 
civU  rlghU:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved.  That  the  Rhode  Island  General 
Assembly,  being  in  full  aecord  with  the  broad 
program  for  civil  righto  that  is  the  objec- 
tive of  S.  462,  S.  463,  S.  464.  8.  465,  S.  466.  S. 
467,  and  S.  468,  now  pending  In  Congress,  and 
realizing  that  this  prognun  is  fully  consistoit 
with  the  traditions  of  our  democracy,  re- 
spectfully requesu  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes  to  enact  aaid  proposed  bills; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  sUte  be 
and  he  is  hereby  authorized  to  transmit  duly 
certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  pre- 
siding officer  of  each  body  of  Congress  and 
to  the  Senators  and  RepresenUtlves  from 
Rhode  Island  in  said  Congress  with  special 
request  to  the  Rhode  Island  Members  that 
each  should  work  for  the  passage  of  the 
aforementioned  bills." 

To  the  Committee  on  Labor  aiiC  Public 
Welfare: 

"H.  602 

"Resolution  respectfuUy  urging  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  act 
favorably  upon  S.  692,  a  bill  to  pro- 
hibit discrimination  In  employment  be- 
cause of  race,  color,  religion,  national 
origin,  or  ancestry 

"Whereas  there  was  introduced  into  the 
Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  of  America  up(»x 
January  29,  1953,  Senate  bill  692,  a  biU  to 
prohibit  dlscrinUnation  in  employment  be- 
cause of  race,  color,  religion,  national  origlxi, 
or  ancestry;   and 

"Whereas  this  bill  was  introduced  under 
the  nonpartisan  co^xmstx^hip  of  the  fol- 
lowing distinguished  Senators:  Mr.  Ivxa,  Mr. 
Httmphket,  Mr.  Dutt,  Mr.  Doxtglas,  Mr. 
HzNoaicKsoN,  Mr.  Gkekn,  Mr.  LiUfcxa.  Mr. 
KXNNEDT,  Mr.  Maktim,  Mr.  Kn^eoax,  Mr.  Pna- 
TSLL.  Mr.  Lehmam.  Mr.  Saltonstau.,  Mr. 
Magnitson,  Mr.  SxrrB  of  New  Jersey,  Mr. 
FABToax,  and  Mr.  Mobsk;  and 

"Whereaa  according  to  the  ststement  ac- 
cMnpanylng  ito  introduction  by  its  sponsors, 
elimination  of  dlscriminaticui  in  employ- 
ment is  the  very  heart  of  the  dvil-righto 
program:   and 

"Whereas  such  discrimination  denies 
equality  of  opportunity  and  constitutes  an 
outright  violation  of  our  American  creed; 
and 

"Whereas  this  legMation  furnishes  the 
most  practical  and  effective  medium  by 
which  to  guarantee  to  everyone  equal  op- 
portunity to  earn  a  living  according  to  Ills 
ability,  regardless  of  parenUge,  or  religious 
faith;  and 

"Whereas  the  Rhode  Island  General  As- 
sembly, having  witnessed  the  constructive 
accompllshmento  in  this  field  by  the  oper- 
ation of  our  own  SUte  law,  realizes  the  need 
for  a  similar  act  at  the  Federal  level  for 
employment  in  intersUte  conunerce;   and 

"Whereas  we  are  in  agreement  with  the 
sponsors  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  would 
provide  a  process  that  will  assist  in  making 
our  American  creed  a  living  reality  and  in 
esUblishing  at  home  the  observance  of  the 
Ideals  and  principles  for  which  we  profess  to 
stand  among  the  nations  of  the  world :  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Aasembly  of 
the  StaU  of  Rhode  I&lazMi  and  Providence 
PlanUtions  does  respectfully  urge  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  act  favorably 
upon  Senate  bill  692  and  requesU  the  Sena- 
tors and  Congressmen  from  Rhode  Island  in 
said  Congress  to  use  their  good  offices  to  se- 
cure the  prompt  paaaage  of  this  measure; 
and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  at  sUte  be 
and  he  is  hereby  authorised  to  transmit  duly 
certified  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Sen- 
ators and  Congressmen  from  Rhode  Island 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  State*  of 
America." 
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FINAMCINO  OF  mOHWAYS  AND 
ROADS— RESOLUTION  OP  CX)M- 
MISSIONERS'  COURT  OF  ANGE- 
LINA COUNTY.  TEX. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  financing  of  highways  and 
roads  in  the  State  of  Texas  is  always  a 
pressing  problem,  because  the  vast  dis- 
tances in  oiir  State  call  for  a  farflung 
system  of  highways.  A  resolution  re- 
cently adopted  by  the  honorable  Com- 
missioners' Court  of  Angelina  County. 
Tex.,  proposes  for  this  problem  a  solu- 
tion that  I  consider  deserves  to.  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate.  I  therefore  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  resolution,  as 
adopted  kv  the  Angelina  County.  Tex., 
Commissioners'  Court  on  March  9,  1953. 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  and  appropri- 
ately referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion as  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  under  existing  law  the  United 
SUtes  OoTemment  impceea  a  tax  of  IVi 
cents  on  each  gallon  of  gasoline  sold;  and. 
Whereas  scone  of  this  tax  now  collected  by 
the  Federal  Oovemment  is  returned  to  the 
States  for  road  and  highway  pxirposes;  and 

Whereas  the  State  of  Texas  is  in  desperate 
and  urgent  need  of  more  funds  to  improve 
and  maintain  its  vast  highway  and  road 
system;  and 

WhM^as  we.  as  individuals  and  county  offi- 
cials, believe  it  beneficial  to  return  as  much 
government  activity  as  possible  to  the  local 
level:  Now,  therefore. 

We,  the  duly  elected  and  constituted  Com- 
miasionera'  Court  of  Angelina  County.  Tex., 
do  hereby  Resolve,  That  the  United  States 
Congress  be  petitioned  to  authorize  that  the 
aforementioned  tax  be  relinquished  to  the 
several  States,  and  that  henceforth  aU  road 
and  highway  maintenance,  and  development 
be  conducted  exclusively  by  the  several 
States.  And  we  hereby  resolve  that  this  res- 
olution and  petition  be  sent  to  the  Members 
of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Texas  and  ask 
that  it  be  read  on  the  floor  of  Congress  and 
appended  to  the  official  record. 

Done  at  Lufkln,  Angelina  County,  Tex., 
this  9th  day  of  March  1953. 

J.  Q.  Maxoktt,  Jr., 

County  Judge. 
J.  C.  SruBBUcnxLo, 
Commissioner,  Precinct  1. 

W.  P.  Feklxt, 
Commissioner,  Precinct  2. 

W.  L.  Vanoi,ahw, 
Commissioner,  Precinct  3. 

E.  Jones, 
Commissioner,  Precinct  4. 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  REPUBLICAN 
FOUNDERS'  DAY  MEETINa.  LIN- 
COLN, NEBR. 

Mr.  ORISWOLD.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague,  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska  [Mr.  BrrrLKS]  and 
myself.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  nx  the  body  of  the  Ricoho,  reso- 
lutions adopted  at  the  Republican 
Founders'  Day  meeting  in  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
on  March  16, 1953.which  I  had  the  pleas- 
ure to  attend. 

This  meeting  commemorated  the  86th 
anniversary  of  Nebraska's  statehood,  and 
Is  traditionally  the  largest  celebration 
of  RepubUcans  In  Nebraska  each  year. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions w«re  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcoko,  as  follows: 
Fomnms'  D&t  BnoLxmoif,  llAacB  16.  1953 

Whereas  vre  are  assembled  together  in  Ne- 
braska's capital  city  this  16th  day  of  March 
to  commemorate  the  86th  anniversary  of  Ne- 
braska's statehood:  and 

Whereas  Pounders'  Day  is  the  hlghpolnt 
in  this  Nebraska  Republican  year: 

I.    LKAOEXSBIF 

Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  we  express  ova  deep  ap- 
preciation for  the  outstanding  leadership 
demonstrated  by  President  Dwight  D.  Elsen- 
hower In  taking  up  the  call  and  leading  the 
crvisade  for  governmental  integrity  issued 
last  November  by  the  American  people;  his 
issuance  of  the  mandate  that  "we  who  are 
free  must  proclaim  arew  our  faith";  and  in 
his  establishment  of  fixed  and  understand- 
able principles  that  will  guide  us  in  pressing 
our  labor  for  world  peace. 

We  further  commend  the  national  admin- 
istration : 

1.  For  its  economy  program  as  exemplified 
by  the  stopping  of  all  clvlllkn  and  military 
construction  until  its  necessity  Is  reviewed, 
and  the  freezing  of  governmental  employ- 
ment until  the  advisability  of  replacements 
Is  definitely  established: 

2.  For  the  outstanding  quality  of  those 
summoned  to  serve  In  our  Federal  Govern- 
ment, which  has  as  a  theme  the  establish- 
ment of  a  national  administration  of  such 
Integrity  and  such  efficiency  that  Its  honor 
at  home  will  Insure  respect  abroad: 

3.  For  re<^ognlzlng  the  necessity  and  hu- 
nuinitarian  goal  Involved  in  fostering  the 
Hawaiian  statehood  bill; 

4.  For  the  vigorous  drive  to  oust  graft 
and  corruption  In  all  phases  of  the  Federal 
Government; 

5.  For  acknowledgment  of  the  advisability 
of  formulating  policy — In  a  forward  moving, 
constructlvi!  sense — In  the  field  of  natural- 
resotirces  construction  because  all  Nebras- 
kans  are  vitally  Interested,  one  way  or  the 
other.  In  m(«tlng  the  real  farm  problem  cen- 
tering on  soil  and  the  water  which  either 
tears  It  aws.y  or  makes  It  produce  food. 

6.  For  the  courageous  abolition  of  con- 
trols; 

7.  For  the  timely  trip  to  Europe  by  Sec- 
retary of  State  Dulles  and  Mutual  Security 
Director  Stassen,  and  resultant  crystalliza- 
tion of  the  realistic  approach  which  our 
Governmen'.  is  setting  forth  In  all  aspects 
of  the  foreign -aid  programs — to  lend  finan- 
cial assistance  only  to  those  groups  that 
demonstrate  the  ability  and  willingness  to 
assume  responsibility  and  to  properly  ad- 
minister such  funds  for  the  benefit  of  west- 
em  civilization  and  the  United  States. 
Plain  talk  Is  the  real  voice  of  America,  Mr. 
Dulles. 

8.  For  the  encouragement  of  those  virtues 
that  Inspire  initiative  In  our  economy  so  that 
the  productivity  of  our  society  will  fortify 
and  stimulate  freedom  everywhere. 

9.  For  the  realization  that  all  New  Deal 
spenders  and  Socialists  who  are  In  policy- 
making positions,  whether  political,  civil 
service  or  otherwise,  must  be  removed  from 
office. 

10.  For  recognizing  the  basic  fact  that  re- 
ligion and  faith  are  fundamental  to  the  solu- 
tion of  all  problems. 

We  express  our  gratitude  to  Senators 
BuTUB  and  Gbiswold  and  our  Congressmen 
CtTSTis,  Mn-Lim,  Hakuson,  and  Hxuska  for 
the  leadership  that  they  have  shown  In  the 
^alls  of  Congress  during  the  present  reversal 
of  centralizing  trends  in  our  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

We  note  particularly: 

1.  That  Senator  Hugh  BtrrLn  and  Repre- 
sentative A.  L.  Mnxp  are  now  the  respective 
chairmen  of  the  Senate  and  House  Interior 
Affairs  Committees — the  actions  of  which 
vitally  affect  Nebraska  economy. 


S.  That  Senator  Dwicbt  Qbiowolo  has 
attained  positions  and  seniority  on  three 
important  Senate  committees,  namely.  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare,  and  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service; 
and  further  that  Senator  Obiswou)  was  elect- 
ed chairman  of  the  group  ot  first-term 
Senators. 

3.  That  Congressman  Cxmrn  has  beoome 
an  important  flgtire  on  the  powerful  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee;  that  Congress- 
man Haxxibon  has  been  made  a  member  of 
the  House  Agriculture  Committee:  that  Con- 
gressman HsTTSKA  has  been  placed  on  th« 
Appropriations  Committee. 

We  also  recommend  the  wise  leadership  of 
Gov.  Robert  B.  Croeby;  his  fair  and  impartial 
administration  of  State  affairs;  his  fearless 
and  courageous  efforts  to  bring  about  re- 
straint and  solve  the  problems  that  have  con- 
fronted our  State  since  he  assumed  office. 

We  note  particularly: 

1.  His  Insistence  that  the  State  tax  pro- 
gram be  straightened  out  once  and  for  alL 

2.  His  efforts  to  reorganize  government  on 
the  State  level  so  as  to  Increase  efficiency  and 
economy. 

3.  HU  constant  desire  to  work  with  and  to 
talk  with  the  people  of  Nebraska. 

4.  His  keen  Interest  In  providing  Nebraska 
with  a  decent  system  of  highways  always 
under  equitable  and  Impartial  adminis- 
tration. 

5.  His  devotion  to  those  principles  that 
insist  upon  delegation  of  governmental  ac- 
tivities to  the  lowest  echelon  of  adminis- 
tration. 

We  express  our  gratitude  to  National  Com- 
mltteewoman  Edna  Donald  and  National 
Committeeman  Abel  Shotwell;  Dave  Martin, 
chairman  of  the  State  central  conunlttee. 
and  his  vice  chairman,  Mrs.  Arthur  Bowring; 
Finance  Chairman  Joe  Wlshart;  Toung  Re- 
publican Chairman  Dean  Kratz;  Farm  Coun- 
cil Chairman  Herbert  Hughes;  and  to  all  who 
served  under  their  able  leadership  in  con- 
solidating our  party  and  Insuring  BepubUcan 
success  in  Nebraska  elections. 

n.    LABOB 

We  commend  the  Republican  leadership 
for  Its  efforts  to  amend  and  strengthen  the 
Taft-Hartley  law  so  that  it  will  eliminate 
industrial  strife,  thereby  consolidating  the 
industrial  and  labor  forces  of  America. 

m.  Acaicui-TTnui 

The  present  farm  recession  is  the  reralt 
of  faulty  planning  and  faulty  administra- 
tion of  programs  perpetuated  and  initiated 
under  the  irresponsible  Truman  administra- 
tion; therefore,  we,  living  as  we  do  in  the 
middle  of  the  farm  t>elt,  urge  that  the  Agri- 
culture Department  and  the  Agriculture 
Conunlttees  of  Congress  diligently  construct 
a  worthwhile  and  comprehensive  program 
which  win  insure  freedom  of  the  farmer, 
and  at  the  same  time  maintain  his  economic 
security.  We  urge  that  this  administration 
continue  to  formulate  policies  under  the 
guidance  of  the  grassroots  expression  of  ac- 
tive operating  farmers  and  their  organi- 
zations. 

IV.    NATIONAL  riMAIfCB 

We  wholeheartedly  endorse  a  balanced 
budget  and  believe  that  a  pay-as-you-go  pro- 
gram Is  possible  even  with  an  Immediate  tax 
reduction.  We  submit  that  the  answer  is  to 
l>e  found  In  the  national  administration's 
move  toward  a  sound  and  equitable  economy 
and  strongly  urge  that  both  a  balanced 
budget  and  tax  cut  be  effected. 

V.  roaziON  pouct 
We  heartily  commend  President's  Elsen- 
hower's action  in  removing  the  Seventh  Fleet 
from  the  Formosa  Straits  and  earnestly  urge 
that  every  effort  be  made  to  provide  our 
allied  troops  with  all  of  the  miinitions  and 
equipment  required  to  prosecute  the  war  In 
Korea  to  a  successful  conclusion  and  that 
we  immediately  take  poUtlcal,  economic,  and 
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military  meastires  to  8~x>p  the  shipping  of 
materials  by  our  allies  to  Red  China. 

And.  in  conclusion  we  hiunbly  reaffirm 
our  dedication  to  tho  guardianship  of  the 
well-being  of  all  cltluns,  to  the  attainment 
of  equality  of  opportwiity  for  all  so  that  o\ir 
Nation  under  God  w.U  ever  act  with  the 
strength  of  unity  in  every  task  to  which  it 
l8  called,  and  we  Invlts  all  men  and  women 
of  good  will  and  high  principles  to  Join  our 
ranks.  To  all  of  you  »  e  say,  "Join  the  party 
of  the  future.    Join  your  Republican  Party." 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Mast  K.  Ebnst, 

Falls  City. 

B^NNIX  KUHX, 

Blair 

E    F.  WOODAXD, 

Hebron. 
P/tUL  PrmoBovx, 

Oz/ord. 
Eijcn  Raxow, 

Neligh. 
John  R.  Hicoins, 

Grand  Islarul. 
Chaxlxs  Thonk, 
Lincoln,  Chairnum. 


REPORTS  OF  (XJMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  without  amendment: 

S.  55.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carol  Lynn 
Barbara  Hecht  (Rept.  No.  90) : 

8.  71.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Bernard  W. 
Olson  (Rept.  No.  91); 

8  142.  A  biU  for  thi;  relief  of  Norman  S, 
MacPhee  (Rept.  No.  92 1: 

S.  306.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Waltraut 
Mies  van  der  Rohe  (Rept.  No.  93); 

S.  314.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cornelius  A. 
Navorl  (Rept.  No.  94); 

S  389.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  ot  Dr.  Alexandre 
Demetrlo  Moruai  (Rep;.  No.  95); 

S.  486.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Che  Kll  Bok 
(Rept.   No.   96); 

S.  516.  A  bill  for  th(  relief  of  Ronald  Lee 
Oennlng  (Rept.  No.  97  i ; 

8.616.  A  bin  for  ths  relief  of  Dr.  Albert 
Haas  (Rept.  No.  98); 

8.  712.  A  bill  for  th(!  relief  of  WUliam  R. 
Jackson  (Rept.  No.  10(i); 

8.  846.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Charles  An- 
thony Desotell  (Rept.  No.  101); 

8.853.  A  bill  for  ths  relief  oT  Jacqueline 
Sue  Lawn  (Akemi  Inoue)   (Rept.  No.  102); 

8  954.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Bar- 
old  Wall  (Rept.  No.  1C3): 

8.  1039.  A  bin  for  th(  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
LucUlo  Grassl  (Rept.  No.  104);  and 

S.  J.  Res.  57.  Joint  resolution  to  extend  un- 
til July  1,  1953.  the  time  limitation  upon  the 
effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provisions 
which  but  for  such  time  limitation  would  be 
In  effect  untU  6  months  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  national  i>mergency  proclaimed 
on  December  16,  1950  i  Rept.  No.  110). 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  with  an  amendment: 

8  69.  A  bni  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Peter  C. 
T.  Kao  (Rept.  No.  105) ; 

8.  166.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Sister  Louise 
Marie  Josephine  Bellolr  (Rept.  No.  106); 

S.  167.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Jeanne 
Maria  Henneth  Langlc  (Rept.  No.  107); 

8.  811.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  Mau- 
ner  (Rept.  No.  106);  f.nd 

8.  851.  A  bin  for  th(  relief  of  the  estate  of 
Mary  M.  Mendenhall  (Rept.  No.  109). 

By  Mr.  McCARrAn,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  without  amendment: 

8.  18.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  and  eliminate  certain  exemp- 
tions therefrom  (Rept.  No.  Ill): 

8.30.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  Jury  trials  in 
condemnation  procee-lings  in  United  States 
district  courts  (Rept.  No.  112): 

8.  39.  A  bin  to  furtaer  implement  the  fuU 
faith  and  credit  clause  of  the  Constitution 
(Rept.  No.  113);  and 


8.41.  A  blU  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
June  15.  1917,  as  amended  (Rept.  No.  114). 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  with  amendments: 

S.  252.  A  bUl  to  permit  all  clvU  actions 
against  the  United  States  for  recovery  of 
taxes  erroneously  or  iUegally  assessed  or  col- 
lected to  be  brought  in  the  district  courts 
with  right  of  trial  by  J1U7  (Rept.  No.  115); 
and 

S.  984.  A  bill  making  provision  for  Judicial 
review  of  certain  Tax  Court  decisions  (Rept. 
No.  116). 

By  Mr.  TOBET,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

S.  1082.  A  bin  to  approve  a  conveyance 
made  by  the  city  of  Charleston,  S.  C,  to  the 
South  Carolina  State  Ports  Authority,  of  real 
property  heretofore  granted  to  said  city  of 
Charleston  by  the  United  States  of  America; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  117). 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce : 

S.  922.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  commission 
to  regulate  the  public  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers by  motor  vehicle  and  street  railroad 
within  the  metropoUtan  area  of  Washington, 
D.  C;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  118). 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

S.  719.  A  bill  to  provide  transportation  on 
Canadian  vessels  between  Skagway,  Alaska, 
and  other  points  In  Alaska,  between  Haines, 
Alaska,  and  other  points  In  Alaska,  and  be- 
tween Hyder.  Alaska,  and  other  points  In 
Alaska  or  the  continental  United  States, 
either  directly  or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for 
any  part  of  the  transportation;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  119). 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

H.  R.  3658.  A  bill  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
Importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  120); 
and 

H.  R.  3659.  A  bill  to  extend  untU  July  1, 
1955.  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be 
exempt  from  duty;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  121). 

By  Mr.  MARTIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

S.  1041.  A  blU  to  abolish  the  United  States 
Commission  for  the  Construction  of  a  Wash- 
ington-Lincoln Memorial  Gettysburg  Boule- 
vard; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  122). 


SUSPENSION  OP  DEPORTATION  OP 
CERTAIN  ALIENS— REPORT  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  report  an 
original  concurrent  resolution  relating  to 
the  suspension  of  deportation  of  cer- 
tain aliens,  and  I  submit  a  report  (No. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  report  will  be  received,  and 
the  concurrent  resolution  will  be  placed 
on  the  calendar. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  20)  was  placed  on  the  calendar, 
as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives  concurring).  That  the  Congress 
favors  the  suspension  of  deportation  in  the 
case  of  each  alien  hereinafter  named,  in 
which  case  the  Attorney  General  has  sus- 
pended deportation  for  more  than  6  months: 

A-6471827,  Angelsras,  James  George. 

A-74766ea.  Astwood,  Carl  Henry  alias  Carl 
Brown  Clifford  Astwood.  Clifford  Astford. 

A-68M488,  Baarle,  Jan  Van. 

A-7921676.  Babkirk,  Cecil  Leonard. 

A-8767669,  Barl,  AbdvO. 


A-6451068,  Baniela.  Carmen  Versola  atlas 
Carmen  Verzola  Benales  (nee  Carmen  Tsu- 
cano  Verzola). 

A-7445007,  Beck,  Moises  (Mozes). 
A-7903408,  Blyden,  Ida  Louise. 

A-8106868,  Bonl,  Rocco. 

A-6904780,  Boss,  Peter  alias  Peter  Kalten- 
berger. 

A-6981483.  Botello-Antura,  Manuel  or 
Ascension  Botello-Antona,  or  Concepcion 
Botella-Antona. 

A-597020g.  Bouquet,  Jean  Pierre  Edouard 
aUas  Jean  Pierre  Edouard  Chautemps. 
A-7863124,  Bourgugnon,  Paul  Henri  Joseph. 

A-6379324,  Braudo,  Abram. 
A-3424978.  Brunl,  Giuseppe. 

A-5969316.  Callwood,  Agnes  Enez. 

A-7989111,  Chang,  Kuo  Chang. 

A-3474752.  Chen,  Dora  Tseng  Fong. 

A-5508435,  Chlappane,  Rose  Margaret  (nee 
O'Neni). 

A-9562048.  Chong,  Wong  or  Chong  Wong 
alias  Tom  Kin  or  Tam  Ken. 

A-3541386,  Chriuzczyk,  Jerry  or  George 
Chruszczyk. 

A-7145949,  Coleman,  Sophie  Emma. 

A-8021893,  Connor,  Zabrlna  Betbelda. 

A-7390835,  Costanzo,  Francesco  alias  James 
Scot  to. 

A-7828206,  Crawford,  Crlstina  M.  (nee 
MeUy). 

A-4502362,  Cruz,  Pomposo. 

A-7395423,  Cslcsery-Ronay,  Istvan. 

A-5241207,  Daly,  Elsie  May. 

A-79e2046,  De  Anda-Contreras,  Ramon 
Ramlro. 

A-2875289,  De  Bandala,  Adelina  Herrera. 
nee  Adelina  Herrera-Orvera  or  Despart  or 
Covarrublas. 

A-3 122673,  De  Frausto,  Joaefa  Gonzalez  or 
Josefa  Gonzelez-De  La  O. 

A-7978997,  De  Gonzales,  Maria  Ana  Mon- 
toya. 

A-7978918,  De  Montoya,  Maria  Ramirez  vda. 

A-7980331,  Montoya,  Victoria. 

A-7873807,  Denklns.  Constance  Carmela. 

A-5673755.  Dennlston,  Carlton  Sylvanus  or 
Carlton  Sylvanlos  Dennlston,  aUas  "Prenchy." 

A-6425349,  De  Ramirez,  Julia  Ortiz  or  Julia 
Ortlz-Rodrlguez  or  Julia  R.  Ortiz. 

A-7139138.  De  Sousa.  Joee  Esteves. 

A-7927613.  Dl  Lleto,  Joseph. 

A-5567326.  Douglas,  Miriam  Adella  Cofi- 
stantla  ( nee  West ) . 

A-9567551,  Drumo.  John. 

A-7539106,  Du,  Darfoon. 

A-4553433,  Dutchak,  Semen  Nlcol.  alias 
Sam  Nlcol  Dutchak  and  Frank  Hoffman. 

A-7249128,  Eerenberg,  Grietje  (nee  Hul- 
zenga). 

A-7203900,  Eerenberg,  Johannes. 

A-5860280.  Ehlert,  Antone  Frederick. 

A-6626042.  Eleazarlan,  Anahlde  Boudjl- 
kanlan. 

A-8039483,  Fellx-AvUa,  Pedro  or  Juan 
Sanchez. 

A-7023568,  Fernandez-Parada,  Consuelo 
Armlda. 

A-7457597,  Fleischner,  Kurt. 

A-6989467,  Flores-Llmon,  Macario. 

A-7983045.  Forties,  Verna  Herodla. 

A-46578(X),  Frazer,  Luther  Daniel  or  Luther 
Daniel  Fraser  or  Luther  Fraser  or  Louis 
Prazer. 

A-47 17221,  Fumari,  Mary  Frances. 

A-4539679,  Caputo,  Antonia  Frances  Helen. 

A-8106620,  Gallo,  Antonio  or  Antonio 
Domenlco  Mario  GaUo. 

A-3745514.  Garcia,  Manuel. 

A-7962S12,  Garcla-Jalme,  Secundlno. 

A-7130995,  Garza,  Francisco  Benavides. 

A-4819098,  Ghazl,  Ibraham  Moses  or  Abra- 
ham Moses  Ghazl. 

A-3591839,  Graf,  Ludwlg  or  Louis  Graf. 

A-6938849,  Gravitoky,  Catherine,  aUaa 
Catherine  Ulrlch. 

A-4097870.  Gushi.  Chlru  Gushlken. 

A-5981991,  Giuhi,  Koshin. 

A-5966655,  Guth,  Dora  Kathleen. 

A-4 133493,   Outierrez-Lavorico,   Rosa. 

A-9757521.  Haw,  Tek  King. 

A-34563&8,  Hayashl,  Toshlko  or  Tortilko 
Tani  HayashL 
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A-16e0305,  Helnsle,  WIUlAm  Bleasar. 

A-8I06807,  Ba«Bd«>-Bor)a,  Carlos. 

A-78497S5.  Heron,  Victor  Jo8«pb. 

A-6316038.  HoltEman,  Andree  Francolse 
(nee  Le  Mentec) . 

A-73dO5e0,  Il-Begl,  Tajl  Motamedl. 

A-1S39706,  Jacques,  Oerardus. 

A-7677448,  Jankowska.  Maria  or  Ifarla 
Stawska. 

A-7358378,  Jankowskl,  Sylwlm. 

A-7065478.  Kaalnonl,  Leopoldtne  Maria 
l^wjan. 

A-45447I0,  Kats.  Samuel  alias  (first 
names) :  David,  Samuel  D.,  Samuel  Samuel 
David,  David  Samuel;  (last  names) :  Oold- 
cheker,  Ooldseker,  Ooldcbecker,  Ooldsecker, 
Golsecker. 

A-7802020,  Klapp,  Margarete  KaroUna 
Suzanne  Magdalene  alias  Gretl  Klapp. 

A-4773383,  Kovallnk,  Mary  (nee  Tkachuk). 

A-2636329,  Kyrlacatos.  Christ  N. 

A-8091071,  Lavle,  LaetlUa,  Aflvor  Hiamabe. 

A-690698ae,  Lee  Pal. 

A-S401031,  Leucl,  Joeephlne  (nee  Salve- 
mi  nl  alias  Angela  Basso) . 

A-78ai878.  Uddbll,  David  Francis. 

A-TTOTTM,  Llmon,  Maria  Fernandes  7. 

A-77S9096.  Lin,  Kuo-Tung. 

A-6703347,  Lin,  Florence  Shen  or  Pung- 
Bwa  Sben. 

A-6988301.  Liu.  Wei  Kung. 

A-e686033.  Look.  Pong  alias  Pang  Jang. 

A-584938a,  Lumbantobing,  Muara. 

A-73478e8,  Maclas-Hemandes,  Zenon. 

A-'««3713«.  Martinoff.  Sophie  Vladimir 
formerly  Kovalevsky,  formerly  Blagoy  form- 
erly Oolikova  (nee  Dafergoff). 

A-7060100,  Mata,  Reyes. 

A-9532a98,  Mathlsen,  Wollfert. 

A-4011890.  McLaughlin.  Margaret  Jane 
(nee  O'Shea). 

A-648743S,  Meier.  Constance  Mary  alias 
Mrs.  F.  W.  Meier. 

A-ai01785,  Mlyagishlma.  Katsugoro. 

A-450a949,  Mlyashita.  Nobulchl  or  Jim 
Mlyaabita. 

A-3585310,  Modi.  Richard. 

A-38B018e.  Montelro,  Jose  Maria. 

A-81068S0,  Moreno,  Raquel  Cordova. 

A-«09115a.  Morgan.  MUdred  LUlian  (nee 
Lewis). 

A-6 149807,  Mimsle,  Margaret  Alice. 

A-7M6030.  Musella,  Pasquale. 

A-S 155405,  Nakayama,  Tomojlro. 

A-4525627,  Nakayama,  Masako. 

A-7903015.  Navarro-Omelas,  Joae. 

A-6961008,  Ngun,  Kong  Ttao  or  Katherlne 
Kong  formerly  Ttoo  Ngun  Woolridge. 

A-Mei689,  O'Connor,  Marie. 

A-8106496,  Orlove,  Oregor  Boris. 

A-8106491,  Palma.  Francisco  De  Sousa 
Romelras  alias  Frank  Santas. 

A-8Oei730,  Pancla.  Jose  Senoa. 

A-3564917,  Pesole.  Nicola. 

A-7941829.  Pimentel-Palacios,  Lorenzo. 

A-7927525,  Ramirez  Sebastian. 

A-7197620.  Ricciardella,  Felice  alias  Philip 
Ricciardella. 

A-2080a44.  Robinson,  Lawrence  Robert. 

A~5301634,  Robledo-Guajardo,  Pedro. 

A-5571iaa,  Rtinge,  Frederick  Wilhelm 
Arthur  or  Friedrlch  Runge  or  Frledrich  W. 
Bimge  or  Friedrlch  Wilhelm  Arthur  Riuige. 

A-0423124.  Sabbah.  Edgard  Moussa. 

A-6685aS7,  Sanchea  SalvadOT  at  Sfdvador 
Oopar-Sanchez. 

A-1091331.  Sandoval-Barrientos.  Bulalio. 
A-63 16890.  Sekros,  Sofia  or  Sekropoulos. 
A-6817370,  Sekros,  Kterpl. 
A-6690a39,  Serbenlades.  VasiUos  DimitroU. 
A-1282934,  Shiras,  Shinzo. 
A-837770e.  Siegd,  Haael  Keltha  Ashley. 
A-3956945.  Simpson,  John  MacLaurln  alias 
John  MacLaurln. 

A-6723404.  Spotorno,  Giuseppe. 
A-5946348.  Sun,  Wong  (Sang). 
A-«  147030.  Sutter,  DotIs  Lucille. 
A-6147037,  Sutter.  Harry  John. 
A-9776880.  SBwec.  Teodor. 
A-7000371.  Taylor.  Herbert  BobeH  or  Her- 
bert Robert  Gillespie. 
A-fi008881,  Torres.  Rodolfo  Valencia. 
A-5443687,  Touma.  Nahima  (Moima). 


A-8028800.  Vafladls.  Konstantlne  DanleL 

A-«e28900.  Vafladls.  Bcaterina  Blena. 

A-0e34a72.  Valk.  Cornelius  WilUam  or 
William  Valk. 

A-5818e44,  Vemiee.  Vlto. 

A-8001058.  Waage  Solveig  Johannessen. 

A-aS30887,  Wang,  Joseph  Bn-Pao. 

A-6871009.  Weber.  Helnrich  Ignatz  alias 
Henry  Weber. 

A-79 10008,  Wenckheim.  Beatrice  Mary  or 
Beata  Wenckheim. 

A-7SS3077.  Wexler.  Jeanette  or  Jeanetts 
Moser. 

A-133107S.  William,  Goerge  Kapa. 

A-6741883,  Williamson,  Robert  or  Robert  T. 
Williamson. 

A-5381004.  Willison.  Margaret  Rose. 

A-0e2462y,  Wood,  Valerie  Laverne  (nee 
Hamilton ) . 

A-4354547,  Ygleslas,  Remedlos  Vaequea 
(nee  Perez). 

A-4715237.  Yruegas-Bueno,  Raymundo  or 
Raymundo  Yruegas  or  Raymundo  Iruegas- 
Bueno. 

A-38943a4.   Zlnnamosca.   Joseph   Anthony. 

A-63SS233,  Zulueta,  Enrique  Costa. 

A-286e2&l,  Amzqua,  Donato. 

A-3384429,  Andrade,  Anlba  or  Hanibal  De 
Andrade. 

A-9787608,  Andresen.  Ragnar. 

A-6984215.  Andnxchow.  Peter  or  Peter 
Andy. 

A-7131509,  Asymkos,  Johanna  nee  Frentzos 
or  lof^nna  George  Frentzos. 

A-0013791,  Balllle.  Sophie  Margarethe. 

A-5447873,  Baptlsta,  Manuel  Gomes  or 
Manuel  Gomes  Batista. 

A-6540288,  Barbulescu,  Arghlr  Juan  or  Bob 
Barbulescu. 

A-7828698,  Baublls,  Mary  nee  Vlzaimi- 
skiute. 

A-6172608,  Bautlsta,  Antonio  Marques. 

A-0172009,  Bautlsta,  Antonio  Molin. 

A-8004116.  Belmonte.  Fldencla  Alvarado. 

A-9836641.  Bergersen,   Else  Berlt. 

A-1716162,  Bilber.  Hugo. 

A-03OO9e3,  Bochner,  Moses. 

A-28342fi8,  Boeher.  Laura  Annie. 

A-7131924.  Capua,  Dloscoro. 

A-7750316,  Cardenas-Lallnde,  Luis  Eduardo 
or  Lusi  E.  Cardenas. 

A-8&22838,  Chen.  CtA  Hsln  or  Chi  Hsin 
Chow. 

A-6451980.  Chen,  Pu  Llem  Franklin  or  Fu 
Llem  Chen. 

A-6010634.  Chlnnery.  Harold  Henrique. 

A-7B91824.  Choo.  Sa  Slk  or  Sa  Slk  Bun 
Bong  Lee  Choo. 

A-7879888.  Choo-Chew,  Chang  or  Chu-Chlu 
Chang. 

A-7879887,  Ling,  Chang  Loo  (nee  Hang  Loo 
Ung). 

A-7858998,  Chu.  Ming  or  Chu  Ming. 

A-5263138,  Chu,  Yong  Chen  or  Chu-Yong- 
Chen  or  Joseph  Paul  Chu. 

A-7035759.  Cortez,  Miguel  Jose  Juan. 

A-S5OO087.  Cottakls.  Nicholas  Leonldaa. 

A-7127831.   Cousals,   Theodore  John. 

A-7394774.  Currle,  Olga  May  Campbell  or 
Olga  May  Currle  (nee  Campbell). 

A-7368648,  D' Alfonso,  Yolanda  or  Yolanda 
Zanfrlseo  or  lolanda  Zanfrisco  or  Yolanda 
Mazzela. 

A-6554091,  De  Banuchi.  Bsperanza  Cruz. 

A-58 16896.  De  Cortez,  Juana  Anlca  Aragon. 

A-2924399,  Dedousls,  Anthony  or  Papa- 
doupulis. 

A- 1956451,  De  Plorlo,  Angelina  Maclas. 

A-2732596.  De  Hernandez,  Florentlna  Car- 
denas MurUlo  or  Flora  MurrUlo  de  Hernan- 
dez. 

A-06984a8.  Delen.  Borje  Kuno. 

A-6044903,  De  Leon.  Rosa  Prudencia. 

A-6877285.  De  Lopez,  Carmen  Lopez  or 
Carmen  Lopez  vda  de  Chavez  or  Juana  Lopez 
or  Carmela  Lopez. 

A-6877277.  Chavez-Lopez.  Maria  Rita  or 
Maria  Rita  Chavez-Lopez. 

A-7188338.  De  Salazar.  Lorenaa  Guzman 
or  Lorenza  Guzman  S. 

A-4724593,  De  Self  Mary  Louise  Nava  or 
Maria  Lulsa  Av^ar. 

A-6295509,  De  Vlto.  Stella  Marls. 


A-3908373.  De  Tanez,  Josefa  Avelar. 
A-808a378,      Diakostamatis      Michael      or 
Michael  Thomas. 

A-9020397  Dlakoyanls  Stamatios  Oeorgios. 
A-3064690  Dllullo,  Dominic  Antonio. 
A-38699a3,  Dong.  Ruby  Les  (nee  Ruby  Lee 
Joe  or  Shew  Guey  Jew). 

A-7890880,  EKiarte,  Rafael  Argentine. 
A-7n9165,    Dudley.   Klla    (nee   Stopard). 

Edwards.  Reginald  Stanlsy. 

Bsklldsen,  Edward  Carl. 

Evans,  Edra  Varona. 
A-65 15700,  Parrcoit,  Laurence  Geoffrey. 
A-7983049,  Flloteo.  Gennaro. 

Fleischer,   Martin   Andreas. 

Frangakls,  loannis  cr  John  or 


A-2830760. 
A-7054630. 
A-3365506. 


A-4845245. 
A-4007904. 


James  Andre  Frangakls  or  John  Andre 
Frages. 

A-1000369,  Franz-Josef  of  Austria,  Arch- 
duke or  Prince  Don  Francisco- Jose  De  Habs- 
burgo  Y  Borbon  or  Franclsco-Jose  De  Habs- 
burgo  Borbon. 

A-1410440.  Borbon.  Princess  Martha  De 
Habsbur^  or  Marta  De  Habsburgo  Borbon 
nee  Marta  Beumer  LocatelU. 

A-S101358,  Friedman.  E>avld. 

A-3625167.  Fujlno,  Chujl    (Chester). 

A-6644479.   Gagliardl.  Qluseppina  GasdU. 

A-7188303.  Garcla-Larlos.  Juan  Angel. 

A-7140634.  Gawel.  WladysUw  Jan  or  John 
Gavel  or  Walter  Gawel. 

A~2263835.  Glacalone.  Ignazlo  or  Joseph 
Glacalone  or  Joe  Glacalone. 

A-0819623.  Giordano.  Vlnoenoo. 

A-9025880,  Olavan.  Mljo  Mate. 

A-9715430,  Gonzalez.  Hermino  Castillo. 

A-7423227,  Gonzales,  Joseflna  Garcia  de. 

A-60637aa.   Gonzalez-Hemandes.   Galdino. 

A-e200611,  Goseco.  Franciso  Navarro. 

A-ea07837,  Goseco.  Nenlta  Bradley. 

A-6207839,  Goseco.  Elizabeth  Bradley. 

A-0aO7838,  Goseco.  Margarita  Bradley. 

A-7284919.  Gotsis.  Theoni  Athanaslou  or 
Theonl  Athanaslou  Barlos. 

A-7137743,  GradlUas-Calsada.  Jesus. 

A-7a90364.   Oradlllas-OradlUas.   Jesus. 

A-7290365.  Gradlllas-Gradillas.  Domiago. 

A-7aoO360.  Gradillas-OradUlas.  Eduardo. 

A  6920657.  Grant,  Frederick  William  alias 
Lenord  Grant. 

3-4684021.  Grlmmesey,  Satoye  alias  Satoy* 
Itagakl  alias  Kay  Grlmmesey. 

A-8021475.  Hachlsuka.  Masako. 

A-8345007.  Hansen.  Vlvlenne  Kathleen  (nee 
Smith). 

A-1478191,  Hattori.  Tadashi  or  Frank  Hat- 
tori. 

A-7079560.  Henrlksen,  Corina  Kyllingmark 
or  Corina  Kyllingmark. 

A-3430032.  Heron.  Edward  Peter. 

A-7981944.  HJort.  Paul  Konrad  Thorvold  or 
Paul  Hoyt  or  Paul  Thorvold  Konrad  HJort  or 
Paul  Konrad  Thorvald  HJort  or  P.  Hoyt  or 
Paul  Konrad  T.  HJort  or  Paul  Konrad  Thor- 
vold TJorst  or  Paul  HJort. 

A  7197027.  Holguin.  Gregorta  or'  Gregorla 
Holgulm  De  Godfrey  or  Georgoria  H  Godfrey. 

A-4963380.  Horshan,  Bruno  Hugo. 

A-6847799.  Huang.  Pao  Chyuan  or  Pao- 
Chyuan  Huang. 

A-0958638.  Huang,  Shao  Chen  (nee  Shao 
Chen  Wu  or  Shao-Shen  Wu). 

A-2470946.  Iman.  James  or  Mohammed  Bin 
Abdullah. 

A-6670228.  Ingdal.  John  Andreas. 

A-7423243.  Jarrett.  Adrlel. 

A-5605706.  Johnson,  Eveline  Mary  formerly 
Larr  (nee  Lauria). 

A-5602270.  Kalafatlch,  Gregory  or  George 
or  Grgo  Kalafatlch. 

A- 1823997,  Kanakakos,  Panagiotls  alias 
Peter  Kanakos  or  Panos  Kanakakos. 

A -3 196687,  Karanas.  Joiin  or  loaimis  Teo- 
doro. 

A-1719629.  Karavldas.  Petroe  or  Peter  Nich- 
olas Papas  or  Petros  Pappos  or  Pete  Pappas. 

A-658169a,  Kasparlan,  Minas  or  Arnak 
Mlnas  Kasp>arlan.  , 

A- 1883332,  Kennedy.  John. 

A- 1381 848.  Kershaw.  Frederick. 

A-6792a20,  Kershaw.  Ann. 

A-66806C2.  Kettler.  Geoula  RacheL 
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A-7284987.  Krause.  Luclana  Ansaldo  (nee 
Ansaldo). 

A-9769909.  Krlstoffersen,  Osvald  Meier  or 
Osvald  Krlstoffersen  or  Osvald  M.  Krlitofler- 
son.  Oswald  Krlstoffersen. 

A-6811608.    Kullko^^   Laura    (nee   Samoy- 


loff). 

A-8031133. 

A-5576102. 
F.  Langlals. 

A-5464806. 

A-7130594. 

A-71 15976. 


Kim.  Young  Ja    (nee  Kwon). 
Langlals,  Mary  Frances  or  Mary 


Langlalii.  Pascallne  Maud. 
Lasslnoe.  George. 
Latt]rak.   Blen   Marianne   for- 
merly Ellen  Marlanna  Herden. 
A-8117167.   Lekic.  Maria    (nee  Humer). 
1600-99344.  Levine,  Dlanne  Lee. 
0300-344055.  liewls,  John  or  Babun. 
A-5901797,    Lung.    Vincent    Leslie   or   Eng 
Honf?  Doon. 

A-7858241.  Maioraro 
Malorano. 
A-3761454 
A-7882064 
A-7280460 


Francesco  or  Frank 


Malik,  yibdul. 
Malobertl.  Irma. 
Margules.    Esther    or    Ekyera 
Frydman  or  Esther  Fiydman  Ackerman. 

A-7445691.   Martinez.   Domingo    (Sunny). 

A-7390603.   Martinez.   Martin. 

A- 30 10001.  Mastractonl.  Ignazlo. 

A-1988773.  MaUuo.  Shigeru. 

A-e721172.  May.  Man  Tin  aUas  Mon  Tin. 

A-6097030.  Melendfz.  Elsie  Egea. 

A-6525483.   Mendoza-Trujillo.   Jose. 

A-6802547.  Miguel.  Francisco  San. 

A-3356136.  Mistretta.  Vlto. 

A-7058329.  Mitchell.  Marie. 

A-5173117.    Moggia.    Arideo    alias    Arideo 
Maggla. 

A-6918512.  Molocea.  Eugene. 

A-6918513.  Molocea.  George  or  Gheorghe. 

A-7019900.  Moulas.  Elaine  Oust  formerly 
Helen  Moulas. 

A-6888048.  Moustafa.  Hussein  Kamel. 

A-7366691,    Murray.    Helen     alias    Helen 
Clanln. 

A-4706795.   Mustafa.  Mohamad. 

A-4706775.  Mustafs..  Dina  Merit*. 

A-782867a.   Mustafa.   Ullian. 

A-6492414.  Naboa.  Patrocinio  P.  Navldad. 

A^518091.  Naboa.  Roy. 

A-7290«)9.  Nenna,  Vlto. 

A-5977617,  Nogunl,  Kame. 

A-6240780.   Neely,    Antoinette. 

A-7203934.   Ocaram'A,   Axu-elia. 

A-7203935.  Cortez.  Angelina. 

A-70920168.  Ortegon.  Pablo  or  Pablo  Or- 
tegon-Domlnguez. 

A-2509077.  OzdemLr,   Orham   Sakir. 

A-4968317.  Pagan.   Virginia  FelU  or   Vir- 
ginia Felix. 

A-7145867.  ParrUla,  Josefa. 

A-5444738.  Peel.  Ampara  or  Amparo  Perez. 

A-381810a.  Peace.  Paul  Anthony  alias  An- 
tonio Pesce  alias  Paul  Peace. 

A-6811855.   Pestle.   Prospero. 

A-4988608.  Petterston.  Allgot. 

A-5943396.   Pisarskl.   Joseph. 

A-71 10336.  Ponltkoff.  George  V. 

A-71 16337.  Ponltkoff.  Vadim  V. 

A-7044542.  Posen.  Ibolya   (nee  Kndsweig). 

A-9831052,  Primavora.  Tommaso  or  Tom- 
masso   Prtmavera. 

A-71 45943.  Prlsciandaro,   Damano. 

A-7387859.  Procacclo.  Mlchele. 

A-3498519.   Pullai,   Armand   or   Armugam 
PuUal. 

A- 7956664.    Pyman.    Ada    Gertrude     (nee 
Terry ) . 

A-8091703,  Ralney,  Margaret  Amy  formerly 
Sudbury    (nee  Wlttlngham). 

A-5295100.   Ramirez.   Jose. 

A-5988032.   Ramirez.   Manuel    or    Manuel 
Ramirez   Canuta   Slcon. 

A-77n676.    Rell,    Virginia    Pauline     (nee 
Hulsman). 

A-7927929.  Relmer.  Mary  or  Mary  Fowler 
or  Mary  Parrelly. 

A-4513345.  Revello.  Antelo  Arthur  or  An- 
belo  Revello. 

A-1 131359.    Rose.    Christian.    Helnrich   or 
Carl  Rose. 

A-2572993.  Rossi.  Marie  Anna. 
A-3743323,   Russomanno.   Nicola. 
A-3205205,  Sabo,  Samuel  Ivon.  Jr. 


A-0371788.  Salinas-lifartines.  Jose  Emlgtlio. 

A-«88ieS8.  Sarian,  Jlrair  Nerse. 

A-7082564.  Sasso.  Flora  Krma  or  Flora 
Erma  Rlzzl  or  Brmlnia  Domenica  Boninl. 

A-8021832.  Saimders.  Mabel  (nee  Mabel 
Benjamin  alias  Eugenie  Prince). 

A-7380051.  Schaufllnger,  Klatis  Dieter  or 
Bobby  Bishop. 

A-6178370.  Schermerhom,  Paulina  Mallgos. 

A-2491132.  Schlei,  Peter. 

A-2491126,  Schlel.  Suzan  (nee  Susan 
Muller). 

A-iai9097,  Sclancalepore.  Glammarta  alias 
John  Sclancalepore. 

A-2592388.  Scicluna.  Anna. 

A-6985470.  Shahan.  Nevart  (nee  Aslroglu 
or  Ashroglu). 

A-2727483.  Shlmlzu.  Hldeaki. 

A-4404619.  Slkora.  Mary  alias  Mary 
Shmura. 

A-5600476,   Singh.   Jawala. 

0502-6163.  Slpsis.  George  alias  George 
CalUns. 

A-6848763,  Smith.  Marta  Carmen. 

A-9825453,  Socollch,  John  Anthony. 

A-5127063,  Steel,  Joseph  William. 

A-3520552,    Stelnlauf.    Eduard    Elleser. 

A-6791514.  Strahammer.  Josef  Vincent. 

A-5562I17,  Takizawa.  Kichiro  or  Kenny 
Taklzawa. 

A-4116938,  Tana.  Antonio  or  Anthony  Tar- 
rlo  or  Julio  Tarrlo  or  Julian  Farrio. 

A-4209592,  Tana.  Lucia  Molino. 

A-660e640.    Tavlarides.    Corteiss   Vasslllos. 

A-7388957.   Torres,   Joaquin. 

A-7S88958,  Torres,  Jesus  Manuel. 

A-7388959,  Torres.  Socorro. 

A-7388960.  Torres.  Ruben  Narciso. 

A-8091254.  Towles.  Katherlne. 

A-7491336.  Ulrich.  Patricia. 

A-7995810.  Vaca-Reyes.  Miguel. 

A-6487513.  Vartanyan.  Hayik  or  Haig  Var- 
tanyan. 

A-58S290I.   Vela-Garza,  Ruflno. 

A-4235815.  Vela-Garza.  Jesusa. 

A-4336816.  Vela-Garza.  Santos. 

A-9732674.  Visser.  Adolph. 

A-e579e78.  Vrolyk.  Jan  Zier. 

A-6624377.  Weinl>erger,  Chaim  Hersh. 

A-6682983.  Weiss.  Arnold  or  Irving  Weiss  or 
Weist  alias  User. 

A-8021437.  WUlard.  Cherie  Eugenie  for- 
merly Kemp. 

A-6 11 70 16,  Wlhnot,  Noel  Eaton  alias  Sam- 
uel  Lowe. 

A-4528159.  Wolllon.  John  or  John  Walian. 

A-5951210.  You  Chen  Tuck  or  Chang  Tuch 
You  or  Chenk  Tuck  You. 

A-4794527.  Young,  Chee  Dick  alias  Clar. 
ence  Chee  Dick  Young. 

A-4130628,  Young.  Fi-ank  alias  Tien  Fu 
Yang. 

A-4193290.  Zaganas.  Leonldad  alias  Leo  Z. 
Gray. 

A-62gi236,  Zahawi.  Faizi  Khalid. 

A-6374953.  Za'hawi.  Bevim  Miral. 

A-7034695,    Zeld,   Larry. 

A-2353697.  2jemmel.  Leon  or  Leon  Semel  or 
Leon  Semi  Lelbisch  or  Leon  Semmel. 

A-6738148.  Zlelinski.  Claudia  (nee  Dom- 
brovskl ) . 

A-7469S42.  Balaba.  Daniel. 

A-1472027.  Bemdt,  Heinz  Werner. 

A-7898442.  Blagrove,  Archibald  Nathan  or 
Nathan   Blagrove. 

A-707369S.  Bollino.  Savino  or  Babino  or 
BoUino  or  Belllno  Savino  or  Savalno  or  8a- 
bino  Belllno. 

A-2752500.  Boncich.  Sam. 

A-2411018.  Calderon.  Jesus  Alejandre. 

0300/394666,  Calero.  Gladys  or  Gladys  Ml- 
lagra   Negrln-Rodrlguez. 

0300/394667.  Calero,  Isabel  or  Isabel  Ne- 
gr  in  -Rodriguez. 

A-3377743.  Camla.  Bonflgllo  or  Phil  Camla 
or  Glacomo-Cavana. 

A-7132987.  Chu.  Edith  Ju-Hwa  at  Edith 
Tseng-Chim  Chu  or  Edith  Ju-Hwa. 

A-7457602.  Chu.  Tseng-Chun. 

A-7025727.  Chung,  Jack. 

V-ia40753,  Dadalan,  Berabl  Adour  (nee 
Kabaklaa). 


A-2585368.  De  Ramtres,  Emestna  Escobar 
or  Ernestina  Ramirez  or  Emestina  EMobar 
Ad  Echevarrla. 

A-e69ai03.  De  (or  Do)  Bosarlo.  Joaqulm 
Francisco  Levies  or  Joaqulm  Rosario  or  Roa- 
sarlo;  Joaqulm  Francisco  Lopes  Rosario; 
Joaqulm  Maria  Francisco;  Joaqulm  Maria 
Francisco  Rosario;  Joaqulm  Francisco  De  Ro- 
sario or  Derosario;  Joackim  Rosario;  Joaqiiin 
Rosario;  Joaqulm  or  Joagulm  Francisco  Ro- 
sario; Joaquin  F.  Rosario;  Joaqulm  De 
Rosario. 

170O-5241.  Dolor.  Rosalia  Ea  (Estefanla  Ea) . 

A-7975641,  Donovan.  lone  Orilda. 

A-3449690.  Dwyer,  Michael  Francis. 

A-735ia73.  Eng.  Frank  Gee  or  Ng  Fong. 

A-5394243.  &1I0W,  Julia  Irene. 

A-69 12654.  Fiore.  Marie  Louise  (nee  Wil- 
liams formerly  Horton). 

A-596O023.  FUnagan.  Ursel  Renate  Meyer 
(nee  Ursel  Renate  Meyer). 

A-7070741.  Flores.  Maria  Teresa. 

0300-311750,  Fong.  Eng  Lun  or  Hoy  Yin. 

A-2582238.  Garcia.  Amancia  or  AmancU 
Hernandez. 

A-6574622.  Garcia,  Andrew  Wlnant. 

A-2469265.  Garcia.  Eduardo  or  Eduardo 
Garcia  Ris  or  Viriato  Guttierrez  . 

A-4705880.  Gardella.  Giuseppe  alias  Carlos 
Alonso. 

A-6825202.  Gergits.  Hannelore  Stefanie. 

A-6825203.  Gergits.  Karl  Alois. 

A-3535341.  Gianniechlni.  Gino  or  Oino 
Glannecchlni  or  Gino  Glannlchinl  or  Gino 
Giannechlni. 

A-6498461.  Gonzales.  Hector  Manuel  Mo- 
desto-Lopez  or  Hector  Frazcr. 

A-9836695.  Hansen.  Niels  Thuroe. 

A-69a0912.  Hassab.  Antoine  Antoun. 

A-632955g.  Henryk,  Jan  or  John  Henry 
Stlllbach. 

A-6872523.  Huff.  Lucille  May  Plummer. 

A-31 12979.  Kaltenmaier,  Eugen. 

A-58838S4,  Kenyeres,  Andras  or  Andraa 
Kanczuga. 

A-5883855.  Kenyeres.  Krisztina  formerly 
Krlsztina  Deak  (nee  Molnar). 

A-4685154.  Knuth.  Herman  Ernst. 

A-9659166.  KondUes.  Gabriel. 

A-9671075.  Koolhoven.  Herman. 

A-7983079.  Lanuez.  Luis  Alfredo  or  Luis 
Alfredo  Laneuz  Mendlve. 

A-6730666.  Uao.  Tien  Ren. 

A-6886839.  Uao.  Wei  Ping  Wu. 

A-8064339,  Macias-Hague,  Edna  Antonio 
Aileen. 

A-5560403.  Maruyama.  Masamorl  or  Paul 
Masamori  Maruyama. 

A-5960624.  Meyer.  Irmgard  Emma  Martha. 

A-5673350.  Muller,  Joseph  or  Joe  Muller. 

A-5531956.  Nagel.  Charles  Bemhard. 

A-5970800.  Neugebauer,  Erich. 

A-5970801.  Neugebauer,  Gwenyth  Audrey. 

A-5970802,  Neugebauer,  Audrey  Moonyeen. 

A-5886923.  Nlbbs.  Phyllis  Geneva. 

A-6965247.  Nordmark.  Dalton  Everett. 

A-4S60a20.   Ogle.   WlUiam. 

A-1090705.  OT«ary.  Elizabeth. 

A-719a474.  Oslo,  Antonio  De  Guerrero. 

A-7 192475.  Oslo.  AngeUna  Villasenor  De. 

V-192353.  Pedota,  Gvilseppi  Nicola. 

A-599S217.  Pena-Flores,  Salvador. 

1407-20647.  Pena.  MarU  Lopez  De. 

A-7176011.  Perelrs^  Francises  Josefa. 

A-7457684,  Perez,  Rafael  Santiago  Sanchez 
Y. 

A-7457685,  Perez,  Miriam  Rogella  Sanchez 
Y. 

A-0332084.  Pires.  Donald  George. 

A-2523066.  Ransom,  Alexandra  Serjanko 
formerly  Alexandra  Zrum. 

A-5976847,  Richards,  Robert  Vincent  or 
Robert  Vincent  Soso. 

A-4763940.  Robinson,  Hilda  Amy  Jane  (nee 
Hilda  Soso). 

A-392724a,  Romano,  Francesco  or  Frank 
Romano. 

A-8091606,  Rosberg.  Nechama  or  Nechama 
Farber. 

A-487ia00.  Royce,  Dorothy  Beryl  (nee 
Fleming). 

A-487a778,  Santiago,  Joseph. 
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A-3414443.  Schaffer,  Ludwlg  or  Lotxla  John 
BelMkffer. 

A-5683325,  Shaw,  Gilbert  Henry. 

Ar-M083ao.  SHaw.  Xdward  Iferedltb. 

A-7107aeo.  Shuster,  David  Akram. 

A-710789a.  Shuster.  Ida  (nae  Rubin). 

A-0765&43,  SprlngTloed.  Arnold  or  Amoldua 
Sprlngvloed   or  Sprlngbloed. 

A-4024200,  Stelnbrecber.  Bduard  Oeorg  or 
O«orge  Xdward  Stelnbrecher  or  Edward  or 
■duard  Stelnbrecher. 

A-6449231,  Stepbanidls,  Dean  Ck>nstantlne 
John. 

A-5015878,  Tlcehurst.  Kath^erlne  Elizabeth 
(nee  McI Lilian). 

A-S161661,  Ttamaa.  Stephanos  Emanuel. 

A-6275119,  ValdoTlno-Navarro,  Francisco. 

A-5330960.  Welch,  Cecil  Carlisle. 

A-7445720.  Wen,  Shao  Lien  or  Shao  Hsiung. 

A-1660ai5.  Wong.  Shi  Chlng  or  Wong  Shi 
Ching. 

A-4491534.  Tee.  Cora  Sue  Moy  (nee  Moy  or 
Moy  Su  Wah  or  Su  Wah  Moy  or  Cora  Sue 
Moy). 

A-9836629,  Zvans,  Carl  or  Karlla  Zvans  or 
Karl  Zvans. 

A-7140102,  Acosta.  Gregorlo  or  Gregorlo 
Acosta  Rodriguez. 

A-7140088.  Carreon,  Maria  Mercedes  or 
Maria  Mercedes  Carreon  De  Acosta. 

A-580414a.  Afentakis,  Konstantinoe  D. 

A-344460.  Antoneff,  Spaas  or  Spass 
Anthony  or  Stanley  Anthony. 

A-64448S5,  Avramides.  Clearchos  Hercules. 

A-7962a26,  Ayo-Giianilo,  Gabriel  or  Gabriel 
Ayo  or  Ludo  Gabriel  Ayo-Guanilo. 

A-3798195.  Balsamo.  Raffaele  or  Ralph  Bal- 
sano. 

A-59303afl,  Barry.  Violet  Marie. 

A-6062967,  Bateman,  Florence  Llllam  for- 
merly Florence  Lilian  Cunningham. 

V-941386,  Bertuccl.  Primo. 

A-1743346.  Borlna.  Nadlna  Grlgorieva  or 
Kadlna  Roman  Grlgorieva  Borlna  or  Nadlna 
Roman  Bakalelnikoff. 

A-5693328,  Bradley,  Edith  May  (nee  Shaw) . 

A-7049692.  Brewster,  Adelia  Keturah 

A-784U67.  CastUlo,  Ana  Elvla  nee  Leon- 
Martinez. 

A-6014959,  Christian.  Ethel  Virginia. 

A-639952a,  Cooper,  Josefa  Artiles  or  Josefa 
Artiles  or  Josefa  Artiles  Vasquez. 

A-7251660,  Crlvello,  Anna  (nee  San  Flllp- 
po). 

V-934834,  Cutlno,  Caterina  Sansone. 

A-4025239.  De  Castro,  Erllda  Agatha. 

A-6476416.  de  Hoyos-Torres.  Enrique  or 
Henry  de  Hoyos. 

A-7702320,  de  Mederios,  Agnelo  Clementino. 

A-fl937351,  Dertlen,  Maartje  (nee  Sleutel). 

A-6e«0668.  De  Soto,  Maria  Salazar. 

A-1 102399,  De  Velasquez,  Natlvldad  Lopez 
(nee  Natlvidad  Lopez). 

A-5101863,  Dl  Giorgio,  Domenico  or  Claglo 
Bennardo. 

A-7057985,  Dlorlo,  Mary  Carmela. 

A-953S114,  Do  Nascimento,  Joaqulm  or 
Joaquin  Do  Naclmento  or  Joaquin  De 
Nascimento. 

A-7178251,  Dounias,  Garlfalltas  or  Garl- 
falitea,  or  Garifalia  (nee  lYango). 

A-6001797,  Brkus,  All  Orhan. 

A-6001790,  Erkus,  Guzlde  Nesrlan. 

A-5948745,  Fleming,  Ina. 

A-7049155,  Florio-Maclas,  Armando. 

A-9825449,   Fong,  Eng  Gum. 

A-5966266,  Foy,   Rachel  Ann.  " 

A-8017203,  Freeman,  Samuel  Frederick. 

A-7122091,  Freshour,  Raimund  Harlng. 

A-7197981,  Gagllarduccl,  Paclflco. 

A-234e359,  Garcia,  Felix  P. 

A-7978757,  Garcla-Hurtardo,  Alfonso. 

A-7903421,  Oibbs,  Samuel  James. 

A-8021949,  Glass,  Anya,  formerly  Chana 
Singer. 

A-7995664,  Gomez,  Jorge. 

A-4827Q36.  Gon.  Mary  Tom  or  Mary  Quon 
Yee  or  Fung  Kum  or  Gow  Sheung  or  Fong 
Dal  Muey. 

A-6846919,  Gonzalez,  Genaro. 

)16,  Gonzalez,  Manuela  Herllnda. 

M7,  Gonzalez,  Alicia. 

}!•,  Gonzalez,  Roman  Alfredo. 


A-5333140,  Cknunlez-Vela,  ManueL 
A-5353453,  Orasso,  Joseph. 
A-43S9194,    Orenler,    Marie    Jeanne    (nee 
Beauchemin) . 

A-6482337,  Griffiths,  Ada  Agnes. 
A-6482236.  Griffiths,  Thomas  UUleton,  Jr. 
A-0482235,  Griffiths,  John  Scott  Randolph. 
A-7435313,  Groesholz.  Iris. 
A-7436314.  Orosaholz,  Heldemarle. 
A-7189146,  Gucclone.  Matteo. 
A-4066687,  Gugllotta,  Michael  Gulseppe  or 
Mlchele  Gulseppe  Gugllotta. 

A-6967979,  Gumbs,  Joseph  NathanleL 

A-6549358.  Hallas,  Mary  UUlan. 

A-1577231,  Harlan,  Doris  May. 

A-7048770,  Harrigan,  Cecil  Cleve. 

A-4347545,  Haskakls,  William  or  Baslllos 
Haskakis. 

V-661040,  Heong.  Kwal  Ting  alias  May 
Kwai  or  Ting  Heung  Kwal. 

V-1078972,  Hiatt,  ClemlnUna  Bedoy. 

A-7999538.  Hoover,  George  Melvin. 

A-3683690,  Hoeklnson,  Bertha  Rosalie  or 
Berta  Tlant  de  Munoz  or  Bertha  Rosalie 
Tlant  Y  Rodriguez  or  Bertha  Nonoz  or  Bertha 
Tyndall. 

A-689e031,  Hyder,  Yvonne  G.  (nee  Had- 
dad). 

A-6014950,  Industrious,  Valentine. 

A-5782508,  Industrious,  May  Louise. 

A-6438893,  Itzkovitz,  Evelyn  Eve  (nee 
Schnaler). 

A-4889195,  Jakusb,  Alexander. 

66263/630.  Karavasllis.  Mlcbalis  or  Ghat- 
zimichalls  or  Hajimihalls  or  Hatsimihalls 
alias  E>emetrius  or  James  Hajimihalls  or 
Hatsimihalls. 

A-4133211.  Kellman,  John  Reuben  or  Oscar 
Herbert. 

A-7983188,  King.  Albertha. 

A-1719615,  King,  Ordenla  Gwyndhor  (nee 
Garrold). 

A-7849694.  Lay,  Joachim  EUlery. 

A-7356719.  Lee,  Yue  Chang  or  Yue  Lee. 

A-5971755.  Leonard.  Alice  Olivia. 

A-5921673,  Lettsome.  Anita  (nee  Venzen) . 

A-7802509,  Lettsome.  Norrls  Alexander. 

A-3565855,   Lewis,  Rene   Rose. 

A-6460121.  Liang.  Daisy  Yu  Chlng  Llu,  for- 
merly Yu  Ching  Llu. 

A-6271439.  Liang,  Ta. 

A-74 15647.  Lois.  Ramon  Novas. 

A-4482881,  Lucchlno,  Antonio. 

A-6982455,  Magas,  Venetla  Andre  (nee 
FYagoylannopoulou) . 

A-4937264,  Malandruccolo,  Mlchele  L.  or 
Mike  Malandruccolo. 

A-4276678,  Marobnlch.  Anton. 

A-2578212,  Mazzllli,  Giuseppe. 

A-6206358,  Mcllvain,  Pilar  Tobias. 

A-6067380,  Mlrbach.  Wilhelm  Joseph  or 
William  Joseph  Mlrbach. 

A-1631832,  Nash,  Frank  Jesse  alias  Frank 
Jesse   Nalsh. 

A-8 117351,  Navarro-Lozano,  Rafael. 

A-3861086,  Neave,  Dorothy  Kathleen  (nee 
Smith). 

A-6492284.  Nicolas.  Jollta  Qulmangan  alias 
Fellpa  Salbosa  Laforga. 

A-3432011.  Nilsen.  Alfred  Edwart  Martin. 

A-9607259,  Penn.  Gibson  Alonzo. 

A-5852635,  Penn,  Ophelia  Perllna. 

A-5988746,  Petersen,  Ellen  Rebecca. 

A-6295510.  Plcclottoll,  Josephine  Lucy 
(nee   Cuomo). 

A-2522320,  Radoontsoff,  John  E. 

A-8102958,  Ranck,  Gladys  Karolyn.  for- 
merly Kanther  formerly  Halliday  (nee  Ma- 
dill). 

A-6860161.  Rodriguez,  Otllia  Planas  Pun- 
celes  (nee  Otllia  Planas  Punceles)  or  Otllia 
Punceles-Planas. 

A-8065865,  Ronan.  Alexander  Wallace. 

A-5987803,  Ronan.  Christina. 

A-3458664,  Ronzakolskl.  Wladyslaw  or 
Walter  Rolland. 

A-7967458,  Salto.  Isaac  or  Issac. 

A-6178372,  Schermerhorn,  Siperanza  Ban- 
gui. 

A-4847982,  Schnaler,  Llba, 

A-4907048.  Schnaler,  Loiils. 

▲-7980292,  Seller,  Madeleine  Antoinette. 


A-6003100,  Smith.  Conrad  Arthur. 
A-8010661.  Smith,  Inez  Beatrice. 
A-6631947,  Soroko,  Halm. 
A-6644316.    Standaart,    Johanna    Marga- 

retha. 

A-6611877,  StelTen.  Marie  Elizabeth   (nee 
Weber),  formerly  Czekalla  or  Elsie  Steffah. 

A-7111334.  Stlert,  Dorothy  (nee  Bok  Ye 
Pak). 

A-6816811,  Stout.  Maria  Grazia  Bueao  (nee 
Maria  Grazia  Ru>k>). 

A-6245757.  Strat,  Athena. 

A-7065e45,  Sun,  Lee  Wing. 

A-7065636.  Quong,  Lee  Wing. 

A-30920ie.  Tachlbana,  Dru. 

A-464ig33,  Takakuwa.  Yayol. 

A-7606771,  Tiber.  Erwin  or  Ervln  Tiber. 

A-7178010.  Torlelll.  Giovanni  Francesco  or 
Jeames  Franklin  Hlbes. 

A-6250841.  Torrez,  Andrew  or  Andres 
Torres. 

A-6887100.  TrlantafllllB,  Spero  or  Splroe 
TrlantafllUou. 

A-3848578.   Tsl,  Tsu  Slh. 

A-5889279,  Tutcher,  Margaretta  May  (nee 
Kline). 

A-7616390.  Vlnyets,  Antonio  Rojaa  or  An- 
tonio Vlnyets. 

A-6770010.  Vlnyets.  Virginia  (nee  Moran) 
or  Virginia  Maria  Del  Pilar  Moran  Sierra 
Vlnyets. 

A-5170833,  Webber,  Katharine  Roee  (nee 
Kehoe). 

A-8078910.  Williams,  George  Ashbourne  or 
George  Ashbourn  Williams  or  Ashburn  Wil- 
liams or  George  Wllllanu  at  George  A.  Wil- 
liams. 

A-6624332.  Williams.  Jack  James. 

A-5971748,  Williams,  Vernon  George. 

A-6541786,  WilUams.  Inez. 

A-7863864.  Woo.  Sun  Nam. 

A-6149798.  Wimdt.  Mlrdza  Agnes*  (nee 
Zirnls  or  Jackel  or  Oackel). 

A-3570617.  Yee.  June  or  John  Yee. 

A-4827305,  Zimmerman,  Hazel  Johanna 
(nee  Ryan). 

A-6630018,  Agnello.  Elda  Naomi  (nee 
PedrazEOll ) . 

A- 12698 10.  Ala'l.  Hershmat  or  Hechmat 
Alal  or  Heshmat  Husaln-All'i  or  Hesmat 
Alal. 

A-6465786.  Alexander,  Neville  Garfield  alias 
Neville  Wilson. 

A-5886885,  Alexay,  Mary  Krlzsan  or  Mary 
Krlzsan. 

A-6650760.  Alqulzola.  Pla  C.  (nee  PI*  C»* 
ballero). 

A-80ei720.  Amey,  George  Wallace. 

A-6609666,  Anastopoulos.  Vasilios  Pan*- 
glotls  alias  Basil  P.  Anastopoulos. 

A-3765615.  Anderson,  Frank  Ezediel. 

A-6043095.  Anderson,  George  Ruthven  or 
Boysle  (nickname)  or  Monte  Crlsto  (State 
name) . 

A-4381407.  Andrlchlk,  John  or  John  Andrl- 
chlck. 

A-5456402.  Arpe.  Carl  Johannes  Adolf  Wil- 
helm or  Carl  William  Arpe. 

A-4933e24.  Barblerl,  Leonardo  Antonio  or 
Leon  Barber. 

A-7809752.  Bastlan,  Gladys  Elaine. 

A-70 19831,  Oegin,  Joseph  Real  Gaeton. 

A -5970035,  Belanger,  Joseph  Raymond 
Napoleon  or  Raymond  Napoleon  Belanger  or 
Mattlas  Bizler. 

A-7 140098.  Belmontes,  Luz  or  Luz  Bel- 
montes  De  Rodriguez  or  Luz  Belmontes  De 
Cruz. 

A-6997918,  Berindel.  George. 

A-6997919.  Berindel.  Madeleine  Jeanne. 

A-2418775,   Blsmann,    Georg. 

A-7863967.  Bolvln,  Patrick. 

A-7901520,  BooU.  Habbe  or  Habbe  Doren- 
busch. 

A-4809720,  Burre.  Karl  Ferdinand. 

0608-7520.  Cabanzo.  Jose  Lanz*  alias  Joee 
Cabanzo  or  Jose  Lanzas. 

A-7520764.  Caldwell.  Ivan  Edwin  Lindsay. 

A-&37431S,   Campana,   FTanoisco. 

A-7589823,  Campos,   Juana  Ampiro. 

A-5786864.  Carlch,  Luca. 

A-S402208,  Cballls,  Elizabeth  Lesley  (nee 
Judd) . 
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A-7264168,  Champe.  Olga  Tapavlchky  alias 
Olga  Petrovna  Tapavlchky. 

A-9709799.  Chen,  Chin  alias  Jen  Chin  alia* 
Chun  Chan. 

A-2481534,  Cheng,  Amber  Ueng-Shan. 

A -7879889,  Chlu,  Chung  Chi  alias  Franklin 
Chlu. 

A-80S6959,  Chlu.  Shang  Chun  (nee  Shang 
Chun  Shu). 

A-4641184,  ChwaUbog,  Bzyje  Zalme  now 
known  as  Joe  Burg. 

A-7712792,   Clarke,  Israel  Edward. 

A -6148907.  Coster,  Felix. 

A-2372178,  Cruz-Herrera,  Tomas  Joee. 

A  1469907,  Cruz.  EloeaUna  Reyes  De. 

A-5059353,  Dainoff,  Clara  or  Kralna  DainoS 
or  Rose  Dralna  Dainoff. 

A~6860782.  Dl  Maria.  Annunziata. 

0900-56713.  De  Vltls,  FlUppo  or  Dl  Vitla. 

A  5055163,  Del  Vescovo,  Coemo. 

A  7427042,   DJakonovs,  AlexeJ. 

A^507723,  Bconomopouloa.  Nicholas. 

A  4684507.  Ellenbogen,  Mark  or  Mike  Allen. 

A  6921739.   Esposlto,   Anthony. 

A-4988318.  Falvo,  SebasUano  or  Sam. 

A  5952820,  Galea,  Giovanni  Balttlsta. 

A  5439085.  Garcia.  Reynaldo  or  Jose  Rey- 
naldo  Garcia. 

A  9669427.  Georgandis.  Adamantios. 

A-7858118,  Gilbert,  Rosa  Elvira  Salas. 

A-4744989,  Gonsalvea.  Joseph  alias  Joseph 
Alexander  Gonsalvea. 

A-7445900,  Gonzales,  Gertrudls  Mlreles 
alias  Gregorlo  Garza. 

A-5977708.  Gonzalez  y  Soto,  Francisca  or 
Frunclsca  Gonzales  or  Francisca  G.  Patino 
or   Francisca   Vargas. 

A  2320697,  Gratsoa.   Helens. 

A  7389931.  Grazlanl.  Clprlano. 

A  7457706,  Grevas.  Bfstathla  or  Efstathia 
Crivas. 

A  3800537.  Groez.  Herman. 

A-4958770,  Hale-Rodrlguez.  Carlos. 

A  ^809648.  Hamada.  Harumatsu. 

A  4312231,  Helmerman,  Marjorie  (nee  Lall- 
bcrte). 

A  7210378.  Hellmann,  Ilae  Anna  Adolflne. 

V- 12484.  Henrlques,  Jose  Maria,  Jr.,  alias 
Joseph  or  Joe  Costa. 

A -6498411.  Hernandez  de  Trejo.  Ana  Maria. 

A  6498445.  Trejo-Bravo,  Antonio. 

A  ^498444.  Hernandez,  Maria  Graclela  or 
Graclela  Trejo-Hernandez. 

A  6498443,  TreJo-Hernandez,  Ana  Maria 
Crlstlns. 

A  6883852.  Herrera-Pldela.  Fermln. 

A  8015884,  Hines,  Roy  Fltzgerals  or  Aston 
Thomson. 

A  3309720.  Howes.  Jorge  Eugenlo. 

A  G271457,  Hslen,  Che  Cheng. 

A  7419845.  Hua.  Margaret  Pal-Ya  alias  Mar- 
gnret  Zla. 

A  5189047.  Irvln.  George. 

A- 5903725.  James.  Elecla  Constancia. 

A  7379701.  Jung.  Norbert  Hermann,  known 
as  Norbert  Hermann  Kanyer. 

A- 1695698.  Kawamoto,  Yujl. 

A-7084211.  Keller.  Lleselotte  Charlotte. 

A  6848648.  King.  Sing. 

V-369350.  King,  Clssle  (aka  Ng  Fung  Tsang 
King)    (nee  Ng  Fung  Tsang). 

1000-19778.  Kipper,  Hfcnry  John. 

A  4059204.  KlimanofT.  Vladimir  alias  Ad- 
olph  Pledro  or  Adolf  Pledro. 

A-6072051.  Korbal.  Paul  Charles  alias  Pal 
Karoly  KorbaL 

A  6756670.  Kostls,  Vaslllkle  alias  VassUiU 
Kostls  (nee  Razis). 

A-178992S,  Krendle,  Lily  (UUy)  or  Lillian 
Crandell. 

A  9825376,  Larino,  Manuel  Lamela. 

A-7424881,  Lawrence,  Dale. 

A-7558790,  Lawrence,  Sandra  Jill. 

A-2020548,  Lazaroff.  Zaharla  (nee  Pop 
Tlianas). 

A-7903004,  Lee,  Hlng  Jeung  aUas  Lee  Hlng 
or  Hlng  Lee. 

A  6165966.  Linares.  Bruno. 

A-6474925,  Lopez.  Salvador  Calvlllo. 

A-4065628.  Lucin,  Bozo  or  Bob  Lucln  or 
Bozo  Nicholas  Lucln. 


A-7283445.     MacLeod,     PhllUpa     Beatrice 

Collins. 

A-7488284.  Madrell,  Robert  Scott. 

A-7483285,  Madrell.  Evelyn  Maud. 

A-6900738.  Maduro.  Lillian  Agatha. 

A-657600e,  lilalorano,  Enrico. 

A-7457248,  Malorano.  Barbara. 

A-7225043,  Man,  Fung. 

A-6365490,  Mandamadiotls,  Sperlos  De- 
metriou. 

0301-18521,  Manetas,  Anthony  Demetiios. 

A-7025022,  Mark,  Wee  Git.  also  known  as 
Fred  Mark.  Jr. 

A-8106254,  Markes,  Christ  Harry,  formerly 
Christos  Markos. 

1100-25000,  Martinez-Flores.  Jose,  known 
as  Joseph  Florez  Martinez. 

A-1060161,  Matanclas-Morales,  Candelarlo. 

A-8080689,  McDonald,  Albertlna  (nee  Fan- 
fanl). 

A-1771384.  McLeod.  Pearl,  formerly  Venner 
(nee  Churchill). 

A-6011826,  Mefford,  Florence  Vivian,  for- 
nterly  Bryan  (nee  Alexandra). 

A-7886788,  Meljer.  Manfred. 

A-6826318,  Mendolla,  Margarete  So&e  or 
Margarete  Jensen. 

A-6057677,  Meyers.  Blanche. 

A-5932933.  Meyers.  Clemencla  Dawson. 

A-3285696.  Mlyashlta,  Katsuyoshl,  alias 
K.  Hlrayama. 

A-6178929.  Morch,  Milan  (William),  or 
Edward  WUllam  Sadig-Alved  or  Ldward  Wil- 
liam Cecil. 

A-5645201.  Morquecho-Hemandez,  Jose. 

A-5690083.  Morquecjio,  Angela  Ramirez  de. 

A-4531719,  Morris,  Stafford  Clinton. 

A-2566504.  Muentes,  Ignaclo  Rogoberto. 

A-7222n5.  Nllssan,  Egil  Martin. 

0807-4942,  Olmoz-Andaverde,  Amelia,  alias 
Maria  Ulda  Gonzalez. 

A-71 17819,  Papa,  Domenico. 

A-6989658,  Papazldls,  Christos,  or  Chris 
Papazidis. 

A-6988915,  Pardo,  Roman  Becerra.  or  Ro- 
man Becerra. 

1600-95282,  Pena-Ceja.  Alfonso. 

T-1774508,  Perera  y  Suarez.  Armando 
Elpidlo.  alias  Armando  Elpidio  Perera. 

A-8057658,  Piazzi,  Giueseppe  Celestino, 
alias  Joe  Turri. 

A-5265022,  Porlles,  Jennie    (nee  Bazar). 

A-7821700,  Portelll,  Giuseppe  or  Joseph. 

A-3380724,  Prentiss,  Annie  Catherine  (nee 
Delves). 

V-1465729,  Prevots,  Georgette  Marie  Louise 
(nee  Clerhout). 

A-7903801,   Qulogue,  Francis. 

0616-1568,  Rabsatt,  Vaneta. 

A-7383689,  Rathbun,  Margaret  Annie,  for- 
merly Howard  (nee  Sedgman). 

A-4721933.  Relmann,  Emma  Auguatle. 

A-7978828.  Richards,  Helen  Ruth. 

A-8001777,   Richardson,   Reuben   Johnson. 

A-6393445,  RingwaU,  Emll  or  Konrad  Emll 
Ringwall. 

A-3641414.  Ross,  Angus  Nicholson. 

A-8010610,  Roza.  Socorro  Dela  (nee  Bura- 
ga). 

A-7941746.  Rubin,  Mihaly. 

A-71 89642,  Rumfeld,  Heinz  Albert. 

A-3007555,  Sam,  Chu  Buck  or  Buck-Sam 
Chu. 

A-6336122,  Shar,  Tom  TBe  or  (Mrs.)  Buck- 
Sam  Chu. 

A-9748289,  Santalla,  Carlos  or  Carlos  San- 
talla  Lojo. 

A-4980723.  Sardo,  Manuel  Perrelra. 

1300-110069,  ^copazzl.  Albino. 

A-(r743297,  Sedllo  Evelyn  May,  formerly 
Evelyn  May  HoUlngum. 

A-348S335,  Seinberg,  Helmich. 

A-4750687,  Seinberg,  Emma. 

A-59674S4,  Shlrado.  Seiahu. 

A-78 18429,  Skouson.  Peter  James. 

A-6677057S,  Smith.  Henry  HalUm. 

A-6621142.  Splra,  Pinch**  (nee  Plnh*s 
Shapiro) . 

A-369881&,  Stelner,  Elizabeth  Bessie. 

A-6964208,  Btenael,  William. 

A-7279661.  Stem.  St*  Stepanek. 


A-714I2a4,  Stoi^Minl,  Carldad  (nee  Tre- 
Tejo  also  known  as  Carldad  Fenumdec  Tre- 
vejo  Rodriguez). 

A-7978816,  Storrs,  Margaret  (nee  Rush). 

A-7978815,  Storrs,  Timothy  John. 

A-7980305,  Storrs,  Peter  Kip.  Jr. 

A~5949820,  Stnunm,  George  Carl  Bruno. 

A-66 10968,  Suavage-Oonzalez.  Carlos  or 
Carlos  G.  Suavage. 

0502-6546,  Sup,  Chong  or  Chang. 

A-6216393,  Sylvestrowlo,  Stefan!*,  for- 
merly Bielawa   (nee  Wolioska). 

A-'4S6896S,  Takakuwa,  Shujlro. 

A-4433609.  Tanaka,  Hlraku  or  Henry 
Tanaka. 

V-155193,  Tebele,  Unda  (nee  Cohen). 

A-1 101889,  Theodorakls.  John. 

A-6963152,  Threlfall,  Ella  Maarlt  Hyyry- 
lainen. 

a303-230S,  Torres,  Felix. 

A-81 17373,  Torres,  Severs  Valencia. 

A-9634774.  Tramontano,  Francesco  or 
Franco  or  Prank. 

A-5948479.  TumbuU,  Esme  Viola. 

A-2682458,  Ullah.  Walter  or  Walter  AIL 

V-6423.  Dyehara,  Marlanna  Telko. 

A-6784790,  Valdes,  Joaquin  Munoz  or 
Joaquin  Munoz. 

A-7387449,  Valentino,  Ernesto. 

A-3 193878,  Valeriano,  Francesco  or  Fran- 
cesco or  Frank  Vallarlno. 

A-6245147.  VenetlB.  Koula. 

A-7222547,  Verze,  Antonio  or  Anthony 
Verze. 

A-7130589.  VUlarreal,  Margarlto  Leal. 

A-7046255,  Wlazemsky,  Pauline  Princess 
(nee  Pauline  Cumbo). 

A-7046241.  Obolensky,  Lydia  Princess  (nee 
Lydla  Cumbo) . 

0616-2461,  Williams,  Melanle  Olivia. 

A-4004798.  Wong,  Beatrice  or  Yuen  Choy 
Kee. 

A-6317860,  Wong.  Gordon  Patrick  or  Youe 
Han  Wong. 

A-6497638,  Wong.  Sun  Chong  or  Wang. 

A-6497641,  Lee,  Tse  Seng. 

A-40&3840,  Wu,  Pal  Tuan. 

A-3  40 1043,  Yow,  Jung  known  as  You  Jung 
known  as  Yow  Jung. 

A-7984804,  Zamorano-Garcla,  Segundo  or 
Ramon  Mlramontes  or  Ramlro  Miramontes. 

A-6989249,  Zani,  Cesare  or  Chester  2<anl. 

A-9726397,  Zawadzki,  Wltold. 

V-1462278,  Zuder,  Jacqueline  Ivy  (nee 
Calms). 

A-2622696,   Zumbo,   Paul. 

A-&225187,  Alexandridl.  Alexandrlna  Maria 
or  Sandra  Alexandridl. 

A-5305385,  Allaer,  Alfons  Albert. 

A-4902610,  Allaer,  Helena  CharUoette  (nee 
Van  Der  Haegen). 

A-4806389.  Araujo.  Francisco  Alexandre  or 
Francisco  Alexandre  or  Francisco  Araujo. 

A-4797132,  Bonifaclc,  Gaspar. 

A-6846710,  Brooks,  Newton  Alvln  or  Ru- 
dolph Crossdale. 

A-60 15494,  Carbonl,  Clro  Carlo. 

A-4792487,  Cassldy,  James  Joseph. 

V-939068,  Chelini,  Glullano. 

A-7748712,  Choy,  Alfred  Hernando. 

A-7983490,  De  Miranda,  Socorro  Cardenas 
or  Maria  De  Socorro  Cardenas  or  Socorro 
Cardenas. 

A-5960317,  Dona,  Mario  Antonio  or  Mario 
Antonio  Nandlno  Dona  or  Mario  Dona  or 
Dona  Mario  Antonio. 

A-5856811,  Engel.  Elra  Deryn. 

A-71 12023.  Estrada,  Jose  Luis. 

A-6881287,  Franco,  Gonzalo  or  Gonzalo 
Franco- Acosta. 

A-6828807.  Oetas,  Oils  Peter  or  Constan- 
tinos  Gkltzias. 

A-6817855,  Haddad.  Alfred  or  Fred  Baddad. 

A-4463290,  Herrera-Hemandez.  Pablo. 

A-6709361,  Hodge,  Henrietta  Rose  (nee 
Brown). 

A-2628026,  Holter,  Ann*  Josephine. 

A-4678190.  Krute.  Fritz  Helnrlch. 

A-52S7120,  Krute.  Anna  Sophie. 

A-S449747.  T*hik«»nfm.  Otto  or  Bcniy 
Johnson. 


> 


^i^ 


St 


i  4. 


V 


:-#,^ 

W'%. 


xctx- 


-135 


u 


m 


i 


[1^ 


ff; 


h 

b;; 


J! 


4 

I 


2144 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  20 


A-794H23,  Lew.  Suey  Sen  or  Robert  Lew 
or  Lew  Wo  Chlng  or  Lew  Suey  Sen. 

A-3361370,  Lopes.  Serafim  or  Rafael  Serafln 
Lopes  Rajo. 

A-6697443.  McDratta,  Elena  Dolores  (ne« 
Ortiz- MUord) . 

A-4160486.  Moreno-Sanchez,  Refug:io. 

A-6023176.  Nguyen.  Nguyen  Thanh. 

A-6849421,  Nguyen.  U  Thi  or  Thi  Ly  Phan. 

A-7868019,  NoveUa.  Daniel  Palma. 

1600-99778,  Ochoa-Ochoa.  Robert  or  Ro- 
berto Ochoa-Ochoa. 

A-7740671,  OsamlB-Ormaechea,  Domingo. 

A-7079629,  Papayannacos,  Stylianos. 

A-4864916,  Pelayo,  Soledad  Oarcla  (nee 
Soledad  Oarcla  Albarracln ) . 

A-1732177.  Petok,  Irma  or  Emma. 

A-6268920,  Preen,  Brian  Norman. 

A-6288190,  Prenn,  Harold  Norman. 

A-6268921,  Preen,  Kate  Helen  or  Kate  Ellen 
Haferkorn. 

A-2308244,  Ralmo,  Oennaro. 

A-7984830,  Ramirez,  Victoria  Orozco  or 
Victoria  Orozco. 

A-5582943.  Roblejo-Rober,  Jose  Celedonlo 
or  Charlie  Molina  or  Joseph  Roblejo. 

A-6833430,  Ro<lriguez.  Miguel  Flores  or 
Miguel  Flores  or  Miguel  Angel  Flores. 

A-7298526,  Ruml.  Amalla  Jullanna  (nee 
Mezel). 

A-7019158,  Saunders,  Joan. 

A-4456942.  Schlllaci.  Angelina. 

A-4456944,  SchUlacl,  PhUip. 

A-4946941.  Schintu,  Qyiseppe  Salvatore 
or  Joseph  Schintu  or  Joseph  or  Guiseppe 
Salvatore  Pinna  or  Joseph  S.  Pinna. 

A-4585065,  Schultz.  Senior.  Martin. 

A-1718311.  Sergei,  Jacob  or  Jack  Sergei  or 
Jacob  or  Jack:  Shergel. 

A-6166619.  Shuell,  Michael  Elmer. 

A-7991978,  Sltaras,  Byron  John  or  Vlron 
Sltaras. 

A-9509086,  Tarkowski,  Franclszek  or  Frank 
Tarkowski. 

A-455389~,  Thompson.  Susannah  (nee 
Wylle) . 

A-6989243.  Trotman,  Vivian  Estelle  or 
Vivian  Kstella  Webbe-Mary  Estelia  Meade- 
Mary. 

V-38960,  Valentl,  Olusepplna  or  Glxiseppa 
Valentl  (nee  Pagano). 

1209-9337,  Walter,  Prank  Edy  or  Frank  E. 
Ruhl  or  Frank  Edy  Foster. 

A-4625481,  Wechsler.  Irene  (nee  Fischer  or 
Rosalia   (Rosa)    Perlatein). 

A-6755973,  Wein,  Wu  Big  or  Wu  Big  Woon 
or  Mrs.  Mark  Chong. 

A-4083830,  Westphal,  Frank  or  Franz  Theo- 
dore August  Westphal. 

A-5359781,  Vergottis,  George  C. 

A~4674944,  VergottU,  Mary  O. 

C300-260344,  Dehkan,  Afsar. 

A-6381363,  Dehkan,  Abdul  or  Abdul  Hus- 
sian  Dehkan. 

A-5975M6,  Loukatos,  Evangelos  Kosmas. 

A-23a0696.  Gratsoe,  Constantln  George. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  AIKEN: 

8.  1381.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949:  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 

S.  1383.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Elle  Joseph 
Hakim  and  family;  and 

S.  1383  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Leonardo  Bertollno;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

8.  1384.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Bracey- 
Welsh  Co.,  Inc.;   and 

S.  1385.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1114  of 
title  18,  Usilted  States  Code,  so  as  to  ex- 
tend its  pnilixstlon  to  postmasters,  officers. 
and  empUqreM  of  the  field  service  of  the 
Post  OOo*  Department;  to  the  Committee 
on  ttM  Jttdldary. 


(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  LAKon  when  he 
Introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 
8. 1386.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  re- 
lating to  the  meaning  of  the  word  "com- 
modity"; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Gillettt  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  BUSH: 
S.  1387.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Beth  Bar- 
bara Burpee  (Fujlko  Maezawa) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    HENNINGS    (for    Mr.    Clzm- 

ENTS)  : 

8.  1388.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  make  loans  to  farmers  and 
stockmen  for  agricultural  purposes  In  any 
area  or  region  where  he  finds  that  an  eco- 
nomic emergency  has  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available  from 
commercial  banks,  cooperative  lending  agen- 
cies, or  other  responsible  sources;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hennings  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  COOPER: 

S.  1389.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ami  Hanada 
(Margaret  Ami  McClung); 

S.  1390.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ann  Marie 
Longworth  and  John  Francis  Longworth; 
and 

8.  1391.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Bosco 
Lomonaco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  THYE: 

8.  1392.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Social  S:cu- 
rlty  Act  to  permit  the  earning  of  $1,200 
in  wages  in  a  year  without  loss  of  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  benefits,  and  to  Increase 
from  $900  to  $1,200  the  amount  of  net  earn- 
ings from  self-employment  which  may  be 
received  In  a  year  without  loss  of  such  bene- 
fits; to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  CASE  (by  request)  : 

S.  1393.  A   bill    to   amend   the    District   of 
Columbia  Teachers'  Leave  Act  of  1949;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Bdr.  DIRK8EN: 

8.  1394.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yolanda 
M.  Caruso;  and 

S.  1393.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Manasseh 
Moses  Manouklan.  Ellze  Manouklan.  nee 
Kardzalr,  Socrat  Manouklan,  also  known  as 
Socrates  Manouklan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  1396.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  adoption 
of  certain  rules  with  respect  to  the  broad- 
casting or  telecasting  of  professional  base- 
ball exhibitions  In  Interstate  commerce,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado when  he  introduced  the  above  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  (for 
himself  and  Mr.  Millikin)  : 

8.  1397.  A  bin  to  clarify  the  status  of  min- 
ing claims  in  areas  held  under  an  oil  and 
gas  prospecting  permit  or  lease  and  to  en- 
courage the  exploration  and  development  of 
fissionable  source  minerals;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MILLIKIN  (for  himself,  Mr. 
CAaLSON,  *4r.  JoHNsytJN  of  South 
Carolina,  and  Mi.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado) : 

S.  1398.  A  bin  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  make  a  study  of 
the  classification  of,  and  rates  of  basic  com- 
pensation payable  with  respect  to  technical, 
scientific,  and  engineering  positions  In  the 
classified  civil  service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  HAYDEN: 

S.  1399.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  sell  certain  Improvement* 


on  national  forest  land  in  Arizona  to  the 
Salt  River  VaUey  Water  Users  Association, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

By  Ml.  SMITH  of  North  Carolina: 

8.  1400.  A  bill  to  permit  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  release  the  reversionary  rights 
of  the  United  States  in  and  to  a  tract  of  land 
located  in  Wake  County,  N.  C;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr.  TOBEY  (by  request)  : 

S.  1401.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  require  carriers 
engaged  in  Interstate  commerce  by  railroad 
to  install  power  brakes  which  comply  with 
specifications  and  requirements  prescribed 
by  the  Commission  and  to  prescribe  rules, 
standards,  and  Instructions  for  the  installa- 
tion, Inspection,  maintenance,  and  repair  of 
such  power  brakes;  and 

S.  1402.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Air  Commerce 
Act  of  1926.  as  amended,  to  authorize  navi- 
gation of  foreign,  nontransport.  civil  air- 
craft In  the  United  States  through  reciprocity 
and  under  regulations  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BEALL: 

8  1403.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  regulate  and  condition  the  dec- 
laration and  payment  of  dividends  by  pub- 
lic utilities  In  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 

S.  14C4.  A  bill  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force,  the  United  States  Park  Police, 
the  White  House  Police,  and  the  Fire  Depart- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MALONE: 

S.  1405.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provisions 
of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended,  to  assure  the  right  to 
Judicial  review; 

8.  1406.  A  bill  to  revise  the  basis  for  cer- 
tain   disability    compensation    awards;    and 

8.  1407.  A  bin  to  restore  the  right  of  cer- 
tain veterans  to  apply  for  Insurance;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Malonk  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bills,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

8.  1408.  A  bin  to  amend  section  23  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  to  strengthen 
Its  provisions  providing  for  the  Imposition 
of  Import  quotas  on  agricultural  commodi- 
ties when  Imports  of  such  conunodltles  tend 
to  Interfere  with  price  support  or  other  pro- 
grams administered  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  to  transfer  Its  administration 
from  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  (by  request) : 

S.  1409.  A  bin  to  prohibit  the  transmittal 
of  communistic  propaganda  matter  in  the 
United  States  malls  or  In  interstate  com- 
merce for  circulation  or  use  in  publlo 
schools;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Bush  )  : 

8.  1410.  A  bin  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
Rubber  Act  of  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  8PARKMAN: 

S.  1411.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

(Sec  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Sparkman  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  1412.  A  bill  to  establish  a  national  nat- 
ural resources  policy;  to  create  a  Natural  Re- 
sources Council;  to  provide  for  a  natural  re- 
sources Inventory:  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 
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AMENDMENT  OP  SECTION  1114. 
TITLE  18,  UNITED  STATES  CODE. 
RELATING  TO  CRIMES  AND  CRIM- 
INAL PROCEDURES— PROTECTION 
OF  CERTAIN  POSTAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  amend  section  1114  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  so  as  to  extend  its  protec- 
tion to  postmasters,  officers,  and  em- 
ployees of  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill,  together  with  a 
memoranda  from  the  National  Associa- 
tion oi  Postal  Supervisors,  Washington. 
DC,  signed  by  J.  V.  Horton.  legislative 
representative,  be  printed  in  the  Rscoso. 

The  ACrriNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred;  and,  without  ob- 
jeciion.  the  bill  and  memoranda  will  be 
punted  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1385)  to  amend  section 
1114  of  title  18.  United  States  Code,  so 
a  J  to  extend  its  protection  to  postmas- 
ters, officers,  and  employees  of  the  field 
service  of  the  Post  Office  Department, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Langkr.  was  received, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1114  of 
title  18.  United  SUtes  Code,  as  amended.  Is 
hereby  further  amended  by  inserting  after 
"any  post  office  Inspector"  the  words  "any 
po.stmaster.  officer,  or  employee  in  the  field 
service  of  the  Poet  Office  Department." 

The    memoranda    presented    by   Mr. 

L.\NCER  is  as  follows: 

Title  18.  United  States  Code.  Crimes  and 
Criminal  Procedures,  extends  no  protection 
to  personnel  in  the  postal  service  other  than 
post  office  inspectors,  though  section  1114 
covers  personnel  of  many  other  Oovemment 
services. 

Through  the  years  there  have  been  occa- 
sional cases  where  employees  of  the  postal 
service,  particularly  supervisors,  have  been 
assaulted,  both  on  and  off  duty,  by  obstreper- 
ous employees  or  other  Individuals  because 
of  grudges  or  iU  feeling  resulting  from  per- 
formance of  duty.  During  recent  years,  es- 
pecially the  past  year  In  which  all  new 
employees  have  come  in  on  a  temporary 
basis,  most  of  them  without  civil  service  ex- 
amination, many  persons  of  an  unusually 
low  type  have  been  employed  as  laborers 
and  mall  handlers,  clerks  and  carriers,  and 
ca.ses  of  assault  by  them  on  their  supervisors 
have  become  too  frequent.  Several  such 
ca.ses  which  have  come  to  attention  are: 

January  22,  1946:  Foreman  at  Chicago  as- 
saulted by  a  temporary  war-service  substi- 
tute. Reported  to  Department.  No  action. 
Sub  dropped  on  January  28,  1948. 

June  4,  1947:  Foreman  at  Chicago  as- 
saulted by  substitute  maU  handler.  Re- 
ported to  police,  who  arrested  culprit.  No 
record  of  disposal. 

August  16,  1950:  Foreman  at  Chicago  as- 
saulted by  substitute  maU  handler,  who  was 
arrested  by  police  next  day  and  fined  »10. 
No  other  information. 

January  10,  1951:  Foreman  at  New  York 
assaulted  by  substitute  clerk,  who  was  later 
arrested  by  police,  but  no  information  of 
disposal.     Foreman  hospitalized. 

January  27,  1951:  Foreman  at  New  York 
as.saulted  by  temporary  mail  handler.  No 
information  on  disposal. 

January  27,  1961:  Foreman  at  New  York 
assaulted  by  temporary  mall  handler.  No 
Information  on  disposal.  Foreman  treated  at 
medical  unit. 


September  n,  1951 :  Foreman  at  Mew  York 
suited  by  temporary  maU  handler.     No 
information  on  disposal. 

October  8.  1961:  Foreman  at  New  York 
assaulted  by  temporary  mall  handler.  No 
information  on  disposal. 

In  two  instances  at  New  York,  poet  office 
inspect<uv  have  taken  assault  cases  to  the 
United  States  district  attorney,  who  would 
not  consider  either  case  because  the  Federal 
statutes  do  not  cover  postal  employees.  In 
other  cases,  local  police  have  declined  to 
make  arrests  because  the  assaults  occurred 
on  Federal  property. 

So  long  as  assaults  of  this  kind  on  postal 
employees,  on  or  off  Federal  property,  are  not 
Federal  offenses,  unruly  employees  or  private 
individuals  know  that  the  worst  that  can 
happen  to  them  is  the  loss  of  their  Job,  dis- 
gruntled employees  or  former  employees  of 
a  low  type  who  resent  supervision  or  instruc- 
tions will  continue  to  try  to  manhandle  a 
supervisor  who  tries  to  make  them  work. 
Certainly  there  should  be  some  protection  to 
a  supervisor  or  other  employee  who  is  doing 
his  duty. 

The  National  Association  of  Postal  Super- 
visors is  proposing  that  title  18,  section  1114, 
United  States  Code,  be  amended  as  shown  In 
the  attached  tentative  bill.  When  so 
amended,  section  1114  would  read: 

"Sec.  1114.  Protection  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States. 

"Whoever  kills  any  judge  of  the  United 
States,  any  United  States  attorney,  any  as- 
sistant United  States  attorney,  or  any  United 
States  marshal  or  deputy  marshal  or  person 
employed  to  assist  such  marshal  or  deputy 
nuu-shal,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  any  post-office  Inspector, 
any  postmaster,  officer,  or  employee  in  the 
field  service  of  the  Post  Office  Department, 
any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Secret  Service 
of  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics,  any  officer  or 
enlisted  man  of  the  Coast  Guard,  any  officer 
or  en>ployee  of  any  United  States  penal  or 
correctional  institution,  any  officer,  em- 
ployee, or  agent  of  the  customs  or  of  the 
Internal  revenue  or  any  person  assisting 
him  in  the  execution  of  his  duties,  any  im- 
migrant Inspector  or  any  immigration-patrol 
inspector,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculttu-e  or  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  designated  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agricultvire  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  enforce  any  act  of  Congress  for 
the  protection,  preservation,  or  restoration 
of  game  and  other  wild  birds  and  animals, 
any  officer  or  employee  of  the  National  Park 
Service,  any  officer  or  employee  of,  or  as- 
signed to  duty  in,  the  Field  Service  of  the 
Division  of  Grazing  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  any  employee  of  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, or  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Indian  Field  Service  of  the  United  States, 
while  engaged  in  the  performance  of  his 
official  duties,  or  on  account  of  the  perform- 
ance of  his  official  duties,  shall  be  punished 
as  provided  under  sections  1111  and  1112 
of  this  title." 

Section  111,  title  IB,  now  reads: 

"SBC.  111.  Assaulting,  resisting,  or  imped- 
ing certain  officers  or  employees. 

"Whoever  fortlbly  assaults,  resists,  op- 
poses. Impedes,  intimidates,  or  interferes 
with  any  person  designated  In  section  1114 
of  this  title  while  engaged  in  or  on  account 
of  the  performance  of  his  official  duties,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  8  years,  or  both. 

"Whoever,  in  the  commission  of  any  such 
acts  used  a  deadly  or  dangeroiu  wei^wn. 
shaU  be  fined  not  more  than  910,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  10  years,  or  both." 

When  amended  as  in  the  attached  pro- 
posed blU,  section  1114  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  would  make  it  a  Federal  of- 
fense to  kill  a  postmaster,  officer,  or  employee 
in  the  postal  field  servioe  while  engaged 
in  or  on  account  of  the  performance  of  his 


official  duties,  and  trader  the  eclating  sec- 
tion 111  of  title  18.  United  States  Code.  It 
would  then  be  a  Federal  offense  to  assault 
or  intimidate  them  under  the  same  drcuin- 
stances. 

The  fact  that  an  assault  on  postal  per- 
sonnel would  constitute  a  Federal  offense 
would  stirely  deter  many  bot-tempered  em- 
ployees or  persona  from  committing  aoaaulta 
because  of  grudge  or  ill-feeling  caused  by 
official  acts  of  postal  personnel,  which  anger 
them. 

J.  V.  HOBTON. 

Legislative  Representative.  National 
Association  of  Postal  Superpiaora. 


COFFEE  PRICES 


Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  in 
connection  with  the  introduction  of  a 
bill,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed 
for  2  minutes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  GrLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  on 
March  12,  the  Office  of  Price  Stabiliza- 
tion announced  that  it  had  lifted  con- 
trols from  a  number  of  commodities, 
including  coffee.  The  following  morning 
on  its  front  page  the  Washington  Post 
carried  a  story  by  one  of  its  reporters 
declaring : 

A  rise  in  retail  coffee  prices  of  6  to  as 
much  as  10  cents  a  pound  is  expected  fol- 
lowing the  lifting  of  controls  last  night.  It 
nuiy  take  2  weektf  or  more,  however,  lor  the 
new  price  tags  to  show  up  at  retaU  stores. 

The  story  went  on  to  say : 

OPS  officials  talked  of  coffee-price  rises 
of  as  much  as  10  or  12  cents  a  poiuid.  In- 
dustry circles,  here  and  In  New  York,  said 
that  seemed  too  big  a  rise. 

In  any  event,  by  March  17,  5  days  after 
decontrol,  one  large  food  company  had 
raised  its  price  by  3  cents  to  B9h^  cents 
a  pound  wholesale.  Another  company 
had  marked  up  its  wholesale  price  by 
5  cents  a  pound.  Other  companies  are 
obviously  going  to  do  likewise,  since 
green  coffee  prices  on  the  exchange  are 
steadily  increasing,  and  the  roasters, 
wholesalers,  and  retailers  will  have  to 
follow  suit. 

It  is  clear  from  news  reaching  me 
from  all  parts  of  the  covmtry  that  the 
housewife  is  going  to  have  to  pay  a  con- 
siderably higher  retail  price  for  coffee 
hereafiter  than  she  has  been  paying  in 
recent  months — and  even  under  controls 
coffee  prices  were  exorbitantly  high. 
One  telegram  from  a  gentleman  in  New 
York  told  me  that  if  I  did  not  do  some- 
thing to  stop  it,  retail  prices  per  pound 
of  coffee  would  go  up  as  much  as  16 
or  20  cents.  I  have  to  inform  him  that 
I  do  not  know  what  I  or  any  other  in- 
dividual Senator  can  do  other  than  to 
set  forth  the  facts  as  they  are. 

I  do  not  wish  to  take  issue  with  the 
decision  to  lift  controls  on  prices.  That 
is  a  policy  decision  which  the  Eisenhower 
administration  has  made  with  respect 
to  all  commodities  and  products,  and, 
of  course,  coffee  could  not  logically  be 
the  only  exception.  This  is  a  policy  de- 
cision which  the  American  people  will 
approve  or  disapprove,  depending  large- 
ly on  what  happens  to  the  prices  of  the 
tilings  they  have  to  buy. 
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QSB4T  SPBOOUinvS  MAID  OT  lt4S 

With  respect  to  coffee,  however.  It 
would  seem  likely  that  consumers  are 
not  going  to  applaud.  But  they  would 
have  much  less  reason  for  disapproval  if 
the  level  of  coffee  prices  under  OPS  con- 
trol had  been  unconscionably  high  when 
controls  were  originally  imposed — un- 
conscionably high.  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause of  the  great  speculative  raid  on 
our  pocketbopks  in  the  late  months  of 
1949. 

Following  that  first  almost  perpendic- 
ular price  rise  in  coffee,  when  green - 
coffee  prices  on  the  New  York  Coffee  and 
Sugar  Exchange  zoomed  up  from  around 
28  cents  in  early  September  to  above  50 
cents  6  weeks  later,  the  Subcommittee 
of  Agriculture,  of  which  I  was  then 
chairman,  made  an  exhaustive  investi- 
gation into  the  causes  of  this  enormous 
upward  leap  in  price.  Among  the  prin- 
cipal reasons  for  it  we  found  to  be  spec- 
ulation in  the  coffee  market  both  by 
individuals  in  the  coffee-producing  coun- 
tries and  by  American  citizens  trading 
on  the  exchange  in  New  York. 

Having  completed  our  study,  we  filed 
our  report,  and  instantly  we  were  en- 
gulfed in  a  wave  of  organized  criticism 
and  abuse.  The  ambassadors  from  cof- 
fee-producing countries  descended  on 
the  Department  of  State  to  protest.  The 
Department  of  State  in  turn  descended 
on  the  Agriculture  Committee  to  trans- 
mit that  protest.  Our  report  was  held 
back;  it  was  restudled  and  it  was  re- 
written. Finally,  on  August  23,  1950, 
almost  a  full  year  after  the  speculative 
raid  had  begun,  the  report  was  pub- 
lished as  Senate  Report  No.  2377,  81st 
Congress,  2d  session. 

I  hold  a  copy  of  that  report  in  my 
hand.  Mr.  President,  and  turning  to  page 
40  I  find  a  list  of  14  recommendations 
which  our  subcommittee  made  in  an  ef- 
fort to  rectify  some  of  the  conditions 
that  had  permitted  and  even  encouraged 
this  billion-dollar  gouging  of  our  con- 
sumers. 

I  will  say  flatly.  Mr.  President,  that  if 
those  recommendations  had  been  car- 
ried out  at  the  time  we  made  them,  that 
when  price  controls  over  coffee  were  re- 
moved last  week  the  rise  in  price  which 
is  now  taking  place  would  have  hurt  the 
consumer  a  great  deal  less  for  the  simple 
■reason  that  the  base  from  which  this 
new  increase  has  started  would,  have 
been  so  much  lower. 

As  it  is.  the  ultimate  consimier  of  cof- 
fee has  been  gouged  billions  of  dollars 
since  the  speculative  raid  of  1949,  and 
the  current  rise  resulting  from  decontrol 
will  simply  add  insult  to  already  great 
injury. 

THX  SXTBCOMMTrm's  RECOMMENDATIONS 

What  were  some  of  the  key  recommen- 
dations of  our  report?  One  of  them 
was  that  legislation  be  promptly  enacted 
to  place  trading  in  coffee  under  the  Com- 
modity Exchange  Act.  To  accomplish 
this  I  had  introduced  S.  3577  on  May  12, 
1950.  This  bUl,  I  regret  to  say.  died  in 
committee.  When  I  have  finished  my 
remarks,  I  intend  to  reintroduce  the 
same  bill  again  today. 

We  further  recommended  that  the 
Attorney  General  investigate  the  sales 
and  storage  practices  of  foreign  coffee 
Interests  in  the  United  States  and  take 


any  appropriate  action  xmder  the  antl- 
tnist  laws.  The  Justice  Department 
failed  to  act  on  this  recommendation. 

Then,  seeking  to  curb  the  undesirable 
speculation  existing  in  coffee  futures,  we 
urged  that  the  revenue  laws  of  the 
United  States  be  amended  so  as  to  place 
a  tax  on  profits  made  by  foreign  inter- 
ests trading  on  the  commodity  exchanges 
of  this  country.  Since  tax  legislation 
must  originate  in  the  House,  we  prepared 
and  published  in  our  report  a  draft  of 
suggested  legislation  for  consideration 
by  the  House  of  Representatives.  Noth- 
ing was  done  about  this  recommenda- 
tion Any  profits  which  foreign  spec- 
ulators are  njaking  out  of  the  present 
trading  in  coffee  will  therefore  not  be 
taxed  by  the  United  States  Government. 

We  further  recommended  that  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  United  States  who  is 
conversant  with  the  antitrust  laws  be 
present  at  all  meetings  of  the  Special 
Commission  on  Coffee  of  the  Inter- 
American  Economic  and  Social  Council 
or  any  of  its  committees  in  which  the 
United  States  participates.  To  my 
knowledge,  this  recommendation,  like 
the  others,  has  been  ignored. 

Those  interested  in  the  other  recom- 
mendations will  find  them  on  pages  43 
and  41  of  the  report. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  if  today, 
tomorrow,  or  in  days  to  come  any  house- 
wife enters  her  grocery  store  and  finds 
the  price  of  her  favorite  brand  of  coffee 
has  gone  up  3  or  5  or  10  or  12  or  16  or  20 
or  any  other  number  of  cents — as  a  di- 
rect result  of  the  lifting  of  price  con- 
trols— she  should  realize  that  whatever 
price  she  is  asked  to  pay  is  higher  than 
it  need  have  been — higher  than  it  would 
have  been  if  the  reconmiendations  of 
our  subcommittee  had  been  acted  upon 
long  ago  before  price  controls  were  in- 
stituted in  the  first  place.  The  base 
from  which  the  present  increase  starts 
is  already  so  high  that  the  additional 
increases  v/ill  hurt  far  more  than  other- 
wise would  have  been  the  case. 

I  now  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence the  bill  to  which  I  have  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1386)  to  amend  section  2 
of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act.  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "commodity",  introduced  by 
Mr.  Gillette,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


EMERGENCY  LOANS  TO  FARMERS 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky (Mr.  Clements],  who  Is  absent 
from  Washington  on  official  business 
and  has  been  excused  by  unanimous 
consent  from  attendance  at  this  cession 
of  the  Senate,  I  Introduce  for  appro- 
priate reference  a  bill  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  loans 
to  farmers  and  stockmen  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  in  any  area  or  region 
where  he  finds  that  an  economic  emer- 
gency has  caused  a  need  for  agricultural 
credit  not  readily  available  from  com- 
mercial banks,  cooperative  lending  agen- 
cies, or  other  responsible  sources. 

In  connection  with  the  bill,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  the 


Senator  from  Kentucky  concerning  the 
bUl. 

The  ACnNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred;  and,  without  objec- 
tion, the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1388)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  loans 
to  farmers  and  stockmen  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  in  any  area  or  region 
where  he  finds  that  an  economic  emer- 
gency has  caused  a  need  for  agricultural 
credit  not  readily  available  from  com- 
mercial banks,  cooperative  lending  agen- 
cies, or  other  responsible  sources,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Hennings  (for  Mr. 
Clements),  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

The  statement  of  Mr.  Clements  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Statement  op  Senator  Clements 

One  of  the  greatest  aids  to  American  agri- 
culture haa  been  the  combination  of  pro- 
grams to  provide  farmers  with  enough  credit 
to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their  yearly  pro- 
duction Jobs  and  to  become  full  owners  of 
their  farms.  These  credit  programs  are  of 
several  different  types,  each  designed  for  dif- 
ferent uses  and  needs. 

In  the  system  supervised  by  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  we  have  coopera- 
tive credit.  That  is,  farmers  who  use  thea« 
credit  facilities  become  members  of  the  sys- 
tem and  extend  a  helping  hand  to  other 
farmers.  The  farm-credit  system  has  been 
highly  successful  in  providing  money  for 
the  out-of-pocket  costs  which  farmers  must 
meet  at  crop  time,  and  In  giving  them  the 
long-term  credit  at  reasonable  rates  which 
is  necessary  to  achieve  land  ownership. 

Another  type  of  credit  which  has  made 
American  agriculture  great  is  that  adminis- 
tered by  the  Farmers'  Home  Administration 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture. This  is  direct,  supervised  credit 
which  Is  extended  only  to  farmers  who  are 
unable  to  obtain  credit  from  commercial 
banks. 

It  Is  the  kind  so  often  needed  by  the  typi- 
cal family  farmers  who  cover  our  great  Na- 
tion and  contribute  so  much  to  rural  Amer- 
ica. This  program,  alone,  has  saved  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  farmers  from  going 
under,  when  only  a  little  help  was  needed 
to  get  them  back  on  their  feet.  And  the 
help  has  been  repaid  remarkably  well,  with 
interest.  Tlie  record  of  the  Farmers*  Home 
Administration  and  lU  many  borrowers  Is 
a  tribute  to  a  good  program  designed  to  be 
helpful   to  people   who  need   it  most. 

Another  type  of  credit,  which  Is  also  ad- 
ministered by  the  FHA.  U  the  disaster  loan. 
This  line  of  credit  has  proved  a  godsend  to 
the  farmers  who  have  suffered  from  disasters 
of  nature,  such  as  floods  and  droughts.  The 
designation  of  areas  for  this  kind  of  disaster 
help  has  opened  the  door  to  many,  many 
farmers  who  would  otherwise  have  to  aban- 
don their  farmlands  and  homes  because 
they  didn't  have  enough  of  a  financial  stake 
to  replant  a  flooded  crop  or  to  Import  hay  for 
drought-stricken  animal  herds.  The  farmers 
who  were  hit  by  the  unusually  widespread 
drought  of  last  summer  and  fall  know  the 
value  of  this  program. 

This  money,  too,  Is  repaid  with  Interest, 
and  the  congressional  authorizations  for  It 
have  been  some  of  the  best  investments  ever 
made  in  the  productive  future  of  a  country. 

But  this  disaster  credit  is  available  only 
for  disasters  of  nature — it  is  not  authorized 
for  purely  economic  disasters.  TTie  distinc- 
tion between  the  two  types  of  adversities 
Is  strictly  theoretical,  of  course,  to  a  farm 
family    which    has   been   hit    by   either.     It 
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doesn't  matter  to  a  farmer  whether  he  needs 
a  little  assistance  be<»U8e  of  a  flood  or  tie- 
cause  the  bottom  dropped  out  of  cattle 
prices  before  it  was  t.jne  for  him  to  market 
his  beef.  The  Impact  on  him.  and  the  con- 
sequence to  the  entLe  economy.  Is  equally 
severe  in  either  case.  The  problem  U  to 
fashion  our  credit  resources  so  that  ihey  can 
be  applied  soundly  in  any  kind  of  situation. 

It  seems  to  me,  that  there  Is  a  gap  In  our 
credit  system  which  makes  It  dllBcult.  If  not 
impossible,  to  assist  the  farmer  who  has 
been  struck  by  economic  disaster.  I  am  not 
talking  about  a  genenU  economic  slump,  or 
about  the  normal  oj^ratlon  of  the  price 
support  program,  but  I  am  talking  about 
economic  adversities  suffered  by  farmers  In 
a  s|>ecltlc  market  conoltlon. 

Nor  am  I  talking  about  charity.  The 
farmer  in  this  kind  of  iltuatlon  wants  to  re- 
pay his  help,  but  he  dees  need  the  help  and 
he  needs  It  at  reasonable  terms  which  can 
be  repaid.  He  will  thaak  his  country  many 
times.  If  he  can  be  extended  a  line  of  credit 
that  will  enable  him  to  become  again  a 
productive  cltlaen,  growing  crops  on  his 
Ihnd. 

7'cj  All  this  gap.  I  am  Introducing  a  bill  to 
reestablish  In  the  Depaitment  of  Agriculture 
the  authority  formerlj  vested  in  the  Re- 
gional Agricultural  Cretllt  Corj)oratlon.  I  do 
thi.s  in  the  hope  that  other  legislators  and 
that  various  farm  leadors  will  give  It  care- 
ful consideration  as  cme  way  of  helping 
the  current  distress  in  the  cattle  market. 
Many  of  us  have  heard  from  constituents 
uho  would  like  to  hold  their  cattle  back  in 
an  effort  to  comply  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture's  request  fdr  orderly  marketing 
until  the  market  firms  up,  but  they  simply 
cannot  find  the  credit,  necessary  to  hold 
their  animals. 

The  general  drought  has  made  feed  sup- 
plies so  scarce  and  so  hUlh.  In  most  Instances. 
that  the  line  of  credit  orlglnaUy  extended 
many  cattle  farmers  has  run  out  before 
either  the  creditor  or  debtor  thought  it 
would.  Neither  man  wants  the  loan  called 
In.  but  It  Is  only  natural  that  a  slump  in  the 
market  requires  some  stich  action  in  individ- 
ual cases.  My  proposal  Is  to  bolster  the 
situation,  and  prevent  one  from  arising  in 
the  luture.  by  having  Congress  and  the  De- 
partment ready  to  stand  back  of  fanners 
caught  in  such  a  condition. 

Like  the  other  credit  programs  which  have 
made  this  country  so  productive,  I  believe 
that  this  one  would  t>e  a  wise  and  sound  In- 
vestment In  our  future. 


BROADCASTING  OH  TELEVISINa  OP 
PROFESSIONAL  BASEBALL  EXHI- 
BITIONS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  introduce  a  bill  and  ask  that  it 
be  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1396)  to  authorize  the 
adoption  of  certain  rules  with  respect  to 
the  broadcasting  or  telecasting  of  profes- 
sional baseball  exhibitions  in  interstate 
commerce,  and  for  other  purposes,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  JoftNSOii  of  Colorado. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  Its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  discuss  th(!  bill  for  about  18 
minutes. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  so  that 
I  may  make  a  statement  for  about  4 
minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  if  I  am  recognized. 

The  ACTING  PRiBIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    The  Senator  from    Colorado    Is 


recognized.  The  Chair  would  suggest 
that  the  Senate  is  still  proceeding  under 
the  morning  hour.  If  the  Senate  could 
first  conclude  the  morning  hour  the 
Chair  would  be  very  happy  to  recognize 
Senators  who  seek  recognition  in  con- 
nection with  other  matters. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
stated  before,  and  perhaps  I  should  state 
again,  that  I  shall  adhere  to  the  rule  of 
objecting  to  any  speeches  of  more  than 
2  minutes  during  the  morning  hour.  If 
any  Senator  wishes  to  make  a  2 -minute 
statement  I  shall  not  object;  that  will  be 
perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  but  other- 
wise I  believe  we  should  first  conclude 
the  business  of  the  morning  hbur. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  the 
Senator's  statement  apply  to  a  speech 
about  a  bill  that  has  been  introduced? 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  is  correct.  Any  bill 
that  cannot  be  discussed  in  2  minutes 
cannot  be  much  of  a  bill.     [Laughter.] 


JOINT  COMMTITEE  TO  STUDY 
HIGHWAY  FINANCING,  USE.  AND 
SAFETY 

Mr.  CASE  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Bttsh) 
submitted  the  following  concurrent  res- 
olution (S.  Con.  Res.  21),  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works: 

Resolvtd  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) .  That  a  Joint  com- 
mittee shall  be  appointed,  composed  of  five 
Members  of  the  Senate  to  be  designated  by 
the  cliairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  five  Members  of  the 
House  to  be  designated  by  the  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Public  Works,  and 
said  Joint  committee  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  inquire  into  the  methods 
cvirrently  used  and  the  sources  from  which 
funds  are  now  provided  for  financing  high- 
way construction,  maintenance,  and  opera- 
tion as  now  authorized  by  Federal,  State, 
and  local  laws,  practices,  and  procedures, 
including  toll  roads  and  an  appraisal  of  the 
adeqviacy  or  inadequacy  of  present  financ- 
ing to  meet  the  highway  needs  of  the  pub- 
lic, national  defense,  and  safety,  and  to 
report  lU  findings  thereon  with  recommen- 
dations to  the  Congress  at  the  earliest  prac- 
ticable date,  and  for  this  purpose  said  com- 
mittee is  hereby  authorized  by  subcommit- 
tee or  otherwise  to  sit  during  the  sessions  or 
recesses  of  the  Congress,  at  such  times  and 
places  Bs  it  may  deem  advisable,  to  send  for 
I>ersons  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  to 
summon  and  compel  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, and  to  employ  such  clerical,  steno- 
graphic, and  expert  assistance  as  shall  be 
necessary. 

HOUSE  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  223) 
providing  that  Reorgf  .nization  Plan  No.  1 
of  1953  shall  take  effect  10  days  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  joint 
resolution  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations. 


PRINTING  OP  REPORTS  OF  SUB- 
COMMITTEE ON  FEDERAL  MAN- 
POWER POUCIES  OP  THE  COM- 
MITTEE ON  POST  OFFICE  AND 
CIVIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  Preaident,  on  Wednesday  last.  March 
18. 1953. 1  brought  before  the  Senate  the 


matter  of  having  printed  the  reports  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Federal  Manpower 
Policies  of  the  CcMnmittee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  At  that  time  the  ma- 
jority leader  asked  that  the  request  be 
deferred  and  that  no  action  on  it  be 
taken  until  today.  I  am  Informed  by 
the  majority  leader  that  he  does  not 
object  to  the  printing  of  the  reports. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  renew  the  request  that  the  reports  be 
printed. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  reports  which  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  are  as  follows: 

Effect  of  Personnel  OiBce  Staffing  Ratios  on 
Manpower  Utilization  (S.  Doc.  No.  28): 

Personnel  Investigations  of  Employees  ind 
Applicants  for  Employment  in  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Gkjvemment  for  Loyalty,  Suit- 
ability, and  Seciu-lty  (S.  £>oc.  No.  29); 

Military  Personnel  In  Civilian  Occupations 
(S.  Doc.  No.  30); 

Training  and  Education  In  the  Federal 
Government  (S.  Doc.  No.  31); 

Manpower  Utilizatiop  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment Through  the  Use  of  Private  Contract 
Labor  (S.  Doc.  No.  32); 

Appeals  and  Grievance  Procedures  In  the 
Federal  Government  (S.  Doc.  No.  33); 

Administration  of  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949  and  the  Compensation  Process  Bitab- 
llshed  by  the  Act  (with  Ulustratlons) 
(S.  Doc.  No.  34): 

Analysis  of  the  Whltten  Amendment  (with 
an  Ulustratlon)   (S.  Doc.  No.  35); 

Improving  the  Federal  Administrative 
Management  Program  (with  Illustrations) 
(S.  Doc.  No.  36) ;  and 

Personnel  Recruitment  and  Employment 
Practices  in  the  Federal  Government  (with 
illustrations)    (S.  Doc.  No.  37). 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION  RELATINO  TO  THE 
JUDICIARY 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  the  Federal  Criminal 
Code  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  pub- 
lic hearing  has  been  scheduled  for  Tues- 
day. March  24,  1953,  at  10  a.  m..  in  room 
424,  Senate  Office  Building,  on  S.  637, 
to  prohibit  former  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  from  acting 
as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  in  mat- 
ters connected  with  their  former  office 
or  employment.  Persons  desiring  to  be 
heard  should  notify  the  committee  so 
that  a  schedule  can  be  prepared  for 
those  who  wish  to  appear  and  testify. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  [Mr.  Botlek],  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith],  and  myself,  as  chairman. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  coiib- 
sent.  addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  ICr.  KLUENDER: 
Address  enUUed  "Agricaltoral  Chemicals 
and  Southern  Agnculture"  delivered  by  him 
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hBtan  tlM  ayvtiir  BMting  at  tke  NaUocua 
AsrlGUltuni  CJhgmlwtU  Aiftrlatinn  lield  at 
Mew  Crleana  on  Mardi  II.  1953. 
By  Vr.  Ml/IUTT: 

Report  of  Wtu&tegtOB  D«7  dtnner  honor- 
ing OiiiMilwu  Btsv  and  Tatt. 
By  lir.  mUi: 

1 1  111  Mi  iMtTeml  D7  JamcB  A.  Parley  at 
SOtli  annlvwaary  bantiuct  of  the  Coca-CoU 
Bottling  Co,  lioatgomery.  Ala. 

Editorial  In  tribute  to  Dr.  F.  D.  Patter- 
eon,  tblrd  president  of  TOekegee  inatltTrte. 
published  In  the  Birmingham  (Ala.)  News 
of  March  13,  1M». 

By  Mr.  JOHMBOM  at  Tarn: 

Article  entitled  "Mr.  and  Bdrs.  Texas." 
written  by  WUUam  H.  Otirdner  and  pub- 
Itahed    in    the    magar.lne    Texas    Parade    of 

March  19*3.  

By  Mr.  GILIiETTB: 

Article      entitled      "T^attre      Natlonaltem 

Mounts    In    French    North    Africa,"    written 

by   ■goo   KaakeUne  and   pvbUataMl  in   the 

Christian  Science  Monltov  of  March  6,  IMS. 

By  Mr.  MOBSX: 

Article  entiUed  "Arms  and  Men."  written 
by  Walter  MUlls  and  published  in  the  New 
York  Herald  TtO>une  of  March  0.  19S3. 


JEWISH  YOUTH  WEEK 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  today, 
March  20.  1963.  marks  the  beginning  of 
Jewish  Youth  Week  in  the  United  States, 
which  has  been  so  designated  by  the 
National  Jewish  Youth  Conference.  The 
coofeience  is  a  permanent,  nationwide 
youth  body  representing  more  than  300 
local  councils  and  11  national  Jewish 
jpouth  organlsatloins.  and  it  is  sponsored 
by  the  National  Jewish  W^are  Board. 

The  theme  of  Jewish  Youth  Week  this 
3rear  Is  "Jewish  Youth — A  "Vital  Porce 
in  the  Community."  In  this  connection 
Gov.  Thomas  E.  Dewey  has  sent  the 
conference  a  message  commemorating 
the  oecasian.  the  text  of  which  I  ask  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Raooas  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  message 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 

State  or  Nrw  Yobk. 

Executive  CnAtsvm, 
Albanv.  Janvara  39,  1953. 
Mr.  auBoa  M.  Kkdczr. 

CiMurmait,  NaMoaol  JewiMK  YoiUlk 
Conference,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

DSAR  Mil.  Khtx«b:  I  am  delighted  to  send 
eordlaX  greetings  to  the  members  of  the  Na- 
tional Jewtah  Tooth  Cbnference  aa  they  cele- 
brate Jewlrii  Youth  Week  ttom  Mardi  ao-27, 

Tbe  theme  choeen  for  tbla  year^  eeMsra- 
Uon  im  highly  significant.  Jewish  youth  U 
a  vital  fore*  primarily  bccauae  It  la  genuinely 
Jewish,  cherishing  Jewish  Ideala.  aspirations, 
traditions. 

Jewish  yonth  Is  a  Tltal  force  because  It 
ptrts  Into  practice  the  precepts  of  the  great 
body  at  taw  whldk  tt  has  Inherited  In  the 
TOrah.  noBB  ttaaS  tmpcrlsbahle  code,  all  at 
us  who  Itvc  In  oar  Judaeo-Chrlatian  ctvllliB- 
tlost.  darlva  the  prineiplaa  at  juatlec  and 
freedom  which  constitute  the  moral  and  ethi- 
cal foundation  of  our  firee  Republic. 

JewMi  youth  Is  also  a  vital  force  hi  our 
community  b— auae  it  baa  not  merely 
ad<9ted  American  principles  and  aspirations 
but  has  made  them  an  totegral  part  of  the 
thooglit  and  eoudwet  of^yoong  Jewish  people. 

Z  congratulate  the  National  Jewlali  Yowtb 
Conference  upon  Ite  phenomenal  growth, 
consisting  as  It  does  zk>w  of  more  than  800 
local  and  reglonsl  ymitli  end  yotmg  adult 
eooBCfle  ae  wen  ■•  aatlonel  Jewish  youth 
orgadlHttirns.  May  Its  happy  tnflnenee  eon- 
tlnue  to  grow  in  the  ywn  to 
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TSoasAa  K.  Dbwit. 


The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tOB- 
pore.  The  morning  business  is  con- 
cluded. 


ROANOKE  RAPID6.  N.  C.  POWER 
PROJECT 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  address 
the  Senate  for  2  minutes. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  In  tlie  Roa- 
;:oke  Rivcu-  dam  case  Is  a  distinct  victory 
for  the  people.  This  means  that  private 
enterprise  will  build  the  dam  at  Roanoke 
Rapids,  and  thus  save  the  taxpayers 
from  $30  to  $40  minion. 

It  will  be.  recalled  that  the  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Co.  applied  to  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  1918  for  permission 
to  build  this  multl-mlllion-dollar  hydro- 
electric dam  at  Ftoanoke  Rapids,  a  proj- 
ect which  was  planned  many  years  be- 
fore. After  a  full  hearing  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  granted  this  license 
over  the  protest  of  Oscar  Chapman,  then 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  instituted 
court  action  to  delay  and  defeat  the 
building  of  the  dam.  Last  year  the  case 
was  heard  by  the  Fourth  United  States 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  and  Chief 
Judge  John  J.  Parker  wrote  a  strong 
decision  holding  against  Chapman,  and 
maintained  the  right  of  the  private  com- 
pany to  build  the  dam. 

A  large  number  of  North  Carolina  citi- 
zens in  the  Roanoke  Rapids  area  came  to 
Washington  and  appealed  to  Secretary 
Chapman  not  to  delay  this  matter  fur- 
ther by  appealing  to  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  which  he  was  certain  to 
do.  However,  he  was  adamant  in  his 
course,  and  appealed  the  case  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  which  now 
decides  against  him  and  affirms  the  deci- 
sion of  Judge  Parker,  all  of  which  is  most 
gratifying. 

Secretary  Chapman  was  seeking  to 
maintain  the  position  ttiat  eastern  Caro- 
lina needed  more  power,  which  was  true, 
but  by  his  actitHos  he  kept  tiie  State  from 
getting  this  power  for  4  years,  all  because 
he  wanted  the  Government  to  build  the 
dam  and  the  taxpayers  to  foot  the  bill 
rather  than  let  private  enterprise 
build  it. 

The  public  should  understand  that  the 
rates  prevailing  for  power  provided  by 
private  enterprise  will  be  just  as  reason- 
able as  would  obtain  if  the  Government 
should  build  the  dam.  This  is  true  of 
the  power  which  win  come  from  Buggs 
Island  or  the  John  H.  Kerr  Dam. 

The  deelsi<xi  oi  the  Supreme  Court  is 
in  line  with  a  wholesome  public  policy, 
which  is  that  the  Government  ought  not 
to  be  required  to  provide  facilities  and 
levy  taxes  upon  the  peoide  to  pay  for 
them  when  private  enterprise  is  able  and 
willing  to  provide  the  same  facilities 
at  comparable  costs.  The  people  are  to 
be  congratulated  upon  this  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court. 

Some  of  the  critics  of  the  deetolon  of 
the  Court  say  that  It  wlU  result  in 
making  a  gift  of  a  large  sum  o<  mooey 
to  the  private  power  company  by  virtue 
of  the  benefits  which  will  accrue  on  tbe 


river  because  of  the  construction  of  the 
BuggB  Island  Dam.  This  has  been  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission, and  in  Its  licensing  order  pro- 
vision Is  made  for  the  prfvato  power  com- 
pany to  pay  to  the  Government  annually 
compensation  for  the  benefits  which  It 
will  receive  by  virtue  of  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  the  Buggs  Island 
Dam,  and  this  sum  will  amount  to  sev- 
eral hundred  thousand  dollars  annually, 
so  there  will  be  no  loss  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  no  gift  to  the  private  power 
company. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  tliat  follow- 
ing my  remarks  there  be  printed  in  the 
RicoRB  two  editorials  from  leading  North 
Carolina  newspapers  discussing  this  sub- 
ject. The  first,  entitled  "Exit:  Dog  in 
Manger."  is  from  the  Greensboro  Daily 
News,  and  the  second.  "A  Socialist  As- 
sault Is  Turned  Back."  is  from  the  Char- 
lotte Daily  Observer.  The  editorials  rep- 
resent the  prevailing  thought  in  North 
Carolina  on  this  question. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rscoah,  as  follows: 

Bxrrr  Doa  nr  MAHoaa 

By  clearing  the  way  for  construction  of  the 
Roanoke  River  hydroelectric  dam  by  Vir- 
ginia ElecUlc  Si  Power  Co.  tbe  Uolted  States 
SupreoM  Court  has  gone  a  long  way  toward 
assuring  North  Carolina  of  a  vitally  needed 
water  resource  in  at  least  one  section  of  the 
State. 

We  have  contended  from  the  beginning 
that  where  private  Industry  is  wUUng  and 
able  to  produce  new  hydroelectric  power  it 
ought  to  be  aUowed  to  do  so.  This  Is  the 
case  in  the  RoanoJu  Dam  controversy.  Al- 
though the  Court  specifically  refrained  from 
ruling  on  merits  of  the  private  versus  public 
power  arguntent  (simply  upholding  the  right 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  make 
the  declsk>n).  the  majority  ruling  did  de- 
molish the  contention  that  the  Oovernxnent's 
potential  proflta  are  a  aoajor  criterion  la 
deciding  such  Issues.  The  Federal  Oovern- 
ment  claimed  that  It  la  being  forced  to  put 
up  auxiliary  units — the  unproAtaUle  one* — 
while  private  power  groups  take  the  plums— 
the  choice  onea. 

The  Court's  majority  opinion  replied:  "It 
has  never  been  suggested  that  such  is  the 
criterion  under  which  the  Commission  is  to 
determine  whether  a  project  ought  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  United  Statea."  The 
Court  Is  right.  The  United  States  Qovem- 
ment  is  not  in  the  power  business  for  profits; 
it  is  In  the  btialneas  to  take  care  of  public 
needs  which  cannort  be  met  by  private  enter- 
prise. When  Government  begins  to  argue 
that  the  profit  motive  is  primary,  then  it 
encroaches  on  the  domain  of  private  enter- 
prise and  ought  to  be  restrained. 

The  Dally  News  believes  private  enterprise 
ought  to  develop  power  reaouroes  at  the  Ha- 
tk>n  where  It  can  do  ao  cAclently  and  profit- 
ably. That  does  not  mean  the  Ooverament 
ahould  abandon  its  supervision  over  power 
monopolies;  nor  does  it  Imply  that  public 
power  projects  per  se  are  evil.  In  many  cases 
they  are  vital  to  the  development  of  whole 
regions  and  definKely  serve  the  pnblle  in- 
terest. 

But  In  the  etreumetaiMe  imder  dlaene- 
sion — the  Roanoke  River  Dam — the  Oovem- 
it  has  been  acting  Ilka  a  dog  in  the 
ir.  There  was  Uttie  hope  thmt  it  ever 
oould  persuade  Congress  to  appropriate 
funds  necessary  for  the  development.  In 
the  meantime  Vepco  had  clearly  shown  that 
tt  had  the  abntty  and  the  will  to  bnUd  the 
Roanoke  River  project.  The  Court  hae 
rightly  decreed  that  It  ooght  not  to  be  tvar- 
ttaer  barred  froia  cairylng  out  that  deter- 
■atnatloa. 
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A  SociausT  Aaaavtr  Is  Trntmo  Back 

In  its  opinion  Ifondsy  upholding  tlM  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission  In  granUng  a  fran- 
chise to  the  VlrglnU  Bectrte  Power  Oo. 
to  build  a  dam  at  Roanoke  Rapids,  the  Su- 
preme Court  txirned  bick  one  of  the  meet 
determined  assaults  miide  on  private  enter- 
prise by  a  department  of  Government  that 
bad  become  heavUy  leaded  with  aoclallam. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  under 
Oscar  Chapman  had  made  an  Issue  of  the 
Roanoke  Rapids  Dam.  The  Federal  Power 
Commission  had  alreadf  granted  the  private 
power  company  the  ftanchlse  to  build  It, 
but  the  Department  s--epped  In  and  chal- 
leni^ed  this  franchise  en  the  fUmsy  ground 
that  the  shallow,  sluggish  Roanoke  River 
was  a  nsvlgable  strwrn.  Above  Roanoke 
Rapids  It  will  hardly  float  anything  bigger 
than  a  rowboat. 

It  should  be  noted  that  Congress  never 
ButhorlMd  the  Oovemioent  to  build  a  dam 
at  this  point.  It  was  not  a  contest,  there- 
lore,  on  whether  the  clam  should  be  built 
«ith  public  or  private  funds.  Interior  was 
simply  trying  to  prevent  a  private  company 
Irom  building  it. 

The  reason  was  that  -.he  Army  had  drawn 
up  tentative  plans  llstlig  flood-control  proj- 
ects on  practically  every  Important  stream 
In  the  country.  Including  the  Roanoke 
River.  ThU  report  waii  "approved"  In  the 
flood  control  act  of  lO-M,  but  none  of  the 
projects  was  authorlaed. 

Interior  contended  thst  "approved"  meant 
"authorized,"  and  that  was  the  main  point 
In  the  suit.  If  the  Supreme  Court  bad  ruled 
with  Interior,  then  prlrate  development  of 
water  power  on  every  Important  river  In 
the  country  would  have  been  practically  pro- 
hibited. Socialised  pov/er  would  have  been 
almost  assured,  because  TVA  has  demon- 
strated thst  water  powiir  cannot  supply  the 
demand  and  must  be  ".-Irmed  up"  by  steam 
plants.  As  steam  plants  are  buUt,  the  pub- 
lic authority  monopolises  power  production 
and  drives  private  comi>anles  out. 

The  object  of  the  Interior  suit,  therefore. 
was  not  to  supply  the  p>x>ple  of  the  Roanoke 
valley  with  power,  but  U>  set  a  precedent  that 
would  have  enabled  It  to  get  advance  control 
of  every  hydroelectric  site  of  Importance  in 
the  country.  The  Interior  lawyers  advanced 
the  bizarre  argiunent  tliat  potential  electric 
power  from  a  dam  not  yet  buUt  or  authorlaed 
is  property  of  the  United  States.  It  Is  easy 
to  see  what  a  far-reaching  effect  a  favorable 
decision  by  the  Supreme  Court  would  have 
bad. 

The  whole  scheme  was  an  attempt  to  so- 
cialize electric  power.  Interior  was  trying 
to  get  control  of  undei-eloped  hydroelectric 
sites  and  also  to  bring  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  under  Its  authority. 

The  Fabian  Socialists  with  whom  the  In- 
terior Department  was  packed,  have  made 
their  first  assault  on  the  power  industry, 
because,  since  all  bualmjaa  and  Industry  de- 
pend on  power,  with  ti^t  In  cx>ntrol  of  the 
Government,  the  next  aiepa  toward  socialism 
wOuld  be  easier. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  given  us  a  victory 
for  freedom.  It  may  be  years  before  we 
realize  how  great  the  victory  hae  been. 


CONFIRMATION  OP  NOMINATIONS— 
IN  THE  NAVY 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  Prealdent.  there  are 
two  nominations  on  the  Bzecutlve  Cal- 
endar to  which  I  believe  there  is  no  ob- 
jection. Therefore,  I  ask  uiutnlmoui 
consent  that,  as  in  executive  setdon.  the 
nomination  of  Adm.  Henry  C.  Bruton 
be  considered  and  confirmed. 

The  ACTING  FRBSIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Clerk  will  state  tbe  nomina- 
tion. 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Henry  C.  Bruton  for  temporary  pro- 
motion to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral  in 
the  line  and  staff  corps,  subject  to  quali- 
fications therefor  as  provided  by  law. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDKNT  pro  t«n- 
pore.  Without  objection,  as  in  executive 
session,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  as  in  executive 
session,  the  nomination  of  Robert  D. 
Murphy,  to  be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Stato,  be  considered  and  confirmed. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  clerk  will  state  the  nomina- 
tion. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  D.  Murphy  to  be  an  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Stato. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  as  in  executive 
session,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  President  be  noti- 
fied of  the  confirmations. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  President  will  be  notified  of 
both  confirmations. 


EX19CUT1VE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  the  nomination  of  John  C. 
Doerfer,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
missi<Hi.  and  withdrawing  the  nomina- 
tion of  Eugene  H.  Merrill,  of  Utah,  to  be 
a  member  of  that  Commission,  which 
nominating  message  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP 
COMMITTEES 

As  in  executive  session. 
The    following   favorable   reports   of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANOER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

George  E.  MacKinnon,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
United  SUtes  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Minnesota,  vice  PhUlp  NevUle,  resigned. 

By  Mr.  TOBET,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

John  J.  Dermody,  to  be  ensign  In  the  Coast 
and  Oeodetic  Survey. 


EDWARD  F.  HOWREY  TO  BE  FEDERAL 
TRADE     COMMISSIONERr— EXECU- 
TTVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  ORISWOLD.    Mr.  President,  as 
in  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  I 
report  favorably  the  nomination  of  Ed- 
ward F.  Howrey.  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commissioner  for  the  unex- 
pired term  of  7  years  from  September 
20, 1952.  vice  John  Carson,  term  expired, 
with  the  recommendation  that  the  nomi- 
nation be  confirmed^ 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nomination  will  be  received. 
as  In  executive  session,  and  placed  on  tbe 
Executive  Calendar. 


THE    KAMCHATKA    AIRPLANE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  obtained 
the  floor. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  for  SV^ 
minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
yield  provided  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont may  proceed. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  on 
three  occasions  within  the  last  few  days 
allied  planes  have  been  fired  on  by  Rus- 
sian or  satellite  fighters.  The  incident 
on  the  Czechoslovaklan  border  was  an 
aggravated  one.  since  our  plane  was 
apparently  fired  on  by  a  Jet  fighter  which 
had  crossed  the  border  from  Czechoslo- 
vakia. Our  plane  it  will  l>e  rememl>ered, 
was  brought  down,  but  the  pilot  escaped 
injury.  We  are  very  properly  changing 
our  practice  on  this  border.  Instead  of 
patrolling  it  with  single  obsolete  fighters, 
we  are  using  a  detachment  of  F-88 
Sabres. 

The  second  incident  was  the  shooting 
down,  with  the  loss  of  life  of  the  occu- 
pants, of  a  British  transport  plane  flying 
the  assigned  corridor  from  the  British 
sector  of  Germany  to  the  British  sector 
of  Berlin. 

The  third  incident  was  of  an  entirely 
different  sort.  It  was  reported  by  the 
Air  Force  that  a  reconnaissance  bomber 
fought  off  a  Russian-made  MIG  25  miles 
off  the  east  coast  of  Kamchatka  on  Sun- 
day last,  March  IS.  It  reported  that  the 
plane  was  on  a  "routine  weather  recon- 
naissance flight  from  an  Alaska  air  base.** 

This  story  is  preposterous.  There  Is 
no  need  to  go  within  25  miles  of  Kam- 
chatka to  look  for  weather.  There  is 
just  as  much  weather  50  miles  out  or  100 
miles  out. 

Information  from  sources  which  I  can- 
not suspect  is  to  the  effect  that  the 
"routine"  flights  are  made  from  Bering 
Straits  to  Attu,  the  westernmost  of  the 
Aleutian  Islands.  This  course  does  not 
bring  a  plane  within  400  miles  of  Kam- 
chatka. The  plane  in  question  may  nev- 
ertheless have  been  engaged  on  a  useful 
mission,  but  It  was  Just  not  there  on 
weather  business. 

The  serious  thing  about  this  incident  Is 
the  false  report  given  to  the  American 
people  by  the  Air  Force.  It  tended,  and 
probably  was  intended,  to  influence  pub- 
lic opinion  by  making  the  third  incident 
appear  as  an  act  of  aggression.  In  pub- 
lishing this  false  report  the  Air  Force  has 
been  guilty.  In  effect,  of  waging  psycho- 
logical warfare  on  the  people  of  the 
United  States.    This  must  stop. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  honest 
and  honorable  courses  open  in  a  case  of 
this  sort.  One  is  for  the  Air  Force  to 
tell  the  truth.  The  other  is  for  it  to  say 
nothing.  It  had  better  decide  to  do  one 
or  the  other. 


BROADCA8TINO   OR   TELBCA8TINO 
OF  PROFBB8IOMAL  BASEBALL  BZ- 

HmmoNs 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  a  few  minutes  ago  I  lntix>- 
duced.  for  appropriate  reference,  a  biU 
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to  antliorlae  the  mdoptton  of  certain 
rules  with  respect  to  the  broadcasting 
or  telecasting  ol  professional  baseball 
exhibitions  in  interstate  commerce,  and 
for  other  purposes.  At  this  time  I  wish 
to  <fiyivM  the  bill  for  15  or  20  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  great  difll- 
culties  under  our  free-enterprise  econ- 
omy has  been  and  is  that,  because  of 
monopoly,  tlie  few  may  become  more  and 
more  powerful  and  the  many  may  be- 
come weaker  and  more  dependent.  Ehir- 
ing  the  past  decade  that  tendency  in 
America  has  been  frightening.  National 
advertising  out  of  tax  deductions  has 
contributed  its  full  share  to  this  imfor- 
tunate  trend.  Through  the  years  the 
Congress,  by  the  enactment  of  antitrust 
laws,  has  tried  to  protect  the  people 
against  the  gargantuan  growth  of  mo- 
nopoly, the  crushing  concentration  of 
wealth,  and  the  economic  power  In  the 
hands  of  the  few  but  Congress  has  not 
kept  pace  with  the  trend. 

Today  I  have  the  honor  of  Introducing 
a  bin  to  protect  the  weak  and  helpless 
elements  of  America's  national  game  of 
baseball  from  a  cruel  and  ruthless  mo- 
nopoly which,  strangely  enough,  was 
forced  upon  organized  baseball  by  the 
antitrust  division  of  our  own  Justice 
Depcu:tment.  Last  month  a  major 
league  franchise  was  sold  for  $3,750,000. 
and  this  week  a  major  league  franchise 
was  offered  for  sale  for  $2,400,000.  These 
are  relatively  small  sale  prices  in  the 
major  league  world.  The  major  leagues' 
business  has  become  very  big  business  in 
this  country. 

In  the  baseball  Industry,  as  in  the 
automobile  Industry,  the  transportation 
industry,  the  tobacco  and  liquor  indus- 
tries, and  the  hundreds  of  other  Amer- 
ican inaustries.  a  few  have  become  very 
powerful,  while  the  many  who  have  con- 
tributed immeasxirably  to  our  way  of 
life  have  been  struggling  for  survival. 
There  is  big  business  and  small  business 
in  baseball.  Just  as  there  is  In  every  other 
endeavor  in  our  great  country.  With- 
out equivocation  I  state  that  my  bill  is 
In  the  interest  of  "the  little  fellow"  in 
organized  baseball 

In  this  Industry  we  have  3  major 
leagues  located  generally  in  America's 
centers  of  population,  and  39  minor 
leagues  spread  out  over  the  rest  of  the 
country.  The  2  major  leagues  and 
most  of  the  minor  leagues  consist  of 
8  ball  clubs  each.  "Far  many  years  these 
leagues,  in  spite  of  their  varying 
strengths,  have  made  their  own  rules 
and  have  done  a  good  job  In  self-disci- 
pline and  self-government.  They  have 
respected  the  laws  of  their  country,  and 
have  responded  to  the  public  sense  of 
propriety,  decorum,  dignity,  and  fair- 
ness. They  have  paid  their  bills  prompt- 
ly, met  their  obligations  fuQy,  and  as- 
sumed the  responsibilities  expected  of 
all  American  businessmen.  At  the  same 
time  they  have  developed  Interest  and 
resi)ect  for  the  game  of  baseball  until  all 
the  people  claim  it  as  their  own. 

The  men  and  women  responsible  for 
the  openMion  of  minor-leacue  baseball 
do  so  generally  without  monetary  re- 
ward. They  believe,  with  our  former 
colleague.  "Happy"  Chandler,  that  or- 
ganized baseball  belongs  to  the  people. 
and  0iat  its  ofBeers  and  directors  are 


merely  agents  and  trustees  of  the  people. 
They  feel  strongly  that  the  great  public 
Interest  in  the  sport  is  wholesome  for 
young  azxi  old.  They  take  commenda- 
ble pride  in  their  local  communities;  and. 
above  all,  they  want  to  build  community 
morale  and  community  spirit  to  the 
highest  point  possible.  Theirs  is  a  labor 
of  love. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Rkcoio  a  statement  by  George  M.  Traut- 
man.  who  is  president  of  the  National 
Association  of  Professional  Baseball 
Leagues — in  other  words,  the  small 
leagues,  the  minor  leagues.  The  state- 
ment was  delivered  by  Mr.  Trautman 
when  he  appeared  before  the  Celler  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  Hovise  committee  which  is  investi- 
gating monopolies. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

On  Friday.  August  3,  1951,  George  M. 
TTautman.  president,  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Profeoalonal  Baseball  Leagues,  the 
little  leagues,  the  minor  leagues,  appeared 
before  the  Celler  committee  of  the  House, 
investigating  monopoly,  and  made  the  fol- 
lowing statement: 

"I  assert  most  emphatically  that  territorial 
limits  are  necessary  to  the  preservation  of 
minor-league  baseball. 

"Clubs,  particularly  in  the  B.  C.  and  D 
classifications,  are  located  principally  in 
small  towns  and  cities  situated  in  more  or 
less  sparsely  populated  areas,  which  of  neces- 
sity limits  the  number  of  persons  from  which 
the  clubs  can  draw  their  attendance.  Even 
with  such  limitations  I  sometimes  wonder  If 
the  saturation  point  has  liot  been  reached  In 
some  sections,  as,  for  example,  the  States  of 
Texas  and  North  Carolina,  in  each  of  which 
there  are  approximately  60  minor  league 
clubs. 

"Be  that  as  It  may.  It  Is  the  fact  that  In  a 
majority  of  Instances  the  clubs  in  such  clas- 
sifications are  organized  In  response  to  a 
popular  demand  for  baseball,  and  the  clubs 
are  organized  and  operated  primarily  as  civic 
enterprises  and  out  of  a  sense  of  civic  loyalty 
and  pride.  As  evidence  of  this  fact  I  call  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  as  of  July  12.  1951, 
out  of  2,287  officers  and  directors  of  the  minor 
league  cIutM.  but  281  could  be  classifled  as 
making  their  living  as  baseball  executives. 
The  remaining  1.996  were- men  from  all  wallts 
of  life,  with  representatives  of  the  dlstaS 
side,  as  the  following  table  will  show ; 

Attorneys 12a 

Bankers  or  banking  business 77 

Business  executives   (heads  of  firms  or 

responsible   positions) 377 

Judges 9 

Manufacturers 6 

Insurance  brokers  or  agents 64 

Realtors  and  real-estate  salesmen 46 

Accoiuitants 41 

Brokers  (various  fields) 19 

Amusement  field  (motion -picture  actors. 

directors,  and  theater  owners) 13 

Automobile  dealers  and  associated  busi- 
ness  166 

Hotel  and  restaurant  owners,  operators, 

and  employees 43 

Soft  drinks,  beer,  night  clubs,  etc 50 

Florists , 2 

Cbntractors  (vfkrioUB  fields) 45 

P^umers  and  ranchers 05 

Small  business  (a  variety  of  occupations 
In  the  small-business  field  too  nu- 
merous to  classify) 539 

Doctors,  dentists,  etc 75 

Newspaper  and  radio  officials  and  em- 
ployees   _  73 

Mortietans 14 


Salesmen  (various  fields) .  62 

City,  county,  State,  and  Federal  officials 

and  employees 76 

Teachers  and  professors 7 

Architects 1 

Housewives .  18 

"Minor  league  basebtdl  is  far  from  a  profit- 
able sport.  A  survey  was  made  of  the  results 
of  the  1960  operations:  and.  with  18  leagues 
having  a  total  of  134  clubs  reporting,  it 
shows  that  A6  percent  o<  the  clubs  report- 
ing operated  at  a  loss. 

"The  operation  of  a  minor  league  club  Is 
most  assuredly  no  bonanza.  In  fact  with  a 
great  many  of  tbem  It  Is  rather  a  case  of 
keeping  losses  to  a  minimum  rather  than 
making  or  expecting  to  make  a  profit.  Under 
these  conditions  I  feel  that  these  small  clubs, 
these  civic  enterprises.  If  you  please,  are  en- 
tltlec  to  attempt  to  live,  and  the  territorial 
limit  is  one  of  their  chief  supports. 

"If  these  clutM  In  the  lower  classifications 
are  to  survive  they  should  have  an  area  in 
which  they  can  operate  free  from  interfer- 
ence by  any  other  club  in  organized  baseball. 
Any  club  not  In  organized  baseball  can  come 
Into  the  territory  and  operate  and  the  club 
of  orgaiUzed  baseball  can  do  nothing  about 
It.  It  requires  an  area  to  support  a  baseball 
team  to  insure  that  some  baseball  may  be 
played." 

Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Colorado.       Mr. 

President.  I  wish  to  quote  briefly  from 
the  statement  delivered  by  Mr.  Traut- 
man. and  I  desire  to  make  some  refer- 
ence to  It.  Mr.  Trautman  began  his 
statement  by  saying: 

I  assert  most  emphatically  that  territorial 
limits  are  necessary  to  the  preservation  of 
minor  league  baseball. 

Clubs,  particularly  tn  the  B,  C,  and  D 
classifications,  are  located  principally  In 
small  towns  and  cities  situated  In  more  or 
less  sparsely  populated  areas,  which,  of  ne- 
cessity, limits  the  number  of  jjersons  from 
which  the  clubs  can  draw  their  attendance. 
Even  with  such  limitations  I  sometimes 
wonder  if  the  saturation  point  has  not  been 
reached  In  some  sections,  as.  for  example,  the 
States  of  Texas  and  North  Carolina,  in  each 
of  which  there  are  approximately  50  minor 
league  clubs. 

Then  Mr.  Trautman  pointed  out  that 
in  the  minor  leagues  there  were  2,M7 
officers  and  directors  when  he  made  his 
survey;  and  among  those  2,287  directors 
and  ofBcers,  his  survey  showed  that  only 
291  of  them  made  their  living  from  base- 
ball; the  others  contributed  their  time, 
their  money,  and  their  efforts  to  the 
game,  free,  without  any  remuneration 
whatsoever.  Mr.  Trautoutn  made  a  list 
of  those  who  carry  on  baseball  in  the 
minor  leagues,  and  the  list  is  very  sig- 
nificant. It  was  made  according  to  oc- 
cupaUon.  Mr.  Trautman  found  that 
there  were  128  attorneys,  77  bankers.  377 
business  executives,  9  judges,  6  manu- 
facturers, 54  insurance  brokers  or  agents. 
4«  realtors  and  real-estate  salesmen, 
and  so  forth,  and  he  concluded  the  list 
by  pointing  out  that  among  the  2.287 
directors  and  ofBcers  in  the  minor 
leagues  were  18  housewives. 

A  bronze  plaque  was  unveiled  on  the 
occasion  of  the  dedication  of  baseball's 
hall  of  fame,  at  Cooperstown.  N.  Y.  The 
inscription  on  the  plaque  states  in  elo- 
quent language  the  purposes,  ideals,  and 
objectives  of  baseball  It  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

To  build  for  baseball  sound  ideals  of  com- 
munity participation  and  recreation  and  to 
perpetuate  for  the  game  integrity  of  admin- 
istration and  hl(th  standards  of  excellence  in 
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performance,  the  siitlonal  •■K>cIation  was 
organised  in  1901.  The  skUl  and  spirit  of 
countless  thousands  on  the  playing  fields 
have  contributed  to  the  wholesome  enjoy- 
ment and  recreation  of  countless  xnUlions 
more.  Baseball  claims  a  continent  today. 
To  those  who  play  iJid  who  love  the  game 
thU  Ublet  is  inscrited. 

These  are  not  merely  fancy,  high- 
sounding  words.  They  represent  the 
spirit  and  the  chai-acter  of  the  sport  of 
organized  baseball  which  has  spread 
clear  across  the  North  American  Conti- 
nent, from  the  turtle  Circle  to  the 
Equator  and  beyond,  into  South  Amer- 
ica and  the  islands  in  the  adjacent  seas. 
Canada,  the  United  States,  Mexico,  Cen- 
tral America,  Panama,  Venezuela,  Peru. 
Puerto  Rico,  Cuba  and  other  areas  all 
have  organized  baseball  leagues  and 
clubs,  and  love  the  game.  Everywhere 
that  baseball  is  played,  it  has  made  a 
notable  contribution  to  community  mo- 
rale and  national  Integrity. 

Practically  every  State  in  the  Union 
has  organized  baseball  operating  within 
its  borders.  Even  far-away  Japan 
adopted  baseball  as  its  favorite  sport. 
It  IS  my  solemn  and  considered  convic- 
tion that  organized  baseball  has  accom- 
plished more  for  the  good-neighbor  pol- 
icy and  for  good  international  relations 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere  than  any 
other  institution,  except  religion  and 
education,  if  these  may  be  termed  insti- 
tutions. Human  beings  are  peculiar  in 
that  they  require  athletic  rivalry  and 
prowess  to  stimulate  their  spirits  and 
save  them  from  the  boredom  of  a  too 
serious  view  of  life  and  its  events.  In 
the  past,  war  served  that  purpose,  but 
today  man  is  striving  to  eliminate  war 
because  of  the  fierce  cruelty  and  terrible 
destruction  of  modem  weapons.  War's 
tra^'edies  and  sorrows,  and  its  promotion 
of  hate,  chaos,  instablUty.  and  con- 
fusion, can  no  longer  be  tolerated  as  a 
pastime,  as  it  has  been  in  the  past.  But 
some  competitive  endeavor  must  be 
found  to  take  the  place  of  war.  Ath- 
letic sports  fill  that  requirement  per- 
fectly. If  the  so-called  free  world  and 
the  Iron  Curtain  coimtries  would  en- 
gage each  other  on  the  baseball  diamond 
in  friendly  but  spirited  combat,  the  cost- 
ly rearmament  program,  sapping  the 
strength  of  every  nation,  could  be  set 
aside,  and  plans  for  war  would  disap- 
pear from  the  face  of  the  earth  like  an 
early  morning  dew. 

Baseball  is  democracy  In  action.  On 
the  diamond  no  questions  are  asked 
about  which  side  of  the  railroad  tracks  a 
player  came  from,  or  who  his  parents 
might  have  been.  Questions  as  to  ability 
to  play  the  game  with  spirit  and  skill 
are  the  only  questions.  That  is  all  the 
managers  and  the  fans  want  to  know 
about  any  player.  Here  men  of  all  col- 
ors, races,  national  origins,  and  religions 
meet  on  a  common  ground,  to  engage 
on  even  terms  in  a  great  contest  of  skill 
and  strategy  and  wits.  Baseball  teaches 
youth  fair  play,  sportsmanship,  clean 
living,  respect  for  those  in  authority,  and 
obedience  to  its  laws  and  rules.  On  the 
diamond,  rivalry  is  keen  and  tempers  fly, 
but  men  are  taught  to  control  their  emo- 
tions as  the  supreme  requirement  of  the 
game. 


Nevertheless,  1949  was  an  evil  year  for 
organized  baseball  in  the  United  States. 
That  year  marks  the  beginning  of  the  de- 
cline of  organized  baseball  in  America. 
In  that  year  the  Justice  Depcu^ment.  in 
good  faith  and  with  the  purest  of  inten- 
tions, struck  a  foul  blow  against  Ameri- 
ca's great  grassroots  sport. 

In  1949.  59  minor  leagues  with  more 
than  10,000  players  were  operating  in 
the  United  States.  Today  there  are  but 
39,  and  many  of  these  39  are  weak  and 
wobbly,  and  may  fold  before  the  present 
season  is  ended.  In  1949  there  were  17 
minor-league  clubs  in  the  State  of  Ohio. 
Today  there  are  but  two  minor-league 
clubs  in  that  great  baseball  State.  Oddly 
enough,  this  decline  occurred  during  the 
period  of  the  Nation's  greatest  prosperity. 
In  the  period  from  1949  to  the  present 
day,  more  people  have  been  employed  at 
the  highest  take-home  wage  in  the  his- 
tory of  America.  Dog  racing,  horse 
racing,  midget  auto  racing,  wrestling, 
and  many  other  sports  have  prospered 
as  never  before,  but  minor  league  base- 
ball has  declined  steadily,  and  it  con- 
tinues to  decline.  The  one  and  only  ex- 
planation is  the  unfortunate  action  of 
the  Antitrust  Division  of  the  United 
States  Justice  Department  in  destroying 
one  of  baseball's  own.  but  necessary, 
rules  against  major  league  baseball  mo- 
nopoly. 

In  1949  baseball  in  the  United  States 
operated  under  rule  1(d).  This  is  a  very 
simple  but  a  very  important  rule,  be- 
cause it  protects  the  territorial  rights  of 
the  minor  leagues  from  invasion  by  the 
majors.  George  Trautman,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Minor  League  Association, 
says  organized  baseball  caimot  exist 
without  the  protection  of  its  territorial 
rights.  That,  of  course.  Is  not  a  new 
principle  in  America.  Each  of  our  utili- 
ties, operating  imder  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity,  has  a  certain 
territory  to  serve;  so  there  is  nothing 
very  original  about  that  arrangement. 
George  Trautman  is  correct.  The  rule, 
which  was  adopted  by  the  major  leagues, 
themselves,  reads: 

Each  major-league  club  may  broadcast  or 
telecast  Its  games  (t>oth  home  and  away 
from  home)  from  a  station  located  within 
its  "home  territory." 

No  major-league  club 'shall  consent  to  or 
authorize  a  broadcast  or  telecast  (Including 
rebroadcast  or  network  broadcast)  of  any 
of  its  games  to  be  made  from  a  station  out- 
side Its  home  territory  and  within  the 
"home  territory"  of  any  other  baseball  club, 
major  or  minor,  without  the  consent  of  stich 
other  baseball  club. 

The  words  "home  territory"  shall  mean  and 
Include,  with  respect  to  any  baseball  club, 
the  territory  Included  within  the  clrcxim- 
ference  of  a  circle  having  a  raditis  of  50 
miles,  with  its  center  at  the  basebaU  park  of 
such  baseball  club. 

Under  that  wise  rule,  organized  base- 
ball has  prospered  in  this  coimtry.  to 
the  detriment  of  no  one,  and  to  the  ben- 
efit of  all.  The  fans  who  support  the 
game,  the  ball  players  who  do  the  play- 
ing, the  himdreds  of  communities,  and 
the  men  who  direct  it,  all  benefit.  Then 
the  heavens  caved  in.  The  Antitrust  Di- 
vision of  the  Department  of  Justice 
called  the  major-league  offlciato  into 


Washington  during  the  summer  of  1949 
and  said: 

R\ile  1  (d)  Is  in  violation  of  the  antitrust 
laws  of  tills  country.  Ktther  repeal  It  or  ve 
will  bring  siUt  against  organized  hasehall  as 
a  law  violator. 

Baseball  always  has  prided  itself  upon 
being  obedient  to  the  law.  As  the  na- 
tional game  of  our  Republic,  it  has  as- 
sumed most  seriously  the  responsibiUty 
to  uphold  its  country's  laws.  So.  with- 
out a  moment's  hesitation,  it  repealed 
that  rule  when  asked  to  do  so  by  the  Jus- 
tice Department  The  minor  leagues 
were  stunned  by  the  action,  but  they 
were  helpless.  They  feared  the  worst, 
and  the  worst  has  happened.  The  Jus- 
tice Department  did  not  see  fit  to  con- 
fer with  any  official  of  the  59  minor 
leagues,  or  with  the  officers  of  their  as- 
sociation. Their  rights  and  their  views 
were  ignored  as  the  ground  was  laid  for 
their  destruction  by  that  cruel  and  ar- 
bitrary order  of  the  Justice  Department. 

Most  certainly  rule  1  (d)  is  reasonable, 
and  most  emphatically  it  is  vital  to  the 
very  existence  of  the  minor  leagues. 
Whether  it  is  illegal  is  something  else. 
After  long  and  careful  study  and  con- 
sultation with  able  counsel,  I  beUeve  that 
the  Federal  courts  possibly  might  hold 
that  rule  1  (d)  is  in  violation  of  the  let- 
ter of  the  antitrust  laws,  but  most  cer- 
tainly it  cannot  be  in  violation  of  the 
spirit  of  those  very  necessary  laws.  I 
desire  to  make  it  plain  that  I  believe 
wholeheartedly  in  the  antimonopoly 
laws  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  want 
to  weaken  them;  I  want  to  strengthen 
them.  In  my  mind,  rule  1  (d)  does  no 
violence  to  the  antitrust  laws;  but,  until 
the  Federal  courts  speak,  one  can  only 
guess  as  to  the  legality  of  rule  1  (d). 
Baseball,  itself,  has  no  stomach  for  a 
lawsuit,  so  the  matter  has  no  chance  to 
reach  the  courts. 

For  3  years,  the  minors  have  tried  to 
work  out  with  the  majors  some  satisfac- 
tory solution,  but  with  no  success  what- 
soever. Good  legal  counsel  has  advised 
that  if  rule  1  (d)  is  illegal,  the  door  is 
closed  for  any  effective  relief  through  a 
baseball  rule.  If  any  agreement  by  base- 
ball to  protect  itself  brings  upon  it  the 
ugly  charge  of  conspiracy,  then  nothing 
can  be  done. 

The  minor  leagues  find  themselves  in 
the  anomalous  and  ridiculous  circum- 
stance and  situation  of  being  destroyed 
by  major-league  monopoly  under  the 
antitrust  laws  of  the  United  States  en- 
acted primarily  to  eliminate  monopoly. 
In  this  particular  case,  the  antitruL>t 
laws  impose  monopoly  instead  of  pro- 
tecting against  it.  The  suit  in  the  Fed- 
eral court  recently  tried  in  Philadelphia 
has  some  bearing  on  the  problem,  but 
it  did  not  and  does  not  meet  baseball's 
dilemma  foursquare.  Moreover,  a  deci- 
sion in  that  suit  is  not  likely  for  many 
months,  and  whatever  the  decision  may 
be  in  the  trial  court,  both  sides  have 
indicated  that  eventually  the  case  may 
go  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which  means 
years  before  a  final  decision. 

Consequently,  because  of  the  impor- 
tance to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
of  preserving  baseball  as  its  great  na- 
tional sport.  I  plead  with  Congress  to 
act  now.    That  would  seem  to  be  the 
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better  way  out  of  a  most  difDciilt  and 
trying  situation. 

Ford  Prick,  the  commissioner  of  or- 
ganized baseball,  has  publicly  stated : 

Destroy  the  minoCB  and  you  destroy  the 
majors. 

A  more  realistic  statement  could  not 
be  made.  Without  a  healthy  minor- 
league  system  to  train  ball  players  and 
provide  them  with  experience,  baseball 
talent  in  the  majors  would  drop  far 
below  present  standards.  , 

In  December  of  1952,  Commissioner 
Frick  appointed  a  committee  of  two  rep- 
resentatives from  the  National  League, 
two  from  the  American  League,  and  two 
from  the  minor  leagues;  also  Qeorge  M. 
Trautman,  president  of  the  Minor 
League  Association;  Clarence  Rowland, 
president  of  the  Pacific  Coast  League; 
and  Commissioner  of  Baseball  Ford 
Frick.  Frank  C.  Lane,  Chicago  White 
Sox.  and  George  M.  Weiss.  New  York 
Yankees,  represent  the  American 
League.  Chub  Feeney,  New  York 
Giants,  and  William  Walsingham,  St. 
Louis  Cardinals,  represent  the  Na- 
tional League;  and  Frank  Shaugh- 
nessy.  president  of  the  International 
League,  and  I,  president  of  the  Western 
League,  represent  the  minor  leagues. 
Mr.  Frick  has  asked  lis  to  submit  a  re- 
port by  July  7.  1953,  of  the  effect  of 
TV  and  radio  on  baseball  and  to  make 
recommendations  to  meet  this  serious 
problem.  We  are  making  a  survey  of 
the  injury  caused  to  baseball  by  TV  and 
radio  but  we  have  made  no  progress 
toward  a  solution. 

Furthermore,  if  organized  baseball  is 
to  be  played  only  In  the  great  metropoli- 
tan centers  of  population,  baseball  would 
wither  and  die  on  the  vine,  for  baseball 
Is  and  forever  should  be  kept  an  Ameri- 
can grassroots  institution.  Indeed,  any 
Institution  laying  claim  to  being  the 
great  national  sport  of  America  must  be 
kept  a  grassroots  institution.  America 
does  not  consist  merely  of  a  handful  of 
great  cities.  America  has  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  very  well-defined  communities. 
America  is  all  of  that  vast  area  between 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific,  Including  the 
wide-open  spaces  which  many  of  us  love 
and  in  which  we  take  much  Justifiable 
pride.  Big-city  monopoly  of  baseball  in 
this  country  is  unthinkable.  But  unless 
rule  1  (d)  Is  restored,  such  a  monopoly 
will  continue  in  its  mad  path  of  destruc- 
tion. 

Every  year,  beginning  in  1949.  the 
Association  of  Minor  Leagues  in  their 
Annual  Convention  has  tried  to  solve  the 
problem  and  avert  the  destruction  facing 
them  by  the  adoption  of  some  rule  that 
would  satisfy  the  Justice  Department, 
but  absolutely  no  progress  has  come  from 
these  strenuous  efforts.  Unless  Con- 
gress comes  to  our  rescue  we  are  through. 
Accordingly,  I  have  introduced  a  blH 
which  simply  says  that  the  language  of 
baseball's  old  rule  1  (d)  is  not  Illegal. 
My  bill  does  not  direct  baseball  to  do 
anything.  It  does  not  regiment  It;  it 
does  not  regiilate  it;  and  it  does  not  In- 
terfere with  It.  It  merely  makes  base- 
ball's own  rule  to  eliminate  one  serious 
phase  of  major-league  monopoly  effec- 
tive if  the  major  leagues  want  to  re- 
enact  it  and  use  It  There  is  nothing 
more  and  nothing  less  to  my  bill.    The 


rule  was  reasonable  and  necessary  when 
it  was  adopted  voluntarily  by  baseball 
years  ago.  It  is  reasonable  and  neces- 
sary today.  Its  repeal,  as  ordered  by  the 
Justice  Department,  acting  in  good  faith 
as  I  firmly  believe,  is  destroying  the 
minor  leagues.  Therefore,  this  rule 
ought  to  be  restored  and  only  Congress 
can  restore  It.  In  doing  so  It  would  be 
striking  a  telling  blow  against  one  very 
serious  phase  of  monopoly  in  baseball. 

Since  what  I  am  proposing  is  nothing 
more  than  permissive  legislation,  what 
assurance  do  I  have  that  the  major 
leagues  will  avail  themselves  of  it  if  it 
is  enacted?  I  can  give  no  positive  as- 
surance that  the  majors  will  respond  by 
reenactlng  rule  1  (d)  if  the  Congress  acts 
now,  but  many  major-league  officers 
have  told  me  that  they  are  looking  for 
a  legal  way  to  preserve  the  territorial 
rights  of  the  minor  leagues.  I  believe 
their  statements  are  sincere.  Many  of 
them  admit  frankly  that  each  of  the 
major  leagues  has  two  or  perhaps  three 
clubs  that  are  anxious  to  sell  their  TV 
and  radio  rights  to  networks  to  be  broad- 
cast and  telecast  into  the  territory  of 
every  minor  league  ball  club  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  regard- 
less of  the  injury  it  may  do.  One  minor- 
league-club  owner  suggests  that  "the 
major  leagues  are  the  only  animals  who 
devour  their  own  young."  But  the  ma- 
jority of  the  major  leagues  realize  how 
destructive  to  the  minors  this  policy  is 
proving  to  be,  and.  therefore,  they  want 
the  legal  right  to  protect  the  minors. 
If  Congress  will  provide  a  legal  way  by 
which  this  can  be  done.  I  feel  certain 
the  major  leagues  will  jump  at  the 
chance  to  reenact  rule  1  (d) .  The  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  majors  believe 
wholeheartedly  in  the  policy  of  live  and 
let  live. 

Incidentally,  I  am  quite  shocked,  as  I 
know  other  persons  will  be,  to  learn  that 
the  Justice  Department  has  not  been 
content  to  compel  the  major  leagues  to 
repeal  rule  1  (d).  During  recent 
months  the  FBI  has  sent  questionnaires 
to  the  major-league  front  offices  asking 
for  a  report  on  their  sale  of  telecasts 
and  broadcasts.  This  I  have  been  told 
by  four  major-league  clubs.  This  week 
one  major-league-club  manager  wrote 
me  as  follows: 

* 

While  you  are  campaigning  to  try  and 
get  major-league  ball  cluba  to  restrict  their 
broadcasts,  by  radio  and  television.  Into 
minor-league  territory,  the  Department  of 
Justice  Is  still  engaged  In  harassing  major- 
league  clubs  because  of  the  mUd  restrictions 
which  some  of  them  now  Impose  or  did  Im- 
pose last  year  on  the  rights  to  broadcast  or 
televise  their  games.  As  you  know,  this  Is  a 
real  busy  time  around  baseball  offices,  but 
we  have  all  had  to  stop  everything  els?,  and 
try  to  dig  up  some  complicated  Information 
on  broadcasting  and  telecasting  for  the  De- 
partment of  Justice. 

I  have  said,  frankly,  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  was  acting  in  good  faith 
when,  without  supporting  authority  of 
Congress,  It  frowned  upon  the  language 
in  rule  1(d).  I  do  not  hold  that  against 
them,  but  when  they  use  their  own  of- 
fices to  harass  basebaU  and  try  to  com- 
pel them  to  go  ahead  with  the  job  of 
finishing  off  the  minor  leagues,  I  think 
they  go  too  far.  Their  talents  should  be 
more  fruitfully  employed. 


In  the  long  run,  my  bill  will  not  Injure 
TV  or  radio  or  the  programs  of  broad- 
casting or  telecasting,  and  it  will  not  in 
any  way  Impede  the  progress  of  the  art 
of  communications.  In  fact,  if  rule  1 
(d)  is  reenacted  and  made  effective, 
there  will  be  more  telecasting  and  broad- 
casting of  better  baseball  than  if  we 
continue  the  present  ruinous  policy  of 
destroying  the  minor  leagues  by  the  con- 
tinual Invasion  of  minor  league  territory 
by  the  majors  through  radio  and  TV. 
Radio  and  TV.  properly  used,  can  help 
and  have  helped  baseball.  The  restora- 
tion of  rule  1  (d)  will,  of  course,  stop  net- 
work broadcast  and  telecasts  of  major 
league  baseball  into  minor  league  ter- 
ritory, but  it  will  promote  minor  league 
broadcasts  and  telecasts  by  minor  league 
clubs  in  their  own  territory,  and  that  will 
be  good  for  radio  and  TV.  and  it  will  pro- 
mote community  spirit  everywhere, 
which  is  essential  to  radio  and  television 
and  to  America.  I  can  think  of  nothing 
worse  for  everyone  than  to  make  our 
whole  country  dependent  on  a  dozen 
large  cities  for  anything,  including 
sports.  Decentralization  of  American 
life  is  in  the  interest  of  all  of  us. 

My  bill  does  not  affect  the  nationwide 
or  network  telecasting  and  broadcasting 
of  the  All  Star  game  in  July  and  the 
World  Series  games  at  the  end  of  the 
season. 

The  networks  that  want  to  exploit 
major  league  baseball  in  every  minor 
league  park  throughout  the  country,  to 
the  detriment  of  the  minor  league  clubs, 
will  be  stopped  by  the  restoration  of 
rule  1  (d),  but  in  the  overall  picture 
that  will  be  a  good  thing  for  them  and 
for  everyone  else. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado. 
should  his  bill  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  or  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  bill 
affects  television  and  radio.  Therefore, 
it  should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  However, 
I  should  like  to  have  hearings  held  on 
the  bill  in  that  committee,  and  if  there- 
after the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary, 
of  which  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
is  chairman,  wants  to  consider  the  bill 
I  shall  be  very  glad,  of  course,  to  have 
the  bill  referred  to  his  committee  to  see 
if  anything  that  is  not  in  the  public  in- 
terest has  been  done  to  the  antitrust 
laws. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  distinguished  act- 
ing majority  leader,  the  junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CasxI,  has  sug- 
gested that,  after  all,  the  effect  might 
be  the  overruling  of  a  decision  by  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I  do 
not  believe  the  effect  would  be  the  over- 
ruling of  a  decision  by  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is.  as  to  whether 
or  not  professional  baseball  might  be 
considered  a  monopoly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  It 
would  not  do  that  at  all.  The  bill  is 
a  very  simple  one,  and  does  not  go  very 
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far.  It  would  be  stanply  permissive  leg- 
islation. All  it  would  do  would  be  to 
make  legal  a  rule  which  baseball  itself 
adopted  a  long  time  ago,  and  under 
which  it  has  operated  for  many  years. 
The  Antitrust  Division  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  contended  that  the  rule 
was  illegal  and  that,  if  baseball  did  not 
repeal  the  rule,  the  Department  would 
bring  a  suit  to  try  to  compel  repeal  of 
the  rule;  so  baseball  repealed  its  own 
rule.  My  bill  simply  would  make  the 
rule  legaL  That  is  the  only  effect  it 
would  have.  All  the  rule  protects  Is  the 
territorial  rights  of  the  minor  leagues. 

Mr.  LANGER.  My  recollection  is  that 
Mr.  H.  Graham  Morison,  who  was  at  that 
time  head  of  the  Antitrust  Division,  gave 
an  opinion  that  the  rule  had  the  effect 
of  creating  a  monopoly,  and  he  said  he 
would  bring  a  lawsuit. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  He  was 
speaking  with  respect  to  the  rule;  but 
the  major  leagues  repealed  the  rule.  He 
was  speaking  about  rule  1  (d)  of  baseball. 
He  called  In  officials  of  the  major  leagues, 
and  also  "Happy"  Chandler,  and  dis- 
cussed the  matter  with  them.  He  did 
not  call  in  the  minor  leagues,  to  ascer- 
tain how  the  rule  would  affect  them.  He 
merely  called  in  the  major-league  own- 
ers '\nd  told  them  to  get  busy  and  repeal 
the  rule;  that  if  they  did  not,  he  would 
bring  a  suit  against  them.  The  major 
leagues  repealed  the  rxile.  because  they 
did  not  want  to  have  a  suit  brought 
against  them.  But  Blr.  Morison  brought 
suit  against  the  National  Football 
League,  and  the  arguments  in  that  suit 
were  completed  in  Philadelphia  only  last 
week. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  is  president  of  the 
Western  League,  and  of  course  he  knows 
much  more  about  baseball  than  any 
other  Senator  on  the  fioor.  However, 
my  understanding  is  that  the  objection 
to  the  reserve  clause  in  baseball  con- 
tracts was  that  it  involved  monopolistic 
practices. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  My  bill 
does  not  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
reserve  clause.  It  does  not  touch  the 
reserve  clause  at  all.  It  deals  only  with 
the  one  question  of  major  league  broad- 
casting and  telecasting  of  games  to 
minor-league  territory.  Minor-league 
territory  is  described  in  rule  1  (d),  and 
also  described  in  my  bill  as  an  area  hav- 
ing a  radius  of  50  miles  from  the  center 
of  a  minor-league  ball  park.  It  is  mere- 
ly that  small  territory.  My  bill  pro- 
vides that  if  a  major-league  club  gets  the 
consent  of  a  minor-league  club  to  broad- 
cast into  that  territory,  it  can  go  ahead 
and  do  so  under  rule  1  (d).  But  if  the 
minor-league  club  does  not  give  such 
permission,  of  course,  the  broadcasting 
cannot  be  done. 

But  here  Is  the  rub.  The  minor 
leagues  cannot  continue  to  charge  for 
their  games  and  at  the  same  time  pay 
taxes  to  Uncle  Sam.  if  the  major  leagues 
broadcast  or  telecast  baseball  games  to 
the  people  living  in  a  minor-league  town 
without  charge  to  them. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  if  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lang- 
ERJ  has  finished.    I  may  say  that  if  the 


Senator  from  North  Dakota  desires  to 
hare  his  committee  hold  hearings  on  the 
bin,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  cooperate 
with  him  fully. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  pro- 
pose that  there  be  formed  a  subcommit- 
tee of  three  members  each  fnxn  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  and  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Perhaps 
something  along  that  line  could  be 
worked  out. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  Uie 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Personally  I  speak  as  a 
baseball  enthusiast;  and  I  even  still  play 
when  I  get  a  chance,  when  I  am  con- 
sidered good  enough  for  the  team.  I 
am  very  much  Interested  in  the  bill 
introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado, and  I  should  like  to  see  accom- 
plished something  like  that  he  proposes, 
so  that  minor  league  baseball  can  be 
preserved,  because  necessarily  the  fields 
of  the  minor  leagues  and  junior  base- 
ball are  the  fields  from  which  the  major 
leagues  must  recruit  their  baseball 
players. 

However,  in  view  of  the  answers  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  the  queries  by 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota, 
I  was  wondering  whether  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  thought  the  Attorney 
General  was  merely  bluffing  when  he  got 
the  major  league  officials  to  abandon 
their  rule. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No,  I 
do  not  think  he  was  bluffing  at  all.  I 
think  he  meant  what  he  said  when  he 
told  them  to  repeal  the  rule,  or  suit 
would  be  brought  against  them.  I  think 
he  meant  it,  and  they  believed  he  meant 
it. 

Mr.  CASK  Does  the  Senator  believe 
It  was  a  question  of  blackmail,  or  would 
the  major  league  owners  have  run  afoul 
of  the  law  and  had  to  go  to  court? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  court  might  have  de- 
cided. No  question  on  that  point  has 
ever  been  decided,  so  we  are  entirely 
without  any  Judicial  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. But,  as  I  have  said  in  my  remarks 
today,  I  am  satisfied  that  rule  1  (d) 
does  not  violate  the  spirit  of  the  anti- 
trust laws.  Whether  it  violates  the  let- 
ter of  the  antitrust  laws,  I  am  iM>t  siire. 
I  do  not  know  how  the  court  would 
decide  that  question — and  It  Is  an  Inter- 
esting question.  Some  lawyers  say  that 
there  is  no  violation  of  the  antitrust 
laws  under  rule  1  (d),  but  the  major 
leagues  thought  so,  and  whether  they 
were  using  it  as  a  good  excuse,  or 
whether  they  grasped  that  point  as 
something  very  convenient,  so  that  they 
could  broadcast  and  telecast  more 
generally.  I  cannot  say.  I  believe  they 
were  acting  in  good  faith.  I  think  they 
wanted  to  avoid  a  lawsuit.  Baseball 
people  generally  try  to  avoid  lawsuits. 
They  try  to  keep  out  of  court.  I  think 
that  was  the  real  situ«ition. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  simply  occurred  to  me 
that  if  the  question  involved  was  not 
fairly  important  as  a  matter  of  law,  the 
action  of  the  Attorney  General  amount- 
ed more  or  less  either  to  bluff  or  black- 
mall,   or   there   was   an  act  ol   poor 


sportsmanship  on  the  part  of  the  major 
leagues. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I 
think  the  Department  of  Justice  was 
acting  in  good  faith,  because  after  the 
rule  was  repealed  by  the  major  leagues, 
the  Department  did  bring  a  lawsuit 
against  the  National  Football  League. 
That  case,  which  had  been  pending  for 
2  years,  was  recently  tried  in  Philadel- 
phia. It  was  not  exactly  on  all  fours 
with  the  baseball  case,  but  the  same 
question  was  involved.  The  National 
Football  League  does  not  have  minor- 
league  competition. 

Mr.  CASE.  Has  the  question,  in  any 
form,  been  before  the  Senator's  commit- 
tee, so  that  he  would  feel  in  a  position 
to  indicate  what  he  thought  the  pros- 
pects were  for  early,  favorable  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  by  his  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I 
have  not  canvassed  the  committee  about 
the  question  at  all,  but  I  think  I  will  have 
an  answer  for  the  Senator  very  shortly. 
That  is,  in  6  weeks  I  think  we  will  know 
something  about  how  the  committee,  how 
baseball,  and  how  the  Department  of 
Justice  feel  about  the  matter.  All  par- 
ties Interested  will  be  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  testify.  We  will  invite  the  par- 
ticipation of  everybody  who  has  an  opin- 
ion with  reference  to  the  subject  and  let 
each  one  state  what  he  wishes  to  say.  I 
think  that  in  6  weeks  I  can  give  the  Sen- 
ator a  pretty  good  idea  of  how  the  bill 
will  be  received  generally. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  concluding  my  obser- 
vation, I  may  say  that  I  appreciate  the 
generosity  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
in  yielding.  With  baseball  in  the  air 
these  days,  and  with  the  news  coming 
from  the  training  camps,  this  is  a  good 
time  to  press  the  bill,  and  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  will  take  advan- 
tage of  Uie  situation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  very 
much.  Of  course,  I  knew  of  his  great  in- 
terest in  baseball,  but  I  did  not  know 
about  his  playing  skill;  otherwise,  I 
might  have  tried  to  sign  him  up  for  the 
Western  League.  However,  now  that  I 
know  about  his  ability,  I  think  I  will  try 
to  interest  some  of  the  Western  clubs  to 
see  what  they  can  do  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  We  would  r^ret 
losing  him  from  the  Senate,  but  if  base- 
ball can  pay  him  more,  we  could  not 
blame  him  for  taking  an  offer. 

Mr.  CASR  I  appreciate  ttie  Senator's 
very  kind  suggestion.  However,  in  all 
candor,  I  think  the  Senator  ought  not 
to  be  too  diligent  about  that,  for  it  might 
prove  to  be  embarrassing. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  is  not 
my  desire  to  promote  the  Senator  out  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hn  li.  Mr.  President,  is  It  not 
true  that  if  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota is  as  good  a  ballplayer  as  he  is  a 
Senator,  the  baseball  people  will  want 
to  sign  him  up  before  the  s\m  goes  down 
this  afternoon? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  is  correct. 

Mi.  case.    I  doubt  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  believe 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will 
have  a  great  many  invltattons  before  th« 
sun  sets  today. 
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Mr.  l^tesldent.  some  day  Congress  may 
be  compelled  to  begin  looking  into  the 
tremendous  assistance  television  and 
radio  are  giving  to  the  growth  of  mo- 
nopoly In  this  country.  Congress, 
through  the  antitrust  laws,  has  tried  to 
eliminate  monopoly  by  placing  definite 
restrictions  on  the  operation  and  owner- 
ship of  retail  outlets.  But  the  national 
advertising  campaigns  of  the  large 
American  Industries  are  destrojring 
small  producers  throughout  America. 

For  Instance,  there  is  a  terrific  death 
struggle  going  on  in  this  coimtry  today 
between  the  large  and  small  breweries. 
The  gigantic  breweries  are  buying  into 
baseball,  due  to  baseball's  tremendous 
advertising  value  to  beer.  That  trend 
is  very  bad  for  baseball.  The  radio  and 
television  networks  are  rendering  great 
aid  to  the  few  very  large  breweries  to 
destroy  the  small  breweries,  just  as  they 
have  helped  major -league  baseball  de- 
stroy minor-league  baseball.  I  am  told 
that  29  local  breweries  folded  last  year 
because  of  the  national  advertising 
campaigns  of  the  big  brewers. 

Rather  than  being  worried  about 
baseball's  earnest  effort  to  respect  minor 
league  territorial  rights,  the  Justice  De- 
partment would  do  well  to  make  a  study 
of  network  influence  and  methods  and 
their  impact  on  the  economy  of  America. 

I  hope  everyone  imderstands  my  solid 
devotion  to  TV  and  radio.  To  me,  these 
fantastic  and  phenomenal  miracles  have 
done  more  to  educate,  inform,  and  en- 
tertain young  and  old  than  all  of  the 
other  creations  of  science  together.  I 
have  been  their  friend  and  I  will  con- 
tinue to  support  their  wholesome  aspira- 
tions always.  However,  their  progress 
does  not  depend  upon  the  destruction 
by  them  of  other  American  institutions. 
They  need  not  climb  to  the  pinnacle 
over  the  dead  bodies  of  victims.  I  am 
sure  that  a  careful  weighing  of  the  mer- 
its of  my  bill  will  clearly  reveal  the  long- 
range  benefits  radio  and  TV  will  derive 
from  this  legislation.  We  must  remem- 
ber that  there  are  more  than  2,000  radio 
stations  and  eventually  there  will  be 
more  than  2.000  television  stations,  each 
of  them  fostering  and  promoting  indi- 
vidual American  communities,  and  that 
is  good  for  America.  America  is  more 
than  its  mammoth  centers  of  popula- 
tion. 

A  vote  for  my  bill  to  restore  baseball's 
rule  1  (d)  will  prove  a  great  boon  to 
America's  great  national  pastime  and 
sport. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Rxcord  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an 
address  on  this  subject  which  I  delivered 
in  New  York  City  on  February  1,  1953. 
at  a  banquet  attended  by  sports  editors 
and  writers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

AoDBSss  DKUYxazD  n«  Nkw  Tork  Crrr,  Feb- 
kttart  1,  1953,  bt  eowtm  c.  johnson,  to  thx 
Sports  Editors'  and  Writcrs'  Banqutt 
Mr.  Chairman,  It  Is  a  great  bonor  to  b« 
a  guest  of  the  sports  editors  and  scribes  of 
the  world's  foremost  metropolis,  the  beau- 
tiful tM^Miy —  Tork. 

Up  W^Bk  moment  I  have  enjoyed  with 
you  everj^VAnute  of  your  lovely  banquet 
and  great  Rtaow.  but  now  I  hope  you  will  In- 


dulge me  in  a  bit  of  peaslmlsm.  Some  of  my 
baseball  friends  say  I  am  an  alarmist.  Well, 
maybe,  but  I  recall  that  Paul  Revere  waa 
an  alarmist,  too.  He  warned  the  American 
patriots  that  the  red  coats  were  coming  and 
then  the  shot  for  liberty  was  fired  that  was 
heard  around  the  world.  I  hope  that  you, 
with  your  usual  patience,  will  permit  me  to 
sound  the  alarm  of  an  approaching  crisis  In 
baseball. 

All  Is  not  well  in  baseball.  Fortunately, 
this  celebrated  sport  has  a  true  weather  vane 
and  a  dependable  barometer.  When  this 
barometer  is  busy  It  sings  a  cheerful  note 
and  everyone  Is  happy,  but  when  It  Is  silent 
the  whole  atmosphere  Is  filled  with  gloom. 
The  barometer  I  speak  of  Is  the  turnstiles 
In  the  baseball  parks. 

The  year  1952  was  the  most  prosperous 
this  Nation  has  ever  experienced.  More  peo- 
ple were  employed  than  ever  before.  Folks 
had  more  money  to  spend  and  they  spent 
more  than  at  any  time  In  history.  They 
trampled  one  another  to  get  to  the  race- 
tracks where  their  wagers  registered  a  new 
high  watermark.  But  baseball,  the  great 
national  sport  of  America,  has  shown  a 
decline  of  40  percent  In  Its  paid  admissions 
since  1948. 

What  has  gone  wrong?  The  answer  Is 
that  baseball  no  longer  believes  In  "live  and 
let  live."  Greed,  avarice,  and  a  reckless  dis- 
regard for  the  rights  of  Its  associates  and 
colleagues  has  raised  its  ugly  head  In  high 
places  In  baseball.  A  new  word  of  two  let- 
ters— "TV" — has   raised    hades. 

If  the  majors  are  determined  to  commit 
major  league  hara-kiri,  the  minor  leagues 
cannot  do  much  about  It.  What  they  do  to 
their  own  is  their  business  and  not  ours. 
If  they  give  up  control  of  their  revenues  at 
the  ball  parks  for  the  30  pieces  of  sliver  of 
a  TV  sponsor  who  Intends  only  to  exploit 
them  and  who  will  drop  them  like  a  dead 
mackerel  the  moment  their  drawing  power 
subsides,  if  they  are  determined  to  make 
that  God-awful  decision,  then  the  minors 
can  only  pity  their  shortsightedness  In 
grasping  for  the  "fast  buck." 

If  that  were  the  end  of  the  story  I  would 
not  be  pleading  with  them  tonight  to  con- 
sider well  their  tragic  policy,  but  alas  It  is 
only  the  beginning  of  the  trip  over  Niagara 
Palls. 

Now  a  very  smooth  salesman  is  going  from 
club  to  club  among  the  majors  feeding  them 
soft  soap  and  promises  of  big  cash  returns. 
When  this  TV  salesman  tells  them  more  and 
more  TV  Is  the  cure  for  the  shrink  In  their 
admissions,  he  does  not  tell  them  that  TV  Is 
the  direct  cause  of  their  poor  gates  in  the 
first  place;  something  they  are  too  stubborn 
to  admit  to  themselves.     He   coos  to  them 
about   the  money  out  in   the  country.     He 
leads  them  to  believe  that  there  Is  a  role  of 
bills  big  enough  to  choke  a  cow  growing  on 
every  blade  of  grass  out  there  at  the  grass 
roots.    He  says  to  them  "TV  and  I  will  put 
your  game  in  every  minor-league  city  In  the 
United  States  and  all  you  nepd  do  is  bank 
the  cash."     So  Paul  Revere  cries  in  the  night, 
"Minor  leagues,  wake  up,  the  majors  are  no 
longer  satisfied  with  the  bloodletting  in  the 
niajor   leagues,   they   are   conniving    with    a 
supersalesman  to  bleed  the  minor  leagues  to 
death,  too."    This  bold  and  clever  salesman 
Is  even  trying  to  bribe  the  minor  leagues  to 
Invite  the  majors  to  come  Into  minor-league 
territory  with  major-league  TV.    He  has  the 
audacity  to  suggest  three  or  four  hundred 
dollars  a  year  to  each  minor-league  club  for 
this  "game  of  the  week"  each  Saturday.    His 
Is    a    foot-ln-the-door    proposal.     Once    the 
minors  agree  to  1  day  a  week  his  enterpris- 
ing competitors  will  take  a  day  a  week  too 
and  It  will  be  7  days  a  week  and  Mr.  Minor 
League  wUl  fold  his  tent  and,  like  the  ancient 
Arab,  steal  silently  into  the  night,  bankrupt 
and  betrayed. 

Last  Thursday  night  In  Boston  at  a  sports- 
writers'  banquet  like  this  I  heard  Ford  Frlck. 
the  wise  and  alert  commissioner  of  baseball. 


speak  these  solemn  and  significant  words: 
"Destroy  the  minors  and  you  destroy  the 
majors." 

The  professional -football  people  are  crying 
because  they  have  no  professional  football 
farm  clubs  to  carry  part  of  their  personnel 
load.  I  wonder  if  the  major  baseball  leagues 
really  appreciate  what  a  blessing  minor- 
league  baseball  is  to  them. 

The  three  New  York  clubs  have  the  most 
lucrative  baseball  territory  In  the  entire 
world.  There  la  nothing  that  t>egliu  to  com- 
pare with  it  anywhere.  Why  are  they  not 
satisfied  with  this  baseball  bonanza?  Why 
should  they  covet  the  baseball  pennies  In 
Toronto.  Dallas,  Denver,  and  Seattle?  They 
murdered  in  cold  blood  in  their  own  back- 
yard Newark  and  Jersey  City,  once  prosperous 
minor-league  cities.  Now  they  seem  deter- 
mined to  wreck  every  minor-league  club  In 
the  entire  country. 

Since  America's  great  game  was  created  at 
Cooperstown.  some  spectators  have  wanted 
to  see  baseball  for  free.  Knotholes  have  t>een 
enlarged  in  the  fence,  and  Annie  Oakleys 
have  been  in  great  demand.  Something  for 
nothing  Is  an  oldtlmer  in  this  business.  Now 
the  salesman  for  stemwinder  cigarettes  and 
humdinger  beer  has  found  a  way  to  give 
them  free  baseball.  And  put  this  in  your 
cigarette  and  smoke  it.  They  don't  give 
away  their  product.  They  give  away  your 
ball  games. 

Not  only  is  it  to  be  free  but  he  will  take 
it  to  them  in  their  own  home.  On  a  hot 
night  they  tell  him,  take  off  your  shoes, 
crawl  into  the  old  family  rocker  in  your  own 
home,  light  up  a  coffin  nail,  pour  yourself  a 
mug  of  liquid  yeast,  and  enjoy  a  major- 
league  baseball  game.  V.'by  fight  your  way  to 
the  minor-league  park,  dig  up  90  cents  apiece 
for  you  and  your  wife,  to  watch  a  lot  of 
youngsters  fighting  their  hearts  out  when 
the  majors  will  bring  a  classy  ball  game  right 
Into  your  own  house?  The  answer  Is  bs 
won't  and  he  doesn't. 

Television  today  Is  pretty  crude  alongside 
of  what  win  be  available  In  a  very  short 
time.  There  were  108  stations  in  1951:  189 
additional  stations  were  licensed  In  1952;  200 
win  be  licensed  In  1953;  and  every  year 
thereafter  200  additional  stations  will  t>e 
licensed  until  the  Nation  will  have  3,000  TV 
stations  with  antennas  on  almost  every 
dwelling  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  land.  Forty-  and  fifty-Inch  screens 
will  be  commonplace.  Color  television  which 
Improves  the  image  100  percent  Is  ready  to 
come  out  of  the  laboratory.  The  three-di- 
mension picture  will  t>e  here  too.  It  makes 
the  televised  ball  games  so  realistic  that  you 
will  Jump  right  out  of  your  rocking  chair 
and  try  to  grab  for  yourself  a  souvenir  when 
you  think  the  ball  Is  heading  your  way. 

The  owner  of  one  of  the  major-league 
clubs  Is  supposed  to  have  said  to  one  of 
baseball's  greatest  managers:  "Make  up  your 
mind.  Hollywood  or  baseball."  This  major- 
If  ague  owner  lived  a  year  or  so  too  soon.  Not 
a  year  too  soon  since  Tallulah  is  taking  over 
the  Giants  tonight.  Soon  the  cry  will  be. 
"Hollywood,  send  us  some  artists,  directors, 
and  producers  to  stage  the  world  series."  If 
the  Yankees  keep  on  winning  the  pennant, 
doubtless  they  will  sell  Yankee  Stadium  and 
construct  a  new  and  t>eautlful  baseball 
studio  with  green  grass,  green  shrubs,  and 
green  trees  laid  out  by  the  ablest  Hollywood 
lan(Isca[>e  artist  in  the  world  and  there  the 
world  series  will  be  staged.  A  small  grand- 
stand will  be  buUt  that  will  hold  a  hundred 
or  so  curious  creatures  who  want  to  hear 
the  production  manager  yell  "cut"  when 
Yogi  Berra  loses  one  In  the  shrubl)ery. 

Won't  some  enterprising  pencil  artist  write 
a  new  baseball  song.  "Take  Me  Out  to  the 
Movie"  so  we  can  Junk  that  old  classic, 
"Take  Me  Out  to  the  Ball  Game"? 

Last  year,  when  the  CeUer  committee  ex- 
plored the  possibility  of  monopoly  in  baseball, 
the  minor  league's  president  and  his  officers 
made  tracks  to  Washington  and  argued  long 
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and  loud  that  then  was  no  monopoly  In 
baseball.  We  told  this  oommittee  that  w* 
were  all  one  big.  happy  family  working  to- 
gether in  harmony  and  understanding  to 
serve  well  the  public  Interest  In  America's 
great  game  and  that  everyone,  big  and  little, 
players  and  clubs  alike,  were  treated  fairly 
and  jusUy.  I  can  speak  for  myself  only, 
but  If  the  major  leaiguas  Indiscriminately 
Invade  the  territory  of  the  minors  with  tele- 
vision as  they  have  with  radio,  I  for  one  will 
testify  before  God  and  Congress  that  major- 
league  organized  baseball  is  a  cruel  and  heart- 
less monopoly  motivated  oiUy  by  avarice  and 
greed,  determined  to  rule  or  rxiln  anything 
or  anyone  who  gets  in  its  path. 


VETERANS'  LEGISLATION 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  today 
I  am  introducing  three  bills  designed  to 
correct  some  provisions  of  the  present 
law,  which  have  created  hardships  and 
inequalities  among  some  of  our  veterans. 

One  of  these  bills  is  designed  to  re- 
enact  the  long -established  policy  of  pay- 
ing pensions  for  service-connected  par- 
tial disability  commensurate  with  the 
percentage  of  disability. 

Because  the  rising  cost  of  living  does 
not  discriminate  between  veterans  who 
have  less  than  50  percent  disability  and 
those  who  have  greater  than  50  percent 
disability.  I  feel  that  all  eligible  veterans 
should  be  paid  a  pension  commensurate 
with  their  disability.  Under  that  sys- 
tem, which  has  worked  successfully  for 
many  years,  any  Increases  in  iMiyment 
would  apply  proportionately  to  aU  vet- 
erans receiving  pensions. 

The  other  two  bills  which  I  am  Intro- 
ducing pertain  to  national  service  life 
in.surance. 

One  of  the  bills  will  assure  dependents 
the  right  of  appeal  to  the  courts  when- 
ever a  controversy  arises  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  timely  application  for  a  waiver 
of  premium  payments  has  been  made. 

Under  the  present  law  there  are  cer- 
tain exemptions  to  the  National  Service 
Insurance  Act  of  1940.  whereby  premium 
payments  may  be  waived.  These  recog- 
nized exceptions  occur  when  circum- 
stances beyond  the  veteran's  control 
prevents  his  timely  application  for  a' 
premium  waiver  as  when  a  veteran  dies 
during  a  period  of  permanent  disability 
of  less  than  6  months'  duration.  How- 
ever, as  the  law  is  now  written,  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  may  de- 
termine whether  or  not  the  veteran  or 
the  veteran's  dependents  have  made  a 
timely  application  for  a  premium  pay- 
ment waiver  and  If  the  Administrator's 
determination  is  in  the  negative  the  con- 
tention arises  that  stich  determination, 
being  discretionary,  ts  final  and  judicial 
review  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
application  Is  timely  should  not  be 
allowed. 

The  question  as  to  whether  or  not  a 
timely  application  has  been  filed  Is  a 
matter  of  proof  and  In  the  event  a  con- 
troversy arises  between  the  applicants 
and  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs it  should  be  settled  by  the  courts. 

The  other  measure  which  also  deals 
with  national  service  life  Insurance 
would  restore  the  right  of  certain  vet- 
erans to  apply  for  Insurance. 

Prior  to  AprU  25. 1951,  Insurable  World 
War  1  veterans,  who  served  between  Oc- 
tober 6,  1917.  and  July  2. 1921,  could  ob- 


tain new  United  States  Government  life 
Insurance,  and  Insurable  World  War  n 
veterans,  who  served  between  October  8, 
1940,  and  September  2.  1945,  could  ob- 
tain new  mutual  national  service  life  in- 
surance. PubUc  Law  23,  82d  Congress, 
removed  that  right. 

I  believe  that  veterans  who  can  quali- 
fy for  insurance  under  those  acts  should 
not  be  excluded  from  obtaining  such  in- 
surance. 

I  submit  the  three  bills  relating  to  vet- 
erans' affairs  for  proper  reference. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bills  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Malonk  were  received, 
read  twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  as  follows: 

S.  1406.  A  blU  to  amend  certain  intivlslons 
of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended,  to  assxire  the  right  to 
judicial   review; 

S.  1400.  A  bill  to  revise  the  basis  for  cer- 
tain dlsabUlty  compensation  awards;  and 

S.  1407.  A  bUl  to  restore  the  right  of  cer- 
tain veterans  to  apply  for  insiirance. 


THE  STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
what  I  am  about  to  say  gives  me  no  joy, 
and  will  give  me  none.  I  speak  not  out 
of  partisanship,  not  out  of  rancor,  or 
personal  feeling,  but  out  of  a  sense  of 
duty  to  my  country  and  to  the  people  of 
America;  not  with  bitterness,  or  with 
anger,  but  with  sadness.  I  wish  I  did 
not  have  to  say  these  things,  but  events 
coerce  me. 

If  ever  the  people  of  a  republic  by 
their  votes  demanded  a  specific  change 
In  their  Government,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  of  America  by  their  votes 
last  November  demanded  that  the  State 
Department  be  cleaned  out.  This  Is  one 
Job  the  people  have  expected  would  be 
done  promptly  and  thoroughly;  and  they 
have  had  a  right  to  expect  this. 

To  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  I  say,  the  job  is  not 
being  done.  And  to  those  in  power,  who 
are  not  doing  this  Job  or  who  are  pre- 
venting it  from  being  done,  I  say,  the 
people  of  America  have  made  known 
their  will  in  this  matter,  and  if  the  Job 
they  have  demanded  is  not  done,  and 
well  done,  the  people  will  not  hesitate  to 
speak  again. 

Those  who  today  resist  the  doing  of 
this  Job  are  only  fighting  a  delaying 
action;  for  a  thorough  housecleanlng  in 
the  Department  of  State  cannot  now 
be  avoided.  It  can  be  delayed,  yes;  cer- 
tain of  those  who  should  be  swept  out 
can  be  protected,  for  a  little  while;  but 
In  the  end,  the  Job  must  be  done,  and 
will  be  done.  The  people  of  this  Nation 
have  put  their  minds  to  it,  and  the  even- 
tual outcome  is  sure.  Those  who  thwart 
the  will  of  the  people  for  even  a  little 
time  will  be  held  answerable  for  their 
actions. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  not  go  into  detail 
here  this  morning;  but  I  must  mention 
a  few  points  so  that  the  burden  of  my 
remaiiu  win  be  perfectly  clear. 

The  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
of  the  Senate,  after  a  th<nt}ugh  and 
painstaking  investigation,  filed  one  of 
the  most  carefully  documented  reports 
ever  presented  to  this  body ;  and  in  that 
report  unanimously  found  that  the  In- 
stitute oX  Fadflc  Relations  was  a  vehicle 


used  by  the  Communists  to  orlmtate 
American  far  eastern  policies  toward 
Communist  objectives;  and  that  over  a 
period  of  years  John  CarterVlncent  was 
the  principal  fulcrum  of  IPR  pressiures 
and  Infiuence  in  the  State  Department. 
The  loyalty  Review  Board  found  reason- 
able doubt  of  his  loyalty.  But  the  pres- 
ent Secretary  of  State  reversed  the 
Loyalty  Review  Board  which  had  passed 
on  Mr.  Vincent's  case,  and  the  record 
stands  that  John  Carter  Vincent  has 
been  officially  cleared  with  respect  to 
both  losralty  and  security.  This  man  who 
admitted  that  he  deliberately  Influenced 
the  course  and  direction  of  the  mission  of 
Henry  Wallace  to  Soviet  Asia,  who  wrote 
the  original  drafte  of  two  of  the  three 
documents  which  became  the  directive 
that  sent  Gen.  George  Marshall  tp  China 
with  the  impossible  mission  of  seeking  a 
coalition  between  the  National  Govern- 
ment of  China  and  the  Communists ;  this 
man  who  wrote  documents  that  followed 
almost  slavishly  the  recommendations  of 
Owen  Lattlmore;  this  man  who  admitted 
the  basic  responsibility  for  instructions 
by  the  militur.  at  the  instance  of  the 
State  Department,  which  were  directly 
contrary  to  the  recommendations  trans- 
mitted by  General  Wedemeyer — this 
man.  John  Carter  Vincent,  has  been 
completely  cleared  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  allowed  to  retire  with  honor. 

The  Senate  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee made  Just  two  recommendations 
with  regard  to  departmental  activity. 
One  of  those  recommendations  was  ihat 
the  Department  of  Justice  submit  to  a 
grand  Jury  the  question  of  whether  per- 
jury was  committed  before  the  subcom- 
mittee by  Owen  Lattlmore.  The  other 
recommendation  was  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  submit  to  a  grand  Jury 
the  question  of  whether  perjury  was 
committed  before  the  subcommittee  by 
John  P.  Davies,  Jr. 

The  Lattlmore  case  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  a  grand  Jury,  under  the  orders 
of  a  former  attorney  general,  and  the 
grand  Jury  returned  an  indictment 
charging  perjury.  The  Davies  case  has 
not  been  submitted  to  a  grand  Jury,  and 
it  seems  evident  there  is  no  intention  it 
shall  be  so  submitted.  John  Patton 
Davies,  Jr..  Is  still  a  trusted  employee  of 
the  State  Department,  holding  a  posi- 
tion of  honor  and  Influence,  In  an  ex- 
tremely sensitive  post.  This  man,  whose 
work  over  a  span  of  many  years  advanced 
the  interests  of  the  Chinese  Communists, 
who  carried  messages  for  known  Com- 
munists, who  recommended  that  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  use  known 
Communists  for  policy  guidance,  and 
then  lied  about  the  matter  before  a  Sen- 
ate committee — ^thls  man  seems  even 
more  firmly  entrenched  than  ever  in  his 
Job  and  in  his  Influence  and  In  the  re- 
spect  and  trust  of  his  present  superiors 
in  the  State  Department  I  do  not  know 
what  the  Secretary  of  State  knows  about 
Mr.  £>avles;  perhaps  not  all  he  should; 
but  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
policy  matters  knows  that  Mr.  Davies  Is 
a  security  risk,  and  knows  that  Bir. 
Davies'  value  to  the  State  Department 
and  to  this  country  Is  a  negative  factor. 
And  yet  the  State  Department  does  noth- 
ing at  all  about  the  Davies  case. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  passed 
the  Immigration  and  Nattonality  Act  ot 
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1951— the  mnch-malignert,  so-caUed  lic- 
Camus- Walter  Aci— it  was  provided  that 
there  sboold  be  estalaU&taed  tax  the  De- 
partment of  State  a  new  bureau  of  se- 
eurltar,  and  that  the  bead  of  this  bureau 
of  aeeorltar  should  r^;xn*t  directly  to  the 
Secretary.  Cme  of  the  piurpoees  of 
ereattac  this  new  job  was  to  make  It 
poesiUe  for  the  person  holding  the  Job 
to  have  a  direct  line  ol  authority  to  the 
Secretary,  with  no  intermediaries,  in  or- 
der that  he  misht  have  the  actual  power 
to  do  the  clean-up  Job  which  was  and  is 
necessary.  Well-intentioned  clean-up 
efforts  of  security  olBcials  in  the  State 
Department  have  failed  in  the  past  be- 
cause eotnnmnicatian  between  the  se- 
curity official  and  the  Secretary  was 
fouled  up.  There  was  and  is.  in  the 
State  Qippartment.  a  clique  which  has 
In  the  past  protected  both  persooos  who 
were  loyalty  risks  and  perscms  who  were 
security  ri^s.  and  which  today  is  pro- 
tecting such  persons,  in  both  categories. 
This  is  a  chque  which  has  gathered  to 
itself  the  reins  of  power  over  a  period  of 
many  years;  which  has  hcid  Secretaries 
of  State  Tirtaally  captive ;  a  clique  which 
has  been  able  to  prevent  a  new  Secretary 
of  State  from  ever  effectively  taking  over 
.  his  responsibilities,  by  the  simide  device 
of  keeping  him  jumping  from  conference 
to  oonference.  mostly  outside  the  coun- 
try, while  a  subordinate  did  the  real  job 
of  nmnine  the  State  Departments  I  am 
aorry  to  say  it  is  clearly  apparent  this 
clique  has  not  yet  been  defeated ;  bat  has. 
on  the  contrary,  just  won  one  at  its 
greatest  victories^ 

The  new  position  of  head  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Security,  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, very  recently  was  filled  through 
mp.  outstanding  appointment.  Into  this 
new  post  was  placed  a  fine  youner  man, 
with  a  background  and  a  record  of  ex- 
ceptional abtUty  and  outstanding  service 
to  his  country;  a  young  man  of  hi£^  loy- 
alty and  fidelity  to  duty.  It  was  an- 
nounced, and  it  was  understood  by  all 
eoQcemed,  that  this  young  man  would 
have  the  job  of  <deaning  out  the  State 
Dq;>artment,  and  that  be  would  be  given 
a  free  hand  in  the  doing  ot  that  job.  Be 
started  out  well,  and  for  a  few  short  days 
no  one  interfered  with  him,  and  he  be- 
gan to  get  some  results.  Then  there 
came  to  his  desk  an  important  case;  the 
ease  of  a  man  proposed  for  an  important 
ambassadorship. 

I  shaU  not  mtaiee  words.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; I  refer  to  the  case  of  Ur.  Osarles 
Bohlen.  sometimes  called  **Chip"  Bohlen. 
This  case  came  to  the  desk  of  Mr.  ifc- 
Leod.  the  new  head  of  the  Bureau  of 
Security;  axtd  with  the  case  came  the 
report  of  an  FBI  investigati<m — aston- 
ishingly enough,  the  first  such  investiga- 
tion ever  made  of  Mr.  Bohlen,  in  spite 
of  the  many  positions  o<  importance 
which  he  has  held  in  the  past.  On  the 
basis  of  the  information  thus  furnished 
to  him.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  McLcod  con- 
eluded  that  he  could  not  dear  Mr.  Boh- 
len. He  reported  this  eonehision  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  do  not  know.  Mr. 
President,  what  the  Secretary  of  State 
told  the  Committee  on  Foreign  R^a- 
tions;  bat  I  am  confident  he  did  not  tell 
the  commit<cr.„^BH|  Mr.  McLeod  had  re- 
ported to  httwCllathe.  McLeod.  could  not 
dear  Bnhlen.  The  current  understand- 
ing is  that  the  Secretary  of  State  told 


the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  the 
^I  report  deared  Mr.  Bohlen  complete- 
ly. If  that  te  what  he  did  aay.  he  said  it 
knowing  that  his  own  security  chief,  the 
man  brought  into  the  Department  to  do 
the  job  of  cleaning  out  the  Dcpartmoit. 
had  reported  he  could  not  clear  Mr. 
Bohlen.  on  the  basis  of  the  FBI  report. 

Mr.  MORSK  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
TcwxT  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  l£ORSK  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  know  whether  Mr.  McLeod  was 
called  by  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was.  I  understood  he  had 
not  been. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  hold  to  the  point  of  view  that  if 
the  action  he  has  just  described  to  the 
Senate  had  talten  place  within  the  State 
Department.  Mr.  McLeod  should  be 
called  by  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  my  judgment 
that  he  should  be  called. 

Mr.  President.  Mr.  Dulles  has  been 
quoted  in  the  press  as  saying  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  is  "uniquely  qualified"  and  "the 
best  available  person  we  could  think  of 
with  the  qualifications  desired  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration."  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, if  Mr.  Dulles  said  that,  he  said  it 
luiowing  that  the  expert  selected  to  be 
tas>  man  in  the  State  Departmoxt  on 
security  questions,  and  so  selected  be- 
cause of  his  training  in  evaluation  of 
security  reports,  had  reported  that  he 
was  unable  to  clear  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Here  we  have  a  situation  in  which  a 
man  trained  to  evaluate,  and  hired  be- 
cause of  that  training,  and  who  spent 
many  years  doing  just  that,  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  State  Department  to  con- 
tinue in  his  chosen  field  and  to  dean  up 
a  situation  which  badly  needs  cleaning 
up.  Yet  it  is  reported  that  when  this 
gentleman,  exercising  the  duties  for 
which  he  was  hired,  reached  a  valid  coa- 
dusion  sustained  by  facts  In  the  file 
availaUe  to  him.  and  oonvesfed  that  ocxt- 
cluslon  to  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary, 
rather  than  weleomlng  the  information, 
sununarily  UM  him  that  be  could  not 
substitute  himaell  for  the  Secretary  of 
State;  and  this  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Dulles  has  made  it  quite  clear  on  the 
pubUc  record  that  he  regards  his  job  as 
pohcy.  not  operational. 

Mr.  MORSEL  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  again  to  me? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senatcnr  from 
Nevada  know  whether  the  information 
in  regard  to  the  McLeod-Dulles  conver- 
sations wa8  submitted  to  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  do  not. 

Mr.  MCmSE.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  inclined  to  share  my  view  that 
if  this  indd^it  has  not  been  submitted, 
itshouki  be? 

Mr.  McCARRAR  I  certainly  think 
it  should  be. 

Mr.  President,  no  attempt  was  made 
by  Mr.  McLeod  to  take  over  the  pn- 
rogatives  of  the  Secretary  of  State.    Mr. 


McLeod  was  only  expressing  the  judg- 
ment for  which  he  was  hired,  when  he 
conveyed  his  recommendations  in  this 
matter  to  the  Secretary.  Yet  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod's  judgment  was  sxmmiarlly  over- 
ridden. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yidd  again  to  me? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  Jn  my  in- 
terpretation of  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  when  I  conclude  that 
Mr.  McLeod  went  through  the  FBI  file, 
and  that  Mr.  Dulles  went  through  the 
FBI  file,  and  that  Mr.  Dulles  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  opposite  to  that  arrived  at  by 
Mr.  McIiCod,  In  regard  to  this  particular 
nominee? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  unable  to  state 
what  Mr.  Dulles  went  through. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada does  not  know  whether  Mr.  Dulles 
went  through  the  FBI  file? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No,  and  I  do  not 
know  what  he  stated  before  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  knowledge  is  based 
entirely  on  the  newspaper  stories;  but  I 
read  in  the  press  a  story  to  the  effect 
that  Mr.  Dulles  testified  before  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  that  he  found 
nothing  in  the  FBI  file  that  would  Jus- 
tify any  conclusion  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was 
disqualified  for  security  reasons. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  recall 
reading  such  stories? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  recall  read- 
ing a  story  to  that  effect.  I  do  reeaU 
reading  a  statement  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  to  bis  having  had  or  having  seen 
the  FBI  file;  but  I  do  not  recall  the  sub- 
stance of  it  iu>w.  and  I  do  not  preteiKl  to 
quote  from  his  statement  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not.  either ;  I  simply 
quote  from  the  newspaper  story  regard- 
ing what  Mr.  Dulles  said. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  any  event,  the 
atutude  of  the  security  officer  selected 
for  that  purpose  under  the  law  should 
have  been  made  known  to  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  and  he  should  have 
appeared  before  the  committee,  in  order 
that  he  might  give  it  the  benefit  af  wliat 
he  found  from  the  FBI  file. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  earUer  qoestloD  was 
designed  to  elldt  whether  that  was  the 
c<mchislon  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

If  the  fact  should  develop  that  Mr. 
McLeod  and  Mr.  Dulles  reached  contrary 
conclusions  from  an  fnspecti<m  ol  the 
FBI  file,  is  there  any  precedent  of  \rtiich 
the  former  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
committee  is  aware  for  calling  ofl!ctels 
of  the  FBI  before  the  committee,  to  testi- 
fy to  the  extent  they  may  care  to.  or 
would  be  prone  to.  as  to  the  implicatftms 
of  the  file? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  know  of  no  prece- 
dent for  that.  But  the  chairman  of  a 
committee  which  has  a  nomination  be- 
fore It  has,  according  to  the  precedents, 
the  right  to  see  the  f^T  file.  For  years. 
as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
I  had  the  FBI  files  handed  to  me.  and 
usually  took  them  home  for  Saturday 
night  and  Sunday  reading.  In  the  case 
of  every  nomination  which  came  before 
the  Judiciary  Committee  I  am  ffuite 
certain  that  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Rdatlons  Comoiittee  has  the  same  right. 
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Mr.  President,  what  Mr.  McLeod  does 
about  this  matter  Li.  of  course,  up  to  him, 
and  I  have  no  knowledge  what  his  comrse 
will  be.  My  expectation  is  that  either 
he  will  be  given  a  free  hand  to  do  the 
job  for  which  he  was  hired,  or  else  he 
will  refuse  to  continue  to  accept  any 
responsibility  for  doing  that  job. 

However  that  mi^y  be.  the  fact  remains 
that  when  the  fir!;t  clear  test  came,  in 
an  Important  case,  under  the  new  setup 
which  the  Americaii  people  had  been  told 
was  going  to  guarantee  that  the  State 
Department  would  be  cleaned  out.  the 
decision  was  againft  the  will  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  against  tlie  facts,  aiul  in  full 
accordance  with  ttie  same  old  line  of 
coverup  which  we  have  learned  in  the 
past  to  expect  from  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

I  am  Informed,  £.nd  I  believe  reliably 
informed — and  this  is  solely  on  informa- 
tion— that  in  at  least  one  other  Instance 
the  Secretary  of  S'Jite  has  reversed  an 
action  taken  by  Mr  McLeod.  I  refer  to 
the  case  of  a  State;  Department  official 
whose  file  shows  by  his  own  admission 
that  he  is  unfit  to  serve  because  of  a  per- 
sonal characteristic ;  a  man  who  was  sent 
a  summary  letter  of  discharge  as  soon 
as  Mr.  McLeod  exejnined  the  file  and 
found  this  admission  in  it.  My  informa- 
tion is  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
since  stated  that  tills  official  has  only 
been  recalled  for  questioning  and  has 
indicated  that  the  questioning  concerns 
only  a  minor  matti;r.  I  withhold  the 
name  of  the  official  in  this  case  because  I 
have  not  confirmed  ill  the  facts. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  often  on  the 
Senate  fioor  indulge  in  guesses.  VHien 
I  do  guess  out  loud  in  the  Senate.  I  will 
always  label  the  guoss  as  a  guess.  My 
guess  is  that  the  sugirestion  for  the  nom- 
ination of  Mr.  Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador 
to  Russia  did  not  originate  with  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  but 
rather  that  it  came  to  him  from  the 
State  Department.  Yet  I  do  not  believe 
it  came  from  the  Secietary  of  State  him- 
self to  the  President..  I  think  it  came 
to  Mr.  Dulles  from  tlie  President;  and  I 
think  I  could  name  t:he  man  who  made 
the  suggestion  to  th;  President  I  will 
not  do  so,  because  as  I  have  said  this  is  a 
guess;  but  if  my  guess  is  wrong.  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  have  those  who  were  par- 
ties to  the  matter,  iind  who  know  the 
facts,  state  them  publicly. 

Mr.  President,  tlie  situation  with 
which  I  have  dealt  for  the  past  few  min- 
utes is  one  of  the  gravest  possible  con- 
cern to  the  Nation  a:id  to  the  American 
people.  I  shall  not  labor  this  matter. 
I  have  taken  the  f  oor  today  because 
events  forced  me  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  my  duty  to  speak  out.  For  years 
I  had  the  privilege  of  being  chairman 
of  the  Internal  Security  Committee,  a 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  and  I  went  into  the  details 
of  these  matters,  so  much  so  that  they 
linger  with  me  night  and  day. 

The  situation  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Bohlen's  fitness  is  the  acid  test  which 
the  new  administration  must  face,  and 
face  squarely,  if  th;y  intend  to  carry 
out  what  they  have  expressed  as  a  man- 
date from  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

I  neither  make  nor  Imply  any  criti- 
cism of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 


Relations  or  the  members  of  that  com- 
mittee for  their  action  in  approving  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen.  On  the  ba^ 
of  the  facts  as  they  knew  them  and  the 
representations  made  before  the  com- 
mittee by  the  Secretary  of  State,  they 
acted  in  accordance  with  their  con- 
sciences. But,  Mr.  President,  hi  the 
light  of  the  facts  as  we  now  know  them, 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  should 
refuse  to  pass  on  this  appointment  until 
there  is  made  available,  for  the  inspec- 
tion of  any  Senator  who  desires  to  see 
it.  the  full  and  complete  FBI  file  on  this 
nominee. 


NATURAL  RESOURCES 

Mr.  MORSE  obtained  the  floor  and 
proceeded  to  address  the  Senate  on  the 
general  subject  of  natural  resources, 
when  he  was  Interrupted  by 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may 
have  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  do 
so  without  losing  my  rights  to  the  fioor. 
I  should  like  to  yield  at  this  point  to  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  WnxiAKS],  with  the  understanding 
that  his  remarks  and  insertions  in  the 
Record  will  follow  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none.,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(Mr.  WILLIAMS  addressed  the  Senate 
on  the  subject  of  the  rules  of  procediu-e 
of  committees.  His  remarks  appear 
after  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Morsk's 
speech.) 

Mr.  MORSE  resumed  and  concluded 
his  speech,  which,  entire,  is  as  follows: 

THX  NKW   WILBOIf   PLAN:    CHEAP  DAKS  AMO 

xxrmam  powm 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  third  in  a  series  of  speeches  in  the 
Senate  on  the  general  subject  of  our 
natural  resources  and  how  they  are  to 
be  developed  and  preserved  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  the  people  and  not  for  a  privi- 
leged or  monopolistic  few. 

In  my  first  talk  of  this  series,  which 
can  be  found  in  the  Concbkssional  Rec- 
OBD  of  February  13.  1953 — a  Friday — I 
discussed  the  electric  power  poUcy  of 
Congress  from  the  opening  of  the  cen- 
tury to  date.  In  that  speech  I  also  dis- 
cussed the  legislative  principle  which 
Congress  has  enunciated  with  respect  to 
electric  power. 

In  my  second  speech,  which  can  be 
found  in  the  Conckessional  Record  of 
February  27,  1953 — which  by  some  odd 
chance  was  also  a  Friday — I  discussed 
the  coordinated  campaign  which  the  pri- 
vate utilities  are  employing  in  order  to 
discredit  public  power,  and  I  pointed  out 
that  these  campaigns  are  conducted  with 
the  assistance  of  funds  that  come  from 
the  bills  paid  by  the  consimiers  of 
electricity. 

BStXINO  THI  PBOPIJ'8  POWIB  PBOJKCTS 

FoT  some  time  in  Washington  and 
throughout  the  country,  there  have  been 
proposals  that  the  Federal  Government 
should  sell  its  Federal  power  projects  to 
the  private  utilities. 

Sometimes  those  who  would  raid  these 
Federal  Installations  have  been  very 
subtle :  often  they  propose  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  develop  the  power  and 
sell  it  to  the  private  utilities  at  the  bus 


bar.  Regardless  of  the  language  em- 
ployed, these  suggestions  have  identical 
aims — the  throttling,  once  and  for  all, 
of  the  effective  yardstick  of  public  gen- 
eration of  power  so  that  the  private  elec- 
tric utilities  can  have  the  monopoly  field 
all  to  themselves. 

COAMtMB  E.  WILSON'S  BliMAEIfH 

The  statement  that  the  Government 
should  sell  its  Federal  generating  facili- 
ties to  the  private  utilities  has  gone  far 
beyond  the  stage  of  mere  private  con- 
versation. There  has  been  a  definite 
suggestion  by  an  outstanding  business- 
man of  our  coxmtry  which,  if  carried  out, 
woiild  produce  that  result.  I  refer  to 
Uie  remarks  of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson, 
forffierly  the  president  of  the  General 
Electric  Co.  The  fact  that  Mr.  Wilson 
was  a  former  Director  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization has  given  a  certain  atmosphere 
of  respectability  to  his  shocking  pro- 
posal As  a  student  of  poUtics,  I  have 
been  interested  to  note  how  carefully 
and  artfully  such  astonishing  plans  are 
sprung  upon  the  American  people.  The 
private  utilities  have  not  yet  had  the  au- 
dacity to  make  such  a  proposal.  There- 
fore, it  comes  with  more  grace  to  have 
an  outstanding  industrialist  carry  the 
ball  for  them. 

Where  did  Mr.  Wilson  make  such  a 
proposal  and  exactly  what  did  he  say? 

On  September  16,  1952,  there  was  a 
luncheon  held  by  the  Commerce  and  In- 
dustry Association  of  New  York.  From 
their  literature,  we  learned  that  this 
luncheon  "opened  a  national  program 
designed  to  win  public  support  of  an  ef- 
fort to  modernize  Government  r^;ula- 
tlon  of  the  railroads." 

However,  the  above-mentioned  Mr. 
Charles  E.  Wilson  presented  an  address 
at  this  meeting  called  Big  Government 
and  Little  People. 

BIG  GOVimirKENT  AND  UTTLB  PZOPLS 

Mr.  Wilson  is  much  too  subtle  a  citi« 
zen  to  say  that  the  Government  should 
sell  its  Federal  power  projects  to  the 
private  utilities — that  would  be  a  little 
too  raw.  So,  let  us  examine  his  exact 
language: 

Our  n&tlonal  debt  today  Is  approaching 
•270  bUlion.  Suppose  we  could  cut  that  by 
about  10  percent? 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Hie  public  power  and  water  projects  and 
simUar  enterprises  that  we  have  buUt  are 
book  valued  at  approximately  10  percent  of 
our  national  debt.  They  are  sound  and  go- 
ing businesses,  and  they  are  serving  an  Im- 
portant public  need.  We  have  never  argued 
the  need — jiist  the  method.  But  they  are 
operating  under  the  big  government  con- 
cept, which  has  never  in  history  proved  It- 
self an  Intelligent  and  efdcient  operator  of 
any  business. 

We  should  not  lose  sight  of  the  impli- 
cations and  significance  of  the  words 
"and  similar  enterprises"  in  the  para- 
graph last  quoted.  They  tell  an  alarm- 
ing story,  for  as  we  shall  see.  $27  billion 
Includes  national  assets  far  in  excess  of 
the  existing  Federal  power  projects;  it 
could  include  public-housing  projects, 
the  properties  employed  in  the  atomic- 
energy  program,  and  the  facilities  of  the 
Post  OfQce  Department. 

Before  going  on  with  Mr.  Wilson's 
further  remarks,  we  should  glance 
briefly  at  what  he  has  stated  above.  In 
contrast  to  the  private  utilities  who  said 
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at  the  CNitaei  that  the  Fetteral  Govern- 
ment eoold  never  opermte  sncb  projects 
at  all.  or  suocesirfullj.  ve  find  Air.  WUsoa 
admitting  pubUcdy  that  these  Federal 
projects  ''are  aouiid  and   going  busi- 

In  contrast  to  the  private  utilities  who 
have  long  proclaimed  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  Federal  Government 
entering  this  field.  Mr.  Wilson  tells  lis 
the  truth  when  he  says: 

Tbey  are  Berving  kn  important  public  need. 

These  concessions  are  highly  signifi- 
cant for  they  demonstrate  beyond  any 
doubt  what  the  advocates  of  Federal 
power  have  always  contended,  that  the 
Federal  Government  had  the  brains  |ind 
the  ability  to  do  an  essential  big  job,  and 
to  do  it  weU. 

In  view  of  his  concession,  Mr.  Wilson 
blithely  gallops  off  in  two  directions  si- 
multaneously, which  normal  men  can- 
not '*-».  I  admire  his  prowess,  but  not 
his  iw^ic. 

8ZIXING     OUS    KATIONAI.     DAMS 

Prom  the  foregoing  generalities.  Mr. 
Wilson  now  asks  this  question: 

What  Is  wrong  wtUi  sclUnc  our  national 
dams,  generating  equipment,  and  distribu- 
tion facilities  to  the  people? 

Very  clever,  Mr.  President,  and  very 
good  political  soap  salesmanship,  of  the 
type  to  which  we  became  accustomed  in 
the  late  campaign.  There  is  still  time 
for  the  peojrie  to  whom  Mr.  Wilson  re- 
fers In  this  sales  talk  to  see  through  the 
Mg-lie  technique  which  is  fast  taking 
over  American  politics. 

Knowing  Mr.  Wilson's  rare  industrial 
understanding,  he  must  have  had  his 
tongue  in  his  cheek  when  he  asked  what 
would  be  wrong  with  a  sale  of  the  Fed- 
eral power  sites  to  the  people.  His  mis- 
givings were  demonstrated  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  very  next  sentence  follow- 
ing his  statement  of  the  question.  He 
remarked : 

Immediately  tills  will  be  attacked.  I  know. 
by  a  lot  of  thoee  people  who  will  say  that 
we  are  thereby  trying  to  give  these  facilities 
to  Wall  Street. 

But  Mr.  Wilson  assures  us  that  this  is 
not  a  fact.    He  says : 

The  potential  buyors  are  all  around  us. 
They  arc  exactly  the  millions  of  our  fellow 
Americans  we  want  to  reach,  the  same  peo- 
ple who  need  to  learn  about  and  understand 
the  true  democracy  and  strength  of  the 
American  competitive  83^tem.  They  are  the 
people  who  own  Government  bonds. 

The  soothing  words  which  Mr.  Wilson 
gives  us  should  not  lull  us  into  a  false 
sense  of  security.  He  would  have  us  be- 
lieve, apparently,  that  American  citizens 
from  all  walks  of  life — laboring  men, 
housewives,  white  collar  workers,  wid- 
ows, elderly  retired  people,  possibly 
orphans,  the  little  people  of  tJiis  coun- 
try— would  be  the  real  owners  oJ  these 
Federal  power  projects.  This  charming 
thought  has  little  to  support  it  by  way 
of  reality.  In  orda:  to  get  at  the  true 
facts  of  potential  ownership  and  opera- 
tion of  these  Federal  projects,  let  us  con- 
sider the  ownership  of  the  F^ederal  debt. 
According  to  the  July  1952  midyear  Eco« 
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nomic  Report  of  the  President,  the  fol- 
lowing is  the  estimated  ownership  of  the 
Federal  debt  as  of  January  Id5i2: 

Debt  fn 
Owners  of  FHxleral  debt:  bUMons 

Federal    ai;enclea. %i2.1 

State  and  local  governments — _       9. 7 

Commercial    banks 82. 1 

^deral  Reserve  banks 22.7 

Nonbank  corporations  and  associa- 
tions   58.  9 

IndlTMuaJs 63.  7 

ToUl 25©.  a 

Mr.  Wilson  would  have  done  the  people 
of  this  Nation  a  favor  had  he  pointed 
out  that  under  his  plsn  the  real  o-vnerj. 
and  operators  of  these  Federal  projects 
would  be  those  who  control  the  private 
utilities  of  this  country.  They  would  be 
the  financial  institutions,  insurance 
companies,  investment  trusts,  and  the 
wealthy  individuals  who  have  the  means 
to  raise  the  billions  of  dollars  with  which 
to  purchase  such  enormous  Federal  proj- 
ects. Furthermore,  if  we  recall  what  the 
Governmert  encountered  when  it  sold 
its  oil  pipelines  after  World  War  11,  we 
have  a  preview  of  what  a  bonanza  the 
promoters  would  hit  in  working  out 
such  a  sale  as  Wilson  proposes. 

THK  WILSON  PULN  BXCOMXS  KFISEMIC 

Mr.  Wilson's  proposal  appears  to  have 
been  music  to  the  ears  of  those  who 
would  join  in  taking  from  the  people  of 
this  country  assets  which  were  acquired 
through  years  of  planninc  and  building. 
Not  long  after  Mr.  Wilson  talked  to  the 
industry  group  in  New  York,  Mr.  David 
Lawrences  U.  &  News  k  World  Report 
came  out  with  an  article  in  the  Septem- 
ber 26.  1952.  issue  entitled  "How  To  End 
Socialism  in  the  United  States."  An 
early  paragraph  of  this  article  contained 
the  loaded  statement: 

A  plan  Is  being  offered  to  denationalize 
that  part  of  Industry  In  this  country  that 
now  Is  socialized.  That  plan  will  be  ex- 
plored, and  may  get  a  try.  If  Republicans 
eontrol  the  White  House  and  Congress  after 
next  January  20. 

Mr.  President,  this  constant  repetition 
of  a  falsehood,  this  constant  driving 
away.  In  rhythmical  fashion,  at  public 
opinion,  this  great  fallacy  about  public 
power  being  "creeping  socialism" — a  sub- 
ject which  I  discussed  in  my  previous 
speech  on  natural  resources — is  having 
some  effect  on  the  country.  However.  I 
wish  to  suggest  to  the  users  of  that 
slogan — and  much  of  this  Wilson  plan  is 
based  on  It — that  they  should  watch  out 
for  the  swing  of  resentment  In  Amer- 
ican public  opinion.  Once  Americans 
come  to  wake  up  to  the  fact,  as  they  will, 
that  big  business  Is  trying  to  sell  them 
political  soap.  It  win  be  the  liberals.  Mr. 
President,  who  will  be  exercising  the  in- 
fluence to  hold  the  American  people 
where  they  must  stay — which  Is  In  the 
middle  of  the  road.  Tvlth  a  cooperative 
program  between  Government  and  busi- 
ness, whereby  the  Government  partici- 
pates in  the  economy  only  to  the  extent 
it  becomes  necessary  to  do  for  the  people 
what  needs  to  be  done,  but  what  they 
cannot  do  or  do  so  well  for  themselves. 

Mr.  President^  that  is  liberal  philoso- 
phy. We  must  apply  it  project  by  proj- 
ect, and  meet  the  exploiters  as  they  come 


along  with  their  various  proposals  to 
raid  the  economic  interests  of  the  people 
by  such  schemes  as  Wilion  is  proposing, 
which  contemplate  selling  to  private  in- 
terests the  people's  pow^  iMrojects.  Gov- 
ernment operation  ot  which.  I  say,  must 
continue  if  the  people  are  to  be  protected 
from  the  exploitation  of  moikCHMlistic 
enterprise  which  is  coming  to  charac- 
terise the  private  utilities  of  America. 

The  fuU  potenUalities  of  Mr.  Wilson's 
proposal  are  revealed  in  the  following  ex- 
cerpts from  the  same  article: 

Now  comes  Charles  E.  Wilson,  former  De- 
fense ICobUlser.  farmer  president  of  Oeneral 
Ilectrlc  Co..  wartime  {Ux^ducUon  boas,  with 
a  proposal  to  denationalize  the  Governnients 
huge  Investment  in  the  eleetrlc-power  in- 
dustry and  other  enterprises.  He  would  sell 
to  private  Investors  the  great  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  system,  the  Columbia  River 
development.  Hoover  Dam.  and  other  electric- 
power  projects. 

Mr.  President,  would  that  there  could 
be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  after- 
noon that  great  liberal  to  whom  I  am 
dedicating  this  series  of  speeches  on  nat- 
ural resources — the  great  George  Nor- 
ris.  of  Nebra&ka.  the  father  of  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority,  the  man  who 
for  months  and  years  fought  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  as  liberals  have  found 
it  necessary  to  do  so  many  times  in  de- 
fense of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
Would  that  he  were  alive  to  read  a  se- 
rious proposal  to  take  away  from  all 
the  American  people,  by  means  of  a 
so-called  sale,  the  people's  interest  in 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

I  read  further  from  the  article: 

other  suggestions  are  being  made  for  get- 
ting  the  Government  ont  of  buslnea*.  Sen- 
ator HoMxa  FmeiTsoK.  Republican,  of  Mich- 
igan, Introduced  in  the  last  Congresa  a  t>Ul 
to  study  an  Federal  programa  and  projects 
to  find  out  how  many  could  be  turned  over 
tm  State  and  local  governments  or  to  pri- 
vate Orms.  The  CouncU  of  State  Chambers 
of  Commerce  supports  the  Fergtison  plan 
and  suggests  that  the  Post  Ofllce  might  be 
better  operated  under  private  managers. 
The  Atomic  Bnergy  Commlsalon  holds  that 
the  Oovernntent  monopoly  in  this  field  should 
be  relinquished  In  order  to  realise  all  pos- 
sible beuehu  from  peaceful  developments 
of  atomic  energy. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Denationalization  of  Government  indus- 
try probably  would  not  bring  as  much  aa 
Mr.  Wilson  estimates,  but  It  would  be  sub- 
stantial. The  Government  does  not  carry 
any  precise  estimate  of  the  value  of  Its 
business  properties,  but  Indications  are  that 
they  are  worth  around  tI4  blUton. 

Eectrlc-power  projects,  which  Kr.  WUaon 
cites  as  especlaUy  salable,  are  valtJCd  by 
the  Government  at  around  91.7  blilion.  This 
estimate  Is  reached  by  valuing  Interior  De- 
partment holdings  on  the  same  basis  that 
TVA  appraises  Its  electric-power  property. 
TVA  plants  are  carried  on  the  books  at  $700 
million.  That  makes  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment holdlnga.  which  have  a  larger  ciHMclty, 
worth  about  $1  bllhon. 

Sale  of  these  properties,  however,  might 
net  more  than  $1.7  billion.  Private  utiUtiea 
are  valued  at  an  average  of  $300  per  kilo- 
watt of  installed  capacity.  On  that  basis. 
Government  plants,  with  a  capacity  of  8.1 
million  kilowatts,  would  bring  around  $2.5 
billion. 

Equally  Important  from  the  Wilson  view- 
point U  the  prospect  that  the  sale  would 
return  the  electric  Industry  to  private  >«f~«» 
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I  am  still  quoting  from  the  article 
about  Mr.  Wilson: 

The  Govemnnent  aliio  owns  abont  $U  bil- 
lion worth  of  hovising  and  community  fa- 
clUtles.  Moch  of  thii  property  Is  connected 
with  defense  project! ,  such  as  the  atomic 
clUes  at  Los  Alamos.  N.  ilex..  Oak  Ridge, 
Tenn..  and  Hanford.  Wash.  A  few  prop- 
erties, however.  CQmp?te  with  private  own- 
ers. The  Governmert  probably  could  re- 
lease most  of  this  pn>perty  for  sale  to  pri- 
vate owners. 

The  Post  OfBee  la  tl:«  country's  oldest  azul 
most  extensive  socialized  enterprise.  This 
agency  seldom  Is  clUd  as  a  candidate  for 
sale  to  private  operators,  but  the  State  cham- 
bers of  commerce  hold  that  the  Post  Office 
should  not  be  overloolred  in  any  program  for 
dlspoelng  of  Government-owned  buslnessea. 

An  organization  designated  as  the 
Council  of  State  ChiLmbers  of  Commerce 
promptly  waxed  er.thusiastic  over  the 
.'^ame  prt>gram.  Under  date  of  October 
7,  1952.  it  circulated  a  memorandum 
from  its  research  oSlce  in  Washington 
staling: 

It  Is  pleasing  to  ha^e  one  of  our  research 
Etudles  cited  in  a  nnagaalne  of  the  importance 
of  U.  S.  News  &  World  Report,  but  It  Is  more 
significant  to  see  that  the  Idea  of  getting 
Uncle  Sam  out  of  the  proper  fields  of  busi- 
ness enterprise  is  beginning  to  lake  hold. 

In  the  belief  that  th«!  attached  article  from 
U  S  News  a  World  Bejiort  offers  encouraging 
news,  we  are  glad  to  atJid  along  thla  reprint. 

Mr.  President,  on  November  5.  1962. 
a  publication  called  Pathfinder  also  en- 
thusiastically endorsed  Mr.  Wilson's  pro- 
posal. This  magazine  Informed  the 
public  that  Mr.  Wilson  "suggested  turn- 
ing over  all  Government -owned  enter- 
prises— rubber  plants,  power  plants  and 
distribution  hnes,  and  atomic-energy 
plants — to  free  ente«-prlsc." 

Some  of  our  elected  representatives 
in  Congress  have  likewise  been  diligent 
in  supporting,  dfrectiy  or  ftidlrectly.  this 
proposal  to  empty  Uncle  Sam's  pockets. 

For  example.  8.  108,  of  the  83d  Con- 
press,  would  promot?  economy  and  effi- 
ciency In  the  Federal  Government  by 
following  certain  courses  of  action,  some 
of  which  are  entirely  laudable,  but 
tucked  away  in  this  proposed  statement 
of  congressional  polhry  are  "sleeper"  pro- 
visions, such  as  the  following : 

Section  1.  subsections  (6)  and  (7): 

(6)  Eliminating  services,  functions,  and 
activities  more  properly  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  State  and  louii  governments. 

(7)  Eliminating  nonessential  services. 
functions,  and  activities  which  are  com- 
petiUve   with   private  enterprise. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  reasons  why 
I  was  never  a  New  Dealer  and  one  of  the 
reasons  why  I  have  .-itood  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  have  criticized  certain 
pieces  of  what  I  call  New  Deal  legislation 
was  that  they  had  embedded  in  them  just 
such  "sleeper"  clauses  as  the  ones  I 
have  just  read  from  that  proposed  piece 
of  Republican -sponsored  legislation — a 
piece  of  legislation  which  uses  very  broad 
terms.  Similarly  broad  terms  In  past 
legislation  have  giVen  rise  to  the- danger 
of  the  exercise  of  citpricious  discretion- 
ary power. 

Mr.  President,  im»far  as  big  govern- 
ment is  concerned,  the  danger  in  the 
United  States  is  not  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  for  the  people  what  they 
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cannot  do  for  themselves  or  what  they 
cannot  do  so  well  for  themselves,  in  the 
case  of  something  that  needs  to  be  done; 
but  the  danger  is  that  there  will  be  a 
failure  to  be  true  to  the  checks-and-bal- 
ances  system  of  our  Government.  This 
potentiality  is  inherent  in  legislation 
wliich  contains  broad  grants  of  power 
without  defined  limits  and  standards. 

6o.  Mr.  President.  I  say  that,  when 
carried  out  to  their  fullest  extent,  these 
policy  statements  could  be  employed  as 
the  hangman's  trap  through  which  sev- 
eT&l  generations  of  public  power  facili- 
ties could  be  sent  to  oblivion. 

In  the  House  some  very  amazing  pro- 
posals have  been  made  in  an  endeavor  to 
accomplish  the  same  result.  Outstand- 
ing illustrations  are  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 12,  Introduced  on  the  opening  day 
of  the  83d  Congress,  and  House  Joint 
Resolution  184,  of  February  12,  1953. 

HOW    Wn^OK'E    PL4M    WOULD    WOKK 

Mr.  President,  let  us  go  on  with  this 
unique  Wilson  proposal  and  see  how  his 

plan  would  work.  Here  are  Mr.  Wilson's 
exact  words: 

Under  this  plan,  bonds  could  be  exchanged 
for  shares  of  stock  in  the  new  companies 
to  spring  from  the  presently  Government- 
owned  plants. 

Obviously.  Mr.  Wilson  refers  to  Federal 
Government  bonds. 

In  short,  here  would  be  a  bonanza  for 
the  security  jugglers  who  could  build  new 
financial  empires  from  the  profit  that 
could  be  obtained  in  selling  these  price- 
less Government  projects  that  belong  to 
all  the  people,  and  which  really  should  be 
left  as  a  heritage  and  a  legacy  for  the 
American  boys  and  girls  who  are  to  come 
on  the  American  scene  in  futtire  cen- 
turies. 

TAXBS 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  we  would  ex- 
pect Mr.  Wilson  to  bring  in  "the  old  one" 
about  taxes — tax-free  power  and  water 
projects,  as  he  calls  them.  Sure  enough, 
he  does  so  in  these  words: 

Instead  of  tax-free  power  and  water  proj- 
ects, the  new  companies  would  pay  taxes 
approximating  a  billion  yearly. 

This  misrepresentation — and  misrep- 
resentation it  is — has  been  repeated  so 
consistently  and  so  often  that  I  believe 
the  perpetrators  of  this  fraud  are  now 
beginning  to  beUeve  it  themselves. 

In  the  first  place,  many  projects  like 
TVA  now  pay  to  local,  county,  and  State 
governmoits,  sums,  in  lieu  of  taxes,  that 
are  several  times  the  amounts  that  were 
paid  previously  when  the  private  utili- 
ties were  in  the  same  area. 

As  an  example.  In  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1952.  such  payments  in  lieu 
of  taxes  to  7  States  and  135  counties  in 
the  TVA  area  totaled  $3,036,207;  and. 
during  the  same  period,  municipal  power 
boards  and  cooperative  associations 
which  distribute  TVA  power  paid  prop- 
erty taxes  amounting  to  $4,333,240,  for 
a  total  at  $7,369,447. 

This  total  was  $4,135,655  In  excess  of 
the  property  taxes  formerly  paid  in  a 
ctnnparable  period  on  all  reservoir  lands 
and  power-producing  and  distribution 
pn«)erty  under  private  ownership.  These 


facts  are  matters  of  common  knowledge ; 

Mr.  Wilson  should  be  fully  acquainted 
with  them;  and  he  cannot  square  with 
Etny  code  of  intellectual  ethics  such  a 
misrepresentation  of  the  facts  to  the 
American  people. 

Moreover,  the  vastly  lowered  power 
rates  of  Federal  power  projects  have 
stimulated  business  and  industry  to  a 
great  extent.  These  areas  now  receive 
overall  taxes  from  property,  income. 
sales,  and  the  wide  variety  of  local  taxes 
that  are  many,  many  times  greater  than 
the  taxes  that  were  paid  by  private  utili- 
ties. Likewise,  they  are  vastly  more  than 
the  taxes  that  could  be  paid  by  private 
utilities,  if  such  industries  did  not  have 
the  low  electric  rates  made  possible  by 
Federal  power  generation.  And  Mr.  Wil- 
son, as  an  industrialist,  knows  that  fact, 
too. 

Nor  do  they  mention  the  wide  portions 
of  the  area  surrounding  such  Federal 
projects  that  suddenly  become  useful 
farm  land,  home,  factc«7.  and  industrial 
sites,  which  also  pay  vast  sums  of  taxes 
to  the  State  and  local  treasuries.  No, 
vmder  the  private  utility  in-opaganda 
campaign,  all  these  proven  facts  are 
completely  ignored. 

WBAT  THIS  MKSHS  TO  AMXKICA 

Let  us  strip  Mr.  Wilson's  proposal  of 
all  its  fancy  language  and  ask  ourselves : 
"Exactly  what  does  this  mean  to  the 
great  majority  of  little  people  in  this 
country?" 

In  the  simplest  possible  language,  this 
fantastic  jjroposal  to  transfer  ownership 
of  F>ederal  power  plants  to  those  who 
own  the  larivate  utilities  is  the  most  ef- 
fective means  they  have  yet  devised  to 
halt  the  future  progress  of  the  United 
States. 

In  my  earlier  speeches.  I  p(rinted  out 
that  the  history  of  the  elevation  of  the 
United  States  from  a  minor  nation  to 
that  of  world  leadership  has  followed 
closely  upon  the  stimulus  to  industry  re- 
sulting from  the  development  of  the  vast 
power  resources  of  the  country.  If  we 
did  not  have  the  essential  electric  power 
Uiat  was  supplied  by  Federal  dams  dur- 
ing the  last  world  war  to  make  the  ad- 
ditional aliuninum,  and  fabricate  the 
other  products  that  were  so  essential  to 
winning  the  war,  our  problems  would 
have  been  vastly  more  difficult.  At  that 
time,  no  one  questioned  the  worth  of 
these  Federal  projects,  nor  did  anyone 
question  the  vital  role  they  were  playing 
in  winning  that  global  war.  Only  when 
the  conflict  has  ended  successfully  do 
they  have  the  temerity  to  say  Uiat  these 
priceless  natural  resources  of  the  people 
should  be  deeded  away  for  all  time. 

Let  us  see  how  this  fantastic  private 
utihties'  proposal  to  transfer  the  Federal 
power  plants — this  raid  on  the  Common- 
wealth— would  wcHTk  in  actual  practice — 
exactly  what  it  would  mean  and  cost  the 
American  iteapie.  In  order  to  do  so,  I 
would  like  to  take  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation of  the  Department  of  Interior  as 
a  challenging  example. 
wn.80lT  "Fuwv"  arvsc'r  vrcm  thx  wukeatt  of 

Rrst  let  us  consider  the  capacity  of  all 
Federal  power  plants  in  kilowatts  as  of 


i' ft- 


2160 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  20 


\' 


R 

■' 

9'. 

IHi4  I                \ 

W 

W\\ 

■fL 


;  ;' 


June  30,  1952.    These  are  all  the  hydro- 
electric projects: 

KilowatU 

U.  8.  Bureau  of  Reclamation *  4, 181,  300 

Tenneuee  Valley  Auttaorlty  (esti- 
mated.   Including    steaia-gen- 

eratlng  power) 3,165.850 

Bxireau  of  Indian  Affairs 22,  080 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (mar- 
keted by) : 

Southwestern  Power  Adminis- 
tration  _         157.000 

Southeast  Power  Administra- 
tion  425,  800 

Bonneville  Power  Administra- 
tion   618.  400 

U.  S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation 86,  000 

Subtotal.. 1, 188.  000 

Total 8,  555,  iZO 

*  A  portion  of  this  capacity  is  marketed  by 
Bonneville  Power  Administration. 

It  Is  important  ta  keep  these  facts  in 
mind  because  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion now  has-  nearly  one- half  of  all  the 
hydrogenerating  capacity  and  approxi- 
mately one-quarter  of  the  total  generat- 
ing capacity  in  the  area  in  which  it  op- 
erates. If  its  program  continues  along 
the  forecasted  course,  in  1975  it  will  still 
be  providing  approximately  the  sfune 
portion  of  the  power  of  the  West.  This 
reclamation  program  in  turn  currently 
accoimts  for  half  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's power  activities,  although  recla- 
mation operations  are  restricted  by  law 
to  the  17  Western  States. 

rowm  COSTS  Am  bkvknupi 

As  of  December  31.  1952,  there  were 
4.609.927    kilowatts    of    actual    hydro- 
electric-generating capacity  existing  in 
plants  on  United  States  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation projects,  or  plants  whose  out- 
put was  marketed  through  reclamation. 
Many  of  these  plants  were  not  complete. 
The  total  ultimate  capacity  of  reclama- 
tion plants  operating,  under  construc- 
tion, or  authorized  as  of  December  31. 
1952,  was  scheduled  at  7,796,877  kilo- 
watts.   These  plants  were  elements  in  19 
reclamation  multiple-purpose  projects. 
Of  these  19  projects,  the  total  ulti- 
mate construction  costs  were  estimated 
in  December  1952  at  $7,778,791,411.    Of 
this  total  cost,  the  portion  tentatively  al- 
located as  the  cost  of  producing  com- 
mercial power  amounted  to  $1,619,775,- 
851,  and   the  portion  tentatively  allo- 
cated as  the  cost  of  irrigation  features 
was    $3,834,362,994.      Remaining    costs 
were  allocated  to  navigation,  flood  con- 
trol, municipal  water,  and  other  costs. 
The  cost  of  the   power  facilities  of 
these  projects  is  to  be  repaid  with  3 
percent  interest  from  power  revenues. 
In  addition,  power  revenues  are  to  re- 
pay $2,489,558,478  of  the  irrigation  costs 
and  $81,531,058  of  the  other  costs. 

The  latter  fljure  includes  such  items 
as  river  regulation  on  the  Columbia  Ba- 
sin project  and  the  provision  of  power 
facilities  reserved  for  future  use  on  the 
Central  Valley  project. 

The  importance  of  the  foregoing  facts 
is  that  the  power  revenues  are  relied 
upon  for  the  repayment  of  $4,190,710,- 
409  of  the  total  $7,776,791,411  program, 
or  slightly  more  than  half.  They  are  to 
repay  $2,489,558,478  of  the  $3,834,862.- 
994  irrigation  program,  or  approximately 
two- thirds. 


ncFocTAifCx  or  ixTOfrm  dxsivd  noM  pown 

These  figures  reveal  the  dependence 
of  the  entire  reclamation  program  upon 
revenues  derived  from  the  power  facili- 
ties of  reclamation. 

The  easier,  less  expensive  Irrigation 
developments  have  already  been  built, 
and  only  the  more  complex  and  expen- 
sive ones  remain.  Thus  the  irrigation 
water  users  will  generally  be  less  able  in 
the  future  than  in  the  past  to  defray  the 
full  costs  of  remaining  developments. 
Therefore  the  continued  expansion  of 
vital  irrigation  undertakings  will  rely 
to  an  even  greater  degree  upon  power 
revenues. 

KZPKSixNcx  or  Bzcnrr  ozvcLOPMnrrB 

This  prediction  is  borne  out  by  the 
experience  of  modem  developments  in 
contrast_to  earlier  ones.  On  the  $754,- 
476,000  Columbia  Basin  project,  for  ex- 
ample, the  power  cost  allocation  is  only 
$158,404,633,  but  power  revenues  are  re- 
lied on  for  repayment  of  $649,571,560, 
or  more  than  85  percent  of  the  total 
costs. 

Likewise  these  power  revenues  are  re- 
lied on  for  the  repayment  of  $450,561,- 
947,  or  some  83  percent,  of  the  $538,026,- 
947  cost  allocated  to  irrigation.  On 
reclamation's  $5,400,429,000  portion  of 
the  Missouri  River  Basin  project,  the 
power  cost  allocation  \&  $736,337,000,  but 
power  revenues  are  to  repay  $2,633,718,- 
000,  or  about  half  the  total,  and  to  re- 
pay $1,816,829,000,  or  about  two-thirds, 
of  the  $2,745,880,000  irrigation  cost. 

On  the  $164,131,000  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project,  the  power  cost  alloca- 
tion is  $63,224,000,  but  power  revenues 
are  to  repay  $133,691,000,  or  more  than 
three-fourths  of  the  total  cost,  and  $70,- 
467.000,  or  about  70  percent,  of  the 
$99,356,000  cost  allocated  to  irrigation. 

In  contrast,  on  the  Minidoka,  Idaho, 
project — begun  in  1904 — power  revenues 
will  repay  about  one-fourteenth  of  the 
total  costs  and  only  about  one-seventh  of 
irrigation  costs. 

On  the  Yuma  project — 1905 — about 
one-tenth  of  the  total  costs  and  one- 
twenty-fifth  of  the  irrigation  costs  will 
be  paid  for  by  power  revenues. 

On  the  Shoshone,  Wyo.,  project — 
1904 — the  figures  are  about  one-forty- 
seventh  of  the  total  costs  and  one- 
twenty-eighth  of  the  irrigation  costs. 

On  the  Riverton.  Wyo..  project — 1920 — 
the  power  revenues  will  repay  about 
one-thirty-third  of  the  total  costs  and 
one-eighty-seventh  of  the  irrigation 
costs. 

FaOJXCTID   BXCLAMATION   POWEX   COSTS 

The  7,'f&6,877  kilowatts  of  reclamation 
capacity  existing  or  under  way  thus  will 
be  derived  from  a  total  allocated  con- 
struction cost  of  $1,619,775,851.  The 
power  features,  however,  are  but  inci- 
dentals in  large  multiple-purpose  de- 
velopments whose  total  cost  will  be 
$7,776,791,411. 

It  is  extremely  doubtful,  however,  that 
more  than  a  small  fraction  of  the  elec- 
tric power  capacity  could  be  developed 
without  construction  of  the  full,  large 
development.  Single-purpose  power 
dams  proposed  from  time  to  time  as  al- 
ternatives to  multiple-purpose  reclama- 
tion dams — e.  g.,  on  the  Colorado  River 
Instead  of  Hoover  Dam,  Tennessee  River 
instead  of  TVA  dams,  and  on  the  Snake 


In  place  of  the  proposed  Hells  Canyon 
Dam — have  promised — mark  this.  Mr. 
President — only  from  a  third  to  a  half 
of  the  capacity  of  the  higher  dams.  One 
will  note  the  approach  of  these  monopo- 
lists. 

They  could  not  build  the  multiple- 
purpose  dams  in  the  first  instance. 
There  can  be  no  successful  contradiction 
of  what  I  am  now  about  to  say.  Mr. 
President.  The  Tennessee  Valley  Dam. 
the  Hoover  Dam,  Grand  Coulee,  Bonne- 
ville, Hungry  Horse,  and  the  other  mul- 
tiple-purpose dams  would  never  have 
been  built  by  private  industry. 

In  most  of  these  areas  private  utili- 
ties were  not  beginning  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  people  in  the  remote  areas 
for  the  light  of  electricity.  We  would 
not  have  had  these  dams  as  great  de- 
fense weapons  in  World  War  n.  had  we 
relied  on  Wilson  and  the  other  blg-busi- 
ness  spokesmen  of  today  who  are  seek- 
ing to  deal  the  American  people  out  of  a 
precious  heritage.  You  and  I,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, and  approximately  100.000.000 
other  persons,  paid  for  them.  Watch 
the  manipulators  try  to  get  them  now 
for  as  little  as  they  may  have  to  pay 
for  them. 

I  believe  the  American  people  will  see 
through  this  scheme  before  it  is  too  late. 
The  American  people  will  soon  realize, 
if  they  do  not  realize  now,  based  upon 
the  kind  of  projects  the  private  utilities 
constructed,  that  if  they  had  relied  on 
the  private  utilities  to  meet  the  power 
needs  of  the  day  they  would  have  had 
provided  from  one-third  to  one-half  the 
power  which  is  now  available. 

Talk  about  creeping  socialism.  Mr. 
President,  let  me  say  that  the  coopera- 
tive program  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  the  people  in  the  areas 
where  these  projects  have  been  built 
has  been  one  of  the  greatest  boons  to  the 
development  of  new  business,  new  in- 
dustry, and  private  enterprise  wherever 
a  multipurpose  dam  has  been  con- 
structed. 

There  is  a  situation  on  the  Snake 
River  which  I  shall  discuss  in  2  or  3 
weeks  at  considerable  length.  There 
the  Idaho  Power  Co.  is  seeking  to  obtain 
permission  to  construct  five  low -head 
dams  and  thus  prevent  for  all  time  the 
building  of  the  great  Hells  Canyon  Dam 
on  the  Snake  River.  If  they  "get  by" 
with  it,  Mr.  President,  they  will  cheat  the 
American  people  out  of  great  quantities 
of  kilowatt  potential  which  should  be 
preserved  for  future  generations  of 
Americans  by  the  construction  of  the 
Hells  Canyon  Dam.  It  should  be  pre- 
vented by  serving  clear  notice  on  the 
Idaho  Power  Co.  that  it  is  not  going  to 
be  allowed  to  gain  monopolistic  control 
over  the  peoples  interest  in  the  Snake 
River. 

That  is  the  Issue.  Oh.  I  would,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  had  the  ability,  I  would 
that  I  had  the  knowledge,  I  would  that 
I  had  the  persuasive  qualities  of  the  great 
Norris,  so  that  I  might  do  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  in  the  months  immedi- 
ately ahead,  what  he  so  heroically  did 
when,  during  his  years  of  fighting  for 
the  people's  interest  in  the  NaUon's  nat- 
ural resources,  he  stopped  in  their  tracks 
persons  who  sought  for  predatory  pur- 
poses to  exploit  those  resources  of 
America. 
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If  a  sufllclent  number  of  my  liberal 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  will  join  me  in 
the  months  ahead,  I  think,  combined,  we 
might  begin  to  approach  the  >ob  that 
Norris  did.  and  once  again  stop  the  ex- 
ploiters in  their  tracks  as  they  start  their 
raid  on  the  natural  resoaroes  of  the  Na- 
tion. 

That  is  exactly  what  this  Charley  Wil- 
son proposal  is:  it  is  a  raid  on  the  eco- 
nomic interests  at  the  American  people. 

IMPOKTAIfCT    or   POWn    BimTOKS    TO    THS 


However,  costs  are  not  the  only  meas- 
ure of  the  value  of  reclamation  power  in- 
stallations to  the  Qovemment  nor  to  the 
people  served  by  the  projects.  As  has 
been  shown,  reclamation  power  revenues 
are  vital  to  the  operation  of  the  multiple- 
purpose  projects  and  to  all  the  func- 
tions and  Interest  served  by  these  proj- 
ects. If  they  are  deprived  of  the  povier 
revenues,  the  Government  or  the  project 
managers  would  have  to  find  an  alter- 
native source  of  inc<Mne.  Therefore,  any 
estimate  of  the  value  of  the  power  facili- 
ties should  take  into  consideration  the 
capital  value  of  the  revenues, 

KICXAICATION    XNmCT    SALES 

Now  let  us  get  down  to  basic  facts  and 
see  how  much  electricity  Reclamation 
sold  last  year  and  what  it  is  likely  to  do 
in  the  future: 

In  the  fiscal  year  1951— July  1.  1951- 
June  30,  1952 — the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion energy  sales  amounted  to  25.332,- 
204.310  kilowatt-hours  and  yielded  an 
income  of  $43,310,035.  It  is  estimated 
that  by  1975,  Reclamation  will  be  pro- 
ducing 108  billion  kllowatt-bours  a  year 
from  an  installed  capacity  of  18.970,00© 
kilowatts.  On  the  t>a8i8  of  the  1952 
ratio,  the  yearly  income  will  be  $184,680,- 
000.  Assuming  a  total  ultimate  recla- 
mation developnjent  of  15  ralDion  kilo- 
watts to  50  million  kilowatts,  annual 
sales  hi  the  future  may  be  estimated  at 
142.326,000.000  kilowatt-hours  to  284,- 
650,000.000  kilowatt-hours,  and  annual 
revenues,  at  $243,375,750  to  $486,751,500. 

WHAT    BALE    OF    POWn    rAdUmS    ICXAKS 

Now  the  question  we  have  to  ask  our- 
selves is  what  would  it  cost  the  Federal 
Government  if  it  disposes  of  its  power 
facihUes  in  the  case  of  Mat  Bureau  of 
Reclamation 

If  the  above  income  figures  are  cap- 
italised at  3  percent,  the  investments  re- 
quired to  replace  needed  incomes  that 
would  be  kKt  through  severance  of  power 
faciliUes  would  amount  to  $1,443,661333 
if  the  reclamatten  procram  were  In- 
stantly stopped  at  its  present  level: 
$6,156,000,000  if  the  reclamation  pro- 
gram were  brought  to  a  halt  in  1975.  and 
from  $8,112,525,000  to  $16,325,050,000  if 
construction  of  multiple-purpose  proj- 
ects were  to  continue  on  present  prin- 
ciples until  the  West's  hydro  potential 
were  fully  developed. 

We  need  to  go  forward  with  It,  Mr. 
President,  not  to  stop  it.  That  amount, 
Mr.  President.  Is  not  chicken  feed.  The 
American  people  have  a  trenoendous  in- 
terest in  the  problem. 


pie-purpose  undertakings,  loss  of  power 
facilities  would  also  compel  the  Oovem- 
ment  or  project-operating  agency  to 
purchase  power  needed  m  project  opera- 
tions and  now  imjvided  by  the  projects 
themselves. 

The  Central  Valley  project,  for  exam- 
ple, at  present  consumes  apFKtJxiraately 
one-fourth  of  all  power  generated  on  the 
project. 

If  that  project  Is  carried  oat  to  its 
ultimate  planned  develcnnnent.  it  will  aa 
completion  still  be  using  one-fourth  of 
all  the  power  it  produces. 

Similarly,  6  of  the  18  giant  generators 
at  Grand  Coulee  Dam  are  connected  for 
use  in  operating  the  Colimbia  Basin 
project,  though  not  ail  of  them  will  be 
so  used  at  all  times. 

COSTS  or  rvuauBam  rown 

In  the  fiscal  year  1951,  of  Reclama- 
tion's net  total  generation  of  26.065,609,- 
702  kilowatt-hours,  14,302,474.754  kilo- 
watt-hours, or  about  54  percent,  went  to 
other  Federal  utilities  or  interdepart- 
mental use  such  as  irrigation,  pumping, 
and  AEC  projects.  If  this  power  had 
had  to  be  purchased  at  5  mills — a  very 
good  rate — the  cost  would  have  been 
$71,512,373. 

That  is  what  it  earned  for  the  people; 
that  was  the  people's  weaKh.  It  con- 
stituted a  huge  benefit  for  the  people. 
Is  it  creeping  socialism.  Mr.  President,  to 
assure  a  free  people  working  with  their 
Government  those  benefits,  or  must  we 
allow  some  monopoly  to  get  a  rakeoff? 

I  say  to  the  American  people  on  this 
point.  "Do  not  ever  forget  that  when 
you  are  dealing  with  the  generation  and 
distribution  of  electric  power  you  are 
dealing  with  a  monopoly.  A  monopoly 
Is  not  a  free  enterprise."  What  the 
monopolists  want  is  a  rakeoff  from  the 
people's  projects  now  generating  power 
to  the  tune  of  some  $70  million. 

The  word  "shakedown"  is  as  appro- 
priate as  the  word  "rakeoff."  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, for  what  these  selfish  interests 
want  in  this  proposal  is  to  gain  control 
of  the  great  public  power  dams  built  by 
the  taxpayers'  money. 

COST  or  OPBKATIKC  KXCBSAKT  VTIAI.  POWER 

Applying  the  same  percentage,  we  may 
estimate  that  in  I960. 30,402.000,000  kilo- 
watt hours  of  Reclamation's  total  gen- 
eration of  56.300.000.000  kUowatt  hours 
would  be  used  federally  at  the  same  low 
rate  of  5  miUs;  this  would  cost  $152,010.- 
000.  In-  1975,  58.320.000,000  kilowatt 
hours  of  the  total  output  of  108,000.000.- 
000  kilowatt  hours  would  be  used  fed- 
erally and  at  5  mills;  this  would  cost 
$291,600,000. 

CAPITALIZINC   COSTS 

Capitalising  at  3  percent,  the  value 
of  Reclamation's  power  facilities  to  the 
Federal  Government  as  a  source  of  fed- 
erally used  power  may  be  computed  at 
$33«3J745.792  if  Federal  use  of  power 
were  to  stop  imnMdiately  at  its  present 
level;  $5,067,000,000  if  Federal  consump- 
tion of  powo-  were  to  expand  at  expected 
rates  untU  1960  and  then  freeie;  $9,720.- 
000,000  if  Federal  consumption  of  power 
were  to  level  off  at  the  rate  expected  in 
1975. 


In  addition  to  finding  other  sources  of 
Income  for  repaying  costs  allocated  to 
irrigation  and  other  purposes  of  multi- 


Undoubtedly,  other  costs  woold  be  In- 
curred Iv  the  Govemm«at  or  project 


iterators  if  the  power  system  were  dis- 
posed d.  The  water  supply  of  the  sys- 
tem in  such  event  presumably  would  be 
controlled  by  the  power  utihty,  and  the 
project  would  have  to  provide  other  dams 
or  regulatory  works  below  the  power 
plant  to  assure  control  of  water  fiow  for 
its  irrigatitm  and  other  purposes.  In 
some  cases,  provision  of  an  alternative 
water  supply  for  standby  purposes,  per- 
haps from  underground  sources,  might 
be  necessary. 

Any  curtailment  of  the  irrigation  pro- 
gram would  result  in  considerable  an- 
nual tax  losses  from  wealth  which  might 
result  from  it.  The  size  of  the  loss  is 
indicated  by  the  fact  that  Federal  taxes 
yielded  from  currently  operating  recla- 
mation projects  amount  to  approximate- 
ly the  same  as  the  cumulative  total  ap- 
propriations tor  reclamation,  or  alXKit 
twice  the  total  spent  on  the  projects  al- 
ready brought  to  crop-yielding  develop- 
ment. Yet,  the  Federal  Income-tax  law 
has  been  in  effect  only  since  1918. 

Ac  a  later  date.  In  a  separate  address. 
I  shall  discuss  the  whole  problem  of  irri- 
gation as  related  to  the  conservation  of 
our  natural  resources.  Suffice  it  to  say 
that  today  I  desire  (mly  to  menti<m  that 
if  the  devek>ixnent  of  the  kilowatt  po- 
tentials of  our  streams  is  left  to  private 
utilities,  it  will  be  d(me  at  the  expense  of 
irrigation  derdopment.  Private  utihties 
have  never  been,  to  any  great  degree,  ac- 
tive in  Irrigation  development.  But 
there  is  a  national  interest  in  irrigation 
develc^maent.  In  the  address  I  diall 
make  some  weeks  hence,  which  wiH  go 
Into  detail  on  the  entire  question  of  the 
relaticmship  of  irrigation  development 
to  the  maintenance  of  a  higher  stand- 
ard of  hving  for  American  boys  and 
girls  a  himdred  years  from  now.  I  shall 
point  out  that  when  the  time  comes  to 
build  the  electric  power-generating  proj- 
ects in  our  gen^ation,  we  had  better 
think  in  tarns  of  a  food  supply  100.  300. 
and  300  years  from  now.  If  anyone  will 
take  the  time  to  read  the  writings  of 
pc^nilation  experts,  he  will  not.  at  the 
oonchKion  of  such  a  reading,  feel  at  ease 
about  the  food  potentials  of  America  300 
years  from  now.  So  I  say  that  a  part  of 
the  national  mteresi.  a  part  of  the  In- 
terest of  160  million  people  in  Federal 
power  projects,  is  directly  related  to  the 
problem  of  maintaining  an  adequate 
food  supply  for  the  American  people  in 
the  generations  ahead. 

I,  for  one,  am  not  going  to  leave  be- 
hind me  a  record  in  the  United  States 
Senate  f<M-  future  generations  to  read, 
that  I  at  any  time  favored  turning  ivrvt 
the  great  sites  still  remaining  f  w  the  de- 
velopBtent  of  the  maximmn  potential  of 
electric  power  in  the  streams  of  our 
country,  to  K»-ivate  utilities,  which  oia  the 
record  have  shown  that  they  have  never 
been  particularly  interested  in  develop- 
ing irrigation  projects  in  connection  with 
power  projects. 

I  know  the  argument  that  is  made  by 
private  utilities.  They  say  that  the  con- 
sumer of  electricity  has  to  pay  as  a  part 
of  his  bill  the  cost  of  financing  Irriga- 
tion projects. 
What  is  wroBff  with  that? 
It  is  in  the  natiMEial  int«-est  that  the 
necessary  steps  be  taken  in  our  genera- 
tion to  ttiink  ahead  about  the  food-supmr 
needs  of  America  100,  300.  and  300 
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from  now,  and  to  build  power  projects 
sufficiently  large  and  multiple  in  purpose 
BO  that  land  can  be  irrigated,  and  thus 
bring  into  cultivation  thousands  upon 
thousands  of  acres  which  need  only  water 
to  flourish,  for  the  benefit  of  the  boys 
and  girls  100,  200,  or  300  years  from  now. 

That  is  the  kind  of  will  I  want  to  leave 
behind.  That  is  the  kind  of  legacy  I 
think  it  is  our  challenge  to  leave  to 
futiire  generations  of  Americans. 

I  do  not  propose  to  stand  here,  when 
a  wave  of  selfishness  is  sweeping  Amer- 
ica, and  swallow  the  political  concept  In 
the  Charlie  Wilson  proposal,  which  is, 
allegedly,  to  sell  these  dams  to  private 
industry. 

COST  TO  COVBUfMKMT  rOR  DOPOSINO  OT  POWB 
FACILITIXS    ALONK 

A  summary  of  the  highly  significant 
facts  Just  recited  shows  what  tremen- 
dous simis  it  would  cost  the  Government, 
that  is,  aU  of  the  taxpayers,  if  the  Fed- 
ei^l  Government  should  dispose  of  the 
power  facilities  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation alone. 

When  the  program  presently  under 
way  is  completed.  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
cost  allocated  to  power  will  total  $1,619,- 
775,851.  The  total  costs  of  the  projects 
will  be  $7,776,791,411  on  the  basis  of  De- 
cember 1952  estimates. 

Pull  development  of  western  hydro 
power  will  involve  reclamation  power- 
cost  allocations  of  $6,814,085,865  to  $12,- 
008.395.579.  Likewise  the  total  project 
costs  will  be  $32,648,260,497  to  $57,519,- 
729,583. 

If  power  facilities  were  to  be  disposed 
of  on  the  basis  of  power -cost  allocations 
only,  the  cost  to  the  Government,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  construction  cost,  would  be 
$8,112,525,000  to  $16,225,050,000  as  capi- 
tal needed  to  replace  power  revenues.  In 
addition,  $5,067,000,000  will  be  needed  as 
capital  to  provide  funds  for  purchasing 
power  consumed  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. The  latter  siun  is  calculated  on 
the  assumpUon  that  the  1960  Federal 
consiunption  comes  closest  to  that  which 
will  be  provided  by  completion  of  the 
program  presently  under  way.  The  costs 
Incurred  by  the  Government  from  dis- 
posal of  power  allocations  alone  wovUd 
total  $19,993,610,865  to  $34,300,446,879. 

fSXSB  AU  NOT  AU.  THB  COSTS 

These  figures  are  a  minimum  estimate, 
but  are  inadequate  to  reveal  the  true 
costs.  They  make  no  allowance  for  al- 
ternative water  control  works,  water  sup- 
plies, or  tax  revenues.  They  contain  no 
allowance  for  any  construction  costs  but 
those  allocated  to  power.  It  is  also  ques- 
tionable if  these  could  be  construed  as 
including  enough  interest  in  such  plant 
items  as  storage  works  to  make  a  satis- 
factory operating  proposition  for  the 
purchaser. 

Finally,  they  include  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation facilities  only.  No  attempt  is 
made  here  to  estimate  in  detail  the  cost 
of  turning  over  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority, the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers' 
facilities,  and  other  Federal  power  in- 
stallations. Since  reclaniation  has  ap- 
imMdmately  only  half  the  total  Federal 
^jB^Bjttlng  capacity,  the  tot^  Federal 
JHHfiisuld  be  greatly  In  excess  of  those 
WeAdy  described. 


THS  MAIH  TkCn 

Unfortimately,  you  cannot  deal  with 
programs  that  have  developed  over  a 
generation  without  getting  into  some  de- 
tails. A  program  involving  billions  calls 
for  some  detailed  fiscal  facts.  These  de- 
tails may  seem  to  be  dull,  but  they  have 
tremendous  implications  for  all  of  the 
people,  as  consimiers  and  taxpayers. 

First,  let  us  take  costs.  How  would 
you  like  to  pay  2  or  3  times  more  than 
you  are  now  paying  for  the  electricity 
that  is  the  very  lif  eblood  of  city  and  rural 
homes?  The  plain  fact  is  that  before 
your  Federal  Government  established  the 
power  yardstick,  electricity  cost  several 
times  what  it  does  today. 

Cheap  power  has  made  possible  wide- 
spread use  of  the  electric  refrigerator, 
washer,  mangle,  radio,  and  television  set. 
I  venture  to  state  that  all  the  marvelous 
electrical  conveniences  which  contribute 
to  our  unequaled  standard  of  living 
would  not  be  so  extensively  used  today 
if  people  paid  2  or  3  times  as  much  for 
electricity  as  they  no  longer  do  since 
the  Federal  power  yardstick  was  estab- 
lished. 

W£is  the  establishment  of  that  yard- 
stick "creeping  socialism"?  Or  was  it 
an  example  of  the  philosophy  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  our  Government  to  establish 
regulations  liecessary  to  protect  the  pub- 
lic interest?  I  think  it  was  the  latter,  as 
I  believe  the  American  people  will  come 
to  recognize  before  the  end  of  this  de- 
bate, which  will  probably  last  for  some 
years. 

Where  would  Wilson's  General  Elec- 
tric Co.  and  other  manufacturers  of 
electric  equipment  be  without  the  enor- 
mous market  for  appliances  opened  up 
and  developed  by  inexpensive  Federal 
power?  Certainly  their  tremendous 
sales  would  not  have  taken  place.  The 
resultant  loss  of  earnings  by  and  taxes 
from  manufacturers,  distributors,  re- 
tailers, and  mail-order  houses  is  obvious. 

In  short,  cheap  power  has  made  pri- 
vate wealth  and  revenue  for  all  levels 
of  government. 

We  must  consider  the  billions  of  tax- 
payers' dollars  that  Congress  would  have 
to  appropriate  for  substitutes  for  power 
revenues  that  do  so  much  to  finance  the 
vast  irrigation  program  that  has  re- 
made our  arid  desert  lands.  Taxpayers 
would  have  additional  burdens  so  as  to 
provide  funds  to  replace  the  power  rev- 
enues which  now  pay  for  the  wide  va- 
riety of  Federal  services  partially  enu- 
merated above. 

CONCLUSION 

Any  possible  feasible  plan  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  national  debt  deserves 
sympathetic  ^nd  searching  considera- 
tion. Any  reasonable  plan  for  reduction 
of  the  tax  burden  of  our  people  requires 
our  closest  attention. 

The  Wilson  plan — tricked  out  as  it  is 
in  the  gaudy  clothes  of  debt  and  tax  re- 
duction— just  does  not  meet  the  tests  of 
feasibility  or  reasonableness. 

The  plan  bristles  with  fallacies  and 
false  hopes.  As  embroidered  by  its  pub- 
licists, it  proposes  that  public  works  and 
Federal  departments — from  dams  to  the 
Post  Office — be  turned  over  to  the  hold- 
ers of  Government  bonds.  It  has  been 
shown  that  the  largest  holders  of  Gov- 
ernment  bonds   are   banks,   insurance 


companies,  large  corporations,  and  the 
wealthy — the  very  same  people  who  own 
the  private  utilities. 

Stripped  of  its  camouflage — the  plan 
would  turn  over  public  power  projects — 
composed  of  public  natural  resources  de- 
veloped on  public  sites  with  public 
funds — to  the  private  utilities. 

Our  national  experience  with  surplus 
property  and  other  sales  of  public  prop- 
erty shows  that  the  Nation  caimot  ex- 
pect a  fair  price  for  its  investment. 

Moreover,  taking  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion multipurpose  dams  as  an  example, 
we  would  see  that  inexpensive  power, 
which  its  opponents  try  to  label  the  bad 
boy  of  socialism,  would  become  draped 
in  the  more  respectable  but  expensive 
clothes  of  monopoly  private  power. 

Irrigation  and  other  Federal  projects 
which  are  now  largely  supported  by  pub- 
lic power  revenues  would  be  seriously 
impaired  if  not  destroyed.  To  save 
them,  vast  sums  of  new  public  invest- 
ment would  be  required  to  replace  power 
income  and  duplicate  facilities  which 
would  be  lost  to  the  public  if  private 
groups  were  to  take  over  public  multi- 
purpose dams. 

These  are  but  a  few  of  the  problems 
already  described  in  detail — which  would 
result  from  this  questionable  scheme. 

The  net  effect  of  the  Wilson  plan  would 
be  to  strip  the  Nation  of  enormous  assets. 
It  promises  in  the  power  fleld:  cheap 
dams — for  private  utilities;  and  expen- 
sive power — for  the  people. 

COMMTmS    WOKX   Or  THK   U<l>U>EMUnT  PABTT 

Mr.  President,  I  now  turn  to  my  work 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  of  the 
whole.  Each  Friday  afternoon  I  try  to 
deliver  one  major  speech  on  a  subject 
matter  which  I  consider  to  be  of  national 
concern.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  let 
the  public  be  the  judge  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  subject  matter  of  my  major 
speech  today  is  imbued  with  a  public 
interest.  I  think  a  good  many  of  my 
absentee  friends  in  the  Senate  this  after- 
noon are  going  to  find  when  they  get 
back  to  their  bailiwicks  a  growing  inter- 
est in  such  issues  as  this.  On  Friday 
afternoons  I  propose  to  continue  to 
speak  to  the  people  of  the  country  from 
this  desk. 

As  one  of  the  flrst  items  of  committee 
work  I  wish  to  take  up  a  little  problem 
in  Arkansas.  I  am  sure  that  my  two 
good  friends  the  Senators  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  McClcllan  and  Mr.  Folbuoht] 
will  not  object  to  my  doing  so,  because 
I  can  well  imagine  that  when  a  little 
problem  such  as  this  arises  in  a  State, 
when  two  communities  find  themselves 
in  conflict,  the  Senators  from  that  State 
are  always  glad  to  have  someone  else 
discuss  the  problem,  rather  than  to  be- 
come involved  in  it  themselves. 

I  shall  read  for  the  benefit  of  the  Pen- 
tagon building,  and  particularly  of  the 
Air  Force,  a  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  the  mayor  of  the  city  of  Hope, 
Ark.,  and  the  president  of  the  Hope 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

BEATING   ACCOMMODATIONS    IN  TRS   SCNATI   FOB 
THK   ZNDEPKNDKNT   PASTT 

Mr.  President,  it  is  significant  to  note 
the  increased  interest  which  is  being 
shown  across  the  coiintry  in  the  Inde- 
pendent Party.  More  and  more  people 
are  beginning  to  recognize  that  it  is  not 
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either  handicapped  or  handcuffed  by 
partisanship.  The  Independent  Party 
in  the  Senate  is  interested  in  only  one 
issue  in  connection  with  all  matters, 
namely,  What  is  the  public's  interest? 
So  these  days  I  am  receiving  from  every 
State  in  the  Union  a  great  many  com- 
munications from  people  in  all  walks 
of  life,  in  one  instance  from  the  mayor 
of  a  city  and  the  president  of  the  local 
chamber  of  commerce.  People  in  all 
walks  of  life  are  becoming  interested  in 
the  work  of  the  Independent  Party. 

Before  I  finish  with  one  of  my  com- 
mittee items  this  afternoon.  I  shall  have 
something  to  say  on  the  subject  of  why 
I  think  there  ought  to  be  a  new  section 
started  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
for  the  seating  of  members  of  the  Inde- 
pendent Party.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  accept  a  seat  on  the  end.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  is  such  increasing  in- 
terest in  the  Independent  Party  that  it 
is  only  a  matter  of  time  before  more 
than  one  seat  will  have  to  be  supplied 
in  the  Senate  for  the  Independent  Party. 
I  think  we  ought  to  get  the  program 
started.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Inde- 
pendent Party  should  sit  with  the  ma- 
jority party.  I  have  a  good  many  rea- 
sons why  I  do  not  want  to  sit  here,  per- 
sonal and  otherwise.  I  have  good  hear- 
ing. I  am  pretty  thick  skinned,  but  I 
am  human.  I  hear  the  "asides."  In 
a  social  situation  or  anywhere  else.  Mr. 
President.  I  do  not  like  to  foist  myself 
on  others.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
go  off  by  myself. 

I  am  satisfied  that  increasing  millions 
of  American  people  are  going  to  be  with 
me,  and  I  will  say  good  naturedly  that 
I  prefer  to  associate  with  them  anyway. 

So  I  have  suggested  to  the  minority 
leader,  and  I  have  cleared  the  sugges- 
tion with  the  majority  leader  so  far  as 
he  personally  is  concerned,  that  I  be 
given  a  seat  in  the  back  row  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  tJie  aisle,  not  a 
Democratic  seat.  Let  me  clear  up  that 
point  right  away.  I  mean  an  Independ- 
ent seat.  I  do  not  think  the  Democrats 
have  any  ownership  of  the  entire  area 
of  the  Senate  across  the  aisle.  I  think 
the  Independent  Party  is  entitled  to  have 
a  few  square  feet  on  the  minority  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
ToBEY  in  the  chair).  Abovegroimd  or 
underground?     [LAughter.] 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  always  work  above- 
ground.  However,  I  must  protect  my- 
self, so  far  as  my  back  is  concerned. 
That  is  why  I  would  like  to  have  a  seat 
on  the  back  row,  with  my  back  to  the 
wall.  That  is  no  new  posture  for  me. 
Sometimes  it  is  difficult  to  protect  one's 
self  from  all  angles.  I  like  UT  see  the 
light  of  their  eyes. 

I  am  a  little  weary  of  hearing  the 
"asides."  I  do  not  know  what  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  require.  The  minority  lead- 
er has  been  very  kind  to  me.  He  said 
that  he  would  take  the  question  up  with 
the  Democrats.  Apparently,  he  wants 
to  check  into  the  question  whether  or 
not  the  Democrats  have  Jurisdiction 
over  every  square  foot  of  the  area  across 
the  aisle.  I  challenge  that.  I  insist 
that  the  Independent  Party,  as  a  matter 
of  right,  is  entitled  to  4  or  6  square  feet 
for  a  desk  and  chair,  on  the  minority 
side  of  the  aisle,  once  the  Independent 
Party  has  decided,  as  it  has,  that  it  does 


not  want  to  sit  any  longer  with  the 
majority.  I  think  that  is  all  I  need  to 
say  about  it  this  afternoon.  I  shall 
await  the  conference  of  the  Democratic 
Members  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  delighted  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  would  mind 
telling  us  why  he  has  a  preference  for  a 
comer  on  the  Democratic  side  rather 
than  a  comer  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Is  that  not  the  lee  side? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  It  depends  on 
where  one  sits.  It  is  not,  looking  down 
from  the  chair.  It  might  be  so  con- 
sidered from  the  other  side. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is,  according  to  the 
direction  in  which  we  are  facing.  I 
think  it  is  a  pretty  good  space. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  say  half  facetiously 
and  half  seriously  that  I  do  think  a  mi- 
nority should  sit  with  the  minority. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Obviously,  at  the 
moment,  and  we  hope  only  temporarily, 
there  is  more  room  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle.  However,  as  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  knows,  the  minority  leader  is 
looking  on  the  Senator's  proposal  with 
all  kindness  and  fairness,  as  he  looks  on 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  kindly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  has  been  very  polite 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  minority  lead- 
er looks  very  kindly  on  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  and  I  know  that  the  minority 
leader  will  try  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  What  the  mi- 
nority leader  is  trying  to  find  out  Is.  if  • 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  should  move 
to  the  location  indicated,  and  in  a  year 
or  so  the  question  of  seniority  should 
come  up,  would  the  Senator  then  move 
his  position  to  the  left,  to  the  right,  for- 
ward, sideward,  or  remain  in  the  same 
seat? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon is  a  fairly  good  horse  trader,  but 
he  never  offers  to  trade  horses  in 
futurity. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  That  is  the  reason 
why  it  is  impossible  for  the  minority 
leader  to  give  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon liMi  immediate  answer.  He  wanted 
to  determine  what  the  precedents  called 
for  in  the  situation  insofar  as  moving 
the  Senator's  seat  is  concerned. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  made  the  stiggestion 
to  both  the  majority  leader  and  the  mi- 
nority leader  as  to  what  my  real  pref- 
erence would  be.  and  that  is  to  move 
the  back  rows  on  each  side  of  the  cham- 
ber a  few  feet  to  the  left  and  right  and 
to  give  me  a  seat  in  the  middle. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  wanted  to  shift  his  historic  po- 
sition from  the  left  not  to  the  right  but 
to  the  middle.  That  might  be  con- 
sidered very  encouraging  by  a  great 
many  people. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  something  about  that  point.  A  great 
many  people  are  encouraged  when  they 
read  the  voting  record  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  rather  than  the 
distorted  newspaper  stories  which  are 
published  about  his  record.  There  is  a 
great   difference    between    my    voting 


record  and  the  propaganda  put  before 
the  reading  pubUc  aliout  that  voting 
record.  I  believe  that  an  analysis  of  my 
voting  record  will  show  it  is  a  pretty 
sound  record  in  the  middle  of  the  road. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  a  ques- 
tion? I  seek  information.  I  do  not 
know  the  answer.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  believe  it  is  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  minority  party  lead- 
ership to  decide  where  the  Senator 
should  sit.  or  is  it  a  matter  that  relates 
primarily  to  the  majority  party? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  gone  into  the 
question  and  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  find,  if  he  will  check  into 
it,  that,  imless  someone  wishes  to  raise 
an  issue  about  it,  it  Ls  merely  a  matter 
of  courteous  accommodation  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  and  a  matter  of  Sen- 
atorial courtesy.  If  someone  wishes  to 
raise  an  issue  about  it,  the  subject  would 
go  to  the  Commitee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, and  the  committee  would 
then  go  into  the  very  "major"  ques- 
tion as  to  where  a  minority  Member  of 
the  Senate  should  sit  in  the  Chamber. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  know 
what  I  think  ought  to  be  done? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  No.  but  I  would  be 
interested  to  have  the  Senator  tell  me. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  believe  the  matter 
should  be  handled  in  the  same  way  in 
w^hich  so  many  problems  are  handled  In 
the  Senate,  namely,  on  the  basis  of  a 
gentlemen's  imderstanding  and  a  coiu*- 
teous  man-to-man  agreement.  Once  it 
is  recognized  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  prefers  to  move  his  seat,  so 
long  as  he  is  not  infringing  on  anyone's 
seniority  rights,  the  attitude  should  be: 
"Of  course,  if  you  want  to  sit  over  there 
your  seat  will  be  moved  over  there."  My 
occupancy  of  the  seat  I  have  asked  for 
would  interfere  with  no  one's  rights  at 
all,  and  I  would  be  very  much  surprised 
to  find  any  personal  objections  from  any 
Senators  sitting  in  the  immediate  siu:- 
roundings  on  the  minority  side. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  can  assure  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that,  speaking  for 
the  minority  leader,  the  minority  leader 
does  want  to  accommodate  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  as  a  person  just  as  he  would 
any  other  Senator  who  made  a  similar 
request.  I  am  sure  he  wants  to  treat 
him  courteously.  I  can  assure  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  that  the  matter  will  be 
taken  up  properly  and  that  the  Senator 
will  have  an  answer  very  shortly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  that  I  was  quite  sur- 
prised when  any  information  about  it 
got  out  to  the  public.  I  know  that  the 
majority  leader,  the  minority  leader,  and 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  were  not  the 
soiu-ce  of  the  leak. 

I  had  fully  expected  that  the  change 
in  the  seating  arrangement  would  be  an 
accomplished  fact  by  now,  and  that  I 
would  merely  have  to  go  to  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber  and  take  my  seat,  with 
nothing  being  said  about  it  until  after 
the  seating  had  been  changed.  The 
other  evening  Mrs.  Morse  and  I  were  at 
diimer  at  about  9  o'clock  when  I  was 
called  to  the  telephone  by  Al  Friendly  of 
the  Washington  Post.  I  thought  some- 
thing Important  had  been  discovered.  I 
was  somewhat  amused  to  find  that  what 
the  Journalistic  detectives  had  tracked 
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down  was  that  I  had  requested  to  have 
my  seat  moved.  He  wanted  to  know  If 
that  great  question  of  state  was  true.  I 
told  him  that  it  was  true.  I  hope  we  can 
get  the  matter  consummated  very 
qulddy-: — 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  without  any  great 
disturbance  to  ansnone. 

I  now  jrield  to  my  good  friend  from 
Jnd^ftna, 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  as 
acting  majority  leader  for  a  few  mo- 
ments. I  should  like  to  ask  a  question 
so  that  I  might  pass  the  answer  on  to 
the  majority  leader.  The  question  is 
this:  If  we  move  the  Senator's  seat,  as 
he  requests,  what  assurance  do  we  have 
that  he  will  not  wish  to  move  somewhere 
else  in  about  30  days? 

Mr.  MORSEL  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  that  one  great  difference. 
of  many  differences  between  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana. Is  that  I  take  pride  in  my  intel- 
lectual flexibility. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Well,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Mr.  MORSE.  Whenever  I  think  facts 
warrant  my  changing  an  opinion  I  have 
no  pride  of  opinion  and  change  my  view 
in  accords»nce  with  the  facts.  Let  me 
assure  the  Senator  from  Indiana  that  if 
in  the  last  5  minutes  of  debate  on  any 
issue  I  am  satisfied  that  my  previous 
held  notion  was  a  mistaken  one.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  change  my  opinion. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.    In  other  words 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana may  think  that  to  be  a  great  limita- 
tion, but  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  it  is 
a  great  asset. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  How  can  one  enter- 
taining that  piiilosophy  expect  anyone 
else  to  believe  in  anything  he  says?  If 
he  stands  up  one  day  and  says  something 
is  an  absolute  truth  and  ought  to  be 
believed,  and  then  10  minutes  later  or 
30  minutes  later  or  30  days  later  decides 
to  change  his  mind?  Would  he  do  that 
because  he  had  new  information? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  the  record  speak  for 
itself.  Whenever  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon changes  his  mind  on  any  question 
he  always  sets  forth  the  facts  which  sug- 
gested the  change  to  him.  I  suggest  to 
my  friends  like  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana, that  they  get  off  the  partisan  line 
and  substitute  political  principle  for 
political  expediency. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Does  that  mean,  in 
the  case  of  the  Independent  Party  which 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  tiering  to 
start,  or  perhaps  has  already  started, 
that  if  I  wanted  to  join  the  party  I  would 
have  to  wait  for  perhaps  60  days  before 
joining,  because  at  the  end  of  60  days 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  might  have 
new  facts  which  would  convince  him 
that  he  should  not  after  all  start  a  new 
party? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sure  my  good  friend 
from  Indiana  Is  speaking  hsrpothetically. 
I  cannot  imagine  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana ever  having  the  Intellectual  flexibil- 
ity which  would  cause  him  to  want  to 
become  a  member  of  an  Independent 
Party  and  to  place  in  first  position  an 
independent  judgment  on  the  facts  per- 
taining to  issues. 


Mr.  CAPEHART:  I  beUeve  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  will  flnd  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  to  be  conscientiously  hon- 
est about  his  opinion  and  that  he  will 
not  tell  the  people  of  this  country  one 
thing  one  month,  misleading  them,  and 
the  next  month  go  in  another  direction, 
misleading  them  possibly  again.  I  re- 
member that  at  the  Republican  Conven- 
tion in  Chicago  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  sat  right  in  front  of  the  In- 
diana delegation,  and  every  time  the 
name  Elsenhower  was  mentioned  he 
pushed  his  hat  up  in  the  air. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  worked  for  Eisen- 
hower. However,  when  I  found  that  he 
lacked  political  morality  I  had  to  tell 
the  American  people  that  I  would  not 
stultify  myself  by  further  supporting  a 
man  who  in  my  judgment  is  completely 
lacking  in  political  morality. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  It  is  certainly 
strange  that  anyone  could  discover  it 
in  such  a  short  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Read  Eisenhower's  De- 
troit speech. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Based  on  one 
speech  which  Mr.  Eisenhower  has  made, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  pulls  down  the 
curtain  and  says,  "No  more  for  me." 
How  many  people  did  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  influence  in  Chicago  to  vote  for 
Mr.  Eisenhower?  What  was  the  Sena- 
tor's purpose  in  .supporting  the  nominee 
if  the  Senator  did  not  know  where  Ei- 
senhower stood? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  that  I  can  recognize  "the 
big  lie"  technique  when  I  see  It.  and  I 
recognized  it  throughout  the  Eisenhower 
campaign. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  words  "the  big 
*lie  technique"  are  rather  strong  lan- 
guage. Mr.  President 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  used  it  throughout  the 
campaign,  and  I  proved  it  in  speech  after 
speech. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Perhaps  I  do  not 
understand  "the  big  lie  technique";  but, 
if  it  means  what  I  think  it  means,  it 
seems  to  me  the  able  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon ought  to  apologize  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSK  When  the  President  of 
the  United  States  was  a  candidate  for 
the  Presidency,  he  made  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  a  speech  in  which,  in  effect,  he 
told  the  American  people  that  it  was  the 
State  Department  that  made  the  deci- 
sion to  take  our  troops  out  of  South 
Korea — although  at  the  time  when  he 
was  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States 
Army,  he  joined  in  a  recommendation, 
as  a  matter  of  military  policy  and  strat- 
egy, that  oiir  troops  be  removed  from 
South  Korea.  So  I  say  he  engaged  In 
a  "big  lie"  technique.  I  so  stated  dur- 
ing the  campaign,  and  I  obtained  per- 
mission to  use  the  document  which 
proved  it;  and  not  a  Republican  speaker 
during  the  campaign  could  deny  the  con- 
tents of  the  document. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  My  personal  opin- 
ion is  that  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon 
thoroughly  and  completely  and  100  i>er- 
cent  enjoys  being  different. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  assure  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  that  I  would  not 
enjoy  being  like  him;  I  enjoy  that  kind 
of  difference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  Sena- 
tors will  allow  the  Chair  to  make  an 


observation,  the  Chair  win  say  that  he 
regrets  exceedingly  that  there  is  not  a 
rule  of  germaneness  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  would  not  be  half 
so  much  fun. 

AIB  BASK  AT  HOPE,  AUC 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  shall  read 
a  letter  I  received  from  the  mayor  of 
Hope.  Ark.,  and  the  president  of  the 
Hope  Chamber  of  Commerce : 

CRAmn  or  Commxscc. 
Hope.  Ark.,  March  17,  1953. 
Ilie  Honorable  Watnx  C.  IIobsz, 

United    Statea   Senate,   Senate   ogiet 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbak  SxNATOft  Moass:  We.  Um  undersigned. 
QUI  fellow  townsmen,  and  16  towns  and  cltlea 
of  south  Arkansas,  who  have  been  waging  for 
the  past  several  weeks  a  most  rigorous  cam- 
paign to  secure  the  location  of  the  Jet-bom- 
ber base,  which  U  to  be  located  In  Arkansas, 
at  our  Hope  Airport  Instead  of  the  propoaed 
Little  Rock.  Ark.,  location,  are  weU  aware  at 
the  fight  you  have  been  waging  for  economy 
in  government  on  the  floor  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  Because  of  the  strong  poal- 
tlon  you  have  taken  In  the  Interest  at  econ- 
omy and  national  defense,  we  thought 
It  would  be  fitting  and  proper  for  us 
to  write  and  give  you  comprehensive  In- 
formation ccHicemlng  the  suitability  of 
our  airport  for  the  Jet- bomber -baa*  fa- 
cility o\u  Federal  Oovemmcnt  has  an- 
nounced it  wlU  locate  In  Arkansas.  As  per- 
haps you  know.  It  has  already  been  an- 
nounced that  the  Jet-bomber  base,  estimated 
to  cost  $65  million.  Is  to  be  located  at  Little 
Bock.  Ark..  In  an  area  consisting  of  open 
land,  farmland,  small  communities,  and  In- 
dustrial property.  The  relocation  of  the  In- 
dustrial property  alone  wlU  cost  our  PedcraJ 
Government  In  excess  of  $2  million. 

We  are  urging  that.  In  the  Interest  at  seon- 
omy  and  national  defense,  the  jet-bomber 
base  be  located  at  the  Hope  Airport  instead 
of  at  the  selected  area  near  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

The  Hope  Airport,  which  was  buUt  In  con- 
nection with  the  southwestern  proving 
ground  Just  prior  to  World  War  II.  was  buUt 
for  bomber  operations  and  it  Is  the  largest 
airport  in  Arkansas  today.  The  statistical 
Information  In  connection  with  this  airport 
Is  Included,  along  with  other  Information.  In 
the  enclosures.  From  the  study  of  the  en- 
closed Information,  It  will  be  readily  appar- 
ent to  you  and  anyone  interested  that  a 
saving  of  $16  to  $17%  million  can  be  made 
by  our  Federal  Government  utUUlng  the 
said  Hope  Airport  faculties.  They  are  al- 
ready owned  by  the  city  of  Hope  and  will  be 
transferred  without  cost  to  our  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. The  Hope  Airport  facility  was 
built  originally  at  the  expense  of  the  Ptederal 
Government  and  deeded  to  the  city  of  Hope 
for  tl. 

In  connection  with  the  airport  Is  3,000 
acres  of  land  Close  by  Is  a  SCO-acre  plot 
preaently  owned  by  the  United  SUtes  Gov- 
ernment. 

In  conclusion,  we  wish  to  stress  again  that 
the  United  States  Government  will  achieve 
a  saving  of  $15  to  $17>4  million  by  locating 
at  the  Hope  Airport  bomber  base  instead  of 
at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  the  contemplated  and 
projected  Jet  alrbase.  Surely  you  and  all 
those  fine  pubUc-splrlted  Senators  and  Con- 
gressmen who  are  vitally  interested  In  econ- 
omy In  these  days  of  blfih  taxes  and  world 
crises  will  urge  the  complete  utilization  of 
the  existing  airport  facilities  at  Hope,  Ark. 

With  kindest  regards,  we  are. 
Respectfully  yours, 

JoHM  L.  WiLsoir. 

Mayor.  City  of  Hope. 
BSN  J.  Owuf, 

President,  Hope  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  memorandum  which 
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they  sent  with  their  letter  incorporated 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

AlKBASK    AT    HOFK,    AJIK. 
HOUSING 

The  city  of  Hop>e,  at  this  time,  has  some 
160  available  housing  units  ready  for  occu- 
pancy. There  are,  within  about  1  mile  of 
the  airport,  the  officers  quarters  erected  for 
the  southwest  proving  ground,  which  con- 
sists of  23  beautiful  homes  that  have  been 
maintained  In  an  excellent  state  of  repair, 
that  although  privately  owned  at  this  time. 
It  Is  our  opinion  that  these  housing  facilities 
would  be  made  available  for  governmental 
purchase  If  desired. 

Prcscott.  Ark..  16  miles  to  the  east  of  Hope, 
has  provided  us  with  Information  which 
shows  that  they  have  housing  facilities  that 
accommodate  about  300  families  at  this  time. 
The  city  of  Prescott.  In  1960,  extended  their 
water  and  sewer  facilities  at  a  cost  of  $600.- 
COO  This  expansion  accommodates  1.200 
additional  families  and  homes.  Other  utU- 
Ities  are  also  available  at  these  sites. 

In  addition  to  this,  there  are  severed  com- 
munities within  Hempstead  County  which 
would  comfortably  accommodate  several 
families  In  existing  facilities  of  housing.  In 
summary  the  housing  facilities  In  this  Im- 
mediate area  Is  860  unlU  Including  apart- 
ments and  houses  and  sites  with  utilities 
available  for  1,700  additional  homes. 

FXJBUC     SCHOOL     rACIlJTIKS 

The  present  school  facilities  In  the  city  of 
Hope  can  accommodate  an  additional  760 
students.  School  facilities  In  small  towns 
and  communities  within  Hempstead  County 
can  sccommodate  an  additional  1.200  to  1.600 
students  according  to  the  county  school 
supervisor.  The  NashvlUe  public  school  sys- 
tem can  at  the  present  time  accommodate 
approximately  400  additional  students.  The 
Prescott  public  school  system  can  accommo- 
date approximately  300  addtUonal  students. 

To  summarize  the  existing  school  facilities 
in  the  Hope  area  some  2.950  additional  stu- 
dents can  be  acconimodated  at  this  time. 

THE   ABUJTT   OF   THE   CrTT    OF    HOPS   TO    AB80KB 
POPULATION    INCaXASS 

Diu-lng  World  War  n  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment built  the  southwestern  proving  ground 
in  Hempstead  County  about  4  miles  from  the 
city  of  Hope.  Dtirlng  the  construction  of 
this  project  Hope  accommodated  an  addi- 
tional population  of  about  6,000  to  8,000 
people.  The  population  of  the  city  of  Hops 
bt  that  time  was  about  7,600. 

During  the  continued  operation  of  the 
proving  ground  there  were  about  1.500  fam- 
ilies absorbed  by  the  city  of  Hope  In  addi- 
tion to  Its  normal  population. 

Since  World  War  II  there  have  been  buUt 
in  the  city  of  Hop>e  approximately  300  addi- 
tional housing  units  and  other  conununlty 
raclUties  have  been  expanded  accordingly. 
Th^re  have  been  four  brand  new  school 
buildings  erected  in  addition  to  one  new  one 
to  replace  an  old  one. 

Recently  the  city  government  of  Hope  has 
Inaugurated  a  parks  and  recreation  depart- 
ment which  Is  directed  by  full-time  trained 
personnel.  The  recreational  faculties  of  the 
city  of  Hope  have  been  expanded  to  such  an 
extent  that  we  have  accommodated  crowds 
in  excess  of  6.000  people  on  such  occasions 
as  Horace  Heldt,  Xavler  Cugat,  etc. 

Narrows  Dam  which  was  built  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  on  Little  River  Impounds 
a  large  amount  of  water  over  an  acreage  with 
175  miles  of  shoreline.  There  are  ample  cot- 
ages,  tkoats.  picnic  and  dining  facilities  along 
with  the  finest  of  fishing  and  other  outing 
activities  at  Narrows  Lake  which  Is  situated 
only  a  few  miles  from  the  Hope  and  Nash- 
ville area. 

There  are  several  hunting  and  fishing  clubs 
In  the  county  and  quite  a  number  of  lakes 


and  rivers  which  afford  the  finest  In  hunting 
and  fishing. 

Hope,  Ark.,  Is  served  by  three-major  raU- 
roads  which  provide  ample  rail  transporta- 
Uon.  The  Broadway  of  America,  Highway 
No.  67,  offers  to  Hope  direct  and  short  routes 
to  any  point  east  and  west  and  direct  high- 
ways extend  from  Hope  north  and  south. 

It  Is  felt  by  the  people  of  this  community 
that  the  experience  gained  during  the  south- 
western proving  grounds  days  of  World  War 
II  affords  us  an  opportunity  to  state  with 
assurance  that  the  necessary  Increase  of  pop- 
ulation In  connection  with  a  Jet  bomber  base 
can  be  very  satisfactorily  accommodated  and 
absorbed  in  our  community  life. 

KMPLOTMENT  AND  LAEOH-MARKET  DATA  ON  AREA 
SERVED  BT  THE  ARKANSAS  EMPLOTMXNT  SE- 
CURTTT   DIVISION   OFFICE,   BOFE,   ARK. 

In  conformance  with  your  request  for  la- 
bor-market data,  the  following  is  submitted : 

Total  nonagricultural  employment  of  Hope 
and  its  immediate  environs.  2,600  Individ- 
uals employed  In  an  estimated  307  establish- 
ments. 

Lumber-  and  wood-producing  Industries 
comprise  the  chief  field  of  employment  with 
39  such  Industries  listed  employing  approxi- 
mately 889  persons. 

Active  application  files  in  the  Arkansas 
State  employment  service  number  1,214.  Of 
this  number  830  are  within  easy  commuting 
distance  of  the  Hope  area.  Male  applicants 
total  489   while  the  female  are  listed  at  341. 

Considering  the  fact  that  some  of  the  labor 
force  of  the  community  is  not  listed  with 
the  employment  service,  the  following  figures 


reflecting  xmemployment  are  set  forth  as  fol- 
lows: 

Male :  760  white  and  350  colored.  Female : 
120  white  and  60  colored. 

A  further  breakdown  of  the  above  para- 
graph would  Indicate  that  the  following  are 
Immediately  available: 


White 

Colored 

Male  Female 

Male 

Female 

FJtUled 

Ffrr.iskillcd 

130            30 
250  '         200 
3X  1         140 

20 
100 

lao 

0 
40 

Unskilled 

30 

As  to  the  type  of  character  of  the  labor 
of  this  area,  it  Is  highly  adaptable,  easily 
trained,  conscientious,  and  motivated  by  a 
desire  for  steady,  gainful  employment. 

AIKPOET   DATA 

(a)  Airport  name :  Hope  Municipal  Alrjxirt. 

(b)  Nearest  city:  Hope,  Ark. 

(c)  Distance  and  direction:  4  miles  south. 

(d)  Population:    10,000.  ^ 

(e)  Other  cities  within  16-mUe  radius: 
Prescott,* Ark..  15  mUes  northeast,  population 
4,000. 

(f)  Other  cities  toithin  25-mile  radius 


KaniA 

Distano?  and 
direction 

Porm- 
UUon 

Tpxarkana,  Ark.-Tex.... 
l.«>wisville.  Ark... 

30  miles  west 

27  miles  south 

26  miles  north 

29,000 
3,000 

Nashville.  Ark 

4.000 

Runways 


l^irection 

Num- 
ber 

Length 

Width 

Wind  coverage 

Capacity 

Glide  angle 

North-northwest    south- 
southeast. 

Nortbi-ast  southwest  

>Ve*t-northwfst    east-south- 
east. 

1 

1 
1 

Feet 

5.  JOO 

6.  SOO 
6,  MX) 

Feet 

*^  1  100  rercent  up  to  10  mrtes 
jjQ         per  hour  within  30°  of 
]  ^         runways. 

15,000  pounds 
wheel  load. 

41  fl  or  better. 

Aprons 

Area 

Length 

Width 

Capacity 

Remarks 

8,000  square  yards 
h.dOO  square  yar>i!t. 
a.-lOO  square  yanls. 
2,S0O  square  yards 

Feet 

.W 

ISO 
ISO 

Feet 

150 
ISO: 
l.W  1 
150 

15,000  pounds  wheel  k>ad. . 

Hanyrar  Is  completely  surrounded  by  concrete 
apron  ISO  feet  wide  on  all  (our  sides. 

Taxiioays 


Area  (square  yards) 


Length  Width 


W,555.... 
16,fif66.... 
11,111  (2) 


Feet 
250 


Capacity 


^     15 
75  I  '•'; 

100  I    ' 


.000    pounds 
wheel  load. 


Hangars 
One  brick  and  steel,  clear  opening,  steel 
trusses:  120  feet  by  140  feet;  16,800  square- 
foot  area. 

Flying  weather 


Bpring.. 
Bummer 

Fall 

Winter.. 


Visual 


Ptrctni 
00 
78 
SO 
fiO 


Instru- 
ment 


Peretnt 
25 
15 
10 
35 


Below 
mini- 
mum 


PeratU 
15 
10 
10 
IS 


Temperature.  1952    ' 
VnTimnm,   103;   mlnlmiun,  24;   mean,  66 

Precipitation,  1952 
Annual,  44;  maximum  24  hotirs,  S.l. 


GENERAL    INFORMATION,    HOPE    AND    HEMPSTEAO 
COUNTT,   ARK. 

1.  Climate 

(a)  Elevation   above  sea   level,   350  feet. 

(b)  Precipitation,  1952,  precipitation  65.66; 
yearly  average  precipitation  over  past  45 
years,  63.34;  humidity,  81  percent,  several- 
year  average. 

(c)  Natural  disaster  frequencies:  Wind- 
storm, no  record;  floods,  none  on  record; 
tornados,  only  two  on  record.  Both  missed 
Hope  about  10  miles.  One  was  In  1921.  the 
other  In  1946.  No  frequency  pattern  estab- 
lished. Sand  and  dust  storms,  none  on  rec- 
ord. 

2.  Community  post  office  service 
Postmaster.  Robert  Wilson.  The  United 
States  Post  Office  In  Hope  Is  a  medium  sized, 
first-class  post  office.  The  doors  are  open 
from  4  a.  m.  to  9  p.  m.  and  the  window  is 
open  from  8  a.  m.  to  5  p.  m.  6  days  each 
week.  Town -city  carriers  provide  once  a 
day  delivery  and  the  business  district  has 
two  deliveries  dally.  One  star  route  Is  op- 
erated from  the  Hope  Post  Office.  The 
postmaster,  assistant  postmaster,  and  eight 
regular  clerks  provide  the  office  with  Its  staff. 
Mall  is  received  and  dispatched  nine  times 
dally  by  trains  In  and  out  each  way. 
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J.  SpeeUd  communitji  facQitiea 

(a)  Medical  facilities:  There  are  10  prac- 
ticing physicians  In  Hope.  Nine  are  white 
and  one  Is  colored.  Three  hospitals  provide 
a  total  of  80  beds,  and  two  of  these  hospitals 
are  privately  owned  while  the  third  Is  a  non- 
profit corporation  operated  by  a  board  of 
directors.  The  county  has  voted  to  build  a 
new  hospital  and  Is  now  collecting  the  tax 
for  the  project.  This  county  hospital  will 
replace  two  of  the  present  facilities  and  will 
have  approKlmately  a  75-bed  maximum. 
This  would  give  an  approximate  total  of  100 
beds.  Six  drug  stores,  each  one  with  a  reg- 
istered pharmacist,  provide  the  community 
with  ample  drug  facilities. 

There  is  a  Federation  of  Women's  Garden 
Clubs  and  a  Hope  Music  Club,  both  of  which 
are  active  in  a  cultiiral  and  civic  way.  The 
music  club  sponsors  a  concert  program  each 
season  which  brings  in  three  outstanding 
artists.  The  Hope  Youth  Center  Is  spon- 
sored by  the  civic  agencies  who  are  interested 
in  the  cultiiral  and  jclvlc  life  of  the  young 
people. 

(b)  Jlellglous  facilities:  The  religious  fa- 
cilities of  Hope  Include  churches  of  the  Bap- 
tist. Methodist,  Presbyterian,  Assembly  of 
God,  Episcopal,  Pentecostal,  and  Catholic 
creeds  and  faiths.  Many  of  these  churches 
bave  educational  and  recreational  buildings 
and  facilities.  Two  of  these  cbxirches  were 
completed  in  1951  and  the  others  have  been 
kept  in  a  good  state  of  repair.  In  addition 
to  the  Sunday  services,  most  of  the  churches 
have  midweek  services.  There  are  brother- 
hoods, auxiliaries,  etc.  The  main  auditorium 
of  the  First  Baptist  Chiirch  accommodates 
1.000  people  and  is  used  by  the  community 
on  various  special  occasions.  The  colored 
population  have  adequate  rellgloiis  facilities 
also. 

(c)  Education  facilities:  The  Hope  public 
•cho<^8  are  second  to  none  in  physical  plant 
and  quality  of  training.  Four  grade  schools 
are  conveniently  located  in  each  of  the  four 
city  wards.  Two  of  these  buildings  were 
built  in  1949.  The  high  school  and  the 
Junior  high  school  are  situated  on  the  same 
grounds.  The  Junior  high  school  was  com- 
pleted in  1951.  On  these  some  40  acres  of 
school  property  are  located  the  football  sta- 
dlimi,  the  "home  ec"  cottage,  the  band  build- 
ing, "agrl"  and  shop  building,  and  the  gym. 
Present  school  facilities  can  accommodate 
about  490  additional  students. 

(d)  Recreational  facilities:  Hope's  muni- 
cipal park  consists  of  forty  landscaped  and 
well-equipped  acres  for  play  and  recreation. 
There  is  a  swimming  pool,  tennis  courts,  and 
plenty  of  playground  equipment  for  children. 
A  baseball  park,  seating  about  2.000  people  is 
here  also.  This  beautiful  park  is  the  home 
of  the  annual  Third  District  Livestock  Show 
and  Fair.  The  main  building,  the  coliseum, 
bouses  the  rodeo  arena  and  the  exhibit  hall. 
Several  gas-fed  barbecue  pits  and  picnic 
tables  make  this  an  ideal  spot  for  outdoor 
entertainment.  Two  Malco  theaters  provide 
motion-picture  entertainment  of  the  highest 
type.  The  Saenger  was  built  in  1949  and 
seats  about  1,000  people.  The  Rlalto  seats 
600.  In  1951  the  Saenger  won  the  Malco 
Theater  Award.  Rope  has  a  municipally 
owned  and  operated  park  very  well  equipped 
for  colored. 

4.  Type  of  government 
Hope,  Ark..  Is  governed  by  a  mayor  and  a 
council  form  of  government.     Two  aldermen 
from  each  of  the  four  city  wards  make  up 
the  council. 

(a)  Bonded  Indebtedness:  City,  none; 
county,  $80,000  (county  courthouse). 

(b)  Laws  applying  to  Industry:  There  are 
no  city  or  county  laws  which  apply  only  to 
Industry.     State  laws  only. 

(c)  Effect  of  new  plant  on  community: 
Some  number  of  citizens  of  Hope  and  Hemp- 
stead County  have  been  forced,  in  the  past 
year,  to  find  suitable  employment  in  neigh- 
boring  towns.      A   new    plant    would    bring 

pie  back  home  and  would  provide 


employment  for  those  who  are  only  part- 
time  employed.  Certainly  a  new  plant  would 
Increase  retail  and  wholesale  trade  in  this 
community  and  Its  vicinity.  It  Is  not  felt 
that  a  new  plant  would  make  this  a  boom 
town,  but  would  serve  to  bolster  and  stabilize 
the  economy  of  Hempstead  County. 

(d)  War  risk:  Closeness  to  primary  tar- 
gets— The  Red  River  Arsenal  Is  located  46 
miles  from  Hope  and  the  Shumaker  Naval 
Ordnance  is  located  60  miles  southeast  of 
Hope.  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  Is  100  miles 
south  of  Hope. 

(e)  Insurance  rates  and  bank  facilities: 
Inside  city — Owner  and  occupied  dwelling, 
fire  and  extended  coverage,  97.50  per  91,000 
per  year;  tennant-occupied  dwelling,  fire  and 
extended  coverage.  Outside  city — Dwelling, 
fire  and  extended  coverage,  $14.40  per  $1,000 
per  year.  The  industrial  insurance  rates  in 
this  area  are  determined  by  the  Arkansas 
Rating  and  Inspection  Bureau,  Little  Rock. 

Bank  facilities:  Hope  is  served  by  two  na- 
tional banks  with  a  combined  total  of  assets 
of  approximately  $10  million.  Total  dally 
check  clearance  for  both  banks,  about  $400,- 
000. 

5.  iMhor 

(a)  Wage  rates:  Prevailing  wage  rates  In 
Hope  is  80  cents  per  hour  for  unskilled  labor. 
Semiskilled  wages  vary  with  the  different  Job 
classifications   In  the   plants. 

(b)  Percentage  of  homeowners:  Approxi- 
mately 75  percent;  turnover  of  homes,  me- 
dium to  slow. 

(c)  Death  and  birth  rate:  Birth  rate — 
1940,  19.9;  1949,  25.1.  Death  rate— 1940,  8.8; 
1949.  8.1. 

(d)  Labor  disputes:  There  are  no  labor 
disputes  on  record  In  Hoj>e  with  the  excep- 
tion of  nationwide  railroad  and  telephone 
strikes. 

6.  Taxes 

(a)  Personal  property  tax :  The  tax  rate  in 
Hempetead  County  is  the  same  on  personal 
and  real  property  tax,  which  Is  $43.50  per 
$1,000  assessed  value  inside  the  city.  Out- 
side the  city  limit  the  rate  is  $38.50  per 
$1,000  assessed  value.  The  tax  rate  breaks 
down  thusly:  General  tax,  5  mills;  road  tax, 
3  mills;  courthouse  bond  retirement,  1.5 
mills;  hospital  tax,  3  mills;  library  tax,  1 
mill.     The  corporation  tax  rate  Is  5  mills. 

(b)  Tax  trends:  The  tax  trend  in  Hemp- 
stead County  compares  with  that  of  the 
country  in  that,  in  recent  years,  the  rate  has 
increased.  That  is  due  primarily  for  im- 
proved and  additional  school  facilities. 
These  additions  have  now  been  completed. 

7.  Transportation  facilities 

Charter  plane  service  Is  available  at  the 
Hope  Municipal  Airport.  The  Texarkana 
Municipal  Airport,  30  miles  west  on  Highway 
67,  is  served  by  three  airlines.  American 
Airlines  have  scheduled  4  flights  daily,  pas- 
senger and  cargo,  a  east  and  2  west.  Mid- 
Continent  Airlines  have  2  flights  scheduled 
dally,  1  north  and  1  south.  Central  Airlines 
has  1  flight  to  and  1  from  Dallas  dally. 

(a)  Land  transportation:  Hope  is  served 
by  three  major  railroads,  the  Missouri  Pa- 
ciflc,  Louisiana  ft  Arkansas,  and  the  Frisco. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  has  scheduled  10 
freight  trains  dally  each  way  with  direct  or 
connecting  service  to  eUI  points  from  Hope. 
The  L.  &  A.  goes  south  to  Shreveport  twice 
daily  and  from  there  has  service  to  all  points. 
The  Frisco  leaves  dally  for  Port  Smith, 
Elansas  City,  and  all  points  north  and  west. 
The  Missouri  Pacific  has  iour  passenger 
trains  scheduled  daily. 

Motor:  The  Arkansas  Motor  Freight  and 
the  East  Texas  Motor  Freight  companies  op- 
erate depots  In  Hope.  The  two  firms  pro- 
vide either  direct  or  connecting  service  to 
all  points  in  the  United  States. 

Passenger  bus  service  Is  available  by  the 
Arkansas  Motor  Coach,  Missouri  Pacific 
Motor  Coach,  and  the  Continental  Trailways, 
all  making  several  arrivals  and  departures 
daily. 


Transportation  home  and  to  work  U  pro- 
vided by  a  fleet  of  taxicaba.  The  Railway 
Express  Co.  operates  an  oflloe  in  the  Missouri 
Pacific  Station  with  pickup  and  delivery 
service. 

8.  Water 

Underlying.  Hope,  Hempetead  County. 
Ark.,  is  two  water-producing  sands,  the 
Tokio  and  the  Nacatoch.  The  depth  to  the 
bottom  of  the  Nacatoch  is  630  feet  and  to 
the  bottom  of  the  Toklo  is  1,480  feet.  The 
thickness  is  130  feet.  This  Is  accurate  as  It 
was  determined  by  an  electric  log  of  a  weiU 

The  Nacatoch  sand  has  produced  340  gal- 
lons per  minute  during  acceptance  tests  of 
the  wells  and  the  Toklo  has  produced  380 
gallons  per'  minute  during  the  same  kind  of 
test.  The  specific  yield  In  each  case  is  a{>- 
proxlmately  2.25  gallons  per  foot  of  draw- 
down. These  tests,  of  course,  in  reality  are 
tests  of  the  capacity  of  the  pump  used  and 
not  of  the  maxlmiim  possible  production  of 
the  well. 

(From  the  Arkansas  Gazette  of  March  15 
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Cttkx  fob  Cbowdks  School  CoNomoifB  Hnfcn 

ON  BoMO  IssiTx  Vote  Tuxsdat 

(By  James  L.  Meadow) 

Amid  the  recent  furor  involving  legisla- 
tion and  administration  affecting  the  Little 
Rock  schools,  the  prime  issue  confronting 
voters  about  the  schools  was  shoved  Into  the 
background. 

Voters  In  the  district  will  go  to  the  polls 
Saturday  to  approve  or  reject  a  proposed  tax 
Increase  from  32  to  40  milts  to  finance  a  $4 
million  bond  issue  for  a  gigantic  expansion 
program. 

The  proposed  building  program  resulted 
from  long  and  careful  study  by  the  school 
board  and  Its  consultants  of  the  present 
overtaxed  system  and  the  trends  for  future 
needs. 

KOT   A   CUBZ-AIX 

From  the  outset  of  the  discussion  the  board 
at  no  time  contended  that  a  bond  issue  in 
the  proposed  amount  was  a  cure-all  for  the 
present  crowded  conditions. 

On  the  other  hand.  It  appears  now  that 
one  of  the  major  needs — a  new  senior  achool 
In  the  Pulaski  Heights  area — wiU  have  to  be 
delayed  because  the  bond  issue,  even  if  ap- 
proved, may  not  afford  enough  funds  for  the 
entire  program. 

School  officials,  however,  are  hopeful  that 
by  close  bargaining  on  oontracU  If  the  bou'l 
Issue  Is  successful  to  "squeeze"  all  of  the 
program,  Including  the  high  school,  into  the 
designated  amount. 

PBOJBCTS 

Here  Is  what  the  board  proposes  to  do 
with  the  $4  million  if  the  voters  approve: 

Three  new  Junior  high  schools,  one  of 
them  for  Negroes,  will  be  constructed. 

Two  new  elementary  schools,  one  of  them 
for  Negroes,  will  be  built. 

Five  of  the  worst  crowded  schools  wUl  be 
enlarged. 

One  new  senior  high  school  wlU  be  built 
if  enough  money  remains.  Estimates  for  Its 
construction  run  In  excess  of  $800,000. 

Actually,  the  board  will  have  at  Ito  dis- 
posal $4,073,000  if  the  bond  Issue  is  success- 
ful. The  additional  $73,000  was  allocated  In 
1949  for  renovation  of  the  Olbbs  Elementary 
School  for  Negroes  and  Is  still  on  hand. 

The  proposed  construction  would  call  for 
changing  virtually  all  of  the  areas  served  by 
present  schools.  The  shifting  in  all  cases 
would  result  in  smaller  areas  served  by  each 
school. 

TWO  srrzB  pickxd 
The  sites  for  only  two  of  the  new  schools 
have  been  determined  already.  The  board, 
however,  has  agreed  on  the  general  location 
for  the  other  structures.  Final  determina- 
tion and  purchase  will  await  outcome  of  the 
bond  issue  voting. 
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SpeeUk:  estlmatss  on  the  cost  of  ths  indi- 
vidual structures  also  must  await  fiulher 
negotiations,  officials  said.  Competitive  bid- 
ding and  site  costs  may  vary  considerably 
from  preliminary  planning  on  tbe  projects,  it 
was  explained. 

The  overall  planning  for  the  constnsetton 
program  was  guided  by  the  desired  ratio  of 
not  more  than  80  pupils  for  each  teacher- 
room  in  the  various  schools.  The  enrollment 
In  all  elementary  schools  now  exceeds  that 
figure  In  one  or  more  rooms. 

Projection  at  the  crowded  condlUons.  slong 
with  student  enumeration  trends,  deter- 
mined what  could  be  expected  at  the  future 
Junior  and  senior  high  school  levels.  The 
most  urgent  aspects  of  the  ztecdsd  relief  w«r* 
embodied  in  the  proposed  buUfilng  program. 

scHoot.  ram  i.oso 

The  new  senior  high  school  wa«dd  be  con- 
structed In  the  vicinity  of  Cantrell  Road  and 
Hayes  Street,  preferably  in  connection  with 
one  of  the  new  Junior  high  schools  which  will 
be  built  in  the  area. 

The  senior  high  would  accommodate  1,000 
students  and  have  30  rooms,  cafeteria,  labor- 
atories, shops,  special  rooms,  and  an  audi- 
torium-gymnasium. The  area  It  WQuld  serve 
would  be  roughly  all  of  the  city  north  of 
West  Markham  Street.  The  present  senior 
high  school  would  serve  the  rest  of  ths  city. 

The  Junior  high  school  In  the  northwest 
section  of  tbe  city  would  contain  25  class- 
rooms and  accommodate  about  750  students, 
with  cafeteria,  auditorium-gymnasium,  and 
auxiliary  rooms.  Students  from  the  present 
Jefferson,  Forest  Park,  and  Fair  Park  ele- 
mentary districts  would  attend. 

Another  Junior  high  school  would  be  built 
on  a  site  already  acquired  at  McKlnley  and 
32d  Streets  and  serve  about  1,000  students 
from  the  present  elementary  districts  of 
Pranklln.  Oakhurst.  and  Wilson  In  the  south- 
we£t  part  of  the  city.  The  building  would 
contain  30  rooms,  with  cafeteria,  auditorium- 
gymnasium,  and  auxiliary  rooms. 

The  area  now  served  by  Pulaski  Heists 
Junior  High  School  would  tw  reduced  to  care 
for  elementary  students  fram  the  Pulaski 
Helghu  and  Woodruff  districts  and  part  of 
the  Lee  district  batween  8th  and  12th  Streets. 

The  West  Side  Junior  High  School  area 
would  be  changed  to  include  only  the  ele- 
mentary districts  of  Centennial,  Blitehell, 
Garland,  and  the  Lee  district  south  of  12th 
Street.  The  area  served  by  East  Side  Junior 
High  School  would  remain  unchanged. 

mcrr  roa  MBoaoEs 

The  building  program  also  Includes  a 
Junior  high  school  containing  30  rooms  for 
1.000  Negro  students  to  be  located  in  the 
southeast  section  of  Little  Rock.  The  site 
will  be  determined  after  a  thorough  survey 
and  enumeration  of  the  prospective  enroll- 
ment. 

One  of  the  proposed  new  elementary 
schools  would  be  located  In  the  Boc*er 
Homes  bousing  project  for  Negroes.  It 
would  contain  14  rooms  and  care  for  420 
pupils.  This  area  was  annexed  to  the  Uttle 
Rock  School  district  recently  by  the  legisla- 
ture. Until  tbe  new  schools  are  constructed. 
pupUs  in  the  area  will  attend  tbe  Washing- 
ton and  Bush  Elementary  Schools  and  the 
Dunbar  Junior  High  School. 

The  other  proposed  elementary  school,  for 
which  s  site  has  been  acquired  at  Eighth 
and  Arthur  Streets,  will  relieve  crowded  con- 
ditions In  the  western  part  of  the  city.  It 
will  serve  parU  of  the  present  Fair  Park  and 
Franklin  districts. 

Funds  for  enlargement  of  Franklin  School 
were  obtained  through  a  Federal  grant. 

Additions  for  five  elementary  schools  are 
propoeed  under  the  bond-issue  program. 
Plans  call  for  12  more  rooms  at  Jefferson 
School.  4  rooms  at  Oakhurst,  8  rooms  at  Wil- 
son. 4  rooms  at  Forest  Psrk.  and  3  rooms  at 
Parham.  The  Parham  district  also  will  be 
relieved  of  one  block  on  the  north,  whidi  will 
be  placed  In  the  Kramer  district. 


XKOOBSnt  BT  KMBO 

A  citizens  oonunittee  of  the  Colored 
PTA  Council  endorsed  the  Little  Rock 
school  bond  issue  yesterday  and  recom- 
mended communltywlde  support  of  it. 

I.  S.  ICcCIlnton,  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, said  the  group  would  sponsor  a  mass 
meeting  at  8  p.  m.  Thursday  at  the  First 
Congregational  Church,  Ninth  and  State 
Streets,  to  discuss  the  bond  issue. 

The  citlaens  committee  previously  had  ap- 
proved the  proposed  bond  issue  by  the  Pu- 
laski County  SpecUl  (Rural)  School  district 
but  withheld  a  stand  on  the  city  issue  until 
It  learned  what  the  Negro  schools  would 
receive  from  it.  , 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
gone  into  this  matter  sufficiently  to  sat- 
isfy me  that  a  prima  facie  case  exists 
that  justifies  thorough  investigation  by 
Mr.  Wilsoo.  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
into  the  contest  between  Little  Roclc  and 
Hope,  Ark.,  to  see  whether  we  are  wast- 
ing millions  of  dollars  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  by  not  utilizing  and  reactivating 
the  base  at  Hope.  Ark.  As  a  former 
member  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee. I  am  satisfied  that  sufBcient  evi- 
dence exists  In  support  of  the  position 
taken  by  the  mayor  and  the  president  of 
the  chamber  of  commerce  at  Hope,  Ark., 
to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  for  the 
reactivation  of  the  base  at  Hope,  rather 
than  for  the  spending  of  some  S55  mil- 
lion for  a  new  base  at  Little  Rock. 

TXANSrOBTATIOH      Or      COOBS      TO      OOIUIUMIST 

couirraiKs   in    shu>s  sou)    bt    ihe   xtnited 

8TATBS 

Mr.  President,  the  next  Item  I  wish  to 
take  up  bears  on  an  article  entitled 
"Ships  Sold  to  Greece  by  United  States 
Now  Carrying  Goods  to  Reds."  The 
article  appieared  in  this  morning's  issue 
of  the  Washington  Times-Herald.  In 
the  article  it  is  pointed  out  that  the 
Senate  committee  headed  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  is 
making  an  investigation  of  alleged  trade 
with  the  enemy  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain, on  the  part  of  purchasers  of  certain 
ships  from  the  United  States,  ships 
which  have  been  sold  to  interests  pur- 
portedly from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain: 
but  I  am  far  from  convinced,  and  I  Judge 
from  the  story  that  the  committee  is  also 
far  from  convinced,  that  all  the  interests 
themselves  are  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

In  my  judgment  this  matter  should  be 
pursued  thoroughly,  because  on  several 
occasions  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I 
have  deprecated  the  tendency  to  ship  to 
Communist  China  and  to  other  potential 
enemies,  even  in  bottoms  that  may  fly  a 
so-called  neutral  flag,  goods  which  will 
aid  the  enemy  and  will  result,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  larger  casualty  lists  of 
American  boys. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  me  a  documentation  of  former 
United  States  merchant  ships  on  which 
the  Federal  Maritime  Board,  now  the 
United  States  Maritime  Administration, 
holds  mortgages,  and  which  have  traded 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain  In  China  and 
Europe  from  July  1,  1»50,  to  December 
31,  1952.  ao  it  has  been  going  on  for 
same  time.  In  my  judgment  it  is  a  mat- 
ter that  the  former  administration 
should  have  done  something  about;  and 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  a  committee  of  the 
new  administration  proposes  to  do  some- 
thing about  it. 


Mr.  President,  at  thts  point  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  jmnted  in 
the  Record  the  article  which  appeared 
this  morning  in  the  Washington  Times- 
Herald. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 


■  ■'  J' 
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8Hn>s  Sold  to  Omxmcw.  bt  Uwitcs  States  Now 
Cabbting  Goods  to  Runs 

(By  Ptank  Holeman) 

The  fantastic  story  of  how  a  mysterious 
Greek  millionaire  built  a  worldwide  shipping 
empire  with  the  help  of  the  United  States 
Oovemment,  and  has  ships  now  ferrying 
contraband  goods  to  Red  China  and  other 
Iron  Curtain  counMes  was  disclosed  yes- 
terday. 

The  mystery  man  Is  Starvros  O.  Llvanos, 
ei,  who  has  offices  at  52  Broadway,  New  Tork. 
and  lives  In  quiet  hixury  at  the  Plaza  HoteL 

Details  of  Llvanos'  amazing  activities 
were  dug  out  of  files  supplied  to  the  Senate 
permanent  Investigating  committee  by  the 
Federal  Btoritlme  Administration,  the  Office 
of  Naval  Intelligence,  and  other  Government 
agencies. 

The  committee,  headed  by  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht  (Republican.  Wisconsin),  is  going  to 
tiu-n  the  spotlight  on  Llvanos'  dealings  when 
it  reopens  its  investigation  of  Iron  Curtain 
trade  next  Thursday. 

BarUer.  Senator  McCabtht  revealed  that 
06  ships,  on  which  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment has  mortgages  totaling  millions  of 
dollars,  are  engaged  In  the  trade  which  has 
been  barred  to  ships  fiylng  the  American 
flag. 

LIVANOS,  CHTET  OPEBATOB 

The  biggest  single  operator,  it  appears  from 
the  files,  is  Llvanos.  He  Is  expected  to  be 
called  as  a  major  witness  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

At  least  28  ships  in  which  Llvanos  is 
listed  as  having  a  major  financial  interest 
have  been  spotted  entering  or  leaving  Iron 
Curtain  ports  from  Dairen.  Manchuria,  to 
Odessa.  Russia. 

The  liarltlDM  Administration,  it  turns  out. 
has  mortgages  on  11  of  the  vessels  involved, 
totaling  tS, 129,700.  They  were  sold  to  Ll- 
vanos' various  companies  at  knockdown 
prices  after  World  War  H.  Tbe  lot  went  for 
•6,030,871 — only  a  traction  of  what  ttiey  cost 
American  taxpayers. 

All  the  nK>rtgaged  ships  are  under  Greek 
registry,  fiy  Greek  flags,  with  crews  of  mixed 
nationality.  United  States  flag  vessels  have 
been  barreJ  entirely  from  Chinese  waters 
since  1950.  They  can  only  carry  minor,  non- 
strategic  goods  to  east  European  Conunxinist 
ports. 

How  Llvanos  operates  is  shown  by  what 
happened  to  a  typical  vessel,  the  Dudley  M. 
Hughes,  an  old  Liberty  ship.  The  Hughes 
was  sold  by  the  old  United  States  Maritime 
Ctmunlsslon  to  the  Theofano  Maritime  Co., 
Ltd.,  Piraeus,  Greece,  on  February  10,  1947. 
Its  name  was  changed  to  the  Aliaknon. 

SAn.ED    TO    BUSSIA 

The  files  of  the  Maritime  Administration, 
which  succeeded  the  old  Commission  In  1950. 
show  that  beneficial  owner  of  the  vessel  is 
reaUy  S.  Llvanos  ft  Co..  Inc.,  52  Broadway, 
New  York  City.  The  registered  owner  is  stUl 
the  Theofano  Maritime  Co.,  In  Greece. 

Hitherto  secret  reports  of  ths  OKI  show 
that  the  Aliaknon  sailed  from  Crenoa,  Italy, 
on  May  29,  1962,  frcnn  Odessa,  RiusiB.  It 
IMssed  Istanbul.  Turkey,  on  June  3.  1953.  It 
arrived  at  Alexandria,  Egypt,  June  15,  1952. 
from  Odessa. 

When  next  reported  on  August  13,  1952, 
It  sailed  from  Tokohama.  Japan,  for  Tslng- 
tao.  a  principal  port  in  Red  China.  It  left 
TBlngtao  on  August  29  for  Oonstantla,  Red 
Rvunanla's  port  on  the  Black  Sea.  On  Octo- 
ber 28.  it  left  there  iax  Cyprus. 
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3.  SpeeUa  eommunitf  fMcOifiea 

(•)  Me<llc«I  facilities:  There  are  10  prac- 
ticing phyBlclans  In  Hope.  Nine  are  white 
and  one  Is  colore<L  Three  hospitals  provide 
a  total  of  80  beds,  and  two  of  these  hospitals 
are  privately  owned  while  the  third  is  a  non- 
profit corporation  operated  by  a  board  of 
directors.  The  county  has  voted  to  build  a 
new  hospital  and  is  now  collecting  the  tax 
for  the  project.  This  county  hospital  will 
replace  two  of  the  present  facilities  and  will 
have  approximately  a  75-bed  maximum. 
This  would  give  an  approximate  total  of  100 
beds.  Six  drug  stores,  each  one  with  a  reg- 
istered pharmacist,  provide  the  conununlty 
with  ample  drug  facilities. 

There  is  a  Federation  of  Women's  Garden 
Clubs  and  a  Hope  Music  Club,  both  of  which 
are  active  In  a  c\ilt\ual  and  civic  way.  The 
miuic  club  sponsors  a  concert  program  each 
season  which  brings  in  three  outstanding 
artists.  The  Hope  Youth  Center  Is  spon- 
sored by  the  civic  agencies  who  are  Interested 
In  the  cultural  and  £lvic  life  of  the  yoimg 
people. 

(b)  ^liglous  facilities:  The  religloiis  fa- 
cilities of  Hope  Include  chiirches  of  the  Bap- 
tist, Methodist,  Presbyterian,  Assembly  of 
Ood,  Episcopal,  Pentecostal,  and  Catbolio 
creeds  and  faiths.  Many  of  these  churches 
have  educational  and  recreational  buildings 
and  facilities.  Two  of  these  churches  were 
completed  in  1951  and  the  others  have  been 
kept  in  a  good  state  of  repair.  In  addition 
to  the  Sunday  services,  most  of  the  churches 
have  midweek  services.  There  are  brother- 
hoods, auxiliaries,  etc.  The  mnin  auditorium 
of  the  First  Baptist  Church  accommodates 
1.000  people  and  is  used  by  the  community 
on  various  special  occattions.  The  colored 
population  have  adequate  religlotu  facilities 
also. 

(c)  Education  facilities:  The  Hope  public 
schools  are  second  to  none  in  physical  plant 
and  quality  of  training.  Four  grade  Gcbools 
are  conveniently  located  in  each  of  the  foiir 
city  wards.  Two  of  these  buildings  were 
built  in  1949.  The  high  school  and  the 
Junior  high  school  are  situated  on  the  same 
grounds.  The  Junior  high  school  was  com- 
pleted In  1951.  On  these  some  40  acres  of 
school  property  are  located  the  football  sta- 
dium, the  "home  ec"  cottage,  the  band  build- 
ing, "agri"  and  shop  building,  and  the  gym. 
Present  school  facilities  can  accommodate 
about  450  additional  students. 

(d)  Recreational  facilities:  Hope's  muni- 
cipal park  consists  of  forty  landscaped  and 
well-equipped  acres  for  play  and  recreation. 
There  is  a  swlnuning  pool,  tennis  courts,  and 
plenty  of  playground  equipment  for  children. 
A  baseball  park,  seating  about  2,000  people  is 
here  also.  This  beautiful  park  is  the  home 
of  the  annual  Third  District  Livestock  Show 
and  Fair.  The  main  btillding,  the  coliseum, 
houses  the  rodeo  arena  and  the  exhibit  hall. 
Several  gas-fed  barbecue  pits  and  picnic 
tables  make  this  an  ideal  spot  for  outdoor 
entertainment.  Two  Malco  theaters  provide 
motion-picture  entertainment  of  the  highest 
type.  The  Saenger  was  built  in  1949  and 
seats  about  1,000  people.  The  Rlalto  seats 
600.  In  1951  the  Saenger  won  the  Malco 
Theater  Award.  Hope  has  a  municipally 
owned  and  operated  park  very  well  equipped 
for  colored. 

4.  Type  of  government 
Rope,  Ark.,  is  governed  by  a  mayor  and  a 
council  form  of  government.     Two  aldermen 
from  each  of  the  four  city  wards  make  up 
the  council. 

(a)  Bonded  Indebtedness:  City,  none; 
county,  980,000  (county  courthouse). 

(b)  Laws  applying  to  industry:  There  are 
no  city  or  county  laws  which  apply  only  to 
Industry.     State  laws  only. 

(c)  Effect  of  new  plant  on  community: 
Some  number  of  citizens  of  Hope  and  Hemp- 
stead County  have  been  forced,  in  the  past 
year,  to  find  suitable  employment  In  neigh- 
boring towns.  A  new  plant  would  bring 
those  people  back  home  and  would  provide 


employment  for  those  who  are  only  part- 
time  employed.  Certainly  a  new  plant  would 
Increase  retail  and  wholesale  trade  in  this 
community  and  its  vicinity.  It  Is  not  felt 
that  a  new  plant  would  make  this  a  boom 
town,  but  would  serve  to  bolster  and  stabilize 
the  economy  of  Hempstead  County. 

(d)  War  risk:  Closeness  to  {H^mary  tar- 
gets— The  Red  River  Arsenal  is  located  46 
miles  from  Hope  and  the  Shumaker  Naval 
Ordnance  is  located  60  miles  southeast  of 
Hope.  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  Is  100  miles 
south  of  Hope. 

<e)  Insurance  rates  and  bank  facilities: 
Inside  city — Owner  and  occupied  dwelling, 
ftre  and  extended  coverage,  97.50  per  $1,000 
per  year;  tennant -occupied  dwelling,  fire  and 
extended  coverage.  Outside  city — Dwelling, 
Hre  and  extended  coverage,  914.40  per  91,000 
per  year.  The  industrial  Insurance  rates  in 
this  area  are  determined  by  the  Arkansas 
Rating  and  Inspection  Bureau,  Little  Rock. 

Bank  facilities:  Hope  is  served  by  two  na- 
tional banks  with  a  combined  total  of  assets 
of  approximately  910  million.  Total  dally 
check  clearance  for  both  banks,  about  9400,- 
000. 

5.  Labor 

(a)  Wage  rates:  Prevailing  wage  rates  in 
Hope  Is  80  cents  per  hour  for  unskilled  labor. 
Semiskilled  wages  vary  with  the  different  Job 
classifications  in  the  plants. 

(b)  Percentage  of  homeowners:  Approxi- 
mately 75  percent;  turnover  of  homes,  me- 
diimi  to  slow. 

(c)  Death  and  birth  rate:  Birth  rate — 
1940.  19.9:  1949,  25.1.  Death  rate— 1940.  8.8; 
1949.  8.1. 

(d)  Labor  disputes:  There  are  no  labor 
disputes  on  record  In  Hope  with  the  excep- 
tion of  nationwide  railroad  and  telephone 
strikes. 

6.  Taxes 

(a)  Personal  property  tax :  The  tax  rate  in 
Hempstead  County  is  the  same  on  personal 
and  real  property  tax,  which  Is  943.50  per 
91,000  assessed  value  inside  the  City.  Out- 
side the  city  limit  the  rate  is  938. 50  per 
91.000  assessed  value.  The  tax  rate  breaks 
down  thusly:  General  tax,  5  mills;  road  tax. 
3  mills;  courthouse  bond  retirement,  1.5 
mills;  hospital  tax.  3  mills;  library  tax,  1 
mill.     The  corpiwatlon  tax  rate  is  5  mills. 

(b)  Tax  trends:  The  tax  trend  In  Hemp- 
stead County  compares  with  that  of  the 
country  in  that,  in  recent  years,  the  rate  has 
increased.  That  Is  due  primarily  for  im- 
proved and  additional  school  facilities. 
These  additions  have  now  been  completed. 

7.  Transportation  facilitiea 

Charter  plane  service  Is  available  at  the 
Hope  Municipal  Airport.  The  Texarkana 
Municipal  Airport,  30  miles  west  on  Highway 
67,  is  served  by  three  airlines.  American 
Airlines  have  scheduled  4  flights  dally,  pas- 
senger and  cargo,  3  east  and  2  west.  Mld- 
Contlnent  Airlines  have  2  flights  scheduled 
dally,  1  north  and  1  south.  Central  Airlines 
has  1  flight  to  and  1  from  Dallas  daily. 

(a)  Land  transportation:  Hope  is  served 
by  three  major  railroads,  the  Missouri  Pa- 
cific, Louisiana  A;  Arkansas,  and  the  Frisco. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  has  scheduled  10 
freight  trains  dally  each  way  with  direct  or 
connecting  service  to  all  points  from  Hope. 
The  L.  &  A.  goes  south  to  Shreveport  twice 
dally  and  from  there  has  service  to  all  points. 
The  Frisco  leaves  dally  for  Port  Smith, 
Kansas  City,  and  all  points  north  and  west. 
The  Mlssoiiri  Pacific  has  four  passenger 
trains  scheduled  dally. 

Motor:  The  Arkansas  Motor  Freight  and 
the  East  Texas  Motor  Freight  companies  op- 
erate depots  in  Hope.  The  two  firms  pro- 
vide either  direct  or  connecting  service  to 
all  points  In  the  United  States. 

Passenger  bt»  service  Is  available  by  the 
Arkansas  Motor  Coach,  Missouri  Pacific 
Motor  Coach,  and  the  Continental  Trailways, 
all  making  several  arrivals  and  departures 
dally. 


Transportation  home  and  to  work  la  pro- 
vided by  a  fieet  of  taxlcabs.  The  Railway 
Express  Co.  operates  an  oiBoe  in  the  Missouri 
Pacific  Station  with  pickup  and  delivery 
service. 

*.  Water 

Underlying,  Hope,  Hempstead  County. 
Ark..  Is  two  water-producing  sands,  the 
Tokio  and  the  Nacatoch.  The  depth  to  the 
bottom  of  the  Nacatoch  is  630  feet  and  to 
the  tx>ttom  of  the  Tokio  is  1.480  feet.  The 
thickness  is  130  feet.  This  is  accurate  as  it 
was  determined  by  an  electric  log  of  a  well. 

The  Nacatoch  sand  has  produced  340  gal- 
lons per  minute  during  acceptance  tests  of 
the  wells  and  the  Tokio  has  produced  380 
gallons  per'  minute  during  the  same  kind  of 
test.  The  specific  yield  in  each  case  is  ap- 
proximately 2.25  gallons  per  foot  of  draw- 
down. These  tests,  of  course.  In  reality  are 
tests  of  the  capacity  of  the  pump  used  and 
not  of  the  maximum  poaalble  production  of 
the  well. 

[From  the  Arkansas  Gazette  of  March  15 
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CxTSK  roa  Cbowdko  School  CoNvrrxoNa  HiMon 

ON  Bond  Issux  Vote  Tuxsdat 

(By  James  L.  Meadow) 

Amid  the  recent  furor  involving  legisla- 
tion and  administration  affecting  the  Little 
Rock  schools,  the  prime  Issue  confronting 
voters  about  the  schools  was  shoved  Into  the 
background. 

Voters  in  the  district  will  go  to  the  polls 
Saturday  to  approve  or  reject  a  proposed  tax 
increase  from  33  to  40  mills  to  finance  a  $4 
million  bond  Issue  for  a  gigantic  expansion 
program. 

The  proposed  building  program  resulted 
from  long  and  careful  study  by  the  school 
board  and  its  consultants  of  the  present 
overtaxed  system  and  the  trends  for  futuie 
needs. 

NOT  A  crmr-Au. 

Prom  the  outset  of  the  discussion  the  board 
at  no  time  contended  that  a  bond  issue  in 
the  proposed  amount  was  a  cure-all  for  tLe 
present  crowded  conditions. 

On  the  other  hand.  It  appears  now  that 
one  of  the  major  needs — a  new  senior  school 
in  the  Pulaski  Heights  area — will  have  to  be 
delayed  because  the  bond  Issue,  even  if  ap- 
proved, may  not  afford  enough  funds  for  the 
entire  program. 

School  ofllclals,  however,  are  hopeful  that 
by  close  bargaining  on  contracts  If  the  bond 
Issue  is  successful  to  "squeeze"  all  of  the 
program,  including  the  high  school,  Into  the 
designated  amount. 

PaOJECTS 

Here  Is  what  the  board  proposes  to  do 
with  the  94  million  Lf  the  voters  approve: 

Three  new  Junior  high  schools,  one  of 
them  for  Negroes,  will  be  constructed. 

Two  new  elementary  schools,  one  of  them 
for  Negroes,  will  be  built. 

Five  of  the  worst  crowded  schools  will  be 
enlarged. 

One  new  senior  high  school  will  be  buUt 
if  enough  money  remains.  Estimate*  for  its 
construction  run  In  excess  of  9800,000. 

Actually,  the  bocu-d  will  have  at  its  dis- 
posal 94,073.000  If  the  bond  Issue  is  success- 
ful. The  additional  973.000  was  allocated  In 
1949  for  renovation  of  the  Olbbs  Elementary 
School  for  Negroes  and  is  still  on  hand. 

The  proposed  construction  would  call  for 
changing  virtually  all  of  the  areas  served  by 
present  schools.  The  shifting  in  all  cases 
would  result  in  smaller  areas  served  by  each 
school. 

TWO   SrrEB  PICKXD 

The  sites  for  only  two  of  the  new  schools 
have  been  determined  already.  The  board, 
however,  has  agreed  on  the  general  location 
for  the  other  structures.  Final  determina- 
tion and  purchase  will  await  outcome  of  the 
bond  issue  voting. 
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Specific  estlmatea  on  the  ooet  of  the  Indl* 
vldual  structures  also  must  await  further 
negotiations,  officials  said.  Competitive  bid- 
ding and  site  costs  may  vary  considerably 
from  preliminary  planning  on  tbe  projecu,  it 
was  explained. 

Tbe  overall  planning  for  the  construetion 
program  was  guided  by  the  desired  ratio  of 
not  more  than  30  pupils  for  each  teacher- 
room  in  the  various  schools.  The  enrollment 
In  all  elementary  schools  now  exc— ds  that 
figure  In  one  or  more  rooms. 

Projection  oC  the  crowded  conditions,  along 
wtib  student  enumeration  trends,  deter- 
mined what  could  be  expected  at  the  future 
Junior  and  senior  high  school  levels.  The 
most  iirgent  aspects  at  the  needed  relief  were 
embodied  In  the  ptopomtA  building  program. 

scBOoi.  roa  i,o*o 

The  new  senior  high  sehool  would  be  con- 
structed in  the  vicinity  of  Cantrelf  Road  and 
Hayes  Street,  preferably  In  connection  with 
one  uf  the  new  junior  high  schools  which  will 
be  built  in  the  area. 

The  senior  high  would  aeeommodate  1,000 
students  and  have  30  rooms,  cafeteria,  labor- 
atories, shop*,  special  rooms,  and  an  audi- 
torium-gymnasium. Tbe  area  it  wpuld  serve 
would  be  roughly  all  of  the  city  north  of 
West  Markham  Street.  The  present  senior 
high  school  would  serve  tbe  rest  of  the  city. 

The  junior  high  school  In  the  northwest 
section  of  the  city  would  contAin  36  class- 
rooms and  accommodate  about  750  students. 
with  cafeteria.  auditorium-gTmnasium.  and 
auxiliary  rooms.  Students  from  the  present 
JelTerson.  Forest  Park,  and  Fair  Park  ele- 
nientary  districts  would  attend. 

Another  Junior  high  school  would  be  built 
on  a  site  already  acquired  at  McKlnley  and 
32d  Streets  and  serve  about  1,000  students 
frt>m  the  present  elementary  districts  of 
Franklin,  Oakhunt,  and  Wilson  in  the  south- 
west part  of  the  city.  The  building  would 
contain  30  rooms,  with  cafeteria,  auditorium- 
gymnasium,  and  auxiliary  rooms. 

The  area  now  served  by  Pulaski  Heights 
Junior  High  School  would  be  reduced  to  care 
for  elementary  students  from  the  P\ilaskl 
Heights  and  Woodruff  districts  and  part  of 
the  Lee  district  between  8th  and  12th  Streets. 

The  West  Side  Junior  High  School  area 
would  be  changed  to  Include  only  the  ele- 
mentary districts  of  Centennial,  Mitchell, 
Garland,  and  the  Lee  district  south  of  12th 
Street.  The  area  served  by  Kast  Side  Junior 
High  School  would  remain  unchanged. 

UMrr  roa  NBoaoca 

The  building  program  also  Includes  a 
Junior  high  school  containing  30  rooms  for 
l.OOO  Negro  studenU  to  be  loeatad  in  the 
southeast  section  of  Little  Rock.  The  site 
will  be  determined  after  a  thorough  survey 
and  enumeration  of  the  prospective  enroll- 
ment. 

One  of  the  proposed  new  elementary 
schools  would  be  located  in  the  Booker 
Homes  housing  project  for  Negroes.  It 
would  contain  14  rooms  and  care  for  4ao 
pupils.  This  area  was  annexed  to  the  Little 
Rock  School  district  recently  by  the  legisla- 
ture. Until  the  new  schools  arc  conatructed. 
pupils  In  the  area  will  attend  the  Washing- 
ton and  Bush  Elementary  Schools  and  tbe 
Dunbar  Junior  High  School. 

The  other  proposed  elementary  school,  for 
which  a  site  has  been  acquired  at  Ughth 
and  Arthm-  Streets,  will  relieve  crowded  con- 
ditions in  the  western  part  of  the  city.  It 
will  serve  parts  of  the  pnasent  Fair  Park  and 
Franklin  dUtrlcU. 

Funds  for  enlargement  of  FTanklln  School 
were  obtained  through  a  Federal  grant. 

Additions  for  five  elementary  schools  are 
proposed  under  the  bond-tasue  program. 
Plans  call  for  12  more  rooms  at  Jefferson 
School.  4  rooms  at  Oekhurat,  8  rooms  at  Wil- 
son. 4  rooms  at  Forest  Park,  and  3  rooms  at 
Parham.  The  Parham  dlatriet  also  will  be 
relieved  of  one  block  on  the  north,  wtiicti  Will 
be  placed  in  the  Kramer  district. 


ZMsoBos  >T  icaaao  i 

A  citizens  committee  of  the  Colored 
PTA  CouncU  endorsed  the  Utile  Rock 
school  bond  issue  yesterday  and  recom- 
mended communltywide  support  of  It. 

I.  S-  McCIlnton,  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, said  the  group  would  sponsor  a  mass 
meeting  at  8  p.  m.  Thuraday  at  the  First 
Congregational  Chtirch.  Ninth  and  State 
Streets,  to  dlacuaa  the  bond  Issue. 

The  eltizena  committee  previously  had  ap- 
proved the  proposed  bond  Issue  by  the  Pu- 
laski County  Special  (Rural)  School  district 
but  withheld  a  stand  on  the  city  issue  until 
It  learned  what  the  Negro  schools  would 
receive  from  it.  , 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  hare 
gone  Into  this  matter  su£Elcientiy  to  sat- 
isfy me  that  a  prima  fade  case  exists 
that  justifies  thorough  investigation  by 
Mr.  Wilson,  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Into  the  contest  between  Little  Rock  and 
Hope.  Ark.,  to  see  whether  we  are  wast- 
ing millions  of  dollars  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  by  not  utilizing  and  reactivating 
the  base  at  Hope,  Ark.  As  a  former 
member  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, I  am  satisfied  that  sufHcient  evi- 
dence exists  In  support  of  the  position 
taken  by  the  mayor  and  the  president  of 
the  chamber  of  commerce  at  Ht^ie,  Ark., 
to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  for  the 
reactivation  of  the  base  at  Hope,  rather 
than  for  the  spending  of  some  $55  mil- 
lion for  a  new  base  at  Little  Rock. 

TBANSrOaTATlON      OV      COOB«      TO      COMMTTNI8T 
COOMTBIXS     IN     SHIPS    SOLJ)     BT     THK    UNITED 

STATaa 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  I  wish  to 
take  up  bears  on  an  article  entitled 
"Ships  Sold  to  Greece  by  United  States 
Now  Carrying  Ckxids  to  Reds."  The 
article  appeared  in  this  morning's  issue 
of  the  Washington  Times-Herald.  In 
the  article  it  is  pointed  out  that  the 
Senate  committee  headed  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCakthy]  is 
making  an  investigation  of  alleged  trade 
with  the  enemy  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain, on  the  pert  of  purchasers  of  certain 
ships  from  the  United  States,  ships 
which  have  been  sold  to  interests  pur- 
portedly from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain: 
but  I  am  far  from  convinced,  and  I  judge 
from  the  story  that  the  committee  is  also 
far  from  convinced,  that  all  the  interests 
themselves  are  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

In  my  judgment  this  matter  should  be 
pursued  thoroughly,  because  on  several 
occasions  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I 
have  deprecated  the  tendency  to  ship  to 
Communist  China  and  to  other  potential 
enemies,  even  in  bottoms  that  may  fly  a 
so-called  neutral  flag,  goods  which  will 
aid  the  enemy  and  will  result,  directly  or 
Indirectly,  in  larger  casualty  lists  of 
American  boys. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  me  a  documentation  of  former 
United  States  merchant  ships  on  which 
the  Federal  Maritime  Board,  now  the 
United  States  Maritime  Administration, 
holds  mortgages,  and  which  have  traded 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain  In  China  and 
Europe  from  Jtily  1.  Id50,  to  December 
31,  1952.  ao  it  has  been  going  on  for 
some  time.  In  my  judgment  it  la  a  mat- 
ter that  the  former  administration 
should  have  done  something  about;  and 
I  am  glad  to  cee  that  a  committee  of  the 
new  administration  proposes  to  do  some- 
thing about  it. 


Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  article  which  appeared 
this  morning  In  the  Washington  Times- 
Herald. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Ships  Sold  to  Gksbcb  bt  Uhrkb  Statzs  Now 
CAaaTiNG  Goods  to  Rxqs 

(By  Pt-ank  Holcman) 

The  fantastic  story  of  how  a  mysterious 
Greek  millionaire  built  a  worldwide  shipping 
empire  with  the  help  of  the  United  States 
Oovemment,  and  has  ships  now  ferrying 
contraband  goods  to  Red  China  and  other 
lion  Curtain  countries  was  disclosed  yes- 
terday. 

The  mystery  man  Is  Starvros  O.  Livanos, 
61,  who  has  offlces  at  52  Broadway,  New  Tork, 
and  lives  in  quiet  luxury  at  the  Plaxa  HoteL 

Details  of  Livanos'  amazing  activities 
were  dug  out  of  files  supplied  to  the  Senate 
permanent  investigating  committee  by  the 
Federal  Maritime  Administration,  the  Office 
of  Naval  Intelligence,  and  other  Government 
agencies. 

The  committee,  headed  by  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht  (Republican.  Wisconsin ) ,  is  going  to 
turn  the  qxitUght  on  Livanos'  dealings  when 
it  reopens  its  Investigation  of  Iron  Curtain 
trade  next  Thursday. 

Earlier,  Senator  McCabtht  revealed  that 
06  ships,  on  which  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment has  mortgages  totaling  millions  of 
dollars,  are  engaged  in  the  trade  which  has 
been  barred  to  ships  flying  the  American 
flag. 

LIVANOS,   chief   OPEBATOB 

The  biggest  single  of>erator,  It  appears  from 
the  flies.  Is  Livanos.  He  Is  expected  to  be 
called  as  a  major  witness  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

At  least  28  ships  in  which  Livanos  is 
listed  as  having  a  major  financial  interest 
have  been  spotted  entering  or  leaving  Iron 
Curtain  ports  from  Dairen,  Manchuria,  to 
Odessa,  Russia. 

The  Maritime  Administration,  it  ttuna  out, 
has  mortgages  on  11  of  the  vessels  Involved, 
totaling  tS, 129,700.  They  were  sold  to  Li- 
vanos' various  companies  at  knockdown 
prices  after  World  War  IL  The  lot  went  for 
$6,080,871 — only  a  fraction  of  what  they  cost 
American  taxpayers. 

All  the  mortgaged  ships  are  under  Greek 
registry,  fly  Greek  flags,  with  crews  of  mixed 
nationality.  United  States  flag  vessels  have 
been  barred  entirely  from  Chinese  waters 
since  1950.  They  can  only  carry  minor,  non- 
strategic  goods  to  east  European  Commtmist 
ports. 

How  Livanos  operates  is  shown  by  what 
happened  to  a  typical  vessel,  the  Dudley  M. 
Hughes,  an  old  Liberty  ship.  The  Hughes 
was  sold  by  the  old  United  States  Maritime 
Ctxnmisslon  to  the  llieofano  Maritime  Co., 
Ltd.,  Piraeus,  Greece,  on  February  10,  1947. 
Its  name  was  changed  to  the  Aliaknon. 

BAILED    TO    BUSSIA 

The  files  of  the  Miiritime  Administration, 
which  succeeded  the  old  Commission  In  1950, 
show  that  beneflclal  owner  of  the  vessel  Is 
reaUy  S.  Livanos  *  COw.  Inc..  52  Broadway. 
New  York  City.  The  registered  owner  is  still 
the  Theofano  Maritime  Co.,  in  Greece. 

Hitherto  secret  reports  of  the  OHl  show 
that  the  Aliaknon  sailed  from  Genoa,  Italy, 
on  May  29,  1969,  from  Odessa.  Rusarta.  It 
passed  Istanbul.  Turkey,  on  June  3.  1952.  It 
arrived  at  Alexandria,  Egypt,  June  15,  1952, 
from  Odessa^ 

When  next  reported  on  August  13,  1952, 
it  sailed  from  Yokohama.  Japan,  for  Taing- 
tao.  a  principal  port  in  Red  China.  It  left 
TMngtao  on  August  29  for  Oonstantla,  Red 
Rumania's  port  on  the  Black  Sea.  On  Octo- 
ber 29.  it  left  there  for  Cyprus. 
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The  Maritime  Cammlwtinn  hu  •  tasojKM 
mortgag*  on  the  AUtHenon  right  now.  The 
me  price  wm  •544.606. 

aoremment  Uwyen  are  going  over  the 
niortgage  contract  with  a  flne-tooth  comb, 
hunting  for  a  way  to  pull  the  Teaael  back, 
or  at  leaat  keep  It  out  of  Iron  Curtain  trade. 
So  far,  they  c<Hireaa,  they  are  up  against  • 
blank  wall. 

ALWAYS   HAXSB   rATlCXirrB 

livanos  is  always  careful  to  make  mort- 
gage payments  promptly.  The  Insurance  Is 
paid  up.  There  Is  no  recapture  clause  In 
the  contract.  The  ▼easels  were  sold  luider 
a  law  passed  by  Congress  In  1M6.  to  help 
buUd  up  the  war-ravaged  merchant  marine 
of  Allied  countries. 

Other  Llvanos-mortgaged  ships  which 
have  been  spotted  In  Iron  Curtain  ports  are 
the  Akti  {W.  B.  Bodgera):  Alfios  {Alexander 
W.laon);  Axios  {James  Ives);  Svros  {Joshua 
A.  Leach);  Kima  {Erastus  Smith);  {Mean- 
dros  {Charles  H.  Shaw) ;  Nestos  {Mary  Lyon) ; 
Pinios  {Robert  L.  Hague);  Aliki  {Louis 
Joliet);  and  Nedon  {William  W.  Campbell). 

In  addition  to  these  vessels.  Llvanos'  com- 
panies have  many  others,  operating  under 
varloxis  flags,  in  the  Iron  Curtain  traffic. 

The  Atlantic  Air,  belonging  to  bis  Atlantic 
Maritime  Co.,  of  Panama,  for  example,  flies 
the  Panamanian  flag.  It  was  bought  from 
the  Maritime  Commission  as  the  Elizabeth 
Blackuiell. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  since  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea  96  for- 
nix United  States  merchant  ships  of 
ov<  -  :50,000  gross  tons,  sold  iinder  mort- 
ga  i  by  the  United  States  Maritime  Ad- 
ministration, and  registered  under  for- 
eign flags,  have  traded  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  in  China  and  Ehirope.  The 
United  States  Federal  Maritime  Board, 
now  the  United  States  Maritime  Admin- 
istration, still  holds  mortgages  on  all 
these  ships  in  the  amount  of  approxi- 
mately $25,000,000. 

Of  these  ships,  52  are  registered  in 
Greece,  40  in  Italy,  and  4  in  Prance. 

We  have  poured  millions  and  millions 
of  dollars  of  aid  money  into  Italy,  Oreece, 
and  France.  I  am  not  one  who  says  we 
have  any  right  to  say  to  a  foreign  ally, 
"You  do  this  or  else";  but  I  am  one  who 
says  we  have  a  duty  to  lu'ge  our  allies  to 
sit  down  with  us  and  talk  with  us  about 
practices,  procedures,  and  policies  being 
pursued  in  their  countries  which  are  aid- 
ing our  enemies.  I  simply  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  some  progress,  at  least,  cannot 
be  made  in  settling  some  of  these  prob- 
lems through  negotiation.  These  ships 
have  made  a  total  of  183  voyages  behind 


the  Iron  Curtain,  78  to  Communist  China 
and  105  to  Soviet  bloc  ports  in  Europe. 

To  me  that  is  shocking  and  astound- 
ing. I  believe  it  is  information  which 
ought  to  be  made  available  to  the  Ameri- 
can people.  To  that  end  let  me  say  that 
I  have  before  me  a  12 -page  chart  in 
which  will  be  found  data  cataloged 
under  appropriate  headings.  The  first 
five  pages  contain  a  chart  headed  "For- 
mer United  States  Merchant  Ships  Sold 
to  the  Italian  Government  on  Which  the 
United  States  Federal  Maritime  Board 
(Maritime  Administration)  Now  Holds 
Mortgages,  and  Which  Have  Traded  Be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain  in  China  and 
Europe,  July  1,  1950,  to  December  31. 
1952."  The  columns  are  headed  "Name," 
meaning  name  of  ship.  "Gross  Tons," 
•'Beneficial  Owner  and  Registered  Own- 
er," "Sales  Price,"  "Amount  Due,"  and 
"Voyage  Details."  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  chart  material  which 
bears  upon  the  Italian  ships  inserted  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  pages  1  to  5, 
inclusive,  of  the  chart  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 


Former  United  States  merchant  ships  sold  to  the  Italian  Government  on  which  the  U.  S.  Federal  Maritime  Board  (Maritime  Administration) 
now  holds  mortgages  and  which  have  traded  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in  China  and  Europe,  July  1,  1950-Dee.  31,  195t 


Name 


Abtirto  (tx-Glen  Curtiu) 

Aid*  Laun  {ex-Jchn  Einig). 


AnttUtu  Lauro  (ez-fim/aMMi  M. 

Brtwuer). 


AtpnmonU  («x-0«or#e  fi.  Ptrttr). 
Cidope  (tx-J.  Frank  Coojxr) 


CHtt    Di    Stkwvnu  {n-Robert    Y. 
Hatntt). 


Ddfin  {et-JoH  J.  Aettta). 


Emrnnnel  V.  Parodi  (ex-Jottpk  E. 
Fida  (ox-Jame*A.  WUdtr) 


Frederic  A.  Eiltri  (ex- Frederic  A. 

EiUri). 
Oiaeomo    Fasiio    (n-Natlum    S. 

Davit). 
Qiambattika  (ez-fies  B.  Li»d»€y) 


Oio€etkin«  L*ur«   (ex-Lutk«r  S. 
JCeUt). 


Oiortto  (ex-UNm  WaU) 

Orifone  (ez-JMs  A.  Roebli»g)... 
IIunumilMt  {ex-Claui  SprecUa).. 


ItuUet  (ez-JlNMrtf  (trmt) 


7,163 
7,170 

7,176 

7,154 
7,189 

7,1&& 

7,174 

7,147 
7,182 

7, 1S2 
7,164 
7,184 


7,  IM 

7,165 
7,181 
7,167 

7,097 
7,177 
7.155 


SocieU  de  Navigaxiooe  per  Azioni  Lussino, 

Tri«tc;  same. 
Lauro    Achille,    Fu    Oloscchino    &     Co., 

Naples;  same. 


Laaro,    AchUle,    Fu    Oioaocbino   A.    Co.. 
Naples;  same. 


SocieU  Co-Operativa  de  Navlgailone  Oari- 

haldi,  .\.  R.  L.,  Oenoo;  same. 
Mattee   Scuderi   Catania.   Sicily    (Soc.   de 

Nsv.  Marittima,  Unione). 

Societa  Anooima  Importazione  Cartumi  E. 
NavigatioDe  (Saioen)  Savona;  wme. 


Societa   di    Navigaiione,    Poiena.    Genoa: 
same. 

Societa  per  Azioni   Emanuele  V.  Parodi, 

Oenoa;  same. 
Orimaldi,  Fratelli  Armatori,  Naples-Genoa; 

same. 


Compagnia  di  Navigaiione  San  Sircs  Soc 

Per  Azioni,  Qenoe;  same. 
Villain  &  Fassio,  Societa  Anonima  ItUiana 

de  NaTiftacione  Mercantilo,  Oenoa;  same. 
Societa  di  Navigaiione  Dani  &  C,  Genoa; 

same. 


Lauro  Acbllle,  Fu  Oioacchino  it  C,  Naples; 
same. 


Insom,  Enrico,  Fn  Antonio,  Rome;  ssme... 

Compsi?nia  di  Navipizione  Arriv&bono, 
Leonardo,  8.  P.  A.  Venice. 

Rsvano,  Alberto,  Fu  Pietro  Oenoa  (asso- 
ciated with  Tidewater  Commercial  Co., 
Inc.,  Maryland  Tnut  Bldis.,  Baltmore, 
Md.)  (Soc.  per  Ationi  Induatria  .irms- 
nento.) 

Italnavi  Societa  di  Navigacione  per  izioni. 
Oenoa:  same. 

Ditta  Marino  Querol,  Oenoa;  same 


ItatauTi  Societa  di  Navigations  per  Acionl, 
Oeoos;  same. 


Sales  price 


K  mount 

due  (.Vjir. 

U.  1M2) 


>54<S06 
544,506 

544,506 

544,506 
544,506 

544.  G06 
544.506 


$28a500 
288,000 

28^500 

306,000 
306,000 

306,000 
280.500 


544,506 

288,000 

544,506 

306.000 

544,506 

280.500 

544,506 

288,000 

544,506 

306,000 

64i506 

544,906 

544,506 
544,506 

544.506 
644,506 
644,506 


280,500 

280,500 
306.000 
280.500 

280.000 
312.000 
380,500 


Voyage  details 


Sailed  Rotterdam  Oct.  8.  lOfiO.  br  Gdynia;  arrived  Venies 
Nov.  1.1.  1U60,  from  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Spexia  Mar.  17,  1951;  arrlTed  Constantsa  Mar.  S, 
lUAl:aaile<1  Constantza  Apr.  3.  1961;  arrived  BumosAlr** 
May  4,  1951;  sailed  Istantnil  July  29,  1951.  fur  Boumasand 
Constantza:  sailed  Coniitantza  Aug.  13,  1961;  arrived 
Buenos  Aires  Sept.  14,  1951. 

Sailed  Immingham  Oct.  23,  l9Sft  hr  Odynia;  arrived  Venice 
Dec.  3  WO,  from  Gdynia;  Ailed  Messina  Nov.  15, 19is2; 
arrived  Odessa  Nov.  19,  I9SS;  sailed  Odessa  Dec.  14  1963- 
arrived  Messina  Dec.  19,  1962. 

Sail<>d  Middlesbro  Aug.  lU,  1951,  for  (]i]ynla;  Mlled  Odansk 
Aup.  24,  1951,  (or  Civitavecchia. 

Sailt-d  Hong  Kong  Feb.  20,  1952,  (br  Tsingtao;  sailed  Istan- 
bul Apr.  7,  1952,  en  route  China  to  Bounta.i;  passed 
Istanbul  Apr.  24,  1952.  en  route  Bourgms  to  Italy. 

Passed  Istanbul  June  9.  1961,  en  route  Tunisia  to  cidesaa; 
arrived  Liverpool  July  1,  1951  from  Odessa;  sailed  Civi- 
tavecchia Aug.  28,  1951.  for  Novoroesisk;  arrived  Liver- 
pool Sept.  23,  1951;  sailed  Beirut  Nov.  24,  1951.  for  Odes»- 
arrived  Belfast  Jan.  2,  1962;  sailed  Belfast  Jan.  14  19621 
for  (idessa;  arriviKl  Leith  Feb.  25.  1952.  from  Odets* 

Sailed  Spezia  July  5  1950,  for  Gdynia:  arrived  Naplea 
Aug.  B,  19S0.  from  Gdynia;  sailed  Emden  Oct.  18.  1952. 
for  Gdynia:  arrived  Naples  Nov.  18,  1862,  from  Gdynia 

Sailed  New  York  Sept.  19.  1951,  for  Gdynia;  arrived  Genoa 
Nov.  5,  1951,  from  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Rosario  July  4,  1950.  (or  Dairen;  arrived  Aabenraa 
Oct.  30.  1950.  from  Dairen:  sailed  .Vorreeondby  Nov    10, 

1950.  for  Gdansk,  arrived  Buenos  Aires  Dec.  22,  1980, 
from  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Trieste  Jan.  2,  1951,  for  Odeaaa;  arrived  London 

Feb.  2,  1951,  from  Odessa. 
Sailed  Marseille  Apr.  27,  1950.  and  Haiphong  June  18  1980 

(or  Dairen;  arrived  Malmo  Aug.  23,  1950,  (rom  Dairen 
Sailed  Antwerp    LUg.  19,  1951,  (or  Murmansk;  sailed  Mui^ 

niansk  Aug.  31,  1951,  (or  Gdynia;  arrived  Genoa  Oct   4, 

1951,  from  Gdynia;  sailed  Antwerp  Nov.  7,  1951  (or 
Gdynia;  arrived  Savona  I>ec.  6.  1951,  (rom  Gdynia- 
sailed  Bona  Dec.  17,  1951.  (or  Gdynia;  arrived  Cienoa 
Jan.  26,  1962.  (rom  Gdynia;  sailed  Baltimore  Nov  6. 
1952;  arrived  Hamburg  Nov.  24.  1962;  sailed  Hamburg 
Nov.  27.  1952.  for  Gdynl.i;  sailed  Gdynia  Dec  10  1952- 
arrived  Civitavecchia  Dec.  24,  1962. 

Sailed  Savona  Nov.  4.  1950,  (or  Bourgas  and  Constantza- 
arrived  Buenos  Aires  Dec.  30.  1950,  (rom  Constantza 
8aile<l  Genoa  June  10,  1951.  (or  ConstanUa;  arrived  Buenos 
Airea  July  8,  1951,  (rom  Con.<!tantii. 

SaiW  Bahia  Blanna  (ict.  2. 1950,  (or  Gdynia;  arrived  Venice 
Dec.  17,  laV)  (rom  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Piraeus  Sept.  26,  1952,  (or  Black  Sea. 

8aile<l  I>ondon  June  28,  19,V).  (or  Odansk:  arrived  Leghorn 
July  21, 1950,  from  Gilansk :  sailed  Marseilk-g  Dec  29  1950 
for  Odessa;  arrived  BiierU  Jan.  8,  1951,  (rom  Odessa. 

Sailed  Alexandria  Dec.  4,  1951.  for  Novoroesisk;  sailed 
Novoroesisk  Dec.  19.  1961;  arrived  Glasgow  Jan    1    1952 

Sailed  Middlesbro  Nov.  2,  1960.  (or  Gdynia;  arrived  Oxelo- 
sund  Nov.  18.  1950,  (rom  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Marseilles  Dec.  18.  1951,  (or  Odessa;  arrived  Avon- 
mouth  Jan.  20,  1952,  (rom  Odessa. 


< 


1953 
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Former  United  States  met;kant  ships  sold  to  the  Italian  Government,  on  which  the  U.  S.  Federal  MariHme  Board  (Maritime  AdministraHan) 
now  holds  mortgage*  imd  tsAicA  ha»e  traded  behind  the  Iron  CurtoM  in  China  and  Europe,  July  1,  1960-Dec.  St,  2A5«— Continued 


Name 


X.«srs  X^mrs  4ea-£hMo4  HsytMi  I 


LoMS  Pattern  l0S.- 


). 


BbsHmk    f/a^Wwk.    U. 


A/oris 

Mocdy). 


Maria  Parodi  (ex-R'm.  /.  C%am- 

herim). 
MMf    Mvm»»    {Vi-Paemiinf 

Wktt). 
Nazntnu     tia.-Ait$n*tms     81. 

Ouadeni). 


Natvie  Ayr*  (as-JMMS  OHm 
tars 


Ninello   Gawarone    {eM.-Jmmes  O. 

Odntpia  iifM-Jmmui  Sertmm) 

Or$olia*  {ex-Or<mt  Wmat) 

i^rraa   Fbsei*  {m-llmmri  1. 

Otfkn). 


rietrrt  liiMini  (ex- John  B.  Ken- 

drick). 

Rtatt*  (ei-Zissry  C. 


.<;siiU  UU  lex-Jtim  H.  7%emmi). 


Saronno  {tx-CtarUt  fiaWasss). .. 
SibUiM  {et-DmeU  L.  8wmm) 

TVctuo  (sx-aHsad  Stmmd*) 

Vmitmlim*  BttoJW  kn-F**mk  M. 
lM)d4). 

Vtr tUia  li0M-Edmmd  O. 


Vf//ii    TH    Pruffint    (ex- John    h. 
y*atiM  {txrFttmmml  (Mm) 


Gross 
tons 


7,176 
7.1U 

7,  l»t4 
7.17J 
7,173 

7,193 

7,ias 

7,3*7 

7,in 

7.108 

7,181 
7,U3 

7.ir» 

7,175 

7,175 

xoae 

7.144 

7.15i 

7,185 
I.  ITS 


Bencflcial  owner  and  registered  owner 


Lsoro.  AdullB,  Pu  Gioacehiuo  A  C,  Naples 

CNapies). 

KoMaae,  RaAaele,  Fu  Domenico,  Naples 
(Sea  Maflaele  Romano  e  I'asquale  Maz- 
Kila>. 

B.  Blbolinl,  Oenoa;  same 


SocietS  per  Ationi  Emanuelo  V.  Parodi, 

Genoa;  suae. 
AAesMsisaso,  Genoa  (Cia.  LigiircdiNav.). 

Societa  Co-Operativa  di  Navigaziano  Oa-i- 
bsMl,  A.  R.  L.,  Genoa,  same. 


NavicBsisne  Litjcra  Giuliana,  Genoa;  same 


A  Rolk),  Genoa  Giuseppe  Gavarone 
Fu  Giaaeppe,  Genoa. 
Laaro,  Acbillie,  Fu  Gioaochino,  Naples;: 


Midtcle  Bottiglieri  d-  C,  Torre  del  Greco, 

Italy:  same. 
Viyain  A  Paaste.  SoeieU  AnoBllna  It^ians 

di  Navigazione  Mercantile,  Genoa; 


Giovanni  B.  Bibolini,  Genoa;  same. 


CompagDla  Armatoriale  Italiana  E.  A.  S^ 
Vaniea;  same. 


Sssts  Rita  Societa  di  Navigazione  S.  P.  A., 
Genoa;  same. 

C<SBpaKiiia    Italiana     Marittima,    Rome; 

asmc. 
Lauro  A  Montrlla,  Naples  and  Torre  del 

Qrses  (Cennaro  .Montella  Fu  Onofria). 

Societa  per  Azioni  di  Navigazione  hdnsr 

tioB,  Venice  and  Trieste;  same. 
OioTaBal  B.  Bibolini,  Genoa;  same 


8«ciats  di  Navigazione  Viareggina,  Viareg- 
Cio:aain. 


Arrivabene  Riunione  Campagnis  Anns- 
mento  Societa  in  Aoeomadiu  Sesipliae 
A.  R.  C.  A.,  Venloe. 

Zeos  f^orirtTi  di  Navigazione  di  Masso, 
Mora  A  Co.,  Genoa:  same. 


Sales  price 


1544.506 

644,106 

544,506 

S«AfiOI 

M4,506 
544,506 

644,506 

644,506 
644.  SOS 

544,506 
5K506 

544.506 
544,506 

544.506 

544,506 
M4.506 

468,817 

544,506 

544,506 

644.506 

54^906 


Amount 

due  (.\pr. 

a.  1952) 


$288,000 
306,000 

280,500 

306,000 
306^000 
306,000 

30fi,000 

306,000 
306.000 
280.000 
286^500 

306,000 
280,500 

288,000 

306,000 
280^X10 

280,800 
280,500 

306,000 

29i000 
286^900 


V^oysge  dctals 


Sailed  Leghorn  Sept.  16,  IflSI,  for  Odynis;  sailed  GdynK 
Oct.  13,  lUM);  arrived  Genoa  OcL  27,  1950;  miled  Bagnoli 
Mar.  21,  1951,  (or  Constantza;  sailed  Constantza  Apr.  7, 
1951:  arrived  Buenos  Aires  May  8,  1951. 

Sailed  Rotterdam  Sept.  24,  1951  (or  Ody-nia;  arrived  Venice 
Oct.  24,  1951,  (rom  Gdynia;  sailed  Genoa  Nov.  6,  1952; 
arrived  Qdynis  in  December;  arrived  Algiers  Dee.  XV, 
1960,  troM  Gdynis. 

Sailed  Venice  June  36,  1950,  for  Nlcolalett;  arrived  Hull 
July  22,  1950,  (rom  Ode«a;  .sailed  Tyne  Sept.  23,  1950,  (or 
Gdan.sk;  arrived  Venice  Oct.  27,  1950,  (rom  Gdansk. 

Sailed  Hamburg  Oct.  11,  1950,  (or  Gdansk;  arrived  Genoa 
Nov.  3,  1S60,  from  Odansk. 

Sailed  Bremen  Nov.  6,  1960,  lor  Gdynia;  arrived  Antwerp 
Nov.  19,  1950,  btun  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Fepel  Aug.  6,  1950:  arrived  Gdynia  Aug.  26,  1950; 
sailed  Gdynia  Sept.  3,  1950;  arrived  Venice  Sept.  19,  1950; 
sailed  Middlesbro  Nov.  11, 1950;  arrived  Gdansk  Nov.  14, 
1960;  arrived  Buenos  Aires  Dec.  36, 1960,  from  Gdansir. 

Sailed  Gd>-nia  June  20,  1950;  arrived  Genoa  July  5,  I960; 
sailed  Bombay  Sept.  21. 1950,  (or  Dairen;  arrived  Rotter- 
dam Dec.  22,  1950,  (rom  Dairen. 

Sailed  Kiel  Sept.  8,  1952  (or  Gdynia;  sailed  Gdynia  Sept.  25, 
1963  ior  Civitavecchia. 

Sailed  Civitsveeeliia  Apr.  29,  1951,  (or  Const«Bt»;  arrfred 
Buenos  Aires  June  13,  1951,  (rom  Constantza. 

Sailed  Sauda  July  10, 1950,  (or  Gdj-nia;  arrived  Algiers  July 
31,  1950,  (rom  Gdynia. 

Sailed  Houston  Oet.  14, 1953;  arrived  Trieste  Nov.  11, 1962; 
sailed  Trieste  Nov.  la,  1952:  arrived  Novoroesisk  in 
November;  arrived  Liverpool  Dec.  9, 1952,  (rom  Novoros- 
sisk. 

Sailed  Glasgow  Nov.  6.  1950,  for  Gdynia;  arrived  Buenos 
Aires  Jan.  S.  1961  from  Gdynia;  saBed  Genoa  Dec.  18. 
1951  (or  Odessa:  arrived  Barry  Jan.  16,  1952,  from  Odessa. 

Sailed  Alexandria  Nov.  22,  1950,  (or  Bourgas:  arrived 
Buenos  Aires  Jan.  15, 1951  (rom  Constantza:  sailed  Palem- 
bang  Mar.  19.  1952.  (or  Tsingtao;  arrived  Singapore  Apr. 
18,  1953  from  Tsingtao. 

Sailed  Hull  July  39,  1960.  (or  Gdynia:  arrived  Spesis  Auk. 
23,  1950;  sailed  SafB  in  November  1950  (or  Gdansk;  ar- 
rived Genoa  Dec.  19,  1930,  (rom  Odansk. 

Sailed  Middlesboro  Oct.  24, 1950, (or  Gdansk;  arrived  Oenos 
Dec.  4,  IS60,  (ram  Odansk. 

Sailed  Liverpool  JiUjr  22,  1950,  (or  Gdynia:  sailed  Gdynia 
(or  Naples;  sailed  Naples  Sept.  6,  1950,  (or  Constantsa; 
arrived  Buenos  Aires  Nev.  6,  19SD,  (rom  Constantza. 

Sailed  Istanbul  Dec.  7,  1951,  (or  Bourgas;  arrived  Venios 
Dec.  28,  1951,  (rom  Bourgas. 

Arrived  Glasgow  July  16,  1950,  (rom  Odessa:  sailed  Ham- 
burg Oet.  16,  1952,  (or  Gdynia:  sailed  Gdynia  Oct.  31, 
19.S2;  arrived  Ancona  Nov.  15,  1962. 

Sailed  Brake  Sept.  26,  1960,  (or  Odj-nia:  arrived  Venice 
Oct.  26,  1950,  (rom  Gdynia;  sailed  Rotterdam  Nov.  18, 
1953.  (or  Qdynis;  arrived  Genoa  Dee.  17,  1953,  from 
Gdynia. 

Sailed  Port  Swettenham  Jsne  27, 1960,  for  Odessa  and  Poti; 
arrived  Baltimore  Oct.  8,  1950,  from  Poti. 


SMled  Rotterdsm  Dee.  8,  1950, 
Dec.  30,  1950,  (ram  Qdyaia. 


(or  Gdynia;  arrived  Oenos 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  hav<5  a  similar  chart, 
page  6  of  thia  12-paKe  compilation,  en- 
titled •Tormer  Unitetl  States  Liberty 
Ships  Sold  to  the  Republic  of  Prance,  cm 
Which  the  United  8tat«s  Federal  Marl- 


time  Board — Maritime  Admhilstration — 
Now  Holds  Mortgages,  and  Which  Have 
Traded  Behind  ttie  Iron  Curtain,  July 
1,  1950,  to  December  31.  1952.'*  I  make 
the   same  request,  that  that  material 


be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 
There  being  no  objection,  page  6  of 
the  chart  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 


Farmer  United  States  Lil-erty  ships  sold  to  the  Republic  of  France  on  which  tke  U.  S.  Federal  Maritime  Board  {Maritime  Administration) 
now  \oW«  mart^ges  and  which  have  traded  bekind  ike  Iron  Curtain — July  1,  1950-Dec.  SI,  1052 


Name 

Grasi 

tOM 

BendMsl  owneis 

RsgMetad  owners 

Sales 
pries 

Amount 

due 
(April  a, 

1952) 

Voysfls  detAils 

I'nflia     (ex-Andrtvc 
ComrgM). 

Grenoble    {tx-Henrt 

GfOTQt). 

Mtrteim    (ex-SUpken 
Ovonnai   (s*\-WHbitr   O 

7,17: 

7.IM 
7,171 

7,178 

Compagnie  de  Nsrigatton  Cyprien 
Fsbre,  MarauUes^ 

CsnpsgBin  de  Messagoies,  Mari- 
tteies.    Paris.    Marscilk-s,    and 
LoMlon. 
4*                       ,    ,     .-  . 

Marine    Marchande 
(Oovernmcst     sf 
France), 
do           —         

<6M,50S 
M4,506 
644,506 
Ml.  606 

$288,240 
288,240 
288,240 
299,430 

Sailed  Aarhns.  Oct.  8,  1952;  arrived  Odansk,  Oct.  18, 
1968;  ssikd  Gdynia  9ct.  23.  1962;  srriwd  QtmoA. 
Nov.  5,  1952.                 y 

Sailed  Saigon,  Mar.  2,  M52;  arrived  Shanghai,  Mar.  9, 

do 

1952;  arrived  Dairen,  Mar.  11,  1952;  saUed  Dairen, 
Msr.  36. 1953,  te  Dunkirk. 
Sailed   DuiakA.  Apr.   ao,   1950;   arrived   Taku   Bsr, 

do             

July  18,  1950;  arrived  Yokohama,  July  30,  1950,  from 
Taku  Bar. 
Sailed  Haiphong,  May  10   1953,  for  Taku  Bar;  sailed 

Atuaterj. 

Taku  Bar,  May  25  1»52;  arrived  Constantza,  July  4, 
1952;  passed  Istanbui  July  16,  1952,  en  route  Con- 
stanta ts  MsimOsi. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Then,  Mr.  President,  I 

have  a  chart,  pares  7  to  12.  inclustre. 
which  covers  the  ship;  that  were  sold  to 
Greek  concerns,  and  which  have  been 


used  in  trade  behind  the  Iron  Curtain, 
with  caiina,  and  in  Europe.  I  «isk  per- 
mission to  have  these  pages  of  the  chart 
inserted  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  pages  7  to  12 
of  the  chart  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
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Former  United  States  merchant  ships  sold  to  Greek  conrerns  on  which  the  U.  S.  Federal  Maritime  Board  (\farilime  Administration)  sttll 
holds  mortgages  and  which  have  traded  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in  China  and  Europe — July  1,  lySO-Dec.  SI,  I95i 


Name 


Aghiot    Nieolao*    (ex- 
CiMkm0  Eel*). 


AUi  (ex-W.  B.  Rodger i) 


Atfini      (ex-Alezander 
miton). 


Atiakmon  Ui-DudUf  M. 
liugku). 


Anattauioi  Patera*  (ex- 
Obetty  /atu). 


Anna   L.    Condyli*   (ex- 
H'th.  Grafton). 


Antonii   (ei-John   Con- 
*tantine). 


Aiteri*     (ex-Z/mrir     //. 
Huiiey) . 


Alio*  {ex-Jame»  Ivt*)... 


Onfis  Lot  (n-Jama  J. 
O'KeUy). 


EvTO*      {ex-Jotkua     A . 
Ltoek). 


FotM      (ex- Frank      J. 
CuAtt). 


Hadiotit    {0T.-91.    Jamet 
M.  Coruit). 


Il'Uat     {ex-William 
UtwiU  Hyde). 


K      Hadjipaterat     (ex- 
George  C.  Childreit). 


Kehrea  {ei-IIarry  Tout- 
mm). 


Kyma      (ex-Erattut 

amUk). 


Gross 
tons 


7,176 


7,176 


7,176 


7,234 


7,177 


7,191 


7,176 


7,176 


7,176 


To  whom  sold 


N.  C.  Madjipateras  (1947). 


Livanos  Bros.  Maritime  Co.,  I-td., 
Mpeiuroii  Econo  nou,  I'irai'us 
(1947). 


Theofano  Maritime  Co.,  T.td., 
MeKaroa  Eoouomou,  i'lrueus 
(1947). 


-do. 


Bpnefifial  owner  and 
registered  owner 


Con^tantine  Madji- 
patiT!i.<  A  Sons,  ()<los 
Av.rotT  12.  Athens; 
A  ("  Mii'ljipatera.';  & 
N.  C.  Ma^ljiiiaterss. 

S.  I.ivaniw  &  Co.  Ino  , 
52  liroadway,  New 
York:  I-i\ani)a  Bros. 
Miiritinie  Co,  Ltd., 
Mai!:iroii  Economou, 
rinunis. 

S.  Livaniis  A  Co.,  Inc., 
!\2  Broadway,  New 
York;  Theofaiio  Mari- 
time Co  .  I. Id., 
Mrearon  Eeouomuu, 
Pinu'us. 

do 


I>metrios     A.     Pateras,     Chios, 
Greece  (1946). 


Nieolaos    L.    Condylis,    Athens 
(1946). 


Spyros     A.     Lemos, 
Chios  (1947). 


Oinoussai, 


Hector     C. 
Greece. 


Dracoulis.     .\thens. 


7.176 


7,256 


Livano6  Maritime  Co.,  I.td  , 
Mefcaroa  Eoouomou  riruuus 
(1947). 


7,176 


7,240 


7.176 


7,256 


7.17 


7,244 


Los  Bros.,  4  A.  K.  Pezas,  Chios 
(1946). 

Theofano  Maritime  Co.,  Ltd.; 
MPKaioD  Ecoaomou,  Piraeus 
(1946). 


Michael    C. 
(1947). 


Peraticos,     Athens 


Kassos    Pteam    Navigation    Co. 
Ltd.,  Syra  (1946). 


Ceorge  ChrUtos  T^emos,  Athens 
and  New  York  (1946). 


J.  C.  Hadjlpateras,  Athens  (1947). 


Thomas  N.  Epiphaniades,  Pire- 
aus  (1947). 


Livanos    Maritime    Co.,     Ltd., 

Piraeus  (1947). 


Lemos  A  Puti-rnas,  Ltd  . 
Lonlon;  DeinetnosA. 
PaterA.s,  Chios. 


Orion  .''hipping  A  Trnd- 
inK  C"  ,  Inc  .  so  Hroail 
.'^t  ,  New  York,  Nieo- 
laos L.  Com  1>  lis, 
Athens. 

I.eini)S  A  Patenis,  Ltd., 
Ixindon.  Spyros  A. 
Lemos,  Oiiioiissai. 
Chios 

nectnr  C  T>nici>ulis, 
Atbeos;  same. 


.  Livjnos  A  C:i  ,  Inc  , 
52  Broadway,  .New 
York.  Liv.inos  .Mari- 
time Co  .  Ltd., 
Megaron  Economous, 
I'lrnliis. 


Marten  Steamship  Co., 
Inc.,  44  Whitehall  St  . 
New  York;  Los  Bros. 
A  A.  K.  I'eEis,  Chios. 

S.  Livanos  A  Co..  Inc  , 
.V2  Broadway,  New 
York;  Theofano  Mari- 
time Co,  Ltd.,  Me- 
caron  Economou, 
I'lrat'us. 


Carras  I  td.,  I/ondon; 
Michale  J.  Carm-s, 
loannis  SI.  Carras, 
London. 


Rethymnis     A      Kuhi- 
kundis,  Ltd..  London; 
Kas*>s    Steam    Na"' 
galiuu  Co.,  Ltd.  ciy 


Navi- 
ra. 


Lemos  A  Patems,  Ltd  , 
London;  George 
C  h  r  i  s  t  o  s  L  e  in  o  .s , 
Athens  and  New 
York. 
Constanttne  nadjiimte- 
ras  A  Sons,  .\thens; 
Constantinc  Iladjipa- 
tera.s  A  Sons,  .\thens. 

Thomas  N.  Etjiphani- 
ades,  care  of  r  anniaur 
Shipping  A  Tra<iing 
Corp.,  39  Broadway, 
New  York;  Piraeus 
Thomas  N.  Epiphani- 
ades, Piraeus. 

8.  Livanos  A  Co.,  Inc., 
52  Broadway,  New 
York;  Livanos  Msui- 
time  Co.,  Ltd.,  Pi- 
raeua. 


Saleo 
price 


.VmoTint 

|due  (.\pr 

9,  19.''.2) 


Voyage  details 


$544,506      r280, 500 


544,506 


544,  .V)6 


544,506 


544.  50»'i 


544,506 


544,506 


544.506 


544,506 


577,073 


$544.  506 


544,506 


544,506 


544,506 


280,500 


2H0,  500 


280,500 


Sailed  Antwerp  Nov.  Ifi,  lOfiO,  for  Stettin;  sailed  Stettin 
Ueo.  4,  l'.>fil;  arnviil  Shmiizu  Jan.  :iO,  ItfSl;  saiU'd 
Niiji  .K^.t.  12,  1M51,  for  Dairen,  sj\iled  1  )iiren  .\ug.  2rt 
\y.'<\.  arrivivl  Madras  Sfpt  14,  lw.''il;  sailed  Ilarlle|xx>i 
Dec.  15,  iy5l,  for  Wismar;  arrived  Ilartlei>ool  Jan.  7, 
19.12,  from  VVsrnar. 

Sailiil  Yawala  May  I.T,  1<>5I.  for  Dairen;  sail«sl  Pairen 
Jiini-  "i.  Itf51.  arriv.'d  Manibunr  July  .10,  1«M;  s.aileil 
Yawata  July  .11,  l'.».S2,  fi>r  I'singtao;  arrived  Hamburg 
Oct   li,  1952,  from  Tsingtao. 


Sailed  Ilakmlate  May  Z5.  1051  for  Dairen:  sailed  Dairen 
June  JU,  lU.M.  arrive<1  Miulnks  July  12,  1951,  ssile<l 
Mi:niriii  Sept  10,  ly.")!  for  Datren,  s!Jile<l  Dairen 
Seiit.  3<l,  1»51.  ar'ive-i  Ma<lras  Oct.  1«,  1W51;  sunk  ofl 
Saigon  .\pr.  2,  IW.'iX 

Sailed  Genoa  May  29,  19.52  for  Odes.<a:  pAs.<ied  Istanbul 
June  .1,  iy.'i2;  arrived  Alexandria  June  15,  H».V2  from 
(>(less;i,  •uiilol  \r>kohania  .\iig  M.  1^52  for  Tsingtao; 
.s;iile  I  I'siiigt.K)  .\ug  'JW,  1U.52  lor  Coustantza;  saile<l 
Ciinstantia  Oct   29,  19.52  for  Cyi>nis. 

544,  .50«)  280.  500  .Sailixl  ShiiiiifU  July  24,  1«.V).  for  Taku  Bar:  sailetl  Moji 
Apr  l;;.  1951.  for  Taku  Bar.  amve»l  Kott^^am  June 
4,  iy.il  from  Taku  Bar.  sailed  Miironiii  .\ug.  13,  Iy51, 
for  Taku  Bar;  saiL-d  Dairen  Au|[.  31,  1951;  arrived 
Hamburg  Oct.  IH,  1»51 

544.  50f)  272,000  .Sailed  Venicf  Feb  II.  1951,  for  NovoromLsk;  arrived 
Antwerp  Mar  1.1.  ly.M,  from  Novorossisk;  iBile<l 
Osaka  Juiii'  21.  ly51,  lor  Dairi'ii.  sJiiU^l  Dairen  July  5, 
1U51,  arrived  Calcutta  .\ug.  7,  lyil. 


544,  5(X;        25.5,  000 


280,500 


280,500 


28a  500 


280,  .500 


288,000 


310,  700 


280,  500 


280,500 


8,000 


280,500 


Saile.1  Kamai.shI  July  10,  1951.  for  Tsingtao;  nlled 
Tsingtao  July  Zi,  1951.  amve<l  Hamburg  Sept.  14 
1951.  .<iaile<l  (  amalti  .May  .5,  1U52.  for  TslngtAo:  miled 
Tsingtao  July  2.  Itt52,  for  Gdynia,  arrived  Bremer- 
havcn  .Sept.  12,  iy52,  from  Gdynia. 

Sall.'d  Antwerp  Oct  1.  iy,50,  for  (idynla;  arrived  Buenos 
Aires  Nov  21.  19.V),  from  .Stettin;  Mlled  Yokohama 
Sept.  ti,  1451.  arrived  Tstngtao  St'pt  11,  iy51.  sailed 
T'iiiiEtao  .s«'pt  Pi,  I'JM ,  for  Gdynia,  arrived  Hampton 
Koaiis  l).T   rt.  1951.  fnim  Odvnla. 

Salld  Yokohama  Feb  12.  iy51,  for  Darlen;  «lled 
Damn  M:ir  7,  l'.t5l.  arrlve<l  Genoa  Al>r.  16,  1951; 
sailed  .\ntwerp  June  3,  Itf5l.  arrived  WhamiHW  July 
1.5,  1951.  sillied  WhamiHia  .\ug.  15,  l»5';  salh'd  Taku 
Bar  Sept  3,  19.51.  arrived  Hambunt  Oct.  30,  IWil; 
Sidled  Alexandria  .4pr  31).  19.52;  arrived  NovoroRslsk 
May  7.  1*52:  salk-d  N'oTortwisk  .May  10, 19*8:  arrl  ved 
Alexandria  .May  15.  |y.52;  shII.hJ  .Mt'iandrla  .May  28, 
iy52:  arrivetl  Constantia  June  1,  19,52;  sailed  Cons- 
taiitia  June  ,5,  |y52,  for  0<les!m:  sailed  Odean  June 
II.  1952;  an-|ve<l  Ixmdon  June  27,  19.52 

Saili't  .Meianitria  Div.  5,  iy51  lor  Kherson;  SftiW'l 
O'le.ssa  Dec.  2(1,  1U51,  arrived  Liverpool  Jan.  19,  1^52. 


Sailed  Yokohama  July  22.  1950;  nrrive<1  Dairen  July  27. 

iy5<i:  «IU'<I  Dairen  Aug    Ki,  11*50:  arrived  Kotti-rtlam 

Se|it.    25,    iy.5<);    .sailed    Yawala    June    12.    1951,    for 

Tsingtao,  arrivtHJ  Cochin  July  17.  iy51;  sailed  Cochin 

July   27,    |y,M:   arnve.1    Diiren    Aug     14,    1951;   .sailed 

Dairen  Aug    Zl,  l'.«l,  arrived  Mailras  Sept.  12,  1951. 

KeiHirtecl   tnnlitig   North   China  i>ort  during   .Vpril. 

arrival  Hamburg  Mav  28,  1952,  from  Tsingtao. 
Saile.l  Chinagong  Mar.  .10,  1U.'.2,  for  Taku  Bar;  «Ued 

Dairen  Ajir    Zt.  1M52.  .arrived  Hamburg  June  9,  1952; 

arrived   Chinwanetao   Sept     5.    |».52  from    Muroran; 

sailed  Chinwangtao  St-pt.  16,  1962;  arrived  Hamburg 

Nov    11.  ly52. 
Arrive.)    Liverpool   Julv  H,   19,50  from    Odessa;   sailed 

Belfa.'it    S.-pt.    ?2:    arrived    Gdansk    Sept.    28,    19.V) 

sail.vl  Odansk  Oct.  II.  iy.50:  arrived  Bari  Oct   26,  19.50; 

sailed  (Jdynia  Dec.  10,  l'j.'*K  arrived  Venice  Dec.  26. 

IM.'-v  sailed  \lexandri«  Oct    27.  1951;  arrived  Novoro.v 

sisk    Nov    2.   1951;  sailed   .Novorossisk   .Nov.  9,   1951; 

arrived  Hull  Nov.  28,  1951. 
Srtlle.l   Nagoya   Keb    17,  iy51.  frir  Chlnwsngtao;  sallM 

Chinwaniftao  Mar    H,  |y51,  arrivtvl  Kotlerdam  Ajir. 

25.  iy,5l,  sailt-.|  Kobe  Sept    19.  1951,  for  Yulln;  sailed 

Yiilln  Sept.  29,  IU51.  arrived  Gdynia  aUmt  Nov.  11, 

1951 
Sailed  Antwerp  Nov    12.  1950,  for  Stettin;  sailed  Stettin 

-Nov    2S,  iy.5<),  for  .Nagoya,  sailed  Calcutta  May  22. 

lySl,    for    Tsingtao:    sailed    Tsingtao   July    11,    1951; 

arriveii  Hamburg  SepI    fi.  1951 
Saile<l  Ancona  June  14,  1951,  for  O-les-sa;  arrived  Belfast 
July  12.  1«51,  from  Odessta;  sailed  Beirut  Sept.  22,  1961, 

for    .Novoros.sisk;    arrived    Hull    Oct.    17,    1961.   from 

Novorossisk. 


Sailed  MoJi  Dec.  14,  I9,W,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen  Jan. 
■S.  1951,  arrive<l  Kotlerdam  Keb.  23,  1951;  saiWl  Co- 
chin Aug  25, 1961,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen  on  Sept.  20, 
1951,  arrived  Belfast  Nov  22,  1951;  sailed  Yokohama 
Aug.  30,  1952.  or  Chinwangtao;  sailed  PuJo  Bukom, 
Sept.  26,  1952,  en  route  from  Chinwangtao  to  Ham- 
burg. 
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Former  I'nited  States  meichant  ships  sold  to  Greek  concerns  on  tchich  the  f.  S.  Federal  Maritime  Board  (Maritime  Administration)  still 
holds  mortgages  and  which  have  traded  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  m  China  and  Europe — July  1,  1950-Dec.  SI,  1952 — Continued 


Name 


J  itiila       Somiknt       (ex- 
.Mary  II  aiker/. 


^[n'ia     Tot     (ei  F.    -4. 

J'eddi/. 


Miiitidrot. 


(oAijri    (rx-GfO.    C. 
Jurdi. 


.\f:,AaW  KtiJoin  Drctr) 


Jl^.l,flf    .4^*01     (eT-7. 
M'lunci  TTkompton  i. 


A(»'»i  \f\  .\tary  Lym) . 


\i.  tJnni      Patrrni     (ex 
iUhj'iiniH  liou nertilf ) . 


A'irn/flnri     7ofTatia     (ex- 
I:u\im(md  T   flaktrj. 


J'lr,  in«    h'1-Fobcrt    L. 

liiignt '. 


I'll' a   (ex-  Mar  k  A 

Jiat  III. 


l.iAiird    T)     l.yfmt    (ex- 
J.iihard  1).  Lyoiii). 


s.,'tim  lei  Jo\n  L.  Slod- 
itmti). 


J'hrmnni       lex-JoiiaA 

i.(.lu<l). 


AUki  (i  xLctiii  Joliei)... 


(ajtlain  J    Sfatarangat 
ii\./amtt    L.    Acker- 

(  tiryrti    (rx-Franeiteo 
.\iiira:an) 


Vifinnti*  (ex-Harry  Leon 

tli/«on;. 


Grtxss 
tons 


,229 


7,244 


7, 17C 


7.  IW 


,207 


7.235 


17f 


7.  l»l 


7,  ao: 


7,307 


7,  iV 


7,253 


7,176 


7,198 


7,195 

7,240 
7,176 

7,176 


To  whom  sold 


Evangeli*     P.     A     Markoe     P. 
Nuuiikuc. 


Anthony     Manthos    4     Others, 
Athens  (1947;. 


Livanos     Maritime     Co.,     Ltd., 
i'lnw'us  (I94«i). 


John  Theodorukoupoulos,  Athens 
(1947;. 


Costos  M.  I>eaio«,  Piraeus  (1947). 


Constant  ine     Rcarvellus,     Chios, 
Greece  0947). 


Thef)fano    Maritime    Co  ,    Ltd., 
Piraeus  (1947). 


8.  N.  Pateras  (1947).... 


Mrs.    T.   NIcolaou    and    tamlly, 
Athens  (1947). 


Theotano    Msritlni*    Co.,    Ltd. 
1-lraeus  (1947). 


D.  S.  Fafalloe,  Chios  (1946) 


GalAxias  S.  9.  CO..  Ltd.,  Piraeus 

(1946). 
D.  Inglessis  Fils,  Piraeus  (1947)c.. 


Kassce  S.  N .  Co.,  Ltd.,  Syra  (1947) 


Livanos    Bros.    Maritime    Cos 
Ltd.,  Piraeus  (1947). 


StavTos  S.  Nlarchos,  care  of  North 
American  Shippin*  A  Trading 
Co.,  Ixindon  (1947). 

J.  P.  Goulaadris  Broe.,  Athens.... 


O.    M.    A 

(1947). 


D.   Pateras,   Piraeus 


Beneficial  owner  and 
registered  owner 


Evangelos  P.  Nomikos, 
Commercial  A  Mari- 
time Ent*>rpri.vs,  S. 
A.,  .\thens:  Fvaiigelos 
P.  .Noiuikos,  Com- 
niercial  A  Maritime 
Enterprises,  S.  A., 
Athens. 

Marlnui  Steamship  Co., 
Jnc,  44  Whitehall  St., 
New  York.  Ixjs  Bros., 
A  A.  K.  Peuks,  Chios. 

S.  Livanos  A  Co.,  .52 
Broadway,  New  York; 
Livanos  Maritime  Co., 
Ltd.,  Piraeus. 

Orion  Shipping  A  Trad- 
ing Co..  Inc.,  HO 
Broad  St  .  New  S'ork; 
John  Theodorakou- 
IKnilos,  A  then.". 

C.  .M.  lyemos  A  Co., 
Ltd.,  lyondon:  Adam- 
astos  S.  S.  Co.,  Ltd., 
(Constant me  Michael 
I>enios>,  PiraeiLs. 

Rethymnis  A  Kulukun- 
<lia,  Lid  .  I^ondon:  C. 
Scarvellis  and  others, 
Chios. 

S.  Livanos  A  Co.,  Inc., 
52  Broadway,  .New 
York;  Theofano  Mari- 
time  Co.,  Ltd.. 
Piraeus. 


N.J  Pateras  Pons,  Ltd., 
lyondon.  Okeanoporos 
Shipping  Co..  Ltd., 
Athens. 


Oeonre  Klcolaou  Ltd., 
I^ondon:  Mme  7..  G. 
N  Icmlaou  and  children, 
Atlyns. 

S.  Llvtinos  A  Co.,  Inc  , 
52  Broadway,  New 
York;  Athlna  Mari- 
time Co.,  Ltd.,  Pira- 
eus. 

D  J.  Fafallos,  Chios, 
Greece;  Stamos  Hnd 
Demftrios  Fafalios 
and  partners,  Chios. 

Lyras  Bros..  Ltd.,  Lon- 
don; Galaxias  S.  S. 
Co.,  Ltd,  Piraeus. 

Frinton  flhiphrokers, 
Ltd.,  London;  Navi- 
gation do  Bamos, 
Piraeus. 


Rethymnis  A  Kulukun- 
dls,  Ltd.,  Ijondon; 
Kassos  8.  N,  Co.. 
Ltd.,  Syra. 


1.  Livanos  A  Co. 
62     Broadway, 
York;   Livanos 
Maritime    Co. 
Piraeus. 


,  Inc., 
New 
Bros. 
Ltd.. 


Carras,  Ltd.,  Old  Broad 
St.,  London;  Tropis 
Co.,  Ltd.,  Piraeus. 

Orion  Shipping  A  Trad- 
ing Co.,  Inc.  New 
York;  Petros  J.  Oou- 
landris  Sons,  Athens. 

Pateras  Bros.,  Pirasus; 
■ama. 


Sales 
price 


(544,506 


544,  .500 


58.5,811 


544,  .506 


.\mount 

due  (Apr, 

9,  ll»52) 


$2S0,  500 


544,506 


644,506 


644,500 


644,506 


644,506 


581,381 


S8a664 


544,506 


664,694 


544,506 

544,506 
544.606 

M4,G0e 


280,500 


317,200 


27ZO0O 


544.  506  .     280,  000 


280,  .5(M 


280,500 


280,500 


280,600 


288,000 


314.600 


313, 950 


280,500 


296,400 


280,500 

288,000 
280,500 

380,600 


Voyage  details 


Sailed  Venice  Oct.  5, 19,52,  for  Kherson:  pa.s!!ed  Istanbul 
Oct.  28.  1982,  en  route  from  Kherson  and  Novorossisk 
to  .\vonmouth. 


Sailed  YawaU  Mar.  18,  19,52;  arrive<l  Dairen  Mar.  21. 
19,52;  .sailfKl  Dain-n  Mar.  27,  1952;  arrived  Hamburg' 
May  13,  1952. 

Sailed  Osaka  July  6,  1951  for  Dairen;  .sailed  Chinwang- 
tao July  19,  1951;  arrived"  Bombay  Aug.  14,  1951; 
sailed  Bomtiay  .\ug.  28,  1951;  arrived  Dairen  .Sept.  17, 
1951;  sailed  Dairen  Oct.  11,  1951;  arrived  Bombay 
Nov.  3,  1951. 

Sailed  Yokohama  May  18,  19.51  for  Dairen:  arrived 
Hamburg  July  31,  1951  from  Tsingtao;  sailed  Ham- 
burg Aug.  8,  1951  for  Gdvnia;  arrived  Buenos  Aires 
Sept.  26,  1951  from  Gdynia, 

Saile<l  Tsingtao  Oct .  8,  19,50.  for  Dairen;  arrive*!  Rotter- 
dam Dec.  2,  1950,  fn>m  Dairen;  sailed  Pulo  Bukom 
July  6,  1951,  for  Tsingtao;  sailed  Tsingtao  Aug.  1, 
1951;  arrived  Hamburg  Sept.  23,  1951. 

Saile<i  .Alexandria  May  27,  1951.  for  Novorossisk:  sailed 
.Novorossisk  June  6,  1951;  arrived  London  June  24, 
1951. 

An-ive<l  Dairen  Apr.  12,  19.51,  from  Sa.<iebo:  sailed 
Dairen  Apr.  21,  1951,  for  Hamburg;  sailed  Rotterdam 
June  9,  1951,  for  Whampoa;  sailed  Tsingtao  Sept.  6, 
1951;  arrived  Rotterdam  Oct.  24,  1951;  .sailed  Alex- 
andria May  4,  19,52,  for  Novorossisk;  passed  Istanbul 
May  15,  1952,  en  route  Novorossisk  to  .Alexandria: 
I>asaed  Istanbul  Jurve  3,  1952,  en  route  Alexandria  to 
Constantxa;  passed  Istanbul  June  19,  1952,  en  route 
Constantxa  to  Belfast;  sailed  Ellesmere  Port  Dec.  24, 
19,52,  for  Tsingtao. 

Sailed  Karachi  Nov.  8. 1950,  for  Dairen:  arrived  Ham- 
burg Feb.  16,  1951,  from  Dairen;  sailed  Moji  May  5, 
1951,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen  May  27.  1951;  arrived 
Antwerp  July  12,  1951;  :«ailed  Rotterdam  Jan.  4, 1652, 
for  Con.stantza;  sailed  Constantia  Jan.  29,  1952,  for 
Taku  Bar;  |iassed  Brunsbuttel  May  15,  1962,  en  route 
Tsingtao  to  Gdynia;  arrived  Rotterdam  May  30, 1952, 
from  Gdynia. 

Salle*!  Cnrdenas  Oct.  31,  19.50,  for  Tsingtao;  sailed 
Tsingtao  Jan.  14,  1951;  arrived  Vancouver  Feb.  2U. 
1951, 

Sailed  YawBta  Apr.  10,  1951,  tor  Dairen:  sailed  Dairen 
Apr.  26,  1951;  arrived  Hamburg  June  19, 1951;  arrived 
Tsingtao  Aug.  2,  1952,  from  Kaoshulng;  passed  Port 
Said  Sept.  12 en  route  T;,ingtao  to  Constantsa; arrived 
Irmlr  Oct.  6,  19,52,  from  Constantia, 

S8ile<l  Amsterdam  Feb.  21,  1952  for  Odessa;  arrived 
London  Apr.  11,  1962,  from  Odessa;  sailed  Chios 
Dec.  10,  1952,  for  Novorossisk;  arrived  London  Jan. 
15,  1953,  from  Novoros,sisk. 

Sailed  Karachi  Sept.  22,  1950,  for  Dairen;  arrived 
Hamburg  Jan.  3,  1951  from  Dairen;  sailed  Bombay 
Feb.  25,  1952  for  Odessei;  arrived  Avonmouth  Apr. 
14.  1952  from  Ode&sa. 

Sailed  Antwerp  Nov.  30,  19.50;  arrived  Tsingtao  Jan. 

28,  1951;  sailed  Tsingtao  Feb.  17,  19.51;  arrived  Ham- 
burg Apr.  4,  1951:  sailed  Osaka  Sept.  10,  1951;  arrived 
Tsingtao  S«"pt.  14,  1951;  arrived  Hamburg  Nov.  11, 

1951  from  Tsingtao;  arrived  Rotterdam  Apr.  11,  1962 
from  Dairen:  sailed,  Bremen  Apr.  10,  19,52;  arrived 
Shanghai  June  II.  1952;  sailed  Shanghai  June  19, 
1952;  arrived  Cochin  July  9.  19,52. 

Arrived  Belfast  July  7,  1950,  from  Odessa;  sailed  Ant- 
werp Nov.  1,  1950,  for  Gdansk;  sailed  Gdynia  Nov. 
18.  1950,  for  Venice;  sailed  Dec.  19,  1950,  for  NlcolaiefT; 
sailed  Novorossisk  Jan.  11.  1951;  arrived  Liverpool 
Jan.  30,  1951;  sailed  Kobe  May  1,  1951,  for  Dairen; 
sailed  Dairen  May  23,  1951;  arrived  Rotterdam  July 

29,  1951;  sailed  Dairon  Feb.  11.  1952;  an  1  ved  Rotter- 
dam Apr.  1,  1952;  sailed  Leghorn  Apr.  10,  1952,  for 
Odessa  and  Kherson;  airived  Alexandria  May  1 .  1952, 
from  Odessa;  sailed  Akxandrla  May  12.  1962.  for 
Odessa;  arrived  Liverpool  June  13,  1962,  from  Odessa. 

Sailed  Muroran  Nov.  25, 1950,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen 
Dec.  6,  1950;  arrived  Rotterdam  Jan.  31,  1951;  sailed 
Kawasaki  June  5,  1951;  arrived  Dairen  June  11,  1951; 
arrived  Calcutta  July  27,  1951,  from  I>alren;  sailed 
CalcutU  Aug.  12,  1951,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen 
Sept.  11,  1961;  arrived  Bombay  Oct.  5,  1951. 

Sailed  Suer  July  29,  1950,  and  Hakodate  Sept.  15,  19.50, 
en  route  from  Stettin  to  Dairen;  arrived  Rotterdam 
Nov.  15,  1950,  from  Dairen. 

Sailed  Yokohama  Nov.  22,  1950,  for  Dairen;  arrived 
Copenhagen  Feb.  2,  1961,  from  Dairen;  sailed  Mojl 
Apr.  26,  1951,  for  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen  May  7,  1961; 
arrived  Aarhus  June  29,  1951. 

Sailed  Moji  Feb.  6,  1961  for  Dairen;  arrived  Bordeanx 
Apr.  9,  1951  from  Dairen;  sailed  Kaoshulng  June  23, 

1952  for  Tsingtao;  passed  Port  Said  Aug.  26  ea  route 
Tsingtao  to  Oeuoa. 
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Former  UniUd  SlaUa  v    thant  »hip»  sold  to  Greek  concerns  on  whic\  the  U.  S.  Federal  Mantime  Board  (Maritime  Administration)  ttiU 
holds  mortgages  ofu.  jphich  hoM  traded  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in  China  and  Europe— July  1,  19oO-Dec.  51,  iP5«— Continued 


Name 


DimottUnit    Pantaletm 
iex-D.  W.  Hamilton). 


Dirpkf  (n-Frank  Wlff- 

fin*). 
Eurymfdon  (ei-Wm.  V. 

Hoard). 


Konintra  {ei-Edwin  L. 
Godkin). 


Maria    O.    Culneundi* 
(ex- IK.   H'.  MeCrack- 

n*). 
Sedan   [ex- William   W. 
CampbcU,. 


Nieolai  (ex-WiUtem  N. 
BytTt). 

Sanlorini    (ex-John    F. 
Myert). 


Oroas 
tons 


7,17« 

7.176 
7,176 

7,198 


7,150 
7,176 

7,176 
7.176 


To  whom  sold 


P.  D.  A  B.  D.  Pantaleon,  Athens 
(11M7). 

Livanos  Bros.,  Piraeus  (1947) 

Panagis  S.  Antippas  (1947) 


Thomas  N.  Epiphanjades,  Piraeus 
(1947). 


C.  M.  Culncundis.  Athens  (1946). 
LivaiMS  Bios.,  Piraeus  (1947) 

MevrophUippas  A  Pateras  (1947) . 


Oeortre   Sigabs   &    Son,   Athens 
(1947), 


Beneflcial  owner  and 
registered  owner 


LABOR-MANAGEMENT  RELATIONS 
IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  MORSE.  Now,  Mr.  President,  as 
my  next  item  of  committee  business, 
I  *iim  to  the  subject  of  labor-manage- 
ment relations  in  the  United  States.  I 
wish  to  make  a  few  comments  on  the 
award  which  has  just  been  handed  down 
to  the  railroad  workers  on  the  basis  of 
the  criterion  of  productivity. 

Let  the  brakes  fail  to  operate  on  a 
train,  and  the  engine  comes  crashing 
through  the  Union  Station,  in  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  and  it  becomes  headlines  all 
over  the  country  and  is  the  topic  for 
commentators  and  editorial  writers;  but 
let  70.000  trains  pull  into  Union  Station 
and  the  brakes  properly  work,  and  one 
would  have  to  have  keener  eyes  than  I  to 
find  any  mention  of  it  in  the  newspapers. 
That  brings  me  to  this  point  I  wish  to 
make,  that  on  Wednesday  of  this  week. 
Professor  Guthrie,  of  the  University  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  as  a  referee  ap- 
pointed by  President  Truman  to  compose 
a  controversy  affecting  1,200,000  railroad 
workers  and  130  class  one  American 
railroads,  handed  down  an  award  and 
effected  a  peaceful  settlement  under  an 
arrangement  which  he  had  previously 
made  with  the  parties  to  the  dispute, 
that  is,  that  they  would  accept  as  final 
and  binding  his  decision  in  the  matter. 
Here  is  the  situation  affecting  this  large 
number  of  railroad  workers  and  all  those 
important  American  railroads.  There 
were  affected  some  19  labor  organiza- 
tions which,  in  the  finest  spirit  and  in 
accordance  with  the  letter  of  the  Rail- 
way Labor  Act.  adjusted  a  dispute  that 
might  very  well  have  interrupted  our 
transp>ortation  system  by  creating  a  na- 
tionwide railroad  dispute,  thereby  in- 
flicting tremendous  damage  to  the 
economy  of  the  United  States  and  the 
war  effort.  What  I  submit,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  that  there  was  very  litle  headline 
mention  of  that  in  the  newspapers 
throughout  the  country  or  on  the  radio. 


OeorKe  Nicolaoa,  Ltd., 
London;  l)em  Panta- 
leon  Sous,  Athens. 

Va-ssilios  J.  Pateras  and 
others,  Piraeus;  same. 

P.  D.  Marchrssini  A 
Co.,  Ltd.,  London; 
Pan  D.  Marchessini, 
Piraeus. 

Thomas  .V.  Epiphani- 
ades.  care  of  Fanmaur 
Shipping  *  Trading 
Corp.,  .■J9  Broa<lway, 
New  York,  and  Pi- 
raeus, Thomas  N. 
Epiphaniadfs. 

George  M.  Culucundis, 
.Vthens;  .same. 

S.  Livanos  A  Co.,  Inc., 
Si  Broadway,  New 
York;  Eugenie  Mari- 
time Co.,  Ltd. 
Piraeus. 

Ch.  A  E.  Patera.s  Ltd.. 
London;  Cslliixje  A 
Cbaralampos  N. 
Pateras.  Piraeus. 

RothymnisA  Kulukun- 
dis,  Ltd.,  London; 
Mme.  Cadio  O. 
Sigalas  A  Others, 
A  lb  ens. 


Pales 
price 


Amount 

due  (.^I>r. 

9,  1952) 


$544,  £06 

544,506 
544.506 

544,506 


$380.  SOO 

280,300 
280,500 

280,500 


544,506       255,000 


Voyage  details 


644,506 


544,506 


544.  £06 


28a  500 


2S0.500 


306.000 


Baile'l  riraens  N'ov.  2, 19.'i0  for  Poti;  sailed  Novorossl<<k 

Nov.  14,  IBfiO;  arriveil  Baltimore  Dee.  1!,  I9.58;  sailed 

Lslanhul  July  20,  1951  (or  Novorossisk;  arrived  Hull 

Aug.  l.i,  ly.M. 
Suil<Hl  Mirohiita  K^r.  "i^.  lO.ll  for  Dairen;  .«lled  Daircn 

May  13,  1951;  arrive.l  Kolterdam  July  3,  1951. 
Sailcrl  K(w.sier  .May  Z\.  1950  for  Dairen;  arrived  Lon<lon 

tH'pt.  20,  \\>M  from  Dairen,  .sailetl  Alexandria  Dec.  15. 

1952  for  Novorossisk;  snih'd  Novorossisk  Dec  29, 1952; 

arrive<l  Hull  Jan.  Ifi,  iy,\i. 
Saileil   Hong   Kone  Sept.  3,  19.'iO  for  Dairen;  arrivcl 

Haifa  Oct.  Z\,  1960  from  Dain'n;  sailed  Kobe  Apr.  2, 

iw.il  for  Dairen,  arrived  Antwerp  June  7,  1951  from 

Dairen. 


9aile<l  Antilla  Oct  31,  1950;  arrived  Tslngtao  Dec  31, 
1950,  .\rnved  Muji  Jan.  J,  1951. 

Sailed  Moji  ,Vpr.  27, 1951  tor  Dairen;  sailed  Dairen  M.-jy 
9,  1951  f<jr  Hamhutg;  sailed  llirutiato  Apr.  8^  1952; 
arrive<l  Dairen  .\pr.  13.  tv.'U;  arrive«l  .\f  atiras  May  15, 
19.'i2  from  Dairen;  sailed  Hiimburg  Oct.  23,  1«5.'; 
arrived  Taku  Bar  Jan.  1.1,  195.3. 

.''ailc'l  K;irachi  .^ue.  IS,  19.W  fcjr  Dairen;  arrived  Liver- 
pool Nov.  2H,  19.N1;  sBile<l  London  liec.  20,  I9SU; 
nrTivr<l  Dairen  Mar.  14.  1051;  arrived  Rotterdam 
May  12,  1951. 

Pailel  HiikiKlata  Oct.  9,  19.'i0;  arrived  Dairen  Oct.  l-l, 
ViH.\.  arrivi><l  Tukuyama  Dec.  I,  1950;  sailed  Tsiugtao 
Jan.  8.  1951;  arrived  MoJi  Jan.  18,  195L 


and  certainly  it  has  not  become  the  sub- 
ject of  across-the-country  editorial  com- 
mendation. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  I  think 
It  is  a  fine  example  of  what  I  have  been 
talking  about  for  several  yeais.  namely, 
that  far  more  important  than  labor 
legislation  is  the  proper  attitude  on  the 
p>art  of  labor  and  management  as  they 
approach  the  conference  table,  and  the 
impartiality  and  the  attitude  of  the 
representative  of  the  Government  who 
participates  in  an  attempt  to  have  the 
parties  to  a  dispute  or  a  controversy 
compose  their  differences  in  the  Ameri- 
can way.  I  congratulate  Professor 
Guthrie,  I  congratulate'  the  19  labor 
organizations  who  were  parties  in  the 
controversy,  and  I  congratulate  all  of  the 
130  American  railroads  who  became 
parties  to  the  agreement. 

F\irthermore,  I  point  out.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  it  is  one  of  the  rare  recogni- 
tions in  the  field  of  labor  settlements  that 
give  approval  to  the  criterion  of  pro- 
ductivity. I  happen  to  be  one  who  feels 
that  more  attention  should  be  paid  to  the 
criterion  of  productivity.  I  think  labor 
makes  a  great  mistake  whenever  it  fol- 
lows a  policy  based  upon  a  make-work 
program  rather  than  upon  a  policy  of 
increasing  productivity,  when  it  is  able 
to  do  so  within  the  framework  of  decent 
working  rules.  I  also  believe  American 
labor  would  gain  much  approval  on  the 
part  of  the  American  public  if  it  would 
manifest  a  greater  support  of  this  cri- 
terion of  productivity.  In  my  view  there 
is  no  answer  to  the  fact  that  economical- 
ly speaking,  labor  is  entitled  to  enjoy  a 
greater  share  of  the  income  from  the 
product  of  its  labor  when  it  cooperates 
with  management  in  eliminating  make- 
work  schemes  and  accepting  technologi- 
cal changes  within  an  industry  which  in- 
creases rather  than  decreases  the  volume 
of  production.  I  venture  the  suggestion 
that  in  the  months  immediately  ahead, 
this  award  by  Professor  Guthrie  is  going 


to  have  significant  repercussions  In  the 
whole  field  of  labor  negotiations,  because 
it  is  positive,  it  is  constructive,  and  it  is 
sound  economics. 

THE  RIGHT  OF  EACH  STATE  TO  EQUAL  SEMATORIAL 
E£PaESENTATION 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  take 
the  time  to  discuss  in  the  detail  what  I 
wanted  to — because  of  the  hour — the 
constitutional  principle  of  the  right  of  a 
sovereign  State  to  have,  through  its  two 
Senators  in  the  Senate,  equal  representa- 
tion. I  mentioned  it  in  my  speech  of 
last  Friday  when  I  discussed  the  com- 
mittee matter,  and  I  shall  F>ostpone  until 
next  FYiday  a  discussion  of  the  consti- 
tutional authorities  which  In  my  judg- 
ment sustain  my  premise  that,  up  until 
now,  and  as  of  now,  more  than  one  and 
a  half  million  people  in  the  State  of 
Oregon  have  been  denied  for  some  9 
weeks  equal  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States. 

I  simply  reiterate  the  statement  today 
and  will  make  it  a  part  of  my  committee 
report  a  week  hence.  But  I  suggest  to 
any  of  my  colleagues  who  might  be  in- 
terested in  preparing  themselves  for  a 
debate  on  the  proposition  that  they  re- 
fer to  the  "Framing  of  the  Constitution," 
by  Professor  Max  Parrand — 1926 — and 
familiarize  themselves  once  again  with 
the  historic  debates  at  the  time  the  Con- 
stitution was  framed  and  with  what  the 
Founding  Fathers  intended  should  be 
the  functions,  the  rights,  and  the  pre- 
rogatives of  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  recognize  that  It  takes  time  to  act  on 
such  a  resolution  as  that  which  I  sub- 
mitted on  January  13  calling  for  an 
increase  in  the  membership  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  by 
one  Republican  in  order  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Independent  Party 
might  keep  his  position  on  those  two 
committees  in  accordance  with  what  he 
deems  to  be  his  seniority  right  in  the 
Senate  as  supported  by  every  precedent 
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in  the  history  of  the  Senat*  save  and 
except  the  lone  one  of  1871  mhen  Sum- 
ner, of  Massachusetts,  was  kicked  off  his 
committees  by  the  then  Republican 
Party,  as  I  was  by  the  Senate  on  January 

13. 

I  know  It  is  impossible,  Mr.  President, 
to  be  free  from  the  criticism  of  those  who 
do  not  want  to  face  the  principle  of  the 
issue  involved.  Twenty  or  twenty-five 
years  from  today,  when  the  debates  of 
this  period  over  this  committee  fight  are 
read — because  the  personalities  will  then 
be  out  of  the  picture — people  will  pause 
and  reflect  on  the  principle  which  was 
involved  and  on  the  final  solution  of  the 
problem  which  should  be  reached  by  the 
Senate. 

But  to  the  people  of  Oregon  I  say  at 
this  desk  this  afternoon  that  the  fact  is 
they  are  being  denied  equal  representa- 
tion in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
They  have  been  denied  equal  representa- 
tion for  9  weeks,  and  have  been  denied  it 
by  the  majority  party  which  has  the 
votes  to  prevent  it. 

As  I  have  previously  indicated,  the 
minority  party  has  not  been  ac  all 
helpful  about  it.  On  January  13  only 
six  Members  of  the  Senate  stood  up  and 
supported  the  contention  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  with  reference  to 
equal  rights  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  But,  gradually.  Mr.  President. 
more  and  more  persons  are  beginning  to 
understand  the  issue,  and  I  shall  con- 
tinue, so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  hold 
the  issue  to  the  principle  involved. 

I  have  been  perfectly  willing  to  give 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration whatever  reasonable  time  it 
needed  to  pass  judgment  and  make  a 
recommendation  on  the  question.  It  is 
not  very  complex.  The  Senate  either  is 
or  is  not  going  to  add  one  Republican 
to  each  one  of  those  two  committees.  I 
should  think  it  could  be  decided  in  an 
hour's  discussion  in  committee,  and  I 
.'^hould  think  it  could  be  decided  in  a 
couple  of  hours  in  the  Senate.  So  far 
a.s  the  State  of  Oregon  is  concerned,  it 
has  a  Republican  administration,  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  Republicans 
in  the  State  legislature,  a  Republican 
Governor,  and  a  Republican  United 
States  Senator.  I  am  hearing  from 
many  of  the  people  with  reference  to 
this  committee  question,  and  I  say  to 
them  that  I  think  suflQcient  time  has  been 
allowed  the  Republicans  to  act  on  my 
re.solution.  If  the  Republicans  In  the 
Senate  want  to  make  a  record  of  refusing 
to  adopt  that  resolution,  I  think  they 
should  proceed  with  the  business  of  do- 
ing so  and  let  the  people  of  Oregon  be 
the  judge  as  to  whether  they  agree  with 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
they  have  been  denied  equal  representa- 
tion. As  to  the  meaning  of  the  Consti- 
tution and  the  opinions  of  the  authori- 
ties. I  shall  cite  them  at  some  length  next 
week. 

I  desire  to  say  in  closing,  Mr.  President, 
that  I  really  think  we  should  resolve 
this  question  on  an  impersonal  and  ob- 
jective basis.  There  has  been  sufficient 
time  for  relaxation  on  the  part  of  all 
concerned,  and  at  an  early  date,  I  hope 
before  next  Friday,  the  Republican  ma- 
jority in  the  Senate  will  make  up  its 
mind  as  to  whether,  imder  rule  XXTV. 
it  wants  to  assign  the  Junior  Senator 


from  Oregon,  on  the  basis  of  what  I  have 
described  as  a  garbage-can  disp>osal 
principle,  to  committees,  or  whether  it 
wants  to  go  on  record  as  not  favoring 
what  I  think  was  the  unfortunate 
precedent  of  1871,  but  of  sustaining  the 
many  precedents  to  the  contrary  before 
and  since  1871.  TTiere  are  Innumerable 
precedents  of  insurgents,  or  independ- 
ents, or  rebels,  or  whatever  descriptive 
term  one  may  care  to  use,  who  have  fol- 
lowed a  political  course  of  action  not 
pleasing  to  the  majority,  but  who,  never- 
theless, were  not  denied  their  seniority 
rights  to  remain  on  committees  on  which 
they  had  previously  sei-ved.  though  in 
some  instances,  as  I  have  said,  they  lost 
their  chairmanships,  and  in  other  in- 
stances were  seated  at  the  foot  of  the 
committee  table  so  far  as  seniority  was 
concerned. 

I  reiterate.  Mr.  President,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  my  Democratic  friends,  that  I  think 
they  are  quite  mistaken  if  they  take 
the  position  that  the  Republican  Party 
ought  to  yield  majority  control  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  and  let  them  be  evenly  balanced 
committees.  I  believe  the  majority  party 
is  entitled  to  a  majority  of  members  on 
each  of  the  committees.  Therefore,  Mr. 
President.  I  think  the  solution  which  is 
proposed  by  my  resolution  and  which 
the  majority  leader  has  indicated  to  me 
he  thinks  is  an  equitable  one,  namely, 
that  one  Republican  should  be  added  to 
each  one  of  those  committees  and  that 
the  seniority  rights  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  be  recognized  by  as- 
signing him  to  those  two  committees,  is 
a  fair  solution.  I  think  the  Senate  ought 
to  resolve  this  matter  at  a  very  early 
date,  because,  in  my  opinion,  the  people 
of  my  State  are  being  denied,  under  the 
present  hiatus,  equal  representation  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  rights  under  the 
Constitution. 


RULES   OP   PROCEDURE   OP 
COMMITTEES 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Morse's 
speech, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  there  may  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  my  reasons  for  rejecting 
membership  on  an  Investigative  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Finance  Committee  yes- 
terday, I  wish  to  incorporate  in  the  Rec- 
ord, first,  the  Standard  Rules  of  Proce- 
dure, as  they  have  been  adopted  by  other 
Senate  committees,  but  which  were  re- 
jected by  the  Finance  Committee  yes- 
terday; also,  such  rules  as  were  adopted, 
along  with  the  proposed  amendment  to 
the  adopted  rules  which  I  submitted  and 
recommended  as  necessary  to  protect 
the  subcommittee  and  its  members. 
.  First.  I  wish  to  incorporate  in  the  Rec- 
ord the  Standard  Rules  of  Procedure 
which  were  adopted  by  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  In 
establishing  the  permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations,  dated 
January  14.  1953.  These,  according  to 
my  information,  were  recommended  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
HoEY]  as  being  the  Standard  Rules  of 
Procedure  which  had  been  worked  out 
on  behalf  of  the  legislative  counsel  and 


the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
These  are  the  same  rules  under  which 
that  subcommittee  Is  operating  today. 
Those  rules  of  procedure  were  rejected 
yesterday  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Delaware? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

RtjuEs  OF  Procedure,  Senate  Permanent 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations 

1.  No  major  Investigation  shall  be  Ini- 
tiated without  approval  of  a  majority  of  the 
subcommittee  or  approval  of  the  majority 
of  the  full  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations. However,  preliminary  Inquiries  m-iy 
be  Initiated  by  the  subcommittee  staff  with 
the  approval  of  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee. 

2.  Subpenas  for  attendance  of  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  records  shall  be  Issued 
by  the  subcommittee  chairman  or  other 
members  designated  by  him. 

3.  Executive  hearings  shall  be  held  only 
with  the  approval  of  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee.  This  authority  may  be  dele- 
gated by  the  chairman  to  other  members 
of  the  committee  when  necessary. 

4.  Public  hearings  shall  be  held  only  with 
the  approval  of  the  majority  of  the  sub- 
committee or  with  the  approval  of  *  ma- 
jority of  the  full  committee. 

5.  An  accurate  stenographic  record  shall 
be  kept  of  the  testimony  of  all  witnesses  in 
executive  and  public  hearings. 

6.  All  testimony  taken  In  executive  session 
shall  be  kept  secret  and  will  not  be  released 
or  used  In  public  session  without  the  ap- 
proval of  a  majority  of  the  subcommittee. 

7.  Any  witness  summoned  to  a  public  or 
executive  hearing  may  be  accompanied  by 
counsel  of  his  own  choosing  who  shall  be 
permitted  while  the  witness  Is  testifying 
to  advise  him  of  his  legal  rights. 

8.  Any  person  who  Is  the  subject  of  an 
Investigation  In  public  hearings  may  submit 
questions  for  the  cross-examination  of  other 
witnesses  called  by  the  subcommittee  by 
submitting  such  questions  In  writing  to  the 
chairman.  With  the  consent  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  subcommittee  then  present, 
these  questions  will  be  put  to  the  witness 
by  a  member  or  counsel  of  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

0.  Any  witness  desiring  to  make  a  pre- 
pared or  written  statement  In  executive  or 
public  hearings  is  required  to  file  a  copy 
of  such  statement  with  the  counsel  or  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  24  hours  In  ad- 
vance of  the  hearing  at  which  the  statement 
Is  to  be  presented. 

10.  No  report  shall  be  made  to  the  Senate 
or  released  to  the  public  without  the  ap- 
jM-oval  of  the  majority  of  the  subcommittee 
or  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  full  committee. 

Adopted  January  14,  1953. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Next,  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  IncorpKjrate 
In  the  Record  the  rules  of  procedure 
which  were  adopter^  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee as  governing  the  subcommittee. 
These  rules  do  not  show  the  amendment 
to  which  I  shall  refer  later. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  rules  of 
procedure  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows  : 

The  subcommittee  Is  authorized  to  hold 
such  hearings  on  said  matters  and  to  sit  and 
act  on  them  during  the  present  Congress  at 
such  times  and  places  within  the  continental 
United  States,  and  without  the  continental 
United  States,  Its  Territories,  and  possessions 
as  the  subcommittee  may  determine  and  a* 
approved  by  the  whole  committee. 
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In  the  performance  of  Its  funetlonB,  the 
•ubcommlttee  may  hold  such  hearings 
whether  cnr  not  the  United  States  Senate  la 
In  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
and  may  require  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  books, 
papers,  and  documents  by  subpena  or  by 
other  lawful  means  to  administer  such  oaths 
and  to  take  such  testimony  as  It  deems 
necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  Issued  under 
the  slgnatxire  of  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee or  by  any  member  thereof  desig- 
nated by  such  chairman  and  may  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  such  chairman 
or  member. 

Except  as  to  the  specific  investigations 
herein  authorized,  no  Investigation  shall  be 
Initiated  or  carried  on  without  the  approval 
of  the  whole  committee.  However,  prelimi- 
nary Inquiries  of  matters  involving  possible 
wrongdoing  by  officials  or  others  respecting 
the  revenues  of  the  United  States  leading 
from,  or  suggested  by.  studies  and  Investi- 
gations of  those  matters  herein  specifically 
authorized  may  be  initiated  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Executive  hearings  shall  be  held  only  with 
the  approval  of  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee. This  authority  may  be  delegated  by 
such  chairman  to  other  members  of  the  sub- 
committee when  necessary. 

Public  hearings  shall  be  held  only  with 
the  approval  of  the  whole  committee. 

An  accurate  stenographic  record  shall  be 
kept  of  the  testimony  of  all  witnesses  In 
executive  and  public  hearings. 

The  subcommittee  shall  report  Its  actions 
and  recommendations  to  the  whole  commit- 
tee and  all  testimony  taken  In  executive  ses- 
sion by  the  subcommittee  and  matters  de- 
veloped therein  and  actions,  reconmienda- 
tlons,  and  reports  thereon  shall  not  be  re- 
leased or  disclosed  without  the  approval  of 
the  whole  committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Third,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
Incorporated  in  the  Record  an  amend- 
ment which  I  submitted  to  these  tenta- 
tive rules  of  procedure.  The  amend- 
ment reads: 

Sxcept  that  the  full  committee  cannot 
prohibit  any  member  of  the  committee  from 
discharging  his  responsibility  to  disclose 
any  case  which  he  considers  to  have  been 
a  violation  of  the  law. 

That  sonendment  was  originally  re- 
jected. However,  it  was  subsequently  re- 
amended,  but  in  rewriting  it  the  adopted 
version  nullified  the  intent.  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  as  offered  by  me  be  in- 
corporated in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment as  offered  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Except  that  the  full  committee  cannot 
prohibit  any  member  of  the  committee  from 
discharging  his  responsibility  to  disclose  any 
case  which  he  considers  to  have  been  a  vio- 
lation of  the  law. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President, 
briefly,  I  may  say  that  I  am  advised  by 
others,  including  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress, who  have  worked  with  such  com- 
mittees, that  there  are  no  precedents 
in  the  Senate  whereby  any  subcommit- 
tees have  been  bound  imder  the  rules 
as  they  are  outlined  in  this  particular 
case.  There  has  been  some  slight  mis- 
understanding that  possibly  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  trying  to  restrict  me  or 
some  other  member  of  the  committee  in 
perhaps  what  it  was  thought  were  our 
intentions,  namely,  to  discuss  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate — or  off  the  floor  of 
the  Senate — confidential  matters  which 


came  to  the  subcommittee  from  income- 
tax  returns.  That  was  not  at  all  the 
question,  as  any  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee  will  verify.  That  was  not  In 
controversy  at  all. 

Furthermore,  I  point  out  that  recent 
discussions  of  compromise  settlements 
which  I  disclosed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  are  not  covered,  either  in  or  out 
of  any  rules  of  the  subcommittee.  That 
information  is  available  to  anyone, 
particularly  to  any  member  pf  the  press. 
If  they  know  of  any  case,  they  can  go  to 
the  Treasury  Department  to  get  details 
as  to  any  compromise  settlement  which 
may  have  been  made  in  the  past.  Those 
are  established  Treasury  rules. 

Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  point  out 
the  results  of  this  censorship  as  sug- 
gested, as  the  subcommittee  is  now  set 
up. 

Under  this  proposal,  as  it  is  now  made. 
It  is  possible  for  the  subcommittee,  in 
its  investigation,  to  develop  a  certain  case 
against  Mr.  X  who  is  employed  in  the 
Treasury  Department.  The  subcommit- 
tee might  unanimously  decide  that  Mr. 
X  was  accepting  bribes  or  was  guilty  of 
other  criminal  violations  of  the  law. 
That  could  be  reported  to  the  full  com- 
mittee, but  under  the  rule  as  adopted, 
if  the  full  committee  by  a  majority  vote, 
voted  "No"  on  the  unanimous  recom- 
mendation of  the  subcommittee,  the  full 
committee  could  prevent  any  exixjsure 
of  the  charges  which  had  been  devel- 
oped in  the  course  of  the  investigation. 

Under  the  rule  as  outlined,  every  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee  or  every  mem- 
ber of  the  full  committee  would  be  honor 
bound  never  to  discuss,  either  on  or  off 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  any  of  the  facts 
develoi>ed.  Although  they  may  be  in 
the  pKJsition  of  thinking  that  Mr.  X  had 
accepted  bribes  and  was  conducting  his 
office  in  an  improper  manner,  yet  they 
would  be  precluded  from  disclosing  any 
information  which  had  been  developed 
in  the  subcommittee.  The  veto  is  all 
powerful. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
S?nator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Delaware  to  say 
that  there  is  a  proposal  of  a  committee 
which  seeks  to  exercise  control  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  as  to  what  a  com- 
mittee member  can  or  cannot  say  in 
the  public  interest  with  reference  to  in- 
formation which  has  been  discovered 
through  the  medium  of  an  investigation 
by  a  subcommittee? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  If  the  Information 
was  discovered  as  a  result  of  material 
which  was  developed  and  submitted  to 
the  subcommittee,  if  the  full  committee 
did  not  give  permission,  the  members 
of  the  subcommittee  would  be  precluded 
from  coming  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  reporting  such  information,  or  pre- 
cluded from  submitting  the  facts  to  the 
Attorney  General  or  to  the  American 
people. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  questioning 
the  good  intentions  of  those  who  voted 
for  the  proposal;  I  think  there  are  good 
arguments  on  both  sides  of  the  question, 
for  I  listened  yesterday  and  hear'd  many 
arguments  on  the  subject:  but  we  must 
not  overlook  the  possibility  that  if  we 
adopt  this  rule  and  if  it  is  carried  to 


the  extreme  and  applied  to  all  inves- 
tigating committees  of  the  Senate,  tlie 
party  in  power  could  put  the  "lid"  on 
any  Investigation  of  any  irregularities 
occurring  under  its  administration  of 
the  Government.  I  do  not  think  we 
should  establish  such  a  precedent  in  the 
United  States  Senate.  As  I  told  the 
committee  yesterday,  I  would  never  go 
along  with  any  such  ix>sition. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield.  * 
Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  say  to  the 
very  able  Senator  from  Delaware  who 
has  done  such  an  excellent  Job  of  ex- 
posing corruption  in  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Bureau  that  I  think  he  is  100  percent 
correct  in  refusing  to  serve  on  the  sub- 
committee under  the  rule  which  has  been 
adopted?  We  have  adopted  rules  of  pro- 
cedure in  our  committee  under  both 
Democratic  and  Republican  adminis- 
trations, and  we  have  found  that  they 
have  worked  very  well.  We  have  in  no 
way  attempted  to  question  the  right  of 
any  Senator,  Democrat  or  Republican, 
to  discuss  what  he  thinks  should  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  Senate  floor. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  from  Delaware  for 
taking  the  action  he  has  taken  in  remov- 
ing himself  from  that  subcommittee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  remarks. 

I  am  not  questioning  the  motives  of 
those  who  voted  for  the  rule.  There  are 
many  arguments  for  It,  but  Its  implica- 
tions are  dangerous.  I  do  not  thiiik  the 
American  people  would  have  any  confi- 
dence in  any  subcommittee  which  was 
established  to  Investigate  irregularities 
on  the  part  of  any  Government  agency 
if  the  members  of  such  subcommittee 
agreed  that  under  certain  circumstances, 
by  a  vote  of  eight  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  they  would  keep  their 
mouths  shut,  even  if  there  were  viola- 
tions of  the  law  involved. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  should  like  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Delaware,  and  I  congratu- 
late him  for  his  candor  and  courage  in 
resigning  from  any  such  subcommittee. 
Having  served  as  a  minority  member 
on  many  committees  in  the  past.  I 
certainly  would  have  resented  the  oper- 
ation of  any  such  rule  as  that  which  the 
Senator  has  been  discussing.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  majority  I  feel  equally  ve- 
hement about  the  matter.  I  do  not 
think  that  we,  as  members  of  the  major- 
ity party,  should  ever  place  ourselves  in 
such  a  position  that  we  could  be  accused 
of  trying  to  censure  any  member  of  the 
minority.  I  think  we  should  remain  on 
a  proper  basis,  so  that  Senators  acting 
through  the  conviction  of  their  con- 
sciences should  have  a  right  to  discuss 
on  the  floor  or  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
or  anywhere  else,  corruption  or  mal- 
feasance wherever  they  discover  it  in 
the  management  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  am  sure  he  is  aware,  because  he  has 
served  on  many  committees,  that  other 
committees  have  access  to  tax  returns  if 
they  wish  to  subpena  them.    I  know  of 
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no  instance  In  the  past  In  whicsh  I  have 
violated  that  right  or  others  have  vio- 
latod  it.  If  there  are  any  such  instances, 
I  .should  like  to  have  them  pointed  out. 
We  have  not  taken  any  advantage  of  any 
facts  of  a  confidential  nature  which  we 
have  obtained. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  do  not  believe  taxpay- 
ers who  make  confidential  returns  should 
have  the  information  contained  in  such 
returns  spread  all  over  the  country,  un- 
less there  is  an  established  violation.  In 
securing  such  information  from  the  Bu- 
reau of  Internal  Revenue  it  is  under- 
stood that  members  of  the  committee 
will  not  disclose  the  Information.  If  it 
siiculd  be  independently  developed  in  the 
committee,  by  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, that  there  is  anything  unlawful  in 
the  return  of  the  taxpayer,  the  member 
."Should  not  be  twirred  from  imparting 
knowledge  to  the  public  with  respect 
to  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  no  recollec- 
tion of  any  case  in  which  the  informa- 
tion so  found  has  been  misused. 

But  that  was  not  the  basis  of  the  ac- 
tion of  the  committee.  The  whole  ques- 
tion arose  as  to  whether,  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  full  committee,  the  report 
submitted  by  the  committee  could  be 
."-lopped.  It  was  thoroughly  understood 
in  the  committee  that  if  such  a  report 
V  as  voted  upon  negatively  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  committee,  no  member  of  the 
subcommittee  thereafter  would  be  per- 
muted to  discuss  either  on  or  off  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  the  contents  of  the 
uport.  even  though  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  was  convinced,  in  his  own 
mind,  that  there  was  involved  an  actual 
violuuon  of  the  law. 

I  am  sure  that  the  present  membership 
of  the  Finance  Committee  have  no  in- 
tentions to  protect  a  law  violator;  but  we 
may  not  always  have  the  same  member- 
fchip. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  would  not  quarrel  with 
the  point  of  view  that  the  full  committee 
has  a  right  to  tell  the  subcommittee  that 
it  will  not  authorize  publications.  That 
is  one  thing.  But  to  tell  individual  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  that  they  can- 
not speak  about  it  is  altogether  different 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  fuUy  with 
that  statement.  The  ix)int  Is  that  the 
full  committee  wants  the  power  to  bind 
evtry  member  of  the  subcommittee  not 
to  refer  to  any  information  gained  as  a 
result  of  investigations  or  powers  au- 
thorized by  the  full  committee. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  do  not  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  considers  censorship 
by  congressional  action  to  be  any  better 
than  censorship  by  Executive  edict. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  Piesident.  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  the  .subcommittee  ob- 
tains knowledge  which  indicates  that  a 
public  official  is  dishonest  in  carrying  out 
his  trust  and  the  subCDmmittee  faUs  to 
make  the  fact  known  to  the  Congress  as 
a  whole  or  to  the  people  of  the  country, 
are  not  the  members  of  the  subcommittee 
just  as  guilty,  in  effect,  of  betraying  the 
people  who  sent  them  to  the  Congress  as 
is  the  official  who  Is  directly  or  Indirectly 


shielded  by  the  failure  to  report  such 
malfeasance  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  has  always 
been  my  understanding,  and  it  has  been 
the  basis  of  my  objections  to  the  iJast 
administration.  They  covered  up  some 
of  the  reports,  and  I  felt  they  should 
have  been  acted  upon  prior  to  exposure. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  rule  would  cover  up 
those  reports. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct.  I 
question  whether  any  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate  who  has  taken  the 
oath  of  office  as  a  Senator  would  have 
the  right  to  join  in  a  conspiracy  in  ad- 
vance whereby  there  would  be  a  possi- 
bility that  he  would  sit  tight  with  infor- 
mation which  he  thought  disclosed  a 
violation  of  law.  I  certainly  would  not 
do  it.  with  or  without  a  legal  right. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  A  Senator  has  no  such 
right,  and  I  question  the  right  of  the 
majority  of  any  committee  to  tie  the 
tongue  of  any  other  member  of  the  com- 
mittee who  has  knowledge  of  violations 
of  the  law,  and  keep  him  from  revealing 
them,  so  that  they  may  be  corrected  and 
such  disclosure  may  serve  as  a  deterrent 
to  other  officials  who  perhaps  are  fol- 
lowing the  same  course. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  will  permit  me  to  do  so,  I  should 
like  to  comment  at  this  point  because  I 
believe  we  ought  to  make  a  record  on 
this  question  today. 

I  would  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  that  it  is  one  thing  to  propose 
a  code  of  procedure  for  congressional 
investigations,  such  as  is  found  in  the 
Kefauver  bill  and  in  the  Morse  bill,  and 
to  provide  a  rule  of  committee  against 
public  disclosure  in  the  so-called  pre- 
trial or  early  stages  of  an  investigation, 
mitil  all  the  facts  are  made  of  record 
and  there  is  an  opportunity  to  rebut 
them;  and  it  is  quite  another  thing  to 
lay  down  a  rule  of  finality  which  says 
that  no  Member  of  the  Senate  who  serves 
on  a  committee  or  a  subcommittee  shall 
be  privileged  at  any  time  to  perform 
what  he  considers  to  be  his  senatorial 
duty,  namely,  to  discuss  publicly  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  a  question  which  he 
thinks  is  of  public  concern,  growing  out 
of  his  work  as  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  agree  with  the  statement  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  also 
the  implications  and  comments  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and  by 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  as  well. 

In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  think  any 
such  rule  could  possibly  have  any  bind- 
ing effect  on  any  Member  of  the  Senate, 
because  there  would  be  no  way  to  enforce 
It.  Whenever  a  rule  is  made,  the  ques- 
tion must  always  be  asked,  in  respect  to 
the  rule:  What  about  its  violation? 
Suppose  Senator  X,  or  the  Senator  from 
Etelaware  himself,  serving  on  a  subcom- 
mittee, became  convinced,  speaking  hy- 
pothetically.  that  the  subcommittee  was 
trying  to  conceal  a  tremendous  national 
scandal  of  maladministration.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  think  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  lips  of  Senator  X  would 
■  be  sealed  by  any  such  rule  as  the  Senator 
is  now  discussing  from  presenting  the 
matter  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate;  and, 
if  he  did  discuss  it,  does  the  Senator 


think  he  would  therefore  be  subjected, 
shall  I  say,  to  the  application  of  the  rule 
of  the  Senate  under  which  Members  of 
the  Senate  may  pass  judgment  on  the 
qualifications  of  their  colleagues,  and 
that  such  disclosure  might  be  the  basis 
for  ousting  the  Member? 

Such  a  suggestion  is  absurd,  I  suggest, 
because  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  look  at 
the  relationship  of  the  power  of  any  Sen- 
ate committee  to  the  power  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  a  whole.  The  committee  is  the 
lesser  in  importance,  and  any  power 
delegated  to  it  is  also  lesser  than  the 
power  of  the  Senate  as  a  whole.  There 
is  one  power  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  in  all  our  history  has  in  no  way 
been  restricted.  It  will  be  a  bad  day  for 
the  American  people  if  the  time  ever 
comes  when  an  attempt  Is  made  to  re- 
strict it  by  such  a  rule  as  the  Senator  is 
now  suggesting,  namely,  a  rule  of  cen- 
sorship to  be  imposed  by  a  committee  on 
the  lips  of  any  Member  of  the  Senate  in 
respect  to  any  information  he  may  gain 
as  a  committee  member  while  canring 
on  his  work  as  a  ccmimittee  member. 
Such  action  Is  unthinkable.  Of  course, 
If  any  attempt  Is  ever  made  to  impose 
such  a  rule,  carrying  with  it  some  en- 
forcement penalty,  it  must  be  fought, 
because  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
knows,  as  does  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
that  no  man  of  honor  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  will  violate  any  rule 
of  any  committee  that  goes  to  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  secrecy,  unless  he  becomes 
convinced  that  something  rotten  Is  going 
on,  and  that  he  must,  as  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  have  stated,  live  up  to  his 
oath  as  a  Senator  and  perform  his  func- 
tions as  a  Senator,  those  functions  being 
more  important  than  his  functions  as  a 
member  of  a  Senate  comimlttee. 

What  I  think  is  needed  is  the  making 
of  a  legislative  record  on  the  p>olnt  by 
the  committee  between  one  Senator  and 
the  other  members  of  the  committee. 
But  I  cannot  believe  any  member  of  the 
committee  would  purport  to  lay  down  a 
rule  that  would  have  binding  force  and 
effect  on  any  Member  of  the  Senate  to 
censor  and  seal  his  lips  if ,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  fulfilling  the  oath  he  took 
at  the  desk  when  he  became  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  he  believes  that  it  has 
become  his  duty  to  tell  the  American 
people  what  he  thinks  the  facts  are 
about  any  matter  that  may  arise. 

Similar  situations  were  encountered 
in  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
time  and  time  again  when  I  was  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee,  when  allegedly 
secret  information  was  given  the  com- 
mittee, and  members  of  the  committee 
were  in  honor  bound,  in  the  interest  of 
protecting  the  security  of  the  country, 
not  to  violate  any  security  policies  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  But 
sometimes  the  circumstances  were  jjuch 
that  we  were  satisfied,  if  certain  condi- 
tions were  not  cleared  up,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  take  the  matter  to  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate.  In  such  situations  I  never 
hesitated  to  tell  the  committee  what  my 
position  would  be.  Sometimes  I  wonder 
if  that  is  not  one  of  the  reasons  why  I 
am  no  longer  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 
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Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  his  comment.  As  I  said 
before,  I  am  not  questioning  the  motives 
of  those  who  supported  this  proposal. 
Arguments  can  be  presented  both  ways. 
But  the  net  result  is  that  it  would  be 
theoretically  possible — I  do  not  say  it 
would  ever  be  done — to  have  the  full 
committee  by  a  mere  majority  vote  stifle 
a  report  that  a  subcommittee  might 
imanimously  make,  even  though  the  sub- 
committee might  be  unanimous  in  its 
verdict  that  there  was  a  violation  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  will  hold  the  floor  for  a  minute, 
because  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  desires  me  to  yield.  I 
should  like  to  touch  upon  the  last  ob- 
servation he  made.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  agree  with  me  that  it 
would  be  very  wise  if  all  committees  of 
the  Senate  would  constantly  keep  in 
mind  the  fact  that  matters  which  come 
before  any  committee  of  the  Senate  are 
not  matters  that  involve  business  of  the 
committee,  but  that  the  business  before 
any  committee  of  the  Senate  happens 
to  be  the  business  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  committee  does 
not  own  such  business? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  As  the  senator 
from  Delaware  knows,  at  the  time  the 
Senate  was  organized  and  its  committees 
were  appointed,  I  very  much  desired  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Delaware  on  the 
Special  Investigating  Committee  be- 
cause of  the  tremendously  effective  and 
excellent  work  he  did  over  a  period  of 
time  in  exposing  graft  and  corruption  in 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue.  I 
thought  his  handling  of  that  investiga- 
tion was  a  model  for  the  handling  of  ma- 
terial of  that  nature. 

As  the  Senator  from  Delaware  knows, 
since  the  first  of  the  year  I  have  dis- 
cussed with  him  a  number  of  cases 
which  appear  to  represent  rather  grossly 
improper  conduct  in  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  has  been  furnished  some  in- 
formation with  respect  to  some  of  the 
cases,  although  he  himself  has  had  much 
more  information  than  we  have  given 
him.  My  committee  has  desisted  from 
going  Into  matters  concerning  corrup- 
tion and  fraud  in  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  because  I  had  hoped  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  would  head  a  sub- 
committee that  would  look  into  that 
matter. 

On  March  9.  several  days  before  the 
subcommittee  was  formed.  I  wrote  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
I  Mr.  MiLLiKiN]  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
If  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has  no 
o^jection,  I  should  like  to  insert  the  let- 
ter in  the  Record.  Better  still,  I  should 
like  to  read  it  into  the  Record.  It  is 
very  brief.     It  reads  as  follows : 

Mabch  9,  1953. 
Senator  BucEiint  MnxnciN, 

Chairman,  Senate  Finance  Committee, 
Waihington,  D.  C. 
BMMI  fllBtMOB  Millikin:  My  staff  has  ac- 
cumtilstMl  sonsiderable  material  on  John  B. 


Z>unlap,  who  a«  you  know  was  (Miginally 
located  with  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 
In  Washington  cmd  later  frozen  Into  a  clvU- 
servlce  position  in  the  Bureau  in  Texas, 
under  the  reorganization  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau. 

This  material  has  been  supplied  to  Senator 
WnxiAMS,  for  t}ie  reason  that  I  understood 
that  when  he  suggested  coming  on  my  Per- 
manent Committee  on  Inveatlgatlons,  he  was 
discouraged  on  the  ground  that  he  would 
head  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  with  full  authority  to  go  into  tax 
fraud  cases,  etc.  I  have  been  rather  disap- 
pointed to  find  that  no  such  subcommittee 
has  been  appointed  at  this  time.  Therefore, 
I  would  appreciate  knowing  whether  such  a 
subcommittee  U  to  be  formed;  if  not.  my 
committee  will  proceed  to  go  into  this 
matter. 

For  a  number  of  reasons  time  Is  very  im- 
portant  in   this   case.      Therefore.   I   would 
appreciate   hearing   from  you   at  your   very 
earliest   convenience. 
Sincerely   yours, 

Joe  McCartht. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the 
reply  which  I  received  from  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

UNriED  States  Sfnate. 
Committee  on  Finance, 

March  12,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  R.  McCarthy. 
Senate   Office   Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  McCarthy:  With  reference 
to  your  letter  of  March  9,  1953.  regarding  the 
appointment  of  a  subcommittee  by  the  Sen- 
ate Finance  Committee  to  investigate  inter- 
nal revenue  matters. 

Today  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  au- 
thorized the  appointment  of  such  a  sub- 
committee. 

It  will  be  appreciated  If  you  will  supply 
the  committee  with  the  material  to  which 
you  refer  In  your  letter. 
Sincerely. 

Eugene  D.  Milltkin. 

Chairman. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  the  Semi  tor  from  Delaware  that  I 
am  sorry  to  hear  that  he  is  removing 
himself  from  the  subcommittee.  I 
would  not  do  it.  I  would  stay  on  the 
subcommittee  and  sei^e  notice  as  to 
what  I  intended  to  do.  I  think  I  would 
recognize  the  old  rule  the  distinguished 
Presiding  Officer  [Mr.  TobeyI  whispered 
to  me  a  moment  ago,  namely,  that  the 
whole  is  greater  than  any  of  Its  parts. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  as  a 
whole,  it  seems  to  me,  to  exercise  what 
he  thinks  is  a  wise  discretion  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
would  never  bring  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  any  item  of  business  transacted 
in  the  committ<>e  and  make  public  dis- 
closure of  it  unless  he  thought  the  pub- 
lic interest  demanded  it.  I  think  it  will 
be  unfortunate  if  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware leaves  the  subcommittee  because 
the  subcommittee  is  adopting  a  rule  of 
which  he  does  not  approve.  That  is  no 
justification  for  leaving  the  subcom-  • 
mittee.  I  would  simply  say.  "Rule  or 
no  rule,  I  am  gomg  to  stay  here  and  ful- 
fill my  oath  of  office  as  a  Senator.  You 
can  adopt  all  the  censorship  rules  you 


wish;  they  will  roll  from  my  back  like 
water." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  leaving  the  full  committee.  Certainly 
«I  intend  to  remain  on  the  full  committee 
and  exercise  my  rights  as  a  Member  of 
the  United  States  Senate  and  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  full  committee.  However,  the 
subcommittee  has  not  yet  been  or- 
ganized. The  subcommittee  has  been 
authorized  on  the  basis  which  I  have  just 
stated,  and  I  have  rejected  membership 
on  the  subcommittee.  If  I  were  to  be- 
come a  member  of  the  subcommittee  un- 
der the  rules  which  have  been  outlined  I 
would  expect  to  follow  them  in  good 
faith.  I  thought  it  was  only  fair  to  tell 
the  committee  in  advance  that  I  would 
not  be  bound  by  any  such  arbitrary  rules. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hope  the  Finance 
Committee  and  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware may  reconsider  the  tentative  deci- 
sions which  they  have  reached.  During 
the  past  2  years,  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware has  rendered  as  great  a  publio 
service  to  this  Nation  as  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  body. 

I  never  knew  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware to  bring  a  case  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  which  was  not  carefully  checked. 
In  every  instance  before*  he  brought  a 
case  to  the  floor  he  not  only  allowed  but 
solicited  comment  from  those  who  might 
be  adversely  reflected  upon.  He  gave  full 
weight  to  their  statements.  In  several 
cases  which  I  discussed  with  him. 
though  he  was  dealing  with  Democrats, 
I  found  him  to  be  somewhat  more  lenient 
than  I  was. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  made 
a  magnificent  record.  Not  only  do  we 
on  our  side  of  the  aisle  have  great  con- 
fidence in  him.  but  the  American  public 
has  great  confidence  in  him.  I  very 
much  hope  that  he  will  remain  on  the 
committee,  and  I  very  much  hope  that 
the  committee  will  free  him.  as  the  pre- 
vious Finance  Committee  freed  him. 

I  take  a  great  deal  of  pride  in  the  fact 
that  though  the  previous  Congress  was 
organized  primarily  by  our  side,  we  never 
imposed  any  roadblocks.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  will  agree  with 
the  statement  that  in  any  investigations 
which  he  made  we  allowed  him  complete 
freedom  with  the  record,  and  complete 
freedom  to  make  statements  on  the  floor, 
as  I  believe  he  should  have  a  right  to  do. 

I  am  not  trying  to  stir  up  intraparty 
strife  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle. 
However,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has 
convinced  me  and  the  American  public 
that  he  is  a  completely  honest  man  who 
calls  the  shots  as  he  sees  them,  regard- 
less of  party  affiliation,  and  regardless  of 
whether  the  individuals  concerned  are 
important  or  unimportant.  I  very  much 
hope  that  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
will  reconsider  his  decision,  that  he  will 
serve  on  the  subcommittee,  and  that  the 
subcommittee  will  allow  him  freedom  of 
action.  I  regard  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware as  one  of  the  finest  citizens  of  this 
Republic. 
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Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  very  much.  I  assure  him 
that  I  will  not  lose  my  Interest,  even 
though  I  am  not  on  the  subcommittee. 
Any  information  which  may  come  to  my 
hands  will,  after  proper  verification,  be 
reported  to  the  Senate  and  the  people — 
let  the  chips  fall  where  they  may. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  express 
the  hope  that  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
will  not  eliminate  the  (tossibility  of  his 
becoming  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee. I  think  the  American  people  would 
be  very  much  disappointed,  indeed,  if  he 
were  not  a  member  of  the  subcommittee. 

Apropos  of  what  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  Douglas]  has  said  about  the 
.subcommittee  freeing  tfie  Senator  from 
D 'laware,  I  do  not  understand  how  any 
subcommittee  can  free  e.  member  whom 
it  has  no  right  to  bind  in  the  first  place. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Pr«Kident.  I  assure 
my  friend  from  Delaware  that  I  am  very 
happy  to  stand  here  today  and  argue  In 
support  of  what  I  think  are  his  commit- 
tee rights. 


AMENDMENT  OP  FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE  ACT 

Mr  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend 
tlie  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1411 )  to  amend  the  Federal  Crop  Insur- 
ance Act,  introduced  bj  Mr.  Sparkman. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Ikfr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  read 
a  brief  statement  which  I  have  prepared 
With  reference  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  interests  of  expanding  the  protection 
of  Federal  crop  insurance  to  additional 
farmers  and  crops  in  mj  State  and  other 
Plates.  I  have  introduced  an  amendment 
to  the  present  legislation  designed  to 
accomplish  this  purpose. 

Present  legislation  does  not  permit 
expansion  of  this  important  farm  pro- 
t;ram  beyond  1953,  the  current  crop  year. 
My  amendment  would  authorize  contin- 
ued expansion  of  this  program  which  can 
play  a  vital  role  In  bringing  stability  to 
the  Nation's  agricultural  economy.  The 
amendment  would  permit  expansion  to 
include  additional  crops  which  do  not 
now  have  the  benefit  of  this  all-risk  in- 
surance protection,  such  as  peanuts, 
which  are  of  considerable  economic  Im- 
portance to  many  farmers  in  my  State. 
Undoubtedly  there  are  other  crops  of 
equal  importance  in  other  States  which 
are  not  now  insured  by  the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  and  on  which  at 
least  experimental  efforts  should  be 
started. 

My  amendment  also  contemplates 
moving  in  the  direction  of  more  ade- 
quate    protection     and     consequently 


larger  premlimi  Income  In  some  Insur- 
ance counties  by  adding  insurance  on 
additional  crops  to  the  basic  county  pro- 
gram. For  example.  I  have  in  mind  that 
where  a  cotton  program  is  operating  suc- 
cessfully and  peanuts  are  a  significant 
part  of  the  cash  farm  income  In  the 
county  that  Insurance  on  peanuts  might 
also  be  offered  in  that  county.  I  am 
aware  that  the  Corporation  is  currently 
experimenting  with  a  multiple-crop  in- 
surance plan  which  does  combine  sev- 
eral crops  under  one  coverage,  but  I  be- 
lieve that  an  alternative  insurance  which 
admittedly  would  cost  the  farmer  more 
but  under  which  he  could  insure  his  cot- 
ton and  his  peanuts  separately  might 
more  adequately  meet  the  Insurance 
needs  of  some  counties.  This  would  also 
move  in  the  direction  of  increasing  the 
premium  income  of  the  Corporation  in 
some  counties,  which  is  an  important 
factor  in  connection  with  sound  oper- 
ations since  the  losses  must  be  paid  and 
insurance  reserves  built  from  this  pre- 
mium income. 

I  note  in  the  annual  report  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  to 
the  Congress  that    during  the  past  2 
years  $42  million  in  losses  were  paid  to 
insured  farmers  who  through  no  fault 
of  their  own  lost  not  only  the  profit  that 
they  hoped  to  obtain  from  their  money 
and  their  work  but  also  part  or  all  of 
the  money  spent  in  the  production  effort. 
These  $42  million  are  doubly  significant 
when  you  realize  that  they  were  paid 
entirely   from   premiums   that   insured 
farmers  had  paid  for  their  crop-invest- 
ment insurance.     Their    value    is   far 
greater  than  a  like  number  of  dollars 
on  the  profit  end  or  distributed  in  any 
other  way  than  through  an  insm-ance 
operation.     These  indemnities  by  their 
very  nature  seek  out  the  points  of  dis- 
tress and  damage  in  the  farm  economy. 
As  the  farm  program  of  the  future 
is  shaped  by  this  Congress  and  those 
that  follow.  I  feel  that  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  the  value  of  this  crop- 
Insiu^nce  program  be  clearly   under- 
stood.   To  me,  it  is  the  foundation  of 
a  strong  farm  program  because  it  pro- 
tects the  very  base  of  the  farming  oper- 
ation.   Its  protection  is  restricted  to  the 
cost  of  producing  the  crop  or  crops  in- 
sured so  it  takes  hold  for  the  farmer 
when  he  is  in  a  difficult  financial  posi- 
tion with  little  or  nothing  to  sell.     It 
bolsters  his  position  in  the  difficult  days 
so  that  he  can  put  in  tUiother  crop. 
Its  value  is  not  confined  to  the  losses 
paid  and  the  insurance  protection  pro- 
vided for  it  is  a  remarkable  credit  asset 
both  for  the  borrower  and  the  lender. 
Through     the     collateral     assignment 
which  can  be  filed  with  a  crop-insurance 
policy,  the  farmer  who  has  been  struck 
financial  blows  that  make  credit  diffi- 
cult or  even  impossible  for  him  to  se- 
cure otherwise  can  usually  obtain  credit 
to  the  extent  of  his  crop  protection. 
The  crop-insurance  policy  protects  not 
only  the  profit    which  the  prosperous 
farmer  can  invest  from  previous  crops 
but  the  capital  borrowed  in  the  effort  to 
make  a  crop  as  well. 

Private  lending  agencies  and  business- 
men with  whom  farmers  trade  and  from 
whom  they  obtain  credit  find  that  crop 
insurance  is  a  bulwark  of  strength  for 
their    businesses   when   crop   disasters 


strike.  Consequently,  local  businessmen 
and  lendiikg  agencies  are  becoming  ac- 
tively interested  in  the  success  and  the 
future  of  the  crop-insurance  program 
in  many  counties.  I  can  assure  you  that 
wherever  crop  disaster  strikes  that  a 
similar  interest  on  the  part  of  local  busi- 
nessmen and  lending  agencies  is  likely 
to  develop.  Through  crop  insurance 
many  farmers  can  now  get  credit  from 
private  sources  which  formerly  could 
only  be  obtained  by  them  through  some 
kind  of  a  Government  emergency  loan. 
Crop  insurance  provides  a  business 
method  to  guard  against  the  need  for 
emergency  assistance  that  frequently  fol- 
lows in  the  wake  of  either  crop  or  price 
failures.  It  does  not  protect  profit — 
only  what  is  spent  in  the  effort  to  pro- 
duce the  food  and  fiber  needed  from  our 
farms. 

Those  of  us  who  have  observed  and 
experienced  the  far-reaching  effects  of 
depressions,  which  usually  start  first  on 
our  farms,  should  realize  the  importance 
of  making  sure  that  history  does  not  re- 
peat itself  in  this  connection.  Crop  in- 
surance can  play  a  major  role  in  guard- 
ing against  this  threat. 

Crop  insurance  Is  for  the  common 
good — the  farmer,  the  consumer,  and  the 
businessmen  whose  profits  come  either 
all  or  in  part  from  farmers'  income. 

Consequently,  until  such  time  as  pri- 
vate insiu^nce  finds  it  practical  to  offer 
such  all-risk  protection  to  our  farmers, 
we  should  continue  to  provide  at  Gov- 
ernment level  a  sound  and  expanding 
program  of  crop  insurance.  Experience 
shows  that  it  is  practical  and  good  busi- 
ness for  us  to  do  so.  The  program  is 
nonprofit.  During  the  last  5-year  pe- 
riod, premiums  paid  in  have  exceeded 
losses  paid  out.  All  the  facts  show  that 
we  have  made  a  good  and  sound  begin- 
ning, and  that  its  continuation  and 
growth  are  merited. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  Monday  next  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  4 
o'clock  and  4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  imtil  Monday,  March  23,*  1953, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 
Executive  nomination  received  by  the 

Senate  March  20,  1953: 

Fedekal   CoMircNiCATioNS   Commission 
John  C.  Doerfer,  of   Wisconsin,  to   be   a 

member    of    the    Federal    Conununicatlons 

Commission    for    the    unexpired    term   of    7 

years  from  July  1,  1947. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  20,  1953: 
Depabtment  of  Statx 

Robert  D.  Murphy,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Ilf  THX  NAVT 

The  following -named  officer  of  the  Navy  for 
temporary  promotion  to  the  grade  of  rear 
admiral  In  the  line  and  staff  corps  indicated, 
subject  to  qtialiflcatlon  therefor  as  provided 
by  law: 

UNS 

Henry  C.  Bniton 
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WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  nomination  withdrawn  from 
the  Senate  March  20,  1953: 

Fedkkal  CoMMxnncATioNs  Commission 

Eugene  H.  Merrill,  of  Utah,  to  be  a  member 
Ot  the  Federal  Communications  Commlaslon. 


SENATE 

Monday,  March  23,  1953 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Prederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  God,  our  Father,  facing  the 
tasks  of  this  new  day,  make  us  nundful 
that  upon  the  free  soil  of  this  continent 
our  fathers  with  holy  toil  reared  a  house 
of  faith  hallowed  by  Thy  name.  We 
would  make  our  hearts,  cleansed  by  Thy 
forgiving  grace,  a  temple  of  Thy  pres- 
ence, knowing  that  only  to  the  pure  dost 
Thou  grant  the  vision  of  Thy  face.  We 
come  asking  not  that  Thou  wouldst  give 
heed  to  the  faltering  petitions  our  lips 
frame,  but  that  Thou  wilt  bend  thine  ear 
to  the  crying  of  our  human  need.  We 
bring  to  the  altar  of  prayer  our  inmost 
selves,  cluttered  and  confused,  where 
good  and  evil,  the  petty  and  the  great, 
are  so  entwined.  May  the  eternal  im- 
mensities shame  our  little  thoughts  and 
ways.  May  the  vision  of  what  we  might 
be  convict  us  of  what  we  are.  In  this 
creative  day  of  human  destiny  may  we 
not  miss  the  things  belonging  to  our 
peace  and  to  the  peace  of  the  world. 
Amen. 

XHE JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  Friday,  March  20,  1953,  was  dispensed 
with. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  mOM  THE   HOUSE- 
ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill 
(H.  R.  1362)  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Mar- 
tin, and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent. 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
the  remainder  of  this  week,  in  order  to  be 
able  to  accompany  the  body  of  my  niece. 
Miss  Mary  McGurren,  to  North  Dakota, 
for  burial. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, leave  is  granted. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  George 
was  excused  from  attendance  on  the  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate  today  and  for  the 
remainder  of  this  week. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  perma- 
nent Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of 
the  Committed!  on  Government  Opera- 
tions be  allowed  to  sit  this  afternoon 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate;  also 
that  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations be  allowed  to  sit  this  afternoon 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  that  connection. 
I  urge  Senators  who  are  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
to  go  over  to  room  357.  so  that  we  may 
obtain  a  quorum  and  act  on  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and 
by  unanimous  consent,  a  subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  was  authorized  to  meet  this  after- 
noon during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Aiken,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  was  authorized  to  meet  on 
Wednesday  next,  beginning  at  2  o'clock, 
to  hear  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benson. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Laws  Enacted  by  Munictpal  Council  or  St. 
Croix,  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Croix,  V.  I.  (with  accompany- 
ing papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and   Insular   Affairs. 

Report  on  Contracts  for  Experimental, 
dsvilopmental,  or  research  work 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator. 
General  Services  Administration,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  contracts 
negotiated  for  experimental,  developmental, 
or  research  worlc.  for  the  6  months  ended 
December  31.  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc..  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in- 
dicated : 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colora'do;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  15 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  enact  legislation 
authorizing  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  and  piirtlcipating  projects  in  the 
States  of  Colorado,  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Wyoming 

"Whereas  the  proposed  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  projects  is 
the  result  of  many  years  of  investigations, 
thoroughly  and  ;ibly  conducted  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Reclamation  in  cooperation  with  the 
State  of  Colorado,  particularly  Its  water  con- 
servation board,  as  well  as  In  cooperation 
with  the  appropriate  agencies  and  officials 
of  the  States  of  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyo- 
ming; and 

"Whereas  conditions  precedent  to  the  au- 
thorization of  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  and  participating  projects  have  been 
performed  in  gocKl  faith  by  the  State  of  Colo- 
rado, as  well  as  by  the  other  upper  Colorado 


River  Basin  States,  through  the  execution 
and  ratification  of  the  Upper  Colorado  River 
Basin  Compact,  the  creation  of  the  Upper 
Colorado  River  Commission,  and  other  acta; 
and 

"Whereas  the  Colorado  River  storage  proj- 
ect and  participating  projects  will  control 
the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River  In  such  a  way 
as  to  assure  fulfillment  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  of  Its  water  treaty  obligations 
to  Mexico  and  fulfillment  on  the  part  of  the 
upper  Colorado  River  Basin  States  of  their 
water  delivery  obligations  to  the  lower  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  under  the  terms  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  Compact  of  1922;  and 

"Whereas  the  Colorado  River  storage  proj- 
ect and  participating  projects  will  enable  the 
States  of  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Wyoming  to  make  further  considerable  uses 
of  water  of  the  Colorado  River  system  with- 
out liability  to  ruinous  interruption  that 
must  otherwise  be  expected  in  the  light  of 
the  historically  erratic  flow  of  the  Colorado 
River  and  of  the  obligations  mentioned  in 
the  immediately  preceding  paragraph  of  this 
preamble;  and 

•Whereas  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  this 
State,  the  preservation  of  a  sound  and  dy- 
namic economy,  and  the  Interests  of  the 
United  States  require  the  authorization  and 
the  construction  in  due  course  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  storage  project  and  participating 
projects:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  39th  Geri' 
eral  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado  {the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring  herein). 
That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  It  is  hereby,  memorialized  to  enact  leg- 
islation authorizing  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project  and  participating  projects,  in 
substantial  accord  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Commis- 
sion; and  be  It  further 

••Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
forwarded  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  to  the  Mem- 
bers from  Colorado  in  the  Congreas. 

"Gordon  Allott. 

•President  of  the  Senate. 

"Mildred  H.  Crzsswkll, 
'Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

"David  A.  Hamil. 
•Speaker    of    the   House    of   Repre- 
sentatives. 

"Lee  Matties, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Re-pre- 
sentatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services : 

"House  Joint  Resolution  11 
"Joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Utah  relating  to  draft  deferments  and  me- 
morializing the  President  and  the  Congres.s 
to  take  such  action  as  is  necessary  to  avoid 
the  drafting  of  young  men  of  18  and  19 
years  of  age  and  to  limit  defermenU  of 
older  men 

'Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah: 

"Whereas  drafting  of  young  men  between 
the  ages  of  19  and  26  years  is  now  Uking 
place  under  selective-service  laws  and  It  ap- 
pears that  the  age  limit  Is  to  be  reduced  to 
Include  young  men  of  the  age  of  18  years;  and 

"Whereas  it  appears  under  the  present 
draft  laws  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  that  many  classes  of  exemptions 
are  provided  for.  and  especially  deferments 
are  provided  for  students,  married  men, 
farmers,  and  other  classes;  and 

"Whereas  it  Is  the  feeling  and  belief  of  the 
members  of  this  legislature  that  the  young 
men  of  the  ages  of  18  and  19  years  should 
not  be  called  upon  Ui  serve  in  the  military 
service  of  this  country  while  deferments  are 
being  freely  granted  and  extended  to  the 
young  men  of  the  ages  of  20  to  26  years,  but 
that  all  young  men  of  the  ages  of  20  through 
26  years  should  be  drafted  before  any  young 
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men  In  the  18-  and  19-year -old  group:  Now. 
therefore,  be  It 

•Resolved.  That  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  bs  called  upon  to. 
Individually  and  coUecUvely,  enact  appro- 
priate legislation  and  rules  and  regulations 
to  be  promulgated  thereu:ider,  to  strictly 
limit  deferments  for  any  reason  for  young 
men  In  the  age  group  of  20  to  26  years,  and  to 
avoid  so  far  as  possible  the  Crafting  of  young 
men  of  the  ages  of  18  and  10  years;  b«  It 
further 

•Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  b« 
forwarded  to  the  Prealden--  of  the  United 
Slates,  to  the  President  of  the  United  BUtes 
Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  tt.e  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, to  each  Senator  and  Representa- 
tive in  the  United  States  Congress  from  the 
State  of  Utah." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Aflalrii: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  10 
-To  the  Honorable  K.  L.  fartlett.  Delegate 
to  the  Congress  from  Alaska;  and  to  tne 
Congress  of  the  United  States: 
"Your  memorallst,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  In  21st  regular  session  as- 
semhied,  respectfully  repre»«nts: 

•Whereas  In  1949  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  passed  a  statute  known  ss  the 
AUvska  Public  Works  Act  (83  SUt.  627); 
and 

•  Whereas  the  Congress  tJiere  declares  it  to 
be  lis  policy  'to  foster  the  wittlement  and  In- 
creiise  the  permanent  residents  of  Alaska, 
stimulate  trade  and  Industrv.  encourage  In- 
ternal commerce  and  private  Investment, 
develop  Alaskan  resources,  and  provide  fa- 
cilities for  community  life";  and 

•  Whereas  the  Congress  intended  that  that 
policy  should  become  effective  through  'a 
provTram  of  useful  public  works';    and 

•Whereas  the  Congress  authorised  the  ap- 
propriation of  $70  million  to  carry  out  that 
ptirpoee;  and 

•  Whereas  under  the  provisions  of  the  Alas- 
kn  Public  Works  Act,  the  Terrttory  and  lU 
political  subdivisions  would  cover  half  that 
sum  Into  the  United  States  Treasury, 
through  piu-chases  of  th(»e  tiseful  public 
works;  and 

•  Whereas  In  effectuating  the  purposes  of 
this  act,  the  Congress,  in  four  fiscal  years 
has  appropriated  less  than  50  percent  of  the 
authorized  program,  speclllcally  $29 V4  mil- 
lion, or  approximately  an  average  of  $7Vi 
million  per  year;  and 

'Whereas  the  program  lias  by  Its  terms 
only  2  more  years  to  run;  and 

"Whereas  that  time  and  the  average  ap- 
jroprlatlons  to  date  will  permit  the  act  to 
expire  without  accomplUhl:ig  Its  purpose  of 
building  the  proposed  useful  public  works; 
and 

"Whereas  the  Territory  and  its  communi- 
ties are  sorely  In  need  of  tliese  public  works 
and  the  financial  assistance  with  which  to 
build  them;  and 

"Whereas  the  Territory  and  its  communi- 
ties have  diligently  complied  with  all  of  the 
conditions  laid  down  for  obtaining  these 
public  works;  and 

"Whereas  after  the  adoption  of  the  Alaska 
Public  Works  Act,  the  President  declared  an 
emergency  based  upon  the  United  Nations 
action  in  Korea;  and 

"Whereas  this  emergency  resulted  in  a 
vastly  expanded  military  program  in  Alaska 
which  intensified  these  (x>ndltlons  upon 
which  this  Alaska  Public  Works  Act  was 
predicated,  increased  the  ne«»d  for  these  pub- 
lic works,  and  by  application  proved  the 
wisdom  of  the  policy  established;  and 

"Whereas  a  bill  has  been  Introduced  Into 
the  83d  Congress  (H.  R.  a<i83),  which  pro- 
vides for  a  4-year  time  extension  to  the  ex- 
piration date  of  the  Alaska  Public  Works 
Act,  which  will  permit  the  Congress  to  ap- 
propriate the  authorized  funds  at  tlxe  aver- 


age annual  rate  of  previous  congressional 
appropriations. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
spectfully prays  that  Congress  will  enact 
H.  R.  3683  to  provide  for  the  orderly  ap- 
propriation of  funds  to  carry  out  the  policy 
of  the  Congress,  to  build  useful  public 
works  In  Alaslw.  by  extending  the  expiration 
date  of  the  Alaskja  Public  Works  Act  to  Jvme 
30.  1959. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  1 

"Whereas  labor  disputes  along  the  water- 
front have,  during  the  recent  past,  frequently 
Interrupted  ocean  transportation  service  be- 
tween the  mainland  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Territory  ol  Hawaii;  and 

"Whereas  the  effect  of  these  waterfront 
disputes  have  been  to  paralyze  and  Impair 
the  development  of  the  economy  of  the  Ter- 
ritory; and 

"Whereas  on  January  7,  1953.  the  Honor- 
able Hugh  BtrrLn,  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Nebraska,  Introduced  Into 
the  United  States  Senate  a  bUl,  8.  225,  de- 
signed to  prevent  interruptions  to  ocean 
transp<n^atlon  service  between  the  United 
States  and  Its  territories  and  possessions  as 
a  result  of  labor  disputes;  and 

"Whereas  the  prompt  passage  of  8.  225  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  pro- 
mote the  welfare  and  economic  well-being  of 
the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  Twenty- 
seventh.  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  (the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
tmrring) ,  That  we  do  hereby  endorse  the  pro- 
visions of  S.  235,  Introduced  by  Senator  But- 
ler, and  earnestly  request  the  early  passage 
of  this  Important  legislation  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  certified  copies  of  this 
concurrent  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  to  the  Delegate  to  Congress  from 
Hawaii,  and  to  the  Governor  of  Hawaii." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of  gov- 
ernors of  the  West  Virginia  State  Bar, 
Charleston,  W.  Va.,  relating  to  the  eligibility 
of  practicing  attorneys  for  benefits  under 
the  Social  Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of  di- 
rectors of  the  Santa  Rosa  (Calif.)  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  relating  to  the  construction 
of  a  dam  at  Coyote  Valley,  Calif.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  MAONUSON: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington;  to  the  Committee  on 
PubUc  Works: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  11 
"Joint  memorial  relating  to  the  Improvement 

and  preservation  of  the  fishing  industry 
"To   the  Honorable  Dtcfight   D.  Eisenhower. 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  Con- 
gress assembled: 
"We,  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Washington,  In  legislative  session  assembled, 
respectfully  represent  and  petition  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Whereas  there 'now  exists  an  utmost  ur- 
gency to  the  economy  of  the  fishing  industry 
In  and  about  the  city  of  Blaine,  Wash.,  and 
the  tributaries  and  harbor  in  said  area  in 
which  the  principal  industry  la  that  of  Oah- 
ing:  and 

"Whereas  the  number  of  fishing  vessels  is 
so  great  and  the  depth  and  breadth  of  the 


Blaine,  Wash.,  harbor  should  be  widened  and 
deepened  in  order  to  provide  adequate  moor- 
age and  safety  for  the  fishing  fieet;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  in  the  national  Interest  that 
the  progress  of  our  fishing  Industry  be  borne 
In  mind;  and 

"Whereas  the  deepening  and  enlarging  of 
the  Blaine,  Wash.,  harbor  Is  of  great  Im- 
portance In  order  to  provide  adequate  moor- 
age facilities  for  fislilng  fieets;  and 

"Whereas  there  has  been  an  Increase  of 
approximately  33  >>^  percent  of  employees  en- 
gaged In  or  related  to  the  use  of  the  Blaine 
port  facilities;  and 

"Whereas  approximately  695  different  fish- 
ing vessels  made  ap|»vxlmately  3,500  trips 
Into  Blaine  harbor  to  deliver  fish  during  the 
1952  fishing  season:    and 

"Whereas  for  a  long  time  the  Increased 
use  of  the  harbor  facilities  has  created  a 
potential  danger  of  fire;  and 

"Whereas  the  value  of  fishing  boats  and 
fishing  equipment  in  the  said  Blaine  harbor 
exceeds  $1,600,000;    and 

"Whereas  expansion  by  widening  and  deep- 
ening the  said  harbor  is  of  primary  im- 
portance to  the  development  of  the  fishing 
industry  in  the  northwest  area  of  the  United 
States;  and 

"Whereas  numerous  lives  and  property 
have  been  and  are  placed  in  great  Jeopardy, 
particularly  dtiring  such  times  as  there  are 
storms,  because  of  Inadequate  harbor  facili- 
ties to  accommodate  the  entire  fishing  fieet. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialists  respect- 
fully petition  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  and  make  ade- 
quate appropriation  for  the  development  of 
the  facilities  fca*  fishing  fleet  moorage  in  the 
Blaine  harbor;   and  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial 
be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  the  Clerk  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives  and  to  each  member  ot 
the  Washington  congressional  delegation." 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  General  Assem- 
bly of  the  State  of  Maryland;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"House  Joint  Rescdution  10 
"Joint  resolution  petitioning  and  memori- 
alizing the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  study  the  Federal  liquor  tax  policy  and 
to  enact  legislation  to  reduce  the  present 
excessively  high  tax  rate 

"Whereas  the  21st  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  vests  in  the 
Individual  States  control  over  the  trade  in 
and  use  of  alcoholic  beverages;  and 

"Whereas  in  the  exercise  of  such  control 
46  States,  including  the  State  of  Maryland 
have  recognized  the  compelling  demand  for 
alcoholic  beverages,  and  have  enacted  laws 
to  protect  the  health,  welfare,  safety  and 
morals  of  the  people  by  allowing  only  those 
who  are  morally  responsible  to  engage  in 
the  production  and  distribution  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  and  by  strictly  supervising  such 
production  and  distribution;  and 

"Whereas  the  aforesaid  46  States  have 
levied  excise  taxes  on  alcoholic  beverages  for 
the  purposes  of  encouraging  temperance, 
reimbursing  the  States  for  their  costs  In 
maintaining  such  strict  supervision  and  co.i- 
trol.  and  providing  revenue;  and  in  fixing 
the  amount  of  these  excises,  States  have 
sought  an  optimum  figure  which  will 
achieve  a  balance  between  the  three  enu- 
merated objectives;  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  so 
substantially  Increased  its  excise  tax  on  alco- 
holic beverages  that  the  consumer  price  of 
such  beverages  has  risen  to  several  times 
their  cost  of  production;  and 

"Whereas  the  result  of  such  increase  In 
consumer  price  has  been  to  divert  many 
sales  from  the  controlled  distribution  sys- 
tem set  up  by  the  State  of  Maryland  to  the 
bootleg  Industry  with  an  accompanying  dis- 
regard for  law,  danger  to  the  health  of  Its 
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cltiBenak  aad  km  of  revenxie  to  both  State 
mod  Fed«i»l  OovenmieQ.t*;  and 

"WbcreM  tt  is  ttoe  eonctdend  Judgment 
tlMt  the  Federal  Qorcnmient  bas  ralaed  Its 
•xetaea  b^ond  the  opttmnm  lerd  conelatcxit 
with  the  objectives  of  taxation  and  control; 
and  haa  taken  Irom  the  State  ot  kiarrland 
the  power  to  reatore  the  proper  balance; 
Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  bf  the  General  Asaemblv  of 
MarykmnA,  That  In  oritcr  to  eliminate  boot- 
legging, restore  leapec*  for  lav  and  csxter. 
and  proTide  adequate  irvenues  for  both 
State  and  Federal  Oovemmenta.  that  tbe 
General  Aacmblr  o<  Maryland  does  hereby 
memcstaUze  and  petition  the  Oongrees  of 
the  United  Btatea  to  stijdy  the  Federal  U(|aor 
tax  policy  and  enact  leglslaticm  rechidiig  the 
present  exeeaslTely  high  tax  rate;  and  be  It 
Iiirther 

"Resolved,  That  the  Keretar^  of  state  be 
requested  to  send  a  copy  at  this  )otnt  reso- 
lution vnder  the  great  seal  at  Maryland  to 
the  Members  of  the  Bouee  of  BepccaentatiTes 
ot  the  United  States  from  Mburyland,  the 
United  States  Senators  from  Maryland,  the 
Speaker  at  the  House  of  Beprsscntatlres  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  Presldtog  OOccr 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statea." 


INTBRNATIONAI/  PEACE  GARDEN — 
CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION  OP 
NORTH  DAKOTA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
Junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young  I  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  ol  Koxih.  Dal^ota, 
favoring  the  enaetment  of  House  bill 
3986.  authoriziDg  an  appropriation  for 
the  cc«npletion  of  the  International 
Peace  Garden.  I  ask  tmanimous  con- 
sent that  the  coocurrent  resolution  be 
printed  in  the  RgccMto. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
and.  tinder  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  O-I 

Concurrent  resolution  nMinorlallslng  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact 
H.  B.  3986  authorizing  an  appropriation  for 
the  completion  of  the  International  Peace 
Garden 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Hauae  of  Refrextnta- 
tives  of  the  StmU  of  North  Dmkota  (the 
Senate  concturring  therein)  : 

Whereaa  there  has  been  established  and  is 
being  maintained  on  the  international 
boundary  llioe  between  the  IJnited  States  of 
America  and  the  Dominion  oi  Canada,  a  park 
situated  partly  In  North  Dakota  and  partly 
in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  known  as 
the  International  Peace  Garden,  which  park 
has  been  established  and  is  being  main- 
tained as  a  constant  meukorlal  to  the  peace- 
ful relations  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and 
for  the  purpose  ol  furthering  International 
peace  among  the  nations  ot  the  world;  and 

Whereas  tha  Government  of  Canada  Is 
making  substantial  granta  for  the  develop- 
ment at  their  section  erf  the  Internati(»xal 
Peace  Garden;  and 

Whereas  H.  R.  3886,  tntrodoced  in  the  83d 
Congress  ot  the  United  States  and  referred 
to  the  Oommtttee  on  PuMlc  Lands,  wonM 
authorifle  ao  appropriation  for  the  purxjose 
of  completing  the  International  Peace  Gar- 
den In  accordance  with  plans  previously 
approved :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakof  {the  Senate 


concurring  therein).  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  be  memoriallaed  to  give 
immediate  and  favorable  consideration  to 
U.  R.  3866;  and  be  it  fiirthcr 

Beaotoed,  That  copies  of  this  resotatkm  be 
sent  by  the  secretary  at  state  to  the  liorth 
Dakota  delegation  in  Congress. 


DEVELOPMENT  OF  MISSOURI  RIVER 
BASIN  —  CONCURRENT  RESOLU- 
TION OF  NORTH  DAKOTA  LEGIS- 
LATURE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  mjrself  and  my  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
YoinTc}.  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimoos  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rscobd.  a  ccoKurreni  reso- 
lution of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
North  Dakota,  relating  to  a  plan  for  the 
development  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin, 
the  extension  of  the  Rural  EUectriflcation 
Administxation,  and  the  construction  ol 
the  S*.  Lawrence  Waterway. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works,  and.  under  the 
rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoio, 
as  follows: 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  M 
Concurrent     resolution     menu)rtslizing     the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact  legis- 
lation for  the  creation  of  an  overall  inte- 
grated plan   for    the   development   of   the 
Mlssoori  River  Basin,  the  extension  ot  the 
benefits  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin- 
istration, and  for  the  construction  o<  the 
St.  lAwrence  Waterway 
Whereas  It  Is  In  the  best  Interests  of  the 
citizens   of   this    State    and    of    the    United 
States  that  the  natural  resources  and  power 
of  this  Nation  be  fully  and  efBdentlr  ntlllised, 
and   that  the   destruction   and   waste  occa- 
sioned by  repeated  floods  be  halted,   and 

Whereas  the  attainment  of  these  purposes 
requires  that  p>resent  programs  for  the  de- 
velopment of  the  rivers,  lakes,  and  harbors 
of  this  Ifatton  be  contfnucmsly  expanded  and 
Improved,  and  requires  that  the  avfllable 
power  distribution  and  production  faclHtlcs 
be  enlarged  to  extend  service  to  many  more 
persons:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Represent atires 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  {the  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  Is  hereby  memorialized  and 
petitioned  to  enact  suitable  legislation  for— 

1.  The  creation  of  an  overall  Integrated 
plan  for  the  development  of  the  natural  re- 
sources and  power,  and  for  the  elBclent  con- 
trol of  floods  In  the  Missouri  Basin: 

2.  The  extension  of  the  distribution  sys- 
tems and  power-producing  facilities  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administratlan:  and 

3.  The  joint  construction  and  control  by 
the  United  States  and  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada of  the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway;  be  It 
further 

Aesolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
properly  authenticated,  be  sent  by  the  secre- 
tary of  State  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
United  States,  the  presiding  offlcers  of  each 
of  the  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  of  the  North 
Dakota   congressional   delegation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  North  Dakota,  identical 
with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 


RESOLUTIONS  OF  KANSAS  LIVE- 
STOCK ASSOCIATION  CONVEN- 
TION 

Mr.  8CHOEPPBL.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Recokd.  a  series  of  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  40th  annual  convention 
of  the  Kan.sas  Livestock  Association,  at 
Wichita,  Kans..  on  March  14.  1953.  re- 
lating to  various  agricultural  problems. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Rjrestry.  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Resolutions    Passed    at    the   40rB   AJ«injAi. 

COhTVENTION  or  THE  KANSAS  LrVESTOCK 
ASSOCXATION  IN  WlCHrXA,  Kans..  Masch  14, 
1953 

PASTTTHE   raiPWOVEMENT 

We  commend  the  various  State  and  Fed- 
eral experiment  stations  on  their  work  in 
Introducing  and  devHopIng  better  varieties 
of  grasses  and  legumes  for  the  improvement 
of  pastures.  We  urge  the  various  stations 
conducting  experimental  brush  and  weed 
eradication  to  step  up  their  work  so  that 
better  and  tnore  eoonoraical  means  of  eradi- 
cation be  found. 

atrr-AirssrcAi«  plaiv 
We  urge  the  continuation  of  the  buy- 
American  policy  which  has  been  carried  m 
the  appropriations  for  the  military  service 
for  several  years  past.  The  Government  is 
one  ol  the  biggest  consumers  of  domestic 
food  products  and  it  is  only  fair  that,  except 
In  the  emergencies  provided  for,  such  pur- 
chases should  be  on  the  buy-American  plan. 

WORLD-TR.\DE  POLICT 

Resolved,  That  the  promotion  of  world 
trade  should  be  on  the  basis  of  fair  and  equi- 
table competition  and  must  be  done  within 
the  principle  that  has  long  been  main- 
tained— that  foreign  products,  produced  by 
underpaid  foreign  labor,  shall  not  be  ad- 
milted  to  our  country  on  terms  which  en- 
danger the  living  standards  of  the  American 
worklngman  or  tlie  American  farmer  or 
stockman  ir  threaten  serious  financial  injury 
to  a  domestic  industry. 

PUBCHASES  or   MEAT  POS  THE   MO-ITABT 

We  urge  the  Defense  Department  to  make 
Its  beef-procurement  re'^lations  sufllclently 
flexible  to  cover  weights  and  grades  so  the 
supply  varies  from  time  to  Ume  so  that  the 
Government  can  take  advantage  of  the  best 
pos.slble  buy  at  any  given  time  and  assist  In 
stabilizing  the  market  for  particular  grades 
and  welRhts. 

SOIL    CONSERVATION    AND    PLOOD    CONTROL 

Soil  and  water  are  recognized  as  the  State's 
most  valuable  natural  resources.  We  recog- 
nize the  need  for  flcx>d  control  and  urge  that 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
be  authorized  to  accelerate  and  Intensify  Its 
program  of  soil -erosion  control  and  flood 
prevention  In  Its  program  of  runoff  and 
waterflow  retardation  throughout  the  State; 
that  worfcs  necessary  for  those  purposes  be 
constructed  as  rapidly  as  possible;  and  that 
the  State  legislature  give  serious  considera- 
tion to  workable  watershed  legislation  for 
Kansas.  People  whose  property  o*  other  In- 
terests are  acquired  for  reservoirs,  floodways, 
and  other  soil-  and  water-control  measures 
should  be  compensated  to  an  extent  at  least 
equivalent  to  reestablishing  them  under  sim- 
ilar circumstances. 

PASOLJES 

We  are  opposed  to  convicted  cattle  thieves 
being  paroled  without  serving  at  least  part 
of  their  sentence. 

vasicuLAa  xxanthkma  coirrsoi, 

As  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry   has   released    Information    stating 
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that  the  Bureau  will  soon  prchiblt  the  Inter- 
state movement  of  all  swine  and  all  unproc- 
essed pork  products  from  any  State  where 
voMcular  exanthema  (VE  disease)  Is  known 
c.r  believed  to  exist,  or  from  States  that  do 
not  require  the  cooking  of  garbage  or  from 
States  that  fall  to  slaughter  VE-lnfected  at 
exposed  swine  within  a  period  of  7  days 
fuliowing  the  determination  'it  the  existence 
of  the  disease. 

Therefore,  we  urge  the  pi-ompt.  effective 
cooperation  of  the  legislature  and  the  Fed- 
er:il  and  State  regulatory  officials  to  eradicate 
and  Keep  Kansas  swine  free  from  VB  disease. 

DESICCATED   VACCTNK 

There  Is  a  vital  need  for  desiccated  Strain 
19  Buni;s  vaccine  to  be  packaged  in  multiple 
d'ses.  The  United  States  BAI  has  refused 
to  hUow  it  to  be  so  packaged  because  of  the 
premise,  which  has  proven  to  be  wrong,  that 
jt  was  a  protection  to  the  Industry:  There- 
lure  be  It 

Resolved.  ThAt  the  Kansas  Livestock  Asso- 
ciation again  request  the  United  States  BAI 
to  permit  the  packaging  of  desiccated  Strain 
19  Bang's  vaccine  in  multiple  doses. 

N\T10NAL  LIVESTOCK  AND   MEAT  BOASO 

The  National  Livestock  and  Meat  Board. 

since  Its  Inception,  has  conducted  an  inten- 
sive educational,  promotional,  and  meat  re- 
search program,  and  these  activities  have 
been  and  currently  are  financially  supported 
by  livestock  producers  and  meat  processors 
fnr  the  purpose  of  continually  promoting  and 
elevating  the  place  of  meat  on  the  tables  of 
the  American  consumer;  there  is  ever- 
Ir.rrea.sing  competition  for  the  consumers' 
foixl  dollar:  Be  it 

Rewired.  That  the  Kansas  Livestock  Asso- 
ciation recommends  that  current  contrlbu- 
tl  tvs  bv  livestock  producers  to  the  National 
Livestock  and  Meat  Board  be  increased  Im- 
mediately from  25  cents  per  car  to  50  cents 
per  ear.  with  the  understanding  a  continuing 
BT.d  accelerated  meat  promotional  research 
prrjgram  will  t>e  aggressively  pursued  to 
stimulate  an  expanding  demand  for  our 
products. 

AMERICAN    MEAT    INSTITUTE    ADVHITISINO 

We  have  appreciated  the  excellent  Job  on 
meat  advertising  that  the  American  Meat 
Institute  has  been  carrying  on  for  the  past 
12  years.  We  hope  it  will  be  continued  and 
siren^zihened. 

THE   INITED  STATES  SECSETAET   OP  ACSICXTLTUItX 

It  Is  a  recognized  fact  that  the  economy  of 
cur  Nation  or  any  nation  is  tied  closely  and 
alm>)st  inseparably  with  the  agricultural  and 
livestock   Interests. 

We  know  also  that  neither  agriculture  nor 
livestock  can  or  do  prosper  Independently 
cf  each  other. 

I  herelore,  this  association  hereby  wishes 
t  I  commend  our  United  States  Secretary  of 
Ai^rlculture  for  the  work  he  has  done  and 
i.s  doing  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests of  the  Nation. 

We  wish  to  extend  to  him  our  wholehearted 
cooperation. 

APPRBCIATIOM 

We  express  sincere  gratitude  to  all  who 
have  contributed  to  the  success  of  this  an- 
nual meeting:  the  Fourth  National  Bank  of 
Wichita  lor  their  breakfast;  the  Producers 
and  7'exas  Live  Stock  Marketing  Association 
lor  their  breakfast;  to  Berl  Berry.  Kansas 
City.  Furd-Mercury-Llncoln  distributor  and 
Hereford  breeder,  Stanley,  for  entertaining 
the  executive  committee,  offlcers,  and  direc- 
tors or  the  association;  the  Wichita  Uvestock 
Marketing  Interests  for  the  stockmen  dance; 
the  press  and  radio  for  their  generous  and 
careful  coverage;  the  city  and  State  ofllciaU 
for  their  many  courtesies;  the  speakers  for 
their  excellent  contributions;  and  the  staiZ 


of  the  Kansas  Livestock  Association  for  their 

efficient  services. 

Resolutions  Committee:  Lew  Galloway, 
Wakeeney,  chairman;  J.  Wlllard  dan- 
der. Kansas  City.  Mo.;  Dan  Jackson. 
Cold  water.  Kans.;  H.  H.  Colburn. 
Spearville.  Kans;  Larry  Morgan.  Oood- 
land,  Kans.;  George  Lemon,  Pratt, 
Kans.;  Roy  Preeland.  Topeka,  Kans.; 
W.  G.  Robinson,  Port  Scott.  Kans.; 
Locke  Thels,  Englewood.  Kans.;  Taylor 
Jones.  Holcomb,  Kans.;  James  O. 
Greenleaf.  Oreensburg.  Kans.;  Phil 
Olunt,  Maple  HIU,  Kans.;  J.  H.  Salley, 
Liberal.  Kans. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  HEALTH.  EDUCA- 
TION. AND  WELFARE— TELEGRAM 
FROM  WISCONSIN  CONGRESS  OP 
PARENTS  AND  TEACHERS,  SHE- 
BOYGAN, WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
nection with  the  current  reorganization 
plan  dealing  with  a  F^eral  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  I 
have  received  today  a  telegram  from  the 
president  of  the  Wisconsin  Congress  of 
Parents  and  Teachers  relative  to  the 
vital  United  States  Children's  Bureau. 

Needless  to  say,  I  regard  the  work  of 
the  Children's  Bureau  as  one  of  the  most 
Important  being  done  in  the  Federal 
Government  today  because,  obviously,  it 
affects  the  entire  future  of  our  land  as  it 
looks  after  the  needs  of  the  citizens  of 
tomorrow. 

I  present  the  telegram  of  Mrs.  Joseph 
Born  for  appropriate  reference  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed  in 
the  Record  in  order  that  it  might  re- 
ceive appropriate  consideration  in  con- 
nection with  the  reorganization  plan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Skkbotgan.  Wis..  March  22,  1953. 
Hon.  Senator   Aixxandes  Wilxt. 
Senate  House,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mrs.  Newton  Leonard,  president.  National 
Congress  of  Parents  and  Teachers,  calls  at- 
tention to  President  Eisenhower's  Reorgan- 
ization Plan  for  a  Federal  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  in  which  no 
mention  is  made  of  the  United  States  ChU- 
dren's  Bureau.  Parent -Teacher  Associations 
have  always  maintained  close  working  rela- 
tionship with  this  Bureau  and  have  bene- 
fitted greatly  by  its  services  to  children  and 
their  families.  Any  curtailment  of  the 
Bureau's  functions  would  seriously  hamper 
child  welfare.  We  are  concerned  in  the  safe- 
guarding of  services  of  the  Children's  Bureau 
in  a  new  Federal  Department.  On  behalf  of 
the  03,000  members  of  the  Wisconsin  Con- 
gress of  Parents  and  Teachers  request  your 
consideration. 

Mrs.  Joseph  Boen. 
President,  Wisconsin  Congress  of 
Parents  and   Teachers. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted:  « 

By  Mr.  TOBEY  (for  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado) ,  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce: 

S.  903.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of 
lethal  munitions  except  when  movement  is 
arranged  for.  or  on  behalf  of,  the  United 
States  ot  America  or  an  Instrumentality 
thereof;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  123). 


By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

8.556.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Marlnella 
TaUeti;   with  amendments   (Rept.  No.   137); 

8.  613.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Steve  Emery 
Sobanskl;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
134); 

H.  R.  759.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Hlsaml 
Toehlda;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
125);  and 

H.R.  861.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  126).         

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations: 

H.  J.  Res.  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  en- 
actment of  this  Joint  resolution;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  128). 


CONTINUANCE  OP  STATUTORY  PRO- 
VISIONS RELATING  TO  DEPOSIT 
OP  SAVINGS  FOR  MEMBERS  OP 
THE  ARMY  AND  AIR  FORCE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, concurred  in  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  continue  the  effect  of  the 
statutory  provisions  relating  to  the  de- 
posit of  saving  for  members  of  the  Army 
and  Air  Force,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  bill  relates  to  the  right  of  enlisted 
personnel  to  ask  for  the  return  of  funds 
deposited  by  them  with  the  paymaster, 
such  return  to  be  made  prior  to  the  nor- 
mal expiration  of  the  enlistment  period, 
if  desired  by  the  individual  enlisted  man 
or  woman. 

This  authority  now  exists  on  a  tem- 
porary basis.  The  bill  would  simply  ex- 
tend that  authority  so  as  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  thousands  of  enlisted  men 
and  women  who  are  now  serving  with 
our  military  forces. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1422)  to  continue  the  effect 
of  the  statutory  provisions  relating  to  the 
deposit  of  savings  for  members  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, introduced  by  Mr.  Saltonstall  (by 
request),  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr.  MAYBANK    (for  himself   and 
Mr.  Capehast)  : 

S.  1413.  A   bin   to   amend  the  Export-Im- 
port Bank  Act  of  1945.  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Cvurency. 
By  Mr.   LANGER: 

S.  1414.  A  bUl  far  the  relief  of  Ignats 
Mezel; 

S.  1415.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  practice  of 
law  by  United  States  attorneys,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

S.  1416.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vlto  Rlzzl; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  AIKSN: 

S.  1417.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gerard 
Lucien  Dandurand;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  1418.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Linda  Mar- 
lene  Kolachny  (Marlko  Fume);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Ur.  CASE: 

8. 1419.  A  bill  to  permit  the  Bo«n!  at  Com- 
■UnkMwn  at  the  DIatrlet  of  CoIumbU.  to 
establl«b  dayllght-MiTliig  time  In  tlie  DU- 
trlet;  to  tHa  CommntM  on  tbe  DUtriet  of 
CXiluiBtata. 

By  Mr.  KILGORE: 

8. 1430.  A  bUI  to  proTlde  for  the  reinstate- 
ment at  certain  lapsed  natkmal  serTice  life 
Insxirance  policies,  and  for  oiber  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

8. 1421.  4  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Nahi  Tom- 
sef;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTAIX,  (by  request) : 

S.  1422.  A  Mil  to  continue  the  effect  of  the 
■tatutory  provisions  relating  to  the  deposit 
of  saTtngs  for  members  of  the  Army  and  Air 
Force,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstali,  when 
he  Introduced  the  abow  Mil,  which  appear 
xind^  a  separate  heading. ) 
By  Mr.  RUSSELL: 

S.  1423.  A  hm  for  the  relief  of  Gus  John 
,  Caras  (Konstantinoe  loannls  Karadlmitrls) ; 
and 

S.  1424.  A   blU  for  the  relief   of   John  M. 
Fiiller;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 

a.  1425.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eva  Ruttkay; 

S.  1426.  A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Hajna  Sepsl; 

S.  1427.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Anls  Mova- 
fagh  Hanr 

S.  1438.  A  MU  for  the  relief  at  Serlna 
Moser;  and 

8. 1429.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hans 
S^hroed^;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

S.  1430.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Johanna  Heldenrelch; 

S.  1431.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Holly  Layne 
Roberta   (Mariko  Uchlyama);   and 

8.  1432.  A  Mil  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Peno- 
▼Ic.  Mklos  Grahovac.  and  Nikola  Maljkovlc: 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Andekson)  : 

S.  1433.  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
certain  provlslona  of  the  Reclamation  Project 
Act  of  1939  to  the  Arch  Hurley  Conservancy 
District.  Tuctimcart  reclamation  project.  New 
Mexico:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

S.  1434.  A  bill  for  the  relief  o(  William  B. 
Baker;  and 

S.  1435.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mra.  Bert  I. 
Biedermann  nee   ErmenegUda  Vlttoria   Cer- 
necca;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GRISWOLD  (by  request)  : 

S.  1436.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Federal  Board 
of  Hospitalization,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  MORSS: 

S.  1437.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Lew  Bbce; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MALONE: 

S.  143a.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintcnazkce  of  a  dam 
and  Incidental  worlta  in  the  main  stream  of 
the  Colorado  River  at  Bridge  Canyon;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Work*. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  Malonx  when  he  in- 
troduced the  alxive  Mil  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

S.  1439.  A  bill  to  require  the  armed  serv- 
ices to  utilize  private  American  shipping 
services  for  the  overseas  transportation  of 
commodities  and  civilian  personnel;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

8.  J.  Res.  59.  JMnt  resolution  autborfsing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  cer- 
tain temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  In  connection  with  the 
erection  of  a  building  on  privately  owned 
property  adjacent  thereto;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 


PROCEDURE  DURING  MORNING 
HOUR 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  not  to 
exceed  4  minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  T  am  sorry 
to  object,  but  I  have  made  it  an  informal 
rule  thafc  I  shall  object  to  requests  to 
speak  during  the  morning  hour  for 
Longer  than  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  wish  to  confine  his 
remarks  to  2  minutes? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Unless  we  hold  to  some 
such  rule,  all  speeches  will  be  made  dur- 
ing the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Kansas  is  glad  to  comply  with  the 
rule,  because  he  thinks  it  is  a  good  one. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pre.si- 
dent,  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  propound- 
ing an  inquiry  to  the  majority  leader. 

The  other  day  the  majority  leader  an- 
nounced that  he  intended  to  object  in  the 
future  to  any  Senators  speaking  for  more 
than  2  minutes  until  the  morning  hour 
had  been  concluded.  The  inquiry  is, 
Who  is  to  determine  how  long  a  Sena- 
tor is  to  speak? 

Mr.  TAPT.  If  a  Senator  asks  unani- 
mous consent  to  speak  for  not  more  than 
2  minutes.  I  shall  make  no  objection.  If 
he  asks  permission  to  speak  for  a  longer 
time  duiing  the  mominsr  hour.  I  shall 
have  to  object.  The  Senator  may  amend 
his  request. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  ques- 
tion the  Senator  from  Texas  wishes  to 
ask  is  this:  Who  is  to  keep  the  time? 
Since  the  Senator  from  Ohio  placed  his 
rule  in  effect  I  have  heard  some  rather 
long  2-minute  speeches.  I  made  inquiry 
of  the  Parliamentarian,  and  found  that 
no  one  was  keeping  time. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  hope  the  Parliamentar- 
ian will  keep  time,  and  I  trust  that  the 
Presiding  OflBcer  will  enforce  the  terms 
of  the  unanimous-consent  request  with- 
out further  suggestion  from  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
wishes  to  announce  that  in  the  light  of 
the  understanding  with  the  majority 
leader,  in  the  future  unanimous -consent 
requests  to  speak  during  the  morning 
hour  will  be  limited  to  2  minutes,  and 
the  Parliamentarian  will  keep  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  appreciate 
the  armouncement  by  the  distinguished 
Vice  President.  I  merely  wish  to  reiter- 
ate that  the  minority  desires  to  cooperate 
at  all  times  when  it  can  do  so  in  good 
conscience. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  S.  1349.  TO 
AMEND  TITLE  28.  UNITED  STATES 
CODE.  TO  CREATE  THE  COURT  OP 
CLAIMS  AS  A  CONSTITUTIONAL 
COURT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  an 
befialf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvement  in  Judiciary  Machinery  of 
the  Conmiittee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  desire 
to  gire  notice  that  a  pubhC  hearing  has 
been  scheduled  for  Thursday.  March  26. 
1953.  at  10  a,  m..  in  room  424,  Senate  Of- 
fice Building,  on  S.  1349.  to  amend 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  so  as  to  cre- 
ate the  Court  of  Claims  as  a  constitu- 


tional court  of  the  United  States.  Per- 
sona desiring  to  be  heard  should  notify 
the  committee  so  that  a  schedule  can  be 
prepared  for  those  who  wish  to  appear 
and  testify.  The  subcommittee  consists 
of  myself,  chairman,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WATKiifsl.  and  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker], 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  S.  9«1.  TO 
ESTABLISH  UNIFORM  QUALIFICA- 
TIONS FOR  JURORS  IN  THE  FED- 
ERAL COURTS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  standing  Subcommittee  on 
Improvements  in  Judicial  Macliinery  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  de» 
sire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hearing 
has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday, 
March  26.  1953.  at  3  p.  m..  In  room  424. 
Senate  OfQce  Building,  on  S.  961.  to  es- 
tablish uniform  qualifications  for  jurors 
iu  the  Federal  courts.  Persons  desiring 
to  be  heard  should  notify  the  commit- 
tee so  that  a  schedule  can  be  prepared 
for  those  who  wish  to  appear  and  testify. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  myself, 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  L^tah  [Mr. 
WatkinsI.  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
LMr.  WelkkbI. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  BERNARD  A.  BOOS,  TO  BE 
UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL  FOR 
THE  DISTRICT  OP  SOUTH  DAKOTA 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday, 
April  2.  1953.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Bernard  A.  Boos,  of  South  Da- 
kota, to  be  United  States  marshal  for 
the  district  of  South  Dakota,  vice  Theo- 
dore B.  Werner,  resigned.  At  the  indi- 
cated time  and  place  all  persons  inter- 
ested in  the  nomination  may  make  such 
representations  as  may  be  pertinent. 
The  subcommittee  consists  of  myself, 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
I  Mr.  Hendrickson].  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  IMr.  HkmnimgsI. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  HOWARD  C.  BOTTS,  TO 
BE  UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL. 
SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  OHIO 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  tlie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday, 
April  2.  1953.  at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  OfBce  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Howard  C.  Botts,  of  Ohio,  to 
be  United  States  marshal  \ot  the  south- 
em  district  of  Ohio,  vice  Harold  K. 
Claypool.  term  expired.  At  the  indi- 
cated time  arid  place  all  persons  in- 
terested in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  perti- 
nent. The  subcommittee  consists  of  my- 
self, chairman,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  HKwiwicKsoTf  1 ,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings]. 
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NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  JOHN  P.  RAPER,  JR.,  TO 
BE  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY, 
DISTRICT  OP  WYOMTNG 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday. 
April  2.  1953,  at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  John  F.  Raper.  Jr..  of  Wyo- 
ming, to  be  United  States  attorney  for 
the  district  of  Wyoming,  vice  John  J. 
Hickey,  resigned.  At  the  indicated  time 
and  place  all  persons  interested  in  the 
nomination  may  make  such  representa- 
tions as  may  be  pertinent.  The  subcom- 
mittee consists  of  myself,  chairman,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Heitdrick- 
soNl,  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings  1. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  LLOYD  H.  BURKE,  TO  BE 
UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY  FOR 
THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OP 
CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday. 
April  2,  1953.  at  10  a.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  Office  Building,  upon  the  nomi- 
nation of  Lloyd  H.  Biu-ke,  of  California. 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the 
northern  district  of  Columbia,  vice 
Chauncey  F.  Tramutolo.  resigning.  At 
the  indicated  time  and  place  all  p>ersons 
interested  in  the  nomination  may  make 
such  representations  as  may  be  perti- 
nent. The  subcommittee  consist  of  my- 
self, chairman,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  [Mr.  Heknings]. 


THE  VOICE  OF  AMERICA 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  speak  for  1  minute,  in  order  that  I 
may  make  a  statement  on  behalf  of  the 
Sonator  from  South  Dakota  IMr. 
MuNDTl  and  myself. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  may  proceed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  the  original  sponsors  of  the 
Smith-Mundt  Act  of  1948.  which  estab- 
li..hed  the  Voice  of  America  and  our  com- 
prehensive information  and  educational- 
exchange  program,  we  feel  called  upon 
at  this  time  to  reaffirm  our  belief  in  the 
essential  soundness  of  the  basic  aims  and 
principles  of  the  program. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MuNDT  1  and  I  have  recognized  for  a  long 
time  certain  weaknesses  and  faults  in 
both  the  content  and  administration  of 
the  Voice  of  America  program.  We  be- 
lieve that  much  needs  to  be  done  if  the 
Voice  is  to  achieve  its  maximum  effec- 
tiveness. However,  we  are  disturbed  lest 
the  general  public  may  lose  faith  com- 
pletely in  undertakings  of  this  type,  and 
come  to  oppose  all  attempts  to  expand 
our  efforts  in  the  field  of  psychological 
warfare. 


We  are  not  prepared  at  this  time  to 
pass  Judgment  upon  detailed  questions 
relating  to  the  best  administrative  and 
organizational  arrangement  for  our 
psychological  warfare  programs.  We 
are  prepared,  however,  to  state  our  con- 
viction that  the  United  States  must  give 
top  priority  to  the  problem  of  explaining 
its  basic  aims  and  principles  to  the 
peoples  of  the  world.  The  ideological 
struggle  which  is  now  going  on  could 
well  prove  to  be  the  decisive  battle  be- 
tween communism  and  freedom.  Psy- 
chological warfare  is  a  weapon  we  must 
seek  to  strengthen. 

America  has  a  great  message  to  tell 
the  world.  It  is  not  a  message  about  our 
wealth  and  riches.  It  is  basically  a  mes- 
sage regarding  our  fimdamental  beliefs 
and  principles.  The  democratic  con- 
cepts of  liberty  and  equality,  if  properly 
presented,  can  play  a  great  role  in  the 
fight  against  communism.  Our  task  is 
that  of  finding  new  and  better  means  of 
transmitting  these  concepts.  The  origi- 
nal ideas  behind  the  Voice  of  America 
and  the  other  phases  of  our  foreign  in- 
formation program  are  still  sound. 

I  submit  this  statement  on  behalf  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MuNDTj  and  myself. 


VISIT  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES  OP 
MR.  PAUL  VAN  ZEELAND.  FOREIGN 
MINISTER  OF  BELGIUM 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
speak  for  2  or  3  minutes  with  regard  to 
the  recent  visit  to  the  United  States  and 
to  Washington  of  the  distinguished  For- 
eign Minister  of  Belgium,  Mr.  Van 
Zeeland. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  may  proceed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  recent  visit  to  the  United 
States  and  to  Washington  of  the  distin- 
guished Foreign  Minister  of  Belgium,  Mr. 
Paul  Van  Zeeland,  gives  me  the  oppor- 
tunity to  call  to  the  attention  of  my  col- 
leagues an  interesting  development  grow- 
ing out  of  World  War  L 

We  all  will  recall  that  during  World 
War  I,  under  the  leadership  of  former 
President  Herbert  Hoover,  the  American 
people  set  up  a  great  relief  organization 
called  the  Commission  for  the  Relief  of 
Belgium,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to 
take  care  of  the  population  of  Belgium 
during  the  German  occupation.  It  will 
bo  recalled  that  there  was  a  terrible  food 
shortage,  and  the  plight  of  all  the  Bel- 
gians, rich  and  poor,  was  a  desperate 
one. 

The  performance  of  the  Commission, 
which  was  made  up  of  both  Belgians  and 
Americans,  was  most  successful,  and  the 
participation  in  this  important  work  has 
been  a  source  of  great  gratification  and 
pride  to  all  of  us  who  were  privileged 
to  have  a  part  in  it. 

This  great  work  was  carried  on,  on 
a  pay-as-you-go  basis.  There  was  cre- 
ated a  revolving  fund,  which  was  fi- 
nanced originally  partly  by  charity  and 
partly  by  donations  from  the  Belgian 
Government.  All  this  indebtedness  was 
ultimately  paid  off,  and,  as  there  was  a 


margin  of  safety  in  the  amount  charged 
for  the  food,  the  operations  ended  with 
a  substantial  profit.  This  money,  of 
course,  belonged  to  the  Belgian  people 
and  the  King  of  the  Belgians  invited 
Mr.  Hoover,  who  had  originated  the 
operation,  to  suggest  what  might  be  the 
best  use  to  be  made  of  this  fund.  Mr. 
Hoover  advised  that  the  money  could 
best  be  dedicated  to  educational  purposes. 

After  a  series  of  negotiations  in  which 
I  had  the  honor  to  participate,  a  capital 
donation  was  made  to  each  of  the  four 
Universities  of  Brussels,  Louvain,  liege 
and  Ghent.  Furthermore,  parallel  or- 
ganizations were  set  up  in  Belgium  and 
the  United  States  to  provide  for  ex- 
change fellowships  between  the  two 
countries.  It  was  my  experience  with 
these  fellowships  which  led  to  my  en- 
thusiasm for  this  kind  of  international 
exchange  as  avenues  leading  toward 
world  understanding. 

In  June  1952  the  Belgian- American 
Educational  Foundation  published  a  re- 
port entitled  "The  Contribution  of  the 
Belgian-American  Foundation  Toward 
the  University  Faculties."  This  report 
contains  the  names  of  former  CRB  fel- 
lows who  are  actually  members  of  the 
faculties  of  the  principal  universities  and 
schools  in  Belgium.  It  also  includes  the 
names  of  former  CRB  fellows  who  have 
become  members  of  the  Faculty  of  Amer- 
ican Universities.  In  a  summary  at  the 
conclusion  this  report  says: 

To  sum  up  there  are  83  faculty  members 
from  Brussels,  75  from  Louvain,  64  from 
Liege.  56  from  Ghent,  23  from  various  other 
Belgian  institutions,  22  teaching  In  Ameri- 
can universities,  and  9  in  other  countries. 
Since  10  of  these  persons  are  listed  twice 
as  teaching  in  more  than  1  institution,  this 
makes  a  total  of  322  individuals. 

The  total  number  of  Belgians  who  have 
studied  in  the  United  States  under  the 
auspices  of  the  BASF  being  actually  653. 
this  means  that  49.5  percent  are  car  have 
been  at  university  level. 

Thirteen  out  of  the  three  hundred  and 
twenty-two  above-listed  faculty  members 
have  held  office  as  rector:  5  at  Brussels  Uni- 
versity, 5  at  Ghent,  2  at  Liege,  and  1  at 
Louvain  where  the  rector  magnlflcus  is  ap- 
pointed for  life. 

In  March  1953  there  was  published  by 
the  foundation  a  similar  report  entitled 
"The  Contribution  of  the  Belgian  Ameri- 
can Educational  Foundation  to  Public 
Life.  National  and  International."  This 
report,  which  I  have  just  received,  is  so 
illuminating  and  inspiring  that  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  publish  it  in  full 
at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

ThQ  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  report  may  be  printed  as 
requested. 

(See  exhibit  A.)  ' 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  will  be 
noted  that  the  Honorable  Paul  Van  Ziee- 
land  who  has  recently  been  our  guest,  is 
the  No.  1  CRB  fellow  and  was  our  first 
experiment.  I  can  add  with  pardonable 
pride  that  he  received  his  doctor  of  phi- 
losophy degree  at  the  Princeton  Univer- 
sity Graduate  School  in  1921. 

Mr.  President,  this  record  of  the  rela- 
tionship between  the  United  States  and 
the  brave  little  country  of  Belgium  points 
the  way  to  effective  understanding  and 
cooperation  among  all  the  freedom-lov- 
ing countries  of  the  World. 
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THK  COMTUBTmON  OF  THZ  BELGIAN  AMERICAN 

Educattohai.  Foundation  to  Public   Life. 

National  and  International 

As  our  previous  article  on  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  Belgian  American  Educational 
Foundation  to  university  faculties  met  with 
favorable  response,  we  have  thought  that  It 
might  be  worthwhile  to  proceed  along  some- 
what similar  lines  for  the  benefit  of  those 
who  are  fond  of  systematic  listings  or  enjoy 
the  Innocent  game  of  statistics.  This  time 
we  are  submitting  to  the  readers  of  the 
aliunnl  bulletin  lists  grouping  the  former 
CRB  fellows  who  have  had  a  political  career 
or  held  Jobs  In  International  organizations. 

With  regard  to  the  role  played  in  Belgian 
politics,  our  listing  enumerates  separately: 
the  Ministers,  the  members  of  the  Chamber 
of  Representatives,  the  Senators. 

MINISTEKS 

Edgard  Blancquaert.  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion. February-April   1939. 

Vlcomte  Charles  du  Bus  de  Wamaffe,  Min- 
ister of  Communications,  1934-35;  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  1935-36;  Minister  of  Justice, 
1937-38;  1945,  and  from  December  1952. 

Franz  De  Voghel,  Minister  of  Finance,  1945- 
46. 

Jules  Duesberg,  Minister  of  Education, 
1939  (1947). 

Albert  De  Smaele,  Minister  of  Economic 
Affairs,    1945-46. 

Gaston  Eyskens,  Minister  of  Finance,  1945 
and  1947-49;  Prime  MinUter,  1949-50;  Min- 
ister of  Economic  Affairs,  June-August  1950. 

Paul  Heymans,  Minister  of  Economic  Af- 
fairs, Middle  Classes  and  Agriculture,  1938- 
39. 

Adolphe  Van  Glabbeke,  Minister  of  Inte- 
rior, 1945;  Minister  of  Justice.  1946;  Min- 
ister of  Pu'Jllc  Health,  1949-50. 

Jean  Van  Houtte,  Minister  of  Finance. 
1950-52;  Prime  Minister  from  January  15, 
1952. 

Paul  van  Zeeland.  Cabinet  Minister  with- 
out portfolio,  1934;  Prime  Minister  and  Min- 
ister of  Foreign  Affairs,  1935-37;  Minister 
of  State.  1948;  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs 
and  Foreign  Trade  from  1949. 

Pierre  Wigny,  Minister  of  Colonies,  1947-50. 

MEMBERS  or  THE  CHAMBER  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Charles  du  Bus  de  Warnaffe  from  1934. 
Gaston  Eyskens,  from  1939. 
Marc     Somerhausen,      1925-29;      1932  36; 
1946-47. 
Adolphe  Van  Glabbeke  from  1938. 
Pierre  Wigny,  from  1949. 

MEMBERS   or  THE   SENATE 

Paul  Brlen,  1936-37. 
Pierre  Depage,  1945-47. 
Jacques   Duchalne,    1946-49. 
Jean  Van  Houtte,  from  1949. 
Paul  van  Zeeland,  from  1946. 

POSITIONS    IN   INTERNATIONAL    ORGANIZATIONS 

Pierre  Depage,  secretary  general.  Perma- 
nent Commission  of  the  International  Red 
Cross.  Geneva,  1947-49;  superintendent  In 
the  field.  Relief  and  Works  Agency  for  Pal- 
estine Refugees.  United  Nations,  Damascus 
(Syria),  from  1949. 

Albert  De  Smaele,  president.  International 
Authority  for  the  Rulir,  Dusseldorf  (Ger- 
many), from  1949. 

FranQoise  Dony,  research  assistant,  United 
Nations  Information  Office,  New  York.  1942- 
43:  liaison  officer.  United  Nations.  New  York, 
1948-52. 

Jacques  Errera,  Belgian  adviser.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  United  Nations,  New 
York,  from  1947. 

Gaston  Eyskens,  Governor  of  the  Interna- 
tional Bank  for  Reconstruction  and  Devel- 
opment. Washington.  D.  C,  1947-49;  vice 
president.  Economic  and  Social  Council,  and 
president.  Economic  Committee,  United  Na- 
tions Organization,  1951. 

Paul  Huygelen,  social  affairs  officer.  Laws 
and   Regulations   Section,   Division   of   Nar- 


cotic Drugs,  United   Nations   headquarters. 
New  York,  from  1951. 

Edmond  Janssens,  economic  affairs  officer. 
Economic  Stability  and  Development  Divi- 
sion of  the  United  Nations,  New  York,  from 
1952. 

Michel  Lorthlolr.  Organization  for  Euro- 
pean Economic  Cooperation,  Paris,  from  1948. 

Ren6  Stlnglhamber,  director  In  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  General  of  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization,  Palais  de  Chall- 
lot.  Paris,  from  1951. 

Jacques  Torfs.  economist  and  assist  loan 
officer,  International  Bank  for  Reconstruction 
and  Development.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Robert  Trlffln,  chief.  Exchange  Control  Di- 
vision, International  Monetary  Fund.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C,  1946-48;  staff  representative 
(of  same)    In  Western  Europe,  1948-51. 

Louis  Verhoestraete,  chief.  Maternal  and 
Child  Heilth  Section,  World  Health  Organi- 
zation, Palais  des  Nations,  Geneva. 

Marcel  van  Zeeland,  manager.  Bank  of  In- 
ternational Settlements.  Basle  (Switzerland). 
1930-49;  senior  manager  from  1949.  treasurer 
general,  International  Red  Cross,  Geneva. 

Paul  van  Zeeland.  president,  European 
Organization  of  Economic  Cooperation.  1950. 
president,  Committee  of  Ministers,  Council 
of  Europe,  1950.  President,  Council  of  the 
Ministers  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization.  Presided  in 
this  capacity  in  the  NATO  Conferences  held 
at  Brussels  in  December  1950  and  at  Ottawa 
in  September  1951.  Vice  president,  Interna- 
tional Council  of  the  European  movement. 

If  we  examine  the  list  of  Ministers,  we 
note  that  in  1945  four  former  CRB  fellows 
happened  to  be  at  the  same  time  members 
of  the  Belgian  Cabinet:  Charles  du  Bus  de 
Warnaffe,  Albert  De  Smaele.  Gaston  Eyskens, 
and  Adolphe  Van  Glabbeke. 

Among  the  11  who  held  ministerial  posi- 
tions. 3  have  occupied  the  post  of  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Belgium:  Paul  van  Z?eland  (1935- 
37),  Gaston  Eyskens  (1949-50),  Jean  Van 
Houtte    (from   January    1952). 

A  striking  fact  is  the  relatively  young  age 
at  which  these  three  Prime  Ministers  took 
office:  Mr.  van  Zeeland  was  41,  Messrs.  Eys- 
kens and  Van  Houtte  were  both  44  years  old. 

With  regard  to  the  academic  field  to  which 
they  belong,  we  note  that  out  of  the  11  Min- 
isters 8  graduated  in  the  humanities  (mostly 
in  law  and  economics),  and  only  3  in  the 
sciences  (2  engineers  and  1  doctor  of  medi- 
cine). It  is  worth  mentioning  that  7  out 
of  11  in  the  Ministers  group  are  or  have  been 
teaching  in  Belgian  universities. 

When  one  considers  the  whole  list  of  names 
mentioned  in  the  present  article,  the  bal- 
ance between  the  humanities  and  the  sci- 
ences reflects  a  tendency  toward  a  more  logi- 
cal equilibrium,  the  ratio  being  14  versus  11 
in  the  latter  group. 

J.  Van  Der  Belen. 
Secretary  in  Belgium  of  the  BAEF. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  ton- 
sent,  addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

Address  delivered  by  the  Belgian  Ambassa- 
dor to  the  United  States  upon  the  occasion 
of  the  presentation  of  a  mural  tapestry  to 
the  Hoover  Library  on  War,  Revolution,  and 
Peace,  at  Stanford  University. 
By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 

Letter  dated  March  1.  1953.  addressed  to 
him  by  V.  V.  Harris,  on  the  subject  of  Off- 
shore Oil  Reserves. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

Letter  addressed  to  him  by  DeLona  Llnd- 
sey,  of  Sunnyslde,  Wash.,  regarding  Koch  and 
Lincoln  treatments  for  cancer. 


By  Mr.  SCHOEPPEL: 

Address  entitled  "Freedom  In  Livestock 
Agriculture."  delivered  by  A.  P.  Davies,  direc- 
tor, department  of  livestock.  American  Meat 
Institute.  Chicago.  111.,  at  annual  convention 
of  Kansas  Llv&stock  Association,  Wlchila, 
Kans.,  March   13,   1953. 

Report  and  recommendations  adopted  by 
Kansas  Livestock  Association  on  March  14, 
1953.  and  transmitted  to  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture Benson. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 

Offer  of  free  medical  service  by  Dr   Robert 
E.  Lincoln,  of  Mcdford,  Mass.,  in  combating 
epidemic    of    infectious    hepatitis,    together 
with   accompanying   press   clippings. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Address  entitled  "Soviet  Antlsemltism." 
delivered  by  Hon  Nathaniel  P.  Davis,  former 
Ambassador  to  Hungary,  at  Temple  Beth-El, 
Glens  Falls.  N.  Y. 

Article  entitled  "Negro  Woman,  66,  Is 
N.imed  Mother  of  Year  In  Virginia."  pub- 
ILshed  in  the  Washington  Post  of  March  21, 
1953. 

Article  entitled  "Bar  Group  Urges  Allen 
Law  ChanRe.  ■  publi.shed  in  the  New  York 
Times  of  March   18,  1953. 

By  Mr,   MCCARTHY: 

Excerpt  from  broadcast  by  Walter  Wlnchell 
on  March  15,  1953,  regardmg  Congressional 
Medal  of  Honor. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

Editorial     entitled     "They're     Not     Bigger 
Than   the  United   States."  published   In   the 
Philadelphia  Inquirer  of  March  22.  1953. 
By  Mi*    BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

Address  entitled  "Slum  Rehabilitation 
Through  the  Baltimore  Plan — A  Challenge 
to  Business  Interests,  '  delivered  by  Guy  T.  O. 
HoUyday.  of  Baltimore,  Md. 

Address  entitled  "Atheist  War  on  Reli- 
gion." delivered  by  Father  John  L.  Bazlnet, 
of  St  Marys  Seminary,  at  the  cathedral  In 
Baltimore,  Md. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  morn- 
ing business  is  closed. 

The  calendar  under  rule  VIII  is  now  in 
order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legi.'^lative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names : 


Aiken 

Gore 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Cin.swold 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Hayden 

Millikin 

Boall 

Hendrlckson 

Mor^e 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Murray 

Br;cker 

Hickeulooper 

Neely 

Brld^e.s 

Hill 

Pas  to  re 

Eu'h 

Hoey 

Payne 

Butler.  Md. 

Holland 

Potter 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hunt 

Purtell 

Byrd 

Ives 

Roberfion 

Capehart 

Jackson 

Russell 

CarLson 

Jenner 

Saitonstall 

C.i.se 

John.son.  Ter 

Schoeppel 

Chivea 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Smith.  Maine 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Daniel 

KUgore 

Sparkman 

Dounia.s 

Knowland 

Symington 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Taft 

Dworshak 

LaiH:er 

Thye 

Easilnnd 

Lehman 

Tobey 

Ellender 

Long 

Watklna 

Ferguson 

Miignuson 

Welker 

Flanders 

Maione 

Wiley 

Frear 

Man.-fleld 

Wllliam.s 

Fulbrlght 

Martin 

Young 

Gillette 

Miiybank 

Goldwater 

McCarran 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  IMr. 
MtTNDTl  is  absent  on  ofiQcial  business. 
The  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  DirksenJ 
is  necessarily  absent. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements],  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  George],  and  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Grrn]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HUMPHREY  1,  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
IMr.  JoHifsoN),  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee ( Mr.  Kefauvbr]  ,  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  (Mr.  Monroney],  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  and 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Sten- 
Nisl  are  absent  on  ofBcial  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

THE  CALENDAR 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  calen- 
dar, under  rule  VIII,  is  now  in  order. 
The  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  meas- 
ures on  the  calendar. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  242)  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration domiciliary  facility  at  Port 
Logan,  Colo.,  was  armounced  as  first  In 
order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 

nie  bill  (8.  24)  to  permit  judicial  re- 
view of  decisions  of  Government  con- 
tracting ofllcers  involving  questions  of 
fact  arising  under  Government  contracts 
in  cases  other  than  those  in  which  fraud 
is  alleged  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming IMr.  Hunt],  I  ask  that  the  bill  go 
over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  56)  for  the  relief  of  Eric 
Anton  Helf  ert  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  GoreI  has 
in  the  past  on  the  call  of  the  calendar 
requested  that  the  bill  go  over.  In  his 
absence  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
PC  over. 

The  bill  (S.  59)  for  the  relief  ot  Felix 
Kort^chok  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS      Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  152)  for  the  relief  of  Fred 
P.  Hines  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS     Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  wiU 
be  passed  over. 


PHED  VOSNIACOS 

The  bill  (S.  101)  lor  the  reUef  of  Phed 
Vosniacos  was  anr.ounced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over. 

The  VICE  PRESL3ENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICBSON  subsequenUy 
said:  Mr.  President,  I  should  Uke  to  ask 
what  the  record  discloses  regarding  the 


action  taken  on  Senate  Ull  101,  for  the 
relief  of  Phed  Vosniacos 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  objected, 
and  the  bill  was  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Chair. 


FRANCESCO  CRACCHIOLO 

The  bill  (S.  102)  for  the  reUef  of  Fran- 
cesco Cracchiolo  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  will 
be  passed  over. 


WILHELM  ENGELBEIRT — BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The~bill  (S.  153)  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
helm  Engelbert  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SB4ATHERS.    Over. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  although  I  do  not 
expect  to  object,  in  regard  to  Senate  bill 
153,  the  private  bill  for  Mr.  Wilhelm  En- 
gelbert. I  wish  merely  to  state  that  I 
spoke  to  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Langer]  about  this  bill  some 
weeks  ago  and  asked  him  to  have  it 
passed  over  pending  my  review  of  it.  I 
have  now  studied  this  bill  and  find  that 
on  the  basis  of  the  committee's  report 
and  what  f luther  facts  I  have  been  able 
to  gather,  the  man  in  question  seems  on 
the  face  of  it  to  have  been  a  confirmed 
Nazi  and  supporter  of  Adolf  Hitler's 
regime  in  Germany.  However,  that  was 
many  years  ago.  I  am  a  firm  believer  in 
the  possibility  of  reformation,  even  of 
Nazis,  even  of  Communists.  I  am  less 
concerned  with  what  a  man  was  or  did  20 
or  15  or  even  10  years  ago,  than  with 
what  he  is  or  does  now.  I  believe  that 
our  immigration  law  should  contain  clear 
provisions,  which  our  present  law  does 
not,  to  forgive  past  membership  in  totali- 
tarian organization  in  the  case  of  indi- 
viduals who  have  ceased  to  hold  or  to 
advocate  totalitarian  views.  In  the 
case  of  past  membership  In  such  organi- 
zations, I  think  the  law  should  provide 
for  a  test  as  to  the  present  beliefs  of  the 
individuals  in  question — a  test  of  wheth- 
er they  do  now,  in  fact,  advocate  totali- 
tarian and  subversive  doctrines. 

The  present  law  does  not  contain  any 
such  provision.  It  contains  a  kind  of 
formula  admitting  reformed  members  of 
the  Communist  Party,  but  is  very  vague 
as  to  other  totalitarians.  It  establishes 
no  requirement  as  to  cuirent  beliefs  of 
such  former  totalitarians.  This  defect 
In  the  present  law,  along  with  hundreds 
of  other  defects,  needs  to  be  cured. 

However,  I  assume  that  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  even  without  the  require- 
ment or  authorization  of  the  law,  has 
looked  into  the  current  views  of  Mr. 
Engelbert,  the  subject  of  Senate  bill  153. 
I  assume  that  the  committee  members 
have  established  to  their  satisfaction 
that  he  no  longer  holds  subversive  or  to- 
.  talltarian  views.  I  do  not  suppose  the 
committee  would  approve  a  private  bill 
for  him  under  other  circumstances. 
Only  on  this  assumption,  do  I  withdraw 
my  objection  to  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  assure  my  distinguished  colleague. 


the  Senator  fnmi  New  York,  that  the 
Judiciary  Committee  went  very  fully  into 
this  case.  This  man  has  been  in  the 
United  States  for  26  years.  He  is  a  poor 
man,  and  works  in  a  restaurant.  The. 
committee  was  very  careful  in  going  into 
the  case. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  was  on  that  basis 
that  I  withdrew  objecticm. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection 
being  heard,  the  bill  will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  AND  RESOLUTION  PASSED 
OVER 

The  VICE  PRESIEffiS^.  Calendar 
No.  55.  Senate  bill  484.  will  be  called  at 
this  time;  It  was  inadvertently  over- 
looked earlier  tn  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar. 

The  bill  (S.  484)  for  the  relief  of 
J.  Don  Alexander  was  anounced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  that  the 
bill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection 
being  heard,  the  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  57)  to  amend 
rule  XTTT  of  the  standing  rules  relative 
to  motions  to  reconsider  was  announced 
as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  object  to 
the  consideration  at  this  time  of  the 
resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection 
being  heard,  the  resolution  will  be  passed 
over. 


ROSE  MARTIN 


The  bill  (H.  R.  1362)  for  the  relief 
of  Rose  Martin  was  armounced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  be  recognized  at  this  time 
to  sp>eak  on  another  matter.  I  do  not 
wish  to  object  to  the  bill  which  was  last 
called:  but  If  the  bill  is  to  be  considered 
at  this  time,  I  should  like  to  be  rec- 
ognized. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  wish  to  reserve  the 
right  to  object  to  the  bill,  in  order  to  be 
recognized  at  this  time? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Yes.  Mr.  President. 
Reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to 
speak  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 


DETECTION   BY   EL   DORADO   HIGH 

SCHOOL    OF    COMMUNIST    FALSE 

PROPAGANDA  MATERIAL 

Mr.    CARLSON.     Mr.   President,    the 

advocates  of  communism  never  lose  an 

opportunity  to  advance  their  sinister  and 

subtle  influence  on  our  citizens. 

Recently  Miss  Helen  Bradford,  an  in- 
structor in  the  El  Dorado  Senior  High 
School,  at  El  Dorado,  Kans.,  advised  me 
she  had  encouraged  her  class  to  carry  on, 
as  a  project  of  the  English  class  of  the 
El  Dorado  High  School  senior  class,  cor- 
respondence with  students  in  other  na- 
tions, notably  Japan  and  Germany. 

One  of  the  students  accepted  as  his 
part  of  the  project  corresponding  with  a 
student  in  Japan.  This  Japanese  stu- 
dent wrote  a  letter  in  which  he  enclosed 
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a  pamirtilet  ooncemlng  an  fncident  which 
was  highJ^r  critical  of  our  Nation  and  ita 
people,  attempting  to  discredit  the 
United  States  through  sensational 
charges  and  innuendoes. 

Miss  Bradford,  after  reading  the  arti- 
cle, sent  it  to  me.  with  a  request  that  I 
have  the  material  checked  by  the  State 
Department  to  see  if  it  was  strictly  com- 
munistic material 

On  Bdarch  13  I  recelTed  a  reply  from 
Thruston  B.  Morton.  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  in  which  he  commends  Miss 
Bradford  and  the  high  sdiool  students 
who  sent  this  material  to  me  for  study. 

Secretary  Morton  wrote  in  his  letter 
tome: 

The  hlgb-«cbool  itudenU.  who  on  receipt 
at  the  pamphlet  suspected  lU  malicious 
propaganda  Intent,  and  the  teacher  who  for- 
warded It  to  you  have  shown  an  alertness 
which  merits  commendation.  The  Depart- 
ment at  State  had  not  prior  to  the  receipt 
ot  your  letter  received  a  copy  of  the  pam- 
phlet, nor  had  It  been  Informed  that  Japa- 
nese leftists  were  attempting  to  realize  a 
propaganda  advantage  through  an  exchange 
of  correspondence  between  high-school  stu- 
dents In  Japan  and  the  United  States.  I  am 
bringing  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
American  Embassy  at  Tokyo. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  are  other  high-school  and  college 
students  in  our  Nation  who  are  carrying 
on  correspondence  with  students  in  for- 
eign countries,  which  I  think  is  most 
commendable.  It  is  something  that 
should  be  encouraged. 

There  is  danger,  however,  that  an  ef- 
fort will  be  made  by  Communists,  where 
there  is  an  opportunity,  to  get  their  ma- 
terial into  the  hands  of  our  youth  at  this 
formative  period  of  their  life. 

Personally,  I  am  proud  of  the  fact 
that  the  students  and  teachers  in  the 
EI  Dorado  High  School  sensed  this  dan- 
ger and  had  this  matetial  checked,  and 
I  sincerely  hope  that  others  in  the  Na- 
tion will  take  warning  from  this  inci- 
dent. Kansas  is  among  the  States  with 
thft  fewest  Communists  in  our  Nation, 
and  our  citizens  plan  on  keeping  it  that 
way. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  include  as  a  part  of  these  remarks 
a  letter  I  received  from  the  State  De- 
partment. It  is  my  hope  that  every 
school  in  the  Nation  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  letter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

DcPAKTicnrr  or  Statt. 
Washington.  March.  13.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Feank  Carlson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Dzae  Skmatok  Caulson:  I  refer  to  your 
letter  of  February  28.  19S3,  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  In  which  you  requested  In- 
formation on  which  to  base  a  reply  to  a 
letter  which  you  received  from  a  teacher  In 
your  State  who  had  sent  you  a  copy  of  a 
pamphlet  received  by  one  of  her  students 
from  a  Japanese  student  in  the  course  of  an 
International  exchange  of  correspondence. 

The  pamphlet  deals  with  an  Incident 
which  aroused  considerable  attention  In  the 
Japanese  press  for  several  months  beginning 
In  December  1952  but  which  has  now  ceased 
to  be  a  prominent  Issue.  Wataru  Kajl,  a  left- 
ist Japanese  writer,  made  sensational 
charges  to  the  effect  that  he  had  been  cap- 
tive from  November  1951  until  December  7, 
1962,  by  United  States  Intelligence  agents 
and  that  lie  suffered  mistreatment  at  their 


hands  during  the  period  of  forced  detention. 
Kaji's  charges  were  obviously  prompted  by  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  Japanese  leftisu.  par- 
ticularly the  Japan  Communist  Party,  to 
cre*bte  antl-Amerlcan  feeling  among  the 
Japanese  puMli:  by  showing  that  KaJl's  de- 
tention since  April  28.  1952.  the  effective  date 
of  the  treaty  of  peace  with  Japan,  was  con- 
trary both  to  Kajl'a  clvU  rlghU  and  to 
Japan's  sovereign  right  of  Jurisdiction  over 
Its  own  nationals. 

Kaji's  charges  were  false.  He  was  a  Com- 
munist agent  who  had  been  arrested  and 
detained  prior  to  termination  of  the  Occupa- 
tion of  Japan,  tut  his  claim  that  he  had  been 
held  against  his  will  since  that  time  was  not 
true.  Fearing  trlolence  at  the  hands  of  the 
Comnuinlsts,  from  whom  he  had  apparently 
dissociated  hlmscLf.  and  suffering  as  a  result 
of  poor  health,  he  asked  persons  acquainted 
with  him  and  his  circumstances  to  furnish 
him  shelter  and  medical  aid  after  the  Treaty 
of  Peace  with  Japan  became  effective—  When 
his  health  bad  Improved,  be  was  released  at 
his  own  request,  whereupon  he  was  appar- 
ently persuaded  by  his  former  associates  to 
launch  his  sen.satlonal  accusations. 

The  American  Embassy,  on  being  Informed 
of  the  charges,  promptly  released  the  state- 
ment that  Kaji's  allegations,  e8p>eclally  his 
charge  of  mistreatment,  were  under  active 
Investigation  by  appropriate  authorities,  that 
If  American  personnel  had  mistreated  him 
they  would  be  dealt  with  Jiistly.  that  the 
reason  for  Kaji's  detention  In  1951  was  his 
Involvement  as  a  spy  for  a  foreign  f)ower  In 
Japan  and  that  details  of  the  case  had  been 
passed  to  the  National  Rural  Police  who  were 
understood  to  be  Investigating  the  matter. 

The  Embassy's  Inrestlgatlon  revealed  that 
Kajl  had  been  held  In  an  arrest  statiis  prior 
to  April  28.  19.'j2,  on  suspicion  of  espionage 
activities.  Such  an  arrest  was  entirely 
proper  during  the  occupation  of  Japan  since 
Japan  was  under  the  control  of  the  Allied 
Powers  at  that  time.  Eharlng  this  period 
Kajl  admitted  that  he  had  been  an  active 
Conununlst  Intelligence  agent.  Because  of 
his  poor  health  Kajl  requested  from  Inter- 
ested Individuals,  who  were  familiar  with 
blm  and  his  condition,  shelter  and  assistance 
after  the  effectuation  of  the  treaty  of  peace 
with  Japan.  The  assistance  granted  him 
was  designed  to  fiirnUh  him  shelter,  lodging, 
and  medical  aid  until  such  time  as  his  health 
permitted  him  to  make  his  own  arrange- 
ments. He  was  not  restricted  as  to  Inter- 
course with  members  of  his  family  or  friends. 
Japanese  authorities  were  not  Informed  that 
Kajl  was  being  furnished  this  assistance  be- 
cause It  was  extended  to  him  as  a  private 
Individual  and  was  humanitarian  In  nature 
without  any  tipparent  goverrunent  concern 
at  the  time. 

The  pamphlet  Is  unquestionably  a  propa- 
ganda effort  of  an  obvious  Communist - 
directed,  antl-Amerlcan  slant.  Its  whole 
Implication  Is  that  the  United  States  has  dis- 
regarded the  human  rights  of  a  Japanese 
national  and  has  coerced  the  Japanese  Gov- 
ernment Into  Inventing  a  companion  case 
for  the  pvirpose  of  linking  Kajl  with  a  Soviet 
espionage  ring.  Mltsuhashl,  who  Is  men- 
tioned In  the  pamphlet  In  this  connection, 
went  on  trial  on  February  7,  1953,  charged 
with  the  Illegal  transmission  of  radio  mes- 
sages to  the  Soviet  Union.  Reports  of  his 
trial  Indicate  that  both  Mltsuhashl  and  Ka]t 
had  been  Involved  In  espionage  activities 
with  certain  members  of  the  Soviet  mission 
In  Tokyo. 

The  Kajl-Yamada  Relief  Society  appears 
to  be  a  front  organization  for  antl-Amerlcan 
leftists.  The  Japan-Chinese  Friendship  As- 
sociation Is  a  better  known  organization 
who^e  principal  aim  is  that  of  attempting  to 
foster  closer  relations  between  Japan  and 
Communist  China. 

It  may  be  of  Interest  that  New  York's 
Communist- line  newspaper.  Dally  Worker,  on 
February  17,  1953,  carried  an  article  cap- 
tioned, "150  Japanese  Writers  Hit  Pentagon's 
Spy  Prameup."     The  article,  of  which  1  have 


enclosed  a  copy,  repeats  much  of  the  mate- 
rial contained  in  the  Kajl-Tamada  Belief 
Society  pamphlet  and  employs  the  same  tac- 
tic of  attempting  to  discredit  the  United 
States  through  sensational  charges  and  In- 
nuendoes. 

The  high -school  students,  who  on  recei;>t 
of  the  pamphlet  suspected  Its  malicious 
propaganda  Intent,  and  the  teacher  who  for- 
warded It  to  you  have  shown  an  alertness 
which  merits  commendation.  The  Depart- 
ment of  State  had  not.  prior  to  the  receipt 
of  your  letter,  received  a  copy  of  the  pam- 
plet,  nor  had  It  been  Informed  that  Japanese 
leftists  were  attempting  to  realize  a  propa- 
ganda advantage  through  an  exchange  of 
correspondence  between  high-school  stu- 
dents In  Japan  and  the  United  States.  I  am 
bringing  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
American  Embassy  at  Tokyo. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Thbdston  B    Motow. 

Assistant  Secretary. 


ROSE  MARTIN 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
House  bill  1362? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
<H.  R.  1362)  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Mar- 
tin was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILLS   AND  RESOLUTIONS   PASSED 
OVER 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  20)  favoring  the  suspension  of  de- 
portation of  certain  aUens  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  on  Friday, 
approximately  40  bills  and  other  meas- 
ures, as  I  recall,  were  reported  by  com- 
mittees. Both  the  Republican  calendar 
committee  and  the  Democratic  calendar 
committee  feel  that  they  have  not  had 
suflficient  time  even  to  look  over  these 
measures.  Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  remaining  measures  on 
the  calendar  be  passed  over.  The  cal- 
endar will  be  called  again  next  Monday, 
and  at  that  time  these  measures  will  be 
before  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  remaining  measures  on  the 
calendar  will  be  passed  over. 


ANNOUNCEMENT  REGARDING  CON- 
SIDERATION OF  JOINT  RESOLU- 
TION EXTENDING  TIME  LIMITA- 
TION ON  CERTAIN  NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY  STATUTES 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  there  is  on 
the  calendar  a  joint  resolution.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  57,  Calendar  No.  105. 
to  extend  the  time  limitations  on  various 
national  emergency  statutes.  I  wish  to 
have  the  joint  resolution  taken  up  either 
today  or  on  Wednesday,  because  of  the 
fact  that  it  must  be  passed  by  April  1. 
It  extends  the  affected  statutes  only  90 
days,  and  further  consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  matter  at  a  later  time.  I 
merely  give  notice  of  that  fact.  The 
remaining  bills  on  the  calendar  probably 
can  wait  until  next  Monday,  when  the 
calendar  will  be  called  again. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, when  Senate  Joint  Resolution  57, 
Calendar  No.  105,  is  considered,  the 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee 
has  asked  me  to  manage  that  measure 


on  the  floor,  if  any  management  is 
needed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  merely  giving  notice  that 
he  will  call  up  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  TAPT.    Yes:  that  is  correct. 


CONFERENCE  REPORT  ON  SECOND 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 

BILL,  1953 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  majority  leader  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAJT.  I  yieji  to  the  Senator 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  am  interested 
In  a  change  which  th<!  conferees  adopted 
in  the  school  provision  in  the  supple- 
mental appropriation  bill,  under  which 
provision  for  Virginia  was  eliminated. 
Does  the  majority  leader  know  when 
the  conference  report  on  that  bill  is 
scheduled  for  action? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No.  It  can  be  called  up 
at  any  time.  I  hav<  not  yet  been  in- 
formed by  the  chairman  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  eis  to  when  he  will 
be  ready  to  have  the  conference  report 
considered:  but.  naturally,  as  a  confer- 
ence reix>rt  on  an  apisropriation  bill,  its 
consideration  Is  In  order  at  any  time.  I 
shall  try  to  give  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia notice  as  to  when  it  will  be  taken 
up. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  realize  the  sta- 
tus of  such  a  report,  and  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  the  Sena'»r  from  Ohio. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  iPresident,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proojed  to  consider  ex- 
ecutive business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 

EXECUTIVE   MESS.^GES  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

*For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGEB.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

J.  Edward  Lumbard.  of  New  York,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  New  York.  7lce  Mylea  J.  Lane, 
resigned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomina- 
tions on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi- 
nation will  be  passed  over. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higglns 
White  to  be  major  general. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  make  the 
same  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi- 
nation will  be  passed  over. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERV- 
ICE—NOMINATION TEMPORARILY 
PASSED  OVER 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Charles  E.  Bohlen.  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
this  nomination  be  passed  over  tempo- 
rarily, while  the  other  nominations  on 
the  calendar  are  taken  up  and  disposed 
of:  after  which,  we  shall  return  to  this 
nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  will  be  tempo- 
rarily passed  over. 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Edward  F.  Howrey,  to  be  Federal 
Trade  Commissioner  for  the  unexpired 
term  of  7  years  from  September  26,  1952, 
vice  John  Carson  term  expired. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  I  wonder  whether  I  may 
make  an  inquiry  at  this  time  with  ref- 
erence to  the  nomination  of  Edward  F. 
Howrey  to  be  a  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sioner?   

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  PoT- 
TEn  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  will  state 
that  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Howrey  has 
been  confirmed.   It  was  confirmed  earlier 

in  the  day. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  was  informed  that 
the  nominations  would  be  taken  uj?  in 
sequence.  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination  is 
the  first  one  stated  on  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
President  has  been  notified  of  the  con- 
firmation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wanted  to 
place  in  the  Record  a  portion  of  the  tes- 
timony in  connection  with  Mr.  Howrey's 
nomination.  I  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
Its  confirmation.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  to- 
morrow— because  some  of  it  must  be 
gathered  together  first— certain  portions 
of  the  testimony  with  reference  to  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Howrey. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 


AIR  FORCE— NOMINATIONS  PASSED 
OYllR 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higglns 
White  to  be  brigadier  general. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  that  the  nomination 
be  passed  over  at  thiii  time. 


UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
Uon   of   George   E.   MacKinnon  to   be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district 
of  Minnesota. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  J.  Dermody  for  permanent 
appointment  as  commissioned  ensign, 
effective  January  27,  1953. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAFT,  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  President  be  immediately  notified  of 
all  nominations  confirmed  today. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  wUl  be  notified 
forthwith. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERV- 
ICE—CHARLES E.  BOHLEN 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  return  to 
the  consideration  of  the  nomination  of 
Charles  K  Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered.  The  question 
is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen  to 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plen- 
ipotentiary of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
publics? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  nom- 
ination of  Charles  E.  Bohlen  to  be  Am- 
bassador to  the  Soviet  Union  comes  be- 
fore the  Senate  with  the  unanimous— 
15  to  0 — approval  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

BACKGROXTND   Of  COmCTTEX   EZVIEW 

That  approval  was  not  given  lightly. 

Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination  was  sent  to 
the  Senate  February  27.  On  March  2. 
the  committee  heard  Mr.  Bohlen  in  exec- 
utive session  and  questioned  him  at  great 
length. 

On  March  5,  the  committee  met  in 
executive  session  with  Under  Secretary 
of  State  Walter  Bedell  Smith  for  a  gen- 
eral discussion  of  the  world  situation, 
with  particular  attention  to  develop- 
ments in  Russia. 

General  Smith  at  that  time  asked  the 
committee  to  do  everything  possible  to 
expedite  confirmation  of  Mr.  Bohlen's 
nomination.  The  committee  tentatively 
scheduled  a  vote  for  March  10.  On  that 
day,  however,  at  the  request  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  PergttsonI 
and  the  senior  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland]  the  committee  post- 
poned action  for  a  week.  It  should  be 
noted  that  editing  of  the  transcript  of 
Mr.  Bohlen's  testimony  had  not  been 
completed  and  was  not  available  for  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate  on  that  date. 
Thus,  the  delay  was  necessary  under  the 
circumstances,  regardless  of  the  request 
of  any  Senator. 

On  March  18.  the  Committee  heard 
Secretary  of  State  Dulles  testify  on  the 
nomination  in  executive  session.  On 
the  same  day,  we  again  questioned  Mr. 
Bohlen.  It  was  only  after  this  search- 
ing examination  and  consideration  of 
the  facts  that  the  Committee  voted  15 
to  0  to  report  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination 
favorably. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  place  in  the 
Rbcord  a  very  challenging  article  en- 
titled "The  Affairs  of  Nations."  written 
by  Joseph  C.  Harsch.  and  published  in 
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the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of  liCarch 
20.  1953.  wherein  Mr.  Harsch  discusses 
Bohlen  and  Malenkov.  I  desire  at  this 
time  to  read  merely  a  i>art  of  that  article, 
which  points  up  the  urgency  of  the  sit- 
uation so  graphically  delineated  to  us 
by  Qen.  Bedell  Smith.  Mr.  Harsch  refers 
to  George  F.  Kennan's  earlier  question- 
ing of  whether  it  might  be  wise  to  return 
to  the  post-World  War  I  practice  of 
having  as  little  contact  with  the  Rus- 
sians as  possible.    Then  he  says: 

Now,  however,  the  situation  has  changed 
radically.    Russian  policy  ntay  have  changed. 

I  may  say  parenthetically  that  the 
pronoimcement  by  Malenkov  within  the 
past  few  days  indicates  quite  clearly 
that  something  is  in  the  wind.  Let  us 
hope  that  it  is  for  the  better,  rather 
than  for  the  worse. 

Mr.  Harsch  continues: 

The  apparatiis  of  the  Russian  state  has 
been  disturbed.  What  happens  to  It  is  of 
first  Impxirtance.  Thxis  there  Is  room  for 
extremely  useful  reporting.  And  Malenkov 
Is  not  talking  like  Stalin,  and  there  Is  need 
Xor  the  closest  and  most  expert  study  and 
examination.  The  case  for  maintaining  an 
American  mission  in  Moscow  has  thus  been 
revived  at  least  temporarily. 

At  this  time  a  few  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  objected  to  the  appointment  of  Charles 
E.  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Russia  In  spite 
of  the  nomination  by  President  Elsenhower 
end  the  urgent  support  of  Secretary  of  State 
John  Poster  Dulles. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
entire  article  printed  in  the  Recoud  at 
this  ijolnt  in  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

The  AiTAnis  or  Nations 
(By  Joseph  C.  Harsch) 

■OHIXIf    AMD    MAUUTKOV 

No  western  man  can  say  at  this  moment 
whether  there  would  be  any  useful  result 
If  the  new  head  of  the  Russian  state  could 
have  a  private  discussion  with  an  American 
Ambassador  In  Moscow.  It  Is  only  known 
that  Georgl  Malenkov,  the  man  who  Is  try- 
ing to  wear  the  mantle  of  Stalin  In  Moscow, 
bad  delivered  a  second  speech  in  which  he 
apparently  Is  trying  to  sound  like  a  man  of 
peace. 

This  second  speech,  the  one  deUvered  to 
the  Russian  Supreme  Soviet,  raised  a  number 
of  questions  difficult  to  answer.  Was  It 
really  Intended  for  forelgfn  consumption  as 
opposed  to  the  Stalin  funeral  speech,  which 
presumably  was  intended  largely  for  domes- 
tic consumption? 

What  significance  may  there  be  In  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  first  speech  by  the  head 
of  the  Russian  state  since  the  war  ended  in 
which  not  only  em.phasls  but  content  was 
wholly  devoted  to  an  alleged  desire  for  peace, 
unmarred  by  any  of  the  usual  attacks  on  so- 
called   warmongers,   imperialists,   etc.? 

What  ImixJTtance,  If  any,  Is  to  be  attributed 
to  the  special  suggestion  that  outstardlng 
problems  eould  be  settled  by  negotiation  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Russia?  Is 
this  possibly  a  divisive  move  designed  to  try 
to  draw  the  United  States  into  two-sided 
talks  with  Moscow  which  would  endanger 
the  western  alliance  if  only  by  raising  in 
London  and  Paris  memories  of  1946,  when 
they  did  leaf  that  Washington  and  Moecow 
would  dlvUlg^e  world  at  their  expense? 

No  Amerieui  Ambassador  In  Moscow  could 
obtain  Immediate  and  certain  answers  to  all 
tlMBs  questions.  But  an  Ambassador  who 
knew  the  Russians  and  was  known  to  them 


and  who  could  speak  their  language  fluently 
could  very  quickly  obtain  useful  light  on  the 
matter.  For  example.  If  Malenkov  were 
really  In  earnest  about  peace  he  would 
arrange  to  receive  the  American  Am  basse dw 
and  have  a  private  talk. 

And  If  the  meeting  did  take  place,  an 
American  Ambassador  trained  In  the  ways 
of  the  Russians  would  be  able  to  detect 
either  sincerity  or  falseness  In  any  proposals 
Malenkov  might  make. 

Such  information  would  be  of  substantial 
value  to  Washington  in  making  its  assess- 
ments of  the  Malenkov  speeches. 

In  lay  theory  a  subordinate  member  of 
the  American  EmbaFsy  could  serve  Just  as 
well.  In  j.ractlce  this  is  not  the  case.  The 
Rvisslans  are  sticky  about  prestige.  It  is 
more  than  unlikely  that  Malenkov  would 
even  consider  receiving  an  American  with 
lesser  rank  than  that  of  Ambassador.  And 
It  Is  axiomatic  that  he  would  spwik  more 
freely  to  an  Ambassador  who  knows  the  Rus- 
sian language,  and  knew  Stalin  dxirlng  the 
war.  than  to  one  who  was  new  to  the  whule 
subject  of  Russia. 

Until  the  passing  of  Stalin  there  was  room 
for  increasing  doubt  as  to  the  value  of  main- 
taining an  American  Embassy  In  Moscow. 
Even  George  P.  Kennan  expressed  that  doubt 
and  wondered,  publicly,  whether  it  might 
be  wise  to  return  to  the  post-World  War  I 
practice  of  having  as  little  contact  with  the 
Russians  as  possible.  Matters  had  reached 
such  an  impasse  that  the  channels  of  diplo- 
macy were  unused  and  their  existence  had 
become  a  useless  and  sometimes  even  ex- 
asperating vestige  of  different  times.  Fur- 
thermore. Russian  policy  and  the  whole  Rus- 
sian behavior  pattern  were  so  fixed,  rigid, 
and  well  known  that  there  was  little  room 
left  for  useful  reporting. 

Now.  however,  the  situation  has  changed 
radically.  Russian  policy  may  have  changed. 
The  apparatus  of  the  Russian  state  has  been 
disturbed.  What  happens  to  It  Is  of  first 
Imjwrtance.  Thus  there  Is  room  for  ex- 
tremely useful  reporting.  And  Malenkov  Is 
not  talking  like  Stalin,  and  there  Is  need  for 
the  closest  and  most  expert  study  and  exam- 
ination. The  case  for  maintaining  an  Amer- 
ican mission  in  Moscow  has  thus  been  re- 
vived at  least   temporarily. 

At  this  lime  a  few  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  objected  to  the  appointment  of  Charles 
E.  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Russia  In  spite 
of  the  nomination  by  President  Elsenhower 
and  the  urgent  support  of  Secretary  of  State 
John  Foster  Dulles.  The  principal  ground 
given  for  the  objection  Is  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
was  associated  with  the  foreign  policy  opera- 
tions of  the  Roosevelt-Truman  administra- 
tions. 

The  objection  could  be  stated  with  equal 
validity  against  President  Elsenhower  him- 
self or  against  Mr.  Dulles.  But  Mr.  Bohlen 
is  the  best  qualified  man  to  go  to  Moscow 
and  determine  whether  there  Is  any  need  for 
a  Bohlen  In  Moscow.  At  a  time  when  we 
are  told  It  may  be  necessary  to  increase  the 
military  budget  by  some  $20  billion  to  pro- 
tect ourselves  against  Russia  it  might  prove 
an  economy  to  see  what  Mr.  Bohlen  could 
learn  In  Moscow. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  prefer  not  to  yield  until 
I  complete  the  reading  of  my  prepared 
remarks,  in  order  to  preserve  their  con- 
tinuity. After  that,  if  there  are  any 
questions,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

I  review  the  committee's  action  in  this 
much  detail,  Mr.  President,  because  there 
has  been  some  talk  of  an  effort  to  shove 
this  nomination  through  the  Senate. 

The  record  does  not  support  such  an 
assertion. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  keep  in  mind  the 
fact  that  it  was  on  February  27  that  the 
Senate  received   this  nomination.     We 


held  our  last  meeting  to  consider  the 
nomination  on  March  18. 

The  Bohlen  nomination  has  been  be- 
fore the  Senate  for  almost  a  month.  It 
has  been  painstakingly  considered.  The 
time  has  come  to  vote. 

TUX  TWO  KXT  QUBSTIONS 

There  are  two  main  questions  involved. 
Do  we  want  an  Ambassador  in  Moscow 
at  all;  and  if  so.  do  we  want  Mr.  Bohlen? 

It  is  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
President — and  I  say  that  advisedly,  be- 
cause I  was  informed  personally  by  the 
President — the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  that 
the  answer  to  both  questions  Is  "Yes." 

One  of  the  principal  duties  of  any  Am- 
bassador, as  emphasized  In  the  article 
by  Mr.  Harsch,  is  to  report,  interpret, 
and  analyze  trends  and  events  in  the 
coimtiT  to  which  he  is  accredited.  A 
properly  qualified  Ambassador  in  Mos- 
cow can  perform  an  extremely  useful 
function  in  this  respect. 

According  to  Secretary  of  State  Dulles, 
Mr.  Bohlen  is  almost  alone  among  our 
Foreign  Service  ofBcers  in  possessing  the 
requisite  qualifications  to  a  high  degree. 
He  holds  the  rank  of  career  minister,  the 
highest  in  the  Foreign  Service. 

BOHLEN 'S    CAJLZEM 

He  was  bom  in  Clayton,  N.  Y..  in  1904. 

graduated  from  Harvard  in  1927,  and 
entered  the  Foreign  Service  In  1929,  dur- 
ing a  Republican  administration.  He 
has  served  in  Prague,  Paris,  Moscow, 
Tokyo,  and  Washington,  with  three  tours 
of  duty  in  Moscow. 

Throughout  most  of  his  career  of  2t 
years.  Mr.  Bohlen  has  specialized  in  the 
Soviet  Union  and  in  communism.  As  is 
well  known,  he  is  fluent  in  the  Russian 
language  and  in  French.  Hs  is  equally 
well  versed  in  the  intricacies  of  Commu- 
nist doctrine  and  practice.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  told  the  committee  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  is  "uniquely  qualified"  to  be 
our  Ambassador  to  Russia  and  is  by  far 
"the  best  available  person  we  could  think 
of  '  with  the  desired  qualifications. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  something  of  a 
commentary  on  our  training  program  In 
this  country  that  after  35  years  of  a 
Communist  government  in  Russia,  there 
are  relatively  so  few  experts  on  it.  I  hope 
we  have  a  bigger  stockpile  of  brains  in 
regard  to  other  countries  of  the  world 
and  that  we  will  inaugurate  an  expanded 
training  program  with  regard  to  Russia. 

THE     TWO     CHASCES     ACATNST     BOHLEN 

Mr.  President,  two  objections  have 
been  raised  against  Mr.  Bohlen.  One  is 
that  he  was  connected  with  the  previous 
administration  and  particularly  ttiat  he 
served  as  President  Roosevelt's  inter- 
preter at  Yalta  and  as  President  Tru- 
man's interpreter  at  Potsdam. 

The  other  is  the  charge  that  the  FBI 
report  of  its  investigation  of  Mr.  Bohlen 
has  not  been  properly  evaluated  and  that 
there  is  something  in  the  report  which 
calls  for  the  rejection  of  Mr.  Bohlen's 
nomination. 

NO    PREVIOUS    riELD    INVESTIGATION    OF    BOHLEN 

Let  me  discuss  the  second  charge  first. 
It  is  a  disturbing  fact  that  despite  Mr. 
Bohlens  long  service  In  extremely  sensi- 
tive positions,  no  full  FBI  field  investiga- 
tion had  ever  been  made  of  him  until  it 
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was  decided  to  nominate  him  to  be  Am- 
bassador to  the  Soviet  Union. 

I  questioned  the  S<«retary  of  State 
as  to  how  that  could  have  happened,  and 
lie  pointed  out  that — 

It  did  not  come  about  under  my  admin- 
istration •  •  •  and  you  wlU  have  to  call 
upon  my  predecessor  to  explain  that. 

Apparently,  it  was  not  the  policy  of 
previous  administrations  to  have  the  FBI 
report  on  men  in  high  positions. 

The  lack  of  such  an  investigation  was, 
of  course,  promptly  remedied  by  the 
present  administration.  I  want  to  make 
that  clear.  There  has  been  an  FBI  re- 
port, and  I  shall  say  more  later  with 
reference  to  it. 

Indeed,  one  of  the  first  actions  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  this  year 
was  to  approve  a  motion  calling  for  a 
full  FBI  investigation  of  top  Presidential 
nominations  In  the  field  of  foreign  rela- 
tions. 

COOPniATlOK    BY    SECRITABT    OF    STATE 

The  Secretary  of  State  has  been  very 
cooperative  with  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  in  the  development  of  our 
procedures  with  respect  to  such  matters. 
While  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination  was  be- 
iiiK  considered  by  the  committee.  Mr. 
Dulles  offered  to  make  available  to  the 
cliairman  the  FBI  summary. 

We  must  understand  that  an  FBI 
repHjrt  is  sometimes  very  voluminous. 
and  it  is  the  practice  to  have  a  sum- 
mary made  of  It.  which  goes  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

The  Secretary  offered  to  give  me  this 
summary  in  order  that  I  might  evaluate 
the  evidence.  I  had  heard  rimiors.  and 
I  said  to  the  Secretary.  "I  should  prefer 
tliat  you  evaluate  the  report."  I  rather 
think  Mr.  President,  that  I  was  well  ad- 
vised in  taking  that  position,  although 
if  I  had  evaluated  the  evidence,  I  might 
v>Q\\  have  arrived  at  the  same  con- 
clusion. I  myself  have  practiced  law 
for  30-odd  years,  and  know  the  distinc- 
tion between  facts  and  mere  hearsay  and 
rumor.  If  I  had  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion regarding  the  report,  I  would  be 
in  the  same  position  In  which  the  Sec- 
retary is  at  this  time.  But  the  Secre- 
tary IS  responsible  for  this  nominee. 

As  I  shall  develop  later,  three  of  the 
best  men  in  the  Foreign  Service  rec- 
ommended him  to  the  Secretary,  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States  nominated 
him.  The  President  of  the  United 
Stales  knows  him  personally,  having 
worked  with  him  in  Europe.  I  am  not 
repeating  hearsay  as  to  what  the  Presi- 
dent has  said.  Furthermore.  I  am  au- 
thorized to  say  that  since  some  of  this 
furor  started,  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  has  evaluated  the  FBI 
file  and  arrived  at  the  same  conclusion 
as  that  reached  by  Secretary  Dulles. 
The  report  has  thus  been  examined  by 
two  lawyers  in  the  highest  echelon  in 
Government. 

As  I  said,  the  Secretary  of  State  of- 
fered to  evaluate  the  summary  himself 
for  the  committee,  and  I  accepted  the 
offer.  No  member  of  the  committee  of- 
fered any  objection. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
present  Secretary  of  State  is  a  skiUed 
lawyer  with  30  years'  experience  in  the 
techniques  of  weighing  and  evaluating 


evidence  and  of  separating  fact  from 
rumor. 

SUMICAKT    BT    MS.    DTTLLES 

What  was  the  Secretary's  Judgment? 
I  read  from  page  104  of  the  hearings: 

Secretary  Dm.Lxs.  There  Is  no  derogatory 
material  whatsoever  which  questions  the 
loyalty  of  Mr.  Bohlen  to  the  United  States, 
or  which  suggests  that  be  Is  not  a  good 
security  risk,  which  suggests  he  Is  In  any 
manner  one  who  has  leaked  or  been  loose 
In  his  conversation  or  anything  of  that  sort. 

The  Chauman.  Do  I  understand  that  there 
la  no  definite  concrete  evidence  or  what  a 
lawyer  would  consider  proof  of  any  derelic- 
tion? 

Secretary  Dulles.  Absolutely  none  what- 
soever, not  an  lota. 

Senator  Taft.  Do  you  think  there  Is  any- 
thing that  creates  even  a  prima  facie  case 
of  such  dereliction? 

Secretary  Dulles.  No;  none  whatsoever. 

BOHLEN  "a  good  RISK" 

A  little  later  the  senior  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  HickenlooperJ  asked  the  Sec- 
retary pointblank: 

Senator  Hickenloopes.  Do  I  understand 
you,  then,  to  assure  the  committee  that  you 
believe  Mr.  Bohlen.  based  on  the  full  field 
Investigation  and  whatever  you  know  about 
the  situation.  Is  a  good  seciu-lty  and  loyalty 
risk? 

Secretary  Dulles.  Yes. 

DULLES'  EELATIONSHIF  TO  SECtJKTT  OrFICXB 

I  should  like  to  quote  further  from 
the  record: 

Senator  Hickenloopeb.  Has  your  security 
office  cleared  this  file  for  loyalty  and  secu- 
rity? 

Secretary  Dulles.  No.  I  told  you  that  he 
said  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  file 
contained  some  derogatory  Information  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
clearance.  He  passed  the  matter  up  to  me, 
which  Is  the  tisual  practice  in  such  cases. 
I  do  not  think  that  security  officers,  whose 
primary  Job  Is  to  raise  doubts  and  find  out 
suspicious  circumstances,  are  the  persons 
who  should  have  final  responsibility  In  mat- 
ters of  this  kind.  In  Important  cases,  such 
as  this  one.  the  task  of  final  evaluation 
should  be  passed  up  to  the  kenlor  officers. 

THBEE-ICAN    COMMITTEE   APPROVED    BOHLEN 

I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  about 
the  procedure  which  was  followed  in  con- 
nection with  the  selection  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 
This  is  very  important  because  of  some 
of  the  suggestions  that  have  been  made. 

Shortly  after  Mr.  Ehilles  accepted  the 
Secretaryship  of  State  he  appointed  a 
committee  of  three  former  members  of 
the  Foreign  Service  to  advise  him  on 
prospective  appointments  to  top  diplo- 
matic posts.  Such  a  step,  he  believed, 
would  constitute  a  helpful  safeguard 
against  the  possibility  of  unwise  ap- 
pointments and  would  be  of  untold  as- 
sistance in  making  certain  that  the  best 
possible  people  were  recommended  for 
certain  di£Bcult  assignments. 

Members  of  the  Senate  know  the  three 
members  of  the  committee  who  have 
served  in  this  capacity.  I  invite  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  they  all  have  long 
and  distinguished  records  in  the  Foreign 
Service.  It  is  significant,  I  think,  that 
such  men  as  Joseph  Grew.  Norman 
Armour,  and  Hugh  Gibson,  who  have 
a  thorough  knowledge  of  world  affairs 
and  the  Foreign  Service,  imanimously 
agreed  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  uniquely 
qualified  for  the  Moscow  assignment. 

Under  the  circumstances,  we  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  had  the 


responsibility  of  acting  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  presented  to  us.  This  we  pro- 
ceeded to  do.  Yet  I  may  say  that,  hav- 
ing heard  that  there  was  something  else 
in  the  picture.  I  wrote  letters  to  several 
Senators,  asking  them  to  submit  to  me 
any  evidence  of  an  adverse  character. 
None  was  forthcoming. 

SENATE'S    CONSTiTUTlONAL    ROLE 

It  is  well  to  recall  the  proper  role  of 
the  Senate  in  a  case  of  this  kind. 

The  Constitution,  in  article  n,  section 
2,  says  the  President  "shall  nominate, 
and  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  shall  appoint  ambassa- 
dors." I  have  always  construed  that 
section  to  mean  that  the  principal  ques- 
tion to  be  determined  by  the  Senate  is 
whether  or  not  a  nominee  is  qualified. 
It  is  the  fimction  of  the  Senate  to  exam- 
ine the  nominee's  qualifications  coolly 
and  judicially.  In  that  connection,  as  I 
have  said,  I  practiced  law,  in  an  active 
law  business,  in  Federal  and  State  courts 
for  more  than  30  years  before  coming  to 
the  Senate,  and  I  have  had  something  to 
do  with  evaluating  evidence. 

An  ambassador  is  the  representative 
of  the  President,  and  in  the  absence  of 
overriding  reasons  to  the  contrary,  the 
President  is  entitled  to  have  the  men  of 
his  choice  as  his  representatives.  In  this 
case,  as  I  have  already  said,  the  Presi- 
dent not  only  knows  the  man  personally, 
but  has  endorsed  him. 

OBJECTION    TO    BOHLEN    ON    TALTA    GROUND 

Now.  Mr.  President,  let  me  refer 
briefly  to  the  other  objection  to  Mr. 
Bohlen;  namely,  that  he  was  connected 
with  the  previous  administrations  and 
interpreted  at  Yalta  and  Potsdam  for 
Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Truman. 

Let  me  first  point  out  that  according 
to  Mr.  Bohlen,  he  was  present  at  Yalta 
and  Potsdam  as  an  interpreter — a  tech- 
nician. Although  he  did  serve  to  some 
extent  in  an  advisory  capacity,  he  states 
that  he  was  by  no  means  in  a  policy- 
making position.  The  responsibihty  for 
the  Yalta  and  Potsdam  Agreements 
rested  squarely  on  President  Roosevelt 
and  President  Truman,  respectively. 

Let  me  point  out  further  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  will  not  be  in  a  policymaking 
position  after  he  gets  to  Moscow.  Am- 
bassadors in  Moscow  or  anywhere  else 
do  not  make  policy.  Mr.  President.  They 
carry  out  the  policy  which  is  made  in 
Washington,  and  which  is  conveyed  to 
them  in  instructions  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  President. 

BOHLEN    HAD    BEEN    CONFIRMEO    tTNANIMOUSLT 
AS   COUNSELOR 

Any  objection  to  Mr.  Bohlen  on  the 
grounds  that  he  was  at  Yalta  and  Pots- 
dam would  have  more  weight  if  it  had 
been  raised  in  1951  when  Mr.  Bohlen's 
nomination  to  be  Counselor  of  the  De- 
partment of  State  came  before  the  Sen- 
ate. His  nomination  was  unanimously 
approved  in  1951  as  counselor,  a  p>osition 
which  involves  policymaking  at  a  very 
high  level.  Mr.  Bohlen's  connection 
with  Yalta  and  Potsdam  was  as  well 
known  in  1951  as  it  is  today;  yet  when 
his  nomination  came  before  the  Senate 
in  that  year  not  a  single  voice  was  raised 
in  dissent. 

In  1948,  during  the  Republican  80th 
Congress,  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination  to  be 
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A  careM*  minister  was  unanimously  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate. 

In  1947,  during  the  same  Republican 
80th  Congress,  his  nomination  to  be  a 
Foreign  Serrice  officer  of  class  1  was 
unanimously  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Both  at  these  actions  occiirred  after 
the  full  details  of  the  Yalta  and  Potsdam 
agreements  were  known.  No  Senator 
raised  his  voice  against  them.  I  hope 
that  this  Republican  83d  Congress  will 
give  a  Republican  President  at  least  as 
much  support  as  the  Republican  80th 
Congress  gave  a  Democratic  President. 

Of  course  Mr.  Bohlen  served  imder 
Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Truman,  not 
only  at  Yalta  and  Potsdam,  but  at  other 
places  and  in  various  capacities.  He  has 
been  in  the  Foreign  Service,  as  I  have 
said,  since  1929,  and  therefore  he  has 
also  served  under  President  Hoover  and 
Secretaries  Stimson,  Hull.  Stettinius. 
Byrnes,  and  Marshall,  as  well  as  Acheson. 
Mr.  Dulles  says  that  Bohlen  gave  the 
same  loyalty  to  each  of  them  that  he 
will  give  to  President  Eisenhower  and 
Secretary  Dulles.  That  is  only  what  is 
expected  of  a  Foreign  Service  officer. 

ZXSKJIHOWZX  AND  DULLES  BOTH  SXBVXS 

DKMOCKATIC  PEESIOEl<rr 

• 

The  American  people  are  obviously  not 
impressed  by  the  argument  that  service 
imder  the  previous  administration  auto- 
matically disqualifies  one  for  service  un- 
der the  present  administration.  They 
gave  an  overwhelming  majority  of  their 
votes  last  November  to  a  man  who  had 
served  with  great  distinction  in  positions 
of  high  responsibility.  The  present  Sec- 
retary of  State,  who  was  confirmed  unan- 
imously by  the  Senate  only  2  months 
ago,  likewise  sviccessfully  carried  out  im- 
portant assignments  under  the  previous 
administration. 

WX  CONFIXMED  OTHXB  OFFICKSS 

In  the  past  2  months,  the  Senate  has 
confirmed  numerous  other  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officers — all  without  objection — who 
had  served  in  prior  administrations.  No 
question  was  raised  about  confirming 
George  Allen  as  Ambassador  to  India, 
or  John  M  Cabot  as  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  or  James  C.  Dunn  as  Ambassa- 
dor to  Spain,  or  Ernest  A.  Gross  as  a  rep- 
resentative to  the  U.  N.  General  Assem- 
bly, or  Douglas  MacArthur  2d  as  coun- 
selor, or  Karl  L.  Rankin  as  Ambassador 
to  China,  or  William  Sanders  as  alter- 
nate representative  to  the  U.  N.  General 
Assembly.  Yet  every  one  of  these  men 
is  a  career  Foreign  Service  officer,  and 
some  of  them  have  been  almost  as  inti- 
mately identified  with  the  policies  of  the 
prior  administration  as  has  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Obviously  we  could  never  have  a  career 
service  if  we  insisted  upon  changing  it 
with  every  administration.  We  could 
never  hope  to  develop  experts  who  spend 
years  studying  the  languages,  the  cus- 
toms, and  doctrines  of  faraway  lands. 

I  wish  Senators  would  read  the  record 
to  see  what  has  been  said  about  Mr. 
Bohlen's  aptitude,  his  ability  to  compre- 
hend language  and  understand  dif- 
ferences in  the  meanings  of  words — an 
attribute  which  is  importaht  In  dealing 
with  the  Russians. 

Mr.  President,  since  this  nomination 
was  sent  to  the  Senate  the  most  momen- 
tous events  have  occurred  in  the  Soviet 
Union  and  on  the  fringes  of  the  Soviet 


bloc.    No  one  can  tell  what  these  events 

portend. 

OORCLVSIOlf 

It  thus  becomes  doubly  Important  to 
us  to  have  a  capable,  expert  Ambassador 
on  the  ground  in  Moscow  to  report  and 
to  interpret  for  us  the  events  in  the 
Soviet  Union.  According  to  our  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  President,  there  Is 
no  question  at  all  about  Mr.  Bohlen's 
ability  to  carry  out  this  assignment  ex- 
tremely well — better,  indeed,  than  any- 
one else  who  would  be  available. 

That  is  a  very  significant  statement. 
It  is  not  mine  alone;  it  is  the  judgment 
of  those  who  are  in  a  position  to  know. 

Is  there  any  question  at  all  about  Mr. 
Bohlen's  character,  his  loyalty,  and  his 
discretion?  We  have  the  personal  eval- 
uation of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
FBI  report  on  that  point,  an  evaluation 
which,  I  repeat,  is  concurred  in  by  the 
Attorney  General. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  Senate  will  pro- 
ceed promptly  to  confirm  the  nomi- 
nation. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN  and  Mr.  TCBEY  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield ;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  promised  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  that  I  would  yield  first 
to  him. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  when  I  asked  him  to  yield  I  was  not 
trying  to  interfere  with  the  continuity 
of  his  address.  There  was  something  he 
mentioned  at  that  point  about  which  I 
desired  to  inquire  in  order  to  make  the 
record  clear. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  know  the  Senator  had 
no  other  purpose. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  very  glad  the 
distinguished  Senator  said  he  would  con- 
descend to  listen.  I  trust  that  he  wiU 
also  condescend  to  answer. 

I  simply  wanted  to  inquire  whether 
the  testimony  of  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  was 
in  the  record.  I  do  not  find  it  in  tiie 
transcript  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  is  not  in  the  record  of 
the  hearings.  He  came  before  the  com- 
mittee and  gave  a  word  picture  of  the 
world  situation.  As  I  recall,  he  told  us, 
in  the  course  of  his  statement,  how  im- 
portant it  was  that  the  committee  act 
quickly  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  was  what  I 
wanted  to  have  clarified.  That  state- 
ment does  not  appear  in  the  record. 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  is  not  in  the  printed 
record. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  does  not  appear 
from  the  record  that  he  testified  at  that 
hearing. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Neither  does  it  appear 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
told  me  personally  today 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  understand  that, 
but  the  Senator  referred  to  the  testi- 
mony of  General  Smith  In  connection 
with  the  pending  nomination,  and  I  did 
not  find  the  testimony  in  the  record. 

Mr.  WHEY.  Let  me  interrupt  at  that 
point  to  say  that  if  there  is  any  question 
about  it,  I  am  sure  the  evidence  was 
taken  down  in  executive  session,  and 
that  the  transcript  is  In  the  possession  of 
the  committee.    I  do  not  believe  there 


would  be  any  objection  to  allowing  the 
Senator  to  look  into  that  part  of  It 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  did  not  And  It  in 
the  record,  and  I  did  not  know  whether 
it  was  available.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin says,  as  I  understand,  that  Gen- 
eral Smith  testified  as  to  the  urgency  of 
filing  this  position.  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  Senator  to  say  whether  Gen- 
eral Smith  testified  with  reference  to  the 
issue  of  Mr.  Bohlen's  qualifications  or 
suitability  for  the  position.  Can  the 
Senator  tell  us  whether  or  not  he  testi- 
fied on  that  point? 

Mr.  WILEY.  My  recollection  is  that 
he  did. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  why  I 
asked  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
yield.  I  wanted  to  get  the  record  clear. 
If  General  Smith  did  testify  regarding 
this  nomination.  I  think  the  Senate  is 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  such  testimony. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  will  have  that  point 
checked. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  not  disagree- 
ing at  all  with  the  statement  that  this  is 
an  important  position,  and  one  which 
should  be  filled  promptly.  I  subscribe 
fully  to  that  view.  However,  I  did  not 
want  the  Senator's  remarks  to  leave  the 
implication  that  General  Smith  had  tes- 
tified regarding  this  nomination.  If  he 
had  not  done  so.  If  he  did  so,  I  think 
his  testimony  should  be  made  available 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr  WILEY.  I  merely  wish  to  make 
my  position  clear.  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  was 
called  before  the  committee  to  give  us  a 
picture  of  world  conditions.  I  have 
asked  Mr.  Wilcox  to  check  the  record. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  If  the  Senator  wiD 
further  yield,  if  General  Smith  testified 
as  to  the  qualifications  and  fitness  of 
Mr.  Bohlen  for  this  position,  such  testi- 
mony would  carry  considerable  weight 
with  me,  because  I  have  great  confi- 
dence in  General  Smith.  I  simply  wish 
to  know  if  such  testimony  was  given 
and,  if  .<;o,  whether  or  not  it  is  available. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  It  well  may  be  brought 
out  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  but  I  wish  to  make  the  point 
succinctly.  The  fact  remains,  does  it 
not,  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  after  Ustening  to  Mr. 
Dulles  at  great  length,  and  to  the  nom- 
inee, Mr.  Bohlen,  when  the  final  vote 
came,  voted  15  to  0?  Every  member  of 
the  committee  voted  in  favor  of  the 
nomination.     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  is  correct. 

Mi-.  McCarthy.  Ji«r.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  an  announcement 
now  as  to  the  action  taken  by  the  per- 
manent investigating  subcommittee  this 
morning.  We  met  in  executive  session 
to  discuss  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  Mr.  McLeod  should  be  asked  to  ap- 
pear before  our  committee.  I  believe  it 
was  unanimously  agreed  that  there  are 
a  number  of  things  which  we  desire  to 
discuss  with  Mr.  McLeod.  but  that  if  he 
were  called  now  the  very  important  mat- 
ters which  we  desired  to  take  up  with 
him  would  be  confused  with  the  Bohlen 
nomination. 

We  feel  that  while  our  committee  has 
a  very  great  interest  in  the  nomination. 


the  primary  responslbUlty  for  pa.«Bring 
upon  it  rests  upon  the  Pordsn  RfdaOofDs 
Committee.  It  was  therefore  unani- 
mously agreed  by  the  subcommittee  that 
we  would  not  ask  Mr.  McIiBod  to  appear 
before  us  at  this  particalar  time.  'Wbile 
the  committee,  as  a  committee,  decided 
to  take  no  formal  action,  it  was  Indi- 
cated that  several  Benators  would  ask 
the  Foreign  Belations  Committee  to  call 
Mr.  McLeod  and  Mr.  Dulles  before  that 
committee,  put  Mr.  Ehiiles  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod under  oath,  and  eet  to  the  bottom 
of  this  very  coofustng  ptctitre. 

In  a  press  oonf erenoe  Mr.  Dalles  in- 
dicated that  he  and  Mr.  McLeod  fully 
agreed  upon  the  clearance  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 
Ihe  information  which  is  very  general 
amonc  Senators  is  that  this  is  not  true, 
but  that  Mr.  McLeod  refused  to  clear 
Mr.  Bohlen.  Last  week  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  IMr.  McCakkamI  made  a  speech 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  setting 
forth 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yiekl  to  me? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  there  has 
been  some  oon fusion  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  permanent  investigating  sub- 
committee with  reference  to  the  purpose 
of  inviting  Mr.  McLeod  to  testify.  It  is 
my  understanding  from  the  chairman — 
and  I  should  like  to  have  it  confirmed  for 
the  Recokd — that  when  he  was  tovited  to 
testify  before  the  investigating  subcom- 
mittee, the  chairman  had  In  mind  Inter- 
rouating  Mr.  McLeod  about  other  mat- 
ters, wholly  unrelated  to  the  Bohlen 
nomination.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes.  I  may  say 
that  when  Mr.  McLeod  was  originally 
asked  to  appear,  we  had  In  mind  going 
into  a  number  of  things. 

First,  there  is  serious  question  as  to 
whether  there  should  be  an  engineering 
survey  of  the  file  system.  We  have  in- 
terviewed roughly  34  or  40  witnesses  with 
ref:;ard  to  the  filing  system  in  the  State 
Department.  We  wanted  to  discuss  with 
Mr.  McLeod  the  question  as  to  which  of 
those  witnesses  should  be  called  before 
our  committee,  and  which  he  would  pre- 
fer to  interview  personally. 

I  have  a  great  deal  of  respect  for  Mr. 
McLeod.  However,  after  Mr.  McLeod 
had  tieen  requested  to  appear  on  tbe 
question  of  files  and  other  matters  which 
I  would  rather  not  disoiss  on  the  fioor. 
some  Senators  indicated  that  if  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod appeared  they  would  interrogate 
him  on  this  confusing  situation — on  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  he  had  re- 
fused to  give  clearance  to  'hiz.  Bohlen. 

I  Uiink  one  of  the  functions  of  oin* 
committee — one  which  I  hope  we  will 
undertake  m  the  not  too  distant  f  utxire — 
is  to  detei-mine  the  question  of  Just  what 
authority  the  security  ofiBcer  has.  Does 
he  have  the  task  of  passing  upon  secu- 
rity and  loyalty  cases?  If  not.  what  is 
his  job*  If  a  case  comes  up,  is  it  the 
task  of  Mr.  McLeod  to  decide  whether  or 
not  a  maor  is  a  bad  security  risk  or  a  bad 
loyalty  risk?  If  not,  what  is  the  purpose 
of  his  job?  That  is  one  of  the  general 
subjects  which  we  wish  to  go  into.  I  as- 
sume that  when  we  do  so,  even  If  it  is 
after  the  Bohlen  case  has  been  disposed 
of,  other  Senators  may  wish  to  interxo- 
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Mr.  President,  will 

I  yield. 

I  wish  to  make  it 


gate  him  In  regard  to  the  conflict  be- 
tween him  and  Mr.  Dnllea  on  the  Bohlen 
case. 

Mr.  MbCLEU^AN.    lAr.  President 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MoCARTHT.  To  conform  with 
what  tbit  Senator  from  Arkanssm  has 
said,  let  me  say  that  the  original  pur- 
pose of  calling  Mr.  Mctieod  was  to  go  into 
matters  onivlated  to  the  Bohlen  case.  I 
feel,  and  I  think  other  members  of  the 
subcommittee  also  feel,  that  as  an  in- 
vestigating subcommittee  we  should 
leave  this  question  to  the  Foreign  Rela- 
ticms  Committee.  So  I  took  a  part  in 
the  Bohlen  case,  not  as  chairman  of  the 
investigating  subcommittee,  but  as  an 
individual  SenatcH-,  I  feel  that  I  had  a 
right  to  take  an  active  part  In  it — the 
Bohlen  case. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN. 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN. 

clear  for  the  Rcookd  that  when  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod was  requested  to  appear,  it  was  in 
connection  with  matters  wholly  unre- 
lated to  this  nomination. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MoCLEUjAN.  Subsequently  con- 
troversy has  arisen  with  reference  to  Mr. 
McLeod 's  position  with  regard  to  this 
appomtment,  and  the  position  of  Mr. 
Dulles,  Secretary  of  State.  There  are 
those  of  us  who  are  Interested  in  know- 
ing Mr.  Mdjood's  views  and  having  his 
testimony  before  reaching  a  final  con- 
clusion with  respect  to  the  issne  now  be- 
fore the  Senate.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
would  tike  to  have  the  benefit  of  his  testi- 
mony, but  I  take  the  position  here,  as  I 
did  in  the  committee,  that  I  do  not  be- 
Ueve  it  is  the  province  of  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations,  broad  as  its 
powers  of  investigation  are.  to  under- 
take to  conduct  an  Investigation  of  a 
nomination  with  respect  to  which  an- 
other regularly  established  committee  of 
this  body  has  jurisdiction.  That  is  the 
position  I  have  taken. 

I  shoruld  like  to  have  the  benefit  of  Mr. 
McLeod's  testimony.  I  think  It  is  per- 
tinent, and  I  believe  we  ^ould  have  the 
benefit  of  it.  I  say  very  frankly  that,  in 
my  opinion,  we  do  Mr.  Bohlen  an  injus- 
tice, we  do  Kir.  McLeod  an  injustice,  and 
we  do  ourselves  an  injustice  if  this  con- 
troversy is  not  cleared  op  and  the  issue 
resolved  so  as  to  permit  us  to  vote  with 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  I  am  talking 
about  knowledge  of  the  facts,  not  ru- 
mors. There  is  too  much  rumor  associ- 
ated with  this  subject.  There  is  one 
rumor  which  is  serious  in  nature  that 
should  t)e  cleared  up.  Therefore  I  trust 
that  action  will  be  taken  so  that  the  testi- 
mony can  be  clarified  before  we  come  to 
a  final  vote  on  the  pending  nomination. 

I  should  like  to  say  further,  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  WisooQSin  will  indvlge  me 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     Of  course. 

Mr.  McCL£ULAN.  That  ft  is  my  In- 
tuition, if  I  can  find  it  possible  to  do  so, 
to  vote  in  favor  of  the  nomination.  I 
cannot  bring  myself  to  oppose  tt  on  the 
grounds  set  forth  by  some  persons.  The 
very  fact  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  associated 
with  the  former  administration  is  not 
sufficient  reason  for  me  to  0K>08e  his 
nomination.    It  may  be  sofficlent  reason 


for  other  Senators  to  oppose  it,  and  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  their  right  to  do  so  on 
that  basis. 

I  take  the  poritton  that  a  part  of  the 
final  responsiUUty — and  I  say  this  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
RelatioDS-^es  with  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Out  of  deference — and  I  would  say  that 
a  great  many  times  I  have  yielded  to  that 
deference  oo  matters  imraihring  the  con- 
firmations of  nanUnataons.  and  I  want 
to  do  it  again— out  of  deference  to  the 
ccHnmittee.  I  should  like  to  vote  for  the 
confirmation  of  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomina- 
tion, but  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote,  as  I 
should  like  to  do,  until  we  bear  from  the 
man  who  was  appointed  to  perform  a 
certain  task,  and  who  apparently  has  un- 
dertalcen  to  folflll  the  function  of  the 
office  wiiich  was  created  by  this  session 
of  C(mgress  in  order  that  he  could  per- 
form it. 

In  view  of  the  rumors  and  conflicting 
reports  on  the  subject,  which  are  abroad. 
I  think  the  Senate  is  entitled  to  have 
the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod before  the  issue  is  finally  resolved. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
for  permitting  me  to  make  these  ex- 
tended remariES. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I 
have  the  same  high  regard  for  Scotty 
McLeod  that  he  has.  and  of  his  back- 
ground and  record.  However,  it  has  been 
my.  general  understanding  that  even  in 
the  case  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation itself,  when  investigations  are 
made.  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  himself — 
and  I  will  say  that  I  have  the  same 
high  regard  for  Mr.  Hoover — does  not 
evaluate  the  reports  and  determine 
whether  John  Doe  should  be  appointed 
or  not  appointed  to  an  office;  he  feels 
that  would  be  entirely  outside  his  prov- 
ince and  his  responsibility.  As  I  under- 
stand, his  responsibility  is  to  gather  in- 
formation and  to  make  the  information 
available  to  the  appointing  officer,  so  that 
the  ap{>ointing  officer  may  make  his  de- 
termination a<id  evaluation  of  the  situ- 
ation based  on  the  information  fur- 
nished to  him. 

I  would  assume  that  a'ithln  the  De- 
partment of  State  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent the  same  general  procedure  wovdd 
be  followed,  namely,  that  Mr.  McLeod 
would  have  the  responsibility  of  making 
known  to  the  responsible  head  of  the  De- 
partment the  infcn'mation  which  was 
gathered,  thaX  if  there  was  detrimental 
inf<M*mation  in  existence  he  would  call 
such  informatl<Ni  to  thc^tention  of  the 
head  of  the  department,  and  that  the 
head  of  the  department  would  make  the 
final  determination  as  to  whether  an  ap- 
pointment should  be  made  or  should  not 
be  made. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  reply  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  California  I  should  like  to 
say  that  he  points  up  the  importance 
of  having  Mr.  McLeod  appear  before  the 
Conmtiittee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  to 
have  Mr.  Bohlen  also  appear  before  the 
committee. 
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The  Senator  troxa  California  says  he 
assumes  that  the  task  of  Mr.  McLeod  is 
not  to  evaluate  the  material  but  merely 
to  pass  it  on  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
That  is  not  the  assimiptlon  many  other 
Senators  have.  I  believe  for  that  rea- 
son Blr.  McLeod  should  be  called  before 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and 
that  we  should  fiind  out  what  his  tasks 
are. 

As  the  Senator  well  knovrs — and  I  am 
not  discussing  anything  at  all  that  is 
secret — a  rimior  has  been  prevalent  on 
the  Hill  that  Mr.  McLeod  refused  to  give 
Mr.  Bohlen  security  clearance.  There  is 
a  rumor  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  McLeod 
felt  so  strongly  about  the  matter  that 
he  went  to  the  President  about  it.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  did  or  not.  I  have 
not  talked  with  Mr.  McLeod  about  it. 
In  fact.  I  have  avoided  talking  to  him 
about  this  subject,  because  I  felt  that 
the  situation  was  such  that  it  might  re- 
sult in  the  resignation  or  the  removal 
of  Mr.  McLeod.  That  would  be  a  great 
tragedy.  I  believe  he  is  a  completely 
honest  and  competent  young  man.  He 
has  been  on  the  job  for  only  2  or  3  weeks 
and  he  has  already  removed  approxi- 
mately 20  or  30  individuals,  whom  I  shall 
discuss  in  detail  on  Wednesday  when  I 
speak  on  the  subject  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  President,  in  fairness  to  Mr. 
Bohlen.  with  the  question  of  security 
hanging  over  his  head,  I  think  he  should 
be  interested  in  having  It  cleared  up. 
Another  very  strong  reason  why  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod should  be  called  and  interrogated 
In  executive  session  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  is  that  the  security  in- 
formation is  of  such  a  nature  that  we 
cannot  discuss  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate without  ourselves  violating  security. 
One  of  the  matters,  while  not  of  the 
greatest  importance,  is  nevertheless  of 
such  importance  and  of  such  a  nature 
that  we  cannot  discuss  it  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  If  we  did  we  ourselves 
would  be  violating  security.  I  think  Mr. 
Bohlen  would  agree  with  me  that  if  the 
Information  in  the  flies — some  16  pages 
of  it — is  correct,  Moscow  is  the  last  place 
In  the  world  to  which  he  should  be  sent 
There  might  be  other  countries  of  the 
world  to  which  he  could  be  sent.  But  I 
am  sure  Mr.  Bohlen  would  agree  that  if 
he  goes  to  Moscow  with  this  serious  ques- 
tion hanging  over  his  head,  he  will  not 
have  behind  him  the  confidence  of  the 
Senators.  I  believe  the  question  can  be 
cleared  up.  There  is  no  threat  hanging 
over  his  head. 

I  believe  his  nomination  will  be  con- 
firmed by  a  sizable  majority  on  Wednes- 
day. I  believe  that  the  Truman  Demo- 
crats— and  I  say  Trvunan  Democrats — 
who  have  supported  the  Acheson  disas- 
trous foreign  policy  must  of  necessity 
vote  to  confirm  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomina- 
tion, because,  Mr.  President,  one  who 
loves  Mr.  Acheson  must  love  Mr.  Bohlen. 
I  have  discussed  this  nomination  with  a 
great  number  of  Republicans.  Many 
of  them  feel  that  so  far  the  President's 
batting  average  has  been  very  high — and 
I  agree  ^h  that  feeling — and.  even  if  it 
appears%e  is  making  a  mistake  In  this 
case,  they  will  hesitate  to  oppose  him  so 
early  in  his  very  difBcult  administration; 
and,  therefore,  some  Republicans,  while 


holding  their  noses,  will  vote  to  confirm 
the  Bohlen  nomination. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  there  is  no 
threat  of  a  failure  to  confirm  Mr. 
Bohlen's  nomination  hanging  over  any- 
one's head,  and  there  is  no  threat  of 
any  security  risk  involved,  inasmuch  as 
we  cannot  discxiss  certain  aspects  of  the 
case  on  the  .floor  of  the  Senate.  There- 
fore I  think  Mr.  Bohlen  should  take  steps 
to  clear  up  the  matter,  I  believe  he 
should  ask  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations to  call  Mr.  McLeod  before  it. 

I  may  say,  further — and  I  call  this 
particularly  to  the  attention  of  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  and  that  of 
the  able  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland] — that  apparently  Gen.  Be- 
dell Smith,  the  head  of  CIA.  has  a  great 
deal  of  confidence  in  the  so-called  poly- 
graph, which  is  the  lie  detector.  I  also 
have  a  great  deal  of  respect  for  it.  I 
have  used  it  in  my  court  in  Wisconsin  a 
great  number  of  times.  We  have  never 
forced  anyone  to  submit  to  it,  because  to 
do  so  would  be  violating  a  persons  con- 
stitutional rights,  but  we  have  allowed 
persons  to  submit  to  it  when  they  asked 
to  do  so  and  when  they  felt  that  they 
were  unjustly  accused.  I  understand 
that  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  has  great  con- 
fidence in  the  polygraph  and  that  he 
has  used  it  in  his  work  in  CIA.  I  under- 
stand the  FBI  also  has  a  similar  mecha- 
nism which  they  use. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  a  moment.  I 
would  not  favor  any  committee  ever  try- 
ing to  force  a  man  to  submit  himself  to 
it;  but  in  this  case  if  he  wants  to  do  it. 
he  should  be  allowed  to  do  it.  I  under- 
stand the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  originally  suggested 
that  course  of  action,  and  that  the  oppo- 
sition was  led  by — I  am  repeating  only 
what  I  heard  stated  by  members  of  the 
committee,  but  not  in  confidence — that 
the  opposition  was  led  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Humphrey  1  and 
that  there  was  no  suggestion  made  to 
Mr.  Bohlen  that  he  subrAit  to  a  lie  de- 
tector test.  If  he  had  someone  operate 
the  polygraph  in  whom  he  had  confi- 
dence, and  if  after  he  submitted  to  the 
test  the  result  showed  that  the  security 
information  was  false,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  would  be  satisfied  with  that 
aspect  of  the  case.  I  would  still  oppose 
his  nomination,  because  I  think  we 
should  not  promote  those  in  this  admin- 
istration who  were  part  and  parcel  and 
heart  of  the  Acheson  disastrous,  suicidal 
foreign-r>olicy  group. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  only  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  is  absolutely  opposed  to  the  poly- 
graph, and  regards  it  as  of  no  possible 
use  whatever,  and  that  in  fact  he  is  the 
head  of  the  opposition  to  the  use  of  the 
polygraph. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  he  is  Incorrect  in  the  state- 
ment he  has  just  made.  I  have  dis- 
cussed the  polygraph  with  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover,  although  not  in  connection 
with  the  Bohlen  case.    Mr.  Hoover  does 


not  have  the  same  confidence  in  the  He 
detector  that  Mr.  Bedell  Smith  has. 
However.  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  employs 
a  system  under  which  the  polygraph  is 
used.  The  FBI  is  equipped  to  operate, 
and  does  operate,  the  lie  detector. 

I  suggest  that  Mr.  Bohlen,  under  the 
supervision  of  someone  in  whom  he  has 
confidence,  go  to  the  FBI  and  have  a 
polygraph  made.  It  would  satisfy  me 
completely,  and  I  know  It  would  satisfy 
General  Smith  completely,  and  It  would 
satisfy  a  nimiber  of  other  Senators. 

I  repeat  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that, 
so  far  as  I  know.  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  is 
not  opposed  to  the  use  of  the  polygraph. 
So  far  as  I  know,  he  does  not  have  the 
confidence  in  it,  however,  that  Mr.  Smith 
has.  I  may  say  that  I  have  complete 
confidence  in  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  stating  here  that  the  final 
decision  as  to  either  loyalty  or  as  to 
security  risk  should  be  made  either  by 
the  FBI.  in  one  case,  or  by  the  security 
officer  who  was  appointed  as  such  in  the 
State  Department?  In  the  case  of  the 
State  Department  I  refer  to  Mr.  McLeod, 
the  recently  appointed  security  officer. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  know 
whether  Mr.  McLeod  is  authorized  to 
mak£  the  final  decision  as  to  loyalty  and 
security,  or  whether  it  is  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  after  they  have  had 
the  evidence  brought  to  their  attention? 
That  is  the  entire  issue  In  this  matter. 

We  all  know  Mr.  McLeod.  We  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  him.  He  is  as 
straight  as  a  string.  But  Mr.  McLeod's 
Job  was  to  do  the  same  thing  within  the 
State  Department  that  the  FBI  does 
when  it  investigates  such  matters. 

Mr.  McLeod  was  expected  to  bring  any 
danger  signals  to  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  That  is  what  Mr. 
McLeod  did.  The  decision  was  made  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  the 
very  able  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
makes  an  unqualified  statement  about 
what  Mr.  McLeod  did.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  may  be  correct.  How- 
ever. I  think  he  has  been  misled. 

We  know  that  Mr.  Humelsine.  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod's predecessor,  had  the  task  of  pass- 
ing upon  loyalty  and  seciu-ity  matters. 
We  know,  for  example,  that  in  the  Clubb 
case,  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
may  recall,  the  Loyalty  Board  in  the 
State  Department  decided  that  Mr. 
Clubb  should  be  discharged.  That  was 
one  of  the  few  cases  in  which  such  a 
decision  was  reached.  Mr.  Humelsine 
said,  when  appearing  before  the  Appro- 
priations Committee,  that  his  task  was 
either  to  approve  or  to  reject  that  deci- 
sion. He  approved  it.  I  repeat  that  I 
am  speaking  now  of  Mr.  McLeod's  prede- 
cessor. After  Mr.  Humelsine  decided 
that,  on  security  and  loyalty  grounds, 
Mr.  Clubb  should  not  serve,  Dean  Ache- 
son reversed  his  decision. 

If  Mr.  Dulles  has  curbed  the  power  of 
Mr.  McLeod.  if  Mr.  Dulles  has  provided 


that  Mr.  Mclicod  emn  do  only  whmt  the 
FBI  is  now  doing,  namely,  merely  traas- 
ferrix«  tbe  tnformatian  to  Iffir.  EMiDes. 
and  that  Mr.  DalleR  himsetf  is  the  aecn- 
rity  agent  or  officer,  then  let  oe  find  that 

out. 

But  I  do  not  think  we  staonkl  proceed 
on  this  nomination  ontii  the  R)rel«n 
RelatMXK  Oommittee  has  had  Mr.  lic- 
Leod  before  It.  and  I  beilcve  that  should 
be  done  in  executiVB  session,  for  aaoK 
matters  of  a  eecurtty  nature  should  not 
be  discussed  tn  open  sesston;  we  vould 
not  wish  bo  have  then  discussed  in  open 
bessjon. 

The  committee  should  decide  for  itself. 
I  haw  conAdence  in  the  eommittre.  I 
think  the  IS  memben  of  the  cooimittee 
uho  approved  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bohlefi  were  perhaps  ckine  so  on  the 
basis  of  the  testimony  then  in  tbe  record. 
However,  now  that  rumora and infonna- 
tion  are  so  prevalent — erery  Senator  has 
tieard  them  or  is  aware  of  them — ^I  can 
s.^e  DO  reason  on  God*s  earth  why  the 
committee  should  not  have  Mr.  McLeod 
appear  before  it.  The  information  he 
could  give  the  committee  would  be  of 
preat  use  to  it.  Why  keep  it  secret  from 
the  committee? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  There  is 
nothing  secret  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  made  quite  a  speech  in  oan- 
nection  with  my  question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  happen  to  have 
the  floor,  but  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

I  may  say  that  Mr.  Homelsine  was 
acting  for  the  Secretary  of  State  when 
these  matters  were  brought  to  his  atten- 
tion. He  was  acting  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  determining  on  loyalty  matters. 

Mr.  McLeod  is  not  the  Under  Secretary 
of  Slate.  Mr.  Donold  Lourie  is  Under 
St-cretary  of  6Ute.  After  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  (Mr.  MoC.vRaAaJ  made  his 
speech  the  other  day.  I  telephoned  Mr. 
Lourie.  I  was  toid  that  Mr.  McLeod 
brought  these  matters  to  tbe  attentaoci 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  tbe  others 
in  the  group. 

Mr.  Lourie  said  that  in  a  case  such  as 
thus.  Mr.  McLeod's  responsibility  was 
merely  to  send  up  a  red  flag,  ao  to  speak. 
>^  hen  he  felt  that  certain  thtngs  should 
be  investigated,  lliey  did  discuss  these 
matters.  Mr.  Lourie  diacuEsed  tbem.  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  discussed  them. 
Ihen  Mr.  Lourie  went  through  these 
matters  in  detail  himself.  The  Secretary 
of  State  went  through  the  Ale,  and  took 
It  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
a.s  was  his  duty.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  went  through  it.  Ail  of 
them  reached  the  same  cooicluskin  which 
our  committee  reached,  namely,  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  report  on  Mr. 
Bohlen  questkxunc  his  loyalty  or  aecrfr- 
rity. 

That  is  what  led  me  to  fcte  in  com- 
mittee for  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  answer,  let  me 
say  that  what  ttie  Senator  from  l4ew 
Jersey  has  said  emphaaiaes  the  impor- 
tance of  having  Mr.  Dalles  and  Mr.  »Io- 
Leod  testify  under  oath  before  the  com- 
mittee. The  Senator  from  New  Jeraey 
tells  us  about  a  telephone  caU  be  has 
made  to  someone  in  the  State  Depart- 


ment. Tlie  able  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relatkxis  Oommittee  has  tokl  us  about  a 
eonversation  he  had  with  Beddl  Smith. 
This  matter  is  still  oompietely  up  in  the 
air.  At  least  half  the  Senaton  on  this 
floor  are  convinced  that  the  aecurity 
officer  turned  down  Mr.  Bohlen  on 
security  grounds. 

There  is  nothing  difficult  or  involved  in 
having  the  commiUee  call  Mr.  McLeod 
before  it.  put  him  under  oath  and  have 
him  testify,  and  also  put  Mr.  Dulles  un- 
der oath  and  ha<«  liim  testify,  and  then 
have  the  memben  of  the  oommittee  re- 
turn to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  tell  us 
what  was  said,  without  having  anything 
deleted  from  the  record. 

I  have  great  respect  for  Donold  Lourie : 
I  think  he  is  a  most  competent  man.  But 
the  referfinr.es  to  his  statements  do  not 
answer  the  question  of  whether  Scott 
McLeod,  the  very  able  security  officer, 
turned  down  Mr.  Bohlen  on  security 
grounds. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  Mc- 
Carr.\nj  stated  on  the  floor  of  Senate 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  so  turned  down  on 
security  grounds;  and  I  have  every  rea- 
son to  know  that  that  is  true,  although  I 
have  not  diacu&sed  the  matter  with  Mr. 
McLeod  personally. 

So  I  say  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  ooukl  do  a  great  service  to  tlae 
public  by  tomorrow  having  Mr.  McLeod 
called  before  the  committee.  It  would 
be  no  imposition  upon  him  or  upon  Mr. 
Dulles:  and  then  the  committee  could 
find  out  exactly  what  Mr.  McLeod  did. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  the 
Senator  frcm  Wisconsin  will  yield  to  me 
for  this  purpose.  I  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment which  I  liave  prepared  with  great 
care,  after  talking  to  the  various  per- 
sons involved.  I  .should  like  to  make  the 
statement  for  the  Recosd. 

In  his  speech  in  the  Senate  on  Priday, 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  McCab- 
BANl  stated  that  Mr.  McdiOod,  Security 
Officer  of  the  State  Department,  had 
examined  the  report  of  an  FBI  investiga- 
tion on  Mr.  Bohlen;  and  ttie  Senator 
from  Nevada  then  continued,  els  follows : 

On  the  baals  of  In/orinaUaa  tbuc  furnished 
to  bim.  Mr.  President.  Mr.  McL>eod  con- 
cluded that  be  ccmld  not  dear  Mr.  BoWcn. 
He  reported  tWs  ecmclxiBton  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  I  4vAt  know.  "hb.  President,  what 
tbe  Secretary  vCtate  told  tbe  Coniialttee  on 
Pordgn  Beimtlaim.  bat  I  am  coBlldent  that 
he  did  not  tell  the  oomultee  that  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod had  reported  to  blm  that  he.  McLeod, 
could  not  clear  Bohlen.  The  current  under- 
standing Is  that  the  Secretary  of  State  tdd 
the  ^^y^e^g^  Relations  Ootnmlttee  t»ie  m>\ 
report  cileared  Mr.  BoUen  oompletely.  If 
that  Is  What  he  dM  tac^,  he  said  It  knowing 
that  bis  own  sectirlty  chief,  the  man  bro^^ght 
Into  the  Department  to  do  the  Job  ol  rlaan- 
Ing  out  the  Department,  had  reported  that 
he  could  not  clear  Mr.  Bohlen  on  the  basis 
of  the  TBI  report. 

Mr.  Piesideni^  in  that  statement  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  is,  in  my  opinioo, 
in  error.  Tlie  Senator  from  Mevada  was 
not  aware  at  what  Mr.  Dulles  did  state 
to  our  oommittee.  Mr.  Dulles  held  hack 
nothing. 

The  facts  are  as  f(^ows: 

When  Secretary  Dulles  appeared  be- 
fore the  Foreign  Relations  Oommittee  on 
V7edne8day.  March  It.  US3.  he  advised 
the  committee  that  Mr.  Mcleod,  the 
security  ofiBcer  of  the  Department,  had 


not  cleared  Mr.  Bohlen  becaose  he  had 
found  that  the  ^BI  report  contained 
certain  derosatory  auAerial.  and  for  this 
reason  he  had  hroaght  the  natter  to  the 
attention  of  the  aecretary  o(  State.  He 
also  liraaeht  it  to  tbe  attention  di  the 
Under  Seeretaiy  of  State. 

Secretary  Dulles  fortber  abated  to  the 
committee  that  he  had  thereupon  ex- 
amined the  report  himself:  that  this 
disclosed  that,  while  it  contained  certain 
derogatory  material,  it  did  not  questioa 
the  loyalty  or  security  of  Mr.  Bohlen,  but 
applied  to  other  matters;  that  his  ex- 
amination led  hiHi  to  the  conclusion  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  was  not  shown  to  be  a  secu- 
rity or  loyalty  risk. 

Mr.  McCARRAM.     Mr.  Pres4d<?nt 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wew  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  Aafi  yteW  in  a  moment  to  the 
Senator  from  Ifevada. 

Mr.  DnHes  not  only  advised  the  com- 
mittee that  the  security  officer  of  the 
Department  had  not  cleared  Mr.  Bohlen. 
but  replied  as  follows  to  a  direct  ques- 
tion on  the  subject  by  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  TMr.  HickenloopebI  : 

Senator  Hickenloopeb.  Has  your  aecurity 
officer  cleared  this  file  ior  loyalty  and  se- 
curity? 

Secretary  Dtn.i.'ES.  Ko.  1  told  yon  that  h« 
said  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  file 
contained  some  derogatory  Information,  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
clearance.  He  passed  tbe  matter  up  to  me. 
which  is  the  usual  pi-actif:e  In  such  cases. 
I  do  not  think  that  security  officers,  whose 
primary  Job  Is  to  raise  doubts  and  find  out 
suspldtTUB  circumstances,  are  the  persons 
who  shonld  have  flntU  responsibility  In  mat- 
ters or  this  ktaid.  In  tmparUnt  eases ,  sitch 
as  this  one.  tbe  task  oC  final  eraluation 
should  be  passed  up  to  tbe  senior  oAcera. 


During  the  course  of  Mr.  Dulles'  testi- 
mony before  the  cotamittee.  he  related 
the  substance  of  the  FBI  report  and  the 
nature  of  the  derogatory  information 
which  it  contained  and  all  of  this  was 
made  the  subject  of  questioning  by  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  and  replies  by  the 
Secretary. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  one  of  those  who 
participated  in  those  discussions.  I 
know  what  the  matter  was.  After  hear- 
ing all  the  testimony  I  decided  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  and  the  President  were 
entitled  to  vote  a  confidence  from  us,  be- 
cause we  knew  that  they  had  evaluated 
all  this  information  and  had  expressed 
their  confidence  in  Mr.  Bohlen.  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  TMr. 
McCarkanI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER  (Mr.  Hew- 
BRIC3CSOH  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  pro- 
vided I  do  not  thereby  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRKSIDINa  OFFICER.  "Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yields  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  a-ith 
the  understanding  that  he  floes  not 
thereby  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
know  that  Mr.  McLeod  is  the  security 
officer  for  the  State  Department? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  That  he 
is  the  security  officer? 

Mr.  McCA&RAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  know 
that  he  has  the  function  of  getting  for 
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the  State  Department  the  kind  of  infor- 
mation the  FBI  gets  for  the  Qovemment 
in  general  and  that  he  exercises  this 
fimction  in  the  same  general  way.  His 
Job  is  to  report  danger  signals  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  and  to  those  who  have  responsi- 
bility for  maUng  final  decisions. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  he  knows  that  Sir.  McLeod  is 
the  security  officer  for  the  State  Depart- 
ment.       

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  do  not 
know  just  what  the  Senator  means  by 
that.  We  would  have  to  define  the  term 
"security  officer." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  not  know  as  a  matter 
of  fact  that  Mr.  McLeod  is  the  security 
officer  for  the  State  Department? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Not  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  suggesting,  namely,  that  he  has  the 
final  decision. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  not  asking  the 
Senator  for  any  sense.  I  am  merely  in- 
quiring whether  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  knows  that  Mr.  McLeod  is  the 
security  officer. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  that 
means  that  he  has  the  final  decision  on 
questions  of  security  and  loyalty,  my 
answer  is.  "No,  he  does  not  have  such  au- 
thority." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  merely  wish  to 
state  that  under  the  law,  as  I  believe  the 
Senator  knows,  provision  is  made  for  a 
security  officer  for  the  State  Department. 
Mr.  McLeod  was  appointed  to  that  posi- 
tion and  is  holding  it  now.  I  think  he 
receives  SI 5,000  a  year.  During  that 
time,  he  has  exercised  his  rights  as  se- 
curity officer,  and  those  rights  have  been 
agreed  to  by  his  principal,  the  Secretary 
of  State.  He  has  removed  about  lo  or 
12  homosexuals  from  the  State  Depart- 
ment without  any  interference  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  know  that? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  can 
assiune  that  he  has  done  that.  I  also 
assiune  he  had  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Very  well.  Then, 
is  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  con- 
tending that  this  security  officer  should 
not  have  been  heard  by  the  Committee 
on  F\>reign  Relations? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  con- 
tending that,  unless  my  information  is 
entirely  erroneous — and  that  would  im- 
ply that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  told 
an  untruth,  which  I  do  not  admit — Mr. 
McLeod  never  made  any  statement  turn- 
ing down  Mr.  Bohlen.  He  called  atten- 
tion to  certain  things  in  the  files  which 
he  thought  should  be  considered.  They 
were  considered.  The  final  decision  on 
the  case  was  made  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  himself.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  go  to  any  higher  authority 
than  that. 

There  may  be  a  question  of  authority. 
There  may  be  a  question  implied  in  the 
Senator's  statement  about  the  authority 
of  security  officers.  It  may  be  that  this 
authority  will  have  to  be  defined  more 
clearly.  I  am  glad  that  this  issue,  as  to 
who  has  the  responsibility,  in  the  final 
analysis,  of  determining  who  is  a  secu- 
rity or  loyalty  risk,  has  arisen.  If,  on  all 
facts,  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 


President  of  the  United  States  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  an  individual  Is  not 
a  security  or  loyalty  risk.  I  would  ques- 
tion any  position  taken  to  the  effect  that 
a  security  officer,  or  anyone  else,  would 
or  should  have  a  higher  authority. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  have  one  more 
question,  if  I  may  ask  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  have  it.  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  this  matter  cleared  up. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Would  it  not  have 
been  good  procedure  for  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  have  heard  from 
the  security  officer  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment when  this  question,  not  of  loyalty 
but  of  :«curity  on  the  part  of  this  ap- 
pointee, was  raised  so  prominently? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  In  the 
light  of  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  himself  came  back  to  us  and  ex- 
plained what  had  gone  on  in  the  Depart- 
ment and  told  of  the  conversation  with 
the  security  officer,  we  did  not  feel  it 
necessary  to  question  the  Secretary's 
veracity  and  to  call  someone  else.  The 
Secretary,  himself,  came,  and  he*  was 
with  us  for  more  than  2  hours.  All  of 
us  questioned  him,  and,  after  hearing 
him  and  hearing  everything  that  had 
been  presented — there  was  nothing  left 
that  had  not  been  presented — we  de- 
cided that  we  could  vote  unanimously 
for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Bohlen's 
nomination. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
for  yielding.  It  seemed  to  me  it  was 
important  that  the  issue  be  presented  as 
to  whether  the  security  officer  should 
have  the  last  word,  or  whether  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  shoxild  hav3 
the  last  word  in  these  matters. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  think  that 
is  a  seriously  important  question,  but,  in 
this  instance,  the  important  question  is 
not  who  should  have  the  last  word;  the 
question  is:  Did  Mr.  McLeod  turn  down 
this  appointee  on  security  grounds? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  the  Sen- 
ator will  yield 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  finish.  As 
a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, the  Senator  should  know  that 
before  asking  the  Senate  to  vote  upon 
the  nomination.  I  think  that,  as  of  today, 
he  would  have  to  tell  us  he  does  not 
know  what  Mr.  McLeod's  functions  are. 

I  think  I  must  stand  corrected  in  re- 
gard to  a  statement  I  just  made.  I  think 
I  said  Mr.  Humelsine.  who  was  Mr. 
McLeod's  predecessor,  had  jurisdiction 
to  pass  upon  questions  of  security  and 
loyalty.  I  am  Informed  that  that  is  to 
some  extent  incorrect,  that  Mr.  Humel- 
sine was  not  a  personnel  officer  and 
passed  on  questions  of  security  or  loy- 
alty, where£is  Mr.  McLeod  has  the  addi- 
tional function  of  being  personnel  offi- 
cer. So,  while  Humelsine  may  not  have 
had  the  job  of  passing  upon  both  secu- 
rity and  loyalty,  Mr.  McLeod  has. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  this  question.  If  I  may:  Is  it 
correct  that  the  FBI  prepared  a  sum- 
mary of  the  Bohlen  file,  a  summary 
which  omitted  the  names  of  informants, 
a  summary  which  was  to  have  been 
available  to  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, but  which  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  never  did  examine;  it  merely 


ruled    upon    the   basis    of   Mr.   Dulles' 
memory? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  I  am  cor- 
rectly  informed,  we  were  advised  by  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  that  the  FBI  files  covQd 
be  available  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, but  not  to  the  entire  committee. 
We  had,  however,  the  simmoary  Mr, 
Dulles  gave  us.  We  had  no  i^ason  to 
question  his  veracity,  and  he  told  us 
what  the  material  was  that  had  been 
under  discussion.  A  great  deal  of  this 
material  is  entirely  clear  and  entirely 
positive.  There  are  some  things  that  we 
discussed  which  were  not  entirely  clear. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Apparently  I  did 
not  make  myself  clear  in  the  question  I 
asked  the  Senator.  I  understand  that 
the  FBI  took  the  voluminous  file  upon 
Mr.  Bohlen  and  made  a  summary  of  that 
file — a  summary  for  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  No:  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  that.  We  did 
not  see  it.  It  went  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  can  assure  the 
Senator  a  sunmiary  of  the  file  was  made, 
the  summary  is  available,  and  I  urge 
the  Senator,  a  conscientious  Senator 
that  he  is.  to  read  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  He  has  been  doing 
a  great  job  for  his  State  and  for  the 
country,  and  I  think  he  could  do  a  great 
service  now  by  saying.  "Let  us  see  that 
siunmary. "  Let  the  Senator  read  it  him- 
self, rather  than  depend  upon  Mr.  Dulles' 
memory. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  says  he 
has  no  reason  to  question  the  veracity  of 
Mr.  Dulles.  Let  us  assmne  we  have  not. 
Let  us  assume  that  Mr.  Dulles  would  not 
deliberately  misinform  the  committee. 
Nevertheless,  we  know  that  Mr.  Dulles, 
in  a  press  conference,  either  directly 
stated  or  created  the  Inference  that  he 
and  Mr.  McLeod  were  in  complete  agree- 
ment upon  the  security  clearance  of  Mr. 
Bohlen.  Many  of  us  strongly  feel  that 
that  is  untrue. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  may 
merely  cite  the  passage  from  his  testi- 
mony which  I  think  the  Senator  has. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Many  of  us  have 
reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  McLeod  felt 
so  strongly  about  that  that  he  went  di- 
rectly to  the  White  House,  and  spent 
21/i  hours  there.  I  do  not  know  that 
to  be  true,  but  that  is  the  rumor  prev- 
alent on  the  Hill,  and  if  it  is  true. 
if  Mr.  McLeod  felt  so  strongly  about 
the  .statement  of  Mr.  Dulles  that  he 
went  directly  to  the  White  House,  going 
over  Mr.  Dulles'  head,  that  is  in  direct 
contradiction  of  what  Mr.  Ehilles  told 
the  committee;  and  if  Mr.  Dulles'  mem- 
ory is  bad  on  that  point,  then  his  mem- 
ory must  be  extremely  bad  also  as  to 
what  was  in  the  files. 

I  personally  think  the  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  are  suffi- 
ciently good  as  security  risks  that  they 
can  see  the  simimary  prepared  by  the 
FBI. 

I  urge  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
before  he  forces  the  Senate  to  vote,  in 


fairness  to  the  Senate,  to  Mr.  Bohlen. 
and  to  the  country,  that  he  and  other 
Senators  read  that  summary  and  call 
Mr.  McLeod  before  the  committee  and 
get  his  story.  There  can  Ise  no  reason- 
able objection  to  that. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jeney.  I  read  a 
moment  ago  from  page  103  of  the  sum- 
mary of  the  testimony,  whure  Mr.  Dulles 
answered  a  question  by  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  I  Mr.  Hickxnloopir  ] ,  as  follows: 

Has  your  Becurlty  officer  cleared  this  flle 
for  loyalty  and  security? 

Secretary  Dullxs.  No.  I  t<ild  you  that  he 
said  that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  thla  flle 
contained  some  derogatory  Information,  he 
did  not  wlBh  to  take  the  r.japonslblllty  of 
clearance.  He  passed  the  m;itter  up  to  me. 
which  Is  the  usual  practice  In  such  cases. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  We  io  not  under- 
stand that  to  be  the  fad..  We  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  true  oi  not.  That  Is 
what  he  told  the  committee.  I  voted 
for  the  confirmation  of  tlie  nomination 
of  Mr.  Dulles.  I  think  hi*  batting  aver- 
age, on  the  whole,  has  been  rather  high. 
I  think  he  has  been  doirig  a  relatively 
good  job  of  foreign  affairs  in  his  office 
and  a  fairly  good  job  of  cleaning  house. 
also.  But  when  he  makes  a  mistake,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  question  of  a  vote 
of  confidence  in  him ;  it  if;  a  question  of 
the  Senate  s»ying  whetlier  this  man 
Bohlen's  nomination  should  be  or  should 
not  be  confirmed. 

I  strongly  urge  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  to  have  Mr.  McLeo<l  called  before 
the  committee.  If  the  Senator  will  per- 
sonally examine  not  only  the  FBI  file, 
but  the  summary,  and  will  come  back 
and  tell  the  Senate  that  alter  examining 
the  file  and  the  summary  he  is  satisfied 
with  Mr.  Bohlen.  it  will  ease  the  minds 
of  a  great  number  of  Senators. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  After 
hearing  Mr.  Dulles  before  our  committee 
for  over  2  hours.  I  am  satisfied,  and  I 
would  have  great  difficulty  in  joining 
with  any  of  my  colleagues  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  in  casting  anj'  doubt  on  the 
veracity  of  the  Secretary  cf  State. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Then,  let  me  say 
we  are  casting  doubt  upwi  his  memory. 
becau.se  there  has  been  doubt  cast  upon 
it.  Many  Senators  are  in  a  state  of 
utter  confusion  as  to  whei.her  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Bohlen  should  or  should 
not  be  confirmed.  I  have  refrained 
from  di.scussing  the  matter  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod. But  I  think  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  should  be  able  to  come  to  the 
Senate  tomorrow  or  Wednesday  and  tell 
us  the  facts. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  Ppjsident 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yi<;ld  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Piesident,  a  dls- 
cus.sion  took  place  a  moment  ago  between 
the  majority  leader  and  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  with  reference  to  the  use  of  a 
lie  detector.  Without  maUng  any  state- 
ment whatsoever  about  Charles  E.  Boh- 
len, the  nominee.  I  wish  to  assure  my 
colleagues  that  I  know  without  a  doubt 
that  the  State  Department,  during  the 
Truman  regime,  actually  used  the  Ue  de- 
tector, and  I  think  it  cannot  be  further 
argued  that  there  is  any  cuestion  about 
its  being  used  there,  I  d;d  not  involve 
Mr.  Bohlen. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  that  liie  polygraph 


or  lie  detector  has  been  used  extensively 
in  the  CIA.  and  it  has  been  used  luider 
General  Smith,  and  I  understand  that 
General  Smith  has  considerable  confi- 
dence in  it. 

I  should  like  to  make  it  clear  that  I 
would  oppose  ever  forcing  a  man  to  come 
before  a  committee  and  submit  himself 
to  a  he-detector  test.  I  think  it  would 
be  an  invasion  of  his  constitutional 
rights;  but  where  a  question  such  as  this 
has  been  raised,  he  should  be  allowed  to 
clear  himself. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  made 
reference  to  a  state  of  confusion  among 
Senators.  I  am  one  of  those  Senators 
who  are  in  a  state  of  confusion.  It  has 
seemed  to  me,  in  my  confused  and 
muddled  brain,  that  we  have  on  trial 
here  a  Republican  Secretary  of  State, 
and,  by  inference,  a  Republican  Presi- 
dent. I  should  like  to  suggest  that  the 
Republican  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin give  this  administration  a  chance 
and  put  the  responsibiUty  on  it.  That  is 
my  suggestion. 

[Manifestations  of  applaase  in  the 
galleries.  ] 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I' 
may  say,  in  answer  to  the  very  able  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont,  that  I  do  not  think 
the  President  is  on  trial  today.  I  think 
the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
doing  an  excellent  job.  I  think  his  bat- 
ting average  is  very,  very  high,  but  I  do 
not  believe  the  Senate  can  shift  its  re- 
sponsibility to  the  Executive  and  say  that 
merely  because  we  are  of  the  same  party 
as  the  President  who  has  made  the  nomi- 
nation we  must  go  along  blindly.  Last 
fall,  when  I  spoke  to  millions  of  people, 
I  condemned  some  of  my  colleagues  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle  for  having 
done  Just  that.  I  participated  in  vari- 
ous senatorial  campaigns  and  pointed 
out  that  certain  administration  Senators 
were  covering  up,  hiding,  acting  as  rub- 
ber stamps,  and  blindly  following  a  Presi- 
dent because  he  happened  to  be  of  their 
own  particular  party. 

I  do  not  think  that  is  the  proper  atti- 
tude for  a  Senator  to  take.  I  do  not 
care  whether  a  President  is  a  Democrat 
or  a  Republican,  when  he  has  made  a 
bad  nomination  I  intend  to  oppose  it  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  or  elsewhere. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
galleries.! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  is 
any  further  demonstration  on  the  part 
of  the  occupants  of  the  galleries,  the 
Chair  will  have  to  ask  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  to  clear  the  galleries. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  dis- 
cussing the  question  with  one  of  the  Sen- 
ators, the  point  came  up  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  in  this  matter. 
I  have  before  me  the  record,  and  I  shall 
read  a  part  of  it  in  order  to  indicate 
clearly  what  Oeneral  Smith  said.  This 
was  my  question: 

■nie  Chatkman.  Now,  General  Smith,  we 
are  very  happy  to  have  you  here,  and  perhaps 
you  can  discuss  not  only  the  situation  upon 
which  you  are  appearing  here  today,  such 
information  which  you  can  get  from  the  CIA, 
as  the  former  head  of  it,  but  you  can  also  give 
us  some  Information  on  this  subject  that  I 


think  Lb  important,  and  that  Is,  if  you  have 
consulted  with  the  Secretary,  you  probably 
have,  whether  or  not  action  should  be  de- 
layed on  Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination,  or 
whether  it  should  be  hurried  up,  and  any 
consideration  to  go  over  until  Tuesday. 

I  would  like  to  get  your  Judgment,  if  It 
Is  based  upon  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary 
and  yourself,  as  to  the  advisability  of  hurry- 
ing up  that  confirmation,  or  delaying  it  In 
view  of  these  world  events. 

Mr.  SirirrH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  consulted 
with  him  and  am  glad  to  have  a  chance  to 
mention  this.    We  feel,  in  view  of  this  crisis— 

Meaning  the  world  situation — 

that  everything  possible  should  be  done  to 
expedite  it. 

Referring,  of  course,  to  confirming  Mr. 
Bohlen's  nomination. 

The  sooner  we  get  In  there,  the  better;  t>e- 
cause  there  Is  going  to  be  a  very  unusual 
series  of  developments,  one  way  or  the  other, 
and  Mr.  Bohlen,  of  course.  Is  the  man  prob- 
ably best  qualified  that  we  have  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  and  available  to  go  there  and  make 
reports  during  this  critical  p>eriod. 

Mr.  President,  I  invite  attention  again 
to  that  language  "and  Mr.  Bohlen,  of 
course,  is  the  man  probably  best  quaUfied 
that  we  have  at  the  present  time,  and 
available  to  go  there  and  make  reftorts 
during  this  critical  period." 

So  I  think.  Mr.  President,  this  lan- 
guage confirms  my  former  statement 
very  clearly.  In  other  words,  my  recol- 
lection was  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  trust  the  Sena- 
tor imderstands  that  I  am  trying  to  be 
helpful 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas has  been  very  helpful. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  suggesting  that 
the  record  supply  information  as  to 
whether  General  Smith  had  given  tes- 
timony regarding  the  Bohlen  nomina- 
tion. There  does  not  appear  to  be  a  re- 
port on  the  nomination.  The  commit- 
tee has  made  no  formal  report,  has  it? 
All  that  I  have  before  me  is  the  printed 
hearings;  there  is  no  written  report. 

Mr.  WILEY.  There  is  nothing  except 
the  record  before  us, 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  all  I  have. 
I  requested  the  committee  report. 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  has  the 
statement  which  the  Chairman  made. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  know  I  have  his 
statement,  but  I  asked  for  a  copy  of  the 
report,  because  I  think  it  is  i>ertinent, 
'and  that  it  should  be  a  part  of  the  rec- 
ord. This  is  something  about  which  I 
had  no  information,  and  no  other  Sena- 
tor, except  ix>ssibly  those  on  the  com- 
mittee, who  have  heard  General  Smith 
testify,  had  that  information.  This  is 
why  I  desired  to  clarify  for  the  record 
whether  General  Smith  had  testified  and 
what  he  had  said  regarding  the  nomi- 
nation. 

I  am  not  taking  a  position  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  nomination.  I  am  trjring  to 
ascertain  whether  there  is  any  Justifi- 
cation for  opposing  it,  because  there  has 
been  so  much  talk  about  it. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  upon 
the  record  of  the  testimony  in  the  hear- 
ings as  printed,  I  do  not  believe  any  Sen- 
ator could  find  a  reason  to  oppose  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination.    What  I 
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am  trying  to  do  is  clear  up  the  points 
that  are  in  confvislon  and  are  causing 
confusion. 

That  is  why  I  felt  it  would  be  to  the 
advantage  of  all  Senators — certainly  it 
would  be  helpful  to  me — if  we  could 
have  Mr.  McLeod's  testimony. 

Since  I  came  to  the  Chamber  and 
since  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  began 
his  address,  information  has  come  to 
me  from  what  I  believe  to  be  a  reliable 
source,  that  possibly  if  Mr.  McLeod  were 
to  appear  before  the  committee,  his 
statement  would  clarify  all  the  confu- 
sion and  remove  the  doubt  that  now 
arises  by  reason  of  the  rumors  and  state- 
ments which  are  being  made,  which  pos- 
sibly are  not  accurate. 

I  think  that  a  great  injustice  will  be 
done  to  Mr.  Bohlen  if  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeds to  confirm  his  nomination  in  the 
present  state  of  the  record.  I  desire  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  his  nomi- 
nation, and  I  have  taken  that  position 
continuously,  but  the  Senate  should  not 
proceed  to  confirm  the  nomination 
while  allowing  the  nmiors  to  stand  and 
continue  to  circulate.  It  should  be  pos- 
sible  to  obtain  testimony  that  wUl  dispel 
such  rumurs  once  and  for  all.  and  to  let 
Mr.  Bohlen  take  his  position  of  service  in 
Russia  without  any  cloud  or  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  the  American  p>eople. 

I  am  not  criticizing  the  committee;  I 
have  great  respect  for  the  committee; 
but  I  say  that  a  great  service  could  be 
done,  not  only  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  but  also  to  Mr.  Bohlen 
himself,  to  the  Senate,  and  to  the  coun- 
try, if  Mr.  McLeod  were  called  before  the 
committee  and  given  an  opportunity  to 
testify  and  resolve  the  doubts  and  dispel 
any  nmior  that  may  arise  which  is  de- 
rogatory or  injurious  to  Mr.  Bohlen.  I 
think  every  Member  of  the  Senate  would 
take  Mr.  McLeod's  word;  I  would  be 
glad  to  have  his  testimony. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  very  happy 
to  jrield^ 

Mr.  WILEY.  Since  I  have  the  floor.  I 
yield  to  the  Ssnator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  it  is  not 
customary  practice,  in  the  case  of  nomi- 
nations being  reported  by  committees  to 
the  Senate,  that  a  report  be  made  in 
the  same  sense  that  a  report  is  made 
when  a  bill  is  reported  to  the  Senate. 
We  do  insist,  certainly  in  the  case  of 
nominations  if  there  is  any  controversy 
or  objection,  and  many  times  when  there- 
is  no  controversy,  on  having  the  printed 
record  of  the  hearings  on  the  desk  of 
each  Senator,  so  that  he  may  have  an 
opF>ortunity  to  discuss  the  nomination. 
Such  a  printed  record  is  now  available 
and  has  been  available  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  was  not  criticiz- 
ing the  committee.  I  was  try  to  locate 
in  the  record  General  Smith's  testimony, 
which  I  did  not  find.  I  thought  there 
might  be  something  in  the  report  per- 
taining to  it.  ^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAiro.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  performed  a  very  useful 
service  by  asking  the  question,  in  view 


of  the  statement  made  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
in  mentioning  General  Smith's  name. 

Of  course,  the  chairman  has  quite  cor- 
rectly said  that  General  Smith  had  not 
come  as  a  witness  specifically  on  the 
Bohlen  nomination,  but  on  what  we 
might  call  a  general  briefing  on  world 
affairs,  and  during  the  course  of  that 
time  he  had  been  interrogated  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  gave  the 
answer  which  has  been  quoted,  which  I 
think  it  is  very  helpful  to  have  in  the 
RzcGRD,  and  which  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  now  placed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  statement.  I  am  just  as  anx- 
ious as  is  the  Senator  from  California, 
perhaps  a  little  more  so,  to  have  favora- 
ble testimony  in  the  Record,  so  that  Sen- 
ators will  not  have  to  vote  in  doubt ;  and 
in  order,  also,  that  there  may  be  estab- 
lished a  record  in  which  we  can  have 
faith  and  confidence  in  voting  for  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination,  and  not 
have  any  apprehension  that  hereafter 
some  of  the  rumors  will  become  revealed 
facts. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 
.  Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  when  the  nomination  first  came 
before  the  committee.  I  was  one  who 
had  some  question  in  my  mind  relative 
to  confirmation.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
had  joined  with  one  other  member  of 
the  committee  in  suggesting  that  the 
nomination  go  over  for  an  additional 
t)eriod  of  time,  so  that  certain  inquiries 
which  had  been  raised  could  be  pursued, 
and  certain  information  which  had  been 
requested  might  be  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  committee. 

This  nomination  was  in  no  sense 
rushed  through,  because,  as  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  pointed  out,  it 
came  up  sometime  ago,  and  considerable 
time  elapsed  before  hearings  were  held. 
The  Secretary  of  State  came  before  the 
committee  and  made  his  evaluation  and 
appraisal,  and  Mr.  Bohlen  came  back 
for  questioning  by  the  committee. 

In  addition  to  what  has  already  been 
stated  on  the  floor  today,  if  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arkansas  will  look 
at  page  105  of  the  committee  hearings, 
he  will  discover  that  Secretary  Dulles 
had  this  to  say: 

There  is  nothing  either  in  the  knowledge 
of  those  of  us  who  have  known  him  per- 
sonally In  the  past,  and  I  might  mention. 
Incidentally,  that  I  was  talking  to  former 
Secretary  of  State,  now  Governor  Byrnes, 
who  called  me  up  on  a  certain  matter,  and  be 
said,  "This  appointnaent  of  Bohlen  to  Mos- 
cow is  a  fine  appointment,  and  It  must  go 
through."  He  said,  "I  cannot  think  of  any- 
body who  Is  as  uniquely  qualified  to  fill  that 
job  as  Mr.  Bohlen  Is." 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation  of 
former  Secretary  Byrnes,  who  is  now  the 
Governor  of  South  Carolina.  I  have  very 
high  confidence  in  and  regard  for  Gov- 
ernor Byrnes.  I  think  he  is  an  outstand- 
ing American  citizen.  During  World 
War  II,  as  the  distinguished  Senator  so 
well  knows,  he  served  his  country  in  very 
important  and  responsible  positions  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
and  in  this  Chamber,  and  he  is  now  the 


first  citizen  of  his  State.  He  is  Governor 
of  the  great  State  of  South  Carolina. 
That  fact  carries  a  considerable  amount 
of  weight  with  me. 

The  Secretary  also  testified  to  the  en- 
dorsement of  a  group  of  three  distin- 
guished gentlemen,  former  Foreign  Serv- 
ice personnel,  headed  by  Mr.  Joseph 
Grew,  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  have  the 
highest  regard.  Mr.  Grew,  who  served  as 
Under  Secretary  of  State  in  the  Repub- 
lican administration,  had  served  as  Am- 
bassador to  Japan,  and  had  had  a  long 
and  distinguished  career.  Some  of  us 
felt  it  was  a  mistake  to  let  him  leave  the 
Department,  and  appoint  someone  else 
to  succeed  him.  It  was  said  that  Mr. 
Grew  had  made  a  favorable  recommen- 
dation of  Mr.  Bohlen,  and  had  made  a 
suggestion  of  his  assignment  to  Russia. 
Furthermore,  the  distinguished  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  General  Bedell  Smith, 
who  has  held  high  positions  of  responsi- 
bility in  the  Government,  has  come  be- 
fore the  committee  and  has  pointed  out 
the  importance  of  filling  the  poet  of  Am- 
bassador to  Russia. 

I  say  frankly  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  that  I  am  one  who 
has  questioned  whether  we  should  main- 
tain an  ambassador  in  Moscow,  because 
the  Soviet  Government  has  violated  dip- 
lomatic usage  by  restricting  our  Ambas- 
sador to  the  confines  of  Moscow,  where- 
as the  Soviet  Ambassador  to  the  United 
States  has  free  access  to  all  parts  of  our 
country.  I  have  felt  that  we  have  made 
a  mistake  by  not  saying  very  forthright- 
ly  to  the  Russians.  "Normal  diplomatic 
usage  is  for  ambassadors  to  be  able  to 
travel  throughout  the  country.  That  has 
been  the  accepted  custom  and  practice 
from  time  immemorial.  If  you  are  go- 
ing to  place  some  restrictions  on'  our 
Ambassador  over  there,  the  same  re- 
strictions will  be  placed  on  your  Ambas-. 
sador  here." 

If  they  were  to  exclude  our  Ambassa- 
dor, as  Mr.  Kennan  was  excluded,  I  be- 
lieve without  any  Justifiable  reason,  we 
might  make  more  of  an  impression  on 
the  Russians  if  we  were  to  give  their 
Ambassador  his  papers  and  send  him 
home,  thus  placing  the  Ambassadors 
from  the  two  countries  on  a  quid  pro 
quo  basis. 

However,  it  is  felt  that  it  is  important 
to  have  an  Ambassador  to  the  Soviet 
Union.  The  State  Department  oflttcmls 
have  come  before  us  and  have  stated 
that  they  believe  Mr.  Bohlen,  with  his 
knowledge  of  Russian  history,  of  the 
Russian  Government,  and  of  the  Rus- 
sian language,  is  better  qualified  than 
any  other  available  person.  I  make  that 
statement  as  one  who  had  some  very 
serious  questions  in  his  mind  in  the  be- 
ginning. That  representation  had  great 
weight  with  me. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  under 
these  circumstances  either  the  Senate  or 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  should 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  questioning 
the  vericity  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  I 
have  known  Mr.  Dulles  for  many  years. 
I  know  him  to  be  an  outstanding  Ameri- 
can citizen  who  places  the  welfare  of  his 
country  above  everything  else.  He 
served  In  the  previous  administration 
when  he  felt  he  could  be  useful.  He  did 
an  outstanding  service  in  the  negotia- 
tion of  the  treaty  with  Japan.    He  was  a 


close  friend  of  the  late  great  Senator 
Vandenberg.  of  Michigan.  He  also 
served  as  a  Member  of  this  body. 

When  he  came  before  us,  he  was  not 
speaking  entirely  from  memory.  If  I 
am  not  mistaken,  he  brouglit  some  notes 
with  him.  though  not  the  .mmmary  file. 
He  t;ave  us  the  facts  as  to  what  is  in- 
volved, and  gave  us  his  evaluation  of  the 
situation.  I  did  not  feel  that  I  wanted 
to  take  the  position  of  questioning  his 
veracity.  I  have  no  reason  to  do  so.  I 
know  him  to  be  an  honorable  man.  I 
am  certain  that  he  would  not  knowingly 
mislead  either  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  or  the  Senate. 

Mr  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  I»resident.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yev  I  merely 
wished  to  make  this  statement  to  the 
Senator  to  show  that  at  the  start  I  was 
one  who  was  not  enthusia.stic  about  the 
nomination.  If  I  had  had  the  power  of 
appointment,  which  I  did  not  have,  very 
likely  I  would  have  selected  someone  else. 
But  that  is  not  the  question  before  the 
Senate. 

After  all  the  facts  were  presented  I 
then  joined  with  my  colltagues  on  the 
committee  in  the  unanimous  vote  to 
report  the  nomination  fa\orably  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr,  McCLELLAN.  I  trust  the  Senator 
is  not  implying  that  I  am  questioning  the 
integrity  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sure  the  dis- 
tinKuished  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  not. 
I  merely  wished  to  make  that  statement 
to  clarify  my  position. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  former  Secretar:^  Byrnes  car- 
ries great  weight.  I  am  not  question- 
ing it.  I  am  saying  that  on  the  record 
before  the  Senate  the  nomination  should 
be  confirmed;  but  certain  doubt  has 
ari.sen  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  appar- 
ently there  is  a  controversy.  The  ru- 
mor— if  it  may  be  called  a  rumor — is 
that  there  has  been  a  violent  contro- 
versy between  the  man  selected  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  the  security  oflBcer  of  the 
Department  of  State  and  the  Secretary 
himself  as  to  what  the  files  really  show. 
I  think  the  confusion  coald  be  cleared 
up  if  Mr.  McLeod  were  called,  and  there 
would  then  be  no  doubt  o.n  the  question. 

I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not 
question  the  need  for  au  Ambassador. 
I  do  not  question  the  necessity  for  expe- 
diting confirmation  of  the  nomination. 
I  defer  to  the  judgment  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  with  reference  to  whether  we 
should  fill  the  position  of  Ambassador 
to  the  Soviet  Union.  Certainly  if  we 
are  to  fill  it.  I  think  there  is  reason  to 
move  along  and  get  the  job  done. 

If  I  correctly  understand,  we  are  not 
to  vote  on  this  nomination  until  Wednes- 
day. If  I  am  in  error,  I  trust  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  will  correct  me,  in- 
asmuch as  he  is  a  member  of  the  major- 
ity party  in  control.  If  we  are  not  to 
vote  on  the  nomination  until  Wednes- 
day, then  no  delay  whatsoever  would  be 
entailed  in  obtaining  and  making  avail- 
able the  testimony  of  Mr.  McLeod.  I  be- 
lieve that  members  of  the  majority 
would  be  performing  a  service  to  their 


party,  to  the  country,  and  to  the  ad- 
ministration if  they  were  to  make  an 
effort  to  dispel  some  of  the  doubt  and 
criticism  once  and  for  all. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  has  been  some  discussion  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  today  to  the  effect 
that  nothing  should  be  done  until  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  has  had  an  op- 
portunity to  examine  the  FBI  file  or 
the  summary  file.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  did  not  make  that  statement. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  speak  only  for 
myself.  I  may  disagree  with  some 
things  which  may  be  said  by  other  Sen- 
ators. I  may  disagree  with  the  Senator 
from  California.  Those  who  may  finally 
oppose  this  nomination  may  have  dif- 
ferent reasons  from  any  which  I  might 
entertain. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant to  have  as  clear  an  understand- 
ing as  possible  with  regard  to  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances  in  connection 
with  the  security  problems  which  are 
involved  in  dealing  with  files  of  this  na- 
ture. Let  me  state  my  luiderstanding 
with  respect  to  such  files.  I  note  that 
the  distinguished  former  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  [Mr. 
McCarran]  is  present  in  the  Chamber. 
He  has  performed  outstanding  service 
to  his  country  in  varying  capacities. 

As  I  understand,  in  connection  with 
the  nominations  which  came  before  that 
committee  over  a  period  of  years  during 
I>emocratic  administrations,  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  was  permitted  to 
see  a  summary  of  the  file,  or  perhaps 
even  a  more  complete  version  than  a 
summary  of  the  file.  However,  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  and  the 
Department  of  Justice  had  always  taken 
the  position  that  such  examination 
should  not  extend  beyond  the  chairman 
examining  the  file.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  let  me  know  if  my  under- 
standing is  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator's  un- 
derstanding is  correct  with  respect  to 
later  years.  Formerly  the  FBI  would 
not  allow  the  files  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
any  taember  of  the  committee.  A  mem- 
ber of  the  Department  of  Justice  would 
come  before  the  committee  and  read  the 
FBI  files,  but  we  were  not  allowed  to  have 
them  in  our  possession.  Finally  a  com- 
promise was  reached  between  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  the  FBI,  and  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  and  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary is  now  allowed  to  have  all  the 
FBI  files;  but  no  one  else  on  the  com- 
mittee is  allowed  to  have  them.  The 
chairman  makes  a  report  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

While  I  am  answering  the  Senator's 
question,  let  me  say  that  there  is  a  dif- 
ference between  the  FBI  files  and  the 
summary.  In  connection  with  the  FBI 
files  which  came  to  my  attention,  as  a 
rule  the  summary  was  made  up  by  the 
Department  of  Justice.  Someone  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  went  through  the 
FBI  files  and  made  up  the  summary. 
The  summary  is  the  first  two  or  three 
pages  of  the  record  which  is  handed  over. 
Sometimes  one  finds,  on  reading  the  en- 
tire file — as  I  always  did — ^that  the  sum- 
mary missed  some  things.  The  entire 
record  will  not  be  found  in  the  summary. 


The  summary  Is  the  boil -down  of  every- 
thing the  FBI  seems  to  have  found. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thoroughly  un- 
derstand that. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  should  like  to  as- 
certain whether  the  question  of  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  is  expected 
to  come  to  a  vote  this  afternoon,  or 
whether  it  has  been  agreed  to  defer  the 
vote  until  Wednesday. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Because  the 
printed  record  was  available  to  some 
Senators  only  this  afternoon,  although 
I  think  they  could  possibly  have  ob- 
tained copies  on  Saturday,  and  because 
many  Senators  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  record,  it  is  my  under- 
standing that,  at  the  request  of  several 
Senators,  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  tMr. 
Taft],  has  agreed  that  the  nomination 
go  over  until  Wednesday. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  was  my  un- 
derstanding. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Other  committee 
sessions  were  set  for  tomorrow,  which 
made  it  diCBcult  to  have  the  Senate  pass 
on  the  question  tomorrow.  Therefore 
it  was  agreed  that  it  should  go  over 
until  Wednesday. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  California,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  an  article  which  I  read  last 
Thursday.  It  was  printed  in  the  New 
York  Journal-American.  I  shall  read 
the  article,  and  then  I  intend  to  ask  a 
question  with  reference  to  it  of  both  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  and  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  KInowland],  The  article 
reads : 

O.   K.   AS   E>nroT   AssuaZD — Sovirr   Cszw   to 
Flt  Bohlen  Into  Moscow 

(By  WUllam  P.  Flythe) 

Washington,  March  19. — Charles  E.  "Chip" 
Bohlen  was  forced  to  agree  today  to  have  an 
unidentified  Russian  crew  fly  him  Into  Mos- 
cow In  an  American  plane  in  order  to  get  to 
the  Soviet  Union  as  the  new  United  States 
Ambassador. 

That  condition  was  laid  down  by  the  Rus- 
sian Government  when  the  State  Department 
set  the  machinery  In  motion  to  rush  Bohlen 
to  his  new  post  as  soon  as  possible  after  his 
nomination  is  confirmed  and  he  Is  sworn  in. 

Confirmation  was  assured  following  the 
unanimous  approval  of  Bohlen  by  the  Sen- 
ate Foreign  Relations  Committee.  His  name 
goes  before  the  Senate  tomorrow,  with  the 
oath  scheduled  to  be  promptly  administered 
at   the   State  Department. 

Every  effort  will  be  made  to  set  a  record 
for  the  flight  so  that  an  accredited  Am- 
bassador may  at  once  begin  negotlatlon.<) 
with  the  new  Russian  regime  on  many  vital 
questions. 

A  fast  United  States  Air  Force  plane  will 
fly  him  from  Washington  to  a  designated 
airport  In  Germany. 

There  a  modem  four-englned  United  States 
plane  wUl  be  ready  to  take  off  with  the  Am- 
bassador and  his  famUy  for  Moscow. 

From,  that  point  onward  the  lives  of  Bohlen 
and  his  family  will  be  in  the  hands  of  a 
Communist  Russian  plane  crew.  The  window 
shades  will  be  drawn  so  that  the  Bohlens 
wUl  see  nothing  en  route. 

Immediately  after  Bohlen  and  his  party 
leave  the  plane,  a  Russian  crew  wUl  fly  It 
back  to  Germany. 
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I  shoiild  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
California  if  that  arrangement  had  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  and  whether 
Mr.  Bohlen  agreed  to  it,  and  the  State 
Department  agreed  fo  it.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  know  how  such 
an  arrangement  was  made,  whereby  the 
American  Ambassador  to  Moscow  would 
be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  his  own 
plane  crew  and  put  in  the  hands  of  a 
Russian  crew,  with  the  windows  of  the 
plane  sealed  so  that  he  might  not  see 
anything  en  route? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
cannot  answer  the  Senator's  question. 
This  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  of 
the  particular  article  to  which  he  re- 
fers. Secondly,  I  would  say  that  it  is 
not  uncustomary  for  the  Russians  to  in- 
sist, as  they  have  in  the  past,  that  planes 
flying  over  Russian  territory  be  flown 
by  Rxissian  crews.  There  may  be  an 
element  of  safety  for  the  Ambassador 
Involved,  in  that  there  may  be  some 
trigger-happy  antiaircraft  crews  in  the 
vicinity,  as  there  have  been  trigger- 
happy  airplane  pilots  on  some  occasions, 
and  certainly  the  plane  should  not  fly 
over  fortifications  or  similar  installa- 
tions. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Will  the  Senator 
from  California  yield  further? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  I  do  not  know 
precisely  the  answer  to  his  quSstion.  but 
I  shall  find  what  the  answer  is  before 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  wish  that  that  mat- 
ter could  be  investigated.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  yield  further? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  further. 
Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  in  passing  that  these  people  have 
shot  down  our  aviators,  they  have  im- 
prisoned without  cause  our  citizens,  and 
they  have  persecuted  Americans.  Now 
this  humiliation  is  piled  on  top. 

Mr.  President,  the  time  has  come  for 
\  the  State  Department,  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  United  States 
Senate  to  demand  that  our  representa- 
tives in  Russia  be  accorded  the  same 
treatment  that  Russian  representatives 
are  accorded  in  this  coimtry;  that  acts 
which  hunxiliate  and  reflect  on  this  great 
republic  must  cease;  and  that  unless 
they  do  we  will  withdraw  our  representa- 
tives in  Russia  and  kick  their  represent- 
atives out  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio — I  do 
not  know  whether  he  was  in  the  Cham- 
ber when  I  was  speaking  a  little  while 
ago — that  for  a  long  time  I  have  felt  we 
should  be  on  a  strict  quid  pro  quo  basis 
with  the  Russians,  and  should  insist  that 
our  Ambassador  and  diplomatic  officials 
be  extended  the  same  normal  diplomatic 
courtesies  and  perquisites  and  the  ability 
to  travel  around  the  country  which  from 
time  immemorial  have  been  extended  by 
every  civilized  nation  in  the  world  and 
even  by  some  uncivilized  nations.  Per- 
sonally I  should  be  very  much  opposed 
to  our  permitting  the  restrictions  upon 
our  Ambassador  to  continue  while  we 
permit  their  representatives  to  enjoy  the 
privileges  which  are  normally  accorded 
to  diplomatic  representatives. 


I  shall  personally  imdertake  to  find 
out  what  the  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question  is.  Perhaps  the  Senator  may 
be  assuming  that  because  the  article  was 
printed  in  a  newspaper  it  represented  a 
statement  of  fact.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  a  facv  or  not. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  am  not  making  any 
assumption.  I  am  only  calling  it  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee.  I  think 
that  if  either  the  State  Department,  or 
Mr.  Bohlen  himself  has  consented  to 
such  a  himiiliating  suggestion,  when  the 
representatives  of  Russia  may  travel 
freely  in  this  country,  without  windows 
of  planes  being  sealed  and  the  shades 
drawn,  there  should  be  a  reconsideration 
of  the  whole  relationship. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
point  out.  however,  that  I  do  not  think 
it  is  an  unusual  practice,  on  a  plane  flying 
in  the  Soviet  Union,  to  have  the  Russians 
place  on  the  plane  someone  who  Is  thor- 
oughly acquainted  with  the  Russian 
language,  perhaps  as  an  auxiliary  radio 
operator,  so  that  the  crew  of  the  plane 
may  keep  on  course  and  not  fly  over  areas 
over  which  they  are  not  supposed  to  fly. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  That  is  an  entirely 
different  situation  from  one  in  which  the 
whole  American  crew  Is  taken  off  an 
American  plane  and  replaced  by  a  Rus- 
sian crew,  with  the  occupants  of  the 
plane  being  taken  to  Moscow  practically 
as  prisoners  of  the  plane  crew.  To  my 
mind  it  Is  something  that  ought  to  be 
immediately  investigated  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio.  We  shall  endeavor 
to  get  a  very  complete  statement  on  the 
subject  prior  to  Wednesday  afternoon. 
I  merely  wanted  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion we  had  with  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr,  McClellanJ  earlier  this 
afternoon. 

The  question  has  come  up  in  the  press 
and  in  some  discussion  which  has  been 
had  as  to  whether  each  United  States 
Senator  should  not  have  the  right  to 
examine  the  FBI  files  if  he  wanted  to  do 
so.  I  may  say  that  that  has  never  been 
the  practice  in  the  past.  From  wha^  the 
former  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  has  stated — and  I  believe 
the  former  chairman  will  agree  with  me 
on  this  statement — during  the  last  ad- 
ministration, on  nominations  for  Federal 
judges  or  United  States  attorneys  or 
United  States  marshals,  and  such  other 
appointments  as  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  the  prior  admin- 
istration took  the  position  that  wliUe  the 
summary  of  the  file,  and  perhaps  the  file 
itself,  would  be  made  available  to  the 
chairman,  it  would  be  made  available 
only  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

I  believe  that  beyond  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  it  was  not  the  customary 
practice  to  make  the  FBI  files  available 
even  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
So  far  as  I  know,  the  only  committee 
which  by  statute  has  the  right  to  ex- 
amine FBI  investigation  files  is  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Enerpry.  That  is 
an  unusual  and  somewhat  unprecedented 
situation  and  It  Is  because  of  the  high 
security  problems  Involved  In  the  field 
of  atomic  energy.  Therefore  I  do  not 
think  the  suggestion  as  to  each  Senator 
having  the  right  to  examine  the  FBI  files 


would  be  very  practical.  It  would  cer- 
tainly be  an  unprecedented  action. 

I  think  I  can  say  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction that  any  such  proposal  would 
not  have  the  approval  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover,  the  Director  of  the  FBI.  be- 
cause by  the  very  nature  of  these  flies, 
particularly  where  we  are  dealing  with 
Informants — and  some  of  them  are  \in- 
dercover  Informants — we  might  very  well 
destroy  the  entire  value  of  the  FBI  or- 
ganization in  getting  information  in  the 
future. 

Furthermore,  one  way  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  Is  able  to  con- 
duct its  operations  Is  to  go  to  persons  and 
request  information — much  of  It  of  a 
very  confidential  nature — with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons making  the  disclosures  are  not  to  be 
revealed. 

So  I  think  we  would  destroy — and  I 
believe  the  viewpoint  of  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  is  that  it  would 
destroy — to  a  very  considerable  extent 
the  usefulness  of  the  Bureau  and  Its 
work,  if  that  were  done. 

I  wish  to  make  that  statement  to  the 
Senate  because  of  the  discussion  which 
has  occurred  both  in  the  press  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  seems  to  me 
that  even  a  presentation  of  the  simimar- 
les  would  to  some  degree  do  that,  for  if 
it  were  said,  "Mr.  XY-10  gave  certain 
information."  if  that  information  were 
finally  given  out  by  tying  the  event  to  the 
nominee,  we  might  just  as  well  reveal 
the  name  of  the  informant,  and.  again, 
in  my  opinion,  that  would  be  highly  dam- 
aging to  the  procedures  of  the  FBI. 

A  little  earlier  I  pointed  out  that  Mr. 
Hoover  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation  have  been  very  scrupulous 
in  taking  the  position  that  It  was  not 
their  task  to  place  a  final  evaluation  on 
the  files  or  to  make  the  determination 
as  to  whether  a  given  person  should  be 
appointed  or  should  not  be  appointed 
to  a  high  position.  They  do  have  the 
responsibility,  under  the  direction  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government,  of 
obtaining  information,  both  that  which 
is  favorable  and  that  which  is  deroga- 
tory-, and  of  getting  the  information  to- 
gether into  a  file,  and  then  making  the 
file  available  to  responsible  officials  of 
the  Government. 

But,  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  have 
responsible  government,  we  certainly 
must  have  confidence  in  some  of  our 
executive  officials.  The  information  col- 
lected has  been  made  available  to  them. 
A  hiKh  and  re.sponsible  official  of  our  gov- 
ernment has  made  his  appraisal  and  his 
evaluation  of  the  information.  It  has 
been  submitted  to  a  responsible  commit- 
tee of  the  Senate.  After  hearing  the  in- 
formation and  the  evaluation,  the  com- 
mittee reported  favorably  on  the  nomi- 
nation. 

Mr.    MALONE.     Mr.    President,    will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

SENATORS    SHOULD    SZX    THK    KECORO 

Mr.  MALONE.  Some  of  us  take 
rather  seriously  a  vote  on  the  question  of 
confirming  a  nomination  for  so  impor- 
tant a  post  as  Russian  Ambassador.  We 
remember  that  over  the  years — in  fact, 
within  the  past  6  years — we  have  had 


before  us  the  nominations  of  certain  per- 
sons about  whom  the  same  thing  was 
said,  namely,  that  no  report  on  them 
had  ever  been  made  by  the  FBI. 

For  instance,  in  that  connection  I  may 
refer  to  the  nomination  of  David  LUien- 

thal. 

Some  of  us  believe  that  against  most 
Americans  there  is  no  sound  basis  for 
suspicion;  but  we  would  like  to  know 
why  it  is  that  when  in  a  man's  record 
there  is  Information  which  Is  unfavor- 
able to  him.  individual  Senators.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
are  unable  to  see  that  information,  but 
must  vote  blind  to  confirm  his  nomi- 
nation. 

Does  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California  believe  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  allow  Individual  Senators  to  examine 
the  FBI  file  in  this  case? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  it  is  the  judgment  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  and  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  and  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral that  once  we  begin  to  pass  out  these 
files  to  a  large  number  of  persons,  we 
could  very  well  undermine  the  efforts  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  in 
obtaining  the  type  of  information  which 
it  is  important  for  the  Bureau  to  obtain. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  distin- 
cui  hed  Senator  from  California  believe 
and  doe.s  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover— with 
whom  I  have  not  discussed  this  matter. 
but  whom  I  know  very  well — believe  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  permit  the  15 
Members  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  to  make  a  confldential  review 
of  this  file? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  All  I  can  say  to 
thf  Senator  from  Nevada  is  that  if  15 
members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee review  the  file,  a  similar  situation 
could  properly  develop  and  a  similar  re- 
que.-t  could  properly  be  made  in  a  case 
of  all  the  other  Senate  committees.  So 
in  the  present  case  we  are  dealing,  as 
we  know,  not  only  with  one  question,  but 
also  with  the  matter  of  precedent.  We 
are  faced  with  the  old  problem  of  what 
will  happen  when  once  the  camel  gets 
his  nose  under  the  tent.  After  it  is  done 
cnce,  then  what  position  will  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  be  in.  in 
the  case  of  similar  requests;  will  it  then 
be  able  to  deny  to  any  other  Senate  com- 
mittee information  similar  to  that  which 
ha,s  been  given  to  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  inasmuch  as  the 
other  committees  feel,  and  properly  so. 
that  their  roles  are  just  as  important  in 
connection  with  domestic  affairs  as  is 
the  role  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee in  the  field  of  foreign  affairs? 

So  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment is  not  faced  with  only  one  case. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Some  of  us  are  afraid 
that  the  procedure  will  not  be  confined 
to  this  one  nomination,  but  that  a  prec- 
edent will  be  set  and  that  a  parade 
of  nominees  will  come  before  us  in  the 
same  way,  to  be  confirmed  as  ambassa- 


dors to  various  other  countries — men 
who  have  been  serving  under  the  old  set- 
up for  the  past  20  years  or  less. 

Mr.  Ba^OWLAND.  Let  me  say  that, 
of  course,  any  Senator  who  feels  that  he 
does  not  wish  to  vote  for  confirmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  is  at  per- 
fect liberty  under  the  Constitution  to 
vote  against  confirming  the  nomination; 
that  is  the  prerogative  of  each  one  of  us 
as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States. 

When  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Acheson 
came  before  the  Senate  some  years  ago, 
at  the  time  when  he  was  nominated  to 
be  Secretary  of  State.  I  was  one  of  six 
Senators  who  voted  against  conflrming 
the  nomination;  and  I  have  no  apologies 
to  make  for  the  vote  I  cast.  I  did  not 
need  to  see  an  FBI  flle  in  order  to  do 
that,  and  I  did  not  ask  to  see  the  FBI 
file. 

So  certainly  no  one  can  interfere  with 
the  individual  prerogative  of  each  Sen- 
ator under  the  Constitution,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Senate's  power  of  confir- 
mation, to  vote  either  for  or  against  con- 
firmation of  a  nomination. 

All  I  say  is  that  in  the  operation  of 
our  Government — and  we  now  have  a 
new  administration,  wliich  took  office  on 
the  20th  day  of  January — I  believe  that 
unless  there  is  to  be  a  breakdown  in 
Government,  it  is  necessary  to  have  con- 
fidence in  someone  in  the  Government. 
Personally,  I  have  great  confidence  in 
Dwight  Eisenhower,  as  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  also  have  great  con- 
fidence in  Mr.  Dulles,  his  chief  Cabinet 
officer,  and  a  former  Member  of  this 
body,  as  Secretary  of  State.  When  they 
send  a  nomination  to  the  Senate:  when 
we  are  informed  that  the  State  Depart- 
ment has  had  any  derogatory  informa- 
tiorr  called  to  its  attention  by  its  chief 
security  officer,  and  when  representa- 
tives of  the  Department,  including  the 
Secretary  of  State  himself,  appear  before 
the  committee  and  evaluate  the  infor- 
mation to  the  committee;  when  we  have 
the  testimony  of  Walter  Bedell  Smith  in 
regard  to  the  ability  of  the  nominee  to 
serve  as  Ambassador  at  this  particular 
time,  in  the  particular  place  to  which  he 
has  been  nominated;  when  we  have  the 
approval  of  the  former  Secretary  of 
State,  Mr.  B3mies.  now  the  Governor  of 
South' Carolina;  when  we  have  the  dis- 
tinguished former  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  Joseph  Grew,  who  is  greatly  ad- 
mired and  respected  by  many  of,  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  as  being  one  of 
the  best  first  men  in  matters  of  knowl- 
edge of  our  diplomatic  fields  and  of  our 
State  Department.  I  say  I  do  not  think 
we  can  cast  all  that  aside,  and  deal 
merely  with  rumors.  If  we  deal  only 
with  rumors.  I  think  we  break  down  con- 
fidence in  our  Government,  and  we  tend 
to  repudiate  the  new  administration, 
which  has  just  taken  office. 

Personally,  speaking  for  myself.  I  do 
not  wish  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  hearsay 
and  nunors. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  CaUf omia  yield  f iirther  to 
me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  think  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  California  has 
made  a  very  fine  statement  which  would 
be  endorsed  by  most  of  us,  namely,  that 


we  like  Dwight  Elsenhower,  and  that, 
above  all  else,  we  want  him  to  make  a 
good  President:  we  are  for  him.  and  we 
want  to  continue  to  be  for  him.  but  we 
also  want  to  protect  him  as  well  as  our- 
selves. 

To  go  back  to  Mr.  Acheson.  let  me  say 
that  I  voted  for  his  confirmation.  When 
afterwards  I  was  asked  why  I  voted  to 
confirm  his  nomination.  I  said,  "Hiss 
would  probably  have  been  nominated  to 
be  Secretary  of  State  if  we  had  rejected 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Acheson."  As  a 
matter  of  fact.  Mr.  Hiss  was  in  good 
standing  then  with  all  but  a  few  of  us 
who  were  serving  in  the  Senate  at  the 
time,  who  questioned  many  things  which 
came  before  the  Senate  diu-ing  that 
period. 

I  should  like  to  ask  Xhe  distinguished 
Senator  whether  it  would  be  out  of  line, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  apparently  there 
is  no  one  on  the  Senate  floor  who  h& 
said  the  investigator  cleared  this  man, 
and  it  is  very  well  imderstood  that  the 
investigator  did  not  so  clear  him — I  do 
not  think  we  are  dealing  in  rumor. 

I  believe  that  several  people  know  this 
to  be  a  fact.  Would  it  be  out  of  line  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  to  let  one 
Senator  on  the  Foreign. Relations  Com- 
mittee see  this  flle  and  then  tell  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  he  has  seen 
it  and  that  he  recommends  approval  of 
his  nomination. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.     I  do  not  have  the  floor. 

1  would  like  an  answer,  however. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  going  to  answer 
the  question. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  do  not  think  I  asked 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  asked 
the  distingtiished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the 
chairmaS  of  the  committee,  who  could 
speak  with  more  authority,  as  chairman 
of  the  committee,  than  I  could. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  it  was  former 
Governor  Smith  who  said.  "Let's  look  at 
the  record."  As  the  record  shows  con- 
clusively, the  summation  of  this  testi- 
mony was  submitted  to  Secretary  Dulles, 

2  days  before  he  testified  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  It  hsis 
also  been  submitted  to  the  Attorney 
General.  The  Secretary  was  before  the 
committee  about  3  hours  evaluating  the 
evidence.  He  gave  us  three  or  four 
pieces  of  hearsay.  Let  \is  make  it  clear 
what  the  FBI  examination  is.  Let  xis 
assume,  for  instance,  that  a  Senator  is 
investigating  one  of  his  opixjnents.  He 
can  say  anything  about  him  and  it  im- 
mediately goes  down  on  the  record. 
There  is  no  proof. 

We  have  the  highest  legal  official  in 
the  Government  clearing  this  appoint- 
ment, saying  in  substance,  "The  evidence 
does  not  sustain  the  charge,  nor  is  there 
any  evidence  that  would  interfere  with 
the  clearance  of  this  man." 

That  is  the  judgment  of  Secretary 
Dulles.  That  is  the  judgment  of  the 
Attorney  General.  The  nominee  is  also 
recommended,  as  stated  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  California,  by 
three  of  the  finest  men  we  have  had  in 
the  Service.  He  is  also  recommended 
and  approved  by  the  President  of  the 
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United  States.  I  ask,  whence  come  these 
rumors?  I  have  already  stated  that, 
several  weeks  before  we  concluded  the 
hearings,  I  heard  that  several  Senators 
had  made  certain  statements,  and  I 
wrote  them  personal  letters,  asking  them 
to  produce  the  evidence.  Nothing  was 
forthcoming.  I  think  I  may  say  who  the 
Senators  were.  One  was  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel].  the  other 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bkibgks].  We  received  no  reply,  and  yet 
we  spent  almost  a  month  on  this  nomi- 
nation. 

Mr.  President,  as  so  well  stated  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California, 
we  have  courts  in  this  country  whose 
*unction  it  is  to  determine  facts,  to  de- 
termine who  is  telling  the  truth.  We  let 
the  courts  determine  facts.  The  powers 
of  this  Government,  as  someone  has  said, 
are  divided  among  four  branches — the 
legislative,  the  executive,  the  judicial, 
and  a  residuum  in  the  States.  The  func- 
tion of  clearing  this  individual  is  in  the 
highest  official  in  the  Government  but 
one — the  Secretary  of  State. 

He  evaluated  this  hearsay  evidence. 
There  is  no  one  in  this  room  who  has 
ever  amounted  to  anything,  who,  if  he 
were  investigated,  would  not  have  some 
derogatory  remark  made  about  him  by 
some  jealous  person,  some  p)erson  whom 
he  may  have  unintentionally  injured, 
someone  who  is  not  particularly  careful. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  that  compe- 
tent people  evaluate  and  weigh  these 
matters.  It  is  also  necessary  that  we 
have  legal  minds  capable  of  distinguish- 
ing between  solid  testimony  and  mere 
hearsay,  mere  rumor,  slander,  and  what- 
not. 

To  me,  Mr.  President,  the  situation  is 
very  clear.  The  record  speaks  in  no  un- 
certain terms.  No  evidence  is  produced, 
but  on  the  floor  Senators  talk  about  ru- 
mors. Is  there  any  evidence  iirthis  case 
that  anyone  other  than  these  two  men 
within  the  Department  have  seen  in  the 
summation?  Does  any  Senator  want  to 
admit  that  he  has  looked  at  this  record? 
Is  there  anyone  who  has  seen  the  FBI 
file?  If  so,  let  him  stand  up.  Is  there 
anyone  who  has  seen  the  summation? 
Then  it  means  that  none  of  us  is  in  a 
position  competently  to  weigh  the  evi- 
dence, not  having  seen  that  which  those 
whom  the  law  says  should  weigh  the  evi- 
dence have  seen.  Otherwise,  it  means 
we  are  setting  a  pattern,  the  effect  of 
which  will  be  that  every  time  someone 
is  nominated  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
produce  testimony  before  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee;  all  that  would  be 
necessary  would  be  for  a  Senator  to  rise 
on  the  Senate  floor  to  say,  "There  are 
some  rumors  about  this  man's  charac- 
ter." We  could  then  delay  the  nomina- 
tion and  we  could  call  someone  to  appear 
before  the  committee. 

Is  there  evidence  that  Mr.  McLeod 
contradicts  the  testimony?  Is  there  any 
evidence?  If  there  Is,  I  should  like  to 
have  some  Senator  rise  to  say  so. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  will  stand  up  to  say  so. 

Mr.  WILBX.  What  does  the  Senator 
say?  -/" 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  may  say  the 
Senator  knows  that  the  record  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  shows  that 


the  security  oflQcer  refused  to  clear  Mr. 
Bohlen. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  read  the  testimony 
contained  in  the  record: 

Senator  Hickenloopeh.  Haa  your  security 
office  cleared  thla  file  for  loyalty  and  security? 

Secretary  Dmxis.  No.  I  told  you  that  he 
Bald  that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  fll% 
contained  some  derogatory  Information,  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
clearance.  He  passed  the  matter  up  to  me, 
which  Is  the  usual  practice  In  such  cases.  I 
do  not  think  that  security  officers,  whose 
primary  Job  Is  to  raise  doubts  and  find  out 
suspicious  circumstances,  are  the  persons 
who  should  have  final  responsibility  in  mat- 
ters of  this  kind.  In  Important  cases,  such 
as  this  one,  the  task  of  final  evaluation 
should   be  passed  up  to   the  senior  officers. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft] 
asked  Mr.  Dulles: 

Do  you  think  there  is  anything  that 
creates  even  a  prima  facie  case  of  such 
dereliction? 

Secretary  Dulles.  No;   none   whatsoever. 

Mr.  Dulles  continued: 

I  would  say  this:  As  In  any  case,  where 
there  Is  a  warning  signal,  my  security  officer 
called  this   to  my  attention.     He  said: 

"This  Is  not  a  case  which  I  can  auto- 
matically pass  because  wherever  there  Is 
derogatory  Information  of  this  sort  I  think 
It  Is  my  duty  to  bring  It  to  your  personal 
attention." 

Senator  Ferguson.  Is  It  true  that  In  your 
time  certain  people  have  been  removed  from 
the  State  Department   because  of  security? 

Secretary  Dulles.  Yes,  sir. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  say  that  we  are 
here  challenging  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  Attorney  General,  and.  in  the  last 
analysis,  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  M ALONE  and  Mr.  LONG  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  some  of  us  want  to  look 
at  the  record  as  he  has  so  ably  sug- 
gested that  we  are  trying  to  find  a  basis 
upon  which  to  support  the  administra- 
tion; so  I  should  like  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wisconsin,  did 
he  see  the  file,  himself? 

Mr.  WILEY.     No. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  believe  that  it 
would  injure  the  sources  of  the  informa- 
tion to  have  him,  as  chairman  of  the 
powerful  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
see  the  file? 

Mr.  WILEY.  No.  But.  answering  the 
Senator's  question,  assuming  I  had  seen 
the  file,  and  had  arrived  at  the  same 
conclusion  as  that  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Attorney  General — which 
I  probably  would  have — then  I  would  be 
faced  with  the  same  challenge  that  is 
facing  us  here  today.  In  other  words,  it 
is  a  question  of  evaluating  the  evidence. 
Someone  has  that  obligation,  and  I  say 
that  person  is  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  once  more? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 


Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  that  at 
least  there  would  be  one  Senator  on  the 
Senate  fioor.  then,  who  could  say  to  his 
colleagues,  "I  have  seen  this  file,  and  I 
approve  this  man."  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  cannot  say  that,  can  he? 

Mr.  WILEY.     No. 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  must  say  that  I  think 
I  was  well  advised  in  not  accepting  the 
responsibility.  Secretary  Dulles  said  to 
me,  "I  have  just  received  the  summation. 
You  can  have  it  or  I  will  evaluate  it." 

He  read  it  and  came  before  the  com- 
mittee, went  through  3  or  4  items,  and 
said  they  did  not  sustain,  in  his  judg- 
ment, any  charges  which  had  been  made, 
and  that  there  was  no  definite  or  con- 
crete proof  as  to  them 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  that  he  is  asking  95  other  Sena- 
tors to  approve  something  which  he  has 
not  himself  seen  but  which  a  third  party 
has  brought  to  his  attention  and  sum- 
marized before  his  committee,  and  as 
to  which,  perhaps,  a  liberal  number  of 
Senators,  if  not  actually  opposed,  are 
suspicious. 

All  that  has  been  asked  Is  that  the 
committee  itself  see  the  material  and 
bring  it  to  the  floor  and  say.  "We  have 
seen  this  material  and  approve  this 
nomination." 

During  the  6  years  In  which  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  we  have 
been  confirming  the  nominations  of  men 
under  a  Democratic  administration,  and 
many  of  them  later  proved  untrust- 
worthy, if  not  actually  dangerous. 

I  voted  for  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Secretary  Acheson.  and, 
as  far  as  I  know,  he  did  nothing  to  which 
I  could  agree  following  confirmation. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  I  shall  not 
vote  to  aoprove  anyone  else  unless  some 
Senator  can  stand  on  the  Senate  floor 
and  say.  "I  have  seen  the  file  and  I  rec- 
ommend his  confirmation."  There  must 
be  plenty  of  men  in  the  United  States  of 
America  who  are  fully  qualified  for  such 
jobs  and  as  to  whom  suspicion  has  not 
ri.sen  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not 
believe  that  heretofore  a  procedure  of 
this  kind  has  been  followed.  I  think 
that  there  was  not  an  FBI  report  until 
the  committee  requested  it.  I  do  not 
recall— I  may  be  wrong — that  In  the 
years  I  have  .served  in  the  Senate  the 
committee  has  had  the  Secretary  of 
State  come  before  it  and  evaluate  an 
FBI  report.     I  think  that  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield 
further? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  only  to 
lX)int  out  that  for  many  years,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  6  years  in  which  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  this  august  body,  we  have 
been  asked  to  vote  for  the  confirmation 
of  nominations  of  such  persons  as  Lilien- 
thal.  We  could  not  get  a  report  on 
Lilienthal.  The  FBI  said  it  had  not 
been  asked  for  a  report.  We  could  not 
get  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Presi- 


dent to  ask  for  a  report.  No  Senator 
could  stand  on  the  floor  and  say  that  a 
member  of  the  committee  personally 
saw  an  FBI  report  on  those  men,  and 
that  they  recommended  that  their  nomi- 
nations be  confirmed. 

We  are  starting  out  now  with  a  new 
administration  In  which  my  people  in 
Nevada  trust  implicitly,  and  perhaps  90 
percent  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Slates  trust  it  implicitly,  and  we  are 
following  the  same  old  Une — the  Sena- 
tors must  vote  to  confirm  or  cast  a  cloud 
upon  the  administration.  I  believe  that 
under  the  Constitution  each  Individual 
Senator  has  a  respwnsibiUty,  otherwise 
why  should  Senate  confirmaUon  be  re- 
quired? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  that  statement 
Is  diametrically  opposed  to  what  the 
Senator  previously  .said. 

Mr.  MALONE.  We  are  simply  going 
along  with  the  administration  and  not 
even  looking  at  an  FBI  report.  At  least 
we  have  such  a  report  now.  Let  at  least 
one  Senator  see  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  do  not  think  I  can 
ai;re€  with  that  statement,  because  it  is 
contrary  to  what  the  Senator  previously 
said. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  deny  that  state- 
ment. I  have  con.sistently  said  that  at 
Iia.'^t  one  Senator  nfcst  be  able  to  stand 
here  on  the  Senate  floor  and  say:  "I  have 
seen  the  file  on  this  man  and  I  recom- 
mend that  you  vote  to  confirm  his  nomi- 
nation." That  is  the  least  that  the  Por- 
eij^n  Relations  Committee  should  do. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure 
mo.st  of  us  want  to  uphold  the  judg- 
ment of  the  President  and  the  men  whom 
he  has  chosen  In  trying  to  work  out  an 
arrangement  whereby  peace  can  be  ob- 
tained in  this  world.  However.  I  am 
wondering  if  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee  is  satisfied  with 
the  record  upon  which  we  are  being 
a^ked  to  vote. 

We  are  being  told  that  the  security 
officer  of  the  State  Department  was 
unwilling  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
clearing  the  nomination  of  the  man  ap- 
pointed to  be  Ambassador  to  Moscow, 
and  the  committee  did  not  care  to  hear 
the  man  who  did  not  want  to  take  that 
re.'^ponsibility,  but  chose  to  take  the  Sec- 
retar>''s  evaluation.  The  committee 
itself  did  not  care  to  look  at  the  mate- 
rial and  pass  its  own  Judgnient  upon  it. 

Would  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  have  any  objection  to  look- 
ing at  the  material  and  giving  the 
Senate  committee's  judgment  on  it? 
Then,  having  looked  at  It.  he  could  be 
in  a  position  to  say,  "The  committee  Is 
of  the  opimon  that  there  is  nothing  to 
it."  just  as  Mr.  Dulles  said,  having  looked 
at  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
the  first  suggestion  that  Mr.  McLeod 
be  called  before  the  committee  was  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran  1  a  few  days  ago.  We  had  already 
reported  the  nomination.  So  far  as 
I  am  personally  concerned,  I  should 
be  glad,  if  it  is  agreeable  to  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government,  that 
1  or  2  Senators  look  over  the  report 


and  evaluate  the  testimony  it  contains. 
That  is  perfectly  all  right.  But  where 
does  it  take  us? 

Let  me  use  the  analogy  of  a  court. 
A  court  has  jurisdiction  to  determine  the 
truth.  In  this  instance  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  such  jurisdiction.  Per- 
haps in  such  cases  as  this  we  should 
go  underneath  and  try  to  discover  some- 
thing, but  we  have  never  had  any  ques- 
tion about  the  veracity,  the  good  judg- 
ment, or  the  ability  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  Secretary  of  State  served 
the  State  Department  in  another  capac- 
ity for  years. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  further? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  do  not  want  to  Inject 
partisan  politics  into  the  debate,  but  it 
seems  to  me  we  cannot  Ignore  the  fact 
that  during  the  late  campaign  the  sub- 
ject of  various  iJersons  having  recom- 
mended Alger  Hiss  was  raised.  They 
had  given  character  testimony  when  he 
vi-as  on  trial,  and  I  believe  it  was  stated 
that  Mr.  John  Foster  Ehilles  had  made  a 
statement  about  him  when  he  was 
named  to  a  position  with  the  Carnegie 
Institution. 

I  think  it  would  be  well,  Mr.  President, 
in  regard  to  this  tremendously  impor- 
tant appointment,  if  the  committee  were 
m  position  to  tell  us  that  it  had  also  ap- 
praised the  material  in  the  file.  Would 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  object  to 
looking  at  the  material  and  letting  the 
Senate  know  his  judgment? 

Mr.  WILEY.  As  I  said  before,  if  it  is 
agreeable  to  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  I  have  no  objection  what- 
ever to  designating  one  Senator  from 
each  party  to  examine  the  file. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Is  H  not  true  that 
the  Secretary  of  State,  in  appearing  be- 
fore our  committee,  not  only  evaluated 
what  was  in  the  file  but  cited  to  us  every 
single  instance  in  which  there  was  any- 
thing which  might  cast  any  doubt,  based 
upon  rumor,  gossip,  anonymous  state- 
ments, and  everything  else? 

Mr.  WILEY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  committee 
had  an  opportunity  to  decide  whether 
his  evaluation  was  sufficient. 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama has  made  a  very  important  con- 
tribution. As  I  think  I  previously  sug- 
gested, the  Secretary  cited  3  or  4  in- 
stances of  certain  people  giving  hearsay 
evidence,  and  1  spoke  of  having  a  sixth 
sense,  and  such  stuff  as  that.  The  com- 
mittee agreed  fully  that  there  was  no 
substance  to  that  sort  of  evidence.  That 
was  brought  out  very  clearly  in  question- 
ing the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
United  States  Senate  has  more  thaju 
merely  a  responsibility  to  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination.  If  there 
is  any  doubt  whatsoever  with  regard  to 
whether  Charles  K  Bohlen  would  be  a 
proper  Ambassador  to  Moscow,  the  Sen- 
ate should  clear  up  that  doubt  for  all 


time  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  American 
people,  if  it  can  be  done.  That  Is  why 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  committee  should 
take  a  look  at  the  information  avail- 
able and  be  in  a  position  to  say  that  it 
has  seen  it,  and  that  it  is  positive  there 
is  nothing  in  the  file  that  would  justify 
any  doubt  whatsoever. 

I  had  hoped  our  Ambassador  to  Russia 
might  be  able  to  advance  certain  pro- 
posals which  might  bring  about  a  peace- 
ful settlement  of  the  difficult  problems 
that  are  threatening  the  free  world  to- 
day. Certainly  I  do  not  wish  to  be  ac-  - 
cused  of  being  favorable  to  appeasing 
the  Russians,  but  it  seems  to  me  most 
important  that  the  Senate  should  clear 
up  any  doubt  about  the  wisdom  of  the 
appointment,  if  it  is  possible  to  clear 
it  up.  That  is  why  I  think  that  if  the 
committee  should,  in  its  wisdom,  decide 
to  consider  the  nomination  further,  it 
should  look  at  the  file  and  pass  its  own 
judgment  on  whether  there  is  anj'thing 
in  the  file  which  ^ould  justify  the  slight- 
es",  inference  that  Mr.  Bohlen  would  not 
be  an  appropriate,  proper  choice  as  Am- 
bassador to  Russia. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
make  a  brief  statement  regarding  the 
procedure  on  the  question  before  the 
Senate. 

In  the  first  place,  as  I  imderstand,  a 
suggestion  has  been  msule  that  Mr. 
Dulles  be  called  before  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  and  be  placed  un- 
der oath.  That  has  hardly  been  seri- 
ously supported.  I  think  it  is  an  un- 
called for  suggestion-  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  Mr.  Dulles'  statement  not 
under  oath  is  just  as  good  as  Mr.  Dulles' 
statement  under  oath.  Mr.  Dulles  did 
not  say  that  Mr.  McLeod  had,  as  alleged, 
cleared  the  Bohlen  file;  he  said  very 
clearly  that  McLeod  did  not  wish  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  clearing  it.  So  I 
think  we  can  dismiss  that  proposal. 

The  second  suggestion  is  that  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod be  called  before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  I  think  it  was  first 
suggested  that  he  be  called  before  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
It  seems  to  me  that  to  do  that  would  be 
a  serious  infringement  upon  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. I  believe  that  idea  has  been 
dropped. 

It  has  now  been  suggested  that  the 
Committee  on  Pbreign  Relations  call  Mr. 
McLeod.  I  should  be  very  much  opposed 
to  such  a  course  as  that.  After  all,  we 
have  before  us  a  peculiar  kind  of  ques- 
tion with  reference  to  the  file  in  the 
Bohlen  case.  Here  is  a  file  gathered  by 
the  FBI  containing  every  kind  of  ma- 
terial with  reference  to  what  Mr.  X,  Mr. 
Y,  and  Mr.  Z  have  said.  It  is  a  file  which 
never  should  be  published  and  put  in 
general  circulation.  Just  how  far  it 
could  go  among  Senators  without  becom- 
ing a  matter  of  general  circulation  is  a 
question  I  cannot  answer.  Certainly 
the  logic  of  the  argument  seems  to  be 
that  it  ought  to  be  printed  and  placed  on 
our  desks,  in  which  case,  of  course,  it 
would  be  made  available  to  the  public. 
I  think  that  that  would  be  a  serious  mis- 
take.   It  would  In  a  sense  destroy  the 
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PBL  At  least.  It  might  raise  wholly  un- 
justified questions  as  to  the  character  of 
men  in  this  country,  and  result  in  the 
publication  of  allegations  made  by  per- 
sonal enemies. 

So  we  come  to  the  question:  What 
shall  we  do  with  this  file?  As  I  see  it, 
we  must  take  somebody's  appraisal  of 
the  file.  If  the  executive  department 
chooses  Mi.  Dulles  as  the  person  to  give 
us  the  appraisal,  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  accept  the  appraisal  by  Mr. 
Dulles.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
proceed  to  call  Mr.  McLeod  or  Mr. 
Phlager,  General  Coimsel  of  the  State 
Department,  who,  I  understand,  has  also 
seen  the  file,  or  any  other  person  in  the 
State  Department. 

I  do  regard  with  great  favor  the  sug- 
gestion that  a  Senator  or  Senators 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  examine  the  file 
and  give  the  Senate  their  appraisal.  It 
is  not  that  I  have  any  distrust  of  the 
appraisal  made  by  Mr.  Dulles,  but  I  my- 
self have  urged  upon  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  that  they  appoint  1 
or  2  Senators  for  that  purpose.  As  I 
have  said,  that  is  not  at  all  because  I  dis- 
trust Mr.  Dulles,  but  because  I  think  the 
Senate  has  a  constitutional  duty  of  its 
own,  namely,  to  confirm  appointments, 
which  is  entirely  independent  of  the  ap- 
pointing power.  Therefore,  it  seems  ap- 
propriate to  me  that  we  should  obtain 
the  appraisal  of  somebody  approaching 
the  question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Senate  and  its  power  of  confirma- 
tion. I  certainly  would  not  oppose  such 
a  suggestion.  It  was  made  before  the 
committee,  and  the  committee  rejected 
it.  The  committee  felt  that  Mr.  Dulles' 
appraisal  was  Just  as  good  as  would  be 
the  appraisal  of  a  Senator.  Since  the 
committee  has  made  that  decision,  I  ac- 
quiesce in  it.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  certainly  would  not  object  to  having 
the  committee  reconsider  the  decision 
and  have  its  own  appraisal  made. 

In  my  judgment,  that  is  the  limit  of 
what  should  be  done.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  committee  can  consider  tomor- 
row morning  whether  they  wish  to  take 
such  action.  No  matter  what  the  com- 
mittee may  decide,  so  far  as  I  p>ersonally 
am  concerned,  I  am  prepared  to  take  the 
appraisal  made  by  Mr.  Dulles.  There- 
fore. I  voted  to  confirm  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Bohlen  when  the  nomination  was 
reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dulles'  appraisal  was  that  not  only 
did  the  file  present  no  evidence  of  any 
wrongdoing,  but  I  asked  Mr.  EXuUes  spe- 
cifically, "Do  you  think  there  is  anything 
that  creates  even  a  prima  facie  case  of 
such  dereliction?"  Mr.  Dulles  said,  "No, 
nothing  whatsoever." 

I  am  prepared  to  accept  his  appraisal. 
However,  as  a  matter  of  theory,  I  think 
that  in  a  case  like  that  now  pending,  in 
which  the  Senate  has  a  constitutional 
duty  to  perform  in  confirming  a  nomina- 
tion, it  would  be  far  better  practice  if  the 
Senate  undertook  to  appoint  1  or  2  of  its 
Members — Senators  whose  Judgment 
other  IBHftfitors  would  respect — to  read 
the  entire  file. 

So  far  as  the  future  is  concerned,  I 
think  I  shall  continue  to  insist  on  that 
position.  The  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  having  rejected  the  particular 


proposal  I  made,  I  am  prepared  vo  ac- 
quiesce in  its  action  with  respect  to  the 
nomination  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  First,  I  may  say  that 
very  few  Senators  are  able  to  go  beyond 
the  work  imposed  on  them  by  their  own 
committees.  Whenever  we  come  into  the 
Chamber  to  vote,  we  have  always  thought 
that  we  were  entitled  to  ask  the  indi- 
vidual members  of  a  committee  which 
had  passed  on  a  bill  or  nomination 
whether  they  individually  approved  it, 
whether  they  had  seen  the  witnesses  and 
heard  the  evidence. 

Therefore,  I  take  it  that  most  of  the 
other  Senators  are  in  the  same  posi- 
tion I  occupy  when  I  say  I  am  not  able 
to  pass  individually  on  every  bill  or  nom- 
ination. We  ask  our  colleagues  who 
have  seen  the  witnesses  and  have  heard 
the  evidence,  Is  this  a  good  bill,  or  is  it 
not?  Should  this  nomination  be  ap- 
proved or  not?  And  they  should  be  able 
to  answer  from  first-hand  information. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  if  he  himself  has  seen  the  file  in 
question. 

Mr.  TAFT.  No,  I  have  not.  No  Sena- 
tor has  seen  the  file.  That  is  the  very 
point  I  was  making. 

The  Senator  compared  this  situation 
to  having  heard  the  evidence.  This  file 
is  not  evidence.  The  kind  of  informa- 
tion found  in  the  FBI  file  is  something 
that  no  man  would  dare  to  state  as  evi- 
dence on  the  witness  stand.  At  any  rate, 
it  is  not  similar  to  the  usual  type  of  evi- 
dence. It  ife  a  kind  of  general  collection 
of  all  kinds  of  statements.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  proper  to  call  it  evidence.  I  think 
I  would  like  to  have  an  appraisal  made  by 
someone  as  to  what  is  contained  in  it — 
whether  it  is  of  no  value  or  whether  it  is 
of  value,  whichever  it  may  be. 

In  general,  as  a  matter  of  practice, 
there  ought  to  be  an  appraisal  made  by 
a  member  of  the  committee.  I  would 
not  say  that  if  there  was  an  additional 
Senator  who  wanted  to  see  it,  he  should 
not  be  given  that  privilege. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  another  question.  I  have 
seen  some  of  these  files  on  particular 
persons.  I  presume  that  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  has  seen  some  of  them. 
Often  there  is  factual  evidence  in  the 
files;  it  is  not  all  hearsay.  Is  not  that 
true? 

Mr.  TAFT.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  I  simply  wish  to 
ask  this  question  of  the  distinguished 
majority  leader:  When  we  vote,  either 
yes  or  no,  on  the  confirmation  of  a  nom- 
ination that  is  very  important  to  this 
administration,  very  important  to  the 
individual  on  whose  nomination  we  are 
voting,  and  very  important  to  the  Sen- 
ators casting  their  votes,  in  view  of  our 
past  experience  with  Alger  Hisses  and 
Achesons;  are  not  we  entitled  to  know 
that  at  least  one  of  our  colleagues  has 
seen  the  file  and  is  satisfied  with  it? 


Mr.  TAFT.  It  is  not  important  that 
every  Senator  see  the  FBI  file.  I  do  not 
think  every  Senator  should  see  the  F^l 
file. 

Mr.  MALONE.  My  question  was.  Is 
not  every  Senator  casting  his  vote  en- 
titled to  know  that  one  of  his  colleagues 
has  seen  it  and  is  satisfied  with  what  he 
saw. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  the  question. 
That  is  the  issue. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  ask  the  dlstlngiUshed 
Senator  from  Ohio,  as  I  asked  the  dis- 
tinguished S?nator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
Wiley  1  a  while  ago.  Is  It  not  Important 
that  some  Senator  in  whom  we  have 
confidence  see  the  file  and  say,  "I  have 
seen  the  file,  and  I  approve  of  this  man's 
nomination"? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  have  Just  said  that. 
That  was  the  whole  tenor  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  was  not  what  I  un- 
derstood to  be  the  tenor  of  the  Senator's 
last  remark. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  on  page 
105  of  the  hearings  appears  a  statement 
by  Secretary  Dulles  to  which  attention 
has  been  repeatedly  drawn.  There  is 
another  statement  by  him  on  page  104, 
I  wish  to  put  the  two  together  and  then 
address  a  query  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

On  page  105  Mr*t>ulles  says: 

Secretary  Dtjlles.  No.  I  told  you  th»t  he 
Bald  that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  file 
contained  oome  derogatory  Information,  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  the  reeponslbUlty  oX 
clearance. 

There  the  S^retary  is  saying  that  the 
file  did  contain  some  derogatory  infor- 
mation. 
On  page  104  the  Secretary  says: 
There  1b  no  derogatory  material  whatsoever 
which  question*  the  loyalty  of  Mr.  Bohlen  to 
the  United  States,  or  which  auggeeU  that 
he  Is  not  a  good  security  risk,  which  suggests 
he  Is  In  any  manner  one  who  has  leaked  or 
been  loose  In  his  conversation  or  anything 
of  that  sort. 

In  other  words,  the  Secretary  has  said 
that  the  file  does  contain  some  deroga- 
tory information,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  says  it  is  not  derogatory  so  far  as 
concerns  the  question  of  the  loyalty  of 
Mr.  Bohlen  to  the  United  States — 
or  which  suggests  that  he  U  not  a  good  se- 
curity risk,  which  suggests  he  U  In  any  man- 
ner one  who  has  leaked  or  has  been  loose  In 
his  conversation   or   anything  of   that  sort. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  state,  if  he  can.  what 
the  derogatory  material  related  to.  If 
it  does  not  go  to  the  question  of  secu- 
rity, or  If  it  does  not  go  to  the  question 
of  loyalty,  or  if  It  is  not  something  which 
implies  that  Mr.  Bohlen  leaked  or  has 
been  loo.se  In  his  conversation,  or  any- 
thing of  that  sort,  then  to  what  does  It 
relate?  Did  the  committee  have  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  character  of  the 
derogatory  information? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  I  had  better  take 
the  Senator  aside  and  answer  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  In  a  moment.  That,  it 
seems  to  me.  would  throw  some  light  on 
the  situation. 

Mr.  vm^EY.  That  was  not  a  face- 
tious answer.    In  the  judgment  of  the 


Secretary,  and  I  am  sure  In  the  Judg- 
ment of  those  who  listened  to  the  rumor. 
it  did  not  go  to  the  question  of  loyalty 
or  ."security. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  it  go  to  the  question 
of  his  desirability  or  suitability  as  an  am- 
bassador? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  sure  that  if  some- 
one made  a  slanderoixs  remark  about 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  it  would 
have  no  effect  whatever  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  security  or  loyalty,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  might  very  well  be; 
and  it  may  very  well  be  that  this  was 
a  .slanderous  remark  so  far  as  Mr.  Bohlen 
wa.s  concerned.  But  at  least  I  should 
like  to  have  the  assurance  of  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  on  one  point.  If  it 
did  not  relate  to  security  or  loyalty,  but 
related  to  something  else,  was  it  of  sub- 
stantial character,  so  that  the  chairman 
thought  it  was  really  derogatory?  If  it 
wa.s  of  no  substance,  if  it  was  trash, 
«hy  not  make  a  fiat  statement  to  that 
effect? 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  was  the  judgment  of 
the  committee  that  there  was  no  sub- 
stance to  it.  As  was  stated  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  (Mr.  SparkmanJ, 
Secretary  Dulles  not  only  gave  us  his 
own  evaluation,  but  he  gave  us  a  sum- 
mation of  the  4  or  5  slanderous  remarks 
which  other  people  had  made  about  Mr. 
Bohlen.  We  agreed  with  the  conclusion 
of  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  much  disturbed  by  the  course  of 
the  present  debate. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota very  rightly  has  brought  out.  in 
keeping  with  the  advice-and-consent 
claa-^e  of  the  Constitution,  that  It  is 
the  duty  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
If  he  is  to  fulfill  hij  obligations  as  a 
Senator,  before  he  gives  advice  and  con- 
sent to  any  nomination  which  requires 
Senate  confirmation  to  be  advised  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  derogatory  infor- 
mation. The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
says  that  the  committee  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  substance  to  the 
charce.  He  goes  on  to  say.  if  I  under- 
stand him  correctly,  that  this  charge 
apparently  was  not  made  by  1  person, 
but  by  3  or  4. 

Mr.  WILEY.  There  were  3  or  4  iso- 
lated instances. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Involving  3  or  4 

Mr.  WILEY.     Rumors. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  to  the  same  acl,  or 
the  .'•ame  charge? 

Mr.  WILEY.  No;  and  not  at  the  same 
time.     Some  of  them  were  years  apart. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  also  disturbed,  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  when  the  conclusion  is  advanced 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  the 
committee  does  not  think  the  charges 
are  a  matter  of  substance.  How  do  we 
know  unless  there  is  an  investigation 
into  the  charges?  .  I  happen  to  be  one 
who,  on  the  basis  of  the  information 
which  I  have  received  to  date,  feels  that 
this  nomination  should  be  confirmed. 

The  Senator  from.  South  Dakota  has 
pointed  out  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
admits  In  the  committee's  record  that 
derogatory  information  is  in  the  FBI  file 


with  respect  to  this  nominee.  I  want  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  correct  me  if 
I  am  mistaken.  I  have  listened  to  all 
the  comments  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  I  still  do  not  understand  the 
situation.  Even  though  the  charges  may 
be  separated  in  time,  and  as  to  nature, 
there  are.  nevertheless,  three  or  four  de- 
rogatory charges  against  this  nominee. 
The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  try- 
ing to  find  out,  if  I  correctly  understand 
his  question  on  the  basis  of  a  hypotheti- 
cal, whether,  if  the  charges  were  true, 
they  are  cf  such  nature  as  to  fall  under 
one  or  more  of  the  criteria  which  we  have 
always  applied  in  the  history  of  the  Sen- 
ate when  it  comes  to  confirming  nomi- 
nations. The  first  criterion  is  that  of 
character. 

When  we  study  confirmation  cases — 
and  I  think  I  have  studied  every  con- 
firmation fight  of  record  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States  Senate — we  find 
that  one  of  the  criteria  which  repeats 
itself  over  and  over  again  in  such  cases 
is  that  of  character.  Is  he  a  man  of  good 
character?  I  want  to  know  whether  or 
not  the  alleged  derogatory  information 
about  Bohlen  reflects  on  the  nominee's 
character.  I  should  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  It  did,  or  that  it  could  be  sub- 
stantiated, if  it  is  of  that  nature. 

The  second  criterion  is  that  of  loyalty 
to  his  country  and  to  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment. We  have  applied  it  over  and 
over  again  in  the  history  of  confirmation 
fights  in  the  Senate.  I  judge  from  what 
the  Secretary  of  State  says  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  file  which  reflects  upon 
Mr.  Bohlen's  loyalty  or  upon  him  as  be- 
ing a  good  security  risk.  I  take  it  he  is 
cleared  on  that  point. 

The  third  criterion  is  whether  or  not 
he  is  a  man  of  competence  to  carry  out 
the  President's  policies — not  competence 
to  carry  out  what  we  might  require,  if 
we  were  an  appointing  authority.  We 
do  not  have  the  power  to  appoint.  We 
have  only  the  power  to  give  advice  and 
consent.  I  think  it  is  well  established 
by  the  history  of  the  advice-and-consent 
clause  that  it  is  language  of  limitation. 
It  is  subordinate  language  to  the  lan- 
guage of  appointment  in  the  Constitu- 
tion. I  judge  that  there  is  no  question 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Bohlen  on  the  score 
of  competency. 

Then,  of  course,  there  is  the  overall 
requirement  that  the  nominee  have  no 
vested  personal  interest  in  the  office,  so 
that  it  could  be  said  that  he  might  be 
influenced  in  some  way  by  pecuniary  or 
other  selfish  Interest. 

Those  are  the  four  criteria,  I  submit, 
Mr.  President.  I  have  discussed  them 
in  years  gone  by  on  the  fioor  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  several  occasions.  Those  are  the 
four  criteria  the  Senate  throughout  its 
history  has  applied  in  confirmation  cases. 
Therefore,  let  us  run  through  them 
again. 

Does  the  derogatory  information  go  to 
Bohlen's  character?  If  so,  perhaps  we 
should  go  into  executive  session  with 
closed  doors.  Such  a  procedure  is  not 
unknown  in  the  history  of  the  Senate. 
Perhaps  we  should  go  into  executive  ses- 
sion with  closed  doors  and  discuss  the 
matter  officially  rather  than  discuss  it  in 
the  cloakrooms.  All  I  have  been  able  to 
find  out  from  discussions  in  the  cloak- 
room is  that  the  derogatory  information 


has  something  to  do  with  Bohlen's  char- 
acter. I  think  Bohlen  is  entitled  to  be 
protected  on  that  score.  If  there  is  any 
foundation  in  fact  for  it  we  should  get  at 
the  facts  and  discuss  the  matter  in  execu- 
tive session  and  stop  talking  about  it  in 
the  cloakrooms.  We  should  take  up  the 
question  in  executive  session  and  there 
thrash  it  out,  because  of  the  four  criteria 
there  is  only  one  that  seems  to  me  that 
has  not  been  covered  in  the  Record,  and 
that  one  is  character. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  has  stated  the  criteria 
or  conditions  toward  which  the  Senate 
should  look  in  considering  nominees  for 
confirmation.  On  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  loyalty  and  security 
were  not  involved.  However,  there  was 
'involved  derogatory  information.  That 
could  go  to  character  or  to  ability,  or 
might  conceivably  go  to  a  man's  per- 
sonal honor  in  some  respect. 

Since  the  statement  is  before  the  Sen- 
ate that  there  was  derogatory  informa- 
tion involved,  it  seems  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  that  we  ought  to 
have  some  manner  of  defining  and  de- 
termining whether  that  derogatory  in- 
formation was  of  substance.  The  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  that  we  go  into  executive  ses- 
sion might  not  be  out  of  order.  It  might 
very  well  be  that  the  whole  matter  would 
vanish  into  thin  air  if  some  Senator  on 
the  committee  could  say  that  he  per- 
sonally looked  at  the  files  and  found  the 
matter  to  be  trivial  or  sheer  trash.  How- 
ever, there  is  certainly  some  confusion 
in  the  minds  of  some  Senators.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  wholly 
disposed  to  support  the  desire  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  a  matter  like  this. 
However,  at  the  same  time  each  Member 
of  the  Senate  has  certain  responsibilities 
placed  on  him  when  he  takes  the  oath 
of  office,  and  he  is  entitled,  it  would  seem 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota, to  such  information  as  is  necessary 
for  him  to  discharge  his  responsibility. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  and  a  great  many  other 
distinguished  men  have  sp>oken  In  the 
highest  terms  of  the  character  of  Mr. 
Bohlen.  The  President  has  known  Mr. 
Bohlen  personally.  He  has  worked  with 
him.  Only  today  the  President  told  me 
about  the  fine  work  Bohlen  did  in  Paris. 
I  believe  the  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee shows  that  there  were  a  hundred 
people  of  the  highest  typ>e  who  spjoke  of 
Mr.  Bohlen's  fine  character.  There  were 
a  few  others  who  threw  in  a  little  filth. 
If  we  are  going  to  go  into  the  business 
of  trying  to  evaluate  filth  in  cases  of  this 
kind,  we  will  never  accomplish  anything. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  whether 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  who  were  appraised  of  the 
filth,  evaluated  it  as  filth? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Yes;  they  evaluated  it 
as  worthless. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE^    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  should  like  to  say 
in  that  connection  that  insofar  as  the 
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hearings  are  concerned  the  question  of 
derogatory  remarks  is  contained  in  the 
two  pcuragraphs  which  have  been  cited. 

My  esteemed  colleague  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Ii4r.  Hickenloopkr] 
asked  Secretary  Dulles: 

Has  your  security  office  cleared  thlB  file  for 
loyalty  and  scciu-lty? 

Secretary  Dulles  answered: 

No.  I  told  you  that  he  said  that  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  this  file  contained  some 
derogatory  Information  he  did  not  wish  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  clearance. 

Again,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  called  attention,  on  page  104. 
in  the  closing  paragraph.  Secretary 
Dulles  stated: 

There  la  no  derogatory  material  whatso- 
ever which  questions  the  loyalty  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  to  the  United  States,  or  which  sug- 
gests that  he  Is  not  a  good  security  risk, 
which  suggests  he  Is  In  any  manner  one  who 
has  leaked  or  been  loose  In  his  conversation 
or  anything  of  that  sort. 

The  distingiiished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  just  asked  whether  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions considered  derogatory  reports, 
which  the  esteemed  chairman  said  were 
so  few  in  number.  We  did.  and  our  re- 
port is  before  the  Senate.  It  is  the 
unanimous  report  of  the  committee. 
We  considered  every  one  of  them.  Sec- 
retary Dulles  outlined  them  to  us.  They 
were  made  by  perhaps  a  half  dozen  per- 
sons among  the  hundred  people  or  so 
who  had  been  examined.  I  will  give  one 
example.  I  am  not  violating  my  re- 
sponsibility as  a  Senator  when  I  make 
the  statement. 

One  of  the  derogatory  reports — and  it 
was  a  derogatory  repwrt,  and  Senators 
may  evaluate  it,  along  with  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations — 
concerned  a  person  who  said  he  pos- 
sessed a  sixth  sense  in  addition  to  the 
five  senses  all  of  us  possess.  He  said 
that  due  to  his  possessing  this  sixth 
sense  he  could  look  at  a  man  and  deter- 
mine whether  or  not  there  was  some- 
thing immoral  about  him.  or  something 
pertaining  to  moral  turpitude  in  the 
man's  makeup,  or  some  tendency  on  his 
part  to  take  action  that  would  not  be 
accepted  in  good  society  as  moral  ac- 
tion. This  man  said  that  he  looked  at 
Mr.  Bohlen  and,  with  this  sixth  sense  of 
his,  he  determined  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was 
a  man  who  did  have  in  the  back  of  his 
mind  such  a  tendency  toward  immoral- 
ity as  to  make  him  unfit.  That  is  one 
of  the  cases,  one  of  the  6  or  7  reports 
we  evaluated.  There  were  15  others 
which  in  our  opinion  did  not  constitute 
such  dependable  information  as  to  jus- 
tify an  adverse  report. 

Mr.  President,  do  T  have  the  floor? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  DcdEota  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to 
me  very  briefly? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GELLETTTE.  I  should  like  to  say 
Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
subject  before  us.  that  there  Is  a  consti- 
tutional responsibility  involved.  The 
Constitution  provides  that  the  President 
of  tti*  United  States  "shall  nominate, 
with  the  advice  and  consent 
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of  the   Senate,   shall  appoint  ambas- 
sadors." 

There  is  no  other  authority  that  can 
nominate  an  ambassador  except  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  He  has 
sent  this  nomination  to  the  Senate.  Was 
it  wise?  That  is  a  question  we  must  de- 
termine as  individual  Senators.  But  he 
sent  the  nomination  to  the  Senate. 
What  did  the  Senate  do  with  it?  The 
Senate  referred  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  so  that  we  could  initi- 
ate our  constitutional  responsibility. 
The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
considered  it  and  reported  the  nomina- 
tion unanimously.  That  report  is  what 
is  before  us.  The  nomination  is  not  now 
before  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee. 

Some  Senators  have  suggested  that 
additional  witnesses  should  be  called 
before  the  committee.  The  committee 
does  not  have  possession  of  the  nomina- 
tion ansrmore.  It  is  before  the  Senate. 
The  Senate  can  either  vote  to  confirm  the 
nomination,  or  it  can  vote  to  reject  the 
nomination,  or  it  can  order  the  nomina- 
tion recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  for  further  considera- 
tion. It  can  also  order  it  recommitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
with  iniitructions  to  do  thus  and  so. 
However,  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Senate 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  I^resident.  I  apologize  for  en- 
croaching on  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  to  such  an  extent, 
but  in  this  time  of  tense  world  affairs  I 
think  it  has  been  most  unfortunate  that 
a  matter  of  this  kind  should  have  de- 
veloped in  the  way  it  has.  I  am  not 
criticizing  any  individual  Senator  for 
voting  against  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation. Every  Senator  must  follow  his 
own  conscience.  No  Senator  is  obliged 
to  vote  for  confirmation.  That  is  all 
right  with  me.  If  Senators  wish  to  re- 
flect on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  or  reflect  on  Secretary  Dulles, 
that  is  their  privilege.  If  Senators  wish 
to  reflect  on  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee and  wish  to  say  that  we  are  dere- 
lict in  the  performance  of  our  duty  and 
that  we  fail  to  perform  our  duty  as  as- 
siduously and  as  thoroughly  as  some 
Senators  think  we  should  perform  it,  let 
the  nomination  be  returned  to  the  com- 
mittee, in  order  that  we  may  take  fur- 
ther action. 

But  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  or  just  to 
anyone  concerned,  nor  do  I  think  it  is  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  to  have  a  precipitant  de- 
bate, such  as  has  occurred  here,  based  on 
rumor  here  or  there  or  on  allegations 
from  some  irresponsible  source. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota for  yielding. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  however 
unfortunate  it  may  be  that  this  debate 
has  occurred  or  that  some  delay  has  oc- 
curred In  the  taking  of  action  on  the 
question  of  conflrmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Bohlen.  certainly  it  will 
be  far  more  unfortunate  for  the  Senate 
to  conflrm  a  nomination  which  should 
not  be  conflrmed. 

The  very  nature  of  the  nomination 
now  imder  consideration  and  the  very 
nature  of  the  times  are  such  that  the 
Senate  should  fully  discharge  its  duties 


In  connection  with  the  confirmation  of 
nominations. 

If  a  matter  which  should  govern  the 
Senate's  decision  on  a  question  of  con- 
firmation comes  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate,  the  Senate  should  take  full  cog- 
nizance of  that  matter,  because  a  mis- 
take would  be  far  worse  than  delay. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBtry.  We  have  heard  so  much 
said — and  truly  said — this  afternoon 
about  the  flood  of  rumors  about  the  Boh- 
len nomination,  that  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  we  should  not  change  the  title 
of  the  popular  song.  I  Am  Always  Chas- 
ing Rainbows  to  I  Am  Always  Chasing 
Rumors — as  is  occurring  in  the  cloak- 
rooms of  the  Senate  today. 

Mr.  CASR  Mr.  President,  many  Sen- 
ators are  trying  to  determine,  in  connec- 
tion with  these  matters,  whether  they 
are  rumors  or  whether  they  are  matters 
of  substance.  We  desire  to  send  an  Am- 
bassador to  Russia  free  from  the  cloud  of 
some  unresolved  derogatorj'  information, 
so  called. 

I  would  not  knowingly  cast  any  vote 
to  indicate  a  lack  of  confidence  in  either 
the  President  of  the  United  States  or 
the  Secretary  of  State.  They  have  my 
confidence;  it  rests  upon  the  mutual 
respect  that  they  will  discharge  their  re- 
sponsibilities and  expect  me  to  discharge 
mine.  So,  the  question  of  confidence  is 
not  the  purpose  of  any  interrogation  ad- 
dressed by  me  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

But  in  the  face  of  the  two  contradic- 
tory statements  in  connection  with  the 
r>ending  matter,  it  seemed  to  me  that  a 
question  should  be  raised  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  derogatory  information  and 
whether  it  was  of  substance. 

It  seems  to  me  that  Is  a  sound  ques- 
tion, and  one  on  which  the  Senate  should 
have  definite  information,  if  it  is  possi- 
ble for  the  Senate  to  obtain  it. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  has  referred 
to  1  of  the  5  or  6  bits  of  derogatory  in- 
formation; and  the  presentation  he  has 
made  would  put  It  more  or  less  in  the 
character  of  the  ridiculous.  Perhaps 
that  is  all  that  could  be  said  of  the  other 
3  or  4  or  5  instances,  whatever  they  were. 

In  any  event,  Members  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  should  not 
take  umbrage  at  the  fact  that  Senators 
have  raised  these  natural  questions.  I 
am  sur_'  they  are  not  intended  to  reflect 
on  any  member  of  the  committee. 

li  the  Senate  .should  say.  "We  would 
like  to  have  a  little  more  information  on 
this  matter."  that  would  not  be  the  first 
time  that  such  a  situation  developed  in 
the  Senate,  and  it  would  not  be  a  reflec- 
tion upon  the  work  done  by  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee.  Nor  would  it  be 
entirely  without  precedent  for  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  Itself,  on  its 
own  initiative,  to  say,  "There  are  some 
matters  on  which  we  should  have  more 
information,"  and  for  the  committee 
then  to  proceed  to  obtain  the  informa- 
tion and  make  it  available  to  the  Senate. 
Certainly,  that  would  not  be  the  first 
time  that  has  happened  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Certainly.  Mr.  President,  we  wish  to  do 
the  proper  thing,  and  we  wish  to  do  it 
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as  promptly  as  posslbl.?.  It  was  for  the 
purpose  of  resolving  these  questions  that 
I  was  prompted  to  ask  the  question  I  did 
ask.  It  was  to  facilitate  getting  a  vote 
on  the  Bohlen  nomination  at  the  earliest 
possible  time  and  witt.  the  largest  ma- 
jority possible. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Tte  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  doing  the 
Senate  a  great  favor  by  helping  clear  up 
this  matter.  I  wish  to  say  to  him  that  we 
are  faced  with  a  little  more  than  a  nmior 
when  we  are  told  by  responsible  persons 
that  Mr.  Scott  McLeod  threatened  to  re- 
sifin.  following  the  testimony  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Furthermore,  if  the  only  derogatory 
material  contained  in  the  flle  on  the 
nominee  is  that  someone  is  said  to  have 
believed  that  the  nominee  looked  like 
a  potential  criminal,  certainly  that  is 
not  information  that  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States  could  net  properly  obtain 
and  inspect  in  order  to  clear  up  the 
situation  regarding  Mr.  Bohlen.  There 
must  be  more  to  it  than  that  in  order 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  refuse 
access  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  if  he  will 
permit  me  to  do  so.  Is  the  Mr.  Byrnes 
who  has  been  referred  to  many  times 
during  the  debate.  Governor  Byrnes,  of 
South  Carolina,  the  former  Secretary  of 
State? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  can  Dnly  assume  that 
it  was  Governor  Byraes  who  was  re- 
ferred to,  because  on  page  105  of  the 
hearing,  the  Secretai-y  of  State.  Mr. 
Dulles,  said: 

I  was  talking  to  the  former  Secretary  of 
State,  now  Governor  Byrnes,  who  called  me 
up  un  a  certain  matter,  and  said — 

And  so  forth.  So  I  assume  Mr.  Dulles 
wa.s  referring  to  Go>ernor  Byrnes,  of 
South  Carolina,  formerly  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr  MALONE.  Wa.s  it  not  the  former 
Senator  Byrnes,  who  later  was  Secre- 
tar>'  of  State,  and  who  now  is  the  Gov- 
ernor of  South  Carolina,  who.  while 
Secretary  of  State,  and  up>on  his  return 
from  Yalta,  made  a  national  radio  broad- 
cast in  which  he  affirmed  that  the  proper 
procedure  had  been  joUowed  at  Yalta, 
and  that  everything  cone  there  was  for 
the  best  interest  of  this  Nation? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
know  that  Secretary  Byrnes  made  a  radio 
address  following  his  return  from  Yalta: 
but  in  all  fairness  tci  him,  let  me  say 
that  my  deflnite  recollection  is  that  in 
his  book  Speaking  Fankly  he  said  he 
relumed  from  Yalta  to  the  United  States 
with  one  of  the  admirals,  prior  to  the 
conference  between  Stalin  and  Roose- 
velt which  resulted  ir  the  secret  agree- 
ment; and  that  Secretiry  Byrnes'  knowl- 
edRc  regarding  the  so-called  Yalta  agree- 
ment did  not  develop  \mtil  many  months 
later,  when  he  read  in  the  newspapers 
that  Russia  was  making  certain  claims, 
whereupon  he  called  the  White  House 
and  asked  whether  there  was  such  an 
ameement;  and,  ujwn  being  advised  that 
there  was  one.  he  asked  that  it  be  sent 
to  the  State  Department  so  that  he 
could  know  what  secret  agreements  had 
been  made. 


So,  Mr.  President,  in  all  fairness  to 
Governor  Byrnes,  I  think  it  should  be 
stated  that  if  he  made  a  statement  of 
the  sort  indicated  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  immediately  after  his  return 
from  Yalta,  that  he  made  it  in  good 
faith,  because  he  did  not  know  about 
the  agreement  until  many  months  later. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  may  say  that  prac- 
tically every  Cabinet  officer  who  has 
served  in  recent  years  has,  following  his 
Cabinet  service,  written  a  book  in  which 
he  has  denied  having  knowledge  of  much 
of  what  was  done  while  he  was  in  office — 
or  he  had  disagreed  with  everything  that 
turned  out  wrong  and  was  overruled. 

I  do  not  want  to  cast  any  aspersions 
on  former  Secretary  of  State  Byrnes;  he 
at  least  finally  righted  himself  and 
helped  to  defeat  those  responsible  for  oiu: 
plight;  but  apparently  he  has  now  testi- 
fied to  the  good  character  and  efficiency 
of  the  nominee,  Mr.  Bohlen,  who  is  nomi- 
nated to  be  United  States  Ambassador  to 
Russia;  and  now  the  Senate  is  asked  to 
confirm  the  nomination  on  his  recom- 
mendation. 

Yet  I  imderstand  that  it  was  Mr. 
Byrnes,  the  present  Governor  of  South 
Carolina,  the  former  Secretary  of  State, 
who.  without  having  sufficient  knowl- 
edge, made  a  national  radio  sp>eech  at  a 
time  when  practically  every  citizen  of 
the  United  States  was  waiting  to  hear 
from  him,  because  very  serious  questions 
had  been  raised  as  to  the  soundness  of 
the  commitments  made  at  Yalta,  and  our 
people  were  waiting  to  hear  Mr.  Byrnes' 
opinion  as  to  whether  those  commit- 
ments were  proper  or  improper.  At  that 
time  the  substance  of  Mr.  Byrnes'  radio 
address,  following  the  Yalta  Confer- 
ence— and  following  it  by  a  very  few 
days  or  weeks;  I  do  not  now  recall  the 
exact  date — was  to  the  effect  that  every- 
thing which  was  worked  out  at  Yalta 
and  all  of  the  promises  and  commit- 
ments were  proper  and  should  be  ad- 
hered to. 

If  Secretary  Byrnes,  or  Governor 
Byrnes,  as  he  is  now,  has  not  been  ad- 
vised of  the  report  made  by  the  security 
officer  of  the  State  Department  or  has 
not  been  advised  of  the  FBI  file,  it  may 
be  that  if  he  were  so  advised  of  the 
contents  of  the  report  or  the  contents 
of  the  file,  he  would  change  his  mind, 
just  as  he  did  before,  when  he  wrote 
his  book,  following  his  service  as  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

So  I  would  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  that  for  6 
years  such  nominations  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  us.  or  there  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  us  requests  for  appropriations 
for  foreign  activities,  or  we  have  been 
requested  to  take  immediate  action  in 
passing  so-called  emergency  bills,  for  it 
has  been  said  that  it  is  essential  that 
we  take  action  on  them  at  once,  and  that 
the  whole  dynasty  would  fall  if  we  did 
not  act  on  them  at  once,  that  day  or 
that  week — whereas,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  whole  policy  of  the  Roosevelt  admin- 
istration and  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Truman  administration  were  to  deny  to 
the  Senate  the  information  necessary 
for  it  to  have  in  order  to  be  sure  that 


it  was  voting  correctly  on  various  nomi- 
nations or  various  emergency  measures. 

At  this  time  I  am  very  much  con- 
cerned about  knowing  whether  our  own 
administration  is  going  to  follow  the 
same  policy.  It  is  not  an  auspicious 
start. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  in  conclud- 
ing my  remarks,  let  me  say  that  it  seems 
to  me  the  suggestion  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TaftI,  may  afford  a 
practical  solution  of  this  matter,  name- 
ly, that  one  or  two  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  be  desig- 
nated to  examine  the  file  and  personally 
pass  upon  the  so-called  derogatory  infor- 
mation, and  then  be  in  a  {position,  on 
their  honor,  as  members  of  the  commit- 
tee and  as  Members  of  the  Senate,  to  pass 
along  their  verdict  to  the  committee, 
on  the  basis  of  what  they  actually  saw  ;n 
the  files. 

In  that  manner,  the  Senate  would  be 
discharging  its  full  responsibility  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  should  like 
to  make  one  or  tv/o  suggestions  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  as  a  basis 
for  asking  him  several  questions. 

As  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  I  sat  through  practically  all 
the  hearings;  I  believe  I  missed  10 
minutes  of  Mr.  Dulles'  testimony. 

I  have  been  greatly  concerned  about 
this  matter.  I  believe  there  is  some  mis- 
conception which  has  gained  a  little  cur- 
rency this  afternoon,  and  that  is  the  mis- 
conception that  positive  proof  is  neces- 
sary in  these  matters. 

•I  submit  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  it  is  impossible  to  produce 
proof  today  as  to  what  somebody  will  do 
next  week  or  next  year.  That  is  the 
projection  of  guesswork,  let  us  say.  or 
judgment.  We  can  prove  today  what 
somebody  did  today,  or  we  can  prove 
today  what  somebody  did  yesterday. 
But.  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  security 
risk  or  loyalty  risk,  the  question  of  analy- 
sis, the  question  of  what  a  F>erson  will 
probably  do  in  the  future,  always  has 
been  and  always  will  be  a  matter  of  spec- 
ulation. Every  time  an  employer  hires 
someone  to  work  for  him  he  must  eval- 
uate the  employee's  past,  and  he  must 
then  guess  what  he  might  do  in  the 
future;  he  must  guess  whether  he  would 
be  a  loyal  employee.  It  is  imixjssible  to 
produce  proof  today  of  what  somebody 
will  do  tomorrow. 

That  is  the  great  misconception  that 
arises  in  connection  with  investigative 
files.  The  investigative  file  of  an  indi- 
vidual who  is  prospectively  to  be  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  develops  evi- 
dence of  past  actions  or  associations,  in 
order  that  the  evaluating  officer  may 
gain  an  idea  of  what  the  individual 
might  possibly  do  in  the  future,  or  the 
risk  some  action  of  his  might  involve. 
We  say  frequently  that,  because  there  is 
no  proof  that  an  individual  has  done 
something  wrongful  in  the  past,  we  can 
be  sure  he  will  not  do  it  in  the  future. 
There  is  nothing  more  fallacious. 
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I  do  not  apply  this  to  Mr.  BoWen,  by 
any  stretch  of  the  imagination:  but.  by 
way  of  illustration,  if  a  banker  wants  to 
hire  a  teller  and  he  has  the  prospective 
employee  investigated  and  the  investiga- 
tion shows  that  he  never  robbed  any 
widows  or  orphans,  that  he  never  picked 
a  pocket,  that  he  was  never  a  second- 
story  artist  who  broke  into  rooms  to  steal, 
but  it  does  show  that  he  consistently  and 
continually  associated  with  thieves  and 
crooks,  robbers  and  bandits,  is  the  banker 
going  to  project  this  showing  into  the 
future,  and  say.  "Well,  there  is  no  proof 
that  the  man  ever  robbed  a  bank  or  an 
individual,  and.  merely  because  he  had 
had  association  with  thieves  and  scoun- 
drel i.  that  does  not  mean  that  I  should 
not  hire  him  as  a  teller  and  put  him  in 
charge  of  the  depositors'  money"? 

That  is  a  crude  illustration,  but  it  in- 
dicates the  purpose  of  an  investigative 
file  which  is  to  lay  the  background  of 
personal  history  in  order  that  the  evalu- 
ator  may  determine  whether  an  indi- 
vidual, going  into  a  certain  area  of  em- 
ployment, might  be  a  security  risk  or  a 
loyalty  risk.  I  hope  we  can  lay  the 
ghoM  of  that  argument.  A  security  file, 
an  investigative  file,  must  be  based  on 
past  activities  and  past  associations,  in 
order  that  the  evaluating  officer  may 
have  as  broad  a  scope  as  possible  in  try- 
ing to  make  up  his  mind,  in  an  effort  to 
determine  what  somebody  might  do  in 
the  future.  We  are  dealing  with  future 
possible  action,  not  with  any  proof  today 
of  what  somebody  may  do  in  the  future, 
because  it  cannot  be  produced. 

Mr.  President.  I  sat  through  the  hear- 
ing. I  am  sorry  that  my  understanding 
of  the  testimony  of  the  rumored  deroga- 
tory aflegations  is  not  quite  so  succinct 
and  clear  as  that  of  my  colleagues.  As  I 
recall — and  I  think  my  memory  is  fairly 
clear — I  do  not  remember  that  the  Sec- 
retary analyzed  specifically  the  particu- 
lar instances  of  alleged  derogatory  ru- 
mor, or  whatever  it  may  be  called,  but 
they  were  more  or  less  lumped  together 
under  a  rather  general  statement  that 
there  were  4  or  5  instances  of  derogatory 
information  in  the  file,  and  that  he  had 
evaluated  them  and  decided,  under  his 
responsibility  as  Secretary,  that  they 
were  not  of  sufficient  import  to  cast  any 
doubt  or  reflection  upon  the  future  loy- 
alty or  integrity  or  security  risk  of  the 
nominee.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  seen 
the  file.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowl- 
edge a  single  thing  that  is  in  the  file. 
The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  elect- 
ed not  to  have  the  file  brought  before  it 
and  examined  by  any  individual  member 
of  the  committee.  The  chairman  elected 
to  have  the  Secretary  of  State  come  be- 
fore the  committee  and  evaluate  it.  in  his 
own  judgment.  Not  having  seen  any  al- 
legations in  the  files,  not  having  seen  the 
alleged  evidence,  but  having  confidence 
in  and  high  regard  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  I  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
specifically  whether,  upon  his  responsi- 
bility, despite  the  fact  that  the  secui'lty 
officer  of  the  State  Department  had  re- 
fused to  clear  this  man,  or  said  he  would 
no%  or  could  not.  the  Secretary  could 
aamre  us,  after  seeing  all  the  evidence 
in  the  file,  that  he  considered  this  man 
to  be  a  good  security  and  loyalty  risk. 


When  he  said  he  did.  and  with  the  ap- 
pointment by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  expressing  confidence.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  I  had  no  other  course  than  to 
sustain  this  appointment.  It  is  entirely 
beside  the  point  whether  I  would  have 
sent  Mr.  Bohlen's  name  to  the  Senate. 
It  is  entirely  beside  the  point  whether 
I  might  or  might  not  feel  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  is  a  proper  representative  to  be 
sent  to  Moscow.  The  only  thing  I  have 
to  go  on  is  the  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  in  whom  I  have  confidence, 
as  I  have  confidence  in  the  President, 
that  the  Secretary  has  gone  through  the 
file  and  through  the  evidence,  and  it  is  his 
solemn  assurance  to  us  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
is  not  a  security  or  loyalty  risk.  I  ha\e 
been  denied,  in  effect,  the  right  to  see 
the  file,  and  I  make  no  complaint  at  this 
moment  about  that.  But  what  I  have 
indicated  is  what  I  have  to  rely  on. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  is  the 
underlying  situation  involved  here.  I 
assure  the  Senator,  if  I  had  proof  of  any 
particular  thing,  I  would  give  it  to  him. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been 
impossible  for  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  find  a  statement  in  the  hear- 
ings to  the  effect  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  said  that  he,  himself,  ever  did  go 
through  the  file. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     May  I  quote? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  only  thing  I  find  is 
that  he  went  through  the  FBI  report, 
the  summary.  He  said,  "I  received,  a 
day  ago,  a  summary  of  the  report  of  the 
FBI."  Then,  on  page  106.  in  response 
to  a  question  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 
he  said: 

I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  clearing. 
I  gave  you  my  evaluation  of  the  security 
report,  the  FBI  report. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  If  the  Senator 
will  read  further  down  the  page.  I  put  it 
in  this  way: 

Well,  may  I  put  It  another  way?  Do  I 
understand  you — 

Refer.ing  to  the  Secretary  of  State — 

then,  to  assure  the  committee  that  you 
believe  Mr.  Bohlen.  based  on  the  full  field 
Investigation  and  whatever  you  know  about 
the  situation,  is  a  good  security  and  loyalty 
risk? 

Mr.  I>ulles  replied.  "Yes." 

I  consider  that  as  being  all-inclusive. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
found  no  statement  to  indicate  that  the 
Secretary  read  the  file.  The  only  state- 
ment I  find  is  that  he  said  he  saw  a  sum- 
mary of  the  report  by  the  FBI  and  evalu- 
ated it. 

Further,  Mr.  President,  the  question 
which  the  Senator  from  Iowa  pro- 
pounded, which  went  to  loyalty  and  se- 
curity, did  not  go  to  other  features  of 
the  man's  fitness  for  the  position.  The 
derogatory  information  apparently  went 
to  something  other  than  loyalty  or  secu- 
rity risks.  It  is  on  that  point  that  I  feel 
the  Senate  could  vote  with  considerably 
more  confidence  if  some  members  of  the 
committee  had  actually  looked  at  the  file 
and  then  stated,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  a  Senator  representing  us,  that  the 
derogatory  information  is  not  substan- 
tial in  character  and  is  not  important  in 
our  consideration  of  the  question. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  May  I  suggest 
to  the  Senator  that  the  Secretary   of 


State  Is,  In  fact,  the  security  officer  of 
the  State  Department?  He  is  the  head 
of  that  Department.  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  the  Under  Secretary,  the  Assist- 
ant Secretary,  and  every  other  officer  in 
that  Department,  because  he  has  the 
authority  and  responsibiUty.  and.  as  a 
rule,  he  only  delegates  authority  to 
under  officers.  So  he  has  the  responsi- 
bility, the  power,  and  the  authority  to 
make  determinations. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  word 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  word  of 
any  other  Cabinet  head  involved  in  a 
similar  situation,  were  the  only  thing  to 
be  considered,  there  would  be  no  Justi- 
fication for  ever  bringing  a  nomination 
to  the  Senate  for  confirmation. 

Why  bother  with  the  process  of  con- 
firmation if  the  opinion  of  the  executive 
branch  in  not  to  be  checked  by  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Senate — and  how  Judge 
without  someone  seeing  the  evidence  for 
the  Senate  to  evaluate  from  our  point 
of  view? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  want 
to  make  a  very  few  remarks  in  my  own 
time  on  this  question.  I  had  not  ex- 
pected to  discuss  the  matter,  but  the  de- 
bate this  afternoon  makes  it.  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  important  that  I  make 
a  record  in  regard  to  certain  points 
which  have  been  discussed  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  this  afternoon. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  is  perhaps  one  of  3  or  4 
outstanding  authorities  on  the  Soviet 
Union.  In  these  critical  days  I  think 
we  had  better  have  in  Moscow  as  the 
Ambassador  from  the  United  States  to 
Rus.'^ia  a  man  who  knows  something 
about  Russia.  That  is  why.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  had  assumed  that  this  was  an 
outstandingly  fine  nomination,  and  it 
has  been  my  expectation,  and  it  is  still 
my  hope,  that  I  can  vote  to  confirm  the 
nominee. 

The  second  point  I  want  to  make,  Mr. 
President,  is  that  it  is  also  important 
that  in  our  exercise  of  the  advice-and- 
consent  claufe  of  the  Constitution,  as  a 
Senate,  we  follow  a  course  of  action  that 
Will  send  to  Moscow  a  strong  ambas- 
sador, not  one  w  ho,  in  large  measure,  we 
have  destroyed  before  we  send  him  there. 

We  cannot  erase  the  debate  of  this 
afternoon  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  which  is  written  in  indelible  chalk 
on  the  blackboard  of  history.  I  think 
that  debate  places  tlie  duty  on  the  Sen- 
ate to  go  into  more  detail  to  ascertain 
what  the  facts  are.  so  that  if  we  confirm 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  he  will  be 
sent  to  Moscow  a  strong  man  and  not 
one  who  has  been  weakened  in  public 
opinion  at  home  and  abroad. 

If  we  let  this  record  stand,  I  respect- 
fully submit  we  have  done  damage,  so 
far  as  the  international  standing  of  our 
representative  in  Mascow  is  concerned, 
because  we  would  have  to  say  that  the 
present  status  of  the  whole  situation  is 
one  of  suspended  doubt. 

The  third  point  I  want  to  make  deals 
with  what  I  think,  as  one  Member  of  the 
Senate,  Is  now  the  duty  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
GiLLKTTij.   I  sent  a  message  to  him  say - 
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Ing  I  was  going  to  nake  some  comments 
on  his  speech,  and  he  very  kindly  came 
to  my  desk  and  said  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  be  at  a  corference.  but  that  he 
would  be  perfectly  isatlsfied  for  me  to  go 
ahead  and  make  ray  comments  In  his 
abJ^ence.  I  do  not  iigree  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  thac  this  matter  is  now 
in  the  hands  of  the  Senate.  It  is  true 
that  in  the  earlier  days  of  the  Senate. 
when  a  committee  brought  a  bill  or  a 
nomination  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
it  did  not  proceed  further  to  discuss  the 
bill  or  the  nomlnaton  unless  the  matter 
was  recommitted  tc  the  committee.  But 
in  recent  years  other  precedents  have 
been  established  in  the  Senate,  and  now, 
Mr.  President,  It  is  quite  common  for  a 
Senate  committee,  particularly  In  the 
case  of  a  nomination  when  problems 
have  risen  during  liie  course  of  the  de- 
bate on  the  floor  wl  ih  regard  to  the  nom- 
i!iee,  to  give  furtier  consideration  to 
that  nominee  without  the  matter  being 
formally  recommitted,  although  the  pro- 
cedure of  recommittal  is,  of  course,  open 
to  the  Senate  and  Ls  open  to  the  commit- 
tee for  a  request  fcr  recommittal. 

The  most  recent  case.  In  my  recollec- 
tion, is  that  of  Aima  Rosenberg.  Her 
nomination  came  t3  the  Senate  and  was 
placed  on  the  calendar  and  was  on  the 
calendar  for  some  days.  There  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  discussion  In  the 
cloakrooms  by  way  of  rumor.  I  shall 
have  something  to  say  about  rumor  in 
coimection  with  my  fourth  point,  Mr. 
President. 

The  Rosenberg  case  was  on  the  cal- 
endar, and  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, with  no  action  by  the  Senate  at  all, 
decided  to  reconsider  the  nomination. 
The  Rosenberg  nomination  was  never 
recommitted  to  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee. We  actually  held  several  days 
of  hearings  by  way  of  reconsideration, 
Mr.  President,  of  that  case  because  of 
discussions  and  charges  which  had  been 
talked  about  In  the  cloakrooms  of  the 
Senate. 

So  I  say,  most  respectfully,  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Iowa  that  I  think, 
on  the  basis  of  tlie  discussion  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  this  afternoon,  in 
the  interest  of  piotecting  Mr.  Bohlen, 
and  in  the  interest  of  sending  an  ambas- 
sador to  Moscow  in  the  strongest  possible 
position,  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate  ought  to  give  further 
consideration  to  tills  matter. 

I  understood,  arid  I  may  have  misun- 
derstood, from  the  comments  of  the  dis- 
tinguished majori:y  leader  that  he  as- 
sumed that  was  exactly  what  was  going 
to  happen  tomorrow  morning — that  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  was  going 
to  have  a  further  discussion  of  the  Boh- 
len nomination  tomorrow  morning.  I 
think  the  committee  should  do  just  that 

The  fourth  point  I  want  to  make,  Mr. 
President,  because  it  is  easy  to  tiu^  a 
phrase  as  a  substitute  for  argument,  that 
tlie  suggestion  that  Senate  substitute  for 
the  title  of  the  old  song,  "Forever  Chas- 
ing Rainbows."  one  which  would  read. 
Forever  Chasing  Rumors,"  completely 
misses  the  point  that  now  confronts  the 
Senate  in  the  Bolden  case.  Such  a  hu- 
morous suggestion  does  not  eliminate 
the  problem.  Mr.  President,  which  has 

XCIX 139 


arisen  as  a  result  of  rumors  In  respect 
to  Mr.  Bohlen.  It  so  happens  that  when 
we  are  faced  with  the  Job  of  giving  ad- 
vice and  consent  to  a  nomination,  and 
when  rumors  exist  that  will  do  a  man 
great  damage,  we  owe  It  to  the  nominee 
and  to  the  country  to  track  down  those 
rumors  and  ascertain  whether  there  is 
any  substance  In  them.  That  happens 
to  be  our  job. 

We  do  not  change  It  with  a  clever 
phrase,  Mr.  President.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Cask]  has,  I 
think,  performed  a  service  this  after- 
noon when  he  pointed  out  in  a  very  clear 
manner  that  the  comment  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  the  record  is  a  comment 
which  goes  to  lojralty  and  security.  It 
Ls  not  a  comment  which  goes  to  the  other 
criteria  which  the  Senate  has  always  fol- 
lowed in  the  application  of  the  advice- 
and -consent  clause  of  the  Constitution, 

When  the  Junior  Senator  from  Iowa 
TMr.  GiLLrrrB]  pointed  out  that  one 
item  discussed  with  the  committee  was 
so-called  derogatory  hiformation  that 
had  come  from  someone  who  thought  he 
had  a  sixth  sense,  it  was  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  that  person  was  a  crackpot. 

How  reassuring  It  would  be  to  the 
Senate  if  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  could  advise  us  that  they  had 
had  presented  to  them  all  the  other  de- 
rogatory Information  that  was  referred 
to  by  Mr.  Dulles,  but  apparently,  as  I 
read  the  record,  was  never.  In  any  detail, 
presented  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  by  Mr.  Dulles.  All  he  did  was 
to  give  the  committee  his  assurance  that 
there  was  no  basis  in  fact  for  any  of  the 
derogatory  information. 

Let  us  consider  the  origin  of  a  nomi- 
nation under  our  system  of  Government. 
It  comes  from  the  executive  branch. 
The  advice-and-consent  clause  is  one  of 
the  checks  of  the  Constitution.  There  Is 
not  much  of  a  check  if  we  allow  the 
executive  branch,  which  sends  a  nomi- 
nation to  the  Senate  In  the  first  place, 
simply  to  say.  "We  now  second  the  mo- 
tion. Wc  nominated  Bohlen;  now  we 
second  the  nomination  by  telling  you 
that  we  would  not  have  sent  the  nomi- 
nation in  the  first  place  if  we  did  not 
think  It  was  a  good  one.  We  tell  you  that 
the  derogatory  information  in  the  FBI 
file  is  not  of  any  substance." 

Under  the  checks  and  balances  system, 
that  Is  not  good  enough  for  me,  because 
I  think  a  duty  rests  upon  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  check  for  itself 
whether  there  is  any  basis  in  fact  for 
the  derogatory  Information.  It  should 
check  for  Itself  and  ascertain  whether 
the  Information  is  of  the  crackpot  type 
which  the  JuiUor  Senator  from  Iowa  re- 
ferred to.  when  he  said  that  some  person 
had  certain  derogatory  information  in 
the  Bohlen  file,  and  he  was  the  type  of 
person  who  thought  he  had  a  sixth  sense, 

I  do  not  know,  from  what  the  junior 
Senator  from  Iowa  said,  or  from  what 
anyone  else  has  said.  In  this  debate,  or 
from  anything  In  the  record  of  the  case, 
whether  all  the  derogatory  information 
in  the  FBI  file  was  of  the  crackpot  type. 
I  am  not  clear  as  to  whether  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  gave  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  a  detailed  account 
of  what  the  derogatory  information  was. 


T  agree  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  HICKENLOOPER]  that  it  is  not 
necessary  that  there  be  in  the  FBI  file 
clear  proof  in  regard  to  every  charge. 
Certainly  there  ought  to  be  in  the  file 
enough  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case 
which  could  raise  a  Justifiable  doubt  that 
would  call  for  further  investigation  on 
the  part  of  the  committee.    • 

That  leads  me  to  the  fifth  point  I  wish 
to  make,  namely,  how  we  are  going  to 
get  information  under  a  system  by  which 
the  executive  branch  sends  a  nomina- 
tion to  the  Senate,  and  the  executive 
branch,  in  turn.  Is  protected,  as  it  should 
be,  by  the  separation-of -powers  doctrine. 
This  afternoon  we  have  heard  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
say  in  argument,  and  quite  rightly,  that 
they  cannot  demand  the  file;  that  they 
are  in  a  position  In  which,  after  all.  It  is 
up  to  the  executive  branch,  under  the 
separation-of -powers  doctrine,  to  deter- 
mine what,  if  any,  portion  of  the  file  Uiey 
desire  to  allow  the  legislative  branch  to 
see. 

I  think  that  right  is  pretty  well  estab- 
lished in  a  long  line  of  incidents,  and  also 
in  some  cases,  throughout  our  history, 
bearing  upon  the  matter  of  separation 
of  powers.  But  also  I  think  the  prece- 
dents are  legion  for  the  legislative 
branch  of  government,  when  called  upon 
to  give  its  advice  and  consent  to  say  to 
the  executive  branch,  "Unfortunately 
some  doubts  have  been  raised,  and  we 
would  like  to  have  the  cooperation  of 
the  executive  branch,  so  that  at  least  one 
or  more  of  our  Members  can  resolve  the 
doubts  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  com- 
mittee and  of  the  whole  Senate." 

That  is  why  I  think  the  suggestion  of 
the  majority  leader,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  makes 
much  sense.  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  tomorrow,  when  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  met,  he  would  again 
present  the  proposal  to  have  1  or  2  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  inspect  the  file 
which  he  had  previously  presented,  and 
which  proposal  had  been  txmied  down, 
but  which  I  now  think  would  be  a 
stronger  proposal,  in  light  of  the  debate 
which  has  occurred  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  this  afternoon.  I  understood  his 
proposal  to  be  that  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  select  1  or  2  Senators 
to  represent  the  committee  in  a  confer- 
ence with  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government — ^with  the  President,  if 
necessary,  although  I  think  it  could  be 
done  through  the  Secretary  of  State — 
and  ask  for  the  privilege — and  mark  you, 
I  used  the  word  "privilege" — of  inspect- 
ing the  FBI  file  in  toto. 

In  my  judgment,  \mless  other  discus- 
sion here  will  strengthen  his  position, 
that  procedure  would  be  only  fair  to 
Bohlen,  because  I  do  not  think  Bohlen 
should  be  sent  to  Russia  unless  a  record 
can  be  made  in  this  confirmation  debate 
that  will  so  rebut  the  rumors,  the  argu- 
ments, and  the  charges  about  him  that 
the  coimtry  as  a  whole  will  be  satisfied 
tiiat  the  Senate,  In  giving  its  advice  and 
consent,  did  not  rely  upon  clearance  by 
the  executive  branch  of  Government,  but 
relied  upon  its  own  investigation.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  any  substitute  for 
such  actlcm  now. 
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Let  me  emphasize  the  point.  I  am 
not  saying  that  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  has  any  right  to  see  the 
file.  I  say  that,  imder  the  circimi- 
stances.  it  ought  to  have  1  or  2  of  its 
members,  or  a  subcommittee  of  the  full 
committee,  ask  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  for  the  extension  of  a 
privilege  which  the  executive  branch  can 
grant  to  the  Senate  committee  in  rela- 
tion to  its  own  administration  of  the 
separation-of-powers  doctrine,  as  has 
been  done  in  the  past,  and  as  I  think 
would  be  done  in  this  case. 

The  subcommittee  could  then  con- 
sider such  derogatory  information  in 
the  FBI  file,  which  apparently  has 
nothing  to  do  with  loyalty  and  security, 
and.  I  judge,  has  nothing  to  do  directly 
with  competency,  but  apparently  has 
something  to  do  with  character. 

On  the  basis  of  such  knowledge  as  I 
have  of  Mr.  Bohlen,  I  am  inclined  to  be- 
lieve that  when  that  kind  of  investiga- 
tion is  made  by  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  he  will  be  completely 
cleared.  I  think  we  owe  that  to  him. 
Because  I  think  the  votes  exist  to  con- 
firm the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  no  matter  what  is 
said  in  debate,  it  would  be  very  easy 
simply  to  say,  "We  have  the  votes  and 
are  going  to  confirm  the  nomination." 
But  I  say  that  is  not  fair  to  Bohlen  now. 
I  think  the  only  fair  procedure  now 
would  be  to  have  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  do  exactly  what  we  on  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  did  in  the 
Rosenberg  case,  when  vicious  rumors 
were  circulated  about  Mrs.  Rosenberg. 
In  the  Rosenberg  case  the  committee 
went  back  into  session  and  blew  those 
rumors  and  charges  into  thin  air,  be- 
cause there  was  no  substantiation  in  fact 
for  them.  At  that  time.  £is  my  then  col- 
leagues on  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  can  testify  on  the  floor  this 
afternoon,  if  they  care  to,  that  was  ex- 
actly my  position — I  said  that  we  owed 
it  to  Mrs.  Rosenberg.  It  was  the  only 
fair  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  we  owe  the  same 
consideration  to  Bohlen.  Of  course — 
and  I  speak  now  hjrpothetically — if  in  the 
exercise  of  our  checks  and  balances  un- 
der the  advice  and  consent  clause  it 
should  be  found  that  all  this  derogatory 
information  was  not  of  the  crackpot  na- 
ture that  the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette]  referred  to,  but  that  it 
did  rest  upon  a  prima  facie  case,  then 
how  glad  we  would  be  that  we  did  not 
vote  to  confirm  him  merely  because  we 
had  the  votes.  That  would  be  the  easy 
way  out  of  what  is  becoming  a  very  un- 
pleasant debate  over  this  nomination. 
Senators  are  mature  persons.  Once  an 
issue  is  drawn  we  can  face  it.  I  say  that 
the  issue  has  now  been  drawn.  To  put  it 
very  bluntly,  the  issue  is  whether  or  not 
Mr.  Bohlen  possesses  the  character 
which  qualifies  him  to  receive  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination  by  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  • 

I  for  one  am  not  going  to  accept  Mr. 
Dulles'  statement  or  the  statement  of 
anyone  else  in  the  executive  branch  of 
government,  because  I  have  no  right  now 
to  substitute  their  judgment  for  my  re- 
spQDtlhility.    That  statement  is  also  true 


with  respect  to  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee.  Therefore  I  think  the  F\)r- 
erigrn  Relations  Committee  ought  to  give 
further  consideration  to  this  matter, 
and,  as  the  majority  leader  suggested,  it 
ought  to  appoint  1  or  2  of  its  Members  to 
confer  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
ask  for  the  privilege  of  seeing  the  FBI 
file — not  a  summary  of  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  summary  is  good  enough  now. 
The  committee  should  ask  the  privilege 
of  seeing  the  file.  That  privilege  has 
been  extended  by  cooperative  arrange- 
ments in  other  cases  in  the  past.  On  the 
basis  of  such  a  check,  which  I  say  is  in 
keeping  with  the  true  meaning  of  the 
checks  and  balances  of  the  Constitution, 
the  committee  should  report  to  the  Sen- 
ate as  to  whether  or  not  the  nominee 
meets  all  the  criteria.  I  do  not  know 
why  there  is  discussion  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  only  of  loyalty  and  security 
risks,  because  another  criterion  has  been 
thrown  into  question.  I  think  we  ought 
to  leave  no  room  for  doubt  that,  on  the 
basis  of  each  of  the  four  historic  tests. 
Mr.  Bohlen  is  fully  qualified  to  be  Am- 
bassador to  Russia. 

I  refer  to  the  criteria  of  character; 
competency  and  mental  soundness  to 
carry  out  the  President's  program;  loy- 
alty and  security;  and,  lastly,  the  absence 
of  any  personal  interest  which  might  ac- 
crue to  his  personal  benefit  from  the 
appointment  itself. 

I  respectfully  say  to  my  friends  on  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  that  I 
think  they  now  owe  us  an  additional  re- 
port, based  not  upon  any  statement 
from  Secretary  Dulles,  but  upon  their 
own  exercise  of  their  senatorial  prerog- 
atives in  carrying  out  the  checks  and 
balances  of  the  Constitution. 


PROPOSED  DEPARTMENT  OF 

HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WEL- 
FARE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  legislative  business. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
very  near  future  this  body  will  consider 
a  piece  of  proposed  legislation  which 
in  my  opinion  is  just  as  important  as  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  Mr.  Bohlens 
nomination  is  to  be  confirmed  by  the 
United  States  Senate.  That  proposed 
legislation  is  what  I  wish  to  discuss 
briefiy  with  the  Senate.  I  beg  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senate  for  that  purpose. 
I  intend  today  to  discuss  one  of  the  most 
important  legislative  measures  to  come 
before  this  body,  namely,  the  plan  to 
create  a  Department  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare.  I  am  heartily  and 
completely  in  favor  of  that  plan. 

I  am  in  favor  of  it  not  only  because 
the  activities  carried  on  by  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  are  among  the  most 
vital  functions  performed  by  the  Federal 
Government  but  because  of  the  honor  it 
wiU  bestow  upon  the  gracious  and 
charming  lady  who  now  occupies  the 
position  of  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tor and  who  hails  from  one  of  New 
Mexico's  neighbors — the  great  State  of 
Texas. 

For  the  past  4  years,  as  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  which  examined  and 
passed  on  this  Agency's  budget  requests. 


I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  examine 
closely  the  work  being  carried  on  by  the 
Federal  Security  Agency. 

For  many  more  years  before  that  I 
was  vitally  interested  in  the  activities 
which  that  Agency  represents  in  the 
fields  of  health,  education,  and  welfare. 

I  know  of  no  other  department  of 
Government  which  impinges  more  di- 
rectly on  the  welfare  of  all  the  citizens 
of  our  Nation.  I  know  of  no  better  way 
of  demonstrating  the  interest  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the 
welfare  of  all  the  citizens  of  our  Nation 
than  by  giving  Cabinet  rank  to  the 
Agency  chiefly  concerned  with  the  well- 
being,  happiness,  and  security  of  the 
people  as  a  whole. 

Surely  our  human  resources  deserve 
consideration  and  stature  equal  to  our 
farm  resources  or  our  business  resources 
And  this,  in  essence,  is  behind  our  pres- 
ent proposal. 

There  was  a  time,  not  so  long  ago  In 
our  history,  when  that  simple  prop>osi< 
tion  was  not.  by  any  means,  as  fully  ac- 
cepted as  it  is  today. 

A  review  of  the  development  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency  during  the  past 
few  years  or  so  can  be,  I  think,  instruc- 
tive, not  only  in  showing  the  develop- 
ment of  this  concept  but  in  illustrating 
the  extent  of  the  present  programs  and 
demonstrating  why  the  proposal  for  Cab- 
inet status  for  those  In  charge  of  these 
programs  deserves  immediate  affirmative 
action. 

It  was  nearly  16  years  ago — several 
years  before  the  creation  of  the  Federal 
Security  Agency — that  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  was  passed. 

There  were,  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  legislation.  Federal  programs  which 
were  concerned,  in  the  broadest  sense, 
with  the  welfare  of  our  population.  In- 
deed, all  Federal  programs  have  as  their 
ultimate  aim  the  general  welfare.  How- 
ever, I  believe  that  I  am  safe  in  saying 
that  the  social-security  legislation  of 
1935  was  an  especially  significant  mile- 
stone in  our  history,  for  it  wrote  into  law 
the  concept  of  continuing  Federal  inter- 
est in  social  security.  Moreover,  by 
rightfully  singling  out  the  aged,  the 
needy  blind,  and  dependent  children  as 
of  particular  concern  to  society,  it  set 
an  important  precedent — that  the  Na- 
tion recognized  responsibility  for  the 
welfare  of  those  who  had  served  society 
well  or,  through  no  fault  of  their  own. 
were  dependent  on  society  for  their 
maintenance. 

When  the  Federal  Security  Agency  was 
established  in  1939.  the  purpose  was  to 
bring  together  under  one  head  the  bulk 
of  the  programs  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment devoted  to  this  concept  of  general 
welfare. 

What  are  these  programs?  How  have 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  through 
their  Government,  united  to  get  the 
things  they  want  for  themselves  and 
their  children? 

In  the  area  of  health — the  protection 
of  the  health  of  ones  neighborhood  and 
of  the  Nation — there  are  the  many,  di- 
verse, and  highly  important  tasks-  of  the 
155-year-old  Public  Health  Service. 

Such  problems  as  sanitation,  venereal 
disease,  tui>erculosis,  cancer,  mental  ill- 
ness, quarantine,  hospital  construction. 
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neurology,  blindness,  and  other  slck- 
nes.ses  are  its  daily  concern.  Through 
its  own  research  and  the  Service's  pro- 
gram of  grants-in-aid  for  research  to 
American  universities,  hospitals,  and 
private  research  organizations,  it  is  aid- 
ing in  the  struggle  against  illness  and 
for  a  healthier,  huppier,  and  more  pro- 
ductive America.  Through  grants  to 
the  States  and  in  the  form  of  technical 
a.ssistance.  demonstrations,  and  team- 
work in  fighting  epidemics,  the  Senrice 
plays  an  irreplaceable  role  protecting 
the  community  against  disease.  Its 
quarantine  service  protects  the  Nation 
aeainst  epidemics  from  abroad.  Its  ad- 
ministration of  the  Hill-Burton  Hos- 
pital Construction  Act  is  aidlxig  in  the 
enormous  job  of  adding  thousaiuls  of 
needed  beds  to  the  Nation's  hospitals. 
Its  stream  pollution,  industrial  health. 
and  other  health  programs  touch  the 
lives,  in  some  measure,  of  all  of  us. 

In  creating  a  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  we  will  be  pro- 
viding the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Pub- 
lic Health  Service  and  his  aids  with 
added  strength  for  carrying  out  these 
important  duties. 

In  the  area  of  education,  there  is  the 
job  of  the  Office  of  Education,  another 
great  part  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency.  The  roots  of  our  Federal  Inter- 
est in  education  go  back  a  long  way — to 
1867.  just  after  the  Civil  War.  Thatwaa 
the  year  in  which  the  office  was  first  es- 
tablished to  "promote  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation throughout  the  country." 

Through  research  in  teaching  prob- 
lems, by  advice  and  help  to  schools  and 
teachers,  through  State  authorities,  and 
by  tinancial  aid  for  certain  kinds  of  ed- 
ucation, the  Office  of  Education  today 
continues  to  carry  out  that  purpose. 
Federal  funds,  for  example,  have  been 
going  to  land-grant  colleges  for  almost 
150  years.  And  most  of  our  States  today 
are  receiving  Federal  funds  for  voca- 
tional education  and  training  in  farm- 
ing, home  economics.  Industry,  and 
business. 

I  have  mentioned  social  security  as  an 
important  milestone  in  American  history. 
How  does  the  Nation's  social-security 
program  operate  today? 

Elssentially.  there  are  two  lines  of  de- 
fense which  the  Federal  Security  Agen- 
cy s  social-security  program  maintains 
again.st  human  problems  of  security  and 
survival.  They  are  old-age  and  survivors 
iixsurance  and  public  assistance. 

Old-age  and  survivors  insurance,  by 
building  up  protection  against  loss  of 
family  income  through  old  age  or  death. 
contributes  not  only  to  the  stability  of 
our  economy  but  provides  many  millions 
of  American  citizens  with  a  minimum 
.security  that  contributes  immeasurably 
to  individual  happiness,  well-being,  and. 
I  have  no  doubt,  as  well  to  our  general 
productivity. 

Old-age  and  survivors  insurance  bene- 
fits need,  of  course,  to  be  extended  to 
many  more  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our 
working  population.  I  am  glad  to  note 
that  the  President  contemplates  submit- 
ting legislation  designed  to  broaden  the 
present  social -security  program.  With 
our  rapidly  aging  population,  old-age 
security  has  become  an  increasingly  seri- 
ous national  problem. 


It  seems  clear  to  me  that  the  creation 
of  a  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  should  give  added  Impetus 
to  such  legislation  and,  by  strengthening 
the  hand  of  the  present  Federal  Security 
Administrator,  aid  materially  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  such  an  extended  pro- 
gram. 

I  am  sure  that  no  one  will  challenge 
the  thought  that  the  children  of  this 
country  are  our  greatest  national  asset. 

The  new  Department  will  continue  to 
include  the  Children's  Bureau,  which, 
since  its  founding  in  1912.  has  concerned 
Itself  with  the  health  and  welfare  of  our 
children.  Some  of  its  booklets,  like  In- 
fant Care  and  Your  Child  From  One  To 
Six,  have  been  read  and  pondered  in 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  American 
homes  and  have  aided  millions  of  parents 
in  rearing  their  children. 

The  great  work  of  helping  the  States  to 
furnish  medical  treatment  to  crippled 
children  and  of  aiding  children  who  lack 
real  homes  or  who  are  neglected  by  their 
parents  is  surely  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant investments  that  we  can  make  in  the 
future  of  America. 

The  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilita- 
tion, another  unit  of  the  proposed  new 
Department,  cooperates  with  the  States 
in  the  vocational  training  and  placement 
of  the  physically  handicapped.  This  pro- 
gram— directly  affecting  human  beings — 
will  gain  strength  through  the  creation 
of  a  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Security. 

So,  in  my  opinion,  will  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  which  protects 
American  families  by  safeguarding  the 
purity  of  our  food,  medicines,  and  cos- 
metics. With  the  Public  Health  Service, 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  gives 
health  protection  to  the  miUions  of 
American  consumers  and  contributes 
materially  to  the  security  and  well-being 
of  the  American  family. 

The  importance  of  the  work  of  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency — which  will  be  car- 
ried on.  and.  I  have  no  doubt,  in  the 
course  of  time  will  be  strengthened  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare — can  perhaps  be  illustrated 
by  a  few  figures. 

Figures  and  statistics,  in  their  own 
right,  are  cold.  I  would  ask  that  we 
think  of  these  figures  in  terms  of  p>eople 
and  of  our  human  resources. 

Think  what  it  means  in  these  terms 
when  we  make  note  of  the  fact  that  4  out 
of  5  American  jobs  now  have  social-secu- 
rity protection  and  more  than  5  million 
people  are  drawing  monthly  benefits  un- 
der the  system. 

When  we  speak  of  public  assistance,  let 
us  think  what  that  term  means  to 
nearly  5  million  pwrsons — the  needy 
blind,  needy  aged,  dependent  children, 
and  the  needy  disabled  who  are  benefit- 
ing from  this  agency  program. 

Leadership  and  guidance  is  being 
given,  through  the  States,  to  some  28 
milUon  children  enrolled  in  our  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  schools.  Includ- 
ing 3  million  high  school  students  in  vo- 
cational education  classes  who  receive 
direct  aid  from  the  Federal  Oovernment. 

Think  of  the  Importance  that  this  pro- 
gram takes  on  for  the  children  and  the 
parents  of  the  children  who  benefit  each 


day  from  their  Ooverzunent's  interest  In 
education. 

Every  buyer  of  every  drug  and  every- 
one living  under  the  health  protections 
afforded  by  these  programs  is  a  witness 
to  their  Govei-nment's  day-to-day  efforts 
to  produce  a  healthier,  happier,  and 
more  productive  America. 

These  are  examples,  and  only  ex- 
amples, of  statistical  measurement  of 
the  work  of  this  agency.  The  roots  of 
these  programs  go  deep,  into  the  thou- 
sands of  small  towns  and  commxinities 
throughout  the  land.  Their  influence  is 
felt  by  Americans  in  the  farthest  comers 
of  the  Nation. 

This  fact  alone  leads  me  to  endorse 
the  present  proposal. 

I  am  happy  to  support  this  bill  to  cre- 
ate a  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  carry  on  the  job  of  con- 
serving and  strengthening  our  human 
resources. 


SUPPLEMENTAL     APPROPRIATIONS. 
1953 — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953.  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  Immediate  consideration  of 
the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pot- 
ter in  the  chair).  The  report  will  be 
read  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report, 
as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  tbe 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
S053)  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953,  and 
tot  other  purposes,  having  met.  after  fuU 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend- 
ments numbered  9,  28,  35,  and  39. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 1.  3,  4,  6.  7,  11.  13.  14.  17.  21.  23,  26, 
29,  34,  36.  38.  40.  41,  43.  44.  and  45,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  senate  numbered  15,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 

"Capitol  Buildings:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  'Capitol  Buildings',  $800." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Anwndment  numbered  22 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  22.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  in- 
serted by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing: ".  to  remain  available  untU  expended. 
$13,000,000.  <rf  which  $8,000,000  is  for  liqui- 
dation of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to 
the  contract  authority  granted  by  the  Act  al 
October  16,  1951  (65  Stat.  422)";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  87:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  nxu&bered  37,  and  agree 
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to  tbe  Mune  with  an  UBendment  m  foUowi: 
In  Ueu  of  th«  matter  ■trlcken  out  and  In- 
■erted  by  uld  amcivlxnent,  Inaert: 
"Tbs  Wbrs  Hoirsz  Omcs 


"■AUUQKS   AlfD   EZniVSKS 

"For  »n  additional  amount  for  'Salarlea 
and  Mpen«««'.  Including  employment  with- 
out regard  to  the  cItII  eenrlce  and  claMlQ- 
catlon  law*  of  an  economic  adTlaer  to  the 
President  and  a  staff  Incidental  thereto, 
•50.000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
The    committee   of    conference    report    In 
disagreement   amendments  numbered   2,   9, 
8.   10.  12.  16.  18.  19.  20.  24.  25.  27.  30.  31.  32, 
33,  and  42. 

Sttlks  Brnmccs, 
Hoifn  Pkxgubon, 
Ottt  CoaooN, 
Cakl   .Iatvcm. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
John   Tabzx. 

R.    B.    WlGOLKSWOBTH, 

CXiTT  CiJrvzNcn, 
Pked  E.  BnsBET. 

CXABKNCZ    CANMOIt, 

John  J.  Roonet, 
John  E.  Fooartt, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 
Mr.  BRIDGES  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  BRIDGES.    Certainly. 
Mr.    JOHNSON   of   Texas.     I   should 
like  to  inquire  whether  the  Democratic 
managers  on   the   part  of   the   Senate 
signed  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
Arizona  tMr.  HaydekI  signed  it.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  RusselU  was 
not  in  town.  However,  he  was  present 
at>  the  conference  that  was  held  today. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wonder 
whether  I  should  notify  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  All  of  us  agreed  on 
the  report. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  for 
a  question? 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is  not  quite,  clear 
in  the  report  what  provision  was  made 
for  rural  electrification  and  for  the  rural 
telephone  program.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  would 
give  an  explanation  of  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  glad  the  ques- 
tion has  been  asked,  because  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  North  Dakota  also 
asked  me  with  reference  to  It. 

When  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate  from 
the  House  of  Representatives,  there  was 
no  provision  contained  in  it  for  either 
rural  electrification  or  for  the  rural  tele- 
phone program.  The  Senate,  after  hear- 
ings, and  getting  a  budget  estimate  from 
the  present  Budget  Director,  deducted 
$15  million  from  the  REA  and  gave  it  to 
the  rural  telephone  program.  There- 
fore, when  the  bill  went  to  conference,  it 
contained  this  addition  by  the  Senate. 

Then  in  the  conference,  where  we  had 
to  reach  a  compromise,  we  reduced  REA 
electrlflcation  funds  by  $15  million,  but 


jnvTlded  for  only  $10  million  additional 
for  the  rural  telephone  program;  in  other 
wordn.  in  effect  we  rescinded  $5  million 
of  REA  authorization. 

So  when  the  conference  report  went 
to  the  House  for  action,  the  reduction 
o:  $15  million  in  REA  authority  and  the 
$10  million  increase  in  telephone  au- 
thority were  rejected. 

On  two  record  votes,  the  House  re- 
jected both  the  conference  compromise 
proposal  and  an  amendment  to  increase 
the  telephone  program  authority  with- 
out a  reduction  in  electrification  author- 
ity. 

Today  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  met  and  reached  a  decision.  I 
may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas  TMr.  Johnson)  that  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Russell  1 
was  present  at  our  meeting  today,  as  was 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr.  Hatden  I ; 
and  at  the  meeting  we  decided  unani- 
mously to  instruct  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  to  move  that  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  report  and  recede  from  the  amend- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  for  the 
reason  that  the  House  had  voted  so  de- 
cisively on  the  matter.  This  subject  can 
be  acted  upon  in  a  coming  appropria- 
tion bill  at  a  time  when  there  is  oppwr- 
tunity  to  explore  it  fully.  Another  rea- 
son for  prompt  action  at  this  time,  is 
that  the  measure  before  us  carries  ap- 
propriations for  various  Senate  special 
committees  and  their  employees,  which 
will  be  without  funds  unless  this  sup- 
plement appropriation  bill  is  acted  upon 
very  soon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  It  the 
intention  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  committee  and  of  other  members 
of  the  conference  to  have  considered,  in 
connection  with  the  next  supplemental 
appropriation  bill,  the  needs  of  those 
interested  in  rural  telephones  and  the 
needs  of  others  who  have  made  appli- 
cation in  an  attempt  to  meet  such  needs? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes;  to  do  so  in  the 
one  which  comes  first,  either  the  regular 
appropriation  bill  or  the  supplemental 
bill;  and  I  have  so  informed  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Young],  who  was  one  of  the  most 
ardent  proponents  of  the  telephone 
matter. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     So  was  I. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Certainly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Hpuse  rejected  the  two  amend- 
ments which  were  adopted  by  the  Sen- 
ate, what  is  the  present  status  of  the 
contingent  fund  for  rural  electrification? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  There  is  no  change; 
it  returns  to  its  former  status. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  According  to  the 
conference  report,  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  receded  from  Senate 
amendment  numbered  39;  and  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  on  the  part  of  the 


manftgers  for  the  House,  that  amend- 
ment would  appropriate  $1,000,000  for 
grants  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philip- 
pines, as  proposed  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

The  chairman  of  the  Senate  Appropri- 
ations Committee  will  recall  that  during 
the  discussion  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ment with  members  of  the  committee, 
it  was  decided  that  because  of  the  inade- 
quacy of  the  information  available  to 
the  committee  at  that  time,  action 
should  he  deferred  until  additional  in- 
formation could  be  made  available  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Does  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  recall  that 
discussion? 

Mr.  BRIDGES  Yes.  I  do.  I  may  say 
that  in  the  interim  the  new  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Mr.  Dodge. 
sent  up  a  budget  Justification,  together 
with  a  request  and  a  statement  that 
the  appropriation  item  was  urgently 
needed.  That  occurred  in  the  interim 
period  between  the  Senate  action  and 
the  conference  with  the  House. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  sure  I  had 
no  information  which  would  Indicate 
that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  was 
satisfied.  I  merely  wish  to  point  out 
that  I  have  heard  many  rumors  that — 
regardless  of  whether  this  matter  is 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  or  comes  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act — the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines  has  absolute  authority  for 
supervising  this  hospitalization  program 
I  am  .serving  notice  that  before  the  regu- 
lar appropriation  bill  for  1954  is  acted 
upon.  I  shall  demand  some  information 
on  that  subject. 

I  may  point  out  for  the  information 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
I  have  before  me  a  clipping  from  the 
Philippine  Free  Press  of  Manila,  dated 
January  31.  1953.  with  the  heading 
"Hospitalization  Racket."  I  am  sure 
that  if  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
will  read  this  brief  article  he  will  agree 
with  me  that  there  is  reason  for  doubt 
and  suspicion  on  the  part  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  as  to  the  desir- 
ability of  this  particular  program. 

As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  have  any  jurisdiction  or  any  author- 
ity, or  whether  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration is  compelled  by  law  merely  to 
transfer  the  funds,  to  be  exjjended  by 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  the  article  under 
the  heading  "Hospitalization  Racket." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

HOSPFTALIZATION  RACKET 

(By  Fllemon  V.  Tutay) 
When  investigators  of  the  Police  Affairs 
Division  of  the  Philippine  Constabulary  first 
went  to  the  Vis  Medlcatrlx  Naturae  Clinic 
In  Malabon.  Rlzal.  sometime  last  October, 
they  never  suspected  that  they  would  stum- 
ble upon  a  complicated  racket  Involving  hos- 
pital benefits  for  war  veterans.  The  con- 
stabulary agents  were  assigned  by  Capt.  Jose 
del  Rosarlo  merely  to  check  on  reports  that 
some  patients  at  the  clinic  had  the  danger- 
ous habit  of  firing  their  firearms  Inside  the 
hospital  when  they  got  drunk.  But  In  the 
process  of  Investigation  the  agents  found 
that  many  of  the  ailing  war  veterans,  re- 
corded as  "in"  on  the  charu  oX  the  clinic 
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and  supposed  to  be  reoelving  medical  trsat- 
nient  were  somewhere  elae.  They  were  not 
ji:  the  hospital. 

One  veteran  who  appeared  In  the  record! 
a.s  a  patient  in  the  hospital  turned  out  actu- 
h\\y  to  be  attending  hU  claaaee  In  the  Col- 
lege of  Agriculture  of  the  nnlvenlty  of  the 
Philippines  In  Loe  Bafloa.  Laguna.  In  con- 
ti deration  for  the  use  of  their,  names  on  the 
t.ispital  charts,  the  "abaentee  patients"  re- 
ceived monthly  allowances  out  of  what  the 
hospital  collected  for  their  supposed  sub- 
sistence and  medicines  from  the  Philippine 
Vetrrans'  Board. 

When  the  agents  submitted  their  report. 
thplr  findings  on  the  original  complaint 
About  the  Illegal  discharge  of  firearms  were 
ik'iiored.  while  the  portion  of  the  report  re- 
latini;  to  the  racket  was  Inunedlately  at- 
tended to.  Lt.  Col.  Hospiclo  Tuazon,  the  new 
chief  of  the  Police  Affairs  Division,  ordered 
n.ore  men  to  work  on  the  case.  One  team  of 
BL'«iit«  was  assigned  to  a  round-the-clock 
suveillance  of  the  V.  M.  N.  cUntc  while  an- 
(•her  team  was  charged  wah  gathering  evi- 
dence on  the  Illegal  activities  of.  the  director. 

After  more  than  a  month  of  Intensive  In- 
vrstlKstlon,  the  constabulary  operatives  were 
Hhip  to  assemble  evidence  sulBclenUy  strong 
t  >  warrant  positive  action.  A  raiding  party 
«iLs  organized  and  jiut  before  noon  on  De- 
cember 11.  last,  a  strong  force  of  agents  with 
a  security  screen  of  heavily  armed  troops 
rlp.scended  upon  the  suspected  hospital.  The 
raiders  seized  a  large  quantity  of  Incrlmlnat- 
li.g  documents.  Including  receipts  for  various 
Funi-s  allegedly  received  by  patients  from  Dr. 
A:berto  Bafias.  owner,  manager,  and  director 
of  the  clinic. 

As  established  by  the  findings  of  tbe 
scpnts.  the  racket  was  operated  In  this  man- 
ner Under  the  Rogers  Act.  a  war  veteran 
rertifled  as  sick  and  therefore  entitled  to 
h'ispital  benefits  under  the  act.  Is  authorised 
t  ^  collect  MO  a  day  for  subsistence  and  an- 
other MO  for  his  medical  needs  In  accord- 
ance with  the  preecrlptl6ns  of  his  physician. 
This  provision  proved  a  strong  attraction  to 
certain  unscrupulous  Individuals.  Veterans 
are  made  to  appear  as  patients  In  a  hospital, 
d\ily  authorized  by  the  Philippine  Veterans 
Board  to  accept  veteran  patients,  although 
actually  they  may  be  In  their  own  homes  in 
another  part  of  the  country. 

At  the  end  of  each  month,  the  hospital 
criliected  from  the  PVB  the  equivalent  of  the 
I>.itlrnts'  subsistence  and  medicines,  amount- 
ing to  reoo  a  month  per  patient.  (The  PVB 
In  turn  collected  from  the  United  Statea 
Veterans'  Administration.)  Prom  this 
amount,  the  absentee  patient  got  his  cut  of 
••65  or  more  for  doing  nothing.  But  when 
8ome  patients  discovered  that  the  hospitals 
Wire  raking  In  profits  of  from  MOO  to  f 535  a 
jnunth  per  patient,  they  demanded  a  bigger 
share.  It  was  then  that  some  of  the  smarter 
absentee  patients  were  given  a  substantial 
Increase  l.i  their  allowances.  Some  patients. 
It  was  learned,  collected  as  much  as  noo  a 
month  for  the  use  of  their  names  on  hospi- 
tal charts. 

To  add  to  their  cut  some  of  the  more  enter- 
prising patients  acted  as  agenta  to  contact 
veterans  who  might  be  In  the  provinces  and 
not  familiar  with  the  racket.  They  later 
came  to  Manila  only  to  sign  some  papers  and 
Mcnlfy  their  intention  to  take  advantage  of 
the  hospital  benefits  offered  In  the  Rogers 
Act.  Then  they  returned  to  their  own  homes 
In  the  provinces  and  waited  for  their  monthly 
allowance.  Before  the  allowance  was  sent, 
however,  the  agents  first  deducted  their  com- 
mission, usually  rao  to  ^40  a  month. 

At  this  writing,  three  criminal  cases  for 
PHtafa  through  falsification  of  public  docu- 
menu  have  been  filed  against  Dr.  Baftaa,  of 
the  VMN  clinic.  In  one  case,  he  has  al- 
ready been  convicted  by  Judge  Blenvenldo 
A  Tan  of  the  Court  of  Plrst  Instance  of  Rl- 
zal. and  sentenced  to  4  years  and  1  day  In 
prison,  and  to  pay  a  fine  of  P5.000.    In  im- 


posing the  sentence.  Judge  Tkn  said:  "The 
court  •  •  •  could  not  fall  to  consider  the 
fact  that  the  act  committed  by  the  accused 
In  this  case  Is  not  only  Ulegal  but  repugnant 
to  the  conscience  of  aU  Uw-abldlng  cit- 
izens, because  It  diverts  the  funds  destined 
to  destitute  veterans  for  their  Invaluable 
aervlces  to  their  country  as  a  partial  token 
of  appreciation  of  a  grateful  people,  to  serve 
the  selfish  Interest  of  heartless  Individuals." 
Bafias  appealed  the  decision.  He  stands 
charged  in  two  similar  cases  before  the 
Court  of  Plrst  Instance  at  Paslg. 

Constabulary  authorities  believe  that  they 
have  hardly  scratched  the  surface  of  the 
racket.  They  are  confident  that  numerous 
other  estafa  cases  will  be  developed  from  the 
findings  of  government  Investigators.  This 
will  require  the  services  of  a  special  prose- 
cutor to  handle  nothing  else  but  cases  in- 
volving the  hospitalization  racket.  For  this 
special  assignment.  Secretary  of  Justice  Oscar 
Castelo  designated  Assistant  Provincial 
Plscal  Jose  Castillo,  of  Rlzal.  because  of 
his  familiarity  with  the  backgroiuid  of  the 
racket.  Castillo  handled  the  successful 
prosecution  of  the  first  case  against  Bafias. 

In  order  to  be  better  prepared  for  the 
job.  Plscal  Castillo  accompanied  the  con- 
sUbulary  agenu  when  they  raided  the  clinic 
of  Dr.  Jesus  Crlsologo  In  Quezon  City  on 
January  8.  Here,  as  in  the  hospital  of  Dr. 
Bafias.  the  constabulary  found  telltale  signs 
of  Irregularities  and  the  raiders  seized  docu- 
mentary evidence  In  the  form  of  hospital 
charts  and  other  papers. 

The  hospital  of  Dr.  Crlsologo  was  under 
contract  with  the  Philippine  Veterans  Board 
to  treat  30  veterans.  At  the  time  of  the 
raid,  however,  15  of  the  patients  were  out 
on  pass.  This  was  a  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  contract  which  limited  pass 
leaves  to  10  percent  of  the  number  of  pa- 
tients under  treatment.  Under  the  contract, 
only  three  patients  cotild  be  out  of  the 
hospital  at  any  one  time. 

As  a  result  of  the  raid,  constabulary  au- 
thorities Issued  an  alarm  for  the  apprehen- 
sion of  guerrilla  "Col."  Justlnlano  Estrella, 
who  was  suspected  of  having  connived  with 
the  hospital  director  In  committing  Irregu- 
larities. Constabulary  agents  were  able  to 
Intercept  letters  written  by  Bstrella  to  other 
veterans  persuading  them  to  be  hospitalized 
at  the  Crlsologo  clinic  as  a  means  of  making 
money  without  having  to  work  for  It. 

On  the  strength  of  evidence  gathered  by 
the  constabulary,  an  information  similar  to 
that  filed  against  Dr.  Bafias  has  been  filed 
before  the  Court  of  Plrst  Instance  In  Quezon 
City  charging  Dr.  Crlsologo  with  the  crime 
of  estafa  through  falsification  of  public 
documents.  "Colonel"  Estrella  was  named 
as  coaccused  In  the  case. 

About  1  week  following  the  raid  In  Qtieeon 
City,  constabulary  Investigators  swooped 
down  on  a  clinic  In  Cavlte  City  owned  and 
operated  by  Dr.  Rlzallna  Bautlsta-Poblete 
and  her  husband,  Dr.  Juan  Poblete.  Guer- 
rilla Capt.  Blenvenldo  Santos  furnished  the 
Intelligence  report  which  led  to  the  raid.  He 
complained  to  constabulary  officials  that 
while  he  was  treated  at  tbe  clinic  for  only  a 
few  days.  It  was  made  to  appear  In  the 
records  of  the  hospital  that  he  was  under 
treatment  for  long  periods. 

In  a  statement  made  before  Investigators 
of  the  constabulary  and  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  Santos  alleged 
that  he  entered  the  Poblete  clinic  on  May 
8,  1953,  but  left  the  following  day.  He  re- 
turned to  the  clinic  on  July  5,  1952,  stayed 
for  a  while,  and  then  left  again.  He  came 
back  every  now  and  then,  but  never  stayed 
in  the  clinic  as  a  regular  patient.  During 
the  Intervals  between  his  visits  to  the  clinic, 
he  said  that  he  was  never  given  any  pass  or 
furlough.  He  was  not  administered  any 
treatment  unless  he  went  to  the  hospital, 
contrary  to  the  records  on  his  case. 

The  clinic  of  the  Pobletes  was  under  con- 
tract wltli  the  Philippine  Veterans   Board 


to  treat  148  war  veterans.  This  Is  probably 
the  largest  number  of  patients  allowed  any 
single  hoepltal  of  the  34  under  contract  with 
the  PVB.  At  this  writing  (Tuesday)  cases. 
similar  to  those  filed  against  Dr.  Bafias  and 
Dr.  Crlsologo,  were  still  under  study  for  filing 
against    the    operators    of    the    Cavlte    City 

cninic. 

According  to  th^  findings  of  constabulary 
Investigators,  certain  officials  and  employees 
of  the  Philippine  Veterans  Board  will  {prob- 
ably be  Involved  before  the  whole  mess  Is 
cleared  up.  It  Is  pointed  out  that  agents  of 
the  racketeering  hospitals  found  no  trouble 
In  having  the  papers  of  applicants  for  hos- 
pitalization under  the  Rogers  Act  approved 
promptly  by  simply  dealing  with  these  offi- 
cials and  employees.  Hospital  owners  have 
also  complained  that  they  could  not  collect 
from  the  PVB  unless  they  shelled  out  to 
these  mtilcters.  In  making  their  collections 
for  the  hospitalization  of  war  veterans,  the 
hoepltal  operators  do  not  deal  directly  with 
the  Manila  office  of  the  United  States  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  which  administers 
the  Rogers  hospitalization  benefiu  to  Fili- 
pino veterans,  but  with  the  PVB,  which  in 
turn  collects  from  the  USVA. 

In  this  connection.  It  Is  significant  to 
note  that  MaJ.  Oen.  Gulllermo  B.  Francisco, 
acting  chairman  of  the  Philippine  Veterans 
Board,  has  asked  for  the  investigation  of 
PVB  personnel  reported  to  have  enriched 
themselves  in  office.  In  his  letter  to  Senator 
Lorenzo  M.  Tafiada,  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Blue  Ribbon  Committee,  General  Francisco 
said  that  some  PVB  officials  and  employees 
have  been  reported  to  him  as  living  beyond 
their  legitimate  means  as  government  offi- 
cials. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Idaho,  who  is  an  ardent  champion  of 
economy  and  is  also  an  ardent  champion 
of  what  is  right,  that  he  has  very  ample 
grounds  for  making  the  statement  he 
has  made.  However,  none  of  the  $1 
million  conferred  In  this  bill  will  go  for 
construction  of  hospitals;  it  is  exclu- 
sively for  medical  expenses  of  veterans. 
When  the  regular  Independent  Offices 
appropriation  bill  comes  along,  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  to  look  into  the 
matter;  and  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  see  that 
this  matter  is  gone  into  completely  and 
thoroughly.  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  absolutely  correct  in  the  posi- 
tion he  takes. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  thank  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee.  I  have  abso- 
lutely no  reason  to  oppose  any  appro- 
priation in  implementation  of  funds  for 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  for  the 
hospitalization  of  veterans  of  World 
War  n. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  evidence 
that  there  have  been  abuses  and  ex- 
ploitation, and  that  the  veterans  of  the 
Republic  of  the  Philippines  who  are  in- 
tended to  be  the  boieflciarles  of  this 
program  are  t)ecoming  the  itmocent  vic- 
tims of  a  hospitalization  racket.  Cer- 
tainly It  is  our  business  to  investigate 
before  we  make  the  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  1954. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  agree  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
action  on  certain  amendmoits  of  tbe 
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Senate  to  House  bill  3053.  which  was 
read,  as  follows: 

Im  thz  Houbb  or  RKmaurrAnvB.  U.  8.. 

March  19.  1953. 

Reaaived,  That  Uu  House  recede  frc»n  its 
dlaagreenkent  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate numbered  2,  6.  8,  10,  12.  10.  18.  19.  20,  25, 
30.  SI.  83.  and  42  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  3053)  en- 
titled "An  act  ""»fc^«"g  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1958,  and  for  other  purposes,"  and  concur 
therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 84  to  said  bill  and  concw  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  of  "$38,000,000"  in  said  amendment, 
insert  "$24,000,000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 37  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert 
":  Prxyvided,  That  for  the  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning July  1,  1953,  and  for  the  succeeding 
fiscal  yecu-,  each  local  educational  agency 
of  a  State,  which  provides  free  public  edu- 
cation during  such  year  for  children  who 
reside  with  a  parent  employed  by  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  on  Federal  property, 
other  than  in  the  District  of  Colimibla,  sit- 
uated within  reasonable  commuting  distance 
from  the  school  district  of  such  agency  but 
not  within  the  same  State,  shall  be  entitled 
to  payments  under  the  purovlslons  of  section 
8  (b)  of  Public  Law  874,  81st  Ckingress,  with 
respect  to  such  children  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  if  such  Federal  property  were  sit- 
uated in  the  same  State  as  such  agency. 

That  the  House  Insists  upon  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 33. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Hoxise  of  Representatives  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 
24  and  27,  and  that  the  Senate  recede 
from  its  amendment  numbered  33. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


CASUALTIES  IN  KOREA— CONTINUA- 
TION OP  TRADE  BETWEEN  WEST- 
ERN EUROPEAN  COUNTRIES  AND 
RUSSIA  AND  SATELLITE  COUN- 
TRIES—35,520  DEAD.  NEARLY  500,- 
000  INJURED.  NOT  INCLUDING 
LAST  15  MONTHS'  NONBATTLB 
CASUALTIES. 

Mr.  MALONE.     Mr.  President,  an  As- 
sociated Press  dispatch  published  today, 
dc:ted  at  Seoul,  Korea,  on  March   20. 
states,  in  part: 
Korea  Wax  Back  Whexe  It  Began  on  I.OOOtb 

DAT — Troops  Fight  on  in  Fog  and  2  Inches 

or  Rain 

Seoxti..  Korea.  March  20. — Today  is  the 
l.OOOth  day  of  the  costly,  inconclusive  Ko- 
rean war  with  the  battle  line  In  the  middle 
of  the  Asiatic  peninsula.  That's  Just  about 
where  the  boundary  was  when  North  Korean 
troops  invaded  South  Korea  to  start  the 
war  June  25,  1950. 

I  also  have  before  me  a  dispatch  by 
the  Chicago  Tribune  Press  Service,  from 
New  York,  on  March  20,  reading  in  part 
as  follows: 
CANADiAir  U.  N.  Group  Avtoms  "Soft"  Red 

POUCT 

(By  Chesly  Manly) 

New  Torx.  March  20. — Canada's  delegation 

to  Vae  United  Nations  today  reaffirmed  Its 

polley    of    ooncUiatlng    the    Soviet    Union. 

whose  veto  In  the  security  council  is  the 


sole  obstacle  to  the  appointment  of  Lester 
B.  Pearstm.  Canada's  external  affairs  min- 
ister, as  secretary  general  at  the  U.  N. 

Mr.  President,  a  dispatch  dated  about 
March  4  said  that  when  Russia  was 
charged  with  trading  with  and  sending 
war  materials  to  Communist  China,  that 
Russia  had  said  that  of  course  she  was 
sending  such  war  materials  to  Commu- 
nist China  under  a  mutual  assistance 
security  pact  with  Communist  China. 

At  that  time — March  6 — the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  inserted  in  the 
CoNCKKSSioRAL  RzcoRD  th?  controlling 
paragraph  of  the  pact  between  Russia 
and  Communist  China,  reading:  "The 
high  contracting  parties  (Russia  and 
China)  agree  to  afford  one  another  all 
possible  economic  assistance  in  the  post- 
war period." 

■NGLAND-RTTSSIA    MTTTUAL    ASSISTANCX   PACT 

He  also  placed  the  corresponding  para- 
graph of  the  mutual  security  iJact  t)e- 
tween  England  and  Russia  in  the  rec- 
ord, reading: 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  ren- 
der one  another  all  possible  economic  assist- 
ance alter  the  war. 

Ten  or  12  years  are  yet  to  run  on 
those  pacts. 

FKANCX-RUSSIA  M UTT7AI.  SECTTRITT  PACT 

The  corresponding  paragraph  of  the 
mutual  security  pact  between  Prance 
and  Russia  was  also  placed  in  the  Record 
on  March  6.  reading: 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  ren- 
der each  other  every  possible  economic 
assistance  after  the  war. 

These  are  independent  pacts,  and  all 
of  them  are  in  good  standing  with  no 
indication  that  either  party  to  such  pacts 
intends  to  ask  for  relief. 

THE   ATLANTIC   MTTrTAL    SBCURITT    PACT 

I  also  placed  in  the  Record  the  corre- 
sponding paragraph  of  the  mutual  se- 
curity pact — the  Atlantic  Pact — between 
the  United  States  and  11  European  na- 
tions. Including  France  and  Britain — 
reading  in  part:  "encourage  economic 
collatwration  between  any  or  all  of 
them,  to  promote  conditions  of  stability 
and  well  being,  and  to  encourage  eco- 
nomic collaboration." 

Of  course,  it  is  well  known  and  under- 
stood that  Britain  has  recognized  Com- 
munist China  to  preserve  and  maintain 
her  trade  as  usual  between  Singapore 
and  Hong  Kong  and  Communist  China. 

SURROUNDKI)  BT   MTTTDAI.  SECURITT  PACTS 

Mr.  President,  we  are  entirely  sur- 
rounded with  mutual  security  pacts. 
Also  we  were  served  due  notice  of  the 
avowed  intentions  of  England  and 
France  to  trade  with  Russia  and  other 
Iron  Curtain  countries. 

There  is  also  the  information,  which 
now  is  reliably  reported,  and  no  longer 
denied,  that  Britain  has  continually  sent 
tin,  rubber,  and  manufactured  goods 
from  Hong  Kong  and  Singapore  into 
Communist  CJhina,  and  that  such  ship- 
ments continue  to  be  made. 

KEAKtT  100  TRADE  PACTS 

We  also  know  and  have  known  from 
the  beginning  of  the  Marshal  plan  aid 
that  the  17  Marshall  plan  European  na- 
tions continue'  to  trade  with  Russia  and 
the  satellite  nations,  with  whom  they 


have  approximately  100  separate  and 
distinct  trade  pcM:t8,  Including  sending 
Just  about  everything  to  any  potential 
enemy  that  Russia  needs  to  fight  world 
war  m  with  us. 

TMIRTT-TWO      THOtTSAND      tTVB      RTTNDBXD      AND 

TWUTTt      DBAD NEARLY     BOO. 000     INJURED 

MOT   INCLUDmO   THE   LAST    IS    MOMTHS'    MKW 

BAm.s  CAauALnza 

It  is  well  known  and  recognized  that 
there  are  but  a  token  number  of  troops 
from  the  European  nations  fighting  with 
the  United  States  troops  in  Korea. 

Mr.  President.  I  submit  for  the  Record 
a  tabulation  to  and  including  March  18. 
1953.  The  number  of  men  killed  in  ac- 
tion to  be  23.209 — 23,209  troops,  mostly 
American ;  missing,  assumed  to  be  dead, 
223;  missing,  with  no  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  the  Defense  Department  as  to 
where  these  men  are — men  about  whom 
little  doubt  is  entertained  that  they  are 
dead — 9.088;  prisoners  of  war,  2,305; 
wounded  in  action.  95.246. 

A  total.  Mr.  President,  including  killed 
In  action,  missing,  and  assumed  to  be 
dead,  and  missing,  with  present  where- 
abouts unknown  and  with  no  other  avail- 
able information,  a  total  of  32,520. 

The  record  for  nonbattle  hospitalized 
injuries  the  first  18  monttis  of  the  war — 
July  1.  1950.  to  December  31.  1951 — 
totaled  401.628.  of  whom  3,340  died  of 
such  injuries. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  this 
table  placed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricowj, 
as  follows: 

To   March   18,  1953 

Killed  in  action 23.209 

Missing  (dead) 223 

Missuig    (duutltnow^ 6,  08V 

32.520 

Prisoners   of   war 2,306 

Wounded    In    action 95,246 

Men  wounded  and  injured — non- 
batUe.  Injuries  July  1.  1950^  Dec. 
31.  1961— first  18  months  of  the 
war _ __.  401.  82« 

M''n  who  died  as  a  result  of  non- 
battle    Injuries 3.340 

Total  dead  or  missing   (don't 

know  where  they  are) 36,860 

NON-BATTLE-HOSPITALIXED  INJURES  FROM  JANU- 
ARY   1,    195a,    TO    MARCH    18,    1953 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  National  Defense 
Office  was  unable  to  give  me  the  number 
of  hospitalized  injured  and  the  number 
of  deaths  resulting  from  such  injuries 
for  the  last  15  months  of  the  "police 
action"  in  Korea. 

I  have  been  told  that  these  figures 
will  be  available  within  a  few  days  and 
will  be  furnished  me. 

DEATHS  AND  INJURIKa BATTLE  AND  NONBAmJI 

Mr.  President.  I  call  attention  again  to 
the  fact  that  the  total  deaths,  as  a  re- 
sult of  this  war,  can  be  presumed  to  be 
35,860  as  of  March  18,  1953. 

There  are.  Mr.  President.  95,246  in- 
jured in  battle  to  and  including  March 
18.  1953,  and  that  there  are  401.628  ad- 
ditional men  classified  as  non-battle- 
hospltalized  injured  up  to  December  31. 
1951.  The  number  of  non-battle-hospi- 
taUzed  Injured  from  December  31.  1951, 
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to  March  18, 1953,  ia  yet  to  be  reported — 
al.so  the  number  of  deaths  resulting  from 

such  injuries. 

rUBTHER    INFORMATTOM    raSTHCOMXNO 

Mr.  President,  these  figures  were  just 
secured  from  the  Secretary  of  National 
Defense  Public  Relations  Office.  Within 
a  few  days,  I  am  promised  the  data,  the 
number  of  nonbattle  casualties  from 
January  1, 1952.  to  March  18. 1953.  They 
could  give  me  no  information  now. 

I  have  been  told  they  do  not  have 
tliese  figures  compiled,  but  that  they  will 
have  them  within  a  few  days,  and  I 
promise  the  Senate  a  full  report  when  I 
receive  them.  I  think  It  can  safely  be 
assumed  that,  since  there  were  many 
more  men  fighting  during  the  past  16 
months  than  there  were  during  the  first 
18  months,  that  the  nonbattle  casualties 
will  be  at  least  equally  high. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  intro- 
duce a  bill.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  the  floor. 


BRIDGE  CANYON  DAM  AND  INCI- 
DENTAL WORKS  IN  MAIN  STREAM 
OF  COLORADO  RIVER  JUST  ABOVE 
LAKE  MEAD— TilE  LOWER  BASIN 
STATES 

Mr  MALONE.  lit.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  Introduce  for  ap- 
propriate reference  a  bill  authorizing  the 
construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  a  dam  aiKl  incidental  works  in 
the  main  stream  of  the  Colorado  River 
at  Bridge  Canyon,  located  Just  above 
Lake  Mead  formed  by  Hoover  Dam. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(S.  1438)  authortzint;  the  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  a  dam 
and  incidental  works  in  the  main  stream 
of  the  Colorado  River  at  Bridge  Canyon. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Public 
Works. 

Mr  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
Introducing  this  bill  for  the  construction 
of  Bridge  Canyon  Dam.  for  the  storage 
of  water  and  for  power  development  on 
the  Colorado  River, 

This  is  the  fourth  of  a  series  of  dams 
In  the  lower  basin  of  the  Colorado  River. 
and  is  about  as  large  as  the  gigantic 
Hoover  Dam.  formerly  Boulder  Dam,  tie- 
tun  in  1930  and  completed  in  1935. 

THREE-QUARTXaS   OF   A    MILLION    KILOWATTS 
KLBCTRICAL    CNXRCT 

The  Installation  for  Bridge  Canyon, 
which  is  located  just  above  the  head- 
waters of  Lake  Mead,  Is  estimated  to  cost 
$325,310,000,  and  would  generate  ap- 
proximately 750,000  Icilowatts  of  elec- 
trical energy,  which  Li  roughly  equal  to 
the  output  at  Hoover  Dam. 


OUTPUT  WOULD  RXLIXTS  ITOHT  TOWtM.  STJFPLT 

Mr  President,  the  construction  of  the 
dam  would  relieve  th<!  tight  power  sup- 
ply in  southwestern  United  States  for 
national  defense,  and  would  aid  greatly 
in  the  extension  of  necessary  defense 
projects. 


son,  Nev..  which  is  the  largest  titanium 
plant  in  the  world  at  this  moment.  Ti- 
tanium is  twice  as  strong  as  aluminum 
per  pound,  much  stronger  than  steel  per 
pound,  it  does  not  corrode,  even  in  sea 
water,  and  has  many  other  qualities 
which  make  it  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  national  defense,  including  the  con- 
struction of  airplanes.*  giiided  missiles, 
and  other  war  material. 

AID  DEVELOPMENT  LO' 


TITANnTM- 


CLIAR   MATERIAL 


For  example,  more  ix>wer  is  needed  by 
the  titanium  project,  ;.ocated  at  Hender- 


BASnt  STATES 

The  construction  of  the  dam  would  aid 
and  extend  industrial  development  of 
the  lower  basin  States  in  accordance 
with  a  long-range  plan  envisioned  in 
1928.  when  the  Boulder  Dam  Project  Act 
was  passed  during  the  Coolidge  admin- 
istration. 

President  Hoover  signed  the  first  ap- 
propriation bill  to  construct  that  impor- 
tant project,  without  which  it  would 
have  been  problematical  whether  we 
could  have  produced  enough  critical 
magnesium  and  other  war  material  to 
win  World  War  n. 

COST  REPAID  WITH  IMTEaaST 

The  cost  of  the  entire  project — Bridge 
Canyon  Dam — will  be  repaid  with  in- 
terest over  a  definite  amortization  {pe- 
riod, under  the  precedent  set  in  1928  in 
the  construction  of  Hoover — Boulder — 
Dam.  Power  now  generated  at  Hoover, 
Davis,  and  Parker  Dams  is  all  contracted 
for  and  is  in  use  at  a  price  that  will  re- 
turn to  the  Government,  on  a  definite 
amortization  plan,  money  that  was  ad- 
vanced for  construction  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  from  1931  to  1935. 

BPBCinCATIOKS,  PURPOSE,  AND  COST  OF  THE 
DAMS 

Under  terms  of  the  bill,  a  dam  at 
Bridge  Canyon  would  have  a  height 
above  bedrock  of  740  feet  and  would 
form  a  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of 
3,720.000  acre-feet. 

Power  to  be  developed  is  estimated  to 
be  750.000  kilowatts.  Crest  length  of  the 
dam  would  be  1,950  feet. 

Total  estimated  cost  of  Bridge  Canyon 
dam  and  power  project,  according  to 
1952  estimates,  would  be  $325,310,000  and 
would  be  divided  as  follows:  1224,604,000 
for  the  dam  and  reservoir;  $92,219,000 
for  the  power  plant,  and  $8,491,000  for 
the  Coconino  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  the 
Little  Colorado  for  regulatory  purposes. 

Construction  of  the  dam  would  make 
It  possible  to  reduce  storage  space  re- 
served in  Lake  Mead  for  fiood  control, 
thus  increasing  average  available  power 
head  for  the  Hoover  Dam  plant. 

The  construction  of  the  project  under 
terms  of  his  legislation  would  advance 
the  interest  of  all  the  Colorado  River 
lower-basin  States  and  that  Nevada 
could  easily  utilize  one-third  of  the 
power  to  be  generated  in  her  growing 
national  defense  industries  when  it  was 
ready  for  delivery.  The  construction  of 
Bridge  Canyon  Dam  would  take  5  years 
following  passage  of  legislation. 

rURTHER   DEVELOPMENT  OP  COLORADO  RIVER 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
ready  to  Join  in  introducing  further  leg- 
islation that  would  see  the  construction 
of  Glenn  Canyon  Dam  Immediately 
above  Bridge  Canyon. 

CONCLUSION  or  as -TEAR  PLAH 

Mr.  President,  construction  of  these 
dams  would  mean  conclusion  of  a  25- 


year  plan,  first  projected  in  1927.  beamed 
at  the  industrial  development  of  the 
lower-basin  States  on  the  Colorado 
River. 

TIMS  O  OPPORTUNE 

The  time  for  the  construction  of  this 
project  is  opportime.  In  fact,  it  is  over- 
due, Mr.  President,  because  the  South- 
western States  have  utilized  all  of  the 
low-cost  power  developed  within  their 
area,  and  the  national  defense  potential 
of  these  States  is  limited  only  by  the 
amount  of  low-cost  power  and  water 
which  can  be  developed,  and  it  is  one 
more  step  in  the  great  industrial  devel- 
opment of  the  Southwest. 

Besides  producing  urgently  needed 
electricity  and  storing  and  controlling 
the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River,  the 
Bridge  Canyon  Dam  would  serve  many- 
other  valuable  uses,  not  the  least  of 
which  is  controlling  the  silt  which  now 
fiows  into  Lake  Mead,  back  of  Hoover 
Dam. 

riRM   POWER 

When  Bridge  and  Glenn  Canyon — Just 
above  Bridge — Are  both  constructed, 
all  of  the  power  produced  in  the  entire 
lower  basin  States,  if  properly  integrated 
from  Glenn,  Bridge,  Hoover,  Davis,  and 
Parker  Dams,  will  be  firm  power. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT TO  SIGN  ENROLLED  BILL 
(H.  R.  3053)  DURING  ADJOURN- 
MENT OF  SENATE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent be  authorized  to  sign,  following  the 
adjournment  today,  the  enrolled  bill 
(H.  R.  3053).  the  second  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  which  has  just  been 
passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ation of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  imtil  next  Wednesday  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4 
o'clock  and  52  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate, 
in  executive  session,  adjourned  imtil 
Wednesday.  March  25, 1953,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  23,  1953: 

Unttrd  states  ATTORNETS 
Uoyd  H.  Burke,  of  California,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  northern  district  of 
California,    vice    Chauncey    T.    Tramutolo, 
resigning. 

John  F.  Raper,  Jr.,  of  Wyoming,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Wyoming,  vice  John  J.  Hlckey,  resigned. 
Unrtd  States  Marshaia 
Howard  C.  Botts,  of  Ohio,  to  l>e  United 
States  marshal  for  the  southern  disUlct  at 
Ohio,  vice  Harold  K.  Claypool.  term  eijdrsd. 
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Bernard  A.  Boos,  of  South  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  marahal  for  the  district  ot 
South  Dakota,  rice  Theodore  B.  Werner, 
resigned. 

IM  THX   AaMT 

The  foUowlng-named  persons  for  appoint, 
ment  in  the  Regiilar  Army  of  the  United 
States,  In  the  grades  and  corps  specified, 
under  the  proTtslons  of  section  SOfl  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law 
381.  80th  Oong.) .  title  n  of  the  act  of  August 
6.  1947,  (Public  Law  366,  »th  Cong),  Public 
Law  760,  80tb  Ck>ngre88.  and  Public  Law  36. 
80th  Confess,  subject  to  physical  quaUflca- 
tion: 

To  he  lieutenant  colonel 

Harvey  C.  Slocum,  MC.  02267647. 

To  be  captain* 
Undsey  D.  CampbeU.  MC,  Oigi8?34. 
Andrew  E.  Cyrus.  Jr..  MC,  0937119. 
Thomas  P.  Mullaney,  Jr..  MC,  O17060C3. 
William  H.  Sewell,  MC,  01745340. 

To  he  first  lieutenants 

Paul  Berger,  JAGC,  0900345. 

Joseph  S.  Churan.  DC.  0983321. 
Wade  J.  Dahood.  JAGC.  02210938. 
John  P.  Devlin.  MSC,  0749383. 
Jay  a.  Hanson,  DC.  02104363. 
Carl  W.  Lusby.  Jr.,  DC.  0988533. 
Paul  G.  Tobln,  JAGC,  01822077. 

To  he  second  lieutenants 
Robbie  P.  Cooper,  ANC,  N900237. 
Ellen  P.  Gublcs,  ANC.  N804877. 
Kunlce   M.   LeBlanc,   ANC.   N900355. 
Elizabeth  E.  Lothian.  ANC.  N805154. 
Bernard  K.  Mulrenln,  MSC.  01933349. 
Peyton  K.  Pitts,  MSC,  01933538. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  grade  of  second  Ueutentant. 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law 
381,  80th  Cong.),  subject  to  physical  quali- 
fication : 

^jrrest  D.  Tlgnor,  Jr.,  01938S59. 

Philip  J.  CahlU,  01891015. 

The  following-named  officer  for  promotion 
in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  502  and  508  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1047.  Officer  has  been  ex- 
amined and  found  physically  qualified  for 
promotion. 

To  he  first  lieutenant 

Ant    FORCE 

Rlppetoe,  David  E.,  Jr.,  24755 A. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  23, 1953: 

Pede>al  Tsaok  Commission 

Edwsu'd  P.  Howrey,  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commissioner  for  the  unexpired 
term  of  7  years  from  September  26,  1952. 

UwiTEO  States  Attosnet 

George  E.  MacKinnon  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  district  of  Minnesota. 

CoA£T  AND  Geodetic  Survet 
John  J.  Dennody  for  permanent  appoint- 
ment as  conunissloned  ensign  in  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  S\irvey,  effective  January  27. 
1953. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  March  23,  1953 


The  House 
The 
D.D., 


at  12  o'clock  noon. 
Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
following  prayer: 


Ood  of  grace  and  wisdom,  we  thank 
Thee  for  the  gift  of  this  new  day  with 


Its  many  opportunities  for  the  culture  of 
our  jouls  and  for  helpfulness  to  our  fel- 
low men. 

Show  us  how  we  may  enhance  the 
quality  of  our  character  and  our  service 
for  all  mankind.  May  It  never  be  our 
primary  concern  to  add  days  to  our  life 
but  may  we  strive  sincerely  to  add  life 
to  our  days. 

Grant  that  in  our  individual  and  na- 
tional life  we  may  be  more  fully  aware 
of  the  vulnerable  side  of  our  nature. 
God  forbid  that  we  should  ever  presume 
that  we  can  breast  the  storms  and  head- 
winds of  temptation  and  evil  with  our 
own  puny  strength. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  blessed 
Lord.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday.  March  19.  1953,  was  read  and 
approved. 


RULES  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Rules 
Committee  may  have  until  midnight  to- 
morrow to  file  certain  reports. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ABSENCE   OP  HON.   FRANCIS   E. 
WALTER 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  explain  to  the  House 
the  absence  of  Hon.  Francis  E.  Walter. 
who  is  a  member  both  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  and  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  He  has  been 
S3nt  to  San  Francisco  to  conduct  hear- 
ings, and  tills  will  account  for  his  ab- 
sence today  and  succeeding  days  during 
which  hearings  are  being  held. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  LANE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15  min- 
utes today  and  15  minutes  on  Wednes- 
day next,  following  special  orders  here- 
tofore entered  for  these  days. 


HOME  RULE  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
very  much  interested  and  intrigued  with 
the  little  bag  of  tea  we  got  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  Home  Rule  Com- 


mittee the  other  day.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  presages  another  "Wash- 
ington Tea  Party"  along  the  lines  of  the 
Boston  Tea  Party  or  not,  but  it  certainly 
points  up  very  effectively  one  very  good 
reason  why  the  people  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  should  have  home  rule,  the 
question  being,  of  course,  taxation  with- 
out representation-  I  think  that  and 
many  other  reasons  contributes  to  our 
obligation  to  deal  with  home  rule  for  the 
District  this  year.  There  is  in  the  Sen- 
ate a  bill.  S.  999.  sponsored.  I  believe, 
by  some  32  Members  ol  that  body,  and 
I  am  sure  there  are  comparable  bills  here 
in  the  House  which  should  receive  the 
serious  attention  of  the  committee,  and 
we  should  go  ahead  and  make  a  reality 
the  right  of  the  citizens  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  vote. 


SENSIBLE   TAX   RELIEF   PROPOSAL 

Mr  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
and  include  a  short  editorial  from  the 
Cleveland  Plain  Dealer  of  March  14, 
1953. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, a  little  over  a  week  ago  I  Introduced 
H.  R  3911.  to  amend  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  to  remove  the  limitations  on 
the  amount  of  medical  and  dental  ex- 
penses which  may  be  deducted,  and  in- 
cluding amounts  paid  for  accident  or 
health  insurance  or  payments  to  prepay- 
ment cooperative  or  other  health  or  med- 
ical service  plans. 

This  bill  does  not  embody  any  new 
Ideas.  Similar  proposals  have  been  of- 
ferred  in  this  House  before.  That  it  is 
one  which  people  generally  consider 
worthwhile  is  attested  to  by  the  great 
amount  of  mail  that  has  comre  to  me 
since  its  introduction,  strongly  favoring 
the  proposal. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  In  its  general 
review  of  our  tax  laws,  and  in  its  consid- 
eration of  more  equitable  ways  of  distri- 
bution of  the  tax  burden,  that  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  give  this  measure 
serious  consideration. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  insert  at  this  point  an 
editorial  which  appeared  in  the  Cleve- 
land Plain  Dealer  of  March  14,  1953.  en- 
titled 'A  Sensible  Tax  Relief  Proposal. " 
which  briefly  but  very  clearly  outlines 
the  purpose  and  intent  of  my  bill : 
A  SENSIBI.E  Tax  Reliet  PaoposAi. 

One  of  the  soundest  proposals  to  give  tax 
relief  to  those  who  are  most  in  need  of  it  has 
been  Introduced  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives by  Congressman  Olivex  P.  Eolton, 
RepubUcan,  of  Ohio.  His  bill  would  permit 
the  deduction  from  taxable  income  of  all 
medical  expenses.  Including  the  cost  of  be- 
longing to  voluntary  hospitalization  and 
medical  Insurance  plans. 

At  present  only  taxpayers  past  the  age  of 
65  may  deduct  aU  their  medical  and  hos- 
pital expenses.  Those  below  that  age  may 
deduct  only  such  expenses  which  are  In  ex- 
cess of  5  percent  of  their  gross  Incomes, 
which  means  that  a  taxpayer  must  run  up  a 
sizable  bill  for  slckneas  and  Injury  before 
he  can  obtain  any  tax  relief. 

Bolton's  proposal  ntilght  also  be  regarded 
as  a  health  measure,  since  it  would  provide 
an  Inducement  to  people  to  Join  medical  and 
hospitalization   plans   and    to   seek   medlcai 
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rare  when  they  need  It.  without  waiting  too 
long.  They  would  know  that  they  would  re- 
ceive partial  compeniatlon  for  the  ezpenaee 
Involved  In  the  form  cf  lower  Income  taxes. 

This  bill  is  far  preferable  to  any  form  of 
■Kxrlallzed  medicine  that  could  be  devised.  It 
makes  better  sense  to  hare  the  OoTcmment 
encourage  people  to  look  after  their  own 
health  and  to  help  i.hem  finance  the  cost 
through  Income-tax  relief.  Instead  of  taxing 
everybody  to  establish  a  system  of  supposedly 
free   Government   medicine. 


pceempilve  rights. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  co:isent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  may  have  until 
midnight  tomorro\v  night,  Tuesday, 
March  24.  1953,  to  file  a  report  on  House 
Joint  Resolution  22(1. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  fientleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  BUSINESS 

The  SPEAKER.  This  la  District  of 
Columbia  day.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the    gentleman    fro:3i    Minnesota    IMr. 

OHARAh 


PROVIDING  FOR  THE  INCORPORA- 
TION OP  CERTAIN  BUSINESS 
CORPORATIONS  IN  THE  DISTRICT 
OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  O'HARA  cf  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  call  up 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3704)  to  provide  for  the 
incorporation,  regulation,  merger,  con- 
solidation, and  dissolution  of  certain 
business  corporations  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  may  be  considered  in  the  House 
as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  th-;  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
ne.sota  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

TABLE    OF    COirriNTS 

Short  title. 

Definitions. 

Purposes. 

General  powers. 

Power  of   corpcratlon   to   acquire   Its 

own  shares. 
Dealing   In   real    estate   as   corporate 

purpose. 
Defense  of  ultri  vires. 
Corporate  namti. 
Reserved  name. 
Registered  ofHce  and  registered  agent. 
.  Change  of  registered  office  or  regis- 
tered agent. 
.  Registered    agont    as    an    agent   for 
service. 
Authorized  shiires. 
Issuance   of   sliares   of  preferred   or 
special  classiis  in  series. 
.  Subscriptions  for  shares. 
Consideration  for  shares. 
.  Payment  for  shares. 
Determination  of  amount  of  stated 

capital. 
Expenses    of   organization,   reorgan- 
ization, and  financing. 
Certificates  rejsresenting  shares. 
Issuance  of  fractional  shares  or  scrip. 
Liability  of  subscribers  and  share- 
holders. 


Sec.  1. 
Sec.  2. 
Sec.  3. 
Sec.  4. 
Sec.  5. 

Sec.  6. 

Sec.  7. 
Sec  8. 
Sec.  9. 
Sec.  10 
Sec.  11 

Sec.  12 

Sec.  13 
Bee.  14 

Sec.  15 
Sec.  16 
Sec.  17 
Sec.  18 

Sec. 19 

Sec  20 
Sec.  21 
Sec.  22 


Sac.  as.  Shareholders' 

Sec.  34.  Bylaws. 

Sec.  25.  Meetings  of  shareholders. 

Sec.  26.  Notice  of  shareholders'  meetings. 

Sec.  27.  Voting  of  shares. 

Sec.  28.  Closing  of  transfer  books  and  fixing 
record  date. 

Sec.  29.  VoUng  of  shares  by  certain  holders. 

Sec.  30.  Voting  trust. 

Sec.  31.  Quorum  of  shareholders. 

Sec.  32.  Board  of  directors. 

Sec.  33.  Number  and  election  of  directors. 

Sec.  34.  Classification  of  directors. 

Sec.  35.  Vacancies. 

Sec.  36.  Quorum  of  directors. 

Sec.  37.  Executive  committee. 

Sec.  38.  Place  of  directors'  meetings. 

Sec.  39.  Notice  of  directors'  meetings. 

Sec.  40.  Dividends. 

Sec.  41.  Dividends  in  partial  liquidation. 

Sec.  42.  UabUlty  of  directors  in  certain 
cases. 

Sec.  43.  Officers. 

Sec.  44.  Removal  of  officers. 

Sec.  45.  Books  and  records. 

Sec.  46.  Incorporators. 

Sec.  47.  Articles  of  incorporation. 

Sec.  48.  Filing  of  articles  of  incorporation. 

Sec.  49.  Effect  of  Issuance  of  certificate  of  in- 
corporation. 

Sec.  50.  Requirement     befc»«      conunenclng 
biislness. 
Organization  meeting  of  directors. 
Right  to  amend  articles  of  incorpo- 
ration. 
Procedure  to  amend  articles  of  in- 
corporation  before   acceptance   of 
sutecriptions  to  shares. 
Procedure  to  amend  articles  of  in- 
corporation   after    acceptance    of 
subscription  to  shares. 
When  entitled  to  vote  by  classes. 
Articles  of  amendment. 
Piling  of  articles  of  amendment. 
Effect  of  certificate  of  amendment. 
Redemption     and     cancellation     of 

shares. 
Cancellation  of  reacquired  shares. 
Reduction  of  stated  capital  in  cer- 
tain cases. 

Sec.  62.  Reduction  of  stated  capital  (con- 
tinued ) , 

Sec.  63.  Reduction  of  paid-in  surplus. 

Sec.  64.  Procedure  for  merger. 

Sec.  65.  Procedure  for  consolidation. 

Sec.  66.  Meetings  of  shareholders. 

Sec.  67.  Approval   by  shareholders. 

Sec.  68.  Articles  of  merger  or  consolidation. 

Sec.  69.  Effective  date  of  merger  or  consolida- 
tion. 

Sec.  70.  Effect  of  merger  or  consolidation. 

Sec.  71.  Merger  or  consolidation  of  domestic 
and  foreign  corporations. 

Sec.  72.  Merger  of  parent  corporation  and 
wholly  owned  subsidiary. 

Sec.  73.  Rights  of  dissenting  shareholders. 

Sec.  74.  Sale,  lease,  exchange,  or  mortgage  of 
assets  in  usual  and  regular  course 
of  business. 

Sec.  75.  Sale,  lease,  exchange,  or  mortgage  of 
assets  other  than  in  usual  and 
regular  course  of  business. 

Sec.  76.  Rights  of  dissenting  shareholders. 

Sec.  77.  Voluntary  dissolution  of  corporation 
by  its  incorporators. 

Sec.  78.  Dissolution  by  consent  of  sharehold- 
ers. 

Sec.  79.  Dissolution  by  act  of  corporation. 

Sec.  80.  Filing  of  statement  of  intent  to  dis- 
solve. 

Sec.  81.  Effect  of  statement  of  intent  to  dis- 
solve. 

Sec.  82.  Proceedings  after  filing  of  statement 
of  intent  to  dissolve. 

Sec.  83.  Revocation  by  consent  of  sharehold- 
ers of  voluntary  dissolution  pro- 
ceedings. 

Sec.  84.  Revocation  by  act  of  corporation  of 
voluntary  dissolution  proceedings. 

Sec.  85.  Filing  of  statement  of  revocation  of 
voluntary  dissolution  proceedings. 

Sec.  86.  Effect  of  statement  of  revocation  of 
voluntary  dissolution  proceedings. 


Sec. 
Sec. 

Sec. 


Sec, 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 

Sec. 
Sec. 


51. 
52. 

53. 
54. 


55. 
66. 
57. 
58. 
59. 

60. 
61. 


Sec.  87.  Artielea  of  dissolution. 

Sec.  88.  PUlng  of  articles  of  dissolution. 

Sec.  80.  Involuntary  dissolution. 

Sec.  90.  Venue  and  process. 

Sec.  91.  Jurisdiction  of  court  to  liquidate  as- 
sets and  business  of  corporation. 

Sec.  92.  Procedure  in  liquidation  of  corpora- 
tion by  court. 

Sec.  93.  Qualifications  of  receivers. 

Sec.  94.  Piling  of  claims  in  liquidation  pro- 
ceedings. 

Sec.  95.  Discontinuance   of   liquidation    pro- 
ceedings. 

Sec.  96.  Decree  of  involuntary  dissolution. 

Sec.  97.  Filing  of  decree  of  dissolution. 

Sec.  98.  Survival  of  remedy  after  dissolution. 

Sec.  99.  Annual  report  of  domestic  corpora- 
tion. 

Sec.  100.  Admission  of  foreign  corporation. 

Sec.  101.  Powers  of  foreign  corporation. 

Sec.  102.  Corporate  name  of  foreign  corpo- 
tion. 

Sec.  IDS.  Change  of  name  by  foreign  corpora* 
tlon. 

Sec.  104.  Application  for  certificate  of  au- 
thority. 

Sec.  105.  Filing  of  documents  on  application 
for  certificate  of  authority. 

Sec.  106.  Effect  of  certificate  of  authority. 

Sec.  107.  Registered  office  and  registered 
agent  of  foreign  corporation. 

Sec.  108.  Change  of  registered  office  or  regis- 
tered  agent  of  foreign  corpora- 
tion. 
Service  of  procesB  on  foreign  corpo* 

tlon. 
Amendment  to  articles  of  incorpo- 

tlon  of  foreign  corporation. 
Merger  of  foreign  corporation  au- 
thorized to  transact  business  in 
the  District. 
Amended  certificate  of  authority. 
Annual  report  of  foreign  corpora- 
tions. 
Withdrawal  of  fcx-eign  corporation. 
FUing     of     application    for     with- 
drawal. 
Revocation  of  certificate  of  author- 
ity. 
Issuance  of  certificate  of  revocation. 
Effect  of  revocation  or  withdrawal 
upon  actions  and  contracts. 

Sec.  119.  Application  to  foreign  corporations 
transacting  business  on  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  act. 

Sec.  120.  Transacting  business  without  cer- 
tificate of   authority. 

Sec.  121.  Commissioners;  duties  and  func- 
tions. 

Sec.  122.  Fees,  franchise  and  license  taxes, 
and  charges. 

Sec.  123.  Effect  of  faUure  to  pay  annual  fran- 
chise tax  or  to  file  annual  report. 

Sec.  124.  Proclamation  of  revocation. 

Sec.  126.  Penalty  for  carrying  on  business 
after  issuance  of  proclamation. 

Sec.  126.  Correction  of  error  in  proclamation. 

Sec.  127.  Reservation  of  name  of  proclaimed 
corporation. 

Sec.  128.  Reinstatement  of  proclaimed  cor- 
porations. 

Sec.  129.  Penalty  for  failure  to  file  annual 
report  on  time. 

Sec.  130.  Penalty  for  failure  to  maintain 
registered  office  or  registered 
agent. 

Sec.  131.  Effect  of  nonpayment  of  fees. 

Sec.  132.  Penalties;  violation  or  failure  a 
misdemeanor. 

Sec.  133.  Rights  and  immunities  of  witnesses. 

Sec.  134.  Monopolies  and  restraint  of  trade. 

Sec.  135.  Waiver  of  notice. 

Sec.  136.  Voting  requirements  of  articles  of 
Incorporation. 

Sec.  137.  Informal  action  by  shareholders.      ' 

Sec.  138.  Appeal  from  Conunlssioners. 

Sec.  139.  Certificates  and  certified  copies  of 
certain  documents. 

Sec.  140.  Unauthorized  assumption  of  corpo- 
rate powers. 

Sec.  141.  Forms  to  be  furnished  by  Ocmmls* 
aioners. 
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Sec.  142.  Reincorporation  or  Incorjxn-atlon  of 
ezlBtlcg  corporatlonB. 

Sec.  143.  Effect  of  filing  articles  of  reincorpo- 
ration at  certificates  of  incorpo- 
ration. 

Sec.  144.  Transfer  of  duties  of  Recorder  of 
Deeds. 

Sec.  145.  Constitutionality. 

Sec.  146.  Right  of  repeal  reserved. 

Sec.  147.  Time  of  taking  effect. 

SHOST  TmLK 

SEcnoir  1.  This  act  shall  be  known  and 
may  be  cited  as  the  "District  of  Columbia 
Business  Corporation  Act." 

DrnmnoNs 
Sec.  3.   As  xised  in  and  for  the  purposes  of 
this   act   unless   the   context   otherwise    re- 
quires— 

(a)  "Corporation"  or  "domestic  corxjora- 
tlon"  means  a  corporation  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  except  a  foreign  corpo- 
ration. 

(b)  "Foreign  corporation"  means  a  corpo- 
ration for  profit  organized  under  laws  other 
than  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  special  acts  of  Congress. 

(c)  "Articles  of  incorporation"  include  the 
original  articles  of  incorporation  and  all 
amendments  thereto,  and  include  articles  of 
merger  or  consolidation. 

(d)  "Subscriber"  means  one  who  subscribes 
for  shares  in  a  corporation,  whether  before 
or  after  incorporation. 

(e)  "Incorporator"  means  one  of  the  sign- 
ers of  the  original  articles  of  incorporation. 

(f )  "Shares"  are  the  units  into  which  the 
shareholders'  right  to  participate  in  the  con- 
trol of  the  corporation,  in  its  surplus  or  prof- 
its, or  in  the  distribution  of  its  assets,  are 
divided. 

(g)  "Shareholder"  means  one  who  is  a 
holder  of  record  of  shares  In  a  corporation. 

(b)  "Authorized  shares"  means  the  aggre- 
gate number  of  shares  of  all  classes,  whether 
with  or  without  par  value,  which  the  corpo- 
ration is  authorized  to  issue. 

(i)  Shares  of  its  own  stocl%  belonging  to  a 
corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  be  "issued" 
shares,  but  not  "outstanding"  shares. 

(J)  "Stated  capital"  means,  at  any  partic- 
ular time,  the  sum  of  (1)  the  par  value  of 
all  shares  then  issued  having  a  par  value 
and  (2)  the  consideration  received  by  the 
corporation  for  all  shares  then  Issued  with- 
out par  value,  except  such  part  thereof  as 
may  have  been  allocated  otherwise  than  to 
stated  capital  in  a  manner  permitted  by  law. 
and  (3)  such  amounts  not  included  in  claures 
(1)  or  (2)  of  this  paragraph  as  may  have 
been  transferred  to  the  stated  capital  ac- 
count of  the  corporation,  whether  upon  the 
Issue  of  shares  as  a  share  dividend  or  other- 
wise, minus  such  formal  reductions  from  said 
sum  as  may  have  been  effected  in  a  manner 
permitted  by  law. 

(k)  "Paid-in  surplus"  means  all  that  part 
of  the  consideration  received  by  the  corpo- 
ration for,  or  on  account  of.  all  shares  issued 
which  does  not  constitute  stated  capital, 
whether  heretofore  or  hereafter  created  by 
(1)  the  receipt  by  the  corporation,  for.  or 
on  account  of.  the  issuance  of  shares  having 
a  par  value  of  consideration  in  excess  of  the 
par  value  of  such  shares  or  (2)  the  allocation 
of  any  part  of  the  consideration  received  by 
the  corporation  for.  or  on  account  of,  the 
issuance  of  shares  in  a  manner  permitted  by 
law  or  (3)  a  reduction  of  stated  capital  under 
this  act,  minus  such  formal  reductions  of 
paid-in  surplus  as  may  have  been  effected  in 
a  manner  permitted  by  law. 

(1)  "Net  assets."  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining the  right  of  a  corporation  to  purchase 
its  own  shares  and  of  determining  the  right 
of  a  corporation  to  declare  and  pay  dividends 
and  the  liabilities  of  directors  therefor,  shall 
not  include  ■tures  of  its  own  stock  belonging 
to  suclx  fi^niiMtton. 

(m)  *JI>ght«Wd  office"  means  that  office 
maiiMlnMr^  tbc  corporation,  the  address 
of  tfMih  IB«B  tarn  with  the  Conunissioners. 


(n)  "Insolvent"  means  that  the  corpora- 
tion is  unable  to  pay  its  debts  as  they  become 
due  in  the  usual  course  of  its  business. 

(o)  "State"  means  any  State,  Territory, 
colony,  dependency,  or  possession  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  or  any  foreign 
country. 

(p)  "Commissioners"  means  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  the 
agent  or  agents  designated  by  them  to  per- 
form any  function  vested  in  the  Commission- 
ers by  this  act. 

(q)  "District"  means  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

(r)  "The  court,"  except  where  otherwise 
specified,  means  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(s)  "Business  by  a  foreign  corporation" 
means  the  transaction  of  some  substantial 
part  of  Its  corporate  business,  continuous  In 
its  character  and  not  merely  casual  or  occa- 
sional, and  shall  not  Include  the  prosecution 
of  litigations,  collection  of  Its  debts,  or  the 
taklnp  of  security  for  the  same,  or  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  agent  for  the  solicitation 
of  business  not  transacted  in  the  District : 
Provided.  That  mere  procurement  of  orders 
for  the  sale  of  personal  property  by  means 
of  telephonic  communication,  written  cor- 
respondence, or  solicitation  by  salesmen  In 
the  District  where  such  orders  require  ac- 
ceptance without  the  District  before  becom- 
ing binding  on  the  purchaser  and  seller  and 
title  to  such  property  passes  from  the  seller 
to  the  purchaser  without  the  District  shall 
not  constitute  transacting  business  within 
the  District:  And  provided  further,  Tha»  the 
sale  of  personal  property  to  the  United  States 
shall  not  t>e  considered  transacting  business 
within  the  District  unless  a  contract  for  such 
sale  Is  accepted  by  the  seller  within  the  Dis- 
trict or  such  property  Is  delivered  from  stock 
of  the  seller  within  the  DUtrict  for  use  with- 
in the  District. 

FUaPOSES 

Sec.  3.  Corporations  for  profit  may  be  or- 
ganized under  this  act  for  any  lawful  pur- 
pose or  purposes,  except  for  the  purpose  of 
banking  or  Insurance  or  the  acceptance  and 
execution  of  trusts,  the  operation  of  rail- 
roads, or  building  and  loan  associations: 
Provided,  That  nothing  contained  in  this  act 
shall  be  construed  to  relieve  any  public- 
utility  corporation  Incorporated  or  reincor- 
porated under  the  provisions  of  this  act  from 
complying  with  all  applicable  provisions  of 
the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia  relating 
to  such  corporations. 

GENERAL  POWERS 

Sec.  4.  Each  corporation  shall  have  p^wer: 

(a)  To  have  perpetual  .succession  by  Its 
corporate  name  unless  a  limited  period  of 
duration  is  stated  In  Its  articles  of  Incor- 
poration. 

(b)  To  sue  and  be  sued,  complain  and  de- 
fend, in  its  corporate  name. 

(c)  To  have  a  corporate  seal,  which  may 
be  altered  at  pleasure,  and  to  use  the  same 
by  causing  it,  or  a  facsimile  thereof,  to  be 
impressed  or  affixed  or  in  any  other  manner 
r'iproduced. 

(d)  To  purchase,  take,  receive,  lease,  take 
by  gift,  devise,  or  bequest,  or  otherwise  ac- 
quire, and  to  own.  hold.  Improve,  use,  and 
otherwise  deal  in  and  with  real  or  personal 
property,  or  any  interest  therein,  wherever 
situated. 

(e)  To  sell,  convey,  mortgage,  pledge,  lease, 
exchange,  transfer,  and  otherwise  dispose  of 
all  or  any  part  of  Its  property  and  assets. 

(f )  To  lend  money  to.  and  otherwise  assist, 
its  employees,  other  than  its  officers  and 
directors. 

(g)  To  purchase,  take,  receive,  subscribe 
for,  or  otherwise  acquire,  own.  hold,  vote. 
use.  employ,  sell,  mortgage,  loan,  pledge,  or 
otherwise  dispose  of.  and  otherwise  use  and 
deal  In  and  with,  shares  or  other  interests 
in.  or  obligations  of.  other  corporatioris  or- 
ganized under  the  laws  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  foreign  corporations,  and  of 
associations,   partnerships,  or   Individuals. 


(h)  To  make  contracts  and  incur  liabili- 
ties; to  borrow  money  at  such  rates  of  inter- 
est as  the  corporation  may  determine  with- 
out regard  to  the  restrictions  of  any  usury 
law;  to  issue  its  notes,  bonds,  and  other 
obligations:  and  to  secure  any  of  Its  obliga- 
tions by  mortgage  or  pledge  of  all  or  any  of 
IwS  property,  franchises,  and  Income.  No 
corporation  formed  hereunder  shall  plead 
any  statutes  against  usury  In  any  court  of 
law  or  equity  In  any  suit  Instituted  to  en- 
force the  payment  of  any  bond,  note,  or 
other  evidence  of  indebtedness  Issued  or  as- 
sumed by  It. 

(1)  To  Invest  Its  surplus  funds  from  time 
to  time  and  to  lend  money  for  its  corporate 
purposes,  and  to  take  and  hold  real  and  per- 
sonal property  as  security  for  the  payment 
of  funds  so  Invested  or  loaned. 

(J)  To  conduct  its  business,  carry  on  its 
operations,  and  have  offices  and  exercise  the 
powers  granted  by  this  act  within  and  with- 
out the  District  of  Columbia  and  to  exer- 
cise in  any  State,  Territory,  district,  colony, 
or  possession  of  the  United  States,  or  In  any 
foreign  country  the  powers  granted  by  this 
act.  subject  to  the  laws  of  such  State.  Terri- 
tory, District,  colony,  or  p>o*session  of  thfl 
United  States,  or  such  foreign  country. 

(k)  To  elect  or  appoint  officers  and  agent* 
of  the  corporation,  and  to  define  their  duties 
and  fix  the  compensation. 

(1)  To  make  and  alter  bylaws,  not  Incon- 
sistent with  Its  articles  of  Incorporation  or 
with  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  the  administration  and  regulation  of  the 
affairs  of  the  corporation. 

(mi  To  make  contributions  to  charitable 
organizations,  and,  in  time  of  war.  to  trans- 
act any  lawful  business  in  aid  of  the  United 
States. 

( ni  To  cease  Its  corporate  activities  and 
surrender  Its  corporate  franchise. 

(o)  To  have  and  exercise  all  powers  neces- 
sary or  convenient  to  effect  any  or  all  of  the 
purposes  for  which  the  corporation  is  formed. 

(p)  To  indemnify  any  and  all  of  its  direc- 
tors or  officers  or  former  directors  or  officer! 
or  any  person  who  may  have  served  at  Ita 
request  as  a  director  or  officer  of  another 
corporation  in  which  It  owns  shares  of  capi- 
tal stock  or  of  which  it  is  a  creditor  against 
expenses  actually  and  necessarily  Incurred  by 
them  In  connection  with  the  defense  of  any 
action,  suit,  or  proceeding  In  which  they, 
or  any  of  them,  are  made  parties,  or  a  party, 
by  reason  of  being  or  having  been  directors 
or  officers  or  a  director  or  officer  of  the  cor- 
poration, or  of  such  other  corporation,  except 
in  relation  to  matters  as  to  which  any  such 
director  or  officer  or  former  director  or  of- 
ficer or  person  shall  be  adjudged  in  such 
action,  suit,  or  proceeding  to  be  liable  for 
negligence  or  misconduct  In  the  p>erform- 
ance  of  duty  Such  indemnification  shall 
not  be  deemed  exclusive  of  any  other  rights 
to  which  those  indemnified  may  be  entitled 
under  any  bylaw,  agreement,  vote  of  stock- 
holders, or  otherwise. 

POWER     or    CORPORATION     TO     ACQUIRE     rrS     OWN 
SHARES 

Sec  5  A  corporation  shall  have  power  to 
purchase,  take,  receive,  or  otherwise  acquire, 
hold,  own.  pledge,  transfer,  or  otherwise  dis- 
pose of  its  own  shares:  Profid;d.  That  it 
shall  not  purchase,  either  dWectly  or  In- 
directly. Its  own  shares  when  Its  net  assets 
are  less  than  the  sum  of  Its  stated  capital,  lU 
paid-in  surplus,  any  surplus  arising  from  un- 
realized appreciation  In  value  or  revaluation 
of  its  assets  and  any  surplus  arising  from 
surrender  to  the  corporation  of  any  of  ItL 
shares.  or  when  by  so  doing  Its  net  assets 
would  be  reduced  below  such  sum.  Notwith- 
standing the  foregoing  limitations,  a  corpora- 
tion may  purchase  or  otherwise  acquire  it* 
own  shares  for  the  purp)ose  of — 

(a)  eliminating  fractional  shares; 

(b)  collecting  or  compromising  claims  of 
the  corporation  or  any  Indebtedness  to  the 
corporation; 
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(c)  paying  dljstentlng  shareholden  en- 
titled to  payment  for  their  shares  under  th« 
provisions  of  this  act; 

(d)  effecting  the  retirement  of  its  redeem- 
able shares  by  redemption  ot  by  purchase  at 
not  to  exceed  the  redemption  price,  but  no 
redemption  or  purchase  of  redeemable  shares 
shall  be  made  which  will  reduce  the  remain- 
ing assets  of  the  corporation  below  an 
amount  sufficient  to  pay  all  debts  and  known 
liabilities  of  the  corporation  as  they  mature, 
except  such  debts  ard  liabilities  as  have 
been  otherwise  adequiitely  provided  for,  or 
which  will  reduce  the  net  assets  below  the 
aggregate  amount  payable  to  the  holders  of 
shares  having  prior  or  equal  rights  to  the 
a  sets  of  the  corporation  upon  dissolution. 

DFALINC  IN   WUkL  XSTATX  AS  OOaPOBATI  PUBrOOB 

Sec  6.  A  corporatlcn  having  among  its 
purposes,  as  set  forth  la  its  articles  of  incor- 
poration, that  of  acquiring,  owning,  using, 
conveying,  and  otherwise  disposing  of  and 
dealing  In  real  property  or  any  interest  there- 
in, sliall  have  power  and  authority  so  to  do 
Without  limitation. 

DXTEMBS  or  UI.TKA  VtRSi 

Sec.  7.  No  act  of  a  corporation  and  no  con- 
veyance or  transfer  of  real  or  personal  prop- 
erty to  or  by  a  corporation  shall  be  invalid 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  corporation 
wa-s  without  capacity  or  power  to  do  such 
art  or  to  make  or  receive  such  conveyance  or 
transfer,  but  such  lack  of  capacity  or  power 
may   be  asserted — 

( a  I  in  a  proceeding  by  a  shareholder  against 
the  corporation  to  enjoin  the  doing  of  any 
act  or  acts  or  the  tranafer  of  real  or  personal 
property  by  or  to  the  corporation.  If  the 
authorized  acts  or  transfer  sought  to^be  en- 
joined are  being,  or  are  to  be,  performed  or 
made  pursuant  to  any  contract  to  which  the 
corporation  is  a  party,  the  court  may,  if  all 
of  the  parties  to  the  contract  are  parties  to 
the  proceeding  and  if  it  deems  the  same  to 
he  equitable,  set  aside  and  enjoin  the  per- 
il irma  nee  of  such  contract,  and  in  so  doing 
may  allow  to  the  corporation  or  to  the  other 
parties  to  the  contract,  as  the  case  may  be. 
Compensation  for  the  loss  or  damage  sus- 
tained by  either  of  them  which  may  result 
from  the  action  of  the  court  in  setting  aside 
and  enjoining  the  performance  of  such  con- 
tract, but  anticipated  profits  to  be  derived 
from  the  performance  of  the  contract  shall 
not  be  awarded  by  the  court  as  a  loss  or  dam- 
age sustained; 

(b(  in  a  proceeding  by  the  corporation. 
whe; her  acting  directly  or  through  a  receiver, 
trustee,  or  other  legal  representative,  or 
through  shareholders  in  a  represenUtive  suit. 
acamst  the  incumbent  or  former  officers  or 
directors  of  the  corporation; 

(c)  In  a  proceeding  by  the  Commissioners. 
as  provided  In  this  act.  to  dissolve  the  corpo- 
ration, or  In  a  proceeding  by  the  Commis- 
fiiiners  to  enjoin  the  corporation  from  the 
transaction  of  unauthorized  business. 

CORPORATS  NAMS  < 

Src  8.  The  corporate  name — 

(a)  shall  contain  the  word  "corporation," 
"Company."  "incorporated,"  or  "limited."  or 
Khali  contain  an  abbreviation  of  one  of  such 

wurds; 

( b )  shall  not  contain  any  word  or  phrase 
which  indicates  or  implies  that  it  is  organ- 
ized fur  any  purpose  other  than  one  or  more 
ol  the  purposes  contained  in  its  articles  of 
Incorporation; 

( c )  shall  not  be  the  same  as,  or  deceptive- 
ly similar  to.  the  name  of  any  domestic  cor- 
poration, or  that  of  any  corporation  organ- 
ised under  any  act  of  Congress  authorising 
the  formation  of  corporations  under  the  laws 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  that  of  any 
corijoratlon  created  pursuant  to  any  special 
act  of  Congress  to  transact  business  in  the 
Di.sirict  of  Columbia,  or  that  of  any  foreign 
corporation  authorized  to  transact  business 
In  the  District  of  Coltimbla,  or  a  name  the 
exclusive  right  to  which  is  at  the  Ume  re- 
eerved  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  act. 


mOMMVWD  NAICS 

Btc.  9.  (a)  The  excltislve  right  to  the  tise 
of  a  corporate  name  may  be  reserved  by — 

(1)  any  person  intending  to  organise  a 
corporation  under  this  act  or  any  other  act 
for  the  organization  of  a  corporation  under 
the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia; 

(2)  any  corporation  organized  under  thia 
act  proposing  to  change  Its  name; 

(8)  any  corporation  organized  under  any 
law  other  than  this  act  proposing  to  reincor- 
porate under  this  act; 

(4)  any  foreign  corporation  Intending  to 
make  application  for  a  certificate  of  author- 
ity to  transact  business  In  the  District  of 
Columbia: 

(5)  any  foreign  corporation  authorized  to 
transact  business  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  Intending  to  change  its  name; 

(«)  any  person  Intending  to  organize  a 
foreign  corporation  and  intending  to  have 
such  corporation  make  application  for  a  cer- 
tificate of  authority  to  transact  business  In 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  The  reservation  shall  be  made  by  filing 
with  the  Commissioners  an  application  to 
reserve  a  specified  corporate  name,  executed 
by  the  applicant.  If  the  Commissioners  find 
that  the  name  is  available  for  corporate  use, 
they  shall  reserve  the  same  for  the  exclusive 
lise  of  the  applicant  for  a  period  of  60  days. 

(c)  The  right  to  the  exclusive  use  of  a 
specified  corporate  name  so  reserved  may  be 
transferred  to  any  other  person  or  corpora- 
tion by  filing  with  the  Commissioners  a  no- 
tice of  such  transfer,  executed  by  the  appli- 
cant for  whom  the  name  was  reserved,  and 
specifying  the  name  and  address  of  the 
transferee. 

RBGISmiB)  OmCE  AND  RaclSTZRED  AGCNT 

Sac.  10.  Each  corporation  :  hall  have  and 
continuously  maintain  In  the  District  of 
Columbia — 

(a)  a  registered  office  which  may  be,  but 
need  not  be,  the  same  as  its  place  of  biisi- 
ness; 

(b)  a  registered  agent,  which  agent  may  be 
either  an  individual  resident  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  whose  biuiness  office  is  identi- 
cal with  such  registered  office,  or  a  corpora- 
tion authorized  by  the  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion to  act  as  such  agent  and  authorized  to 
transact  btislness  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
having  a  business  office  identical  with  such 
registered  office. 

CHANGK    or    RXGIsmUCD    OmCZ    OR    RBBISTXaZD 

AOKirr 

6ec.  11.  (a)  A  corporation  may  change  its 
registered  office  or  change  its  registered  agent, 
or  both,  by  filing  with  the  Commissioners  a 
statement  setting  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  address,  including  street  and  num- 
ber, if  any.  of  its  then  registered  office; 

(3)  if  the  address  of  its  registered  office  be 
changed,  the  address,  including  street  and 
number,  if  any.  to  which  the  registered  office 
is  to  be  changed; 

(4)  the  name  of  its  then  registered  agent; 

(5)  if  its  registered  agent  be  changed,  the 
name  of  its  successor  registered  agent; 

(6)  that  the  address  of  its  registered  office 
and  the  address  of  the  business  office  of  its 
registered  agent,  as  changed,  will  l>e  identi- 
cal; and 

(7)  that  such  change  was  authorized  by 
resolution  duly  adopted  by  its  board  of  di- 
rectors or  was  authorized  by  an  officer  of  the 
corporation  duly  empowered  to  make  such 
change. 

(b)  Such  statement  shall  be  executed  by 
the  corporation  by  its  president  or  a  vice 
president,  and  verified  by  him.  and  the  cor- 
porate seal  shall  be  thereto  affixed,  attested 
by  its  secretary  or  an  assistant  secretary,  and 
delivered  to  the  Commissioners.  If  the  Com- 
missioners find  that  such  statement  conforms 
to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  they  shall  file 
such  statement. 


(c)  The  change  of  address  of  the  regis- 
tered  office,  or  the  change  of  registered  agent, 
or  both,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  become 
effective  upon  tho  filing  of  such  statement 
by  the  Oommlasloners. 
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8ac.  la.  (a)  The  registered  agent  so  ap- 
pointed by  a  cor[)oration  shall  be  an  agent 
of  such  corporation  upon  whom  process 
against  the  corporation  may  be  served,  and 
upon  whom  any  notice  or  demand  required 
or  i>ennitted  by  law  to  be  served  upon  the 
corporation  may  be  served.  Service  of  any 
process,  notice,  or  demand  upon  a  corporate 
agent,  as  such  agent,  may  be  had  by  deliver- 
ing a  copy  of  such  process,  notice,  or  demand 
to  the  president,  vice  president,  the  secretary, 
or  an  assistant  secretary  of  such  cotporate 
agent. 

(b)  In  the  event  a  corporation  shall  fall 
to  appoint  or  maintain  a  registered  agent, 
then  the  CommlsEionerB  are  hereby  irrevoca- 
bly appointed  as  an  agent  of  such  corpora- 
tion upon  whom  any  such  proceos.  notice,  or 
demand  may  be  served.  Service  on  the  Com- 
missioners of  any  such  process,  notice,  or 
demand  shall  be  made  by  delivering  to  and 
leaving  wit^  them  duplicate  copies  of  such 
process,  notice,  or  demand.  In  the  event  any 
such  process,  notice,  or  demand  is  served  on 
the  Commissioners,  they  shall  Immediately 
cause  one  of  such  copies  thereof  to  be  for- 
warded by  registered  mall,  addressed  to  the 
corporation  at  its  registered  office.  Any  serv- 
ice so  had  on  the  Commissioners  shall  be  re- 
turnable in  not  less  than  30  days. 

(c)  The  Commissioners  shall  keep  a  record 
of  all  processes,  notices,  and  demands  served 
up>on  them  under  this  section,  and  shall 
record  therein  the  time  of  such  service  and 
their  action  with  respect  thereto. 

(d)  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  limit 
or  affect  the  right  to  serve  any  process,  notice, 
or  demand,  required  or  permitted  by  law  to 
be  served  upon  a  corporation  in  any  other 
manner  now  or  hereafter  permitted  by  law. 

AT7THORIZED    SHARKS 

Sec.  IS.  (a)  Each  corporation  shall  have 
power  to  create  and  issue  the  nxmiber  of 
shares  stated  In  its  articles  of  incorporation. 
Such  shares  may  be  divided  into  one  or  more 
classes,  any  or  all  of  which  classes  may  con- 
sist of  shares  witli  par  value  or  shares  with- 
out par  value,  with  such  designations,  pref- 
erences, voting  powers,  special  or  relative 
rights  and  such  limitations,  restrictions,  or 
qualifications  thereof  as  shall  be  stated  in 
the  articles  of  Incorporation.  The  articles 
of  incorporation  may  limit  or  deny  the  vot- 
ing power  of  the  shares  of  any  class. 

(b)  Without  limiting  the  authority  herein 
contained,  a  corporation,  when  so  provided 
in  its  articles  of  incorporation,  may  issue 
shares  of  preferred  or  special  classes — 

(1)  subject  to  the  right  of  the  corpora- 
tion to  redeem  any  of  such  shares  at  the 
price  fixed  by  the  articles  of  incorporation 
for   the   redemption   thereof; 

(2)  entitling  the  holders  thereof  to  cumu- 
lative or  noncumulative  dividends; 

(3)  having  preference  over  any  other  class 
or  classes  of  shares  as  to  the  payment  of 
dividends; 

(4)  having  preference  as  to  the  assets  of 
the  corporation  over  any  other  class  or 
classes  of  shares  upon  the  voluntary  or  Invol- 
untary liquidation  of  the  corporation; 

(5)  convertible  into  shares  of  any  other 
class:  Provided,  That  shares  without  par 
value  shall  not  be  converted  into  shares  with 
par  value  unless  that  part  of  the  stated 
cai^tal  of  the  corporation  represented  by 
such  shares  without  par  value  Is,  at  the  time 
of  conversion,  at  least  equal  to  the  aggre- 
gate par  value  of  the  shares  Into  which  the 
shares  without  par  value  are  to  be  converted. 

ISSUANCZ   or   SHARES   Or  PRZrCRRQ}  OR   SPKCIAI. 
CLASSES     IN    RRRTRS 

Sec.  14.  (a)  If  the  articles  of  Incorporation 
so  provide,  the  shares  of  any  preferred  or 
special  class  may  be  divided  into  and  issued 
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111  wiiM.  If  the  shares  of  any  such  class 
are  to  be  issued  In  series,  then  each  series 
sbAll  be  so  designated  as  to  distinguish  the 
shares  thereof  from  the  shares  of  all  other 
series  and  classes.  Any  or  all  of  the  series 
of  any  such  class  and  the  variations  In  the 
relative  rights  and  preferences  as  between 
different  series  may  be  fixed  and  determined 
by  the  articles  of  Incorporation:  Provided, 
That  all  shares  of  the  same  class  shall  be 
identical  except  as  to  the  following  relative 
rights  and  preferences.  In  respect  of  any  or 
all  of  which  there  may  be  variations  between 
different  series: 

(1)  The  rate  of  dividend. 

(2)  The  price  at  and  the  terns  and  con- 
ditions on  which  shares  may  be  redeemed. 

(3)  The  amount  payable  upon  shares  in 
event  of  involuntary  liquidation. 

(4)  The  amount  payable  upon  shares  in 
event  of  voluntary  liquidation.        ' 

(5)  Sinking-fund  provisions  for  the  re- 
demption or  purchase  of  shares. 

(6)  The  terms  and  conditions  on  which 
shares  may  be  converted,  if  the  shares  of  any 
series  are  Issued  with  the  privilege  of  con- 
version. 

<b)  If  the  articles  of  incorporation  shall 
expressly  vest  authority  in  the  board  of  di- 
rectors, then,  to  the  extent  that  the  articles 
of  Incorporation  shall  not  have  established 
series  and  fixed  and  determined  in  the  varia- 
tions in  the  relative  rights  and  preferences 
as  between  series,  the  board  of  directors  shall 
have  authority  to  divide  any  or  all  of  such 
classes  into  series  and,  without  the  limita- 
tions set  forth  in  this  section,  fix  and  deter- 
mine the  relative  rights  and  preferences  of 
the  shares  of  any  series  so  established:  Pro- 
vided, That  such  authority  of  the  board  of 
directors  shall  be  subject  to  such  further 
limitations,  if  any,  as  are  stated  in  the  ar- 
ticles of  incorporation  and  shall  always  be 
subject  tc  the  limitation  that  the  board  of 
directors  i  shall  not  create  a  slnlcing  fund  in 
respect  of  any  series  imless  provision  for  a 
sinking  fund  at  least  as  beneficial  to  all  is- 
sued and  outstanding  shares  of  the  same 
class  shall  either  then  exist  or  be  at  the 
same  time  created. 

(c)  In  order  for  the  board  of  directors  to 
establish  a  series,  where  authority  so  to  do 
is  contained  in  the  articles  of  incorporation, 
the  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a  resolu- 
tion setting  forth  the  designation  of  the 
series  and  fixing  and  determining  the  rela- 
tive rights  and  preferences  thereof,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  shall  not  be  fixed  and  deter- 
mined by  the  articles  of  incorporation. 

(d)  Prior  to  the  issue  of  any  shares  of  a 
series  established  by  resolution  adopted  by 
the  board  of  directors,  the  corporation  shall 
fUe  with  the  Commissioners  a  statement  set- 
ting forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  a  copy  of  the  resolution  establishing 
and  designating  the  series,  and  fixing  and 
determining  the  relative  rights  and  prefer- 
ences thereof; 

(3)  the  date  of  adoption  of  such  resolu- 
tion; 

(4)  that  such  resolution  was  duly  adopted 
by  the  board  of  directors. 

(e)  Such  statement  shall  be  executed  in 
duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  its  presi- 
dent or  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by  him. 
and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto  af- 
fixed, attested  by  its  secretary  or  an  assist- 
ant secretary,  and  shall  be  delivered  to  the 
Commissioners.  If  the  Commissioners  find 
that  such  statement  conforms  to  law,  they 
shall,  when  all  franchise  taxes,  fees,  and 
charges  have  been  paid  as  in  this  act  pre- 
scribed— 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed,"  and  the  month, 
day,  and  yeav^of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  flMi  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  oOb*; 

(8>  i«tum  the  other  duplicate  original  to 
Um  vQiyqtatlon  or  its  representative. 


(f)  The  duplicate  original  returned  by  the 
Conunissioners  shall  be  filed  for  record  in 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(g)  Upon  the  filing  of  such  statement  by 
the  Commissioners,  the  resolution  establish- 
ing and  designating  the  series  and  fixing 
and  determining  the  relative  rights  and 
preferences   thereof   shall    become   effective. 

subscrhtions  roa  bhaxes 

Sec.  15.  (a)  A  subscription  for  shares  of  a 
corporation  to  be  organized  shall  be  irrev- 
ocable for  a  period  of  6  months  unless 
otherwise  provided  by  the  terms  of  the  sub- 
scription agreement,  or  unless  all  of  the  sub- 
scribers consent  to  the  revocation  of  such 
subscription. 

(b)  Unless  otherwise  provided  in  the  sub- 
scription agreement,  subscriptions  for  shares, 
whether  made  before  or  after  the  organ- 
ization of  a  corporation,  shall  be  paid  In  full 
at  such  time,  or  In  such  Installments  and  at 
such  times,  as  shall  be  determined  by  the 
board  of  directors.  Any  call  made  by  the 
board  of  directors  for  payment  on  subscrip- 
tions shall  be  uniform  as  to  all  shares  of  the 
same  class.  In  case  of  default  in  the  pay- 
ment of  any  installment  or  call  when  such 
payment  is  due,  the  corporation  may  pro- 
ceed to  collect  the  amount  due  In  the  same 
manner  as  any  debt  due  the  corporation. 
The  bylaws  may  prescribe  other  penalties 
for  failure  to  pay  Installments  or  calls  that 
may  become  due.  but  no  penalty  working  a 
forfeiture  of  the  shares,  or  the  amounts  paid 
thereon,  shall  be  declared  as  against  any  sub- 
scriber unless  the  amount  due  thereon  shall 
remain  unpaid  for  a  period  of  20  days  after 
written  demand  has  been  made  therefor. 
Such  written  demand  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
made  when  deposited  In  the  United  States 
mail  in  a  sealed  envelope  addressed  to  the 
subscriber  at  his  last  post-ofllce  address 
known  to  the  corporation,  with  the  postage 
thereon  prepaid.  In  the  event  of  the  sale 
of  any  shiirea  by  reason  of  any  forfeiture,  the 
excess  of  proceeds  realized  over  the  amount 
due  and  impald  on  such  shares  shall  be  paid 
to  the  delinquent  subscriber  or  to  his  legal 
representative. 

CONSIDEKATION   FOR    SHARES 

Sec.  16.  (a)  Shares  having  a  par  value  may 
be  issued  for  such  consideration,  not  less 
than  the  par  value  thereof,  as  shall  be  fixed 
from  time  to  time  by  the  board  of  directors. 

(b)  Shares  without  par  value  may  be 
issued  for  such  consideration  as  may  he 
fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the  board  of 
directors  unless  the  articles  of  Incorporation 
reserve  to  the  shareholders  the  right  to  fix 
the  consideration.  In  the  event  that  such 
right  be  reserved  as  to  any  shares,  the  share- 
holders shall,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  such 
shares,  fix  the  consideration  to  be  received 
for  such  shares,  by  a  vote  of  the  holders 
of  a  majority  of  all  outstanding  shares  en- 
titled to  vote  thereon. 

(c)  Shares  of  a  corporation  issued  and 
thereafter  acquired  by  It  may  be  disposed  of 
by  the  corporation  for  such  consideration 
as  may  be  fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the 
board  of  directors. 

(d)  That  part  of  the  surplus  of  a  corpora- 
tion which  is  transferred  to  stated  capital 
uix>n  the  Issuance  of  shares  as  a  share  divi- 
dend shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  considera- 
tion for  the  Issuance  of  such  shares. 

(e)  In  the  event  of  an  exchange  of  Issued 
shares  having  a  par  value  for  a  different 
number  of  shares  having  the  same  aggregate 
par  value,  whether  of  the  same  or  of  a  differ- 
ent class  or  classes,  or  In  the  event  of  a  con- 
version of  shares,  or  In  the  event  of  an  ex- 
change of  shares  with  or  without  par  value 
into  the  same  or  a  different  number  of  shares 
without  par  value,  whether  of  the  same  or  a 
different  class  or  classes,  the  consideration 
for  the  shatfs  so  issued  in  exchange  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  ( 1 )  the  consideration  origi- 
nally received  for  the  shares  so  exchanged  or 
converted;  and  (2)  that  part  of  surplus,  If 
any.  transferred  to  stated  capital  upon  the 
Issuance  of  shares  for  the  shares  so  exchanged 


or  converted;  and  (3)  any  additional  con- 
sideration paid  to  the  corporation  upon  the 
Issuance  of  shares  for  the  shares  so  ex- 
changed or  converted. 

FATMENT    rOR    SHARES 

Sbc.  17.  (a)  The  consideration  for  the  Is- 
suance of  shares  may  be  paid,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  in  money,  in  other  property,  tangible  or 
intangible,  or  In  labor  or  services  actually 
performed  for  the  corporation.  When  pay- 
ment of  the  consideration  for  which  shares 
are  to  be  issued,  which.  In  the  case  of  shares 
having  a  par  value,  shall  be  not  less  than 
the  par  value  thereof,  shall  have  been  re- 
ceived by  the  corporation,  such  shares  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  full  paid  and  nonaa8e8sabl«r. 

(b)  Neither  promissory  notes  nor  future 
services  shall  constitute  payment  or  part 
payment  for  shares  of  a  corporation. 

(c)  In  the  absence  of  fraud  in  the  trans- 
action, the  Judgment  of  the  board  of  direc- 
tors or  the  shareholders,  as  the  case  may  t>e, 
as  to  the  value  of  the  consideration  re- 
ceived for  shares  chall  be  conclxisive. 

DETERMINATION  OF  AMOUNT  OF  STATED  CAPTTAL 

Sec.  18.  (a)  A  corporation  may  determine 
that  only  a  part  of  the  consideration  for 
which  Its  shares  may  l>e  Issued,  from  time  to 
time,  shall  be  stated  capital :  Provided.  That 
in  the  event  of  any  such  determination — 

(1 )  if  the  shares  issued  shall  consist 
wholly  of  shares  having  a  p>ar  value,  then 
the  stated  capital  represented  by  such  shares 
shall  be  not  less  than  the  aggregate  par 
value  of  the  shares  so  issued: 

( 2 )  If  the  shares  Issued  shall  consist  wholly 
of  shares  without  par  value  all  of  which 
shares  have  a  preferential  right  In  the  assets 
of  the  corporation  In  the  event  of  Its  involun« 
tary  liquidation,  then  the  stated  capital  rep- 
resented by  such  shares  shall  be  not  less 
than  the  aggregate  preferential  amount  pay- 
able upon  such  shares  in  the  event  of  in- 
voluntary liquidation; 

(3)  if  the  shares  Issued  coruist  wholly  of 
shares  without  par  value,  and  none  of  such 
shares  has  a  preferential  right  in  the  assets 
of  the  corporation  in  the  event  of  its  in- 
voluntary liquidation,  then  the  stated  cap- 
ital represented  by  such  shares  shall  be  the 
total  consideration  received  therefor  less 
such  part  thereof  as  may  l)e  allocated  to 
paid-in  surplus; 

(4)  If  the  shares  Issued  shall  consist  of 
several  or  all  of  the  classes  of  shares  enumer- 
ated In  (a),  (b).  and  (O  of  this  section,  then 
the  staled  capital  represented  by  such  shares 
shall  be  not  less  than  the  aggregate  par 
value  of  any  shares  so  issued  having  a  par 
value  and  the  aggregate  preferential  amount 
payable  upon  any  shares  so  Issued  without 
par  value  having  a  preferential  right  in  the 
event  of  Involuntary  liquidation. 

(b)  In  order  to  determine  that  only  a  part 
of  the  consideration  for  which  shares  with- 
out par  value  may  be  issued  from  time  to 
time  shall  be  stated  capital,  the  board  of 
directors  shall  adopt  a  resolution  setting 
forth  the  part  of  such  consideration  allo- 
cated to  stated  capital  and  the  part  other- 
wise allocated,  and  expressing  such  alloca- 
tion In  dollars.  If  the  board  of  directors 
shall  not  have  determined  (a)  at  the  time 
of  the  Issuance  of  any  shares  Issued  for  cash. 
or  (b)  within  60  days  after  the  Issuance  of 
any  shares  Issued  for  labor  or  services  actu- 
ally performed  for  the  corporation  or  Issued 
for  property  other  than  cash,  that  only  a  part 
o(  the  consideration  for  shares  so  issued  Fhall 
be  stated  capital,  then  the  stated  capital  of 
the  corporation  represented  by  such  shares 
shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  the  aggregate 
par  value  of  all  such  shares  having  a  par 
value,  plus  the  consideration  received  for  all 
such  shares  without  par  value. 

(c)  The  stated  capital  of  the  corporation 
may  be  Increased  from  time  to  time  by  reso- 
lution of  the  board  of  directors  directing 
that  all  or  a  part  of  the  paid-in  or  other 
surplus  of  the  corporation  be  transferred  to 
stated  capital.     The  board  of  directors  may 
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direct  that  the  amount  of  th«  turpltu  to 
transferred  shall  be  deemed  to  be  stated  cap- 
ital   In  reepect  of   any   deaigiutted  cUu  of 

chares. 

EXPENSES    OF    OROAHIZATIOIf .    mSOBOaKISATION, 
AMD  FIMAMCIMO 

Sec.  19.  The  reasonable  charges  and  ex- 
penses of  organization  or  reorganization  of 
a  corporation  and  reasonable  compensation 
for  the  sale  or  underwriting  of  its  shares  may 
be  paid  or  allowed  by  such  corporation  out 
or  the  consideration  received  by  it  In  pay- 
ment for  its  shares  without  thereby  render- 
ing such  shares  not  full  paid  and  non- 
assessable. 

CERTIFICATES   RXPKXSKirrDfO  SHARKS 

Sec.  20.  (a)  The  shares  of  a  corporation 
shall  be  represented  by  certificates  signed  by 
the  president  or  a  vice  president  and  the 
(secretary  or  an  assistant  secretary  and  sealed 
with  the  seal  of  the  corporation.  Such  seal 
may  be  a  facsimile.  Where  such  a  certlfl- 
cute  is  countersigned  by  a  transfer  agent 
other  than  the  corporation  itself  or  an  em- 
ployee of  the  corporation,  or  by  a  transfer 
rlerk  and  registered  by  a  registrar,  the  signa- 
tures of  the  president  or  vice  president  and 
the  secretary  or  assistant  secretary  upon 
such  certificate  may  be  facsimiles.  In  cas« 
any  officer  who  has  signed  or  whose  facsimile 
6t)(nature  has  iMen  placed  upon  such  certifi- 
cate shall  have  ceasied  to  be  such  officer  be- 
fore such  certificate  is  issued,  it  may  b« 
Issued  by  the  corporation  with  the  same 
effect  as  if  such  officer  had  not  ceased  to  hold 
such  office  at  the  date  of  its  issue. 

(b)  Every  certificate  representing  shares 
Issued  by  a  corporation  which  is  authorized 
to  Issue  shares  the  transferability  of  which 
Is  restricted  or  limited  shall  state  upon  the 
face  or  back  thereof,  in  full  or  in  the  form  of 
a  summary,  all  of  the  limitations  and  restric- 
tUms  upon  the  transferability  thereof. 

(c)  Every  certificate  representing  shares 
issued  by  a  corporation  which  is  authorized 
to  Issue  shares  of  more  than  one  class  shall 
state  upon  the  face  or  back  thereof,  in  full 
or  In  the  form  of  a  summary,  all  of  the  deslg- 
nutlons,  preferences,  limitations,  and  relative 
rtu'hts  of  the  shares  of  each  class  authorized 
to  be  issued,  and.  if  the  corporation  is  au- 
thorized to  issue  any  preferred  or  special 
class  In  series,  the  variations  in  the  relative 
rli^hts  and  preferences  between  the  shares  of 
each  such  series  so  far  as  the  same  have  been 
fixed  and  determined  and  the  authority  of 
the  board  of  directors  to  fix  and  determine 
the  relative  rights  and  preferences  of  subse- 
quent series. 

(d)  Each  certificate  representing  shares 
shall  also  state — 

( 1 )  that  the  corporation  is  organized  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia; 

(2)  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  is- 
sued; 

(3)  the  number  and  class  of  shares  which 
such  certificate  represents: 

( 4 )  the  par  value  of  each  share  represented 
by  such  certificate,  or  a  statement  that  the 
shares  are  without  par  value. 

(ei  No  certificate  shall  be  issued  for  any 
share  until  such  share  is  full  paid. 

ISSUANCE   OF   FRACnoMAI.   SHASCS    OK   SCRIF 

Sec  21.  a  corporation  may.  but  shall  not 
be  obliged  to,  issue  a  certificate  for  a  frac- 
tional share,  and.  by  action  of  its  board  of 
directors,  may  issue  in  lieu  thereof  scrip  or 
other  evidence  of  ownership,  which  shall 
entitle  the  holder  to  receive  a  certificate  for 
a  full  share  upon  the  surrender  of  such  scrip 
or  other  evidence  of  ownership  aggregating  a 
full  share,  but  which  shall  not,  tmleas  other- 
wise provided,  entiUe  the  holder  to  exercise 
any  voting  right,  or  to  receive  dividends 
thereon  or  to  participate  in  any  of  the  assets 
of  the  corporation  in  the  event  of  liquida- 
tion. The  board  of  directors  may  cause  such 
scrip  or  evidence  of  ownership  to  be  issued 
subject  to  the  condition  that  it  shaU  be- 
come void  if  not  exchanged  for  certificates 
representing  full   shares  before  a  specified 


date,  or  subject  to  the  condition  that  the 
shares  for  which  such  scrip  or  evidence  of 
ownership  is  exchangeable  may  be  sold  by 
the  corporation  and  the  proceeds  thereof  dis- 
tributed to  the  holders  of  such  scrip  or  evi- 
dence of  ownership,  or  subject  to  any  other 
conditions  which  the  boardof  directors  may 
deem  advisable. 

UABIUTT    or    SUaSCalBISS    and    BHAaXHOLDSSa 

8k.  23.  (a)  A  holder  of  or  subscriber  to 
shares  of  a  corporation  shall  be  under  no 
obligation  to  the  corporation  or  its  creditors 
with  respect  to  such  shares  other  than  the 
obligation  to  psy  to  the  corporation  the  full 
consideration  for  which  said  sliares  were  is- 
sued or  to  be  issued,  which,  as  to  shares 
having  a  par  value,  shall  be  not  less  than  the 
par  value  thereof.  Any  person  becoming  an 
assignee  or  transferee  of  shares  or  of  a  sub- 
scription for  shares  in  good  faith  and  with- 
out knowledge  or  notice  that  the  full  con- 
sideration therefor  has  not  been  paid  sha'l 
not  be  personally  liable  to  the  conxtratlon 
or  Its  creditors  for  any  unpaid  portion  of 
such  consideration. 

(b)  No  person  holding  shares  as  executor, 
administrator,  conservator,  guardian,  trustee, 
assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  or  re- 
ceiver shall  be  personally  liable  as  a  share- 
holder, but  the  estate  and  funds  in  the  hands 
of  said  executor,  administrator,  conserva- 
tor, guardian,  trustee,  assignee,  or  receiver 
shall  be  so  liable.  No  pledgee  or  other 
holder  of  shares  as  collateral  security  shall 
be  personally  liable  as  a  shareholder. 

aRAaXHOLDKSS'     FBXnCPnTS    IICHTB 

8»c.  23.  (a)  The  preemptive  right  of  a 
shareholder  to  acquire  additional  shares  of 
a  corporation  may  be  limited  or  denied  to 
the  extent  provided  in  the  articles  of  incor- 
poration. 

(b)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  its  ar- 
ticles of  incorporation,  any  corporation  may 
issue  and  sell  Its  shares  to  its  employees  or 
to  the  employees  of  any  subsidiary  corpora- 
tion, without  first  offering  such  shares  to  its 
shareholders,  for  such  consideration  and 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  shall  be 
approved  by  the  holders  of  two-thirds  of  its 
shares  entitled  to  vote  or  by  its  board  of  di- 
rectors pursuant  to  like  approval  of  the 
shareholders. 

BTLAWS 

Sec.  24.  TTie  power  to  make,  alter,  amend, 
or  repeal  the  bylaws  of  the  corporation  shall 
be  vested  in  the  board  of  directors  unless  re- 
served to  the  shareholders  by  the  articles  of 
incorporation.  The  bylaws  may  contain  any 
provisions  for  the  regulation  and  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  not  in- 
consistent with  law  or  the  articles  of  in- 
corporation. 

KZnTNCS  OF  SRARXHOLDKBB 

Sec.  35.  (a)  Meetings  of  shareholders  may 
be  held  at  such  place  within  or  without  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  may  be  provided  in 
the  bylaws.  In  the  absence  of  any  such  pro- 
vision, all  meetings  shall  be  held  at  the  reg- 
istered office  of  the  ccM'poration. 

(b)  An  annual  meeting  of  the  shareholders 
shall  be  held  at  such  time  as  may  be  pro- 
vided in  the  bylaws.  Failure  to  hold  the  an- 
nual meeting  at  the  designated  time  shall 
not  work  a  forfeiture  or  dissolution  of  the 
corporation. 

(c)  l^}ecial  meetings  of  the  shareholders 
may  be  called  by  the  president,  the  secretary, 
the  board  of  directors,  the  holders  of  not  less 
than  one-fifth  of  all  the  outstanding  shares 
entitled  to  vote,  or  by  such  other  officers  or 
persons  as  may  be  provided  in  the  articles  of 
Incorporation  or  the  bylaws. 

KOncX    OF    BHABKHOLDSSS'     >CKETIirG8 

8bc.  36.  Written  or  printed  notice  stating 
the  place,  day,  and  hour  of  the  meeting,  and. 
in  case  of  a  special  meeting,  the  purpose  or 
purposes  for  which  the  meeting  is  called, 
shall  be  delivered  not  less  than  10  nor  more 
than  SO  days  before  the  date  of  the  meeting, 
either  personally  or  by  mall,  by  or  at  the 


direction  of  the  president,  the  secretary,  or 
the  officer  or  person  calling  the  meeting,  to 
each  shareholder  of  record  entitled  to  vote  at 
such  meeting.  If  mailed,  such  notice  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  delivered  when  deposited  in 
the  United  States  mall  addressed  to  the 
snareholder  at  his  address  as  it  appears  on 
the  records  of  the  corporation,  with  postage 
thereon  prepaid. 

VOTINC  OF  SHABBS 

Sbc.  27.  (a)  Unless  otherwise  provided  In 
the  articles  of  Incorporation,  each  outstand- 
ing share  shall  be  entitled  to  one  vote  on  each 
matter  submitted  to  a  vote  at  a  meeting  of 
shareholders. 

(b)  Shares  of  Its  own  stock  belonging  to 
a  corporation  shall  not  be  voted,  directly  or 
indirectly,  at  any  meeting  and  shall  not  be 
counted  in  determining  the  total  number  of 
outstanding  shares  at  any  given  time,  but 
shares  of  Its  own  stock  held  by  it  in  a  fidu- 
ciary capacity  may  be  voted  and  shall  be 
counted  in  determining  the  total  ntunber  of 
outstanding  shares  at  any  given  time. 

(c)  A  shareholder  may  vote  either  in  per- 
son or  by  proxy  executed  in  writing  by  the 
shareholder  or  by  his  duly  authorized  attor- 
ney in  fact.  No  proxy  shall  be  valid  after 
11  months  from  the  date  of  its  execution, 
unless  otherwise  provided  in  the  proxy.  Every 
proxy  shall  be  revocable  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  person  executing  it  or  his  personal  rep- 
resentatives or  assigns;  but  the  parties  to  a 
valid  pledge  or  to  an  executory  contract  of 
sale  may  agree  in  writing  as  to  which  of 
them  shall  vote  the  stock  pledged  or  sold 
until  the  contract  of  pledge  or  sale  is  fully 
executed. 

(d)  The  articles  of  Incorporation  may  in*o- 
vide  that  in  all  elections  for  directors  every 
shareholder  entitled  to  vote  shall  have  the 
right  to  vote,  in  person  or  by  proxy,  the  num- 
ber of  shares  ovimed  by  him.  for  as  many 
persons  as  there  are  directors  to  be  elected, 
or  to  cumulate  said  shares,  and  give  one  can- 
didate as  many  votes  as  the  niunber  of  such 
directors  multiplied  by  the  number  of  his 
shares  shall  equal,  or  to  distribute  such  votes 
on  the  same  principle  among  any  number 
of  such  candidates. 

CI>OSING  OF  TBANSFXB  BOOKS  AMD  FIXtNG  BBCOBO 
DATS 

Sac.  28.  For  the  purpKiee  of  determining 
shareholders  entitled  to  notice  of  or  to  vote 
at  any  meeting  of  shareholders,  or  share- 
holders entitled  to  receive  payment  of  any 
dividend,  or  in  order  to  make  a  determina- 
tion of  shareholders  for  any  other  proper 
purpose,  the  board  of  directors  of  a  corpora- 
tion may  provide  that  the  stock-transfer 
books  shall  be  closed  for  a  stated  period  but 
not  to  exceed.  In  any  case,  50  days.  If  the 
stock-transfer  books  shall  be  closed  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  shareholders  entitled 
to  notice  of  or  to  vote  at  a  meeting  of  share- 
holders, such  books  shall  be  closed  for  at 
least  10  days  immediately  preceding  such 
meeting.  In  lieu  of  closing  the  stock-trans- 
fer books,  the  board  of  directors  may  fix  in 
advance  a  date  as  the  record  date  for  any 
determination  of  shareholders,  such  date  in 
any  case  to  be  not  more  than  60  days  and, 
in  case  of  a  meeting  of  shareholders,  not 
less  than  10  da3rs  prior  to  the  date  on  which 
the  particular  action,  requiring  such  deter- 
mination of  shareholders,  is  to  be  taken. 
If  the  stock-transfer  boolcs  are  not  closed 
and  no  record  date  is  fixed  for  the  deter- 
mination of  shareholders  entitled  to  notice 
of  or  to  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders, 
or  shareholders  entitled  to  receive  payment 
of  a  dividend,  the  date  on  which  notice  of 
the  meeting  is  mailed  or  the  date  on  which 
the  resolution  of  the  board  of  directors  de- 
claring such  dividend  is  adopted,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  be  the  record  date  for  such 
determination  of  shareholders. 

VOTINO    OF   SHABKS   BT   CKBTAIIf    HOLDERS 

Sac.  39.  (a)  Shares  standing  in  the  name 
of  another  corporation  may  be  voted  by  such, 
officer,  agent,  or  proxy  as  the  bylaws  of  sucik 
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eorpontlon  may  preacrllie.  or.  In  the  abMnee 
of  sach  provision.  •■  the  board  oX  dlrecton 
of  vucb  corporation  may  determine. 

(b)  Sbarea  standing  in  the  name  of  a  de- 
ceaaed  person  may  be  voted  by  his  admin- 
istrator or  executor,  either  in  person  or  by 
proxy.  Shares  standing  in  the  name  of*  a 
guardian,  conservator,  or  trustee  may  be 
voted  by  such  fiduciary,  eitlier  in  jierson  or 
by  proxy,  but  no  guardian,  conservator,  or 
trustee  shall  be  entitled,  as  such  flduclaryr 
to  vote  shares  held  by  him  without  a  trans- 
lar  at  such  shares  into  his  name. 

(c)  Shares  standing  in  the  name  of  a  re- 
ceiver or  a  trustee  in  banlcruptcy  may  be 
voted  by  s\Kh  receiver  or  triistee,  and  shares 
held  by  or  under  the  control  of  a  receiver 
or  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  may  be  voted  by 
such  receiver  or  trustee  without  the  trans- 
fer thereof  into  his  name  if  authority  so  to 
do  be  contained  in  an  appropriate  order  of 
the  coiirt  by  which  such  receiver  or  trustee 
In  bankruptcy  was  appointed. 

(d)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  sec- 
tion 27,  a  shareliolder  whose  shares  are 
pledged  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  such  shares 
until  the  shares  have  been  transferred  Into 
the  name  of  the  pledgee,  and  thereafter  the 
pledgee  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  the  shares 
■o  transferred. 

VOTINO   TKTTST 

Sbc.  30.  Any  number  of  shareholders  of  a 
eorporatlon  may  create  a  voting  trust  for 
the  purpose  of  conferring  u|x>n  a  tnistee  or 
triistees  the  right  to  vote  or  otherwise  repre- 
sent their  shares,  for  a  period  of  not  to  ex- 
ceed 10  years,  by  entering  Into  a  written 
voting  trust  agreement  specifying  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  voting  trust,  by  de- 
positing a  counterpart  of  the  agreement  with 
the  corporation  at  its  registered  office,  and 
by  transferring  their  sliares  to  such  trustee 
or  trustees  for  the  purposes  of  the  agree- 
ment. The  counterpart  of  the  voting-trust 
agreement  so  deposited  with  the  corporation 
shall  be  subject  to  the  same  right  of  exanU- 
natlon  by  a  shareholder  of  the  corporation, 
in  person  or  by  agent  or  attorney,  as  Is  the 
record  of  shareholders  of  the  corporation, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  examination  by  any 
holder  of  a  beneficial  Interest  In  the  voting 
trust,  either  In  person  or  by  agent  or  attor- 
ney, at  any  reasonable  time  for  any  proper 
purpose.  The  triistee  or  trustees  may  exe- 
cute and  deliver  to  the  transferors  voting- 
trust  certificates  which  shall  be  trazisferable 
in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  effect 
as  certificates  representing  shares. 

QUORUM    or   SHASZHOIJ>I3tS 

See.  31.  (a)  Unless  otherwise  provided  In 
the  articles  of  incorporation  or  bylaws,  a 
majority  of  the  outstanding  shares  having 
voting  power,  represented  in  person  or  by 
proxy,  shall  constitute  a  quorum  at  a  meet- 
ing of  shareholders:  Provided,  That  in  no 
event  shall  a  quorum  consist  of  less  than 
one-third  of  the  outstanding  shares  having 
voting  power. 

(b)  The  shareholders  present  at  a  duly 
organised  meeting  may  continue  to  do  biisl- 
ness  until  adjournment,  notwithstanding 
the  withdrawal  of  enough  shareholders  to 
leave  less  than  a  quorum. 

(c)  If  a  meeting  cannot  be  organized  be- 
caiise  >>.  quoriun  has  not  attended,  those 
present  may  adjourn  the  meeting  from  time 
to  time  until  a  quorum  is  present  when 
any  business  may  be  transacted  that  may 
have  been  transacted  at  the  meeting  aa 
originally  called. 

•OARO  or  DOMCTOaS 

Sec.  33.  The  btisiness  and  affairs  of  a  cor- 
poration shall  be  managed  by  a  board  of 
directors.  Directors  need  not  be  sharehold- 
ers In  the  corporation  unless  the  articles  of 
IncorporatloA'Or  bylaws  so  provide.  The  ar- 
ticles of  loiilporation  or  bylaws  may  pre- 
scribe other  qualifications  for  directors. 

HUMBHS  aifD  KLZCnON  OF  onxcTOss 

Bac.  S3.  The  number  of  directors  of  a  cor- 
poration abaU  not  be  less  titan  three.    Sub- 


ject to  such  limitation,  the  number  of  di- 
rectors shall  be  fixed  by  the  bylaws,  except 
aa  to  the  number  constituting  the  first 
board  of  directors,  which  number  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  articles  of  incorporation.  The 
number  of  directors  may  be  increased  or  de- 
creased from  time  to  time  by  amendment 
to  the  bylaws.  In  the  absence  of  a  bylaw 
fixing  the  number  of  directors,  the  number 
shall  be  the  same  as  that  stated  in  the  arti- 
cles of  incorporation.  The  names  and  ad- 
dresses ot  the  members  of  the  first  board  of 
directors  shall  be  stated  in  the  articles  of 
incorporation.  Such  persons  shall  hold  office 
iintll  the  first  annual  meeting  of  sbarebold- 
ers.  or  until  their  successors  have  been  elect- 
ed and  qualified.  At  the  first  annual  meeting 
of  shareholders  and  at  each  annual  meeting 
thereafter  the  shareholders  shall  elect  direc- 
tors to  hold  office  until  the  next  succeeding 
annual  meeUng.  except  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided. Each  director  shall  hold  office  for  the 
term  for  which  he  is  elected  or  until  his 
successor  shall  have  been  elected  and  quali- 
fied. 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  DiaZCTOaS 

Sic  34.  The  bylaws  may  provide  that  the 
directors  be  divided  into  either  2  or  3  classes, 
each  class  to  be  as  nearly  equal  In  number 
as  possible,  the  term  of  office  of  directors 
of  the  first  class  to  expire  at  the  first  an- 
nual meeting  of  shareholders  after  their  elec- 
tion, that  of  the  second  class  to  expire  at 
the  second  annual  meeting  after  their  elec- 
tion, and  that  of  the  third  class.  If  any,  to 
expire  at  the  third  annual  meeting  after 
their  election.  At  each  annual  meeting  after 
such  classification  the  number  of  directors 
equal  to  the  number  of  the  class  whose  term 
expires  at  the  Ume  of  such  meeting  shaU  be 
elected  to  hold  office  until  the  second  suc- 
ceeding annual  meeting.  If  there  be  2  classes, 
or  until  the  third  succeeding  annual  meet- 
ing. If  there  be  3  classes.  Ko  classification 
of  directors  shall  be  effective  prior  to  the 
first  annual  meeting  of  shareholders. 

VACANCIES 

Sec.  35.  Any  directorship  to  be  filled  by 
reason  of  an  Increase  In  the  number  of  direc- 
tors may  be  filled  by  election  at  an  annual 
meeting  or  at  a  special  meeting  of  sharehold- 
ers entitled  to  vote  called  for  that  purpose. 
Any  vacancy  occurring  In  the  board  of  di- 
rectors for  any  cause  other  than  by  reason  of 
an  Increase  In  the  number  of  directors  may 
be  filled  by  the  board  of  directors.  A  direc- 
tor elected  to  fill  a  vacancy  shall  be  elected 
for  the  unexpired  term  of  his  predecessor 
in  ofllce. 

QUORUlt    OF   DIRECTOES 

Sbc.  38.  A  majority  of  the  number  of  direc- 
tors fixed  by  the  bylaws,  or  In  the  absence  of 
a  bylaw  fixing  the  number  of  directors,  then 
of  the  number  stated  In  the  articles  of  In- 
corporation, shall  constitute  a  quorum  for 
the  transaction  of  business  unless  a  greater 
number  Is  required  by  the  articles  of  mcor- 
poratlon  or  the  bylaws.  The  act  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  directors  present  at  a  meeting 
at  which  a  quorum  is  present  shall  be  the 
act  of  the  board  of  directors,  unless  the  act 
of  a  greater  nimiber  Is  required  by  the  arti- 
cles of  incorporation  or  the  bylaws. 

EXECUTIVE    COMMITTEK 

Sec.  37.  If  the  bylaws  so  provide,  the  board 
of  directors,  by  resolution  adopted  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  number  of  directors  fixed  by 
the  bylaws,  or  in  the  absence  of  a  bylaw  fix- 
ing the  number  of  directors,  then  of  the 
number  stated  In  the  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion, may  designate  two  or  more  directors 
to  constitute  an  executive  committee,  which 
committee,  to  the  extent  provided  In  such 
resolution  or  In  the  by'.aws  of  the  corpxara- 
tion  ahall  have  and  may  exercise  all  of  the 
authority  of  the  board  of  directors  In  the 
management  of  the  business  and  affairs  of 
the  corporation;  but  the  designation  of  such 
committee  and  the  delegation  thereto  of  au- 
thority shall  not  operate  to  relieve  the  board 


of  directors,  or  any  member  thereof,  of  any 
responaibUity  imposed  upon  it  or  him  by  law. 

njkCZ  or  DIEBCTOaS'  MKErXMOS 

Sec.  38.  Meetings  of  the  board  of  directors, 
regular  or  special,  may  be  held  at  such  place 
within  or  without  the  District  of  Columbia 
as  may  be  provided  in  the  bylaws  or  by  reso- 
lution adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  board 
of  directors. 

w OTTCX  or  DixECTcms'  MErmrcs 

Sec  39.  Meetings  of  the  board  of  directors 
shall  be  held  upon  such  notice  as  is  pre- 
scribed In  the  bylaws.  Attendance  of  a  di- 
rector at  a  meeting  shall  constitute  a  waiver 
of  notice  of  such  meeting,  except  where  a 
director  attends  a  meeting  for  the  express 
purpose  of  objecting  to  the  transaction  of 
any  business  because  the  meeting  is  not 
lawfully  called  or  convened.  Neither  the 
business  to  be  transacted  at,  nor  the  pur- 
pose of,  any  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the 
board  of  directors  need  be  specified  In  the 
noUce  or  waiver  of  notice  of  such  meeting. 

DrvmcNDS 

Sbc  40  The  board  of  directors  of  a  cor- 
poration may  declare  and  the  corporation 
may  pay  dividends  on  its  outstanding  shares 
In  cash,  property,  or  its  own  shares,  subject 
to  the  following  provisions: 

(a)  No  dividend  shall  be  declared  or  paid 
at  a  time  when  the  corporation  Is  Insolvent 
or  Its  net  assets  are  less  than  Its  stated  capi- 
tal, or  when  payments  thereof  would  render 
the  corporation  Insolvent  or  reduce  its  net 
assets  below  Its  stated  capital. 

(b)  Dividends  may  be  paid  out  of  paid-in 
surplus  or  surplus  arising  from  the  surrender 
to  the  corporation  of  any  of  Its  shares  only 
upon  shares  having  a  preferential  right  to 
receive  dividends,  provided  that  the  source 
of  such  dividends  shall  be  disclosed  to  the 
shareholders  receiving  such  dividends,  con- 
currently with  payment  thereof.  The  limita- 
tions of  this  subparagraph  shall  not  limit 
nor  be  deemed  to  confilct  with  the  provisions 
of  this  act  In  respect  of  the  distribution  of 
assets  as  a  liquidating  dividend. 

(c)  If  a  dividend  U  declared  payable  In  Its 
own  shares  having  a  par  value,  such  shares 
shall  be  Issued  at  the  par  value  thereof  and 
there  shall  be  transferred  to  stated  capital 
at  the  lime  such  dividend  is  paid,  an  amount 
of  surplus  equal  to  the  aggregate  par  value 
of  the  shares  to  be  issued  as  a  dividend. 

(U)  If  a  dividend  U  declared  payable  In 
Its  own  shares  without  par  value,  such  shares 
shall  be  i.ssued  at  such  value  as  shall  be  fixed 
by  the  board  of  directors  by  resolution 
adopted  at  the  time  such  dividend  U  de- 
chired.  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
stated  capital  at  the  time  such  dividend  Is 
paid,  an  amount  of  surplus  equal  to  the 
aggregate  value  so  fixed  in  respect  of  such 
share.s  The  amount  per  share  transferred 
U>  sUted  caplUl  shall  be  disclosed  to  the 
shareholders  receiving  such  dividends,  con- 
currently with  payment  thereof. 

(6)  A  splitup  or  division  of  Issued  shares 
Into  a  greater  number  of  shares  of  the  same 
clas.s  shall  not  be  construed  Ui  be  a  share 
dividend  within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 

(f)  No  dividend  shall  be  declared  or  paid 
contrary  to  any  restrictions  contained  In  the 
articles  of   Incorporation. 

(g>  Subject  to  sny  restrictions  contained 
in  Its  articles  of  Incorporation,  the  directors 
of  any  corporation  engaged  In  the  exploita- 
tion of  wasting  assets  may  determine  the 
net  profits  derived  from  the  exploitation  of 
such  wasting  assets  without  talcing  Into 
consideration  the  depletion  of  such  wasting 
asseU  resulting  from  lapse  of  time  or  from 
necessary  consumption  of  such  assets  Inci- 
dental to  their  exploitation  and  may  pay 
dividends  from  the  net  profits  so  determined 
by  the  directors. 

DIVIDENDS    IN    PAHTlAI,    LIQUIDATION 

Sec.  41.  a  corporation,  from  Ume  to  time, 
may  dlsUlbute  a  portion  of  its  assets,  in 
caibh  ur  kind,  to  its  shareholders  as  a  llqul- 
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dating  dividend,  in  the  following  manner 
and  subject  to  the  following  restrictions: 

(a)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  reconunending  the  payment  of  a 
liquidating  dividend,  specif3rlng  the  class  or 
classes  of  shareholders  entitled  thereto  and 
the  amount  thereof,  and  directing  that  the 
question  of  such  distribution  be  submitted 
to  a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders,  which 
may  be  either  an  annual  or  a  special  meeting. 

( b  I  Written  or  printed  notice  stating  that 
the  purpose  or  one  of  the  purpoees  of  such 
meeting  is  to  consider  the  question  of  such 
distribution  shall  be  given  to  each  share- 
holder of  record  entitled  to  vote  within  the 
time  and  In  the  manner  provided  in  this  act 
fur  the  giving  of  notice  of  meetings  of  share- 
holders. If  such  meeting  be  an  annual 
meeting,  such  purpose  may  be  included  in  the 
notice  of  such  meeting. 

(c)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  shall  be  taken  by 
cla.sse8  on  the  question  of  the  propoeed  dis- 
tribution. The  affirmative  vote  of  the  hold- 
ers of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  each  class  shall  be  required  for 
the  authorisation  of  such  distribution. 

( d  I  No  such  distribution  shall  be  made 
at  a  time  when  the  corporation  is  Insolvent 
or  Its  net  assets  are  less  than  its  stated  capi- 
tal, or  when  such  distribution  would  render 
the  corporation  insolvent  or  reduce  its  net 
assets  below  Its  stated  capital. 

(e)  No  such  distribution  shall  be  made  to 
any  class  of  shareholders  unleas  all  cumu- 
lative dividends  accrued  on  preferred  or  spe- 
cial classes  of  shares  entitled  to  preferential 
dividends  shall  have  been  fully  paid. 

(f)  No  such  distribution  shall  be  made  to 
any  class  of  shareholders  which  will  reduce 
the  remaining  net  aoseU  below  the  aggregate 
preferential  amount  payable  in  event  of  vol- 
untary liquidation  to  the  holders  of  shares 
having  preferential  rights  to  the  assets  of 
the  corporation  in  the  event  of  liquidation. 

<gi  Each  such  dUtrlbutlon,  when  made, 
shall  be  IdenUfied  as  a  liquidating  dividend 
and  the  amount  per  share  shall  be  disclosed 
to  the  shareholders  receiving  the  same,  con- 
currently With  the  payment  thereof. 

LIABILITT  or  DOUBCTOU  Df  CSBTAUt  CASXi 

Sec.  42.  (a)  In  addition  to  any  other  Ita- 
bllities  imposed  by  Uw  upon  directors  of  a 
cc-ptjration — 

( 1 1  directors  of  a  corporation  who  vote  for 
or  assent  to  the  declaration  of  any  dividend 
or  other  distribution  of  the  assets  of  a  cor- 
poration to  its  shareholders  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  or  contrary  to  any 
restrictions  contained  In  the  articles  of  In- 
corporation, shall  be  Jointly  and  severally 
liable  to  the  corporation  for  the  amount  of 
surh  dividend  which  Is  paid  or  the  value  of 
such  assets  which  are  distributed  in  ex- 
cess of  the  amount  of  such  dividend  or  dis- 
tribution which  could  have  been  paid  or  dis- 
tributed without  a  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act  or  any  restrictions  in  the  articles 
of  Incorporation; 

( 2 )  the  directors  of  a  corporation  who  vote 
for  or  assent  to  the  declaration  of  any  divi- 
dend or  other  distribution  of  assets  of  a 
corporation  to  Its  shareholders  which  ren- 
ders the  corporation  insolvent  or  reduces 
Hs  net  asseU  below  lU  stated  capital  shall 
be  Jointly  and  severally  liable  to  the  corpo- 
ration for  the  amount  of  such  dividend  which 
is  paid  or  the  value  of  such  assets  which  are 
distributed,  to  the  extent  that  the  corpo- 
ration Is  thereby  rendered  Insolvent  or  lU 
net  asseu  are  reduced  below  iU  sUted 
capital: 

(3)  the  directors  of  a  corporation  who  vote 
for  or  assent  to  any  distribution  of  asseU 
of  a  corporation  to  Its  shareholders  during 
the  liquidation  erf  the  corporation  without 
an  adequate  provision  for,  or  the  payment 
and  discharge  of.  all  debts,  obligations,  and 
luibilitles  of  the  corporation  ahaU  be  Jointly 
and  severally  liable  to  the  corporation  for 
the  amount  of  such  dividend  which  Is  paid 
or  the  value  of  such  asseU  which  are  dis- 


tributed, to  the  extent  that  such  debts,  obli- 
gations and  lUbUltles  of  the  corporation  are 
not  thereafter  paid  and  discharged; 

<4)  the  directors  of  a  corporation  who  vote 
for  or  assent  to  the  making  of  a  loan  to  an 
officer  or  director  of  the  corporation  shall  be 
Jointly  and  severally  liable  to  the  corporation 
for  the  amount  of  such  loan  until  the  re- 
payment thereof. 

(b)  A  director  of  a  ccnporation  who  is 
present  at  a  meeting  of  its  board  <rf  directors 
at  which  action  on  any  corporate  matter  is 
taken  shall  be  conclusively  presumed  to  have 
assented  to  the  action  taken  unless  his  dis- 
sent shall  be  entered  in  the  minutes  of  the 
meeting  or  unless  he  shall  file  hU  written 
dissent  to  such  action  with  the  person  act- 
ing as  the  secretary  of  the  meeting  before 
the  adjournment  thereof  or  shall  forward 
such  dissent  by  registered  mail  to  the  secre- 
tary of  the  corporation  immediately  after 
the  adjournment  of  the  meeting.  Such  right 
to  dissent  shall  not  apply  to  a  director  who 
voted  in  favor  of  such  action. 

(c)  A  director  shall  not  be  liable  under 
either  subparagraph  (1)  cr'  (3)  erf  this  sec- 
tion if  he  relied  and  acted  In  good  faith 
upon  a  balance  sheet  and  profit-and-loss 
statement  of  the  corporation  represented  to 
him  to  be  correct  by  the  president  or  the 
officer  of  such  corpex-atlon  having  charge  of 
its  books  of  account,  or  certified  by  an  inde- 
pendent public  or  certified  public  accountant 
or  firm  of  such  accountants  to  fairly  reflect 
the  financial  condition  of  such  corporation, 
nor  shall  he  be  so  liable  if  in  good  faith  in 
determining  the  amount  available  for  any 
such  dividend  or  distribution  he  consklered 
the  assets  to  be  of  their  book  value. 

(d)  Any  director  against  whom  a  claim 
shall  be  asserted  imder  or  pursuant  to  this 
section,  and  who  shall  be  held  liable  thereon, 
shall  be  entitled  to  contribution  from  the 
other  directors  who  are  likewise  liable 
thereon. 

(e)  Any  director  against  whom  a  claim 
shall  be  asserted  under  or  ptusuant  to  this 
section  for  the  improper  declaration  of  a 
dividend  or  other  distribution  of  assets  of  a 
corporation  and  who  shall  be  held  liable 
thereon,  shall  be  entitled  to  contribution 
from  the  shareholders  who  knowingly  ac- 
cepted or  received  any  such  dividend  or  as- 
sets. In  proportion  to  the  amounts  received 
by  them,  respectively. 

omcEBS 

Sbc.  43.  (a)  The  officers  of  a  corporation 
shall  consist  of  a  president,  one  or  more  vice 
presidents  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  by- 
laws, a  secretary,  and  a  treasurer,  each  of 
whom  shall  be  elected  by  the  board  of 
directors  at  such  time  and  in  such  manner 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  bylaws.  Such 
other  officers  and  assistant  officers  and  agents 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  may  be  elected 
or  appointed  by  the  board  of  directors  or 
chosen  in  such  other  manner  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  bylaws.  If  the  bylaws 
so  provide,  any  two  or  more  offices  may  be 
held  by  the  same  person,  except  the  offices 
of  president  and  secretary. 

(b)  All  officers  and  agents  of  the  corpora- 
tion, as  between  themselves  and  the  cor- 
poration, shall  have  such  authority  and 
perform  such  duties  In  the  management  of 
the  property  and  affairs  of  the  corporation 
as  may  be  provided  in  the  bylaws,  or  as  may 
be  determined  by  resolution  of  the  board  of 
directors  not  inconsistent  with  the  bylaws. 

BEMOVAL  or  omcEss 

Sec.  44.  Any  officer  or  agent  elected  or  ap- 
pointed by  the  board  of  directors  may  be 
removed  by  the  board  of  directors  when- 
ever in  Its  Judgment  the  best  interests  of 
the  corpwration  will  be  served  thereby,  but 
such  removal  shall  be  without  prejudice  to 
the  contract  rights,  if  any,  of  the  person  so 
removed. 

BOOKS  AND   kXCOUM 

Sec.  45.  (a)  Each  corporation  shall  keep 
correct  and  complete  books  and  records  of 
account  and  shall  also  keep  minutes  o<  the 


proceedings  of  Its  shareholders  and  board  of 
directors;  and  shall  keep  at  its  registered 
office  or  principal  place  of  business,  or  at  the 
office  of  Its  transfer  agent  or  registrar,  a 
record  of  its  shareholders,  giving  the  names 
and  addresses  of  all  shareholders  and  the 
number  and  class  of  the  shares  held  by  each. 

(b)  Any  person  or  persons  who  shall  be 
the  holder  or  holders  of  record  of  at  least 
6  percent  of  all  the  outstanding  sluu^s  of  a 
corporation  shall  have  the  right  to  examine, 
in  person,  or  by  agent  or  attorney,  at  any 
reasonable  time  or  times,  fen-  any  {H-oper  pur- 
pose, Its  record  of  shareholders  and  to  make 
extracts  therefrom. 

(c)  A  holder  of  a  voting-trust  certificate 
evidencing  an  interest  in  a  voting  trust  con- 
forming to  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
have  the  same  rights  as  a  shareholder  to 
examine  and  make  extracts  from  the  record 
of  shareholders  of  the  coiporatlon. 

(d)  If  any  person  or  persons  holding  In 
the  aggregate  5  percent  or  more  of  all  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  a  corporation  shall 
present  to  any  officer,  directeM-,  or  registered 
agent  of  the  corporation  a  written  request 
for  a  statement  of  its  affairs.  It  shall  be  his 
duty  to  make  or  procure  such  a  statement 
sworn  to  by  the  president  or  a  vice  presi- 
dent or  by  the  treastirer  or  an  assistant 
treasurer,  embracing  a  particular  account  of 
its  assets  and  liabilities  in  detail,  and  to 
have  the  same  ready  and  on  file  at  the  reg- 
istered office  of  the  corporation,  within  30 
days  after  the  presentation  of  such  request. 
Such  statement  shall  at  all  times  dtiring 
business  hours  be  oiien  to  the  inspection  of 
any  shareholder  and  he  ahall  be  entitled  to 
copy  the  same. 

(e)  Any  corporation  whose  officers  or 
agents  shall  reftise  to  allow  any  such  share- 
holder, entitled  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  to  examine  the  record  of  share- 
holders, or  his  agent  or  attorney,  so  to  ex- 
amine and  make  extracts  from  its  record  of 
shareholders,  for  any  proper  purpose,  shall 
be  liable  to  such  shareholder  in  a  penalty 
of  (50,  in  addition  to  any  other  damages  or 
remedy  afforded  him  by  law.  It  shall  be  a 
defense  to  any  action  for  penalties  under 
this  section  that  the  person  suing  therefor 
has  within  3  years  sold  or  offered  fe»r  sale 
any  list  of  shareholders  of  such  corporation 
or  any  other  corporatlem  or  has  aided  or 
abetted  any  person  in  procuring  any  list  ot 
shareholders  for  any  such  purpose,  or  has 
improperly  used  any  information  secured 
through  any  prior  examination  of  the  record 
of  ahareholders  of  such  corporation  ew  any 
other  corporation. 

(f )  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  impair 
the  power  of  any  court  of  competent  Juris- 
diction, upon  proof  by  a  shareholder  of 
proper  purpose,  irresp>ective  of  the  period  of 
time  during  which  such  shareholder  shall 
have  been  a  shareholder  of  record,  and  irre- 
spective of  the  number  of  shares  held  by  him. 
to  compel  by  mandamus  or  otherwise  ,the 
production  for  examination  by  such  share- 
holder of  the  books  and  records  of  account, 
minutes,  and  record  of  shareholders  of  a 
corporation. 

INCORPORATORS 

Sec.  46.  Three  or  more  natural  persons  of 
the  age  of  21  years  or  more  may  act  as  in- 
corporators of  a  corporation  by  signing, 
verifying,  and  filing  in  duplicate  in  the  office 
of  the  Commissioners  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion for  such  corporation, 

ARTICLES  or  INCORPORATION 

Sec.  47.  The  articles  of  incorporation  shall 
set  forth: 

(a)  "nie  name  of  the  corporation. 

(b)  The  period  of  duration,  which  may  be 
perpetual. 

(c)  The  purpose  or  purposes  for  which  the 
corporation  is  organized. 

(d)  The  aggregate  number  of  shares  which 
the  corporation  shall  have  authority  to  issue; 
if  said  shares  are  to  consist  of  one  class  only, 
the  par  value  of  each  of  said  share:*,  or  a 
statement  that  all  of  said  shares  are  without 
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par  vatue;  or.  tf  said  shares  are  to  be  divided 
Into  classes,  tbe  number  at  shares  of  each 
class,  and  a  statement  of  the  par  vahM  of 
the  shares  at  each  s\ich  class  or  that  such 
•hares  are  to  be  without  par  value. 

(e)  If  the  shares  are  to  be  divided  Into 
classes,  the  designation  of  each  class  and  a 
statement  of  the  preferences,  voting  power, 
limitations,  restrictions,  qualifications,  and 
tbe  special  or  relative  rights  In  respect  of 
the  shares  of  each  class. 

(f  >  TtM  minimum  amount  of  capital  with 
which  the  corporation  shall  commence  bxisl- 
Bess  shall  be  not  less  than  11,000. 

(g)  If  the  corporation  Is  to  Issue  the 
shares  of  any  preferred  or  special  class  in 
series,  then  the  designation  of  each  series 
and  a  statement  of  tbe  variations  in  the 
relative  rights  and  preferences  as  between 
different  series  Insofar  as  the  same  are  to 
be  fixed  in  the  articles  of  incorporation,  and 
a  statement  of  any  authority  to  be  vested 
In  the  board  of  directors  to  establish  series 
tfnd  fix  and  determine  the  variations  in  the 
relative  rights  and  preferences  as  between 
series. 

(h)  Any  provision  limiting  or  denying  to 
shareholders  the  preemptive  right  to  acquire 
additional  shares  of  the  corporation. 

(1)  Any  provision,  not  inconsistent  with 
law,  which  the  incorporators  elect  to  set 
forth  In  the  articles  of  incorporation  for  the 
regxilation  of  the  internal  affairs  of  the  cor- 
poration, including  any  provision  which 
under  this  act  is  req'oired  or  permitted  to  be 
set  forth  in  the  bylaws. 

(j)  The  address,  including  street  and 
number,  if  any,  of  its  initial  registered  office, 
and  the  name  of  Its  Initial  registered  agent 
at  such  address. 

(k)  The  nxunber  of  directors  constituting 
the  initial  board  of  directors  and  the  names 
and  addresses,  including  street  and  number. 
If  any,  of  the  persons  who  are  to  serve  as 
directors  until  the  first  annual  meeting  of 
shareholders  or  until  their  successors  be 
elected  and  qualify. 

(1)  Tbe  name  and  address.  Including 
street  and  nimiber,  If  any,  of  each  Incor- 
porator. 

It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  forth  in 
the  articles  of  Incorporation  any  of  the  cor- 
porate powers  enumerated  in  this  act. 
Whenever  a  provision  of  tbe  articles  of  in- 
corporation is  inconsistent  with  a  bylaw,  the 
provision  of  the  articles  of  Incorporation 
shall  be  controlling. 

iTLnro  or  abticlks  of  incoepoxatioiv 
Sec.  48.  (a)  Duplicate  originals  of  the 
articles  of  incorporation  shall  be  delivered 
to  the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commission- 
ers find  that  the  articles  of  incorporation 
conform  to  law,  they  shall,  when  all  fees 
have  been  paid  as  In  this  act  prescribed — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed"  and  the  month. 
day,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  olSce; 

(3)  issue  a  certificate  of  incorporation  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original. 

(b)  The  certificate  of  Incorporation,  to- 
gether with  the  duplicate  original  of  the 
articles  of  incorporation  affixed  thereto  by 
the  Oommlssioners,  shall  be  recorded  in  the 
office  at  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

xrrscT  OF  isstjanci  or  certiticate  or 

'  INCOaPORATlON 

8»c.  49.  Upon  the  Issuance  of  the  certifi- 
cate of  incorporation,  the  corporate  existence 
shall  begin,  and  such  certificate  of  Incorpo- 
ration shall  be  conclusive  evidence  that  all 
conditions  precedent  required  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Incorporators  have  been  com- 
piled with  and  that  the  corporation  has  been 
Incorporated  under  this  act.  except  as  against 
the  District  of  Columbia  In  a  proceeding  to 
cansel  or  revoke  the  certificate  of  Incor- 
poration. 


comnKcore  Busimss 
Sbc.  so.  a  corporation  shall  not  transact 
any  business  or  inctir  any  Indebtedness,  ex- 
cept such  as  shall  be  Incidental  to  its  c»ganl- 
Eation  or  to  obtaining  subscriptions  to  or 
payment  for  its  shares,  until  at  least  the 
minimum  amount  of  capital  set  forth  in  its 
articles  of  incorporation  as  the  minimum 
amount  of  capital  with  which  it  will  com- 
mence business  has  been  fully  paid  in. 

OKGANIZATION   MEETTMG  OF  OmZCTOBa 

Sec.  61.  After  the  Issuance  of  the  certifi- 
cate of  incorporation  an  organization  meet- 
ing of  the  board  of  directors  named  in  tbe 
articles  of  incorporation  shall  be  held  with- 
in tbe  United  States,  at  the  call  of  a  major- 
ity of  the  directors  so  named,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adopting  bylaws  (unless  the  power 
to  fdopt  bylaws  has  been  reserved  by  the 
articles  of  incorporation  to  the  shareholders, 
in  which  event  the  bylaws  shall  be  adopted 
by  the  shareholders),  electing  officers,  and 
the  transaction  of  such  other  business  as 
may  come  before  the  meeting.  The  direc- 
tors calling  the  meeting  shall  give  at  least 
5  days'  notice  thereof  by  mall  to  each  direc- 
tor so  elected,  which  notice  shall  state  the 
time  and  place  of  the  meeting:  Provided, 
however.  That  if  all  the  directors  shall  waive 
notice  in  writing  and  fix  a  time  and  place 
for  said  organization  meeting  no  notice  shall 
be  required  of  such  meeting. 

RIGHT    TO    AMZNT)     ARTICLES     OF    rWCORPORATlCN 

Sec.  52.  A  corporation  may  amend  its 
articles  of  Incorporation,  from  time  to  time, 
in  any  and  as  many  respects  as  may  be  de- 
sired: Provided,  That  Ite  articles  of  incor- 
poration as  amended  contain  only  such  pro- 
visions as  might  be  lawfully  contained  In 
original  articles  of  incorporation  11  made  at 
the  time  of  making  such  amendment,  and, 
If  a  change  in  shares  or  the  rights  of  share- 
holders, or  an  exchange,  reclassiflcation,  or 
cancellation  of  shares  or  rights  of  share- 
holders is  to  t>e  made,  such  provisions  as  may 
be  necessary  to  effect  such  change,  exchange, 
reclassification,  or  cancellation. 

In  particular,  and  without  limitation 
upon  such  general  power  of  amendment,  a 
corporation  may  amend  its  articles  of  incor- 
poration, from  time  to  time,  so  as : 

(a)  To  change  Its  corporate  name. 

(b)  To  change  its  period  of  duration. 

(c)  To  change,  enlarge,  or  diminish  its  cor- 
porate purposes. 

(d)  To  Increase  or  decrease  the  aggregate 
number  of  shares,  or  shares  of  any  class, 
which  the  corporation  has  authority  to  issue. 

(e)  To  increase  or  decrease  the  par  value 
of  the  authorized  shares  of  any  class  having 
a  par  value,  whether  issued  or  unissued. 

(f)  To  exchange,  classify,  reclassify,  or 
cancel  all  or  any  part  of  its  shares,  whether 
Issued  or  unissued. 

(g)  To  change  the  designations  "hi  all  or 
any  part  of  its  shares,  whether  issued  or  un- 
issued, and  to  change  the  preferences,  voting 
power,  qualifications,  limitations,  restric- 
tions, and  the  special  or  relative  rights  in 
respect  of  all  or  any  part  of  its  shares,  wheth- 
er Issued  or  unissued. 

(h)  To  divide  any  preferred  or  special  class 
of  shares,  whether  issued  or  unissued,  into 
series  and  fix  and  determine  the  designa- 
tions of  such  series  and  the  variations  In  the 
relative  rights  and  preferences  as  between 
the  shares  of  such  series. 

(i)  To  authorise  the  board  of  directors  to 
establish,  out  of  authcriaed  but  unissued 
shares,  series  of  any  preferred  or  special  class 
of  shares  and  fix  and  determine  the  relative 
rights  and  preferences  of  the  shares  of  any 
series  so  established. 

(J)  To  authorize  the  board  of  directors 
to  fix  and  determine  the  relative  rights  and 
preferences  of  the  authorized  but  unissued 
shares  of  series  theretofore  established  in  re- 
spect of  which  either  the  relative  rights 
and  preferences  have  not  been  fixed  and  de- 
termined CM"  the  relative  rights  and  pref- 
erences theretofore  fixed  and  determined  are 
to  be  changed. 


(k)  To  revoke,  diminish,  or  enlarge  the 
authority  of  the  board  of  directors  to  es- 
tablish series  out  of  authorized  but  unissued 
shares  of  any  preferred  or  special  class  and 
fix  and  determine  the  relative  rights  and 
preferences  of  the  shares  of  any  series  so 
established. 

(1)  To  change  shares  having  a  par  value, 
whether  Issued  or  unissued,  into  the  same 
or  a  different  number  of  shares  without  par 
value,  and  to  change  shares  without  par 
value,  whether  Issued  or  unissued.  Into  the 
same  or  a  different  number  of  shares  having 
a  par  value. 

(m)  TO  change  the  share  of  any  class, 
whether  issued  or  unissued,  and  whether 
with  or  without  par  value,  into  a  different 
number  of  shares  of  the  same  class  or  into 
the  same  or  a  different  number  of  shares. 
either  with  or  without  par  value,  of  other 
classes. 

(n>  To  create  new  classes  of  shares  hav- 
ing rights  and  preferences  either  prior  and 
superior  or  subordinate  and  inferior  to  the 
shares  of  any  class  then  authorized,  whether 
Isiiued  or  unissued. 

(o)  TO  limit,  deny,  or  grant  to  sharehold- 
ers of  any  class  the  preamptlve  right  to  sub- 
scribe for  or  acquire  additional  shares  of 
the  corporation,  whether  then  or  thereafter 
authorized. 

PROCrDrRE  TO  AMEND  AXTICLES  OF  INCORPORA- 
TION BEFORE  ACCEFTAiUCX  OF  SUBSCaiPTIONS 
TO  SHARES 

Sec.  53.  Amendments  to  the  articles  of  in- 
corporation before  any  subscriptions  to 
shares  have  been  accepted  by  the  board  of 
directors  shall  be  made  In  the  following 
manner : 

(a)  Amended  articles  of  Incorporation 
modifying,  changing,  or  altering  the  original 
articles  of  incorporation  shall  be  signed  by 
all  of  the  living  or  competent  incorporators 
who  signed  the  original  articles  of  Incorpo- 
ration, verified  and  filed  in  duplicate  by  the 
Commissioners.  Such  amended  articles  of 
incorporation  shall  contain  only  such  provi- 
sions as  might  be  lawfully  contained  in  orig- 
inal articles  of  incorporation  If  made  at  the 
time  of  making  such  amended  articles  of 
incorporation. 

(b)  Such  amended  articles  of  Incorpora- 
tion shall  be  delivered  In  duplicate  original 
to  the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commission- 
ers find  that  such  amended  articles  of  in- 
corporation conform  to  law.  they  shall,  when 
all  fees  have  been  paid  as  in  this  act  pre- 
scrtt>ed — 

<  1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Piled"  and  the  month, 
day.  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  office; 

(3)  the  other  duplicate  original  returned 
by  the  Commissioners  shall  be  recorded  in 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(c)  Upon  the  Issuance  of  the  amended 
articles  of  Incorporation,  the  amended  arU- 
cles  of  Incorporation  shall  become  effective 
and  shall  take  the  place  of  the  original  arti- 
cles of  incorporation. 

PEOCEDUXX  TO  AMEND  ARTICLES  OF  INCORPORA- 
TION AFTER  ACCEPTANCE  OF  STTBSCaiPTION  TO 
SHARES 

Sec.  54  Amendments  to  the  articles  of  in- 
corporation shall  be  made  in  the  following 
manner: 

(a)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  setting  forth  the  proposed  amend- 
ment and  directing  that  it  be  submitted  to 
a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders,  which 
may  be  either  an  annual  or  a  special  meeting. 

(b)  Written  or  printed  notice  setting 
forth  the  proposed  amendment  or  a  sum- 
mary of  the  changes  to  be  effected  thereby 
shall  be  given  to  each  shareholder  of  record 
entitled  to  vote  at  such  meeting  within  the 
time  and  In  the  manner  provided  in  this 
act  for  the  giving  of  notice  of  meetings  of 
shareholders.  If  the  meeting  be  an  annual 
meeting,  the  proposed  amendment  or  such 
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summary  shall  be  included  In  the  notice  of 
such  annual  meeting. 

(c)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  shall  be  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  proposed 
Btnendment  shall  be  adapted  upon  receiving 
the  affirmative  vote  of  the  holders  of  at  least 
tvo-thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares  entlUed 
to  vote,  unless  any  class  at  shares  Is  entlUed 
to  vote  as  a  class  In  respect  thereof,  as  here- 
inafter provided,  in  which  event  the  pro- 
p<ieed  amendment  shall  be  adopted  upon  re- 
ceiving the  affirmative  vote  of  the  holders  of 
nt  lea.st  two- thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares 
of  each  class  of  shares  entitled  to  vote  as  a 
class  In  respect  thereof  and  of  the  total  out- 
standing shares  entitled  to  vote. 

(d)  Any  number  of  amendments  may  be 
submitted  to  the  shareholders,  and  voted 
upon  by  them,  at  one  meeting. 

WHEN  ENTITLED  TO  VOTE   BT   CLASSES 

Sec.  55.  The  holders  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  a  class  whether  by  the  provisions 
of  the  cj-tlcles  of  incorporation  such  class  at 
stock  is  enUtled  to  vote  or  not  shall  be  en- 
titled to  vote  as  a  class  upon  a  proposed 
amendment  which  would — 

(al  Increase  or  decrease  the  aggregate 
cumber  of  authorised  shares  of  such  class. 

lb)  Increase  or  decrease  the  par  value  of 
the  shares  of  such  class. 

(c)  Kffect  an  exchange,  reclassification,  or 
cancellation  of  all  or  part  of  the  shares  of 
such  class. 

(d)  Effect  an  exchani^.  or  create  a  right 
of  exchange,  of  all  or  ai^y  part  of  the  shares 
of  another  class  into  the  shares  of  such  class. 

(e)  Change  the  designations,  preferences, 
limitations,  voting,  or  relative  rights  of  the 
shares  of  such  class. 

(f)  Change  the  share-i  of  such  class  hav- 
ing a  par  value  into  the  same  or  a  different 
number  of  shares  witliout  par  value,  or 
change  the  shares  of  such  class  without  par 
value  Into  the  same  or  a  different  number  of 
shares  having  a  par  value. 

(g)  Change  the  shares  of  such  class, 
whether  m-lth  or  wlthoi.t  par  value,  into  a 
different  number  of  aiares  of  the  same 
cla.ss.  or  Into  the  same  or  a  different  number 
of  shares,  either  with  oi-  without  par  value, 
of  other  classes. 

(hi  In  the  case  at  a  preferred  or  special 
class  of  shares,  divide  the  shares  of  such 
cla.ss  into  series  and  fix  and  determine  the 
designations  of  sucb  series  and  the  variations 
in  the  relative  rights  and  preferences  be- 
tween the  shares  of  such  series. 

(li  Create  a  new* class  at  shares  having 
rights  and  preferences  rrlor  and  superior  to 
tbe  shares  of  sucb  class. 

(Ji  Limit  or  deny  the  existing  preemptive 
rights  of  the  shares  of  sL.ch  class. 

ARTICLXB  or  AUEIfDMXMT 

Sec  56.  (a)  The  articles  of  amendment 
shall  be  executed  in  duplicate  by  the  oor- 
p<iratlon  by  Its  president  or  a  vice  president, 
and  verified  by  him.  and  the  ccnporate  seal 
shall  be  thereto  affixed,  ittested  by  Its  secre- 
tary or  an  assistant  secretary,  and  shall  set 
forth — 

( 1 1  the  name  of  tbe  corporation; 

(2)  the  amendment  so  adopted; 

(3 1  the  date  of  the  adtpUoii  of  the  amend- 
ment by  the  shareholders; 

i4i  the  number  of  shares  outstanding,  and 
the  number  of  shares  entitled  to  vote,  and 
if  the  shares  of  any  clasi  are  entitled  to  vote 
as  a  class,  the  designation  of  each  such  class 
and  the  number  of  outstuidlng  shares  there- 
of entitled  to  vote; 

(5)  the  number  of  sltares  voted  for  and 
against  such  amendment,  respectively,  and. 
If  the  shares  of  any  class  are  entitled  to  vote 
as  a  class,  the  number  of  shares  of  each 
such  class  voted  for  and  e gainst  such  amend- 
ment, respectively; 

(6)  if  such  amendment  prorldes  for  an 
exchange,  reclassification,  or  cancellation  of 
issued  shares,  and  if  th<!  manner  in  which 
the  same  shall  be  effected  is  not  set  forth  In 
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the  amendment,  then  a  statement  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  same  shall  be  effected; 

(7)  if  sucb  amendment  effects  a  change  In 
the  amount  of  stated  capital,  or  paid-in  sur- 
plus, or  both,  then  a  statement  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  same  Is  effected  and  a  state- 
ment, expressed  In  dollars,  of  the  amount  of 
stated  capital  and  the  amount  of  paid-in 
surplus  as  changed  by  such  amendment. 

(b)  If  Issued  shares  without  imr  value 
are  changed  into  the  same  or  a  different 
number  of  shares  having  par  value,  the  ag- 
gregate par  value  of  the  shares  Into  which 
the  shares  without  par  value  are  changed 
shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  (1)  the  amount 
of  stated  capital  represented  by  such  shares 
without  par  value,  and  (2)  the  amount  of 
surplus,  If  any,  transferred  to  stated  capital 
on  account  of  such  change,  and  (3)  any  addi- 
tional consideration  paid  for  such  shares  with 
par  value  and  allocated  to  stated  capital. 

FILING  OF  ARTICLES  OF  AMENDMENT 

Sec.  67.  (a)  Duplicate  originals  of  the 
articles  of  amendment  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commissioners 
find  that  the  articles  of  amendment  conform 
to  law,  they  shall,  when  all  fees  and  taxes 
have  been  paid  as  In  this  act  prescribed — 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate  orig- 
inals the  word  "Filed"  and  the  month,  day, 
and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office; 

(3)  Issue  a  certificate  at  amendment  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original: 

<b)  The  certificate  of  amendment  with 
the  duplicate  original  of  the  articles  of 
amendment  affixed  thereto  shall  be  recorded 
in  the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

RIfBCT     OF    CERTIFICATE    OF    AMENDMENT 

Sec.  58.  (a)  Upon  the  Issuance  of  the  cer- 
tificate of  amendment,  the  amendment  shall 
become  effective  and  the  articles  of  Incor- 
poration shall  be  deemed  to  be  amended 
accordingly. 

(b)  Mo  amendment  shall  affect  any  exist- 
ing cause  of  action  in  favor  of  or  against 
such  corporation,  or  any  pending  suit  to 
which  such  corporation  shall  be  a  party,  or 
the  existing  rights  of  persons  other  than 
shareholders;  and.  In  the  event  the  corporate 
name  shall  be  changed  by  amendment,  no 
suit  brought  by  or  against  such  corporation 
under  Its  former  name  shall  abate  for  that 
reason. 

REDEMPTION   AND  CANCELLATION  OF  SHARES 

Sec.  60.  (a)  If  the  articles  of  Incorporation 
provide  that  redeemable  shares  redeemed,  cr 
purchased  or  otherwise  acquired  by  the  cor- 
poration, shall  be  canceled  and  shall  not  be 
reissued,  then,  in  the  event  of  such  cancel- 
lation of  shares,  the  stated  capital  of  the 
corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  be  reduced 
by  that  part  of  tbe  stated  capital  which  was, 
at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  represented 
by  the  shares  so  canceled. 

(b)  No  redemption  or  ptn-chase  of  redeem- 
able shares  shall  be  made  which  will  reduce 
the  remaining  assets  of  the  corporation  be- 
low an  amount  sufficient  to  pay  all  debts  and 
known  liabilities  of  the  corporation  as  they 
mature,  except  such  debts  and  liabilities  as 
have  been  otherwise  adequately  provided  for, 
or  which  will  reduce  the  net  assets  below 
the  aggregate  amount  payable  to  the  holders 
of  shares  having  prior  or  equal  rights  to  the 
assets  of  the  corporation  upon  dissolution. 

(c)  When  redeemable  shares  of  a  corpora- 
tion have  been  canceled  pursuant  to  the 
Xrrovlsions  of  the  articles  of  Incorporation,  a 
statement  shall  be  executed  In  duplicate  by 
the  corporation  by  its  president  or  a  vice 
president,  and  verified  by  him,  and  the  cor- 
porate seal  shall  be  thereto  afflzed,  attested 
by  the  secretary  or  an  assistant  secretary, 
which  statement  shall  set  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  aggregate  number  of  shares  which 
the  corporation  had  authority  to  issue.  Item- 
ized by  classes  and  series; 


(3)  the  ntunber  of  shares  canceled.  Item- 
ized by  classes  and  series; 

(4)  the  number  of  shares  which  the  cor- 
poration has  authority  to  issue,  itemized  by 
classes  and  series,  after  giving  effect  to  such 
cancellation; 

(5)  a  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  Issued  shares  itemized  by  classes,  par 
value  of  shares,  shares  without  par  value, 
and  series,  if  any,  within  a  class,  after  giving 
effect  to  the  cancellation; 

(9)  a  statement,  expressed  in  dollars,  of 
the  amount  of  the  stated  capital  and  the 
amount  of  paid -lb  surplus  of  the  corporation 
after   giving   effect    to  such   cancellation. 

(d)  Such  statement  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commissioners 
find  that  such  statement  conforms  to  law. 
they  shall — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Fi:ed-,  and  the  month. 
day.  and  year  at  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  (A.  such  duplicate  originals 
In  their  <^ce; 

(3)  return  the  other  duplicate  original  to 
the  corporation  or  its  representative. 

(e)  The  duplicate  original  returned  by  the 
Commissioners  shall  be  recorded  in  the  of- 
fice of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

<f)  The  filing  of  such  statement  by  the 
Commissioners  shall  operate  as  an  amend- 
ment to  tbe  articles  of  Incorporation  and 
shall  rediKe  the  number  of  shares  of  the 
class  BO  canceled  which  the  corporation  is 
authorized  to  Issue  by  the  number  of  shares 
so  canceled. 

<g)  Nothing  contained  In  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  forbid  a  reduction  of 
authorized  shares  or  a  reduction  of  stated 
capital  In  any  other  manner  permitted  by 
this  act. 

CANCBXAT10H    OF   RZACQTnaxO    SHARES 

Sec.  60.  (a)  A  {parporation  may  at  any 
time,  by  resolution  of  its  board  of  directors, 
cancel  all  or  any  part  of  the  shares  of  tbe 
corporation  of  any  class  reacquired  by  It 
through  redemption,  purchase,  or  otherwise, 
and  In  the  event  of  such  cancellation  a  state- 
ment of  cancellation  shall  be  filed  as  pro- 
vided in  this  section.  When  any  reacquired 
shares  have  been  canceled  by  resolution  of 
the.  board  of  directors,  a  statement  shall  be 
executed  In  duplicate  by  the  corporation  by 
Its  president  or  a  vice  president,  and  verified 
by  him,  and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be  there- 
to afllxed.  attested  by  the  secretary  or  as- 
sistant secretary,  which  statement  shall  set 
forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  aggregate  number  of  shares  which 
the  corporation  has  authority  to  Issue,  item- 
ized by  classes,  par  value  of  shares,  shares 
without  par  value,  and  series.  If  any.  within 
a  class; 

(3)  the  aggregate  number  of  issued  shares. 
Itemized  by  classes,  par  value  of  shares, 
shares  without  par  value,  and  series,  if  any, 
within  a  class  before  giving  effect  to  such 
cancellation; 

(4)  the  number  at  shares  canceled.  Item- 
ized by  classes,  par  value  of  shares,  ahares 
without  par  value,  and  series,  if  any,  within 
a  class; 

(5)  a  statement  that  the  shares  so  can- 
celed were  canceled  by  a  resolution  duly 
adopted  by  the  board  of  directors; 

(6)  the  aggregate  number  of  issued  shares. 
Itemized  by  classes,  par  value  of  shares, 
shares  without  par  value,  and  series.  If  any, 
within  a  class,  after  giving  effect  to  such 
cancellation; 

(7)  a  statement,  expressed  In  dollars,  of 
the  amount  of  the  stated  capital  and  the 
amount  of  the  paid-in  surplus  of  the  cor- 
poration before  giving  effect  to  such  can- 
cellation; 

(8)  a  statement,  expressed  in  dollars,  of 
the  amount  of  the  stated  capital  and  the 
amount  of  the  paid-in  surplus  of  the  cor- 
poration after  giving,  effect  to  such  can- 
cellation. 
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(b)  Such  statement  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  CommlBslonen.  If  the  Ckimmlosloners 
find  that  such  statement  conforms  to  law, 
they  shall— 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate  orig- 
inals the  word  "Piled,"  and  the  month,  day, 
and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office: 

(3)  the  other  duplicate  original  retximed 
by  the  Commissioners  shall  be  recorded  in 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(c)  Upon  the  filing  of  such  statement  by 
the  Commissioners,  the  stated  capital  of  the 
corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  be  reduced  by 
that  part  of  the  stated  capital  which  was, 
at  the  time  of  such  cancellation,  represented 
by  the  shares  so  canceled  and  the  shares  so 
canceled  shall  be  deemed  to  be  authorized 
but  unissued  shares. 

(d)  Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall 
be  construed  to  forbid  a  cancellation  of 
shares  or  a  reduction  of  stated  capital  in  any 
other  manner  permitted  by  this  act. 

kZDT7CTION  or  8TATKD  CAPCTAL  IN  CZXTAIN  CASES 

Ssc.  61.  (a)  The  reduction  of  the  stated 
capital  of  a  corporation  where  such  reduction 
Is  not  accompanied  by  an  exchange,  reclassi- 
fication, or  cancellation  of  shares,  or  by  a 
reduction  in  the  par  value  of  issued  shares, 
or  by  a  reduction  of  the  number  of  authorized 
■hares  of  any  class  below  the  number  of 
Issued  shares  of  that  class,  or  by  a  redemp- 
tion and  cancellation  of  shares,  may  be  made 
in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  setting  forth  the  amount  of  the 
proposed  reduction  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  reduction  shall  be  effected,  and  directing 
that  the  question  of  such  reduction  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders, 
which  may  be  either  an  annual  or  a  special 
meeting. 

(2)  Written  or  printed  notice,  stating  that 
the  purpose  or  one  of  the  purposes  of  such 
meeting  is  to  consider  the  question  of  reduc- 
ing the  stated  capital  of  the  corporation, 
ahall  be  given  to  each  shareholder  of  record 
entitled  to  vote  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  act  for  the  giving  of 
notice  of  meetings  of  shareholders. 

(3)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  shall  be  taken  on  the 
question  of  the  proposed  reduction  of  stated 
capital,  which  shall  require  for  Its  adoption 
the  affirmative  vote  of  the  holders  of  at  least 
a  majority  of  the  outstanding  shares  entitled 
to  vote. 

(b)  When  a  reduction  of  the  stated  capital 
of  a  corporation  has  been  approved  as  pro- 
vided in  this  section,  a  statement  shall  be 
executed  in  duplicate  by  the  corporation  by 
Its  president  or  a  vice  president,  and  verified 
by  him,  and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be 
thereto  affixed,  attested  by  the  secretary  or 
an  assistant  secretary,  which  statement  shall 
set  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation: 

(2)  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  share- 
holders approving  such  reduction; 

(3)  the  total  number  of  shares  outstand- 
ing and  the  niunber  of  shares  entitled  to 
vote; 

(4)  the  number  of  shares  voted  for  and 
against  such  reduction,  respectively; 

(5)  a  statement  of  the  manner  in  which 
^ch  reduction  is  effected,  and  a  statement, 
expressed  in  dollars,  of  the  amount  of  stated 
capital  and  the  amount  of  paid-in  surplus  of 
the  corporation  adjusted  to  give  effect  to 
such  reduction. 

(c)  Such  statement  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commissioners 
find  that  such  statement  conforms  to  law, 
they  shall,  when  all  fees  have  been  paid  as  in 
this  act  prescribed — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
origlnala  the  word  "Piled"  and  the  month, 
day,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 


(3)  the  other  duplicate  original  returned 
by  the  Commissioners  shall  be  recorded  In  the 
office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

Sac.  02.  (a)  No  reduction  of  stated  cap- 
ital shall  be  made  under  the  provisions  of 
section  612  which  would  reduce  the  amount 
of  the  aggregate  stated  capital  of  the  cor- 
poration to  an  amount  leas  than  the  aggre- 
gate preferential  amounts  payable  upon  all 
Issued  shEU-es  having  a  preferential  right  in 
the  assets  of  the  corporation  in  the  event 
of  involuntary  liquidation,  plus  the  aggre- 
gate par  value,  Eifter  such  reduction,  of  all 
issued  shares  having  a  par  value  but  no  pref- 
erential right  In  the  assets  of  the  corporation 
in -the  event  of  Involuntary  liquidation. 

(b)  The  surp'lus,  if  any.  created  by  or 
arising  out  of  the  reduction  of  the  stated 
capital  of  a  cor]x>rBtlon  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  paid-in  surplus,  except  where  such  reduc- 
tion is  effected  by  the  cancellation  of  Its 
own  shares  belonging  to  the  corporation,  or 
by  the  redemptlcm  and  cancellation  of  shares, 
in  either  of  which  events  thj  paid-in  sur- 
plus. If  any,  created  by  such  reduction  shall 
not  exceed  the  nmount  by  which  the  stated 
capital  represen^d  by  such  shares  exceeded 
the  cost  thereof  to  the  corporation. 

KEDUCnO^i    OF    PAID-IN    BCEPLUS 

Sec.  63.  A  corporation  may.  by  resolution 
of  Its  board  of  directors,  apply  any  part  or 
all  of  Its  paid-in  surplus  to  the  payment  of 
dividends  as  peimltted  by  section  40  of  this 
act,  or  to  the  distribution  of  liquidating 
dividends  as  permitted  by  section  41  of  this 
act.  to  the  payment  of  reasonable  compen- 
sation for  the  sale  or  underwriting  of  Its 
shares  as  permitted  by  section  19  of  this 
act.  the  reduction  or  elimination  of  any 
deficit  arising  from  operating  or  other  losses 
or  from  diminution  In  value  of  Its  assets. 

psocEoxraE  poa  kkbcex 

Sec.  64.  Any  two  or  more  domestic  corpo- 
rations may  merge  Into  one  of  such  corpora- 
tions In  the  following  manner: 

The  board  of  directors  of  each  corporation 
shall,  by  resolution  adopted  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  members  of  each  such  board, 
approve  a  plan  of  merger  setting  forth: 

(a)  The  names  of  the  corporations  pro- 
posing to  merge,  and  the  name  of  the  cor- 
poration Into  which  they  propose  to  merge, 
which  Is  hereinafter  designated  as  the  sur- 
viving corjxaratlon. 

(b)  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  pro- 
posed merger. 

(c)  The  manner  and  basis  of  converting 
the  shares  of  each  merging  corporation  Into 
shares  or  other  securities  or  obligations  of 
the  surviving  corporation. 

(d)  A  statement  of  any  changes  in  the 
articles  of  Incorporation  of  the  surviving  cor- 
poration to  be  effected  by  such  merger. 

(e)  Such  other  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  merger  as  are  deemed  necessary 
or  desirable. 

PSOCKDTTKX    fOB    CONSOLIDATION 

Src.  65.  Any  two  or  more  domestic  corpo- 
rations may  consolidate  into  a  new  corpora- 
tion in  the  following  manner: 

The  board  of  directors  of  each  corporation, 
shall  by  a  resolution  adopted  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  members  of  each  such  board,  ap- 
prove a  plan  of  consolidation  setting  forth; 

(a)  The  names  of  the  corporations  pro- 
posing to  consolidate,  and  the  name  of  the 
new  corporation  Into  which  they  propose  to 
consolidate,  which  Is  hereinafter  designated 
as  the  new  corporation. 

(b)  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  pro- 
posed consolidation. 

(c)  The  manner  and  basis  of  converting 
the  shares  of  each  corporation  Into  shares,  or 
other  securities,  or  obligations  of  the  new 
corporation. 

(d)  With  respect  to  the  new  corporation, 
all  of  the  statements  required  to  be  set  forth 
in  articles  of  incorporation  for  corporations 
organlssed  under  this  act. 


(e)  Such  other  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  consolidation  as  are  deemed 
necessary  or  desirable. 

icEmNGs  or  SHAaraoLona 

Sec.  66.  The  Ixwrd  of  directors  of  each  cor- 
poration, upon  approving  such  plan  of  merger 
or  plan  of  consolidation,  shall,  by  resolution, 
direct  that  the  plan  be  submitted  to  a  vote 
at  a  meettlng  of  shareholders,  which  may 
be  either  an  annual  or  a  special  meeting. 
Written  or  printed  notice  shall  be  delivered 
not  less  than  20  days  before  such  meeting. 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  to  each  share- 
holder of  record  entitled  to  vote  at  such 
meeting.  Such  notice  shall  state  the  place, 
day.  hour,  and  purpose  of  the  meeting,  and 
a  copy  or  a  summary  of  the  plan  of  merger 
or  plan  of  consolidation,  as  the  case  may 
be,  shall  be  included  in  or  encloeed  with 
such  notice. 

APPaOVAL   BT   BMABKMOLOKBB 

Sec.  67.  At  each  such  meeting,  a  vote  Ot 
the  nhareholders  shall  be  taken  on  the  pro- 
posed plan  of  merger  or  consolidation.  The 
plan  of  merger  or  consolidation  ahall  be  ap- 
proved upon  receiving  the  affirmative  vote  of 
the  holders  of  two-thirds  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  each  corporation  unless  as  to  any 
of  such  corporations  two  or  more  clsssee  of 
shares  are  issued  In  which  event  as  to  such 
corporation  or  corporations  the  plan  of 
merger  or  consolidation  ahall  be  approved 
upon  receiving  the  affirmative  vote  of  at 
least  two-thirds  of  the  outatanding  shares 
of  each  such  class. 

ABTICLES    or    MEBCEB    0«    CONSOUSATIOH 

Sec.  68.  (a)  Upon  such  approval,  articlee 
of  merger  or  articles  of  consolidation  shall 
be  executed  In  duplicate  by  each  corporation 
by  Its  president  or  a  vice  president,  and  veri- 
fied by  him,  and  the  corporate  seal  of  each 
corporation  shall  be  thereto  affixed,  attested 
by  Its  secretary  or  an  assistant  eecretary,  and 
shall  set  forth — 

( 1 )  the  plan  of  merger  or  the  plan  of  con- 
solidation; 

(2)  as  to  each  corporation,  the  number 
of  shares  outstanding,  and  if  there  are  two 
or  more  classes  of  shares  Issued,  the  designa- 
tion of  each  such  class  and  the  ntnnber  of 
shares  thereof  outstanding; 

(3)  as  to  each  corfwration,  the  number  of 
shares  voted  for  and  against  such  plan  re- 
spectively, and.  if  there  are  two  or  more 
classes  of  shares  issued  the  number  of  shares 
of  each  such  class  voted  for  and  against  such 
plan,  respectively. 

(b)  Such  articles  of  merger  or  consolida- 
tion ahall  be  delivered  to  the  Cocnmlsalon- 
ers.  If  the  Commissioners  find  that  such 
articles  of  merger  or  consolidation  conform 
to  law,  they  shall,  when  all  fees  have  been 
paid  as  In  this  Act  prescribed — 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "filed"  and  the  month, 
days,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  office; 

(3)  issue  a  certificate  of  merger  or  cer- 
tificate of  consolidation  to  which  they  shall 
attach  the  other  duplicate  original  which 
shall  then  be  filed  for  record  in  the  office 
of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 


EFFECTIVE    DATE    OF    MEBCEB    OB    CONBOLJIMTIOM 

Sec.  69.  Upon  the  issuance  of  the  certifi- 
cate of  merger  or  the  certificate  of  consoli- 
dation by  the  Commissioners,  the  merger  or 
consolidation  shall  be  effected. 


EFFECT    OF    MEBOEB    OB    CONSOLIDATION 

Sec.  70.  When  such  merger  or  consolida- 
tion has  been  effected: 

(a)  The  several  corfwratlon  parties  to  the 
plan  of  merger  or  consolidation  shall  be  a 
single  corporation,  which.  In  the  case  of  a 
merger,  shall  be  that  corporation  designated 
In  the  plan  of  merger  as  the  surviving  cor- 
poration, and.  In  the  case  of  a  consolidation, 
shall  be  the  new  corpxjratlon  provided  for 
in  the  plan  of  consolidation. 


(b)  The  separate  existence  of  all  corpora- 
tluns  parties  to  the  plan  ol  merger  or  consol- 
idation, except  the  survirlng  or  new  cor- 
poration, shall  cease. 

(c)  Such  surviving  or  n*w  corporation,  as 
the  case  may  be,  shall  hivve  all  the  rights, 
privileges,  immunities,  and  powers  and  shall 
be  subject  to  all  the  dutiei  and  liabilities  of 
B  corporation  organized  under  this  act. 

(d)  Such  surviving  or  new  corporation 
Khali  thereupon  and  thereafter  possess  all 
the  rlghU.  privileges,  immimitles.  and  fran- 
chises, as  well  of  a  public  as  a  private  na- 
ture, of  each  of  the  mer^c  g  or  oonsolldating 
corporations;  and  all  prjperty — real,  per- 
Bona).  and  mixed — and  idl  debts  due  on 
whatever  account,  including  subscriptions  to 
shares,  and  all  other  choiies  In  action,  and 
all  and  every  other  Intereiit.  at  or  belonging 
to  or  due  to  each  of  the  eorporations  so 
merxed  or  cunsoUdated.  s^iall  be  taken  and 
deemed  to  be  transferred  to  and  vested  In 
such  single  corporation  without  further  act 
or  deed:  and  the  title  to  any  real  estate,  or 
any  interest  therein.  vest'Kl  ir.  any  of  such 
cnrpmrntlons  shall  not  re-^rt  or  be  in  any 
way  Impaired  by  reason  of  such  merger  or 
consolidation. 

(e)  Such  surviving  or  new  corporation 
Phall  thenceforth  be  resp-mslble  and  liable 
for  all  the  liabilities  and  obligations  of  each 
of  the  corporations  so  merged  or  consoli- 
dated: and  any  claim  exlitlng  or  action  or 
proceeding  pending  by  or  sgalnst  any  of  such 
corporations  may  be  proee<njted  to  Judgment 
Bx  If  such  merger  or  confolldatton  had  not 
taken  place,  or  such  surviving  or  new  cor- 
poration may  be  substituted  In  Its  place. 
Nrither  the  rights  of  creditors  nor  any  liens 
up<jn  the  property  at  any  such  corporation 
Khali  be  Impaired  by  such  merger  or  oonsol- 
Idauon. 

(n  In  the  case  of  a  merger,  the  articles  of 
Incorporation  of  the  surviving  corporation 
Fhjiil  be  deemed  to  be  amended  to  the  extent. 
If  any,  tlMt  changes  in  lu  articles  of  In- 
corporauon  are  stated  in  the  articles  of 
merfrer;  and.  in  the  case  of  a  consolidation. 
the  statements  set  forth  In  the  articles  of 
consolidation  and  which  are  required  or  per- 
muted to  be  set  fortb  in  Xb»  articles  of 
Incorporation  of  corporations  organiaed 
uiiritr  thU  act  shall  be  deemet<  to  be  the 
ariicies  of  incorporation  of  the  new  cor- 
p<jrfttion. 

( t )  The  Bfrgregate  aanount  of  the  net  assets 
ol  the  merging  or  consolidating  corpora- 
ti.  t)s  which  was  available  for  the  payment 
cl  dividends  Immediately  prior  to  such 
merger  or  conaolidaUon.  to  the  extent  that 
the  amount  thereof  is  not  transferred  to 
stated  capital  by  the  Issuance  of  ahares  or 
otherwise,  shall  continue  to  be  avaOlable  for 
the  payment  of  dividends,  by  such  surviving 
or  new  corporation. 

UUCEB    OS    CONSOUDATTON     OT    DOKBSTIC     aMS 
rOBZION     COBPOBATIOMS 

Sec  71.  One  or  more  foreign  corporations 
and  one  or  more  domestic  corporations  may 
be  merged  or  consolidated  if  permitted  by  the 
Inws  of  the  State  undei-  which  each  such 
Jorelgn   corporation   is   organized: 

(a)  Each  domestic  oor]>oraUon  shall  com- 
ply with  the  provl&ions  of  this  act  with  re- 
rpfct  to  the  merger  or  consolidation,  as  the 
ca.se  may  be,  of  domestic  corporations  and 
ench  foreign  corporaUon  ahall  comply  with 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  laws  of  the 
States  under  which  It  is  organized. 

'b)  If  the  surviving  cr  new  corporation. 
a-  ihe  case  may  be.  Is  to  be  governed  by  the 
laws  of  any  State  other  than  the  District 
of  Columbia,  it  shall  comply  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  with  respect  to  foreign 
corporations  if  It  Is  to  do  buslneos  In  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  in  every  case  it 
shall  flje  with  the  ComirJsslaners — 

(1)  an  agreement  that  it  may  be  senred 
with  process  in  the  DlsUlct  of  Columbia  in 
Jiiiy  proceeding  for  the  enforcement  of  any 
obligation  of  any  domestl:  corporation  which 
li>  a  pivrty  to  such  merger  or  consolidation 


and  in  any  proceeding  for  the  enfcroement 
of  the  rights  of  a  dlssenUng  sharehcdder  of 
any  such  domestic  corporation  against  the 
surviving  or  new  corporation; 

(2)  an  irrevocable  appointment  of  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
as  its  agent  to  accept  service  of  process  in 
any  such  proceeding;  and 

(3)  an  agreement  that  it  will  promptly 
pay  to  the  dissenting  shareholders  of  any 
such  domestic  corporation  the  amount,  if 
any,  to  which  they  shall  be  entitled  tmder 
the  provtBlons  of  this  act  with  respect  to  the 
righu  of  dissenting  shareholders. 

(c)  The  effect  of  such  merger  or  con- 
solidation shall  be  the  same  as  In  the  case  of 
the  merger  or  consolidation  of  domestic  cor- 
porations, if  the  surviving  or  new  corpora- 
tion is  to  be  governed  by  the  laws  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  If  the  surviving  or 
new  corporation  is  to  be  governed  by  the 
laws  of  any  Jurisdiction  other  than  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  the  effect  of  such  merger 
or  consolidation  shall  be  the  same  as  ir  the 
case  of  the  merger  or  consolidation  of  do- 
mestic corporations  except  insofar  as  the 
laws  of  such  other  jurisdiction  provide  other- 
wise. 

MXBCEX   or   PABXNT    COBPOBATIOM   AMD    WHOLLY 
OWNED  SUa&IDIABT 

Sac  72.  (a)  Any  corporation  now  or  here- 
after organised  under  the  provialons  hereof 
or  existing  tmder  the  laws  of  the  District  of 
Coltunbla.  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
any  kind  of  business  authorized  by  this  act, 
owning  all  of  the  stock  of  any  other  corpora- 
tion now  or  hereafter  organized  hereunder  or 
existing  under  the  laws  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  now  or  hereafter  organized 
under  the  laws  of  any  other  State  of  the 
United  States  of  America  If  the  laws  under 
which  said  other  corporation  is  formed  shall 
permit  a  merger  as  herein  provided,  may  file, 
in  duplicate  original  vrtth  the  Commission- 
ers, a  certificate  of  such  ownership  in  its 
name  and  under  Its  corporate  seal,  signed 
by  its  president  or  a  vice  president,  and  its 
secretary  or  assistant  secretary,  and  setting 
forth  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  its  board 
of  directors  to  merge  such  other  corpora- 
tion, and  to  assume  all  of  Its  obligations  and 
the  date  of  the  adoption  thereof,  if  the 
Commissioners  find  that  such  certificate  of 
ownership  oonforms  to  law,  they  shall,  when 
all  fees  have  been  paid  as  in  this  act  pre- 
scribed— 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "fUed.~  and  the  month, 
day.  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office; 

(3)  Issue  a  certificate  of  ownership  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original  which  certificate  shall  then  be  re- 
corded in  the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(b)  Upon  the  Issuance  of  the  certificate 
of  ownership,  the  merger  shall  be  effected 
and  thereupon  ail  of  the  estate,  property, 
rights,  privileges,  and  franctiises  of  such 
other  corporation  shall  vest  in  and  be  held 
and  enjoyed  by  such  parent  corporation  as 
fully  and  entirely  and  without  change  or 
diminution  as  the  same  were  before  held  and 
enjoyed  by  such  other  corporation,  and  be 
managed  and  controlled  by  such  parent  cor- 
poration, and  except  as  hereinafter  in  this 
section  provided,  in  its  name,  but  subject  to 
all  liabilities  and  obligations  of  such  other 
corporation  and  the  rights  of  all  creditors 
thereof.  The  parent  corporation  ahall  not 
thereby  acquire  power  to  engage  in  any  busi- 
ness, or  to  exercise  any  right,  privilege,  or 
franchise,  of  a  kind  which  it  could  not  law- 
fully engage  In  or  exercise  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law  or  laws  by  or  pursuant  to 
which  such  parent  corporaUon  is  organiaed, 
or  operates  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
parent  corporation  shall  be  deenwd  to  have 
assumed  all  of  the  obligations  and  liabilities 
of  the  merged  corporation  and  shall  be  liable 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  It  had  Itself  in- 
curred such  liabilities  and  obllgatlans.    The 


parent  corporation  may  relinquish  its  cor- 
porate name  and  '"«"mi»  in  lieu  thereof  the 
name  of  the  merged  corporation,  by  Includ- 
ing it  In  a  provision  to  that  effect  in  the 
resolution  of  merger  adopted  by  the  dlrecton 
and  s?t  forth  In  the  certificate  of  ownership, 
and  upon  the  filing  of  such  certificate  the 
change  of  name  shall  be  completed,  with  the 
same  force  and  effect  and  subject  to  the  same 
conditions  and  consequences  as  if  such 
change  had  been  accomplished  by  ■prxyc^e^- 
Ings  under  the  appropriate  section  of  this 
act. 

BIGHTS   or  mSSENTINO    SHABEHOUtEBS 

Sec.  73.  (a)  If  a  shareholder  of  a  corpora- 
tion which  Is  a  party  to  a  merger  or  consoli- 
dation shall  file  with  such  corporation,  prior 
to  or  at  the  meeting  ot  shareholders  at  which 
the  plan  of  merger  or  consolidation  is  sub- 
mitted to  a  vote,  a  written  objection  to  such 
plan  of  merger  or  consolidation,  and  shall 
not  vote  in  favor  thereof,  and  such  share- 
holder, within  20  days  after  the  merger  or 
co.isolidation  is  effec-,ed,  shall  make  written 
demand  on  the  surviving  or  new  corporation 
for  payment  of  the  fair  value  of  his  shares, 
as  of  the  day  prior  to  the  date  on  which  the' 
vote  was  taken  approving  the  merger  or  con- 
solidation, the  surviving  or  new  corporation 
shall  pey  to  such  shareholder,  upon  surrender 
of  his  certificate  or  certificates  representing 
said  shares,  such  fair  value  thereof.  Sncta 
demand  shall  state  the  number  and  class  at 
the  shares  owned  by  such  dissenting  share- 
holder. Any  ahareholder  falling  to  make 
demand  within  the  20-day  period  shall  be 
bound  by  the  terms  of  the  merger  or  consol- 
idation. 

(b)  If  within  SO  days  after  the  date  on 
which  such  merger  or  consolidation  was  ef- 
fected the  value  of  such  shares  is  agreed 
upon  between  the  dissenting  shareholder  and 
the  surviving  or  new  corporation  payment 
therefor  shall  be  made  within  90  days  after 
the  date  on  which  such  merger  or  consolida- 
tion was  effected,  upon  the  stirrender  of  his 
certificate  or  certificates  representing  said 
shares.  Upon  payment  of  the  agreed  value 
the  dissenting  shareholder  shall  cease  to  have 
any  interest  in  such  shares  or  in  the  corpo- 
ration. 

(c)  If  within  such  period  of  SO  days  the 
shareholder  and  the  surviving  or  new  corp>o- 
ration  do  not  so  agree,  then  the  dissenting 
shareholder  may,  witliln  60  days  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  30-day  period,  file  a  petition 
in  any  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  within 
the  District  of  Columbia,  aaklng  for  a  ftnrfing 
and  determination  of  the  fair  value  of  such 
shares,  and  ahall  be  entitled  to  Judgment 
against  the  surviving  or  new  corporation  for 
the  amount  of  such  fair  value  as  of  the  day 
prior  to  the  date  on  which  such  vote  was 
taken  i^iprovlng  such  merger  or  consolida- 
tion, together  with  Interest  thereon  at  the 
rate  of  6  percent  per  *tiiiiitw  to  the  date  of 
such  Judgment.  Ilie  jtidgntfnt  shall  l>e  pay- 
able only  upon  and  Eimultaneoualy  with  the 
surrender  to  the  surviving  or  new  corpora- 
tion of  the  certificate  or  certificates  repre- 
senting said  shares.  Upon  payment  of  the 
Judgment,  the  dissenting  shareholder  shall 
cease  to  have  any  interest  In  such  shares  or 
in  the  surviving  or  new  corporation.  Such 
shares  may  l>e  held  and  disposed  of  by  the 
surviving  or  new  corporation  as  it  may  see  fit. 
Unless  the  dissenting  shareholder  shall  file 
such  petition  within  the  time  herein  limited, 
such  shareholder  and  all  jiersons  claiming 
under  him  shall  be  bound  by  the  terms  of 
the  merger  or  consolidation. 

(d)  The  right  of  a  dissenting  shareholder 
to  be  paid  the  fair  value  of  his  shares  as 
herein  provided  shall  cease  if  and  when  the 
corporation  shall  abandon  the  merger  or  con- 
solidation. 

SALE,  LZASK.  KXCHANGX.  OK  MORTGAGE  OF  ASSETS 
XN  CSUAL  AMD  BXCVLAB  COIJBSZ  OF  SDSIM£SS 

Sbc.  74.  The  sale,  lease,  exchange,  mort- 
gage, pledge,  or  other  disposition  of  less  than 
all,  or  lees  than  substantially  all.  the  prop- 
erty and  assets  of  a  corporation,  when  made 
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in  the  usual  and  regular  course  of  the  bust- 
nesa  of  the  corporation,  may  be  made  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  and  for  such  con- 
siderations, which  may  consist  In  whole  or 
In  part,  of  money  or  property,  real  or  per- 
sonal. Including  shares  of  any  other  corpo- 
ration, whether  or  not  such  other  corporation 
be  organized  under  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
as  shall  be  authorized  by  Its  board  of  direc- 
tors; and  in  such  case  no  authorization  or 
consent  of  the  shareholders  shall  be  required. 

BALK.  LEASE,  EXCHANGE,  OR  MOKTGAGE  OF  ASSETS 
OTHEX  THAN  IN  USUAL  AND  BEGULA*  COUESE 
or    BUSINESS 

Sec.  75.  A  sale,  lease,  exchange,  mortgage, 
pledge,  or  other  disposition  of  all.  or  sub- 
stantially all.  the  property  and  assets,  with 
or  without  the  goodwill,  of  a  corporation, 
may  be  made  upon  such  terms  and  coi]|U-> 
tions  and  for  such  consideration,  which  may 
consist,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  money  or 
property,  real  or  personal,  including  shares 
of  any  other  corporation,  whither  or  not 
such  other  corporation  be  organized  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act,  as  may  be  author- 
'  Ized  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  recommending  such  sale,  lease, 
exchange,  mortgage,  pledge,  or  other  disposi- 
tion, and  directing  the  submission  thereof  to 
a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders,  which 
may  be  either  an  annual  or  a  special  meeting. 

(b)  Written  or  printed  notice  stating  that 
the  purpose,  or  one  of  the  purposes,  of  such 
meeting  is  to  consider  the  sale,  lease,  ex- 
change, mortgage,  pledge,  or  other  disposi- 
tion of  all,  or  substantially  all.  the  property 
and  assets  of  the  corporation  shall  be  given 
to  each  shareholder  of  record  entitled  to  vote 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  provided 
by  this  act  for  the  giving  of  notice  of  meet- 
ings of  shareholders. 

(c)  At  such  meetings  the  shareholders  may 
authorize  such  sale,  lease,  exchange,  mort- 
gage, pledge,  or  other  disposition,  and  fix, 
or  may  authorize  the  board  of  directors  to 
fix,  any  or  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof  and  the  consideration  to  be  received 
by  the  corporation  therefor.  Such  authori- 
Bation  shall  require  the  afllrmatlve  vote  of 
the  holders  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the 
outstanding  shares  entitled  to  vote,  unless 
there  are  two  or  more  classes  of  rtock  Issued 
and  outstanding  and  entitled  to  vote,  in 
which  event  such  authorization  ^all  re- 
quire the  affirmative  vote  of  the  holders  of 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares 
of  each  such  class  of  shares  issued  and  out- 
standing and  entitled  to  vote. 

(d)  After  such  authorization  by  a  vote  of 
shareholders,  the  board  of  directors  never- 
theless, in  its  discretion,  may  abandon  such 
sale,  lease,  exchange,  mortgage,  pledge,  or 
other  disposition  of  assets,  subject  to  the 
rights  of  third  parties  under  any  contracts 
relating  thereto,  without  further  action  or 
approval  by  shareholders. 

RIGHTS    or    DISSENTING    SHAREHOLDERS 

Sec.  76.  (a)  If  a  shareholder  shall  file  with 
the  corporation,  prior  to  cm:  at  the  meeting 
of  shareholders  at  which  a  sale  or  exchange 
of  all  or  substantially  all  of  the  property 
and  assets  of  a  corporation  Is  submitted  to 
a  vote,  a  written  objection  to  such  sale  or 
exchange,  and  shall  not  vote  In  favor  thereof, 
and  such  shareholder,  within  20  days  after 
the  vote  was  taken,  shall  make  written  de- 
mand on  the  corporation  for  the  payment 
to  him  of  the  fair  value  of  his  shares  as  of 
the  day  prior  to  the  date  on  which  the  vote 
was  taken,  the  corporation  shall  pay  to  such 
shareholder,  upon  surrender  of  his  certifi- 
cate or  certificates  representing  said  shares, 
such  fair  value  thereof.  Such  demand  shall 
state  the  number  and  class  of  the  shares 
owned  by  such  dissenting  shareholder.  Any 
shareholder  falling  to  make  demand  within 
20-day  i>eriod  shall  be  bound  by  the 
of  the  sale  or  exchange. 
If.  within  30  days  after  the  date  on 
'  ich  vote  was  taken,  the  value  of  such 


shares  Is  agreed  upon  between  the  dissenting 
shareholder  and  the  corporation,  the  cor- 
poration shall  make  payment  of  the  agreed 
value  within  90  days  after  the  date  on  which 
the  vote  was  taken  authorizing  the  sale  or 
exchange,  upon  the  surrender  of  his  certifi- 
cate or  certificates  representing  said  shares. 
Upon  payment  of  the  agreed  value,  the  dis- 
senting shareholder  shall  cease  to  have  any 
interest  in  such  shares  or  In  the  corporation, 
(c)  If  within  such  period  of  30  days  the 
shareholder  and  the  corix>ratlon  do  not  so 
agree,  then  the  dissenting  shareholder  may. 
within  60  clays  after  the  expiration  of  the 
30-day  perlcxl.  file  a  petition  In  any  court  of 
competent  Jurisdiction  within  the  District 
of  Columbia,  asking  for  a  finding  and  deter- 
mination of  the  fair  value  of  such  shares, 
and  shall  be  entitled  to  Judgment  against 
the  corporation  for  the  amount  of  such  fair 
value  as  of  the  day  prior  to  the  date  on  which 
such  vote  was  taken,  together  with  interest 
thereon  at  the  rate  of  5  percent  per  annum 
to  the  date  of  such  Judgment.  The  judgment 
shall  be  payable  only  upon  and  simultane- 
ously with  the  surrender  to  the  corporation 
of  the  certificate  or  certificates  representing 
said  shares.  Upon  the  payment  of  the  Judg- 
ment, the  dissenting  shareholder  shall  cease 
to  have  any  Interest  In  such  shares  or  in  the 
corporation.  Unless  the  dissenting  share- 
holder shall  file  such  petition  within  the 
time  herein  limited,  such  shareholder  and 
all  persons  claiming  under  him  shall  be 
bound  by  the  terms  of  the  sale  or  exchange. 

VOLUNTART     DISSOLUTION     OF     CORPORATION     BT 
ITS   INCORFORATORS 

Sec.  77.  A  corporation  which  has  not  com- 
menced bvislness  and  which  has  not  Issued 
any  shares  may  be  voluntarily  dissolved  by 
its  Incorporators  at  any  time  within  1  year 
from  the  date  of  the  Issuance  of  its  certificate 
of  incorporation  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  Articles  of  dissolution  shall  be  executed 
in  duplicate  by  a  majority  of  the  Incorpora- 
tors, and  verified  by  them,  and  shall  set 
forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation: 

(2)  the  date  of  issuance  of  its  certificate 
of  IncorpKiratlon; 

(3)  that  none  of  Its  shares  have  been 
Issued: 

(4)  that  the  corporation  has  not  com- 
menced business; 

(5)  that  the  amount,  If  any,  actually  paid 
in  on  subscriptions  to  Its  shares,  less  any 
part  thereof  disbursed  for  necessary  expenses, 
has  been  returned  to  those  entitled  thereto; 

(6)  that  no  debts  of  the  corporation  re- 
main unpaid: 

(7)  tliat  all  -the  Incorporators  elect  that 
the  corporation  be  dissolved. 

(b)  Duplicate  originals  of  the  articles  of 
dissolution  shall  be  delivered  to  the  Com- 
missioners. If  the  Commissioners  find  that 
the  articles  of  diosolutlon  conform  to  law. 
they  shall,  When  all  franchise  taxes,  fees,  and 
charges  have  been  paid  as  In  this  act  pre- 
scribed— 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed"  and  the  month, 
day,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  office; 

(3)  Issue  a  certificate  of  dissolution  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original  which  shall  be  recorded  In  the  office 
of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(c)  Upon  the  Issuance  of  such  certificate 
of  dissolution  the  existence  of  the  corpora- 
tion shall  cease. 

DISSOLUTION  BT   CONSENT  OF  SHAREHOLDERS 

Sec.  78.  A  corporation  may  be  dissolved  by 
the  written  consent  of  the  holders  of  record 
of  all  of  its  outstanding  shares  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner: 

Upon  the  execution  of  such  written  con- 
sent by  all  the  shareholders  of  record,  a 
statement  of  intent  to  dissolve  shall  be  exe- 
cuted In  duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  Its 


president  or  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by 
him,  and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto 
afllxed.  attested  by  Its  secretary  or  an  assist- 
ant secretary,  which  shall  set  forth  and 
contain — 

<a)   The  name  of  the  corporation. 

(b)  The  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number,  if  any.  of  its 
officers. 

(c)  The  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number,  if  any,  of  Its 
directors. 

( d )  A  copy  of  the  agreement  signed  by  all 
shareholders  of  record  of  the  corporation 
consenting  to  Its  dissolution. 

(e)  A  statement  that  such  agreement  has 
been  signed  by  all  shareholders  of  record  of 
the  corporation  or  signed  In  their  names  by 
their  attorneys  thereunto  duly  authorized. 

DISSOLUTION  BT  ACT  OF  CORPORATION 

Sec.  79.  A  corporation  may  be  dissolved  by 
the  act  of  the  corporation  In  the  following 
manner: 

(a)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  recommending  that  the  corpora- 
tion be  dissolved,  and  directing  that  the 
question  of  such  dissolution  be  submitted  to 
a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders,  which 
may  be  either  an  annual  or  a  special  meeting. 

(b)  Written  or  printed  notice  stating  that 
the  purpose,  or  one  of  the  purposes,  of  such 
meeting  is  to  consider  the  advisability  of 
dissolving  the  corporation,  shall  be  given  to 
each  shareholder  of  record  entitled  to  vote 
within  the  time  and  In  the  manner  provided 
In  this  act  for  the  giving  of  notice  of  meet- 
ings of  shareholders. 

(c)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  shall  be  taken  on  a 
resolution  to  dissolve  the  corporation,  which 
shall  require  for  Its  adoption  the  affirmative 
vote  of  the  holders  of  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  outstanding  shares  entitled  to  vote. 

(d)  Upon  the  adoption  of  such  resolution, 
a  statement  of  intent  to  dissolve  shall  be  ex- 
ecuted In  duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  Its 
president  or  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by 
him.  and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto 
affixed,  attested  by  Its  secretary  or  an  assist- 
ant secretary,  which  shall  set  forth — 

( 1 )  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number,  if  any,  of  Its 
officers; 

(3)  the  names  and  respective  addresses, 
including  street  and  number,  if  any,  of  Its 
directors; 

(4)  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  share- 
holders authorizing  the  dissolution  of  the 
corporation; 

(5)  the  number  of  shares  outstanding  and 
entitled  to  vote; 

(6)  the  number  of  shares  voted  for  and 
against  the  dissolution  of  the  corporation. 

FILING    or    STATEMENT    Or    INTENT    TO    DISSOLVE 

Sec  80.  Duplicate  originals  of  the  state- 
ment of  Intent  to  dissolve,  whether  by  con- 
sent of  shareholders  or  by  act  of  the  corpo- 
ration, shall  be  delivered  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. If  the  Commissioners  find  that 
such  statement  conforms  to  law,  they  shall, 
when  all  franchise  taxes,  fees,  and  charges 
have  been  i>ald  as  in  this  act  prescribed — 

(a)  Endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed"  and  the  month, 
day.  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof. 

(b)  File  one  of  such  duplicate  originals 
in  their  office. 

(c)  The  other  duplicate  original  shall  be 
recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder  of 
Deeds. 

EFTECT    or    STATEMENT    Or    INTENT   TO    OISflOLVE 

Sec.  81.  Upon  the  filing  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  a  statement  of  Intent  to  dissolve, 
whether  by  consent  of  shareholders  or  by  act 
of  the  corporation,  the  corporation  shall 
cease  to  carry  on  Its  business,  escept  Insofar 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  proper  winding 
up  thereof. 
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pEocEiDiNCS  Arrm  riLiNC   or  STATBcxKr  of 

IKTENT  TO  DISSOLVE 

Sec.  82.  After  the  filing  by  the  Commis- 
sioner of  a  statement  of  \ntent  to  dissolve-^ 

(SI  The  corporation  shall  proceed  to  col- 
lect its  assets,  convey  and  dispose  of  such  of 
Its  properties  as  are  not  ix)  be  distributed  in 
kind  to  lU  shareholders,  pay,  satisfy,  and  dis- 
charge Its  liabilities  and  obligations  and  do 
all  other  acts  required  Ui  liquidate  Its  busi- 
ness and  affairs,  and,  after  paying  or  ade- 
quately providing  for  th«'  payment  of  all  lU 
obligations,  distribute  tlie  remainder  of  its 
assets,  either  in  cash  or  In  kind,  among  its 
shareholders  according  to  their  respective 
rights  and  Interests. 

(b)  The  corporation.  ;it  any  time  during 
the  liquidation  of  Its  business  and  affairs, 
may  make  application  to  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  have  the  liquidation  continued  under  the 
supervision  of  the  court  as  provided  In  this 
act. 

REVOCATION    ET    C01«8ENT   OT   SHAREHOLDERS    OF 
VOLUNTART    DISSOLUTION    PROCEEDINGS 

Sec  83.  By  the  written  consent  of  the 
holders  of  Record  of  all  of  its  outstanding 
Bhares.  a  corporation  may.  at  any  time  prior 
to  the  Issuance  of  a  certificate  of  dissolution 
by  the  Commissioners  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided, revoke  voluntary  dissolution  proceed- 
ings theretofore  taken,  in  the  following 
manner: 

Upon  the  execution  of  such  written  con- 
sent by  all  the  shareholders  of  record,  a 
statement  of  revocation  of  voluntary  dlsso- 
lutlnn  proceedings  shall  t«  executed  In  dupli- 
cate by  the  corporation  by  Its  president  or  a 
vice  president,  and  verified  by  him.  and  the 
curpnrate  seal  shall  be  thereto  afllxed,  at- 
tested by  Its  secretary  or  an  assistant  secre- 
tary, which  shall  set  forth  and  contain — 

(a  I  The  name  of  the  corporation. 

(b)  The  names  and  respective  addresses, 
Including  street  and  numt>cr.  If  any,  of  its 
officers. 

(c)  The  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  numt>er,  if  any,  of  Its 
directors. 

(d)  A  ropy  of  the  agreement  signed  by  all 
shareholders  of  record  of  the  corporation 
revrking  such  voluntary  dlssjlutlon  pro- 
ceedings. 

(e)  That  such  agreement  Is  signed  by  all 
fhareholders  of  record  of  the  corporation  or 
siEtned  In  their  names  by  their  attorneys 
thereunto  duly  authorized. 

tr\OCATION    BT    ACT    OF    CORPORATION    OF 
VOLUNTART    DISSOLUTION    PROCED>INGS 

Sec  84.  By  the  act  of  the  corporation,  a 
corporation  may.  at  an~  time  prior  to  the 
ls.suance  of  a  certificate  of  dissolution  by  the 
Commissioners  as  hereinafter  provided,  re- 
v(  ke  voluntary  dissolution  proceedings  there- 
tofore taken  In  the  following  manner: 

(a>  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  recommending  that  voluntary  dis- 
solution proceedings  be  revoked  and  directing 
that  the  question  of  such  revocation  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  vote  at  a  meeting  of  shareholders. 

(b)  Written  or  printed  notice  stating  that 
the  purpose,  or  one  of  the  purposes,  of  such 
meeting  is  to  consider  the  advisability  of  re- 
voking the  voluntary  dissolution  proceedings. 
shall  be  given  to  each  shareholder  of  record 
entitled  to  vote  within  the  time  and  In  the 
manner  provided  In  this  act  for  the  giving 
of  notice  of  meetings  of  shareholders. 

(c)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  shall  be  taken  on  a 
re.solutlon  revoking  the  voluntary  dissolution 
proceedings,  which  shall  require  for  Its  adop- 
tif^n  the  affirmative  vcte  of  the  holders  of  at 
le.ast  two-thirds  of  the  ouUUndlng  shares 
entitled  to  vote. 

td)  Upon  the  adoption  of  such  resolution, 
a  statement  of  revocation  of  voluntary  dis- 
solution proceedings  shall  be  executed  in 
duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  Its  president 
c.  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by  him,  and 


the  corporate  teal  shall  be  thereto  afllxed,  at- 
tested by  Its  secretary  or  in  assistant  secre- 
tary, which  shall  set  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number.  If  any,  of  lU 
officers; 

(3)  the  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number,  if  any,  of  its 
directors; 

(4)  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  share- 
holders revoking  the  voluntary  dissolution 
proceedings; 

(5)  the  number  of  shares  outstanding  and 
entitled  to  vote; 

(6)  the  number  of  shares  voted  for  and 
against  the  revocation  of  the  voluntary  dis- 
solution proceedings,  respectively. 

FILING     or    STATEMENT    Or    REVOCATION    Or 
VOLUNTART    DISSOLUTION    PROCEEDINGS 

Sec.  86.  Duplicate  originals  of  the  state- 
ment of  revocation  of  voluntary  dissolution 
proceedings,  whether  by  consent  of  share- 
holders or  by  act  of  the  corporation,  shall  be 
delivered  to  the  Commissioners.  If  the  Com- 
missioners find  that  such  statement  con- 
forms to  law,  they  shall,  when  all  fees  have 
been  paid  as  In  this  act  prescribed — 

(a)  Endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed,"  and  the  month, 
day,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof. 

( b )  File  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  office. 

(c)  The  other  duplicate  original  shall  be 
recorded  In  the  office  nt  the  Recorder  of 
Deeds. 

EFFECT    OF    STATEMENT    OF    REVOCATION    OF 
VOLUNTART   DISSOLUTION  PROCEEDINGS 

Sec.  86.  Upon  the  filing  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  a  statement  of  revocation  of  volun- 
tary dissolution  proceedings  whether  by 
consent  of  shareholders  or  by  act  of  the 
corporation,  the  revocation  of  the  voluntary 
dissolution  proceedings  shall  become  effec- 
tive and  the  corporation  may  thereupon 
again  carry  on  its  business. 

ARTICLE  or  DISSOLUTION 

Sec.  87.  When  all  debts,  liabilities,  and  ob- 
ligations of  the  corporation  have  been  paid 
and  discharged,  or  adequate  provision  has 
been  made  therefor,  and  all  of  the  remaining 
property  and  assets  of  the  corporation  have 
been  distributed  to  Its  shareholders,  articles 
of  dissolution  shall  be  executed  In  dupli- 
cate by  the  corporation  by  Its  president  or  a 
vice  president,  and  verified  by  him,  and  the 
corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto  afllxed,  at- 
tested by  Its  secretary  or  an  assistant  secre- 
tary which  shall  set  forth — 

(a)  The  name  of  the  corporation. 

(b)  That  the  corporation  has  theretofore 
filed  with  the  Commissioners  a  statement  of 
Intent  to  dissolve,  and  the  date  on  which 
such  statement  was  filed. 

(c)  That  all  debts,  obligations,  and  li- 
abilities of  the  corporation  have  been  paid 
and  discharged  or  that  adequate  provision 
has  been  made  therefor. 

(d)  That  all  the  remaining  property  and 
assets  of  the  corporation  have  been  dis- 
tributed among  Its  shareholders  In  accord- 
ance with  their  respective  rights  and  in- 
terests. 

(e)  That  there  are  no  suits  pending 
against  the  corp>oratlon  In  any  court,  or  that 
adequate  provision  has  been  made  for  the 
satisfaction  of  any  Judgment,  order,  or  de- 
cree which  may  be  entered  against  It  in  any 
pending  suit. 

riLING   or   ARTICLES    Or    DISSOLUTION 

Sec.  88.  (a)  Duplicate  originals  of  such 
articles  of  dissolution  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Commissioners.  If  the  Commissioners 
find  that  such  articles  of  dissolution  con- 
form to  law.  they  shall,  when  all  fees  have 
been   paid   as  in   this   act  prescribed — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  such  duplicate  origi- 
nal the  word  "Filed,"  and  the  month,  day, 
and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 


(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office: 

(3)  issue  a  certificate  of  dissolution,  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original. 

(b)  They  shall  return  the  certificate  of 
dissolution,  with  a  duplicate  original  of  the 
articles  of  dissolution  thereto  afllxed,  which 
shall  be  filed  for  record  In  the  ofllce  of  the 
Recorder  of  Deeds.  Upon  the  issuance  of 
such  certificate  of  dissolution  the  existence 
of  the  corporation  shall  cease,  except  for  the 
pvu-pose  of  suits,  other  proceedings,  and  ap- 
propriate corporate  action  by  shareholders, 
directors,  and  officers  as  provided  in  this  ace 

INVOLUNTAST  DISSOLT7TION 

Sec.  89.  A  corporation  may  be  dissolved  in- 
voluntarily by  a  decree  of  a  court  of  equity  in 
an  action  instltute<l  by  the  Commissioners 
in  the  name  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
when  it  is  made  to  appear  to  the  court 
that — 

(a)  The  franchise  of  the  corporation  was 
proctired  through  fraud;    or 

(b)  The  corporation  has  continued  to  ex- 
ceed or  abuse  the  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  this  act;  or 

(c)  The  corporation  has  failed  for  30  days 
to  appoint  and  maintain  a  registered  agent 
as  provided  in  this  act;  or 

(d)  The  corporation  has  failed  for  30  days 
after  change  of  its  registered  office  or  reg- 
istered agent  to  file  with  the  Conunlssioners 
a  statement  of  such  change. 

VENUE    AND    PROCESS 

Sec.  90.  Every  action  for  the  Involuntary 
dissolution  of  a  corporation  on  the  grounds 
hereinbefore  provided  shall  be  commenced 
by  the  Commissioners  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Summons  shall  issue  and  shall  be  served  as 
in  other  civil  actions.  In  case  a  return  is 
made  thereon  that  no  officer  or  agent  of  such 
corporation  can  be  found  within  the  terri- 
torial limits  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
then  the  Commissioners  shall  cause  publi- 
cation to  be  made  in  some  newspaper  of 
general  circulation  published  In  the  District 
of  Columbia,  containing  a  notice  of  the  i>end- 
ency  of  such  action,  the  title  of  the  court, 
the  names  of  the  parties  thereto,  and  the 
date  on  or  after  which  default  may  be  en- 
tered. The  Commissioners  shall  cavise  a 
copy  of  such  notice  t>o  be  mailed  by  registered 
mall  to  the  corporation  at  its  registered 
office  within  10  days  after  the  first  publi- 
cation thereof.  The  certificate  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  mailing  of  such  notice  shall 
be  prima  facie  evidence  thereof.  Such  no- 
tice shall  be  published  at  least  once  each 
week  for  3  successive  weeks,  and  the  first 
publication  thereof  may  begin  at  any  time 
after  the  summons  has  been  returned.  Un- 
less a  corporation  shall  have  been  served  with 
summons,  no  default  shall  be  taken  against 
It  earlier  than  30  days  after  the  first  pub- 
lication of  such  notice.  The  cost  of  publi- 
cation of  such  notice  shall  be  paid  by  tne 
Commissioners,  unless  the  decree  is  against 
the  corporation  and  such  cost  is  collected 
from  it. 

JURISDICTION    or    COITRT    TO    LIQUIDATE     ASSETS 
AND    BUSINESS    OE   CORPORATION 

Sec.  91.  (a)  The  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  have 
full  power  to  liquidate  the  assets  and  busi- 
ness of  a  corporation — 

(1)  upon  application  by  a  corporation 
which  has  filed  a  statement  of  Intent  to  dis- 
solve, as  provided  In  this  act,  to  have  Its 
liquidation  continued  under  the  supervision 
of  the  court; 

(2)  when  an  action  has  been  commenced 
by  the  Commissioners  to  dissolve  a  corp)ora- 
tlon  and  it  is  made,  to  appear  that  liquida- 
tion of  its  business  and  affairs  should  pre- 
cede the  entry  of  a  decree  of  dissolution. 

(b)  Proceedings  under  this  section  shall 
be  brought  In  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of   Columbia. 
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(e)  It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  make 
•hareholders  parties  to  any  such  action  or 
proceeding  unless  relief  la  sought  against 
them  personally. 

ROCKDUU  IK  LJOfUIIMTION  OT  COBPOaATION  BT 
OOUKT 

Sec.  aa.  (a)  In  proceedings  to  liquidate 
the  assets  and  business  of  a  corporation  the 
court  shall  hare  power  to  Issue  injunctions. 
to  appoint  a  receiver  or  receivers  pendente 
lite  with  such  powers  and  duties  as  the  court. 
frocn  time  to  time,  may  direct,  and  to  take 
such  other  proceedings  as  may  be  requisite 
to  i»'eaerve  the  corporate  assets  wherever 
situated,  and  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
corporation  until  a  full  hearing  can  be  had. 

(b)  After  a  hearing  had  upon  such  notice 
as  the  court  may  direct  to  be  given  to  all 
parties  to  the  proceedings  and  to  any  other 
parties  in  Interest  designated  by  the  court, 
the  court  may  appoint  a  liquidating  receiver 
or  receivers  with  authority  to  collect  the 
assets  of  the  corporation,  including  all 
amounts  owing  to  the  corporation  by  share- 
holders on  account  of  any  unpaid  portion  of 
the  consideration  for  the  issuance  of  shaws. 
Such  liquidating  receiver  or  receivers  shall 
have  authority,  subject  to  the  order  of  the 
court,  to  sell,  convey,  and  dlsix>se  of  all  or 
any  part  of  the  assets  of  the  corporation 
wherever  situated,  either  at  public  or  private 
sale.  The  assets  of  the  corporation  or  the 
proceeds  resulting  from  a  sale,  conveyance, 
or  other  dlspoeitlon  thereof  shall  be  applied 
to  the  expenses  of  such  Uquldatlon  and  to 
the  payment  of  the  liabilities  and  obliga- 
tions of  the  corporation,  and  any  remaining 
assets  or  proceeds  shall  be  distributed  among 
Its  shareholders  according  to  their  respective 
rights  and  interests.  The  order  appointing 
such  liquidating  receiver  or  receivers  shall 
state  their  powers  and  duties.  Such  powers 
and  duties  may  be  Increased  or  diminished 
at  any  time  during  the  proceedings. 

(c)  A  receiver  of  a  corporation  appointed 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
have  authority  to  sue  and  defend  in  all  courts 
In  his  own  name  as  receiver  of  such  corpora- 
tion. The  comt  appointing  such  receiver 
shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  act,  have  ex- 
clusive Jurisdiction  of  the  corporation  and 
Its  property,  wherever  situated. 

QUALITICATIONS  Or   aKCZIVXXS 

Sec.  93.  A  receiver  shall  in  all  cases  give 
such  bond  as  the  court  may  direct  with 
such  sureties  as  the  court  may  require. 

TTt-ING  or  CLAIMS  IN  LIQinOATION  PaOCEIDINGS 

Jic.  94.  In  proceedings  to  liquidate  the 
assets  and  business  of  a  corporation  the 
court  may  requlie  all  creditors  of  the  cor- 
poration to  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  court 
or  with  the  receiver,  in  such  form  as  the 
court  may  prescribe,  proofs  under  oath  of 
their  respective  claims.  If  the  court  requires 
the  filing  of  claims  it  shall  fix  a  date,  which 
shall  be  not  less  than  4  months  from  the 
date  of  the  order,  as  the  last  day  for  the  fil- 
ing of  claims,  and  shall  prescribe  the  notice 
that  shall  be  given  to  creditors  and  claim- 
ants of  the  date  so  fixed.  Prior  to  the  date 
so  fixed,  the  court  may  extend  the  time  for 
the  filing  of  claims.  Creditors  and  claimants 
fr.iling  to  file  proofs  of  claim  on  or  before 
the  date  so  fixed  may  be  barred,  by  order 
of  the  court,  from  participating  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  tlie  assets  of  the  corporation. 

DISCONTINTJANCI    OF   LIQtnDATION    PROCEEDINGS 

Szc.  95.  The  liquidation  of  the  assets  and 
business  of  a  corporation  may  be  discon- 
tinued at  any  time  during  the  liquidation 
proceedings  when  It  is  made  to  appear  to 
the  court  that  cause  for  liquidation  no  longer 
exists.  In  such  event  the  court  shall  dis- 
miss the  proceedings  and  direct  the  re- 
ceiver to  redeliver  to  the  corporation  all  its 
remaining   property   and   assets. 


OF  iwvoi.tnrrA«T   dissoltttion 

90.  In  proceedings  to  liquidate  the 
UMl  business  of  n  corporation,  when 
COBts  and  expenses  of  such  proceedings 


and  an  debts,  obligations,  and  liabilities  of 
the  corporation  shall  have  been  paid  and  dis- 
charged and  all  of  its  remaining  property 
and  assets  distributed  to  its  shareholders, 
or  in  case  its  property  and  assets  are  not 
BUfflclent  to  satisfy  and  discharge  such  costs, 
expenses,  debts,  and  obligations,  all  the 
property  and  assets  have  been  applied  so 
far  as  they  will  go  to  their  payment,  the 
court  shall  enter  a  decree  dissolving  the 
corporation,  whereupon  the  existence  of  the 
corporation  shall  cease. 

rn.iNC  or  dxchzz  or  dissolution 
Sec  97.  In  case  the  court  ahall  enter  a  de- 
cree dissolving  a  corporation  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  clerk  of  such  court  to  cause  a 
certified  copy  of  the  decree  to  t>e  filed  with 
the  Commissioners.  No  fee  shall  be  charged 
by  the  Commissioners  for  the  filing  thereof. 

SUXVIVAL  OF  aZMEDT   AFTES  OISSOLUTIOM 

Sec.  98.  The  dissolution  of  a  corporation 
either  (1)  by  the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of 
dissolution  by  the  Commissioners,  or  (2)  by 
proclamation  of  the  Commissioners  for  fail- 
ure to  pay  annual  report  fees  or  file  annual 
reports  as  provided  in  the  act,  or  (3)  by 
expiration  of  its  period  of  duration,  shall 
not  take  away  or  Impair  any  remedy  avail- 
able to  or  against  such  corporation,  its  di- 
rectors, or  shareholders,  or  any  right  or 
claim  existing,  or  any  liability  Incurred,  prior 
to  such  dissolution  If  suit  or  other  proceed- 
ing thereon  is  commenced  within  2  years 
after  the  date  of  sueh  dissolution.  Any  suit 
or  proceeding  by  or  against  the  corporation 
may  be  prosecuted  or  defended  by  the  corpo- 
ration in  its  corporate  name.  The  share- 
holders, directors,  and  officers  shall  have 
jwwer  to  take  such  corporate  or  other  action 
as  shall  be  appropriate  to  protect  such 
remedy,  right,  or  claim.  If  such  corporation 
was  dissolved  by  the  expiration  of  Us  period 
of  duration,  such  corporation  may  amend  its 
articles  of  incorporation  at  any  time  during 
such  period  of  2  years  so  as  to  extend  its 
period  of  duration. 

ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  DOMESTIC  CORPORATION 

Bec.  99.  (a)  Each  corporation  shall  file 
with  the  Commissioners,  on  or  before  April 
15  of  each  year,  an  annual  report  setting 
forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation,  the  ad- 
dress, including  street  and  number.  If  any, 
of  its  registered  office  In  the  Dl.strlct  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  the  name  of  Its  registered  agent 
at  such  address; 

(2)  the  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number.  If  any,  of  Its 
directors  and  officers; 

(3)  a  brief  statement  of  the  character  of 
the  business  In  which  the  corporation  is 
actually  engaged; 

(4)  a  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  shares  which  the  corporation  has  authority 
to  issue.  Itemized  by  classes,  par  value  of 
shares,  shares  without  par  value,  and  series. 
If  any,  within  a  class; 

(5)  a  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  Issued  shares,  Itemized  by  classes,  par 
value  of  shares,  shares  without  par  value  and 
series,  if  any.  within  a  class. 

(b)  Such  annual  report  shall  be  made  on 
forms  prescribed  and  furnished  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  Information  therein  con- 
tained shall  be  given  as  of  the  date  of  the 
execution  of  the  report. 

(c)  It  shall  be  executed  by  the  corporation 
by  Its  president,  vice  president,  secretary, 
assistant  secretary,  or  treasurer,  and  verified 
by  the  officer  executing  the  report,  and  the 
corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto  affixed. 

ADMISSION   OF   FOREIGN   CORPORATION 

Sec.  100.  A  foreign  corporation  shall  pro- 
cure a  certificate  of  authority  from  the  Com- 
missioners before  It  transacts  business  in 
the  District,  but  no  foreign  corporation  shall 
be  entitled  to  procure  a  certificate  of  author- 
ity under  this  act  to  transact  in  the  District 
the  business  of  banking.  Insurance,  assur- 
ance, benefit,  indernnity,  building  and  loan 


association,  or  the  acceptance  of  savings 
deposits,  such  corporations  being  admitted 
to  and  shall  do  business  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  pursuant  to  the  laws  relating  to 
such  business.  A  foreign  corporation  shall 
not  be  denied  a  certificate  of  authority  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  the  laws  of  the  State 
under  which  such  corporation  Is  organized 
governing  its  organization  and  internal 
affairs  differ  from  the  laws  of  the  Dlatrlct, 
and  nothing  in  this  act  contained  shall  be 
construed  to  authorise  the  District  to  regu- 
late the  organization  or  the  internal  affairs 
of  such  corporation. 

POWERS  OF  FOEZICN  COKPOBATTON 

Sec.  101.  No  foreign  corporation  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  transact  in 
the  District  any  busineos  for  the  conduct 
of  which  a  domestic  corporation  may  not  l>e 
organized  or  which  is  prohibited  to  a  domes- 
tic corporation.  A  foreign  corporation  which 
shall  have  received  a  certificate  of  authority 
under  this  act  shall,  until  a  certificate  of 
revocation  or  of  withdrawal  shall  have  been 
Issued  as  provided  in  this  act,  enjoy  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as,  but  no  greater  rights 
and  privileges  than,  a  domestic  corporation 
organized  for  the  purposes  set  fortn  in  the 
application  pursuant  to  which  such  certifi- 
cate of  authority  is  Issued;  and,  exoept  as  in 
this  act  otherwise  provided,  shall  be  subject 
to  the  same  duties,  restrictions,  penalties, 
and  liabilities  now  or  hereafter  Imposed  upon 
a  domestic  corporation  of  like  character. 

CORPORATE  NAME  OF  FOEEICir  COBFOBATIONS 

Sec.  102.  No  certificate  of  authority  shall 
be  issued  to  a  foreign  corporation — 

(a)  Which  has  a  name  the  same  as,  or 
deceptively  similar  to,  the  name  of  any  do- 
mestic corporation,  or  that  of  any  corpora- 
tion organized  under  any  act  of  Congress 
authorizing  the  formation  of  corporations 
under  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  that  of  any  corp>oratlon  created  pursuant 
to  any  special  act  of  Congress  to  transact 
business  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  that 
of  any  foreign  corporation  authorized  to 
transact  business  in  the  EMstrict  of  Columbia, 
or  a  name  tlie  exclusive  right  to  which  is,  at 
the  time,  reserved  in  the  manner  provided 
in  this  act. 

(b)  The  name  of  which  does  not  contain 
the  word  "corporation,"  "company,"  "in- 
corporated," or  "limited,"  or  does  not  con- 
tain an  abbreviation  of  one  of  said  words, 
unless  such  corporation,  for  use  in  the  Dis- 
trict, adds  at  the  end  of  Its  name  one  of  such 
words  or  an  abbreviation  thereof. 

CHANGE   or    NAME   BT    FOREIGN   COEPORATIOK 

Sec.  103.  Whenever  a  foreign  corporation 
which  Is  admitted  to  transact  business  In 
the  District  shall  change  Its  name  to  one 
under  v^hich  a  certificate  of  authority  to 
transact  business  in  the  District  would  not 
be  granted  to  it  on  application  therefor,  the 
authority  of  such  corporation  to  transact 
business  in  the  District  shall  be  suspended 
and  It  shall  not  thereafter  transact  any  busi- 
ness in  the  District  until  It  has  changed  Its 
name  to  a  name  which  la  available  to  it 
under  the  laws  of  the  District. 

APPLICATION   FOR   CERTIFICATE   OF  AtJTHORrrT 

Sec.  104.  a  foreign  corporation  may  pro- 
cure a  certificate  of  authority  to  transact 
business  in  the  District  by  making  applica- 
tion therefor  to  the  Commissioners,  which 
application  shall  set  forth — 

(a)  The  name  of  the  corporation  and  the 
State  under  the  laws  of  which  It  Is  organized. 

(b)  If  the  name  of  the  corporation  does 
not  contain  one  of  the  words  "corporation." 
"company."  "incorporated,"  "limited."  or 
does  not  contain  an  abbreviation  of  one  of 
such  words,  then  the  name  of  the  corpora- 
tion with  the  word  or  abbreviation  which  It 
elects  to  add  thereto  for  use  in  the  District. 

(c)  The  date  of  its  Incorporation  and  the 
period  of  Its  duration. 

(d^  The  address.  Including  street  and 
number,  if  any,  of  its  principal  office  In  the 
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state  under  the  laws  of  which  It  is  or- 
ciinized 

le)  The  address.  Including  the  street  and 
number,  if  any,  of  iU  proposed  registered 
iiftce  in  the  District,  and  the  name  of  Its 
propi»ed  regUtered  agent  in  the  DUtrict  at 
such  address. 

If)  The  name  or  names  of  the  State  or 
.States,  if  any,  in  which  it  is  admitted  or 
qualified  to  transact  business. 

{ >;  I  The  purpose  or  purposes  for  which  It 
was  organized  and  which  it  proposes  to  pur- 
sue in  the  transaction  of  business  in  the 
District. 

I  h  I  The  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  numljer.  If  any,  of  its 
directors  and  officers. 

(1)  A  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  shares  which  it  has  authority  to  issue. 
Itemized  by  classes,  par  value  of  shares, 
shares  without  par  value,  and  series,  if  any, 
within  a  class. 

( J  (  A  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  Its  Issueti  shares  Itemized  by  classes,  par 
value  of  shares,  shares  without  par  value. 
and  series.  If  any.  within  a  class. 

Ik  I  A  statement  of  the  amount  of  stated 
capital  and  the  amount  of  paid-in  surplus 
of  the  corporation,  as  defined  In  this  act. 

(1)  Such  additional  information  as  may 
be  necessary  or  appropriate  in  order  to  en- 
able the  Commissioners  to  determine 
whether  such  corporation  is  entitled  to  a 
certificate  of  authority  to  transact  business 
In  the  District.  Such  application  shall  be 
m.ide  on  forms  prescrlt>ed  and  furnished  by 
the  Commissioners  and  shall  be  executed  In 
duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  its  president 
or  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by  him.  and 
the  corp<irate  seal  shall  be  thereto  affixed, 
attested  by  its  secretary  or  an  assistant 
secretary, 

riLI.SO     or     DOCUMENTS     ON     APPLICATION     FOB 
CERTiriCATE     OF     AUTHORITT 

Sec  105  (a)  There  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Commissioners  (1)  duplicate  originals 
ol  the  application  of  the  corporation  for  a 
certificate  of  authority,  and  (2)  a  copy  of 
It-s  articles  of  incorporation  and  all  amend- 
ments thereto,  duly  certified  by  the  proper 
officer  of  the  State  wherein  It  Is  Incorporated. 

(bl  If,  according  to  law.  a  certificate  of 
authority  to  transact  business  In  the  District 
shall  be  Issued  to  such  corporation,  the  Com- 
mi.«ii loners  shall,  when  all  fees  and  chso-ges 
have  been  paid  as  In  this  act  prescribed — 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  documents  the 
Word  ■Filed,"  and  the  month,  day,  and  year 
oi  the  tiling  thereof; 

(2)  file  In  their  office  one  of  such  dupli- 
cate originals  of  the  application  and  the 
copy  of  the  articles  of  Incorporation  and 
amendments  thereto: 

i3>  issue  a  certificate  of  authority  to 
transact  business  In  the  District,  to  which 
they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate  original 
application. 

ici  The  certificate  of  authority  with  the 
duplicate  original  of  the  application  affixed 
tliereio  by  the  Commissioners  shall  be  re- 
turned to  the  corporation  or  its  representa- 
tive. 

EFTECT  or   CERTIFICATE  OF  AUTHORITT 

Src  106  Upon  the  issuance  of  a  certificate 
of  authority  by  the  Commissioners,  the  cor- 
poration sliall  have  the  right  to  transact 
business  in  the  District  for  those  purposes 
set  forth  in  Its  application,  subject,  however, 
to  the  right  of  the  District  to  suspend  or  to 
r«v,  ke  such  right  to  transact  business  in 
the  DiMrict  as  provided  in  this  act. 

REGISTERED    OmCE     AND    REGISTERED     AGENT    OF 
FOREIGN     CORPORATION 

Sec  107,  fa)  Each  foreign  corporation  au- 
thrrized  to  transact  business  in  the  District 
Shall  have  and  continuously  maintain  in  the 

District — 

<  n  a  registered  office  which  may  be.  but 
need  not  be,  the  same  as  its  place  of  busl- 
I'ess  in  the  District; 


(2)  a  registered  agent,  which  agent  may 
be  either  an  individual,  resident  in  the  Dis- 
trict, whose  business  office  is  identical  with 
such  registered  office,  or  a  corporation  au- 
thorised by  iU  articles  of  incorporation  to 
act  as  such  agent  and  authorized  to  trans- 
act business  in  the  District  tiaving  a  business 
office  identical  with  such  registered  office. 

(b)  The  address.  Including  street  and 
number,  if  any,  of  the  initial  registered  office, 
andjthe  name  of  the  Initial  registered  agent 
of  each  foreign  corporation  shall  be  as  stated 
in  Its  application  for  a  certificate  of  author- 
ity to  transact  btisiness  in  the  District. 

CHANGE    OF    REGISTERED    OFFICE     OR    REGISTERED 
AGENT   OF  FOREIGN   CORFORATION 

Sec.  108.  (a)  A  foreign  corporation  may 
from  time  to  time  change  the  address  of  its 
regUtered  office.  A  foreign  corporation  shall 
change  lu  registered  agent  If  the  office  of 
registered  agent  shall  become  vacant  for  any 
reason,  or  if  Its  registered  agent  t>ecomes  dis- 
qualified or  Incapacitated  to  act.  or  if  it  re- 
vokes the  appointment  of  its  registered  agent. 

(b)  A  foreign  corporation  may  change  the 
address  of  Its  registered  office  or  change  Its 
registered  agent,  or  both,  by  filing  with  the 
Commissioners  a  statement   setting  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation; 

(2)  the  address,  including  street  and  num- 
ber, if  any.  of  iU  then  registered  office; 

(3)  if  the  address  of  its  registered  office  be 
chang;ed.  the  address  including  street  and 
numt)er,  if  any.  to  which  the  registered  office 
is  to  be  changed; 

(4)  the  name  of  its  then  registered  agent; 

(5)  if  its  registered  agent  be  changed,  the 
name  of  Its  successor  registered  agent; 

(6)  that  the  address  of  its  registered  office 
and  the  address  of  the  business  office  of  its 
registered  agent,  as  changed,  will  be  Iden- 
tical; 

(7)  that  such  change  was  authorized  by 
resolution  duly  adopted  by  the  board  of  di- 
rectors or  was  authorized  by  an  officer  of  the 
corporation  duly  empowered  to  make  such 
change. 

(c)  Such  statement  shall  be  executed  In 
duplicate  by  the  corporation  by  Its  president 
or  a  vice  president,  and  verified  by  him,  and 
the  corporate  seal  shall  be  thereto  affixed,  at- 
tested by  its  secretary  or  an  assistant  sec- 
retary, and  shall  be  delivered  to  the  Com- 
missioners. If  the  Commissioners  find  that 
such  statement  conforms  to  the  provisions  of 
this  act.  they  shall — 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed."  and  the  mouth, 
day.  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office; 

(3)  return  the  other  duplicate  original  to 
the  corporation  or  its  representative. 

(d)  The  change  of  address  of  the  reg- 
istered office,  or  the  change  of  registered 
agent,  or  both,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  be- 
come effective  up>on  the  filing  of  such  state- 
ment by  the  Commissioners. 

SERVICE    OF    process    ON    FOREIGN    CORPORATION 

Sec.  109.  (a)  Service  of  process  In  any 
suit,  action,  or  proceeding,  or  service  of  any 
notice  or  demand  required  or  permitted  by 
law  to  be  served  on  a  foreign  corporation, 
may  be  made  on  such  corporation  by  service 
thereof  on  the  registered  agent  of  such  cor- 
poration. Service  of  any  such  process,  notice, 
or  demand  upon  a  corporate  agent,  as  such 
agent,  may  be  had  by  delivering  a  copy  of 
such  process,  notice,  or  demand  to  the  presi- 
dent, vice  president,  the  secretary,  or  an  as- 
sistant secretary  of  such  corporate  agent. 
During  any  period  within  which  a  foreign 
corporation  authorized  to  transact  business 
in  the  District  shall  fail  to  appoint  or  main- 
tain in  the  District  a  registered  agent,  or 
whenever  any  such  registered  agent  cannot 
with  reasonable  diligence  be  found  at  the 
registered  office  in  the  District  of  such  corpo- 
ration, or  whenever  tjie  certificate  of  au- 
thority of  any  foreign  corporation  shall  be 
revoked,  then  and  in  every  such  case  the 


Commissioners  shall  be  an  agent  and  repre- 
sentative of  such  foreign  corporation  upon 
whom  any  process,  notice,  or  demand  may  be 
served.  Service  on  the  Commissioners  of 
any  such  foreign  corporation  shall  be  made 
by  delivering  to  and  leaving  with  them,  or 
With  any  clerk  having  charge  of  their  office, 
duplicate  copies  of  such  process,  notice,  or 
demand.  In  the  event  any  process,  notice,  or 
demand  is  served  on  the  Commissioners,  he 
shall  immediately  cause  one  of  such  copies  to 
be  forwarded  by  registered  mail,  addressed  to 
such  corporation  at  its  prlnclp>al  office  as  the 
same  appears  in  the  records  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Any  services  so  had  on  the  Commis- 
sioners shall  be  returnable  in  not  less  than 
30  days:  Provided,  hovcever.  That,  if  a  p>eriod 
of  less  than  or  greater  than  30  days  is  pre- 
scribed by  law  or  by  rules  of  a  court  in  the 
District  or  the  rules  or  regulations  of  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  Dis- 
trict, such  prescribed  pjerlod  shall  govern. 

(b)  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  limit 
or  affect  th3  right  to  serve  any  process,  notice, 
or  demand  required  or  permitted  by  law  to  be 
served  upon  a  foreign  corporation  in  any 
other  manner  now  or  hereafter  permitted  by 
law. 

(c)  The  Commissioners  shall  keep  a  rec- 
ord of  all  processes,  notices,  and  demands 
served  upon  them  under  this  section,  and 
shall  record  therein  the  time  of  such  serv- 
ice and  their  action  with  reference  thereto, 

AMENDMENT  TO   ARTICLES   OF  INCORPORATION   OF 
FOREIGN  CORPORATION 

Sec.  no.  Whenever  the  articles  of  incor- 
poration of  a  foreign  corporation  authorized 
to  transact  business  in  the  District  are 
amended,  such  foreign  corporation  shall 
forthwith  file  with  the  Commissioners  a  copy 
of  such  amendment  duly  certified  by  the 
proper  officer  of  the  State  under  the  laws  of 
which  such  corporation  Is  organized;  but  the 
filing  thereof  shall  not  of  itself  enlarge  or 
alter  the  purpose  cm-  purpxises  which  such 
corporation  is  authorized  to  pursue  in  the 
transaction  of  business  in  the  District,  nor 
authorize  such  corporation  to  transact  busi- 
ness in  the  District  under  any  other  name 
than  the  name  set  forth  in  its  certificate  ul 
authority. 

MERGER    OF    FOREIGN    CORPORATION    AUTHORtZES 
TO   TRANSACT   BUSINESS    IN    THE    DISTRICT 

Sec.  ill.  Whenever  a  foreign  corporation 
authorized  to  transact  business  In  the  Dis- 
trict shall  be  a  party  to  a  statutory  merger 
permitted  by  the  laws  of  the  State  under 
which  It  is  organized,  and  such  corporation 
shall  be  the  surviving  corporation.  It  shall 
forthwith  file  with  the  Commissioners  a  copy 
of  the  articles  of  merger  duly  certified  by  the 
proper  officer  of  the  State  under  the  laws  of 
which  such  statutory  merger  was  effected; 
and  It  shall  not  be  necessary  for  such  cor- 
poration to  procure  either  a  new  or  amended 
certificate  of  authority  to  transact  business 
in  the  District  unless  the  name  of  such  cor- 
poration l>e  changed  thereby  or  unless  the 
corporation  desires  to  pursue  in  the  District 
other  or  additional  purposes  than  those 
which  it  is  then  authorized  to  transact  m 
the  District. 

AMENDED  CERTIFICATE  OF  ATTTHORITT 

Sec  112.  (a)  A  foreign  corporation  au- 
thorized to  transact  business  in  the  District 
shall  secure  an  amended  certificate  of  au- 
thority in  the  event  it  changes  its  corporate 
name,  or  desires  to  pursue  in  the  District 
other  or  additional  purpxtses  than  those  set 
forth  in  Its  prior  application  for  a  certificate 
of  authority,  by  making  application  there- 
for to  the  Commissioners. 

(b)  The  requirements  in  respect  to  the 
form  and  contents  of  such  application,  the 
manner  of  Its  execution,  the  filing  of  dupli- 
cate originals  thereof  with  the  Commission- 
ers, the  Issuance  of  an  amended  certificate 
of  authority  and  the  effect  thereof  shall  be 
the  same  as  in  the  case  of  an  original  appa- 
cation  for  a  certificate  of  authority. 
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ANNTTAL  SEPOST  OT  FORUGN  COIPOEATIOWS 

Ssc.  113.  Each  foreign  corporation  author- 
ized to  transact  biuinees  in  the  District  shall 
file  on  or  before  April  15  of  each  year  with  the 
Commissioners  an  annual  report  setting 
forth — 

(a)  The  name  of  the  corporation  and  the 
State  under  the  laws  of  which  It  Is  organized. 

(b)  If  the  name  of  the  corporation  does 
not  contain  one  of  the  words  "corporation," 
"company,"  "Incorporated,"  or  "limited,"  or 
does  not  contain  an  abbreviation  of  one  of 
such  words,  then  the  name  of  the  corpora- 
tion with  the  word  or  abbreviation  which  it 
has  elected  to  add  thereto  for  use  in  the 
District. 

(c)  The  date  of  its  incorporation  and  the 
period  of  its  duration. 

(d)  The  address,  including  street  and 
number,  if  any,  of  its  principal  ot&ze  In  the 
State  under  the  laws  of  which  it  is  organized. 

(e)  The  address,  including  street  and 
number,  if  any  of  its  registered  office  in  the 
District,  and  the  name  of  its  registered  agent 
at  such  address. 

(f)  The  name  or  names  of  the  State  or 
States  other  than  the  District,  if  any.  In 
which  it  is  admitted  or  qiialified  to  transact 
business. 

(g)  A  brief  statement  of  the  character  of 
the  business  In  which  it  is  actually  engaged 
In  the  District. 

(h)  The  names  and  respective  addresses. 
Including  street  and  number,  if  any,  of  its 
directors  and  officers. 

(1)  A  statement  of  the  aggregate  number 
of  shares  which  the  corporation  has  author- 
ity to  issue,  and  the  aggregate  number  of  its 
issued  shares,  Itemized  by  classes,  par  value 
of  shares,  shares  without  par  value,  and 
series,  if  any,  within  a  class. 

Such  annual  report  shall  be  made  on 
forms  prescribed  and  furnished  by  the  Com- 
missioners and  the  Information  therein  con- 
tained shall  be  given  as  of  the  date  of  the 
execution  of  the  report.  It  shall  be  executed 
by  the  corporation  by  Its  president,  vice 
president,  secretary,  assistant  secretary,  or 
treasurer,  and  verified  by  the  officer  making 
the  report,  and  the  corporate  seal  shall  be 
thereto  affixed. 

WTTHDRAWAL   OF  TORKIGN   CORPORATION 

Sec.  114.  (a)  A  foreign  corporation  au- 
thorized to  transact  business  in  the  District 
may  withdraw  from  the  District  upon  pro- 
curing from  the  Commissioners  a  certificate 
of  withdrawal.  In  order  to  procure  such 
certificate  of  withdrawal,  such  foreign  cor- 
poration shall  file  with  the  Commissioners  an 
application  for  withdrawal. 

(b)  The  application  for  withdrawal  shall 
»et  forth — 

(1)  the  name  of  the  corporation  and  the 
State  under  the  laws  of  which  it  Is  organ- 
ized: 

(2)  that  It  Is  not  transacting  business  in 
the  District: 

(3)  that  it  surrenders  Its  authority  to 
transact  business  in  the  District; 

(4)  that  it  revokes  the  authority  of  its 
registered  agent  in  the  District  to  accept 
service  of  process  and  consents  that  service 
of  process  In  any  suit,  action,  or  proceeding 
based  upon  any  cause  of  action  arising  in 
the  District  during  the  time  It  was  author- 
ized to  transact  business  in  the  Dlst'-lct  may 
thereafter  be  made  on  such  corporation  by 
service  thereof  on  the  Commissioners; 

<5)  a  post-office  address  to  which  the  Com- 
xnlissioners  may  mall  a  copy  of  any  process 
against  the  corporation  that  may  be  served 
on  him; 

(6)  such  Information  as  fnay  be  necessary 
or  appropriate  In  order  to  enable  the  Com- 
mlssloneiK  to  determine  and  assess  any  un- 
paid fees  payable  by  such  foreign  corporation 
as  In  this  aet  prescribed. 

(c)  Tb*  triplication  for  withdrawal  shall 
be  mad*  on  forms  prescribed  and  furnished 
by  the  CoBunlscloners  and  shall  be  executed 


by  the  corporation  by  Its  president  or  a  vice 
president,  and  verified  by  him.  and  the  cor- 
porate seal  shall  be  thereto  affixed,  attested 
by  Its  secretary  or  an  assistant  secretary,  or. 
If  the  corporation  is  in  the  hands  of  a  re- 
ceiver or  trustee,  the  same  shall  be  executed 
on  behalf  of  the  corporation  by  such  re- 
ceiver or  trustee  and  verified  by  hlmu 

FILING  OF  APPUCATION   FOB  WTTHDRAWAL 

Sec.  115.  (a)  Duplicate  originals  of  such 
application  for  withdrawal  shall  be  delivered 
to  the  Commissioners.  Upon  receipt  thereof 
they  shall  examine  the  same,  and,  if  they 
find  that  It  conforms  to  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  they  shall,  when  all  fees  and  charges 
have  been  paid  as  In  this  act  prescribed — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate 
originals  the  word  "Filed,"  and  the  month, 
day,  and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office; 

(3)  issue  a  certificate  of  withdrawal  to 
which  they  shall  affix  the  other  duplicate 
original. 

(b)  The  Commissioners  shall  return  such 
certificate  of  withdrawal  with  a  duplicate 
original  of  the  application  for  withdrawal 
thereto  affixed  to  the  corporation  or  Its  repre- 
sentative. Upon  the  Issuance  of  such  certifi- 
cate of  withdrawal,  the  authority  of  the 
corporation  to  transact  business  in  the  Dis- 
trict shall  cease. 

REVOCATION  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  AtTTHORITT 

Sec.  116.  The  certificate  of  authority  of  a 
foreign  corporation  to  transact  business  In 
the  District  may  be  revoked  by  the  Commis- 
sioners when  they  fiud  that — 

(a)  The  certificate  of  authority  of  the 
corporation  was  procured  through  fraud 
practiced  upon  the  District;  or 

(b)  The  corporation  has  continued  to  ex- 
ceed or  abuse  the  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  this  act;  or 

(c)  The  corporation  has  failed  for  a  period 
of  90  days  to  pay  any  fees,  charges,  or  penal- 
ties prescribed  by  this  act;  or 

(d)  The  corporation  has  failed  for  90  days 
to  appoint  and  maintain  a  registered  agent 
In  the  District;  or 

(e)  The  corporation  has  failed  for  30  days 
after  change  of  Its  registered  office  or  regis- 
tered agent  to  file  with  the  Commissioners  a 
statement  of  such  change;  or 

(f)  The  corporation  has  failed  to  file  Its 
annual   report   as   required   by   this    act;    or 

(g)  The  corporation  for  a  period  of  2  years 
has  not  transacted  any  business  in  the  Dis- 
trict; or 

(h)  The  corporation  has  failed  to  file  with 
the  Commissioners  a  duly  authenticated  copy 
of  each  amendment  to  its  articles  of  in- 
corporation within  30  days  after  such  amend- 
ment becomes  effective;  or 

(1)  A  misrepresentation  has  been  made  of 
any  material  matter  in  any  application,  re- 
port, affidavit,  or  other  document  submitted 
by  such  corporation  pursuant  to  this  act,  in 
which  event  the  Commissioners  shall  give  not 
less  than  30  days'  notice  forwarded  by  regis- 
tered mail,  addressed  to  such  corporation  at 
its  principal  office  as  the  same  appears  In  the 
records  of  the  Commissioners  or  at  Its  regis- 
tered office  in  the  District,  of  their  intent 
to  revoke  the  certificate  of  authority. 

ISSUANCE  OF  CESnnCATK  OF   REVOCATION 

Sec.  117.  (a)  Upon  revoking  any  such  cer- 
tificate of  authority,  the  Commissioners 
shall— 

(1)  Issue  a  certificate  of  revocation  In 
duplicate; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  certificates  in  his 
office; 

(3)  mail  to  such  corporation  at  It  regis- 
tered office  in  the  District  a  notice  of  such 
revocation  accompanied  by  one  of  such  cer- 
tificates. 

(b)  Upon  the  Issuance  of  such  certificate 
of  revocation,  the  authority  of  the  corpora- 
tion to  transact  business  In  the  District  shall 
cease. 


ZFTKCT    or   RXVOCATKHf    OB    WITHimAWAL    UPOIT 
ACTIONS  AND  CONTRACTS 

Sec  118.  The  revocation  of  certificate  of 
authority  or  the  voluntary  withdrawal  of  a 
foreign  corporation  whereby  its  authority  to 
do  business  in  the  District  shall  cease  and 
be  determined,  shall  not  affect  any  action 
then  pending,  nor  affect  any  right  of  action 
upon  any  contract  made  by  the  corporation 
in  the  District  before  such  revocation  or 
withdrawal,  and,  In  any  action  upon  any 
liability  or  obligation  so  Incurred  before  the 
revocation  or  withdrawal,  the  process  against 
the  corporation  may  be  served,  after  the  fil- 
ing thereof,  upon  the  Commissioners. 

APPLICATION  TO  FOREIGN  CORFORATIONS  TRANS- 
ACTING  BUSINESS  ON  TUB  EFFECTIVE  DATE  OF 
THIS   ACT 

Sec.  119.  Foreign  corporations  transacting 
business  in  the  District  at  the  time  this  act 
takes  effect  for  a  purpose  or  purposes  for 
which  a  certificate  of  authority  is  required 
under  the  provisions  of  tills  act  shall,  within 
6  months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  act, 
procure  a  certificate  of  authority  and  shall 
otherwise  comply  with  all  applicable  provi- 
sions of  this  act.  FUIure  to  secure  a  cer- 
tificate of  authority  within  the  time  pro- 
vided in  this  section  shall  subject  the  cor- 
poration to  all  the  penalties,  liabilities,  and 
restrictions  provided  In  this  act  for  trans- 
acting business  without  a  certificate  of  au- 
thority. 

TRANSACTING  BUSINESS  WITHOUT  CESTXIICATX  0» 
AUTHORITT 

Sec  120.  (a^  No  foreign  corporation  which 
is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  and 
which  transacts  business  In  the  District 
without  a  certificate  of  authority  shall  be 
permitted  to  maintain  an  action  at  law  or 
in  equity  In  any  court  of  the  District  until 
such  corporation  shall  have  ohtalned  a  cer- 
tificate of  authority.  Nor  shall  an  action  at 
law  or  in  equity  be  maintained  in  any  court 
of  the  District  by  any  successor  or  assignee 
of  such  corporation  on  any  right,  claim,  or 
demand  arising  out  of  the  transaction  of 
business  by  such  corporation  in  the  District 
until  a  certificate  of  authority  shall  have 
been  obtained  by  such  corporation  or  by  a 
corporation  which  has  acquired  all  or  sub- 
stantially all  of  its  assets. 

(b)  The  failure  of  a  foreign  coriwratlon 
to  obtain  a  certificate  of  authority  to  trans- 
act business  in  the  District  shall  not  Impair 
the  validity  of  any  contract  or  act  of  such 
corporation,  and  shall  not  prevent  such  cor- 
poration from  defending  any  action  at  law 
or  suit  In  equity  in  any  court  of  the  District, 

(c)  A  foreign  corporation  which  transacts 
business  in  the  District  without  a  certificate 
of  authority  shall  be  liable  to  the  District, 
for  the  years  or  parts  thereof  during  which 
it  transacted  business  the  District  without 
a  certificate  of  authority,  in  an  amount  equal 
to  all  fees  and  other  charges  which  would 
have  been  imposed  by  this  act  upon  such 
corporation  had  It  duly  applied  for  and  re- 
ceived a  certificate  of  authority  to  transact 
business  in  the  District  as  required  by  this 
act  and  thereafter  filed  all  reports  required 
by  this  act:  and  in  addition  thereto  it  shall 
be  liable  for  a  penalty  of  not  in  excess  of 
$500.  The  Commissioners  shall  bring  pro- 
ceedings to  recover  all  amounts  due  the  Dis- 
trict under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
Such  charges  and  penalties  shall  be  paid  to 
the  District  before  any  certificate  of  au- 
thority is  Issued  to  such  foreign  corporation. 

COMMISSIONEKS;    DUTIES    AND   FUNCTIONS 

Sec.  121.  (a)  The  Commissioners  shall  be 
charged  with  the  administration  and  en- 
forcement of  this  act.  Said  Commissioners 
are  authorized  to  employ  such  personnel  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  administration  of 
this  act.  within  appropriations  made  by  Con- 
gress. The  compensation  of  such  personnel 
shall  be  fixed  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Classlflcatlon  Act  oX  1848,  as 
amended. 
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(b)  The  Commissioners  may  transfer  any 
or  all  of  the  functions  vested  In  them,  by 
this  act  to  any  agent  designated  by  tbem 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  or  to 
any  office  or  agency  established  by  them  pur- 
suant to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  5  of  1952. 

(c)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  provide  a  distinctive  official 
seal,  which  shall  be  the  seal  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  surrounded  by  a  border  in  which 
shall  appear  such  legend  as  the  Commission- 
ers may  determine. 

(d)  Every  certificate  and  other  document 
or  paper  executed  by  the  Commissioners,  in 
pursuance  of  any  authority  conferred  up>on 
them  by  this  act.  and  sealed  with  the  seal 
prescribed  by  subsection  (b)  hereof,  and  all 
copies  of  such  papers  as  well  as  of  docu- 
ments and  other  papers  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  previsions  of  this  act,  when  certi- 
fied by  them  and  authenticated  by  said  seal, 
eliall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  evi- 
dence as  would  the  originals  thereof  in  any 
acUun  or  proceeding  In  any  court  and  before 
a  public  oJEDcer,  or  official  body. 

(e>  The  Commissioners  are  authorized  to 
attend  and  participate  in  the  meetings  of 
iiallonal  organizations  of  State  officials  hav- 
ing supervision  over  cc»-porations,  and  of  the 
committees  thereof,  and  there  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
attendance  at  such  meetings  and  to  pay 
such  annual  dues  or  other  fees  as  ntay  be 
necessary  to  membership  in  said  organiza- 
tiuits.  The  Commissioners  are  further  au- 
thorized to  visit  the  corporation  departments 
of  the  various  States  when  in  tlielr  Judgment 
such  visits  are  necessary  or  desirable  in  con- 
nection with  the  organization  or  proper  con- 
duct of  any  office  or  agency  established  by 
tliem. 

(f)  The  Commissioners  are  authorized  to 
make,  modify,  and  enforce  such  regulations 
as  they  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  act.  prescribe  penalties  for 
the  violation  of  any  such  regulations  not  ex- 
ceeding a  fine  of  $300  or  imprisonment  for 
90  days,  or  both,  and  to  prescribe  such  forms 
a]id  procedures  for  use  in  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  any  office  or  agency  established 
by  them  as  they  may  deem  appropriate. 

FEES.    FR.M«CHiaa    AND    LICXHSX   TAXES.    AND 
CHASCXS 

Sec  122.  (e>  The  Commissioners  shall 
ch:trge  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act — 

(1)  fees  for  filing  documents  and  Issuing 
certificates; 

(2)  license  fees; 

(3)  franchise  taxes; 

(4)  miscellaneotis  charges. 

(b)  The  Commissioners  shall  charge  for — 
(1)  filing  articles  of  incorporation,  »20; 

(2)  filing  amendment  to  articles  of  incor- 
poration. $ao; 

(3)  filing  articles  of  merger  or  oonaoltda- 
tion.  t20; 

(4)  filing  a  sUtement  of  intent  to  dissolve, 
»5; 

( 5 )  filing  articles  of  reincorporation,  %20; 

(6)  filing  articles  of  dissolution,  $10; 

(7)  filing  statement  of  change  of  address 
ol  registered  office  oi-  change  of  registered 
agent,  or  both,  $1; 

(8)  filing  statement  of  the  establishment 
of  a  series  of  shares,  i»5; 

(9)  filing  an  application  of  a  foreign  cor- 
poration for  certificat<!  of  authority  to  trans- 
act business  in  the  District  and  issuing  a 
certificate  of  authority.  $20; 

( 10)  filing  an  application  for  reservation  of 
a  cirporate  name  or  for  a  renewal  of  reser- 
vation, $5; 

(11)  filing  notice  of  transfer  of  a  reserved 
corporate  name.  $5; 

(12)  filing  an  application  of  a  foreign 
corporation  for  amended  certificate  of  au- 
thority to  transact  biislness  In  the  District 
«nd  issuing  an  amended  certificate  of  au- 
thority. 120: 

n3)  filing  a  copy  of  amendment  to  the 
articles  of  incorporation  of  a  foreign  cor- 


pora,tlon  holding  a  certificate  of  authority 
to  transact  business  in  the  District.  $5; 

(14)  filing  a  copy  of  arUcles  of  merger  of 
a  foreign  corporation  holding  a  certificate 
of  authority  to  transact  business  in  the  Dis- 
trict, $ao; 

(15)  filing  an  application  for  withdrawal 
of  a  foreign  corporation  and  issuing  a  cer- 
tificate of  wltlidrawal,  $5; 

(18)  filing  application  for  reinstatement  of 
a  domestic  or  foreign  corporation  and  issu- 
ing certificate  of  reinstatement,  $50; 

(17)  filing  any  other  statement  or  report, 
except  an  annual  report,  of  a  domestic  or 
foreign  corporation,  $1; 

(18)  for  Indexing  each  document  filed,  ex- 
cept an  annual  report,  of  a  domestic  or  a 
foreign  corporation.  $2; 

(19)  for  furnishing  a  certified  copy  of  any 
document,  instrument,  report,  or  paper  re- 
lating to  a  corporation.  $5. 

(c)  An  Initial  license  fee  is  hereby  in^xxed 
as  follows: 

( 1 )  Every  domestic  corporation  upon  the 
filing  of  Its  articles  of  incorporation  shall 
pay.  m  addition  to  any  other  fees  and  cliarges 
imposed  by  this  act.  the  sum  of  2  cents 
for  each  authorized  share  of  Its  capital  stock 
up  to  and  including  10.000  shares,  and  the 
sum  of  1  cent  for  each  additional  authorized 
share  up  to  and  including  50.000  shares,  and 
the  sum  of  one-half  of  1  cent  for  each  addi- 
tional authorized  share  in  excess  of  50,000 
shares:  Provided,  That  in  any  case  in  which 
the  articles  of  incorporation,  of  a  domestic 
corporation  authorizes  par  value  shares  hav- 
ing a  par  value  per  share  other  than  $100 
per  share,  then,  in  respect  to  such  shares 
only,  the  aggregate  par  value  of  all  of  such 
shares  shall  be  divided  by  the  figure  100 
and  the  quotient,  so  obtained  shall  be  the 
number  of  shares  for  the  purpose  of  the 
initial  license  tax  as  to  such  shaies:  And 
provided  further,  That  in  no  case  shall  the 
initial  license  fee  payable  be  less  than  $10. 

(2)  Every  domestic  corporation  up>on  the 
filing  at  any  amendment  of  Its  articles  of 
incorporation  effecting  an  increase  of  its 
authorized  capital  stock,  in  addition  to  any 
other  fees  and  charges  l*-iposed  by  this  act, 
a  sum  equal  to  the  difference  between  the 
initial  license  fee  computed  at  the  rates 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section 
on  the  total  of  the  authorised  number  of 
shares.  Including  the  proposed  Increase  and 
the  initial  license  fee  so  computed  on  the 
total  of  the  authorized  numt>er  of  shares 
excluding  said  Increase:  Provided,  That  in  no 
case  shall  the  sum  payable  be  less  tlian  $10. 

(3)  Por  filing  an  agreement  of  consolida- 
tion or  an  agreement  of  merger,  $30:  Pro- 
vided, That  if  the  corporation  created  In  the 
case  of  an  agreement  of  consolidation,  or  the 
corporation  surviving  in  the  case  of  an  agree- 
ment of  merger  shall  be  a  domestic  corpora- 
tion, then  In  addition  to  any  other  fees  and 
charges  Imposed  by  this  act.  a  sum  equal 
to  the  difference  between  the  initial  license 
fee  computed  at  the  rates  provided  In  para- 
graph (b)  (1)  of  this  section  upon  the  total 
of  the  authorized  number  of  shares  of  the 
corporation  created  by  such  consolidation  or 
surviving  in  the  case  of  a  merger  and  the 
initial  license  fee  so  computed  upon  the  ag- 
gregate amount  of  the  total  authorized  num- 
ber of  shares  such  of  the  constituent  cor- 
poration as  are  domestic  corporations: 
Provided  .further.  That  in  no  case  shall  the 
sum  payable  as  an  initial  license  fee  be  less 
than  $20. 

(d)  Each  foreign  corporation  authorized 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  to  do  busi- 
ness In  the  District  and  each  domestic  cor- 
poration shall  pay  an  annual  report  fee  of 
$10.  which  sum  shall  be  paid  at  the  time 
of  the  filing  of  the  annual  report  required 
of  such  corporations  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act.  * 

(e)  All  taxes,  fees,  and  charges  provided 
for  in  this  act  shall  be  paid  to  the  Commis- 
sioners and  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  to  the  credit  of  the  District. 


XffVJBCT  OF  TASUnX  TO  PAT  ANNUAL  RTPORT  FEE 
OR  TO  FIUE  ANNUAL  REPORT 

Sec.  123.  If  any  corporation  incorporated 
or  reincorporated  under  this  act.  or  any  for- 
eign corporation  having  a  certificate  of  au- 
thority issued  under  this  act,  shall  for  2 
consecutive  years  fall  or  refuse  to  pay  any 
annual  report  fee  or  fees  payable  under  this 
act,  or  fall  or  refuse  to  file  any  annual  report 
as  required  by  this  act  for  2  consecutive 
years,  then,  in  the  case  of  a  domestic  cor- 
poration, the  articles  of  Incorporation  shall 
be  void  and  all  powers  conferred  upon  such 
corporation  are  declared  inoperative,  and.  in 
the  case  of  a  fOTeign  corporation,  the  certifi- 
cate of  authority  shall  be  revoked  and  all 
powers  conferred  thereunder  shall  be  inop- 
erative. 

PROCLAMATION  OF  REVOCATION 

Sec.  124.  (a)  On  the  second  Monday  in 
September  of  each  year,  the  Commissioners 
shall  Issue  a  proclamation  listing  the  names 
of  all  domestic  corporations  and  all  foreign 
corporations  which  have  failed  or  refused  to 
pay  any  annual  report  fee  or  fees  or  failed  or 
refused  to  file  any  annual  report  as  required 
by  this  act  for  2  consecutive  years  next  jH-e- 
cedlng  June  80  in  the  year  in  which  such 
proclamation  is  issued  and  upon  the  issuance 
of  such  proclamation  the  articles  of  Incor- 
poration or  the  certificate  of  authority,  as 
the  case  may  be,  shall  be  void  and  all  powers 
thereunder  inoperative  without  fin  ther  pro- 
ceedings of  any  kind. 

(b)  The  proclamation  of  the  Cbmmlsslon- 
ers  shall  be  filed  in  their  office  and  shall  tje 
published  once  during  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember In  each  of  two  dally  newspapers  of 
general  circulation  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. A  certified  copy  of  the  proclama- 
tion shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Recorder  of 
Deeds  and  he  shall  cause  notation  of  tlie  fact 
of  revocation  to  be  made  upon  the  articles 
of  Incorporation  of  each  domestic  corpora- 
tion listed  in  said  proclamation. 

(c)  Upon  publication  of  the  proclamation 
of  revocation  as  provided  in  this  act  each 
domestic  corporation  listed  in  such  proc- 
lamation shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  dis- 
solved without  further  legal  proceedings  and 
each  such  corporation  sliall  cease  to  carry  on 
its  business  and  shall  proceed  to  collect  its 
assets,  convey  and  dispose  of  such  of  its 
properties  as  are  not  to  be  distributed  In 
kind  to  its  shareholders,  pay,  satisfy,  and 
discharge  its  liabilities  and  obligations  and 
do  all  other  'acts  required  to  liquidate  Its 
business  and  affairs,  and.  after  paying  or 
adequately  providing  for  the  pasrment  of  all 
of  its  obligations,  distribute  the  remainder  of 
its  assets,  either  in  cash  or  in  kind,  among 
its  shareholders  according  to  their  respective 
rights  and  Interiist. 

(d)  All  domestic  corporations  the  articles 
of  incorporation  of  which  are  revoked  by 
proclamation  or  the  term  of  existence  of 
which  expires  by  limitation  set  forth  in  its 
articles  of  incorporation  shall  nevertheless 
be  continued  for  the  term  of  8  years  from 
the  date  of  such  revocation  or  expiration 
bodies  corporate  for  the  purpose  of  prose- 
cuting and  defending  suits  by  or  against 
them,  and  of  enabling  them  gradually  to 
collect  their  assets,  convey  and  dispose  of 
such  of  their  properties  as  are  not  to  be  dis- 
tributed in  kind  to  their  shareholders,  pay, 
satisfy,  and  discharge  their  liabilities  and 
obligations  and-  do  all  other  acts  required 
to  liquidate  their  business  and  affairs,  and, 
after  passing  or  adequately  providing  for  the 
payment  of  all  lt.s  obligations,  to  distribute 
the  remainder  of  their  assets,  either  in  cash 
or  in  kind  among  their  shareholders  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  rights  and  interests, 
but  not  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the 
business  for  which  such  corporation  shall 
have  been  organized:  Provided,  however, 
Th&t  with  respect  to  any  action,  suit,  or 
proceeding  begun  or  commenced  by  or 
against  a  corporation  prior  to  such  revoca- 
tion or  expiration  and  with  respect  to  any 
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action,  suit  or  proceeding  begun  or  com- 
menced by  or  against  sucb  corporation  with- 
in 3  yean  after  the  date  of  such  revocation 
or  expiration,  such  corpcwation  shall  only 
for  the  purpose  of  such  actions,  suits,  or  pro- 
ceedings so  begun  or  commenced  be  contin- 
ued bodies  corpcx-ate  beyond  said  3-year  pe- 
riod and  until  any  Judgments,  orders,  or  de- 
crees therein  shall  be  fully  executed. 

PDrALTT    ro«    CAxariNG    oh    bttsikxss    aitxb 

XSSUAMCX  or  PaOCLAMATIOlf 

Sec.  125.  Any  corporation,  person,  or  per- 
sons who  shall  exercise  or  attempt  to  exer- 
cise any  powers  under  articles  of  Incorpo- 
ration of  a  domestic  corpcnration  or  under  a 
ceitiflcate  of  authority  of  a  foreign  corpora- 
tion which  has  been  revoked  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  pun- 
ished by  a  fine  not  exceeding  |500  or  by  im- 
prisonment not  exceeding  1  year,  or  both, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

couucnoN  or  xaxoa  in  pboclaication 
Sec.  126.  Whenever  it  Is  established  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners  that  any 
corporation  named  in  said  proclamation  has 
not  failed  or  refused  to  pay  any  annual  re- 
port fee  or  &le  any  annual  report  for  2  con- 
secutive years,  or  has  been  inadvertently  in- 
cluded in  the  list  of  corporations  as  so  fail- 
ing or  refusing  to  pay  annual  report  fees  or 
file  reports,  the  Commissioners  are  author- 
ized to  correct  such  mistake  by  issuing  a 
proclamation  to  that  effect  and  restoring 
the  articles  ot  incorporation  or  certificate  of 
authority,  as  the  case  may  be,  into  good 
standing  with  like  effect  as  If  such  proclama- 
tion of  revocation,  as  to  such  corporation, 
bad  not  been  issued. 


tVATION     or     KAMX     Or    PaOCLAIlOED 
COEPOEATION 

Sac.  127.  The  Commissioners  shall  reserve 
the  names  of  all  corporations  the  articles  of 
incorporation  of  which  have  been  revoked 
and  of  all  foreign  corporations  the  certi- 
ficates of  authority  of  which  have  been 
revoked  until  December  31  of  the  year  in 
which  the  proclamation  of  revocation  was 
Issued  and  no  domestic  corporatlou  suall  be 
formed  nor  the  name  of  any  such  domestic 
corporation  changed  to  a  name  the  same  as 
or  deceptively  similar  to  such  reserved  name 
nor  shall  any  foreign  corporation  be  au- 
thorized to  do  business  under  a  name  the 
same  as  or  deceptively  similar  to  such  re- 
served name. 

REINSTATXMXNT    Or    nOCUlIllfED    COKPOKATTONS 

Sec.  128.  Upon  filing  a  petition  for  rein- 
statement by  a  proclaimed  corporation  ac- 
companied by  the  filing  of  the  delinquent 
reports,  or  pajrment  of  delinquent  annual 
report  fee  or  fees  in  full,  or  both,  as  the  case 
may  be,  together  with  any  penalties  imposed 
by  this  act,  and  upon  payment  of  the  rein- 
statement fee  provided  by  this  act  at  any  time 
after  the  date  of  the  Issuance  of  the  pro- 
clamation, the  Commissioners,  if  they  find 
that  all  of  the  documents  offered  for  filing 
conform  to  law,  shall  file  them  in  their  ofBce 
and  shall  Issue  their  certificate  of  reinstate- 
ment which  shall  have  the  effect  of  annul- 
ling the  revocation  procedings  theretofore 
taken  as  to  such  corporation  and  such  cor- 
poration shall  have  such  powers,  rights, 
duties,  and  obligations  as  it  had  at  the  time 
of  the  Issuance  of  the  proclamation  with  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  to  such  corporation 
as  If  the  proclamation  had' not  been  issued. 

PENALTT    rOB    FAILUKE    TO   riLX    AlfNTTAL    KXFOBT 
ON  TIME 

Sec.  129.  Any  corporation  organized  under 
this  act  or  any  foreign  corporation  having  a 
certificate  of  authority  under  this  act  which 
falls  or  refuses  to  file  the  annual  report  re- 
quired by  this  act  to  be  filed  on  April  15  of 
each  year  shall  pay  a  penalty  of  $25. 

FCNALTT   rOK  rAILUXE  TO    MAINTAIN   XXaiSTZRZD 
OmCE    C»    KEGISTKXXO    AGENT 

Sec.  130.  Any  corxx>ratlon  Incorporated  or 
reincorporated  under  this  act,  or  any  foreign 


corporation  which  has  been  Issued  a  certifi- 
cate of  authority  under  this  act,  which  fails 
or  refuses  to  maintain  a  registered  office  or 
a  registered  agent  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  by  a 
court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  shall  be  fined 
in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $500. 

crrECT  or  wonpatment  or  ma 

Sec.  131.  (a)  The  Commissioners  shall  not 
fUe  any  articles,  statements,  certificates,  re- 
ports, applications,  notices,  or  other  papers 
relating  to  any  corporation,  domestic  or  for- 
eign, organized  under  or  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act.  until  all  fees  and  charges 
provided  to  be  paid  in  connection  therewith 
shall  have  been  paid  to  him  or  while  the 
corporation  is  In  default  in  the  payment  of 
any  fees,  charges,  or  penalties  herein  pro- 
vided to  be  paid  by  or  assessed  against  It. 

(b)  No  corporation  required  to  pay  a  fee. 
charge,  or  penalty  under  this  act  shall  main- 
tain in  the  District  of  Columbia  any  action 
at  law  or  suit  In  equity  until  all  such  fees, 
charges,  and  jienalties  have  been  paid  In  full. 

rSNAi-Tixs:   violation  oa  rAiLuax  a 

MISDXMXANOB 

S»c.  132.  Any  person,  or  corporation,  who 
violates  any  provision  of  this  act.  or  falls  to 
comply  with  any  provision  thereof,  for  which 
violation  or  failure  no  penalty  is  provided 
therein  or  elsewhere  In  the  laws  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
by  a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  shall 
be  fined  not  exceeding  $500  for  each  and 
every  violation  or  fali\ire. 

BIGHTS    ANT)    IMMUNITIXS    Or    WITNESSES 

Sec.  133.  No  person  shall  be  exc\ised  from 
testifying  or  f  .-om  producing  books,  accounts, 
and  papers  In  any  proceeding  based  upon  or 
growing  out  of  any  violation  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act,  on  the  ground  or  for  the 
reason  that  ttu  testimony  or  evidence,  docu- 
mentary or  o;herwlae.  required  of  him  may 
tend  to  incriminate  him  or  subject  him  to 
penalty  or  forfeiture;  but  no  person  having 
so  testified  shall  be  prosecuted  or  subjected 
to  any  penal tj'  w  forfeiture  for  or  on  account 
of  any  transaction,  matter,  or  thing  con- 
cerning whlcli  he  may  have  testified  or  pro- 
duced any  documentary  evidence:  Provided, 
That  no  penon  so  testifying  shall  be  ex- 
empted from  prosecution  or  punishment  for 
perjury:  Provided  further.  That  the  Im- 
munity hereby  conferred  shall  extend  only 
to  a  natural  person  who.  In  obedience  to  a 
subpena  glve»  testimony  under  oath  or  pro- 
duces evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise, 
under  oath. 

MONOPOLIES    AND   BESTBAINT    OF   TBADE 

Sec.  134.  N3thlng  In  this  act  shall  be  In- 
terpreted to  authorize  a  corporation  to  do 
any  act  In  violation  of  the  common  law  or 
the  statutes  relating  to  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia or  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to 
monopolies  and  Illegal  restraint  of  trade. 

WAIVEB    or    NOTICE 

Sec.  135.  Whenever  any  notice  whatever  Is 
required  to  be  given  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act  or  under  the  provisions  of  the  articles 
of  Incorporation  or  bylaws  of  any  corpora- 
tion, a  waiver  thereof  in  writing  signed  by  the 
person  or  persons  entitled  to  such  notice, 
whether  before  or  after  the  time  stated  there- 
in, shall  be  deemed  equivalent  to  the  giving 
of  such  notice. 

VOTING     BEQtnBIMENTS     OP    ARTICLES     OP 
INCOBPOBATION 

Sec.  138.  Whenever,  with  respect  to  any 
action  to  be  ".Aken  by  the  shareholders  of  a 
corporation,  the  articles  of  incorporation  re- 
quire the  vot«  or  concurrence  of  the  holders 
9t  a  greater  jjroportlon  of  the  shares,  or  of 
any  class  or  series  thereof,  then  required  by 
this  act  witli  respect  to  such  action,  the 
provisions  of  the  articles  oX  Incorporation 
shall  control. 


INTOBMAI,  ACTION   BT   SRABKROLOKBa 

Sec.  137.  Any  action  required  by  this  act 
to  be  taken  at  a  meeting  of  the  shareholders 
of  a  corporation,  or  any  other  action  which 
may  t>e  taken  at  a  meeting  of  the  sharehold- 
ers, may  be  taken  without  a  meeting  If  a 
consent  in  writing,  setting  forth  the  action 
so  taken,  shall  be  signed  by  all  of  the  share- 
holders entitled  to  vote  with  respect  to  the 
subject  matter  thereof.  In  the  event  that 
the  action  which  Is  consented  to  Is  such  as 
would  have  required  the  filing  of  a  certificate 
under  any  section  of  this  act,  if  sucb  action 
had  been  voted  upon  by  the  aharebolders 
at  a  meeting  thereof,  the  certificate  filed 
under  such  section  shall  state  that  written 
consent  has  been  given  hereunder,  in  lieu  of 
stating  that  the  shareholders  have  voted 
upon  the  corporate  action  in  question.  If 
such  last -mentioned  statement  ts  required 
thereby. 

appeal   rmOM    COMMiaBIONEIS 

Sec.  138.  (a)  If  the  Commissioners  shall 
fall  to  approve  any  articles  of  incorporation, 
amendment,  merger,  consolidation,  or  dis- 
solution, or  any  other  document  required  by 
this  act  to  be  approved  by  the  Commissioners 
before  the  same  shall  be  filed  in  their  office, 
they  shall,  within  10  days  after  the  delivery 
thereof  to  them  give  written  notice  of  their 
disapproval  to  the  person  or  corporation, 
domestic  or  foreign,  delivering  tho  same. 
B})eclfying  the  reasons  therefor.  From  such 
disapproval  such  (jerson  or  corporation  may 
appeal  to  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  by  filing  with 
the  clerk  of  such  court  a  petition  setting 
forth  a  copy  of  the  articles  or  other  docu- 
ment sought  to  be  filed  and  a  copy  of  the 
written  disapproval  thereof  by  the  Commis- 
sioners; whereupon  the  matter  shall  be  tried 
de  novo  by  the  court,  and  the  court  shall 
either  sustain  the  action  of  the  Commission- 
ers or  direct  them  to  take  such  action  as  the 
court  may  deem  proper. 

(b)  If  the  Commissioners  shall  revoke  the 
certificate  of  authority  to  transact  business 
In  the  District  of  any  foreign  corporation, 
pursuant  to  the  provUlons  of  this  act,  such 
foreign  corjxwatlon  may  likewise  appeal  to 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  by  filing  with  the  clerk 
of  such  court  a  petition  setting  forth  a  copy 
of  Its  certificate  of  authority  to  transact 
business  In  the  District  and  a  copy  of  the 
notice  of  revocation  given  by  the  Commis- 
sioners; whereupon  the  matter  shall  be  tried 
de  novo  by  the  court  and  the  court  shall 
either  sustain  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners or  direct  them  to  take  such  action 
as  the  court  may  deem  proi>er. 

(c)  Appeals  from  all  final  orders  and  Jucii- 
ments  entered  by  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  und»r 
this  section  In  review  of  any  ruling  or  deci- 
sion of  the  Commissioners  may  be  taken  to 
the  United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  DUtrlct  of  Columbia  by  either  party 
to  the  proceeding  within  60  days  after  service 
on  such  party  of  a  copy  of  the  order  or  Judg- 
ment of  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Colun^bla. 

CXBTTPJCATES   AND   CEBTiriEO  COPIES   OP  CEBTAIN 
DOCUMENTS  TO  BE  BECEIVED  IN  EVIDENCE 

Sec.  139  All  certificates  issued  by  the  Com- 
missioners In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  and  all  copies  of  documents  filed 
In  their  office  In  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  when  certified  by  them, 
shall  be  taken  and  received  in  all  courts, 
public  offices,  and  official  bodies  as  prima 
facie  evidence  of  the  facta  therein  stated. 
A  certificate  by  the  Commissioners  under  the 
seal  of  their  office,  as  to  the  existence  or  non- 
existence of  the  facts  relating  to  corporations 
which  would  not  appear  from  a  certified  copy 
of  any  of  -the  foregoing  documents  or  cer- 
tificates shall  be  taken  and  received  in  all 
courts,  public  offices,  and  official  bodies  as 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  existence  or 
nonexistence  of  the  acta  therein  stated. 
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UNAirrBOBizED  AasxrMPTiON  or  cobpokatz 

POWEBS 

Sec.  140.  All  persons  who  assume  to  act  as 
a  corporation  without  nuthority  so  to  do  shall 
be  Jointly  and  severally  liable  for  all  debts 
and  UabLllUea  Incurred  or  arlatne  as  a  r^cult 

thereof. 

POBMB    TO    BB     PDBinBBES    BT     COMKIBaiOmBa 

Sec.  141.  All  reports  required  by  this  act  to 
be  filed  In  the  oOce  'Jt  the  Commlaalonen 
shall  be  made  on  fonris  which  shall  be  pre- 
scribed and  furnished  oy  tlie  Commlsstoners. 
Forms  for  all  other  documents  to  be  filed  in 
the  office  of  the  CommlaslonerB  shall  be  fur- 
nished by  the  Commlasloneri  on  request 
therefor,  but  the  use  thereof,  unless  other- 
wise specifically  prescilbed  In  this  act.  shall 
not  be  manrtatorj. 

KXINCOSPOBATIOM   OS    TNOOBPOKATIOH   OP 
EXIBTIMO   COBPOBATIONa 

Sec.  142.  Any  corponition  which  Is  either — 
( 1 1  organized  and  ertlsting  under  Uic  laws 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  date  this 
act  takes  effect  and  vhich  is  organlaed  for 
profit  and  for  a  purpoce  or  purposes  author- 
ized by  this  act:  or 

( 2 )  created  under  ttis  provlsloiis  of  a  spe- 
cial act  ot  Congress  Ui  transact  buslneas  in 
the  E>lstrlct  of  Columbia  for  profit  and  for 
purposes  authorized  by  this  act: 
may  avail  Itself  of  the  provisions  of  this  act 
and  msy  become  reir  corpora  ted  or  incor- 
por.kted  hereunder  in  the  following  alterna- 
tive manner; 

/.  Reincorporation 

(a)  The  board  of  directors  shall  adopt  a 
resolution  declaring  it  iidvlsable  in  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  board  that  the  corporation 
should  be  reincorporated  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  and  further  setting  forth 
the  following  statements  for  artidea  of  incor- 
por.ition  under  this  act: 

( 1 )  The  name  which  the  corporation  elects 
to  be  reincorporated  under  and  which  shall 
contain  the  word  "corporation",  "company", 
"Incorporated",  or  "limited",  or  shall  contain 
an  abbreviation  of  one  of  said  words. 

(2)  The  designation  of  the  address.  In- 
cluding street  and  number,  if  any,  at  its  reg- 
istered oOce  in  the  I>isUlct  at.  Columbia: 
and  the  name  of  its  registered  agent  at  sucb 
address. 

(3)  The  purjxwe  or  purposes  for  which  the 
corporation  was  organLxd  and  which  it  will 
hereafter  carry  on. 

(4)  The  aggregate  number  of  shares  which 
the  corporation  was  auihoriaed  to  issue  and, 
U  said  shares  were  at  one  class  only,  the 
par  value  of  such  aharet,  or  a  statement  that 
all  were  without  par  v:tlue,  as  the  case  may 
be;  or  if  said  shares  weie  divided  into  classes, 
the  number  of  shares  of  each  class,  if  any, 
that  have  a  par  value  and  the  par  value  of 
each  share  of  each  audi  class,  and  the  num- 
ber of  shares  of  each  class.  If  any,  that  are 
without  par  value. 

( 5 )  If  the  shares  weie  divided  Into  classes, 
the  designation  of  each  class  and  a  state- 
ment of  the  preferences,  qualifications,  limi- 
tations, restrictions,  ar.d  the  special  or  rela- 
tive rights  In  respect  rf  the  shares  of  each 
class  and  whether  tho  shares  of  any  class 
have  full,  limited,  or  no  voting  power. 

(6)  The  nimiber  of  directors  of  the  cor- 
poration. 

(7)  Any  other  provUlons,  not  inoonalstent 
With  law,  or  tnla  act,  for  the  reg'Alation  of 
the  Internal  affairs  of   Jie  corporation. 

( 8 )  That  It  elects  to  surrender  its  existing 
charter  and  to  be  rein :orpora ted  under  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  forth  In  the 
articles  of  reincorporation  any  of  the  cor- 
porate powers  enumerated  in  this  act. 

( b )  Written  or  prlnt<;d  notice  setUng  forth 
the  proposed  articles  or  reincorporation  or  a 
summary  thereof  sha  1  be  given  to  each 
shnreholdcr  of  record  within  the  time  and 
In  the  manner  provldec  in  this  act  for  giving 
notice  of  meetings  of  sliareholders. 


(c)  At  such  meeting  a  vote  of  the  share- 
holders shall  be  taken  on  the  proposed  rein- 
corporation and  it  shall  be  adopted  upon 
reoeiPlng  the  affirmative  vote  of  the  holders 
of  two-thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares 
unless  two  or  more  rlisses  at  shares  are 
Issued  in  which  event  It  shaU  be  adopted 
upon  receiving  the  affirmative  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares  of  each  cIsm 
Issued. 

(d)  Upon  reoelTlng  such  approval,  articles 
of  reincorporation  shall  be  executed  in  dupli- 
cate by  the  corporation  by  iU  president  or 
vice  president,  and  verified  by  him,  and  the 
corporate  seal  shall  be  thweto  affixed,  at- 
tested by  its  secretary  or  an  amlstf.nt  sec- 
retary, and  delivered  to  the  Cotnmlssioneni. 

(e)  If  the  Commiswioners  find  that  the 
articles  of  reincorporation  conform  to  law. 
they  ahall,  when  all  fees  and  charges  have 
been  paid  as  in  this  act  prescribed — 

( 1 )  endorse  on  each  of  such  duplicate  orig- 
inals the  word  "Filed",  and  the  month,  day, 
and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  ot  such  duplicate  originals  in 
their  office: 

(3)  Issue  a  certificate  of  reincorporation 
to  which  they  shall  attach  the  otiier  dupli- 
cate original  which  shall  be  filed  for  record 
In  the  office  of  the  Recorder  at  Deeds;  or — 

77.  Incorporation 

Effect  of  Filing  Articles  or  Reincorporation 

(a)  By  filing  with  the  Commissioners  a 
copy  of  its  charter,  or  articles  of  Incorpora- 
tion, then  in  effect,  certified  by  the  secre- 
tary of  said  corporation,  together  with  a  cer- 
tificate executed  on  behalf  of  the  corporation 
by  the  president  or  a  vice  president  and  the 
secretary  or  the  assistant  secretary  setting 
forth  the  following: 

(1>  The  name  of  the  corporation,  which 
shall  contain  the  word  "corporation",  "com- 
j?any",  "incorporated",  or  "limited",  or  shall 
end  with  an  abbreviation  of  one  of  aald 
words. 

(2)  TTie  designation  of  the  address.  Includ- 
ing street  and  number,  if  any,  of  its  regis- 
tered office  In  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
the  name  of  its  registered  agent  at  such 
address. 

(3)  The  purpose  or  purposes  for  which  the 
corporation  was  organized  and  which  It  will 
hereafter  carry  on. 

(4)  The  aggregate  number  of  shares  which 
the  corporation  was  authorized  to  issue  and, 
if  said  shares  were  of  one  class  only,  the  par 
value  of  such  shares,  or  a  statement  that  all 
were  without  par  value,  as  the  case  may  be; 
or  if  said  shares  were  divided  Into  classes, 
the  number  of  shares  of  each  class,  If  any, 
that  have  a  par  value  and  the  par  value  of 
each  share  of  each  such  class,  and  the  num- 
ber of  shares  of  each  class,  if  any,  that  are 
without  par  value. 

(5)  If  the  shares  were  divided  into  classes, 
the  designation  of  each  class  and  a  state- 
ment of  the  preferences,  qualifications,  lim- 
itations, restrictions,  and  the  special  or  rela- 
tive rights  in  reiip>ect  of  the  shares  of  each 
class  and  whether  the  shares  of  any  class 
have  full,  limited,  or  no  voting  power. 

(6)  The  number  of  director  of  the  corpo- 
ration. 

(7)  Any  other  provisions,  not  Inconsist- 
ent with  law,  or  this  act,  for  the  regulation 
of  the  internal  affairs  of  the  corporation. 

It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  forth  in 
such  certificate  any  of  the  corporate  powers 
enumerated  in  this  act. 

(b)  A  copy  of  a  resolution  of  the  board  of 
directors  certified  to  by  the  secretary  of  such 
corporation  which  shows  that  said  bocu-d 
believes  it  advisable  that  the  corporation 
should  elect  to  avail  Itself  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act  and  become  Incorporated  here- 
under. 

(e)  A  eertillcate  of  the  secretary  of  such 
cfnporatlon  to  the  effect  that  siich  action  by 
the  corporation  has  been  ratified  and  ap- 
proved by  the  affirmative  vote  of  not  less 
than  a  majority  of  the  outstimdlng  shares  ol 


capital  stock  of  such  corporation  entitled  to 
vote. 

(d)  If  the  CbmmlsslonerB  find  that  such 
papers  conform  to  law,  they  shall  accept 
them  for  filing  in  the  same  manner  as  herein 
provided  for  the  filing  of  articles  of  incor- 
poration. 

xrrxcT  OP  nuNc  abticixs  op  bqncobporation 

OB  C-EBTU'ICATES  op  INCOBPOBATION 

Sxc.  143.  Upon  the  Issuance  of  articles  of 
reincorporation  or  the  certificate  of  incor- 
poration by  the  Superintendent  of  Corpora- 
tions the  existence  of  the  corporation  shall  be 
continued  under  this  act  and  the  corporation 
shall  be  entitled  to  and  be  possessed  of  all 
the  privileges,  franchises,  and  powers  and 
subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  act  as 
fully  and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  such  cor- 
poration had  been  originally  incorporated 
under  this  act;  and  all  privileges,  franchises, 
and  powers  theretofore  belonging  to  said  cor- 
poration and  all  property,  real,  personal,  and 
mixed,  and  all  debts  due  on  virhatever  ac- 
count, and  all  choses  in  action,  and  all  and 
every  other  interest  of  or  twionging  to  or  due 
such  corporation  shall  be  and  the  same  are 
hereby  ratified,  approved,  and  confirmed  and 
assured  to  such  corporation  with  like  effect 
and  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  if  the 
same  had  been  originally  acquired  through 
Incorporation  under  this  act :  Provided,  Aoic- 
ever.  That  any  corporation  thus  reincorporat- 
ing or  Incorporating  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  contracts, 
debts,  claims,  duties,  liabilities,  and  obliga- 
tions of  the  corporations  thus  reincorporated 
or  incorporated  as  if  such  reincorporation  or 
incorporation  had  not  taken  place  and 
neither  the  rights  of  creditors  nor  any  liens 
upon  the  property  of  any  such  corporation 
ahall  be  Impaired  by  such  reincorporation  or 
Incorporation.  Such  reincorporated  or  in- 
corporated corporation  shall  not  be  subject 
to  the  payment  of  ttut  initial  franchise  tax 
provided  by  this  act. 

TBANSFEB  OP  OV'tUH  OP  BBCOBDEB  Or  DEZOS 

Sec.  144.  (a)  All  powers  conferred  and  all 
duties  imposed  upon  the  Recorder  of  Deeds 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  by  any  act  of 
Congress  In  relation  to  the  organization  of 
corporations,  the  amendment  of  certificates 
of  incorporation  or  charters  of  corporiatlons, 
change  in  capital  stock,  change  of  name,  re- 
incorporation, dissolution,  or  other  corporate 
action  are  on  the  effective  date  of  this  act 
hereby  transferred  to.  imposed  upon,  and 
shall  be  exercised  or  performed  by  the  Com- 
missioners: and  wherever  the  words  "Re- 
corder of  Deeds"  or  other  words  denoting 
that  officer  appear  in  any  of  the  acts  of  Con- 
gress relating  to  the  organization  of  corpc- 
ratlons  under  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, or  to  amendments  to  the  certificate 
of  incorporation  or  charter  of  any  corpora- 
tion organized  and  existing  under  any  of 
such  acts,  or  to  changes  of  name,  changes  af 
capital  stock,  reincorporation,  dissolution,  or 
other  corporate  action  of  any  such  corpora- 
tion, whether  such  words  relate  to  the  powerp 
and  duties  at  such  officer  in  relation  to  or- 
ganization of  corporations  under  any  such 
acts,  or  to  any  of  the  corporate  acts  herein- 
before enumerated  or  are  used  in  connection 
with  the  imposition  of  obligations  or  duties 
or  the  conferring  of  rights  or  privileges  upon 
corporations  or  other  persons,  such  words 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  the  Commis- 
sioners. All  fees  and  charges,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided,  now  chargeable  by  the 
Recorder  of  Deeds  for  doing  the  work  or 
performing  the  services  hereby  transferred  to 
the  Commissioners  shall,  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  act,  be  chargeable  by  the  Com- 
toissioners.  On  and  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  act  all  certificates  of  incorporation  or 
charters  for  the  organization  of  corporations 
under  any  act  of  Congress  or  for  the  amend- 
ment of  any  such  c«tlflcate  of  Incorpora- 
tion or  charto:,  changes  In  capital  stock,  re- 
Incorporation,  dissolution,  or  other  corporate 
action  under  any  such  act.  shall  be  deUrered 
to  the  Commissioners  in  duplicate  originaL 
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If  the  Commlaslonera  find  that  any  auch 
document  conXonnB  to  law,  they  shall,  when 
all  fees  have  been  paid  as  prescribed  by 
law — 

(1)  endorse  on  each  such  duplicate  orig- 
inal the  word  "Piled,"  and  the  month,  day, 
and  year  of  the  filing  thereof; 

(2)  file  one  of  such  duplicate  originals  In 
their  office; 

(3)  the  other  duplicate  original  returned 
by  the  Commissioners  shall  be  recorded  In 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds,  and  he 
shall  charge  the  usual  fee  for  recordation  as 
for  deeds  of  real  estate. 

(b)  The  filing  of  such  document  In  the 
office  of  the  Commissioners  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  the  recordation  of 
lodging  for  recordation  of  curtiflcates  of  In- 
corporation and  other  corporate  documents 
hereinbefore  enumerated,  formerly  had  In 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Deeds. 

(c)  Upon  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 
tho  Commissioners  shall  take  possession  of 
all  original  books,  papers,  and  records  there- 
tofore filed,  recorded,  used,  or  acquired  by 
the  Recorder  of  Deeds  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  and  in  the  performance  of  the  duties 
hereby  transferred  to  the  Commissioners,  but 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  require  the 
Recorder  of  Deeds  to  transfer  any  copies  or 
transcripts  of  corporate  papers  that  may 
constitute  part  of  the  records  of  his  office. 

CONSTITUTIONALITT 

Sic.  145.  The  Invalidity  of  any  portion  of 
this  act  shall  not  affect  the  validity  of  any 
other  portion  thereof  which  can  be  given 
effect  without  such  invalid  part. 

BIGHT    or    RKPXAL    EXSEBVKO 

Sbc.  146.  Congress  reserves  the  right  to 
alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act.  or  any  part 
thereof,  or  any  certificate  of  Incorporation 
or  certificate  of  authority  Issued  pxirsuant  to 
Its  provisions. 

Tn»  or  TAKiNO  xrrEcr 

Sbc.  147.  This  act  shall  take  effect  180 
days  after  the  date  of  its  approval,  and  there- 
after no  corporation  eligible  to  be  formed 
under  this  act  shall  be  incorporated  under 
any  other  act  or  statute  now  in  force  In  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments : 

Page  122.  line  11.  strike  out  the  word  "he" 
•nd  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "they." 

Page  156.  lines  20  and  31,  strike  out  the 
words  "Superintendent  of  Corporations"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "Commis- 
sioners." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


PENALTIES  IN  CERTAIN  CASES  IN 
THE  MUNICIPAL  AND  JUVENILE 
COURTS  OP  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Colimibia,  I  call  up  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1832)  to  provide  for  the  sus- 
pension of  the  imposition  or  execution  of 
sentence  in  certain  cases  in  the  munici- 
pal court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
in  the  iiiiMfle  cotirt  of  the  Ustrict  of 
Coliunbifl^^ 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  O'HARA]? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
fie  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  all  cases  In  the 
municipal  court  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  In  the  Juvenile  court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  municipal  court  or  the  Ju- 
venile court,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  have 
power  upon  <!onvlction  to  suspend  the  Im- 
position of  sentence  or  to  impose  sentence 
and  suspend  the  execution  thereof,  if  It 
should  appea)'  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  ends  of  Justice  and  the  best  interests 
of  the  public  and  of  the  defendant  would  be 
served  thereby.  In  each  case  of  the  imposi- 
tion of  sentence  and  the  suspension  of  the 
execution  thoreof.  the  municipal  court  may, 
in  its  discretion,  place  the  defendant  on  pro- 
bation as  provided  by  the  act  approved  June 
25.  1910  (36  eitat.  864;  sec.  24-102.  D.  C.  Code, 
1940) .  and  the  Juvenile  court  may,  in  Its  dis- 
cretion. plac(}  the  defendant  on  probation  as 
provided  by  the  act  approved  June  1,  1938 
(52  Stat.  601;  sec.  11-919.  D.  C.  Code.  1940). 
by  the  act  approved  March  23.  1906,  as 
amended  (34  Stat.  86;  sec.  22-903.  D.  C.  Code. 
1940).  or  by  the  act  approved  February  4, 
1925  (43  Stat.  807;  sec.  31-207.  D.  C.  Code, 
1940),  as  thii  case  may  be. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ROOSEVELT    MEMORIAL    ASSOCIA- 
TION 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  call  up  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2277)  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  Incorporate  the  Roose- 
velt Memorial  Association."  approved 
May  31, 1920,  so  as  to  change  the  name  of 
such  association  to  "Theodore  Roosevelt 
Association."  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  consid- 
ered in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  Incorporate  the 
Roosevelt  Memorial  Association."  approved 
May  31.  1920  (41  Stat.  691).  U  hereby  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  "Roosevelt  Memorial  As- 
sociation" and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"Theodore  :Eloosevelt  Association." 

Sec.  2.  Any  law  heretofore  enacted  by  the 
Congress  ard  now  in  effect  which  refers  to 
said  Rooee^eU  Memorial  Association  t>hall 
hereafter  b«  deemed  to  refer  to  such  associa- 
tion by  Its  new  name,  Theodore  Roosevelt 
Association. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  i)assed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  TAXA-HON  OP 
CERTAIN  TANGIBLE  PERSONAL 
PRC»»EFITY 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Di.5trict  of  Columbia,  I  call  up 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3180)  to  provide  for  the 
exemption  from  taxation  of  certain  tan- 
gible personal  property,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  be  considered  in 


the  House  as  in  the  Commltte  of  the 
Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  will  the 
gentleman  explain  this  bill?  As  I 
understand  this,  it  is  going  to  relieve  a 
lot  of  property  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia from  taxation.  This  is  a  little 
different  from  what  is  being  done  in  the 
several  States  and  I  would  like  to  have 
it  explained. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  be  glad  to  explain  the  bill. 

This  bill  provides  for  the  exemption 
from  taxation  of  certain  tangible  per- 
sonal property. 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  Is  con- 
tained in  part  of  a  letter  which  is  in- 
cluded herewith  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
House  District  Committee  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners. 

The  Committee  on  the  IDlstrlct  of 
Columbia  wrote  an  amendment  Into  the 
bill  which  would  exempt  libraries  and 
nonprofit  organizations  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  was  also  amended 
so  that  in  making  a  return  for  persoiutl 
property  other  than  household  effects  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  make  such  re- 
turn under  oath.  The  provision  is  made 
that  such  returns,  now  being  made,  may 
be  done  by  merely  signing  the  return  as 
it  is  done  under  Federal  law. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  exempt 
from  taxation  certain  tangible  personal 
property.  Generally  speaking,  the  bill, 
if  enacted  into  law,  would  exempt  house- 
hold belongings  not  held  for  use  or  used 
in  any  trade  or  business  and  not  held  for 
sale  or  rent.  It  would  also  exempt  boats 
and  the  contents  thereof  not  held  for  rent 
or  sale  and  not  held  for  use  or  used  In 
a  trade  or  business.  There  Is  a  defini- 
tion of  the  words  "household  belongings" 
contained  in  the  bill  and  this  definition 
would  include  furniture,  clothing,  jewel- 
ry, and  so  forth,  ordinarily  found  in  a 
home,  but  would  exclude  from  the  defi- 
nition, and  hence  the  exemption,  auto- 
mobiles and  other  motor  vehicles. 

The  Commissioners  believe  that  exist- 
ing tax  on  the  tangible  personal  property 
such  as  would  be  exempted  if  the  bill 
were  enacted  should  be  repealed.  The 
statute  under  which  such  property  is  now 
taxed  is  about  50  years  old.  While  at 
the  time  such  tax  was  levied  it  was  a 
commonly  accepted  method  of  raising 
revenue,  since  that  time  the  practice  of 
raising  revenue  by  the  taxation  of  such 
tangible  [>ersonal  property  has  fallen  into 
disuse  in  many  tax  Jurisdictions.  Such 
a  tax  is  difficult  to  administer  and  as  a 
result  of  this  fact  often  results  in  in- 
equities. For  example,  it  puts  the  bur- 
den on  the  citizen  to  place  a  value  upon 
property  which  may  have  been  pur- 
chased many  years  prior,  and  the  tax  as- 
sessor has  the  duty  of  determining 
whether  that  value  is  proper.  Such  a 
method  of  taxation,  predicated  as  it  is 
upon  opinion  as  to  value,  is  manifestly 
unsound  from  a  practical  viewpoint. 
Because  of  honest  differences  of  opinion 
between  taxpayers  and  taxing  author- 
ities as  to  the  value,  much  liti[,atlon  has 
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arisen  under  the  present  District 
statute.  As  was  hereinbefore  stated,  the 
taxation  of  household  property  was.  at 
the  time  the  District  statute  was  en- 
acted, a  prevalent  tlieory  of  taxation. 
At  that  time,  however,  there  were  few, 
if  any.  direct  taxes  upon  income  or  other 
more  equitable  methods  of  taxation  In 
existence.  Since  the  enactment  of  ttie 
present  District  tax  on  tangible  personal 
property,  including  household  belong- 
ings, other  and  more  equitable  methods 
of  taxation  have  been  enacted  into  law. 
For  example,  in  PubUc  Law  76,  81st 
Congress.  1st  session,  approved  May  27. 
1949.  District  sales  and  use  taxes  were 
levied  and  increa-sed  alcoholic  beverage 
taxes,  and  cigarette  taxes  were  Imposed 
to  raise  additional  revenue.  The 
amount  of  relief  to  District  taxpayers 
if  H.  R.  3180  were  enacted,  would  be 
comparatively  insigrificant  when  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  the  additional 
revenue  which  has  resulted,  and  will 
continue  to  result,  due  to  the  enactment 
of  said  Public  Law  76.  The  assessing 
authorities  have  estitnated  that  the  de- 
crease in  revenue  which  would  result 
from  the  enactment  of  this  bill  would  be 
approximately  $800.(X>0  annually. 

The  Commissioners  believe  that  the 
continuation  of  the  tax  on  automobiles 
and  other  motor  velilcles  is  proper.  It 
is  obvious  that  automobiles  and  other 
motor  vehicles.  beinj{  more  or  less  con- 
stantly upon  the  public  streets  and 
highways,  are  for  that  reason  distinct 
from  other  classes  of  tangible  personal 
property,  such  as  llimiture.  and  that 
their  selection  for  taxation  while  ex- 
empting certain  other  tangible  personal 
property  would  be  a  classification  which 
rests  upon  substantiiil  differences. 

The  Commissioners  are  advised  that 
the  citizenry  of  the  District  is  most  anx- 
ious that  the  present  tax  on  household 
belongings,  and  so  forth,  be  repealed. 
The  Commissioners  themselves  feel  that 
the  tax  should  be  repealed  and  earnestly 
beseech  the  Congress  to  enact  the  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  stated,  the  Tax 
Assessor  of  the  District  of  Columbia  ap- 
peared before  our  committee  and  stated 
that  it  was  probably  true  that  about  I  out 
of  5  persons  who  should  pay  personal- 
property  taxes  pay  that  tax.  He  further 
stated  that  it  was  impossible  under  ex- 
isting conditions  and  the  limitations  of 
the  personnel  of  the  Tax  Assessor's  of- 
fice to  make  the  collection  of  taxes  from 
those  who  do  not  pay  their  taxes,  to  fully 
enforce  this  tax.  He  did  say  that  if  this 
same  personnel — and  I  am  addressing 
my  remarks  particularly  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kansas — were  freed  to  pvirsue 
other  avenues  of  revenue  and  their  en- 
forcement, that  the  full  amount,  and  In 
excess  of  the  full  amount  of  $800,000, 
would  be  recouped. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  that  recently  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, I  am  informed  by  one  of  our  col- 
leagues from  Baltimore,  repealed  the 
personal-property  ^ax  upon  household 
t^oods  because  of  its  obnoxiousness  and 
the  diflflculty  of  enforcement.  There  are 
some  States  which  provide  for  no  per- 
sonal-property tax  on  household  goods. 
Some  of  those  removals  have  been  recent. 
I  might  say  that  when  the  matter  of  the 
enactment  of  a  sales  tax  was  before  the 
District,  certain  pledges  were  made  to 


the  people  of  the  District  that  If  the  sales 
tax  became  a  law.  that  this  tax  upon 
personal  property,  household  goods, 
would  be  removed. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Further  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  has  just  told  us  about  the  city 
of  Baltimore.  That  applies  to  the  city 
of  Baltimore,  and  not  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, as  I  understand.  There  are  very, 
very  few  States  that  permit  the  exemp- 
tion allowed  in  this  bill.  Neither  the 
State  of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
nor  my  State  of  Kansas  provide  these 
exemptions.  If  it  is  a  question  of  per- 
sonnel that  are  required  to  collect  these 
taxes,  then  why  not  provide  personnel? 
But  here  we  are  talking  about  granting 
these  exemptions  because  a  sales  tax  has 
been  Imposed. 

May  I  remind  the  gentleman  that  the 
sales  tax  in  the  District  of  Columbia  is 
lower  than  in  any  State  of  the  Union 
where  there  is  a  sales  tax,  because  you 
have  exemptions.  Then  when  you  come 
to  the  Income  tax  the  same  thing  ap- 
plies. There  are  a  few  States  that  do 
not  have  an  Income  tax.  Those  that  do 
have  an  income  tax  have  higher  rates 
than  those  applied  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  I  think  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  are  pretty  well  pro- 
tected In  regard  to  taxes  and  tax 
exemptions. 

U  it  is  a  fact  that  only  1  out  of  4 
or  5  does  pay  this  tax.  under  the  act 
that  is  already  on  the  statute  books, 
then  there  is  something  wrong  with  the 
administration  of  the  law.  It  is  my  opin- 
ion that  they  ought  to  pay  taxes  the 
same  as  the  rest  of  us.  I  think  it  is 
rather  unfair  to  bring  a  bill  like  this  to 
the  floor  of  the  House  concerning  a  city 
as  wealthy  as  the  city  of  Washington 
and  then  say  the  people  in  this  city 
ought  to  be  exempted  from  the  so-called 
household  taxes.  We  should  be  re- 
minded that  under  the  present  law  there 
is  a  $1,000  exemption  before  any  tax  is 
levied,  so  there  is  no  real  imposition  on 
anyone.  People  who  own  less  than 
$1,000  worth  of  personal  property  in- 
cluded in  this  legislation  are  not  re- 
quired to  pay  tax  under  the  present  law. 
If  $800,000  is  a  correct  figure  in  the 
amount  of  taxes  collected,  somebody  is 
not  performing  his  duty  with  respect  to 
the  collection  of  taxes,  as  I  see  it. 

Does  this  bill  have  the  approval  of  all 
the  members  of  the  House  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia?  Did  they  all 
agree  that  this  is  right? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  It  had 
the  overwhelming  approval  of  the  com- 
mittee. There  may  have  been  one  or 
two.  I  do  not  recall,  who  voted  against 
the  reporting  of  tlie  bill,  but  it  had  the 
overwhelming  approval  of  the  entire 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  REIES  of  Kansas.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  the  only  one  out  of  the  whole  mem- 
bership of  the  House  to  object  to, the 
Consideration  of  this  bill.  I  do  not  think 
it  ought  to  be  approved.  That  is  my 
opinion  as  a  Member  of  this  House. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  ELansas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  is  not  the  only  Member  that  ob- 
jects to  this.   It  seems  to  me  the  people 


of  the  District  should  pay  the  same  taxes 
we  have  to  pay  at  home.  If  they  collect 
only  1  out  of  5.  that  is  their  trouble. 
We  in  Illinois  collect  every  single  per- 
sonal-property tax.  If  the  pieople  do  not 
pay  it,  their  property  is  seized  and  sold. 
Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  As  I  understand  the 
parliamentary  situation  before  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
has  asked  unanimous  consent  that  this 
bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in 
Committee;  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  states 
it  accurately. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  There  is  a  reservation 
of  objection  before  the  House  at  the 
moment,  as  I  understand.  A  reservation 
Is  to  try  to  clarify  a  particular  situation. 
I  suggest  to  my  colleagues  on  the  com- 
mittee that  there  are  a  number  of  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who  have 
expressed  some  very  grave  reservations 
on  this  issue.  It  occurred  to  me  it  might 
be  advisable  to  go  into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  in  order  to  debate  the  matter, 
in  order  to  get  the  clear  pictiire  before 
the  House  for  its  consideration. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
Insist  on  my  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
■Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3180)  to 
provide  for  the  exemption  from  taxation 
of  certain  tangible  personal  property; 
and  pending  that  motion.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  general 
debate  be  limited  to  1  hour,  the  time  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Harkis] 
and  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 
There  wa^  no  objection. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itsell 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eraUon  of  the  bill  H.  R.  3180,  with  Mr. 
SxTTB  of  Wisconsin  in  the  chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Miimesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman frwn  Ohio  [B4r.  VortsI. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  mere- 
ly want  to  say  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill. 
If  there  are  States  that  do  not  have  en- 
lightened tax  laws  exempting  household 
property  from  personal  taxes  then  they 
are  far  behind  my  great  State  of  Ohio. 
We  realized  a  generation  ago  in  Ohio  that 
it  was  simply  impossible  to  have  personal 
household  property  taxed  as  other  prop- 
erty should  be.  We  adjusted  our  laws 
accordingly  and  substituted  other  taxes. 
Here  in  Washiixgton,  in  this  great  com- 
munity of  transients,  to  talk  about  hav- 
ing enough  Inspectors  to  run  around  and 
find  out  the  amoimt  and  value  of  house- 
hold goods  in  every  apartment  and 
house  in  this  vast  community,  to  say  that 
we  are  to  have  that  sort  of  administra- 
tion of  this  law  is  just  talking  through 
your  hat.    I  certainly  hope  that  we  will 
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get  away  f  rwn  the  attempt  to  tax  house- 
hold property.  It  is  utterly  unenfor- 
cible  efficiently  throughout  this  commu- 
nity without  a  vast  army  of  officials.  If 
the  question  is  what  sort  of  tax  should 
take  its  place  that  can  be  taken  up  in 
due  course,  but  let  us  get  away  from  a 
tax  which  the  average  person  does  not 
even  know  about,  that  can  easily  be 
evaded,  that  is  almost  impossible  to  ad- 
minister fairly.  It  Is  a  situation  where 
you  have  a  law  that  will  not  be  obeyed 
because  people  simply  do  not  understand 
it  and  do  not  believe  in  it.  It  is  a  law 
that  would  cost  more  to  enforce  effec- 
tively than  the  amount  that  could  be 
collected.  Therefore  the  thin«  to  do  Is 
to  pass  this  bill  which  exempts  house- 
hold property. 

Mr.  CHARA  of  Mhinesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  [Mr.  HtdxI. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kansas  just  said  that  near- 
by Maryland  had  not  done  anything 
about  the  personal  property  tax  on 
household  furniture.  He  is  not  accurate 
about  that.  He  said  it  was  only  in  the 
city  of  Baltimore.  In  the  district  which 
I  represent,  nearby  Montgomery  Coimty. 
in  Maryland,  we  have  done  away  with 
the  enforcement  of  this  personal  prop- 
erty tax  on  household  goods  because  we 
found  it  was  unenf orcible.  We  also  had 
testimony  before  the  committee  that  in- 
those  areas  which  were  still  insisting  on 
this  inequitable  form  of  taxation  they 
were  enforcing  it  in  an  arbitrary  fash- 
Ion.  TO  assess  and  levy  taxes  arbi- 
trarily without  any  relation  to  the  value 
of  the  property  upon  which  the  tax  is 
levied  Is  certainly  an  unfair  method  of 
taxation. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Cliairman, 
will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  HYDE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Do  I  imder- 
stand  that  the  State  of  Maryland  has 
exactly  the  same  exemptions  as  are  con- 
tained in  this  bill? 

Mr.  HYDE.  In  nearby  Maryland  we 
have  a  system  of  local  legislation  passed 
by  the  State  legislature.  In  nearby 
Montgomery  County  they  have  no  longer 
enforced  the  personal  property  tax  on 
household  goods  because  they  found  it 
was  an  ineqiiltable  and  unfair  tax  and 
Impossible  of  fair  administration. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  But  you  do  have 
the  law  on  your  statute  books. 

Mr.  HYDE.    We  do  have  the  law. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  But  you  do  not 
enforce  it;  is  that  it? 

Mr.  HYDE.  It  is  impossible  to  enforce 
it;  yes,  sir. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  has  expired. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  which  appar- 
ently is  provoking  quite  a  lot  of  interest, 
comes  to  us  after  consideration  over 
quite  a  long  period  of  time.  I  would  refer 
you  to  the  previous  Congress,  I  think  per- 
haps the  81st  Congress,  when  we  had  an 
adjustment  of  the  revenue  problem  of 
the  District  of  Colimibia.  Many  of  you 
remnaber  we  had  qtilte  a  fight  on  the 
quMlidn  of  a  sales  tax.  I  do  not  recall 
it  4Mthis  time,  but  I  am  reminded,  and 
the  committee  is  reminded,  that  when 


we  had  the  problem  under  consideration, 
one  of  the  things  promised  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  District  of  Columbia  was 
that  they  would  recommend  a  progrsun 
to  remove  the  personal  property  tax  on 
household  personal  property.    This  rec- 
ommendation was  to  be  made  on  the 
basis  that  it  was  wholly  inequitable ;  in- 
equitable because  it  was  almost  impossi- 
ble for  the  collectors  to  collect  this  tax. 
As  I  recall,  the  District  gets  about  $800.- 
000  annually  out  of  this  particular  tax. 
Should  there  be  an  equitable  application 
of  this  law.  it  would  probably  be  many 
times  that  much,  but  the  tax  apparently 
applies  generally  or  more  so  to  the  old- 
time,  established  residents  of  the  I>lstrict 
of  Columbia.    We  have  thousands  and 
thousands  of   apartments  here,   rental 
properties,  transients  of  all  kinds,  people 
coming  in  and  leaving,  and  they  say  the 
problem  is  this,  that  by  far  the  greater 
amount  of  the  personal  property  in  the 
District    of    Columbia    is    actually    not 
exempt,  but  is  not  collectible. 

I  raised  some  question  about  this  my- 
self, and  I  did  it  in  the  committee  with 
some  of  the  witnesses.  The. question  I 
raised  was  this:  The  long,  long  issue 
which  we  have  had  before  us  is  the  con- 
tribution of  the  Federal  Government  to 
the  budget  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
A  few  years  ago,  in  the  80th  Congress, 
you  will  recall  that  we  set  a  figure  of  the 
obligation  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
which  would  be  $14  million  out  of  the 
Federal  Treasury,  as  the  Federal  contri- 
bution. This  fiscal  year  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  did  not  recommend, 
neither  did  the  House  appropriate,  the 
full  $14  million  authorized.  I  think  it 
was  $11  million  in  fact. 

The  question  I  raised  wm  this:  There 
are  those  who  say  the  Federal  Treasury 
ought  to  provide  a  greater  share  of  the 
budget  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  At 
the  same  time  they  say  that  this  par- 
ticular tjrpe  of  tax  should  be  eliminated. 
I  raised  the  issue  simply  on  the  basis  that 
it  is  not  a  practical  situation  to  be  com- 
ing to  us  at  one  time  for  reduced  taxes, 
and  at  the  same  time  saying.  "Let  us  get 
more  money  out  of  the  taxpayers." 

I  realize,  on  the  other  hand,  the  prac- 
tical problem  which  the  Commissioners 
have  presented  to  us.  That  is.  they  are 
collecting  a  very  small  amount  of  this 
tax.  Consequently,  the  costs  of  collec- 
tion are  so  high  that  if  they  could  apply 
that  cost  to  the  collection  of  taxes  and 
a  revision  of  their  program  some  other 
way,  they  would  make  substantial  sav- 
ings of  the  amount  lost.  I  was  some- 
what impressed  with  that.  I  was  also 
impressed  with  the  idea  that  the  people, 
according  to  the  report  we  had.  were 
promised  2  years  ago  that  if  we  imposed 
a  16-million-dollar-tax  increase  on  the 
people  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  then 
we  certainly  would  give  them  this  $800,- 

000  relief.  I  do  not  feel  that  I  person- 
ally committed  myself  to  it  then,  but, 
nevertheless,  that  is  the  record,  and  that 
is  what  they  say.    From  that  standpoint. 

1  think  there  is  some  Justification  for  the 
committee's  action  here.  The  one  point 
that  a  lot  of  people  bring  up  is  whether 
or  not  boats  down  here  on  the  Potomac 
River  and  in  Washington  Channel  should 
be  brought  under  this  exemption.  I 
have  no  idea  how  many  of  those  boats 


would  be  exempt  from  this,  but  I  do  know 
that  all  personal  property  does  not  come 
under  this  exemption ;  aixl  if  any  of  these 
yachts  could  be  considered  as  a  part  of  a 
business,  they  would  not  come  within  the 
exemption  provision. 

I  would  like  to  yield  to  the  chairman 
to  explain  that. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  Intend 
to  offer  an  amendment  striking  that 
from  the  bill.  It  escaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  subcommittee.  I  think  they 
should  not  be  exempt,  and  I  shall  offer 
an  amendment  to  so  provide. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  may  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  I  think  he  would  remove  a 
lot  of  obj<M;tion  to  this  bill  if  such  an 
amendment  were  proposed. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  VORYS.  Would  not  the  gentle- 
man agree  that  the  question  of  the  tax 
system  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Is  not 
the  question  before  the  House  in  this 
bill:  this  question  Lb  whether  you  are 
going  to  continue  a  tax  which  in  its  pres- 
ent form  is  utterly  inequitable  and  which 
costs  more  to  enforce  than  is  returned 
to  the  District  treasury. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  do  not  go  along  with 
that  entirely,  I  may  say  to  my  colleague. 
the  statement  that  the  tax  cannot  be 
collected  if  they  actually  want  to  go  out 
and  collect  it.  It  may  be  somewhat  ex- 
pensive, possibly  more  so  than  the  aver- 
age tax  collection,  but,  nevertheless,  I  do 
understand  that  with  so  many  apart- 
ment houses  it  is  difficult  to  know  who 
owns  the  personal  property  In  them,  and 
the  same  Is  true  of  the  various  rental 
properties,  with  the  transients  bringing 
their  furniture  in  with  them,  taking  it 
out.  and  other  personal  property  like- 
wise. From  that  standpoint.  It  Is  quite 
Impractical. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BAILEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  If  they  classify  property  here 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  tax  levy 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  is  the  prop- 
erty classified  as  to  types? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  There  is  some  classifi- 
cation. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  In  my  State  of  West 
Virginia  we  classify  our  property  as  to 
types,  personal  property,  real  estate,  and 
so  forth,  and  in  the  case  of  personal 
property  we  have  a  provision  that  the 
tax  can  never  exceed  50  cents  on  a  thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  There  will  be  a  classi- 
fication, I  assure  the  gentleman,  because 
there  is  a  business  classification  of  per- 
sonal property  already,  automobiles,  and 
so  forth,  which  comes  under  a  different 
category. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Automobiles  would  be 
In  a  separate  classification  and  real  es- 
tate likewise. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Real  estate  does  have 
a  separate  classification  from  automo- 
biles. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DEANE.  I  appreciate  the  state- 
ment   made    by    the    gentleman    from 


Arkansas  but  I  would  like  to  ask  what 
procedure  does  the  District  follow  in  list- 
inc  taxes? 

Mr.  HARRIS.    In  listing  taxes? 

Mr  DEANE.  Yes,  real  estate  or  per- 
fonal  property. 

Mr  HARRIS.  Tliey  have  the  real  es- 
t.ito  listing  on  the  b«x>ks  down  at  the  Ux 
c  Hector's  office,  and  they  have  a  per- 
j  rial  property  listing  just  like  any  other 

Y'  "e. 

Mr  DEANE.  Dc  thcy  have  certain 
tax  lists  for  a  certain  section  of  the  Dis- 
l;  .ct  or  is  it  all  centralized? 

Mr,  HARRIS.  It  is  all  centralized  in 
V.\o  tax  assessor's  oCice;  he  has  the  over- 
a  1  authority  for  assessments.  I  think 
w  hat  the  gentleman  refers  to  is  the  list- 
in?  of  assessments. 
Mr  DEANE.  That  Is  right. 
Mr.  HARRIS.  That  comes  under  the 
a'^-essor's  office. 

Mr.  DEANE.  The  record  indicates 
that  approximately  $800,000  of  revenue 
is  received  under  this  tax.  What  does 
it  cost  to  collect  th;s  $800,000? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Will  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  am  wer  that  question? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  any  specifically  itemized 
cost. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  would  say  It  might  be 
a  little  difficult  to  break  that  down,  but 
the  hearings  reveal  it  is  excessive. 

Mr.  DEANE.  One  other  question.  I 
appreciate  the  gentleman  taking  tills 
time  because  It  Is  a  matter  of  some  con- 
cern to  a  lot  of  us.  Can  the  gentleman 
point  out  how  many  States  have  elim- 
inated the  collection  of  taxes  on  per- 
sonal property? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi,  a  member  of  the 
committee,  to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.     ABERNETHY.    We     were     In- 
formed in  committ<-e  that  there  were  26. 
Mr.  HARRIS.     TWenty-six  States. 
Mr.  ABERNETHY.   Twenty-six  States 
have  exempted  personal  property. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  I  think  in  those 
States  where  it  does  exist  it  is  prac- 
tically a  dead -letter  statute  because  I  do 
not  know  of  any  place  where  they  en- 
force It  strictly  because  of  the  practical 
impossibility  of  enforcing  It. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  It  is  recognized  In 
many  jurisdictions  as  being  a  most  in- 
equitable tax  because  of  the  impractica- 
bility of  collecting  the  tax  on  an  overall 
basis. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  That  is  true  in  Con- 
necticut. We  repealed  the  law.  Is  jew- 
elry and  other  personal  property  such  as 
precious  stones  exempted  from  this  bill? 
Mr.  HARRIS.  They  would  be,  yes; 
those  that  are  considered  to  be  personal 
property.  Of  course,  not  in  business  es- 
tablishments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
ki.ntleman  from  Kansas  LMr.  Rcssl. 


Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  do  not  want  to  appear  to  be  the  only 
one  In  opposition  to  this  legislation.  As 
I  said  a  moment  ago.  if  this  House  after 
due  deliberation  thinks  this  bill  ought  to 
be  approved,  very  well,  but  I  want  to 
register  my  opposition  to  it. 

I  appreciate  that  we  have  a  very  good 
Conunittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  members  of  that  committee  work 
long  and  hard  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties  and  in  carrying  out  their 
obligations  that  they  assumed  when  they 
became  members  of  the  committee. 
They  do  not  get  any  thanks  from  the 
House.  They  may  get  a  little  from  the 
District,  I  do  not  know. 

It  seems  rather  strange  to  me  that 
this  committee  comes  to  the  House  with 
a  bill  stating  that  we  should  approve 
this  legislation  taking  certain  property 
out  from  under  taxation  t)ecause  of  a 
promise  we  made  some  time  ago  when  a 
sales  tax  was  levied  on  the  people  of  the 
District.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  sales  tax  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  Is  less  than  the  sales  tax  In 
those  States  a  sales  tax  Is  In  effect,  and 
there  are  not  many  States  that  do  not 
have  a  sales  tax.  The  same  statement 
applies  with  respect  to  the  Income  tax. 
The  Income-tax  law  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  is  full  of  exemptions,  and  the 
tax  is  lighter  than  in  all  States,  except 
those  where  they  do  not  have  an  income- 
tax  law  at  aU.  The  same  statement  ap- 
plies with  respect  to  the  real-estate  taxes. 
You  know  that  as  well  as  I  do.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  unfair  to  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  with  resi>ect  to 
taxes,  but  I  do  make  the  statement  that 
to  pass  this  bill  is  inequitable  and  it 
should  not  be  approved. 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DEANE.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kansas  that  I  share  his  views. 
I  regret  that  I  will  be  unable  to  be  pres- 
ent in  the  event  of  a  roll  call,  but  I  would 
like  to  register  my  feeling  that  this  seems 
to  be  Inequitable  and  I  believe  that  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
should  give  further  study  to  it. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  appreciate 
the  gentleman's  statement  and  I  do  hope 
to  awaken  the  committee  to  some  of  the 
facts  in  the  case.  This  probably  would 
have  been  approved  without  discusson. 
But  when  you  talk  about  this  item  of 
$800,000  being  a  small  item,  there  is 
something  wrong  with  respect  to  the  col- 
lection of  taxes.  Of  course,  if  you  do  not 
want  to  collect  the  taxes  that  is  some- 
thing else  again.  A  Member  spoke  a 
m(»nent  ago  about  the  fact  that  over  In 
Maryland  they  do  not  collect  It  although 
It  Is  on  the  statute  books.  If  It  is  on  the 
statute  books  you  ought  to  collect  it  or 
repeal  the  statute.  I  do  not  see  any 
other  way  of  handling  the  matter.  Now, 
you  are  going  to  come  back  here  with 
legislation  asking  an  increased  amount 
to  be  contributed  to  the  District  of 
Columbia.  You  do  one  thing  with  your 
right  hand  while  with  your  left  hand 
you  are  going  to  exempt  several  million 
dollars  worth  of  property  from  taxation. 
Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  genUeman  yield? 


Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  srield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Does  the  genUe- 
man have  an  apartment  In  the  District 
of  Columbia? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.    Tes. 
Mr.  ABERNETHY.   Is  the  genUeman's 
personal  property  assessed? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Yes,  It  Is  subject 
to  the  exemptions  allowed  tinder  the 
present  law.  There  Is  not  very  much 
personal  property  there.  I  do  pay  tax  on 
an  automobile  in  the  District. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Does  the  gentle- 
man know  what  percentage  of  the  per- 
sonal property  in  the  District  is  assessed? 
Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  do  not  know. 
Someone  said  only  a  small  amount  is 
assessed.  My  criticism  Is  that  personal 
property  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
ought  to  be  assessed  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  present  exemptions  on  the  statute 
book. 

Mr.  ABE31NETHY.  May  I  ask  the 
genUeman  if  this  type  of  tax  Is  collected 
on  personal  property  In  his  own  State? 
Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  It  most  cer- 
tainly Is,  and  here  you  have  a  popula- 
tion In  the  District  of  Columbia  that 
almost  equals  half  of  the  population  of 
my  own  State,  where  we  pay  ten  times 
the  amount  of  personal  taxes  on  per- 
sonal property  that  you  are  going  to 
exempt  under  this  bill.  If  you  want  to 
approve  It,  that  Is  all  right  with  me. 
If  the  genUeman  from  Mississippi  thinks 
It  is  good  legislation  he  ought  to  support 
It.  I  am  just  expressing  my  own  pri- 
vate opinion.  I  know  he  has  gone  over 
it  more  carefully  than  I  have.  I  admit 
that,  but  I  still  think  it  is  wrong  and  • 
that  Is  the  reason  I  am  opposing  It  I 
am  not  trying  to  say  that  you  are  all 
wrong  and  I  am  all  right,  but  I  think  it 
is  wrong  and  I  do  not  think  It  ought  to  be 
approved. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  ol  Kansas.  I  yield  to  my 
distinguished  friend  from  Minnesota, 
who  I  know  has  given  this  a  great  deal 
of  consideration.  He  certainly  would 
not  bring  it  before  the  House  if  he  did 
not  thinly  It  was  good  legislation.  I 
Just  disagree  with  him. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  kind  comments. 
The  gentleman  referred  awhile  ago  to 
the  fact  that  his  State  had  a  tax  upon 
personal  property. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  I  think 
the  gentleman's  State  has,  too;  I  may  be 
wrong;  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  The  gen- 
tleman Is  partly  correct.  I  think  the 
current  session  of  ovu:  State  legislature 
Is  considering — I  do  not  say  they  will — 
but  they  are  considering  at  this  time 
very  strongly  the  possibility  of  remov- 
ing the  personal-property  tax  In  Min- 
nesota. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  am  glad  to 
have  the  gentleman's  contribution  on 
this  subject  matter. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  wanted 
to  tell  the  genUeman  that  because  I  did 
not  have  the  opportunity  to  do  so  prior 
to  this.  I  think  the  genUeman  does  ap- 
preciate that  there  has  been  a  change 
In»n  the  old  personal  property  tax  law  in 
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many  Jurisdictions,  and  In  many  in- 
stances that  tax  has  been  removed,  be- 
cause It  is  paid  over  and  over  again  on 
the  bed  that  you  sleep  in,  wlilch  people 
resent  and  I  do  not  approve.  And  it  is 
d'flBcult  of  enforcement. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kt^nsft-'*  The  gentle- 
man's statement  is  most  persuasive.  I 
will  say.  but  I  Just  suggest  to  him  that 
during  these  present  days,  when  we  are 
trying  to  collect  all  of  the  taxes  we  can 
to  take  care  of  the  debt  that  is  right 
now  pressing  down  on  this  country,  that 
the  more  you  lessen  the  tax  here  the 
more  taxes  you  are  going  to  take  from 
the  people  throughout  the  country  to 
help  along  with  the  expenses  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  I  do  not  want 
to  impose  any  more  taxes  on  the  people 
in  this  District  than  the  people  through- 
out the  country,  but  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  willing  and  glad  to  pay  their  share, 
and  the  more  taxes  you  take  off  by 
legislation  of  this  kind  then  the  more 
the  people  in  Minnesota  and  Kansas 
and  other  States  are  going  to  have  to 
pay  to  make  up  for  it. 

Mr.  CHARA  of  Minnesota.  Permit 
me  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  when 
we  imposed  the  sales  tax  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Coliunbia,  which  affected,  of 
course,  all  of  us,  that  sales  tax.  let  me 
say  to  the  gentleman,  yielded  this  last 
fiscal  year  about  $15  million,  which  is 
about  $3  million  more  than  the  most 
optimistic  estimate  we  had.  Now.  I 
would  say,  in  light  of  the  fact  that  we 
do  have  under  the  present  law  an  ex- 
emption of  $1,000  on  personal  household 
effects.  •  that  the  average  person  here 
never  does  pay  a  tax.  and  of  those  who 
should  pay.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  there 
are  only  about  one  out  of  four  or  five  who 
do  pay;  therefore,  in  fairness  and  in 
the  light  of  enlightened  advancement 
in  tax  matters,  the  District  Committee 
did  feel  that  this  tax  should  well  be 
removed. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  My  answer  is 
that  it  is  very  unfair  that  one  person 
pays  his  tax  and  about  three  or  four  do 
not  pay.  Again,  I  think  that  is  a  ques- 
tion of  administration  of  the  act  as  it 
now  stands  on  our  statute  books. 

I  am  informed  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  in  the  rather  near  future  are 
going  to  be  called  uix)n  to  contribute 
$15  million  or  more  to  help  carry  the 
cost  of  limning  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  It  is  my  view 
that  before  we  impose  additional  taxes 
on  the  people  of  this  country  to  carry 
on  the  expenses  of  the  Nation's  Capital, 
we  ought  to  see  to  it  that  the  taxpayers 
of  the  District  are  contributing  their 
share  of  the  taxload — not  more  than 
their  share,  but  only  their  share. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Miimesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  [Mr.  Allen  J. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, we  had  before  us  the  Corporation 
Counsel  and  the  Assessor  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  I  think  some  of  the 
statements  they  made  to  the  committee 
are  worth  repeating. 

The  Counsel's  first  expression,  as  I  re- 
member it.  was  that  it  would  take  an 
army  of  inspectors  to  try  to  collect  this 
tax.  The  Assessor  went  on  to  say  that 
approximately  $850,000  a  year  is  realized. 


The  tax  was  created  by  en&ctznent  In 
1902.  and  it  has  not  been  revised  since 
that  time.  In  1902  the  $1,000  exemp- 
tion for  furniture  was  suppoeed  to  pro- 
vide an  exemption  of  normal  house  fur- 
nishings, but  since  that  time  the  price 
of  furnishings  has  gone  up. 

He  said  that  if  he  could  turn  the  per- 
sonnel now  engaged  in  collecting  this 
$850,000  into  other  fields  he  thought  they 
could  collect  that  much  or  more  from 
the  collection  of  other  taxes  which  are 
not  now  being  fully  collected. 

The  tax  is  equivalent  to  the  amovmt 
which  a  levy  of  an  additional  5  cents  on 
the  tax  rate  on  real  estate  would  yield. 
The  sales  tax  is  now  raising  approxi- 
mately $15,700,000  a  year. 

He  said,  and  I  think  this  is  significant 
because  it  is  in  line  with  the  thinking 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas.  th*t  for 
50  years  during  which  the  collection  of 
this  tax  has  been  administered,  it  has 
been  found  impossible  to  collect  more 
than  20  or  25  percent  of  the  tax.  The  po- 
sition of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  that 
if  the  tax  that  is  collectible  imder  the 
law  cannot  be  collected,  the  law  should 
be  repealed  is.  I  believe,  a  well-taken  po- 
sition. As  it  now  stands,  some  taxpayers 
pay  all  they  are  supposed  to  pay.  some 
pay  part,  and  some  pay  none. 

The  method  of  collecting  the  tax  is 
rather  interesting.  The  law  provides  for 
an  assessment  Actually  the  Assessor 
sends  each  potential  taxpayer  a  sched- 
ule to  be  completed.  He  has  found  that 
he  cannot,  with  the  force  at  hand,  ac- 
tually inspect  and  assess  all  the  property 
involved.  Accordingly,  if  the  potential 
taxpayer  ignores  the  law  and  the  As- 
sessor's request  for  a  schedule  of  his  tax- 
able property,  the  Assessor  then  arbi- 
trarily fixes  a  tax  on  the  personal  prop- 
erty at  approximately  10  percent  of  the 
value  of  the  improvements  on  the  real 
estate.  They  made  a  survey  some  years 
ago  and  learned  that  such  an  assessment 
would  usually  approximate  the  values  of 
the  property  and  furniture  in  homes. 
The  Assessor  now  assesses  arbitrarily, 
not  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  law. 
but  as  a  practical  matter,  at  about  10 
percent  of  the  value  of  the  improve- 
ments plus  20  percent  for  a  penalty  for 
not  filing  the  schedule. 

I  learned  from  the  Assessor  in  answer 
to  a  question  that  some  9  out  of  10  who 
are  arbitrarily  assessed  and  who  are  in- 
formed that  they  have  the  right  there- 
after to  ask  for  an  actual  assessment  do 
not  avail  themselves  of  that  right,  from 
which  it  is  reasonable  to  estimate  that 
90  percent  of  those  arbitrarily  assessed 
are  underassessed. 

It  seems  to  me  we  would  do  very  well 
to  repeal  this  law  and.  if  it  is  necessary 
to  tax  personal  property,  we  could  enact 
a  law  on  some  basis  under  which  we 
could  assess  an  equitable  tax  and  collect 
equitably  from  all  those  who  should  pay. 
I  doubt  that  we  can  collect  this  tax.  as 
it  now  stands,  without,  as  the  Assessor 
says,  having  an  army  of  inspectors  to  go 
into  each  home  and  appraise  or  assess 
the  personal  property  therein  and.  in 
addition  to  that,  having  a  provision  for 
a  right  of  some  kind  to  seal  safety  de- 
posit boxes  periodically  so  that  all  safe 
deposit  boxes  might  be  inspected  in  order 


to  disclose  taxable  articles  of  Jewelry  or 
other  articles  of  great  value. 

In  relation  to  the  collection  of  the 
taxes  on  Jewelry  he  said  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  estimate  how  much  Jewelry 
escaped  taxation.  He  has  acme  basis  of 
estimate  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  when 
an  inheritazM:e  tax  becomes  due  the  safe 
deposit  box  of  the  deceased  person  is 
sealed  and  opened  only  when  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  assessor's  office  is  pres- 
ent. By  learning  what  Jewelry  is  in  the 
safe  deposit  box  and  comparing  it  with 
the  smiount  of  tax  that  the  deceased  per- 
son has  paid  during  his  lifetime  upon 
it  the  assessor  can  determine  that  an 
amazing  amount  of  taxation  on  Jewelry 
is  not  paid.  Accordingly.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  believe  it  would  be  a  reasonable  coiurse 
to  repeal  this  law  and  either  supply  more 
revenue  under  other  existing  laws  or  to 
rewrite  the  laersonal  property  tax  law 
upon  a  basis  upon  which  the  tax  may 
be  collected  equitably  from  all  of  those 
who  are  subject  to  it  rather  than  from 
only  20  or  30  percent  of  those  who  are 
either  caught  by  the  assessor  or  suffi- 
ciently honest  to  volunteer  payment. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  no  further  requests 
for  time. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
no  further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  rubparagrapb 
numbered  •'Second"  of  paragraph  numbered 
10  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  July  1.  1903  (33 
Stat.  620.  ch.  1352).  aa  amended,  la  hereby 
further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

'Second.  Household  belonglnga  located  Id 
any  dwelling  houM  or  other  place  of  abode, 
or  In  storage,  not  held  for  aale  or  rent  and 
not  held  for  use  or  used  In  any  trade  or 
bu.slness;  boats  and  the  contents  thereof  not 
held  for  sale  or  rent  and  not  held  for  use 
or  used  In  a  trade  or  buslneaa.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section,  the  words  "household 
belongings"  shall  Include  all  librBrtee.  school 
boulu.  wearing  apparel,  family  portraits,  pic- 
tures, furniture,  furnishings,  rugs.  sUver- 
ware,  china,  glassware,  musical  Instnunents. 
radios,  television  sets,  refrigerators,  food, 
photographic  equipment,  bicycles,  tools, 
clocks,  watches.  Jewelry,  and  other  articles 
of  personal  adornment,  and  other  tangible 
personal  property  (excluding  automobiles 
and  other  motor  yehlcles)  ordinarily  kept 
and  used  or  held  for  use  by  the  occupant  of 
any  dwelling  house  or  other  place  of  abode 
for  the  ordinary  piirposes  of  life.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  the  words  'trade  or 
business'  shall  Include  the  engaging  In  or 
carrying  on  of  any  trade,  business,  profes- 
sion, vocation,  calling,  rental  of  property, 
commercial  activity,  and  any  other  actUlty 
carried  on  or  engaged  In  for  livelihood  or 
profit." 

Sec  2.  Subparagraph  numbered  "Third"  of 
paragraph  numbered  10  of  section  6  of  the 
act  of  July  1.  1902  (32  Stat.  620.  ch.  1352). 
and  subparagraph  numbered  •'FVDurth"  of 
paragraph  numbered  10  of  section  0  of  said 
act.  as  amended,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Bk.  3.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  b« 
applicable  with  respect  to  tax  years  or  por- 
tions thereof  beginning  on  and  after  July  1, 
1951. 

Committee  amendment: 

On  page  1.  line  7.  strike  the  word  "House- 
hold" Eind  insert  the  following:  "libraries 
of  nonprofit  organizations  and  household." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 
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Committee  amendment: 
On  page  2.  line  23,  strike  out  all  of  section 
3  and  Insert  the  following: 

SEC  3.  The  fourth  subparagraph  of  the 
first  paragraph  of  section  fl  of  the  act  ap- 
proved July  1.  1902  (32  SUt.  618:  sec.  47-1203, 
U  C  Code,  1961  ed.) .  as  amended,  is  amended 
as  loUows:  (a)  by  striking  so  much  of  the 
first  sentence  as  reads  'together  with  the  rate 
or  lax  prescribed':  (b)  by  striking  the  word 
affldivlf  where  it  appears  In  the  first  sen- 
tence and  inserting  In  Ueu  thereof  the  word 
'forms':  (c)  by  striking  therefrom  so  much 
as  reads  'and  make  and  sign  an  alBdavit  to 
the  truth  thereof,  as  aforesaid,  before  the 
aiiscs^ur  or  one  of  the  other  members  of  the 
said  board  of  personal -tax  appraisers,  and 
the  members  of  the  said  board  are  hereby 
aut!u  rlzed  to  administer  such  and  all  oaths 
in  connection  with  their  duties  as  assessor 
and  appraisers  without  charge,  or  before  any 
person  authorized  by  law  to  administer 
oaths:  and  the  address  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  the  person,  corporation,  or  com- 
pany making  affidavit  ahall  in  each  case  be 
given  below  his.  its.  or  their  signature.'  and 
in-serilng  In  Ueu  thereof  the  foUowlng:  'which 
statement  shall  also  contain,  or  t>e  verified 
by.  a  written  declaration  that  it  is  made  un- 
der the  penalties  of  perjury,  such  declara- 
liun  to  be  signed  by.  and  over  the  address 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  of.  said  person. 
association,  corporation,  firm,  company,  exec- 
uti^ir,  administrator,  guardian,  or  trustee 
making  the  statement  required  hereby';  (d) 
by  striking  the  word  'sfBdaTit'  in  the  third 
proviso  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
'staiemenl.' 

'Slc  4.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  tax  years  or  por- 
tt'ins  thereof  beginning  on  and  after  the  tax 
year  beginning  after  the  approval  of  this  act." 

The  committee  ameiHiment  was  agreed 
to 

Mr  O  HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Chair- 
in. in.  I  offer  an  amendment,  which  is  at 
the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  iCr.  O'Haea  of  Min- 
nesota: After  the  word  "business"  on  page  1, 
line  10,  strike  out  the  following  words  "t>oats 
and  the  contents  thereof  not  held  for  sale 
cr  rent  and  not  held  for  use  or  used  in  a 
ir.ide  or  business." 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  merely  is  in  line  with  the 
.•^tntcment  I  made  earlier  that  this  had 
ci.caped  the  attention  of  the  subcommlt- 
ttc  as  well  as  the  full  committee.  There 
is  no  reason  why  these  boats  should  be 
e.xtmpted  from  taxation  in  my  opinion 
and  my  purpose  is  to  strike  that  exemp- 
tion out  of  the  bill  so  that  the  boats  here 
cm  the  Potomac  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia would  be  taxed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  ihe  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
Irnm  Minnesota  I  Mr.  OUara]. 

Tlic  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Committee 
do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to 
the  House  with  sundry  amendments  with 
the  recommendation  that  the  amend- 
ments be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as 
ainj'iided  do  pass. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
tlie  .Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin.  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  con- 
Mderation  the  biU  (H.  R,  3180)  U)  pro- 
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vide  for  the  exemption  from  taxation  of 
certain  tangible  personal  property,  had 
dh-ected  him  to  report  the  bill  back  to 
the  House  with  sundry  amendments  with 
the  recommendation  that  the  amend- 
ments be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as 
amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  to 
final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
sUte  it. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Chair 
and  my  friend  that  a  number  of  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  are  having  lunch 
with  a  very  important  gentleman.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  take  the  necessary  steps, 
but  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  if 
necessary  steps  were  taken,  the  rollcall 
vote  could  take  place  later  in  the  day  or 
on  Wednesday.  I  simply  make  that  ob- 
servation. I  realize  that  under  the  guise 
of  a  parliamentary  inquiry  I  am  trying  to 
protect  some  Members  who  are  away. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  imder- 
stands  there  are  about  20  Members,  both 
Republicans  a/id  Democrats,  attending 
that  luncheon. 

Mr.  BONNER.  It  will  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  me  to  put  the  vote  over. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  vote  on  this  bill  may  be  put  over  ui}til 
Wednesday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ARMED  SERVICES  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  may  have  until  mid- 
night tomorrow  to  file  reports  on  S.  1110 
and  H.  R.  4130. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 


DISTRICT  OP   COLUMBIA   LEGISLA- 
TION—DIRECTOR   OP    THE     DIS- 
TRICT  OFPICE  OP  CIVIL  DEFENSE 
Mr.      MILLE31     of     Nebraska.    Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  call  up  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3425)  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  authorize  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  ap- 
point a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  Po- 
lice Department  or  a  member  of  the  Fire 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
as  Director  of  the  District  Office  of  Civil 
Defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 


proved May  21.  1951,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  be  considered 
in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  bUl. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint  a  mem.- 
ber  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department 
or  a  member  of  the  Fire  Department  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  Director  of  the  Dis- 
trict Office  of  CivU  Defense,  and  for  other 
purpoeea,"  approved  May  21.  1951  (PubUe 
Law  37.  82d  Cong.),  la  amended  to  read  aa 
follows : 

"That  the  Conunlssloners  of  the  District 
of   Columbia  are   authorized   to   appoint   a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Depart- 
ment or  a  member  of  the  Fire  Department 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  ig  any  position 
in  any  ofUce  or  agency  of  the  government  of 
the  District  of  Colvunbia.  to  which  office  or 
agency  there  may  be  transferred  the  func- 
tions of  the  Office  of  ClvU  Defense  (author- 
ized to  be  abolished  by  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  5  of  1962),  with  the  salary  provided  by 
law  for  such  position,  chargeable  to  the  ap- 
propriation for  the  newly  established  office 
or  agency:   Provided,  That  during  the  ten- 
ure   of    his    appointment    such    member    so 
appointed  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member 
of  such  Metropolitan  Police  Department  or     • 
such  Fire  Department,  as  the  case  may  be, 
for   all   piirposes   of   rank,  seniority,   allow- 
ances, privileges  and  benefits,  including  re- 
tirement and  disability  benefits  under  the 
provisions  of  section  12  of  the  act  approved 
September    1,    1918    (39    Stat.    718-721).    as 
amended,  to  the  same  extent  as  though  the 
appointment  had  not  been  made,  and  at  the 
termination  of  such  appointment  he  shall  he 
entitled    to   resume    his    status   within   the 
MetropwUtan  Police  Department  or  Fire  De- 
partment, as  the  case  may  be.  which  shall 
Include  any  promotion  in  rank  to  which  ha 
may  have  become  entitled:  Provided  further. 
That  retirement  and  dlsahlllty  benefits  and 
salary  deductions  shall  be  based  on  the  salary 
of  the  rank  or  position  held  In  the  Metropoli- 
tan Police  Department  or  the  Fire  Depart- 
ment, as  the  case  may  be,  prior  to  his  ap- 
pointment to  such  position  In  such  office  or 
agency  succeeding  to  the  functions  of  the  Of- 
fice Of  Civil  Defense  or  the  salary  of  the  posi- 
tion or  rank  he  would  have  attained  In  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Department  or  the  Fire 
Department   had   his   appointment  to  such 
]X)sitlon   in  such  office  or  agency  not  been 
made,  whichever  is  greater. 

"Sec.  2.  As  xised  in  this  act  the  terms 
•Metropolitan  Police  Department'  and  'Fire 
Department'  shall  Include,  respectively,  of- 
fices or  agencies  succeeding  to  the  functions 
of  such  departments  pursuant  to  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  5  of  1952. 

"Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  take  effect  at  such 
time  as  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  transfer  the  functions  of 
the  Office  of  CivU  Defense  of  the  District  of 
Colximbia  to  a  newly  established  Office  of 
ClvU  Defense  or  any  other  office  or  agency, 
pursuant  to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  5  of 

1952." 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  3.  line  14.  strike  out  "No."  and  Insert 
No.  5." 

Page  3.  line  15,  strike  out  "1952"  and  insert 
"1952.'* 

Page  3.  line  16.  strUce  out  "Ssc.  3"  and 
insert  "Sac.  a." 
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Page  3.  line  20,  atrlke  out  "agnecy"  and 
insert  "agency." 

Page  3.  line  21.  strike  out  the  word  "num- 
bered" and  "1952"  and  Insert  "number"  and 
"1952." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
In  view  of  the  importance  of  this  bill 
some  explanation  should  be  made  for 
the  Record.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  would  care  to  explain  the 
bill? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

This  bill  is  made  necessary  because 
under  the  Reorganization  Act  the  OfiQce 
of  Civilian  Defense  is  done  away  with. 
We,  by  this  bill,  in  effect  recreate  the 
oflQce.  It  makes  possible  for  one  man 
in  the  Police  Department  to  be  head  of 
Civilian  Defense,  or  Civilian  Defense  Di- 
rector for  the  District  of  Columbia  with- 
out losing  the  pension  retirement  rights 
and  other  tilings  that  would  go  with  it 
had  he  stayed  on  the  police  force.  It 
merely  continues  a  law  that  has  been  in 
effect  before  that  this  Congress  passed. 
Because  of  the  effect  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion Act,  under  which  the  District  of 
Columbia  Commissioners  are  working,  it 
Is  necessary  to  reenact  the  law  that  we 
have  had  in  operation  heretofore. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
,  and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


TREATMENT  OP  NARCOTIC  ADDICTS 
IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  call  up 
the  bUl  (H.  R.  3307)  to  provide  for  the 
treatment  of  users  of  narcotics  in  the 
District  of  Colimibia,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  be  considered  in 
the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  tlie 
Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  purpose  of 
this  act  Is  to  protect  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  people  of  the  District  of  Ckilumbla 
from  the  menace  of  drug  addiction  and  to 
afford  an  opportunity  to  the  drug  user  for 
rehabilitation.  The  Congress  intends  that 
Federal  criminal  laws  shall  be  enforced 
against  drug  users  as  well  as  other  persons, 
and  this  act  shall  not  be  used  to  substitute 
treatment  for  punishment  in  cases  of  crime 
committed  by  drug  users. 

DEFINrnONS 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act —  I,' 

(1)  The  term  "drug  user"  means  any  per-' 
son  who  habitually  uses  any  hablt-formlng 
narcotic  drugs  so  as  to  endanger  the  public 
morals,  health,  safety,  or  welfare,  or  who  is 
so  far  addicted  to  the  use  of  such  hablt- 
formlng  narcotic  drugs  as  to  have  lost  the 
power  of  self-control  with  reference  to  his 
addiction. 

(2)  The  term  "patient"  means  a  person 
with  respect  to  whom  there  has  been  filed 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  a  state- 
ment aa  provided  for  in  section  3. 


FILING   A  BTATUfKNTI 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Whenever  H  ap];>ear8  to  the 
United  States  attorney  tot  the  District  o£ 
Columbia  that  any  person  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  other  thaui  a  person  re- 
ferred to  in  subsection  (b),  is  a  drug  user, 
he  may  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  a  statement  alleging  that  such 
person  is  a  drug  user  and  setting  forth  facts 
substantiating    the   allegation. 

(b)  The  United  States  attorney  may  not 
file  a  statement  under  this  section  with 
respect  to  any  person  who  is  charged  with 
a  criminal  offense,  whether  by  indictment, 
by  information,  or  by  a  proceeding  In  the 
juvenile  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  who  is  under  sentence  for  a  criminal 
offense,  whether  he  is  serving  the  sentence, 
or  is  on  probation  or  parole,  or  has  been 
released  on  bond  pending  appeal. 

COURT    ORDER    rOR    EXAMINATION 

Sec.  4.  Upon  the  filing  of  such  a  state- 
ment, the  court  shall  order  the  patient  to 
appear  before  it  for  an  examination  by 
physicians  pursuant  to  section  6  (a)  of  this 
act  and  for  a  hearing  if  required  under  sec- 
tion 7  of  this  act.  The  copy  of  the  state- 
ment shall  be  served  personally  upon  the 
patient. 

RIGHT  TO   counsel 

Sec.  5.  A  patient  shall  have  the  right  to 
the  assistance  of  counsel  at  every  stage  of 
the  judicial  proceeding  under  this  act.  Be- 
fore the  cotirt  appoints  physicians  pursuant 
to  section  6  of  this  act  It  shall  advise  the 
patient  of  his  right  to  counsel  and  shall 
assign  counsel  to  represent  him  If  the  patient 
Is  unable  to  obtain  counsel. 

EXAMINATIONS    BY     PHTSICIANS 

Sec.  6.  (a)  When  such  a  statement  has 
been  filed  the  court  shall  apjxjint  2  quali- 
fied physicians.  1  of  whom  shall  be  a  psy- 
chiatrist, to  examine  the  patient.  Each 
physician  shall,  within  such  periods  as  the 
court  may  direct,  file  a  written  report  of 
the  examination,  which  shall  Include  a  state- 
ment of  his  conclusion  as  to  whether  the 
patient  is  a  drug  user. 

(b)  The  counsel  for  the  patient  may  In- 
spect the  reports  of  the  examination.  No 
such  report  and  no  evidence  resulting  from 
the  personal  examination  of  the  patient  or 
evidence  offered  by  the  patient  shall  be 
admissible  against  him  in  any  Judicial  pro- 
ceeding except  a  proceeding  under  this  act. 

WHEN    HEARING    IS    REQUIRED 

Sec.  7.  If.  in  a  report  filed  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  this  act.  either  of  the  examining 
physicians  states  that  the  patient  is  a  drug 
user,  or  that  he  is  unable  to  reach  any  con- 
clusion by  reason  of  the  refusal  of  the  patient 
to  submit  to  thorough  examination,  the  court 
shall  conduct  a  Judicial  hearing  in  the  man- 
ner provided  In  section  8  of  this  act.  If,  on 
the  basis  of  the  reports  filed,  the  court  is 
not  required  to  conduct  such  a  hearing,  it 
shall  enter  an  order  dismissing  the  pro- 
ceeding under  this  act.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  then  such  notice  of  hear- 
ing shall  be  served  personally  upon  the 
patient  to  afford  the  said  patient  the  oppor- 
tunity to  prepare  for  the  hearing. 

HEARING 

Sec.  8.  Upon  the  evidence  introduced  at  a 
hearing  held  for  that  purpose  the  court  shall 
determine  whether  the  patient  Is  a  drug  user. 
•The  hearing  shall  be  conducted  without  a 
jury  unless,  before  the  hearing  and  within 
15  days  after  the  date  on  which  the  second 
report  Is  filed  purstiant  to  section  6  of  thl.s 
act,  a  jury  Is  demanded  by  the  patient  or 
by  the  officer  filing  the  statement.  The 
patient  may,  after  appointment  or  employ- 
ment of  counsel,  waive  a  hearing  and  be  com- 
mitted directly  to  a  hospital  designated  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, or  their  designated  agent.  The  rules  of 
evidence  appUcable  In  Judicial  proceedings 
in  the  court  are  applicable  to  hearings  pur- 
suant to  this  section.  Including  the  right  of 


the  patient  to  present  evidence  In  his  own 
behalf  and  to  Bubpena  and  cross-examine 
witnesses. 

CONmrXMENT  OF  FATHKT 

8ec.  9.  If  the  court  finds  the  patient  to  be 
a  drug  user  it  shall  commit  him  to  a  hospital 
designated  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  their  designated  agent, 
and  approved  by  the  court,  to  be  confined 
there  for  rehabilitation  until  released  in  ac- 
cordance with  section  10  of  this  act.  The 
head  of  the  hospital  shall  submit  written 
reports,  within  such  periods  as  the  court 
may  direct,  but  no  longer  than  6  months 
after  the  commitment  and  for  successive  In- 
tervals of  time  thereafter,  and  state  reasons 
why  the  patient  has  not  been  released. 

REIXASE    OF    PATIENT 

Sec  10.  (a)  when  the  head  of  the  hospital 
to  which  the  patient  is  committed  and  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  their  designated  agent,  find  that  the  pa- 
tient appears  to  be  no  longer  In  need  of  re- 
habilitation, or  has  received  maximum  bene- 
fits, they  shall  give  notice  to  the  judge  of 
the  committing  court,  and  the  said  patient 
shall  be  delivered  to  the  said  court,  for  such 
further  action  aa  the  court  may  deem  neces- 
sary and  proper  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act. 

(b)  The  court,  upon  petition  of  the  pa- 
tient after  confinement  for  1  year,  shall  in- 
quire Into  the  refusal  or  failure  of  the  head 
of  the  hospital  to  release  him.  If  the  court 
finds  that  the  patient  Is  no  longer  In  need 
of  care,  treatment,  guidance,  or  rehabilita- 
tion, or  has  received  maximum  benefits.  It 
shall  order  the  patient  released,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  section  11  of 
this  act. 

PERIODIC     EXAMINATION     OF    RELEASED     PATIENTS 

Sec  11.  For  the  2  years  after  his  release, 
the  patient  shall  report  to  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  their  desig- 
nated agent,  at  such  times  and  places  as 
those  officers,  or  officer  require,  but  not  more 
frequently  than  once  each  month,  for  a 
physical  examination  to  determine  whether 
the  patient  has  again  become  a  drug  user.  If 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, or  their  designated  agent,  determine 
that  the  person  examined  is  a  drug  user, 
they  shall  so  notify  the  United  States  at- 
torney for  the  District  of  Columbia  who  may 
then  file  a  statement  under  section  3  of 
this  act  with  respect  to  the  person  examined. 

PATIENT  NOT  DEEMED  A  CRIMINAL 

Sec.  12  TTie  patient  In  any  proceeding 
under  this  act  shall  not  be  deemed  a  criminal 
and  the  commitment  of  any  such  patient 
shall  not  be  deemed  a  conviction. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  7,  line  5,  Insert  the  following: 
"Sec.    13.  This   act  shall   become   effective 
6  months  after  the  date  of  Its  approval." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  H.  R.  3307  provides  for 
the  treatment  of  users  of  narcotics  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  The  narcotics 
problem  in  the  District  of  Columbia  is  a 
very  real  and  vital  concern  to  all  the 
people. 

This  is  new  legislation  and  could  well 
be  considered  as  a  model  for  the  several 

States. 

The  narcotics  traffic  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  has  been  large  and  vicious.  It 
has  destroyed  the  lives  and  economic 
power  not  only  of  the  addicts  but  of  their 
families. 

In  my  opinion,  these  narcotic  addicts 
are  sick  people.    They  ought  not  to  be 
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prosecuted  and  punished.  The  dope 
peddler  is  the  one  who  needs  to  be  pun- 
ished, and  there  are  criminal  laws  to 
take  care  of  him.  Many  of  these  addicts 
need  a  helping  hand,  ru)t  a  pimishlng 
whip,  if  they  are  to  be  cured  of  this 
vicious  habit.  The  addict  should  not  be 
forced  to  go  through  a  criminal  pro- 
cedure as  they  do  now  in  many  States 
and  suffer  this  stigma  in  order  to  get 
adequate  treatment  for  their  addiction. 
The  testimony  before  the  committee 
revealed  that  there  are  more  than  1,500 
in  the  District  with  police  records  and 
w  ith  a  history  of  using  narcotics.  There 
are  probably  another  2,000  who  are  using 
narcotics  but  who  do  not  have  police 
records. 

In  my  opinion  the  Individual  under 
the  influence  of  narcotics  is  not  a  safe 
person  nor  a  good  citizen  and  should  not 
be  permitted  on  our  streets. 

This  bill  has  been  carefully  drawn. 
It  had  good  hearings.  The  United 
Stales  district  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Corporation  Coimsel  for 
the  District,  the  Narcotics  Bureau  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  and  others  as- 
sisted in  the  drawing  of  the  several  pro- 
vi.sions  in  the  proposed  bill.  The  com- 
mittee members  took  an  active  part  In 
drawing  the  legislation. 

Under  the  bill  patients  could  either 
be  treated  at  the  Gallinger  Hospital  or 
sent  to  Lexington,  Ky.  Patients  going 
to  Lexington  now  go  voluntarily,  unless 
they  are  criminals,  and  they  leave  volun- 
tarily. They  often  go  not  to  be  cured 
but  to  reduce  the  expensive  narcotics 
habit  from  $25  or  more  per  day  to  $1  or 
%2  a  day. 

If  this  legislation  is  adopted  by  the 
Cotigress,  the  patient  will  either  be  sent 
to  a  proper  hospital  or  one  of  his  choos- 
inc  if  the  court  approves,  where  he  must 
take  compulsory  treatment  which  may 
average  6  months.  He  must  then  report 
back  under  the  direction  of  the  court 
for  a  period  of  2  years  or  more  to  ascer- 
tain if  he  has  really  been  ciu'ed.  In  my 
opinion  this  is  good  legislation.  It  could 
>\ell  be  adopted  by  other  States. 

I  list  now  a  more  detailed  analysis  of 
tlio  legislation: 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to 
e  tablish  and  provide  for  the  compulsory 
treatment  of  drug  users  in  a  manner 
similar  to  the  treatment  of  alcoholics  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Tliis  is  entirely  new  legislation  and 
approach  to  the  problem  and  every  effort 
has  been  made  to  protect  all  civil  rights 
of  the  drug  users. 

Provision  is  made  for  the  drug  users 
to  be  personally  served  when  any  state- 
ment has  been  filed  alleging  that  the 
person  is  a  drug  user  and  there  is  a  spe- 
cific provision  for  the  patient  to  have  the 
right  to  the  assistance  of  counsel  at 
every  step  of  the  judicial  proceedings 
under  this  act. 

When  the  court  conducts  hearings  and 
reviews  the  reports  of  examining  physi- 
cians, one  of  whom  must  be  a  psychia- 
trist, the  patient  or  his  counsel  will  l)e 
able  to  question  the  examiners  or  the 
report  of  the  examination. 

The  hearings  shall  be  conducted  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  may  be  held  with- 
out a  jury  and  the  hearings  must  be 
held  within  15  days  after  a  report  has 


been  filed  alleging  the  person  to  be  a 
drug  user.  This  provision  will  guarantee 
against  prolonged  delay  and  prevent  in- 
justices being  done  to  persons  who  might 
be  erroneously  alleged  to  be  drug  tisers. 

If.  after  a  judicial  hearing,  the  patient 
is  found  to  be  a  drug  user,  the  court  may 
order  the  patient  to  be  confined  in  an 
institution  offering  treatment  for  drug 
addicts  provided  such  institution  is  ap- 
proved by  the  authorities  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  the  court.  In  order  to 
insure  prompt  and  adequate  treatment 
of  the  drug  addict  the  court  may  direct 
the  head  of  the  institution  to  which 
the  patient  is  sent,  to  submit  periodic 
reportc  on  the  progress  made  by  the  pa- 
tient, and  in  no  case  shall  there  l)e  an 
interval  of  more  than  6  months  before 
a  report  is  made  to  the  court  concerning 
the  patient. 

Release  of  the  patient  is  provided 
whenever  the  head  of  the  institution  and 
the  proper  agency  of  the  District  of 
Colimfibia  find  that  the  patient  has  re- 
ceived maximum  medical  and  rehabili- 
tation benefits,  and  in  every  case  the 
court  shall,  at  the  end  of  1  year's  con- 
finement of  the  patient,  inquire  specifi- 
cally concerning  his  condition  and  the 
probable  release  of  the  patient. 

It  is  further  provided  that  for  a  period 
of  2  years  after  release  the  patient  shall 
report  to  a  designated  agent  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Coliunbia 
and  submit  to  examination  to  determine 
whether  he  has  made  further  progress  or 
may  again  be  in  need  of  treatment  for 
his  addiction  to  the  use  of  drugs. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  3  of  the  bill 
prohibits  the  filing  of  a  statement  under 
this  act  with  respect  to  any  person  who 
is  charged  with  a  criminal  offense, 
whether  by  indictment,  by  information, 
or  by  a  proceeding  in  the  juvenile  court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  who  is 
imder  sentence  for  a  criminal  offense, 
whether  he  is  serving  the  sentence,  or  is 
on  probation  or  parole,  or  has  been  re- 
leased on  bond  pending  appeal.  This 
provision  was  written  into  the  act  to  pre- 
vent those  awaiting  trial  on  criminal 
charges  or  serving  sentences  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  provisions  of  this  act 
and  thereby  avoid  serving  sentence  as  a 
res\ilt  of  their  criminal  activities  or  es- 
cape prosecution  for  criminal  acts. 

It  is  thought  that  this  legislation  may 
serve  as  a  working  model  for  similar  leg- 
islation in  the  several  States. 

Police  authorities  have  definite  infor- 
mation on  some  1,500  persons  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  with  police  records  of 
one  type  or  another  who  are  known  drug 
users  and  they  estimate  that  other  drug 
users  without  any  police  record  may 
reach  a  total  of  some  3,000  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

This  legislation  has  the  approval  of 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, the  Corporation  Counsel,  and  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Speaker.  It  is  my  humble  opinion 
that  when  this  legislation  becomes  active 
it  will  be  a  constructive  step  in  handling 
the  vicious  narcotics  problem  which  ex- 
ists in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
States  suki  communities  may  use  it  as  a 
model.  It  is  a  step  In  the  right  direction. 
I  urge  my  colleagues  to  vote  favorably 
upon  H,  R.  3307. 


Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  May  I 
state  to  the  House  and  to  the  people  of 
Xiae  District  of  Columbia  that  they  are 
quite  fortunate  in  having  a  person  of 
Dr.  MnxiK's  prominence  as  a  physician 
handling  this  matter.  He  and  his  sub- 
committee have  worked  hard  on  it.  I 
think  Dr.  Miller  knows  what  he  is  talk- 
ing about  and  he  has  put  in  a  lot  of  time 
on  this  matter  as  well  as  performing  his 
duties  as  chairman  of  the  Public  Lands 
Committee. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  supporting  the 
pending  bill  and  I  should  like  to  take  this 
occasion  to  commend  ovu-  distinguished 
colleague  from  Nebraska  I^Mr.  Miller] 
for  the  constant  and  devoted  attention 
he  has  given  to  this  highly  important 
problem. 

Mr.  HTDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Htde:  Page  5, 
line  12,  after  the  word  "the",  add  the  words 
"patient  or  the." 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  merely 
making  it  possible  by  this  amendment 
for  the  court  to  commit  the  patient  to  a 
hospital  of  his  own  choosing,  if  the  court 
should  find  that  is  advisable  tinder  all 
the  circumstances.  As  the  bill  now  reads 
the  court  is  obliged  to  send  the  patient  to 
a  hospital  picked  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  or  a  designated  agent. 
There  are  many  cases  where  the  patient 
might  be  perfectly  ready,  willing,  and 
able  to  go  to  a  hospital  of  his  own  choos- 
ing and  where  his  family  may  want  to 
have  him  sent  to  a  particular  hospital. 
This  would  make  it  possible  for  the  court 
to  commit  the  patient  to  the  hospital  of 
the  patient's  own  choosing  if  the  court 
felt  that  is  advisable.  In  any  event,  it 
must  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
court. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HYDE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  might  say  that  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  £Mr.  Hyde]  presented 
this  amendment  to  the  committee. 
There  were  no  objections  at  the  time  al- 
though some  of  the  members  thought  it 
was  not  necessary  and  therefore  it  was 
not  included  in  the  bill.  We  have  no 
objection  on  this  side  and  if  there  are  no 
objections  from  the  other  side  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Davis],  we 
accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  know  of  no 
objection  to  the  amendment.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. This  would  seem  to  be  a  salutary 
provision  if  a  patient  were  able  to  pay 
for  his  hospitalization  and  there  should 
be  a  particular  hospital  that  he  might 
want  to  go  to. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be 
adopted.        

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Hyde], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


ADJUSTING  SALARIES  OF  METRO- 
POUTAN  POLICE,  UNITED  STATES 
PARK  POLICE.  WHITE  HOUSE  PO- 
LICE. AND  FIRE  DEPARTMENT, 
DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3795)  to  adjust  the  sal- 
aries of  officers  and  members  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  force,  the  United 
States  Park  Police,  the  White  House  Po- 
lice, and  the  Fire  Department  of  the 
District  of  Colmnbia.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "District  of  Columbia  Police 
and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  oi  1953." 

TTTLI  I MrrHOPOLlTAN  POLICI  FORCI 

Sxc.  101.  (a)  Except  as  provided  In  sub- 
sections (b)  or  (c),  the  annual  basic  sal- 
aries of  the  officers  and  members  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  force  shall  be  at  the 
rates  set  forth  In  the  following  table: 


Grade 

Chief  of  police 

Deputy  chiefs 

Inspectors « 

Captains - 

Lieutenants 

Sergeants . 

Corporals 

Private,    class   4    (3   or   more   years' 

service)  

Private,  class  3  (2  or  more  but  less 

than  3  years'  service) 

Private,  class  2  (1  or  more  but  less 

than  2  years'  service) 

Private,  class  1    (less  than  1  year's 

service) - 


Salary 
$12,000 
8.600 
7.900 
6.800 
6.300 
6.800 
6.300 

4.800 

4.500 

4.250 

4.000 

All  original  appointments  of  privates  shall 
be  made  at  the  annual  basic  salary  of  $4,000 
and  the  first  year  of  service  shall  be  pro- 
bationary. 

(b)  The  annual  basic  salary  of  a  private 
of  any  class  of  the  force  shall  be  Increased 
by— 

(1)  $1,100.  while  he  is  asslgrned  to  duty 
as  a  detective  sergeant; 

(2)  $600,  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  as 
a  precinct  detective; 

(3)  $300.  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  as 
a  station  cleric; 

(4)  $300,  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  as 
a  probatlonal  detective;  or 

(5)  $300.  while  he  Is  assigned  to  duty  as 
a  motorcycle  officer. 

(c)  Subject  to  approval  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, the  annual  basic  salary  of  a  private 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  force  shall  be  In- 
creased by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $400 
while  he  Is  assigned  to  duty  as  a  technician. 

Sec.  102.  (a)  The  annual  basic  salary  of 
each  officer  and  member  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force  in  a  grade  above  that  of  private, 
class  3.  except  the  Chief  of  Police,  shall  be 
Increased  by  $120  at  the  beginning  of  the 
next  pay  period  following  each  6-year  period 
of  continuous  service  completed  In  such 
grade.  Including  service  in  such  grade  ren- 
dered prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  Act: 
Provided,  That  in  computing  service  rendered 
prior  to  such  Hate  by  any  individual  in  the 
grade  of  prlvfltK.  only  service  in  such  grade  In 
•xcess  of  6  years,  shall  be  creditable  in  de- 
termining such  increase  or  increases  for  any 


Individual  assigned  to  the  grade  of  private, 
class  4,  In  the  foregoing  salary  table.  The 
annual  basic  salary  of  the  Chief  of  Police 
shall  be  Increased  by  $200  at  the  beginning 
of  the  next  pay  period  following  each  IB- 
month  period  of  continuous  service  com- 
pleted in  such  grade  including  service  in 
such  grade  rendered  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  act.  For  the  purpose  of  this  sub- 
section, service  in  the  grade  of  private  of  any 
class  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  been  dis- 
continued by  reason  of  any  assignment  (with 
an  accompanying  Increase  in  basic  salary) 
pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  section  101  of 
this  act.  An  increase  In  basic  salary  under 
this  subsection  shall  be  known  as  a  "longev- 
ity increase." 

(b)  Any  officer  or  member  who  is  pro- 
moted to  a  position  In  a  higher  grade  in  the 
foregoing  salary  table  who  Is  receiving  one 
or  more  longevity  Increases  under  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section,  and  whose  basic  salary, 
as  Increased  by  such  longevity  Increases,  ex- 
ceeds the  scheduled  rate  for  such  higher 
grade,  shall,  upon  promotion,  be  entitled  to 
the  basic  salary  of  such  higher  grade  plus 
so  many  equivalent  longevity  Increases  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  his  salary  In  such 
higher  grade  at  least  equal  the  salary  he  re- 
ceived before  promotion,  including  longevity 
increases. 

(c)  Whenever  any  officer  or  member  Is  de- 
moted from  any  grade  to  a  lower  grade  and 
such  officer  or  member  prior  to  such  demo- 
tion was  receiving  one  or  more  longevity  In- 
creases, the  Commissioners,  In  their  discre- 
tion, may  in  demoting  such  officer  or  mem- 
ber fix  his  annual  basic  salary  so  as  to  ex- 
clude all  such  earned  longevity  Increases  or 
to  Include  one  or  more  of  such  earned  lon- 
gevity Increases. 

(d)  The  Chief  of  Police  shall  receive  no 
more  than  four  longevity  increases  and  no 
other  officer  or  member  shall  receive  more 
than  five  longevity  Increases  with  respect  to 
service  rendered  In  any  one  grade. 

(e)  No  officer  or  member  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  longevity  Increase  for  a  5-year  period  of 
service  unless  he  has  maintained  a  rating 
of  satisfactory  or  better  for  such  period. 

Tttlz  n — Fire  Department  or  the  Disiaicr 
or  Columbia 
Sec.  202.  (a)  Except  as  provided  In  sub- 
section (b)  the  annual  basic  salaries  of  the 
officers  and  members  of  the  Plre  Department 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  at  the 
rates  set  forth  in  the  following  table: 

Grade  Salary 

Fire  chief $12,000 

Deputy  flre  chiefs 8.600 

Superintendent  of  machinery 8.600 

Plre  marshal 8,600 

Battalion  flre  chiefs 7.900 

Captains 6.  800 

Pilots 6.  550 

Marine  engineers 6,550 

Lieutenants 6.  300 

Sergeants 5,  800 

Assistant  pilots >  5.300 

Assistant   marine   engineers 6.300 

Inspectors 6,  000 

Private,    c^ass  4    (3    or    more    years' 

service) 4,800 

Private,  class  3   (2  or  more  but  less 

than  3  jears'  service) 4,500 

Private,  class  2  ( 1  or  more  but  less 

than  2  years'  service) 4,250 

Private,  class   1    (less  than   1   year's 

service) 4.000 

All  original  appointments  of  privates  shall 
be  made  at  the  annual  basic  salary  of  $4,000 
and  the  first  year  of  service  shall  be  pro- 
bationary. 

(b)  Subject  to  approval  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, the  annual  basic  salary  of  a  private 
or  an  inspector  of  the  Flre  Department  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  Increased  by 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $400  while  he  Is 
assigned  to  duty  as  a  technician. 

Sec.  202.  (a)  The  annual  basic  salary  of 
each  officer  and  member  of  the  Plre  Depart- 
ment in  a  erade  above  that  of  private,  class 


3.  except  the  Fire  Chief,  shall  be  Increased 
by  $120  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  pay 
period  following  each  6-year  period  of  con- 
tinuous service  completed  In  such  grade,  in- 
cluding service  In  such  grade  rendered  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  act:  Provided, 
That  in  computing  service  rendered  prior  to 
such  date  by  any  Individual  in  the  grade  of 
private,  only  service  In  such  grade  in  excess 
of  5  years  shall  be  creditable  in  determining 
such  Increase  or  Increases  for  any  individual 
assigned  to  the  grade  of  private,  class  4,  in 
the  foregoing  salary  table.  For  the  purpose 
of  this  subsection,  service  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  have  been  discontinued  by  rea- 
son of  any  assignment  (with  an  accompany- 
ing Increase  In  salary)  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (b(  of  section  201  of  this  act.  The  an- 
nual basic  salary  of  the  Flre  Chief  shall  be 
Increased  by  $200  at  the  beginning  of  the 
next  pay  period  following  each  18-month 
period  of  continuous  service  completed  In 
such  grade  Including  service  In  such  grade 
rendered  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  thU 
act.  An  Increase  in  basic  salary  under  this 
subsection  shall  be  known  as  a  "longevity 
increase." 

( b)  Any  officer  or  member  who  is  promoted 
to  a  position  in  a  higher  grade  in  the  fore- 
going salary  table  who  is  receiving  one  or 
more  longevity  increases  under  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section,  and  whose  basic  salary, 
as  Increased  by  such  longevity  increases,  ex- 
ceeds the  scheduled  rate  for  such  higher 
grade,  shall,  upon  promotion,  be  entitled  to 
the  basic  salary  of  such  higher  grade  plus 
so  many  equivalent  longevity  Increases  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  his  salary  in  such 
higher  grade  at  least  equal  the  salary  he  re- 
ceived before  promotion,  Including  longevity 
Increases. 

(c)  Whenever  any  officer  or  member  Is  de- 
moted from  any  grade  to  a  lower  grade  and 
such  officer  or  member  prior  to  such  demo- 
tion was  receiving  one  or  more  longevity 
Increases,  the  Commissioners.  In  their  dis- 
cretion, may  In  demoting  such  officer  or  mem- 
ber fix  his  annual  basic  salary  so  as  to  ex- 
clude all  such  earned  longevity  increases  or 
to  Include  one  or  more  of  such  earned  longev- 
ity Increases. 

(d)  The  Flre  Chief  shall  receive  no  more 
than  four  longevity  Increases  and  no  other 
officer  or  member  shall  receive  more  than  five 
longevity  Increases  with  respect  to  service 
rendered  In  any  one  grade. 

(e)  No  officer  or  member  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  longevity  increase  for  a  6-year  period 
of  service  unless  he  has  maintained  a  rating 
of  satisfactory  or  l)etter  for  such  period. 

Tttle  III — Automatic  Eqcalxzation  or 
Pensions 
Sec  301.  Notwithstanding  section  fl  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  fix  the  salaries  of 
officers  and  memt)er8  of  the  Metropolitan  Po- 
lice Force  and  Flre  Department  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. "  approved  July  1,  1930  (46 
Stat.  841.  ch.  783.  D.  C.  Code.  1951  edition, 
sec.  4-505),  each  Individual  heretofore  or 
hereafter  retired  from  active  service  and  en- 
titled to  receive  a  pension  relief  allowance  or 
retirement  compensation  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  12  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  making  appropriations  to  provide  for  the 
expenses  of  the  government  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1917,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
September  1.  1916  (39  Stat.  676).  as  amend- 
ed, shall  be  entitled  to  receive,  without  mak- 
ing application  therefor,  with  respect  to  each 
Increase  In  salary  granted  by  this  act.  or 
hereafter  granted  by  law  to  which  such  indi- 
vidual would  be  entitled  If  he  were  In  active 
service,  an  Increase  In  his  pension  relief  al- 
lowance or  retirement  compensation:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  such  Individual  retired  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  act  shall  be  en- 
titled to  any  Increase  In  pension  relief  allow- 
ance or  retirement  compensation  based  on 
longevity  increases.  Such  Increase  shall  be 
In  an  amount  which  bears  the  same  ratio  to 
such  Increase  In  salary  as  the  amount  of  each 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


2243 


Biich  Individual's  p«nalon  relief  allowance  or 
retirement  compensation  In  effect  on  the  day 
next  preceding  such  salary  iiKareaae  bore  to 
the  salary  to  which  he  would  have  been  en- 
titled had  he  been  in  active  aervlce  on  the 
day  next  preceding  such  salary  increase. 
&tch  Increase  in  pension  relief  allowance 
or  retirement  compensation  under  thla  title 
resulting  from  an  increase  In  salary  nhall 
t.ike  effect  as  of  the  first  day  of  the  first 
Hiunth  following  the  effective  date  of  nxch 
Increase  in  salary. 

Sec  302.  In  computing  the  pension  relief 
allowance  or  retirement  compensation  of  any 
t-uch  Individual  retired  before  the  effective 
date  of  this  act  as  major  and  superintendent 
of  police,  assistant  superintendent  of  police, 
chief  engineer  ot  the  Fire  Department  or 
deputy  chief  engineer  of  the  Flre  Depart- 
nient  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  such  per- 
SMti  shall,  for  the  purpxMce  of  this  act,  be 
deemed  to  have  retire<t  as  chief  of  police, 
deputy  chief  of  police,  fire  chief  or  deputy 
tire  chief,  respectively. 

Title  IV — MiscsLLAKEOXTa  PaovmoNs 

Sec  401.  The  annual  basic  salariea  of  offi- 
cers and  members  of  the  United  States  Park 
Police  shall  be  the  same  as  the  annual  basic 
salaries  (Including  longevity  increases  under 
section  103  of  this  act)  provided  for  officers 
and  members  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
force  In  corresponding  or  simUar  grades. 

Sec  402.  Section  304  (b)  of  UUe  3  of  the 
United  States  Code  (relating  to  the  salaries 
of  the  White  House  Police)  is  amended  by 
In-serting  after  "Metropolitan  Police  force" 
the  following:  "(including  longevity  In- 
creases provided  by  section  103  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  Police  acd  Firemen's  Salary  Act 
of  1953)." 

Sbc  403.  The  second  sentence  of  lubeee- 
tlun  (6)  of  the  first  section  of  the  act  ap- 
proved Augiist  15,  1930,  as  amended  by  the 
act  approved  March  37,  1B51  (Public  Law  13, 
82d  Cong.)  is  amended  by  striking  therefrom 
"(one  three-hundred-and-alztletti  of  his  an- 
nual basic  salary)." 

Sec.  404.  (a)  The  following  laws  and  parts 
of  laws  are  hereby  repealed: 

( 1 )  The  first  three  sections  and  section  6 
of  the  act  of  May  27,  1934.  as  amended  (Pub- 
lic Law  148.  «8th  Cong.); 

(2)  The  first  three  sections  of  the  act  of 
July  1.  1930.  as  amended  (D.  C.  Code,  seca. 
4  108.  4-406.  4-801); 

(3)  Act  Of  May  5.  1944  (Public  Law  397, 
78th  Cong.): 

(4)  Act  Of  July  3.  194S  (Public  Law  123, 
79th  Cong.); 

(5)  Act  Of  July  14.  1946,  as  amended  (Pub- 
lic Law  151.  7»th  Contj); 

(6)  Act  of  December  28,  1045  (PubUc  Law 
278,  79th  Cong.); 

(7)  Act  of  June  10,  1»48  (PubUc  Law  417, 
79lh  Cong.): 

(8)  Act  of  July  5.  104«  (Public  Law  401. 
79th  Cong); 

(9)  First  two  sections  of  the  act  of  June 
30,  1949  (Public  Law  :61.  81st  Cong.); 

(10)  Section  4  of  the  act  of  October  24. 
1951  (Public  Law  106,  82d  Cong.);  and 

(11)  Subsection  (a)  of  the  first  section  of 
the  act  of  October  25.  1061  (PubUc  Law  307, 
b2d  Cong.). 

(b)  All  laws  or  pares  of  laws  inconsistent 
With  this  act  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  ex- 
tent of  such  inconsistency. 

Sec  405.  (a)  For  all  pay  computation  pw- 
poses  affecting  employees  covered  by  this  act, 
basic  per  annum  rates  of  compensation  es- 
tablished by  this  ad  shall  be  regarded  as 
payment  for  employment  during  62  basic 
administrative   workweeks. 

(b)  Whenever  for  iny  such  pxirpose  It  Is 
necessary  to  convert  a  basic  annual  rate 
established  by  this  act  to  a  basic  biweekly. 
weekly,  or  daily  rate,  the  following  rules 
shall  govern: 

(A)  An  annual  rate  shall  be  divided  by 
52  or  26  as  the  cas.;  may  be.  to  derive  a 
weekly  or  biweekly  rute;  or 


(B)  A  weekly  or  biweekly  rate  sliall  be 
divided  by  6  or  10,  as  the  case  may  be,  to 
derive  a  dally  rate. 

All  rates  shall  be  computed  to  the  nearest 
cent,  counting  one-half  cent  and  over  as  a 
whole  cent. 

(c)  For  all  officers  and  employees  referred 
to  in  this  act.  each  pay  period  shall  cover 
two  administrative  workweeks. 

B*c.  406.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  hereby  authorized  to 
promulgate  such  regulations  as  may  be  nec- 
essary for  the  administration  of  this  act. 

Sec.  407.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  such 
day  as  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  determine  which  is  not  later 
than  the  second  Sunday  following  the  ex- 
piration of  16  days  after  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

Page  2,  line  8,  strike  out  "$1,100"  and  in- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  "$1,300." 

Page  2.  following  line  17.  insert: 

"Paragraph  (5)  of  this  subsection  shall 
apply  to  any  officer  below  the  grade  of  lieu- 
Unant." 

Page  3.  lines  30  and  31,  strike  "in  the  grade 
of  private  of  any  class." 

Page  3.  line  23,  insert  after  "subsection 
(b)"  the  words  "or  subsection  (c)." 

Page  6.  in  the  salary  grades  under  "Bat- 
talion fire  chiefs 7,000".  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"Assistant    superintendent    of    ma- 
chinery  —  7.  900 

"Deputy    fire    marshal 7.  900" 

Page  0.  line  10,  foUowing  the  sentence  end- 
ing with  the  word  "table",  insert  the  fol- 
lowing new  sentence:  "For  the  purpose  of 
this  subeection.  service  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  have  been  discontinued  by  reason  of  any 
assignment  (with  an  accompanying  increase 
In  salary)  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  sec- 
Uon  301  of  this  act." 

Page  8,  line  20,  strike  out  "Provided.  That 
no  such  Individual  retired  prior  to  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  act  shall  be  entitled  to  any 
Increase  in  pension  relief  allowance  or 
retirement  compensation  based  on  longevity 
Increases." 

The  SPEAKER,  The  question  Is  on 
the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
this  is  rather  an  important  proposal  we 
have  before  us.  I  suggest  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  KsaknsI  might 
explain  the  bill  briefly.  In  fact,  we  have 
talked  about  taxes  around  here,  and  this 
bill  increases  the  salaries  of  a  great  many 
people  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
I  think  we  should  have  some  explanation 
of  it. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very  happy  to  have 
the  privilege  today  of  Introducing  H.  R. 
3795.  That  bill,  in  part,  takes  care  of  a 
very  serious  situation  that  we  now  have 
confronting  us  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. That  situation  is  the  manning  of 
our  police  force  and  our  flre  force,  and 
keeping  those  men  on  the  job.  After 
all.  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is 
the  custodian  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. It  is  up  to  us  to  see  that  this  Gov- 
ernment Is  run  in  a  fashion  that  we 
want  it  nm.  It  is  up  to  us  to  provide 
the  proper  instrumentalities  to  provide 
a  good  government.  The  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  has  this  respon- 
sibility in  the  House,  and  we  duly  report 
the  problems  that  we  have  to  you.  the 
Members  of  the  House.  Today  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Police  force  is  under- 


staffed by  almost  300  members.  The 
reason  we  are  understaffed,  and  the  rea- 
son we  have  crime  creeping  into  the 
District  at  the  rapidity  that  it  Is,  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  we  cannot  get  new 
members  to  ser^e  on  the  police  force  for 
the  pay.  $3,40Ci  as  a  beginning  wage. 
Men  with  families  caimot  afford  to  be- 
come a  member  of  the  police  force  and 
serve  as  policemen. 

The  subcommittee  members  were  very 
dutiful  in  their  attendance.  All  the  po- 
lice and  firemen  officers  who  wished  to 
testify  before  our  committee  did  testify. 
We  had  the  president  of  the  Police  and 
Fire  Associatiori,  as  well  as  the  Chief  of 
Police  and  the  Acting  Pire  Chief.  Those 
men  are  for  the  bill,  because  they  have 
the  problem  of  trying  to  man  the  staff 
without  suitable  numbers. 

Therefore,  we  had  two  bills  that  were 
presented.  The  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  had  a  bill  which 
called  for  a  starting  pay  of  $3,750.  Then 
the  association  had  a  bill  which  called 
for  a  beginning  pay  of  $4,250.  I  met 
with  them,  along  with  the  ranking  mi- 
nority member  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Davis], 
and  we  tried  to  work  out  some  compro- 
mise that  we  thought  would  be  accepta- 
ble to  all  parties  concerned.  That  is 
why  we  show  in  H.  R.  3795  a  starting  pay 
of  the  police  officer  at  $4,000.  I  would 
like  to  remind  the  Members  that  almost 
75  percent  of  the  numbers  of  the  police 
force  at  the  present  time  are  trying  to 
hold  down  two  Jobs  in  order  to  make 
ends  meet,  so  that  they  tan  provide 
their  families  with  the  proper  necessi- 
ties of  life. 

You  will  notice  In  the  bill  that  the 
Chief  of  the  Police  Department  and  also 
the  Chief  of  the  Fire  Department  do  not 
receive  any  compensation  other  than 
their  yearly  increment.  We  do  take  care 
of  the  private,  though,  who  is  the  flrs^ 
class  man  who  gets  the  Job.  and  graduate 
him  after  4  years'  service  to  the  sum  of 
$4,800.  I  feel  that  when  we  get  a  man 
who  is  willing  to  stay  on  the  force  and  be 
a  good  man  he  should  have  increments 
and  incentive  to  stay  on  the  job  and  thus 
become  a  good  policeman,  which  the 
Chief  must  have  if  he  is  to  have  the  kind 
of  city  we  wish  to  have.  The  same  holds 
good  for  our  Fire  Department. 

So  to  the  Members  who  have  looked 
over  this  report  or  bill.  I  will  be  glad  to 
answer  any  question  I  can  or  try  to  ex- 
plain any  provision  that  you  may  be  in 
doubt  about.  I  do  urge,  though,  that 
you  Members  here  in  Congress  realize 
that  the  responsibility  for  the  District  is 
ours,  and  we  must  take  into  considera- 
tion the  fact  tliat  it  is  hard  to  get  the 
manpower,  especially  for  the  police  force, 
manpower  that  they  need,  because  they 
have  a  precarious  job  and  lots  of  hai-d 
work.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  during  the  last  inauguration,  the 
one  4  years  ago,  and  the  one  8  years  ago 
the  men  put  in  a  great  deal  of  overtime, 
and  they  were  not  compensated  a  penny 
for  that  overtime.  Neither  our  firemen 
nor  policemen  are  compensated  in  any 
way  for  the  overtime  woiic  they  have  to 
do.  To  fulfill  our  oblig^ation  we  must 
fill  up  the  complement  needed  in  the 
poUce  force  and  firemen  to  give  good 
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service,  and  to  do  that  we  must  pro- 
vide an  increase  in  pay  to  make  the  work 
attractive. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tllinrds  [Mr.  Simpson]. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  TIlinoLs.  The  gentle- 
man is  quite  right  in  all  that  he  says 
about  this  legislation.  It  is  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  a  policeman  in  the  city  o/ 
Washington  must  work  a  6 -day  week 
subject  to  7-day  call,  subject  to  be  shot 
at.  subject  to  all  kinds  of  overtime  work, 
and  has  a  much  more  dLfflcult  task  than 
the  man  who  works  a  5 -day  week  only. 
It  is  no  wonder  they  want  an  increase; 
I  think  they  should  have  it  and  I  think 
the  bill  must  be  iiassed. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  concur  in 
what  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
has  said  with  reference  to  the  need  for 
this  Increase  in  salary  for  the  members 
of  the  Police  Department.  We  had  be- 
fore our  subcommittee  testimony  from 
the  Chief  of  Police  and  various  othei- 
members  of  the  police  force;  and  as  he 
has  already  stated  to  you,  we  have  the 
figures,  and  the  hearings  there  will  show 
how  many  of  these  men  find  It  nec- 
essary to  supplement  their  earnings  as 
members  of  the  police  force  by  getting 
work  in  their  off  hours  and  holding  down 
two  jobs.  We  also  have  in  the  hearings 
before  the  subcommittee  testimony  as  to 
how  many  of  the  wives  of  members  of  the 
police  force  have  also  found  it  necessary 
to  supplement  the  family  income  by  leav- 
ing their  homes  and  going  out  to  jobs, 
to  work  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
[Mr.  Kbarns]  has  said,  the  authorized 
strength  of  the  police  force  is  2,290  mem- 
bers. At  the  present  time  there  is  a 
shortage  of  almost  300.  They  tell  us 
the  reason  for  that  shortage  is  that  the 
pay  is  not  sufficiently  attractive  to  en- 
able them  to  keep  the  force  up  to  the  au- 
thorized strength.  Right  now  we  are 
having  what  might  be  called  a  serious 
wave  of  violent  crimes,  serious  crimes 
here  in  the  District  of  Colimibia,  and 
they  need  to  build  the  force  up  to  the 
authorised  strength,  but  the  testimony 
before  the  subcommittee  shorted  that 
they  could  not  build  up  to  the  authorized 
strength  with  the  salaries  that  are  now 
being  paid,  for  they  must  compete  here 
in  the  I>i8trict  ot  Columbia  with  all  the 
various  other  governmental  agencies  and 
private  industry.  In  addition  to  the 
question  of  pay  they  have  also  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hazard  that  goes  with  the 
job  and  the  hours  of  work  connected 
with  it.  My  own  opinion  is  that  the  pres- 
ence of  a  uniformed  policeman  on  the 
beat  is  a  great  deterrent  to  the  would-be 
criminal.  We  ought  to  have  this 
strength  filled  up  immediately.  After 
having  served  on  the  District  Committee 
and  on  ^is  particular  subcommittee  for 
a  number  of  jrears,  I  am  convinced  that 
this  legislation  is  most  important  for  the 
safety  of  the  people  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  is  vitally  necessary  for 
proper  law  enforcement  and  observance. 

Mr.  KSARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Would  the  gentleman 
from  Qiirgia  be  willing  to  inform  the 


Members  that  in  his  belief  we  tried  to 
get  all  aspects  of  this  legislation  from 
members  of  both  the  Police  Department 
and  Fire  Department  so  that  we  are  well 
Informed  as  to  the  type  of  legislation  we 
are  considering  and  writing  here? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Yes.  All 
were  invited  to  these  hearings.  We  un- 
dertook to  get  the  opinions,  views,  and 
suggestions  of  all  persons  concerned,  in- 
cluding various  officials  and  citizens.  We 
had  before  us  not  only  the  officials  of  the 
Police  and  Fire  Departments  but  we  had 
the  Commissioners,  we  had  the  Corpora- 
tion Counsel  and  we  had  private  citizens 
all  there  giving  their  views  and  opinions 
regarding  these  matters. 

We  held  extensive  public  hearings, 
after  which  we  had  executive  sessions  to 
thrash  the  matter  out.  This  is  the  result 
of  all  the  hearings  and  work  that  was 
done  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  worthy 
legislation  and  desei-ves  the  support  of 
all  Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kan.sas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  think  the 
membership  of  the  House  should  com- 
mend the  gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Davis!  who  is  now  addressing  the  House 
and  other  members  of  the  committee  for 
the  efforts  they  have  put  forth  and  the 
time  they  have  spent  in  dealing  with  this 
terrifically  imp>ortant  problem.  In  spite 
of  all  we  do  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, unfortunately  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton ranks  extremely  high  as  compared 
with  other  cities  of  the  country  with  re- 
spect to  crime.  So  the  gentleman  is  to 
be  commended  as  well  as  every  other 
member  of  that  committee  for  the 
splendid  work  they  are  doing  in  attempt- 
ing to  deal  with  this  important  problem. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia..  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  very  much  for 
his  remarks. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  January  15  a  Perui- 
sylvania  Railroad  passenger  train  plowed 
through  the  guard  rail  into  the  Union 
Station  concourse.  First  on  hand  to 
lend  aid  to  the  injured  and  to  bring  or- 
der out  of  chaos  were  the  men  in 
blue.  Fortunately,  there  were  few  in- 
juries. But  while  attention  was  focused 
on  the  train  wreck  something  more  seri- 
ous happened.  A  tremendous  explosion 
occurred  in  the  building  of  the  Standard 
Tire  U  Battery  Co.,  located  on  H  Street 
NE.  When  the  smoke  and  fumes  died 
away  46  Washington  firemen,  including 
the  Chief  of  the  Fire  Department,  lay 
injured  in  the  street.  Heroic  actions  too 
numerous  to  mention  saved  human  life. 
And  again  fortune  smiled.  Thirty-two 
of  those  injured  firemen  have  returned 
to  duty,  14  remain  on  sick  leave, "  and 
only  1.  Chief  Engineer  Sutton,  remains 
hospitalized.  God  was  kind  to  our 
smoke  eaters  on  that  day. 

I  cite  this  instance  as  an  outstanding 
illustration  of  the  hazards  the  Washing- 
ton firemen  and  policemen  face  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty.  In  the  Police 
Department,  during  the  year  1951,  432  of- 
ficers received  injuries  in  the  line  of  duty 
which  caused  them  to  lose  3,895  days  of 
work.     Nineteen  fifty-two  was  a   good 


year — no  policemen  were  killed.  But 
other  years  tell  a  different  story.  Some- 
times the  cop  on  the  beat  stops  the  lead 
of  a  trigger-happy  criminal.  This  hap- 
pened out  in  Silver  Spring.  Md.,  recently. 
Sometimes,  in  apprehending  speed- 
crazed  drivers,  a  police  motorcycle  skids 
or  a  scout  car  crashes,  and  hastily  sum- 
moned ambulance  surgeons  sadly  shake 
their  heads  over  still,  mutilated  figures 
sprawling  in  the  streets.  And  then  a 
happily  married  wife  suddenly  learns 
she  is  a  widow  and  gleeful,  carefree  chil- 
dren suddenly  find  themselves  fatherless. 

The  records  of  the  fire  and  poUoe  de- 
partments here  in  the  Nation's  Capital 
tell  tales  of  courage  and  heroism 
equaled  only  on  the  fields  of  battle  in  the 
time  of  war.  They  also  tell  tales  of 
tragedy  and  horror  and  death.  We  are 
wont  to  take  our  policemen  and  firemen 
for  granted.  When  we  see  them  in  their 
trim  blue  uniforms  we  feel  a  se-nae  of 
security.  We  also  experience  a  sen.se  of 
pride  in  their  bearing  and  their  conduct. 
To  show  our  appreciation  we  occasionally 
contribute  a  dollar  when  they  ask  us  to 
the  Boys  Clubs  which  the  police  sponsor. 
But  few  of  us  actually  know  our  men  in 
blue  as  men  and  as  human  beings.  How 
many  of  our  citizens  could  tell  us  how 
much  a  policeman  or  fireman  receives  in 
v.ages?  How  many  could  tell  us  about 
their  working  conditions  and  their  hours 
of  work?  I  am  in  an  unusual  position 
here.  Many  of  these  men  are  my  constit- 
uents— my  neighbors.  They  live  in  my 
conRressional  district.  I  know  them  as 
friends  and  I  have  made  it  my  business 
to  know  many  of  their  problems. 

The  measure  we  are  considering  here 
today  deals  with  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant of  those  problems.  They,  like  mil- 
lions of  others  in  all  walks  of  life,  have 
been  seriously  affected  by  inflation. 
Their  salaries  have  not  kept  pace  with 
the  tremendous  increase  in  living  costs. 
In  most  occupations  wages  are  more  in 
line  with  increasing  costs.  But  we  have 
amazingly  neglected  our  pubhc  servants. 
I  say  to  you.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  wel- 
fare of  our  policemen  and  firemen  is  the 
concern  of  every  citizen.  We  cannot  and 
will  not  obtain  the  kind  of  protection  we 
want  and  expect  by  neglecting  those  able 
protectors  who  serve  us.  We  must  take 
prompt  steps  to  see  that  they  receive 
adequate  compensation  and  good  work- 
ins  conditions  in  recognition  of  the 
splendid  services  they  have  and  are  ren- 
dering. Policemen  and  firemen  in  the 
Nation's  Capital  should  and  must  receive 
a  salary  equal  to  that  of  any  other  police 
and  fire  force  in  the  United  States.  The 
bill  under  consideration  today  does  not 
give  them  that  equality,  but  it  is  a  step 
in  the  right  direction  and  we  can  come 
before  this  House  at  another  time  to 
make  up  the  difference.  They  deserve 
nothing  less  from  an  appreciative  Con- 
gress and  public. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  lot  of  a  policeman  or 
fireman  is  not  an  easy  one.  They  are 
constantly  exposed  to  danger.  The  fire- 
man must  be  constantly  alert  against 
poisonous  gases,  falling  timbers,  fire- 
weakened  floors,  and  explosions.  The 
policeman  must  be  on  guard  against 
many  hazards.  He  must  also  know  how 
to  deal  with  hardened  criminals  and  yet 
at  the  same  time  know  how  to  handle 
stiff-shirt  diplomats.    One  day  he  may 
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be  in  contact  with  tough  rifT-raff;  an- 
other day  he  may  be  on  school  traffic 
duty  to  guide  our  kids  safely  across  dan- 
cerous  thoroughfares.  I  have  watched 
him  at  the  latter  task.  His  kindness  and 
gentleness  never  ceases  to  amaze  me. 
One  of  the  finest  tributes  that  can  be 
paid  the  cop  on  the  school  traffic  beat  is 
to  say  uuthfully  tlaat  the  children  love 
liim. 

We  in  these  august  Halls  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  have  only  to  recall 
w  .hat  these  men  in  blue  have  done  for  our 
communities  and  our  homes  and  our 
children  to  be  convinced  of  the  justice  of 
thi.s  measure  we  are  considering  today. 
When  we  cast  our  votes  for  the  bill  we 
Will  have  the  knowledge  that  when  we  go 
to  .sleep  tonight  the  lights  in  the  fire- 
houses  and  police  precincts  will  be  burn- 
111:4  more  brightly;  '.hat  the  men  we  have 
made  happier  will  be  watching  over  us 
and  our  dear  ones  while  we  slumber. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendments. 

The  committee  amendments  were 
a '-"reed  to. 

I  he  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


ALCOHOLIC  BEVERAGE  CONTROL 
ACT 

Mr  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  rusolve  Itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3655)  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columb.a  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Co.ntrol  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the  con- 
trol of  the  consumption  of  alcoholic 
beverages  in  certain  clubs  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 
pending  that  motion.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consen';  that  general  debate 
be  limited  to  1  hour,  the  time  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  IMr.  DavisJ  and 
myself.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  3655.  with 
Mr.  HoEVEN  in  the  chair. 

1  he  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
my.self  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  the  older 
Members  of  the  Congress  and  the  new 
Members  who  have  joined  us  recently 
have  read  the  papers  enough  to  know 
that  we  have  a  real  menace  here  in  the 
Nation's  Capital  known  as  the  after- 
hour  clubs,  also  labeled  as  bottle  clubs. 

My  distinguished  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  [Mr.  DavbI  wrote  a 
crime  bill  which  this  House  considered 
and  passed.  He  reintroduced  the  bill 
again  this  year.  In  that  bill  he  had  a 
section  known  as  section  i04  which  dealt 


with  this  situation  specifically.  I  asked 
him  if  I  could  use  that  section  of  his  bill 
in  order  to  introduce  it  as  a  special  piece 
of  legislation  so  that  we  could  cope  with 
the  problems  we  have  confronting  us  at 
the  present  time,  and  he  kindly  con- 
sented to  let  me  do  so. 

I  doubt  whether  many  Members  of 
Congress  realize  that  these  so-called 
bottle  clubs,  the  after-hours  clubs,  open 
up  when  all  legitimate  places  are  forced 
to  close  by  the  law  of  the  District.  That 
time  is  2  o'clock  on  week  days  and  12 
midnight  on  Saturdays. 

If  many  of  the  Members  of  Congress 
wish  to  be  honest  about  it,  I  am  sure  they 
would  say  that  many  of  their  constitu- 
ents who  come  into  the  Nation's  Capital 
at  various  times  have  been  admitted  to 
some  of  these  places,  with  the  result  that 
very  unsatisfactory  situations  have  de- 
veloped. 

These  clubs  are  not  orthodox  in  any 
way.  They  are  an  entity  unto  them- 
selves. They  are  a  law  unto  themselves. 
They  operate  as  they  choose  to  operate 
without  any  restriction  whatsoever. 

Further,  the  police  force  In  the  Dis- 
trict does  not  have  any  opportunity  to 
go  Into  their  places  and  established  any 
kind  of  routine  regulation,  even  as  to 
how  the  place  should  operate.  Also, 
they  are  not  under  the  sanitary  laws  of 
the  District  or  any  of  the  health  pro- 
visions in  the  District  of  Columbia  code. 
So  I  say  to  you  Meml)ers.  who  I  know 
are  liberal  in  many  cases,  although  some 
are  more  rigid,  that  we  have  a  situation 
here  that  should  be  corrected. 

We  have  at  the  present  time  24  of  these 
nuisance  clubs,  as  I  would  like  to  term 
them,  running  in  the  District. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman 
says  there  are  24  of  them  running.  They 
are  running  illegally.  I  take  it? 

Mr.  KEARNS.    That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  And  the  jwlice 
apparently  know  how  many  there  are? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  got  the  figures  from 
the  police. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Why  do  they  not 
close  them? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Because  Uie  police 
have  no  right  to  go  in  there  to  try  to 
close  them. 

Ux.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  If  It  is  Illegal, 
there  must  be  a  way  to  do  It.  If  they  are 
operating  in  violation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Oh.  no;  they  are  not 
operating  in  violation  of  the  law,  for  this 
reason :  They  do  not  pretend — I  will  use 
the  word  pretend— to  sell  liquor.  They 
operate  on  a  consimiption  basis.  When 
a  man  goes  in  there  they  charge  him  a 
dollar  and  a  quarter  for  a  membership. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  for  a  night 
or  for  a  longer  period.  Then  the  man  is 
supposed  to  have  his  own  bottle  when 
he  goes  In  there. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Let  me  say  this, 
then.  If  you  license  them,  or  if  this  bill 
in  its  present  form,  with  the  committee 
amendments,  should  pass,  do  you  sup- 
pose any  of  them  would  bother  to  get  a 
license,  if  they  can  operate  free  and  easy 
without  it? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  No,  sir;  they  cannot 
stay  in  business,  because  they  would  have 
to  take  out  a  license  smd  would  have  to 
close  at  2  a.  m.  during  the  week  and  at 
12  o'clock  midnight  on  Saturday. 


Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Is  a  committee 
amendment  going  to  be  offered  to  strike 
out  the  section  which  requires  that  they 
close  at  2  a.  m.? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  No.  sir.  AU  the  com- 
mittee amendments  that  we  have  con- 
sidered in  committee  are  properly  incor- 
porated In  the  report. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  KEARNS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SIMPSC^f  of  Pennsylvania.  Un- 
der this  bill  the  so-called  clip  joint  could 
not  get  a  Ucense  unless  the  Alcoholic 
Beverage  Control  Board  grants  It  to 
them,  which  we  think  under  this  legis- 
lation they  are  not  going  to  do. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Does  that  satisfy  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  No ;  If  they  do  not 
get  a  Ucense  and  if  they  are  going  to 
operate  just  like  they  do  now. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Perhaps  I  can  explain 
It  to  the  gentleman  this  way.  The  rea- 
son they  cannot  operate  is  because  they 
would  have  to  pay  a  fee  which  is  stipu- 
lated in  this  bill  at  $200.  and  the  police 
would  have  the  right  to  go  Into  the 
places.  They  did  not  have  that  right 
before  because  they  did  not  even  have  to 
take  out  a  license.  All  they  took  out  was 
a  realty  permit,  which  cost  50  cents,  to 
open  up  a  building  and  start  business. 
They  had  no  sort  of  liquor  license  and 
no  sort  of  approval  from  the  Alcoholic 
Beverage  Control  Board  whatsoever.  Do 
not  get  confused  with  the  legitimate 
clubs,  either.  We  have  no  provision  in 
this  bill  which  hurts  clubs  like  the  Eagles 
or  the  Moose  or  the  Elks,  or  any  of  those 
clubs  which  operate  under  a  permit  from 
the  AlcohoUc  Beverage  Control  Board 
and  under  Its  provisions.  Those  clubs 
ai*e  licensed.  In  other  words,  they  close 
at  2  a.  m.  during  the  week  and  at  12 
o'clock  midnight  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  one  further  question? 
Mr.  KEARNS.     Yes. 
Mr,  HAYS  of  Ohio.    What  do  these 
legitimate  clu)36  have  to  pay  for  a  li- 
cense? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  The  legitimate  clubs, 
up  to  this  time,  that  rim  a  bar  and  sell 
liquor,  pay  $450. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Will  this  bill  re- 
duce their  fee  to  $200? 

Mr.  KEIARNS.  It  does  not  reduce 
their  fee  at  all.  But  it  does  cover  clubs 
like  the  Touch  Down  Club  and  the 
Variety  Club,  or  any  of  those  clubs  that 
have  a  social  membership.  They  now 
have  no  licensed  club  and  the  police 
cannot  enter  that  kind  of  club  to  see  how 
they  operate  and  how  they  conduct 
business. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman's motives  are  of  the  best,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing,  but  it  seems  to  me  if 
you  make  this  fee  $200  you  are  giving 
these  clip  joints  a  reduced  fee,  whereas 
you  are  making  the  legitimate  people,  or 
the  people  who  have  been  legitimate,  pay 
a  higher  fee.  I  do  not  go  along  with 
that. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  The  gentleman,  I 
think.  Is  confused  between  sales  and  con- 
sumption. Most  of  the  social  clubs  do 
not  have  a  bar  of  their  own. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  No;  but  the  eM- 
tleman  knows,  as  I  do.  that  peovle  would 
not  go  there  if  they  could  not  get  liquor. 
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because  the  people  who  patronize  them 
are  people  who  leave  the  places  that  are 
forced  to  dose  at  2  a.  m.,  and  they  go 
there  knowing  that  they  can  be  served 
liquor.  The  gentleman  knows  as  I  do 
that  most  of  them  do  not  carr>'  liquor 
there  with  them.  If  the  fellow  who 
leaves  the  club  at  2  o'clock  had  a  bottle 
in  his  pockat  and  wanted  to  haVe  a  drink, 
he  probably  would  go  home  to  drink,  or 
go  somewhere  else.  He  would  not  go  to 
a  bottle  club.  That  is  merely  a  subter- 
fuge to  get  the  people  in  there. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  If  the  gentleman  would 
read  the  report. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  have  read  the 
report. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  As  to  clubs,  we  will  say 
like  the  Variety  Club,  which  operates 
down  at  the  WiUard  Hotel,  they  do  not 
dispense  any  liquor  other  than  during 
the  hours  when  the  hotel  license  permits 
them  to  sell  liquor. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman.  I  am  not  after  those  clubs 
any  more  than  he  is.  I  am  still  trying 
to  find  out  if  this  law  is  going  to  do  any- 
thing with  these  clip  joints  except  to 
give  them  a  license  to  operate  as  clip 
Joints  for  a  fee  of  $200  a  year. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Perhaps  I  can  explain 
to  the  gentleman.  They  will  not  operate 
or  even  attempt  to  take  out  a  license. 
because  there  would  be  no  advantage  in 
taking  out  the  license  because  when  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning  comes  around 
they  will  not  be  able  to  sell  any  liquor. 
All  their  take  is  when  they  get  some  fel- 
low coming  in  who  will  go  in  there  and 
pay  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  to  get  in,  and 
if  he  does  not  have  any  liquor,  they  will 
sell  it  to  him  after  2  o'clock.  That  will 
all  be  out  after  this  bill  is  enacted. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman,  if  this  forces  them  to  close 
at  the  same  time  that  the  legitimate 
operators  have  to  close,  I  am  all  for  it. 
That  is  what  I  am  after. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  can  assure  the  gen- 
tleman that  this  has  the  support  of 
Police  Chief  Murray  and  the  police  de- 
partment, and  that  once  we  give  them 
the  tools  to  work  with  these  places  will 
be  put  out  of  business.  As  soon  as  the 
President  signs  the  bill  they  will  be  gone. 

I  would  like  to  say,  in  conclusion,  I 
would  appreciate  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  the  Members  of  Congress  pertain- 
ing to  this  legislation.  I  do  not  think  It 
is  the  will  of  the  Members  here  to  be 
unduly  strict  with  people.  I  think  we  are 
all  good,  law-abiding  citizens.  We  have 
a  situation  today  in  Washington  v/ith 
these  nuisance  clubs,  these  after-hours 
clubs,  that  is  a  real  disgrace  to  the  Na- 
tion's Capital.  I  would  appreciate  the 
support  of  all  Members  who  would  like 
to  eliminate  this  condition  in  the  Na- 
tion's Capital. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  The  very 
purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to  (mt  the 
clip  joints  absolutely  out  of  business? 

Mr.  KEARNa  The  disttoguished 
chairman  is  correct. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  They  can- 
not get  a  license  from  the  Alcoholic  Bev- 
erage Control  Board,  we  hope. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  We  know  that,  from 
what  we  hear. 


Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois.  Because 
they  cannot  qualify. 

Another  thing  that  should  be  under- 
stood is  that  this  legislation  does  not 
relax  in  any  manner,  shape,  or  form  on 
the  opening  and  closing  hours  of  the  le- 
gitimate taverns,  saloons,  or  whatever 
you  call  them. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  would  like  to  explain 
to  the  chairman,  however,  that  in  the 
past  the  police  could  not  go  into  any  club 
at  all,  because  they  have  no  right  to  enter 
that  club  without  a  warrant.  It  is  pri- 
vate property.  Now,  with  a  license  in  the 
legitimate  clubs,  they  still  can  go  in  there 
and  see  that  Uiey  are  carrying  on  as  they 
should,  and  we  will  have  better  law  and 
order  in  our  legitimate  clubs,  which  we 
have  not  had  in  the  past,  because  it  is 
possible  for  some  of  them  not  to  be  so 
highly  standardized  in  their  conduct. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KE.ARNS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  understand  tha 
gentleman  to  say  that  there  is  lanKuage 
in  this  act  which  will  permit  the  police 
to  check  on  the  clip  joint  that  is  operat- 
inji  without  a  license,  which  power  they 
did  not  have  before;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Yes;  because  the  place 
would  be  operating  with  a  license,  and 
they  could  not  enter  heretofore  because 
they  did  not  have  a  license. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  But  under  this 
new  act  they  can  enter  there  anyway? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Tl.ey  have  to  take  out 
a  license  to  do  any  business. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  And  if  they  do 
not.  they  are  in  direct  violation,  and  the 
police  can  close  them? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Yes.  From  here  on  all 
the  police  has  to  do  Is  knock  on  the  door 
and  go  in. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  motive  behind  the 
introduction  of  this  bill  and  the  motive 
behind  the  introduction  of  the  original 
bill  from  which  it  was  taken  was  not  to 
enable  these  so-called  bottle  clubs  or 
clip  joints  to  operate  or  to  have  a  legit- 
imate method  of  staying  in  business. 
The  motive  which  prompted  the  intro- 
duction of  this  legislation  was  this: 
These  places  have  been  recognized  by 
the  police,  by  the  courts,  and  by  the 
citizens  of  the  Ehstrict  of  Columbia  as 
being  breeding  places  for  crime.  They 
are  not  operated  as  legitimate  clubs. 
They  are  operated  under  a  subterfuge 
that  they  are  legitimate  clubs,  that  they 
are  set  up  and  operated  as  benevolent  or 
educational  institutions.  The  truth  is 
there  is  nothing  benevolent  or  educa- 
tional about  them.  The  people  who  set 
them  up  and  operate  them  do  it  for  the 
money  there  is  in  it.  They  cannot  op- 
erate at  a  profit  at  all  diu-ing  the  hours 
when  legitimate  clubs  are  open,  or  when 
restaurants  or  other  places  which  oper- 
ate under  the  ABC  are  open.  They 
therefore  operate  when  all  these  legiti- 
mate and  law-abiding  places  have  closed. 
The  person  who  then  wants  to  drink  at 
later  hours,  as  a  last  resort  asks  a  taxi- 
cab  to  carry  him  to  one  of  these  spots, 
or  if  he  knows  where  they  are  located 
he  can  go  there  himself.    Anyone  who 


has  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  in  his  pocket 
or  whatever  the  entrance  fee  is,  can  go 
there,  be  admitted,  and  stay  and  drink 
as  long  as  he  sees  fit  They  have  been 
breeding  places  for  much  crime,  and 
much  viloation  of  law  of  a  serious  nature 
has  arisen  among  the  people  who  are 
habitues  of  these  places.  After-hours 
clubs  have  reached  the  point  where  they 
are  a  real  menace  to  the  safety  of  the 
residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
It  Is  because  of  that  that  our  conunittee 
investigated  the  criminal  conditions  and 
came  up  with  this  provision  in  the  last 
Congress,  and  it  is  the  same  motive  which 
prompted  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania I  Mr.  KearnsI.  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  this  year,  to  offer  this  bill. 

Mr  HALE.  Mr.  Chairxnan,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
H;  use  in  Jime  1951,  when  legislation 
similar  to  this  was  adop>ted.  Can  the 
gentleman  refresh  my  recollection  as  to 
what  hanp>ened  in  connection  with  that 
bill?  Did  the  House  pass  the  bill  and  the 
oth'-r  body  fail  to  concur? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  The  gentle- 
man is  correct.  The  bill  passed  the 
House  in  1»51.  went  to  the  Senate,  but 
it  was  never  taken  up  in  the  Senate  and 
acted  upon. 

Mr.  HALE.  Does  the  legislation  do 
in  substance  the  same  as  that  which 
parsed  the  House  in  1951? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Yes;  it  Is  in 
sub.stance  the  same. 

We  had  before  this  subcommittee  this 
year  and  also  in  the  last  Congress  the 
Corporation  Counsel;  we  had  the  United 
States  district  attorney  there;  we  have 
had  the  Chief  of  PoUce,  we  have  had  the 
commissioners  of  the  District  there,  and 
all  have  earnestly  collaborated  in  the 
preptaration  of  this  legislation.  None  of 
them  and  none  of  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  are  in  the  slightest  degree 
interested  in  setting  up  a  method 
through  which  these  bottle  clubs  or  so- 
called  clip  joints  may  operate. 

The  motive  and  purpose  behind  this 
leei.'<:Iation  is  to  put  these  places  out  of 
bu-ines.s.  and  these  who  have  to  deal 
With  them  have  a.ssured  us  that  this  leg- 
islation will  do  that.  I  am  convinced  my- 
self that  it  will,  and  if  we  ever  expect  to 
put  them  out  of  bu.'^iness  I  think  we  shall 
have  to  enact  this  legislation  or  sub- 
stantially this  legislation  In  order  to 
do  it. 

The  bill  provides  a  two-pronged 
method  of  handling  this  situation;  the 
first  is  that  they  are  not  allowed  to  op- 
erate at  all  without  getting  a  license 
from  the  ABC  Board.  They  can  operate 
now  without  such  a  license.  I  think  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  every- 
one realize  that  these  places  operate  now 
without  any  licen.se,  without  any  super- 
vision whatsoever;  they  merely  go 
through  the  subterfuge  of  procuring  a 
charter  maybe  in  Delaware,  maybe  in 
Virginia,  Maryland,  or  some  other  place, 
under  the  designation  of  a  t)enevolent  or 
educational  club,  and  they  come  in  here 
and  set  up  business,  and  they  are  not 
required  to  get  a  license  under  existing 
laws  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
they  are  not  subject  to  the  supervision 
of  the  ABC  Board,  and  they  are  not  sub- 
ject to  the  supervision  of  any  branch  or 
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awency  of  government  here;  so  they  op- 
erate In  an  unrestricted  manner,  and  the 
result  has  been  that  they  have  thrived 
and  done  a  profitable  businen  here,  and 
that  crime  has  grown  and  flourished  by 
reason  of  their  existence.  The  first 
prong  of  this  remedy  is  that  they  can- 
not hereafter  operate  when  this  legisla- 
tion becomes  law  without  getting  a 
license  from  the  ABC  Board;  they  will 
operate  under  that  board  and  be  subject 
to  supervision  by  that  board,  and  it  will 
fix  the  hours  during  which  they  may  op- 
erate. There  is  no  Inducement  for  the 
average  customer  to  go  there  before 
regular  places  have  closed  up,  and  since 
they  cannot  operate  longer  than  the 
regular  places,  they  will  dry  up.  they  will 
have  no  patronage;  and  the  result  will 
be  that  they  will  dry  up.  That  is  one 
prong  of  the  reUef  which  this  grants. 
The  other  is  that  they  may  be  closed  as 
a  nuisance;  if  they  violate  the  law  they 
may  be  immediately  closed  as  a  nuisance; 
so  we  have  this  method  of  providing 
acainst  the  operation  of  these  clubs. 
They  can  ask  for  a  license.  If  they  do 
not  secure  a  liceivse  and  operate  with- 
out it.  they  are  violating  the  law.  of 
course,  and  the  subject  can  be  handled 
through  that  method.  If  they  do  secure 
a  license,  they  are  then  under  the  su- 
pervision of  the  ABC  Board  and  if  they 
do  not  operate  according  to  law  and  the 
regulations  their  license  will  be  canceled 
and  they  will  be  out  of  business.  If  they 
violate  the  law  in  any  respect  they  are 
subject  to  being  abolished  as  a  nuisance 
bv  the  courts. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the 
gontleman  yield? 

Mr  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  as  I  do.  with  the  assurances  of  Chief 
Murray,  that  they  will  not  even  attempt 
to  take  out  a  license? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  think  the 
great  majority  of  them  will  make  no  ef- 
fort to  obtain  a  Ucense.  There  may  be 
one  or  two  who  might  try  to  obtain  it 
but  I  do  not  beheve  they  will  have  enough 
patronage  to  stay  in  business  and  I  think 
it  will  result  in  all  of  them  being  put  out 
of  business. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas I  Mr.  Rees]. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
it  seems  kind  of  silly,  does  it  not,  to  say 
that  these  so-called  bottle  clubs  are  not 
controllable,  therefore  we  are  going  to 
license  them.  Why  not  pass  an  act  that 
puts  these  bottle  clubs  completely  out 
of  business  Instead  of  coming  in  here 
through  the  back  door  and  saying:  We 
arc  going  to  Ucense  them  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  $200.  If  you  are  going  to  license 
them,  why  do  you  not  make  it  $500? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  who  has  given 
this  subject  matter  a  great  deal  of  study 
and  whose  Interest  in  cleaning  up  the 
situation  in  Washington  is  to  be  greatly 
commended. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  May  I  say  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas that  efforts  have  been  made  to  put 
them  out  of  business  ever  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  House  aiid  prob- 


ably ever  since  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas has  been  a  Member,  with  no  success. 
The  people  who  have  to  deal  with  this 
matter  have  reached  the  conclusion  that 
this  is  the  most  feasible  marmer  to  put 
them  out  of  business.  There  is  nobody 
connected  with  this  legislation  who 
wants  them  to  stay  in  business,  I  can 
assure  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman mean  by  that  statement  that  an 
act  has  been  passed  by  this  Congress 
putting  them  out  of  business,  and  the  act 
has  been  violated;  Is  that  it? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.     No. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Or  does  the 
gentleman  mean  Congress  will  not  pass 
such  an  act? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  May  I  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  when  the  matter  was 
under  discussion  originally  in  the  last 
Congress  we  prepared  a  bill  the  drastic 
effect  of  which  was  to  prevent  them  from 
operating  at  all.  The  Corporation  Coun- 
sel has  stated  that  if  we  pass  this  bill  it 
will  mean  that  you  will  put  out  of  busi- 
ness at  the  same  time,  all  of  the  legiti- 
mate clubs  because  there  is  no  way  to 
distinguish  and  separate  between  those 
clubs  which  are  designated  as  legitimate 
clubs,  such  as  the  gentleman  has  heard 
mentioned  here  today,  the  Elks,  the 
Eagles,  and  the  various  other  clubs,  you 
cannot  distinguish  between  them  and 
these  so-called  bottle  clubs  in  such  a 
maimer  as  to  put  the  bottle  clubs  out 
of  business  and  not  put  the  others  out 
of  business.  That  is  the  difficulty  here, 
and  that  is  what  we  have  to  hurdle  when 
we  pass  a  bill  putting  them  out  of  busi- 
ness— period. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Of  cotirse,  there 
is  no  reason  why  any  of  them  should  run 
until  2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  realize 
there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  on 
that,  but  I  do  not  think  any  outfit  of  this 
kind  should  nm  to  the  wee  small  hours 
of  the  morning,  especially  Sunday  morn- 
ing. It  seems  to  me  rather  strange  that 
you  have  to  pass  an  act  licensing  them 
and  in  the  same  breadth  say  that  by  re- 
quiring a  license  we  shall  put  them  out 
of  business.  Furthermore,  why  do  you 
fix  this  fee  of  $200  in  place  of  at  least 
$500? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Well,  may  I 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  there  ap- 
peared before  the  subcommittee  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  Arts  Clubs.  I  beheve  it 
was  called,  who  said  that  if  they  charged 
them  more  than  the  fee  that  is  fixed  in 
this,  they  could  not  continue  to  exist. 
Prolwibly  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania could  enlighten  the  gentleman 
from  Kft^sft-"  as  to  the  name  of  that  club. 
I  have  forgotten,  but  you  may  recall  the 
gentleman  fnxn  the  Arts  Club  who  was 
there.    The  Artist  Club,  I  beheve  it  was. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  It  makes  it  ap- 
pear that  because  the  Artist  Club  cannot 
pay  more  than  $200,  then  these  people 
should  not  pay  more,  is  that  it? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Getn^ia.    No;  not  that. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  ]rield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  The  influence  of  this 
legislation  would  have  some  effect  upon 
these  clubs,  because  the  ofAcers  of  this 
club  testified  at  the  hearing,  and  here 


we  have  now  the  president  and  the  sec- 
retary resigning  and  saying  that  new 
officers  should  be  elected,  or  they  should 
dissolve  their  charter,  because  obviously 
they  are  not  interested  in  taking  out  a 
license  and  operating.  I  hope  this  will  be 
the  forerunner  of  many  occasions  where 
these  cluos  will  not  attempt  to  operate. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  think  the 
gentlonan  mentioned  24  clubs. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  That  they  do  not  caH 
legitimate.  They  are  the  ones  that  are 
the  outright  violators.  The  police  may 
come  in  at  3  o'clock  if  they  have  cause 
to  enter  and  shut  them  up,  but  by  next 
Tuesday  they  have  a  new  address  and 
they  are  operating  again.  It  is  a  case  of 
chasing  them  all  over  town. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  am  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio.  If 
they  are  presenUy  violating  the  law,  why 
cannot  they  be  prosecuted?  That  is 
rather  difficult  to  understand. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, If  the  gentleman  will  yield  fur- 
ther, I  would  like  to  say  this,  that  the 
p<^ice  have  made  strenuous  efforts  to  put 
them  out  of  business.  Then,  of  course, 
for  a  policeman  to  get  lit,  he  must  get  in 
without  the  operator  knowing  that  he  is 
a  policeman.  The  gentleman,  being  an 
attorney,  knows  that  for  a  case  to  stand 
up  in  court  they  must  have  proof  that 
Uquor  has  been  sold,  and  the  way  they 
get  it  Is  they  get  some  policeman  who  is 
not  known  to  go  in  and  see  the  sale  made 
and  have  enough,  definite,  positive  proof, 
that  there  was  a  sale  of  liquor  made;  that 
the  man  who  bought  it  was  not  a  mem- 
ber. The  method  which  they  have  had 
to  follow  has  been  ctmibersome;  it  has 
been  slow.  Many  times  they  have  been 
imable  to  get  the  information  to  estab- 
lish a  conviction,  and  they  have  not  been 
able  to  cope  with  it  on  that  basis.  The 
mere  fact  that  they  have  made  honest, 
bona  fide  efforts  to  close  these  clubs  with 
the  machinery  which  the  law  now  per- 
mits, and  the  fact  that  they  have  flour- 
ished here  throughout  the  months  and 
years  convinces  me  that  more  effective 
means  must  be  devised  if  they  are  to  be 
closed  up,  and  that  is  why  I  am  for  this 
legislation.  I  do  not  want  to  license 
a  liquor  selling  place  any  more  than  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  does,  but  unless 
we  devise  some  means  here  other  than 
those  which  now  exist  you  are  going  to 
see  these  clubs  continue  to  fiourish  as 
breeding  places  of  crime.  Just  as  they 
now  do  and  have  in  the  past. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  jdeld,  I  think  the  whole 
confusion  here  is  between  sale  and  con- 
sumption. The  gentleman  asks  Why  do 
we  not  have  a  law  here  to  Just  put  them 
out  of  business,  rather  than  licensing 
them,  regardless  of  anything? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  It  is  difficult 
to  understand  why  we  camiot  do  it.  Of 
coiu*se,  the  so-called  bottle  clubs  ought 
to  be  put  out  of  business  once  and  for 
aU. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Right  today  they  oper- 
ate under  the  code  that  they  have,  which 
is  a  code  of  their  own.  and  they  do  not 
sell  liquor  supposedly.  The  police  can- 
not go  in  there  imless  there  is  a  crime 
committed:  you  have  to  have  a  murder 
or  a  brawl  of  some  kind  before  the  police 
can  establish  law  and  order.  Tbose  are 
your  laws  and  regtilations  of  tbe  bottltt 
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clubs  of  the  District.  So,  the  only  thing 
we  do  in  this  legislation  is  just  make  it 
Impossible  for  them  to  operate,  and  I 
do  hope  the  gentleman  will  understand 
that. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  It  seems  to  me 
It  discloses  a  terrific  weakness  on  the 
part  of  the  administration  of  law  in 
the  District  that  we  have  to  handle  them 
in  this  manner,  especially  when  we  are 
confronted  with  the  figures  that  more 
hard  liquor  is  consumed  in  the  city  of 
Washington  than  any  other  city  of  the 
United  States  of  comparative  size. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this  bill, 
as  I  understand  it,  permits  so-called 
bottle  clubs  to  sell  liquor  as  late  as 
2  a.  m.  on  weekdays  and  until  mid- 
night Saturday  night.  These  bottle 
clubs,  as  everyone  knows,  constitute  one 
of  the  worst  crime-breeding  places  in 
the  District.  They  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  stay  in  business.  Surely 
there  must  be  some  way  to  get  rid  of 
them  without  saying,  in  substance,  you 
can  stay  in  business  if  you  buy  a  license 
and  thereby  permit  the  police  to  check 
once  in  a  while. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  situation  In  the 
District  of  Coliunbia  with  respect  to 
liquor  consumption  is  disgraceful.  Ac- 
cording to  a  statement  reported  in  one 
of  our  Washington  papers  some  time 
ago,  the  city  of  Washington  is  soaking 
up  three  times  as  much  liquor  as  the 
national  per  capita  average. 

The  population  of  the  District  of 
Coliunbia  has  decreased  1  percent  since 
the  war.  The  percentage  of  jail  drunks 
has  increased  more  than  33  percent  dur- 
ing the  same  period.  Seventy  percent 
of  all  jail  cases  and  77  percent  of  the 
District's  criminal  court  cases  are  on 
drunkenness  charges.  That  is  a  pretty 
poor  example  for  the  people  in  the 
Nation's  Capital  to  set  for  people  in 
other  parts  of  the  country. 

An  upswing  in  drinking  Is  also  re- 
flected in  the  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control 
Board  figures.  The  niunber  of  all  kinds 
of  liquor  licenses  has  soared  in  5  years  to 
almost  2,400.  According  to  a  recent 
statement  furnished  the  press,  the  num- 
ber of  admissions  for  Intoxication  in  the 
Jails  has  doubled  in  5  years.  Diu-ing  the 
last  year  more  than  40.000  persons  were 
arrested  for  drunkenness  in  the  District. 

Mr.  Chairman,  instead  of  extending 
and  expanding  the  sale  of  liquor  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  everywhere 
else,  we  should  be  curbing  it.  I  just 
do  not  see  how  the  approval  of  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  will  help  the  situa- 
tion. I  say  this  notwithstanding  the 
best  intentions  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee for  recommending  the  bill  for 
approval. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  jrield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Hays]. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  asked  for  this  time  in  order  to 
make  particularly  clear  this  situation  of 
having  these  so-called  after-hours  clubs 
close  up  at  the  same  time  everybody  else 
closes.  When  this  bill  was  being  de- 
bated in  1951  I  offered  an  amendment 
which  seemed  lo  me  to  be  a  very  simple 
one.  It  said  in  effect  that  no  club  should 
operate  in  the  city  of  Washington  any 
later  than  any  class  C  licensee,  which 
simply  means  that  if  the  hour  of  closing 


was  2  o'clock  then  everybody  had  to  close 
at  2  o'clock. 

The  House  was  kind  enough  to  adopt 
that  amendment  and  it  became  part  of 
the  bill.  I  see  on  page  2  of  the  present 
legislation  substantially  the  same  lan- 
guage as  was  in  my  amendment  of  1951. 
but  then  the  committee  proposes.  I  un- 
derstand, to  strike  that  language  from 
line  5  through  line  11.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KEARNS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Then  you  propose 
to  deal  with  the  problem  by  substituting 
certain  language  on  page  6  at  line  20.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  KEARNS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  The  only  differ- 
ence I  see  t>etween  the  language  that  is 
used  on  page  2.  which  was  the  language 
substantially  that  I  used,  and  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Committee  amendment,  is 
that  the  language  on  page  2  spells  it 
out  in  very  clear  and  simple  language 
and  says : 

The  Commissioners  shall  not  authorize  the 
consumption  on  such  premises  of  any  bever- 
ages at  any  time  when  the  sale  of  beverages 
Is  prohibited  to  a  holder  of  a  retailer's  li- 
cense, class 


And  so  forth.  This  other  language, 
although  it  is  a  little  devious,  comes  down 
to  this.    It  says : 

or  In  any  place  to  which  the  public  Is  In- 
vited •  •  •  at  a  time  when  the  sale  of  such 
alcoholic  beverages  on  the  premises  Is  pro- 
hibited by  this  act. 

This  is  an  amendment  to  the  Liquor 
Act,  as  I  understand  it.  This  bill  sub- 
stantially is  an  amendment  to  the  pres- 
ent liquor  legislation? 

Mr.  KEARNS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  This  new  lan- 
guage on  page  6  will  have  the  effect  of 
prohibiting  any  place  from  staying  open 
after  2  o'clock? 

Mr.  KEARNS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  what  I 
am  interested  in.  because  I  think  the 
way  to  close  these  bottle  clubs  is  to  make 
them  conform.  As  I  have  said  before, 
their  clientele  is  largely  people  who  are 
turned  out  of  the  legitimate  places  by  the 
2  o'clock  closing  hour. 

While  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it 
first  hand  I  would  suggest  that  by  2 
o'clock  when  they  are  seeking  another 
place  they  are  in  the  position  or  in  a 
situation  where  they  will  easily  be  taken 
advantage  of.  That  is  why  there  has 
been  so  much  crime  in  these  after-hours 
clubs  and  robberies  and  so  on  of  people 
who  were  in  a  befuddled  condition.  So 
what  you  are  proposing  to  do  in  effect 
then  is  to  make  every  club  in  Washington 
observe  the  same  closing  hours,  is  that 
true,  Mr.  Chairman? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  That  is  true — except 
the  private  clubs. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  The  private  clubs 
can  still  stay  open  later  than  2  o'clock? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Yes;  but  they  cannot 
sell  liquor. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  But  they  cannot 
sell  liquor? 

Mr.  KEARNS.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  What  is  the  ad- 
vantage of  them  staying  open? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  do  not  know.  You 
will  have  to  go  and  find  out  about  that. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  In  other  words, 
you  are  going  right  back  to  the  same 


situation.  I  want  to  say  to  you  I  am 
going  to  ask  for  a  vote  on  this  amend- 
ment if  that  is  the  case  because  you  are 
going  to  get  back  in  the  same  situation 
you  are  in  now  if  a  private  club  can 
stay  open  after  hours  and  the  people 
who  patronize  them,  these  illegitimate 
people,  you  have  differentiated  between 
legitimate  and  illegitimate,  are  going  to 
find  ways  and  means  of  procuring  liquor 
for  them  and  you  are  not  going  to  clean 
up  anything  unless  you  spell  out  in  the 
law  that  they  have  to  close  up  at  the 
same  time  as  the  fellow  who  pays  a  big 
fee.  You  are  going  to  have  the  same 
kind  of  crime  and  corruption  and  the 
same  number  of  robberies  and  the  same 
people  rolled  out  in  the  alleys  that  you 
are  having  now  because  if  you  give  them 
a  license  to  stay  open  it  is  not  going  to 
be  very  difficult  indeed  for  a  policeman 
to  find  out  just  where  the  customer  came 
by  the  bottle  that  he  may  have  on  his 
table  drinking  from. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  We  had  better  not 
find  that  condition. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Well  do  you  mean 
you  are  going  to  prohibit  them  drinking 
there? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  do  not  think  the 
police  are  going  to  be  a  party  to  it  what- 
soever. They  are  as  anxious  to  get  rid 
of  this  situation  as  you  are. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  the 
simplest  and  easiest  way  is  to  close  them 
up  at  2  o'clock.  Practically  every  other 
city  in  the  country  has  a  closing  hotir 
and  I  see  no  reason  why  Washington 
should  not  have  a  closing  hour. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
hoena  I  Mr.  Edmondson). 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
commend  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  for 
his  direct  approach  to  this  problem.  It 
seems  to  me  we  have  gone  too  far  al- 
ready with  the  idea  of  trying  to  ap- 
proach or  attack  illegahty  by  licensing. 
We  have  seen  that  has  not  worked  at 
all  in  the  matter  of  gambling  and  in 
reducing  or  controlling  the  gambling  ac- 
tivities throughout  our  country  in  any 
way.  I  certainly  see  no  reason  to  believe 
that  a  license  approach  to  this  problem 
would  be  nearly  as  effective  as  the  clear- 
cut  measure  which  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  had  in  the  bill  previously. 

Mr  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
no  further  request  for  time,  unless  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  desires 
time. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  2  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 
O'Neill]. 

Mr.  ONEILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
the  first  time  I  have  ever  heard  of  a 
bottle  club.  We  do  not  have  bottle  clubs 
in  my  section  of  the  country.  I  have 
heard  them  today  called  a  menace  to 
society  and  an  incentive  to  crime  and 
illegal  and  clip  joints.  Perhaps  they 
should  be  termed  "passion  pits."  But 
one  of  the  things  that  strikes  me  is  why 
did  the  committee  in  its  amendment  on 
page  4  cut  the  license  fee  from  $500  to 
$200?  Another  thing  comes  to  my  mind. 
As  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has 
said,  a  private  club  could  not  sell  after 
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2  o'clock  but  then  they  can  remain  open 
a.s  late  as  they  desire.  I  understand 
from  reading  the  newspaper  columns  we 
have  in  the  shadow  of  our  beauUful  Cap- 
itol dome  a  very  plush  club  to  which  the 
hierarchy  of  the  Republican  Party  from 
all  over  the  country  come  and  stay.  It 
u  ould  be  Interesting  to  know  what  they 
breed  there.  Is  this  club  allowed  to  re- 
main open  all  night?  In  what  category 
does  the  club  faU?  Perhaps  the  gentle- 
man can  answer  my  question. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  That  te  very  easy  to 
answer.  They  have  a  class  C  license 
there.  They  must  close  the  same  as 
anyone  else,  if  they  have  a  bar.  who  sells 
liquor.  They  cannot  stay  open  after  2 
oclock  through  the  week  or  12  o'clock 
midnight  on  Saturday.  It  Is  a  licensed 
place.    They  have  a  class  C  license. 

I  do  want  to  bring  out  here  a  point 
that  I  feel  people  are  overlooking.  We 
are  taking  a  step  to  get  rid  of  unortliodox 
groups  of  clubs  and  we  are  not  trying 
to  penalize -the  legitimate  places  which 
under  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia and  imder  otxr  national  laws  are 
clubs  which  hare  functioned  for  years 
and  years  and  years  eren  during  pro- 
hibition days  when  they  remained  open. 
Why  should  they  be  penalised  now? 
We  must  consider  that.  Here  we  have 
the  Variety  Club,  which  has  spent  over 
$91,000  just  for.  benevolent  and  charita- 
ble things  in  the  District  of  Oolimibla. 
They  are  to  be  commended. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentleman  yield  just  lor  a 
minute? 
Mr.  KEARNS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  care 
what  particular  club  It  Is  or  what  polit- 
ical party  or  what  private  individual 
may  have  organised  it.  but  the  class  C 
hcensee  must  close  at  2  o'clock.  How- 
ever, there  ts  language  in  this  bill  on 
page  6.  line  20.  which  says:  "or  in  any 
place  to  which  the  public  is  invited." 
Some  of  the  clubs  under  discussion  do 
not  invite  the  public.  So.  even  though 
they  be  class  C  licensees,  they  would  not 
have  to  close. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Oh.  yes.  However,  we 
do  have  this  situation:  Very  large  res- 
taurants, in  the  hotels,  for  InstaxKC,  have 
a  situation  where  on  Sunday  the  Ohio 
Society  or  the  Pennsylvania  Society  or 
any  other  reputable  society  can  hire  one 
of  the  rooms  and  they  can  bring  bottles 
there  and  have  their  dinner  and  a  party 
and  stay  as  long  as  they  want  to. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  But  does  the  class 
C  licensee  have  to  close  his  place? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  The  class  C  licensee 
has  to  close  his  place,  and  he  must  close 
at  2  o'clock  sharp  diu-ing  the  week,  every 
morning  at  that  time. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  What  about  the 
liotel  dining  rooms  on  Saturday  nights? 
Mr.  KEARNS.  Saturday  night  at  a 
quarter  to  12  they  have  to  go  around  and 
pick  up  the  glasses.  They  are  not  al- 
lowed to  have  glasses  on  the  table  even. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  But  they  do  not 
close. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  They  cannot  dispense 
any  liquor.  If  somebody  orders  a  sand- 
V,  ich,  they  can  sit  there  and  eat  It. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  But  why  should 
these  private  clubs  be  allowed  to  stay 
open?  They  cannot  stay  open  if  they 
are  treated  as  a  class  C  licensee. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Ume  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
no  further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  have  no 
further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  7  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Bererage  Con- 
trol Act.  as  amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  25-107) . 
Is  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  follow- 
ing the  word  "morals"  at  the  end  of  the 
first  paragraph  thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  ",  and  the  CommU- 
Bk>nera  are  further  authorlaed  to  prescribe 
such  rules  and  regulations  not  Inconsistent 
with  this  act  as  they  may  deem  necessary  to 
properly  and  adequately  control  the  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic  beverages  on  premlsea 
licensed  imder  paragraph  (1)  of  section  11 
of  this  act.  with  npectflc  authority  to  pre- 
scribe the  bours  during  which  alcoholic  bev- 
erages may  be  consimied  on  such  premlsea 
and  to  forbid  the  consumption  on  Sundays, 
but  the  Commlaaloners  shall  not  authorize 
the  consumption  on  such  premises  of  any 
beverages  at  any  time  when  the  aale  of  bev- 
erages Is  prohibited  to  a  holder  of  a  retailer's 
license,  class  C.  or  of  any  beverages,  other 
than  Ught  wines  and  beer,  on  Siindays,  and 
such  oobsumptlon  Is  hereby  prohibited." 

SK.  2.  Section  9  (a)  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act.  as 
amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  25-109  (a)),  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

"It  ahall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  oper- 
ating any  premises  where  food,  nonalcoholic 
beverages,  or  entertainment  are  sold  or  pro- 
vided for  compensation,  and  vrhere  facilities 
•re  eq>eclaUy  provided  and  service  is  ren- 
dered for  the  Consumption  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages, who  does  not  possess  a  license  under 
this  act,  to  permit  the  consumption  of  such 
alooholtc  beverages  on  such  premises." 

Sac.  S.  Section  10  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act,  as 
amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  25-110),  is 
amended  to  read  aa  followa: 

"Sec.  10.  The  Board  is  autlvorlzed  to  issue 
licenses  to  Individuala.  partnersblpa.  or  cor- 
porations, but  not  to  unincorporated  asso- 
ciations, on  application  duly  made  therefor, 
for  the  manufacture,  sale,  offer  for  sale,  con- 
sumption on  premises  of  clubs  where  food, 
nonalcolx^lc  beverages,  cr  entertainment  are 
sold  or  provided  for  compensation,  or  solici- 
tation of  orders  for  sale  of  alcoholic  bever- 
ages within  the  District  of  Col\unbla.  The 
Board  shall  keep  a  full  record  of  all  applica- 
tions for  licenses,  and  of  all  recommenda- 
tions for  and  remonstrances  against  the 
granting  of  licenses  and  of  the  acUon  taken 
thereon." 

S»c.  4.  Section  11  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act,  as 
amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  25-111) .  is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  the  word  "eleven"  In  the 
first  sentence  thereof  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "twelve."  and  lay  adding 
Immediately  before  the  last  paragraph  there- 
of the  foUowlng  new  subaectton: 

"(1)  Consumption  license  for  a  club:  Such 
a  license  shall  be  Issued  only  for  a  club.  The 
word  'club'  within  the  meaning  of  this  para- 
graph Is  a  corporation  for  the  promotion 
of  some  common  object  (not  including  cor- 
porations organized  or  conducted  for  any 
oommereUl  or  business  purpose,  or  for 
money  profit),  owning,  hiring,  or  leasing  a 
building  or  space  In  a  building  of  such  ex- 
tent and  character  as  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Board  may  be  suitable  and  adequate  for  the 
reasonable  and  comfortable  use  and  accom- 
modations of  Its  members  and  their  guests; 
and  the  affairs  and  management  of  such  cor- 
poration are  conducted  by  a  board  of  dlrec- 
tora,  executiy*  oommlttee,  or  similar  body 


chowfTt  by  the  members  at  least  once  eacli 
calendar  year.  tnuX  no  officer,  agent,  or  em- 
ployee of  tbe  club  Is  paid,  directly  or  in- 
directly, or  receives  In  the  form  of  salary 
or  other  compensation,  any  profit  from  the 
conduct  and  operation  of  the  club  beyond 
the  amount  of  such  salary  as  may  be  fixed 
and  voted  by  the  members  or  by  its  directors 
or  other  governing  body.  No  Uoense  ahaU  be 
issued  to  a  club  which  has  not  been  estab- 
lished for  at  least  3  months  immediately 
prior  to  the  making  of  the  application  for 
such  Ucense.  Such  a  Ucense  ahall  authorize 
the  holder  thereof  to  permit  consvunptlon  of 
alcoholic  beverages  on  such  pairts  of  the 
Uoensed  premises  as  may  be  approved  by  the 
Board.  The  *"""*'  fee  for  such  a  license 
shaU  be  tSOO." 

Sec.  5.  The  first  sentence  of  section  14  (b) 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Bev- 
erage Control  Act,  as  amended  (D.  C.  Code. 
sec.  35-115  (b) ) ,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: "Before  granting  a  license  under  aec- 
tlou  11  (1)  of  this  act  or  a  retailer's  license, 
except  a  retailer's  license  class  X  or  class  T, 
the  Board  shall  give  notice  by  advertisement 
published  onoe  a  week  and  for  at  least  3 
weeks  in  some  newspaper  of  general  circula- 
tion published  In  the  District  of  Columbia.** 
Sec.  8.  The  first  sentence  of  section  14  (c) 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Bever- 
age Control  Act,  as  amended  (D.  C.  Code, 
sec  26-115  (c) ) .  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  "or  class  D"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following :  ".  class  D  or  a  license 
Issued  under  section  11  (1)  of  this  act." 

Sec.  7.  Section  30  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act,  as 
amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  25-121) .  U  amend- 
ed by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 
ing new  paragraph: 

"No  person  being  the  holder  of  a  license 
Issued  \mder  section  11  (1)  of  this  act  shall 
p>ermlt  on  tlie  licensed  premises  the  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic  beverages,  with  the 
exception  of  beer  and  light  wines,  by  any 
person  under  the  age  of  21  years,  or  jiennlt 
the  consumption  of  beer  and  light  wines  by 
any  person  under  the  age  of  18  years;  or  the 
constimptlon  of  any  beverage  by  any  intoxi- 
cated person,  or  any  person  of  notoriously 
Intemperate  habits,  or  any  person  who  ap- 
pears to  be  intoxicated;  and  ignorance  of  the 
age  of  any  such  minor  shall  not  be  a  defense 
to  any  action  instituted  under  this  section. 
No  licensee  shall  be  liable  to  any  person  for 
damages  claimed  to  arise  from  refusal  to 
permit  the  consumption  of  any  beverage  on 
any  premise  Uoensed  under  section  11  (1) 
of  this  act.- 

Sec.  8.  Section  28  (a)  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act,  aa 
amended  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  25-128  (a)),  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  28.  (a)  No  person  shall  In  the  District 
of  Columbia  drink  any  alcoholic  beverage  In 
any  street,  alley,  park,  or  parking;  or  in  any 
vehicle  in  or  upon  the  same;  or  in  or  upon 
any  premises  where  food,  nonalcoholic  bev- 
erages, or  entertainment  are  sold  or  provided 
for  compensation  not  licensed  under  this 
act;  or  in  any  place  to  which  the  public  la 
invited  for  which  a  license  has  not  been 
Issued  heretmder  permitting  the  sale  and 
consumption  of  such  alcoholic  beverage 
upon  such  premises  except  premises  licensed 
imder  section  11  (1)  of  this  act;  or  In  any 
place  (for  which  a  retailer's  license  class  C, 
D,  or  a  license  under  section  (11)  (1)  of  this 
act  has  been  Issued)  at  a  time  when  the  sale 
of  such  alcoholic  beverage  or  the  consump- 
tion of  the  same  on  the  premises  Is  prohib- 
ited by  this  act  or  by  the  regulations  pro- 
mulgated thereunder.  No  s\ich  person  shall 
be  drunk  or  Intoxicated  in  any  street,  alley, 
park,  or  parking;  or  in  any  vehicle  In  or 
upon  the  same  or  in  any  place  to  which  the 
public  Is  invited  or  at  any  public  gathering 
and  no  person  anywhere  shall  be  drunk  or 
Intoxicated  and  disturb  the  peace  at  any 
person." 

Sec.  9.  Section  29   (a)   of  the  District  of 
Colombia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act.  as 
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amended   (D.  C.  Code,  aee.  35-129   (a)),  la 
amended  to  read  as  foUowB: 

"Sec.  29  (a)  a  search  warrant  may  be  Is- 
sued by  any  Judge  of  tbe  munlclpcU  court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  by  a  United 
States  Conunlssloner  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia when  any  alcoboUc  beverages  are 
manufactured  for  sale,  kept  for  sale,  sold, 
or  consumed  In  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  and  any  such  alcoholic  beverages 
and  any  other  property  designed  for  use  In 
connection  with  such  unlawful  manufacture 
for  sale,  keeping  for  sale,  selling,  or  con- 
sumption may  be  seized  thereunder,  and 
shall*  be  subject  to  such  disposition  as  the 
court  may  make  thereof,  and  such  alcoholic 
beverages  may  be  taken  on  the  warrant  from 
any  house  or  other  place  In  which  It  is 
concealed." 

Sec.  10.  The  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic 
Beverage  Control  Act,  as  amended.  Is  fur- 
ther amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following  new  section: 

"Sec.  41.  (a)  Any  building,  ground, 
premises,  or  place  where  any  intoxicating 
beverage  Is  manufactured,  sold,  kept  for 
sale,  or  permitted  to  be  consumed  in  viola- 
tion of  this  act  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  a 
nuisance,  and  may  be  enjolneu  and  abated  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

"(b)  An  action  to  enjoin  any  nuisance  de- 
fined In  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  may 
be  brought  in  the  name  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  by  the  corporation  counsel  of  the 
District  of  Coliunbia,  or  smy  of  bis  assistants. 
In  the  municipal  court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  against  any  person  conducting  or 
maintaining  such  nuisance  or  knowingly 
permitting  such  nuisance  to  be  conducted  or 
maintained.  If  it  is  made  to  appear,  by  affi- 
davits or  otherwise,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
tbe  court  that  such  nuisance  exists,  a  tempo- 
rary writ  of  injunction,  without  bond,  shall 
forthwith  issue  restraining  the  defendant 
from  continuing  or  permitting  the  continu- 
ance of  such  nuisance  until  the  conclusion 
of  the  trial.  It  shall  not  be  necessary  for 
the  court  to  find  the  building,  ground, 
premises,  or  place  was  being  unlawfully  used 
as  aforesaid  at  the  time  of  the  heading,  but 
on  finding  that  the  material  allegations  of 
the  complaint  are  true,  the  court  shall  enter 
an  order  restraining  the  defendant  from 
manufacturing,  selling,  keeping  for  sale,  or 
permitting  to  be  consumed  any  alcoholic 
beverage  in  violation  of  this  act.  When  an 
Injunction,  either  temporary  or  permanent, 
has  been  granted,  it  shall  be  binding  on  the 
defendant  throughout  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. Upon  final  Judgment  of  the  court 
ordering  such  nuisance  to  be  abated,  the 
court  may  order  that  the  defendant,  or  any- 
one claiming  under  him,  shall  not  occupy 
or  use,  for  a  period  of  1  year  thereafter,  the 
building,  ground,  premises,  or  place  upon 
which  the  nuisance  existed,  but  the  court 
may.  In  its  discretion,  permit  the  defendant 
to  occupy  and  use  the  said  building,  groujid, 
premises,  or  place,  if  the  defendant  shall  give 
bond  with  sufficient  secxirlty  to  be  approved 
by  the  court,  in  the  penal  and  liquidated 
sum  of  not  less  than  1500  nor  more  than 
$1,000,  payable  to  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  conditioned  that  intoxicating  bever- 
ages will  not  thereafter  be  manufactured, 
sold,  kept  for  sale,  or  permitted  to  be  con- 
sumed in  or  upon  the  building,  ground, 
premises,  or  place  in  violation  of  this  act. 

"(c)  In  the  case  of  the  violation  of  any 
injunction,  temporary  or  permanent,  ren- 
dered pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, the  court  may  summarily  try  &nd  pun- 
ish the  defendants.  The  proceedings  for 
punishment  for  contempt  shall  be  com- 
menced by  the  corporation  counsel  or  any 
of  his  assistants  filing  with  the  court  an  in- 
formation under  oath,  setting  out  the  alleged 
offense  constituting  the  violation,  whereupon 
the  court  shall  forthwith  cause  a  warrant  to 
issue  under  which  the  defendants  shall  be 
»  arrested.  The  trial  may  be  had  upon  affi- 
davits or  either  party  may  demand  the  pro- 
duction  and  oral  examination  of  the  wit- 


Any  person  found  guilty  of  con- 
tempt under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
•1,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
12  months,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  im- 
prisonment." 

Sec.  11.  Sections  2  and  8  of  this  act  shall 
take  effect  60  days  after  the  date  of  its 
enactment. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word  "prenlses". 
strike  out  the  balance  of  line  5,  all  of  lines 
6.  7,  8,  9,  10,  and  11. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  the  amendment 
we  have  been  discussing,  and  this  is  the 
language  that  spells  out  exactly  what  I 
think  most  of  us  want  to  do.  That  is,  to 
force  these  clubs  to  quit  selling  liquor  at 
the  same  time  that  the  class  C  licensees 
have  to  quit  selling  it;  namely,  at  2  a.  m. 

It  has  been  brought  out  in  the  debate 
already  that  they  do  not  have  to  close 
at  2  o'clock,  but  they  have  to  stop  selling 
liquor.  They  have  to  quit  at  the  same 
time  that  everybody  else  does.  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  prohibit  the  Com- 
missioners from  making  exceptions  to 
the  law.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why 
we  cannot  spell  it  out,  because  if  you  do 
not  do  that  you  are  going  to  have  the 
same  trouble  we  have  now  except  you 
are  going  to  have  these  clubs  legalized, 
and  you  are  going  to  make  it  more  diffi- 
cult, in  my  opinion,  if  you  delete  this 
language,  to  enforce  the  order  that  they 
quit  selling  liquor  at  2  a.  m. 

I  will  admit  that  there  is  language 
they  want  to  insert  on  page  6,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  language  is  as  clear,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  as  plain,  or  I  do  not 
think  it  is  as  easily  understandable;  I 
think  if  you  really  want  to  stop  it — and 
I  believe  every  Member  of  the  House 
does — if  you  want  to  stop  these  breeding 
places  of  crime  in  their  tracks  you  are 
going  to  have  to  treat  them  as  you  treat 
everybody  else  who  dispenses  liquor 
within  the  confines  of  the  District  of 
Columbia.  I  do  not  think  you  ought  to 
give  them  a  special  privilege;  and  I  do 
not  see,  since  most  clubs  have  been  re- 
ferred to  as  legitimate  clubs,  I  do  not 
see  how  you  are  going  to  penalize  them, 
because  the  gentleman  must  admit  that 
most  of  them  have  a  Class  C  license,  and 
they  are,  therefore,  under  the  law  when 
selling  liquor  at  the  hours  prescribed. 

I  will  agree  with  the  gentleman  that 
you  can  get  at  this  problem  probably 
better  by  licensing  these  so-called  after- 
hours  clubs,  but  let  us  not  have  them 
after-hours  clubs  any  more ;  let  us  have 
any  club  that  wants  to  sell  liquor  a  club 
that  has  to  comply  with  the  laws  that 
are  on  the  books  and  that  is  treated 
exactly  and  strictly  like  every  other  club. 
I  think  you  are  going  out  of  your  way, 
Mr.  Chairman,  to  be  charitable  to  them 
by  giving  them  a  license.  Do  not  give 
them  an  unlimited  privilege.  They  will 
be  operated  by  unscrupulous  people.  Do 
not  allow  them  privileges  you  do  not 
allow  the  legitimate  operators. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 


Mr.  KEARNS.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  bear  in  mind  that  the  100  legitimate 
clubs  I  spoke  of  do  not  have  any  license 
whatsoever  now.  because  they  are  mem- 
bership clubs  and  only  members  have 
bottles  there  of  their  own  which  they 
consume  on  the  premises.  After  this  bill 
becomes -law  nobody  can  sell  whether  It 
be  a  private  club  or  otherwise,  after  the 
closing  hours  prescribed  by  the  ABC 
Board  at  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  What  Is  wrong 
with  the  language  on  page  2,  then? 

Mr.  KEARNS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  further? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  follow  the  gentleman 
on  his  objections  to  page  2,  but  let  us 
bear  this  in  mind :  Right  today  we  must 
aid  the  police,  and  I  am  trying  to  get 
passed  some  type  of  legislation  which  will 
be  a  tool  in  their  hands.  Members  of 
the  committee  from  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  are  sincere  in  their  efforts  and  I 
hope  the  Members  will  bear  with  us  as 
we  try  to  work  this  program  out.  Let  us 
put  it  into  effect  and  see  how  it  works. 
If  we  have  complaints  later  that  it  should 
be  amended  we  can  amend  the  law.  but 
let  us  get  something  started. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  could  have  gone 
along  entirely  with  the  gentleman  if  the 
Corporation  Counsel's  office  downtown 
had  not  been  so  bitterly  opposed  to  this 
language  2  years  ago,  and  I  cannot  help 
but  feel  that  there  must  be  some  sort  of 
ulterior  reason  why  they  would  object 
to  having  it  spelled  out.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is.  but  it  does  not  do  any  harm 
to  have  it  spelled  out.  I  think  if  they 
are  sincere,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
anything  objectionable. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  I  can  assure  the  gen- 
tleman that  we  have  gone  into  this  thing 
thoroughly  and  carefully.  We  have  had 
them  all  before  us,  and  we  have  talked 
to  them  like  Dutch  uncles.  If  these  peo- 
ple do  not  stand  up,  if  they  do  not  go 
along  and  try  to  do  the  thing  we  pro- 
pose we  can  call  them  to  account  later. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  am  sure  the  gen- 
tleman is  sincere,  I  appreciate  that,  but 
I  still  feel  that  this  language  on  page  2 
is  vital  to  the  bill  and  vital  to  the  en- 
forcement of  it.  and  I  feel  that  it  ought 
to  stay  in.  When  the  amendment  is 
voted  on  I  shall  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  for  the 
benefit  of  the  House  that  when  this  bill 
was  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  on  March  3,  it  contained 
the  language  which  is  now  in  contro- 
versy, and  the  meml)ers  of  the  subcom- 
mittee would  have  been  glad  for  that 
language  to  stay  in  there.  I  am  not 
going  to  take  it  on  myself  to  champion 
the  cause  of  any  kind  of  club,  legitimate 
or  illegitimate,  where  liquor  is  consumed 
or  where  it  is  sold.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  any  of  them,  I  do  not  frequent  any  of 
them  and  I  do  not  drink  whisky  or  any 
kind  of  intoxicating  beverage.  So  I  am 
not  the  champion  of  any  place  that  sells 
liquor  or  any  place  where  it  is  consumed. 

All  of  us  who  were  members  of  the 
sul)committee  were  interested  in  closing 
out  these  illegitimate  clubs.  So  when 
we  reached  this  provision  in  tbe  bill  as 
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we  considered  It.  the  varlou*  law  enforce- 
ment agencies  had  their  representatives 
there,  among  them  the  corporation 
counsel:  and  we  on  the  subcommittee 
were  told  that  if  this  language  stays  in 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  closing  the  Army 
and  Navy  Club,  for  instance,  at  2  o'clock 
during  the  week  and  at  12  o'clock  on 
Saturday  nights  and  it  will  remain  closed 
until  the  next  day.  They  told  us  that 
this  language  would  not  permit  any  other 
construction,  that  it  would  close  them  all, 
good,  bad,  and  indifferent,  under  the 
class  C  license  until  the  next  day. 

Mr.  REE8  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr  REES  of  Kansas.  What  particular 
harm  would  there  be  If  you  do  close  them 
all  at  2  o'clock? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  none,  and,  as  I  said  previ- 
ously, I  am  not  the  champion  of  any  of 
th.em. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  sincere  in 
wanting  to  do  the  right  thing  atx>ut  this, 
but  there  is  too  much  argument  here 
about  closing.  This  does  not  say  any- 
thing about  closing.  It  says  you  cannot 
consume  any  more  intoxicating  liquor 
after  2  o'clock,  that  hone  shall  be  offered 
for  consumption.  They  can  stay  oi)en 
until  daylight  and  by  that  time  the  pa- 
trons will  probably  be  sober  enough  to 
go  home.  This  says  they  cannot  sell  any 
more  whisky  or  intoxicating  beverages 
after  2  o'clock.  I  am  not  a  prohlbltlon- 
Lst  or  anything  of  that  kind,  but  I  do  not 
see  anything  wrong  with  the  provision 
in  the  bill  which  says  that  after  2  o'clock 
they  cannot  sell  any  more. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  This  docs  not 
say.  that.  It  forbids  the  consumption. 
not  the  sale.  Consumption  is  what  Is 
involved. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  It  amounts  to  the 
same  thing.  You  cannot  drink  any 
more. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  think  there 
Is  quite  a  difference  between  sale  on  the 
one  hand  and  consumption  on  the  other. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  CaUfornia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  May  I  say 
that  the  closing  of  clubs  like  the  Army 
and  Navy  Club  and  the  country  club 
would  close  off  the  recreational  facilities 
for  families  who  are  temporarily  in  the 
District  and  have  nowhere  to  go.  It 
would  have  a  very  bad  effect. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman mean  after  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  No;  I  mean 
on  Sunday. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  after  12 
o'clock  on  Saturday  night? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  I  mean 
Sunday  noon  when  the  kids  are  out 
swimming  or  playing  tennis. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  This  amend- 
ment does  not  keep  the  youngsters  from 


playing  tennis  or  anything  like  that  on 
Sunday,  does  it? 

Mr.  DA"VIS  of  Georgia.  This  relates 
to  the  keeping  of  the  clubhouse  open  and 
the  consimiption  of  intoxicating  bever- 
ages which  are  involved  here.  The  diffi- 
culty is  this:  With  the  language  in  the 
bill  there  will  be  a  difficulty.  As  I  said, 
nobody  on  the  subcommittee  objects  to 
this  language.  We  had  it  in  there  when 
the  bill  was  under  consideration.  The 
Corporation  Counsel  and  these  other 
law-enforcement  agency  representatives 
said  that  this  is  going  to  go  much  fur- 
ther than  to  merely  close  these  illegit- 
imate bottle  clubs,  that  it  is  going  to  ap- 
ply to  every  one  of  the  clubs  which  are 
regarded  as  being  legitimate  because 
they  cannot  issue  one  set  of  regulations 
for  them  and  another  set  for  these  bottle 
clubs.  That  is  why  this  amendment  was 
adopted  striking  this  language  out. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
has  said,  having  for  several  years  tried 
to  deal  with  these  things  with  every  bit 
of  the  machinery  which  the  law  allows 
and  being  unsuccessful  in  their  efforts — 
they  are  flourishing  today  J\ist  as  much 
as  ever — certainly  it  is  worthwhile  to  try 
out  this  legislation  which  all  of  these 
law-enforcement  agencies  say  will  deal 
with  the  situation.  Let  us  give  it  a  try. 
If  it  does  not  work.  Congress  will  be  in 
session  and  we  can  amend  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Hats  of 
Ohio)  there  were — ayes  34,  noes  19. 

So  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  committee  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  4,  Une  17,  strike  out  "»500"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$200." 

Page  e,  line  15,  strike  out  all  after  the 
semicolon  to  the  end  of  the  sentence  in  line 
20  and  insert  the  foUowlng:  "or  In  any  place 
to  which  the  pubUc  Is  invited  (for  which  a 
license  under  this  act  has  been  Issued)  at  a 
time  when  the  sale  of  such  alcoholic  bever- 
ages on  the  premises  is  prohibited  by  this 
act  or  by  the  regulations  promulgated  there- 
under, or  in  any  place  for  which  a  license 
under  section  11  <1)  of  this  act  has  been 
issued  at  a  time  when  the  consumption  of 
such  alcoholic  beverages  on  the  premises  is 
prohibited  by  the  regulations  promulgated 
under  this  act." 

Page  9.  line  13.  strike  out  the  word  "shaU" 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "may." 

Page  9,  foUowing  line  23,  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"Sec.  11.  Section  3  of  such  act,  as  amended. 
Is  amended  by  striking  therefrom  clause  (f) 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

"■(f)  (1)  The  word  "Board"  means  the 
Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Board  created  by 
this  act  or  the  office,  offices,  agency,  or  agen- 
cies succeeding  to  its  functions  pursuant  to 
Beorganization  Plan  No.  5  of  1952. 

•••(2)  The  term  "Ck)rporatlon  Counsel" 
means  the  Corporation  Counsel  or  the  officer 
or  officers  succeeding  to  his  functions  pur- 
suant to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  5  of  1952."  " 

Page  9,  line  24,  strike  "Sxc.  11"  and  insert 
In  Ueu  thereof  "S«c.  12." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise  and 
report  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with 
sundry  amendments,  with  the  recom- 
mendation   that   the    amendments    be 


agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  HoEvxN,  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit- 
tee, having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3655)  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control 
Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the  control  of 
the  consumption  of  alcoholic  beverages 
in  certain  clubs  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  for  other  purposes,  had  directed 
him  to  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sunclry  amendments,  with  the  rec- 
ommendation that  the  amendments  be 
agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  and  all 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
demand  a  separate  vote  on  the  first  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  2. 

The  SPEAKER.  'Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 
If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gross. 

The  balance  of  the  committee  amend- 
ments were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKKR.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  amendment  cm  which  a  separate  vote 
has  been  demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  6,  after  the  word  "premises", 
strike  out  down  to  and  Including  all  of 
line  11. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  ayes  ap- 
peared to  have  it. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present  and  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  pres- 
ent. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
withhold  his  point  of  order  for  a  mo- 
ment, Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  sub- 
mit a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
submit  it. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  During  the  discussion 
this  afternoon,  at  the  request  of  the  other 
side  we  withheld  the  vote  on  certain 
leglslatiotvand  carried  it  over  as  the  first 
order  of  business  on  Wednesday.  May 
I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  would  be  con- 
siderate enough  to  withhold  his  objec- 
tion to  the  vote  on  this  amendment  so 
that  it  may  come  up  as  the  second  order 
of  business  when  we  meet  on  Wednesday 
next?  

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  that  will  not  jeopardize  the  gentle- 
man's rights. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion, Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
further  proceedings  in  connection  with 
the  amendment  and  the  bill  will  be  post- 
poned vmtil  Wednesday  next. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  I^trict  of  Columbia  has 
no  further  business  for  today. 
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Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
parliamentary  inqiiiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  am 
I  correct  in  sasring  that  the  second  order 
of  business  on  Wednesday  next  will  be 
a  rollcall  on  this  amendment 

The  SPEAKER.  Not  a  rollcall;  it  will 
be  a  vote  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
made  the  point  of  order  ttiat  a  quorum 
was  not  present,  and  under  those  cir- 
cumstances the  rollcall  is  automatic.  I 
will  not  agree  to  any  withholding  of  it 
unless  there  is  a  rollcall,  because  a  roll- 
call is  automatic.  I  think  the  Speaker 
will  agree  that  a  quorum  is  not  present 
now. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  Is 
mistaken  in  his  impreosion.  Today  a 
rollcall  would  be  automatic,  but  not  on 
Wednesday,  unless  the  House  so  orders. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  m'ant  to 
agree  to  anything  like  that,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  It  has  already  been 
agreed  to.  The  gentleman  has  forfeited 
any  rights  he  might  have.  I  am  very 
sorry  if  he  did  not  understand  the  situa- 
tion. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing title: 

H.  R.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  BEAMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  Thursday,  March  26.  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  legislative  program  of 
the  day  and  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


HOPE  AIRFIELD 


Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectio-;  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  last 
Friday,  March  20, 1953.  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon,  Senator  Morsk. 
made  a  speech  in  that  body  across  the 
Capitol  in  which  extensive  reference  was 
made  to  the  reactivation  and  utilization 
by  the  Air  Force  of  existing  facilities  on 
a  base  at  Hope.  Ark.,  in  my  district.  He 
read  into  the  Record  a  letter  which  he 
received  from  the  mayor  of  the  city  of 
Hope,  and  the  president  of  the  Hope 
Chamber  of  Commerce.  He  included  in 
the  Record  a  memorandum,  which  was 
sent  with  the  letter,  giving  statistical  in- 
formation as  to  the  availability  of  facili- 
ties to  accommodate  such  a  project,  all 
of  which,  of  course,  is  true. 

The  Senator  had  just  completed  what 
he  referred  to  as  a  major  speech,  and 
went  into  a  session  of  his  committee  of 
the  Independent  Party.  As  one  of  the 
first  items  of  his  committee  work,  he 
stated  that  he  wished  to  take  up  a  little 
problem  in  Arkansas,  and  thus  followed 


his  discussion  of  the  utilization  of  the 
Hope  Air  Base.  I  have  not  had  any 
occasion  to  discuss  it  with  him. 

While  I  appreciate  the  interest  the 
Senator  has  shown  in  the  utlUzatioii  of 
this  project,  with  which  I  am  in  thor- 
ough accord,  I  would  not  want  the  Rec- 
ord to  imply  that  his  Independent  Party 
is  the  only  one  interested  in  the  reactiva- 
tion and  the  utilization  of  this  large  air 
base  in  the  public  interest.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  in  the  last  few  months 
about  "the  public's  interest,  economy  in 
Government,  and  the  savings  to  the  tax- 
jjayers  of  this  country"  by  Democrats 
and  Republicans  as  well.  What  we  all 
hope  to  see  is  the  actual  accomplishment 
of  these  objectives  in  providing  for  ade- 
quate national  security. 

This  project  affects  the  people  of  my 
district,  and  quite  naturally  I  am  tre- 
mendously interested  in  it.  Hope  is  the 
county  seat  of  Hempstead  County.  Ark. 
It  is  my  native  county  and  I  have  very 
warm  and  close  ties  to  the  people  of  the 
county.  Certainly  they  are  interested 
in  the  appropriate  and  proper  utilization 
of  this  base  by  the  Air  Force.  The  sur- 
rounding communities  throughout  the 
south  and  southwestern  part  of  our  State 
have  become  intensely  interested. 

This  interest  does  not  stem  only  from 
a  personal  desire.  Mr.  Speaker,  but  these 
people  are  taxpayers  and  they,  too,  are 
interested  in  economy  in  Government 
and  saving  on  these  huge  expansion  pro- 
grams wherever  and  whenever  it  is 
possible. 

To  be  sure  we  are  all  committed  to 
an  adequate  national  defense  program  in 
the  interest  of  our  own  security.  Elvery- 
one  realizes  full  well  that  it  is  costly.  At 
the  same  time,  we  are  all  committed  to 
a  program  of  economy  and  it  is  economy 
to  utilize,  whenever  possible,  facilities 
that  we  have  available. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  this  time  of  the 
House  in  further  explanation  of  this 
problem  and  to  fully  explain  and  clarify 
the  record. 

In  the  early  part  of  World  War  n,  the 
Government  established  the  SouUiwest- 
em  Proving  Ground  in  my  native  county, 
a  few  miles  north  of  this  city  of  Hope. 
The  Government  took  over  nearly  60.000 
acres  of  the  finest  land  in  the  heart  of 
the  county.  Including  half  of  the  com- 
munity where  I  was  born  and  reared. 
This  project  was  used  in  the  testing  of  all 
kinds  of  explosives,  shells,  large  and 
small,  and  various  types  of  bombs. 

In  connection  with  this  proving 
ground,  this  large  airport  was  construct- 
ed. It  was  not  the  usual  type  of  light 
construction  for  training  purposes,  and 
so  forth,  but  substantial  construction  to 
accommodate  the  heaviest  of  our  bomb- 
ers and  all  kinds  of  aircraft. 

This  airport  cost  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  several  millions  of  dollars. 
There  is  included  with  it  some  2,000  acres 
of  land.  There  are  3  runways  of  thick 
concrete  construction,  with  a  most 
substantial  foundation — more  than  1 
mile  in  length — 150  feet  in  width,  ap- 
propriate taxiways  and  a  large  perma- 
nent hangar,  constructed  of  brick  and 
steel.  It  was  constructed  as  a  permanent 
facility  for  heavy  use.  It  took  a  lot  of 
money  of  the  taxpayers  to  pay  for  it.   • 

After  the  war,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  prov- 
ing ground  was  closed  out,  and  I  might 


say  parenthetically,  this  area  was  left  In 
a  disparagingly  diepreciated  economic 
condition — and  that  Is  putting  it  mildly. 

This  huge,  costly  airport  was  aban- 
doned and  turned  over  to  the  city  of 
Hope,  under  the  Surplus  Property  Act. 
for  $1.  Though  the  city  has  kept  it  up 
and  it  Is  In  excellent  condition.  It  has 
laid  there  idle  during  these  jrars. 

Following  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean 
war,  when  we  found  ourselves  again  so 
wholly  unprepared,  an  expansion  pro- 
gram was  undertaken  by  all  of  our  serv- 
ices and  appropriately  so.  Beginning  in 
1950.  the  Air  Force  developed  over  a  pe- 
riod of  time  a  tremendous  expansion 
program  throughout  the  country.  All 
kinds  of  projects  for  coordinating  pro- 
gram, costing  billioDs  of  dollars,  have 
been  programed. 

While  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  all 
airports  constructed  in  World  War  II 
could  not  possibly  be  used  to  any  advan- 
tage, because  of  their  type  of  construc- 
tion, we  have,  I  think,  appropriately 
raised  the  question  of  why  these  especi- 
ally larKe.  well  constructed  and  perma- 
nent facilities,  are  not  being  ised  in  con- 
nection with  this  program  instead  of  go- 
ing out  into  broad  new  areas  axvd  starting 
from  scratch.  The  people  of  this  area 
see  this  costly  project  laying  out  there 
every  day.  They  know  what  it  is  and 
they  have  a  right  to  raise  the  question 
as  to  why  such  a  project  is  not  used  to 
good  advantage  when  it  is  already  avail- 
able. Certainly  a  subtantial  nucleus  so 
valuable,  which  could  be  made  available, 
without  the  cost  of  1  cent  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, could  be  utilized  advantageous- 
ly and  at  a  savings  to  the  taxpayers. 

The  fact  that  the  Senator  referred  to 
this  in  his  speech  last  Friday  was  not 
the  first  time  the  Air  Force  has  been  Im- 
portuned and  urged  to  consider  the  ap- 
propriate utilization  of  these  facilities. 

Some  2  years  ago.  when  the  Air  Force 
was  considering  its  expansion  program, 
I  urged  that  they  consider  the  appro- 
priate use  of  this  facility.  I  was  told  that 
investigation  of  the  possible  use  of  this 
airbase  was  made  and  perliaps  it  was. 
Mr.  Speaker,  but  if  it  was.  no  one  in  the 
area  of  the  airport  knew  about  any  in- 
vestigation made  of  its  use.  In  fact,  it 
appears  that  regardless  of  the  apparent 
savings  that  might  be  made  that  all  these 
p-.ojects  mu.st  be  within  the  vicinity  of 
the  large  cities,  which  policy  I  question 
seriously. 

During  the  course  of  this  plannhig 
program  there  were  several  times  that 
I  took  steps  in  calling  to  the  attention 
the  advantages  that  could  be  realized  by 
using  such  available  and  established 
projects. 

A  few  weeks  ago,  the  new  Secretary  of 
Defense,  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson,  directed 
a  review  of  all  of  these  projects  in  the 
planning  and  development  stages  for  our 
expansion  program.  One  of  the  nation- 
ally known  commentators,  Mr.  Frank 
Edwards,  over  his  Mutual  network  pro- 
gram, called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
economy  in  this  program  of  ours  could 
be  made  by  utilizing  well  constructed 
and  permanent  projects  already  in  ex- 
istence. He  referred,  as  an  example,  to 
the  availability  of  this  airport  at  Hope. 
Ark. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  realize  I  am  not 
qualified  to  tell  our  Air  Force  where  and 
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what  type  of  projects  they  should  de- 
viiup,  that  will  provide  for  us  the  kind 
of  programs  and  the  security  which  we 
rau."5t  have.  I  am  convinced,  however. 
that  this  is  a  strategic  location,  quite  ac- 
ce•^Ible  to  our  programs  and  for  the  pur- 
poses of  these  programs. 

Consequently,  on  March  3,  1953,  I  di- 
rected a  letter  to  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson. 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  calling  to  his 
attention  the  availability  of  this  big  mil- 
itary airport.  I  referred  to  the  new  air- 
ports and  airport  facilities  being  con- 
Etructed  under  our  national  defense  pro- 
pram  from  the  ground  up.  I  again  ex- 
plained that  our  people  wanted  to  know 
why  this  expensive  airport,  which  is  idle, 
is  not  being  utilized  in  our  expansion 
prniiram.  at  a  savings  no  doubt  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sf-ni  to  include  with  my  remarks  a  copy 
of  the  letter  to  the  Secretary,  together 
v^i'h  other  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ar- 
kaii.'^as? 

I  here  was  no  objection. 

Mr  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wrote 
a  similar  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  P'orce,  Mr.  Talbott,  and  also,  to  our 
colUar-ue  and  chairman  of  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee.  Mr.  John  Tabir,  and 
our  colleague,  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Si  rvices  Committee.  Mr.  Dewey  Short. 
I  felt  that  I  should  again  bring  this  to 
iho  attention  of  the  appropriate  parties. 
who  are  in  positions  of  leadership  and 
thus  responsibilities  in  connection  with 
surh  matters. 

Ii  15,  in  my  opinion,  sound  procedure 
to  lake  advantage  of  any  existing  facil- 
ity that  is  suitable  to  the  program  that 
ue  must  have  for  the  preservation  of  our 
freedom. 

There  have  been  several  editorials 
written  in  a  number  of  the  leading  daily 
newspapers  throuj?hout  this  area.  Not 
only  the  paper  at  Hope,  but  at  Texar- 
kaiia,  nearby,  and  at  Prescott,  Nashville, 
Camden.  Magnolia,  and  other  prominent 
places.  They  are  all  familiar  with  this 
project  and  contend  that  in  the  interest 
of  economy,  the  Government  should 
make  use  of  this  unused  facility.  They 
»' ive  written  strong  editorials  in  support 

v»     It. 

Now  It  is  quite  strange  and  most  In- 
toie^^ting  that  about  the  only  reason  the 
Air  Force  gives  in  justification  for  not 
utilizinK  this  facility  is  that  they  have 
tot  to  have  a  large  city  for  these  proj- 
ects, in  order  that  the  personnel  can  be 
ab.sorbed  properly  in  the  community. 
While  I  fully  realize  the  desirability 
and  the  necessity  of  community  facili- 
ties in  connection  with  any  project,  the 
position  of  the  Air  Force  in  this  instance 
ih  most  absurd. 

We  had  a  conference  with  officials  cf 
the  Air  Force  this  morning  at  the  Penta- 
gon. The  amazing  position  they  take 
which  seems  to  permeate  the  entire 
ortianization,  and  especially  the  opera- 
tional department,  is  not  what  facility 
miKht  be  available  for  utilization  in  the 
e.xpansion  program  but  how  big  Is  the 
area  in  the  immcKliate  vicinity.  While 
they  .said  it  was  not  an  ironclad  policy 
but  it  was  a  rule-of-thumb  that  a 
certain  size  installation  comparable  to 
one  wing  had  to  be  in  the  vicinity  of 
i>ome  city  with  a  Twinimi.m  d  35,000 


population.  If  it  were  to  be  a  facility 
comparable  to  a  two-wing  operation,  the 
community  had  to  have  a  Tninimniw  of 
55,000  population.  This  was  the  first 
time  I  had  ever  heard  of  such  require- 
ment of  the  Air  Force  for  any  such 
facility. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  the 
position  of  the  Air  Force,  which  I  think 
is  an  arbitrary  one  that  every  area  in  this 
country  is  ruled  out  of  consideration  un- 
less it  was  one  of  the  larger  populated 
metropolitan  centers.  I  am  sure  this 
statement  of  pohcy  or  rule-of-thumb 
will  be  quite  interesting  to  all  of  the  areas 
of  the  Umted  States,  with  a  population 
of  less  than  35,000. 

On  the  other  hand  the  City  of  Hope, 
Ark.,  has  a  population  of  almost  10.000 
people;  within  15  miles  is  Prescott,  Ark., 
with  nearly  5.000;  within  20  miles  to  the 
north  Is  the  city  of  Nashville,  with  a 
population  of  4.000;  and  then  to  the  west 
is  the  city  of  Texarkana.  within  35  miles 
and  a  population  of  40.000. 

The  commvmity  of  Hope  itself,  ab- 
sorbed and  took  care  of  some  1,500  fami- 
lies in  connection  with  the  Southwestern 
Proving  Ground  project  during  the  re- 
cent World  War.  The  only  such  facili- 
ties constructed  by  the  Government  at 
that  time  was  some  23  or  more  fine  homes 
for  the  Officer  personnel.  These  houses 
are  there  and  available.  There  are  sev- 
eral adjoining  towns  within  a  few  miles 
which  have  since  increased  available 
facilities  and  provide  ample  means  of 
absorbing  any  personnel  and  the  families 
that  would  come  into  the  community  for 
such  a  project. 

Everyone  in  this  House.  Mr.  Speaker, 
knows  that  to  establish  projects  of  any 
substantial  size  near  the  big  cities  will 
require  this  Government  to  furnish  the 
community  facilities  even  the  schools  for 
the  children.  Housing  and  various  types 
of  accommodations  are  obviously  critical 
in  these  large  metropolitan  centers. 

I  firmly  believe  that  their  most  recent 
excuse  is  no  excuse  at  all.  I  have  been 
very  close  to  this  problem  for  years — all 
during  World  War  n  and  since.  I  think 
a  more  thorough  investigation  would  be 
justified. 

I  think  we  should  know  more  about 
the  suitability  of  this  expensive  project 
for  an  appropriate  utilization  in  connec- 
tion with  our  defense  program. 

I  am  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
Introducing  a  resolution  which  would 
authorize  and  direct  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee,  which  has  legisla- 
tive jurisdiction  over  our  military  estab- 
lishments, to  make  an  investigation  as 
to  the  advisability  of  the  use  of  these 
facilities  in  the  public  interest  and  in 
support  of  our  national  defense  program. 
As  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  the  chairman  of  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  of  this  House,  has 
said,  that  it  certainly  seems  like  a  situa- 
tion where  they— the  Air  Force — could 
save  a  sizable  sum  of  money  by  using 
what  they  have.  We  are  entitled  to 
know  the  facts  and  a  report  in  this 
manner  would  obviously  develop  the 
iictual  situation. 

I  shall  ask  the  Rules  Committee  to 
report  this  resolution  and  I  feel  sure  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  in  carrying 
out  its  responsibilities  would  want  to 
develop  this  question  in  the  interest  of 


the  public,  as  ^'ell  as  economy  in  our  ef- 
forts for  a  well  established  and  sound 
defense  program. 

CoNCUBS  or  THS  XJtrmo  States. 

Housi:  or  Rkpsksemtativ^, 
Washington.  D.  C,  March  3,  1953. 
Hon.  CHAn.Ks  E.  Wii.9oif . 

Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Pentagon,  '. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dkab  Ms.  Szcrxtast:  As  Secretary  of 
our  Defense  Establishment  you  have  the  pri- 
mary responsibility  for  our  national  secxirlty 
and  the  expenditures  of  the  major  part  of 
our  Federal  budget.  You.  with  President 
Elsenhower,  are  committed  to  an  economy 
program  in  connection  with  our  national  de- 
fense activities.  We  Xnow  you  are  making 
every  effort  to  reduce  expenditures  where 
possible. 

New  airports  and  airport  facilities  are  be- 
ing constructed  under  our  national  defense 
program.  You  propose  a  huge  development 
in  the  vicinity  of  Little  Rock.  Ark.,  as  well 
as  other  places  In  the  Southwest.  You  have 
just  received  a  letter  from  the  Honorable 
John  L.  Wilson,  mayor  of  Hope.  Ark.,  with 
reference  to  the  utUlzatlon  of  the  airport 
near  that  city  which  cost  several  mUUons  of 
dollars  in  World  War  II.  My  people  want  to 
know  why  this  expensive  airport,  which  la 
Idle,  is  not  beiag  utilized  in  this  program, 
thereby  saving  many  millions  of  dollars  of 
the  taxpayers  that  would  t>e  necessary  to  con- 
struct new  facilities  out  and  out. 

This  airport  was  constructed  in  World  War 
n  to  accommodate  the  heaviest  of  our 
bombers.  It  is  still  intact  and  has  been  kept 
up  by  the  city  of  Hope.  It  has  three  con- 
crete runways.  150  feet  wide  and  more  than  a 
mile  long.  There  is  available  a  huge  brick 
and  steel  building  with  suitable  equipment, 
aprons,  and  taxiways.  The  city  owns  2.000 
acres  in  this  airport  and  Is  offering  to  make 
It  available  to  the  Government  for  utilization 
without  cost. 

The  city  of  Hope  and  community  could  and 
will  absorb  all  the '  personnel  that  will  b« 
necessary  at  such  a  bomber  base  as  you  pro- 
pose to  construct  In  the  Southwest. 

Mr.  Frank  Edwards,  nationally  known  com- 
mentator. Mutual  Broadcasting  Co..  has  given 
this  nationwide  publicity  and  appropriately 
so.  because  of  the  saving  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars to  the  tftxpayera  of  the  country.  I 
understand  he  has  discussed  it  with  your 
Air  Force  people  and  the  only  excuse  given 
for  not  utilizing  the  air  base  Is  the  question 
of  the  community  not  being  able  to  absorb 
the  necessary  jjersonnel  and  their  families. 
I  should  like  to  remind  you  that  in  World 
War  n  this  community  absorbed  and  took 
care  of  5,000  people  in  the  construction  and 
operation  of  the  Southwest  Proving  Ground. 
It  can  and  will  do  it  again  with,  I  believe, 
much  lesser  ouUay  than  will  be  required  at 
some  other  bases  you  propose  to  spend  so 
much  for  the  needed  facilities.  This  line 
sturdy  and  well -constructed  airport  but  built 
by  the  taxpayers'  money  for  World  War  II 
and  why  not  ijse  It  In  the  Interest  of  the 
program,  economy,  and  operation  and  a  sav- 
ing to  the  taxpayers. 

I  join  with  the  people  In  that  area  In  bring- 
ing this  to  your  attention,  urging  yotu  con- 
sideration and  an  Inunedlate  reply. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Okxn  Hakris, 
Ueviber  of  Congress. 

HoTTsz  or  Repbxsxntattvxs, 
CoMMnrxz  on  AppaoPxiAnoNS. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Hon.  OazN  HAaais, 

Member  of  Congress. 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Coixxaoiti:  I  wish  to  thank  you  for 
yoiu-  letter  of  the  8d  In  WHinection  with 
the  Air  Force  base  near  Hope.  Ark.  I  am 
asking  the  subconusittee  that  banrttoa  miU- 
tary  construction  to  look  Into  thts  matter. 
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It  certainly  Menu  to  aound  like  a  situation 
where  tbey  eoold  aave  a  elaable  sum  of  money 
by  using  what  they  have. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

John  Tabeb,  CTiatrman. 

Tm  Secbvtabt  or  Dsvcnes. 
Waahinffton,  D.  C.  March  9,  1953. 
Hon.  OizN  Hauus, 

House  of  Representatives. 

DKAa  Ma.  Habbu:  This  Is  In  response  to 
your  letter  at  March  3.  urging  utilization  by 
the  Air  Force  of  airport  facilities  at  Hope. 
Ark. 

Initial  responsibility  tor  «electlon  and  de- 
▼elopment  of  Air  Force  bases  rests  with  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force.  Accordingly, 
I  have  referred  your  letter,  as  well  as  the 
one  on  the  same  subject  addressed  to  me 
by  the  mayor  of  Hope.  Ark.,  which  you  men- 
tioned, to  Secretary  Talbott,  so  that  he  may 
know  of  your  Interest  In  this  nuitter. 

Jou  may  be  assured  that  fun  coiulderation 
will  be  given  to  the  arguments  you  have  pre- 
sented. I  have  asked  Secretary  Talbott  to 
communicate  with  you  directly  and  because 
of  my  Interest  In  this  Important  matter,  have 
requested  that  he  furnish  me  a  copy  of  his 
reply. 

Sincerely, 

C.  E.  WiLSOw. 


GOVERNMENT  PROCUREMENT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  SuTToif  J  is  recognized  for  30 
minutes. 

-  Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  al- 
ways a  very  unpleasant  task  when  you 
are  compelled  to  make  some  derogatory 
remarks  about  people  from  youi  home 
State.  I  regret  that  is  my  task  today. 
I  am  having  to  bring  the  name  of  a  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  the  State  of 
Tennessee  Into  the  Record.  Due  to  the 
fact  that  I  think  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
States  get  100  percent  value  out  of  the 
tax  dollar,  it  is  necessary  that  I  bring 
this  to  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

If  ther?  ever  was  a  time  when  we  need 
to  cut  expenses  everywhere  we  can,  to 
balance  the  budget  and  to  reduce  taxes, 
it  is  today.  People  throughout  the  coun- 
try are  clamoring  at  the  Members  of 
Congress  to  do  exactly  that  Being  one 
Member  that  has  voted  against  tax  in- 
creases in  the  last  two  sessions  of  Con- 
gress, I  do  not  think  I  could  uphold  the 
oath  as  a  Member  of  Congress  for  three 
terms  unless  I  expose  those  who  are  try- 
ing to  hoodwink  the  taxpayers  of  this 
Government.  It  so  happens.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, that  in  the  State  of  Tennessee  there 
are  two  men,  two  corporations  I  should 
say.  that  make  garbage  disposal  trucks. 
There  are  only  two  concerns  in  the 
United  States  that  make  multiple  con- 
tainers for  refuse.  One  of  them  Is  known 
as  the  Dempster  Dumpster.  The  cor- 
poration is  owned  primarily  by  George 
Dempster  who  is  the  mayor  of  Knoxville. 
I  have  the  privilege  of  knowing  George 
Dempster  personally.  He  spoke  at  my 
home  town  of  Lawrenceburg,  Tenn.,  at  a 
Rotary  Club  ladies'  night,  and  speaking 
of  somebody  that  gave  the  Republicans 
the  devil,  he  did  a  wonderful  job.  but 
the  trouble  was  it  was  after  the  election. 
The  other  corporation  is  known  as 
Brooks  .Miftxnent.  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Brooks.  Sut  I  am  speaking  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  people  in  my  district  in 


order  that  we  might  bring  this  to  your 
attention  in  the  hope  that  something  can 
be  done  to  save  the  taxpayers  some 
money. 

Some  3  years  ago  It  ceme  to  my  atten- 
tion that  there  were  certain  people  over 
in  the  Pentagon  who  have  been  writing 
specifications  where  no  concern  in  the 
United  States  could  bid  on  garbage-dis- 
posal invitations  except  Dempster.  I 
do  not  think  that  is  right  because  in  my 
opinion,  anytime  anyone  does  business 
with  this  Government,  they  should  have 
competition  in  their  bidding  so  that  we 
might  save  the  taxpayers  a  little  money 
through  competitive  bidding.  I  call  this 
to  the  attention  of  various  members  in 
the  Pentagon  Building.  On  different  oc- 
casions, of  course,  the  speciflcat'ons 
were  reworded  where  Brooks  and  Demp- 
ster both  could  bid.  Two  years  ago  on 
one  contract  we  saved  $120,000.  That 
contact  was  with  the  Marine  Corps.  So 
for  some  3  years  I  have  been  watching  the 
specifications  and  every  time  an  invita- 
tion to  bid  was  issued  I  would  ask  that 
it  be  changed  so  that  they  could  have 
competition  in  the  bidding  and  not  have 
a  monopoly  bid.  Last  year  they  prom- 
ised they  would  discontinue  to  issue 
monopoly  specifications.  They  claimed 
they  were  going  to  let  the  Army  engi- 
neers draw  up  the  specifications  and 
pass  them  on  to  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  for  approval  so  that  no 
concern  could  have  a  monopoly  in  bid- 
ding on  truck  refuse  multiple  containers, 
better  kno^Ti  to  us  as  garbage-disposal 
units.  On  December  27.  1951.  they  v^TOte 
the  specifications  but  it  so  happened 
that  at  that  time  there  were  no  bids 
open.  There  were  no  invitations  for 
bids.  Then  again  on  August  1. 1952.  they 
Issued  a  specification  known  as  military 
T  11663  A.  This  specification  was  drawn 
up  by  Colonel  Hafto's  office  over  in  the 
Corps  of  Engineers.  Mr.  Walter  Bon- 
nett  was  the  author  of  it  I  understand. 
I  am  not  saying  that  anyone  has  been 
bribed  in  this  Government  of  ours  in 
these  particular  incidents.  I  just  want 
to  give  you  the  facts  that  I  know  be- 
cause I  could  not  prove  any  willful 
wrongdoing.  But  I  will  say  this.  There 
has  been  some  conniving,  by  whom.  I  do 
not  know.  But  I  think  it  should  be  cut 
out.  It  is  true.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
name  Dempster  Dumpster  Is  not  men- 
tioned in  this  military  specification  but 
this  specification  Is  so  drawn  that  no 
one  in  the  United  States  can  bid  on  this 
garbage  disposal  except  Dempster 
Dumpster.  On  March  20  this  year  an 
invitation  was  issued  for  bids  on  Navy 
No.  809.  It  WPS  supposed  to  be  let  on  the 
20th  of  March.  The  delivery  price  on 
this  article  was  supposed  to  be 
$385,911.53.  I  contacted  Colonel  Sloan. 
our  naval  liaison  at  the  naval  liaison 
oflBce,  who  called  It  to  the  attention  of 
the  Quartermaster  General  of  the  Marine 
Corps.  To  date  that  contract  has  not 
been  given  to  anyone.  It  has  not  been 
opened.  But  that  is  only  $358,000.  On 
March  30  of  this  month  there  is  another 
bid  coming  up.  It  is  Army  Engineering 
No.  1118.453A367  which  bid  wiU  amount 
to  over  a  million  dollars.  What  I  am 
calling  to  the  attention  of  the  House  Is 
the  fact  that  no  one  can  bid  on  this 
order  except  George  Dempster  of  Knox- 
ville. Tenn.    To  me  it  is  rather  strange 


they  issue  the  specifications  so  they  can 
only  receive  a  monopolistic  bid. 

On  page  2  of  the  military  specifica- 
tion. "T  1163A."  under  paragraph  3.7. 
"Hoist-haul  unit,"  here  Is  some  of  the 
fine  print: 

The  hoisting  mechanism  shall  be  so  de- 
signed And  balanced  on  the  truck  chassis 
as  to  operate  Independently  of  any  auxUlary 
Jack. 

It  so  happens  that  Dempster  Dumpster 
has  a  patent  on  their  product  which 
excludes  the  Jack.  Therefore  no  one 
else  can  bid. 

Then,  on  page  3,  there  Is  another  little 
line  hke  this: 

The  top  door  area  shall  not  be  less  thaa 
80  percent  of  the  largest  horizontal  cross- 
sectional  area  of  the  container. 

Dempster  has  a  patent  on  this.  Even 
though  it  is  79  percent  of  the  door  area, 
no  one  could  qualify  to  bid  on  this, 
because  £)empster  has  the  patent,  and 
they  are  the  only  ones  in  the  United 
States  who  can  qualify. 

On  page  3.  here  is  another  one  of 
these  fine- line  specifications: 

The  discharge  opening  area  shall  be  not 
less  than  90  percent  of  the  largest  horizontal 
cross-sectional  area  of  the  container. 

It  so  happens  that  E>emp6ter  h&s  the 
patent  on  that — 90  percent  and  above. 
No  one  else  can  bid  under  that  proviso. 

All  the  way  through  the  specifications 
there  are  provisions  which  only  describes 
the  Dempster  Dumpster. 

I  like  to  see  money  come  to  Tennes- 
see. I  like  to  see  as  much  as  possible 
come  there.  There  are  only  two  con- 
cerns in  the  United  States  that  make 
these  garbage  disposals.  Both  of  them 
are  in  Knoxville,  Tenn.  Both  of  them 
went  into  business  at  about  the  same 
time.  But  we  must  be  on  the  alert 
and  save  the  taxpayers  every  dollar  pos- 
sible. Of  course,  when  it  comes  down 
to  garbage-disposal  trucks,  they  must 
come  from  Tennessee,  because  no  other 
concerns  make  them  except  the  two  in 
Tennes.see.  But  what  I  do  not  like  to 
see  is  someone  in  the  Pentagon  approve 
a  specification  where  no  one  except 
George  Dempster  can  bid  because  of 
prohibitive  clauses  in  the  specifica- 
tions; regardless  of  the  price,  which  the 
Government  sets,  at  $368,000,  George 
Dempster  can  say  $500,000.  and  there 
is  nothing  we  can  do  except  to  pay,  be- 
cau.se  his  is  the  only  concern  in  the 
United  States  that  can  comply  with  the 
specifications. 

I  do  not  like  monopolies.  They  are 
unhealthy  for  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  should  connive, 
draw  up  specifications  where  there  can- 
not be  competition.  It  Is  nice  for  the 
man  who  is  doing  the  selling,  but  It  is 
unhealthy  for  the  taxpayers  of  the 
Nation.  I  do  not  think  I  would  be 
doing  my  duty  to  my  people  If  I  did 
not  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention 
of  the  Congress.  As  I  say.  I  am  not 
accusing  anyone  of  accepting  or  pay- 
ing a  bribe,  but  I  do  say  that  in  my 
opinion  there  is  some  conniving  going  on. 

I  called  this  to  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I  talked 
to  Mr.  Courtney,  one  of  the  attorneys. 
He  suggested  that  I  bring  it  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  after  talking  with 
the  Navy  about  it.     I  am  bringing  It  to 
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our  attention,  In  the  hope  that  we  can 
protect  the  taxpayers  by  cutting  out 
such  monopolistic  tactics  as  some  people, 
not  only  in  Tennessee,  but  in  the  Penta- 
gon, willfully  and  knowingly  condone 
sucn  tactics. 

Mr  Speaker,  T  hope  that  the  Commlt- 
tp.'  on  Armed  Services  of  the  House  will 
c.ipck  into  this  with  the  Army,  the  Navy. 
nnd  the  Marine  Corps,  and  will  come  up 
»iih  some  solution  whereby  we  can  save 
the  taxpayers  some  money.  If  there  is 
one  thing  we  need  to  do  in  this  country, 
u  IS  to  see  that  the  overburdened  tax- 
payers are  given  some  relief,  some  re- 
duction of  taxes. 


INTERIM  AUTHORITY  TO  THE 
SPEAKER  AND  THE  CLERK  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  until 
Wedrwsday  next  the  Clerk  be  authoriaed 
to  receive  messages  from  the  Senate  and 
Uiat  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to  sign 
any  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
pas.sed  by  the  two  Houses  and  found 
truly  enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  af.k 
unanimous  consent  that  business  in  or- 
der on  Calendar  Wednesday  of  this  week 
may  be  dispensed  with. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 


THE  MASSACHUSETTS  TEXTILE 
INDUSTRY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  IMr.  LameI  Is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  Include  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  request 
is  plain  and  urgent. 

I  ask  that  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  be  authorized 
to  look  into  the  Defense  Department's 
textile  procurement  policies  to  determine 
if  the  requirements  of  defense  manpower 
policy  No.  4.  as  amended,  are  being  sabo- 
taged by  an  agency  of  our  Ctovemment. 

And,  in  doing  so,  I  hope  that  this  ad- 
ministration will  not  continue  to  ignore 
the  jobless  textile  workers  of  Massachu- 
setts who.  to  this  moment,  have  been 
considered  as  expendable  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

For  several  years  now  Washington  has 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  labor-surplus 
plight  of  New  England's  textile  Industry, 
which  is  centered  in  Massachusetts. 
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Perhaps  the  weight  of  sectional  politics 
had  something  to  do  with  this  dangerous 
indifference  toward  a  very  serious  prob- 
lem. 

Now.  with  a  new  Uneap.  perhaps  our 
thousands  of  unemployed  may  be  heard 
and  helped.  Instead  of  point  4  for 
Africa,  we  want  the  tenns  of  defense 
manpower  policy  No.  4  applied  to  rescue 
our  unemployed  millworkers  from  desti- 
tution. 

On  November  28.  1952.  an  amended 
Mimitions  Board  instruction  provided 
that  80-hour  plants — those  working  not 
more  than  two  shifts — would  only  have 
to  meet  the  average  price  paid  on  com- 
petitive bid  awards,  instead  of  the  lowest 
bid  in  order  to  get  priority.  And  the  rea- 
son for  this  change,  stripped  of  all  eva- 
sive language,  was  to  provide  relief  to 
suplus-labor  areas. 

Four  months  have  passed. 

Nothing  has  been  done. 

Those  of  our  mills  that  have  not  closed 
down  or  sold  out  are  working  less  than 
80  hours  per  w^ek. 

In  the  Greater  Lawrence.  Mass..  area — 
population  130.000 — between  ten  thou- 
sand and  eleven  thousand  were  out  of 
work  duiing  January  1053. 

This  flgiu-e  is  not  just  seasonal. 

Since  June  1949.  more  than  $33  million 
have  supported  the  commtinity  in  the 
form  of  bread-and-butter  unemploy- 
ment benefits. 

Similar  conditions  have  prevailed  for 
several  years  in  other  Massachusetts 
textile  cities  like  Lowell,  Pall  River,  and 
New  Bedford. 

And  still  the  Department  of  Defense 
continues  to  drag  its  feet  In  carrying 
out  the  orders  for  textile  procurement  in 
those  areas  that  are  fighting  for  eco- 
nomic survival. 

Why?    Why.> 

That  is  what  we  want  to  know. 

Blundering  delays  by  the  Defense  De- 
partment might  be  forgiven,  but  not  any 
conspiracy  to  shift  the  economy  of  any 
region  merely  to  suit  Its  own  convenience 
or  to  reward  legislative  friends  of  the 
past. 

That  Is  what  we  demand  to  find  out  by 
calling  defense  officials  before  an  Armed 
Forces  Subcommittee,  where  they  can  be 
questioned  in  public. 

Another  disturbing  question  arises 
concerning  the  $54  million  worth  of  such 
textile  pixfcurement  contracts  to  be  let 
out  during  the  present  fiscal  year.  As 
far  as  we  can  penetrate  the  fog  envelop- 
ing procurement,  cmly  $9  million  had 
been  spent  by  early  February.  How  is 
the  remaining  $45  million  to  be  ac- 
coimted  for?  The  refusal  on  the  part 
of  the  £>efense  Department  to  be  clear 
and  specific  on  this  point  cannot  be  ex- 
cused on  the  ground  that  this  informa- 
tion is  top  secret. 

Potential  enemies  know  the  number 
of  men  and  women  we  have  in  uniform, 
and  from  that  they  can  deduce  the 
amount  of  textile  goods  needed  to  clothe 
them.  So  why  is  there  any  need  for  a 
smokescreen,  if  procurement  oflBcials  are 
living  up  to  the  law? 

Only  3  months  r^nain  in  this  fiscal 
year,  jret  we  see  no  visible  sign  of  the 
set-aside  contracts  for  textiles  that  were 
supposed  to  be  awarded  as  some  measure 
of  assistance  to  the  lew  areas  that  are 


going  through  a  d^vession  in  the  midst 
of  a  boom. 

The  Federal  Goremment  cannot  side- 
step Its  obligation  to  help  these  areas. 
We  Insist  that  textile  contracts  be 
awarded — according  to  tlie  law — to 
plants  that  are  operating  less  than  80 
hours  a  week.  Not  only  from  now  on  but 
to  make  up  for  the  recent  months  dur- 
ing which  the  Government  failed  to  ful- 
fill this  legal  requirement. 

The  Defense  Department  is  faced  with 
mounting  public  criticism  of  its  failures 
in  several  fields. 

The  only  way  to  correct  this  bureau- 
cratic slow-motion  is  to  put  defense  offi- 
cials on  the  carpet.  whCTe  we  can  probe 
for  and  extract  the  facts  that  will  scare 
them  into  constructive  action. 

I  ask,  therefore,  that  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  of  the  House  examine  the 
whole  question  of  textile  procurement  for 
the  military  at  once. 

Greatzr  Lawkiince  Joint  Boabs, 

Texttlx  Workers  Union  or  AicnticA, 

Lawrence,  Mass.,  March  19.  1953. 
Congressman  Thomas  J.  Lane. 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Six:  It  should  not  be  necessary  for 
me  to  outline  In  detail  the  economic  condl- 
tlons  of  certain  parts  of  New  England,  par- 
ticularly those  sections  with  heavy  concen- 
trations of  the  textile  Industry,  auch  as 
Ijawrenoe,  Mass. 

Because  I  believe  most  strongly  that  the 
ills  of  the  textile  Industry  run  a  good  deal 
deeper  than  appears  on  the  surface,  I  urge 
you  to  bring  this  matter  to  the  floor  of  the 
Congress  with  the  suggestion  that  a  commit- 
tee be  set  up  to  inrestlgate  thoroughly  the 
textile  Industry  In  New  England,  with  a  view 
to  giving  concrete  help  In  solving  their  prob- 
lem. Although  the  placing  of  defense:  orders 
will  give  relief,  it  will  only  be  of  a  temporary 
nature.  SomethlHg  must  be  done  to  solve 
the  problem  of  ttie  New  England  textUe  In- 
dustry on  a  more  permanent  basis,  thus 
giving  Its  workers  some  security  and  help  la 
maintaining  an  economic  bidance  comparable 
to  workers  In  other  Industries  and  in  other 
sections  of  the  country. 

I  believe  that  an  investigation  wUl  show 
that  wage  differentials  and  man-hour  pro- 
ductivity are  by  no  means  the  entire  answer 
to  the  problem.  The  textile  Industry  In 
the  past  3  or  4  years  has  been  going  through 
a  revolutionary  change,  moeitly  due  to  the 
Introduction  of  man-made  fibers  such  as 
Dacron.  Orion,  Vlcara,  Dynel,  and  Acrllan. 

These  fibers  are  being  manufactured  by 
a  number  of  our  large  and  powerful  chemi- 
cal companies.  They  are  In  short  supply 
and  with  not  enough  of  the  raw  materials 
to  meet  the  demands,  tremendous  pressure 
could  be  put  on  those  companies  which  for 
one  reason  or  another  are  not  In  favorable 
positions  with  these  large  chemical  com- 
panies. 

It  seems  to  me  that  with  proper  Govern- 
ment Intervention  a  more  equitable  distribu- 
tion of  the  available  raw  materials  could  be 
agreed  upon,  which  I  feel  butc  would  bring 
a  great  measure  ot  relief  to  many  Kew 
England  companies.  I  feel  certain  that  an 
investigation  will  show  that  it  Is  the  worsted 
end  of  the  textile  Industry  which  Is  being 
hit  hardest,  for  It  Is  this  division  of  the  In- 
dustry which  manvifactures  the  fabrics  for 
suitings  and  dress  goods  which  Is  being 
pressed  by  the  synthetic  and  blended  fabrics. 

I  believe  such  a  committee  should  alao 
Investigate  the  amount  of  worsted  cloth  be- 
ing in^xsrted  Into  this  country  which  is  de- 
priving our  textile  workera  of  much  needed 
work.  Recently  while  in  New  York  City.  1 
vlalted  several  department  stores  and  waa 
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amazed  to  see  rack  alter  rack  with  thotiaanda 
of  sulta  and  topcoats  bearing  Imported 
labels,  mostly  from  Great  Britain. 

We  have  approximately  one  and  one 
quarter  mlUlon  textile  workers  In  this  coun- 
try and  I  believe  they  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect their  Government  to  give  earnest  con- 
sideration to  their  problems  which  have 
reached  such  serious  proportions. 
Very  truly  yours. 

AKTHTTB   W.   BlOWH. 

Director.  Greater  Latorence  Area. 


THE  HONORABLE  LYNDON  JOHNSON 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Patman]  is  recognized  for  15  min- 
utes. ,         ,       , 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  two  speeches. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  only  a 
few  weeks  ago.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  at- 
tending a  special  luncheon  meeting  of 
the  Texas  delegation.  It  was  held  to 
honor  the  distinguished  Democratic 
leader  of  the  Senate— that  great  Texan. 
Lyndon  B.  Johnson. 

At  that  meeting,  which  was  attended 
by  the  Governor  of  our  State,  we  pre- 
sented Lyndon  Johnson  with  a  plaque 
signed  by  every  member  of  the  delega- 
tion. On  that  plaque,  we  inscribed  these 
sentiments : 

To  Ltndon  B.  Johnson.  Dimocratic  Liadkr. 
UnmD  Statks  Sew  ATX ;  a  Progressive  and 
Practical  Public  Servant;  a  Legislator 
of  Vision  and  Judgment;  a  FATTHruL 
Tkxan  and  Lotal  Friend: 

We,  the  Texas  delegation  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, proudly  salute  you  as  one  who  has  at- 
tained the  heights  of  Senate  leadership 
through  brilliant  and  patriotic  service  at  an 
age  younger  than  any  other  man  In  history. 
You  have  brought  honor  to  our  State,  our 
Nation,  and  ovir  people.  This  the  13th  day 
ol  February  1953. 

I  think  most  of  us  would  subscribe  to 
those  sentiments — certainly  all  of  us  here 
who  worked  with  Lyndon  Johnson  when 
*  he  was  a  member  of  this  body.  We  Tex- 
ans  are  proud  of  the  honor  he  has 
brought  to  our  State.  We  know  that  the 
honor  flows  from  the  service  he  has  per- 
formed and  is  performing  for  Texas  and 
the  Nation. 

However.  I  think  I  have  a  special  rea- 
son for  pride  in  Lyndon  Johnson.  It  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  I  have  known  him 
practically  all  his  life.  I  have  watched 
him  grow  from  a  teen-aged  boy  playing 
on  the  grounds  of  the  S^ate  Capitol  at 
Austin  into  one  of  tiie  creat  statesmen 
of  our  day. 

When  I  first  entered  the  State  legisla- 
ture in  1921.  I  was  assigned  as  a  desk 
mate  to  his  father — the  late  Sam  John- 
son. It  was  a  stroke  of  good  fortune 
that  affected  the  course  of  my  entire  life. 

I  found  myself  in  contact  with  a  truly 
remarkable  man — a  man  of  courage  and 
conviction  whose  wise  counsel  and  sound 
judgment  was  a  beacon  lighting  the  way 
to  safe  passage  through  stormy  seas. 
Nothing  finer  could  have  happened  to  a 
fledgling  legislator. 

It  did  not  take  too  Ions  to  discover 
^  fhAt  this  truly  remarkable  man  had  pro- 


duced a  truly  remarkable  son.  As  he 
grew  to  maturity,  I  found  him  to  be  a 
man  mature  beyond  his  years — steadfast 
and  loyal — devoted  to  principle. 

I  have  come  to  depend  upon  him  as  I 
once  depended  upon  his  father.  Look- 
ing back,  I  would  say  unhesitatingly 
that  the  Johnson  family  has  a  royalty 
interest  in  anything  good  I  have  done  in 
my  life. 

When  Lyndon  Johnson  was  elected  to 
the  Senate,  I  predicted  that  he  would  be 
his  party's  floor  leader  before  his  first 
term  had  expired.  He  fulfilled  that  pre- 
diction. He  became  the  assistant  Demo- 
cratic floor  leader  in  his  third  year  and 
the  Democratic  floor  leader  in  his  fifth. 
His  colleagues  recognized  his  unusual 
qualities  almost  at  once. 

He  has  more  than  justified  their  con- 
fidence. 

Although  he  is  the  youngest  fioor  lead- 
er in  Senate  history,  he  has  succeeded 
in  putting  together  a  smooth -working 
team  without  parallel.  In  the  commit- 
tee a.ssignments.  he  combined  maturity 
and  experience  with  youth  and  vigor. 

The  result  has  been  a  Senate  Demo- 
cratic minority  which  is  harmonious — 
which  is  not  torn  by  dissensions — which 
works  together  in  mutual  trust  and  re- 
spect. It  is  a  minority  which  can  work 
constructively  for  the  country — not  just 
obstructively  in  the  hope  of  reelection. 

Recently,  Lyndon  Johnson  has  deliv- 
ered two  siJeeches  which  are  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  every  Member  of  this 
House. 

In  the  first,  he  discussed  the  problems 
that  face  a  minority  party  that  seeks 
to  work  as  a  constructive,  responsible 
group  of  men  and  women. 

In  the  second,  he  discussed  the  prob- 
lems of  defense  that  our  Nation  mu^t 
face  in  this  age  of  dictators. 

There  is  a  common  bond  that  ties 
these  two  speeches  together.  It  is  the 
thought  that  we  live  in  a  time  where 
the  politics  of  irresponsibility  is  the  pol- 
itics of  disaster.  It  is  the  thought  that 
the  minority  must  be  more  than  a  carp- 
ing critic — it  must  be  a  party  that  works 
as  earnestly  as  the  majority  for  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  Nation. 

He  recognizes  the  frightening  prob- 
lems which  burden  the  shoulders  of  our 
President  and  warns  against  the  petty 
partisanship  that  would  add  to  those 
burdens.  He  pledges  his  support  when 
the  President  goes  before  Congress  with 
the  difScult  decisions  that  are  right  for 
our  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  two  speeches  are 
important  documents — declarations  of 
policy  which  merit  the  attention  of  every 
American.  So  that  they  may  be  read 
and  studied.  I  ask  that  they  be  included 
at  this  point  in  the  Rscord  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks: 

Speech  or  How.  Ltntx)n  B.  Johnson,  ot 
Texas.  Betorx  Jej-ferson-Jackson  Dinnith, 
New  York  Cmr,  Saturday  Evening.  Feb- 
ruary 14.  1953 

Fellow  Democrats,  we  are  meeting  tonight 
to  dedicate  ourselves  to  the  future. 

As  a  political  party,  we  have  lost  a  national 
election.  But  we  have  not  lost  our  deter- 
mination to  serve  the  American  people.  With 
that  wlU  and  determination,  even  If  we  are 
a  minority,  we  are  an  undefeated  party. 

In  the  last  campaign,  we  presented  to  our 
fellow  Americans  a  candidate    who  stirred 


millions  of  people  by  talking  mdm,  in  words 
that  will  never  be  forgotten. 

Behind  those  great  Americans — Adlal 
Stevenson  and  John  Sparkman — the  Demo- 
cratic Party  mobilized  for  a  clean  and  honor- 
able tight.  We  lost — and  under  world  con- 
ditions probably  it  was  inevitable.  But  we 
have  maintained,  and  we  will  maintain,  our 
place  In  the  hearts  of  the  people  as  the  one 
truly  national  party. 

For  more  than  a  century  and  a  half,  the 
Democratic  Party  has  occupied  a  special 
position  In  American  life.  It  has  been  the 
one  party  big  enough  and  strong  enough  to 
unite  Americans  from  all  walks  of  life  and 
from  all  sections  of  the  United  States. 

Even  today,  the  Democratic  Party  can  be 
found  vital  and  aggressive.  In  every  part  of 
America.  North,  South.  East,  and  West — in 
the  strongest  bulwarks  of  Republicanism — 
E>emocrats  are  actively  at  work  rallying  the 
people. 

It  Is  only  In  periods  when  the  Democratic 
Party  appears  to  lose  its  character  as  a 
national  party  that  it  suffers  setbacks.  It  Is 
only  when  the  voices  of  a  few  pressure  groups 
drown  out  all  other  voices  that  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  loses. 

The  American  people  will  never  long  toler- 
ate a  political  party  dominated  exclusively — 
nor  one  that  appears  to  be  dominated— by 
any  special  group — be  it  labor,  caplul,  farm. 
North.  South.  East,  or  West. 

All  ore  entitled  to  proper  representation. 
None  are  entitled  to  complete  control. 

In  the  Senate,  we  have  done  our  Job  by 
welding  together  experience  and  youthful 
vigor;  seniority  and  new  talent.  The  Senate 
Democrats  have  established  themselves  not 
on  the  basis  of  sectionalism  but  on  the  basis 
of   working  for   the  whole   Nation. 

As  a  minority,  we  now  face  new  problems. 
We  also  face  new  temptations. 

There  are  two  courses  open  to  a  minority 
party.  It  can  Indulge  in  the  politics  of  par- 
tisanship, or  it  can  remain  true  to  the  poli- 
tics  uf    responsibility. 

The  first  course  is  tempting  to  the  weak. 
but  ultimately  would  b«  rejected  by  the 
American  people.  The  second  course  is  dif- 
ficult, but  Is  the  one  road  upon  which  we 
can  offer  leadership  to  the  American  people 
that  will  be  accepted. 

As  Americans,  we  are  facing  grave  prob> 
lems. 

The  clouds  of  economic  distress  are  form- 
ing on  the  horizon.  Already  our  farmers 
feel  the  pinch  of  recession.  The  issues  of 
war  or  peace — and  therefore  of  life  and 
death — loom  larger  and  more  menacing  with 
every  passing  day. 

The  politics  of  partisanship  may  entice 
some  to  trade  upon  the  distress  of  the 
American  people.  Against  such  partUanship, 
we  must  firmly  close  our  ranks. 

Our  dedication  mtut  be  to  the  politics  of 
responsibility — to  a  statesmanship  which  is 
based  upon  the  realization  that  we  cannot 
survive  unless  our  country  survives. 

No  course  will  be  successful  unless  that 
thought  becomes  our  guiding  stAr. 

The  role  of  a  minority  party  is  to  hammer 
out  a  program  that  wUl  solve  the  problems 
of  America — not  Just  to  obstruct  the  work 
of  the  majority  party.  The  American  peo- 
ple will  place  their  confidence  In  a  P*rty 
which  seelu  honestly  to  serve  them. 

There  is  before  us  a  great  opportunity. 

It  la  to  work  for  America — to  be  a  con- 
structive opposition,  not  an  obstructive 
minority — to  act  as  statesmen  dedicated  to 
the  national  welfare,  instead  of  political  op- 
portunism. 

In  the  measure  of  our  serrlc*  to  the  Amer- 
ican people,  they  wUl  have  confidence  in  us. 
In  the  measure  we  serve  our  Nation,  oui  Na- 
tion will  permit  us  to  serve. 

As  a  national  party — as  a  party  devotad  to 
responsibility — we  will  march  forward  to 
victory.  But  It  must  be  not  Just  victory  for 
the  Democratic  Party.  It  must  be  ft  vUtorf 
for  America. 
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Fellow  Democrats,   fellow  Americans,  our 

duiles  and  our  obligations  are  clear.  We 
have  lost  power  and  olBce.  But,  we  have 
maintained  the  right  to  fight  for  the  Amer- 
ican people. 

Let  us  dedicate  ourselves  to  future  afChiev*- 
ment  and  victory. 

Errrrn  or  Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson,  or 
TtXAS,  Delivered  on  the  Floor  or  the 
Senate,   March   16,    1953 

Mr  President,  within  the  last  week,  the 
w  .:cl  has  witnessed  two  of  the  most  brutal 
ar.il  unprovoked  acts  in  modem  times 

Two  aircraft — one  belonging  to  the  United 
SMten  and  the  other  to  Great  Britain — have 
been  shot  down  In  cold  blood.  They  were  at- 
t;u-ked — without  provocation — while  flying 
oil  routine,  nonbelligerent  mtealous. 

It  v^ould  serve  no  purpose  for  anyone  to 
we  thP'e  Incidents  as  a  springboard  for  a 
h\ clerical  dive  Into  panic.  They  are  seri- 
ous—indeed  grave.  We  have  been  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  only  too  evident  reality 
that  our  Nation  could  be  thrust  into  total 
war  iu  a  matter  of  houra. 

A  bliow  of  firmness  and  unity  on  our  part 
n.ay  convince  the  Communists  who  attacked 
our  men  that  there  must  be  reparations  and 
that  the  present  recklen  courae  must  end. 
However,  regardless  of  the  outcome  we  can- 
nit  a.Tord  to  tgrtorc  the  clear  wamliig  of  the 
past  3  days.  We  can  refuse  to  learn  this 
clear  lesson  only  at  the  peril  of  our  lives  and 
our  liberties. 

These  incidents  may  serve  to  awaken  us  to 
the  full  magnitude  of  our  danger.  If  we 
ii'A.ikfn  in  time,  we  can  count  ourselves  for- 
tunate. For  it  Is  only  such  an  awakening 
that  will  save  us  from  the  threatened  de- 
strui  tinn  that  hangs  over  our  heads. 

We  are  now  paying  the  price  for  the  years 
nf  complacency  and  ease  we  shared  together, 
the  years  in  which  we  blindly  shut  our  eyes 
t>  the  realities  that  surround  us.  The  price 
Is  bitter.  It  may  be  the  price  paid  by  the 
h  u.'eholder  who  checks  his  In^urnncp  only 
whon  the  flames  leap  out  of  the  basement 
aiid  Urk  at  the  rafters. 

There  have  been  many  years  of  such 
r  implscency — years  In  which  we  decided  It 
was  too  expensive  to  pay  the  premlvuns  on 
our  in-'urance  agains*  aggression. 

They  began  In  1945  when  we  demobilized 
the  u.lghtiest  army  the  w^orld  has  ever  known 
with  a  haste  that  was  neither  prudent  nor 
economical. 

They  continued  through  1948.  1B47,  and 
1948.  when  we  peddled  our  military  equip- 
ment aa  surplus  at  a  fraction  ol  Its  cost 
w.thout  regard  to  the  future. 

They  reached  their  high  point  when  the 
funds  appropriated  by  Congress  to  build  a 
70-gruup   Air   Force   were   Impounded. 

They  were  summed  up  in  the  pre -Korea 
era  when  the  needs  at  defense  were  placed 
ftcond  to  the  objective  cf  convincing  the 
country  that  military  budgets  could  be 
sia.shed  without  weiftkenlng  our  prepared- 
ness. 

The  romplacemry — which  was  shared  gen- 
erally— continued  even  after  the  Korean 
war  had  spelled  out  iU  grim  warning  to 
democracy.  Even  then,  oScials  persisted  in 
trying  to  sell  otu:  vital  synthetic  rubber 
plants — our  only  reliable  source  of  this  ma- 
lerial  so  crucial  to  military  operations. 

There  were  those  who  warned  against  this 
r  lurse  of  weakness  and  folly.  There  were 
those  who  refused  to  believe  that  it  was 
nioie  important  to  live  in  luxury  than  to 
preserve  the  liberties  which  we  enjoy  for 
our  children  and  their  children. 

Among  those  were  the  members  of  the 
Senate  Preparedness  Committee — the  group 
If  which  I  had  the  honor  of  ttie  chairman- 
fhlp  during  the  last  two  Congresses.  It  was  a 
Jme  committee — a  committee  aU  of  whose 
members  worked  to  strengthen  our  defenses 
without  regard  to  politics. 

In  our  very  first  report — Issued  on  Sep- 
tember   6.    1950 — we    warned    against    the 


"siesta  psychology"  that  pervaded  our  de- 
fense program.  Just  2  months  later — No- 
vember 11.  1950 — we  cautioned  that  "paper- 
work preparedness  Is  only  flimsy  protection 
against  the  threat  we  face." 

And  yet.  1  year  later — November  29. 
1051 — a  survey  of  the  facts  compelled  us  to 
report  that  complacency  still  ruled  the  de- 
fense program. 

"Deliveries  on  defense  hard  goods — 
planes,  tanks,  ships,  and  guns — have  fallen 
dangerously  behind  schedule"  we  said.  In 
our  35th  report.  "And  as  those  deliveries 
have  fallen  behind,  so  too  has  our  capacity 
to  fortify  the  strength  of  our  allies  of  the 
North    Atlantic   Treaty    Organization." 

A  few  months  later. — March  30.  1063 — the 
Preparedness  Committee  summed  up  the 
mubilization  program  in  the  following 
words : 

"The  objective  has  been  ample  supplies  of 
both  butter  and  guns.  The  result  has  been 
a  small  number  of  guns  and  a  great  amount 
of  butter  with  a  considerable  number  of 
lollipops  thrown   in." 

On  June  17,  1952.  in  our  39th  report,  we 
presented  a  summary  of  the  views  of  the  mlH- 
tary  commanders  upon  whom  we  rely  for  the 
defense  of  our  country.  I  would  like  to  quote 
one  paragraph  from  that  report: 

"They  (our  military  commanders)  do  not 
believe  we  have  the  strength  we  need;  they 
do  not  believe  we  will  have  the  strength  we 
need  unless  we  raise  our  sights  at  once  and 
raise  them  drastically." 

A  few  weeks  later — on  AugTist  OT.  1952 — we 
reported  that  America  has  "loet  the  right  to 
claim  unquestioned  mastery  of  the  air. 
America  Is  behind  in  the  very  weapon  in 
which  we  should  have  unchallenged  suprem- 
acy." 

Mr.  Prefldent.  the  situation  was  perfectly 
clear.  The  story  was  outlined  in  the  reports 
cf  the  Senate  Preparedness  Committee.  It  Is 
available  now  and  was  available  then  when 
so  many  of  the  crucial  decisions  were  made. 
And  yet.  the  clear  warnings  were  met  only 
with  "stretchouts  '  and  "cutbacks."  Oar  pre- 
paredness program  was  "stretched  out"  and 
our  deJense  production  was  "cutback." 

"S.retchout"  and  "cutback" — two  of  the 
most  dangerous  phrases  In  the  English  lun- 
gupge  todsy. 

The  real  tragedy  of  our  time  Is  not  that  we 
lacked  the  ability  to  bring  ourselves  to  the 
necessary  level  of  military  strength.  The 
real  tragedy  is  that  we  lacked  the  will  to  use 
the  ability. 

I  have  not  reviewed  the  history  of  the  last 
few  years  merely  to  rake  over  the  ashes  of 
the  dead  past.  I  have  reviewed  the  past  only 
because  it  points  the  way  to  the  present  and 
the  future. 

The  lesson  of  the  past  Is  inescapable.  We 
cannot  have  military  strength  by  trimming 
cur  defense  program  to  our  desires  for  ease 
and  luxury. 

There  Is  still  another  lesson  to  be  drawn 
from  the  history  of  the  post-World  War  II 
world.  It  Is  that  we  cannot  have  freedom 
unless  we  are  willing  and  able  to  defend  it. 
Have  we  learned  those  lessons? 
There  are  many  who  even  now  advance 
the  slogans  "balance  the  budget."  "reduce 
taxes,"  "cut  back  military  production," 
"stretch  out  the  defense  program"  as  the 
solution  to  all  our  ills.  They  would  trim 
our  defense  program  to  what  they  consider 
the  needs  of  our  budget  rather  than  trim- 
ming our  budget  to  the  needs  of  the  defense 
program. 

It  imay  be  that  we  can  balance  the  budget, 
reduce  taxes,  cut  back  miiitary  production, 
and  stretch  out  the  defense  program.  But 
If  we  do  so  and  at  the  same  time  relegate 
our  defense  needs  to  a  second  priority,  it  will 
be  at  the  peril  of  our  lives  and  our  liberties. 
There  are  some  who  insist  that  we  cannot 
afford  the  kind  of  defense  program  that  wiU 
guarantee  our  survival.  I  am  no  econ- 
omist— no  expert  in  fiscal  policy. 

But  I  do  know  that  the  one  thing  we  can- 
not afford  Is  a  defense  program  that  Is  in- 


adequate — a  defense  program  too  small  to 
safeguard  otir  liberties. 

We  cannot,  of  course,  afford  waste  because 
in  total  war  the  margin  of  waste  could  well 
be  the  margin  between  defeat  and  victory. 
No  one  has  fought  harder  than  I  against 
military  waste,  but  our  objective  should  be 
to  cut  out  the  waste  and  institute  efficiency — 
not  to  weaken  our  defenses  on  the  excuse 
that  some  of  our  generals  do  not  tise  their 
money  and  their  authority  prudently.  Our 
goal  is  the  preservation  of  America  as  a  free 
Nation.  If  we  lost  sight  of  that  goal,  we  will 
lose  not  Just  our  money  but  our  liberties. 

The  Communist  pilots  who  shot  down  our 
plane  and  the  British  plane  were  merely  the 
forerunners  of  the  future.  There  will  be 
other  incidents;  there  will  be  other  acts  of 
provocation:  if  they  continue  we  must — 
sooner  or  later — face  the  supreme  test. 
Are  we  ready  to  meet  that  test? 
Our  President  faces  responsibilities  that 
are  frightening.  He  must  make  the  deci- 
sions that  will  determine  the  course  of  the 
future — that  will  decide  whether  we  sur- 
vive as  a  free  nation  or  succumb  to  the 
ag^esscrs. 

Thus  far,  he  has  had  very  little  time  to 
assess  the  situation  and  come  to  the  neces- 
sary conclusions.  But  as  many  Members  of 
Congress  know,  there  are  facts  and  figures 
on  his  desk  which  cannot  be  avoided  and 
which  I  know  he  does  not  want  to  avoid. 
Soon — only  too  soon — the  Congress  and  the 
people  must  reckon  with  those  facts  and 
those  figures. 

I  believe  the  President  should  be  told  that 
he  will  have  the  support  of  the  Congress  no 
mattn'  how  difficult  the  decisions  that  must 
be  made.  I  should  like  for  him  to  think, 
with  Justification,  that  Anwrlcans  will  back 
him — not  as  Republicans  and  not  as  Demo- 
crats— but  as  Americans  who  jAaix  the  sal- 
vation of  their  Nation  above  all  else. 

He  has  the  responsibility  for  leadership 
because  he  is  the  commander  in  chief.  In 
calm,  measured  words,  the  people  must 
have  the  facts — the  facts  upon  which  deci- 
sions can  be  based.  I  hope  that  when  ths 
time  comes  the  President  and  the  Congress 
can  meet  together  to  work  out  the  answers 
to  the  basic  question  before  us. 

Does  an  aggressor  nation  have  the  planes 
and  the  weapons  with  which  the  United 
States  can  be  attacked  at  any  and  every 
point? 

Does  an  aggressor  nation  have  a  stockpile 
of  atomic  bombs  that  could  be  used  to  strike 
at  every  American  city? 

Do  we  have  a  defensive  force  adequate  to 
beat  off  an  attack? 

Do  we  have  a  force  that  could  deliver 
devastating  counterblows  against  an  enemy 
or  have  we  placed  our  faith  in  equipment 
that  is  obsolete? 

How  much  time  do  we  have  before  an 
aggressor  nation  will  be  up  to  its  peak 
strength? 

Is  our  military  force  large  enough  to  keep 
pace  with  the  buildup  of  the  aggressor  or 
should  we  be  building  more? 

There  are  answers  to  all  of  those  ques- 
tions, and  they  are  not  pleasant  answers. 
But  they  must  be  faced.  The  alternative  is 
to  drift  helplessly  into  extinction. 

We  live  in  the  age  of  the  totalltarlans— 
an  age  in  which  war  la  total,  victory  is  total, 
and  defeat  Is  total.  It  U  also  the  age  of 
the  atomic  bomb — an  age  In  which  the  first 
battle  may  decide  the  war. 

We  cannot  wait  to  decide  tipon  a  course  of 
action  after  the  bombs  begin  to  fall.  We 
must  decide  now — now  while  there  may  still 
be  time. 

We  do  not  know  how  much  thne  still  re- 
mains. That  Is  the  fact<M-  that  Is  out  of 
our  hands — the  factor  that  we  cannot  control. 
We  can  appropriate  money,  mobilize  man- 
power, and  step  up  production.  But  we  can- 
not appropriate  1  minute,  mobilize  1  hour, 
or  step  up  the  number  of  days. 

We  must  use  our  time,  and  use  It  wisely. 
Whatever  we  waste  can  never  be  recovered. 
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Furthermore,  there  Is  only  one  yardstick 
by  which  the  siae  of  ovir  defense  program 
should  be  measured.  It  should  be  no  smaller 
than  the  force  needed  to  defend  our  Uvea 
and  our  liberties.  Anything  smaller  la 
waste— tragic  waste  that  we  cannot  afford. 

I  sympathise  deeply  with  those  who  wish 
to  Introduce  more  economy  and  more  effi- 
ciency into  oxir  Armed  Forces.  No  one  has 
fought  harder  than  I  for  those  goals. 

We  can  have  greater  economy  and  effi- 
ciency. But  we  must  not  permit  our  zeal 
to  lead  us  Into  the  false  economy  of  weak- 
ening our  defense  structure  In  what  may 
well  be  the  hour  of  our  greatest  need. 

I  am  not  speaking  as  a  partisan  nor  do  I 
think  this  is  a  partisan  subject.  The  reports 
of  the  Senate  Preparedness  Committee  were 
signed  by  all  members — both  Democrats  and 
Republicans. 

The  American  people  are  looking  for  lead- 
ership to  defend  their  couitry.  They  do  not 
care  whether  that  leadership  comes  from 
Democrats  or  Republicans  as  long  as  it  Is 
effective. 

We  are  past  the  stage  where  we  can  afford 
partisan  bickering.  We  mvist  discard  triviali- 
ties and  petty  arguments.  It  is  far  more 
important  to  determine  how  we  will  get  out 
of  this  situation  than  how  we  got  into  it. 

We  are  in  It.  We  must  look  to  the  past 
only  Insofar  as  it  Is  a  guide  for  the  future. 

We  can,  if  we  wish,  exhaust  our  strength 
and  squander  cur  substance  through  parti- 
san quarrels  that  serve  only  to  set  American 
against  American.  We  can.  if  we  wish,  use 
our  time  and  our  energy  in  searching  the 
records  of  the  past  for  minute  details  that 
will  pin  down  the  blsune  for  our  present  sit- 
uation. 

Personally,  I  would  rather  concentrate  our 
strength  and  mobilize  our  substance  against 
the  Soviet  enemy  who  threatens  our  lives 
and  our  liberties.  Personally,  I  think  we 
will  find  that  there  is  enough  blame  for  all 
of  us  to  share.  It  would  be  better  if  we 
were  all  to  concede  the  errors  of  the  past 
without  fiuther  divisive  argument  and  pro- 
ceed to  work  toward  the  only  worthwhile 
goal — the  defense  of  ovu*  country. 

Mr.  President,  the  incidents  In  the  air- 
space over  Germany  were  but  the  handwrit- 
ing on  the  wall.  They  Indicate  clearly  the 
shape  of  the  future.  If  we  are  Incapable  of 
understanding  that  future  we  have  no  one  to 
blame  but  ourselves. 

It  would  be  tragic  were  we  to  be  caught 
unprepared — with  defenses  that  were  inade- 
quate and  forces  Incapable  of  delivering  a 
counterblow.  It  would  be  even  move  tragic 
if  we  were  caught  unprepared  simply  be- 
cause of  timidity — simply  because  we  hid 
from  the  facts. 

There  may  still  be  time — time  to  arm — 
time  to  arouse  ourselves  to  the  defense  of  our 
lives  and  liberties.  Let  us  seize  that  time. 
Let  us  use  it  to  forge  defenses  so  strong 
that  freedom  will  triumph  over  the  designs 
of  the  aggressor  and  guide  mankind  throiigh- 
out  eternity. 
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The  Initial  attack  by  those  opposed  to 
small  business  was  relatively  clear  cut. 
It  was  simply  "Let's  abolish  the  RFC." 
True,  this  proposition  was  falsely  labeled 
with  the  popular  brand  "economy."  But. 
anyone  who  cares  to  examine  the  facts 
knows,  first,  the  RFXi:  brings  In  a  net 
revenue  to  the  Treasury  each  year;  and, 
second,  the  assets  of  the  RFC  could  not 
be  liquidated  quickly  without  great  loss 
of  the  public's  money. 

As  a  result,  the  simple  proposal  of 
abolishment  was  readily  recognized  for 
what  it  is  and  hence  began  to  lose  some 
of  its  political  flavor.  It  is  the  type  of 
situation  in  which  the  opponents  of  the 
RFC  were  too  readily  recognized  as  being 
either  ignorant  of  the  facts  or  against 
small  business. 


SMALL  BUSINESS  MUST  BE  ALERT 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  on  small  business. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas?  _, 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sil- 
houette of  a  Trojan  horse  has  Just 
appeared  on  the  horizon.  At  least,  if 
we  can  believe  what  has  been  printed  in 
such  Journals  as  the  New  York  Times 
and  the  Wall  Street  Journal,  a  package 
deal  for  abolish^  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  has  been  wheeled 
up  before  the  struggling  citadel  of  small 
business. 


ASZ    THOSE    ASKING    FOR    END    Or    KTC    AND    SDPA 

raiENDS   or  THE   LrrTLE   nXLOWST 

Now,  as  I  stated  before,  a  Trojan  horse 
has  appeared.  In  the  guise  of  a  peace- 
ful and  friendly  gesture,  it  seems  that 
consideration  is  being  given  to  a  brand 
new  agency — Just  to  help  small  business. 
Of  course,  the  plan  calls  for  abolishing 
the  RFC  and  the  SDPA.  But.  its  pro- 
ponents assure  us  that  the  new  agency 
will  be  even  better. 

From  the  press  reports.  It  is  not  clear 
whether  the  new  agency  is  to  be  allowed 
to  make  new  loans  or  whether  this  im- 
portant function  is  to  be  handled  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks.  Let  me  just 
point  out  that  the  Federal  Reserve  banks 
as  well  as  their  members  can  make  loans 
to  small  business  now.  What  reason  do 
we  have  to  expect  them  to  change  their 
attitude  or  their  practices? 

You  might  be  interested  to  know  that 
the  RFC  used  to  rely  upon  the  Federal 
Reserve  banlEs  to  perform  certain  neces- 
sary fiscal  services  for  them.  However, 
in  the  interest  of  economy  and  efflciency, 
this  practice  was  abandoned.  The  House 
Appropriations  Committee  in  its  report 
on  the  general  appropriation  bill  of  1951 
gave  recognition  to  the  economy  advan- 
tages of  having  the  RFC  handle  these 
services  itself  and  went  on  to  state  that 
"the  committee  believes" — these  serv- 
ices— "can  Just  as  well  be  handled  by 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion." as  by  the  Federal  Reserve  bank 
sjrstem. 

If  we  all  favor  making  sound  loans  to 
small -business  men.  who  cannot  get  the 
money  from  private  sources,  how  can 
any  of  us  favor  the  elimination  of  an 
agency  which  has  performed  such  a  valu- 
able service  over  several  decades  and 
which  is  able  to  continue  to  do  that  job 
or  suiything  else  that  Congress  sees  fit 
to  have  it  do  for  small  business.  If  the 
"new  package"  is  Just  a  change  in  name, 
then  it  is  a  useless  and  expensive  de- 
ception. To  thousands  of  businessmen 
and  disaster  victims  in  the  United  States, 
the  name  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration is  a  highly  respected  label. 
They  were  saved  by  tin  agency  by  that 
name.  How  many  big  and  little  banks 
in  the  United  States  can  we  name  who 
were  not  saved  by  the  RFC  during  the 
depression,  how  many  disaster  victims 
have  been  restored  to  decent  living  and 
business  conditions,  and  how  many  able 
small-busiiiess  men  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  perform  important  roles  in  the 
defense  effort — all  because  of  the  serv- 
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ices  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  change  when  it 
promises  democratic  progress.  But,  I 
am  opposed  to  deception  and  confusion 
wrapi>ed  in  a  fancy  package  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  small  business. 


THANK  YOU.  GENERAL  MELOY;  YOU 
BET   WERE   TEAMMATES 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
I  received  one  of  the  nicest  letters  it  has 
been  my  pleasure  to  receive  since  return- 
ing from  Korea  to  take  my  seat  in  this 
distinguished  House  of  Representatives. 

The  letter  is  from  a  wounded  veteran 
of  Korea,  one  of  the  first  American  offi- 
cers to  hit  the  line  against  the  Reds  in 
June  of  1950.  The  letter  is  from  Maj. 
Gen.  G.  S.  Meloy.  Jr..  commanding  gen- 
eral of  the  infantry  center  at  Fort  Ben- 
ning,  Ga.,  the  most  outstanding  training 
headquarters  of  the  ground  forces  in  the 
world. 

It  is  a  pleasure  to  list  below  an  idea  its 
it  is  about  to  hit  the  silk.  Mr.  Speaker. 
General  Meloy's  letter  follows: 

HEAOQUAKTma. 

The  Infantrt   Cbntoi. 
Fort  Benning,  Oa..  March  19,  1953. 
Hon.  Alfked  D.  Sieminski, 
House  o/  Representatives. 

Waahinfton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Sieminski:  Thanks  for  your  note 
about  the  contact  you  made  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  reference  the  Korean  gradu- 
ating ceremonies.  We  were  contacted  im- 
mediately after  your  visit,  I  believe,  and  are 
all  set  to  record  the  program.  I  still  feel 
your  Idea  has  tremendous  possibilities  and 
will  be  of  great  service  to  both  coiw tries. 
As  I  am  telling  the  graduating  class,  we  are 
teammates  and  It's  certainly  essential  to  have 
teammates  understand  each  other. 

We  certainly  enjoyed   your  visit  with  us, 
and  If  the  time  and  occasion  comes  up  sgaln, 
come  on  back.     We  would  like  to  show  you 
more  and  at  greater  leisure. 
Kindest  p>ersonal  regards. 
Sincerely, 

O.  8.  ICSLOT,  Jr.. 
Major  General.  USA.  Commanding. 


EXTENSION  OF  RESfARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mrs.  Church  and  to  include  certain 
extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Waltu  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Graham). 

Mr.  MoRANo  and  to  include  an  article 
on  alcoholism. 

Mr.  Lane  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  material. 

Mr.  CouDERT  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BoLAND  in  the  Appendix  and  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Gordoh  in  two  separate  Instances, 
in  one  to  include  a  letter  and  in  the 
other  a  resolution. 
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Mr.  HowiLL  In  four  Instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  and  Include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Lyle  and  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  in  two 
in-stances.  in  one  to  include  certain  tes- 
timony given  by  Mr.  George  Meany  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor;  and  in  the  second  to  Include  a 
statement  by  Mr.  Walter  Reuther.  presi- 
dent of  the  CIO.  before  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor,  regarding 
amendments  to  the  Labor  Management 
Relations  Act  of  1947. 

Mr.  Thornberry  and  include  extrane- 
OU.S  matter. 

Mr.  Bonner  and  Include  an  interesting 
article. 

Mr.  Beaker. 

Mr.  Patterson  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 

SttLY-BROWN). 

Mr.  Bender  in  four  Instances. 

Mr  Hope  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  In  four  In- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Shafeh  In  two  Instances. 

Mr.  YoRTY  in  three  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  YoRTY  and  to  include  a  statement 
on  the  illicit  drug  traffic,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  the  Public  Printer  esti- 
mates the  extra  cost  will  be  $252. 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  in  two  instances 
and  to  include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Kean  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Wol- 

VERTON). 

Mr.  Brownson  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Rees  of  Kansas)  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  California  in  two  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  CiTRTis  of  Nebraska  and  to  Include 
a  resolution  from  the  Nebraska  Legisla- 
ture. 

Mr.  Fountain  and  to  Include  a  sermon. 

Mr.  Heselton  in  tvto  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bailey  and  to  include  a  letter  to 
the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  cor.sent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  tc: 

Mr.  AucHiNCLoss  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Ahends).  for  Monday.  March  23, 
1953,  on  account  of  Illness  in  family. 

Mr.  ScRivNSR  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Are.vds*.  for  balance  of  week,  on  ac- 
count of  official  business. 

Mr.  Hruska  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
A  rends)  ,  for  balance  of  week,  on  account 
of  official  business. 

Mr.  Prazier  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  .  until  April  3,  on  account  of  offi- 
cial committee  business. 


BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 

on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  Joint 
resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 

title: 

H  J  Res  206.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  Clerk  or  the  House  ol  Representatives  to 


furnish  certain  electrical  or  mechanical  ofllce 
equipment  for  the  use  of  Members,  officers, 
and  committees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  3  o'clock  and  16  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad- 
journed until  Wednesday,  March  25, 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

674.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Justice,  trans- 
mitting a  letter  relative  to  the  case  of  Al- 
fredo Herrera-Arriaga,  A-8082496,  and  re- 
questing that  it  be  withdrawn  from  those 
before  the  Congress  and  returned  to  the 
Jiirisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Justice; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

666.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  audit  of  Federal  Deposit  Insur- 
ance Corporation  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1952,  pursuant  to  section  17  (b) 
of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (12 
U.  8.  C.  1811)  (H.  Doc.  No.  109);  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

567.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  6,  1952,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  an  illustra- 
tion, on  a  review  of  reports  on  Savannah 
Harbor.  Ga.,  with  a  view  to  determining  If 
It  is  advisable  to  modify  the  existing  project 
in  any  way  at  this  time;  particularly  to  pro- 
viding a  turning  basin  above  Seaboard  Air 
Line  Railroad  bridge,  requested  by  a  reso- 
lution of  the  Committee  on  Public  Worlts. 
House  of  Representatives,  adopted  on  April 
25,  1951  (H.  Doc.  No.  110);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  with  one  Illustration. 

668.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
continue  the  effect  of  the  statutory  provi- 
sions relating  to  the  deposit  of  savings  for 
members  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

569.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  District  o«  Columbia  Traffic 
Act.  1925,  as  amended";  to  the  Committee 
on  t^ie  EUstrict  of  (Columbia. 

670.  A  letter  from  the  President,  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  blU  en- 
titled "A  bill  to  amend  and  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  the  District  of  Columbia  Emer- 
gency Rent  Act  of  1951";  to  the  Committee 
on  the  DUtrict  of  Columbia. 

671.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor, General  Services  Administration,  trans- 
mitting a  report  on  contracts  negotiated 
under  section  302  (c)  (10)  during  the  6 
months  ending  December  31.  1952,  pursuant 
to  Public  Law  152,  81st  Congress,  as  amend- 
ed; to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

672.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill 
to  continue  in  effect  certain  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  act  of  February  4.  1887. 
as  amended,  relating  to  military  traffic  in 
time  of  war  or  threatened  war.  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed 
December  16.  1980.  and  6  months  there- 
after"; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

573.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  one  copy  each 
of  certain  bills  passed  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Croix,  pursuant  to  section 
16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  SUtes  approved  June  22.  1936; 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON 
PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  xni,  pursuant 
to  the  order  of  the  House  of  March  19, 
1953,  the  following  bill  was  reported  on 
March  20,  1953: 

Mr.  KEARNS:  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia.  H.  R.  3655.  A  bill  to  amend 
the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Bever- 
age Control  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
control  of  the  consumption  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages in  certain  clubs  In  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  200).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMriTEES  ON 
PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLU- 
TIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm.  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 
proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  RODINO:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  2368.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Richard  E.  Rughiiase;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  201) .  Referred  to  the  (Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXU,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  YORTY: 

H.  R.  4143.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  penalty 
provisions  applicable  to  persons  convicted  of 
violating  certain  narcotic  laws,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 

H.  R.  4144.  A  bill  to  clarify  the  status  of 
mining  claims  in  areas  held  under  an  oil 
and  gas  prosi>ecting  permit  or  lease  and  to 
encourage  the  exploration  and  development 
of  fissionable  source  minerals;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BAILEY: 

H.  R.  4145.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  assistance 
to  State  agencies  administering  labor  laws  in 
their  efforts  to  promote,  establish,  and  main- 
tain safe  work  places  and  practices  in  in- 
dustry, thereby  reducing  human  suffering 
and  financial  loss  and  Increasing  production 
through  safeguarding  available  manpower; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  BAKER: 

H.  R.  4146.  A  bUl  to  amend  section  8  (a) 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of 
1933  so  as  to  provide  that  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  shall  continue  to  maintain 
its  principal  office  at  KnoxvUle.  Tenn.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  4147.  A   bill   to   amend   the   Export- 
Import  Bank  Act  of  1945.  as  amended:  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  BROYHILL: 

H.  R.  4148.  A  biU  to  repeal  certain  provi- 
sions of  law  which  impose  requirements  and 
limitations   with  respect   to    appointments. 
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promotions,  and  otber  personnel  transac- 
tlonB  In  or  outside  the  competitive  civil  serv- 
ice, and  Tor  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  CHiyEKFIKlin: 
H.  R.  4149.  A  bill  to  create  a  commission 
to  be  known  as  the  Corregidor  Bataan  Me- 
morial Commission;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COON: 
H.  R.  4150.  A  bill  providing  that  5  percent 
of  the  revenues  from  the  national  forests 
may  be  expended  by  local  governmental  units 
for  developing,  operating,  and  maintaining 
national  forest  recreational  resources  and 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.. COOPER: 
H.  R.  4151.  A  bill  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
wage  credits  for  certain  military  service 
under  the  Federal  c4d-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance provisions  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  and  to  provide  for  lump-sum  death  pay- 
ments on  l>ehalf  of  any  indlvidiial  whose 
death  occurred  while  In  military  service  and 
who  is  relnterred;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  4152.  A  bUl  to  extend  the  time  for 
exemption  from  income  taxes  for  certain 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  DEMPSEY: 
H.  R.  4153.  A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
certain  provisions  of  the  Reclamation  Proj- 
ect Act  of  1939  to  the  Arch  Hurley  conserv- 
ancy district,  Tucumcari  reclamation  project, 
New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTBR: 
H.  R.  4154.  A  bill  to  amend  section  23  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  relating  to  de- 
ductions from  gross  Income;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 
H.  R.  4156.  A  bUl  to  amend  Veterans  Regu- 
lation   No.    1    (a)    to    provide    that    certain 
chronic  and  tropical  diseases  becoming  mani- 
fest   within    2    years    after   separation    from 
active  service  shall  be  presumed  to  be  serv- 
ice connected;   to  tbe  Committee  on  Veter- 
ans' Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FORD: 
H.  R.  4150.  A  bill  to  increase  from  $600  to 
•1,000  a  year  the  amount  of  grots  income 
which  may  be  received  by  certain  dependents 
without  causing  the  taxpayer  to  lose  the  In- 
come-tax exemptions   for  such   dependents; 
to  the  CoRimlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 
H.  R.  4167.  A  bill  to  amend   the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1»4»;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  HORAN: 
H.  R.  4158.  A  bill  to  extend  for  5  years  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
make  loans  for  the  purpose  of  making  avail- 
able  In  any  area  or  region  credit   formerly 
made  available  to  such  area  or  region  by  the 
Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 
H.  R.  4159.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Introduc- 
tion or  movement  in  interstate  commerce  of 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrics  which 
are  so  highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  individuals,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  KEAN: 
H.  R.  4100.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  waiver 
of  premiums  under  the  social-security  pro- 
gram and  thereby  preserving  the  insurance 
rlshts  of  permanently   and  totally  disabled 
Individuals,  to  provide  for  rehabilitation  of 
the  disabled,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Wajrs  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KINO  of  California: 
H.  R.  4161.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  the  t^aln  from 
the  sale  of  a  resldeikce  by  a  taxfiayer  who  has 
attained  the  age  of  05  shall  be  excluded  from 
gross  Income;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


By  Afr.  METCALF: 
H.  R.  41611.  A  bill  to  amend  ssction  508  (a) 
of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  so  as  to 
extend  for  4  years  the  authority  pf  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation  to  expand  the 
crop     insurance     program     into     additional 
counties;   to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 
H.  R.  41  (-.3.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  41r}4.  A  bill  to  authorize  members 
and  certain  former  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  to, accept  and  wear  certain  decorations 
tendered  them  by  foreign  governments;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  OHARA  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.4105.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  with  respect  to 
the   Issuance   of   certificates   of   public   con- 
venience arid  necessity,  and  relating  to  rail- 
way profjerty;   to   the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  F'orelgn  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  OSTERTAG: 
H.  R.  4166.  A   bill   to   provide   a  deduction 
for  income  tax  purposes,  of  losses  caused  by 
abnormally  high  water  levels;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  RICHARDS; 
H.  R.  4167.  A  bill    to  create   a  commission 
to  be  known  as  the  Cjrregidor  Bataan  Me- 
morial   Corimls&ion;    to   the    Committee   on 
Foreign  Aflalrs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 
H.  R.  4168.  A    bill    to   readjust,    in   certain 
cases,    the    salaries    of    postmasters;    to    the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 
H  R.  4165).  A    bill    to    repeal    thoee    provi- 
sions of  thi?  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937 
which  reduce  the  amount  of  a  railroad  an- 
nuity or  pension  where  the  Individual  or  his 
spouse   Is    (or   on   proper   application   would 
be)    entitl<!d    to    certain    insurance    beneflu 
under  the  Social  Security  Act;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Comn^rce. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  4170.  A  bin  to  define  the  applicaUon 
of  the  Clayton  and  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion Acts  to  certain  pricing  practices,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  W  AMPLER : 
H  R.  4171.  A   bill    to   amend    the   Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1837.  as  amended;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  4172.  A  bill  to  amend  section  20a  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  so  as  to  treat 
as  securities  those  contracts  for  the  pur- 
chase or  Uase  of  equipment  which  are  not 
to  be  fully  performed  within  1  year  from 
the  dates  on  which  they  are  made;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr  MACK  of  Washington: 
H.  J.  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  cer- 
tain temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  grounds  in  connection  with  the  erec- 
tion of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  ROONEY: 
H.  Con.  Ritis.  83.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing thii!  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to  the  recent  wave  of  anti-Semitism  In 
the  Soviet  Union  and  in  the  persecution  of 
Roman  Catliolics  behind  the  Iron  Curtain;  to 
the  Conunii  tee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SMALL: 
H.  Con.  R«s.  84.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing th(!  sense  of  the  Congress  with  re- 
spect to   voting  in   the   Armed  Forces,   and 
urging  the  various  State  legislatures  to  take 
action  to  etKX>urage  and  facilitate  voting  by 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  HARRIS: 
H.  Res.  184.  Resolution  directing  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  to  investigate  th« 


advisability  of  utilising  the  airport  at  Hope 
Ark.,  in  connection  with  the  cxuTent  pro- 
gram of  construction  and  conversion  of  pub- 
lic works  for  mlUtary  purposes;  to  ttie  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memo- 
rials wer^  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

By  Mr.  HESELTON:  Resolutions  of  the 
General  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  in- 
struct delegates  to  the  United  NaUona  to 
propose  Italy  as  s  member  thsreof;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Conunon wealth  of  MassachTJset;^  memo- 
rializing the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  protest  the  present  political  division  of 
Ireland  and  the  presenoe  of  British  troops 
therein;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  Oeoeral  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  memo- 
rializing Congress  to  pass  antl-poU-tax  legis- 
lation; to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetu  memo- 
rializing the  Congress  of  the  Unltad  SUtes 
to  urge  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  in- 
sure that  Massachusetts  obtains  the  lowest 
possible  natural  gas  raUs;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  memo- 
rializing Congress  to  pass  antUynchlng  leg- 
islation; to  the  Conunittee  on  ths  Judiciary. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  memo- 
rializing Congress  for  legislation  whereby 
aliens  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  Stales  whUe  engaged  in  hostilities  un- 
der the  flajj  of  the  United  Nations  may,  prior 
to  their  being  shipped  overseas,  be  granted 
United  States  citizenship,  as  wss  th«  practice 
during  World  War  II;  to  the  Commlttse  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetu  memo- 
rializing Congress  to  pass  legUUUon  to  pro- 
vide free  mailing  privileges  to  aH  persons  or 
organisations  sending  letters  or  merchandise 
to  persons  serving  overseas  In  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  SUtes.  while  engaged 
In  hostilities  under  the  flag  of  the  United 
Nations;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
CIvU  Service. 

ALSO,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  memo- 
rializing Congress  for  the  payment  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  a  Federal  old-age 
pension  of  HOC  monthly  for  all  persons  who 
have  attained  age  66;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  LANK;  Memorial  of  the  General 
Court  of  Massachusetts  memorializing  the 
Congresf  Ui  protest  the  present  political 
division  of  Ireland  and  the  presence  of  B  it- 
Ish  troofMi  therein;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Ma.ssachuseit8  memorlaltzlnf  the  Congress 
to  instruct  delegates  to  the  United  Nations 
to  propose  Italy  as  a  member  thereof;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetu  memorlailzlng  Congress  to 
pass  anU-poU-tax  legislation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetu  memorializing  the  Congress 
to  urge  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to 
insure  that  Massachusetu  obtains  the  low- 
est possible  natural  gas  rates;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetu  memorializing  Congress  to 
I>ass  antUynchlng  legislation;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Ma-ssachusetts  memorlalir.ing  the  Congress 
for  lc>;islatlon  whereby  aliens  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  while  en- 
^.Tkjod  in  hostilities  under  the  flag  of  the 
United  Nations  may,  prior  to  their  being 
shipped  overseas,  be  granted  United  States 
rltizcnshlp  as  was  the  practice  during  World 
War  II;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Missachusetts  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
tiie  United  States  to  increase  the  quota  of 
immii:rants  from  Italy;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Mas.sachu.setts  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  enact  legislation 
whereby  certain  mothers  and  fathers  may 
be  granted  United  States  ( Itizenship;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Ma.ssachusetls  memorializing  the  Congress 
to  pass  legL'^latlon  to  provide  Iree  mailing 
priMleges  to  all  persons  or  or,;;anlzatlon8 
senclins?  letters  or  merchandise  to  persons 
serMtii;  overseas  In  Arm«  d  Forces  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Qjneral  Court  of 
Massachusetts  memorializing  Congress  for 
V.  e  pa\ment  of  Federal  old-age  pension  of 
$100  monthly  for  all  p^rs  jns  who  have  at- 
tained age  65;  to  the  Co:nmlttee  on  Ways 
ani  Means. 

By  Mr  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the  South 
Diikota  State  Legislature  -nemorlallzlng  the 
C.jneress  of  the  United  States  to  renew  the 
present  International  V/heat  Agreement 
which  expires  July  31,  19£3.  and  renegotiate 
Fald  world  agreement;  to  the  Committee  on 
Bankinc;  and  Currency. 

By  Mr  RHODES  of  Arh'onn;  Memorial  of 
the  .Arizona  State  Legislature  requesting  the 
establishment  of  an  addlt.onal  international 
pa'.p  at  Nopales.  Ariz  ,  anil  urging  the  Con- 
^re.ss  to  appropriate  the  sum  of  $170,000  for 
the  purp')se  of  esUbiishln^  additional  border 
Inspection  facilities  at  Nogales,  Ariz.;  to  the 
Committee  on   Approprla'.ions. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  .\rizona  SUte  Leg- 
islature requesting  Congress  to  allow  welfare 
recipients  to  earn  iSO  a  month  without  de- 
diic'iin  from  a.^sistance;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Corgress  of  the  United 
States,  to  allow  welfare  reclplenU  to  earn 
$50  a  month  without  deduction  from  assist- 
ance, to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  enact  leplslatlon  authorizing  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects in  the  States  of  Colorado,  New  Mexico. 
Utah,  and  Wyoming;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Idaho  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
make  an  investigation  anl  take  such  action 
as  it  deems  necessary  to  faciliute  and  ex- 
pedite the  administration  of  the  public  land 
laws  and  that  such  action  be  taken  as  shall 
be  deemed  necessary  In  order  to  accomplish 
the  resuiu  intended  under  the  provisions  of 
.said  public  land  laws;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

ALSO,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  memorialiiiing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes  to 
amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  so  as  to  elimi- 
nate therefrom  any  language  which  may  be 
interpreted  as  providing  for  the  extension  of 
tax  exemption  to  prlvat«  contractors  with 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  or  to  the 
vendors  of  such  contractors,  etc.;  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 


Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Kansas  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
take  inunedlaU  action  to  halt  the  prelim- 
inary work  now  in  progress  for  the  construc- 
tion of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue 
River  in  Kansas  until  cerUln  debatable  is- 
sues have  been  resolved;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nebraska  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  withdrawal  of  Federal  Gov- 
ernment from  the  field  of  gasoline  taxation; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  North  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  for  the  creation 
of  an  overall  integrated  plan  for  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Missouri  Basin,  the  ex- 
tension of  the  beneflu  of  the  Rural  Elec- 
trification Administration,  and  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  S'  La.wrence  waterway;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  relat- 
ing to  draft  defermenu  and  to  take  such 
action  as  is  necessary  to  avoid  the  drafting 
of  young  men  of  18  and  19  years  of  age  and 
to  limit  defermenu  of  older  men;  to  the 
Committee  on   Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
SUtes.  to  enact  legislation  to  readjust  the 
boundaries  of  the  Olympic  National  Park  so 
as  to  restore  the  private  land  and  road  along 
the  north  shore  of  Qulnalt  Lake  and  River  to 
the  administration  of  the  agency  or  agencies 
under  whose  Jtxrlsdictlon  it  existed  prior  to 
the  proclamation  of  January  4,  1940;  to  the 
ijommittec  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
SUte  cf  Washington,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
SUtes,  to  enact  legislation  to  make  adequate 
appropriation  for  the  development  of  the  fa- 
cilities for  fi.shing  fieet  moorage  in  the 
Blaine  Haibor;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  appropriate  the  necessary  funds  for  con- 
struction of  the  propxjsed  Metlakatla-Walden 
Point  road  on  Annette  Island;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
urging  enactment  of  H.  R.  2683,  to  extend 
the  Alaska  Public  Works  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insula!-  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  adopt  adequate  measures  to  provide  se- 
curity clearance  covering  travel  to  and  from 
Alaska  toward  expediting  clearance  proce- 
dures of  the  Immigration  Service;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  enact  legislation  abolishing  fish  traps 
from  the  waters  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska; 
to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
for  prompt  action  of  S.  225.  designed  to  pre- 
vent interruptions  to  ocean  transportation 
service  between  the  United  SUtes  and  Its 
territories  and  possessions  as  a  result  of  la- 
bor disputes:  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BATES  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  4173.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joaqulm 
Jose;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   BENDER: 
H.  R.  4174.  A    bill    for    the   relief    of    Gary 
and    Sherry   Melsetz,    formerly    Johann    and 
Gertrude  Gruenzangl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4175.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
R.  Logan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CARRIGG  (by  request)  : 
H  R.  4176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Incencio 
Nunez;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H.R.4177.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of   Frank 
S.  Aquilina;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  FINE: 
H  R.4178.  A    bill    for   the    relief    of    Celia 
Herskovits;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.   FULTON: 
H-  R  4179.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Cupelil;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  MinnesoU: 
H.  R.4183.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  vil- 
lage of  Roseau,  Minn.,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr.   HINSHAW: 
H.  R.  4181.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Szabo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 
H.  R.  4182.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kuo  Lum 
Leong  (Way  Ping  Leong);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York : 
H.R.  4183.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Phillip 
Ronald    Mack;    to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    KEOGH: 
H.  R.  4184.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mlchele 
Bennici;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   KLEIN: 
H.  R.  4185.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  G. 
Zeros;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.R.  4186.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Aste;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4187.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Battlsta 
Rosso;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MCCARTHY: 
H.  R.  4188.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Pleter 
Mathias  Pennings;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4189.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Andrew     O'Neill     (Masanobu     Tateda)      and 
Mary  Rita  O'Neill   (Miyo  Teraytuna);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MACHROWICZ: 
H.  R.  4190.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Femande   Yvette  Leschzenier;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  METCALF: 
H.R.  4191.  A    bill    authorizing    the    Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  Donald  B.  BlUedeaux;   to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4192.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Nik* 
Varga;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Illinois: 
H.R.    4193.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Luigo 
Glnese  Belluomini;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PATMAN: 
H.  R.  4194.  A  bUl   for   the   relief   of  Edith 
Marion  Kempthorne;    to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RABAUT: 
H.R.  4195.  A    bUl    for   the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Maria  Verreccbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 
H.R. 4196.    A  bUl   for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Goodyear  Brown;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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By  Mr.  TORTY: 
H.  a.  4197.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Bertram 
P.  Tomklns  and  family;  to  tbe  Oominittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

100.  By  Mr.  CANnXLD:  Resolution 
adopted  by  the  governing  body  of  the  city 
of  Clifton,  N.  J.,  requesting  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  consider  carefully  economic 
problems  with  the  thought  In  mind  that  the 
tariff  on  woolen  products  and  fabrics  be 
raised  In  order  to  permit  Industry  in  this 
country  to  compete  with  foreign  imports; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

101.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  sec- 
retary of  the  West  Virginia  State  Bar,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  legislation  permitting  practic- 
ing attorneys  to  become  eligible  for  benefits 
under  the  Social  Security  Act  and  a  tax- 
deferment  pension  plan;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

102.  Also,  petition  of  the  Polish  Roman 
Catholic  Union  of  America,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  protesting  against  the  vicious  and  in- 
human activities  of  the  Soviet  tyrants;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

103.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  E>e- 
fense  League  of  America  Inc.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  initiating  action  to  cause  immediate 
withdrawal  of  the  United  States  member- 
ship in  the  United  Nations;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

104.  Also,  petition  of  A.  R.  McCrae,  and 
others,  of  Orlando,  Fla.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  enactment  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447, 
proposed  social  security  legislation  Itnown  as 
the  Townsend  plan;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

105.  Also,  petition  of  M.  I.  Henry,  and 
others,  of  Winter  Park,  Fla.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  enactment  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447, 
proposed  social  security  legislation  known 
as  the  Townsend  plan;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

106.  Also,  petition  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  J.  W. 
Glissor,  and  others,  of  Orlando,  Fla.,  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  enactment  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H. 
R.  2447,  proposed  social  security  legislation 
known  as  the  Townsend  plan;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  March  25,  1953 

The  Senate  met  in  executive  session  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  Reverend  Cliff  R.  Johnson,  Th.  D.. 
pastor  of  the  Westminster  Presbyterian 
Church,  Alexandria,  Va.,  offered  the  fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Heavenly  Father,  it  is  a  long,  long  trek 
frooi  the  jungle  where  in  the  symbolic 
shadows  of  the  forest  men  made  their 
laws  to  fit  their  superstitions  to  this  au- 
gust Chamber  where  in  dignity,  freedom, 
and  wisdom  the  affairs  of  men  and  the 
laws  of  the  Nation  may  be  determined. 

By  Thy  hand.  Thou  hast  brought  us 
from  the  jungle  here.  Sometimes  we 
frighten  ourselves  by  the  awareness  of 
how  close  we  yet  remain  to  the  law  of 
tooth  and  claw.    The  beasts  of  our  na- 


tures still  crouch  ever  near  to  leap  upon 
our  moral  and  spiritual  weakness. 

Help  us  as  a  people,  and  as  legisla- 
tors, O  Ctod,  to  remember  that  the  moral 
heights  we  have  painfully  climbed  may 
be  maintained  only  as  in  humility  we 
call  upon  Thee.  Our  greatest  hope  is 
that  Thou  hast  given  us  the  capacity  to 
call  Thee  by  name. 

Let  there  be  something  of  an  air  of 
holiness  to  fill  this  room;  grant  that  it 
may  breathe  not  alone  an  atmosphere  of 
pressing  legislative  necessity  but  also  of 
spiritual  and  moral  commitment.  Let 
Thy  particular  blessing  rest  upon  these 
men  as  again  they  must  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility of  taking  our  hves  into  their 
hands  on  this  day.  We  make  our  prayer 
in  the  name  of  Him  who  gave  His  life 
into  the  hands  of  men  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  world,  even  Jesus  Christ,  our 
Lord.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Monday.  March 
23.   1953.   was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  r  ROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OP  BILL 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced 
that  on  March  23.  1953,  the  President 
had  approved  and  signed  the  act  fS. 
1188)  to  amend  the  Dependents  Assist- 
ance Act  of  1950  to  continue  in  effect 
certain  of  the  provisions  thereof. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  following  bills,  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  1832.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  sus- 
pension of  the  imposition  or  execution  cf 
sentence  in  certain  cases  in  the  municipal 
court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  in 
the  Juvenile  court  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; 

H.  R.  2277.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  Incorporate  the  Roose- 
velt Memorial  Association."  approved  May 
31,  1920.  so  as  to  change  the  name  of  such 
association  to  "Theodore  Roosevelt  Associa- 
tion," and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3307.  An  act  to  provide  for  the 
treatment  of  users  of  narcotics  in  the  District 
of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  3425.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  authorize  the  Commission- 
ers of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint 
a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Depart- 
ment or  a  member  of  the  Fire  Department 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  Director  of 
the  District  Office  of  Civil  Defense,  and  lor 
other  purposes,"  approved  May  21.  1961; 

H.  R.  3704.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  In- 
corporation, regulation,  merger,  consolida- 
tion, and  dissolution  of  certain  business  cor- 
porations in  the  District  of  Columbia;   and 

H.  R.  3795.  An  act  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
oAcers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  States  Park  Police, 
the  White  Hoxiae  Police,  and  the  Fire  De- 
partment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
for  other  purposes. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED  DURING 
ADJOURNMENT 

Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Senate  of 
the  23d  instant. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  on  March  24. 
1953.  signed  the  enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  3053)' 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1953,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  previously 
been  signed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES— LEGISLA- 
TIVE REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO. 
2,  1953  (H.  DOC.  NO.  Ill) 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  as  in  legislative 
session,  the  message  just  received  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  may 
be  laid  before  the  Senate  and  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  As  in 
legislative  session,  the  Chair  lays  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  the  clerk 
will  now  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  message. 

(For  President's  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
Smith  of  Maine  In  the  chair).  As  In 
legislative  session,  the  message,  together 
with  the  reorganization  plan,  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  McCartht.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Permanent  In- 
vestigating Subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  was 
authorized  to  sit  this  afternoon  during 
the  session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  was  authorized 
to  sit  this  afternoon  during  the  session 
of  the  Senate. 


ONE  HUNDRED  AND  THIRTY-SEC- 
OND ANNIVERSARY  OF  GREEK  IN- 
DEPENDENCE 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.  Madam  President. 
today,  March  25.  is  independence  day  in 
Greece.    It  is  their  Fourth  of  July. 

Independence  day  celebrations  are 
great  events  In  the  annals  of  all  nations, 
but  the  celebration  of  Greek  independ- 
ence day  is  of  particular  significance  to 
Americans  because  the  idea  of  independ- 
ence, as  understood  in  the  West,  orig- 
inated with  the  great  ancestors  of  the 
present-day  Greeks.  Of  the  many  noble 
ideas  which  ancient  Greece  bequeathed 
to  the  West,  the  idea  of  independence, 
the  love  of  freedom  and  liberty,  seems 
to  be  the  noblest  and  purest  of  them  all. 
These  worthy  descendants  of  the  an- 
cient Greeks,  who  unfurled  the  flag  of 
revolt  against  their  oppressors  in  1821 
and  cast  off  the  invaders'  unwelcome 
yoke,  have,  in  recent  years,  declared  to 
the  world  that  in  the  course  of  many 
centuries  they  have  not  lost  any  of  the 
qualities  that  had  made  their  ancestors 
great.    During    7    strenuous    years    of 
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fighting,  often  agains';  heavy  odds,  they 
proved  their  case;  they  demonstrated  to 
the  West  that  the  modem  Greeks  are 
true  sons  of  those  c-Durageous  ancient 
Greeks.  They  have  retained  their 
independence. 

We  Americans  have  always  had  most 
sympathetic  feeling  (oward  the  Greek 
people.  I  am  glad  to  say  tliat  both  our 
Government  and  our  ])eople  have  always 
been  most  generous  in  extending  aid  to 
Greece  in  every  possible  way.  I  say  this 
because  I  speak  from  some  experience. 
I  had  the  honor  to  be  the  administrator 
of  our  Greek  aid  program  during  its 
first  year.  Being  in  Greece  I  came  to 
know  the  Greeks  intimately.  I  had  daily 
contact  with  them,  and  came  to  appre- 
ciate deeply  their  fine  qualities.  They 
are  intelligent,  they  are  courageous — 
and  they  are  true  friends.  Exactly  5 
years  ago  today  I  spoke  at  the  Gret;k 
Independence  Day  celubration  in  Athens. 
I  was  delighted  to  join  them  then,  and 

I  am  equally  glad  today  to  join  not  only 
the  Greeks  but  also  all  Americans  of 
Gieek  ancestry  in  the  celebration  of 
Greek  Independence  Day. 

Mr.  IVES.  Madam  President,  today, 
March  25,  marks  the  132d  anniversary 
of  the  independence  of  Gi'eece.  In  this 
connection  I  have  prepared  a  statement 
which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  th3  body 
of  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. And  following  the  statement.  I 
a.sk  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the 
text  of  a  letter  by  Mr.  Harry  Papps. 
viiich  app?ai-s  in  this  morning's  issue 
of  the  Washington  Post. 

There  bein?  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment   and    letter    were    ordered    to    be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
St.\tement  by  Senator  Ivks  on  the  Occasion 

or    THE     132D     ANNrvirK.^iAHY     OF    THE    INDE- 

PTNDtNCE  or  Grkeci,  March  25.  1953 

Greece— the  crndle  of  democracy  from 
earliest  days — celebrates  the  anniversary  of 
hier  Independence  on  March  25.  One  hun- 
dred and  thirty-two  years  aRO.  In  1821.  Greek 
liUrators  under  tlie  leadership  of  Arch- 
bishop Germanos  of  Petras,  evicted  the  Turk- 
ish rulers  of  their  homeland.  Since  that 
event.  March  25  has  been  commemorated  not 
only  b;  the  Greek  people  and  by  those  of 
Grt-ek  ancestry,  but  by  all  freedom-loving 
peoples  throughout  the  world  u  Greek  In- 
de:>endence  Day. 

Cireecc's  centvirles  of  culture — its  contrt- 
Luiions  in  the  fields  of  architecture,  philos- 
ophy, art.  and  literature — have  formed  the 
c::rner.stone  of  our  present  western  civiliza- 
tion. In  these  times  we  are  fortunate  to 
have  the  heritage  that  Greece  has  bestowed 
upon  U.S.  especially  the  appreciation  and  love 
ot  liberty  and  the  knowledge  of  the  ways  of 
Iree  men. 

CJrico-.^merlcan  friendship  to  one  of  many 
years  standiu,,'.     America  has  always  oCTered 

II  helping  hand  in  times  of  difficulties. 
When  the  Oreelc  countryside  was  overrun  by 
the  PasciKt  armies  and  later  when  Greece 
wa.s  faced  by  Communist  tyranny,  the  United 
Slates  was  able  to  help  materially  In  regain- 
ing Greece's  cherlahed  independence. 

Greece  has  once  again  taken  her  place— 
rMhtfuUy  and  proudly — among  the  free  na- 
tiuus  of  the  worM.  Today,  we  are  assured 
of  a  dependable,  loyal  ally.  Despite  the 
proximity  of  powerful  Russia  to  her  borders, 
Greece  continues  as  a  steadfast  friend. 

On  this  commemoration  of  the  anniversary 
of  Greek  independence,  I  extend  my  felicita- 
tions to  all  my  fellow  dttaens  of  Greek  origin. 
I  rejoice  that  the  ties  between  the  two 
cuuntries  are  so  strong  and  ao  enduring. 


(Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  March  25, 
19&3] 

FiGHTZRS    roa    F1tEZ3K}lC 

May  I  proudly  salute  the  valiant  people  of 
Greece  on  March  25,  Greek  Independence 
Day.  I  know  that  I  am  expressing  the  senti- 
ments of  many  Americans  who  know  the 
Creek  people  both  here  and  in  Greece. 

As  an  American  I  have  always  been  Inspired 
by  Greece's  great  contributions  to  our  clvlli- 
sation  and  way  of  life. 

Greece  has  always  shown  Itself  as  a  de- 
pendable friend  and  ally  of  America.  In 
Korea.  Greek  soldiers  and  American  soldiers 
have  been  fighting  and  dying  together  since 
June  1950.  In  the  struggle  for  freedom  and 
Independence  of  the  people  of  Korea. 

I  know  of  the  love  and  respect  the  people 
of  Greece  hare  for  the  people  of  America. 
1  wish  to  assure  our  American  people  that 
the  people  of  Greece  are  sincerely  grateful 
■  to  us  for  the  aid  that  America  has  been  con- 
tributing for  Greece's  reconstruction. 

Greece  has  always  shown  the  world  that 
it  is  willing  to  fight  and  die  as  free  men 
for  freedom  and  Independence.  If  necessary. 
Greece  will  fight,  bleed,  and  die  as  long  as 
It  Is  on  America's  side. 

HArRT  Papps. 

New  York. 

Mr.  MAYBANX.  Madam  President,  I 
desire  to  express  my  deep  appreciation 
and  respect  for  Greece  and  the  people 
of  Greece  on  this  anniversary  of  Greek 
Independence.  Time  will  not  permit  me 
to  make  a  lengthy  speech.  I  am  limited 
to  2  minutes.  However,  I  join  other 
Senators  in  pointing  to  the  fact  that 
Greece  was  the  ci*adle  of  democracy.  I 
wish  for  the  Greek  people  many  more 
such  anniversaries  and  I  commend  them 
for  the  determination  and  the  resource- 
fulness with  which  they  continue  to  re- 
sist the  powerful  forces  of  the  aggressor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted 
to  speak  for  3  minutes  on  the  subject  of 
Greek  independence. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  TAFI.  Madam  President,  I  must 
object  to  any  speech  of  more  than  2 
minutes.  I  announced  that  rule,  and  I 
have  objected  to  other  Senators  speaking 
for  more  than  2  minutes,  and  I  must  ob- 
ject now. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President.  I 
did  not  know  of  the  rule.  I  think  it  is 
a  perfectly  good  rule,  and  I  do  not  ob- 
ject to  it. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  a  statement  which 
I  prepared  with  regard  to  the  132d  an- 
niversary today  of  the  recovery  of  free- 
dom and  independence  by  the  Greek 
people. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment u-as  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Lehman  on  the  132d 
Annivzrsast  or  Greek  Inoepkndemce 

Today  marks  the  182d  anniversary  ot  the 
recovery  of  freedom  and  Independence  by 
the  Greek  people,  and  the  reemergence,  after 
a  pause  of  centuries,  of  the  Greek  nation. 
That  was  In  1821.  and  that  event  was  her- 
alded throughout  the  earth  by  freedom- 
loving  mankind,  by  afl  who  recognized  the 
tremendotis  debt  which  the  cause  of  freedom 
and  democracy  owed  to  the  mighty  men  of 
ancient  Greece. 

The  Idea  of  freedom  and  democracy  Is  In- 
separable from  the  history  of  ancient  Greece. 


Today.  In  freedom's  present  crisis.  Greece 
again  stands  In  the  forefront  oC  the  defend- 
ers and  supporters  of  freedom's  cause. 

Nor  has  Greece's  service  in  the  eternal 
struggle  for  liberty  been  confined  to  her 
glorious  past  and  the  embattled  present. 
Down  through  the  years,  the  plains  and  hills 
of  this  storied  land  have  been  a  battle- 
ground— In  World  War  I,  In  World  War  II, 
and  at  present. 

In  partial  recognition  of  these  facts  of 
history,  as  well  as  in  recognition  of  the  reoU- 
ties  of  the  present  world  struggle.  President 
Truman,  in  1047,  initiated  the  bold  doctrine 
that  now  bears  bis  name,  and  issued  orders 
for  the  practical  steps  which  preserved  the 
Independence  of  Greece  against  the  threat 
of  Communist  subversion,  and  the  grip  of 
civil  war.  In  the  years  since,  the  Marshall 
plan,  EGA,  and  the  point  4  program  have 
helped  to  shore  up  the  economy  of  Greece 
aiKl  to  provide  technical  assistance  and  co- 
operation In  the  rehabilitation  and  expan- 
sion of  the  Greek  economy. 

I  learned  to  know  and  admire  the  Greek 
people  through  my  long  and  close  associa- 
tion with  them  during  the  years  I  was  Direc- 
tor General  of  UNPtRA. 

Today.  Greece  is  still  faced  with  serious 
economic  problemf.  The  problem  of  ref- 
ugees and  of  stirplus  population  still  beset 
that  noble  land. 

The  United  States  must  do  Its  share  in 
providing  a  haven  for  a  reasonable  number 
of  those  who  can  well  leave  Greece  and  be- 
come useful  citizens  here.  We  must  con- 
tinue to  assist  the  Greek  economy  in  other 
ways,  while  contintilng  the  program  of  miU- 
tary  cooperation  through  NATO  and  the  de- 
fense assistance  program.  I  know  that 
Greece  is  doing  its  part  in  the  collective  ef- 
fort of  building  up  the  strength  of  the  At- 
lantic-Mediterranean community  and  of  the 
free  world  generally. 

In  this  way  the  United  States  is  doing  its 
part  to  preserve  Greece  and  other  free  na- 
tions from  the  evil  threat  of  totalitarianism 
and  tyranny.  In  this  way,  we  help  make  It 
possible  for  the  Greek  people  to  contribute 
their  share,  in  the  valiant  traditions  of  the 
Greek  people,  to  the  defense  of  freedom,  and 
its  promotion  everywhere  In  the  world. 

Americans  of  Greek  descent  can  well  be 
proud  on  this  day  of  the  glory  of  ancient 
Greece,  and  of  the  valor  of  the  modern  na- 
tion which  is  the  heir,  along  with  our  own 
country,  of  those  mighty  traditions  of  the 
past. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  on  behalf  of  tiie  Senator  from 
Minnesota  IMr.  Humphrey],  who  is  ab- 
sent on  official  business,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a 
statement  prepared  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  on  Greek  Independence  Day. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  on  Greek  iNDEmNDENcz  Dat 
(By  Senator  Humfheet) 

Pew  nations  of  the  world  can  celebrate 
their  independence  day  with  as  much  pride 
of  achievement  as  the  people  of  Greece,  for 
few  nations  have  had  to  pay  so  high  a  price 
to  maintain  their  freedom  and  their  national 
existence.  The  tragic  fate  that  has  pursued 
the  Greek  people  during  the  past  2.000  years, 
a  fate  of  continual  struggle  against  foreign 
invaders  attempting  to  subjugate  them,  has 
continued  to  ptirsue  them  In  our  ow^n  days. 
Twice  within  a  single  decade  Greece  has  been 
ravaged  by  war.  Its  people  have  experienced 
the  twin  scourges  of  our  age,  nazlsm  and 
communism,  in  their  most  brutal  f<M-ms. 

Through  It  all,  at  the  cost  of  unmention- 
able suffering,  the  Greek  people  have  shown 
how  much  freedom  means  to  them.  In  1940, 
they  accomplished  the  incredible  feat  of 
driving  Oiff  the  attacking  farces  of  Mufisolinl, 
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which  had  prevloualy  been  regarded  aa  much 
superior  to  their  own.  Even  through  the 
bitter  years  of  the  occupation,  Greeks  har- 
assed the  Axis  forces  wherever  they  could 
and  thus  effectively  aided  the  allied  cause. 

Liberation  from  Nazi  rule,  unfortunately, 
did  not  mean  the  end  of  suffering  for  the 
people  of  Greece.  Almost  Immediately  they 
were  threatened  by  a  new  equally  formidable 
foe:  the  forces  of  Communist  Imperialism. 
Years  of  strife  and  devastation  had  to  be 
endured  before  the  Communists  gav*!  up  their 
struggle.  But  the  Greek  people  again  showed 
their  courage  and  their  will  to  be  free 
against  overwhelming  odds.  With  the 
assistance  of  the  American  people,  they  were 
given  the  tools  and  they  finished  the  Job. 

Now  that  Greece  finally  enjoys  relative 
peace,  the  free  world  community,  whose 
battles  It  fought,  must  continue  to  do  all 
that  Is  In  Its  power  to  help  compensate 
Greece  for  Its  grievous  losses.  Nothing  can 
be  done,  of  course,  to  make  whole  the  untold 
loss  of  llv^s  which  almos'  every  Greek  fam- 
ily experl'?nced.  But  wlr.lle  the  dettd  can- 
not b3  returned,  the  living  can.  We  must, 
therefore,  continue  to  press  for  the  return 
of  the  28.000  Greek  children  kidnapped  by 
the  Communists  during  the  civil  war.  In 
the  economic  field,  we  must  continue  to 
help  Greece  restore  Its  battered  Industry  and 
agriculture.  Much  has  already  been  ac- 
complished In  recent  years.  Much  can  be 
still  accomplished  through  continuation  of 
the  mutual-security   progra.Ti. 

Finally,  we  must  help  find  a  solution  to 
Greece's  overpopulation  problem  through 
the  resettlement  of  excess  population  in 
various  parts  of  the  world.  As  our  contribu- 
tion to  such  a  resettlement  program,  we 
should  end  the  discriminatory  formula  in 
our  present  Immigration  law  under  which 
Immigration  from  Greece  Is  restricted  to  an 
Insignificant  number.  The  present  absurd 
practice  of  declaring  tens  of  thousands  of 
quota  numbers  forfeited  annually  simply 
because  the  countries  to  which  they  are  as- 
signed are  not  Interested  in  using  them  must 
be  discontinued  and  a  more  equitable  system 
under  which  natives  are  given  a  fair  chance 
to  qualify  for  immigration  within  the  over- 
all field  must  be  sutMtituted. 

Knowing  that  the  people  of  Greece  will 
always  do  their  part,  I  am  confident  that 
Greece  will  soon  occupy  an  ever-stronger 
position  in  the  community  of  free  nations. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.     Madam  President, 

1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 

2  minutes  to  discuss  the  anniversary  of 
Greek  independence. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Virginia  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Madam  President, 
today  is  being  celebrated  by  many  good 
Americans  in  Virginia  and  elsewhere  in 
the  United  States  as  the  anniversary  of 
the  date  in  1924  when  Greece,  the  land 
of  their  forefathers,  became  a  Republic. 

I  think  it  is  appropriate  to  oflfer  con- 
gratulations on  this  occasion  not  only 
because  of  the  common  interest  which 
now  exists  among  nations  which  enjoy 
a  democratic  form  of  government,  but 
also  because  of  the  important  contribu- 
tion which  ancient  Greece  made  to  our 
heritage  of  political  and  religious  free- 
dom. 

Five  hundred  years  before  the  birth  of 
Christ  the  city  state  of  Athens  experi- 
mented with  the  plan  of  government 
which  we  now  call  democracy.  That  ex- 
p>eriment  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  each  individual  citizen  was  im- 
portant and  thtft  the  government  should 
be  conducted  for  his  benefit,  rather  than 
that  of  a  single  ruler  or  a  limited  class 
claiming  the  privileges  of  nobility. 


That  system  was  developed  and  nur- 
tured by  the  Romans,  who  added  to  the 
Greek  idea  an  organized  body  of  laws; 
and  by  the  Anglo-Saxons  who.  in  Magna 
Carta  and  other  great  documents,  laid 
the  foundation  for  our  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  Constitution. 

Ancient  Greece  fell  as  an  independent 
empire  partly  because  of  the  internal 
corruption  of  its  idealistically  conceived 
government  and  partly  because  the  area 
controlled  by  the  city  state  of  Athens 
was  never  organized  on  an  empire  basis; 
but  it  was  the  transplanted  seeds  of  that 
Greek  democracy  which  caused  a  host  of 
volunteers,  including  such  Englishmen 
as  Lord  Byron,  to  volunteer  in  the  flG;ht 
for  Greek  independence  which  started  in 
1821  and  culminated  a  century  later. 
It  was  that  same  love  of  personal  free- 
dom which  caused  Daniel  Webster  to 
say: 

With  suffering  Greece,  now  is  the  cr'jis  of 
her  fate — her  great,  it  may  be.  her  last  strug- 
gle. Sir,  while  we  sit  here  deliberating,  her 
destiny  may  be  decided.  The  Greeks,  con- 
tending with  ruthless  oppressors,  turn  their 
eyes  to  us,  and  invoke  us  by  their  ancestors, 
by  their  slaughtered  wives  and  children,  by 
their  own  blood,  poured  out  like  water,  by 
the  hetacombs  of  dead  they  have  heaped  up 
as  It  were  to  heaven,  they  Invoke,  they  im- 
plore of  us  some  cheering  sound,  some  look 
of  sympathy,  some  token  of  passionate 
regard. 

They  look  to  us  as  the  great  Republic  of 
the  earth — and  they  ask  us  by  our  common 
faith,  whether  we  can  forget  that  they  are 
struggling,  as  we  once  struggled,  for  what 
we  now  so  happily  eujoy?  I  cannot  .say.  sir, 
that  they  will  succeed:  That  rests  with 
Heaven.  But  for  myself,  sir.  if  I  should  hear 
that  they  have  failed— that  their  last 
phalanx  had  sunk  beneath  the  Turkish 
scimitar,  that  the  flames  of  their  last  cHy 
had  sunk  in  its  ashes,  and  that  naught  re- 
mained but  the  wide  melancholy  waste 
vhere  Greece  once  wa^.  I  should  still  reflect, 
with  the  most  heartfelt  satisfaction,  that  I 
have  asked  you,  in  the  name  of  se-en  mil- 
lions of  free  men.  that  you  would  give  them 
at  least  the  cheering  of  one  friendly  voice. 

It  is  because  we  believed  that  the 
Greeks  loved  their  personal  freedom  that 
we  first  provided  aid  to  Greece  in  her 
fight  against  communism  which  finally, 
under  the  leadership  of  the  great  Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet,  she  won.  Later  we  in- 
cluded Greece  in  a  liberal  way  in  the 
economic  rehabilitation  benefits  of  the 
Marshall  plan.  When  debate  starts 
shortly  in  the  Congress  on  a  bill  to  au- 
thorize funds  for  military  aid.  no  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  will  question  the  inclu- 
sion of  Greece,  whose  volunteer  detach- 
ments have  fought  with  such  valor 
against  the  Communists  in  Korea. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Madam  President, 
the  United  States  has  enjoyed  friendly 
relations  with  many  countries  but  with 
none  have  they  been  warmer  or  more 
fruitful   than   with    Greece. 

Most  of  the  things  for  which  we  now 
fight — the  principles  in  which  we  be- 
lieve, the  rule  of  the  majority,  the  rights 
of  the  individual,  indeed,  democracy  it- 
self, have  been  derived  from  ancient 
Greece. 

And  in  recent  years  the  interdepend- 
ence of  the  United  States  and  Greece 
has  become  increasingly  obvious  as  we 
have  united  in  the  common  struggle 
for  freedom. 

It  is  thus  most  appropriate  that  we 
here  today  salute  the  Kingdom  of  Greece 


on  the  occasion  of  the  132d  anniversary 
of  Greece's  glorious  war  of  independence. 

Mr.  FREAR  Madam  President,  few 
nations  have  contributed  so  much  to 
the  world  as  Greece.  In  art  and  litera- 
ture, in  science  and  In  philosophy,  it  is 
to  the  ancient  Greeks  that  the  world 
turns  to  find  some  of  their  most  perfect 
examples  and  most  perfect  forms.  To 
America,  one  of  the  most  significant 
achievements  of  ancient  Greece  is  the 
work  of  its  great  thinker,  Aristotle;  for. 
somewhere  in  that  vast  monument  of 
philosophy  and  knowledge  which  is 
Aristotle's  there  lay  the  seeds  of  Ameri- 
can democracy. 

For  this  truly  great  legacy  from  ancient 
Greece,  the  gratitude  of  America  has 
never  been  wanting.  When  in  the  first 
quarter  of  the  nineteenth  century. 
Greece,  inspired  by  the  regeneration  of 
democracy  in  the  Western  World,  re- 
belled  against  her  centuries-old  oppres- 
sor, and  boldly  fought  and  heroically 
won  her  independence.  America  hailed 
with  unabated  enthusiasm  the  rebirth  of 
the  Greek  nation.  In  the  House  of 
Representatives,  one  Member  made  a 
moving  plea  at  the  outset  of  the  revolu- 
tion for  aid  to  the  beleagured  Greeks. 
Observing  that  the  feeling  of  sympathy 
for  Greece  was  deep  and  imiversal 
throughout  America,  he  declared: 

We  have  seen  with  great  pwiln  •  •  •  the 
bkKjdy  contesta  that  have  desolated  the 
rPKKins  of  the  other  hemisphere,  and  we  have 
rejiiced  at  every  success  of  the  Grecian 
arms. 

One  year  later  President  James  Mon- 
roe, whose  per.sonal  feeling  for  the  cause 
of  Greek  independence  was  far  more  in- 
ton.se  than  revealed  by  these  restrained 
s?ntiments,  declared  in  his  memorable 
m-ssage  to  Congress  In  December  1823: 

Tliere  is  good  cause  to  believe  •  •  •  that 
Greece  will  become  again  an  Independent 
iiiition  That  she  may  obtain  that  rank  Is 
the  object  of  our  most  ardent  wishes. 

During  that  sanguinary  era  of  the 
Greek  war  for  Independence.  America 
was  only  a  small  nation,  regarded  by 
the  powers  of  Europe  as  of  little  conse- 
quence. Our  support  for  Greece  in  her 
cause— a  cause  of  hberty  very  dear  to 
our  hearts — could,  therefore,  be  only 
moral  support.  In  more  recent  years, 
however,  our  strength  as  a  world  power 
has  grown  immensely,  and  likewise, 
there  has  also  been  the  enlargement  of 
our  re-=ponsibility  as  a  democratic  na- 
tion. Today,  we  are  more  than  guard- 
ians of  our  own  freedom;  we  are.  in  a 
very  real  sense,  guardians  of  democracy 
and  freedom  the  world  over. 

Foremost  among  those  nations  who 
have  had  a  helping  hand  from  America 
has  been  Greece.  Resolute  and  afdrma- 
tive  action  taken  by  America  during  the 
critical  days  of  1947  helped  the  Greeks 
to  preserve  their  independence  from 
being  subverted  by  communism.  Since 
those  fateful  days  of  war  and  suffering, 
when  Greek  liberty  hung  in  the  balance, 
Greece  has  arisen  to  a  new  state  of 
stability  and  security. 

On  this  anniversary  day  of  Greek 
independence,  it  is  fitting,  therefore, 
that  every  American  call  to  mind  the 
precious  legacies  of  ancient  Greece 
which  have  in  all  their  greatness  formed 
so  significant  a  part  of  our  American 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2265 


civilization.  On  this  occasion.  It  Is  also 
fitting  that  once  again  both  America  and 
Greece  renew  theii-  lasting  friendship 
and  together  proclaim  to  the  world  their 
firm  dedication  to  the  cause  of  democra- 
cy   freedom  and  independence. 

Mr.  FEIRGUSON.  Madam  President. 
T  a^k  unanlmouB  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Rkocmid  as  part  of  my 
remarks  a  statement  on  Greek  Inde- 
pendence Day. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

lliere  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RtcoBD,  as  follows: 

STATEWTNT  BT  SrifATOt  FrUCtTBOW 

The  men  of  the  West  have  always  fought 
for  certain  ideals  of  freedom  and  independ- 
ence of  which  the  ancient  civilization  of 
Greece  was  the  fountainhead.  We  all  are 
fully  aware  of  the  legacy  of  classical  Greece 
to  the  West,  but  perhaps  not  all  of  us  know 
b<  w  the  Greeks  of  modern  times  have  had 
t)  strugKle  to  regain  that  liberty  which  waa 
the  ideal  of  their  ancestors. 

During  most  of  modern  timet  the  Greeks 
«ere  deprived  of  their  national  Independ- 
ence. Fortunately,  however,  they  kept  alive 
their  Ideals  of  lll)erty  and  of  freedom,  and 
U)  1821  staged  a  revolt  which  led  to  their 
e\eiitual  political  Independence. 

All  Americans  will  join  with  thousands  of 
pcis-Jiis  of  Greek  lineage  In  the  celebration 
of  Greek  Independence  Day  March  25  and 
express  their  heatfelt  gratitude  for  the  In- 
valuable contributions  which  Greek-Ameri- 
cans have  made  to  America's  greatness. 


TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTIfTE 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  IVES  and  Mr.  MAYBANK  ad- 
dressed the  Chair.     ^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ate  s  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Madam  President,  before 
suggesting  the  absence  of  a  quorum  and 
proceoding  with  the  debate,  if  any  Sen- 
ators have  matters  to  place  in  the  Rec- 
ord, With  the  usual  limitation  of  2  min- 
utes on  speeches,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  that  may  be  done  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  As  in  leg- 
it la  tive  session? 

Mr.  TAFT.    As  in  legislative  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  WiUiout 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senat«  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 

E.XTRESSION  OF  SYMPATHY   FOB  PEOPLES  OF  THK 

NtTHERLANBs,  Great  Brttain,  and  Belgium 

IN  Flood  Disaste* 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Sscretary  of 
Slate,  transmitting.  In  response  to  Senate 
Concurrent  Reaolutlon  13,  expressing  sympa- 
tliy  for  the  peoples  of  the  Netherlands. 
Great  Britain,  and  Belgium  in  the  disaster 
E'ufTered  by  them,  responses  from  the  Neth- 
erlands, the  United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium 
(Wkth  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

Repobt  on  Tm  C)Pi«ATioirs 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporatlorl,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  semiannual  report  on  tin 
'iperatlons,  for  the  6-month  p>erlod  ended 
December  SI,  1952  (with  an  aoccanpanying 
report ) :  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 
A   Joint  resolution   of   the   LieglBlattire  at 
the  State  of  Washington;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  3 
"To  the  Honorable  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congrei^s 
assembled: 
••We,   your  memorialists,   the  Ssnate  and 
House    of    Representatives   of    the    State   of 
Washington.  In  legislative  session  assembled, 
most  respectfully  represent  and  petition  as 
follows: 

'Whereas  the  extension  by  proclamation 
of  the  Olympic  National  Park,  of  January  4, 
1940,  Includes  within  Its  boundaries  the  cor- 
ridjr  north  of  Quinalt  Lake  and  River  and 
the  highway  therein  known  as  the  North 
Shore  Road;  and 

"Whereas  this  extension  of  boundaries 
iM-ings  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Na- 
tional Park  Administraticn  a  considerable 
area  of  land  owned  by  bona  flde  settlers  to- 
gether with  the  only  road  affording  entry 
Into  and  egrecs  from  the  homes  of  the^e 
settlers,  some  of  which  were  settled  as  early 
as  1888;  and 

"Whereas  the  land  In  question  does  not 
belong  to  the  Olympic  National  Park  nor 
to  the  United  States,  but  belongs  to  private 
citizens  who  hold  it  by  virtue  of  patents 
granted  by  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  no  tlmberland  owned  by  the 
United  States  or  the  State  of  Washington 
Is  involved  in  this  area  which  contains  ap- 
proximately 4,000  acres,  of  which  2,500  acres 
are  potentially  til! able;  and 

"Whereas  the  area  Is  new  the  permanent 
residence  of  177  people  who  enjoy  electric 
Ughts,  telephone  service,  rural  free  delivery 
mall,  and  bus  service  for  chlldien  to  an  ac- 
credited high  school;   and 

"Wliereas  the  National  Park  Service  could, 
at  its  discretion.  Isolate  the  residents  of  the 
area  by  its  failure  to  maintain  a  road:  Now. 
therefore,  te  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Ser.ate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  StaU  of  Washington,  in 
legislative  session  assembled.  That  we  re- 
spectfully petition  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  speedily  enact  legislation 
to  readjust  the  boundaries  of  the  Olympic 
National  Park  so  as  to  restore  the  private 
land  and  road  along  the  north  shore  of 
Quinalt  Lake  and  River  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  agency  or  agencies  under  whose 
Jurisdiction  it  existed  prior  to  the  proc- 
lamation of  January  4,  1940;   and 

"Be  it  further  resolved.  That  copies  of  this 
memorial  be  immediately  transmitted  to  the 
Honorable  Dwlght  U.  Elsenhower,  President 
of  the  United  States,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  Honorable 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  to  each  Sena- 
tor and  Representative  from  the  State  of 
Washington." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary : 

"House  Joint  Memorial  21 
"To  the  Uonormble   Dvnght   D.  Eisenhower, 
President    of    the    United    States;    the 
Honorable  Douglas  McKay.  Secretary  of 
the  Interior:  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  and  the  Honorable  E.  L.  Bartlett. 
Delegate  to  Congress  from  Alaska: 
•TTour  memorialist,  the  liSglslature  of  the 
Territory  of  AlBska.  In  aist  session  assem- 
bled, respectfully  represents  that — 

"Whereas  the  people  of  Alaska  are  gen- 
erally In  sympathy  with  the  security  provi- 
sions of  the  McCarran  Immigration  law,  and 
keenly  realize  tto  need  lor  dose  aerutlny  oC 


all  persons  entering  the  United  States  azKl 
for  strict  security  regulations  pertaining 
thereto:  and 

"Whereas  the  McCarran  Immigration  law 
actually  weakens  the  national  security  by 
applying  restrictions  on  aliens  only  when 
they  leave  Alaska  thus  tending  to  confine 
them  in  the  Territory  where  the  United 
States  has  many  secret  and  Tltal  defense  In- 
stallations and  should  taanre  only  the  most 
loyal  and  devoted  citizens  near  them;  and 
"Whereas  during  World  War  II  the  mili- 
tary officials  applied  travel  controls  which 
permitted  easy  egress  from  Alaska  but  sub- 
jected those  who  sought  to  enter  Alaska  to 
desirability  tests  to  exclude  those  who  were 
for  any  reason  deemed  undesirable  security 
risks;  and 

"Whereas  under  existing  provisions  of  the 
law,  anyone  having  attained  entry  Into  the 
United  States  by  any  means  whatever  has 
free  access  to  AlasiLa,  regardless  of  the  un- 
American  political  philosophy  or  of  being 
an  undesirable  security  risk;  and 

"'Whereas  the  McCarran  Immigration  law 
notwithstanding,  aliens  cannot  enter  Alaska  . 
legally  without  undergoing  immigration  In- 
spection; and 

"Whereas  we  American  citizen  retldents 
of  Alaska  In  quest  of  statehood  and  equal 
civil,  political,  economic,  and  related  rights, 
protest  the  unintended  use  of  Alaska  as  a 
collecting  point  for  undesirables;  and 

"Whereas  the  McCarran  immigration  law 
provisions  create  undue  hardship  on  physi- 
cally and  mentally  111  American  citizens  re- 
siding In  Alaska  who,  with  their  attendants, 
must  enter  the  zone  of  the  Interior  for  med- 
ical treatment  or  confinement;  and 

"Whereas  the  procedures  adopted  by 
United  States  Immigration  officials  at  ter- 
minal points  In  the  United  States,  while  not 
haphazard  nor  Inefficient,  are  carried  out 
without  consideration  of  the  best  Interests 
or  convenience  of  those  persons  entering  or 
reentering  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  study  should  be  made  of  meth- 
ods of  expediting  the  clearance  process  for 
Ihose  persons  traveling  to  and  from  Alaska 
who  have  adequate  Identification,  possibly 
accomplishing  this  end  by  deputizing  spe- 
cific members  of  the  transportation  company 
crew  or  staff  so  that  clearance  may  be  accom- 
plished by  them  en  route. 

"NOW,  therefore,  your  memoriallEt,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  re- 
spectfully prays  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  at  Its  present  session,  adopt 
adequate  meastires  to  provide  security  clear- 
ance for  i>eople  both  entering  and  leaving 
Alaska  and  to  expedite  the  clearance  proce- 
dures of  the  United  States  immigration. 
"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

A  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  relating  to  a  reduction  of 
the  Federal  excise  tax  on  distilled  spirits;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  McCap.ran  on  March  18, 
1953.  p.  2034,  Congressional  Recohb.) 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  relating  to  a  stabilized  mar- 
ket for  the  products  of  domestic  mines;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  McCaaran  on  March  16, 
1953,  p.  1960.  Congbissional  Rxcoss.) 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  McCarran  on  March  16, 
1953.  p.  1961,  CoNcai^sioNAZ.  Ricaso.) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  City  of  Pasadena.  Calif.,  re- 
lating to  the  issuance  of  a  conunemoratlve 
postage  stamp  honoring  the  65th  anniversary 
of  the  City  of  Pasadena  Tournament  of 
Roses:  to  the  (Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Servloe. 

A  reeolutlon  adopted  by  the  City  CouncU 
of  the  City  of  Indlo,  Calif.,  favoring  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  to  provide  funds  lor 
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adequate  hospitalization  for  needy  and  111 
veterana  of  the  United  States  forces;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

By  Mr.  GOLI>WATER: 
A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Leglslatiire  of  the 
State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services : 

"House  Joint  Memorial  3 
"Joint  memorial  relating  to  the  establish- 
ment of  an  Air  Force  Academy  In  Arizona 
"To  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United 
States: 
"Your     memorialist     respectfxilly     repre- 
sents— 

"That  there  Is  a  need  for  an  Air  Force 
Academy  comparable  to  the  United  States 
Military  and  Naval  Academies  to  train  career 
officers  for  the  Air  Force  because  of  the  tre- 
mendous growth  of  that  service  in  the  in- 
terest of  national  defense  has  long  been 
recognized.  In  1948  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  in  1949  the  National  Military  Establish- 
ment's Servii»  Academy  Board  recommended 
that  an  Air  Force  Academy  be  established  on 
the  same  basis  as  the  Military  and  Naval 
Academies  for  the  training  of  future  officers 
of  that  branch  of  service.  In  1951  United 
States  Representative  Cari,  Vinson  intro- 
duced H.  R.  4574,  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  United  States  Air  Force  Acad- 
emy at  an  estimated  cost  of  9171  million. 
Prior  to  1951  legislation  was  introduced  in 
both  Houses  of  Congress  to  establish  an  Air 
Force  Academy. 

"That  Arizona  is  particularly  suited  as  a 
site  for  an  Air  Force  Academy  is  shown  by 
its  possession  of  the  following  Important  at- 
tributes: (1)  A  climate  providing  ideal  all- 
year  flying  conditions,  as  evidenced  by  an 
average  wind  velocity  of  about  7  mijes  per 
hour,  an  annual  average  of  possible  sunshine 
of  about  84  percent,  an  annual  average  of 
about  3,739  sunshine-hours  per  year,  and  a 
low  yearly  average  relative  humidity  of  about 
38  percent;  (3)  the  low  cost  of  acquisition 
and  preparation  of  land;  (3)  outstanding 
educational  facilities,  including  the  Univer- 
sity of  Arizona  at  Tucson,  Arizona  State  Col- 
lege at  Tempe,  Arizona  State  College  at  Flag- 
staff, Junior  colleges,  public  and  private  high 
schools  and  preparatory  schools,  and  many 
public  and  private  grade  schools;  (4)  ade- 
quate housing  facilities,  with  all  modern 
utilities  and  ample  public  accommodations: 
(5)  excellent  cultural  facilltlae.'  Including 
churches,  libraries,  and  museums;  (6)  trtins- 
portatlon  facilities  by  rail,  motor  ciurrler,  and 
air.  Including  numerous  airports,  airlines, 
and  air-force  installations:  (7)  outstanding 
recreational  facilities  of  all  kinds,  both  in- 
door and  outdoor;  and  (8)  numerous  thriv- 
ing communities  with  populations  of  from 
10.000  to  250,000. 

"Wherelore  your  memorialist,  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  urgently 
requests — 

"That  the  President  and  the  Congress  give 
earnest  consideration  to  the  early  construc- 
tion of  an  Air  Force  Academy  at  a  suitable 
location  In  the  State  of  Arizona." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Arizona,  identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.) 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance: 

"Hoxise  Memorial  12 
"Memorial  requesting  Congress  to  allow  wel- 
fare recipients  to  earn  (50  a  month  with- 
out deduction  from  assistance 

"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"Under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  law 
relating  to  welfare  assistance  any  State  per- 
mitting a  recipient,  other  than  a  blind  per- 
son, to  earn  as  much  as  $60  a  month  with- 
out deduction  from  the  assistance  granted 
would  be  declared  out  of  conformity. 


*^t  would  be  of  benefit  to  the  redpiente 
of  welfare  assistance  and  to  the  general  pub- 
lic if  recipients  were  allowed  to  earn  as  much 
as  $50  a  month  without  deduction  from  the 
assistance  granted. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Arizona, 
urgently  requests: 

"That  the  Congress  adopt  an  amendment 
to  the  Federal  law  relating  to  welfare  assist- 
ance that  would  permit  the  States  to  allow 
a  recipient  of  old-age  assistance,  dependent 
children  assistance,  or  general  assistance  to 
earn  up  to  $50  a  month  without  having  a 
deduction  made  from  his  welfare  grant." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  Arizona,  iden- 
tical with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance.) 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance: 

"Concurrent  Resolution  4 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress    of   the   United    States    with   re- 
spect   to    Federal    taxes    on    gasoline    and 
motor  fuel 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  constructing  and 
maintaining  our  highway  system  In  Minne- 
sota Is  mounting  at  an  alarming  rate  and 
because  revenues  for  said  purpose  and  de- 
rived primarily  from  gasoline,  motor  fuel, 
and  license  plate  taxes;  and 

"Whereas  the  tax  on  gasoline  and  motor 
fuel  was  originally  a  prerogative  exercised 
by  the  States  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Federal 
Government  who  later  intruded  Into  this 
field  of  taxation  by  a  levy  of  a  cent  and  one- 
half,  thus  reducing  by  this  amount  what 
the  State  could  levy:  and 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  by 
section  489  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  (26 
U.  S.  C,  sec.  3412)  again  Increased  the  tax 
on  gasoline  and  motor  fuel  to  2  cents  per 
gallon,  thus  further  Jeopardizing  possible 
State  levies  on  gasoline  and  motor  fuel  and 
causing  a  serious  menace  to  this  State  and 
her  local  subdivisions;   and 

"Whereas  our  county  system  of  highways 
except  as  supported  by  the  gasoline  and 
motor-fuel  tax  must  depend  upon  a  tax  on 
real  and  personal  property  now  reaching  ex- 
tremely high  rates:  Wherefore  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Minnesota  (the  Senate 
concurring)  strongly  urge  upon  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  refrain  from  further 
taxation  on  gasoline  and  motor  fuel  and  that 
the  existing  tax  be  forthwith  repealed;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  transmitted  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Speaker  of  the  National 
House  of  Representatives,  and  to  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Minnesota  delegation  In  Congress. 

"Adopted  by  the  senate  this  17th  day  of 
March  1953. 

"H.    Y.    TORMT. 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  March  20,  1953. 

"Elmkx  Andkkson. 
"Governor  of  the  State  of  Minnesota. 
"FUed  March  20,  1953. 

"Mrs.  Mike  Holm. 
"Secretary  of  the  State  of  Minnesota." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Minnesota;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"Joint  Resolution  5 

"Joint  resolution  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  SUtes  to  support 
measures  promoting  fair  prices  for  agricul- 
tural commodities  In  the  national  Interest 
"Whereas  the  continuing  upward  trend  in 

farm-operating    costs    and    the    downward 

trend  In  farm  prices  threaten  acute  distress 

to  farmers  In  this  area;  and 


"Whereas  the  Goremment  has  again  called 
on  farmers  to  meet  huge  production  goals  in 
the  interest  of  the  national  defense  and  wel- 
fare, and  to  build  up  surpluaea  of  food  in  the 
national  interest  which  in  the  absence  of 
further  supporting  action  will  depress  prices 
further,  and  thus  penalize  farmers  for  patri- 
otic effort;  and 

"Whereas  only  two  Minneaota  crops,  wheat 
and  com,  are  treated  as  basic  commodities 
under  the  present  law;  and 

"Whereas  designation  of  oats,  rye,  barley, 
flax,  and  soybeans  as  basic  commodities  for 
mandatory  price  supports  under  the  law 
would  tend  to  balance  farm  production,  and 
help  prevent  unneeded  surpluses;  and 

"Whereas  perishable  farm  products,  such  as 
milk,  meat,  butter,  and  eggs,  make  up  ap- 
proximately 70  percent  of  the  cash  farm  in- 
come of  Minnesota  farmers,  and  these  com- 
modities are  without  adequate  price  protec- 
tion:  and 

"Whereas  younger  farmers  are  already  in 
financial  difficulty  and  It  has  become  difficult 
for  young  men  to  start  farming  with  today's 
high  costs  and  uncertain  outlook;  and 

"Whereas  a  farm  depression  would  have  a 
serious  eflect  upon  the  entire  national  econ- 
omy; and 

"Whereas  legislation  has  been  Introduced 
in  Congress  to  improve  and  make  permanent 
the  farm  price-support  laws:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

■Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota.  That  the  President,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  requested  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  Improve  and  make  permanent  a 
farm  price-support  program,  by — 

"First,  extending  price  supports  to  Include 
oats.  rye.  barley,  flax,  and  soybeans  as  basic 
commodities: 

"Second,  attempting  to  provide  a  balanced 
system  of  price  supports  for  perishable  prod- 
ucts, including  hogs,  beef  cattle,  milk,  poul- 
try, and  eggs,  returning  producers  of  these 
Important  products  parity  for  their  work  and 
Investment; 

"Third,  providing,  whenever  practical,  self- 
regulated  and  self-flnanced  price-support 
progranxs; 

"Fourth,  providing  an  Incentive  system  of 
price  supports  on  commodities  in  short  sup- 
ply to  encourage  production  shifts  without 
acreage  controls; 

"Fifth,  taking  steps  to  protect  and  expand 
markets  at  home  and  abroad  for  farm  prod- 
ucts, including  the  consideration  of  the  in- 
ternational Wheat  Agreement; 

"Sixth,  to  expand  greatly  research  for  farm 
production  and  marketing,  especially  in  ways 
to  reduce  the  spread  between  farm  and  retail 
prices  for  farm  products,  so  as  to  safeguard 
the  farmer's  total  Income; 

"Seventh,  to  permit  family  farm  ownership 
and  operation  by  providing  an  adequate  and 
available  supply  of  long-term,  low-interest 
credit: 

"Eighth,  using  a  system  of  democratically 
elected  farmer  committees  to  carry  out  the 
r>I)erations  of  all  possible  parU  of  the  farm 
program; 

"Ninth,  encouraging  more  soil  conservation 
80  as  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Nation  without 
depleting  our  agricultural  resources  and  pro- 
ductive capacity; 

"Tenth,  recognizing  that  as  a  strong  Nation 
we  must  have  food  to  win  and  hold  allies, 
to  provide  that  when  farm  products  are  pur- 
chased for  such  use  the  farmer  should  not  get 
less  than  the  support  price;  and 

"Eleventh,  providing  for  adequate  crop 
storage  facilities  so  that  the  loan  program 
U  freely  available  to  all  farmers;  all  to  the 
er'l  that  agriculture  may  continue  to  meet 
the  ever-Increasing  food  demands  of  our 
Nation,  without  Jeopardizing  the  farmers' 
economic  position;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  SUte  of  Minnesota  be  Instructed  to 
transmit  copies  of  this  Joint  resolution  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary 
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of  Agriculture,  and  to  each  Member  of  Con« 
cress  from  the  SUte  of  Minnesota. 

"John  A.  Habti.b, 
'Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa' 
ttves. 

"Aenchcx  Nsxazw, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
•Adopted  by  the  house  of  representatives, 
the  9th  day  of  March  19£3. 

"G.  H.  Lkaht. 
"Chief  Clerk.  House  of  Representatives. 
"Adopted  by  the  senate,  the  17th  day  of 

March  1953. 

"H.  Y.  Towtrr, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved,  March  20,   1953. 

"C.  Elmeb  Anderson. 
"Governor  of  thf  State  of  Minnesota." 


1 


IMPORTATION  OP  FOREIGN  AGRI- 
CULTURAL PRODUCTS — CONCUR- 
RENT RESOLUTION  OP  NORTH 
DAKOTA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Lancer],  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  North  Dakota,  relating  to  a 
hmilation  of  imports  of  foreign  agricul- 
tural products.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  concurrent  resolution  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

Ihere  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and. 
under  the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  D 
Concurrent  resolution  to  memoMallze  Con- 
press  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of 
the  United  States  to  limit  influx  of  foreign 
agricultural  products 

Whereas  farm  Income  in  the  United  States 
has  declined  considerably  the  past  2  years 
dv.e  to  drought  and  other  causes;   and 

Whereas  large  quantltie-  of  foreign  agri- 
cultural products  have  been  allowed  by  the 
Uiiited  States  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
move  Into  domestic  markets,  thereby  con- 
tributing to  the  general  depression  of  farm 
]>rir<>s.  and  In  the  case  of  grain,  depressing 
jirices  to  less  than  supf>ort  price:  Now,  there- 
lure,  be  It. 

Unolved  by  the  senate  {the  house  of  rep- 
rrsrntattves  concurring  therein).  That  we  do 
htrehy  n:fmoriallze  and  petition  Congress 
and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  take  such 
action  as  will  be  effective  to  prevent  unde- 
sira'-ie  Influx  of  those  foreign  agricultural 
rrodurts  which  are  produced  In  surplus  In 
Uip  United  States:  be  It  further 

Rt'!^nlved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
properly  authenticated  be  transmitted  by 
the  secretary  of  state  to  the  Presiding  Officer 
of  each  House  of  Congress,  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
the  members  of  the  North  Dakota  delegation 
In  Congress. 

C.  P.  Dahl. 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Walte«  Bubel, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  Legislature  of  North  Dakota,  iden- 
tical with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 


GASOLINE  TAXATION— RESOLUTION 
OF  NEBRASKA  LEGISLATURE 
Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  present  for  appropriate  reference. 


and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Nebraska  Legislature, 
relating  to  gasoline  taxation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and,  xmder  the  rule,  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Legislative  Resolution  17 
Resolution   re   withdrawal   of  Federal   Gov- 
ernment from  the  fleld  of  gasoline  taxation 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government  now 
levies  an  excise  tax  of  2  cents  per  gallon  on 
gasoline  in  addition  to  other  automotive  ex- 
cise taxes,  and  all  revenue  from  these  taxes 
is  credited  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  none  of  such  taxes 
are  applied  directly  to  the  highway  pro- 
gram; and 

Whereas  every  State  in  this  Nation  must 
rely  on  the  gasoline  tax  as  a  principal  source 
of  highway  revenue,  in  order  to  finance  an 
adequate,  modern  highway  system  so  es- 
sential to  the  defense  and  welfare  of  this 
Nation;  and 

Whereas  the  several  States  find  themselves 
with  highway  systems  in  critical  condition 
which  cannot  \x  rebuilt  because  the  cost  of 
rebuilding  Is  In  excess  of  the  anticipated  In- 
come from  highway  user  taxes  available  to 
the  States:  and 

Whereas  the  Increase  of  highway  user  taxes 
is.  of  necessity,  limited  because  of  the  bur- 
den of  the  Federal  tax  on  the  motor  vehicle 
owner  on  the  fuel  he  uses  on  the  highway; 
and 

Whereas  the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal 
Government  from  the  field  of  gasoline  tax- 
ation would  enable  the  States  to  Increase 
their  highway  revenue  without  placing  an 
additional  burden  on  the  motor  vehicle 
owner,  and  such  withdrawal  would  still  per- 
mit the  Federal  Government  to  have  suffi- 
cient revenue  from  automotive  taxes  to  more 
than  permit  the  continuation  of  Federal 
highway  aid:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  members  of  the  Nebraska 
Legislature  in  Sixty-fifth  Session  Assembled: 

1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  memorialized  to  enact  legislation  pro- 
viding for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Federal 
Government  from  the  fleld  of  an  excise  tax 
on  gasoline. 

2  That  copies  of  this  resolution,  suitably 
engrossed,  be  transmitted  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Legislature  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  as  presiding  officer  of  the  Sen- 
ate cf  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  Member  from  Nebraska 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

3.  That   copies   of    this  resolution,    suita- 
bly engrossed,  be  transmitted  to  the  clerk  of 
each  State  Legislature  asking  for  their  sup- 
port and  the  adoption  of  similar  resolutions. 
Chakles  J.  Waknxh, 
President  of  the  Legislature. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Nebraska,  iden- 
tical with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


RESOLUTIONS  OF  GENERAL  COURT 
OF  COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSA- 
CHUSETTS 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  and  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall].  I  present  for  appropriate 
reference,  and  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record,  a  series  of 
resolutions  adopted  by  the  General  Court 


of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
on  a  variety  of  subjects,  as  follows: 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  to 
pass  legislation  to  provide  free  mailing  prlv- 
Ueges,  etc.; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  to 
pass  antipoli  tax  legislation; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress 
for  legislation  whereby  aliens  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  whUe 
engaged  in  hoetUities  under  the  flag  of  the 
United  Nations  may,  prior  to  their  being 
shipped  overseas,  be  granted  United  States 
citizenship,  as  was  the  practice  during  World 
War  11; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  to 
pass  antilynching  legislation; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
instruct  delegates  to  the  United  Nations  to 
prop>ose  Italy  as  a  member  thereof; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  protest  the  present  po- 
litical division  of  Ireland  and  the  presence  of 
British  troops  therein; 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress 
for  the  payment  of  a  Federal  old-age  pension 
of  1100  monthly  for  all  persons  who  have 
attained  age  65;   and 

Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  XJnited  States  to  urge  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  to  Insure  that  Massachusetts 
obtains  the  lowest  possible  natural  gas  rates. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and.  under 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  ClvU 
Service : 

"Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  to 
pass  legislation  to  provide  free  maUlng 
privileges  to  all  persons  or  organizations 
sending  letters  or  merchandise  to  persons 
serving  overseas  in  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  while  engaged  in  hostilities 
under  the  flag  of  the  United  Nations 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Cotirt  of 
Massachusetts  hereby  urges  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  enact  legislation  to  pro- 
vide free  maUIng  privileges  to  all  persons  or 
organizations  sending  letters  or  merchandise 
to  persons  serving  overseas  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  while  engaged  in 
hostilities  under  the  flag  of  the  United  Na- 
tions;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Commonwealth  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  presiding  officer  of  each 
branch  of  Congress,  and  to  the  Members 
thereof  from  this  Commonwealth. 

"In  the  house  of  representatives,  adopted 
March  3.  1953. 

"Lawbence  R.  Grove, 

"Clerk. 

"In  senate,  adopted  in  concturence  March 
9.  1953. 

"Irving  N.  Hatden, 

"Clerfc.- 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Covu-t 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Conunlttee  on  Post  Office  and 
CivU  Service.) 

To  the  Committee  oq  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration : 

"Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  to  pass 
an  ti -poll -tax   legislation 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  hereby  urges  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  enact  legislation  which 
would  remove  payment  of  poll  tax  as  a  pre- 
requisite to  the  right  to  vote  in  elections;  and 
be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  state 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Congress. 
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«nd  to  the  Memben  thereof  from  this  Com- 
monwealth. 
"In    house    of    representatives,    adopted 

March  3,  1953. 

•XAW«r:i?c«  B.  Gaovi, 

"Cleric. 

"In  senate,  adopted  In  concurrence  March 

9.  1953. 

"lavnro  N.  Hatdew, 

'Clerh." 

(The  PRESIDKNT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Co\irt 
of  the  Conmionwealth  of  Massachusetts. 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration.) 

To  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 
"Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  for 
legislation  whereby  aliens  serving  In  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  while 
engaged  in  hostilities  under  the  flag  of 
the  United  Nations  may,  prior  to  their  be- 
ing shipped  overseas,  be  granted  United 
States  citizenship,  as  was  the  practice 
during  World  War  n 

"Whereas  many  persons  who  are  serving  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  In 
Korea  are  resident  aliens  desirous  of  em- 
bracing United  States  citizenship :  Therefore 
be  it 

"Resolxjed,  That  the  Hovise  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  General  Court  of  Massachusetts 
memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  appropriate  legislation 
whereby  said  aliens  may  be  granted  United 
States  citizenship,  prior  to  their  being 
shipped  overseas;  and  be  it  f\irther 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forthwith  transmitted  by  the  State  secre- 
tary to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Con- 
gress, and  to  the  Members  thereof  from  this 
Commonwealth. 

"House  at  representatives,  adopted  March 
11,  1953. 

*a>AWBKifCB  B.  Qaovx. 

"Clerfc." 

"Besolutiona  memorializing  Congress  to  pass 
anti-lynchlng  legislation 
-Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  hereby  \irges  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  enact  legislation  seeking 
to  make  It  a  federal  offense  for  any  person  to 
engage  In  the  crime  of  lynching;  and  be  it 
further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  bent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  state 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Congress, 
and  to  the  Members  thereof  from  this  Com- 
monwealth. 

"In  house  of  reiH^sentatlves,  adopted 
March  3,  1953. 

"Lawbxncz  R.  Gsovk. 

"Clerk. 
"In  senate,  adopted  In  concurrence,  March 
9    1953. 

"l«viKo  N.  Hatdkw, 

"Clerk.- 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Court 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
identical  with  the  two  foregoing  resolutions, 
which  vrore  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.) 

To  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 
"Resolutions  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
Instruct  delegates  to  the  United  Nations  to 
propose  Italy  as  a  member  thereof 

"Whereas  Italy  Is  now  receiving  aid  under 
the  Marshall  plan;  and 

"Whereas  Italy  is  acting  In  consort  with  the 
free  nations;  and 

"Wb«rM|j^|aly  has  succeeded  In  freeing 
Itself  ftM^Ki  domination  oX  Communist 


-Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  respectfully  urges  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  the  Congress 
to  Instruct  the  delegates  to  the  United  Na- 
tions to  propose  the  membership  of  Italy  la 
the  United  Nations:  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  at  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  State  secretary 
to  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes,  to  the 
presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of  Congress, 
and  to  the  Members  thereof  from  this 
Commonwealth. 

"In  house  of  representatives,  adopted 
March  3.  1953. 

'Xawkzmcx  R.  Gbovx, 

••Clerk. 

"In  senate,  adopted  In  concurrence 
March  9,  1953. 

"laviNc  N.  Hatdkk, 

•Clerk,- 

"Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  protest  the  present 
political  division  of  Ireland  and  the  pres- 
ence of  British  troops  therein 
"Whereas  the  present  political  division  of 
Ireland  whereby  a  part  thereof  is  subject  to 
British  rule  Is  not  In  keeping  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  self-determination  and  is  not  based 
on  the  racial,  economic  or  historical   back- 
ground of  the  people  of  Ireland:   Therefore 
be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  recommends  that  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  be  urged  to  use 
Its  Influence  to  abrogate  the  present  political 
division  of  Ireland,  and  to  protest  the  pres- 
ence of  British  troops  In  that  country;  and 
be  It  fiirther 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  sent  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Commonwealth  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  presiding  officer  of  each 
branch  of  Congress  and  to  the  Members 
thereof  from  this  Commonwealth. 
"In  senate,  adopted  March  4.  1953. 
"la VINO  N.  Hatbew, 

•Clerk. 
"In  house  of  representatives,   adopted   in 
concurrence  March  9,   1953. 

"Lawrzncz  R.  Gtow. 

'•Clcrfc." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Court 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
Identical  with  the  two  foregoing  resolutions. 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.) 

To  the  Committee  on  Finance: 

"Resolutions  memorializing  Congress  for  the 
payment  by  the  Federal  Government  of  a 
Federal  old-age  pension  of  9100  monthly 
for  all  persons  who  have  attained  age  65 
"Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts hereby  urges  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  provide  for  the  payment 
by  the  Federal   Government  of   an   old-age 
pension  in  the  amount  of  9100  monthly  to 
all  persons  who  have  attained  age  65;  and 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  forwiuded  by  the  secretary  of  the  Com- 
monwealth to  the  presiding  officers  of  both 
branches  of  Congress  and  to  the  Members 
thereof  from  this  Commonwealth. 

"In  house  of  representatives,  adopted 
February  26.  1953. 

"LtAWRENCx  R.  Gaovz. 

•Clerk, 
"Tn  senate,  adopted  in  concurrence  March 
9,   1953. 

"lavDJO  N.  Hatdkn, 

"Clerk." 

(The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before 
the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  General  Court 
<tf  tha  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 
Identical  with  the  foregc^ng,  which  were  re- 
terxed  to  the  Committee  on  Finance.) 


To  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Conunerce: 

"Resolutions  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  urge  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  to  Insure  that  Mas- 
sachusetts  obtains  the  lowest  possible  nat- 
ural-gas rates 

"Whereas  the  amount  ezi>ended  for  the 
consumption  of  natural  gas  for  Indiistrlal 
and  household  purposes  will  constitute  one 
of  the  largest  Items  of  expenditure  In  the 
economy  of  our  Commonwealth;  and 

"Whereas  the  competitive  position  of  Mas- 
sachusetts Industry  and  the  economic  wel- 
fare of  millions  of  families  will  be  In  vary- 
ing degrees  affected  by  the  cost  of  natural 
gas:    Therefore  be   It 

"Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas- 
sachusetts urges  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  recommend  that  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  take  such  action  In  relation  to 
the  transmission  of  natural  gas  Into  Mas- 
sachusetts and  Itn  Intrastate  distribution  as 
will  Insure  the  lowest  possible  rate  for  do- 
mestic and  commercial  users;  and  be  It  fur- 
ther 

"Resolved,  That  the  State  secretary  send 
copies  of  these  resolutions  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  presiding  officers 
of  both  braiK;hes  of  Congress,  to  the  Mem- 
bers thereof  from  this  Commonwealth,  and 
to  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

"In  the  house  of  representatives,  adopted 
March  3,  1963. 

"LAwasMCs  B.  Gbotk. 

"Clerk. 
"In  senate,  adopted  In  concurrence  March 
9,  1953. 

"lavtMS  N.  HATOKIf, 

"Clerk." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Oen- 
eral  Court  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  Identical  with  the  fore- 
going, which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 


PALLING  FARM  INCOME— PETITION 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RxcoRD,  the  petition  of  the  National 
Farmers  Union  board  of  directors,  com- 
posed of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  on 
March  15.  1953,  relating  to  the  falling 
farm  income. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Stop    Fallino   Farm   Drcom 

National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union 
presidents  meeting  In  Denver.  Colo.,  March 
15,  1953.  hereby: 

1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  at  this  session  legislation  to 
stop  the  disaster-threatening  drop  in  farm 
family  Incomes  and  purchasing  power  in- 
cluding: 

(a)  Definite  mandatory  legislation  to  pro- 
tect the  returns  of  family  farmers  on  any 
agrlcultxiral  commodity  from  dropping  below 
100  percent  of  a  fair  parity  price.  As  a  mini- 
mum in  this  session  of  Congress  we  urge  en- 
actment of  legislation  that  will — 

(1)  Extend  at  least  until  1967  90  percent 
parity  price  supports  for  wheat,  cotton,  com, 
peanuts,  and  other  basics. 

(2)  Expand  mandatory  90  percent  of  par- 
ity price  supports  to  rye,  flax,  barley,  oats, 
grain  sorghum,  soybeans,  dry  edible  beans, 
and  cottonseed. 
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(3»  Continue  the  present  method  of  cal- 
culating parity  prices  of  basic  commodities 
.•iiid  to  extend  thU  syKtem  to  all  other  com- 
inodiiles.  especially  those  listed  In  (2)  above. 

(4 1  Provide  mandatory  parity-level  price 
5upiM)rts  or  other  full  parity  Income  support 
prccram  to  milk  and  other  dairy  products. 
livestock,    eggs,    poultry,   and   other   perUh- 

al  U-s. 

(bi  Establishment  of  a  special  Investlgat- 
liie  ri'mmlttee.  board  or  commission  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  recent  drops  In  price 
received  by  farmers,  while  retail  prices  paid 
bv  ronsumers  remain  high,  have  been  the  re- 
sult of  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  proces- 
surs  and  middlemen  and  other  monopolistic 
pur<  basing  and  marketing  practices,  and 

2  Pptiilcn  the  Pn-sldent  of  the  United 
States  to  send  a  special  message  to  the  Con- 
cres.s  reiteratlnK  his  support  of  100  jsercent 
of  parity  for  farm  Income  and  prices  and 
h.s  FUpi)ort  for  ena(rtment  of  parity  level 
:.i:m  income  and  price  supports  and  recom- 
mending enactment  cf  such  legislation  at  an 
eHilv  dale. 

We  are  mailing  the«  recommendations  for 
the  following  reasons: 

A  Working  family  farmers  are  becoming 
Increasingly  concerned  that  existing  farm 
price  support  progra:ns  may  be  allowed  to 
expire  before  improved  legislation  has  been 
iij.ipted  to  replace  them. 

B  A  reasoned,  considered,  and  orderly  dls- 
cu.'-hlon  of  a  long  range  national  food  and 
l-trin  program  would  be  more  likely  if  con- 
duitcd  in  an  atmosphere  of  relative  security 
than  If  U  must  be  co  iducted  under  the  eco- 
tioiiUc  gun  of  falling  arm  Incomes  and  farm 
p.'ice  declines  occurring  In  the  face  of  an 
early  termination  of  price  support  legUla- 
llun. 

C  The  old  famlUsr  economic  scissors  Is 
rutting  farmers  dcwn  again.  Real  income 
per  person  on  farms  In  1953  Is  exp>ected  to 
be  nne-thlrd  lower  than  5  years  ago.  The 
purchasing  power  of  farm  families  will  be 
lower  than  In  any  year  since  before  World 
W.ir  II  Farmers'  sh.ire  of  the  national  In- 
come in  1953  Is  now  forecast  to  t>e  the  low- 
est In  our  national  history.  Lower  even 
th.in  In  1932.  Farm  people  are  15  percent 
<■:  the  population  and  will  probably  receive 
less  than  6  percent  of  national  Income  In 
1953 

D  Meanwhile,  farm  operating  costs  In  1953 
will  be  record  high,  above  1952;  29  percent 
above  1948:  more  than  twice  as  high  as  Just 
before  World  War  11,  and  almost  6  times 
a.-!  hiiih  as  1932. 

E  P;u-mers  are  the  only  large  group  In  the 
pf>pulatlon  whose  Ircome  and  purchasing 
pxiwer  and  whose  shure  of  the  national  In- 
come has  been  dropping. 

Interest  rates  received  by  bankers  on  short- 
term  paper  are  up  124  percent — more  than 
double  since   1947. 

The  purchasing  power.  In  constant  dollars, 
of  the  dividends  paid  by  corporations  to 
Their  stockholders  has  increased  20  percent 
m   the   same   period. 

Corporate  profits  have  Increased  38  percent 
bltire    1947. 

And.  the  purchasing  p>ower  of  the  average 
weekly  earnings  of  manufacturing  workers 
ha.s  increased  by  19  percent  In  5  years. 

Meanwhile,  farm  family  purchasing  power 
hof.  gone  down — down  by  26  percent — In  the 
liusi  5  years  with  another  10  percent  drop 
e.\prcted   this   year, 

P  Only  1  out  of  6  full-time  family  farm- 
ers have  a  purchasing  power  equivalent  to 
'iiHt  of  the  average  nonfarm  family.  Only 
1  1  nit  of  4  have  an  Income  from  labor,  man- 
agement, and  return  on  Investment  equal 
to  the  purchasing  power  of  the  average 
nianufacture-worker  from  labor  alone.  More 
than  l.SOO.OCO  full-time  farm  families  had 
(ash  family  Income  beiow  $1,000  In  1949,  of 
those  707,000  had  Incomes  less  than  $480. 

G.  Palling  farm  lncc>me  and  farm  family 
))Urcha8lng  power  Is  of  direct  concern  to 
everyone   in   the   Nation,   not   Just   to  farm 


people  alone.  In  addition  to  the  24  million 
people  on  farms,  the  level  of  farm  production 
and  Income  directly  affects  6  million  workers 
(plus  their  dependents)  who  are  producing 
goods  and  services  for  sale  to  farmers  and 
0  million  workers  (and  their  dependents) 
who  process  and  distribute  farm  commodi- 
ties. If  farm  Income  drops,  some  of  the 
fi  million  lose  their  Jobs;  when  farm  produc- 
tion drops,  some  of  the  9  million  lose  their 
Jobs. 

This  leads  the  way  down  Into  national  de- 
pression. Average  per  person  annual  in- 
come on  farms  dropped  from  $264  In  1919,  to 
$207  In  1920,  to  $116  In  1921.  Industrial 
workers  Income  hit  bottom  a  year  later  In 
1922,  40  points  below  1920.  ExacUy  the  same 
pattern  occurred  again  from  1928  to  1933; 
and  again  In  1937-38.  Is  that  where  we  are 
headed  again? 

H.  Industrial  prices  are  held  up  by  admin- 
istrative devices,  while  industrial  production 
is  cut  when  farm  demand  and  purchasing 
power  drop.  That  is  what  has  happened 
time  and  time  again.  Farmers  try  to  main- 
tain their  production  and  the  result  Is  falling 
prices  and  greatly  reduced  farm  Incomes. 

I.  In  the  past,  for  example  1929-32,  farm- 
ers were  able  to  maintain  production.  Farm 
production  In  1932  was  actually  4  percent 
greater  than  in  1929.  Industrial  production 
was  cut  by  47  percent.  Farm  prices  fell  by 
68  fjercent.  Now  and  In  future  years,  how- 
ever, farm  production  cannot  be  maintained 
in  the  face  of  such  drops  In  income  owing 
to  the  extremely  high.  Inflexible  cash-cost  of 
production  and  the  need  for  purchasing  fer- 
tilizer, chemicals,  oil,  power,  and  machinery 
from  off  the  farm  for  cash. 

J  Forty  years  sgo  an  average  farm  family 
could  have  lost  Its  farm  cash  operating  ex- 
penses for  9  years  In  a  row  before  wiping  out 
their  Investment  in  land  and  buildings. 
Now  the  Investment,  on  the  average,  would 
be  wiped  out  in  only  4  years.  Even  if  farm 
families  were  willing  to  accept,  for  family 
living,  a  purchasing  pxjwer  no  greater  than 
they  had  In  1932,  and  were  able  to  reduce 
cash  costs  by  10  percent  from  1952,  the  In- 
come available  from  sale  of  products  would 
fall  almost  $4  billion  short  of  covering  de- 
preciation on  the  present  stock  of  operating 
capital  if  agricultural  prices  are  allowed  to 
drop  to  75  percent  of  the  1952  level. 

K.  Present  high  level  farm  production, 
even  temporarily,  can  be  maintained  only  by 
protecting  a  parity  level  of  farm  prices  or  by 
accepting  Intolerably  deep  cuts  In  farm  fam- 
ily living  standards,  or  by  using  up  and  not 
replacing  the  present  working  capital  of 
power,  machinery,  and  equipment.  Only 
by  maintaining  full  parity  prices  can  high 
production  be  maintained  over  the  long  run. 

L.  Only  by  the  early  enactment  of  manda- 
tory high  level  farm  price  support  legisla- 
tion of  the  type  recommended  In  1  above 
can  stabilized  farm  markets  be  reestablished. 
Continued  uncertainties  and  confusion  re- 
sulting from  official  criticism  of  existing 
price  programs  and  the  search  for  ways 
to  eliminate  them  has  contributed  materially 
to  present  weak  markets.  Farm  prices  have 
dropped  15  percent  since  January  1951;  al- 
most one-half  of  this  drop  has  occurred  In 
the  last  4  months.  This  is  further  illus- 
trated by  the  weakness  which  characterized 
the  dairy  markets  In  the  weeks  preceding  the 
dairy  price  support  announcement.  In  the 
long  run,  elimination,  destruction,  or  weak- 
ening of  the  price-support  program  will  de- 
stroy farm  family  Income,  drastically  threat- 
en abundant  farm  production,  and  lead  to 
the  ImjKisltlon  of  a  drastic  scarcity  situation. 

We  commend  the  following  Senators  and 
Congressmen  who  have  Introduced  bills  in 
the  Congress,  which.  If  enacted,  would  im- 
prove the  farm  price  support  legislation: 
Senators  Young,  Kibr.  Thye.  Beall,  Ma»s- 
riELD,  HtTMPHRXT,  Eastland,  and  Russeix. 
Congressmen  Lovax,  Wickxrsham,  Surra  of 
Mississippi,  Abexnetht,  Passman.  McMuxan, 
H.  Carl  Andersen,  Kruecer,  and  Burdick. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  foUowinff  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CAKLSOS,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Ofllce  and  Civil  Service: 

H.  R.  3062.  A  biU  to  amend  section  3841  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the  sched- 
ules of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the  mall, 
to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relating  to 
the  postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  130);  and 

H.  R.  3073.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  with  respect 
to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  131). 

By  Mr.  MARTIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

S.  J.  Res.  69.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  certain 
temporary  construction  work  on  the  Capitol 
Grounds  in  connection  with  the  erection  of 
a  building  on  privately  owned  property  ad- 
jacent thereto;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  129). 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency: 

S.  1410.  A  bill  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
Rubber  Act  of  1948;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  132). 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  sec- 
ond time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas: 

S.  1440.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paolo  Danesl; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  IVES: 

S.  1441.  A  bill-  to  amend  secticm  4  of  the 
act  of  July  6,  1945,  as  amended,  so  as  to 
provide  for  payment  of  overtime  compensa- 
tion to  substitute  employees  In  the  postal 
field  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  POTTER: 

S.  1442.  A  bill  to  amend  section  202  (e) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  with  respect  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission over  persons  and  facilities  engaged 
in  the  transnjlsslon  or  sale  of  electric  energy 
to  foreign  countries;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Potter  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 

S.  1443.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Deang; 
and 

S.  1444  (by  request).  A  bill  relating  to  the 
rendition  of  musical  compositions  on  coin- 
operated  machines;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 

S.  1445.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  Hardy 
Waters;  and 

S.  1446.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Larry  Eugene 
Lynn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SMATHERS   (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Holland)  : 

S.  1447.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zaflro  Kon- 
stantlnou  Dioleti;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (by  request)  : 

S.  1448.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  25, 
1942,  relating  to  the  making  of  photographs 
and  sketches  of  properties  of  the  Military 
Establishment,  to  continue  in  effect  the  pro- 
visions thereof  until  6  months  after  the 
present  national  emergency;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

S.  1449.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
January  2,  1942,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
for  the  prompt  settlement  of  claims  for 
damages  occasioned  by  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  forces  in  foreign  countries." 
relative  to  the  composition  of  claims  com- 
missions; to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju<li- 
clary. 
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By  Mr.  SALTONffTALL  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Humt)  (by  request) : 
8.  1450.  A  bill  to  amend  section  87  of  the 
National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  to  provide 
for  an  active-duty  status  for  all  United 
States  property  and  disbursing  officers;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstall  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bUl,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland : 
S.  1451.  A  bill   to  Increase  the  statute  of 
limitations  for  offenses  not  capital  from  3 
years  to  5  years;  to  the  Commltte«  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Btttlkb  of  Mary- 
land when  he  Introduced  the  above  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading. ) 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Beali.>: 
8. 1452.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  Investigation 
and  report  on  the  advisability  of  a  national 
monument  In  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 
8.  1453.  A  bill   to  amend   the   Fair   Labor 
Standards  Act  so  as  to  clarify  the  meaning  of 
the    term   "outside    buyer   of   poultry,   eggs, 
cream,  or  milk,  in  their  raw  or  natural  state'"; 
to    the    Committee    on    Labor    and    Public 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  YOUNG: 
S.  1454.  A  bill  to  promote  the  rehabilita- 
tion of  the  Devils  Lake  Sioux  Tribe  of  In- 
dians, North  Dakota,  and  for  other  purposes: 
to  the  Committee   on  Interior  and  Insular 

Affairs.  

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
8.  1455.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francisco 
Alvares   Suarez;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 
8.  1456.  A  bill  to  amend  the   act  entitled 
"An   act   to   authorize   a  permanent   annual 
appropriation  for  the  maintenance  and  op- 
eration of  the  Gorgas  Memorial  Laboratory, "• 
approved  May  7,   1928,  as  amended;    to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
8.  1457.  A  bill  to  establish  a  United  States 
Air   Force   Academy;    to   the   Committee   on 
Armed  Services. 

S.  1458.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effectiveness 
of  the  act  of  December  2.  1942,  as  amended, 
and  the  act  of  July  28.  1945,  relating  to  war- 
rislc  hazard  and  detention  benefits,  until 
July  1,  1954;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  GREEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Pastori) : 
S.  1459.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Military  Apjjeals  shall  hold 
office  during  good  behavior,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to-  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S.  1460.  A  bill  providing  for  the  granting 
of  an  easement  for  an  access  road  to  Stanley 
A.  Williams;    to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By    Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Colorado    (for 
himself,  Mr.  Brickjx,  and  Mr.  Cape- 

HABT) : 

S.  1461.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  concerning  re- 
quests of  common  carriers  for  increased 
transportation  rates;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  JACKSON: 

8. 1462.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Yoehlhiko 
Nishikawa;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 


AMENDMENT  OP  FEDERAL  POWER 
ACT.  RELATING  TO  JURISDICTION 
OP  FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
IN  (CERTAIN  SALES  OP  ELECTRIC 
ENERGY 

Mr.  POTTER.    Mr.  President,  I  intro- 
duce for  reference  to  the  proper  com- 


mittee, and  for  further  study,  a  bill 
which  would  amend  the  Federal  Power 
Act  with  respect  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  Pciwer  Commission  over  per- 
sons and  facilities  engaged  in  the  trans- 
mission or  sale  of  electric  energy  to  for- 
eign countries. 

The  amendment  would  clarify  the  in- 
tention of  the  Congress  to  confine  for- 
eign commerce  in  electric  energy  to 
sur>ervision  under  section  202  (e)  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  and  to  exclude  it 
from  regulation  under  other  provisions 
of  the  act.  It  would  affirm  the  incidental 
intention  to  preserve  the  power  of  a 
State  to  regulate  electric  sales  and  serv- 
ice within  its  borders  and  to  safeguard 
its  own  resources. 

The  PREfilDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
Smith  of  Maine  in  the  chair).  The  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

The  bill  (S.  1442  >  to  amend  section 
202  (e)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  with 
respect  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  over  persons  and 
facilities  engaged  in  the  transmission  or 
sale  of  electric  energy  to  foreign  coun- 
tries, introduced  by  Mr.  Potter,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 


ACTIVE-DUTY    STATUS    FOR   PROP- 
ERTY AND  DISBURSING  OFFICERS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, on  behalf  of  myself  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt),  by  re- 
quest, I  introduce  foi  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  amend  section  67  of  the 
National  Defense  Act.  as  amended,  to 
provide  for  an  active-duty  status  for  all 
United  State.3  property  and  disbursing 
ofiQcers. 

The  bill  is  the  same  as  Senate  1393. 
which  passed  the  Senate  on  July  3,  1952. 
but  which  was  not  considered  by  the 
House  prior  to  adjournment. 

The  bill  seeks  to  retain  a  procedure 
with  respect  to  projaerty  and  disbursing 
officers  of  the  National  Guard  which  has 
been  in  operation  since  World  War  II, 
and  which  has  proven  eminently  satis- 
factory not  only  to  the  individual  dis- 
bursing officers  but  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment as  well. 

The  PRESHMNG  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

The  bill  (S.  1450)  to  amend  section  67 
of  the  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended, 
to  provide  for  an  active-duty  status  for 
all  United  States  property  and  disburs- 
ing officers,  introduced  by  Mr.  Salton- 
STALL  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Hunt)  tby 
request),  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Aimed  Services. 


INCREASE  OF  STATUTE  OF  LIMITA- 
TIONS IN  CERTAIN  CASES 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Madam 
President,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  amend  section  3282  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  which  re- 
lates to  an  iiicrease  in  the  statute  of 
limitations  for  offenses  not  capital.  In 
connection  with  the  bill  I  ask  unanimous 


consent  to  have  printed  In  the  Record 
an  editorial  entitled  "Why  Shield 
Crooks?"  which  appeared  in  the  March 
7,  1953.  issue  of  Collier's  magazine. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bill 
win  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred; and.  without  objection,  the  edi- 
torial will  be  printed  in  the  Ricord. 

The  bill  <S.  1451)  to  Increase  the 
statute  of  limitations  for  offenses  not 
capital  from  3  years  to  5  years.  Intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

The  editorial  presented  by  Mr.  Butler 
of  Maryland  is  as  follows : 

Wht  SHirLo  Ckooks? 

The  3-year  Federal  statute  of  limitations 
has  run  cut  in  the  famous  case  of  the  mll- 
llon-dollar  robbery  of  Brink's.  Inc..  and  the 
potentially  perfect  crime  has  moved  a  step 
closer  to  perfection. 

A  Federal  grand  Jury  In  Boston  decided. 
with  apparent  wisdom,  that  an  indictment 
was  not  warranted  because  of  a  lack  of  "com- 
plete, positive  information."  There  is  reason 
to  believe,  from  the  events  that  preceded  the 
end  of  this  time  limit,  that  complete  and 
positive  information  might  eventually  have 
been  secured. 

It  Is  true  that  the  statute  of  limitations 
in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  still  has  Z 
years  to  go.  and  that  the  local  investigation 
will  probably  continue.  The  FBI  will  con- 
tinue to  work  on  the  case  and  turn  over 
any  findings  to  the  Massachusetts  police. 
But  the  Bni^k's  robbers  may  not  be  punished 
for  their  crime  even  if  they  are  tracked 
down.  Quite  possibly,  the  criminals  have  fled 
the  United  States.  If  they  picked  their 
refuge  shrewdly,  they  are  safe  from  arrest, 
because  some  countries,  even  though  they 
will  turn  over  to  us  a  man  wanted  for  a 
Federal  offense,  will  not  let  us  get  our  handn 
on  one  sought  by  a  State. 

This  is  not  the  first  time  that  we  have 
had  occasion  to  object  to  Federal  laws  which 
hamper  thorough  Investigation  into  crimes 
and  balk  the  apprehension  of  their  perpetra- 
tors. For  example,  we  have  stated  our  belief 
that  it  was  a  p>erverslon  of  Justice  when  Alger 
Hiss,  because  of  the  statute  of  limitations, 
was  permitted  to  stand  trial  on  the  compara- 
tively minor  charije  of  perjury  rather  than  on 
the  charge  from  which  the  perjury  arose. 

Now  we  see  once  again,  in  a  crime  against 
a  corporation  rather  than  against  the  Nation, 
a  case  In  which  the  machinery  of  Federal 
law  enforcement  is  stalled  by  what  seems  an 
undue  concern  for  the  rights  of  the  accuied. 

We  do  not  believe  that  we  are  advocating 
cruel  and  unusual  punishment  when  we  sug- 
gest that  Congress  alter  the  national  laws 
to  a  point  where  the  agencies  of  enforcement 
are  Klven  at  least  an  equal  chance  agairuit 
the  clever  criminal — whether  traitor,  mur- 
derer, robber,  or  whatever — who  today  Is 
shielded  by  the  calendar  under  the  assump- 
tion that  an  accused  person  is  handicapped 
in  presenting  his  defense  because  a  few  years 
have  passed  since  the  crime  was  committed. 


SETTLEMENT  OP  PROBLEMS  AF- 
FECTING BOUNDARY  WATERS  BE- 
TWEEN THE  UNITED  STATES  AND 
CANADA 

Mr.  IVES  submitted  the  following  con- 
current resolution  <S.  Con.  Res.  22 », 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  ou 
Foreign  Relations: 

Whereas  the  International  Joint  Commis- 
sion was  created  by  the  "Treaty  Between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  Re- 
lating to  Boundary  Waters,"  signed  January 
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11.  1909.  and  proclaimed  May  13,  1910,  and 
plven  authority  to  make  provision  ifoc  the 
adjustment  and  settlement  of  all  q|fesUons 
aflecting  the  boundarj  waters  between  the 
I- lilted  States  and  Caniida.  and  all  questions 
Involving  the  rights,  obligations,  or  inter- 
ests, of  either  in  rela';lon  to  the  other,  or 
to  the  inhabiUnts  of  ^he  other,  along  their 
common   frontier;    and 

Whereas,  clothed  wll-h  this  authority,  the 
International  Joint  Commission  has  dealt 
with  a  wide  variety  of  problems  affecting 
the  boundary  waters  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  with  the  predominant 
aim  of  maintaining  the  boundary  waters  at 
equitable  levels  to  serve  the  InteresU  of  all 
those  affected;    and 

Whereas,  in  the  malrtenance  of  such  water 
levels  In  the  Interests  of  the  economy  and 
welfare  of  the  common  frontier,  the  Inter- 
national Joint  Commission  has  from  time 
to  time  establUhed  or  authorized  Interna- 
tional boards  of  contiol  which  function  at 
various  jxiinta  along  the  boundary  waters, 
but  these  boards  of  control  lack  the  neces- 
s.iry  overall  coordination  of  their  activities; 
and 

Whereas  a  prolonge<a  cycle  of  abnormally 
hlph  levels  of  the  boundary  water  over  which 
the  International  Joint  Commission  has  Ju- 
riidlcilon  has  created  critical  conditions 
throughout  the  entlr*-  area,  causing  exten- 
sive and  severe  damage  both  to  the  United 
b^tates  and  Canada,  and  to  the  property  oi 
their   citizens;    and 

Whereas  no  comprehensive  plan  exists  to 
deal  with  this  probl«'m.  either  In  the  In- 
ternational boundary  waters  of  the  Great 
I  akes  or  in  Lake  Michigan,  which  though 
an  lnu?gral  part  of  the  Great  Lakes  system 
is  wholly  contained  within  the  United 
States:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Rrwlved  by  the  Senate  (the  Home  of 
Rcprei^entattvea  concurring) .  That  the  Sen- 
nie  hereby  requests  and  urges  the  President 
of  the  United  SUtes  to  refer  the  problem 
of  the  abnormally  high  levels  of  the  bound- 
ary waters  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  to  the  International  Joint  Com- 
niisision,  as  provided  in  Article  IX  of  the 
'Treaty  Between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  Relating  to  Boundary  Waters." 
Mmied  January  11.  1909.  and  proclaimed 
May  13.  1910.  requesting  the  International 
Joint  Commission  (1)  to  conduct  such 
studies  and  Investigations  as  may  be  neces- 
pary  to  determine  tho  levels  of  the  waters 
In  the  boundary  waters  within  Its  Jurisdic- 
tion which  wUl  mos'.  equitably  serve  the 
rlchts,  obligations,  imd  Interests  of  the 
United  States  and  Canada  and  their  In- 
habitants, particularly  with  respect  to  com- 
merce. Industry.  navU:atlon,  power  develop- 
n.rnt.  agriculture,  natural  resources,  and 
residential  use,  (2)  to  submit  to  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  United  States  and  Canada  plans 
for  the  establishment  of  an  International 
Great  Lakes  Board  of  Control  to  coordinate 
tiip  actions  and  decision.^  of  all  boards  of 
control  so  that  the  water  levels  of  the  bound- 
ary waters  may  be  mrilntalned  at  the  ntost 
otjuiiable  levels,  within  established  ranges, 
whicli  may  be  possible,  and  (3)  to  submit 
recommendations  for  such  control  struc- 
tures or  other  works  as  may  be  necessary  to 
acc'implish  that  result. 

Sk-  2.  The  United  States  section  of  the 
International  Joint  Commission  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  conduct  studies  and  investiga- 
tions of  the  water  level  of  Lake  Michigan 
concurrently  with,  and  similar  to,  those 
studies  and  investigations  called  for  by  the 
first  section  of  this  resDlution,  and  to  submit 
to  the  International  Joint  Commission 
recommendations  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Lake  Michigan  Board  of  Control  to  function 
as  an  integral  unit  of  the  International 
Great  Lakes  Board  of  Control  In  coordinat- 
ing the  control  of  the  water  levels  of  the 
boundary  waters. 

XCIX li3 


HOUSE  BELLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia: 

H.  R.  1832.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Imposition  or  execution  of 
sentence  In  certain  cases  In  the  municipal 
court  for  the  District  rf  Columbia  and  In 
the  Juvenile  cotirt  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia; 

H.  R.  2277.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  Incorporatt  the  Booaevelt 
Memorial  Association,"  approved  May  31, 
1920.  so  as  to  change  the  name  of  such  as- 
sociation to  "Theodore  Roosevelt  Associa- 
tion." and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3307.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  treat- 
ment of  tisers  of  narcotics  In  the  District  of 
Columbia; 

H.  R.  3425.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  authorize  the  Commission- 
ers of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint  a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Depart- 
ment or  a  member  of  the  Plre  Department  of 
the  EMstrlct  of  Columbia  as  Director  of  the 
District  Office  of  Civil  Defense,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  May  21.  1951; 

H.  R.  3704.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  In- 
corporation, regulation,  merger,  consolida- 
tion, and  dissolution  of  certain  business 
corporations  In  the  District  of  Colvunbla; 
and 

H  R  3795.  An  act  to  adjust  the  salaries  of 
officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  States  Park  Police, 
the  White  House  Police,  and  the  Plre  Depart- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes. 


JUDICIAL  REVIEW  OF  CERTAIN  TAX 
COURT  DECISIONS — CORRECTION 
OF  ERRORS  IN  REPORT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Madam  President, 
on  March  20,  1953.  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  there  was  submitted  to 
the  Senate  a  report  su;companying  the 
bill  (S.  984  >  making  provision  for  judi- 
cial review  of  certain  Tax  Court  deci- 
sions. The  report  number  is  H6,  and 
the  calendar  niunber  is  111.  Because  I 
have  determined  that  the  report  con- 
tains clerical  errors,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  report  may  be  with- 
drawn for  correction.  The  corrections 
have  been  made,  and  I  now  submit  the 
corrected  report,  and  request  that  it  be 
printed  under  the  same  report  and  cal- 
endar numbers,  so  that  there  will  be  no 
delay.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MAYBANK? 

Address  delivered  by  Senator  Dantel  on 
St.  Patrick's  Day  In  Charleston,  S.  C. 

Article  entitled  "Interior  Department 
Bases  Congress'  Pear  of  Land  Grab,"  pub- 
lished in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Washington 
Evening  Star. 

By  Mr.  TOBET: 

Foreword  by  him  and  a  report  on  studies 
with  the  Lincoln  bacteriophage,  published 
In  the  Journal  of  the  American  Medical 
AMOdatlon. 


By  Mr.  BTRD: 

Article  regarding  Vlr^nla's  rlght-to-work 
law.  written  by  Arthur  Krock.  and  published 
In  the  New  York  Times  of  March  17,  1953. 

Article  entitled  "Our  Billion-Dollar  Bu- 
reaucracy Overseas,"  written  by  Holman 
Harvey,  and  published  In  the  Reader's  Digest. 
By  Mr.  DIRJEI^SEN: 
Address  delivered  by  Dr.  Lev  E.  Dohrlan- 
sky,  professor  of  economics,  Georgetown  Uni- 
versity, and  president  of  the  Ukrainian  Con- 
gress Committee  of  America,  at  the  inter- 
national convention  of  the  Fraternal  Order 
of  Eagles,  in  Philadelphia,  on  August  16, 
1952. 

Statement  of  the  principles  and  objectives 
of  the  Bank-Share  Owners  Advisory  League. 
Issued  by  J.  Ross  Humphries,  president, 
Central  National  Bank  In  Chicago. 

Statement  on  background,  world  relation- 
ships, and  United  States  goals,  and  some  ob- 
servations on  desirable  policy,  prepared  by 
Mr.  Morton  Bodfish  and  Mr.  Homer  Hoyt  of 
the  First  Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association 
of  Chicago.  ' 

By  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine: 
Address  delivered  by  the  Honorable  Twlaw- 
CES  P.  Bolton  before  the  National  Federation 
of  Business  and  Professional  Women's  Clubs 
in  Washington,  D.  C,  on  March  21,  1953. 

Address  delivc-ed  by  Miss  Helen  G.  Irwin, 
president  of  the  National  Federation  of  Btasl- 
ness  and  Pi*ofesslonal  Women's  Clubs,  at 
Washington.  D.  C,  on  March  21.  1953;  and  a 
biographical  sketch  of  Miss  Irwin. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 
Address  entitled  "Whom  We  Shall  Wel- 
come," delivered  by  Philip  B.  Perlman.  former 
Solicitor  General  of  the  United  States  and 
Chairman  of  the  President's  Commission  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization,  before  the 
fifth  National  Conference  on  Civil  Liberties. 
Article  entitled  "The  McCarran  Law  and 
AHEPA's  Supreme  President,"  written  by 
Peter  N.  Mantzoros,  editor  of  the  Chicago 
PNYX,  published  in  the  Chicago  PNYX  of 
March  14.  1953. 

An  editorial  entitled  "atecutive  Files." 
published  in  the  Washington  Post  of  March 
25.  1953,  editorial  entitled  "McCarthy  and 
Confusion,"  published  In  the  New  York  Her- 
ald Tribune  of  March  25,  1953,  and  editorial 
entitled  "The  Bohlen  Affair."  published  In 
the  New  York  Times  of  March  25,  1953.  all 
relating  to  the  nomination  of  Charles  E. 
Bohlen. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 
Letter  entitled  "United  States  and  Iran," 
written  by  Henry  F.  Grady,  former  United 
States  Ambassador,  and  published  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  March  20,  1953. 
By  Mr.  SMATHERS: 
Final  report  of  special  Federal  grand  Jury 
In  the  Miami  division  of  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  Florida,  dealing  with  the  investiga- 
tion of  crime;  an  article  entitled  "Crime 
Probe  Here  May  Have  Sparked  National 
'Cleanup.' "  published  in  the  Miami  Dally 
News  of  March  12.  1953:  and  an  article  en- 
titled "Tax  Official  Says  Jury's  Charge  False," 
published  In  the  Miami  Dally  News  of  March 
12,  1953. 

By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
Statement  made  on  March  18,  1953,  by 
George  J.  Burger,  vice  president  In  charge 
of  legislative  activities.  National  Federation 
of  Independent  Business,  Washington,  D.  C, 
before  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  relative  to  nomination 
of  Edward  F.  Howrle  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

Editorial  entitled  "Mr.  Bowles  Valedic- 
tory," published  In  the  New  York  Times  of 
March  23,  1953;  and  article  entitled  "Bowles 
Leaving  His  Mark  In  India."  written  by  Rob- 
ert Trumbull,  and  published  In  the  New 
York  Times  of  March  23,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Whose  Life  for  a  Life?" 
published  In  the  Washington  Dally  News  erf 
March  31,  1953. 


2272 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


March  25 


i 

I 


By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas : 

Article  f  ntltled  "Southland's  Contribution 
to  Area  Has  Been  Great."  dealing  with  the 
production  of  newsprint  paper  In  Texas,  pub- 
lished in  the  Lufkin  Dally  News  of  March  22, 
1953. 

By  Mr.  YOUNQ: 

Article  entitled  "Farm  Policy  Not  Merely 
Political  Sop  for  Votes,"  written  by  Merryle 
Stanley  Rukeyser,  and  published  In  the  San 
Francisco  EScamlner  of  March  20,  1953. 
By  Mr.   GRISWOLD: 

Article  entitled  "A  Farmer  Goes  to  Wash- 
ington." relating  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Ezra  Taft  Benson  and  his  attitude  toward 
farm  problems,  published  in  the  March  1953 
issue  of  Nebraska  Agrlcultiu-e. 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY: 

Three  editorials  in  regard  to  the  Impor- 
tance of  the  third  naval  aircraft-  carrier  of 
the  Forrestal  class  being  build  In  Massa- 
chusetts: (1)  Editorial  entitled  "Jobs  for 
5.500,"  published  In  the  Boston  American 
of  March  14,  1953;  (2)  editorial  entitled 
"Work  for  Pore  River."  published  in  the 
Boston  Post  of  March  14,  1953:  and  (3)  edi- 
torial entitled  "Carrier  for  Quincy,"  pub- 
lished in  the  Boston  Traveler  of  March  13, 
1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Subsidies  in  the  Open." 
published  In  the  Washington  Post  of  March 
24.  1953. 

By  Mr.  DANIEL: 

Letter  on  the  subject  of  labor  and  the 
tldelands  issue,  addressed  to  him  by  O.  G. 
Cullom,  of  Denlson,  Tex.,  under  date  of 
February  24.   1953. 

By   Mr.    MANSFIELD: 

Article  relating  to  the  findings  of  the  Con- 
servation of  Human  Resources  Project,  pub- 
lished in  the  New  York  Times  of  March  21, 
1953. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 

Platform  declaration  on  the  American 
Merchant  Marine,  by  the  Mississippi  Valley 
Association. 

By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 

Statement  on  Virginia  agriculture  and  for- 
eign trade,  by  Mrs.  Colt  MacLean,  of  Lees- 
burg,  Va. 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 

Editorial  entitled  "A  Big  Barn  Door  to 
Lock  Now,"  dealing  with  the  making  of 
law  by  treaty,  published  In  the  Richmond 
News  Leader  on  March  19,  1953. 


MARYLAND  DAY— 319TH  ANNIVER- 
SARY OP  POXJNDING  OF  STATE  OP 
MARYLAND 

Mr.  BEAT  J..  Madam  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2 
minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  may  proceed. 

Mr.  BEAU..  Madam  President,  today, 
March  25,  is  Maryland  Day.  marking  the 
319th  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to 
represent. 

Since  the  arrival  of  the  Ark  and  the 
Dove  at  St.  Clements  Island  on  March 
25.  1634,  Maryland  has  made  many  con- 
tributions to  this  Nation,  and  it  is  not 
without  cause  that  our  State  is  known 
as  the  Free  State.  In  these  days  of 
religious  persecutions  and  intolerance,  of 
unwarranted  and  unjustified  attacks  on 
the  loyalty  and  integrity  of  individuals, 
it  seems  to  me  of  particular  importance 
that  we  should  remember  that  the  first 
act  of  religious  toleration  was  adopted 
by  the  Maryland  colonists  in  1649. 

At  that  time  Maryland  was  the  only 
place  in  the  world  granting  religious 
freedom  and  this  new  idea  was  to  be  later 
Uooorporated  into  our  Constitution  as  a 


part  of  the  Bill  of  Rights — that  unique 
instrument  protecting  civil  liberties. 

We  of  Maryland  are  proud  that  this 
concept  of  individual  freedom  was  adopt- 
ed by  the  original  13  States  and  that 
today  the  enjoyment  of  religious  free- 
dom is  one  of  the  tests  of  a  true  de- 
mocracy. 

Unfortunately,  there  are  places  in  this 
world  today  where  religious  freedom  is 
not  permitted.  Freedom  is  always 
threatened,  especially  religious  freedom, 
and  we  should  frequently  recall,  and  re- 
affirm our  faith  in.  the  ideals  which  are 
the  basis  of  our  democracy. 

Later  this  afternoon  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  will  undoubtedly  act  on  a 
particular  nomination  which  is  now 
pending.  Unfortunately,  the  nominee's 
character  has  been  unfairly  attackec. 
The  integrity  of  our  Secretary  of  State, 
and  indirectly  that  of  our  President,  has 
been  questioned.  By  our  votes  today  we 
in  the  Senate  can  reaffirm  our  faith  in 
democracy  governed  by  law  as  opposed 
to  government  by  men,  who,  at  times,  do 
not  show  either  resF>ect  for,  or  an  under- 
standing of,  the  human  liberties  our  Con- 
stitution protects. 

We  in  Maryland  have  been  faithful  to 
the  traditions  of  individual  freedom 
established  by  the  early  colonists.  We 
are  proudly  known  as  the  Free  State. 
That  is  why  we  Marylandprs  observe  this 
day.  We  observe  March  25  as  the  anni- 
versary of  the  founding  of  our  State 
which  gave  the  world  a  new  concept  of 
human  liberties. 

Madam  President,  there  are  present 
in  the  gallery  today  a  number  of  ladies 
from  Maryland  who  join  my  colleague, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr. 
Butler],  and  myself  in  celebrating  the 
319th  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Madam 
President,  at  a  later  time  I  shall  make 
some  brief  remarks  in  connection  with 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Charles  Bohlen. 
At  this  time  I  wish  to  associate  myself 
with  the  remarks  made  by  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Beall]  a  few  moments  ago  in  com- 
memoration of  the  319th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  Free  State  of  Mary- 
land. I  also  join  in  a  hearty  welcome  to 
the  lovely  Maryland  ladies  who  are  pres- 
ent today  in  the  galleries  of  the  Senate. 


ADDRESS.  BY  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Madam  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2 
minutes  with  reference  to  an  insertion 
which  I  intend  to  make  in  the  Record. 

THE  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Madam  President,  on 
Monday,  March  23,  the  Honorable  John 
Foster  Dulles,  Secretary  of  State,  issued 
a  statement  at  an  official  meeting  of  the 
Organization  of  American  States,  Pan 
American  Union,  in  Washington. 

It  was  a  significant  statement,  the  gist 
of  which  was  to  the  efTect  of  carrying 
out  good  international  relations  with 
Pan  America,  hemispheric  solidarity  as 
a  matter  of  importance  and  policy.  The 
Secretary  spoke  of  the  profits  that  were 
to  be  derived  by  that  class  of  relations. 
He  speaks  of  how  the  artists,  musicians. 


and  writers  of  Latin  America  contribute 
to  our  culture,  how  Latin  American 
statesmen,  jurists,  and  men  of  other  pro- 
fessions have  greatly  promoted  the  sci- 
ence of  human  relations.  He  calls  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Organization 
of  American  States  reflects  the  highest 
aspirations  of  our  people — the  hemis- 
phere— for  peace,  liberty,  and  wellbeing. 
He  also  speaks  of  its  success  in  establish- 
ing a  system  of  cooperation  for  security 
and  welfare. 

The  statement  of  the  Secretary,  in  my 
opinion,  is  t)oth  laudable  and  noble. 
However.  I  wish  the  fine  Secretary  had 
given  some  thought  and  expression  to 
the  need  of  this  country  to  cooperate 
with  Latin  America  in  bringing  about 
the  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
hemisphere,  economic  betterment  In  the 
hemisphere,  and  the  raising  of  standards 
of  living  of  the  hemL-iphere.  Standards 
of  living  in  Latin  America  or  elsewhere 
cannot  be  brought  about  unless  the 
innumerable  resources  of  the  countries 
of  Latin  America  are  developed.  They 
have  not  t)een  touched  and  I  believe  that 
as  a  general  policy  it  would  be  to  the 
Interest  of  all  of  the  noble  desires  of  the 
Secretary  if  this  country  would  cooperate 
and  try  to  bring  about  in  an  orderly  way 
the  advancement  of  the  great  natural 
wealth  that  is  now  not  contributing  one 
iota  either  to  the  grand  aspirations  as 
enunciated  by  the  Secretary,  or  to  the 
standards  of  living  of  the  countries 
which  he  was  addressing.  Progress  has 
been  made  and  I  am  happy  to  read  and 
hear  the  fine  words  of  our  new  Secretary. 

Madam   President.   I   ask   unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  Sec-' 
retary  issued  on  the  date  indicated  may 
be  inserted  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
following  these  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Secretart  or  State  John  Pos- 
ter DiTLLrs  at  Protocolary  Session  or 
Council  or  the  Orcanization  or  American 
States.  Pan  American  Union,  Washington, 
D.  C,  Monday.  March  23,  1953 

I  am  happy  to  meet  with  this  distinguished 
group  of  representatives  of  the  American 
Republics.  Our  Council,  where  all  of  our  21 
countries  meet  as  equal.*?,  symbolizes  the 
unity  and  fraternity  of  our  Inter -American 
fellowship. 

This  fellowship  holds  a  special  plflc*  In 
the  International  relations  of  the  United 
States.  Hemispheric  solidarity  was  our 
earliest  major  foreign  policy  and  It  remains 
central  with  us.  Today,  that  solidarity  Is 
illustrated  by  this  building  in  which  we 
meet  and  by  what  goes  on  within  it. 

I  have  o\  many  occasions,  notably  at  As- 
semblies of  the  United  Nations,  and  at  the 
Japanese  Peace  Conference,  enjoyed  and 
profited  by  the  opportunity  of  working  with 
representatives  of  your  countries.  Now,  a« 
Secretary  of  State,  I  shall  have  an  even 
wider   and   more   continuous  opportunity. 

The  profit  which  we  derive  from  that  re- 
lationship relates  not  merely  to  our  fellow- 
ship In  time  of  war  as  comrades  In  arms. 
We  also  profit  from  the  achievements  of  the 
peoples  of  Latin  America  In  many  fields  of 
endeavor.  The  artists,  musicians  and  writers 
of  Latin  America  contribute  greatly  to  our 
culture.  Your  statesmen.  Jurists  and  men 
of  other  professions  have  greatly  promoted 
the  science  of  human  relations.  As  a  law- 
yer, who  has  long  devoted  himself  to  Inter- 
national affairs.  I  have  studied  with  admira- 
tion and  advantage  the  work  of  your  Inter- 
national lawyers  and  the  doctrines  of  Inter- 
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national  law  which  they  have  MpotMed.  and 
which  the  civilized  world  has  largely  ac- 
cepted. 

The  Organization  of  American  States  con- 
stitutes one  of  the  outetandlng  acbteva- 
nioiits  In  the  history  of  our  21  countries. 
It  refiecU  the  highest  luplratlons  of  our  peo- 
ple for  peace,  liberty  i.nd  well-being.  In  Ita 
manUold  activities,  it  gives  expression  to 
the  political,  economic  and  cultural  aspects 
of  our  national  lives  Finally,  lU  success 
in  establishing  a  system  of  cooperation  for 
security  and  welfare  cannot  fall  to  strengthen 
our  faith  that  an  equally  effective  and  bene- 
ficial relationship  may  be  establUhed  among 
all  the  nations  of  the  world.  That  Is  indeed 
the  purpose  of  the  United  Nations,  a  purpose 
U)  which  we  all  subscribe. 

Berau.se  tie  United  Nations  does  not  yet 
r'a'.lze  all  the  hopes  of  Its  founders,  and  t>e- 
cuu.se  abuse  of  the  veto  power  has  weakened 
Its  capacity  to  provide  security.  It  Is  neces- 
sury  to  have  regional  collective  security 
oreanizatlona.  The  first  and  most  embrac- 
In^  of  such  regional  associations  is  that 
uhich  was  created  by  the  Inter-American 
Treaty  of  Reciprocal  Assistance  concluded 
at  Rio  de  Janeiro  In  1947.  I  well  recall  the 
strupRle  at  San  Francisco  to  eliminate  from 
tlie  Dumbarton  Oaks  proposals  the  clauKe 
which  would  have  prevented,  or  at  least 
given  the  Soviet  Union  a  veto  power  over, 
such  a  regional  and  collective  security  ar- 
ruugoment  as  was  created  by  the  Rio  Pact. 
Fur  that  result,  the  late  Senator  Vanden- 
ber^.  one  of  your  great  friends.  Is  entitled 
to  lasting  recognition. 

It  18  good  that,  at  San  Francisco,  we  opened 
the  way  to  regional  associations  for  col- 
lective security  despite  the  sUong  objection 
of  the  Soviet  Union.  That  prime  objector  of 
1945  has  now  become  a  source  of  grave  dan- 
ger Tliat  danger  makes  it  vital  that  there 
be  Intimate  and  strong  Pan  American  soll- 
diirlty.  We  must  demonstrate  In  terms  of 
the  lives  of  our  peoples  that  the  free  nations 
can  provide  a  better  way  of  life.  Also  wo 
must  sUengthen  our  capacity  to  defend  our- 
selves from  a  foe  that  can  attack  both  from 
without  and  from  within — by  open  aggres- 
sion or  by  subversion.  Subversion,  we 
sliould  remember,  has  been  the  preferred 
methcxl  which  has  already  brought  some 
800.000.000  people  Into  bondage,  which  is  de- 
grading and  which  denies  the  spiritual  na- 
ture of  man. 

You  may  be  confident  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  will  seek  to  do 
Its  part  to  Invigorate  the  spirit  of  solidarity 
and  cooperation,  which  has  Joined  our  peo- 
ple In  the  past,  and  on  the  continuance  of 
which  the  future  of  human  dignity  so  largely 
depends. 

I  can  assure  you  that  President  Elsen- 
hower has  a  deep  Interest  In  the  develop- 
ment of  good  relations  between  our  nations. 
His  Interest  in  NATO  and  In  Korea  Is 
matched  by  his  Interest  In  the  Americas.  I 
recall  his  visit  to  Brazil  and  Mexico  when 
he  was  Chief  of  Staff.  He  and  I  often  talk 
tojrether  about  hemispheric  solidarity  and 
I  can  say  with  assurance  that  It  Is  the  pur- 
pose of  this  administration  to  pursue  with 
Increased  vigor  and  effectiveness  the  de- 
velopment of  relations  of  mutual  trust  and 
res;>ect  with  our  sister  Republics. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  FOR  THE 
NEXT  2  WEEKS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
Pitsident.  if  I  may  have  the  attention 
of  the  distinguished  majority  leader,  I 
wonder  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
Rive  the  Senate  a  statement  of  what  he 
plans  as  a  program  for  the  Senate  next 
week. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Madam  President,  in  the 
first  place,  after  the  Bohlen  nomination 
is  di-sposed  of,  the  Senate  will  have  be- 
fore it  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953, 


dealing  with  the  establishment  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

Then  there  will  be  taken  up  the  bill 
extending  certain  emergency  powers 
which,  in  the  absence  of  further  legis- 
lation, will  expire  on  April  1.  The  bill 
would  extend  the  powers  until  July  1. 
I  do  not  believe  the  consideration  of 
those  measiu'es  will  take  long. 

Then  there  is  the  so-called  Udelands 
bill,  which  is  soon  to  be  reported  by  the 
committee. 

Next  week  the  Senate  will  meet  on 
Monday,  Wednesday,  and  Thursday. 
An  adjournment  will  be  taken  on  Thurs- 
day evening  until  the  following  Monday 
after  Easter.  I  have  told  a  number  of 
Senators  that,  while  there  will  be  a  ses- 
sion on  Monday  after  Easter.  I  will 
guarantee  tliat  no  important  business 
will  be  transacted  on  that  day,  so  that  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  return  until 
Tuesday.  The  Senate  will  meet  on  Tues- 
day, however,  and  proceed  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  tldelands  bill,  and  ses- 
sions will  l>e  held  every  day  until  that  bill 
is  disposed  of. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  plan  with  re- 
spect to  sessions  this  week? 

Mr.  TAPT.  This  week,  after  today, 
the  Senate  will  meet  on  Friday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
distinguished  majority  leader. 


USE    OP    SOVIET    AIRMEN    TO    PLY 
'CHARLES  E.  BOHLEN  TO  MOSCOW 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Madam  President, 
on  Monday,  I  had  printed  in  the  Record 
a  news  article  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Bohlen,  the  new  Ambassador  to  Russia, 
if  his  nomination  is  confirmed,  would  go 
from  Germany  to  Moscow  In  a  sealed 
plane  with  a  Russian  crew.  I  have  be- 
fore me  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wiley  1,  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State,  Thruston  B.  Morton, 
to  the  effect  that  there  will  be  a  Russian 
navigator  on  the  plane,  along  with  a 
Russian  radio  man,  but  the  American 
crew  will  remain.  In  the  letter  Mr.  Mor- 
ton states: 

No  blackout  procedures,  such  as  window 
coverings  or  other  special  measures,  have 
been  taken  In  the  past. 

He  is  not  definite  in  regard  to  what  will 
be  done  at  this  time  or  in  the  future. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  let- 
ter be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  body 
of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

March  24.  1953. 
The  Honorable  ALrxANDrai  Wu.et, 

CKairman.  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Dear  Sewatob  Woxt:  In  response  to 
yoiir  inquiry  concerning  transportation  pro- 
cedures which  will  be  Involved  in  the  travel 
of  Ambassador-designate  Bohlen  from  Wash- 
ington to  Moscow,  it  Is  contemplated  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  will  travel  by  commercial  airline 
from  Washington  to  Wiesbaden,  Germany, 
and  from  Wiesbaden  to  Moscow,  via  Berlin, 
will,  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the 
last  several  years,  use  a  United  States  Air 
Force  plane.  The  latter  will  carry  its  regular 
American  crew,  which  wlU  be  supplemented 


from  Berlin  to  Moscow  and  rettim  by  a  navi- 
gator and  a  radio  man  provided  by  the  Soviet 
authorities,  also  In  accordance  with  the  prac- 
tice of  the  last  several  years.  No  blackout 
procedures,  such  as  window  coverings  or 
other  special  measures  have  been  taken  In 
the  past.  The  plane  flies  nonst(^  from  Berlin 
to  Moscow  and  Lei  not  sealed. 
Sincerely  yours, 

THRXJSTON  B.  MOKTOIf, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


ONE  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
SWEARING  IN  OP  WILLIAM  RUPUS 
KING  AS  VICE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  HILL.  Madam  President,  on  yes- 
terday, in  Matanzas,  Cuba,  the  Alabama 
Historical  Association  and  ttie  Academla 
de  la  Historia  de  Cuba  joined  hands  in 
a  ceremony  commemorating  the  100th 
anniversary  of  the  swearing  in  of  Wil- 
liam Ruf  us  King  as  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States.  This  great  Alabamian 
and  great  American  was  administered 
the  oath  of  ofllce  as  Vice  President  at 
Matanzas  on  March  24.  1853.  under  the 
authority  of  a  special  act  of  Congress. 

At  the  ceremony  a  memorial  plaque 
was  unveiled  by  Mr.  Laurence  B.  Tipton 
and  Mr.  DeVane  King  Jones,  both  of 
Alabama,  and  both  collateral  descen- 
dants of  William  Ruf  us  King;  and  the 
principal  address  was  delivered  by  Mr. 
Henry  P.  Johnston,  of  Birmingham,  Ala., 
also  a  collateral  descendant  of  Mr.  King. 

The  other  members  of  the  party  from 
Alabama  attending  the  ceremony  were 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Henry  P.  Johnston,  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  DeVane  King  Jones,  Mr.  Laurence 
T.  Tipton,  Mr.  Porter  King,  Mrs.  Charles 
P.  Johnston,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hill  Ferguson. 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Comer  Jennings,  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  T.  C.  King.  Mrs.  Evelyn  King 
Wheeler,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Julian  Lamar. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
the  address  delivered  on  this  occasion  by 
Mr.  Henry  P.  Johnston;  also  to  have 
printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
a  brief  sketch  of  the  life  of  William  Ruf  us 
King,  former  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States;  and  also  to  have  printed 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an  article 
telling  of  the  plans  for  the  ceremonies, 
which  was  published  in  the  Birmingham 
News,  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  on  last  Sun- 
day, March  22. 

I  should  like  to  add  that  I  regret  that 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith!  is  unavoid- 
ably detained  today  on  public  business, 
and  cannot  be  here.  Rufus  King  was 
born  in  North  Carolina,  in  Sampson 
County.  He  served  in  the  North  Carolina 
Legislature;  he  was  prosecuting  attorney 
for  the  circuit  in  which  he  lived ;  and  for 
5  years  he  served  in  the  United  States 
Congress  as  a  Representative  from  the 
State  of  North  CaroUna.  The  distln- 
gtiished  junior  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Smith!  wished  very  much  to 
be  here  today  to  join  us  in  paying  tribute 
to  Mr.  King.  North  Carolina  rightly 
shares  Alabama's  pride  in  him. 

The  PRESLDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Alabama?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Madam  President, 
in  connection  with  the  same  ceremony 
commemorating  the  100th  anniversary 
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of  the  swearing  in  of  William  Rufus  King 
as  Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  print- 
ed in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  the 
address  delivered  on  that  occasion  by 
Mr.  Thomas  W.  Palmer,  representing  the 
Alabama  Historical  Association,  and  also 
the  address  delivered  on  the  same  oc- 
casion by  Mr.  Emeterio  S.  Santovenia. 
president  of  the  Cuban  Historical  So- 
ciety.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HOEY.  Madam  President,  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  two  distin- 
guished Senators  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill  and  Mr.  Sparkman]  in  paying 
tribute  to  William  R.  King.  Vice  Presi- 
dent King  was  bom  in  North  Carolina, 
and  rendered  distinguished  public  service 
in  that  State.  I  also  wish  to  associate 
myself  with  my  junior  colleague  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  who  is  not 
present  today,  but  who  would  like  to  say, 
if  he  were  here,  that  we  in  North  Caro- 
lina esteem  most  highly  William  Rufus 
King  and  the  great  career  he  achieved 
for  himself  and  the  great  service  he 
rendered  to  his  State  and  in  later  years 
to  his  Nation. 

I  may  say  that  William  R.  King  is  the 
only  Vice  President  who  was  born  in 
North  Carolina.  Three  Presidents  of  the 
United  States  were  born  in  North  Caro- 
lina. Later  they  left  the  State  and  went 
elsewhere,  but  they  still  got  a  good  start 
in  North  Carolina.  Those  Presidents 
were  Andrew  Jackson,  Andrew  Jackson, 
and  James  K.  Polk.  In  Raleigh,  the  cap- 
ital city  of  North  Carolina,  is  erected  a 
statute  to  these  three  men  commemo- 
rating the  service  they  rendered  to  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  before  they  left 
it  and  the  greater  service  they  rendered 
to  the  Nation  after  they  left  North  Caro- 
lina. It  so  happens  that  each  of  them 
later  went  to  Tennessee. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  print- 
ed in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an 
article  about  William  Rufus  King,  as 
published  in  the  Charlotte  (N.  C.)  Ob- 
server, on  January  21.  1940. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered- 


ONE  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP 
UNIVERSITY  OP  FLORIDA 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Madam  President, 
on  Saturday,  March  21,  the  University 
of  Florida,  at  Gainesville,  celebrated  its 
100th  anniversary.  It  was  a  great  and 
glorious  occasion  for  all  Floridians.  On 
that  day  and  on  that  occasion  a  great 
Florldian  by  the  name  of  James  A.  Van 
Fleet  was  also  honored.  He  was  re- 
ferred to  as  Florida's  No.  1  citizen;  and 
the  speech  which  he  gave  on  that  occa- 
sion was  indeed  an  inspiration  to  all  of 
us  who  heard  him.  His  speech  was  im- 
pressive because  it  came  from  a  general 
who  has  had  more  experience  in  the 
actual  fighting  of  communism  than  has 
any  other  man  in  or  out  of  public  hfe 
today.  In  the  dark  days  of  1947-48,  Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet  was  the  instrument 
around  whom  the  anti-Communist 
forces  gathare^  in  Turkey,  in  Greece, 
and  all  over  BiStern  Europe.  Under 
his  leadership  and  guidance,  the  Greek 


and  Turkish  nations  rallied  and  saved 
themselves  from  communism,  and  today 
they  stand  as  strong  bulwarks  against 
the  forces  of  communism.  As  we  all 
know.  General  Van  Fleet  rendered  great 
service  to  the  cause  of  freedom  as  the 
leader  of  the  United  Nations  forces  in 
Korea.  He  demonstrated  in  Korea,  as 
h^has  elsewhere,  his  great  ability  as  a 
tactician,  a  leader  and  soldier  in  the 
highest  meaning  of  that  word. 

Generr>l  Van  Fleet  speaks  today  from 
the  deep  well  of  his  knowledge,  when  he 
advises  us  as  to  how  we  should  treat 
the  Communists.  We  should  keep  in 
mind  that  here  is  an  experienced  man 
who  knows  what  we  are  up  against.  It 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  am  proud  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  the  speech 
which  he  made  on  the  21st  of  March, 
which  dealt  with  the  free  world's  rela- 
tions with  the  Communist.^.  I  commend 
the  speech  to  the  attention  of  every 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


DEMAND  OF  BANKERS  FOR  HIGHER 
INTEREST  RATES  ON  THE  FED- 
ERAL DEBT 

Mr.  r.rURRAY.  Madam  President, 
one  of  the  most  important  issues  facing 
the  Federal  Government  today  is 
whether  or  not  it  should  go  along  with 
the  desires  of  bankers  for  higher  inter- 
est payments  on  the  Federal  debt. 

Early  in  February  of  this  year,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  George  M.  Humphrey.  I 
pointed  out  that  a  recent  refinancing  of 
Treasury  Department  certificates  would 
seriously  increase  the  interest  burden 
that  must  be  carried  by  American  tax- 
payers. I  estimated  that  this  one  re- 
financing operation  alone  would  cost 
American  taxpayers  an  additional  $34 
million — twice  as  much  money  as  would 
be  needed  each  year  to  finance  all  the 
new  medical  education  required  in  this 
country. 

In  a  reply  dated  February  24.  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  confirmed  this 
estimate.    His  letter  states — and  I  quote : 

The  computed  annual  Interest  charge  on 
the  new  securities  Is  about  *34  million  more 
than  the  annual  charge  on  the  maturing 
certificates. 

The  Secretary's  letter  also  contained 
a  number  of  other  interesting  facts  and 
observations. 

However,  because  his  communication 
left  a  few  matters  somewhat  unclear,  I 
have  written  again  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  and  asked  for  his  clarifica- 
tion of  four  points. 

The  first  point  is  whether  or  not  the 
Treasury  Department  has  definitely  em- 
barked upon  a  policy  of  favoring  higher 
interest  payments  on  the  Federal  debt. 

The  second  question  is  whether  or  not 
the  Treasury  Department  views  with 
equanimity  the  daily  reports  on  the 
sharp  decreases  in  the  prices  of  long- 
term  United  States  Government  bonds. 

The  third  question  is  whether  or  not 
credit  is  becoming  tighter  throughout 
the  American  economy. 


The  fourth  question  relates  to  the 
total  figures  on  the  outstanding  market- 
able Federal  debt  which  will  mature  dur- 
ing 1953  and  the  years  immediately  fol- 
lowing. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  connection  with  my  re- 
marks the  correspondence  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  to  which  1  have 
just  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

March  12.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Georci:  M.  Humphbet, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr  Secretary  Thank  you  for  your 
very  informative  letter  of  February  24.  In 
response  to  the  questions  I  submitted  to 
you  earlier  In  February. 

Your  letter  confirmed  my  own  estimate 
that  the  additional  annual  Interest  charge 
on  the  new  securities  would  be  about  $34 
million  more  than  the  annual  charge  on  the 
maturing  certificates. 

I  am  somewhat  puzzled,  however,  by  your 
observation  that  the  higher  rates  of  interest 
which  you  offered  on  these  obligations  "were 
In  line  with  prevailing  market  rates."  This 
might  be  interpreted  by  some  as  Indicating 
that  the  Treasury  Department  had  no  policy 
on  Interest  rates  and  that  the  Interest  paid 
on  new  obllRations  was  to  be  left  100  percent 
to  the  interplay  of  market  forces.  Yet  the 
Treasury  Department  is  Itself  an  extremely 
Important  participant  In  the  market  rather 
than  a  passive  and  innocent   bystander. 

Your  letter  also  points  cut  that  Interest 
rates  began  to  rise  before  the  new  admin- 
istration took  ofnce  This  might  be  con- 
strued as  meaning  that  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, under  the  new  administration,  has 
no  policy  of  Its  own  but  is  merely  the  auto- 
matic victim  of  policies  developed  under  the 
prevlou.s  administration. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  some  clarifica- 
tion would  be  desirable  Would  It  not  l>e 
correct  to  Infer  from  the  various  actions 
that  have  been  taken  and  statements  that 
have  been  made  that  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment has  embarked  upon  a  policy  of  favor- 
ing higher  Interest  payments  on  the  public 
debt? 

In  a.sktng  this  question,  I  am  entirely 
aware  that  such  a  pxjllcy  can  l>e  pursued 
slowly  and  cautlou.sIy  rather  than  recklessly. 
I  am  entirely  aware  that  some  would  main- 
tain that  a  policy  of  higher  Interest  pay- 
ments Is  needed  to  prevent  or  control  Infla- 
tion. I  am  not  at  this  moment  attempting 
to  debate  the  wisdom  of  such  a  p)Ollcy.  but 
am  merely  interested  In  obtaining  a  more 
clear  conception  of  the  present  policy  of  the 
Treasury  Department. 

As  a  companion  question,  I  would  like  to 
ask  what  your  reactions  are  to  the  sharp 
decreases  In  the  prices  of  long-term  United 
States  Government  bonds?  The  papers 
these  days  carry  such  headlines  as  "United 
States  Bonds  Plumb  New  Low  Levels."  Is 
this  a  situation  which.  In  your  judgment, 
should   be   viewed   with  equanimity? 

In  my  previous  communication.  I  also  In- 
quired as  to  the  effect  of  the  Increased  rates 
on  Treasury  obligations  on  the  cost  and 
availability  of  credit  to  farmers,  business- 
men, homeowners,  and  other  borrowers.  In 
your  reply,  you  Indicated  that  there  were 
several  factors  affecting  the  cost  and  avail- 
ability of  credit.  At  this  moment,  there- 
fore. I  should  like  to  pursue  this  matter 
merely  by  Inquiring  whether  or  not  It  Is  true 
that  the  cost  of  credit  of  various  types  la 
becoming  higher  and  whether  or  not  It  Is 
true  that  many  types  of  credit  are  becoming 
less  available.  Once  again,  my  Inquiry  Is 
of  a  purely  factual  nature.  I  know  that 
you  and  your  colleagues  follow  these  trends 
very  closely  and  I  am  anxious  to  leaxn  from 
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vou  just  what  Is  happening  with  reepect  to 
ill  us  phase  of  the  American  economy. 

I  should  also  appreciate  a  more  specific 
tabulation  on  the  outstanding  marketable 
public  debt  that  will  mature  during  the  re- 
mainder of  1953  and  dtirlng  each  of  the  tol- 
iDwlng  3  years.  The  tabulation  Included  in 
your  letter  of  February  24  excludes,  as  you 
indicate,  the  91-day  Treasury  bills  and  the 
tax  anticipation  bills.  As  a  result,  the  tabu- 
lation gives  a  very  Incomplete  picture  of 
the  total  refinancing  activity  of  the  Depart- 
ment. Would  It  not  l>e  poaslble  to  include 
both  of  these  Items  In  one  complete  Uble? 

Y  ur  cooperation  in  this  matter  will  be 
greatly  appreciated. 

JAME5   E.    MtTRRAT. 

United  States  Senator. 


SECmiTAlT   OF  TH«  TRFASTTET, 

Washington,  February  24,  l!tS3. 
Hon    James  MtniRAT. 

United  States  Senate, 

Senate  Office  Bvilding, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Murray:  I  am  glad  to  reply 
to  your  letter  of  February  12.  with  the  hope 
that  I  might  be  able  to  explain  the  recent 
reJundlng  operations  of  the  Treasury,  which 
re.xulted  In  the  exchange  on  February  15  of 
ajiproxlmately  »8.734 .000.000  mattirlng  1% 
percent  1-year  certificates,  for  W.114.000.000 
of  2 '4  percent  1-year  certificates,  and  »620 
million  of  2'7  percent  5-year  and  10-months 
Treasury  bonds.  Thus,  only  $134  million  of 
the  (8.868.000.000  maturity  was  presented  by 
holders  for  cash  redemption. 

As  your  letter  states,  the  computed  annual 
Interest  charge  on  the  new  securities  is  about 
>34  million  more  than  the  annual  charge 
on  the  maturing  certificate*.  ThU  increase 
is  attributable  to  two  factor*,  first,  an  in- 
crease In  market  rates  of  interest  since  the 
maturing  certificates  were  Issued  a  year  ago, 
and  second,  the  extension  of  a  pcurt  of  the 
public  debt  into  longer  maturities. 

The  rates  of  interest  carried  by  the  new 
l-viues  were  not  arbitrary,  but  were  in  line 
with  prevaUlng  market  rates.  The  ITs  P*r- 
cent  interest  rate  on  the  maturing  certifi- 
cates was  fixed  a  year  ago  and  since  then 
rates  of  interest  generally  have  increased, 
particularly  in  the  short-term  area.  For  ex- 
ample, the  Ql-day  Treasury  bill  rate  increased 
from  about  1'^  percent  in  February  of  1962 
to  about  2".  percent  In  December  and  Is  now 
close  to  2  percent.  Interest  rates  rose  be- 
fore this  administration  took  office. 

In  considering  the  Treasxiry's  refunding 
operation  on  February  15.  another  point  is 
that  for  many  years  prior  thereto,  it  had 
been  neceaaary  for  the  Treasury  to  rely 
heavily— too  heavily — for  the  success  of  lU 
financing  operations  on  the  support  of  the 
Federal  Reserve.  Bven  with  the  higher  in- 
terest rates  put  on  short-term  Treasury  se- 
curities In  1952.  the  securities  were  not  suffi- 
ciently attractive  to  investors  as  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  to  purchase  over 
$2  100  million  of  the  maturing  Treasury  cer- 
tincates  In  order  to  effect  the  refunding  op- 
erations. Moreover,  the  cash  redemptions  of 
the  maturing  Issues  during  this  period 
amounted  to  over  91. 800  million,  indicating 
that  many  holders  of  the  maturing  securities 
were  not  Interested  in  the  new  issues.  These 
heavy  cash  redemptions  did  not  result  in  an 
Interest  saving  but,  on  the  contrary,  caused 
serious  drains  on  the  Treasury's  cash  balance 
which  had  to  be  compensated  for  through 
subsequent  t)orrowing  at  increasing  rates  of 
interest. 

While  virtually  all  Treasury  financing  dur- 
ing the  past  few  years,  untU  the  recent  one, 
had  to  be  supported  through  Federal  Reserve 
open  market  operations,  in  contrast,  the  re- 
cent refunding  operations  of  P>ebruary  15 
was  accomplished  without  any  Federal  Re- 
serve support  whatever.  In  the  long  run 
this  policy  will  be  least  Infiatlonary  and  help 
maintain  a  sound  currency  system  and  the 


purchasing  power  of  the  dollar.  The  most 
expensive  way  to  finance  Is  one  that  causes 
Inflation. 

I  believe  the  foregoing  answers  questions 
1  and  2.  With  reference  to  questions  3  and 
4,  the  cost  and  availability  of  credit  to  farm- 
ers, businessmen,  homeowners,  and  other 
possible  txirrowers  will  be  affected  by  several 
money  market  factors,  including  the  demand 
for  and  availability  of  credit,  rather  than  by 
the  rates  of  Interest  paid  on  the  February  15 
refunding   operations. 

In  reply  to  your  fifth  question,  I  am  sum- 
marizing below  the  outstanding  marketable 
public  debt  that  will  mature  during  the  re- 
mainder of  1953.  and  during  1954.  1955.  and 
1956.  These  figures  are  exclusive  of  $17.- 
200.000.000  of  91 -day  Treasury  bills  of  which 
about  $1,300,000,000  are  refinanced  weekly 
on  a  competitive  bid  basis  and  $4,500,000,000 
tax  anticipation  bills  which  mature  in  March 
and  June  of  this  year. 


Maturing  In  calendar  year 

Y«u-ly 
amount 

Percent 

)ft.a 

,\filliont 
»27.  U.S 
27,2119 

2.238 

21  4 

1U54  

21.5 

lUM     

11.3 

1«36 

1.8 

Total     

7t).917 

.V).0 

Aftt-r  11*56                      

44.0 

Total     markpLihle     debt 
ou<*tan<tlne  exclusive  erf 
Tn'ssury  bills 

128.731 

100.0 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  more  than  a  fifth  of 
all  the  marketable  debt  outstanding  (ex- 
clusive of  the  Treastiry  Bills)  matvires  during 
the  remaining  10 '2  months  of  1953.  and  that 
5«  percent  of  such  debt  matures  during  the 
next  4  years. 

The  refinancing  of  the  marketable  debt  as 
It  falls  due  is  only  a  part  of  the  whole  debt 
management  problem.  In  addition  to  the 
marketable  debt,  there  is  approximately 
$77  >4  billion  of  non-marketable  debt  out- 
standing. 1.  e..  savings  bonds  and  savings 
notes,  of  which  approximately  $31  billion 
matures  during  the  next  4  years.  This  debt 
Is  of  a  demand  nature  and  could  present 
difflcultles  to  the  Treasury  \mder  some 
conditions. 

The  concentration  of  such  large  debt  ma- 
ttirities  in  the  short-term  period  Just  ahead 
presents  some  real  problems  and  we  believe 
the  refunding  operations  should  be  dealt 
with  so  as  to  provide  a  more  balanced  debt 
structure.  Tills  program  undoubtedly  will 
raise  many  questions  of  the  type  referred  to 
In  your  letter  but  In  the  long  run  wlU 
strengthen  the  economy  and  place  the 
finances  of  the  Government  on  a  sounder 
basis. 

Sincerely  yours. 

O.  M.  Humphrey, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Pebsuasy  12,  1953. 
The    Honorable    Georoe    M.    Humphkey. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAR  Mr.  SBcarrAXY:  Many  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  been  extremely  concerned  over 
the  published  reports  about  the  terms  upon 
which  the  Treastiry  Department  has  Just  re- 
financed nearly  $9  bUllon  in  certificates  of 
Indebtedness. 

As  a  result  of  this  operation,  It  would  seem 
that  your  policy  of  higher  interest  rates  has 
raised  Interest  charges  on  this  portion  of  the 
public  debt  by  at  least  $34  million  a  year. 

In  other  words.  Instead  of  paying  1%  per- 
cent on  the  total  sum,  you  have  now  worked 
out  a  plan  whereby  you  are  committed  to 
pay  2^  percent  on  most  of  It  and  2%  per- 
cent on  the  remainder,  an  Increase  ranging 
from  three-eighths  to  five-eighths  of  1  per- 
cent. This  would  seem  to  be  a  total  Interest 
payment  of  $197  mUllon  a  year  as  contrasted 


with  $163  million  prevlotisly — an  Increase  of 
$34  mUllon  or  20  percent. 

This  is  a  rather  stirprislng  action  In  the 
direction  of  unnecessary  spending  on  the  part 
of  an  administration  which  has  promised  to 
cut  down  expenses. 

Over  the  next  4  years  it  would  seem  that 
this  one  refinancing  venture  alone  would  cost 
the  taxpayers  $136  million.  This  extra  and 
totally  unnecessary  payment  to  the  bankers 
would  by  Itself  amount  to  twice  as  much 
money  as  would  be  needed  to  finance  for  the 
next  6  years  all  the  new  medical  education 
required  In  this  country. 

In  view  of  the  Importance  of  this  matter, 
I  would  therefore  greatly  appreciate  It  if  you 
could  supply  me  with  your  answers  to  the 
following  questions: 

1.  What  Is  the  Treasury  Department's  cal- 
culation as  to  the  additional  Interest  pay- 
ments that  will  be  required  by  this  recent 
refinancing  action? 

2.  Over  the  cotxrse  of  the  next  4  years,  what 
is  your  estimate  as  to  the  total  cost  of  the 
handling  of  this  portion  of  the  public  debt? 

3.  What  effect  will  actions  of  this  tyjie  have 
upon  increasing  the  cost  of  credit  to  farmers, 
businessmen,  homeowners  and  other  possible 
borrowers? 

4.  What  effect  will  actions  of  this  type  have 
upon  the  avallabUlty  of  credit  to  farmers, 
businessmen,  homeowners  and  other  possible 
borrowers? 

5.  What  portion  of  the  marketable  public 
debt  now  outstanding  will  have  to  be  refi- 
financed  during  the  rest  of  1953?  during 
1954?     during  1956?     dtirlng  1986? 

Your  cooperation  In  this  matter  will  be 
greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours, 

James  E.  Museat. 


PROPOSED  GRADUATED  EXCISE 
TAX  ON  CIGARETTES 

Mr.  COOPEK.  Madam  President,  to- 
day hearings  have  begun  before  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Conunittee  on 
House  bill  1417,  a  bill  proposing  a  grad- 
uated excise  tax  on  cigarettes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Rscoro  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks  a  statement  in  opposition 
to  House  bill  1417.  together  with  a  letter, 
enclosing  table  No.  4.  from  Joseph  H. 
Preehill,  Director,  OfBce  of  Price  Stabili- 
zation, under  date  of  March  18,  1953, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment, letter,  and  table  No.  4,  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord,  as 
follows: 

All  of  us  are  vitally  Interested  in  Amer- 
ican agriculture.  We  are  genuinely  and  seri- 
ously concerned  with  the  decline  of  farm 
commodity  prices  which  began  In  1952. 
Fortunately,  for  the  State  which  I  represent, 
Kentucky,  tobacco  prices  have  remained  rel- 
atively firm.  Unfortunately,  however,  there 
Is  pending  before  the  Congress  a  bill,  H.  R. 
1417.  which  threatens  to  disrupt  the  tobacco 
program.  The  Imminence  of  this  danger  to 
an  Important  segment  of  our  economy 
clearly  warrants  dlscusslcm  of  the  Issue  now. 

At  the  present  moment,  this  tax  assess- 
ment Is  levied  upon  the  basis  of  volimae  and 
not  on  the  basis  of  price.  We  have  had  a 
flat  tax  and  not  an  ad  valorem  or  graduated 
tax.  Governmental  revenues  have  been  sub- 
stantial, yet  tobacco  growers  have  prospered 
In  spite  of  the  enormity  of  the  tax  levy. 

H.  R.  1417  projxjses  a  graduated  tax  de- 
signed to  subsidize  the  manvifacturers  or 
cheap  cigarettes.  Tobacco  growers  know 
from  experience  that  cheap  cigarettes  mean 
cheap  tobacco.  Many  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress have  come  to  the  same  conclusion. 
Every  Senator  and  every  Congressnuui  trona 
a  State  producing  cigarette  tobacco  Is  op- 
posed to  an  ad  valorem  dgarects  excise  tax. 
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The  luwwl»Jge  of  totsaeco  growers.  acciTilretf 
by  experience  In  tb*  nvhet  placet.  U  Mte- 

rette  prodocttoB  eoeCs  «»  ■•  li-"'B<  i  wcret 
doemMnlMk  At  007  leqocst.  m  eon— Iteieted 
cost  analysis  of  the  2  t^lfe*  €>f  elg«ee*teB 
haa  been  Bade  by  I  of  the  MlnitBlstrsttve 
agvoetea.  TMe  cwnpeehenetf  mrrcy  win  be 
flled  wtth  tke  Wbye  mmtt  Ummm  CtoOMlttee 
and  wfll  ther*  be  p«Uiab«d  for  «ke  flrst  ttaae. 

TWe  rigarette  eoat  aiiatfBls  prevee  ceoefw- 
atrely  that  tobacco  t»  the  omjjr  fle«fbte  cost 
of  any  coBsequence  hi  the  Hsaiwifacture  of 
a  cigarette.  Cheap  cigarettes  can  be  made 
only  with  cheap  tob€K«o.  Cheap  cigarettes 
can  be  made  only  at  the  expense  of  tobacco 
growers. 

Cheap  cigarettes  are  manufactured  ont  of 
rolled  tobacco  8ten»  and  out  of  the  common 
grades  of  leaf  tobacco.  Tobacco  growers  re- 
ceive only  half  as  much  money  per  pound 
for  the  tobacco  used  in  cheap  cigarettes. 

A  graduated  tax  would  result  In  the  sale 
of  cheafk  clgaretiea  at  a  retail  price  advan- 
tage of  &  centa  a  package.  Thla  would  divert 
clgaiette  production  from  tbe  standard-qual- 
ity bcaads  ta  the  cheap  cigarettes  \islng 
cheap  tobacco  and  tobacco  stems.  The 
Treasury  Department  esUaoates  that  a  gradu- 
ated tax  would  boost  the  sale  of  cheap  ciga- 
rettea  from  their  present  lJ2-percent  share 
of  the  market  to  some  figure  between.  10 
percent  and  2&  percent  of  cigarette  output. 
The  effect  upon  tobacco  growers  would  be 
dlsastrova.  and  tke  Treeeury  has  testified 
today  betere  the  conunkttee  that  an  impoc- 
tant  loss  of  revenue  will  result. 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  cheap  ciga- 
rette is  the  poor  man's  cigarette  and  that 
the  present  uniform  tax  discriminates 
against  the  poor  man.  Today  that  argu- 
ment has  lost  an  of  fts  validity.  Today  the 
standard  brand  la  the  poor  man's  cigarette. 
The  rich  sin«>ke  pcemlumr-quaUty  cigarettes. 
King-size  cigarettes  alone,  which  generally 
sell  at  a  peemium  price,  acccnxnt  for  a  very 
substaatlat  part  of  totai  clgaiette  output. 

Today  the  gradiiateil  cigarette-tax  fl^t  to 
neither  between  the  snoeU  raaavf  actuiei  and 
the  large  manufacturer  nor  between  the  poor 
man  and  the  rich  man.  Today  the  dispute 
is  between  the  American  tobacco  grower, 
who  knows  that  cheap  cigarettes  mean  cheap 
tobaccov  and  the  advocates  at  cheap  clga- 
rettea,  wfto  are  isfttng  what  amonnta  to  a 
subskiy.  Today  the  issue  ta  between  those 
who  are  Cfonetnaed  with  preservatton  ot  gov- 
ernmeatal  revenues  and  those  who  seek  an 
economic  advanta^  as  manufacturers 
through  means  of  a  graduated  cigarette  tax. 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 
as  amended  by  the  80th  Congress  and  the 
81st  Congress,  has  served  to  protect  the  e«>- 
nondc  weVat*  at  tobacco  growers  without  a 
coneeq«K»t  WMimflwl  rl^  of  loaa  to  ttie  Got- 
ei'Hmmt  ot  the  UkiKed  States.  Tbe  tobacco 
program  haa  worked,  and  worked  wrtl.  No 
other  commodtty  program  can  make  an 
equally  valid  cTalm  to  compiete  snccess. 

In  lasa  farm,  conunodlty  prices  began  to 
decline.  The  Secretary  of  Apiculture  has 
wlsalj;  Msolvcd  to  reviaw  aU  of  o«r  farm,  pso- 
graasa.  Pending  tba  coaapleUoa  of  this 
study,  ta  would  ha  uatet  loUy  ta  BU>4Uly  an 
Indnatry-taz  atnactwra  wfatcb  Imm  been  anl- 
foras  steee  IM4l  We  akoiidd  not  aow  taufier 
wttk  a  swcceaaful  farai  program. 

Or  April  24,  TMSl  at  a  hcsa  liiy  befbre  tbe 
Senate  Cum ri  11  tee  on  Agilcultuie  and  R)r- 
estry,  a  witness  from  Kentrrrtty  suiauiai laeU 
the  views  of  the  tobacco  Industry,  saying: 
"Today,  with  a  single  volee.  growers  and  all 
of  theit  repcesentallvcs  urg^  you  to  hew 
closely  ta  the  pcograoi  whlrh  you  have 
created,  fox  *^"^.  to  a  prostam  vuhich.  to 
tbeaa  la  a  nsaci^  carta  ol  efononviff  aalv«^ 
tlon,  wlftla  a  iMsltasa  and  a  preaalse  coaa- 
panriMe  oBty  to  oar  B«l  e«  Rt^lKtB." 

Th*  lOtli  Coagresa  heeded  ttiat  advtee. 
Tpk  81st  Congress  heeded  that  advice.     In 


tMfl,  with  fanner  Senator  BarUey.  later  Vice 
President,     I     Introduced    the     aaMndment 

which  became  law  which  guarantees  to  to- 
bacco growers  without  tlmitatioa  a  support 
price  equal  te  tO  percent  of  parity.  To  scrap 
the  pragram  or  to  tamper  wlfii  tbe  prograaa 
now  wookl  be  to  ignore  Ita  btatory  at  auc- 
cees,  its  repeated  approval  by  tbe  Congress. 
and  its  promise  of  conttauing  a  performance 
as  the  best  loag-range  farm  program  erer 
designed  for  any  commodity. 

The  graduated  cigarette  tax  is  sponsored 
solely  by  a  select  group  of  manufacturers 
who  seek  what  emounts  to  a  strbstdteatlon 
of  their  products.  Opposed  to  them,  on  the 
other  hand,  are  the  advocates  of  quality 
cigarettes;  more  than  75^.000  fama  families 
producing  cigarette  tobacco;  every  trade  as^ 
sociatlon,  cooperative,  and  Congressmen  rep- 
resenting tobacco  growers:  and  also  all  of 
those  p»?rson8.  too.  who  are  vitally  concerned 
with  preservation  of  a  major  source  of  our 
goremmental  rerennes.  I  urge  you  to  heed 
the  -advice  of  tobacco  growers  and  to  rebuff 
the  efTorts  of  a  select  group  of  manufacturers 
to  acquire  a  preferred  position  in  an  impor- 
tant American  industry. 

Omcz  or  Price  Stabilization. 
Washington,  D.  C.  Uareh.  i«.  liS3. 
Hon.  JoHM  Shehman  Cooper. 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D  C. 
Dear  Senator  Cooper:  Tour  office  has  re- 
quested information  regarding  leaf  costs  of 
standard-  and  economy-brand  cigarettes. 
We  are  submitting  below  relevant  Informa- 
tion Trora  the  Cigarette  Manufacturers  Sur- 
vey made  by  the  Ofllce  of  Price  Stabilization 
In  December  I95I.  This  survey  was  designed 
to  ascertain  cost  changes  In  the  manufac- 
ture of  cigarettes  from  April -June  1950  to 
April-June  1951  for  the  leading  brand  of 
each  of  the  eight  major  manufacturers.  As 
we  cannot  divulge  individual  company  data, 
the  foUowing  table  is  a  consolidation  of  data 
for  these  brands  produced  by  six  major 
manufacturers:  Lucky  Strike.  Can^l.  Ches- 
terfleU.  Old  Gold.  Philip  Morris,  Marlboro, 
Raleictx.  Kools.  Herbert  Tareyton.  PaU  Biall. 
Patlma.  Eaibassy,  Dwmhtil.  and  Wtngs  The 
last-named  brand  la  the  only  economy  brand 


for  irtiieh  ftiU  taoformatlon  was  returned  in 
the  survey. 

Costs  per  IjBOO  cigarettes  are  given  below 
and  include  a  projection  for  1953.  At  the 
tinw  the  survey  was  made  data  for  i9&l  crop 
burley  tobacco  were  not  yet  availabOa. 


IXrnt 

19.», 
April- 
iuae 

H>.M, 
Aprif- 
JUXM 

projM- 
tiaa 

I>^f 

Other  matpfi*),  laN»r,  1  tc    .. 

1  V.^4 

43M 

1  9«.T 
.4MK^ 

I  <»4?5 
.4W5 

Total  tactory  cost      ... 

.^ilvorIi.~iin; 

.\'luiuii>lr;Uiiiii  ariil  .sflluig.. . 

Total  cost 

.221» 
.!7M 

■i.JMi 

.IKW 

X!s373 

a.  441  )■) 
Z8874 

These  costs  Indicate  the  tinlt  costs  per  cost 
sheet.  It  stvouid  be  noted  that  leaf  cost  In- 
cludes leaf  expense  and  import  duty  and 
reflect  the  costing  procedure  regularly  used 
by  each  Individual  company.  The  cost  pro- 
jection Is  based  on  tlw  same  cigarette  weight 
and  blend  as  In  the  earlier  periods. 

A  comparison  ot  leaf  costs  shows  that  pur- 
chases In  tbe  year  ending  June  30.  1952.  were 
49  cents  per  l.OOO  cigarettes  above  pur- 
chases during  the  year  ending  June  30,  IMl. 
This  Is  the  dlfTerence  In  acquisition  costs  on 
a  green-leaf  basis  (1.  e..  auction  floor  basis) 
exclusive  of  the  coat  ot  transportation  and 
processing. 

With  reference  to  leaf  costs  of  standard 
brands  versus  economy  brands  we  do  not 
possess  great  detail.  However,  in  addition 
to  the  data  supplied  by  Brown  Se  William- 
son for  Wings  cigarettes  as  noted  above 
we  have  lncorr»plete  information  for  other 
economy  brands.  Although  no  strict  con»- 
parlson  between  leaf  costs  of  standard  and 
economy  brands  can  be  made  from  these 
data,  the  relationship  between  the  two  Is 
generally  the  same  as  shown  In  the  enclosed 
OPA  study.  In  table  4  of  this  study  we  have 
encircled  the  leaf  costs  for  standard  and 
economy  brands  In  1941  and  1942. 

We  trust  that  this  Information  is  of  value 
to  you.     Please  call  on  us  If  we  can  be  of  any 
further  assistance  In  this  matter. 
Very  truly  yours. 

JOSXra  H.   FRZEHILL. 


Table   4. — Ciforetie    mannfacturers:   Wtiqhtol   arcrage    net   ^rVing   price  and   cosla   per 

th^visatui,  by  type  of  cigartUc,  19\I  and  ID-iS 


ItPTO 


Type  of  nci»rtte 


-Vll  tyi'«!i 


rrvuktr  vio 


Prrmorrrr  hnin«l— 
reiruiar  >■« 


liMI 


IM2 


I'Hl 


1942 


1941 


1942 


AJIOL'NT  (PER  Tlliil  SA.Sri) 

1.  Npt  seWne  piiee 

Factory  cn.'sts 

ii»w  niaUTlala: 

2:  I.onf  tobacco '....,. 

3.  Casing 


4. 
5. 
«. 
7. 

8. 


Total  taw  materials. 

■Wrapping 

Lahir. . .   

IPscSmtt  aveibead 


$5.5902 

.9*71 

iiiaty 

1.  OKVl 

.  1*2.S 

.OT.M 

.  iibbl 

$5.r,7ii       $5.  741 'J 


Total  factory  cost 

9.  Revprme  5t!»mr's  '        

10.  F>e*sht  and  shtppinit  enpetise 


11.  Total  fsctocT  aaU  sliippinfreost 

12.  Chnss  marg:tH 


SsHtTir.  wiiislsiiJadiialstratiTe  fipenw: 
la.  A<lv«cliaiia^ 

11.         Selling  and  adminl-strative  cxjjensi' 


16. 


Tstof  spltaf ,  sdiaiiiistrative  expense. 


1  .yiK? 
3.  -'.mo 

.l)S55 


i.nsBS 

.U.M7 

I    I3I») 

.  rvw 
.(iai)i 

1  4?K 

3. 2»4a 
.ueu 


i.nni5 

1.  OTWI 
.  I.WS 
.0747 
.MMW 

T.  sin4 

.t).*»2 


»5.  771;: 


1.  Ii51« 

1.  ITSO 
.  I.S22 

.m*rt 

i.4sn 

3.  »S0 
.0374 


»4. 1328  U  S»i 


.4S(M 


.  4W>'i 


..MHO 

.!iV.2 

.1-MW 

.  131 J 

.OflTJ 

.*N^I 

.()6M 

.U8UX 

.TM.5 

8332 

3.  2BI«1 

k2W«l 

.oeiK 

.WBI 

.  1244 


totai 
Nat  uargia- 


.4Ka7 

5.ir27» 
.5683 


.234'; 

.2591 
..2» 

1         .3383 

.  4il«  1 

5.im85 
.5534 

1       5.1U3 
1         ..VTO 

.3449 

3444 

5.  l.VO 
.61M 


.1401 
.  147:? 

.2873 

4.3910 
.(MTU 


.  0974 
.  IM'i 

4.  4>*) 
.OTJl 


» Induclcs Standard  aed  •casomy  braD<l  cigarettes  0/  all  types— regulur  and  king  si«o.,  plain  an<i  niinthoiatjvl. 

'  Leal  costs  Jo  not  tiicludi,'  uitorest  charxiis. 

'  In  1942  revenue  stamps  were  $3.25  per  thoosand  cigarettes  for  10  months  aad  13.50  per  thouaand  eigar«t  t«s  lb, 

2  mouths. 
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,T^        g    i—CigaretU   manufadurert:  Weif/hUd  average   net   telling   price   and  costt  per 
thousand,  by  type  of  cigarette,  1941  and  19^2 — Continued 


Item 


rtSCSNT  Of   NET   SILLINO    fSICB 

1    N'ot  selUnit  prioe 


F;irtf)rT  po<«t»- 

I,«»f  IdImmiCO*. 
CuRinR 


TotU  raw  materials. 

Wr«pptnr  

\ji\nrr 

luctory  overhead 


ToUl  factory  cost. 

RpTpniip  stamiw  ' 


I'l    Ireitht  and  sbippinc  eipen.*. 


11. 


ToUl  tsctory  and  shipplnc  cost . 


Type  of  eifcaretts 


AU  types 


1941 


100  0 


1M3 


ino  0 


Standard  brand — 
refrular  sim 


1941 


100  0 


1942 


100  0 


Economy  brand— 
reculor  stse 


1941 


100.0 


1942 


100.0 


17  6 
.5 


2  9 
13 
10 


23  3 

6H.  1 
10 


n  4 


19  4 

.5 

1R3 
.8 

19  9 
.5 

10.8 
.8 

19  9 

X« 

15 

.9 

18  8 

18 

1.3 

.9 

an  4 
2.7 
1  4 

.8 

11.6 
3.3 
1.6 
1.4 

SH.0 
1  0 

a  8 

66.6 
.9 

2.^3 

67.0 
10 

17.8 

73.3 

14 

1          M.  1 
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NOMINATION  OP  CHARLES  E. 
BOHLQf 

The  Seiuite  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
PlenipotenUary  of  the  United  SUtes  of 
America  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics.  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  WiU  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
rierk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

BrldKes 

Bu«h 

BuCer.  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capf-hart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chnvps 

Coop)er 

Cordon 

Daniel 

DirK.^en 

IXniglas 

DutT 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellrnder 

KtTKution 

Fianders 

Frcar 

Fulbrlght 

ChlleMe 

OoldWdler 


Ooni 

Ore«'n 

Orlswold 

Hayden 

Hendrtclcson 

Hennlngs 

Htckenlooper 

Hill 

Hoey 

Holland 

Hunt 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Ker6.uver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kucliel 

Lehman 

Liong: 

Magnuaon 

Malcne 

Mani^fleld 

Martin 

Maylwnk 

McCurran 


McCarthy 

McClellan 

Minikln 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

RusseU 

Saltonstall 

Bchoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennta 

Symington 

Talt 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

WlUlama 

Young 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
I  Mr.  LAifcn]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  J«h- 
HZRl  is  absent  on  official  business. 

Mr:  JOHNSON  of  Texsw.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr. 
CLnoHTSl  and  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  Geckci]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Mirmesota  [Mr. 
HttmphkxyI,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  MoKKOWEY],  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Madam  President,  at  the 
request  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee.  I  desire  to  make  a  brief  re- 
port on  the  examination  of  the  FBI's 
files  in  connection  with  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Bohlen.  The  examination  was 
made  yesterday  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr,  Sparkman] 
and  myself. 

In  the  flrst  place,  after  the  demand 
made  by  a  number  of  Senators  on  the 
floor  that  the  files  be  examined  in  be- 
half of  the  committee,  the  committee 
met  yesterday  morning  and  decided  that 
it  would  comply  with  the  request  of 
those  Senators.  So  it  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  permit  two  Senators, 
whom  the  committee  would  select,  to 
examine  the  flies.  Accordingly,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  and  I  were  appointed 
by  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee to  examine  the  files. 

We  went  to  the  State  Department  at 
2  o'clock  yesterday  afternoon  and  spent 
the  afternoon  there.  We  read  the  en- 
tire summary  of  the  FBI  files  on  Mr. 


Bohlen.  That  summary  is  the  document 
upon  which  the  Secretary  of  State  based 
his  evaluation.  The  question  arose  as 
to  whether  we  should  see  the  raw  files 
of  the  FBI  as  well  as  the  summary. 
That  question  has  been  debated  in  the 
Senate.  In  the  flrst  instance,  we  read 
the  summary,  which  contains  25  or  30 
pages  as  to  which  it  was  said  that  16 
pages  contained  derogatory  informa- 
tion. 

I  am  advised  that  the  files  themselves 
contain  probably  80  percent  favorable 
information,  and  in  the  summary  all 
the  derogatory  Information  was  in- 
cluded. 

I  thought  we  should  see  the  raw  files. 
I  called  and  talked  to  Mr.  Hoover  about 
it.  He  assured  me,  in  the  first  place, 
that  everything  of  any  importance 
which  in  any  way  adversely  reflected  on 
Mr.  Bohlen  was  fully  set  forth  in  the 
summary  and  that  there  was  nothing  of 
importance  that  was  not  in  the  sum- 
mary. He  said  the  FBI  always  pre- 
pares a  summary,  but  that  In  this  case 
he  had  taken  special  care,  and  that  he 
could  give  me  his  word  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  raw  files  that  was  not 
In  the  summary. 

Furthermore,  Madam  President.  I 
found  that  no  one  other  than  Mr. 
Hoover  has  ever  seen  anything  except 
the  simunary.  The  Secretary  of  State 
himself  has  seen  nothing  except  the 
summary,  and  his  evaluation  was  made 
on  the  summary.  The  security  officer. 
Mr.  McLeod.  made  the  statement  that 
he  had  seen  nothing  except  the  sum- 
mary, and  that  the  summary  contained 
everything  he  had  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Under  those  circumstances,  I  finally 
concluded  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
Insist  upon  an  Inspection  of  the  raw 
files.  The  FBI  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral are  very  much  opposed  to  anyone's 
examining  the  raw  files.  They  think  It 
would  lead  gradually  to  a  complete  ex- 
posure of  Inferences,  and  so  forth,  which 
are  contained  In  the  files  but  are  not 
always  In  the  stimmary,  and  that  If  the 
names  of  Informants  were  given  It  would 
break  down  the  entire  FBI  operation. 
They  believe  they  should  have  the  right 
to  prepare  a  summary  for  other  Execu- 
tive departments  and  for  the  Congress, 
and  that  we  should  accept  their  good 
faith  in  preparing  such  a  summary. 

I  read  the  summary  through,  and  af- 
ter doing  so,  I  would  have  asked  very 
strenuously  to  see  the  raw  files  if  there 
were  anything  In  the  summary  which 
seemed  to  be  ambiguous  or  in  any  way 
incomplete  or  which  suggested  that 
something  which  might  be  in  the  raw 
files  was  omitted;  or,  at  least,  I  would 
have  asked  to  see  a  portion  of  the  testi- 
mony of  the  informants.  But  I  could 
not  find  in  the  summary  anything  of 
that  nature.  The  Information  seemed 
to  be  complete.  The  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama agreed  with  me  that  we  would  not 
raise  the  question  of  insisting  on  an 
Inspection  of  the  raw  files  themselves. 

So  far  as  I  know,  no  suggestion  has 
been  made  by  anyone  that  there  is  in 
the  files  anything  which  is  not  fully  cov- 
ered In  the  summary.  The  so-called  16 
pages  of  derogatory  Information  relate 
to  entirely  separate  matters.  The 
greater  part  of  It  consists  of  statements 
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at  persons  who  disagree  with  Mr.  Boh- 
len's  principles  with  respect  to  foreign 
poUcy.  They  thtok  he  played  perhaps  a 
larger  part  than  others  played  in  the 
Yalta  conversations  and  that  he  was 
closer  to  Bfr.  Acheson  than  they  would 
Hke.  In  other  words,  they  were  state- 
ments of  pc*itical  differences  with  Mr. 
Bohlen. 

So  far  as  I  lemember.  there  was  no  one 
who  did  not  end  up  by  saying  that  al- 
though he  disagreed  poUtically.  he  had 
full  confidence  in  the  character,  the 
morality,  and  the  general  standing  and 
reputation  of  Bfr.  Bohlen. 

There  was  no  suggestion  anywhere  by 
anyone  reflecting  on  the  loyalty  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  in  any  way,  or  any  association 
by  him  with  communism  or  svipport  of 
communism  or  even  tolerance  of  com- 
munism. 

When  it  comes  to  the  question  of 
whether  there  is  any  reason  to  think  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  is  hi  any  way  a  security  risk, 
such  testimony  as  there  is  on  that  sub- 
ject relates  solely  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  has  at  times  been  friendly  with 
and  has  entertained  at  his  home  persons 
who  are  considered  by  the  investigators 
or  by  the  Department  as  bad  security 
risks.  

I  could  not  find  fn  the  snnnnary  testi- 
mony anything  which  seemed  to  me  to 
raise  even  a  prima  facte  case  or  to  sup- 
ply any  prima  facie  evidence  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  had  in  any  way  ever  done  any- 
thing which  would  make  him  a  bad  secu- 
rity risk.  The  associations  he  had  were 
those  which  anyone  might  have  had 
with  persons  who  were  friends  of  many 
other  people,  who  may  have  stayed  over- 
night, or  for  the  weekend,  at  the  home 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bohlen.  But  in  all  the 
summary  I  couM  see  nothing  which 
could  create  the  most  remote  guilt-by- 
association  accusation  that  could  t>e 
thought  of. 

There  was  not  any  suggestion  that 
would,  in  my  opinion,  create  even  a  prima 
facie  case  or  a  prima  facie  charge  of  any 
ill-doing  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 

So  I  myself  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  a  completely  good 
security  risk  in  every  respect,  and  I  am 
glad  so  to  report  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  McCLELLAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAW.  The  summary 
which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  reviewed, 
along  with  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  SPARKMANl.  as  I  understand  from 
the  statement  which  has  just  been  made 
by  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
was  a  summary  prepared  by  the  FBI. 
and  not  liy  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  is  correct.  It  was 
prepared  by  the  FBI.  The  State  De- 
partment has  never  seen  the  raw  flies. 
They  have  some  of  the  matter  in  the 
raw  files  in  their  own  files  to  which  the 
FBI  was  given  full  access,  and  inchided 
in  its  report.  I  wanted  to  be  sxire  of 
that. 

r  may  say.  also,  that  Mr.  Hoover  told 
me  that  there  are  different  kinds  of 
cnecks  by  the  FBI.  He  also  told  me  that 
in  this  case  a  complete  and  full  field  in- 
lon  was  made  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 


He  t(dd  me  farther  that  the  smmnary 
contained  everything  that  could  be  of 
any  interest  regarding,  or  in  any  way 
refiected  upon.  Mr.  Bf^Ien's  character 
or  morality. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  80  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  and  the  able 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SpamcmaiiI 
had  made  available  to  them  the  identical 
record  and  information  upon  which  Sec- 
retary Dulles  has  testified,  and  upon 
which  he  assured  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  and  the  Senate  that  there 
was  nothing  to  justify  not  clearing  Mr. 
Bohlen  either  as  to  loyalty  or  as  a  secur- 
ity risk  for  tlie  position  for  which  he  has 
been  nominated? 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas is  correct. 

Going  one  step  further,  because  of  tl  e 
pntolicity  alxmt  Mr.  McLeod.  I  obtained 
from  him  a  statement  that  he  knew  of 
nothing  which,  in  his  opinion,  insofar  as 
it  might  have  differed,  if  it  did  differ, 
with  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Dulles — and  as 
to  that  I  do  not  know — was  not  based 
upon  exactly  the  same  material,  to  which 
he  had  had  accesa  He  had  access  to  no 
other  material  than  that  which  Mr. 
Dulles,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr. 
SPARKBCKNy.  and  myself  had.  and  upon 
which  we  have  based  our  judgment 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  view  of  circum- 
stances as  they  developed,  and  without 
the  benefit  of  the  additional  information 
that  has  come  to  light,  and  without  a 
check  by  the  two  Senators,  in  whom  I 
have  great  confidence,  I  felt  that  Mr. 
McLeod  should  be  called,  and  that  the 
question  as  to  his  differing  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  cleared  up. 
Whether  or  not  he  should  be  called,  I 
am  not  in  the  best  position  to  say;  but  I 
do  say  that,  on  the  basis  of  the  record, 
the  report  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  tends  very  much  to  remove  any 
cloud  ox  doubt  as  to  Mr.  Bohlen's  fitness, 
from  the  standpoint  of  loyalty  or  secur- 
ity, to  fill  the  position  to  which  he  has 
been  appointed.  Whether  or  not  he  be 
the  choice  of  Members  of  the  Senate 
Individually  is  beside  the  point.  The 
question  is  on  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination.  Unless  there  is  a  justifiable 
question  from  the  standpoint  of  doubt 
as  to  loyalty  or  security,  I  feel  con- 
strained to  vote  for  confirmation  of  nom- 
inations sent  to  the  Senate  by  the 
Executive,  unless  I  have  personal  knowl- 
edge of  my  own  upon  which  to  base  a 
different  decision. 

My  whole  interest  in  this  matter  has 
been  founded  on  the  hope  that  we  could 
clear  up  the  question,  so  that  there  would 
not  remain  sufficient  doubt  to  warrant 
our  opposing  confirmation,  and  that  we 
would  not  permit  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  to  be  confirmed  under  a  cloud 
of  suspicion  based  upon  the  feeling  that 
a  thorough  check  and  Investigation  had 
not  been  made.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  we  owed  It  to  Mr.  Bohlen 
to  have  the  records  and  the  summary 
checked  by  others,  in  view  of  reports, 
rumors,  and  statements  which  Intimated 
that  possibly  the  subject  had  not  been 
given  a  proper  check  or  suflScient  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Madam  President,  I  think 
I  should  add  that  on  the  favorable  side 
of  the  question  dozens  of  leading  citi- 
zens of  the  country  testified  in  support  of 


Mr.  B<rfilen.  I  have  probably  concen- 
trated undu :;  attention  on  the  testimony 
of  a  very  few  witnesses. 

As  to  Mr.  McLeod,  he  is  the  security 
officer.  There  may  be  others  in  the  De- 
partment who  appraised  Mr.  Bohlen  dif- 
ferently. But  when  the  head  of  the  de- 
partment himself  has  undertaken  to 
make  an  apprai.^al.  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  call  before  the  committee  all 
his  subordmates. 

I  do  not  consider  it  would  be  Improper 
to  say  that  we  had  with  us  during  our 
investisation  the  chief  counsel  of  the 
Department  of  State,  Mr.  Phlager,  of  San 
FYancisco,  who  is  an  attorney  of  very 
high  standing.  He  was  present  during 
the  time  when  we  were  examining  the 
files.  He  himself  reached  exactly  the 
same  conclusion  as  that  reached  by  Mr. 
Dulles.  ti)e  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr. 
SparkmanI,  and  myself. 

Perhaps  three  or  four  persons  have 
talked  to  Mr.  Ehilles  about  this  matter. 
I  do  not  believe  we  ought  to  ask  each 
one  for  his  individual  appraisal  of  the 
particular  files.  I  have  felt — and  this 
statement  indicates  no  lack  of  confidence 
in  Mr.  Dulles — that  Congress  has  the  con- 
stitutional duty  to  exerci.se  its  own  judg- 
ment in  some  form,  or  through  its  agents, 
and  Is  not  nece.s.*;arily  called  upon  to  rely 
on  the  executive  branch  for  obtaining 
information.  I  think  the  Executive 
should  make  available  to  Congress,  if 
ConKreso  desires  it,  the  information  upon 
which  the  executive  department  bases 
its  conclusions. 

In  respect  to  the  raw  files,  we  simply 
suspended  any  action  as  to  them.  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  In  this  case  I  had 
obtained  everything  I  desired  from  the 
files,  anyway.  However.  I  did  not  under- 
take to  waive  the  right  of  Congress:  to 
see  the  flies  affecting  other  cases,  if  Con- 
gre.ss  should  desire  to  ."^ee  them. 

I  simply  say  to  Senators  that  I  do  not 
believe,  from  the  In'^pection  I  made  of 
the  files,  they  would  get  one  other  fact 
If  they  saw  the  raw  files  in  this  particu- 
lar ca.se.  But  we  have  retained  our  right 
to  an  examination  of  the  raw  files,  if  we 
have  that  right,  if  the  question  ever  has 
to  be  fought. 

Mr.  GORE  and  Mr.  CASE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Docs 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield;  and  if  so. 
to  whom? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  flrst  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennes.see. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  am  in  sympathy  with 
the  position  taken  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  I  wish  to  compliment 
him  upon  the  resp>onsible.  courageous 
position  and  action  he  has  taken  in  this 
matter. 

However,  so  much  has  been  said  about 
the  unavailability  of  the  so-called  raw 
files  of  the  FBI  to  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  of  Representatives 
that  I  think  it  is  incimibent  upon  me  to 
state  that  some  years  ago.  as  a  member 
of  a  select  committee  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  I  not  only  saw 
a  few  so-called  raw  files  of  the  FBI,  but 
I  examined  dozens  of  them.  While  this 
debate  has  been  under  way,  statements 
have  been  made  to  me  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate  by  two  Senators  that  they 
also  have  had  access  to  raw  files. 


I  am  satisfied  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  diatinguislied  majority  leader. 
which,  as  I  understand,  la  concurred  in 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Alabama. 
In  fact.  I  was  satisfied  with  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Secretary  of  SUte. 
But  I  do  not  in  any  way  endorse  any 
attitude  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  does  not  have  a  right  to  see  a 
raw  file,  so  long  as  its  confidence  is  guar- 
anteed and  protected. 

Mr.  TAPT.  In  the  case  of  the  atomic 
energy  law.  because  of  an  express  pro- 
vision contained  in  the  act,  the  Executive 
has  never  contested  the  right  of  Con- 
f;re.ss  to  look  at  a  i-aw  file  pertaining  to 
atomic  energy.  It  seems  to  be  under- 
stood that  Congreiis  has  access  to  full 
information.  I  know  of  various  similar 
cases.  However.  I  do  know  that  Mr. 
Hoover  has  alwayu  fought  to  the  last 
ditch  before  he  would  ever  turn  over  a 
raw  file,  and  he  will  turn  It  over  only  on 
an  order  of  the  President.  In  this  par- 
ticular case.  I  saw  no  reason  to  try  to 
overcome  his  reluctance.  I  sympathize 
with  him,  because  if  he  admitted  the 
principle  that  the  files  were  always  open 
in  every  way  and  in  every  case.  I  think 
ho  would  probably  destroy  the  FBI  be- 
fore the  case  was  ended. 

Mr.  CASE  and  Mr.  MORSE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield;  and  If  so. 
to  whom? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yli'ld  first  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  feel  that  in  this  In- 
stance the  Senate  Is  acting  under  Its 
constitutional  resptmsibility  with  respect 
to  advice  and  consent.  Under  the  pro- 
cedure adopted,  it  will  be  confirmation 
by  the  Senate,  and  not  confirmation  by 
a  Cabinet  department.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  does  not  feel  that 
this  procedure  would  be  necessary  in 
every  case;  but  when  a  question  arises, 
as  it  did  in  this  particular  case,  and 
charges  are  made,  such  as  those  which 
wore  made  in  this  case,  with  respect  to 
the  altitude  of  the  security  officer,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
distinguished  majority  leader,  that 
members  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  obtain  their  own  con- 
firmation of  certain  facts,  rather  than 
rely  upon  a  Cabinet  department,  is 
sound.  The  statement  which  has  been 
made  will  result.  I  personally  believe,  in 
Mr.  Bohlen's  being  able  to  accept  his  ap- 
pointment without  any  cloud,  and  with 
considerably  greater  strength  than 
would  have  been  the  case  had  this  pro- 
cedure not  been  followed. 

Therefore.  I  feel  that  a  very  desirable 
purF>ose  has  been  served,  and  I  appreci- 
ate the  statement  of  the  majority  leader. 
Mr.  TAFT.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
I    now    yield    to   the    Senator    from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President.  I 
wish  to  commend  highly  the  majority 
leader  for  his  report  and  for  the  great 
contribution  I  think  he  has  made  to 
sound  procedures  In  the  Senate  In  con- 
nection with  the  confirmation  of  nomi- 
nations. I  would  that  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  had  In  the  first  in- 
stance taken  the  majority  leader's  sug- 
gestion that  a  subcommittee  of  one  or 
two  be  assigned  to  Inspect  the  file  upon 


the  basis  of  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
made  his  recommendation  to  the  com- 
mittee, because  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  and  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota put  the  problem  very  clearly  when 
they  stated.  In  effect,  that  after  all.  the 
obligation  and  responsibility  of  the  Sen- 
ate In  giving  advice  and  consent  cannot 
be  met  by  substituting  for  Its  action  the 
recommendation  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government,  which  in  the  first 
instance  makes  the  nomination. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  in  giving  the 
Senate  this  factual  report  of  what  they 
found  In  the  file,  have  also  made  it  possi- 
ble to  send  to  Moscow  a  man  who  will 
be  in  a  strong  position,  rather  than  one 
whose  position  would  have  been  greatly 
weakened.  In  my  Judgment,  if  we  had 
confirmed  the  nomination  last  Monday 
merely  on  the  basis  of  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

As  one  Member  of  the  Senate.  I  highly 
compliment  the  Senator  from  Ohio  for 
the  grand  Job  he  has  done  in  this  in- 
stance. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Madam 
President,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
is  very  reluctant  to  disagree  with  or  take 
Issue  with  the  distinguished  Senators 
who  have  just  spoken. 

I  have  carefully  followed  the  debate 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Charles  Bohlen.  and 
after  reviewing  the  extensive  testimony. 
have  concluded  that  I  shall  vote  for  his 
confirmation  as  Ambassador  to  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  My  vote  is  not  to  be  con- 
strued as  a  vote  for  an  individual  be- 
cause, frankly.  I  would  prefer  to  see 
someone  other  than  Mr.  Bohlen  as  our 
Ambassador  In  Moscow.  My  dispassion- 
ate vote,  however.  Is  predicated  upon  the 
principle  that  the  processes  of  sound 
and  efficient  government  must  not  be 
wantonly  disturbed.  Someone  In  au- 
thority must  appropriately  and  irrevoca- 
bly evaluate  Information  concerning 
nominees  for  major  posts.  This  is  truly 
a  function  and  responsibility  of  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  our  Government. 

In  this  case,  as  I  understand  the  rec- 
ord, the  officer  primarily  charged  with 
that  duty  felt  that  certain  unsubstan- 
tiated derogatory  information  contained 
in  the  FBI  smnmary  should  not  be  ap- 
praised by  him,  and  he  accordingly  re- 
ferred the  entire  matter  to  higher  au- 
thority, his  Immediate  superior,  the  Sec- 
retary  of   the   State.     Mr.   Dulles   ap- 
parently was  reluctant  to  make  a  deci- 
sion  without   the   concurrence   of   the 
President  of  the  United  States.     After 
a  conference  with   the  President,   the 
Secretary  of  State  felt  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
Is  a  good  security  risk,  and  that  his 
loyalty  Is  unquestioned.    Mr.  Dulles  has 
also  asserted  that  Mr.  Bohlen  Is  not  one 
to    leak    sensitive    Information    or    to 
speak  freely  of   Government  business. 
The    hearings    before    the    committee 
would  seem  to  indicate  that  this  pro- 
cedure   is    not    inconsistent    with    our 
usual  practices. 

I  was  somewhat  alarmed  to  learn  that 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  had 
designated  two  of  Its  members,  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  and  the  dis- 
tinguished Junior  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama, to  study  the  FBI  summary,  and 
we  may  conclude  from  their  findings 
that  all  essential  facts  and  evidence  have 


been  fully  considered.  This  represents 
what  I  consider  a  sUght  but  serious  de- 
parture from  our  traditional  procedure, 
and  I  hope  that  we  have  not  established 
an  unwise  and  dangerous  precedent.  I 
say  this  because  such  a  practice  could 
lead  to  indiscriminate  examinations  of 
FBI  files,  which  could  be  very  unfortu- 
nate, even  If  accomplished  by  Senators, 
since  these  files  admittedly  contain 
much  that  Is  based  on  mere  rumor,  gos- 
sip, and  hearsay.  In  addition,  such  a 
procedvire  could  manifestly  subject  any 
nominee,  no  matter  how  good  he  or  she 
might  be.  to  public  embarrassment  to 
the  extent  of  making  it  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  recruit  worthy  people  for  public 
service. 

Not  being  a  member  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee.  I  hesitate  to  make  » 
this  statement,  and  no  criticism  of  the 
committee  or  its  distinguished  members 
Is  Intended.  To  me.  this  Is  a  matter  of 
principle  with  grave  import.  In  this  In- 
stance. I  very  strongly  feel  that,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  duty  of  evaluation 
has  been  entrusted  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  we  should  respect  his  appraisal  of 
Mr.  Bohlen.  Only  on  the  basis  of  posi- 
tive evidence  not  previously  submitted 
or  considered  could  we  possibly  refuse 
to  accept  Mr.  Dulles'  evaluation  and  as- 
surances. Otherwise,  our  whole  system 
will  be  seriously  impaired,  and  we  will 
be  faced  with  the  situation  of  revealing 
information  concerning  a  person's  life 
which  may  not  have  even  the  slightest 
substantiation  in  fact.  Such  revelations 
could  ultimately  destroy  the  effectiveness 
of  the  FBI. 

My  vote  for  Mr.  Bohlen,  as  I  have 
said,  is  not  a  vote  for  him  personally. 
It  is  a  vote  to  uphpld  what  I  deem  to 
be  the  best  possible  system  for  selecting 
our  public  servants,  and  I  am  a  firm  be- 
liever in  the  orderly  process  and  feel 
that  a  vote  In  opposition  to  the  appoint- 
ment would  be  a  vote  to  weaken  the 
fundamentals  of  our  Government  and 
the  principles  of  justice. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Madam  President, 
I  do  not  care  to  comment  at  great  length 
on  this  situation,  I  have  listened  at- 
tentively to  what  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  has  said  in  his  main 
statement,  as  well  as  in  the  repUes  he 
has  made  to  various  questions  put  to 
him. 

I  subscribe  to  all  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  has  said  with  reference 
to  the  study  which  we  made  of  the  sum- 
mary of  the  FBI  file  at  the  State  De- 
partment yesterday,  and  with  relation 
to  our  conversation  with  Mr.  Dulles  and 
Mr.  Phlager.  as  well  as  the  statement 
obtained  from  the  security  officer,  Mr. 
McLeod. 

As  the  Senator  from  Ohio  has  said, 
the  so-called  simimary  was  25  or  30 
pages  In  length,  of  single-spaced  type- 
writing. The  Senator  from  Ohio  made 
reference  to  the  fact  that  about  16  pages 
related  to  what  might  be  called  derog- 
atory remarks.  He  stated  that  those 
derogatory  remarks  or  parts  of  the  rec- 
ord were  set  out  rather  fully.  It  might 
be  stated  that  the  remaining  10  or  12  or 
15  pages  consisted  of  Usts  of  names  of 
some  of  the  most  distinguished  persons 
in  the  country  who  had  been  ctos^  as- 
sociated  with   Mr.   Bohlen  in   vaunoiB 
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capacities.  No  summary  of  their  testi- 
mony was  given.  There  was  merely  the 
statement  that  all  of  them  testified  to 
his  character,  his  reputation,  his  in- 
tegrity, his  honesty,  and  his  ability.  It 
was  also  set  forth  that  their  statements 
contained  no  suggestion  of  anything 
derogatory. 

It  may  be  thought  that  the  file  is  a 
little  overbalanced  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  16  pages  are  devoted  to  what  might 
be  referred  to  as  derogatory  material; 
but  the  reason  that  portion  of  the  file 
was  so  long,  as  the  SBnator  from  Ohio 
pointed  out.  was  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
terial was  set  forth  in  detail. 

I  certainly  join  with  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  in  what  he  has  said,  to  the  effect 
that  there  was  no  suggestion  in  the  sum- 
mary to  raise  a  prima  facie  question  with 
respect  to  anything  wrong  with  the  char- 
acter, integrity,  or  honesty  of  Mr.  Boh- 
len.  I  win  go  further.  There  was  noth- 
ing which  in  my  judgment  would  cause 
any  reasonable  person  to  conclude  that 
a  suspicion  had  been  raised.  There  was 
not  a  single  instance  of  a  charge  against 
Mr.  Bohlen,  or  any  incident  which  could 
be  cited  against  him. 

The  only  thing  which  might  ral^e  a 
suspicion  at  all,  as  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  stated,  was  the  fact  that  during 
his  long  public  service  Mr.  Bohlen  has 
at  various  times  been  friendly  with  and 
has  associated  with  persons,  perhaps  in- 
cidental associates  at  his  work,  or  friends 
visiting  in  his  home,  who  were  suspected 
of  being  bad  security  risks.  But  there 
was  no  association  that  ever  pointed  the 
finger  of  suspicion  at  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Personally,  I  was  satisfied  with  the 
presentation  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  made  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  He  told  us  that  it 
was  a  summarization.  I  would  say  that 
based  upon  what  we  saw  yesterday  and 
what  I  heard  and  all  the  information 
which  was  made  available  to  us,  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  made  a  very  fine  and  fair 
presentation  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  upon  which  the  action  of 
the  committee  was  based  in  the  begin- 
ning. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  pointed 
out  that  there  were  a  number  of  state- 
ments in  the  summary.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  most  of  the  16  pages  were  taken 
up  by  statements  of  persons  who  differed 
with  Mr.  Bohlen  in  some  views  or  in  some 
things  that  he  had  done.  But  in  every 
instance  such  p>ersons  would  end  up  by 
saying,  "He  is  a  man  of  good  character, 
integrity,  and  unquestioned  loyalty  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield? 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Perhaps  I  misun- 
derstood the  Senator  from  Alabama. 
Did  the  Senator  say  that  he  had  talked 
to  the  security  officer? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Nevada  may  not  have  been  in  the  Cham- 
ber when  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  stated  that  he  obtained  a  written 
statement  from  the  security  officer. 
Mr.  McCA^AN.  From  Mr.  McLeod? 
Mr.  SPAStSMAN.  Yes.  The  state- 
ment was  to  th«  effect  that  he  had  turned 
over  to  the  Secretary  of  State  all  the 
evidence  which  had  come  to  him;  that  he 


had  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
everything  which  had  come  to  him. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  that  written 
statement  did  Mr.  McLeod  state  that  he 
had  receded  from  his  position  of  refusing 
to  endorse  or  approve  Mr.  Bohlen? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Approve  whom? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  caught  the  ques- 
tion. The  Senator  from  Nevada  inquires 
whether  Mr.  McLeod  had  receded  from 
his  position  of  declining  to  approve.  No. 
that  p>oint  was  not  mentioned  at  all.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  Secretary  of  State 
explained  to  us,  when  he  made  the  origi- 
nal presentation  to  the  committee,  that 
he  was  the  one  who  was  responsible  for 
evaluating  this  material.  This  may  be 
an  inference  on  my  part,  and  perhaps  I 
should  not  state  it;  but.  based  upon  what 
the  Secretary  of  State  stated  about  his 
responsibility  and  his  having  done  the 
evaluating,  and  the  statement  that  Mr. 
McLeod  had  made  available  to  him  all 
the  information  that  had  come  to  Mr. 
McLeod,  I  gathered  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  doing  the  job  which  he  felt 
it  was  his  to  do;  namely,  that  he  had 
evaluated  the  information,  and  that 
there  was  never  any  question  about  any- 
one else's  reaching  a  decision  in  the  case. 

Madam  Presideht 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President— 
[laughter].  Sometimes  changes  in  the 
occupancy  of  the  chair  take  place 
quickly,  before  they  are  detected. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  my  pleasure  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  to  hear  Mr.  Bohlen's  testi- 
mony. I  realize  that  the  answers  which 
he  gave  to  some  of  the  questions  were 
not  answers  which  would  please  every- 
one around  the  committee  table.  I  as- 
sume such  a  happening  is  beyond  hope 
of  attainment.  However,  what  im- 
pressed me  about  Mr.  Bohlen  was  the 
fact  that  he  spoke  out  clearly  his  own 
opinions  and  his  own  beliefs,  while  at 
the  same  time  admitting  that  there  was 
room  for  disagreement. 

I  may  say  that  we  had  before  us  yes- 
terday a  nominee  to  another  office,  a 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  who  took  a 
somewhat  opposite  viewpoint  from  that 
taken  by  Mr.  Bohlen  with  respect  to  some 
questions  under  discusison.     But  I  ad- 
mired the  gentleman  becau.se  he  .spoke 
up  and  stated  clearly  what  he  believed. 
The  transcript  of  that  testimony  will  be 
available  to  Senators  within  the  next  few 
days.     As  between  the  two  gentlemen, 
it  demonstrates  the  fact  that  there  is 
room  in  this  country  for  differences  of 
opinion.    What  I  liked  about  these  two 
men    is    that    they    stated    what    they 
thought  about  the  matter  under  discus- 
sion.   Each  one.  in  effect,  said,  "I  do  not 
believe  the  same  way  he  does  on  some 
things,  but  at  the  same  time  I  will  say  to 
you  that  he  is  a  good  man." 

Having  seen  Mr.  Bohlen— and  I  hardly 
know  the  man,  and  I  certainly  have  no 
interest  in  him— I  believe  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  operating  through 
the  Secretary  of  State,  has  selected  an 
able  person  to  represent  personally  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  one  of 
the  Important  capitals  of  the  world. 

While  I  do  not  believe  we  had  any 
direct  evidence  on  this  point,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  the  President  of  the 


United  States  Is  not  wholly  unacquainted 
with  Mr.  Bohlen.  I  think  he  knows  him. 
and  has  been  in  conferences  with  him  at 
different  places  during  the  past  several 
years,  I  am  certain  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  were  both  satisfied  when  they  sub- 
mitted his  name  to  the  Senate  that  he 
would  make  a  good  repre-sentative  of  the 
United  States  at  Moscow  at  this  very  Im- 
portant time  in  the  history  of  the  world. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad, 
as  I  would  be  in  any  ca.«e,  to  find  what 
I  consider  a  complete  absence  of  any- 
thing that  would  point  the  finger  of  sus- 
picion toward  the  nominee,  who,  if  his 
nomination  is  confirmed  by  this  body — 
as  I  am  confident  it  will  be — will  repre- 
sent us  in  one  of  the  important  capitals 
of  the  world  today.  1  am  very  glad  to 
join  with  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  in  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield? 

Mr  SPARKMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr  McCLELLAN.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  has  stated  thut,  he 
had  an  offer  of  a  statement  from  Mr. 
McLeod.  the  Security  Officer,  regarding 
Mr.  Bohlen. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  will  say  that  we 
do  not  have  that  statement  in  our  pos- 
5ession.  We  inquired  about  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod, because  we  were  particularly 
easier  to  know  the  manner  in  which  the 
subject  had  been  handled  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State. 

I  am  sorry  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  left  the  Chamber  for  a  mo- 
ment, but.  if  I  recall  correctly,  he  sug- 
gested that  if  we  could  get  from  Mr. 
McLeod  a  statement  as  to  whether  or 
not  he  had  available  to  him  any  infor- 
mation except  that  which  had  been  made 
available  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  we 
would  like  to  know  about  it.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  immediately  called  Mr. 
McLeod  who  wrote  such  a  memorandum 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
sent  it  to  him.  We  saw  it.  It  was  over 
Mr.  McLeods  signature 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  statement 
does  not  go  to  the  merits  of  the  case? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  is  merely  a 
statement  by  Mr.  McLeod  to  the  effect 
that  he  made  available  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  all  the  information  he  had  in 
his  po&ses.«;ion. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN,    That  Is  correct. 

Mr,  MCCLEU.AN.  The  statement  in 
no  way  goes  to  the  merits  of  the  situa- 
tion, namely,  whether  Mr.  Bohlen  is 
qualiued  or  not? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Not  at  all.  I  be- 
lieve the  majority  leader  brought  out 
that  point. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  to  say  that  a 
statement  was  made  by  Mr.  McLeod 
with  respect  to  what  is  the  real  Lssue; 
and  since  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  stated  that  some  other  information 
was  to  be  made  available  to  the  Senate. 
I  thought  the  McLeod  statement  would 
also  be  made  available. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Oh,  no;  I  was 
speaking  about  another  ca.se  entirely, 
which  was  taken  up  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  It  Involves 
another  appointment,  which  was  before 
our  committee  yesterday.    I  commented 
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on  the  fact  that  we  had  differences  of 
opinion  expressed  before  the  committee. 
The  second  caae  involved  another  person. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  one  of  the  Senators  who  made  the 
request  that  Mr.  McLeod  should  be  heard. 
It  was  my  own  wish,  and  without  my 
knowing  that  anyone  else  would  make 
the  same  request.  What  the  committee 
has  done  carries  a  great  deal  of  weight 
with  this  body,  I  am  certain,  and  of 
course  it  carries  a  great  deal  of  weight 
with  me.  However,  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  there  was  a  controversy 
between  Mr.  McLeod  and  his  superior. 
the  Secretary  of  State,  certainly  has  not 
been  cleared  up.  That  is  a  matter  that 
addresses  Itself  to  the  administration,  so 
far  as  I  know.  As.  I  view  the  matter,  if 
they  wish  to  leave  It  as  It  is.  that  is  all 
righ*  with  me.  But  there  does  seem  to 
be  .something  a  little  mysterious — I  do 
not  know  what  it  is — about  the  unavail- 
ability of  Mr.  McLeod. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  If  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  will  recall,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  (Mr.  TattI  commented  on  that 
matter  a  few  minutes  ago. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  repeat  wjiat  I 
said  before,  namely,  that  all  I  wanted 
from  Mr.  McLeod  was  a  statement  of 
any  opinion  that  he  might  have  formed. 
All  the  information  that  was  available 
to  him  was  available  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Spauocan]  and  my- 
self. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  I  asked  Mr.  McLeod 
for  that  statement  of  opinion.  Whether 
it  was  given  over  the  telephone,  I  do 
not  know;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  statement 
was  finally  reduced  to  writing.  It  re- 
lates to  the  summary  of  the  report. 
Whether  there  was  some  difference  be- 
tween Mr.  McLe(xl  and  Mr.  Dulles,  I 
do  not  know. 

As  I  have  Indicated.  I  would  very 
strongly  oppose  the  calling  of  subordi- 
nates in  a  department  to  give  testimony 
about  matters  with  which  they  might 
differ  with  their  superior.  I  think  at 
least  three  other  subordinates  of  Mr. 
Dulles  also  evaluated  this  testimony. 
Are  we  to  call  all  of  them?  Certainly 
that  is  the  direction  in  which  we  go, 
once  we  begin  on  such  a  course. 

So  I  do  not  wl»h  to  call  Mr.  McLeod 
about  such  matters  of  difference  of 
opinion,  so  long  iis  I  have  available  to 
me  every  bit  of  information  Mr.  McLeod 
had.  Having  thtit  Information.  I  cer- 
tainly wanted  to  form  my  own  judgment, 
and  not  rely  upon  that  of  Mr.  McLeod 
or  that  of  Mr.  Dulles. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes.  Let  me  say 
that  I  was  certainly  willing  to  accept 
the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
l)ecause  he  is  one  of  the  country's  most 
distinguished  lawyers;  and  I  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  accept  his  analysis  when 
he  appeared  before  the  committee.  How- 
ever, it  was  felt  that  it  was  better  for 
two  members  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  to  examine  the  material. 

When  I  undertook  to  read  the  sum- 
mary yesterday.  I  read  it  on  my  own 
account,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  my 
own  judgment,  without  reference  to  what 
Mr.  McLeod  or  what  Mr.  Dulles  or  what 
anyone  else  may  have  thought  about 
it.    The  statement  1  have  made  here  is 


based  upon  my  own  conclusion,  after 
having  read  every  single  word  of  the 
lonv  transcript  or  summary  of  the  FBI 
report. 

Bfr.  McCLEUUAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLEUAN.  I  want  It  forever 
imderstood  that  I  do  not  subscribe  to, 
neither  shall  I  be  bound  by.  the  phi- 
losophy or  proposed  rule  that  simply  be- 
cause a  person  is  a  subordinate  in  a 
Government  department.  Congress,  if  it 
wishes  to,  has  no  right  to  call  him  as  a 
witness  and  have  him  testify. 

Whenever  we  are  expected  to  vote 
some  of  the  taxpayers'  money  to  pay 
persons  to  serve  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government,  if  the  Chief  Executive  then 
says  that  we  shall  be  denied  the  right 
to  question  such  a  iierson  about  the 
service  and  the  duty  he  performs,  I  wish 
to  state  now  to  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama and  to  everyone  else  that  I  wholly 
disagree.  If  the  time  ever  comes  when 
I  feel  that  it  is  proper  and  necessary 
for  us  to  have  the  testimony  of  such  a 
person.  I  shall  insist  that  he  be  present 
and  testify.  I  shall  never  agree  to  any 
other  course. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  hope  tlie  Senator 
from  Arkansas  does  not  understand  that 
I  made  any  such  suggestion  at  all. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  If  that  is  the  im- 
pUcation  of  the  statements  which  have 
been  made.  I  wholly  disagree  with  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  have  not  impUed 
that  at  all.  I  have  said  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  told  us  that  it  was  his 
responsibility  to  make  the  evaluation, 
and  that  any  evaluation  woiild  have  to  be 
made  by  him  or  by  an  Under  Secretary 
acting  for  him. 

I  also  tried  to  make  clear  that  when 
I  went  there.  I  was  not  relying  upon 
anyone's  statement.  I  was  relying  upon 
what  was  In  the  file  and  upon  all  the 
information  we  could  get 

As  the  able  majority  leader  has  said, 
we  wanted  to  do  Uiat,  because  there  was 
a  rumored  difference  of  opinion  between 
Mr.  McLeod  and  Mr.  Dulles.  So  we 
wanted  access  to  all  the  information  Mr. 
McLeod  had,  and  also  to  all  the  infor- 
mation Mr.  Dulles  had.  We  were  as- 
sured that  we  did  have  it;  and  the  report 
we  have  given  here  Is  our  individual 
decision,  arrived  at  after  seeing  all  the 
evidence  that  either  Mr.  McLeod  or  Mr. 
Dulles  saw. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  say  that, 
from  the  beginning,  when  Mr.  Bohlen's 
name  was  first  submitted,  I  knew  of  no 
reason  why  I  should  oppose  the  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination.  I  have  never 
sought  to  find  a  reason  other  than  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  the  performance  of 
my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this  body.  I 
have  hoped  that  everything  I  have  said 
and  every  suggestion  I  have  made 
would  be  constructive,  to  the  end  that 
we  would  clear  up  this  matter,  and  not 
have  the  nomination  confirmed  with  a 
cloud  upon  this  man  and  a  big  question 
as  to  why  we  did  not  look  into  these 
matters. 

The  committee's  approach  to  this  ques- 
tion may  have  been  a  better  approach 


than  the  one  I  made  with  reference  to 
hearing  Mr.  McLeod.  But  since  there 
has  been  made  available  to  two  members 
of  the  committee  the  complete  record 
upon  which  Judgment  has  been  formed 
I  am  fairly  well  satisfied  that  the  nom- 
ination of  Mr.  Bohlen  should  be  con- 
firmed. 

However,  I  did  not  wish  to  sit  in  this 
Chamber  and  remain  silent  when  I 
though  I  heard  the  implication  that  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  had 
a  right  to  say  that  we  could  not  have  the 
benefit  of  the  testimony  of  an  Assistant 
Secretary  or  of  a  subordinate  whenever 
the  Senate  felt  it  was  necessary  to  have 
the  benefit  of  such  testimony  in  order 
to  acquaint  itself  with  the  facts  upon 
which  it  must  act  in  either  a  legislative 
or  an  executive  capacity.  I  did  not  want 
to  subscribe  to  such  a  position. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  luianimoixs  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
entitled  "The  Frivolous  Attack  on  Boh- 
len," published  in  the  Montgomery,  Ala.. 
Advertiser  of  March  18. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recoro, 
as  follows: 

The  FKrvoLoirs  Attack  cm  Bohlen 

President  Biiienhower  owed  Charles  (Chip) 
Bohlen  nothing  politically.  He  appointed 
him  to  be  Ambassador  to  Moscow  for  one 
reason — his  evidently  excellent  quallftca- 
tlons.  The  opjposltlon  to  his  confirmation  In 
the  Senate  appears  frivolous  and  spiteful. 

Expert  in  both  the  history  and  language  of 
Russia.  Bohlen,  a  career  diplomat,  acted  as 
interpreter  foi  both  Roosevelt  at  Yalta  and 
Truman  at  Potsdam.  In  his  Senate  testi- 
mony, Bohlen  refused  to  assail  Yalta  as  a 
deal  accounting  for  the  stun  of  our  miseries 
and  woes.  Tbose  two  facts  have  made  him 
unacceptable  to  some  Senators. 

As  we  have  said  often  before,  it  wouldn't 
have  made  any  difference  what  kind  of  agree- 
ments were  made  with  Russia  at  Yalta  since 
Russia  would  not  have  abided  by  them;  and 
in  those  days  we  were  not  prepared  to  safe- 
guard agreements  with  force. 

Always  It  should  be  remembered  that 
whatever  Roosevelt  conceded  to  Stalin  at 
Yalta  was  conceded  to  guarantee  Russia's 
participation  In  the  war  against  Japan.  And 
the  reason  Rc'Osevelt  was  Intent  upon  Rus- 
sia's participation  was  a  reason  no  American 
could  quarrel  with — he  was  bent  on  sparing 
the  lives  of  liS  many  American  soldiers  as 
possible. 

There  were,  as  we  understand  It  from  the 
published  testimony  of  Admiral  Zacharlas, 
three  intelligence  reports  estimating  what  It 
would  take  to  knock  Japan  out  at  the  war  at 
the  time  of  "S'alta.  Two  of  these  held  that 
Japan  remained  capable  of  a  long  and  bitter 
war.  Roosevelt  was  bent  on  sparing  Ameri- 
ca's fighting  men  an  Asiatic  Normandy.  Had 
he  failed  to  get  Russia's  conunltment  to  play 
her  part  he  would  have  been  taxed  with  a 
great  failure. 

Roosevelt  had  no  way  to  know  that  Japan 
would  be  knocked  out  6  days  after  Russia's 
entrance  into  the  war. 

No  one  today  Is  raising  sand  ab3ut  the 
Roosevelt-Eisenhower  deal  with  Admiral  Dar- 
lan.  A  lot  of  Americans  are  around  and 
kicking  today  because  of  the  Darlan  deal. 

No  one  todf^y  is  raising  sand  with  the  lion 
Winston  Churchill  about  Yalta,  although  he 
was  there  the  very  aanoe  as  Roosevelt. 

The  things  which  laid  Stalin's  oonquesta 
open  to  him  were  the  American  people  who 
demanded  that  all  the  boys  be  brought  back 
at  once,  leaving  the  eqxiipment  to  rust  where 
It  was.  and  the  Congressmen  and  Senators 
who  used  their  influence  to  get  certain  boy* 
back  home  aliead  of  others. 
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The  opposition  to  Bohlen  U  an  Incident 
of  the  posthumous  war  on  Rooeevelt,  the 
same  as  the  unwise  constitutional  amend- 
ment prohibiting  a  third  term  for  a  Presi- 
dent. 

The  opposition  to  Bohlen  Is  now  sagging, 
but  It  wlU  remain  a  discredit  to  Its  authors 
after  It  has  coUapsed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
last  Friday  I  made  a  statement  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  would  repeat 
that  statement  today.  Every  expression 
In  that  statement  has  stood  the  acid  test. 
Every  expression  in  that  statement  Is 
worthy  of  consideration  at  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  involved  here? 
It  has  been  stated  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Secretary  of  State  are  on 
trial  here.  Nothing  is  further  from  the 
truth.  The  law  which  was  enacted  by 
Congress  is  on  trial  here. 

What  gave  rise  to  the  service  of  Mr. 
McLeod?  By  what  authority  does  he  act? 
Under  what  law  was  he  appointed? 
What  were  his  prerogatives  under  the 
law?  The  section  of  the  law  bearing  on 
the  official  existence  of  Mr.  McLeod  is 
not  lengthy,  and  I  beg  leave  to  read  it. 
although  I  have  not  heard  it  referred  to 
during  this  entire  discussion.  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod came  into  existence  as  a  public 
official  in  the  State  Department  by  dint 
and  force  of  the  law  I  now  read,  and  by 
nothing  else : 

Src.  104.  (b)  There  la  hereby  established  In 
the  Department  of  State  a  Bureau  of  Security 
and  Consular  Affairs,  to  be  headed  by  an 
Administrator  (with  an  appropriate  title  to 
be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  State) ,  with 
rank  and  compensation  equal  to  that  of  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

I  repeat  "with  rank  and  compensation 
equal  to  that  of  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State." 

The  Administrator  shall  be  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  qualified  by  experience, 
and   ^all   maintain  close   liaison — 

I  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  this — 

and  shall  maintain  close  liaison  with  the  ap- 
propriate committees  of  Congress  in  order 
that  they  may  be  advised  regarding  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  Act  by  consular  officers. 
He  shall  be  charged  with 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  like  to  fin- 
ish the  quotation. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Of  course,  this  act  is  the 
McCarran  Act,  dealing  with  immigra- 
tion and  its  enforcement  by  consular 
officers;  so  that  particular  section  ob- 
viously has  no  reference  to  security  with- 
in the  State  Department.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon,  the  language  speaks  for  Itself. 
I  do  not  have  to  speak  for  it.  I  read  it 
again : 

There  Is  hereby  established  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  a  Bureau  of  Security — 

What  does  that  mean?  Does  it  mean 
that  the  Department  of  State  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it? 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  provision  relates  to 
security  enforced  by  consular  officers  un- 
der the  Immigration  Act.  The  power  to 
deal  with  immigration  matters  is 
granted,  and  is  reposed  in  whoever  fills 
that  job.  But  the  reference  to  commit- 
tees of  Congress  relates  solely  to  the 


consular  officers  provided  for.  It  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  general  act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  the  Senator  is 
able  to  find  any  consolation  in  the  in- 
terpretation he  now  applies  to  the  law, 
he  is  welcome  to  it.  But  the  office  held 
by  Mr.  McLeod  is  a  security  office  cre- 
ated by  law  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining the  internal  security  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada does  not  think,  does  he.  that  the 
Assistant  Secretary  in  question  is  any 
different  from  any  other  Assistant  Sec- 
retary? He  is  still  a  subordinate.  He  is 
under  the  establishment  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  is  a  subordinate  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  law  does  not 
even  say  he  is  a  Secretary-.  The  Senator 
evidently  has  not  read  the  law. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Yes;  it  says  he  shall  have 
the  rank  and  perquisites  of  an  Assistant 
Secretary. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Very  well. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Even  an  Assistant  Secre- 
tary is  simply  a  subordinate  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Well  and  good  Let 
us  take  the  Senator's  interpretation. 
The  security  officer  was  given  certain 
prerogatives  when  he  was  appointed. 
Let  me  read  the  press  release  which  was 
issued  on  February  25: 

The  Department  of  State  today  announced 
the  appointment  of  Mr  Robert  Walter  Scott 
McLeod,  of  Concord.  N.  H  .  Administrator  of 
the  Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular  Affairs. 
Mr.  McLeod.  a  former  member  of  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  and  administrative 
assistant  to  Senator  Styles  Bridges.  Is  cut- 
ting short  his  vacation  to  assume  his  new 
duties  on  March  2. 

Now,  listen  to  this: 

Mr.  McLeod  will  have  responsibility  for 
security  and  consular  affairs  as  well 


What?  The  Department  ordered 
something  that  was  not  even  in  the  law. 
because  McLeod.  as  I  am  advised,  df^^- 
manded  that,  before  he  would  take  tlie 
place,  he  must  have  control  over  per- 
sonnel. So  here  in  the  press  release  we 
find: 

Mr.  McLeod  will  have  responsibility  for 
security  and  consular  affairs  as  well  as 
personnel. 

What  more  was  said  about  this? 
There  was  an  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  who  gave  the  release  to  the  pres.^, 
and  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  the  Man- 
chester Union  Leader,  quoting  Assist- 
ant Secretary  Carl  W.  McCardle  who  an- 
nounced the  appointment — that  is,  the 
apEKjintment  of  McLeod — and  said: 

If  there  Is  anything  that  needs  cleaning 
up,  he  will  clean  it  up. 

What  authority  was  conferred  upon 
this  security  officer?  "If  there  is  any- 
thing that  needs  cleaning  up.  he  will 
clean  it  up."  The  first  time  that  he  ran 
up  against  something,  he  was  stopped 
dead  in  his  tracks. 

Let  us  see  what  else  was  put  out  to 
the  press  by  the  State  Department  on 
that  occasion.  I  quote  from  the  Wash- 
ington Star  of  February  25,  1953 — I  am 


not  going  to  read  it  all.  but  merely  ex- 
cerpts: 

Assistant  Secretary  Carl  W  McCardle  an- 
nounced McLeod's  appointment  as  admin- 
istrator of  the  Bureau  of  Security  and  Con- 
sular Affairs,  as  the  first  step  in  reorganl- 
Eatlon  of  the  Department.  He  said  the  ap- 
pointment made  a  change  in  departmental 
structure,  giving  higher  rank  to  the  man — 

"Giving  higher  rank" — 
to  the  man  responsible  for  security  affairs. 

To  what  does  this  security  provision 
relate?  Only  to  consular  affairs?  Only 
to  remote  propositions?  No.  indeed.  It 
covers  security  within  the  State  Depart- 
ment itself,  the  security  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  a  question  which  for 
months,  if  not  for  years,  had  been  tossed 
around  in  this  very  body — the  question 
of  what  was  going  on  in  the  State  De- 
partment, and  Who  was  handling  it. 

Ah,  Mr.  McLeod  was  put  in  office  be- 
cause of  his  training,  his  experience,  his 
ability,  and  his  integrity,  let  me  say. 

As  Mr.  McCardle  explained.  Mr.  Mc- 
Leod will  head  "a  kind  of  new  super- 
structure of  security  in  the  State  De- 
partment." 

Is  it  suggested  that  the  law  did  not 
intend  to  protect  the  Nation's  security? 
What  did  the  Secretary  of  State  have  in 
mind  when  he  appointed  Mr.  McLeod? 
Merely  security  within  his  own  Depart- 
ment? He  was  turning  over  the  security 
responsibility  to  a  responsible  individual, 
a  man  of  his  own  party,  cf  his  own  choos- 
ing, a  man  who  had  the  ability  to  clean 
up.  if  there  was  anything  to  clean. 

Then,  again,  in  this  interview  or  re- 
lease it  was  stated: 

"Mr  McLeod  will  have  full  responsibility 
for  the  security  of  personnel  both  at  home 
and  abroad."  Mr  McCardle  added.  He  said: 
"The  new  administrator  will  run  down  all 
cases  about  whom  questions  have  arisen  or 
will  arise,  and  will  carefully  screen  all  ap- 
plications for  security  purpyoses." 

If  he  is  not  a  security  officer,  what  Is 
he'' 

What  I  come  to  is  this:  Why  is  It  that 
the  man  entrusted  with  this  important 
responsibility  has  never  been  heard  from 
by  the  committee  with  whom  he  was  by 
law  supposed  to  be  in  constant  liaison? 
Why  have  we  been  afraid  to  call  him 
before  some  committee?  I  do  not  know 
it  to  be  a  fact,  but  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy) had.  on  1.  2.  or  3  occasions, 
asked  for  the  presence  of  Mr.  McLeod. 
But  Mr.  McLeod  never  showed  up  before 
a  committee  of  the  Senate,  with  the 
committees  of  which  the  law  said  he 
should  maintain  con.stant  liaison. 

There  is  no  one  on  trial  here.  The  law 
is  on  trial.  We  created  this  office  by 
statute.  We  created  It  for  a  lofty  pur- 
pose, namely,  the  security  of  America. 
Now  when  we  are  about  to  vote,  shall  we 
say  that  the  very  law  we  created  shall 
not  be  enforced  ?  How  can  we  ask  others 
to  enforce  the  law  when  we  ourselves 
refuse  to  recognize  It?  Why  not  call 
Mr.  McLeod  and  see  if  there  was  a  dif- 
ference between  him  and  the  Secretary 
of  State?  Maybe  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  correct;  maybe  Mr.  McLeod  was  cor- 
rect. If  Mr.  McLeod  was  correct,  he.  as 
the  security  officer,  was  responsible. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  as  he  opened 
his  remarks  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  he  would  stand  on  the  speech  which 
he  made  on  Friday.  March  20,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Rkcord.  beginning  at  page 
2155. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  Invite  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator's  attention  to  lan- 
guage which  I  shall  read  from  the  first 
page  of  his  remarks,  as  foUows: 

I  do  not  know,  Mr.  President,  what  th« 
Secreury  of  State  told  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations;  but  I  am  confident  be  did 
not  tell  the  a^mmtttee  that  Mr.  McLeod  had 
reported  to  him  that  ha.  McLeod,  did  not 
clear  Bohlen.  The  current  understanding 
Is  that  the  Secretary  of  State  told  the  For- 
eign Relations  Commlttes  the  YBl  report 
cleared  Mr.  Bohlen  completely.  If  that  U 
what  he  did  aay.  he  said  It  knowing  that 
his  own  security  chief,  the  man  brought  into 
the  Department  to  do  the  Job  of  cleaning  out 
the  I^partment.  had  reported  he  could  not 
clear  Mr.  Bohlen.  on  ths  basis  of  the  FBI 
report. 

Then  the  Senator  continued  with  his 
SF>eech. 

All  I  wish  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada  for  whom  I  have 
very  great  respect  and  who  has  rendered 
distinguished  service  In  this  iSody,  is  that 
I  think  he  starts  from  a  wrong  prem- 
ise, because  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that 
Mr.  Dulles  very  clearly  indicated  to  the 
committee  that  Mr.  McLeod  had  come  to 
him  and  said  that,  on  the  basis  of  cer- 
tain information  in  the  flies,  he  did  not 
feel  that  he  could  take  the  responsibility 
of  clearing  Mr.  Bohlen.  and.  therefore, 
called  this  specific  Information  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nevada,  perhaps  inadvertently,  did  a 
very  grave  injustice  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  by  implying  in  his  speech  of  last 
Friday  that  it  was  not  so.  because  if  the 
distinguished  Senator  will  look  at  the 
hearings  on  the  Bohlen  nomination, 
page  105,  he  will  find  that  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  IMr.  HickinlooperI  said: 

Has  your  security  officer  cleared  this  file 
for    loyalty   and   security? 

Secretary  Prni—  No.  I  told  you  be  said 
that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  file  did 
contain  some  derogatory  Information,  he  did 
not  wish  to  take  the  responsibility  of  clear- 
ance. 

So  I  think  it  Is  perfecUy  clear,  both 
In  the  statements  of  the  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  who  heard 
the  testimony,  which  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  did  not  hear,  and  in  the  printed 
record  of  the  committee,  that  Mr.  Dulles 
made  no  such  assertion,  and  any  Impli- 
cation that  he  did  Is  an  entirely  wrong 
premise  on  which  the  Senator  based  his 
speech,   in   part   at  least,   last  Friday. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
based  my  speech  on  the  fact  that  I  had 
heard  nothing  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  said  that  implied  his  security  officer 
had  turned  down  this  nominee.  I  do 
not  know  It  now.  notwithstanding  the 
reading  by  the  able  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. My  understandin^r  is — and  the 
only  thing  I  can  get  is  utKlerstanding — 
that  the  security  officer  acted  in  this 


case;  It  came  to  him  in  due  process;  he 
acted  upon  It  and  turned  It  down  after 
he  had  read  the  FBI  report.  That  causes 
me  to  go  on  to  another  phase  of  the 
matter. 

I  have  heard  discussion  after  discus- 
sion of  the  FBI  summary.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  handled  too  many  FBI  re- 
ports to  be  misled  by  the  matter  of  sum- 
mary. I  do  not  mean  to  use  the  word 
"misled"  offensively  at  all.  As  a  rule,  as 
to  all  FBI  reports  which  I  have  had  In 
my  haiKis  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  a  summary  was  prepared  by 
the  Department  of  Justice.  The  FBI 
report  was  made  by  the  FBI  and  turned 
over  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and 
for  convenience  they  made  a  summary 
of  It.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  sum- 
mary was  made  by  that  method. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  further  yield? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio,  the  majority  leader  of  the  Senate, 
and  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Alabama,  the  nominee  of  the  Sen- 
ators party  for  Vice  President  last  year, 
covered  that  situation  very  well.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  specifically  inquired 
whether  the  summary  accurately  repre- 
sented the  raw  files,  and  he  not  only  had 
assurance  from  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States  that  It  did.  but  he 
had  assurance  from  the  Director  of  the 
FBI  that  the  summary  did  correctly  rep- 
resent the  material  In  the  raw  files. 
I  do  not  know  what  files  In  the  past  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  examined, 
whether  they  were  from  some  other  de- 
partment, or  whether  the  FBI  had  a 
chance  to  recheck  to  see  whether  the 
summary  properly  represented  the  raw 
files,  but  I  do  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  out  of  a  superabundance  of 
caution,  perhaps,  did  make  the  Inquiry 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  Director  of  the  FBI, 
Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  to  make  certain 
that  the  summary  did  represent  all  the 
material  contained  in  the  raw  files,  and 
was  given  the  assurance  that  it  did. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  very  gald  to 
know  that.  I  regret  that  I  may  not  have 
been  on  the  fioor  when  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  made  that  statement.  I  am  glad  to 
know  those  assurances  were  given  to  him. 
I  do  not  question  It.  A  moment  ago  the 
point  was  raised,  and  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  said,  or  Implied,  that 
the  raw  files  were  never  turned  over  to 
anyone.  I  do  not  know  that  he  said  that ; 
It  was  stated  to  me  on  the  floor  that  he 
had  said  It. 

Mr.  President.  I  say,  frankly,  that  raw 
flle^are  turned  over.  They  are  turned 
over  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
having  a  nomination  In  hand.  I  have 
had  dozens  of  them  In  my  possession  and 
have  taken  them  home  and  have  used 
them  for  Sunday  reading.  Some  of  them 
were  voluminous ;  others  were  very  brief. 
But  the  raw  files  are  turned  over. 

When  I  raised  the  question  of  the  dif- 
ference between  the  summary  and  the 
flies  themselves.  I  did  not  question  the 
veracity  of  the  summary  at  all.  What  I 
am  leading  up  to — and  I  shall  have  con- 
cluded very  shortly— Is  that  the  Senate, 
from  all  I  can  learn,  will  undoubtedly 
confirm  the  nomination.    But  the  law 


has  not  been  complied  with.  Unless  the 
law  is  complied  with.  I  do  not  know  of 
what  avail  It  Is.  The  law  provides  that 
the  matter  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
security  officer,  not  to  say  that  he  should 
not  take  the  matter  up  with  his  superior, 
but  the  security  officer,  charged  with  the 
responsibility  in  this  case,  has  refused  to 
approve  the  nomination. 

Why  was  he  not  brought  before  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate?  Why  was  he  not 
brought  before  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations?  Why  was  he  not 
brought  before  some  committee  in  order 
that  he  might  tell  his  story,  if  there  was 
a  story,  or  that  he  might  say.  "What  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  stated  Is  all  that 
I  know"? 

At  least,  a  responsible  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  drawing  $15,000  a  year,  a 
man  whose  nomination  was  confirmed 
by  the  Senate,  should  be  brought  before 
a  committee  of  this  body  to  state  his 
reasons  for  refusing  until  this  very 
hour — until  this  very  hour,  I  repeat,  to 
approve  this  nomination. 

If  the  security  officer  selected  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  refused  to  approve  the 
nomination,  why  did  he  refuse  to  do  so? 
Why  does  not  the  Senate  know? 

I  do  not  think  I  would  be  fair  unless  I 
returned  to  the  statute.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI  questioned  me 
while  I  was  reading  the  law.  For  that 
reason.  I  might  be  charged  with  omit- 
ting the  reading  of  some  portions  of  the 
statute.  So  In  order  to  be  fair.  I  think  I 
should  read  all  of  It: 

The  administrator  shall  be  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  qualified  by  experience,  and 
shall  maintain  close  liaison  with  the  ap- 
propriate committees  of  Congress  In  order 
that  they  may  be  advised  regarding  the 
administration  of  this  act  by  consular  offi- 
cers. 

I  draw  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  following: 

He  shall  be  charged  with  any  and  all  re- 
sponsibility and  authority  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Bureau  and  of  this  act  whicli 
are  conferred  on  the  Secretary  of  State — 

Mind  you.  Mr.  President,  he  is  given 
the  rank  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  purpose  of  canring  out  such  du- 
ties "as  may  be  delegated  to  him  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  which  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  State." 

What  was  delegated  to  him  by  the 
Secretary  of  State?  I  have  read  it  from 
the  press  release  issued  by  the  Secretary's 
office  that  day. 

Mr.  McLeod  will  have  full  responsibility 
for  the  security  of  personnel  both  at  home 
and  abroad. 

Then  to  the  press  Mr.  McCardle  stated 
that  the  new  administrator  "will  run 
down  all  cases  about  whom  questions 
have  arisen  or  will  arise,  and  will  care- 
fully screen  all  applicants  for  security 
purposes." 

Again.  Mr.  McCardle.  speaking  for  the 
Secretary  of  State,  said  that  Mr.  McLeod 
"will  head  a  kind  of  new  superstructure 
of  security  in  the  State  Department." 

The  superstructure  seems  to  have  been 
wilting.  It  Is  too  bad  that  the  super- 
structure did  not  stand  up  longer. 

Mr,  BRIDGES  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
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me  for  a  moment,  ao  that  I  nuiy  reply  to 
the  Senator  trom  Nevada? 

Mr.  BRIDOEB.  I  yield  to  ttie  Senator 
from  Ohio,  provided  I  do  not  lose  the 
floor. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  answer  In  one 
respect  the  argmnent  of  the  distin- 
gnished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran].  The  point  I  wish  to  make  is 
that  nothing  in  the  act  referred  to  makes 
Mr.  McLeod  any  different  from  any 
other  subordinate  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  full 
responsibility.  I  have  stated  before  why 
I  myself  think  we  should  not  call  a  sub- 
ordinate when  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment himself  chooses  to  do  the  testify- 
ing for  the  E)epartment. 

I  wish  to  answer  the  suggestion  that 
in  some  way  Congress  has  conferred  on 
Mr.  McLeod  special  power  that  is  dif- 
ferent from  that  conferred  on  other  sub- 
ordinates. In  the  first  place,  this  office 
is  created  under  the  immigration  law, 
and  wherever  reference  is  made  to  "this 
act."  the  reference  is  to  the  Immigration 
Act — not  that  I  think  that  that  makes  a 
great  difference. 

There  Is  hereby  establlabed  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  a  Bureau  of  Security  and 
Consular  Affairs — 

Why  are  those  two  divisions  placed 
together?  Because  immigration  is  gen- 
erally managed  by  consular  ofiBcers — 
to  be  headed  by  an  Administrator  (with 
an  appropriate  title  to  be  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  State)  with  rank  and  compen- 
sation equal  to  that  of  an  Assistant  Secre- 
•    tary  of  State. 

He  is.  in  effect,  an  Assistant  Secretary 

of  State. 

The  Administrator  shall  be  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  qualified  by  experience,  and 
shall  maintain  close  liaison  with  the  appro- 
priate eonunlttees  of  CX>ngress  In  order  that 
they  may  be  advised  regarding  the  adjooin- 
Istratlon  of  this  Act — 

The  Immigration  Act — 
by  consular  officers. 

That  has  no  relation  whatsoever  to 
the  present  situation. 

He  shall  be  charged  with  any  and  an  re- 
sponsibility and  authority  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Bureau  and  of  this  Act — 

The  Immigration  Act — 

which  are  conferred  on  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  may  be  delegated  to  him  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  which  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  shall 
also  perform  such  other  duties  as  tlM  Sec- 
retary of  State  may  prescribe. 

The  only  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that 
Mr.  McLeod  is  a  complete  subordinate  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  I  do  not  believe 
there  Is  anything  In  the  act  which  would 
justify  the  application  of  any  different 
principle  to  his  case  than  to  that  of  any 
other  subordinate  In  the  Department. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  provided  I  do  not  lose  the 
floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  merely  wish  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Ohio  if  it  was  un- 
der the  act  which  the  Senator  has  read, 
and  which  I  also  read,  that  Mr.  McLeod 
was  appointed. 


Mr.  TAFT.  Ifr.  McLeod  fills  the  office 
created  by  this  act.  Hie  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  COOPER    Mr.  President.  wUl  the 

Senator    from    New    Hampshire    yield 
briefly  to  me? 

Mr.  BRIDOES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  provided  I  do  not  lose 
the  floor. 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  seems  to  have  been 
suggested  that  if  there  should  be  a  dif- 
ference in  evaluation  of  the  FBI  report 
between  that  made  by  the  security  officer 
and  that  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
then  a  duty  devolves  upon  the  Senate  to 
reconcile  that  difference,  or.  perhaps, 
indeed,  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  secur- 
ity officer. 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  are  grave 
dangers  in  such  an  argument.  First,  if 
there  is  to  be  made  of  record  the  testi- 
mony of  the  security  officer,  it  will  pa- 
rade into  this  body  all  the  opinions  and 
all  the  innuendos  which,  by  policy,  the 
FBI  does  not  wish  to  have  drawn  here. 

Second.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
strike  very  strongly  at  the  prestige,  juris- 
diction, and  very  capacity  of  the  execu- 
tive departments  to  do  business. 

I  know  that  I  have  made  a  long  state- 
ment, but  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
grave  matter  of  policy. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky.  I  have  agreed  with  such 
views  ever  since  Mr.  Glavis  was  called 
before  a  committee  in  my  father's  day 
to  testify  against  Mr.  Ballinger,  in  the 
Pinchot-Ballinger  case.  From  that  day 
to  this  it  has  always  seemed  to  me  un- 
wise practice.  As  chairman  of  a  com- 
mittee. I  would  not  want  to  call  a  subor- 
dinate in  order  to  check  on  a  suiierior 
officer. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
tc  me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  provided  I  do  not  lose 
the  floor. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
CMiio  an  act  of  1949  in  relation  to  the 
State  Department.  This  is  what  is 
stated  in  the  report  of  the  Conunittee  on 
Foreign  Relations  on  Uie  legislation  then 
proposed: 

The  resolution  Is  important  In  another  re- 
spect. SectkMi  3  vests  the  authority  for  the 
conduct  at  foreign  relations  of  the  United 
States  in  the  Secretary  ot  State,  subject  to 
the  President.  It  transfers  to  him  certain 
authority  now  exercised,  under  statute,  by 
the  Director  General  of  the  Foreign  Service 
and  certain  other  officers  within  the  State 
Department. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  both  the  State  Depart- 
ment and  of  the  Hoover  commission  that  the 
vesting  of  authority,  by  statute,  in  subcrdl- 
xuUe  officials,  which  makes  them  relfuvely 
independent  of  the  Secretary,  leaves  lines  of 
responsibility  unclear  and  tends  to  result  In 
bad  administration.  That  is  also  the  view  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  kindly  state 
from  what  he  is  reading? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  reading  from 
the  report  on  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1949.  Sections  3  and  4  provide  as 
follows: 

Bk.  8.  Tbe  Secretary  at  State,  or  such  per- 
son or  persons  designated  by  him.  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  the  Foreign  Serv- 


ice Act  of  IMe  («  SUt.  «9»)  or  any  other 
law,  except  where  authority  is  vested  In  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  shall,  under 
the  authority  of  the  President,  administer, 
coordinate,  and  direct  the  PoreJgn  Bervloe  of 
the  United  States.  Any  provtslons  In  the 
Porelgn  Service  Act  of  194S.  or  in  any  other 
law.  vesting  authority  In  the  "Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  for  Administration,"  the 
"Assistant  Secretary  of  State  in  Charge  of 
the  AdmlnLstratlon  of  the  Department."  the 
'TJlrector  General."  the  "Board  of  Examiners 
for  the  Foreign  Service."  or  any  other 
refererce  with  respect  thereto,  are  hereby 
amended  to  vest  such  authority  in  the  Secre- 
tary- of  State. 

&BC.  4  The  Secretary  of  State  may  promul- 
gate such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  now  or 
hereafter  vested  In  the  Secretary  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  State,  and  he  may  dele- 
gate authority  to  perform  any  of  such  func- 
tions to  officers  and  employees  under  his  di- 
rection   and    supervision. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  Senator  reading  from  the  statute  of 
1946? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  reading  from 
the  act  of  1949,  the  act  reorganizing  the 
State  Department. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  was  reading  from 
the  statute  of  1952. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  I  am  wonder- 
ing whether  or  not  It  was  the  intent  of 
the  legislative  body,  when  it  did  not 
amend  or  change  this  statute,  which 
placed  the  responsibility  first  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  then 
upon  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  all  au- 
thority, so  far  as  the  Foreicm  Service  is 
concerned,  should  be  in  the  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  State,  by  virtue  of 
this  act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
propound  that  question  to  me? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  before 
I  yield,  I  must  have  a  guaranty  of  my 
right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  may  yield  without 
losins:  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection. It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Tlie  Senator  from 
Michigan  would  be  entirely  correct  were 
it  not  for  the  fact  that  Congress  enacted 
an  entirely  new  provision  of  law  in  1952. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  is  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  of  the  opinion  that  when 
we  passed  that  particular  law  in  1952  it 
constituted  a  repeal  of  the  language 
which  I  have  read,  so  far  as  it  applies 
to  the  security  officer? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  Senator's  inter- 
pretation. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  on 
January  18,  1949,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  voted  on  the  nomination 
of  Dean  Acheson  to  be  Secretary  of  State. 
I  was  1  of  6  Senators  who  voted  against 
confirmation  of  Mr.  Acheson. 

I  stated  that  at  that  time  I  believed — 
The  eligibility  of  the  man  who  occupies 
the  post  of  Secretary  of  State  should  he  be- 
yond  any  doubt.     In   my  opinion.   Acheson 
docs  not  meet  that  test. 

I  said  then: 

Throughout  my  services  in  the  SeruO*.  I 
have  made  it  the  policy  to  resolve  any  doubts 
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in  favor  of  my  country  rather  than  to  gamble 
with  my  country's  future. 

I  told  the  Senate  that — 

I  hope  my  doubts  regarding  iCr.  Acheson 
will  not  be  Justified  with  the  events  of  pass- 
ing time  (CoNGaxsucMAL  RaooRO,  vol.  05,  pt. 
1.  p.  707). 

The  passage  of  events  resolved  the 
doubts  in  the  minds  of  the  American 
people  concerning  Mr.  Acheson.  The 
record  proves  that  our  country  would 
have  been  better  off  without  his  services 
as  Secretary  of  State. 

Once  again  I  find  myself  among  a 
small  minority  of  Senators  opposing  a 
nomination  for  a  high  position  in  our 
Goverimient.  It  is  not  a  happy  experi- 
ence. It  is  not  a  popular  thing  to  do. 
If  I  wanted  to  be  popular,  I  would  join 
the  parade  for  Bohlen  and  I  would  be 
patted  on  the  back  by  the  great  majority 
of  the  press  and  the  commentators.  But 
sometimes  we  must  do  the  unpopular 
thing  because  it  is  the  right  thing  to  do. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  con- 
fusion coiM^eming  the  appointment 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate,  but  in 
my  mind  the  issue  is  crystal  clear.  I 
opposed  Dean  Acheson  because  I  felt  his 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs  would  Injure 
the  United  States.  It  would  be  incred- 
ible for  me  to  support  his  lieutenant, 
Charles  E.  Bohlen,  for  a  vital  post  in  a 
new  Republican  administration. 

It  was  my  belief  that  in  November 
1952.  the  American  people  repudiated 
the  Truman -Acheson  foreign  policy  and 
Instructed  the  Republican  Party  to  pro- 
ceed vigorously  and  forthriglmy  to  solve 
our  differences  with  the  Russians. 

I  am  sorry  that  the  admuiistration 
should  select  for  the  very  important  and 
vital  post  of  ambassador  to  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  a  man  who  has 
been  completely  identified  with  the  dis- 
astrous foreign  policy  of  the  previous 
administration. 

To  me  it  is  a  tragic  admission  that 
among  158  million  Americans  it  has  been 
impossible  to  select  a  better  qualified 
man. 

I  have  not  had  the  benefit  of  hearing 
the  testimony  of  this  appointee  before 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  No 
one  in  the  administration  has  presented 
me  with  any  cogent  reason  why  only 
this  Individual  should  be  selected  for 
this  sensitive  position  in  the  diplomatic 
service. 

In  the  absence  of  some  overwhelming 
considerations,  therefore,  I  must  con- 
clude that  the  appointment  of  Charles 
Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador  to  Moscow 
would  be  unwise.  I  must  vote  against 
his  confirmation. 

Testifying  before  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee.  I  am  informed 
that  Charles  Bohlen  defended  the  Tehe- 
ran, Yalta,  and  Potsdam  agreements  as 
well  as  the  Tniman-Acheson  foreign 
policy  record. 

I  remember  the  morning  after  that 
testimony.  I  picked  up  a  very  reliable 
newspaper,  the  Baltimore  Sun.  of  Tues- 
day March  3.  1953.  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand.  The  streamer  headline  across  the 
page  is,  "Bohlen  Backs  Yalta  Pacta  and 
Truman  Foreign  Policy." 

The  subhead  is,  "Choice  as  Soviet  En- 
voy Also  Defends  Acheson  at  Senate 
Group  Hearing." 


When  I  read  those  headlines  and  read 
the  succeeding  story,  I  wonder  why  we 
should  be  considering  the  nomination  of 
Charles  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Rus- 
sia— a  man  who  was  part  and  parcel  of 
the  foreign  policy  which  has  proved  so 
disastrous  to  this  country. 

It  seems  necessary  to  review  what  went 
on  at  Yalta  to  put  this  nomination  in  its 
proper  focus. 

At  Yalta,  the  United  States  represen- 
tative formally  consented  to  the  aban- 
donment of  the  legal,  constitutional  Gov- 
ernment of  Poland.  Yet,  this  Govern- 
ment had  been  the  first  to  fight  Hitler. 
Its  young  pilots  had  played  an  indispen- 
sable part  in  the  Battle  of  Britain.  The 
great  army  of  free  Poland  under  General 
Anders  had  sacrificed  so  much  on  the 
slopes  of  Monte  Cassino.  Its  internal 
resistance  army  fought  steadfastly 
throughout  the  war  against  the  Nazis 
and  was  the  sole  such  force  in  Europe  to 
produce  not  a  single  Quisling. 

At  Yalta,  the  United  States  represen- 
tatives swung  their  support  and  recog- 
nition from  this  legitimate  Polish  Gov- 
ernment to  Moscow's  stooges  of  the  so- 
called  Lublin  Committee.  They  were 
only  a  counterfeit  grouping  of  lifelong 
Comintern  agents.  They  had  no  support 
in  the  Polish  ix)pulation  and  no  standing 
in  international  public  opinion.  By  this 
sellout,  the  Yalta  Conference  sealed  the 
fate  of  Poland. 

If  we  refer  to  Mr.  Stettlnius'  book,  and 
If  we  refer  to  many  of  the  other  works  of 
that  historic  period,  we  find  that  Charles 
Bohlen  was  present  at  most  of  the  meet- 
ings. Sometimes  he  was  the  only  man 
who  could  speak  Russian.  He  sat  in  on 
all  the  conferences.  If  we  approve  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  we  put  the  seal 
of  approval  on  the  sellout  of  Poland, 
and  we  slap  in  the  face  every  citizen  of 
Polish  descent  in  this  Nation  and  every 
freeman  in  this  country. 

To  approve  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to 
the  Soviet  Union,  after  his  brazen  de- 
fense of  Yalta  is  a  slap  across  the  face  of 
every  anti-Conununist  Pole  or  citizen  of 
Polish  descent  In  the  world.  This  in- 
cludes the  great  majority  of  Poles  inside 
Poland,  millions  of  exiles,  and  several 
million  of  our  own  fellow  citizens. 

I  know  how  these  people  react  to  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Bohlen.  I  hold  doz- 
ens of  letters,  and  I  have  scores  of  others 
on  my  desk,  which  I  have  received  from 
individuals  and  from  organizations,  in 
all  parts  of  the  country,  who  have  per- 
sonally experienced  the  tyranny  of  Com- 
munist aggression.  These  people  are 
bitterly  disappointed  at  the  Bohlen  nom- 
ination and  warn  us  of  the  psychological 
effect  this  appointment  may  have  on 
people  now  living  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. 

The  hope  of  the  free  world  lies  In  the 
restoration  of  integrity  and  honesty  in 
the  conduct  of  American  foreign  policy. 
When  Bohlen,  the  exponent  of  appease- 
ment and  containment  is  elevated  to  the 
vital  role  of  Ambassador  to  Moscow,  the 
cause  of  freedom  suffers  the  world  over. 
The  yearnings  of  freemen  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  to  overthrow  their  masters 
are  stifled. 

At  Yalta,  the  United  States  and  Britain 
agreed  to  the  forcible  repatriation  of 
Soviet  subjects.    Those  who  believed  in 


individual  liberty  were  betrayed  and  by 
force  delivered  into  the  hands  of  the 
ruthless  masters  of  the  Kremlin.  As  a 
result.  American.  British,  and  French 
soldiers  sent  himdreds  of  thousands  of 
anti-Communists  to  death  or  enslave- 
ment in  Siberia. 

At  Yalta,  the  Soviet  Union  was  granted 
a  special  position  in  Manchuria  which 
meant  the  strategic  outflanking  of  China 
and  the  opportunity  of  arming  and  guid- 
ing the  Chinese  Communists.  This  in 
the  end  meant  the  Communist  conquest 
of  China. 

At  Yalta,  the  Soviet  Union  was  given 
the  southern  half  of  Sakhalin,  control 
over  North  Korea,  and  sovereignty  over 
the  Kuriles,  and  neighboring  islands. 
The  present  control  of  the  southern  half 
of  the  Salchalin  Islands,  the  Kuriles.  and 
the  neighboring  islands  by  the  Russians 
is  a  dagger  pointed  at  the  heart  of  Ja- 
pan. The  after  effects  of  this  treaty  now 
jeopardize  the  security  of  American 
flghtlng  men  in  Korea.  What  our  armed 
services  won  by  shedding  their  blood  in 
the  war  with  Japan,  our  inept  diplomats 
squandered  away. 

IiCr.  President,  what  would  be  our  sit- 
uation in  the  world  today,  would  we  be 
in  the  middle  of  a  great  war  in  Korea, 
and  would  American  boys  be  dying  in 
Korea  if  we  had  had  better  minds, 
stronger  hands,  and  clearer  vision  at 
Yalta? 

All  of  this,  as  well  as  the  agreements 
on  Manchuria,  was  done  behind  the  back 
of  our  ally.  China.  Free  China  had  been 
fighting  Japan  since  1931.  and.  under 
Chiang  Kai-shek,  had  remained  firm  in 
friendship  with  us. 

Mr.  President,  three  times  the  Jap- 
anese made  attempts  to  make  a  deal 
with  China,  which  would  have  taken 
China  out  of  the  war,  and  each  time 
China  refused  and  remained  a  stead- 
fast ally.  Then  we  sold  her  down  the 
river  at  Yalta. 

These  were  the  crudest  of  power  deals. 
They  were  without  any  Justification  in 
diplomacy,  international  law,  geography, 
common  sense,  or  the  interest  of  Amer- 
ican security. 

The  deal  on  Korea,  which  grew  out 
of  these  conferences,  was  a  betrayal  of 
Synghman  Rhee  and  the  democratic 
Koreans.  This  made  inevitable  future 
Communist  aggression  designed  to  take 
over  all  of  that  country. 

The  position  acquired  by  the  Soviet 
Union  in  the  Kuriles  together  with  its 
domination  of  Manchuria,  Sakhalin  and 
North  Korea,  is  a  permanent  and  par- 
alyzing strategic  threat  to  Japan.  It 
poses  great  danger  to  Alaska  and  Can- 
ada, and  thus  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States. 

Let  me  say  to  the  people  who  live 
along  the  Pacific  Coast  and  generally  in 
the  Pacific  Northwest:  "Look  over  that 
agreement;  look  over  the  situation  and 
see  what  it  means."  Mr.  President.  I 
have  received  a  great  many  letters  and 
a  great  many  telegrams  from  people  in 
that  section  of  the  country.  I  know 
how  they  are  starting  to  think. 

The  confirmation  of  Bohlen  by  the 
Senate,  after  his  statements,  is  thus  a 
seal  of  approval  on  these  shocking  sac- 
rifices of  American  and  allied  interests. 
It  is  an  affront  to  Chiang  Kai-shek, 
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Synghman  Rhee.  and  to  all  and-Com- 
munlsU  throughout  Asia  and  all  the 
world. 

The  verbal  agreements  reached  by 
ihtae  conferences  contained  pious  words 
about  democracy,  individual  rights  and 
so  on.  Yet  these  agreements  did  not 
contain  a  single  safeguard  of  democracy 
or  national  independence.  Either  these 
pious  words  were  a  cynical  counterfeit, 
deliberately  Introduced  in  order  to  dis- 
guise the  real  meaning  of  the  deals,  or 
they  were  an  example  of  incredible  diplo- 
matic stupidity. 

Neither  now  nor  earlier  has  Bohlen 
made  any  criticism  of  the  Triunan- 
Acheson  course  in  the  Far  East,  which 
has  resulted  in  the  Korean  war  and  the 
loss  of  China.  Like  Acheson,  he  stood 
by  his  friend  Alger  Hiss,  and  he  has 
gone  along  consistently  with  the  Service- 
Vincent  crew  in  the  State  Department. 

I  am  therefore  compelled  to  conclude 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  gave  these  policies  his 
wholehearted  endorsement.  In  state- 
ments before  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  the  nominee  clearly 
stated  that  if  he  found  himself  in  dis- 
agreement with  the  policies  of  his  Gov- 
ernment he  would  resign.  Yet  he  did 
not  resign  during  the  Truman-Acheson 
regime.  His  long  pnd  uninterrupted 
service  over  the  past  years  indicates  his 
unswerving  support  of  the  Truman- 
Acheson  foreign  policy. 

The  theory  of  a  career  service  in  the 
State  Department  is  that  its  members 
should  be  technically  trained,  e^iperi- 
enced.  non-partisan,  and  devoted  solely 
to  the  general  interest  of  their  country. 
To  develop  such  a  service  in  all  branches 
of  Government  is  clearly  in  the  national 
Interest.  It  is  fitting  to  reward  out- 
standing members  of  the  career  service 
with  major  appointments. 

But  Bohlen  has  shown  himself  lack- 
ing as  a  genuine  career  service  officer. 
He  is  a  partisan,  an  active  partisan  of 
the  policy— in  particular  the  foreign 
policy— of  the  Truman-Acheson  wing  of 
the  Democratic  Party.  It  is  just  that 
poUcy  which  the  people  of  this  country 
repudiated  last  November.  In  the  face 
of  that  repudiation  it  is  fantastic  that  a 
spokesman  and  defender  of  the  Tru- 
man-Acheson foreign  policy  should  be 
considered  for  this  critical  position. 

Mr.  Bohlen  was  an  obedient  and  faith- 
ful subordinate  to  a  White  House  that 
all  but  mined  this  country.  Mr.  Tru- 
man even  now  sings  Mr.  Bohlen's  praises. 
To  this  day,  I  have  never  been  able  to 
find  a  scrap  of  a  letter,  a  shred  of  a  doc- 
ument, a  whisper  of  conversation,  or 
anytlilng  else  that  showed  that  Mr.  Boh- 
len had  opinions  in  foreign  policy  that 
were  in  any  way  contrary  to  what  his 
masters  were  doing. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No;  I  should  like  to 
finish  my  remarks  before  yielding.  After 
I  have  concluded  my  remarks,  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  yield. 

The  record  shows  that  there  were 
State  Department  employees  and 
Foreign  Service  officers  who  had  doubts 
about  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs. 
They  were  speedily  isolated  as  ha  the  case 
3f  Angus  Ward. 
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When  I  come  to  examine  just  exactly 
what  Mr.  Bohlen's  qualifications  are  for 
this  most  important  assignment,  I  am 
told  two  things:  First,  that  he  can  read, 
write,  and  speak  Russian;  and  second 
that  he  is  experienced.  That  is  a 
rather  slim  endorsement.  It  is  such  an 
endorsement  as  one  always  hears  cited. 
So  far  as  Mr.  Bohlen's  linguistic  talents 
are  concerned,  they  are  harped  on  to 
such  an  extent  that  one  would  think  tiiat 
he  and  Mr.  Kennan  are  the  only  Ameri- 
cans who  are  competent  to  handle  the 
Russian  language. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  as  charge 
d'aCFaires.  as  the  No.  1  man  in  our  Em- 
bassy in  Moscow,  Mr.  Jacob  Beam,  who 
has  a  long  record  of  service  in  the  State 
Department.  He,  too,  speaks  Russian. 
He.  too,  can  write  Russian.  He,  too.  can 
read  Russian.  I  understand  that  he  is 
just  as  fluent  in  the  Russian  language 
as  is  Mr.  Bohlen.  I  am  inclined  to  feel 
that  he,  along  with  the  subordinates  in 
the  Embassy  at  Moscow,  is  just  as  cap- 
able as  Mr.  Bohlen  wlien  it  comes  to 
speaking,  writing,  and  reading  Russian. 
Therefore  from  that  standpoint  I  do  not 
think  we  need  Mr.  Bohlen  very  much. 

Why  the  rush  to  see  Mr.  Bohlen  sent 
to  Moscow  as  our  Russian  expert?  I 
venture  to  say  that  a  term  of  self- 
appointed  experts  in  Moscow  comprising 
George  Kennan,  Charles  Bohlen.  and  the 
whole  State  Department  crew  would 
achieve  or  understand  little  more  than 
Jacob  Beam  and  his  aides.  Only  a  mind 
j-eader  could  properly  analyze  the  words 
and  actions  of  those  in  the  Kremlin,  and 
it  is  rare  that  our  envoy  sees  anyone 
whose  mind  is  worth  reading.  Per- 
sonally. I  think  one  realistic,  patriotic. 
anti-Communist  American  could  handle 
the  Russians  better  than  a  boatload  of 
Acheson 's  holdovers  could. 

It  seems  to  me  we  have  overdrama- 
tized  the  indispensability  of  this  par- 
ticular member  of  our  Foreign  Service. 
I  believe  we  have  overestimated  Bohlen's 
powers  of  diplomacy,  especially  in  these 
days  of  hard  realities.  In  Moscow,  one's 
movements  are  rigidly  circumscribed, 
and  official  dealings  are  with  underlings 
who  know  little  and  say  less.  How,  then, 
is  Mr.  Bohlen  to  use  his  extraordinary 
powers? 

Is  he  clairvoyant  with  respect  to  the 
Russian  leaders?  If  so.  his  powers  to- 
tally failed  him  in  his  previous  dealings 
with  the  Communist  leaders. 

Since  Mr.  Bohlen  professes  to  be  a 
great  Russian  expert,  to  know  the  Rus- 
sian mind,  the  language,  and  so  forth, 
how  did  It  happen  he  did  not  realize 
at  Yalta,  that  we  were  being  taken  for 
a  ride? 

Now  let  us  consider  Mr.  Bohlen's  ex- 
perience, about  which  we  have  heard  so 
much.  So  far  as  Mr.  Bohlen's  experi- 
ence is  concerned,  I  believe  it  was  in  the 
capacity  of  an  accessory  before  and 
after  the  fact.  Mr.  Bohlen  has  had  a 
great  deal  of  experience,  it  is  true;  but 
I  oppose  the  confirmation  of  his  nomi- 
nation primarily  because  in  every  in- 
stance in  which  he  gained  his  experi- 
ence— the  experience  which  we  are  told 
is  the  reason  why  he  was  nominated  to 
be  our  Ambassador  to  Russia— the  United 
States  of  America,  my  country  and  your 
country,  lost  in  the  diplomatic  negotia- 


tions. Every  time  Mr.  Bohlen  gained  the 
experience   from  which  he  gained  his 

reputation,  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica and  the  rest  of  the  free  world  lost. 
So  it  was  desired  to  put  an  "experienced 
failure."  from  the  point  of  view  of  our 
country  and  the  rest  of  the  free  world, 
in  the  most  delicate  diplomatic  spot  in 
the  world.  I  can  only  conclude  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  Is  an  "experienced  failure,"  and 
the  record  of  his  exp>er}ence  which  is 
touted  so  highly  is  the  record  of  tragedy 
for  America. 

I  have  constantly  asked  for  an  enu- 
meration of  the  experiences  in  which 
Mr.  Bohlen  participated,  where  the 
United  States  gained. 

I  find  that  In  most  every  diplomatic 
horse  trade  at  which  Mr.  Bohlen  was 
present,  the  Russians  got  the  fat  mare 
and  the  United  States  ended  up  with 
the  spavined  nag. 

Some  strange  reasons  have  been  ad- 
vanced as  to  why  Mr.  Bohlen  should  be 
sent  on  this  present  vital  assignment. 
The  strangest  of  all  is  that  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Dulles,  according 
to  the  New  York  Times  of  March  19 
1953. 

I  assume  that  the  New  York  Times 
printed  an  accurate  account.  Accord- 
ing to  the  ai-ticle  in  the  New  York  Times 
Mr.  Dulles  "emphasizes  that  the  Ambas- 
sador to  Russia  was  not  in  a  policymak- 
ing position,  whereas  Mr.  Bohlen  in  hiJ 
present  post  of  Counselor  of  the  Statt 
Department  is  in  a  job  that  involves  verj 
high  level  policymaking." 

The  implication  in  this  statement  h 
that  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  tc 
be  Ambassador  to  Moscow  is  a  reflection 
on  his  abihty.  It  is.  in  reaUty.  a  device 
to  remove  him  from  the  job  of  Counseloi 
and  to  isolate  him  in  Moscow.  It  seem£ 
to  me  that  if  Mr.  Dulles  does  not  desire 
Mr.  Bohlen  to  be  Counselor  in  the  State 
Department,  he  should  adopt  the  old- 
fashioned  and  direct  American  approach 
of  firing  him.  and  should  not  send  him 
on  a  "Mission  to  Moscow." 

Mr,  President,  it  is  plea.sant  when  1 
can  agree  with  certain  of  the  editorial 
writers  of  American  newspapers,  and  ir 
this  instance  I  wish  to  agree  with  the 
editorial  writers  of  the  New  York  Times 
In  their  evaluation  of  the  statement  that 
the  Ambassador  to  Moscow  is  not  a 
poUcymaker.  they  are  undoubtedly  cor- 
rect. 

An  editorial  dated  March  20.  1953.  in 
the  New  York  Times,  stated: 

This  argument  ought  not  to  fool  many 
people.  An  ambauador  in  an  Important 
post  ouRht  to  be  capable  of  advising  on  poU- 
cies  whether  or  not  he  actually  does  »o.  An 
ambassador,  even  In  these  days  ol  mechanical 
communication.  Is  not  merely  a  human  mo- 
tion picture  camera  or  a  human  tape  re- 
corder. He  has  to  evaluate  what  he  sees. 
In  the  case  of  Russia,  his  evaluations  are 
of  supreme  importance. 

I  have  said  that  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. Mr.  Bohlen  is  an  apologist  for 
the  Truman-Acheson  foreign  policy. 
Those  who  favor  Mr.  Bohlen  have  stated 
that  I  am  in  error.  Prom  whence 
comes  Mr.  Bohlen's  support?  I  hold  in 
my  hand  quotations  from  the  Washing- 
ton Post  strongly  defending  Mr.  Bohlen. 
just  as  strongly  as  the  Post  defended 
Acheson   and   Truman.     I  have   before 


me  quotations  from  the  New  Republic, 
which  has  never  deviated  from  the  Tru- 
man-Acheson foreign  policy.  They  en- 
dorse the  nomination  without  reserva- 
tion. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  let  us  consider  the 
position  of  some  of  the  commentators 
and  columnists.  It  is  very  interesting 
that  many  of  the  same  commentators 
and  columnists  in  the  United  States  who 
demanded  that  the  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate  carefully  consider 
the  qualifications,  status,  and  back- 
ground of  Mr.  Charles  Wilson  before  his 
nomination  to  be  a  member  of  the  Pres- 
ident's Cabinet  was  confirmed — those 
commentators  and  columnists  said  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Senate  to  do  so.  They 
now  say  it  is  none  of  the  Senate's  bus- 
iness to  look  into  the  qualifications  and 
background  of  Charles  Bohlen.  Of 
course,  Mr.  President,  there  is  an  old  New 
Ea-^land  maxim: 

What  Is  sauce  for  the  goose  Is  sauce  for  the 
gander. 

The  memory  of  these  commentators 
and  columnists  is  very  short.  Only  a 
short  time  ago  they  indignantly  de- 
manded that  the  Senate  carefully  look 
into  the  fitness  of  Mr.  Charles  Wilson  to 
be  Secretary  of  Defense;  but  now  they 
say  it  is  a  crime  for  the  Senate  to  take 
action  which  would  interfere,  so  they 
say,  with  proper  international  relations 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States;  they 
say  it  would  be  a  crime  for  the  Senate 
to  do,  in  the  case  of  the  nomination  now 
pending,  the  same  thing  they  insisted  the 
Senate  should  do  in  the  case  of  another 
nomination  of  a  member  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Cabinet. 

The  only  conclusion  that  an  hitelllgent 
person  can  draw  from  this  attitude  is 
that  these  papers  and  these  Individuals 
believe  that  Bohlen  will  carry  on  in  the 
Truman-Acheson  tradition. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  the  chairman 
of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  WiLrrl.  Is 
in  the  Chamber  at  this  time.  I  am  about 
to  make  a  statement  which  I  do  not  like 
to  make,  but  I  wish  him  to  listen  to  it. 

First,  I  wish  to  quote  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as 
his  remarks  appear  on  page  2189  of  the 

CONCRESSIOWAL   RECORD: 

As  I  shall  develop  later,  three  of  the  best 
men  In  the  Foreign  Service  recommended 
him  to  the  Secretary,  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States  nominated  blm. 

I  quote  further  from  the  same  page  of 
the  Congressional  Rscokd,  and  this  quo- 
tation continues  on  the  following  page, 
page  2189: 

Shortly  after  Mr.  Dulles  accepted  the  Sec- 
retaryship of  State  he  appointed  a  commit- 
tee of  three  former  members  of  the  Foreign 
Service  to  advise  him  on  prospective  appoint- 
ments to  top  diplomatic  posts.  Such  a  step. 
he  believed,  would  constitute  a  helpful  safe- 
guard against  the  posslbUlty  of  unwise  ap- 
pointments and  would  be  of  untold  assist- 
ance In  making  certain  that  the  best  possible 
people  were  recommended  for  certain  diffi- 
cult assignments. 

Members  of  the  Senate  know  the  three 
members  of  the  committee  who  have  served 
In  this  capacity.  I  Invite  attention  to  the 
fact  that  they  all  have  long  and  distin- 
guished records  In  the  Foreign  Service.    It 


is  significant.  I  think,  that  such  men  as 
Joseph  Grew,  Norman  Armour,  and  Hugh 
Gibson,  who  have  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
world  affairs  and  the  Foreign  Service,  unani- 
mously agreed  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  uniquely 
qualified  for  the  Moscow  assignment. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  tMr.  Wiley].  I  like 
him.  I  respect  him.  But  I  do  not  be- 
lieve the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  wants 
statements  such  as  the  ones  I  have  just 
read  to  appear  in  the  Record,  when  the 
statements  are  not  correct. 

The  only  1  of  the  3  persons  there 
enumerated  with  whom  I  personally 
could  get  in  touch  was  Hugh  Gibson,  a 
great  career  diplomat.  Hugh  Gibson 
has  suffered  a  heart  attack,  and  he  is 
now  in  a  Washington  hotel.  I  contacted 
him  through  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Schwartz,  who  is  Mr.  Gibson's  personal 
counsel  and  attorney,  and  who  was  there 
In  the  room  with  Mr.  Gibson.  I  could 
not  go  visit  Mr.  Gibson;  but  I  talked  on 
the  telephone  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  who 
talked  with  Mr.  Gibson,  who  was  in  bed 
in  his  hotel  room.  I  asked  if  Mr.  Gib- 
son and  the  two  other  men  mentioned 
approved  Mr.  Bohlen  for  the  position  to 
which  he  has  been  nominated.  Mr.  Gib- 
son's answer  was  "No" ;  he  said  that  Mr. 
Bohlen's  name  was  only  casually  men- 
tioned, if  It  was  mentioned  at  all,  and 
that  they  were  not  called  upon  to  ap- 
prove Bohlen,  and  neither  did  they  ap- 
prove Bohlen. 

So  I  am  sorry  to  say  to  the  Senate 
that  part  of  the  testimony  is  in  error. 
If  Senators  plan  to  vote  for  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  on  the 
basis  of  Mr.  Bohlen's  endorsement  by  a 
committee  of  3  of  the  great,  top  dip- 
lomats of  our  country's  modern  history. 
Senators  should  realize  that  at  least  I 
of  those  men  tells  me  that  that  is  not  a 
fact. 

Mr.  "WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  shall  yield  when  I 
conclude  my  remarks,  at  which  time  I 
shall  be  glad  to  discuss  this  matter  with 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Perhaps  I 
should  show  him  the  courtesy  of  yield- 
ing to  him  now.  but  I  should  like  to  con- 
clude my  remarks. 

Mr.  WILEY.     However,  an  inference 

has  been  made 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  paid  a  great  tribute 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin ;  I  said  I 
respect  him  and  have  great  affection  for 
him  and  that  I  do  not  thhik  he  intended 
to  mislead  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  do  not  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  meant  to  mis- 
lead the  Senate  either,  but  he  did. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Then  let  us  settle  the 
matter  now. 

Mr.  "WILEY.  L«t  me  ask  this  question 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire: 
How  many  voices  did  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  go  through  before  he 
got  the  voice  of  the  man  in  the  bathtub? 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  quoted  the  counsel, 
Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  said  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  said  that  he  picked  the 
best  man  for  this  position.  Therefore, 
where  are  we?  The  Senator  from  New 
Hsonpshire  has  quoted  a  man  who  said 
he  spoke  to  a  man  who  was  sick.   On  the 


other  hand,  we  have  the  testimony  of  the 
next  to  the  highest  man  in  the  Govern- 
ment, who  said  that  he  submitted  this 
matter  to  three  of  the  most  distinguished 
career  diplomats  of  our  country,  and  that 
they  endorsed  Mr.  Bohlen  as  their  choice. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  and 
I  may  differ,  but  we  need  not  differ  about 
the  source  cf  our  information.  Mine 
comes  from  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
information  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  has  comes  from  a  Mr. 
Schwartz. 

The  point  is  not  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  is  a  liar  or  that  I  am  a 
liar ;  the  point  is  that  someone  seems  to 
be  a  liar. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  talked  with  Mr. 
Schwartz,  who,  I  understand,  is  an  able 
attorney,  and  is  counsel  to  Hugh  Gibson. 
I  talked  to  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Gibson, 
who  talked  to  Mr.  Gibson.  I  stated  the 
exact  manner  in  which  I  obtained  the 
information. 

I  give  the  Senator  credit  for  having 
gotten  his  information  correctly,  and  I 
yield  to  no  one  in  my  respect  for  him. 
But  I  told  exactly  how  I  got  my  story; 
and  I  stand  on  it,  as  the  Senator  stands 
on  his.  Perhaps  it  is  one  of  those  things; 
perhaps  those  gentlemen  should  be  called 
before  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  to  find  out  who  is  right,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  or  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  "WILEY.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the 
Senator's  being  right  or  of  my  being 
right;  it  is  a  question  of  looking  at  the 
record.  If  the  Senator  will  do  that,  he 
will  see  that  what  I  said  was  correct.  He 
will  find  that  it  has  been  said  time  and 
time  again  that  these  three  men  were 
appointed,  that  they  were  consulted  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  that  they 
suggested  this  man  as  the  best  man. 
That  is  the  only  issue.  It  is  not  that  the 
Senator  would  falsify:  and  I  trust  that 
he  would  not  think  I  would  falsify. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  certainly  do  not. 

Mr.  WILEY.  But  It  is  a  Uttle  like  the 
man  who  said  he  was  looking  over  the 
telephone  at  a  fellow  who  said  he  was 
sitting  in  the  bathtub.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  quoting  from 
the  COKCKKSSiONAL  RECORD  a  speech  by  an 
authority,  a  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  by  the  name  of  Wilet.  I  told 
him  I  checked  that  speech.  I  credit  him 
with  the  utmost  sincerity  in  what  he  has 
said,  though  I  think  he  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  many  times  be- 
fore stood  on  the  Senate  fioor  and  spoken 
out  against  measures  supported  by  an 
overwhelming  number  of  my  colleagues. 

Later  events  have  shown  the  correct- 
ness of  my  position.  I  say  this  not  with 
immodesty  but  with  pride. 

Then,  as  now,  I  must  rely  on  my  con- 
science and  judgment  to  decide  the  issue. 

I  expect  without  question  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  will  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate, 
I  expect  his  vote  will  be  overwhelming. 

I  have  before,  upon  taking  an  un- 
popular stand,  been  widely  criticized.  I 
can  remember  standing  on  my  feet  in 
1937,  advocating  an  embargo  on  scrap 
iron  and  steel  intended  for  Japan.  I  saw 
then  the  great  and  powerful  Roosevelt 
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administration  steamroller  and  plow  un- 
der the  16  Republicans  who  then  consti- 
tuted the  minority  on  the  Senate  floor. 
But  who  was  right?  Was  it  the  adminis- 
tration and  the  Senators  who  operated 
the  steamroller?  Or  was  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  right?  Within  a 
short  time  afterward,  the  scrap  iron  and 
steel  which  reached  Japan  came  back  in 
the  bodies  of  Americans. 

I  can  remember  that  in  1937  I  stood  on 
the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  to 
oppose  the  Neutrality  Act.  There  were 
but  six  Senators  who  stood  up  to  flght 
against  that  measure.  Why  did  they 
oppose  it?  Because  they  did  not  believe 
that  peace  could  be  achieved  through 
domestic  legislation.  We  were  criticized ; 
we  were  abused;  we  were  ridiculed;  but 
six  men  stood  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
to  oppose  the  Neutrality  Act.  Less  than  2 
years  afterward,  the  same  President,  the 
same  administration,  the  same  Senators 
who  opposed  us  changed  their  attitude 
and  asked  for  the  repeal  of  the  Neu- 
trality Act. 

In  1945  I  supported  the  measure  pro- 
viding aid  for  Turkey.  I  fought  for  it 
in  the  Appropriations  Committee,  as 
certain  Senators  now  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  will  remember.  I  heard  an  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  State  present  very 
ably  and  forcefully  the  case  for  an  ap- 
propriation of  $400  million  with  which 
to  stop  the  spread  of  communism  in 
Greece  and  Turkey.  I  supported  that, 
because  it  was  sound.  A  great  majority 
of  the  Senators  supported  it.  After  the 
representatives  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment had  presented  their  testimony, 
what  happened?  The  same  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State,  of  the  same  State  De- 
partment, on  the  same  day,  before  the 
same  conunittee,  turned  to  me,  since  I 
happened  to  be  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  said  to  me,  "Mr.  Chairman, 
may  we  take  up  one  other  measure?" 
I  said.  "Certainly."  What  did  they  re- 
quest? As  the  ofiBcial  records  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  will  show,  they 
then  requested  $25  million  for  the  pur- 
pose of  continuing  the  shipment  of  lend- 
lease  materials  to  Russia.  That  was  the 
policy.  That  Is  what  they  did.  In  one 
breath  they  wanted  $400  million  for  the 
purpose  of  stopping  the  spread  of  com- 
munism in  Greece  and  Turkey — which  I 
favored,  as  did  most  of  the  other  Sena- 
tors— and  in  the  next  breath  they  wanted 
$25  million  with  which  to  continue  the 
shipment  of  lend-lease  materials  to  Rus- 
sia. Is  it  a  matter  of  wonder  that  I 
scrutinize  closely  some  of  the  requests 
which  come  to  the  Senate  from  the  State 
Department? 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  speak 
for  a  moment  about  Republican  regular- 
ity, a  subject  about  which  much  has 
been  said.  I  yield  to  no  one  in  my  regu- 
larity as  a  Republican.  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate  nearly  17  years,  longer  than 
any  other  member  of  my  party  now 
serving  here.  I  will  match  my  regular- 
ity as  a  Republican  against  that  of  any 
other  Republican  now  in  the  Senate. 
Mr.  President,  let  us  not  talk  about  party 
regularity.  I  supported  my  party  in  the 
recent  cajg/jlgn.  I  am  proud  of  the 
record  mfl^y  my  party  in  that  cam- 
paign. nUpport  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  have  supported  him  in 
most  Instancea.    I  shall  support  him  in 


times  to  come.  But  when  my  convic- 
tions tell  me  to  follow  a  certain  course  of 
action  I  intend  to  follow  it.  I  think 
the  flrst  man  who  would  agree  that  that 
should  be  the  duty  of  those  in  the  legis- 
lative branch  as  well  as  of  those  in  the 
executive  branch  would  be  the  present 
President  of  the  United  States.  When 
Senators  are  asked  to  advise  and  consent 
to  appointments,  "advice"  means  sound 
advice;  it  does  not  mean  the  use  of  a 
rubber  stamp. 

No,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  crusader. 
Nevertheless,  I  am  not  going  to  be 
swayed  in  my  position  by  the  mere  fact 
of  its  unpopularity  or  because  I  may  be 
the  object  of  abuse.  All  I  would  have  to 
do  in  order  to  become  p>opular  would  be 
to  come  before  the  Senate  and  say,  "I 
have  made  a  mistake.  I  am  going  to 
vote  to  confirm  the  nomination  of 
Charles  Bohlen."  Then  everything 
would  be  flne,  everything  would  be  won- 
derful. But,  Mr.  President,  it  is  some- 
times necessary  to  do  the  unpopular 
thing,  because  it  is  the  right  thing. 

When  the  vote  on  this  nomination  is 
taken  today,  I  expect  to  see  most  of  my 
Democratic  colleagues  vote  for  Mr. 
Bohlen.  Why?  Because  they  believed 
in  the  Acheson-Truman  foreign  policy. 
What  will  Mr.  Bohlen's  appointment 
mean?  In  my  Judgment  it  will  mean  a 
continuation  of  the  Truman-Acheson 
foreign  policy.  I  know  the  steamroller 
is  going  to  roll;  I  know  that  those  of  us 
who  oppose  this  nomination  will  be  de- 
feated. But  I  take  ofT  my  hat  and  bow 
in  praise  to  those  Members  of  the  U.  S. 
Senate  who,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they 
know  they  are  going  to  be  steamrollered 
and  defeated,  are  nevertheless  willing  to 
stand  up  on  a  great  issue. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  emphasis  is 
placed  on  Mr.  Bohlen's  experience  in 
Russia  in  connection  with  his  appoint- 
ment to  be  Ambassador  to  Russia,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Yes. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  notice  that  on  page  1 
of  the  hearing  on  March  2,  1953,  before 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  in 
answer  to  a  question,  Mr.  Bohlen  said: 

I  was  In  Moscow  in  1938.  1939.  and  1940. 
In  the  winter  of  1941  I  was  assigned  to  the 
Embassy  In  Japan,  and  was  there  until  Pearl 
Harbor. 

On  page  3  of  the  hearing,  in  answer  to 
a  question  whether  he  had  acted  simply 
as  an  interpreter,  Mr.  Bohlen  answered 
as  follows: 

Senator,  might  I  say  this,  that  I  was  also 
an  assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at 
Yalta,  and  I  had  a  certain  advisory  capacity, 
but  almost  exclusively  In  regard  to  European 
matters.  My  whole  experience,  except  for 
the  short  tour  of  duty  In  Japan,  has  been  in 
the  European  area  of  our  foreign  relations. 

How  does  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  match  those  two  statements? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  cannot  match  them. 
It  would  be  diflBcult  to  match  them. 

Mr.  MALONE.  While  we  are  dLscuss- 
ing  the  State  Department,  of  which  Mr. 
Bohlen  has  been  an  integral  part,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  a  question. 
I  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  when 


this  country  was  shipping  scrap  Iron  and 
steel  to  Japan,  but  I  was  a  member  of  a 
couple  of  veterans'  organizations  who 
were  screaming  about  such  shipments 
and  received  only  a  "horselaugh,"  gen- 
erally speaking,  while  such  shipments 
were  going  to  Japan  through  the  Golden 
Gate.  But  did  not  the  State  Depart- 
ment defend  making  Marshall-plan  aid 
available  to  Russia  when  it  was  flrst 
propKJsed? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MALONE.    And  Russia  rejected 
it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  that  Is  a  cor- 
rect statement. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  the  only  pro'ier 
conclusion  would  be,  since  no  one  in  the 
State  Department,  of  which  Mr.  Bohlen 
was  an  integral  part,  raised  his  voice 
against  it,  that  there  was  general  agree- 
ment in  the  State  Department  that  Rus- 
sia should  be  given  Marshall-plan  aid. 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  that  assump- 
tion is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  So  far  back  as  the  es- 
tablishment of  the  Export- Imix)rt  Bank, 
was  there  not  a  letter  written  by  the 
President,  approved  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment, to  the  effect  that  the  Export-Im- 
port Bank  had  been  established  to  aid 
Russia? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  statement  was 
made.  That  was  certainly  not  my  inter- 
pretation of  the  purpose,  but  I  know 
that  statement  was  bandied  about. 

Mr.  MALONE.  There  was  a  lettei 
written  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  stating  that  that  was,  at  least,  a 
part  of  the  purpose?  • 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes. 
Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  make  that  let* 
ter  a  part  of  the  Rkcorb? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes.  I  think  it  would 
be  well  to  make  it  a  part  of  the  Rxcord 
Mr.  President,  how  can  we  reconcil* 
the  fact  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  says  Mr.  Bohlen  is  the  best  quail* 
fied  man  to  represent  the  United  States 
in  the  Russian  capital,  with  the  faci 
that,  as  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  has  already  stated.  Mr 
Bohlen  has  been  connected  with  the  los- 
ing side  of  conferences,  so  far  as  the 
United  States  is  concerned? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  It  is  said  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
should  be  appointed  because  he  is  the 
best  experienced  man  in  America  for  the 
position,  but  I  say  to  the  Members  of 
the  Senate,  and  to  the  people  of  the 
country,  that  his  experience  has  been  at 
the  cost  of  America  and  the  free  world. 
Every  time  he  gained  experience  Ameri- 
ca lost. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  if,  in  other 
words,  it  is  not  like  raising  the  salary  of 
the  cashier  of  a  bank  when  most  of  his 
loans  proved  to  be  losses  to  the  bank. 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 
Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  that  I  agree 
that  this  is  a  poor  time,  after  the  suc- 
cessful Republican  campaign  of  1952, 
simply  to  whitewash  certain  persons  con- 
nected with  the  previous  administration 
and  promote  them  to  the  highest  pos- 
sible positions  under  the  new  adminis- 
tration. 
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Mr.  SCHOEPPEL,  Mr.  President.  I 
have  listened  to  the  diacuasion  this  after- 
noon on  this  most  important  nomina- 
tion.   I  assure  you,  Mr.  Pnaidaat.  that 

It  is  not  a  pleasant  task  to  disagree  with 
the  President,  with  the  distinguished 
majority  leader,  or  with  other  eminent 
Members  of  this  great  legislative  body. 
but  that  Is  exactly  what  I  am  prompted 
to  do. 

I  have  concluded  that,  in  good  eon- 
science,  I  am  forced  to  vote  "Nay"  on  the 
conflrmatlon  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador  to  Moscow. 
I  realize  that  I  am  in  the  minority,  prob- 
ably only  a  small  minority,  but  it  is  not 
a  willful  minority. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  a  matter 
of  conscience  which  each  of  us  has  to 
weigh. 

I  must  confess  I  would  feel  myself  in 
a  peculiar  position  if  I  should  approve 
this  nomination  of  a  man  whom  I  con- 
sider to  be  an  apologist  for  what  has 
happened  m  the  past  resulting  from  our 
foreign  policy.  He  was  a  man  who  was 
a  counselor  to  those  who.  in  my  judg- 
ment, were  responsible  for  much  of  the 
criticism  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  this 
Nation  as  to  what  happened,  and  I  can- 
not bring  myself  today  to  defend  or 
condone  one  who  defends  the  secret 
agreements  which  have  resulted  in  dis- 
aster for  many  free  peoples  of  the  world. 

While  my  experience  in  Washington  in 
this  field  is  somewhat  limited.  I  feel  that 
I  have  sufficient  information  to  convince 
me  that  the  American  people  were  not 
told  the  truth  as  to  what  transpired  whii€ 
this  man  was  in  an  advisory  or  policy- 
making position. 

If  Mr.  Bohlen  had  disagreed  with  the 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs  in  the  past  he 
has  yet  to  make  public  any  bill  of  par- 
ticulars as  to  his  specific  disagreements. 
To  the  contrary,  the  record  shows  that 
he  endorsed,  implemented,  and  even 
today  is  defending  the  very  policies  re- 
pudiated by  the  American  people  not 
many  months  ago. 

I  do  not  have  the  benefit  of  executive 
testimony  before  the  fine  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  but  if  my  m- 
formation  is  correct  I  can  discern  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  now  states  that  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  United  States  was  not  con- 
tainment and  that  he  believes  that  the 
foreign  policy  which  has  been  followed 
should  be  continued. 

If  Mr.  Bohlen's  only  qualification  is  his 
knowledge  of  the  Russian  language,  then, 
in  my  humble  opinlcn,  he  is  not  compe- 
tent to  fill  the  position.  If  he  has  been 
a  director  in  the  policy  decisions  which 
have  been  so  disastrous  to  free  people, 
then,  to  my  way  of  thinking,  he  should 
not  be  endorsed,  and  I  cannot  vote  to 
confirm  him.  When  he  is  challenged  on 
policy  he  claims  he  was  merely  an  in- 
terpreter. When  he  Is  challenged  as  to 
his  qualifications  he  seems  to  become  a 
policy  expert.  I  only  know  that  some- 
where our  misguided  foreign  policy  has 
proved  disastrous  and  we  traded  away 
the  victories  which  our  soldiers  had  won 
on  the  field  of  battle.  And  we  are  In  the 
midst  of  a  bloody  war  In  Korea. 

Mr.  President,  I  therefore  feel  that  If 
I  should  vote  to  confirm  this  nomina- 
tion I  would  be  surrendering  some  of  my 
convictions  and  views  which  I  hold  as 
against  results  of  the  disastrous  foreign 


policy  heretofore  pursued.  I  prefer  to 
state  my  views  on  this  openly  and  forth- 
rightly.  I  cannot  and  will  not  vote 
"aye  '  with  tongue  in  cheek. 

I  realize  in  all  candor  that  probably 
the  politically  popular  and  easy  thing  to 
do  would  be  to  go  along,  but  in  the  in- 
terest of  my  Nation,  that  I  cannot  do. 
I  shall  not  vote  to  confirm  this  nomi- 
nation. 

Mr.  lYesident,  as  part  of  my  remarks, 
I  should  like  to  have  printed  in  the  Rec- 
oiD  an  article  written  by  the  eminent 
David  Lawrence  entitled.  "Hiss,  Bohlen, 
and  Stettimus,"  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington Evening  Star  of  March  24.  1953. 

There  being  no  objecticxi.  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoko, 
as  follows: 
Hns,  BoHixN,  Aim  Si&iiimiub — VoLincx  >t 

FoaMm  Secxctabt  or  Statc  Is  Qtxynm  om 

BoLS  Convicted  Pxbjubes  Platkd  at  Yalta 
(By   David   Liswreiioe) 

Charles  K.  Bohlen  may  be  the  man  tbe 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  State  think 
Is  qualified  to  go  to  Moscow  at  this  time  as 
the  American  ambassador  because  be  speaks 
Russian  and  has  some  diplomatic  experience, 
but  a  lot  of  Americans  will  wonder  if  some- 
one else  who  was  not  entangled  In  the  con- 
troversies of  the  previous  administration 
might   better   have  been  chosen. 

For  the  record  of  the  part  that  Alger  Hiss 
played  at  Yalta  as  given  by  Mr.  Bohlen  in 
his  testimony  either  indicates  that  the  late 
Bdward  R.  Stettlnius,  In  his  book  on  Yalta, 
made  a  faulty  presentation  or  that  Mr.  Boh- 
len is  much  more  concerned  with  minimizing 
the  part  played  by  Alger  Hiss  than  in  giving 
the  same  picture  that  Stettlnius  did. 

At  the  outset  of  his  testimony  to  the  Sen- 
ate Foreign  Relations  Committee,  Mr.  Boh- 
len said  the  Stettlnius  book  "is  a  scrupu- 
lously accurate  account  of  what  actually 
transpired  at  YalU."  But  what  Mr.  Bohlen 
said  later  on  isn't  quite  in  accord  with  what 
the   Stettlnius   book   Indicates. 

Thus,  Mr.  Bohlen  says  Mr.  Hiss  dealt  with 
United  Nations  affairs  at  Yalta  "and  con- 
fined his  activities  to  that."  Mr.  Bohlen 
emphasized  that  Mr.  Hiss  wasn*t  present  at 
the  Roosevelt-Churchill-Stalln  meetings,  but 
he  seems  not  to'  have  recognized  the  power- 
ful role  Hiss  played  as  an  adviser  to  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  through  Secretary  of  State 
Stettlnliis.  Thus.  Mr.  Stettlnius  in  his 
book  writes  of  the  Yalta  Conference: 

"The  next  marnlng  at  10:30  Harrlman, 
Matthews,  Hiss,  Bohlen.  and  I  met  with  the 
President  on  the  sun  porch  overlooking  the 
sea,  to  review  our  proposals  for  the  Confer- 
ence agenda." 

Senator  Kjmwunnt — reading  from  the 
Stettlnius  book — at  this  point  In  the  hearing 
remarked  that  there  w«re  other  references 
to  Mr.  Hiss  "but  that  at  least  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  he  did  more  than  merely  sit 
in  on  these  large  plenary  meetings." 

Mr.  Bohlen  said  he  thought  the  question 
asked  him  was  about  the  partldpatloD  by 
Mr.  Hiss  In  the  private  meetings  between 
Roosevelt  and  Stalin,  and  Senator  Kkowlano 
renUnded  him  that  the  cocnmittee  wanted  to 
know  more  about  the  role  that  Hiss  actuaUy 
played  at  Yalta.  It  was  then  Mr.  Bohlen 
said: 

"Hiss  was  there,  as  an  adviser  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  not  there  as  an  adviser  to 
President  Roosevelt  direct,  and  at  tAiese 
meetings  my  recollection  Is  that  Hiss'  part 
in  It  dealt  virtually  exclusively  wHh  tbe 
United  Nations'  business,  which  was,  of 
course,  a  very  big  subject." 

Secretary  Stettlnius  In  Ws  book,  on  the 
other  hand,  speaks  of  reviewing  with  Mat- 
thews, Hiss,  and  Foots  on  his  way  to  Yalta 
"the  questions  reserved  for  sUbseqvent  dis- 
cussion with  the  President  at  Yalta. 

"1,  the  establishment  of  a  European  High 
Commission  composed  of  Great  Britain,  the 


Soviet  JJnUm,  ftaace.  and  the  United  States; 
2.  the  treatment  of  Germany;  3,  the  Polish 
question;  4.  relations  between  UKRRA  and 
the  Soviet  Oovemment;  6,  the  rights  of 
American  i epieseutattves  on  the  Allied  Con- 
trol Commissions  for  Bulgaria,  Romania,  and 
Hungary:  6,  Iran;  7.  China:  8.  the  Turkish 
Straits  question;  9.  international  trustee- 
ships." 

Writing  about  tl»  conxld«-atlon  of  the 
Polish  boundary,  Mr.  Stettlnius  says:  "During 
one  adjournment  that  afternoon  the  Presi- 
dent asked  me  to  get  a  lawyer  to  consult  with 
him  over  the  wording  of  the  Polish  boundary 
statement.  1  called  Alger  Hiss  and  while  the 
two  of  us  were  trying  to  work  out  a  solution 
for  the  President.  Roosevelt  suddenly  looked 
up  at  us  and  cald,  Tve  got  It'." 

He  speaks  of  "saklng  Hiss  to  do  a  quick 
svunmary  of  the  State  Department  mem- 
orandum on  the  trusteeship  issue,"  which  he 
showed  to  ChurchUl  and  "seemed  to  satisfy 
him.- 

Mr.  Stettlnius  had  unbounded  confidence 
In  Alger  Hiss,  and  the  latter  was  In  a  position 
still — ^If  he  wished — ^to  ten  the  other  Mde 
what  was  happening  on  the  Inside  of  the 
American  delegation.  Mr.  Stettlnius  in  his 
book,  published  in  November  194S,  notwith- 
standing the  disclosures  In  the  flrst  Hiss  trial, 
says  he  "alwajrs  had  reason  to  believe  that 
Hiss  acted  honorably  and  patriotically."  He 
adds: 

"Shortly  after  I  became  Under  Secretary 
of  State— October  UH3 — with  the  approval  of 
the  President  and  Mr.  Hull,  I  called  on  the 
FBI  to  conduct  a  security  examination  of 
the  State  Department.  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State  G.  Howland  Shaw  served  as  liaison 
with  the  FBI  during  this  examination.  I 
never  heard  of  any  questioning  of  Mr.  Hiss' 
loyalty  from  any  one  inside  or  outside  of  the 
State  Department  or  from  the  FBI  during 
my  term  of  service  In  the  Department." 

Mr.  Stettlnius  is  dead.  Mr.  Shaw  is  avafl- 
able  to  clarify  the  situation — in  fact.  Secre- 
tary Acheson  appointed  him  recently  on  a 
special  panel  to  review  the  case  of  John 
Carter  Vincent,  who  by  a  3-to-2  vote  had 
been  declared  Ineligible  for  loyalty  reasons 
by  President  Tr\ra»an*s  loyalty  review  board. 

What  are  the  facts?  Whittaker  Chambers 
In  his  book  says  he  told  about  Hiss  in  1039 
to  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  Adolph  Berle, 
who  talked  to  Preeident  Roosevelt  about  It, 
and  the  latter  pooh-poohed  it.  Then  in  1941 
the  FBI  took  up  the  trail  against  Hiss.  What 
was  In  the  FBI  file  from  1941  on?  Certainly 
all  that  Chambers  later  testified  to  mxist 
have  been  In  that  file,  and  hence  there  mxist 
have  been  some  failure  ot  the  FBI  tnXor- 
maUon  to  reach  Mr.  Shaw  or  Mr.  Stetttnlos, 
or  both.  In  1943.  It's  a  mystery  that  ought 
to  be  cleared  up  because,  if  the  State  Depart- 
ment high  officials  can  be  duped  once,  they 
can  be  dirped  again.  Just  as  the  officials  of 
the  British  Foreign  OlBce  have  been  duped  by 
Communist  agents  In  recent  years. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  a  question  or 
two.  The  Senator  from  Kansas  is  not 
only  a  distinguished  public  figure,  but 
he  is  also  a  distinguished  and  an  able 
lawyer.  He  is  familiar  with  the  canons 
of  ethics  to  which  reputable  lawyers  sub- 
scribe. I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it 
Is  not  one  of  the  fundamental  principles 
which  guide  reputable  lawyers  that 
where  there  Is  substantial  doubt  in  their 
minds  as  to  the  ethics  or  propriety  of 
sin  act  which  they  are  asked  to  do.  they 
do  not  do  it.  If  there  is  substantial 
doubt,  they  resolve  the  doubt  in  favor 
of  the  ethics,  rather  than  perform  an 
act  which  may  be  unethical,  do  they  not? 
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Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  answer  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Iowa  by  saying 
that  that  is  the  conduct  of  a  good  lawyer. 
I  am  sure  that  good  lawyers  follow  that 
principle.  In  all  conscience  I  cannot  in 
this  Instance  support  a  man  with  whose 
views  and  with  the  results  of  whose  for- 
eign pHJlicies  I  disagree. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  If  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas  will  yield  further.  I 
may  say  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  although 
I  was  not  at  the  meeting  when  the  actual 
vote  was  taken  upon  the  polling.  I  per- 
mitted my  vote  to  be  cast  to  report  this 
nomination  to  the  Senate.  That  made 
the  committee  vote  unanimous.  At  that 
time  I  made  a  statement  that  I  was  vot- 
ing as  I  did  for  the  purpose  of  tiringing 
the  nomination  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate for  action;  that  my  vote  did  not 
mean  approval  or  disapproval  of  the  ap- 
pointment; and  that  I  was  reserving  my 
right  to  decide  until  I  had  had  every 
opportunity  to  canvass  the  field  and 
secure  all  the  information  which  the 
committee  made  available  to  me  and  to 
which  I  had  access. 

I  did  not  make  up  my  mind  until  after 
the  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  today.  I  agree  with  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
that  this  nomination  will  be  overwhelm- 
ingly approved  by  the  Senate,  but  it  will 
not  be  approved  with  my  vote. 

I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to 
consider  this  matter  from  all  sides. 
I  shall  not  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  or  of  other  Sena- 
tors by  delineating  all  the  reasons  that 
have  been  or  will  be  discussed  by  both 
sides,  pro  and  con.  But.  based  upon 
what  I  know  and  based  upon  whatever 
Judgment  I  possess.  I  cannot  advise  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  make 
this  appointment;  and  being  unable  to 
advise  him  to  make  the  appointment,  I 
cannot  consent.  As  I  view  the  situation. 
I  think  the  nomination  is  not  in  the 
best  interests  of  our  country. 

A  moment  ago  I  heard  the  address  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  BRmcES] .  who  is  a  party 
regular  and  one  of  the  most  outstanding 
Republicans  we  have  had  in  generations. 
I  believe  my  own  party  regularity  to  be 
in  the  upper  brackets.  Certainly  there 
Is  no  one  in  this  Chamber  who  has  high- 
er respect  for  the  President  of  the 
United  States  or  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  than  I  have.  I  have  voted  for  the 
confirmation  of  other  nominations, 
which  in  some  cases  have  been  of  indi- 
viduals whom  perhaps,  for  various  rea- 
sons, I  would  not  have  picked  for  ap- 
pointment. However,  I  thought  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  were  served  by 
supporting  the  appointments. 

In  this  case.  I  do  not  so  believe.  Re- 
gardless of  whether  only  2  or  3  Sen- 
ators vote  against  the  confirmation  of 
this  nomination,  I  shall  be  one  who  will 
oppose  the  nomination.  I  shall  do  so 
with  all  due  respect  to  the  President  and 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  as  one 
who  has  the  greatest  possible  desire  to 
aid  this  administration  in  every  way  on 
foreign  and  domestic  questions.  I  can- 
not bring  myself,  in  good  conscience,  to 
apMp»t  the  nomination. 
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So.  after  this  lengthy  statement,  my 
question  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas  is: 
Does  he  object  if  I  Join  with  him  in  not 
voting  to  confirm  the  nomination? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  would  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa:  Let 
your  conscience  be  your  guide.  That  is 
the  position  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kansas  on  this  question.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  for  his  observation. 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Kansas.  I  do  not  desire 
to  take  the  time  to  make  a  long  ad- 
dress, but  I  want  my  jwsition  to  be  clear. 
I  desire  the  Senator  to  know  that  I  have 
reached  my  final  opinion  only  today, 
since  I  have  had  made  available  to  me 
all  the  information  that  apparently  will 
be  made  available  to  me.  I  have  tried  to 
obtain  access  to  every  bit  of  informa- 
tion that  could  be  made  available,  and, 
based  uixjn  the  whole  record.  I  shall  vote 
against  confirmation  of  the  nomination. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Klansas  yield? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  yield  so  that 
I  may  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  HickenloopehI. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  a  little  while 
ago  read  an  excerpt  from  the  Record, 
which  was  a  statement  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  to  the  effect  that  a  commit- 
tee of  three,  consisting  of  Norman  Ar- 
mour. Joseph  Grew,  and  Hugh  Gibson, 
all  known  to  be  outstanding  diplomats 
and  career  men.  had  passed  upon  Mr. 
Bohlen's  nomination. 

At  page  103  of  the  hearings.  I  noticed 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  testified  to 
this  effect: 

They  unanimously  concvured  In  the  view 
that  Mr.  Boblen  waa  uniquely  qualified  tor 
thla  particular  position. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BRnHJEsl  stated  to  the  Senate  a 
little  while  ago  that  he  had  telephoned 
to  Mr.  Hugh  Gibson  and  had  talked  to 
him  through  an  intermediary.  Mr. 
Schwartz,  Mr.  Gibson's  attorney — be- 
cause Mr.  Gibson  had  had  a  heart  at- 
tack— and  had  obtained  the  answer  that 
Mr.  Gibson  had  not  passed  upon  Mr. 
Bohlen. 

I  think  the  cleavage  in  the  testimony 
Is  not  only  sharp,  but  is  of  real  moment 
to  the  Senate.  It  cannot  be  passed  off 
by  a  remark  couched  in  a  facetious 
phrase  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
about  talking  to  a  man  in  a  bathtub. 
because  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire is  a  man  of  character,  and  we  are 
entitled  to  believe  that  when  he  talked 
to  Mr.  Schwartz,  the  attorney  for  Mr. 
Hugh  Gibson,  and  received  the  answer 
which  he  did  receive,  that  was  a  state- 
ment of  fact. 

If  Mr.  Gibson  did  not  approve  a  nom- 
ination, what  about  Mr.  Grew  and  what 
about  Mr.  Norman  Armour?  I  want  to 
know  something  about  that,  because  I 
tiiink  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
ascertain  whether  a  committee  of  three 
diplomats,  who  were  uniquely  situated, 
unanimously  concurred  in  the  view  that 


Mr.  Bohlen  was  the  best  man  for  the 
position  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  ought  to  by- 
pass that  question  without  at  least  giving 
it  another  look. 

While  I  am  about  It.  and  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  will  yield  further.  I 
desire  to  raise  one  other  question. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  yield,  provided 
that  I  retain  the  floor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  name  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  was  before  the  Senate  in  1951. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Is  the  Senator  from  lUinois  still 
addressing  questions  to  me.  or  may  I  take 
my  seat? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No ;  the  Senator  had 
better  stand  for  a  while.    [Laughter.] 

I  flnd  no  document  in  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations — at  least.  I  have 
not  been  able  to  discover  it — with  re- 
spect to  whether  there  was  a  hearing  in 
1951  when  Mr.  Bohlen  became  counselor 
of  the  State  Department.  However,  on 
March  12.  1951.  the  question  of  the  con- 
firmation of  his  nomination  came  before 
the  Senate,  and  the  nomination  was  con- 
firmed. That  was  6  years  and  1  month 
after  Yalta.  Of  course,  we  had  an  op- 
portunity to  speak  on  the  matter  at  that 
time.  No  one  who  was  informed,  no  one 
who  had  immediate  identity  with  the 
question,  namely,  the  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  evi- 
dently suggested  to  the  Senate  that  we 
ought  to  go  into  the  matter  and  obtain 
some  refreshment  as  to  what  occurred 
in  the  Senate  in  those  days.  Being  some- 
'  what  of  a  freshman  here  in  those  days. 
I  did  not  know  that  it  was  my  particular 
province  to  do  so,  but  I  do  think  there 
ought  to  be  a  little  light  on  that  subject 
before  we  conclude  our  deliberations  on 
this  nomination. 

Now  I  should  ask  my  question 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  probably  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa  rMr. 
HICKENLOOPER],  who  is  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  can  throw 
some  light  on  that  question. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  particular  ques- 
tion is  this:  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
now  know  whether  or  not  there  was  a 
committee  of  career  diplomats  who  ac- 
tually did  concur  in  and  recommend  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen?  Has  the 
Senator  from  Iowa,  since  the  hearings  in 
his  committee  were  closed,  come  into  pos- 
session of  other  information  which 
would  throw  new  light  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  had  no 
direct  contact  with  any  of  the  three  gen- 
tlemen whom  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  mentioned.  Therefore  I  do  not  know 
what  their  personal  statements  would 
be.  The  only  direct  and  positive  evi- 
dence I  have  upon  which  I  can  rely  Is 
the  statement  quoted  in  the  record  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  gentleman  would  say  if 
directly  contacted,  so  I  am  sorry  I  can- 
not enlighten  the  Senator  on  that  point. 

Further  in  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question,  let  me  say  that  there  are  vari- 
ous types  of  jobs.  For  a  certain  type  of 
job  a  man  might  be  approved.  For  an- 
other job  he  might  be  considered  not  so 
well  qualified,  in  the  public  interest.  So 
the  mere  fact  that  an  individual  is  con- 
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firmed  at  one  time  for  a  certain  job  does 
not  automatically  carry  life  membership 
in  the  lodge  of  confirmation. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  for 
20  years  the  American  people  have  been 
tasting  nothing  but  the  dregs  of  de- 
feat— the  defeat  of  such  fundamental 
concepts  as  loyalty,  honor,  and  duty. 

We  have  passed  through  two  black 
decades,  and  history  will  write  large  the 
names  of  those  who  sold  out  this  country 
at  the  diplomatic  tables  at  home  and 
abroad. 

Where  statesmen  should  have  been 
working  for  us.  traitors  and  their  dupes 
connived  against  us.  Where  patriots 
should  have  fought,  cowards  fled  the 
enemy  or  joined  his  camp. 

The  names  of   Hiss.  Lattimore.  and 

Acheson  have  become  synonymous  with 

defeat,  disgrace,  and  dishonor. 

But  there  is  such  a  thing  as  victory. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 

Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  win  not  yield  un- 
til I  finish.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  then. 
Finally  last  fall  the  American  people 
became  so  sick  of  the  entire  sorry  mess 
that  they  voted  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority that  we  clean  out  Washington, 
lock,  stock,  and  barrel. 

During  last  falls  campaign,  I  spoke  to 
perhaps  more  i>eople  than  any  other  man 
in  the  United  States — with  the  exception 
of  President  Eisenhower  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent NixoN.  Over  a  period  of  2  months 
I  spoke  in  practically  every  State  in  the 
Union — sometimes  speaking  as  often  as 
3  or  4  times  in  1  day.  I  Ustened  to  the 
speeches  of  President  Eisenhower  and 
Vice  President  NrxoN,  as  well  as  to  the 
speeches  of  a  great  number  of  other  Re- 
publicans. We  promised  the  American 
people  that  if  they  would  elect  Eisen- 
hower and  NIXON  and  a  Republican  Con- 
gress three  major  things  would  be  ac- 
complLshed. 

No.  1.  We  would  bring  an  honorable 
end  to  the  Korean  war. 

No.  2.  We  would  work  tofward  a  finan- 
cially solvent  America — toward  a  bal- 
anced budget  and  lower  taxes. 

No.  3.  We  would  clean  out  the  mess  in 
Washington,  especially  in  the  State  De- 
partment and  get  rid  of  all  of  Acheson's 
architects  for  disaster. 

As  one  old  deal  Democrat  used  to  say: 
"Let's  look  at  the  record."  Let  us  see 
whether  we  have  to  the  best  of  our  abil- 
ity fulfilled  those  three  promises. 

First,  let  us  examine  campaign  prom- 
ise No.  1 — namely,  that  we  would  bring 
an  honorable  end  to  the  Korean  war. 
As  the  Senate  knows,  prior  to  the  inau- 
guration, our  7th  Fleet  was  under  orders 
to  protect  the  long  exposed  Communist 
coastline — to  shore  up  the  Communist 
defenses  along  their  exposed  flank.  As 
President  Eisenhower  said  in  his  state 
of  the  Union  message,  our  7th  Fleet  was 
required  to  serve  as  a  defensive  arm  of 
Communist  China. 

President  Eisenhower  immediately 
took  steps  to  repeal  this  treasonable 
order  and  correct  a  disgraceful  situation. 
He  also  provided  for  a  step-up  in  the 
training  of  South  Korean  soldiers  so 
that  the  people  of  Asia  could  do  some 
of  their  own  fighting  and  dying  in  the 
struggle  for  freedom.    This  they  were 


willing  to  do.  This  they  had  asked  to  do. 
This  they  had  never  been  given  a  chance 
to  do.  This  action  on  the  part  of  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower  should  speed  the  day 
of  victory  in  Asia  with  less  agony,  blood, 
and  tears  for  America. 

President  Eisenhower  has. pointed  out 
that  the  war  cannot  be  won  overnight. 
Other  very  able  military  leaders  have 
stated  that  the  Korean  war  wgis  won 
when  Malik  suggested  and  Acheson  engi- 
neered the  truce  talks  in  Korea — those 
truce  talks  which  allowed  the  Commu- 
nists to  build  up  their  strength  to  such 
a  great  extent.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the 
campaign  promise  of  President  Eisen- 
hower and  other  Republicans  is  being 
well  kept  insofar  as  Korea  is  concerned. 

Now  we  pass  on  to  point  No.  2 — the 
promise  to  work  toward  a  balanced 
budget  and  lower  taxes.  Swne  progress 
is  being  made  in  that  direction,  despite 
a  tremendous  legacy  of  unpaid  bills  left 
by  the  Truman  administration.  It  is 
not  generally  known  that  when  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  took  office,  the  previous 
administration  had  run  up  unpaid  bills 
of  between  eighty  and  eighty-five  biUion 
dollars.  The  new  administration  cannot 
refuse  to  pay  those  bills.  We  must  get 
the  money  to  pay  them  off.  This  makes 
the  probiem  of  any  immediate  tax  reduc- 
tion difficult  beyond  words. 

Eisenhower  found  himself  in  the  po- 
sition of  a  father  who  returns  home  after 
years  of  absence  and  finds  that  a  spend- 
thrift and  irresponsible  son  has  run  up 
bills  wherever  possible. 

It  is  impossible  to  know  at  this  time 
how  much  of  the  80  to  85  billions  we 
must  pay  in  1953,  how  much  in  1954, 
and  how  much  in  1955. 

We  must,  of  course,  pay  Truman's 
bills.  This  makes  the  task  of  balancing 
the  budget  extremely  difficult.  How- 
ever, with  the  cooperation  of  the  Con- 
gress and  the  new  administration  much 
progress  toward  a  balanced  budget  is 
being  made. 

As  to  point  No.  3 — the  task  of  scrub- 
bing, fiushing.  and  washing  clean  the 
foul  mess  that  the  Truman-Acheson 
crowd  left  in  Washington — some  con- 
siderable progress  is  being  made.  The 
new  Secretary  of  State.  John  Foster 
Dulles,  has  turned  his  back  upon  a  size- 
able number  of  the  Acheson  gang  who 
have  been  found  at  every  time  and  place 
where  disaster  struck  America  and  suc- 
cess came  to  Communist  Russia. 

Mr.  Dulles  has  cooperated  fully  with 
our  Senate  Investigating  Committee  in 
our  first  major  inquiry — the  investiga- 
tion of  the  State  Department's  Inter- 
national Information  Program.  It  is 
certainly  unique  and  encouraging  to  flnd 
a  Secretary  of  State  willing  to  cooperate 
with  the  Congress  in  rooting  out  those 
who  have  been  half  loyal  or  disloyal  to 
America  and  those  who  because  of  in- 
competence were  being  used  by  the  ene- 
mies of  this  country.  The  new  Secre- 
tary should  be  commended  for  having 
brought  into  the  State  Department  as 
head  of  the  Security  Division  an  out- 
standing American.  Scott  McLeod,  who 
has  such  an  excellent  record  in  the  FBI 
and  who  to  date  has  been  doing  a  splen- 
did Job  as  Security  Officer.  For  example, 
McLeod  has  caused  the  removal  of  Ben- 


jamin Buttenweiser.  the  man  in  whose 
home  Alger  Hiss  was  harbored  between 
his  two  trials  Involving  treason  and  who 
was  holding  one  of  the  top  positions  in 
the  Office  of  the  High  Commissioner  in 
Germany.  He  caused  the  reAoval  of  a 
$50  a  day  consultant.  Margaret  Carter, 
former  wife  of  William  D.  Carter,  the 
son  of  E.  C.  Carter,  who  headed  the 
Commxmist-controlled  IPR.  which  was 
described  by  the  committee  so  ably 
headed  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  as  the 
cover  shop  of  Soviet  espionage.  E.  C. 
Carter  also  labored  with  Owen  Lattimore 
to  shape  Acheson's  Far  Eastern  policy. 
So  we  can  give  Mr.  McLeod  credit  for 
that  removal. 

Another  individual  who  has  been  or- 
dered home  and  is,  I  understand,  to  be 
discharged,  is  Charles  Thayer,  the  for- 
mer head  of  the  Voice  of  America,  whose 
activities  as  head  of  the  Voice  are  well 
known  to  the  Senate. 

I  do  not  relish  the  task  which  I  must 
perform  today — the  task  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  what  I  think  is  a  grave  and  in- 
excusable mistake  on  the  part  of  our 
Secretary  of  State — ^the  selection  of 
Charles  Bohlen  as  our  Ambassador  to 
Russia. 

I  would  dishonor  the  confldence  of 
people  who  elected  me  and  the  31.000,000 
Americans  who  put  the  Republican  Party 
in  power  if  I  did  not  speak  out  and  oppose 
the  nomination  of  Bohlen — if  I  did  not 
put  together  the  history  of  the  part  Boh- 
len played  in  formulating  that  foreign 
policy  which  played  directly  into  the 
hands  of  international  communism — 
that  foreign  policy  which  was  so  over- 
whelmingly rejected  by  the  American 
people. 

In  1950  and  again  in  1952  I  spent  a 
great  deal  of  time  campaigning  against 
Senators  who  placed  party  above  coun- 
try and  who  took  the  position  that  no 
matter  what  Truman  did  and  no  matter 
how  wrong  or  how  bad  for  this  country 
his  decisions  were,  they  had  to  back*  him 
up  because  he  happened  to  belong  to  their 
political  party. 

I  campaigned  against  those  New  Deal- 
Truman  Senators  who  felt  that  regard- 
less of  the  cost  to  the  Nation  they  had  to 
bUnd  the  eyes  and  close  the  ears  of  the 
American  people  to  the  fact  that  we  were 
rapidly  getting  a  government  of,  by,  and 
for  Communists,  crooks,  and  cronies.  If 
the  day  comes  that  we,  the  Republican 
Party,  follow  that  same  course  which  we 
so  vigorously  condemned,  then  it  will  in- 
deed be  a  black  day  for  America  and  the 
world.  * 

We  want  no  Lattimores  in  our  Repub- 
lican Party.  But  what  is  more  important, 
if  any  are  found,  we  want  no  Tydings 
whitewash  of  them.  We  want  no  Repub- 
lican Amerasia.  but  if  one  is  found  it 
must  be  exposed,  regardless  of  how  much 
OUT  own  party  may  bleed  because  of  the 
exposure. 

We  must  put  country  above  party,  and 
if  we  make  a  mistake  we  RepubUcans 
must  admit  it  and  rectify  it  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Such  a  mistake  was  the  nomination  of 
Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Moscow. 

We  have  time  to  correct  that  mistake 
and  show  the  American  people  that  we 
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will  never  keep  in  power  men  who  played 
an  important  role  in  selling  out  the  peo- 
ple of  Eur(H)e  and  Asia  to  the  Soviet 
dictatorship. 

President  Elsenhower,  burdened  with 
work  and  pressed  for  time,  has  had  little 
opportunity  to  study  the  complete  record 
of  Bohlen.  I  am  sure  that  President 
Eisenhower  who  campaigned  against  the 
treason  of  Yalta  is  not  aware  of  the  fact 
that  Bohlen  within  the  past  few  days  has 
stated  before  the  committee  that  the 
Yalta  agreement  was  "the  best  attempt 
that  could  have  been  made  under  the 
circumstances" — page  113.  hearings  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

As  we  review  the  record  of  Yalta,  let 
lis  keep  in  mind  Bohlen's  defense  of  this 
betrayal  of  our  two  great  allies.  Let  us 
keep  in  mind  also  the  words  of  the  man 
who  was  our  Ambassador  to  Poland  at 
that  time.  Arthur  Bliss  Lane,  who  said: 

Aa  I  looked  at  the  document  [the  Yalta 
agreement]  I  could  not  believe  my  eyes. 
Xvery  line  spok»'  a  complete  surrender  to 
Stalin. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  official 
truth  of  what  happened  at  Teheran  and 
Yalta  is  still  a  deep  secret,  it  is  difficult 
to  separate  the  happenings  at  Teheran 
from  those  at  Yalta.  We  must,  there- 
fore. Judge  the  finished  product  as  it 
emerged  from  Yalta  and  was  confirmed 
by  Truman  at  Potsdam. 

Bohlen  was  at  Roosevelt's  left  hand 
at  Teheran  and  Yalta  and  at  Truman's 
left  hand  at  Potsdam. 

At  Yalta  we  gave  to  Soviet  Russia 
60.000  square  miles  of  Polish  territory. 
For  the  first  time  in  United  States  his- 
tory, the  United  States  Government 
ceded  territory  of  one  nation  to  another, 
without  the  consent  of  the  nation  whose 
territory  was  being  given  away.  Nor  did 
our  Government  submit  the  so-called 
agreement  to  the  United  States  Senate. 
As  to  the  infamy  of  this  surrender  to 
communism,  Bohlen  has  this  to  say: 

I  have  never  been  able  to  see  afterward 
that  ^ou  could  have  done  much  more  that 
would  have  been  of  benefit  to  Poland  or  the 
Polish  people.  (P.  113  of  the  printed  hear- 
ings before  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations.) 

Neither  the  Polish  Government  in  ex- 
ile, which  our  Government  then  recog- 
nized, nor  the  Polish  people  were  con- 
sulted as  to  the  cession  of  the  60.000 
square  miles  of  PoUsh  territory.  Nor 
did  we  consult  the  Yugoslav  Govern- 
ment in  exile,  which  we  then  recognized. 
whether  Tito  was  an  acceptable  cliief  of 
state  to  replace  King  Peter,  then  the 
head  of  that  government.  Furthermore, 
the  Yugoslav  people  were  not  consulted 
as  to  whether  they  desired  their  country 
to  be  conununized. 

The  Yalta  agreement  contained  two 
major  provisions  insofar  as  China  was 
concerned :  First,  surrender  of  Manchu- 
ria to  Russia;  second,  arrangements  for 
the  United  States  to  arm  and  equip  a 
Russian  army.  At  the  time  of  the  Yalta 
agreement,  Chiang  Kai-shek  was  not  in- 
formed that  we  were  offering  control  of 
Chinese  territory  to  Stalin.  The  loss 
of  Manchuria  meant  that  the  Chinese 
Communists  were  given  a  gateway  to 
Russian  arms  and  supplies  in  their  war 
against  him. 

In  return  for  those  concessions.  Stalin 
promised  to  enter  the  Pacific  war  at 


some  undetermined  time.  Admiral 
Leahy  and  other  military  men  have 
made  it  clear  that  Stalin's  entrance  into 
the  Pacific  war  was  not  necessary  at  that 
time  since  Japan  had  already  made 
overtures  for  peace. 

The  Yalta  agreement  was  confirmed 
at  Potsdam  by  Truman  against  the  ur- 
gent advice  of  50  of  the  Army's  top  in- 
teUigence  officers.  On  April  31,  1945, 
3  months  before  the  Potsdam  confer- 
ence, those  50  high-ranking  Army  offi- 
cers advised  as  follows: 

The  entry  of  Soviet  Russia  Into  the  Asiatic 
war  would  be  a  political  event  of  world-shak- 
ing Importance,  the  Ul  effect  of  which  would 
be  felt  for  decades  to  come  •  •  •  (it)  would 
destroy  America's  position  in  Asia  quite  as 
effectively  as  our  position  is  now  destroyed 
In  Europe  east  of  the  Elbe  and  beyond  the 
Adriatic. 

If  Russia  enters  the  Asiatic  war,  China  will 
certainly  lose  her  independence,  to  become 
the  Poland  of  Asia;  Korea,  the  Asiatic  Ru- 
mania; Manchukuo,  the  Soviet  Bulgaria. 
Whether  more  than  a  nominal  China  wUl 
exist  after  the  Impact  of  the  Russian  armies 
is  felt  Is  very  doubtful.  Chiang  may  well 
have  to  depart  and  a  Chinese  Soviet  gov- 
ernment may  be  installed  in  Nanking  which 
we  would  have  to  recognize. 

To  take  a  line  of  action  which  would  save 
few  lives  now,  and  only  a  little  time — at  an 
unpredictable  cost  In  lives,  treasure,  and 
honor  In  the  future — and  simultaneously 
destroy  our  ally  China,  would  be  an  act  of 
treachery  that  would  make  the  Atlantic 
Charter  and  our  hopes  for  world  peace  a 
tragic  farce. 

Under  no  circumstances  should  we  pay 
the  Soviet  Union  to  destroy  China.  This 
would  certainly  injure  the  material  and 
moral  position  of  the  United  States  in  Asia. 
(Russell  committee  hearings,  pt.  4,  June  21, 
1951,  p.  2916.) 

Thus  the  treason  which  Hiss  advised  at 
Yalta  was  confirmed  and  brought  to  full 
bloom  at  Potsdam,  against  the  advice  of 
Army  Intelligence. 

Mr.  President,  in  this  connection  let 
me  recall  some  of  the  material  in  James 
Porrestals  diary,  in  which  he  said  he  had 
been  told  by  Joseph  Grew  that  Bohlen 
and  his  group  were  attempting  to  pro- 
long the  Japanese  war.  Without  using 
his  exact  words,  let  me  say  that  what  he 
said,  as  well  as  I  can  remember  it,  was 
that  they  were  refusing  to  clarify  the 
terms  of  unconditional  surrender  so  that 
Russia  could  get  into  that  war. 

But  Bohlen  says: 

Given  the  circumstances,  the  best  attempt 
that  could  have  been  made  under  the  cir- 
cumstances was  made  at  Yalta.  (P.  113, 
hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
RelaUons,  U.  S.  Senate,  March  2  and  18 
1953.) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  at  this 
point? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield,  although  I 
prefer  not  to  do  much  yielding  until 
I  conclude  my  remarks. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  appreciate  that. 

Let  me  say  that,  in  fairness,  I  believe 
it  should  be  pointed  out  that  that  matter 
was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee and  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Bohlen 
a  the  time  when  he  testified  before  the 
committee,  and  the  information  before 
us  was  that  Mr.  Bohlen  categorically 
denied  that  he  had  made  any  such  state- 
ment, and  I  understand  that  Mr.  Grew 
had  also  denied  that  he  has  any  recollec- 


tion of  making  any  such  statement  to 

Mr.  Forrestal. 

Unfortunately.  Mr.  Forrestal,  for 
whom  I  had  great  respect — as  I  am  sure 
most  of  the  other  Members  of  this  body 
had — is  dead,  but,  at  least,  that  is  the 
testimony  before  our  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  California. 

As  I  understand  the  stories  which  I 
get  from  the  newspapers,  Mr.  Grew  was 
not  called  before  the  committee.  He  did 
make  the  statement,  according  to  the 
press  reports,  that  at  this  time  he  does 
not  remember  that  particular  conversa- 
tion with  Bohlen. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  I  had 
great  respect  for  Jim  Forrestal.  He  was 
one  of  the  men  who  was  hounded  to 
death  by  the  Communists  of  this  Nation. 
He  was  murdered,  I  feel,  just  as  definitely 
as  if  he  had  been  thrown  by  the  Com- 
munists out  of  that  16th-story  window; 
he  was  murdered  by  their  hounding. 

I  can  think  of  no  reason  why  Jim  For- 
restal would  put  in  his  diary  a  statement 
that  Charles  Bohlen  was  attempting  to 
prolong  the  Japanese  war  unless  that  waar 
the  truth. 

I  do  not  know  how  good  Mr.  Orew's 
memory  is;  but  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  California  that  if  Mr.  Bohlen  did 
not  do  as  Mr.  Forrestal  said  he  did,  then 
Mr.  Bohlen  was  sp>eaklng  out  of  char- 
acter. l>ecause  we  find  that  his  entire  his- 
tory is  one  of  complete,  wholehearted, 
100-percent  cooperation  with  the  Ache- 
son-Hiss-Truman  regime.  Never  once 
has  Bohlen  played  out  of  line;  he  has 
gone  along  100  percent,  even  to  the  point 
of  defending,  before  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  everything  they  did. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  first  place. 
I  do  not  think  Mr.  Forrestal  either  said 
or  even  implied  that  he  had  talked  with 
Mr.  Bohlen  and  that  Mr.  Bohlen  had 
made  any  such  suggestion.  As  I  recall, 
he  said  that  at  some  gathering— I  be- 
lieve it  was  a  recital  which  was  given  in 
honor  of  Mr.  Grew — Mr,  Grew  had  made 
some  such  remark ;  but  I  merely  wish  to 
reiterate  for  the  REcoao  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
categorically  denies  that  he  ever  said 
anything  of  the  kind  or  had  any  such 
thought  in  mind.  Mr.  Grew  himself  has 
done  likewise,  and  has  indicated  that  he 
has  no  recollection  of  ever  having  told 
Mr.  Forrestal  that. 

Mr  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  ask  whether 
the  Senator  from  California  or  any  other 
member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mitte  has  picked  up  a  telephone  and 
called  Mr.  Grew  and  asked  him  about 
this  matter. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes;  but  I  should 
like  to  get  an  answer  to  the  question  I 
have  a.sked. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  In  answer  to  that 
question.  I  can  read  a  letter  which  I  re- 
ceived from  Joseph  Grew  in  regard  to 
this  matter: 

Referring  to  our  telephone  talk  this  morn- 
ing. I  hope  you  will  not  fail  to  read  in  its 
entirety  chapter  XXXVI.  The  Emperor  of 
Japan  and  Japan's  Surrender,  on  page  1406, 
in   volume   11,   of   my   book,  Turbulent   Era. 
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That  chapter  expresses  as  clearly  as  possible 
my  attitude  with  regard  to  Japan's  surrender, 
the  Emperor  of  Japan,  and  the  Potsdam  proc- 
lamation, and  there  U  not  very  much  that 
I  could  add  to  it. 

With  regard  to  the  comment  In  Jim  For- 
reMal's  diary  of  July  6.  1945.  It  Is  quite  pos- 
sible that  I  expressed  to  Forrestal  my  fear 
that  the  proposed  Potsdam  proclamation  to 
Japan  would  be  ditched  by  people  who  ac- 
companied the  President  to  the  Potsdam 
Conference  but  I  have  no  recollection  what- 
ever of  having  mentioned  Bohlen  In  that 
connection.  Frankly,  I  do  not  now  remem- 
ber (and  that  was  8  years  ago)  Just  what 
position  Bohlen  took  on  the  point  at  issue. 

Mr  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  very  much. 

Mr.  President,  weighing  this  matter  in 
the  way  that  an  ordinary  spectator 
would,  I  may  point  out  that  Mr.  For- 
re.stal,  as  we  know,  kept  a  diary;  he 
r  rote  in  It  every  day  the  things  of  im- 
portance which  occurred  on  that  day. 
When  he  returned  to  his  office  or  to  his 
home,  he  made  a  notation  that  he  had 
talked  to  Grew,  and  that  Grew  said 
Bjhlen  was  one  of  those  attempting  to 
prolong  the  Japanese  war  so  that  Rus- 
sia could  enter  the  war.  It  would  seem 
lopical  that  that  occurred. 

But  let  us  assume  that  Grew  made  no 
such  statement.  The  fact  remains  that 
the  war  with  Japan  was  prolonged  in 
order  to  allow  Communist  Russia  to  t>e- 
come  a  participant.  We  gave  Commu- 
nist Russia  the  two  principal  ports  of 
Manchuria.  We  gave  Communist  Rus- 
sia the  .sole  important  railway  across 
Manchuria.  In  other  words,  we  deliv- 
ered all  Manchuria  to  Communist  Rus- 
sia, in  order  to  persuade  Russia  to  come 
into  that  war.  We  armed  and  equipped 
Ru.ssias  army  in  that  area,  and  that  was 
done  by  the  Bohlen  group  in  the  State 
Drpartment. 

Even  if  Grew  did  not  make  this  state- 
ment to  Forrestal,  we  know  that  Bohlen 
never  raised  his  voice  against  the  course 
of  action  I  have  just  mentioned.  It  is 
part  and  parcel  of  all  his  activities. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  consider  who  this 
man  Bohlen  is.  He  entered  the  Foreign 
Service  of  the  State  Department  in  1929, 
and  served  in  various  minor  capacities. 
He  was  a  nobody,  unknown  outside  the 
Foreign  Service  until  he  fell  under  the 
eager  eyes  of  Averell  Harriman.  that 
elusive  statesman  of  the  half  world,  who 
was  Ambassador  to  Moscow. 

This  man  Harriman  has  a  consistent 
record  as  a  guy  who  hits  only  to  left  field. 
His  admiration  for  everything  Russian 
Is  unrivaled  outside  the  confines  of  the 
Communist  Party,  and  Harriman  seems 
to  be  the  man  who  started  Charles  Boh- 
len along  the  road  to  fame  and  Yalta. 

As  an  authority  for  this  statement,  I 
cite  that  bubbling  press  agent  of  the  New 
Deal,  Robert  Sherwood,  who  deserted  the 
Bioadway  footlights  to  dramatize  and 
popularize  the  Roosevelt  administration. 
In  his  book  Roosevelt  and  Hopkins,  on 
page  774,  Sherwood  says: 

During  these  days  at  Cairo,  Hopkins  formed 
a  friendship  with  Charles  E.  Bohlen.  a  young 
State  Department  career  man  who  has  been 
brought  along  by  Harriman  from  the  Embassy 
in  Moscow  because  of  his  fluency  In  the  Rus- 
sian language. 

Sherwood  then  quotes  Bohlen  as  de- 
fending the  "cooky  pushers"  in  the  State 
Department. 


Therefore,  Bohlen  the  Interpreter,  as 
early  as  1943.  had  learned  to  defend  his 
State  Department  before  important  poli- 
ticians such  as  Hopkins. 

Sherwood  writes  further: 

Bohlen  gave  so  vigorous  and  intelligent  a 
defense  of  the  State  Department  and  expla- 
nation of  the  hopeless  handicaps  under 
which  Its  personnel  often  must  work,  that 
Hopkins  subsequently  persuaded  the  Presi- 
dent to  appoint  Bohlen  to  a  poet  in  the 
White  House  where  he  would  act  as  a  liaison 
officer  with  the  State  Department,  thereby 
filling  a  really  long-felt  want. 

From  then  on — 

Sherwood  continues — 

Bohlen's  star  was  very  much  in  the  ascend- 
ant and  he  later  became  Counselor  of  Che 
Department    under    Secretary    Marshall. 

Our  Bohlen  shifted  into  hig^  gear  only 
when  Harriman  and  Hopkins  approved 
him. 

On  tne  basis  of  history,  what  Ameri- 
can can  take  pride  in  being  elevated  by 
such  men  as  Harriman  and  Hopkins — 
those  two  great  Republicans. 

But  Bohlen  was  made  an  official  mem- 
ber of  the  team  which  called  the  signals 
for  the  betrayal  of  millions  of  men  and 
women  in  Europe  and  Asia. 

I  defy  anyone  to  prove  that  Bohlen 
ever  deserted  that  team  after  they  pro- 
moted him  from  a  l)enchwarmer  to  the 
varsity  squad. 

Bohlen  also  has  been  less  than  frank 
regarding  Alger  Hiss,  his  coworker  at 
Yalta. 

Despite  the  fact  that  Bohlen  last  week 
told  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  he 
knew  Hiss  only  slightly,  they  were  to- 
gether days  at  a  time  working  on  the 
team  that  sold  our  allies  down  the  river 

Now  Bohlen  seeks  to  defend  that  same 
gang  of  sell-out  artists  by  minimizing 
Hiss'  role  at  Yalta. 

Stettinius.  in  his  book,  Roosevelt  and 
the  Russians,  on  page  31,  states: 

Hiss  performed  brilliantly  throughout  the 
Dumbarton  Oaks  conversation,  the  Yalta 
conference. 

Stettinius  then  devotes  12  pages  to  the 
Yalta  accomplishments  of  Hiss  and  the 
part  this  traitor  took  in  setting  State 
Department  policy  on  the  following 
major  points: 

The  treatment  of  Germany:  the  Polish 
question;  relations  between  UNRRA  and  the 
Soviet  Government:  Iran;  China  and  inter- 
natinal  trusteeships. 

At  that  time,  our  Secretary  of  State 
had  none  of  Bohlen's  blushing  modesty 
regarding  the  importance  of  Alger  Hiss 
at  Yalta. 

Only  last  week  Bohlen,  though  candi- 
date for  one  of  our  most  vital  ambas- 
sador posts  in  the  world  casually  brushed 
aside  the  role  of  Hiss  by  stating: 

But  from  what  I  saw  of  Mr.  Hiss"  activ- 
ities at  Yalta,  he  confined  himself  to 
problems  of  the  United  Nations,  the  voting 
formula,  and  to  matters  pertaining  to  the 
establishment  of  the  United  Nations. 

Only  last  week  Bohlen  still  played  coy 
regarding  his  own  role  in  the  diplomatic 
intrigues  of  the  New  Deal  gang.  Before 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
Bohlen  said: 

Senator,  I  have  testified  and  I  repeat  again, 
that  lAy  primary  function  there  (at  Yalta) 
was  that  of  aa  interpreter  for  the  President. 


I  think  you  will  find  that  in  Secretary  Stet- 
tinius' book  on  the  conference. 

Mr.  Dulles  also  has  said  that  Bohlen 
was  only  an  interpreter  of  the  Russian 
language  meekly  chattering  on  the  side- 
lines at  Yalta  as  millions  of  human  be- 
ings were  placed  on  the  auction  block 
and  sold  to  Stalin. 

In  an  executive  session  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  on  March 
18.  Senator  Mansfield  asked  the  Sec- 
retary of  State: 

Would  you  say  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  a  pol- 
icymaker at  Yalta  and  Teheran  or  Just  an 
Interpreter? 

Secretary  Dulles  replied: 

My  understanding  is  that  he  was  only  an 
interpreter.  I  was  not  there,  but  he  was 
still  only  an  Interoreter  when  I  first  met 
him  later  and  be  did  not  emerge  into  what 
I  regard  as  a  policymaking  position  untU,  I 
would  say,  some  time  about  1S46. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  accuse  Secre- 
tary Dulles  of  knowingly  falsifying  the 
record.  He  is  an  extremely  busy  man, 
having  taken  over  a  tremendously  im- 
pwrtant  task;  but,  when  he  is  in  error, 
I  think  we  must  call  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate.  I  may  say  I  am  sure  the 
error  was  an  honest  one  on  his  part,  but 
I  think  we  should  turn  to  the  book  by 
Mr.  Stettinius  to  see  what  Stettinius  had 
to  say  about  Bohlen,  and  as  to  whether 
Bohlen  was  merely  an  interpreter. 

I  quote  from  the  book  Roosevelt  and 
the  Russians,  written  by  the  late  Mr. 
Stettinius.  On  page  103,  the  Secretary 
of  State  wrote  of  Bohlen  at  Yalta: 

Bohlen,  however,  was  more  than  a  pro- 
fessional Interpreter.  He  was  an  expert,  as 
well,  on  substantive  matters. 

This  interpreter  also  had  persuasive 
and  winning  ways  despite  his  self-pro- 
claimed shyness.  Sherwood  verifies  this 
in  dealing  with  the  1945  meetings  in 
Moscow  when  we  suddenly  find  that  it 
was  Bohlen  who  suggested  to  the  Presi- 
dent that  Harry  Hopkins  fly  to  the 
Kremlin  to  talk  to  Joe  Stalin — page  885. 
In  other  words,  this  man,  who  was 
merely  an  interpreter  for  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  said,  "Mr.  Presi- 
dent, send  Harry  Hopkins  to  Moscow." 
According  to  Mr.  Stettinius,  he  did 
that — proving  that  he  was  a  very  vm- 
usual  interpreter. 

This  interpreter  also  got  a  free  ride 
to  Moscow  according  to  Sherwood.  On 
the  evening  of  May  26,  Sherwood 
writes — page  887: 

The  first  meeting  in  the  Kremlin  was  at 
8  p.  m.  Present  were:  Stalin,  Molotov,  and 
Pavlov  and  Hopkins,  Harriman  and  Bohlen. 

According  to  Sherwood  who  obtained 
the  minutes  of  this  conference.  Hopkins 
and  Stalin  saw  eye  to  eye  on  selling 
Poland  down  the  river.    Sherwood  said: 

Mr.  Hopkins  stated  that  the  United  States 
would  desire  a  Poland  friendly  to  the  Soviet 
Union  and  in  fact  desired  to  see  friendly 
countries  all  along  the  Soviet  borders. 

In  1953,  we  know  that  Hopkins'  desire 
was  more  than  granted. 

But  8  years  later  we  find  Bohlen  in  his 
appearance  before  the  Senate  Far^gn. 
Relations  Committee  coming  up  with  a 
brand  new  interpretation  of  the  rather 
simple  word  "friendly." 
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Last  week  Bohlen  said: 

The  R\U8ian  word  "friendly''  does  not 
mean  what  we  naean.  It  1b  not  a  question  of 
difference  In  language.  Senator,  It  la  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Rximiana,  aa  eventa  have  ahown. 
that  anything  that  la  not  subservient  to 
them  la  not  friendly. 

But  search  as  we  will,  we  shall  not  find 
Bohlen  worrying  «bout  that  fatal  word 
"friendly"  in  1945  at  a  conference  which 
he  himself  suggested. 

Long  before  Bohlen  appeared  before 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  to 
quarrel  with  the  dictionary,  history  has 
shown  tlie  damage  was  done.  Ask  the 
millions  of  suffering  human  beings  in 
Poland.  Bulgaria,  Rumania.  China,  and 
other  nations. 

While  we  are  on  this  word  "friendly", 
let  us  take  a  look  at  how  the  Russian 
Foreign  Office  interpreted  the  word  as 
far  as  Bohlen  is  concerned. 

I  have  in  my  office  the  affidavit  of  Igor 
Bogolepov,  for  20  years  an  official  of  the 
Soviet  Foreign  Office.  Bogolepov  fled 
the  Russian  dictatorship  during  the  war 
and  has  testified  many  times  before  con- 
gressional committees  and  military 
agencies  since  he  arrived  here  last  year. 

As  Councilor  of  the  Soviet  Foreign 
Office,  Bogolepov  had  access  to  top  secret 
Russian  information  files  and  read 
Bohlen's  secret  reports  when  the  latter 
was  in  Moscow  between  1939-41. 

Bogolepov  states: 

The  secret  correspondence  of  the  American 
Embassy  in  Moscow  was  photostated  and 
was  available  in  the  Soviet  Foreign  Office 
and  it  is  In  this  way  I  remember  having  read 
some  of  the  reports  signed  by  Mr.  Charles 
Bohlen  and  sent  to  the  State  Department 
In  Washington. 

It  became  known  to  me  that  of  all  the 
senior  personnel  in  the  United  States  Em- 
bassy in  Moscow,  only  one  person,  Ambas- 
sador Laurence  Stelnhardt,  was  listed  as 
neutral  and  one  person,  Loy  Henderson,  was 
listed  as  hostile  by  Soviet  authorities.  The 
rest  of  the  officers  of  the  Embassy,  including 
Charles  Bohlen,  were  evidently  considered 
friendly. 

Bogolepov  further  states: 

It  must  be  noted  that  all  foreign  diplomats 
in  Moscow  in  my  time  were  divided  Into 
three  categories:  hostile,  neutral,  and 
friendly. 

^elng  friendly  did  not  mean  that  a  person 
was  necessarily  a  Soviet  agent  or  connected 
with  the  Soviet  Secret  Service  and  I  wish  to 
make  that  point  perfectly  clear. 

But  we  must  consider  that  when  the  name 
of  an  alien  appeared  on  the  list  as  a  friendly 
person,  it  could  mean  that  he  might  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Soviet  Secret  Service  as  a  pos- 
sible soiirce  of  Information  and  as  a  channel 
for  the  infiltration  of  inaccurate  Information 
concerning  the  Soviet  Union  Into  the  West- 
ern World. 

That  is  the  other  definition  of 
"friendly,"  and  Bohlen  was  considered 
by  Moscow  to  be  "friendly." 

I  wonder  how  the  interpreter  Bohlen 
Interprets  that. 

There  are  many  contradictions  sur- 
rounding this  nomination. 

One  of  the  puzzling  contradictions  in- 
volved is  the  question  of  whether  the  job 
of  Ambassador  to  Moscow  is  important. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Tatt] 
apparently  feels  that  the  job  is  rela- 
tively unimportant.  I  understand  he 
got  this  impression  partly  from  that  part 
of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dulles  which  was 


deleted  from  the  printed  record.  Why 
It  was  deleted  I  do  not  know. 

However,  in  that  part  of  the  record 
which  was  not  deleted  and  appears  in 
printed  form,  the  following  is  found: 

Question  by  Senator  Httmphbit:  Mr.  Sec- 
retary, in  reference  to  your  evaluation  of 
the  Embassy  post  In  Moscow,  do  you  call 
that  an  important  assignment? 

Answer  by  Secretary  Dulles:  I  consider 
that  it  is  one  of  the  most  Important  assign- 
ments that  we  have. 

Again,  on  page  103  of  the  same  report, 
Dulles  says: 

The  only  persons  we  could  think  of  who 
wt.s  qualified  to  play  that  role  which  might 
be  extremely  important  and  might  affect  the 
welfare  and  the  security  of  the  United  States 
and  world  peace  was  Mr.  Bohlen. 

The  average  American  would  say  he 
considers  this  post  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant in  our  whole  diplomatic  service. 
With  this  I  agree. 

In  the  year  1953  the  scales  of  freedom 
versus  slavery  are  delicately  balanced. 
An  intelligent  Ambassador  in  Moscow 
who  has  a  record  of  facing  up  to  the 
Soviets  would  be  worth  his  weight  in 
gold.  But  he  who  helped  abandon  mil- 
lions of  people  to  the  Soviet  tyrants  at 
Tehran.  Yalta,  and  Potsdam  does  not 
belong  in  our  Embassy  in  Moscow  rep- 
resenting the  United  States. 

On  another  point.  I  feel  that  our  Sec- 
retary of  State  is  completely  misin- 
formed on  Bohlen's  usefulness  as  an  ex- 
pert on  communism. 

Mr.  Dulles  told  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  on  page  103  of  the  report 
that  he  favored  Bohlen's  appointment  to 
Moscow  on  the  grounds  of  "his  unique 
capacity  to  understand  Soviet  commu- 
nism." 

But  three  pages  later  we  find  the  fol- 
lowing exchange: 

Senator  Puubright.  I  was  curious  when 
you  said  that  you  disagreed  with  certain 
policies  with  which  Mr.  Bohlen  has  been 
Identified,  as  to  what,  in  particular,  you  had 
in  mind.  I  suppose  you  referred  to  political 
policy  and  that  you  questioned  whether  he 
should  be  in  a  policymau.ing  pxisltion? 

Secretary  Dtjules.  Well,  I  think  he  has  in 
the  past  been  identified  with  what  I  would 
call  and  have  called  the  containment  policy. 

Containment  is  a  big  word  which  grew 
out  of  the  Groton  vocabulary  of  the 
Hiss-Acheson  gang. 

In  terms  of  reality,  containment  was 
the  pMDlicy  that  delivered  millions  of  free 
men  and  women  to  serfdom  and  death. 

I  am  willing  to  accept  Mr.  Dulles' 
statement  that  Bohlen  subscribed  to  this 
ruinous  containment  policy  of  Acheson. 
Lat'^imore,  and  Hiss. 

But  does  this  mean  that  Bohlen  has  a 
"unique  capacity,"  to  use  Mr.  Dulles' 
words  to  "understand  Soviet  commu- 
nism"? 

Did  Bohlen  have  a  "unique  capacity" 
to  understand  Soviet  communism  back 
in  1945  when  he  played  a  part  in  the 
sellout  of  Poland,  China,  and  other 
nations? 

Another  Secretary  of  State,  Cordell 
Hull,  in  his  book.  Memoirs,  foresaw  this 
"containment"  policy  as  far  back  as  the 
fall  of  1944. 

In  his  book,  on  page  1459,  Hull  said 
that  at  that  time.  9  years  ago.  the  State 
Department  was  "beginning  to  get  indi- 
cations that  the  Russians  were  about  to 


drive  hard  bargains  In  their  armistice 
agreements  with  Hungary.  Bulgaria  and 
Rumania  which  would  give  them  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  control  over  those 
countries." 

Hull  also  said  that  In  1944  the  year  be- 
fore Yalta,  he  cabled  Harriman  in  Mos- 
cow warnings  along  this  line  and  "raised 
most  serious  doubts  with  regard  to  fu- 
ture long-range  Soviet  policy." 

•Despite  those  warnings.  Harriman  and 
Bohlen  took  part  in  the  Yalta  Conference 
6  months  later  and  meekly  agreed  to  the 
most  tragic  destruction  of  friendly  na- 
tions in  the  history  of  American  diplo- 
macy. 

Three  months  later,  in  Moscow.  Hop- 
kins, accompanied  by  Bohlen,  sat  down 
with  Stalin  and  reaffirmed  the  surrender 
of  Poland  to  the  Soviet  dictatorship. 

This  "unique  capacity,"  of  which  Mr. 
Dulles  speaks  in  regard  to  his  nominee 
Bohlen,  was  not  supported  by  a  great 
American  diplomat,  Arthur  Bliss  Lane, 
former  Ambassador  to  Poland. 

In  his  book  I  Saw  Poland  Betrayed. 
Lane  writes,  on  page  80,  of  his  reaction 
when  he  first  saw  the  Yalta  agreement: 

As  I  glanced  over  it.  I  could  not  Ijelieve  my 
eyes.  To  me,  almost  every  line  spoke  of  a 
surrender  to  Stalin. 

Our  former  Ambassador  to  Poland, 
who  resigned  and  came  home,  also  had 
no  illusions  as  to  the  important  p>eople 
involved  in  the  betrayal  at  Yalta.  On 
page  79  of  the  same  book.  Lane  states 
that  among  Stettinius'  principal  advisers 
at  Yalta  were  H.  FYeeman  Matthews  and 
Charles  E.  Bohlen. 

I  cannot  ignore  tho&c  words  of  a  vet- 
eran dipomat  who  was  on  the  scene  and 
who  knew  then  that  Bohlen  was  not  just 
an  interpreter. 

This  is  only  part  of  the  record. 

This  record  comes  from  the  mouths 
and  from  the  statements  not  alone  of 
Republicans,  but  from  such  faithful  New 
Dealers  as  Hopkins  and  Sherwood,  as 
well  as  Stettinius  and  others. 

It  is  an  ugly  record  of  the  great  be- 
trayal. 

On  the  basis  of  this  record,  whatever 
else  may  happen,  Bohlen's  name  should 
be  rejected. 

In  these  grim  days  when  we  battle  for 
survival— when  we  fight  for  life  itself— 
we  can  ill  afford  ambassadors  who  re- 
treat before  the  enemy.  Nowhere  in 
Bohlen's  history  do  we  find  even  a  scin- 
tilla of  evidence  that  he  ever  stood  up 
and  fought  international  communism. 

This  Nation  cannot  afford  to  place  in 
a  position  of  power  a  man  who  is  either 
so  blind  that  he  cannot  recognize  the 
enemy  or  who  for  reasons  of  expediency 
or  cowardice  falls  to  measure  up  to  his 
job. 

I  would  like  to  quote  from  the  book  of 
William  C.  Bullitt,  who  also  went  to  Mos- 
cow, who  came  back  from  his  mission 
a  wise  and  thoughtful  man.    He  said: 

We  have  little  time.  "After  the  event  even 
a  fool  is  wise."  wrote  Homer  in  the  Iliad. 
On  all  the  statesmen  and  peoples  of  the 
world,  but  especially  on  us.  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  there  is  today  a  terrible 
obligation  to  be  wise  before  the  event.  Af- 
ter the  next  world  war  •  •  •  there  may  be 
no  after. 

Those  are  thoughtful  words.  We  must 
weigh  them  well. 
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Today  we  want  no  part  of  a  man  who 
was  part  of  the  Acheson  betrayal  team. 
We  want  no  part  of  this  "chip"  off  the 
old  block  of  Yalta. 

Aside  from  the  fact  that  Bohlen  can 
speak  Russian.  I  can  find  no  reaaon  why 
he  should  be  sent  to  Moscow  to  represent 
Americans.  The  reason,  simply  stated. 
why  he  should  not  be  sent  to  Moscow  is 
that  he  has  always  been  a  very  wilUng, 
enthusiastic,  and  active  part  and  parcel 
of  the  Acheson-Vincent-Lattimore-Serv- 
ice  clique  which  was  overwhelmingly  re- 
jected by  31  million  Americans  last  fall. 
The  Republicans  are  in  control  of  the 
Senate  because  In  November  the  voters 
repudiated  the  Acheson-Hiss  sellout  of 
America.  In  November  31.000.000  people 
told  us  to  clean  house.  That  meant  to 
get  rid  of  Acheson's  lieutenants,  includ- 
ing the  Bohlens. 

I  should  add.  however,  that  I  hare  no 
hope  that  Bohlen  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  President,  we  face  an  unusual  sit- 
uation in  the  Senate  today.  Today 
those  who  are  loudest  in  their  praise  of 
Bohlen  are  those  who  have  never  been 
able  to  find  anything  wrong  with  the 
Acheson  foreign  policy,  nor  could  they 
find  anything  good  about  Eisenhower's 
policies,  when  Eisenhower  ran  for  elec- 
tion last  fall.  The  more  left  wing  the 
Truman  Democrat,  the  greater  seems  to 
be  hLs  love  for  Bohlen.  I  am  not  refer- 
nntj  to  the  very  able  Democrats  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle,  but  I  am  referring 
to  the  left-wing  Truman  Democrats.  If 
they  loved  Acheson,  they  must  love 
Bohlen.  If  they  loved  Stevenson  and 
Truman,  they  must  love  Bohlen.  It  Is 
clear,  therefore,  that  every  Tnmaan 
Democrat,  down  to  the  very  last  man. 
will  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  Bohlen's 
nomination. 

Unfortunately,  a  sizable  number  of 
the  pood  Democrats,  as  distinct  from  the 
Truman  Democrats,  will  also  vote  for 
him  for  the  same  reason  that  a  great 
many  of  my  Republican  colleagues  will 
vote  for  Bohlen — namely,  because  they 
apparently  feel  that  we  should  not  reject 
a  nominee  of  the  new  President  at  this 
early  date. 

This  picture  leaves  me  deeply  dis- 
turbed. 

We  Senators,  upon  whose  shoulders 
rests  a  tremendous  responsibility,  are 
about  to  make  a  very,  very  grievous  mis- 
take which  many  of  us  will  live  to  regret. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  .Senator  jneld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMr.  Sal- 
TONSTALL  In  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Earlier  this  after- 
noon there  was  a  colloquy  between  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  with  respect  to  a 
very  distinguished  committee  of  career 

diplomats  about  a  supposedly 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois,  when  he  refers  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  to  state  whether 
he  is  speaking  of  the  senior  or  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  because  it  hap- 
pens that  I  differ  very  strongly  with  my 
respected  colleague,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin   I  Mr.  Wilby].    I  hope 


the  Senator  will  make  clear  to  which 
Senator  from  >X^sconsin  he  is  referring. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  express  my  deep 
regret  I  refer  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  the 
very  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

The  question  arose  because  the  testi- 
mony bef  (x-e  the  comaiittee  and  becatise 
a  statement  made  in  the  record  of  the 
committee  was  to  the  effect  that  a  com- 
mittee consisting  of  Hugh  Gibson.  Nor- 
man Armour,  and  Joseph  Grew,  all  of 
whom  are  well  known  to  the  country 
and  to  the  Congress,  and  all  of  whom 
are  well  known  in  diplomatic  circles,  con- 
curred unanimously  in  the  nomination 
of  Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador  to  Moscow. 
I  suppose  there  was  some  question  as  to 
the  authentic  nature  of  the  information 
which  was  recited  by  the  distinguished 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate 
I  Mr.  Bridges]  in  his  speech  a  little  while 
ago  because  he  said  he  had  talked  to 
Mr.  Hugh  Gibson  through  an  inter- 
mediary. Mr.  Gibson's  lawyer,  Mr. 
SchwsLrlz 

Frankly,  I  talked  to  Mr.  Hugh  Gib.son 
within  the  last  30  minutes.  If  anyone 
wishes  to  do  so.  he  can  locate  Mr.  Gib- 
son at  the  Mayltower  Hotel,  apartment 
527.  He  was  in  the  hands  of  a  physi- 
cian when  I  called  him.  but  he  thought 
the  matter  was  of  sufficient  importance 
to  come  to  the  telephone  himself. 

I  have  known  Hugh  Gibson  for  a  long 
time.  He  now  says  he  did  not  desire 
to  put  the  Secretary  of  State  in  a  bad 
hght  or  to  reflect  upon  his  good  faith. 
because  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that 
he  probably  has  been  so  busy  and  has 
been  so  beset  by  people  that  it  would 
have  been  strange  indeed  if  he  had  not 
forgotten  some  of  the  things  that  prob- 
ably were  not  noted  at  the  time,  par- 
ticularly if  they  happened  several  months 
ago. 

Mr.  Gibson  stated — and  I  asked  him 
whether  I  might  make  this  statement  on 
the  floor— that  he  had  actually  met  Mr. 
Bohlen  once  and  had  shaken  hands  with 
him  once ;  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  he. 
Mr.  Grew,  and  Mr.  Armour  were  not 
asked  to  pass  upon  Mr.  Bohlen;  and  that 
it  might  have  been  an  impertinence  had 
they  volunteered  any  information  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Bohlen. 

He  said  it  had  been  made  pladn  to 
them  that  their  opinions  had  been  sought 
with  respect  to  the  posts  at  Bonn,  Ma- 
drid. Rome,  and  one  or  two  other  cap- 
itals; but  in  the  instant  case,  namely, 
the  vacancy  at  Moscow,  they  were  not 
actually  asked,  so  he  had  made  no  rec- 
ommeiklation  whatsoever.  He  could  not 
speak  for  Mr.  Norman  Armour,  and  he 
did  not  undertake  to  speak  for  Mr.  Jo- 
seph Grew. 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  a  very  im- 
portant item,  because,  knowing  Mr.  Gib- 
son as  I  do,  and  as  I  think  other  Senators 
do,  I  would  attach  extraordinary  weight 
to  testimony  of  that  kind,  and  it  would 
be  persuasive  upon  me  in  voting  upon 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bcdilen. 

Frankly,  I  find  myself  in  an  uncer- 
tain frame  of  mind  at  the  moment.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  matter  definitely 
ought  to  be  cleared.  Mr.  Grew  is  in 
the  country  and,  if  Mr.  Norman  Armour 
is  in  the  country,  we  ought  to  ascertain 
beyond  all  doubt  what  their  opinions 


and  viewpoints  are.  I  have  ascertained 
for  myself  the  attitude  and  viewpoint 
of  Mr.  Gibson,  because  he  is  availaWe. 
even  though  he  is  under  the  care  of  a 
physician  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAl«D.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  IHRKSEN.    I  have  not  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
tlie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California?       

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  on  condi- 
tion that  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  EJ^OWLAND.  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant that  this  matter  be  clarified, 
and  that  we  take  a  minute  or  two  on  the 
floor  to  do  so. 

As  I  understand,  one  of  the  fh*st  ques- 
tions which  was  raised  by  the  distin- 
guished President  pro  tempore,  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
arose  when  he  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  the  statement  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee there  had  been  certain  information 
regarding  a  committee  of  three.  While 
I  am  sure  that  no  reflection  was  being 
cast  upon  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant at  this  time  that  we  read  into 
the  Record  from  page  103  of  the  hear- 
ings the  following  testimony  by  Mr.  Dul- 
les: 

The  suggestion  that  he  might  be  appointed 
was  submitted  to  a  group  oi  three  extremely 
distinguished  former  members  of  the  For- 
eign Service,  one  of  whom  was  Mr.  Josepb 
Grew — all  oi  them,  I  believe,  Republicans— 
and  of  long  Foieign  Service  tradition,  and. 
who  commanded  the  respect  of  the  Foreign. 
Service,  and  I  believe  command  the  respect 
of  this  committee  and  of  the  Senate,  to  ad- 
vise with  respect  to  prospective  appoint- 
ments. 

They  unanimously  concurred  In  the  view 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  uniquely  qualified  for 
this  particular  position. 

We  furthermore  knew  that  as  recently  as 
1951.  2  years  ago,  the  Senate  had  unanimously 
confirmed  Mr.  Bohlen  for  a  very  high  policy- 
making post,  namely  that  of  counselor. 

In  sequence  I  wished  to  place  that  in 
the  Record  to  show  that  there  was  ample 
justification  for  the  speech  made  by  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  for  he  certainly 
would  not  knowingly  mldead  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Immediately  when  this  colloquy  took 
place  on  the  floor  I  went  to  the  telephone 
and  called  the  Department  of  State.  I 
personally  talked  with  Mr.  Dulles,  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  said  to  him,  "This 
difference  of  opinion  has  arisen  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  during  the  debate." 
I  said.  "The  stat^nent  was  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Ham- 
shire  that  he  had  talked  with  a  man  who. 
I  believe,  was  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Gib- 
son, and  who  had  reported  that  Mr. 
Gibson  bad  not  concurred  in  any  such 
recommendation." 

I  said,  "I  think  It  is  extremely  impor- 
tant that  the  record  be  carefully  checked, 
because  it  Is  entirely  possible  that  the 
committee  of  three  may  have  met.  There 
may  have  been  a  situation  m  which  Mr. 
Gibson  was  taken  ill.  as  samctimies  hap- 
pens even  in  a  committee  of  the  Senate 
He  may  have  authorized  his  associates 
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to  go  ahead  and  conduct  some  investiga- 
tions, and  perhaps  only  two  of  them  con- 
curred In  this  endorsement." 

I  said.  "There  may  have  been  a  per- 
fectly honest  mistake  made." 

Mr.  Dulles  said  to  me,  "I  am  quite  cer- 
tain that  I  have  seen  a  letter  which  was 
signed  by  the  three  gentlemen  referred 
to.  The  information.  I  believe,  is  classi- 
fied as  to  all  their  recommendations,  but 
I  will  examine  it  and  I  will  call  you 
back." 

He  called  me  back.  He  said.  "I  have 
the  letter  before  me.  It  is  signed  by  the 
three  persons  referred  to,  and  I  will  send 
it  to  you." 

I  hold  the  letter  in  my  hand.  It  is  on 
the  ofBcial  stationery  of  the  Department 
of  State.  It  is  dated  January  29.  1953. 
It  is  a  memorandimi  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  from  Messrs.  Grew.  Gibson, 
and  Armour.  At  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
in  ink.  are  what  purport  to  be  the  sig- 
natures of  the  three  gentlemen  referred 
to.  I  am  not  personally  familiar  with 
the  signatures  of  those  three  gentlemen, 
but  the  memorandum  is  signed  Joseph  C. 
Grew.  Hugh  Gibson,  and  Norman  Ar- 
mour. 

In  it  they  make  certain  recommenda- 
tions with  respect  to  various  posts,  which 
information,  as  I  say.  I  am  not  at  liberty 
to  place  in  the  Rxcord,  as  the  Senate 
will.  I  think,  fully  imderstand  and  ap- 
preciate. 

Attached  to  the  memorandum  is  a  long 
list  of  diplomatic  posts.  When  we  turn 
to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
there  appears  the  name  of  Charles 
Bohlen. 

'How  this  misunderstanding  has  de- 
veloped I  do  not  know,  but  I  do  say  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  was  amply  Justified  in  mak- 
ing the  statement  which  he  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  I  believe,  in  the 
light  of  this  evidence,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  good  faith  made  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  I  could  not  believe 
that  Mr.  Dulles  would  knowingly  make  a 
misstatement  to  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and,  by  so  doing,  deceive  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Certainly,  based  upon  this  information, 
Mr.  Dulles  was  amply  justified  in  testi- 
fjring  the  way  he  did,  and  the  Chairman 
of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  was 
amply  Justified  in  making  the  speech  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  which  he  made. 

I  agreed  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
TMr.  WiLXXKl  that  I  would  not  trespass 
upon  his  time,  but  I  thought  this  matter 
was  of  such  importance  that  I  should 
take  the  responsibility  of  trying  to  clar- 
ify the  matter  so  far  as  it  could  be  clari- 
fled.  I  have  gone  to  the  highest  author- 
ity. I  have  presented  the  facts  as  they 
appeared  to  be. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield,  if  he 
has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] still  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
I  did  promise  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Weucu]  that  I  would  jrield  the 
floor  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Frankly,  I  do  not  wish 
unnecessarily  to  labor  the  point  involved 
here,  but,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so. 


I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  California  whether  Mr. 
Bohlen's  name  actually  appears  in  the 
letter  itself,  rather  than  in  a  printed 
attached  memorandum. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  his  name  apj)ears  on  the 
attached  memorandum,  but  the  letter 
itself  refers  to  the  attached  memoran- 
dum. A  great  number  of  diplomatic 
posts  appear  on  the  list,  some  of  which 
have  been  filled  and  some  of  which  have 
not  yet  been  filled. 

Mr.  President,  I  also  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  (K>int  as  a 
part  of  my  remarlcs.  without  reading,  an 
article  entitled  "Grew  Supports  Conflr- 
mation  of  Bohlen  as  Ambassador,"  writ- 
ten by  Edward  P.  Ryan  and  published 
in  the  Washington  Post  of  March  15, 
1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Guw  Supports  CoNnuMATioN  or  Bohlkn  as 

Ambassador 

(By  Edward  F.  Ryan) 

Former  Under  Secretary  of  State  Joseph  C. 
Grew,  In  a  letter  to  Senator  Homer  Ferguson 
(Republican.  Michigan),  has  urged  approval 
of  Charles  (Chip)  Bohlen  as  United  States 
Ambassador  to  Russia  on  the  ground  that 
he  Is  the  best  possible  man  to  have  In  Mos- 
cow at  this  critical  time. 

"He  knows  the  Russians  well  and  speaks 
the  language  thoroughly."  Grew  wrote.  "I 
think  we  would  make  a  great  mistake  to 
deprive  ourselves  of  his  expert  service  at  this 
Juncture,  no  matter  what  phases  his  think- 
ing may  have  passed  through  In  light  of 
other  circumstances  and  other  conditions  In 
times  past. 

"There  Is  no  shadow  of  doubt  In  my  mind 
that  he  Is  the  right  man  and  the  best  man 
for  the  Job  Just  now." 

Grew's  letter,  written  Friday,  was  released 
yesterday  with  Senator  Ferguson's  consent  In 
the  midst  of  a  sharp  Republican  scuffle  over 
President  Elsenhower's  nomination  of  Bohlen 
to  the  Moscow  post.  Bohlen  Is  slated  to  re- 
turn for  further  questioning  by  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Conunlttee  Tuesday.  Fer- 
guson said  he  wants  to  question  Bohlen  fur- 
ther about  his  participation  In  the  Yalta 
Conference,  where  he  served  as  a  Russian - 
language  Interpreter  for  President  Roosevelt. 

PnousoN  emphasized  he  has  taken  no  posi- 
tion up  to  now  on  the  Bohlen  nomination. 

Bohlen,  counselor  of  the  State  Department 
and  one  of  Its  leading  experts  on  Russia,  has 
been  criticized  by  some  Republican  Senators, 
notably  Styles  BRmccs  of  New  Hampshire 
and  JosRFH  R.  McCarthy  of  Wisconsin,  on 
the  ground  that  his  association  with  former 
Secretary  of  State  Dean  Acheson  made  him 
a  defender  of  the  Democratic  administra- 
tion's foreign  policies.  Bridges  reported  some 
high  officials  in  the  Elsenhower  administra- 
tion have  been  urged  to  persuade  the  Presi- 
dent to  withdraw  the  nomination.  But  he 
Indicated  yesterday  he  would  make  no  such 
recommendation  to  Mr.  Elsenhower  at  Mon- 
day's White  House  meeting  of  congressional 
leaders  unless  asked  for  his  views. 

Majority  Leader  Robert  A.  Taft  of  Ohio, 
who  has  supported  the  Bohlen  nomination 
from  the  outset,  said  he  wouldn't  raise  the 
question  of  withdrawing  it  In  the  Monday 
conference  with  Mr.  Elsenhower. 

Fzrguson  sal4  he  feels  the  State  Depart- 
ment should  reclassify  a  "top  secret"  text 
of  a  message  sent  In  1944  to  President  Roose- 
velt BO  that  Bohlen  can  be  quizzed  about  It. 
The  message  was  sent  from  Moscow,  IDecem- 
ber  14.  1944,  by  W.  AvereU  Harrlman,  then 
Ambassador  to  Russia. 

Grew's  letter  to  Fergttson  also  undertook 
to  remove  the  Impression  given  In  a  passage 


in  the  diary  of  the  late  Defense  Secretary 
James  V.  Forrestal  that  Bohlen  was  one  of 
a  group  which  opposed  ending  the  war  with 
Japan  before  Russia  could  get  into  the  war  in 
the  Pacific. 

His  letter  called  Fkrouson's  attention  to 
a  chapter  in  Grew's  booK.  Turbulent  Bra, 
dealing  with  the  surrender  of  Japan. 

The  cited  chapter  described  Grew's  effort* 
as  Acting  Secretary  of  State  in  May  1945  to 
persuade  President  Trun\an  to  issue  a  state- 
ment then  that  would  encourage  the  Japa- 
nese to  quit  fighting  by  assuring  them  they 
could  surrender  and  retain  their  Kmperor. 

In  answer  to  a  specific  question  from 
Ferguson,  Grew  said  he  bad  no  recollection 
of  Bohlen  ever  opposing  a  surrender  invita- 
tion to  Japan  before  Russia  could  enter  the 
Pacific  war. 

Forrestal  In  his  diary  entry  for  July  8.  1945, 
wrote  that  Grew  was  afraid  that  the  pro- 
posed Presidential  message  to  Japan  "would 
be  ditched  on  the  way  over  to  the  Potsdam 
Conference  by  people  who  accompany  the 
President— Bohlen  among  others — who  re- 
flect the  view  that  we  cannot  afford  to  bold 
out  any  clarification  of  the  terms  to  Japan 
which  could  be  construed  as  a  desire  to  get 
the  Japanese  war  over  with  before  Russia  baa 
an   opportunity  to  enter." 

Last  night  Grew  had  this  to  say  In  addi- 
tion to  his  letter  to  Ferguson: 

"A  careful  reading  of  Forreatal's  comment 
(on  page  74  of  his  diaries)  would  indicate 
that  the  comment  about  Bohlen,  which  la 
between  dashes,  might  well  have  been  a  side 
comment  on  the  part  of  Forrestal  hlmaelf, 
not  necesarlly  attributed  to  me.  Certainly 
I  have  no  recollection  of  having  mentioned 
Bohlen's  name  In  that  connection." 

In  his  letter  to  Fercusom,  Bohlen  sxun- 
marlzed  the  issue  raised  by  the  Forrestal 
diary  this  way:  "It  is  quite  possible  that  I 
expressed  to  Forrestal  my  fear  that  the  pro- 
posed Potsdam  Proclamation  to  Japan  would 
be  ditched  by  people  who  accompanied  the 
President  to  the  Potsdam  Conference.  I 
have  no  recollection  whatever  of  having 
mentioned  Bohlen  in  this  connection. 
Frankly.  I  do  not  now  remember  •  •  •  just 
what  position  Bohlen  took  on  the  point  at 
Issue.  Bohlen  was  formerly  a  member  of  my 
staff  at  Tokyo  (when  Grew  was  Ambaaaador) 
and  I  had  and  have  a  very  high  opinion  of 
his  ability." 

Mr  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield;  but,  first  let  me  suggest  that  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  a  fairly 
good  security  risk,  and  I  think  he  should 
be  allowed  to  see  the  letter,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  question  about  it. 

Mr  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin is  suggesting  that  my  veracity 
should  be  questioned  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  frcm 
Wisconsin  that  this  is  the  first  time  that 
has  happened.  I  happen  to  be  acting 
as  majority  leader.  I  am  serving  as 
chairman  of  the  Republican  Policy  Com- 
mittee, and  I  would  not  misrepresent  to 
the  Senate  the  facts  which  I  have  en- 
deavored in  all  conscience  to  obtain,  and 
which  I  have  presented  to  the  Senate  in 
order  to  clear  what  may  have  been  a 
very  honest  difference  of  opinion.  If  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  thinks  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  verify  what  I  have  told  the  Senate, 
he  is  welcome  to  do  so.  However.  I 
undertook  the  responsibility  of  assuring 
Mr.  Dulles  that  this  information  would 
be  treated  as  security  information;  but, 
of  course,  if  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  any  doubt  as  to  what  I  have  said,  or 
if  any  other  Senator  has  any  doubt.  I 
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shall  be  glad  to  allow  such  Senators  to 
examine  the  Infomatkm  In  my  poases- 

sion. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
friend  from  WlaeoiTsta  yield  to  me7 

Mr.  McCARTHT.  I  shaQ  be  glad  to 
yield  in  ■  moBieiifl, 

The  Senator  irmm  CUKomte  need  not 
become  so  exctt«d.  Ttote  Is  a  matter  of 
frrpat  Importance.  The-  Senator  twtm 
CaUfof n»a  has  a  letter.  I  bave  no  Idea 
what  is  in  the  letter.  I  do  not  dovbt 
that  the  Senator  froas  CaMforala  has 
told  ua  the  tmth.  There  ean  be 
no  qucsUon  about  that.  I  have  great 
respect  foe  the  Senator  from  California. 
I  think  he  Is  a«e  of  o«r  most  aWc  Sen- 
ators. 

Nevertheless,  we  have  a  conflicting 
picture,  one  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  says  that  three  men  unanimously 
endorsed  Mr.  Bohlen.  One  of  the  three 
talked  wKh  the  Senator  from  IWnois 
[Mr.  DnncsaNl  and  said,  "That  Is  not 
true."  under  the  circumstances,  while 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever  about  what 
the  Senator  from  California  has  said.  I 
can  see  no  reason  on  earth  why  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  should  not  know  all 
about  what  is  in  the  letter,  so  that  we 
may  have  the  entire  picture. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yleld^ 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  utmost  resp>ect  for  and  confidence  In 
the  Senator  from  CalifomlB.  I  have  no 
desire  to  see  the  letter.  I  am  only  too 
delighted  to  take  his  word  for  it.  But 
here  is  a  rather  interesting  eonfiict 
which  scmewhDw  brines  In  aU  the  as- 
pects of  a  mystery  thriller. 

I  talked  with  Hugh  Gibson  30  minutes 
ago  in  bis  apartmeni  at  the  Mayflower 
HoteL  in  all  grace  and  kindliness  he 
dLsclaiaaed  tivii  be  ever  eoBcainred  in  the 
recommciidatioo.  At  the  same  time  he 
expreaaed  his  conplete  good  faith  in  the 
Secretary  of  State:  So  do  L  The  Sec- 
retary of  State  is  a  much  harassed  man. 
'  ith  a  very  difficult  Job  at  the  present 
time.  Ob  the  other  hand,  we  have  a 
very  sharp  eonfUct  ol  testimony.  It  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  question  should  be 
resolved  and  that  we  oushi  to  know  just 
exactly  what  the  situation  is^  So  I  find 
myself  in  a  frame  of  douiot  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  It  i&  a  matter  of  transfendent 
importance. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  one  .of  those  who 
traveled  over  the  country  and  addressed 
great  gatherings  of  people  in  the  inter- 
est of  party  victary.  b^abored  the  Yalta 
agreement,  addressed  myself  assiduously 
to  the  1  JOO-page  document  known  as  the 
China  white  paper,  and  sought  always 
to  gain  authentic  infomaUon  for  the 
edification  and  persuasion,  of  the  people 
of  the  united  States  in  an  hour  of  polit- 
ical contest. 

I  seek  light  on  this  suh^t.  I  want  to 
be  sure  that  the  man  who  i&  to  repres^it 
us  at  Moscow  is  one  in  whom  the  people 
of  the  Nation  and  the  Senate  can  have 
abiding  confidence.  After  all.  it  is  our 
responsibility.  He  will  not  go  to  Ntoscow 
unless  we  confirm  his  nomination.  So 
the  final  responsibility  rests  with  this 
body. 

I  think  it  is  rather  unfortunate  that 
this  controversy  should  have  arisen.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  our  friends  on  the 


ether  side  of  the  aisle  are  enjoying  It 
hugely.  (Laughter.!  I  think  the  mat- 
ter shoald  be  amicably  resohred.  On  the 
other  hand,  t  am  determined,  lor  myself, 
to  make  snre  that  I  have  all  the  facts 
before  me  and  that  I  can  justify  what 
I  do  with  at  least  one  segment  of  ttie 
Nation,  consisting  of  about  9  million 
people,  who  are  encompassed  within  the 
boundaries  al  the  great  State  of  Illinois. 
I  have  a  particular  responsibility  to 
ttieni,  and  I  expect  to  fulfill  it  as  best 
I  can. 

Mr.  McCARTHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia if  he  would  describe  more  fully 
Xt.t  contents  of  the  letter  and  state 
whether  he  knows  that  the  memorandimi 
is  a  part  of  the  letter,  and  whether  he 
could  give  us  a  more  complete  picture 
of  the  situation.  As  of  now,  we  know 
there  is  a  letter  which  is  signed  by  Mr. 
Gibson.  We  know  that  he  has  stated 
he  did  not  recommend  Mr.  Bohlen.  I 
want  to  make  sure  that  the  document  is 
a  part  of  the  letter,  by  reference  or 
otherwise.  I  do  not  question  the  word  of 
the  Senator  from  California.  I  merely 
want  to  have  the  complete  picture  of  the 
letter. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Sal- 
TogrsTALL  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  yidd  to  the  Senator 
from  calif omla  for  that  piurpose? 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  All  I  can  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  that  the  inr 
formation  was  turned  over  to  me  under 
the  restrictions  I  mentioned.  I  do  not 
feel  at  liberty  to  detail  any  of  the  para- 
graphs in  the  letter,  because  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  information  in  it  regard- 
ing the  appointment  of  [>otentlal  am- 
bassadors to  various  countries  which 
might  be  of  value  to  someone,  or  might 
be  very  embarrassing  if  some  changes 
were  made. 

All  I  can  say  is  that  the  letter,  which 
is  what  purports  to  be  a  letter  over  the 
signature  of  three  persons,  is  labeled 
"Memorandum  to  the  Secretary.  From 
Messrs.  Grew,  Gibson,  and  Armour."  It 
contains  several  paragraphs,  in  which 
there  are  lists  of  various  people  and 
recommendations.  Attached  to  the  let- 
ter is  a  list  of  a  considerable  number  of 
assignments,  some  of  which,  from  rapid- 
ly going  through  them.  I  recognize  as 
having  already  been  made  since  the  new 
administration  has  taken  office. 

As  I  turn  alphabetically  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  socialist  Republics  the  name 
of  Charles  Bohlen  is  Included  in  this 
rather  long  list  which  I  should  say  in- 
cludes perhaps  30  or  40  assignments. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY".  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  whether,  from  a 
reading  of  the  letter,  he  Is  personally 
convinced — forgetting  now  what  Mr. 
Dulles  told  the  Senator — that  that  doc- 
ument was  attached  to  and  made  a  part 
of  the  correspondence? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  unless  by  deceit  or  fraud  or  other- 
wise one  list  of  names  had  been  delib- 
erately s\)bstitute<I  for  another  list.  I 
believe  that  it  Is  a  part  of  the  letter  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

So  far  as  r  can  see.  the  list  was  not 
stapled  to  the  letter.  The  list  was  not 
Included  In  the  body  of  the  letter.   What 


it  appears  to  be  is  a  Ust  which  I  might 
call  an  appendix,  which  was  sent  along 
presumably  with  the  letter  which  was 
addressed  to  Mr.  Dalies. 

I  cannot  testify  as  to  the  atithentici^ 
of  the  signatmrs.  I  do  not  know 
whether  In  the  operations  of  this  com- 
mittee of  three  they  migiit  have  met  and 
discussed  a  great  many  of  Uiese  things. 
Mr.  Gibson  might  have  become  sick.  He 
might  have  authorized  his  colleagues  to 
act  in  his  stead.  Sometimes  in  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate  a  Senator  will  leave  a 
proxy  with  the  diairman.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  involved  in  this  situa- 
tion. The  only  reason  I  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  the  subject  be  cleared  up 
was  that  it  should  be  made  manifest 
that  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  had  ample  reason  in  his 
speech  to  say  wliat  he  said.  Further- 
more, I  wanted  to  be  sure  that  the  Sen- 
ate clearly  understood  that,  inadvertent- 
ly or  otherwise,  Mr.  Dulles  had  not  made 
a  misstatement  of  fact.  All  I  am  saying 
is  that,  based  on  this  letter  and  the  at» 
tached  memoiandum  which  came  to  Mr. 
Dulles,  he  was  amply  justified  in  testi- 
fying as  he  did  before  the  Committee  on 
For^gn  Relations. 

Insofar  as  one  individual  Senator 
could  do  so.  within  a  matter  of  minutes 
on  the  fJoor  of  the  Senate,  I  have  en- 
deavored to  give  what  I  think  is  the  best 
source  in  order  to  bring  the  facts  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  president,  I  de- 
sire to  make  it  clear  that  I  do  not  at  afl 
question  the  honesty  or  truthfulness  of 
Mr.  Dulles.  I  believe  he  told  the  com- 
mittee tJiat  he  thought  these  three  men 
had  unanimously  endorsed  Mr.  Bcrfilen. 
We  do  have  a  lett«-,  with  a  document 
attached  to  it.  We  do  know  that  many 
of  Mr.  Acheson's  lieutenants  are  still  In 
the  State  Department.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, forgetting  about  his  reliance  upon 
anything  Mr.  Dulles  told  him,  by  looking 
at  the  letter  can  tell  us  that  the  endorse- 
ment of  Bohlen  was  attached  to  the 
letter.  First  of  all.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Gibson  did  not  sign  any  letter  in  which 
Bohlen's  name  was  mentioned. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  secondly,  I  under- 
stand that  he  did  not  sign  any  document. 
Mr.  lOJOWLAND.  Apparently  none  of 
them  did:  but  all  of  them,  Mr.  Grew, 
Mr.  Armour,  and  Mr.  Gibson,  signed  the 
same  letter. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  CouW  the  Senator 
from  California,  without  violating  hfs 
agreement  wtth  Mr.  Ehilles,  read  the  part 
of  the  letter  which  refers  to  the  attached 
docxmront  on  which  Mr.  Bohlen's  name  is 
listed?  If  the  Senator  feels  he  cannot 
do  it  I  win  not  insist. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  would  not 
feel  at  liberty  to  do  so,  because  at  the  top 
In  pencil  Is  Inscribed:  "Secret  Security 
File."  I  would  not  feel  that  I  had  the 
authority  at  this  time  to  read  from  a 
paragraph  of  the  letter.  The  Senator, 
with  his  experience  in  the  Marine  Corps, 
knows,  as  those  of  us  who  served  in  other 
branches  of  the  armed  services  know, 
that  if  a  document  is  classified  all  the 
material  contained  in  It  is  classified. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  one  more  question  of 
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the  Senator  from  California.  In  view 
of  Mr.  Gibson's  statement  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  that  he  did  not  endorse 
Mr.  Bohlen.  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  letter  to  indicate  that 
he  did  endorse  him,  except  the  typewrit- 
ten sheet  attached  to  it,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  apparenUy  Mr.  Dulles  re- 
lied upon  what  he  thought  was  the  unan- 
imous endorsement  of  apparently  three 
outstanding  men,  docs  not  the  Senator 
from  California  believe  that  before  a 
vote  is  taken  on  the  nomination  he 
should  check  to  find  out  whether  Mr. 
Grew  and  the  other  gentlemen  endorsed 
Mr.  Bohlen.  whether  Mr.  Gibson  knows 
about  the  list,  and  what  all  the  circum- 
stances are? 

I  think  It  is  very  important.  As  I  say. 
I  do  not  question  the  Senator's  right  to 
take  the  position  he  has  taken.  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  question  his  interpretation 
of  the  letter.  But  it  has  now  been  es- 
tablished regardless  of  whether  Mr.  Gib- 
son knew  of  the  list  on  which  Mr.  Boh- 
len's  name  appears,  that  Mr.  Gibson  has 
stated.  "I  did  not  endorse  Bohlen." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  Mr.  Dulles,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
or  any  other  responsible  ofBcial  of  the 
State  Department,  receiving  this  letter 
with  the  information  it  contains  and  the 
document  attached  to  it.  would  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  letter 
and  the  document  were  tied  together. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  ask  the 
Senator  a  further  question.  In  view  of 
the  positive  statement  of  Mr.  Gibson  that 
he  did  not  endorse  Mr.  Bohlen,  and  the 
positive  statement  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Dulles  that  Mr.  Gibson  did,  plus  this 
document  which  in  itself  means  noth- 
ing unless  we  can  establish  that  it  was 
originally  attached  to  the  letter,  does  not 
the  Senator  from  California  think  that 
before  a  vote  is  forced — and  I  know  the 
Senator  from  California  can  force  a  vote, 
he  has  the  votes  to  do  it — he  should  as- 
sign himself  the  task  of  contacting 
Joseph  Grew  and  asking  him  about  the 
matter? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  I  am  sure  Mr.  Dulles  will  be  as  in- 
terested in  running  down  this  situation 
as  any  Senator  will  be. 

Speaking  as  one  United  States  Sena- 
tor, let  me  say  that  when  a  nomination 
comes  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  goes  to  the  desk  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  and  bears  the  signa- 
ture "Dwight  D.  Elsenhower,"  I  do  not 
want  to  have  to  call  in  a  handwriting 
expert  to  see  whether  it  is  the  signature 
of  Dwight  Eisenhower.  When  a  letter 
comes  to  the  Senate  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  from  a  responsible  ofBcer 
of  that  Department,  I  do  not  want  to 
have  to  call  in  a  handwriting  expert  to 
determine  whether  a  forgery  has  been 
committed.  U  we  have  so  destroyed  con- 
fidence in  men  who  have  been  selected  to 
hold  high  places  in  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  God  help  us;  God 
help  us  if  that  is  the  basis  upon  which 
we  have  to  operate, 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
galleries.] 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator  from  California 
that  apparently  I  conceive  my  duty  as  a 
Senator  of  the  United  States  in  a  some- 


what different  light  than  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  California.  When  the  Senate 
is  charged  with  the  obligation  of  con- 
firming or  rejecting  the  nomination  of 
a  certain  person,  I  think  we  should  run 
down  all  the  information  about  that  per- 
son we  can  before  we  vote  to  confirm  the 
nomination. 

The  mere  fact  that  Dwight  Eisen- 
hower nominates  Bohlen  does  not.  to 
me,  mean  that  we  should  blindly  confirm 
the  nomination.  If  that  were  true,  there 
would  be  no  reason  for  providing  for 
confirmation  by  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  spoke 
about  getting  a  handwriting  expert.  We 
have  the  positive  testimony  of  a  very 
reputable  man,  Mr.  Gibson,  who  says  he 
had  nothing  to  do  with  approving  the 
nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen.  Mr. 
Gibson  said  he  met  Bohlen  only  once, 
and  that  he  knows  nothing  about  him. 

It  has  been  urged  upon  the  Senate 
that  the  Senate  should  confirm  the  nom- 
ination of  Bohlen  because  Mr.  Gibson 
and  the  other  two  gentlemen  unani- 
mously picked  Bohlen  and  approved 
him.  It  is  now  clear  that  any  such  ap- 
proval was  not  unanimous. 

If  I  were  in  the  position  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  California.  I  would  not  endorse 
Bohlen  and  would  not  vote  for  confirma- 
tion of  his  nomination  until  I  found 
what  was  rotten  in  Denmark  and  as- 
certained whether  a  certain  signature 
was  bad,  and  all  else  about  this  matter. 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  an  incorrect 
attitude  to  take  in  the  case  of  the  nom- 
ination of  a  man  who  would  be  sent  as 
our  Ambassador  to  Moscow,  a  most  re- 
sponsible post — a  man  who  for  26  years 
has  not  once  raised  his  voice  against 
communism. 

I  do  not  think  this  is  a  time  for  levity. 
I  take  my  position  on  this  matter  very 
seriously. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
galleries.! 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  call  for 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  Chair  re- 
spectfully states  that  no  applause  or  in- 
dications of  approval  or  disapproval  are 
allowed  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  California  knows  that  I 
have  not  suggested  that  a  handwriting 
expert  be  called  to  identify  the  signa- 
ture of  Dwight  Eisenhower.  I  cam- 
'  paigned  more  for  Dwight  Eisenhower 
than  perhaps  any  other  Senator  in  this 
Chamber  did.  I  would  campaign  for  him 
again.  I  think  his  batting  average  is  ex- 
tremely high.  I  think  he  will  bring  more 
order  out  of  the  chaos  we  have  had  in  the 
past  than  could  anyone  else  we  have  seen 
for  a  long  time.  However,  when  Dwight 
Eisenhower  nominates  a  man  who  I 
think  is  not  suited  for  appointment.  I 
will  flght  that  nomination  with  all  the 
power  and  strength  I  have;  and  I  hope 
the  Senator  from  California  will  not  in- 
dulge in  levity  about  this  matter. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  not  indulged  in  levity.  I  think  this 
is  a  very  serious  situation.  But  I  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  Sen- 
tors  can  honestly  differ  on  this  floor, 


and  that  Is  a  proper  procedure  In  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

However,  the  interest  in  the  security  of 
our  country  of  Senators  whose  vote  on 
this  matter  may  be  contrary  to  that  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  no  less 
than  his:  an».i  our  devotion  to  our  coun- 
try is  no  less  than  his.  If  we  also  feel 
that  serious  issues  of  policy  are  here  in- 
volved and  if  we  also  feel  that  we  have 
an  obligation  to  develop  the  facts,  I  think 
our  obligation  is  no  less  than  that  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  urge  upon  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, in  whom  I  have  great  confidence 
and  who  I  think  is  one  of  the  most  able 
Members  of  this  body,  that  I  believe  the 
request  I  make  of  him  is  a  reasonable 
one.  namely,  that  he  take  it  upon  him- 
self to  check  with  the  other  two  members 
of  the  three-man  committee,  and  find 
out  what  they  have  to  say  about  this 
nomination.  I  think  we  should  know 
that  before  we  vote  on  the  question  of 
confirmation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  ■  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  yield  to  me.  In  order  that  I 
may  ask  several  questions  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  California,  if  it  is  understood 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  not 
thereby  lose  the  floor? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  With  that  under- 
standing. I  am  glad  to  yield,  of  course. 

Mr  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  ask  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  California, 
several  questions  by  way  of  identifying 
the  incorporation  by  reference,  if  any, 
of  the  memorandum  in  the  body  of  the 
letter.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  California  does  not  feel 
free  to  read  from  the  body  of  the  letter, 
but  I  think  we  can  accomplish  the  same 
objective  and  can  obtain  the  same  In- 
formation for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate 
if  the  Senator  from  California  will  an- 
swer the  following  questions: 

First,  does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia now  state  to  the  Senate  that  in 
the  body  of  the  letter  there  is  a  refer- 
ence, by  the  signatories  •  thereto,  to  a 
memorandum  attached  thereto? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  To  the  best  of  the 
knowledge  and  belief  of  the  Senator 
from  California,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Second,  does  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  now  state  to  the  Sen- 
ate that  in  the  body  of  the  letter  there 
is  language  which  refers  to  the  attached 
memorandum  in  such  form  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Senator  from  California 
the  only  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  the 
letter  is  that  the  signatories  unanimous- 
ly recommend  for  foreign  post  the 
names  of  the  men  appearing  In  the 
memorandum. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  the  way 
the  Senator  from  California  would  in- 
terpret the  letter,  with  the  attached 
document. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Third,  Is  it  now  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia to  the  Senate  that,  on  the  basis 
of  the  language  in  the  body  of  the  letter 
referring  to  the  attached  memorandum 
and  on  the  basis  of  the  list  of  names  on 
the  attached  memorandum,  one  of  which 
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Is  the  name  of  Charles  Bohlen,  assigned 

to  the  amba!;sadorship  of  Russia 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Recommended  for 

it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes.  recommended  for 
the  ambassadorship  to  Russia — Is  it  the 
conclusion  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia that  these  signatories  knowingly 
and  intentionally  endorsed  Charles 
Bohlem  for  the  ambassadorship  to  Rus- 
sia? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  I  would  so 
interpret  it.  If  the  letter  with  the  at- 
tached memorandum  had  come  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  believe  he  would 
.so  interpret  it.  If  the  letter  with  the 
.same  attached  memorandum  came  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  believe  he  would 
so  interpret  it. 

If  between  the  time  when  the  letter 
was  signed  and  the  time  when  it  was  de- 
livered to  the  Secretary  of  State,  someone 
substituted,  unbeknown  to  the  men  who 
signed  the  letter,  a  different  list,  of 
course  that  would  present  a  different 
situation.  But  we  have  no  evidence  that 
that  has  been  done,  nor,  I  take  it,  does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  have  evidence 
that  that  has  been  done. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  say  that  we 
do  have  evidence ;  we  have  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Gibson  that  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  Previously  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  asked  whether  any- 
one had  talked  to  Mr.  Grew  in  regard 
to  the  statement  which  appears  in  the 
Forrestal  diary.  Now  the  matter  of  such 
an  endorsement  has  been  brought  up 
again.  Previously  I  read  into  the  Record 
only  a  part  of  the  letter  which  referred 
to  the  Forrestal  diary.  At  this  time  I 
.should  like  to  read  into  the  Record  the 
remainder  of  the  letter,  because  it  may 
be  pertinent  at  this  point. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  that  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  letter  Is  dated 
March  12,  1953.  and  is  on  the  letterhead 
of  Joseph  C.  Grew.  2840  Woodland  Drive, 
Washington  8.  D.  C.    I  read : 

Bohlen  waa  formerly  a  member  of  my  staff 
In  Tokyo  and  I  had  and  have  a  very  high 
opinion  of  his  ability.  I  doubt  If  any  Ameri- 
can Ambassador  could  accomplish  much 
constructive  work  In  Moscow  Just  now,  but 
I  do  think  that  Bohlen  U  the  best  possible 
man  to  have  there  at  this  critical  time.  He 
knows  the  Russians  well  and  speaks  the  lan- 
guage thoroughly  and  I  think  we  would  make 
a  great  mistake  to  deprive  ourselves  of  hl» 
expert  service  at  this  Juncture  no  matter 
what  phases  hU  thinking  may  have  passed 
through  In  light  of  other  circumstances  and 
other  conditions  In  times  past.  There  Is  no 
shadow  of  doubt  In  my  mind  that  he  Is  the 
right  man  and  the  best  man  for  the  Job  J\ist 
now. 

With  warm  regards  to  you  and  Mrs.  Fergu- 
son, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Joi  Grzw. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor very  much.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
been  waiting  for  about  an  hour.  I  do  not 
think  I  can  conclude  my  remarks  by  the 
time  our  distinguished  majority  leader 
desires  to  suspend  the  session  for  the 
day.    But  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 


I  may  yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  York  to  permit  him  to  address 
the  Senate  upon  the  pending  question, 
with  the  understanding  that  I  shall  have 
the  floor  at  the  next  regular  session  of 
the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  tells  me  he  has  a  very  brief  speech. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  requests  unanimous 
consent  that  he  may  yield  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  York  to  permit  him 
to  present  a  brief  address,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
shall  have  the  floor  when  the  Senate  next 
convenes.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  may  I  inquire  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  how  long  his 
speech  will  take? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Not  over  10  minutes. 
It  is  a  very  brief  statement. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  no  objection. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  is  granted,  and  it  is  so 
ordered.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
Is  recognized. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  it  is  obvi- 
ous that  we  cannot  finish  the  discussion 
this  afternoon.  Therefore,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  I  shall  move  an  ad- 
journment of  the  Senate  until  Friday 
next,  at  12  o'clock. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
not  exp>ected  to  sp>eak  on  this  nomina- 
tion tonight.  But,  as  I  listened  to  the 
debate  this  afternoon,  all  the  indigna- 
tion which  has  been  building  up  within 
me  during  the  past  weeks  and  months 
came  out.  What  is  happening  today  is 
Incredible.  But  it  is  only  a  part  of  what 
has  been  happening  for  many  months. 
From  the  Halls  of  Congress  a  poison  has 
been  spreading  throughout  our  land. 

The  man  whose  conflrmation  as  Am- 
bassador to  Russia  is  before  us,  Mr. 
Charles  Bohlen,  entered  the  United 
States  Foreign  Service  as  a  young  man. 
He  has  been  in  Government  service  for 
26  years.  During  all  that  time  he  has 
served  his  country  with  great  ability  and 
with  outstanding  devotion. 

Mr.  President,  during  all  those  years 
there  has  never  been  a  blemish  on  his 
record.  There  has  never  been  any  re- 
flection on  his  loyalty,  his  integrity,  or 
his  character;  and  yet,  on  the  basis  of 
flimsy  rumor,  this  fine  public  servant 
has  in  recent  days  been  pilloried  and  as- 
sailed; his  character  has  been  placed 
under  suspicion,  and  his  usefulness  in 
the  service  of  his  country,  of  course,  has 
been  tremendously  lessened. 

Mr.  President,  what  has  been  at- 
tempted in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bohlen  is 
merely  a  pattern — the  same  pattern  that 
has  been  followed  against  many  other 
loyal,  devoted,  honest  Americans.  Some 
of  them  were  thus  attacked  because  they 
stood  for  progressive  government — they 
were  so-called  New  Dealers  who  were  at- 
tacked because  they  were  symbols  of  the 
recent  past.  Others  were  assaulted  be- 
cause they  were  convenient  victims  who 
could  not  flght  back;  and  still  others  be- 
cause they  had  criticized  the  attackers 
and  had  had  the  courage  to  flght  for 
civil  rights  and  the  civil  liberties  guaran- 


teed by  the  Constitution  which  long 
have  been  the  most  treasured  tradition 
of  our  American  life.  This  weapon  of 
smear  and  attack  is  being  widely  used  to 
subvert  the  exercise  of  the  rights  of  free 
speech,  free  assembly,  and  the  free  asso- 
ciation of  men  and  women  in  law-abid- 
ing activities.  But  what  is  particularly 
dangerous,  Mr.  President,  this  weapon  is 
being  currently  used  to  fill  men  with  fear 
and  to  make  them  afraid  to  oppose  the 
viewpoint  and  even  the  slanders  of  cer- 
tain self-appointed  and  self-designated 
defenders  of  the  security  of  the  United 
States. 

I  was  very  happy.  Indeed,  to  hear  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  report  this 
morning  that,  when  he  sought  to  inspect 
the  raw  files  of  the  FBI  on  Mr.  Bohlen, 
he  was  told  that  such  raw  files  were  not 
shown  to  anyone.  The  majority  leader 
received  a  summary  of  the  FBI  files  on 
Mr.  Bohlen,  a  summary  whose  accuracy 
was  vouched  for  by  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
the  head  of  the  FBI,  and  by  others. 

But  I  am  glad  the  majority  leader 
did  not  press  his  desire  to  inspect  the 
raw  files  of  the  FBI.  Those  files  obvi- 
ously contained  innumerable  documents, 
many  of  anonymous  character,  hearsay, 
gossip,  and  pure  rumor  along  with  sub- 
stantial material.  The  FBI  should  never 
show  those  raw  files  to  anyone  outside 
the  executive  "branch  of  Government. 

Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  every 
communication  received  by  the  FBI 
is  put  into  a  file.  I  am  glad  to  learn 
that  the  FBI  has  a  policy  of  not  turning 
over  the  raw  files  to  any  Member  of 
Congress. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  was  disturbed 
and  surprised  when  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the  former 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
stated  today  that  he  had  received— I  am 
not  sure  whether  he  said  hundreds  or 
scores  or  dozens  of  such  files  for  his 
perusal.  He  expressed  satisfaction,  be- 
cause they  gave  him  happy  Sunday  read- 
ing. I  do  not  want  to  misquote  the 
Senator,  but  I  believe  those  were  the 
words  he  used. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  yield  if  the  Sen- 
ator wants  to  correct  what  I  have  just 
said. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  did  not  say 
"happy"  Sunday  reading.  If  I  wanted 
to  have  happy  reading  on  Sunday,  I 
would  be  reading  my  Bible. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Then  I  shall  withdraw 
the  word  "happy."  but  the  description 
"Sunday  reading"  stands. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  the  raw 
files  of  the  FBI  should  be  Sunday 
reading  for  anyone  who  is  not  an  author- 
ized member  of  the  executive  depart- 
ment. I  refiect  on  no  one  when  I  make 
the  statement  that  those  raw  files  should 
not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  anyone  in 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  repeat,  that  I  refiect  on  no  one 
when  I  say  that  no  Member  of  Congress 
should  have  the  right  to  inspect  anony- 
mous Information  or  charges  against 
any  citizen  of  this  country,  gathered  in 
the  confidential  files  of  the  FBI  or  any 
other  police  agency. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  heard  men  occu- 
pying very  responsible  positions  in  our 
Government  complain  that  they  could 
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not  secure  qualified  subordinates  to  serve 
In  their  departments  because  of  the  low 
salaries  paid  to  Government  employees. 
I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  thesis.  In 
I>ast  years  many  men  and  women  have 
shown  their  willingness  to  make  great 
personal  and  financial  sacrifices  In  order 
to  serve  their  coimtry.  But  I  know  that 
there  Is  now  considerable  difficulty  in 
getting  qualified  men  to  serve.  I  think 
the  explanation  of  that  situation  Is  quite 
obvious.  I  believe  that  what  has  hap- 
pened in  recent  years  has  served  to  con- 
vince many  decent,  patriotic,  loyal  Amer- 
icans that  it  would  be  making  too  great 
a  sacrifice  to  subject  themselves  to  vili- 
fication and  to  false  accusations,  fre- 
quently under  the  cloak  of  congressional 
Immunity.  Against  all  these  things,  Mr. 
President,  they  have  no  opportunity  of 
defending  themselves. 

I  think.  Mr.  President,  we  had  a  very, 
very  clear  example  of  such  vilification 
in  the  speech  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  this  after- 
noon, when  he  made  incredible  charges 
against  a  great  American.  Averell  Har- 
rlman,  whom  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin virtually  accused  of  being  disloyal  to 
his  country,  and  of  being  sympathetic 
to  the  Communist  cause. 

I  repeat  that  Averell  Harriman  is  a 
very  great  American.  I  know  of  no  man 
who  is  more  loyal  or  more  devoted,  or 
who  has  been  more  eager  to  serve  his 
country,  or  who  has  been  more  effective 
in  the  service  of  his  country  than  Averell 
Harriman.  Yet  these  imfounded  accu- 
sations by  Senator  McCarthy  lie  against 
Averell  Harriman  today  in  the  record 
of  the  United  States  Senate.  I  think  it 
is  an  outrage. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senate,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  Averell  Harriman  is  only  one 
of  many  loyal  Americans  mentioned  in 
the  speech  3f  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  None  of  these  individuals 
have  adequate  means  of  defending  them- 
selves. 

When  I  heard  some  of  the  names  men- 
tioned. I  rose  and  asked  to  be  permitted 
to  interrogate  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. Oh.  no;  that  would  not  do;  he 
was  unwilling  to  subject  himself  to  inter- 
rogation. 

But.  at  this  moment.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  going  to  confine  myself  to  the  case 
of  Averell  Harriman.  There  have  been 
many  quotations  from  the  diary  of  the 
late  Secretary  of  Defense  Forrestal.  I. 
too.  want  to  quote  from  his  diary.  I 
shall  quote  Mr.  Forrestal  in  high  praise 
of  Avereil  Harriman.  in  praise  of  Mr. 
Harriman  for  his  deep  insight  and  ap- 
preciation of  the  aggressive  designs  of 
Soviet  Russia.  My  first  quotation  is  a 
note  from  the  Forrestal  diary  of  April 
20.  1945.  when  the  European  war  was 
approaching  its  end.    It  is  as  follows : 

I  saw  Averell  H&rrlnuin.  the  American  Am- 
baaaador  to  Russia,  last  night.  He  stated 
tola  ate>ng  apprehensions  as  to  the  future 
uf  our  relations  with  Russia  unless  our  en- 
tire attitude  toward  them  became  charac- 
terized by  much  greater  flrmneaa.  *  •  •  He 
said  the  outward  thnist  of  communism  was 
not  dead,  and  that  we  might  well  have  to 
face  an  Ideolofflcal  warfare  Just  as  vigorous 
as  fatcicm  or  narism. 


The  second  quotation.  Mr.  President, 
which  I  shall  read,  is  from  a  note  from 
the  Forrestal  diary  of  May  11.  1945: 

Harriman  said  he  thought  it  was  Impor- 
tant that  we  determine  our  policy  as  to  a 
strong  or  weak  China;  that  If  China  con- 
tinued weak.  Russian  Influence  would  move 
In  quickly  and  toward  ultimate  domination. 
He  said  there  could  be  no  Uluslon  about 
anything  such  as  a  "free  China"  once  the 
Russians  got  in;  that  the  two  or  three  hun- 
dred millions  In  that  country  would  march 
when  the  Kremlin  ordered. 

Mr.  President,  this  wise  statesman, 
Mr.  Averell  Harriman,  was  warning  us 
against  Communist  Russia  long  before 
some  of  the  persons  who  are  now  attack- 
ing Harriman  were  At  all  aware  that  the 
Communist  menace  existed. 

It  is  about  time  the  American  people 
called  a  halt  to  the  unfounded,  unfair. 
and  vicious  attacks  on  loyal  and  devoted 
men  and  women  in  this  country,  whether 
they  be  in  public  service  or  not — men 
and  women  who  have  been  doing  their 
full  and  unselfish  duty  toward  their 
country  and  toward  their  fellow  men. 

Mr.  President,  all  my  life  I  have  urged 
young  people  to  go  into  the  service  of 
their  Government.  I  did  so  because  I 
thought  there  was  no  higher  or  more 
noble  .service  one  could  render,  save  to 
defend  his  country  on  the  field  of  battle, 
than  to  serve  his  country  in  peacetime. 

I  have  never  regretted  leaving  my 
own  business  25  years  ago  to  go  into 
public  service.  So  I  have  urged  hun- 
dreds of  young  people  to  do  the  same. 

But,  Mr.  President.  I  am  beginning 
to  wonder.  I  am  beginning  to  doubt 
whether  I  any  longer  have  the  right  to 
encourage  men  to  go  into  public  service 
when  all  they  can  expect  to  receive  is 
calumny  and  accusations  of  treason  if 
their  honest  opinions  sometime  later 
prove  to  have  been  incorrect.  And  they 
can  be  subjected  to  attack  and  vilifi- 
cation if  they  do  something  which  is 
a  bit  unorthodox  or  which  does  not  meet 
the  views  or  standards  of  a  small  group 
of  men  who  would  mold  every  one  in 
their  narrow  and  reactionary  image. 
They  must  know  that  these  days  public 
servants  are  subject  to  sweeping  accu- 
sations and  charges  by  those  who  would 
like  to  stifle  all  freedom  of  speech  and 
freedom  of  thought. 

Unless  there  is  a  change  in  the  pres- 
ent climate,  we  shall  have  in  the  Gov- 
ernment service  none  but  persons  who 
are  willing  to  say  "Yes"  to  anything. 
We  shall  have  no  one  of  courage.  They 
will  all  be  worried  about  what  i.s  going 
to  happen  2  years,  5  years,  or  10  years 
hence,  when  opinions  expressed  by  them 
honestly,  sincerely,  and  after  careful 
thought  may  have  been  proved  to  have 
been  unwise. 

I  want  to  believe  in  the  public  serv- 
ice. I  want  to  believe  in  the  fairness 
of  those  who  are  responsible  for  direct- 
ing and  supporting  the  public  service. 
But  I  cannot  help  expressing  my  deep 
concern  about  what  has  been  happen- 
ing, and  what  is  happening  right  now, 
about  what  happened  today  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  when  men  are  blasted 
without  chance  of  defense,  without 
cauce.  and  without  justiflcation.  I 
think  one  of  the  greatest  dangers  con- 
fronting the  American  public  todav  and 


one  of  the  most  frightening  is  that  some 
uien  are  trying  to  use  the  weapons  ol 
fear  and  terror  upon  other  men,  In  order 
to  break  down  their  resistance,  their 
will,  and  their  courage  to  oppose. 

I  hope  we  shall  flnd  an  answer  to 
this  question  soon.  It  is  not  only  the 
individuals  who  are  victims  of  these  pro- 
cedures who  suffer,  but  also  the  country 
as  a  whole. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  conflrmation  of 
the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen 
because  I  think  nothing  has  been  shown 
save  that  he  has  been  a  loyal,  honest, 
devoted,  and  good  public  servant  of  his 
country. 

PROPOSED  TIDELANDS  LEGISLA- 
TION 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  have  writ- 
ten to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr. 
BuTi.ERl  concerning  the  tidelands  Issue, 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  views 
of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  on  the 
issue  of  the  so-called  Continental  Shelf, 
which  is  not  included  in  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  which  was  Introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  and  39  other 
Senators.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
it  be  printed  in  the  Ixxly  of  the  Rxcoro 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rxcord, 
as  follows: 

Mabcb  30,  1958. 
Hon    Hugh  Butldi. 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Butler  :  I  regret  that  our  ef- 
forts to  p:iss  tidelands  legislation  have  taken 
an  unfortunate  turn  which  now  threatens  to 
prevent  the  passage  of  any  such  legislation 
during  this  Congress.  I  am  referring  to  the 
insistence  on  the  part  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral atid  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  a 
quitclaim  bill  should  include  a  so-called  title 
III.  placing  all  Jurisdiction,  control,  taxing 
power,  and  police  power  In  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  denying  any  right  or  considera- 
tion whatsoever  to  the  States  beyond  their 
hl.storlc  boundaries.  You  know,  of  course, 
that  prevlou.s  tidelands  bills  either  complete- 
ly eliminated  any  reference  to  the  Continen- 
tal Shelf  or  provided  that  the  States  would 
have  police  power,  taxing  power,  and  37 Vi 
percent  of  all  bonuses,  rentals,  and  royalties 
derived  from  the  oil  production  on  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  beyond  their  historic  bound- 
aries. 

The  present  administration  proposal  is  di- 
ametrically opposed  to  the  position  taken  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  two  previ- 
ous occasions.  It  is  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  traditional  policy  of  this  Nation  Insofar 
as  public  lands  are  concerned. 

The  production  of  offshore  oil  does  not 
partake  of  the  nature  of  marine  travel  on  the 
high  seas,  nor  that  of  commercial  fishing. 
I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  pamphlet  pub- 
lished by  one  of  the  leading  oil  companies 
presently  engaged  in  the  exploration  of  off- 
shore oil  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  This  pam- 
phlet demonstrates  the  great  use  of  man- 
power which  must  necessarily  come  from  the 
adjacent  States.  Most  ImporUnt  of  all.  It 
demonstrates  the  enormous  cost  of  drilling 
wells  in  the  open  sea.  It  also  demonstrates 
the  amphibious  nature  of  the  operation.  It 
shows,  for  example,  that  a  drilling  operation 
In  the  sea  entails  vast  quantities  of  supplies 
stacked  on  land  nearby.  It  entails  tank  farms 
for  fresh  water  to  support  the  drilling  opera- 
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tion  and  for  the  storage  of  oil  ashore  after 
successful  exploration.  It  demonstrates  the 
need  of  a  fieet  of  trucks  and  automobllea  on 
Bhore  to  support  the  operation.  This  pub- 
lication also  shows  the  need  of  ships  and 
small  t)oats  working  back  and  forth  between 
the  shore  and  the  operation,  and  Indicates 
in  some  small  measure  the  extent  to  which 
the  local  economy  ashore  must  support  all 
of  these  operations. 

On  the  average  there  are  200  men  directly 
enpaged  in  locating  and  drilling  a  single  well. 
This  number  rapidly  multiplies  as  further 
ijperations  are  undertaken.  Our  State  gov- 
ernments have  an  obligation  toward  such 
men.  We  should  supply  the  courts  for  adju- 
dication of  differences  that  arise  among 
them.  This  is  far  preferable  to  a  court  or- 
ganized and  appointed  by  a  Federal  dictator 
at  additional  expense.  There  should  be  a 
body  of  law  to  administer  for  domestic  affairs. 
This  b<xly  of  law  should  be  one  enacted  by 
ft  representative  government  In  which  these 
steadily  Increasing  numbers  of  men  will  have 
the  right  to  participate,  rather  than  a  Fed- 
eral administrator.  There  should  be  the 
power  to  administer  local  Jurisdiction,  such 
as  the  power  of  service  of  process  upon  a  law 
vlDlator. 

I  submit  that  It  Is  more  simple  and  In 
keeping  with  our  process  of  government  that 
the  local  sheriff  should  take  a  small  boat  to 
a  drilling  rig  to  subpena  a  husband  who 
refuses  to  support  his  destitute  wife  and 
children  than  it  would  be  to  use  the  extra- 
dition process  to  compel  a  citizen  to  return 
from  a  Federal  territory.  If  a  man  Is  fired, 
he  should  have  the  benefit  of  unemployment 
compensation,  provided  by  State  law,  rather 
than  enacting  a  Federal  body  of  law  for  this 
limited  purpose  or  setting  up  a  Federal 
bureaucrat  to  proclaim  edicts  that  might  suit 
his  purposes,  with  expensive  admlnUtratlve 
agencies  to  administer  such  edicts. 

Most  SUtes  provide  certain  measures  of 
hospitalization  for  the  security  of  certain  of 
their  citizens  In  the  event  of  sickness,  both 
physical  and  menUl.  It  Is  appropriate  that 
the  State  services  should  be  available  to  the 
men  who  would  develop  our  offshore  re- 
sources. Someone  should  undertake  the  bur- 
den of  requiring  workmen's  compensation  for 
an  injured  workman,  and  It  should  properly 
be  under  a  body  of  law  enacted  by  repre- 
sentative domestic  government  at  the  State 
level. 

It  Is  the  State  that  mvist  undertake  to 
educate  all  of  their  children,  to  provide  police 
protection,  to  provide  for  their  health  and 
saniution.  to  care  for  the  Indigent,  to  pro- 
vide all  of  the  various  welfare  services  which 
are  becoming  Increasingly  burdensome.  It 
Is  the  SUte  which  must  In  many  Instances 
care  for  their  aged  parents  to  whom  these 
men  owe  support,  and  It  Is  the  local  govern- 
ment which  must  provide  the  Innumerable 
services  that  so  many  of  us  have  taken  for 
granted. 

All  of  these  considerations  are  of  little 
concern  to  the  National  Government  more 
than  a  thousand  miles  away.  They  are  of 
vital  concern  In  the  Immediate  locality.  The 
votes  of  these  men  are  Insignificant  In  affect- 
ing the  outcome  of  a  nationwide  election. 
They  are  enormously  Important  and  perhaps 
decisive  In  local  and  State  elections.  Thus, 
the  voice  of  these  citizens  In  Infiuenclng  their 
own  destiny  would  necessarUy  be  loud  In 
local  affairs,  while  It  would  partake  of  the 
nature  of  an  unheard  whisper  In  the  nation- 
wide picture.  In  communities  of  my  State, 
such  as  Morgan  City,  Golden  Meadow,  Lake 
Charles,  Grand  Isle,  Buras,  and  even  New 
Orleans,  the  Interest  In  orderly  and  proper 
administration  of  this  area  will  be  extremely 
high.  In  Chicago,  111.,  or  New  York  City, 
perhaps  no  one  wlU  know  that  it  Is  even 
going  on. 

It  is  such  consideration  as  these  that  have 
so  clearly  proved  In  Western  States  that  the 
States  should  exercise  police  power  over  vast 
expanses  of  federally  owned  lands  In  those 
areas.     It  Is  considerations  such  ak  I  have 


here  outlined  that  have  convinced  our  Na- 
tional Government  that  the  boundaries  of 
the  United  States  should  be  Identical  with 
the  boundaries  of  the  States. 

The  historic  policy  of  this  Nation  has  been 
to  permit  the  States  to  receive  3714  percent 
of  all  revenues  derived  from  mineral  produc- 
tion on  Federal  lands  within  their  borders. 
Another  52 ',j  jaercent  has  gone  to  the  recla- 
mation fund  and  10  percent  to  administra- 
tion. Thus,  It  has  been  the  policy  that  reve- 
nues from  mineral  production  on  Federal 
lands  have  been  directed  to  the  support  of 
the  local  governments  and  to  the  ftirther 
development  of  such  lands.  The  37 'i  percent 
has  been  based  upon  the  theory  that  the 
States,  having  the  burden  to  provide  local 
services  of  government  to  the  citizens  who 
worked  on  those  properties  should  receive 
revenue  to  support  those  services  and  gen- 
erally to  help  develop  those  States  where  the 
revenue  was  produced.  Accordingly  even 
those  who  propose  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  own  the  submerged  lands  with- 
in the  3-mlle  limit  have  never  gone  so  far 
In  their  demands  as  to  propose  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  should  receive  all  the  reve- 
nue. If  the  principle  Is  accepted  that  these 
lands  be  regarded  as  a  part  of  the  State  for 
purposes  of  police  power  and  administration 
of  the  needs  of  the  people  In  those  areas, 
then  It  Is  obvious  that  the  same  considera- 
tions that  have  caused  the  States  to  derive 
almost  the  entire  benefit  of  revenues  pro- 
duced on  Federal  lands  within  their  bounda- 
ries come  Into  play. 

If  the  application  of  this  principle  would 
mean  that  Louisiana  and  Texas  would  be 
enriched  beyond  reason,  I  for  one  would  not 
Insist  upon  It.  On  the  other  hand,  short  of 
demonstrating  that  the  States  would  be  com- 
pensated beyond  reason  for  the  services  that 
they  perform  for  their  citizens,  there  is  no 
basis  for  limiting  the  Income  that  the  States 
would  receive  from  such  lands. 

The  alternative  to  permitting  the  States  to 
share  In  the  revenues  produced  from  such 
land  wUl  inevitably  lead  to  further  Im- 
poverishment of  State  government  and  the 
further  need  of  Federal  aid.  Eventually  those 
of  us  who  desire  to  support  the  rights  of  the 
States  having  been  reduced  to  a  stature  where 
we  must  seek  Federal  aid  on  every  turn  could 
ourselves  be  receptive  listeners  to  those  who 
suggest  that  we  take  the  revenues  of  other 
States   for   "all   the   people"  of   the   Nation. 

I  would  be  the  first  to  agree  that  some  of 
the  points  discussed  in  this  letter  may  be  be- 
fore you  for  the  first  time.  For  that  reason.  I 
would  be  entirely  willing  to  leave  the  entire 
question  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  for 
an  immediate  study  of  the  Congress,  while 
we  passed  the  Holland  bill  which  has  been 
thrice  passed  by  the  Congress,  a  bill  which 
the  President  repeatedly  stated  he  woxUd 
sign. 

I  hope  that  you  will  Join  with  me  In  limit- 
ing our  bill  to  the  sound  constitutional 
principles  embodied  in  the  Holland  bill  and 
reserve  for  the  States  the  opportunity  to 
make  their  case  for  police  power,  taxing 
power,  and  a  share  in  the  revenues  of  off- 
shore submerged  lands  on  the  outer  Con- 
tinental Shelf,  rather  than  support  some  un- 
considered, illogical  scheme  of  expanded 
Federal  powers  out  of  keeping  with  the 
traditions  of  this  Nation. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yovirs, 

RnssKLL  B.  Long. 


LIMITATION  OF  RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL 
IMPORTS 

As  in  legislative  session. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  on  Feb- 
ruary 27  I  introduced  a  bill  to  place  a 
quota  limitation  on  imports  of  residual 
fuel  oil.  I  pointed  out  that  the  prevail- 
ing policy,  which  places  no  restriction 
whatsoever  on  the  amount  of  this  sur- 


plus waste  oil  that  may  be  brought  into 
this  country  from  foreign  refineries,  is 
contrary  to  the  basic  concept  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act.  in  that  it  toler- 
ates continuing  injury  to  the  American 
coal  industry  and  to  other  segments  of 
the  domestic  economy.  Statistics  were 
presented  as  evidence  of  foreign  residual 
oil's  usurpation  of  coal's  markets  and  the 
consequent  decline  in  coal  production, 
with  growing  unemployment  in  mining, 
railroading,  and  allied  industries. 

The  129  million  barrels  of  residual  oil 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  1952 
were  sufficient  to  displace  31  million  tons 
of  coal.     In  the  first  2  months  of  1953, 
residual  oil  was  imp)orted  into  this  coun- 
try at  l.he  rate  of  about  470,000  barrels 
per  day.  which  in  a  year  would  amount 
to  the  equivalent  of  more  than  41  million 
tons  of  coal.    That  figure  is  some  9  per- 
cent of  the  total  production  of  bitumi- 
nous coal  for  the  full  12  months  of  1952. 
Unless  this  Congress  acts  without  delay 
to  remedy  the  situation,  the  coal  indus- 
try simply  cannot  uphold  its  end  of  the 
economic  structure,  nor  can  it  be  in  a 
state  of  readiness  for  its  part  in  an  all- 
out  militarization  program  that  would 
be  necessary  for  the  security  of  the  Na- 
tion.   Coal  mines  were  hit  hard  by  the 
record  amoimt  of  residual  imports  that 
flooded  east  coast  fuel  markets  in  1952, 
but  many  of  the  principal  victims  held 
out  in  hopes  that  some  adjustment  would 
be  forthcoming.    Now  that  the  destruc- 
tive momentum  of  the  inflow  is  being 
widened    by    ever-increasing    torrents, 
even  the  stronger  mines  are  finding  It 
impossible    to   hold    out   much   longer. 
Each  week  brings  news  of  more  shut- 
downs, more  layoffs.    Production  in  some 
of  the  great  co^l  fields  in  my  home  State 
of  Kentucky  has  dropped  off  by  as  much 
as  25  percent  under  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year.    In  the  first  31  days 
of  this  year  the  shipping  mines  of  our 
neighboring  State  of  Illinois  experienced 
a  drop  of  18  percent.    These  are  by  no 
means  isolated  cases.    The  coal  areas  of 
West  Virginia.  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  and 
other  producing  States  also  report  in- 
creasing losses. 

It  is  true  that  there  are  other  factors 
detrimentally  affecting  coal's  position, 
yet  it  is  doubtful  that  coal  output  for 
1953  would  drop  a  single  ton  under  last 
year's  production  if  this  domestic  fuel 
were  serving  in  place  of  the  foreign 
residual  oil  usurping  coal's  markets  at 
the  present  time.  Railroad  consump- 
tion of  coal  has  continued  downward 
with  the  increasing  number  of  diesel- 
electric  locomotives  that  are  put  into 
service;  but  the  railroad  industry  still 
takes  in  the  neighborhood  of  40  million 
tons  of  bituminous  coal  per  year.  Even 
this  traditionally  great  coal  market, 
however,  does  not  equal  the  tonnage  cur- 
rently being  displaced  by  the  inflow  of 
foreign  residual  oil.  The  retail  market 
has  felt  the  effects  of  the  spreading  net- 
work of  pipelines  that  carry  natural 
gas  to  many  sections  of  the  country 
which  were  once  exclusive  coal  custom- 
ers; but  coal  is  still  used  in  approxi- 
mately 14  million  dwellings  in  the  United 
States.  Exports  of  coal  to  European 
countries  are  on  the  decline  as  British 
and  continental  mines  strive  to  puaii 
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production  schediiles  as  high  as  pos- 
sible; but  in  only  4  other  years  were 
exports  higher  than  they  are  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Offsetting  ttie  downward  trend  in 
these  markets,  the  steel  industry  in  this 
country  used  more  coal  in  January  and 
February  than  ever  before,  and  an  all- 
time  record  Is  almost  certain  to  be  set 
by  year's  end.  The  same  is  true  for  the 
chemical  industry,  which  is  using  more 
coal  in  each  succeeding  year.  And  the 
same  report  would  be  applicable  to  the 
electric  utilities  were  it  not  for  the  un- 
fair competition  of  the  residual  oil  from 
abroad.  Coal  has  always  been  the  prin- 
cipal source  of  electric  power.  In  1945 
it  was  responsible  for  81  percent  of  all 
the  electricity  generated  by  fuels.  At 
that  time  oil's  share  was  5  percent.  But 
in  1951,  the  last  year  for  which  com- 
plete records  are  available,  coal  pro- 
duced only  68  percent  of  the  total — a 
decline  of  13  percentage  points — while 
oil  had  more  than  doubled  its  1945  per- 
centage. Oil's  gains  at  the  expense  of 
coal  are  considerably  more  pronounced 
in  those  States  bordering  on  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  and  which  are  immediately  ac- 
cessible to  the  tankers  from  South 
America. 

Some  significant  examples  in  respect 
to  individual  States  were  presented  in  my 
discussion  before  the  Senate  last  month, 
but  perhaps  these  statistics  for  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole  will  serve  to  accentuate 
the  deleterious  impact  of  the  imports  on 
the  economy  of  our  coal  industry.  Coal 
began  Its  drop  and  oil  began  its  climb  in 
the  utilities  market  in  1946.  the  year  that 
floods  of  foreign  residual  oil  began  to 
sweep  into  the  eastern  seaboard.  The 
facts  of  the  case — facts  which  must  be 
recognized  by  this  Congress — are  that 
foreign  residual  oil  can  be  and  is  being 
dumped  into  east-coast  generating  sta- 
tions and  into  other  heavy  industrial 
plants  at  whatever  price  is  necessary  to 
deprive  coal  of  that  business. 

The  history  of  the  fantastic  fluctua- 
tions of  foreign  residual  oil  shows  that 
since  1946  there  has  been  a  64.4-percent 
price  rise  in  light  fuel  oil  at  New  York 
Harbor  and  a  70-percent  rise  in  diesel  oil ; 
but  for  residual  oil  the  increase  has  been 
a  mere  13.6  percent.  In  fact,  while  light 
fuel  oil  is  higher  than  at  any  other  time 
during  this  period — save  for  a  span  in  the 
latter  part  of  last  year — and  diesel  oil 
also  holds  at  its  top  price,  residual  oil  is 
now  selling  at  one-third  less  than  its 
previous  high  and  far  below  the  price 
level  of  the  past  2  years.  The  answer, 
obviously,  is  that  residual  oil  from  for- 
eign reflneries  Is  being  dumped  at  what- 
ever the  market  will  bring,  with  no  sem- 
blance of  economic  laws  entering  into 
the  picture. 

Not  only  is  foreign  residual  oil  pro- 
duced without  a  cost  tag.  but  it  can  be 
hauled  In  by  the  producers  themselves 
without  regard  to  actual  transportation 
costs,  or  at  rates  that  do  not  in  any  way 
conform  to  charges  that  are  a  prerequi- 
site to  the  maintenance  of  wage  levels 
established  for  our  own  maritime  fleet. 
When  oil  is  shipped  from  United  States 
gulf  ports  to  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  the 
cargo  must  be  carried  in  American  ves- 
sels.   But  ships  of  any  flag  at  all  may  be 


engaged  in  the  transportation  of  oil  from 
foreign  ports.  Cheap  wages  make  for 
cheap  haulage,  but  they  are  not  in  con- 
formity with  the  high  standards  adopted 
in  the  United  States  and  supposedly  en- 
couraged in  our  dealings  with  other  na- 
tionalities. While  a  few  underpaid  for- 
eign seamen  are  engaged  in  transporting 
the  alien  surplus  fuel,  American  rail- 
roaders— like  American  coal  miner.s — are 
being  laid  off  because  that  alien  fuel  is 
going  into  the  markets  which  they  would 
normally  serve. 

Ocean  transportation  rates  on  residual 
oil  from  the  Netherlands  Antilles  to  ports 
north  of  Cape  Hatteras  dropped  from 
$1.40  per  barrel  in  January  of  last  year 
to  43  cents  in  October— a  drop  of  69 
percent  at  the  same  time  that  American 
railroads  were  being  granted  a  general 
increase  in  freight  rates.  How  can  ship- 
pers afford  to  make  such  a  reduction? 
Is  it  because  of  nonunion  labor  sailing 
under  foreign  flags?  Or  is  it  because  the 
integrated  oil  companies  are  able  to  shift 
costs  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  shipping 
losses  on  residual  oil  chargeable  to  the 
profitable  grades  of  petroleum  products 
in  this  effort  to  establish  an  exclusive 
market  for  fuel  on  the  east  coast? 

A  mine  union  official  has  said  that 
every  time  a  quarter-million-ton  tanker 
ties  up  at  an  American  dock,  it  brings 
job  discharges  for  63  American  miners 
for  a  full  year.  Thomas  Kennedy,  vice 
president  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America,  realizing  how  foreign  residual 
oil  prices  can  be  fixed  to  fit  the  circum- 
stances, said  recently  that  the  coal  in- 
dustry could  not  compete  with  this  sur- 
plus product  from  foreign  reflneries  even 
if  the  miner  worked  for  no  wages  at  all. 
He  referred  to  the  flood  of  foreign  resid- 
ual oil  as  one  of  the  greatest  problems 
confronting  the  mining  people  and  other 
residents  of  coal- producing  areas. 

Mr.  Kennedy  spoke  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Foreign  Oil  Policy  Committee  held 
in  Washington  on  March  4.  That  meet- 
ing was  attended  by  management  and 
labor  representatives  of  anthracite,  bi- 
tuminous coal,  domestic  oil.  railroads, 
and  small  business  interests  whose  very 
hvelihoods  have  been  seriously  affected 
by  the  floods  of  residual  oil  from  abroad. 
The  committee  agreed  unanimously  that 
this  excessive  importation  jeopardized 
both  the  military  and  domestic  economy 
of  the  Nation,  and  that  Congress  should 
take  action  immediately  to  rectify  the 
situation.  I  have  pledged  myself  to  as- 
sist In  carrying  out  these  objectives,  and 
there  has  been  encouraging  response 
from  other  members  of  the  Senate.  I 
am  certain  that  a  growing  number  of  my 
distinguished  colleagues  will  join  in 
formulating  remedial  legislation,  par- 
ticularly after  the  detrimental  impact  of 
the  imports  is  more  fully  understood. 

The  tables  which  I  presented  to  the 
Senate  on  February  27  offered  undeni- 
able statistical  evidence  of  how  much 
miners  and  railroad  workers  are  losing 
in  wages.  The  1952  losses  to  coal  miners 
suffered  at  the  hands  of  the  oil  importers 
came  to  more  than  $77  million.  For 
railroaders,  the  loss  aggregated  more 
than  $43  million.  And  the  gross  deficit 
sustained  by  the  bituminous  coal  indus- 


try   was    some    152    million    American 
dollars. 

I  submit  that  it  is  inane  to  permit  a 
foreign  waste  product  to  sabotage  an 
industry  upon  which  we  must  depend  so 
heavily  for  future  fuel  supplies.  That 
our  domestic  supplies  of  petroleum  and 
natural  gas  will  become  increasingly 
scarce  in  the  years  ahead  is  no  longer 
hypothetical.  Proved  petroleiun  re- 
serves are  estimated  at  30  million  barrels, 
or  a  15 -year  supply  at  present  rate  of 
production.  There  are  evidences  of  ad- 
ditional reserves  that  will  vmdoubtedly 
extend  the  period  of  availability,  but 
manifestly  the  long-range  future  of  our 
domestic  supplies  of  oil  is  surrounded 
with  uncertainties.  Proved  natural  gas 
reserves  measure  IBO  trillion  cubic  feet. 
Figured  at  last  year's  8 -trillion -cubic - 
foot  rate  of  consumption,  our  supply 
would  last  a  little  more  than  20  years. 
Undoubtedly  there  are  other  stores  of 
recoverable  reserves  yet  to  be  found,  but 
how  long  they  can  replace  the  depleted 
reservoirs  is  problematical.  Gas  con- 
sumption— which  has  more  than  doubled 
in  less  than  a  decade — continues  to  In- 
crease at  a  spectacular  rate. 

Proponents  of  an  oil-Import  program 
rest  their  case  on  the  contention  that 
the  country  needs  outside  petroleum 
sources  to  supplement  Its  own  produc- 
tion and  reserves.  The  theory  Is  that 
some  imports  will  be  required  to  supple- 
ment domestic  oil  production,  at  least 
until  we  are  ready  to — or  forced  to — 
make  up  for  our  petroleum  deficits  by 
producing  ga.soline  and  other  products 
synthetically  from  coal.  But  there  is  no 
justification  for  admitting  into  this  coun- 
try a  fuel  that  competes  with  coal  on  the 
pretense  that  there  Is  a  need  for  it.  Our 
one-and-a-quarter-trllllon-ton  coal  re- 
serve would  Immediately  dispute  any 
such  contention. 

Strangely  enough,  however,  it  is  not 
the  petroleum  products  that  we  sup- 
po.<^edly  need  which  are  being  shipped 
into  this  country  in  such  large  quanti- 
ties from  foreign  sources.  About  98  per- 
cent of  the  crude  from  which  our  resid- 
ual oil  imports  are  derived  currently 
comes  from  Venezuela,  and  most  of  it  is 
processed  in  the  Netherlands  Antilles 
Islands  of  Aruba  and  Curacao.  A  Bu- 
reau of  Mines  breakdown  of  the  total 
exports  of  these  countries  reveals  the 
anomaly  of  the  argument  that  our  oil 
imports  policy  is  coordinated  with  sup- 
plies needed. 

In  1951  the  United  States  took  48  per- 
cent of  the  residual  oil  imports  from 
Venezuela  and  the  Netherlands  Antilles, 
but  only  4  percent  of  all  the  other  refined 
products.  The  1951  statistics  also  indi- 
cate that  for  every  barrel  of  gasoline  or 
light  heating  oils  produced  for  export  in 
these  South  American  countries.  1.7  bar- 
rels of  the  heavy  residual  oil  are  pro- 
duced for  export,  and  approximately 
one-half  of  the  total  output  of  this  resi- 
due is  dropped  on  the  east  coast  of  the 
United  States  in  the  heavy  industrial 
fuel  market.  This  market  has  thus  be- 
come, to  a  marked  degree,  the  dumping 
ground  for  the  extraordinary  output  of 
this  refinery  byproduct. 

A  pertinent  comment  on  the  subject  Is 
contained  in  a  recent  letter  to  the  chair- 
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man  of  the  House  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee  by  J.  Ed  Warren. 
Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense.  Here  la  a 
quotation  from  that  letter: 

While  Jt  would  be  contrary  to  the  national 
Interest  to  prohibit  all  petroleum  Imports. 
It  would  also  be  contrary  to  the  national 
Interest  to  encourage  vast  quantities  of  pe- 
troleum products  without  any  restrictions 
and  in  unlimited  quantities. 

It  is  very  definitely  against  the  inter- 
est of  the  Nation  as  a  whole  as  well  as 
apainst  the  coal  industry  and  its  em- 
ployees, the  railroad  industry  and  its 
employees,  and  the  coal  and  shipping 
communities  of  Kentucky  and  other  coal 
States.  There  can  be  no  disputing  the 
fact  that  the  United  States  would  find 
it5elf  in  a  critically  precarious  position  if 
it  should  suddenly  become  involved  In  an 
all-out  war  and  the  cqal  industry  had 
meanwhile  deteriorated  to  a  point  where 
it  lacked  facilities  and  manpower  to 
meet  accelerated  demands.  From  1938 — 
the  year  preceding  the  outbreak  of  World 
War  n — through  1944.  America's  bitu- 
minous coal  requirements  increased  by 
75  percent.  Had  the  Industry  been  un- 
able to  supply  these  needs,  there  Is  no 
telling  how  long  victory  for  the  Allies 
would  have  been  delayed,  for  coal  is  a 
necessary  ingredient  in  the  making  of 
steel  and  is  the  base  material  for  many 
of  our  explosives,  in  addition  to  perform- 
ing its  customary  functions  as  a  source 
of  heat  and  power.  Fortunately,  in  the 
last  war,  time  was  on  our  side,  and  the 
coal  industry  had  ample  opportunity  to 
expand  capacity.  Kentucky  mines,  for 
Instance,  had  produced  38 '^  million  tons 
of  coal  In  1938;  in  1945  the  figure  was 
69  >  2  million.  But  if  today's  fighting  in 
Korea  is  extended,  or  if  one  of  the  many 
hostile  Incidents  taking  place  in  and 
over  West  Oermany  should  erupt  into 
international  conflict,  it  Is  extremely 
doubtful  that  we  would  be  given  a  7-year 
respite  to  launch  our  major  campaigns. 

Obviously  the  coal  industry  miist  be 
maintained  on  an  alert  basis  for  any 
emergency.  Yet  this  Government,  in 
failing  to  protect  this  vital  industry  from 
the  inequitable  competition  of  foreign 
residual  oil,  disregards  the  policy  recom- 
mendations of  several  defense  agencies. 

Loolcing  back  to  the  early  part  of  the 
Korean  conflict,  we  flnd  that  several 
Goverrunent  agencies,  understanding  the 
necessity  of  taking  extraordinary  precau- 
tions to  guarantee  America's  fuel  sup- 
ply, issued  directives  calling  attention  to 
prevailing  and  projected  conditions  in 
this  regard.  Dr.  Amo  C.  Pleldner,  chief 
fuels  technologist  at  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines,  cautioned  that  another 
war  would  create  a  i>etroleum  shortage 
and  necessite  numerous  conversions  to 
coal  in  both  industrial  and  domestic  use. 
He  pointed  out  that  the  coal  industry, 
then  producing  at  a  per  annum  rate  of 
about  500  million  tons,  wotild  have  to  be 
capable  of  taking  on  a  50  percent  over- 
load in  time  of  emergency. 

The  National  Securities  Resources 
Board  warned  the  country's  railroads 
that  a  large  number  of  coal-burning 
steam  locomotives  should  be  kept  in 
readiness  for  service  in  the  event  of  war. 


The  Munitions  Board,  in  a  memoran- 
dum to  the  Department  of  Defense,  rec- 
ommended that  because  of  the  extraordi- 
nary demands  of  the  war  economy  for 
oil  and  gas.  coal  should  be  used  in  pref- 
erence to  other  fuel  by  military  installa- 
tions and  military -sponsored  Indiistrial 
facilities. 

But  even  if,  as  we  all  hope  and  pray, 
the  United  States  is  successful  in  avoid- 
ing another  world  war,  there  is  still  am- 
ple reason  for  insisting  that  the  Indus- 
try remain  healthy  and  capable  of 
greatly  expanding  production  in  order 
to  fulfill  its  peacetime  duties. 

Long-term  fuel  studies  published  in 
recent  months  predict  an  era  of  im- 
precedented  gains  in  demand  for  coal  in 
the  years  ahead.  Most  fuel  experts  are 
ag  eed  that  the  level  of  consimiption  will 
reach  the  800  million  mark  by  1975 — a 
70-percent  increase  over  last  year. 
Others,  looking  still  further  ahead,  fore- 
see that  by  the  close  of  the  centiu-y  the 
Nation  will  be  drawing  on  bituminous 
coal  at  the  rate  of  2V^  billion  tons  per 
year  to  meet  energy  needs. 

To  enable  the  coal  industry  to  carry 
the  major  burden  of  supplying  projected 
energy  demands  of  the  Nation  in  the 
ensuing  years,  there  will — in  the  next 
two  decades — be  need  for  about  700  mil- 
lion tons  of  new  annual  capacity,  of 
which  300  million  tons  will  be  to  replace 
output  of  mines  depleted  or  economically 
unsound.  To  develop  this  capacity  will 
require  an  investment  of  $7  to  $10 
billion. 

These  flgures  have  been  based  on  the 
theory  that  in  the  interim  years  the  coal 
industry  will  be  able  to  conduct  its  busi- 
ness in  open  markets  without  hindrance 
of  unfair  competition  from  a  surplus 
foreign  waste  product.  Unless  the  in- 
dustry is  given  this  opportunity,  not  only 
will  mines  now  being  flooded  by  foreign 
oil  grreatly  augment  the  amount  of  need- 
ed new  annual  capacity,  but  lost  markets 
will  result  in  the  weakening  of  the  in- 
dustry's financial  standing  to  such  an 
extent  that  capital  will  not  be  available 
for  the  required  investments.  And  a 
discouraged  and  impoverished  labor  force 
will  have  been  forced  to  leave  the  coal 
fields  because  their  jobs  were  washed 
away  by  the  tide  of  residual  oil  imports. 

I  ask  the  Senate  to  protect  American 
labor  and  to  safegiiard  our  fuel  supply 
by  enacting  S.  1092.  thereby  limiting 
residual  oil  Imports  to  5  percent  of  the 
total  domestic  demand  for  residual  oil 
in  the  corresponding  calendar  quarter  of 
the  preceding  year.  Unless  the  prevail- 
ing unfair  condition  is  checked,  the  in- 
flow may  be  steadily  Increased  until  the 
last  ton  of  industrial  coal  has  been  dis- 
placed in  east  coast  markets. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Saltonstall  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
n(»nlnations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceetiings.) 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
•  COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

B}r  Mr.  WHiBT,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

Walter  8.  Robertson,  of  Virginia,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

By  Mr.  BUTLBR  of  Nebraska,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

Ford  Q.  Blvldge.  of  Washington,  to  be 
Governor  of  Guam. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  CXX)PER.  Mr.  President,  as  In 
executive  session.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Friday 
next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
5  o'clock  and  24  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate, in  executive  session,  adjourned  un- 
Ul  Friday,  March  27,  1953.  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  ^e 
Senate  March  25,  1953: 

BoAao  or  ComnssioNxas,  Distbict  or 
Columbia 
Samuel  Spencer,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  a  Commissioner  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  for  a  term  of  3  years  and  untU  his 
successor  is  appointed  and  qualified. 

In  trx  Aasrr 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  224,  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  (Public  Law  476, 
82d  Cong.),  which  provides  that  commis- 
sioned officers  of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps 
on  July  9,  1952,  who  agree  In  writing  to  have 
their  current  appointment  continued  for 
an  Indefinite  term  will  be  given  an  appoint- 
ment for  an  indefinite  term  in  lieu  of  their 
current  5-year  appointments: 

To  he  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  Jullxis  Ochs  Adler,  0101888. 

Maj.  Gen.  Edward  Bedley  Bres,  0121308. 

Maj.  Gen.  Arthur  Hazelton  Carter,  0140780. 

Maj.  Gen.  James  Bell  Cress,  0138001. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  Joseph  Donovan. 
0102383. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  Henry  Draper.  Jr., 
0148333. 

Maj.  <3en.  Thomas  Francis  Farrell,  0227201. 

Maj.  Gren.  Carl  Raymond  Gray,  Jr.,  0129452. 

Maj.  Gen.  Patrick  Jay  Hurley,  0165692. 

Maj.  Gen.  Ralph  MaxweU  Immell,  01554S8. 

Maj.  Gen.  Harry  Hubbard  Johnson. 
0173820. 

Maj.  Gen.  Frank  Edward  Lowe,  0170395. 

Maj.  Gen.  Hanford  MacNlder,  0108101. 

Maj.  Gen.  Edward  White  Smith,  O12015S. 

Maj.  (3en.  Lelf  John  Sverdrup,  0129029. 

Maj.  Gen.  Harry  Hawkins  Vaughan. 
0205101. 

Maj.  Gen.  John  Francis  Williams,  0176890. 

Maj.  Gen.  Robert  WUbar  WUson,  023S644. 

To  be  Inigadier  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  Donald  Bennett  Adams,  0167951. 

Brig.  <3en.  Wayne  Russell  Allen,  0171232. 

Brig.  (3en.  LeRoy  Hagen  Anderson,  02394&2. 

Brig.  Gen.  Hiigh  Barclay,  0402854. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frank  Frederick  Bell,  0173171. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frank  Brown  Berry,  0166063. 

Brig.  Gen.  Carroll  Owen  Blckelhaupt, 
0165181. 

Brig.  Gen.  Ralph  Gates  Boyd.  O203104. 

Brig.  Gen.  Clarence  Lemar  Burpee, 
0423085 

Brig.  Gen.  Bobert  West  Chamberlln. 
0279810. 

Brig.  Gen.  Edwin  Norman  Clark,  088733T. 
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Brig.     G«n.     Robert     Hunter     Clarkson. 
04S53S7. 

Brig.  Oen.  Robert  Wesley  Oblglazler,  Jr., 
0223835. 

Brig.     Oen.    James    Alexander    Crothers, 
0189062. 

Brig.  Oen.  Edward  Courtney  Bullock  Dan- 
forth.  Jr.,  0234688. 

Brig.    Oen.    Carlton    Spencer    Dargusch, 
O24«180. 

Brig.  Oen.  Robert  Charles  Dean,  0327502. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Roes  Delafleld,  0134416. 

Brig.  Oen.  Brlce  Pursell  DUque,  0164274. 

Brig.      Oen.      Oeorges      Frederic      Dorlot, 
0423479. 

Brig.    Oen.    Henry    Russell    Drowne,    Jr., 
0136725. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Bettes  Dunlap.  0301107. 

Brig.  Oen.  Ken  Reed  Dyke,  0510143. 

Brig.   Oen.  Daniel  Collier  Elkln.  0397970. 

Brig.  Oen:  Edward  Arthiir  Evans,  0122172. 

Brig.  Oen.  Charles  Blrdsall  Perrls,  0213192. 

Brig.  Oen.  Charles  Lyn  Fox,  0154765. 

Brig.  Oen.  James  Calvin  Frank,  0289883. 

Brig.  Oen.  Michael  Joseph  Galvln,  0279304. 

Brig.  Oen.  Robert  Joshua  Olll,  0501560. 

Brig.     Oen.    Thomas     Rodman     Ooethals, 
0219439. 

Brig.  Oen.  Harold  Leroy  Ooss,  0201505. 

Brig.    Oen.    Edward    Samuel    Oreenbaum, 
0132915. 

Brig.     Oen.     Robert     Dinwiddle     Oroves, 
0129915. 

Brig.    Oen.    Clement    Bates    Ellery    Harts, 
0341711. 

Brig.     Oen.     Ernest     Henry     Hawkwood, 
0218920. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  David  Hlgglns,  0152349. 

Brig.  Oen.  Maurice  Hlrsch,  0564761. 

Brig.  Oen.  Oordon  Cloyd  Hollar,  0245649. 

Brig.  Oen.  Julius  Cecil  Holmes,  0107660. 

Brig.  Oen.  Whitfield  Jack,  0267915. 

Brig.  Oen.  Ephralm  Franklin  Jefle.  0138243. 

Brig.  Oen.  William  Rodes  Jesse,  0190287. 

Brig.     Oen.     Bernhard     Alfred     Johnson, 
0166223. 

Brig.  Oen.  Edwin  Whiting  Jones,  0105161. 

Brig.     Oen.    Kenneth     Barnard     Keating. 
0901848. 

Brig.  Oen.  Henry  Klrksey  Kellogg,  0286132. 

Brig.  Oen.  Francis  Rusher  Kerr,  0232181. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Reed  Kllpatrick,  0167001. 

Brig.     Oen.     Rudolph     Charles     Kuidell, 
0900427. 

Brig.  Oen.  Norman  Miller  Lack,  0163445. 

Brig.      Oen.     Andrew      Frank     Mclntyre, 
0271317. 

Brig.      Oen.      Ralph     Hendricks      McKee, 
0334931. 

Brig.  Oen.  Hugh  Stanford  McLeod,  0143285. 

Brig.      Oen.     Richard      Leeson     McNelly, 
0256304. 

Brig.     Oen.     William    Claire    Menninger, 
0503932. 

Brig.     Oen.     Hugh     Meglone     Milton     n, 
0154641. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Williams  Morgan,  0140899. 

Brig.  Oen.  William  Robert  Clayton  Morri- 
son, 0322448. 

Brig.  Oen.  Harry  Paul  Newton,  0123053. 

Brig.  Oen.  Henry  Carlton  Newton.  0104029. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Joseph  O'Brien,  0430087. 

Brig.     Oen.     Oeorge     Hamden     Olmsted, 
0199581. 

Brig.      Oen.     Ftederick     Henry     Oeborn. 
0426878. 

Brig.      Oen.      Ralph      Albert      Palladino. 
0232912. 

Brig.  Oen.  Washington  Piatt.  0139395. 

Brig.     Oen.    Russell    Archibald    Ramsey. 
02 16598. 

Brig.      Oen.     Isldor      Schwaner     Ravdln, 
0399712. 

Brig.  Oen.  Francis  J.  Reichmann,  0219282. 

Brig.  Oen.  Henry  Joseph  ReiUy,  0103718. 

Brig.     Oen.     Benjamin     Franklin     Rlter. 
0189468. 

Brig.  Oen.  James  Thomas  Roberts,  0220864. 

Brig.  Oen.  Francis  Wlllard  Rollins,  0165029. 

Brig.    Oen.    Charles    Eskrldge    Saltzman, 
0275984. 

Brig.  Oen.  David  Sarnoff,  0208338. 


Brig.  Gen.  Herbert  Norman  Schwarzkc^f, 
0190484. 

Brig.  Oen.  Harry  Hodges  Semmes,  0900733. 

Brig.  Oen.  Henry  Alden  Shaw,  0166022. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Henry  Sherburne,  O156904. 

Brig.  Oen.  Conrad  Sdwln  Snow,  0400511. 

Brig.  Oen.  Oscar  Nathaniel  Solbert. 
0224371. 

Brig.  Oen.  Albert  Hummel  Stackpole. 
0103158. 

Brig.  Oen.  Carl  Ferinand  Stelnhoff, 
0245045. 

Brig.  Oen.  Arthur  Elsworth  Stoddard, 
0371507. 

Brig.  Oen.  William  Miles  Stokes,  Jr.. 
0166391. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frederick  Smith  Strong,  Jr., 
04 14433. 

Brig.  Oen.  Carl  Thomas  Sutherland, 
0268676. 

Brig.  Oen.  John  Thomas  Taylor,  0114805. 

Brig.  Gen.  Telford  Taylor.  09 18566. 

Brig.  Oen.  Samuel  Morgan  Thomas, 
0230963. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lamar  Tooze.  0107927. 

Brig.  Gen.  Kenneth  Castle  Townson, 
0163716. 

Brig.  Oen.  Thomas  EdLson  Troland, 
Ol 15989. 

Brig.  Gen.  Morris  Carlton  Troper.  0902843. 

Brig.  Gen.  Alfred  Glrard  Tuckerman. 
0181648. 

Brig.  Gen.  Elbert  Parr  Tuttle,  0135785. 

Brig.  Oen.  Herbert  Harold  Vreeland,  Jr., 
0115042. 

Brtg.  Gen.  Frederick  Marshall  Warren, 
0266247. 

Brig.  Gen.  Arthur  Pope  Watson.  0181573. 

Brig.  Gen.  Richard  Seabury  Whltcomb, 
0164276. 

Brig.  Oen.  Lawrence  Harley  Whiting, 
0207522. 

Brig.  Gen.  L.  Kemper  Williams,  0125140. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  James  Williamson. 
0911246. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Bayne  Wilson,  0900244. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  M.\rch  25,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  whose  blessed  Son 
Identified  for  us  the  true  way  of  life  and 
always  walked  in  it.  inspire  us  daily  with 
the  urge,  the  faith,  and  the  courage  to 
follow  and  walk  in  that  same  way. 

Grant  that  we  may  be  ready  to  chal- 
lenge, with  the  inexhaustible  and  in- 
vincible resources  of  Thy  divine  wisdom 
and  strength,  every  difficult  human  prob- 
lem which  we  may  encounter. 

May  we  be  numbered  among  those 
courageous  souls  who  fear  man  and  cir- 
cumstances and  hard  experiences  so  lit- 
tle because  they  fear  God  so  much. 

Show  us  how  we  may  hasten  the  com- 
ing of  that  glorious  day  when  every  knee 
shall  bow  and  every  tongue  confess  that 
the  Christ  is  the  Lord  to  the  glory  of 
God.  Give  us  the  assurance  that  noth- 
ing can  ever  separate  us  from  Thy  love. 

Hear  us  in  His  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Monday.  March  23.  1953.  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  commu- 
nicated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one 


of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the 
House  that  on  the  following  dates  the 
President  approved  and  signed  bills  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

On  March  14,  1953: 

H.  R.  2332.  An  act  to  place  temporary  limi- 
tations on  the  nujnber  of  officers  se'rvlng  on 
active  duty  In  the  Armed  Forces,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

On  March  23.  1953 : 

H.  R.  2466.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  July 
12,  1950  (ch.  460.  64  Stat.  336),  as  amended, 
which  authorizes  free  postage  for  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
specified  areas. 


SECOND  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRI- 
ATION BILL.  1953 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

Mabch  24,  1953. 
The  honorable  the  Spkaker, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Sik:  Pursuant  to  authority  granted  on 
March  23.  1953.  the  Clerk  yesterday  received 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  a  message 
reflecting  the  action  taken  by  that  body  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3053)  entitled  "An  act  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1963.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," and  amendments  thereto,  which  mes- 
sage is  attached  herewith. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Ltlx  O.  Snaoks. 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 
The  message  announced  that  the  Sen- 
ate agrees  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3053) 
entitled  "An  act  making  suoplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  jear  end- 
ing June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  pur- 
PKJses." 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  agrees  to  th« 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  Senate  amendments  numbered  24  and  37; 
be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recedes  from 
amendment  numbered  33  to  the  above-en- 
titled bill. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 
Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin;  and 

H.  R.  3063.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
announce  that  pursuant  to  the  authority 
granted  him  on  Monday,  March  23,  he 
signed  the  following  enrolled  bills  of  the 
House: 

On  March  23,  1953: 

H  R.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin. 

On  March  24,  1953: 

H.  R.  3053.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,   1953,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  2— MES- 
SAGE PROM  THE  FRESIDENT  OP 
THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  Ill) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
and,  together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  2  of  1953,  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  and  providing  for  re- 
organizations in  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture. 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1953  is 
de.signed  to  make  it  possible  for  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  simplify  and  im- 
prove the  internal  organization  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  It  is  sub- 
stantially in  accord  with  the  recom- 
mendations made  in  1949  by  the  Commis- 
sion on  Organization  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government. 

With  certain  exceptions.  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  2  of  1953  transfers  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  functions 
now  vested  by  law  in  other  officers,  and 
in  the  agencies  and  employees,  of  the 
Department.    It  allows  the  Secretary  to 
authorize  any  other  officer,  agency,  or 
employee  of  the  Department  to  perform 
any  function  vested  in   the  Secretary. 
He  is  directed  to  utilize  this  delegation 
authority  in  such  a  way  as  to  further 
certain  objectives  set  forth  in  the  re- 
organization plan.    Those  objectives  are 
to  simplify  and  make  effective  the  op- 
eration of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, to  place  the  administration  of  farm 
programs  close  to  the  State  and  local 
levels,  and  to  adapt  the  administration 
of  the  programs  of  the  Department  to 
regional.    State,    and    local    conditions. 
Further,  to  the  extent  deemed  practi- 
cable by  the  Secretary,  he  is  required  to 
give  appropriate  advance  public  notice 
and  to  afford  appropriate  opportunity  for 
interested  persons  and  groups  to  present 
to  the  Depsirtment  of  Agriculture  their 
views  on  such  proposed  delegations  of 
the  Secretary  as  involve  assignments  of 
major  functions  or  major  groups  of  func- 
tions to  major  constituent  organizational 
units  of  the  Department  or  their  officers. 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1953  will 
permit  the  establishment  of  a  clearer 
line  of  responsibility  and  authority  from 
the  President  through  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  down  to  the  lowest  level  of 
operations  in  the  Department    It  will 
make  the   Secretary  responsible  under 
law  for  activities  within  his  Department 
for  which  he  is  now  In  fact  held  account- 
able by  the  President,  the  Congress,  and 
the  public.    Also,  it  will  enable  the  Sec- 
retary, from  time  to  time,  to  adjust  the 
organization  of  the  Department  in  order 
to  achieve  continuous  Improvement  In 
operations  to  meet  changing  conditions. 
The  Congress  h£is  in  the  past  repeated- 
ly followed  the  sound  policy  of  vesting 
functions  directly  in  department  heads 
so  that  they  can  be  held  accountable  for 
the  performance  of  their  agencies.    In 
acting   upon   recommendations   of   the 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the  EIx- 


ecutlve  Branch  of  the  Government,  the 
Congress  approved,  in  1949  and  1950.  a 
series  of  statutes  and  reorganization 
plans  which  applied  that  policy  to  all 
the  executive  departments  except  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  While  some  laws 
vest  Important  functions  directly  in  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  others  place 
major  functions  In  subordinate  officers 
and  agencies  of  the  Department.  By 
transferring  to  the  Secretary  the  latter 
functions,  with  certain  exceptions,  the 
reorganization  plan  corrects  the  present 
patchwork  assignment  of  statutory  func- 
tions in  the  Department. 

The  f imctions  excepted  from  transfer 
to  the  Secretary  are  the  functions  of 
hearing  examiners  under  the  Adminis- 
trative Procedure  Act;  of  the  corpora- 
tions of  the  Department,  including  their 
boards  of  directors  and  officers;  ot  the 
Advisory  Board  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation;  and  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  and  the  banks,  corpora- 
tions, and  associations  supervised  by  it. 
The  exception  of  the  hearing  exam- 
iners is  in  accordance  with  the  Intent 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act, 
and  is  consistent  with  the  status  of  hear- 
ing examiners  In  other  departments  and 
agencies. 

The  corporations  of  the  Department, 
together  with  their  boards  of  directors 
and  officers,  are  excepted  because  they 
have  a  different  legal  status  than  other 
constituent  agencies  of  the  Department. 
Bodies  corporate  have  Independent  legal 
personalities  and  act  in  their  own  name 
rather  than  In  the  name  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  or  of  the  United 
States. 

The  same  reasons  which  prompt  the 
exception  of  the  corporations  of  the  De- 
partment make  desirable  the  exception 
of  the  entities  supervised  by  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration.  The  Farm  Credit 
Administration  itself  Is  also  excepted. 
slr»ce  it  is  anticipated  that  general  leg- 
islation covering  this  field  will  be  recom- 
mended to  the  Congress. 

The  Department  of  Agrlctilture  now 
has  only  one  Assistant  Secretary.  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  2  of  1953  provides 
the  Secretary  with  two  more  Assistant 
Secretaries  and  an  Administrative  As- 
sistant Secretary  to  aid  him  In  super- 
vising the  Department.  The  Assistant 
Secretaries  will  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Adminis- 
trative Assistant  Secretary  will  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  classified  civil  service 
by  the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of 
the  President.  These  methods  of  ap- 
pointment are  similar  to  those  prevail- 
ing in  other  executive  departments. 

The  Secretary  will  prescribe  the  func- 
tions to  be  performed  by  these  new  as- 
sistants. It  Is  his  intention  to  have  the 
new  Assistant  Secretaries  aid  him  In  pro- 
viding closer  policy  and  program  super- 
vision over  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, and  to  have  the  new  Administra- 
tive Assistant  Secretary  perform  sub- 
stantially the  same  role  as  that  per- 
formed by  the  Administrative  Assistant 
Secretaries  In  other  departments.  Thus, 
the  new  officers  will  assist  the  Secretary 
In  giving  continuous  attention  to  mat- 
ters which  are  essential  for  the  most 


efficient  and   economical  operatkm  of 
the  Department. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  ad- 
vised me  that  the  two  new  offices  of 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and 
the  one  new  office  of  Administrative  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  Agriculture,  pro- 
vided for  in  the  reorganization  plan, 
will  merely  replace  existing  positions  in 
the  Department,  and  that  hence  the 
creation  of  these  offices  will  not  result 
in  any  net  increase  in  the  personnel 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  He 
has  further  advised  me  that  both  the 
number  of  officers  and  employees  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  and  the  aggre- 
gate of  their  salaries  will  be  less  than 
those  existing  prior  to  January  1,  1953. 
The  Secretary  of  Agricult-'ore.  aided  by 
the  Interim  Agricultural  Advisory  Com- 
mittee, has  been  studying  the  organiza- 
tion and  f  imctions  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Recently  the  Secretary  re- 
arranged the  organizational  units  of  the 
Department  so  as  to  form  (In  addition  to 
the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  and  a  reorgan- 
ized Foreign  Agricultural  Service)  four 
major  groups  of  agencies,  each  with  a 
supervising  head  to  whom  the  agencies 
within  the  group  report.  By  so  doing, 
the  Secretary  sought  both  to  reduce  the 
number  of  separate  officials  reporting  to 
him  and  to  improve  coordination  within 
the  Department.  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  2  of  1953  will  make  It  possible  for  the 
Secretary  to  make  further  Internal  ad- 
justments within  the  Department  as 
study  and  experience  Identify  opportuni- 
ties for  improvement.  It  will  thus  fur- 
ther the  better  management  of  the  af- 
fairs of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
After  Investigation  I  have  foimd  and 
hereby  declare  that  each  reorganization 
included  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of 
1953  is  necessary  to  accomplii^  one  or 
more  of  the  purposes  set  forth  In  section 
2  (a)  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended. 

I  have  fovmd  and  hereby  declare  that 
it  is  necessary  to  Include  in  the  accom- 
panying reorganization  plan,  by  reason 
of  reorganizations  made  thereby,  provi- 
sions for  the  appointment  and  campen- 
satlon  of  two  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
Agriculture  and  an  Administrative  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  Agriculture;  The 
rates  of  compensation  fixed  for  these  offi- 
cers are  those  which  I  have  foimd  to  pre- 
vail in  respect  of  comparable  officers  In 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 
Reductions  In  expenditures  will  result 
from  reorganizations  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  made  possible  by  the  tak- 
ing effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.-  2  of 
1953,  but  such  reductions  cannot  be  item- 
ized at  this  time. 

I  recommend  that  the  Congress  allow 
the  accompanying  reorganization  plan  to 
become  effective. 

DWIOHT  D.  ElSKHHOWKR. 

Th«  Whtti  Hottsk.  March  2$.  1953. 

RaoBOANizATioiv  Plam  No.  a  or  1053 
(Prepared  by  the  President  and  transmitted 
to  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives in  Congress  assembled,  March  25, 
1953,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949,  approved  June 
20,  1949,  as  amended) 

DKPABTMKNT   OF    ACRICTn-TXn« 

Sbctiom  1.  Transfer  of  functions  to  the 
Secretary:    (a)    Subject   to   the    exception* 
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specified  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section, 
there  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  all  functions  not  now  vested 
m  him  of  all  other  ofllcers,  and  of  all  agencies 
and  employees,  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture. 

(b)  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  the 
functions  vested  by  the  Administrative  Pro- 
cedure Act  (6  U.  3.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  In  hearing 
examiners  employed  by  the  Department  of 
Agrlcultxire  nor  to  the  functions  of  ( 1 )  cor- 
porations of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
(2)  the  boards  of  directors  and  ofllcers  of 
such  corporations.  (3)  the  Advisory  Board 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  or  (4) 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration  or  any 
agency,  ofllcer,  or  entity  of,  under,  or  subject 
to  the  supervision  of  the  said  administra- 
tion. 

8bc.  2.  Assistant  Secretaries  of  Agriculture: 
Two  additional  Assistant  Secretaries  of  Agri- 
culture shall  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate.  Each  such  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
perform  such  functions  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall,  from  time  to  time,  pre- 
scribe and  each  shall  receive  compensation 
at  the  rate  prescribed  by  law  for  Assistant 
Secretaries  of  executive  departments. 

Sec.  3.  Administrative  Assistant  Secretary: 
An  Administrative  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  be  appointed,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President,  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  under  the  classified  civil  service, 
and  shall  perform  such  functions  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  shall,  from  time  to  time, 
prescribe.  The  provisions  of  the  item  num- 
bered (1)  of  the  third  proviso  under  the 
heading  "General  Provisions"  appearing  in 
Chapter  XI  of  the  Third  Supplemental  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1962,  approved  June  5,  1952 
(66  Stat.  121).  are  hereby  made  applicable 
to  the  position  of  Administrative  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Sec.  4.  Delegation  of  functions:  (a)  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  from  time  to 
time  make  such  provisions  as  he  shall  deem 
appropriate  authca-lzlng  the  performance  by 
any  other  ofllcer,  or  by  any  agency  or  em- 
ployee, of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
any  function  of  the  Secretary.  Including  any 
function  transferred  to  the  Secretary  by  the 
provisions  of  this  reorganization  plan. 

(b)  To  the  extent  that  the  carrying  out 
of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  Involves  the 
assignment  of  major  functions  or  major 
groups  of  functions  to  major  constituent 
organizational  units  of  the  Department  of 
Agrlcultvire.  now  or  hereafter  existing,  or  to 
the  heads  or  other  ofllcers  thereof,  and  to 
the  extent  deemed  practicable  by  the  Sec- 
retary, he  shall  give  appropriate  advance 
public  notice  of  delegations  of  functions  pro- 
posed to  be  made  by  him  and  shall  afford 
appropriate  opportunity  for  interested  per- 
sons and  groups  to  place  before  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  their  views  with  respect 
to  such  proposed  delegations. 

(c)  In  carrying  out  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section  the  Secretary  shall  seek  to  simplify 
and  make  efllclent  the  operation  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  to  place  the  ad- 
ministration of  farm  programs  close  to  the 
State  and  local  levels,  and  to  adapt  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  programs  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  regional,  State,  and  local  conditions. 

Sec.  5.  Incidental  transfers:  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  may  from  time  to  time  effect 
such  transfers  within  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  of  any  of  the  records,  property, 
and  personnel  affected  by  this  reorganiza- 
tion plan  and  such  transfers  of  unexpended 
balances  (available  or  to  be  made  available 
for  use  In  connection  with  any  affected  func- 
tion or  agency)  of  appropriations,  alloca- 
tions, and  other  funds  of  such  Department, 
as  he  deems  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  reorganization  plan;  but  such 
unexpended  balances  so  transferred  shall  be 
used  only  for  the  purjxMes  for  which  such 
appropriation  was  originally  made. 


FLOOD  DISASTER  IN  EUROPE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which 
was  read  by  the  Clerk  and.  together  with 
accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs: 

Department  or  State. 
Washington,  March  24,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr.. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  On  February  12. 
1953.  the  House  considered  and  agreed  to 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  No.  12  "That 
the  Congress  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  expresses  its  deep  sympathy,  af- 
fection, and  concern  for  the  peoples  of  the 
Netherlands,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  Bel- 
glum,  whose  countries  have  been  ravaged 
by  disaster.  Its  admiration  for  their  courage 
In  adversity,  and  Its  hop)e  for  the  early  res- 
toration of  their  homes  and  livelihoods."  At 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
signed  originals  of  Senate  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution No.  12  were  presented  by  the  Amer- 
ican Ambassadors  at  The  Hague.  London. 
and  Brussels  to  the  appropriate  ofDclals  of 
the  Governments  of  the  Netherlands,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium. 

In  response  to  the  presentation  of  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  No.  12  by  the  Amer- 
ican Ambasador  to  the  Netherlands,  the 
President  of  the  First  Chamber  of  the 
Netherlands  States  General  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Second  Chamber  of  the  Nether- 
lands States  General  addressed  to  Am- 
bassador Chapin  a  message  of  appreciation 
to  be  conveyed  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  A  photostatic  copy  of  this 
message  is  enclosed. 

This  message  Included  the  text  of  a  reso- 
lution passed  unanimously  by  the  Second 
Chamber  of  the  Netherlands  States  General 
expressing  gratitude  to  aH  peoples  who  sent 
or  offered  their  help  to  the  Netherlands. 
The  text  of  this  resolution  is  also  enclosed. 

In  response  to  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion No.  12.  delivered  to  the  United  Kingdom 
by  our  Ambassador,  the  British  Foreign  Sec- 
retary wrote  the  American  Ambassador  the 
following  letter: 

"My  Dear  Ambassador:  My  colleagues  and 
I  were  deeply  touched  by  the  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives,  which  you  were 
kind  enough  to  send  me  under  cover  of 
your  letter  of  the  19th  February. 

"The  sympathy  of  the  Congress  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  not  only  reaf- 
firms the  strength  of  the  ties  which  exist 
between  our  two  nations,  but  is  a  strong 
comfort  and  consolation  to  my  countrymen 
In  this  time  of  affliction. 
"Yours  sincerely, 

"Anthony   Eden." 

The  delivery  of  Senate  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution No.  12  by  the  American  Ambassador 
In  Brussels  was  responded  to  by  the  follow- 
ing letter  from  the  Chief  of  Protocol  of  the 
Belgian   Ministry   Affairs : 

"Mr.  Ambassador:  I  have  the  honor  to  ac- 
knowledge receipt  of  the  document  dated 
February  25,  1953.  No.  793.  by  which  Your 
Excellency  transmitted  a  resolution  voted 
by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, expressing  to  the  Belgian  people  the 
sympathy  of  the  American  people  after  the 
floods  which  have  devastated  the  coasts  of 
Belgium. 

"I  have  forwarded  this  message  to  the 
President  of  the  Chamber  of  Representatives, 
asking  him  to  communicate  it  to  his  col- 
league of  the  Senate. 

"Thanking  Your  Excellency  for  sending 
me  this  document,  I  take  this  occasion  to 
renew  the  assurance  of  my  highest  con- 
sideration. 

"Mouchit  Batteport  De  Lacbespin, 

"The  Chief  of  Protocol 

"(For  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs) ." 


The    Department    is    pleased   to    transmit 
these   responses  from   the   Netherlands,  the 
United    Kingdom,   and    Belgium. 
Sincerely   yours, 

Thruston  B.  Morton. 
Assistant  Secretary 
(For  the  Secretary  of  State). 

(Enclosures:  1.  Letter  from  Presidents  of 
the  First  and  Second  Chambers  of  the 
Netherlands  States  General.  2.  Resolution 
of  thanks  by  the  Second  Chamber.) 
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SPECIAL  ORDER  TRANSFERRED 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  special  or- 
der I  had  for  30  minutes  tomorrow  be 
transferred  to  Thursday.  April  22.  fol- 
lowing any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered for  that  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


OLD-AGE  PENSIONS 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  oblection. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  today  introduced  a  bill  that  is  de- 
sipned  to  secure  a  dignified,  adequate 
old-age  pension  for  all  of  our  elder  citi- 
zens, and  which  will  be  uniform  in  all 
States.  Every  person  who  has  been  a 
citizen  for  10  years  or  more,  and  has 
reached  the  age  of  65  years  will  be  quali- 
fied to  receive  a  pension  of  $100  per 
month-.  It  will  operate  on  a  pay-as-you- 
go  basis. 

Both  political  parties  made  the  Im- 
provement of  the  Social  Security  Act  a 
campaign  issue.  The  Republicans  in 
their  platform  made  reference  to  a  pay- 
as-you-go  pension  system.  The  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
has  said : 

It  has  been  apparent  for  a  long  time  that 
our  social-security  system  has  reeked  with 
inadequacy  and  other  faults.  As  I  see  It, 
we  will  have  to  come  to  a  truly  pay-as-you-go 
system,  leading  perhaps  to  a  universal  cov- 
erage. 

Millions  of  people  In  the  United  States 
are  still  not  covered  under  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act.  In  fact  only  about  27  per- 
cent of  persons  aged  65  or  over  receive 
social-security  pensions.  The  rest  of 
them  are  either  not  qualified  or  prefer 
to  keep  on  in  the  labor  market.  The 
number  of  our  p>eople  over  65  ii>  increas- 
ing. They  are  at  an  age  where  they  can- 
not do  much,  if  any,  hard  work,  and  are 
excluded  from  many  types  of  employ- 
ment. Yet  they  are  expected  to  eke  out- 
a  living  on  their  present  meager  means. 
Actuarial  findings  of  insurance  com- 
panies indicate  that  out  of  100  men  at 
the  age  of  25  years,  54  of  them  at  age 
65  will  be  broke  or  dependent,  and  sub- 
ject to  privation  and  worry. 

Our  older  citizens  deserve  our  best  con- 
sideration. We  should  provide  an  ade- 
quate national  pension  for  them  which 
will  permit  them  to  live  their  declining 
years  with  dignity  and  comfort.  This 
they  cannot  do  under  present  conditions 


and  most  programs.  Canada  has  adopt- 
ed a  national  pension  after  years  of  con- 
sideration of  the  problem.  Certainly  we 
in  the  United  States  can  be  as  forward 

looking.       ^^^^^^^^^^ 

GREEK  INDEPENDENCE 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Ricord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
tl^e  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  March  25 
marks  the  132d  anniversary  of  Greek 
independence.  That  day  in  1821.  when 
the  Greek  people  threw  out  the  Turkish 
invaders,  sounded  the  death  knell  of  the 
Ottoman  empire.  By  their  bravery,  the 
Greek  people  exposed  the  myth  of  Otto- 
man invincibility  and.  one  by  one.  the 
nations  of  the  Balkan  Peninsula  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  their  valiant  neigh- 
bors and  brought  liberty  back  to  that 
part  of  the  globe. 

As  the  news  of  the  successful  upris- 
ing in  Greece  spread  throughout  the 
world,  it  served  as  a  source  of  inspira- 
tion to  captive  peoples  everywhere.  The 
revolutions  that  shook  South  America 
and  forced  the  Spaniards  to  withdraw  to 
their  own  land  undoubtedly  gained  their 
impetus  from  the  Greek  war  of  libera- 
tion. 

Greece,  the  birthplace  of  democracy, 
blazed  the  way  for  the  19th  century 
movement  toward  the  independence  and 
the  self-determination  of  peoples,  as 
Greece  has  always  led  the  crusade  for 
freedom. 

Since  436  B.  C.  when  democratic 
Athens  went  to  the  aid  of  Corcyra.  to 
our  own  day  when  Greek  troops  are 
fighting  against  the  Communist  forces 
in  Korea,  the  people  of  Greece  have 
fought  tyraruiy  whenever  it  has  ap- 
peared. 

When  Greece  won  her  independence  in 
1821.  the  Greek  Senate  appealed  to  the 
United  States  for  aid.  The  people  of 
the  United  States,  led  by  President  Mon- 
roe and  Daniel  Webster,  promptly  re- 
sponded. This  partnership  in  the  cause 
of  freedom  is  but  one  of  the  things  that 
has  bound  the  people  of  Greece  and 
America. 

The  men  and  women  who  came  here 
from  Greece  as  immigrants  greatly  en- 
riched our  land.  Americans  of  Greek 
descent  figure  prominently  in  all  fields  of 
our  national  life. 

In  the  present  struggle  against  world 
communism,  we  know  that  the  people 
of  Greece  are  among  our  stanchest  al- 
lies. Following  the  policies  set  down  by 
President  Truman  in  his  aid  to  Greece 
program,  we  shall  continue  to  stand  by 
that  courageous  nation.  In  addition,  let 
me  assure  my  fellow  Americans  of  Greek 
descent  and  the  people  of  Greece,  that 
we  here  have  not  forgotten  about  the 
victims  of  Greece's  stand  against  Com- 
munist aggression. 
We  shall  continue  to  do  all  we  can  to 

bring  about  the  repatriation  of  the  3.000 
Greek  soldiers  and  of  the  thousands  of 

Greek  children  still  imprisoned  behind 

the  Iron  Curtain.    On  this  day  of  Jubi- 


lation, those  thousands  are  a  grim  re- 
minder that  the  fight  for  liberty  still 
goes  on. 


PUERTO  RICO 


Mr.  PERN6S-ISERN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rccord. 

The  SPE;aker.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Puerto  Rico? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  FERN6s-ISERN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  July  25,  1952,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Ilico  was  bom;  the  people  of 
Puerto  Rico  commenced  living  under  a 
constitution  of  their  own  adoption;  self- 
government  became  operative  in  Puerto 
Rico. 

This  important  event  was  the  result 
and  culmination  of  Public  Law  600,  81st 
Congress,  and  Joint  Resolution  447,  82d 
Congress.  Within  the  terms  of  compact 
embodied  in  the  first  of  these  measures, 
Puerto  Rico  adopted  a  constitution  and 
organized  a  constitutional  government; 
the  second  ratified  the  constitution 
adopted  by  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico, 
subject  to  stipulations  which  were  later 
accepted  by  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico. 
Thereupon,  the  Constitution  of  Puerto 
Rico  became  effective  and  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico  became  a  reality. 
Thus,  for  the  first  time  in  approximately 
500  years  of  its  history,  Puerto  Rico  be- 
came fully  self-governing  in  all  matters 
not  locally  Inapplicable. 

Obviously,  this  is  a  matter  of  great 
prestige  to  the  United  States  in  its  posi- 
tion of  leadership  with  the  nations  of  the 
world. 

On  March  20,  1953  our  Ambassador  to 
the  United  Nations,  the  Honorable  Henry 
Cabot  Lodge.  Jr..  addressed  a  communi- 
cation to  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
United  Nations  stating,  on  behalf  of  out 
Government,  that  the  United  States  has 
decided  to  cease  reporting  on  Puerto  Rico 
as  a  non-self-governing  area  within  the 
political  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 
This  is  of  significance  to  the  world  as  well 
as  to  the  United  States  and  Puerto  Rico, 
and  I  feel  that  this  communication 
should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of 
every  Member  of  the  Congress.  Accord- 
ingly, I  include  this  communication  in 
the  Congressional  Record: 

Nrw  York,  N.  T.,  March  20.  1953. 
His  Kzcellency  Trtovk  Lie, 

Secretary  General  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. Sew  York.  N.  Y. 
Ezckllenct:  I  have  the  honor  to  refer  to 
the  United  States  representative's  note  U.  N.- 
1727/89,  dated  January  19,  1963.  notifying 
you  that  as  a  result  of  the  entry  Into  force 
on  July  25.  1952,  of  the  new  constitution 
establishing  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rloo,  the  United  States  Government  has  de- 
cided to  ceaae  to  transmit  Information  on 
Puerto  Rloo  under  article  73  (e)  of  the 
Charter. 

The  attainment  by  the  people  of  Puerto 
Rico  of  their  new  commonwealth  status 
is  a  most  significant  step.  This  Is  the  kind 
of  progress  to  self-govenunent  contem- 
plated by  the  United  NaUons  Charter.  This 
Is  the  democratic  pattern  of  the  free  world — 
of  goals  set  and  hopes  realized.  The  people 
of  Puerto  Rico  expressed  their  view  by  reso- 
lution at  their  constitutional  convention  In 
the  following  words:  "Thus  we  attain  the 
goal  of  complete  self-government,  the  last 


vestiges  of  oolonlallsm  having  disappeared 
in  the  principle  of  compact,  and  we  enter 
into  an  era  of  new  developments  In  demo- 
cratic civilization." 

I  Invite  your  attention  In  particular  to  the 
enclosed  letta:  of  Governor  Munoz  Marin 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  In 
which  after  requesting  the  termlnatlpn  of 
the  transmittal  of  Information  under  article 
73  (e) ,  with  respect  to  Puerto  Rico,  and  after 
recounting  the  development  of  the  island's 
political  progress,  he  says:  "The  people  of 
Puerto  Rico  are  firm  supporters  of  the  United 
Nations  and  this  great  organization  may 
confidently  rely  upon  us  for  a  continuation 
of  that  good  wUl." 

Let  me  add  that  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico 
at  this  moment  are  proudly  cooperating  to 
the  utmost  In  the  United  Nations  effort  to 
repel  aggression  In  Korea.  The  men  of 
Puerto  Rico  who  are  bearing  the  hardships 
of  battle  with  other  United  Nations  troops 
have,  by  their  courage  and  determination, 
demonstrated  their  strong  love  for  freedom. 

There  are  enclosed  for  the  information  of 
the  members  of  the  United  Nations  the  fol- 
lowing documents  In  compliance  with  the 
terms  of  resolution  222  (III)  of  the  General 
Assembly: 

1.  Text  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Puerto  Rico. 

2.  Memorandum  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  concerning  the 
cessation  of  transmission  of  Information  un- 
der article  73  (e)  of  the  Charter  with  regard 
to  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

3.  Copy  of  the  letter  dated  January  17. 
1953,  from  the  Governor  of  Puerto  Rico  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Accept,  Excellency,  the  renewed  assurance* 
of  my  highest  consideration. 

Hkhbt  Cabot  Lodge.  St., 

AmlyasaaAor, 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  ABBITT  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  the  legislative  pro- 
gram and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 

CAUj  op  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Miimesota.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  make  a  point  of  order  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  One  hundred  and 
forty -seven  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

(RoU  No.  30] 

Andrews  Oamble  Moulder 

Barden  Oreen  Norblad 

Blatnlk  Hale  Poulaon 

Boykln  Halej  Prloa 

Campbell  BeUer  Rabaut 

Cannon  Hinshaw  Reeoe,  Tenn. 

Camahan  Hollfleld  Scrlvner 

Celler  Hniska  Shelley 

Chelf  Jackson  Staggers 

Clardy  Judd  Taylor 

Corbett  Klein  Trimble 

Croeser  Krueger  Walter 

rwngell  Leslnskl  Wilson,  Ind. 

Fisher  Magnuson  Wilson,  Tez. 

Prazier  Morrison  Withers 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  383 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 
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EXEIiPTION   FROM    TAXATION    OF 
CBRTAIN     TANGIBLB     PEEtSONAL 

PROPorrr 

Tte  SPEAKER.  The  unflniahwl  busl- 
neas  Is  the  Question  of  paasaee  of  the 
bill  <H.  R.  SISO)  to  provMe  fm  the  ex- 
emption from  tax{^ion  oC  certain  tan- 
gible personal  property. 

Mr.  BONKER.  Mr.  Spealber.  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Members  who  were  not 
on  the  floor  when  the  debate  took  piace 
the  other  day.  may  I  ask  at  this  time 
whether  the  bill  conW  be  read  so  the 
membership  of  the  House  might  thor- 
oughly understand  the  Question  that  Is 
before  the  House? 

The  SPEAKER.  Of  course,  it  can  be 
read  by  unanunons  consent  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
tmanhnous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
reread. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from  North 
CanHina? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  resenr- 
Ing  the  right  to  object.  I  wonder  if  it 
would  not  satisfy  the  gentleman's  pui*- 
poee  to  have  reported  whatever  is  in  con- 
trovaniy? 

Ifr.  BONNER.  I  may  say  to  the 
gentlenan  that  as  far  as  I  tun  concerned 
the  whole  matter  is  in  (Jontroversy. 
There  have  been  certain  amendments  to 
the  bill  that  the  Members  should  know 
about  and  they  should  have  knowledge 
of  the  bilL 

Mr.  HAIiiECK.  This  bill  has  to  do,  as 
I  am  sure  we  understand,  with  the  mat- 
ter of  exempting  from  taxation  certain 
personal  property,  household  personal 
property,  located  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  It  has  been  in  the  papers, 
many  of  us  heard  the  debate  and  that 
has  been  printed  in  the  Record.  Much 
as  I  respect  the  gentleman's  position,  I 
cannot  see  where  any  good  purpose  will 
be  served  by  reading  the  bill. 

Mr.  BONNER.    It  is  a  ihort  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Chair  being  in  doubt,  the  House  divided 
and  there  were — ayes  148,  noes  58. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quoriun 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  coimt 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
seventy-four  Membera  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  de- 
mand ttie  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ALCOHCOC  BEVERAGE  CONTROL 
ACT 

The  SFBAKER.  The  farther  unfln- 
iabed  bosineai  Is  the  questton  on  the 
committee  amendment  to  H.  R.  3655, 
on  which  a  separate  vote  was  demanded. 


Without  objection  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  committee  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  S,  after  "premises",  strike  out 
all  down  to  and  Including  line  11. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  E4?eaker,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
stfltc  it 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Otok).  Many  of  the 
Members  who  are  here  today  were  not 
here  wiien  this  bill  was  being*  debated, 
and  I  wonder  whether  it  would  be  per- 
missible to  «sk  that  the  six  lines  that 
the  amendment  seeks  to  striJce  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  Clei'k  will  read  the  matter  stricken 
out. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  2.  Une  5,  after  "pre«nlses",  strike  out 
the  toilomin%:  "and  to  forbid  the  oonsump- 
tlon  on  Sundays,  but  the  Comm  1  ■siorwrs 
shall  not  authorize  the  consumption  on  such 
prremlses  of  any  beverages  at  any  time  when 
the  sal«  of  beverages  Is  prohibited  to  a 
holder  of  a  retailer's  license,  class  C.  or  of 
any  bererages.  other  than  light  wln«  and 
beer,  on  Sunda3rs,  and  such  consumption  Is 
hereby  prohibited." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  wfe  laid  on 
the  table. 


TEMPORARY  CONSTRUCTION  WORK 
ON  THE  CAPITOL  GROUNDS 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  (H. 
J.  Res.  229)  authorizing  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol  to  permit  certain  temporary 
construction  work  on  the  Capitol 
Grounds  in  connection  with  the  erection 
of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution, 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  Is  hereby  authorized  to  permit  the 
performance  within  the  United  States  Capi- 
tol Grounds  o..  any  excavation,  temporary 
construction,  or  other  work  that  may  be  nec- 
essary for  construction  of  a  national  head- 
qtiarters  building  for  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Teamsters,  Chauffeurs,  Ware- 
housemen and  Helpers.  American  Federation 
of  Labor,  at  the  northwest  comer  of  D  Street 
and  Louisiana  Avenue  NW.:  Provided,  That 


no  permanent  construction  shaU  extend 
within  the  United  States  Capitol  Grounds. 

Sec.  2.  The  United  States  shall  not  Incur 
any  expense  or  liability  whatsoever,  tirder 
or  by  reason  of  this  joint  resolution,  or  be 
liable  under  any  claim  of  any  nature  or  kind 
that  may  arise  from  anything  that  may  be 
connected  with  or  grow  out  of  this  joint  reso- 
lution. 

Bxc.  3.  No  work  shall  be  performed  within 
the  Capitol  Grounds  pursuant  to  this  Joint 
resolution  until  the  Architect  of  the  Capi- 
tol shall  have  been  furnished  with  such  as- 
surances as  he  may  deem  necessary  that  all 
areas  within  stich  grounds,  disturbed  by 
reason  of  such  construction,  shall  be  restored 
to  their  original  condltlock  without  expecse 
to  the  United  States;  and  all  work  within  the 
Capitol  Grounds  herein  authorized  shall  be 
performed  under  conditions  satisfactory  to 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
enjrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr  Speaker.  I  amk. 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Recobd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  aas  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
asked  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  229,  to  authorize  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  to  permit  certain 
temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  grounds  in  connection  with  the 
erection  of  a  building  on  privately  owned 
property  adjacent  thereto,  which  was 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Work.s. 

The  International  Brotherhood  of 
Teamsters,  Chauffeurs.  Warehousemen 
and  Helpers,  an  A.  P.  of  L.  afBllate.  owns 
a  tract  of  land  situated  at  the  ncH-thwest 
comer  of  D  Street  and  Louisiana  Av- 
enue NW.,  in  Washington,  D.  C,  adja- 
cent to  the  Continental  Hotel.'  The 
property  was  purchased  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing  a  building  thereon  to  be 
used  as  the  union's  headquarters. 

In  order  that  construction  of  the 
building  may  proceed,  it  is  necessary 
for  the  contractor  to  make  certain  ex- 
cavaUons.  including*  the  placement  of 
temporary  sheathing,  and  otherwise  to 
work  within  the  area  of  the  Capitol 
grounds  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
new  building  site  and  approximately 
2  or  3  feet  beyond  the  boundary  line  of 
the  site. 

The  Architect  of  the  Capitol  Informed 
the  committee  that  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Teamsters,  and  its  con- 
tractor, would  be  required  to  furnish 
him  with  such  assurances  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  that  all  areas  within  the 
Capitol  grounds  disturbed  by  reason  of 
the  contemplated  construction  would 
be  restored  to  its  original  condition  and 
without  expense  to  the  United  States. 

The  committee  has  been  advised,  fur- 
ther, that  all  of  the  proposed  work  will 
be  carried  to  completion  under  condi- 
tions satisfactory  to  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  and  that  no  permanent  con- 
struction will  extend  within  the  Capitol 
grounds.  The  committee  was  given  as- 
surance that  the  United  States  will  not 
incur  any  expense  or  liability  whatso- 
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ever  by  reason  of  the  construction  work 
contemplated,  or  be  liable  under  any 
claim  of  any  kind  which  may  arise  in 
connection  with  the  erection  of  the 
building  on  this  site. 

The  excavation  work  was  started  and 
is  now  temporarily  suspended  pending 
congressional  authorization  to  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  as  set  forth  in  House 
Joint  Resolution  229. 

In  view  of  this  situation.  I  strongly 
urged  immediate  favorable  action  on 
House  Joint  Resolution  229. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  introduced  the  resolution 
which  has  just  been  under  considera- 
tion— House  Joint  Resolution  229 — at  the 
request  of  the  International  Brotherhood 
of  Teamsters-Chaufleurs-Warehouse- 
men  and  Helpers,  af&liated  with  the  A. 
F.  of  L.  It  is  a  most  important  bill  to  the 
ofQcers  and  membership  of  this  imion. 

The  Teamsters  Union  is  now  engaged 
In  constructing  a  five-story  national 
headquarters  offlce  building  at  D  Street 
and  Louisiana  Avenue  Northwest,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  In  order  to  erect 
this  building  it  is  necessary  that  the 
union  temporarily  go  2  or  3  feet  onto  the 
Capitol  Oroimds  and  dig  a  trench  on 
Government  property  so  that  sheathing 
can  be  put  in  place  for  pouring  the  con- 
crete foundation  of  this  new  building. 

The  temporary  use  of  the  Government 
property  requires,  tmder  existing  law. 
that  the  union  secure  the  approval  of 
Congress.  To  grant  the  imion  that  ap- 
proval is  the  purpose  of  this  bill. 

The  union  agrees  that  the  occupancy 
of  the  Government  property  will»be  brief 
and  that  any  land  used  will  be  restored 
to  Its  original  condition  without  expense 
to  the  Government.  No  part  of  the 
permanent  building  will  be  on  Govern- 
ment land. 

The  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  Mr. 
David  Lynn,  agrees  this  is  appropriate 
legislation  and  in  a  letter  to  me,  recom- 
mends its  passage.  I  submitted  this 
resolution  to  the  House  Public  Works 
Committee  yesterday  and  it  was  unan- 
imously approved  by  that  committee. 

I  have  conferred  with  both  the  ma- 
jority and  minority  leadership  of  the 
House,  and  they  have  no  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  this  resolution  at  this 
time  in  order  that  the  Teamsters  Union 
will  not  be  delayed  In  continuing  the 
construction  of  their  new  headquarters 
building  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
which,  when  completed.  I  am  stire,  will 
be  a  worthy  addition  to  the  fine  architec- 
ture of  this  beautiful  city. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  40 
minutes  on  tomorrow,  following  the  leg- 
islative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


CONTINUATION  OP  THE  PRESENT 
EPPECnVENESS  OF  CERTAIN 
EMERGENCY  POWERS 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  186  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3853) 
to  amend  title  18,  United  States  Code,  en- 
titled "Crimes  and  Criminal  Procedure,"  with 
respect  to  continuing  the  effectiveness  of 
certain  statutory  provisions  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  national  emer- 
gency proclaimed  by  the  President  on  De- 
cember 16.  1950.  After  general  debate,  which 
shaU  be  confined  to  the  bUl,  and  shall  con- 
tinue not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controUed  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee,  shall  rise 
and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bUl  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule 
provides  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  3853.  It  is  an  open  rule,  and  pro- 
vides for  1  hour  of  general  debate. 

H.  R.  3853  is  a  measure  which  will  con- 
tinue until  6  months  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  national  emergency  certain 
provisions  of  the  criminal  statutes  which 
pertain  to  the  penalty  for  espionage  and 
sabotage.  The  present  law  expires  on 
April  1.  1953. 

The  vote  in  the  committee  and  in  the 
Committee  on  Rules  was  imanimous.  I 
see  no  need  for  extended  debate  on  this 
measure. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  Of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  concur  in  the  statement  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York.  I  know  of  no  ob- 
jection to  the  rule  or  to  the  bill  itself, 
and  I  have  no  requests  for  time  on 
this  side. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3853)  to  amend 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  entitled 
"Crimes  and  Criminal  Procedure,"  with 
respect  to  continuing  the  effectiveness  of 
certain  statutory  provisions  imtil  6 
months  after  the  termination  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  on  December  16.  1950. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  H.  R.  3853,  with  Mr. 
Camiiklo  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  (Ufpensed  with. 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  srield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentuclcy  [Mr.  Robsion]. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  bill  was  considered  by 
Subcommittee  No.  2  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  It  was  favor- 
ably reported  by  that  subcommittee 
unanimously,  and  was  later  reported  to 
the  House  unanimously  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

Generally  spealcing,  offenses  against 
national  security  are  divided  into  two 
classes  for  purposes  of  punishment — that 
is  wartime  and  peacetime.  Different 
punishments  are  provided  if  the  particu- 
lar act  is  committed  in  peace  rather  than 
in  war.  But,  we  are  now  in  a  situation 
which  is  neither  war  nor  peace.  We  are 
in  a  period  which  has  been  proclaimed 
by  the  Pr«jsident  to  be  a  state  of  emer- 
gency. It  is  felt  that  these  particular 
offenses  should  carry  the  same  punish- 
ment in  this  emergency  period  that  nor- 
mally they  would  have  in  time  of  war. 
Last  year,  on  July  13,  1952.  a  bill  was 
approved  to  continue  these  wartime  pim- 
ishments  for  the  duration  of  the  national 
emergency  plus  6  months,  or  April  30, 
1953,  whichever  was  the  earlier  date. 
In  a  very  few  days,  this  law  will  expire, 
and  unless  the  Congress  continues  these 
wartime  powers  and  punishments,  which 
the  Department  of  D'ifense  considers  so 
very  important  at  this  time,  we  will  find 
that  several  major  crimes  against  our 
national  security,  such  as  espionage, 
sabotage,  and  offenses  of  that  nature 
must  be  treated  imder  a  peacetime  status 
instead  of  a  state  of  emergency  or  war- 
time. 

The  purpose  of  this  particular  bill  Is 
to  extend  for  the  duration  of  the  emer- 
gency, plus  6  months.. the  present  acts 
and  the  punishments  relating  to  crimes 
such  as  gathering  or  delivering  defense 
information  to  a  foreign  government,  the 
destruction  of  war  materials,  the  pro- 
duction of  defective  wsu:  materials,  and 
offenses  of  that  nattire. 

The  committee  feels  it  is  most  impor- 
tant that  in  this  time  of  emergency,  the 
punishments  now  provided  tmder  the 
law  for  these  offenses  be  continued 
through  the  period  of  the  present  emer- 
gency plus  6  months. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Ohio  is  recognized. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chahman.  I 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  use. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  request  for 
time  on  this  side.  It  is  felt  that  in  this 
time  of  emergency,  when  we  are  threat- 
ened from  within  and  without,  this  meas- 
ure should  be  extended. 

I  therefore  yield  back  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  have  no  further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  105  of  title 
18.  United  States  Code,  is  hereby  amended 
by  inserting  at  the  end  of  the  cbi^iter  analy- 
sis preceding  section  2151  of  such  title  the 
following  new  Item: 

"2167.  Temporary  extension  of  sections  215S 

and  2154." 

8SC.2.  TlUe    18,    United    States   Code,    is 

hereby  amended  by  inserting  in  chapter  105 

thereof.  Immediately  after  section  2166,  a 
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mm  McUoB,  to  be  designated  as  section  3157, 
as  follows: 

"i  2157.  Temporary  esteaslcn  of  leetlons  3153 
axMl  31C4 

"(a)  Tb»  provtalons  of  secttons  3168  and 
2154  of  ttUs  title,  as  amended  and  extended 
by  section  1  (a)  (29)  of  the  Emergency  Pow- 
ers Contlniiation  Act  (6tJ  Stat.  333).  in  addi- 
tion to  eomlng  Into  full  force  and  effect  In 
tlms  of  war  shalf  remain  In  full  force  and 
affect  until  t  montlis  after  tbe  termination 
of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed  by 
the  ft'ssldent  on  Deoember  16.  1950  (Pioc. 
3912.  3  C.  F.  R.,  1950  Supp.,  p.  71).  and  acU 
of  the  kind  giving  rise  to  legal  consequences 
and  penalties  under  any  of  these  provisions 
when  performed  during  a  state  of  war  shall 
give  rtoe  to  the  same  legal  consequences  and 
penalties  when  titeey  are  performed  dwrlng 
the  period  above  provided  for. 

"(b)  Effective  for  the  period  above  pro- 
vided for,  the  words  'conduct  of  war'  as  used 
In  sectifon  2151  are  extended  to  Include  de- 
fense activities. 

"(c)  Effective  for  the  period  above  pro- 
vided for.  the  words  "carrying  on  the  war'  as 
used  In  section  2153  and  2154  are  extended 
to  Include  defense  activities  wherever  they 
appear  therein." 

Sac.  8.  Cbapter  37  of  title  18.  United  States 
Code,  is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  at  the 
end  of  the  chapter  analysis  preceding  section 
791  of  such  title  the  following  new  item: 
"798.  Temporary  extension  of  section  794." 

Sac.  4.  Title  18.  United  SUtes  Code.  Is 
hereby  amended  by  inserting  in  chapter  37 
thereof  Immediately  after  section  797  a  new 
section,  to  be  designated  as  section  798.  as 
follows : 

"S  798.  Temporary  extension  of  section  794 

"The  provisions  of  section  794  of  this  title, 
as  amended  and  extended  by  section  1  (a) 
(29)  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act  (88  Stat.  833).  in  addition  to  coming 
Into  full  force  and  effect  in  time  of  war 
shall  rMoaatn  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
6  moatlM  after  the  termination  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  Deoember  18.  1950  (Proc.  2912.  3 
C.  F.  B.,  1950  Supp.,  p.  71),  and  acts  of  the 
kind  giving  rise  to  legal  consequences  and 
penalties  under  section  794  when  performed 
during  a  state  of  war  shall  give  rise  to  the 
same  legal  consequences  and  penalties  when 
th^y  are  performed  during  the  period  above 
provided  for." 

Sec.  5.  Chapter  115  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting 
at  the  end  of  the  chapter  analysis  preceding 
section  2391  of  such  title  the  following  new 
Item: 

"2391.  Temporary  extension  of  section  2388." 
Sxc.  6.  Title  18,  United  SUtes  Code,  is  here- 
by amended  by  inserting  In  chapter  115 
thereof.  Immediately  after  section  2390.  a 
new  section,  to  be  designated  as  section  2391, 
as  f(rilows: 

"J  2391.  Temporary  extension  of  section  2388 
"The  provisions  of  section  2388  of  this  title, 
as  amended  and  extended  by  section  1  (a) 
(29)  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act  (68  Stat.  US) ,  In  addition  to  coming  into 
full  force  and  effect  in  time  at  war  shall 
remain  In  fun  force  and  effect  until  6 
months  after  the  termination  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950  (Proc.  2912,  3  C.  P.  B.. 
1950  Supp.,  p.  71),  and  acts  of  the  kind 
giving  rise  to  legal  consequences  and  penal- 
tlea  under  sectkm  2388  when  performed  dur- 
ing a  state  of  war  shall  glv<e  rise  to  the  same 
legal  coaaequenoes  and  penaKles  when  they 
are  perfonaad  during  tlM  period  above  pro- 
vided for." 

Sec.  7.  Section  1  <a)  <aB)  of  tbe  Aner- 
gency  War  Powers  Continuatiosi  Act  (66  Stat. 
333)  is  hereby  repeated. 

MAN.    Under  the  rule,  the 
wHI  rise. 


Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Canfield.  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit- 
tee, having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3853)  to  amend  title  18, 
United  States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and 
Criminal  Procedure,"  with  respect  to 
continuing  the  effectiveness  of  certain 
statutory  provisions  until  6  months  after 
the  termination  of  the  national  emer- 
gency proclaimed  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950.  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution  186,  he  reported  the  same 
back  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  Is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


•**       oJSSS^ 


EXTENSION    OP    THE    EMERGENCT? 
POWERS  CONTINUATION  ACT 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  188  and  ask  for  iia 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Rtaolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolutloa  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Conixnit- 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  226.  to  extend  until  July  1.  1953. 
the  time  limitation  upon  the  effectiveness  of 
certain  statutory  provisions  which  but  for 
such  time  limitation  would  be  In  effect  un- 
til 6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  on  Decem- 
ber 16.  1950.  After  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  joint  resolution,  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  di\ided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  tlie 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  Joint  reso- 
lution shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
rei>ort  the  Joint  resolution  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted, 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  consid- 
ered as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
rule,  too.  is  a  1-hour  open  rule;  it  pro- 
vides for  the  consideration  of  House 
Joint  Resolution  226.  Whereas  the 
previous  bill  was  one  pertaining  to  the 
criminal  statutes,  the  bill  made  in  order 
by  the  pending  rule  pertains  to  certain 
civilian  emergency  war  statutes,  and 
while  the  previous  hill  extended  the  time 
this  one  cuts  the  time  during  which  cer- 
tain civilian  emergency  war  powers  shall 
be  in  effect.  It  does  extend  the  expira- 
tion date  for  a  3 -month  period,  I  under- 
stand, to  wind  up  activities  under  those 
particular  statutes. 

I  now  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smtih]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  believe  there  Is  no  controversy  about 


this  measure.     I  have  no  requests  for 
time. 

I  sriekl  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  LATHAM  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  226,  to 
extend  until  July  1. 1953,  the  time  limita- 
tion upon  the  effectiveness  of  certain 
statutory  provisions  which  but  for  such 
time  limitation  would  be  in  effect  until 
6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  on  De- 
cember 16.  1950. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Re.<^lution  226. 
with  Mr.  Bender  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bfll. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  is  entitled  to  38 
minutes  and  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  Feigh\n1  to  30  minutes. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  Is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  (Mr.  RobsiohI. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  the  early  part  of  last  year 
the  President  transmitted  to  the  Con- 
gre.ss  a  I'equest  that  certain  powers  be 
given  to  the  Executive  for  the  period  of 
national  emergency  and  6  months  there- 
after. After  due  consideration  of  that 
request  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, it  was  felt  there  should  be  a  time 
limitation  upon  the  powers  to  be  granted. 
When  the  bill  passed  the  House  It  was 
limited  to  July  1. 1S53.  because  there  were 
a  great  number  of  pieces  of  legislation 
involved  and  several  members  of  the 
Cv.mmittee  and  Members  of  the  House 
felt  that  some  of  them  should  be  made 
permanent  and  others  dropped  alto- 
gether. After  the  passage  of  the  bill  in 
the  Senate,  and  it  was  considered  in  con- 
ference, the  date  of  expiration  was 
moved  up  to  April  1.  1953.  It  was  felt 
and  hoped  that  prior  to  April  1,  1953. 
further  study  could  be  made  of  the  vari- 
ous items  included  to  the  point  where 
they  would  no  longer  be  considered 
emergency  items  and  could  be  either 
dropped  or  made  permanent  legislation. 

In  the  meanwhile  there  has  been  a 
change  of  administration,  and  a  change 
in  the  heads  of  a  great  many  of  the  de- 
partments involved.  As  a  result,  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  the  other 
departments  concerned  have  not  had 
sufficient  time,  they  believe,  to  prepare 
proper  recommendations  to  the  Con- 
gress. Some  of  the  reports  on  individ- 
ual items  have  already  been  sent  to  the 
Congress  and  are  now  being  worked  upon 
by  the  various  committees. 

Included  In  the  act  as  It  was  passed 
last  year  were  some  45  statutory  pro- 
visions. In  this  new  resolution.  House 
Joint  Resolution  226,  six  of  those  statu- 
tory provisions  have  been  dropped  as  no 
longer  necessary.     The  present  resolu- 
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tion  includes  39  statutory  provisions.  31 
of  which  relate  to  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  8  relate  to  other  depart- 
ments. 

The  officials  and  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  and  members  of 
our  committee  who  are  thoroughly  fa- 
miliar with  this  type  of  legislation,  are 
of  the  opinion  If  the  Congress  grants  the 
additional  3  months  requested  for  the 
departments  and  the  congressional  com- 
mittees to  complete  their  study  and 
preparation  of  these  bills,  within  that 
period  the  particular  Items  faivohred  will 
have  been  disposed  of  by  appropriate 
legislation  and  the  need  for  emergency 
legislation  such  as  this  will  have  been 
eliminated. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr, 
Feichak]  was  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Judiciary  last  year  that 
gave  considerable  study  and  held  nu- 
merous hearings  and  investigations  of 
these  matters.  He  is  thoroughly  fa- 
miliar with  their  nature.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  feels 
that  the  3  months  requested  is  necessary 
in  order  to  complete  the  work  that  was 
undertaken  last  year  and  believes  that 
this  will  be  sufficient  time  to  complete 
the  study  and  enact  necessary  legisla- 
tion. 

In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  reason  why 
House  Joint  Resolution  236  should  not 
be  passed  at  this  time.  It  was  approved 
by  the  subcommittee  unanimously;  it 
was  reported  by  the  full  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  unanimously,  and  we  are 
asking  today  that  the  Congress  give  3 
additional  months  beyond  the  April  I 
time  limit  to  complete  legislative  action 
on  these  45  statutory  provisions  included 
in  the  resolution  now  under  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  FEIOHAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  1 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  has  very  well  stated,  this  is 
legislation  of  a  temporary  nature  and 
provides  only  for  the  extension  of  Uiese 
necessary  statutory  powers  for  an  ad- 
ditional 3  months  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  various  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Government  to  bring  be- 
fore the  several  standing  committees  of 
the  Congress  legislation  which  would 
extend  many  of  these  statutes  beyond 
that  3  months'  period  which  we  are  ask- 
ing now. 

I  feel  that  the  administration  has  not 
been  derelict  in  its  duty  In  not  bringing 
legislation  for  the  Individual  statutory 
extensions  before  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees earlier.  I  feel  It  is  perfectly 
proper  that  we  keep  these  statutes  in 
effect  until  each  standing  committee 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  have  a  full 
and  complete  hearing,  and  determine 
which  statutes  should  be  allowed  to  ex- 
pire and  which  should  be  continued  in 
effect. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  now  j^eld  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  Lank]. 

Mr.  LANS.  Mr.  Chairman,  House 
Joint  Resolution  226  Is  one  ot  these  res- 
olutions that  has  come  out  of  Mm  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  again  this  jrear 
and,  as  has  been  stated,  it  was  given 
considerable  study  and  thous^t  at  the 
last  session  of  the  Congress.    The  oub- 


mittee,  headed  by  our  colleague  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Robsiqn],  has  this  year 
given  the  matter  considerable  study  and 
thought,  and,  as  he  stated,  the  subcom- 
mittee and  the  full  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  are  unanimously  In  favor  of 
this  Joint  resolution.  Tliey  are  in  favor 
of  the  extension  until  July  1, 1953. 

While  we  are  talking  now  on  matters 
of  a  national  emergency  nature,  may  I 
say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Defense 
Department  would  have  us  believe  that 
all  of  the  billions  being  spent  to  provide 
national  security  are  a  military  secret. 

"Dont  ask  why  so  much  money  Is 
needed  or  where  It  goes;  just  appropriate 
It,"  seems  to  be  the  theme  song  of  the 
Pentagon. 

Maybe  that  Is  to  cover  up  the  fact  that 
some  of  the  funds  just  got  lost. 

At  any  rate,  many  of  us  cannot  figure 
out  why  the  Air  Force  cannot  use  its 
own  planes  instead  of  depending  upon  a 
civilian  airlift. 

The  war  in  Korea  is  nearing  the  3- 
year  mark.  The  Congress  has  been  most 
generous  in  providing  fun^s  for  the  mili- 
tary; in  fact,  almost  at  the  level  of 
spending  for  World  War  n.  Two  and  a 
half  years  should  be  enough  time  for  the 
Air  Force  to  have  sufBcient  transport 
planes  to  do  a  ferry  job  between  Cali- 
fornia and  Korea.  But  it  appears  that 
they  have  to  hitchhike  at  a  price. 

Unfortunately,  it  took  a  tragedy  to  xm- 
mask  this  Inexcusable  lack  of  planning 
and  function. 

A  March  20  AP  report  from  Oakland, 
Calif.,  reported  that  "A  4-engine  trans- 
port carrying  some  35  crewmen  and 
soldiers  from  Roswell,  N.  Mex..  crashed 
in  flames  south  of  here  today,  killing  all 
aboard." 

The  Transocean  Airlines  cargo  plane 
was  operated  by  a  civilian  crew. 
"Transocean  is  the  world's  largest  non- 
scheduled  carrier.  Its  headquarters  are 
in  Oakland.  Transocean  planes  have 
flown  thousands  of  military  personnel 
and  tons  of  supplies  from  the  west  coast 
to  Korea." 

Who  was  at  fault?  Why  are  there  so 
many  of  these  accidents?  What  can  we 
do  to  prevent  others?  These  serious 
questions  must  be  our  first  concern. 

But  behind  them  is  another  nagging 
puzzle:  Why  cannot  the  Air  Force  handle 
this  military  transport  airlift  itself  with- 
out depending  upon  private  carriers? 

They  have  the  money  and  the  men  in 
abundance. 

It  cannot  be  claimed  that  all  these  re- 
sources are  being  fully  and  usefully  em- 
ployed under  the  present  circumstances. 
E^ren  an  amateur  would  reason  that 
much  practical  experience  could  be 
gained  if  the  Air  Force  took  full  respon- 
sibility for  all  the  airlift  operations  on 
tbe  route  to  Korea  without  calling  for 
civilian  help.  If  it  cannot  do  tliis  lim- 
ited Job,  it  will  not  be  prepared  to  handle 
air  transport  on  a  i^obal  scale  if  war 
should  come. 

I  have  high  respect  for  the  Air  Force, 
Its  personnel,  and  its  accomplishments. 
CcHisidering  the  lethal  cargo  it  could 
deliver  to  the  nerve  centers  of  the  Soviet 
Union,  ft  may  be  that  our  air  arm  is  a 
major  factor  ki  deterring  tbe  Commu- 
nists tTQiax  wholesale  aggression. 


The  purpose  of  my  criticism  Is  not  to 
tear  down  but  to  build  up. 

We  want  to  see  the  Air  Force  become 
better  than  it  is. 

Why  it  should  have  to  rely  upon 
leased-out  planes  and  civilian  crews  for 
the  main -line  run  to  Korea  is  a  mystery, 
and  we  have  had  too  many  hush-hush 
situations  in  the  defense  setup.  I  hope 
that  we  can  get  a  straightforward  and 
commonsense  explanation.  If  we  do 
not,  then  the  D^artment  of  the  Air 
Force  Is  due  for  a  ccxnplete  overhaul 

Uves  are  too  precious  to  be  wasted  by 
poor  planning,  private  arrangements,  or 
any  blunder  that  tries  to  hide  behind  the 
cloak  of  military  secrecy. 

The  American  people  who  are  paying 
the  whole  bill  with  their  hard-earned 
money  and  their  sons  have  a  right  to 
know  what  is  responsible  for  the  series 
of  disasters  involvii^  the  Air  Force. 

The  most  recent  one  at  Oakland,  Calif., 
strains  our  patience. 

Just  why  were  Air  Force  personnel 
being  transported  to  Korea  by  a  private 
carrier  and  a  civilian  crew? 

ISx.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  jrleld  5  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Ohio  [Mrs.  Frawcks  P.  Boltom], 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  she 
may  speak  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

QUXBir    MABT    OT   KNGUUfD 

Mrs.  PRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  last  evening  a  very  great  per- 
sonage slipped  quietly  across  the  thres- 
hold of  the  Unseen.  Last  evening 
Queen  Mary  of  England  died.  We  shall 
not  see  her  counterpart  again. 

Having  visited  for  brief  moments  with 
the  granddai^hter  she  adored,  sleep 
came  to  her,  and  in  that  sleep  her  soul 
went  free. 

Queen  Mary  of  England!  A  symbol 
to  all  her  beloved  people  of  strmgth,  of 
honor,  of  integrity.  A  woman  of  mag- 
nificent courage,  of  firmness,  of  tender- 
ness. Austere  in  outward  appearance, 
her  gaiety  and  above  all,  her  humor  per- 
meated the  Empire,  now  known  as  the 
Commonwealth . 

It  would  seem  that  aD  sorrows  were 
visited  upon  Queen  Bdary  during  the 
long  years  of  her  unswerving  service  to 
England  and  her  far-flung  frontiers. 
Undismayed  by  these,  she  carried  her 
head  high  with  an  unfaltering  faith. 
Hers  was  the  hand  that  reached  out  in 
strength  to  all  her  loved  ones  in  their 
need — ^hers  was  the  heart  that  in  its  own 
grief  gave  comfort  to  each  in  turn. 

Mr.  Chairman,  women  everywhere 
revered  Queen  Mary.  Womanhood  down 
the  ages  has  been  enriched  by  her  life 
and  living.  That  she  has  come  to  the 
end  of  her  days  is  but  the  inevitable 
working  of  the  Universal  Law.  We  know 
more  certainly  each  day  that — 

Never  the  qjirit  wu  bom;  tbe  spirit  shall 
oeaae  to  be  nevor. 
Never  was  time  it  was  not;  Snd  and  Begin- 
ning are  dreams. 
Blrthless  and  deathless  and  changeless  re- 
maineth  the  spirit  forever; 
Death  bath  not  touched  it  all,  dead  thovigll 
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Kay,  but  as  one  who  layeth 

HlB  worn-out  robes  away. 
And  taking  new  ones,  sayeth 

"These  will  I  wear  today  1" 
So  putteth  by  the  spirit 

Lightly  Its  robe  of  flesh. 
And  passeth  to  Inherit 

A  residence  afresh. 

I  am  reminded  of  some  very  beautiful 
words  of  James  Martineau — 

We  seem  to  have  given  her  back  to  thee, 
dear  Ood,  who  gavest  her  to  us.  Tet,  as 
Thou  didst  not  lose  her  In  the  giving,  so 
we  have  not  lost  her  by  her  return.  Not  as 
the  world  glveth.  glvest  Thou.  O  Lover  of 
Souls!  What  Thou  glvest.  Thou  takest  not 
away.  For  what  Is  Thine  Is  ours  always,  for 
we  are  Thine.  And  life  Is  eternal;  and  love 
Is  Immortal:  and  earth  Is  only  a  horizon: 
and  a  horizon  Is  nothing  save  the  limit  of 
our  sight. 

liiay  the  Infinite  bless  the  gallant  soul 
of  the  woman  we  have  known  as  Eng- 
land's Queen  Mary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Jtesolved,  etc..  That  the  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act  (66  Stat.  330)  Is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  the  date  "April  1,  1953" 
wherever  It  appears  therein  and  by  Inserting 
In  Ueu  thereof  the  date  "July  1.  1963." 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  contained  In  sec- 
tion 1  of  this  Joint  resolution  shall  not  apply 
with  respect  to  the  statutes  referred  to  in 
sections  1  (a)  (8),  1  (a)  (30).  1  (b)  (1). 
1  (b)  (3),  3  (a),  and  2  (b)  of  the  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose:  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  Bkndu,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  Joint 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  226)  to  extend  until 
July  1.  1953.  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  pro- 
visions which  but  for  such  time  limita- 
tion would  be  in  effect  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  on  December  16. 
1950,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  188. 
he  reported  the  joint  resolution  back  to 
the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
and  third  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  and 
was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

CONTINUING  THE  EFFECTIVENESS 
OP  THE  MISSING  PERSONS  ACT 
Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  resolution  (H.  Res.  185)  providing 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  3780.  a 
bill  to  continue  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Missing  Persons  Act,  as  amended  and 
extended,  until  July  1.  1954,  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 


the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3780)  to  continue  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Missing  Persons  Act.  as  amended  and  ex- 
tended, until  July  1.  1954.  After  general 
debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill 
and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to 
be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill 
to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  ques- 
tion shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  pas- 
sage without  Intervening  motion,  except  one 
motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a 
1  hour  open  rule  providing  for  the  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  3780  which  would 
extend  the  Missing  Persons  Act  from 
April  1.  1953.  to  July  1,  1954.  The  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act  has  to  do  with  the  allot- 
ments and  insurance  of  those  who  are 
missing,  principally  those  missing  in  the 
Korean  war.  and  it  gives  authority  and 
direction  to  the  Department  heads  to 
act  in  a  sort  of  guardianship  capacity 
with  regard  to  their  dependents.  The 
need  for  it  is  obvious,  and  I  think  the 
feeling  is  unanimous  on  it. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  no  further  re- 
quests for  time  on  this  side,  and  I  now 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia    [Mr.  SbhthI. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  have  no  requests  for  time.  I  think  It 
is  a  very  necessary  piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3780)  to  continue  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act, 
as  amended  and  extended,  until  July  1, 
1954. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

.Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  3780,  with 
Mrs.  St.  George  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  should  dispose  of 
this  piece  of  legislation  in  very  few  min- 
utes. There  is  little  I  can  add  to  what 
was  said  when  we  adopted  the  rule. 

I  merely  want  to  point  out  to  the  Mem- 
bers that  in  1942  the  Congress  passed  the 
Missing  Persons  Act.  and  it  remained  in 
effect  until  1947.  It  was  revived  in  1948 
by  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  that  year, 
and  it  has  been  extended  at  various 
times  by  various  acts  until  April  1,  1953. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  general  purpose  of 
the  Missing  Persons  Act  was  that  the 
heads  of  the  various  executive  depart- 
ments should  continue  to  credit  and  pay 


lip  the  insurance,  modify  or  allow  de- 
pendency allotments  in  such  manner  as 
they  themselves  might  determine,  as 
long  as  the  men  in  the  service  were  miss- 
ing. In  short,  the  departments  assumed 
the  responsibility  of  guardianship  for 
these  missing  persons. 

This  law  has  rendered  great  service 
to  all  those  men  who  were  missing  in 
action,  not  only  in  World  War  II  but  dur- 
ing the  present  Korean  conflict,  but  un- 
less we  pass  this  legislation  today  the 
law  would  expire  on  April  1,  a  little  over 
a  week  from  now.  I  am  happy  to  say 
the  Senate  has  already  passed  a  similar 
bill,  almost  identical  except  as  to  the 
date  of  termination,  extending  the  act 
until  February  1.  1954.  The  House  bill 
extends  the  act  until  July  1,  1954,  but 
in  our  committee  we  amended  the  title 
to  end  the  act  on  February  1,  1954,  in 
order  to  conform  with  the  Senate  bill. 
That  would  expedite  action. 

I  am  sorry  to  say  that  11,399  members 
of  our  Armed  Forces,  in  the  different 
branches,  are  currently  being  carried  as 
captured  or  missing,  as  a  result  of  the 
Korean  hostilities. 

It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  accu- 
rate cost  of  this  legislation  because  of 
the  vicissitudes  and  fortunes  of  war,  but 
the  Department  of  the  Army  itself — that 
was  chosen  by  the  Defense  Department 
as  the  representative  to  carry  out  thi» 
law — did  develop  data  between  the  pe- 
riod of  January  1  and  June  30,  1952.  as 
illustrative  of  the  cost  under  current 
conditions.  These  data  show  that  the 
cost  was  $9,607,097  for  that  period,  the 
first  6  months  of  last  year.  Representa- 
tives of  the  Department  of  Defense  who 
appeared  before  us  in  recent  hearings 
told  us  that  the  most  accurate  estimate 
they  could  make  as  to  the  cost  for  all  of 
the  military  services  would  be  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $20  million  annually. 

This  particular  measure,  extending  the 
date  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  is  very 
much  needed.  There  was  no  opposition 
to  it  from  either  the  Department  or  our 
committee.  The  bill  was  reported  unan- 
imously, and  I  trust  the  House  will 
adopt  it. 

The    CHAIRMAN.      The    gentleman 
from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Vinson  ]  is  recognized. 
Mr.  VINSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent   to  extend   my   re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a 
very  important  bill.  It  is  urgent  legisla- 
tion. The  bill,  as  amended  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  extends  the  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act  until  February  1.  1954. 
It  also  incorporates  certain  language 
changes  made  in  the  present  law  by 
Public  Law  450.  82d  Congress. 

The  latest  report  of  the  E>epartment 
of  Defense  shows  that  we  have  11.399 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  currently 
missing  in  action,  or  captured,  as  a  result 
of  the  Korean  hostilities.  Unless  this 
legislation  is  extended,  it  will  expire  on 
April  1,  1953.  If  the  Congress  should 
allow  this  to  happen,  there  will  no  longer 
be  any  statutory  authority  for  the  heads 
of  the  executive  departments  to  continue 
to  credit  the  pay  accounts,  with  pay  and 
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allowances,  of  our  military  aervkiemeu 
who  are  missing  in  action. 

I  do  not  have  to  explain  to  the  Mem- 
bers what  a  terrible  hardship  this  would 
bring  to  the  dependents  of  these  men. 
We  cannot  permit  this  to  happen. 

This  legislation  is  not  new  to  the  Con- 
gress. The  missing-in-action  statute 
was  originally  enacted  in  1942  and  re- 
mained in  effect  until  1M7.  It  was  re- 
vived by  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  and  has  been  extended  by  various 
acts  until  April  1,  1953. 

The  dependents  of  those  who  are  miss- 
ing in  action  hare  pertiaps  the  greatest 
cross  to  bear  of  all  dependents  of  serv- 
icemen fighting  overseas.  For  they  must 
go  on.  day  after  day.  with  no  word  from 
their  loved  ones,  not  knowing  whether 
they  are  ahve  or  dead.  If  the  Commu- 
nist aggressor  in  Korea  would  abide  by 
the  rules  of  the  Geneva  Convention — by 
the  rules  of  humane  warfare — their  bur- 
den could  be  made  lighter.  These  rules 
would  require  this  hostile  force  to  ad- 
vise the  United  Nations  Command  of  the 
names  of  those  persons  who  had  been 
captured.  Since  only  one  list  of  persons 
has  been  furnished  to  us — and  that  only 
a  short  time  after  the  beginning  of  the 
Korean  hostilities,  the  majority  of  all 
persons  missing  must  be  categorlaed  as 
missing  in  action,  sinee  we  have  no  way 
of  knowing  whether  they  are  alive  or 
dead,  or  in  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 

If  only  the  International  Red  Cross 
was  allowed  to  inspect  the  Communist 
prisoner-of-war  camps,  some  comfort 
could  be  transmitted  to  the  mifortunate 
dependents  of  those  missing  in  action. 
The  Commimists  will  do  none  ot  these 
things  and  so  these  dependents  must  wait 
with  heavy  hearts  for  some  word  from 
their  servicemen. 

A  grateful  Nation  ean  do  no  leas  than 
try  to  assist  these  dependents  by  credit- 
ing the  pay  accounts  of  those  who  are  tn 
a  missing  status.  In  this  way.  allot- 
ments can  continue,  or  can  be  made,  tsr 
modified,  to  flnaneiaDy  assist  those  who 
remain  at  home  and  waft. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  Indi- 
cated that  the  Missing  Persons  Act 
should  be  revised  aftd  enacted  as  perma- 
nent legislation,  but  the  subject  is  com- 
plicated and  requires  extenrive  study. 
Such  a  study  is  currently  being  con- 
ducted within  the  Department  of  De- 
fense. However,  in  the  interim,  we  must 
continue  this  very  worthwhile  law.  I  be- 
lieve the  terminal  date  of  February  1, 
1954.  gives  adequate  time  for  the  De- 
partment and  the  Bureau  of  the  BudgK 
to  conduct  this  study  and  propose  new 
legislation  to  the  Oongreas. 

Mr.  KiOOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimoos  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Recoib. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Bffr. 
Chairman,  this  measure  is  very  Impor- 
tant The  great  tragedy  of  war  is  the 
casualty  list.  In  the  Korean  war,  the 
painful  duty  of  carrying  the  casualty  lists 
is  made  complicated  by  the  failure  of  the 
enemy  to  cooperate.  Undoubtedly,  many 
of  our  mtesing-ln-action  casualties  are 


alive  today,  and  we  fervently  hope  will 
be  returned  to  us  in  time,  to  their  homes, 
and  their  loved  (mes.  In  the  meantime, 
the  problems  connected  with  the  han- 
dling ot  pay  and  allowances  are  multi- 
plied. 

This  act  will  permit  the  continuation 
of  normal  pay  and  allowances  to  those 
missing  in  action.  It  is  estimated  that 
this  cost  $9,607,097  for  the  period  of  Jan- 
uary 1  to  Jime  30, 1952.  and  that  the  cost 
for  all  military  services  win  approxi- 
mate $20  million  annually.  Accounts 
carried  under  this  act  totaled  4«7  offi- 
cers. 18  warrant  officers,  and  9,547  en- 
listed men. 

We  must  pass  this  act  to  continue  in 
effect  this  law.  We  must  not  break  faith 
with  those  who  are  making  the  sacrifice. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
no  requests  for  time  on  this  side. 

Mr.  SHCmT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  being  no  fur- 
ther requests  for  time,  the  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  *"T««"g  Per- 
sons Act  (ch.  166,  sees.  1-13.  14.  and  IS.  66 
Stat.  143-147),  as  amended  (ch.  828,  56  Stat. 
10e»-10e3;  eh.  371.  66  Stat.  07»-e83;  ch.  70. 
61  Stat.  99;  <di.  366,  66  Stat.  907)  as  extended 
by  section  4  (e)  of  the  act  oT  June  34.  1948 
(ea  Stat.  606).  and  as  tt  read  before  the 
enactment  o<  Public  Laws  31S  and  460, 
83d  CXingresa.  is  further  amenrteid  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  2  (58  Stat.  679)  U  amended  by 
deleting  "Interned  In  a  neutral  country,  cap- 
tured by  an  enemy"  and  Inserting  hi  Ueu 
thereof  "Interned  In  a  foreign  oocmtry,  ci^>- 
tured  by  a  hostile  force.** 

(b)  Section  6  (66  Stat.  146)  is  amended  by 
deleting  "in  the  hands  of  an  enemy  or  is 
interned  in  a  neutral  country"  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "In  the  hands  of  a  hostile 
force  or  Is  faitemed  tn  a  foreign  country." 

(e)  Section  9  (68  Stat.  681)  Is  amended  by 
deleting  "In  the  bands  of  an  enemy"  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "In  the  hands  at  a 
hostile  force"  and  by  deleting  "such  enemy" 
and  inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  "sucb  hostll* 
force." 

(d)  Section  IS  (65  Stat.  307)  Is  amended 
by  deleting  "Interned  in  a  neutral  country. 
or  captured  by  the  enemy"  and  Inserting  In 
Ueu  thereof  "Interned  In  a  foreign  country, 
or  captured  by  a  hoatUe  force." 

(e)  Section  14  (66  Stat.  147)  is  am«Mled 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"SBC.  14.  Ths  proTlalons  of  this  act  appli- 
cable to  persons  captured  by  a  hostUe  force 
shall  also  apply  to  any  person  beleagtwed  or 
besieged  by  a  hostile  force." 

(f)  Section  16  (66  Stat.  147,  1698)  la 
amended  by  deleting  everything  following 
the  words  "and  shall  remain  In  effect  until" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "July  1.  1964." 

8K.  a.  Section  1  (a)  (7)  of  the  Kn^ergency 
powers  Continuation  Act  (ch.  570.  66  SUt. 
331)  Is  repealed  without  effect  upon  rights 
accrued,  UablUtles  Incurred,  or  actions  taken 
thereimder. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1.  Bne  33.  strike  out  "July  1. 19M"  and 
Inaert  "February  I,  1964." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to.  ,    ,^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the 

Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Bdrs.  St.  Qeorgx.  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com- 


mittee, having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  S780)  to  continue  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act, 
as  amended  and  extended,  until  July  1. 
1954,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  185, 
she  reported  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  an  amendment  adopted  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  m-dered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  ezigrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed,  said  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  <m  the  table. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tor  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (&  1229)  to 
continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing 
Persons  Act,  as  amended  and  extended. 
unUl  July  1. 1954.  a  similar  bill  to  H.  R. 
3780 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obiecU<m  to 
Uie  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mia- 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Ifiaaing  Per- 
sons Act  (ch.  166.  sees.  1-13.  14.  and  15; 
56  Stat.  143-147).  as  amended  (eh.  838.  66 
Stat,  lon-1093;  ch.  371.  68  Stat.  67»-68a: 
tix.  70.  61  Stat.  96:  eh.  356.  66  Stat.  307) ,  aa 
extended  by  section  4  (e)  of  the  act  of  Juna 
24.  1948  (63  SUt.  608).  and  as  U  read  before 
the  enactment  of  PubUc  Laws  313  and  450, 
83d  Ccmgress.  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  3  (58  Stat.  679)  Is  amended  by 
deleting  "Interned  in  a  ncvtral  eoontry.  cap- 
tured by  an  enemy"  and  taacrtlng  In  Uea 
thereof  "Interned  In  a  foreign  country,  c^>- 
tured  by  a  hoatlle  force." 

(b)  Sectlcm  6  (66  Stat.  146)  U  amended  by 
deleting  "in  the  hands  of  an  enemy  or  la 
Interned  In  a  neutral  country"  and  Inserting 
In  Ueu  thereof  "in  the  hands  of  a  hoctlle 
force  or  Is  Interned  in  a  foreign  country." 

(c)  SecUon  9  (58  Stat.  681)  la  amended 
by  deleting  "In  the  lands  of  an  enemy"  and 
Inserting  In  Ueu  thereof  "In  Vbm  bands  o<  a 
hostile  force"  and  by  deleting  "auch  enemy" 
and  Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  "such  hoatUa 
force." 

(d)  Section  13.(65  Stat.  SOT)  te  amended 
by  deleting  "interned  In  a  neutral  eo«mtry. 
or  captured  by  the  enemy"  and  Inserting  la 
Ueu  thereof  "interned  in  a  foreign  eoontry. 
or  captured  by  a  hostile  force." 

(e)  Section  14  (66  Stat.  147)  is  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sac.  14.  The  provisions  of  this  act  ap- 
pUcable  to  persons  captured  by  a  hostUe 
force  shaU  also  apply  to  any  person  be- 
leaguered or  besieged  by  a  hoatUe  force." 

(f)  Section  15  (66  Stat.  147.  UMS)  is 
amended  by  deleting  everything  foUowlng 
the  words  "and  ahaU  remain  in  effect  until" 
and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "February  1. 
1954." 

SBC.  3.  Section  I  (a)  (7)  of  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  (ch.  570.  68 
Stat.  331)  is  repealed  without  effect  upon 
rights  accrued,  liablUttaa  Incurred,  or  actlooa 
taken  tbcrennder. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bin  to  continue  the  effectiveness  of 
the  vri.«King  Persons  Act.  as  amended  and 
extended,  until  February  1. 1954." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  proceed- 
ings whereby  the  bOI  H.  R.  STIO 
IMkssed  were  vacated. 
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ARNOLD  ENOINEERINO  DEVELOP- 
MEXTT  CENTER 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  187  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Retolved.  Tbat  upon  Uie  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  thall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
th2  House  resolve  ItseU  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4130)  to  amend  title  V  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1953.  so  as  to 
permit  the  continued  use  of  appropriations 
thereunder  to  make  payments  to  ARO.  Inc.. 
for  operation  of  the  Arnold  Engineering 
Development  Center  after  March  31,  1953, 
and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are 
hereby  waived.  After  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill,  and  shall  con- 
tinue not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bUl  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
•zcept  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Ii4r.  Speaker,  this  bill 
provides  for  1  hour  general  debate  and 
the  Rules  Committee  in  this  instance  saw 
fit  to  insert  a  provision  waiving  points 
of  order  because  the  aspects  of  the  legis- 
lative bill  perhaps  affects  an  appropria- 
tion. H.  R.  4130  is  a  bill  amending  title 
5  of  the  Defense  Appropriations  Act  and 
would  remove  a  restriction  written  into 
the  law  in  reference  to  the  use  of  cer- 
tain appropriated  funds  having  to  do 
with  the  Arnold  EnRlneerlng  Develop- 
ment Center  authorized  by  the  Congress 
in  1949. 

This  development  center  is  a  wind  tun- 
nel experimental  proposition  made  along 
very  supermodem  lines  for  the  testing 
of  aircraft  missiles  and  supersonic  range. 
The  legislation  which  is  before  the 
House  now  would  remove  the  restriction 
written  into  the  law  previously  because 
the  Committee  on  th  >  Armed  Services 
feels  it  is  no  k>nge<-  necessary  or  good 
to  have  It  remain  the  law.  I  think 
the  feeling  on  this  L  anlmous.  I  have 
no  further  request  Ic  ime  on  this  side. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  SO  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SmTHl. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  shield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  con- 
sume. 

Mr.  Speaker.  It  will  be  recalled  that 
this  restriction  upon  the  use  of  funds 
for  this  purpose  was  not  considered 
either  by  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
or  by  the  Appropriations  Committee  but 
arose  on  the  floor  last  year  during  the 
consideration  of  the  armed  services  ap- 
propriation bill  and  was  in  the  form  of 
a  restriction  prohibiting  the  expendi- 
ture of  funds  for  this  project.  It 
was  debated  at  considerable  length 
and  adopted. 

I  had  some  question  about  the  matter 
when  it  came  before  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee because  as  the  provision  was  on  an 
appropriation  bill  I  questioned  the  mat- 
ter of  Ju^sdMUpn  of  the  Armed  Services 
Commltt^  iMUce  it  up;  however.  I  in- 
quired of  the  chairman  of  the  Armed 


Services  Committee  and  ascertained  that 
he  has  consulted  with  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  that  this  provision  is 
agreeable  to  that  committee.  There 
was  no  objection  to  it  in  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee. As  far  as  I  know  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  both  approve  the  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  LATHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  'nto  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  4130)  to  amend  title 
V  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1953,  so  as  to  p>ermit  the 
continued  use  of  appropriations  there- 
under to  make  payments  to  ARO.  Inc.. 
for  operation  of  the  Arnold  Engineering 
Development  Center  after  March  31, 
1953. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  H.  R.  4130,  with  Mr. 
Nicholson  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  H.  R. 
4130  is  to  repeal  a  provision  in  the  fiscal 
1953  Defense  Appropriation  Act.  which 
denied  funds,  beyond  March  31.  1953.  for 
the  payment  to  ARO.  Inc..  a  corporation 
which  was  selected  by  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force  to  manage  a  highly 
complicated  and  very  expensive  instal- 
lation, now  known  as  the  Arnold  Engi- 
neering Development  Center,  located  at 
Tullahoma.  Tenn. 

For  the  benefit  of  the  new  Members 
of  the  House,  and  to  refresh  the  memory 
of  the  Members  who  were  here  last  year, 
I  want  to  point  out  that  a  highly  com- 
plicated and  very  expensive  research  and 
development  installation  had  been  au- 
thorized by  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  during  the  81st  Congress. 
Approximately  $170  million  in  authoriza- 
tions and  appropriations  were  granted 
by  the  Congress  to  construct  this  facility. 
The  Air  Force  was  given  the  overall 
responsibility  for  the  facility  since  its 
main  function  was  the  testing  of  air- 
craft and  component  parts  and  guided 
missiles  at  speeds  far  in  excess  of  the 
speed  of  sound.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  is  no  other  comparable  facility  in 
the  United  States  and.  so  far  as  we  know, 
it  is  not  duplicated  any  place  in  the 
world.  It  includes  some  of  the  largest 
wind  tunnels  ever  constructed  and  it 
also  includes  some  very  complicated 
engine  test  facilities,  which  we  captured 
from  the  Germans  during  World  War  II 
and  brought  to  this  country.  They  are 
being  reassembled  at  this  facility. 

The  Air  Force  not  having  within  its 
own  Department  the  technical  capacity 
to  operate  this  complex  facility,  con- 
tracted with  the  newly  created  corpwra- 
tion.  known  as  ARO,  Inc.,  to  take  over 
the  management  and  direction  of  the 


facility,  and  I  want  to  point  out  that 
this  corporation  is  a  wholly  owned  sub- 
sidiary of  the  engineering  firm  of 
Sverdrup  &  Parcel,  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis. 
Mo.,  which  engineering  firm  had  the 
contract  for  the  preparation  of  all  of 
the  detailed  plans  and  specifications  for 
this  facility. 

The  new  management  corporation  has 
operated  on  a  percentage  fee  which  fee 
is  directly  related  to  the  cost  involved. 
Since  it  assumed  management  for  this 
facility,  ARO,  Inc.,  has  had  the  respon- 
sibility of  recruiting  a  vast  array  of 
highly  skilled  technicians  and  scientists 
who  will  operate  the  various  mechanisms 
which  are  being  constructed.  These 
people  have  been  recruited  from  all  over 
the  United  States  and  some  have  come 
from  foreign  nations.  About  1.000  of 
them  have  been  employed  and  they 
represent  a  very  high  degree  of  per- 
formance in  the  field  of  scientific  re- 
search and  development.  In  perform- 
ing its  managerial  duties,  ARO.  Inc.,  on 
the  basis  of  its  fee  of  34  percent,  has 
received  the  sum  of  only  $118,000  over 
a  period  of  2  years  and  9  months  and  of 
this  gross  fee  only  $31,500  has  been  net 
to  the  corporation. 

In  spite  of  the  foregoing  facts,  there 
were  those  wjio  attacked  the  integrity 
and  capabilities  of  ARO,  Inc.,  and  the 
parent  firm  of  Sverdrup  L  Parcel,  Inc., 
during  debate  on  the  fiscal  1953  De- 
fense Appropriation  bill.  At  that  time, 
I  opposed  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that 
restrictive  rider,  not  because  Mr.  Jack 
Sverdrup.  of  the  firm  of  Sverdrup  li 
Parcel  Inc..  was  a  citizen  of  my  native 
State  of  Missouri,  but  because  I  sincerely 
felt  that  the  attack  was  wholly  un- 
founded. A  handful  of  Members  stood 
with  me  in  that  fight  but  we  lost. 

After  the  House  had  completed  Its  ac- 
tion on  the  bill,  Sverdrup  li  Parcel.  Inc., 
who  had  been  denied  a  hearing  in  the 
House  before  the  adverse  action  was 
taken,  requested  and  received  the  oppor- 
tunity to  present  their  side  of  the  case 
before  a  Senate  subcommittee  under  the 
chairmanship  of  Senator  O'Mahoney. 
That  subcommittee  included,  among 
others.  Senator  Saltohstall,  who  Is  pres- 
ently the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee.  Our  committee  re- 
port summarizes  the  findings  of  the  Sen- 
ate subcommittee  but  for  the  moment 
I  merely  want  to  say  that  that  Senate 
subcommittee  unanimously  voted  to  re- 
ject the  restrictive  rider  which  had  been 
added  by  the  House.  Subsequently,  the 
entire  Senate  rejected  the  rider.  But 
we  were  in  the  waning  days  of  the  Con- 
gress when  the  conferees,  after  extensive 
argument  over  this  restrictive  rider, 
finally  agreed  to  the  House  provisions. 
As  a  result,  the  firm  of  Sverdrup  k 
Parcel,  Inc.  and  its  subsidiary  corpora- 
tion, ARO,  Inc..  stood  convicted  by  the 
Congress  of  the  most  serious  improprie- 
ties. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I 
now  state  It  publicly  on  the  fioor  of  this 
House,  that  was  a  most  irresponsible  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  last  Congress. 

What  about  the  firm  of  Sverdrup  k 
Parcel,  Inc.?  Are  they  a  bunch  of  fly- 
by-nights,  or  are  they  responsible  peo- 
ple? 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Mtembers  that  I 
have  known  Mr.  Jack  Sverdrup  for  25 
years.     He  came  to  this  country  from 
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Norway  at  the  age  of  16.  He  enlisted 
as  a  private  in  the  United  Statas  Army 
in  1918,  served  until  1919,  when  he  re- 
ceived a  commission  as  a  second  lieu- 
tenant In  the  field  artillery.  He  at- 
tended Augsberg  College  in  Minnesota 
and  is  a  graduate  engineer  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Minnesota.  He  subsequently 
served  with  the  Minnesota  State  High- 
way Department,  the  Missouri  State 
Hichway  Department,  and  rose  through 
the  ranks  to  become  bridge  engineer  of 
the  Missouri  State  Highway  Department. 

In  1928.  Jack  Sverdrup  founded  the 
firm  of  Sverdrup  k  Parcel.  Inc.,  Mr. 
Parcel  having  previously  taught  at  the 
University  of  Illinois  and  the  University 
of  Minnesota,  and  he  is  the  author  of 
several  standard  engineering  text  books. 

Before  the  entrance  of  the  United 
States  in  World  War  II,  Jack  Sverdrup, 
as  a  civiUan.  was  engaged  to  lay  out 
our  air  routes  through  the  Pacific. 
These  airfields  later  became  the  United 
States  air  route  through  the  war  theaters 
of  the  South  and  Southwest  Pacific.  In 
May  of  1942.  he  was  appointed  a  colonel 
in  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  He 
became  a  brigadier  general  In  May  of 
1944  and  a  major  general  In  January  of 
1945.  He  served  In  the  Southwest  Pa- 
cific under  General  Mac  Arthur  through- 
out the  war.  and  I  need  not  point  out  to 
this  body  that  General  MacArthur  would 
not  have  selected  Jack  Sverdrup  as  a 
major  general  to  command  the  entire 
Engineer  Construction  Command  for 
General  Headquarters  of  the  Southwest 
Pacific  area  if  he  had  not  been  a  man  of 
Integrity  and  great  capability. 

Finally,  I  want  to  say,  in  behalf  of 
Jack  Sverdrup.  that  he  participated  in 
6  military  campaigns  in  the  Pacific  for 
which  battle  stars  were  awarded,  dur- 
ing which  time  he  was  awarded  the 
Legion  of  Merit,  the  Distinguished  Serv- 
ice Cross,  the  Distlngiiished  Service 
Medal,  the  Silver  Star,  and  the  Purple 
Heart.  So,  let  no  man  question  his  in- 
tegrity, or  his  patriotism. 

As  to  the  capability  of  this  firm,  I 
think  the  fact  that  it  has  been  the  prin- 
cipal engineering  firm  In  approximately 
$1  billion  worth  of  construction  in  the 
United  States  speaks  for  Itself. 

When  the  new  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  was  appointed  one  of  his  first  acts 
was  to  review  this  situation  with  refer- 
ence to  Sverdrup  Ik  Parcel,  Inc.,  and  its 
subsidiary,  ARO.  Inc.  He  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  other  surveys  and  Investiga- 
tions which  had  been  made  subsequent 
to  the  restrictive  action  of  the  Congress 
last  year.  These  included  the  report  of 
the  Air  Inspector  General  of  last  Decem- 
ber, the  report  of  an  Independent  group 
of  scientists  and  educators  of  last  De- 
cember, and  the  report  of  last  June  of 
the  General  Accoimting  Office.  The 
General  Accounting  Office  found  no  evi- 
dence of  fraud  or  impropriety  on  the 
part  of  ARO,  Inc..  and  the  other  two 
agencies  fully  supported  the  action  of 
the  Air  Force  in  employing  ARO,  Inc.,  to 
manage  the  Arnold  Engineering  Develop- 
ment Center. 

The  Secretary,  Mr.  Talbott,  personally 
inspected  the  situation  at  Tullahoma. 
On  his  return  to  Washington  he  thought 
that  he  had  an  Interim  solution  which 
would  not  necessitate  any  congressional 
action  prior  to  consideration  of  the  fiscal 


1954  defense  appropriation  bUL  There 
is  a  solution,  but  that  solution  would  re- 
quire Sverdrup  li  Parcel,  Inc.,  Uirough 
ARO.  Inc.,  to  operate  the  Center  without 
any  fee  whatsoever  for  a  period  of  4 
months.  The  firm  is  perfectly  willing  to 
do  this,  but  there  is  a  much  more  serious 
aspect  to  the  situation.  As  I  have  point- 
ed out,  approximately  1.000  highly 
skilled  technicians  and  scientists  have 
been  recruited.  How  long  do  you  think 
we  can  hold  these  people  beyond  March 
31,  which  Is  the  date  when  all  funds  are 
shut  off  for  the  payment  of  ARO.  Inc., 
unless  we  take  some  affirmative  action  to 
reverse  the  action  of  the  Congress  last 
year.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
stated  to  the  committee  yesterday  that, 
in  his  opinion,  we  will  lose  a  very  sub- 
stantial number  of  these  highly  skilled 
people  unless  we  take  Immediate  action. 
That  is  the  principal  reason  why  this  bill 
is  before  the  House  today.  In  that  con- 
nection I  want  to  point  out  that  it  Is 
impossible  imder  the  current  legislative 
situation  for  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  to  take  action  in  this  matter. 
The  recent  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  was  passed  before  it  was  realized  how 
acute  this  situation  had  really  become. 
Nevertheless  Air  Force  Secretary  Talbott, 
on  March  10. 1953.  wrote  to  the  chairman 
of  the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
enclosing  suggested  legislation  which  is 
identical  to  the  bill  now  before  us.  Since 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  to  act,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Tabki]  handed  the 
proposed  bill  to  me  and  has  since  written 
to  me  advising  me  of  this  situation  and 
suggesting  that  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee take  such  action  as  it  deemed 
necessary. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  engineer- 
ing firm  of  Sverdrup  k  Parcel,  Inc.,  Is 
located  in  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  there  may  be 
those  who  do  not  fully  understand  this 
situation  and  who  may  have  some  feel- 
ing that  I  have  initiated  this  action.  I 
want  to  make  it  crystal  clear  that  I  have 
not  initiated  the  action  but  have  been 
governed  solely  by  the  position  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  and  the  fact 
that  It  was  impossible  for  the  House 
Committee  on  Appropriations  to  con- 
sider the  matter  at  this  time. 

Yesterday  the  full  House  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  held  a  hearing  on 
H.  R.  4130  and  after  listening  to  and 
questioning  of  Congressmen  Evixs  and 
SuTTOir.  of  Tennessee,  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  Talbott  and  his  Special  As- 
sistant, Mr.  Oarder,  and  General  Sver- 
drup. we  unanimously  reported  the  bilL 
The  Rules  Committee  considerately  and 
wisely  granted  us  a  rule  for  Its  immedi- 
ate consideration  for  unless  we  enact 
this  legislation  by  next  Tuesday,  our 
national  defense  will  suffer  a  severe  blow 
and  millions  of  dollars  of  the  taxpayers 
dollars  will  be  Irrecoverably  lost. 

I  hope  the  House  will  follow  the  unani- 
mous report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services,  the  suggestions  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  the 
action  of  the  Rules  Committee,  and  will 
be  no  less  emphatic  in  correcting  an 
action  which  never  should  have  occurred. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinsoii]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  dls- 
Ung\ilshed  chairman  of  the  Armed  Serv- 


ices Committee  [Mr.  ^ortI  has  clearly 
covered  all  the  facts  pertinent  to  this 
bill. 

I  might  add  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  yesterday,  after  most  care- 
ful Investigation,  concluded  the  proper 
thing  for  the  House  to  do  would  be  to 
repeal  the  rider  that  was  placed  on  the 
appropriation  bill  during  the  last  Con- 
gress. 

In  the  81st  Congress  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  considered  two 
legislative  proposals,  both  of  which  were 
subsequently  enacted  into  law.  As  a  re- 
sult of  these  two  laws,  total  authoriza- 
tions in  the  amount  of  $169,500,000  were 
granted  for  the  establishment  of  the  Air 
Engineering  Development  Center  at  Tul- 
lahoma, Tenn.  Appropriations  in  the 
same  amoimt  were  made  by  the  Con- 
gress, in  recognition  of  the  vital  part 
which  this  proposed  facility  would  Play 
in  our  national  defense  program. 

The  Air  Force  was  given  primary  re- 
sponsibility for  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  this  facility  and  proceeded 
to  obtain  an  engineering  firm  which  had 
the  capability  to  construct  this  very  com- 
plicated establishment.  The  Air  Ftorce. 
after  considering  numerous  engineering 
firms,  selected  the  firm  of  Sverdrup  k 
Parcel.  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  prepare 
the  plans  and  specifications,  following 
which  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers  rep- 
resented the  Government  in  contracting 
for  the  construction. 

Having  provided  for  the  physical  con- 
struction involved,  the  next  problem 
facing  the  Air  Force  was  the  manner  in 
which  the  installation  was  to  be  oper- 
ated. Obviously  a  Government  installa- 
tioQ  of  this  nature  Is  a  nonprofit  oper- 
ation and  it  Is  so  complicated  that  none 
of  the  military  services  have  uniformed 
personnel  who  have  the  technical  capa- 
bilities to  supervise  and  operate  a  scien- 
tific laboratory  of  this  magnitude.  As 
a  result,  the  Air  Force  sought  a  private 
firm  for  this  purpose.  Since  the  firm  <A 
Sverdrup  li  Parcel,  Inc.,  had  prepared 
jthe  detailed  plans  and  specifications  for 
the  construction  it  seemed  reasonable 
that  this  firm  would  be  well  equipped  to 
direct  and  supervise  this  operation.  Fol- 
lowing this  decision,  a  management  cor- 
poration known  as  ARO,  Inc..  was  cre- 
ated and  it  Is  now  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Sverdrup  k  ParceL  The 
parent  corporation  has  furnished  many 
of  its  most  highly  skilled  personnel  to 
ARO,  Inc.,  to  insure  the  proper  opera- 
tion of  the  facility  and  on  the  basis  of 
the  record  to  date  I  can  find  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  criticism  which  has  been 
made  of  the  manner  in  which  ARO.  Inc., 
has  discharged  its  management  and  op- 
eration responsibilities. 

Since  ARO,  Inc.,  contracted  for  the 
management  of  this  facility  it  has  been 
responsible  for  the  recruiting  and  paying 
of  the  numerous  highly  skilled  employ- 
ees who  have  been  recruited  throughout 
the  Nation  and  from  abroad,  there  now 
being  approximately  1.000  of  those  em- 
ployees. The  Government  reimburses 
this  corporation  on  an  actual  cost  basis 
and  the  corporation  is  in  turn  paid  for 
its  services  by  receiving  a  stipulated  fee 
of  3Vi  percent  of  the  cost.  Over  the 
past  2  jrears  and  9  months  the  total 
gross  fee  paid  to  the  corporation  has 
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htea.  $114,000.  Of  this  amount  only 
$31,500  has  been  a  net  earning  to  the 
corporation.  Out  of  the  total  sum  of 
$118,000  apiaroxlmately  $33,000  had  to  be 
paid  for  items  such  as  interest  on  bor- 
rowed money,  to  operate  the  plant  and 
other  nondeductible  items,  and  more 
than  $53,000  has  been  paid  In  taxes  to 
the  Government  So  you  see  that  in  the 
final  analysis  the  net  earnings  of  ABO. 
Inc.  for  the  management  and  direction 
of  the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center  have  been  small  indeed.  They 
represent  a  net  fee  of  about  $15,000  per 
year  for  slightly  less  than  3  years  of 
management  services.  The  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  has  advised  us  that  while 
there  are  literally  thousands  of  defense 
contracts  for  research  and  development 
which  are  identical  to  or  similar  to  the 
present  contract,  that  he  knows  of  no 
other  case  where  the  management  serv- 
ices have  been  obtained  for  a  fee  as  low 
as  3  Ml  percent. 

So  here  we  are.  faced  with  this  situa- 
tion. We  have  authorized  and  are 
building  a  highly  complicated  research 
and  development  center  which  is  vital 
to  our  national  defense  and  for  which 
we  have  already  pledged  almost  $170 
mllUon  of  the  taxpayer's  funds.  How- 
ever, In  the  waning  days  of  the  last 
Congress,  and  without  according  a  hear- 
ing to  this  management  firm,  this  body 
took  the  position  that  this  management 
corporation  was  irresponsible,  incompe- 
tent, and  wholly  unworthy  of  the  man- 
agement of  this  great  research  facility. 
For  my  part  our  position  is  wholly  un- 
tenable. I  am  fully  satisfied  with  the 
vubsequent  investigations  and  hearings. 
Including  that  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  on  March  24,  1953, 
that  the  action  of  the  House  in  adopting 
this  restrictive  appropriation  rider  last 
year  was  wholly  tmfounded.  We  now 
have  the  opportunity  to  correct  that 
mistake  and  we  should  pn^nptly  do  so. 

I  now  yiekl  5  minutes  to  ttie  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
iCMr.  Ddrham]. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  intend  to  take  5  minutes,  because  I 
think  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  {Mr. 
6HORT],  our  chairman,  has  cohered  this 
subject  well.  In  fact,  he  covered  it  well 
in  the  last  Congress.  Unwisely,  this 
House  did  not  heed  his  advice  at  that 
time. 

This  facility  is  not  only  a  wind-tunnel 
facility  that  we  have  erected  in  Ten- 
nessee. We  had  only  one  engine-testing 
facility  in  the  whole  United  States  at 
the  end  of  this  war.  At  the  end  of  War 
n  we  were  far  behind  in  the  field  of 
basic  research  in  the  field  of  speed, 
supersonic  and  hyposonic.  8o  we  ini- 
tiated the  unitary  plan  of  wind  tunnels, 
so  that  we  could  coordinate  this  field  in 
research  and  not  have  it  scattered  all 
over  the  coimtry.  and  coordinate  the 
Intensive  research  nec^sary.  which  in- 
cludes physics  and  chemistry.  The  top 
scientists  in  this  field  are  very  hard  to 
secure  and  today  still  are  very  scarce  and 
will  remain  so  for  some  time. 

This  facility  was  placed  in  Tennessee 

for  basic  research  for  the  Air  Force. 

There  were  only  a  few  places  in  the 

<DOUDtry  where  we  could  possibly  place 

'Hiast  facilities,  due  to  the  fact  that  we 

most  have  available  immediately  tre- 


mendous kilowatt  power.  You  simply 
cannot  operate  a  wind  tunnel  otherwise. 
You  cannot  operate  engine-testing  facili- 
ties witliout  it.  And  this  is  the  only 
facility  we  do  have  of  this  character. 
We  captured  from  the  Germans  a  super- 
sonic wind  tunnel  France  took  one  of 
them  and  we  took  the  other  one.  and 
we  moved  it  to  this  country.  And  we 
learned  how  far  behind  we  were  in  the 
development  of  these  facilities. 

Our  Congress  wisely  adopted  the  policy 
of  setting  up  these  facilities  for  research 
so  that  we  would  have  the  most  superior 
Air  Fmrce  in  the  world,  which  we  have 
today,  thank  God,  and  we  cannot  have 
it  without  theiie  facilities. 

We  do  not  have  the  technical  personnel 
in  the  Air  Force  to  operate  them.  We 
did  not  have  it  in  the  Government  So 
we  had  to  go  out  and  ask  somebody  to 
do  this  job.  We  went  out  and  asked  a 
reputable  concern,  a  man  of  the  highest 
character.  Unfortuiuttely.  he  was  at- 
taclEed  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  This 
man  served  in  the  service  of  his  country 
not  only  in  the  First  World  War  but  also 
in  the  Second  World  War  and  the  record 
speaks  for  itself.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  adopt  this  measure  speedily,  and  I 
certainly  hope  that  the  Senate  will  wisely 
adopt  the  measure;  because  if  we  do  not 
we  are  going  to  destroy  and  disintegrate 
this  whole  force  of  scientific  personnel, 
and  where  we  will  ever  get  them  from 
again  I  do  not  know;  they  simply  will 
not  be  available,  because  you  cannot 
secure  aerodynamic  engineers  in  this 
coimtry  today,  arui  that  is  what  you  have 
got  to  have  if  you  expect  to  remain  in 
a  superior  position  in  air  power.  This 
is  the  heart  of  our  air  power  and  must 
continue  uninterrupted. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
fix>m  Tennessee  [Mr.  EvinsI. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  LMr. 
EviNsJ  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  EVIN6.  Let  me  thank  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee,  and 
may  I  also  commend  him  for  the  diligent 
work  which  he  and  other  members  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Armed  Services  have 
put  forth  in  the  bringing  of  this  bill  to 
the  House  at  this  time. 

This  measure,  as  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  so  well  stated,  is  designed 
to  repeal  a  legislative  rider  on  the  ap- 
propriation act — namely,  that  portion 
of  title  V  of  the  Appropriations  Act  of 
1953  which  relates  to  the  restriction  on 
payment  of  fimds  to  ARO.  Inc..  for  op- 
eration of  the  AEDC. 

On  Tuesday,  last  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  unanimously  reported — 
and  properly  so — the  pending  bill  to  re- 
peal this  existing  legislation.  In  the 
event  this  legislation  ban  and  rider  is  not 
lifted  prior  to  March  31  of  tliis  year  the 
operation  of  a  great  defense  installation 
will  come  to  a  standstill. 

As  Representative  of  the  district  in 
which  this  great  defense  facility,  namely, 
the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center,  is  located  and  representative  of 
the  people  most  directly  affected  by  ac- 
tion which  the  Congress  may  take  in  this 


matter,  l  think  it  is  appropriate  that  we 
should  have  a  brief  recital  of  the  history 
of  the  AEDC  and  of  its  operations. 

The  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center,  referred  to  as  AEDC.  is  a  United 
States  Air  Force  facihty  to  provide  test- 
ing and  evaluation  of  supersonic  air- 
craft guided  missiles,  and  aircraft  en- 
gines of  ail  types.  As  a  wind  tunnel  and 
jet-engine  testing  facility  AEDC  is  des- 
tined to  bec«ome  the  largest  facility  of  its 
kind  in  the  United  States;  so  far  as  we 
know,  in  the  world. 

ARO.  Inc..  Arnold  Research  Organiza- 
tion, Is  a  Tennessee  corporation  organ- 
ized at  th3  request  of  the  Air  Force  to 
operate  the  A££>C  as  a  contract  operator. 

Following  the  reoommeiidation  of  leg- 
islation to  create  this  great  center  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
House,  and  following  the  enactment  of 
this  legislation  into  law.  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  and  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense located  this  project  in  Tennessee 
for  a  multiplicity  of  reasons. 

I  might  mention  the  necessity  for,  first, 
an  abundance  of  electric  power;  and. 
second,  an  abundance  of  patriotic  labor 
as  being  highly  necessary  for  the  suc- 
cessful operation  of  this  important  de- 
fense installation. 

In  addition,  the  area  is  rather  interior 
in  location  and,  therefore,  is  considered 
ideal  for  security  reasons. 

The  State  of  Tennessee  gave  to  the 
Air  Force  some  33,000  acres  of  land  for 
this  purpose — an  area  already  devel- 
oped as  the  location  of  a  former  Ten- 
nessee State  Guard  campsite. 

President  Truman  flew  to  Tennessee 
2  years  ago  and  dedicated  this  great 
project  which  is  located  in  Coffee  and 
Franklin  Counties,  near  TuUahoma. 
Tenn.,  in  the  district  which  I  am  honored 
to  represent. 

The  AEDC  has  been  progressing 
splendidly  since  Its  establishment  with 
only  a  few  minor  initial  interruptions. 
ARO,  Inc..  which  has  served  as  a  con- 
tract operator  for  this  project,  has  super- 
vised and  aided  in  the  growth  of  this 
great  center  from  a  planned  paper  proj- 
ect to  a  great  defense  installation  which 
is  now  far  advanced  In  its  development 

The  importance  of  this  installation  to 
the  Nation's  defense  has  been  repeatedly 
expressed  by  top  Air  Force  and  Defense 
personnel  It  has  been  stressed  by 
members  of  both  political  parties  and 
both  administrations.  It  is  a  vital  de- 
fense installation  highly  essential  to  the 
future  security  and  defense  of  our 
country. 

Because  of  the  highly  scientific  and 
technical  nature  of  its  operation  the  Air 
Force  wants  the  project  run  by  civilians 
under  contract  with  the  Government. 
ARO.  Inc.,  was  chosen  for  this  purpose. 
A  contract  operation  of  this  nature  has 
been  determined  by  the  Air  Force  to  be 
the  best  method,  the  most  feasible 
method,  for  operating  this  great  testing 
laboratory. 

ARO  has  recruited  some  very  excel- 
lent and  skilled  personnel  to  operate  this 
center — scientists,  engineers,  and  skilled 
technicians  who  can  perform  this  work — 
who  are  not  always  easy  to  attract.  It 
is  this  personnel,  which  the  Air  Force 
insists,  and  righUy  so.  should  not  be  lost 
but  retained. 
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I  repeat,  the  Air  Force  wants  this  fa- 
cility operated  by  civilians  under  con- 
tract. The  Air  Force  has  made  this  de- 
termination. I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
disagree  with  the  wisdom  of  the  decision 
of  the  Air  Force  in  this  matter. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  that  at  the 
time  the  legislative  rider  was  adopted 
in  the  1953  Appropriations  Act.  I  stated 
at  that  time  my  position  on  the  matter 
in  debate  on  the  floor.  Not  being  a 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee. I  expressed  the  hope  that  no  action 
would  be  taken  that  would  impede  the 
progress  or  in  any  way  jeopardize  the 
fullest  development  of  this  great  air 
center  located  in  the  district  which  I 
represent. 

During  the  period  of  time  that  has 
elapsed,  extensive  studies  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  AEDC  and  ARO  have  been 
made.  We  have  had  a  new  look  at  ARO 
as  a  contract  operator. 

The  inspector  general  of  the  Air 
Force  has  made  an  investigation  into 
the  situation  and  the  inspector  general 
has  come  up  with  a  report  giving  ARO  a 
clean  bill  of  health.  There  are  numerous 
details  in  the  inspector  general's  report, 
including  the  conclusion  that  ARO's  or- 
ganization structure  is  essentially  sound. 
that  the  educational  and  experience 
background  of  key  personnel  are  excel- 
lent, that  the  engineer-training  program 
was  effective  in  building  up  a  well-quali- 
fied and  Integrated  work  force,  and  that 
ARO's  accomplishments  were  commen- 
surate with  the  expenditure  of  funds  un- 
der its  contract,  and  that  the  payments 
to  ARO  were  not  unreasonable. 

The  General  Accounting  Office  has 
also  made  an  investigation  of  ARO  at 
the  request  of  the  Armed  Services  Sub- 
committee of  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Although  the  report 
points  up  a  few  questionable  items'— 
matters  in  the  realm  of  opinion  and 
judgment — the  conclusions  reached  are 
that  there  was  no  illegality  and  no 
wrongdoing,  and  further,  that  there  was 
no  evidence  developed  which  would  in- 
dicate that  there  were  any  actions  taken 
in  connection  with  the  project  under  any 
condition  other  than  proper  motives. 

In  other  words,  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral and  the  GAO  also  gave  the  operation 
a  clean  bill  of  health — and.  as  we  all 
know,  the  GAO  is  very  efficient  and  it  is 
difficult  for  any  operation  to  successfully 
pass  the  surveying  eye  of  a  General  Ac- 
counting Office  investigation. 

In  addition,  a  civilian  industry  and 
education  advisory  board — a  nonprofit 
civilian  board — has  on  two  separate  oc- 
casions had  an  investigation  and  evalua- 
tion of  the  performance  of  ARO  as  a 
contract  operator.  And.  in  each  in- 
stance, this  civilian  advisory  board  has 
also  given  ARO  a  clean  bill  of  health 
and  has  reestablished  the  position  of  the 
Air  Force  in  this  matter. 

The  previous  Democratic  administra- 
tion recommended  ARO  as  a  responsible 
contract  operator  in  this  connection. 

The  new  Republican  administration 
has  taken  a  new  and  fresh  look  at  the 
entire  situation,  and  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration is  also  recommending  the 
continuance  of  ARO  as  a  contract  opera- 
tor for  this  important  defense  facility. 

It  thus  appears  that  this  operation 
has  been  amply  investigated  and  has  bi- 


partisan support;  and  in  view  of  the  re- 
sults of  these  investigations  and  of  the 
position  of  the  Air  Force  in  the  matter, 
I  feel  that  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee should  be  commended  and  congratu- 
lated for  its  imanimous  favorable  report 
of  action  in  this  connection. 

It  is  the  considered  opinion  of  the  Air 
Force  that  this  great  project — now  well 
advanced — should  not  l>e  disrupted  but 
should  go  forward.  Time  is  of  the  es- 
sence, gentlemen,  the  world  situation  is 
critical.    We  must  get  on  with  the  job. 

Without  repeal  of  this  rider  the  pro- 
gram cannot  go  forward  at  this  time. 
Not  only  officials  of  the  Air  Force  and 
our  defense  personnel,  but  the  people  of 
the  District  whom  I  represent  are  greatly 
concerned  about  this  matter.  We  are  at 
a  standstill.  We  are  witnessing  here 
today  another  example  of  the  difficulty 
which  the  Congress  gets  itself  into  when 
the  Appropriations  Committee  endeavors 
to  write  legislation. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  Congress 
recently  passed  another  bill  repealing  a 
rider  on  the  Appropriations  Act  affect- 
ing the  Navy  Department.  Here  we  have 
another  rider — in  this  Instance  affecting 
the  Air  Force.  This  provision  was  rec- 
ommended as  has  l>een  stated  by  our 
former  House  colleague — now  Senator 
Gore,  from  my  State — a  former  member 
of  the  Hoiise  Appropriations  Committee. 
I  should  like  to  repeat  a  statement  which 
I  was  pleased  to  make  on  Tuesday  be- 
fore the  House  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee— namely,  that  I  have  a  high  regard 
for  Senator  Gore,  but  that  I  certainly 
reserve  the  right  to  disagree  with  him, 
and  I  do  so  in  this  Instance  as  this 
matter  is  so  vital  to  the  people  whom  I 
represent  and  so  vital  to  the  Nation's 
defense. 

I  repeat,  time  is  of  the  essence.  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  vote  favorably  and 
adopt  the  pending  bill  in  order  that  we 
may  lift  and  repeal  this  restrictive  legis- 
lative rider.  Let  us  remove  the  uncer- 
tainty which  exists  with  respect  to  the 
future  of  this  most  vital  and  important 
defense  installation. 

Let  us  pass  this  bill  and  go  forward. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield  to  my  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Will  my  colleague  state 
what,  in  his  opinion,  the  situation  would 
be  in  case  this  contract  imder  the  pro- 
vision becomes  invalid  as  of  the  end  of 
this  month? 

Mr.  EVINS.  The  morale  factor  would 
be  very  bad.  For  some  time  there  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty  in  the 
area  of  the  center  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  life  of  this  organization  is  to  be  con- 
tinued. Many  highly  skilled  personnel 
have  been  recruited  for  this  work,  and 
If  they  are  not  to  be  paid  we  will  lose 
the  services  of  many  skilled  technicians 
and  scientists  and  others.  The  project 
would  be  set  back  and.  I  feel,  its  growth 
and  progress  impaired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Stttton]. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
only  thing  I  would  like  to  say  is  that 
some  10  months  ago  when  this  rider  was 
before  this  body.  I  joined  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 


Short],  now  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  in  asking  that  the 
House  delete  this  rider  from  the  appro- 
priation bill.  The  reason  I  asked  for  the 
deletion  was  l>ecause  I  believed  that 
every  man  should  have  his  day  in  court, 
so  to  speak,  and  at  that  time,  of  course, 
this  corporation  had  not  had  a  chance 
to  present  their  views  before  any  com- 
mittee. There  had  been  several  charges 
preferred  against  it.  but  at  no  time  had 
they  been  heard  on  these  charges.  For 
that  reason  I  voted  against  the  rider 
we  now  have  in  the  appropriation  bill. 

Since  that  time,  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
have  been  several  investigations  not  only 
by  the  Air  Force  but  by  the  General  Pac- 
counting  Office  and  various  other  organi- 
zations with  reference  to  this  Tennessee 
project.  Everyone  who  has  investigated 
has  given  the  corporation  a  clean  bill 
of  health.  For  that  reason,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  am  wholeheartedly  supporting 
this  bill,  because  who  am  I  to  say  that 
the  Air  Force  is  wrong  and  the  General 
Accoimting  Office  is  wrong  as  well  as  the 
other  people  who  have  investigated  this 
project?  With  the  reputation  this  cor- 
poration has.  who  am  I  to  say  that  they 
ace  not  qualified  to  operate  AEDC? 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Chairman. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  I  think  the 
committee  acted  properly  in  reporting 
this  unanimously.  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman's  statement,  particularly  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  gentleman  who 
recommended  this  for  the  Air  Force  was 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force, 
Harold  Stuart,  of  Oklahoma.  I  appre- 
ciate his  name  being  cleared,  too. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  appreciate  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  We  appre- 
ciate the  fact  that  the  Air  Force  brought 
this  great  project  down  to  our  State  of 
Tennessee,  when  it  was  first  allocated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion my  distinguished  colleague  from 
the  Fifth  District  of  Tennessee  asked 
my  colleague  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
EviNsl  about  what  the  results  would  be 
should  this  bill  not  be  passed,  I  believe 
that  we  would  lose  at  least  1.000  tech- 
nicians from  the  project  that  we  ik>w 
have.  The  tjrpe  of  technicians  we  have 
at  AEDC  cannot  be  replaced  by  the  aver- 
age man  on  the  street.  They  are  scien- 
tists. Once  we  lose  them  they  are  gone 
and  they  are  difficult  to  replace.  This, 
plus  the  fact  that  there  are  many  mil- 
Uons  of  dollars  the  Government  would 
lose,  plus  the  fact  that  the  project  would 
be  set  back  several  months,  when  it  is 
needed  so  badly  in  our  defense  program. 

I  hope  the  committee  and  the  House 
will  go  along  with  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  and  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  we  who  have  looked  into  the 
matter  and  support  this  bill  wholeheart- 
edly. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Johnson  1. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
bill  has  been  explained  very  thoroughly 
and  very  convincingly,  especially  by  our 
chairman  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short].  I  want  to  emphasize  one 
or  two  things  that  have  been  touched  on 
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mnd    one    thing    that    has    not    been 
touched  on  In  this  discussion. 

Let  me  emphasise,  as  others  have,  the 
fact  that  this  is  another  good  illustra- 
tion of  tlje  futility  of  putting  riders  on 
appropriation  bills.  When  these  riders 
are  placed  on  appropriation  bills  they 
hare  not  been  adequately  covered  by 
hearings.  What  soiinds  Hke  a  plausible 
explanation  of  the  situation  and  a  plau- 
sible answer  to  the  problem,  in  the  form 
of  a  rider,  has  met  us  face  to  face  three 
times  in  this  Congress  already.  In  each 
case  legislation  was  re<iuired  to  remove 
the  bad  effect  of  the  rider.  It  shows 
that  we  should  not  permit  these  riders 
to  be  tacked  onto  these  bills  wittiout 
prior  hearings  of  the  problem,  at  least 
by  one  of  the  legislative  committees. 

One  thing  that  I  think  has  not  been 
referred  to  here  and  that  might  be  of 
Interest  to  the  Members  is  the  lurking 
idea  of  some  Members  that  I  talked  to 
who  have  not  read  the  hearings  that 
this  great  project  we  are  talking  about 
might  be  a  duplication,  in  part;  of  simi- 
lar facilities  somewhere  else.  We  have 
them  at  Langley  Field,  we  have  the  great 
Ames  Laboratory  in  California.  It  was 
my  ttwught  that  perhaps  there  would  be 
a  duplication  of  the  work  done  in  those 
laboratories.  I  asked  several  of  the  gen- 
tlemen testifying  whether  there  was  any 
duplication  of  this  project  in  any  simi- 
lar installation  in  the  United  States  and 
they  all  answered  emphatically  there 
was  not.  As  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  DuRHAiil  explained,  this 
Is  a  supersonic  wind  tunnel.  There  is 
nothing  like  it  in  the  United  States. 
perhaps  not  in  the  world-  We  are  lucky 
we  have  it. 

The  great  symbol  of  power  today  in 
the  world  in  the  military  field  is  air 
power.  That  is  the  symbol  in  the  Navy, 
and  it  is  the  symbol  in  the  Air  Force. 
If  we  can  keep  this  operation  going,  it 
means  that  the  air  superiority  we  are 
hoping  to  attain  very  shortly  will  be 
ours,  and  our  protection  will  be  that 
much  greater.  All  of  you  have  heard 
the  comments  by  the  Chief  of  the  Air 
Force  many  times  that  in  some  types  of 
planes  we  are  losing  our  superiority. 
The  way  to  keep  and  Increase  that 
superiority  is  to  keep  this  tremendous 
installation  down  in  Tennessee  going  as 
It  Is  now  operating. 

What  would  happen  if  the  project  is 
abandoned,  has  been  asked  here  several 
times.  Let  me  point  out  that  followmg 
the  World  War  we  had  some  very  inter- 
esting and  rather  exhaustive  hearings 
in  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
with  some  scientists.  They  thought  the 
development  of  science  in  the  atomic 
field  was  going  to  wither  away,  and  these 
men  came  all  the  way  from  Alamogordo, 
N.  Mex.,  to  appear  before  our  committee 
and  try  to  emphasize  to  us  that  if  we  did 
not  lay  down  a  program  where  these 
scientists  could  look  at  it  and  see  there 
was  an  opportunity  for  them  to  carry 
on  their  scientific  studies  and  researches 
and  make  their  contributions,  scientific 
research  would  wither  and  die.  There 
were  a  group  of  them  there  following  the 
hearing  and  dininc  the  hearing  on  the 
atomic-control  bill.  Scientists,  so  they 
tell  xis.  are  a  sort  of  odd.  temperamental 
people,  and  if  these  people  down  in  Ten- 


nessee in  the  ARO  project  have  any 
tmcertainty  about  the  continuation  of 
this  project,  they  will  go  back  to  private 
industry  or  go  back  in  the  edacatlonal 
field.  Just  yesterday  I  talked  to  a  man, 
an  engineer,  and  he  pointed  out  to  me 
that  industry  Is  searching  the  country 
over  for  scientists.  They  are  25  percent 
short  of  scientific  men  whom  they  need 
for  the  development  of  industry.  He 
was  talking  to  me  about  a  bill  to  screen 
that  type  of  manpower  in  the  event  they 
were  taken  into  the  armed  services.  So  I 
would  like  to  stress  as  much  as  I  can  that 
if  we  want  to  retain  the  superior  air 
power  which  is  ours  today,  and  make  It 
still  greater,  and  make  America  still 
more  secure,  we  will  pass  this  bill  and 
allow  this  project  to  have  the  continuity 
which  will  make  it  a  success.  For  the 
life  of  me,  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
rider  was  passed.  No  witness  appeared 
in  any  hearing  in  any  phase  of  this 
problem  who  testified  that  something 
wrong,  or  illegal,  or  crooked  had  been 
done.  Yet  now  they  propose  to  cut  this 
project  off  at  the  pockets,  which  could 
kill  the  most  fantastic  project  of  its  kind 
in  existence. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Texas  ( Mr.  Mahon  ] . 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
provides  for  the  repeal  of  a  rider  which 
was  attached  to  the  military  appropria- 
tion bill  last  year.  I  a^ree  with  the  great 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  usually  these  riders — far-reaching 
riders  on  appropriation  bills — are  a  mis- 
take. I  think  this  matter,  which  is  be- 
fore us  today,  should  have  originally  been 
handled  by  the  legislative  Committee  on 
Armed  Forces.  In  my  judgment,  the 
House  made  a  mistake  in  adopting  the 
rider. 

I  doubt  that  all  Members  of  the  House 
understand  what  we  are  doing  here  today 
because  I  doubt  that  all  Members  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  familiarize  them- 
selves with  the  situation.  Many  Mem- 
bers will  recall  the  controversy  over  this 
matter  last  year.  I  do  not  recall  all  the 
details  of  the  ARO  controversy,  but  I 
have  no  disposition  to  question  the  good 
faith  of  anyone.  The  Air  F\)rce,  the 
Army,  and  the  Navy  have  generally  run 
their  own  installations  in  the  past.  This 
is  the  first  and  only  major  departure  in 
the  Air  Force  of  which  I  know.  This  is 
the  situation:  The  Air  Force  makes  a 
contract  with  a  private  concern  called 
ARO  to  run  the  installation,  ARO  pro- 
viding the  personnel  and  management. 
We  have  established  overall  personnel 
ceilings  in  an  effort  to  try  to  reduce 
civilian  personnel  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
but  ARO  personnel  will  not  be  affected 
thereby.  These  people  will  not  be  added 
to  the  list  of  people  who  are  on  the 
Federal  payroll.  From  now  on  you  will 
find  that  in  the  list  of  personnel  on  the 
Gtovernment  payroll  thousands  of  people 
who  will  be  employed  at  this  laboratory 
will  not  be  listed  as  Government  per- 
sonnel. They  will  be  hidden,  so  to  speak. 
I  do  not  mean  hidden  in  a  dishonest 
way,  but  they  will  be  hidden.  If  the 
Air  Force  should  run  the  machine  shops 
and  other  large  and  complicated  facili- 
ties by  contract,  industry  would  get  out 


and  do  the  work  and  hire  the  people  and 
pay  them,  and  we  in  Congress  would  give 
them  a  limip-smn  appropriation.  It 
may  be  a  good  thing.  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  this  repeal,  but  I  am  just  telling 
you  that  we  are  taking  a  significant  step. 
although  perhaps  a  necessary  step.  The 
issue  raises  a  policy  question.  For  that 
reason,  I  thought  the  matter  ought  to  be 
studied  by  the  legislative  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  rather  than  be  handled 
v^  a  rider  on  an  appropriation  bill. 

Under  the  conU-act  system  there  will 
be  no  ceiling  on  salaries  at  the  facility 
except  as  provided  in  the  contract.  The 
head  of  ARO  can  draw  more  money  ttian 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  or  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  as  far  as 
that  is  concerned,  unless  there  is  some 
restriction  in  law  or  in  the  contract  of 
which  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yleW  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Of  course  the  president 
of  ARO  is  serving  without  pay.  He 
draws  no  salary  whatever.  While  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  that  each 
branch  of  the  armed  services  usually 
conducts  its  own  work,  the  gentleman 
Is  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  because 
of  tho  peculiar  nature  of  this  project, 
the  highly  technical  aspects  of  It,  not 
only  the  Air  Force  but  no  branch  of  the 
armed  services,  no  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment is  capable  of  carrying  out  this 
research  and  development  work. 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  may  be  true.  The 
gentleman  has  made  a  greater  study  of 
the  problem  than  I  have  and  I  have 
great  respect  for  his  judgment.  I  be- 
lieve General  Farrell  is  now  being  paid 
$30,000  as  the  top  man  on  this  project. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes.  There  was  one 
salary  of  that  amount,  but  the  president 
of  ARO  is  serving  without  pay. 

Mr.  MAHON.  But  the  man  who  rxins 
that  laboratory  gets  $30,000  a  year. 

Mr.  SHORT.  He  gets  $30,000.  and  he 
could  get  $60,000  if  he  were  in  private 
industry. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  know  that  General 
Farrell  is  a  highly  capable  man.  I  am 
not  saying  that  he  should  not  get  It.  but 
what  I  am  saying  is  that  the  contract 
holder  is  footloose  and  fancyfree  to 
hire  any  people  he  wants  to  hire  and  pay 
them  any  salary  he  wants  to  pay.  It  is 
wholly  up  to  the  discretion  of  the  Air 
Force  in  negotiating  the  contract,  and 
the  Congre-ss  does  not  get  into  the  pic- 
ture except  in  providing  a  lump-sum 
appropriation  for  operating  the  plant. 
Of  course.  Congress  can  control  the 
lump-sum  appropriation.  If  we  ran  all 
our  Federal  installations  that  way  it 
would  change  the  picture.  You  could 
take  half  a  million  people  off  the  payroll 
of  the  Government  toda/  by  appropriat- 
ing a  lump  sum  and  contracting  with 
industry  to  nin  the  various  facilities. 
That  might  be  a  good  thing.  lam  just 
raising  the  question  of  broad  i)olicy  of 
government  which  is  involved. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  point  that  the 
gentleman  stresses  is  the  fact  of  how 
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you  are  going  to  operate  these  facilities. 
I  have  high  respect  for  the  gentleman's 
opinion,  but  we  are  faced  with  this 
situation:  how  to  operate  this  highly 
technical  tool  with  men  who  can  de- 
mand and  get  twice  as  much  salary  as 
we  can  pay. 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  gentleman  raises 
a  valid  point.  Of  course  if  we  should  de- 
termine that  the  contract  policy  is 
wrong  we  should  have  the  courage  to 
raise  the  pay  of  highly  qualified  person- 
nel in  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  might  point  out 
something  that  happened  this  morning. 
A  boy  has  been  hired  by  Industry.  Just 
this  morning  they  hi'ed  him  at  twice  the 
salary  we  pay  here.  I  do  not  know  how 
we  are  going  to  replace  him.  What  are 
we  going  to  do?  We  are  operating  the 
atomic  energy  plant  practically  on  the 
basis  on  which  we  are  operating  this. 
Are  you  going  to  let  the  Army.  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  take  over  the  scientists  of  the 
country  and  try  to  conduct  this  basic 
research?  If  you  do.  you  will  be  making 
a  most  dossal  failure. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  have  merely  raised  a 
point  which  I  thought  should  be  raised 
in  connection  with  this  bill.  I  hope  the 
committee  has  made  the  proper  de- 
termination. 

Now.  let  us  face  the  facts. 

After  ARO  has  run  this  multimilllon 
dollar  project  for.  let  us  say,  5  years,  it 
will  have  an  undue  advantage  over  the 
Government  when  contracts  are  renewed 
from  time  to  time.  I  think  the  point  is 
obvious.  The  Government  could  hardly 
refuse  to  renew  the  ARO  contract  be- 
cause there  would  be  no  other  qualified 
bidden;.  I  hope  the  Armed  Forces  Com- 
mittee has  thoroughly  explored  this  as- 
pect of  the  matter.  On  the  face  of  the 
thing  it  would  seem  that  the  Government 
would  soon  lose  much  of  its  bargaining 
power. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Just  at  that  point,  the 
NACA  has  been  running  other  facilities. 

Mr.  MAHON.  The  NACA  has  been 
running  its  own  facility. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  a  Government 
facility  run  by  a  civilian  agency,  it  is  not 
an  Army  agency  installation. 

Mr.  MAHON.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  And  it  has  done  a 
good  job.  You  could  bring  it  under  Gov- 
ernment operation  and  build  up  one  of 
the  most  colossal  Government  agencies 
in  this  country,  but  the  whole  theory  of 
this  thing  is  to  bring  private  enterprise 
into  this  picture  so  we  can  get  some  ef- 
ficiency and  not  run  into  all  these  dead 
ends. 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  may  be  the  way  to 
get  it,  and  it  could  be  that  we  ^ould 
fully  explore  the  possibility  of  running 
many  of  our  military  installations  on  a 
contract  basis  with  private  industry. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EVINS.  The  gentleman  has  had 
extensive  exiwrience  with  appropriations 
for  defense.  Does  the  gentleman  feel 
that  if  this  installation  were  run  by  the 
Air  Corps  it  would  be  more  economical 
or  that  it  would  cost  more  money? 
Please  understand  that  it  would  be  per- 
sonally satisfactory  with  me  for  the  Air 
Force  to  run  this  l>ase,  but  some  decidoa 


must  be  made.  Tlih  uneertainiy  as  to 
the  future  operation  of  this  installation 
cannot  be  continued. 

Mr.  i/LABOK.  I  couM  not  say,  with 
certainty.  It  could  be  that  a  private  op- 
eration would  be  cheaper.  The  principal 
question  which  I  raise  is  one  of  policy. 

Mr.  EVINS.  It  would  be  a  more  cum- 
bersome operation,  and  they  would  have 
to  have  the  same  type  of  men  running 
it. 

Mr.  MAHON.  That  may  be.  I  felt 
that  the  policy  question  should  be  raised. 
I  shall  vote  to  repeal  the  rider. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  remaining  2  minutes  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Kiloat]. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  how 
much  time  have  I  remaining? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  has  4  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  remainder  of  my  time  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  KildayI. 

Mr.  BJLDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
In  support  of  the  resolution  pending  be- 
fore the  Committee. 

In  the  first  place  I  think  we  should 
remember  that  this  is  a  contract  nego- 
tiated by  the  previous  administration; 
that  since  the  new  administration  has 
taken  over  it  has  been  reviewed  in  great 
detail. 

Mr.  Talbott,  the  present  Secretary  for 
Air,  appeared  before  our  committee,  as 
did  his  chief  of  research  and  develop- 
ment, or  whatever  his  title  may  be.  They 
reviewed  the  contract  as  it  had  been 
made  by  their  predecessors.  I  do  not 
believe  it  would  be  necessary  to  con- 
vince ^anyone  that  they  had  no  reason 
to  Justify  the  contract  made  by  their 
predecessors.  There  are  but  a  few 
sources  to  contact  for  services  such  as 
this,  pure  research,  organizations  such 
as  Westinghouse.  General  Electric,  and 
other  great  research  organizations  of  the 
country.  They  had  been  original  sup- 
pliers in  the  building  of  this  institution, 
and  it  was  not  thought  they  should  re- 
ceive the  contract.  In  any  event,  they 
endorsed  the  contract. 

I  will  agree  with  my  colleague  from 
Texas  that  on  the  policy  of  contracting 
I  would  not  agree  that  it  would  be  a 
good  policy  to  contract  for  standard 
services  such  as  repair,  maintenance, 
and  things  of  that  kind;  but  when  it 
comes  to  basic  research  you  have  an 
entirely  different  question.  I  do  not 
know  how  you  are  ever  going  to  get 
men  qualified  in  basic*  research  who 
would  be  willing  in  the  first  instance 
to  work  at  Government  salaries  when 
so  much  better  salaries  are  available  to 
them  in  industry,  and  the  great  advan- 
tage to  these  scientists  of  being  con- 
nected with  the  large  engineering  or- 
ganizations, such  as  in  this  case  now^ 
being  used  by  that  organization  in  the' 
case  of  ARO,  or  being  connected  with 
Westinghouse  working  on  a  Government 
contract  even  for  a  subsidiary  corpora- 
tion. The  moment  they  secure  connec- 
tion with  a  great  nationwide  organiza- 
tion their  career  is  fixed;  they  know 
that  their  career  Is  stable  and  that  if 
this  one  thing  should  ever  play  out  there 
is  other  work  available. 

It  was  testified  that  many  of  these 
highly  skilled  men  are  temperamental 


and  some  at  them  not  too  practical  as 
businessmen,  and  they  look  for  a  posi- 
tion where  their  thoughts  will  be  free 
for  them  to  devote  themselves  entirely 
to  technical  things  on  which  they  are 
working.  It  has  proved  successful  in 
connection  with  atomic  energy.  I  hap- 
pen to  serve  on  that  committee  as  well 
as  on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

Now,  this  idea,  that  they  could  pay 
anything  they  want,  I  do  not  believe  Is 
quite  correct.  The  contract  is  nego- 
tiated every  year.  It  is  true  it  is  based 
in  reference  to  what  the  future  expendi- 
tures of  operation  might  be,  on  what  was 
required  for  operating  the  previous  year, 
but  the  contract  is  subject  to  renego- 
tiation. After  the  money  is  paid  the 
Government  still  has  the  opportunity  to 
recoup  for  any  excess  profits  or  for  any 
extraordinary  or  extravagant  expendi- 
tures. So  Uiat  there  is  definite  control 
on  the  part  of  the  Goverrunent. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  appreciate  what  the 
gentleman  said,  particularly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  question  of  a  contract  that 
must  be  negotiated  annually.  Is  there 
any  other  provision  other  than  the  re- 
negotiation approach  whereby  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  House 
or  the  Senate  would  have  any  opportu- 
nity to  know  anything  about  the  details 
of  an  annual  contract  before  it  is  nego- 
tiated without  having  to  resort  later,  if 
necessary,  to  the  question  of  renegotia- 
tion? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  provision  that  would  apply 
to  a  contract  of  this  kind.  In  connec- 
tion with  the  reactivation  of  a  plant  and 
a  contract  then  being  entered  into  for 
operation,  it  would  have  to  be  resub- 
mitted. But  you  do  have  direct  control 
of  renegotiations  In  connection  with  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  highly  impor- 
tant matter.  It  was  testified  before  our 
committee  that  so  far  as  is  known  this  is 
the  only  installation  of  its  kind  in  the 
world.  There  is  nowhere  else  in  the 
world  an  organization  of  this  kind  for 
research  and  development  in  connection 
with  aircraft.  Some  of  the  machinery 
there  is  at  least  twice  as  large  as  any- 
thing of  a  comparable  nature  known  to 
exist  anywhere  else  in  the  world. 

We  have  here  a  provision  which  cuts 
off  the  money  for  ARO  on  the  31st  of 
March.  You  have  $100  million  invested. 
There  is  not  a  single  word  in  this  pro- 
vision as  to  what  you  are  going  to  do 
with  that  $100  million  plant.  Are  you 
going  to  close  it  up  and  disband  the 
personnel  and  have  no  way  to  operate  or 
manage  something  so  highly  essential  to 
the  aviation  Industry  and  to  the  progress 
of  these  supersonic  speeds?  I  think  it 
is  highly  essential  tb&t  the  House  take 
action  to  remove  the  restriction  which 
was  placed  in  an  appropriation  bill.  I 
win  not  belabor  the  point  of  passing  re- 
strictive provisions  or  substantive  legis- 
lation on  appropriation  bills  where  they 
are  offered  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
considered  under  a  very  limited  time  for 
debate,  with  no  opportunity  for  the  com- 
mittee to  develop  the  facts. 
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I  think  the  main  thing  here  la  that 
administrations  have  changed.  An  en- 
tire new  administration  of  the  Air  Force 
has  come  in.  The  new  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  has  had  no  responsibility  for 
Issuing  the  contract  and  now  he  whole- 
heartedly defends  the  contract  as  made 
by  his  predecessors.  That  is  a  very 
wholesome  thing,  in  my  opinion.  I  was 
very  glad  to  see  that  these  gentlemen 
who  have  taken  over  from  our  Demo- 
cratic administration  were  objective 
about  it  and  that  they  recognize  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country  requires  this  provi- 
sion be  removed.  I  hope  it  will  be  with- 
out delay. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex- 
pired. Tlje  Clerk  will  read  the  bill  for 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  bo  much  of  title 
V  of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1953  (66  Stat.  530),  as  reads: 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  appropria- 
tion shall  be  used  to  make  any  payment  to 
ARO.  Inc..  for  operation  of  the  Arnold  Engi- 
neering Development  Center  after  March  31, 
1953.  unless  Congress  shall  have  directed 
otherwise,"  Is  hereby  repealed. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Nicholson,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit- 
tee, having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  4130)  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Act,  1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued 
use  of  appropriations  thereunder  to  make 
payments  to  ARO,  Inc.,  for  operation 
of  the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center  after  March  31.  1953.  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  187,  he  reported  the 
bill  back  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  quesLon  is  on  the  engrossment 
and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


BUREAU  OP  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I 
call  up  House  Resolution  89  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by 
subcommittee,  la  authorized  and  directed  to 
conduct  a  full  and  complete  investigation 
and  study  of  the  activities  and  operations 
of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  with  refer- 
ence to  ( 1 )  the  manner  In  which  the  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affaire  has  performed  its  func- 
tions of  studying  the  varloiu  tribes,  bands, 
and  groups  of  Indians  to  determine  their 
quallflcatlona  for  nuuiagement  of  their  own 
affairs  without  further  supervision  of  the 
Federal  Oovernment;  (3)  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  has  ful- 
filled lt«  obligations  of  trust  as  the  agency 
of  the  Federal  Oovernment  charged  with  the 
guardianship  oX  Indian  property;    (3)    the 


adequacy  of  law  and  regulations  to  assure 
the  faithful  perfcn-mance  of  trust  in  the  ex- 
change, lease,  or  sale  of  surface  or  subsurface 
Interests  in  or  title  to  real  property  or  dis- 
position of  personal  property  of  Indian 
wards. 

The  conunlttee  shall  report  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  If  the  House 
Is  not  In  session)  as  soon  as  practicable 
during  the  present  Congress  the  results  of 
Its  Investigation  and  study,  together  with 
such  reconunendations  as  it  deems  advis- 
able, including  ( 1 )  a  list  of  the  tribes,  bands, 
or  groups  of  Tndlans  found  to  be  qualified 
for  full  management  of  their  own  affairs;  (2) 
legislative  proposals  designed  to  promote  the 
earliest  practicable  termination  of  all  Fed- 
eral supervision  and  control  over  Indians; 
(3)  a  listing  of  functions  now  carried  on  by 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  which  may  be 
discontinued  or  transferred  to  other  agen- 
cies of  the  Federal  Governmer't  or  to  the 
States;  (4)  names  of  States  where  further 
operation  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
should  be  discontinued;  (5)  recomtnended 
legislation  for  removal  of  legal  disability  of 
Indians  by  reason  of  guardianship  by  the 
Federal  Government;  (6)  findings  concern- 
ing transactions  involving  the  exchange, 
lease,  or  sale  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands 
belonging  to  Indian  wards,  with  specific  find- 
ings as  to  such  transactions  in  the  States  of 
Oregon  and  Washington. 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  reso- 
lution, the  committee  or  subcommittee  Is 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  times  and  places  within 
the  United  States.  Its  Territories,  and  pos- 
sessions, whether  the  House  Is  in  session,  has 
recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such 
hearings,  and  to  require,  by  subpena  or 
otherwise,  the  attendance  and  testimony  of 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such 
books,  records,  correspondence,  memoranda, 
papers,  and  documents,  as  It  deems  neces- 
sary. Subpenas  may  be  Issued  under  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  other  member  of  the  committee  des- 
ignated by  him.  and  may  be  served  by  any 
person  designated  by  such  chairman  or 
member. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments : 

Page  2,  line  24.  after  "wards",  strike  out 
"with  specific  findings  as  to  such  transac- 
tions in  the  States  of  Oregon  and  Wash- 
ington." 

Page  3.  line  4.  strike  out  "lU  Territories, 
and  possessions." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  m^SWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
resolution  is  practically  identical  in  every 
way  to  a  resolution  which  was  passed  by 
this  House  in  June  of  last  year.  The 
investigation  authorized  and  directed  by 
the  resolution  .passed  at  that  time  was 
begun  by  the  House  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs,  but  no  hear- 
ings were  held,  and  the  report  made  by 
the  committee,  while  it  is  an  excellent 
volume,  is  very  little  more  than  a  cata- 
log of  the  statistics  concerning  Indians 
and  the  Indian  problems,  which  are 
.stated. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  recently 
gave  an  expression  of  his  views  on  the 
various  problems  involved  in  adminis- 
tering the  affairs  of  the  Indians.  One  of 
the  paragraphs  in  that  statement  reads 
In  part  as  follows: 

Federal  responsibility  for  administering 
the  affairs  of  individual  Indian  tribes  should 
be  terminated  as  rapidly  as  the  circum- 
stances of  each  tribe  will  permit. 

In  order  to  prepare  the  legislation 
necessary  to  carry  out  that  and  other 


parts  of  the  armounced  policy  regarding 
Indians,  a  complete  and  full  study  of  the 
subject  must  be  made.  This  is  not  an 
investigation.  There  is  no  witch-hunt 
type  of  thing  involved  in  this  resolu- 
tion. It  is  a  study  of  a  problem  which 
has  faced  this  country  for  some  years, 
and  which  must  be  resolved. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  approxi- 
mately 300.000  Indians  in  this  country. 
We  are  presently  employing  12,000  peo- 
ple to  administer  their  affairs,  at  an 
annual  cost  of  some  $83  million.  It  is 
vital  not  only  that  this  expense  be 
stopped  but  that  as  many  of  these  {peo- 
ple as  possible  be  given  their  full  and 
free  citizenship  in  this  country. 

The  pending  resolution  also  directs  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs to  make  a  full  and  complete  inquiry 
into  land  transactions  Involving  lands 
belonging  to  Indians.  During  1951  some 
transactions  in  Indian  timberlands  in 
the  State  of  Oregon  and  Washington 
appeared  to  be  Irregular,  to  say  the  least. 
It  is  important  that  complete  informa- 
tion re;4arding  those  transactions,  or 
similar  deals  in  other  States,  be  obtained. 

Practically  the  same  resolution  has 
been  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Wa.shington  I  Mr.  Westland]  and  was 
sponsored  in  the  last  Congress  by  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow]. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  now  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr, 
Smith). 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Committee  on  Rules  reported  this 
resolution  unanimously.  We  thought  it 
might  present  an  opportunity  to  save  us 
some  money. 

I  have  no  desire  Co  consume  ary  time 
discussing  the  resolution,  and  yield  back 
my  time. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

Tlie  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


TENNESSEE    VALLEY   AUTHORITY 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  in- 
troduced a  bill  to  amend  section  8  (a)  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of 
1933  so  as  to  provide  that  the  Tennes- 
see Valley  Authority  shall  continue  to 
maintain  its  principal  ofBce  at  Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

My  proposed  amendment  to  the  act 
reads  as  follows: 

Sue.  8.  (a)  The  corporation  shall  maintain 
Its  principal  office  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  Knoxville.  Tenn.  The  corporation  shall 
be  held  to  be  an  inhabitant  and  resident 
of  the  eastern  Judicial  dUtrlct  of  Tennes- 
see within  the  meaning  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  the  venue  of  civil 
suits. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  was  cre- 
ated as  a  corporation  by  the  Congress  on 
May  18.  1933.  The  sU  ted  purpose  of  the 
act  was  to  maintain  cnA  operate  the 
properties   then  owned  by  the  Umied 
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States  in  the  vicinity  of  Muscle  Shoals, 
Ala.,  in  the  interest  of  the  national  de- 
fense and  for  agricultural  and  industrial 
developmeni.  and  to  improve  naviga- 
tion in  the  Tenmeasee  River  and  to  con- 
trol the  destmcliive  flood  waters  In  the 
Tennessee  River  and  Mississippi  River 
basins. 

The  act  provided  that  the  corporation 
should  be  held  to  be  an  inhabitant  and 
resident  of  the  northern  Judicial  district 
of  Alabama.  Ho\rever,  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  has  always  maintained  its 
principal  offices  at  Knoxville,  Tenn. 

On  March  19,  1953,  the  general  man- 
ager of  TVA  at  Knoxville  announced 
to  a  committee  of  the  KnoxviUe  Cham- 
ber of  Conmterce  that  the  TVA  board  of 
directors  and  managerial  staffs  now  lo- 
cated in  KnoxvilV!  and  Chattanooga  will 
move  to  Muscle  Shoals  about  18  months 
from  now  and  that  about  500  ofBce  em- 
ployees will  make  the  transfer. 

The  general  manager  further  stated 
that  a  lease  has  been  arranged  for  an 
office  buikiing  which  is  to  be  erected 
adjacent  to  the  Wilson  E>am  Reserva- 
tion, which  Will  be  completed  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1954.  That  the  following  offices 
will  move  from  Knoxville:  Board  of  di- 
rectors, general  irjmager,  and  the  head- 
quarters of  the  divisions  of  finance,  law, 
personnel,  agricultural  relations,  re- 
gional studies,  and  reservoir  properties. 
Moving  from  Chattanooga  will  be  head- 
quarters offlcfe  of  the  division  of  health 
and  safety,  with  about  35  employees. 

Thus,  it  will  be  readily  seen  that  if 
this  plan  is  carried  into  effect  approxi- 
mately 500  families  who  have  been  resi- 
dents of  KnoxvUle.  Tenn ,  for  many 
years,  and  most  of  whom  o»'n  their 
homes  in  Knoxville,  will  be  required  to 
move  to  Muscle  Shoals.  Ala. 

It  was  announced  that  the  contem- 
plated office  building  would  be  a  7-story 
structure  containing  12Q,000  square  feet 
of  usable  space,  and  that  the  lease  wotild 
te  for  20  years  with  TVA  holding  an  op- 
tion to  imrchase. 

The  announcement  by  John  Oliver, 
the  general  manager,  contained  the  fur- 
ther provision: 

TVA  wUl  do  everything  It  can.  within  the 
limits  of  Its  aathcrtty  and  cou&lstent  with 
sound  management,  to  fcelp  employees  get 
relocated.  TVA  will  work  -with  the  Muscle 
Shoals  oommuntty  to  get  wdbaak.  tiansporta- 
tion.  and  ether  facmttes  expanded  If  neoes- 
sary  Decisions  on  hoasing.  of  course,  moaC 
finally  be  ooade  by  each  IndlTlduaJL 

I  respectfully  tiibmit  that  there  is  no 
Justification  for  this  action,  "nicse  peo- 
ple are  cltiiens  of  KnoxviUc.  Term.  They 
have  always  engaged  in  community  and 
welfare  work  such  as  Red  Cross  drives. 
Community  Chest  and  educational  pro- 
grams. They  own  their  homes  and  would 
have  to  sell  their  homes  at  a  great  sacri- 
fice if  300  or  400  homes  were  placed  on 
the  market  at  about  the  same  time. 

The  school  plants  of  th^clty  of  Knox- 
ville and  of  Knox  County  have  been  en- 
larged and  vast  sums  of  money  spent  to 
take  care  of  the  education  of  ttie  chil- 
dren of  these  welcome  employees  of 
TVA. 

It  is  certainly  not  in  the  Interest  of 
national  defense  to  create  an  acute  hous- 
ing shortage  at  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala.,  and 
to  require  the  building  of  500  homes  and 
the  enlargement  of  educational  facilities. 


TVA  is  logically  associated  throughout 
the  Nation  with  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
although  It  serves  a  seven-State  area. 
The  reason  for  this  association  is  ap- 
parent from  the  following  figures. 

There  are  14  major  TVA  dams  hi 
Tennessee;  and  only  three  in  Alabama. 
The  two  new  dams  under  construction 
are  in  Tennessee. 

There  are  6  major  TVA  steam  plants 
In  Termessee  and  3  under  construction ; 
only  2  steam  plants  in  Alabama  with  1 
under  construction. 

Eight  hundred  and  sixty-five  thousand 
customers  are  servetd  by  TVA  electricity 
in  Tennessee  throu^fh  municipalities  and 
cooperatives;  only  143.000  in  Alaliama. 

The  inoome  by  TVA  from  power  re\'e- 
nues  in  the  calendar  year  1952  in  the 
State  of  Tennessee  was  $72  million;  in 
Alabama,  $15  million. 

The  net  TVA  plant  Investment  in 
power  facilities  as  of  June  30.  1952.  in 
Tennessee  was  $477,273,095;  in  Alabama, 
$157,725,455. 

At  the  time  TVA  took  over  the  Gov- 
ernment reservation  at  Muscle  Shoals. 
Ala..  I  am  informed  that  there  were 
about  200  dwellings  on  the  property.  In 
1950  these  dwelling  bouses  were  declared 
surplus  by  TVA  and  sold  at  public  auc- 
tion for  something  over  $100,000,  with 
the  requirement  that  the  houses  be 
moved  off  the  Government  property, 
which  was  done. 

I  requested  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority to  furnish  me  with  a  copy  of 
whatever  contract  or  agreement  they 
had  in  respect  to  the  proposed  new  office 
building  at  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala.  A  copy 
of  this  agreement  has  been  furnished  to 
me  by  TVA. 

The  agreement  bears  date,  March  10, 
1953.  and  is  between  Wallace  S.  Pitts. 
Sr..  and  TVA. 

Its  pertinent  provisions  are  that  TVA 
proposes  to  declare  surplus  30^  acres  of 
land  located  in  Colbert  County,  Ala.,  a 
part  of  the  Wilson  Dam  Reservation, 
and  that  Pitts,  the  contractor,  proposes 
to  bid  personally,  or  through  a  corpora- 
tion to  be  formed  by  him,  for  said  site 
at  the  auction  sale  an  initial  bid  $26,000. 
and  in  the  event  of  other  bads  to  con- 
tinue to  raise  the  bid  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $60,000.  Then  in  the  event 
Pitts  becomes  the  owner  of  this  piece  of 
land,  he  proposes  to  erect  thereon  an 
office  building  for  occupancy  by  TVA. 

Section  4  of  the  contract  provides  that 
Pitts  shall  cause  to  be  formed  an  Ala- 
bama corporation  and  it  is  contemplated 
that  the  financing  of  the  erection  of  the 
office  building  will  be  with  New  York  Life 
Insurance  Co.  and  certain  banks  in  Ala- 
bama. The  building  is  to  be  leased  to 
TVA  far  a  term  of  20  years. 

Tbe  agreement  provideE  tttat — 

TVA  will  pay  a  hase  rental  In  equal  quar- 
terly installments  In  such  amount  as  will, 
during  the  lO-year  term  of  the  lease — 

1.  Will  amortize  a  principal  stun  of  »3,- 
140,000  (plus  that  part  of  the  cost  of  the 
site.  If  any,  which  Is  In  excess  of  >26,000, 
but  such  excess  for  this  purpose  shall  not 
be  more  than  $34,000; 

2.  Pay  Interest  on  unamortteed  principal 
balances  at  the  rate  of  4  percent  per  anniun; 
provided,  that  during  the  first  10  years  of 
lease  term,  the  base  quarterly  rental  pay- 
ments shiai  be  tmlformly  Increased  by  such 
amount  as  wUl  amortize  a  principal  sum  oC 
$580,000,  and  pay  Interest  on  unamortlaed 


principal  balances  at  the  rate  of  4  percent 
per  annnin  during  said  4-7esr  period. 

It  Is  further  provided  that  in  addition 
to  the  base  monthly  rental  specified,  TVA 
Shan  pay  all  ad  valorem  taxes  and 
assessments  lawfully  levied  against  the 
premises  and  premiums  on  insurance 
and  shall  maintain  the  premises  in  good 
and  tenable  repair. 

It  is  further  provided  that  at  any  time 
during  the  term  of  the  lease.  TVA  shall 
have  the  option  to  purchase  the  leased 
premises,  the  base  purchase  price  being 
placed  at  $3,720,000  plus  that  part  of  the 
cost  of  the  site,  If  any.  which  is  in  excess 
of  $26,000.  not  to  exceed  $34,000.  less  such 
part  thereof  as  has  been  amortized  by 
TVA's  base  rental  premiums. 

In  the  event  the  option  to  purchase  is 
not  exercised  until  the  end  of  the  term  of 
the  lease,  the  property  shall  be  conveyed 
to  TVA  upon  expiration  of  the  ?ease  and 
payment  of  the  final  base  rental  instaQ- 
menL 

The  agreement  contains  the  following 
provision: 

The  lease  shaU  contain  a  provision  that  it 
shall  be  deemed  to  contain,  as  If  fully  set 
forth  herein,  all  the  provisions  required  by 
section  104  of  the  Renegotlntlon  Act  of  1961. 

In  addition  to  urging  passable  of  the 
bill,  which  I  have  introduced.  I  shall  ask 
the  Appropriations  Committee  to  ix)Cor~ 
porate  in  the  current  appropriations  bill 
at  the  appropriate  place  in  connection 
with  the  TVA  current  appropriation  sub- 
stantially tne  following  language: 

Provided,  however,  m  pnrt  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  any  corporate  funds 
of  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  shall  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  cost  of  nK>v- 
ing  the  administrative  ofllces  of  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  from  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  or 
for  the  payment  of  rental  of  a  proposed  new 
olBce  building  not  yet  erected  at  or  near 
Ifusde  Shoals,  Ala. 


MAPLE  SIRUP 


Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  Oie  Rbcobd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  ever 
since  the  Indians  along  the  shores  of 
Mllle  Lacs  Lake  tai^rht  the  early  Minne- 
sota settles  to  make  maple  sirup,  the 
sap  run  has  come  to  be  one  of  the  first 
signs  of  spring  in  our  State. 

This  week  Members  of  the  Minnesota 
delegation  received  a  welcome  reminder 
of  the  maple  sirup  harvest — a  bottle  of 
pure  maple  sirup  from  the  Holbert  Bros.. 
of  Onamia,  Minn.,  in  my  district. 

Attractively  packaged  as  Old  Grand 
Mom.  this  sirup  represents  the  finest 
skills  of  old  and  new  methods  of  bring- 
ing a  great  natural  product  to  the  dinner 
table.  Since  the  Indians  first  boiled  the 
sap  gathered  from  the  maple  forests 
while  the  snow  is  still  deep  to  quicken 
the  flow,  modem  science  has  blended 
with  age-oW  experience  in  improving  na- 
ture's valuable  food. 

During  my  visit  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture's  Northeast  Regional  Labo- 
ratory in  Philadelphia  with  the  agricul- 
ture apprt)priations  subcommittee  last 
weekend,  I  was  pleasantly  surprised  to 
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find  this  product  from  my  district  held 
up  as  a  prime  example  of  the  latest  in 
maple-sirup  making.  The  experts  re- 
gard it  as  a  fine  demonstration  of  what 
can  be  done  to  bring  the  enjoyment  of 
pure  maple  sirup  to  more  and  more 
people. 

I  was  shown  maple-sugar  cubes  from 
the  Holbert  Bros,  which  bring  the  es- 
sence of  the  sap  gathered  in  the  maple 
forests  into  concentrated  form  without 
losing  the  rich,  nat\iral  flavor  and  sweet- 
ness. Modem  methods  and  a  natural 
product  combine  to  make  Minnesota's 
maple  sirup  the  equal  of  the  finest  pro- 
duced anywhere. 

The  maple-sirup  industry  is  \inique  to 
the  American  Continent  and  from  its  be- 
ginnings in  early  New  England  it  has 
been  curled  on  in  family  traditions.  In 
my  district  people  eversrwhere  in  the 
sugar-maple  areas  Join  in  boiUng  the  sap 
and  making  the  sirup  in  their  own  ways. 

As  an  Industry,  maple-sirup  produc- 
tion is  growing  in  importance  with  each 
new  advance  made  by  our  scientists  to 
Improve  the  techniques  without  ever 
sacrificing  the  natural  values  of  the 
clear,  sweet  sap  which  runs  from  the 
pierced  trees  each  spring.  The  Holbert 
Bros,  represent  the  aggressive  and  for- 
ward-looking Minnesota  sirup  industry 
and  the  merits  of  their  product  can  be 
attested  to  by  the  Minnesota  delegation 
privileged  to  receive  this  finest  of  maple 
sirups. 

It  takes  almost  35  gallons  of  sap  gath- 
ered painstakingly  to  the  sap  house  to 
make  1  gallon  of  pure  sirup.  The  sap  is 
gathered  by  hand  from  the  buckets  and 
taken  to  the  sap  house  in  a  tank  drawn 
by  horses  through  the  still  heavy  snow. 

Maple-sirup  making  is  a  pioneer  in- 
dustry and  the  gathering  of  sap  is  still 
the  colortul  experience  it  was  in  its  old- 
est days.  Yet  the  industry  utilizes  the 
most  modem  improvements  and  best  in 
modem  pctckaging  to  bring  its  product 
to  the  family  bujrer. 

This  is  a  good  example  of  what  can 
be  done  to  open  new  opportunities  for 
the  products  of  our  farms  and  forests. 
The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  ex- 
pressed its  appreciation  for  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  Holbert  Bros,  in  carrying 
forward  the  best  scientific  advances  in 
the  maple-sirup  industry. 

It  is  good  to  know  that  new  methods 
help  to  bring  ua  all  of  the  best  in  one  of 
nature's  own  products.  Once  again 
Americans  show  their  unique  ability  to 
use  the  old  and  the  new  together  for 
better  living. 

If  you  visit  Minnesota  when  the  "sap's 
nmning"  be  sure  so  see  all  of  the  excite- 
ment of  maple-sirup-making  time. 


PRICE  SUPPORT  PROGRAM 

Mr.  MARSHAU^  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rxcord  and 
include  a  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ^f  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesot^^B^ 

There  ii^^^  objection. 

Mr.  Mil^KAU^  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  and  ailkte  of  the  Minnesota  State 
Legislature  have  passed  a  Joint  resolu- 
tion memorializing  the  Congress  to  take 
active  6tcps  to  Improve  and  make  perma- 


nent our  price-support  program.  These 
recommendations  are  worthy  of  the  se- 
rious consideration  of  every  Member  of 
the  Congress  since  this  11 -point  program 
is  prompted  by  firsthand  knowledge  of 
the  farm  situation  at  home. 

Reaolutlon  5 
Joint  resolution  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Secretary  of  AgrlcuUxire,  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  support 
measures  promoting  fair  prices  for  agri- 
cultural commodities  In  the  national  In- 
terest 

Whereas  the  continuing  upward  trend  In 
farm-operating  costs  and  the  downward  trend 
In  farm  prices  threaten  acute  distress  to 
farmers  In  this  area;  and 

Whereas  the  Oovernment  has  again  called 
on  farmers  to  meet  huge  production  goals 
In  the  interest  of  the  national  defense  and 
welfare,  and  to  build  up  surpluses  of  food  In 
the  national  Interest  which  in  the  absence 
of  fxirther  supporting  action  will  depress 
prices  further,  and  thus  penalize  farmers  for 
patriotic  effort;  and 

Whereas  only  two  Minnesota  crops,  wheat 
and  corn,  are  treated  as  basic  conunodltles 
under  the  present  law;  and 

Whereas  designation  of  oats,  rye.  barley, 
flax,  and  soybeans  as  basic  commodities  for 
mandatory  price  supports  under  the  law 
would  tend  to  balance  farm  production,  and 
help  prevent  unneeded  surpluses;  and 

Whereas  perishable  farm  products  such  as 
milk,  meat,  butter,  and  eggs  make  up  ap- 
proximately 70  percent  of  the  cash  farm  in- 
come of  Minnesota  farmers  and  these  com- 
modities are  without  adequate  price  protec- 
tion; and 

Whereas  younger  farmers  are  already  in 
financial  difficulty  and  it  has  become  difficult 
for  young  men  to  start  farming  with  today's 
high  costs  and  uncertain  outlook,  and 

Whereas  a  farm  depression  would  have  a 
serious  effect  upon  the  entire  national  econ- 
omy; and 

Whereas  legislation  has  been  Introduced  In 
Congress  to  Improve  and  make  permanent  the 
farm- price-support  laws;  Now,  therefore,  be 
it 

Resolved,  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota.  That  the  President,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  be  requested  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  Improve  and  make  permanent  a 
farm-price-support  program;   by 

First,  extending  price  supports  to  Include 
oats,  rye,  barley,  flax,  and  soybeans  as  basic 
conunodltles;  and 

Second,  attempting  to  provide  a  balanced 
Bjatem  of  price  supports  for  perishable  prod- 
ucts. Including  hogs,  beef  cattle,  milk,  poul- 
try, and  eggs,  returning  producers  of  these 
Important  products  parity  for  their  work  and 
Investment:  and 

Third,  providing  whenever  practical,  self- 
regulated  and  self -financed  price-support 
programs;  and 

Fourth,  providing  an  incentive  system  of 
price  supports  on  commodities  In  short 
supply  to  encourage  production  shifts  with- 
out acreage  controls;  and 

Fifth,  taking  steps  to  protect  and  expand 
markets  at  home  and  abroad  for  farm  prod- 
ucts, including  the  consideration  of  the  In- 
ternational Wheat  Agreement;   and 

Sixth,  to  expand  greatly  research  for  farm 
production  and  marketing,  especially  In  ways 
to  reduce  the  spread  between  farm  and  re- 
tall  prices  for  farm  products,  so  as  to  safe- 
guard the  farmer's  total  Income;   and 

Seventh,  to  permit  family  farm  ownership 
and  operation  by  providing  an  adequate  and 
available  supply  of  long-term,  low-interest 
credit;  and 

Eighth,  using  a  system  of  democratically 
elected  farmer  committees  to  carry  out  the 
operations  of  aU  possible  parts  of  the  farm 
program;  and 

Ninth,  encoiu-aglng  more  soil  conservation 
BO  as  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Nation  without 


depleting  our  agricultural  resources  and  pro- 
ductive capacity;  and 

Tenth,  recognizing  that  as  a  strong  Nation 
we  must  have  food  to  win  and  hold  allies, 
to  provide  that  when  farm  products  are 
purchased  for  such  use  the  fanner  should 
not  get  less  than  the  support  price;  and 

Eleventh,  providing  for  adequate  crop  stor- 
age facilities  so  that  the  loan  program  Is 
freely   available   to    all   farmers; 

All  to  the  end  that  agriculture  may  con- 
tinue to  meet  the  ever-increasing  food  de- 
mands of  our  Nation,  without  Jeopardizing 
the  farmers'  economic  position;  and  b«  It 
further 

Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota  be  instructed  to 
transmit  copies  of  this  Joint  resolution  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  and  to  each  Member  of 
Congress  .'  rom  the  State  of  Minneaota. 
John    A.    HAaTi.x, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representative*. 

AMCHZa   NXLSUf, 

President  of  the  Senate. 
Adopted  by  the  house  of  representatives, 
the  9th  day  of  March  1953. 

O.  H.  Lb&bt, 
Chief  Clerk.  Hotue  of  Repreeentativea. 
Adopted  by  the  senate,  the  17th  day  ot 
March  1953. 

H.  T.  TouuT, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
Approved  March  20,   19S3. 

C.  B.  AMnntsoN, 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Minnetota. 
FUed  March  20,  1953. 

Mrs.  Mixx  Houf , 
Secretary  of  the  State  of  Minneeota. 


A   HAVEN  FOR   IRON   CXJRTAIN 
ESCAPEES 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  of  us 
applaud  the  escape  of  the  six  who  prefer 
freedom  from  Czechoslovakia  by  the  sen- 
sational passenger  airplane  exploit  under 
the  leadership  of  Helmut  Cermiak,  an 
engineer,  and  M.  Slovak,  the  pilot.  We 
have  similarly  applauded  other  sensa- 
tional escapes,  some,  like  that  of  the 
young  Polish  pilot  who  fiew  a  Russian 
MIO  to  Denmark,  of  inestimable  aid  to 
free  world  defense  and  security.  These 
escapes  are  a  tremendovis  blow  to  the 
Communists  and  their  satellites.  We 
want  them  continued,  but  are  we  offer- 
ing the  escapees  a  real  haven?  The 
nonpreference  Czechoslovak  immigra- 
tion quota  into  the  United  States  is 
mortgaged  ahead  to  the  year  2000. 

Those  escapees  from  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  who  have  been  crowding  into 
West  Berlin  by  the  thousands  since  the 
Communists  have  been  trying  to  seal  off 
the  East  from  the  West  zone  of  Germany, 
are  living  under  the  grave  difficulties  of 
crowded  refugee  camps  far  beyond  the 
capacity  of  West  Berlin  to  maintain. 
West  Berlin  Is  now  receiving  almost 
1.500  refugees  a  day.  The  situation  is 
such  that  Mayor  Reuter,  of  West  Berlin, 
is  here  on  a  money-raising  mission  for 
their  relief. 

Only  adequate  immigration  opportuni- 
ties can  give  these  escapees  from  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain  a  fair  haven.  The 
nimiber  Is  not  unmanageable.  There 
are  15,000  escapees,  other  than  East  zone 
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Germans  (who  have  German  national- 
ity), from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in 
West  Europe.  But  resettlement  by  im- 
migration will  not  work  if  we  do  not 
take  our  fair  share  as  we  did  with  the 
displaced  persons.  The  displaced-per- 
sons  law  permitted  the  admission  of  po- 
litical refugees;  there  is  now  no  such 
provision  on  the  books.  Such  legisla- 
tion should  be  high  on  the  congressional 
agenda  as  a  must.  This  agenda  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  administration  and 
of  our  congressional  leadership.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  could  take  prompt 
action  on  this  matter,  as  there  is  no 
trouble  in  getting  up  the  necessary  leg- 
islation as  soon  as  It  gets  the  green  light 
for  this  session. 


NATIONAL  GENERAL  STAFF  SYSTEM 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appeal-  in  the  Appendix.] 


DAYTON.     OHIO:      FROM     DOOMED 
CITY  TO  FORTUNATE  VALLEY 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

1  here  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  40  years 
ago  today  my  home  town  of  Dayton, 
Ohio,  was  at  the  darkest  moment  in  its 
entire  history.  The  waters  of  the  Miami, 
Stillwater,  and  Mad  Rivers  raged 
through  the  streets.  During  the  days 
that  Dayton  and  many  other  communi- 
ties in  the  Miami  Valley  were  under 
water,  great  fires  raged  unchecked  and 
added  to  the  destruction  and  loss  of  life. 
When  the  waters  receded.  300  lives  had 
been  lost  and  property  damage  exceeded 
$100  million. 

Many  people  claimed  that  Dayton 
and  the  Miami  Valley  could  never  re- 
cover from  this  distaster,  that  never 
again  would  the  area  be  out  of  danger 
from  similar  fioods.  Ten  years  later  this 
threat  had  been  removed  forever — re- 
moved through  the  efforts  of  the  people 
themselves.  The  secret  of  the  achieve- 
ment was  cooperation.  All  the  citizens 
of  the  Miami  Valley  worked  steadfastly 
for  the  group  as  a  whole  in  cooperation 
with  each  other,  recognizing  that  what 
is  good  for  one  is  good  for  the  other  and 
never  losing  sight  of  the  fact  the  future 
of  any  group  lies  in  the  hands  of  all  the 
people  and  not  just  a  selective  few. 

I  feel  that  the  lesson  learned  in  those 
harrowing  days  of  the  fiood  itself,  and 
the  years  which  followed  is  one  which 
should  serve  not  only  the  people  of  my 
district,  but  all  the  people  of  our  great 
Nation,  as  an  example  of  what  men  and 
women  can  accomplish  when  they  work 
together  with  an  unconquerable  spirit 
toward  a  common  goal. 


I  remember  those  dark  and  frightening 
days  well.  My  father  owned  a  grocery 
store  at  the  comer  of  Broadway  and 
Riverview.  Although  the  water  did  not 
come  into  the  store  itself,  it  was  surging 
in  the  street  Just  out  the  door.  Best  of 
all  I  remember  the  long,  tense  hours  we 
all  worked  to  distribute  my  father's  groc- 
ery stock  to  as  many  families  who  were 
without  food  as  we  could  reach. 

The  record  of  flood  control  in  the  Mi- 
ami Valley  and  the  establishment  of  the 
Consf  rvancy  District  is  an  epic  in  Ameri- 
can }iistory.  It  is  also  a  tribute  to  the 
pioneering  spirit  of  the  people  of  the  Mi- 
ami ViJley  and  the  men  who  led  the 
flood-control  movement,  men  such  as 
Col.  Edward  A.  Deeds,  John  H.  Patterson, 
Arthur  E.  Morgan,  John  A.  McMahon, 
Judge  Horace  S.  Oakley,  and  many,  many 
others. 

I  would  like  to  briefly  outline  how  co- 
operation changed  Dayton  from  the 
"Doomed  City"  to  the  "Fortunate 
Valley." 

The  Dayton  of  1913  was  a  city  of  char- 
acter. Although  the  population  was  a 
mixture  of  people  from  New  England, 
Bavaria,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  South, 
with  a  touch  of  Irish,  Slav,  and  Negro, 
it  had  elements  of  homogeneity  and  of 
a  common  spirit  which  gave  it  some  of 
the  characteristics  of  a  village  with  a 
long  history  in  which  the  people  were 
neighbors.  It  was  a  city  of  greatly 
varied  home-owned  industries,  nearly  all 
of  which  had  originated  and  develor>ed 
there.  Life  in  the  narrow  valley  was 
prosperous,  but  constantly  subject  to 
one  menace — that  of  flood.  The  pioneer 
towns  of  the  valley  had  barely  begun 
their  development  when,  in  the  month 
of  March  1805,  a  fiood  occurred  which 
probably  was  not  exceeded  in  size  until 
the  disaster  of  March  1913.  After  the 
fiood  a  levee  was  built  along  the  river 
by  the  new  settlers  which  was  washed 
away  in  1828  by  another  fiood.  Although 
the  levee  system  was  enlarged  through 
the  years,  it  was  again  breached  in  1847. 
As  the  cities  grew  larger,  fiood  damage 
increased.  The  fioods  of  1866,  1897.  and 
1898  and  the  lesser  ones  during  the  inter- 
vening years  finally  stirred  the  city  gov- 
ernment of  Dayton.  Plans  for  flood 
control  were  made  and  remade  as  the 
years  passed.  Finally,  in  the  spring  of 
1913  all  formalities  were  completed, 
finances  were  arranged,  contracts  were 
let,  the  construction  equipment  was 
erected,  and  the  work  was  to  start  the 
following  week,  when  the  great  fiood  of 
1913  burst  upon  the  valley.  When  it  was 
past,  the  contractor's  equipment  was  a 
wreck  in  midchanneL 

However,  'failure  to  have  the  con- 
struction completed  in  time  was  not  a 
disaster  since  the  fiood  of  1913  was  more 
than  2Vi  times  as  great  as  that  against 
which  protection  had  been  planned. 

The  fiood  itself  is  history.  The  storm 
began  on  March  23.  By  March  25  the 
water  was  overfiowing  unprotected  lands 
in  the  north  part  of  Dayton  and  finally 
the  muddy  waters  spilled  over  the  top 
of  the  levees  into  the  city.  By  morning 
on  the  26th,  the  fioodwater  in  Dayton 
had  reached  its  crest,  about  10  feet  deep 
in  the  main  section  of  the  city.  From 
then  it  fell  slowly. 


That  so  few  people  did  lose  their  lives 
is  witness  to  the  generally  widespread 
initiative,  resourcefulness,  and  courage- 
ous self-reliance  of  the  people  of  the 
valley.  As  soon  as  the  nature  of  the 
catastrophe  became  known,  local  citizens 
went  to  work  at  rescue  and  relief,  with- 
out instruction  or  direction,  as  though 
each  one  were  the  person  individually 
responsible  for  saving  life.  Stories  of  in- 
dividual heroism  are  legion.  Naturally, 
the  National  Cash  Register  factory,  with 
its  organization  ready  for  work,  was  the 
biggest  of  the  relief  stations.  It  was 
unharmed  by  water,  and  it  had  so  exten- 
sive a  plant  that  it  was  the  logical  place 
to  house  a  large  number  of  people.  Heat, 
water,  shelter,  were  all  at  hand,  and  a 
start  on  the  food  problem  was  made. 
John  H.  Patterson,  with  his  drive  and 
executive  ability,  organized  the  reUef 
work  in  the  southern  part  of  the  city. 
In  the  northern  part,  an  equally  fine  Job 
was  done  by  a  citizen-organized  group. 

At  best,  the  structure  of  local  govern- 
ment is  adequate  for  only  the  usual  ac- 
tivities. The  fioodwaters  in  effect  washed 
away  the  relatively  weak  city  govern- 
ment, and  its  functions  were  taken  over 
by  forceful  men  who  quickly  created  or 
adapted  organizations  to  serve  the  im- 
mediate need,  or  by  outside  State  or 
Federal  agencies.  Among  a  people  with- 
out democratic  t]*aditions,  the  situation 
might  have  led  to  efforts  to  gain  perma- 
nent control  of  city  affairs.  In  fact, 
however,  these  emergency  agencies  were 
created  on  the  spot  or  were  brought  in 
from  outside,  served  their  short- time 
purposes,  and  then  disappeared,  leaving 
civil  processes  and  authority  in  control. 

Because  of  the  physical  setup  of  Na- 
tional Cash  Register  Co.  and  because 
John  H.  Patterson,  the  founder  and 
owner,  was  a  master  of  system,  organi- 
zation and  effective  leadership,  Mr.  Pat- 
terson assumed  control  of  the  situation. 
On  March  28,  a  number  of  citizens  met 
with  Gen.  George  H.  Wood,  of  the  Ohio 
National  Guard,  and  communicated  with 
Governor  Cox,  who  went  through  the 
form  of  creating  a  Citizens'  Relief  Com- 
mittee. Mr.  Patterson  was  appointed 
president,  and  W.  F.  Bippus,  secretary 
and  treasurer.  All  orders  signed  by  Mr. 
Patterson  were  honored  by  all  the  posts 
of  the  National  Guard. 

Too  many  Daytonians  to  name  gave 
able  assistance  as  members  of  this  com- 
mittee. The  National  Guard,  the  Red 
Cross,  and  the  Citizens'  Relief  Commit- 
tee worked  hand  in  hand  to  bring  order 
out  of  chaos.  On  May  6,  the  period  of 
emergency  administration  for  Dayton 
was  at  an  end.  Martial  law  W£is  sus- 
pended by  Governor  Cox  and  the  civil 
government  resumed  Its  usual  functions, 
although  the  Red  Cross  and  Citizens' 
Committee  continued  to  be  of  service. 

I  go  into  this  emergency  government 
period  to  prove  that  controls  and  dic- 
tatorlike authority  can  be  inaugurated 
and  as  easily  abandoned  when  the  need 
is  over. 

Even  before  martial  law  had  been 
lifted,  the  people  of  Dayton  had  organ- 
ized to  prevent  the  threat  of  future  trag- 
edies. Five  committees  were  set  up 
to  work  along  with  the  city  government. 
They  were  fiood  prevention,  finance,  pub- 
lic improvement,  sanitation  and  traffic. 
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The  finance  committee  began  a  whirl- 
wind campaign  to  raise  $2,000,000  to  ap- 
ply toward  flood  prevention,  and  Arthur 
E.  Morgan  was  engaged  to  take  charge 
of  flood-prevention  investigations.  An 
open  meeting  was  held  and  a  final 
accounting  showed  contributions  of 
$2,130,000  from  23,000  subscribers.  This 
flood-prevention  fund  financed  the  prep- 
aration of  plans  and  the  other  essen- 
tial expenses  for  about  4  years,  until 
proceeds  from  bond  issues  were  avail- 
able. Thereupon  10  percent  was  re- 
served for  possible  further  needs,  and 
about  83  percent  was  turned  back  to 
the  subscribers.  This,  you  will  ad- 
mit, is  an  unusual  history  for  a  con- 
tributed fund.  As  Mr.  Patterson  with- 
drew frwn  active  leadership,  CoL  Ed- 
ward A.  Deeds,  then  vice  president  of 
NCR,  became  the  si)earhead  of  Uie  proj- 
ect. He  went  up  and  down  the  valley 
speaking  untiringly  on  the  need  for  ade- 
quate flood  control. 

In  addition  to  surveys  and  studies  on 
which  the  engineering  plans  were  to  be 
based,  and  the  actual  development  of 
those  plans,  the  group  was  also  engaged 
in  working  out  the  general  structure 
of  flood-control  legislation.  When  the 
general  outline  was  prepared,  it  was 
turned  over  to  a  legal  stall,  headed  by 
John  A.  MacMahon,  to  be  cast  into  suit- 
able legal  form.  The  Ohio  conservancy 
bill,  which  he  drafted  in  close  coopera- 
tion with  Arthur  Morgan  and  others, 
was  one  of  the  flrst  in  the  fleld,  but 
nevertheless  extremely  sound.  Its 
soundness  was  attested  by  the  fact  that 
it  withstood  prolonged  and  vigorous  at- 
tack in  the  State  and  Federal  courts.  All 
through  the  process  of  drafting  the  con- 
servancy blU  and  Its  tests  in  the  courts. 
Judge  O.  B.  Brown  and  his  associate,  Al- 
fred Swift  Frank,  carried  the  legal  work 
of  the  district. 

On  January  19,  1914,  the  conservancy 
bill  was  introduced  into  the  Ohio  House 
by  Representative  Victor  Vonderheide,  of 
Dayton.    After  some  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  house,  the  bill  was  passed 
with  the  emergency  clause  and  became 
part  of  the  laws  of  Ohio  on  February  7. 
While  the  conservancy  bill  was  on  its 
way  through  the  legislature,  the  legal 
staff  of  the  district  was  preparing  to  cir- 
culate a  petition  for  the  establishment 
of  a  conservancy  district.    On  February 
18, 1914.  the  petition,  with  far  more  than 
the  required  signatures,  was  filed  in  the 
common    pleas    court    of    Montgomery 
County.     On  June  28,  1915,  after  long 
legal  battles,  the  conservancy  court  de- 
clared the  Miami  Conservancy  District 
organized.    The  court  appointed  Edward 
Deeds,  Henry  M.   Allen,   of  Troy,   and 
Gordon  S.  Rentschler.  of  Hamilton,  as 
directors.     Colonel  Deeds,  who  became 
president   of   the    board,    donated    the 
Miami  Conservancy  Building  to  be  "an 
outward  and  visible  sign  of  inward  and 
spiritual  strength"  In  order  to  encourage 
those  citizens  who  were  begirming  to  lose 
heart  in  the  project.    The  building  had 
the    desired    effect    sine*    the    citizens 
plunged  even  more  Timorously  into  their 
fight  to  protect  their  homes  from  this 
XbrmAal  flood. 

•^pajom  far  Actual  construction  began. 
fpille  the  lecal  bearings  on  appraisals 
§pd  Uds  were  underway,  plans  for  the 
SBancing  through  the  sale  of  bonds  were 


completed.  Fifteen  million  dollars  of 
serial  bonds  were  issued.  Then,  only  5 
years  after  the  flood,  in  January  of  1918 
actual  work  began.  It  is  one  of  the 
shortest  periods  recorded  among  simi- 
lar projects.  In  April  of  1923  announce- 
ment was  made  of  the  completion  of  the 
work  included  in  the  official  plan. 

Just  10  years  earlier  the  people  of  the 
valley  were  cleaning  the  mud  out  of  Uieir 
houses  and  were  wondering  what  would 
be  the  future  of  an  area  subject  to  such 
a  threat.  In  no  other  great  flood-control 
project  in  America,  aside  perhaps  from 
the  one  on  the  Mississippi,  had  construc- 
tion work  even  been  begun  within  10 
years  of  the  time  of  the  disaster  which 
brought  it  about.  The  expenditure  had 
been  about  $30,000,000. 

However,  it  is  not  the  actual  dollars 
spent  that  make  this  project  significant. 
It  is  the  fact  that  the  people  themselves 
without  financial  help  from  the  Federal 
Government  worked  together  and  per- 
sonally provided  the  funds  to  make  their 
valley  safe. 

The  Miami  Conservancy  District, 
through  its  pioneering,  not  only  suc- 
ceeded in  its  direct  aims  but  wrote  an- 
other chapter  in  the  history  of  rugged 
American  individualism. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  VeldeI,  the  gentleman 
from  California  IMr.  Jackson],  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  IMr.  Clardy], 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  ScherzsJ. 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Walter],  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Moulder],  and  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Doyle]  be  excused  from 
the  House  this  week.  They  are  in  Cali- 
fornia as  members  of  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties conducting  hearings  on  the  west 
coast. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


A  PROPOSED  CHIEF  OP  INFANTRY 
FOR  THE  MILITARY  FORCES 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is 
my  intention  to  develop  in  the  days 
ahead  one  important  concept  which,  im- 
plemented. I  think  will  add  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Nation  and  to  a  fuller  under- 
standing of  one  aspect  of  foreign  affairs. 

I  intend  to  develop  the  theme  of  hav- 
ing a  chief  of  Infantry  for  our  ground 
forces. 

I  think  circimistances  in  Korea  have 
shown  clearly  that  only  that  ground 
which  the  foot  soldier  holds  does  civil 
government  control. 

If  this  Nation  had  appreciated  that 
fact  during  World  War  n  It  might  have 
realized  that  the  enforcement  power  of 


our  covenants  extends  to  the  end  of  our 
bayonet. 

I  shall  develop  this  idea  of  a  chief  of 
infantry.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  days  ahead. 


COMMITTEE   ON   RULES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  may  have  until  midnight  Satur- 
day night  to  flle  a  report  on  the  so-called 
submerged  or  tidelands  oil  bill,  reix>rted 
out  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL   ORDER   GRANTED 

Mr.  P  ATM  AN  asked  and  was  given 
p)ermission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  tomorrow,  following  the  legisla- 
tive program  and  the  conclusion  of  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  granted. 


MONETARY  POLICIES  OF  FEDERAL 
RESERVE  SYSTEM 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentlonan  from 
Texas  [Mr.  PatmamJ  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

(Mr.  Patman  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks and  include  certain  extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
disturbed  by  the  turn  of  things  as  they 
relate  to  our  economy  and  insofar  as 
they  concern  our  monetary  affairs.  I 
know  there  is  a  great  deal  going  on  right 
now  affecting  economic  conditions.  I 
know  the  sincere  desire  of  people  in  re- 
sponsible positions  of  government  and 
outside  of  government  for  a  stable 
economy.  I  share  their  views.  We  need 
a  stable  economy,  and  we  need  a  stable 
dollar.  I  do  not  share  the  views  of  those 
who  believe  that  we  should  make  the 
dollar  worth  a  great  deal  more  so  quick- 
ly and  so  suddenly.  I  think  our  number 
one  must  problem  is  to  stablllae  the  dol- 
lar where  it  is.  and  then  take  a  look  and 
discreetly  go  from  there. 

Recently  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
issued  orders  and  caused  to  be  put  into 
effect  certain  practices  that  have  resulted 
in  an  increase  in  the  interest  rates.  The 
increase  in  interest  rates  on  short-term 
Government  obligations,  certificates,  and 
bills,  has  caused  other  interest  rates  to 
go  up.  This  has  had  a  tremendoxis  effect 
on  our  economy  as  a  whole.  For  in- 
stance. Government  bonds  have  gone 
down  in  value,  until  they  went  to  99.  98. 
97.  96.  95.  94,  and  on  yesterday  they 
dropped  below  94.  That  is  the  flrst  time 
since  World  War  I  when  such  a  situation 
has  existed.  After  World  War  I,  many 
of  us  remember  that  Government  bonds 
went  down  even  lower  than  93.  They 
went  down  to  80,  and  in  some  of  the 
remote  sections  of  our  country,  where 
they  did  not  have  access  to  quick  Infor- 
mation, they  went  down  as  low  as  76. 
Those  bonds  were  very  quickly  bought 
up  by  people  who  were  traveling  over  the 
country  buying  them,  and  shortly  there- 
after they  went  back  to  par.  The  people 
of  our  country  were  aroused  and  dis- 
turbed by  that,  and  when  an  emergency 
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came  on,  about  1938.  the  early  part  of 
1939.  one  of  the  flrst  things  this  Congress 
considered  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  in  determining  a  good  way 
to  finance  the  emergency  which  we  could 
see  approaching  us,  was  to  determine 
a  good  way  to  protect  the  people  against 
losses  on  the  purchase  of  bonds  which 
they  had  bought  and  would  buy  in  order 
to  carry  on  the  national  defense  pro- 
gram, which  was  this  very  problem.  I 
was  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, and  other  Members  of  Congress 
went  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, and  we  told  about  this  cheating 
on  Government  bonds,  and  we  asked  the 
committee  to  do  something  to  stop  it  in 
the  future:  that  we  did  not  want  that 
to  occur  in  America  again;  that  people 
who  patriotically  bought  bonds  should 
not  be  compelled  to  sell  those  bonds  at 
a  great  loss;  the  Government  should  not 
permit  them  to  sell  those  bonds  or  cause 
them  to  sell  those  bonds  at  a  great  loss ; 
that  it  was  absolutely  wrong.  All  right. 
They  decided  we  would  not  have  any 
such  t.iing  as  that  to  happen  again. 
They  arranged  for  E.  F.  and  G  bonds, 
and  the  Federal  Reserve  Oi>en  Markets 
Committee  protected  the  bond  market, 
so  they  would  not  go  below  par.  That 
protection  continued  until  the  last  year 
or  two.  but  then  the  peg  was  taken  out 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  through 
the  Open  Market  Committees  that  they 
dominated,  and  bonds  were  allowed  to 
go  down  again.  That  is  the  same  situa- 
tion facing  us  now  which  faced  us  after 
World  War  I,  and  something  which  we 
were  determined  to  guard  against. 

Now.  why  are  these  bonds  permitted  to 
go  down?  Of  course,  the  idea  is  to  raise 
interest  rates.  Well,  why  raise  interest 
rates?  We  are  told  that  is  the  way  to 
make  the  dollar  worth  more;  that  we 
have  a  50-cent  dollar,  and  we  will  make 
it  worth  more.  Well,  how  much  more 
valuable  do  we  want  to  make  It?  Do  we 
want  to  make  it  a  75-cent  dollar?  If  we 
do.  that  means  it  will  require  50  percent 
more  labor,  50  percent  more  services,  50 
percent  more  farn\  products  and  50  per- 
cent more  goods  to  pay  the  dollar  that 
IS  created  on  these  debts.  How  high  do 
you  want  this  dollar?  Do  you  want  it 
to  go  back  to  1939  where  it  was  100 
cents?  If  you  do,  in  effect  you  double  the 
value  of  the  debts  of  this  Nation.  At 
one  time  in  1920,  the  farmers  of  this 
country  borrowed  money  to  make  crops 
like  cotton,  com,  and  wheat,  when  the 
prices  of  those  products  were  very  high. 
Cotton  was  about  40  cents  a  pound  and 
the  others  were  at  a  comparable  price. 
But  everything  went  down  so  much  that 
when  the  time  came  to  pay  those  debts 
cotton  was  worth  one-fourth  that  much, 
and  the  other  products  in  proportion. 
So  they  had  to  pay  four  times  the  same 
kind  of  dollars  to  pay  those  debts.  We 
do  not  want  that  to  occur  again.  It 
broke  the  country,  absolutely  broke  the 
country.  We  do  not  want  that  to  hap- 
pen any  more.  But  if  you  double  the 
value  of  the  dollar  it  will  happen.  So 
we  do  not  want  the  dollar  to  go  down 
any  more  in  value;  we  want  to  stabilize 
the  dollar  and  maintain  it  as  a  stabilized 
dollar,  but  we  must  flrst  determine  how 
much  that  dollar  should  be  before  mak- 
ing it  too  valuable  too  quickly. 


In  1919  and  1920  before  the  great  boom 
and  bust  certain  things  happened  to 
which  I  want  to  invite  your  attention.  I 
have  before  me  certain  charts.  They 
were  not  prepared  by  any  particular 
economist  or  any  person  who  had  a  per- 
sonal axe  to  grind  or  personal  idea  to 
sell ;  they  were  prepared  by  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys- 
tem. They  are  Federal  Reserve  charts 
on  bank  credit,  money  rates,  and  busi- 
ness, put  out  in  September  1952.  On 
page  42  of  this  book  of  charts  I  find  the 
short-term  interest  rates  chart  com- 
mencing from  the  early  part  of  1919 
down  to  1950.  You  will  notice  that  the 
short-term  interest  rates  went  up  real 
fast  before  the  boom  and  bust  in  1920 
and  1921.  The  rediscount  rates  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  went  way  up  and 
they  reached  the  top  and  then  there  was 
a  bust.  You  know  what  happened  to  the 
country;  the  country  went  through  a 
wringer;  people  lost  their  homes  by  the 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands,  their 
businesses  went  broke  and  everything 
else.  Then  the  rediscount  rate  went  way 
down,  took  a  nosedive ;  short  term  money 
rates  went  way  down;  the  country  got 
stabUized  again.  Then  in  1927  and  1928 
they  started  up  again,  the  boom  and  bust 
just  like  it  was  in  1919,  exactly  the  same 
way,  the  same  change  in  interest  rates 
until  in  October  1929,  October,  there  was 
another  bust,  a  boom  and  bust  exactly 
like  there  was  in  1919  and  1920.  All 
right;  now  I  concede  to  any  person  the 
right  to  make  one  mistake ;  we  all  make 
mistakes,  we  cannot  help  that,  we  are 
subject  to  mistakes,  and  under  certain 
conditions  and  circumstances  possibly 
the  second  mistake  might  be  tolerated 
and  the  person  not  be  condemned  for 
making  it.  But  now,  then,  we  are  start- 
ing out  on  the  same  thing  the  third  time, 
doing  the  same  identical  thing  that 
largely  contributed  to  and  caused  the 
boom  and  bust  of  1919  and  1920,  and  the 
boom  and  bust  of  1929  and  1930;  we  are 
doing  exactly  the  same  thing  today.  Who 
is  doing  it?    The  Federal  Reserve  Board. 

The  Federal  Reserve  Board — composed 
of  7  members  appointed  fbr  14-year 
terms — has  enough  power  over  monetary 
affairs  that  Congress  has  given  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board,  that  they  have 
more  weight  and  effect  on  the  economy 
of  this  Nation  than  this  entire  Congress 
has.  Let  me  say  that  again :  Those  seven 
members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
have  enough  power  and  weight  to  ac- 
complish more  on  the  economy  of  this 
Nation  than  this  entire  Congress  can  ac- 
complish, whether  we  have  an  annual 
budget  of  $40  billion  or  $120  billion;  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  has  more  power 
than  this  Congress  has.  and  this  Con- 
gress has  given  them  that  power.  They 
determine  whether  we  have  good  times 
or  hard  times.  The  administration  In 
power  is  responsible  if  this  Board  is  per- 
mitted to  cause  this  country  to  be 
wrecked. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  we  should  de- 
termine from  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
where  they  are  going,  what  are  their  ob- 
jectives, how  far  do  they  expect  to  go. 
We  ought  to  find  out  what  they  are  do- 
ing, because  they  are  following  the  same 
pattern  that  has  caused  the  booms  and 
busts  in  this  country;  and  if  they  are 


starting  out  on  the  same  road  now  we 
want  to  know  it  and  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  take  some  of  that  p>ower  away  from 
them  that  they  are  using  and  exercising, 
which  can  only  result  in  something  hap- 
pening that  we  do  not  want  to  happen 
any  more. 

WHAT   HAPPEKEO  IN   ENGLAND 

In  the  fall  of  1951  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  of  the  House  visited 
England  and  other  Western  European 
countries.  We  visited  the  financial  lead- 
ers of  those  countries  and  we  discussed 
financial  policies  with  them.  While  we 
were  there  under  the  chairmanship  of 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky', Hon.  Brent  Spknoc,  we  had  a 
conference  for  one  whole  afternoon  with 
Chancellor  Richard  A.  Butler  of  Eng- 
land. He  had  just  gone  into  of&ce.  He 
outlined  to  us  his  program  and  projected 
to  us  what  he  expected  to  do  in  England. 
Many  of  us  thought  then:  We  do  not 
know  what  it  will  do  for  England  but  it 
certainly  would  ruin  the  United  States. 
Many  of  us  openly  expressed  ourselves. 
He  went  ahead  and  carried  out  that  pol- 
icy. Of  course,  he  was  not  asking  us  for 
advice  and  we  were  not  trying  to  give 
him  any. 

What  was  his  policy?  Just  the  same 
as  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  has  started 
here — raising  the  rediscount  rates  at 
Federal  Reserve  banks,  making  money 
harder  to  get  and  causing  commercial 
banks  to  increase  their  rates,  just  exact- 
ly what  they  are  doing  here.  Now.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  will  have  the  same 
effect  here  or  not.  It  has  had  it  twice 
before,  we  know  that. 

I  have  in  my  hand  here  an  article  that 
apF>eared  in  Business  Week  of  March  14, 
1953.  commencing  on  page  30.  I  am  go- 
ing to  insert  this  complete  article  in  the 
Record.  The  heading  of  the  article  is: 
"Trying  Hard  Money  on  Britain — It  Has 
Been  Tough  on  Businessmen  and  Re- 
sulted in  a  30-Percent  Drop  in  the  Stock 
Market  and  a  Cash  Squeeze  on  Small 
Firms,  but  the  Shakeup  Has  Restored 
Competitiveness  and  Labor  Discipline." 
All  right. 

You  will  find  in  here  that  the  interest 
rates  were  forced  up  on  commercial 
banks  from  3  to  5  percent,  the  redis- 
count rate  went  up.  Government  bonds 
went  down,  just  exactly  what  is  happen- 
ing here  in  the  United  States, 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

Tkting  Hard  Monet  on  BRrrAiN — It's  Been 
Tough  on  Businessmen:  A  SO-Percent 
Drop  in  the  Stock  Market  and  a  Cash 
Squeeze  on  Small  Firms  but  the  Shake- 
out  Has  Restored  Competitiveness,  Labor 
Discipline 

Ever  since  the  Churchill  government  took 
office  early  In  November  1952,  It  has  been 
using  monetary  policy  to  squeeze  Inflation 
out  of  the  British  economy.  In  charge  of 
this  operation  Is  Chancellor  Richard  A.  But^ 
ler,  who  has  been  In  Washington  for  talks 
with  Treasury  Secretary  George'  M.  H\un- 
phrey,  the  man  chosen  by  President  Elsen- 
hower to  give  the  United  States  economy  a 
dose  of  similar  hard-money  medicine. 

Butler  wasnt  here  to  talk  only  about 
monetary  matters.  He  had  a  larger  problem 
on  his  mind — how  to  get  Britain  and  the 
sterling  area  on  a  sounder  footing  via  a 
policy  of  trade  not  aid  (Business  Week, 
February  21,  1963,  p.  25.)  But  during  the 
talks  Humphrey  may  weU  have  picked  up  a 
tip  or  two  on  what  to  expect,  especially  by 
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way  of  bualneaa  reaction,  when  a  demoeratle 
goremment  ahtfta  to  a  hard  money  policy 
after  a  long  period  of  easy  money.  For  But- 
ler baa  been  tbrough  the  mill  for  aosne  18 
montha.  tbougb  In  a  country  where  eco- 
nomic conditions  are  somewhat  different 
from  here. 

mew  APpaoACH 
When  the  Conseryatlves  took  orer  from 
lAbor  they  Introduced  something  new  In 
postwar  British  financial  policy — the  deliber- 
ate use  of  Interest  rates  and  credit  nuinage- 
ment  to  curb  Inflation.  There's  no  doubt 
that  the  policy  has  transformed  the  economic 
climate  in  Britain.  Today  Inflationary  pres- 
sures are  pretty  well  gone,  the  work  pace  has 
quickened  In  mont  Industries,  and  there  has 
been  a  perceptible  revival  of  competition  In 
Britain — all  without  any  Increase  In  unem- 
ployment. Although  a  lot  of  businessmen 
have  beet,  hurt  In  the  process,  most  of  them 
are  satisfied  today  that  British  business  is 
In  far  healthier  shape  than  It  was  a  year  ago. 
And  they  give  the  hard-money  policy  credit 
for  getting  Britain  out  of  the  foreign-ex- 
change Jam  it  was  In  last  year. 


True,  part  of  the  change  In  the  economic 
climate  was  brought  on  by  last  year's  textile 
slump  and  by  the  trouble  Britain  began  to 
meet  In  export  markets.  But  Butler  used 
monetary  policy  to  accelerate  the  adjust- 
ments that  were  forced  on  the  British  econ- 
omy by  these  two  developments,  whereas  the 
Socialists  undoubtedly  would  have  softened 
the  blows  by  easy  credit  and  cheap  money. 

For  a"  while,  British  businessmen  were 
badly  shaken.  Instead  of  the  easier  times 
they  had  expected  under  a  Conservative  gov- 
ernment, they  faced  the  heaviest  pressure 
since  the  war.  Many  businessmen  even 
wished  that  Labor's  hated  controls  would  re- 
tiim  to  replace  the  tough  monetary  policy 
Imposed  by  the  Conservatives.  The  record 
shows  that  Chancellor  Butler  put  on  a  squeeze 
that  was  plenty  toiigh  for  business. 

QUICK  icovx 

Once  in  office.  Butler  didn't  waste  any  time 
In  applying  a  stiff  dose  of  monetary  medicine. 
He  took  two  steps  immediately:  (1)  He  raised 
the  Bank  of  England's  rediscotmt  rate  from 
a  percent  to  2V4  percent;  and  (2)  £l-bllllon 
of  Treasury  bUls  held  by  the  banks  were 
funded  into  bonds.  The  second  move  re- 
duced the  liquid  assets  of  the  commercial 
banks  from  39  percent  of  deposits  to  31  per- 
cent, automatlcaUy  enforced  restrictions  on 
bank  loans. 

Within  e  months  from  the  time  Churchill 
took  office.  Industrial  stocks  in  Britain  had 
slumped  IS  percent,  long-term  government 
■ecurltlea  10  percent.  Then,  in  March,  the 
bank  rate  was  raised  again,  thi^  time  to  4 
percent.  By  midyear  industrial  stocks  had 
dropped  another  15  percent. 

WIDX  KTTXCT 

Meanwhile,  the  Impact  of  Butler's  policy 
had  spread  from  the  financial  conununity  to 
British  business  In  general.  The  commer- 
cial banks  were  nearly  panicked  by  the  slump 
in  government  bonds.  On  top  of  that  they 
were  being  pressed  by  the  Bank  of  England 
to  tighten  up  their  loan  policies.  So  the 
banks  pressed  their  customers  for  quick  re- 
payment and  for  additional  security.  At  the 
same  time  they  reduced  agreed  borrowing 
llmlta  and  boosted  loan  rates.  The  average 
rate  on  loans  went  up  from  3  percent  to  5 
percent. 

The  bigger  British  companies  were  able  to 
resist  demands  for  repayment.  And  they 
found  enough  working  capital  by  stream- 
lining ^antorias  and  trimming  off  marginal 
^'^'^'^HB^  ^^^  medium  and  amall  firms 
lelt  tbflHirMtotce  of  the  financial  squeeze. 
.  TbfUf  werelMttpaded  into  inventofy  liquida- 
tion. Materials  and  components  that  had 
been  stockpiled  during  years  of  shortages 
sold  out  in  a  roish. 


In  order  to  get  cash  to  repay  the  banks, 
thousands  of  local  stares  throughout  Britain 
stopped  buying  radios.  TV  sets,  and  bicycles, 
sold  their  stocks  at  cut  prlcea.  The  same 
thing  happened  in  the  case  of  stores  handling 
clothing,  shoes,  and  household  goods. 

Kxcsss-paoirrs  tax 
Meanwhile,  Butler's  budget  brought  more 
bad  news  for  British  business.  Instead  of  an 
expected  tax  cut,  business  got  an  exceas- 
profits  levy  on  American  lines.  The  only  tax 
relief  went  to  the  low  and  middle  income 
brackets.  This  made  many  businessmen 
hopping  mad,  produced  real  discontent 
within  the  Conservative  Party. 

PaKSSUSK    CASKS 

Then,  after  midyear,  the  financial  pres- 
sure eased  up  some.  On  the  one  hand. 
Butler  felt  that  his  monetary  policy  plus 
drastic  Import  cuts  had  already  achieved 
one  of  his  ciain  goals — strengthening  tht; 
pound  in  world  currency  markets.  On  the 
otber,  Butler  feared  that  too  tight  a  mone- 
tary squeeze  might  produce  a  serious  reces- 
sion in  Britain. 

So  the  Government  Intervened  directly 
in  the  textile  slump  by  placing  big  defense 
contracts  ahead  of  schedule.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Treasury  began  to  run  a  cash  defi- 
cit because  defense  spending  was  heavier 
than  it  bad  planned. 

After  midyear,  the  Treasury  also  allowed 
the  banks  to  increase  their  liquid  assets 
again.  These  assets  rose  from  31  percent 
m  March  to  38  percent  in  September.  And 
bank  deposits,  which  had  dropped  for  a 
while,  rose  by  the  end  of  E>ecember  to  a 
postwar  high. 

MASKET   RISES 

It  was  the  stock  market  that  probably 
gained  the  most  when  Butler  eased  up  bis 
monetary  policy  at  midyear.  The  market 
rose  gradually  again,  and  yields  dropped 
from  their  former  high  levels.  After  a  slump 
of  30  percent,  Industrial  stocks  rose  by  about 
30  percent  between  mid  1952  and  February 
this  year.  Medium-term  Government  secu- 
rities, which  had  yielded  3.7  percent  be- 
fore the  Conservatives  came  to  power,  rose 
to  4.3  percent  in  May  1952,  then  dropped 
to  4  percent  by  February. 

Bxislness  in  general  gained  only  slight  re- 
lief from  this  easing  of  policy.  For  the  Gov- 
ernment swept  up  all  the  additional  credit. 
The  story  is  told  in  two  figures:  In  calendar 
1952  the  Government  borrowed  £400  million 
more  than  In  1951;  business  borrowed  £300 
million  less  in  1952  than  In  the  previous 
year.  Actually,  bank  loans  to  business 
dropped  by  10  percent  in  1952. 

What's  more,  even  after  midyear  the  high 
cost  of  bank  advances  forced  the  continued 
clearance  of  Inventories  not  only  by  re- 
tailers but  by  wholesalers  and  manufacturers 
as  well. 

SHAKT  ON  CASH 

Inventory  liquidations  throughout  1952 
prevent  monetary  pressure  from  being  dis- 
astrous for  more  than  a  few  firms.  But  a 
large  part  of  British  business  is  still  In  a 
shaky  cash  position.  That  has  brought  on 
a  booming  new  business  in  credit  insur- 
ance— covering  against  non{>ayment  of  trade 
debts.  The  funds  are  provided  by  a  group 
of  big  Insurance  companies. 

Today  bills  aren't  being  paid  in  Britain 
as  promptly  as  they  were.  Even  some  of  the 
big-name  British  companies  don't  pay  their 
bills  until  they  have  had  two  or  three  re- 
minders. They  are  quite  ready  to  let  the 
suppliers  battle  with  creditors  and  the  banks. 

DIBT  COSTS  UP 

The  government,  of  course,  has  had  to  pay 
a  price  for  its  tough  money  policy.  The 
interest  that  it  pays  on  the  national  debt  has 
risen  by  20  percent.  This  will  add  £100  mil- 
lion to  this  year's  budget. 

As  the  biggest  holders  of  government  secu- 
rities, the  British  commercial  banks  were 
hard  hit  at  first.  But  since  midyear  they 
have  recovered  their  capital  losses  and  made 


good  profits  from  higher  loan  rates.  In  fact, 
all  the  banks  reported  higher  profits  from 
1962  than  from  1951.  One  bank  was  able  to 
raise  its  dividend,  something  that  hasn't 
happened  In  Britain  since  the  mld-1030'a. 

TEXUHO  THI  SQUKXZX 

Business  profits  as  a  whole  felt  the  impact 
of  the  monetary  squeeze — though  not  too 
seriously.  Net  profits  before  taxes  for  calen- 
dar 1952  were  11  percent  above  1951.  Still, 
the  1951  gain  over  1950  had  been  24  percent 
and  profits  for  the  fourth  quarter  of  1952 
were  actually  below  the  prevlo\is  year. 

What's  more,  total  profits  don't  tell  the 
whole  story.  Profits  of  industries  such  as 
aircraft,  machinery,  engineering,  and  con- 
struction materials  were  all  up  as  a  result 
of  higher  government  spending  on  defense 
and  housing.  But  profits  In  textiles,  cloth- 
ing, shoes,  and  other  consumer  goods  all 
dropped  fairly  sharply.  Retail  stores  barely 
held  their  own,  after  a  steady  rise  over  sev- 
eral yeai-s. 

It's  clear  that  if  Butler  maintains  his  hard 
money  policy,  profiU  in  1953  will  show  a 
real  drop. 

coMPrrmoif 

Overall,  a  hard  money  policy  has  rateant 
new  troubles  for  British  business.  It  has 
ended  seven  fat  years  and  finished  the  days 
of  easy  finance  within  British  companies. 
But  for  the  most  part  the  growing  competi- 
tive pressin-e  has  pleased  eflldent  firms  and 
worried  only  the  inefficient. 

Almost  evtry  British  industrialist  Is  de- 
lighted by  the  way  the  new  climate  has  re- 
stored plant  discipline  and  cut  down  po- 
litical abuse  of  "capitalists."  Several  unions 
have  recently  made  statements  urging  their 
members  to  help  managenvent  raise  output 
and  cut  coeU.  They  have  even  declared 
that  profits  are  essential  to  maintain  eqtilp- 
ment.  That's  such  a  novel  line  for  British 
unions  to  Uke  that  British  management  Is 
willing  to  believe  that  the  squeeze  may  bring 
better  times. 

TAX  KELizr 

However,  taxation  Is  one  area  where  British 
business  Is  asking  for  relief.  Business 
spokesmen  are  pressing  the  Government  hard 
to  cut  its  spending  and  to  clear  the  way 
for  tax  cuts.  Invariably  they  argue  that  un- 
less business  taxes  are  cut,  British  industry 
cannot  even  maintain  lU  equipment. 

Chancellor  Butler  miist  decide  on  this  tax 
question  before  his  April  budget.  And  the 
betting  In  London  Is  that  business  will  get 
some  kind  of  break  oa  taxes.  But  there's 
no  expectation  at  all  that  monetary  policy 
will  be  eased.  In  fact.  It's  possible  that 
Butler  win  tighten  the  credit  screw  again 
to  cut  down  domestic  consumption  and  make 
more  goods  available  tor  export. 

I  want  you  to  read  that  article,  and 
then  I  want  you  to  read  another  article 
which,  incidentally,  also  appeared  in 
Business  Week,  although  I  do  not  know 
the  exact  date  of  its  appearance.  I  hap- 
pen to  have  a  reprint.  I  saw  the  article 
when  it  came  out  in  Business  Week.  It 
discloses  information  about  our  debts 
that  we  should  know  about.  It  is  a  very 
interesting  article,  and  I  hope  all  of  you 
will  read  it.  It  states  that  the  Federal 
Government  owes  about  $287  billion ;  the 
State  and  local  debt  about  $30  billion; 
private  debt,  corporations,  $195  billion : 
individuals,  $135  billion — a  total  of  $627 
billion.  That  is  our  debt  here  in  America. 

How  much  will  it  mean  to  the  people 
of  America  if  you  increase  interest  rates 
1  percent?  That  means  $6,270,000,000  a 
year  extra  that  you  will  have  to  pay,  and 
that  is  just  increasing  the  interest  rate 
1  percent  on  existing  debts.  If  you  liv- 
crease  the  interest  rate  one-half  of  1  per- 
cent it  is  three  billion  plus  just  on  what 
we  already  owe. 
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The  article  is  as  follows: 

PaOSPEKITT  IN  THE  UNTTED  STATES  OT  AMORCA: 

How  Deeply  ut  Debt  Axe  We? 

How  prosperous  are  the  people  of  the 
United  States?  Frevlous  messages  in  this 
special  series  have  answered  this  question  In 
part  by  recording  the  progress — relatively 
slow  progress — we  have  made  In  Increasing 
both  the  Income  and  the  wealth  per  person 
In  the  United  States  of  America. 

This  fourth  and  concluding  piece  of  the 
special  series  deal  with  the  extent  to  which 
our  prosperity  should  be  discounted  because 
It  has  been  accompanied  by  an  increasing 
volume  of  debt.  Many  correspondents  have 
suggested  to  us  that  an  individual  or  a  nation 
can  temporarily  increase  prosperity  by  bor- 
rowing, but  In  so  doing  lives  on  both  bor- 
rowed goods  and  borrowed  time.  Our  p\ir- 
;  ^se  here  is  solely  to  throw  light  on  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  we  are  now  in  that 
unenviable  position. 

On  January  1.  195?.  the  total  debt  of  the 
United  States  Government  and  of  its  citl- 
?rns  was  f627  billion,  as  shown  in  the  table 
below.  On  Its  face  a  debt  of  this  magnitude, 
whlrh  represents  about  $3,900  of  debt  for 
each  person,  suggests  that  we  are  heavily 
debt  ridden. 

Total  debt,  pubHc  and  private 
Federal  Government  debt.  f267,  000,  000.  000 

State  and  local  debt 30.  000,  000,  000 

Private  debt : 

Corporations -     lOT,^)©.  000.  000 

Individuals 135,000.000.000 


be  upset  by  the  necessity  of  making  heavy 
debt  payments  to  other  coiuitries. 
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627,  000,  000,  000 


The  burden  of  our  debts,  however,  does 
not  depend  simply  on  their  sl«e.  It  depends 
in  much  more  decisive  degree  on  our  capac- 
ity to  carry  the  load  successfvUly.  This 
capacity,  in  turn.  Is  partly  a  matter  of  at- 
titude, and  attitudes  defy  objective  meas- 
urf-menl.  A  community  that  gets  very  Jit- 
tery about  its  debts  has  less  capacity  to 
carry  Us  burden  successfully  than  one  that 
does  not.  But  the  accurate  measurement  of 
Jitters,  present  or  proepectlve,  still  remains 
to  be  mastered. 

capacitt  to  cskbt  the  debt  load 

Nonetheless,  It  Is  possible  to  throw  some 
light  on  our  capacity  to  carry  the  debt 
burden  by  studying  key  economic  eleotents 
that  can  be  meastired  with  some  degree  of 
accuracy.  The  following  paragraphs  indi- 
cate how  some  of  these  key  economic  ele- 
ments stand: 

Compared  with  our  national  Income,  the 
total  volume  of  our  debts,  public  and  pri- 
vate, is  still  well  below  the  level  of  1829. 
when  It  proved  to  be  too  big  for  the  good 
of  the  country.  Our  total  debt  Is  now  118 
pel  cent  greater  than  the  national  Income, 
whereas  In  1929  It  was  146  percent  greater. 

There  are  several  other  cheering  facts 
about  our  debts.  One  Is  a  sharp  decline 
In  Interest  rates,  which  makes  the  cost  of 
carrying  our  debts  relatively  much  less  than 
It  was  In  1929.  It  took  8  percent  of  our  total 
national  Income  to  carry  our  debts  In  1020; 
It  takes  only  about  5  percent  of  the  Income 
today. 

MORE  CKEESINt!  PACTS 

We  also  have  much  more  ready  cash  now 
than  In  1929.  Today  Individuals  and  corp- 
orations hold  a  total  of  $209  billion  In  cash 
or  Its  equivalent  which  is  almost  twice  as 
much  as  the  portion  of  private  short-term 
debt  (about  $140  bUUon)  that  Is  subject  to 
sudden  demand  for  payment. 

Many  students  of  the  subject  cite  the  rela- 
tive low  cost  of  carrying  our  debts  and  the 
large  volume  of  cash  on  hand,  and  reach  the 
comfortable  conclusion  that  our  debt  burden 
is  nothing  to  worry  about.  In  further  sut>- 
port  of  this  view  they  emphaslae  the  tact 
that  no  Important  part  of  our  debt  is  owed 
abroad.  Hence,  they  reason  there  is  not  the 
danger,  so  conspicuous  in  Britain  since  the 
end  of  World  War  H.  that  our  economy  wiU 


However,  the  nature  of  our  debts  presents 
dangers  that  it  would  be  foolish  to  ignore. 
This  is  true  of  both  the  debt  of  $267  blUion 
owed  by  the  Federal  Government  to  its  cit- 
izens and  the  $330  billion  In  private  debts 
owed  by  some  citizens  and  corporations  to 
others. 

Public  debt  can  be  a  dangerous  kind  of 
debt  because  CStovemment  has  the  power  to 
print  money  or  to  create  its  equivalent  by 
expanding  bank  credit.  Of  the  $215  billion 
that  the  Federal  Government  borrowed  dur- 
ing World  War  II.  over  $90  bUllon  was  bor- 
rowed from  banks.  This  was  the  largest 
single  contributor  to  the  Inflation  of  prices 
that  since  the  war  has  robbed  the  dollar  of 
about  half  of  its  purchasing  power,  and 
thereby  robbed  the  buyers  of  Government 
bonds  of  about  half  the  purchasing  power 
these  bonds  were  supposed  to  represent. 

If.  as  is  quite  possible,  a  new  emergency 
should  again  require  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  borrow  heavily  while  Its  debt  re- 
mains so  high,  it  Is  doubtful  that  the  public 
would  be  avid  to  buy  its  bonds.  Hence,  the 
Government  might  again  be  forced  to  resort 
to  the  inflationary  process  of  relying  on  bank 
credit. 

Private  debts  can  be  dangerous  if  the  peo- 
ple take  on  new  debts  more  rapidly  than  Is 
Justified  by  the  growth  of  btislness  or  by 
their  ability  to  repay.  Last  year  bank  loans 
were  Increased  by  the  imposing  sum  of  about 
$6Vi  billion,  which  represents  an  increase  of 
about  11  percent  In  total  loans  outstanding. 
This  Is  almost  twice  as  much  as  the  Increase 
In  the  volume  of  business  over  the  same 
period.  Installment  credit  for  consumers  in- 
creased by  $3  billion  last  year,  again  an 
Increase  in  debt  about  twice  as  great  as  the 
Increase  In  business  volume  in  the  fields 
where  the  credit  Was  used.  It  Is  also  tne 
fastest  rate  of  such  growth  in  our  history. 

CONSTRUCTTVE   T7SZ    OF    CREDIT 

So  long  as  the  expansion  of  credit  does  no 
more  than  keep  pace  with  expansion  in  the 
volume  of  business,  the  expansion  is  con- 
structive. Also,  when  credit  is  expanded'  to 
acquire  resources  and  equipment  that  will 
enlarge  the  volume  of  business  a  little  later, 
that  use  is  clearly  constructive.  But  when 
private  credit  expansion  begins  to  run  ahead 
of  business  growth.  It  Is  time  for  us  to  be 
heads  up.  Such  credit  expansion  courts 
price  inflation.  It  also  creates  a  forced  draft 
under  business  so  that.  If  credit  Is  cut  off, 
there  may  be  a  painful  drop. 

To  give  a  summary  answer  to  the  question : 
Is  the  level  of  debt  In  the  United  States  a 
danger  to  our  prosperity? — the  answer  seems 
to  be.  "Not  at  the  moment."  We  owe  noth- 
ing abroad.  The  Interest  burden  on  present 
debt  Is  relatively  small,  and  we  appear  to 
have  the  resources  to  handle  the  short-term 
debt.  Tet  both  the  total  amount  of  debt 
and  the  recent  rapid  increase  in  total  private 
debt,  especially  the  latter,  are  enough  to 
signal  for  caution.  We  need  restraint  on  the 
part  of  business  and  consumers  to  avoid  ex- 
panding private  borrowing  at  an  excessive 
rate.  The  Federal  debt  needs  to  be  reduced 
and  put  in  more  manageable  form.  If  these 
things  are  done,  we  can  proceed  to  build  a 
Bovmd  prosperity. 

Do  you  not  think  it  Is  a  good  time  for 
us  to  pay  off  a  number  of  these  debts 
with  what  they  call  the  cheap  dollar  be- 
fore we  begin  to  make  the  dollar  too  ex- 
jpensive?  Yes;  let  us  stabilize  the  dollar 
where  it  is.  but  let  us — ^particularly  the 
Federal  Government — pay  off  some  of 
these  debts  while  we  can  do  it  with  this 
low-priced  dollar.  It  will  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  our  economy  to  do  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  has  expired. 


(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Patman 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  1  additional 
minute.) 

Mr.  PATMAN.  B4r.  Speaker,  if  the 
Government  bonds  go  down  to  a  rate 
that  compares  with  3  percent — ^the  20- 
year  bonds — they  will  have  to  go  down 
to  92.  If  they  go  down  to  compare  with 
the  3  >4 -percent  bond — ^we  are  told  that 
is  where  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  is 
aiming,  3V4  percent  interest  on  Govern- 
ment bonds — that  means  these  bonds  will 
go  down  to  88.  Do  you  want  that  done? 
That  is  the  direction  in  which  they  are 
going. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  have  also 
reduced  the  margin  rate  on  the  stock 
market  from  75  to  50  percent.  I  know 
the  gentleman  can  make  some  very  in- 
teresting observations  on  that,  but  I  re- 
member some  years  ago  when  they  did 
tliat,  they  did  it  to  get  the  public,  the 
suckers,  into  the  market,  and  then  they 
unloaded  on  them  about  9  months  later. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  It  sounds  Uke  1927  and 
1928,  preceding  the  last  and  most  devas- 
tating boom  and  bust,  when  hard  times 
and  the  Hoover  depression  hit  us  at  the 
same  time. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SIEMINSia.  An  observation 
might  be  made  of  the  fact  that  during 
our  years  of  survival  from  Pearl  Harbor 
to  the  end  of  the  war  our  dollar  was 
worth  nothing  in  a  sense.  We  gave  our 
products  of  survival  away  under  lend- 
lease.  When  that  was  finished  we  con- 
verted our  dollar  from  nothing  to  over 
50  cents,  if  you  wish,  to  make  not  goods 
available  but  money  available  so  that 
others  could  buy  our  goods.  To  me  that 
seems  like  progress,  when  you  look  at  it 
in  a  transitional  sense  from  war  to  trade 
and  peace. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  observation. 

About  this  speculative  Incentive,  the 
gentleman  is  exactly  right.  That  is  en- 
couraging speculation.  Why,  if  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  wants  to  stop  inflation, 
which  they  claim — ^I  claim  we  are  going 
over  the  inflation  hill  now,  and  I  think 
the  Federal  Reserve  feels  that  way  and 
they  want  to  relax,  but  why  start  on 
speculation?  Why  let  the  speculators  in 
the  stock  market  get  the  benefit  of  Gov- 
errmient  credit?  Why  not  use  it  for  the 
people  in  a  more  oonstructive  way? 

CAPITAL   ULPEMUITURES 

Business  is  planning  capital  outlays  in 
1953  above  the  record  1952  rates,  accord- 
ing to  a  survey  of  capital  budgets  con- 
ducted during  February  and  early  March 
by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce  and  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission.  This  survey  indi- 
cates that  If  present  programs  material- 
ize, new  plant  and  equipment  expendi- 
tures in  1953  will  total  $27  billion, 
compared  with  outlays  of  $26.5  billion  in 
1952  and  $25.5  billion  in  1951. 

This  is  very  interesting  and  encourag* 
ing  information.    It  is  contained  In  a 
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news  release  by  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Commerce  on  biudness  capi- 
tal expenditures  in  1953.  However,  if  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board's  policy  of  in- 
creasinsr  interest  rates  continues,  it  is 
possible  that  many  of  these  expenditures 
will  not  be  made.  It  is  perfectly  natural 
for  higher  interest  rates  to  discourage 
capital  expenditures.  As  optimistic  as 
this  report  is,  we  should  not  overlook  the 
fact  that  higher  interest  can  change  the 
good  outlook  entirely  and  cause  us  to 
face  a  bad  situation  instead  of  a  good 
situation. 


WOMAN'S  ARMY   CXDRPS   TRAINING 
CENTER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
ders of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Abbitt]  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  today 
a  matter  which  has  been  brought  strong- 
ly to  my  attention  in  the  past  few  days. 

On  March  12,  I  addressed  the  House 
concerning  the  proposal  to  transfer  the 
Women's  Army  Corps  Training  Center 
from  Port  Lee,  Va.,  to  Port  McClellan, 
Ala.  At  that  time  I  read  to  the  House  a 
telegram  I  had  sent  to  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Wilson  urging  him  to  reconsider 
this  move  on  the  grounds  that  it  is  just 
one  of  the  many  illustrations  of  waste- 
fulness on  the  part  of  the  military. 

Before  and  smce  that  time.  I  have 
been  endeavoring  to  get  information  to 
substantiate  my  claim  that  this  proposal 
is  too  costly  to  be  considered  at  this 
time  in  view  of  our  promises  to  effect  re- 
ductions in  our  Federal  budget. 

I  have  dealt  with  the  authorities  at 
Port  Lee.  Va.,  and  they  have  been  most 
cooperative,  although  naturally  limited 
by  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Army. 
I  requested  certain  information  from  the 
commanding  general  at  Port  Lee  on 
March  10,  which  information  was  needed 
to  evaluate  the  feasibility  of  the  Wacs 
remaining  at  Port  Lee.  The  following 
day  I  was  informed  by  the  officials  at 
Port  Lee  that  the  information  I  desired 
was  classified  and  therefore  it  was  being 
forwarded  to  me  through  regular  Army 
channels. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ABBITT  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Alfibama. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  I  would  like  to  say 
to  the  gentleman  that  he  is  talking  about 
a  matter  which  affects  the  district  I 
represent.  I  would  simply  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  if  he  is  familiar  with 
the  fact  that  construction  at  Fort  Mc- 
Clellan to  facilitate  the  removal  from 
Port  Lee  is  underway  now,  and  supposed 
to  be  completed  in  December  of  this 
year. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  understand  It  is  16 
percent  completed  as  of  this  date. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  I  would  like  to  fur- 
ther ask  the  gentleman  if  he  is  aware 
of  the  fact  that  extensive  hearings  were 
held  on  this  matter  in  May  and  June 
of  1951,  also  In  May  and  June  of  1952, 
before  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, In  which  It  WHS  revealed  by  the 
military  that  the  existing  facilities  at 
Fort  Lee  were  not  adequate,  and  that 
even  if  the  Wacs  were  removed,  the 


testimony  showed  that  Fort  Lee  would 
have  to  have  additional  expansion  to 
take  care  of  expansion  in  the  Quarter- 
master Corps. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  might  inform  the 
gentleman  that  I  have  gone  into  that 
matter  previously  very  thoroughly.  We 
have  been  informed  reliably  that  the 
facilities  at  Port  Lee  are  adequate  and 
could  amply  take  care  of  what  they 
have  now.  and  will  be  sufficient  to  take 
care  of  what  is  contemplated  that  Port 
McClellan  will  take  care  of.  Not  only 
this  but  my  further  information  is  that 
nothing  further  is  contemplated  by  the 
Quartermaster  Corps  by  way  of  expan- 
sion at  Port  Lee  in  the  foreseeable  fu- 
ture. Those  facilities  at  Lee  have  been 
renovated.  While  they  are  not  as  fancy 
buildings  as  they  might  he  if  they  were 
built  new.  they  will  take  care  of  the 
situation. 

Not  only  that,  the  Army  has  no  idea 
what  it  will  cost  to  erect  these  facilities 
at  Port  McClellan.  When  they  say  $11.- 
000.000.  they  merely  reach  up  into  thin 
air  and  pick  some  figure.  It  is  esti- 
mated now  it  will  cost  far  beyond  any 
such  figure  as  that. 

Further,  it  is  highly  doubtful  that  they 
will  complete  it  any  time  near  December 
of  this  year,  and  when  it  is  completed 
it  will  take  care  of  only  several  hun- 
dred more  than  can  be  adequately  taken 
care  of  at  Fort  Lee. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  May  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman if  he  read  the  hearings  in  June 
of  1951  and  1952? 

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  have  been  over  those 
hearings.  May  I  suggest  to  the  gentle- 
man that  I  have  only  5  minutes,  and  he 
can  take  his  own  time  and  not  take  all 
of  my  time.  I  do  not  mean  to  be  dis- 
courteous toward  him  at  all,  but  I  am 
sure  he  can  get  whatever  time  he  needs 
here  to  go  forward  with  that  point.  I 
should  like  to  proceed  with  my  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man, but  may  I  make  this  statement. 
I  wiU  certainly  be  glad  to  argue  this 
matter  with  the  gentleman  in  the  proper 
forum.  However,  I  do  not  think  this  is 
the  proper  forum  to  discuss  transferring 
the  Wacs  from  Fort  Lee  to  Port  Mc- 
Clellan. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  To  continue  with  my 
statement,  although  I  have  called  the 
officials  here  several  times,  I  have  yet  to 
receive  the  desired  information  through 
the  regular  Army  channels  but  have  been 
informed  over  the  telephone  that  it  wiU 
be  forthcoming. 

Needless  to  say,  however,  I  have  se- 
cured the  information  from  sources 
higher  than  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
but  had  it  been  necessary  for  me  to  wait 
for  the  regular  Army  channels  to  sup- 
ply it.  I  do  not  know  when  it  would  be 
forthcoming. 

It  is  interesting,  too.  to  realize  that 
shortly  after  I  was  informed  that  the  in- 
formation was  classified  and  therefore 
could  not  be  given  me  at  the  lower  level 
part  of  the  information  was  released  by 
a  public  relations  officer  of  the  Army  to 
the  press  and  carried  in  all  the  interested 
newspapers  for  the  whole  world  to  see; 
and  it  is  also  interesting  to  know  that  the 
information  so  released  was  only  that 
part  of  the  requested  information  that 
would  tend  to  back  up  the  prior  decision 


of  the  Army  to  remove  the  Wacs  to 
Fort  McClellan.  It  makes  me  wonder 
just  how  far  the  Army  is  willing  to  go  to 
substantiate  a  decision  that  they  have 
made  and  to  try  to  prevent  a  reversal  of 
same  even  though  it  develops  that  they 
were  wrong  in  the  first  instance,  and  the 
reversal  is  justified. 

To  me  it  is  an  illustration  of  the  kind 
of  cumbersome  procedure  we  have  In  our 
defense  setup,  and  I  hope  that  by  bring- 
ing it  out  in  public,  at  least  some  im- 
provements can  be  made. 

Here  we  find  that  restrictions  are 
placed  by  the  Army  on  informatioc 
which  might  readily  have  been  given 
out  at  the  local  level,  except  for  these 
restrictions,  and  then  is  withheld  at 
the  upper  echelon  and  released  only 
when  it  suits  their  purpose,  and  ther 
only  that  part  of  the  information  that 
suits  their  purpose  and  backs  up  theii 
prior  action. 

I  would  like  to  place  this  as  an  Illus- 
tration of  the  way  our  military  operates 
and  to  offer  this  as  an  example  of  why 
more  scrutiny  should  be  given  to  the  de- 
fense budgets  which  are  presented  us 
with  the  request  of  quick  approval.  AH 
items  should  be  looked  into  with  an  eye 
to  saving  money  where  money  can  be 
5aved.  to  getting  rid  of  the  fat.  and  nc 
longer  approving  items  just  because  cer- 
tain people  request  them.  I  contend 
that  this  is  one  of  the  places  where  re- 
ductions in  our  Federal  budget  could  be 
effected  if  proper  consideration  were 
given  to  the  facilities  which  are  at  hand 
and  are  available  at  the  various  places  in 
the  country  without  constructing  new 
facilities  at  a  cost  of  millions  of  dollars 
at  this  time  when  balancing  our  budget 
is  so  essential  to  the  Nations  economy. 
It  seems  to  me  that  our  experiences  ol 
the  past  should  at  least  provide  us  with 
some  commonsense  understanding  od 
matters  of  this  kind.  We  have  twice  in 
the  past  12  years  built  up  our  military 
forces  after  they  have  been  allowed  to 
dwindle  following  our  great  wars.  In 
both  instances  rather  than  making  use 
of  some  of  the  facilities  we  had  available 
the  military  services  have  gone  out  and 
purchased  large  tracts  of  land  and  built 
new  facilities.  We  in  Congress  have  not 
questioned  this  too  much,  feeling  that  it 
is  important  that  we  give  as  much  sup- 
port as  possible  to  our  military  leaders  in 
these  times  of  trouble. 

There  was  certainly  some  justification 
for  this  prior  to  the  beginning  of  World 
War  II.  At  that  time  we  had  allowed 
our  military  facihties  to  drop  off  to  prac- 
tically nothing  during  the  depression. 
We  spent  billions  of  dollars  building 
bases  throughout  the  country  and  the.se 
of  course,  were  built  in  some  places  at  a 
tremendous  increase  in  price.  However, 
we  tend  to  overlook  things  Uke  this  in 
times  of  need.  We  were  caught  with 
little  preparedness  and  it  was  necessary 
to  get  those  things  we  needed  as  soon  as 
possible.  However.  1940  was  more  than 
20  years  after  World  War  I  and  there 
was  certainly  more  justification  for  such 
an  outlook  then  than  there  is  now  only 
8  years  after  World  War  n. 

It  is  hard  for  me.  and  I  might  add. 
many  of  our  citizens,  to  understand  how 
we  built  our  military  program  up  to  such 
heights  in  World  War  H  only  to  have  the 
Armed  Forces  come  back  less  than  5  years 
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later  and  tell  us  they  are  again  in  need 
of  facilities.  In  many  places  In  our 
country  we  have  military  Installations 
built  in  World  War  U  which  are  now  un- 
used, although  we  have  allowed  the  mili- 
tary in  the  last  few  years  to  construct  the 
same  kind  of  facilities  still  of  a  temporary 
nature.  It  seems  that  the  Army  gets  a 
joy  out  of  moving  around  over  the  coun- 
try and  the  taxpayers  are  taken  for  the 
ride. 

I  am  firmly  convinced  that  some  of 
these  conditions  should  be  corrected,  but 
this  is  not  the  principal  reason  why  I  am 
addressing  the  House  today.  I  just  want 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  bringing  to 
your  attention  the  trend  of  military 
thinking  which  seems  to  follow  the  prin- 
ciple that  only  that  information  which  is 
to  the  advantage  of  the  military  is  re- 
leased wherever  there  is  a  question  in 
which  two  sides  are  presented. 

If  we  listen  to  the  Army  they,  no  doubt. 
would  tell  us  that  within  the  next  few 
years  all  of  our  present  facilities  would 
be  out  of  date  and  eventually  would  have 
to  be  replaced.  This  seems  to  be  the 
arpument  given  for  the  traaisfer  of  the 
WAC  Training  Center  at  this  time.  The 
WAC  has  become  a  permanent  part  of 
the  Army  and  therefore  needs  a  perma- 
nent home,  of  course,  but  that  does  not 
mean  that  new  and  costly  facilities  must 
be  provided  or  that  they  must  be  moved 
away  from  their  present  location.  We 
are  in  a  real  emergency,  both  abroad  and 
at  home.  We  are  facing  the  commu- 
nistic threat.  The  one  last  hope  of  the 
free  people  of  this  world  is  America  and 
if  we  are  to  meet  the  challenge  we  must 
keep  our  economy  strong  and  dynamic 
for  if  we  collapse  Inwardly  never  again 
would  our  people  know  sund  experience 
freedom  as  we  do.  The  public  debt  today 
Is  over  $266  billion.  We  are  operaUng 
this  year  In  the  red  and  it  is  the  hope  of 
many  of  us  that  soon  we  will  be  able  to  at 
lea.st  balance  our  budget,  and  It  is  just 
such  items  as  this  that  must  be  cut  out  if 
we  are  to  achieve  that  goal  because  we 
carmot  longer  continue  operating  on  bor- 
rowed money  and  still  maintain  a  free 
and  strong  economy. 

If  the  Armed  Forces  could  convince 
me  that  it  Is  more  economical  to  hoiise 
the  Wacs  at  Port  McClellan.  and  that 
such  economies  would  result  over  a  pe- 
riod of  years.  I  would  not  be  raising  the 
objections  that  I  have  to  this  move;  or. 
if  the  Army  could  give  assurances  that 
there  is  to  be  an  expansion  of  the  Quar- 
termsister  Training  Command  at  Fort 
Lee  in  the  foreseeable  future  as  well  as 
a  real  need  for  the  facilities  now  being 
used  by  the  WAC  at  Port  Lee,  there 
would  not  be  as  convincing  an  argument 
against  it.  But  this  is  not  the  case.  The 
only  reason  this  decision  has  been  made. 
in  my  opinion,  is  because  the  Army  feels 
that  now.  with  high  budgets  and  easy 
money,  it  would  be  more  to  their  ad- 
vantage to  make  such  a  request  today 
than  it  would  in  the  next  few  years  with 
the  purse  strings  of  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury likely  to  be  drawn  tighter. 

I  reaUze.  too.  that  this  decision  was 
made  sometime  ago  during  the  days  of 
the  past  administration,  but  our  people 
have  been  told  that  reductions  can  be 
expected  and  I  contend  that  this  Is  one 


of   the   places   where   such   reductions 
ought  to  be  made. 

I  do  know  and  I  feel  that  if  we  are 
ever  going  to  start  giving  our  people 
economy  in  government,  now  is  the  time 
we  should  begin.  Our  Federal  budget 
is  increasing  year  after  year  and  our 
military  budget  is  now  running  58  per- 
cent of  our  total  expenditures.  We.  as 
Members  of  Congress,  cannot  go  mi- 
nutely into  every  item  in  the  military 
budget,  but  it  certainly  seems  to  me  that 
we  should  get  away  from  the  idea  that 
the  military  budget  is  untouchable  and 
that  no  economies  can  be  found  therein. 
If  we  contend  that  economy  can  be 
practiced  in  other  departments  of  the 
Government  and  that  cuts  can  be  made 
here  and  there  in  services  rendered  by 
those  who  spend  far  less  than  the  mili- 
tary, then  it  is  only  logical  to  assume 
that  there  is  some  padding  in  the  mili- 
tary budget  as  welL 

I.  for  one.  would  like  to  go  on  record 
as  saying  that  we  should  begin  to  ques- 
tion the  blank  checks  we  have  been  giv- 
ing in  these  forms  of  authorizations  and 
appropriations,  especially  in  cases  where 
it  is  not  of  an  immediate  essential  nature. 

I  feel  very  strongly  about  the  question 
of  balancing  our  budget  and  I  feel  that 
we  owe  it  to  the  American  people  to  bring 
our  expenditures  down  to  within  a  rea- 
sonable ix)int  of  normalcy.  While  we 
cannot  look  at  the  budget  of  pre-World 
War  II  days  as  a  guide,  we  certainly  can- 
not expect  to  keep  siiending  at  the  rate 
we  have  been  doing  since  the  end  of 
World  War  II.  Preparedness  is  one 
thing — provided  it  Is  achieved — but  it 
seems  to  me  there  is  more  talk  today  of 
our  not  being  prepared  than  there  is 
from  those  who  say  that  we  are.  Thus 
it  would  seem  to  me  that  spending  money 
Is  not  always  a  guaranty  that  we  are  get- 
ting what  we  need  in  the  way  of  pre- 
paredness. 

The  billions  that  we  are  spending 
around  the  world  and  here  at  home  are 
going  for  naught  unless  we  can  see  re- 
sults from  the  moneys  we  have  spent. 
The  only  way  we  will  ever  get  those  re- 
sults is  to  get  at  those  things  which  are 
nearest  home  and  go  from  there  on  to 
the  grsater  things.  We  see  waste  here 
in  Washington  and  we  can  point  to  an 
eight-  or  ten-billion-doUar  budget  deficit 
and  say  it  should  be  reduced  but  few  of 
us  would  know  how  to  just  knock  oS  that 
much  and  apply  it  down  the  line.  The 
way  to  get  economy  is  to  hit  at  individual 
Items  and  this  proposal  to  build  a  per- 
manent training  center  at  this  time 
when  adequate  facilities  are  available  is 
not  in  the  best  Interest  of  economy. 

I  would  like  to  call  on  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  as  I  have  done,  and  upon 
the  other  leaders  to  reconsider  these  pro- 
posals which  have  been  made  by  the 
past  administration  and  to  have  them 
evaluated  In  terms  of  an  economy  pro- 
gram. 

We  have  here  presented  an  oppor- 
tunity to  find  out  the  real  attitude  of 
the  present  administration  toward 
achieving  economy  in  the  armed  services 
as  it  will  be  necessary  to  cut  every  bit  of 
the  "fat"  out  of  the  defense  expendltiu^s 
regardless  of  amounts  If  the  budget  is  to 
be  balanced. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  HiNSHAw  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Beaker)  .  on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  Fisher  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Lyle).  for  an  indefinite  period,  on  ac- 
count of  a  death  in  the  family. 


WOMEN'S  ARMY  CORPS  TRAININO 
CENTER 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  I 
am  not  thoroughly  prepared  to  answer 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ab- 
Brrr],  I  think  I  can  do  so  in  a  general 
way. 

Too  often  some  of  ms  are  inclined  to 
Jump  on  the  military  in  the  name  of 
economy  when  a  decision  is  made  which 
runs  counter  to  our  personal  wishes.  My 
distinguished  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  has  just  charged  the  De- 
fense Department  with  lack  of  economy, 
in  Its  decision  made  many  months  ago 
and  concurred  in  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  to  transfer  the  WAC  Train- 
ing Center  from  Port  Lee,  Va.,  to  Port 
McClellan,  Ala.  The  gentleman  is  in 
error  in  his  statement  since  the  move  is 
in  the  interest  of  economy  and  efficiency 
as  shown  by  the  hearings  on  this  mat- 
ter which  were  held  in  June  of  1951  and 
in  1952.  The  Department  of  Defense 
came  in  and  was  asked  for  Its  consid- 
ered opinion  on  this  matter.  The  testi- 
mony shows  that  extensive  investiga- 
tions were  conducted  as  to  available 
places  where  the  Wacs  might  go.  It  ap- 
pears in  the  record  of  hearings  that 
during  World  War  II,  these  patriotic  girls 
in  the  WAC  Corps  had  been  kicked 
around  from  pillar  to  post,  and  had  un- 
dergone training  at  4  or  5  different  places 
in  the  country.  Also  that  the  greatest 
percentage  of  these  girls,  who  enlisted  in 
the  Women's  Army  Corps  came  from 
down  in  the  Southeast,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  save  millions  of  dollars  in 
transportation  alone. 

Elxtensive  preparations  have  been 
made  to  give  the  Wacs  a  permanent 
home.  I  am  cognizant  of  the  fact  that 
the  gentleman  a  few  days  ago  made  the 
statement  on  the  fioor  that  this  move 
was  not  in  the  Interest  of  economy. 
Well,  I  fail  to  see  the  economy  in  the  gen- 
tleman's proposal  to  cancel  out  a  con- 
tract that  is  16  percent  completed,  when 
the  record  will  bear  me  out  that  the  Army 
testified  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  that  there  was  not  room  at  Fort 
Lee  for  the  Wacs.  Even  if  the  Wacs 
were  removed  from  Port  Lee,  there  would 
not  be  enough  room  to  take  care  of  the 
proposed  expansion  in  the  Quartermas- 
ter Corps  at  Port  Lee. 

To  go  just  a  little  bit  further  Into  this 
proposition,  the  thing  was  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  In  the  committee.  Ques- 
tions from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  were 
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asked  In  the  committee,  and  I  under- 
stand that  action  was  unanimous  in  fa- 
vor of  this  transfer  in  the  meeting  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  1  would 
simply  like  to  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  my  understanding  of  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  vacancy  he  will  have  at 
Port  Lee  will  be  more  than  taken  care  of 
by  the  proposed  expansion  in  the  Quar- 
termaster Corps.  I  would  like  further 
to  say  to  him  that  this  thing  is  not  a 
jiunped-up  proposition.  It  has  been 
considered  now  for  a  period  of  over  2 
years,  considerable  siuns  of  money  have 
been  spent,  and  the  program  is  well 
under  way. 

Mr.  ABBrrr.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  wonder  where  the 
gentleman  got  his  information,  or  did 
he  mean  to  infer  that  in  the  foreseeable 
future,  the  facilities  now  occupied  by  the 
Wacs  or  available  for  such  additional 
Wacs  as  may  be  needed  will  be  used  by 
the  other  units  at  Lee. 

Mr,  ROBERTS.  I  will  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  I  took  my  information  from 
reading  the  hearings.  That  is  the  high- 
est and  best  evidence.  I  think. 

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  do  not  remember  that 
testimony. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  I  will  be  glad  to  fur- 
nish it  to  the  gentleman  at  his  con- 
venience.      

Mr.  ABBITT.  I  do  know  that  the 
present  Secretary  of  Defense,  who  I  trust 
Is  interested  in  some  economy  at  this 
time,  has  through  his  ofQce  given  me  the 
Information  to  the  effect  that  the  facili- 
ties will  pot  be  used  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Mr.  ROBERTS.  The  WAC  barracks 
are  not  exactly  built  along  the  same  lines 
as  barracks  for  male  troops,  and  to  ex- 
pend the  money  that  has  been  spent 
down  there  in  preparing  for  this  trans- 
fer, and  to  simply  cancel  it  out  would 
be  the  worst  kind  of  false  economy.  My 
distinguished  friend  speaks  in  the  name 
of  economy  and  yet  the  suggestion  he 
makes  in  the  light  of  funds  already  ex- 
pended would  cost  the  taxpayers  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  and  would  hamper  seri- 
ously the  development  of  the  Women's 
Army  Corps. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Rkcoro,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Bentlky  in  two  instances,  in  one 
to  include  the  text  of  a  speech  made  on 
March  23  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Benson,  notwithstanding  the  fact  it  ex- 
ceeds the  limit  and  is  estimated  by  the 
Public  Printer  to  cost  $231. 

Mr.  Ancell  in  four  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  CHiPKRnxLD  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin)  and  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Chttrch  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  RoGXRS  of  Massachusetts  in  two 
instances,  in  one  to  include  an  article 
from  the  Foreign  Service  magazine  by 
Admiral  Zacharias,  and  in  the  other  an 
editorial  from  the  Herald  Tribune. 


Mr.  Radwak  in  two  instances  and  in« 
clud-!  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  O'KoNSKi. 

Mr.  Javits  in  three  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska  and  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  ToLLErsoN  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Gross  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  in  three  In- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  Frances  P.  Bolton  and  include 
a  letter. 

Mr.  MoRANo  and  include  biographical 
material  of  a  constituent  of  his  and  an 
address  made  by  Mr.  Stanley  GrifBth. 

Mr.  Mason  and  include  an  editorial 
that  clarifies  the  present  position  of  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  and  its  chairman 
on  H.  R.  1  and  corrects  a  generally  false 
impression. 

Mr.  Keating  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  in  five  instances, 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hand  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Lane  in  the  Appendix  in  six  in- 
stances, in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Abernethy  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  FORAND. 

Mr.  SncEs  and  to  include  an  address. 

Mr.  Hebert  and  to  include  extraneous 
data. 

Mr.  Lantaft  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  KLelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude certain  recommendations  by  Wal- 
ter Reuther  with  reference  to  amend- 
ments to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  of  1947. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
include  an  article  by  Mr.  Stokes  appear- 
ing in  the  Washington  Star. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  anu  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Deane  and  to  include  extraneous 
newspaper  matter. 

Mr.  Sutton. 

Mr.  PINE  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keogh  in  three  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Rains  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  and  to  include  an  address  by  the 
Honorable  Kenneth  Roberts. 

Mr.  DiNGELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest). 

Mr.  0*Hara  of  Illinois  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Philbin  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  on  the  subject 
of  Puerto  Rico  Makes  Progress. 

Mr.  Halleck. 

Mr.  Gubser  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  BuRDicK. 

Mr.  Weichel  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  MULTER  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it 
exceeds  two  pages  of  the  Record  and  is 
estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$210. 

Mr.  Fallon  and  Mr.  Machrowicz  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 


Mr.  Wolverton  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Elliott  and  to  include  a  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Roberts  and  to  include  a  news- 
paper article. 

Mr.  Sheehan  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Barrett  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 

CORMACK)  . 


BILU5  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  the  following 
dates  present  to  the  President,  for  his 
approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

On  March  23.  1953: 

H  R.  1362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin. 

On  March  34.  19S3: 

H.  R.  3053.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1953.  and  for  other  purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  3  o'clock  and  39  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day, March  26,  1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTTVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  execu- 
tive communications  were,  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as 
follows : 

575.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  entitled 
"A  bin  to  amend  the  act  of  June  26.  1942, 
relating  to  the  making  of  photographs  and 
sketches  of  properties  of  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment, to  continue  in  effect  the  provisions 
thereof  until  6  months  after  the  present  na- 
tional emergency";  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

576.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Re- 
construction Finance  Corjjoration,  trans- 
mitting the  semiannual  report  on  tin  opera- 
tions for  the  6-month  period  ended  Deijem- 
ber  31,  1052.  pursuant  to  Public  Law  125.  80th 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

577.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
transmuting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
entitled  "A  bill  authorizing  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  enter  into  Interstate  civil-de- 
fense compacts":  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District   of   Columbia. 

578.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  two  pub- 
lications entitled,  "Production  of  Electric 
Energy,  Capacity  of  Generating  Plants. 
1951"  and  "Consumption  of  Fuel  for  Pro- 
duction of  Electric  Energy.  1951";  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

579.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
0£Qce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  entitled 
"A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of  January 
2.  1942,  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  for  the 
prompt  settlement  of  claims  for  damages  oc- 
casioned by  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps 
forces  in  foreign  countries,"  relative  to  the 
composition  of  claims  commissions";  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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680.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  entitled.  "A  bill  to 
amend  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  supplement 
existing  laws  against  unlawful  restraints  and 
monopolies,  and  for  other  purposes,'  ap- 
proved October  15,  1914  (38  Stat.  730),  as 
amended":  to  the  CXnunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

REPORTS      OF      COMMITTEES      ON 
PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI,  pursuant 
to  the  order  of  the  House  of  March  23. 
1953.  the  following  bills  were  reported  on 
March  24,  1953: 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  House  Joint  Resolution  226. 
Joint  resolution  to  eitend  untU  July  1,  1953, 
the  time  limitation  upon  the  effectiveness 
of  certain  statutory  provisions  which  but  for 
such  time  limitation  would  be  in  effect  until 
6  months  after  the  termination  of  the  na- 
tional emergency  prcKlalmed  on  December  18, 
1950:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  202). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  cf  the  Union. 

Mr.  SHORT:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. H.  R.  4130.  A  bill  to  amend  title  V 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Act,  1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use 
of  appropriations  thereunder  to  make  pay- 
ments to  ARO.  Inc.,  for  operation  of  the 
Arnold  Engineering  Development  C^enter 
after  March  31,  195;i;  without  amendment 
(Rept  No.  203).  Relerred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Houso  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Elinols:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  185.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  3780,  a  bUl  to 
continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing 
Persons  Act.  as  amended  and  extended,  until 
July  1,  1954:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
204 ) .     Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  186.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  3853,  a  bill  to 
amend  title  18,  Unit«l  States  Code,  entitled 
"Crimes  and  Crimimil  Procedure,"  with  re- 
spect to  continuing  the  effectiveness  of  cer- 
tain statutory  provisions  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  national  emer- 
gency proclaimed  by  the  President  on  De- 
cember 16,  1950:  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No  205) .     Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  187.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  4130,  a  bill  to 
amend  title  V  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act,  l£i53.  so  as  to  permit  the 
continued  use  of  api)ropriations  thereunder 
to  make  payments  to  ARO.  Inc.,  for  opera- 
tion of  the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center  after  March  31,  1953:  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  206) .  Referred  to  the  Hotise 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  r.llnols:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  188.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
226,  Joint  resolution  to  extend  until  July  1. 
1953,  the  time  limitation  upon  the  effective- 
ness of  certain  statutory  provisions  which 
but  for  such  time  limitation  would  be  in 
effect  untiue  months  after  the  termination 
of  the  national  enrergency  proclaimed  on 
December  16,  1950;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  207).  Referred  to  the  Ho\ise 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  89.  Resolution  to 
authorize  the  Conwnittee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  to  conduct  an  Investigation 
of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs;  with  amend- 
ment ( Rept.  No.  208) .  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

[Submitted  March  25,  1953] 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 


for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar  as  follows: 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  House  Joint  Resolution  229.  Joint 
resolution  authorizing  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  to  permit  certain  temporary  con- 
struction work  on  the  Capitol  Grounds  in 
connection  with  the  erection  of  a  building  on 
privately  owned  property  adjacent  thereto; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  209).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON:  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Ck)mmerce.  H.  R.  2347. 
A  bill  to  permit  continued  exercise,  until  6 
months  after  termination  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  December  16,  1950,  of 
certain  powers,  relating  to  preferences  or 
priorities  in  thf  transportation  of  trafBc, 
under  sections  1  (15)  and  420  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  214).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Bi4r.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1762.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
William  Robert  DeGrafft;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  210).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1888.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Gary 
Matthew  Stevens  (Kazuo  Omlya);  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  211).  Referred  to 
the  CJommlttee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  (Donmiittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  1952.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
CecUe  Lorraine  Vincent;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  212).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Norma 
Jean  Whitten;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  213).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM: 

H.  R.  4198.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  State  boundaries 
and  to  the  natural  resources  within  such 
lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide  lor  the  use 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources  and 
the  resources  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MEADER: 

H.  R.  4199.  A  bill  to  establi^  a  Commis- 
sion on  Overseas  Investment  and  Trade;   to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By   Mr.   BUDGE: 

H.  R.  4200.  A  bill  to  provide  that  time  spent 
as  a  civilian  internee  during  World  War  II 
shall  be  considered  as  active  service  in  de- 
termining priority  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied 
specialists;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

H.  R.  4301.  A  bill  relating  to  the  labeling 
of  packages  containing  foreign-produced 
trout  sold  In  the  United  States,  and  requir- 
ing certain  information  to  appear  on  the 
menus  of  public  eating  places  serving  such 
trout;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  4202.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of 
the  Missing  Persons  Act,  so  as  to  provide 


that  benefits  thereunder  shall  be  available 
to  certain  members  of  the  Philippine  Scouts; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  DORN  ol  South  Carolina: 
H.  R.  4203.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  provide  that,  for  the  purpose 
of    old-age    and    survivors    insurance    bene- 
fits, retirement  age  shall  be  60  years;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   MR.  ELLSWORTH: 
H.  R.  4204.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  of 
the      Agricultural      Adjustment      Act,      to 
strengthen  its  provisions  providing  for  the 
imposition  of  import  quotas  on  agricultural 
commodities    when    imports    of    such    com- 
modities tend  to  Interfere  with  price  sup- 
port or  other  programs  administered  by  the 
Department  of   Agriculture,    to   transfer   its 
administration  to  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  C!ommlttee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  ENGLE: 
H.  R.  4205.  A  bill  to  authorize  works  for  de- 
velopment and  furnishing  of  water  supplies 
for   waterfowl   management.   Central   Valley 
project*  California,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FORAND: 
H.  R.  4206.  A  bill  to  allow  .widows,  widow- 
ers, heads  of  household  and  certain  other 
persons  to  deduct  for  income-tax  pvu-poses 
amounts  paid  in  providing  for  the  care  of 
children  and  other  dependents  under  cer- 
tain circumstances:  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  GUBSER: 
H.  R.  4207.  A  bill  to  authorize  works  for  de- 
velopment and  furnishing  ol  water  supplies 
for  waterfowl  management,  Central  Valley 
project,  California,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  CTonunittee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 
H.  R.  4208.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  action  for 
alienation   of    affections    in   the    District   of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  (Columbia. 

By  Mr.  HELLER: 
H.  R.  4209.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Navy 
shall  continue  to  maintain  a  clothing  fac- 
tory at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.;   to  the  (Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  4210.  A  bill  to  exempt  admrlsslons  to 
moving-picture  theaters  from  the  Federal 
tax  on  admissions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 
H.  R.  4211.  A  bill   to   amend    the   Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H.  R.  4212.  A    bill    to    establish    a   Federal 
Committee  on  Migratory  Labor;  to  the  CJom- 
mlttee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
H.  R.  4213.  A   bill   to   authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies   for    waterfowl    management,    (Central 
Valley  project,  California,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses:   to   the   Conunlttee   on   Interior   and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 
H.  R.  4214.  A  bill  to  continue  the  effect 
of  the  statutory  provisions  relating  to  the 
deposit  of  savings  for  members  of  the  Army 
and  Air  Force,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  4215.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  to  provide  that  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator  shall,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, disclose  the  ciurent  address  of  hus- 
banda  and  parents  who  have  deserted  their 
families,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANE: 
H.  R.  4216.  A  bill  to  provide  for   the   ar- 
rangement of  the  stars  In  the  union  of  the 
flag  after  the  admission  of  the  49th  State; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
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Br  Mr-  MACK  Of  Illinois: 
H.  R.  4317.  A  bill  to  proTlde  for  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  special  alr-mall  postage  stamp  in 
commemoration  of  the  50th  anniversary  of 
the  Wright  brothers'  flight  at  Kitty  Hawk, 
W.  C;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Ofllce  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  Washington: 
H.  R.  4318.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  to 
strengthen  Its  provisions  providing  for  the 
Imposition  of  Import  quotas  on  agricultural 
commodities  when  Imports  of  such  com- 
modities tend  to  interfere  with  price  sup- 
port or  other  programs  administered  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  to  transfer  Its 
administration  to  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  and  for  other  purpost-s; 
to  the  Com  ntttee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland: 
H.  R.  4219.  A  bill  to  relinquish  the  exclu- 
sive Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  over 
Federal  lands  within  the  State  of  Maryland, 
and  to  provide  that  the  United  States  and 
the  State  of  Maryland  shall  hereafter  exer- 
cise conctirrent  Jurisdiction  over  sucl>  lands; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 
H.  R.  4320.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Narcotic 
Drugs  Import  and  Export  Act.  so  as  to  in- 
crease and  make  mandatory  the  prison  sen- 
tences to  be  imposed  upon  second  and  subse- 
quent offenders  under  the  narcotics  laws;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachiisetts : 
H.  R.  4221.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  employ- 
ment by  the  United  States  of  aliens  who  have 
served  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service.  

By  Mr.  ROONET: 
H.  R.  4323.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  sepa- 
ration of  subsidy  from  air-mail  pay,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  SKELY-BROWN: 
H.  B.  433S.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  special  postage  stamp  in  honor  of 
Capt.    Samuel    Chester   Reld;    to    the    Com- 
mittee on  Post  Ofltee  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  SHORT: 
H.R.4324.  A  bill  to  amend  the  NaUonal 
Security  Act  of  1947  to  authorise  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  SIKES: 
H.  R.  4226.  A  bill  to  permit  deduction  for 
Income-tax  piurposes  of  certain  expenses  ac- 
tually Incurred  by  working  mothers  In  pro- 
viding care  for  their  children  while  they  are 
at  work;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia: 
H.  R.  4226.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  opera- 
tion and  conduct  of  commercial  parking  of 
motor  vehicles  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  STRING  FELLOW : 
H.  R.  4227.  A   bill    to    amend    the    Natural 
Gas  Act:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  4238.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  set- 
tlement of  certain  claims  of  the  Uintah  and 
White  River  Bands  of  Ute  Indians  asserted 
in  Court  of  claims  case  No.  47568  and  to 
provide  for  the  administration  of  the  lands 
and  moneys  paid  or  to  be  paid  Indians  In 
settlement;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TALLB  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  4229.  A  bill  to  change  the  name  of 
the  Polycultural  Institution  of  America  to 
Polycultural  University  of  America,  to  grant 
a  congressional  charter  to-  such  university, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  70IXKFSON: 
H.  R.  4280.  Mi'\M  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  to  proirMc  a  direct  FsidenU  pen- 
sion of  at  l*aat  $100  per  month  to  all  Amer- 
ican citizens  65  years  of  age  and  over  who 


have  been  citlzena  10  years  or  more,  to  he 
prorated  according  to  the  cost  of  living  as 
on  January  3,  19&3;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  VAN  ZAMDT: 
H.  R.  4231.  A  bill  to  authorize  ap>pci^t- 
ments  to  tiU'Unlted  States  Military  Academy 
and  Unit4Putatea  Naval  Academy  of  sons  of 
certain  Indlvldiials  who  were  killed  in  ac- 
tion or  who  died  or  shall  die  as  a  result  of 
active  service  in  World  War  I,  World  War  11. 
or  between  the  period  beginning  June  27. 
1950.  and  ending  on  a  date  proclaimed  by  the 
President  or  the  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  WESTLAND: 
H.  R.  4232.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  nf 
the  Agrlciiltural  Adjiistment  Act,  to  strengtl  - 
en  Its  provisions  pravU»lng  for  the  Imposi- 
tion )f  import  quotas  on  agricultural  com- 
modities when  Imports  of  such  commodities 
tend  to  Interfere  with  price  support  or  other 
programs  administered  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  to  transfer  Its  administration 
to  the  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

My  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  4233.  A   bUl    to   provide   for   the   na- 
turalization of  persons  serving  In  the  Armed 
Forces  of   the   United  States  after  June   24, 
1950;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUBERT: 
H.  J.  Res.  230.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of 
treaties  and  executive  agreements;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BAYLOR: 
H.  Con.  Res.  85.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  participation  In  the  Fourth  of 
July.  1953.  observation  at  Independence  Hall. 
Philadelphia.  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FENTON: 
H.  Con.  Res.  86.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  participation  In  the  Fourth  of 
July,  1953.  observance  at  Independence  Hall, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  to  the  Comlmttee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SCOTT: 
H.  Con.  Res.  87.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  participation  In  the  Foxirth  of 
July,  1953,  observance  at  Independence  Hall, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  Con.  Res.  88.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding  few    participation    in    the    Fourth    of 
July,  1953.  observance  at  Indeoendence  Hall 
Philadelphia.  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.MULTER: 
H.  Res.  189.  Resolution  amending  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  relating  to 
discharge  of  committees;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memori- 
als were  presented  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

By  Idi.  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of  the 
MassachxisetU  Legislature  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  protest  the  present 
political  division  of  Ireland  and  the  presence 
of  British  troops  therein;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  the  Prealdent  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  SUtes  to  instruct  delegates  to 
the  United  Nations  to  propose  Italy  as  a 
member  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  Congress  to  pass  antl-poil-tax 
legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administrator. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 


urge  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  in- 
sure that  Massachusetts  obtains  the  lowest 
possible  natural  gas  rates;  to  the  Committee 
CMi  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  Congress  to  pass  antl -lynching 
legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  Congress  for  legislation  whereby 
aliens  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  th« 
United  States  while  engaged  in  hostilities 
under  the  Hag  of  the  United  Nations  may, 
prior  to  their  being  shipped  overseas,  be 
granted  United  States  citizenship,  as  was 
the  practice  during  World  War  U;  to  the 
Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature t3  Congress  to  pass  legislation  to 
provide  free  mailing  privileges  to  all  persons 
or  organizations  sending  letters  or  mer- 
chandise to  persons  serving  overseas  In 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  while 
engaged  In  hostilities  under  the  flag  of  the 
United  Nations;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature to  Congress  for  the  payment  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  a  Federal  old-age 
pension  of  $100  monthly  for  all  persons  who 
have  attained  age  66;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr  HILL:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Colorado  to  consider  legisla- 
tion allowing  a  Federal  Income  tax  deduction 
for  certain  military.  Air  Ftorce,  and  naval 
reservists;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  to  enact  legislation 
authorizing  the  Colorado  River  storage  proj- 
ect and  participating  projects  In  the  States 
of  Colorado.  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyo- 
ming; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  for  the  granting  to  the 
States  of  all  minerals  and  mineral  rights  in 
deposits  In  certain  public  lands  belonging  to 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mrs  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts:  Me- 
morial of  the  General  Court  of  Massachusetts 
to  protest  the  present  political  division  of 
Ireland  and  the  presence  of  British  troops 
therein;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  to  Instruct  delegates  to  the 
United  Nations  to  propose  Italy  as  a  mem- 
ber thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  to  urge  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  to  Insure  that  Massachusetts 
obtains  the  lowest  possible  natural  gas  rates; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  to  pass  antilynchlng  legisla- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
MassachusetU  to  pass  legislation  to  provide 
free  mailing  privileges  to  all  persons  or 
organizations  sending  letters  or  merchandise 
to  persons  serving  overseas  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  while  engaged 
In  hostilities  under  the  flag  of  the  United 
Nations;  to  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court  of 
Massachusetts  for  the  payment  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  of  a  Federal  old-age  pen- 
sion of  $100  monthly  for  all  persons  who  have 
attained  age  65;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  memorializing 
the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  relating  to  the  establishment  of  an 
Air  Force  Academy  in  Arizona;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
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Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congr<JSs  of  the  United  States. 
to  consider  legtelatlon  allowing  a  Federal  in- 
come-tax deduction  for  certain  mUitary,  Air 
Force  and  naval  reservists;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Minnesota,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
with  respect  to  Federal  taxes  on  gasoline  and 
motor  fuel;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  North  Dakota,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
Stales,  relative  to  limiting  influx  of  foreign 
ai;ricultural  products  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr   BARRETT: 
H  R  4234    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alessan- 
dra  Bar  lie  Altoboelll;    to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENDER: 
H  R  4235.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Zepp.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 
H  R  4236    A    bill    for   the   relief    of    Nahl 
Yuussef;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  *4r.  BUCKLEY: 
H  R  4237.  A   bill   for  the   relief  of  Osjasz 
Hersh  Braksmajer    (Sam  Braksmsyer).  Rysa 
MargoUt  Braksmajer.  and  Mosher  Braksma- 
jer. to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CONDON: 
H  R  4238.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Julia 
Adele  Vence;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DEVEREUX: 
H  R  4239.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
K  Jeflerson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DOYLE: 
H  R  4240.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Ordonez;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.  HELLER: 
H  R.  4241.  A   bUl    for    the   relief   of   Oscar 
Neumann.    Mrs.    Magdalena    Neumann,    and 
Judith  Gabrlelle  Neumann;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLIFIELD: 
H  R.  4242.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rosa 
Barroso  De  Orozco;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4243.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kuo  Lum 

Leong;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUNTER: 

H.R.  4244.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ara 

Olragos  Farajlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.R  4245.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   LouU 
Rlzzl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAILLIARD: 
H  R  4246.  A   bill  for  the  relief  of  Light 
Llang-llang;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland: 
H  R  4247.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
R.  Jackson:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4248.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Albertas 
Bauras;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORRISON: 
H.  R.  4249.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Wy- 
shoff;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PILLION: 
H.R.  4250.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lester  H. 
Kroll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  OBRIEN  of  New  York: 
H.R. 4261.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Cosciani;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  OSMER8: 
H.  R.  4252.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oeralda 
Lillo  and  Karl  Heinz  Lillo;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H  R.  4353.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
Adolphus  Burke;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
H.R.  4254.  A   bill   for   the   relief  of  Aneta 
Popa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  8CUDDER: 
H.  R.  4255.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Victor 
Manuel  Soares  De  Mendonca;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIKES: 
H.  R.  4256.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Magda 
Manoll;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SMALL: 
H.  R.  4257.  A    bill    for   the   relief   of   Will- 
more  Engineering  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan: 
H.  R.  4258.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Katharlna 
Stelnbach;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WESTLAND: 
H.  R.  4259.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon 
the  claim  of  Spencer  C.  Clark  for  extra  com- 
pensation for  Sunday,  holiday,  and  overtime 
services  performed  between  1929  and  i942; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

107.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  Petition  of  the 
New  Jersey  Association  of  Nurserymen 
recording  Its  vigorous  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posed changes  relating  to  p>eat  moss  balls, 
and  its  support  of  additional  restrictions 
governing  such  importations  due  to  the  ever 
present  danger  of  introducing  new  and  dan- 
gerous pests  to  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Increased  danger  that  would  result 
If  the  regulations  of  quarantine  No.  37  were 
modified  as  now  proposed  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

108.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Reso- 
lution of  the  National  Defense  League  of 
America.  Inc.,  to  the  end  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  of  America  as  the  duly 
elected  Representatives  of  all  the  people  of 
this  Republic,  Initiate  action  to  cause  im- 
mediate withdrawal  of  thU  Republic's  mem- 
bership in  the  United  Nations;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

109.  Also,  resolution  adopted  by  Board  of 
National  Trustees  of  the  National  Society  of 
the  Sons  of  the  American  Revolution  that 
Constitution  Day  be  reestablished  and  the 
resolution  by  Congress  signed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  February  29.  1952,  creating  Citizen- 
ship Day,  be  repealed;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  

110.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the 
city  clerk,  city  of  Indlo,  Calif.,  to  provide 
funds  for  adequate  hospitalization  for  the 
needy  and  ill  veterans  of  the  United  States 
Forces;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

111.  Also,  petition  of  Edith  Johnson,  and 
others,  Brockton  Townsend  Club  No.  5, 
Brockton.  Mass..  requesting  passage  of  H. 
R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  social -security  legis- 
lation known  as  the  Townsend  plan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

112.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  E.  E.  McNeely. 
and  others,  of  Orlando,  Fla.,  requesting 
passage  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447,  social- 
security  legislation  known  as  the  Townsend 
plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

113.  Also,  petition  of  William  G.  Loehr, 
and  others,  of  Daytona  Beach,  Fla.,  request- 
ing passage  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  3447.  so- 
cial-security legislation  known  as  the  Town- 
send  plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


114.  Also,  petition  of  Lithuanian  Demo- 
cratic Club,  Inc..  of  Newark.  N.  J.,  requesting 
enactment  of  legislation  to  amend  the  social- 
seciu'ity  laws  allowing  pa}rment  of  benefits 
to  everyone  in  covered  employment  upon 
their  having  attained  the  age  of  60  years;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

115.  Also,  petition  of  Ibrahim  Velutlni. 
President,  Caracas.  Venezuela,  relative  to 
legislation  which  would  tend  to  reduce  the 
importation  of  Venezuelan  petroleum;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thirsd.w,  M.\rcii  26,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Most  merciful  and  gracious  God,  grant 
that  we  may  go  forth  in  the  hours  of  this 
day  with  a  more  adventurous  and  stead- 
fast faith  in  Thee  and  in  the  ultimate 
triumph  of  the  true  and  the  good. 

We  humbly  confess  that  we  so  fre- 
quently allow  our  faith  to  become 
eclipsed  by  doubt  and  by  difficulties 
which  seem  insurmountable. 

Help  us  to  understand  that  if  our 
faith  is  to  be  vital  and  strong,  then  we 
must  cultivate  it  and  guard  it,  for  eternal 
vigilance  is  the  price  of  faith  as  truly 
as  it  is  the  price  of  freedom. 

Hear  us  for  the  sake  of  our  blessed 
Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  may  have  until  mid- 
night tomorrow  in  which  to  file  a  report 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  4198. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


REDUCTION  OF  MILITARY  DOCTORS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of- Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  in- 
clude therein  an  article  by  Mr.  John  G. 
Norris  in  the  Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  today's  Washington  Post  says 
that  Defense  Secretary  Charles  E.  Wil- 
son has  ordered  a  9-percent  cut  in 'the 
number  of  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
doctors.  I  only  hope  that  he  is  right  in 
ordering  that  cut  and  that  the  doctors 
are  not  needed.  Our  forces  in  Korea 
apparently  have  had  a  shortage  cf  arms 
and  ammunition,  but  they  have  had  the 
most  excellent  medical  care,  which  is  of 
great  importance. 

There  seems  to  be  an  effort  to  make 
cuts  in  the  medical  personnel  in  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  There  again,  we 
are  responsible  for  the  veterans  who 
have  been  wounded  and  who  have  given 
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their  health  and  strength  for  vis.  One  of 
our  first  duties  Is  to  provide  the  very  best 
medical  and  hospital  care  for  them. 
Men  are  taken  out  of  their  usual  civilian 
routine  of  life  and  away  from  thei»  civil- 
ian occupations  and  thrown  into  combat. 
During  their  war  service  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  many  have  lost 
their  jobs  and  their  health.  They  cer- 
tainly shovQd.  as  far  as  possible,  be 
brought  back  to  health  and  rehabilitated. 
The  very  least  we  can  do  is  to  jwovide 
the  best  medical  and  rehabilitation  care 
for  them. 
WILSON  Ounots  9-PniCENT  Cut  ih  Numbeb  or 

lin^TTABT  DOCTOBS 

(By  John  O.  Norrls) 

Defense  Secretary  Charles  E.  Wilson  has 
ordered  a  9-percent  slash  In  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  doctors  and  proposes  skeleton- 
ising 4  or  &  of  the  7  Army  divisions  In  this 
country. 

Pentagon  officials  said  that  Wilson  feels 
that  with  750.000  young  soldiers  leaving  the 
service  this  year  after  2-year  draft  periods, 
combat  units  In  this  Nation's  mobUe  re- 
■erre  can  weU  be  cut  to  as  much  as  half 
strength.  The  new  veterans,  many  of 
them  fresh  from  Korean  combat,  would  be 
available  for  quick  recall  to  fill  out  the  divi- 
sions In  case  of  any  new  war,  he  argues. 

Army  chiefs  oppose  his  plan  and  the  plan 
■till  Is  not  resolved.  Wilson,  however.  Is 
known  to  be  pressing  for  approximately  a 
10-percent  cut  In  the  present  3,600.000- 
man-plus  armed  services. 

The  doctor  cut,  however,  already  has  re- 
ceived a  go-ahead  signal  from  Wilson.  It 
will  mean  lower  draft  calls  for  physicians, 
and  reducing  the  number  In  the  Armed 
Vtorces  from  the  present  13,300  to  about 
11.900. 

A  spokesman  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medi- 
cal Policy  Council  said  It  already  had  In- 
structions to  lower  the  ratio  of  doctors  from 
3.7  to  3.5  per  thousand  and  will  call  for 
only  1,200  Instead  of  1.800  yovmg  medical 
men  In  the  second  quarter  of  calendar  1953. 
There  has  been  no  discussion  on  cutting  the 
number  of  dentists  and  veterinarians  to  be 
called. 

Wilson's  plans  to  reduce  the  Armed  Forces 
to  something  like  3.300.000  would  require 
about  600  fewer  doctors  and  lower  draft 
calls.  Even  so,  the  Defense  Department  still 
will  need  to  Induct  medical  men.  and  has 
sent  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  legislation 
to  extend  the  special  doctors'  draft  until 
1955. 

Pentagon  spokesmen  slso  said  yesterday 
that.  In  accordance  with  long  standing 
plans,  draft  calls  will  taper  off  after  July  1. 

Only  450.000  men  will  be  needed  from  se- 
lective service  during  the  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning In  July — an  average  of  37.600  a  month. 
This  compares  with  53,000  monthly  now  and 
47,000  last  fall.  The  reason,  however,  is  that 
heavy  calls  now  are  necessary  to  replace  the 
heavy  monthly  Inductions  right  after  Korea. 
Later,  calls  were  lowered  and  the  number 
of  men  required  to  replace  those  leaving  the 
service  next  fall  and  winter  after  20-  to  24- 
month  draft  periods  will  be  less.  (Many 
men  retxirnlng  from  Korea  are  released 
ahead  of  the  required  2-year  draft  tour.) 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON  asked  and 
was  griven  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  uxiay,  following  the 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


EUROPEAN  UNITY  COMES  A  STEP 
CLOSER  TO  PRACTICAL  REALIZA- 
TION 

Mrs.    PRANCES    P.    BOLTON.      Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 


dress the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to  Include 
therein  an  article  from  the  Herald 
Tribune.        

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  the  result  of  a  trip  to  Blurope 
in  the  summer  of  1949, 1  reported  in  some 
detail  to  this  House  on  October  13  of 
that  year  the  story  of  the  first  meeting 
of  the  Council  of  Europe  at  Strasbourg. 
At  that  historic  meeting  12  nations  ex- 
plored the  possibility  of  forming  some 
kind  of  union  or  confederation  for  their 
mutual  defense  and  benefit.  This  first 
meeting  was  immeasurably  exciting,  re- 
minding one  of  the  accounts  of  our  own 
Constitutional  Convention,  which  was  a 
forerunner  of  the  union  of  the  Colonies 
and  the  drafting  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States. 

Anyone  making  comparison  of  these 
two  amazing  elTorts  to  bring  together 
people  of  different  backgrounds  must  be 
aware  of  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  the 
American  Colonies  they  had  just  been 
successful  in  a  war  of  independence.  In 
the  case  of  Strasbourg,  although  the  Eu- 
ropean nations,  too.  had  recently  united 
and  waged  successful  war  against  a 
powerful  enemy,  there  was  little  in  their 
history  but  bitterness,  suspicion,  and  pe- 
riodic war  with  each  other.  Add  to  this 
the  fact  that  they  did  not  speak  a  com- 
mon language,  and  one  sees  that  the  sit- 
uation they  faced  in  seeking  some  form 
of  unity  was  very  difBcult  indeed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  15th  of  this  month 
there  appeared  in  the  New  York  Herald 
Trlbxme.  over  a  Strasbourg  dateline,  a 
most  interesting  story  of  what  has  just 
taken  place  there.  4'2  years  after  that 
first  epoch-making  meeting  in  the  late 
summer  of  1949.  It  is  an  exciting  story. 
giving  the  stirring  news  that  "at  the  end 
of  4  days'  debate  the  draft  treaty  was 
approved  by  a  vote  of  50  to  0  with  5 
abstentions." 

The  treaty  referi-ed  to  is  a  European 
constitution  to  link  six  nations  in  a 
supranational  political  federation.  The 
nations  are  Prance,  Holland,  Belgium. 
Luxembourg,  West  Germany,  and  Italy. 
The  ayes  included  German  Christian 
Democrats  and  French  Centrists.  Italian 
rightwlngers,  and  Belgian  leftwingers. 
It  was  a  remarkable  and  an  unexpected 
vote,  one  which  all  thoughtful  people  the 
world  over  should  herald  with  joy. 
Surely  it  brings  an  increasing  hope  for 
European  unity,  a  step  toward  a  free 
world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  under  unanimous  con- 
sent, I  insert  the  Herald  Tribune  article : 

Six-Nation  Constitution — STXASBOtmc  Vote 

ON  DaATT  Treatt  Ls  FixM  Step  to  Etjxopean 

Unitt 

STSASBOuao. — For  4  years  now  European 
parliamentarians,  politicians,  and  ministers 
have  been  regularly  sweeping  in  and  out  of 
this  fine  old  Alsatian  city  in  the  name  of 
Europe  unity.  They  have  had  about  the 
same  effect  as  a  gentle  tide  that  recedes  and 
leaves  the  shore  a  little  damp,  soon  to  dry 
out.  but  otherwise  unchanged. 

Last  week  In  Strasbourg  it  was  different. 

The  difference  was  one  of  vitality,  of  a 
sense  of  purpose  and  direction,  and  most  of 
aU  a  feeling  of  achievement — that  at  last 
something  solid  had  happened  In  Strasbourg. 


It  was  the  final  debate  and  amending  of 
what  Is  technically  known  as  the  "Draft 
Treaty  Embodying  the  Statute  of  the  Euro- 
pean Community" — in  more  f  amUlar  terms,  a 
E^iropean  constitution  to  link  six  nations  in 
a  supranational  political  federation.  The 
nations  are  Prance.  Holland,  Belgium.  Lux- 
emboiirg.  West  Ocrmany.  and  Italy. 

To  parliamentarians  and  newspaper  cor- 
respondents this  crest  of  feeling  and  sense 
of  progress  seemed  to  be  born  not  so  much 
of  the  moment  as  out  of  the  long  and  seem- 
ingly useless  hours  spent  here  in  the  past. 

CXhers,  arriving  here  for  the  first  time  to 
view  the  final  ceremonies  attending  the  vot- 
ing, found  the  atmosphere  a  marked  sur- 
prise. 

"It's  like  Dr.  Johnson's  remark  about  the 
dog  walking  on  Its  hind  legs."  one  Stras- 
bourg first-timer  said.  "It  Is  not  done  well, 
but  you  are  surprised  to  find  it  done  at  all." 

THE    DOTZaENCXS 

What  Is  different  about  this  new  European 
constitution  as  opposed,  say.  to  the  1949 
model,  the  Council  of  Europe  Treaty. 

In  a  sense  the  differences  are  more  in- 
herent than  they  are  apparent.  You  can 
look  at  this  new  draft  constitution  of  116 
articles,  and  you  can  say.  "This  means 
nothing,"  or  "That  is  impractical."  or  "This 
won't  work." 

On  the  other  hand,  you  can  also  say  about 
the  same  articles  and  the  same  Ideas,  "This 
U  workable, "  or  "This  might  grow  Into  some- 
thing." 

Where  the  Council  of  Etirope  statute  sets 
up  a  confederation  of  15  countries  and  rather 
rigidly  defines  the  competence  of  the  assem- 
bly of  that  federation  by  the  principle  of 
unanimous  endorsement,  the  six-nation  con- 
stitution is  more  fiexibie  in  both  directions. 

For  example,  article  81  of  the  constitution 
states :  "The  community  shall  establish  pro- 
gressively a  common  market  among  memt>er 
states,  based  on  free  movement  of  goods, 
capital,  and  persons."  In  conjunction  with 
this  article  50  states;  "The  community  shall 
enact  legislation  In  the  eaaea  provided  for 
in  the  present  statute.** 

It  can  be  argued  that  this  Is  vague,  but 
equally  it  can  be  argued  that  with  skill  and 
hard  work  this  can  be  as  vital  and  dynamic 
a  constitutional  provision  as  the  general 
clause  of  the  American  Constitution,  from 
which  the  powers  of  the  American  Congress 
evolve.  It  can  be  seen  that  the  parliamen- 
tary machinery,  and  the  reserve  powers  of 
governments  to  delay,  block,  or  hamper  leg- 
islation can  render  the  constitution  null  if 
not  void,  but  equally  it  could  work  the 
other  way. 

VOTE    IS    50   TO    0 

At  the  end  of  4  days'  debate  the  draft  was 
approved  by  a  vote  of  50  to  0  with  6  absten- 
tions. The  ayes  included  German  Christian 
Democrats  and  French  Centrists.  Italian 
rightwlngers  and  Belglimi  leftwingers.  It 
was  a  remarkable  and  an  unexpected  vote. 
but  the  reason  in  hindsight  seems  to  be  that 
everybody  had  been  working  to  the  same 
ideal  if  not  the  same  ideas. 

When  ail  was  said  and  done,  and  when  the 
French  De  GauiUsts  had  argued  against  the 
Dutch  Liberals,  the  result  was  a  sharpening 
of  the  work  rather  than  its  diffusion. 

The  debates  took  place  in  the  Council  of 
Europe  Building,  a  long,  white  structure, 
which,  if  not  a  distinguished  piece  of  archi- 
tecture, is  nevertheless  one  of  the  most  pleas- 
ant and  efficient  buildings  of  its  kind. 

The  assembly  hall  is  excellent  acoustically 
and  visually.  The  lounges  are  comfortable 
and  the  press  facilities  first  class.  This  phys- 
ical fact,  plus  the  excellent  cuisine  of  Stras- 
bourg and  its  blend  of  French-German 
speech,  culture,  and  background,  has  been 
an  important  magnet  these  last  4  years. 

THE  aOI.X  or  FOOD 

"The  way  to  European  unity  Is  through 
the  stomach."  a  German  remarked  over  a 
meal  of  pate  de  fois  gras  and  Coq  au  Relsllng. 
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Whatever  the  subetanee  of  the  remark.  It 
Is  cerUinly  true  that  the  Straabourg  habit  la 
one  that  parUamentarlans  from  all  over 
Europe  unanimously  have  enjoyed,  whatever 
the  importance  of  the  work  tbey  bav* 
done  here. 

Now  these  men  who  have  debated  and 
approved  the  draft  of  a  new  constitution  feel 
a  sense  of  accomplishment  as  well.  They 
left  here  In  a  remarkably  determined  mood, 
for  the  most  part,  to  keep  the  heat  on  their 
governments  at  home  and  not  let  their  good 
work  strangle  In  the  slow  mechanics  of  gov- 
ernment ratification. 


AID  FOR  MIDDLE  INCOB4E  HOUSING 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  to- 
day introducing  a  bill  to  provide  $3  bil- 
lion in  credit  to  middle  income  hous- 
ing and  to  guarantee  an  interest  rate  of 
4  percent.  I  do  this  by  providing  that 
Fannie  May,  the  Federal  National 
Mortgage  Association,  shall  have  author- 
ity to  repurchase  mortgages  placed  on 
middle  income  housing  under  section 
207  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  which 
is  housing  for  rental,  and  under  section 
213.  cooperative  housing,  all  for  middle 
income  families. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  still  28  million 
units  in  the  United  States  under  rent 
control.  This  shows  that  in  the  big  city 
theie  is  a  great  housing  emergency;  in 
fact,  people  are  moving  out  of  the  big 
cities  and  going  to  smaller  places — those 
who  can  afford  to  buy  homes.  The 
whole  FHA  and  VA  picture  shows  that 
we  put  some  $38  billion — I  repeat  that 
figure — $38  billion  into  more  than  6  mil- 
lion individual  mortgages,  into  credit 
backing  for  home  ownership.  I  think 
the  least  we  can  do  is  to  put  $3  billion, 
10  percent  of  that,  into  credit  to  back  up 
city  apartment  dwellers  who  today  are 
moving  out  of  cities  because  they  can- 
not find  apartments  to  rent  within  their 
means. 

This  is  private  enterprise;  it  is  noth- 
ing but  the  underwriting  of  4  percent 
mortgage  money  in  the  traditional  way 
in  which  the  Government  has  done  it.  I 
believe  it  is  a  duty  which  the  Congress 
urgently  owes  the  American  people. 


THE  COFFEE  RACKET 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  coffee 
prices  now  at  or  scraping  $1  a  pound, 
housewives  of  this  country  are  entitled 
to  know  who  is  doing  what  to  whom  and 
why. 

There  Is  no  question  In  my  mind  but 
what  speculation  has  played  a  part,  per- 
haps a  major  part,  in  this  victimizing 
of  housewives  and  the  consuming  public. 
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But  it  is  also  mj  opinion  that  the 
Government,  through  ECA  so-called 
foreign  aid,  also  contributed  to  this 
gouging  of  consumers. 

On  March  29.  1950, 1  pointed  out  here 
In  the  weU  of  this  House,  that  the  ECA, 
in  1949.  purchased  61.000.000  pounds  of 
coffee  at  a  cost  of  more  than  $16,000,000 
for  shipment  to  foreigners. 

I  contend  that  this  fantastic  coffee 
deal  on  the  part  of  the  ECA  helped  spec- 
ulators pry  the  lid  oflf  cofifee  prices  and 
everyone  knows  these  prices  have  never 
been  the  same  since. 

A  committee  of  the  other  body  has  in- 
vestigated coffee  prices  but  as  far  as  I 
know  there  has  been  no  effort  to  ascer- 
tain why,  in  the  name  of  food  relief  for 
foreigners,  the  ECA  used  more  than 
$16,000,000  of  the  taxpayers  money  to 
buy  61,000,000  pounds  of  coffee  to  give 
away  to  foreigners. 

Mr.  Speaker,  even  at  this  late  date 
some  committee  of  this  House  ought  to 
ascertain  why  the  ECA  bought  this  cof- 
fee and  to  what  extent  this  deal  aided 
the  speculators  in  skyrocketing  the  price 
of  coffee. 

THE  ECONOMY  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  —  AGRICULTURE  —  OUR 
FISCAL  POUCY 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a:* 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  course 
of  human  events  has  placed  the  United 
States  in  a  position  of  world  leadership. 
Our  ability  to  utilize  our  position  to  bet- 
ter the  economic  situation  In  the  rest  of 
the  world  will  depend  upon  a  Uiorough 
understanding  of  our  own  economy. 

The  economy  of  the  United  States  has 
given  our  people  the  highest  standard  of 
living  of  any  nation  in  the  world.  We 
have  a  little  over  6  percent  of  the  world's 
population  and  produce  approximately 
25  percent  of  the  world's  goods.  Ehie  to 
the  fact  that  we  have  a  greater  per  man 
production,  we  also  have  a  greater  turn- 
over of  money  In  trade  channels  and 
with  a  production  of  25  percent  of  the 
world's  goods  we  generate  45  percent  of 
the  Income  of  the  world  in  terms  of 
dollars. 

With  this  tremendous  busring  power. 
we  consume  about  50  percent  of  the 
world's  mineral  production  such  as  lead, 
copper,  zinc,  manganese,  coal,  petroleum, 
and  so  forth.  Therefore,  we  find  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  world  Is  largely  de- 
pendent upon  the  buying  power  of  our 
American  economy  and  if  we  wish  to 
help  the  world  into  a  new  era.  the  most 
Important  step  in  operating  our  own 
economy  is  to  keep  it  solvent,  productive 
and  prosperous. 

In  the  year  1952,  the  United  States 
had  a  national  Income  of  $291  billion. 
We  obtained  this  Income  In  two  ways. 
First,  by  producing  a  certain  number  of 
units  of  goods  and  services;  and  second, 
by  multiplying  this  production  by  the 
1952  price. level.  Many  of  our  theorists 
forget  that  we  must  maintain  our  pro- 
duction and  price  level  if  we  are  to  retain 
the  $291  billion  of  national  income. 


If  we  permit  a  10 -percent  drop  in  our 
price  level,  we  will  lose  $29  billion  of 
Income.  In  like  manner,  if  we  lose  10 
percent  of  our  production  we  will  also 
lose  $29  billion  of  income.  Our  first  step 
then  in  maintaining  a  prosperous  and 
solvent  United  States  is  to  maintain  both 
our  production  and  our  price  level. 

In  the  year  1952  we  spent  about  96 
percent  of  our  Income  in  supporting  our 
domestic  economy  and  about  4  percent 
was  used  to  buy  products  imported  from 
the  rest  of  the  world.  There  has  been 
a  lot  of  propaganda  during  the  past  6 
months  to  initiate  a  program  of  trade, 
not  aid.  to  help  the  rest  of  the  world. 
Under  this  program  our  tariffs  are  to  be 
reduced  so  as  to  make  room  for  cheap 
imports  from  other  nations. 

Let  us  examine  this  type  of  program. 
I  have  pointed  out  that  96  percent  of  our 
Income  in  1952  was  utilized  in  the  do- 
mestic market  and  4  percent  to  buy 
imports.  If  we  expand  our  domestic  pro- 
duction 10  percent,  we  affect  96  percent 
of  our  national  income.  If  we  expand 
our  Imports  10  percent,  we  affect  an  ex- 
pansion of  only  4  percent  of  our  na- 
tional Income.  Stated  in  another  way. 
the  ratio  of  our  economy  in  terms  of  do- 
mestic trade  and  foreign  trade  is  24  to  1 
in  favor  of  domestic  expansion. 

Expansion  of  our  domestic  production 
and  Income  will  automatically  Increase 
our  needs  for  more  Imports  of  materials 
in  short  supply.  This  is  not  true  of  an 
expansion  in  our  Imports  of  cheap  ma- 
terials. Expansion  of  our  imports  could 
easily  break  down  our  price  level  10  per- 
cent, if  these  imports  are  permitted  to 
come  in  below  our  American  cost  leveL 
If  such  a  reduction  in  our  price  took 
place  we  would  lose  $29  billion  or  far 
more  than  any  possible  benefit  we  could 
obtain  through  the  expansion  in  imports. 

In  my  opinion  we  have  no  right  to 
force  any  American  producer  to  go  out 
of  business  because  of  imports  produced 
with  a  lower  wage  level  and  a  lower  tax 
level.  In  helping  the  world  in  the  past, 
we  have  brought  about  $270  billion  of 
national  debt.  At  the  present  time  the 
American  producer  has  to  pay  approxi- 
mately 25  percent  of  the  national  in- 
come to  the  Federal  Treasury.  Pro- 
ducers in  other  lands  do  not  have  to 
support  the  costs  of  our  Government. 

For  example,  here  is  an  Illustration. 
Companies  producing  aluminum  have  to 
pay  6  cents  per  pound  to  the  Federal 
Government  in  taxes  for  the  privilege 
of  producing  in  the  United  States.  In 
all  fairness  to  these  producers,  an  im- 
port fee  or  excise  tax  of  6  cents  per 
pound  is  merely  a  matter  of  equity  and 
fair  treatment  for  our  own  source  of 
production  and  Income. 

Our  American  economy  has  had  in- 
direct price  supports  since  its  begin- 
ning, the  first  session  of  Congress  hav- 
ing passed  a  tariff  act  bs  a  source  of 
Federal  revenue  and  as  a  protection 
against  exploitation  of  our  markets. 
Free  trade  in  addition  to  meaning  a  loss 
of  revenue  from  Import  fees  also  means 
to  remove  all  protection  for  our  price 
level. 

Tlie  effect  of  such  a  step  should  be 
self-evident.  The  United  Nations  re- 
leased a  report  which  states  that  tho 
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annual  income  of  two-thirds  of  the 
world's  population  is  $200  per  capita. 
Free  trade  would  mean  that  our  price 
level  would  have  to  be  determined  by 
the  average  buying  power  of  the  rest  of 
the  world. 

In  the  United  States  the  average  in- 
dustrial wage  is  sufficient  to  make  each 
worker  a  potential  buyer  of  an  automo- 
bile. Two-thirds  of  the  world's  popu- 
lation with  an  average  annual  income  of 
$200  cannot  pay  the  operating  costs  of 
driving  the  automobile  if  we  give  them 
one  as  a  gift. 

It  has  long  been  recognized  that  the 
rest  of  the  world  has  been  short  of  food. 
Ffee  trade  would  mean  the  flow  of  food 
to  the  United  States,  forcing  other  na- 
tions to  do  without.  Instead  of  help- 
ing them  we  would  force  them  to  starve 
while  our  own  producer  would  have  to 
suffer  lower  prices.  Lower  prices  in  the 
United  States  would  mean  national 
bankruptcy  and  this  in  turn  would  de- 
stroy the  only  remaining  foimdation  for 
world  recovery. 

Another  factor  we  must  remember  in 
addition  to  our  national  debt  is  our  pri- 
vate debt.  Domestic  producers  have 
had  to  buy  and  use  materials  on  an 
American  wage  and  cost  level.  These 
materials  have  been  used  in  expanding 
our  factories,  farms,  and  mines.  Yes, 
these  costs  have  also  gone  into  homes, 
the  mortgage  in  many  cases  underwrit- 
ten by  the  Government. 

In  1939,  our  total  public  and  private 
debt  was  $185  billion.  In  1952,  this  total 
reached  $540  billion.  This  debt  cannot 
be  repaid  out  of  a  price  level  determined 
by  slave  labor  In  many  nations  of  the 
world. 

Unless  we  wish  to  have  our  Nation  go 
into  an  economic  collapse  we  must  rec- 
ognize realities.  Free  trade  will  destroy 
our  price  level.  We  must,  therefore, 
find  some  other  solution  and  I  feel  that 
we  can  find  an  answer  to  our  trade  with 
other  nations  while  at  the  same  time 
protecting  our  own  producer  and,  of 
greater  importance,  our  national  income. 
The  answer  to  our  trade  problem  is 
equity  of  trade.  We  should  at  all  times 
stand  ready  to  pay  the  world  a  compara- 
tive price  for  imports  which  we  need  to 
supplement  our  own  economy. 

For  example.  Congress  in  1948  passed 
the  Sugar  Act.  Under  this  act.  through 
quotas  and  duties  we  protect  our  domes- 
tic sugar  producer  and  at  the  same  time 
we  permit  sugar  imports,  equal  to  about 
70  percent  of  our  needs  to  come  in  from 
other  nations  at  a  fair  price  to  them. 

Wool  could  be  used  in  a  similar  illus- 
tration. We  import  about  70  percent  of 
our  requirements.  Assimiing  that  60 
cents  per  pound  is  the  American  cost 
level,  no  wool  should  be  permitted  to 
come  in  for  less  than  60  cents.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  should  be  willing  to  pay 
a  comparable  price  for  imported  wool, 
thus  creating  the  dollar  exchange  for 
other  nations  to  buy  an  equivalent 
amount  of  our  goods. 

As  a  Member  of  Congress,  I  have  taken 
an  oath  to  protect  the  welfare  of  the 
American  people.  I  do  not  feel  that  I 
have  the  right  to  permit  the  passage  of 
legislation  n^ch  will  destroy  some 
American  industry  and  thus  create  a 
market  for  imports  from  nations  with  a 
low  wage  and  cost  level.    To  me  these 


little  producers  have  a  right  to  protec- 
tion and  if  permitted  to  continue  they 
may  some  day  be  large  industries.  Under 
free  trade  we  would  automatically  set  the 
stage  for  a  few  large  industries  to  take 
advantage  of  their  position  in  world 
markets,  while  the  many  small  busi- 
nesses in  the  United  States  would  be 
forced  to  close. 

Our  Income  depends  upon  two  factors, 
production  and  price.  Displacement  of 
our  production  through  imports  or  the 
breaking  down  of  our  price  level  will 
mean  a  loss  of  national  income  and  in 
turn  a  bankrupt  nation.  I.  as  a  Member 
of  Congress  am  not  going  to  vote  for  leg- 
islation which  will  destroy  our  income 
and  our  economy. 

THB    ACUCT7LTURAL    INBtTSTBT 

The  drop  in  farm  prices  has  again  sent 
fear  through  our  agricultural  sections. 
It  should  send  fear  into  the  hearts  of 
every  American.  Constant  falling  farm 
prices  indicate  that  we  are  again  head- 
ing into  a  depression.  Let  us  not  shut 
our  eyes  to  that  fact. 

The  Members  of  Congress  should  be 
asking  themselves  the  question.  Can  we 
stand  another  depression  and  win  the 
battle  against  communistic  aggression? 
I  think  most  of  you  will  say  we  cannot 
permit  it  to  happen.  But  it  is  happening 
in  the  same  way  that  we  had  a  depres- 
sion in  1920.  In  1929,  in  1938.  and  in  1949. 
What  prevents  us  from  taking  the  steps 
to  prevent  this  recurrence  of  low  farm 
prices? 

In  my  opinion.  It  is  the  lack  of  under- 
standing on  the  part  of  society.  The 
citizens  of  this  great  Nation  and  many 
of  our  business  leaders  do  not  realize  the 
importance  of  agriculture.  Let  me 
briefly  point  out  to  you  the  real  meaning 
of  this  drop  in  farm  prices. 

On  January  1,  1952,  the  agricultural 
Industry  had  a  capital  investment  of 
$168  billion.  This  total  is  approximate- 
ly four  times  the  capital  Investment  in 
our  railroads,  our  steel  industry  and  our 
automobile  industry.  In  spite  of  this 
huge  capital  investment  our  business 
leaders  do  not  look  upon  agriculture  as 
an  industry.  Therefore,  they  are  unwill- 
ing to  concede  that  the  agricultural  in- 
dustry in  order  to  operate  efficiently  and 
to  expand  as  a  foundation  for  the  future 
growth  of  the  United  States  must  have  a 
price  for  its  production  which  will  per- 
mit it  to  operate  with  the  same  profit 
which  other  industries  expect  as  their 
natural  right. 

Since  the  1938  Farm  Act  was  written, 
the  price  which  the  farmer  is  entitled  to 
receive  has  been  designated  by  Congress 
as    parity.     Parity    in    business    terms 
means   the   cost   of   production   plus   a 
profit  which  is  equal  to  the  average  of 
all  other  Industries  In  the  United  States. 
Opposition  to  such  legislation  has  been 
widespread  and  again  I  wish  to  state  it  is 
due  to  lack  of  understanding.     If  society 
realized  that  parity  prices  for  our  agri- 
cultural production  is  a  must  in  any  pro- 
gram of  prosperity  and  economic  expan- 
sion and  that  farm  income  is  the  founda- 
tion  which   supports   and   protects  the 
markets  for  our  industrial   production 
and  the  wages  of  our  workers,  this  oppo- 
sition would  vanish. 

Briefly  here  are  the  facts.    The  agri- 
cultural industry  is  our  basic  industry 


and  our  agricultural  production  times 
our  agricultural  price  level  is  the  source 
of  our  national  income.  For  the  past  30 
years  each  $1  of  groes  farm  production 
has  resulted  in  $7  of  national  income. 
To  be  exact,  in  the  period  1929  to  1952. 
inclusive,  the  ratio  has  been  $7.06  of 
national  income  for  each  $1  of  gross 
farm  income.  The  ratio  is  irrefutable 
and  unless  we  recognize  its  importance, 
we  will  fail  to  take  the  steps  to  prevent 
another  depression. 

Our  business  leaders  in  discussing  the 
drop  in  farm  prices  do  not  realize  that 
our  national  income  is  going  to  drop  $7 
for  each  $1  that  farm  income  has  fallen 
off.  Because  of  this  seven  times  turn  of 
gross  farm  income  into  national  income, 
we  must  stop  thinking  in  terms  of  the 
costs  of  farm  price  supports.  We  should 
be  thinking  of  the  loss  the  Nation  will 
suffer. 

Let  me  Illustrate.  In  the  period 
1930-41.  because  the  United  States  did 
not  maintain  the  1929  farm  price  level, 
we  took  a  loss  of  over  $500  billion  of  na- 
tional income. 

In  1948-49.  we  had  what  some  folks 
call  a  recession.  The  record  reveals  that 
the  United  States  lost  $20  billion  of  in- 
come which  we  would  have  had  if  1948 
farm  prices  had  prevailed.  The  record 
Is  clear  in  its  proof  of  this  loss.  In  the 
last  quarter  of  1948  our  level  of  national 
Income  was  $234.3  billion.  By  the  last 
quarter  of  1949  it  had  dropped  to  $214.2 
billion. 

The  loss  was  entirely  due  to  the  drop 
In  farm  income  of  about  $3  billion.  The 
wage  level  of  our  industrial  workers  from 
1948  to  1949  was  raised  5  cents  per  hour. 
Therefore,  the  loss  cannot  be  blamed  on 
lower  wages.  In  spite  of  this  raise  of  5 
cents  per  hour  labor  had  to  take  its  cut. 
The  cut  came  in  a  drop  In  our  Industrial 
payrolls.  Enough  men  had  to  be  laid  off 
either  entirely  or  part  time  to  make  the 
adjustment  to  meet  the  drop  in  national 
income  of  $20  billion. 

Our  total  industrial  production  In  1949 
was  cut  back  9  percent  below  the  1948 
level  and  this  in  terms  of  1948  national 
income  was  equal  to  $20  billion.  The 
amazing  thing  about  it  all  is  that  our 
economists  in  Government  and  business 
have  failed  to  mention  this  loss  of  $20 
billion  and  called  it  a  slight  recession. 

Of  interest  to  me  is  the  comment  of 
eastern  newspapers  regarding  the  drop 
in  cattle  prices.  They  hail  the  drop  with 
delight  and  think  in  terms  of  cheap 
meat.  They  fail  to  realize  that  the  loss 
in  gross  farm  income  as  a  result  of  lower 
cattle  prices  will  force  a  loss  of  seven 
times  that  amount  in  national  income. 
Yes.  It  may  be  the  first  step  Into  another 
depre.ssion.  a  depression  that  may  exceed 
the  terrible  conditions  of  unemployment 
which  we  experienced  in  the  thirties. 

What  can  Congress  do  to  prevent  a  de- 
pression? We  can  take  steps  to  restore 
our  farm-price  structure  and  stop  this 
unnecessary  danger  of  economic  collapse. 
We  can  demand  that  those  who  admin- 
ister our  farm  program  take  the  positive 
steps  which  need  to  be  taken  to  not  only 
make  the  90-percent  price  supports  ef- 
fective but  In  addition  to  yield  100  per- 
cent and  thus  restore  the  foundation  for 
the  national  income  we  will  need  to  bal- 
ance the  budget  and  meet  our  obliga- 
tions. 
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The  first  step  in  getting  the  proper 
administration  in  my  opinion  is  to  de- 
mand a  full-fledged  investigation  of  the 
cost  of  living.  The  unwarranted  cry  of 
high-living  costs  cannot  be  substan- 
tiated. 

In  1939  the  American  public  spent  21.8 
percent  of  its  income  for  food.  The  per- 
centage of  national  income  spent  for  food 
in  1951  and  1952  was  also  21.8  percent. 
The  point  I  wish  to  drive  home  is  that  in 
the  turn  of  farm  income  into  national 
income,  the  cost  of  living  does  not  de- 
crease when  farm  prices  drop.  It  is  true 
that  those  who  retain  their  Jobs  in  a  de- 
pression have  a  lower  living  cost  for  food 
and  other  items.  But,  if  they  had  to 
pay  the  taxes  to  keep  those  who  are  dis- 
employed  as  the  result  of  lower  farm 
prices  they  would  have  an  increase  in 
their  cost  of  living.  For  example,  in  1932 
with  farm  prices  at  their  low  point  since 
1929.  it  required  27  percent  of  the  na- 
tional income  to  pay  the  food  bill  in  the 
United  States. 

The  second  reason  why  an  investiga- 
tion to  explode  this  fallacy  of  high  costs 
of  living  is  necessary,  is  to  head  off  a 
move  to  bring  in  cheap  products  from 
other  nations.  Our  economists  talk 
about  these  cheap  Imports  in  terms  of 
efficiency  of  foreign  producers  when  in 
fact  it  is  the  results  of  low  wages  and 
lower  taxes. 

The  American  farmer  is  the  most  effi- 
cient in  terms  of  per  man  production  in 
the  entire  world.  Because  of  his  effi- 
ciency the  American  people  need  spend 
only  21.8  percent  of  their  income  for  food 
as  compared  to  70  percent  in  Europe  and 
over  90  percent  in  India  and  China. 

The  facts  are  that  because  of  this  low 
food  cost  in  the  United  States  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  about  78  percent  of 
their  income  to  .spend  for  cars,  radios, 
television,  vacations  and  those  things 
which  make  up  our  American  standard 
of  living.  The  people  of  other  nations 
are  lucky  if  the}'  have  enough  left  to 
buy  a  bicycle. 

To  illustrate  the  efficiency  of  the 
American  farmer  let  me  make  this  point. 
Since  1929  the  per  man  production  of 
the  average  worker  in  the  agricultural 
industry  has  exceeded  that  of  the  aver- 
age industrial  worker  with  the  advan- 
tage of  management  and  mass  produc- 
tion. 

It  is  lucky  for  all  of  us  that  this  has 
been  the  case.  Over  70  percent  of  all 
poods  sold  at  retail  are  made  up  of  food, 
beverage,  shoes,  clothing  and  tobacco. 
It  follows  that  70  jjercent  of  all  labor  in 
the  United  States  is  engaged  in  produc- 
ing, processing  and  distributing  farm 
products.  To  reduce  farm  prices  means 
to  reduce  directly  the  dollar  income  of 
every  step  in  the  movement  of  farm 
products  throxxgh  oiu-  economy. 

Farm  price  supports  are  in  reality  a 
support  for  our  national  Income  and  a 
support  for  the  future  growth  of  our 
economy.  We  cannot  expand  to  any 
greater  extent  than  the  foundation  built 
for  expansion  by  the  agricultural  indus- 
try. 

In  denying  the  farmer  a  parity  price 
for  his  producti(m,  we  deny  ourselves 
the  national  inccme  we  need  for  pros- 
perity and  economic  growth.  Once  that 
message  is  driven  home,  we  will  be  glad 
to  spend  a  few  dollars  to  protect  our 


entire  Nation  against  economic  collapse. 
It  is  time  to  face  realities  before  it  is 
too  late. 

OTTB   flBCAI.   POLICIZ8 

As  a  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  I  would  like  to  make  a  few 
comments  upon  our  fiscal  policies.  Dur- 
ing the  1952  political  campaign,  the  Re- 
publican Party  promised  the  people,  that 
if  elected,  we  would  balance  the  budget 
and  bring  about  tax  reduction. 

The  matter  of  balancing  the  budget 
can  be  set  out  in  very  simple  terms. 
We  must  cut  back  appropriations  to  meet 
the  tax  revenue  or  we  must  increase  the 
tax  revenue  to  meet  the  appropriations. 

I  am  concerned,  however,  with  the 
economic  factors  which  enter  into  the 
problem  of  having  a  sound  fiscal  policy. 
In  the  year  1952  we  had  a  national  in- 
come of  $291  billion.  The  Federal  reve- 
nue rr  presented  about  25  percent  of  this 
total. 

Tax  levies,  in  many  cases,  are  at  a  very 
high  level  and  there  is  not  much  incen- 
tive left  for  many  of  our  corporations 
to  expand  their  dollar  volume.  7<Aany 
corporations  have  had  a  reduction  in 
their  net  income,  or  income  after  taxes, 
even  though  their  volume  of  production 
has  increased  since  1950. 

The  problem  that  I  want  to  call  to 
your  attention  is  the  matter  of  national 
income.  My  committee  is  meeting  day 
after  day  discussing  various  appropria- 
tions. Supposing  that  after  a  few 
months  we  agree  on  total  appropriations, 
what  assurance  do  you  and  I  have  that 
the  money  will  be  available? 

Let  us  assume  that  durinc^  the  next 
12  months  the  price  level  for  our  pro- 
duction falls  off  20  percent.  This  will 
mean  a  drop  of  $58  billion  in  national 
income.  On  the  basis  of  tax  levies  repre- 
senting 25  percent  of  the  national  in- 
come this  would  mean  a  loss  of  $14.5 
billion  in  tax  revenue.  Our  supposedly 
balanced  budget  would  vanish  in  thin 
air. 

Due  to  the  fact  that  most  of  our  tax 
revenue  depends  upon  income,  a  drop 
of  $58  billion  in  our  national  Income 
would  mean  a  mucli  greater  loss  than 
$14.5  billion  as  losses  are  deducted  from 
operating  income. 

Since  1946,  we  have  had  an  increase 
of  approximately  $130  billion  la  our  pri- 
vate debt.  This  debt  was  created  in  the 
expansion  of  our  productive  economy. 
Some  money  was  spent  in  building  fac- 
tories at  an  American  cost  level  for  wages 
and  materials.  Other  stims  were  spent 
for  farm  buildings,  farm  equipment,  fac- 
tory equipment,  homes,  and  Government 
construction. 

The  cost  of  this  borrowed  capital  must 
be  met  out  of  income  and  in  the  event 
that  our  price  level  dropped  20  percent, 
this  cost  would  have  to  be  met  out  of  a 
reduced  income  and  the  loss  to  our  Fed- 
eral Treasury  would  pyramid. 

In  case  of  a  price  drop,  we  would  have 
unemployment  and  the  Government 
would  have  to  pay  imemployment  com- 
pensation out  of  an  empty  Treastiry. 
The  Government  has  gviaranteed  the 
repayment  of  billions  of  dollars  of  hous- 
ing loans.  These  loans  will  have  to  be 
guaranteed  out  of  an  empty  Treasury. 
The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  these 
past  obligations  will  add  to  the  deficit 


brought  about  by  the  drop  In  our  price 
level  and  the  loss  of  national  income. 

Of  course,  we  can  assimie  that  the 
price  drop  will  not  come.  But  what  as- 
surance have  you  and  I,  as  Members  of 
Congress,  that  the  price  drop  will  not 
take  place?  The  answer  is  none  unless 
we  take  the  steps  to  stabilize  our  prices 
at  a  level  which  will  assure  the  continua- 
tion of  the  $291  billion  of  national 
income. 

In  the  period  from  March  1951  to  the 
present,  the  price  of  35  leading  raw  ma- 
terials— Associated  Press  Index.  1926,  as 
100 — has  dropp>ed  17  percent.  What  as- 
siu-ance  have  we  that  it  will  not  drop 
anof^ei  17  percent  in  the  next  2  years? 
We  have  none. 

Our  situation  as  representatives  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  forces  us 
to  answer  this  question.  How  can  we  talk 
about  balancing  the  budget  or  reducing 
the  taxes  when  we  do  not  have  the 
slightest  idea  of  what  our  national  in- 
come is  going  to  be  12  months  fiom  now? 
Are  we  not  just  as  helpless  as  babes  in 
the  woods? 

What  can  we  do  about  it?  is  the  next 
question.  Article  I,  section  8,  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  gives 
Congress  the  right  to  coin  money,  regu- 
late the  value  thereof  and  to  regulate 
foreign  and  domestic  commerce.  The 
matter  of  our  price  level  falls  directly 
into  the  problem  of  regulating  dollar 
values.  We  cannot  have  a  stable  dollar 
unless  we  have  price  stability. 

Our  first  step  in  balancing  the  budget 
should  be  price  stabilization  as  an  assur- 
ance that  we  will  have  the  income  upon 
which  to  levy  the  taxes  we  need.  There 
is  no  question  about  our  ability  to  pro- 
duce and  if  we  take  the  steps  to  stabi- 
lize our  price  level  there  need  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  income  we  can  create  by  otir 
production. 

What  steps  can  we  take?  We  can 
through  price  supports,  patterned  after 
the  price  supports  for  agriculture  sta- 
bilize our  price  level  for  basic  raw  mate- 
rials from  our  farms  and  mines  at  the 
American  cost  level.  This  in  turn  will 
support  the  national  income  and  the 
market  for  our  production  and  support 
the  price  of  these  raw  materials  at  the 
proper  level  as  they  move  through  our 
economic  cycle  to  the  consumer  level. 

These  price  supports  should  be  looked 
upon  as  a  support  of  our  national  Income 
and  as  the  support  for  our  fiscal  policies. 

You  have  the  right  to  ask.  What  will 
it  cost?  Supposing  a  program  of  stabi- 
lizing our  raw-material  prices  brought 
about  a  loss  of  $3  billion  a  year?  To 
charge  this  off  against  a  national  income 
of  $291  billion  would  still  leave  us  with 
$288  billion  of  national  income. 

The  next  question  which  I  would  like 
to  ask  is.  Would  it  not  be  good  business 
to  spend  $3  billion  to  protect  ourselves 
against  loss  of  the  $58  billion  I  have  men- 
tioned or  against  ^  loss  of  $150  billion 
of  national  income  if  we  should  fall  back 
to  1939  price  levels? 

Our  experience  with  farm-price  sup- 
ports would  indicate  that  the  cost  is 
small,  indeed,  compared  to  the  benefit* 
we  would  receive. 

If  we  as  a  nation  can  appropriate 
$50  bilUon  a  year  in  military  equipment 
to  protect  us  against  a  possible  war,  why 
should  we  argue  about  an  economic  step 
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which  will  assure  us  of  the  Income  with 
which  to  pay  for  the  war  materials  and 
at  the  same  time  protect  us  against  the 
economic  collapse  that  would  destroy  our 
ability  to  defend  ourselves? 

Finally.  I  want  to  repeat,  at  the  pres- 
ent time  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  no  assiutince  that  we  will 
continue  to  have  the  present  price  and 
income  level.  In  fact,  there  are  many 
indications  today  which  indicate  that  we 
are  headed  for  lower  prices. 

Should  lower  prices  force  our  income 
downward,  all  our  glib  promises  of  a  bal- 
anced budget  will  not  be  met.  We  will 
have  less  taxes,  but  the  reduction  will 
come  about  through  inability  to  pay 
rather  than  a  lower  tax  levy. 


SPEinAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  HOSMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  10 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 


AMENDMENT    TO    FEDERAL    FOOD, 
DRUG.  AND  COSMETIC  ACT 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  iinanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Nebraska? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.     Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  have  introduced  a  bill  today  which  I 
am  quite  certain  will  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  every  person  affected.    The  bill 
would  amend  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  in  respect  to  pesticides. 
At  present,  the  law  is  quife  hazy  and 
cumbersome.     It  does  not  protect  the 
health  of  the  people  as  it  was  designed  to 
do,  but  places  a  millstone  around  the 
neck  of  industry  whether  it  be  farming, 
or  manufacturing.     During  the  last  3 
months  I  have  held  numerous  confer- 
ences with  representatives  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  the  chemical 
industry  and  the  manufacturing  indus- 
try.   The  outcome  of  these  meetings  is 
the  bill  which  I  have  introduced. 

During  the  82d  Congress,  I  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Select  Committee  To  Investi- 
gate the  Use  of  Chemicals  in  Food.  The 
hearings  and  investigations  confirmed 
my  opinion  that  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  needed  to  be  changed. 
First  of  all,  the  act  can  be  broken  into 
three  separate  sections — food,  pesticides, 
and  cosmetics.  I  feel  it  is  very  necessary 
to  offer  three  amendments  making  these 
three  sections  and  and  have  found  the 
pesticide-section  amendment  should  be 
offered  first  so  it  can  be  used  as  a  model 
for  the  other  two. 

All  of  the  people  connected  with  pesti- 
cides, from  the  manufacturer  to  the  con- 
sumer, have  been  contacted  so  they  could 
present  their  views.  I  have  drafted  a  bill 
which  meets  with  the  approval  of  all. 
They  have  assured  me  that  the  bill  will 


adequately  cover  each  aspect  and  duly 
protect  the  health  of  the  people. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  REGISTERS 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  yesterday  it  was  announced  by 
Mr.  Philip  Young,  new  Chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  that  eligibility 
lists  for  1,700  postmaster  jobs  have  been 
discarded  and  that  new  examinations 
were  scheduled.  This  announcement  hus 
the  effect  of  breaking  two  campaign 
promises  v;ith  a  single  blow. 

Mr.  Young's  announcement  to  discard 
civil -service  registers  comes  only  a  few 
days  after  taking  his  oath  of  oCBce.  The 
result  of  his  decision  will  cost  the  tax- 
payers $200,000  or  more  for  the  new  ex- 
aminations. In  some  cases,  it  required  a 
year  for  the  civil-service  examiners  to 
complete  their  work.  To  throw  out  1.700 
registers  is  not  the  economy  that  the 
American  people  have  been  promised.  It 
is  spoils  system  politics  and  a  step  toward 
breaking  cown  civil-service  system. 

Mr.  Young  and  the  administration 
cannot  escape  blame  for  this  unwise  de- 
cision. Af,'ain,  all  the  rosy  promises  are 
disappearing  into  the  air.  This  time 
it  is  on  civil  service  and  again  on  econ- 
omy. 

On  this  matter  I  have  no  interest 
whatever  in  party  politics.  Our  Repub- 
lican friends  will  soon  learn  that  this 
type  of  political  patronage  does  not  make 
political  friends.  My  concern  is  for 
good  government  and  to  protect  and 
strengthen  the  merit  system  and  to  stop 
this  kind  of  wasteful  spending. 

I  believe  the  civil-service  system  needs 
improvement.  The  administration  is  en- 
titled to  have  and  to  control  all  policy- 
making jobs.  But  where  is  the  line  to  be 
drawn?  Is  the  civil -service  system  to  be 
wrecked  under  the  guise  of  improving  it? 

I  am  sure  the  people  do  not  want  a  i^- 
turn  to  spoils  system  politics.  I  am 
equally  sure  they  want  to  stop  the  in- 
efficiency and  waste  which  results  from 
the  action  Mr.  Young  has  taken. 


RECONSTRUCTION  FINANCE 
CORPORATION 

Mr.  ELIJOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address*  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 

There  wtis  no  objection. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to 
protest,  with  all  the  vigor  I  possess, 
against  the  arrangement  entered  into  a 
day  or  two  ago  by  the  leaders  of  this 
administration  to  kill  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation. 

This  is  the  first  public  criticism  I  have 
made  of  the  new  administration.  It  has 
been  my  feeling  that  in  a  spirit  of  fair- 
ness, it  should  be  allowed  to  fashion  its 
policies  w:«iiout  continual  harrassment 
about    minor    matters.    And,    I   might 


state  that  I  will  continue  to  follow  that 
coiu-se.  However.  I  will  not  follow  it  to 
the  point  of  seeing  the  destruction  of 
the  policies  and  programs  of  this  Gov- 
ernment designed  to  aid  and  benefit  the 
average  people  of  America.  The  de- 
struction of  a  great  program  may  be 
brought  by  a  policy  of  neglect,  or  a 
policy  of  boring  from  within,  or  by  direct 
assault.  If  it  be  the  purpose  of  this 
administration  to  abolish  RFC.  I  hope 
it  will  adopt  the  method  of  the  direct 
assault  so  that  the  American  people  may 
be  informed  of  the  trend  of  thinking  of 
those  who  mutilate  the  body. 

In  this  particular  field,  the  cat  is  out 
of  the  bag.  The  administration  has 
made  its  objective  clear.  It  is  appar- 
ently w  lling  to  substitute  high  interest 
rates  and  hard  terms  for  the  fairly 
liberal  lending  policy,  through  which 
RFC  accomplished  its  good  over  the 
period  of  Its  21  years. 

To  me  it  Is  un£hlnkable  that  this  ad- 
ministration would  kill,  or  even  cripple, 
an  agency  that  has  done  so  much  to 
strengthen  the  fabric  of  our  free-enter- 
pri.<^e  system. 

Not  only  has  the  RFC  not  cost  the 
American  taxpayer  any  money,  but  in- 
stead, according  to  Its  chairman.  Mr. 
McDonald,  it  has  earned  for  him  nearly 
$1  billion. 

I  do  not  believe  the  American  public 
will  welcome  this  proposed  action  as 
being  good  business  on  the  part  of  the 
"bu-siness"  administration  which  was 
promised  them. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  YATES  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15  min- 
utes on  Monday  next,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  special  order 
granted  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Pat  man!  for  today  be  transferred 
to  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Arends).  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RODINO  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15  min- 
utes on  Monday  next,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  LANHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  today  for  15  minutes,  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  PERKINS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  10 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  STAGGERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 
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IMPORTATION  OF  GLASSWARE  AND 

REsn:>nAL  oil 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
coming  to  Congresii  I  have  made  several 
speeches  about  the  importation  of  cheap 
glassware,  urging  its  stoppage  or.  at 
least.  Its  severe  curtailment.  I  have  had 
assurance  by  the  House  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  previous  Congresses  that 
this  would  be  donii.  but  as  yet  nothing 
has.  It  has  now  come  to  the  point  where 
something  will  have  to  be  done  for  the 
protection  of  the  glass  industry  and  its 
workers  in  this  Nation. 

I  am  calling  on  this  committee  again 
to  take  steps  to  step  the  importation  of 
this  cheap  glass.  Glassmaklng  is  one 
of  the  oldest  and  finest  industries  of 
America,  and  it  should  be  preserved  and 
protected.  The  only  way  to  do  it  is  to 
stop  flooding  our  counUy  with  cheap 
glassware  made  in  other  nations. 

While  we  are  on  the  subject  of  im- 
portation, I  want  to  remind  this  body 
that  for  the  past  2  years  I  have  spoken 
against  the  importation  of  cheap  residual 
fuel  oU  hito  the  United  States.  This  Is 
doing  a  vast  amount  of  damage  to  our 
own  coal  industry  and  is  putting  many 
of  our  people  out  of  work.  In  my  own 
Second  District  of  West  Virginia,  and 
generally  throughout  the  Nation  where 
the  coal  industry  is  one  of  the  most  active 
industries,  the  situation  is  criticaL 

As  the  result  of  selfish  and  greedy 
actions  on  the  part  of  2  or  3  large 
oil  companies  whose  profits  are  tre- 
mendous from  the  importation  of  cheap 
residual  oil.  miners  are  laid  off  work  and 
their  families  are  suffering  from  lack  of 
food,  shelter,  and  clothing.  From  coal 
springs  most  of  our  defense  productions. 
If  mines  are  in  real  danger,  you  can  rest 
assured  the  economy  of  the  Nation  will 
be  In  Jeopardy. 

I  feel  it  is  high  time  this  activity  is 
stopped.  This  matter  is  so  vital.  I  be- 
lieve something  miist  be  done  now.  If 
it  is  not  done.  pers<3nally  I  feel  I  will  be 
forced — in  the  best  Interest  of  the  worthy 
people  of  my  district  and  State — to  vote 
against  the  whole  reciprocal  trade  pro- 
gram, with  the  hope  that  it  will  be  voted 
down  completely  and  returned  to  com- 
mittee, so  that  the  committee  will  be 
forced  to  bring  forth  something  for  the 
protection  of  the  coal  miners  and  glass- 
workers.  I  feel  we  are  in  desperate  need 
of  a  good,  workable  reciprocal  trade  pro- 
gram and  believe  it  is  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  our  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee to  make  tlie  necessary  adjust- 
ments. I  am  appealing  to  this  commit- 
tee in  behalf  of  the  segment  of  several 
hundred  thousandfi  of  coal  miners  and 
glass  workers  and  their  families,  making 
up  a  bloc  of  several  millions.  This  is  a 
vital  segment  of  American  society  and 
one  of  the  basic  foundations  of  our  real 
industrial  empire. 

We  have  an  escape  clause  and  I  be- 
lieve this  should- l)e  put  into  effect  by 
the  proper  agency.    The  Tariff  Com- 


mission has  constantly  refused  to  do  so 
or  take  Into  consideration  any  damage. 
It  has  now  come  to  a  point  where  Con- 
gress must  do  something.  Believe  me,  I 
shall  do  evenrthing  within  my  power  to 
expand  world  trade  on  a  sound  basis, 
but  I  am  opposed  to  Importing  unem- 
ployment and  starvation  wages,  and  in 
order  to  avoid  this  we  must  have  a 
workable  escape  clause. 


GOVERNMENT  SPENDINQ 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  press,  as  often  happens,  is 
somewhat  confusing.  It  is  difBcult  for 
the  average  individual,  such  as  is  the 
Member  from  the  4th  District  of  Michi- 
gan, to  learn  Just  what  is  going  on. 

Yesterday  I  noticed  on  the  front  page 
of  one  of  the  Washington  papers  the 
statement  that  Chrysler  was  reducing 
the  price  of  automobiles.  Other  infor- 
mation coming  out  of  Detroit,  the  auto- 
mobile center  of  the  world,  indicates 
that  other  dealers  are  having  trouble 
selling  their  cars.  That  would  seem  to 
indicate  that  the  individual  has  less  piu:- 
chasing  power  than  he  had  last  falL 

Then  this  morning — it  was  this  morn- 
ing or  last  night — there  was  a  statement 
in  the  press  that  Mr.  Lodge  our  man  in 
the  U.  N.  was  to  have  built  for  his  use  a 
$300,000  home  in  New  York  so  he  would 
be  handy  to  U.  N. 

I  wonder  if  Uncle  Sam  has  more 
dollars  to  spend  than  has  the  taxpayers. 
Whether  with  spending  $300,000  for  a 
home  for  our  U.  N.  representative  will 
help  lower  taxes  and  balance  the  budget. 
If  he  keeps  on  spending.  I  wonder  if  my 
friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  jAviTsl  would  tell  me  if  ever  the 
taxpayers  are  going  "broke." 

When  I  came  down  here  I  made  the 
mistake  of  thinking  the  Government 
would  be  "busted"  if  it  continued  to 
spend  more  than  its  income.  Then  I 
found  I  was  mistaken  about  that.  That 
as  long  as  the  taxpayer  has  a  nickel  in 
his  pocket  Uncle  Sam  is  all  right,  because 
we  can  Just  reach  in  and  take  it  out  and 
continue  to  tax  and  spend  until  the  tax- 
payer goes  "broke." 


OVERSEAS  INVESTMENT  AND 
TRADE 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [ISs.  MkadebI  is 
recognized  for  40  minutes. 

Mr.  MEIADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remain  and  Include  extraneous 
matter.         

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  MEADER  Mr.  Speaker,  yester- 
day I  introduced  a  bill.  H.  R.  4199.  to 


establish  a  Commission  on  Overseas  In- 
vestment and  Trade.  This  is  offered  as 
a  constructive,  concrete  step  in  further- 
ing the  program  of  trade,  not  aid. 

The  14-man  bipartisan  Commission  is 
patterned  after  the  Hoover  Commission 
and  is  composed  of  6  members  from  pri- 
vate life,  and  4  from  the  executive 
brapch  of  the  Government  appointed  by 
the  President.  2  Members  of  the  Senate 
appointed  by  the  Vice  President,  and  2 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives appointed  by  the  Speaker. 

The  duty  of  the  Commission  is  to 
study  the  restrictions,  hazards,  and  im- 
pediments inhibiting  overseas  invest- 
ment, trade,  and  commerce  and  to  rec- 
ommend to  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress specific  programs  calculated  to 
eliminate  or  minimize  such  trade  and 
investment  barriers. 

The  objective  of  the  study  is  to  create 
a  climate  in  which  the  natural  forces  of 
the  free  enterprise  sjrstem  can  operate 
unhampered  to  promote  productivity, 
internal  stability,  a  higher  standard  of 
living,  and  a  greater  capacity  to  resist 
aggression  in  the  free  countries  of  the 
world. 

The  bill,  which  is  quite  brief,  reads  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

raroiNOs  aks  ojkxakatxom  or  pintrosx 

SscnoN  1.  The  Congress  finds  that  the 
dynamic  competitive  free-enterprise  system 
which  has  fiourtshed  In  the  United  States  can 
raise  standards  of  living  and  promote  In- 
ternal strength  and  stability  In  other  free 
countries,  thereby  increasing  their  capacity 
to  resist  aggression,  stimulating  interna- 
tional trade,  and  contributing  to  the  growth 
of  free  economic  and  poUtical  institutions. 
These  goals  can  be  achieved  in  large  meastu-e 
through  encouraging  and  facilitating  the  In- 
vestment of  private  capital  in  other  fre« 
countries  to  develop  their  resources  and  im- 
prove their  productivity.  Numerous  impedi- 
ments now  exist,  however,  which  inhibit  the 
Investment  of  private  capital  and  the  con- 
duct of  trade  and  commerce  throughout  the 
free  world.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  act  to 
discover  ways  tP  overcome  these  obstacles 
and  make  the  fullest  use  of  free  private  en- 
terprise, subject  to  proper  restraints  to  pre- 
vent overreaching  and  unfair  exploitation, 
in  i»x}motlng  mutual  >  seciuity.  economic 
vigor,  and  individual  liberty  in  the  free 
world. 

ZSTABLISHMENT  OF  COMICISSION;    DTTriXS 

Bzc.  2.  (a)  Commission  established:  There 
Is  hereby  established  a  bipartisan  commis- 
sion to  be  known  as  the  Commission  on 
Overseas  Investment  and  Trade  (in  this  act 
referred  to  as  the  "Commission"). 

(b)  Duties  of  Commission:  In  conformity 
with  the  findings  and  In  furtherance  of  the 
purpose  declared  in  section  1.  the  Commis- 
sion, after  a  complete  study  and  investiga- 
tion, shall  formulate  and  recommend  to  the 
President  and  the  Congress  specific  programs 
and  policies  calculated  to  encourage  and 
facilitate  the  Investment  of  private  capital 
In  free  countries  outside  the  United  States, 
and  the  conduct  of  trade  and  commerce  in 
such  countries,  aad  between  such  countries 
and  other  free  countries,  including  the 
United  States.  The  Commission  shall  give 
particular  attention  to  developing  programs 
and  poUcles  calculated  to  elunlnate  or  mln- 
imi«t>  the  restrictions,  hazards,  and  other 
Impediments,  foreign  and  domestic  (tnclud- 
ing  monopolistic  and  restrictive  trade  prac- 
tices) which  Inhibit  such  Investment,  trade 
and  commerce,  and  to  provide  tiic«ntlvea  for 
such  Investment,  trad*,  and  commcroa. 
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.  S.  (a)  Mamber  aad  sppotntment :  The 
Cammlnitnn  alMtU  be  oon^xieed  o(  14  mamberB 
as  foUovn: 

(1)  Ten  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  four  from  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Oovemment,  and  bIz  from 
private  life; 

(3)  Two  IfamlMKs  of  the  Senate  appointed 
by  the  Vice  President:  and 

(3)  Two  Members  of  the  House  of  Itepre- 
sentatlves  appointed  by  the  Speaker. 

(b)  Political  ajSIlatlon:  Of  each  class  of 
members,  not  more  than  one-half  shall  be 
from  each  of  the  two  ma}or  political  parties. 

(c)  Vacancies:  Any  vacancy  in  the  Com- 
mission shall  not  affect  its  powers,  but  shall 
be  filled  In  the  saoM  maiuier  In  which  the 
original  appointment  was  made. 

OaOAMIZATSOH    OT    THE   OOMJCISSION 

Sbc  4.  The  Commission  shall  elect  a 
chairman  and  a  vice  chairman  from  among 
its  members. 

QIKHtUM 

Bac.  S.  nght  members  of  the  Oommlaelon 
shall  coDstituts  a  quorum. 

001I^EM8ATn»f    or     mUBEBB     or    THK 

ooaudssiojr 


6.  (a)  Members  of  Congress:  Members 
of  Congress  who  are  members  of  the  Com- 
mission shall  serve  without  compensation  in 
addition  to  that  received  for  their  services 
as  Members  of  Congress;  but  they  shall  be 
reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  incurred  by  them  In  the 
performance  of  the  duties  vested  in  the 
Commission. 

(b)  Members  from  the  executive  branch: 
The  members  of  the  Commission  who  are 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Oovemment 
shall  each  reoeivs  the  compensation  which 
he  would  receive  if  he  were  not  a  member 
of  the  Commission,  idus  such  additional 
compensation,  if  any,  as  is  necessary  to  make 
his  aggregate  salary  $12,500:  and  they  shall 
be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and 
other  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  them 
In  ths  performance  of  the  duties  vested  in 
the  Commlaston. 

(c)  liembers  from  private  life:  Tbe  mem- 
bers from  private  life  shaU  each  reoelve  $50 
per  diem  when  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  duties  vested  in  the  Commission,  plus 
reimbursement  for  travel,  subsistence,  and 
other  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  them 
In  the  performance  of  such  duties. 

VtKTT  or  THX  COMMISSION 

Sic  7.  The  Commission  shall  have  the 
power  to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  such  personnel  as  it  deems  advisable, 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the  civil - 
service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

CXSTAIK     LAWS     XNAPPLICABLX    TO     COMMISSION 
AND    ITS    STAVT 

Sxc.  8.  Hie  sei-vice  of  any  person  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission,  the  service  of  any 
other  person  with  the  Con[imlssion,  and  the 
employment  of  any  person  by  the  Commis- 
sion, shall  not  be  considered  as  service  or 
employment  bringing  such  person  within  the 
provisions  of  sections  281,  283,  or  284  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code,  or  of  any 
other  Federal  law  Imposing  restrictions,  re- 
quirements, or  penalties  in  relation  to  the 
employment  of  (persons,  the  performance 
of  services,  or  the  payment  or  receipt  of  com- 
pensation in  connection  with  any  claim,  pro- 
ceeding, or  matter  involving  the  United 
States. 

■xPBNsas  or  thx  commission 
aac.  •.  Tbere  is  herrtyy  suthorlaed  to  be 
approprtatad.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas- 
vxj  not  otherwise  appropriated,  so  much  as 
may  be  neoeasary  to  cany  oat  the  provtelons 
of  thla  act. 

ruwais  or  rtn  comnssicn 
10.    (a)    Committees:    The   Commls- 
may    create    such    committees   of    its 


members  with  such  pofwera  and  duties  as 
may  be  dislegated  thereto. 

(b)  Hearings  and  sessions:  The  Commis- 
sion, or  ary  committee  thereof,  may,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  r>rovl8lons  of  this 
act.  hold  tuch  hearings  and  sit  and  act  at 
such  tlmai  and  placsa,  and  take  such  testi- 
mony, as  the  Oommlsalon  or  such  ccmunlt- 
tee  may  deem  advisable.  Any  member  of 
the  Commission  may  administer  oaths  or 
afflrmations  to  witnesses  appearing  before 
the  Comralsslon  or  before  any  committee 
thereof. 

(c)  Obtaining  official  data:  The  Commis- 
sion, or  sny  committee  thereof,  Is  author- 
ixed  to  sficure  directly  from  any  executive 
departmeiit,  bureau,  agency,  board,  conunis- 
slon.  office,  independent  establishment,  or 
Instrumentality  information,  suggestions, 
estimates,  and  statistics  for  the  purpose  of 
this  act:  and  each  such  department,  bu- 
reau, agency,  board,  commission,  office,  es- 
tablishment, or  instrumentality  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  furnish  such  informa- 
tion, 8Ug{;eetions,  estimates,  and  statistics 
directly  to  the  Commission,  or  any  commit- 
tee thereof,  upon  request  made  by  the  Chair- 
man or  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Commission  or 
of  the  committee  concerned. 

(d)  Subpena  power:  The  Commission,  or 
any  committee  thereof,  shall  have  power  to 
require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attend- 
ance of  JBltnessea  and  the  production  of 
books,  pajiers.  and  documents;  to  administer 
oaths;  to  take  testimony;  to  have  printing 
and  binding  done;  and  to  make  such  ex- 
penditure.* as  it  deems  advisable  within  the 
amount  i^ipropriated  therefor.  Subpenss 
shall  be  Issued  under  the  signature  of  the 
Chairman  or  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission or  committee  and  shall  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  them.  The 
provisions  of  sections  102  to  104,  Inclusive, 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  8.  C,  title  2. 
sees.  193-:  94) .  shall  apply  In  the  case  of  any 
failure  of  any  witness  to  comply  with  any 
subpena  or  to  testify  when  summoned  un- 
der authority  of  this  section. 

EXPIRATION    or    COMMISSTOW 

Sxc.  11.  The  Commission  shall  cease  to 
exist  on  Jime  30.  1955. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.    The  gentleman's  bill  is 
of  great  interest,  of  course,  to  me  as  I  am 
sure  to  every  other  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  touches  on  a  problem  of  the 
greatest  moment  to  our  country  and  is 
tied  up  with  the  whole  slogan  as  the 
gentleman  just  said  of,  "Trade  not  aid." 
The  question  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  is  this.    We  have  had  a  num- 
ber of  commissions  in  this  field.    They 
have  not  been  congressional  commissions 
or  commissions  of   this  character,   but 
they  have  been  commissions.     I  would 
like  to  mention  to  the  gentleman  the 
names  of  some  of  them.    We  have  had 
the  International  Development  Advisory 
Board  wliich,  if  memory  serves  me.  in 
either  1950  or  1951  developed  quite  a  re- 
POTt  on  tliis  very  subject.    We  have  also 
had  the  Mutual  Security  Advisory  Board, 
which  only  in   February   of  this   year 
under  the  distinguished  chairmanship  of 
Daniel  Bell,  former  Uqder  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  issued  the  famous  Bell  re- 
port which  is  on  the  table  now.    I  under- 
stand that  the  President  has  now  ap- 
pointed the  former  Ambassador  to  Great 
Britain,  Lewis  Douglas,  to  set  up  a  com- 
mission to  go  into  the  very  same  subject. 
Now  here  are  at  least  three.    Those  were 
preceded  by  the  famous  Gray  committee 


and  the  Oray  report  and  so  on.  I  am 
stire  the  gentleman  is  tboro\)ghly  ac- 
quainted with  all  that.  I  think  what 
the  gentleman  needs  to  deal  with.  If  he 
will  permit  my  saying  so,  Is  that  with 
the  normal  feeling  here  as  the  gentle- 
man and  I  so  well  know,  where  our  Mem- 
bers want  to  look  with  a  rather  critical 
eye  on  all  new  commissions,  in  view  of 
this  record  of  commissions  that  have  al- 
ready functioned  and  are  in  contempla- 
tion now,  I  think  the  gentlemen  needs 
to  make  very  clear  where  this  particular 
idea  of  the  gentlemen  fits,  and  why  It  Is 
needed  now  in  view  of  all  of  these  other 
activities.  I  hope  the  gentleman  under- 
stands that  I  say  that  only  to  lead  his 
thoughts  in  a  direction  which  may  get 
him  results,  and  I  do  not  at  all  Intend 
my  remarks  to  be  critical.  I  compliment 
the  gentleman  on  his  understanding  of 
the  fact  that  this  is  perhaps  the  keystone 
of  all  American  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  remarks,  and  the 
question  he  raises  is  one  that  I  did  in- 
tend to  deal  with  later  on  in  my  remarks. 
However,  since  he  has  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  other  activities  In  this  general 
field.  I  think  It  Is  appropriate  now  to 
refer  briefly  to  these  other  activities. 

I  am  aware  of  the  work  that  the  gen- 
tleman has  referred  to,  the  Gray  report, 
the  so-called  Rockefeller  report  on  Part- 
ners in  Progress,  and  the  Bell  report,  al- 
though the  latter  report  I  have  not 
examined  carefully.  I  might  mention 
there  are  some  additional  activities  in 
this  field,  notably  a  report  prepared  for 
the  Presidents  committee  for  financing 
foreign  trade  In  April  of  1951  entitled 
"Obstacles  To  Direct  Foreign  Invest- 
ment." That  was  a  committee  headed 
by  Winthrop  Aldrich.  as  I  recall  it. 

I  have  before  me  the  report  of  that 
committee,  the  National  Industrial  Con- 
ference Board  report.  In  addition  to 
that,  there  are  related  activities  of  com- 
mittees of  the  Congress.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  give  a  bibliography  of  all  of  those 
activities.  A  little  later  I  want  to  point 
out  that  there  is  presently  a  study  under- 
way, on  which  a  report  Is  required  by  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1952.  But  before 
I  go  into  that  I  would  like  to  read,  so  that 
it  will  be  a  part  of  the  Cdngressicwal 
Record,  the  duties  of  this  Commission 
known  as  the  Commission  on  Overseas 
Investment  and  Trade. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  review 
briefly  the  interest  I  have  had  in  this 
particular  subject,  which  extends  over 
a  number  of  years.  Then  I  want  to 
review  briefly  the  progress  that  has  been 
made  in  this  field  In  recent  legislation. 
Then  I  propose  to  point  out,  if  I  may, 
how  the  congressional  Commission,  es- 
tablished by  this  bill,  would  be  more  like- 
ly to  solve  these  difUculties  which  have 
beset  us  over  a  period  of  years  than  can 
ever  be  done  either  by  a  committee  of  pri- 
vate citizens  without  any  governmental 
standing  whatever,  or  by  any  agency  or 
group  of  agencies  within  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  first  became  interested 
In  this  means  of  improving  the  climate 
for  foreign  investments  when  I  listened 
to  the  President's  inaugural  message 
over  4  years  ago,  and  listened  particu- 
larly to  that  passage  called  the  point 
4  program.    The  technical  assistance  of 
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Government  experts  in  the  field  of  pub- 
lic sanitation,  in  agricultural-extension 
work,  which  has  be<»me  the  point  4  pro- 
gram, is  only  a  part  of  what  the  lan- 
guage of  that  statement  envisaged.  The 
purpose  was  to  make  available  to  the 
underdeveloped  areas  of  the  world  the 
advantages  of  the  American  free-enter- 
prise system,  the  know-how.  the  indus- 
trial techniques  and  the  methods 
whereby  the  American  people  have  been 
able  to  develop  the  natural  resources  of 
this  continent  so  a.s  to  produce  a  stand- 
ard of  living  higher  than  has  ever  been 
known  in  the  world's  history  before,  in 
any  part  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  program  of  making 
available  to  imderdeveloped  areas  the 
advantages  of  the  American  production 
system  can  only  be  carried  out  in  part  by 
providing  technical  experts  through 
Government  fimds  such  as  has  been  the 
limited  program  through  the  point  4  or 
the  technical  assistance  program.  I  say 
to  you  that  the  industrial  methods  of  the 
United  States  will  normally  be  exported 
to  these  underdeveloped  areas  if  re- 
straints upon  the  Investment  of  capital 
abroad  are  removed  and  the  enterpris- 
ing courageous  spirit  of  the  American 
business  community  is  permitted  to  oper- 
ate to  develop  the  national  resources  of 
these  underdeveloped  areas. 

With  that  capital,  of  necessity,  must  go 
the  know-how.  I  think  it  is  wholly  xm- 
realistic  to  expect  to  export  the  know- 
how  without  the  capital.  There  is  no 
motive  for  American  businessmen  to 
make  their  trade  practices  and  indus- 
trial secrets  availiible  to  foreign  com- 
petitors if  there  is  no  return  for  them. 
To  send  experts  in  Industrial  methods  to 
foreign  countries  to  develop  their  com- 
petitors' industries  Just  does  not  make 
sense,  but  when  tlie  American  business 
enterprise  invests  its  funds  in  foreign 
activities  the  know-how  automatically 
goes  with  the  capital. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  result  of  this  Inter- 
est in  the  so-called  point  4  program  I 
prepared  a  bill  early  in  1949.  much  like 
the  bill  H.  R.  4199.  Just  introduced.  I 
discussed  this  proposal  with  a  former 
boss  of  mine.  If  you  please,  the  Honor- 
able James  Mead,  now  a  member  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  formerly  a 
Member  of  this  body  and  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  New  York.  Senator  Mead 
was  chairman  of  the  Senate  War  Investi- 
gating Committee  at  the  time  I  was  its 
chief  counsel.  I  asked  Senator  Mead 
to  present  this  idea  to  the  White  House. 
My  letter  to  Senator  Mead  Is  dated  Feb- 
ruary 28,  1949. 

March  1,  1949.  Senator  Mead  took  the 
bill  and  a  suggested  agenda  of  studies  for 
the  commission  to  the  White  House  and 
presented  it  to  President  Tniman.  Pres- 
ident Truman  thanked  Senator  Mead 
for  his  interest,  but  nothing  happened 
until  about  3  months  later.  Senator 
Mead  got  a  letter  dated  May  24,  1949, 
from  Mr.  Steelman  advising  him  that 
they  were  glad  of  Senator  Mead's  inter- 
est but  that  they  felt  the  matter  was 
being  taken  care  of. 

April  23.  1951, 1  introduced  H.  R.  3798 
in  the  82d  Congress.  1st  session,  a  bill  of 
import  very  similar  to  H.  R.  4199  of 
this  Congress.  At  that  time  I  discussed 
the  subject  at  some  length  under  a  spe- 
cial order  of  the  House. 


I  was  unable  to  obtain  hearings  di- 
rectly upon  that  bill  by  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  to  which  the  bill  was 
referred.  However,  I  appeared  b^ore 
that  committee  during  the  hearings  on 
the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1951.  urging 
my  bill  as  an  amendment.  In  my  testi- 
mony I  incorporated  a  great  number  of 
communications  I  had  received  from 
persons  regarded  as  informed  in  the 
fields  of  foreign  policy  and  foreign  eco- 
nomic affairs.  That  testimony  will  be 
found  In  the  hearings  on  the  Mutual 
Security  bill  of  1951  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  on  July  20, 1951, 
at  pages  777  to  831. 

In  support  of  this  proposal  there  also 
appeared  a  representative  of  the  Detroit 
Board  of  Commerce  urging  favorable 
action  on  my  bilL 

When  the  mutual  security  bill  was  re- 
ported out  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee it  contained  some  language  in- 
serted by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Javits]  urging  that  the  act  be  ad- 
ministered in  such  a'  way  as  to  break 
down  barriers  and  impediments  to  in- 
vestment. 

During  the  floor  debate  on  the  mutual 
security  bill  on  August  16. 1951, 1  offered 
the  provisions  of  H.  R.  3798  as  an 
amendment  to  H.  R.  5113.  My  remarks 
on  that  amendment  will  be  found  in 
the  Congressional  Record,  volume  97. 
part  8.  pages  10179-10180  for  that  day. 
I  may  say  that  no  one  spoke  against  my 
amendment,  yet.  on  a  division  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  amend- 
ment was  defeated  by  a  vote  of  63  to  126. 
I  may  say  that  only  one  Democrat,  as  I 
recall  it.  stood  up  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment.   

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin,  a  distingiiished 
and  valuable  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  want  to 
compliment  the  gentleman  for  his  per- 
sistence in  attempting  to  see  that  some 
kind  of  legislation  such  as  he  is  now  dis- 
cvissing  is  finally  proposed  to  the  House. 
I  think  he  has  in  mind  something  that 
is  quite  important. 

The  question  that  arises  in  my  mind, 
however,  is  this:  Can  we  expect  that 
those  who  are  interested  in  foreign  in- 
vestments will  invest  unless  there  is  a 
sound,  stable  political  climate  in  respect 
to  nations  where  capital  is  needed?  We 
cannot  guarantee  the  political  climate 
in  those  countries.  That  to  me  is  the 
nub  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin.  I  recall  that 
when  I  spoke  before  on  this  subject  he 
was  very  helpful  and  cooperative.  I 
would  like  to  answer  his  question  which, 
of  course,  is  a  very  difficult  one.  by  say- 
ing that  fundamentally  the  control  of 
the  affairs  of  any  country  is  in  the  hands 
of  its  citizens,  not  in  the  United  States 
Government.  Where  you  have  unstable 
governments  obvioiisly  you  do  not  have 
a  favorable  climate  for  the  investment 
of  funds  of  private  citizens.  But  let  me 
say  to  the  gentleman,  and  ask  him  if  he 
does  not  agree  with  me,  where  economic 
conditions  are  improved  and  stabilized 
under  a  free-enterprise  economy,  the 
political  stability  of  that  country  Is  im- 


proved and  its  actions  are  more  likely  to 
be  responsible  and  sound. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Of  course, 
we  have  the  age-old  question.  Which 
came  first,  the  chicken  or  the  egg?  We 
have  had  the  argument  likewise  In  ref- 
erence to  the  question  the  gentleman  Is 
discussing:  Are  we  going  to  have  sound 
investment  opportunities  where  there  is 
a  sound  political  climate  first  or  are  we 
going  to  establish  the  sound  political 
climate,  then  make  the  investments?  It 
is  one  of  those  things  that  you  go  round 
and  roimd  on. 

The  gentleman,  I  know,  will  be  inter- 
ested in  a  conversation  I  had  with  a 
member  of  one  of  the  embassies  who  said 
to  me:  "Mr.  Smith,  we  just  cannot  de- 
velop a  private-enterprise  economy  in 
our  country.  We  do  not  have  tlie 
money." 

In  other  words,  they  would  like  to 
come  to  this  country  and  get  all  the 
money  they  possibly  can  for  the  develop- 
ment of  private  enterprise  and  business, 
but  there  is  no  way  for  them  to  stai^. 
They  are  one  of  these  countries  which  is 
not  able  to  say  to  the  investor:  We  can 
guarantee  a  sound  political  climate  and 
you  need  have  no  worry  about  getting 
your  money«back  plus  Interest  thereon. 
In  other  words,  there  will  be  a  safe  in- 
vestment for  you. 

He  cannot  do  that  because  there  is  in- 
stability within  the  covmtry,  yet  they  ap- 
preciate the  need  for  money  to  develop 
a  soimd  economy. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  put  his  finger  on  one  of  the  serious 
Impediments  to  Investments  overseas. 
That  is  precisely  the  subject  matter  of 
the  work  of  the  Commission  that  I  pro- 
pose. I  suggest  that  we  get  together  the 
best  minds  In  the  country,  to  study  these 
problems  and  to  see  whether  or  not  some 
Intelligent  progress  can  be  made  in  the 
field  the  gentleman  Is  speaking  of  as  well 
as  in  other  fields  where  there  are  im- 
usual  hazards  and  risks  in  engaging 
either  in  investment  or  trade. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mi. 
Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield  fur- 
ther. I  would  just  like  to  say  this:  I  hope 
that  it  Is  going  to  be  possible  for  us  to 
consider  that  kind  of  legislation  because 
it  affords  a  great  opportunity  for  this 
country  from  the  standpoint  of  secur- 
ing peace  through  sound  business  propo- 
sitions without  investment  in  the  mili- 
tary program.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  something  that  we  should  all  think 
about. 

Mr.  lilEADER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  LANTAPP.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  MEIADER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  colleague  on  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 

Mr.  LANTAFP.  I  want  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  on  the 
legislation  he  has  Introduced.  I  thliik 
he  did  answer  the  need  for  such  a  Com- 
mission as  this  when  the  point  was  raised 
as  to  political  instability.  Especially  is 
this  Commission  needed  in  view  of  the 
statement  by  President  Eisenhower  that 
he  wanted  to  develop  a  program  of  trade 
and  not  aid.  It  seems  to  me  imperative 
that  such  a  Commission  as  this  not  only 
goes  into  the  political  climate  that  our 
American  industry  will  have  to  operate 
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onder  oreneM  but  alao  In  tbe  way  that 
the  State  Department  win  be  brtpfal.  I 
tbink  tbe  Bentleamn  win  recall  of  bnsi- 
neannen  overseas  complaining  about  the 
fact  tliat  they  did  not  reeetre  the  proper 
consideration  from  sooie  of  our  United 
States  oflBdals,  and  I  think  it  Is  because 
we  did  not  have  an  overall  policy  to  help 
busineaeraen  throughout  the  world.  I 
also  believe  that  mxti  a  Commission 
might  well  be  the  means  whereby  private 
industry  could  eventually  take  over  the 
point  4  in-ogram  and  accomplish  through 
private  enterprise  the  same  purposes  we 
are  accomplishing  with  the  point  4  pro- 
gram today.  Certainly  private  enter- 
prise has  done  that  in  South  America, 
and  I  think,  with  the  encouragement 
that  such  a  Commission  as  the  gentle- 
man proposes  can  give  them,  through 
working  with  and  helping  out  with  the 
other  governments,  that  private  enter- 
prise can  eventually  take  over  in  that 
field  and  save  the  taxpayers  millions  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  that  contribution,  and  I  would 
also  like  to  thank  him  for  the  support 
he  gave  me  in  this  effort  when  I  sought 
to  amend  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1952.  The  gentleman  hriS  been  very 
helpful  in  the  work  of  the  Committee 
on  Oovernment  Operations.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Florida  and  I  both  had  an 
opportunity  to  see  and  hear  some  of  these 
problems  of  American  businessmen  over- 
seas at  firsthand  in  connection  with  an 
overseas  investigation  of  the  Bonner 
committee  in   1851. 

What  has  occvirred  on  this  idea  since 
It  was  originally  proposed?  In  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Act  of  1951  the  principle 
was  endorsed.  Section  516  of  that  act. 
approved  by  the  President  on  October  10, 
1951,  is  entitled  "Encouragement  of  Free 
Enterprise." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  as  part  of  my  remarks  at  this 
point  In  the  Record  the  section  just 
referred  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objecUon  to  the  request  o2  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MEAOER.  Section  516  reads  as 
follows: 

8bc.  516.  It  la  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  tbe  Congress  that  this  act  shall  be 
administered  In  such  a  way  as  (1)  to  elim- 
inate the  barriers  to,  and  provide  the  incen- 
tives for,  a  steadily  increased  participation 
of  free  private  enterprise  in  developing  the 
resources  of  foreign  countries  consistent 
with  the  policies  of  this  act,  (2)  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  feasible  and  does  not  interfere  with 
the  achievement  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in 
this  act,  to  discourage  the  cartel  and  monop- 
olistic business  practices  prevailing  In  cer- 
tain countries  receiving  aid  under  this  act 
which  result  in  restricting  production  and 
increasing  prices,  and  to  encourage  where 
suitable  competition  and  productivity,  and 
(3)  to  enoovu-age  where  suitable  the  devel- 
opment and  strengthening  of  the  free  labor 
union  movements  as  the  collective  bargain- 
ing agencies  of  labor  within  such  countries. 

Now.  that  pronouncement,  in  my  mind 
was  nothing  more  than  a  broad  decla- 
ration of  purposes.  It  did  not  specify 
any  steps  to  be  taken  or  activities  to  be 
entered  Into  to  accomplish  the  encour- 
agement of  private  capital  investment 
overseas.  g. 


When  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1952 
came  up  I  again  appeared  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  on 
April  28.  1952.  My  statement  appears 
on  pages  M9  to  882  of  the  hearings. 

Let  me  say  that  some  progress  was 
made  when  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1952  was  passed.  Not  only  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  encouraging  private  investment 
overseas  reaffirmed,  but  specific  steps 
were  ordered  to  be  taken  by  various 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  to  accomplish  that  objec- 
tive. 

The  Secretary  of  State,  the  Mutual 
Security  Director,  the  Technical  Cooper- 
ation Administration,  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce' were  ordered  to  carry 
out  certain  specific  functions  calculated 
to  enhance  the  opportunities  for  private 
capital  investments  in  foreign  areas. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  portion  of  section  514  of  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Act  of  1952  be  incorporated 
in  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  'pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

(k)  Amend  section  516  by  inserting  "(a)" 
after  "Skc.  516."  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  such  section  tlie  following  new  sub- 
sections: 

"(b)  To  accomplish  the  purpose  of  clause 
(1)  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  under 
the  coordination  of  the  Director  for  Mutual 
Security,  the  Mutual  Security  Agency,  coop- 
erating with  private  business  groups  and  gov- 
ernmental agencies  to  the  fullest  extent  pos- 
sible, shall  encourage  a  greater  participation 
by  private  capital  In  the  guaranty  program 
and  shall  develop  broad  criteria  to  facilitate 
such  participation,  Including  programs  con- 
sistent with  the  purposes  of  the  act  for 
international  development. 

"(c)  The  Department  of  Commerce  shall, 
in  cooperation  with  such  groups  and  agencies 
(inc'uding  the  International  Bank  for  Re- 
construction and  Development),  conduct  a 
thorough  study  of  the  legal  and  other  Im- 
pediments, foreign  and  local,  to  private  in- 
vestment abroad,  and  the  methods  and 
means  whereby  those  impediments  can  be 
removed  or  deceased  and  shall  make  recom- 
mendations thereon  to  the  Director  for  Mu- 
tual Security. 

"(d)  The  Department  of  State,  in  cooper- 
ation with  other  agencies  of  the  Government 
concerned  with  private  invealment  abroad, 
and  taking  into  account  the  study  and  rec- 
ommendations described  in  subsection  (c) 
of  this  section,  shall  accelerate  a  program  of 
negotiating  treaties  of  commerce  and  trade, 
or  other  temporary  arrangements  where 
more  suitable  or  expeditious,  which  shall  in- 
clude provisions  to  encourage  and  facilitate 
the  flow  of  private  investme«t  to  countries 
participating  In  programs  under  this  act. 

"(e)  The  Technical  Cooperation  Adminis- 
tration, taking  into  account  the  study  and 
recommendations  described  in  subsection 
(c)  of  this  section,  shall  encourage  and  fa- 
cilitate a  greater  participation  by  private 
industrial  groups  or  agencies  in  private  con- 
tracts awarded  by  the  Administration,  and 
shall,  in  cooperation  with  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  the  Mutual  Security  Agency, 
find  and  draw  tbe  attention  of  private  enter- 
prise to  opportunities  for  Investment  and  de- 
velopment in  underdeveloped  areas. 

"(f)  The  reports  required  by  section  518 
of  this  act  shall  Include  detailed  information 
on  tbe  implementation  of  this  section." 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
emphasize  one  of  those  provisions,  name- 
ly, section  (c) ,  which  reads  as  follows: 


(c)  The  Deparinnent  of  Commerce  shall, 
in  cooperation  with  such  groups  and  agen- 
cies (Including  the  International  Bank  for 
Reconstruction  and  Development ) ,  conduct  a 
thorough  study  of  the  legal  and  other  Im- 
pediments, foreign  and  local,  to  private  In- 
vestment abroad,  and  the  methods  and 
means  whereby  those  Impedlnoents  can  be 
removed  or  decreased  and  shall  make  recom- 
mendations thereon  to  the  Director  for  Mu- 
tual Security. 

In  other  words,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  has  been  ordered  to  make  a 
study  of  a  character  aimii^r  to  that 
provided  by  H.  R.  4199. 

I  have  made  a  personal  investigation 
of  what  the  Department  of  Commerce 
is  doing.  They  have  a  group  of  about 
12  people  under  the  leadership  of  Carl- 
ton Wood  In  the  Office  of  International 
Trade  In  the  Department  of  Commerce 
who  have  lieen  carrying  out  the  responsi- 
bilities directed  by  the  section  which  I 
have  just  read.  In  essence,  they  are 
carrying  on  two  activities.  The  first  is 
to  assemble  from  the  geographical  area 
desks  all  information  on  the  laws,  the 
customs,  and  the  conditions  in  the  vari- 
ous countries  overseas  affecting  the  de- 
sirability of  Investing  capital  in  those 
countries.  I  think  the  collection  and 
publication  of  that  information  will  be 
useful  even  if  nothing  further  is  done. 

Second,  they  conducted  a  survey  of 
about  300  American  business  firms  seek- 
ing to  elicit  from  those  firms  information 
concerning  their  own  experience  In  the 
investment  of  capital  overseas  and  to 
learn  from  them  why  further  investment 
was  not  made. 

That  survey  ^-as  conducted  not  by 
questionnaire  but  by  personal  Interviews. 
Representatives  from  the  field  offices  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  called  up- 
on these  firms  and  then  reported  the 
results  of  the  discussions.  Those  reports 
are  now  being  collected  and  analyzed, 
and  will  be  very  Interesting,  I  am  sure. 
No  one  can  tell  today  when  that  report 
will  be  available.  My  best  guess  from 
the  information  I  have  received  is  that 
it  will  not  be  available  until  the  month 
of  June. 

This  activity  Is  all  very  useful,  but  I 
think  I  can  demonstrate  to  the  Members 
of  the  Hou.'-e  that  the  hands  of  any  exec- 
utive agency  are  tied.  I  would  like  to 
refer  to  the  que.stion  raised  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Florida  as  one  illustration. 
American  businessmen  have  complained 
that  the  personnel  of  the  Foreign  Service 
of  the  Department  of  State  have  rK)t 
been  helpful  and  cooperative  In  meeting 
problems  they  face  in  conducting  busi- 
ness overseas.  If  the  Department  of 
Commerce  finds  that  the  personnel  of 
the  Foreign  Service  have  been  indiflerent 
or  ho.stile  to  American  business  activi- 
ties abroad,  would  the  Department  of 
Commerce  dare  so  to  accuse  and  criticize 
its  sister  department,  the  Department  of 
State?  Would  it  dare,  despite  the  order 
in  section  (c)  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  of  1952  which  I  have  just  read,  to 
tell  the  Department  of  State  what  It 
ought  to  do  to  encourage  its  personnel 
to  be  more  helpful  to  American  business 
interests  abroad?  I  say  to  you  there 
will  be  a  first  rate  interagency  ruckus 
if  the  Department  of  Commerce  Is  frank 
and  forthright  about  the  attitude  of  the 
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Department  of  State,  toward  American 
business  abroad. 

Again,  let  us  assume,  as  I  think  it  is 
safe  to  assume,  tliat  one  of  the  obstacles 
to  the  investment  of  private  funds  over- 
seas Is  the  inconvertibility  of  currencies 
and  the  inability  to  get  dollars  back. 
either  as  eaminijs  or  capital.  Now  sup- 
pose the  Department  of  Commerce  is 
compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  is  a  serious  obstacle  to  investment 
of  private  capital  overseas,  and  suppose 
it  is  further  convinced  that  more  prog- 
ress in  solving  the  problem  could  have 
been  made  by  the  responsible  agencies 
than  has  been  made.  Let  us  say  that  the 
International  Bank  and  Monetary  Fund. 
an  international  agency,  the  Department 
of  Treasury,  the  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
the  Department  of  State,  all  have  some 
responsibility  with  respect  to  the  stabili- 
zation and  convertibility  of  currencies. 
Let  us  say  also  that  foreign  governments 
have  some  responsibility  in  this  respect. 
Does  it  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  to  intrude  in  the 
field  of  these  other  agencies  and  criti- 
cize their  activities  or  inttctivlty  in  the 
past,  and  tell  them  how  they  should  con- 
duct themselves  m  the  future? 

I  assert  that  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce has  its  hands  tied  In  making  a 
forthright,  frank,  and  penetrating  state- 
ment concerning  these  high-level  policy 
matters.  Let  us  take  another  example. 
Let  us  assume,  and  I  think  it  is  safe  to 
assume,  that  double  taxation — taxation 
abroad  and  taxation  again  in  the  United 
States  of  Income  from  investments  over- 
seas— is  a  serious  obstacle  to  the  further 
investment  of  private  capital.  Let  us 
assume  that  tariff  barriers  are  an  ob- 
stacle to  investment  and  trade  overseas. 
Would  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 
or  the  Committee  on  Ways  tmd  Means 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  care 
to  have  the  Department  of  Commerce 
tell  them  what  tax  and  revenue  policies 
should  be? 

The  examples  I  have  given  in  these 
three  fields — and  there  are  many 
others — illustrate  the  weakness  and  the 
inability  of  any  agency  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  to  deal  forth- 
rightly  and  completely  with  a  problem 
of  this  magnitude.  An  independent 
commission  composed  of  representatives 
from  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, representatives  from  the  Con- 
gress, and,  most  of  all.  representatives 
from  private  life,  could  deal  with  these 
questions  without  equivocation  and 
without  embarrassment.  A  new  com- 
mission with  stature  derived  from  an 
act  of  Congress  would  have  an  inde- 
pendent status,  free  from  responsibility 
for  the  mistaken  policies  or  the  inactivi- 
ties of  the  past.  It  should  have  no  hesi- 
tancy in  criticizing  forthrightly  where 
criticism  is  due.  It  should  have  no  hesi- 
tation to  make  recommendations  to  the 
President  and  to  the  Congress  in  policy- 
making fields.  In  fact,  the  Commission 
is  ordered  to  make  such  recommenda- 
tions. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  support  of  the  general 
Idea  of  expanding  investment  overseas. 
I  call  attention  to  the  recent  statement 
of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federa- 
tion.   Politics  with  respect  to  interna- 


tional affairs  were  adopted  by  the  dele- 
gates to  the  34th  annual  convention  in 
December  1952.  This  statement  is  ex- 
tremely well  expressed  and  takes  a  broad 
point  of  view  on  international  affairs.  It 
is  not  limited  to  just  agricultural  mat- 
ters, and,  in  my  judgment,  is  very  for- 
ward looking. 

The  opening  paragraph  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  Farm  Bureau  on  Interna- 
tional Affairs  is  as  follows: 

The  challenge  to  America  is  to  exert  the 
necessary  leadership  for  successfully  direct- 
ing its  capabilities  to  the  maintenance  of 
freedom  and  peace.  The  United  States  must 
demonstrate  to  the  world  that  a  dynamic, 
expanding,  competitive  capitalism  is  the  true 
way  to  the  more  abundant  life,  that  thought- 
ful people  everywhere  are  seeking.  For  cap- 
italism to  be  dynamic  and  expanding,  cap- 
ital must  be  allowed  to  flow  freely.  This  re- 
quires world  trade  and  world  investment, 
with  governments  Involved  encouraging  pri- 
vate Investment  and  stimulating  trade  as  an 
outlet  for  the  increasing  productivity  of  the 
world's  farms  and  factories.  This  approach 
requires  systematic  abandonment  of  policies 
directed  toward  restriction  of  the  production 
and  distribution  of  goods  and  aervlcea 
throughout  the  free  world. 

On  page  2  of  this  statement  there  is  a 
paragraph  advocating  the  creation  of  a 
bipartisan  study  commission  similar  to 
that  proposed  in  my  bill,  H.  R.  4199.  It 
reads: 

Because  of  the  urgency  of  getting  this  job 
under  way  and  the  complexity  of  the  prob- 
lem we  recommend  that  an  adequately  fi- 
nanced bipartisan  Commission  be  created  by 
the  (Congress  and  given  the  task  of  preparing 
specific  proposals  setting  forth  the  role  of 
the  United  States  In  developing  and  expand- 
ing the  free  world  economy. 

I  think  I  should  say  at  this  point  that 
this  statement  made  in  December  1952. 
by  the  Farm  Bureau  Federation  had  no 
specific  reference  to  the  bill  I  have  in- 
troduced in  this  Congress  or  the  bill  I 
introduced  in  the  previous  Congress. 

I  might  say  also,  having  spoken  virith 
representatives  of  the  Farm  Bureau,  that 
they  have  in  mind  an  investigation  en- 
compassing more  than  the  specific  task 
entrusted  to  the  Commission  proposed  in 
H.  R.  4199.  However,  the  statements  in 
and  of  themselves  put  the  Farm  Bureau 
on  record  not  only  in  favor  of  encourag- 
ing investments  in  overseas  areas  but  in 
favor  of  the  idea  of  a  Commission  at- 
tacking these  complex  problems  and 
recommending  proposals  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  srield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Unfortunately.  I  have 
not  heard  all  the  gentleman's  remarks, 
but  I  wonder  if  he  has  discussed  the  res- 
olution recently  adopted  by  the  United 
Nations  with  reference  to  the  nationali- 
zation of  their  industries. 

Mr.  MEADER.  No.  I  did  not  discxxss 
it 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  I  am 
sure  knows  that  very  recently  some  47 
countries  of  the  United  Nations  adopted 
a  resoh^Uon  providing  that  they  can  at 
any  time  nationalise  their  Industries.  It 
was  not  necessary  that  they  should  adopt 
such  resolution,  because  of  course  they 
could  do  so.    The  significant  thing  was 


that  they  adopted  any  such  resolution 
at  an.  The  United  States  opposed  it. 
but  the  United  States  was  the  one  nation 
to  oppose  it  in  the  United  Nations.  I  ask 
the  gentleman.  How  can  you  ever  provide 
a  climate  for  foreign  mvestments  if  such 
monstrositiiss  as  the  United  Nations  con- 
tinue to  enact  resolutions  doing  anything 
to  establish  a  climate  favorable  to  Amer- 
ican investments? 

Mr.  MEADER.  WeU.  I  would  rather 
not  discuss  the  United  Nations  at  length. 
I  have  only  a  few  minutes  left.  I  would 
rather  the  gentleman  directed  his  atten- 
tion to  the  proposal  that  I  am  making, 
that  we  have  an  American  bipartisan 
Commission  to  study  this  problem.  I 
agree  that  a  great  many  things  have 
been  done,  not  only  by  international  or- 
ganizations but  by  foreign  governments 
which,  instead  of  encouraging  the  free 
enterprise  system,  have  seemed  to  en- 
courage the  socialistic  system. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  discussing  the  subject 
of  private  investment  overseas  during 
debate  on  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1952, 1  set  forth  figures  smnmarizing  in- 
vestment of  private  capital  overseas. 
Under  permission  previously  granted  I 
incorporate  these  figxires  and  excerpts 
from  my  remarks  accompanying  them  at 
this  point  hi  my  remarks: 

Since  the  conomencement  of  World  War  n. 
In  lend-lease.  In  surplus  property,  gifts,  and 
abandonments,  in  UNRRA  and  other  reha- 
bUltation  programs,  in  the  MarshaU  plan  aid, 
and  now  In  mutual  assistance,  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  have  contributed  well  over 
$1(X)  bUllon  to  other  nations.  In  contrast 
with  that,  the  Department  of  Commerce  esU- 
mates  that  total  American  overseas  private 
Investments  are  in  the  neighborhood  of  $13 
billion.  It  Is  my  belief  that  the  private 
dollar  Invested  abroad  goes  much  further 
toward  sotmd  and  lasting  development  of  the 
areas  where  it  is  Invested  than  the  tax  dollar 
handled  on  a  govemment-to-govemment 
basla.  Furthermore,  the  doUar  privately  In- 
vested does  not  cost  the  taxpayer  anything. 
On  the  contrary,  it  relieves  the  tax  burden 
because  it  creates  wealth  and  broadens  the 
tax  l»a8e. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  high  taxes  in  the 
United  States  have  contributed  an  element 
of  pressure  toward  encouraging  American 
cltlzeixs  to  make  investments  overseas,  statis- 
tics of  the  Department  of  Conunerce  conclu- 
sively prove  that  the  private  Investment  of 
American  capital  overseas  since  World  War 
n  has  been  pitifully  small. 

Figures  I  obtained  today  demonstrate  this 
point.  I  include  a  table  showing  these  fig- 
ures at  this  point  In  my  remarks: 

"Amkkicak  Ovxsskas  Privatk  IjI  vaai'marr 

"Mat  21.  1063. 

*lBstlmated  figures  from  Office  of  Business 
Economics,  Department  of  Conunerce.  These 
figures  are  taken  from  a  survey  made  by  the 
Department  In  1943  and  brought  up  to  date. 
A  new  stu-vey  is  expected  to  be  published  In 
a  few  months.  The  new  flgtires  may  be  quite 
different  from  the  ones  given  below.  How- 
ever, this  is  tbe  best  estimate  at  present. 

"United  States  direct  investmenta  in  foreign 
countries   [direct   meaning   United  Statea 
private   investment   in   controlled   enter- 
prises) 
"BnA  of  1045  (end  of  war) 

total    Investments $8,  309, 000, 000 

End  of  1960  total  invest- 
ments      18.660,000.000 

Increaw 6. 181.  000,  000 

End  of  1061 « 14. 850. 000. 000 

Increaae  over  1960 .       1.300.000.000* 

*Tbe  1961  figures  are  rough  esUmatea. 
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'Breakdown  of  increase   ( 1845-50)    between 
Western  Hemisphere  and  rest  of  world 


"Canadian  InTestmenta: 

1M5-49 9900.000.000 

1950 600. 000.  000 

Total i 1.400.000.000 

Latin      Amerlcah      Invest- 
ments: 

104fr^49 _ 1.800.000.000 

1950 1 270.  00<y.  000 

Total 2.070.000.000 

Total 3.470.000.000 

Reat  of  world 1,711.000,000 


Total. 


5.181.000.000 


Breakdown  by  Industry: 
Petrolevun : 

1960 4.  072.  000,  000 

1945 1.538.000,000 

Increase 2,634.000.000" 

It  should  be  noted  from  the  above  fig- 
ures that  an  average  of  something  less 
than  $1  billion  a  year  has  been  added 
to  private  overseas  investment.  It 
should  also  be  noted  that  this  $1  billion 
includes  reinvested  earnings  from  over- 
seas capital.  To  the  extent  that  we  can 
Increase  the  flow  of  new  capital  from 
the  United  States  into  overseas  private 
investments,  we  will  contribute  toward 
the  bridging  of  the  dollar  gap  and  allevi- 
ate the  pressure  for  Government- 
financed  foreign  aid. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  report  entitled 
"Program  for  Increasing  Private  Invest- 
ment in  Foreign  Countries."  prepared 
for  the  Technical  Cooperation  Adminis- 
tration of  the  Department  of  State,  the 
I>spartment  of  Commerce,  and  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Agency,  dated  December 
18.  1952,  by  August  Maffry,  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Irving  Trust  Co.,  of  New 
York  City.  I  read  this  report  with  con- 
siderable interest.  Under  permission 
previously  granted.  I  incorporate  the 
conclusion  of  this  report  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks: 

The  problem  of  Increasing  American  pri- 
vate Investment  abroad  presents  massive 
difficulties.  It  win  yield  to  action  by  the 
United  States  Government  In  the  short  run 
only  by  the  application  of  radical  Induce- 
ments with  particular  reference  to  noncon- 
trolling  Investments  In  foreign  securities  by 
individuals  and  institutions.  In  the  absence 
of  such  radical  measures,  the  problem  be- 
comes one  of  bits  and  pieces  to  be  attacked 
on  many  fronts  by  many  agencies  by  many 
techniques.  Results  will  be  slow  in  coming, 
but  the  effort  must  be  continued  and  inten- 
sified. There  is  no  plausible  way  other  than 
the  stimulation  of  private  Investment  to 
assist  friendly  foreign  countries  to  achieve 
balanced  economic  development. 

I  wrote  Mr.  Maffry  and  sent  to  him 
my  statement  of  April  23,  1951.  urging 
the  creation  of  a  commission  to  aid 
overseas  investment.  I  received  a  very 
enthusiastic  reply  from  him  which  I  in- 
corporate at  this  point  in  my  remarks : 

BOMBAT,  ImsA,  January  20. 1953. 
Hon.  OBoaoc  Mxaozs, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAS  Ml.  ICkadzs:  Yoiir  letter  of  January 

7  has  been  forwarded  to  me  from  New  York. 

I  havf^jj—d  your  speech  on  An  Afflrma- 

tlve  AMHfcan  Foreign  Policy  and  find  it  ex- 


cellent in  all  respects.  The  proposal  for  a 
Commission  on  Aid  to  Underdeveloped  For- 
eign Areas  Is  as  good  today  as  It  was  when 
you  put  It  forward.  I  would  suggest  only 
that  such  a  Commission,  if  formed,  concen- 
trate on  the  private-capital  phase  of  the 
point  4  program.  This  I  see  as  the  big  un- 
solved problem  of  our  international  eco- 
nomic relations:  the  technical-assistance 
phase  of  the  program  seems  to  be  on  a  fairly 
sound  footing. 

As  you  will  have  seen  from  my  recent 
report  to  TCA.  I  am  convinced  that  the  stim- 
ulation of  private  investment  abroad  Is  a 
really  formidable  task.  All  the  more  reason 
why  our  best  talents  should  be  brought  to 
bear  on  It.  as  you  suggest.  I  am  particu- 
larly Impressed  with  the  possibilities  of  a 
mixed  Commission  composed  o(  representa- 
tives of  Congress,  of  the  executive  branch, 
and  the  public,  especially  business  and  fi- 
nance. Furthermore,  enough  spade  work 
has  been  done  these  past  2  y^ars  to  permit 
a  Commission  to  proceed  without  much  fur- 
ther study  to  the  formulation  of  an  agreed 
program. 

If  you  renew  your  proposals  in  the  83d 
Congress  as  you  Intend  and  If  I  can  be  of 
any  assistance,  you  have  only  to  call  on 
me.  My  two  visits  to  the  Far  East  within 
the  year  (on  private  business)  have  strength- 
ened my  conviction  that  an  Infusion  of  pri- 
vate enterprise  In  Asian  countries  would 
yield  great  benefits  to  them  and  to  us.  How 
to  get  It.  that  is  the  question.  As  matters 
stand,  there  is  little  or  no  new  private 
foreign  capital  coming  in. 

Thank  you  for  writing  to  me.  I  wish  you 
all  success  on  your  afflrmatlve  approach  to 
the  problem  of  the  underdeveloped  coun- 
tries. 

Sincerely, 

AuoTTST  MAirmT. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  judge  the  sentiment 
of  the  American  people,  there  is  a  grow- 
ing demand  that  the  United  States  and 
friendly  free  nations  take  the  initiative 
in  the  cold  ideological  war  with  Commu- 
nist totalitarianism. 

The  past  administration's  policy  of 
containment,  their  defensive  attitude 
waiting  for  Russia's  next  move,  their 
statements  during  the  campaign  that  our 
foreign  policy  was  decided  not  in  the 
United  States  but  in  Moscow,  were  re- 
jected by  the  American  people  at  the 
poUs  last  November. 

The  American  people  clearly  want  and 
are  entitled  to  something  better  than 
watchful  waiting  and  a  pouring  out  of 
their  substance  through  tax  funds  in  an 
effort  merely  to  hold  the  line  against 
Communist  imperialism. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  time  that  we  assume 
the  offensive,  that  we  announce  worthy 
goals  and  take  positive  action  toward 
achieving  them.  This  administration 
and  the  American  people  have  endorsed 
this  policy  in  general  terms. 

The  effective  offensive  against  totali- 
tarianism is  the  practical  demonstra- 
tion— not  just  oratory — that  men  free  to 
work  out  their  own  livelihoods  can  and 
do  out-produce  slave  citizens.  The  free- 
competitive  economy,  the  doctrine  of 
abundance  through  mass  production, 
through  new  ideas  and  new  methods,  the 
flexible  society  curbed  only  by  the  in- 
trinsic merit  of  man,  subject  to  govern- 
mental rules  of  fair  play,  has  flourished 
in  America,  as  nowhere  else.  What 
greater  benefit  could  we  confer  on  recep- 
tive peoples  presently  unable  to  exploit 
their  natural  resources  and  to  raise  their 
standard  of  living  and  promote  their  in- 
ternal strength  and  stability  than  to  ex- 
port our  system  of  equal  economic  op- 


portunity? How  better  export  that  sys- 
tem than  through  the  encouragement 
and  facilitation  of  the  overseas  invest- 
ment of  private  capital  and  the  expan> 
sion  of  trade  and  commerce? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
ABENDS).  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  has  expired. 


THE  STORY  OP  THE  PLACE 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
woman from  Ohio  I  Mrs.  Frances  P.  Bol- 
ton I  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  significant  ceremony  took 
place  on  January  29,  last,  when  the 
Washington  Sesquicentennial  Commis- 
sion placed  a  bronze  plaque  Inside  the 
marble  railing  in  front  of  the  beautiful 
Supreme  Court  Building  which  marks  the 
spot  where  First  and  A  Streets  formerly 
met — a  spot  that  is  now  the  site  of  the 
Supreme  Court  Building. 

The  ceremony  commemorated  the  fact 
that  from  December  13,  1815,  through 
March  3, 1819,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  met  here  in  what  was  known  as 
the  old  brick  Capitol  pending  recon- 
struction of  the  Capitol  Building  which 
had  been  damaged  by  the  British.  It  was 
here  also  that  President  James  Monroe 
was  inaugurated  in  front  of  the  building, 
thus  starting  the  custom  of  public  In- 
augurals. 

Honoring  this  occasion,  Mr.  Speaker, 
was  a  favorite  son  of  Ohio,  the  Honorable 
Harold  H.  Burton,  Justice  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  whose  friendship  I  have 
long  cherished.  Sometime  before  he  had 
been  asked  by  Chief  Justice  Vinson  to 
make  an  investigation  of  the  history  of 
this  location.  This  history,  so  charm- 
ingly told  by  Justice  Burton,  has  now 
been  published  in  a  brief  statement 
which  will  delight  history  lovers.  It  is 
entitled  "The  Story  of  the  Place"  and 
traces  the  history  of  the  site  through  its 
nine  contrasting  periods.    He  writes: 

Places,  like  people,  have  personalities. 
They  also  have  careers.  The  site  of  the 
Supreme  Court  Building  In  Washington  is  as 
rich  in  historical  Interests  as  It  Is  now  radi- 
ant In  architectural  symmetry. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent 
to  include  Justice  Burton's  colorful  story 
herewith  so  that  as  many  people  as  pos- 
sible may  have  the  privilege  of  knowing 
about  a  site  on  the  Hill  which  is  one  of 
our  notable  landmarks. 

And  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  In 
connection  with  my  speech  today  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  It  exceeds 
the  limit  by  a  few  hundred  words. 

The  SPEAKER.  Notwithstanding  the 
excess,  without  objection,  the  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  article  referred  to  follows:) 
The  Stort  or  thx  Placte  Whebk  FasT  and  A 

Streets  Formehlt   Met  at  What  Is  Now 

THE  Site  or  the  Supkeme  Coxtbt  Bxnu)iNa 
{By  Harold  H.  Burton,  Associate  Justice  of 

the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 

In  cooperation  with  Thomas  E.  Waggaman, 

marshal    of    the    Supreme    Court    of    the 

United  States) 

Places,  like  people,  have  personalities. 
They  also  have  careers.  The  site  of  the  Su- 
preme (Dourt  Building  In  Washington  is  as 
rich  In  historical  Interest  as  It  is  now  radiant 
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In  architectural  sjrmmetry.    Its  colorful  ca- 
reer falls  into  nine  contrasting  periods. 

I.    BKTOaX   1790  CAMB  CXMTUaiKS  OT  UMMMKttX 

Let  US  begin  with  Capitol  HUl  as  it  was  m 
1550  and  as  It  had  been  for  centuries  before 
that.  No  human  being  other  than  an  occa- 
sional Indian  had  seen  the  HUI,  much  leoa 
visited  Its  crest  at  sundown  and  from  there 
watched  the  sun  set  acroaa  the  stlU  waters 
and  the  blue  ridge  to  the  west.  The  hilltop 
was  covered  with  oak  trees.  The  marshy 
land  below  it  was  filled  with  sycamores,  sUver 
poplars,  and  alders.  From  the  north,  a 
nameless  brook  wound  its  way  through  the 
woods  and  westerly  to  the  river.  To  the 
south  another  brook  bubbled  from  a  spring. 
The  tourists  of  that  day  were  the  deer,  the 
bears,  the  raccoons,  and  the  wild  turkeys. 
The  permanent  residents  were  the  gray 
squirrels — predecessors  of  those  that  today 
enjoy  their  prescriptive  rights  to  the  hollow 
tree  trunks  on  the  Capitol  Plaza.  The  Hill 
of  that  day  was  known  only  to  the  animals, 
to  the  Indians,  and  to  Ood.  It  was  a  quiet 
place  that  lent  Itself  to  inspiration. 

By  1650  a  trail  had  been  blazed  from  the 
settlements  in  the  north  to  the  Indian  vil- 
lage near  the  falls  of  the  Potomac.  Capt. 
John  Smith  and  others,  paddling  up  from 
the  south,  had  reached  those  falls  by  canoe. 
Lord  Baltimore  had  claimed  the  area  under 
a  proprietary  grant  from  Charles  I  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  all  in  a  province  xuuned  Mary- 
land. In  honor  of  Queen  Henrietta  Maria. 

In  another  hundred  years  commerce  had 
begun  to  flow  from  the  trading  center  at 
Bladensburg  to  Georgetown  and  thence  to 
Alexandria.  Title  to  the  land  was  vested  in 
private  ownership.  Some  of  the  properties 
were  known  as  manors.  They  produced  to- 
bacco and  corn.  Before  1790  the  manor 
which  Included  The  Hill  had  been  inherited 
by  Daniel  Carroll,  of  Duddlngton.  It  ex- 
tended approximately  from  what  today  is 
L  Street  on  the  north  of  the  Capitol  to  N 
Street  on  the  south,  between  Third  Street 
on  the  west,  and  Third  Street  on  the  east.* 
The  brook  that  flowed  from  the  north  across 
the  foot  of  the  hill  had  been  named  Ooose 
Creek.  Later  It  was  to  be  renamed  Tiber 
Creek  and  flow  into  the  canal  where  now 
we  see  Constitution  Avenue.  The  brook  that 
bubbled  dovra  to  the  Anacoatia  River  had 
been  named  St.  James  Creek.  Later  it  was 
destined  to  be  the  St.  James  Canal.  The 
HUl  was  In  the  very  center  of  this  CarroU 
property.  It  was  known  as  Jenkins  Hill  and 
no  one  dreamed  that  it  might  beocxne  a 
point  of  interest  to  the  world. 

U.    1790-1815   BSOUOBT  THX   DSTKICT   OT 
COLUMBIA  TO  THI   HILL 

Late  In  1788  the  new  Constitution  for  the 
United  States  of  America  gave  the  world  a 
new  guaranty  of  freedom.  In  It  was  article 
I.  section  8.  pregnant  with  destiny  for  the 
Hill.  That  clause  gave  Congress  power  to 
"exercise     exclusive     legislation  •  •  •  over 


'Within  that  area,  the  Duddlngton  man- 
sion house  was  completed  in  about  1797.  For 
more  than  a  century  it  was  to  stand  between 
First  and  Second  Streets,  aS.,  near  E  Street. 
The  neighborhood  became  known  as  Carroll 
Springs.  Its  location  is  roughly  indicated 
now  by  that  of  Carroll  Street,  which  extends 
one  block,  from  First  to  Second  Street,  SB., 
between  Streets  C  and  D.  The  house  at  the 
southeast  corner  of  First  and  C  Streets  la 
still  marked  Duddlngton  Place.  A  later  de- 
velopment was  that  of  the  Carroll  Row « 
Hoxises,  on  the  site  of  the  Congressional 
Library.  Their  presence  is  not  now  com- 
memorated unless  it  be  in  the  name  of  the 
CarroU  Arms  Hotel  on  First  Street  NE.,  sev- 
eral blocks  to  the  north.  At  the  south  end 
of  the  Carroll  property  and  reaching  to  the 
Anacostia  River,  there  was  developed  a 
sparsely  settled  area  caUed  CarroUsburg.  Its 
name  survives  at  CarroUsburg  Place,  which 
extends  from  M  Street  to  N  Street  SW..  In 
the  block  Just  west  of  South  Capitol  Street. 


such  district  (not  exceeding  10  miles  square) 
as  may,  by  cession  of  particular  States,  and 
the  acceptance  of  Congress,  {>eoome  the 
seat  of  the  Oovernment  of  the  United 
SUtes." 

In  1790,  such  a  district,  10  mUes  square, 
centered  around  the  HUl,  was  recommended 
by  President  Washington  and  his  adviser, 
Maj.  Charles  Pierre  L'Enfant.  as  the  seat  <^ 
that  new  government.  Promptly  Marylsmd, 
Virginia,  and  the  Congress  concurred.  The 
hand  of  history  wrote  fast.  In  1791  a  cor- 
nerstone of  the  District  was  laid  in  what  is 
now  Alexandria.  Va.  The  diagonal  axis  of 
the  Equare  extending  due  north  located 
about  one-third  of  the  District  west  of  the 
Potomac  in  Virginia  and  two-thirds  of  it  east 
of  the  Potomac  in  Maryland.  The  President 
named  three  Commissioners  for  its  govern- 
ment. Tliey  were  David  Stuart,  of  Virginia. 
Daniel  CarroU,  of  Maryland,  and  Thomas 
Johnson,  also  of  Maryland.  Carroll  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention of  1787.  He  was  not,  however,  the 
Daniel  Carroll,  of  Duddlngton.  who  owned 
Jenkins  Hill.  Thomas  Johnson  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  Continental  Congress  and  the 
first  Governor  of  Maryland.  Later  he  was 
to  sit  as  an  Associate  Justice  on  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States. 

In  1791  they  named  this  District  of  Destiny 
the  Territory  of  Columbia  and  that  part  of 
the  District  which  lay  west  of  the  Potomac 
soon  was  ceded  back  to  Virginia.  The  re- 
maining two-thirds  Is  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia as  we  know  it  today.  The  Commissioners 
required  a  smaU  area  within  the  District  to 
be  laid  out  in  streets  and  squares.  They 
named  that  area  the  city  of  Washington.  Its 
streets,  running  due  east  and  west,  were  to 
be  lettered  alphabetically,  in  two  series,  to 
the  north  and  south  from  the  Capitol 
Grounds.  Similarly,  those  running  due 
north  and  south  were  to  be  numbered  con- 
secutively. In  two  series,  to  the  east  and 
west  from  the  same  point.  Major  L'Enfant 
located  the  site  for  the  Nation's  Capitol  on 
Jenkins  HiU.  On  the  same  map  he  located 
First  Street  NE.  Likewise  he  identified,  as 
Square  No.  728,  the  area  on  First  Street  ex- 
tending north  from  Bast  Capitol  Street  to 
A  Street.  The  adjoining  triangular  plot  ex- 
tending to  the  north,  from  A  Street  to  Mary- 
land Avenue,  he  nvimbered  727.*  This  land 
was  soon  to  be  appraised  at  6  cents  per  front 
foot. 

By  1793.  with  elaborate  Masonic  ceremony, 
the  cornerstone  of  the  northern  section  of 
the  Capitol  Building  was  laid  on  Capitol  HiU. 
The  Capitol  resembled  but  little  the  struc- 
ture we  know  today.  It  had  no  dome.  It 
had  neither  of  Its  present  wings.  It  con- 
sisted of  the  two  rectangular  structtires  that 
today  constitute  the  elements  Immediately 
north  and  south  of  the  dome.  Congress  and 
the  Supreme  Court  met  in  those  buUdings. 
There  Jefferson  and  Madison  were  each  twice 
inaugurated  as  President. 

Residences  sprang  up  in  the  neighborhood. 
Then,  during  Madison's  second  term,  came 
the  War  of  1813.  On  August  24,  1814.  the 
British  invaded  Washington.  Marching  from 
Bladensburg  down  what  Is  now  Maryland 
Avenue,  they  met  little  opposition.  It  Is 
said,  however,  that,  as  they  reached  2d  Street, 
at  le<ut  one  shot  was  fired  at  them.  It  killed 
the  British  general's  horse  and,  in  retalia- 
tion, the  house  from  which  the  shot  had 
come  was  burned  by  the  invaders.  They 
also  seriously  damaged  with  fire  both  of 
the  buUdlngs  that  constituted  the  CapltoL 
m.  lSlS-19  PaOOXTCXD  tbx  bsicx  cafitol 

The  British  withdrew  as  suddenly  as  they 
bad  come.    The  Govemment  cA  the  United 


*A  Street  then  opened  directly  into  First 
Street.  Its  north  side  followed  the  line  now 
marked  by  the  north  wall  of  the  north  wing 
of  the  Suin«me  Court  Building.  Its  south 
side  followed  a  line  which  now  would  pass 
through  that  wing  between  its  foarth  and 
fifth  windows  from  the  north. 


States  returned  to  Washington.  The  Presi- 
dent and  BCrs.  Madison  moved  into  the  Octa- 
gon House  at  18th  Street  and  New  York 
Avenue  NW.  The  13th  Congress  convened, 
on  September  19,  1814,  in  special  session,  at 
Blodgett's  "Great  Hotel"  at  7th  and  8th 
Streets  between  E  and  F  Streets  NW.  Sep- 
tember 21  the  House  of  Representatives  de- 
feated, 54  to  83,  a  proposal  to  remove  the 
seat  of  Govemment  from  the  District. 
Somewhat  later  the  Senate  took  similar  ac- 
tion, the  immediate  need  being  for  a  tem- 
porary Capitol  Building.  Fate  led  the  way 
to  the  vacant  southeast  comer  of  1st  and  A 
Streets  NE..  where  there  bloomed  a  flower 
garden.  To  the  east  of  it  was  Walker's  (or 
TunnicUlfes'  Hotel.  Anxious  to  retain  the 
seat  of  Govemment  in  Washington,  a  group 
of  citizens  promptly  raised,  by  private  sub- 
scription, $25,000.  This  proved  to  be  enotigli 
to  buy  this  corner  and  to  build  there  a  tem- 
porary Capitol.* 

July  4,  1815,  Its  cornerstone  was  laid.  The 
structtuv  rose  to  three  stories.  The  Senate 
Chamber  was  on  the  ground  floor.  The  Hall 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  was  on  the 
floor  above.  Congress  approved  the  building 
and  occupied  it,  paying  for  its  use  $1,650  a 
year  which  represented  6  percent  on  the 
investment,  plus  $150  for  insurance.  Con- 
gress paid  $5,000  more  for  furnishings,  in- 
cluding the  later  famous  red  leather  chairs 
for  the  Senators.  December  4,  1818,  the 
14th  Congress  met  briefly  at  Blodgett's  Ho- 
tel but,  by  December  13,  both  Houses  of 
Congress  were  in  the  new  brick  Capitol. 
Vice  President  Elbridge  Gerry,  of  Massachu- 
setts, having  passed  away,  the  Presiding  Ofll- 
cer  of  the  Senate  was  its  President  pro  temp- 
ore, Senator  John  Gaillard,  of  South  Caro- 
lina. The  Speaker  of  the  House  was  Henry 
Clay  of  Kentucky.  The  15th  Congress, 
throughout  its  life,  also  met  In  the  brick 
Capitol,  adjourning  sine  die  March  3,  1819. 
The  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate  for  that 
session  was  Vice  President  Daniel  D.  Tomp- 
kins, of  New  York.  The  Speaker  of  the 
House  again  was  Henry  Clay,  of  Kentucky.* 

In  December,  1819,  the  16th  Congress  con- 
vened in  the  newly  rebuilt  and  permanent 
Capitol  Building  on  the  crest  of  the  hlU.  Its 
reconstruction  had  been  made  possible  by  a 
$500,000  loan  to  the  Govemment  from  the 
Washington  banks.  The  Supreme  Court 
preceded  Congress  in  Its  return  to  the  per- 
manent Capitol.  There  the  Court  met  In  the 
semicircular  room  on  the  ground  floor  under 
the  Senate  Chamber. 

The  most  unique  Incident  that  had  oc- 
curred in  the  brick  Capitol,  whUe  Congress 
occupied  it,  was  connected  with  the  inau- 
guration of  President  Monroe  and  Vice  Preai- 
dent  Tompkins,  March  4,  1817.  The  advance 
arrangements  for  the  ceremony  conformed 


*The  largest  subscriber  was  Daniel  Car- 
roll, of  Duddlngton.  The  next  largest  was 
Thomas  Law.  Like  CarroU,  he  was  a  EUb- 
stantial  property  owner.  He  also  was  a 
brother  of  Lord  EUenborough,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  King's  Bench  of  England.  I 
Bryan,  a  History  of  the  National  Capital 
( 1914) ;  Busey,  Pictures  of  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington in  the  Past  (1898) ,  129. 

*In  the  brick  Capitol  during  these  two 
Congresses  were  heard  many  leaders  of  their 
day.  Among  these  were  Senatcn:  Rufus  King, 
of  New  York,  later  an  unsuccessful  candidate 
for  President  of  the  United  States;  Repre- 
sentative Philip  P.  Barbour,  of  Virginia,  later 
a  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court;  John  C.  Cal- 
houn, of  South  Carolina,  later  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States;  William  Henry  Harri- 
son, of  Ohio,  later  President  of  the  United 
States:  John  McLean,  of  Ohio,  later  a  Jus- 
tice of  the  Supreme  Court;  John  Randolph, 
of  Virginia,  later  a  Senator  from  that  State; 
John  Tyler,  of  Virginia,  later  President  of 
the  United  States;  and  Daniel  Webster,  then 
representing  New  Hampshire  but  later  to 
become  Secretary  of  State  and  a  Senator 
from  Massachusetta. 
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largely  to  previous  custom,  except  that,  in- 
■tead  of  holding  the  ceremony  In  the  small 
Senate  Chamber,  the  plan  was  to  move  the 
red  leather  Senate  chairs  into  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  However,  the 
Speaker  of  the  ^ouse  had  not  been  con. 
suited  and,  when  confronted  with  the  plan, 
Henry  Clay  objected,  particularly  to  the 
presence  of  the  Senate  chairs  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  arrangements  were 
quickly  changed.  Vice  President  Tompkins 
was  inducted  into  office  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber and  there  made  his  response,  but  Presi- 
dent-elect Monroe  was  taken  out  of  doors 
to  a  temi>orary  portico  wttlch  had  been 
erected  on  First  Street,  directly  in  front  of 
the  building.  There  in  the  presence  of  the 
general  public,  the  oath  of  office  was  admin. 
Istered  to  him  by  Chief  Justice  Marshall. 
There  the  President  delivered  his  inaugural 
address  and  thus  set  the  precedent  for  public 
Inaugiu-als.* 


■An  echo  of  this  was  heard  In  the  Senate 
30  yean  later,  preceding  the  inauguration  of 
President  Van  Buren.  Clay  was  then  a  Sen- 
ator and  inquired  why  it  was  that  the  Sen- 
ate,  rather  than  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives had  the  exclusive  care  of  administer- 
ing the  Presidential  oath.  He  recalled  the 
incident  at  the  old  brick  Capitol,  In  1817, 
and  furnished  what  is  probably  our  most 
authentic  account  of  it.  His  colloquy  of 
February  28.  1837.  is  reported  In  vol.  13,  pt.  1. 
of  Gales  and  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates  In 
Congrer .,  34th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  at  902,  as  fol- 
lows: 

"The  President  pro  tempore  presented  a 
letter  from  the  President-elect  of  the  United 
States,  Informing  the  Senate  that  he  would 
be  ready  to  take  the  usual  oath  of  office  on 
Saturday.  March  4.  at  12  o'clock,  noon,  at 
such  place  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Senate 
might  designate. 

"Mr.  Grundy  (of  Tennessee)  offered  a  res- 
olution for  the  appointment  of  a  commit- 
tee of  arrangements,  to  make  the  requisite 
preparations  for  administering  the  oath  to 
the  President-elect  of  the  United  States. 

"Mr.   Clay    (of  Kentucky)    said   he   would 
like  to  inquire  whether  precedents  had  been 
examined   on    this   subject.     He    was    aware 
that  the  Senate  had  always  had  a  peculiar 
agency    in    this    business;    but   he   was    not 
aware  why  the  Senate  should  act  upon    lit 
any  more  than  the  House,  or  why  it  was  not 
a  Joint  concern.     He  remembered   that,   on 
the  first  election  of  Mr.  Monroe,  the  com- 
mittee   of    the    Senate    applied    to    him.    as 
Speaker   of   the   House,   for  the   use   of   the 
Chamber    of    the   House;    and   he    had   told 
them   that   he  would  put   the   Chamber   in 
order  for  the  use  of   the   Senate,   but  the 
control  of  It  he  did  not  feel  authorized  to 
sxirrender.     They   wished    also    to   bring    In 
the   fine  red   chairs  of  the   Senate,   but   he 
told  them  it  could  not  be  done;   the  plain 
democratic  chairs  of  the  House  were  more 
becoming.     The   consequence   was   that   Mr. 
Monroe,  instead  of  taking  the  oath  within 
doors,  took  it  outside,  in  the  open  air,  in 
front  of  the  Capitol.    Mr.  C.  mentioned  this 
for  the  piu-pose  of  m.aking  the  inquiry,  what 
was  the  practice,  and  on  what  it  was  found- 
ed, and  why  the  Senate  had  the  exclusive 
care  of  administering  the  oath. 

"Mr.  Grundy  said  the  committee  had 
found  no  authority  but  several  precedents, 
which  were  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
proposition  now  proposed  to  be  made.  He 
did  not  recollect  any  Instance  in  which  the 
House  had  participated  in  it;  and,  in  fact, 
the  House,  as  such,  had  no  existence,  their 
term  having  expired  on  the  preceding  day. 
The  committee  had  examined  three  cases 
of  more  modem  date,  and  had  found  noth- 
Ing  in  opposition  to  the  practice  proposed. 
If  the  committee  could  not  get  into  the 
House,  they  could  go  out  of  doors. 

"The  resolution  was  adopted,  and  the 
Chair  was  authorized  to  appoint  the  above- 
named  committee  of  three  members." 


IV.  IS  19-34    BROUGHT    THX    CUK-'UIT    OOT7ST    FOB 

THx  DisraiCT  or  Columbia 
When  Congress  returned  to  the  permanent 
Capitol,  it  crowded  out  the  circuit  court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia.  That  court,  in 
turn,  was  allotted  space  vacated  in  the  brick 
Capitol.  Ther^  It  met  from  1819  to  1824. 
Pressure  from  the  local  bar  Induced  it  to 
move  downtown  to  Judiciary  Square,  where 
it  occupied  space  In  the  new  city  hall  at  the 
head  of  what  Is  now  John  Marshall  Place. 

V.  noM  ABOUT  1824  TO  ISSl  THE  SITE  WAS 
USED  FOR  A  LODGINCHOUSE.  INCLUDING  AN 
OCCUPANCT    BY    JOHN    C.    CALHOUN — IS4S-S0 

Some  time  after  the  old  brick  Capitol 
ceased  to  be  used  by  the  circuit  court  It  was 
converted  into  a  lodglnghouse.  In  1841  we 
find  H.  V.  Hill  advertising  furnished  rooms 
for  rent.  Several  Members  of  Congress  lived 
there.*  It  housed  two  clubs  for  young  men. 
Its  most  prominent  tenant  was  Senator  John 
C.  Calhoun,  from  South  Carolina.  Formerly 
Secretary  of  War,  Secretary  of  Slate,  and 
twice  Vice  President,  he  was  completing  40 
years  of  public  service.  There  Senator  Cal- 
houn lived,  largely  alone,  from  1849  until  his 
death  at  the  age  of  68.  on  Sunday.  March  31. 
1850.  It  was  there  that  his  political  oppo- 
nent, but  personal  friend.  Senator  Daniel 
Webster,  of  Maseachusetts.  came  to  cheer  him 
during  his  final  days. 

VI.  FROM    1861   TO    18  88  THE  SITE  WAS  OCCUPIED 

BT   THE   CAPlrOL    PRISON 

After  an  Interval,  during  part  of  whlrh  the 
building  was  used  as  a  public  school,  the  site 
at  First  and  A  Streets  NE  .  passed  Into  the 
sixth  period  of  its  career.  In  the  spring  of 
1861  the  old  brick  Capitol  was  converted  into 
a  Federal  military  prison.  It  was  known  as 
the  Capitol  Prison.  A  high  wall  was  built 
around  the  prison  yard  on  the  east.  The 
prison  was  used  for  state  prisoners  rather 
than  for  violators  of  military  discipline. 
During  Its  first  4  months  only  15  prisoners 
were  sent  there.  Soon,  however,  arrests  be- 
came so  numerous  that  two  houses  In  the 
adjoining  block  to  the  south  were  used  to 
house  the  overflow.  At  one  time  1.004  pris- 
oners are  said  to  have  been  crowded  In. 
Among  Its  notorious  Inmates  were  the  Con- 
federate spies  Rose  Greenhow  and  Belle  Boyd. 
Capt.  Henry  Wlrz,  former  commandant  of 
the  AndersonvlUe  Confederate  military 
prison,  was  another.  He  was  hanged  In  the 
prison  yard  November  10.  1865,  and  at  least 
three  others  are  said  to  have  been  executed 
there. 

VII.  FROM  ABOUT  1867  TO  1921  THE  SriE  AGAIN 
BECAME  RESIDENTIAL;  IT  INCLUDED  THE  RESI- 
DENCE   OF   JUSTICE    FIELD    FROM    186S   TO    1899 

In  May  1867.  the  Old  Brick  Capitol  prop- 
erty and  its  grounds  were  sold  for  »20.000 
to  George  T.  Brown,  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
Senate.  With  financial  aid  from  Senator 
Lyman  Trumbull,  of  Illinois,  he  remodeled 
and  converted  the  building  into  three  large 
row  houses.  They  were  four  stories  high 
and  faced  First  Street  on  the  southeast  cor- 
ner of  the  A  Street  Intersection.  Known  as 
Trumbull  Row.  Noe.  21.  23.  and  25.  they  pro- 
vided convenient  and  desirable  living  quar- 
ters. 

The  most  famous  occupant  of  these  houses 
was  Justice  Stephen  J.  Field,  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  Appointed  to 
that  Court  in  1863,  he  spent  much  time  on 
the  Pacific  coast  in  performance  of  his  duties 
as  a  circuit  Justice.  However,  in  1870  or 
1871,  he  established  his  residence  In  Trum- 
bull Row.  He  occupied  the  house  at  the 
southerly  end  of  the  row  which  had  been 
acquired   by  one   or   more    of   his   brothers. 


•Representatives  William  H.  Brockenbor- 
ough,  of  Florida;  Reuben  Chapman,  of  Ala- 
bama; Joseph  A.  Woodward,  of  South  Caro- 
lina; and  Isaac  E.  Morse,  of  Louisiana  are 
among  those  reported  to  have  lived  there  in 
the  1840's. 


Cyrus.  David  Dudley,  and  Henry.'  He  built 
an  addition  to  it  and  provided  a  large  recep- 
tion room  on  the  first  fioor.  His  Ubrary 
of  3.000  volumes  was  on  the  second  floor. 
There  he  followed  a  tireless  schedule  that 
began  at  7  o'clock  each  morning.  At  the  age 
of  82  he  died  there  on  Sunday.  April  9.  1399. 
This  was  nearly  2  years  after  he  had  sub- 
mitted his  resignation  from  the  Court  to 
take  effect  December  1,  1897,  closing  the 
longest  term  of  office  ever  served  on  that 
Court — 34  years  8  months  and  20  days.* 

VIII.  FROM  1931  TO  1928  THE  SITE  WAS  THE 
HEADQUARTERS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  WOMAN'S 
PARTY 

Mrs.  Alva  Belmont  (Mrs.  Oliver  Hazard 
Perry  Belmont),  having  acquired  the  Old 
Brick  Capitol  property,  presented  It  to  the 
National  Woman's  Party  as  a  permanent 
headquarters  for  their  crusade  for  equal 
rights  for  women.  Known  as  No.  21  First 
Street  NE..  It  was  cherUhed  by  that  organi- 
zation not  only  as  a  headquarters  but  as  an 
historical  shrine.  They  embellUhed  the 
grounds  with  a  garden.  When,  in  1928,  this 
site  was  selected  for  the  Supreme  Court 
Building,  the  National  Woman's  Party  op- 
posed the  selection  because  it  meant  the  re- 
moval  of  their  historic  building.  The  Senate 
adopted  a  resolution  favoring  the  retention 
of  their  building  and  the  abandonment  of 
the  proposal  to  build  the  Supreme  Court 
Building  there.  However.  Case  No.  1911  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia resulted  In  the  condemnation  of  the 
property  and  an  award  to  the  National  Wom- 
an's Party  of  substantially  $300,000  as  Just 
compensation  for  the  taking  of  lt.»  The  party 
thereupon  moved  to  Its  present  headquarters 
in  the  historic  mansion  on  the  northwest 
corner  of  Constitution  Avenue  (old  B  Street) 
and  Second  Street  NE. 

IX.  SINCE  1928  THE  srrE  HAS  BEEN  SET  ASmE  FO« 
THE  SUPRE.ME  COURT  OF  THE  UNnXD  8TATXS 

Completed  In  1935,  the  Supreme  Court 
Building,  designed  by  Cass  Gilbert.  Sr..  Case 
Gilbert,  Jr ,  and  John  R.  Rockart,  stands 
where  First  and  A  Streets  formerly  met.  The 
site  Is  now  known  as  No.  1  First  Street  NE. 
The  Supreme  Court  Building  provides  a  fit- 
ting climax.  Magnificent  in  design,  its  cen- 
tral element  reflects  the  proportions  of  the 
Parthenon  of  Athens.  Significant  as  a  sym- 
bol  of  the  Independence  of  the  Judiciary,  it 
honors  an  historic  spot.  Inspirational  in  its 
message  of  "Equal  Justice  under  law."  it 
expresses  in  fitting  form  the  faith  of  our 
fathers. 
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Cyrus  W.  Field  was  the  projector  of  the 
first  Atlantic  cable.  David  Dudley  Field  was 
the  author  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure 
adopted  by  New  York  and  followed  by  many 
Western  States.  For  many  years  the  four 
brothers  met  annually  with  Justice  Field  at 
this  house  to  celebrate  the  birthday  of  David 
Dudley  Field  on  February  13. 
.  •  There  also  once  stood  in  this  block  a 
historic  home  on  East  Capitol  Street  occu- 
pied by  Capt.  William  Easby,  a  veteran  of 
the  Battle  of  Bladensbtu-g  in  1814.  It  was 
built  In  1750  by  Daniel  Carroll  and  came  Into 
the  ownership  of  the  Easby  family  in  about 
1824. 

•The  parcel  acquired  from  the  National 
Woman's  Party  was  the  largest  one  in  the 
site.  The  condemnation  awards  for  the  en- 
tire Bite  came  to  •1,768,141. 
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In  Civil  War  days,  John  Hita.  the  first 
Swiss  consul  general  to  the  United  States, 
and  great-grandfather  of  Justice  Harold  Hits 
Burton,  and  of  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  main- 
tained hM  home  and  his  consulate  at  29  A 
Street  BE.,  within  what  Is  now  the  Capitol 
Plaza,  opposite  the  Congressional  Library.  At 
his  death  in  1864  President  Lincoln  and  Sec- 
retary of  State  Seward  attended  his  funeral 
services  at  that  residence. 


THE  SUBMERGED  LANDS 
CONTROVERSY 

The  SPEAKER,  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
California  [&fr.  Hosmbk]  Is  recognized 
for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
House  is  on  the  eve  of  considering  the 
submerged  lands  controversy  once  again. 

Before  the  debate  and  before  the  air 
becomes  fogged  with  the  bitterness,  mis- 
Information,  and  exaggerations  invaria* 
bly  generated  by  this  topic,  I  would  like 
to  lay  before  my  colleagues  for  their 
calm  consideration  some  of  the  facts  re- 
lated to  this  issue — facts  vital  to  its 
determination. 

So  there  may  be  no  question  as  to 
my  motives,  let  me  say  that  I  represent 
the  18th  Congressional  District  of  Cali- 
fornia. Within  the  limits  of  that  dis- 
trict lies  the  city  of  Long  Beach,  my 
home. 

This  city  presently  has  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  at  stake  in  the  action 
of  this  body  respecting  the  submerged 
lands.  Its  future  stake  can  best  be  illus- 
trated by  stating  that,  at  the  present 
time,  untapped  oil  resources  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  the  city's  bound- 
aries are  estimated  at  four  times  the 
present  assessed  valuation  of  the  entire 
city.  So,  both  as  a  citizen  of  Long 
Beach  and  as  its  representative  in  Con- 
gress, I  have  a  definite  and  close  interest 
in  the  controversy. 

However,  as  an  American  citizen,  in 
common  with  each  and  every  other  of 
my  fellow  Americans,  I  have  an  even 
more  particular  and  vital  interest  in  it, 
namely:  Is  my  National  Qovermnent  to 
continue  in  the  historic  American  tra- 
dition of  functioning  as  a  government 
of  delegated  powers,  reserving  and  pre- 
serving to  the  State  and  local  govern- 
ments all  those  fimctions  which  ade- 
quately can  be  discharged  at  these  levels, 
closer  and  more  responsive  to  the  will 
of  the  people,  or  are  we  to  propel  our- 
selves down  the  road  of  centralization 
of  powers  In  a  few  hands— hands  very 
remote  from  our  citizens.  This  road, 
traveled  by  other  nations,  has  led  to 
deprivation  of  individual  liberty,  slavery 
to  an  all-powerfid  state,  dictatorship, 
desperation,  and  despair. 

For  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  submerged 
lands  controversy,  stripped  to  its  essence 
and  bared  of  extraneous  and  Irrelevant 


attributes  sought  to  be  attached  to  It— 
to  confuse  and  sugar  coat  it — ^is  no  more 
than  another  attempt  by  the  advocates 
of  big,  powerful,  all-consuming,  central- 
ized Federal  Government  to  move  toward 
that  tragic  goal. 

i  truly  believe  that  many  well-meaning 
people  have  been  taken  in  and  duped  by 
the  big-government  advocates.  It  is  my 
purpose  to  state  the  issue  in  its  true  per- 
spective, now,  while  the  atmosphere  still 
is  clear  and  unturbulent.  I  shall  explain 
the  background  of  the  controversy  and 
answer  some  of  the  false  charges  and 
misleading  propaganda  that  advocates  of 
Federal  control  of  the  submerged  lands 
have  spread. 

Here  are  the  facts  back  of  this  con- 
troversy: 

The  colonial  charters,  of  what  later  be- 
came the  Thirteen  Original  States, 
granted  those  colonies  not  only  the  land 
and  the  waters  thereon,  but  also  the  sea 
for  a  distance  ranging  from  3  miles  to  20 
leagues,  about  60  miles.  When  these 
colonies  formed  the  United  States  of 
America,  their  seaward  boundaries  be- 
came fixed  at  3  miles.  Later,  as  new 
States  were  created  out  of  the  wild  lands 
of  the  West,  they  were  admitted  into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing — in  all  re- 
spects— with  the  original  States. 

The  seaward  boundaries  of  coastal 
States  were  fixed  at  the  3-mile  limit,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  Texas  and  the  west 
coast  of  Florida,  where  the  seaward 
boimdary  was  3  marine  leagues,  or  about 
10  V^  miles. 

The  unsettled  territory  of  most  of  these 
States,  however,  was  recognized  as  Fed- 
eral and  became  the  public  domain,  over 
which  the  States  had  Jurisdictional  sov- 
ereignty, but  not  title.  It  is  Important  to 
remember  this  point,  namely,  there  has 
never  been  a  question  that  actual,  legal 
title  to  lands  regarded  as  within  the  pub- 
lic domain  rests  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, and  that  such  title  was  derived 
directly  from  the  British  sovereign  on 
the  declaration  of  our  independence. 

The  Federal  Govemropnt  did  not  spe- 
cifically lay  claim  to  the  navigable 
streams  and  lakes,  the  harbors,  and  the 
tidelands  and  ocean  outside  the  3-mile 
limit.  It  is  important  to  remember  these 
additional  points:  First,  the  title  to 
these  was  generally  recognized  as  be- 
longing to  the  States,  as  derived  from 
the  British  sovereign;  second,  this  title 
was  subject  only  to  the  regulation  of 
navigation  by  the  Federal  Government, 
a  power  also  derived  from  the  previous 
sovereign. 

Instances  have  occurred  In  the  past 
where  claim  was  made  that  these  sub- 
merged lands  were  a  part  of  the  public 
domain  and  therefore  belonged  to  the 
Federal  Government.  However,  no  less 
than  52  decisions  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  dating  as  far  back  as 
1844.  have  involved  State  ownership  of 
filled  lands  made  from  tidal  swamps  and 
shallow  water  along  the  coast — each  and 
every  one  of  these  decisions  upheld 
ownership  in  these  lands  by  the  States. 

That  is  the  way  things  stood  in  1936. 
Oil  had  been  discovered  some  years  be- 
fore imder  the  submerged  lands  of 
southern  California.  It  was  being  pro- 
duced in  ever-Increasing  quantities  un- 
der leases  from  the  State.   These  leases. 


imder  the  carefully  drawn  model  re- 
source conservation  statutes  of  the  State 
of  California,  provided  a  high  royalty 
rettim  to  the  people  of  California. 

Some  individuals  and  companies,  fail- 
ing to  get  State  leases  and  well  aware  of 
the  much  reduced  12^  percent  royalty 
provisions  of  oil  leases  Issued  by  the 
Federal  Government,  had  made  applica- 
tion for  Federal  leases  on  the  basis  that 
the  submerged  lands  were  owned  by  the 
Federal  Government.  In  every  case, 
their  applications  were  rejected. 

Mr.  Harold  Ickes,  then  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  ruled  in  1933  that  such 
claims  must  be  rejected.  He  cited  one 
of  these  52  United  States  Supreme  Court 
decisions,  stating: 

Such  title  to  the  shore  and  lands  under 
water  is  regarded  as  Incidental  to  the  sov- 
ereignty of  the  States  •  •  •  and  cannot 
be  retained  or  granted  out  to  Individuals  by 
the  United  States. 

Suddenly  in  1936,  however,  Mr.  Ickes 
changed  his  mind.  On  January  16  of 
that  year,  a  Mr.  C.  A.  Weigel  filed  an 
application  for  a  Federal  oil  lease  on  an 
under-water  oil  field,  located  at  Himt- 
ington  Beach,  Calif.,  which  was  already 
operating  under  the  State  lease.  Mr. 
Ickes  reversed  the  long-settled  policy  of 
the  Interior  Department  and  allowed 
this  and  other  subsequent  applications 
to  stand  open  in  his  files.  Why  did  Mr. 
Ickes  change  his  mind?  Why  did  he 
suddenly  choose  to  Ignore  these  52 
United  States  Supreme  Court  decisions? 

His  only  answer  was  that  he  had 
"made  a  mistake"  when  he  ruled  that 
the  States  held  title  to  these  lands. 

Of  course,  when  Mr.  Ickes'  "change  of 
mind"  was  announced,  applications  for 
other  Federal  leases  to  tidelands  began 
to  pour  in.  None  of  these  lease  applica- 
tions was  granted,  but  Mr.  Ickes  began 
urging  legislative  or  Judicial  action  to 
declare  the  oil-bearing  submerged  l£uids 
to  be  Federal  property. 

In  April  1937  a  bill  was  introduced  In 
the  Senate  for  this  purpose.  A  similar 
Senate  Joint  resolution  passed  the  Senate 
that  year  and  was  reported  out  by  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  in  1938. 
However,  it  died  with  the  end  of  the 
75th  Congress.  Similar  legislation  was 
introduced  in  the  76th  Congress  in  1939. 
By  this  time  the  people  of  the  coastal 
States  had  become  awakened  to  the  fact 
that  more  than  oil  under  the  submerged 
lands  was  involved.  They  recognized 
that  such  legislation  would  cloud  the 
titles  to  all  filled  lands  and  their  im- 
provements along  the  coasts,  the  inland 
lakes,  and  the  navigable  streams  of  any 
State.  As  a  consequence,  legislation  was 
introduced  not  to  fix  title  in  the  Federal 
Government  but  to  affirm  titles  of  sub- 
merged coastal  lands  and  inland  navi- 
gable waterways  to  the  States. 

Such  legislation  gained  momentum  in 
each  following  Congress.  It  had  the 
backing  of  the  attorneys  general  of  46 
States.  This  legislation  finally  passed 
both  Houses  of  Congress  in  1946.  but 
was  vetoed  by  Mr.  Truman. 

However,  while  this  State-ownership 
legislation  was  pending  before  the  Con- 
gress— and  it  had  a  good  chance  of  pas- 
sage— the  Federal-control  advocates  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  step  in  and  prop  up  Mr.  Ickes' 
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claims.  In  IMS  former  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Biddle  caused  a  suit  to  be  filed  in 
tbe  Federal  District  Court  of  Southern 
California  against  an  oil  company  oper- 
attnc  off  the  California  coast  under  State 
lease,  claiming  the  lands  on  behalf  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

This  suit  was  later  dropped  and  a 
new  suit  was  initiated  against  the  State 
of  California  and  carried  directly  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  This  new 
suit  claimed  that  all  persons  who  held 
title  or  leases  from  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia on  submerged  lands  were  tres- 
passers against  the  rights  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Supreme  Court's  decision  in  the 
California  tldelands  case,  handed  down 
•n  June  23.  1047.  was  a  most  astonish- 
ing one.  In  a  6  to  2  (wtinion.  the  Court 
ruled — despite  52  precedents— that  the 
question  of  ownership  of  the  submerged 
coastal  lands  out  to  the  8 -mile  limit  had 
never  been  previously  settled  and  that 
California  did  not  own  these  lands.  The 
decision  did  not  say.  however,  that  tte 
Federal  Government  owned  the  sub- 
merged lands,  but  that,  because  of  the 
needs  for  national  defense,  it  had  para- 
mount rights  and  dominion  over  them. 
The  ruling  left  the  door  open  for  Con- 
gress to  decide  the  actual  ownership. 

Similar  original  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  suits  were  immediately 
brought  against  Texas  and  Louisiana, 
where  development  of  oil  and  gas  under 
State  leases  had  already  begun  beneath 
the  shadow  waters  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
both  within  the  State  boundaries  and  izi 
the  Continental  Shelf  beyond.  The 
Texas  and  Louisiana  decisions  were 
handed  down  in  1950  and  were  similar 
to  the  California  decision. 

The  pnxluction  of  oil  and  gas  off  the 
CaUfomia  coast  has  continued  under  a 
series  of  stipulations  between  the  State 
and  Federal  Govemments,  the  proceeds 
being  impounded  until  the  qnestion  of 
ownership  is  settled.  But  the  Texas  and 
Louisiana  decisions  complHdy  stopped 
the  fiu-ther  development  of  oU  and  gas 
deposits  oS  those  coasts  at  a  time  when 
the  oil  was  badly  needed  for  domestic 
and  defense  purposes. 

The  82d  Congress  saw  a  rodi  of  tide- 
lands  legislation— some  for  Federal  own- 
ership, some  for  State  ownership,  and 
some  to  allow  interim  oU  and  gas  de- 
velomient  pending  final  settlement  of 
the  ownership.  This  House,  in  July  IWI 
passed  by  205  to  109,  a  Mil  to  confirm  and 
establish  State  titles  to  submerged  lands 
within  the  States  historic  boundaries 
and  to  confirm  Federal  ownership  at  the 
Continental  Shelf  with  Federal  leasing 
of  its  oil  deposits. 

The  Senate,  in  H52.  passed  with  a 
much  smaller  majority,  a  WIl  establish- 
ing the  State's  title  to  the  submerged 
lands  within  their  boundaries,  but  not 
touching  on  the  ownership  of  the  Conti- 
nental Swtf.  The  House  accepted  ttiis 
bill,  but  again  Mr.  Truman  vetoed  it. 

Tldelands  bflls  of  aD  sorts  have  been 
Introduced  dtsrlng  this  eSd  Congress.  A 
bin  known  as  »ie  Grahi«i  bin  has  been 
carefully  drafted  by  the  Jwficiary  Com- 
mittee. It  meticuloasly  protects  the 
propegnpovlnces  tjf  the  Mderal  Govem- 
M|Hit(^BUe  confirming  the  ownership  of 
Vie  StAn  tn  these  snbmarginal  lands. 


I  hoi>e  my  colleagues  will  swiftly  make 
it  law. 

Before  leaving  the  historical  back- 
ground phases  of  the  controversy,  how- 
ever, I  must  point  out  that  the  doctrine 
of  Federal  "paramount  rights"  and  "do- 
minion,' enunciated  in  the  Supreme 
Court's  (::aliIorQia  tldelands  decision,  has 
implications  far  beyond  control  of  the 
submerged  lands  and  the  valuable  oil 
deposits  under  them.  If  the  Federal 
Government,  because  of  the  needs  of  na- 
tional d(;fense,  can  claim  the  submerged 
coastal  lands  on  these  grounds,  it  could. 
on  the  siime  basis,  expropriate  any  other 
lands  oi  natural  resources  within  our 
country.  This  is  a  dangerous  concept 
and  will  not  be  remedied  by  State-owner- 
ship legislation.  It  will,  and  must  be, 
our  constant  duty  to  insure  that  the 
doctrine  is  never  perverted  to  the  dero- 
gation of  our  liberties. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  turn  to  a  few 
of  the  many  false  charges  and  the  mis- 
leading propaganda  spread  by  the  advo- 
cates of  Federal  ownership,  and  analyze 
than  with  you  to  determine  their  merit. 

Take,  for  instance,  the  charge  that 
"the  oil  lobby  is  behind  the  drive  for 
State  ownership  of  submerged  lands." 
Let  us  see  what  the  true  fact  is : 

The  true  fact  is  that  the  so-called 
eil  lobby  has  supported  not  State  owner- 
ship, but  has  supported  the  very  legisla- 
tion sought  by  the  Truman  administra- 
tion to  establish  Federal  control.  In 
testimony  before  the  Senate  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee,  during  the 
1951  submerged -lands  hearings,  oil-in- 
dustry representatives  endorsed  the 
O'Mahoney -Anderson  bill,  providing  for 
permanent  Federal  control.  Mr.  Tru- 
man urged  the  passage  of  this  measure, 
in  his  veto  message  oa  the  Holland  bill 
in  1S53. 

The  diive  for  State-ownership  legisla- 
tion has  come  from  the  States  them- 
selves and  their  political  subdivisions — 
not  from  any  oil  lobby.  Since  1938.  a 
total  of  205  State  and  local  ofQcials  have 
gone  on  record  with  the  committees  of 
Congress  urging  passage  of  the  State - 
ownership  legislation.  Included  in  these 
endorsers  of  State  ownership  were  15 
individual  Governors  and  74  different 
State  attorneys  general.  Major  support 
for  State  ownership  has  come  from  a 
great  many  respected  national  organ- 
izations, such  as  the  National  Association 
of  Attorneys  General,  the  American  Bar 
Association,  the  American  Association 
of  Port  Authorities,  and  the  American 
Municipiil  Association,  which  represents 
10.150  municipalities  throughout  our 
land. 

Now  take  a  look  at  another  false 
charge— that  the  word  "tldelands"  has 
been  used  by  State -ownership  advocates 
to  deceive  the  people.  The  truth  is  that 
State  and  local  representatives  have 
never  cla-lmed  that  tldelands  in  the  strict 
sense— tliat  is.  the  part  of  the  seashore 
washed  by  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide- 
Is  involved.  The  States'  representatives 
properly  described  the  issue  as  affecting 
submerged  lands.  Newspaper  practice 
of  using  labels  for  issues  has  resulted 
in  the  common  reference  of  the  sub- 
merged-ljinds  dispute  as  the  tidelands 
matter.  This  approach  by  Federal- 
control  advocates  simply  demonstrates 
and  exemplifies  the  ingenuity  of  their 


efforts  to  confuse  this  issue  in  the  minds 
of  the  American  people. 

Next  Let  us  see  what  the  truth  is  of 
the  false  charge  by  Federal-control  ad- 
vocates that  the  Supreme  Court  has 
never  held  that  the  States  own  these 
lands.  The  truth  Is  that  State  owner- 
ship of  the  submerged  lands  was  afiOrmed 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  52  times  and  by  the  tower  FMeral 
and  State  courts  244  times  prior  to  the 
astounding  decision  in  the  California 
case.  Even  in  that  decision  the  Supreme 
Court  admitted  that  many  times  it  "used 
language  strong  enough  to  indicate  that 
it  then  believed  the  States  not  only 
owned  tidelands  and  the  soil  under 
inlaixl  navigable  waters  but  also  owned 
soil  under  all  navigable  waters  within 
their  territorial  Jurisdiction,  whether 
inland  or  not." 

Even  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Harold 
Ickes  in  1933  stated  that  settled  law 
was  as  follows: 

Title  to  the  soil  underneath  the  ocean 
within  the  3-mUe  limit  U  In  the  State  at 
California  and  the  land  may  not  be  appro- 
priated except  by  the  authority  of  Ute  State. 

My  coUeagws.  It  was  only  after  ofl  was 
discovered  In  large  quantities  that  the 
Federal  Government  changed  its  posi- 
tion and  tried  to  confiscate  these  lands. 

Again,  advocates  of  Federal  ownership 
have  attempted  to  lufl  the  American  peo- 
ple Into  a  false  feeling  of  secinity  by 
spreading  the  misconception  that  the 
title  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  in- 
land navlpflble  waters  is  not  endangered 
by  the  Federal-ownership  doctrine.  The 
contrary  Is  true.  The  very  brief  filed  by 
the  Federal  Government  In  the  suit 
against  California  attacked  as  "unsound" 
and  "erroneous"  the  rule  that  States 
owned  the  lands  beneath  their  inland 
navigable  waterways.  In  the  California 
decision  the  Court  Itself  said  California 
had  only  a  "qualified  ownership"  of  such 
lands. 

Further,  the  Supreme  Court  has  heM 
that  the  Great  Lakes  are  open  seas,  gov- 
erned by  the  same  rules  of  law  as  lands 
under  tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the 
sea. 

Federal  officials  may  promise  that  they 
would  never  attempt  to  confiscate  lands 
beneath  Inland  navigable  waterways,  but 
the  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  that  such 
acts  cannot  bind  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. What  credence  can  be  given  such 
promises  boldly  made  at  the  very  time 
the  Federal  Government  completely  re- 
versed its  position  on  State  ownership 
to  take  away  the  coastal  submerged 
lands  of  the  States? 

Next.  I  want  to  examine  for  you  the 
argument  that  the  Federal  Government 
must  take  over  this  oil  for  national  de- 
fense. Let  us  remember  that  this  Gov- 
ernment of  ours  is  a  government  of  the 
people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the  people; 
and  that  not  only  is  the  sanctity  of  the 
individual  guaranteed  by  the  Constitu- 
tion, but  also  the  sanctity  of  his  rights 
to  his  property.  It  is  a  revolutionary 
doctrine  to  say  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment can  confiscate  resources  neces- 
sary to  national  defense.  The  Consti- 
tution permits  the  Federal  Governnient 
to  condemn  the  property  it  needs,  but 
requires  that  just  compensation  be  paid 
the  owner.    The  wisdom  of  the  Founding 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2349 


Fathers  did  not  give  it  the  power  to  con- 
fiscate State  or  privately  owned  property 
for  any  purpose. 

The  claim  that  this  oil  wlU  be  avail- 
able for  national  defense  only  if  the 
Federal  Government  owns  it  is  pure  and 
simple  nonseiuie.  It  has  been  under 
State  ownership  and  control  that  the  oil 
was  discovered,  developed,  and  made 
available  to  the  people  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  our  land.  I  challenge  anyone 
to  show  me  one  single  instence  where 
one  single  barrel  of  oil  has  been  denied 
the  Federal  Government  from  the  sub- 
merged lands. 

But  if  that  not  be  enough  to  dispel 
any  l>elief  that  the  Federal  Government 
must  teke  this  oil  for  national  defense, 
let  me  say  this:  That  in  June  1952,  in 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  hear- 
ings, the  Interior  Department  and  the 
General  Services  Administration  even 
stated  that  they  plaimed  to  declare  these 
submerged  lands  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
any  Federal  agimciee. 

Just  prior  to  his  election.  President 
Elsenhower,  in  Octot)er  1952,  stated  that 
State  ownership  would  in  no  way  inter- 
fere with  the  national  defense  needs. 
And  I  call  upon  my  colleagues  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle,  who  have  so  profusely 
spread  their  admiration  and  support  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  the  pages  of  the  Congrks- 
sioNAL  RicoRD — to  mateh  their  words 
with  deeds  and  heed  our  President's  rec- 
ommendations and  desires  with  respect 
to  this  very  important  issue. 

Next,  what  is  there  to  the  charge  that 
only  three  selfish  States  are  involved  in 
this  submerged  lands  controversy?  It  is 
plainly  and  simply  another  attempt  to 
obscure  the  trui;  facts  that  all  48  States 
are  involved.  It  is  true  that  only  three 
States,  California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana, 
have  been  sued.  But  the  Interior  De- 
partment has  attempted  to  seize  the 
coastal  submerged  lands  in  Washington. 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Florida — 
without  even  suing  them.  Further,  Mr. 
Truman's  executive  order,  aUegedly  cre- 
ating a  naval  petroleum  reserve — if  it 
has  any  legal  force  or  effect  whatso- 
ever— applies  to  the  submerged  lands  of 
all  21  coastel  Suites,  not  Just  California. 
Texas,  and  Louisiana. 

The  strange  and  dangerous  doctrine  of 
paramount  rights,  by  which  the  Federal 
Government  has  attempted  to  seize  these 
submerged  lands,  is  so  revolutionary  and 
so  far-reaching  that  the  sovereignty  and 
the  property  rights  of  all  48  States  are 
threatened.  Even  the  constitutional 
protection  guaranteed  to  private  prop- 
erty is  endangered.  All  natural  re- 
sources everywhere  could  be  nationalized 
under  this  doctrine.  And,  my  colleagues, 
those  are  not  my  words.  They  are  the 
words  of  the  resolutions  of  the  American 
Bar  Association  and  of  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Attorneys  General  of  the  4« 
States  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

I  do  not  wish  to  hold  this  floor  indefi- 
nitely to  answer  the  endless,  baseless 
charges  of  the  Federal-cMitrol  advocates. 
However,  there  are  three  additional  spe- 
cific charges  that  should  be  explained  in 
order  fully  to  clear  the  air  for  delibera- 
tion on  the  Graham  bill. 


There  Is  a  charge  that  the  States  are 
trying  to  steal  these  lands  and  that  to 
restore  them  would  be  a  gift. 

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the 
facts.  The  Supreme  Court  itself  hi  the 
California  case  specifically  pelted  out 
that  Congress  has  the  constitutional 
power  and  right  to  restore  imquestioned 
State  ownership  to  these  lands.  The 
Stetes  are  scrupulously  adhering  to  con- 
stitutional procedures  by  petitioning  the 
Congress  to  restore  their  rights.  To  de- 
scril>e  such  proper  legal  procedure  as  a 
steal  undermines  respect  for  our  legal 
system. 

Obviously,  that  false  charge  Is  calcu- 
lated to  arouse  emotions  and  confuse  the 
true  issue.  From  their  inception,  the 
States  have,  without  challenge,  owned, 
used,  and  improved  these  lands  until  the 
very  recent  past.  To  restore  that  owner- 
ship can.  by  no  streteh  of  the  imagina- 
tion, be  called  either  a  gift  or  a  steal.  A 
more  appropriate  word  would  be 
"justice." 

Federal  ownership  advocates  have 
gone  so  far  afield  as  to  try  to  involve 
the  question  of  education  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  issue.  They  tell  us  that 
Federal  control  is  necessary  to  provide 
oil  for  education. 

The  truth  is  that  neither  the  Federal 
Government,  the  State  govemments,  or 
the  local  govemments  have  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  confiscate  anything  for 
any  purpose,  however  worthy.  That  is 
one  of  the  fundamental  protections 
written  into  the  Constitution  on  which 
oiu-  system  of  Government  is  based. 

Furthermore,  any  revenues  that  would 
be  available  for  education  would  be  of 
such  an  infinitesimal  amount  as  to 
make  this  argument  ridiculous  in  the 
extreme.  Last  month  the  Library  of 
Congress  reported  that  if  all  revenues 
from  the  submerged  lands  oil  became 
available  for  education — every  penny  of 
them — it  would  amount  to  less  than 
one-half  of  one  percent  of  present  edu- 
cational expenditures. 

Those  advocating  oil  for  education 
have  raised  false  hopes  on  the  part  of 
educators  in  order  to  gain  their  powerful 
support  for  Federal  control.  Actually, 
oil  for  education  has  nothing  whatso- 
ever to  do  with  the  liasic  issue — owner- 
ship of  submerged  lands— and  is,  at  best, 
a  shimmering  illusion. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  hope  that  this  expla- 
nation of  the  background  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  controversy,  and  this  ex- 
posure of  some  of  the  false  and  mis- 
leading charges  and  propaganda  that  it 
has  generated,  will  serve  to  resolve  the 
issue  in  the  minds  of  some  who  may  be 
coming  to  grips  with  it  for  the  first  time. 

I  hope  aU  wiU  realize  that  this  issue 
is  not  one  between  Republicans  and 
Democrats.  Nor  is  it  one  between  a 
few  States  favored  in  their  natural  re- 
sources and  the  remainder  of  the  States 
of  our  land.  Nor  is  it  one  involving  the 
education  of  our  children.  I  hope  all 
will  realize  that,  stripped  to  its  funda- 
mentals, it  is  a  contest  between  those 
who  believe  in  preserving  State,  local, 
and  private  rights,  by  limiting  the  [>owers 
of  Federal  Government,  and  those  who 
would  give  the  Federal  Government  un- 
limited power  over  the  people  and  the 
resources  of  the  Nation. 


RECIPROCAL  IHADE  AGREEMENTS 
ACT 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPE1AE:er.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATT.EY.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  82d  Congress  renewed  and  extended 
the  1951  Reciprocal  Titide  Agreements 
Act.  Members  of  the  Congress  were 
shocked  by  the  revelation  that  the  State 
Department  at  the  1945  Geneva  Conven- 
tion had  abrogated  to  itself  the  express 
right  of  the  Congress  to  make  treaties. 

Now  that  we  have  legislation  pending 
in  the  Congress  to  amend  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Agreements  Act,  which  wlU  be  up 
lor  renewal  in  this  session  of  Congress, 
we  find  the  State  Department  meddling 
in  affairs  that  are  strictly  the  business  of 
the  Congress. 

The  following  news  release  from  the 
Oil  Daily  under  date  of  March  18  should 
be  a  warning  to  Members  of  Congress 
interested  in  limiting  the  increasing  im- 
ports of  residual  fuel  oil: 

Nxw  ToKX,  March  18. — A  top  State  Depart- 
ment official,  recently  appointed  by  President 
Elaenhower,  came  out  strongly  today  against 
sharp  cutbacks  In  residual  fuel  oil  imports 
I>roposed  by  a  score  ot  Congressmen. 

John  II.  Cabot.  Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
for  Inter-American  Affairs,  told  a  Joint  meet- 
ing oS  the  Kzport  Managers  Club  and  the 
Export  Advertising  Association  here,  that 
passage  of  such  legislation  would  "prejudice 
our  interests  throughout  the  Americas." 

Taking  note  of  more  than  20  bills  in  Con- 
gress to  reduce  residual  imports  to  6  percent 
of  the  domestic  demand  for  each  calendar 
quarter  of  the  previoiu  year,  Cabot  said : 

"I  am  not  going  to  describe  to  you  at 
length  what  is  likely  to  happen  if  one  of 
these  bills  should  pass;  you  yourselves  will 
readily  appreciate  that  if  we  should  th\u 
break  an  international  conunitment,  it  wUl 
not  only  damage  your  business  in  Veneruela 
but  also  prejudice  our  interests  throughout 
the  Americas." 


THOMAS  H.  MacDONAU) 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  Vinson  1  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  an  en- 
deavor to  assess  things  in  their  own 
proper  perspective  during  the  years  I 
have  been  in  Congress  and  select  those 
things  that  we  have  done  which  have 
contributed  best  to  the  peace,  happiness, 
and  welfare  of  our  people  at  home,  my 
mind  reverts  to  the  progress  that  has 
been  made  by  the  Congress,  in  the  provi- 
sion of  primary  highways,  farm-to- 
market  roads,  and  city  streets. 

The  planning  of  this  highway  system 
and  its  construction  and  maintenance 
has  had  a  profound  infiuence  on  the 
economy  of  our  country. 

The  change  from  the  seasonally  im- 
passable roads  of  1914,  the  year  I  came 
to  Congress,  to  our  present  system  of  all- 
weather  highways  of  1953  has  required 
the  Investment  of  public  funds  in  large 
amounts. 

It  has  not  Just  happened  as  a  matter 
of  course,  as  many  would  seem  to  take 
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for  granted.  It  bas  baiowned  because 
of  the  Initial  teamwork  of  the  Federal 
Government  with  the  sovereign  States 
as  laid  down  in  the  Pederal-Ald  Highway 
Act  of  1916  and  Its  subsequent  amend- 
ments. It  has  happened  because  of  the 
teamwork  of  the  Federal  Government 
with  the  sovereign  States  and  their  coun- 
ties and  cities  as  spelled  out  in  the 
Pederal-Ald  Highway  Act  of  1944  and  its 
subsequent  amendments. 

In  this  systematic  creation  of  our  Ped- 
cral-ald  highway  systems  of  primary 
highways,  farm-to-market  roads,  and 
urban  streets  now  reaching  some  677.000 
miles  there  is  one  man  who  has  continu- 
ously served  this  Congress  and  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  our  Government  as 
their  guide  and  counselor  since  the  ex- 
panded program  took  iffect  in  1919. 
Through  his  quiet  honesty  both  in  engi- 
neering and  intellectual  judgments  and 
In  the  economical  expenditures  of  great 
siuns  of  public  moneys  authorized  and 
appropriated  by  the  Congress,  he  has 
earned  those  immeasurable  gratitudes 
that  come  to  but  few  public  servants. 
He  has  earned  the  respect  of  all  who 
have  coiuiseled  with  him  from  our  coun- 
try. He  has  been  honored  bj  many  from 
foreign  lands  who  have  been  astonished 
and  heartened  by  the  teamwork  which 
has  created  our  American  Federal-aid 
highway  systems. 

Thomas  H.  MacDonaW.  our  first  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Roads,  is  the  man 
of  whom  I  speak. 

On  his  retirement  on  April  1. 1953,  af- 
ter 34  continuous  years  of  strenuous 
service  in  the  interest  and  welfare  of 
his  country,  he  richly  deserves  the  dis- 
tinction of  having  followed  one  of  the 
primary  precepts  of  our  first  great 
American  engineer,  George  Washington, 
whose  wise  engineering  counsel  was  to 
"let  us  raise  a  standard  to  which  the  wise 
and  honest  can  repair." 

As  a  token  of  the  esteem  with  which 
all  of  the  Members  of  Congress  hold  this 
great  American  civil  engineer  and  ad- 
ministrator, I  ask  that  the  following 
short  biography  of  his  life  be  placed  in 
the  CONGRXssioNAL  RECORD  as  an  inspira- 
tion and  guide  for  all  public  servants  and 
especially  for  those  young  American  en- 
gineers who  propose  to  dedicate  their 
lives,  to  the  best  of  their  ability,  to  the 
sei^ice  of  their  country: 

Thomas  H.  MacDonald 
Thomas  H.  MacDonald  has  directed  the 
work  of  the  Federal  roe^buUdlug  organiza- 
tion Blnoe  Ifilfl,  nrst  as  Chlel  oX  the  Bureau 
or  Public  Roads,  and  since  1938  as  Commis- 
sioner of  Public  Roads.  TTie  organization  Is 
now  the  Bmvau  of  Public  Roads  of  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce.  He  has  been  re- 
sponadUe  for  administration  of  Federal  high- 
way funds  since  shortly  after  the  beginning 
of  Federal  partlclpatksn  in  highway  matters 
on  a  national  scale.  He  has  greatly  Influ- 
enced the  formulation  of  national  hlgbw^ 
poljcyand  given  sklUed  direction  to  the  plan 
of  Federal  -State  cooperation  in  highway  Im- 
provement. 

Mr.  MaeDohald  was  born  July  28.  1881.  near 
LeadvUle.  Colo.,  but  moved  to  Iowa  with  his 
parents  In  IMft.  Hla  elementary  education 
was  received  In  the  puMlc  aebools  of  Mon- 
tezuma, Iowa.  After  studying  1  year  at  Iowa 
State  Teachers'  College,  he  matriculated  at 
Iowa  State  College,  teoelvlng  the  degree 
bachelor  of  clvU  engineering  In  1904. 


While  an  nndergraduMe  aad  at  •  time 
when  there  was  little  interest  In  highways, 
he  showed  an  interest  In  highway  engineer- 
ing— an  interest  that  was  to  guide  his  entire 
life.  At  the  suggestion  of  Dean  Marston. 
a  noted  tnactaer  and  leader  tn  engineering, 
he  undert<3ok  for  his  the^s  a  study  of  ttae 
highway  needs  of  farmers  and  tbe  force  re- 
quired to  pull  a  wagon  over  different  types 
of  roads. 

In  1904  rJie  Iowa  Legislature  appointed  the 
Iowa  State  College  (as  an  institution)  a 
highway  commission  to  make  Investigations 
of  hlghwa^TB  and  methods  for  their  Improve- 
ment. Mi.  MacDonald  was  employed  as  as- 
sistant piofessor  of  civil  engineering  In 
charge  of  road  Investigations,  and  In  1907 
was  made  State  highway  engineer. 

The  Iowa  highway  law  was  revised  In  1913. 
providing  a  three-man  commission  having 
jower  to  coordinate  roi.d  buHding  through- 
out the  State.  Mr.  MacDonald  was  ap- 
pointed chief  engineer  by  this  commission. 
and  where  previously  he  had  been  able  only 
to  sugrgest  improvements  and  provide  stand- 
ard plans,  he  was  now  able  to  make  his  guld- 
ancs  reaUy  effective. 

Before  the  end  of  his  15-year  connection 
with  the  commission,  Iowa  had  become  one 
of  the  firat  States  in  the  Middle  West  to 
establish  a  statewide  system  of  main  roads, 
and  about  a  third  of  the  designated  6,400- 
mile  network  had  been  permanently  graded 
drained,  and  bridged.  The  next  step— hard- 
surfacing  the  system— had  been  planned  and 
was  about  to  get  under  way  when  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald was  called  to  Washington  to  become 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads.  He 
has  remained  at  the  helm  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's roadbuUdlng  agency  since  that 
time. 

At  the  time  of  his  appointment  to  take 
charge  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  In  1919 
plans  were  being  developed  for  administer- 
ing the  Federal-Aid  Road  Act  of  1916  which 
marks  the  beginning  of  Federal  assistance  to 
the  States  In  highway  Improvement. 

He  immediately  sought  the  advice  and  as- 
sistance of  State  officials,  acting  through  the 
American  Association  of  state  Highway  Of- 
ficials, in  developing  Federal -aid  procedure 
and  has  consistently  followed  this  practice 
In  the  development  of  highway  policies 
apeclflcations.  and  standards.  When  he  took 
office  the  plan  of  Federal -State  cooperation 
was  an  untried  venture.  It  has  been  suc- 
cessful beyond  all  expectations.  When  It 
was  Initiated  there  were  no  surfaced  roads 
interconnecting  the  large  cities  of  the  coun- 
try. Industries  were  located  alongside  the 
rail  terminals.  The  farmer  was  isolated 
from  city  life.  Federal  assisUnce  to  the 
States  launched  them  upon  program.s  that 
have  made  a  complete  change  In  all  of  these 
conditions 

Twice  during  Mr.  MacDonald's  early  career 
Ills  future  as  a  highway  official  hung  in  the 
balance.  A  change  In  only  a  few  votes  would 
have  resulted  In  legislation  that  probably 
would  have  ended  his  highway  career  In 
1917  when  the  Iowa  highway  commission 
was  beginning  to  make  real  progress  on  a 
State  system,  a  bUl  was  introduced  in  the 
legislature  to  abolish  the  commission  and 
place  State  responsibility  for  highways  with 
an  appointed  commission.  In  2  days'  de 
bate  on  amendanents  there  were  6  votes 
64  to  54.  A  change  of  one  vote  would  have 
ended  the  position  from  which  he  was  se- 
lected to  go  to  Washington  2  years  later 

Within  2  years  after  his  arrival  In  Wash- 
ington his  future  was  again  in  doubt  It  was 
generally  agreed  that  Federal -aid  highway 
legislation  needed  revision  but  there  were 
two  distinct  schoote  of  thorjght  «s  to  the 
plan  to  fallow.  One  group  of  eonsWerable 
strength  favored  tbe  creation  of  a  Federal 
highway  commission,  thereby  abollshlnK  Mr 
MacDonald's  position.  Mr.  MacDonald  fa-' 
vored  continued  cooperation  with  the  States 
out  With  amendment  of  the  law  to  require 
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ooncentratlon  of  funds  on  a  selected  system 

of  main  highways,  a  plan  supported  by  high- 
way people.  This  viewpoint,  now  demon- 
strated to  have  been  a  wise  one,  prevailed. 
The  Federal -aid  highway  system  was  au- 
thorised In  1931  and  the  Bursau  bagan  its 
work  of  bringing  tbe  States  Into  agrvcnient 
on  a  coordlaat^l  system  to  serve  the  entire 
country.  Differing  views  as  to  whare  routes 
should  cross  State  lines  produced  difficult 
problems  but  all  were  solved. 

In  connection  with  designation  of  the 
Pedernl-aid  system.  Inquiry  was  made  of 
the  War  Department  as  to  which  of  the 
highways  were  coosidsred  to  be  of  principal 
strategic  Importance  In  event  of  war.  It 
was  desired  to  Include  those  roads  of  great- 
est importance  to  national  defense  In  the 
system  being  selected.  The  War  Department 
submitted  a  map  approved  by  General  :?ersh- 
Inp.  The  routes  shown  on  the  map  were  In- 
cluded In  the  system  and  were  Improved  in 
the  fuUowlng  years.  On  numerous  other 
occasions  Mr.  MacDonald  has  requested  the 
advice  of  defense  officials  and  has  been 
guided   by   their  recommendations. 

In  1824  the  Bureau  placed  special  smphasls 
on  elimination  of  the  hazard  at  ra.lroad 
grade  crossings  and  urged  the  States  to 
adopt  grade-crossing  elimination  programs 
Thousands  of  crossings  have  been  eliminated 
in  the  Federal -aid  program. 

Mr.  MacDonald  was  one  of  the  amaH  group 
Instrumental  In  establUhing  the  highway 
research  botird  of  tbe  National  Besearcta 
Council  In  IB  18.  He  has  served  as  e«-ofllcic 
member  of  the  esecuUvs  committee  of  the 
board  since  lU  first  meeting  In  1923.  and  h« 
been  an  active  participant  in  the  broad 
rese.-u-ch  program  of  the  board  that  has  hati 
great  impact  on   highway  deTelopment. 

In  1034  Mr  MacDonald  was  designated 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Board  on  Interstate 
Highways  appointed  by  tbe  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture  at  the  request  of  tbe  American  Aaso- 
clatloa  of  State  Highway  Officials,  The 
Board  was  composed  of  3  Federal  and  21 
State  representaUves.  Through  a  series  ol 
national  and  regional  meetings,  agreement 
of  all  the  States  was  obtained  on  routes  tc 
comprise  the  -U.  8  "  numbered  system  oi 
highways,  thereby  eliminating  the  great  con- 
fusion that  had  prerlously  existed  In  route 
designation,  mapping,  and  marking  oT  routes. 
The  Board  also  developed  the  system  of 
standard  informational,  warning,  and  danger 
signs  now  In  use  on  all  highways  throughout 
the  country.  The  Board  eliminated  the 
chaos  and  confusion  that  had  existed  In 
highway  deflgnatlon  and  marking  without 
the  aid  of  legislation  or  compulsory  action. 
Its  recommendations  are  now  accepted  by 
an  highway  agencies. 

An  early  policy  of  the  Bureau  with  re- 
gard to  standards  for  Federal -aid  highway 
construction  has  been  highly  successful 
.^<f**.P'  announcing  design  standards, 
specifications,  and  administrative  and  tech- 
nical processes  to  be  used  on  Federal -aid 
work,  the  Bureau  sought  to  have  these  de- 
veloped by  comnuttees  of  the  American  As- 
sociation Of  State  Highway  Officials.  The 
Bureau  has  membership  on  all  committees, 
each  Of  which  U  composed  of  men  of  out- 
standing ability  in  the  particular  field  The 
standards  produced  are  now  voluntarUy  ap- 
plied by  practically  all  highway  agencies 

Administration  of  Federal  aid  to  the  States 
Is  the  primary  function  of  Mr.  MacDonald's 
dmir.^'-^"'  ""T  '*  **"  numerous  other 
ftrM^t.  ^  '"'''"***  "upervlslon  of  con- 

struction of  roads  in  national  forests,  na- 
tianal  parks,  and  other  Federal  areas  and 
01  repair  and  reconstruction  of  hlahwass 
damaged  by  major  floods.  During  the  de- 
preMlon  a  large  construction  program  was 
conduct^!  to  provide  relief  from  unemploy! 
ment.  During  the  war  the  Bureau  enlisted 
the  aid  of  State  highway  departments  m 
the  rapid  construction  of  highways  to  serve 


defense  aatablisliments  of  various  kinds.  At 
the  same  tlma  it  undertook  one  of  tbe 
world's  best  known  highway  projects,  con- 
struction of  the  Alaska  Highway.  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald personally  directed  the  major  steps 
In  accomplishing  this  wor*. 

The  Bureau  has  tjeen  a  strong  belterer 
that  money  |nvaete«l  tn  bigliway  resaarch 
win  bring  btg  rctumi  ttarough  more  durable 
and  better  highways  It  baa  sought  to  find 
answers  to  many  different  technical  prob- 
lems as  tbey  arose.  Results  obtained  in  the 
research  studies  are  applied  on  highway  work 
generally  throughoul  the  country. 

The  work  under  Mi-.  MacDonald's  direction 
Is  not  limited  to  th«  United  States.  For  a 
number  of  years  the  Bureau  bas  supervised 
the  expenditure  of  funds  authorized  to  aid 
the  countries  of  Central  America  in  building 
the  Inter-American  Highway.  Under  various 
legislative  authorisations  It  has  furnished 
staffs  of  engineers  to  aid  tbe  governments  of 
the  Philippines.  Turkey,  Ethiopia,  Bolivia. 
Liberia,  and  other  countries  in  building 
modern  hlehways.  Mr.  MacDonald  has  been 
a  strong  advocate  ot  highway  improvement 
as  a  necessity  tn  the  solution  of  economic 
difficulties  througho\.t  the  world.  He  regards 
the  procnreas  being  made  in  countries  such 
as  Turkey  and  Ethiopia,  as  confirmation  of 
this  l)ellef.  His  perBonal  Interest  In  fur- 
therltitg  highway  Imarovement  tn  counUlee 
that  suffer  from  lack  of  transport  has  re- 
sulted In  many  engliieers  of  other  countries 
coming  to  the  United  States  and  obtaining 
Instruction  In  highway  methods.  The  assist- 
ance obUlned  from  State  highway  depart- 
nicrts  has  been  an  Important  feature  In 
training  visitors. 

He  has  been  a  prolific  writer  on  an  phases 
of  highway  improvement.  In  recent  years 
his  papers  have  t)e«!n  directed  toward  the 
widespread  highwaj  deficiencies  and  the 
urt:ency  of  their  conectlon. 

Mr.  MacDonald  luu  received  numerous 
honorary  awards  during  his  career.  He  was 
awarded  the  honorary  degree  doctor  of  en- 
gineering aiKl  the  Msrston  medal  for  achieve- 
ment in  engineering  by  Iowa  Bute  College; 
holds  'he  Cross  of  the  Legion  of  Honor  from 
the  Government  of  France:  invested  by  the 
King  of  Norway  as  Knight  of  the  First  Class 
of  the  Order  of  St.  OlaT;  appointed  foreign 
member  of  Masarykova  Akademle  Prace  by 
the  prewar  Oovemrnent  of  CBechoslovakla; 
awarded  Medal  of  Mi  rit  for  outstanding  serv- 
ice during  World  W«r  11.  He  has  represented 
the  United  States  ai»d  headed  delegations  at 
numerous  foreign  (conferences  and  gather- 
ings He  Is  honorarr  member  of  the  Ameri- 
can Society  of  Civil  Engineers  and  the  In- 
stitute of  TrsfRc  Etiglneers;  member  eiecu- 
tlve  committee  of  American  Association  of 
State  Highway  Offl'-lala;  executive  commit- 
tee. Highway  Ree«-Rrch  Board;  chairman. 
Committee  on  Program  and  Planning  of  the 
President's  Highwjy  Safety  Oonferenoe; 
member  of  the  ^atkmal  Safety  Council, 
American  Planning  and  Civic  Association, 
and  Beta  Theta  PI  and  Tau  Beta  PI. 


PROPOSED    CH/vNGE    TN    MILITARY 
ORGANIZATION 

The  SPEAKER  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  (Mr.  BrooksI  Is  reoognlaed  for 
IS  minutes. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  aslced  for  this  time  to- 
day to  express  myself  briefly  with  refer- 
ence to  a  newspaper  article  appearing 
in  the  morning  press.  The  newspaper 
article  deals  with  the  proposed  change  in 
the  military  organization  of  the  coun- 
try, and  it  has  a  statement  in  one  por- 
tion which  gives  me  a  great  deal  of  cause 
for  concern  as  it  will  give  cause  lor  con- 


cern to  many  others  throughout  the 
country. 

The  program  is  not  formulated,  and 
therefore  I  speak  with  the  idea  that  per- 
haps we  can  help  point  the  way.  on 
Capitol  Hill,  and  avoid  some  of  the  mis- 
takes in  the  future  that  the  Defense  De- 
partment has  made  in  tbe  past. 

The  statement  to  which  I  refer  in  part 
reads  as  follows: 

Pentagon  ofllctals  said  that  Wltoon — 

That  is.  Secretary  of  Defense  Charles 
Wilson — 

feels  that  with  TOO.OOO  young  soldiers  leav- 
ing the  service  this  year  after  2-year  draft 
periods,  combat  units  In  this  Natlon%  mobile 
reserve  can  well  be  cut  as  much  as  half 
strength.  The  new  veterans,  many  of  them 
fresh  from  KcH-ean  combat,  would  be  avail- 
able for  quick  recall  to  fill  out  the  divisions 
in  case  of  any  new  war,  he  argues.  •  •  • 
Army  chiefs  oppose  his  plan  and  the  plan 
still  Is  not  resolved. 

Of  course  I  am  in  favor  of  reducing  our  . 
Armed  Forces  to  the  limit  of  national 
safety.  I  am  also  in  favor  of  eliminating 
waste  and  extravagance  and  the  misap- 
plication of  public  funds  in  this,  as  well 
as  every  other  branch  of  government. 
As  chairman  of  a  subcommittee  which 
wrote  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952.  commonly  known  as  the  magna 
carta  of  the  Reserves,  I  want  to  say 
that  this  measure  sets  forth  in  law  the 
methods  for  handling  reserves  In  the  fu- 
ture. The  measure  was  passed  after  ex- 
tensive hearings  by  the  subcommittee  of 
which  I  w|is  chairman.  It  is  intended  to 
Iron  out  inequities  among  the  reserves 
and  to  prevent  a  repetiyon  of  the  scan- 
dalous manner  in  which  the  reserves 
were  recalled  to  active  service  w^hen 
Korea  first  broke  upon  a  troubled  world. 

This  law  provides  that  in  the  event  of 
a  recall  of  the  reservists  In  the  future, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  must 
declare  a  national  emergency.  Then, 
after  he  makes  a  declaration  of  a  na- 
tional emergency,  the  Congress  shall  set 
the  number  of  reserves  which  may  be 
called  into  active  service  by  the  Defense 
Department. 

I  read  a  portion  of  the  law.  Section 
233  <h)  (1)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Re- 
serve Act  states: 

In  time  of  national  emergency  hereafter 
proclaimed  by  the  President  or  when  other- 
wise authorleed  by  law.  any  unit  and  the 
members  thereof,  or  any  member  not  as- 
signed to  a  unit  organized  for  tbe  purpose  of 
serving  as  such,  in  the  Ebeady  Reserve  of  any 
reserve  component  may,  by  competent  au- 
thority, be  ordered  to  and  required  to  per- 
form active  duty  InvoluntarUy  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  24  consecutive  months;  Pro- 
vided, That  Congress  shall  determine  the 
number  of  members  of  the  reserve  compo- 
nents necessary  for  the  national  security  to 
be  ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this 
subsection  prior  to  the  exercise  of  the  au- 
thority contained  In  this  subsection. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  section  was  written 
Into  the  law,  and  the  subsequent  sections 
to  which  I  am  going  to  refer  in  Just  a 
moment,  was  written  Into  the  law  be- 
cause of  difficulties  which  "we  had  en- 
countered in  mobilising  our  reserves 
when  Korea  came.  Our  committee 
wrote  Eoid  reported  unanimously  an  in- 
terim report  on  the  manner  in  which 
reserves  should  be  recalled  to  active  duty 
in  the  armed  servioes,  and  as  a  result  of 


that  fact  we  hoped  to  establish  a  definite 
means  by  which  in  the  event  of  other 
emergencies  a  mobilization  could  occin: 
without  the  hardships  and  the  inequi- 
ties, and  the  unf  aiinesses,  and  the  scan- 
dals which  were  brought  about  in  the 
disorganized  method  of  the  recalling  of 
our  reserves,  and  I  might  mention  that 
the  report  was  a  unanimous  report. 
I  read: 

As  a  resuft  of  this  administrative  failure 
on  the  part  of  the  Armed  Forces  the  Nation 
has  been  treated  to  the  sf>ectacle  of  serious 
inequities  being  perpetrated  dally  throvtgh- 
out  the  country.  Inactive  reservists  who 
were  grandfathers  with  grown  children  were 
involuntarily  called  to  duty  while  nonvet- 
eran  youngsters  remained  at  home  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Organized  Reserve.  Enlisted 
men  with  multiple  dependents,  one  with  10 
children,  were  Involuntarily  ordered  to  duty 
whUe  single  men  remained  behind  because 
of  their  membership  In  an  organized  unit. 
Reservists  were  picked  out  of  college  and 
ordered  to  report  for  active  duty  In  a  matter 
of  days  while  their  draft-protected  non- 
veteran  schoolmates  contmued  to  safely 
lounge  on  the  campus. 

I  am  not  going  to  quote  further  from 
that  report,  but  I  do  want  again  to  em- 
phasize that  one  of  the  difficulties  there 
was  the  plan  of  the  Defense  Department 
to  call  a  man  back  to  active  duty  on  the 
basis  of  prior  service  and  on  no  other 
consideration.  As  a  result  men  with 
many  children,  men  with  many  dei>end- 
ents,  men  who  were  advanced  in  age, 
were  called  over  men  who  were  of  the 
proper  age  and  men  who  had  no  depend- 
ents whatsoever,  and  great  hardships 
were  visited  upon  the  country. 

In  addition  to  this  fact,  the  Congress 
went  as  far  as  was  possible  to  prevent  an 
inequitable,  unfair,  disorganized,  recall 
of  reserves  in  the  future.  Under  sec- 
tion 233  of  the  Reserve  Act.  the  Congress 
set  up  a  policy  which  should  be  pursued 
by  tbe  Pentagon  in  recalling  reserves, 
and  the  Pentagon  ag^reed  to  the  terms  of 
this  section.  Under  this  section,  con- 
sideration must  foe  given  in  the  recall  of 
reserves  to.  first,  the  duration  and  na- 
ture of  previous  service;  second,  family 
responsibilities:  third,  the  employment 
conditions  of  the  recalled  reservists. 

I  hope  that  nothing  in  the  plan  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  is  intended  in 
any  way  to  wipe  out  the  policy  enacted 
by  Congress  last  year  in  reference  to  an 
orderly  and  equitable  recall  of  reserves 
in  future  emergencies,  and  especially  do 
I  state  that  no  plan  approved  by  the 
Pentagon  must  in  any  way  attempt  to 
infringe  upon  the  authority  of  Congress 
to  designate  the  number  of  reserves 
which  can  be  recalled  in  future  emer- 
gencies. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  favor  a  greater  equal- 
ity of  the  burdens  of  citizenship.  A 
man  who  serves  2  years  under  the  draft 
and  in  Korea  should  not  continually  be 
subject  to  recall  in  every  passing  emer- 
gency. Others  should  help  bear  the 
burdens  of  military  service.  New  men 
should  be  given  a  chance  to  serve.  This 
is  my  idea  and  it  is  the  mandate  of  Con- 
gress— it  is  the  law. 

This  statement  which  aKHtrently  sets 
forth  the  views  of  tiie  Secretary  is  cal- 
culated to  bring  great  worry  and  con- 
cern to  the  minds  of  almost  a  million 
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families  in  America  today.  It  is  cal- 
ciliated  to  arouse  resentment  in  the 
minds  of  veterans  evenrwhere  that  the 
rule  in  America  is  to  saddle  upon  the 
back  of  the  veteran  who  has  done  his 
part  the  obligation  of  going  to  the  de- 
fense of  his  country  again  and  again 
while  others  remain  at  home  enjoying 
the  advantages  earned  and  maintained 
by  the  sweat,  toil,  and  blood  of  others  in 
the  defense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  8IKES.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  tnym  Florida. 

Mr.   SIKES.    I  want   to  compliment 
very  highly  my  able  and  distinguished 
colleague  from  Louisiana  for  his  usual 
keenness  of  perception  in  matters  relat- 
ing to  the  national  defense.    We  all  rec- 
ognize in  htm  one  of  the  outstanding 
members  of  a  most  important  committee, 
the  Committee  on  the  Armed  Services. 
I  think  he  has  rendered  a  real  contribu- . 
tion  by  his  statement  here  today.    I,  too, 
have  viewed  with  considerable  apprehen- 
sion the  statement  attributed  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense.    If  we  view  it  only 
from  a  purely  defense  standpoint  it  is 
a  dangerous  omen  because  we  all  recog- 
nize the  fact  that  if  we  skeletonize  exist- 
ing divisions  that  are  within  the  zone 
of  the  interior  we  are  going  to  be  putting 
ourselves  at  least  in  part  back  where  we 
were  when  we  started  the  buildup  of  our 
national  defense  after  the  Korean  war 
began.     We  all  know  that  if  a  division 
is  not  up  to  strength  before  the  division 
has  any  military  value  it  must  be  brought 
up  to  strength,  then  trained  with  its  new 
replacements  so  that  it  can  fimction  as  a 
unit.    That  certainly  is  going  to  result  in 
delays  and  in  a  lessening  of  the  Nation's 
military  strength.    Then,  as  my  friend 
has  pointed  out  and  of  utmost  impor- 
tance, is  the  fact  that  this  plan  would 
place  in  double  Jeopardy  those  men  who 
have  already  gone  through  the  hell  of 
Korea  and  I  do  not  think  the  Congress 
wants  that  as  long  as  there  is  any  way 
bo  avoid  It. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  may  say 
to  my  distinguished  friend,  whose  kind 
remarks  I  appreciate  very  deeply,  that 
I  do  not  believe  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
wants  it.     I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be- 
lieve that  the  quotation  does  not  prop- 
erly  represent   his   views.     I   was   over 
there  in  Korea  with  a  subcommittee  last 
fall.    I  did  not  have  the  opportunity  of 
going  Immediately  up  to  the  front  lines 
myself,  but  there  are  Members  right  here 
before  me  who  were  there  and  saw  the 
hell    those    men    in    Korea    are    going 
through  today.    If  after  2  years'  service, 
a  large  part  of  which  is  on  foreign  soil 
and  a  part  of  it  in  Korea  on  the  fighting 
front,  they  are  to  be  called  again  and 
again  and  again  because  they  are  battle- 
trained  combat  veterans  in  Korea,  we  are 
pursuing  a  wrong  philosophy.     I  believe 
in  equality  of  military  obligations  and  In 
a  greater— not  less — sharing  of  the  bur- 
den of  the  defense  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  have  seen  much  that 
the  new  Secretary  of  Defense  Is  doing 
which  I  think  is  commendable  and  I  join 
the  gentleman  in  the  hope  this  quotation 
Is  not  an  accurate  one  and  that  the 
policy  is  one  that  will  not  be  pursued  by 
the  Secretary  and  the  Department  of 
Defense. 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  thank 
the  gentleman  very  much. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  NAVY 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House, 
to  i-evise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to 
include  several  telegrams. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
all  aware  that  at  the  present  time  world 
peace  hangs  in  delicate  balance.  These 
are  uncertain  times  with  the  ever-pres- 
ent threat  from  the  Kremlin.  Everyone 
knows  that  when  hostilities  began  In 
Korea  we  were  woefully  unprepared  and 
we  have  paid  a  terrible  price  in  men  and 
materials  because  of  those  who  were  per- 
suasive enough  to  reduce  our  defenses 
to  the  dangerous  level  which  they 
reached. 

All  of  us  are  familiar  with  the  econ- 
omy pledges  of  the  new  administration. 
However,  it  is  my  conviction  that  to  cur- 
tail employment  In  any  activity  con- 
nected with  our  national  defense  is  ques- 
tionable. 

I  have  learned  that  It  is  the  plan  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  to  cut  civilian 
employment  in  11  shipyards  by  3,000 
persons.  The  majority  of  the  personnel 
involved  are  production  employees  and 
skilled  mechanics.  Further,  while  a 
.total  of  11  shipyards  are  Involved,  ap- 
proximately 500  of  the  3,000  are  to  be 
dismissed  from'l  shipyard,  and  that  is 
the  one  In  my  congressional  district  at 
Boston,  Mass.  They  have  a  fixed  figure 
of  211  to  be  dismissed  by  April  30.  and 
a  tentative  figure  of  300  to  be  dismissed 
by  May  31. 

In  my  talks  with  Navy  personnel,  I 
have  learned  that  the  shipyards  that  are 
going  to  be  affected  the  most  are  the 
Boston  shipyard,  the  San  Diego  ship- 
yard, the  Portland  shipyard— I  do  not 
know  whether  that  Is  Portland,  Maine. 
or  Portland,  Oreg.— and  the  Mare  Island 
shipyard.     I  have  also   been  Informed 
that  while  there  is  going  to  be  a  layoff  of 
511   men   in   the  Boston   shipyard,   the 
Brooklyn  shipyard  still  needs  skilled  per- 
sonnel.   Boston  Is  a  short  200  sea  miles 
from  the  Port  of  New  York.    It  does  not 
seem  equitable  to  me  that  the  shipyard 
In  Brooklyn  should  have  so  much  work 
while  the  Boston  shipyard  is  forced  to 
take  such  a  drastic  cut.    I  realize  that  a 
large  carrier  is  being  built  in  Brooklyn  at 
the  present  time,  but  I  should  think  it 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the  Navy 
itself,  if  they  have  any  craft  other  than" 
this  large  aircraft  carrier  being   built 
there,  that  they  send  it  to  the  Boston 
shipyard  where  we  have  such  a  complete 
staff  of  trained  and  skilled  personnel. 

It  appears  to  me  that  with  11  shipyards 
involved,  the  reductions  In  force  should 
be  on  a  more  equitable  basis.  With  this 
thought  In  mind,  I  wish  to  Insert  a  copy 
of  the  release  by  the  Navy  Department 
a  copy  of  a  telegram  received  by  me 
from  the  national  commander  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Veterans'  Association 
at  Watertown.  Mass.,  and  a  copy  of  my 
telegram  of  today  to  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  Robert  B.  Anderson. 


Today,  I  am  Introducing  a  resolution 
calling  for  a  special  committee  of  seven 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  investigate  emplojrment  condi- 
tions at  the  various  shipyards  and  to 
determine  if  there  is  a  fair  distribution 
of  workloads  which  will  insure  employ- 
ment for  qualified  personnel  on  an  equal 
basis  throughout  the  United  States.  We 
are  all  affected  and  I  trust  that  I  shall 
have  the  support  of  my  colleagues. 
I  Release  273-53.  March  24.  1053] 
Navt  To  Cut  Civilian  Hblf  at  Bhiptabds 
BT  3.000 

Civilian  employment  «t  naval  shipyards 
will  be  reduced  by  about  3.000  prior  to  May 
31,  1953.  the  Navy  said  today.  Personnel  In 
10  yards  In  the  United  States  and  1  in  Hawaii 
will  be  affected  by  the  cut. 

The  reductions  are  being  made  to  carry  out 
the  recently  announced  policy  of  reducing 
civilian  employment  In  the  Military  Bktab- 
llshment. 

According  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  approxi- 
mately 137,000  civilians  are  now  employed 
In  the  11  yards.  The  new  top  will  be  approx- 
imately 134.000.  Some  of  the  reduction  wUl 
be  accomplished  through  normal  attrition. 

Details  of  the  cuts  In  rolls  for  individual 
yards  are  not  available  at  this  time. 

WATrarowN,  Mass..  Xfarc^  25.  1953. 
Congressman  Thomas  P.  OWmx, 
House  of  Representative* , 

Washington.  D.  C: 
The  Federal  Employees  Veteran  Association 
of  the  Boston  Naval  Shipyard  Poat  request  an 
Immediate  Investigation  of  the  personnel  cut 
at    the   Boston   naval   shipyard   of   over   500 
employees.     Any  false  economy  move  at  this 
time  Is  endangering  the  country.     The  ma- 
jority of  people  Involved  In  this  layoff  are 
production  employees  and  skilled  mechanics. 
An  Immediate  reply  wUl  be  appreciated. 
KEMwrrH    T.   Ltows, 
National  Commander,  Federal 
Employees  Veterans'  Association. 

„  Masch  26.  1953. 

Hon    RoBEiT  B.  AKSnsoN. 
Secretary  of  the  Navp, 

Department  o/  the  Navy. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
It  Is  my  understanding  that  as  a  restilt  of 
directives  by  Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson 
the  Navy  anticipates  a  reduction  by  May  31 
of  about  3.000  BkUled  mechanics  and  produc- 
tion workers  In  10  naval  dlstrlcU  In  the 
United  States.  Of  this  reduction  of  8.000  I 
am  Informed  that  500  will  be  laid  off  at  the 
Boston  Navy  Yard  alone.  This  appears  to  be 
a  grossly  unfair  percentage  of  the  toUl 
amount  and  an  Injustice  to  the  workers  at 
the  Boston  Navy  Yard.  If  there  must  be  a 
cut  In  the  Interest  of  economy  It  should  be 
on  a  more  equitable  basU  and  I  shall  cer- 
tainly appreciate  a  prompt  and  thorough  In- 
vestigation to  protect  the  Interests  of  the 
Boston  Workers. 

Congressman  Thomas  P.  CNxnx.  Jr. 
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PLIGHT  OP  SMALL  BUSINESS 
Mr  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  10  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  Include  certain  extrane- 
ous matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  genUeman  from 
rexa.*"  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  want  to 
discuss  the  plight  of  the  small -business 
man  and  Independent  business  in  this 
country.  I  am  Just  a  little  disturbed 
aoout  proposals  in  Congress  that  I  be- 


lieve will  be  detrimental  to  Independent 
business,  and  particularly  small  business. 
In  1936  an  act  was  passed  known  as 
the  Robinson -Patinan  AcL  My  name 
was  used  more  as  u  vehicle.  It  was  in- 
tended to  meet  m  real  demand  for  legis- 
lation that  would  help  the  small  man 
have  an  equal  opportunity  to  bnsiness. 
•PKSAL  ooMMirns  utvKsneATiow 

The  committee  that  I  happened  to  be 
chairman  of,  having  been  selected  for 
that  place  in  1935  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  T«mneasee,  the  Honor- 
able Joseph  Byrnes.  Speaker  of  the  Honse 
at  that  time,  disclosed  that  many  of  the 
large  concerns,  especially  some  of  the 
intersUte  chain  scores,  were  liot  only 
competing,  which  was  all  right  with  the 
Independent  businessmen — no  one  can 
complain  against  clean  competition — but 
they  had  certain  special  privileges  and 
unearned  benefits  and  favoritism  that 
the  little  man  did  not  receive  from  the 
same  sellers  and  manufacturers.  There- 
fore. It  was  necessary  for  Congress  to 
step  in  and  pass  a  law  not  to  give  the 
little  man  an  unfair  advantage  over  the 
big  man.  not  to  coiulemn  the  big  man. 
not  to  condemn  or  legislate  against  big- 
ness because  it  was  big — that  was  not  the 
object  at  all — but  only  to  give  the  little 
man  the  same  fair  opportunity  that  the 
bis  man  had  under  exactly  the  same  cir- 
cumstances, to  prevent  the  little  fellow 
from  being  discriminated  against.  Tou 
cannot  imagine  anything  being  fairer 
tlian  that. 

So  the  law  was  pcutsed.  Tt  was  known 
as  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act,  and  It  was 
sipned  June  19,  1936.  Tt  Is  now  almost 
17  years  old.  I  believe  it  has  been  very 
helpful  to  the  lltUe  man.  Just  to  give 
him  equality  of  opportunity.  In  other 
words,  if  he  orders  from  a  seller,  a  manu- 
facturer, the  same  quantity  under  the 
.same  terms  and  conditions  as  the  big 
man  who  has  a  unit  acrtMS  the  street  In 
competition  with  him  ordered,  he  would 
receive  the  same  price — the  same  price; 
that  is  all  it  said — under  the  same  and 
similar  circumstanoes. 

HMLBASnfO   WAMES 

I  do  not  think  anybody  can  complain 
about  that  But  there  are  biUs  peiiding 
in  the  Congress  that  would  absolutely 
destroy  that  very  fair  law.  I  refer  to 
these  bills,  some  of  which  are  called  basic 
point  bills  and  some  clarification  bills 
and  so  on.  They  have  different  fronts 
and  names  which  they  use.  But.  In  each 
case  the  result  will  be  to  destroy  the 
principle,  which,  as  I  have  just  stated  to 
you,  was  enacted  into  the  law  by  the 
biu  to  which  I  have  just  referred.  How 
do  they  approach  this?  I  will  tell  you 
how.  As  the  law  was  written  In  193€,  If 
this  little  man  had  reason  to  beMeve 
that  General  Foods  or  General  lElactrlc, 
or  any  other  big  manufacturinc  ooacem 
had  sold  to  the  bic  man  across  tkke  street, 
to  his  compstitar  acrosB  the  street  at 
a  price  lower  than  he  was  getting  under 
the  same  circumstances,  and  he  filed  a 
complaint  with  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, the  burden  of  proof  was  on  that 
big  man  to  show  that  he  had  not  done  it; 
that  he  had  dealt  with  him  exactly  the 
same  as  he  httd  dealt  with  the  little  man. 
The  burden  of  the  proof,  ther^ore.  Is 
on  him  to  show  It.  Now  he  Is  the  only 
person  who  can  assume  that  burden  of 


proof.  Obviously,  the  little  fellow  can- 
not do  that.  He  has  no  national  repre- 
sentative, he  does  not  have  lawyers  aH 
over  the  coiuitry.  and  he  does  not  have 
detectives  and,  therefore,  has  no  way  of 
getting  up  the  proof.  So  the  big  man 
Is  the  only  one  who  is  in  a  position  to 
assimie  that  burden  of  proof  and  show  it. 
I  know  it  Is  said.  "Why.  this  is  putting 
the  burden  of  proof  on  a  man  and  It  is 
obnoxious  to  our  system  of  government 
to  put  the  burden  of  proof  on  a  person." 
I  want  to  answer  that  proposition.  It 
Is  not  obnoxious  and  it  Is  perfectly  rea- 
sonable for  the  simple  reason  that  this 
fellow  cannot  be  put  to  Jail  for  It;  he 
cannot  be  ^ned  for  it  Only  a  cease-and- 
desist  order  can  be  issued  by  reason  of 
his  proof.  Therefore,  it  is  perfectly  rea- 
sonable to  fequire  him  to  make  that 
proof.  That  Is  really  the  meat  in  the 
coconut  on  this"  whole  deal.  They  are 
trying  to  shift  the  burden  of  pfoof.  If 
you  do  that,  the  little  man  caimot  assume 
it.  He  does  not  have  a  chance  in  the 
world.  He  will  be  right  back  where  he 
was  before  1936,  before  the  law  was  put 
on  the  statute  books.  I  want  to  ask  the 
Members  of  Congress  to  watch  these  bills. 
They  are  destructive  of  the  rights  of 
small-business  men  who  are  seeking  to 
keep  and  preserve  equality  only — equal- 
ity of  opportunity  in  business.  He  is 
not  asking  for  any  special  rights.  He 
is  not  asking  for  favoritism.  He  is  not 
asking  for  anything  except  a  square  deal 
and  a  fair  opportunity  to  open  com- 
petition with  the  biggest  concern  in  the 
world.  He  is  not  objecting  to  that.  Now. 
the  little  people  in  this  country  are  not 
crushed  by  the  big  ones  because  of  fair 
competition.  They  can  meet  fair  com- 
petition. They  have  ixvven  they  can 
meet  it  in  any  city  and  in  any  State  in  the 
United  States,  but  if  you  give  the  big  man 
an  unfair  weapon  to  use,  and  you  permit 
the  big  man  to  get  special  discounts  and 
rebates  that  the  little  fellow  cannot  get, 
then  you  are  just  permitting  the  little 
man  to  be  destros^ed.  That  is  all  in  the 
world  the  laws  we  now  have  were  en- 
acted to  do — to  give  the  little  nmn  that 
same  fair  opportunity  to  exist  tn 
business. 

Independent  business  in  this  coimtry. 
I  think,  is  very  important  It  is  the 
backbone  of  our  country  and  we  must 
preserve  it  It  is  bring  attacked  and 
brutally  attacked,  and  not  directly — you 
will  never  hear  any  argument  said 
against  what  I  have  said — ^no  argument 
Is  mcule  like  that  at  aU.  It  win  be  ap- 
proached at  a  tangent  by  saying  that 
this  basing  point  should  be  changed. 
Nobody  understands  the  basing-point 
proposition  except  ttiose  who  have  given 
it  special  consideration  and  have  a  spe- 
cial reason  to  know  something  about  the 
basing  point.  So  under  the  guise  of 
changing  the  basing  point  law.  which  no 
one  will  concern  Mmgpif  about  unless  he 
is  on  the  committee  that  is  charged  with 
that  duty.  The  membendiip  genomlly 
will  not  study  that  basing  pcdnt  law.  But 
under  the  guise  of  chainrtng  the  basing 
point  rule,  they  are  making  changes  that 
will  destroy  the  little  man  by  giving  the 
big  man  the  weapon  to  destroy  him. 
That  is  exacUy  what  it  means. 
-CLARiiTCaTnnr  t " 
AnotJier  weapon  they  win  tise  will  be 
called    clarification    of    the    Robinson- 


Patman  law.  They  say.  "Let  us  clarify 
It.  Yon  cannot  understand  It."  They 
can  tmderstand  It.  That  is  the  reason 
they  wapt  to  clarify  it.  Tht  courts  have 
spoken  on  It  The  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission for  16  y^azfi  has  4x>ken  on  it 
They  know  exactly  what  it  will  do.  They 
want  to  clarify  it  oat  of  existence.  That 
Is  what  they  are  trytog  to  do.  Under  the 
guise  of  clarification,  under  the  guise  of 
the  Basing -point  law.  they  try  to  change 
this  basic  law.  I  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Members  of  Congress  to  that  fact  in 
the  hope  that  careful  oon^deration  and 
study  will  be  giv^i  to  these  measures 
that  are  calculated  to  destroy  a  law  that 
was  intended  for  the  prisservat  on  of  tlM 
small -business  men. 

XATIONAI.    ASSOCIATION    OF    EXTAII.    OSLQCKMS    OM 
WXAKJENIMa    THX    aOBIMSOlt-PATMAIT   ACT 

I  am  inserting  herewith  the  resolution 
that  was  passed  by  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Retail  Grocers  on  preserving 
the  Roblnson-Patman  Act.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas — 

1.  Oliere  faaa  been  Introduced  Into  tba 
Senate  and  Hotise  of  Representattves  of  the 
83d  Congress  S.  540  and  H.  R.  635  for  the 
purpoee  of  ameafdlng  the  Roblnson-Patmaa 
Act;  and 

2.  This  bill.  If  enacted  into  law,  would 
allow  manufacturers  and  suppUera  to  dis- 
criminate In  price,  services,  and  faculties 
against  independent  grocers  beyond  that 
point  which  is  now  permitted;  and 

3.  For  3  years  individuals  and  groups  op- 
posing Uie  Robinaon-Patman  Act  have  per- 
sistently endeavored  to  weaken  seriously  the 
protection  now  afforded  to  independent 
business  \mder  the  act;  and 

4.  If  this  more  recent  attempt  raeceedB 
the  way  wlU  be  open  for  giving  diacrtmlna- 
tory  piiee  coocessloas  and  trade  advantages 
to  large  favored  buyers,  thereby  injuring  the 
ability  of  independent  grocen  to  compete 
with  large  oorporate  chain  orgaxUzatioxu; 
and 

6.  Independent  giULaia  are  desirous  of 
nothing  more  than  pieaervtng  the  Roblnson- 
Patman  Act  tn  its  preaent  form  and  main- 
taining the  conditions  wnder  wtaieti  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  and  fair  oom  petition  can  con- 
tinue to  make  oiir  economy  ttie  most  ^Bctent 
and  psoduettve  In  the  wortd. 

Jteaotved,  "niat  the  National  Assoelatlon 
of  Retail  Orocers  realBrni  its  etrong  sup- 
port of  the  ROblnson-Patman  Act  tn  its 
present  form. 

FvrVter  resotved.  That  the  national  As- 
sociation of  Retail  Grocers  do  hereby  reaaeert 
its  oppoaltlon  to  any  effort  to  repeal  or " 
weaken  this  law,  and  that  a  copy  of  this 
resolTTtion  be  sent  to  all  llembera  or  Con- 
gress. 

TASHIONABLZ    to   LAICBASZS   ASrrlTBUST    LAWS 

I  am  Inserting  herewith  an  article  toy 
the  Honorable  Stephen  J.  Splngam. 
Commissioner  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, that  appeared  tn  the  National 
Association  of  Retail  Druggists  Journal, 
March  16.  1953,  conceming  antimonop- 
oly  legislation.  It  is  a  very  interesting 
article,  worthy  of  seitoas  oonsideration 
and  study,  and  is  as  follows: 

ANnMONOPOLT  liECISlATION-^TT   IS  FASHTOM- 
ABLX    TO    IjAMBASTI    ANTTTRUST    LAWS 

<By  Stephen  J.  Splngam,  Commissioner 
of  the  Pederal  T^ade  Oommlsslon) 

It's  quite  fashionable  these  days  to  lam- 
baste tba  antitraBt  law*.  One  popular  ap- 
proach ks  to  talk  about  the  vagusness  and 
uncertainty  of  the  laws.  Often  this  is  ac- 
companied with  a  plea  for  making  reason- 
ableness the  test  of  violation  which  m*ar.a 
that  every  case  would  be  considered  bj  the 
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court*  In  Its  own  p«rtleul«r  Mttlng.  How 
tMB  would  mmke  the  laws  any  more  certain 
and  leas  ▼ag:ue  be  nerer  been  clear  to  me. 

Anotber  approacb  la  to  lay  tbat  tbe  anti- 
trust laws  are  utterly  unsulted  to  modem 
big  bualneas  and  ought  to  be  thrown  out. 
But  this  Is  beady,  revolutionary  stuff  which 
basn't  gone  far  yet.  The  more  measured 
step — but  with  the  same  end  in  mind — Is  to 
talk  about  the  obTlous  conttlct  In  the  anti- 
trust laws.  For  example.  In  a  recent  article 
In  The  Saturday  Evening  Post,  the  Chairman 
ot  the  Board  of  the  Standard  Oil  Company 
of  Indiana.  ICr.  Robert  K.  Wilson,  said  that 
the  Sherman  Act  requires  competition, 
and  tbe  Roblnson-Patman  Act  tells  com- 
petitors not  to  compete  too  much.  Mr.  Wil- 
son presumably  thinks  tbat  something  ought 
to  be  done  about  It. 

Actually,  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  Is  the 
tflrect  product  of  years  of  experience  under 
the  Sherman  and  Clayton  Acts.  Tbe  Sher- 
man Act  of  1890  was  framed  In  terms  of 
the  common  law  rale  against  restraint  of 
trade,  but  the  accent  was  upon  the  prohibi- 
tion of  conspiracy  and  tbe  prevention  of  mo- 
nopoly. Actually,  the  dominant  pxirpose  was 
the  maintenance  of  the  competitive  system 
as  the  regulator  of  economic  activity.  The 
Clayton  Act  came  along  In  1914  to  single  out 
and  outlaw  In  specific  terms  certain  trade 
practices  which  Congress  regarded  as  serious 
basards  to  the  functioning  of  a  competitive 
economy.  Then  in  1936  Congress,  as  the  re- 
8\ilt  of  an  Investigation  and  report  by  tbe 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  concessional 
studies,  and  the  pleas  of  small  and  inde- 
pendent business,  passed  the  Roblnson-Pat- 
num  Act.  Again  the  purpose  was  to  protect 
the  Integrity  of  the  competitive  process. 
This  time  it  was  done  in  terms  of  outlawing 
certain  abuses  of  private  price-making  de- 
structive to  the  maintenance  of  the  free  and 
open  nuurket. 

Critics  who  claim  to  see  a  conflict  between 
tbe  two  pieces  of  legislation  like  to  make 
price  differences  the  thing  that  Is  aimed  at  m 
tbe  Roblnson-Patman  Act.  They  make  price 
differences  and  price  discrimination — tbe 
actual  phrase  In  the  act — synonymous.  But 
looked  at  In  terms  of  function,  tbe  whole 
matter  falls  into  focus.  Tbe  bead  is  drawn 
upon  a  substantial  injiuy  to  competition, 
that  is  the  real  violation.  Price  differences 
In  themselves  are  neither  good  nor  bad, 
neither  lawful  nor  unlawful.  It  is  only  when 
price  differences  occur  under  the  conditions 
specified  In  tbe  act,  when  they  thwart  tbe 
regulatory  processes  of  the  market,  that  they 
run  Into  trouble.  Then  they  become  price 
discrimination  and  violate  tbe  act. 

Viewed  in  these  terms,  the  task  of  differen- 
tiating between  lawful  price  differences  and 
unlawful  price  discrimination  presents  prob- 
lems In  administration  but  they  are  not  un- 
surmountable.  At  the  outset,  the  pricing 
of  commodities  that  do  not  enter  the  stream 
of  commerce  among  the  States  falls  outside 
tbe  act.  Second,  different  prices  for  tbe 
same  commodity  are  allowable.  If  the  prod- 
ucts sold  are  of  different  grades  or  qualities. 
Third,  even  If  the  products  are  of  the  same 
grade  and  quality,  price  differences  are  law- 
ful if  tbe  purchasers  are  not  in  competition 
with  each  other.  Povirth.  even  if  the  piu-- 
cbasers  are  in  competitlor>,  the  Roblnson- 
Patman  Act  is  not  applicable  unless  there 
may  be  substantial  Injviry  to  competition. 
And  even  then.  If  the  maker  of  prices  can 
show  that  tbe  difference  in  price  does  not 
exceed  the  difference  In  costs  which  he  has 
incurred  In  sarvlng  bis  customers  who  are 
in  competition,  his  actions  do  not  fall  within 
the  orbit  of  the  statute.  The  residuum  from 
these  exceptions  constitutes  tbe  area  of  un- 
lawful price  differences  or  price  discrimina- 
tion. 

Placed  in  Its  setting,  the  rationale  of  the 
Roblnson-Patman  Act  stands  out  boldly. 
In  effect.  It  says  that  private  business  cannot 
play  favorites  In  the  competitive  struggle. 
Clearly,  to  allow  a  manufactiirex  arbitrarily 


to  fix  different  prices  for  a  commodity  of  like 
grade  and  quality  between  customers  who 
are  in  competition,  constitutes  private  regu- 
lation of  the  market.  It  enables  the  seller 
at  his  pleasure  to  give  advantages  to  pre- 
ferred customers  and  to  impose  handicaps 
upon  those  who  have  inciured  his  disfavor. 
It  puts  in  his  bands  the  power  to  dictate  who 
shall  succeed  and  who  shall  fail  in  the  com- 
petitive game.  And  it  is  precisely  this  role 
which,  under  the  antitrust  acts,  public  policy 
has  decreed  should  be  reserved  to  the  free 
and  open  market. 

The  Roblnson-Patman  Act  attempts  to 
Impose  a  practical  and  flexible  standard  in 
a  modern  Industrial  organization  whose  va- 
riety and  complexity  can  only  stagger  the 
Imagination.  In  most  industries,  buyers  and 
sellers  alike  differ  greatly  in  size,  in  the  scope 
of  their  jpperatlons,  in  the  economic  power 
which  they  can  wield  in  the  market  place. 
A  multiple  price  structure  for  a  single  com- 
modity, baaed  upon  function  or  use.  is  a 
commonplace  in  many  industries.  In  some 
Instances,  as  in  the  sale  of  raw  milk  for 
fluid  use  and  butter  or  cheese,  the  practice 
has  the  sanction  of  State  and  Federal  law. 
Elsewhere,  as  in  the  oil  industry,  a  highly 
dynamic  technology  has  resulted  in  a  sprawl- 
ing array  of  joint  products  whose  costs,  in 
practice,  are  allocated  in  terms  of  their  re- 
spective capacities  to  carry  the  burden.  In 
effect  what  this  amounts  to  is  a  subsidy  of 
one  product  by  another.  Yet  the  practice 
has  attained  respectability  through  long- 
standing custom  and  the  sheer  necessity  for 
working  out  some  practical  formula  for 
bringing  products  to  market. 

In  the  sale  of  drugs  and  some  other  prod- 
ucts, the  nationally  advertised  brand,  as  op- 
posed to  the  house  brand,  presents  another 
Industrial  facet  of  amazing  intricacy  and 
complexity.  Here  often  the  essential  differ- 
ence in  the  commodities  is  the  factor  of  pub- 
lic acceptability  achieved  through  national 
advertising.  Does  it  follow  that,  in  spite  of 
what  any  laboratory  test  will  show,  it  is  a 
mercantile  fact  of  life  that  the  unlabeled  or 
house  brand  is  something  inferior?  Tet  the 
plain  truth,  and  we  know  it,  is  that  the  buy- 
ing public  does  not  treat  the  two  products 
as  identical:  and  ^price  differential  has  been 
recognized  in  mercantile  practice — and  by 
the  courts — as  a  condition  essential  to  the 
survival  of  the  Independents. 

And  this  Ls  only  the  beginning.  The 
myriad  of  trade  usages  such  as  classifica- 
tion of  customers,  discounts  for  quantity, 
and  the  like  are  convenient  and  useful  de- 
vices in  the  ordinary  running  of  a  business. 
Yet  they  can  be — and  sometimes  are — made 
Instruments  for  playing  favorites.  The  task 
in  the  administration  of  the  Roblnson-Pat- 
man Act  Is  to  assess  these  pricing  devices  in 
tbe  light  of  the  competitive  norms  estab- 
lished in  the  antitrust  laws.  This  is  not  an 
easy  Job. 

It  is  this  very  complexity  In  the  economic 
problems  which  dsturbs  me  about  H.  R.  635 
and  S.  540  (introduced  in  the  83d  Cong.)  for 
permanently  adding  another  ingredient  to 
the  broth — the  so-called  good-faith  clause, 
which  would  make  good-faith  meeting  of 
competition  a  complete  defense  to  a  charge 
of  price  discrimination  even  though  the 
effect  were  to  injure  or  destroy  competition. 
If  the  enforcement  agency  must  probe  cor- 
porate Intent  as  well,  the  Job  may  be  well 
beyond  human  control.  Indeed,  in  many 
realms  of  the  law.  the  courts  have  found  the 
attempt  to  read  the  minds  of  individuals  to 
ascertain  Intent  so  unrewarding  that  they 
have  taken  the  short  cut  of  saying  that  a 
person  presumes  the  consequences  or  prob- 
able consequences  of  his  act.  And  in  terms 
of  the  basic  function  of  the  antitrust  laws, 
good  or  bad  intent  is  irrelevant.  It  is  the 
result  that  is  important.  If  Indiistrial  con- 
duct undermines  the  Integrity  of  the  com- 
petitive process,  it  should  be  stopped.  This 
is  the  basic  philosophy  that  underlies  both 
the  Sherman  Act  and  the  Roblnson-Patman 
Act. 
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The  Roblnson-Patman  Act  Is  a  true  antl* 
trust  law.  Let's  keep  it  that  way.  In  fact. 
let's  Improve  it  by  putting  the  good-faltb 
defense  In  its  proper  context — a  defenas  to  b* 
considered  but  not  one  that  oreroomas  a 
showing  of  prCiable  injury  or  destruction  of 
crmpetitlon.  The  Kefauver  amendment  of 
1951  to  Senator  McCassak'  bill  in  tbe  last 
Congress  (S.  719,  Sad  Cong.,  which  was  Iden- 
tical with  the  current  McCarran  bill,  8.  640. 
83d  Cong.)  would  do  just  tbat.  It  deserves 
the  support  of  every  small  and  Indepsndent 
businessman. 

PLomas  or  monopolt 

The  Journal  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Retail  Druggists  of  March  2,  1953. 
contains  an  interesting  article  on  Plot- 
ters of  Monopoly  Scheme  To  Discard 
Antitrust  Statutes — Official  Document 
Reveals  Intention — Submitted  Report 
Pull  of  Falsehoods.  It  commences  at 
page  330  of  the  association's  publication, 
and  is  as  follows: 

Plottihs  or  Monopolt  Scrxms  To  Dcbcaxs 

Antttrost    STATtma — OmciAL    Documkwt 

RXVCALS        INTXNTION SUUCrnTD        RZPOBT 

Pttll  or  Falskhoods 

Spokesmen  for  the  gigantic  lnd\istrlal  and 
financial  corporations  have  often  declared  it 
is  absurd  to  charge  that  monopolistic  com- 
binations seek  to  wreck  tbe  system  of  small 
business  In  tbe  United  States.  Yet  evidence 
to  the  contrary  Ls  available.  For  15  cents  tbs 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Washington. 
D.  C,  will  send  you  a  summary  of  a  report 
submitted  to  the  United  States  Department 
of  Commerce  by  a  group  of  business  leader* 
of  America  ( most  of  them  are  identified  with 
very  big  firms).  The  title  of  the  report  is 
"Effective  Competition."  and  it  was  released 
on  December  18.  1953. 

Effective  Competition  proposes  a  schema 
to  scrap  the  antitrust  laws  and  the  obvious 
purpose  of  the  report  is  to  delude  the  public 
to  favor  cutthroat  competition  in  the  mar- 
ket place.  It  amounts  to  a  vicious  attack  on 
the  system  of  small  business  and  it  carries 
the  Imprimatur  of  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 

The  committee  responsible  for  the  report 
Includes  John  L.  Collyer,  chairman  of  the 
board  and  president  of  the  B.  P.  Ooodricb 
Co.:  Ralph  J.  Cordlner,  president  of  tbe  Gen- 
eral Electric  Co.:  Harlow  H.  Ciirtloe,  execu- 
tive vice  president  of  the  General  Motors 
Corp.;  Frank  R.  Dan  ton,  vice  chairman  of 
the  board  of  the  Mellon  National  Bank  and 
Triist  Co.:  Benjamin  P.  Palrless.  chairman 
of  the  board  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corp.; 
G.  Keith  Punston.  president  of  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange:  Crawford  H.  Greenewalt, 
president  of  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
Co.;  Eugene  Holman,  president  ot  the  Stand- 
ard Oil  Co.  (N.  J):  Charles  R.  Hook,  chair- 
man of  the  Armco  Steel  Corp.;  G.  M.  Hum- 
phrey, chairman  of  the  board  of  tbe  M.  A. 
Hanna  Co.;  Donald  B.  Lourte,  president  of 
the  Quaker  Oats  Co.;  John  L.  McCaffrey, 
president  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co.:  T.  8.  Peterson,  president  of  tbe  Stand- 
ard OU  Co.  (Calif);  Gwilym  A.  Price,  presi- 
dent of  the  Westinghouse  Electric  Corp.; 
Edgar  M.  Queeny.  chairman  of  the  board  of 
the  Monsanto  Chemical  Corp.;  Clarence  B. 
Randal,  president  of  the  Inland  Steel  Co.; 
Thomas  J.  Watson.  Jr.,  president  of  the  In- 
ternational Business  Blacblne  Corp.  (and 
others).  The  report  they  submitted  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Conunerce  Is 
almost  unbelievable  in  that  In  essence  it 
is  a  proposal  that  the  President  of  the  United 
Statea  usurp  the  authority  of  Congress  to 
nullify  laws  which  were  enacted  in  accord- 
ance with  the  procedures  of  the  Coiutltu- 
tion. 

The  report  of  the  business  moguls  calls 
for  complete  wreckage  of  the  antitrust  laws. 
Then  there  is  a  proposed  nostnmi.  It  is  in 
the  form  of  a  new  rule  of  reason.    The  new 
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rule  of  reason  Is  to  be  defined  In  accord- 
ance with  an  explicit  standard  (effective 
comj)etitlon). 

"Effective  competition"  Is  a  pleasant 
phrase  and.  If  undefined.  It  would  appear 
to  be  unobjectionable.  But  the  report  has 
defined  the  phrase.  Proposing  this  phrase 
as  the  ultimate  and  sole  test  of  future  anti- 
trust policy,  the  report  has  offered  two  alter- 
native definitions  which  are  to  apply  in 
conjuncture.  Both  definitions  provide  purely 
negative  tests  of  monopoly,  and  should  there 
ever  be  any  monopoly  which  would  not  be 
excused  by  the  first  definition.  It  would 
surely  be  excused  by  the  second. 

The  first  definition  of  "effective  compe- 
tition" is  simply  "ceaseless  striving  among 
competitors,  all  endeavoring  to  expand  their 
share  of  the  market — and  the  total  size  of 
the  market,  as  well — by  producing  relatively 
more  and  better  goods  and  services  at  rela- 
tively lower  prices." 

"Competitors,"  as  conceived  by  the  busi- 
ness moguls,  include  almost  all  business 
firms  tbat  go  after  the  consumer's  dollar. 
As  a  specific  example  offered  by  the  report, 
the  manufacturers  of  aluminum  are  held  out 
to  be  competitors  of  tbe  manufacturers  of 
steel,  copper,  sine,  lead,  tin,  wood,  textiles, 
plastics,  paper,  clay,  glass,  leather,  and  cork. 

With  competition  so  conceived,  there  could 
be  very  few  actual  or  |x>tential  cases  of  mo- 
nopoly which  would  fall  to  pass  the  test  of 
effective  competition.  Even  the  most  com- 
plete monopoly  must  and  does  put  forth 
some  efforts  which  pass  for  ceaseless  striving. 
Moreover,  the  Inevitable  growth  factors 
would  pass  any  monopoly  by  the  rest  of  this 
test — save  only  the  monopoly  in  a  declining 
Industry,  such  as  horse-drawn  vehicles  and 
■team-powered  locomotives. 

The  second  definition  of  "effective  compe- 
tition" offered  by  the  industrial  and  financial 
tycoons  in  the  report  they  submitted  is  even 
more  amazing.  It  is  simply  "that  btisiness 
rivalry,  exUtlng  and  potential,  which  tends 
over  a  period  of  years  to  serve  the  public 
interest  in  (a)  providing  alternatives  and 
thus  giving  opportunities  for  freedom  of 
choice  of  goods  and  services;  and  (b)  not  re- 
stricting the  opportunity  for  others  to 
engage  in  such  competition." 

It  taxes  the  imagination  to  conceive  of  a 
monopoly  so  broad  and  complete  that  there 
would  not  t>e,  outside  tbe  control  of  tbe 
monopoly,  alternative  goods  or  services  on 
which  consumers  might  spend  their  dollars; 
and  It  U  equally  difficult  to  imagine  a  mo- 
nopoly so  broad  and  complete  that  it  re- 
stricted the  opportunity  for  others  to  pro- 
duce and  sell  some  other  goods  or  services. 

The  target  of  the  business  moguls  is  over- 
whelmingly section  a  of  the  Clayton  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act.  The 
report  contains  19  summary  recommenda- 
tions, of  which  6  are  aimed  at  destruction  of 
what  now  remains  of  the  Roblnson-Patman 
Act.  The  Roblnson-Patman  Act  is  specific 
and  definite  and,  although  the  Supreme 
Court  ruled  most  of  Its  effect  out  of  exist- 
ence by  its  recent  decision  in  the  Standard 
Oil  Co.  of  Indiana  case.  It  Is  still  most  Im- 
portant to  small  business  of  all  the  anti- 
trust laws.  It  was  passed  to  create  tbe  kind 
of  comp>etition  in  which  the  most  efficient 
firnvs,  and  not  inevitably  the  biggest  firms, 
would  win  out  in  the  competitive  struggle. 
Hence  the  statute  which  restrains  abuse  of 
power  and  tends  to  force  big  firms  to  com- 
pete with  small  firms  on  tbe  basU  of  effi- 
ciency ard  low  prices  emerges  ss  the  legisla- 
tion most  hated  by  the  gigantic  indvistrlal 
and  financial  corporations. 

The  recommendations  in  the  report  for  do- 
ing away  with  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  are 
based  upon  false  assertions  which  certain 
segments  of  big  bueiness  have  widely  publi- 
cized during  the  pa*t  few  years.  For  exam- 
ple, the  rei>ort  assert<i  that  under  the  Robln- 
son-Patman Act  "price  reductions  are  ruled 
Ulegal  If  they  may  possibly  Injure  competi- 
tors of  the  seller  or  tbe  buyer." 


And  again  tbe  report  asserts  "the  Robln- 
son-Patman Act  tends  to  prevent  any  price 
competition  that  might  Injure  a  competitor." 

These  statements  are  false  and  deliberately 
false.  Every  businessman  knows  that  the 
Roblnson-Patman  Act  In  no  way  restrains 
any  business,  big  or  small,  from  making  price 
reductions.  Under  this  law  any  bvisiness  firm 
may  reduce  its  prices  as  much  as  it  likes  and 
as  often  as  it  likes;  and  any  firm  may  reduce 
prices  for  the  purpose  and  with  the  result  of 
taking  business  away  from  competitors  and 
thereby  injuring  competitors.  The  Robln- 
son-Patman Act  is  concerned  only  with  price 
discrimination — a  practice  by  which  large 
firms  abuse  their  size  to  take  advantage  of 
smaller  firms. 

Section  a  of  the  Clayton  Act  waf,  enacted 
and  subsequently  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act 
was  enacted,  only  after  many  years  of  disas- 
trous experience  with  discriminatory  methods 
of  pricing.  Most  of  the  high  concentration 
of  business  which  characterizes  the  field  of 
production  today  was  attained  in  the  days 
before  there  were  any  laws  to  prevent  these 
practices.  The  facts  show  that  big  sellers 
have  used  the  high  prices  they  are  able  to 
get  In  many,  scattered  markets  to  Bubsidise 
their  competition  against  small  sellers  In 
particular  markets.  And  the  result  has  been 
that  small  firms  were  either  destroyed  or 
driven  into  merger. 

The  facts  also  show  that  wherever  there 
has  been  discrimination,  big  buyers  have 
received  price  advantages  In  excess  of  the 
sellers'  cost  savings  in  serving  those  buyers. 
When  It  became  apparent  that  a  few  large 
chains  were  bringing  about  a  wholesale  de- 
struction of  Independent  firms  in  the  dis- 
Uibution  field,  and  that  the  growth  of  mo- 
nopoly in  this  field  would  duplicate  that  al- 
ready attained  in  the  production  field,  Con- 
gress took  action  to  Insure  small  sellers  a 
measure  of  protection  and  to  Instire  small 
buyers  equal  treatment — Insofar  as  equal 
treatment  is  justified  by  optimum  efficiency 
in  the  business  system. 

Where  prices  are  discriminatory  neither 
the  spirit  nor  the  letter  of  the  Roblnson- 
Patman  Act  objects  to  the  low  price;  the 
objection  Is  to  the  high  prices  which  put 
small  buyers  to  an  unfair  disadvantage  or 
which  are  used  to  "subsidize"  selective  price 
cutting  against  small  sellers. 

The  business  moguls  in  their  report  repeat 
another  tired  old  propaganda  tune.  And  It 
repeaU  this  tune  with  monotonous  repeti- 
tion. It  Is  the  tune  to  the  effect  that  the 
Sherman  Act  requires  hard  competition 
while  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  requires 
soft  competition  and  hence  the  Roblnson- 
Patman  Act  Is  Inconsistent  with  the  Sher- 
man Act. 

Do  the  business  moguls  actually  believe 
that  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  creates  soft 
competition?  Then  In  the  event  they  do, 
they  have  concocted  the  world's  strangest 
and  most  contradictory  set  of  recommenda- 
tions. For  all  of  their  other  recommenda- 
tions invariably  bless  monopoly  and  propose 
abolishing  all  laws  interfering  with  monopoly. 
Surveying  their  recommendations  as  a 
whole,  it  Is  seen  that  the  tycoons  of  industry 
and  finance  have  proposed  abolishing  only 
those  antitrust  laws  which  are  In  some  de- 
gree effective  against  monopoly.  It  is  only 
such  laws  that  are  even  disctissed.  As  to 
those  phases  of  legislation  which  are  noto- 
riously Ineffective,  the  report  is  silent.  It  is 
well  known  that  new  monopoly  problems 
have  become  prominent  since  the  present 
antitrust  laws  were  pfkssed.  and  that  expe- 
rience has  proved  these  laws  to  contain  seri- 
ous gaps  in  other  respects.  The  report  is 
silent  on  these  matters,  too.  Apparently  the 
writers  were  so  busy  thinking  up  ways  for 
escaping  the  antitrust  laws  tbat  they  over- 
looked the  possibility  of  taking  a  broad  view 
of  antitrust  problems. 

A  competitive  climate  which  serves  small 
business,  a  competitive  climate  wherein  small 
firms  can  actively  compete  on  the  basis  of 


efficiency  and  wherein  new  firms  can  readily 
enter  into  the  capit^ist  adventtire.  also 
serves  consumers  with  more  and  better 
goods  and  services  at  lower  prices.  And  we 
think  such  a  climate  serves  tbe  Nation  in 
wholesome  social  ways. 

The  Roblnson-Patman  Act  Is  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  Sherman  Act.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  is  a  neces- 
sary specific  for  the  practices  which  tbe  more 
general  language  of  tbe  Sherman  Act  forbids 
in  principle.  Price  discrimination,  which  the 
Roblnson-Patman  Act  restrains,  is  an  abuse 
of  size.  It  is  a  practice  which  gives  advan- 
tages to  larger  firms  over  smaller  firms,  and 
the  Bdvimtages  Increase  in  proportion  to  the 
size  of  the  competitors.  If  sufficient  abuse  of 
the  practice  is  permitted,  the  practice  can 
be  used  by  inefficient  large  firms  to  destroy 
more  efficient  small  firms.  Hence,  discrimi- 
nation without  any  restraint  Inevitably  re- 
sults in  the  destruction  of  smaller  firms  and 
the  progressive  centralization  of  bxislness  in 
the  hands  of  fewer  firms,  until  ultimata 
monopoly  is  reached. 

Another  of  the  purposes  of  the  Sherman 
Act  is  to  condemn  all  artificial  restraints 
upon  the  price  mechanism,  particularly  those 
restraints  which  hold  prices  above  the  supply 
and  demand  level.  There  again,  the  Robln- 
son-Patman Act  accomplishes,  insofar  as  it 
is  enforced,  what  the  Sherman  Act  too  fre- 
quently only  alms  to  accomplish. 

The  business  moguls  know  these  facts: 

1.  That  unrestricted  price  discrimination 
creates  a  competition  which  is  impossibly 
hard  for  small  business  and  supersoft  for  big 
business. 

2.  That  the  more  price  discrimination  Is 
limited  by  the  rules  of  competition,  the 
harder  competition  becomes  for  big  business 
and  small  business  equally. 

3.  The  harder  the  competition  becomes, 
the  more  the  highly  advertised  efficiency  of 
big  business  is  proved  to  be  exaggerated  and 
frequently  completely  false. 

The  central  lie  of  the  report  is  that  busi- 
ness moguls  pretend  to  be  concerned  with 
fostering  competition,  when  actually  their 
aim  is  to  rationalize  monopoly  and  to  reverse 
this  Nation's  historic  antitrust  policy.  But 
beyond  that,  the  report  contains  an  uncom- 
mon number  of  deliberately  false  statements, 
misleading  statements,  twisted  half-truths, 
facts  presented  In  contexts  where  they  never 
occurred,  and  so  on.  When  the  blg-buslness 
sponsors  of  this  report  try  to  sell  their  prod- 
ucts or  services  to  the  public,  there  are 
bounds  beyond  which  they  cannot  go  to  pre- 
sent false  or  distorted  claims  for  their  prod- 
ucts or  services.  There  are  specific  laws  to 
restrain  them,  and  to  restrain  all  business- 
men. There  are,  of  course,  no  laws  to  pro- 
hibit false  and  misleading  claims  to  sell  the 
public  political  ideas  for  conunercial  advan- 
tage. The  bounds  of  common  decency 
should  and  must,  however.  Impose  some  self- 
restraint  to  self-seeking  In  this  field.  The 
report.  Effective  Competition,  goes  far  be- 
yond the  bounds  of  common  decency. 

The  authors  of  Effective  Competition  can- 
not speak  for  fully  98  percent  of  the  business 
Arms  of  the  United  States.  It  seems  self- 
evident,  moreover,  that  the  report  does  not 
express  tbe  considered  views  of  many  of  tbe 
men  in  whose  name  it  has  been  written. 
Surely  these  men  know  that  the  policy  rec- 
ommended in  tbat  report  would  lead  to  dis- 
aster for  all  biu^nesses,  small  and  big.  It 
is  also  true  that  disaster  would  befall  small 
business  first. 

BCCONSTXUCnON  Pllf  AKCK  C0«P0aAT10N 

The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion is  under  attack  notwithstanding  it 
has  saved  thousands  of  small  Independ- 
ent businesses  that  could  not  have  ex- 
isted without  the  aid  given  by  this 
agency. 

I  am  Inserting  herewith  a  letter  re- 
ceived from  Mr,  R.  J.  Sims,  president  of 
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the  Clinchfleld  Concrete  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Klngsport.  Tenn.,  ooncerning  this  mat- 
ter.  It  Is  as  follows: 

ClJircBIIZLS  CONCBBTS  CO..  IWC, 

Kingaport,  Tenn..  March  4.  1953. 
Bxm.  WUSHT  Patkajt. 

Rejneaentative   From    Texas,   House   of 
BeprcMentatives.  Waafiinffton.  D.  C. 

DsAB  OoNOUESBMAH  I  OuT  Company  falls  Into 
tlM  classification  of  small  business  and  this 
letter  Is  written  to  you  in  hopes  that  you  will 
not  do  anything  to  disturb  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation. 

I  have  seen  in  our  newspapers  a  consider- 
able number  of  statements  usually  attributed 
to  Senator  Btxo,  of  Virginia,  about  abolish- 
ing the  Beconstniction  Finance  C(»poration. 

In  our  city  of  Klngsport  I  know  several 
large  firms  who  owe  their  entire  economic 
life  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Ckirpora- 
tlon.  It  is  practically  impossible  to  secure  a 
capitalizing  loan  of  any  amovmt  from  a  com- 
mercial bank.  In  1M7  I  was  instnunental  in 
borrowing  for  three  companies  in  which  I 
was  interested,  a  total  of  $225,000.  These 
loans  have  now  all  been  paid  off  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one,  which  has  a  balance  of  $15,- 
042.33.  These  companies  are  functioning 
now  on  a  sound  basis.  Without  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation's  help  they 
would  never  have  been  brought  into  exist- 
ence in  any  form.  These  3  companies  employ 
approximately  125  people.  They  are  doing  an 
annual  business  of  about  $1  ^  million  a  year. 
They  are  paying  all  their  bills  and  their  taxes. 
Althoiigh  there  is  very  little  left  over  for  the 
stockholders,  they  have  made  a  worthwhile 
contribution  to  this  commxinlty  In  the  last 
few  years. 

As  you  probably  know,  this  section  of 
Tennessee  is  Republican  in  attitude  and  ac- 
tuality. The  Honorable  Casxoll  Rxxcz  is 
the  Representative  to  Congress  fronx  this  dis- 
trict, but  regardless  of  politics  we  feel  that 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has 
In  the  past  and  Is  at  the  present  making  a 
worthwhile  contribution  to  the  small- 
business  men  of  our  country.  It  is  the  one 
governmental  agency  that  you  can  go  to  and 
get  a  straight  answer  la  a  reasonable  length 
of  time. 

We  send  you  this  letter  asking  that  you  do 
nothing  to  disturb  this  setup,  unless  It  Is  to 
advance  this  good  cause. 
Sincerely  yours, 

CLUfCHnxLo  CowcKzn  Co.,  Inc., 
R.  J.  Sues,  President. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  expired. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  declares  a 
recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

(Thereupon,  at  2  o'clock  and  1  minute 
p.  m..  the  House  stood  in  recess  for  10 
minutes.) 


AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House 
was  called  to  order  at  2  o'clock  and  24 
minutes  p.  m. 


QUESTION  OP  THE  RRIYILEGE  OP 
THE  HOUSE — CASE  OP  MICHAEL 
WILSON  ET  AL.  V.  LOEWS  INCOR- 
PORATED ET  AL. 


Mr.  HALLECK. 
to  a  question  of 
House. 

The  SPEAKER. 
Indiana  wlIljlMke 
lege. 

Mr.  HAIliECK. 
members,   former 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
the  privilege  of  the 

The  gentleman  from 
the  question  of  privi- 

Mr.  Speaker,  several 
members,    and    em- 


ployees of  the  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities  have  been  subpenaed  to 
appear  on  Monday,  March  30,  and  Tues- 
day, March  31,  1953,  in  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.,  to  testify  as  witnesses  and  give 
their  depositions  in  the  case  of  Michael 
Wilson  et  al.  against  Loew's  Incorpo- 
rated et  al.,  a  private  civil  action  for 
damages  and  injunction  pending  in  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California 
in  and  for  the  Coimty  of  Los  Angeles,  in 
which  certain  Members,  former  Mem- 
bers, and  employees  of  the  House  ai'e 
named  as  parties  defendant  and  are 
charged  with  conspiring  against  the 
plaintiffs  in  said  case  to  the  detriment  of 
the  plaintiffs.  Under  the  precedents  of 
the  House,  these  Members,  former  Mem- 
bers, and  employees  are  unable  to  com- 
ply with  the  subpenas  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  House,  the  privileges  of  the 
House  being  involved. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  privi- 
leged resolution  (H.  Res.  190)  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas  Harold  H.  Velde,  of  nUnols;  Don- 
ald L.  JackBon,  of  California:  Francis  E. 
Walter,  of  Pennsylvania;  Morgan  M.  Moulder, 
of  Missoiirl;  Clyde  Doyle,  of  California;  and 
James  B.  Frazier,  Jr.,  of  Tennessee,  all  Rep- 
resentatives in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  and  Louis  J.  Russell  and  William 
Wheeler,  employees  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, have  been  by  subpenas  com- 
manded to  appear  on  Monday  and  Tuesday, 
March  30  and  31.  1953,  In  the  city  of  Loe 
Angeles.  Calif.,  and  to  testify  and  give  their 
depositions  in  the  case  of  Michael  Wilson 
et  al.  V.  Loew's  Incorporated  et  al.,  an  action 
pending  In  the  Superior  Coxirt  of  the  State 
of  California  in  and  for  the  County  of  Los 
Angeles;  and 

Whereas  the  complaint  In  the  aforesaid 
case  of  Michael  Wilson  et  al.  v.  Loew's  Incor- 
porated et  al.,  lists  among  the  parties  defend- 
ant therein  John  S.  Wood.  Francis  E.  Walter, 
Morgan  M.  Moulder.  Clyde  Doyle,  James  B. 
Frazier.  Harold  E.  Velde,  Barnard  W.  Kear- 
ney, Donald  L.  Jackson,  Charles  E.  Potter, 
Louis  J.  Russell,  and  William  Wheeler;   and 

Whereas  part  III  of  said  complaint  reads 
as  follows: 

"At  all  times  herein  mentioned  defendant 
John  S.  Wood  was  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities, 
United  States  House  of  Representatives:  de- 
fendants Francis  E.  Walter,  Morgan  M. 
Moulder,  Clyde  Doyle,  James  B.  Frazier, 
Harold  E.  Velde.  Barnard  W.  Kearney,  Donald 
L.  Jackson,  and  Charles  E.  Potter  were  mem- 
bers of  the  said  committee;  Louis  J.  Russell 
was  senior  Investigator  of  said  committee; 
William"  Wheeler  was  an  investigator  of  said 
committee  and  41  Doe.  42  Doe.  43  Doe.  44  Doe, 
45  Doe,  46  Doe,  47  Doe.  48  Doe.  49  Doe,  and 
50  Doe  were  representatives  of  said  com- 
mittee. 

"At  all  times  mentioned  herein  and  with 
respect  to  the  matters  hereinafter  alleged 
the  defendants  named  in  the  preceding  para- 
graph acted  both  in  their  official  capacity 
with  relation  to  said  House  Conunittee  on 
Un-American  Activities  and  individually  in 
non official  capacities";  and 

Whereas  part  V  of  said  complaint  contains 
an  allegation  that  "on  and  prior  to  March 
1951  and  continuoiisly  thereafter  defendants 
herein  and  each  of  them  conspired  together 
and  agreed  with  each  other  to  blacklUt  and 
to  refuse  employment  to  and  exclude  from 
employment  in  the  motion-picture  Industry 
all  employees  and  persons  seeking  employ- 
ment in  the  motion -plctiu-e  industry  who 
had  been  or  thereafter  were  subpenaed  as 
witnesses  before  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives •   •   •";    and 


Whereas  article  I,  section  6.  of  the  Oonsti- 
tutlon  of  the  United  States  provides:  "They 
(the  Senators  and  Representatives)  shaU  in 
aU  cases,  except  treason,  felony,  and  breach 
of  the  peace,  be  privileged  from  arrest  dur- 
ing their  attendance  at  the  session  of  their 
respective  Hoiues,  and  in  going  to  and  re- 
turning from  the  same;  •  •  •  and  for  any 
speech  or  debate  in  either  House,  they  (the 
Senators  and  Representatives)  shall  not  be 
questioned  In  any  other  place";  and 

Whereas  the  service  of  such  process  upon 
Members  of  this  House  during  their  attend- 
ance while  the  Congress  is  in  session  might 
deprive  the  dUtrict  which  each  respectively 
represents  of  his  voice  and  vote;  and 

Whereas  the  service  of  such  subpenas  and 
summons  upon  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  who  are  members  of  a  duly 
constituted  committee  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  the  service  of  such  sub- 
penas and  summons  upon  employees  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  serving  on  the  staff 
of  a  duly  constituted  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  wUl  hamper  and 
delay  if  not  completely  obstruct  the  work  of 
such  committee,  its  members,  and  its  staff 
employees  in  their  official  capacities;  and 

Whereas  it  appears  by  reason  of  allegations 
made  in  the  complaint  In  the  said  case  of 
Michael  Wilson,  et  al.  t.  Loevfs  Incorporated, 
et  al.,  and  by  reason  ot  the  said  procesae* 
hereinbefore  mentioned  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Representatives  may 
be  infringed: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommit- 
tee, is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  to  in- 
vestigate and  consider  whether  the  service 
of  the  processes  aforementioned  purporting 
to  command  Members,  former  Members,  and 
employees  of  this  House  to  appear  and  tes- 
tify Invades  the  rights  and  prlvUegea  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  and  whether  in 
the  complaint  of  the  aforementioned  case  of 
Michael  Wilson,  et  al.  v.  Loew's  Incorporated 
et  al.,  the  allegations  that  Members,  fonner 
Members,  and  employees  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  acting  in  their  official  ca- 
pacities as  members  of  a  committee  of  the 
said  House  conspired  against  the  plaintiffs 
in  such  action  to  the  detriment  of  such 
plaintiffs,  and  any  and  all  other  allegations 
in  the  said  complaint  reflecting  upon  Mem- 
bers, former  Memtiers,  and  employees  of  this 
Hoiise  and  their  actions  in  their  repre.wnta- 
tive  and  official  capacities,  invade  the  rights 
and  privUeges  of  the  House  of  Repreienta- 
tlves.  The  committee  may  report  at  any 
time  on  the  matters  herein  committed  to 
it,  and  until  the  conunittee  shall  report  and 
the  House  shall  grant  its  consent  in  the 
premises  the  aforementioned  Members,  for- 
mer Members,  and  employees  shall  refrain 
from  responding  to  the  subpenas  or  sum- 
mons served  upon  them. 

The  committee  or  any  subcommittee  there- 
of is  authorized  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times 
and  places  within  the  United  States,  whether 
or  not  the  House  is  sitting,  has  recessed,  or 
has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  and 
to  require  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  papers, 
and  documents,  and  to  take  such  testimony, 
as  it  deems  necessary.  ,  Subpenas  may  be 
issued  over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  or 
by  any  member  designated  by  him,  and  may 
be  served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member.  The  committee  is  au- 
thorized to  incur  all  expenses  necessary  for 
the  purposes  hereof,  including  but  not 
limited  to  expenses  of  travel  and  subsistence, 
employment  of  counsel  and  other  persons  to 
assist  the  committee  or  subcommittee,  and 
if  deemed  advisable  by  the  committee,  to 
employ  counsel  to  represent  any  and  all  of 
the  Members,  former  Meml>ers.  and  em- 
ployees of  the  House  of  Representatives 
named  as  parties  defendant  in  the  afore- 
mentioned action  of  Michael  Wilson  et  al.  v. 
Loew's  Inc.  et  al.,  and  such  expenses  shall  be 
paid  from  the  Contingent  Fund  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  on   vouchers  authorized 
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by  said  committee  imd  signed  by  the  chair- 
man thereof  and  approved  by  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration;  and  be  it  further 
Resolved,  That  a  oopy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  California,  in  and  for  the  county  of 
Los  Angeles  as  a  respectful  answer  to  the 
subpenas  of  the  said  court  addressed  to  the 
aforementioned  Members,  former  Members, 
and  employees  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, or  any  it  them. 

Mr.  HAJJjECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
probably  t.  few  words  in  explanation  of 
the  resolution  and  the  reason  for  its 
being  here  are  in  order  at  this  time,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  the  resolution  for 
the  most  part  speaks  for  itself. 

By  way  of  explanation,  as  most  of 
us  know,  certain  members  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
and  employees  of  that  committee  are 
pre.sently  in  the  State  of  California  con- 
ducting certain  investigations  as  a  part 
of  their  operation  as  a  standing  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  I^presentatlves. 
They  are  there  in  their  official  capacity 
as  members  of  the  committee  and  em- 
ployees of  the  committee,  and  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  employees  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
.sentatives.  They  are  there,  further- 
more, by  direction  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  they  are  there  on  offi- 
cial business  as  evidenced  by  the  action 
taken  in  the  House  yesterday  excusing 
them  from  attendance  here  by  reason  of 
their  performance  of  official  duties  in 
California  at  this  time. 

The  suit  that  haf  been  filed  in  the 
State  courts  of  California  arises  out  of 
certain  alleged  conduct,  or  activities,  or 
operations,  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress. Enough  has  iteen  Included  in  the 
resolution,  I  think,  to  Indicate  the  na- 
ture of  the  suit  which  is,  as  I  under- 
stand, one  for  damages  asserted  against 
certain  corporations  and  private  individ- 
uals, and  likewise  against  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  em- 
ployees of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
ai'-.-'ittedly  by  the  provisions  of  the  com- 
jLifei-.it  tself  Involving  them  in  the  con- 
du.:.    I    :ieir  official  duty. 

If  you  noted  the  reading  of  the  resolu- 
tion It  is  clear  that  the  privileges  of  the 
House    are    infringed    by    this    action. 
The  purpose  of  this  resolution  is  to  avoid 
the  immediate  effect  of  the  swition  sought 
to  be  taken  in  California  and  at  the 
same  time  to  direct  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  Houst!  of  Representatives 
to  make  a  thorough  study  and  investi- 
gation of  the  whole  matter  and  report 
to  the   House  of  Representatives  with 
respect  to  it  and  other  matters  of  like 
character  that  may  arise  in  the  future. 
I  have  spoken  of  the  fact  that  the 
complaint  recognizes  the  official  char- 
acter of  the  conduct  and  actions  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  employees  of  i-he  committee.    The 
Constitution  provides  that,  as  recited  in 
the  resolution: 
They —  ^ 

Referring  to  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives— 

shall  in  all  cases  excopt  treason,  felony,  and 
breach  of  the  peace  te  privileged  from  arrest 
during  their  attendimce  on  the  session  of 
their  respective  Hovues,  and  In  going  to  and 
returning  from  the  E.ame. 


It  Is  further  provided: 

That  for  any  speech  or  debate  in  either 
House  they — 

Referring  to  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives— 
shall  not  be  questioned  in  any  other  place. 

Through  the  years  that  language  has 
been  construed  to  mean  more  than  the 
speech  or  statement  made  here  within 
the  four  walls  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; it  has  been  construed  to  in- 
clude the  conduct  of  Members  and  their 
statements  in  connection  with  their 
activities  as  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  As  a  result,  it  seems 
clear  to  me  that  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Constitution  itself  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution  which  was  presented  is 
certainly  in  order. 

Let  us  assume  that  any  regular  stand- 
ing committee  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives should  conduct  a  hearing  and 
any  one  of  us  were  there  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  in  his  official  capacity.  Let 
us  further  assume  that  this  Member 
saw  fit  to  elicit  certain  information  from 
a  witness  by  questions  and  as  a  result  of 
that  questioning  the  witness,  employed 
by  someone,  subsequently  lost  his  job. 
Is  the  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  be  held  accoimtable  and 
haled  into  court  on  a  suit  for  damages 
for  his  participation  in  the  operations 
of  that  committee  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  and  as  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives?  To-  me  it  seems 
clear  that  no  such  action  can  be  taken 
under  the  Constitution. 

Furthermore,  this  committee  that  is 
presently  in  California  is  there  on  offi- 
cial business  for  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  as  a  part  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  Everyone  recognizes  the 
investigatory  process  as  a  part  of  the  leg- 
islative process.  So,  under  the  rules 
creating  the  committee  and  under  long 
established  precedents,  the  members  of 
that  committee  and  their  employees  are 
there  operating  and  acting  as  an  arm  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

To  me  it  seems  very  clear  that  if  a 
civil  suit  for  damages  can  be  filed  and 
summonses  served  on  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  who  are  there 
present,  followed  by  subpenas  requiring 
them  to  attend  and  give  testimony  as 
witnesses  on  deposition,  as  is  pointed 
out  in  the  resolution,  then  the  work  of 
the  committee  could  be  completely  ob- 
structed, since  conceivably  the  question- 
ing of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives who  are  presently  there 
could  be  carried  on  Interminably,  and 
the  work  of  the  committee  stopped. 
Certainly,  the  Constitution  never  con- 
templated that  sort  of  interference  with 
the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  say  anything  further  about  this 
resolution  except  to  state  again  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  status  quo  is  in- 
volved subject  to  a  study  and  determina- 
tion by  our  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
properly  staffed  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
matter  and  to  determine  just  what 
should  properly  be  done  on  all  sides. 

As  we  all  know,  from  time  to  time 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 


tives are  subpenaed  to  appear  as  wit- 
nesses in  civil  or  criminal  actions  here  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  invariably 
before  the  Member  of  the  House  is  per- 
mitted to  go  down  there  and  testify  he 
presents  here  a  resolution  very  similar 
to  this  and  obtains  permission  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  appear  and 
so  testify.  Of  course  that  itself  Is  in 
recognition  of  the  necessity  of  the  pres- 
ence, and  the  right  of  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress to  be  present,  here  for  the  sessions 
in  order  to  carry  on  with  his  responsibili- 
ties to  the  people  he  represents  and  to 
carry  on  with  others  the  necessary  work 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  the 
resolution  here   is  a  proper  course  of 
action,  and  the  only  wise  course  of  ac- 
tion, for  the  House  to  take  on  this  occa- 
sion, having  in  mind  the  circumstances 
of  this  particular  case.    This  resolution 
was  considered  by  the  leadership  on  both 
sides,  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  and  the  distinguished 
gentleman     from     Pennsylvania     [Mr. 
Graham  1 .    It  was  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  those  present.  Speaker  Martin,  former 
Speaker  Rayburn,  Majority  Leader  Hal- 
LXCK,  myself,  my  good  friend  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Reeo],  and  my  good  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Graham].    For  the  House  to  take  any 
other    action    would    be    fraught    with 
danger,  for  otherwise  there  is  nothing 
to  stop  any  number  of  suits  being  filed 
against  enough  Members  of  the  House, 
and  in  summoning  them,  to  impair  the 
efficiency  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives or  the  Senate  to  act  and  fimction 
as  legislative  bodies.    The  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties are  out  in  California  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  official  duties.    While 
there  they  have  been  summoned.    I  as- 
sume it  is  a  simunons  from  the  plaintiff 
to  have  them  appear  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  depositions.    However,  that  is  im- 
material; they  are  out  there  on  official 
business,  and  committees  of  this  body 
are  the  arms  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives.    A  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  is  an  agent,  or,  as  some 
say,  a  servant  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives.   They  are  now  out  there  offi- 
cially; they  are  simimoned,  and  there  is 
no  question  but  what  that  seriously  in- 
terferes with  their  ability  to  perform 
their  duties  as  Members  of  this  body. 
On  Monday  a  very  important  bill  is  going 
to  come  up  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives.   The  people  throughout  the  coun- 
try are  very  much  interested  one  way 
or  the  other.   They  should  be  here,  and  a 
summons  of  this  kind  would  interfere 
with   such  Members   performing   their 
duties.  .1  refer  to  that  simply  as  an  il- 
lustration of  a  situation  that  now  con- 
fronts the  members  of  that  particular 
committee. 

In  this  resolution  there  is  authority  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  hire 
coimsel  to  defend  any  Member  or  for- 
mer Member  or  members  of  the  staff 
named  as  a  defendant  in  the  suit  in  Cali- 
fornia. The  reason  for  that  is  this:  We 
are  not  clear  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
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Attorney  Oeneral  will  be  able  to  repre- 
sent Members  of  the  House  or  members 
of  the  coimnlttee  staff  In  a  suit  arising 
out  of  a  performance  of  their  ofiDcial 
duties.  A  section  of  the  law.  as  I  under- 
stand, permits  the  Attorney  General  to 
represent  officers  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  whether  or  not  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  members  of 
the  committee  are  officers  Is  a  legal  ques- 
tion to  be  resolved.  I  would  personally 
be  inclined  tc  think  that  they  are  not. 
but  my  opinion  here  has  no  bearing  on 
the  outcome  of  such  a  question.  The 
Speaker,  for  example.  Is  an  officer  of  Jie 
House  of  Representatives,  as  are  others 
who  are  officially  elected,  but  whether  or 
not  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
the  members  of  the  commi'-tee,  simply 
because  they  are  elected  by  the  House, 
are  officers  within  the  meaning  of  the  law 
is  a  question  for  the  courts.  Naturally, 
we  want  to  see  that  the  present  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  for- 
mer Members  and  members  of  the  staff, 
present  and  past,  are  represented  by  able 
counsel  and  not  compelled  to  defend 
thetoselves  at  their  own  expense,  and 
that  provision  In  this  resolution  is  put 
in  there  in  order  to  meet  that  situation. 
Of  covu-se,  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary will  look  into  it  and  cover  that 
angle,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
Attorney  General  will  take  the  proper 
action.  This  resolution,  as  you  will  note, 
authorizes  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary to  look  into  this  particular  matter 
and  to  advise  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. The  Hovise  has  always  cooperated 
with  the  courts,  and  the  House  always 
will  be  cooperative  with  the  courts,  but, 
on  other  hand,  we  must  always  have 
regard  for  the  protection  of  our  own 
privileges  and  our  own  integrity  and  our 
own  rights,  and  that  includes  the  privi- 
leges and  the  integrity  and  the  rights  of 
individual  Members.  The  privileges  and 
Immunities  of  the  legislative  body  and 
its  Members  have  been  jealously  guarded 
and  protected  since  early  times,  and 
must  be  continuously  defended  and  safe- 
guarded in  order  for  our  system  of  gov- 
ernment to  endure. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Join  with  every- 
thing my  distingxiished  friend  from  Indi- 
ana, the  majority  leader  [Mr.  Hallxck], 
has  said,  and  again  reiterate  that  this 
resolution  represents  the  view  of  the 
leadership  of  both  the  Republican  and 
the  Democratic  parties. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srleld? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  May  I  make  a  clarifying 
remark.  I  think  the  Record  ought  to 
show  the  extreme  danger  of  the  prec- 
edent which  would  be  created  by  what 
Is  sought  to  be  done  in  California,  be- 
cause the  California  proceeding  is  a  sort 
of  open-end  process.  If  it  is  applicable 
to  a  certain  number  of  members  of  one 
committee,  some  other  court  could  pro- 
ceed to  Issue  similar  subpenas  appli- 
cable to  another  committee,  and  so  on 
until  the  House  could  actually  be  de- 
prived by  concert  of  action  of  a  quorum 
for  the  purpose  of  transacting  business. 
I  think  it  is  very  different  from  the  case 
of  aa  individual  who  is  subpenaed  here 
In  t&«  District  of  Columbia  for  a  given 


situation,  where  the  House  is  the  Judge 
as  to  whether  or  not  that  one  individual 
should  respond  to  the  subpena.  I  think 
the  precedent  is  a  most  dangerous  one, 
and  that  the  resolution  should  be 
adopted. 

The  SPEAKER,  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  MONDAY 
NEXT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
xmanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SIGN 
ENROLLED  BILLS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  until 
Monday  next  the  Clerk  be  authorized  to 
receive  messages  from  the  Senate  and 
that  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to  sign 
any  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
passed  by  the  two  Houses  and  found 
truly  enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROGRAM   FOR   NEXT   WEEK 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  asked  for  this  time  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  my  friend  from  Indiana 
if  he  will  announce  the  program  for  next 
week,  if  he  is  prepared  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HALLI':CK.  As  I  indicated  last 
week,  we  expect  to  bring  up  the  bill  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciai-y  some- 
times called  the  submerged  lands  bill. 
and  other  times  the  public  lands  bill. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  by  some  of  us 
the  bill  that  will  take  away  from  the 
people  of  the  entire  country  billions  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  HALLECK.     By  some;  yes. 

The  bill  is  to  be  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  The  Rules 
Committee  has  been  given  until  mid- 
night Saturday  night  to  file  a  rule.  I 
anticipate  that  rule  will  be  granted. 
Without  undertaking  to  dictate  to  either 
the  Judiciary  Committee  or  the  Rules 
Committee.  I  trust  that  the  rule  will 
provide  for  such  hours  of  general  de- 
bate, after  the  adoption  of  the  rule  on 
Monday,  that  the  general  debate  could 
be  concluded  on  Monday.  Then  we 
would  expect  to  start  reading  the  bill  for 
amendment.  We  might  read  the  first 
section  on  Monday.    Then  on  Tuesday 


we  would  read  the  bill  for  amendment 
under  the  5-minute  rule. 

Monday  and  Tuesday  being  Jewish 
holidays,  as  I  previously  announced, 
there  will  be  no  record  votes  on  Mon- 
day or  Tuesday  unless  someone  should 
perchance  undertake  to  have  a  record 
vote  on  the  adoption  of  the  rule,  but  I 
trust  that  will  not  happen  because  I 
think  everyone  recognizes  that  this  is  a 
matter  that  must  be  considered  and  dis- 
posed of  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

My  guess  and  my  hope  would  be  that 
we  could  conclude  the  reading  of  the  bill 
for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule 
on  Tuesday,  which  would  bring  the  vote 
on  final  passage  of  the  bill  or  on  any 
amendments  that  might  be  adopted  or  on 
the  motion  to  recommit  on  Wednesday. 

As  to  any  further  program.  I  under- 
stand the  Committee  on  Agriculture  has 
reported  a  bill  which  has  to  do  with  cer- 
tain support-prJce  arrangements  on  to- 
bacco grown  in  certain  areas.  If  a  rule 
were  granted  on  that  measure  so  that  we 
could  get  it  up  and  dispose  of  it  on 
Wednesday,  I  would  be  inclined  to  put 
that  bill  on  the  program. 

Also,  there  is  a  bill  that  has  been  re- 
ported or  may  be  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  having  to 
do  with  the  app)ointment  of  an  assistant 
or  deputy  in  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  If  a  rule  is  granted  on  that,  we 
might  dispose  of  that  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  undersUnd  the 
administration  Is  very  anxious  to  get 
that  bill  through  as  quickly  as  possible 
because  they  want  to  fill  that  position. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman,  of 
course,  is  referring  to  the  Central  Intel- 
ligence Agency. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  is  the  situation, 
as  I  understand  it.  I  think  the  bill  was 
redrafted.  At  one  time  last  week  it 
looked  as  if  we  might  be  able  to  bring  it 
up  this  week,  but  something  happened 
which  required  some  redrafting  of  the 
bill.  As  I  understand  it.  it  has  been  re- 
drafted and  very  likely  it  can  come  up 
for  action  next  week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  understand  this 
relates  to  the  Deputy  Chief  of  the  CIA — 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  to  au- 
thorize military  men  to  be  appointed. 
You  will  recall  that  we  did  authorize  a 
chief  to  be  appointed  2  or  3  years  ago 
when  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  was  appointed. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  think  the 
amendment  is  to  make  sure  that  two 
military  men — the  Chief  and  Deputy 
Chief — cannot  be  appointed  at  the  same 
time.  I  am  acquainted  with  it.  and  I  can 
assure  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  I  am 
only  too  glad  to  cooperate  in  every  way 
possible  to  get  the  bill  through  before  the 
Easter  recess,  because  they  are  very  anx- 
ious to  make  the  appointment.  We  all 
ought  to  be  concerned  about  that,  and 
we.  of  course,  are  all  interested  in  having 
the  necessary  heads  of  this  agency  ap- 
pointed. It  is  of  vital  importance  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  very  fine  offer  of  cooperation 
In  trying  to  get  the  matter  expedited. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BAILEY.  Going  back  to  the  sub- 
merged oil  lands  legislation,  you  are  pro- 
viding for  a  vote  on  that  on  Wednesday 
for  final  passage? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Yes. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mf.y  I  remind  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Indiana  that 
that  is  also  a  holiday  throughout  the 
mine-field  country.  Most  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  j-epresentlng  mining 
districts  have  agreed  to  go  back  to  their 
districts  and  make  Epeeches  on  that  day. 
What  solution  does  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  have  for  that? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  has  been  called 
to  my  attention.  A.s  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  knows,  and  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  also  knows,  he 
has  done  the  same  iis  I  have.  We  try  as 
best  we  can  to  adjust  the  affairs  of  the 
House  of  Represertatives  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  ir.dividual  Members  in 
the  very  sort  of  matter  that  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia  mentions. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  would  like  to  remind 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  that  this  Is 
the  first  time  that  a  request  of  this  na- 
ture has  been  made  by  anybody  from  the 
mine  field  section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK  As  I  have  said  to  cer- 
tain of  the  other  Members  who  have  spo- 
ken to  me  about  that,  nothing  would 
please  me  more  than  to  try  to  adjust  the 
legislative  programc  so  that  each  and 
every  Member  would  suffer  no  inconven- 
ience. But  at  the  time  I  made  the  an- 
nouncement that  wt'.  would  have  the  vote 
on  Wednesday,  the  matter  had  not  been 
brought  to  my  attention.  Also,  there  Is 
the  overall  desire  of  all  the  Members  to 
get  to  their  homes  or  other  places  far 
Easter.  That  also  has  had  to  be  taken 
into  consideration. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  always  hap- 
py to  yield  to  my  distinguished  colleague. 
In  fact,  may  I  say  I  am  honored  when 
the  gentleman  asks  me  to  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
state  for  the  benefit  both  of  the  leader- 
ship on  the  majority  and  minority  sides 
that  yesterday  I  introduced  a  clean  bill, 
H.  R  4918.  having  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter of  the  submerge*!  lands.  In  addition 
to  what  the  majori'.y  leader  has  stated, 
we  hope  to  have  finished  by  tomorrow 
night  the  report  so  that  it  will  be  avail- 
able at  the  document  room  on  Saturday 
morning  so  that  tlie  Members  can  get 
both  a  copy  of  the  bill  and  a  copy  of  the 
report  and  familiarize  themselves  with 
this  bill  and  the  report  so  that  we  will  be 
all  set  to  go  on  Monlay  morning. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  remind  the 
gentleman  from  I'ennsylvanla  to  get 
permission  to  file  that  report,  if  he  has 
not  already  done  so? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  We  have  already  done 
so.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 


THE  SO-CALLED  TIDELANDS  OIL 

ISSUE 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  cojxsent  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  {gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  otjection. 


Mr.  McCORMACK  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
welter  of  words  that  have  beclouded  the 
so-called  tidelands  oil  issue,  I  t^lnk  it 
eminently  fitting  and  desirable  that  all  of 
us  here  bring  to  bear  upon  the  matter 
the  light  of  reason  and  the  wisdom  of 
sober  thinking. 

At  the  beginning  of  this  Congress,  I 
had  anticipated,  in  the  view  of  past  ex- 
perience, that  we  would  be  called  upon  to 
give  serious  consideration  to  some  form 
of  a  bill  which  would  purport  to  con- 
firm and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  the  lands  — and  their  concomitant  re- 
sources— beneath  the  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries. 

Through  some  magic  of  phraseology, 
or  perhaps  by  delit>erate  attempts  to  de- 
lude, the  question  implicit  in  such  a  bill 
has  familiarly  become  known  as  the 
tidelands  issue. 

At  the  outset.  I  wish  to  demur  from  the 
propriety  of  such  designation,  and  at  the 
risk  of  seeming  somewhat  elementary, 
I  should  like  to  begin  my  remarks  upon 
this  vital  subject  with  a  definition  of 
terms. 

As  those  of  us  in  this  body  who  have 
been  exposed  to  the  ramifications  of  the 
legal  subject  called  real  property  know, 
the  term  "tidelands"  has  a  specific  con- 
notation in  the  law.  Appropriately  de- 
fined, this  term  means  the  strip  of  land, 
somewhat  indefinite  of  measurement, 
that  is  submerged  when  the  tide  is  at  its 
flood  and  accessible  for  pedestrian  loco- 
motion when  it  is  at  its  ebb — to  the 
water's  edge.  I  do  not  know  how  I  can 
better  describe  it  In  layman's  language. 
Now  the  land  described  within  the 
compass  of  such  definition,  contrary  to 
popular  belief,  is  not  involved  in  any 
manner,  shape  or  form  in  the  bitter  con- 
troversy which  has  raged  in  the  past  few 
years  between  the  Federal  Government 
and  certain  of  our  sovereign  States.  At 
no  time  to  my  knowledge  has  anyone, 
officially  or  otherwise,  claimed  title  to 
such  lands  on  behalf  of  the  Federal 
Government  Like  any  other  novice  in 
the  law  of  real  property.  I  concede  that 
the  States  have  a  valid  and  vested  title 
to  and  in  the  tidelands  adjacent  to  and 
contiguous  to  their  individual  seacoasts. 
So  far  as  I  know  and  am  able  to  ascer- 
tain the  responsible  agencies  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  have  never  raised  any 
question  concerning  the  validity  of  such 
Utle. 

Furthermore,  and  again  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  learn,  the  Federal 
Government  and  none  of  its  responsible 
agencies,  have  ever  asserted  any  title 
or  'dominion  over  the  so-called  inland 
waters — by  which  I  mean  the  coastal  in- 
dentations in  the  form  of  river  mouths, 
bays,  protected  harbors,  and  such  bodies 
of  water  commonly  designated  as  lakes 
and  ponds — as  distinguished  from  open 
water  generally  designated  as  the  "sea." 
For  over  100  years,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  in  conformity  with 
our  basic  law  of  real  property,  has  con- 
sistently held,  and  I  believe  rightly  so. 
that  tidelands  and  inland  waters  are 
part  of  the  land  masses  of  the  respective 
States  in  the  Union. 

The  area  In  controversy  between  cer- 
tain of  our  sovereign  States  and  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  therefore,  is  neither 
the  tidelands  nor  the  inland  waters.    It 


is,  rather,  a  different  area  more  aptly 
described  as  the  "marginal  sea,"  and 
beyond  such  underwater  acreage,  the  in- 
definite expanse  of  submerged  land 
known  as  the  Continental  Shelf. 

The  marginal  sea  area  Is  that  land 
which  lies  seaward  of  the  low-tide  mark 
of  the  tidelands  and  which  extends  out- 
ward to  the  so-called  3-mile  limit.  To 
those  of  us  who  remember  the  enforce- 
ment problems  of  the  noble  experiment 
of  prohibition,  the  3-mile  limit  is  a  term 
of  definite  sovereign  connotation,  and 
never  during  the  period  of  prohibition — 
which,  incidentally,  was  almost  co- 
terminus  with  the  last  lengthy  period  of 
Republican  administration  of  the  Fed- 
eral Grovemment — ^was  there  any  ques- 
tion raised  about  the  enforcement  Juris- 
diction of  Federal  agencies  in  the  3-mile 
marginal  sea  area.  Since  jurisdiction 
is  one  of  the  attributes  of  sovereignty, 
it  is  more  than  difficult  now  for  my  poor 
intellect  to  grasp  the  arguments  of  those 
who  contend  that  suddenly  this  area  of 
marginal  sea  is  one  which  belongs  ex- 
clusively to  the  sovereign  States.  What 
trespassers  our  Federal  Coast  Guards- 
men were  from  1918  to  1933. 

My  point,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  that  it  is 
this  area,  and  this  area  alone — the  mar- 
ginal sea — which  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
clared to  be  under  the  sovereignty  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  and  to 
which  the  Federal  Government  pos- 
sessed paramount  rights  of  title.  It  so 
decided  first  in  the  California  case  in 
1947,  and  again  the  Louisiana  and  Texas 
cases  in  1950,  and  I  may  point  out  that 
the  issue  was  decided  in  the  type  of  suit 
for  which  the  Supreme  Court  was  ex- 
pressly established  as  the  appropriate 
forum  by  our  Constitution. 

Were  the  issue  not  so  momentous,  I 
would  hardly  advert  to  the  contention 
that  the  United  States  does  not  have 
Jurisdiction  and  control  over  the  sub- 
merged area  described  as  the  Continen- 
tal Shelf.  Yet,  I  understand  that  Lou- 
isiana and  Texas  assert  ownership  for 
varying  distances  over  20  miles  seaward. 
As  far  back  as  1945,  President  Truman 
issued  a  proclamation  to  the  effect  that 
the  seabed,  the  subsoil,  and  t^e  resources 
of  the  Continental  l^elf  appertain  to  the 
United  States  and  are  subject  to  its 
jurisdiction  and  control.  Obviously,  the 
area  Involved  is  one  which  would  be  gov- 
erned by  the  rules  of  international  law, 
and  90  far  as  I  know,  no  foreign  sov- 
ereignty has  ever  challenged  the  force 
and  effect  of  the  proclamation. 

The  edge  of  the  North  American  con- 
tinent, its  shelf,  extends  for  varsdng 
lengths,  up  to  nearly  300  miles,  into  the 
Pacific  and  Atlantic  Oceans  and  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico.  This  shelf  Is  but  the  normal 
and  natural  extension  of  the  marginal 
sea  area,  and  the  precise  point  of  the 
Supreme  Court  opinion  in  the  California 
decision  was  that  California  never  had 
any  title  to  the  marginal  sea  area. 
What  It  did  say  was  that — 

We  decide  for  tbe  reatons  we  have  stated 
that  California  Is  not  tlia  owner  of  the  3 -mile 
belt  along  Its  coast,  and  that  the  Federal 
Government,  rather  than  the  State,  has 
paramount  right  In  and  power  over  that 
belt,  an  Incident  to  which  Is  full  dominion 
over  the  resources  of  the  soU  under  that 
water  area.  Including  olL 
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This  conclusion  was  based  upon  the 
Irrefutable  logic  that  the  National  Ciov- 
emment  not  only  had  acquired  the  strip, 
but  had  from  the  time  of  the  foundation 
of  the  Republic  exercised  fimctions  of 
protection  and  control  over  such  area. 
In  other  words,  the  Court  said  that  If 
the  Federal  Oovemment  had  continually 
exercised  such  dominion,  it  was  insepa- 
rable from  sovereifimty,  and  therefore, 
the  rights  and  powers  of  the  sovereign 
were  paramount  in  the  area. 

I  submit  that  the  Supreme  Court's  de- 
cision is  the  best  anr'i  soimdest  authorita- 
tive determination  ol  ^he  contest  between 
the  States  and  the  I^'ederal  Oovemment 
in  this  matter.  Th'  law  sxiits  in  the  Cali- 
fornia. Louisiana,  and  Texas  cases  were 
argued  by  emiu<;nt  and  distinguished 
constitutional  hwycvz.  jind  so  far  as  the 
law  is  concerned,  th'.'rc  can  be  no  further 
question  as  to  thb  supremacy  of  the  Na- 
tional Qovernmetii  over  the  marginal 
sea  and  the  Continental  Shelf. 

Since  1946.  howe^  er.  the  Congress  has 
been  called  upon  tc  change  the  state  of 
the  law  by  legislative  and  tn-^cutive  ac- 
tion, and.  in  effect,  n;".-rse  the  Supreme 
Court  on  a  basic  ques  .01  v'^f  international 
law.  In  that  year,  i'.ul  "igain  list  year, 
the  President  vetotd.  lo.nt  resolutions 
which  had  for  their  i,;i.-v.Drt  uie  alleged 
confirmation  and  t^tt^blishm  m".  of  lands 
within  State  boxmcl'  ries  unde/  navigable 
waters.  By  such  joint  resoluucns,  the 
Congress  sought  tj  quitclaim  to  the 
States  title  to  the  Liarglnal  sea  and  the 
Continental  Shelf,  and  to  corilrm  in  the 
States  a  title  which  the  53upreme  Court 
ruled  they  never  had.  In  the  light  of 
the  law  governing  the  controversy,  such 
proposed  legislation  was  nothing  more 
than  an  outright  attempt  to  make  a 
grand  gift  of  one  of  ovir  most  precious 
national  resources  to  the  several  States. 

The  proposed  legislation  even  had  a 
disarming  title.  To  my  mind,  it  would 
appear  to  be  an  Impossibility  to  con- 
firm and  establish  titles  where,  accord- 
ing to  the  law  of  the  land,  none  ever 
existed.  By  the  same  token,  it  would  be, 
perhaps,  a  gracious  but  nonetheless 
empty  gesture  to  confirm  the  titles  of 
the  States  to  tideland  and  inland  waters, 
but  such  gesture  is  unnecessary  because 
I  for  one  have  been  unable  to  find  any 
person  or  any  court,  including  the  Su- 
preme Court,  which  disputes  the  titles  of 
the  States  in  those  areas. 

I  happen  to  come  from  a  great  coastal 
State,  a  State  which  was  a  foremost 
maritime  power  before  this  great  Nation 
was  established.  The  draggers  and 
fishermen  of  my  native  Massachusetts 
perhaps  know  more  about  the  value  and 
extent  of  our  Atlantic  Continental  Shelf 
than  any  of  us  here.  The  waters  over  it 
are  the  scene  of  their  perilous  and  ardu- 
ous dally  labors.  I  doubt  if  you  could 
find  one  of  them  who  would  have  the 
slightest  misapprehension  as  to  the 
sovereign  power  which  exercises  domin- 
ion, control,  police  powers,  and.  inci- 
dentally, rescue  operations  over  the  en- 
tire area.  As  a  citizen  of  Boston  and 
Massachusetts,  I  have  no  qualms  about 
a  predatory  or  octopusUke  Federal  Oov- 
emment despoiling  my  fair  city  and 
State  of  her  tidelands  or  inland  waters. 
For  over  a  century,  the  Supreme  Court 
has  repealMly  held  that  such  areas  are 
within  MBtrol  and  jurisdiction  of  the 


States,  and  it  reaffirmed  its  holding  in 
the  recent  controversial  cases  with  em- 
phasis. 

I  would  be  naive  and  disingenuous, 
however,  if  I  did  not  admit  at  this  point 
that,  so  far  a^  is  known,  there  is  no  oil 
in  the  marginal  sea  off  the  coast  of 
Massachusetts.  I  also  confess  to  some 
knowledge  about  the  distinction  between 
res  judicata  and  stare  decisis  lest  my 
brethren  from  States  which  were  not 
parties  to  the  Supreme  Court  cases 
should  remind  me  that  determinations 
of  the  rights  of  California.  Louisiana, 
and  Texas  are  not  binding  upon,  let  us 
say.  Florida  or  Oregon. 

But  undoubtedly,  the  nub  of  the  ques- 
tion is  oil. 

Geologists  and  soil  experts  and  pe- 
troleum explorers  have  assured  us  that 
the  resources  under  coastal  waters  are 
worth  an  estimated  $40  billions.  The 
Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the  title  to 
the  land  from  which  this  black  gold  can 
be  extracted  does  not  belong  to  the 
States  whose  shores  are  washed  by  the 
waters  covering  it.  Prior  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  decisions,  the  States  which 
had  legitimately  leased  tideland  areas 
to  private  oil  companies  began  to  lease 
marginal  sea  areas  offshore,  and  enrich 
tAie  State  treasuries  with  royalty  pay- 
ments. 

After  the  Supreme  Court  decision.?, 
however,  it  became  rather  obvious  that 
revenue  from  leases  made  by  parties 
which  had  no  legal  right  to  the  status 
of  lessors  properly  belonged  to  the  party 
which,  by  virtue  of  legal  ownership, 
could  execute  valid  leases. 

That  party,  I  submit,  by  virtue  of  ad- 
judication of  the  highest  tribunal  in  the 
Nation,  is  the  Federal  Government. 

No  single  State  or  group  of  States 
should  be  allowed  to  profit  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Nation  as  a  whole.  Our 
natural  resources  are  part  of  the  in- 
heritance of  all  of  our  people.  Sec- 
tionalism has  no  place  in  the  decision 
of  such  grave  and  weighty  questions. 
Oil  Is  our  prime  defense  weapon,  and 
we  are  already  become  an  oil-importing 
nation.  Since  the  locale  of  the  resources 
in  question  is  governed  by  rules  of  inter- 
national law.  the  Federal  Government 
alone  is  recognized  as  the  sovereignty 
which  can  validly  and  legitimately  exer- 
cise dominion  and  control  over  it. 

The  Congress  is  one  of  the  three 
powerful  instruments  of  government 
through  which  that  sovereignty  is  ex- 
ercised. We  who  compose  the  Congress 
are  also  trustees  of  our  vast  national 
resources.  There  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
tidelands  issue.  The  question  is  whether, 
as  a  coordinate  branch  of  the  Federal 
Government,  we  shall  sustain  the  rule 
of  law  laid  down  by  the  Supreme  Court; 
whether,  as  trustees  for  all  of  the  people, 
we  shall  preserve  part  of  their  birth- 
right; or  whether,  in  dereliction  of  our 
duty,  we  shall  acquiesce  in  the  unholy 
scheme  by  which  the  wealth  in  trust  for 
the  many  shall,  by  legislaUve  fiat,  be 
channeled  into  the  pockets  of  the  few. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  imanlmous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 


Mr.  Kearney  and  to  Include  an  edito- 
rial. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
Include  Winston  Churchill's  tribute  to 
Queen  Mary  of  England. 

Mr.  George  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bow  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr  Mason  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Westland  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Rao  WAN  In  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
Include  recommendations  by  Mr.  Walter 
Reuther  in  regard  to  the  Labor-Manage- 
ment Relations  Act  of  1947. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Mississippi  in  four  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  BoLAND  and  to  include  an  address 
by  Hon.  Thomas  J.  E>odo. 

Mr.  Howell  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
RooiNO  >  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana  in  three  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  Perkins  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial appearing  in  the  Courier -Journal. 

Mr.  Dkmpsey. 

Mr.  Reams  and  to  Include  a  letter. 

Mr.  CooLEY  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Re.\ms)  and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Weichel  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  .t 
exceeds  two  pages  of  the  Record  and  is 
estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$1,000. 

Mr.  MuLTER  and  to  include  an  address 
by  James  P.  Warburg,  notwithstanding 
the  estimated  additional  cost  will  be 
$294. 

Mr.  PouLsoN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
HosMER)  in  three  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Van  Pelt  and  to  include  an  edito- 
rial. 

Mr.  DuRH»M  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Brooks  of  Louisiana)  and  to  include  a 
statement  made  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  by  Mr.  Lonier. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Graham)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Parrington  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  JtTDD  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Gross  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  DoNDERo  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mrs.  Church  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  MuLTER  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Ad- 
DONizio).  for  Monday,  March  30.  and 
Tuesday,  March  31,  on  accoimt  of  the 
Passover  holiday. 

Mr.  Vinson,  for  15  days,  commencing 
Monday,  March  30,  1953,  on  account  of 
official  business. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  2  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.).  un- 
der Its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  March  30, 1953,  at 
12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communicatioiis  were  taken  from 
the    Speaker's    table    and    referr«>d    as 

follows : 

581.  A  letter  from  ~Jbe  Chief  Scout  Bxecu- 
tlve,  Boy  Scouts  of  America.  transmlttlTig 
the  4Sd  Annual  Report  of  tbe  Boy  Scouta  of 
America  for  the  year  1962,  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  June  16,  1910.  entitled  "An  act  to  In- 
corporate tbe  Boy  Scouts  of  America,  and 
for  other  purposea"  (H.  Doc.  No.  112);  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  with  Olustratlons. 

682.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legtalatton 
entitled  "A  bill  for  i;he  relief  c4  Charles  J. 
Abarno  and  others";  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

683.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  Unlte<l  States  Army,  dated 
January  23,  1953,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  on  a  pre- 
liminary examination  of  central  Florida 
waterways.  Including  the  St.  Johns,  Klsslm- 
mee.  and  Oklawaha  Rivers.  Fla..  and  other 
connecting  and  adjoining  waterways,  with  a 
view  to  Improrement  In  the  Interest  of  navi- 
gation, flood  control,  and  water  conservation, 
all  authorized  by  thi;  river  and  haTbor  acta 
approved  on  August  80.  1»36.  and  on  March 
2,  1946:  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

584.  A  letter  from  the  dertt.  United  States 
District  Court.  T»rr1.tory  of  Alaska,  trans- 
mitting the  Interim  leport  of  the  grand  Jury 
for  the  Territory  of  Alaska.  Third  EMvUlon: 
to  the  Commlttse  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


PUBLIC    BILUS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn.  pubUc 
bills  and  resoluti<xis  were  introduced 
and  severally  refeired  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BAILET: 

H.  R.  4260.  A   bill   to   extend   the   Federal 
old-age  and  survive rs  insurance  system  to 
Individuals  engaged  In  the  practice  of  law; 
to  the  Committee  c>n  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  DOHOHUE: 

H.R.  4361.  A  bUl  to  Indemnify  drivers  of 
motor  vehicles  of  tlie  postal  service  against 
liability  for  damages  arising  out  of  the  op- 
eration of  such  vehicles  In  the  performance 
of  official  duties;  to  the  Commlttae  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4302.  A   bill    to   esUbllsh    a   Federal 

Commission  for  ths  MiyslcaUy  Handicapped, 

to  define  Its  duties,  and  for  other  purposes; 

to  the  Committee  (m  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 

H.  R  4263.  A  bill  to  amend  section  212  (d) 
of  the  Immlgratlor,  and  Nationality  Act  In 
order  to  authorize  •;he  issuance  of  immigra- 
tion visas  to  and  ^Jie  admlsalon  of  certain 
aliens  Inadmissible  under  secUon  212  (a) 
(9)  of  such  act  where  extenuating  ctrcunk- 
stances  exist  with  respsct  to  such  inadmla- 
ElblUty;  to  the  Cooimittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.R. 4264.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  a  taxpayer  to  deduct 
tuition  expenses  pt.ld  by  him  for  the  educa- 
tion of  his  children;  to  the  Committea  on 
Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  FRIEDEL: 
H.  R.  4366.  A  blU  to  retroeede  to  the  State 
of  Miu-yland  exclusive  Jurisdiction  held  by 
the  United  States  over  lands  within  Its 
botmdarles;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  GENTRT: 
H.  R.  4266.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  1331 
and  1332  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  re- 
lating to  amount  In  controversy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 
H.  R.  4267.  A   bill   to   permit   donation    of 
commodities  under  section  416  at  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949  without  regard  to  the 
order    of   priority   specified   therein;    to   the 
Conunittee   on  Agriculture. 

H.  II.  4268.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  admin- 
istration of  the  national  forests;  tJ  provide 
for  the  orderly  use,  Improvement,  and  de- 
velopment thereof;  to  stabilize  the  livestock 
Industry  dependent  thereon;   and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
H.  R.  4209.  A  bin  to  amend  section  22  of 
the      Agricultural      Adjustment      Act.      to 
strengthen  Its  provisions  providing  for  the 
lmix>8ltlon  of  import  quotas  on  agricultural 
commodities  when  Imports  of  such  commodi- 
ties tend  to  Interfere  with  price  support  or 
other  programs  administered  by  the  Depeui;- 
ment  of  Agriculture,  to  transfer  Its  admin- 
istration to  tbe  United  States  Department  of 
Agrlcultiu«,  and  for  other  purpobds;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  JAVrrS: 
H.  R.  4270.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act  of  1947.  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
H.  R.  4271.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  program  of 
loans  and  other  financial  aids  to  assist  In  the 
provision  of  housing  for  families  of  moderate 
tacome,    and    for    other    purposes;    to    the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama: 
H.  R.  4272.  A  bUl  to  repeal  those  provisions 
of  the  RaUroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937  which 
reduce  the  amount  of  a  railroad  annuity  or 
pension  where  the  Individual  or  his  spouse 
is  (or  on  proper  application  would  be)  enti- 
tled to  certain  insurance  benefits  under  the 
Social  Security  Act;    to  the  Committee   on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  REAN: 
H.  R.  4273.  A  bUI  to  provide  that  widows  of 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  die  during 
the  i»erlod  of  Korean  hostilities  shall  be  en- 
titled to  exhaust  their  entitlement  to  edu- 
cation  and   training   tinder   the   OI   blU    of 
rights;   to  the  Conunittee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS: 
R.  R.  4374.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended,  so  as  to 
give  the  States  more  responslbUlty  and  au- 
thority in  labor  management  concUlatory  ob- 
jectives; to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  nilnola: 
H.  R.  4276.  A  blU  to  provide  that  a  minis- 
ter may  exclude  from  gross  income  that  part 
of  his  compensation  which  Is  paid  to  him  in 
lieu  of  furnishing  him  a  dwelling  hotise;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  METCALF: 
H.  R.  4276.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agriculture 
Act  of  1948  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  ^^TT.T.icR  of  Nebraska: 
H.  R.  4277.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  health 
and  protection  of  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  harmful  chemical   additives  In 
pesticides;   to  the  Conunittee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Conunerce. 
By  B4r.  PHILLIPS: 
H.  R.  4278.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  to  strengthen 
its  provisions  providing  for  the  Imposition 
of  import  quotas  on  agricultural  commod- 
ities when  Imports  of  such  commodities  tend 
to  Interefere   with   price  support  or   other 
programs  administered  by  the  Department  of 
Agrlcultiu-e.  to  transfer  Its  administration 


to  the  United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  4279.  A  bill  to  amend  the  RaUlroad 
Retirement  Act  of  I9S7,  as  amended;  to  the 
Cc»nmittee  on  Dxterstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  BTRNE  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  Con.  Res.  89.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
viding for  participation  In  the  Fourth  of 
July,  1953,  observance  at  Independence  Hall, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O^NEU.: 

H.  Res.  191.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  tbe  relative  workload  at  the  ship- 
yards In  the  various  naval  districts  of  the 
United  States,  In  order  to  determine  whether 
certain  proposed  reductions  In  personnel 
are  equitable  and  efficient;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  RAT: 

H.  Res.  192.  Resolution  declaring  that  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  a  strong 
and  well-balanced  American  merchant  ma- 
rine is  being  hampered  and  restricted  con- 
trary to  established  Government  p>oUcy;  to 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 


PRIVATE  BTTJfi  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ABBTTT: 

H.  R.  4380.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  WUUam 

Braach;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4281.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 

Mrs.  Thomas  V.  Oompton;  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BAILE7: 
H.  R.  4382.  A   bin   for   the   relief    of   Mrs. 
Drina  Slnovclc  and  Vlnoence   (Vincent)   Si- 
ne vcic;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  DONOVAN: 
H.  R.  4283.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Fernandez;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  EVINS: 
H.R. 4284.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Amieto 
Rambelll:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POGARTY: 
H.R. 4286.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Staveley:  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KILBURN: 
H.  R.  4286.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Steven  Glannoucos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KTLDAT: 
H.  R.  4287.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charlyne 
Roe  Ann  Berlaiiga;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H.  R.  4888.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Roearlo 
Piacentlno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  JtuU- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LUCAS: 
H.  R.  4289.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Gene  Par- 
neU  Taylor;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4290.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Tamara 
and  Nlcholal  Thkun;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.R.  4291.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Blnen 
Zawlszynskl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  4292.  A  bUl  tar  the  relief  of  Clayton 
Holmes;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona: 
H.  R.  4293.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  sell  certain  improve- 
ments oh  national  forest  land  in  Arizcma  to 
the  Salt  River  Valley  Water  Users  AsBOCta- 
tlon,  and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 
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PETITIONS,  ETC. 


Under  clause  1  of  nUe  XXU.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

118.  By  Mr.  HILLBLSON:  Petition  of  Frank 
J.  McCann.  and  15  others,  urging  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  enact  legisla- 
tion which  will  reduce  the  tax  burden  caused 
by  the  payment  of  33  cents  out  of  every 
dollar  earne<|  by  the  average  American;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

117.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 
Petition  of  Harry  W.  Putnam  and  sundry 
residents  of  Massachusetts  urging  enactment 
of  H.  R.  244«  and  H.  R.  2447;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Wajra  and  Means. 


SENATE 

Friday,  March  27, 1953 

The  Senate  met  in  executive  session  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D,  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Lord  of  our  pilgrim  years,  the  day 
returns  and  brings  us  the  round  of  its 
concerns  and  duties.  As  In  Thy  sight 
Thy  servants  serve  here  in  posts  of  high 
public  office,  make  them  solemnly  con- 
scious that  their  attitudes,  their  words, 
and  their  acts  are  not  just  their  own, 
but  that  they  go  out  from  this  Chamber, 
set  as  a  light  on  a  hill,  to  influence*  and 
to  mold  the  whole  structure  of  human 
relationships  around  this  sad  and  weary 
world.  Help  those  who  here  stand  as 
the  representatives  of  freedom  in  all 
things  to  be  masters  of  themselves  that 
they  may  be  the  servants  of  others.  In 
these  times  of  tension  and  strain  pre- 
serve us  from  minding  or  magnifying 
little  slights  and  stings,  or  giving  them. 
Keep  us  calm  in  temper,  clear  in  mind, 
sound  of  heart.  In  spite  of  ingratitude, 
meanness,  or  even  treachery.  In  these 
crucial  and  creative  days,  enable  us,  we 
pray  Thee,  to  perform  faithfully  and  well 
what  Thou  dost  require,  even  to  do  justly, 
to  love  mercy,  and  to  walk  humbly  with 
Thee  our  God.  In  the  Redeemer's  name. 
Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  imanl- 
mous  consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday.  March 
25.  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (8.  1229)  to  continue  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act, 
as  amended  and  extended,  imtil  July  1. 
1954.  with  an  amendment,  in  which  It 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Ho^e  had  passed  t'le  following  bills  and 


joint  resolutions.  In  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  3180.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
emption from  taxation  of  certain  tangible 
personal  property; 

H.  R.  3655.  An  act  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act 
so  as  to  provide  for  the  control  of  the  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic  beverages  In  certain 
clubs  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3853.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure,"  with  respect  to  continuing  the 
effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provisions 
until  6  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  th-j  Presi- 
dent on  December  16,  1950; 

H.  R.  4130.  An  act  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act. 
1953.  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use  of 
appropriations  thereunder  to  make  payments 
to  ARO.  Inc..  for  operation  of  the  Arnold 
Engineering  Development  Center  after  March 
31.  1953: 

H.  J.  Res.  226.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
until  July  1.  1953.  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provi- 
sions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December  16.  1950;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  cer- 
tain temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  In  connection  with  the  erec- 
tion of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto. 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Aiken]  be  excused  from  at- 
tendance on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
today,  in  order  to  attend  a  fiineral. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause I  will  be  absent  on  official  business 
of  the  Senate  on  Monday.  Tuesday. 
Wednesday,  and  Thursday  of  next  week. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  on  those  days. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that,  after  today,  I  may 
be  excused  from  attending  the  sessions  of 
the  Senate  for  the  next  10  days,  for  the 
purpose  of  proceeding  to  the  west  coast 
on  a  waterfront  investigation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  leave  is  granted. 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Schoeppel  was  excused 
from  attendance  upon  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednes- 
day, and  Thursday  of  next  week  because 
of  official  business  incident  to  the  holding 
of  hearings  by  a  subcommittee  of  the  Se- 
lect Small  Business  Committee. 


COMMriTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tapt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  dealing  with 
constitutional  amendments  was  author- 
ized to  meet  during  the  session  of  the 
Senate  today. 


On  request  of  Mr.  Potter,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  investigating  waterfront 
racketeering  and  p)ort  security,  was  au- 
thorized to  meet  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate  this  afternoon. 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  am  I  cor- 
rect in  my  understanding  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  now  in  executive  session,  and  that 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wslker] 
has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that,  without  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
losing  the  floor,  the  Senate  proceed,  as 
in  legislative  session,  with  the  matters 
which  would  ordinarily  be  dealt  with  In 
the  morning  hour. 

Further.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  transaction  of 
such  routine  business  as  may  be  pre- 
sented, the  clerk  call  the  nominations 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  other  than 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen.  which  is 
under  consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore  the   Senate   the   following   letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
Chaelzs  J.  Abarno  and  Othku 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  for 
the  relief  of  Charles  J.  Abarno  and  othera 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Waiving  RsQinxEUENT  or  Pbvormanck  anb 
Patmknt  Bonds  in  Connbctiom  With  Cm- 
TAiN   Coast   Guard   Contracts 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  amend  the  act  of  April  29,  1941. 
to  authorize  the  waiving  of  the  requirement 
of  performance  and  payment  bonds  in  con- 
nection with  certain  Coast  Guard  contracts 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Publications  Entttlko  "Production  or  Elec- 
tric    Energt,     CAPAcrTT     or     Oemeratino 
Plants.  1951"  and  "Consumftion  or  Pukl 
for  Production  or  Electric  Enerot.  1951" 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  transmitting,  for  the  Informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  copies  of  that  Commis- 
sion's   newly    issued    publications    entitled 
"Production  of  Electric  Energy.  Capacity  of 
Generating  Plants,  1951"  and  "Consumption 
of  Fuel   for   Production   of   Electric  Energy. 
1951"    (with  accompanying  documents);    to 
the   Committee    on    Interstate    and   Foreign 
Commerce. 

Suspension  or  Deportation  or  Cestaim 

Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization,  Department  of 
Justice,  withdrawing  the  names  of  sundry 
aliens  whose  deportation  had  been  suspended 
from  lists  heretofore  transmitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Report  or  Bot  Scouts  or  America 

A  letter  from  the  chief  Scout  executive. 

Boy    Scouts   of   America,    New    York,   N.    Y.. 

transmitting,   pursuant  to   law,  a  report  of 

the  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  the  year  1952 
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(with  accompanying  papers);   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Interim  Report  or  Grand  Jurt,  Uniteo 
States  District  Court,  Anchorage, 
Alaska 

A  letter  from  the  foreman,  grand  Jury  of 
the  United  States  District  Court,  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  transmitting  an  interim  report  of  the 
grand  Jury,  United  States  District  Court. 
Third  Division.  Territory  of  Alaska  (with  an 
accompanying  p>aper);  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  7 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 

of  the  United  States  to  consider  legislation 

allowing  a  Federal   income-tax  deduction 

for  certain  military.  Air  Force,  and  naval 

reservists 

"Whereas  all  components  of  the  military. 
Air  Force,  and  Naval  Reserve  of  the  United 
States  are  an  Integral  part  of  the  national 
defense  effort;  and 

"Whereas  military.  Air  Force,  and  Naval 
Reservists  desire  to  Increase  their  respective 
skills  in  order  to  better  serve  their  country 
In  time  of  emergency,  and  devote  time  and 
energy  to  this  pursuit:  and 

"Whereas  many  reservists  lose  time  from 
their  civilian  employment  without  pay  in 
order  to  attend  training  sessions  and  tem- 
porary tours  of  duty  in  order  to  further  in- 
crease miUtary.  Air  Fore*,  and  Navy  skills; 
and 

"Whereas  Federal  income-tax  relief  to  re- 
servlsu  would  greatly  bolster  active  pcu-tlci- 
patlon  in  Reserve  components  and  provide 
many  more  trained  personnel  to  occupy  a 
skilled  post  In  the  Armed  Forces  in  event  of 
a  national  emergency:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  ReTrreaentatives 
of  the  39th  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Colorado  {the  Senate  concurring  herein). 
That  this  general  assembly  respectfully  re- 
quesU  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
initiate  legislation  that  would  allow  a  de- 
duction up  to  $800  from  Federal  income-tax 
returns  of  all  mUltary,  Air  Force,  and  naval 
reservists  receiving  pay  for  inactive  training 
and  temporary  tours  of  duty  not  exceeding 
30  days;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
the  memorial  be  immediately  transmitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives  of   the   United   States,   and   to   each 
Member  of  Congress  of  this  State. 
"David  A.  Hamil, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

"Lie  Matties, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

"Gordon  Abbott, 
"Preitdent  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred  H.  Cress  well. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  17 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,    and    the    Commission    on    Fine 
Arts  to  cause  a  postage  stamp  to  be  issued 
in  honor  of  Kit  Carson 
"Whereas  Kit  Carson  was  a  pioneer  of  the 
western   part  of  the  United   States,  an  in- 
trepid scout,  and  a  great  patriot;  and 


"Whereas  Kit  Carson  is  worthy  to  be  hon- 
ored and  remembered  by  present-day  Amer- 
icans as  a  worthy  example  of  devotion  to 
duty  and  devotion  to  country:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the.  39th  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado  {the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring  herein ) , 
That  this  general  assembly  respectfully  re- 
quests that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
the  Commission  on  Fine  Arts  cause  a  postage 
stamp  to  be  issued  in  honor  of  Kit  Carson; 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  memorial  be  Immediately  transmitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  the  United  States,  ihe  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  the  Com- 
mission on  Fine  Arts,  and  to  each  Member 
of  Congress  from  this  State. 

"Gordon  Abbott, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred  H.  Crxsswxll, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"David  A.  Hamil, 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

"Lee  Matties, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 
A  conc\irrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota,  relating  to  Fed- 
eral  gasoline    taxes;    to   the   Committee   on 
Finance. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  In  full 
when  presented  by  Mr.  Thte  on  March  26, 
1953,  p.  2266,  Congressional  Record.) 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  City  Council 
of  the  City  of  Boston.  Mass..  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  extend  rent  con- 
trol; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

A  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
the  National  Defense  League  of  America. 
Washington.  D.  C.  signed  by  John  Milton 
DeWltt  Kyle,  national  president,  praying  for 
action  by  the  Senate  to  cause  immediate 
withdrawal  of  the  United  States  from  mem- 
bership in  the  United  Nations;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations, 
By  Mr.  OOLDWATKR: 
A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"House  Memorial  9 
"Memorial  requesting  the  formulation  of  a 
plan  for  cooperation  in  the  development 
of  ground  water  supplies  on  Indian  res- 
ervations in  central  and  southern  Arizona 
"To  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Department    of    the    Interior,    and    the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs: 
"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"Of  the  estimated  total  of  1.200.000  irri- 
gated acres  under  cultivation  In  Arizona  in 
1952,  over  8(X),000  acres,  or     almost  70  per- 
cent, derive  their  principal  source  of  water 
from  ground  water  supplies. 

"Of  Arizona's  72.000,000  acres  only  about 
2  percent  Is  agricultural  land,  one-half  of 
which  is  privately  owned.  Almost  20,000,000 
acres,  or  27  percent,  are  Indian  reservation 
lands. 

"Most  of  the  irrigated  lands  deriving  their 
principal  source  of  water  from  ground  water 
supplies  are  situated  In  the  great  central 
valley  of  Arizona  In  Maricopa,  Pinal,  and 
Pima  Counties. 

"A  survey  made  by  the  Phoenix  area  office 
of  the  office  of  Indian  affairs  shows  a  pos- 
sibility of  developing  approximately  400,000 
acres  of  Indian  reservation  lands  In  the 
central  vaUey  of  Arizona  through  the  In- 
stallation of  pumps  and  the  use  of  grotind 
water  supplies.  Much  of  this  land  Is  near 
or  adjacent  to  the  presently  developed  Irri- 
gated acreage  and  In  the  same  geological 
basin. 

"Studies  made  by  the  United  States  Geo- 
logical Survey  and  the  State  of  Arizona  es- 


tablish that  the  water  tables  in  the  central 
valley  of  Arizona  are  lowering  and  in  most 
Instances  the  declines  In  the  water  table 
are  steady  and  persistent. 

"Proposals  have  been  made  by  tlie  Indian 
tribes  involved  and  the  Phoenix  area  office  of 
the  office  of  Indian  affairs  to  develop  con- 
siderable additional  acreage  on  the  reserva- 
tions in  the  central  valley  of  Arizona  through 
the  medium  of  development  leases  to  non- 
Indlan  lessees.  Additional  withdrawals  from 
the  ground  water  basin  supplying  this  area 
on  the  scale  proposed  would  constitute  a 
serious  threat  to  the  existing  agricultural 
economy  of  the  State,  would  not  be  a  perma- 
nent development  of  Indian  reservation 
lands,  by  reason  of  the  resultant  competi- 
tion for  existing  limited  ground  water  sup- 
plies and  would  not.  therefore,  add  mate- 
rially to  the  permanent  economic  welfare 
of  the  Indian  nor  enable  the  Indian  to  im- 
mediately farm  the  land  himself.  So  long  as 
the  possibility  of  this  type  of  development 
of  reservation  lands  exists,  it  will  be  Im- 
possible to  secure  passage  of  adequate  legis- 
lation regulating  the  withdrawal  of  ground 
water  In  the  affected  areas.  It  Is  recognized, 
however,  that  the  normal  development  of 
land  by  the  Indians  themselves  would  not 
seriously  Interfere  with  any  policy  of  water 
control. 

"The  State  of  Arizona  has  Just  completed 
a  study  of  the  underground  water  resources 
of  the  State,  and  legislation  designed  to  con- 
trol further  development  In  a  large  part  of 
the  central  valley  wUl  undoubtedly  be  In- 
troduced as  soon  as  a  decision  by  the  State 
supreme  court  In  a  pending  case  Is  an- 
nounced. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Arizona 
urgently  requests: 

"That  those  agencies  of  the  United  States 
Government  directly  concerned  with  this 
problem  recognize  Its  significance  by  adop- 
tion of  a  statement  of  policy  for  the  guid- 
ance and  assistance  of  the  legislature  in  Its 
future  deliberations,  and  indicate  their  will- 
ingness to  cooperate  with  the  State  of  Ari- 
zona in  effecting  an  orderly  withdrawal  of 
existing  ground  water  supplies." 


PROTEST  AGAINST  TRANSFER  OP 
TVA  OFFICES  AND  PERSONNEL 
FROM  TENNESSEE  TO  ALABAMA- 
RESOLUTION  OP  HOUSE  OF  REP- 
RESENTATIVES OF  TENNESSEE 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
GoREl,  I  present  for  appropriate  refer-  • 
ence,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Recc«d,  House 
Resolution  No.  37,  adopted  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, protesting  against  transfer  of  the 
offices  and  personnel  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  from  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee to  the  State  of  Alabama. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and.  under  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

House  Resolution  37 

Whereas  it  has  come  to  the  attention  of 
the  members  of  the  legislature  that  the 
TVA  Is  contemplating  moving  offices  to 
Muscle  Shoals,  Ala.,  and  a  large  portion  of 
its  personnel  from  the  State  of  Tennessee 
and  into  the  State  of  Alabama:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Tennessee  go  on  record 
as  opposing  the  removal  of  any  of  the  offices 
or  personnel  from  the  State  of  Tennessea. 
and    the    offices    remain    In    KnoxrUle    and 
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Cbattanooga  aa  originally  set  up;  be  It  fur- 
ther 

Resolved,  That  the  chief  cleric  be  In- 
structed to  mall  copies  of  the  resolution  to 
the  Members  of  the  United  States  Ck>ngre8s 
and  Senate  from  Tennessee. 

JaMXS  L.  BOBfAS. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


SMALL  DEFENSE  PLANTS  ADMINIS- 
TRATION—JOINT RESOLUTION  OP 
TENNESSEE  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  my  colleague  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
OoREj.  I  present  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, and  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record,  a  joint  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  Legislature  of  Ten- 
nessee, memorializing  the  Congress  to 
retain  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Admin- 
istration as  a  separate  and  indei}endent 
agency. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Ciurency,  and,  under 
the  rule,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  33 
Whereas  small -business  firms  from  all 
parts  of  the  country  have  complained  to 
Congress  they  are  not  able  to  get  defense 
contracts  without  adequate  financial  back- 
ing, and,  on  the  other  hand,  are  not  able  to 
get  financial  bacUng  without  defense  con- 
tracts; and 

Whereas  there  was  created  by  Congress  on 
Jvily  31,  1951,  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Ad- 
ministration, the  principal  functions  of 
which,  as  {^escribed  by  Congress,  are  to  see 
to  It  that:  (1)  Small  business  gets  its  fair 
share  of  defense  contracts:  (2)  it  receives  a 
fair  share  of  critical  materials:  and  (3)  It 
gets  the  financial  and  technical  assistance 
needed  to  participate  effectively  In  defense 
and  essential  civilian  activities:   and 

Whereas  It  was  the  expressed  Intention  of 
Congress  that  small-bxisiness  concerns  be 
encouraged  to  make  the  greatest  possible 
contribution  to  the  defense  program,  and 
that  small  business  be  maintained  as  a  vital 
part  of  the  national  economy,  and  thereby 
preserve  and  promote  small-business  enter- 
prises throughout  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica; and 

Whereas  it  Is  the  sense  of  this  body  that 
small  business  is  the  life  essence  of  Ameri- 
can Industry  and  shoxild  be  well  preserved, 
protected,  and  encouraged:  Therefore  be  it 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee  {the  House  concurring  therein). 
That  we  hereby  approve  and  endorse  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration  as 
greatly  beneficial  and  successful  for  the  pur- 
poses tor  which  it  was  created,  and  memo- 
rialize and  petition  Congress,  through  our 
Senators  and  Representatives  in  that  body, 
to  retain  this  agency  as  a  separate  independ- 
ent agency  as  an  aid  and  benefit  to  small 
business  as  well  as  any  other  essential  Indus- 
try to  the  defense  program  and  protection  of 
our  national  economy:  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  clerk  of  this  house  is 
directed  to  furnish  each  member  of  the  Ten- 
nessee delegation  in  the  Congress  a  copy  of 
this  resolution  and  urge  upon  them  the  en- 
actment of  Senate  bill  753  now  pending,  pro- 
viding for  the  retention  of  the  Small  Defense 
Plants  Administration,  originally  created  by 
amendment  In  the  82d  Congress  by  section 
714  to  the  National  Production  Act  of  1960. 
Adopted  Uarch  11.  1963. 

Jabb>  IIaodtjx, 
Speaker  of  the  Senate. 

JaMXS  L.  BOICAB, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Approved: 

FSAJfX  Q.  CLSMXaiT. 

Crovemor. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  TUTTLE  CREEK 
DAM  ON  BIG  BLUE  RIVER.  KANS.— 
RESOLUTION  OF  SENATE  OP 
STATE  OF  KANSAS 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Kansas,  favor- 
ing immediate  action  to  halt  the  prelimi- 
nary work  now  in  progress  for  the  con- 
struction of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  on  the  Big 
Blue  River,  in  Kansas,  until  certain  de- 
batable Issues  have  been  resolved. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and,  imder  the  rule,  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Senate  Resolution  19 
Resolution  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  'mmedlate  action 
to  halt  the  preliminary  work  now  in  prog- 
ress for  the  construction  of  Tuttle  Creek 
Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  in  Kansas  un- 
til certain  debatable  Issues  have  been 
resolved 

Whereas  dxirlng  recent  3rears  studies  and 
research  In  fiood-control  methods  have 
evolved  new  theories  and  practices  for  the 
effective  and  economical  control  of  fiood 
water;  and 

Whereas  the  construction  of  said  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  may  not  control  flood  waters  to  a 
measure  commensurate  with  the  cost  and 
damages  occasioned  by  and  resulting  from 
such  construction;  and 

Whereas  the  report  of  the  Independent 
board  of  engineers  appointed  by  the  Gover- 
nor of  Kansas.  In  conjunction  with  the  Kan- 
sas Industrial  Development  Commission,  rec- 
ommends that  the  said  Tuttle  Creek  Dam 
should  not  be  constructed  and  that  more 
modern  methods  of  fiood  control  should  be 
Initiated  for  the  prevention  of  flood  damage 
on  the  Kansas  River:   Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  That  we  respectfully  urge,  request, 
and  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  take  Immediate  action  to  halt  the 
preliminary  work  now  in  progress  lor  the 
construction  of  Tuttle  Creek  E)am  on  the  Big 
Blue  River  In  Kansas  until  debatable  Issues 
have  been  resolved,  as  recommended  In  the 
report  of  the  Independent  board  of  engi- 
neers appointed  by  the  Governor  of  Kansas; 
be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be  In- 
structed to  transmit  enrolled  copies  of  thlh 
resolution  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  each  Member  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  of  the  United  States. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
originated  In  the  senate  and  was  adopted  by 
that  body  March  9.  1953. 
Fekd  Hall, 

President  of  the  Senate. 
SmNET  Mabcaret  Gardinxr. 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


PETITIONS  OF  BOARD  OP  DIREC- 
TORS OP  NATIONAL  FARMERS 
UNION 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
received  14  petitions  of  the  board  of  di- 
rectors of  the  National  Farmers  Union 
at  a  recent  meeting  in  Denver.  I  have 
read  them  with  great  interest  and  find 
myself  in  complete  sympathy  and  agree- 
ment with  their  contents.  I  understand 
that  they  have  been  sent  directly  to  the 
President,  and  I  am  writing  to  urge  that 
insofar  as  they  lie  within  the  adminis- 
tration's province  the  administration  ac- 


cept and  put  them  into  action.  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  14  pe- 
titions be  printed  In  the  RBCotD,  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  in  order  that  all 
Members  of  Congress  who  are  concerned 
with  the  problem  confronting  the  Na- 
tion's farmers  may  have  them  readily 
available. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petitions 
were  received,  referred,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry: 

"I.  Stop  Palling  Pasm  Imcomx 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Fsumers  Union  presi- 
dents meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March  16, 
1953.  hereby— 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  at  this  session  legislation  to 
stop  the  disaster-threatening  drop  in  farm- 
family  Incomes  and  purchasing  power  In- 
cluding— 

"(a)  Definite  mandatory  legislation  to  pro- 
tect the  returns  of  family  farmers  on  any 
agricultural  commodity  from  dropping  be- 
low 100  percent  of  a  fair  parity  price.  As  a 
minimum  In  this  session  of  Congress  we  urge 
enactment  of  legislation  that  will — 

"(1)  Extend  at  least  until  1957  90  percent 
parity  price  supports  for  wheat,  cotton,  com. 
peanuts,  and  other  basics. 

"(2)  Expand  mandatory  90  percent  of  par- 
ity price  supporu  to  rye,  flax,  barley,  oats, 
grain  sorghum,  soybeans,  dry  edible  beans, 
and  cottonseed. 

"(3)  Continue  the  present  method  of  cal- 
culating parity  prices  of  basic  commodities 
and  to  extend  this  system  to  all  other  com- 
modities, especially  those  listed  In  (2)  above. 

"(4)  Provide  mandatory  parity-level  price 
supports  or  other  lull  parity  income  support 
program  to  milk  and  other  dairy  products, 
livestock,  eggs,  poultry,  and  other  perishables. 

"(b)  Establishment  of  a  special  Investigat- 
ing committee,  board,  or  commission  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  recent  drops  In  price 
received  by  farmers,  while  retail  prices  paid 
by  consumers  remain  high,  have  been  the  re- 
sult of  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  processors 
and  middlemen  and  other  monopolistic  pur- 
chasing and  marketing  practices;  and 

"2.  Petition  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  send  a  special  message  to  the  Con- 
gress reiterating  his  support  of  100  percent 
of  parity  for  farm  Income  and  prices  and  his 
support  for  enactment  of  parity-level  farm 
Income  and  price  supports  and  recommend- 
ing enactment  of  such  legislation  at  an  early 
date. 

"We  are  making  recommendations  for  the 
following  reasons: 

"A.  Working  family  farmers  are  becoming 
increasingly  concerned  that  existing  farm 
price  support  programs  may  be  allowed  to 
expire  bofore  Improved  legislation  has  been 
adopted  to  replace  them. 

"B.  A  reasoned,  considered,  and  orderly 
discussion  of  a  long-range  national  food  and 
farm  program  would  be  more  likely  if  con- 
ducted in  an  atmosphere  of  relative  security 
than  if  it  must  be  conducted  under  the 
economic  gun  of  falling  farm  incomes  and 
farm  price  declines  occurring  in  the  face  of 
an  early  termination  of  price  suppxirt  legis- 
lation. 

"C.  The  old  familiar  economic  scissors  Is 
cutting  farmers  down  again.  Real  income 
per  person  on  farms  in  1963  is  expected  to 
be  one-third  lower  than  6  years  ago.  The 
purchasing  power  of  farm  famUles  will  be 
lower  than  In  any  year  since  before  World 
War  n.  Farmers'  share  of  the  national  In- 
come in  1953  Is  now  forecasted  to  be  the  low- 
est In  our  national  history.  Lower  even  than 
in  1932.  Farm  people  are  16  percent  of  the 
population  and  will  probably  receive  less  than 
6  percent  of  national  Income  In  1953. 

"D.  Meanwhile,  farm-operating  costs  In 
1953  will  be  record  high,  above  1952;  29  per- 
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cent  above  1948;  more  than  twice  as  high  as 
just  before  World  War  II;  and  almost  six 
times  as  high  as  In  1932. 

"E.  Farmers  are  the  only  large  group  In  the 
population  whose  income  and  purchasing 
power  and  whose  share  of  the  national  In- 
come has  been  dropping. 

"Interest  rates  received  by  bankers  on 
short-term  paper  are  up  134  percent — more 
than  double  since   1947. 

"The  purchasing  power.  In  constant  dollars. 
of  the  dividends  paid  by  corporations  to 
their  stockholders  has  increased  20  percent 
In  the  same  period. 

"Corporate  proflU  have  increased  38  per- 
cent since  1947. 

"And  the  purchasing  power  of  the  average 
weekly  earnings  of  manufacturing  workers 
has  Increased  by  19  percent  in  6  years. 

"Meanwhile,  farm-family  purchasing  pow- 
er has  gone  down — down  by  26  percent — In 
the  last  5  years,  with  another  10-percent  drop 
expected  this  year. 

"F.  Only  1  out  of  6  full-time  family  farm- 
ers have  a  purchasing  power  equivalent  to 
that  of  the  average  nonfarm  family.  Only 
1  out  of  4  have  an  Income  from  labor,  man- 
Bgement,  and  return  on  Investment  equal  to 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  average  manu- 
facture worker  from  labor  alone.  More  than 
1.500.000  full-time  farm  families  had  cash 
family  Income  below  »1.000  in  1949;  of  those, 
707,000  had  Incomes  less  than  $480. 

"O.  Falling  farm  Income  and  farm-family 
purchasing  power  is  of  direct  concern  to 
everyone  In  the  Nation,  not  Just  to  farm 
people  alone.  In  addition  to  the  24  mUlion 
people  on  farms,  the  level  of  farm  produc- 
tion and  Income  directly  affects  6  million 
workers  (plus  their  dependents)  who  are 
producing  goods  and  services  for  sale  to 
farmers,  and  9  mUUon  workers  (and  their 
dependents)  who  process  and  distribute  farm 
commodities.  If  farm  Income  drops,  some  of 
the  6  million  lose  their  jobs;  when  farm 
production  drops,  some  of  the  9  mUUon  lose 
their  Jobs. 

"This  leads  the  way  down  Into  national 
depression.  Average  per-person  annual  In- 
come on  farms  dropped  from  ^(M  in  1919,  to 
$207  in  1920.  to  $116  in  1921.  Industrial 
workers'  Income  hit  bottom  a  year  later  In 
1922.  40  points  below  1920.  Exactly  the  same 
pattern  occurred  again  from  1928  to  1933; 
and  again  in  1937-38.  Is  that  where  we  are 
headed  again? 

"H.  Industrial  prices  are  held  up  by  ad- 
ministrative devices,  while  Industrial  pro- 
duction is  cut  when  farm  demand  and  ptir- 
chasing  power  drops.  That  Is  what  has  hap- 
pened time  and  time  again. ,  Farmers  try  to 
maintain  their  production  and  the  result  is 
falling  prices  and  greatly  reduced  farm  In- 
comes. 

"I  In  the  past,  for  example  1929-32.  farm- 
ers were  able  to  maintain  production.  Farm 
production  in  1932  was  actually  4  percent 
greater  than  In  1929.  Industrial  production 
was  cut  by  47  percent.  Farm  prices  fell  by 
68  percent.  Now  and  In  future  years,  how- 
ever, farm  production  cannot  be  maintained 
in  the  face  of  such  drops  in  Income  owing  to 
the  extremely  high,  inflexible  cash  cost  of 
production  and  the  need  for  purchasing  fer- 
tilizer, chemicals,  oil.  power,  and  machinery 
from  off  the  farm  for  cash. 

"J.  Forty  years  ago  an  average  farm  family 
could  have  lost  its  farm-cash-operating  ex- 
penses for  9  years  in  a  row  before  wiping 
out  their  Investment  In  land  and  buildings. 
Now  the  Investment,  on  the  average,  would 
be  wiped  out  in  only  4  years.  Even  If  farm 
families  were  willing  to  accept  for  family 
living  a  purchasing  power  no  greater  than 
they  had  in  1932.  and  were  able  to  reduce  cash 
cosu  by  10  percent  from  1952.  the  Income 
available  from  sale  of  products  would  fall 
almost  $4  billion  short  of  covering  deprecia- 
tion on  the  present  stock  of  operating  capital 
If  agrlcultiu-al  prices  are  allowed  to  drop  to 
75  percent  of  the  1952  level. 


"K.  Present  high  level  of  farm  production, 
even  temporarily,  can  be  maintained  only  by 
protecting  a  parity  level  of  farm  prices  or  by 
accepting  Intolerably  deep  cuts  In  farm- 
family  living  standards,  or  by  using  up  and 
not  replacing  the  present  working  capital  of 
power,  machinery,  and  equipment.  Only  by 
maintaining  full-parity  prl&es  can  high  pro- 
duction be  maintained  over  the  long  run. 

"L.  Only  by  the  early  enactment  of  man- 
datory high-level  farm  price-support  legisla- 
tion of  the  type  recommended  in  1  above 
can  stabilized  farm  markets  be  reestablished. 
Continued  uncertainties  and  confusion  re- 
sulting from  official  criticism  of  existing 
price  programs  and  the  search  for  ways  to 
eliminate  them  has  contributed  materially  to 
present  weak  markets.  Farm  prices  have 
dropped  15  percent  since  January  1951;  al- 
most one-half  of  this  drop  has  occurred  In 
the  last  4  months.  This  is  further  illus- 
trated by  the  weakness  which  characterized 
the  dairy  markets  In  the  weeks  preceding  the 
dairy  price-support  announcement.  In  the 
long  run.  elimination,  destruction,  or  weak- 
ening of  the  price-support  program  will  de- 
stroy farm-family  income,  drastically  threat- 
en abundant  farm  production,  and  lead  to 
the  Imposition  of  a  drastic  scarcity  situa- 
tion. 

"We  commend  the  following  Senators  and 
Congressmen  who  have  Introduced  bills  In 
the  Congress  which.  If  enacted,  would  Im- 
prove 'the  farm  price-support  legislation: 
Senators  Young.  Kzsk.  Thte.  Beall.  Mans- 
riKLO.  HVMPHSKT,  EASTLAND,  and  Russkll; 
Congressmen  Lovkx,  Wickexsham.  Smtth  of 
Mississippi,  Abernxtht,  Passman,  McMh^lam, 
H.  Carl  Andersen,  Kritxger,  and  Btnu>icK. 

"II.  Agricultural  Conservation  Credit 

Loans 
"The    National    Farmers    Union    board    of 
directors,  composed  of  State  Farmers  Union 
presidents,  meeting  In  Denver,  Colo.,  March 
15,  1953.  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  that  will  author- 
ize and  direct  the  establishment,  as  a  sup- 
plement to  the  a^cultural  conservation 
pratlces  and  Soil  Conservation  Service  activi- 
ties, of  an  Agricultural  Conservation  Credit 
Loan  program  that  will  greatly  Increase  the 
availability  to  farmers  at  low  Interest  rates 
12  to  20-year  loans  that  will  enable  them 
to  undertake  farm  Improvements  and  adopt 
farm  practices  that  will  contribute  to  greater 
agricultural  soil  and  water  conservation  and, 
thereby,  allow  the  Nation  to  move  at  a  much 
faster  rate  than  now  toward  a  permanently 
and  Increasingly  abundant  agricultural  pro- 
duction, recognizing  that  such  a  loan  pro- 
gram win  not  be  of  value  If  farm  price  sup- 
port legislation  Is  not  maintained  and  Im- 
proved, and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  at  an  early  date,  to  send  a  message 
to  the  Congress  (a)  urging  the  enactment 
of  such  legislation  and  (b)  expressing  his 
determination  to  approve  such  legislation  If 
enacted  by  Congress. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  The  Nation  Is  currently  using  up  and 
losing  farm  soil  structure  and  nutrients  and 
its  water  resources  at  a  faster  rate  than  they 
are  being  built  up. 

"B.  The  total  cost  of  adopting  the  farm 
Improvements  and  improved  practices  needed 
to  establish  a  permanent  agrlcult\ire  la  so 
large  that,  even  If  there  were  no  continued 
drain  on  farm  resources,  a  period  of  120  years 
would  be  required  to  reach  the  goal.  If  the 
present  annual  rate  of  adoption  is  not 
speeded  up. 

"C.  We  are  convinced  that  the  general 
public  should  assimie  Its  share  of  this  cost 
through  an  expansion  of  the  ACP  and  8CS 
programs.  However,  a  great  deal  of  the  in- 
vestment cost  must  and  can  be  met  by  farm- 
ers themselves  if  adequate  credit  adapted  to 
conservation  needs  of  famUy  farms  can  be 
made  available. 


"D.  The  Income- increasing  potentialities 
of  soil  conserving  practices  and  Installations 
are  not  all  Installed  simultaneously  and  the 
benefits  become  available  over  a  period  of 
years,  not  Immediately.  This  requires  a  type 
of  credit  that  has  the  nature  of  a  drawing 
account  and  can  be  repaid  over  a  period  of 
up  to  15  or  20  years.  Ctirrently  credit  re- 
sources to  meet  this  need  of  family  farmers 
Is  almost  totally  lacking. 

"We  commend  the  Senate  and  House  Agri- 
cultural Committees  for  having  Initiated 
staff  studies  looking  toward  congressional 
consideration  of  agrlculttiral  conservation 
credit  legislation.  Particularly  we  commend 
the  following  Senators  and  Congressmen  for 
the  personal  Interest  they  have  taken  In 
pushing  such  legislation  toward  formal  con- 
sideration by  the  Congress:  Senator  Young, 
of  North  Dakota,  Aiken,  of  Vermont,  and 
Ellender,  of  Louisiana,  and  Congressmen 
LovRE.  of  South  Dakota,  and  Hope,  of  Kansas, 
and  PoACE,  of  Texas. 

"m.  Extension  op  Federal  Crop  Insurancr 

"The  National  Farmers  Union  board  of  di- 
rectors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union 
presidents,  meeting  In  Denver,  Colo..  March 
15.  1953.  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact,  at  this  session  of  Congress, 
legislation  to  authorize  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  continue  to  expand  the  Fed- 
eral Crop  Insurance  program,  on  the  present 
basis,  each  year,  to  additional  cotintles  not 
now  served,  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  at  an  early  date,  to  send  a  message  to 
the  Congress  (a)  urging  the  enactment  of 
such  legislation  and  (b)  expressing  his  de- 
termination to  approve  such  legislation  if 
enacted  by  the  Congress. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  foUovrtng  reasons: 

"A.  The  present  law  which  authorizes  the 
annual  expansion  of  the  experimental  crop 
Insurance  program  to  additional  counties 
will  expire  on  December  31,  1953,  if  not  re- 
newed prior  to  that  date. 

"B.  The  experience  with  Federal  crop  In- 
surance operations  over  the  past  6  years 
has  been  highly  successful  In  the  approxi- 
mately 800  counties  now  served.  This  serv- 
ice should  be  made  available  to  farmers  In 
the  remaining  2,200  counties  and  should  be 
expanded  to  cover  additional  crops. 

"C.  It  Is  our  deep  conviction  that  the  pay- 
ment by  the  Federal  Government  of  neces- 
sary administrative  costs  Is  fully  warranted 
by  the  contribution  made  by  the  program  to 
the  broad  national  public  Interest  In  main- 
taining the  basis  for  fulfilling  future  na- 
tional needs  for  an  Incresalngly  abundant 
production  of  food  and  fiber  as  well  as  for 
maintaining  farm  purchasing  power  as  a 
contribution  toward  an  expanding  national 
economy. 

"D.  Federal  crop  Insxirance  provides  a 
means  whereby  the  whole  people  can  protect 
themselves,  as  well  as  farmers,  against  the 
economic  shocks  of  natural  disasters  such 
as  Insects,  flood,  drought,  and  plant  epidem- 
ics without  the  costly  expedient  of  huge 
relief  expenditures  after  disaster  has  struck. 
"E.  It  Is  our  deep  conviction  that  the  Fed- 
eral crop  Insurance  program  should  continue 
to  cover  all  risks  Involved.  The  type  of  cov- 
erage provided  In  an  all  risk  crop  Insurance 
policy  Is  not  comparable  to  any  single  risk 
coverage  provided  by  private  Insurance  com- 
panies and  therefore  Is  not  competitive. 
For  example,  an  analysis  of  hall  Insurance 
sales  In  several  States  established  the  fact 
that  hall  insurance  sales  increased  as  crop 
Insurance  participation  expanded. 

"We  commend  Senator  Young,  of  North 
Dakota,  and  Congressman  Hill,  of  Colorado, 
and  Marshall,  of  Minnesota,  for  the  personal 
Interest  they  have  taken  In  pushing  this 
proposed  legislation  toward  formal  consider- 
ation In  the  Congress. 
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"V.  Fmx  OuHgUMFitoir  or  Abukdaht  Pauc 
Pboductiom 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  In  Denver,  Colo.,  March  15, 
1953,  hereby — 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  additional  legislation  to  ex- 
pand domestic  and  foreign  consumption  of 
farm  commodities  that  can  be  and  are  pro- 
duced in  abundance.  Such  legislation  should 
Include : 

"A.  Enactment  of  the  International  food- 
reserve  resolution  that  has  been  introduced 
in  the  Senate. 

*'B.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  and  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  extend  loans  to  farmers  and 
farmers'  cooperatives  to  build  expanded  stor- 
age and  processing  facilities  for  perishable 
farm  conunodltlea  to  be  used  In  conjunction 
with  price-supporting  loans  and  purchase 
agreements  on  such  commodities  held  In  on- 
farm  or  farmers'  cooperative  storage  faclU- 
Ues. 

"C.  A  food-allotment  plan  to  subsidize 
adequate  diets  for  low-Income  consiimers  In 
the  United  States  and  other  coiintrles. 

"D.  A  bill  authorizing  and  directing  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  utilize  parity 
payments  and  other  nonwasteful  methods  of 
price  support,  particularly  for  such  perish- 
able commodities  as.  for  example,  butter,  to 
the  end  that  this  butter  will  be  used  for 
hiunan  consumption  rather  than  piling  up 
In  warehouses  for  eventual  disposition  In  a 
soap  vat. 

"E.  A  bill  authorizing  and  directing  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  undertake  neces- 
sary action  to  develop  and  maintain  a  fully 
adequate  safety  reserve  of  all  food  and  fiber 
commodities.  Including  storable  processed 
products  of  i}erlshable  farm  conunodltles, 
and  to  jK-otect  the  farmer  from  price-depress- 
ing effects  of  such  reserves  and  to  charge 
the  cost  of  the  program,  as  it  properly  should 
be,  to  national  security  and  defense,  not  to 
farm  programs;  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  direct  the  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  executive  branch  to  exercise  the 
discretionary  power  they  have  under  exist- 
ing legislation  to  the  end  of  encouraging  full 
consumption  of  abundant  agrlcultiu^l  pro- 
duction while  protecting  farmers  from  below- 
parlty  Incomes  or  subjecting  farmers  to  the 
degrading  specter  of  being  forced  into  a 
scarcity  system  of  production  through  ac- 
tions of  the  type  outlined  above.  We  also 
urge  the  President  to  send  a  message  to  the 
Congress  stating  his  belief  in  abundant  farm 
production,  parity  farm  incomes,  and  the 
desirability  of  promoting  full  consiimptton, 
particularly  better  diets  for  low-Income  con- 
sumers, and  recommending  adoption  of  the 
legislation  outlined  above.  For  example,  the 
President  should  direct  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment and  other  Government  agencies  to  put 
special  effort  on  utilizing  greater  quantities 
of  farm  conunodltles  In  temporary  surplxis, 
such  as  beef,  butter,  and  edible  fats  and  oil 
at  present. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"1.  We  are  absolutely  opposed  to  starvation 
and  malnutrition  and  undernutrition  in  a 
nation  of  actual  abundance  and  a  world  ol 
potential  abimdance. 

"2.  We  believe  that  the  main  opposition 
to  a  workable  system  of  getting  abiuidant 
land  resources  and  farm  production  together 
with  hungry  people  results  from  a  doctri- 
naire bllndnesa  to  the  realities  of  the  world 
we  live  In.  We  do  not  view  as  Insurmount- 
able such  obstacles  as  currency  inconverti- 
bility, trade  barriers,  export  and  Import 
quotas,  tariffs,  and  other  vested  Interests. 
All  of  these  can  be  geared  Into  a  system  of 
workable  International  economic  cooperation. 
"3.  It  is  a  matter  of  deep  conviction  with 
UB  that  working  family  farmers  In  this  and 


other  countries  shotild  be  encouraged  in 
every  way  to  maintain  and  Improve  their 
land  and  water  resources  and  to  produce  a 
balanced  abundance  which  public  policy  will 
alao  insure  win  be  used  to  benefit  mankind, 
both  in  our  own  country  and  In  foreign 
lands. 

"4.  We  view  with  alarm  the  increasing  offl- 
clal  tendency  to  put  exclusive  reliance  for 
solution  of  these  problems  on  the  private- 
profit,  manager-administered  market,  both 
domestically  and  internationally. 

"6.  While  we  believe  a  strong  military 
defense  is  necessary,  American  food  will  win 
more  people  to  our  beliefs  in  democracy  and 
the  dignity  of  man  than  will  a  similar  ex- 
penditure for  guns  and  military  hardware. 

"6.  As  far  back  as  Biblical  times  It  has 
been  known  that,  in  order  to  have  enough 
food  at  all  times,  it  was  necessary  to  build 
rewirves  in  times  of  good  crops  to  draw  on 
diiring  the  lean  years.  This  principle  Is  even 
more  Important  today  when  the  defense  of 
the  free  world  may  be  at  stake.  The  billions 
spent  for  weapons  of  war  will  not  be  very 
effective  if  we  do  not  have  adequate  food 
and  fiber  supplies  to  sustain  our  fighting 
force,  our  civilian  population,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, assist  our  allies  with  food  and  fiber. 
Even  in  the  cold-war  period  communism 
probably  can  more  effectively  be  kept  from 
spreading  by  alleviating  hunger  in  food- 
shortage  areas  than  by  the  threat  rf  weapons 
of  war. 

"We  specifically  commend  Senators  Muhrat 
and  Young  for  their  personal  Interest  and 
efforts  in  behalf  of  the  development  and  In- 
troduction of  the  International  food-reserve 
resolution. 

"vLu.  Fauc  Home  Watih  Supplt  Loans 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver,  Colo..  March  15. 
1953,  hereby  petitions  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  legislation  that  would 
authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  extend  loans  at  low  rates  of  in- 
terest to  farm  homeowners  without  adequate 
indoor  running  water  for  the  purpx>se  of 
installing  such  systems,  including  adequate 
bathing  and  sewage-disposal  facilities. 

"We  make  this  recommendation  for  the 
following  reasons: 

"1.  We  believe  that  adequate  credit  facili- 
ties for  this  purpose  are  almost  totally 
lacking. 

"2.  It  Is  a  deep  conviction  with  us  that 
working  faim  families  are  entitled  to  be  able 
to  earn  for  themselves,  within  their  Incomes, 
a  standard  for  the  necessities  and  conven- 
iences of  life  equivalent  to  those  available 
to  comparable  families  living  in  urban  areas. 

"We  commend  the  efforts  of  Senator 
YouNO.  of  North  Dakota,  and  the  late  Con- 
gressman Reld  Murray,  of  Wisconsin,  for 
their  personal   efforts   in  this  regard. 

"IX.  Amkrican   Food   and   America's   Allies 
"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March   15 
1953,  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congrebs  of  the  United 
States  to  authorize  and  direct  the  executive 
branch  to  piu-chase  with  defense  funds 
United  States  farm  commodities  for  use  in 
raising  the  dietary  standards  of  our  allied 
armies  fighting  in  Korea  and  elsewhere 
around  the  world,  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  direct  the  civilian  and  mUitary 
authorities  of  the  executive  branch  hence- 
forth in  their  mllltary-proctu-ement  activi- 
ties to  purchase  food  for  the  troope  of  our 
Allies  whose  armies  are  suffering  malnutri- 
tion to  the  end  that  mUltary-asslstance 
fimds  will  be  used  to  purchase  United  States 
produced  farm  commodities  for  shipment 
and  contribution  to  the  soldiers  of  allied 
armlee  fighting  shoulder  to  shoulder  with 
United  States  servicemen,  and  that  the  funds 


BO  expended  will  be  charged  against  defense 
appropriations  rather  than  being  charged 
against  the  cost  of  farm  progranM. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"1.  The  soldiers  of  other  armies  fighting 
at  our  side  can  no  more  carry  out  their 
duty  than  could  ours  without  adequate  diets 
of  nutritious  food.  Yet  millions  of  South 
Korean  soldiers  are  now  incapacitated  by 
undernutrition. 

"2.  We  believe  it  to  be  morally  indefensi- 
ble to  have  butter  and  other  food  commodi- 
ties go  to  waste  In  this  country  while  allied 
soldiers  go  hungry  and  fall  from  the  ranks 
because  of  the  lack  of  food. 

"3.  It  la  widely  reported  that  the  develop- 
ing farm-income  crisis  is  due  to  the  develop- 
ment of  at  least  a  temporary  surplus  of 
supplies  of  food  beyond  domestic  and  for- 
eign demands.  This  would  Indicate  that  the 
diversion  of  such  temporary  surpluses  to 
friendly  military  personnel  would  not  un- 
duly restrict  domestic  United  States  food 
supplies. 

"X.  AppEopaiATtoNs  roa  Carbting  Out 
Federal  Farm  Programs 

"National  Farmers  Union  b^ard  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver.  Colo.,  March  15, 
1953.  hereby; 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  that  will  provide 
sufficient  funds  to  maintain  the  services  of 
Federal  farm  programs  at  the  present  level 
except  as  follows: 

"(a)  The  agricultural  conservation  prac- 
tices program  should  be  expanded. 

"(b)  An  Increase  is  Justified  in  the  funds 
made  available  to  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

"(c)  Sufficient  funds  should  be  made 
available  to  make  possible  the  expansion 
of  Federal  crop  insurance  into  additional 
counties  and  crops  as  provided  by  law. 

"(d)  The  loan  authorizations  and  funds 
for  farm  and  home  management  supervisory 
assistance  of  Farmers  Home  Administration 
should  be  greatly  Increased  to  more  nearly 
fill    the   expressed    need    for    these    service*. 

"(e)  Loan  authorizations  and  administra- 
tive funds  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad- 
ministration should  be  Increased  to  meet 
farmers'  increasing  demand  for  electric  power 
and  to  speed  up  the  rate  of  progress  in  the 
rural  telephone  loan   program. 

"(f)  Funds  provided  for  the  school  lunch 
program  should  be  Increased  commensurate 
with  increased  school  enrollments,  the  ris- 
ing cost  of  food  and  operation,  and  to  match 
the  Increased  financial  participation  of 
States,  counties,  and  school  districts. 

"(g)  Increased  funds  should  be  appropri- 
ated to  expand  marketing  research  studies 
and  service  to  reduce  marketing  margins 
and  spreads;  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  send  a  message  to  the  Congress 
pointing  out  the  vital  contribution  of  farm 
programs  to  national  welfare,  prosperity,  and 
security:  recognizing  the  already  heavy  re- 
ductions made  in  these  appropriations  over 
the  past  12  years;  and  urging  the  enactment 
of  legislation  along  the  lines  outUned  above. 

"We  are  making  these  reconunendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  The  present  farm  program  has  been  a 
cumulative  development  through  the  demo- 
cratic process  over  the  Nation's  entire  history 
to  fill  needs  of  the  whole  people  for  an  as- 
sured continuous  and  increasing  abundance 
of  food  and  fiber  and  for  a  proeperotu  agri- 
cultural population  on  family  farms. 

"B.  It  is  our  deep  conviction  that  deetrue- 
tlon  or  reduction  in  the  scope  of  these  pro- 
grams will  be  more  costly  to  the  Nation  In 
lost  production,  farm-relief  measures,  and 
wasted  resources  than  would  the  small  In- 
creased Federal  expenditure  that  their  con- 
tinuance on  an  adequate  basis  would  re- 
quire. 
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"C.  The  begtnaing  stagn  ai  what  may  wen 
become  a  dacpmlng  ftem-tnoome  enala  !■ 
not  the  time  to  weaken  or  destroy  ab'eady 
existing  farm  programa.  Bather,  the  course 
of  wisdom  to  to  improve  and  ctrengtban 
them,  particularly  at  a  time  of  heightened 
world  tensicm  ivben  wa  do  not  know  at  what 
moment  greatly  Inereawd  produetlon  may 
be  demanded  of  our  farms  and  the  farm 
people. 

"D.  Existing  uncertainties  are  heightened 
by  the  fact  the  Agricultural  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  of  the  Congress  to  being  re- 
quired to  consider  tbto  proposed  appropria- 
tion without  benefit  of  spedflc  recommenda- 
tions from  the  executive  branch.  Thto  situ- 
ation should  be  corrected  immediately. 

"E.  We  are  seriously  concerned  and 
troubled  by  reports  that  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  has  em- 
ployed a  staff  of  76  offlclato  of  Industry,  busi- 
ness, and  finance  (whose  names  are  kept 
secret  from  the  publte,  bat  whose  chairman 
is  known  to  be  a  private  utility  executive) 
to  prepare  ofllcial  reconunendations  on  the 
appropriations  for  farm  programs.  As  a 
minimum,  the  names  and  Industrial  aflUla- 
tlons  of  these  people  should  be  made  known 
to  the  public. 

"F.  The  spread  b(;tween  farm  price  and 
retail  price  paid  by  consumers  to  now  In- 
creasing at  a  rapid  rite. 

"O.  The  Nation  to  fully  able  to  afford  the 
Government  expenditures  we  have  recom- 
mended for  the  agricultural  agencies.  The 
gross  national  production  is  currently  at  a 
record  level,  about  twice  as  high  as  only  10 
years  ago.  Just  In  the  past  SO  months  pro- 
duction increased  fitm  an  annual  rate  of 
$284  billion  to  iSfO  billion,  an  Increase 
greater  than  the  totU  annual  budget  of  the 
Federal  Government.  Less  than  2  cents  of 
each  dollar  of  Oovimment  expenditure  Is 
devoted  to  the  farm  programs.  When  you 
consider  the  inflatlDnary  effects  of  scarce 
farm  production,  the  appropriate  question  to, 
Can  we  afford  to  s])end  less  to  assure  our 
future  food  supply? 

"XI.  Pkxsxsvation  3f  Coopxrativc  Rural 
Electric  and  Tklcphonx  Loans  PsoGaaif 
and  adequatx  provision  for  pubuc  powes 
Development 

"National  Farmen  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver.  Colo..  March  15, 
1953.  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  (1)  to  furthsr  expand  the  scope  of 
cooperative  rural  elertrlc  and  telephone  loan 
programs  and  the  public  power  development 
policy,  and  (2)  to  reject  all  proposed  legto- 
latlon  and  reorganliation  plans  that  would 
have  the  effect  of  (a)  reducing  the  ability  of 
farmer- owned  and  controlled  cooperatives  to 
obtain  sufficient  direct  Government  loans  to 
expand  their  facilities  including  transmto- 
Elon  lines  and  gen<!ratlng  plants,  to  meet 
farmers'  increasing  needs  for  electric  power 
and  telephone  service,  or  (b)  of  reducing  the 
un  trammeled  access  of  such  cooperatives  to 
low-cost  publicly  ge aerated  power,  or  (c)  to 
slow  down  the  rate  of  expansion  of  public 
power  development,  or  (d)  prevent  the  pub- 
lic erection  of  transmission  lines  to  load 
centers  of  municlptlltles,  cooperatives,  and 
other  preferential  customers  who  use  the 
power  on  a  cost  basLi,  or  (e)  to  sell  or  other- 
wise transfer  public  power  facilities  to  pri- 
vate profit  utilities;  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  direct  all  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  executive;  branch  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  promote  the  objectives  of  1  (1) 
above  and  to  refrain  from  the  actions  that 
would  contribute  to  the  adverss  develop- 
ments 1  toted  In  1  (2)  above. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  A  massive,  vell-flnanced  attack  In- 
tended to  get  RKA  cooperatives  under  the 
control  of  private  jiower  companies  and  to 
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wipe  oat  pnblle  power  development  to  now 
out  In  the  open.  The  Power  Ttust,  with  the 
assistance  of  one  farm  organization,  to  mak- 
ing a  frontal  attack  on  public  power.  Their 
strategy  to  to  block  REA  cooperatives  from 
having  direct  access  to  adequate,  depend- 
able, and  krw-ooet  wholesale  power. 

"B.  Modern  family  farming  to  solidly 
grounded  upon  an  Increasing  use  of  electric 
power.  Presently  available  facilities  are  in- 
adequate to  meet  increasing  needs. 

"C.  To  meet  increasing  farm  electric -power 
needs,  farmers'  electric  cooperative  require  a 
heavylng-up  of  exls^ng  systems;  to  do  so 
will  require  considerable  additional  Invest- 
ment for  which  REA  loans  should  be  avail- 
able. 

"D.  If  the  power  trust  effort  to  drive  a 
wedge  between  farmers'  electric  cooperatives 
and  the  source  of  power  succeeds,  they  can 
drive  the  cooperatives  to  bankruptcy  and 
enhance  their  own  private  profits  from  low- 
cost,  publicly  generated  power  through  in- 
creased rates  to  cooperatives. 

"B.  Progress  in  developing  the  rural  tele- 
phone program  has  been  stalled  owing  to 
lack  of  funds  which  were  exhausted  at  the 
middle  of  the  fiscal  year. 

"F.  We  view  with  profound  misgivings  the 
proposato  that  have  been  made  by  some  big- 
business  executives  that  public-power  proj- 
ects should  be  donated  to  high-Income  tax- 
payers. There  to  a  grave  rtok  that  If  the 
power  trust  wins  the  first  rounds  to  destroy 
REA  co-ops,  they  will  then  be  in  a  position 
to  win  round  two  and  take  over  completely. 

"Xn.  PoLicT  Formulation  and  Administra- 
tion BT  Farmex-Elxcted  Oommittxes 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Fanners  Union 
presidents,  meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March 
16.  1853,  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  (1)  to  broadened  application  of  the 
principle  of  fanner -planned  and  farmer- 
operated  farm  programs  within  the  executive 
branch;  It  being  clearly  iinderstood  that  thU 
principle  means  actual  policy  development 
for  an  admlntotration  of  farm  programs 
(rather  than  advisory  consultation)  by 
democratically  elected  farmer,  county,  and 
community  committeemen,  and  (2)  to  pre- 
vent the  taking  of  tmy  additional  steps 
within  the  executive  branch  that  would 
further  weaken  the  application  of  thto  prin- 
ciple, and 

"3.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  (1)  to  enact  legislation  to  Increase 
the  control  by  farmers  themselves  over  pol- 
icy development  and  admlntotration  of  farm 
programs,  by  mandatory  provtoions  requir- 
ing by  law  that  major  farm  programs  such 
as  the  crop- Insurance  program,  CCC  price- 
support  loans  and  purchase  agreements  be 
administered  through  the  agency  of  demo- 
cratically elected  farmer  committees.  And 
(2)  to  reject  any  plan  for  reorganizing  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  that 
would  result  in  eliminating  the  farmer- 
elected  committees  or  removing  Important 
functions  from  their  supervtolon. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"1.  It  to  our  deep  conviction  that  develop- 
ment and  use  of  democratically  elected 
farmer  committees  in  the  planning  and  ad- 
mlntotration of  Important  programs  was  one 
of  htotory's  Important  advances  In  broaden- 
ing -the  application  of  democratic  ideals  of 
Government. 

"2.  Farmers  themselves,  better  than  any 
full-time  paid  employees  on  Ctate  or  Federal 
payrolto,  know  how  to  adopt  Federal  nation- 
wide procedures  and  policies  to  fit  the  cir- 
cumwtances  of  fanning  in  local  communities 
and  counties. 

"3.  Preservation  and  broadening  of  the 
farmer  admlntotration  of  farm  programs  to 
the  one  sure  way  to  prevent  the  development 
of  political  partisanship  in  these  agencies 
becaiise  under  thto  system  the  program  will 


be  admlntotered  by  neighbon  selected  In 
free  democratic  elections,  not  by  strangers 
appointed  by  authoritative  ofBclato  in  far- 
away cities. 

"4.  Merely  advisory  committees,  particu- 
larly If  made  up  largely  of  processors,  bank- 
ers, and  middlemen,  should  have  a  valuable 
but  not  centrally  Important  place  in  the 
determination  and  admlntotration  of  farm 
policies.  There  to  both  an  opportunity  and 
a  tendency  to  use  committees  of  thto  type 
as  window  dressing  and  as  a  means  of  by- 
passing the  usual  farm  organizational  and 
congressional  democratic  procedures.  We 
shall  continue  our  policy  of  full  cooperation 
with  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  urging  our  offlclato  and  members 
to  participate  In  any  capacity,  including  ad- 
vteory  committees,  in  which  we  are  invited. 
However,  we  want  It  to  be  quite  clear  that 
we  do  not  consider  alvlsory  committees  of 
the  type  recently  consulted  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  as  an  adeqtiate  sub- 
stitute for  consultation  wtih  duly  elected 
farm-organization  offlclato,  nor  for  the  al- 
ready-established system  of  democratically 
elected  farmer  committees.  Moreover,  we 
view  with  alarm  the  announced  policy  of 
the  executive  branch  to  consult  with  only 
those  people  whose  financial  position  to  such 
that  they  can  pay  their  own  travel  expenses 
between  their  home  and  Washington.  Con- 
tinuation of  thto  jwlicy  can  only  result  In 
giving  Increased  Influence  over  farm  policy 
to  bankers,  processors,  middlemen,  manu- 
facturers, rich  farmers,  and  those  with  access 
to  organizational  or  business-concern  ex- 
pense accounts.  With  farm  incomes  expected 
to  be  10  percent  lower  in  1958  than  in  1852, 
many  working -family  farmers,  p>articularly 
those  who  live  in  States  at  considerable  dto- 
tances  from  Washington.  D.  C.  cannot  afford 
to  pay,  from  their  own  meager  resources,  the 
heavy  expense  of  travel  and  hotel  Uving. 

"Xm.  Opposs  Rhmganization  or  Farm 
Credit  ADMnnaxaaTioN 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver.  Colo.,  March  15. 
1953,  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  direct  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  to  refrain  from  any  actions  or 
recommendations  that  would  result  in  trans- 
ferring the  Farm  Credit  Admlntotration  out- 
side the  Department  of  Agriculture,  or 
placing  the  several  institutions  of  the  farm- 
credit  system  under  an  Interlocking,  self- 
perpetuating  structure  of  Federal  and  dto- 
trlct  boards  beyond  the  control  of  borrowers 
and  potential  borrowers  aiid  of  the  general 
public  through  normal  democratic  processes, 
or  placing  new  and  imnecessary  Federal  ex- 
cise or  other  taxes  on  these  Institutions  or 
their  member  organizations;  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  reject  any  proposed  legtolatlon  or 
reorganization  plans  of  the  type  described  In 
1  above. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"1.  The  Institutions  of  the  Federal  farm- 
credit  system  such  as  the  Federal  land  banks, 
the  banks  for  cooperatives,  and  the  Inter- 
mediate credit  banks,  as  well  as  the  Farm 
Credit  Admlntotration  Itself,  were  estab- 
lished to  perform  a  nationwide  service  to 
the  Nation  as  a  whole — In  the  Interest  of 
the  general  public  as  well  as  farmers;  to 
potential  borrowers  and  loan  applicants  as 
well  as  present  borrowers  of  the  system; 
to  family-type  working  farmers  as  well  as 
bankers,  mortgage  departments  of  Insurance 
companies,  and  career  Government  em- 
ployees. 

"2.  A  period  In  which  we  seem  to  be  mov- 
ing luto  a  deepening  farm  crUto  with  farm 
income  falling  at  a  much  more  rapid  rats 
than  farm  costs,  when  private  credit  re- 
strictions are  tightening  up,  when  Interest 
rates  on  both  short-  and  long-term  farm 
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loans  are  rising  seems  to  us  to  be  a  very 
unwise  time  to  remove  the  farm-credit  sys- 
tem from  control  by  all  farmers  and  the 
public  generally  through  usual  democratic 
processes. 

"3.  Proposed  legislation  was  Introduced  In 
bill  form  In  the  last  session  of  Congress  that 
would  effectively  turn  over  control  of  the 
farm-credit  system  to  Just  such  an  Inter- 
locking, self-perpetuating  structure  of  boards 
as  described  above,  such  boards  to  be  se- 
lected In  such  a  manner  that  career  Oov- 
emment  employees,  private  bankers,  and 
finance  men,  and,  to  some  extent,  present 
borrowers  could  obtain  and  retain  perma- 
nently complete  and  Independent  authority. 

"4.  Such  a  reorganization  of  the  farm- 
credit  system  would  be  tantamount  to  the 
turning  over,  scotfreo,  to  a  private  clique  of 
•  gieat  rational  public  anset. 

"5.  Under  such  circumstances  it  woiild  not 
be  unreasonable,  in  our  Judgment,  to  expect 
that  the  private  control  structure  would 
then  operate  the  system  to  tighten  credit 
requirements  and  raise  interest  rates  so  as  to 
present  less  competition  to  private  banks 
and  to  Increase  the  dividend  returns  to 
those  individuals  who  happen  to  own  stock 
In  the  institutions  at  the  time  of  the  re- 
organization. 

"6.  Farm-credit  policies  should  be  geared 
into  other  national  agricultural  policies  to 
make  the  greatest  contribution  to  public 
welfare.  This  coordination  can  be  most  ef- 
fectively brought  about  if  farm-credit  agen- 
cies are  under  the  same  supervision  as  other 
farm  programs. 

"Xrv.  Paxsxavx  iNTHJamr  or  National  Soil- 

CONSKBVATION   PSOGRAMS 

*7Vatlonal  Farmers  Union  bocu-d  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March  15, 
1953.  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  preserve  the  organizational  integ- 
rity of  the  agrictiltural  conservation  pay- 
ments program  and  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  «to  appropriate  increased  funds 
to  broaden  the  scope  of  these  necessary,  effec- 
tive, and  highly  efficient  programs  through 
which  are  expressed  the  Nation's  interest  and 
the  public  concern  to  preserve  and  improve 
the  soil  and  water  resources  of  the  Nation; 
and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  (1)  to  direct  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  to  refrain  from  any 
action  contrary  to  the  objectives  stated  in 
1,  above,  and  (2)  to  use  the  prestige  and 
authority  of  his  office  to  further  these 
objectives. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  We  are  deeply  convinced  that  the  agri- 
cultural soil-  and  water-conservation  pro- 
grams of  the  Federal  Government  can  most 
efficiently  and  effectively  be  managed  in  the 
years  ahead  through  the  Integrated  and 
coordinated  activity  of  the  democratically 
elected  farmers'  committee,  to  whom  the  ACP 
is  assigned  by  law.  and  the  governing  bodies 
of  local  soil -conservation  districts  under 
State  laws. 

"B.  The  Soil  Conservation  Service  as  pres- 
ently organized  is  a  highly  trained  and  tech- 
nically skillful  corps  of  agricultural  soil  and 
water  engineers  with  a  high  morale  and  the 
requisite  flexibility  of  personnel  assignment 
to  provide  scientific  technical  assistance  to 
local  soil-conservation  districts  and  indi- 
vidual farms  in  development  of  long-term 
soil-conservation  plans  in  a  highly  compe- 
tent manner.  It  would  be  extremely  waste- 
ful and,  in  our  Judgment,  most  unwise  to 
tear  down  this  grea*  reservoir  of  technical 
competence  that  ha*  been  slowly  built  up 
over  the  past  20  years. 

"C  The  fann-tD-farm.  nelghbor-to-neigh- 
bor  approach  to  encouragement  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  made  possible  through 
the  conduct  of  the  ACP  program  by  part- 
time  farmer-elected  community  committee- 


men is  an  effective  combination  of  education, 
financial  assistance,  and  friendly  persuasion 
for  which  no  adequate  substitute  can  be 
found,  if  the  objective  Is,  as  we  are  con- 
vinced it  should  be,  to  encourage  the  widest 
possible  adoption  of  soil-  and  water -conserv- 
ing measures  on  the  privately  owned  farms 
of  the  Nation. 

"O.  Direct  encouragement  and  assistance 
to  farmers  to  adopt  conservational  methods 
of  farming  does  not  lend  Itself  to  adminis- 
tration by  usual  methods  employed  by  gen- 
eral educational  agencies,  but  rather  partake 
of  an  action  and  service  natvire.  It  Is  our 
deep  conviction  that  It  will  be  an  incon- 
venience to  farmers  and  a  hindrance  to  faster 
progress  toward  a  permanently  productive 
agriculture  if  Federal  conservation  programs 
for  privately  owned  farmland  are  divorced 
from  production  and  income-support  pio- 
grsuns  in  the  States  and  counties. 

"E.  As  a  mjitter  of  deep  conviction,  we  be- 
lieve that  loading  the  State  agricultural 
extension  services  with  the  actlon-and- 
servlce-t3rpe  Government  operations  would 
unduly  hamper  and  render  less  effective  the 
educational  programs  now  carried  out  by  the 
extension  services." 

To  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

"IV.    INTEHNATIONAL  WHXAT  AGREXMEKT 

"The  National  Farmers  Union  board  of  di- 
rectors, comi>osed  of  State  Farmers  Union 
presidents,  meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March 
15,  1953,  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  direct  the  United  States 
delegate  now  engaged  In  negotiations  wlt^ 
other  nation.')  looking  toward  a  renewal  of 
the  International  Wheat  Agreement  (a)  to 
demonstrate  a  greater  determination  to  de- 
velop a  renewed  agreement;  (b)  to  exercise  a 
more  positive  role  in  the  negotiations;  and 
(c)  to  bring  the  negotiations  to  an  early 
agreement  u;  nearly  as  possible  along  the 
lines  recommended  by  the  organizational 
and  the  congressional  wheat  agreement  ad- 
visory committees:  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  ratify  such  renewed  International 
Wheat  Agreement  as  may  t)e  negotiated  and 
agreed  upon  by  the  participating  nations. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  We  are  becoming  Increasingly  con- 
cerned that  no  signs  of  progress  toward  re- 
newal of  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
have  been  evidenced,  although  the  negotia- 
tions have  been  under  way  since  January  30 
1953. 

"B.  Not  all  members  of  the  organizational 
and  congressional  wheat  agreement  advisory 
committees  have  been  kept  Informed 
through  proper  channels  of  the  progress  or 
lack  of  progress  toward  a  satisfactory  ex- 
tension of  the  agreement. 

"C.  It  is  our  understanding  that  the 
United  States  delegate  was  not  directed  by 
the  executive  branch  to  follow  the  nego- 
tlonal  strategy  recommended  by  the  organi- 
zational and  congressional  advisory  com- 
mittees. 

"D.  Failure  to  negotiate  and  ratify  re- 
newal of  the  International  Wheat  Agreement 
would,  by  ellrplnatlng  an  assured  market  for 
at  least  255  million  bushels  of  wheat  pro- 
duced by  farmers  In  the  United  States,  de- 
velop chaos  In  the  wheat  market,  put  an  un- 
necessary and  dangerous  burden  on  wheat 
and  other  fjraln  price-support  programs, 
and  contribute  additional  fuel  to  the  con- 
suming fire  of  the  ciirrently  deepening  farm 
Income  crisis." 

To  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 
"VI.  Watebsheds.  Flood  Prevention,  and 

CONSEKVATION  WORKS 

"National  Farmers  Union  board  of  direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  in  Denver,  Colo.,  March  15, 
1953,  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  (a)  to  submit  to  Congress  a  reorgani- 


sation plan  that  will  transfer  the  civil  works 
functions  of  the  Army  Engineers  to  the  De- 
partment of  Interior  and  transfer  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  and  the  agricultural 
functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  (b)  to 
send  a  message  to  Congress  Recommending 
the  enactment  of  legislation  to  fill  the  pres- 
ent t,'ap  in  national  soil  conservation  flood- 
prevention  flood-control  programs;  namely 
the  lack  of  authority  for  anyone  to  build 
small  flood-prevention  installations  on  the 
upstream  and  wateraheds,  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  (a)  to  adopt  at  this  session  the  bills 
now  before  It  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  enter  into  contracts  with  local 
governmental  bodies  to  assist  them  to  de- 
velop and  establish  small  water  retention 
and  other  flood-prevention  installations  in 
the  upstream  watersheds  of  the  Nation,  and 
(b)  to  approve  a  reorganization  plan  recom- 
mended In  1  (a)  above  and  reject  any  plan 
contrary  to  this 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations 
for  the  following  reasons: 

"A.  Critical  reports  of  several  congressional 
committees  during  the  past  2  years  are  solid 
evidence  of  the  Ineptitude,  duplicity,  and  In- 
efficiency In  the  civil  works  of  Army  En- 
gineers, as  presently  organized. 

"B.  Flood  prevention  and  harbor  and  wa- 
terway Improvements  are  largely  civilian,  not 
military.  In  nature. 

"C.  Under  existing  law,  large  appropria- 
tions and  broad  authority  has  been  extended 
to  the  executive  branch  to  build  levees,  dams, 
and  other  works  to  control  floods  after  they 
have  developed:  the  ACP  and  8CS  programs 
have  been  developed  to  hold  water  on  the 
land  where  It  falls  and  conserve  the  soil;  but 
practically  no  provision  has  been  made  for 
the  large  and  Important  area  between  the 
farm  Itself  and  the  lower  stretches  of  the 
largest  streams. 

"D.  We  are  convinced  that  these  problems 
will  never  be  fully  solved  until  It  Is  ap- 
proached on  a  fully  coordinated  river  val- 
ley basin  basl.s  such  as  TV  A  and  the  pro- 
posed MVA.  However,  we  are  also  convinced 
that  we  must  not  allow  all  of  our  small  water- 
sheds to  wash  away  prior  to  the  time  that  a 
fully  coordinated  approach  can  be  put  Into 
effect. 

"E.  The  present  ratio  of  Federal  expendi- 
ture Is  about  $100  for  flood  control  to  $1  for 
flood  prevention.  This  ratio  should  be 
evened  up  by  fllhng  the  gap  on  small  water- 
sheds. > 

"We  commend  Senator  Johnson  of  Texas 
and  Congressmen  Poagk  and  Cttktis.  as  well 
as  the  entire  meml>ershlp  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  for  their  efforts  on  this 
proposed  legislation." 

To  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency: 

"VII.  Fiscal  Policy  and  iNTxaisT  Rates 

"National  Farmers  Union  Board  of  Direc- 
tors, composed  of  State  Farmers  Union  presi- 
dents, meeting  In  Denver,  Colo.,  March  15, 
1953.  hereby: 

"1.  Petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  give  careful  attention  to  legislation 
concerned  with  flscal  and  monetary  policy 
of  the  Federal  Government  with  a  view  to 
enacting  amendmenu  that  will  result  in 
lowering  the  general  rate  of  Interest  charged 
and  the  availability  of  funds  for  all  types  of 
credit  and  to  reject  all  proposals  that  will 
result  In  Increasing  the  rate  of  Interest  or 
decreasing  the  availability  of  credit  funds  for 
production  and  economic  expansion;  and 

"2.  Petitions  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  direct  all  of  the  departments  and 
agencies  of  Government  to  be  guided  In  all 
their  actions  by  the  principles  indicated  In  1 
above. 

"We  are  making  these  recommendations  for 
the  following  reasons: 

"1.  We  are  seriously  and  profoundly 
alarmed  to  witness  the  continuing  rise  of  In- 
terest rates  on  all  different  types  of  loans 
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in  our  economy.  Interest  rates  on  prime 
commercial  paper  ba^re  more  than  doubled 
since  1947.  The  average  Interest  rate  on  AAA 
corpcM-ate  bonds  is  hi('.her  than  at  any  time 
since  before  World  Wiir  II.  The  rate  of  in- 
terest on  taxable  Oo^emment  bonds  set  a 
modem  record  high  in  February  1953.  And 
the  Interest  rate  on  short-term  Treasury  bills 
is  almost  nine  tlmse  higher  now  than  it  was 
only  14  years  ago. 

"2.  We  are  impresse<i  by  the  evident  man- 
ner in  which  high  Interest  rates  on  borrowed 
funds  In  the  ^lnde^de^eloped  nations  of  the 
world  has  almost  entirely  blocked  any  sort 
of  economic  progress  in  those  countries.  We 
hope  we  wUl  not  allow  this  to  develop  in  our 
country. 

"3.  We  are  concerned  that  rising  Interest 
rates  dlscoiuage  ';xpanilon  of  plant  capacity, 
render  many  proposed  capital  investments 
potentially  unprofitable,  raise  the  cost  of  liv- 
ing for  consumers  and  reduce  their  expendi- 
tures, tend  to  Increase  the  amount  of  hoard- 
ing and  discourage  coniumptlon,  and  in  many 
other  ways  have  a  retarding  effect  upon  eco- 
nomic expansion  and  arlng  about  a  reduced 
rate  of  economic  development  which  brings 
In  Its  train  mountln;  unemployment,  re- 
duced consumer  incomes,  and  artificial 
scarcities  of  manufactured  items  and  artifi- 
cial surpluses  of  fool,  fabrics,  and  other 
items. 

"4.  It  Is  rapidly  becoming  obvlovis  that 
rising  Interest  rates  and  Increasing  scarcity 
of  credit  In  other  arean  of  the  national  econ- 
omy are  quickly  passed  on  to  the  field  of 
farm  credit.  Interest  rates  on  both  short- 
and  long-term  farm  loans  Is  increasing. 
Newly  recorded  farm  riortgage  Interest  rates 
averaged  4.6  percent  In  10S1:  4.75  percent  In 
1952  Two  of  the  V^  Federal  land  banks 
found  It  necessary  to  raise  their  rates  during 
1952.  Rising  Interest  rates  and  Increasing 
stringency  of  available  funds  can  only  In- 
crease the  severe  problems  already  generated 
by  falling  farm  Income  and  rising  farm  cash 
costs  of  production. 

"5  We  are  fully  convinced  that  the  na- 
tional welfare  and  security  should  no  more 
be  executed  on  the  <veon  of  high  Interest 
rates  and  credit  scarcity  than  on  a  cross  of 
gold.  The  purpose  of  the  credit  system  Is  to 
faclUUte  the  smooth  operation  of  an  expand- 
ing national  economy  Public  policy  should 
be  framed  to  keep  It  working  that  way." 


of  his  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered  In- 
clusive of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other 
allowances. 


WALTER  QUARL£8 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, I  report  an  original  resolution, 
to  pay  a  gratuity  to  Walter  Quarles. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  95),  repwted 
by  Mr.  Carlson,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  was  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay, 
from  the  contingent  fund  at  the  Senate,  to 
Walter  Quarles,  widower  of  Mattie  Quarles. 
an  employee  under  the  office  of  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  her  death, 
a  sum  equal  to  6  months'  compensation  at 
the  rate  she  was  receiving  by  law  at  the  time 
of  her  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered  in- 
clusive of  ftmeral  expenses  and  all  other 
allowances. 


REPORT  OP  A  COMMITTEE 
The  following  reiaort  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration: 

S.  Con.  Res.  19.  Con.:urrent  resolution  es- 
tablishing a  Joint  committee  to  make  a  study 
cf  public  transportation  serving  the  District 
of  ColumbU;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No. 
134). 

ELIZABETH  A.  RI3LLY— REPORT  OP 
A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. I  report  an  original  resolution. 
to  pay  a  gratuity  to  Elizabeth  A.  Reilly. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
re.solutlon  will  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

The  resoluUon  (8.  Res.  94),  reported 
by  Mr.  Carlson  ,  fr'Dm  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  was  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay. 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Elizabeth  A.  Reilly,  widow  of  Sylvester  RcUly. 
an  employee  under  the  office  of  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
a  sum  equal  to  6  months'  compensation  at 
the  rate  he  was  receiving  by  law  at  the  time 


TITLE     TO     CERTAIN     SUBMERGED 
LANDS— REPORT   OP  A   COMMIT- 
TEE (8.  REPT.  NO.  133) 
Mr.  CORDON.     Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  I  report  favorably,  with  amend- 
ments in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  the 
Joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  13)  to  confirm 
and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  lands  and  waters, 
and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control 
of  said  lands  and  resources. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Joint  resolution  will  be  placed  on  the 
Legislative  Calendar. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
committee  may  submit  its  report  early 
next  week,  and,  at  such  time  as  the  re- 
port may  be  ready,  any  minority  views 
which  members  holding  such  views  may 
desire  to  make  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srield? 
Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 
Mr.   ANDERSON.     WUl   the   printed 
hearings  be  ready  at  the  time  the  report 
is  submitted  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon is  advised  that  the  hearings  will 
probably  be  ready  on  Tuesday  next;  if 
not,  on  the  day  following. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Is  it  intended  that  the 
Senate  shall  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  joint  resolution  before  the 
printed  hearings  are  available? 

Mr.  CORDON.  As  I  said  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico,  the  printed  hear- 
ings will  be  available  probably  on  Tues- 
day, or  at  least  by  Wednesday.  My 
understanding  is  that  it  is  not  contem- 
plated that  the  joint  resolution  will  be 
taken     up     for     consideration     before 

Mr.  MALONB.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield,  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that 
the  printed  hearings  be  available  to  the 
Senate  at  least  1  day  before  the  debate 
begins  in  the  Senate. 


Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 
Mr.  TAFT.     Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  feel  certain  that  the  hearings 
will  be  available  by  Tuesday? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  my  under- 
standing. 

Mr.  MALONE.  May  we  have  it  under- 
stood that  if  the  printed  hearings  are  not 
available  on  Tuesday,  they  will  be  made 
available  at  least  1  day  before  the  debate 
begins? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  can  make 
no  such  deal.  So  far  as  the  joint  reso- 
lution is  concerned,  we  propose  to  take 
it  up  on  Wednesday.  I  shall  do  every- 
thing \o  see  that  the  printed  hearings  are 
on  the  desks  of  Senators  just  as  soon  as 
possible. 

This  question  has  been  before  the  Sen- 
ate for  a  long  time.  I  have  told  many 
Senators  that  we  would  proceed  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  On  the  earnest  re- 
qttest  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon  1,  I  have  agreed  not  to  take  up 
the  joint  resolution  on  Monday.  Pos- 
sibly we  could  not  reach  it  on  Monday 
any  way.  because  other  matters  must  be 
considered  first  However.  I  give  iK>tice 
that  not  later  than  Wednesday  I  shall 
move  to  make  the  joint  resolution  the 
unfinished  business.  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  the  hearings  will  be  avail- 
able long  before  that. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT,  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  the  debate  will  last 
for  probably  a  week  or  10  days;  so  the 
presentation  of  the  subject  by  those  in 
favor  of  the  measure  can  be  made,  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  fact  that  the  hearings 
are  not  available  will  not  seriously  inter- 
fere with  the  program.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  himself  will  have  plenty  of 
time  to  present  his  statement  after  the 
printed  hearings  become  available. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  this 
question  involves  public  lands  in  a  con- 
siderable number  of  States.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  this  subject  would  be  con- 
sidered a  great  deal  more  important  in 
such  States  than  in  the  State  of  Ohio. 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  live  in  the 
so-called  public-land  States  desire  an 
opportunity  to  review  the  record,  because 
it  is  rather  voluminous,  and  much  new 
information  has  been  developed  in  the 
hearings  which  was  not  available  to  the 
Senate  in  prior  debates. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  invites  the  attention  of  Senators 
to  the  fact  that  under  the  informal  rule 
recently  adopted,  as  enunciated  by  the 
majority  leader  [Mr.  Taft],  2  minutes 
was  to  be  the  limit  on  any  speech  or  re- 
marks made  during  the  morning  hour. 
If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wishes  to 
exceed  that  limit  he  should  r^uest 
unanimous  consent  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  asks  imanimous 
consent  to  make  a  brief  str.tement  with 
reference  to  the  joint  resolution,  which 
statement  may  conceivably  take  a  little 
longer  than  2  minutes.  However.  I  shall 
endeavor  to  keep  within  2  nJnutes. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  asks  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  not  more  than  3 
minutes.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  may  pro- 

CGCd 

Mr.  CXJRDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Joint  resolution  Is  reported  to  the  Senate 
with  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  for  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 
commonly  termed  the  Holland  Joint 
resolution.  It  embodies  the  philosophy 
of  the  Holland  measure.  The  method 
adopted,  of  reporting  an  Amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute.  Is  due  to  the 
numerous  perfecting  amendments 
throughout  the  joint  resolution,  and  the 
necessity  for  some  major  changes  and 
additions. 

The  only  way  In  which  the  Joint  reso- 
lution In  anywise  differs  from  the  philos- 
ophy and  purpose  of  the  Holland  meas- 
ure is  that  it  recommends  that  the  Con- 
gress confirm  the  Jurisdiction  and  con- 
trol by  the  United  States  with  respect  to 
the  land  and  the  subsoil  of  the  conti- 
nental shelf  outside  the  statutory  bound- 
aries of  the  adjacent  States. 

I  should  like  to  say  further  for  the 
benefit   of   Senators   who   are   present, 
particularly  members  of  the  committee, 
that  there  are  available   at  this  time 
transcripts  or  galley  proofs  of  the  hear- 
ings so  that  Senators  who  desire  to  uti- 
lize the  intervening  time  in  the  study  of 
the  hearings  can  obtain  the  transcript  or 
the  galley  proof  at  the  committee  room. 
Mr.   HHIi.    Mr.   President,   will   the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.    I  have  no  disposition  un- 
duly to  delay  this  matter,  but  I  cer- 
tainly agree  with  the  dlstlngiiished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada.    We  must  have  the 
hearings  before  us  and  we  must  have 
some    opportunity    to    examine    them. 
Questions  were  raised  In  the  hearings 
which  had  not  been  raised  previously. 
Some  very  Interesting  testimony  was  de- 
veloped In  the  hearings  which  was  not 
given  In  prior  hearings.     So  the  printed 
hearings  will  be  very  useful.    We  must 
have   an   opportunity   to   examine    the 
hearings,  and  also  to  examine  the  ma- 
jority report  and   any  minority  views 
which  may  be  filed.    Unless  we  have 
the    hearings    and    an    opportunity    to 
examine  them,  I  do  not  think  we  can 
save  very  much  time.    We  would  have 
to  rely  on  the  old  hearings;  and  when 
the  new  hearings  became  available,  we 
would  have  to  make  use  of  them. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  Prior  to  the  time 
the  discussion  of  the  joint  resolution  be- 
gins, I  think  I  should  say  that  the  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  committee, 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur- 
ray! was  compelled  to  spend  a  good  deal 
of  time  In  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare.  During  that  Ome,  it  fell 
to  my  lot  to  participate  In  the  discussion 
In  the  committee.  I  wovild  not  want  the 
Joint  resolution  as  reported  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  to  be 
presented  without  expressing  the  appre- 
ciation of  all  members  of  the  committee 
for  the  very  splendid  way  in  which  he 
conducted  the  hearings.     He  was  uni- 


formly fair.  We  have  enjoyed  very 
much  working  with  him.  I  hope  we 
may  continue  in  the  same  spirit,  and 
that  we  will  not  proceed  to  rapidly  to  a 
discussion  of  the  joint  resolution.  I 
think  we  should  have  an  oportunity  to 
examine  the  hearings.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  hopes  there  will 
be  such  an  opportunity. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  express  my  appre- 
ciation for  the  very  complimentary  re- 
marks made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico. 

The  Senate  should  have  an  opportu- 
nity to  advise  itself  before  the  debate.  I 
realize  that  this  is  a  situation  in  which 
perhaps  an  exception  may  have  to  be 
made,  for  a  day  or  so.  I  regret  the  ex- 
ception, even  to  that  extent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  that 
the  report  of  the  committee,  and  minor- 
ity views,  on  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  13)  may  be  submitted  early  next 
week?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  CORDON  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
speak  for  not  more  than  3  minutes  in 
order  to  make  a  further  statement  with 
respect  to  the  so-called  tidelands  joint 
resolution,  and  to  cover  certain  material 
to  which  I  neglected  to  refer  in  my  pre- 
vious statement,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  my  remarks  may  be  printed 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  previous  state- 
ment on  the  same  subject. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  that 
he  may  proceed  for  not  more  than  3  min- 
utes and  that  his  statement  be  printed 
as  a  part  of  his  previous  statement  on 
the  same  subject?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Senator  may  proceed  for 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  hearings  were  in  progress  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13,  departments  of  the 
Government  representing  the  adminis- 
tration appeared  before  the  committee 
and  requested  that  in  any  measure  re- 
ported by  the  committee  there  be  in- 
cluded a  title  dealing  with  and  provid- 
ing for  the  mechanics  of  the  adminis- 
tration by  the  Government  of  the  sub- 
soil and  sea  bed  of  the  outer  portion  of 
the  Continental  Shelf,  or  that  portion 
lying  beyond  the  statutory  boundary 
lines  of  the  Slates. 

The  committee  went  Into  the  subject 
and  endeavored  to  meet  the  request.  It 
made  a  considerable  study  of  the  subject, 
and  encountered  some  serious  legal  ques- 
tions because  of  the  peculiar  political  and 
legal  status  of  the  portion  of  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  adverted  to. 

The  committee  felt  that  the  portion 
of  the  bill  consisting  of  titles  I  and  II, 
comprehending  the  Holland  bill,  be  re- 
ported at  this  time,  but  that  further 
study  should  be  given  to  the  matter  of 
implementing  the  Presidential  procla- 
mation and,  we  hope,  its  confirmation 
by  Congress. 

In  order  to  do  that,  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  was  divided  into  two  sections.  I 
wish  to  make  a  public  statement  now  to 
assure  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  that 
the  committee  is  going  forward  Imme- 


diately with  the  consideration  of  the  sec- 
ond, or  additional,  problem  Involved,  and 
it  is  the  view  of  the  acting  chairman 
In  considering  the  matter  that  a  report 
on  it  should  be  made  to  the  Senate  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  so  that  an 
appropriate  measure  may  have  consider- 
ation and  be  passed  by  Congress. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MALONE: 

S.  1463.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  coinage  of 
50-cent  pieces  depicting  the  Hoover  Dam; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

S.  1464.  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Zar- 
rabe;   and 

S.  1465.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lucille 
(Swett)  Brown;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TAFT: 

S.  1466.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Shlzue  Arakl 
Mraz:  and 

S.  1467.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patrlcli  De- 
Tine;    to    the   Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 

8.  1468.  A  bill  to  require  that  the  motto 
"In  God  Vfe  Trust"  appear  on  all  postage 
stamps  printed  after  June  30,  1963;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Poma  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  whleh  api>ear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas : 

8.  1469.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pier  Luigl 
Broghesi  Stewart;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas 
when   he   introduced   the   above  bill,   which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.   KEPAUVER: 

8.  1470.  A  bill  to  provide  for  voluntary 
coverage  under  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  system  for  lawyers  and  doc- 
tors engaged  in  the  practice  of  their  profes- 
sions: to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  BRICKER: 

8.  1471.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Patrick 
Devine:  and 

S.  1472.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Krikor  V. 
Goekjian;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Baicxn  when  he 
introduced    the    above    bills,    which    appear 
under  separate  headings.) 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 

8.  1473.  A  bin  to  authorize  loans  to  own- 
ers of  housing  accommodations  on  farms 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  acquisi- 
tion of  adequate  facilities  for  providing  and 
using  water  In  such  accommodations:  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By   Mr.    MARTIN: 

8.  1474.  A  bill  authorizing  the  issuance  of 
a  special  series  of  postage  stamps  in  com- 
memoration of  the  one  hundred  and  six- 
tieth anniversary  of  the  birth  of  President 
James  Buchanan;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.   LEHMAN: 

8.  1475.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kazimlera 
Klraga;  and 

8.  1476.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Baranczak;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WILEY: 

8  1477.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gerhard 
Nlcklaus;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
8.  1478.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Chung 
Keun  Lee  (Thing  Kuen  Lee);  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   the  Judiciary. 
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A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vera  Ivano- 


By  Mr.  8ALTON8TALL  (by  requert) : 

8.  1479.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Silva  De  OUvelra;  tC'  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BUTLER  at  Maryland: 

8.  1480.  A  bUl  to  relinquish  the  ezcltxslve 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  Statee  oyer  Fed- 
eral lands  within  thii  State  of  Maryland,  and 
to  provide  that  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Maryland  shall  hereafter  exercise 
concurrent  Jurisdiction  oyer  such  lands;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  hbr.  MAYBANK: 

8.  1481.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  recognise  the  high  public  tenrice 
rendered  by  MaJ.  Walter  Reed  and  thoae  as- 
sociated with  him  in  the  discoTery  of  the 
cause  and  means  ol  transmission  of  yellow 
fever";  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 

8  1482.  A  bill  to  provide  that  all  United 
States  postage  stamps  bear  the  inscription 
"In  God  We  Trust' ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civli  Service. 

S.  1483  (by  request) .  A  bill  authorising  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  laaue  a  patent  in 
fee  to  George  Scott;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 

8.  1484.  A  bill  to  lu-ovlde  for  the  reinstate- 
ment or  reissuance  of  certain  national  serv- 
ice life  insurance  policies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

8.  1485.  A  blU  to  l.aerease  the  rates  of  com- 
pensation payable  to  veterans  for  service- 
connected  disability  or  death,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

8.  1486.  A  bUl  foi  the  relief  of  Robert  J. 
McGarry; 

S.  1487. 
vich; 

S.  1488.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gerda 
Graupner;   and 

S  1489.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hella  Wol- 
ter;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BPAEKMAN: 

8.  1490.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  David  Malsel 
(David  Majzel)  and  Bertha  Maisel  (Berta 
Pleschansky  Majsel);  to  the  Committee  on 

the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  BAiarrr) : 

S  1491.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  revision 
of  the  public  land  laws  in  order  to  provide 
for  orderly  use.  Improvement,  and  develop- 
ment of  the  Federal  lands  and  to  stabilize 
the  livestock  industry  dependent  upon  the 
Federal  range,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
t&ira. 

By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON: 

8. 1493.  A  bill  to  require  the  establishment 
of  adequate  provisions  relating  to  the  ap- 
pointment or  retention  of  certain  female  Re- 
serve personnel  with  minor  or  dependent 
children;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

(See    the    remarks    of    Mr.    Hinbrickson 
when   he   introduced   the  above  blU,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 

S.  J.  Res.  60.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
an  approprif^tlon  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Interparliamen- 
tary Union  for  the  year  1953.  to  be  held  In 
Washington,  D.  C;  to  the  Committee  on  Fot- 
eign  Relations. 

By   Mr.   TAFT    (for   himself   and  Mr. 
Fehgitson)  : 

S.  J.  Res.  61.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  taxation  and 
borrowing  powers  of  the  Congress:  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


General  of  the  United  States  to  engrave 
the  motto  "In  God  We  Trust"  on  all 
United  States  postage. 

It  is  only  fitting  and  proper,  especially 
In  these  critical  years,  that  we  manifest 
our  divine  belief  in  all  things  at  all  times, 
and  the  Inclusion  of  the  motto  "In  God 
We  Trust"  on  all  of  our  postage  is  there- 
fore another  manifestation  of  our  con- 
sciousness of  His  omnipotence. 

I  have  discussed  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion with  the  Postmaster  General  and 
he  indicated  his  wholehearted  endorse- 
ment of  the  bill,  as  I  am  sure  all  who 
are  Members  of  this  group  will  do  like- 
wise. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1468)  to  require  that  the  motto  "In  God 
We  Trust"  appear  on  all  postage  stamps 
printed  after  June  30,  1953,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Potter,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


PRINTING  OF  MOTTO  "IN  GOD  WE 
TRUST"  ON  POSTAGE  STAMPS 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  reference  to  the  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  a  bill,  which 
authorizes  and  directs  the  Postmaster 


PIER  LUIGI  BORGHESI  STEWART 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  introduced  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  which,  for  the  purposes  of 
stated  sections  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  would  hold  and  consider 
the  minor  child.  Pier  Luigi  Borghesi 
Stewart,  to  be  the  natural-bom  alien 
child  of  Clarence  Eugene  and  Fannie 
Jordan  Stewart,  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Stewart,  well  known  to 
me,  have  adoptei  a  baby  in  Italy,  where 
Mr.  Stewart  is  presently  stationed  on  a 
business  assignment.  As  an  adopted 
child,  the  baby  comes  under  the  non- 
preference  immigration  quota  and  there- 
fore would  not  be  eligible  for  immigra- 
tion into  the  United  States  for  a  niunber 
of  years.  This  special  relief  bill  would 
enable  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Stewart  to  bring 
their  adopted  child  with  them  upon  their 
return  to  this  country. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1469)  for  the  relief  of  Pier  Luigi  Bor- 
ghesi Stewart,  introduced  by  Mr.  John- 
son of  Texas,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 


PATRICK  DEVINE 


At  the  expiration  of  his  enlistment  In  Au- 
gust 1953,  James  J.  Devine  and  Mrs.  Devine 
plan  to  return  to  the  United  States,  and  they 
desire  to  bring  the  child  with  them  as  their 
son. 

The  bill  would  give  the  child,  Patrick  De- 
vine,  the  status  of  a  natural -bom  aUen  chUd 
of  CT/lC  and  Mrs.  James  J.  Devine  and 
would  so  entitle  the  chUd  to  entry  Into  and 
citizenship  In  the  United  States. 

James  J.  Devine  Is  from  Hartford,  Conn. 
Mrs.  Devine,  who  served  4^  years  In  the 
WAVES,  is  from  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 


Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Patrick  Devine.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  an  explanatory 
statement  of  the  bill  by  me  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1471)  for  the  relief  of  Pat- 
rick Devine.  introduced  by  Mr.  Brickkr, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Bricker  Is  as 
follows: 

STATntKMT   BT   SXNATOa   BSICKBt 

James  J.  Devine.  who  la  serving  with  the 
Navy  at  Yokohama.  Japan,  and  living  there 
with  his  wife,  has  taken  Into  his  home  a 
3-year-old  boy  of  mixed  Japanese  and  Amer- 
ican blood.  The  child  was  placed  with  the 
Devlnes  by  Our  Lady  of  Lourdes  Orphanage 
In  Japan. 


KRIKOR  V.  GOEKJIAN 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Krikor  V.  Goekjian.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  an  explana- 
tory statement  by  me  of  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1472)  for  the  rehef  of  Kri- 
kor V.  Goekjian,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bkicker,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Brickkr  Is  as 
follows: 

STATKMXNT   BT    SSNATOB    BaiCKMM 

The  bill  woxild  grant  permanent  residence 
status  to  Krikor  V.  Goekjian,  a  young  man 
of  Greek  citizenship  and  Armenian  ancestry. 
He  is  a  resident  of  Shaker  Heights,  Ohio,  and 
presently  a  student  at  Syracuse  University, 
where  he  is  in  his  senior  year.  He  holds  a 
full-tuition   scholarship  there. 

Throughout  his  life  in  Greece,  ETthlopla, 
and  Cyprtis,  Krikor  V.  Goekjian  has  come 
under  the  Influence  of  many  Americans. 
The  principal  of  the  school  be  attended  for 
6  years  on  C3rprus  was  an  American.  In  Ad- 
dis Ababa,  Erthiopla.  Goekjian  worked  under 
Americans  in  the  Foreign  Economic  Admin- 
istration. Later  he  worked  for  a  14  years  as 
private  secretary  to  the  Director  of  Public 
Health  in  the  Ethiopian  Ministry  of  the  In- 
terior— also  an  American. 


PARTICIPATION  IN  OBSERVANCE  OP 
FOURTH  OP  JULY  1953  AT  PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PA. 

Mr.  MARTIN  submitted  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res. 
23),  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring) .  That  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  shall  participate  In  the 
Fourth  of  July  1953  oMnmemoratlve  ob- 
servance of  the  adoption  of  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  at  Independence  Hall,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa.,  and  the  rededlcatlon  of  the 
Nation  to  the  principles  upon  which  the 
United  States  was  founded.  The  Congress 
further  requests  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Governors  of  the  several 
States  and  Territories  to  be  present  on  this 
occasion.  Further  It  Is  the  hope  of  the  Con- 
gress that  this  shaU  become  an  annual  pil- 
grimage to  the  historic  grounds  where  our 
independence  was  proclaimed. 

There  is  authorized  to  attend  and  partici- 
pate on  behalf  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  a  member  from  each  State  in  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives, 
such  members  to  be  selected  on  the  basis 
of  seniority.  The  necessary  travel  expenses 
of  any  Member  of  Congress  Incidental  to  the 
performance  of  duties  and  responsibilities 
heretmder  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  particular  House  of  Congress  at 
whlcti  such  Member  Is  a  Member. 
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HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 


The  foDowlng  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred,  or 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 
indicated  : 

H.  R.  S180.  An  act  to  prorlde  for  th«  ex- 
emption from  taxatton  of  certain  tangible 
personal  property;  and 

H.  R.  3656.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  at 
Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage  Control  Act  so 
aa  to  provide  for  the  control  of  the  consump- 
tion of  alcoholic  bererages  in  certain  clubs 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

H.  R.  3J1S3.  An  act  to  amend  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Crimes  and  Criminal 
Procedure,"  with  respect  to  continuing  the 
eCTectlTenesa  of  certain  statutory  proTlslons 
until  0  months  after  the  termination  of  the 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  16. 1950;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4130.  An  act  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act. 
1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use  of 
appropriations  thereunder  to  make  payments 
to  ARO,  Inc.,  for  operation  of  the  Arnold  En- 
gineering Development  Center  after  March 
81,  1963:  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIAUB.  ARTICLES. 

ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 
Address    delivered    by    Senator    Taft    at 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  March  8.  1963.  before 
the  National  Leadership  Conference  for  the 
State  of  Israel  Bonds. 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE: 
Address  delivered  by  Senator  DotrctAs  at 
meeting  of  all  faiths  in  Chicago,  IlL.  March 
17.  1953. 

By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 
Address  delivered  by  Senator  Mobsx  at  re- 
union of  oldtimers  at  the  Waldorf  Astoria 
Hotel.  New  York  City,  on  March  20,  1953. 

Article  written  by  Marquis  Childs  dealing 
with  the  disposition  of  surplus  commodities, 
together   with   a   statement  on  the   subject 
prepared  by  Senator  Dougi.ab. 
By  Mr.  FRSAR: 
Washington  Birthday  address  delivered  by 
Robert  Sllllman  Hillyer  before  the  Giovemor 
and  the  State  Legislature  ol  Delaware. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Sermon  preached  on  March  22.  1963,  by  Dr. 
Edward  L.  R.  Elson,  minister  of  the  National 
Presbyterian  Church.  Washington.  D.  C,  on 
the  subject  "Anchors  That  Hold." 
By  Mi-.  HUNT: 
Letter   addressed   to  him   by  Mrs.   C.   C. 
Browning,  president  o*  the  Wyoming  Con- 
gress, a  branch  of  the  Natlcmal  Congress  of 
ParenU  and  Teachers,  dealing  with  the  pro- 
posed Department  of  Health.  Education,  •and 
Welfare. 

By  Ifir.  MAYBANK: 
Editorial    entitled    "Emergency   Controls" 
published  In  the  Washington  Post  of  March 
27.  1063. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 
Article  entitled   "Broad  Attack  on  Tmrta 
Problem,"    written    by    LoweU    Mellett,    and 
published  in  the  Waahlngtoo  Evening'  Star 
of  March  12.  1963. 

By  Mr.  LONG: 
Editorial  entitled  'Xeftwtngers  Would  Un- 
dermine the  President   on  the  Tldelands," 
published  In  the  Shrevepcrt  Times  of  Mkrch 
IS.   1963. 

By  Ut.  LEHMAN: 
Resolutions  relating  to  United  States  re- 
■ponslbUlty  for  world  leadership,  adopted  by 
L  Association  for  the  United  Nations. 


By  Mr.  McCLELLAN: 

Editorial  entitled  "Flood  Control,"  pub- 
lished in  the  Tezarkana  Gazette,  Thursday. 

March   12.   1953.     

By  Mr.  BRICKEB: 

Article  entitled  "Security  and  Freedom." 
written  by  A.  Blair  Knapp.  president  of  Denl- 
son  University. 

By  Mr.  BUSH: 

Editorial  entitled  "Tax  Tleform* — More 
Revenue,"  written  by  David  Lawrence,  and 
published  In  the  U.  8.  News  &  World  Report, 
March  27.  1963. 

By  Mr.    MAGNUSON: 

Article  entitled  "Federal  Construction  Con- 
tract   Bill. '    published    In   the    March    1963 
issue  of  the  Qualified  Contractor. 
By   Mr.    SPARfCMAN: 

Article  entitled  "Rebuilding  the  CEA." 
published  in  the  March  21  issue  of  Business 
Week. 

Article  enUUed  "West  Can  Beat  Peking- 
Moscow  Team  in  Asia:  Hold  in  Korea.  Indo- 
china; Use  Chiang  Forces."  published  in  the 
March  23  Issue  of  Newsweek  magazine. 


WAGE  AND  PRICE  FREEZE— EDI- 
TORIAL FROM  THE  NEW  YORK 
TIMES 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  there  ap- 
pears in  this  morning's  issue  of  the  New 
York  Times  an  editorial  entitled  "Wage 
and  Price  Freeze,"  which  analyzes  suc- 
cinctly and  most  effectively  the  present 
economic  controls  situation  where  wages 
and  prices  are  concerned.  It  Is  so  ex- 
cellent that  I  ask  to  have  it  incorjKjr- 
ated  in  the  body  of  the  Recokd  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rzcord. 
as  follows: 

Wage   and   Price   Fanan 

Hawing  just  brought  to  an  end  the  last 
vestige  of  direct  Federal  controls  over  prices. 
President  Eisenhower  has  been  notably  un- 
enthusiastic  about  congressional  suggestions 
for  continuing  his  authority  to  impose  con- 
trols after  expiration  of  the  present  law. 
However,  he  has  now  stated  through  an 
administration  spokesman  that  II  Congress 
wishes  to  give  him  the  right  to  place  a 
freeze  on  wages  and  prices  in  case  of 
emergency,  such  a  measure  "would  be  ac- 
ceptable." We  think  the  President  has 
been  wise  to  make  this  concession. 

Since  early  in  the  month  the  Senate  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  has  been  con- 
sidering three  main  alternatives:  (1)  au- 
thorization of  a  90-day  freeze  if  serious  dis- 
locations to  the  national  economic  stability 
are  threatened;  (2)  enactment  of  a  full- 
fledged  standby  price  and  wage  control  law 
which  would  permit  the  President  in  event 
of  emergency  to  put  into  effect  a  system  of 
controls  similar  to  those  In  the  expiring  De- 
fense Production  Act.  and  would  even  keep  a 
skeleton  staff  on  hand  in  case  of  need;  (3)  no 
legislation  at  all,  which  seems  to  be  the 
course  the  administration  would  prefer,  re- 
lying on  the  ability  of  Congress  to  move 
quickly  in  an  emergency  to  enact  whatever 
control  legislation  might  then  be  considered 
necessary. 

We  think  the  experience  of  the  inflationary 
price  Increases  that  immediately  followed 
the  Korean  crisis  Indicates  the  wisdom  of 
taking  speedy  action  in  such  an  emergency. 
There  is  certainly  no  inconsistency  in  being 
determined,  as  President  Eisenhower  is.  to 
keep  the  economy  as  free  as  possible  and  in 
being  ready  to  control  it  if  through  extrane- 
ous circumstances  it  should  threaten  sud- 
denly to  get  completely  out  of  hand. 

This  does  not  mean  that  there  is  any  real 
necessity  for  a  detailed  standby  control  law 
The  90-day  freese  period  would  give  Con- 
gress enough  time  to  adopt  the  necessary 
legislation,  thus  accomplishing  the  same  re- 


sult. It  Ls  impossible  to  foresee  exactly  what 
the  circumstances  will  b«  in  the  event  re- 
ImposlUon  of  price  and  wage  controls  be- 
comes necessary:  and.  as  Acting  Defense  Mo- 
bilization Director  Flemmlng  stated  in  his 
testlnusny,  a  previously  enacted  comprehen- 
sive standby  program  "might  prove  imprac- 
tical in  that  it  might  not  be  responsive  to 
the  actual  conditions  existing  at  the  time  of 
the  emergency."  Furthermore,  the  very  ex- 
istence of  such  legislation  on  the  books  could 
help  keep  alive  constant  pressure  to  put  it 
to  use  before  it  was  really  needed.  Passage 
of  the  legislation  authorising  the  President 
to  impose  a  freese  seems  to  be  a  sensible  com- 
promise, in  tlie  spirit  of  a  free  economy  but 
with  the  precautionary  foresight  necessi- 
tated by  the  critical  nature  of  our  times. 


THE  KAMCHATKA  AIRPLANE 
INCIDENT 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
days  ago  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I 
called  attention  to  what  seemed  to  me 
to  be  an  obvious  misstatement  t)y  the 
Air  Force  of  the  reasons  for  the  flight  of 
one  of  our  aircraft  which  was  attacked 
off  the  Kamchatka  Peninsula.  I  was  not 
at  liberty  to  reveal  the  sources  of  my 
information,  but  I  made  quite  plain  that 
the  airplane  was  not  there  for  the  pur- 
poses stated  in  the  Air  Force  release. 

Since  that  time  I  have  received  a  press 
release  from  a  meeting  of  the  Meteoro- 
logical Society  held  in  Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 
By  the  way,  "meteorologist"  is  derived 
from  the  Greek  and  means  "weather- 
man." and  the  meeting  in  Atlantic  City 
was  a  meeting  of  the  professional  weath- 
ermen of  the  Nation.  It  included  repre- 
sentatives from  the  United  States 
Weather  Bureau,  the  Air  Force  air 
weather  service,  the  Navy's  weather 
service  .and  other  organizations.  They 
substantiate  and  support  completely  my 
information  with  regard  to  the  falsity  of 
the  press  release  as  given  out  by  the  Air 
Force. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
statement  of  the  meteorologists  printed 
In  the  Record  at  this  point;  and  at  the 
same  time,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
entitled  "Deceiving  the  People,"  pub- 
lished in  this  morning's  Washington  Post. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  editorial  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
UsuAi.  WxATHxa  Flicht  360  Miles  Fsom  MIG 
Attack 
(By  Wadsworth  Ukely) 

Washtwcton.— II  that  actually  was  a 
weather  reconnaissance  plane  on  a  routine 
flight  at  which  Russian  MIG's  recently  shot 
off  Kamchatka  Peninsula,  It  was  at  least  360 
miles  off  course,  Science  Service  has  learned. 

The  routine  Loon  Dog  weather  flight,  flown 
out  of  Eielson  Air  Force  Base.  Fairbanks. 
Alaska,  since  1949  turns  back  close  to  Attu 
in  the  Aleutians,  a  point  360  miles  almost 
due  east  from  the  point  25  miles  off  the 
Soviet  coast  where  the  attack  took  place. 

This  confirmed  doubts  expressed  unoffl- 
cially  at  a  meeting  In  Atlantic  City.  N.  J, 
of  the  Nation's  top  weathermen  that  the 
RB-50  plane  was  actually  on  a  routine 
weather  reconnaissance  as  claimed  by  the 
Air  Force. 

Meteorologists  of  the  United  States 
Weather  Bureau,  the  Air  Force  Air  Weather 
Service,  and  the  Navy's  Weather  Service  at- 
tending the  meeUng  of  the  American  Meteor- 
ological Society  all  scoffed  at  the  Air  Force's 
explanation  of  the  reason  for  the  big  recon- 
naissance  bomber's  presence  Just  25   miles 
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off  the  Soviet  coast  of  Kamchatka.  They 
pointed  out  that  no  routine  weather  obser- 
vations are  received  from  that  area,  that 
RB  50'a  are  not  used  as  weather  reconnais- 
sance planes,  and  that  weather  reconnais- 
sance planes  are  not  armed. 

The  routine  weather  fUght  from  Alaska 
which  comes  nearest  the  point  of  attack  Is 
that  called  Loon  Dog.  This  has  been  flown 
almost  daily  since  about  1949.  It  was  last 
described  in  the  Air  Force  Air  Weather  Serv- 
ice's Letter  55-12  of  March  1952.  It  goes 
from  Eielson  to  Nome  to  63°  north  and  171° 
east,  to  St.  Paul  Island,  to  Bethel  Island, 
and  back  to  Eielson  at  Fairbanks.  The 
RB-50  was  attacked  at  58*  north  and  161* 
east — 10*.  or  about  360  miles,  farther  west 
than  the  farthest  west  point  on  Loon  Dog 
flight. 

Senator  Ralph  E.  Flakdzbs.  Republican,  of 
Vermont,  declared  on  the  Senate  floor  that 
the  official  Air  Force  version  of  the  reason 
for  the  presence  of  the  plane  so  close  to 
Soviet  territory  was  preposterous. 

There  is  an  alternative  flight  called  Loon 
Echo.  It  goes  from  Anchorage,  out  to  Attu, 
then  back.  A  plane  on  this  flight  would 
also  be  360  to  400  miles  off  course  if  it  got 
to  the  point  where  the  RB-60  was  attacked. 

The  belief  was  expressed  to  Science  Serv- 
ice that,  while  navigation  is  difficult  in  the 
Alaskan-Aleutian  area,  it  isn't  that  bad. 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  March  27, 
1953) 

DrcDviMa  ths  Peopli 

Senator  Flandies  has  raised  an  extremely 
serious  moral  issue  respecting  the  assorted 
protests  over  the  most  recent  plane  inci- 
dent near  Siberia.  The  question  is  simply 
whether  the  American  people  are  being  told 
the  truth. 

According  to  the  Air  Force  account — 
backed  by  the  State  Department  protest 
which  the  Russians  rejected — an  American 
B  50  boml>er  was  attacked  by  a  Russian 
MIO  fighter  some  25  mUes  off  the  Siberian 
coast.  Technically,  this  may  have  been  the 
case.  But  Senator  Flandees  charged  that 
the  American  B-50  was  not  there  on  a  rou- 
tine weather  mission,  as  the  Air  Force  main- 
tained. Most  weather  flights,  he  noted,  do 
not  go  within  400  mUee  of  Kamchatka. 

Now,  in  the  kind  of  cold  war  we  have 
been  fighting,  border  violations  by  both  sides 
have  been  fairly  frequent.  Russian  recon- 
naissance planes  have  been  reported  over 
Alaska,  and  it  would  be  surprising.  Indeed, 
If  we  were  not  similarly  conducting  recon- 
naissance over  Soviet  territory.  Sometimes 
the  flights  have  resulted  in  Incidents,  as  in 
the  Baltic  several  years  ago;  sometimes  they 
have  gone  officially  unnoticed.  These  opera- 
tions may  well  be  a  necessary  concomitant 
of  the  cold  war.  Just  as  certain  clandestine 
psychological  activities  have  been  accepted. 

What  is  objectionable  is  the  poee  of  in- 
jured Innocence  when  our  hand  is  called  in 
such  operations.  This  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  definition  of  borders  In  interna- 
tional law — a  point  on  which  we  must,  of 
course,  maintain  our  rights.  But  it  has  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  the  integrity  of  their  own  Qovem- 
ment.  What  would  be  the  reaction,  for  ex- 
ample, if  we  should  become  embroiled  in  a 
shooting  war  as  the  result  of  such  an  inci- 
dent and  Americans  learned  that  their  own 
Goverument  had  been  waging  what  Senator 
Flandees  called  psychological  warfare  on  ths 
people  of  the  United  States? 

As  Senator  Flandees  observed,  there  are 
two  honest  and  honorable  courses,  assum- 
ing that  such  episodes  will  continue.  One 
Is  for  the  Air  Force  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  tell  the  truth.  The  other  is  to 
say  nothing.  Certainly  both  Congress  and 
the  public  have  a  right  to  insist  that  their 
own  Government  will  not  deliberately  de- 
ceive them. 


GREEK  INDEPENDENCE  DAY 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  a  statement  which  I  have  pre- 
pared on  the  132d  anniversary  of  the 
declaration  of  the  Greek  War  of  Inde- 
pendence. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Gbexk  Independence   Day,   Maech   25,    1953 

March  25  marked  the  132d  anniversary  of 
the  declaration  of  the  Greek  War  of  Inde- 
pendence. 

One  hundred  and  thirty-two  years  ago  on 
that  day  the  Archbishop  of  Patras,  Ger- 
manos.  raised  the  flag  of  Greek  insurrection 
and  blessed  the  struggle  of  the  Hellenes  for 
regaining   their   national   Independence. 

The  gallant  deeds  of  such  heroes  of  the 
Greek  War  of  lnde;>endence  as  Canarls, 
Kolocotronls,  Mlaoulls.  and  Karaiskakis, 
were  comparable  to  those  of  the  great  heroes 
of  antiquity;  Leonidas.  MUtiades.  and 
Themlstocies  and  gave  additional  proof  that 
the  modern  Greeks  are  genuine  descendants 
of  their  glorious  ancestors. 

Again  in  recent  times  the  Greeks  have 
shown  their  great  devotion  to  the  Hellenic 
Ideals  of  freedom  and  dignity  of  the  indi- 
vidual. When  the  Nazi  and  Fascist  forces 
of  darkness  attacked  Greece,  the  gallant 
Hellenes  defended  their  freedom  and  inde- 
pendence most  heroically  and  were  the  flrst 
to  exploit  the  myth  of  Axis  invincibility 
when  they  routed  Mussolini's  vaunted  le- 
gions. And  when  later  the  Communist 
threat  reared  its  ugly  head  within  Greece 
the  gallant  Balkan  country  spared  no  effort 
or  sacrifice  in  defending  its  freedom.  A 
Greek  contingent  is  now  fighting  violently 
in  Korea  for  world  freedom,  and  the  partici- 
pation of  Greece  in  NATO  preparations  for 
the  defense  of  the  free  world  clearly  indi- 
cates the  determination  of  the  Hellenes  to 
help  deter  further  Conununist  imperialist 
aggression. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  why  we 
rejoice  on  the  occasion  of  this  auspicious 
anniversary  of  the  Greek  War  of  Independ- 
ence, and  we  send  greetings  and  felicitations 
to  the  gallant  people  of  Greece,  as  well  as  to 
our  Americans  of  Hellenic  descent  who  have 
contributed  so  much  to  the  progress  and 
welfare  of  America. 


TEMPORARY  CONSTRUCTION  WORK 
ON  CAPITOL  GROUNDS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  229)  authorizing  the  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  to  permit  certain  tem- 
porary construction  work  on  the  Capitol 
grounds  in  connection  with  the  erection 
of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto,  which  was  read 
twice  by  its  title. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  229. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  similar 
joint  resolutions  were  introduced  in  the 
House  and  in  the  Senate.  The  House 
has  already  acted  on  its  joint  resolu- 
tion. The  Committee  on  Public  Works 
of  the  Senate  unanimously  reported  a 
similar  joint  resolution,  which  is  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  59.  A  labor  organiza- 
tion wishes  to  erect  a  permanent  na- 


tional headquarters  on  land  adjacent  to 
Federal  land.  There  is  the  danger  of 
some  subsidence,  and  the  desire  is  to 
fully  protect  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  If  the  Joint  resolution 
is  not  passed  the  erection  of  the  building 
may  be  held  up  for  some  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Do  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to 
say  that  the  joint  resolution  is  now  on 
the  Senate  Calendar? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  A  similar  Senate  joint 
resolution  is  now  on  the  Senate  Calendar. 
The  joint  resolution  which  is  now  be- 
fore the  Senate  was  passed  by  the  House. 
In  order  to  facilitate  matters.  I  ask 
that  the  Senate  act  on  the  House  joint 
resolution,  which  is  the  same  as  the 
Senate  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Are  the 
joint  resolutions  identical  in  language? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Yes;  and  the  Senate 
joint  resolution  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
joint  resolution  is  before  the  Senate  and 
open  to  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
amendment  to  be  offered,  the  question 
is  on  the  third  reading  and  passage  of 
the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  229) 
was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Recobd  at  this  point 
a  statement  which  briefly  clarifies  the 
situation  a  little  further. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Supplzmentabt  Statement  on  Senate  Joimt 
RESOLtmoN  59 

Inquiries  have  been  made  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Worlcs  as  to  the  relation  of 
section  2  of  the  bill  which  relieves  the  United 
States  from  any  llabUity,  claim,  or  expense 
arising  from  the  proposed  work,  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Tort  Claims  Act,  Tucker  Act, 
and  other  legislation  under  which  the  United 
States  may  be  sued.  I  should  like  to  make  it 
clear  that  section  2  of  this  biU  is  Intended 
to  remove  all  possibUity  that  the  United 
States  may  be  sued  in  this  instance  under 
the  authcwity  of  the  latter  statutes. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  59  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  59 
is  indefinitely  postponed. 


CONSIDERATION  OP  CERTAIN 
NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  imanimous  consent  agree- 
ment, I  ask  that  the  Senate  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  nominations 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  other  than 
that  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar  following  the  Bohlen 
nomination. 
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DUrrED  STATES  ATTORNEY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  J.  Edward  Lombard  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  southern  district 
of  New  York. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempwe.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Walter  S.  Robertson  to  be  an  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  State. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

GUAM 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Ford  Q.  ElTidge  to  be  Qovemor  of 
Guam. 

The  PRESroENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  President  be 
inmiediately  notified  of  the  confirmation 
of  the  three  nomlnatiORS. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied of  the  confirmations  forthwitli. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  and  withdrawing 
the  nomination  of  Wilson  L.  Townsend. 
of  Maryland,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington,  which  nominating 
messages  were  i  ferred  to  the  appro- 
priate committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


NOMINATION  OF  CHARLES  E. 
BOHLEN 

TJie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  siiggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Anderson 

Eastland 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Barrett 

Eiiender 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Beall 

Ferguson 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Bennett 

Flanders 

Kefauver 

Brlcker 

Frear 

Kennedy 

Bridges 

Pulbrlght 

Kerr 

Bush 

OUlettc 

KUgore 

BuUer,  VUL. 

Ooldwater 

Knowland 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Gore 

Kuchel 

Byrd 

Oreen 

Lehman 

Capehart 

Oris  wold 

Long 

Carlson 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

Case 

RendiickEOn 

Malone 

Chavez 

Hennlngs 

Ifansfleld 

Cooper 

Hlckeniooper 

Martin 

Cordon 

Hill 

Maybank 

Daniel 

Hoey 

McCarran 

Dlrksen 

Holland 

McCarthy 

Douglas 

Hvmt 

McCleUan 

Duff 

Ives 

Mllllian 

Dworaiiak 

Jackson 

Morse 

Mundt 

Saltonstan 

Thye 

Murray 

Bchoeppel 

Tobey 

Neely 

Smathera 

Watklna 

Pastore 

Smith,  Maine 

Walker 

Payne 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Wiley 

Potter 

WUllama 

Purtell 

Stennia 

Touns 

Robertson 

Symington 

RusseU 

Taft 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  AikknI 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Langer]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jkn- 
KERl  Is  absent  on  official  business. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Ci.KMnrTs]  and  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  GEoacK]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Monronet],  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith  J,  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is,  Will  the  Senate  advise 
and  consent  to  the  nomination  of 
Charles  E.  Bohlen  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  is 
entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  that  I  have  in  my  hand 
communications  from  Mr.  Joseph  C. 
Grew,  speaking  for  himself  and  Mr. 
Norman  Armour,  who  is  in  New  Jersey 
at  the  present  time,  and  a  statement 
from  Mr.  Hugh  Gibson,  with  regard  to 
their  respective  understandings  of  the 
so-called  three-man  group  who  were 
asked  to  advLse  on  diplomatic  appoint- 
ments. I  ask  the  Senator  whether  he 
would  prefer  to  yield  to  me,  to  enable  me 
to  insert  these  communications  in  the 
Record  now,  or  would  prefer  to  have  me 
wait  until  he  finishes  his  remarks.  I 
shall  do  as  the  Senator  requests. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  be  very  glad 
to  have  the  Senate  ■  insert  them  now; 
but  I  do  want  to  make  reference  to 
Hugh  Gibson's  statement  later  on  in  the 
course  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  in  light  of  the  statement  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho,  I 
will  make  a  brief  explanation  and  read 
these  communications  into  the  Record 
in  order  that  they  may  be  before  the 
Senate  during  the  debate  today. 

I  may  say  that  because  of  a  committee 
meeting  I  was,  unfortunately,  unable  to 
be  present  throughout  the  entire  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate  on  Wednesday.  At 
that  time  there  was  a  hearing  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. Following  that  meeting  I  returned 
to  the  Senate,  at  which  time  the  ques- 
tion of  Mr.  Gibson's  statement  was  being 
discussed. 

As  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Grew,  and  Mr. 
Armour  all  happen  to  be  close  personal 
friends  of  mine,   I  immediately  called 


Mr.  Gibson  and  then  Mr.  Grew.  On  the 
same  evening  Mr.  Grew  called  Mr. 
Armoiu'  in  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Armour 
later  called  me  at  my  apartment  at  the 
Wardman  Park  HoteL  During  the  past 
2  days  I  have  been  discussing  this  whole 
question  with  these  gentlemen.  I  said 
to  them  that  I  did  not  wish  to  quote 
any  of  them  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
but  that  I  would  be  very  happy,  if  they 
saw  fit  to  send  me  communications  re- 
garding this  matter,  to  read  the  com- 
munications to  the  Senate  in  order  that 
the  position  of  each  of  them  could  be 
understood.  Therefore,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  I  shall 
read  the  communications. 

First,  Mr.  President,  I  shall  read  a 
letter,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  from 
Hon.  Joseph  C.  Grew,  dated  March  28. 
1953,  addressed  tome.    The  letter  reads: 

Washikotoiv.  D.  C,  March  26.  19S3. 
Hon.  H.  ALcxAinxs  Smith. 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dcak  8i:irAToa:  I  am  glad  to  have  had 
our  telephone  talka  today  because  I  should 
like  to  do  anything  possible  to  clear  up  the 
misunderstandings  regarding  the  Bohlen 
appointment.  As  Hugh  Gibson,  Norman 
Armour,  and  I  kept  no  records  of  our  dis- 
cussions when  asked  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  suggest  the  names  of  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officers  for  appointment  to  vacant  diplo- 
matic poets,  we  must  rely  on  our  Individual 
recollections  ot  what  transpired. 

My  reooUectlon,  which  is  fully  shared  by 
Norman  Armour,  with  whom  I  have  today 
talked  on  the  telephone.  Is  that  we  were 
given  to  understand  that  Bohlen  was  being 
favorably  considered  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Embassy  In  Moscow.  Armour 
and  I  each  said  that  we  thought  Bohlen  the 
best  possible  man  for  the  Job.  His  name  was 
therefore  placed  on  our  list,  which  we  sub- 
mitted to  Mr.  DuUes  with  a  letter  signed  by 
all  of  VLB  when  our  work  was  finished. 

In  order  to  make  the  list  complete,  we 
entered  In  It  the  names  of  3  or  4 
nonaervlce  people  whose  selection  for  certain 
posts  we  were  Informed  had  already  been 
decided  upon.  We,  however,  made  It  clear 
to  Mr.  DuUes  that  we  were  not  competent 
to  recommend  noncareer  appointments.  We 
entered  Bohlen 's  name  on  the  list  as  a 
Foreign  Service  officer. 

As  you  have  already  talked  to  Gibson  and 
have  learned  his  understanding  of  the  facts, 
I  do  not  need  to  speak  for  him. 

It  will  be  a  great  satisfaction  to  all  of  us 
to  have  this  whole  problem  cleared  up. 

With  beet  regards. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Joseph  C  Garw. 

As  I  said,  I  talked  with  Mr.  Gibson, 
and  yesterday  morning  I  called  him 
again.  He  asked  me  whether  I  would 
lunch  with  him  at  the  Mayflower,  which  I 
did.  I  spent  2  hours  with  him;  but,  as 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Grew,  I  told  him  I 
should  prefer  not  to  endeavor  to  quote 
him  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  I  did 
ask  him  whether  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  send  me  a  statement  of  what 
he  had  said  to  me,  and  of  what  his  un- 
derstanding was  of  the  conference  with 
the  Secretary  of  State.  I  now  have  in 
my  hand  a  letter  from  Hugh  Gibson  en- 
closing a  memorandum  entitled  "Memo- 
randum to  Senator  Smith  of  New 
Jersey." 

I  shall  first  read  for  the  Record  his 
letter,  then  I  shall  read  the  memoran- 
dum. I  have  kno-wn  Mr.  Gibson  very 
well.      I  have  known  him  since  World 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2375 


War  I,  so  he  addresses  me  informally, 
"Dear  Alec."    His  letter  reads: 

Washington,  D.  C.  March  29,  1953. 
The  Honorable  H.  Alxzandb  Smith, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbak  Alkc:  I  am  aorry  It  has  taken  so 
long  to  prepare  the  meoKMranduni  which  I 
promised  to  send  you  this  afternoon.  Bow- 
ever.  I  hope  it  wUl  meet    your  wishes. 

At  the  risk  of  being  repetitious  I  would 
like  to  emphasize  what  I  told  you  today  that 
when  you  read  the  memorandum  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate — 

I  may  say  in  that  connection  that  I 
read  to  him  the  excerpts  from  the  Con- 
GRESsioHAL  Rccofto  In  wblch  he  was  men- 
tioned— 

I  would  be  most  grateful  if  you  would 
make  It  abundantly  clear  that  I  have  asked 
you  to  stress  the  fact  that  I  want  it  clearly 
understood  that  whUe  my  memory  may 
differ  from  statements  which  have  been 
made  on  the  subject.  I  particularly  wish  that 
this  should  not  be  considered  to  Impugn  the 
good  faith  and  Integrity  of  those  who  have 
made  statements  with  which  I  cannot 
express  full  agreement.  When  I  came  down 
here  In  January  It  was  with  a  desire  to  be 
helpful  to  Poeter  Ehillee.  for  whom  I  have  a 
long-standing  friendship.  alTectlon.  and  re- 
spect, and  I  shovLld  be  deeply  distressed  If 
any  differences  which  have  since  arisen 
should  lead  to  misinterpretation  reflecting 
upon  him  or  anybody  else. 

I  am  very  grateful  to  you  for  having  taken 
time  today  to  go  into  this  so  fully  with  me. 
and  I  am  stire  that  your  intervention  will 
help  to  clear  the  atmosphere. 
Tours. 

Hugh  Gibson. 

Mr.  Gibson  asked  me  if  I  would  read 
that  letter  in  coimection  with  his  state- 
ment, so  that  his  approach  would  be 
thoroughly  understood  by  everyone. 
The  memorandum,  dated  March  26, 1953, 
reads: 

MEMORANDtTM  TO  SkNATOB  SMTrH  PkOM  HVGB 

Gibson 

Masch  20.  1953. 

On  Saturday,  January  34,  as  I  was  prepar- 
ing to  leave  for  New  York  en  route  to  Canada, 
I  was  requested  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
John  Poster  Dulles,  to  take  part,  together 
with  Mr.  Norman  Armour  and  Mr.  Joseph  C. 
Grew,  In  advising  the  Secretary  on  some 
diplomatic  appointments.  I  was  glad  to  do 
this  because  of  my  longstanding  friendship 
for  him  and  I  canceled  my  travel  arrange- 
ments and  reported  to  him  on  the  morning 
of  Monday.  January  36,  together  with  Mr. 
Armour  and  Mr.  Grew. 

The  Secretary  received  us  In  his  office  and 
laid  out  for  us  the  work  he  had  In  mind.  He 
indicated  seven  vacancies  which  he  con- 
sidered should  be  filled  first  before  his  de- 
parture later  In  the  week. 

He  then  stated  that  a  certain  number  of 
pnsts,  namely,  London.  Paris,  Rome,  Madrid, 
and  Bonn  had  already  been  settled,  and  that 
we  were  not  to  concern  ourselves  with  them. 
He  added,  as  I  recall,  that  he  intended  to  send 
Mr.  Charles  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Moscow. 
I  recall  that  Mr.  Grew,  under  whom  Mr. 
Bohlen  had  served,  and  also  Mr.  Armour,  ex- 
pressed their  strong  approval.  I  did  not  feel 
qualified  to  express  an  opinion,  to  recom- 
mend or  oppose,  as  I  hardly  knew  Mr.  Bohlen 
personally,  having  met  him  only  three  times 
casually. 

We  worked  for  4  ^ays.  and  on  Thursday, 
January  29,  we  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
the  list  of  7  recommendations  he  had  re- 
quested. This  was  supplemented  by  a  list 
of  all  diplomatic  posts  and  opposite  each 
post  was  placed  the  name  of  a  possible  dip- 
lomatic service  csndldate.  Among  these  ap- 
peared the  namef  of  those  whom  the  Secre- 
tary had  Informe-J  us  he  had  decided  to  ap- 
point.  Including    Mr.    Bohlen.    Having   re- 


frained from  comment  when  the  Secretary 
Informed  us  verbally  <rf  his  Intention  to  ap- 
point Mr.  Bohlen.  I  saw  no  purpose  In  raising 
dllBcultles  any  more  than  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Aldrlch  or  Mrs.  Luce. 

In  acceding  to  the  request  of  my  friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  to  assist  in  making 
lists  of  candidates  for  appointments  to  For- 
eign Service  poets,  and  placing  my  past  ex- 
perience and  personal  acquaintance  with 
some  of  the  candidates  at  his  disposal,  I 
never  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  I  was  merely 
offering  him  my  advice  to  facUltate  his  task 
of  making  the  final  decisions  for  which  he  as 
Secretary  of  State  would  alone  be  respon- 
sible. 

As  I  have  stated,  Mr.  President,  our 
conversation  was  at  some  length;  I  was 
unwilling  to  quote  any  of  the  gentlemen, 
because  my  memory  might  have  been 
faulty,  and,  therefore,  I  requested  that 
they  put  in  writing  the  messages  they 
wished  to  give  to  the  Senate  as  to  their 
position. 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
for  permitting  me  to  insert  Uiese  items 
in  the  Record  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
briefly  to  me? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  two  recent  edito- 
rials concerning  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Charles  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  The  views  expressed  in  these 
editorials  are  consistent  with  my  state- 
ment on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
Wednesday,  March  25,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Baltimore  Evening  Sun  of 
March  24,  1953] 

According  to  Plan 
Everything  that  the  administration  and  its 
supporters  in  the  Senate  have  done  up  to  now 
about  the  Bohlen  appointment  has  been  in 
accord  with  the  principles  laid  down  in  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower's  state  of  the  Union  address 
to  Congress  on  February  2. 

In  that  message  the  President  took  the  po- 
sition that  the  primary  responslbUlty  for 
keeping  out  the  disloyal  and  the  dangerous 
rests  squarely  on  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  His  further  explanation  that 
the  executive  branch  invited  disorder  and 
oonfiislon  when  it  so  conducted  itself  as  to 
require  poUcing  by  another  arm  of  the  Gov- 
ernment seemed  to  imply  that  he  would  pre- 
fer not  to  have  Congress  Interfere  in  a  purely 
executive  function. 

The  President  went  on  to  insist  that  he 
was  determined  to  meet  the  responslbUlty  of 
the  Executive  for  security  and  that  he  had 
instriicted  all  agencies  to  initiate  programs 
to  this  end.  He  also  declared  that  the  meas- 
ures to  be  taken  would  have  two  piirpoees: 
First,  "to  make  certain  that  this  Nation's 
security  is  not  Jeopardized  by  false  servants," 
and  second,  "to  clear  the  atmosphere  of  that 
unreasoned  suspicion  that  accepts  rumor  and 
gossip  as  substitutes  for  evidence." 

The  Bohlen  appointment  has  been  han- 
dled strictly  in  accordance  with  these  prin- 
ciples. Mr.  Dulles  had  all  necessary  investi- 
gations of  Mr.  Bohlen's  fitness  made,  and 
then  accepted  the  responslbUlty  for  the  ap- 
pointee's loyalty  and  discretion.  The  Presi- 
dent, as  head  of  the  executive  branch,  backed 
him  up  but  took  the  precaution  to  constilt 
the  Attorney  General,  who  was  of  the  same 
mind  as  Mr.  Dulles.  All  this  was  in  con- 
sonance with  President  Elsenhower's  declara- 
tion as  to  the  duty  of  the  executive  branch. 

Having  assumed  full  responslbUlty,  the 
President  and  Mr.  Dulles  have  stood  their 


ground  firmly  when  challenged  by  a  few 
members  of  the  Senate.  This  is  in  acctsxl- 
ance  with  the  President's  idea  thtft  If  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  acts  It  la 
only  likely  to  confuse  things  to  have  the  leg- 
islative branch  step  in  and  try  to  go  over 
the  same  ground.  Fortvmately,  Senator  Taft 
and  most  of  the  other  RepubUcan  leaden 
In  the  Senate  have  stood  by  the  adminis- 
tration on  this  matter,  with  the  result  that 
the  principle  Is  by  way  of  gaining  acceptance. 
Finally,  it  shotUd  be  noted  that  while  tak- 
ing all  necessary  precautions.  Secretary 
Dulles  reftised  to  be  moved  in  his  Judgment 
on  Mr.  Bohlen  by  rumor  or  suiqjlcion.  He 
made  up  his  mind  by  reference  to  what  he 
considers  evidence.  Whether  he  reached  the 
proper  conclusion  on  the  evidence,  those  who 
have  not  seen  the  record  cannot  know.  But 
it  may  at  least  be  said  that  if  the  rules  laid 
down  by  the  President  in  February  are  to 
have  any  validity,  it  Is  Secretary  EmUes  who 
Ls  the  man  to  make  the  decisions. 

[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  at 
March  25,  1953] 
Mr.  Bohlen's  Filb 
There  is  no  denying  that  a  certain  risk  is 
involved  in  permitting  even  Senators  Tatt 
and  Spasuman  to  read  the  FBI  summary  of 
the  Charles  E.  Bohlen  fUe.  Fcnr  despite  Sec- 
retary Dulles'  disclaimers,  it  sets  a  precedent 
of  a  sort.  It  wUl  not  be  as  easy  as  Mr.  Dulles 
seems  to  think  to  take  the  position  that  It  la 
all  right  to  do  this  for  Messrs.  Taft  and 
Spaxkman,  but  that  a  slmUar  request  from 
say.  Senator  McCastht,  as  chairman  of  th« 
Conunlttee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments,  can  be  refused.  It  is  essential, 
however,  that  the  Information  from  the  FBI 
files  not  be  made  avaUable  to  everybody  who 
asks  to  see  it.  This  would  be  one  sure  way 
of  destro3ring  the  FBI  and  wrecking  the  repu- 
tation of  many  an  innocent  person. 

If  there  are  these  disadvantages,  however, 
there  are  also  compensating  benefits  in  the 
Bohlen  case. 

One  of  these  benefits  Is  to  nafl  Senator 
McCaxtht  to  the  mast.  He  has  been  im- 
plying that  he  has  seen  the  Bohlen  fUe,  or  at 
least  that  he  knovra  what  is  in  it.  He  has 
also  said  that  the  evidence  in  the  file  dis- 
qualifies Mr.  Bohlen.  Only  last  week  he  was 
saying  that  President  Elsenhower  would  with- 
draw the  Bohlen  nomination  If  he  would 
read  the  file. 

Now  Senators  Tatt  and  Sparkmah  have 
read  the  summary.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  FBI 
Director,  has  assured  them  that  the  sum- 
mary faithfully  reflects  the  contents  oC  the 
file  Itself.  On  this  basis,  the  Senators  have 
stated  that  Mr.  Dulles  gave  a  complete  and 
accurate  report  of  the  summary  to  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  befwe  that 
group  voted  unanimously  to  recommend  the 
Bohlen  nomination. 

So  where  does  this  leave  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy and  those  Senators  who  trail  along 
with  him?  Very  much  out  on  the  Umb,  it 
would  seem.  In  this  instance,  the  question 
•  narrows  down  to  whether  one  is  going  to  be- 
lieve Senator  McCarthy  or  whether  one  Is 
going  to  believe  President  Eisenhower,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  Senators  Taft  and  Sparkman, 
and  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

Most  of  the  people  who  heretofore  have 
been  wiUing  to  beUeve  anything  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy said  also  have  confidence  at  least  in 
Senator  Taft  and  Mr.  Hoover.  Perhaps  In 
the  future  these  people  win  not  be  so  quick 
to  beUeve  tliat  a  charge  la  true  merely  be- 
cause Senator  McCarthy  makes  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Jdr.  President.  I  ap- 
proach my  task  today  without  a  written 
statement,  with  merely  a  few  notes,  and 
with  a  frank  belief  in  my  heart  that 
perhaps  I  am  unqualified  to  discuss  for- 
eign relations.  I  have  all  the  respect  in 
the  world  for  our  distinguished  Foreign 
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Relations  Committee.  I  have  no  ani- 
mosity against  any  member  of  that  great 
committee.  I  have  never  met  Charles 
Bohlen.  I  would  not  know  him  If  he 
should  stand  by  my  side  at  this  moment. 
But,  Mr.  President.  I  have  given  great 
thought  to  the  question  before  the  Sen- 
ate, which  has  caused  me  many  sleepless 
hours,  and  I  feel  that  I  should  make 
a  few  remarks  consistent  with  the 
thoughts  which  have  come  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  I  regretted  last  Wednes- 
day that  tempers  seemed  to  get  a  little 
hot.  Personalities  probably  were  in- 
dulged In.  but  let  me  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  this  Is  no  time  to  become  angry  or 
to  abuse  each  other.  I  may  say  to  those 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  aisle  that  if 
they  are  getting  any  hilarity  out  of  the 
debate  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  they  may 

well  enjoy 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 
Mr.  WELKER.     I  gladly  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  desire  to 
assure  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  so 
far  as  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  con- 
cerned, he  is  not  gleeful ;  he  is  not  getting 
any  hilarity  out  of  what  is  taking  place. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  is  sad  in  this 

hour 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I 
yielded  for  a  question,  not  for  a  speech. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  not 
going  to  make  a  speech,  but  I  want  to 
disabuse  the  Senator's  mind  that  any 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  is  happy 
about  the  question  which  is  raised  on  his 
side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  happen  to  be  of  a 
different  mind,  and  I  merely  want  to 
say  that  If  any  Senators  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  are  enjoying  this  little 
debate,  we  shall  be  happy  to  take  them 
on  In  November  of  1954.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President.  I  approach  this  task,  as 
I  say,  realizing  that  I  shall  be  classed  as 
a  diehard,  a  reactionary,  a  dissenter,  one 
who  wants  to  destroy  the  fine  leadership 
of  one  of  the  greatest  Presidents  In  the 
history  of  our  land. 

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the 
truth.  I  want  to  see  our  President  suc- 
ceed' as  I  want  to  see  John  Poster  Dulles 
succeed.  I  shall  do  everything  in  my 
power  to  help  in  promoting  that  result. 
But.  let  me  say.  Mr.  President,  that  as 
to  those  of  us  who  have  risen  to  speak 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  defy  anyone  to 
name  any  person  or  group  of  persons 
who  campaigned  harder  than  did  those 
of  us  who  now  see  fit  to  dissent  In  con- 
nection with  this  nomination.  It  cer- 
tainly involves  not  a  personal  problem: 
it  is  a  problem  which  is  deep  in  the  heart 
of  every  one  of  us. 

I  am  very  sorry,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  security  and  loyalty  angle  of  this 
subject  had  to  be  brought  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  I  am  quite  convinced  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  who  is  now 
presiding,  the  well-loved  President  pro 
tempore,  had  nothing  to  do  with  that, 
nor  did  I.  I  want  to  assure  Senators 
that  that  question  was  brought  up  first 
by  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  [Mr. 
Wn,ET  1 .  Then  came  the  subsequent  ap- 
pointment of  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
IMr.  Spabkiian]  and  our  distinguished 
majority  kwSer  to  evaluate  the  FBI  file. 


One  may  well  draw  conclusions  from  the 
evaluation.  It  may  be  that  I  would  have 
evaluated  it  differently,  because  I  hap- 
pen to  be  a  lawyer  who  has  tried  many 
cases.  I  accept  the  evaluation  placed 
u]X)n  the  file  by  those  two  Senators.  I 
have  no  difference  with  them  upon  that 
point.  I  do  want  to  make  plain  that  In 
my  remarks  I  am  not  referring  to  security 
and  loyalty,  and  I  hope  that  no  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  will  see  fit  to  hide 
behind  that  aspect  of  the  case  so  that 
they  may  cast  votes  to  confirm  the  nom- 
ination of  a  man  who  many  of  us  think 
should  not  be  sent  as  our  Ambassador 
to  Moscow. 

Mr.  President,  accusations  are  easily 
made  and  are  very,  very  difficult  to  dis- 
prove. Prom  the  State  of  Idaho,  which 
is  not  too  large,  I  have  received  a  tre- 
mendous number  of  telegrams  and  let- 
ters. I  have  them  here  with  me,  if  any 
Senators  want  to  see  them.  I  do  not 
care  to  read  them.  The  American  peo- 
ple are  thinking  of  what  we  are  doing 
here  today,  Mr.  President,  and  a  great 
nimiber  are  making  known  their 
thoughts  to  those  who  represent  them. 
I  am  mindful.  Mr.  President,  of  the 
fact  that  there  will  be  only  a  handful  of 
dissenters  with  respect  to  this  nomina- 
tion. It  is  always  very  easy  to  go  along 
with  the  crowd,  but  it  takes  quite  a  bit 
of  nerve  to  stand  up  and  say,  "I  think 
we  should  dissent."  To  go  along  with 
95  other  Senators  is  the  easy  way  out, 
but  it  is  really  difficult  to  stand  up  and 
state  our  case  and  be  one  of  5,  6.  7, 
or  10.  I  assure  the  Senate  that  when 
I  dissent,  I  do  it  in  a  spirit  of  trying  to 
help  my  country  and  trying  to  be  a  good 
Senator  of  the  United  States  while  I 
work  for  the  State  which  sent  me  here. 
I  have.  I  might  state  at  this  time,  re- 
ceived no  communication  from  my  State 
asking  me  to  vote  for  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Charles  Bohlen. 
Mr.  President,  as  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Morse  1  so  aptly  stated 
a  few  days  ago.  the  fundamental  basis 
o:  our  Republic  is  the  system  of  checks 
and  balances.  The  advice  and  consent 
which  we  have  to  give  with  reference  to 
the  nomination  of  any  man  appointed 
to  a  position  is  something  of  a  really 
serious  nature.  Certainly  the  Pounding 
Fathers  must  have  had  some  reason  for 
providing  for  it  in  the  Constitution. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  have  thought 
»  seriously  upon  this  matter.  Should 
I  advise  that  Charles  Bohlen  be  our  Am- 
bassador to  Moscow,  and  if  I  should  so 
advise,  should  I  cast  my  vote  of  consent? 
My  answer  has  to  be  "No,"  for  reasons 
which  I  hope  to  bring  out. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  heart  I  feel  I  have 
a  duty  to  perform,  as  do  the  Piesident 
of  the  United  States  and  John  Foster 
Dulles.  If  I  am  derelict  in  that  duty, 
I  do  not  deserve  to  be  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  nor  do  I  wish  to  serve  in  it. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  people  of  my 
State  would  never  send  me  back  to  the 
Senate  if  I  were  derelict  in  performing 
my  solemn  duty  under  the  oath  I  took 
as  a  United  States  Senator. 

As  the  able  and  distinguished  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  KnowlandI  stated 
the  other  day,  when  he  was  acting  ma- 
jority leader,  certainly  there  is  always 
room  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States 
Senate  for  honest  differences  of  opinion. 


With  that  statement  I  wholeheartedly 
agree  because  if  a  time  should  come 
when  there  never  would  be  disagreement 

0  '.  this  floor,  it  would  be  a  very  sad  and 
dark  day  for  our  Republic. 

No  one  questions  the  integrity  or  pre- 
rogatives of  our  President  and  our  Secre- 
tary of  State.  Each  represents  the  high- 
est form  of  the  American  tradition  of 
public  honor.  But  I  must  say  that  I 
came  to  the  United  States  Senate  well- 
nigh  solely  because  I  had  campaigned 
strenuously  against  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  prior  administration.  I  campaigned 
against  Dean  Acheson.  against  the  Yalta 
agreement,  and  all  other  agreements 
that  have  caused  us  the  headaches  we 
now  suffer.  I  could  not  return  to  my 
home  State  and  say  that  I  voted  to  con- 
firm the  nomination  of  a  man  who  still 
justifies  and  defends  Yalta.  I  could 
never  go  back  and  expect  to  have  the 
confidence  of  the  people  who  gave  me 
the  great  honor  of  sitting  in  this  body. 
That  is  why  I  rise  and  tell  the  Senate, 
without  malice,  without  rancor,  and 
without  bitterness,  the  reasons  why  I 
must  oppose  this  nomination. 

I  think  that  every  Senator  should  have 
and  should  exercise  some  Independence 
of  judgment.  Why?  Because  in  the 
case  of  this  very  nomination  we  are 
considering  a  man  who  It  is  expected  will 
occupy  one  of  the  most  sensitive  posts 
and  positions  in  the  Foreign  Service, 
namely,  the  position  of  Ambassador  to 
Russia,  at  the  most  dangerous  time  in 
our  history.  We  must  pass — Indeed,  it  is 
our  solemn  obligation  to  the  American 
people  to  pass — the  most  careful  and 
searching  judgment  on  any  such  vital 
appointment. 

I  am  sorry  that  it  is  necessary  to  have 
this  debate.  Certainly  many  Americans 
are  alarmed  about  it.  I  may  say  that 
cenfainly  many  Russians  are  happy 
about  it.     In  falrne.ss  to  the  nominee. 

1  must  also  say  that  I  feel  that,  by  virtue 
of  this  debate,  regardless  of  its  outcome, 
we  have,  in  effect,  destroyed  his  effective- 
ness wherever  he  might  serve  the  Repub- 
lic as  an  Ambassador.  I  cannot  for  a 
moment  believe  that  he  will  now  have  the 
power  he  ought  to  have  if  he  goes  to  Rus- 
sia after  the  debate  we  are  having  in  the 
Senate.  But  I  shall  not  compromise  on 
the  theory  of  advice  and  consent.  I 
think  it  is  fundamental  and  proper  for 
the  Senate  to  discuss  this  matter. 

Perhaps  it  has  been  said  that  we  who 
oppose  this  nomination  want  to  harass 
and  destroy  career  diplomats.  Nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  truth.  I  am 
no  authority  upon  career  diplomats.  I 
have  met  only  one,  a  man  by  '.he  name 
of  Loy  Henderson,  whom  I  admire  very 
much.  I  wonder  why  he  was  not  chosen 
from  the  career  service  to  be  sent  to 
Moscow,  because  he  impressed  me,  and 
many  others,  as  being  a  man  who  would 
be  feared  by  Communists  and  who  would 
fight  them  down  to  the  last  ditch. 

As  I  have  said,  my  campaign  was  pri- 
marily against  the  Department  of  State 
and  against  agreements  such  as  Yalta. 
That  is  how  I  came  into  politics.  It  is 
impossible  for  me.  therefore,  to  agree 
that  we  should  send  to  Russia  a  man 
who  sat  at  Yalta,  whose  theories  have 
carried  great  weight,  and  who  still  de- 
fends that  infamous  agreement.  He  has 
never  varied  in  his   basic  approval  of 
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policies  that  the  American  people,  by  the 
largest  vote  In  history,  overwhelmingly 
rejected  last  November.  He  has  never 
wavered  In  his  philosophy  with  respect 
to  those  policies  nor  has  he  ever  said 
anything  about  changing  It. 

Last  year  I  had  the  honor  of  campaign- 
ing all  over  the  Nation.  I  can  recall, 
among  other  trips,  a  18^-hour  flight 
from  Elko.  Nev.,  to  the  grand  ballroom  of 
the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel  In  New  York. 
I  really  got  to  see  America,  and  I  saw  It 
from  every  angle.  I  talked  about  Yalta. 
and  I  talked  about  foreign  policy  as  I 
understood  It.  I  promised  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people.  In  small  crowds  and 
large  crowds,  at  whistlestops  and  In 
great  cities,  that  If  General  Elsenhower 
were  elected  President,  the  State  Depart- 
ment would  be  cleaned  out  from  top  to 
bottom,  and  there  would  be  a  genuine 
new  approach — an  approach  In  the  direc- 
tion of  a  policy  which  the  American  peo- 
ple could  respect  and  could  and  would 
admire. 

How  will  It  be  possible  to  accomplish 
such  a  basic  transition  through  the  nom- 
ination of  a  man  who  sat  at  Yalta?  Cer- 
tainly there  was  an  unholy  mess  In  the 
State  Department.  Mr.  "Chip"  Bohlen, 
as  he  is  known  by  his  friends,  has  been 
in  the  Department  a  great  many  years, 
through  the  threat  of  depression, 
through  the  threat  of  of  war,  through 
World  War  II,  during  an  uneasy  peace 
and  another  threatened  depression,  then 
the  so-called  Korean  police  action,  and 
now  the  dilemma  we  face  today.  I  am 
told  that  perhaps  he  should  not.  being  a 
career  diplomat,  stand  up  and  be  heard 
upon  the  issues  of  the  day. 

Coming  from  the  faraway  State  of 
Idaho.  I  can  think  of  a  man  who  has 
not  been  a  career  diplomat,  but  who  has 
been,  and  Is,  a  great  American  and  a 
great  soldier,  and  who  now  is  out  of 
work.  On  behalf  of  the  people  whom  I, 
In  part  represent  I  would  like  to  sug- 
gest that  General  Van  Fleet  should  be 
sent  to  Rtissla  to  represent  the  American 
people,  and  thus  show  Russia  that  we 
really  mean  business.  t)ecause  the  Krem- 
lin appreciates  only  one  thing,  and  that 
is  evidence  of  a  force  that  is  greater 
than  that  of  the  Kremlin. 

I  cannot  help  thinking  that  If  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  Is  confirmed, 
we  win  be  sending  far  from  a  strong  man 
to  Russia.  PerhRps  all  the  things  that 
have  been  said  about  him  are  not  true. 
But.  M  I  said  a  moment  ago.  I  believe 
any  effectiveness  he  might  have  had  has 
been  destroyed  and  ruined,  and  that  the 
American  people  are  not  going  to  have 
the  confidence  In  him  they  should  have. 
The  Kremlin  rulers  respect  only  an 
opposition  of  strength.  They  have  been 
outtalking  and  outmaneuvering  our 
great  country  for  all  these  years.  Wit- 
ness the  truce  talks  In  Korea  today.  Is 
anyone  proud  of  that  dubious  accom- 
plishment?   Certainly  not. 

I  certainly  think  that  If  General  Van 
Fleet  is  not  the  man  for  the  post,  then 
the  strongest  man  in  the  State  I>epart- 
ment  should  be  sent  to  Russia,  a  man  In 
whom  the  American  people  will  have  all 
the  confidence  In  the  world.  I  have  cited 
one  such  man  In  Loy  Henderson.  I 
thought  the  American  people  In  1952 
voted  out  the  philosophy  of  a  foreign 
policy  that  has  carried  us  through  20 


years  of  dilemma.  Yet,  In  my  humble 
opinion,  by  virtue  of  this  nomination,  I 
think  we  woiild  be  giving  right  back  to 
the  American  people  that  which  they 
thought  they  had  voted  out. 

Mr.  Bohlen  has  stated  that  he  would 
faithfully  discharge  his  duties  as  Am- 
bassador to  Russia.  But,  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  ask  some  questions.  Go- 
ing back  to  the  agreements  made  at 
Yalta  and  other  agreements  which  made 
slaves  out  of  some  of  our  friends.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  American  people,  What 
Is  the  thinking  of  the  millions  upon 
millions  of  captive  people  beyond  the 
Iron  Curtain  today,  when  they  see  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  State  Department  who 
sat  in  at  all  those  meetings  go  Into  one 
of  the  most  crucial  positions  In  the 
world?  Does  It  give  them  hope?  Does 
it  give  them  faith  for  the  future?  I 
think  not,  Mr.  President. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  to 
the  effect  that  this  nomination  should 
not  be  contested,  because  It  Is  not  a 
nomination  to  a  particularly  responsible 
position.  I  do  not  concur  in  that  argu- 
ment. I  think  It  certainly  Is  the  most 
Important  position  In  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice today  to  be  filled  by  our  Secretaiy 
of  State. 

After  20  years  with  the  prior  admin- 
istration, does  Mr.  Bohlen  have  the 
proper  spirit?  Does  he  have  the  change 
of  heart  which  is  necessary  to  give  us  • 
the  forthright,  strong  foreign  policy  and 
representation  which  we  need  in  Moscow 
today?  Let  me  quote  some  statements 
by  Mr.  Dulles.  On  January  12  my  able 
friend  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wilet]  was  examining 
Into  the  qualifications  of  John  Foster 
Dulles  to  be  Secretary  of  State.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  one  of  the 
greatest  cross-examiners  I  have  ever 
heard  In  the  field  of  law,  and  in  debate 
on  the  floor  of  this  body.  He  asked  the 
following  question: 

Mr.  Secretary,  have  you  in  mind  any  spe- 
cific changes  you  would  want  to  bring  about 
In  the  SUte  Department? 

This  is  the  answer  of  John  Foster 
Dulles: 

Well.  I  think  the  change  that  la  most 
needed  Is  a  change  of  heart.  You  have  got 
the  machinery,  but  the  spirit  Is  the  thing 
that  counts.  It  1b  the  spirit,  and  not  the 
letter,  as  you  know,  which  according  to  the 
Bible  Is  the  very  Important  thing. 

Again  I  ask.  does  Mr.  Bohlen  represent 
a  change  of  heart  and  spirit?  Etoes  he 
represent  the  kind  of  thinking  and  con- 
viction which  reaffirm  the  spirit  In  which 
the  American  people  voted  last  Novem- 
ber?   I  think  not. 

Mr.  President,  If  ever  we  needed  firm- 
ness in  foreign  policy.  It  is  now.  The 
State  Department  must  stand  up  and 
fight  for  a  change  for  America.  Within 
the  shadow  of  this  Capitol  at  this  time 
t^iere  are  printing  presses  spewing  out 
Communist  literature  for  the  Soviet  Em- 
bassy and  for  the  Conmiunlst  Party. 
Does  anyone  think  for  a  moment  that 
Charles  Bohlen  or  any  other  representa- 
tive of  this  country  would  receive  such 
consideration  in  Moscow?  Not  a  bit  of  it. 
If  anyone  thinks  I  am  fooling,  let  him 
cross-examine  me  a  little  with  respect  to 
Communist  printing  presses  operating 
not   only    in   Washington,   D.    C,    but 


throiighout  this  coimtry.    Does  not  this 
suggest  that  we  need  firmness  today? 

I  have  mentioned  printing  presses 
which  have  beeo  spewing  out  Communist 
propaganda.  In  a  mcxnent  I  shall  Invite 
attention  to  certain  pamphlets  which 
have  been  printed  for  the  Soviet  Embassy 
and  for  the  satellite  countries.  The  op- 
erators of  those  printing  presses  are  not 
only  receiving  money  from  Communist 
sources,  but  are  receiving  Government 
contracts,  paid  for  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  States.  That  Is  why  I  say  we 
should  have  an  appointment  to  Moscow 
which  represents  a  change  of  heart  and 
a  change  In  spirit. 

I  really  do  not  care  what  the  column- 
ists have  to  say  about  me  and  how  I  vote. 
I  have  only  one  hope,  and  that  Is  that 
when  I  leave  here  my  people  will  say 
that  I  tried  to  do  a  good  job.  I  do  not 
want  to  hurt  "Chip"  Bohlen.  I  do  not 
want  to  offend  any  member  of  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  or  anyone 
else.  I  do  not  want  to  hurt  or  embarrass 
my  administration.  However.  I  felt  It 
was  my  duty  to  discuss  with  my  col- 
leagues the  problems  which  have  been 
on  the  minds  of  all  of  us  for  so  many 
hours. 

I  was  the  first  man  to  stand  up  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
defend  an  able  Cabinet  member,  Ezra 
Taft  Benson,  when  he  was  assailed — and 
I  really  mean  assailed.  I  was  the  flrst 
one,  for  many  days,  to  stand  up  and  flght 
for  a  nominee  of  our  great  President.  I 
will  be  the  flrst  to  stand  up  and  go  down 
the  line  for  our  President  when  I  feel  he 
Is  right;  but  I  feel  that  I  owe  a  duty  to 
myself  and  to  my  State.  When  I  feel 
that  a  President  has  made  a  mistake  in 
an  appointment,  I  shall  oppose  that  ap- 
pointment. 

No  doubt  in  my  short  term  in  the  Sen- 
ate I  shall  have  to  differ  again  with  the 
President.  I  hope  not.  It  would  be 
wholesome  and  wonderful  If  all  96  Sen- 
ators could  agree,  and  If  we  cotild  vote 
with  no  dissension  whatsoever.  But  it 
would  be  far  from  wholesome  and  won- 
derful If  such  condition  was  based  upon 
an  absence  of  individual  conviction. 

We  come  back  to  the  question  of  par- 
ty regularity.     I  have  been  classed  by 
certain  columnists  as  being  a  member 
of  a  certain  segment  of  the  Republican 
Party   which   desires  to   destroy  It.     I 
should  like  to  have  some  of  those  col- 
lumnists  look  into  the  Record.    There  is 
not  a  man  sitting  In  the  United  States 
Senate  on  the  Republican  side  of  the 
aisle  who  has  a  better  record  for  party 
regularity  than  has  the  junior  Senator 
from  Idaho,  save  and  except  my  distin- 
guished   and    able    colleague,    Hewrt 
DwoRSHAK,  from  my  own  State.   His  per- 
centage of  party  regularity  Is.  95,  and 
mine  Is  94.     I  want  to  hear  ho  more 
slander  to  the  effect  that  I  want  to  de- 
stroy the  Republican  Party.    I  am  a  reg- 
ular Republican  when  the  Republicans 
are  right;  but  when  I  am  honestly  con- 
vinced that  they  are  wrong  I  certainly 
must  differ,  as  would  the  President  or 
anyone  else. 

I  do  not  think  the  President  of  the 
United  States  wants  yes-men  around 
him.  I  know  him  well  enough,  from  my 
brief  acquaintance,  to  appreciate  that 
he  admires  people  who  stand  up  and  try 
to  explain  their  position,  whether  or  not 
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he  agrees  with  It.  I  shall  continue  to 
vote  in  accordance  with  my  conscience 
as  long  as  I  am  a  Member  of  this  body. 
When  I  cannot  vote  according  to  my 
conscience  the  people  of  Idaho  will  be 
doing  me  a  great  favor,  and  will  be  do- 
ing the  State  a  great  favor,  by  sending 
me  back  to  the  practice  of  law  in  Idaho. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  said  here 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  is  one  of  the  profound 
men  when  it  comes  to  a -knowledge  of 
Russian  philosophy  and  communism. 
The  proponents  of  the  pending  nomina- 
tion have  advanced  the  argument  that 
he  is  outstanding,  and  perhaps  the  only 
candidate  in  America  qualified  for  the 
post  of  Ambassador  to  the  Soviet  Union. 
Our  decision  to  give  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate  to  his  appointment 
must  be  based  upon  his  fitness  and  his 
own  record. 

I  am  mindful  of  the  fact  that  it  is  very 
easy  to  find  some  mistakes  in  a  man's 
public  career.  Heaven  knows,  I  do  not 
know  how  many  mistakes  I  have  made 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  so  long 
as  I  serve  here  I  shall  probably  continue 
to  make  some  mistakes.  But  I  cannot 
agree  with  those  who  describe  Mr.  Boh- 
len as  the  only  man  qualified  for  this 
post.  I  cannot  agree  with  those  who 
say  that  he  will  play  no  more  than  a 
mechanical  role.  I  feel  that  Mr.  Bohlen 
must  have  ability  to  judge;  he  must  have 
fitness  to  evaluate;  and  his  capacity  to 
understand  may  decide  for  all  of  us  the 
issue  of  war  or  peace. 

In  deciding  how  to  vote  on  the  nomi- 
nation we  must  ask  ourselves  this  ques- 
tion: Does  Charles  Bohlen  understand 
the  meaning  of  Communist  policy, 
theory,  and  practice? 

I  am  told  that  he  is  an  expert  on  the 
Russian  language  and  that  he  is  pro- 
found in  his  knowledge  of  it.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  known  of  some  very  famous 
people  who  served  overseas  who  have 
used  competent  interpreters  when  the 
circimistances  required. 

Does  Charles  Bohlen  know  the  enemy? 
Does  he  understand  what  the  aims  of  the 
Communists  are?  Does  he  have  a  thor- 
ough knowledge  of  the  philosophy  of 
communism?  If  he  does,  he  has  the 
basic  qualifications,  certainly,  to  be  our 
Ambassador  to  Russia.  If  he  does  not 
have  such  knowledge,  in  my  opinion,  he 
is  unfit  and  lacking  in  qualifications  for 
the  post  to  which  he  has  been  nominated. 

As  I  have  said  many  times,  the  Con- 
stitution places  on  us  not  only  the  vital 
task  of  giving  our  consent  to  the  nomina- 
tion, but  the  equally  vital  one  of  giving 
our  advice. 

The  great  volume  of  evidence  presented 
so  far  shows  that  Mr.  Bohlen  does  not 
have  all  the  qualifications  that  have  been 
argued  by  the  proponents  of  the  nomi- 
nation. The  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  placed  in  the 
Record  facts  which  should  have  brought 
about,  in  my  opinion,  the  withdrawal  of 
the  nomination.  That  is  not  all,  Mr. 
President.    There  is  other  evidense  also. 

It  is  very  easy,  as  I  say,  to  pick  out  lit- 
tle mistakes  made  by  a  man,  but  I  shall 
present  certain  evidence  for  what  it  may 
be  worth.  Judging  the  weight  of  the 
evidence  and  its  credibility  is  in  the 
hands  of  my  colleagues,  not  in  mine,  but 
I  shall  give  it  to  the  Senate  for  what  it 


may  be  worth,  and  to  get  it  off  my  chest. 
I  intend  to  give  the  Senate  a  little  evi- 
dence today  about  Mr.  Bohlen  with  re- 
spect to  his  so-called  profound  knowl- 
edge of  communism.  In  1948  the  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  making  an 
overall  study  of  Communist  theory  and 
practice,  as  a  part  of  its  effort  to  promote 
the  enactment  of  anti-Communist  legis- 
lation. The  groundwork  laid  by  the  com- 
mittee in  the  Eightieth  Congress  resulted 
finally  in  the  enactment  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950.  As  a  part  of  its 
work  the  committee  sought  evidence  to 
show  that  the  Communist  Party  was  not 
a  legal  political  party,  but  a  revolution- 
ary party  which  seeks  to  advance  its 
program  by  the  use  of  force  and  violence 
to  destroy  the  existing  government  and 
its  institutions. 

It  is  natural  that  in  making  that  study 
the  committee  should  turn  to  the  State 
Department  for  information  on  the 
world  Communist  movement  The  De- 
partment of  State,  with  its  responsibility 
of  promoting  the  interests  of  the  free 
world,  was  the  logical  center  for  infor- 
mation on  what  Communist  theory  and 
practice  meant  to  the  world  as  a  whole. 
On  January  12,  1948,  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  asked,  among  other  things, 
for  "example  of  resort  to  force  and  vio- 
lence by  Communist  parties  in  various 
•  countries." 

The  committee  pointed  out  in  Its  let- 
ter that  it  wanted  to  establish  the  fact 
that  the  Communist  Party  is  an  "organi- 
zation which  writes,  circulates,  distrib- 
utes, prints,  publishes,  and  displays 
printed  matter  advising,  advocating,  or 
teaching  the  overthrow  by  force  and  vio- 
lence of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States." 

On  February  2.  1948.  a  most  startling 
reply  came  to  the  House  Un-American 
Activities  Committee.  It  was  over  the 
signature  of  Charles  Bohlen.  this  indis- 
pensable man,  this  man  who.  it  is  argued, 
is  the  best  qualified  man  to  send  to  Mos- 
cow, all  of  which  has  prompted  me  to  say 
many  times  that  if  this  man  is  so  indis- 
pensable what  a  tragedy  it  would  be  for 
America  if  he  should  happen  to  die. 

This  is  the  answer  which  Charles 
Bohleu  made  to  the  letter,  in  1948.  Keep 
in  mind,  Mr.  President,  that  the  China 
revolution  was  going  on  at  that  time. 
People  were  being  murdered  and  slaugh- 
tered by  the  thousands — yes,  by  the  hun- 
dreds of  thousands.    This  is  his  reply: 

The  Information  you  seek  Ls  not  suscep- 
tible to  documentary   proof. 

The  fact  is,  of  course,  that  it  would  be 
a  monumental  task  to  find  any  standard 
work  by  a  top  Communist  leader  from 
Marx  to  Stalin  which  did  not  in  very 
express  terms  advocate  force  and  vio- 
lence as  a  necessary  cool  of  Communist 
seizure  of  power.  As  the  original  mani- 
festo of  Marx  and  Engels  stated.  Com- 
munists "openly  declare  that  their  ends 
can  be  attained  only  by  the  forcible  over- 
throw of  all  existing  social  conditions." 

Mr.  Bohlen  was  net  very  profound  at 
that  time,  Mr.  President.  He  said  he  had 
no  documentary  evidence  to  offer. 

Communist  literature  printed  right 
here  in  Washington,  D.  C,  the  Nation's 
Capital,  when  our  boys  are  being  slaugh- 


tered in  Korea,  could  give  hundreds  of 
examples  of  their  theory  of  overthrow- 
ing our  country  by  force  and  violence, 
as  I  expect  to  show  the  Senate  in  a  mo- 
ment. The  Communist  literature  is  full 
of  repetition  and  restatement  of  this 
basic  philosophy  of  the  Red  terror.  It 
would  take  no  researcher  of  exceptional 
ability — one,  let  us  say,  who  is  consid- 
ered as  the  most  highly  qualified  expert 
on  Russia — to  cover  dozens  of  pages 
with  quotations  from  the  demigods  of 
communism  expounding  their  devotion 
to  force  and  violence  as  the  sole  means 
that  communism  can  use  to  come  to 
power.  Of  course,  the  best  evidence  is 
the  practice  of  force  and  violence  by 
the  Communists.  This  is  not  in  the 
realm  of  theory  any  longer,  but  in  the 
practical  realm  of  historic  fact.  It  is 
not  imaginable  that  a  schoolboy  with 
one  semester  of  history  should  not  be 
able  to  give  several  examples  of  the  re- 
sort to  force  and  violence  by  the  Com- 
munists.   Here  are  the  major  ones: 

WORLD    WAS   I    AND    AJTZB 

The  Russian  revolution,  the  Commu- 
nist revolution  in  Germany,  the  Commu- 
nist revolution  in  Hungary,  the  Commu- 
nist revolution  in  China. 

WOKLD    WA«    n    AND    AITEH 

The  Communist  seizure  of  power  in 
Yugoslavia,  the  Communist  seizure  of 
power  in  Bulgaria,  the  Communist  sei- 
zure of  power  in  Hungary,  the  Commu> 
nist  seizure  of  power  in  Poland,  the  Com- 
munist revolution  In  China,  the  Commu- 
nist revolt  in  Greece,  the  destruction  of 
Czechoslovakia. 

This,  Mr.  President,  Is  documentary 
evidence.  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  any 
Senator  may  ask  for  and  see  them,  bul- 
letin after  bulletin  of  Communist  filth 
and  propaganda  printed  right  here  in 
the  Nations  Capital,  with  picture  after 
picture  of  violent  revolution,  of  hun- 
dreds of  people  killed  and  murdered  ly- 
ing in  the  streets.  Proudly  these  docu- 
ments speak  of  "the  great  revolution  that 
saved  the  common  man."  I  invite  my 
colleagues  to  look  at  them. 

'Chip"  Bohlen  made  a  mistake  on  that 
one.  Mr.  President.  He  could  provide 
no  documentary  evidence  for  a  congres- 
sional committee.  I  am  charitable  when 
I  say  he  made  a  mistake.  As  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated,  in  a  public  service  ex- 
tending for  20  years  or  more  it  is  very 
easy  to  let  one's  foot  slip,  but  I  am  call- 
ing to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  a 
failure  of  Mr.  Bohlens  which  cannot  be 
gotten  around. 

In  one  of  his  works.  Karl  Marx  stated 
his  philosophy  even  more  forcefully: 

Combat  or  death:  bloody  struggle  or  ex- 
tinction. It  is  thus  that  the  question  is 
Irresistibly  put. 

To  this  let  us  add  the  voice  of  Lenin. 
Prom  the  hundreds  of  pages  of  his  writ- 
ings let  me  quote  these  words: 

The  replacement  of  the  bourgeois  by  the 
proletarian  state  is  Impossible  without  revo- 
lution. 

Why,  Mr.  Bohlen.  if  you  had  such  pro- 
found knowledge  of  Russia,  did  you  not 
instantly  cite  some  of  these  quotations? 
It  did  not  take  me  long  to  find  them 
and  I  have  never  been  in  Russia,  nor  do 
I  speak  the  Russian  language. 
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Quoting  from  Lenin  again: 

To  deny  or  overlot*  civil  wars  would  mean 
becoming  a  victim  of  the  most  hopeleae  op- 
portunism and  abandoning  the  social  revo- 
lution. 

Lenin  went  on  to  say: 

It  is  well  known  that  In  the  long  run  the 
problems  of  social  life  are  decided  by  the 
class  struggle  in  ite  bitterest,  sharpest  form, 
namely.  In  the  form  of  clvU  war. 

Mr.  President,  1  hat  is  some  of  the  doc- 
umentary evidence  which  was  overlooked 
by  Mr.  Bohlen  in  1948.  The  amount  of 
documentary  evidence  which  I  have  pre- 
sented at  this  time  can  very  easily  be 
expanded;  I  could  continue  to  do  so  for 
hours,  in  going  tlirough  the  speeches  of 
Lenin.  Stalin,  Poster,  and  many  others, 
if  anyone  would  cAre  to  listen. 

Mr.  President,  the  few  quotations  I 
have  cited  are  only  a  drop  taken  from 
the  fioodwaters  of  Communist  writings. 
They  are  the  keystones  of  Communist 
philosophy.  A  person  who  is  not  familiar 
with  all  of  them  cannot  understand  So- 
viet Russia.  Can  we  accept  as  the  out- 
standing expert  on  Russia  a  man  who 
tells  us  that  there  is  no  documentary 
evidence  that  communism  means  force 
and  violence?    I,  for  one.  cannot. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  those  of 
us  who  are  opposing  confirmation  of  this 
nomination  are  plajring  a  losing  ball 
game;  I  realize  that  there  is  no  chance 
to  defeat  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion. However,  I  believe  that  these  brief 
remarks  will  make  a  few  persons  think 
for  a  change,  about  communism. 

Mr.  President,  the  issue  Is  not  settled 
here.  The  volume  of  documentary  evi- 
dence about  communism  is  not  confined 
to  books.  The  story  of  communism  has 
been  the  story  of  force  and  violence. 
Communism  was  conceived  in  blood.  It 
feeds  on  blood.  It  wants  to  destroy  all 
that  is  good  in  this  world.  It  wants  to 
destroy  religion.  So  I  could  go  on  and 
on.  in  stating  the  evils  of  communism. 

How  did  communism  come  to  Russia? 
Of  course,  as  almost  everyone  knows,  it 
came  by  force  and  violence.  Why  did 
not  Mr.  Bohlen  know  about  that?  Every 
schoolchild  in  the  United  States  knows 
of  it.  If  Mr.  Bohlen  did  know,  what  pre- 
vented him  from  citing  it  as  an  example 
of  Communist  force  and  violence?  After 
all,  the  Communist  record  is  written 
plainly  in  history,  and  the  Russian  revo- 
lution is  known  to  every  schoolchild  in 
America. 

So  what  prevented  Mr.  Bohlen  from 
citing  those  things  as  examples  of  Com- 
munist force  and  violence?  There  was 
no  reason  to  fear  offending  Russia,  for 
the  Soviet  Government  has  publicly  swi- 
mitted,  and  with  considerable  pride,  that 
it  was  conceived  by  force  and  violence. 
Countless  books  and  other  publications 
circulated  in  the  United  States  by  the 
Soviet  Union  tell  us  of  that  event. 
Copies  of  those  books  have  been  sent  to 
the  State  Department,  and  are  easily 
accessible  to  Mr.  Bohlen  and  to  anyone 
else  connected  with  the  Department.  At 
least  seven  copies  of  the  book  to  which 
I  have  referred  have  been  In  the  Library 
of  Congress,  which  is  where  I  obtained 
the  copy  I  examined.  This,  too.  Mr. 
President,  is  documentary  evidence. 

However,  this  is  not  the  full  story;  far 
from  it.   I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Sen- 


ate while  I  review  some  of  the  milestones 
In  the  Communist  history  of  force  and 
violence  which  have  occurred  so  rapidly 
during  the  past  20  years  when  Mr.  Boh- 
len was  in  the  State  Department: 

At  the  end  of  World  War  U  there  was 
a  major  Communist  revolution  in  Ger- 
many, with  armed  conflict  spread  over 
the  entire  land.  Plghting  continued  for 
months  in  the  Industrial  areas.  The  end 
of  the  war  also  saw  a  Communist  revo- 
lution in  Hungary,  where  the  Reds  were 
able  to  seize  power,  for  a  time,  by  means 
of  force  and  violence.  That,  too.  Mr. 
President,  is  documentary  evidence. 

World  War  n  saw  the  expansion  of 
Communist  terrorism  over  all  of  East- 
em  Europe.  Yugoslavia  fell  to  Commu- 
nist force  and  violence.  So  did  Poland. 
So  did  Bulgaria.  So  did  Hungary.  So 
did  Rumania. 

Mr.  President,  all  these  incidents  are 
history.  Where  was  Mr.  Bohlen,  the 
"outstanding  expert  on  Soviet  Russia," 
while  all  that  was  going  on? 

Let  us  not  forget  the  outstanding  work 
done  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  by  means  of  the  Greek-Turkish 
aid  program,  which  was  enacted  months 
before  Mr.  Bohlen  told  the  committee  he 
knew  nothing  about  Communist  force 
and  violence. 

In  China  the  revolution  raged  for  well 
over  two  decades.  While  Mr.  Bohlen 
was  signing  his  name  to  a  letter  dis- 
claiming all  knowledge  by  documentary 
proof  of  Communist  force  and  violence, 
what  happened  to  China?  The  Red 
armies  were  advancing  there,  sealing  the 
doom  of  that  great,  free  nation. 

Could  Mr.  Bohlen  have  been  so  un- 
aware of  that;  or  did  he  share  the  view — 
held  by  so  many  of  his  associates — that 
the  Red  terror  in  China  was  merely  an 
agrarian  reform  movement? 

All  those  things  happened  before  the 
date  on  which  Mr.  Bohlen's  letter  was 
sent  Each  of  them  is  a  matter  of  his- 
toric record.  Each  of  them  is  an  integral 
part  of  Communist  and  Russian  history. 
And  yet  Charles  Bohlen  could  tell  a  con- 
gressional committee  that  he  could  cite 
no  documentary  evidence  that  com- 
munism means  force  and  violence. 

Mr.  President,  you  and  my  other  col- 
leagues have  been  most  kind  in  listening 
to  me.  I  am  about  to  conclude.  How- 
ever, before  doing  so,  I  wish  to  state  once 
again  that  in  voting  on  this  nomination 
I  shall  be  voting  according  to  my  con- 
science. Each  one  of  us,  if  he  is  to  be 
sincere,  must  vote  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  dictates  of  his  own  conscience. 

I  wish  to  address  my  closing  remarks 
to  my  distinguished  friend,  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SMrrn]. 
I  have  no  better  friend  in  the  Senate  than 
that  able  man.  I  believe  he  will  admit 
that  he  knows  I  am  trying  to  speak  from 
the  depths  of  my  heart,  in  the  firm  con- 
viction that  I  should  tell  the  American 
people  why  I  shall  vote  "Nay"  upon  this 
nomination. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
has  placed  in  the  Record  certain  letters 
from  Mr.  Grew.  Mr.  Gibson,  and  Mr, 
Armour,  with  respect  to  an  explanation 
as  to  why  there  was  a  conflict  in  the  testi- 
mony given  in  the  debate  on  last  Wednes- 
day— a  conflict  in  testimony  which  cer- 
tainly did  not  do  very  much  in  favor  of 


the  nomination.  That  conflict  made  the 
American  people,  or,  at  least,  those  who 
have  communicated  with  me,  wonder 
how  such  slipshod  testimony  and  debate 
could  occur. 

In  connection  with  that  matter,  I 
merely  wish  to  say  at  this  time  that 
there  appeared  in  the  Boston  Post  of  yes- 
terday. March  26.  an  article  by  John 
Kelso,  the  Boston  Post's  Washington  cor- 
respondent, in  which  he  gives  the  sub- 
stance of  an  interview  he  had  with  Mr. 
Gibson.  I  trust  that  my  colleagues  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  few  minutes  while  I 
read  a  part  of  the  article  into  the  record. 
I  shall  be  brlef.^ 
I  now  read  fiwn  the  article: 
Hugh  Gibson,  the  New  York  business 
tycoon  and  retired  senics'  foreign  service  dip- 
lomat, whose  name  flgxired  In  an  acrimonious 
Senate  wrangle  during  the  afternoon — 

The  afternoon  of  Wednesday,  March. 
25— 

said  flatly  tonight,  "I  couldn't  recommend 
Bohlen  few  anything — I  don't  know  him  well 
enough. 

"I  only  met  him  once,  and  then  only  very 
briefly,"  said  the  70-year-old  Intimate  of 
ex-Presldent  Herbert  Hoover,  "so  I  cannot 
conceive  of  going  Into  a  fandango  over  him." 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  you  remem- 
ber the  debate  between  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wn.ET]  and  our  distin- 
guished President  pro  tempore,  th^  sen- 
ior Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  about  the  testimony  of  "the 
man  In  the  bathtub,"  and  so  forth. 

I  read  further  from  the  article  pub- 
lished in  the  Boston  Post  on  yesterday. 
March  26: 

Gibson  told  this  reporter  tonight-^ 

That  would  be  the  evening  of  March 
25,  the  dateline  of  the  article — 

"Apparently  there  was  the  grandest  lot  of 
shenanigans  about  words  and  meanings  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  you  ever  heard  of. 

"As  I  recaU  It,  thoiigh,  th^  day  I  talked 
with  Mr.  IXilles,  together  with  Mr.  Grew 
and  Mr.  Armour,  Dulles  told  us  that  certain 
appolntmenta  bad  already  been  made — those 
from  London,  Paris,  Rome,  Madrid,  and  Mos- 
cow." 

Mr.  President,  was  Mr.  Gibson  right 
when  he  gave  that  interview?  Or  who 
was  wrong  in  the  debate  on  Wednesday 
afternoon?  How  under  the  sun  could 
Mr.  Gibson  ever  give  his  approval  to  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  to  be  our  Am- 
bEkSsador  to  Moscow,  when  Mr.  Gibson 
said,  acconiing  to  the  interview  from 
which  I  have  been  quoting,  that  the 
post  at  Moscow  had  already  been  filled? 
I  read  further  from  the  article: 
"Well."  Giibfion  said,  "it  now  comes  out 
that  we  recommended  Bohlen.  We  certainly 
did  not.  At  least.  I  did  not.  We  certainly 
didn't  consider  the  names  of  the  persons 
down  for  ttie  Jobs  In  those  places  I  men- 
tioned— ^London,  Paris,  Rome.  Madrid,  and 
Moscow." 

Mr.  President,  I  conclude  my  remarks 
by  saying  there  has  been  doubt  in  my 
mind  and  in  my  heart  with  respect  to 
the  nominee.  Whenever  there  is  a  doubt 
in  my  heart.  I  am  going  to  resolve  it 
in  favor  of  my  country.  I  shall  always 
practice  and  follow  that  philosophy. 

I  certainly  appreciate  the  courtesy  of 
my  colleagues  in  listening  to  me  during 
the  time  I  have  spoken. 
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Mr.  President,  my  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion of  confirmation  of  the  pending  nom- 
ination shall  be  "nay" — based  upon  the 
reasons  I  have  stated  here. 

However,  Mr.  President,  let  me  state 
now  that  if  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Boh- 
len  Is  confirmed,  as  it  seems  certain 
will  be  the  case,  he  will  have,  when  he 
serves  as  our  Ambassador  to  Soviet  Rus- 
sia, my  entire  cooperation. 

I  thank  the  Senate  for  its  courtesy  in 
listening  to  me. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 

tome?  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bttsh 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 

Jersey?       

Mr.  WELBIER.  I  yield. 
Mr,  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  wish  to 
commend  the  Senator  from  Idaho  for 
what  I  consider  a  very  impressive,  very 
dignified,  and  very  splendid  address  sup- 
porting the  position  he  has  taken  in  this 
matter. 

I  wish  him  to  understand  thoroughly 
from  me  that,  although  I  do  not  share 
his  position,  and  although  I  shall  not 
vote  as  he  has  announced  he  will  vote  on 
the  nomination,  I  respect  his  vote  as 
much  as  I  know  he  respects  mine.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  has  convinced  me  of 
his  sincerity. 

I  have  talked  to  him  before,  and  I  wish 
again  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I 
believe  chat  each  one  of  us  has  the  duty 
of  voting  in  accordance  with  the  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience. 

I  wish  to  say  thsTt  in  placing  the  two 
letters  and  the  memorandum  in  the 
Record  earUer  today,  namely,  the  letters 
from  Mr.  Grew  and  Mr.  Gibson,  and  also 
the  memorandum  from  Mr.  Gibson — I 
did  so  after  requesting  them  to  make 
their  own  statements  about  the  matter 
rather  than  attempting  to  quote  them. 
There  have  been  so  mariy  different  in- 
terpretation^  of  their  views  that  I  did 
not  wish  to  try  to  quote  them. 

I  did  not  wish  to  attempt  to  state  that 
Mr.  Gibson  either  approved  or  disap- 
proved Mr.  Bohlen  for  the  ambassador- 
ship. As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  memo- 
randum from  him,  he  did  not  take  a  posi- 
tion. He  simply  said  he  did  not  know 
Mr.  Bohlen  well  enough  to  feel  qualified 
to  express  an  opinion,  inasmuch  as  he 
hardly  knew  Mr.  Bohlen  personally,  hav- 
ing met  him  only  three  times  casually, 
and  thus  he  felt  he  could  not  pass  on 
him  one  way  or  the  other. 

There  was  confusion  as  between  the 
ordinary  career  nominations  and  the 
non-cr*reer  nominations  such  as  those  of 
Mr.  Dillon,  to  be  our  Ambassador  to 
Parii,  and  Mrs.  Luce,  to  be  our  Ambas- 
sa^.vMT  to  Italy,  and  other  nominations  of 
that  nature,  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
said  he  had  asked  those  gentlemen  about, 
but  which  were  not  necessarily  decided 
upon  on  the  basis  of  their  opinion. 
There  was  a  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween Mr.  Grew  and  Mr.  Gibson  as  to 
whether  it  was  intended  to  include  in 
that  classification  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Bohlen.  That  matter  is  pointed  out  in 
the  letters,  and  I  hope  the  Record  will 
make  it  clear.  I  do  not  take  issue  with 
anything  said  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor. He  is  entitled  to  his  interpretation, 
as  I  am  entitled  to  mine.    I  hope  we  can 


all  feel  that  we  have  endeavored  in  the 
very  best  spirit  to  debate  this  question 
before  it  goes  to  a  vote. 

Again,  I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding 
to  me  before  he  began  his  remarks  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  the  commu- 
nications. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey,  could  not  have  made 
me  happier  than  he  has  done  by  paying 
me  this  personal  tribute.  I  thank  him 
from  the  bottom  of  my  heart. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  a  series  of  letters  and  tele- 
grams which  I  have  received  relative  to 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  as  Am- 
bassador to  Moscow. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  telegrams  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Reno,  Nev.,  March  25.  1953. 
Senator  George  W.  Malone, 
Senate   Office   Building. 

Waatiington,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Senato*  Malonk:  We  hope  that  you 
wUl  oppose  Bohlen's  nomination  as  Am- 
bassador to  Moscow.  Inasmuch  as  Mr. 
Bohlen  was  an  associate  of  Alger  Hiss  and 
his  type  In  the  Xormer  administration  we  do 
not  consider  him  as  having  the  confidence 
of  the  American  people  to  handle  situations 
In  Russia.  Over  30  million  people  voted  to 
get  Truman,  Acheson.  and  their  group  out 
of  office.  BO  why  reinstall  the  very  same 
ones.  Of  all  the  competent  people  In  this 
country  there  certainly  must  be  one  who 
could  replace  him,  do  a  better  Job,  have  a 
clear  record  and  have  the  confidence  of  the 
American  people.  If  Bohlen  was  so  capable 
why  wasn't  he  able  to  persuade  Alger  Hiss 
to  benefit  our  side  and  If  not  able  to  accom- 
plish that — why  didn't  he  expose  Alger  Hiss 
for  what  he  was.  He  surely  knew  what  was 
going  on  and  If  he  didnt,  he'll  be  of  very 
little  good  to  us  over  there  now  when  things 
are  much  worse. 

Our  side  would  win,  Mr,  Malonx,  If  you 
could  convert  Just  one-fifth  as  many  in  the 
Senate  as  I  talked  out  of  voting  for  your 
out-of-town  opponent  in  the  elections.  And 
I  didn't  have  to  do  much  more  talking  than 
tell  them  of  his  being  a  newcomer  to  Nevada. 

So  do  hope  you  will  vote  against  Bohlen's 
nomination  and  bring  a  few  more  along  with 
you. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

FXORENCX  HorTMANW. 

CHA&I.ES  B.  Hoffmann. 

RcNo.  Nev..  March.  26.  1953. 
Senator  Malonk. 

Senate  Office  Building.: 
In  reference   to  the  Bohlen  confirmation, 
seems  the  leftwlngers  didn't  do  so  well  for 
us.     Why  not  give  the  other  side  a  chance? 
Mrs.  Robert  Flick. 
Mrs.  Genevka  Kimpton. 

Reno.  Nev..  March  26,  1953. 
Senator  Georgx  Malonx. 

Washington.  D   C  : 
Have   followed   closely   all   arguments   pro 
and  ccn  on  Bohlen.     We  are  against  his  con- 
firmation. 

Mrs.  P.  PHUJ.IPS, 

Karen    Phillips. 

Reno,  Nev..  March  26.  1953. 
Senator  George  Malone, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C: 

We  and  many  of  our  friends  are  definitely 

opposed  to  the  confirmation  of  Bohlen  for 

Ambassador    to    Russia.     In    these    serious 

times  it  would  seem  to  us  there  should  be 


some  man  In  this  country  able  to  handle  the 
affairs  In  this  delicate  position  who  has  not 
been  involved  in  such  frightful  blunders  as 
Yalta,  and  who  has  been  so  closely  mmao- 
ciated  with  the  administration  of  the  put 
20  years. 

Helen  and  Roy  Cross. 


Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  March  26.  1953. 
Hon.  George  W.  Malone. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C:  • 

Vigorously  urge  your  oppoeitlon  to  eon- 
firmaUon  of  Bohlen.     Regards. 

Al.    CARUUf. 

Marlbobo,  N.  H..  March  25.  1953. 
Senator  GEoacz  W.  Malone. 

United  States  Senate. 

Mr  Dear  Senator  Malone:  It  certainly  does 
not  seem  wise  to  confirm  Mr.  Bohlen,  whose 
collaboration  has  been  responsible  for  the 
sellouts  which  are  the  cause  of  so  many 
American  dead  lying  today  In  their  graves. 
Besides  having  bad  the  decidedly  wrong  slant 
with  the  Russians  as  a  trainee  with  the 
Truman-Acheson  gang,  his  confirmation  wlU 
be  misunderstood  by  the  Russians  as  an  O.  K. 
for  more  of  the  same  old  give-away  trading. 

The  American  people  want  none  of  thia 
same  gang.  The  main  proving  ground  is 
right  In  Washington.  If  America  Is  to  be 
saved,  something  better  than  buslness-as- 
usual  must  possess  the  Senate.  This  war. 
excessive  taxation,  and  Inflation  (which  were 
tools  calculated  to  ruin  us  and  make  us  de- 
pendent and  helpless)  are  all  but  indica- 
tions of  how  far  we  have  been  sold  down  the 
river.  ThU  trend  must  be  stopped.  And  I 
cannot  see  how  the  way  to  do  It  Is  by  con- 
firming men  favorable  to  Senators  Lehman 
and  Hubert  Humphret.  I  hope  you  will  see 
that  we  must  make  clean  sweeping.  It  is 
Indeed  every  Senator's  duty  to  advise  the 
President  by  this  means  as  I  see  it  (as  Sen- 
ator Bridges  has  said).  If  Mr.  Elsenhower 
is  the  man  he  should  be  and  that  Americans 
expect  him  to  be,  he  will  accept  this  advice 
as  a  godsend  from  the  Senators.  This  un- 
necessary and  unholy  mess  which  has  be- 
reaved so  many  millions  of  American  homes 
is  not  to  be  played  along  with.  It  is  to  be 
gotten  out  of.  and  certainly  Mr.  Bohlen  does 
not  merit  either  the  honor  nor  has  he  the 
probable  desired  qualifications  except  to  be 
agreeable  to  the  Russians.  I  hope  you  wiU 
not  confirm  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Most  sincerely  yours. 

JunsoN   N.   Walkoi. 


New  Toric.  N.  Y..  Maroh  26.  1953. 
Senator  Oeosoe  W.  Malone, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Am    concerned    about    Bjhlens    appoint- 
ment.    Consider  It  unwarranted  and  unfor- 
givable.    Please   do    what    you   can    to    pre- 
vent it. 

Mrs.  O.  B   Sanders. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  March  26,  1953. 
Senator  George  W.  Malone, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Greatly  appreciate  your  courageous  stand 
In  opposition  to  Bohlen's  appointment. 
American  public  certainly  disillusioned  at 
continued  evidence  unfriendly  Influences  in 
high  places.  Even  if  you  lose  battle  It  is  well 
worth  fighting  and  you  can  be  sure  of  heart- 
iest support  from  all  real  citizens. 

George   S.   Montgomert,  Jr. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  March  26.  1953. 
Senator  George  W.  Malone. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Am    concerned    about    Bohlen's    appoint- 
ment.    Consider  it  unwarranted  and  unfor- 
givable.     Please   do   what   you   can   to  pre- 
vent it. 

Mrs.  W.  E.  Clark. 
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New  York.  N.  Y.,  March  26,  1953. 
Senator  George  W.  Malone, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Am    concerned    about   Bohlen's    i^ipolnt- 
ment.    Consider  it  unwarranted  and  tinfor- 
glvable.     Please  do  what  you  can   to  pre- 
vent it. 

Mrs.  EuzABsrH  S.  Cowles. 

Norfolk,  Conk.,  March  26. 1953.. 
Hon.  George  W.  Malone, 
United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building. 
Grateful  congratulations  on  your  wise  po- 
sition in  opposing  Bohlen  appointment. 

Mrs.  Nathalie  Palmer  Fabrizio. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  before  the  Senate  today  is,  Will 
the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
nomination  of  Charles  E.  Bohlen  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
publics? The  duty  of  the  Senate  to  ad- 
vise and  consent  to  a  nomination,  or  to 
refuse  its  advice  and  consent,  is  a  con- 
stitutional duty  resting  upon  each  and 
every  Senator.  Article  n.  section  2.  of 
the  Constitution,  describing  the  powers 
of  the  President,  says:  "and  he  shall 
nominate,  and  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall  appoint 
ambassadors." 

The  function  of  an  ambassador  is  not 
defined  by  the  Congress  through  a  statu- 
tory definition,  nor  is  an  ambassador  a 
statutory  ofiBcer.  He  Ls  a  constitutional 
officer.  In  international  law,  OXir  ambas- 
sador is  considered  to  be  the  personal 
representative  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  He  is.  in  effect,  the  hand 
of  the  President,  or,  let  us  say.  the  Presi- 
dent's personal  representative  to  a  for- 
eign nation. 

One  of  the  chief  questions  which  has 
come  into  the  debate  on  this  floor  in  re- 
gard to  the  confirmation  of  this  particu- 
lar appointment  is  whether,  by  voting  to 
confirm  Mr.  Bohlen.  we  would  be  approv- 
ing what  he  has  done  in  the  past  and  the 
role  he  has  played  in  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. Did  he  have  anything  to  do  with 
the  Yalta  and  Teheran  agreements?  If 
he  did,  was  his  conduct  then  such  that 
a  Senator  could  vote  for  his  confirmation 
at  this  Ume?  In  the  mind  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  this  is  a  question  upon  which  rea- 
sonable minds  may  differ.  I  take  it  for 
granted,  and  I  realize,  that  each  Senator 
in  the  casting  of  this  vote  is  basing  his 
vote  upon  an  analysis  of  the  facts,  and 
in  the  light  of  his  conscience. 

This,  of  course,  requires  us.  when 
these  questions  are  raised,  to  analyze 
what  w«is  done  at  Yalta  and  Teheran,  and 
what  was  confirmed  at  Potsdam.  After 
reading  and  analyzing  those  actions,  I 
have  no  great  difficulty  in  concluding 
that  what  was  done  by  the  United  States 
at  Yalta  was  not.  in  my  opinion,  good 
either  for  the  United  States  of  America 
or  for  the  rest  of  the  free  world.  There 
has  never  been  a  serious  question  In  my 
mind  but  that  the  action  taken  at  Yalta 
violated  the  very  fundamentals  of  the 
Atlantic  Charter  of  August  1941,  at 
which  time  this  Gtovemment  and  Great 
Britain  undertook  "to  make  known  cer- 
tain common  principles  In  the  national 
policies  of  their  respective  covmtrles  on 
which  they  base  their  hopes  for  a  better 
future  for  the  world,"  declaring  that 


"they  respect  the  right  of  all  peoples  to 
choose  the  form  of  government  under 
which  they  Uve;  and  they  wish  to  see 
sovereign  rights  and  self-government  re- 
stored to  those  who  have  been  forcibly 
deprived  of  them." 

I  believe  that  the  Yalta  agreement  vio- 
lated our  previous  treaty,  the  Nine  Power 
Pact  with  China.  In  that  pact.  In  1922. 
we  had  agreed  to  respect  the  sovereignty 
and  territorial  and  administrative  integ- 
rity of  China.  The  Yalta  agreement 
violated  one  of  the  very  fundamentals  of 
this  country's  foreign  policy  by  giving 
to  a  foreign  power  a  paramount  position 
in  Manchuria.  For  almast  half  a  cen- 
tury the  possibility  of  the  loss  of  these 
rights  of  China  was  regarded  by  the 
United  States  as  a  major  threat  to  peace 
in  the  Par  East.  This  was  for  almost 
half  ^  century  the  major  concern  of 
American  diplomacy  in  the  Par  East; 
and  the  actual  loss  of  China's  integrity 
was  the  first  cause  of  World  War  II.  so 
far  as  it  related  to  the  Pacific.  The  Yal- 
ta agreement  violated  this  principle,  and 
Its  effect  was  to  repudiate  the  efforts  of 
Hay.  Knox,  Hughes,  Stimson.  and  Hull 
to  safeguard  the  independence  of  China 
and  to  maintain  peace  in  the  Pacific. 
No  one  can  dispute  the  fact  that  this 
principle  is  necessary  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  peace  in  the  Pacific.  The  war 
in  Korea,  today,  is  sufficient  evidence 
that  the  decision  reached  at  Yalta  in 
violation  of  this  principle  was  not  bene- 
ficial to  America.  It  was  the  cause  of 
the  war  in  Korea  and  of  the  loss  of  China. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  let  us  look  at  the 
Yalta  agreement.  First,  let  us  consider 
certain  provisions  of  that  agreement  re- 
garding the  Par  East.    I  read: 

The  leaders  of  the  three  greai;  powers — 
the  Soviet  Union,  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, and  Great  Britain — have  agreed  that  in 
2  or  3  months  after  Germany  has  surren- 
dered and  the  war  in  Europe  has  terminated, 
the  Soviet  Union  shall  enter  Into  the  war 
against  Japan  on  the  side  of  the  AUles. 

The  agreement  then  stated  the  con- 
ditions imposed  upon  the  territory  of 
China,  who  was  an  ally  of  the  United 
States,  both  China  and  America  being 
then  at  war  with  Japan.  China  was  not 
even  present  or  represented  at  Yalta. 
Then  the  agreement  provided: 

The  President  will  take  measures  in  order 
to  obtain  this  concurrence  [of  China]  on 
advice  of  Marshal  Stalin. 

To  carry  out  the  agreement  in  rela- 
tion to  Russia's  position  in  the  Par  East 
and  China,  the  Yalta  agreement  further 
declared: 

The  heads  of  the  three  great  powers  have 
agreed  that  these  claims  of  the  Soviet  Union 
shall  be  unquestionably  fulfilled  after  Japan 
has  been  defeated. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  we  were 
making  an  agreement  with  Russia  which 
concerned  the  integrity  and  the  sover- 
eignty of  one  of  our  allies  in  the  Par  East, 
namely.  China,  to  give  away.  In  viola- 
tion of  the  very  fundamental  principles 
for  which  we  were  fighting  in  the  Pacific, 
certain  territory  and  rights,  provided 
that  Russia  came  into  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  agreement  at 
Yalta  it  Is  stated  that  these  concessions 
were  conditioned  upon  Russia  coming 
Into  the  war.  AmbasMidor  Harriman 
stated,  in  the  hearings  before  the  Foreign 


Relations  Committee  and  the  Armed 
'Services  Committee,  sitting  jointly, 
known  as  the  MacArthur  hearings,  that 
that  was  a  condition.  However,  if  we 
examine  the  original  memorandum 
which  was  sent  from  our  Embassy  in 
Moscow  by  Mr.  Harriman  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  It  will  be 
found  that  there  Is  no  condition  what- 
ever in  that  memorandum ;  but  that  con- 
dition was  demanded  by  Russia  before 
she  would  enter  into  the  war.  Those 
were  the  poUtical  aims  of  the  Soviet 
Union,  and  the  instrument  drawn  up  at 
Yalta,  in  violation  of  the  very  fvmda- 
mental  principles  of  American  foreign 
policy,  enabled  Russia  to  achieve  them. 
Are  we  talking  about  the  long  dead 
past?  No,  Mr.  President;  we  are  talk- 
ing about  something  which  has  extended 
itself  into  the  living  present.  We  are 
talking  about  something  that  will  extend 
Itself  into  the  future.  Therefore,  what 
we  say  about  the  Yalta  agreement  and 
other  agreements  is  not  concerned  with 
the  dead  coals  of  the  past,  but  something 
which  is  alive  today;  and  unless  we,  the 
representatives  of  the  United  States 
Government,  and  the  representatives  of 
the  free  world  condemn  what  was  done 
at  Yalta,  the  evil  effects  will  continue 
In  the  future. 

We  know  that  mistakes  in  foreign 
poUcy  are  costly.  I  do  not  suppose  there 
has  ever  been  a  time  in  history  when 
errors  in  foreign  policy  could  affect  the 
lives  of  so  many  persons,  because  what 
we  do  is  of  worldwide  consequence  rather 
than  merely  of  consequence  to  America. 
So  we  carmot  condone  mistakes;  we 
must  be  ready  to  see  mistakes  and  to 
face  them. 

Mr.  President,  what  were  the  prin- 
cipal things  done  at  Yalta  with  respect 
to  the  Par  East?  We  were  to  guarantee 
Russia  the  warm-water  ports  of  Darien 
and  Port  Arthur  and  domination  of  the 
Manchurian  railroad.  This  gave  Russia 
extraterritorial  rights  in  Manchuria, 
and.  m  fact,  control  of  Manchuria. 

There  are  some  persons  who  even  now 
contend  that  this  was  not  a  secret  agree- 
ment. The  agreement,  so  far  as  It  re- 
lated to  the  Far  East,  was  signed  on 
February  11, 1945,  at  Yalta,  with  the  per- 
sonal signatures  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Great  Britain,  and  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Russia.  It  was  not  made  public  in  the 
United  States  at  that  time.  It  was  made 
pubUc  simultaneously  In  London,  Mos- 
cow, and  Washington  on  February  11, 
1946,  1  year  later.  The  heads  of  the 
Chinese  Government  did  not  know  of  the 
agreement  until  June  1945. 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  reason  for 
not  giving  this  Information  to  the  Chi- 
nese Grovemment,  which  was  so  vitally 
affected,  was  that  we  were  at  war.  but 
we  gave  It  to  them  in  June  when  we  were 
still  at  war  and  when  Russia  was  not 
yet  a  party  to  the  war.  I  have  never 
considered  that  there  was  any  valid  rea- 
son why  China  should  not  have  been 
notified  immediately. 

We  made  certain  agreements  with  the 
Chinese  at  Cairo  in  November  of  1943, 
when  Russia  was  not  present,  but  those 
agreements  concerned  not  Russia,  but 
the  enemy  of  both  China  and  the  United 
States  of  America. 
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There  Is  no  doubt  that  we  have  vio- 
lated agreements  we  had  made  with 
Chiang  Kai-shek  at  Cairo.  There  are 
those  who  would  argue  that  what  we  did 
at  Yalta,  as  far  as  China  was  concerned, 
was  afBrmed  and  agreed  to  by  the  Na- 
tionalist Oovemment  of  China  in  a 
treaty  with  the  Soviet  Union. 

An  examination  of  the  record  of  the 
hearings  in  this  particular  matter  will 
disclose  editorials  indicating  that  it  was 
a  great  tiling  for  Russia  and  China  to 
make  the  treaty  which  was  made  in  1945, 
indicating  that  China  had  freely  agreed 
to  carry  out  the  terms  of  the  Yalta 
agreement,  and  that  what  was  done  by 
the  United  States  of  America  wsis  of  no 
concern,  because  China  later  agreed  vol- 
untarily to  carry  out  each  and  every  one 
of  the  terms,  in  the  treaty  with  the 
U.  S.  S.  R. 

It  m\ist  be  remembered  that  the  Yalta 
agreement  was  not  disclosed  to  the  Chi- 
nese Government  until  June  1945,  al- 
though the  Cairo  Conference  was  in  No- 
vember 1943,  and  the  Yalta  agreement 
was  made  in  February  1945. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  look  at  the  facts 
as  to  why  there  was  a  treaty.  Let  us 
look  at  the  facts  as  to  how  China  was 
forced  to  make  a  treaty.  I  want  to  read 
the  agreement,  because  in  it  we  agreed 
with  China  that  she  would  not  lose  her 
rights  so  far  as  Manchuria  and  certain 
other  places  were  concerned. 

The  Cairo  Conference  reached  an 
agreement  as  follows: 

The  three  great  allies  are  Qghtlng  this  war 
to  restrain  and  punish  the  aggression  of 
Japan.  They  covet  no  gain  for  themselves 
and  have  no  thought  of  territorial  expan- 
Blon.  It  Is  their  purpose  that  Japan  shall 
be  stripped  of  all  the  Islands  In  the  Pacific 
which  she  has  seized  or  occupied  since  the 
beginning  of  the  First  World  War  In  1914, 
and  that  all  the  territories  Japkn  has  stolen 
from  the  Chinese,  such  as  Manchuria.  For- 
mosa, and  the  Pescadores,  shall  be  restored 
to  the  Republic  of  China.  Japan  will  also  be 
expelled  from  all  other  territories  which  she 
has  taken  by  violence  and  greed.  The  afore- 
said three  great  powers,  mindful  of  the 
enslavement  of  the  people  of  Korea,  are  de- 
termined that  in  due  course  Korea  shall  be- 
come free  and  Independent. 

L«t  us  look  at  the  record,  and  at  the 
statements  of  Walter  S.  Robertson,  of 
Virginia,  who  was  an  economic  adviser 
to  the  State  Department  from  May  of 
1943  until  1946,  and  who  was  sent  to 
China  as  the  counselor  of  economic 
affairs  with  the  rank  of  Minister. 

I  asked  him  this  question  : 
You  think,  then,  that  we  agreed,  that  Is, 
America  agreed,  at  Yalta,  so  far  as  the  Far 
East  was  concerned,  and  Manchuria,  to  give 
certain  rights  to  China  which  she  was  en- 
titled to  under  the  Cairo  agreement?  You 
believe  that  at  Yalta  we  agreed  to  give  Rus- 
sia, and  Insisted  upon  her  having  certain 
rights  in  Manchuria  which  violated — 

Mr.  Robertson's  reply  was — 
which  violated  our  pledge  at  Cairo. 

I  asked  him  if  he  cared  to  name  those 
rights,  and  he  replied: 

WeU,  I  think  that  we  violated  It  In  two 
wayj  88  far  as  China  was  concerned,  and 
one  terrific  way  so  far  as  we  were  concerned. 
The  Dalren  and  Port  Arthur,  and  that  Is  the 
only  open  port,  and  the  railroads,  the  com- 
munications of  the  country  were  given  to 
Russia.    They  were  given  to  them  under  an 


agreement  where  you  had  a  Joint  operation, 
but  It  was  always  a  Russian  overtopper  for 
the  Chinese,  so  we  gave  Rtusla  the  grip  on 
the  communlcatlonfl  in  that  country  which, 
In  effect  was.  In  my  opinion,  complete  con- 
trol of  It.  and  It  proved  exactly  that  way. 
China  never  had  any  sovereignty  over  Man- 
churia, after  the  Russians  swept  In  there,  of 
any  kind  or  description.  The  Russians 
would  not  even  let  China  use  Dalren  and  the 
Chinese  railroads  to  transport  troops  to  take 
over  after  the  surrender  from  the  Japanese 
under  the  Potsdam  Declaration.  There  was 
never  1  second  from  the  time  that  the  Rus- 
sians moved  Into  Manchuria  where  the  Chi- 
nese had  the  slightest  ability  to  carry  out 
their  rights;  so.  coming  back  we  relmpoeed 
extra  extraterritoriality  upon  Manchuria. 
transferred  it  from  the  Japanese  to  the  Rus- 
sians. The  Russians  had  originally  gotten 
it  from  the  Chlne^je,  and  all  of  it  at  one  time 
belonged  to  China.  The  Japanese  were 
there.  It  was  their  base  of  expansion,  and 
we  thought  that  expansion  there  was  a 
threat  to  our  Interests,  an  infringement  upon 
the  sovereignty  of  China,  and  as  they  ex- 
panded we  protested  all  the  time,  so  we, 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  Chinese,  In  ef- 
fect, relmposed  extraterritoriality  which  vio- 
lated the  treaty  with  China,  in  January  1943, 
renouncing  it.     That  is  No.  1. 

I  think  he  meant  November  1943. 

No.  2.  I  think,  from  the  other  standpoint 
that  the  Chinese  thought  in  any  event  that 
we  had  pledged  the  return  to  Manchuria  by 
them  at  the  end  of  the  war.  and  they  thouerht 
It  was  an  open  violation  of  the  solemn  agree- 
ment made  there. 

In  connection  with  the  treaty  between 
China  and  Russia,  I  asked  Mr.  Robertson 
this  question: 

How  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that 
China  filially  made  the  Ueaty  with  Rusola.^ 


H3  replied: 
We  forced  her. 

I  asked  him : 

You  figure  that  we  did  'orce  her? 

His  reply  was: 

They  first  said  they  would  not  send  emis- 
saries. We  were  putting  tremendous  pres- 
sure on  China  to  send  these  emissaries  there. 
and  when  they  got  there  all  of  the  details  of 
this  agreement  had  been  spelled  out  for 
them.  Well,  now,  China  was  in  the  poeltlon 
of  she  had  nowhere  else  to  turn.  She  was  In  a 
desperate  condition.  All  of  her  Industries 
were  destroyed,  her  commerce  was  destroyed, 
her  transportation  was  destroyed,  her  agri- 
cultural land  had  had  throe  armies  living 
off  them  for  8  years,  and  she  was  rent  by 
the  civil  war.  and  it  was  nowhere  that  China 
had  any  chance  of  getting  help  except  from 
us. 

Meaning  from  the  United  States    of 
America. 
I  then  asked: 
Then  this  Government — 

Meaning  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment— 

did  put  pressure  on  China  to  have  the  Yalta 
agreement  carried  out? 

Mr.  Robertson  replied: 

Yes.  indeed,  we  did;   yes.   Indeed,  we  did. 

It  is  claimed  that  China  voluntarily 
confirmed  Yalta  in  the  treaty  with  the 
U.  S.  S.  R. — but  now  we  learn  that  the 
United  States  Government  forced  China 
into  that  treaty.  It  is  also  enlightening 
to  have  Mr.  Robertson's  testimony  in  re- 
gard to  what  happened  when  the  news 
got  to  China  of  this  Yalta  agreement  be- 


tween the  United  States  and  Russia.   The 
testimony  is  as  follows: 

Senator  Kmowland.  Was  it  Indicated  sub- 
sequent to  that  time  that  the  President  of 
the  Republic  of  China  himself  had  been 
shocked  when  he  got  the  news? 

Rjmember.  it  was  not  until  June  1945 
that  it  was  learned  that  this  agreement 
was  made  secretly  in  February  1945. 

Mr.  Robertson.  My  knowledge  of  that  sit- 
uation was  given  to  me  by  the  Ambassador 
himself.     He  said  he  hit  the  celling. 

Meaning  that  the  Generalissimo  of 
China  hit  the  ceiling.  During  these 
hearings  Mr.  Robertson  testified: 

In  1943  we  signed  the  solemn  treaty  with 
China    renouncing    extraterritoriality. 

In  the  summer  of  that  same  year  we  Ipeo 
facto  made  China  one  of  the  five  great 
powers  of  the  world,  with  full  responsibility 
for  carrying  on  the  war  and  organizing  the 
peace,  and  we  gave  China  a  seat  on  the  Se- 
curity Council  equal  to  our  own,  and  then  In 
Cairo,  in  December  of  that  year,  we  speclfl- 
cally  pledged  to  Chiang  Kai-shek  to  return 
Manchuria,  by  name,  to  China  at  the  end  of 
the  war. 

Well.  now.  that  was  when  we  needed  China 
desperately. 

Then.  14  months  later  at  Yalta,  in  Febru- 
ary 1945,  when  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
bruiK,  by  some,  Russia  into  the  war  which 
was   proceeding. 

Now,  we  granted  that  despite  the  fact  that 
we  were  fighting  the  war  ourselves,  because 
we  thought  that  the  Japanese  there  were  a 
threat  to  ua.  despite  the  fact  that  we  had 
renounced  by  solemn  treaty  extraterritorial- 
ity, despite  the  fact  that  we  had  speclficallj 
pledged  to  Chiang  Kai-shek  at  Cairo  in  De- 
cember 1943.  tlie  return  of  Manchuria  tc 
China,  and  we  granted  that  without  the 
knowledge  or  the  consent  of  China — the 
Chinese  Government  knew  nothing  about  It 
whatsoever — and  we  were  pledged  there  tc 
carry  out  those  terms  unconditionally,  sc 
that  with  or  without  Chinese  consent  that 
was  a  deal. 

Mr,  President,  that  was  a  witne.ss  who 
was  present  in  China,  who  had  knowl- 
ed.ge  before  the  fact,  and  who  has  within 
the  last  week  given  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  the  testimony 
to  which  I  have  referred.  So  we  have 
one  person  who  is  speaking  from  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  what  the  Yalta 
agreement  meant,  and  the  effect  it  has 
had  upon  the  world. 

Mr.  Robertson  continued  as  follows: 

T.  V.  Soong  and  another  Chinese  whose 
name  I  cannot  remember  went;  he  stayed 
some  2  weeks,  if  I  remember  correctlv.  and 
he  returned  to  Chungking,  and  he  said  he 
would  not  sign  that  treaty,  that  no  Chinese 
could  sign  It.  and  ever  look  another  one  in 
the  face,  and  he  finally  as  prime  minister 
to  keep  from  signing  the  treaty:  he  did  not 
go  back  to  Moscow. 

Wang  Shlh-Chieh,  who  was  the  foreign 
minister,  was  sent  in  hU  place,  and  he  signed 
the  treaty,  and  every  term  of  that  treaty, 
according  to  our  best  information,  had  been 
worked  out  at  Yalta  without  any  consulU- 
tion  whatsoever  with  the   Chinese,   and  so. 

That  Witness  was  confirmed  by  the 
Senate  today  as  an  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State. 

Let  us  look  at  only  one  European  as- 
pect of  the  Yalta  agreement.  Mr.  Bohlen 
was  an  interpreter  and  adviser  at  Yalta. 
He  was  Under  Secretary  of  State.  What 
did  we  do  to  Poland  at  Yalta  when  the 
Polish  Government  was  not  present  but 
in  London  directing  its  forces  who  were 
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fighting  in  the  air  and  on  land  as  ottr 
allies?  We  established  a  new  govern- 
ment in  Poland.  We  consented  to  the 
elimination  of  the  Polish  Government  in 
exile  in  London.  TTie  brave  sons  of 
Poland  were  going  forth  to  help  America 
and  her  allies.  We  consented  to  the 
establishment  of  a  new  government  in 
Poland.  We  consented  to  the  ehmiiw- 
tion  of  the  Polish  Government  in  exile 
In  London. 

There  was  a  conversaticm  between  Mr. 
Hopkins  and  Btalin  when  Mr.  Bohlen 
was  present 

While  we  were  doing  business  with  the 
bona  fide  Polish  Government  in  exile  in 
London,  we  were  selling  them  down  the 
river  to  a  Soviet  puppet  government,  tlie 
Lublin  committee.  I  shall  show,  from 
Mr.  Sherwood's  book,  what  we  did  about 
putting  any  of  those  who  were  in  the 
London  government  in  the  Lublin  gov- 
ernment, which  was  the  committee  which 
Russia  wanted  to  dominate  all  of  Poland. 
Mr.  Bohlen  was  present  at  this  conversa- 
tion as  related  by  Mr.  Sherwood. 

I  quote  Harry  Hopkins  as  related  in 
the  Sherwood  book: 

Mr.  Hopkins  replied  that,  as  far  as  the 
United  States  Government  was  concerned, 
we  had  no  interest  In  seeing  anyone  con- 
nected with  the  present  Polish  Government 
In  London  Involved  In  the  new  provisional 
government  of  Poland,  and  he  did  not  per- 
sonally believe  that  the  British  had  any  such 
Idea. 

In  other  word.s.  we  found  that  In  Mr. 
Bohlen's  presence  Mr.  Hopkins  was  say- 
ing, with  respect  to  the  government  of 
one  of  our  allies  in  exile  in  London.  "We 
will  go  £Llong  with  the  Soviets  and  create 
a  new  puppet  government  io  take  over 
the  Polish  people." 

The  same  idea  is  repeated  in  the  book 
on  page  910.  I  had  better  read  the 
paragraph: 

His  [Stalin's]  reply  to  that  was  that  be 
would  take  Into  consideration  Russia's  optn- 

liin.  as  well  as  Americas  opinion,  and  that  it 
was  the  Russian  forces  that  had  liberated 
Poland,  and  said  If  they  did  not  gain  the 
victory  in  Poland  with  such  a  great  loss  of 
Russian  life,  nobody  would  be  talking  about 
a  new  Poland.  He  said  several  times  that 
he  blamed  the  British  for  conniving  with  the 
London  Poles. 

Let  us  look  at  another  aspect  of  the 
Yalta  agreement.  As  I  have  said,  if  this 
agreement  were  not  still  a  living  thing, 
presented  to  us  today  and  extending  into 
our  future,  there  would  be  Uttle  use  of 
discussing  it  here.  But  I  believe  that  it 
is  something  that  Is  alive  today — some- 
thing which  penetrates  the  lives  of  slU 
Americans  and  of  all  the  free  peoples  of 
the  world.  It  greatly  concerns  those 
who  have  been  forced  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 

Wliat  did  we  do  about  the  teiritory 
beyond  the  Curzon  line,  in  violation  of 
the  Atlantic  Charter?  The  United  Na- 
tions and  Russia,  as  parties  to  the  Atlan- 
tic Charter,  agreed  to  everything  in  the 
charter. 

We  established  the  Curzon  line  as  the 
Polish  east  boundary,  and  this  certainly 
violated  the  Atlantic  Charter.  We 
agreed  to  free  elections  in  Poland  and 
the  other  satellite  countries.  Will  any- 
one now  contend,  who  has  any  knowl- 
edge of  communism,  that  Russia  would 


be  a  party  to  a  free  election?  It  does 
not  take  an  expert  on  the  Soviet  Union 
to  know  that  a  free  election  to  the  Soviet 
Union  is  not  a  free  election  as  we  in  this 
country  would  understand  It.  We  agreed 
with  Russia  to  give  her  Polsjid  as  a 
friendly  nation.  Is  a  "friendly  nation" 
to  Russia  such  as  we  In  this  country 
understand  a  friendly  nation  to  be? 

Could  anyone  who  claimed  to  be  an 
expert,  who  cbumed  to  understand  com- 
munism or  the  U.  S.  S.  R..  brieve  that 
when  the  Soviet  Union  was  talking  about 
a  free  Section,  and  using  the  term 
"friendly  nation,"  it  meant  the  same 
thing  as  we  linderstand  by  the  term 
"free  election,"  and  the  term  "friendly 
nation?" 

Russia  now  considers  the  slave  puppet 
government  on  her  border  in  Poland,  as 
well  as  the  other  satelhtes.  friendly  na- 
tions. However,  we  know  that  while 
they  must  be  friendly  to  Russia,  so  far 
as  the  people  are  concerned  they  are 
desirous  of  becoming  free,  as  we  under- 
stand the  word.  They  want  free  elec- 
tions, as  we  understand  the  term,  but 
they  are  not  permitted  to  have  them. 

Let  us  look  at  the  statement  of  Am- 
bassador Harriman,  to  see  what  he  was 
thinking  at  almost  the  same  time.  He 
was  our  Ambassador  and  he  was  present, 
as  Mr.  Bohlen  says,  when  the  secret 
agreements  at  Yalta  were  entered  into. 

Let  us  look  at  what  the  late  James  For- 
restal,  former  Secretary  of  Defense,  had 
to  say  in  his  diary  just  a  few  months 
after  the  Yalta  agreement.    He  said: 

I  had  a  meeting  in  my  office  this  morning 
with  Ambassad<H'  Harriman,  Admiral  Ed- 
wards (Vice  Adm.  Richard  S.  Bdwards.  Dep- 
uty Chief  of  Naval  Operations),  Vice  Ad- 
miral Cooke  (Charles  M.  Cooke,  Jr.,  Chief 
of  Staff  to  Admiral  King).  Mr.  Harriman 
said  he  thought  it  was  time  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  about  the  necessity  for  the  early 
entrance  of  Russia  into  the  Japanese  war. 
He  said  he  was  satisfied  they  were  deter- 
mined to  come  in  it  because  of  their  require- 
ments in  the  Far  East.  (He  described  the 
territorial  concessions  made  at  Yalta.)  He 
said  the  Russiana,  he  believed,  much  more 
greatly  feared  a  separate  peace  by  ourselves 
with  Japan  than  any  fear  of  ourselves  about 
their  concluding  such  an  arrangement.  He 
said  he  thought  it  was  Important  that  we 
determine  our  pjollcy  as  to  a  strong  or  weak 
China,  that  if  China  continued  weak  Rus- 
sian influence  would  move  in  quickly  and 
toward  ultimate  domination.  He  said  that 
there  would  be  no  Uluslon  about  anything 
such  as  a  "free  China"  once  the  Russians 
got  in,  that  the  two  or  three  hundred  mU- 
Uons  tn  that  country  would  march  when 
the  Kremlin  ordered. 

That  was  in  May  of  1945,  a  few  months 
after  February  1945,  when  we  made  the 
agreement  at  Yalta  giving  Russia  the 
very  domination  which  was  then  being 
discussed.  The  same  situation  was  true 
with  respect  to  Poland  and  all  the  other 
satelhtes.  They  were  taken  over;  and 
once  Russia  got  the  upper  hand,  there 
was  no  more  freedom. 

This  same  thing  would  and  did  apply 
to  the  so-called  friendly  Poland  under 
the  domination  of  Russia. 

The  man  whose  name  is  now  under 
consideration  for  confirmation  says  that 
we  did  not  change  eondltioru  at  Yalta. 
But  is  It  not  true  ttiat  we  did  permit  by 
our  agreements,  and  without  protest,  the 
changes  made  in  the  countries  surround- 


ing Russia.  Including  Poland.  Czecho- 
slovakia, and.  in  fact,  China,  and  the 
other  satellites? 

He  says  it  would  have  come  out  the 
same  way.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  difference  in  morality,  so 
far  as  a  moral  question  is  concerned,  in 
agreeing  to  something  Immoral  to  be 
done  and  not  protesting  it£  being  done. 
Here  was  an  agreement. 

Mr.  Harriman  was  Ambassador  to 
Russia  at  this  time.  Mr.  Bohlen  was 
an  expert  on  Russia.  They  were  the 
only  two  other  Amerieans  present  when 
the  far-eastern  agreement  was  made  in 
relation  to  China. 

I  have  never  agreed  that  the  record 
shows  Russia  ever  demanded  as  a  condi- 
tion for  entrance  into  the  war  against 
Japan  tlie  c<xicessions  which  were  made 
to  her.  The  original  telegram  from 
Mr.  Harriman.  as  Ambassador  to  Russia, 
to  the  President  in  Deconber  1944.  at 
the  most,  sets  out  the  concessions  as  the 
political  aims  of  Russia  in  the  Far  Bast 
and  not  as  a  condition  precedent  to  their 
joining  the  war  against  Japan. 

The  record  in  this  case  shows  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  was  connected  with  these 
fundamental  errors  of  judgment.  He 
professes  to  be  an  exFtert  on  commu- 
nism, but  says  he  was  at  most  an  ad- 
viser. We  cannot  afford  errors  of  judg- 
ment on  our  foreign  pohcy.  That  is 
why  the  people  have  placed  Dwight 
Eisenhower  in  office  as  President  and 
why  the  Senate  has  confirmed  John 
Poster  Dulles  as  Secretary  of  State. 
Errors  in  foreign  policy  today  cost  Amer- 
ican lives  and  Uves  of  our  allies,  and  a 
tax  burden  that  the  American  public  will 
be  unable  to  carry,  and  burdens  which 
other  free  people  will  be  unable  to  carry. 

This  is  the  background  against  which 
we  must  consider  the  Bohlen  nomina- 
tion. We  must  determine  whether  he 
played  a  major  role  or  a  significant  part 
in  these  and  other  decisions  which  have 
caused  so  much  suffering  and  tyranny 
in  the  world,  the  cost  of  which  cannot 
yet  be  determined. 

The  question  boils  down  to  whether 
he  was  merely  an  interpreter  or  whether 
he  was  an  adviser  who  contributed  to 
the  making  of  these  infamous  agree- 
ments. Mr.  Bohlen  justifies  tliese  agree- 
ments, and  defends  them,  on  the  grounds 
of  military  expediency  and  says  he  was 
just  carrying  out  orders. 

In  the  light  of  these  facts,  Mr.  Joseph 
C.  Grew,  a  Foreign  Service  officer  for 
many  years,  but  now  retired,  says: 

No  matter  what  phases  his  thinking  may 
have  passed  through  in  light  of  other  cir- 
cumstances and  other  conditions  in  times 
past,  there  is  no  shadow  of  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  he  is  the  right  man  and  the  best  man 
for  the  Job  just  now. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  we  have 
in  this  country  a  Foreign  Service  which, 
in  effect,  takes  the  place  of  civil  service 
in  our  international  activities  abroad. 
We  have  set  up  in  relation  to  our  foreign 
activities,  a  continuing  Giovemment  serv- 
ice whose  duty  i&  to  help  advise  and  help 
the  President  of  the  United  States  in 
conducting  his  foreign  relations  without 
regard  to  party.  However,  there  is  al- 
ways involved  the  question  of  ability  to 
carry  out  the  policy  as  made  by  the 
President,  or  those  who  make  it  on  the 
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ftdvice  of  the  President.  I  think  it  is  a 
good  thing  to  have  a  Foreign  Service  and 
career  diplomats.  I  think  it  is  well 
worth  while.  But,  certainly  we  do  not 
want  to  perpetuate  errors  of  the  past. 
Only  those  who  can  properly  represent 
the  administration  in  power  and  can 
help  to  carry  out  its  policies  should  be 
continued  in  office.  I  believe  that  the 
actions  of  every  man  and  woman  are 
based  on  his  past.  That  is  life  itself. 
The  question  is.  Is  Mr.  Bohlen  so  fixed 
In  the  errors  of  the  past  that  he  cannot 
represent  the  President  of  the  United 
States  as  his  personal  representative  in 
Russia? 

As  I  said,  Joseph  C.  Grew,  who  was  a 
Foreign  Service  officer  for  many  years 
and  an  able  and  distinguished  Ambas- 
sador, believes  when  he  writes  me  to  the 
effect  that  regardless  of  other  circum- 
stances and  other  conditions  of  the  past 
there  is  no  shadow  of  doubt  in  his  mind 
that  Mr.  Bohlen  is  the  right  man  for  the 
Job  at  this  time. 

This  particular  post  as  Ambassador  to 
Soviet  Russia  is  not  a  policy  position,  we 
have  been  told :  that  it  is  at  most  a  mir- 
ror for  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  The  question  we  must  all  decide 
is  whether  or  not  the  images  reflected 
by  Mr.  Bohlen  in  this  mirror  for  the 
President  of  the  United  States  will  be 
true  and  accurate,  or  whether  they  will 
be  tarnished  and  changed  by  previous 
opinions  and  vested  interests  in  errors  of 
the  past. 

I  think  that  if  they  related  to  what 
took  place  at  Yaltav  if  they  related  to 
what  took  place  at  Teheran — yes,  if  they 
related  to  what  took  place  in  the  mission 
to  China  to  consolidate  the  Communist 
and  Nationalist  Governments  of  China, 
and  the  consequent  loss  of  China,  we 
might  expect  that  one  could  draw  the 
reasonable  inference  that  the  mirror 
would  reflect  former  thinking. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
am  mistaken  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  will  correct  me.  However,  my 
understanding  Is  that  either  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  or  be- 
fore another  committee,  Mr.  Bohlen  has 
within  the  past  3  days  approved  of  the 
Yalta  agreement.  Am  I  correct  in  that 
statement?  Does  the  Senator  have  such 
information? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  have  some  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  I  do  not  think 
I  can  answer  the  Senator's  question  cate- 
gorically from  the  record. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  yield? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  TAPT.  I  formed  a  very  definite 
opinion  of  Mr.  Bohlen's  position.  It  was 
to  the  effect  that  he  felt  that  from  hind- 
sight the  Yalta  agreement  was  a  mistake; 
that  in  two  important  respects  it  was  a 
mistake.  However,  he  defended  the  good 
faith  and  the  actions  of  those  who  made 
the  agreement.  I  believe  that  was  the 
substance  of  his  testimony.  He  thought 
from  the  information  they  had  at 
that  tixa|>^e  Judgment  of  those  who 
made  thSttgreement  was  correct.  He 
felt  thatS  the  light  of  subsequent  de- 
▼elQPBMilvUt  was  a  mistake.  However, 
he  ftlt  tl»i  they  could  not  be  blamed 


for  it.   I  do  not  agree  with  him,  but  that 
was  his  position. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes;  that  Is  what 
I  understand  it  to  be  from  the  record. 
I  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Bohlen  either. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  My  understanding 
was  that  he  said  in  substance  that  it  was 
the  best  that  could  be  done  at  the  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
That  is  an  accurate  statement. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  my  under- 
standing. I  did  not  hear  him  make  it. 
but  I  understood  that  that  was  his 
statement. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Which,  to  my  way 
of  thinking,  is  by  Mr.  Bohlen  a  reaffirma- 
tion of  his  position  at  the  time  the  Yalta 
agreement  was  brought  about.  One  may 
sugar-coat  it  if  he  wants  to  do  so,  and 
say  that  now  he  has  reformed  and  that 
now  he  is  penitent,  but  it  does  not  sound 
like  that  to  me. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No.  Mr.  President. 
My  purpose  in  spending  so  much  time  on 
these  agreements,  in  pointing  out  why  I 
think  they  were  so  evil,  was  not  to  at- 
tempt in  any  way  to  sugar-coat  or  take 
away  the  responsibility  of  Mr.  Bohlen 
insofar  as  the  agreements  are  concerned. 
As  I  have  just  said,  if  he  were  to  interpret 
or  to  act  as  a  mirror.  If  he  were  to  send 
back  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  reflections  which  would  be  looked 
upon  as  interpretations  of  the  agree- 
ments. I  would  not  trust  the  mirror,  for  I 
would  think  it  would  be  so  faulty  that  it 
could  not  be  used. 

But  today  I  do  not  see  that  the  present 
post  of  our  Ambassador  to  Moscow  Is  such 
that  he  could  do  anything  except  carry 
out  the  policy  which  he  was  instructed 
to  carry  out.  In  this  connection  \  think 
it  is  only  fair  to  quote  Mr.  Bohlen  him- 
self, for  at  the  hearing  I  questioned  him 
along  this  particular  line.  Of  course,  Mr. 
President,  one  way  to  know  what  a  man 
believes  is  to  ask  him  about  it  and  allow 
him  to  answer,  and.  during  the  time  he  is 
answering,  to  watch  his  demeanor. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state  that 
when  Mr.  Bohlen  appeared  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I  ques- 
tioned him;  and  I  now  stat^  his  answers: 
-  B4r.  BoHucN.  I  consider  the  role  of  the  Am- 
bassador as  one  to  carry  out  the  Instructions 
he  receives.  No  Ambassador  has  a  jwllcy- 
maklng  decision.  I  would  have  the  right  of 
recommendation  and  suggestion  but  no  power 
of  decision. 

Senator  Ferguson.  Do  you  feel  that  In 
view  of  what  has  happened  In  the  past,  as  a 
policymaker  or  as  an  adviser,  your  opinion 
would  not  be  colored  on  the  question  of  a  new 
policy? 

Mr.  BORT.EN.  I  do  not  think  so.  no;  because 
I  conceive,  as  I  did  then,  that  the  function 
of  a  professional  Foreign  Service  officer,  or 
an  Ambassador  for  that  matter.  Is  that  of  an 
executcw  of  policy. 

He  does  not  determine  policy.  Policy  Is 
determined  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
people  legally  estalished  to  be  his  advisers — 
for  Instance,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and 
their  military  advisers.  I  doubt  that  any 
two  persons  would  have  to  have  total  100 
percent  agreement  with  every  policy,  and  I 
do  not  think  people  are  made  that  way.  I 
was  not  100  percent  in  agreement  with  many 
of  the  things  I  saw  during  the  war,  but  I 
know  this  much,  that  my  duty  and  my  oath 


of  office  made  It  perfectly  plain  that  I  carry 
out  the  policies  laid  down  by  the  constituted 
authorities  of  the  United  States. 

If  I  disagree  so  deeply  with  them.  I  always 
have  the  prospect  of  resignation. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  there  are 
too  few  Government  officials  who  resign 
when  they  are  of  the  opinion  that  they 
cannot  agree  in  principle  to  the  policies 
they  are  asked  to  carry  out.  The  diffi- 
culty is  that  sometimes  such  officials 
look  upon  the  posts  they  hold  as  mere 
jobs,  and  not  as  public  service  and  pub- 
lic trusts.  If  they  regard  them  as  public 
service  for  the  good  of  the  entire  United 
States,  there  will  be  more  resignations 
from  policy-executing  positions,  when 
those  who  hold  such  positions  cannot 
agree  with  the  policies  they  are  asked  to 
execute. 

I  shall  quote  further  from  the  testi- 
mony given  by  Mr.  Bohlen  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I  then 
said  to  him : 

Senator  Pncuaoiv.  Tou  have  the  right  to 
resign. 

Mr.  BoKLEN.  The  right  to  resign,  tout  X  do 
not  anticipate  anything  of  that  nature. 

The  function  of  an  Ambassador  is,  first  ctf 
all.  to  report  to  his  Government  the  situa- 
tion in  the  country  as  he  sees  it.  based  on 
the  information  he  obtains;  the  second  one 
is  to  carry  out  the  instructions  that  be 
receives  from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Senator  Peecuson.  Do  you  not  think,  then, 
that  he  would  have  any  vested  interest  in 
error  that  would  Influence  his  Judgment? 

Mr.  Bohlen.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  President,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  believes  that,  notwith- 
standing Mr.  Bohlen's  connections  with 
former  administrations'  errors  in  foreign 
pohcy.  he  can  act  as  an  Ambassador 
to  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  and  as  the  President's 
personal  representative,  to  perform  such 
functions  £is  the  President  desires  him 
to  perform— not  in  carrying  out  the 
functions  of  a  statutory  official,  but  in 
carrying  out  the  functions  of  a  consti- 
tutional official. 

Congress  has  conferred  no  duties  upon 
an  Ambassador.  Ke  performs  the  du- 
ties the  President  wishes  him  to  perform 
in  connection  with  the  President's  for- 
eign policy. 

Therefore.  I  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  I  should  vote  to  allow  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  in  this 
particular  case,  and  under  the  particu- 
lar circumstances,  to  name  Charles  E. 
Bohlen  as  his  personal  representative. 
I  will,  therefore,  vote  in  favor  of  con- 
firmation of  this  nomination. 

But  I  do  not  consider  that  my  vote 
in  favor  of  confirmation  of  this  nomina- 
tion will  in  any  way  approve  or  condone 
the  nominee's  actions,  or  the  actions  of 
our  Government,  at  Yalta  or  the  other 
wartime  conferences.  I  still  vigorously 
condemn  these  mistakes  for  their  serious 
effect  upon  our  lives  today  and  into  to- 
morrow. Only  by  seeing  these  mistakes 
clearly  can  we  move  to  correct  and  lessen 
their  effect  on  civilization. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  desire  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
to  have  a  new.  firm,  consistent  foreign 
policy,  and  I  believe  he  will  attempt  to 
carry  it  out  in  that  way.  Therefore,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  President 
may  have  this  man  to  help  carry  out  the 
policy  In  the  case  of  this  particular  mis- 
sion, that  of  our  Ambassador  to  Russia. 
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Mr.  DIRKSETN.  Mr.  President,  after 
listening  to  my  genial  and  distinguished 
colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho 
rMr.  WbucerI,  who  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate a  short  tiDM'  ago.  I  am  reminded  of 
olden  days,  when  I  lived  in  a  little  town 
in  Illinois,  and  when,  ak>ng  with  a  sub- 
Fcription  to  the  local  newspaper,  one  re- 
ceived a  lovely  chroroo.  or  chromolitho- 
graph, and  for  98  cents  additional  re- 
ceived a  gold  frame  for  it  For  many 
years  that  humble  piece  of  art  hung  in 
our  kitchen,  and  I  suppose  it  was  the 
first  piece  of  art  with  which  I  became 
acquainted.  It  showed  a  little  group  in 
the  Colosseum  in  Rome,  with  a  man  with 
a  white  beard  and  dressed  in  a  white 
tunic  in  the  center.  Each  one  in  the 
group  was  supplicating  Heaven  just  be- 
fore the  lions  came  out  and  enriched  the 
spectacle.  TTie  title  was  "The  Last 
Christian  Martyrs." 

I  later  discovered  that  the  picture  also 
had  a  Latin  title,  which,  if  I  recall  cor- 
rectly, was  •Moiituri  Salutamis,"  which 
is  translated  as  "We  who  are  about  to 
die  salute  you."     [Laughter.l 

Mr.  President,  this  will  not  be  the  first 
time,  or  the  last  time,  either,  when — as 
the  result  of  a  vote — I  shall  "die"  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate — and,  of  covursc,  I  may 
state  that  dmring  my  service  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  I  had  similar  experi- 
encea 

So,  although  I  extend  my  personal 
sympathy  and  commiseration  to  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  WKLKrRi,  I  wish  to  tell  him  not  to 
feel  discouraged  or  gloomy  today. 

It  runs  in  my  mind  that  long  ago 
Jacob  said  to  the  Lord,  "O  Lord,  let  me 
not  die  without  Buffering  or  illness." 

Mr.  President,  how  are  we  to  go 
through  this  adventure  of  service  in  the 
United  States  Senate  without  a  little 
asony  now  and  then,  whether  it  be  po- 
litical or  otherwise?  [Laughter.!  There 
has  to  be  something  to  act  as  savor  and 
leaven  for  this  great  adventure.  So 
I  do  not  approoch  it  from  the  stand- 
point of  feeling  badly  about  it,  ethereally 
speaking. 

My  good  friend  the  Senator  from 
Texas  raised  a  question  about  hilarity. 
Mr.  President,  I  know  of  no  hilarity  in 
my  soul;  today  I  am  neither  happy  nor 
unhappy  about  the  approaching  vote  on 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Charles  Bohlen. 
It  is  a  matter  of  duty.  I  believe  that  the 
one  who  most  properly  and  most  cor- 
rectly discharges  his  duty  in  that  con- 
nection is  our  great  majority  leader,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI. 
We  have  never  seen  Bob  Taft  Inter- 
pret his  duty  in  terms  of  whether  he  is 
happy  or  unhappy  about  it  He  knows 
what  his  duty  is.  and  he  does  it;  and 
that  is  all  that  is  necessary. 

So  I  am  going  to  perform  my  duty, 
and  it  will  be  a  long  time  from  now  be- 
fore I  will  even  have  opportmiity  to 
probe  my  soul  and  my  spirit  to  find  out 
whether  I  was  happy  or  unhappy  about 
it.  It  is  merely  a  duty,  and  I  want  to 
do  it;  and  I  want  to  apparoach  it  as  sim- 
ply as  I  know  how.  Let  me  say  to  "Bob" 
Tait.  if  I  can  be  f amiUar  for  a  moment, 
that  his  brother  Charlie  some  years 
ago  made  a  sfieech  to  the  Federation  of 
Women's  Clubs.  I  read  it  in  the  Reoom, 
and  for  a  time  one  line  of  it  made  me 
furious.     The    first    Une    in    Charlie's 


speech  was,  "Tlo thing  will  ever  be  simple 
again."  ThaX  really  infuriated  me.  be- 
cause I  thought,  surely,  there  Is  a  way 
of  reducing  this  m  any  other  problem  to 
a  very  simple  common  denominator. 
But  I  am  not  insensible  of  the  fact  that 
this  rather  big,  bewildering,  sprawling, 
labyrinthian  Government  of  ours,  with 
its  multitude  of  functions,  is  not  quite  so 
simple.  So  I  try  to  reduce  it  to  sim- 
plicity as  best  I  know  how. 

First,  let  me  put  aside  what  I  think 
are  the  general  considerations.  I  have 
a  great  affection  for  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  did  my  level  utmost  in 
Chicago  to  prevent  his  nomination — and 
I  would  do  it  all  over  again.  I  do  not 
apologize  to  anybody  for  it.  But  I  think 
he  is  a  great  character.  He  has  a  sense 
of  sportsmanship  and  a  quaUty  of  fair- 
ness, and  I  believe  the  President  of  the 
United  States  would  be  ashamed  of  a 
Senator  if  he  had  a  conviction  and  did 
not  stand  up  to  express  it.  I  cannot 
imagine  a  great  President  having  any 
other  attitude  than  that 

I  have  affection  for  John  Poster 
Dulles,  our  Secretary  of  State.  He  is  a 
great  spiritual  character,  he  is  a  great 
churchman  in  his  own  right,  and  he  is 
a  fine  international  lawyer.  I  learned 
to  know  him  years  ago,  and  my  affection 
for  him  has  increased  with  the  lapse  of 
years.  But  if  I  disagree  with  him.  I  think 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  think  un- 
kindly of  me.  indeed,  might  consider  it 
moral  cowardice  on  my  pkart.  if  I  failed  to 
utter  my  conviction  and  failed  to  express 
my  responsibility  as  a  Member  of  the 
Congress  and  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  going  to  aiH^roach  my  vote  on 
the  pending  nomination  in  just  that 
simple  fashion,  and  as  I  do  so,  let  me 
remind  my  colleagues  that  cmce  this 
nomination  is  confirmed,  we  will  never 
get  it  back,  it  will  not  be  recalled.  When 
the  heat  was  on  Dean  Acheson  and  the 
voices  of  the  people  of  America  were 
raised  to  crescendo  to  have  him  im- 
peached, I  thought.  I  wonder  if  the 
nomination  can  lie  brought  back.  Can 
it  be  reviewed  after  it  has  left  this 
body?  The  Supreme  Court  said.  "No." 
There  are  cases  on  that  point  So  this 
is  a  solemn  business.  Mr.  President  We 
will  never  get  it  back,  once  it  is  done. 
If  it  is  a  mistake,  we  will  have  to  live  with 
it  And  so  it  ill  bec<Mnes  us.  of  course, 
to  be  anything  but  sporting  and  fair  and 
we  must  be  entirely  without  venality  and 
malice  and  willfulness. 

It  did  not  make  me  feel  very  happy  to 
have  a  Member  of  this  body  quoted  in 
the  press  recently  to  the  effect  that  there 
were  a  few  willful  Members  in  the  Senate. 
I  had  mAde  up  my  mind  on  the  question 
at  that  time,  but  I  resent  being  called 
willful.  I  do  not  care  who  uses  that 
language,  ^^^ther  it  is  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  or  anybody  else.  I  have  reach..;d 
an  age  of  discretion.  I  have  reached — 
God  willing — an  age  of  restraint  and  so 
I  hope  we  wiU  not  demean  each  other  at  a 
moment  when  we  have  a  scdemn  re- 
sponsibility by  sayizvK  that  some  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  is  wUlf  ul.  or  that  some 
group  is  willf  uL 

Mr.  President,  there  was  a  President 
who.  a  good  many  years  ago.  referred  to  a 
group  in  the  Senate  as  "willful  and  ir- 
reconcilable." Perhaps  they  were:  But 
they  went  over  the  country  and  carried 


the  gospel  and  made  that  President  eat 
his  words  before  he  got  through.  We 
caimot  afford  to  have  that  kind  of  atti- 
tude in  the  Senate.  Senators  have  fought 
other  nominations,  in  other  days.  A  few 
nights  ago  I  was  much  interested  when  I 
read  what  Henry  Clay  said  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  about  the  nomination  of 
Martin  Van  Buren  to  be  Ambassador  of 
the  United  States  to  Great  Britain. 
There  woie  a  number  of  reasons  why 
Clay  opposed  him.  bat  the  one  that  really 
entranced  me  was.  as  he  said  (m  this 
floor,  that  Martm  Van  Buren  had 
espoused  a  political  philosophy  which 
called  for  the  dismissal  of  people  from 
the  public  seiTrjce  because  of  their 
poUtics.  It  was  at  that  time  that  William 
L.  Marcy.  tbe  Senator  from  New  York. 
took  the  floor  and  coined  the  expression. 
"To  the  victor  belong  the  spoils  of  the 
enemy."  Tliat  was  the  flrst  time  it  was 
uttered  in  tlie  Senate,  in  1832. 

Other  nominations.  I  assume,  will  be 
opposed;  this  will  be  neither  the  first  one 
nor  the  last  one. 

An  important  consideration  is,  how 
much  good  will,  how  much  confidence. 
will  go  with  Mr.  Bohlen  if  he  becomes 
our  emissary  to  Moscow?  We  know  bow 
the  people  feel  about  the  Yalta  agree- 
ment and  tliat  enters  into  the  question 
of  confidence.  We  cannot  get  away  from 
it. 

First  of  all.  Mr.  President,  we  made  a 
recital  in  our  platform  of  1952.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  believe  that  a  platform 
is  a  covenant  with  the  people.  That  is  a 
borrowed  phrase.  It  came  from  the 
Democratic  platform  of  1932.  In  their 
platform,  I  may  admonish  Senators  on 
the  other  si<Jb.  it  was  said,  "a  party  plat- 
form is  a  covenant  with  the  people  to  be 
faithfiilly  kept"  The  only  trouble  is 
that.  30  days  afterward,  the  Democratic 
Party  threw  it  out  the  window,  and  it 
has  not  been  discovered  from  that  day 
to  this.  But  nonetheless  a  platform  is  a 
covenant  to  be  kept  with  the  people. 
And,  in  the  covenant,  in  1952.  we  said: 

The  Oovenunent  at  the  United  States, 
under  Repniblican  leadership,  will  repudiate 
all  ccmunltmcnts  contained  in  secret  under- 
standings, such  as  those  at  Yalta,  which  aid 
CommurLlst   enslavements. 

I  camiiaigned  on  that  platform,  as  did 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  WelkekI.  whose  fighting  qualities 
and  militant  attributes  I  like.  Herman. 
I  love  you.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  and  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  also  campaigned  on 
that  platform.  I  was  in  25  of  the  States 
in  1952.  and  I  campaigned  at  that  time 
with  most  of  the  Senators  who  are  now 
present.  And  what  a  great  aiid  enrich- 
ing privilege  it  really  was. 

I  have  approved  and  voted  for  all  the 
President's  nominations  to  his  Cabinet. 
azMl  I  do  not  lightly,  of  course,  oppose 
the  pending  nomination.  My  attitude 
tqward  the  nomination  is  a  matter  of 
conviction  with  me.  And  it  is  imper- 
sonaL  I  know  "Chip"  Bohlen.  He  is  a 
very  charming  and  affable  person.  I 
know  Mrs.  Bohlen.  We  first  met  in 
Philadelphia  a  good  many  years  ago 
in  tbe  course  of  a  so-caUed  s^ztinar, 
whm  there  was  a  national  radio  hookup. 
He  was  there,  I  was  there.  Clare  Luce  was 
there.  Harold  Stassen  was  there.  We 
fairly  made  the  welkin  ring  that  night. 
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and  I  think  we  solved  every  domestic 
and  international  problem  under  the 
canopy  of  heaven.  We  had  a  grand  visit. 
and  I  was  fairly  entranced  when  I  heard 
Mr.  Bohlen  mesh  a  whole  string  of  un- 
related consonants  into  something  that 
must  have  been  intelligible  in  the  Rus- 
sian language.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
he  is  a  great  linguist;  he  is  charming, 
he  is  personable,  and  I  am  confident  that 
he  is  able.  But  there  is  something  more 
than  that  that  challenges  our  attention. 
We  have  to  think  of  him  as  associated 
with  an  incident  in  our  time  and  genera- 
tion, and  on  that  ground  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  confirmation  of  his  nomina- 
tion. 

Most  of  the  attention  has  been  given  to 
what  he  will  do  when  he  gets  over  on 
the  other  side.  I  am  more  interested  in 
the  amount  ol  American  confidence  that 
goes  with  him  when  he  leaves  for  Mos- 
cow. The  first  line  of  defense  in  this 
country  is  not  on  the  Rhine,  it  is  not  on 
the  Yangtze,  it  i^  not  in  Indochina  or 
Korea:  the  first  line  is  here  in  America. 
It  lies  in  our  productive  strength.  It 
lies  in  the  emotional  and  moral  and 
spiritual  harmony  of  the  American  peo- 
ple; and  when  that  goes,  then  it  would 
not  make  any  difference  if  we  sent  St. 
Peter  to  Moscow,  our  line  would  be  lack- 
ing in  a  very  important  element.  So, 
what  about  the  American  people? 

The  Yalta  agreement  was  one  of  the 
things  we  talked  about  in  the  campaign. 
I  do  not  want  to  go  back  on  what  we  said 
in  our  platform,  and  I  will  not  go  back 
on  it.  We  said  we  would  repudiate  that 
agreement.  We  mentioned  it  specifi- 
cally. There  is  no  guesswork  about  it, 
there  is  no  equivocation  about  the  lan- 
guage. I  accept  it  as  a  part  of  the  politi- 
cal platform  of  my  party,  and  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  intend  to 
go  back  on  it.  because  if  it  is  repudiated, 
then  we  lose  a  great  and  vital  and  po- 
tential force.  Do  not  be  concerned  about 
November  1954,  my  brethren.  The  issues 
will  probably  be  altogether  different  by 
that  time.  But  the  one  thing  we  have 
got  to  do  is  to  hew  to  the  line  of  moral 
conviction,  we  must  never  let  it  go  out 
to  the  American  people  that  we  solemnly 
said  one  thing  and  that  we  so  quickly 
threw  it  overboard,  because  that  would 
be  our  undoing. 

So  we  repudiated  Yalta.  We  should 
have  repudiated  it.  and  should  stand  by 
that  commitment  for  reasons  best  de- 
scribed by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Pkrguson]. 

Last  week,  Mr.  President,  we  cele- 
brated the  100th  anniversary  of  the  sign- 
ing of  the  treaty  with  Riga.  Everyone 
concurred*  in  that  treaty.  But  we  asked 
no  Pole  to  attend  the  Yalta  Conference. 
There  Poland  was  simply  carved  up  and 
eviscerated,  without  a  single  Pole  being 
present.  I  disavow  it.  I  want  no  part  of 
that  kind  of  morality.  I  think  the  least 
a  person  can  do  is  to  repudiate,  reject, 
and  disavow  anything  like  that.  It  took 
2  years  and  1  month  for  the  State  De- 
partment to  get  its  message  out  in 
mimeographed  forni  and  signed,  to  show 
what  had  happened  at  Yalta.  There  we 
solemnly  agreed  to  carve  up  Poland  and 
take  one-third  of  the  Polish  population 
and  hand  them  over  to  the  Soviet  Union, 
into  the  brutal  and  bloody  bosom  of 


Stalin.  That  is  where  they  are  today, 
along  with  other  Polish  people.  We  have 
to  repudiate  that  agreement. 

I  want  to  say  to  my  friend  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  Pkrgitson]  that  I  think  he  has 
rendered  great  service  in  laboring  with 
the  docimientation  of  that  record.  I 
think  it  was  necessary,  and  it  was  a  very 
constructive  public  service. 

If  Senators  will  read  the  Rape  of  Po- 
land, they  will  find  on  page  96  the  deal 
was  made  in  the  presence  of  Averell  Har- 
riman  and  Molotov.  Churchill  said  the 
deal  was  made  at  Cairo,  and  was  ratified 
at  Yalta.    We  cannot  escape  the  record. 

When  it  comes  to  China,  there  were  no 
Chinese  at  Yalta.  It  became  our  bitter 
responsibility  to  tell  them  afterward. 
We  agreed  formally  in  writing  to  inform 
them  and  get  their  concurrence. 

As  W5  read  the  protocol,  what  do  we 
find?  We  find  one  little  sentence,  the 
language  of  which  we  used  in  a  number 
of  specifications  in  that  protocol.  Here 
it  is: 

The  preeminent  interest  of  the  Soviet 
Union  In  this  port  will  be  safeguarded. 

That  is  what  Hopkins,  Harriman,  and 
Stettinius  agreed  to;  that  is  what  Hiss 
agreed  to,  and  "Chip"  Bohlen  was  there. 
Do  not  forget  it — Russia's  preeminent  in- 
terest in  Port  Arthur,  Dairen.  the  China 
and  Eastern  Railroad,  and  the  Man- 
churian  Railroad  shall  be  safeguarded. 

We  finally  closed  the  door  which  John 
Hay  and  William  McKinley  opened  55 
years  ago.  We  closed  it,  and.  further- 
more, we  agreed  to  keep  it  closed.  There 
is  the  solemn  language,  in  all  its  naked 
brutality,  to  haunt  us. 

There  is  no  need  of  further  laboring 
Yalta.  It  has  been  treated  eloquently 
on  this  floor,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  I 
should  further  labor  it.  But  I  come  to 
the  crux  of  it  now.  If  we  are  going  to 
disavow  Yalta,  how  can  we  accept  the 
architect?  If  the  architecture  must  be 
rejected,  how  can  we  accept  the  archi- 
tect? If  we  reject  the  structure,  how 
can  we  accept  the  builder?  If  we  reject 
the  stone,  how  can  we  accept  the  man 
who  hewed  and  fashioned  the  stone? 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  said,  and 
I  hope  I  quote  him  correctly,  that  this  is 
not  a  post  with  policy  power.  I  am 
amazed  that  an  ambassador  and  minis- 
ter plenipotentiary  does  not  have  some 
policy  power.  On  the  executive  calen- 
dar we  see  the  nomination  of  Charles 
E.  Bohlen,  of  the  EWstrict  of  Columbia. 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Repub- 
lics. 

If  he  has  no  policy  power,  we  can  send 
anyone  there.  If  he  has  no  policy  power, 
maybe  a  clerk  or  a  good  administrator 
would  do. 

But  that  Is  not  the  crux  of  the  matter, 
in  my  judgment.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  said  Mr.  Bohlen  will  play  no 
major  role.  That,  in  my  Judgment,  is 
inconsequential.  The  dimension  or  the 
degree  of  his  responsibility  at  Yalta  is  of 
no  moment,  although  the  record  indi- 
cates that  he  was  not  only  an  inter- 
preter, but  was  also  an  adviser.  What  is 
of  Importance  to  me — and  this  Is  the  rea- 
son why  I  shall  vote  against  confirma- 
tion— is  that  he  has  been  associated  with 
one  of  the  greatest  disasters  in  Ameri- 


can diplomatic  history.  He  has  been 
associated  with  one  of  the  greatest  diplo- 
matic failures  in  the  history  of  the  world. 
He  has  had  emotional  association  with 
it  and  intellectual  identity  with  it.  He 
was  there.  How  much  he  was  there  is 
not  of  any  moment.  He  was  there  and 
was  a  part  of  it.  If  we  are  going  to 
repudiate  Yalta,  then  we  should  repudi- 
ate every  one  of  the  Yalta  men. 

Mr.  President,  would  we  vote  for  Harry 
Hopkins  if  his  nomination  were  before 
us?  Would  we  vote  for  Harriman? 
Would  we  vote  for  Hiss?    Not  I. 

I  do  not  put  "Chip"  Bohlen  in  that 
class.  Mr.  President.  I  like  him.  I  think 
he  is  a  man  of  character.  But  he  was 
there;  he  had  an  association  with  the 
conference.  How  can  we  repudiate  Yalta 
in  one  breath  and  say  in  the  next  breath 
that  he  has  been  cleansed  and  that, 
psychologically,  it  is  of  no  moment?  It 
is  a  psychological  value  with  which  we 
are  dealing  today.  Do  not  forget  that 
the  mistakes  of  the  past  are  the  traps  of 
the  future.  Once  we  have  made  a 
blunder  and  followed  through,  we  have 
to  defend  it.  That  has  been  the  logic  of 
the  State  Department.  Go  back  and  read 
the  white  paper  on  China,  containing 
1.100  pages.  It  is  very  edifying.  It  is 
the  greatest  apologia  in  American  his- 
tory. When  the  Yalta  mistake  was 
made,  the  State  Department  had  to  de- 
fend it;  they  had  to  go  through  with  It. 
There  was  no  going  back.  What  will  Mr. 
Bohlen  do  in  Moscow  when  this  matter 
comes  up?  Will  he  do  an  about-face? 
Certainly  not.  if  he  is  true  to  what  he 
thinks  are  the  key  human  instincta  which 
we  all  have.  The  defense  of  Yalta  In- 
comes a  trap  into  which  we  shall  fall  in 
the  days  ahead.  We  have  got  to  divest 
ourselves  of  it. 

Whether  "Chip"  Bohlen  served  under 
Franklin  Roosevelt  or  Harry  Truman  is 
of  no  moment.  I  think  he  began  his 
career  under  President  Hoover.  But  that 
is  not  a  matter  that  should  have  any 
consideration,  because  Bohlen  Is  a  career 
diplomat.  Whether  he  disavowed  Yalta 
or  not  Is  of  no  great  moment.  I  am 
thinking  of  the  psychological  impact  of 
this  nomination  upon  the  thinking  of  the 
American  people  in  an  hour  of  distress 
and  anxiety. 

I  do  not  like  to  have  my  people  at  home 
read  the  newspapers  and  say,  "Well,  I 
see  that  our  Senator  voted  to  confirm  the 
nomination  of  a  man  who  was  associated 
with  Yalta,  actively  and  otherwise.  Are 
they  not  going  to  do  what  they  promised 
to  do  prior  to  November?  Are  they  not 
going  to  give  us  a  little  new  life,  new 
vitality,  and  new  viewpoint?" 

"Chip"  Bohlen  was  at  Yalta.  If  he 
were  my  brother.  I  would  take  the  same 
attitude  I  am  expressing  in  the  Senate 
this  afternoon.  He  was  associated  with 
the  failure. 

Mr.  President.  In  the  language  of 
Missouri,  the  tail  has  to  go  with  the  hide. 
I  reject  Yalta,  so  I  reject  Yalta  men.  If 
I  see  "Chip"  Bohlen  around,  I  am  sure 
there  will  be  no  change  or  alteration  in 
the  personal  esteem  and  sentiment  I 
cherish  for  him.  But  he  was  associated 
with  something  that  was  characterized 
by  William  C.  Bullitt,  a  former  Ambas- 
sador to  Russia,  as  one  of  the  most  un- 
necessary, disgraceful,  and  potenUally 
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disastrous  documents  ever  to  be  signed 
by  a  President  of  the  United  States. 
That  was  what  "Bill"  Bullitt  said  with 
respect  to  the  Yalta  protocol. 

"Chip"  Bohlen,  good  fellow  that  he  Is, 
was  at  Yalta.  That  is  unfortunate,  but 
we  are  thinking  of  the  people  and  of  the 
impact  of  his  nomination  «pon  the  folks 
back  home. 

EK)  not  forget  that  while  the  people  of 
the  Nation  were  voting  into  ofiQce  a  Re- 
publican President,  a  Republican  Sen- 
ate, and  a  RepubLcan  House,  they  were 
voting  out  of  oflBce  an  administration, 
and  all  that  went  with  it,  that  had  some- 
how left  them  faint  and  weary  in  their 
convictions.  They  wanted  to  have  clear 
thinking.  Here  was  a  chance  to  cleanse 
the  temple. 

I  am  sorry  I  have  become  hortatory 
about  this  matter.  I  am  speaking,  I 
hope,  mainly  for  myself,  because  it  is 
the  business  of  each  Senator  how  he 
votes.  I  am  mer(;ly  stating  the  simple 
premises  by  which  I  have  come  to  my 
conclusion. 

I  may  say  to  my  good  friend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker],  "be  not 
weary  in  well  doing."  because  in  my 
opinion  we  have  a  good  function  to  per- 
form. Besides,  what  kind  of  Senate 
would  this  be.  what  kind  of  country 
would  this  be,  if  there  were  no  dis- 
sonance of  spirit?  There  is  one  place 
where  there  is  no  dissonance,  and  that 
is  Russia.  God  forbid  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  should  reach  the 
stage  where  we  would  all  think  through 
the  same  medium,  through  the  same 
funnel,  as  it  were,  and  all  come  up  with 
the  same  conclusion.  That  would  not 
be  worthy  of  America.  Let  conscience 
and  conviction  have  free  play.  Let  heart 
and  mind  speak.  While  we  are  thinking 
about  the  man  who  goes  as  our  Ambas- 
sador to  the  Soviet  Union,  let  us  think 
also  of  how  much  of  the  confidence  of 
the  American  people  will  go  with  him. 
I  should  have  preferred  that  someone 
else  had  been  nominated. 

So.  while  I  reaffirm  my  affection  for 
the  President  and  my  support  of  him 
and  of  Secretary  Dulles.  I  cannot  go 
along,  and  I  will  not  go  along  with  this 
nomination.    I  must  let  my  convictions 

Mr.  GRISWOLD.  Mr.  President,  It 
seems  to  me  there  is  one  jjoint  that  could 
be  appropriately  added  at  this  .time  to 
the  discussion  in  regard  to  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to 
Russia.  I  believe  this  point  needs  to  be 
made  clear,  and  I  should  like  to  discuss 
it  briefly,  based  on  my  experience  of  a 
little  more  than  1  year  as  Chief  of  the 
American  Mission  for  Aid  to  Greece  in 
1947  and  1948. 

I  feel  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  should  know  that  we  are  not  to- 
day being  asked  to  confirm  the  nomi- 
nation of  a  man  who  will  formulate  our 
Russian  policy.  Ambassadors  to  foreign 
countries  are  in  large  part  reporters  of 
what  they  see.  hear,  and  feel  in  their 
particular  outposts.  By  force  of  cir- 
cumstance, our  international  policies 
must  be  made  in  Washington,  and  in 
the  hectic  world  in  which  we  live  today, 
those  policies  must  be  made  by  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  Stotes.  He  requires 
help.    He  requires  advice,  and  he  needs 


intelligent  reports  from  the  different 
embassies  scattered  all  over  the  globe. 

The  development  of  International  pol- 
icy involves  proper  consideration  of 
our  military  strength,  our  economic 
strength,  and  the  international  political 
situation. 

An  Ambassador  can  be  useful,  but  he 
cannot  formulate  international  policies. 
Anyone  who  feels  that  an  Ambassador 
can  do  this  does  not  understand  the  op- 
erations of  the  State  Department,  and 
certainly  he  does  not  understand  the 
character  and  mentality  of  Mr.  Dulles 
or  the  outstanding  ability  of  President 
Eisenhower. 

I  did  not  fully  understand  this  situa- 
tion when  I  arrived  in  Greece  in  the 
s\unmer  of  1947.  I  had  been  accustomed 
to  making  decisions,  and  I  expected  in 
Greece  to  make  more  decisions  than  I 
actually  did.  When  I  began  to  see  the 
full  picture  of  what  we  were  attempting 
in  Greece,  I  saw  that  the  decisions  to  be 
made  depended  greatly  upon  what  was 
happening  in  Yugoslavia,  in  Turkey,  and 
throughout  the  whole  Middle  East;  but 
they  also  depended  upon  what  was  oc- 
curring in  Germany  and  in  China.  Nec- 
essarily, the  major  decisions  needed  to 
be  made  by  our  Government  in  Wash- 
ington. 

By  the  traditions  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment, Ambassadors  report  to  Washing- 
ton and  ask  for  instructions.  I  believe 
this  tradition  has  been  carried  too  far 
and  that  Ambassadors  are  not  being 
given  enough  authority.  I  am  hoping 
that  Mr.  Dulles  will  change  this  situ- 
ation. 

I  remember  well  an  early  Initiation 
which  I  received.  A  so-called  political 
crisis  occurred  in  Greece  and  the  then 
Ambassador  to  that  country  and  I,  as 
head  of  the  Military  and  Economic  Aid 
Mission,  held  a  conference  to  decide 
what  our  attitude  should  be.  We  were 
in  full  agreement  and  reached  a  decision. 
I  rose  and  started  to  leave  the  room, 
making  the  remark  that  I  would  visit 
with  a  few  men  whom  I  knew  quite  well. 
But  the  Ambassador  amazed  me  by  say- 
ing that  he  would  report  our  conversa- 
tion to  the  State  Department  and  ask 
for  advice.  I  thought  we  had  reached  a 
decision  and  were  ready  for  action,  but 
I  found  that  that  is  not  the  way  the  State 
Department  operates. 

In  major  matters,  however.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  decisions  be 
made  here  in  Washington. 

Again  referring  to  my  experience  In 
Greece,  in  the  early  days  of  my  mission 
the  military  people  in  my  group  were 
equipping  and  assisting  in  training  the 
Greek  army.  In  the  early  fall  of  that 
year,  I  recommended  that  they  be  given 
additional  authority  so  that  they  could 
also  advise  the  Greek  army  in  the  field 
of  operations.  This  was  a  major  change 
in  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States 
Government,  and.  very  properly,  the 
State  Department,  to  whom  I  sent  this 
advice,  took  it  up  at  the  highest  level 
with  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  with  the 
President,  and  it  was  only  after  a  serious 
investigation  and  approval  by  the  Na- 
tional Security  Council  that  the  plan  was 
approved.  A  decision  of  that  type  was  a 
considerable  change  In  our  policies  and 
required  the  approval  of  the  highest  au- 


thorities In  our  Government.  No  Am- 
bassador and  no  chief  of  any  mission 
should  on  his  own  authority  make 
changes  of  that  type. 

Based  on  my  experience,  I  can  assure 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  if  Mr. 
Bohlen  is  confirmed  as  Ambassador,  he 
will  not  be  formulating  our  policies  in 
connection  with  Russia. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
there  are  many  men  who  will  have  much 
more  to  do  wiiJi  our  Russian  foreign  pol- 
icy than  Mr.  Bohlen  can  possibly  have, 
our  distinguished  majority  leader,  the 
able  leader  of  the  minority  in  this  body, 
the  chairman  and  the  senior  members  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  all  of  tliese  men 
will  have  much  to  do  with  it  by  their 
official  action;?  and  by  their  advice ;  they 
will  have  much  more  to  do  with  formu- 
lating our  Ruiisian  policies  than  can  pos- 
sibly be  done  by  any  Ambassador  resid- 
ing in  Moscow. 

We  are  fortunate  to  have  as  President 
of  the  United  States  a  man  who  fully 
understands  the  international  situation. 
He  will  need  the  advice  of  his  extremely 
able  Secreta^iT  of  State;  and  those  of  us 
who  have  visited  with  Mr.  Dulles  are 
constantly  amazed  by  his  great  knowl- 
edge, by  his  grasp  of  the  details  of  the 
different  international  treaties,  and  by 
his  vision  and  imagination  in  interna- 
tional matters. 

In  formulating  ovu:  policy  with  Russia 
the  President  will  undoubtedly  require 
the  advice  of  our  .Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
He  will  undoubtedly  consult  with  our 
Under  Secretjiry  of  State,  Gen.  Walter 
Bedell  Smith,  who  has  both  a  knowledge 
of  our  militaiT  strength  and  an  exten- 
sive knowledge  of  Russia  based  on  his 
experience  as  Ambassador  to  that  coun- 
try. The  President  of  the  United  States 
will  also  need  a  full  knowledge  of  our 
economic  strength,  which  certainly  he 
can  get  from  other  members  of  his  Cab- 
inet. He  will,  of  course,  need  reports 
from  an  Intelligent  Ambassador  in  Mos- 
cow ;  but  I  say  again  that  the  policies  will 
be  established  by  one  man  and  one  man 
only,  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  new  administration  has  sent  a 
new  and  able  Ambassador  to  Great  Brit- 
ain in  the  person  of  Mr.  Aldrich.  But 
actually  the  same  situation  prevails 
there.  Our  policies  with  respect  to 
Great  Britain  will  not  be  established  by 
Mr.  Aldrich;  and  I  believe  that  fact  Is 
well  proved  by  the  recent  visit  to  this 
country  of  Mr.  Eden  and  Mr.  Butler,  who 
came  here  to  visit  directly  with  the  Pres- 
ident, with  the  Secretary  of  State,  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  other 
Important  men  in  the  new  administra- 
tion. 

The  new  administration  has  sent  a 
new  Ambassador  to  France,  in  the  per- 
son of  Mr.  Dillon;  but  the  same  situa- 
tion prevails  there.  He  will  not  formu- 
late our  policies  with  respect  to  France; 
and  I  believe  that  fact  is  proved  by  the 
circumstance  that  this  very  day  we  have 
visiting  in  this  country  the  Premier  and 
the  Foreign  Minister  of  Prance,  who  are 
meeting  directly  with  the  President, 
with  our  Secretary  of  State,  and  with 
other  United  States  ofncials. 
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The  decisions  to  be  made  In  regard  to 
our  relations  with  Russia  are  the  most 
Important  decisions  that  our  adminis- 
tration will  make.  Reports  will  be  com- 
ing into  the  State  Department  from 
Korea,  from  Japan,  from  Formosa,  from 
India,  from  Iran,  from  aH  over  Europe, 
and,  of  course,  from  Moscow. 

There  is  only  one  place  where  the  re- 
ports reaching  our  Government  can  be 
coordinated,  and  that  is  in  Washington. 
I  personally  believe  it  is  best  to  appoint 
American  businessmen  or  American  po- 
litical leaders  to  the  important  Embas- 
sies. The  Foreign  Service  serves  a  very 
useful  purpose  in  advising  these  Ambas- 
sadors. In  other  countries,  the  Ambas- 
sadors pubhcly  meet  and  visit  with  busi- 
nessmen and  with  political  leaders  in  all 
walks  of  life.  In  Moscow,  as  I  under- 
stand, that  is  not  possible.  Perhaps  the 
best  man  we  can  send  to  Moscow  is  one 
who  speaks  the  Russian  language  and 
can  pick  up  some  information  by  virtue 
of  his  knowledge  of  Russia  and  its  lan- 
guage. 

Certain  Senators  feel  that  they  must 
vote  against  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen  because  he 
had  some  part  in  the  so-called  Truman- 
Acheson  foreign  policies. 

The  viewpoint  is  understandable  to 
those  of  us  who  have  gone  through  the 
recent  political  campaign,  but  I  wish  to 
point  out — and  this  is  directed  to  my 
Republican  brethren — that  the  1952  elec- 
tion is  over.  I  believe  it  safe  even  for  a 
freshman  Senator  to  advise  his  fellow 
Republicans  that  Mr.  Truman  will  not 
be  the  Democratic  candidate  for  Presi- 
dent in  1956. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  our  Democratic 
colleagues  did  not  mention  Mr.  Acheson's 
name  at  their  recent  national  conven- 
tion, I  think  it  fairly  safe  to  assume  that 
Mr.  Acheson  will  not  be  the  Democratic 
candidate  for  President  in  1956. 

It  is  proper  for  a  party  in  opposition 
to  bring  to  light  the  mistakes  of  the 
administration  in  power,  but  I  cannot 
believe  there  is  much  to  be  gained  by  us. 
as  Republicans,  from  rattling  the  old 
bones  of  the  Tnmian-Acheson  adminis- 
tration. We  must  be  thinking,  instead, 
of  how  we  can  best  serve  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  these 
are  times  that  try  men's  souls.  Decisions 
do  not  come  easy.  Facts  are  very  elu- 
sive. 

I  have  listened  to  and  read  everything 
that  has  been  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  for  and  against  Mr.  Bohlen.  I 
have  likewise  read  many  newspaper  ar- 
ticles about  this  nomination. 

At  first  it  occurred  to  me  that  pos- 
sibly the  President  had  made  a  bad  ap- 
pointment. I  continually  thought  until 
yesterday  that  possil^  the  President, 
due  to  the  great  amount  of  work  before 
him  each  day  and  the  pressure  under 
which  any  President  must  operate,  had 
not  given  the  thought  and  consideration 
to  the  Bohlen  nomination  which  he 
might  otherwise  have  given.  I  first 
thought  that  he  might  have  left  the  se- 
lection to  others  and  that  they,  in  their 
enthiislasm  for  one  who  had  been  in  the 
Department  for  twenty-odd  years,  had 
recomoiHided  Mr.  Bohlen  to  the  Presi- 
dent. 


However.  Members  of  the  Senate — and 
rightfully  so — called  the  Bohlen  matter 
to  the  attention  not  only  of  the  Senate 
but  of  the  President  and  the  American 
people. 

This  gave  the  President  the  opportu- 
nity to  reconsider  the  entire  Bohlen  mat- 
ter. I  am  certain  the  President  did  re- 
consider. 

I  was  convinced  that  the  President  had 
fully  and  thoroughly  considered  all  as- 
pects of  the  Bohlen  nomination  when 
the  President  yesterday  said  he  knew  Mr. 
Bohlen;  had  visited  in  Mr.  Bohlen's 
home;  knew  Mr.  Bohlen's  family;  had 
played  golf  with  Mr.  Bohlen;  and  that  he 
was  satisfied  that  Mr.  Bohlen  was  the 
best  qualified  man  to  represent  the  Presi- 
dent in  Moscow. 

I  am  certain  that  he  reconsidered  the 
nomination  after  Members  of  this  body 
called  to  the  President's  attention  and 
to  the  attention  of  the  American  people 
certain  circumstances  involved  In  the 
career  record  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 

Therefore,  I  shall  vote  for  Mr.  Bohlen's 
nomination  with  the  knowledge  that  the 
President  has  had  ample  opportunity  to 
reconsider  his  nomination  and  with  the 
knowledge  that  the  American  people 
have  been  informed  of  the  entire  history 
and  background  of  Mr.  Bohlen. 

The  responsibility  of  serving  the 
American  people  well  in  Moscow  is  now 
up  to  the  President,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  Mr.  Bohlen  himself.  They 
will  have  my  full  cooperation. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presl- 
dent,  day  before  yesterday  I  made  a  brief 
impromptu  statement  with  respect  to  the 
pending  nomination.  There  was  some 
misunderstanding  about  one  statement 
which  I  made.  Some  Members  have 
come  to  me  and  asked  me  what  I  meant 
when  I  said  that  I  waited  until  after  the 
meeting  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee on  the  morning  of  day  before  yes- 
terday. They  have  interpreted  my  state- 
ment as  indicating  that  some  particular 
thing  occurred  in  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  day  before  yesterday  which 
finally  resolved  my  doubts. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  such  is 
not  the  case.  What  I  meant  was  that  I 
waited  until  all  the  avenues  of  informa- 
tion had  been  explored,  which  included 
the  final  meeting  of  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  on  the  morning  of  the 
day  before  yesterday.  That  was  the  last 
function,  the  last  hearing,  the  last  pres- 
entation. I  waited  until  It  was  all  over. 
I  wish  to  dispel  any  misinterpretation 
which  may  have  been  current  as  a  re- 
sult of  my  statement  day  before  yester- 
day. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  give  a  little  fur- 
ther amplification  of  my  reasons — many 
important  reasons — for  voting  against 
Mr.  Bohlen's  nomination.  As  I  said  the 
other  day.  I  have  the  utmost  respect  for 
the  President  and  for  the  Secretary  of 
State.  I  have  known  them  both  for  a 
long  time.  Nothing  would  be  more 
pleasing  to  me  than  to  be  able  to  support 
every  action  they  take  administratively. 
It  is  not  easy,  especially  for  a  Republi- 
can who  has  been  on  the  losing  side  na- 
tionally for  a  great  many  years — ever 
since  his  political  life  began — to  vote 
against  a  nomination  of  this  kind.  I 
make  no  criticism  of  the  attitude  of  any 


other  Member  of  this  body.  Every  Sena- 
tor must  rationalize  or  act  In  accordance 
wlt^  the  way  in  which  the  facts  appeal 
to  him.  I  give  each  Senator  full  credit 
for  acting  sincerdy  and  aeeording  to  his 
own  conscience. 

Mr.  President,  not  only  last  year,  but 
2  years  before  that,  and  4  years  before 
that.  I,  too,  went  up  and  down  the  States 
of  the  United  States.  I  condemned  the 
sellout  at  Yalta  with  all  the  force  I 
could  command.  I  not  only  condemned 
it.  but  I  condemned  the  Judigment  of  the 
men  who,  as  I  have  said  time  and  again, 
in  their  stupidity  brought  these  diplo- 
matic disasters  to  the  United  States  and 
sorrow  to  the  world,  at  a  time  when  we 
had  hoped  to  have  peace.  I  said  to  my 
people  in  Iowa  and  I  said  to  people  in 
other  sections  of  the  United  States  that, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  those  who  had 
any  substantial  part  in  the  nefarious 
operations  at  Yalta  must  go.  and  that 
I  would  do  everything  I  could  in  my 
power  to  see  that  they  did  go. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  the 
President  and  Mr.  Dulles  do  not  approve 
of  the  secret  Yalta  agreements  wl^  re- 
gard to  the  disposal  of  the  property  of 
other  nations  in  various  parts  of  the 
world.  I  am  sure  they  do  not  agree  and 
that  they  do  not  condone,  and.  in  fact. 
that  they  condemn,  the  agreements.  By 
the  same  token.  I  am  convinced  that  the 
President  and  Mr.  Dulles  do  not  believe 
that  Ml.  Bohlen  had  an  influential  part 
in  reaching  the  momentous  decisions  at 
Yalta.  I  believe  they  are  convinced  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  did  not  have  such  a  part 

But  in  reading  the  Rkcoro,  not  only 
of  the  past  few  days,  but  what  Mr.  Boh- 
len has  stated  time  and  time  again,  be- 
ginning in  1946.  it  appears  that  he  has 
defended  his  activities  at  Yalta,  he  has 
defended  almost  in  terms  of  a  brilliant 
diplomatic  victory  what  I  consider  to 
be  a  diplomatic  disaster,  and  he  haa 
criticized  severely  those  who  have  criti- 
cized what  was  done  at  Yalta.  I  know 
in  my  own  mind  at  least  that  at  Yalta 
he  was  one  of  the  motivating  influences 
which  laid  out  the  pattern  on  which 
those  agreements  were  made.  I  am  cer- 
tain that  he  was  one  of  the  men  who 
was  convinced  that  we  must  get  Russia 
into  the  war  by  any  possible  means,  and 
therefore  he  was  one  of  the  important 
experts  who  guided  the  destiny  of  this 
country*  at  the  time.  I  am  convinced 
of  that,  Mr.  President  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  agree  with  other  Senators  who 
ar3  not  so  convinced,  or  who  are  con- 
vinced the  other  way;  but  that  is  my 
conviction. 

I  have  said  to  the  people  of  my  own 
State  and  to  the  people  of  the  Nation  as 
a  whole  that  we  must  have  no  one  in  a 
responsible  position  who  took  part  in 
bringing  about  the  disasters  in  the  late 
days  and  at  the  close  of  the  war. 

I  do  not  criticize  anyone  else,  but  I 
could  not  In  my  own  mind  and  in  my 
own  conscience  vote  to  confirm  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen.  because  I 
would  be  in  the  position  of  having  prom- 
ised one  thing  to  the  people  to  whom  I 
talked  last  year  and  doing  the  opposite 
at  the  first  opportunity  to  act  upon  the 
proposition.  I  could  not  bring  myself 
to  do  that 
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Mr.  President,  much  argument  has 
been  had  on  the  fioor  and  various  reasons 
have  been  presented.  I  do  not  neces- 
sarily associate  myself  with  any  of  them, 
and  I  do  not  necessarily  disassociate  my- 
self from  any  of  them. 

There  may  be  some  other  reasons 
which,  cumulatively,  strengthen  my  con- 
viction that  I  should  vote  against  this 
nomination,  but  it  is  good  and  sufficient 
at  this  time  for  me  to  say  that  I  have 
pledged  my  word,  on  the  public  platform 
and  otherwise,  that  I  would  do  all  I 
could  to  rid  our  Government  and  its 
officialdom  from  the  canker  of  the  Yalta 
stupidity  and  of  those  who  had  anything 
to  do  with  it.  Therefore,  when  the  time 
comes  to  vote,  I  shall  vote  to  keep  my 
word  as  I  understand  I  have  given  it  to 
the  people,  and  I  shall,  though  with  great 
regret,  have  to  vote  against  the  nomina- 
tion, because  I  believe  it  is  the  only 
thing  I  can  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  follow  the 
philosophy  that  Mr.  Bohlen  is  the  only 
man  in  the  United  States  who  is  able  to 
represent  the  United  States  at  Moscow. 
I  have  never  followed  the  indispensable- 
man  theory ;  I  do  not  believe  in  it.  I  be- 
lieve there  are  many  men  in  this  coun- 
try who  are  fully  capable  of  giving  us 
adequate  representation  in  Moscow. 
But  that  is  beside  the  point.  Were  it 
not  for  the  fact  that  honorable  conduct 
demands  that  I  vote  my  own  conviction, 
I  could  very  well  rationalize.  Had  I 
said  nothing  last  fall  or  over  the  past 
years,  had  I  not  been  critical  of  those 
who  led  us  into  this  diplomatic  trap,  had 
I  said  nothing  about  it,  had  I  not  pledged 
my  word  that  I  would  do  my  best  to  sani- 
tize the  diplomatic  situation  if  it  could 
be  done,  then  I  might  easily  rationalize 
and  say  that,  because  the  heads  of  our 
Government  desire  to  appoint  this  indi- 
vidual. I  will  go  along  and  place  the  re- 
sponsibility on  them.  But  I  am  only 
assuming  this  afternoon  the  responsi- 
bility in  conscience  that  I  believe  is  mine, 
and  which  I  believe  is  mine  alone  to 
exercise;  and,  therefore,  with  the  deep 
regret  that  I  must  do  so,  I  shall  vote 
"nay"  on  this  nomination. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  the  senior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  taken 
no  part  in  this  debate  up  to  this  time. 
I  have  been  trying  to  do  my  best  to  win- 
now the  wheat  from  the  chaff,  to  try  to 
add  up  the  arguments  on  both  sides  and 
to  arrive  at  a  decision  which  I  consider 
to  be  both  consistent  and  constructive. 

It  happens  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  was  a  member  of  the 
House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee;  as  a 
member  of  the  majority  of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  during  the  80th  Con- 
gress, when  action  by  our  committee  at 
that  time,  and  for  the  first  time,  forced 
the  then  Secretary  of  State.  Dean  Ache- 
son,  over  his  bitter  resistance,  to  give 
the  American  public  its  first  glimpse  as 
to  what  actually  was  contained  in  the 
Yalta  agreement.  He  had  come  to  the 
House,  as  the  body  of  the  Congress  which 
first  passes  upon  appropriation  bills,  and 
to  the  committee  of  Congress  which 
deals  with  foreign  affairs,  to  present  to 
us  his  request  for  appropriations  for 
what  was  then  known  as  Greek-Turkish 
aid,  a  program  which  I  thought  to  be 
wise  then  and  which  I  now  think  was 


wise,  a  program  which,  as  I  look  back- 
ward, has  served  the  American  people 
well. 

Secretary  Acheson  had  come  to  us  ask- 
ing for  funds  to  Implement  the  program. 
The  Republican  majority  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  decided  in 
a  one -party  caucus  that  while  in  the 
main  our  committee  would  go  along  with 
the  program,  it  provided  an  opportunity 
to  decide  whether  or  not  American  for- 
eign policy  shall  be  determined  in  the 
open  or  in  secret,  and  whether  or  not 
Members  of  Congress  and  the  country 
had  a  right  to  know  anything  about  the 
Yalta  agreement,  which  everyone  was 
then  discussing,  but  which  no  one  in 
Congress  then  really  knew  anything 
about. 

Action  by  our  committee  was  held  up 
for  about  2  weeks,  until  finally,  reluc- 
tantly. Secretary  of  State  Acheson  said 
he  would  disclose  the  terms  of  the  Yalta 
agreement.  The  first  disclosure  was  then 
made,  and  subsequent  disclosures  have 
been  made  since,  until  now  pretty  well 
most  of  the  public  knows  most  of  what 
was  done  at  Yalta. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
been  more  or  less  quarreling  with  that 
Yalta  agreement  from  that  early  day, 
and  the  more  he  learned  about  it,  the 
more  violently  he  began  to  quarrel  with 
its  conclusions.  Its  secret  commitments 
were  what  I  consider  to  be  an  outright 
betrayal,  not  only  of  American  interests, 
but  of  the  interests  of  the  entire  free 
world. 

Consequently,  now  being  confronted 
with  a  decision,  as  each  Senator  is  con- 
fronted, to  give  his  advice  and  to  grant 
his  consent  to  the  Executive  on  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  ambassador.  I  must  ask 
myself  some  questions. 

Does  it  mean  anything  in  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  when  it  says 
the  Senate  is  to  advise  and  to  consent  to 
nominations,  or  does  it  mean  nothing  at 
all?  I  am  one  who  believes  that  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  does 
not  contain  superfluous  language,  but 
that  everything  written  in  the  Constitu- 
tion was  written  therein  for  a  purpose. 
I  believe  all  of  us  have  a  responsibility 
as  Senators  when  we  are  confronted  with 
the  challenge  of  what  it  Is  that  we  are 
going  to  advise  and  what  it  is  to  which 
we  are  going  to  give  our  consent  as  ex- 
ecutive appointments  are  made.  Since 
we  have  this  responsibility,  we  should 
measiire  up  to  it  courageously  and  with 
clear  convictions.  Just  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  a  responsibility  to  suggest  to 
the  President,  and  the  President  to  sug- 
gest to  us,  the  names  of  (>ersons  for  im- 
portant posts,  each  one  of  us  has  a  re- 
sponsibility vested  in  the  Constitution, 
in  conformity  with  his  own  conviction, 
and  in  consonance  with  his  own  position, 
to  try  to  give  intelligently  that  advice 
and  to  grant  thoughtfully  that  consent. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Iowa  is  cor- 
rect when  he  says  the  easy  thing,  the 
gracious  thing,  and  the  politic  thing  to 
do.  the  thing  that  all  of  us  would  like 
to  do  because  we  so  admire  our  President 
and  because  we  have  confidence  in  him 
and  because  we  have  confidence  in  his 
Secretary  of  State,  would  be  freely  and 
willingly,  and  without  much  thought, 
simply  to  grant  the  consent  unanimously 
and  to  convey  vicariously  the  advice. 


"Anything  you  suggest,  sir,  will  be  all 
right  with  us." 

However.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  would  be  as  American  in  char- 
acter as  it  would  be  pleasing  in  practice. 

1  think  we  have  a  greater  responsibility. 
In  the  long  nm  I  believe  the  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  will  serve  the 
coimtry  better  if  they  discover  that  there 
are  In  this  body  some  who  will  say,  "We 
have  this  responsibility;  and,  if  neces- 
sary, we  are  going  to  vote  against  our 
party  and  against  those  In  its  leadership 
in  order  to  carry  out  what  we  believe  to 
be  our  sincere  convictions."  I  beUeve 
they  like  that  kind  of  attitude.  I  think 
that  type  of  advice  will  serve  them  better. 

It  seems  to  me  that  some  of  us  who 
are  associated  with  the  opposition  to  the 
pending  nomination  may  find  ourselves, 

2  weeks  or  3  weeks  or  4  weeks  later,  vig- 
orously, vehemently,  and  courageously 
pounding  the  tom  toms  for  an  adminis- 
tration measure  which  will  be  opposed  by 
other  Republicans,  who  now  are  associ- 
ated with  the  President's  point  of  view. 
I  hope  that  is  true.  I  believe  that  is  good 
Republicanism  and  good  Americanism. 
I  believe  it  is  a  wholesomely  refreshing 
change  from  the  situation  In  the  past  20 
years,  when  there  was  too  much  of  the 
rubber  stamp,  too  much  acceptance  of 
the  theory  that  "the  king  can  do  no 
wrong,"  when  In  my  opinion  there  were 
too  many  who  were  willing  to  go  along, 
rather  than  to  riffle  the  water,  too  many 
who  were  anxious  not  to  run  the  risk 
of  encoimterlng  the  displeasure  of  a 
strong  Executive. 

There  are  those  who  say,  "It  Is  nice  to 
go  along  with  the  White  House."  I  hope 
to  do  so  in  the  f utiu-e  many,  many  times. 
I  hope  very  frequently  to  express  myself 
in  conformity  with  the  views  asserted 
by  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
State.  I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  that  per- 
haps 85  percent,  90  percent,  or  95  per- 
cent of  the  time. 

However,  when  the  President  and  his 
Secretary  of  State  arrive  at  decisions  in 
regard  to  matters  on  which  a  Senator  is 
expected  to  grant  or  to  withhold  con- 
sent, I  shall  exercise  my  right  of  op- 
posing those  that  I  beUeve  to  be  wrong, 
and  I  shall  exercise  that  right  just  as 
strongly  as  I  shall  exercise  it  in  sup- 
porting those  that  I  believe  to  be  correct 
and  justified. 

I  make  this  statement,  Mr.  President, 
without  any  desire  to  influence  any  of 
my  colleagues,  without  any  desire  other 
than  to  state  for  the  record  the  reasons 
for  the  vote  I  shall  cast  on  this  nomina- 
tion. 

It  Is  easy  to  be  misunderstood  in  this 
debate.  There  have  been  rumors  in  the 
cloakrooms  and  hints  and  innuendos 
around  the  floor.  I  know  Chip  Bohlen; 
and  in  voting  as  I  expect  to  vote,  my 
vote  will  not  mean  that  I  am  trying  to 
validate  or  justify  any  of  the  rumors  I 
have  heard. 

Those  who  have  seen  the  files  of  the 
FBI  must  assume  the  responsibility  of 
interpreting  what  they  have  seen  In 
those  files.  I  have  not  seen  them. 
Those  who  have  seen  the  raw  files  and 
who  have  evaluated  them  carefully  are 
men  of  high  repute,  men  for  whom  I 
have  great  admiration.  They  have  the 
responsibility    for    the    decisions    they 
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have  made  In  reachlocr  concIusloDS  about 
the  files  which  they  have  seen.  I.  iny> 
self,  am  not  passing  on  anything  con- 
tained in  a  file  which  I  have  not  seen. 
My  vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tions of  seciirlty  or  loyalty  insofar  as 
they  may  reflect  upon  Chip  Bohlen.  My 
vote  will  not  go  to  matters  of  his  cl»r- 
acter  as  reflected  in  files  which  I  have 
not  seen. 

My  vote  will  be  cast  In  part  cm  a  mat- 
ter which  has  been  referred  to  ad  infi- 
nitum and  ad  nauseam  in  this  debate, 
namely,  Yalta.  Some  Senators  have 
said  that  we  disciissed  Yalta  in  1952;  but. 
Mr.  President.  I  believe  we  shall  be  dis- 
cussing Yalta  in  the  future,  too,  because 
It  was  a  tremendous  turning  point  in 
history ;  and  from  the  day  when  we  first 
smoked  out,  over  the  entire  opposition 
of  the  then  State  Department — then  in- 
cluding. I  assimie.  Chip  Bohlen;  and 
that  action  was  taken  in  the  80th  Con- 
gress— and  from  the  moment  when  we 
finally  gained  the  point  that  Congress 
has  a  right  at  least  to  have  a  keyhole 
look  at  what  is  in  the  Yalta  agreement, 
from  then  until  now  I  have  become  in- 
creasingly disillusioned  about  what  I 
have  learned  about  the  contents  of  the 
Yalta  agreement  and  about  the  persons 
who  were  at  Yalta. 

It  happens  that  at  that  time  I  was 
chairman  of  a  committee,  on  which  I 
served  along  with    the  present  distin- 
guished occupant  of  the  chair,  our  dis- 
tinguished Vice  President,  who,  I  know. 
today  at  least  wishes  he  could  be  here 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  discussing 
these  matters,  instead  of  holding  the  dis- 
tinguislied  office  of  Vice  President.     At 
that  time  we  had  an  opportunity  to  go 
Into  various  matters  in  regard  to  the 
persons  who  were  at  Yalta.    One  of  the 
authors  of  the  Yalta  agreement  will  not 
be  given  the  post  of  Ambassador  to  Mos- 
cow. Mr.  President,  because  he  is  now 
In  the  Federal  penitentiary.    I  refer  to 
Alger  Hiss.     Part  of  the  work  he  did 
was  to  bring  into  being  the  things  which 
are  contained  in  the  Yalta  agreement. 
Please  imderstand  me  correctly;  Mr. 
Presidents    I  make  no  association  be- 
tween Alger  Hiss  and  Chip  Bohlen.    The 
one  is  a  Communist.    No  one  has  alleged 
or  hinted,  even  by  innuendo,  that  the 
other  is.     But  the  point  I  make,  Mr. 
President,  is  that  we  need  clear-headed, 
stout-hearted  men  in  the  post  at  Mos- 
cow.    Chip  Bohlen,  who  was  at  Yalta 
with  Hiss,  either  did  not  see  or  did  not 
comprehend,  or  lacked  the  power  to  con- 
vince his  superiors  about  the  bloody  work 
which  was  being  undertaken  at  the  cross- 
roads by  some  of  the  subversive  infiu- 
ences  at  Yalta,  including  Alger  Hiss  and 
a  little  coterie  of  four  other  men  whom 
he  had  so  skillfully  trained  at  Malta  for 
2  weeks,  as  they  prepared  the  agenda 
for  the  sellout  at  Yalta. 

Certainly,  Mr.  President,  having  dis- 
cussed that  matter  up  and  down  and 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
oiu-  land,  in  campaign  time  and  out  of 
It,  I  see  no  way  by  which  I  can  say  with 
honesty  and  conviction  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  "My  advice  is  that 
this  man.  who  did  not  see  or  did  not 
comprehend  or  did  not  protest  vigor- 
ously at  Yalta,  should  be  made  our  Am- 
bassador to  Moscow.'* 


T  say  that  with  every  regard  for  his 
ability,  his  social  graces,  his  education, 
his  patriotism,  and  his  heritage,  and 
without  any  regard,  as  I  have  said,  for 
the  talk  we  have  heard  bandied  around 
the  cloakrooms.  But  I  s&y  that  because 
it  se«ns  to  me.  Mr.  President,  that  a 
career  ofBcer  in  the  Foreign  Service  is 
supposed  to  be  a  policy-forming  man.  in- 
sofar as  giving  suggestions  to  his  chiefs 
is  concerned.  If  there  is  any  place  in 
the  world  where  today  we  need  a  policy- 
forming  man,  one  who  can  make  some 
suggestions  and  can  give  us  a  new  sense 
of  direction  and  can  change  capitula- 
tions into  success.  It  certainly  is  with 
regard  to  our  foreign  i>oUcy  with  regard 
to  Russia. 

I  am  sure  that  anything  Chip  Bohlen 
has  to  offer  has  been  offered  long  ago. 
He  has  been  in  the  Foreign  Service  all 
these  years.  Since  1944  he  has  been  in 
high  office  in  the  State  Department.  For 
many  years  he  was  chief  of  the  desk 
which  deals  with  Russian  affairs.  If  he 
has  good  advice  to  give.  Mr.  President, 
it  has  long  since  been  given  and  rejected. 
If  he  has  had  no  good  advice  to  give,  he 
will  think  of  nothing  new  on  this  nth 
visit  that  he  makes  to  Moscow.  And  we 
need  something  new ;  we  need  something 
better;  we  need  something  more  con- 
structive; and  we  need  a  foreign  policy 
toward  Russian  communism  which  will 
cease  to  capitulate  to  communism  and 
will  cease  to  lead  us  into  wars  like  Korea 
and  to  the  brink  of  wars  in  other  areas 
of  the  world.  I  am  sure  Bohlen  has  tried 
hard.  I  think  he  basically  is  a  fine 
American. 

But  I  point  out.  Mr.  President.  In  the 
cruel  light  of  logic.  1  of  2  things 
must  be  true:  Either  Chip  Bohlen  as  an 
expert  in  Russian  affairs  was  wrong  in 
his  policies,  because  our  policies  have 
been  wrong — nobody  in  all  this  debate 
has  said,  "Well,  I  think  we  ought  to  vote 
for  Chip  Bohlen,  because  our  Russian 
policies  are  so  good,  and  he  is  a  man  who 
talks  Russian,  and  has  been  talking  to 
us  wisely  about  Russian  policy."  Nobody 
has  said  that,  that  I  have  read,  that  I 
have  ever  heard.  I  have  not  read  that 
in  the  printed  testimony.  The  Secretary 
of  State  does  not  believe  that,  because 
he  thinks  we  ought  to  have  a  change  in 
our  foreign  policy;  and  I  agree  with  him, 
and  I  think  he  is  going  to  bring  some 
splendid  constructive  changes. 

But  I  point  out.  Mr.  President,  that 
either  Bohlen's  advice  on  Russian  affairs 
has  been  wrong  or  he  is  so  weak  an  advo- 
cate that  his  advice  has  not  been  fol- 
lowed. I  do  not  care  which  horn  of  the 
dilemma  I  am  compelled  to  take.  If  his 
advice  is  bad.  if  it  has  been  bad,  I  do  not 
want  him  representing  me  in  Moscow. 
If  his  advice  is  good,  but  if  he  is  so  weak 
an  advocate,  so  puerile  a  persuader,  so 
ineffective  a  proponent  for  a  point  of 
view  that  for  many  years  he  has  not  been 
able  to  sell  something  fine  and  construc- 
tive and  positive  and  peace -preserving 
and  communism -defeating  to  the  pre- 
ceding administration  or  to  Congress,  I 
doubt  whether  he  has  recently  taken 
any  courses  on  "How  to  win  friends  and 
Infiuence  human  behavior,"  which  will 
now  enable  him  to  sell  what  he  could 
not  sell  during  the  past  two  decades. 

So  I  find  mj^elf  unable  to  advise,  with 
my  lone  vote,  the  President  or  the  Sec- 


retary of  State,  "Thla  Is  jrour  man."  be- 
cause it  seems  to  me  that  logic  dictates 
that  in  some  place  and  in  some  way  he 
failed  in  his  position ;  either  he  failed  to 
map  out  and  bring  in  and  provide  good, 
sound  policy  suggestions,  or.  if  he  did 

that — and  he  may  have ;  I  do  not  know 

he  failed  to  make  suggestions  which  were 
convincing  enough  and  persuasive 
enough  to  have  them  adopted,  either  by 
the  preceding  administration,  or  even  to 
have  them  presented  so  far  as  I  know 
to  our  present  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee here  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

And  so,  Mr.  President,  I  say  that,  sim- 
ply, but  so  that  my  friends  at  home  and 
in  America  will  know  why  it  is  that  I  am 
voting  against  Chip  Bohlen.  I  cannot 
even  say  I  am  voting  against  Chip  Boh- 
len reluctantly.  I  do  so  with  confidence 
in  my  conviction  that  I  am  wmttrig  a  vote 
which  is  correct.  I  disagree  with  the 
President  reluctantly.  I  disagree  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  reluctantly.  I  ex- 
pect to  have  to  disagree  with  both  some 
time  again.  But  simply  because  reluc- 
tance is  involved,  it  seems  to  me.  is  no 
reason  that  we  should  vacate  the  re- 
^jonsibilities  which  we  have.  And,  as  I 
say,  I  am  sure  that  many  of  my  asso- 
ciates, now.  in  good  conscience,  who  are 
voting  "yea"  on  this,  on  some  other  is- 
sue will  vote  "nay."  when  I  am  voUng 
with  the  President,  and  that  they  will 
then  grant  to  me  what  I  now  grant  to 
them,  complete  acceptance  of  their  sin- 
cere position.  Each  of  us  has  lived  with 
Yalta  a  Uttle  bit  differently.  Each  of  us 
has  had  a  little  different  relationship 
with  some  of  the  nefarious  characters 
who  sneaked  and  crept  across  the  Yalta 
horizon — in  my  contacts  with  Alger  Hiss, 
my  realization  of  how  hard  it  was  to  ex- 
tract the  first  glimpse  of  information  out 
of  Yalta,  my  information  of  the  close 
cohesion  of  the  then  State  Department 
team,  each  like  a  member  of  a  Chinese 
tong,  trying  to  keep  anybody  outside  the 
State  Department  clique  from  knowing 
what  was  in  the  nefarious  agreement 
that  has  begun  to  pay  off  in  America;  it 
has  led  me  to  disapprove  of  those  who 
helped  shape  that  section  of  our  foreign 
policy.  There  must  be  others  better 
able  and  better  qualified  than  Mr.  Boh- 
len, for  this  important  position  which  he 
undertakes. 

Let  me  say  but  one  other  thing,  Mr, 
President,  in  disagreement  with  what 
some  have  said  here.  I  believe  Chip 
Bohlen  is  going  to  be  a  better  ambassa- 
dor because  of  this  debate  than  if  we 
had  not  had  it.  I  know  he  Is  going  to  be 
confirmed.  He  is  going  to  be  overwhelm- 
ingly confirmed.  I  cherish  the  hope  that 
our  great  gathering  of  Democratic 
friends,  who,  in  such  near  imanimlty  will 
vote  for  Bohlen  today,  will  continue  with 
equal  unanimity  to  vote  for  the  policies 
of  Eisenhower  and  Dulles,  as  they  come 
down  to  us  from  week  to  week  and  month 
to  month.  I  think  that  would  be  fine. 
But  I  am  not  at  all  disturbed  because  we 
have  had  this  ventilating  of  our  disagree- 
ments here  on  the  Senate  floor.  Because 
some  have  said,  "I  am  for  Chip."  some 
have  said.  "I  am  against  Chip  today."  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  at  all  going  to 
weaken  him  in  his  capacity  in  Moscow. 
If  those  of  us  who  fear  his  advice  has 
either  been  wrong  or  Impotent  are  in 
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error,  and  he  does  help  formulate  new 
and  fine  and  valuable  and  constructive 
foreign  policy,  he  will  do  it.  not  because 
of  any  ability  to  sell  Malenkov  and  the 
Politburo  Ideas,  but  because  of  an 
ability  to  pick  up  information  and  bring 
It  back  and  help  direct  the  thinking  of 
those  who  shape  foreign  policy  here.  I 
think,  Mr.  President,  it  Is  good  that  we 
have  had  this  debate.  I  think  it  is  good 
for  two  basic  reasons.  I  think  it  is  good 
that  the  rest  of  the  world  knows  that 
when  we  meet  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  it  is  not  a  meeting  of  the 
Czechoslovakian  Parliament  or  of  the 
Presidium  in  Moscow,  where  newspapers 
report  "The  executive  has  spoken,  and 
the  legislators  have  automatically  and 
unanimously  echoed  'yes'."* 

That  is  not  going  to  happen,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, with  a  Republican  Congress  and  a 
Republican  Executive,  and  I  am  sure  that 
on  most  issues,  in  order  to  avoid  una- 
nimity, we  are  not  even  going  to  have  to 
call  upon  the  ever-willing  and  available 
Member  of  our  new  third  party.   ( Laugh- 
ter ]    I  think  we  are  going  to  find  others, 
on  many  issues,  who  will  be  willing  to 
see  to  it  that  the  news  does  not  go  out 
that  here  in  the  United  States  a  legisla- 
tive body  is  simply  a  unanimous  body, 
even  as  far  as  the  majority  is  concerned. 
I  think  that  is  good  for  the  country  to 
understand,  and  for  the  world  to  know. 
that  we  are  going  to  have  a  screening 
process  here,  that  there  are  differences  of 
orJnion,  that  men  may  disagree  without 
becoming  disagreeable,  that  those  who 
agree  one  day  may  disagree  the  next,  and 
then  may  agree  again  the  third  day;  that 
each  tries  to  arrive  at  a  verdict  on  the 
basis  of  the  evidence  available.    I  think 
that  is  wonderful  news,  and  I  hope  the 
Voice  of  America  broadcasts  It  to  the 
world,  that  after  a  bitter,  grueling  de- 
bate,  the  Ambassador  to  Moscow  was 
confirmed   by  an  overwhelming  vote — 
\i  hich  he  surely  will  be — and  that  a  small 
handful  of  what  may  well  be  dubbed 
"die-hards,  and  willful  men"— I  suppose 
we  will  be  so-called— voted  in  opposition. 
I  think  it  is  good.    I  hope  we  have  more 
of  it.     And  I  think  It  is  good  for  a  second 
reason,  Mr.  President,  and  that  is,  I  think 
it  good  now  for  the  country,  here,  to 
know  that  Republican  majorities  work- 
ing  with   a  Republican   Executive   are 
thoughtful.   anaJytical,   and.  I   hope,  a 
reasonable  majority;  but  they  are  not 
majorities  that  are  whiplashed  into  ac- 
tion,  that   can   be   pushed   around,   so 
that  it  can  be  decided  on  Monday  what 
they  will  be  expected  to  do  on  Friday; 
that  Republican  majorities  are  majori- 
ties that  can  be  persuaded  by  reason, 
and  which  have  a  proclivity  to  coopera- 
tion, and  which  are  reasonably  open  to 
logical  arguments.     But  I  think  it  is  good 
for  the  country  to  know  that  rubber- 
stamp  government  in  America  died  when 
President   Eisenhower   took   office,   and 
that  we  are  not  going  to  have — and  I  am 
sure  we  are  not  going  to  have  from  our 
distinguished     majority     leader— pleas 
that  the  Republican  majority  support  a 
particular  point  of  view  because  of  blind 
partisanship.    With  all  his  capacity  of 
logic,   with   his  great   abihty   to   think 
things  through,  he  probably  will  persuade 
us  many  times  against  our  will,  but  not 
because  he  says,  "This  is  the  thing  to 


do.  because  you  belong  to  the  same  club 
or  the  same  team  or  the  same  party." 

I  think  that  is  a  refreshing  deviation 
from  somethmg  which  has  been  occur- 
ring, in  my  opinion,  alarmingly  for  2 
decades,  something  which,  as  a  member 
of  the  minority.  I  criticized  frequently 
among  the  members  on  the  other  side 
during  our  last  two  administrations,  and 
on  which,  in  simple  honesty,  I  am  sure  I 
have  not  changed  my  position,  now  that 
I  am  a  member  of  a  majority,  which  I 
hope  will  long  continue  to  maintain  its 
majority  position  in  America  for  many, 
many  years. 

Also,  Mr.  President.  I  think  this  de- 
bate will  have  a  salutary  effect  on  Mr. 
Bohlen  after  his  confirmation  and  while 
he  is  in  Russia.  Chip  Bohlen  will  know 
that  here  in  the  Senate  he  is  being  care- 
fully watched  by  some  who  voted  against 
his  confirmation  but  who  wish  him  well. 
He  knows  our  skepticisms  and  our  rea- 
sons for  them.  He  knows  our  doubts  and 
what  gave  rise  to  them.  He  knows  he 
can  expect  from  us  friendly  but  also  firm 
and  constructive  criticism  if  his  activi- 
ties prove  ineffective  or  ill-advised.  He 
knows,  also,  that  we  shall  join  in  sup- 
porting him  in  any  programs,  plans,  or 
policies  which  give  promise  to  weaken 
communism  and  give  fresh  hope  and 
strength  to  the  free  world  and  a  promise 
of  peace  for  all  mankind. 

So,  Mr.  President,  without  trying  to 
persuade  anyone.  I  want  my  vote  to  be 
understood.  I  want  to  be  understood  as 
one  who  expects  to  support  the  man 
whom  I  consider  a  great  President,  for 
whom  I  did  a  considerable  amount  of 
work  in  the  campaign,  and  a  Secretary 
of  State  who.  I  think,  has  started  out 
splendidly.  I  find  no  fault  with  any  of 
his  early  policy  decisions.  I  hope  he  be- 
comes one  of  our  great  American  Secre- 
taries of  State.  I  say  that  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  good  conscience  and 
in  clear  consistence,  I  must  support  a 
policy  which  I  began  to  enunciate  in  the 
Republican  80th  Congress  and  by  so 
doing  vote  against  Chip  Bohlen  for  the 
reasons  I  have  given. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  fol- 
lowed the  debate,  pro  and  con,  to  the 
best  of  my  ability.  I  have  studied  all 
the  testimony  I  have  been  able  to  find 
relating  to  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen 
to  be  Ambassador  to  Russia,  and  I  can- 
not find  that  Mr.  Bohlen  is  guilty,  from 
the  mere  fact  that  he  has  been  employed 
in  the  State  Department,  or  from  the 
mere  fact  that  he  was  in  attendance  at 
Yalta.  I  condemned  Yalta  in  the  past 
campaign. 

I  have  condemned  the  reaction  of  our 
State  Department  and  our  administra- 
tive officials  of  the  Government  who  were 
present  at  the  Yalta  Conference.  I  shall 
not  go  into  detail  as  to  why  I  condemned 
the  Yalta  agreement.  That  has  been 
very  ably  fiify"-^''*^  on  both  sides  of  the 
issue.  But  I  cannot  find  that  Mr. 
Bohlen  is  guilty  by  the  mere  fact  that 
he  has  been  employed  in  our  diplomatic 
service.  Surely,  Mr.  President,  a  man 
who  has  served  mankind  all  his  adult 
years,  as  President  Eisenhower  has, 
could  not  in  any  sense  have  overlooked 
any  facts  in  the  record  of  Mr.  Bohlen, 
if  there  were  any  facts  which  show  that 
Mr.  Bohlen  has  been  responsible  for  any 


of  the  shortcomings  of  the  Yalta  agree- 
ment. 

I  have  reached  my  conclusion  after 
having  studied  all  the  facts,  knowing 
that  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
after  a  lengthy  study,  finally  agreed  and 
voted  unanimously  to  report  favorably 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen,  though 
it  is  true  that  one  member  of  the  com- 
mittee withdrew  his  support  of  Mr. 
Bohlen  after  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee approved  his  nomination.  Later, 
when  there  was  scone  question  as  to  what 
might  be  contained  in  the  "FBI  files  con- 
cerning Mr.  Bohlen.  two  distinguished 
Meml)ers  of  this  body,  the  majority 
leader  [Mr.  Tatt]  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Spariocan],  examined  the 
FBI  files  and  reported  to  us  that  they 
did  not  find  within  those  files  any  jus- 
tification for  rejecting  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Bohlen.  Considering  that  fact  and 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Dulles,  our  Secretary 
of  State,  a  great  international  lawyer, 
who  has  served  his  country  and  the  Gov- 
ernment so  well  has  foimd  nothing  in 
the  FBI  files  that  would  convince  him 
that  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bohlen 
should  be  rejected,  it  is  my  pleasure,  Mr. 
President,  to  support  and  to  vote  for  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Boh- 
len to  be  Ambassador  to  Russia. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  many  Sen- 
ators have  expressed  a  desire  to  vote. 
Some  of  them  have  told  me  that  they 
hoped  we  might  have  a  vote  because  they 
would  like  to  leave  town  over  the  week- 
end. If  any  Senator  has  any  remarks 
on  the  subject,  I  hope  they  will  be  brief, 
I  do  not  want  to  cut  anyMie  off. 

Several  Senators.    Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  give  my  reasons  why  I  intend  to 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  the  nom- 
ination of  Mr.  Bohlen,  and  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  placed  in  the 
Record  a  brief  statement  giving  my  rea- 
sons. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATiaCINT  BT  SENATO*  WaTKINS 

I  Intend  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  at  the 
nomination  of  Charles  Bohlen  as  Ambassador 
to  Russia.  In  casting  my  vote  for  Mr.  Bohlen 
I  want  It  understood  that  I  am  In  nowise 
approving  all  of  his  views  on  foreign  policy 
and  his  argument  made  before  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Ctommlttee  of  the  Senate  in  support 
of  the  actions  of  President  Roosevelt  at  Yalta 
and  the  other  conferences  where  interna- 
tional executive  agreements  were  entered  into,. 
by  the  President. 

I  am  accepting  at  face  value  the  explana- 
tion of  Secretary  DuUes  that  Mr.  Bohlen  will 
not  be  In  a  policy-forming  position  when  he 
Is  mBde  Ambassador — ^that  he  will  be  simply 
acting  as  a  career  diplomat  who  is  sent  to 
observe  and  learn  what  he  can  In  Riusia  and 
report  what  he  learns  to  the   Secretary   of 
State  and  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  on  the  positive  side  his  duties  are  to 
carry   such    messages    as   this    Government 
wants  conveyed  to  the  Government  of  Russia. 
I  have  read  carefvilly  Mr.  Bohlen's  state- 
ment to  the  committee  supporting  the  Talta 
agreement.    The  argument  is  fax  from  con- 
vincing.    The  Yalta  agreement  was  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  a  treaty  which,  under 
the    Constitution,   should   have    been    sub- 
mitted to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for 
approval   or   disapproval.     That   there  were 
In  such  agreement  some  matters  which  were 
proper  to  be  disposed  of  in  executive  agree- 
ment does  not  alter  that  fact. 
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It  Is  my  considered  opinion  that  the  failure 
on  the  part  of  Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Tru- 
man to  obeerve  (he  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  has  been  a  heavy  contributing 
factor  to  our  International  troubles  and 
emergence  of  Russia  as  a  dire  threat  to  the 
peace  of  the  world.  Ftamers  of  the  Consti- 
tution wisely  provided  a  check  on  the  actions 
of  the  President  in  making  treaties.  It  may 
be  inconvenient  at  times  for  Presidents  to 
submit  agreements  which  are  in  effect  trea- 
ties, to  the  Senate,  but  that  inconvenience, 
great  as  it  may  be  considered  at  the  time, 
should  not  outweigh  the  very  real  need  for 
a  check  on  the  President  as  provided  in  the 
Constitution. 

I  believe  Mr.  Bohlen  has  the  technical 
qualifications  for  the  poeitloa  of  Ambassador. 
Nothing  has  bf«n  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  \7hlch  would  indlcati!  that  he 
is  in  any  sense  disloyal  to  his  country. 
Neither  has  there  been  any  competent  evi- 
dence, so  far  as  I  know,  that  indicates  that 
he  is  a  bad  security  risk.  President  Elsen- 
hower and  his  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Dulles, 
seem  to  be  convinced  that  he  is  the  best 
possible  man  available  for  the  job.  I  want 
to  cooperate  In  helping  the  new  administra- 
tion to  carry  out  its  policies.  Under  the 
circumstances  I  can  see  no  good  reason 
why  I  shoxild  not  vote  to  approve  Mr.  Bohlen. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  strong  reasons 
why  a  vote  of  approval  should  be  given. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Anderson 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler,  Md. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavea 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworahak 

■astland 

Blender 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

Ful  bright 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Oore 


Green 

Orlswold 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Hoey 

HoUand 

Hunt 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 


McCarthy 

McClellan 

MUUkln 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

RusseU 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Taft 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUey 

WUllams 

Toung 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President,  it  was  my  intention 
to  address  the  Senate  this  afternoon  on 
the  subject  of  the  nomination  of  Charles 
E.  Bohlen  to  be  United  States  Ambassa- 
dor Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Repub- 
lics. But  I  wanted  to  cooperate  with  the 
distinguished  majority  leader,  who  was 
desirous  to  have  a  vote  as  early  as  possi- 
ble. Thus.  I  now  ask  \uianlmous  consent 
to  have  Inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Rkcors,  immediately  preceding  the  vote, 
the  remarks  I  had  Intended  to  offer  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRB8IDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcobo,  as  follows: 

Statxmxmt  bt  Skmatob  HnrDRicxsoir 

With  some  reluctance,  I  am  easting  my 
vote  for  the  confirmation  of  Charles  X. 
Bohlen  as  Ambassador  to  Russia. 

It  is  not  merely  "blind"  faith  to  follow  the 
leadership  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  In  an  Executive  nomination.  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  and  his  associates  have  aU 
the  facts  on  Mr.  Bohlen,  and  they  have  re- 
peatedly reaffirmed  their  faith  in  their  In- 
terFH-etation  of  these  facts.  The  basic  issue, 
then,  is  this: 

Does  the  Senate  have  faith  that  Intelligent 
anl  intellectually  honest  men  in  the  execu- 
tive branch  know  whether  a  nominee  to  high 
oflDce  is  capable  of  carrying  out  bis  duties  la 
a  loyal  and  efficient  nianner?  My  own  an- 
swer is  that  I  m\ist  have  that  faith,  or  I 
greatly  weaken  my  confidence  In  orderly  gov- 
ernment and  substitute  Instead  a  philosophy 
which  subscribes  to  an  improvisation  of  our 
constitutional  system.  As  a  Senator,  with 
many  legislative  duties  to  perform,  I  have 
not  the  time  to  do  all  the  President's  inves- 
tigating for  him  in  the  matter  of  Executive 
nominations,  nor  Is  It  within  my  Jurisdiction 
so  to  do. 

Mr.  Bohlen  was  at  Yalta,  and  he  later 
testified  to  the  Senate,  "We  tried  to  do  the 
best  we  could  with  what  I  think  were  the 
instrumentalities  available  to  President 
Roosevelt."  He  is  evidently  not  a  security 
risk,  even  in  the  eyes  of  his  most  vigorous 
opponents.  Thus,  my  reluctance  to  support 
his  confirmation  wholeheartedly  Lb  based 
solely  upon  his  previous  associations  with, 
and  acquiescence  In,  the  worst  aspects  of  the 
Roosevelt-Truman  foreign  policy,  especially 
when  one  considers  that  former  Ambassador 
George  Kennan  did  not  aUow  his  position 
as  a  Foreign  Service  career  officer  to  stop 
him  from  sounding  off  publicly  against  Sec- 
retary Dulles'  opinions  of  the  old  foreign 
policy  of  containment. 

Torn  as  I  am,  my  decision  to  vote  for  con- 
firmation Is  rooted  In  my  abiding  faith  in 
government  by  law  and  order,  within  the 
spirit  of  the  Constitution,  a  belief  In  a  gov- 
ernment of  laws  rather  than  a  government 
of  men. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination  of  Charles  E. 
Bohlen,  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plen- 
ipotentiary of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics? 

Mr.  TAPT  and  other  Senators  asked 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken]  and  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Lancer]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

If  present  and  voting  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer] 
would  each  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  JENNER]  is  absent  on  official 
business. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  George]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dan- 
iel], the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 


HuxpHRET] ,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  MoNROirEY],  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Caroliiia  [Mr.  Smith]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements],  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr! 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monronky]  would  each 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  74, 
nays  13,  as  follows: 

yeas— 74 


Anderwn 

Orlswold 

Milllkin 

Barrett 

Hayden 

Morse 

Beall  ' 

Hendrlckson 

Murray 

Bennett 

Hennlngs 

Neely 

Bush 

HIU 

Pastore 

Butler.  Md. 

Hoey 

Payne 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Holland 

Potter 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Purtell 

Capehart 

Ives 

Robertson 

Carlson 

Jackson 

RtiMeU 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

BaltonstaU 

Chavea 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Smathers 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Smith.  Main* 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Kllgore 

Stennis 

Eastland 

Knowland 

Symlngtoii 

Ellender 

Kuchel 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Thye 

Flanders 

Long 

Tobey 

Frear 

Magniison 

Watklna 

Ful  bright 

Mansfield 

WUey 

Gllletts 

Martin 

WUllam« 

Oore 

Maybank 

Young 

Green 

McClellan 
NAYS— IS 

Brlcker 

Hlckenlooper 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Dlrksen 

Malone 

Welker 

Dworshak 

McCarr&n 

Goldwater 

McCarthy 

NOT  vormo— • 

Aiken 

George 

Langer 

Clements 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Smith,  N.  C. 

So  the  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  President  be  immediately  notified  of 
the  confirmation  of  this  nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob^ 
jection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
forthwith  of  the  confirmation  of  thi* 
nomination. 


NOMINATIONS  FOR  PROMOTIONS  IN 
THE  ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  lie 
on  the  desk  a  group  of  officers'  promo- 
tions below  the  rank  of  general  officer 
or  flag  officer.  I  also  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  printed  on  the  Execu- 
tive Calendar  a  group  of  flag  and  general 
officer  promotions. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  will  be  re- 
ceived. Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It  Is 
so  ordered. 

The  nominations  reported  by  Mr. 
SALTONSTALL.  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  and  ordered  to  be  placed 
on  the  Elxecutive  Calendar,  or  held  at 
the  desk,  are  as  follows. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Hamden  Olmsted,  for 
appointment  as  a  Reserve  commissioned  of- 
ficer of  the  Army:   placed  on  the  calendar; 

Maj.  Gen.  Julius  Ochs  Adler,  and  sundry 
other   officers   for    appointment   •■  Beeerr* 
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commissioned  officers  of  the  Army:   placed 
on  the  calendar; 

Lt.  Gen.  Laurence  Sherman  Kuter  (major 
general,  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force,  to  be  commanding  general,  Air 
University,  with  rank  of  lieutenant  general; 
placed  on  the  calendar; 

Lt.  Gen.  James  Harold  Doollttle,  and  sun- 
dry other  officers  for  appointment  as  Reserve 
commissioned  officers  in  the  United  States 
Air  Force;  placed  on  the  calendar; 

Brig.  Gen.  Leonard  Ewlng  Thomas,  and 
sundry  other  officers  for  appointment  as  Re- 
serve commissioned  officers  in  the  United 
States  Air  Force;  placed  on  the  calendar. 

Thomas  Gabriel  Hepner,  and  sundry  other 
officers  for  promotion  In  the  Regular  Air 
Force;  ordered  to  be  held  at  the  desk. 

David  A.  Broad,  and  sundry  other  officers 
for  permanent  appointment  In  the  Navy:  and 

Norma  C.  Furtos,  and  sundry  other  officers 
for  permanent  promotion  In  the  Navy; 
ordered  to  be  held  at  the  desk. 

Vice  Adm.  Francis  S.  Low,  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
commander.  Western  Sea  Frontier,  and  com- 
mander. Pacific  Reserve  Fleet; 

Vice  Adm.  Matthias  B.  Gardner,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (Opera- 
lions)  : 

vice  Adm.  James  Fife.  Jr.,  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay.  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
United  States  naval  deputy  commander  in 
chief,  Mediterranean: 

Vice  Adm.  Ralph  A.  Ofstie.  United  States 
Navy  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (Air); 

Rear  Adm.  Roscoe  F.  Good,  United  States 
Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay.  and  al- 
lowances of  a  vice  admiral  while  serving  as 
Deputy  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (Logis- 
tics); and 

William  O.  Brlce,  and  sundry  other  officers 
for  permanent  and  temporary  appointment 
In  the  Marine  Corps;  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
immediately  following  the  list  of  officers 
a  brief  statement  which  I  shall  not  read, 
but  which  is  explanatory  of  the  promo- 
tions. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  CASE.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
would  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  when  it  is  proixjsed  to  bring  up 
for  consideration  the  list  of  Reserve  offi- 
cers which  he  has  just  submitted? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  say  to  my 
colleague  and  committeeman  that  I  in- 
tend to  bring  them  up  when  the  Execu- 
tive Calendar  is  considered  on  Monday, 

Mr.  CASE.     I  thank  the  chairman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  as  fol- 
lows: 

Statiment   bt   Senator   Saltokstau. 

The  majority  of  these  nominations  con- 
sists of  374  names  ranging  from  commla- 
Bloned  warrant  oOoer  to  commander  In  the 
Navy  or  major  in  the  Air  Force.  I  ask  that 
these  nanoes  iK>t  be  printed  in  the  Executive 
Calendar,  but  be  permitted  to  lie  on  the 
Vice   President's   desk   for   examination  by 


Members  of  the  Senate  until  the  next  call 
of  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  remaining  nominations  consist  of 
names  of  197  fiag  and  general  officers,  and 
I  request  that  their  names  be  printed  in 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

Of  this  number,  only  21  actual  promotions 
are  involved — 2  brigadier  generals  and  3  colo- 
nels from  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force,  8  brigadier  generals  and 
9  colonels  in  the  Marine  Corps,  and  1  rear 
admiral  from  the  Navy. 

The  remaining  176  include  ^transfers  of 
S-star  officers  from  one  3-star  position  to 
another  of  equal  rank,  and  171  reappoint- 
ments of  general  officers  in  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  Reserve. 

The  reappointment  of  thesr  171  Reserve 
officers  involves  no  promotion  or  advance  in 
grade — the  individuals  already  hold  the 
grades  to  which  they  are  being  nominated. 
However,  present  commissions  were  granted 
to  them  under  the  terms  of  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  1916,  which  limited  such  ap- 
pointments to  periods  of  5  years  as  con- 
trasted with  the  mdeflnlte-term  appoint- 
ments used  by  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 
Reserve. 

In  an  effort  to  standardize  the  methods 
of  appointment  in  the  various  Reserve  com- 
ponents the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952  did  away  with  the  5-year  Army  and 
Air  Force  Reserve  commission  and  required 
that  such  appointments  be  made  for  an  in- 
definite term.  It  is  this  requirement  of 
the  law  which  accounts  for  the  substantial 
number  of  these  names  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate 'or  consideration. 

I  think  it  would  be  helpful  at  this  point  In 
the  record  to  Insert  the  pertinent  provisions 
of  section  234  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act.    The  language  reads  as  follows: 

"Sxc.  224.  After  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act,  all  appointments  of  Reserve  officers 
shaU  be  for  an  indefinite  term.  •  •  •  Kach 
such  officer  not  holding  an  appointment  for 
an  indefinite  term  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act  fhall  be  given  an  opp<x'tunity  for 
an  indefinite  term  in  lieu  of  his  current  ap- 
pointment If  such  officer,  after  written  noti- 
fication by  competent  authority  which  shall 
be  given  within  6  months  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  act.  shall  agree  in  writing  to  have, 
his  current  appointment  continued  for  an 
indefinite  term." 

With  respect  to  the  qualifications  of  the 
oflV:ers  recommended  for  indefinite  term  Re- 
serve appointments.  I  wish  to  make  It  per- 
fectly clear  that  these  individuals  are  already 
holding  commissions  in  the  identical  ranks, 
but  that  their  present  oonunisslons  termi- 
nate either  on  AprU  1  or  at  the  end  of  a  5- 
year  period.  The  transition  from  the  5-year 
appointment  to  the  indefinite  term  appoint- 
ment is  purely  for  the  purpose  of  complying 
with  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  and  was 
not  intended  by  the  Congress  to  be  a  device 
for  reexamining  the  qualifications  of  all  of 
the  officers  of  the  Reserve  and  National 
Guard  of  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force. 

With  respect  to  what  happens  If  these 
nominations  are  not  confirmed.  It  Is  dlfficvilt 
to  give  a  specific  reply  Inasmuch  as  the 
Department  of  the  Army  informs  us  that  the 
effects  vary  in  each  Individual  case. 

An  officer  currently  serving  on  active  duty 
with  an  AUS  appointment  would  not  be  ad- 
versely affected  except  that  he  would  lose  his 
Reserve  status. 

A  Reserve  officer  not  on  active  duty,  for 
example  a  major  general  commanding  a 
Reserve  division,  would  lose  all  status  as  an 
offlcer  on  April  1. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


CONTINUANCE   OF   EFFECTIVENESS 
OP  MISSING  PERSONS  ACT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  1229)  to 
continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing 
Persons  Act.  as  ammded  and  extended, 
until  July  1.  1954,  which  was  to  flunend 
the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  con- 
tinue the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing 
Persons  Act,  as  amended  and  extended, 
imtil  February  1,  1954." 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senate  passed  Senate  bill  1229,  a  bill 
to  continue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act.  as  amended  and  ex- 
tended, until  July  1,  1954.  By  mistake 
the  Senate  omitted  to  correct  the  title 
of  the  bilL  The  House  has  corrected 
the  title,  and  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  House  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
resume  the  consideration  of  legislative 
business. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  majority  leader  if  he  in- 
tends to  press  for  a  vote  on  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1  today? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No.  The  program  today 
will  be  to  dispose  merely  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  57,  dealing  with  emergency 
powers.  On  Monday  we  shall  have 
morning  business  and  a  caU  of  the  cal- 
endar, and  then  take  up  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1.  relating  to  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Mr.  HUl^.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  that  will  probably 
be  all.  "Iliere  may  be  a  few^  other  mat- 
ters of  minor  importance.  On  Wednes- 
day we  hope  to  proceed  with  the  tide- 
lands  bilL 

PRESIDENT  EISENHOWER'S  HOPE 
TO  INSPIRE  SPIRITUAL  REAWAK- 
ENING IN  AMERICA 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  not  long 
sigo  I  heard  one  of  the  great  women  of 
the  world  say,  "It  is  a  time  for  great- 
ness." May  I  paraphrase  that  statement 
and  say  that  it  is  time  for  great  lead- 
ership. America  is  blessed  by  having  a 
man  at  the  helm  who  is  demonstrating 
by  his  daily  living  the  leadership  which 
we  need. 

Yesterday  he  was  asked  by  the  press 
regarding  his  position  on  the  Bohlen 
nomination.  He  frankly  told  the  press 
that  Bohlen  was  his  choice,  that  he  knew 
him,  had  visited  with  him.  and  had 
played  golf  with  him.  He  stated  that 
he  felt  he  was  the  best  man  for  the  job. 
Then  someone  asked  him,  "What  do  you 
think  of  the  opposition?" 

He  said.  "It  is  the  right  of  the  oppo- 
sition to  think  as  it  wilL" 

I  asdc  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rkcoko  immediately  fol- 
lowing my  remarks  an  article  entitled 
"What  the  President  Wants."  written  by 
Stanley  High,  and  pubUshed  in  the  April 
1953  Issue  of  the  Reader's  Digest.     In 
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the  heading  above  the  title  of  the  article 
there  Is  the  following: 

Above  and  beyond  politics,  Dwlght  ElMn> 
hower  hopes  to  Inspire  a  spiritual  reawaken- 
ing In  America. 

That  to  me  Is  the  new  leadership. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

What  vhz  Pxestoknt  Wamtb 
(By  Stanley  High) 
In  the  vast  flow  of  words  that  have  been 
written  about  Dwlght  Elsenhower,  one  as- 
pect has  received  little  attention,  his  long- 
time hopes  and  purposes  for  America.  Bet- 
ter than  administrative  policies  or  legisla- 
tive prescriptions,  those  hopes  and  purposes 
reveal  the  stature  and  character  of  the  man 
we  elected  President.  They  are  a  guide  to 
what,  above  and  beyond  politics,  may  take 
place  during  his  Presidency.  His  commit- 
ment to  them  Is  deeper  and  more  determined 
than  to  any  partisan  objectives,  and  he  be- 
lieves they  are  the  terms  by  which,  In  history, 
bis  administration  will  have  to  pass  muster. 
There  is  nothing  off  the  record  In  what 
the  President  himself  calls  his  long  thoughts 
about  America.  They  are  the  plainest  thread 
that  runs  through  all  his  speeches.  They 
are  the  most  frequently  recurring  theme  of 
bis  conversations.  He  has  made  them  the 
solemn  basis  of  his  charge  to  the  men  and 
W(xnen  he  has  called  to  be  on  his  team. 

By  some  current  standards,  the  President 
Is  old  fashioned  In  what  he  most  deeply  be- 
lieves. He  is  as  out  of  date  as  the  copybook 
maxims  he  stressed  in  his  campaign: 

"Honesty  Is  the  best  policy";  "He  that  goes 
a-borrowlng,  goes  a-sorrowlng";  "A  man  Is 
known  by  the  company  he  keeps";  "Birds  of 
a  feather  flock  together";  "A  penny  saved  Is 
a  penny  earned." 

Perhaps  these  homilies  have  not  recently 
been  fashionable  in  Washington,  or  else- 
where, but  who  can  read  them  without  feel- 
ing that  It  would  have  been  good  for  all  of 
Us  If  they  had  been? 

In  today's  atmosphere  of  pseudolntellec- 
tuallsm,  the  President's  profoundest  beliefs 
perhaps  seem  corny.  He  is  no  doubt  corny 
when  he  talks,  as  he  has,  about  "the 
extraordinary  virtues"  of  his  parents;  of  the 
fact  that  they  were  thrifty,  economical,  hon- 
est; of  the  lusty  influence  of  the  Bible  In 
their  lives;  of  "how  I  sat  at  my  mother's 
knee";  of  the  story  of  Abraham  Lincoln  walk- 
ing miles  to  return  a  few  cents  he  had  over- 
charged a  customer  that  day  in  the  store. 

The  extent  to  which  these  homely  virtues 
are  out  of  date  is  proof  to  the  PresldM|  of 
what  has  happened  to  this  countrspHe 
believes  that  what  has  been  wrong  wits  the 
American  Government  is  only  symptomatic 
of  things  gone  wrong  In  America  and  with 
..mericans.  He  knows  the  symptoms  require 
immediate  treatment.  He  believes  the  cure 
requires  basic  changes  In  American  thought 
and  direction.  These  changes  will  produce 
political  and  economic  consequences.  But 
they  are  not.  themselves,  political  or  eco- 
nomic.   They  are  moral  and  spiritual. 

In  one  preconvention  conversation  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  remarked:  "Prom  the  way 
I'm  talking  and  from  what  I'd  like  to  see 
happen,  it  looks  as  though  I  should  have 
been  a  preacher."  In  a  noneccleslastlcal 
sense,  it  Is  a  preacher's  Job  he  has  cut  out 
for  himself. 

What  President  Elsenhower  wants  for 
America  is  a  revival  of  religious  faith  that 
will  produce  a  rededlcatlon  to  religious 
values  and  conduct.  He  wants  this,  first, 
because  he  is  a  religious  man.  He  is  not 
outwardly  pious,  and  he  seldom  talks  about 
religion  In  personal  terms.  I  do  not  know 
how  he  prays  or  how  often.  But  from  his 
unembarrassed  expressions  of  belief  in  pray- 
er, I  am  sure  that  he  does  pray.  I  do  not 
know  how  often  he  reads  the  red-leather 
Bibl*  he  keeps  by  his  bed.     But  from  his 


familiarity  with  the  scriptures,  I  am  siire 
he  reads  It.  His  regular  attendance  at 
chiuch  Is  not  because  of  his  public  posi- 
tion. It  Is  a  lifetime  habit,  and  it  Is  more 
to  him  than  a  formal,  Sunday  gestvire. 

The  inaugural  service  of  worship  was  not, 
as  has  hitherto  always  been  the  case,  lim- 
ited to  the  President-elect  and  his  family. 
His  Cabinet  members  and  advisers  were  ex- 
pected to  be  there  with  their  families.  They 
were — 180  of  them. 

He  has  said  that  In  selecting  the  mem- 
bers of  his  Cabinet  he  wanted  to  find  out 
not  only  what  their  abilities  were  but  what, 
as  men,  they  were  dedicated  to.  And  his 
inauguration  prayer,  written  in  longhand 
after  that  morning's  service  of  worship,  was 
not  alone  for  himself  but  for  "my  future 
associates  •  •  •  that  Thou  wilt  nxake  full 
and  complete  our  dedication." 

The  President's  top  associates  can  have 
little  doubt  about  the  spiritual  purposes  to 
which  he  believes  his  administration  must  be 
dedicated.  On  January  12  he  called  his 
Cabinet  and  chief  assistants  into  a  prelnau- 
gural  conference  in  New  York.  When  they 
were  seated  at  luncheon  together,  the  Presi- 
dent-elect arose  at  the  head  of  the  table. 
He  expressed  confidence  in  the  capacities  of 
the  people  assembled  there.  He  felt  they 
were  among  the  best  America  could  provide 
for  the  Job  ahead.  But  he  was  sure  they 
would  agree  with  him  that,  for  even  the  best, 
the  Job  ahead  was  too  big  to  undertake  with- 
out the  help  of  Almighty  God.  He  then 
turned  to  his  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Ezra 
Benson,  and  asked  him,  a  prominent  Mor- 
mon, to  lead  them  all  in  prayer. 

But  It  is  not  only  because  he  is  personally 
religious  that  the  President  gives  flrst  im- 
portance to  the  reviving  of  religious  faith. 
He  believes  that  the  "godly  virtues"— those 
extolled  in  the  copybook  maxims — account 
for  America's  beginning,  its  growth  in 
strength,  material  well-being,  and  social 
progress.  He  believes  that,  except  in  a  re- 
newal of  that  faith  and  those  virtues,  there 
Is  no  answer  for  the  future. 

"You  can't  explain  free  government  in 
any  other  terms  than  religious.  The  Found- 
ing Fathers  had  to  refer  to  the  Creator  in 
order  to  make  their  revolutionary  experi- 
ment make  sense;  it  was  because  'all  men 
are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain 
unalienable  rights'  that  men  could  dare  to 
be  free.  They  wrote  their  religious  faith 
Into  our  founding  documents,  stamped  their 
trust  In  God  on  the  faces  of  their  coins  and 
currency,  and  put  it  boldly  at  the  base  of 
our  Institutions.  And  when  they  drew  up 
their  bold  Bill  of  Rights,  where  did  they  put 
freedom  of  worship?  First,  in  the  corner- 
stone position.     That  was  no  accident." 

Before  and  during  the  campaign  Elsen- 
hower frequently  talked  about  the  strength 
America  must  have  if  our  freedom  Is  to  be 
preserved  and  extended.  In  his  three  kinds 
of  strength,  he  insisted  that  the  spiritual 
should  come  flrst,  not  as  a  possible  climax 
after  the  economic  and  military. 

"0\xi  forefathers  proved,"  he  said,  "that 
only  a  people  strong  in  godliness  is  a  people 
strong  enough  to  overcome  tyranny  and 
make  themselves  and  others  free.  Today,  it 
is  ours  to  prove  that  our  own  faith,  per- 
petually renewed,  is  equal  to  the  challenge 
of  today's  tyrants." 

At  one  point  in  the  campaign,  some  of  his 
associates  were  a  little  concerned  by  what 
they  regarded  as  too  much  religion  in  his 
politics.  Lest  he  be  accused  of  overdoing 
it,  they  urged  him  for  a  few  speeches  to  skip 
the  spiritual  note.  At  that  proposal  the  gen- 
eral was  first  puzzled  and  then  irritated 
"Gentlemen,"  he  told  them  sharply,  "you 
misjudge  the  American  people." 

"I  am  sure  of  one  thing."  he  has  said 
"There  is  a  great  spiritual  yearning,  a  hunger 
among  the  people  of  this  country.  And  I 
meet  more  and  more  people  who  are  not 
ashamed  to  express  It." 


In  the  political  sense.  General  Elsenhower 
had  no  ambition  for  the  Presidency.  In  the 
political  sense,  he  now  has  no  ambition  sim- 
ply to  go  through  4  or  8  years  and  thence  into 
history  as  the  34th  President  of  the  United 
States.  He  does,  however,  have  one  consum- 
ing ambition:  He  U  determined  to  use  his 
influence  and  his  office  to  help  make  this 
period  a  spiritual  turning  point  In  America, 
and  thereby  to  recover  the  strength,  the 
values,  and  the  conduct  which  a  vital  faith 
produces  in  a  people. 

For  such  a  new  era  much  more  will  be 
required  than  the  President's  own  dedication, 
more  than  his  declarations  and  example^ 
powerful  and,  in  recent  history,  unprece- 
dented as  such  White  House  leadership  wUl 
be. 

A  great  deal  will  be  required  of  all  Ameri- 
cans who  believe  as  the  President  believes 
and  who  want,  for  themselves  and  America, 
what  he  wants.  It  Is  not  too  soon  for  these 
Americans  to  make  it  clear  that,  for  them, 
last  November  4  was  more  than  just  another 
election,  and  that  the  man  they  elected  must 
not  be  cut  down  to  the  size  and  shafw  of 
partisan  politics. 


EXTENSION  OP  TIME  LIMITATION 
WITH  RESPECT  TO  CERTAIN 
STATUTORY  PROVISIONS 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar 
No.  105,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  57. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  57)  to  extend  untU  July 
1.  1953,  the  time  limitation  upon  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  certain  statutory  provi- 
sions which  but  for  such  time  limita- 
tion would  be  in  effect  until  6  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  national 
emergency  proclaimed  on  December  16 
1950. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr".  Presi- 
dent, on  April  1.  1953,  the  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act  will  expire  un- 
less Senate  Joint  Resolution  57,  which 
has  for  its  purpose  the  continuation  of 
the  act  beyond  that  date  until  July  1, 
1953,  is  enacted.  We  have  received,  and 
there  has  been  inserted  in  the  Record. 
a  letter  from  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  and  also  ex- 
cerpts with  respect  to  the  various  pow- 
ers which  we  hope  will  be  extended  by 
the  Congress  at  this  time.  That  ma- 
terial was  printed  in  the  Record  of 
March  13,  1953,  and  I  assume  that  all 
Senators  have  read  it.  However,  I  think 
it  would  be  well,  drawing  upon  the  text 
of  that  letter,  to  explain  the  joint  reso- 
lution. 

I  may  add  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives has  passed  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 226.  which  is  the  companion 
resolution. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  57  would,  with 
certain  exceptions,  extend  from  April  1, 
1953,  to  July  1.  1953.  those  emergency 
powers  which  were  previously  extended 
by  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act — Public  Law  450,  82d  Congress. 

On  February  19,  1952,  the  President 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  a  draft  of 
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the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act 
to  extend  certain  emergency  powers  for 
the  duration  of  the  national  emergency 
proclaimed  by  the  President  on  Decem- 
ber 16,  1950,  and  for  6  months  there- 
after, in  order  to  insure  the  continua- 
tion of  those  powers  during  the  period 
of  international  tension  while  the  Nation 
was  mobilizing  for  defense.  The  Con- 
gress after  hearings  approved  the 
Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act  and 
extended  the  authority  under  45  statu- 
tory provisions  until  April  1, 1953.  rather 
than  for  the  full  period  requested,  which 
was  for  the  duration  of  the  present  na- 
tional emergency  plus  6  months.  The 
reason  for  so  limiting  the  extension  Is 
stated  in  the  report  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  on  House  Joint 
Resolution  477 — House  Report  No.  2041, 
82d  Congress — as  follows: 

The  committee  was  chiefly  interested  in 
satisfying  Itself  that  there  was  Justification 
lor  continuing  the  provisions  until  such 
time  as  the  Government  agencies  concerned 
could  seek,  before  the  proper  congressional 
committees,  legislation  either  on  a  perma- 
nent basis  or  for  a  further  extension  on  a 
temporary  basis. 

At  the  time  of  the  congressional 
hearings  it  was  felt  by  the  committee 
that  such  legislation  could  easily  be  ob- 
tained by  April  1.  1953. 

In  consonance  with  the  expressed  de- 
sire of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee, 
as  stated  above,  the  agencies  of  the 
Government  desiring  the  continuation 
of  the  statutory  provisions  concerned 
have  prepared  and  submitted  to  the 
Congress,  or  are  in  the  process  of  pre- 
paring, separate  drafts  of  legislation  for 
tlie  consideration  of  the  appropriate 
committees  which  would  amend,  extend, 
or  make  permanent  the  various  emer- 
gency powers  for  which  there  is  a  con- 
tinuing need. 

Since  the  enactment  of  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act  there 
has  been  a  delay  which  probably  was 
not  anticipated  when  the  date  of  April 
1,  1953,  was  selected.  This  delay  was 
caused  by  a  change  in  administration 
of  the  Government  and  a  concurrent 
change  in  the  appointed  ofBcials  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  with  the  nat- 
ural requirement  of  a  review  of  all  p>end- 
ing  programs  by  the  new  oCScials.  Such 
a  review,  of  course,  has  included  a  study 
of  the  emergency  powers.  As  a  result, 
not  all  of  the  individual  items  of  pro- 
posed legislation  are  in  a  form  ready 
for  submission  to  the  Congress.  More- 
over, as  to  those  bills  which  have  been 
introduced  in  the  Congress,  action  by  the 
committee  concerned  has  been  delayed 
pending  decision  by  the  appropriate 
executive  branch  ofiBcials  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  continuing  the  various 
ix)wers.  In  view  of  that  situation,  it  is 
not  likely  that  any  appreciable  number 
of  individual  bills  will  be  enacted  into 
law  by  April  1,  1953. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  57  Is  but  a 
tempxjrary  expedient  and  will  not  alter 
the  affected  authorities,  except  as  to  the 
date  of  the  termination  of  their  effec- 
tiveness, and  is  intended  only  to  give  the 
responsible  departments  sufficient  time 
in  which  to  make  their  presentations  to 
Congress.  I  point  out  to  Senators  that 
last  Friday  the  Senate  passed,  imder  the 
able  management  of  the  junior  Senator 


from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  the  ex- 
tension of  one  of  the  powers  sought  to 
be  extended  by  this  Joint  resolution;  and 
proposed  extensions  of  other  powers  are 
on  the  calendar  today  under  separate 
legislative  headings. 

Proposed  for  the  90-day  extension 
under  the  joint  resolution  are  31  provi- 
sions of  law  of  primary  concern  to  the 
Department  of  Defense.  There  are  also 
included  for  temporary  extension  8  pro- 
visions of  law  affecting  other  agencies  of 
the  Government  which  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  requested  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  include  in  this  joint  resolu- 
tion, so  as  to  permit  the  Departments  of 
State,  Treasury,  Commerce,  and  Agricul- 
ture, the  Veterans'  Administration,  and 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 
to  make  proper  representations  to  the 
Congress  for  continuation  or  for  perma- 
nent provisions  to  replace  thfe  tempoi'ary 
provisions  affecting  their  departments. 
The  joint  resolution  would,  by  section  2 
thereof,  exclude  from  the  effect  of  its 
temporary  extension  6  provisions  of  law 
dealt  with  by  the  Emergency  Powers 
Continuation  Act.  Four  of  those  provi- 
sions of  law  have  been  repealed;  1  of 
them  has  been  amended  so  as  not  to  be 
covered  by  the  extension  contained  in 
the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act; 
and  1  of  them  is  no  longer  needed  because 
of  changed  conditions. 

Mr.  I*resident.  when  this  matter  came 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
last  Wednesday  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee apix)inted  a  subcommittee  of  three 
members,  of  which  I  am  the  chairman, 
to  study  the  proix)sal  and  to  report  back 
to  the  full  committee.  I  met  with  the 
interested  parties  from  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  have  studied  the  various 
proposals.  I  have  not,  however,  asked 
for  a  detailed  justification  of  each  item, 
for  two  reasons: 

First.  Each  of  these  items  has  been  in 
effect  for  many  years.  All  of  them  were 
minutely  examined  by  Congress  at  the 
time  of  the  extension  of  the  Emergency 
Powers  Continuation  Act  of  last  year. 
In  addition,  a  review  of  each  one  was 
published  in  the  Congressional  Record  of 
March  13,  1953. 

Second.  Each  of  these  items  is  now  or 
will  be  in  the  immediate  futiu-e  the  sub- 
ject of  inquiry  of  the  standing  commit- 
tee to  which  it  is  referred. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  unan- 
imously reported  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  House 
has  p>assed  a  joint  resolution  which  Is 
word  for  word  identical  with  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  57,  now  under  consid- 
eration. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
withdraw  my  motion;  that  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  57  be  indefinitely  postponed; 
and  that  the  Chair  now  lay  before  the 
Senate  House  Joint  Resolution  226. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  is  that  the 
same  joint  resolution  which  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Maryland  has  dis- 
cussed?   

Mr.  BUTLER  Of  Maryland.  Yes.  It 
Is  exactly  the  same,  word  for  word.  The 
House  has  already  passed  House  Joint 


Resolution  226.  The  two  joint  resolu» 
tions  are  identicaL 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  that  connection, 
I  believe  Senators  should  know  that 
when  a  similar  joint  resolution  was 
passed  the  last  time  by  the  Senate  it  pro- 
vided for  an  additional  extension  of  6 
months.  That  provision  was  stricken 
out  by  the  House.  Therefore,  what  is 
proposed  to  be  done  today  is  merely  to 
put  back  in  the  joint  resolution  what  was 
contained  in  it  when  it  was  passed  by 
the  Senate.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  That  is 
correct.  The  joint  resolution  would  ex- 
tend the  emergency  powers  to  July  1, 
1953.  in  order  to  give  various  committees 
of  Congress  time  to  examine  the  powers 
in  detail  and  to  bring  appropriate  legos- 
lation  to  the  floor  for  enactment. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
was  unanimous  in  reporting  the  resolu- 
tion, as  I  understand. 

Mr.  BUTLEIR  of  Maryland.  It  was 
unanimous. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  requests  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
226)  to  extend  imtil  July  1, 1953,  the  time 
limitation  upon  the  effectiveness  of  cer- 
tain statutory  provisions  which  but  for 
such  time  limitation  would  be  in  effect 
until  6  months  after  the  termination  of 
the  national  emergency  proclaimed  on 
Etecember  16, 1950,  which  was  read  twice 
by  its  title. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  226)  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection. Senate  Joint  Resolution  57  will 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SIGN  EN- 
ROLLED BILLS  AND  JOINT  RES- 
OLUTIONS DURING  ADJOURN- 
MENT 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Vice  Pres- 
ident be  authorized  to  sign,  during  the 
adjournment  period,  bills  and  joint  res- 
olutions found  duly  enrolled. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


COMMITTEE  REPORT  OF  THE  INDE- 
PENDENT PARTY 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  flrst  I 
should  like  to  inquire  whether  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  has  had 
transacted  all  the  business  he  has  in 
mind  for  today? 

Mr.  TAFT.  All  the  business  I  had  In 
mind  has  been  transacted,  and  I  shall  re- 
turn in  a  few  minutes  to  hear  the  Sen- 
ator's committee  report. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  very  delighted 
to  have  him  hear  my  report.  First.  I 
wanted  to  make  sure  that  the  business 
for  today  had  been  transacted- 
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Mr.  President,  before  I  deliver  my 
major  speech  so  far  as  the  Independent 
Party  Is  concerned,  this  afternoon  I  want 
to  take  up  a  few  committee  matters  as  a 
member  of  the  committee  of  the  whole. 

First,  I  wish  to  comment  on  the  prob- 
lem of  the  Independent  Party,  with  re- 
spect U)  cloakroom  discussion  of  the  so- 
called  seating  issue. 

When  the  Independent  Party  respect- 
fully suggested  that  a  section  of  the 
Senate  should  be  designated  as  the  In- 
dependent Party  section,  the  representa- 
tive of  that  party  did  not  feel  that  any 
great  state  issue  had  been  raised,  or  that 
the  suggestion  should  create  any  major 
problem  in  the  Senate.  The  Indeper^d- 
ent  Party  was  satisfied  that  its  repre- 
sentative was  not  asking  to  have  the 
Washington  Monument  moved  or  to  have 
the  Capitol  dome  cut  down.  He  simply 
made  the  suggestion — and  did  so  quite 
respectfully,  I  thought — that,  for  good 
and  valid  reasons,  a  section  of  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  should  be  set  aside  for  the 
Independent  Party,  as  a  matter  or  right. 

But.  lo  and  behold,  Mr.  President,  after 
I  made  the  suggestion  I  discovered  that 
I  was  about  to  engage  in  negotiations 
which  made  some  of  the  highly  complex 
labor  negotiations  in  my  professional  ex- 
perience look  very  simple  indeed.  Let- 
ters had  to  be  written.  In  fact,  a  letter 
was  drafted  for  the  Independent  Party, 
and  it  was  suggested  that  its  representa- 
tive follow  the  form  of  that  letter  in 
writing  to  the  Rules  Committee.  But 
the  Independent  Party  representative 
did  not  oblige  in  the  premises. 

The  Independent  Party  representative 
did  write  a  letter  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  but  on  his 
own  terms.  Without  taking  time  to  read 
the  letter,  Mr.  President,  because  now  the 
letter  is  out  of  date,  the  representative 
of  the  Independent  Party  requests  unan- 
imous consent  that  his  letter,  under  date 
of  March  24,  1953,  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jknmer],  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
be  incorporated  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mabch  24.  1953. 
Hoc.  WnxuM  E.  jTonnm.. 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Deas  Senator  Jemmkr:  I  am  siire  that  you 
and  the  other  members  of  the  Rules  C!om- 
mlttee  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  I  have  ex- 
pressed a  desire  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
to  move  my  Senate  seat  from  the  Republican 
side  of  the  aisle  to  the  last  row  of  the  Demo- 
cratic side.  It  Is  my  desire  to  have  my  desk 
placed  at  the  end  of  that  row. 

I  have  discussed  the  matter  with  both  ma- 
jority and  minority  leaders,  and  they  do  not 
have  any  personal  objections  to  my  moving 
my  seat.  As  I  imderstand  It.  the  minority 
leader  has  discussed  the  matter  with  the 
Democratic  policy  committee,  and  the  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  have  no  objections, 
but  seem  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  under 
rule  XXXIV  of  the  Senate,  It  is  a  matter 
which  falls  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Rules 
Committee. 

Therefore.  Senator  Johnson  suggested  that 
1  take  the  matter  up  with  you.  I  told  him  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  do  that,  but  I  wished 
to  make  clear  that  under  rule  XXXIV  I  do 


not  think  the  Rxiles  Committee  would  Ivav* 
jurisdiction  to  deny  to  a  representative 
of  the  Independent  Party  the  right  to  occupy 
a  desk  space  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  not 
presently  occupied  by  either  one  of  the  ma- 
jor parties.  By  that  I  mean  that  I  do  not 
think  the  Rules  Committee  would  have  the 
right  to  require  the  representative  of  the  In- 
dependent Party  or  of  any  other  minority 
party  to  sit  in  any  specific  spot  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  If  the  representative  or  rep- 
resentatives of  that  party  desired  to  sit  some- 
where else  and  by  so  doing  would  not  In  any 
way  interfere  with  already  established  rights 
or  Interests  of  one  of  the  major  parties.  I 
make  that  point  on  the  basis  of  the  consti- 
tutional guarantee  that  each  State  is  en- 
titled to  equal  representation  in  the  Senate, 
and  that  it  au 'x>matically  lollows  that  its 
elected  representatives  are  entitled  to  sit  in 
accordance  with  party  membership  at  desk 
locations  In  the  Senate  set  aside  for  members 
of  that  party,  in  accordance  with  Senate 
agreement  and  policy. 

Thus.  If  my  party  had  3  or  4  members, 
instead  of  1.  it  would  be  obvious  that 
we  would  be  entitled  to  have  an  area  of  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  set  aside  as  the  Inde- 
pendent Party  side  of  the  Senate  as  a  matter 
of  right  in  keeping  with  the  equal-repre- 
sentation principle. 

Therefore,  as  I  explained  to  Senator  John- 
son, I  do  not  feel  that  my  desire  In  this 
matter  places  upon  me  any  obligation  to 
make  any  request  to  the  Rules  Committee 
for  the  right  to  sit  in  a  separate  area  on  the 
Senate  floor  designated  for  the  Independent 
Party. 

However.  I  do  think  that  under  rule 
XXXrv  I  should  clear  with  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee in  respect  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  space  for  my  desk  which 
I  am  asking  for  would  in  any  way  interfere 
with  any  vested  Interest  of  rights  now  pos- 
sessed by  anyone  else  or  any  otlier  party  in 
said  space.  As  I  Indicated  in  my  speech  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  last  Friday  when  I 
discussed  this  matter,  I  think  the  Independ- 
ent Party  as  a  matter  of  senatorial  courtesy 
is  entitled  to  sit  wherever  It  wants  to  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  provided  it  does  not  seek 
to  Interfere  with  established  seating  rights  of 
any  other  Member  of  the  Seniatc. 

Therefore,  I  would  appreciate  it  very  much 
if  you  would  take  this  matter  up  with  the 
Rules  Committee  and  advise  them  of  my  de- 
sire to  move  my  seat  to  a  space  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  not  now  occupied  by  either 
Republicans  or  Democrats. 

I  take  it  for  granted  that  as  a  matter  of 
senatorial  courtesy  no  question  can  or  will 
be  raised  as  to  my  right  to  move  my  seat 
as  a  member  of  the  Independent  Party  to 
such  a  space  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
Sincerely  yours. 

•  Watni  Morse. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  es- 
sence, the  letter  points  out  that  under 
the  equal-rights  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution, insofar  as  the  rights  of  a  sov- 
ereign State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  are  concerned,  the  representative 
of  the  Independent  Party  did  not  recog- 
nize in  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  any  jurisdiction  to  desig- 
nate by  mandate  where  any  minority 
party  in  the  Senate  shall  sit.  But  in  the 
letter,  as  a  reading  of  it  will  show,  the 
Independent  Party  took  the  position  that 
all  it  needed  to  do  was  to  ascertain  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion whether  a  given  number  of  square 
feet  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  was  being 
occupied  by  a  representative  of  any  other 
party;  and  if  it  was  not  occupied  by  a 
representative  of  any  other  party,  and 
if  that  square  footage  comprised,  archi- 
tecturally, space  designed  for  occupation 
by  a  Senator's  chair  and  desk,  then  the 


Independent  Party  had  a  right  to  direct 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  move  to  that 
spot  the  desk  and  chair  of  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Independent  Party. 

I  take  that  position,  Mr.  President, 
because  I  believe  we  had  better  never 
establish  the  precedent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  has 
a  right  to  tell  the  representative  of  any 
minority  party  where  he  must  sit  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  for  if  we  ever  accept 
that  principle,  there  are  many  places  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  where  one  might 
be  ordered  to  sit.  although  he  might  not 
care  to  sit  there. 

But.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  I  am  a  suf- 
ficiently good  lawyer  to  recognise  that  if 
that  power  were  granted,  once  it  were 
granted,  there  would  not  be  much  that 
one  could  do  about  Its  exercise  by  a  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration 
which  might  rather  arbitrarily  and  ca- 
priciously engage  in  the  exercise  of  dis- 
cretion. I  could  direct  the  eyes  of  my 
colleagues  to  very  many  places  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  where  I  believe  they 
would  agree  with  me — and  I  am  now 
talking  about  a  principle — that,  if  a 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
should  ever  be  recognized  as  having  the 
power  to  tell  a  Senator  that  he  would 
have  to  sit  there,  it  would  not  be  very 
desirable  to  sit  there,  for  Instance,  In 
one  of  the  comers.  Or  for  example,  who 
would  appreciate  having  to  sit  at  the 
Official  Reporters'  table  if  a  Rules  Com- 
mittee should  so  direct? 

However.  If  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  is  ever  recognized  as 
having  the  power  to  issue  such  an  order, 
and  if  you.  Mr.  President,  ever  were  in 
the  minority,  as  I  am.  you  would  be  in 
a  fine  fix.  would  you  not? 

Of  course.  I  did  not  walk  Into  that  trap 
In  respect  to  an  alleged  jurisdictional 
power  of  the  Rules  Committee,  as  my 
letter  will  show.  Although  there  has 
been  much  discussion  about  the  letter,  I 
stand  on  the  premises  of  the  letter. 

But  even  after  the  letter  was  received, 
Mr.  President,  there  was  an  inclination 
on  the  part  of  my  good  colleagues  to  try 
to  work  out  some  arrangement  with  the 
Independent  Party.  I  believe  It  would 
have  been  worked  out  except  for  an  event 
which  occurred  the  day  before  yesterday. 
I  refer  to  a  column  published  in  the 
Washington  Times-Herald.  I  shall  read 
only  the  part  which  refers  to  me.  and 
shall  not  read  the  part  which  refers  to 
my  colleagues,  although  In  fairness  to 
them  I  wish  to  answer  the  part  which 
refers  to  them. 

The  references  to  me  in  the  column  do 
not  bother  me.  It  does  not  bother  me  to 
read  what  is  said  about  me  in  that  col- 
umn, for,  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
author  of  the  column,  my  hide  is  quite 
thick  in  respect  to  what  he  wrote  about 
me. 

The  article  states,  in  part: 

Washington,  March  24.— Senator  Watnk 
MoESE.  the  political  zip,  the  whatLzlt  from 
Oregon,  has  asked  permission  to  switch  hia 
seat  from  the  Republican  side  of  the  Senat« 
Chamber  to  the  Democratic  side.  He  told 
Senate  leaders  he  wished  to  make  the  change 
for    personal   reasons. 

1 11  say  the  reasons  were  personal. 

The  odd  Oregonlan  begged  to  be  moved 
because,  thick  in  the  hide  as  he  Is,  he  couldnt 
take  it  any   longer. 
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Ever  since  he  ran  out  on  the  Republican 
Party,  under  whose  standard  he  was  elected, 
Morse  has  called  himself  an  Independent. 
But  he  continued  to  occupy  his  front  row 
seat  on  the  OOP  side  of  the  Senate  floor. 

Loyal  Republicans  didn't  want  him  there 
because  ^hey  felt  he  was  giving  the  GOP 
side  a  bad  name.  But  it  isn't  practical  to 
take  a  duly-elected  Senator  by  the  scruff  and 
pitch  him  from  one  side  to  the  other.  So 
they  resorted  to  other  methods  to  make  life 
miserable   for   the    deserter. 

They  started  a  whispering  campaign. 

But  it  wasn't  the  kind  of  whispering  cam- 
paign you  might  imagine.  The  whispering 
was  done  within  earshot  of  the  victim. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  article — 
and  in  a  moment  I  shall  return  to  the 
intervening  portions — reads  as  follows: 

At  last  it  became  too  much  even  for  the 
most  Insulted  man  In  Congress. 

Morse  pleaded  for  permission  lo  move. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  funny,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  and  the  entire  article 
would  be  funny  if  it  did  not  do  a  grave 
injustice  to  two  colleagues.  The  article 
then  went  on  to  quote,  supposedly,  but 
completely  without  any  basis  whatso- 
ever in  fact,  the  Senator  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  IVEsl  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  WelkerI, 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  quotations  Im- 
puted to  those  Senators  in  the  article  are 
completely  beyond  my  knowledge,  and  I 
am  satisfied  they  have  no  basis  in  fact. 
The  entire  article  is  written  on  the  as- 
sumption that  I  overheard  the  remarks 
which  these  two  Senators  are  supposed 
to  have  made  about  me  from  time  to 
time. 

Mr.  President.  I  fight  fairly,  so  far  as 
my  intentions  are  concerned.  If  any  of 
my  fighting  could  ever  be  Interpreted  as 
beins?  unfair  or  as  violating  the  rules  of 
good  sportsmanship,  at  least  it  could 
never  be  charged  that  the  dereliction 
or.  my  part  was  intentional.  I  may  have 
preat  differences  with  a  colleague  in  the 
Senate — and,  unfortunately,  with  a  few 
of  them  personal  differences  have  devel- 
oped, and  I  regret  very  much  that  sit- 
uation, and  it  saddens  me;  but,  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  say  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  bsisis  in  fact  for  the  quota- 
tions attributed  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  (Mr.  IvEsl  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  WelkerI,  insofar  as  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is  concerned. 
At  no  time  did  I  ever  hear  either  one  of 
those  two  gentlemen  ever  say  what  is 
quoted  in  the  article.  Even  when  men 
are  against  me,  I  propose  to  do  what  I 
caii  to  protect  them  when  I  think  they 
are  unfairly  attacked. 

The  only  one  of  these  two  gentlemen 
who  has  spoken  to  me  about  the  matter 
is  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr. 
WelkerI.  I  told  him  that  never  did  I 
hear  him  make  any  such  statements  as 
are  imputed  to  him  in  this  article,  and 
that  I  intended  to  say  so  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate. 

I  have  not  talked  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  IVESl.  but,  in  fairness  to 
him,  I  want  to  say  for  the  record  that 
I  have  never  heard  the  Senator  from 
New  York  make  any  such  statement  as 
is  attributed  to  him.  I  also  desire  to 
say.  in  fairness  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  that  I  know  of  nothing  that  would 
indicate  that  he  has  ever  had  any  inten- 
tion or  desire  to  move  me  from  my  seat 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.    It 


is  true  that  the  Senator  from  New  York 
and  I  have  some  personal  differences, 
and  I  regret  them.  They  are  of  his  mak- 
ing, not  mine.  But  irrespective  of  what 
the  personal  differences  are,  I  have  a 
great  admiration  for  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  and  when  I  see  unfair  state- 
ments about  him  published  in  the  press, 
linked  to  my  name,  I  shall  always  do 
what  I  can  to  correct  such  statements 
by  making  a  statement  of  fact. 

In  view  of  what  I  consider  to  be  this 
great  injustice  to  these  two  Senators,  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that,  since  this  great 
"seat  issue"  has  arisen,  a  considerable 
number  of  my  friends  on  the  Repub- 
lican side  of  the  aisle  have  come  to 
me  to  urge  that  I  not  move  my  seat, 
I  am  not  going  to  go  into  any  detail 
other  than  to  say  that  I  appreciate  the 
sincerity  of  their  statements  and  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  friendship  which  they  have 
expressed  to  me  in  making  the  state- 
ments. But  in  the  light  of  that  situa- 
tion, and  because  of  the  misrepresenta- 
tion in  the  newspaper  article  to  which 
I  referred,  and  the  wrong  which  I  think 
was  done  to  two  of  my  colleagues  by 
imputing  to  them  statements  they  never 
made,  I  wish  to  say  here  publicly  what 
I  have  said  to  the  Republican  leader  and 
to  the  minority  leader  that,  as  for  now, 
we  will  postpone  the  matter  of  moving 
the  seat  until  I  can  discuss  the  contents 
of  ^y  letter  with  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration;  and  I  am 
confident  I  can  discuss  with  that  com- 
mittee what  I  think  are  some  of  the 
broader  implications  that  have  now  re- 
sulted from  my  raising  this  issue  in  the 
first  instance. 

I  am  convinced,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  need  to  be  modi- 
fled  so  that  the  kind  of  doubt  as  to  what 
prerogatives  and  powers  exist  in  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
in  respect  to  Senators  themselves,  as 
distinguished  from  the  powers  and  pre- 
rogatives of  that  committee  in  respect 
to  other  personnel  of  the  Senate,  can  be 
cleared  up,  because,  when  we  consider 
rule  XXXrv  it  is  very  easy  to  read  into 
it,  as  some  of  my  colleagues  have  done, 
that  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration has  the  same  prerogatives 
and  F>owers  over  Senators  that  it  has 
over  page  boys,  clerks,  and  personnel  of 
the  corridors,  the  restaurant  personnel, 
and  all  the  other  employees  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  do  not  accept  that  view,  Mr. 
President;  because,  under  the  equal-rep- 
resentation rights  of  a  State  in  the  Sen- 
ate there  are  certain  inherent  rights  of 
a  Senator  with  which  no  committee  of 
the  Senate  may  possibly  interfere.  They 
are  not  subject  to  the  power  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  such,  but  they  spring  from  the 
inherent  rights  of  the  sovereign  State 
a  Senator  represents  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  and  no  combination 
of  Senators  has  the  power  to  infringe 
upon  the  sovereign  rights  of  a  State, 
manifested  through  the  representation 
of  one  of  its  Senators. 

Later  this  afternoon  I  shall  discuss  in 
some  detail  the  historical  development 
of  the  equal-representation  right  of  a 
sovereign  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  and  relate  it  to  another 
issue  which  concerns  the  Independent 
Party,  namely,  its  right  to  assignment 
to   committees    in  the  Senate    of   the 


United  States.  But,  with  that  explana- 
tion— knowing  full  well  that  those  who 
want  to  misinterpret  it  will  misinterpret 
It — I  wish  to  say  that  for  the  time  being 
I  shall  postpone  final  action  on  the  seat 
issue  and  remain  at  this  desk.  I  shall 
stay  here  until  I  feel  that  sufficient  time 
has  elapsed  to  correct  the  injustices  done 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives] 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wel- 
KER]  by  the  newspaper  article  I  have 
referred  to.  I  do  not  want  the  impres- 
sion to  go  abroad  that  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]  conspired  to 
drive  me  from  this  side  of  the  aisle. 
That  is  an  ir  justice  to  them  becauie 
they  did  not  do  so.  Also,  I  want  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  the  broader  implica- 
tions of  this  issue  with  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  and  to 
discuss  it  further  with  Republicans  who 
want  me  to  remain  in  my  present  seat. 
So  we  will  hold  in  suspension  the  ques- 
tion of  moving  the  seat  of  the  Independ- 
ent Party. 

THE    LUCE    PtJBLlCATIONS 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  I  desire 
to  take  up  as  a  committee  item  in  the 
work  of  the  Independent  Party  is  the 
quality  of  journalism  which  character- 
izes the  Luce  publication — L-u-c-e,  I 
want  to  make  it  clear,  Mr.  President, 
although  it  might  be  spelled  1-o-o-s-e, 
too.  Of  course,  I  refer  to  the  house 
organ  of  the  Eisenhower  administration. 
Time  magazine.  I  refer  to  that  publi- 
cation as  a  house  organ  which  follows 
the  journalistic  practice  of  reputation 
assassination  by  use  of  snide,  ad  homi- 
nem  adjectives.  It  is  not  even  clever 
journalism.  It  Is  not  ethical  journalism. 
It  is  dirty  journalism,  so  t3T)ical  of  Time 
magazine.  It  was  applied — and  I  say  it 
with  a  sense  of  humor — to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  in  the  issue  of 
Time  magazine  for  March  23.  In  mak- 
ing these  comments  today,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  aware  that  they  may  not  do 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  any 
good ;  indeed,  they  could  do  him  a  lot  of 
harm,  for  anyone  who  has  ever  picked  a 
fight  with  a  powerful  medium  of  misin- 
formation such  as  Time  magazine,  or 
with  any  yellow  newspaper  in  America, 
has  learned  that  such  publications  al- 
ways have  the  last  word,  and*  that  they 
will  get  you  if  they  can.  Their  belt  of 
scalps  is  pretty  long  and  full.  But,  Mr. 
President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon does  not  care  about  that,  so  long 
as  he  is  satisfied  he  is  right  and  so  long 
as  he  is  satisfied  that  the  public  should 
be  warned  about  such  things,  because  he 
intends  to  continue,  as  he  has  through- 
out his  public  life,  to  advocate  what  he 
believes  to  be  for  the  public  interest. 
The  public  ought  to  be  told  that  the 
dirty  journalistic  tactics  of  the  Luce  pub- 
lications Include  deceit  by  language 
forms  designed  to  destroy  the  reputation 
of  p>eople  whom  the  particular  periodi- 
cal Is  out  to  get.  That  Is  why  we  read 
the  kind  of  story  we  read  in  the  March 
23  Issue  of  Time  magazine  with  regard 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon. 

I  was  rather  pleased  to  find  the  sub- 
conscious confession  on  the  part  of  the 
editor  of  Time  magazine  when.  In  one 
sentence,  he  said:  "Then  he  rose  and 
yammered  about  what   the  New  York 
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Times  politely  called  a  variety  of  sub- 
jects." 

The  reference  of  Time  magazine  In  its 
article  to  the  New  York  Times  amused 
me.  I  have  observed  that  when  one 
deletes  from  Time  magazine  the  heavy- 
handed  wisecracks  and  attempts  at  the 
use  of  snide  insulting  adjectives  all  that 
Is  left  in  most  stories  is  a  rewrite  of  news 
articles  which  have  been  very  well  writ- 
ten in  the  New  York  Times.  Except  for 
their  rewriting  of  New  York  Times  news 
stories  the  writers  tn  Time  magazine 
apF>arently  try  to  outdo  each  other  in  the 
cleverness  of  their  pinpricks,  and  in  dip- 
ping their  pens  in  the  blood  of  public 
c£Bcials  who  they  know  follow  a  course  of 
action  which  does  not  bend  the  knee  to 
the  reactionary  philosophy  of  the  Luce 
publications.  That  comprises  really  the 
journalistic  endeavor  of  the  editors  of 
Time.  Whatever  meat  they  get  into  the 
sheet  they  simply  insert  by  way  of  a  re- 
write from  the  New  York  Times  and  then 
becloud  it  with  their  attempts  at  reputa- 
tion assassination. 

Well,  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  I  would  not  mention  it  at  all 
If  it  were  not  for  the  sad  effects  I  think 
this  kind  of  journalism  has  on  American 
public  opinion.  It  is  surprising  to  know 
that  many  persons  seem  to  think  that  if 
they  read  it  in  Time  it  must  be  so.  I  say 
to  the  American  people,  "If  you  read  it  in 
Time,  do  not  take  it  with  a  grain  of  salt; 
use  the  whole  saltshaker."  because  I  have 
known  of  so  many  incidents,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, about  which  I  know  all  the  facts, 
and  then  I  read  Time  magazine's  ac- 
count, and  I  have  great  difficulty  in 
recognizing  that  I  am  reading  about  the 
same  incident.  If  one  reads  this  particu- 
lar issue  of  Time  he  will  find  a  good 
example  of  my  point. 

So  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  would  not  answer  Time 
magazine  because  of  any  personal  con- 
siderations, but  I  make  this  point  simply 
because  I  think  the  reading  public  is  en- 
titled to  have  someone,  at  least,  who 
dares  to  stand  up  and  say  that  Time 
magazine  is  not  a  good  representative  of 
accurate  journalism. 

Thomas  Jefferson,  as  I  recall,  answered 
that  kind  of  journalism  very  well.  I 
shall  not  take  the  time,  because  of  the 
lateness  of  the  hour,  to  read  his  com- 
ments on  the  kind  of  journalism  repre- 
sented by  Time  magazine  but  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  President,  that 
there  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  some  excerpts  from  Edward 
Boykin's  book  entitled  "The  Wisdom  of 
Thomas  Jefferson."  Jefferson's  com- 
ments on  disreputable  journalism  are 
worth  reviewing  whenever  one  reads 
such  articles  as  the  one  I  have  referred 
to  in  Time  magazine  and  which  is  so 
typical  of  the  journalism  of  that 
periodical. 

The  words  are  found  on  pages  143  to 
145  of  the  book,  under  the  heading  "How 
to  Conduct  a  Newspaper." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows: 

How  TO  Conduct  a  Newspapzs 
To   your   request   of   my   opinion    of  the 
manner  In  which  a  newspaper  should  be  con- 
ducted, so  as  to  be  most  useful.  I  should 
anawai;  "by  restraining   to  true  facts  and 


sound  principles  only."  Tet  I  fear  such  a 
paper  would  And  few  subecrlbera.  It  Is  a 
melancholy  truth,  that  a  suppression  of  the 
press  could  not  more  completely  deprive  the 
Nation  of  Its  benefits,  than  Is  done  by  Its 
abandoned  prostitution  to  falsehood.  Noth- 
ing can  now  be  bellered  which  Is  seen  In  a 
newspap^.  Truth  Itself  becomes  susplclovis 
by  being  put  Into  that  polluted  vehicle.  The 
real  extent  of  this  state  of  misinformation 
Is  known  only  to  those  who  are  In  situations 
to  confront  facts  within  their  knowledge 
with  the  lies  of  the  day.  I  really  lock  with 
commiseration  over  the  great  body  of  my 
fellow  citizens,  who.  reading  newspapers,  live 
and  die  In  the  belief  that  they  have  known 
something  of  what  has  been  passing  n  the 
world  In  their  time;  whereas  the  accounts 
they  have  read  In  newspapers  are  Just  as  true 
a  history  of  any  other  period  as  of  the  pres- 
ent, except  that  the  real  names  of  the  day 
are  affixed  to  their  fables.  General  facts  may 
indeed  be  collected  from  them,  such  as  that 
Europe  Is  not  at  war.  that  Bonaparte  has 
been  a  successful  warrior,  that  he  has  sub- 
jected a  great  portion  of  Europe  to  his  will, 
etc.,  but  no  details  can  be  relied  on.  I  will 
add,  that  the  man  who  never  looks  Into  a 
newspaper  is  better  Informed  than  he  who 
reads  them;  Inasmuch  as  he  who  knows 
nothing  Is  nearer  to  truth  than  he  whose 
mind  Is  filled  with  falsehoods  and  errors. 
He  who  reads  nothing  will  still  learn  the 
great  facts,  and  the  detaUs  are  all  false. 

Perhaps  an  editor  might  begin  a  reforma- 
tion In  some  such  way  as  this.  Divide  his 
paper  Into  four  chapters,  heading  the  first. 
Truths;  second,  Probabilities;  third.  Possi- 
bilities; fourth.  Lies.  The  first  chapter  would 
be  very  short,  as  It  would  contain  a  little 
more  than  authentic  papers,  and  Informa- 
tion from  such  sources,  as  the  editor  would 
be  willing  to  risk  his  own  reputation  for  their 
truth.  The  second  would  contain  what,  from 
a  mature  consideration  of  all  circumstances, 
his  Judgment  should  conclude  to  be  prob- 
ably true.  This,  however,  should  rather  con- 
tain too  little  than  too  much.  The  third  and 
fourth  should  be  professedly  for  those  read- 
ers who  would  rather  have  lies  for  their 
money  than  the  blank  paper  they  would  oc- 
cupy. 

Such  an  editor  too.  would  have  to  set  his 
face  against  the  demoraUslng  practice  of 
feeding  the  public  mind  habitually  on  slan- 
der, and  the  depravity  of  taste  which  this 
nauseous   ailment   Includes. 

Defamation  Is  becoming  a  necessary  of 
life;  Insomuch  that  a  dish  of  tea  in  the 
morning  or  evening  cannot  be  digested 
without  this  stimulant.  Even  those  who 
do  not  believe  these  abominations,  still 
read  them  with  complaisance  to  their  audi- 
tors, and  Instead  of  the  abhorrence  and  In- 
dignation which  should  fill  a  virtuous  mind. 
betray  a  secret  pleasiu-e  In  the  possibility 
that  some  may  believe  them,  though  they 
do  not  themselves.  It  seems  to  escape  them, 
that  it  Is  not  he  who  prints,  but  he  who  pays 
for  printing  a  slander,  who  is  Its  real  author. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President.  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  another  profound  statement 
of  wisdom  by  Thomas  Jefferson  on  the 
newspaper    and    journalistic    problem 
which,  interestingly  enough,  existed  in 
the  time  of  Jefferson  as  it  exists  today 
One  would  think  that  over  all  the  years 
the  journalistic  profession  would  have 
washed  itself  up  a  little  bit,  but  the  ac- 
counts of  Jefferson,  who  recognized  that 
it  was  as  dirty  then  as  it  is  now,  are  a 
pretty  sad  commentary  on  some  forms  of 
journalism.     So  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  other  state- 
ments of  Thomas  Jefferson  under  the 
heading  "A  Truthful  Press  Essential  for 
Good  Government." 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  foUows: 

A    TaUTHTUL    PaZSS    ESSSMTUL    VOK    OOOD 

OovmNMxitT 

No  experiment  can  be  more  Interesting 
than  that  we  are  now  trying  and  which  w« 
trust  will  end  in  establishing  the  fact  that 
man  may  be  governed  by  re«son  and  truth. 
Our  first  object  should  therefore  be  to  leave 
open  to  him  all  the  avenues  to  truth.  The 
most  effectual  hitherto  found  Is  the  freedom 
of  the  press.  It  Is  therefore  the  first  shut 
up  by  those  who  fear  the  Investigation  of 
their  actions.  Tlie  firmness  with  which  the 
people  have  withstood  the  late  abuses  of  the 
press,  the  discernment  they  have  manifested 
between  truth  and  falsehood,  show  that  they 
may  safely  be  trtisted  to  hear  everything, 
true  and  false,  and  to  form  a  correct  Judg- 
ment between  them.  As  little  is  it  necessary 
to  Impose  on  their  sense*  or  dazzle  their 
minds  by  pomp,  splendor,  or  forms.  Instead 
of  this  artificial,  how  much  srirer  Is  that 
real  respect  which  results  from  the  use  of 
their  reason,  and  the  habit  of  bringing  every- 
thing to  the  test  of  comnK>nsenae. 

I  hold  it  therefore  certain  that  to  open  the 
doors  of  truth  and  to  fortify  the  habit  of  test- 
Ing  everything  by  reason  are  the  most  effec- 
tual manacles  we  can  rivet  on  the  hands  of 
our  successors  to  prevent  their  manacling  the 
people  with  their  own  consent. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
another  excerpt  from  Jefferson  to  which 
I  think  it  is  well  to  refer  at  this  time.  It 
is  to  be  found  on  page  176  of  this  book, 
and  is  headed  "Calumny  In  Public  Life 
Should  Not  Be  Answered."  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows: 

Calumny   m   Potilic   tarx   Should   Not   B« 

ANSWXatXD 

At  a  very  early  period  of  my  life.  1  de- 
termined never  to  put  a  sentence  into  any 
newspaper.  I  have  religiously  adhered  to 
the  resolution  through  my  life,  and  have 
great  reason  to  be  contented  with  It.  Were 
I  to  undertake  to  answer  all  the  calumnies 
of  the  newspapers,  It  would  be  more  than 
all  my  own  time,  and  that  of  ao  aids  could 
effect.  1  have  thought  It  better  to  trtut  to 
the  Justice  of  my  countrymen,  that  they 
would  Judge  me  by  what  they  see  of  my 
conduct  on  the  stage  where  they  have  placed 
me.  and  what  they  knew  of  me  before  the 
epoch  since  which  a  particular  party  has 
supposed  It  might  answer  some  views  of 
theirs  to  vlllify  me  in  the  public  eye.  Some, 
I  know,  will  not  reflect  how  apocryphal  Is 
the  testimony  of  enemies  so  palpably  betray- 
ing the  views  with  which  they  give  It.  But 
this  la  an  Injury  to  which  duty  requires 
everyone  to  submit  whom  the  public  think 
proper  to  call  into  Its  councils.  Though  I 
have  made  up  my  mind  not  to  suffer  cal- 
umny to  disturb  my  tranquillity,  yet  I  re- 
tain all  my  sensibilities  for  the  approbation 
of  the  good  and  Just. 

I  laid  It  down  as  a  law  to  myself,  to  take 
no  notice  of  the  thousand  calumnies  Issued 
against  me.  but  to  trust  my  character  to  my 
own  conduct,  and  the  good  sense  and  candor 
of  my  fellow  clitzens. 

My  rule  of  life  has  been  never  to  harass  the 
public  with  fendlngs  and  provlngs  of  per- 
sonal slanders.  •  •  •  I  have  ever  trusted  to 
the  Justice  and  consideration  of  my  fellow 
citizens,  and  have  no  reason  to  repent  it,  or 
to  change  my  course. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Of  course,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  recognize  that  there  are  great  ex- 
ceptions to  what  might  be  interpreted  as 
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a  rather  general  blanket  condemnation 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  made  against  the  journalistic  pro- 
fession today.  To  be  fair  about  it,  I  say, 
in  all  honesty,  that  I  think  the  excep- 
tions really  are  so  numerous  that  they 
are  the  rule,  which  Is  proved  by  the  ex- 
ceptions. By  that  I  simply  mean  that 
there  do  not  have  to  be  very  many  rotten 
apples  in  the  journalistic  barrel  to  Injure 
the  contents  of  the  entire  barrel.  Of 
course,  qualitatively,  a  few  powerful 
periodicals  and  newspapers  can  do  much 
more  harm  than  a  much  larger  number 
of  good  periodicals  and  ne>vrspapers,  ad- 
hering to  the  standards  of  journalistic 
ethics  can  do  good.  That  is  the  point 
I  want  to  make.  Too  frequently  it  is 
the  few  but  powerful  media  of  public 
inlormation,  through  the  press  and  the 
periodicals,  that  color  public  opinion  for 
a  Kiven  time  and  destroy  the  reputation 
of  good  men.  Of  the  good  and  right, 
ethical  newspapers  and  periodicals  in 
America  I  would  not  start  to  name  one. 
because  I  would  be  doing  Injustice  to 
many  others  by  not  mentioning  them. 
But  I  have  sought  today,  Mr.  President, 
only  to  dare  to  mention  critically  a  pow- 
erful publication  source  known  as  a  Luce 
publications,  to  which  I  referred  as  the 
house  organ  of  the  Eisenhower  adminis- 
tration, as  representing  the  kind  of  in- 
accurate journalism  which  I  think  at 
the  present  time  is  doing  a  great  injury 
to  American  public  opinion. 

INrOEMATION     AS     TO     INCOMX     OF     FCBLIC 

omciALs 

As  my  next  item  of  business  today,  I 
wi.^h  to  discuss  a  comment  I  made  a 
couple  of  Piidays  ago,  when  I  discussed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  my  desire  to 
elicit  from  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate 
support  for  a  bill  I  have  introduced  for 
the  p«st  several  years,  calling  for  the 
publication  in  January  of  each  year  of 
information  as  to  the  sources  and  the 
amounts  of  incomes  of  public  oflBclals 
receiving  salaries  of  $10,000  or  more.  I 
have  had  a  hard  time  with  that  bill.  I 
have  had  a  terribly  hard  time  with  it, 
in  the  sense  that  I  have  not  been  able 
to  have  any  hearings  held  on  it.  The 
bill  seems  to  be  one  of  the  untouchables. 

As  the  representative  of  the  Independ- 
ent Party.  I  have  the  same  personal 
judgment — and  it  is  personal  to  me — 
as  to  why  I  cannot  get  any  action  on  it 
as  I  expressed  a  few  days  ago,  when  I 
tried  to  have  the  Senate  include,  in  a 
resolution  that  sought  to  investigate  for 
subversive  activities  the  employees  of 
the  Senate.  Senators  themselves. 

An  interesting  point  about  that  defeat 
Is  the  many  people  from  whom  I  have 
heard,  who,  like  me,  could  not  see  any 
reason  why  Senators  should  not  be  in- 
vestigated if  Senate  employees  were  to 
be  investigated:  who,  like  me.  could  not 
see  any  logical  reason  at  all  why,  if  the 
purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to  protect 
the  security  of  the  country — and  the 
reason  given  for  the  investigation  is  that 
Senate  employees  have  access  to  security 
information — the  same  procedure  should 
not  be  followed  in  the  case  of  Senators, 
l)ecause  they  also  have  access  to  security 
information.  These  people  who  have 
\^Titten  and  talked  to  me  agree  that  we 
have  no  right  to  take  a  holier-than-thou 


attitude  here  in  the  Senate  and  exclude 
Senators  from  being  investigated. 

I  should  be  surprised  if  there  were 
any  security  risks  in  the  Senate  among 
Senators,  but  it  all  depends  on  what  is 
meant  by  subversive  organizations, 
which  I  think  should  be  subject  to  in- 
vestigation by  the  Investigation  Com- 
mittee itself.  However,  I  should  like  to 
see  a  list  of  memberships  of  the  various 
organizations  to  which  all  Members  of 
the  Senate  belong,  or  to  which  they  have 
belonged  in  the  past,  and  then  let  the 
public  decide,  once  that  kind  of  infor- 
mation was  fully  disclosed,  whether  or 
not  it  might  have  any  bearing  upon  the 
security  risks  the  people  may  nm,  even 
with  elected  officials. 

I  have  indicated  that  I  was  for  this 
kind  of  an  investigation;  in  fact,  I  have 
volunteered  that  it  shall  apply  to  my 
office,  including  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, and  I  thought  it  would  be  only  fair 
to  apply  it  to  Senators  if  it  is  to  apply  to 
employees. 

So  I  am  as  much  at  a  loss  as  to  why 
I  could  not  get  support  for  that  proposal 
as  I  am  as  to  why  I  cannot  get  support 
for  the  bill  to  have  Members  of  Congress 
and  other  public  officials  who  receive 
salaries  of  $10,000  or  more  a  year  re- 
quired to  publish,  at  the  first  of  each 
year,  the  sources  and  the  amounts  of 
their  income. 

Some  news  from  Kansas  came  over  the 
ticker  tape  today  which  I  think  further 
illustrates  my  point.  I  mentioned  the 
KansM  situation  the  other  day,  when  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
I  Mr.  Carlson]  was  so  disturbed  about  the 
fact  that  some  high-placed  Democrats 
were  taking  annual  accumulated  leave 
money.  He  announced  that  the  appro- 
priate Senate  committee  would  investi- 
gate those  high  Democrats.  I  said  that 
I  thought  that  should  be  done.  I  am  all 
for  it.  I  said  I  would  stand  shoulder  to 
shoulder  with  the  Senator  with  respect  to 
that  matter. 

I  then  expressed  to  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  my  wish  that  he  would  give  me 
some  support  in  the  matter  of  publish- 
ing the  incomes  and  sources  of  income  of 
public  officials.  I  called  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  my  bill  covered  the  chair- 
man of  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee and  the  chairman  of  the  Republi- 
can National  Committee. 

I  further  called  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  although  he  was  very  much 
concerned  about  the  mess  in  Washington, 
I  was  somewhat  interested  in  the  mess  in 
Kansas,  because  I  thought  it  was  a  rather 
sad  and  unfortunate  circimistance,  and 
dist%u:bing  to  the  confidence  of  the  Amer- 
ican people  in  our  political  system,  that 
the  head  of  the  Republican  National 
Committee  should  find  himself  confront- 
ing a  legislative  investigation  for  what 
was  at  least  alleged  to  be — I  do  not  know 
what  the  facts  are — conduct  that  might 
find  him  somewhat  involved  with  the 
laws  of  Kansas.  I  still  do  not  know  all 
the  facts,  but  I  again  call  attention  to 
the  ticker  tape  as  evidence  which  I  think 
justifies  my  continuing  to  fight  in  the 
Senate  for  early  hearings  and  ultimate 
passage  of  my  bill,  which  would  require 
disclosure  of  the  amoimts  and  sources  of 
income.  I  think  it  would  have  an  Inhibi- 
tory effect  on  tempted  people. 


I  read  the  news  Item  from  the  ticker 
tape,  as  follows: 

In  its  findings,  based  on  a  10-day  inquiry, 
the  committee  said: 

"Your  committee  Is  constrained  to  the 
view  that  while  there  is  doubt  there  was  a 
violation  of  the  letter  of  the  law,  the  com- 
mittee is  firmly  convinced  that  there  has 
been  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  law. 

"The  protection  which  it  (the  lobbying 
law)  was  designed  to  afford  for  the  people  of 
this  State  was  deliberately  and  intentionally 
frustrated  by  Wes  Roberts  and  Edgar 
Bennett." 

Bennett  is  grand  master  of  the  Ancient 
Order  of  United  Workmen,  an  insurance 
order  which  engaged  Roberts  to  seU  the 
building  to  the  State. 

The  conunivtee  report,  presented  to  both 
houses  of  the  1953  leglslatvire  which  had 
ordered  the  investigation,  said: 

1.  Roberts  did  not  register  as  a  legislative 
agent. 

2.  Roberts  was  employed  by  the  AOITW  for 
the  principal  purpose  of  effecting  the  sale  of 
the  AOUW  building  to  the  State. 

3.  That  from  the  Inception  of  such  em- 
ployment it  was  known  to  Bennett  and 
Roberts  that  such  sale  could  be  accomplished 
only  through  an  act  of  the  legislature. 

4.  That  the  AOUW  had  an  Interest  in  the 
sale  arul  purchase  of  the  buUding  on  the 
State  sanatorium  grounds  at  Norton,  Kana.. 
separate  and  apart  from  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  Kansas. 

5.  That  Roberts  approached  and  met  with 
members  of  the  State  board  of  social  welfare 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  from  the  board 
its  official  recommendation  to  the  house  ways 
and  means  committee  dxiring  the  1951  ses- 
sion that  the  AOUW  building  be  purchased 
by  the  State. 

6.  That  Roberts  approached  the  chairman 
of  the  ways  and  means  conunittee  during 
the  1951  legislature  and  made  Inquiry  con- 
cerning possible  consideration  of  a  proposal 
to  make  the  purchase.  Prom  this  conversa- 
tion the  chairman  took  it  for  granted  that 
Roberts  was  representing  .the  State. 

I  have  another  similar  news-ticker 
item  on  the  Kansas  mess,  this  one  being 
from  the  United  Press.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that,  without  my  reading  it,  it 
be  printed  in  the  Ricord  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  item  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

ToPiacA. — ^A  state  legislative  InTestlgating 
committee  charged  today  that  Republican 
National  Chairman  C.  Wesley  Roberts  "delib- 
erately and  Intentionally  frustrated"  the  law 
of  Kansas. 

The  committee,  in  a  report  of  its  investiga- 
tion, said  Roberts  violated  at  least  the  spirit 
of  the  law  when  he  helped  negotiate  the 
sale  of  a  $110,000  hospital  building  to  the 
State,  although  he  was  not  registered  as  a 
lobbyist. 

The  committee  said  there  "is  doubt  that 
there  was  a  violation  of  the  letter  of  the 
law." 

But  it  said,  "There  has  been  a  violation  of 
the  spirit  of  the  law  and  the  protection 
which  it  was  designed  to  afford  to  the  people 
of  this  State  was  deliberately  and  inten- 
tionally frvistrated  by  Wes  Roberts  and  Edgar 
Bennett." 

Bennett  Is  grand  master  of  the  Ancient 
Order  of  Unlt«!d  Workmen,  a  fraternal  in- 
surance order  which  in  1B51  sold  to  the  State 
a  hospital  building  it  erected  in  1928  at 
Norton,  Kans..  on  State-owned  ground. 

Roberts  got  an  $11,000  fee  for  his  part  in 
the  transaction.         _»h-^ 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the 
conclusion  I  would  draw  is  that  there 
Is  needed  on  the  statute  books  a  dis- 
closure law  which,  before  the  fact,  will 
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protect  the  public  from  conduct  that 
may  bring  a  great  party  or  a  public  body 
Into  disrepute.  I  am  sad  about  the 
Kansas  mess.  It  may  be  asked,  "Why 
are  you  sad?  You  no  longer  belong  to 
the  Republican  Party."  But  I  do  be- 
long to  the  country.  I  am  as  sad  about 
this  as  I  was  not  so  long  ago  when  a 
Democratic  national  chairman  was  also 
involved  in  what  I  heard  referred  to  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle  in  such  terms 
as  "shenanigans,"  "corruption,"  and 
"dealings  of  disrepute."  I  think  it  is  a 
very  sad  thing  when  the  chairman  of  the 
national  committee  of  either  party  fol- 
lows a  course  of  action  which  shakes  the 
confidence  of  the  American  people  and 
causes  more  and  more  of  them  to  say, 
"What  is  the  matter  with  politicians?" 
I  say  there  is  nothing  the  matter  with 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  them, 
from  the  standpoint  of  ethical  standards. 

Mr.  President,  this  does  not  make  very 
pleasant  reading.  I  again  recommend 
to  the  Senate  early  hearings  on  my  bill, 
because  I  believe  legislation  such  as  that 
would  be  helpful.  I  do  not  say  that  it 
would  end  the  evil.  I  simply  say  that  it 
would  be  helpful  as  a  preventive  so  far  as 
the  financial  operations  of  public  ofBcials 
are  concerned  when  such  operations  tend 
to  bring  discredit  either  upon  a  great 
party  or  upon  the  Government  as  a 
whole. 

My  bill  is  Senate  bill  334,  and  I  highly 
recommend  it  again  today. 

XQDAI.   SXPEKSKNTATION    Or    STATES   IN    THS 

SENATE 

I  now  turn  to  the  last  Item  of  com- 
mittee business  which  I  wish  to  discuss 
today  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole.  It  deals  with  a  relatively 
brief  discussion  of  the  subject  of  equal 
representation  of  States  in  the  Senate. 
On  this  subject  my  text  is  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States. 

It  is  often  necessary  to  return  to  our 
basic  charter  and  the  history  of  its  pro- 
visions. This  is  so  because  we  are  prone 
to  forget  the  emergencies  which  shaped 
the  instruments  and  principles  of  gov- 
ernment under  which  we  operate  today. 
We  are  disposed  to  take  for  granted  the 
institutions  established  by  our  forefath- 
ers and  to  Ignore  the  reasons  for  their 
adoption  and  the  purposes  they  were  de- 
signed to  serve. 

The  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
cannot  be  separated  so  lightly  from  their 
historical  bases.  For  it  is  a  compact 
which  harmonized  confiicting  conten- 
tions and  interests.  It  must  be  read  and 
applied  with  full  regard  to  the  promises 
which  made  its  adoption  possible. 
Article  I,  section  3,  provides: 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
composed  of  two  Senators  from  each  State 
•  •  •  for  6  years;  and  each  Senator  shall 
have  one  vote. 

Article  V  provides  in  part: 
No  state,  without  Its  consent,  shall  be  de- 
prived of  its  equal  suffrage  In  the  Senate. 

The  simple  historical  truth  is  that 
without  those  provisions  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  would  not  have  been 
adopted  in  1789. 

This  is  the  unanimous  conclusion  of 
the  historians  of  the  Convention. 


So.  Profe.?sor  Parrand  in  the  Framing 
of  the  Constitution,  Yale  University 
Press,  1926,  observes; 

So  on  June  27,  when  Rutledge  made  the 
motion,  the  Convention  voted  unanimously 
to  proceed  at  once  to  the  resolutions  Involv- 
ing "the  most  fundamental  points,  the  rules 
of  suffrages  in  the  two  branches"  (p.  93). 

•  •  •  •  • 
When  the  Convention  finally  got  at  the 

question  of  proportional  representation, 
nearly  3  weelu  were  spent  in  reaching  a  con- 
clusion. More  than  once  any  satisfactory 
solution  of  the  difficulty  seemed  Impossi- 
ble, and  the  Convention  was  on  the  point  of 
breaking  up.  Gouverneur  Morris  afterward 
said  that  "the  fate  of  America  was  suspend- 
ed by  a  hair"  (p.  94). 

•  •  •  •  • 
Sunday  Intervened,  and  the  first  thing  on 

Monday  morning.  July  2,  the  question  was 
put  on  giving  to  each  State  an  equal  vote  In 
the  Upper  House.  The  vote  was  a  tie.  5  States 
being  In  the  affirmative,  5  In  the  negative,  and 
1  divided  (p.  96). 

•  •  •  •  • 
The  Convention  was  now  at  a  standstill. 

After  1  or  2  suggestions  were  made  that  did 
not  seem  to  meet  with  any  particular  ap- 
proval, General  Plnckney  proposed  a  commit- 
tee of  1  from  each  State  to  try  and  devise 
a  compromise  •  •  •  the  Convention  gener- 
ally approved  and  voted  for  the  proposal  by 
a  large  majority  (pp.  97-98). 

•  •  •  •  • 

On  July  5.  the  compromise  committee  pre- 
sented Its  report,  recommending  two  proposi- 
tions "on  condition  that  both  shall  be  gen- 
erally adopted."  The  substance  of  these 
proposals  was:  1.  That  In  the  first  branch 
each  State  should  have  one  representative 
for  every  40,000  Inhabitants,  counting  three- 
fifths  of  the  slaves,  and  that  money-bills 
should  originate  In  the  first  branch  and 
should  not  be  amended  by  the  second  branch. 
2.  That  In  the  second  branch  each  SUte 
should  have  an  equal  vote.  Immediately  the 
debate  broke  forth  again  and  recriminations 
were  Indulged  In  (p.  99). 

On  Monday  morning,  July  16,  the  whole 
compromise  was  adopted  (p.  104). 

•  •  •  •  • 
This  Is  the  great  compromise  of  the  con- 
vention and  of  the  Constitution.  None  -.her 
Is  to  be  placed  quite  In  comparison  with  It. 
There  have  been  many  misunderstandings 
erf  It  and  many  false  Interpretations  placed 
upon  It,  but  with  the  detailed  sequence  of 
events  that  has  just  been  given  It  seems  as 
If  the  main  points  should  be  clear.  The  Im- 
portant feature  of  the  compromise  was  that 
In  the  upper  house  of  the  legislature  each 
State  should  have  an  equal  vote  (p.  105). 

•  •  •  •  • 
The    great    compromise    gave    the    small 

States  an  equal  vote  In  only  one  branch  of 
the  legislature,  but  It  was  enough  to  recon- 
cile them  to  the  new  plan,  and  they  became 
warmer  and  warmer  advocates  of  a  strong 
national  government  (p.  113). 

•  •  •  •  • 
When  the  great  compromise  was  adopted, 

many  of  the  delegates  had  supposed  that  the 
voting  In  that  house  would  be  by  States,  but 
since  the  main  point  of  equality  of  repre- 
sentation had  been  gained,  there  was  little 
objection  to  allowing  the  members  to  vote 
Individually.  Three  members  from  each 
State  threatened  to  make  the  ultimate  num- 
ber of  members  In  the  second  branch  too 
large,  and  after  It  was  decided  In  favor  of 
two  members.  It  was  readily  agreed  that  they 
should  vote  "per  capita,"  Maryland  only  be- 
ing found  In  the  negative  (pp.  121-122). 

Charles  and  Mary  Beard,  The  Rise  of 
American  Civilization.  MacMillan,  1931. 


volume  I.  pages  317-318  concur,  as  fol- 
lows: 

In  Its  final  form  the  Constitution,  so  far 
as  the  structure  of  the  Government  was  con- 
cerned, was  a  bundle  of  compromises.  It 
was  more.  It  was  a  mosaic  of  second 
choices  accepted  In  the  Interest  of  union 
and  the  substantial  benefits  to  fiow  from 
union. 

One  of  the  compromises,  fundamental  In 
character,  occupies  a  high  place  In  trea- 
tises on  the  Constitution;  that  was  the  ad- 
justment between  large  and  small  States. 
•  •  •  And  through  many  exciting  sessions 
the  debate  over  this  Issue  ran  on  fiercely. 

More  than  one  dissolution  seemed  immi- 
nent. •  •  •  In  the  end  they  agreed  upon  a 
national  legislature  of  two  houses;  In  the 
Senate,  with  greater  powers  and  dignity,  the 
aspirations  of  the  States  w«re  to  be  satisfied 
by  equal  representations. 

Then  we  see  another  expert  historical 
authority  In  the  work  of  Norton — The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  Little 
Brown.  1930,  page  17.    In  his  annotation 
to  article  I.  section  3,  Norton  wrote: 

The  provision  for  two  Senators  from  each 
State,  regardless  of  size  or  population,  while 
population  was  to  determine  the  number  of 
members  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
was  agreed  to  so  that  the  smaller  States 
might  not  be  overborne  In  both  Houses 
of  Congress  by  the  votes  of  the  larger  SUtes. 
Besides,  It  was  desired  that  the  SUtes  as 
political  organizations  be  represented  In 
Congress.  So  at  loggerheads  over  this  were 
the  large  States  and  the  small  SUtes  that 
more  than  once  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tion was  at  the  point  of  breaking  up  •  •  • 
Lord  Bryce  says  that  the  Americans  Invented 
this  plan  of  having  one  House  represent  the 
people  directly  on  the  basis  of  pKjpulatlon, 
and  the  other  (the  Senate)  represent  the 
States  on  the  basis  of  State  equality  as 
autonomous  communities.  He  believes  that 
It  was  this  device  which  made  federation 
possible  la  the  United  States. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  what  Norton 
says  en  the  ijsue  which  I  raise  this 
afternoon.  It  follows  that  these  key- 
stone clauses  must  be  given  full  effect. 

The  principle  embodied  In  the  great 
compromLse  is  that  there  shall  be  equal 
representaUon  for  each  State  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  President,  there  can  be  no  argu- 
ment about  degrees  of  equality.  There 
are  no  degrees  of  equality.  Equality 
either  exists  or  it  does  not  exist.  For  it 
to  exist  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  the  representatives  of  each  State 
must  be  accorded  the  same  rights  as 
every  other  Senator.  Rules  governing 
the  service  of  Senators  must  be  applied 
with  unifoi-mity.  I  repeat  that,  Mr. 
President.  Rules  governing  the  service 
of  Senators  must  be  applied  with  uni- 
formity. Whenever  they  are  not  so  ap- 
plied there  is  not  equal  representation 
in  the  Senate  in  accordance  with  the 
guaranty  of  the  Constitution  to  every 
sovereign  State  in  this  land. 

Lacking  that,  equality— the  equality 
without  which  the  ConsUtution  would 
not  have  been  promulgated  and  rati- 
fied— cannot  be  said  to  exist. 

The  assignment  of  Senators  must 
follow  rules  of  uniform  application. 

On  January  13  and  again  on  March 
13,  I  described  the  history  of  the  rules 
for  the  assignment  of  Senators  to  com- 
mittees. It  was  demonstrated  that  with 
only  one  lapse  in  1871.  the  rule  of  senior- 
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Ity  has  been  Inflexibly  applied  and  that 
no  Senator  has  been  involuntarily  re- 
moved in  violation  of  his  seniority  from 
a  committee  on  which  he  hsis  served.  It 
has  not  happened  since  1871,  and  It  did 
not  happen  before  then. 

Mr.  President,  If  you  tell  me  that  the 
equal-representation  principle  of  the 
Constitution  has  been  lived  up  to  in  the 
Senate,  to  the  benefit  of  a  million  and  a 
half  people  of  the  (n'«at  sovereign  State 
of  Oregon,  I  will  tell  you  to  look  at  the 
record.  It  just  "faint  so."  The  Senate 
is  Roing  to  hear  me  weekly  on  this  prop- 
osition, Mr.  President,  from  now  until 
EX>om£day,  if  I  am  here  that  long,  fight- 
ing for  a  million  and  a  half  people  of  the 
State  of  Oregon,  for  their  equal  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate  through  their 
junior  Senator,  whom  they  have  elected 
to  represent  them  in  part. 

What  other  Senators  may  think  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is  beside 
the  point,  because  the  people  and  not 
the  Senators  have  sent  me  to  this  body, 
and  the  people  of  my  State,  I  am  confi- 
dent, will  return  me.  too.  I  know 
whereof  I  speak,  as  the  mounting  mail 
day  by  day  coming  into  my  office  shows. 
The  people  of  my  State  know  that  a 
Republican  majorir.y  in  the  Senate  has 
denied  to  them  equal  representation  in 
the  Senate.  The  Republican  Party 
within  the  State  of  Oregon  will  hear 
about  it  from  the  people  of  Oregon. 

I  know  my  peoplo,  Mr.  President,  and 
I  know  just  how  impersonal  they  can  be 
on  a  great  issue.  This  is  an  impersoneQ 
is.sue.  This  issue  Yi&s  not  anything  to  do 
with  Wayne  Moasi  as  Wayne  Morse. 
This  issue  has  to  do  with  whether  or  not 
the  Republican  Parly  can  justify  to  more 
than  a  million  and  a  half  people  in  the 
State  of  Oregon  the  laying  down  of  a 
precedent  on  January  13  of  this  year, 
which  denies  to  the  people  of  my  State 
equal  representation  in  the  Senate. 

Weeks  have  gone  by,  Mr.  President,  and 
dust  has  been  gathering  on  my  resolution 
in  the  Conmiittee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tiation,  with  no  evidence  having  been 
(^iven  to  me  to  dat4>  of  any  attempt  to 
discuss  my  resolution,  which  calls  for 
protecting  the  rights  of  a  million  and  a 
half  people  in  the  sovereign  State  of  Ore- 
gon and  assuring  them  equal  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate. 

Oh,  Mr.  President,  I  know  that  on  Jan- 
uary 13,  in  answer  lo  a  question,  it  was 
stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that 
probably  it  would  take  a  long  time  to 
consider  the  resolution,  and  many  Sena- 
tors laughed.  But  the  people  of  Oregon 
are  not  laughing  about  it,  Mr.  President. 
As  increasing  millions  of  people  across 
the  country  come  to  understand  the  ab- 
stract principle  of  constitutional  law 
uhich  the  Senator  from  Oregon  discussed 
on  January  13,  and  which  he  has  con- 
tinued to  discuss  Friday  after  Friday 
since  January  13,  they  are  going  to  rea- 
lize what  its  import  is. 

Oh.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  about 
the  country  these  days,  and  in  every 
State  into  which  I  go — and  every  speech 
I  give  is  a  public  forum  speech — one  of 
the  first  questions  asked  is  about  the 
committee  fight.  Tliere  is  a  notable  re- 
action on  the  part  of  the  people  when 
they  come  to  grips  with  the  point  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is  making 


this  afternoon.  TTiey  say,  "What  do  you 
mean  when  you  say  it  has  not  been  done 
since  1871?- 

I  say,  "I  mean  exactly  that." 

They  know  it  not  only  violates  the 
equal  representation  rights  under  the 
Constitution,  but  it  also  violates  the  rule 
of  the  playground;  namely,  the  rule  of 
fair  play. 

I  have  not  been  very  kind  to  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  aisle  about  this  matter, 
in  the  sense  that  I  have  pointed  out  to 
them  that,  as  a  minority  pmrty,  they  had 
the  clear  moral  responsibility,  in  my 
Judgment,  of  protecting  minority  rights 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  by  acceding  to 
what  the  majority  leader  was  willing  to 
accept  on  January  13,  namely,  the  add- 
ing of  1  Republican  Member  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  1  Repub- 
lican member  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare,  so  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Independent  Party  could 
remain  on  those  two  committees,  thus 
not  upsetting  the  many  years  of  senior- 
ity precedents  of  the  Senate.  That  is 
why  I  have  said  in  some  speeches  that  I 
did  not  intend  to  let  the  Democratic 
Party  "off  the  hook"  on  this  matter, 
either,  because  it  was  the  minority  lead- 
er, speaking  for  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  aisle,  who  on  January  13  objected  to 
the  immediate  consideration  of  my  reso- 
lution which,  if  adopted,  would  have  pre- 
vented what  I  consider  to  be  this  viola- 
tion of  equal  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States. 

But  that  does  not  excuse  the  Repub- 
lican Party,  Mr.  President,  because  on 
January  13  and  at  every  session  since 
then,  the  Republican  Members  of  the 
Senate  have  sat  here  with  votes  sufficient 
to  adopt  the  resolution.  Here  again  we 
hear  interesting  rationalizations  about 
why  the  majority  party  does  not  do  it. 
Some  of  its  members  say  to  me,  "But, 
Wayne,  it  is  necessary  to  get  along  with 
the  minority.  We  have  to  do  business 
with  them;  we  have  to  work  out  under- 
standings with  them.  Just  because  we 
have  the  votes  is  no  justification  for 
beating  the  minority  over  the  head  with 
them." 

Mr.  President,  I  must  confess  that  I 
have  been  so  politically  naive  that  I 
never  have  been  able  to  understand  that 
language;  it  is  political  Chinese  to  me. 
You  will  note,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
first  part  of  their  premise  is  irrecon- 
cilable with  the  second  part,  for  the  first 
part  of  their  premise,  figuratively  speak- 
ing with  a  hand  on  my  shoulder,  they 
tell  me,  "Don't  rock  the  boat.  We  will 
work  this  out  some  way,  at  some  time." 

How  much  time  do  they  need?  Should 
not  10  weeks  have  been  sufficient  time? 
I  should  think  so,  for  that  is  a  long  time 
during  which  to  deny  to  1  Vz  million  peo- 
ple, the  inhabitants  of  a  great,  sovereign 
State,  their  full  representation  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

In  a  few  minutes  I  shall  close  my 
speech  today  with  a  specific  announce- 
ment about  what  my  next  step  in  this 
fight  will  be,  for  I  intend  to  serve  due 
notice;  I  intend  to  be  fair  about  it 

I  do  not  intend  "to  take  it  lying  down," 
Mr.  President,  because  1  %  million  people 
In  the  State  of  Oregon  do  not  expect  me 
''to  take  it  lying  down."  and  I  am  going 
to  be  true  to  them. 


I  might  add  to  the  history  of  the  sen- 
iority rule  in  the  Senate  by  observing  that 
there  are  now  sitting  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  three  Senators  whose 
seniority  rights  were  observed  in  their 
assignments  to  conunittees,  despite  the 
fact  that  in  1948  and  in  1952  they  cam- 
paigned against  the  nominees  of  their 
parties.  So  we  have  to  add  the  action 
taken  in  the  case  of  those  three  Senators 
to  the  long  list  of  precedents  which  here- 
tofore I  have  cited  in  my  speeches  about 
what  has  happened  since  1871  in  build- 
ing up  the  record,  in  which  a  single  ex- 
ception cannot  be  found  to  the  fact  that 
all  insurgents,  liberals,  rebels,  independ- 
ents, or  whatever  one  may  choose  to  call 
them,  who  have  bolted  their  parties  in 
various  degrees,  have  not  received  dis- 
cipline in  the  Senate,  from  the  stand- 
point of  having  their  seniority  rights, 
earned  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  taken 
from  them.  We  had  to  wait  for  the  Re- 
publican Party  in  1953  to  do  it,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  was  to  its 
credit. 

I  do  not  contend  that  the  seniority 
system  for  committee  assignments  is  per- 
fect. I  do  assert  that  in  164  years  no 
better  plan  has  been  devised.  It  cer- 
tainly Insures  that  the  representation  of 
each  State  shall  be  equal,  for  the  rule 
requires  uniformity  in  the  treatment  of 
each  Senator.  At  any  time  I  shall  be 
willing  to  join  in  a  resolution  proposing 
the  modification  of  the  seniority  rule  in 
the  Senate.  I  have  so  advocated  in  the 
past,  including  my  advocacy  of  a  change 
which  would  call  for  the  election  of  the 
chairmen  of  committees,  instead  of  hav- 
ing them  become  chairmen  by  means  of 
seniority.  However,  my  position  is  that 
the  treatment  shall  be  uniform,  that  the 
rule  shall  then  become  applicable  to  all, 
that  no  one  Senator  shall  be  singled  out 
for  different  treatment. 

Whenever  a  Senator  is  singled  out  for 
different  treatment,  the  equal  represen- 
tation principle  of  the  Constitution  is 
violated,  because  Senators  do  not  sit  in 
the  Senate  as  individuals,  although  we 
get  in  the  habit  of  personifying  or  per- 
sonalizing our  jobs.  However,  we  as  in- 
dividuals have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter  of  service  in  the  Senate.  We  are 
but  vehicles  of  sovereignty;  we  are  but 
^x>kesmen  of  sovereignty.  For  a  short 
period  of  time  we  simply  are  entrusted 
with  the  obUgation  of  protecting  the  sov- 
ereign rights  of  the  people  of  our  sov- 
ereign States.  We  must  be  impersonal 
about  it  if  we  are  to  live  up  to  the  spirit, 
the  intent,  and — ^yes — the  letter  of  the 
Constitution. 

On  January  13  this  body  denied  to  the 
State  of  Oregon  its  equal  representation 
in  the  Senate,  to  which  I  contend  it  was 
entitled  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  when  this  body  laid  down  the  ap- 
plication of  a  poUcy  not  consonant  with 
the  seniority  policies  of  the  Senate,  and 
singled  out  the  representative  of  one 
State,  and  said  to  him.  "You  will  receive 
different  treatment."  Mr.  President, 
there  is  no  equality  about  it;  there  is  no 
imif ormity  about  it ;  there  is  no  basis  for 
reconciliation  with  what  was  done  on 
January  13  with  the  sovereign  right  of 
the  State  of  Oregon  to  receive  equal  rep- 
resentation, through  its  junior  Senator, 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
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Senators  can  rationalize  about  It  all 
they  wish;  they  can  alibi  about  it  all  they 
wish.  They  can  try  to  fall  behind  the 
alibi  which  was  given  to  the  press,  name- 
ly, that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
said  he  did  not  want  to  be  assigned  by 
the  Republicans.  However.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, such  rationalizations  do  not  come 
anywhere  near  meeting  me  on  the  issue. 
Of  course,  I  said  I  did  not  wish  to  be 
assigned  by  the  Republicans  or  by  the 
Democrats.  I  said  I  wished  to  be  as- 
signed by  the  Senate,  because  I  can  read 
the  rule  and  rule  XXTV  says  that  is  the 
way  the  assignment  shall  be  made.  Im- 
plied in  that  rule,  and  in, every  other 
rule  of  the  Senate  is  the  principle  of 
equality  and  uniformity  of  treatment. 
Senators  cannot  get  away  from  it;  I  do 
not  intend  to  let  them.  They  cannot 
have  one  rule  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  and  another  rule  for  95  other 
Senators,  and  live  up  to  the  requirement 
that  there  shall  be  equal  representation 
of  the  people  of  Oregon  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  through  its  junior 
Senator.  Oh.  I  know  it  will  take  a  long 
time,  to  get  that  abstract  principle  of 
government  understood:  but  I  can  be  pa- 
tient, too,  and  I  intend  to  use  every 
legitimate  device  at  my  command,  in  the 
Senate,  parliamentarily  speaking,  to 
focus  attention  on  it. 

I  refused  to  waive  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  in  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago. 
and  I  was  very  frank  in  stating  my  rea- 
son. I  wanted  to  focus  attention  on  the 
fact  that  equal  representation  was  not 
being  given  in  the  Senate.  I  took  that 
action  in  that  instance  because  the  parli- 
amentary courtesy  had  not  been  ex- 
tended to  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon of  having  an  opportunity  to  study 
a  bill.  So  far  as  I  can  recall,  that  cour- 
tesy has  always  been  extended  to  every 
other  Member  of  the  Senate,  when  there 
was  no  emergency  that  called  for  the 
immediate  passage  of  a  bill  on  the 
unanimous-consent  calendar.  All  I 
asked  for  was  that  the  bill  go  over  until 
the  next  calendar  day,  so  I  could  study 
It.  That  request  was  denied,  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  I  had  said,  with  complete 
politeness  and,  I  think,  dignity,  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  that  while  I  might 
be  completely  wrong  about  my  suspicions 
regarding  the  bill.  I  sought  time  to  study 
it.  and  the  admission  was  obtained  from 
the  proponent  of  the  bill  that  it  did  not 
have  to  be  passed  until  April  1.  We  have 
had  another  calendar  day  since  then, 
when  it  could  have  been  passed. 

So  I  had  to  demonstrate  my  position, 
as  I  shall  demonstrate  it  in  the  future — 
Mr.  President,  mark  you  this — time  and 
time  again,  if  necessary.  When  I  feel 
that  rules  are  being  applied  against  the 
representative  of  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Oregon  in  a  nonuniform  and  unequal 
way.  then  I  will  use  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  rights  of  each  Member  of 
th3  Senate.  Let  me  tell  you.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, you  have  not  seen  anything  yet 
when  it  comes  to  this  matter  of  applying 
rules,  if  it  is  necessary  to  do  it  in  that 
way.  Criticism  will  not  stop  me.  ostra- 
cism will  not  stop  me;  because,  in  my 
Judgment,  there  is  a  principle  involved 
in  this  fight,  and  I  am  going  to  make 


the  record  on  this  principle.  Adjectives 
are  not  going  to  stop  me.  We  are  going 
to  And  out,  before  this  question  is  settled, 
whether  the  Republican  majority  in  this 
body  wants  to  apply  the  rules  equally 
and  uniformly,  without  discrimination, 
among  the  Senators  as  the  vehicles  of 
State  sovereignty,  or  whether  it  wants 
to  discriminate  against  a  sovereign  State 
merely  because  it  has  a  representative 
who  does  not  hesitate  to  dare  to  stand 
for  what  he  thinks  is  right,  although  it 
may  be  unpopular  at  the  moment.  I 
think  the  Republican  majority  is  going 
to  learn  something  about  what  is  popular 
and  what  is  not  popular,  too,  once  the 
people  come  to  understand  the  principle 
involved. 

I  would  point  out,  Mr.  President,  to  the 
Senate  this  afternoon  that  every  provi- 
sion, line,  and  phrase  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  is  subject  to 
amendment  under  the  procedures  pre- 
scribed by  article  5  except  one :  that  pro- 
viding that  "no  State,  without  its  con- 
sent, shall  be  deprived  of  its  equal 
suffrage  in  the  Senate." 

The  Senate  cannot  amend  that  section 
of  the  Constitution  without  the  consent 
of  each  and  every  State.  That  is  how 
basic  this  principle  is.  We  are  here 
dealing  with  the  principle  that,  had  it 
not  been  adopted,  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  would  have  been  non- 
existent, and  the  Union,  say  the  his- 
torians, would  never  have  come  into  be- 
ing. 

Certainly  the  Senate  should  be  most 
circumspect  to  avoid  doing  by  omission, 
inaction,  or  so-called  party  machinery 
what  cannot  be  done  even  by  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  from  the  law  that 
the  term  "suffrage"  may  not  be  narrowly 
construed.  The  case  of  Smith  v.  All- 
wright  (321  U.  S.  649  (1949) ).  I  think  is  a 
striking  argument  by  way  of  analogy  in 
support  of  this  phase,  and  only  of  this 
phase,  of  my  argument.  It  goes  to  a 
matter  of  definition,  to  a  definitive 
phase. 

It  declared  that  the  guaranties  of  the 
14th  amendment,  and  the  15th  amend- 
ment giving  protection  to  vote  regard- 
less of  race  or  color,  applied  not  merely 
to  the  right  to  vote  in  the  general  elec- 
tion in  Texas  but  also  extended  to  the 
Democratic  primary.  The  Court  rea- 
soned that  this  was  so  because  in  Texas 
the  Democratic  primary  is  usually  dis- 
positive of  the  final  result  in  the  general 
election.  Moreover,  the  Court  held  that 
the  primary  had  such  official  status  un- 
der State  law  and  procedure  that  exclu- 
sion from  the  primary  by  the  party  was 
tantamount  to  State  action. 

Describing  its  earlier  decisions,  the 
Court  said: 

This  Court  went  on  to  announce  that  to 
deny  a  vote  In  a  primary  was  a  mere  refusal 
of  party  membership  with  which  the  Stote 
need  have  no  concern,  loc.  cit.  at  55,  while 
for  a  State  to  deny  a  vote  In  the  general 
election  on  the  ground  of  race  or  color  vio- 
lated the  Constitution, 

In  announcing  its  new  rule  the  Court 
stated : 

It  may  now  be  taken  as  a  postulate  that 
the  right  to  vote  In  such  a  primary  for  the 
nomination  of  candidates  without  discrim- 
ination by  the  State.  llJte  the  right  to  vote 


In  a  general  election,  Is  a  right  secured  by 
the  Constitution. 

•  •  •  •  • 

When  primaries  become  a  part  of  the  ma- 
chinery for  choosing  offlcials,  State  and  na- 
tional, as  they  have  here,  the  same  tests  to 
determine  the  character  of  discrimination 
or  abridgment  should  be  applied  to  the  pri- 
mary as  are  applied  to  the  general  election. 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  United  States  is  a  constitutional  de- 
mocracy. Its  organic  law  grants  to  all  citi- 
zens a  right  to  participate  in  the  choice  of 
elected  offlcials  without  restriction  by  any 
State  because  of  race.  This  grant  to  the 
J  eople  of  the  opportunity  for  choice  Is  not 
to  be  nullified  by  a  State  through  casting  its 
electoral  process  In  a  form  which  permit* 
a  private  organization  to  practice  racial  dis- 
crimination In  the  election.  Constitutional 
rights  would  be  of  little  value  U  they  could 
be  thus  Indirectly  denied. 

Mr.  President,  you  might  ask,  what 
does  the  decision,  having  to  do  with  the 
election  laws  of  Texas,  have  to  do  with 
any  of  the  rules  or  bylaws  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  respect  to  equal  representation' 
Let  me  try  to  show  what  I  think  is 
clearly  the  analogous  connection. 

I  think  the  analogy  is  twofold.  In 
the  first  place,  the  case  stands  for  the 
proFKJsition  that  the  protection  of  the 
right  to  vote  extends  to  all  prcjcedures 
which  make  the  right  to  vote  meaning- 
ful. And  secondly,  the  delegation  of 
power  over  electoral  machinery  to  a  po- 
litical party  does  not  relieve  the  Govern- 
ment of  its  constitutional  obligations. 

So  it  is  clear  that  "suffrage"  must  in- 
clude participation  in  all  of  the  provi- 
sions which  provide  and  shape  the  final 
s3lection  to  ballot.  And  the  Senate  may 
not  shufl3e  off  its  constitutional  obliga- 
tion by  permitting  party  caucuses  to  se- 
lect the  membership  of  its  committees. 

Mr.  President,  you  have  heard  me  say 
many  times  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  we  cannot  separate  substantive 
rights  from  procedural  rights.  I  am  ap- 
plying it  analogously,  to  what  I  think 
is  a  comparable  situation.  We  cannot 
separate  the  substantive  rights  of  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Oregon  on  the 
iloor  of  the  Senate  through  their  vehicle 
of  sovereignty,  their  junior  Senator,  from 
the  procedures  of  the  Senate.  It  cannot 
be  done.  It  was  tried  on  January  13, 
and  the  effect  has  been  wrongful  and 
in  violation  of  equality  of  suffrage  in  the 
Senate,  equality  of  representation  in  the 
Senate. 

I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  the  Senate 
may  not  shuffle  off  its  constitutional  ob- 
hgations  by  permitting  party  caucuses 
to  select  the  membership  of  its  com- 
mittees. 

I  would  recommend  to  the  Senate 
some  pertinent  dictum  in  the  Supreme 
Court's  decision  in  Coyle  v.  Oklahoma 
(221  U.  S.  559,  580  (1911)): 

The  constitutional  equality  of  the  States  Is 
essential  to  the  harmonious  operation  of  the 
scheme  upon  which  the  Republic  was  organ- 
ized. When  that  equality  disappears  we 
may  remain  a  free  people,  but  the  Union 
wUl  not  be  the  Union  of  the  Constitution. 

I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  when  the 
Senate  follows  the  principle  which  it 
adopted  on  January  13  of  this  year,  in 
contradiction  of  the  long-established 
seniority  rights  of  Members  of  this  body 
for  decades  gone  by.  it  violated  the  rights 
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of  equal  representation  In  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  by  the  sovereign  people 
of  a  sovereign  State,  my  State. 

It  is  within  the  Senate's  power  to  rec- 
tify its  earlier  error  by  adopting  Senate 
Resolution  32.  which  would  maintain 
majority  control  of  the  Armed  Services 
and  Labor  Committees  and  also  continue 
the  Junior  Senator's  membershHJ  on 
those  committees  in  recognition  of  his 
seniority  as  a  representative  of  his  State. 

That  resolution  has  been  lodged  In  the 
Rules  Committee  for  2y2  months.  I 
think  it  is  time.  Mr.  President,  to  get  it 
out  of  the  Committee  and  vote  It  up  or 
down  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Let 
us  get  on  with  makintr  the  Record,  and 
and  then  let  us  go  on.  depending  on 
what  that  record  Is.  ^ith  the  next  step. 

So  I  serve  notice  today.  Mr.  President, 
that  a  week  from  today  I  shall  offer  the 
following  resolution.  If,  in  the  meantime, 
action  has  not  been  taken  by  the  Senate 
on  the  other  resolution: 

Resolved.  Th*t  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  b«.  and  hereby  is,  dis- 
charged of  further  com-lderatlon  of  Senate 
Resolution  32.  temporarily  Increasing  the 
membership  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
the  amendment  proposed  thereto. 

I  think  that  Is  not  only  the  fair  thing 
to  do.  but  I  owe  it  to  the  people  of  my 
State.  That  amounts  to  11  weeks  of 
time  allowed  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  to  pass  on  this  mat- 
ter, and  it  Is  difDcult  for  me  to  t)elieve 
that  the  majority  leader,  when  on  Jan- 
uary 13  he  said.  In  effect,  that  It  would 
take  some  time  to  pass  on  the  resolution, 
thought  that  11  weeks  was  not  adequate 
time.  I  mention  it  as  no  threat.  t)ecause 
I  do  not  threaten:  I  simply  say  what  I 
am  going  to  do.  I  say,  Mr.  President, 
that  I  shall  offer  thac  resolution  a  week 
from  today. 

My  attention  has  .iust  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  next  Friday  Is  Good  Friday, 
and  the  Senate  will  not  then  l)e  in  ses- 
sion. So  I  shall  offer  it  on  the  following 
Monday. 

I  want  the  Record  to  show,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, what  the  parliamentary  situation 
will  be  when  I  offer  the  resolution. 

DiscHARCK  or  coMMrrms  raox  a  bxtbjbct 

Paragraph  2  of  rule  XXVI  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate  provides 
that — 

All  •  •  •  motions  to  discharge  a  corrmilt- 
tee  from  the  consideration  of  a  subject,  and 
all  subjects  from  which  a  committee  shall  be 
discharged,  shall  He  over  1  day  for  consid- 
eration, unless  by  unanlmoiu  consent  the 
Senate  shaU  otherwise  direct. 

Except  by  unanimous  consent,  the  res- 
olution cannot  be  brought  up  for  consid- 
eration until  the  first  morning  hour  fol- 
lowing an  adjournment  of  the  Senate, 
and  as  distinguished  from  recesses. 

Immediately  following  the  order  for 
Introduction  of  concurrent  and  other 
resolutions,  if  reached,  the  resolution 
will  be  laid  before  the  Senate  by  the 
Presiding  Officer  and  the  question  will 
be  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution,  which 
is  debatable.  It  Is  subject  to  certain  mo- 
tions, under  rule  XXn.  which  have 
precedence  In  the  following  order, 
namely:  first,  to  lay  on  the  table;  second, 
postpone  Indefinitely';  third,  postpone  to 


a  day  certain;  fourth,  to  refer;  and  fifth, 
to  amend.  The  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  Is  not  debatable. 

If  the  resolution  has  not  been  acted 
upon  or  disposed  of  by  the  end  of  the 
morning  hour,  which  is  2  hours  after  the 
meeting  of  the  Senate,  It  Is  placed  on 
the  Senate  Calendar,  whether  or  not 
there  Is  unfinished  business  to  be  laid 
down  at  that  time.  The  rules  of  pro- 
cedure governing  the  consideration  of 
bills  on  the  calendar  are  then  applicable 
to  the  resolution;  that  Is  a  motion  can 
only  be  gotten  up  for  consideration  by 
a  majority  vote  of  the  Senators  voting,  a 
quorum,  of  course,  being  present.  Such 
a  motion  at  that  time  Is  debatable  with- 
out limitation,  subject,  however,  to  the 
presentation  of  a  cloture  motion  thereon. 
In  the  event  the  motion  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  resolution  is 
agreed  to.  the  question  of  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  Itself  Is  debatable.  If  the  res- 
olution to  discharge  the  committee  is 
agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  the  resolu- 
tion itself  is  placed  upon  the  calendar 
and.  under  rule  XXVI.  cannot  be  taken 
up  for  consideration  imtil  another  leg- 
islative day.  The  same  procedure  is  re- 
quired to  secure  consideration  of  the 
resolution  as  was  the  case  with  the  reso- 
lution to  discharge  the  committee. 

The  motion  to  take  up  the  resolution 
is  debatable,  and  if  it  is  agreed  to.  the 
resolution  itself  is  debatable  and  subject 
to  amendment  as  in  the  case  of  any 
other  resolution.  Debate  is  unlimited 
except  in  case  a  cloture  motion  should 
be  presented  on  the  resolution  and 
adopted  by  the  Senate,  which  vote  must 
be  by  two-thirds  of  the  entire  member- 
ship of  the  Senate.  Unless  cloture  has 
t)een  adopted,  a  resolution  could  be 
superseded  at  any  time  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  Senate  to  take  up  any  other 
matter  except  a  privileged  matter. 

B4r.  President.  I  have  set  forth  in  de- 
tail the  parliamentary  situation  which 
would  be  created,  because  I  want  all 
those  opposed  to  me  on  this  matter  to 
have  available  to  them  in  ready  form  In- 
formation about  the  parliamentary  bar- 
riers they  may  construct  if  they  want  to. 
I  have  set  it  forth  also,  Mr.  President, 
so  that  they  are  thereby  served  notice 
that  I  am  familiar  with  the  parliamen- 
tary situation  which  will  be  created  by 
the  filing  of  my  motion,  and  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  let  that  parUamentary 
procedure  nm  its  course,  with  full  notice. 
It  does  not  make  any  difference  what 
parliamentary  tactics  some  Senators 
may  want  to  use  against  the  jxmlor  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  with  respect  to  this 
matter.  His  fight  for  equal  representa- 
tion for  the  people  of  the  State  of  Oregon 
is  not  going  to  be  stopped  by  parlia- 
mentary difficulties. 

So  In  a  very  friendly  spirit  I  close  my 
committee  work  of  the  Independent 
Party  this  afternoon  by  repeating  a  bit 
of  advice  I  gave  to  my  colleagues  2  weeks 
ago.  when  I  said,  "You  ought  to  relax. 
You  must  c<«ne  to  grips  with  this  situa- 
tion sooner  or  later.  You  will  have  to 
make  up  your  minds  whether  you  are 
going  to  assign  the  Jimlor  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  committees  on  the  basis  of 
a  garbage-can-disposal  principle,  or 
whether  you  are  going  to  assign  him  to 
his  committees  in  keeping  with  all  the 


historic  precedents  of  the  Senate  since 
1871,  in  respect  to  his  seniority  rights." 

"It  Is  your  record."  I  say  to  the  Repub- 
licans in  the  Senate  today.  "You,  the 
Republican  Party,  are  writing  the  record 
on  this  matter." 

To  the  Democrats  I  say,  "You  ought  to 
rededicate  yourselves  to  the  Jeffersonian 
principle  of  protecting  minority  rights." 
You  ought  to  recognize  all.  Republicans 
and  Democrats  and  Independents,  alike, 
that  when  you  begin  to  trample  minority 
rights  on  the  fioor  of  the  greatest  par- 
Uamentary body  in  the  world,  you  are 
doing  a  great  Injustice  to  the  sovereign 
rights  of  a  free  p<K)ple  in  every  sovereign 
State  of  the  United  States. 
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REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  1  OF  1953 
During  the  delivery  of  Mr,  Morse's 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  with  the  under- 
standing that  I  do  not  lose  my  rights  to 
the  fioor.         

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President.  I  had  hoped  to  have  an 
opportunity  this  afternoon  to  si>eak 
against  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1953.  Obviously  it  is  now  going  over 
until  Monday,  at  which  time  I  shall  not 
be  able  to  be  present,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  I  am  on  the  Small  Business  Com- 
mittee, which  will  be  holding  hearings 
in  California.  I  had  wished  to  state  my 
opposition  to  it.  It  does  not  follow  the 
Hocver  Commission  recommendations. 
In  essence,  it  is  the  same  plan  which  was 
voted  down  in  1950.  It  would  create  a 
gigantic  superstructure,  and  a  greater 
bureaucracy.  In  principle  the  plan  is 
just  as  bad  now  as  it  was  then,  even 
though  the  personalities  have  changed 
somewhat.  Even  though  the  principal 
personality  is  now  a  charming,  gracious,  • 
and  able  lady,  nonetheless  the  principle 
is  the  same. 

Mr.  President,  I  stsk  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  be  permitted  to  insert  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  remarks  a  statement  in  opposition 
to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATDCKHT  BT   SENATOB   SlCAmSBS 

1  realize  the  futility  of  the  Senators  at- 
tempting to  oppose  the  final  passage  of  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  For  It  Is 
already  clear  It  wlU  be  adopted  by  an  over- 
whelming vote.  However,  I  think,  for  the 
record  It  should  be  made  clear  that  some 
few  of  us  do  oppoee  it  and  for  the  foUowlng 
reasons: 

First,  this  proposed  reorganization  plan 
does  not  conform  to  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Hoover  Commission;  many  of 
the  general  public,  many  doctors,  and  even 
some  Senators  are  laboring  under  that  illu- 
sion. A  brief  look  at  the  record,  however, 
shows  that  the  Hoover  Commission  recom- 
mended that  there  be  created  a  separate 
Department  of  Health  and  at  no  time,  nor  in 
any  place,  did  the  Conunission  recommend 
the  lumping  together  of  health,  education, 
and  welfare  into  one  single  department.  If 
we  look  at  the  report  of  the  hearings  on 
the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  27  of  1950.  on 
page  17,  we  find  where  the  senior  Senator 
of  New  Jersey,  in  his  statement  said  Uiia. 
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and  X  quote:  "The  Hoover  Commlmion  did 
recommend  tlie  establUbment  of  a  Cabinet 
department  embracing  education,  security, 
and  Indian  affairs.  It  also  recommended  the 
eetabllBhment  of  a  United  Medical  Admin - 
tetratlon  aa  a  separate  agency  embracing  the 
functions  of  public  health  serrlces  and  over- 
lapping hospital  programs  of  several  Oov- 
emment  agencies." 

In  this  connection,  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion report  on  medical  activities  found  that 
"only  the  creation  of  the  United  Medical 
Administration  can  remedy  the  weaknesses 
of  the  present  organization  and  give  the 
leadership  urgently  needed." 

On  page  37  of  the  hearing  on  the  Reor- 
ganHatlnn  Plan  No.  I  of  1953  there  Is  sub- 
mitted by  Dr.  Shearon  the  report  of  the 
task  force  on  Federal  medical  services.  A 
letter  of  transmittal  dated  March  5,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  signed  by  Herbert  Hoover, 
Chairman,  follows: 

"The  honorable  the  Prksident  or  the  Senate, 
TThe  honorable  the  3i>cakex  of  the  Hoxtse 

or   REPaZSENTATlVES. 

"Dkax  3ns:  In  accordance  with  Public  Law 
182,  approved  jMly  7,  1947,  the  Commission 
on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government  submits  to  the  Congress 
herewith  a  supplements!  report  on  the  medi- 
cal services  of  the  Federal  Government. 

•The  Commission's  own  report  on  Federal 
medical  services  is  submitted  to  the  Congress 
separately. 

"Ftiithfully. 

"Hekbekt  Hoover. 

"Ctiairman." 

"BUPPLZMKNTAI.    RZPOKT    ON    AN    InDXPKNDEMT 

Medical  Aqznct 

"Proposal  to  set  up  a  United  Medical  Serv- 
ice Organization  as  an  independent  admin- 
istration, reporting  to  the  President,  Instead 
of  as  a  biireau  of  a  department  of  health, 
education,  and  security:  As  our  committee 
had  been  Instructed  to  assume  that  any  con- 
solidated health  organization  would  be  a 
part  of  a  new  Cabinet-level  departnient  em- 
bracing health,  education,  and  security, 
which  the  Commission  would  recommend, 
our  main  report  contained  on  page  I  the 
following  statement:  "The  above  instruc- 
tions excluded  from  our  consideration  the 
question  as  to  whether  a  separate  Cabinet 
department  would  be  established  for  health 
alone,  as  urged  by  professional  groups. 
However,  should  this  be  done,  the  organiza- 
tion which  we  are  proposing  would  be 
adapted  to  such  plan  with  only  a  few  changes 
in  nomenclature.' 

"Thus,  we  answer  in  the  affirmative  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  organization 
which  we  originally  designated  as  the  Na- 
tional Bureau  of  Health,  could  function  as  an 
Independent  department  or  agency. 

"It  remains  to  consider  whether  such  an 
alternative  would  be  preferable.  This  ques- 
tion has  been  fully  considered  by  our  com- 
mittee, and  we  have  reached  the  conclusion 
that  such  an  Independent  organization 
would  be  preferable  to  placing  this  function 
in  a  larger  deptirtment,  as  the  Commission 
originally  proposed. 

"In  favoring  this,  we  recognize  that  such 
an  organization  would  create  some  addition- 
al problems.  For  example,  the  administra- 
tion of  health  and  welfare  require  close  co- 
ordination In  certain  areas.  Their  separa- 
tion would  require  an  adjustment  of  the  dual 
functions  of  the  Children's  Bureau  and  of 
the  Ofllce  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation. 
These,  hovrever,  can  be  solved  without  undue 
difflculty. 

"The  advantages  of  an  Independent  agency 
are: 

"(a)  The  health  agency.  If  submerged 
within  a  multipurpose  department,  would  be 
more  likely  to  find  Its  health  functions  Im- 
peded by  collateral  considerations  pertain- 
ing to  welfare  and  insurance. 

"(b)  Appropriations  for  health  should,  If 
poeslble,  be  clearly  identified  as  such  and  not 


confused  with  those  for  social  security,  wel- 
fare, or  other  social  programs. 

"(c)  Other  departments,  such  as  the 
Armed  Forces,  vising  the  medical  service 
agency  would  be  concerned  only  with  Its 
health  functions  as  such  aiKl  would  thus 
be  protected  from  any  collateral  and  Ir- 
relevant considerations  having  to  do  with 
welfare,  social  security,  etc." 

Those  who  drafted  the  Hoover  Commission 
reports  on  Federal  medical  practices  always 
enunciated  one  underlying  theme — a  fear 
of  putting  together  In  one  department  the 
welfare  programs  and  the  health  programs. 
They  could  see  In  such  a  coalition  the  pos- 
sibility of  eventual  socialized  medicine.  It 
was  stated  In  the  debates  of  1950  on  this 
same  reorganization  plan  over  and  over  again 
that  there  was  great  danger  in  the  lumping 
together  of  these  two  departments. 

The  American  Medical  Association.  In  1950. 
was  violently  opposed  to  putting  these  two 
departments  under  the  same  head.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  bearings  on  Reorganization 
Plan  27  of  1950  reveals  on  page  86  the  state- 
ment by  Louis  H.  Bauer  on  behalf  of  the 
American  Medical  Association  the  following: 

"Within  recent  years,  this  represents  the 
fourth  time  we  of  the  medical  profession 
have  presented  to  the  Congress  our  Judg- 
ment as  to  the  Inadvlsablllty  of  creating  an 
executive  department  In  which  would  be  as- 
sociated or  combined  health,  educational, 
and  welfare  functions." 

On  p>age  88,  Dr.  Bauer  again  expressed  his 
disapproval  of  this  program  and  made  the 
final  statement: 

"They  would  all  combine  In  the  executive 
department  functions  relating  to  health, 
welfare,  education,  and  social  security.  We 
feel  It  would  not  advance  adequate  and 
proper  Federal  programs  to  stimulate  im- 
provements in  the  health  of  the  citizens  of 
our  country,  but  it  would  tend  to  subordi- 
nate health  problems  to  those  related  to 
other  aspects  of  our  national  welfare,  and 
that  would  be  quite  unfortunate." 

Now  I  know  that  the  proponents  of  the 
present  reorganization  plan  state  that  the 
American  Medical  Association  Is  now  for 
this  plan.  However,  It  seems  as  thou«;h  the 
Ameilcan  Medical  Association  only  decided 
to  be  for  this  plan  after  they  had  been  paid 
a  personal  visit  by  President  Elsenhower  and 
when  he  assured  them  that  they  were  In  no 
danger.  We  all  know  of  the  President's 
great  charm  and  persuasive  ability,  but  I 
frankly  believe  that  the  doctors  are  already 
beginning  to  regret  the  fact  that  they  so 
quickly  yielded  to  the  persuasions  of  the 
President.  On  page  26  of  the  hearings  of  the 
1953  reorganization  plan.  Dr.  Doenges  quoted 
Dr.  B.uer  as  he  spoke  to  the  delegates  of  the 
American  Medical  Association  and  he  said 
Dr.  Bauer  said  this:  "But.  gentlemen,  this 
is  going  to  be  adopted  regardless  of  what 
we  do." 

.  The  Implication  Is  clear  that,  well.  It  was 
going  to  be  adopted  anyway  so  why  should 
they  oppose  it. 

I  personally  think  the  medical  profession 
will  regret  their  retreat  from  their  long 
stand  in  opposition.  The  Dentists  Associa- 
tion Is  still  opposed  to  this  plan,  although 
I  am  examining  the  record  of  the  hearings 
before  the  Senate  which  lasted  2  hours  and 
15  minutes,  and  there  la  not  any  evidence 
of  how  the  dental  profession  stands.  In 
the  hearings  on  the  reorganization  plan  of 
1950  we  find  on  page  107  that  Dr.  Harold 
Oal     made  this  statement: 

"Let  me  make  It  clear  at  this  point  that 
the  American  Dental  Association  has  no  op- 
position to  the  elevation  of  the  Federal  Se- 
curity Agency  to  Cabinet  status,  but  it  bc- 
lievee  that  the  elevation  of  that  agency  with 
the  health  organizations  of  the  Government 
as  a  component  part  of  the  new  department 
is  inconsistent  with  t'le  health  needr  of  this 
country." 

Now  the  proposal  f  jr  reorganization  of  the 
Federal  Security  Aprncy  was  offered  in  1960 
by  the  Democrats  sought  to  lump  together 


under  one  Cabinet  head  the  department  of 
health,  education  and  welfare.  It  was  bit- 
terly opposed  by  the  then  minority  party, 
the  now  majority  party.  The  leadership 
stated  at  that  time  that  this  was  an  open 
Invitation  to  social Isir  In  1960  the  pro- 
posal was  also  exposed  by  many  of  the  Tiem- 
ocratlc  Party.  All  of  us  who  opposed  it  at 
that  time  feared  that  It  would  do  mo;«  evil 
than  good,  would  open  the  doorway  to  event- 
ual socialized  medicine.  Prom  the  hearings 
as  they  appecu-ed  in  the  1950  report,  the  able 
and  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ohio 
stated  he  did  not  like  that  proposal  because 
he  felt  the  health  department  would  be 
dominated  by  the  welfare  department.  He 
had  no  objection,  as  I  read  his  testimony,  to 
iTimplng  all  these  departinenta  together  un- 
der one  Cabinet  head  but  he  apparently  felt 
that  there  was  not  enough  autonomy  given 
to  the  health  department.  The  Senior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey,  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Mumyrl,  and  other  Senators. 
rather  openly  stated  their  opposition  to  the 
proposal  to  lump  together  health,  educa- 
tion and  welfare.  The  same  reasons  on 
•  which  they  based  their  opinions  In  1950.  I 
based  mine.  I  voted  against  It  In  1950  more 
as  a  matter  of  principle  than  of  personality. 
Of  course.  Oscar  Ewlng  didn't  do  anything 
to  help  the  passage  of  the  Reorganization 
Plan  of  1950.  But  arguments  used  against 
the  plan  of  1950  were  made  on  the  premise 
that  It  was  dangerous  and  socialistic  to  put 
health  In  with  the  department   of   welfare. 

As  I  look  at  this  present  reorganization 
proposal  of  1953.  I  see  no  basic  difference  in 
this  plan  and  that  of  1950.  The  only  differ- 
ence to  me  Is  that  under  the  present  proposal 
there  U  to  be  a  special  Administrative  Assist- 
ant to  the  Under  Secretary  who  will  be  di- 
rectly in  charge  of  health  and  who  can  deal 
directly  with  the  Cabinet  members.  In  the 
1950  proposal,  the  Surgeon  General  was  au- 
thorized to  deal  directly  with  the  Secretary 
himself.  So  I  don't  believe  there  Is  any  basic 
difference  In  these  reorganization  plans.  I 
hear  many  Senators  say  that  they  were  afraid 
of  Oscar  Ewlng.  but  not  afraid  of  Mrs.  Hobby. 
Certainly  that  can  well  be  true  for  who  covUd 
be  afraid  of  Mrs.  Hi  bby.  as  gracious  and 
lovely  as  she  Is.  However,  Is  Mrs.  Hobby  to 
hold  this  Cabinet  Job  forever?  Who  will  suc- 
ceed her?  The  Republicans  mtut  realize  the 
Democrats  will  not  be  out  for  as  long  as  20 
years,  and.  Indeed.  It  will  sound  a  little  flat 
to  hear  them  holler  about  soclalUm  in  1967 
alter  they  have  voted  for  this  plan  in  1953. 

I  leel  confident  that  once  this  plan  Is  put 
Into  effect,  the  doctors  who  had  given  It  their 
reluctant  approval,  will  discover  they  have 
been  sold  a  bill  of  goods;  they  will  realize 
they  will  never  have  an  Independent  depart- 
ment of  health.  They  will  wish  they  had  not 
deserted  the  stand  which  they  had  taken  In 
previous  years  un  this  propt^.il. 

Another  reason  why  I  oppose  this  present 
reorganization  plan  Is  that  there  Is  no  evi- 
dence It  will  result  In  any  savings  to  the  tax- 
payers. As  a  matter  of  fact.  Mr.  Dodge.  Di- 
rector of  the  Budget  Bureau,  testified  that 
the  cost  of  the  new  Cabinet  officer  and  as- 
sistants would  result  in  M2.500  a  year.  This, 
mind  you,  is  Just  the  salaries  of  the  Secre- 
tary and  assistants.  It  does  not  Include  new 
employees  that  will  have  to  go  to  work  for 
the  Secretary  and  the  assistants.  There  Is 
no  evidence  that  by  lumping  three  depart- 
ments together  more  efficiency  will  result,  or 
a  better  program  of  health,  of  education,  of 
wellare.  will  result.  The  only  conclusion 
that  can  be  practically  drawn  is  that  a  new 
superstructure  of  bureaucracy  will  be  erect- 
ed over  the  departaients  which  now  already 
exist,  that  there  will  be  expense  added  to  the 
cost  of  government,  that  the  welfare  depart- 
ment being  so  much  larger  than  the  other 
departments  will  soon  dominate  them  all 
and  that  Mrs.  Hobby  will  have  Cablnent  rank 
with  all  the  privileges,  emoluments,  and  the 
prestige,  that  goes  with  that  lofty  position. 
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In  summary,  I  feel  that  by  eoalefclng  the 
Departments  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare under  one  department,  will  endanger  the 
Independence  of  each  one.  We  are  opening 
the  gateway  to  the  rocul  to  Boclalized  medi- 
cine and  if  we  do  that  today  because  of  the 
beliefs  of  Mrs.  Hobby,  how  do  we  know  that 
we  are  not  creating  the  structure  and  ma- 
chinery which  will  enable  It  to  be  brotight 
about  by  one  of  her  successors? 

We  are  not  following  the  recommendations 
of  the  Hoover  Commission  and  we  are  adding 
expense  to  the  Government  at  a  time  when 
we  have  Just  finished  telling  the  people  of 
America  that  we  aU  would  work  for  lees  bu- 
reaucracy and  less  expense.  Therefore,  Mr. 
President,  I  shall  continue  to  oppose  this  re- 
organization plan,  for  If  It  does  not  come  to 
a  yea-or-nay  vote,  my  opposition  will  hereby 
at  least  be  on  the  record. 


APPOINTMENT   OR   RETENTION   OP 
CERTAIN  FEMALE  RESERVE  PER- 
SONNEL   WITH    MINOR    OR    DE- 
PENDENT CHUjDREN 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  President. 
I  rise  to  acquaint  my  colleagues  with 
the  story  of  a  remarkable  young  woman, 
whose  diverse  talents,  high  idealism,  and 
strong  sense  of  duty  to  her  country  for 
too   long   have   been  wasted— and   are 
being  wasted — by  a  shortsighted  person- 
nel policy  sponsored  by  the  Department 

of   DcrCQfiC 

The  history  of  this  lost  service  is  em- 
bodied in  the  case  of  ex-Army  Major 
Alba  Martinelli  Thompson,  of  East 
Orange,  N.  J.,  but  it  applies  to  many 
unheralded  women  who  have  lost  the 
opportunity  to  serve  their  Nation  for 
one  basic  reason — they  become  mothers. 
This  able  young  woman,  the  wife  of 
an  Army  officer,  gave  birth  to  her  first- 
born after  World  War  n  was  concluded, 
and  after  she  had  served  the  Army  bril- 
liantly in  many  capacities,  particularly 
in  Korea,  where  she  had  acquired  an 
intimate  knowledge  of  both  the  language 
and  conditions  in  that  torn  country. 

Mr.  President,  when  Major  Martinelli 
Joined  the  ranks  of  this  other  kind  of 
army— the  vaster  and,  I  dare  say.  more 
imporUnt  army  of  mothers— she  was 
involuntarily  discharged  from  the 
Women's  Army  Corps. 

Now  Major  Martinelli.  from  my 
knowledge  of  her  excellent  character, 
would  be  the  last  woman  on  this  earth 
to  shirk  the  duties  of  this  old  army  which 
she  joined  in  motherhood.  She  made 
that  clear  in  her  testimony  before  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  last  year— testi- 
mony which,  I  am  certain,  was  a  strong 
factor  in  convincing  the  Senate  that  my 
proposed  legislation  in  the  last  Congress 
was  a  necessary  directive  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense.  My  amendments  to 
the  Reserve  Act,  incidentaUy.  were  not 
finally  adopted  by  the  Congress  as  a 
whole. 

Major  Martinelli  had  this  to  say.  In 
part: 

I  propose  simply  that  experienced  woman- 
power  be  stockpiled,  maintained,  and  cat- 
aloged In  a  standby  Reserve  from  which  the 
Nation  could  draw  in  the  event  our  very 
homes  were  threatened  with  destruction. 

Practically  no  expense  to  the  Government 
Is  Involved.  ThU  would  seem  to  be  a  prac- 
tical and  economical  measure. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  any  organization 
comprised  exclusively  of  women  must  face 
the  Inescapable  facts  that  a  great  many  at 


Its  young  women  will  marry  and  will  be- 
come mothers. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  motherhood  renders 
them  a  complete  loss  to  the  service,  no  more 
than  having  children  makes  them  a  liability 
in  the  business  and  labor  world. 

A  realistic  attack  of  this  problem  would 
have  faced  the  Irrefutable  facts  and  would 
have  brought  into  being  regulations  which 
safeguard  health,  provide  for  pregnancy 
leaves,  and  protect  seniority  and  retirement 
benefits. 

Most  Important  of  all,  a  conscious  attempt 
would  be  made  to  utilize  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent poeslble  the  Invaluable  training  and 
skills  of  these  women,  so  that  the  richest 
return  on  a  considerable  national  invest- 
ment should  be  realized. 

None  of  these  things  has  been  accom- 
plished by  the  Army. 

It  is  evidently  easier  to  discard  this  wealth 
than  it  is  to  work  out  an  equitable  set  of 
rules  governing  servicewomen  with  minor 
children. 

All  of  these  women  could  have  been,  and 
should  have  been,  utilized  within  the  con- 
tinental limits  of  the  United  States  where 
their  knowledge  and  experience  is  in  such 
short  supply. 

It  was  evidently  easier  to  discharge  them 
than  it  was  to  draw  up  realistic  regxilatlons 
to  continue  them  in  service.  Easier,  per- 
haps, but  certainly  not  cheaper. 

We  are  all  the  poorer  becatise  their  talents 
wUlingly  offered  are  not  available  to  the 
armed  services. 

How  long  we  shall  be  able  to  afford  such 
uneconomical  and  unwise  handling  of  per- 
sonnel is  a  moot  question. 


high  character,  and  fitness  for  her  work. 
I  am  certain  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  will  agree  with  me  that  Major 
Martinelli  made  a  marvelous  record  in 
the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  certainly  do  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  will  probably  re- 
call also  that  he  agreed  with  me  to  take 
my  amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
The  amendment  was  lost  in  conference. 
I  suspect  that  it  was  lost  partially  be- 
cause there  was  so  much  resistance  from 
the  Pentagon.  However,  I  believe  the 
amendment  had  merit.  '  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  will  be  successful 
in  obtaining  early  hearings  on  the  bill, 
and  that  we  will  have  the  privilege  of 
voting  on  it. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  adjourn  until  Monday  next 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  sigreed  to;  smd  (at  6 
o'clock  and  9  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  Monday,  March  30, 1953. 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


Mr.  President,  the  bill  which  I  offer 
today  is  simple.  It  would  put  a  premium, 
on  the  services  of  capable  women — en- 
listed women  as  well  as  officers — ^who 
feel  that  they  can  do  their  job  in  periods 
of  emergency  and  should  not  be  penal- 
ized because  they  happen  to  be  mothers. 
I  send  to  the  desk  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence my  bill  proposing  amendments  to 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952. 
The  bill  (S.  1492)  to  require  the  esteb- 
Ushment  of  adequate  provisioiis  relating 
to  the  appointment  or  retention  of  cer- 
tain female  Reserve  personnel  with 
minor  or  dependent  children,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Hendrickson.  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  LONG.     Mr.   President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  had  the  honor  of  being 
chairman  of  a  subcommittee  which  con- 
ducted hearings  last  year  on  the  reserve 
bill.  I  was  very  much  impressed  by  the 
abiUty  of  Major  Martinelli,  and  I 
thought  then  that  there  was  much  merit 
to  the  argument  she  made  that  Reserve 
officers  and  enlisted  personnel  should  be 
retained,  even  though  they  may  be  moth- 
ers, whenever  ways  can  be  worked  out 
whereby  they  can  be  of  service  to  their 
country. 

I  can  not  help  realizing  that  if  we  are 
forced  into  another  world  war,  it  will 
undoubtedly  be  a  total  war  for  all  our 
people.  I  l)elieve  it  is  shortsighted  for 
the  Armed  Services  to  refuse  to  recog- 
nize that  women  of  the  ability  of  Major 
Martinelli  are  willing  to  serve  and  can 
serve  their  country  very  ably  in  the 
event  we  are  forced  into  all  out  war. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Louisiana.  I  be- 
lieve he  recalls  distinctly  the  testimony 
of  Major  Martinelli  and  her  demeanor. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  27,  1953: 

Dkpaxtkent  or  thk  Ant  Fobcb 

John  Roger  Lewis,  of  New  York,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Air  Fc»'ce. 

GOVBtNMKMT    PaiMTIKa    C^TICE 

Raymond  Blattenberger,  of  Pennsylvania, 
to  be  Public  Printer. 

Expobt-Ikpost  Bank  of  Washinotow 

Glen  E.  Sdgerton,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of 
Washington  for  the  remainder  of  the  term 
of  5  years  e^iring  June  30,  1955. 

COMPTROLLJX    OF    THE   CtnUUENCT 

Ray  M.  Gldney,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Comptroller 
Of  the  Currency,  in  place  of  Preston  Delano, 
resigned. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  27,  1953: 

Defabtmxnt  of  Statx 
Walter  S.  Robertson,  of  Virginia,  to  be  aa 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Dn>LoiCA-nc  AND  FoRxicN  Snvicx 
Charles  E.  Bohlen,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics. 

UNrrxD  arATKS  ATToaNir 

J.  Edward  Lumbard  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New 
York. 

GUAM 

Pord  Q.  Elvldge,  of  Washington,  to  b* 
Governor  of  Guam. 


WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  nomination  withdrawn  from 
the  Senate  March  27,  1953: 

EXFOKT-lMPOBT     BANK     OF     WaSHINOTOK 

Wilson  li.  Townsend,  of  Maryland,  member 
Of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  of  Washington. 
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SENATE 

Monday,  Mabch  30, 1953 

Dr.  Joseph  Simonson.  execiithre  sec- 
retary. dlTlalon  of  public  reladons.  Na- 
tional Lutheran  Council.  New  York  City, 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

We  come  to  Thee.  O  Lord  Ood.  in  this 
Important  hour.  We  come  in  the  calm 
oonfldence  that  no  hopes  or  fears  of  man 
are  foreign  to  Thee.  Therefore,  we  dare 
believe  that  Thou  art  interested  in  what 
we  think,  say.  and  do  here  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  Conform  us  to  Thy  will. 
Heavenly  Father,  and  to  purposes  and 
decisions  which  honor  Thy  name  and 
help  our  fellow  men.  Only  then  will  we 
be  sure  that  any  lasting  good  can  come 
from  our  being  here.  Preserve  us  from 
the  pettiness  of  small  things  In  this  great 
hour.  Show  us  that  we  need  fear  no 
one  or  nothing — except  Thee,  O  God. 

Grant  that  Thy  guidance  may  so 
illuminate  and  direct  us  here  that  no 
disappointed  hopes  for  good  shall  follow 
in  the  wake  of  this  day's  session.  To 
that  end  we  commend  into  Thy  hands 
the  Vice  President,  the  Senators,  and  all 
the  ofScers  of  this  legislative  body,  as 
well  as  the  millions  of  Americans  they 
represent.  Into  Thy  hands  we  commend 
our  Nation  and  its  welfare.  Into  Thy 
hands  we  place  our  world. 

In  the  name  of  Christ.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  re<iuest  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  March 
27,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent .of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— EN- 
ROLLED BILL  AND  JOINT  RESOLU- 
TIONS SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following 
enrolled  bill  and  Joint  resolutions,  and 
they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  1229.  An  act  to  continue  the  effectlve- 
ceu  of  the  Iflaslng  Persons  Act,  as  amended 
and  extended,  untU  February   1,  1954; 

H.  J.  Res.  236.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
until  July  1,  1953,  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  ot  certain  statutory  pro- 
visions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  months  alter  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December   16,    1950;    and 

H.J.  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  cer- 
tain temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  grovuids  In  connection  with  the  erec- 
tion of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  VQQuest  of  Mr.  Clucknts.  and  by 
mUKUBVas  consent.  Mr.  Smathers.  Mr. 
I,  and  Mr.  Chavez  were  excused 


from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  this  week  because  of  ofElcial 
business. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tatt,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent.  Mr.  Langkr  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  today. 


COMMITTEE    MEETINGS    DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  subcommittee  investi- 
gating waterfront  racketeering  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  was  authorized  to  meet  dur- 
ing the  session  of  the  Senate  today. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  I*ublic  Welfare  was  authorized  to 
meet  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 
today. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigation;: of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  was  authorized  to 
meet  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 
today. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Dirksen.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Improvement  of  Judicial  Machinery 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  was 
authorized  to  sit  during  the  session  of 
the  Senate  this  afternoon. 

On  request  of  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine, 
and  by  unanimous  consent,  the  Sub- 
committee on  Ammunition  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  v^as  author- 
ized to  sit  for  the  next  hour. 


urgent  8«nse  of  responsibility.  He  has  been 
a  politician  In  the  sense  that  he  has  voted 
and  acted  as  a  Democrat,  and  In  his  ability  to 
be  elected  and  reelected,  but  his  public  career 
dignifies  an  abused  word.  There  was  Uttle 
artfulness  In  his  four  campaigns  for  the  gov- 
ernorship or  In  his  campaigns  for  the  8en- 
ate.  All  he  had  to  do  was  to  present  his 
record,  his  plans,  and  his  hopes  In  the  quiet 
and  persuasive  manner  natural  to  him.  Ha 
Inspires  trust.  One  may  disagree  with  some 
of  his  views  but  never  with  his  principles. 
When  these  are  Involved  he  will  break  with 
party,  as  he  did  when  be  opposed  the  Roose- 
velt Supreme  Court  plan. 

His  senatorial  term  has  nearly  4  years  to 
run.  It  Is  a  pleasure  to  note  thut  his  health 
and  energy  are  unimpaired.  He  Is  needed 
where  he  Is,  and  good  wishes  for  him  are 
good  wishes  fur  his  constltuenu  and  hl« 
country. 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  March  28, 
19531 
Hekbebt  Lehman:  75 
Along  with  countless  friends  and  fellow- 
cltizens,  we  felicitate  Herbert  H.  Lehman 
today  on  his  75th  birthday.  Senator  Lehmam 
Is  an  ardent  Democrat.  But  he  is  an  Ameri- 
can first,  and  his  idea  oi"  being  an  American 
Is  enshrined  In  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  la, 
moreover,  expressed  in  his  humanitarian 
Impulses.  He  has  maintained  an  honorable 
and  high-minded  appreciation  of  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  a  public  official  In  a 
lifetime  of  service.  His  10  years  as  Qovemor 
of  New  York  were  a  model  of  efficient  and 
progressive  administration,  and  he  gave  to 
his  work  a  painstaking  and  conscientious 
devotion  which  won  him  the  regard  of  aU 
Wnv  Yorkers  regardless  of  party.  May  he 
have  many  more  years  of  service  to  America 
aud  to  the  cuuse  uf  freedom. 


SEVENTY -Flb'lH  BIRTHDAY  ANNI- 
VERSARY OF  SENATOR  LEHMAN 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  last  Satur- 
day, March  28,  was  the  75th  birthday 
anniversary  of  my  very  distinguished 
colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Lehman].  I  luiow  that  all 
Senators  join  me  at  this  time  in  extend- 
ing to  him  very  hearty  and  very  sincere, 
though  perforce  belated,  congratula- 
tions and  best  wishes.  His  service  to 
his  State  and  to  his  country  has  been 
unusually  outstanding;  and  in  this  con- 
nection and  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  the  text  of  editorials  which  ap- 
peared in  last  Saturday's  issues  of  the 
New  York  Times  and  the  Washington 
Post,  yesterday's  issue  of  the  New  York 
Post,  and  this  morning's  issue  of  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune. 

TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows : 

[Prom  the   New  York  Times  of  March   28, 

19531 

Senatok  Lehman's  Boithdat 

Herbert  H.  Lehman,  who  reaches  his  75th 
birthday  today,  has  had  three  careers:  one 
in  private  biisiness,  which  he  relinquished  a 
quarter  of  a  century  ago;  one  in  philan- 
thropic enterprises,  which  goes  back  to  the 
early  days  of  his  youth;  one  in  public  serv- 
ice, during  which  he  has  been  successively 
lieutenant  governor  and  governor  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  a  director  of  relief  and 
rehabilitation  for  the  State  Department.  Di- 
rector General  of  the  United  Nations  Relief 
and  Rehabilitation  Administration,  and 
United  States  Senator. 

TO  all  that  he  has  done  he  brought  a 
keen  intelligence,  a  humane  spirit,  and  an 


(From  the  New  York  Poet  of  March  29,  1853] 
Toast  to  a  Fighting  Libekal 
We  affectionately  salute  Hxrbut  LehmAw 
on  his  75th  birthday.  Too  many  people  In 
public  life  grow  weary,  cynical,  and  Indiffer- 
ent to  himnan  suffering  in  their  latter  years; 
Lehman's  passion  for  Justice  and  freedom 
seems  to  have  grown  more  Intense  with  the 
years.  He  was  a  good  Governor;  he  has  been 
a  great  Senator.  Amid  the  timidity  and 
irresolution  that  characterize  so  many  men 
in  Washington,  he  has  conscientiously 
raised  bis  voice  on  every  momentous  issue. 
No  man  has  spoken  out  more  forthrlghtly 
against  the  McCarthy  madness;  few  have 
tried  as  hard  as  he  has  to  make  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  fulfill  Its  civil-rights  pledges. 
No  man  Is  more  deserving  of  the  warm  good 
wishes  of  American  liberals. 

[Prom  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of 

March  30,  1953] 

Mr.  Lehman's  Birthdat  Pkksknt 

One  must  assume  that  the  new  study 
which  Mrs.  Lehman  gave  to  her  husband  for 
a  present  on  his  75th  birthday  was  not  an 
invitation  to  work;  for  over  a  long  and  suc- 
cessful career  the  Senator  has  shown  him- 
self one  of  the  most  Indefatigable  of  men. 
As  a  place  where  mementoes  of  his  years  of 
public  service  may  be  stored.  It  will  undoubt- 
edly be  well  used.  Pew  have  gathered  In 
more  richly  the  fruits  of  experience.  The 
quietness  of  the  new  study,  moreover,  may 
beguile  him;  though  the  arena  of  toll  and 
conflict,  where  good  causes  have  stood  in 
need  of  a  stout  advocate,  has  been  where  he 
was  most  often  found. 

At  75  Senator  Lehman  Is  In  the  enviable 
position  of  a  man  who  has  served  with  dis- 
interested zeal  and  can  look  back  without 
self-reproach  on  accomplishments  of  a  high 
order.  His  advice  to  youth  at  this  mUestone 
is  to  shape  for  themselves  the  kind  of  gov- 
ernment they  believe  to  be  good;  and  he  is 
young  himself  In  following  this  injunction. 
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A  large  public  must  wish  for  him  many  yean 
to  enjoy  his  new  study — not  as  a  place  of 
retreat  but  as  a  place  where  fresh  reaolvei 
are  formed  and  new  tasks  undertaken. 


REPORT  OF  SECRETARY  OP  STATE- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
(H.  DOC.  NO.  115) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  a  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  operations  of 
the  Department  of  State  under  section 
2  of  Public  Law  584.  79th  Congress,  as 
required  by  that  law. 

The  enclosed  report  contains  a  sum- 
mary of  developments  under  the  pro- 
gram during  the  1952  calendar  year.  It 
also  includes  texts  of  executive  agree- 
ments concluded  with  foreign  govern- 
ments pursuant  to  this  legislation,  as  well 
as  listings  of  names  of  both  American 
and  foreign  recipients  of  grants,  a  de- 
tailed statement  on  expenditures,  various 
statistical  tables,  and  other  information 
concerning  the  operations  of  this  pro- 
gram during  the  1952  calendar  year. 

DvaCHT  D.  ElSKlfHOWKR. 

The  Wmri  Hottss,  March  30,  1953. 
(Enclosure:   Report  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  concerning  Public  Law  584.) 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  foUowing  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Torr  Clams  Paid  bt  Genxbai. 

SCSVICBS  ADMIH  is  1 RATIOW 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administrator, 
General  Services  Administration,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  tort  claims 
paid  by  that  Administration  during  the  fiscal 
years  1951  and  1952  (with  an  accompanying 
report);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Amendment  or  Section  501  of  Commttnica- 

TioNs  Act  or  1934.  Rxlating  to  Ckuunal 

Sanctions 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission,  recommei«iing, 
for  the  Information  of  the  Senate,  enactment 
of  legislation  amending  section  501  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1984,  as  amended, 
to  change  the  criminal  sanctions  contained 
therein  so  that  violations  of  the  Commu- 
nications Act  wiU  constitute,  except  in  case 
of  a  subsequent  violation  of  the  same  section 
of  the  act,  a  misdemeanor  rather  than  a 
felony;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
DisposmoN  or  Executive  Papems 

A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
of  papers  and  dociunents  on  the  files  of 
several  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Goveriunent  which  are  not  needed  In  the 
conduct  of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  disposition  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  a  Joint  Select 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  In 
the  Executive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr. 
C.\RLSoN  and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina  members  of  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Vermont;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"House  Joint  Resolution  14 
"Joint    resolution    requesting    Members    of 

Congress  to  support  the  agricultural  con- 
servation program 

"Whereas  the  topsoil  of  the  Nation  is  one 
of  Its  most  important  resources;  and 

"Whereas  for  the  past  17  years  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  through 
the  agriculttiral  conservation  program,  has 
done  much  to  maintain  and  rebuild  soUs  and 
also  to  make  farmers  and  the  public  in  gen- 
eral more  aware  of  the  need  for  such  pres- 
ervation: Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  senate  and  the  house  of 
representatives: 

"1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
be  respectfully  urged  to  continue  the  agri- 
cultural conservation  program;  and 

"2.  That  the  secretary  of  state  be  directed 
to  transmit  duly  attested  copies  of  this  reso- 
lution to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  chairmen  of  the  Senate  and  House  Com- 
mittees on  Agriculture,  the  chairmen  of  the 
Senate  and  House  Committees  on  Appropria- 
tions, the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  our 
congressional  delegation. 

"CONETTELO  N.  BAILET, 

"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
"Joseph  B.  Johnson, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  March  25.  1953. 

"Leb  E.  Emerson, 

"Governor." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Leglslattu^  of 
the  State  of  Colorado;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  16 
"Memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  providing  for 
distribution  of  revenue  derived  from  the 
development  of  oil  and  gas  deposits  of  the 
United  States  to  the  several  States  and 
the  District  of  Coliunbia  for  purposes  of 
education 

"Whereas  oil  and  gas  values  under  the 
Continental  Shelf  suroundlng  the  United 
States  amount  to  some  $70  billion;  and 

"Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  Judicially  determined  that  these 
oil  and  gas  deposits  belong  to  all  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  now  pending  before 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  certain 
proposals  popularly  known  as  the  Anderson 
and  Hill  bills,  which  provide  for  distribution 
of  the  royalty  derived  from  development  of 
these  oil  and  gas  deposits  among  the  48 
SUtes  of  the  United  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  for  school  purposes  on  the  basis 
of  school  population  with  equitable  provi- 
sion being  made  for  the  special  claims  of 
the  4  coastal  States  adjacent  to  said  de- 
posits; and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Colorado,  which 
presently  faces  a  serious  financial  problem 
in  meeting  the  cost  of  educating  the  chil- 
dren of  Colorado,  would  receive  over  the  years 
some  $70  million  of  revenue  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  said  Anderson  and  Hill  bills: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  39th  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  State  of  Colorado  {the 
House  of  Representatives  concurring  herein). 
That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be 
and  It  Is  hereby  memorialized  to  enact  the 
said  Anderson  and  Hill  bills;  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  Joint  memo- 
rial be  immediately  forwarded  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  to  the  President 


of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  each  Member  from 
Colorado  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
State*. 

"OOROON   Aixott. 

"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Mildred  H.  Crxssweix, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"David  A.  Hamh., 
"Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
"Lee  Mattixs. 
"Chief   Clerk  of   the   House   of 
Representatives." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Callfortna;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

"Senate  Joint  Resolution  12 
"Joint  resolution  relative  to  requesting  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  adopt 
and  submit  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution i}ertainUig  to  treaties  and  executive 
agreements 

"Whereas  It  Is  essential  to  the  welfare  of 
the  people  of  this  Nation  that  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  be  amended  to 
clarify  its  provisions  regarding  the  effect  of 
treaties  with  foreign  powers  up>on  domestic 
matters  and  also  as  to  the  making  of  execu- 
tive agreements;  and 

"Whereas   Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.    1 

has    been    Introduced    In    the    83d    Congress 

the  text  of  which  reads: 

"  'Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment 

to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 

relative   to    the    making    c^    treaties    and 

executive  agreements 

"  'Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled  {tu>o-thirds 
of  each  House  concurring  therein ) .  That  the 
following  article  is  proposed  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  shall  be  valid  to  aU  intents 
and  purposes  as  part  of  the  Constitution 
when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  several  States: 
" '  "Article  — 

" '  "Section  1.  A  provision  of  a  treaty 
which  denies  or  abridges  any  right  enumer- 
ated in  this  Constitution  shall  not  be  of  any 
force  or  effect. 

"  *  "Sue.  2.  No  treaty  shall  authorize  or 
permit  any  foreign  power  or  any  interna- 
tional organization  to  supervise,  control,  or 
adjudicate  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  within  the  United  States  enumerated 
in  this  Constitution  or  any  other  matter 
essentially  within  the  domestic  Jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States. 

"  '  "Sec.  3.  A  treaty  shall  become  effective 
as  Internal  law  in  the  United  SUtes  only 
through  the  enactment  of  appropriate  leg- 
islation by  the  Congress. 

" '  "Sec.  4.  All  executive  or  other  agree- 
ments between  the  President  and  any  inter- 
national organization,  foreign  power,  or  offi- 
cial thereof  shall  be  made  only  in  the  man- 
ner and  to  the  extent  to  be  prescriijed  by  law. 
Such  agreements  shall  be  subject  to  the  limi- 
tations proposed  on  treaties,  or  the  making 
of  treaties,  by  this  article. 

" '  "Sec.  5.  The  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  enforce  this  article  by  appropriate  legisla- 
tion. 

"  '  "Sec.  6.  This  article  shall  be  Inopera- 
tive unless  it  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  legU- 
lattires  of  three-fourths  of  the  several  States 
within  7  years  from  the  date  of  its  submis- 
sion"': Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"ilc50Z»cd  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of 
the  State  of  California  (jointly).  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  re- 
quested and  urged  to  adopt  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  No.  1;  and  Ije  It  further 

"Resolved  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  directed  to  transmit  copies  of  this  res- 
olution to  the  President  and  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of  th« 
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House  of  RepreaentatlTM,  and  to  each  Sen- 
ator and  Representative  from  Callfomla  In 
tbe  Congreia  of  the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 

the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"^cuse  Joint  Memorial  S 

"Joint  memorial  relating  to  the  Interstate 

Conunerce  Act 

-To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
•"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents : 
"A  movement  Is  under  way  to  Induce  tbe 
Congress  to  repeal  section  4  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act. 

"Arizona  and  Its  sister  States  depend  upon 
the  transportation  system  to  keep  In  move- 
ment the  flow  of  goods  between  the  States. 
"The  economy  of  the  State  of  Arizona 'Is 
to  a  very  large  extent  dependent  upon  tbe 
reasonableness  of  Its  freight  costs.  The  long- 
haul  and  short-haul  clause  of  section  4  of  tbe 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  has  protected  Arl- 
Bona  and  Its  Intermountain  neighbors 
against  rate  discrimination  since  1915.  Tbe 
continuance  of  this  protection  Is  of  vital 
concern  to  Arizona. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  prays: 

"That  the  Congress  leave  in  status  quo 
section  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
In  the  Interests  of  equity  and  well-estab- 
lished need." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Montana;  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  6    ' 
"Joint  memorial  of   tbe  Senate   and   House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Montana 
to  the   Honorable   Jamks   E.   Mvtirat   and 
the  Honorable  Mxkk  MANsmoj),  Senators 
from  Montana,  and  to  the  Honiwable  Wes- 
LZT  /     DTwAiT  and  tbe   Honorable   Lex 
MncAtr,  Representatives  in  Congress  from 
Montana,  requesting  passage  of  legislation 
and  a  supplemental  appropriation  to  pro- 
vide   adequate    facilities    and    operating 
funds  so  that  veterans  in  need  of  treat- 
ment   for    tuberculosis,    neuropsychiatric 
conditions,  and  domiciliary  care  can  ob- 
tain treatment  in  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion faclllUes  In  Montana 
"Whereas  there  were  less  than  20,000  vet- 
erans  in   the   State   of   Montana    following 
World  War  I.  and  tbe  Government  provided 
at    that    time    approximately    435    hospital 
beds   for   these   veterans.     Following   World 
War  II,  with  over  78,000  veterans  in  Montana. 
the  Oovernment  provided  363  hospital  beds 
in  Montana,  and  today,  with  tbe  Korean  con- 
flict in  existence,  we  anticipate  at  least  an 
additional  10,000  to  15,000  veterans  in  Mon- 
tana, or  a  total  of  approximately  88,000  vet- 
erans in  this  State,  with  still  365  hospital 
beds,   of   which    no  more   than   250  can   be 
utilized  because  of  lack  of  personnel:   and 
"Whereas  tbe  Oovernment  of  the  United 
States,   by   appropriate   legislation,   has  ac- 
knowledged   responsibility    for    the    care    of 
disabled  veterans  whether  they  be  mental, 
tubercular,  general  medical,  or  domiciliary 
type;  and 

"Whereas  tbe  Veterans'  Administration  in 
the  State  of  Montana  has  had  to  forego  tbe 
treatment  of  eligible  veterans,  and  the  State 
of  Montana  taxpayers  are  being  required  to 
pay  for  the  care  and  treatment  of  psychiatric 
cases  in  Warm  Springs,  tubercular  cases  in 
Galen,  and  domiciliary  cases  at  Columbia 
Falls,  Montana  Soldiers'  Home  (domiciliary 
home),  when,  in  fact.  Congress  has  passed 
laws  and  has  taxed  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  particular,  tbe  people  of  Mon- 
tana, for  the  care  and  treatment  for  which 
the  State  of  Montana  is  now  being  forced 
to  pay  because  of  reduction  in  Veterans' 
Adn>inlstration  facilities  and  services  In 
Montana:  and 

"Whereas  with  more  veterans  in  Montana 
than  ever  before.  Montana  naturally  needs 
hospital  beds;   however.  Congress  saw 


fit  to  reduce  the  appropriation  to  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  by  $40  million  on  July 
5,  1952.  This  tremendous  reduction  in  ap- 
propriations has  reduced  the  funds  available 
in  Montana  by  $92,500  quarterly.  ThU  re- 
duction has  adversely  affected  the  use  of 
medical  consultants,  medical  supplies,  serv- 
ices, prosthetics,  etc.,  (Including  beneficiary 
travel),  medical  fee-basis  funds,  medical  ex- 
aminations, and  treatments,  dental-fee 
funds — examinations  and  treatments  of  local 
doctors.  Both  inpatient  and  outpatient 
services  to  Montana  veterans  have  been  radi- 
cally curtailed.  In  Montana  today,  there  are 
no  Veterans'  Administration  facilities  set  up 
to  care  for  veterans  in  need  of  treatment  for 
tubercular,  neuropsychiatric,  and  those  vet- 
erans in  need  of  domilclllary  care.  Veterans' 
Administration  medical  personnel  In  Mon- 
tana, inadequate  for  years,  has  been  cut  by 
25  positions  In  the  last  quarter  of  1952. 
therefore  affecting  number  of  admissions  to 
VA  hospitals  in  Montana.  Medical  outpa- 
tient service  has  been  cut  by  one-third  and 
dental  outpatient  service  has  been  reduced 
by  80  percent:  leaving  four-fUths  of  Mon- 
tana's veterans  without  outpatient  service, 
as  provided  by  law;  and 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Montana  is  now 
being  forced  to  spend  many  thousands  of 
dollars  for  the  care  and  treatment  of  these 
veterans  at  Montana  Institutions  and  hos- 
pitals due  to  the  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  care  for  Mon- 
tana veterans  in  Montana:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Montana  {the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curring). That  we  do  hereby  petition  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America 
for  the  passage  of  legislation  and  provision 
of  a  supplemental  appropriation,  which  will 
provide  adequate  Veterans'  Administration 
facilities  In  Montana;   be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  memorial 
be  transmitted  to  the  secretary  of  the  State 
of  Montana,  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  to  the  Honorable  James  E.  Mur- 
R.\T  and  the  Honorable  Mike  Mansfield, 
Senators  from  Montana,  and  the  Honorable 
Weslet  a.  D-Ewaht  and  the  Honorable  Lee 
Metcalt,  Congressmen  from  Montana,  and 
that  they  be  requested  to  use  all  honorable 
means  within  their  power  to  bring  about  the 
enactment  of  necessary  legislation. 

"Geo.    M.    Gosman, 
'President  of  the  Senate. 
"Lou  E.  Brezte. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services : 

"Senate  Memorial  15 
"Memorial    memorializing    the    Congress    of 
the    United    States    to    enact    legislation 
which  would  establish   an  American  For- 
eign Legion 

"Whereas  the  demands  upon  American 
manhood  resulting  from  the  many  and 
scattered  campaigns  against  communism 
have  deprived  the  young  men  of  America  of 
their  rights  to  obtain  an  early  education  and 
from  establishing  their  homes  while  they  £u-e 
still  young;  and 

"Whereas  many  persons  of  other  nations 
of  the  world  would  Join  the  fight  against 
communism  but  are  unable  to  dP  so  since 
their  homelands  are  not  members  of  the 
United  Nations,  or  such  homelands  are  un- 
able to  sustain  adequate  armed  forces;   and 

"Whereas  there  are  many  armies  in  the 
field  which  are  fighting  against  communism 
with  arms  and  supplies  furnished  by  the 
United  States  but  with  no  control  over  such 
armies   by   United   States  commanders;    and 

"Whereas  a  chance  would  be  given  to  such 
eager  young  men  of  other  nations  to  join 
the  fight  against  communism  and  this  coun- 
try could  gain  some  control  over  such  per- 
sons In  the  field  by  forming  and  maintaining 


an  American  Foreign  Legion :  Now.  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  enact  legislation 
establishing  an  American  Foreign  Legion 
which  would  be  open  to  applicants  from  any 
country  of  the  world,  within  reasonable  se- 
curity measures;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  a  certified  copy  of  this 
memorial  be  sent  to  the  proper  officers  of 
Congress  and  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

"TiBO  J.  Chavez, 
"President  of  the  Senate 
"Natalie    S.    Buck, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  me  this  11th  day  of  March 

"Edwin  L.  Mechem, 
"Goternor.  State  of  Sew  Mexico." 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance: 
"Senate  Memorial  7 

"Memorial  memorializing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  enact  legislation  to  pro- 
vide that   the  first  $1,000  of   personal   in- 
come  shall    be   exempt    from    taxation   by 
the  Federal  Government 
"Whereas  the  country  Is  passing  through  • 
period  of  heavy  Inflation  resulting  In  higher 
prices  on  basic  necessities,  thus  placing  a  tre- 
mendous   burden    upon    persons    receiving 
small  Incomes;  and 

"Whereas  the  $600  tax  exemption  on  per- 
sonal Income  provided  by  the  Income  tax 
laws  has  become  completely  Inadequate  in 
the  light  of  such  heavy  Inflation  to  relieve 
any  burden  placed  by  inflation  upon  such 
low-Income  groups:   Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  enact  legislation 
which  would  amend  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  as  to  provide  that  the  flrst  $1,000  of 
personal  Income  shall  be  exempt  from  taxa- 
tion by  the  Federal  Government;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  a  certified  copy  of  this 
memorial  be  sent  to  the  proper  officer  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

"TiBo  J.  Chavez, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Natalie    S.    Buck. 

"Chief  Clerk." 

Two  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration: 

"Senate  Memorial  9 
"Memorial    memorializing    the    Congress    of 
the  United   Stales  to  enact  legislation  to 
provide  a  system  which  would  j)ermlt  per- 
sons absent  from  this  country  on  election 
day    to    vote    for    the    President    and    Vice 
President  of   the  United  States 
"Whereas   many   persons   are  absent   from 
the   United    States   on    Presidential    election 
days  through  no  fault  of  their  own;  and 

"Whereas  such  persons  are  either  In  the 
service  of  their  beloved  country  or  upon  Im- 
portant business  missions  which  are  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  economic  health  of 
this  country;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  role  in  which  this 
country  is  cast  In  the  fields  of  international 
politics  will  result  In  an  Increasing  number 
of  such  persons  being  absent  from  the 
.  United  States  on  the  day  their  President 
and    Vice    President    are    elected;    and 

"Whereas  the  persons  absent  from  this 
country  and  unable  to  vote  on  election  day 
would  desire  very  much  to  participate  In 
such  elections;  and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  the  power  to  provide  for  a  sys- 
tem of  absentee  voting  which  affects  nation- 
al officers  of  the  Federal  Government;  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 
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"Resolt^ed  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico.  That  the  Congreaa  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  enact  legislation 
which  would  establish  a  system,  of  abaentee 
voting  for  persons  who  are  absent  from  the 
United  States  on  election  day  so  that  such 
absent  persons  may  vote  for  their  Presidenr 
and  Vice  President;  and  be  it  ftirther 

"Resolved,  That  a  certified  copy  of  this  me- 
morial be  sent  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

"TXBO  J.  Chavib. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Natauz   8.    Buck, 
•Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 
"Approved  by  me  this  3d  day  of  March  196S. 
"EbwzM  L.  MscHxat, 
"Governor.  State  of  New  Mexico.'* 

"Senate  Memorial  8 
"Memorial    memorializing    the    Congress    of 
the  United  States  to  provide  for  a  system 
of   absentee   voting   which   would   p«mlt 
persons  who  are  absent  from  their  home 
States  on  any  presidential  election  day  to 
vote  for  their  President  and  Vice  President 
"Whereas  since  this  Nation  has  essentially 
a  transient  population,  many  people  are  ab- 
sent from  their  home  States  on  the  day  the 
President  of  this  country  is  elected;   and 

"Whereas  many  States  do  not  now  have 
any  system  of  absentee  balloting  which  re- 
sults in  disenfranchlsement  for  thotisands  of 
people  upon  every  Presidential  election  day; 
and 

"Whereas  since  the  ability  to  vote  by  every 
single  person  in  a  State  Is  tbe  nucleus  of 
any  democracy  and  nation  dedicated  to  ■elf- 
government:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  enact  legislation 
eetabllshlng  a  system  of  absentee  voting 
whereby  persons  absent  from  their  home 
Sutes  on  any  Presidential  election  day  may. 
nevertheless,  vote  for  their  President  and 
Vice  President;    and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  certified  copy  of  this 
memorial  be  duly  presented  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  Senate  and  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  United  SUtes  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

"Tno  J.  Cbavxk. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Natalie   S.    Buck, 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate." 

A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  Territory 
Of  Alaska:   to   the  Committee  on  Finance: 

"Senate  Memorial  4 
"To    the    President    of    the    United    States, 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  the  Delegate  to  Congress  from  Alaska: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Senate  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Alaska,  in  21st  regular  session  as- 
sembled, respectfully  submits: 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  food,  clothing,  and 
other  commodities  necessary  to  stistain  life 
are  much  higher  in  Alaska  than  in  the 
continental  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Government 
has  already  recognized  this  fact  by  granUng 
a  25-percent  cost-of-living  salary  Increase  to 
Federal  employees  in  Alaska;  and 

"Whereas  this  action  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Government  grants  relief  to 
only  a  portion  of  the  population  of  Alaska; 
and 

"Whereas  the  entire  population  of  Alaska 
need  some  tax  relief  In  order  to  Increase 
th»  general  standard  of  living  in  Alaska. 

"Now,  therefore,  your  memorialist  respect- 
fully urges  that  the  Congress  of  tbe  United 
States  amend  the  Federal  income-tax  laws 
to  provide  that  Alaskan  taxpayers  receive  a 
$1,200  personal  exemption  and  a  $900  ex- 
emption for  each  dependent." 


A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislat\ire  of  tbe 
Terrltof7  of  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  12 
"To  the  Honorable  E.  L.  Bartlett.  Delegate  to 
Congress  from  Alaska,  and  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States: 

"Your  memorialist,  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  in  21st  regular  session 
assembled,  respectfully  submits  that — 

"Whereas  from  the  principle  that  the 
United  sutes  cannot  be  sued  without  its 
consent  the  general  rule  has  been  derived, 
and  adhered  to  constantly,  that  agencies 
and  InstrumentaUtles  of  the  United  States 
are  not  subject  to  garnishment  for  moneys 
due  their  employees;  and 

"Whereas  such  a  rtile  not  only  makes  It 
difficult  for  creditors  to  reach  lawful  claims, 
but  also  frequently  deprives  a  creditor  from 
any  recourse  whatever  in  realizing  on  his 
claim;  and 

"Whereas  there  are  many  Instances  where 
Individuals  have  left  non-Government  em- 
ployment to  work  for  the  United  States  with 
the  sole  purpose  of  avoiding  payment  of 
their  Just  debts;   and 

"Whereas  a  rule  which  exempts  from  at- 
tachment the  pay  of  Federal  employees  Is 
grossly  unfair  and  discriminatory,  since  the 
wages  of  non-Government  employees  who 
perform  work  identical  with  that  of  em- 
ployees of  the  Federal  Government,  and  often 
In  tbe  same  location,  are  subject  to  attach- 
ment by  garnishment  of  the  employer. 

"Now.  therefore,  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  In 
2l8t  regular  session  assembled,  respectfully 
requests  that  appropriate  legislation  be  en- 
acted authorizing  the  attachment  of  moneys 
owed  by  Federal  agencies  and  instrumen- 
talities to  their  employees. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

Passed  by  the  senate  February  20,  1953. 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Nevada,  relating  to  an  imme- 
diate appropriation  for  the  construction  of 
that  pxjrtion  of  the  central  Arizona  project 
known  as  the  Bridge  Canyon  Dam  and  Bridge 
Canyon  powerplant;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented   by   Mr.   McCaxsan   on   March    18, 
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A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  California  Petroleum  Dis- 
tributors Association,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
protesting  against  the  limitation  of  Imports 
of  crude  oil  or  petroleum  products;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  St.  Paul  Association  of  Com- 
merce, St.  Paul,  Minn.,  favoring  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  to  revise  Federal  civil- 
service  laws  to  permit  replacement  of  Gov- 
ernment employees  in  certain  classiflcations 
with  qualified  personnel;  to  the  Conoimlttee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Five  resolutions  adopted  by  the  National 
Sojourners,  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  relating  to 
world  government  distribution  of  U.  8. 
S.  R.  information  bulletins;  the  Genocide 
Convention;  the  UNESCO  pamphlets  entitled 
"Toward  World  Understanding,"  and  sov- 
ereignty over  Antarctic;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Three  resolutions  adopted  by  the  National 
Sojourners,  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  relating  to 
the  constitutional  amendment  regarding 
treaties  and  executive  agreements;  the  flying 
of  the  United  Nations  flag,  and  the  so-called 
McCarran-Walter  Immigration  bill;  to  the 
Ccmmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  tbe  city  council 
of  the  city  of  Boston,  Mass.,  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  authorizing  the  is- 
suance of  a  special  postage  stamp  in  com- 
memoration of  Joseph  Lee,  Sr.,  father  of  the 
American  playground,  and  so  forth;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Directors   of   the   city   of   Pasadena.   Calif.. 


favoring  prompt  action  by  the  Concress  to 
alleviate  flood  hazards  to  portions  of  tbe  city 
of  Pasadena;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 


EXCISE  TAXES  ON  COMMUNICA- 
TIONS SERVICES — JOINT  RESO- 
LUTION OF  NEVADA  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Nevada.  It  is  Assem- 
bly Joint  Resolution  No.  29.  memorial- 
izing the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  repeal  the  excise  taxes  on  communica- 
tions services. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
joint  resolution  be  app>roprlately  referred 
and  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance;  and.  imder  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Assembly   Joint   Resolution    29 

Joint  resolution  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  repeal  the  excise 
taxes  on  communications  services 

Whereas  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Nevada  has  been  giving  and  Is  continuing 
to  give  study  to  the  effect  of  the  tax  burden 
on  utility  services;  and 

Whereas  Congress  has  recognized  the  spe- 
cial burden  created  by  excise  taxes  on  pub- 
lic utility  services  by  the  recent  elimination 
of  such  tax  on  electrical  energy  and  reduc- 
tion of  the  tax  on  domestic  telegraph  com- 
munications; and 

Whereas  communication  services  cannot 
be  considered  in  the  class  of  a  luxury,  yet 
are  taxed  higher  than  most  luxuries,  thus 
discriminating  agal«st  the  use  of  communi- 
cation services;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  excise  taxes  on  oom- 
mimications  were  Initially  levied  or  greatly 
Increased  during  World  War  n  to  help  defray 
war  costs  and  to  dlsooiirage  unnecessary  use 
of  communication  facilities;  and 

Whereas  all  such  taxes  are  discriminatory 
against  the  long  distance  user  of  communi- 
cation services,  and  against  sections  of  the 
country  far  removed  from  centers  of  popu- 
lation for  the  reason  that  the  tax  is  calcu- 
lated as  a  percentage  of  tbe  c(»nmunlcation 
charge;  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  Nevada  (jointly).  That  in  their 
opinion  the  present  excise  taxes  on  communi- 
cation services  are  inimical  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  reasonably  priced  and  nondis- 
criminatory public  communication  service 
and  that,  accordingly,  the  excise  taxes  on 
communication  services  should  be  repealed 
or  greatly  reduced;  and  be  it  fvirther 

Resolved.  That  duly  certified  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  transmitted  by  the  secretary 
of  state  of  the  State  of  Nevada  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  of  America, 
each  of  the  United  States  Senators  from  the 
State  of  Nevada,  and  the  Member  of  Congress 
from  the  State  of  Nevada. 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Nevada,  identical  with  the 
foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finsmce.) 


* 


■f.K 


LANDS  OP  HOKE  COUNTY,  N.  C,  FOR 
DEFENSE  PURPOSES — JOINT  RES- 
OLUTION OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 
LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President.  I  present 
a  joint  resolution  adopted  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  North  Carolina,  requiting  tho 
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United  States  Oovemment  not  to  take 
any  further  lands  of  Hoke  County,  N.  C, 
for  defense  purposes,  as  set  forth  in  the 
joint  resolution,  which  is  duly  certified 
by  Hon.  Thad  Eure.  secretary  of  state  of 
North  Carolina,  under  date  of  March  26. 
1953.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Joint  resolution  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord. 
and  referred  to  the  appropriate  commit- 
tee for  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services;  and.  under  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Joint  Resolution  25 
Joint     resolution     requesting     the     United 
States  Government  not  to  take  any  further 
lands  of  Hoke  County  for  defense  purposes 
Whereas  there  is  now  pending  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  De- 
fense Department  of  the  United  States  a  plan 
to  take  some  50,000  additional  acres  of  land 
from  Hoke  County;  and 

Whereas  the  United  States  Government  has 
taken  some  92.000  acres  of  land  from  Hoke 
County  for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  Port 
Bragg:  and 

Whereas  the  United  States  Government 
now  proposes  to  take  an  additional  50,000 
acres  of  land  from  Hoke  County,  upon  which 
some  400  families  live,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  a  corridor  between  Fort  Bragg  and 
Camp  Mackall;    and 

Whereas  the  North  Carolina  Sanatorium 
for  treatment  of  tuberculosis,  at  McCain, 
N.  C,  Hoke  County,  consisting  of  a  hospital 
of  600  patients  ill  with  tuberculosis,  366 
employees  and  (in  most  Instances)  their 
families,  and  such  service  facilities  as  the 
power  house,  laundry,  etc..  is  located  within 
the  area  seriously  affected  by  the  United 
States  Government  proposal  to  take  addi- 
tional acreage  from  Hoke  County  but  not 
Included  in  the  present  proposal;  and 

Whereas  the  area  sought  by  the  United 
States  Army  encroaches  upon  sanatorium 
property  in  such  a  way  tiiat  the  institution 
comes  to  occupy  an  aci;t.v  angle,  almost  a 
peninsula,  within  the  military  reservation, 
adjacent  to  the  "impact"  or  target  area, 
where  the  shells  will  be  detonated  at  each 
firing;   and 

Whereas  the  basis  of  treatment  of  tuber- 
culosis Is  rest;  the  proposal  will  block  traffic 
on  route  211,  becaiise  the  road  crosses  the 
path  of  flre.  defeating  the  State's  regional 
arrangement  for  sanatorium  care;  and  if  the 
Army  plan  goes  through,  the  sanatorium 
would  rapidly  lose  its  effectiveness  as  a  treat- 
ment center;   and 

Whereas  relocation  of  the  sanatorium  In 
more  congenital  surroundings  would  at  cur- 
rent costs  of  915.000  per  bed  amount  to 
•9  million  exclusive  of  site,  housing  of  em- 
ployees, etc. 

Whereas  if  said  50.000  acres  of  land  Is 
taken,  it  will  in  effect  practically  destroy 
Hoke  County  as  a  governmental  unit,  and 
In  addition  thereto,  an  unusual  hardship 
would  be  visited  upon  the  400  families  whose 
lands  are  proposed  to  be.  taken;  and  that  said 
lands  proposed  to  be  taken  are  fine  farm 
lands  and  most  of  the  owners  of  said  lands 
have  been  natives  of  Hoke  County  since  its 
creation,  or  are  descendants  thereof:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) : 

Section  1.  The  General  Assembly  of  North 
Carolina  does  hereby  respectfully  request  the 
United  States  jQovernment  not  to  take  fur- 
ther lands  fra^B  Hoke  County,  and  In  par- 
ticular not  to  take  said  lands  of  Hoke  County 
for  the  corridor  proposed  to  be  made  between 
Port  Bragg  and  Camp  Mackall. 

Sec  2.  A  copy  of  this  resolution  shall  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
President  of  the  United  States  Senate,  the 
Spe«k«r  of  the  House  of  Representattves,  th« 


Secretary  of  War.  and  to  the  North  Carolina 
Members  of  Congress. 

Sec.  3.  This  resolution  shall  be  In  full  force 
and  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 


JOINT  MEMORIAJJS  OF  OREGON 
STATE  LEGISLATURE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  I 
present  three  joint  memorials  adopted 
by  the  Oregon  State  Legislature  and 
sent  to  me  for  presentation  to  the  Sen- 
ate and  printing  in  the  Record. 

The  first  deals  with  a  situation  in  Til- 
lamook Bay  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  in- 
volving the  Bayocean  Peninsula,  where 
the  sea  is  very  rapidly  washing  away 
approximately  $2.5  million  dollars'  worth 
of  homes  and  capital  investments. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling  on  the 
part  of  the  Oregon  Legislature,  which 
I  believe  to  be  entirely  justified,  that  the 
Federal  Government  should  cooperate, 
through  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers, 
in  building  whatever  walls  and  revet- 
ments and  other  protective  installations 
which  may  be  necessary  to  stop  this 
great  loss. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
joint  memorial  be  appropriately  referred 
and  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
rial was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and.  under  the  rule,  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  fol- 
lows: 

House  Joint   Memorial   2 
To  the' Honorable  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
of  the  U'iUed  States  of  America;  to  the 
Honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
of  the  United  States  of  America;  and  to 
the  Honorable  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
of  America  from  Oregon: 
We,  your  memorialists,  the  47th  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  in  leg- 
islative session  assembled,  most  respectfully 
represent  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Bayocean  Peninsula  guarding 
the  entrance  to  the  Tillamook  Bay  area  Is 
on  the  verge  of  complete  obliteration  by  the 
eroding  action  of  the  sea:  and 

Whereas  the  entire  Tillamook  Bay  area, 
protected  for  generations  by  the  Bayocean 
Peninsula,  serving  as  a  buffer  or  natural  dike 
from  the  rampaging  waves  and  storms  of  the 
sea:  and 

Whereas  the  oysterbed  Industry  in  Tilla- 
mook Bay.  representing  a  $2,500,000  capital 
investment.  Is  being  covered  and  destroyed 
by  sand  and  silt  swept  In  by  the  sea;  and 

Whereas  the  Port  of  Bay  City,  with  a  cash 
investment  of  $2,100,000  principal  and  inter- 
est of  taxpayers'  moneys,  and  whose  activi- 
ties, including  the  operation  of  the  port  ebb- 
ing tidal  waters,  the  flow  through  the  old 
channel  has  lessened  considerably,  and  as  a 
result  the  18-foot  deep  inlet  serving  as  the 
Tillamook  Bay  area's  commercial  outlet  to 
the  sea  is  threatened  with  coverage  by  silt 
due  to  the  decrease  of  the  scouring  action  of 
the  lessened  tidal  flow;   and 

Whereas  even  the  existence  of  the  city  of 
Tillamook  and  several  little  hamlets  on  the 
eastern  shore  of  the  bay,  due  to  their  low 
elevation  above  sea  level,  would  constantly 
live  under  the  threat  of  combinations  of  high 
tide  and  westerly  storms  as  the  result  of  the 
obliteration  of  Bayocean  Peninsula;  and 

Whereas  the  entire  future  economy  of  Til- 
lamook County  will  suffer  through  loss  of 
real  property  taxes,  payroU  income,  and  In- 


come taxes  paid  to  the  State  and  Federal 
Government:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  or  Oregon  (the  Senate  jointly 
concurring  therein).  That  this  47th  Legisla- 
tive Assembly,  in  regular  session  assembled, 
,  urges  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
consider  this  as  an  emergency  and  to  take 
immediate  steps  following  the  report  of  the 
United  States  Corps  of  Engineers,  now  being 
processed  to  provide  funds  to  start  construc- 
tion forthwith;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  Honorable  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense of  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the 
Honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
United  States  of  America;  the  Honorable  Gut 
Cordon,  United  States  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Oregon;  the  Honorable  Watne  L.  Mokse. 
United  States  Sena;or  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  the  Honorable  Walter  Nokblao.  Rep- 
resentative In  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  the  Honorable  Harris  Ellsworth. 
Representative  In  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  the  Honorable  Sam  Coon.  Repre- 
sentative In  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  and  the  Honorable  Homer  D.  Angell, 
Representative  In  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Oregon. 

Mr.  MO'rse.  The  second  joint  me- 
morial adopted  by  the  Legislature  of 
Oregon  deals  with  the  so-called  Bricker 
joint  resolution  proposing  to  amend  the 
Constitution  relating  to  treaty-making 
powers.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  joint  memorial  be  appropriately  re- 
ferred and  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint 
memorial  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

House  Joint  Memorial  3 
To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives   of    the    United    States    of 
America  m  Congress  assembled,  and  to 
the  Honorable  Senators  and  Represent' 
atives  in  Congress  of  the  United  Statet 
of  America  from  Oregon: 
We.  your  memorialists,   the  47th  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  of  the  State  of  Oregon,  in  leg- 
islative session  nssembled.  most  respectfully 
represent  as  follows: 

Whereas  It  is  essential  to  protect  the  rights 
of  American  citizens  against  the  dangers  of 
treaty  law:   Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Oregon  {the  Senate  jointly 
concurring  therein).  That  this  47th  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  In  regular  session  assembled 
recommends  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  for  consideration  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  in 
respect  of  the  treaty-making  powers,  reading 
as  follows: 

"A  provision  of  a  treaty  which  conflicts 
with  any  provision  of  this  Constitution  shall 
not  be  of  any  force  or  effect.  A  treaty  shall 
become  effective  as  Internal  law  in  the  United 
States  only  through  legislation  by  Congress 
which  It  could  enact  under  Its  delegated 
powers  In  the  absence  of  such  treaty"-  and 
be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  all  Members  of  the  Oregon 
congressional  delegation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  third 
joint  memorial  adopted  by  the  Oregon 
Legislature,  deals  with  the  problem  of 
deepening  the  channel  from  Portland 
Oreg.,  to  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia 
River,  so  as  to  give  to  that  great  port 
the  necessary  depth  of  channel  to  meet 
Its  ocean  transport  needs.    I  ask  unani- 
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mous  consent  that  the  Joint  resolution 
be  appropriately  referred  and  printed  In 
the  Record  at  this  point  In  my  remarks. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
memorial  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  and,  under  the  rule, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscou,  as 
follows : 

Senate  Joint  Memorial  B 
To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled: 
We.    your    memorialists,    the    47th    Legis- 
lative   Assembly    of    the    State    of    Oregon, 
in    legislative   session    assembled,   most   re- 
spectfully represent  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  United  States  Army  Engineers, 
North  Pacific  division,  havs  submitted  to  the 
Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors 
a  report  recommending  modification  of  the 
existing  project  in  order  that  the  channel 
depth  of  the  Columbia  River  at  Its  mouth 
may  be  increased  from  the  present  author- 
ized 40  feet  to  a  depth  of  48  feet  and  ade- 
quate width  provided  In  order  to  eliminate 
shipping  delays  and  exUtlng  hazards;  and 
■  Whereas  the  ship  channel  in  the  Columbia 
and  lower  Willamette  Rivera  below  Port- 
land, Oreg.,  and  Vancouver,  Wash.,  to  the 
mouth  has  not  been  continuously  main- 
tained to  the  project  depth  and  width  and 
that  such  lack  of  adequate  maintenance  has 
resulted  In  navigational  difflctUtlee  to  the 
detriment  of  commercial  and  industrial 
water tx>rne  commerce  by  limiting  the  feas- 
ible draft  of  oceangoing  vesaels  using  these 
rivers;  and 

Whereas  such  reetrictlons  adversely  affect 
the  livelihood  of  the  citlaens  in  commercial. 
Industrial,  and  agricultural  pureulU,  not 
only  in  the  area  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
rivers  but  also  In  the  much  larger  area  of 
the  Willamette  Valley  and  the  great  Inland 
empire;  and 

Whereas  the  funds  expended  by  the  Corps 
of  Englneera  for  maintenance  of  the  Colum- 
bia and  Willamette  River  Channels  and  the 
mouth  of  the  Columbia  River  have  been 
Insufficient  to  continuously  maintain  the 
authorized  project  width  and  depths:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Oregon  (the  House  of  Representatives  jointly 
coru^rring  therein),  That  this,  the  47th 
Legislative  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Oregon, 
in  regular  session  assembled,  hereby  does 
petition  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  approve  and 
expeditiously  appropriate  sufficient  funds  to 
enable  the  Corps  of  Englneera,  Department 
of  the  Army,  to  Implement  the  report  of  the 
englneera  above  referred  to.  In  order  that 
a  channel  of  48  feet  In  depth  and  adequate 
width  may  be  created  at  the  C<^umbla  River 
entrance;  be  it  fxirther 

Resolved.  That  these  bodies  take  such  ac- 
tion as  may  be  appropriate  In  order  that  the 
channel  of  the  Columbia  and  Willamette 
Rivera  below  Portland.  Oreg.,  and  Vancouver, 
Wash.,  be  continuously  maintained  at  the 
project  dimensions;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
transmitted  to  the  Honorable  Guy  Cordon, 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ore- 
gon; to  the  Honorable  Watke  L.  Morjbe. 
United  SUtes  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  to  the  Honorable  Walter  Norblad, 
Representative  in  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Oregon;  to  the  Honorable  Sam  Coow,  Rep- 
resentative in  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Oregon;  to  the  Honorable  Homer  D.  Ahoeix. 
Representative  in  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Oregon;  to  the  Honorable  Harris  Elxs- 
woRTH,  Representative  In  Congress  from  the 
State  of  Oregon;  to  the  United  States  con- 
gressional Committee  on  Rivera  and  Harbora; 
and  to  the  Board  of  United  States  Army  Engi- 
neers appointed  to  investigate  and  approve 
such  projects. 


RESOLUTIONS  OP  THE  HOUSE  OP 
REPRESENTATIVES.  SENATE.  AND 
LEGISLATURE  OP  NEW  MEXICO 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez],  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  and  ap- 
propriately referred,  a  number  of  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, the  Senate,  and  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,     The  resolu- 
tions will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and,  imder  the  rule,  printed  in 
the  Record. 
To  the  Conunittee  on  Finance: 
"House  Joint  Memorial  13 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  repeal  the  provi- 
sions of  title  16  of  the  United  States  Code 
providing  for  taxes  upon  the  sale  of  toUet 
preparations  and  upon  the  sale  of  wallets, 
ladies'  handbags,  and  similar  handbags  and 
simUar  articles 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico: 

"Whereas  under  the  provisions  of  title  16 
of  the  United  States  Code,  a  tax  of  10  p)er- 
cent  Is  imposed  upon  the  sales  price  of  per- 
fumes, toUet  watera,  toilet  powdera,  and  sim- 
ilar substances;  and 

"Whereas  under  the  provisions  of  title  16 
of  the  United  States  Code,  a  tax  of  20  per- 
cent Is  Imposed  upon  the  sales  price  of  wal- 
lets, handbags,  pocketbooks,  and  other  simi- 
lar articles;  and 

"Whereas  the  above  taxes  are  levied  and 
collected  without  regard  to  the  abUity  of  the 
purchaser  of  such  substances  and  goods  to 
pay  such  a  tax;  and 

"Whereas  such  taxes  are  a  direct  burden 
upon  the  business  economy  of  this  country 
and  unfair  to  persons  of  low  Income:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  memorial- 
ized to  repeal  the  provisions  of  law  Imposing 
such  taxes;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolt>ed,  That  duly  enrolled  and  en- 
grossed copies  of  this  memorial  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  to  each  Member  of  the  New  Mexico  dele- 
gation in  Congress." 

(The  VICE  PRESHDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance.) 

"House  Memorial  4 
"Memorial    memorializing    the    Congress    of 

the  United  States  to  enact  legislation  to 

exempt  pensions  or  moneys  received  from 

labor  union  funds  from  taxation  by  the 

Federal   Government 

"Whereas  the  working  man  and  woman  of 
America  Is  being  burdened  by  high  taxation, 
and  that  to  alleviate  some  of  this  biirden, 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
enact  remedial  legislation;   and 

"Whereas  the  expenses  incurred  by  work- 
ers are  not  now  exempt  or  deductible  as 
expenses  from  Income  taxes;   and 

"Whereas  expenses  incurred  by  parents  for 
the  care  of  minor  chUdren,  whUe  said  par- 
ents are  employed,  are  not  deductible  from 
Income  taxes;  and 

"Whereas  coal  minera  now  receiving  pen- 
sions from  the  welfare  fund  of  the  United 
Mine  WcM-kera  of  America  are  taxed  on 
moneys  received  as  pensions:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Twenty-first  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Corigress  of  the 


United  States  be  and  it  Is  hereby  memori- 
alized to  enact  such  remedial  legislation  as 
may  be  necessary  to  permit  the  deduction 
from  Income  taxes  of  expenses  Incurred  for 
travel  to  and  from  work,  expenses  Incurred 
by  working  mothera  and  fathera  for  the  care 
and  maintenance  of  minor  children,  and  to 
exempt  from  Income  taxes  remuneration  re- 
ceived by  coal  miners  In  the  form  of  miner's 
pension:   be  It  fivther 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
furnished  to  each  House  of  Congress  and 
the  appropriate  offlcera  thereof." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  iden- 
tical with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance.) 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  19 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Congress 

of  the  United  States  to  enact  Senate  bill 

397  introduced  in  the   1st  session  of  the 

83d    Congress,   constituting   the   Slate   of 

New  Mexico  as  a  separate  customs  coUec- 

tion  district 

"Whereas  the  Increase  in  population  and 
economic  activity  In  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
has  resulted  In  excessive  administration  bur- 
dens for  the  customs  coUectlon  district  to 
which  the  State  of  New  Mexico  Is  presently 
attached;   and 

"Whereas  for  efficient  customs  administra- 
tion it  Is  desirable  and  feasible  to  constitute 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  as  a  separate  cus- 
toms collection  district;  and 

"Whereas  there  has  been  Introduced  Into 
the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress  Senate 
bUl  No.  397  which  If  enacted  would  constl- 
tirte  the  State  of  New  Mexico  as  a  separate 
customs  collection  district  with  ports  of 
entry  at  Coliunbus  and  Antelope  Wells,  and 
with  headquartera  at  Demlng,  all  In  the  State 
of  New  Mexico:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  and  It  hereby  is  memorial- 
ized to  enact  Senate  bill  No.  397  of  the  1st 
session  of  the  83d  Congress  constituting  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  as  a  separate  custonu 
collection  district  with  ports  of  entry  at  Co- 
lumbus and  Antelope  Wells  and  with  head- 
quartera at  Demlng  In  the  State  of  New 
Mexico;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  duly  enrolled  and  en- 
grossed copy  of  this  memorial  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to 
each  Member  of  the  New  Mexico  delegation 
In  Congress." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  Identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance.) 

To  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary: 
"House  Joint  Memorial  11 
"Joint    memorial    to    the    Congress   of   the 
United  States  and  to  the  New  Mexico  con- 
gressional delegation  relating  to  a  proposed 
amendment    to    the    Constitution    of    the 
United  States  to  effect  a  change  in  the 
method  of  electing  the  President  and  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico: 

"Whereas  the  present  system  of  election 
of  the  President  and  the  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States  by  the  electoral  college  is 
an  anachronism  In  the  20th  centxiry;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  system  Is  undemo- 
cratic In  that  It  allows  the  possibility  of  the 
election  of  a  President  with  a  minority  of 
the  popular  vote,  and  this  has  been  the  case 
In  three  presidential  elections  In  this  coun- 
try: and 

"Whereas  reform  In  the  method  of  electing 
the  President  and  Vice  President  is  urgenUy 
needed;  and 
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-WbantJi  It  U  necflssary  to  protect  tbe 
right  of  the  people  of  the  sovereign  States  to 
have  their  votes  adeqi^tely  reflected  in  such 
presidential  flections:  Mow,  therefore,  be  It 

"Raolved  by  the  Legislatwe  o/  the  State 
of  Vew  Jfezioo.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  memorialized  to  enact  leg- 
islation to  provide  that  a  {Hoposed  consti- 
tutional amendment  be  submitted  to  the 
sovereign  States  to  abolish  the  electoral 
college;  to  provide  that  each  State  retain 
the  same  number  of  electoral  votes  as  it 
has  Senators  and  Representatives  in  the 
United  States  Congress;  and  to  provide  that 
the  electoral  vote  in  each  State  for  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Vice  President  be  cast  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  of  popular  votes  cast 
for  each  candidate  In  such  election;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  an  enrolled  and  engrossed 
copy  of  this  memorial  be  sent  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  Senate  and  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  United  States  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives aa  well  as  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  New  Mexico  in  the  United 
States  Congress." 

(The  VICK  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  at  New  Mexico,  identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.) 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  S 
•Joint  memorial  by  the  2l8t  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  remove  the  prohibition  In  sec- 
tion I  of  the  comp€w;t  between  the  United 
States  and  the  State  of  New  Mexico  relat- 
ing to  the  sale,  barter,  etc..  of  intoxicating 
liquor  in  New  Mexico  to  Indians 

"Whereas  section  I  of  the  compact  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  State 
of  New  Mexico  provides  a  prohibition  against 
the  sale,  barter,  or  giving  of  intoxicating 
liquors  to  Indians,  and  the  Introduction  of 
BUCh  liquors  into  the  Indian  country;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  felt  that  the  Indians  of  this 
State  are  now  capable  of  engaging  in  the 
sale,  barter,  or  receipt  of  Intoxicating  llqucB-s: 
Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Sesolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
Of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be.  and  Is  hereby,  memorialized 
to  enact  adequate  legislation  to  remove  the 
restriction  contained  in  section  I  of  the  com- 
pact between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  which  provides 
a  prohibition  against  the  sale,  barter,  or  giv- 
ing of  Intoxicating  liquors  to  Indians;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  an  enrolled  and  engrossed 
c<H3y  of  this  memorial  be  sent  to  each  of 
the  representative^  from  New  Mexico  In  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States." 

To  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs: 

"Senate  Memorial  12 

"Memorial  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  regarding  the  construc- 
tion of  a  series  of  small  dams  at  the  head 
of  the  streams,  on  the  Coyote,  the  Agua 
Negra,  the  Cebolla,  the  Sapello.  and  the 
Manuelitas  Creeks,  in  Mora  and  San  Miguel 
Counties.  N.  Mex.:  (1)  A  dam  on  the 
Coyote  River,  near  Black  Lakes,  N.  Mex.; 
(2)  a  dam  on  the  Lujan  Canon  Creek, 
above  Chacon,  N.  Mex.;  (3)  a  dam  on  the 
Cleveland  Lake,  near  Cleveland.  N.  Mex.; 
(4)  a  dam  on  the  Cebolla  Creek,  below 
Rociada,  N.  Mex.;  <5)  a  dam  on  the  Sapello 
Creek,  near  San  Ignaclo,  N.  Mex. 

"Whereas  1.800  families  living  in  this  area 
of  small-income  farms  lose  their  crops  and 
labor  every  year  for  the  lack  of  water-storage 
facilities  to  carry  over  the  drought  period, 
between  June  15  and  July  15  of  each  year; 
and 

"Whereas  by  the  construction  of  such 
4Miia  an  adequate  water  supply  can  be  pro- 
Tldad.  and  thereby  benefit  1,600  families  to 


the  point  of  sufficient  incomes  to  maintain 
their  families,  make  the  area  a  prosperous 
farming  community,  and  an  asset  to  the 
State:   and 

"Whereas  investigation  and  research  show 
that  these  dams  can  be  constructed  very 
econonylcally  due  to  the  fact  that  they  are 
■mall;  and 

"Whereas  by  the  oonstnKtlon  of  such 
dams  a  normal  flow  of  water  can  be  main- 
tained on  the  creeks  the  year  round,  mak- 
ing fishing  and  hunting  another  asset  for 
the  benefit  of  all  the  people  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  and  the  Nation:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved  b?  the  Seriate  of  the  State  of 
Kev>  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  memorialized  to  take  proper  ac- 
tion toward  the  construction  of  the  afore- 
mentioned dams,  to  the  end  that  future  loss 
of  crops  and  farm  labor  and  distress  among 
the  families  of  the  small-income  farmers  be 
relieved;    be   It  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  memorial 
be  forthwith  sent  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  to  each 
member  of  the  New  Mexico  delegation  in 
Congress. 

"TIBO  J.  Chavkz. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Natalie  S.   Buck. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 

"Approved  by  me  this  11th  day  of  March 
1953. 

"Edwto  L.  Mechtm. 
"Governor,  State  of  Mexico." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  Identical  with  the  fore- 
going, which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.) 

"House  Memorial  9 
"Memorial  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  regarding;  the  construc- 
tion of  a  series  of  small  dams  at  the  head 
of  the  streams,  on  tlie  Coyote,  the  Agua 
Negra.  the  Cebolla,  the  Sapello,  and  the 
Manuelitas.  creeks.  In  Mora  and  San  Mi- 
guel Counties,  N.  Mex. :  (1 )  A  dam  on  the 
Coyote  River,  near  Black  Lakes.  N.  Mex.; 
(2)  a  dam  on  the  LuJan  Canon  Creetc, 
above  Chacon.  N.  Mex.;  (3)  a  dam  on  the 
Cleveland  Lake,  near  Cleveland.  N.  Mex.; 
(4)  a  dam  on  the  Cebolla  Creek,  near  Le- 
doux,  N.  Mex.;  (5)  a  dam  on  the  Manuellta 
Creek,  below  Rociada.  N.  Mex.;  (6)  a  dam 
on  the  Sapello  Creek,  near  San  Ignacio, 
N.  Mex. 

"Whereas  1.800  families  living  in  this  area 
of  small-income  farms  lose  their  crops  and 
labor  every  year  for  the  lack  of  having  facili- 
ties of  water  storage  to  carry  over  the  drought 
period,  between  June  15  and  July  15,  of  each 
year;  and 

"Whereas  by  the  construction  of  such  dams 
an  adequate  water  supply  can  be  provided, 
and  thereby  Ijeneflt  1.800  families  to  the 
point  of  a  sufficient  Income  to  maintain  their 
families,  make  the  area  a  prosperous  farming 
community,  and  an  asset  to  the  State;   and 

"Wheretu  investigation  and  research  show 
that  these  dams  can  be  constructed  very 
economically  due  to  the  fact  that  they  are 
small;  and 

"Whereas  by  the  construction  of  such  dams 
a  normal  flow  of  water  can  be  maintained  on 
the  creeks  the  year  around,  making  fishing 
and  hunting  another  asset  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  people  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
and  the  Nation:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  is  hereby  memorialized  to  take 
the  proper  action  toward  the  construction 
of  the  aforementioned  dams,  to  the  end  that 
future  loss  of  crops  and  farm  labor  and  dis- 
tress among  the  families  of  the  small-income 
farmer  be  relieved;    be   it   further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  forthwith  sent,  respectively,  to  the  Presi- 


dent of  the  United  States  of  America,  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Senate,  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  Hoxise  of  Representatives,  and 
the  Senators  and  Repreeentatives  of  New 
Mexico  in  Congress." 

"Houee  Joint   Memorial   14 
"Joint  memorial  memorlallElng  the  Congrese 

of   the   United    States   to   provide   for   the 

construction  of  a  water  storage   reservoir 

to  be  known  as  the  Nambe  Dam  and  to 

be  located  on  the  Nambe  River  within  the 

Pojoaque      Soil       Conservation      District, 

New  Mexico 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mextco: 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey,  the  National  Association  of  Soil 
Conservation  Districts,  the  New  Mexico  State 
Association  of  Soil  Conservation  Districts, 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Bconomics.  the 
United  States  Department  of  the  Interior, 
the  United  States  Fish  and  WUdUfe  Service, 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  the 
United  States  Forest  Service,  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  the 
United  States  Park  Service,  the  United  States 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  the  New  Mexico 
State  Lands  Office,  the  New  Mexico  Depart- 
ment of  Game  and  Fish,  the  New  Mexico 
Highway  Department,  the  All  Pueblo  Council 
and  the  Pojoaque  Soil  Conservation  District 
have  recommended  the  construction  of  a 
water  storage  reservoir  to  be  located  above 
the  Nambe  Falls  on  the  Nambe  River,  N.  Max.; 
and 

"Whereas  the  construction  of  such  reser- 
voir has  been  In  the  planning  stages  for  at 
least  30  years;  and 

"Whereas  such  a  storage  reservoir  ts  neces- 
sary for  the  storage  of  water  and  for  irriga- 
tion and  flood  control;  and 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  such  reservoir  has 
been  estimated  by  the  above  named  agen- 
cies to  be  »2 18.700;  and 

"Whereas  the  cost  of  such  reservoir  is 
minor  when  compared  with  the  Immediate 
need  lor  such  recervolr:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

•Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  and  it  hereby  is  memorial- 
ized to  enact  legislation  providing  for  the 
construction  of  a  water  storage  reservoir  to 
be  known  as  Nambe  Dam  and  to  be  located 
above  the  crest  of  the  Nambe  Falls  on  the 
Nambe  River  within  the  Pojoaque  Soil  Con- 
servation District.  New  Mexico;  and  be  it 
further 

■Resolved.  That  duly  enrolled  and  en- 
grossed copies  of  this  memorial  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  President  of  tlie  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representativea 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to 
each  Member  of  the  New  Mexico  delegation 
in  Congress;  and  be  It  furtlier 

"Resolved.  That  cerUfled  copies  of  this 
memorial  be  transmitted  to  each  of  the 
agencies  named  herein." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  two  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  identical 
with  the  foregoing  two  Joint  resolutions, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  ) 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  13 
"Joint  memorial  requesting  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  grant  to  the  State 
of  New  Mexico  for  the  benefit  of  the  Mu- 
seum of  New  Mexico  500.000  acres  of  public 
lands  of  the  United  States  within  the 
State  of  New  Mexico 

"Whereas  the  Museum  of  New  Mexico  is 
an  important  educational  and  scientific  in- 
stitution which  was  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  original  group  of  State  Institutions 
given  land  grants  by  the  act  of  Congress  of 
June  20.  1910  (38  Stat.  557);  and 

"Whereas  such  museum  conserves  and 
houses  Invaluable  collections  of  the  greatest 
cultural  Importance  In  the  fields  of  arche- 
ology, ethnology,  history,  and  art,  is  charged 
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with  the  duty  of  excavating  and  studying 
ancient  ruins  for  the  benefit  of  the  museum, 
the  preservation  of  archeologlcal  sites  in 
New  Mexico  and  the  publication  of  investi- 
gations of  the  same:  repairs  and  maintains 
various  historic  sites  and  State  monumenU, 
performs  In  part  a  national  duty  for  the 
people  of  the  United  States  In  helping  to 
preserve  numerous  archeologlcal  landmarks 
on  the  public  domain;  maintains  an  exten- 
sive research  library  In  the  foregoing  fields 
and  operates  numerous  branch  museums  in 
various  communitiee  of  the  State  of  New 
Mexico:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

■Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico: 

Section  1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  requested 
to  enact  a  law  granting  to  the  Museum  of 
New  Mexico  500.000  acres  of  public  land 
situated  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  not- 
withstanding such  lands  are  now  or  may 
hereafter  be  embraced  within  a  grazing  dis- 
trict authorized  under  the  act  of  Congress 
of  June  28,   1934  (48  Stat.  1369). 

"Swc.  2.  That  the  lands  requested  to  be 
granted  shall  be  held  by  the  State  under 
the  same  restrictions  and  limitations  as  those 
granted  by  the  Enabling  Act  of  June  20,  1910 
(36  Stat.  557). 

"Sec.  3.  Be  it  further  resolved  that  copies 
of  this  resolution  be  forthwith  sent  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  Senate,  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresenUtivee  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  New  Mexico  in  Congress." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislatiire 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  Identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.) 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  18 
•'Joint  memorial  to  the  President  and  Con- 
gress of  the  United  SUtes  relating  to  In- 
dians 

"Whereas  the  SUte  of  New  Mexico  has, 
since  ito  admission  to  the  Union,  had  a  large 
Indian  pooulation.  most  of  whom  are  wards 
of  the  United  States  living  upon  reservations 
supervised  and  controlled  by  the  Federal 
Government;  and 

•Whereas  New  Mexico  became  a  part  of 
the  United  States  more  than  100  years  ago; 
and 

"Whereas  this  legislature  does  not  feel  that 
the  Indians  living  within  this  State  have 
been  given  proper  opportunity  to  secure 
proper  education  and  to  achieve  any  sort  of 
economic  independence;  and  that  the  United 
States  has  not  assumed  its  full  responsibility 
in  this  regard;  and 

"Whereas  the  Indians  of  this  State  have 
demonstrated  conclusively  that  they  are  loyal 
subJecU  of  the  United  SUtes  and  have  served 
with  valor  and  distinction  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  and  that  they 
are  persons  who.  when  given  the  opportunity, 
readily  respond  to  our  educational  and  self- 
improvement  opportunities;  and 

"Whereas  the  welfare,  not  only  of  the  In- 
dians, but  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  and 
the   United   States   will    be   best  served   by 
changing  the  method  of  education  and  treat- 
ment of  the  Indian  to  develop  his  independ- 
ence, initiative,  and  economric  stability;  and 
"Whereas  within  the  SUU  of  New  Mexico 
the   different   Indian  tribes  have   adequate 
amounts  of  land  which  cannot  be  developed 
because   of    the   lack  of    necessary    modem 
equipment  and  because  of  the  unavailability 
of  the  necessary  funds  with  which  to  pur- 
chase said  equipment:  Now,  therefore  be  it 
"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  Senators,  and  Representotivee  of 
New  Mexico  In  the  United  States  Congress, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  be  memorialized 
as  follows,  to  wit: 


"1.  To  provide  educational  facilities  for 
all  Indians  of  a  quality  and  character  of  the 
type  now  being  enjoyed  by  the  students  in 
the  public  school  system  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico. 

"3.  Tbat  such  educational  facilities  be  pro- 
vided for  the  Indians  at  or  near  their  homes 
in  similar  manner  to  that  provided  by  the 
public  schools  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 
"3.  That  steps  be  taken  to  the  end  that 
the  Indian  people  be  educated  In  Vocations 
and  occupations  suitable  to  their  needs  and 
wherever  passible  unappropriated  waters  ad- 
jacent to  Indian  reservations  be  diverted 
through  proper  Irrigation  to  the  end  that  the 
agricultural  and  livestock  potential  of  the 
Indian  be  increased  to  further  his  economic 
self-sufficiency  through  agrtcvUture  and  stock 
raising. 

"4.  That  there  be  speeded  a  complete  lift- 
ing of  the  restrictions  imposed  on  the  In- 
dians as  wards  of  the  United  States  so  that 
their  initiative  will  be  ctiitivated  and  that 
they  be  asslmUated  as  full  citizens  with  all 
rights,  responsibilities,  and  privileges  thereof 
at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

"5.  That  the  Congress,  in  cooperation  with 
the  Interior  Department,  make  a  survey  de- 
signed to  make  available,  tinder  a  self-liqui- 
dating plan,  to  the  Indians  such  equipment 
as  they  might  need  to  reclaim  their  lands 
and  promote  modern  farming,  livestock,  and 
other  Industries. 

"8.  Be  it  further  resolved.  That  enrolled 
and  engrossed  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Senators  and  Representatives  of 
New  Mexico  in  the  United  States  Congress, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs." 

To  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce: 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  9 
"Joint  memorial  memorializing  Congress  to 
refrain  from  passage  of  United  States  Sen- 
ate bill  No.  281.  giving  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  jurisdiction  over  the 
discontinuance  of  intrastate  railroad  serv- 
ices 


"Whereas  there  has  been  Introduced  for 
consideration  by  the  1st  session  of  the  83d 
Cbngress.  Senate  bUl  No.  381,  giving  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  Jurisdiction 
over  the  discontinuance  of  intrastate  rail- 
road services,  in  certain  instances;   and 

"Whereas  this  proposed  legislation  is  clear- 
ly an  infringement  upon  the  sovereign  rights 
of  the  various  States  of  the  Union;  and 

"Whereas  such  legislation,  if  enacted, 
would  clearly  violate  the  spirit,  if  not  the 
letter,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  it  hereby  is  memori- 
alized to  Justify  the  faith  placed  in  its  Mem- 
bers by  the  electorate,  by  refraining  from 
enacting  into  law  said  Senate  bill  No.  281 
of  the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  dtily  certified  copies  of 
this  memorial  be  submitted  to  the  President 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  each  Member  of 
New  Mexico's  delegation  In  Congress." 

(The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  SUte  of  New  Mexico,  Identical  with 
the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce.) 

"Senate  Joint  Memorial  14 


"Joint  memorial  memorializing  the  Inter- 
sUte  Commerce  Commission  to  expedite 
hearings  now  pending  and  render  a  deci- 
sion equalizing  freight  rates  in  the  south- 
west region.  Including  New  Mexico 
"Whereas  New  Mexico  has  been  and  is  now 

■uflerlng    from    high    and    discriminatory 


freight  rates  to  the  detriment  of  develop- 
ment of  the  natural  resources  of  the  SUte; 
and 

"Whereas  new  Indtistry  Is  vital  to  the  eco- 
nomic development  of  the  SUte  and  the  well- 
being  of  Ite  people;  and 

"Whereas  it  is  diffictdt  If  not  Impossible 
to  attract  new  Industry  under  the  existing 
high  freight  rate  structure  with  which  the 
State  Is  burdened;  and 

"Whereas  hearings  are  now  pending  before 
the  IntersUte  Commerce  Commlsslcm  con- 
cerning freight  rates  in  the  Southwest  region: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico.  That  the  Interstate  Ccmmeroe 
Commission  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  memorial- 
ized to  expedite  the  hearings  now  pending 
and  render  a  decision  equalizing  freight 
rates  for  this  region;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  enrolled  and  engrossed 
copies  of  this  memorial  be  transmitted  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and 
to  the  Senators  and  Representatives  of  New 
Mexico  in  Congress." 

To  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 
"Senate    Joint   Memorial   3 
"Joint    memorial    to    the    Congress    of    the 
United  SUtes  requesting  the  enactment  of 
legislation  to  appropriate  moneys  for  the 
construction  of  Los  bteros  Dam  on  the 
Pecos  River  in  Guadalupe  County,  N.  Mex., 
for  flood  control,  power,  and  reservoir 
"Whereas  the  United  SUtes  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers  has   approved   the   construction   of   a 
dam  at  the  Los  Bsteroe  Damslte  for  the  ptir- 
poses  of  flood  and  sediment  control;  and 

"Whereas  there  is  a  great  and  urgent  pub- 
lic need  for  the  construction  of  said  Los 
Bsteros  Dam  to  prevent  the  destruction  of 
farmlands  by  flood,  to  Impound  waters 
needed  for  existing  Irrigation  projects  which 
is  otherwise  lost  In  spring  run-offs,  and  other 
beneflclal  uses;  and 

"Whereas  the  present  unrestrained  flow  of 
the  Pecos  River  above  existing  reservoir 
structures  on  said  river  causes  the  movement 
of  silt  into  said  reservoirs  and  thus  reduces 
the  usefulness  of  said  reservoir*  and  will 
ultimately  destroy  completely  said  exiting 
reservoirs,  as  storage  basins;  and 

"Whereas  the  construction  of  said  Los 
Bsteros  Dcun  would  eliminate  seasonal  tur- 
bidity during  seasonal  run-off  periods  and 
eliminate  excess  salinity  during  protracted 
dry  seasons  and  eliminate  ftirther  bank  cut- 
ting and  loss  of  land  caued  by  flood  stages  of 
said  Pecos  River :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  is  petitioned  to  authorize  the  i^jpro- 
prlatlon  and  transfer  of  such  amovmt  of 
moneys  from  the  general  fund  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  the  reclamation  fund  as  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  and  the  Secretary  of  War  report 
to  the  Congress  as  the  amount  of  the  total 
cost  of  the  Los  Bsteros  Dam  and  Reservoir 
on  the  Pecos  River.  N.  Mex..  and  that 
Congress  authorize  the  construction  of  the 
Los  Bsteros  Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the 
United  SUtes  Corps  of  Engineers  for  the  pur- 
poses of  controlling  floods,  regulating  the 
fiow  of  the  Pecos  River,  providing  for  stor- 
age and  for  delivery  of  stored  waters,  and 
for  other  beneficial  uses;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  memorial  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
the  Speaker  of  the  United  States  House  of 
Representatives,  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  In  Congress  from  the  State 
of  New  Mexico." 

TiBO  J.  Chavez. 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Natalie  8.  Buck. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate, 
ALvnr      Stockton, 
Speaker.  House  of  Representative*, 
LXUIUBN  C.  Hojiak. 
Chief  Clerk,  House  of  Representative*, 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before 
the  Benate  a  Joint  tesolutlon  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 
Identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Ck>nimlttee  on  Public 
Works. 

RESOLUTIONS  OP  STOCKHOLDERS 
OP  FARMERS  UNION  CENTRAL 
EXCHANGE.  INC..  ST.  PAUL.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record,  three  resolutions  adopted 
by  the  stockholders  of  the  Farmers 
Union  Central  Exchange.  Inc.,  at  their 
annual  meeting  in  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on 
March  5.  relating  to  the  commodity  loan 
program,  farm  policy  and  parity,  and  the 
completion  of  certain  multipurpose  dam 
projects. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To    tlie    Comnilttee    on    Agriculture    and 
Forestry: 
"CntTiFicAT*    or    Resolutions    Adopted    bt 

Stockholders  at  22d  AitiraAL  Meetimo  of 

Etockboldebs  of  Fakmeks  Union  Centsal 

Exchange,  Inc.,  March  5,  1953 

'Resolved,  That  this  meeting  records  its 
support  of  the  conimodlty  loan  program  and 
agricultural  conservation  payments  for  sou 
conservation;  and 

"Resolved  ftirth.er.  That  we  believe  that 
farmer -elected  community  committeemen 
should  have  responsible  participation  in  the 
administration  at  iarm  programs,  and 

"Resolved  further.  That  we  favor  further 
development  of  Federal  crop  insurance  so 
that  farmers  will  have  the  opp>ortunity  to 
protect  their  investment  in  producing  the 
Nation's  food  and  fiber." 

*>ARM  POLICT  AND  PARFTr 

"We  are  in  agreement  with  many  leaders 
In  the  major  phases  of  our  national  life — 
political,  economic,  social,  and  religious,  that 
the  family-type  farm  must  be  preserved  and 
protected. 

"When  the  farmer  raises. food  and  fiber  he 
Is  subjected  to  enormous  risks  and  uncer- 
tainties, both  in  the  yield  and  the  price  of 
his  crops.  In  the  national  Interest  these 
risks  must  be  taken.  But  it  is  neither  fair 
nor  economically  possible  In  this  day  and  age 
for  the  fanner  alone  to  bear  the  burden  of 
these  risks. 

"Hence,  during  the  past  20  years  we  have 
developed  the  principle  of  parity  Incomie  and 
parity  prices  for  farmers  and  legislation  has 
been  enacted  designed  to  make  parity  prices 
for  farmers  a  reality. 

"The  method  of  computing  parity  should 
provide  equitable  relationships  as  between 
commodities  and  as  between  the  farm  and 
nonfarm  portions  of  our  population. 

"The  method  of  computation  may  change 
as  conditions  change,  but  the  goal  of  100 
percent  parity  prices  for  all  farm  products 
should  not  change.  It  shoiild  be  a  perma- 
nent national  policy,  not  something  that 
shifts  with  the  winds  of  political  pressure. 

"Farmers  are  now  suffering  In  a  terrific 
economic  squeeze  between  rising  costs  and 
falling  farm  prices.  The  present  law  giving 
price  supports  for  basic  commodities  at  90 
percent  of  parity  will  expire  In  1954.  It 
was  supported  during  the  recent  political 
campaign  by  both  parties  and  their  candi- 
dates for  President.  It  was  recognized  as  a 
legal   and  otoral  commitment. 

"Therefore,  we  lure  amazed  and  dismayed 
to  see  that  tb*'lii#  is  now  being  adminis- 
tered with  obtlMV'reluctance  and  seeming 
antagoBiam. 


"We  call  for  the  fulfillment  of  preelection 
promises  so  as  to  end  the  fear  and  uncer- 
tainty oi  the  present  and  what  wiU  happen 
after  1954. 

"We  call  for  a  policy  of  disaster  preven- 
tion, not  disaster  reUef ;  tor  price  safeguards 
for  both  perishable  and  nonperishable  crops. 

"Our  stand  is  for  100-percent  parity." 

To  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 
"Certiticate     or    Resolution    Adopted     bt 
Stocilholdebs  at  22d  Annual  Meeting  of 
Stockholders  of  Faruess  Union  Central 
Exchange,  Inc.  March  5.  1953 

"Whereas  we  as  farmers  view  with  fear 
the  reports  in  newspapers  and  over  the  radio 
on  the  probable  changes  to  be  made  in  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration,  Rural 
Telephone  Administration,  and  public-power 
programs  affecting  millions  of  farmers  and 
farmer-owned  power -distributing  and  gen- 
erating co-ops;   and 

"Whereas  we  lielleve  these  bipartisan  pro- 
grams which  have  so  helped  agriculture  to 
provide  the  greatest  abundance  of  food  and 
fiber  production  this  Nation  has  ever  known 
should  be  strengthened  and  not  weakened; 
and 

"Whereas  due  to  lack  of  sufficient  power 
in  many  areas  of  the  country  at  the  present 
time,  together  with  constantly  increasing 
demands  for  electric  energy  by  farmers  and 
other  consumers.  It  behooves  us  to  seek 
more  low-cost  power-generating  facilities; 
and 

"Whereas  since  hydroelectric  power  gen- 
erated by  multipurpose  dam  projects  pro- 
viding power,  flood  control.  Irrigation,  recrea- 
tional facilities,  and  wildlife  conservation 
areas  have  proven  to  be  very  successful  under 
a  regional-development  basis,  such  as  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority;  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  urged  to  complete  with  all  speed 
all  such  multipurpose  dam  projects  by  pro- 
viding the  necessary  construction  and  ad- 
ministrative  funds;    and  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  we  again  ask  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  participate  with  the  Canadian 
Government  in  the  immediate  construction 
of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  River  sea- 
way." 


INCREASE  OP  FEDERAL  INCOME 
TAX  EXEMPTION— RESOLUTION 
OF  LOCAL  257.  BROTHERHOOD 
OP  RAILWAY  AND  STEAMSHIP 
CLERKS,  ST.  PAUL.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
Local  257.  Brotherhood  of  Railway  and 
Steamship  Clerks.  St.  Paul.  Minn., 
favoring  an  increase  in  the  Federal  In- 
come Tax  exemption  from  $600  to  $1,500. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  RscoRj).  as  follows: 

Broth^hood  or 
Railwat  and  Steamship  Clerks, 
St.  Paul.  Minn.,  March   13.   1953. 
Senator  Hubert  Humpheev, 
Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:   The  membership  of  this  Lodge 
No.     257,    Brotherhood    of     Railway     Clerks 
adopted  the  following  resolution  at  our  last 
regular  meeting  held  on  March  the  3d,  1953. 
Resolution:  "Be  It  resolved  that  Local  257 
favors  raising   the   Federal   Income   tax   ex- 
emption from  $600  to  $1,500." 

The  membership  feel  that  big  business  Is 
constantly  requesting  tax  relief  and  receiv- 
ing  certain    tax   reUef    under    many    loop- 


holes but  the  worker  still  has  to  carry  the 
full  load,  therefore  some  consideration 
should  be  given  the  worker.  Trusting  that 
you  will  give  your  support  to  any  bill  giv- 
ing relief  to  the  average  wage  earner  and 
attempt  to  Introduce  such  leglslaUon.  at 
the  earliest  opportunity,  I  remain. 
Sincerely  and  fraternally. 

Warren  J.  Koppt. 
Recording  Secretary,  Local  Lodge  ZS7. 


REDUCTION  OF  FEDERAL  INCOME 
TAXES— LETTER  FROM  UNITED 
STEELWORKERS  OF  AMERICA, 
ELY.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  letter  from  Steve  Mam. 
recording  secretary.  Local  1664,  United 
Steelworkers  of  America,  of  Ely,  Minn., 
relating  to  a  reduction  in  Federal  Income 
ta.xes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

United  Steelworkers  of  America. 

Local   Union   No.   16*4. 
Ely.  Minn.,  March  12,  19S3. 
Hon    Hubff.t  Humphrey, 
United  State.i  St'natr. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir  :  At  a  regular  meeting  held  on 
March  8,  1953.  by  Local  1604,  United  Steel- 
workers  of  America,  the  possible  reduction  of 
Federal  income  taxes  was  discussed  at  length 
and  tiie  fuUuwlng  action  was  unauimousiy 
appr  )ved.  Tliat  If  Federal  income  taxes  are 
tn  be  reduced,  the  amount  of  exemption 
allowed  each  dejiendent  be  raised  from  the 
present  figure  of  $600  Instead  of  a  percentage 
decrease.  We  feel  that  the  small-wage  earner 
needs  tax  relief  more  than  any  other  group 
and  the  increase  of  exemption  for  each  de- 
pendent would  be  most  equitable.  Your  care- 
ful consideration  of  tills  matCfer  will  be 
greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Steve  Mark. 
Recording  Secretary. 
P.  S — Wc  are  100  percent  In  back  of  you 
on  the  tidelands  oil  issue.     Keep  up  the  good 
work.. 


ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY— LETTER 
FROM  MINNESOTA  STATE  FEDER- 
ATION OF  LABOR.  ST.  PAUL,  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  letter  from  George  W. 
Lawson,  secretary  of  the  Minnesota  State 
Federation  of  Labor,  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  re- 
lating to  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Minnesota  State  Federation  of  Labor, 

St.  Paul.  Minn..  March  12,  1953. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphret. 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D  C. 
Dear  Senator  Humfhret;  The  executive 
councU  of  the  MLnnesoU  State  Federation  of 
Labor  at  Its  meeting  held  on  March  7  adopted 
a  motion  supporting  your  position  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  Waterway,  and  I  was  instructed 
to  notify  you  of  this  action. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Geo.  W.  Lawson. 
Secretary.  Minnesota   State  Federa- 
tion oj  Labor. 
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PRICE  SUPPORTS— RESOLUTIONS  OP 
FARMERS'      UNION     LOCALS     OF 

MINNESOTA 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  resolutions  adopted  by 
three  Farmers  Union  locals  in  Minne- 
sota— the  Farmers  Union,  Local  228. 
Roseau  County,  the  Normania  Fanners 
Union  of  Yellow  Medicine  County,  and 
the  St.  James  Farmers  Union.  Local  308. 
favoring  an  expanded  and  improved 
price-support  program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Salol.  Minr. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Hukpbret, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Humphrxt:  We,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Farmers  Union  Hay  Creek,  Local 
No.  228  (130  dues-paying  farmer  families), 
of  Roseau  County,  Minn.,  present  the  fol- 
lowing resolution: 

"Whereas  the  sectirity  of  thousands  of 
farmers  Is  threatened  by  Inflexible  farm 
costs  and  flexible  farm  prices:  and 

"Whereas  this  not  only  endangers  farm 
families,  the  Jobs  and  Uving  stai^dards  of 
workers,  the  prosperity  of  smaU  Independent 
b\islneas.  but  our  entire  national  economy; 
and 

"Whereas  President  Eisenhower  told 
farmers  : 

"  'I  firmly  believe  that  agriculture  is  en- 
titled to  a  fair,  full  share  of  the  national 
Income  •  •  •  a  fair  share  is  not  merely 
90  percent  of  parity   •   •    •   but  full  parity. 

"Therefore  we  urge  you  to  immediately 
take  such  actions  as  present  legislation  per- 
mlU  to  support  the  Income  of  livestock  pro- 
ducers and  to  also  outline  a  program  to  Con- 
gress which  will  assure  family  farmers  that 
the  President's  statement  on  full  parity  wUl 
be  realized  with  regard  to  all  farm  products. 

"Further,  we  want  our  own  elected  farmer 
committees  to  administer  all  our  farm  pro- 
grams, not  county  agents  who  have  un- 
Eiivory  connections  and  alliances  with  anti- 
farm  and  anliparlty  organizations." 
Respectfully  yours. 

Mrs.    Tileord    Wiciclander, 

Secretary. 

Norman  W.  Wahlstrom, 

Chairman. 

March  16.  1953. 
Hon    Hubert  H  Humphret, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Humphrrt:  We  the  members 
of  the  Normania  Farmers  Union,  Yellow 
Medicine  County,  urge  you  to  do  all  In  your 
power  to  have  legislation  passed  Inunediately 
which  will  support  prices  of  farm  commodi- 
ties including  jserlshables  at  100  percent  of 
parity  to  prevent  a  farm-led  and  farm-fed 
depression.  We  also  urge  you  to  support  and 
vote  for  the  oil  for  education  blU.  These 
resolutions  were  unanimously  passed  by  the 
Normania  Farmers  Union.  No.  24.  consisting 
of  125  farm  families. 

Ordux  Lousness. 
President.  Hanley  FalU,  Minn. 

JOHM  a.  ANDDtSON, 

Secretary,  CottontDOod.  Minn. 

We.  the  undersigned  members  of  the  St. 
James  Farmers  Union  Local  308.  resolve  that 
you  take  Immediate  action  to  write  an  ex- 
panded and  Improved  price  support  law  Into 
the  statutes.  There  should  be  several  Im- 
provements: 

1.  Support  basic  commodities  beyond  the 
expiration  date,  December  31,  1954,  and  In- 


clude oats.  rye.  barley,  flax,  and  soybeans  as 
basic  commodities. 

2.  Take  action  to  itablll»  the  price  of  beef 
and  pork.  We  feel  that  the  cattle  market 
has  already  been  allowed  to  go  far  too  low. 
and  that  a  lot  of  fanners  are  going  to  be  a 
long  time  recovering  from  the  loss  they  are 
taking  on  cattle  this  year. 

3.  Take  action  to  support  perishables,  so 
that  the  diversified  farmer  would  have  pro- 
tection along  with  the  grain  fanner. 


PUBLIC  DAMS— RESOLUTION  OF 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS  OF  MIN- 
NESOTA VALLEY  COOPERATIVE 
LIGHT  AND  POWER  ASSOCIATION. 
CHIPPEWA.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Minnesota  Valley  Cooperative  Light  and 
Power  Association,  of  Chippewa,  Minn., 
relating  to  public  dams,  be  printed  in  the 
Record  and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  and  ordered  to  be  »yrinted 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Minnesota  Vallet  Oooperativx 

LitiHT  AND  Power  Association. 
Ifonferideo,  Minn.,  March  30,  1953. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphret, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.   D.   C. 

Hon.  Senator  Humphrey:  At  a  regular 
meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Minnesota  Valley  Cooperative  Light  and 
Power  Association,  Montevideo.  Minn.,  which 
was  held  on  March  19.  1953.  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Motion  made  by  Albert  Wlndingstad.  sec- 
onded by  Alfred  Relshus,  that — 

"Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  certain 
members  of  the  Presidential  Cabinet  have 
suggested  that  the  big  public  dams  of  the 
Federal  Qovernment  be  sold  by  the  Govern- 
ment: Now  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Minnesota  Valley  Cooperative  Light  and 
Power  Association  express  their  opposition 
to  the  sale  of  any  public  dams,  as  being  con- 
trary to  the  public  welfare  of  the  Nation,  and 
that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  l>e  sent  to  the 
Senators.  Thte  and  Humphret,  and  Con- 
gressman H.  Carl  Andersen." 
Very  truly  yours. 

Oscar  W.  Swanson. 

Manager. 


electric  power  may  be  made  avaUable  in 
their  respective  service  areas  and  delivered 
to  the  load  centers  of  all  preferred  customers 
within  the  marketing  area  of  the  Bureau 
In  the  State;  said  plan  being  for  construc- 
tion of  a  230,000-volt  system  by  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  and  for  full  utilization  of 
existing  faculties  owned  by  the  cooperatives 
and  the  power  companies  for  subtransmis- 
sion  of  power  to  the  load  centers  of  the 
preferred  customers;   and 

"Whereas  we  believe  the  plan  to  be  eco- 
nomically sound,  and  to  be  consistent  with 
the  objectives  and  the  purpose  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  association:  Be  it 

"Resolved,  That  Minnesota  Electric  Co- 
operative does  hereby  endorse  the  plan  and 
the  agreement  that  has  been  made  by  the 
20  cooperatives  and  the  three  power  com- 
panies for  delivery  and  distribution  of  Mi&- 
Bouri  River  power  In  the  areas  in  Minne- 
sota affected  by  the  agreement;  and  be  It 
further 

"Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  the  9  Congressmen  and  to  the  2 
Senators,  Thye  and  Humphrey." 

To  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

"Resolution  4 

"Whereas  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  de- 
velopment will  provide  a  vitssl  and  economi- 
cal transportation  facility  and  electric  power 
for  defense  and  for  farm  and  industrial 
production;  and 

"Whereas  the  area  involved  has  vastly  in- 
creased its  demand  for  electric  power  as  it 
seeks  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  area  and  the 
national   economy;    and 

"Whereas  the  demand  for  such  transpor- 
tation and  electrical  development  is  pressing 
and  xirgent,  and  should  be  met:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Minnesota  Electric 
Cooperative  Association  does  insistently  re- 
quest the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at 
Its  present  session  to  enact  legislation  for 
the  development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way, In  cooperation  with  the  Canadian  Gov- 
ernment, and  in  accordance  with  the  state- 
ment of  policy  heretofore  adopted  by  this 
association  as  to  the  development  of  such 
natural  resources;   be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  immediately  forwarded  to  each  Member  of 
the  congress,  and  to  such  other  public  offi- 
cials as  may  be  Interested  in  or  have  respon- 
srjility  for  expediting  this  development." 


B 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  MISSOURI  RIVER 
POWER— ST.  LAWRENCE  SEA- 
WAY—RESOLUTIONS OP  MINNE- 
SOTA ELECTRIC  COOPERATIVE. 
ST.  PAUL.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  two  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  annual  conven- 
tion of  the  Minnesota  Electric  Cooper- 
ative, held  recently  in  St  Paul,  Minn., 
relating  to  the  distribution  of  Missouri 
River  power  in  Minnesota,  and  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway,  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Public  Works: 
"RescAutlon  1 

"Whereas  20  cooperative  and  three  power 
companies  In  Minnesota  have  developed  a 
Joint  plan  whereby  Missouri  River  hydro- 


RESOLUTTONS  OF  MEMBERS  OF 
BROWN  COUNTY  REA  COOPERA- 
TIVE, SLEEPY  EYE.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  three  resolutions  adopted 
at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  members  of 
tlie  Brown  County  REA  Cooperative,  held 
on  March  12,  1953,  in  Sleepy  Eye,  Minn, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry : 

"Whereas  It  Is  Imperative  that  rural  elec- 
tric cooperatives  have  the  right  to  con- 
struct and  operate  generating  plants  and 
transmission  lines;   and 

"Whereas  It  has  been  proven  by  history 
that  the  very  economic  foundation  of  the 
rural  electric  cooperatives  Is  dependent  upon 
an  adequate  power  supply  at  reasonable  rates, 
and  that  It  was  only  through  the  construc- 
tion of  generating  and  transmission  facilities 
by  a  few  cooperatives  to  serve  as  a  self-con- 
trolled yardstick  as  to  reasonableness  of  rates, 
that  the  economic  welfare  of  the  electric 
cooperatives  throughout  the  United  States 
has  been  protected;  and 
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"Whereas  the  Congren  of  the  United  itatee 
has.  In  the  past,  recognized  this  right  Now, 
therefore,  he  It 

"Btsolved  by  the  meir.bert  of  the  Urotm 
County  RBA  assembled  at  their  annual  meet- 
ing. That  we  urge  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  Senate  to  sui^port 
legislation,  to  protect  and  defend  the  r.-^ht 
and  opportunity  of  the  cooperatives  to  con- 
struct and  operate  generating  plants  and 
transmission  lines;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  we  urge  Congress  to  ap- 
propriate adequate  funds  fca:  this  purpose; 
be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  recolutlon  be 
sent  to  each  and  every  Member  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  from  the  State  of 
Minnesota." 

To  the  Committee  on  Appropriations: 
.  "Whereas  the  rural  electric  cooperatives  of 
Minnesota  have,  with  commercial  power  com- 
panies, presented  a  plan  tor  Joint  use  of  all 
available  electric  facilities  to  Congress  for 
the  distribution  of  Missouri  Valley  electric 
power  to  cooperatives  and  municipalities; 
and 

"Whereas  such  Joint  plan  Is  Impossible 
without  the  construction  of  Government - 
owned  230-kilovolt  transmission  lines  from 
Pargo.  N.  Dak.,  to  Fort  Randall  through  west- 
em  Minnesota;  and 

"Whereas  the  commercial  power  compa- 
nies have  declared  to  committees  of  Congress 
the  Impossibility  to  such  companies  to  fi- 
nance and  construct  said  230-kllovolt  lines 
for  distribution  of  Missouri  Valley  power  to 
cooperatives  and  municipalities :  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  requested  to  provide  the 
funds  necessary  for  construction  of  a30-kllo- 
volt  lines  through  western  Minnesota;  be  It 
further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  each  and  every  Member  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota." 

To  the  Conunlttee  on  Foreign  Relations : 

"Whereas  the  farmers  and  the  townspeople 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota  feel  that  the  de- 
velopment of  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway 
would  be  of  an  economic  benefit  to  the  State 
of  Minnesota  and  to  the  entire  Nation;  and 

"Whereas  there  Is  presently  p>endlng  In  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  bills  for  the 
development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway: 
Now.   therefore   be   It 

"Resolved  by  the  members  of  the  Broum 
County  Rural  Electrification  Association  at 
their  annual  meeting.  That  we  urge  the 
Members  of  the  Hovise  of  Representatives  and 
Senate  to  support  legislation  to  provide  for 
the  development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  water- 
way; be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  each  and  every  Member  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  State  of 
Minnesota." 


PRICE  SUPPORTS— RESOLUTION  OP 
FARMERS  OF  NORMAN.  MAHNO- 
MEN, POLK,  AND  CLAY  COUNTIES, 
MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
700  farmers  of  the  counties  of  Norman, 
Mahnomen.  Polk,  and  Clay,  Minnesota, 
in  a  meeting  on  March  9.  1953,  relating 
to  price  supports. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Recoiu>,  as  follows : 

Rbbolution  Adopted  at  Famm  Mkrikg,  Ada, 
Minn.,  Mabcr  9,  1953 
Whereas.  The  increasing  pressure  of  rising 
operating   costs -and   declining   farm   prices 


makes  it  very  essential  that  Congress  take 
action  to  extend  and  strengthen  the  farm 
price  support  laws:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  take  action 
at  this  seesslon  to — 

1.  Knact  a  system  of  price  supports  to  as- 
sure full  parity  Income  on  all  major  t&rra 
production.  Including  perishables,  based 
upon  a  realistic  parity  formula,  and 

2.  To  retain  the  system  of  democratically 
elected  farmer  PMA  committeemen,  to  con- 
tinue handling  of  AGP  conservation  pay- 
ments through  the  PMA  committees,  and  to 
Increase  appropriations  for  the  ACP  pro- 
gram: and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  700  Norman,  Mahno- 
men, Polk  and  Clay  County  farmers  assem- 
bled at  this  meeting  instruct  the  secretary 
of  the  meeting,  Lloyd  Mickelson,  to  transmit 
copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  President  of 
the  United  r.tates.  the  Secretary  of  AfiTicul- 
tiu-e,  and  to  each  member  of  Congress  from 
the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Llotd  Mickelson,  Secretary. 


tlnue  the  effectiveness  of  the  Missing 
Persons  Act.  as  amended  and  extended, 
until  February  1,  1954. 


AMENDMENT  OP  PAIR  LABOR 
STANDARDS  ACT— DEFINITION  OP 
EMPLOYE  E— RESOLUTION  OP 
MINNESOTA  POULTRY,  BUTTER, 
AND  EGG  ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Minnesota  Poultry,  Butter,  and  Egg 
Association,  of  Minneapolis.  Minn.,  re- 
lating to  the  amendment  of  the  Pair 
Labor  Standards  Act  by  clarifying  the 
definition  of  "employee." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Refobt  or  THE  Rksoluttons  COMHrrTEE, 
Minnesota  Pom.THT.  Butter,  and  Egg 
Association,   Minneapolis,   Minn.,   Maech 

10.  1953 

Whereas  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  Labor  has 
seen  fit  to  follow  the  concept  of  "dependency 
as  a  matter  of  economic  reality"  in  admin- 
istering the  wage-and-hour  law;  and 

Whereas  under  this  concept  an  employer 
could  be  held  liable  for  retroactive  overtime 
covering  the  employees  of  an  independent 
contractor  if  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division 
considered  that  this  contractor  depended  on 
this  employer  for  a  substantial  part  of  his 
Income;  and 

Whereas  Senator  Capehart,  Republican,  of 
Indiana,  has  introduced  in  the  United  States 
Senate  S.  471,  "A  bill  to  amend  the  Pair 
Labor  Standards  Act  by  clarifying  the  defi- 
nition  of  employee";    and 

Whereas  the  enactment  of  this  legislation 
is  vital  to  all  employers  In  the  pxjultry,  but- 
ter, and  egg  industry  who  use  independent 
contractors  and  contract  truckers:  There- 
fore be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Minnesota  Poultry,  Butter,  and  Egg  As- 
sociation go  on  record  as  favoring  the  Cape- 
hart  bill,  S.  471,  and  instruct  the  secretary 
of  the  association  to  send  a  copy  of  this  res- 
olution to  each  of  the  members  of  the  asso- 
ciation and  request  that  they  write  their 
Congressmen  and  Senators  and  urge  them  to 
support  this  bill. 

H.  G.  Mallon. 

President. 

ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  March  30,  1953.  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  1229)  to  con- 


BILLB  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  In- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and.  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

S.  1493.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  to  suspend  deportation  and  admit 
for  permanent  residence  under  section  344 
of  the  Immigrration  and  Nationality  Act  cer- 
tain aliens  who  have  served  honorably  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  tlie  Judiciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lehman  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der  a   separate   heading.) 
By  Mr.  POTTER: 

S.  1494.  A  bill  to  provide  that  time  spent 
as  a  civilian  internee  during  World  War  11 
shall  be  considered  as  active  service  In  deter- 
mining priority  for  induction  Into  the  Armed 
Forces  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  special- 
ists; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  MURRAY   (by  request) : 

S.  1495.  A  bill  to  establish  a  program  of 
grants-in-aid  to  assist  the  States  to  provide 
maternity  and  infant  care  for  the  wives  and 
Infanta  of  enlisted  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  during  the  present  emergency;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Minuur  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading  ) 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
(for  himself,  Mr.  Neelt,  Mr.  Beall. 
and  Mr.    Patne)  : 

S  1496.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  authorised 
amount  of  the  annual  Federal  payment  to 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  an  amount  equal 
to  25  percent  of  the  expenses  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina  when  he  introduced  the  above  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By   Mr.   KNOWLAND: 

S  1497.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Sebouh 
Amlrtan  and  Christine  Amlrlan;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   HUNT: 

S.  1498.  A  bill  to  amend  section  81.  Na- 
tional Etefense  Act,  as  amended  (32  U.  S.  C. 
171,  172,  173,  174,  175.  and  178).  to  provide 
for  the  ori^anlzatlon  of  the  National  Guard 
Bureau,  and  to  define  the  responsibilities. 
functions  and  duties  of  the  Chief  of  the 
National  Guard  Bureau,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S  1499.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Carl    A. 
Annis,  Wayne  C.  Cranney,  and  Leslie  O.  Tar- 
wood;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   CASE: 

S.  1500.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  permittees 
living    on    Indian    lands.    Oahe    Dam    and 
Reservoir  project,  South  Dakota,  and  others; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  TOBEY  (by  request)  : 

S.  1501.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  revoke,  amend, 
or  suspend,  under  certain  conditions,  water 
carrier  certificates  and  permits;   and 

3.  1502.  A  bill  to  extend  the  records  and 
rep>orts  provision  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  to  persons  furnishing  locomotives; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tobet  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear  un- 
der separate  headings  ) 

By  Mr.  BRIDGES  (by  request) : 

S.  1503.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  furnish  memorial  markers 
commemorating  certain  deceased  members  of 
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the  Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S  1504.  A  bill  for  the  relief  ot  the  estate 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  11;   to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary.     

By  Mr.  AIKEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Elx£Ndee)  : 
8.  1505.  A  bill  to  increase  farmer  partici- 
pation in  ownership  and  control  of  the  Fed- 
eral Farm  Credit  System;  to  make  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  an  Independent  es- 
tablishment of  the  Federal  Government;  to 
create  a  Federal  Farm  Credit  Board;  to  abol- 
ish cert&in  oflloes;  to  Impose  a  franchise  tax 
upon  certain  farm  credit  institutions;  and 
fur  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Aikkn  when  he 
inuoduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MALONB: 
S.  1506.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  provisions 
of  the  Sscurltles  Act  of  1933  and  section  3  of 
the  Securities  Bcchange  Act  of  1934;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Jackson)  : 
8.  1507.  A  bUI  to  authorize  the  modifica- 
tion of  the  existing  project  for  the  Columbia 
River  between  Chinook,  Wash.,  and  the  head 
of  Sand  Island  in  order  to  improve  facilities 
for  navigation;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  AIKEN: 
8  1508.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Borlvoje 
Vullch;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
8  1509.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  administra- 
tion of  the  national  forests;  to  provide  for 
the  orderly  use.  improvement,  and  develop- 
ment thereof;  to  stabilize  the  livestock  In- 
dustry dependent  thereon;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 
8.  1510.  A  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  March  20,  1923  (42  Stat.  466).  as 
amended,  to  certain   lands   In   the  State  of 
Montana,    and   for    other    purposes;    to   the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
S.  1611.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tamaml  Ku- 
suda:  and 

S.  1512.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Esth-r  Cor- 
nelius; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   BYRD    (for   himself  and  Mr. 
Robeetson)  : 
S.  J.  Res.  62.  Joint  resolution   to  establish 
the  Jamestown-Wllllamsburg-Yorktown  Cel- 
ebration   Commission,    and    for    other    pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


SUSPENSION  OP  DEPORTATION  OP 
CERTAIN  ALIENS 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  is  being  introduced  simultaneously 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  today  by 
Representative  Emanitil  Celleh.  to 
amend  the  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion Act  of  1952  in  a  minor  respect  in 
order  to  provide  relief  from  deportation 
to  illegally  entered  aliens  who  have 
served  honorably  in  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  the  Korean  conflict. 
in  World  War  II.  or  otherwise  for  a  pe- 
riod of  3  years.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  Joint  statement  being  issued  by 
myself  and  Representative  Cellkb  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  VIC:E  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1493)  to  authorize  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  to  suspend  deportation 
and  admit  for  permanent  residence  un- 


der section  244  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  certain  aliens  who  have 
served  honorably  in  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States.  Introduced  by  Mr. 
LEHMior.  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Ck)mmittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

The  joint  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Lkhmah.  is  as  follows: 

Joint  Statemzmt  bt  Bkmatoe  Lehman  Am 
Repbesxntative  Emanuel  Cxij:.xe  on  In- 
troduction OF  A  Bill  To  Amend  the  Im- 

MIGBATION  AND  NaTIONALTTT  AcT 

We  are  today  introducing  a  bill  to  permit 
veterans  who  have  served  honorably  In  the 
Korean  conflict  In  the  armed  services  of  the 
United  States  but  who  originally  entered  the 
United  States  illegally  to  be  relieved  from 
deportation  and  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
the  United  States  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Attorney  General. 

We  are  proposing  an  amendment  to  that 
section  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act  of  1952  which  provides  for  suspension 
of  deportation,  applying  that  suspension  to 
a  number  of  veterans  who  have  nobly  served 
the  United  States  but  who  have  remained  In 
the  United  States  In  technical  defiance  of 
the  law.  Most  of  them  came  over  to  this 
country  as  seamen  and  Jumped  ship.  They 
were  drafted  or  enlisted  in  the  armed  serv- 
ices and  served  honorably  and  In  some  cases 
with  great  distinction,  and  are  now.  despite 
their  services  and  sacrifices  In  the  cause  of 
the  United  States,  being  served  with  orders 
of  deportation.  The  present  law  is  so  re- 
strictive that  no  discretion  is  given  to  the 
Attorney  General  to  suspend  deportation  in 
these  cases.  The  entire  section  dealing  with 
suspension  of  deportation  needs  to  be  drasti- 
cally rewritten  In  order  to  be  in  accord  with 
the  traditions  of  the  United  States.  Legis- 
lation Is  now  being  drafted  which  would 
accomplish  this  among  many  other  sweeping 
changes  In  our  present  immigration  law. 
However,  pending  the  Introduction  of  this 
bill  and  eongresslonal  consideration  of  this 
overall  legislation,  we  feel  that  prompt  re- 
lief should  be  provided  in  this  restricted 
group  of  cases  which,  according  to  otir  in- 
formation, does  not  include  more  than  100 
individuals.  Some  of  the  cases  that  have 
come  to  us  are  truly  appealing,  including 
some  veterans  who  have  received  high  dec- 
orations for  bravery  and  gallantry  in  Korea 
and  elsewhere. 

During  their  stay  In  the  United  States, 
they  have  abided  by  all  our  laws  and  have 
shown  every  indication  of  being  good  cltisen 
material.  If  they  have  violated  any  law, 
suspension  of  deportation  would  not  apply. 
This  legislation  vrould  only  apply  to  the 
following  classes  of  veterans: 

(a)   Those  who  have  served  In  World  War 

n. 

(h)  Those  who  have  served  In  the  combat 
Zone  In  Korea. 

(c)  Those  who  have  served  for  periods  ag- 
gregating 8  years  or  more  In  the  armed  serv- 
ices of  the  United  States. 

They  must  be  certified  to  have  served  hon- 
orably and  to  have  been  honorably  separated 
from  the  services.  It  then  comes  within 
the  discretion  of  the  Attorney  General 
whether  to  suspend  deportation.  No  such 
discretionary  authority  Is  now  vested  in  him. 


MATERNiry  AND  INFANT  CARE  FOR 
WIVES  AND  INFANTS  OP  ENLISTED 
MElifBERS  OF  ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  MURRAY,  Mr.  President,  at  the 
request  of  the  American  Legion.  I  intro- 
duce for  apprc^riate  reference  a  bill  to 
establish  a  program  of  grants-in-aid  to 
assist  the  States  to  provide  maternity 
and  infant  care  for  the  wives  and  In- 
fants of  enlisted  members  of  the  Armed 


Forces  during  the  present  emergency.  I 
think  the  bill  is  of  major  importance, 
and  should  receive  prompt  consideration 
by  the  Congi-ess. 

I  take  this  opportunity  to  point  out 
that  it  L«  but  one  more  proof  of  the  fact 
that  the  Legion  concerns  Itself  primarily 
not  with  the  needs  of  veterans,  although 
it  does  discharge  that  obligation  too.  but 
that  first  and  foremost,  it  continues  to 
think  of  and  to  suggest  programs  de- 
signed to  meet  the  needs  of  the  men  and 
women  still  in  uniform,  still  on  the  fight- 
ing front 

I  have  said  I  am  introducing  the  bill 
by  request,  and  I  am.  But  let  there  be 
no  misunderstanding.  Upon  occasion 
that  phrase  Is  taken  to  mean  that  the 
p>erson  introducing  proposed  legislation 
is  not  committing  himself  to  its  supF>ort. 
In  this  case,  I  want  it  clearly  understood 
that  I  am  glad  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quest of  the  Legion  because  this  is  a 
bill  which  I  wholeheartedly  support.  In 
effect,  It  calls  for  the  reenactment  of  a 
program  which  I  helped  sponsor  during 
World  War  II.  and  which  at  that  time, 
proved  eminently  worthwhile.  The  bill 
proposes  a  reenactment  of  that  wartime 
program  modified  so  as  to  fit  today's  cir- 
cumstances and  designed  to  assure  our 
fighting  men  that  the  wives  and  children 
they  have  left  at  home  will  be  given  that 
necessary  medical  care  which  they 
themselves  would  have  striven  to  provide 
had  they  not  been  called  to  fight  our 
battles.  It  is  little  enough  for  us  to  do 
for  the  members  of  our  Armed  Forces. 
It  is  an  obligation  we  owe  them.  It  is  a 
program,  the  soundness  of  which  we 
have  already  proved.  It  is  a  bill  which 
should  receive  prompt  and  favorable 
consideration. 

Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a 
ixypy  of  a  letter  isuldressed  to  me  by  the 
Legion  requesting  the  introduction  of 
this  bill,  together  with  a  resolution  on 
the  subject  adopted  at  the  last  national 
convention  of  the  Legion.  I  ask  that 
both  be  set  forth  in  the  Record  at  the 
conclusion  of  these  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the. letter  and 
resolution  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
The  bill  (S.  1495)  to  establish  a  pro- 
gram of  grants-in-aid  to  States  to  pro- 
vide maternity  and  infant  care  for  the 
wives  and  Infants  of  enlisted  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  during  the  present 
emergency,  introduced  by  Mr.  Murray, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

The  letter  and  resolution  presented  by 
Mr.  Murray  are  as  follows: 

The  Ameeican  Legion. 
National  Lecislativk  Commission, 
Washington,  D.   C,  March   26,   1953. 
Hon.  James  E.  Mubxat, 

United  States  Senate,  Senate  Office 
Buildirig,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Deas  Senatoe  Muekat:  Enclosed  please 
find  copy  of  Resolution  No.  156,  adopted  at 
our  national  convention  on  the  subject  of 
emergency  maternity  and  Infant  care  for 
servicemen's  dependents,  etc. 

I  also  enclose  typewritten  draft  of  a  sug- 
feeted  fonn  of  hill  which.  In  our  opinion, 
would  carry  out  the  purpose  of  resolutkui 
No.  156,  and  we  would  appreciate  It  if  you 
coiild  see  your  way  clear  to  introduce  a  UU 
for  us  at  your  early  convenience. 
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Thanking  you  for  joxu  eonslderftUon,  and 
with  kind  personal  regards   T  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Mnxs  D.  KDonDT, 

Director. 

Child  WTLrutm — ^Emzboknct  HATtnirrrr  amb 

IKTAMT  CA««  foe  SK«VICn«KK'8  DCPDnWHTS 

Whereas,  diiring  World  War  n  a  system  of 
Emergency  Maternity  and  Infant  Care 
(known  as  EMIC)  was  established  to  provide 
needed  service  for  the  families  of  enlisted 
men:  and 

Whereas,  reports  from  the  departments 
show  that  there  Is  again  a  need  to  provide 
such  maternity  and  Infant  care  service  for 
the  families  of  men  now  entering  or  re- 
entering military  service;  and 

Whereas,  the  33d  national  convention 
meeting  In  Miami,  Fla.,  recommend  the  en- 
actment of  an  EUlC  program:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

Resolved.  That  we  urge  the  establishment 
of  an  Emergency  Maternity  and  Infant  Care 
program  similar  to  the  program  operated 
diirlng  World  War  n,  with  due  consideration 
given  to  correcting  any  inequities  which  the 
experience  developed  during  World  War  II 
may  have  revealed. 


ANNUAL  FEDERAL  PAYMENT  TO 
DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBLAf 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  myself,  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Nielt]  . 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Bkall], 
and  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Payn«],  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  increase  the  authorized 
amount  of  the  annual  Federal  payment 
to  the  District  of  Columbia  to  an  amount 
equal  to  25  percent  of  the  expenses 
of  the  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

On  March  2,  1953.  I  addressed  the 
Senate  on  this  matter,  and  attempted  to 
point  out  that  such  a  proiX)sal  would  be 
fair  and  equitable  in  meeting  what  I 
consider  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  to  share  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent in  the  expense  of  maintaining  the 
Federal  City. 

I  am  hopeful  that  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion will  receive  favorable  consideration 
at  an  earl^  date. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1496)  to  increase  the  au- 
thorized amount  of  the  annual  Federal 
payment  to  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
an  amount  equal  to  25  percent  of 
the  expenses  of  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Introduced  by  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina  (for  him- 
self and  other  Senators),  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 


AMENDMENT  OP  INTERSTATE  COM- 
MERCE ACT  RELATING  TO  REV- 
OCATION OF  AMENDMENT  OF 
CERTIFICATES  AND  PERMITS  OF 
WATER  CARRIERS  IN  CERTAIN 
CASES 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  by  re- 
quest. I  introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence a  bill  to  authorize  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  certain 
conditions  to  revoke  or  amend  certifi- 
cates and  permits  of  water  carriers.  The 
bill  is  part  of  the  legislative  program  of 


the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  me  explaining  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1501)  to  authorize  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  re- 
voke, amend,  or  suspend,  under  certain 
conditions,  water  carrier  certificates  and 
permits,  introduced  by  Mr.  Tobey  (by  re- 
quest), was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Tobey  is  as 
follows : 

Statiment  bt  Slnator  Tobey 

The  bill  was  Introduced  by  request  in  my 
capacity  as  chairman  of  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  It  is  part 
of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  and  is  similar  to 
the  bill,  8.  2364,  which  was  reported  favor- 
ably by  this  comnxlttee  after  extensive  hear- 
ings last  year. 

The  need  for  the  bill,  whicu  would  au- 
thorize the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion under  certain  conditions  to  revoke  or 
amend  certificates  and  permits  of  water  car- 
riers, arises  because  part  III  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  does  not  now  provide  revoca- 
tion authority  and  procedure  such  as  are 
found  in  part  n  and  part  IV  with  reference 
to  motor  carriers  and  freight  forwarders,  re- 
spectively. The  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  in  United  States  v.  Seatrain  Lines.  Inc. 
(329  U.  S.  424),  has  indicated  that  the  Com- 
mission is  without  authority  to  revoke  water 
carrier  certificates  or  permits  in  whole  or  in 
part,  once  they  have  become  effective  and 
the  time  fixed  for  requesting  rehearing  or 
reconsideration  has  pa^ed. 

The  bill  would  place  water  carriers  In  a 
position  similar  to  that  of  other  carriers. 
It  would  provide  the  means  for  a  more  flexi- 
ble and  equitable  control  over  the  supply  of 
domestic  water  transportation  than  is  now 
possible . 

The  present  lack  of  revocation  authority  as 
to  water  carriers  has  become  Important  be- 
cause a  considerable  number  of  the  prewar 
operators  have  found  it  impracticable  or  in- 
expedient to  resume  operations  since  the 
close  of  World  War  II.  Consequently,  exist- 
ing water-carrier  service  in  some  important 
areas  is  far  below  the  prewar  service.  The 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  re- 
ported that  about  one-fourth  of  the  pres- 
ently outstanding  water-carrier  operating 
authorities  are  not  being  used  and  that  in 
some  instances  this  condition  has  persisted 
for  some  time. 

It  has  been  further  stated  by  the  Com- 
mission that  the  traffic  and  revenues  of  car- 
riers on  the  Inland  waterways  have  Improved 
substantially:  but  that  the  coastwise  and 
Intercoastal  carriers,  hampered  by  constantly 
rising  terminal  handling  costs,  continue  vir- 
tually as  marginal  operators.  Package- 
freight  service  no  longer  exists  on  the  Great 
Lakes  and  less-than-bargeload  service  has 
all  but  disappeared  from  the  other  Inland 
waterways.  A  few  carriers  are  said  to  be 
experimenting  with  various  devices  and  proj- 
ects for  the  Improvement  or  resumption  of 
these  services,  but  little  tangible  progress 
has   been  made  thus  far. 

Dormant  or  unused  operating  rights  could 
be  a  major  cause  of  this  condition,  because 
the  existence  of  such  outstanding  certificates 
and  permits  may  be  revived  at  any  time, 
causing  an  adverse  effect  upon  old  and  new 
operators.  The  Commission  points  out  that 
the  existence  of  these  dormant  operating 
authorities  also  makes  it  difficult  to  deter- 
mine to  what  extent  duplicating  new  au- 
thorities should  be  granted  considering  the 
danger  of  an  eventual  surplus  of  competitive 


service  which   might  be  Injurious  to  both 
tlie  carriers  and  the  general  public. 

For  these  reasons  the  Commission,  be- 
ginning in  1947,  and  in  its  subsequent  an- 
nual reports  to  the  Congress,  has  recom- 
mended that  "part  III  of  the  act  be  amended 
by  adding  after  section  312  a  new  section 
(213a)  containing  provisions  for  revocations 
of  water  carrier  certificates  or  permits."  Ac- 
cordingly, the  Commission  at  the  hearings 
before  this  committee  generally  supported 
the  purpose  of  8.  2364.  but  suggested  certain 
amendments  for  consideration.  The  Com- 
mission's general  position  on  this  matter 
was  stated  as  follows: 

"Although  water  carriers  should  hare  rea- 
sonable protection  against  loss  of  their  op- 
erating rights  where  abnormal  or  special 
conditions  have  hindered  resumption  or  con- 
tinuance of  operations,  we  do  not  believe 
it  to  be  in  the  public  interest  that  certifi- 
cates and  jyrmlts  be  held  Indefinitely  re- 
gardless of  the  reasons  for  their  nonuse.  We 
believe  that  we  should  have  authority  to 
determine  upon  the  facts  of  each  case 
whether  operating  rights  should  be  revoked 
for  nonuse." 

The  principal  changes  suggested  by  the 
Commission  were  designed  to  make  It  clear 
that  the  revocation  authority  would  be  made 
contingent  upon  "willful"  failure  to  engage 
In  or  continue  service,  since  It  is  recognized 
that  the  nature  of  water  carriage  and  the 
size  of  equipment  used  Is  such  as  to  make 
it  impracticable  for  some  water  carriers  to 
provide  service  at  all  times  to  all  porta  with- 
in the  scope  of  their  operation  authorities. 
The  other  revisions  proposed  were  to  make 
the  language  and  terms  of  the  bill  conform 
more  closely  with  the  comparable  revocation 
provisions  of  part  II  and  part  rv  of  the  act. 
Other  witnesses  testifying  In  support  of 
this  bill  emphasized  the  need  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  having  dis- 
cretionary authority  which  would  enable  It 
to  take  into  account  "extenuating  circum- 
stances" and  to  exercise  such  authority  In 
the  event  of  a  "willful"  failure  to  operate. 
The  principal  opponent  of  this  bill  argues 
against  any  revocation  authority.  He  con- 
tended that  nobody  is  being  "hurt"  by  the 
existence  of  dormant  water  carrier  certifi- 
cates and  that,  considering  rapid  changes  in 
the  water  transportation  indxistry  and  with 
Increasing  rail  freight  rates,  "it  could  well 
be  that  an  unprofitable  water  freight  today 
will  become  profitable  this  year  or  next,  with 
the  result  that  adequate  transportation  serv- 
ices will  be  provided  by  present  holders  of 
certificates  or  permits." 

As  other  witnesses  have  pointed  out.  It 
would  appear  that  the  bill  should  provide 
reasonable  protection  of  the  operating  au- 
thorities of  water  carriers  who  may  be  com- 
pelled, by  the  force  of  economic  circum- 
stances, to  curtail  or  cease  their  operations 
temporarily.  The  suggestions  made  In  this 
regard  have  been  taken  into  account  In  the 
bin. 
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EXTENSION  OP  RECORDS  AND  RE- 
PORTS PROVISION  OP  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE  ACT  TO  PER- 
SONS FURNISHING  LOCOMOTIVES 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  by  re- 
quest, I  also  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  extend  the  records 
and  reports  provision  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  to  persons  furnishing 
locomotives.  This  bill  is  likewise  a  part 
of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
prepared  by  me  explaining  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bUl  wiU 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 


The  bill  (S.  1502)  to  extend  the  rec- 
ords and  reports  provision  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act  to  persons  furnish- 
ing locomotives,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Tosry  (by  request),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Tobey  is  as 
follows: 

BTATIMXNT  bt  8ENATOa  TOBET 

The  bin  was  introduced,  by  request,  in 
my  capacity  as  chairman  of  the  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  It  Is 
part  of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Inter- 
slate  Commerce  Commission,  and  is  similar 
to  the  bill.  8.  2353.  on  which  extensive  hear- 
ings were  held  last  year  by  the  committee. 
As  the  law  now  stands,  jjersons  furnish- 
ing cars  or  protective  service  must  grant  ac- 
cess by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
or  its  agents  to  the  records,  accounts,  and 
other  documents  which  pertain  to  the  cars 
or  protective  service  so  fiu-nlahed.  The  law 
also  authorizes  the  Commission  to  prescribe 
the  forms  of  all  records,  accounts,  and  memo- 
randa which  it  Is  authorized  to  inspect  and 
copy.  Furthermore,  the  ICC  is  authorized  to 
require  such  reports  as  it  may  deem  neces- 
sary and  may  require  persons  furnishing 
such  cars  or  protective  service  to  submit  their 
records,  accounts,  and  other  documents  for 
inspection  or  copying  to  any  of  its  author- 
ized agents  UF>on  demand. 

No  new  regulatory  problem  nor  any  signifi- 
cant extension  of  regulatory  authority  is 
dealt  with  In  this  bill.  It  simply  extends  the 
ICC's  authority  to  require  information  about 
relations  between  railroads  and  the  suppliers 
of  freight  cars  to  the  same  relations  with 
suppliers  of  locomotives.  The  legislation  has 
become  necessary  now  because  railroads  have 
In  recent  years  been  using  the  same  kind  of 
leasing  arrangements  for  their  locomotives 
that  they  previously  used  In  supplying  them- 
selves with  cars.  If  relative  degrees  of  Im- 
portance can  l>e  assigned.  It  would  seem 
even  more  necessary  to  cover  locomotive- 
leasing  practices  than  such  practices  In  re- 
gard to  the  furnishing  of  freight  cars. 

For  some  reason  a  misconception  about 
this  bill  developed  at  last  year's  hearings. 
A  couple  of  committee  members  assumed 
that  the  bill  gave  the  Commission  powers 
to  control  the  arrangements  between  rail- 
road and  lessor,  making  it  necessary  to  get 
ICC  approval  before  entering  Into  such 
equipment  lease  arrangements. 

This  is  not  the  case.  In  fact,  the  carriers 
themselves  would  not  be  affected  at  all.  It 
is  simply  a  matter  of  informing  the  Com- 
mission of  certain  matters  in  connection 
with  the  leasing  arrangements.  The  person 
supplying  the  locomotives  would  be  the  one 
required  to  make  any  rejxjrts,  not  the  rail- 
road. As  Commissioner  Mahaffle  pointed  out, 
there  have  been  no  objections  at  all  about 
the  way  this  requirement  has  worked  out 
as  It  concerns  the  supplying  of  cars,  and 
there  is  no  reason  that  there  should  be  any 
with  regard  to  locomotives. 

It  simply  boUs  down  to  the  commonsense 
fact  that  the  Commission  should  be  appraised 
of  details  concerning  any  arrangement 
whereby  the  railroads  do  not  own  their  own 
equipment. 

It  should  be  noted,  by  the  way.  that  the 
railroads  (the  AAR)  did  not  even  bother  to 
testify  on  this  legislation  last  year. 


FARM  CREDIT  ACT  OF  1953 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  and  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana [Mr.  Ellender].  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  increase 
farmer  participation  in  ownership  and 
control  of  the  Federal  Farm  Credit  Sys- 
tem; to  make  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis- 


tration an  Independent  establishment  of 
the  Federal  Government;  to  create  a 
Federal  Farm  Credit  Board;  to  abolish 
certain  offices;  to  impose  a  franchise  tax 
upon  certain  farm  credit  institutions; 
and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  an  analysis  of  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  analysis  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1505)  to  increase  farmer 
participation  in  ownership  and  control 
of  the  Federal  Farm  Credit  System;  to 
make  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  an 
independent  establishment  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government;  to  create  a  Federal 
Farm  Crelit  Board;  to  abolish  certain 
offices;  to  impose  a  franchise  tax  upon 
certain  farm  credit  institutions;  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Aiken 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  Ellender)  .  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

The  analysis  presented  by  Mr.  Aiken 
Is  as  follows: 

ANALYSIS    or   THE   PSOPOSEB   FAaM    CtLXDTt    ACT 
OF    1953 

The  principal  pvurpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  pro- 
vide for  Increased  borrower  participation  in 
management  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administra- 
tion. While  the  Administration  would  re- 
main In  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  It 
would  be  made  subject  to  the  supervision  of 
a  new  Federal  Farm  Credit  Board,  rather  than 
the  Secretary  as  at  present.  The  Board 
would  consist  of  13  members.  One  member 
would  be  appointed  from  each  of  the  12  farm 
credit  districts  by  the  President,  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from 
among  nominations  submitted,  respectively, 
by   (1)   the  national  farm  loan  associations. 

(2)  the  production  credit  associations,  and 

(3)  the  cooperatives  which  are  stockholders 
or  subscribers  to  the  guaranty  fund  of  the 
bank  for  cooperatives,  of  the  district.  The 
thirteenth  member  would  be  designated  by 
the  Secretary.  The  functions  of  the  Admin- 
istration would  be  carried  out  by  a  Governor 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  ap- 
pointed, and  subject  to  general  supervision, 
by  the  Board. 

In  each  district  3  of  the  4  district  board 
directors  now  appointed  by  the  Governor 
of  the  Administration  would  be  elected  as 
provided  in  section  15  by  (1)  the  national 
farm  loan  associations,  (2)  the  production 
credit  associations,  and  (3)  the  cooperatives 
which  are  stockholders  or  subscribers  to  the 
guaranty  fund  of  the  regional  bank  for  co- 
operatives respectively,  whenever  the  In- 
vestment of  the  United  States  In  the  Land 
Bank,  the  production  credit  associations,  and 
the  bank  for  cooperatives,  respectively,  for 
the  district,  falls  below  a  level  of  about  one- 
third  of  their  respective  capital,  surplus,  re- 
serves, and  guaranty  fund.  Under  present 
conditions  the  national  farm  loan  associa- 
tions arid  the  production  credit  associations 
in  all  12  districts  would  each  be  entitled  to 
elect  an  additional  director  under  this  pro- 
vision. 

In  addition,  the  bill  would — 

1.  Abolish  the  offices  of  Land  Bank  Com- 
missioner, Production  Credit  Commissioner, 
Cooperative  Bank  Commissioner,  and  Inter- 
mediate Credit  Commissioner. 

2.  Transfer  the  Division  of  Cooperative 
Marketing  to  the  Agricultural  Research  Ad- 
ministration. 

3.  Provide  for  payment  to  the  United  States 
of  a  return  on  its  Investment,  If  any.  in  the 
various  land  banks,  production  credit  corpo- 
rations, and  banks  for  cooperatives  as  set 
out  In  sections  10.  11,  12,  and  13.  At  pres- 
ent the  United  States  owns  no  stock  In  any 


of  the  land  banks.  The  production -credit 
corporations  are  wholly  owned  by  the  United 
States. 

4.  Permit  product  Ion -credit  associations 
under  certain  clrcumstanoes  to  raise  addi- 
tional capital  by  sale  of  a  new  class  C  stock 
to  Investors  and  production-credit  corpo- 
rations. 

Within  1  year  after  Its  appointment  the 
Federal  Farm  Credit  Board  would  recommend 
such  additional  changes  as  might  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  the  bill. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SECURITIES  ACT 
AND  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT 
RELATING  TO  NATURAL  MINERAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  de- 
signed to  release  the  stranglehold  which 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
now  has  on  the  mining  and  other  im- 
portant industries. 

The  mining  industry  Is  a  speculative 
business,  and  every  mine  is  a  financial 
risk  until  large  bodies  of  ore  have  been 
blocked  out.  Discovering  and  blocking 
out  the  valuable  ore  is  a  long,  expensive, 
and  financially  hazardous  process. 

After  the  valuable  ore  has  been  blocked 
out.  speculative  funds  are  not  needed, 
but  until  the  mineral  deposit  has  been 
developed,  venture  capital  must  be  avail- 
able. Unless  securities  can  be  sold  to 
raise  venture  capital  to  finance  the  dis- 
covering and  development  of  strategic 
and  critical  metals,  our  national-defense 
effort  will  be  seriously  jeopardized. 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
sion was  created  by  Congress  to  perform 
a  useful  function  in  preventing  fraud  and 
deliberate  misrepresentation  of  facts  to 
investors  by  requiring  that  the  truth  be 
told  to  the  public  before  an  offering  of 
stock  could  be  made. 

But  the  Commission  continually  goes 
far  beyond  the  functions  Congress  in- 
tended It  to  perform  when,  before  allow- 
ing stock  to  be  sold,  it  arbitrarily  at- 
tempts to  determine  the  ultimate  feasi- 
bility of  the  enterprise.  The  success  of 
a  mine  cannot  be  determined  until  the 
very  work  which  is  to  be  financed 
through  the  sale  of  securities  has  been 
completed. 

Until  expensive  exploration  has  been 
done,  there  is  no  way  to  tell  the  depth 
or  width  of  a  vein,  yet  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  often  assumes  the 
authority  to  arbitrarily  rule  on  the  feasi- 
bility of  the  mine  and  to  prevent  the 
sale  of  stock  on  the  strength  of  their 
ruling.  In  this  way.  private  venture 
capital  is  prevented  from  flowing  into  the 
mining  industry,  and  without  it  undeter- 
mined amounts  of  mineral  wealth  lie  un- 
discovered and  undeveloped. 

Furthertnore,  the  mining  industry  suf- 
fers additional  injuries  when  hearings 
are  called,  or  official  statements  are  made 
by  the  Commission,  before  a  proper  in- 
vestigation has  been  made,  indicating 
fraud  or  lack  of  feasibility.  This  pro- 
cedure has  the  effect  of  scaring  the  po- 
tential investor,  then  even  if  the  enter- 
prise seeking  a  permit  to  sell  stock  is 
completely  cleared,  its  reputation  is  be- 
smirched and  the  only  recourse  is  to  give 
up  the  project,  because,  Mr.  President, 
although  new  venture  capital  must  be 
given  every  encouragement  in  order  to 
finance  development  of  the  strategic  and 
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criUcal  minerals  of  this  Nation,  the  Se- 
curities and  Exchange  Commission  has 
practically  paralyzed  the  private  capital 
market  and  this  situation  must  be  cured 
at  cnce. 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
sion, legislating  through  the  mediiim  of 
its  rule-making  power,  has  seriously  hurt 
the  mining  industry,  and  retarded  many 
worthwhile  developments  in  other  fields. 
If  this  Nation  is  to  keep  up  the  pro- 
duction of  strategic  and  critical  minerals 
necessary  for  national  security,  private 
capital  must  be  readily  available  and  the 
regulation  for  sale  of  securities  must  be 
done  in  the  manner  authorized  by  the 
Congress  and  not  by  the  tyrannical 
methods  of  the  Commission.  This  abuse 
of  the  power  granted  by  Congress  must 
be  stopped. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  to  promote  the 
cause  of  national  defense  by  helping  the 
mining  industry  to  get  necessary  working 
capital,  I  introduce  the  biU.  to  be  referred 
to  the  proper  committee,  to  amend  cer- 
tain provisions  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  and  section  3  of  the  Securities  Ex- 
change Act  of  1934,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  be  printed  at  this  point 
In  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1506)  to  amend  certain  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  and  section  3  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  RECORD,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  subsection  (a)  of 
section  3  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  Is  amended  by  adding  thereto  a 
new  paragraph  as  follows : 

"(12)  Any  security  the  Issuer  of  which  Is 
engaged  In  the  exploration  and  development 
of  natural  mineral  resources:  Provided,  That 
the  issuer  shall  file  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  CJommlsslon,  before  a  public  offer- 
ing is  made,  a  written  statement  containing 
substantially  the  following  Information: 
The  full  name  and  complete  mailing  address 
of  (a)  the  issuer,  (b)  the  directors  and 
ofScers  of  the  issuer,  (c)  the  person  by  or  on 
behalf  of  whom  the  offering  is  to  be  made, 
and  (d)  the  principal  underwriter  of  the  se- 
cvirities  to  be  offered:  the  title  and  amount  of 
the  security  to  be  offered;  the  amount  of  the 
offering  and  of  the  underwriting  discounts 
and  commission;  the  date  of  the  proposed 
offering;  the  States  in  which  it  is  proposed  to 
sell  the  security;  the  purpose  for  which  the 
net  proceeds  are  to  be  used;  and  three  copies 
of  every  written  communication,  advertise- 
ment, or  radio  broadcast  to  be  delivered 
thereafter  to  investors  by  the  issuer  or  the 
principal  underwriter  of  any  such  security 
to  more  than  twenty-five  persons." 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  19  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  as  amended.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  When  in  possession  of  written  evi- 
dence and  facts  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  clearly  Jiistify  an  investigation 
for  the  enforcement  of  th\a  title,  and  upon 
its  written  order,  any  member  of  the  Com- 
mission, or  any  officer  or  officers  designated 
by  it.  is  empowered  to  administer  oaths  and 
affirmations,  subpena  witnesses,  take  evi- 
dence, and  require  the  production  of  any 
books,  papers,  or  other  documents  which  the 
Commission  deems  relevant  or  material  to 
the  inquiry.  Such  hearings  and  investiga- 
tions as  may  be  required  shall  be  held  in 
such  place  or  places  as  the  Commlflsion  may 
desi^ate.  but  no  witness  shall  be  required 
by  subpena  to  appear  at  a  place  outside  the 
idicial  district  in  which  he  may  re- 
it  his  consent." 


Sec.  3.  Subeectlon  (a)  of  section  20  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  as  amended,  is  amend- 
ed to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  sec- 
tion 8  of  this  title,  the  Commission  shall 
investigate  only  such  violations  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  title  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation 
prescribed  under  authority  thereof,  as  shall 
be  based  upon  a  written  complaint  of  a  per- 
son outside  the  staff  of  the  Commission  set- 
ting forth  material  facts  and  circumstances 
showing  that  a  substantial  violation  has  oc- 
curred or  is  about  to  occur,  and  the  Com- 
mission may  thereupon,  if  in  its  opinion  the 
public  interest  will  thereby  be  served,  au- 
thorize an  investigation  by  written  order, 
and  a  copy  of  such  order  and  written  com- 
plaint shall  be  made  available  promptly  to 
the  person  subject  to  the  Investigation." 

Sbc.  4.  Section  21  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  is  amended  by  iidding  thereto  a  new 
sentence  to  read  as  follows:  "Any  person 
who  is  under  investigation  and  who  shall 
testify  in  such  hearings  or  in  any  preliminary 
Investigation  shall  be  permitted  to  obtain 
at  cost  a  copy  of  his  testimony  and  to  be 
represented  by  counsel." 

SBC.  6.  Section  3  of  the  Securities  Ex- 
change Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  adding  thereto  a  new  subsection  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(d)  No  provision  of  this  title  shall  apply 
to,  or  be  deemed  to  include,  any  market 
place  or  facilities  for  the  purchase  and  sale 
of  seciu-lties  of  an  issuer  engaged  exclusively 
in  the  exploitation,  development,  or  opera- 
tion of  mines,  or  in  the  exploitation,  develop- 
ment, and  production  of  oil,  gas,  or  other 
natural  mineral  resources." 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Location  Act — the  1872  mining  claim 
legislation — is  the  last  resort  of  the 
prospector  or  small  miner. 

It  is  the  only  chance  for  the  man  who 
is  wUling  to  work,  to  take  his  grubstake 
into  the  mountains  and  deserts — and  to 
locate  his  claim,  filing  only  with  the 
county  clerk  for  a  small  fee — and  then 
owning  his  ground  as  long  as  he  does 
$100's  worth  of  work  a  year  in  the  devel- 
opment of  his  property. 

Let  us  remove  the  handicaps  and  bar- 
riers so  that  he  may  develop  the  mineral 
deposits  of  this  Nation. 


District  of  Columbia  be  discharged  from 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2277)  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  incorporate  the  Roosevelt 
Memorial  Association."  approved  May  31, 
1920.  so  as  to  change  the  name  of  such 
Association  to  "Theodore  Roosevelt  As- 
sociation." and  for  other  purposes,  r.nd 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  I  am  advised  by  the  Par- 
liamentarian that  It  would  be  appropri- 
ate to  have  the  bill  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


REVISION  AND  REPRINT  OP  PAM- 
PHLET ENTITLED  "OUR  AMERI- 
CAN GOVERNMENT" 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  24) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Houxe  of  Rev- 
resentatives  concurring) .  That  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  revise,  by  bringing  up  to 
date,  the  pamphlet  entitled  "Our  American 
Government,"  as  set  out  in  House  Document 
465.  79th  Congress. 

Sec.  2.  Such  revised  pamphlet  shall  be 
printed  as  a  Senate  document,  and  there  be 
printed  100,000  additional  copies  of  which 
24,750  copies  shall  be  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate:  66.150  copies  for  the  use  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  3,100  for  the  Senate 
Document  Room  and  6,000  for  the  House 
Document  Room. 


CHANGE  IN  NAME  OP  ROOSEVELT 
MEMORIAL  ASSOCIATION  TO  THE- 
ODORE ROOSEVELT  ASSOCIA- 
TION— CHANGE  OP  REFERENCE 

Mr.  CASE.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Committee  on  the 
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ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 

Letter  regarding  a  military  deficit,  written 
by  Senator  Jackson  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

Statement    on    political    investigations    of 
universities  Issued  by  the  Princeton  Univer- 
sity Chapter,  American  Association  oX  Uni- 
versity Professors. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

Article  entitled  "A  Glorious  Gamble,"  writ- 
ten by  the  Rev.  Frederick  Brown  Harris, 
Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  and  published  in 
the  Washington  Sunday  Star  of  March  29, 
1953. 

Statement  Issued  by  certain  mayort  of 
American  cities  dealing  wlUx  offabore  oil 
lands. 

By  Mr.  BRICKER: 

Editorial  entitled  "Brlcker  Presees  Vital 
Safeguard."  published  in  the  Ashtabula 
(Ohio)   Star-Beacon  of  March  23,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "The  Question  of  Trea- 
ties." published  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal 
of  March  26.  1953. 


NEED  FOR  A  NEW  BRAND  OP 
DIPLOMACY 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
proud  to  count  among  my  good  friends 
Prof.  Charles  Roger  Hicks,  of  the  de- 
partment of  history  and  and  political 
science  of  the  University  of  Nevada. 
Professor  Hicks  and  I  maintain  a  corre- 
spondence which  is  not,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
regular,  but  which  is  always,  to  me,  en- 
lightening. 

Professor  Hicks  has  written  me  a  let- 
ter— he  wrote  it  on  St.  Patrick's  Day — 
which  expresses  so  well  and  so  forcefully 
feelings  which  I  have  myself  held  for  a 
long  time,  that  I  want  to  take  this  op- 
portunity to  endorse  and  underline  what 
he  has  written.  The  letter  is  short,  all  on 
one  page,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  may  be  printed  in  full  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Untversitt  of  Nevada, 
Reno.  Nev..  March  17,  1953. 
Senator  Pat  McCarran. 

Esteemed  Frttud:  Generally  speaking,  the 
following  proposition  holds  true:  At  the 
time  we,  as  a  nation,  were  physically  weak. 
we  were  diplomatically  strong;  and  since  we 


have  been  physically  strong,  we  have  been 
diplomatically  weak. 

The  period  of  our  physical  weakness  and 
diplomatic  strength  ended  with  the  admin- 
istration of  Theodore  Roosevelt.  Since  then 
we  have  been  apj>eased  and  pussyfooted  in- 
to two  great  World  Wars  and  into  the  present 
Korean  mess. 

It  is  time  to  act  our  age.  It  Is  time  to 
revert  to  shirt-sleeve  and  big-stick  diploma- 
cy. It  is  time  to  resume  our  old  custom 
of  calling  a  spade  a  spade.  It  is  time  again 
to  stand  up  for  principles  of  right  and  de- 
cency in  our  relations  with  foreign  powers. 
It  Is  time  to  take  the  Initiative  away  from 
the  Russians.  It  U  time  to  encourage  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower  in  the  firm  policy  with 
which  he  started  his  regime  and  to  take 
steps  to  prevent  him  from  falling  before  the 
specious  arguments  of  the  Acheson  crew.  It 
is  time  to  give  full  and  complete  support  to 
Chiang  Kai-shek,  time  to  blockade  the  China 
coast  and  time  to  bomb  across  the  Yalu. 

Appeasement  always  leads  to  war.  Posi- 
tive action  has,  in  Umes  past,  prevented 
wars;  and  may  prevent  another  all-out  and 
wide-spread  conflict.  Russia  respects  force 
alone.  Russia  will  start  a  war,  a  war  to  the 
finish,  when  she  thinks  the  omens  to  be 
favorable — and  not  before.  If  Russia  is 
bluffing,  let  us  call  her  bluff;  If  she  U  serious 
In  her  menacing  actions  then  let  us  see  to 
It  that  she  throws  down  the  gauntlet,  and 
have  an  end  to  perslfl-'^e.  insults,  and  to 
devious  maneuvers.  If  there  must  be  war 
let  us  have  war  and  an  eventual  end  to  the 
drain  on  our  resources  and  manpower.  Be 
sure  that  the  God  of  Hosts  wUl  be  with  us 
and  against  the  malevolent  gods  of  the 
Kremlin. 

For  God's  sake,  for  our  country's  sake,  and 
for  the  sake  of  our  children  let  us  act  as  If 
we  had  some  guts. 

Faithfully  yours. 

CHAKLES  ROOn  HICKS. 

Mr,  MALONE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  understand  that  earlier  to- 
day my  colleague  [Mr.  McCarranI  had 
printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  regarding 
the  necessity  for  a  strong  foreign  policy, 
written  by  Mr.  Charles  Roger  Hicks,  pro- 
fessor of  the  department  of  history  and 
poliUcal  science  of  the  University  of 
Nevada.  I  received  from  Professor 
Hicks  a  similar  letter  in  which  he  ap- 
plies to  the  subject  of  foreign  poUcy  con- 
siderable common  sense,  which  has  been 
a  rare  commodity  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington for  some  time. 

I  had  intended  to  present  the  letter 
from  Professor  Hicks  to  the  Senate,  but. 
inasmuch  as  my  colleague  has  had 
printed  the  one  received  by  him.  I  shall 
content  myself  with  this  brief  statement. 


COMPARISON  OP  COMPENSATION 
OF  AMERICAN  AND  ALIEN  SEA- 
MEN 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  an  unsolicited,  letter 
which  I  have  received  from  a  Marine 
chief  engineer.  The  letter  is  extremely 
interesting,  because  the  writer  enclosed 
three  hypothetical  wage  vouchers  to  il- 
lustrate how  alien  seamen  fare  better 
than  American  citizens,  from  the  stand- 
point of  take-home  pay  for  a  given 
amount  of  work. 

These  computations  show  that  for  an 
equal  amoimt  of  work,  an  unmarried 
American  citizen  seaman  would  receive 
$411  in  take-home  pay.  an  American 
citizen  seaman,  married,  would  receive 
$433.50.  and  an  alien  seaman  would  re- 
ceive $495.87. 


Perhaps  these  figures  do  not  mean 
very  much,  and  I  do  not  offer  them  as 
proof  of  anything  at  all.  but  I  think 
some  of  my  colleagues  may  be  very  much 
interested  in  them.  Therefore.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  letter  and  the  three  vouchers  at- 
tached may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  vouchers  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Watexman  Steamship  Corp.. 
East  Lynn,  Mass.,  March  11,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Mr.  McCarean, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir  :  In  spite  of  all  the  criticisms  and 
that  some  Members  of  the  83d  Congress  will 
try  to  introduce  sjnendments  to  the  Mc- 
Carran-WaJter  Act,  I  admire  the  principles 
behind  such  legislation. 

I,  as  a  seaman,  naturally  have  heard  pro 
and  con  discussions  as  to  the  justification 
of  this  act;  but  I  have  also  heard  more  re- 
marks from  immigration  officers  in  favor  of 
than  against.  For  example,  "Now  we  have 
something  to  work  on"  said  by  immigration 
officers  in  reference  to  crew  members  that 
are  aliens  during  entry  after  a  vessel  has  re- 
turned from  a  foreign  voyage.  It  is  very  in- 
teresting to  listen  to  the  answers  from  alien 
seamen  when  they  are  asked,  "How  did  you 
originally  enter  the  United  States?"  The 
usual  answer  U.  "I  Jumped  ship." 

In  reference  to  the  law  that  all  seamen 
must  be  screened.  I  not  only  think  it  was  a 
very  wise  move  and  a  protective  measure 
against  subversive  activities;  but  I  also  have 
found  that  most  seamen  that  had  clear  rec- 
ords did  not  object  to  this  screening.  What 
loyal  American  would? 

I  have  enclosed  three  Imaginary  wage 
vouchers  to  illustrate  how  nonresident  aliens 
are  benefited  under  the  present  income  tax 
laws  Many  of  these  aliens  are  full-fledged 
union  members  that  have  full  protection 
from  their  union.  Many  are  very  miUtant 
union  members  and  take  very  active  parts  in 
unionism  aboard  our  ships.  I  might  add 
that  it  is  not  easy  to  take,  one  as  a  citizen 
being  obligated  to  their  demands  and  then 
still  have  to  abide  by  otir  income  tax  laws, 
and  they  conUibute  practicaUy  nothing  for 
the  privilege  of  living  by  United  States 
standards.  Of  course,  there  are  some  aliens 
that  have  the  proper  attitude  by  giving  a 
maUing  address  and  then  are  subject  to  our 
income  tax  laws.  This,  of  course,  is  with  the 
idea  in  mind  of  obtaining  citizenship  papers 
more  easily. 

The  imaginary  vouchers  are  made  up  of 
typical  cases  illustrating  a  married  man  with 
one  chUd,  a  single  man.  and  a  nonresident 
alien  giving  their  basic  salary  and  the  ap- 
proximate amount  of  overtime  earned,  which 
\a  governed  by  union  contracts;  giving  the 
exemption  of  •140  per  day  to  nonresident 
alien  seamen  that  citizens  are  not  entiUed 
to-  and  giving  the  taxes  that  citizens  are 
subjected  to.  It  is  quite  obvious  why  non- 
resident aliens  do  not  want  to  declare  a  resi- 
dent address. 

Forgive  me  for  taking  your  valuable  time, 
but  I  feel  that  a  man  of  your  Integrity  and 
ideals,  of  protect  America.  Is  of  the  calil>er 
to  have  this  unjust  tax  condition  brought 
before  the  Congress  when  they  battle  the  tax 
reduction. 

Again.  I  want  to  congratulate  you  on  your 
ideals  that  you  must  have  had  In  mind  to 
foster  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 
I  remain. 

Sincerely  yoxus. 

I.  H.  Rmiaa. 
Ctiief  Engineer,  S.  S.  "Gateway  City." 

Z.  M.  Dunn. 

jf  aster. 


Waterman  Steamship  Corp. — Wage  Vouches 

Date:  January  30.  1951. 

Vessel:  Gatevmy  City.  Port,  New  York. 
Voyage:  53. 

Name:  John  Doe.  S.  S.  No.  9.  Rating 
able-bodied  seaman. 

Wages  from  Janufiry  1  to  January  30;  30 
days;  rate,  $302.32. 

Bonus:  From  January  12  to  January  21; 
10  days;  rate  par  day,  $2.50. 

Overtime:  100  hours;  rate,  $1.87. 

Gross  amount,  $514.32. 

information,  social -securttt  and  wtth- 

HOLJ}lNG  RECORDS 

Total  wages,  bonus  and  overtime,  $514.32. 
Subsistence   allowance:    Niunber   of   days, 


30. 

Rate  per  day,  $1,  equals  $30. 

Old-age  benefits  tax,  IVa  percent  of  gross 
earnings,  (8.16. 

U.I. —     /lO  of  1  percent  of  $2.16. 

Withholding  tax   (niunber  of  exemptions, 
3).  $70.50. 

Gross  earnings:   $54432. 

Total  deductions.  $80.82. 

Balance  due.  $433.50. 

Received  payment  in  full. 

John  Doc. 

Payee. 


Waterman  Steamship  Corp. — Wack  Vouchee 

Date:  January  30,  1953. 

Vessel:  Gateway  City.  Port:  New  YotIc 
Voyage:  53. 

Name:  John  Doe.  B.  S.  No.  5.  Rating: 
Able-bodied  seaman. 

Wages  from  January  1  to  January  30:  30 
days:    rate:    $302.32. 

Bonus:  From  January  12  to  January  21; 
10  days;  rate  per  day.  $2.50. 

Overtime:    100  hours;   rate,  $1.87. 

Gross  amount:  $514.32. 

INTORMATION,    SOCIAL -SECUWTT    AND 
WITHHOLDINC   RECORDS 

Total  wages,  bonus,  and  overtime,  $514.32. 

Subsistence  allowance :  Number  of  days,  30. 

Rate  per  day,  $1,  equals  $30. 

Gross  earnings:  $544.32. 

Calculation  nonresident  alien  tax:  5  Aayn 
pay.  United  States  waters,  $50.39. 

Wages  earned  in  United  SUtes:  10  houri 
overtime,  $18.70. 

Exemption   ($140).  $42. 

Taxable:   $27.09. 

Thirty  percent  of  taxable:  $8.13. 

Old-age  benefits  tax  (H/g  P«'"cent  of  gross 
earnings),  $8.16. 

U.I. —    /lO  of  1  percent  of  gross  earnings, 

$2.16. 

Nonresident  alien  tax.  line  18.  $8.13. 
Total  deductions:    $18.45. 
Balance  due:    $495.87. 
Received  payment  In  full. 

John  Doe, 

Payee. 

Waterman  Steamship  Corp.— Wage  Vovcarm 

Date:    January  30.   1953. 

Vessel:  Gateway  City.  Port:  New  York. 
Voyage :  53. 

Name:  John  Doe,  S.  S.  No.  4:  Rating:  Able- 
bodied  seaman. 

Wages  from  January  1  to  January  30;  80 
days:  rate,  $302.32. 

Bonus:  From  January  12  to  January  31; 
10  days;  rate  per  day:  $2.50. 

Overtime:   100  hours;  rate.  $1.87. 

Gross   amount:    $514.32.  • 

INTORMATION  SOCIAL-SECURrTT  AND  WrrHHOLD- 
INC  RECORDS 

Total  wages,  bonus  and  overtime.  $514.32. 
Subsistence  allowance:  Number  days,  30. 
Rate  per  day:  $1  equals  $30. 
Gross   earnings,   $544.32. 
Old-a^-beneflts    tax    UVi    percent    gross 
earnings),  $8.16. 

Xj.  I.—    /lO  of  1  percent  of  gross  earnings. 

Withholding  tax  (number  exemptions,  1), 
$93. 
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Total  deductions.  $10332. 
Balance  due,  $411. 
Received   payment  in  full. 

JoHH  Dob. 

Payee. 


RULES  OP  PROCEDURE  OP  FINANCE 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  before 
proceeding  with  the  calendar,  which  I 
understand  is  the  next  order  of  business, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  chair- 
msm  of  the  Committee  on  Pinance,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Millikin],  be  authorized  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  Ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  me  for 
the  purpose  of  suggesting  the  absence  of 
a  quorum? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  If  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  thinks  I  shoxild  do  so.  I 
am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quonmi.  

The  VICE!  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Ortswold 

McCarthy 

Beall 

Hayden 

MrClellan 

Bennett 

Uendrickson 

MUUkin 

Brtcker 

HenningB 

Morse 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Bufih 

HIU 

Murray 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hoey 

Neely 

Byrd 

Holland 

Pastor* 

Capebart 

Humphrey 

Payne 

Carlson 

Hunt 

Potter 

Case 

Ives 

PurteU 

elements 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Robertson 

Cooper 

Johnson.  Tex. 

RusseU 

Cordon 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Daniel 

Kefauver 

Smith,  Maine 

Dlrkaen 

Kennedy 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Kllgore 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Knowland 

Stennls 

Dworsbak 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Taft 

EUender 

Long 

Thye 

Ferguson 

Magnuaon 

Tobey 

Frear 

Malone 

Watklns 

Fulbrigbt 

Mansfield 

Welker 

Coldwater 

Martin 

Wiley 

Oore 

May  bank 

Williams 

Oreen 

McCarran 

Young 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Barrett],  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  BuTLKR],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  FLANDERS],  and  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenwer]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Lancer]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  committee  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  An- 
derson], the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Jackson],  the  Senators  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Kerb  and  Mr.  Monronet], 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Smith]  are  absent  on  official  bvisi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette] and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  committee  busi- 
ness. 


The    Senator    from    Georgia     [Mr. 

George]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER     (Mrs. 

SMfTH    of    Maine    in    the    chair).    A 

quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  on 
Friday,  March  20.  the  Senator  from  Del- 
aware [Mr.  Williams]  stated  to  the  Sen- 
ate his  reasons  for  not  accepting  the 
offered  chairmanship  of  a  proposed  sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
France. 

TliC  purpose  of  the  proposed  subcom- 
mittee was  to  finish  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness of  a  subcommittee  of  the  same  com- 
mittee which  during  the  82d  Congress 
conducted  investigations  of  irregulari- 
ties and  corruption  in  Federal  tax  mat- 
ters and  to  make  sufficient  investigation 
of  leads  which  might  develop  out  of  the 
unfinished  business,  so  that  the  whole 
committee  might  be  in  position  to  deter- 
mine whether  new  investigations  should 
be  undertaken. 

When  speaking  of  the  whole  commit- 
tee in  matters  involving  decision  it 
should  be  noted  that  a  lawful  minimum 
effective  quorum  is  eight  members  ac- 
tually present.  It  should  also  be  kept 
in  mind  that  there  is  a  total  of  15  mem- 
bers on  the  Senate  Pinance  Committee; 
that  the  members  of  any  subcommittee 
have  the  opportunity  to  vote  as  meta- 
bers  of  the  whole  committee;  that  a 
minimum  voting  majority  can  range 
from  5  to  8  votes,  depending  upon  the 
number  of  votes  cast. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  was  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee  which  op- 
erated during  the  82d  Congress  and  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  wanted 
him  to  be  a  member  and  chairman  of 
the  propKJsed  new  subcommittee. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  does  not 
quarrel  with  the  purpose  of  the  proposed 
subcommittee.  He  does  not  quarrel  with 
the  implementing  powers  which  would 
be  granted  the  proposed  subcommittee. 
The  issue  as  defined  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  which  confronted  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Pinance  is  exceed- 
ingly simple. 

It  was  whether  that  committee  should 
empower  a  single  member  of  the  pro- 
posed subcommittee,  acting  on  his  own 
judgment  and  without  the  approval  of 
the  majority  of  the  subcommittee  or  of 
the  whole  committee,  ranging  from  5 
to  8  members,  to  disclose  confidential 
information  developed  by  the  proposed 
subcommittee  or  the  whole  committee  if 
that  member,  on  his  own  independent 
judgment,  should  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  such  information  showed  a 
violation  of  law. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  tare  to  yield 
at  this  time  and  at  other  time:  when  he 
raises  certain  points  about  which  I  should 
like  to  inquire? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  particularly 
anxious  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Delaware,  and  I  wish  he  would  keep 
some  notes  and  then  make  his  inquiries 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks.  How- 
ever, if  he  decides  that  he  must  make 
inquiry  as  I  proceed  with  my  remarks, 
I  shall  be  very  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  shall  wait  until 
the  Senator  has  concluded  his  remarks. 


Mr.  MTLLIKEN.  The  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  refused  to  grant  that 
privilege. 
There  is  the  whole  issue. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Include  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Delaware  of  March 
20  and  the  debate  thereon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

(The  remarks  of  Mr.  Williams  of 
March  20  and  the  ensuing  debate  ap- 
pear in  the  Appendix  under  the  heading 
■Rules  of  Procedure  of  Finance  Com- 
mittee.")       

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  But  there  have  been 
suggestions  by  persons  knowing  nothing 
of  the  facts  to  thr  effect — and  I  empha- 
size not  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Williams]— that  the  refusal  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  to  grant  the 
privilege  desired  by  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  Is  pursuant  to  some  oppressive 
or  ulterior  purpose. 

I  cannot  hope  to  change  the  opinions 
of  those  who  would  soothe  gnawing  evil 
in  their  own  hearts  by  ascribing  it  to 
others,  nor  can  I  hope  to  set  straight 
congenital  declaimers  of  error.  But  I 
do  think  that  I  am  warranted  In  stating 
for  those  who  are  interested  and  who 
are  without  blinding  bias  why  there 
should  be  explicit  rules  for  the  operations 
of  the  proposed  subcommittee,  why  the 
proposed  grants  of  power  to  the  proposed 
subcommittee  are  ample,  and  why  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  would  be 
derelict  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not  Include 
the  rule  which  meets  with  the  objection 
of  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 

During  the  82d  Congress,  indications 
of  corruption  and  gross  irregularities 
in  the  Federal  Revenue  Service  caused 
the  Senate  Pinance  Committee  to  set 
up  a  subcommittee  to  look  into  the  sit- 
uation. The  sulxjommittee  consisted  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina IMr.  HoEYi,  and  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  [Mr.  Williams].  It  did  not 
operate  under  formal  rules.  From  time 
to  time  the  subcommittee  requested  the 
whole  committee  to  grant  needed  powers 
and  these  were  generously  granted. 

The  operations  of  the  subcommittee 
confirmed  and  exceeded  the  suspicions 
of  corruption  and  irregularities  In  the 
Federal  Revenue  Service.  The  credit  is 
largely  due  to  the  intelligent  and  inde- 
fatigable labors  and  dedicated  zeal  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  who  has 
earned  and  received  the  gratitude  of  his 
colleagues  and  the  Nation. 

The  subcommittee's  work  was  unfin- 
ished at  the  end  of  the  82d  Congress. 
Material  and  leads  were  in  hand  which 
deserved  further  exploration.  There- 
fore, the  Senator  from  Delaware  during 
the  present  session  of  Congress  outlined 
the  nature  of  the  unfinished  business  to 
the  whole  Senate  Committee  on  Finance, 
which  was  of  the  unanimous  opinion 
that  the  job  should  be  finished,  and  was 
unanimously  wiUing  that  a  new  subcom- 
mittee should  be  set  up,  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  as  its  chairman. 

At  this  point  let  me  emphasize  that 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  with  the 
exception  noted,  has  not  Ijeen  an  inves- 
tigator of  crime  and  has  not  operated 
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through  subcommittees.  With  the  ex- 
ception noted.  It  has  been  thought  ad- 
visable that  hearings  and  the  business 
of  the  committee  should  be  conducted 
by  the  whole  committee.  Considering 
the  importance  of  matters  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  whole  committee, 
such  as  taxation,  social  security,  recip- 
rocal trade,  customs  regulation,  and  vet- 
erans' benefits,  it  has  been  thought  ad- 
visable that  each  member  should  have 
direct,  firsthand  opportunity,  as  a  part 
of  an  unsplintered  team,  to  acquaint 
himself  thoroughly  with  proposed  legis- 
lation covering  such  matters. 

Subcommittees  have  been  a  part  of 
the  normal  operations  of  other  commit- 
tees, and  doubtless  there  has  been  good 
reason  for  them. 

The  fact  that  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Finance,  with  the  exception  noted, 
has  not  used  subcommittees  is  men- 
tioned to  underline  tl-ie  further  fact  that 
when,  during  the  preceding  session  of 
Congress,  the  subcommittee  predecessor 
to  the  proposed  sub<Jommittee  was  au- 
thorized, there  were  no  formal  rules 
ready  for  use  deflnir.g  or  regulating  its 
powers  and  duties.  Necessary  backing 
and  powers  were  given  by  the  whole  com- 
mittee as  needed  and  as  requested  by  the 
subcommittee. 

When  the  subcommittee  was  set  up 
during  the  82d  Congress,  there  was  no 
suggestion  that  it  should  be  considered 
as  more  than  a  temporary  arrangement 
for  dealing  with  a  situation  which  it  was 
hoped  would  be  of  limited  size.  The 
shocking  magnitude  of  subsequent  de- 
velopments was  unguessed  at  that  time. 
The  informal,  problem-by-problem- 
as-it-arose  method  whereby  the  whole 
committee  powered  the  subcommittee 
seemed  at  the  time  to  be  appropriate  for 
the  initial  purpose.  I  venture  the  per- 
sonal opinion  that  had  we  known  what 
we  were  getting  into,  the  relaUons  of 
the  whole  committee  and  the  subcom- 
mittee would  have  been  covered  from  the 
beginning  by  more  formal  and  precise 
arrangements. 

But  when  in  this  session  of  the  Con- 
gress, it  became  apparent  that  the  job 
as  to  a  sizable  number  of  matters  had 
not  been  finished,  and  that  the  creation 
of  a  new  subcommittee  under  the  chair- 
manship of  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
(Mr.  WILU.^Ms]  seemed  advisable  to 
complete  the  unfinished  work  and  pos- 
sibly to  follow  other  leads  suggested  by 
that  work,  the  time  seemed  to  have  come 
for  setting  out  more  explicitly,  and  in 
advance,  the  job  of  the  subcommittee,  its 
powers  and  duUes.  It  was  also  in  mind 
that  the  enlargement  of  the  whole  com- 
mittee from  13  to  15  members  might  call 
for  more  frequent  use  of  subcommittees 
in  other  directions. 

It  does  not  take  a  member  of  this  body 
long  to  learn  that  he,  as  well  as  the  Sen- 
ate collectively,  is  constantly  accom- 
panied by  an  Inseparable  companion. 
His  name  is  "Precedent,"  and  his  coun- 
tenance and  being  are  often  judged  to 
be  ugi(r  or  benign  depending  upon 
whether  he  beams  or  frowns  upon  indi- 
vidual or  collective  ambitions  as  they 
may  change  from  day  to  day.  He  is  a 
helpful  fellow  or  can  be  a  monster,  de- 
pending on  how  he  has  been  shaped  in 
the  past  and  upon  how  we  shape  him  as 


we  go  along.    He  is  well  worthy  of  our 
never  flagging  attention. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  felt 
that  for  precedent  values,  rules  were 
better  than  no  rules.  It  felt  that  rules 
could,  and  that  the  proposed  rules  did, 
give  generous  amplitude  of  power  to  men 
like  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  HoEY].  and  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  [Mr.  Williams]  and  could  pro- 
tect against  possible  future  abuse  by 
members  who  might  come  on  the  com- 
mittee in  the  future  and  who  might  have 
a  lesser  sense  of  proper  responsibility 
and  restraint.  It  was  felt  that  clearer 
definition  of  rights  and  duties  was  owing 
to  the  memlaers  of  the  proposed  subcom- 
mittee, as  well  as  to  the  other  members 
of  the  whole  committee.  It  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  committee  as  a 
whole  and  every  member  of  it  are  not 
free  of  responsibility  for  the  actions  of 
a  subcommittee. 

So  let  us  examine  without  delay  the 
powers  and  the  restrictions  for  the  pro- 
posed new  subcommittee.  This,  I  am 
confident,  will  demonstrate  the  falsity  of 
any  suggestion  that  the  proposed  rules 
would  hobble  the  proper  activities  of  the 
proposed  subcommittee.  It  will  also 
show  the  exact  point  of  difference  be- 
tween the  whole  committee  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware. 

The  proposed  rules  are  as  follows: 

On  motion  duly  made,  seconded,  and 
unanlmoxisly  carried,  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Pinance  hereby  establishes  a  subcommit- 
tee consisting  of  the  following  members — 

Three  spaces  are  left,  as  will  appear  in 
the  Record,  because  members'  names 
have  not  been  filled  in.  inasmuch  as  the 
members  of  the  subcommittee  have  not 
yet  been  formally  appointed — 
which  subcommittee  Is  hereby  authorized  to 
conduct  studies  and  Investigations  of.  and  to 
report  on.  the  following  matters  and  such 
other  matters  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
authorized  by  the  whole  committee. 

There  the  specific  subject  matters  are 
to  be  set  forth.  That  has  not  yet  been 
done,  because  the  determination  of  the 
exact  wording  of  the  subject  matters  has 
not  been  completed. 

The  subcommittee  Is  authorized  to  hold 
such  hearings  on  said  matters  and  to  sit  and 
act  on  them  during  the  present  Congress 
at  such  times  and  places  within  the  conti- 
nental United  SUtes.  and  without  the  con- 
tinental United  States.  Its  Territories,  and 
possessions  as  the  subconunlttee  may  de- 
termine and  as  approved  by  the  whole 
committee. 

In  the  performance  of  Its  functions,  the 
subcommittee  may  hold  such  hearings 
whether  or  not  the  United  States  Senate  Is  In 
session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned  and 
may  require  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  books,  pa- 
pers, and  documents  by  subpena  or  by  other 
lawful  means,  to  administer  such  oaths  and 
to  take  such  testimony  as  It — 

The  subcommittee — 
deems  necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  Issued 
under  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  or  by  any  member  thereof 
designated  by  such  chairman  and  may  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member. 

Except  as  to  the  specific  investigations 
herein  authorized,  no  investigation  shall  be 
Initiated  or  carried  on  without  the  approval 
of  the  whole  committee.    However,  prelim- 


inary Inquiries  of  matters  Involving  possible 
wrongdoing  by  officials  or  others  respecting 
the  revenues  of  the  United  States  leading 
from,  or  suggested  by,  studies  and  investiga- 
tions of  those  matters  herein  specifically  au- 
thorized, may  be  initiated  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Executive  hearings  shall  be  held  only  with 
the  approval  of  the  Chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee. This  authority  may  be  delegated 
by  such  Chairman  to  other  members  of  the 
subcommittee   when    necessary. 

Public  hearings  shall  be  held  only  with 
the  approval  of  the  whole  committee. 

I  interject  to  say  that  was  included  as 
a  precaution  to  avoid  conflicts  of  hear- 
ings between  the  subcommittee  and  the 
whole  committee.  The  whole  committee 
was  willing  to  leave  it  out,  and  to  dep)end 
on  informal  adjustment  of  the  problem 
if  it  should  ever  arise. 

An  accurate  stenographic  record  shall  be 
kept  of  the  testimony  of  all  witnesses  in 
executive  and  public  hearings. 

The  subcommittee  shall  report  its  actions 
and  recommendations  to  the  whole  commit- 
tee and  all  testimony  taken  in  executive  ses- 
sion by  the  subcommittee  and  matters  de- 
veloped therein  and  actions,  recommenda- 
tions and  reports  thereon  shall  not  be  re- 
leased or  disclosed  without  the  approval  of 
the  whole  committee,  except  that  the  full 
conunlttee  shall  not  prohibit  any  member  of 
the  committee  from  discharging  his  respon- 
sibility to  disclose  any  case  which  he  con- 
siders to  have  been  a  violation  of  the  law 
and  not  Involving  information  derived  from 
the  executive  activities  of  the  subcommittee 
or  of  the  whole  committee. 

It  will  be  observed  that  authority  was 
to  be  given  to  make  studies,  investiga- 
tions, and  reports  on  matters  to  be 
specifically  described. 

For  obvious  reasons,  these  specific 
matters  should  not  now  be  set  out  in  the 
Record  or  discussed  on  the  Senate  floor, 
but  they  were  explained  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  to  the  whole  committee 
in  executive  sessions. 

And  the  point  I  wish  to  emphasize  is 
that  the  whole  committee  was  willing 
that  the  proposed  subcommittee  should 
be  empowered  to  go  into  every  specific 
item  of  unfinished  business  proposed  for 
further  investigation  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

So  far  no  hampering,  no  smothering, 
no  obstruction. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  memlaers  of 
the  proposed  subcommittee  are  not 
named  in  the  draft  of  the  proposed  rules 
I  have  read  to  the  Senate.  I  have  also 
explained  that. 

The  whole  committee  understood  that 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  was  to  be  a 
member,  and  was  to  be  chairman. 

According  to  custom,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George]  had  submitted  to 
the  chairman  the  name  of  the  member 
from  the  minority.  The  chairman  was 
prepared  to  appoint  a  third  member. 

I  assure  you,  Mr.  President,  that  no 
member  of  the  proposed  subcommittee 
would  have  been  unfriendly  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  or  to  the  pursuit  of 
the  objectives  of  the  subcommittee. 

I  have  been  referring  to  the  functions. 
Now  let  us  look  at  the  powers  to  be 
granted  the  proposed  subcommittee  for 
the  performance  of  its  functions. 

First,  there  is  authority  to  hold  hear- 
ings on  the  unfinished  business  to  which 
I  have  referred,  during  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  and  at  sucli  times  and 
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places  within  the  continental  United 
States,  as  the  subcommittee  might 
determine,  and  also  authority  to  hold 
gearings  without  the  continental  United 
States,  its  territories  and  possessions,  as 
the  subcommittee  might  determine  and 
with  the  approval  of  the  whole  commit- 
tee. 

Would  anyone  say  that  tliis  is  a  nig- 
gling, hampering  grant  of  authority? 
The  Senator  from  Delaware  does  not 
say  so. 

It  was  proposed  by  the  whole  commit- 
tee that  the  contemplated  subcommit- 
tee might  attend  to  its  business  whether 
or  not  the  Senate  was  in  session,  had  re- 
cessed, or  adjourned. 

Within  its  broad  grant  of  jurisdiction, 
the  proposed  subcommittee  could  re- 
quire the  attendance  of  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  books,  papers,  and 
documents,  by  subpena  or  other  lawful 
means.  The  proposed  subcommittees 
could  administer  oaths  and  take  such 
testimony  as  it  deemed  necessary. 

Under  the  signature  of  Its  chairman, 
or  any  member  of  the  subcommittee  des- 
ignated by  him,  subpenas  might  issue 
and  be  served  by  any  person  designated 
by  such  chairman  or  member. 

No  one  imderstandlng  the  meaning 
and  Implication  of  these  various  powers 
would  say  that  they  were  reluctant 
cheese  parings  offered  by  a  whole  com- 
mittee bent  upon  starving  a  subcom- 
mittee it  was  about  to  create.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  does  not  say  so.  In 
fact,  he  has  expressed  satisfaction  with 
these  various  powers.  And  why  not? 
They  give  to  the  proposed  subcommit- 
tee advance,  blanket  powers  of  enormous 
magnitude  which  the  predecessor  sub- 
committee had  to  request  from  the 
whole  committee  as  the  need  for  them 
developed. 

Then  it  was  originally  specified  that, 
except  as  to  the  specific  investigations  to 
which  I  have  referred  as  unfinished 
business,  no  further  investigation  would 
be  Initiated  or  carried  on  without  the 
approval  of  the  whole  committee. 

At  this  point,  I  may  say  that  the  opin- 
ion seemed  to  be  general  in  the  commit- 
tee that  as  to  new  matters — matters  not 
within  the  category  of  specified  unfin- 
ished business — and  especially  matters 
which  might  come  to  the  attention  of 
the  proposed  subcommittee  involving 
dereliction,  not  to  be  expected  and  not 
suspicioned,  under  the  present  adminis- 
tration, the  Treasury,  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue,  the  Justice  Department, 
and  such  other  agencies  as  might  share 
responsibihty  in  any  particular  case  of 
that  kind,  should  be  given  fair  oppor- 
tunity to  clean  house  on  their  own  steam 
and  under  their  own  initiative. 

But  at  the  same  time  it  was  well 
understood  that  if  such  new  matters 
were  to  develop  and  were  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  new  administration,  and 
it  did  not  move  with  ex[>edition  or  efiS- 
ciency,  the  whole  committee  would  not 
surrender  its  own  proper  interest. 

Is  this  a  hampering  or  unfair  attitude? 
The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  not  said 
so.  In  fact,  I  have  read  a  newspaper 
story  crediting  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
wacp  with  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
theaiew  administration  should  be  given 
(air  0PC)ortunity  to  keep  its  own  house 


I  did  not  have  to  read  the  newspapers 
to  find  this  out. 

During  our  first  conversations  this 
year  regarding  the  proposed  new  sub- 
CMnmlttee  which  we  were  discussing,  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  told  me  that  this 
was  his  attitude. 

It  was  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  that  the  study  of  specified 
matters  of  unfinished  business  might 
develop  leads  into  other  matters  which 
the  subcommittee  had  not  previously 
considered;  that  it  might  be  an  exces- 
sive restriction  if  the  rules  did  not  per- 
mit preliminary  inquiries  of  sufficient 
scope  to  put  the  subcommittee  in  posi- 
tion to  know  whether  leads  of  that  kind 
should  be  dropped,  or  whether  authority 
of  the  whole  committee  should  be  re- 
quested to  go  further. 

Authority  to  make  such  preliminary 
inquiries  was  provided. 

There  was  no  hampering,  no  obstruc- 
tion in  these  matters.  And  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  did  not  say  there  was. 

We  then  come  to  the  proposed  provi- 
sion which  raises  the  whole  objection  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  and  the 
whole  issue. 

I  chall  read  it: 

The  subcommittee  shall  report  Its  actions 
and  recommendations  to  the  whole  convmlt- 
tee  and  all  testimony  taken  In  executive 
session  by  the  subcommittee  and  matters 
developed  therein,  and  actions,  recommenda- 
tions, and  reports  thereon,  shall  not  be 
released  or  disclosed  without  the  approval  of 
the  whole  committee,  except  that  the  full 
committee  shall  not  prohibit  any  member  of 
the  committee  from  discharging  his  responsi- 
bility to  disclose  any  case  which  he  con- 
siders to  have  been  a  violation  of  law  and 
not  Involving  Information  derived  from  the 
executive  activities  of  the  subcommittee  or 
of  the  whole  committee. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  was  not 
content  with  that  part  of  the  proposed 
rule  which  I  have  read  which  requires 
consent  of  the  whole  committee  (a  ma- 
jority of  the  whole  committee)  prior  to 
making  disclosure  of  executive  matters 
before  the  subcommittee. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  proposed 
language  in  the  rule  which,  if  unmodi- 
fied, would  have  allowed  any  member  of 
the  committee,  without  more,  without 
any  approval  other 'than  his  own,  to 
disclose  anything  developed  in  executive 
session  which  he  might  consider  to  have 
been  a  violation  of  the  law. 

The  whole  committee  would  not  ac- 
cept the  Senator's  amendment  to  that 
effect.  It  modified  the  Senators  amend- 
ment by  limiting  it  to  information  not 
derived  from  the  executive  activities  of 
the  subcommittee  or  of  the  whole  com- 
mittee. 

There  Is  the  Issue  in  its  completely 
revealing  simplicity.  That  is  the  only 
Issue.  The  Senator  from  Delaware  does 
not  assert  any  other  issue. 

It  is  not  important  to  the  present  in- 
quiry that  the  whole  committee  author- 
ized inclusion  in  the  proposed  rules  of 
language  defining  the  right  of  witnesses 
to  have  counsel. 

Not  having  his  way,  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  told  the  committee  he  would 
not  serve  on  the  proposed  subcommittee 
and  would  not  be  its  chairman.  He  has 
stated  his  reasons  to  the  whole  commit- 
tee and  to  the  Senate.  I  deeply  regret 
his  decisioo. 


The  Senator  from  Delaware  Is  unwill- 
ing to  jrield  in  these  matters  to  a  ma- 
jority of  the  whole  committee.  He  as- 
serts a  principle  which  is  so  deep  and 
moving  with  him  that  it  will  not  defer 
to  any  contrary  or  modifying  human 
judgment. 

There  is  no  charge  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware — he  was  careful  to  avoid 
a  charge — that  the  proposed  rules  are 
of  shifting  or  shifty  expediency  to  fit 
the  present  membership — or  any  part 
of  it — of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  meanings  of  terms  such  as  "exec- 
utive,"  "executive  session,"  "executive 
processes,"  and  "executive  proceedings." 
are  understood  by  Members  of  Congress 
and  tho^e  who  are  familiar  with  its  op- 
erations. But  perhaps  some  explana- 
tion should  be  given  for  the  benefit  of 
others. 

In  order  to  legislate  properly  It  is  ob- 
vious that  the  committees  of  Congress 
which  process  legislation  should  have 
the  information  justifying  whatever 
may  be  their  actions. 

Much  information  which  comes  before 
a  committee  is  of  such  a  nature  that  It 
can.  and  indeed  .should  be.  received  with- 
out confidence  in  open  hearings.  Much 
of  it  by  its  nature  is  private  and  confi- 
dential and,  if  the  legislative  process  is 
to  be  protected,  should  be  received  in 
confidence. 

Thus  kind  of  confidential  Information 
is  developed  by  and  considered  in  what 
are  called  executive  sessions,  processes, 
or  proceedings  of  a  committee  or  sub- 
conunittees,  and  the  gathering  of  It  may 
be  aided  by  appropriate  power  such  as 
the  right  to  subpena  witnesses  and  doc- 
uments and  the  right  to  administer 
oaths. 

The  examinations  before  committees 
and  subcommittees,  acting  in  their  exec- 
utive capacity,  are  not  public  although 
the  public  interest  may  require  later 
disclosure  by  public  hearings,  or  other- 
wise. 

So  that  we  can  better  Judge  whether  a 
single  member  of  the  committee  or  sub- 
committee in  possession  of  confidential 
information  developed  in  the  manner 
which  has  been  described,  should  be  al- 
lowed on  his  own  judgment  to  disclose  it, 
let  us  see  what  that  information  might 
be. 

Let  us  also  remember  always  that 
there  is  not  the  faintest  suggestion  that 
a  Senator  should  be  restrained  in  dis- 
clo.sing  confidential  or  other  information 
which  he  has  learned  on  his  own. 

Whether  or  not  under  those  circum- 
stances he  will  disclose  is  up  to  him  and 
it  is  not  now  relevant  to  discuss  various 
opinions  as  to  the  ethics  which  should 
govern  decisions  of  that  kind. 

The  proposed  subcommittee  might  well 
receive  information  regarding  the  collec- 
tion of  revenue  which  may  also  be  be- 
fore administrative  officials  who  are  pre- 
paring action,  administrative  or  judicial, 
to  collect  what  they  beheve  Is  due  the 
Government.  They  may  be  preparing 
criminal  actions.  The  same  information 
may  also  be  before  grand  juries  which, 
by  the  way,  also  act  In  what  we  call 
executive  session. 

It  certainly  is  not  necessary  to  labor 
the  point  that  premature  disclosure  by  a 
talkative  Senator  justifying  under  the 
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rule  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
^-are — and  such  a  Senator  would  be  the 
sole  judge  as  to  whether  he  should  keep 
in  the  clutch  between  his  mouth  and  his 
brain— might  warn  criminals  to  prepare 
alibis,  to  secrete  their  assets,  or  to  flee 
from  justice. 

There  might  well  be  matters  before 
the  proposed  subcommittee  warranting 
inquiries  as  to  the  assets  of  a  citizen,  as 
to  how  he  gets  his  income,  as  to  what  is 
in  his  bank  account,  or  safe  deposit  box. 
as  to  what  is  being  held  or  secreted  by 
him  or  others  for  him. 

Premature  disclosure  by  someone  act- 
ing under  the  rule  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  acting  on  his  sole, 
irreviewable  judgment  that  there  has 
been  a  violation  of  law,  might  give  op- 
portunity for  the  removal  of  property  in 
which  the  Revenue  Department  might 
have  a  very  real  and  important  interest. 
The  talkative  Senator  might  have  been 
completely  mistaken  and  any  kind  of  dis- 
closure in  such  cases  might  violate  an 
individual's  right  of  privacy  in  his  per- 
sonal affairs  which  in  this  country  is 
supposed  to  remain  private  unless  the 
overriding  public  interest  requires  ex- 
posure. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  moment  all  over 
the  United  States  of  America  hundreds 
of  courts  are  sitting  to  determine  what 
is  the  law  and  what  Is  a  violation  of  the 
law.  At  this  very  moment  there  are  hun- 
dreds of  juries  all  over  the  United  States 
trying  to  determine  what  are  the  facts 
which  raise  the  questions  of  law. 

In  other  words,  no  single  person  can 
claim  infallibihty  as  to  what  is  a  viola- 
tion of  law. 

It  is  not  improbable  that  the  proposed 
subcommittee  might  have  written  state- 
ments of  oral  declarations  from  inform- 
ers in  cases  where,  as  a  practical  matter, 
information  could  not  be  compelled, 
where  the  informants  are  free  of  sus- 
picion of  being  involved  in  crime  and 
would  talk  only  on  the  pledge  of  con- 
fidence. 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  lurid  about  it  but 
irresponsible  disclosure  of  that  kind  of 
information — and  this  is  possible  under 
the  proposed  Williams  rule — might  sub- 
ject the  informant  to  all  kinds  of  unjust 
and  injurious  harassments,  indeed,  might 
jeopardize  his  Ufe.  It  is  not  entirely 
novel  to  learn  that  witnesses  have  been 
exterminated. 

The  committee  must  pass  on  certain 
nominations  for  office  in  the  Federal 
Government.  There  might  be  FBI  re- 
ports to  be  examined. 

As  all  of  those  know  who  have  looked 
at  such  reports,  they  contain  many  mat- 
ters which  are  not  proven,  which  rest  on 
far-removed  hearsay,  empty  tittle  tattle, 
or  vicious  gossip. 

The  release  of  such  information  by  a 
Senator,  acting  carelessly  under  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senator  from  Delaware, 
could  be  destructive  of  the  weD-earned, 
good  reputation  of  the  citizen.  And  this 
could  be  done  without  a  scintilla  of  legit- 
imate pubUc  interest. 

It  may  well  be  that  personal  income- 
tax  returns  will  be  examined  by  such  a 
subcommittee.  Such  returns  may  also 
involve  the  citizen's  personal  and  private 
affairs  and  his  right  to  keep  them  to  him- 
self.   They,  on  their  faces,  or  when  aU  of 


the  facts  are  known,  may  not  show  the 
slightest  evidence  of  income-tax  evasion 
or  of  legitimate  pubUc  interest. 

Their  mistaken  disclosure  by  some 
Senator  acting  imder  the  rule  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  which 
gives  ample  room  for  mis  judgment  as 
well  as  sound  judgment,  for  precipitate, 
unfounded  conclusions,  as  well  as  those 
which  are  well  based,  for  reckless  guesses; 
yes.  even  false  pretense  of  violation  of 
law  as  an  excuse  for  sensationalism  or  a 
headUne.  could  serve  no  overriding  pub- 
lic purpose,  could  only  embarrass  or  in- 
jure needlessly  the  citizen  by  violation  of 
his  right  of  privacy  in  his  personal  af- 
fairs. 

A  little  further  attention  to  the  mat- 
ter of  income-tax  returns  which  might 
come  before  the  committee  or  the  pro- 
posed subcommittee. 

The  Congress  considers  those  retiwns 
so  much  an  essential  part  of  the  proper 
privacy  of  the  citizen  that  It  has  passed 
a  law  providing  that  their  wrongful 
revelation  by  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  United  States  is  a  criminal  offense. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Members 
of  Congress  are  not  considered  as  officers 
or  employees  of  the  United  States  and 
that,  therefore,  this  law  is  not  applicable 
to  them. 

I  am  not  making  a  point  that  im- 
proper revelation  by  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress of  what  is  in  an  income-tax  return 
would  be  a  criminal  offense. 

I  am  not  pressing  any  technicality.  I 
am  not  urging  sterile  legalisms.  I 
am  simply  showing  an  instance,  carry- 
ing Its  own  healthy  hints,  of  congres- 
sional solicitude  for  the  protection  of  the 
proper  privacy  of  the  citizen. 

The  Congress  has  been  very  careful  to 
limit  the  rights  of  committees  of  Con- 
gress to  ask  for  income-tax  returns. 
They  may  be  supplied  only  upon  the  re- 
quest of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  House  of  Representatives — 
not  a  subcommittee  thereof — or  the 
Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate — 
not  a  subcommittee  thereof — or  by  a 
select  committee  of  the  Senate  or 
House — not  a  subcommittee  thereof — 
specially  authorized  to  Investigate  re- 
turns by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  or 
House,  or  a  joint  committee  so  author- 
ized by  concurrent  resolution. 

Under  the  law  a  return  can  only  be 
furnished  these  committees  for  consid- 
eration in  executive  session  which  fur- 
ther emphasizes  the  congressional  view 
In  these  particular  matters  of  the  privacy 
and  confidence  attending  such  docu- 
ments. 

Then  it  is  provided  that  any  relevant 
or  useful  information  thus  obtained  may 
be  submitted  to  the  Senate  or  the  House 
or  to  both  the  Senate  and  the  House- 
mark  you.  please,  not  by  a  subcommit- 
tee, not  by  some  Individual  acting  on  his 
own — but  only  by  the  committees  which 
I  have  described. 

There  we  dealt  with  returns  made  by 
the  citizen  to  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government.  Here  we  deal  with 
matters  which  the  citizen  and  Federal 
agencies  may  supply  to  a  committee  or 
a  subcommittee  and  which  may  be  as 
private  and  confidential  in  their  real 
substance — perhaps  even  more  so — as  is 
an  individual  income-tax  return. 


But  nothing  that  I  know  of  requires 
that  when  we  are  making  rules  for  our 
own  conduct  we  adopt  proposals  that 
might  encourage  or  permit  official  ir- 
responsibility In  our  dealings  with  the 
people  we  are  supposed  to  serve. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has 
not  fallen  into  that  error. 

Now  let  me  say  a  few  words  on  the  na- 
ture of  subcommittees.  Again  the  facta 
are  well  known  to  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress and  those  acquainted  with  con- 
gressional operations. 

A  subcommittee  is  no  more  than  the 
creature  of  the  whole  committee.  It  is 
an  instrumentality  for  performing,  on 
behalf  of  the  whole  committee,  certain 
tasks  delegated  to  it  by  the  whole  com- 
mittee. By  rule  or  other  appropriate  ac- 
tion It  is  always  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  whole  committee. 

A  subcommittee  may  try  to  lift  itself 
out  of  its  subordinate  position  by  tug- 
ging at  Its  own  bootstraps.  But  we  need 
not  give  face  to  ludicrous  posturings  of 
that  kind. 

Manifestly  to  permit  a  subcommittee 
to  usurp  the  functions  of  the  whole  com- 
mittee would  defeat  the  Intention  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  to  create  standing 
committees  with  assigned  fields  of  activ- 
ity. And  manifestly,  also,  the  successful 
seizure  by  subcommittees  of  powers  not 
delegated  to  them  by  the  whole  com- 
mittees could  be  carried  to  a  point  where 
necessary  distinctions  would  disappear 
and  vital  legislative  processes  of  Con- 
gress would  be  thrown  into  disastrous 
confusion. 

In  his  statement  to  the  Senate,  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  referred  to  what 
he  terms  "standard  rules  of  procedure." 
The  point  was  that  the  proposed  rviles 
of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  are 
less  generous  than  what  he  terms  "the 
standard  rules."  The  so-called  standard 
rules  govern  only  In  those  committees 
which  adoF^t  them.  They  have  never 
been  estabU,shed  by  the  Senate  as  rules 
to  govern  subcommittees. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  must  have 
thought  that  what  he  termed  "standard 
rules  of  procedure"  for  the  control  of  a 
subcommittee  are  relevant  to  his  situa- 
tion.   But  this  is  not  the  case. 

Those  rules  do  not  contain  a  single 
provision  authorizing  an  individual 
member  of  a  subcommittee  to  proceed 
on  his  own  Initiative  and  judgment  to 
disclose  matters  received  in  confidence 
in  executive  sessions. 

Far  from  It,  they  In  fact  expressly 
repudiate  the  very  right  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  seems  to  argue  would 
be  conferred  upon  him  If  those  niles 
were  to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee. 

Paragraph  6  of  those  rviles  states 
that — 


All  testimony  taken  In  executive  session 
shall  be  kept  secret  and  will  not  be  released 
or  used  In  pubUc  without  the  approval  of  a 
majority  of  the  subcommittee. 

Note  the  requirement  of  a  majority 
of  the  subcommittee. 

Paragraph  10  of  those  rules  Is  as  fol- 
lows: 

10.  No  reports  shall  be  made  to  the  Sen- 
ate or  released  to  the  public  without  the 
approval  of  the  majority  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, or  the  majority  ol  the  lull  committee. 
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Note  again  the  words  "majority  of  the 
subcommittee  or  the  majority  of  the 
full  committee." 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  repels  the 
substance  of  this  rule. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  says  in 
effect.  *T  alone,  in  my  own  judgment,  as 
a  matter  of  principle  binding  upon  my- 
self, insist  upon  retaining  to  myself,  re- 
gardless bt  what  the  majority  of  the 
subcommittee  or  the  whole  committee 
may  say.  the  right  to  release,  use  or 
report  confidential  information  which  I 
alone  may  conclude  conceals  or  repre- 
sents a  violation  of  law." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  had  intended  to 
wait  until  the  Senator  had  concluded 
his  statement,  but  I  thought  it  should 
be  made  clear  whether  the  Senator  is 
giving  his  interpretation  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  have  stated  my 
Interpretation  of  the  effect  of  what  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  said. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  wanted  to  have 
that  made  clear. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  has  cleared 
up  the  matter.  I  opened  that  portion  of 
my  remarks  by  saying.  "The  Senator 
from  Delaware  says  in  effect." 

Thus  this  part  of  the  arguments  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  so  heavily 
relied  upon  by  him.  is  not  only  bootless 
from  his  own  standpoint  but  is  con- 
demnatory of  his  own  argxmients. 

There  you  have  it,  my  colleagues: 
Shall  a  single  member  of  this  body  on 
his  own  judgment  be  authorized  to  dis- 
close confidential  information  developed 
by  or  in  executive  proceedings  of  the 
whole  committee,  or  of  a  subcommittee, 
regardless  of  what  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  those  committees  do  or  do 
not  think  about  it? 

To  the  Senator  from  Delaware  and  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  this  is  a 
matter  of  principle. 

We  are  not  making  a  special  rule  for 
or  against  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 
We  are  making  a  general  rule  binding 
alike  on  the  Senator  from  Delaware  and 
those  who  would  serve  with  him  and 
those  unknown  persons  in  the  future 
charged  with  similar  responsibility. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware.  I  respect- 
fully suggest,  reflecting  on  the  sizable 
grants  of  power  under  which  he  has 
operated  and  those  proposed,  reflecting 
on  the  feelings  of  triost  which  have  ex- 
isted for  him  in  the  committee,  should 
be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to  say.  in 
effect.  "When  I  see  what  I  believe  is  a 
violation  of  law  developed  by  or  consid- 
ered in  executive  session,  I  want  to  make 
and  abide  by  my  own  rules,  regardless  of 
what  the  majority  of  the  subcommittee 
or  the  majority  of  the  whole  committee 
might  think,  regardless  of  whether  this 
would  create  a  precedent  for  those  who 
might  serve  on  this  committee  in  the 
futiu'e  who  might  not  have  a  dependable 
sense  of  resp>onsibility." 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  MTTiHirrN.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Beware  was  good  enoxigh  to 
say  that  he  vould  withhold  his  questions 
xmtil  I  h*d  concluded.    I  asked  him  to 


do  so.  I  dislike  yielding  to  any  other 
Senator,  but.  if  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  insists.  I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Speaking  for  myself.  I 
merely  wished  to  comment  that  I  have 
spoken  with  a  great  many  p)ersons 
throughout  the  country,  and  have  had 
coirespondence  with  many  more,  all  of 
whom  have  praised  this  fine  man,  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  IMr.  Williams!. 
who  has  done  such  a  magnificent  job  for 
the  country  in  shoving  up  crooks.  For 
example,  take  the  case  of  the  man  named 
Nunan.  Since  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware has  shown  him  up.  Nunan  has  been 
indicted  on  15  different  counts. 

I  suggest  that  instead  of  criticizing 
John  Wn-Li*.Ms,  the  Committee  on 
Finance  and  the  entire  Senate  ought  to 
get  together  and  give  him  a  degree, 
summa  cum  laude. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  has  already 
been  done  in  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  There  will  be  more  re- 
marks made.    They  bear  repetition. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  There  will  be  repeti- 
tion. 

What  are  the  principles  which  moved 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  in  deny- 
ing this  right  to  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware? What  dees  it  offer  in  the  alterna- 
tive? 

The  committee  says  that  confidential 
matters  received  by  a  subcommittee  or 
the  whole  committee  in  its  executive  op- 
erations are  not  to  be  disclosed  except 
upon  the  approval  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  committee. 

Why?  Because  in  doing  it  this  way. 
protection  through  the  sobering  action 
of  a  majority  of  the  whole  committee,  at 
least  8  out  of  15.  is  given  to  the  citizen's 
right  to  be  protected  against  smearing, 
unfounded  suspicion,  and  unwarranted 
invasion  of  his  personal  privacy  than  in 
reposing  the  power  of  decision  in  a  single 
Senator  who  may  turn  out  to  be  a  per- 
son of  fabulous  wisdom  and  judgment  or 
a  plain  rattlehead. 

The  right  of  the  citizen  to  be  protected 
against  wrongful  invasion  of  his  proper 
privacy  Ls  so  securely  founded  that  it  has 
the  protection  of  the  fourth  and  fifth 
amendments  of  the  Constitution. 

True,  the  technicalities  of  these 
amendments  may  be  somewhat  more  re- 
laxed in  congressional  operations  than 
in  courts  of  justice.  But  unless  we  would 
tyrannize  we  will  never  depart  from  their 
spirit  which  puts  a  radiant  shine  on  our 
system  of  government  and  on  citizenship 
in  the  United  States  of  America. 

We  violate  rights  which  were  earned 
on  American  battlefields  when  we  adopt 
rules  making  it  easy  either  for  well- 
meaning  misjudgment  or  evil  motive,  or 
irresponsibility,  to  destroy  the  citizen  s 
good  name  and  the  privacy  of  his  papers 
and  effects. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  has 
respect,  affection,  and  admiration  for  the 
Senator  from  Delaware.  It  does  not  be- 
lieve that  he  will  abuse  the  sizable  pow- 
ers which  are  proposed  to  be  given  to 
him.  But  it  has  also  said,  "We  shall  not 
exempt  him  from  the  wholesome  safe- 
guards of  the  proposed  rule,  not  because 
we  distrust  him  but  because,  among 
other  things,  the  power  may  not  always 
reside  in  a  Senator  of  his  fineness  of 
character," 


That  Is  correct. 

I  said  so  in  my  main 


I  hoj)e  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
changes  his  mind.  Come  back  home. 
Senator,  the  light  is  in  the  window. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

MP.  WILLIAMS.  Before  asking  any 
questions  I  should  like  to  make  it  very 
clear  that  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
was  correct  when  he  said  that  there  was 
no  disagreement  between  the  Finance 
Committee  and  myself  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  powers  which  were  given  to  the 
subcommittee. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  Is  my  under- 
standing. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS. 

Mr.  MILUKIN. 
remarks. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  correct.  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  a  couple  of  questions  on  another 
point. 

First,  in  order  to  clarify  the  Rbcord, 
I  should  like  to  ask  this  question:  In 
the  past  2  years,  or  during  the  period  in 
which  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  can  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  think  of  a  single 
case  which  I  have  disclosed  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  that  was  in  violation  of 
any  rule  of  the  Finance  Committee  or  of 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  will  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Delaware  that 
I  have  never  made  an  analysis  of  the 
ca.';es  which  he  has  disclosed.  I  have 
assumed  that  he  was  acting  as  an  hon- 
orable man.  and  that  has  been  suf9cient 
for  me.  When  he  has  disclosed  matters 
which  might  have  been  revealed  in  con- 
fidence. I  have  assumed  that  he  was  dis- 
closing matters  with  respect  to  which  he 
received  information  on  his  own. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  pointed  out — and  I  disagree 
slightly  with  him,  if  my  understanding 
of  his  statement  is  correct — that  per- 
haps the  Senator  from  Delaware  was 
trying  to  set  himself  up  as  a  one-man 
power  and  bypass  all  committees.  Is  it 
not  correct  that  I  said  I  was  perfectly 
agreeable  to  submit  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee all  subjects  prior  to  disclosure  in 
the  Senate?  However,  if  the  Finance 
Committee  should  differ  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware, or  if  it  should  differ  with  the  rec- 
ommendations of  what  might  conceiv- 
ably be  a  unanimous  report  of  the  sub- 
committee, the  report  having  been  sub- 
mitted, and  the  Finance  Committee  hav- 
ing voted  "no."  from  that  time  on.  if 
any  member  of  the  committee  felt  that 
a  violation  of  law  was  involved,  only 
then,  and  only  at  that  point,  would  I 
ask  that  individual  members  be  released. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  remember 
having  heard  the  proposal  spelled  out 
with  such  explicitness;  but  the  Senator's 
end  point,  which  he  has  consistently 
maintained,  was  that,  after  all  the  dis- 
cussion was  over,  after  all  the  things 
which  the  Senator  has  just  detailed  had 
been  done,  he  retained  unto  himself,  if 
he  thought  there  was  a  violation  of  law. 
the  right  to  disclose  information  devel- 
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oped  in  an  executive  session  of  the  sub- 
committee or  of  the  full  committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Has  such  a  rule  been 
invoked  with  respect  to  any  other  in- 
vestigating committee  which  has  been 
established  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  I  cannot  say. 
However,  the  so-called  standard  rules, 
on  which  the  Senator  relies,  destroy  his 
own  case.  At  least  a  majority  of  the 
subcommittee  must  prevail  in  order  to 
enable  any  member  to  do  the  things 
which  the  Senator  wants  to  do  on  his 
own  responsibility. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  in  error,  because  the  stand- 
ard rules  of  procedure  provide  that  a  re- 
port may  be  made  to  the  Senate  by  a 
majority  vote  of  either  the  full  commit- 
tee or  a  subcommittee. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Finance  Com- 
mittee struck  out  the  word  "or"  and  left 
the  matter  of  making  a  report  with  the 
full  commitee  alone. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     The  proposal  to  vest 
full  power  in  the  subcommittee  was  not 
accepted  by  the  Finance  Committee. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.    The  point  the  junior- 
Senator  from  Colorado  makes  is  that  all 
the  fuss  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Delaware  has  made  with  respect  to 
the  rules  relates  to  the  provision  which 
requires  the  vote  of  a  majority  of  the 
subcommittee  or  the  full  committee ;  but 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  insists  on 
using  his  own  judgment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No.  The  Senator 
from  Colorado  is  slightly  in  error.  I 
asked  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
whether  or  not  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware was  in  error  when  he  pointed  out 
the  example.  Suppose  that  in  the 
course  of  an  Investigation  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  subcommittee  to  develop 
what  it  considered  to  be  charges  of 
bribery  or  improper  influence  peddling 
against  Mr.  X  who  was  working  in  the 
Treasury  Department.  The  subcommit- 
tee might  be  unanimous  in  its  opinion 
that  the  particular  official  should  be  ex- 
posed and  reported  to  the  Department  of 
Justice.  The  subcommittee  might  make 
a  unanimous  report  to  the  full  Finance 
Committee.  Under  the  rules  adopted  by 
the  Finance  Committee  would  it  not  be 
possible  for  the  Finance  Committee  to 
veto  any  disclosure  by  the  subcommittee, 
even  though  it  was  unanimous  in  its 
report? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  would  be  possible; 
but  that  is  off  the  point,  so  far  as  the 
point  has  been  delineated  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware.  He  is  not  taking  a  case 
of  unanimous  decision  by  the  subcom- 
mittee, or  a  decision  by  a  majority  of  the 
subcommittee.  He  bases  his  case  on  his 
own  exclusive  judgment,  regardless  of 
whether  anyone  agrees  with  him  or  not. 
The  Senator  from  Delaware  says,  in  ef- 
fect. Tf  I  think  there  is  a  violation  of  law 
I  am  at  liberty  to  disclose  it.  even  though 
the  rest  of  the  committee  may  be  against 
me." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  is  quoting  what  he  thinks 
Is  the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Dela- 


ware, however,  he  overlooks  the  broad 
implication  of  his  rules. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  if  that  is  his  position? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is  not. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  ready  to  say  that  he  will  act 
on  the  basis  of  the  decision  of  a  majority 
of  the  subcommittee  or  of  the  full  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  ready  to  act  on 
the  basis  that  either  the  full  commit- 
tee or  the  subcommittee  has  prior  rights. 
I  am  ready  to  act  under  the  same  rules 
of  procedure  as  were  adopted  by  the 
other  committees.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  voted  for  several  investigating 
committees  since  the  first  day  of  January 
and  every  single  one  of  these  commit- 
tees are  acting  on  the  rules  which  you 
reject,  namely  that  after  the  full  com- 
mittee or  the  subcommittee  has  had  a 
chance  to  act  and  fails,  then  each  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  is  free  to  act  in- 
dependently. Even  this  freedom  of  ac- 
tion is  requested  only  in  cases  where  ac- 
tual violations  of  law  are  involved. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  must  know  what  kind  of  a 
trap  he  is  falling  into. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Let  me  finish. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Very  well. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  say  that  we  should 
adopt  the  standard  rules  of  procedure. 
The  Senator  from  Colorado  protested 
them,  and  they  were  rejected.  The 
standard  rules  of  procedure  provide  that 
a  report  may  be  made  to  the  Senate 
either  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  full 
committee  or  a  majority  vote  of  a  sub- 
committee. They  go  further.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  IMr.  McCarthy], 
who  is  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operrtions.  stated  on  the 
floor  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  rules 
of  his  committee  which  prohibited,  in 
the  final  result,  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee from  disclosing  what  he  consid- 
ered to  be  fraud. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  ToBEY]  is  chairman  of  another  in- 
vestigating committee.  He  is  present  in 
the  Chamber.  His  committee  is  operat- 
ing under  the  same  rule.  If  there  are 
any  rules  applicable  to  any  Senate  com- 
mittee which  restrict  the  individual 
members  of  the  committee  from  disclos- 
ing what  they  consider  to  be  fraud,  I 
should  Uke  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  or  some  other  Senator  point 
them  out. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  standard  rules, 
on  which  the  Senator  reUes,  do  not  give 
any  individual  Senator  that  right.  They 
give  the  right  to  a  majority  of  a  sub- 
committee or  a  majority  of  the  full  com- 
mittee. 

I  now  again  ask  the  Senator,  Would 
he  abide  by  a  rule  putting  the  power  in 
the  majority  of  the  subcommittee  or  the 
majority  of  the  full  committee? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  abide  by  the 
standard  rules  which  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  rejected — the  same 
rules  as  mterpreted  by  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  served  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations.  There 
are  many  members  of  investigating  com- 
mittees present  in  the  Chamber.  If  I  am 
ir  error  in  my  statement  regarding  their 
rules,  let  them  rise  and  correct  me.  I 
repeat,  there  has  never  been  an  occasion 


in  connection  with  any  committee  on 
which  any  member  has  agreed  in  ad- 
vance, or  has  been  asked  to  agree  in  ad- 
vance, that  in  the  event  the  majority  of 
the  full  committee  should  disagree  with 
him,  he  would  not  file  a  minority  report 
disclosing  a  charge  which  he  thinks  in- 
volves a  violation  of  law.  The  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey]  is  pres- 
ent. He  has  served  as  chairman  of  an 
investigating  committee  and  can  take 
exception  to  that  statement  if  I  am  in 
error. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  exactly  what 
the  standard  rules  provide.  They  pro- 
vide that  there  must  be  a  majority  vote 
of  the  subcommittee  or  of  the  full  com- 
mittee. I  again  ask  the  Senator,  with- 
out qualifications  as  to  interpretation, 
and  without  qualifications  as  to  what 
may  happen  in  other  committees,  will  he 
abide  by  the  majority  decision  of  the  sub- 
committee or  the  full  committee? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  so  far  as  mak- 
ing an  official  report  to  the  Senate  is 
concerned.  The  Senator  from  Delaware 
will  never  abide  by  any  rule  which  calls 
upon  him  to  agree  in  advance  that  under 
certain  circiunstances  he  will  withhold 
what  he  considers  to  be  damaging  evi- 
dence against  any  individual  solely  be- 
cause a  majority  of  the  committee  de- 
cides otherwise.  No  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  any  other  subcommittee  has  ever 
been  asked  to  do  so.  If  I  am  in  error, 
let  the  Senator  from  Colorado  point  out 

the  error.      

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  is  in  error  because  he  has  now 
defined  the  issue  exactly  as  I  have  stated 
it  to  be. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  am  very  sorry  that 
I  find  myself  in  complete  disagreement 
with  the  Senator  from  Colorado.    I  ask 
again  if  I  am  in  error.    I  have  served  on 
committees  previously.    I  have  served  on 
committees  with  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  who 
is  also  present  in  the  Chamber.    I  recog- 
nize the  importance  of  executive  meet- 
ings.   I  do  not  believe  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  will  say  that  I  have  unduly 
violated  the  trust  of  executive  meetings. 
However,  I  have  yet  to  hear  of  any  com- 
mittee of  Congress  that  has  ever  been 
established    which,    by    majority    vote, 
could  forever  bind  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  from  disclosing  what  he  consid- 
ered to  be  a  crime.    If  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  differs  with  me,  I  hope  he  will 
speak  out.    If  we  carry  that  rule  to  an 
extreme,  would  it  not  be  theoretically 
possible,   if  such  a  rule  were  adopted 
for  all  subcommittees  and  investigating 
committees,  for  the  political  party  in 
power  to  place  a  majority  on  the  sub- 
committee and  forevermore  block  any 
disclosure  of  corruption  under  any  ad- 
ministration?^ 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  true;  and  it 
Is  equally  true  that  imder  the  Williams 
rule  some  irresponsible  addlepate  acting 
on  his  own  responsibility  could  disclose 
the  deepest  confidences  developed  in  a 
committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  cannot  quarrel 
with  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  if  he  does  not  have  confidence 
In  my  discretion. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  that 
question  has  not  arisen.  It  did  not  arise 
at  any  time.    I  specifically  and  very 
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carefully  excluded  that  point.  If  we  are 
going  to  talk  about  confidence,  however, 
why  does  not  the  Senator  have  confi- 
dence in  the  majority  of  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance?  If  the 
discussion  is  to  degenerate  into  one  of 
personalities,  why  cannot  the  Senator 
from  Delware  abide  with  safety  in  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  or  all  of  the  members 
of  the  committee?  I  kept  personalities 
very  carefully  out  of  the  discussion  be- 
cause I  thought  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware was  trying  to  do  likewise. 

Bfr.  WILLIAMS.  I  believe  I  have  kept 
personalities  out  of  the  discussion.  I 
understood  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
as  indicating  that  perhaps  it  might  be 
dangerous  to  give  such  power  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  Oh,  now,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, there  is  nothing  to  that  effect  at  all 
In  any  of  my  remarks.  If  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  believes  I  said  anything 
like  that,  I  ask  him  to  produce  it.  I  have 
taken  scrupulous  care  to  avcid  any  thing 
of  that  kind. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
willing  to  accept  the  explanation  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado.  However,  I 
point  out  that  the  other  investigating 
committees  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  referred  possesses  the  same 
power  to  obtain  access  to  income  tax 
returns  that  is  possessed  by  the  com- 
mittee under  discussion.  I  grant  there 
have  been  examples  in  the  Senate  when 
committees  have  gone  too  far.  I  agree 
that  we  must  always  take  care  to  protect 
the  rights  of  every  American  citizen  and 
to  make  sure  that  he  is  not  crucified  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  However,  I  do 
not  think  that  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado or  any  other  Member  of  the  Senate 
can  point  to  a  single  instance  when  I 
discussed  any  case  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  which  was  before  a  grand  jury 
or  when  a  man  had  been  indicted.  I 
have  scrupulously  refused  to  comment 
on  cases  once  I  knew  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  moved  in. 

Mr.  Mni.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  a  lit- 
tle while  ago  I  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  at  this  very 
moment  hundreds  of  ctJurts  throughout 
the  land  are  trying  to  find  out  whether 
particular  acts  are  violations  of  law,  and 
hundreds  of  juries  at  this  very  moment 
are  trying  to  determine  factual  situa- 
tions. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Delaware  claim 
the  virtue  of  perpetual  infallibility  or  be- 
lieve he  will  never  commit  a  blunder  in 
making  a  decision  on  a  matter  which 
deeply  perplexes  other  men?  I  believe 
we  should  keep  personalities  out  of  the 
discussion.  While  he  is  talking  about 
precedents,  let  me  say  that  we  have  re- 
cently seen  gross  abuses  of  power  by 
men,  purporting  to  speak  for  commit- 
tees, when  they  did  not  speak  for  com- 
mittees at  all. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  fully  with 
what  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
said,  and  I  could  even  accept  his  view  on 
this  subject  more  freely  and  willingly  if 
it  were  a  forerunner  of  what  might  be 
the  necessary  restrictions  of  some  sub- 
committees. The  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado is  not  only  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  France,  but  he  is  also 
chairman  of  the  Republican  conference, 


which  authorizes  the  establishment  of 
these  subcommittees  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred. If  he  Is  going  to  propose  similar 
restrictions  for  other  subcommittees  per- 
haps all  of  us  could  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  in  the  habit  of  letting  neither 
his  teeth  nor  his  nose  get  too  long.  He 
if  content  to  consider  the  issue  before 
the  Senate,  which  is  exclusively  with  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  labor  this  point  any  longer; 
but  I  desire  to  make  very  clear  what  I 
have  In  mind.  For  example — and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  will  correct  me  if 
I  am  in  error — I  went  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  a  little  more  than  2 
years  ago.  or  perhaps  nearly  3  years  ago, 
regarding  this  corruption  issue.  I  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  every  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance.  I  have  a  copy  of 
the  letter  before  me  dated  August  2, 1950. 
This  letter  calls  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  certain  gross  irregulari- 
ties in  the  third  collection  district  in 
New  York.  I  asked  the  committee  to 
take  action.  I  should  like  to  read  the 
letter  to  the  Senate.  The  copy  of  the 
letter  is  addressed  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  but  identical  letters  were  sent 
to  every  other  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance.  The  letter,  as  I  say,  is  dated 
August  2.  1950.    It  reads: 

Dear  Sknatos  Millikim:  During  the  re- 
cent weeks  I  have  heard  some  rather  alarm- 
ing rumors  In  reference  to  the  conditions 
prevailing  In  the  Office  of  the  Collector  of  In- 
ternal Revenue  for  the  Third  New  York  Dis- 
trict. 

r  have  called  these  rumors  to  the  attention 
of  Mr.  George  J.  Schoeneman.  Commissioner. 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  have  re- 
quested a  copy  of  their  most  recent  auditor's 
report  of  this  district  In  order  to  determine 
whether  or  not  there  was  any  foundation 
to  these  rumors.  I  have  Just  received  a  let- 
ter from  Mr.  Schoeneman  to  the  effect  that 
It  la  against  the  policy  of  the  Bureau  to  com- 
ply with  my  request  that  I  be  allowed  to 
examine  a  copy  of  the  auditor's  report  of 
these  records. 

I  want  it  thoroughly  understood  that  1 
am  making  no  charges  of  Irregularity  In 
this  office  since  I  do  not  have  at  this  time 
any  proof  of  these  rumors;  however,  the 
nature  and  the  source  of  the  rumors  are 
such  that  I  do  not  feel  that  they  can  be 
overlooked.  I  am  calling  this  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  members  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  with  the  request  that  your  com- 
mittee direct  an  Inquiry  to  Mr.  Schoeneman 
and  examine  for  yourselves  the  report  and 
records  of  this  district. 
Toiirs   sincerely, 

John  J.  Wu,liams. 

On  the  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  the 
then  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  I 
added  the  following  postscript: 

P.  S. — I  will  be  only  too  glad  to  appear  be- 
fore your  committee  If  you  wish  and  to  ex- 
plain to  you  the  nature  of  these  rumors. 

Mr.  MnJ.TKTN.  What  is  the  Sen- 
ator's point? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  wUl  get  to  it  in  a 
moment.  I  understand  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  did  call  before  it 
and  if  I  am  in  error  I  stand  corrected- 
representatives  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  received  assurance  that  there 
was  nothing  wrong  in  the  city  of  New 
York  and  that  perhaps  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  was  unduly  alarmed. 


Five  months  later  In  1951  T  became  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
and  as  one  of  the  first  actions  on  my  part 
I  asked  that  the  committee  obtain  copies 
of  the  audited  report  to  which  I  refer 
in  my  letter.  I  said  I  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  report  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  interrupt  the  Senator  at 
this  point.  The  Committee  on  Finance 
did  a  great  deal  better  than  anything  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  has  suggested  so 
far.  It  appointed  a  subcommittee  to  look 
into  the  matter,  and  other  matters  as 
well,  and  appointed  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  to  be  a  member  of  the  sutx»>m- 
mittee.  Therefore  I  ask  again:  What  is 
the  point? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  committee  ap- 
pointed me  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee. Senator  Byrd  was  the  chairman  of 
it.  and  I  might  say  he  did  an  excellent 
job.    His  assistance  was  invaluable. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  was  the  most  active  member  of 
the  subcommittee.  I  do  not  think  he  will 
deny  that  he  was  the  most  active  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee.  Perhaps  I  have 
made  a  mistake,  but  I  do  not  think  I 
have  made  one.  in  paying  full  tribute  to 
his  being  the  most  active  member  of  the 
•  subcommittee. 

This  is  getting  to  be  a  little  frustrating. 
Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Delaware  was 
not  there  at  all.  However,  I  want  to  keep 
the  record  straight.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  never  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  when  I  was  present, 
and  asked  for  anything  that  I  did  not 
make  the  motion  to  give  it  to  him.  The 
Senator  from  Delaware  knows  that 
statement  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  per- 
haps the  Senator  from  Colorado  could 
tell  the  Senate  what  the  Committee  on 
Finance  did  with  the  report  I  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee  in  Au- 
gust 1960. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  know  the 
answer  to  that  question.  My  memory  Is 
not  that  clear  today.  The  committee  did 
just  as  I  suggested  a  moment  ago, 
namely,  it  appointed  a  subcommittee, 
and  appointed  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware chairman  of  it,  and  the  committee 
never  denied  him  a  single  power  he  asked 
for. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  correct.  However,  I  point  out 
that  t>etween  August  1950,  and  the  date 
when  I  became  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee nothing  was  done. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  were  extremely 
happy  to  have  him  become  a  member  of 
the  committee.  I  will  say  again  that  he 
did  a  superb  job.  and  I  will  testify  to  it 
again  and  again.  However,  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  issue  involved 
in  this  case.  I  will  load  the  Senator 
down  with  medals,  if  that  Is  what  he 
wants  me  to  do.  but  I  will  not  put  a 
martyr  s  crown  on  his  head,  because  he 
has  not  been  martyrsd. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  asking  for  medals.  I  wiSh  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  would  instead  give  us 
the  authority  needed  to  do  this  job  In  a 
way  that  would  command  the  confidence 
of  the  American  people.  All  I  am  asking 
is  that  we  not  be  bound  to  protect  a  man 
we  think  is  a  crook.    I  was  always  taught 


that  it  was  a  crime  to  conceal  a  crime. 
I  do  not  mean  to  imply  that  the  present 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
would  do  this  but  we  are  establishing  a 
precedent  here. 

As  I  was  saying.  In  1951  I  became  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and 
I  requested  a  copy  of  these  reports,  as  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  will  confirm.  A 
subcommittee  consisting  of  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI,  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  HoeyJ,  and 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  committee;  to  read  these 
reports  and  not  one  of  us  was  bound  in 
advance  that  we  would  have  to  withhold 
any  evidence  or  anything  else  which  de- 
veloped. No  conditions  were  spelled  out 
and  I  heard  no  complaints. 

We  checked  the  records,  and  found 
them  to  be  much  worse  than  I  had  pic- 
tured them  or  that  the  committee  or  any- 
one else  would  imagine  them  to  be.  We 
found  that  notwithstanding  that  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Treasury  Department 
came  before  the  committee  during  the 
period  between  August  and  January  and 
fully  satisfied  the  committee  that  there 
w  as  nothing  wrong  in  the  third  district  in 
New  York,  nevertheless  the  records  of 
the  Treasury  Department  showed  they  at 
that  time  knew  about  the  corrupt  condi- 
tion in  that  office.  Back  in  1947— and 
all  this  material  appears  in  the  record, 
and  can  be  confirmed — Mr.  Roger  Stuart, 
the  editor  of  the  New  York  World  Tele- 
gram, wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  a  letter  in  which  he  told  him 
of  the  conditions  existing  in  the  New 
York  office,  and  requested  an  investiga- 
tion. The  investigation  was  authorized 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and 
Mr.  James  J.  Saxon,  an  assistant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Special  Coun- 
sel to  the  General  Counsel  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  was  appointed  to  be  in 
charge  of  the  investigation. 

In  December  1949.  Mr.  Saxon  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  Honorable  John  Snyder, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  which  he 
stated  that  conditions  in  the  New  York 
office  were  even  worse  than  had  been  pic- 
tured by  the  editor  of  the  New  York 
World  Telegram,  and  stated  that  if  some- 
thing were  not  done  immediately,  that 
situation  would  blow  up  into  a  major 
scandal.  That  wfis  on  December  13, 
1949.  8  months  before  I  called  the  matter 
to  the  attention  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. 

On  February  27,  1950,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue,  Mr.  Schoene- 
man, wrote  a  personal  memorandimi  to 
Secretary  Snyder  in  which  he  reviewed 
the  record  of  the  two  previous  memo- 
randa—the one  in  1947  and  the  one  in 
1949 — and  then  said  he  was  sorry  that  he 
had  to  report  that,  instead  of  getting  bet- 
ter, conditions  in  the  New  York  office 
were  becoming  worse;  and  again  he  rec- 
ommended that  immediate  action  be 
taken.  That  was  in  February  1950,  6 
months  before  I  called  the  matter  to  the 
attention  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and 
about  8  months  before  representatives 
of  that  office  came  before  the  Finance 
Committee  and  convinced  the  commit- 
tee that  there  was  nothing  wrong. 

It  was  not  until  August  17,  1951.  that 
we  were  able  to  have  the  collector  of 
that  office  removed.  During  that  time  I 
do  no;  remember  that  the  committee 


took  too  much  interest.  I  discussed  the 
problem  with  you  and  Senator  George 
several  times. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Was  it  done  against 
the  objection  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee? 

Mr.  WIT  J  JAMS.  No;  not  against 
their  objection. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  matter  was  not 
discussed  with  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, was  it? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Oh,  yes;  It  was. 
Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN    Did  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  discuss  with  the  committee  the 
fact  that  he  was  going  to  make  a  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  WILLIAI^S.  Oh,  yes;  long  be- 
fore  

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  repeat  my  ques- 
tion: Did  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
discuss  with  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee the  fact  that  he  was  going  to 
make  a  statement? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes.  Has  the  Sena- 
tor forgotten  it?  One  conference  was  in 
the  Senate  district  room. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  A  statement  of  con- 
fidential material  which  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  entire  committee  or  by 
the  subcommittee  at  executive  session  or 
through  its  executive  process? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Just  a  minute,  Mr. 

President 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  whether  he  made  such  a 
statement. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes;  7  have  said  I 
made  the  statement  and  as  a  result  sev- 
eral men  went  to  jail. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  question  I  have 
asked  is  a  simple  one,  and  can  be  an- 
swered either  "Yes"  or  "No." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  answered 
the  question.  I  made  the  exposure  of  the 
New  York,  Boston,  St.  Louis,  California 
offices  and  several  other  cases.  Does  the 
Senator  object  to  any  of  them  having 
been  exposed? 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President.  I  did  tell 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee;  and  I 
regret  very  much  that  in  the  few  years 
I  worked  on  this  matter,  I  have  yet  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Colorado  even 
so  much  as  raise  his  voice  against  one 
of  these  corrupt  officers. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Now  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  is  becoming  personal— 
an  attitude  against  which  he  has  advised 
everyone  else,  a  fault  into  which  he  said 
he  would  not  fall. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No;  I  am  not.  But  I 
think  the  Senator  might  likewise  be  a 
little  more  careful. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  simply  wishes  to  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Delaware,  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey] 
were  doing  an  adequate  job,  without  the 
necessity  of  intervention  on  the  part  of 
anyone  else. 

However,  all  that  Is  beyond  the  point. 
The  point  is  in  regard  to  the  power 
claimed  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
as  a  right  as  an  Individual  to  disclose, 
against  the  judgment  of  a  majority  of  a 
a  subcommittee  or  a  majority  of  the  full 
committee,  confidential  material  which 
has  been  furnished  the  subcommittee  or 
the  full  committee  in  executive  session. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
merely  pointing  out  how  the  new  rule 


could  work.  I  say  I  did  disclose  those 
cases,  and  I  would  do  it  again  c*.en  if 
it  had  to  be  done  over  the  objection  of 
every  member  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN  What  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  is  arguing — and  I  do  not 
think  he  is  doing  it  thoughtfully — is  that 
the  judgment  of  14  other  honest  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  is  no  good,  and 
that  his  judgment  is  infallible — a  very 
foolish  position  for  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  to  take. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
not  making  any  such  argument.  I  am 
merely  pointing  out  that  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Capitol,  .the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  today  is  doing  a  good 
job  under  exactly  the  same  rules  that 
have  been  rejected  by  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee.  The  same  was  true 
of  the  King  committee,  last  year;  and 
the  same  is  true  of  the  subcommittee 
of  which  I  was  a  member  last  year.  In 
other  words,  we  did  not  bind  ourselves 
in  advance  that  every  one  of  us  would 
keep  our  mouth  shut  under  certain  con- 
ditions if  we  found  an  actual  violation  of 
law.  I  will  never  do  that  and  you  have 
no  precedent  for  asking  it. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Neither  did  the  mem- 
bers of  those  groups  bind  themselves  in 
advance  not  to  burn  down  a  ho.use  or 
not  to  rob  a  bank.  What  kind  of  an 
argimaent  is  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
making? 

Again  I  challenge  the  Senator  from 
Delaware — because  we  can  dispose  of 
this  matter  very  quickly  if  he  will  come 
to  the  point:  Will  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  abide  by  the  majority  judg- 
ment of  the  whole  Finance  Committee  or 
of  a  majority  of  the  subcommittee  of 
that  committee? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  never  agree 
that  I  will  permit  the  whole  committee 
or  the  subcommittee  to  exercise  a  veto 
power  upon  me.  so  as  to  prevent  me 
from  disclosing  a  violation  of  law.  Fur- 
thermore I  am  surprised  that  the  Sena- 
tor asks  such  a  commitment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Then.  I  have  accu- 
rately stated  the  issue.  Mr.  President. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  And  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  about  when 
he  was  right  and  others  were  wrong  is 
not  pertinent  to  the  issue. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Again  I  ask  whether 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  who  has  served  on 
those  investigation  committees  can  point 
out  in  the  history  of  the  Senate  an  in- 
stance of  a  member  of  a  subcommittee 
being  bound  in  advance? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  With  the  exception 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware, it  never  popped  into  many  heads 
that  anything  of  that  kind  could  be 
done.  And  when  it  has  been  done,  it 
has  been  done  irresponsibly,  and  has 
caused  great  embarrassment  to  the  Con- 
gress and  to  the  committees  involved. 
It  has  been  done,  but  not  because  of 
a  rule  or  withholding  a  rule.  A  respon- 
sible committee  member  simply  does  not 
think  of  doing  such  a  thing. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  see 
no  need  to  delay  this  question  further. 
The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  clearly 
stated  the  point. 
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So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  see  no  need 
to  go  through  a  long  process  ol  investi- 
gating a  case  and  finding  what  may  be 
regarded  as  gross  irregularities  on  the 
jKirt  of  any  individual,  and  then  as  a 
committee  member  being  put  in  a  posi- 
tion of  being  boimd  in  advance  to  keep 
his  mouth  shut,  as  has  just  been  pro- 
posed. In  that  event  a  few  months  or 
a  few  years  later,  another  committee 
might  disclose  the  case,  and  might  say, 
"Well,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  knew 
all  about  it,  but  did  not  denounce  it." 
In  such  an  event  there  could  be  no  clari- 
fication of  your  position. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  never  agreed  to 
draw  the  line  in  that  way  in  regard  to 
any  matter  upon  which  I  have  been 
working,  and  I  slto.  never  going  to  agree 
to  have  any  committee  draw  the  line 
for  me.         

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  Mr.  President,  since 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  is  rather 
profuse  in  his  use  of  the  vertical  "I."  let 
me  use  one.  I  do  not  want  to  be  on 
either  a  subcommittee  or  a  conmxittee 
of  which  an  individual  member  receiving 
confidential  infonnatlon.  may  undertake 
to  disclose  and  reveal  the  secrets  of  the 
committee  or  subcommittee  meetings, 
without  my  knowledge.  I  do  not  want 
to  have  to  read  in  the  press  for  the  first 
time  things  ascribed  to  a  committee  of 
which  I  am  a  member  and  on  which  I 
have  equal  responsibility. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  I  yield  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

Mr.  PREAR.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Delaware  has  a  short  nose  and 
dull  teeth,  but  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
learned  and  very  much  admired  Senator 
from  Colorado  a  question.  Under  the 
rules  adopted  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee.  Is  it  possible  for  a  minority 
report  to  be  filed  by  a  member  of  a  sub- 
committee? 

Mr.  MTTLTTCTN.  It  Is  possible  for  a 
minority  report  to  be  filed.  I  am  assimi- 
ing  the  Senator  is  talking  about  confi- 
dential matters,  and  what  might  be  the 
position  of  the  whole  committee,  as  to 
confidential  matters. 

Mr.  PREAR.    Yes. 

Mr.  MTTiTiTTON.  It  would,  of  course, 
be  possible  for  a  minority  to  file  a  re- 
port with  the  chairman,  but  not  with 
the  Senate.  But  an  alternative  is  al- 
ways open.  If  a  Senator  does  not  like 
the  action  of  the  whole  committee,  if  he 
Is  convinced  that  a  violation  of  law  is 
being  covered  up,  he  may  always  come 
to  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  and  submit  a 
resolution  calling  for  a  report  from  the 
committee  on  the  matter  which  he  de- 
scribes. He  can  always  do  that.  If 
there  is  enough  steam  behind  the  effort, 
he  will  probably  get  results. 

Mr.  FREAR.    I  do  not  think  I  fully 
understood  the  reply  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado.    Will  he  yield  to  permit  me  to 
ask  a  question  for  the  purpose  of  clarifi- 
cation? 
Mr.  Mnj.TKTN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  FREAR.    In  the  rules  adopted  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  covering 
a  subject  such  as  the  one  which  has 
teen  debated  this  afternoon,  is  it  pro- 
.  vUmI  ttmt  a  minority  report  may  not  be 


filed  by  the  subcommittee  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTW     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Am  I  correct  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  permission 
on  the  part  of  a  majority  of  the  Senate, 
in  order  that  such  minority  report 
might  be  filed,  in  case  the  chairman  and 
majority  of  the  full  committee  did  not 
desire  a  subcommittee  report  or  a  state- 
ment of  minority  views? 

Mr.  MTIJ.TKIN.  That  is  correct,  as- 
sxmiing  it  is  not  information  which  those 
who  filed  it  dug  up  themselves,  and  also 
assiuning  that  the  nature  of  the  subject 
is  presumptively  confidential,  and  has 
been  obtained  through  committee  proc- 
esses or  subcommittee  processes. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  failed  to  say  it  was 
assimied  the  information  would  come  as 
the  result  of  an  executive  session  of  the 
subcommittee.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  yield,, 
along  the  line  of  the  point  raised  by  my 
colleague,  I  may  say,  it  is  true,  as  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  just  pointed  out 
to  my  colleague,  that  as  a  last  resort,  if 
such  a  controversy  arose,  the  subcom- 
mittee, or  any  member  thereof,  could 
come  to  the  Senate  and  submit  a  resolu- 
tion calling  for  an  immediate  report. 
That  is  true.  But  is  it  not  also  true  that, 
in  submitting  such  resolution,  and  in 
defending  it  on  the  Senate  floor,  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  would  be  morally 
bound,  imder  the  rules  being  laid  down 
by  the  Finance  Committee,  not  to  tell  the 
Senate,  or  the  American  people,  the  na- 
ture of  the  charge  which  the  Senator  is 
seeking  to  expose?  You  could  come  to 
the  Senate  as  the  Senator  of  Colorado 
states  and  say,  "I  know  something  I 
cannot  tell,"  and  then  try  to  convince  the 
Senate  it  would  be  interesting  enough 
to  override  the  committee  report.  You 
could  not  do  it  without  disclosing  the 
nature  of  the  case  and  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  knows  it. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  charge  could  be 
generalized,  without  revealing  anything 
that  happened  in  executive  session ;  and 
if  the  particular  Senator  had  the  requi- 
site standing  in  the  Senate,  that  kind  of 
request  might  receive  very  sympathetic 
attention. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  American  peo- 
ple need  more  than  sympathy,  they  want 
action  in  cleaning  up  this  corruption. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  one  further  question.  Can  he 
cite  a  precedent  anywhere  in  the  history 
of  the  Senate  of  a  procedure  being  re- 
sorted to  whereby,  In  order  to  file  a  mi- 
nority report,  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee must  get  permission  from  the  United 
States  Senate  as  a  whole? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  To  file  It  In  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes;  or  to  speak  on 
the  subject  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  not  so  sure,  so 
far  as  filing  the  report  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  do  not  think  you 
will  find  one.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  fiu-ther? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.  Walt  a  moment. 
That  is  what  the  Senator  mentioned 
first.  I  will  answer  the  quesUon,  bite 
by  bite.  If  necessary.    I  am  not  sure  that 


a  subcommittee  has  now  a  right  to  file 
reports  in  the  Senate,  without  obtaining 
the  permission  of  the  Senate.  What  is 
the  second  barrel? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Certainly.  The  Sen- 
ator is  correct  on  the  report.  I  am  speak- 
ing about  the  rights  of  an  individual 
Member  of  the  -Senate  to  speak.  That  is 
the  controversy. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  answer  the  Sena- 
tor again  as  I  have  answered  him  be- 
fore. The  field  has  literally  been  lit- 
tered with  stuff  put  out  by  Irresponsl- 
sible — let  us  not  say  irresponsible  per- 
sons, let  us  say  by  persons  of  mistaken 
judgment,  revealing  things  which  should 
not  have  been  revealed.  Everybody  is 
aware  of  such  instances.  I  need  not 
specify  them.  This  discussion  is  suffi- 
ciently broad  without  undertaking  to 
mention  half  a  dozen  recent  instances. 
The  Senator  is  fully  aware  of  them. 

Mr.  WILUAMS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  floor,  when  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  concluded. 

Mr.  MTIJ.TKIN.  I  repeat  that,  so  far 
as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  rising  on  the 
floor  to  repeat  confidential  information 
received  in  an  executive  session  of  a 
whole  committee,  or  of  a  subcommittee, 
it  is  an  unthinkable  procedure,  except  by 
an  irresponsible  man;  with  the  excep- 
tion, I  am  sorry  to  note,  that  a  responsi- 
ble man  like  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
I  Mr.  Williams)  wants  such  a  right. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  floor  in  my  own 
right,  if  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
concluded. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    The  Senator  has  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  wish- 
es to  state  that,  under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  was  recognized  with  the  under- 
standing that  immediately  following  his 
statement  the  Senate  would  proceed  to 
a  call  of  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  be  permitted 
to  make  a  few  brief  remarks.  I  think  it 
would  be  appropriate  at  this  time,  since 
this  question  has  come  up.  It  should  be 
settled  now  while  we  are  all  here. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  woiild  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  be  willing  to 
limit  his  remarks?  The  only  difficulty 
is.  I  made  certain  promises.  I  supposed 
this  discussion  would  be  concluded  long 
ago.  Senators  are  waiting  for  a  call  of 
the  Consent  Calendar.  Furthermore 
we  have  a  bill  to  take  up  regarding  the 
reorganization  plan.  Would  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  limit  his  remarks? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  be  as  brief  as 
possible.  I  do  not  think  I  would  require 
many  minutes.  However,  if  it  is  the 
Senator's  wish,  and  it  is  agreeable  with 
tne  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr  Mil- 
LiKiN],  I  will  wait  and  speak  later 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unammous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  be  allowed  to  proceed  for 
15  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object— and  I  shaU  object- 
in  the  Senate  within  recent  weeks  the 
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practice  has  developed  of  limiting  the 
time  during  which  Senators  may  speak 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Even  though 
the  speaker,  under  the  circumstances, 
might  be  willing  to  agree  to  it,  it  Is 
bound  to  have  an  effect  on  the  organiza- 
tion and  presentation  of  his  materiaL 
It  is  bound  to  have  limiting  effects.  In 
my  opinion,  there  is  one  thing  we  ought 
to  keep  inviolate  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, namely,  unlimited  debate.  I  want 
to  hear  the  Senator  from  Delaware  with- 
out a  feeling  on  my  part  that  he  is 
being  limited  by  the  clock.    Therefore.  I 

object. ^^, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objec- 
tion is  heard. 


VISIT   BY   MEMBERS  OP  THE 
GERMAN  BUNDESTAG 
During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  MiLLncw's 

speech, 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  accompanying  me  are 
four  members  of  the  G<?rman  Bundestag, 
who  are  entitled  to  the  privilege  of  the 
floor. 

Last  year  It  was  my  privilege  to  visit 
In  Bonn.  WhUe  I  was  there  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Bundestag;  were  very  hos- 
pitable to  all  members,  of  the  American 
delegation.  They  made  our  visit  a 
memorable  one  in  many  ways.  We  were 
received  most  hospitably  in  the  Bunde- 
stag and  at  aU  the  receptions.  The 
President  of  Germany  literally  took  us 
into  his  arms. 

Go  it  is  a  great  pleasure  to  present 
these  genUemen  to  Uie  Senate.  I  will 
ask  them  to  stand,  please.  They  are: 
Hans  Joachim  von  Merkatz.  of  the  Ger- 
many Party;  Karl  G«5org  Pfleiderer,  of 
the  Free  Democratic  Party;  Gerhard 
Schroeder,  of  the  Christian  Democratic 
Party:  Franz  Joseph  Strauss,  of  the 
Christian  Socialist  Party. 

They  are  in  the  United  States  in  order 
to  become  better  acquainted  with  us 
Americans.  I  suggest  that  we  give  them 
a  hand.     [Applause,  Senators  rising! 


Calendar  Order  No.  83.  Senate  Concur- 
rent Resolution  20. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  first  measure 
following  the  previous  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION  PASSED 
OVER 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  20)  favoring  the  suspension  of  de- 
portation of  certain  aliens  was  an- 
nounced as  first  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion Is  heard,  and  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution will  be  pasesd  over. 


CAROL  LYNN  BARBARA  HECHT 

The  bill  (8.  55)  for  the  relief  of  Carol 
Lynn  Barbara  Hecht  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoees 
of  BecUonB  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the 
minor  child,  Carol  Lynn  Barbara  Hecht, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  natu- 
ral-born alien  child  of  Sgt.  and  Mrs.  Rus- 
sell E.  Hecht.  cltlaena  oX  the  United  States. 


THE  CALENDAR 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  the 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  measures 
on  the  calendar. 


ORDER    TO    CONSIDER    CALENDAR 
AT  POINT  FOLLOWING  LAST  CALL 

The  bill  <S.  242)  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration domiciliary  facility  at  Port 
Logan.  Colo.,  was  annoimced  as  flrst  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFIC!2R.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of  the 
calendar  begin  at  the  end  of  the  last  pre- 
vious call  The  prior  bills  have  been 
called  three  or  foinr  times.  I  a*  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  call  begin  with 


BERNARD  W.  OLSON 

The  bill  (S.  71)  for  the  relief  of  Ber- 
nard W.  Olson  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorteed  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Bernard  W.  Olson, 
of  Oakes.  N.  Dak.,  the  sum  of  $3,500.  In  fuU 
satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  for   compensation  for   the   death  of 
his  minor  chUd  who  was  fatally  burned  as 
a  result  of  falling  Into  an  open  pit  of  scalding 
water  located  on  the  United  States  naval  air 
base.  Trinidad,  British  West  Indies,  on  Jan- 
uary 32,  1949.  and  for  burial  and  other  ex- 
penses Incvirred  as  a  resiilt  thereof:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  acco\int  of  serrices  ren- 
dered  m   connection    with    this   claim,   and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawfvU.  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdemeanw  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  lined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 


sons  in  a  situation  similar  to  that  of  one 
covered  by  the  bilL  I  find  no  objection 
to  this  bill  but  the  department  recom- 
mends that  it  be  generalized  in  its  na- 
ture, inasmuch  as  there  are  so  many 
others  similarly  situated.  Since  the  au- 
thor of  the  bill  is  not  presently  on  the 
floor.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
not  the  author  of  the  bill,  but  I  am  a 
member  of  the  committee  which  consid- 
ered the  bill.  I  may  say  that  during 
the  82d  Congress,  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Navy  Department.  luUs  were  intro- 
duced to  authorize  payments  covering 
the  transportation  of  household  effects  of 
certain  naval  personnel  Those  bills 
were  not  enacted.  Had  they  been 
enacted,  the  result  would  have  been  to 
relieve  not  only  Mr.  MacPhee  but  also 
other  individuals  similarly  situated. 

The  committee  has  recognized  similar 
situations  in  the  past,  and  sees  no  reason 
why  the  claimant  herein,  who  acted  in 
good  faith  and  upon  the  basis  of  orders 
issued  by  comf>etent  authority  in  the 
Navy  Department,  should  be  required  to 
wait  for  the  enactment  of  general  legis- 
lation in  order  that  he  may  be  relieved 
of  his  liability  to  the  Government. 

The  committee  therefore  recommends 
favorable  consideration  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  makes  a  fair  statement. 
I  flnd  no  objection  to  this  bill.  My  ob- 
jection was  made  in  order  that  the  prob- 
lems of  others  similarly  situated  might 
be  called  to  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee. If  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Utah  will  take  upon  himself  the 
responsibility  of  calling  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  the  need  for  gen- 
eral action,  then  I  shall  withdraw  any 
objection. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  certainly  be 
glad  to  do  that.  I  think  the  committee 
has  considered  two  similar  reports. 

Mr.  GORE.  Then  I  withdraw  my  ob- 
jection to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
142)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  Norman  S.  Mac- 
Phee. of  Underwood.  N.  Dak..  Is  hereby  re- 
lieved of  all  UablUty  for  the  repayment  to  the 
United  States  of  $284.35.  representing  the 
costs  Incurred  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  In  providing  transportation  of  hoxise- 
hold  effects  of  the  said  Norman  8.  MacPhee 
from  Richmond,  Va.,  to  Underwood.  N.  Dak.. 
upon  his  separation  from  service  In  the  Navy 
In  1946,  the  pa3rment  of  such  costs  having 
been  subsequently  dlsaJlowed  by  the  Oen- 
eral  Accounting  Office  on  the  ground  that 
such  payment  was  not  authorized  by  law. 


NORMAN  S.  MacPHEE 

The  bill  (S.  142)  for  the  relief  of  Nor- 
man S.  MacPhee  was  announced  as  next 
In  order.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill?  _, 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  apparently  the  author 
of  the  bill  Is  not  present. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  advised  by  the  De- 
partment that  there  arc  225  other  per- 


WALTRAUT  MIES  VAN  DER  ROHE 

The  bill  (S.  306)  for  the  relief  of  Wal- 
traut  Mies  van  der  Rohe  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  ThaA.  for  the  purpose* 
of  the  Inomigratlon  and  NatlonaUty  Act, 
Waltraut  Mies  van  der  Rohe  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfuly  ad- 
znitted  to  the  United  SUtea  for  permanent 
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realdencc  ■•  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  thla  act.  upon  payment  of  the  required 
vlaa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  alien  as  provided  for  In  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


CORNELIUS  A.   NAVORI 

The  bill  (S.  314)  for  the  relief  of  Cor- 
nelius A.  Navori  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Inunlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act,  Cor- 
nellxis  A.  Navori  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  u]x>n  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 


DR. 


ALEXANDRE   DEMETRIO   MOR- 
UZI— BILL   PASSED   OVER 


The  bill  (S.  389)  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alexandre  Demetrio  Moruzi  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  requested  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pulijeight]  to  ob- 
ject to  bills  granting  citizenship  to  ex- 
change students.  The  case  covered  by 
the  bill  just  called  seems  to  be  unusual. 
and  it  was  my  hope  that  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  would  be  present  to  hear 
the  merits  of  the  bill  explained,  but 
since  he  is  not  on  the  floor,  I  am  not  at 
liberty  to  withhold  objection.  I  there- 
fore object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  beard,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
apologize  to  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson  1 ,  who  has  been 
called  off  the  floor.  I  promised  him  that 
I  would  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
before  the  calendar  was  taken  up.  It 
quite  slipped  my  mind.  I  now  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quor\im. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Ful  bright 

Lehman 

Beall 

Ooldwater 

Long 

Bennett 

Gore 

Magnuson 

Brlcker 

Green 

Malone 

Bridges 

Orlswold 

Mansfleld 

Bush 

Hayden 

Martin 

Butler.  Nebr. 

Hendrlckaon 

Maybank 

Byrd 

Hennlngs 

McCarran 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

McCarthy 

Carlson 

Hill 

McClellan 

Case 

Hoey 

Milllkln 

Clements 

Holland 

Morse 

Cooper 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Cordon 

Hunt 

Murray 

Daniel 

Ives 

Neely 

Dlrksen 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Pastore 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Payne 

Duff 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Potter 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

Purtell 

Kastland 

Kennedy 

Robertson 

Blender 

Kllgore 

Russell 

Ferg\j8on 

Knowland 

Saltonstall 

Flrear 

Kuchel 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N  J. 
Sparkman 
Stennls 
Symington 


Taft 
Thye 
Tobey 
Watkins 


The       PRESIDING 
quorum  is  present. 


Welker 
Wiley 
Williams 
Young 

OFFICER.     A 


ORDER  FOR  CONTINUATION  OP 
CALL  OP  CALENDAR  AFTER  2 
O'CLOCK 

Mt.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  after  the  hour 
of  2  o'clock  has  been  reached,  the  call 
of  the  calendar  may  be  continued  to  the 
end  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  <S.  486)  for  the  relief  of  Che 
Kil  Bok  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  At  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  [Mr.  EllenoerI,  I 
ask  that  this  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


RONALD  LEE  OENNING 

The  bill  (S.  516)  for  the  relief  of 
Ronald  Lee  Oenning  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child.  Ronald  Lee  Oenning  (formerly  Mi- 
chlo  Yoshida).  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of  Capt. 
Floyd  L.  Oenning  and  Mrs.  Margaret  L. 
Oenning,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 


DR.  ALBERT  HAAS 

The  bill  (S.  616)  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Albert  Haas  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  wonder  if  we  might  have  an  explana- 
tion of  this  bill. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  In  the 
absence  of  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary.  I,  as  the  author  of 
the  bill,  would  be  very  glad  indeed  to 
explain  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  would  thank 
the  Senator  from  New  York  if  he  would 
do  so. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  bill  to  grant  permanent  residence  in 
the  United  States  to  Dr.  Albert  Haas. 
a  40-year-old  native  of  Hungary  and  cit- 
izen of  Fiance  who  last  entered  the 
United  States  as  a  visitor  on  May  19. 
1950.  His  status  was  changed  to  that  of 
an  exchange  visitor  on  June  4.  1951. 
Shortly  after  his  arrival  in  the  United 
States  in  1950.  he  became  an  extern  in 
tuberculosis  rehabilitation  at  the  New 
York  University-Bellevue  Medical  Center 
in  New  York  City,  serving  in  that  ca- 
pacity until  July  1.  1951,  when  he  was 
appointed  as  resident  physician  in  that 
hospital.  His  wife  and  9-year-old  son  are 
permanent  residents  of  the  United 
States.  He  has  been  strongly  recom- 
mended by  men  in  whom  I  am  sure  we  all 
have  confldence.    Documents  were  sub- 


mitted to  the  committee  showing  the 
following  citations  received  by  him: 

1.  Medal  of  Resistance,  signed  by  C.  de 
Gaulle.  September  1,  1945. 

2.  Citation  of  the  Minister  of  National 
Defense  with  the  CroU  de  Guerre  with  Silver 
Star,  signed  by  Colonel  Josset,  March  27, 
1947. 

3.  Citation  of  the  President  of  the  Pro- 
visionary  Government  of  the  French  Re- 
public with  the  Croix  de  Guerre  with  Silver 
Star,  signed  by  General  Bonneau,  December 
24.   1946. 

4.  Certificate  of  Service,  signed  by  Field 
Marshal    Montgomery,  May   6.   1946. 

5.  Certificate  and  citation  from  United 
States  Army  Medical  Service,  signed  by  MaJ. 
Donald  H.  Vollner.  August  6.  1945. 

Mr.  HETJDRICKSON.  The  explana- 
tion made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  York  is  quite  satisfactory  and 
suflBcient.     I  withhold  objection. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee  I  wish  to  add 
that  the  wife  and  son  of  the  beneficiary 
of  the  bill  are  permanent  residents  of 
the  United  States  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  tha 
bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
616)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Dr. 
Albert  Haas  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
Stales  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quo- 
ta-control officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  712)  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam R.  Jackson  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CHARLES  ANTHONY  DESOTELL 

The  bill  (S.  846)  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  Anthony  Desotell  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  aa 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That,  for  the  pur'poses 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child,  Charles  Anthony  Desotell.  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born 
alien  child  of  T.  Sgt.  and  Mrs.  George  O. 
Desotell,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 


JACQUELINE  SUE  LAWN  (AKEMI 
INOUE) 

The  bill  (S.  853)  for  the  relief  of  Jac- 
queline Sue  Lawn  (Akemi  Inoue)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Jacqueline  Sue  Lawn  (Akemi  Inoue), 
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shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the 
natural-born  alien  child  of  Sgt.  and  Mrs. 
Jack  Elsworth  Lawn,  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

ROBERT  HAROLD  WAI^ 

The  bill  (S.  954)  for  the  relief  of 
Robert  Harold  Wall  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  305  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Robert  Harold  Wall,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Lt.  and  Mrs.  J.  V.  Wall,  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 


MR.  AND  MRS.  LUCILLO  GRASSI 
The  bill  <S.  1039)  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Lucillo  Grassi  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  naturaliza- 
tion laws  relating  to  loss  of  nationality,  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Lucillo  Orassl  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered to  have  lost  their  United  SUtes 
citizenship  by  reason  of  voting  In  a  foreign 
election  or  because  of  any  period  of  resi- 
dence outside  the  United  States  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 


« 
cer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate  quota  for   the   first   year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  i,hird  time, 
and  passed. 

SISTER    JEANNE    MARIA    KENNETH 
LANGLO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  167)  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Jeanne  Maria  Henneth  Langlo,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment  in 
Une  7,  after  the  word  "fee",  to  strike 
out  "and  head  tax",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 
Sister  Jeanne  Maria  Henneth  Langlo  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  re- 
quired visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


DR.  PETER  C.  T.  KAO 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <  S.  69 )  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Peter  C.  T. 
Kao.  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
■fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
Dr  Peter  C.  T.  Kao  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary 
of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-con- 
trol officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the 
appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SISTER   LOUISE   MARIE   JOSEPHINE 
BELLOIR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <S.  166 )  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Louise 
Marie  Josephine  Belloir,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment  in  line  8. 
after  the  word  "fee",  to  strike  out  "and 
head  tax",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  for  the  pur- 
pfjses  of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization 
liiws.  Sister  Louise  Marie  Josephine  Belloir 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  ofll- 


GEORGE  MAUNER 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  811)  for  the  relief  of  George 
Mauner.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  Insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
secUon  212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  George  Mauner  may  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  If  he  Is  found  to  be  otherwise 
admissible  under  the  provisions  of  that  act: 
Provided,  That  this  exemption  shall  apply 
only  to  a  ground  lor  exclusion  of  which  the 
Department  of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  had  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


RELIEF  OP  EXCHANGE  STUDENTS 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright] 
is  now  on  the  floor.  I  should  like  to 
address  to  him  a  question  with  reference 
to  three  bills,  as  to  two  of  which  I  hap- 
pen to  be  the  author,  and  as  to  one  of 
which  another  Senator  is  the  author,  and 
to  which  objection  was  made  today. 
The  bills  provide  for  the  retention  in  the 
United  States  of  persons  who  came  to 
this  country  as  students  under  the  stu- 
dent exchange  program.  These  stu- 
dents, having  received  an  education  in 
this  country,  now  seek  to  remain  here. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  look 
with  favor  upon  their  retention? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  had  not  consid- 
ered that  aspect  of  the  matter.  I  do 
not  know  whether  any  offer  has  been 
made  to  them. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  any  offer  has  been  made. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  feel  certain  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  understands 
very  well  the  reason  for  the  objection 
to  their  retention.  To  permit  foreign 
students  to  come  into  the  United  States 
under  the  auspices  of  this  Government 
and  then  to  remain  in  this  cotintry  really 
defeats  the  very  purpose  of  the  program, 
because  the  objective  is  to  acquaint  them 
with  our  country  and  our  way  of  life, 
and  then  to  have  them  return  to  their 
own  countries  and,  we  would  hope,  pre- 
sent a  favorable  impression  of  this 
country. 

I  know  that  every  time  this  question 
occurs,  criticisms  will  arise.  It  is  only 
because  of  my  interest  in  the  long-term 
permanence  and  effectiveness  of  the  pro- 
gram that  I  object.  I  do  not  know  these 
individuals  personally.  However,  I 
should  be  glad  to  consider  such  a  pro- 
gram. I  should  like  to  have  the  Board 
of  Foreign  Scholarships  give  an  impres- 
sion of  its  view  as  to  this  question. 

Offhand.  I  would  not  want  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  consenting,  because 
not  only  is  actual  money  involved,  but 
a  great  amount  of  trouble  and  effort 
goes  into  this  program.  If  it  ever  be- 
comes estabUshed  that  this  program  af- 
fords a  way  to  get  into  the  United  States, 
then  there  will  be  many  other  persons 
making  special  efforts  to  come  under  the 
program.  I  think  it  would  be  very  wise 
policy  to  discourage  to  the  utmost  the 
idea  that  if  they  can  win  scholarships, 
they  can  stay  here,  because  such  a  plan 
would  really  defeat  the  whole  purpose 
of  the  program. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  correct  in  his  view  that  such  action 
would  defeat,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
program.  However,  I  do  not  believe 
there  would  be  so  many  students  who 
would  want  to  stay.  That  is  only  my 
thought. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Unfortunately,  I 
have  seen  a  good  many  of  them,  and  a 
number  of  them  want  to  stay.  In  many 
ways,  I  do  not  blame  them,  because  by 
their  desire  to  remain  they  pay  us  a 
great  compliment.  However,  I  think  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  t)e  very  careful  and 
not  permit  them  to  stay  here.  To  my 
mind,  it  would  seriously  hinder  the  pro- 
gram, and  would  be  very  bad  practice. 

There  are  other  implications  to  be  con- 
sidered besides  the  money  involved. 
Much  of  the  money  is  also  in  foreign 
currencies,  so  it  would  be  very  diflBcult  to 
evaluate  Uie  cost. 


Mr.  McCARRAN. 
have   the   views   of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT 


I  merely  desired  to 
the   Senator   from 

I  might  suggest  to 

the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  formally  presented  to  the 
Board  of  Foreign  Scholarships.  I  should 
also  like  to  suggest  that  the  Senator's 
committee  consider  the  question,  to  see 
if  a  definite  policy  could  not  be  developed 
by  the  Board  of  Foreign  Scholarships 
under  the  guidance  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
recognize  that  there  may  be  some  cases 
in  which  equities  have  developed  and 
should  be  considered,  in  View  of  which. 
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after  students  have  entered  the  United 
States,  they  might  be  permitted  to  re- 
main? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  would  not  say 
that  that  Is  not  possible.  I  could  only 
judge  that  question  In  speclflc  cases, 
where  such  a  situation  had  actually  de- 
veloped. It  might  well  be  that  some- 
thing of  that  nature  could  happen. 

By  the  way.  my  attention  has  just  been 
called  to  a  case  which  I  had  not  pre- 
viously heard  about.  It  appears  that  the 
person  originally  came  from  Rumania. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  is  calendar  No.  90, 
Senate  bill  389. 

Mr.  FCJLBRIGHT.  Th  at  is  a  new  case, 
to  which  I  had  not  had  my  attention 
called  previously,  but  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  mentioned  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  person  affected 
by  calendar  No.  90,  Senate  bill  389,  is 
stateless  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  not  thor- 
'oughly  acquainted  with  the  case.  It  has 
just  this  minute  been  called  to  my  atten- 
tion, and  I  said  I  would  be  glad  to  look 
Into  it.  I  had  not  read  the  entire  report. 
I  understood  the  person  came  into  this 
country  from  Venezuela.  If  he  came 
from  Venezuela,  he  did  not  enter  the 
United  States  under  the  program  with 
which  I  am  thoroughly  familiar. 

There  are  some  small  programs  in- 
volving specialists.  There  was  fine  in- 
volved under  the  old  Inter-American 
Committee.  A  doctor  who  was  50  years 
old  was  brought  into  the  United  States. 
It  might  be  that  that  is  a  case  in  which 
an  exception  could  be  made.  That  per- 
son may  be  serving  such  a  special  pur- 
pose of  benefit  to  this  country  that,  all 
things  balanced,  he  should  stay  here. 
However.  I  would  not  want  to  say  defi- 
nitely offhand. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GORE.  As  I  read  the  report  on 
this  bill  last  night.  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  had  particular  merit,  in  that 
the  person  affected  came  from  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain  and  is  supposedly  state- 
less now.  However,  two  questions  come 
to  mind.  The  first  is.  From  what  coun- 
try did  he  come?  The  other  question  is. 
How  Is  it  that  a  man  who  is  50  years  of 
age.  and  already  protected,  can  come  un- 
der the  student-exchange  program? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  As  I  have  said.  I 
am  not  familiar  with  the  case.  It  has 
just  been  called  to  my  attention,  and  the 
point  that  strikes  me  Is  that  the  man 
could  not  have  come  into  this  country 
from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  under  the 
program  with  which  I  am  familiar,  be- 
cause we  have  no  such  agreement  with 
Rumania.  Under  the  student-exchange 
program,  he  could  not  have  come  from 
Venezuela. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  report  shows  that  he 
came  from  France,  but  he  does  not  now 
claim  to  be  a  citizen  of  France.  The 
bill  raises  some  questions,  as  well  as 
meritorious  circumstances. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Senator 
know  under  the  authority  of  which  law 
he  came  into  the  country? 

Mr.  GORE.  I  think  it  wise  that  the 
bill  go  over,  and  I  had  so  requested. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  trust  that  the  com- 
mittee will  get  the  information  which  has 


been  requested  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  with  respect  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  Senator. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  hope  the  committee 
will  attempt  to  get  the  information  the 
Senator  wishes  with  resp>ect  to  this  per- 
son. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  it  meets  with 
the  approval  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  I  should  like  to  have  the  in- 
formation, and  apparently  that  commit- 
tee considers  bills  like  this.  I  should 
like  to  suggest  that  they  submit  an  in- 
quiry to  the  Board  of  Foreign  Scholar- 
ships as  to  what  the  Board  thinks  abou^^ 
this  type  of  case. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
that. 


ESTATE  OF  MARY  M.  MENDENHALL 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  851)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  M.  Mendenhall.  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment  on  page  1. 
line  7.  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out 
"$50,000  in  full  satisfaction  of  its  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  the  death 
of  the  said  Mary  M.  Mendenhall  from  as- 
phyxiation caused  by  the  improper  ad- 
ministration of  an  anesthetic  during  an 
operation  performed  on  her"  and  insert 
"$10,000.  m  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of 
the  death  of  the  said  Mary  M.  Menden- 
hall while  she  was  being  delivered  of  a 
child",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Mary 
M.  Mendenhall,  deceased,  wife  of  Capt. 
George  W.  Mendenhall.  United  States  Air 
Force,  the  sum  of  $10,000,  in  full  settlement 
of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  on 
account  of  the  death  of  the  said  Mary  M. 
Mendenhall  while  she  was  being  delivered 
of  a  child,  on  September  8,  1949.  at  the  49th 
General  Hospital,  Tokyo.  Honshu.  Japan: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  Qned 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  91,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


PROPOSED  EXEMPTIONS  UNDER 
THE  ADMINISTRATIVE  PROCE- 
DURE ACT 

The  bill  (S.  18)  to  amend  the  Admin- 
istrative Procedure  Act.  and  eliminate 
certain  exemptions  therefrom  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI.  from 
whose  committee  the  bill  was  reported. 

According  to  the  report,  the  bill  would 
bring  under  the  provisions  of  the  Ad- 


ministrative Procedures  Act  certain 
agencies  which  are  now  excluded  from 
that  act.  I  notice  that  the  opinions 
given  by  the  executive  department  are 
dated  1951.  Does  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  t)elieve  it  would  be 
wise  to  secure  an  opinion  from  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  at  the  present  time 
with  respect  to  tht  application  of  the 
bill  to  certain  agencies? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  As  the  Senator  may 
recall,  a  similar  bill  was  approved  by  the 
Senate  in  the  82d  Congress.  It  seems 
to  me  th-t.  regardless  of  what  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  might  say,  the  pro- 
posed legislation  is  meritorious.  That 
is  the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  there  Is  good 
ground  for  what  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  has  said,  but  I  thought 
it  might  be  wise  to  obtain  the  opinion 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  I  there- 
fore ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over 
until  the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 
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BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  30)  to  provide  for  jury 
trials  in  condemnation  proceedings  in 
United  States  district  courts  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Over,  by  request  of  the 
Senator     from     North     Carolina     I  Mr. 

HOEYl. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  39)  to  further  Implement 
the  full-faith-and-credit  clause  of  the 
Constitution  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

rir.  GORE.    Over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  at  the  Senator's  own  request,  or  at 
the  request  of  some  other  Senator? 

Mr.  GORE.  It  is  at  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  The  ques- 
tion is  rather  complicated.  The  report 
itself  consists  of  nine  pages  of  fine  print, 
and  I  simply  did  not  finish  my  study  of 
the  bill  last  night.  If  the  Senator  does 
not  object., I  should  like  to  have  a  little 
more  time  to  study  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  cannot  object. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


FORFEITURE  AND  DISPOSAL  OP 
PROPERTY  SEIZED  UNDER  THE 
ESPIONAGE  ACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  41)  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917,  as  amended. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  on  page 
2.  line  9,  there  is  a  misspeUing  of  the 
word  "subsection."  I  move  to  correct 
the  spelling. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  9. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "subsetion" 
and  insert  "subsection." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  Ume, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  title 
VI  of  the  act  ol  June  15.  1917  (40  Stat.  233). 


as  amended  (U.  8.  C,  1M«  ed..  title  22, 
sec.  401).  U  furtber  amended  to  read  m 
follows: 

"(a)  Whenever  an  attempt  U  made  to  ex- 
port or  ship  from  or  take  out  of  the  ITnlted 
States  any  arma  or  munltlona  of  war  or 
other  articles  In  Tlolatlon  of  law.  or  when- 
ever It  Is  known  or  there  shall  be  probable 
cause  to  believe  that  any  arms  or  munltlona 
of  war  or  other  articles  are  Intended  to  b« 
or  are  being  or  have  been  exported  or  re- 
moved from  the  United  States  In  violation 
of  law,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury .  or  any 
person  duly  authorized  for  the  purpose  by 
the  President,  may  seize  and  detain  such 
arms  or  munitions  of  war  or  other  articles 
and  may  seize  and  detain  any  vessel,  vehicle. 
or  aircraft  containing  the  same  or  which  has 
been  or  iB  being  used  In  exporting  or  attempt- 
ing to  export  such  arms  or  munitions  of  war 
or  other  articles.  All  arms  or  munitions  of 
war  and  other  articles,  vessels,  vehicles,  and 
aircraft  seized  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
shall  be  forfeited. 

"(b)  All  provisions  of  law  relating  to  seiz- 
ure, summary  and  Judicial  forfeiture  and 
condemnation  for  violation  of  the  customs 
laws,  the  disposition  of  the  property  for- 
feited or  condemned  or  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  thereof;  the  remission  or  mitiga- 
tion of  such  fcMTfeltures;  and  the  compsomLse 
of  claims  and  the  award  of  compensation  to 
informers  In  respect  of  such  forfeitures  shaU 
apply  to  seizures,  and  forfeitures  Incurred, 
or  alleged  to  have  been  Incurred,  under  the 
provUlons  of  this  section.  Insofar  as  appli- 
cable and  not  IncoiMlstent  with  the  provi- 
sions hereof.  Awards  of  compensation  to 
Informers  under  this  section  may  be  paid 
only  out  of  funds  specifically  appropriated 
therefor. 

•■  <  c )  Arms  and  munitions  of  war  forfeited 
under  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be 
delivered  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
such  use  or  disposition  as  he  may  deem  In 
the  public  Interest,  or.  In  the  event  that 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  refuses  to  accept 
such  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  they  shall 
be  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  as  prescribed 
under  existing  law  In  the  case  of  forfeitures 
for  violation  of  the  customs  laws." 

Sk:.  2.  Sections  2.  3.  6,  and  7  of  the  act  ot 
June  16,  1917  (ch.  30.  title  VI.  40  Stat.  224- 
225;  U.  8.  C  1«»4«  ed..  title  2^.  sees.  402. 
403.  405.  407).  and  section  4  of  such  act.  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  March  1.  1929  (ch. 
420,  45  Stat.  1423;  U.  8.  C.  1946  ed..  tlUe 
22,  sec.  404),  are  repealed. 


mlnatlon  of  any  question  arising  under  mb- 
paragraphs  711  (b)  (1)  (H).  (I).  (J),  or  (K). 
section  721.  or  section  723  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  shall  be  subject  to  review  by 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  In  the 
same  manner  as  other  decisions  of  the  Tax 
Court.  In  the  case  of  any  decision  entered 
after  January  1.  1952.  and  before  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act,  a  petition  for  review 
therein  may  be  filed  at  any  time  within  90 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


PROVISION  FOR  TRANSPORTATION 
ON  CANADIAN  VESSELS  IN  ALASKA 

The  bill  (S.  719)  to  provide  transporta- 
tion on  Canadian  vessels  between  Skag- 
way.  Alaska,  and  other  points  in  Alaska, 
between  Haines.  Alaska,  and  other  points 
in  Alaska,  and  between  Hyder.  Alaska, 
and  other  points  in  Alaska  or  the  conti- 
nental United  States,  either  directly  or 
via  a  foreign  port,  or  for  any  part  of  the 
transportation  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  until  June  30. 
1954.  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  law 
of  the  United  States  restricting  to  vessels  of 
the  United  States  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers and  merchandise  directly  or  Indi- 
rectly from  any  port  In  the  United  States 
to  another  port  of  the  United  States,  pas- 
sengers may  be  transported  on  Canadian  ves- 
sels between  Skagway.  Alaska,  and  other 
points  In  Alaska,  between  Haines.  Alaska, 
and  other  points  in  Alaska,  and  between 
Hyder.  Alaska,  and  other  points  In  Alaska 
or  the  continental  United  States,  either  di- 
rectly or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for  any  part 
of  the  transportation:  Provided,  That  such 
Canadian  vessels  may  transport  merchandise 
between  Hyder,  Alaska,  and  other  ports  and 
points  herein  enumerated. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER      . 

The  bill  (S.  252)  to  permit  all  civil  ac- 
tions against  the  United  States  for  re- 
covery of  taxes  erroneously  or  illegally 
assessed  or  collected  to  be  brought  in  the 
district  courts  with  right  of  trial  by  jury 
was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  passed  over. 


JUDICIAL  REVIEW  OP  CERTAIN  TAX 
COURT  DECISIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  984)  making  provision  for  judi- 
cial review  of  certain  Tax  Court  deci- 
sions, which  had  iieen  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments on  page  1,  line  5.  after  "January 
1,"  to  strike  out  "igSA"  and  Insert 
"1952";  and  on  page  2,  at  the  beginning 
of  line  1.  to  strike  out  "1954"  and  Insert 
"1952".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  subsections  732  (c)  and  732 
(d)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  United  States  Tax  Ooxirt.  entered 
after  January  I.  1952,  respecting  the  deter- 


APPROVAL  OP  CONVEYANCE  OP 
REAL  PROPERTY  IN  SOUTH  CARO- 
LINA 

The  bill  (S.  1082)  to  approve  a  convey- 
ance made  by  the  city  of  Charleston, 
S.  C.  to  the  South  Carolina  State  Ports 
Authority,  of  real  property  heretofore 
granted  to  sfidd  city  of  Charleston  by  the 
United  States  of  America  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provision  in 
the  act  of  Congress,  approved  May  27.  1936 
(49  Stat.  1387),  and  In  the  deed  made  pur- 
suant thereto  by  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  city  of  Charleston,  which  pro- 
hibits the  city  of  Charleston  from  transfer- 
ring the  title  of  the  propertly  conveyed  there- 
under shall  not  be  deemed  applicable  to  the 
conveyance  of  a  portion  of  the  said  property, 
made  without  consideration,  by  the  city  of 
Charleston,  to  the  South  Carolina  State  Ports 
Authority,  an  agency  of  the  State  of  South 
Carolina. 

PROVISION  FOR  COMMISSION  TO 
REGULATE  PUBLIC  TRANSPORTA- 
TION UTILinES  IN  THE  DISTRICT 
OF  COLUMBIA— REFERENCE  OP 
BILL 

The  bill  (S.  922)  to  provide  for  a  Com- 
mission to  regulate  the  public  transpor- 
tation of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle 
and  street  railroad  within  the  metropoli- 


tan area  of  Washington.  D.  C,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  this  bill  re- 
lates in  major  part  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  good 
idea  to  have  the  bill  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
for  study,  with  instructions  to  report  it 
back  not  later  than  a  certain  date,  sa^ 
isfactory  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
LMr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Ccloiado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
sure  that  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  FVjreign  Commerce  would  not  ob- 
ject to  that  procedure.  However,  there 
is  this  to  be  said:  The  bill  deals  entirely 
and  exclusively  with  interstate  trans- 
portation, and  our  committee  is  the 
proper  coounittee  to  handle  such  pro- 
posed legislation.  It  does  directly  affect 
transportation  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. So  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia  could  very  properly  con- 
sider it  to  see  if  there  are  any  objections 
to  it. 

If  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will 
permit  me  to  do  so,  I  invite  attention  to 
a  concurrent  resolution  on  the  calendar. 
Order  No.  131,  Senate  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 19,  establishing  a  joint  committee 
to  make  a  study  of  public  transportation 
serving  the  District  of  Columbia.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  resolution  deals 
with  interstate  transportation. 

Mr.  GORE.  It  is  on  the  calendar  for 
action  today. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  will  not  object  to 
that  resolution  if  it  Ls  amended  so  as 
not  to  deal  with  Interstate  transporta- 
tion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  exam- 
ine the  resolution  he  will  find  that  it  re- 
lates entirely  to  the  matter  of  study.  It 
is  not  designed  to  accomplish  the  things 
which  the  Senator's  bill  is  designed  to 
accomplish. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  But  does 
it  deal  with  interstate  transportation,  or 
simply  with  transportation  within  the 
District  of  Columbia? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  As  I  under- 
stand, it  deals  with  transportation  with- 
in the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GORK  The  resolution  is  some- 
what broad  in  its  terms.  It  deals  with 
all  transportation  within  the  District  of 
Columbia,  most  of  which  extends  in  its 
operations  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the 
District.  There  is  no  way  that  an  ade- 
quate study  can  be  made  of  the  Capital 
Transit  Co.,  for  example,  unless  a  study 
is  made  of  the  operations  of  that  com- 
pany both  in  Maryland  and  in  Virginia. 
It  seems  to  me,  if  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator will  allow  me  to  make  the  sugges- 
tion, that  the  two  measures  should  be 
considered  together. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  remind  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  I  am  not 
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a  sponsor  of  either  the  bill  or  the  con- 
current resolution:  nor  am  I  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. I  am  merely  speaking  as  a 
member  of  the  calendar  committee  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  GORE.  It  is  my  privilege  to  serve 
as  a  member  of  the  District  Committee. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  the  two  measures 
should  be  considered  together.  Would 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  object  to  a 
reference  of  Calendar  114,  Senate  bill 
922.  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  provided  there  is  objection  to 
the  consideration  of  Calendar  131,  Sen- 
ate Concurrent  Resolution  19,  until  the 
District  Committee  has  studied  it  and 
has  had  opportunity  •  for  consultation 
with  the  committee  of  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  is  chairman? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  only 
point  I  raise — and  I  think  it  is  impor- 
t*vnt — is  the  distinction  between  intra- 
state and  interstate  transportation. 
Our  committee  is  organized  to  handle 
interstate  problems.  On  page  2,  section 
2.  of  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19, 
Calendar  131.  we  find  the  following: 

It  shall  be  the  duty  at  the  Joint  committee 
to  make  a  full  and  complete  study  and  In- 
Testlgatlon  of  public  transportation  serving 
the  District  of  Columbia — 

And  so  forth.  It  seems  to  me  that  that 
would  affect  Interstate  transportation  as 
well  as  intrastate  transpwrtatlon. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Is  not  the  easy 
solution  of  these  two  problems  to  have 
both  measures  go  over  until  the  next 
'    call  of  the  calendar,  so  that  both  com- 
mittees may  look  into  each  one? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish  to 
make  it  clear  that  our  committee  has  no 
objection  whatever  to  having  Calendar 
114,  Senate  bill  922,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia.  We 
are  glad  to  have  the  District  Committee 
consider  it,  because  It  does  affect  the 
District  of  Columbia  very  directly. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  The  point 
made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  is  that  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  can  study  the  bill, 
whether  It  Is  before  the  committee  or 
not.  during  the  period  between  now  and 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
no  objection  to  handling  it  in  any  way 
the  Senator  wishes  to  handle  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  In  view  of  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Case],  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  Calendar  No.  114,  Senate  bill 
922,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  further  study, 
with  Instructions  to  report  back  to  the 
Senate  within  2  weeks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object— and  I  shall 
not  object  to  the  request — I  merely  wish 
to  state  that  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  considered  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  No.  19.  which  was 
discussed  on  the  floor  in  connection  with 
the  pending  bill.  Certainly  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  to  invade  the  rights 
of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  We  merely  wanted 
to  obtain  consideration  for  a  concurrent 
resolution  which   would   provide  for   a 


study  of  some  of  the  transit  problems  of 
the  city  of  Washington,  and  it  is  only 
natural  that  the  Interests  should  overlap 
to  some  extent. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
understand.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  more  words,  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
has  been  trying  to  work  out  a  solution 
to  the  problem  of  interstate  transporta- 
tion in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
neighboring  Virginia  and  Maryland.  We 
tried  to  work  it  out  at  one  time  on  the 
basis  of  compacts  between  the  State  of 
Virginia  and  Maryland,  but  that  effort 
was  not  successful,  because  the  States 
were  leluctant  to  enter  into  any  kind  of 
compact  on  that  subject.  Therefore  the 
method  which  we  find  set  forth  in  Senate 
bill  922  is  the  one  we  adopted  almost 
through  desperation.  It  seemed  as 
though  it  would  be  the  only  way  we 
could  get  any  action.  Action  is  very 
badly  needed  indeed.  The  transporta- 
tion which  serves  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia and  the  area  adjoining  it  in  Mary- 
land and  Virginia  lacks  a  great  deal  of 
what  it  should  be,  and  it  does  need  su- 
pervision. The  rates  and  the  connec- 
tions between  the  various  private  trans- 
portation systems  fall  far  short  of  what 
they  should  be. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
does  the  Senator  from  Colorado  feel  that 
2  weeks  is  too  long? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No:  that 
is  all  right. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Very  well. 
Then  I  renew  my  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  GIFTS 
FROM  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ARMED 
SERVICES  ABROAD 

The  bill  ( H.  R.  3658 )  to  extend  for  an 
additional  2  years  the  existing  privilege 
of  free  transportation  of  gifts  from  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  jf  the  United 
States  on  duty  abroad  was  considered. 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  DUTY  OF  PER- 
SONAL AND  HOUSEHOLD  EFFECTS 
BROUGHT  INTO  THE  UNTIED 
STATES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3659)  to  extend  until 
July  1,  1955.  the  period  during  which 
personal  and  household  effects  brought 
into  the  United  States  under  Govern- 
ment orders  shall  be  exempt  from  duty 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ABOLITION    OF    COMMISSION    FOR 
CONSTRUCTION      OF      A      WASH- 
INGTON-LINCOLN    MEMORIAL 
GETTYSBURG  BOULEVARD 
The  bill  (S.  1041 )  to  abolish  the  United 
States  Commission  for  the  construction 
of     a     Washington-Lincoln     Memorial 
Gettysburg    Boulevard    was    considered 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed   as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion entitled  "Joint  resolution  for  the  estab- 


lishment of  a  Commission  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  Washington -Lincoln  Memorial 
Gettysburg  Boulevard  connnectlng  the  pres- 
ent Lincoln  Memorial  In  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington with  the  battlefield  of  Gettysburg  in 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,"  approved  May  20, 
1935   (49  Stat.  285),  is  hereby  repealed. 


PROHIBmON  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
OP  LETHAL  MtTNmONS  IN  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE  OR  FOREIGN 
COMMERCj: 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  903)  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
of  lethal  munitions  except  when  move- 
ment is  arranged  for.  or  on  behalf  of,  the 
United  States  of  America,  or  an  instru- 
mentality thereof,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  with  amend- 
ments on  page  2.  line  6,  after  the  word 
"ammunition",  to  strike  out  "of  types 
normally  used  for  hunting  or  sporting 
use"  and  insert  "not  in  excess  of  cahber 
.50.  shotgun  ammunition,  and  small  arms 
ammunition  less  than  20  millimeters  of 
types  normally  used  for  hunting  or  sport- 
ing purposes":  in  line  12,  after  the  word 

materials',  to  strike  out  "or  devices 
containing  explosive  materials,  de- 
signed" and  insert  "or  combustible  or 
toxic  substances,  or  devices  containing 
such  materials  or  substances,  designed": 
in  line  19,  after  the  word  "the",  to  strike 
out  'movement  is  arranged"  and  insert 
"transportation  is  of  lethal  munitions 
procured  <  from  private  or  governmental 
sources)":  in  line  22,  after  the  word 
"thereof",  to  strike  out  the  colon  and 
"Provided,  hoioever.  That  this  act  shall 
not  apply  to  the  transportation  of  ar- 
ticles and  insert  "or  when",  and  on 
page  3.  line  1.  after  the  word  "by",  to 
strike  out  "the  Congress."  and  in.sert 
"the  Congress:  Provided,  however,  That 
this  act  shall  not  apply  to  the  importa- 
tion, or  to  the  transportation  (exclusive 
of  exportation!  in  interstate  commerce 
of.  prototypes  or  tei;t  quantitie.s  of  lethal 
munitions  for  test  or  development  pur- 
poses, and  not  for  re.sale  by  bona  flde 
manufacturers  and  research  and  devel- 
opment institutions  under  existing 
safety  laws  and  regulations." 

Sd  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  ,  That  this  act  may  be 
cited   as   the   "Lethal   Munitions   Act  " 

Sec  2  As  used  In  this  act.  "lethal  muni- 
tions'means  all  projectiles  and  propelling 
charges  therefor  or  a  caliber  of  at  least  20 
millimeters,  land  and  naval  mines,  aircraft 
bombs,  naval  torpedoes,  military  rockets 
(whether  free  or  guided),  atomic  weapons, 
hand  and  rifle  grenades,  when  containing 
explosive,  combustible,  or  toxic  substances, 
or  when  designed  to  contain  such  substances, 
and  all  other  articles,  Implements,  or  de- 
vices which  ( 1 )  consist  of  or  contain  ex- 
plosive, combustible,  or  tOxIc  substances,  (2) 
are  used  In  warfare  or  training  therefor,  and 
(3)  are  designed  or  adapted  to  cause  de- 
struction of  personnel,  equipment,  or  facili- 
ties; except  small  arms  ammunitlun  not  in 
excess  of  caliber  .50,  shotgun  ammunition, 
and  small  arms  ammunition  less  than  20 
millimeters  of  types  normally  used  for  hunt- 
ing or  sporting  purposes,  ammunition  of  any 
type  for  the  use  of  State  or  municipal  po- 
lice forces,  pyrotechnic  devices  for  signaling 
display,  or  illumination,  and  explosive  ma- 
terials, or  combustible  or  to.xlc  substances, 
or  devices  containing  such  materials  or  sub- 
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stances,  designed  and  intended  for  eommer- 
cial  use  in  agrlcultxire,  mining,  or  industry 
generally. 

Sbc  3.  The  transportation  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  of  lethal  mimltlons  U  pto- 
hlblted  except  when  the  traneportatlon  U  ot 
lethal  munitions  procured  (from  private  or 
governmental  sources)  by.  or  on  behalf  at. 
the  United  States  of  America  or  an  instru- 
mentality thereof  or  when  proctired  by  the 
Department  of  Army.  Navy,  or  Air  Force  lor 
transfer  on  a  grant  or  reimbursable  basis 
pursuant  to  any  foreign  aaslsUnce  program 
authorized  by  the  Congress:  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  the  im- 
portation, or  to  the  transportation  (excliisive 
of  exportathin)  in  interstate  commerce  of, 
prototypes  or  test  quantities  of  lethal  muni- 
tions for  test  or  development  purposes,  and 
not  for  resale  by  bona  fide  manufacturers 
and  research  and  development  inatltutiona 
under  existing  safety  laws  and  regtUations. 

Sbc.  4.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  in 
no  way  affect  other  requirements  of  Federal 
or  State  law  or  regtilatlons  Issued  pursuant 
thereto.  ^     . 

Sec.  5.  Whoever  violates,  or  causes  to  be 
violated,  the  prohibition  of  section  3  hereof 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  3  years,  or  lx)th. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  certainly  not  object  to  this  bill,  be- 
cause It  is  a  very  worthwhile  and  fine 
piece  of  legislation.  I  would  remind  the 
Senate  that  in  May  1950.  as  I  recall  the 
date,  there  was  a  terrible  explosion  at 
Perth  Amboy,  N.  J.,  which  took  a  num- 
ber of  lives  and  ruined  property  worth 
millions  of  dollars.  Had  this  proposed 
legislation  been  on  the  statute  books 
prior  to  that  explosion  I  am  certain,  as 
I  have  been  assured  by  experts,  that 
that  horrible  tragedy  wotild  have  been 
avoided. 

I  remember  that  during  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Montana,  Mr.  Ecton,  intro- 
duced a  similar  bill.  I  believe  the  pend- 
ing bill,  with  minor  changes.  Is  the  same 
bill  which  was  Introducea  by  the  then 
Senator  from  Montana.  At  the  time  I 
paid  tribute  to  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana for  bringing  the  measure  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Today  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Johnson  1  for 
bringing  the  pending  bill  to  the  Senate. 
I  also  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  ToBry],  who  is  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  which  has  given  the  prob- 
lem so  much  study. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  bill  (S.  903)  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  prohibit  the  transportation  In 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  lethal 
munitions  except  when  procured  by,  or 
on  behalf  of.  the  United  SUtes  of  Amer- 
ica or  an  Instrumentality  thereof  for 
itself  or  pursuant  to  an  authoriied  for- 
eign assistance  program." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Recokd  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  a  statement  on  Senate  bill 
903. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recokd,  as  follows: 


STATBCKirr  BT  SeNATOE  JOHKSOH  or  OOLOBAOO 

The  purpoae  of  this  bill  is  to  prohibit  the 
transportation  in  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce of  lethal  munitions  except  when  the 
movement  is  procured  by,  or  on  behalf  of.  the 
United  States  or  one  of  its  agencies  or  in- 
strumentalities. This  bUl  U  substantially 
the  same  as  S.  1429  which  passed  the  Senate 
unanimously  and  was  reported  favorably  by 
the  House  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee  In  the  82d  Congress.  The  com- 
mittee knows  of  no  objection  to  this  bill, 
which  has  received  the  support  of  all  the 
Government  departments  and  agencies  con- 
cerned, including  the  Departments  of  De- 
fense. State,  Agriculture,  and  Commerce,  and 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

The  blU  is  intended  to  do  two  things,  prin- 
cipally: First,  to  protect  citizens  against  the 
physical  hazards  involved  in  the  transporta- 
tion of  the  most  dangerous  type  of  war  mu- 
nitions, which  would  be  accomplished  by 
requiring  that  all  such  articles  be  manufac- 
tured and  shipped  under  service  specifica- 
tions as  to  quality,  packaging,  and  move- 
ment. 

Second,  this  legislation  should  effectively 
forestall  the  development  in  this  country  of 
an  lUlcit  munitions  industry  organized  to 
sell  munitions  to  foreign  countries  or  to  any 
foreign  agency  or  faction  that  wUl  buy  them, 
because  the  bUl  provides  that  products  of 
munitions  companies,  whether  foreign  or  do- 
mestic, doing  btoslness  In  the  United  States 
will  be  available  only  to  United  States  of 
America  or  any  Instrummtallty  thereof  or 
when  procured  by  the  Departments  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  or  Air  Force,  for  transfer  on  a 
grant  or  reimbursable  basis  pursuant  to  any 
foreigm-asslstance  program  authorized  by 
the  Congress.  (There  is  no  question  about 
the  sordid  history  surrounding  the  sale  of 
munitions  to  foreign  countries  and  so-called 
revolutionaries  In  the  past.  Companies 
which  have  engaged  In  this  practice  have 
been  sources  of  friction  between  via  and 
friendly  foreign  countries;  they  have  been 
an  urunltlgated  nuisance  to  otir  own  military 
agencies;  and  they  have  been  of  no  help  to 
the  United  SUtes  as  producers  of  the  muni- 
tions of  war.) 

Your  committee  has  taken  into  considera- 
tion all  possible  objections  to  a  blU  of  this 
kind,  and  has  so  amended  it  that  no  neces- 
sary or  worthwhUe  use  of  munitions  or  ex- 
plosives would  be  prohibited.  Such  uses, 
which  are  protected  In  this  bUl,  Include  am- 
munition for  police  or  himters.  explosives  for 
commercial  and  mining  purposes,  and  mate- 
rials for  seUmographing  and  oil -exploration 
purposes;  as  well  as  prototype  munitions  for 
test  and  developmental  purposes. 


Judiciary  be  discharged  from  fiuther 
consideration  of  H.  R.  1192,  for  the  re- 
lief of  Steve  Emery  Sobanskl?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  It  Is  so  ordered. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  1192? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1192)  for  the  relief  of  Steve  Emery 
Sobanskl  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection. Senate  bill  613  is  Indefinitely 
postponed. 

HISIMI  YOSHIDA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  759)  for  the  relief  of 
Hisimi  Yoshida  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  tune, 
and  passed. 

EDITH  MARIE  PAULSEN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  861)  for  the  relief  of 
Edith  Marie  Paulsen  wsis  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


STEVE  EMERY  SOBANSKI 

The  WU  (S.  613)  for  the  reUef  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl  was  announced  as  next 

in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  ^  , 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  objecting  to  the  bill,  but  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  March 
23  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  fa- 
vorably reported  Senate  bill  613.  The 
House  of  Representatives  passed  a  simi- 
lar bill,  which  is  H.  R.  1192.  and  It  has 
been  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 
charged from  fiulher  consideration  of 
House  bill  1192,  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl.  and  that  It  be  imme- 
diately considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
Xrom  Utah,  that  the  Committee  on  the 


MARINELLA  TALLETI 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  556)  for  the  relief  of  Marlnella 
Talletl  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment  In  line  5,  after  the  name 
"Marlnella,"  to  strike  out  "Talletl"  and 
Insert  "Talettl,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  p\UT>OBe« 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Marlnella  Talettl,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Sgt.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  A.  Douglas,  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marlnella  Ta- 
lettl."   

REOROANIZA-nON   PLAN   NO.    1   OP 
1953 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  223)! 
providing  that  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1  of  1953  shall  take  effect  10  days  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  joint 
resolution  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  joint  resolution  go  over.  As  soon  as 
the  call  of  the  calendar  has  been  com- 
pleted, I  shall  move  to  make  it  the  pend- 
ing order  of  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint 
resolution  will  go  over. 


SCHEDULES  OP  ARRIVAL  AND  DE- 
PARTURE OP  MAIL  AND  REPEAL 
OP  OBSOLETE  LAWS  RELATING  TO 
POSTAL  SERVICE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3062)  to  amend  section 
3841  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating 
to  the  schedules  of  the  arrival  and  de- 
parture of  the  mall,  to  repeal  certain 
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obsolete  laws  relating  to  the  postal  serv- 
ice, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  would  the  distin- 
guished author  of  the  bill  care  to  explain 
the  purpose  of  it? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  amend  existing 
postal  regulations.  The  bill  was  passed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
March  2.  1953.  It  proptoses  to  repeal 
certain  postal  laws  which  have  become 
obsolete  and  to  increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  Postal  Service. 

There  are  three  sections  in  the  bill. 

Section  1  eliminates  the  present  pro- 
vision of  law  which  requires  pK>stmasters 
to  keep  a  detailed  record  of  the  arrivals 
and  departures  of  star  routes.  It  sub- 
stitutes a  provision  under  which  the 
Postmaster  General  will  require  reports 
only  when  the  arrivals  or  departures  of 
star  routes  do  not  conform  to  schedules. 

In  connection  with  the  first  section.  I 
may  say  that  in  every  post  office  in  the 
United  States  which  has  a  star  route  the 
postmaster  must  make  out  a  card  show- 
ing the  arrival  and  departure  of  the  star 
route.  Taken  over  the  Nation,  that  rep- 
resents a  great  niunber  of  cards  which 
come  rolling  into  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment in  Washington.  The  proposed  leg- 
islation would  not  prevent  any  postmas- 
ter from  reporting  delays  in  arrivals  or 
departures,  or  any  negligence  on  the  part 
of  carriers, 

I  may  say  also  that  the  bill  was  in- 
troduced at  the  request  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice Department. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  eliminates  an 
outdated  definition  of  "clerk  in  charge." 
A  bill  which  was  enacted  a  year  ago 
made  some  changes  in  legislation  aflfect- 
ing  postmasters.  Therefore,  the  defi- 
nition should  be  eliminated. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  repeals  xmneces- 
sary  language  in  the  present  law  requir- 
ing the  Postmaster  General  to  make  a 
report  to  Congress  when  such  report  is 
rendered  unnecessary  by  the  specific 
terms  of  later  statutes. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  the  bill  purport  to 
take  away  any  civil  service  rights  from 
any  postmasters  who  have  been  duly 
appointed  according  to  law? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  It  does  not  affect  the 
present  status  of  postmasters  under  the 
civil  service  law. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  blU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  3062)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


SURVIVORSHIP  BENEFITS  GRANTED 
TO  MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3073)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29.  1930.  with  respect  to  the  survivorship 
benefits  granted  to  Members  of  Congress 
was  annoiinced  as  next  In  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 


Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  An  expla- 
nation is  requested. 

Mr.  CARUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  repeal  a  proviso 
in  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  which 
prevents  p>ersons  receiving  survivorship 
benefits  from  Members  of  Congress  un- 
less such  Members  live  30  days  beyond 
the  effective  date  of  their  retirement. 

This  bill  was  introduced  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  because  of  the  recent 
death  of  a  former  Member  of  the  House 
who.  upon  his  retirement,  had  made  an 
election  to  provide  a  survivorship  an- 
nuity for  hi:j  widow  after  his  death. 
However,  this  Member  of  Congress  died 
within  30  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  his  retirement;  and,  consequently,  his 
widow  is  not  entitled  to  an  annuity. 

The  bill,  which  was  passed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  February 
19,  following  unanimous  approval  by  the 
House  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com- 
mittee, eliminates  the  restrictive  pro- 
vision outlined  above;  and  under  section 
2  of  the  bill  the  amendment  to  the  Re- 
tirement Act  is  made  effective  January 
1.  1953. 

We  had  an  extensive  hearing  on  the 
bill,  and  it  was  generally  agreed  that  the 
situation  referred  to  was  an  oversight 
when  the  original  measure  was  passed. 

As  the  provision  does  not  affect  civil- 
service  employees,  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
it  as  affecting  Members  of  Congress. 
Certainly  it  will  be  unfortunate  if  it  is 
not  corrected  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Under  the  old  law  Is  It 
not  true  that  the  wife  would  have  been 
entitled  to  the  benefits  referred  to  if  her 
husband  had  Uved  for  31  days  after  re- 
tirement? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  If  the  husband  died 
on  the  29th  day  or  the  30th  day  after 
retirement,  the  wife  would  be  precluded 
from  receiving  those  benefits;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Then,  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  the  law  should  be  corrected. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Yes,  and  that  is  our 
attempt. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  3073)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


AMENDMENT   OP   RUBBER  ACT   OF 
1948 

The  bill  (S.  1410)  to  amend  section  9  of 
the  Rubber  Act  of  1948  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill,  please? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  An  expla- 
nation is  requested. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  is  not  on 
the  floor  at  this  time.  I  believe. 


Let  me  say  that  the  bill  will  extend  for 
only  30  days  the  time  in  which  the  Pres- 
ident may  make  to  the  Congress  a  report 
on  a  program  for  the  disposal  of  the  rub- 
ber plants  which  now  are  held  by  the 
RFC. 

I  do  not  know  the  exact  number  of 
those  plants,  but  there  are  approxi- 
mately 20  or  25  of  them  which  still  are 
held  by  the  RFC. 

The  Chairman  of  the  RFC  reported  to 
the  President  about  a  month  ago.  under 
a  bill  which  was  enacted  at  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  as  to  a  program  of 
disposal.  The  President's  report  was  to 
have  been  made  to  the  Congress  on  May 
15.  It  was  felt  that  it  was  impossible 
to  obtain  a  report  by  that  time,  because 
of  the  new  personnel  and  because  of  the 
problems  involved  in  the  matter.  There- 
fore, an  extension  was  requested. 

This  measure  provides  for  an  exten- 
sion of  only  30  days,  within  whi^w  time 
the  President  of  the  United  States  can 
report  to  the  Congress  his  recommenda- 
tions on  the  report  of  the  RFC. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 

Mr.  BRICKER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
stated  that  under  present  laws  the  Pres- 
ident must  report  by  May  15.  I  believe 
the  Senator  will  find  the  requirement  to 
be  April  15. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  The  Senator  from 
Tennessee  is  correct;  the  correct  date  is 
April  15.  I  was  speaking  only  from 
recollection. 

This  measure  will  extend  that  date  for 
30  days,  to  May  15. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  further? 

Mr.  BRICKER.     I  yield  further. 

Mr.  GORE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  President  requested  that  he 
have  until  July  15  in  which  to  make  the 
report. 

As  a  Member  of  the  House.  I  had  s<xne 
connection  with  legislation  relating  to 
this  rubber  program.  From  that  expe- 
rience I  know  the  matter  is  very  a  com- 
plicated one.  and  a  very  valuable  one. 

According  to  the  statement  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  has  made,  several  plants 
are  involved. 

Why  not  give  the  President  until  July 
15.  the  date  of  the  administration  re- 
quest, rather  than  require  him  to  submit 
the  report  by  May  15? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  For  the  simple  rea- 
son that  this  proposed  legislation  has 
been  before  the  Congress  for  the  past  5 
or  6  years.  Ever  since  the  end  of  the 
war  an  attempt  has  been  made  on  the 
part  of  Congress  to  obtain  a  rejwrt  on  a 
proper  procedure  for  the  sale  of  these 
plants  to  private  industry.  I  beUeve 
everyone  desires  that  they  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  private  industry  as  soon  as 
IX}ssible. 

We  finally  got  rid  of  the  program  pro- 
viding for  the  pooling  of  patents:  but 
now  there  is  reluctance  to  proceed  with 
the  research  programs  in  the  case  of  in- 
dividual companies,  because  they  do  not 
now  receive  the  benefits  which  come  from 
such  research. 

Several  problems  have  to  be  solved. 
One  of  them  relates  to  the  heating  of 
heavy-duty  tires;  another  relates  to  the 
development  of  the  cold-rubber  process: 
and    there   are   many   other   problems 
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8  bout  which  the  companies  would  be 
willing  to  do  more  if  they  had  the  bene- 
fit of  the  synthetic  rubber  plants. 

The  President  did  request  a  continu- 
ance; but  I  think  that  was  done  without 
knowledge  of  the  past  history  and  with- 
out appreciation  of  the  fact  that  If  the 
period  in  which  the  report  is  extended 
until  July  15.  another  year  will  pass  be- 
fore Congress  could  possibly  act  on  this 
matter,  because  during  the  last  month 
of  this  session  there  m'lll  not  be  time  for 
proposed  legislation  to  be  Introduced, 
hearings  to  be  held  on  it.  reports  to  be 
made  on  It,  and  then  for  the  bUl  to  be 
pa.ssed  by  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

Being  desirous  of  having  the  report 
made  as  soon  as  possible  and  of  having 
proposed  legislation  Introduced,  the  com- 
mittee felt,  as  does  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  that  the  provision  of  this  bill 
should  call  for  only  a  30-day  extension. 
I  have  talked  aboul,  the  matter  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and  he  sasrs 
he  is  confident  that  every  effort  will  be 
made  to  make  the  i-eport  within  that 
time,  and  that  a  recjuest  for  a  30-day 
extension  should  be  sufficient.  If  not,  a 
further  request  will  b<;  made  of  Congress, 
of  course. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  further? 
Mr.  BRICKER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GORE.  It  seems  to  me  that  much 
of  the  statement  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
has  made  would  stiongly  support  the 
President's  request  for  additional  time  in 
which  to  make  a  tliorough  report  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  admini- 
stration Is  new  in  power. 

If  the  bill  Is  considered  today.  It  will 
be  my  purpose  to  oppose  the  committee 
amendment  and  place  the  date  at 
July  15.  instead  of  May  15.  I  say  that 
in  order  that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  may 
be  on  notice.  In  the  event  he  wishes  to 
object  to  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this 
time.  Of  course,  he  has  a  right  to  do  so. 
But  if  the  bill  Is  considered.  I  shall  op- 
pose the  amendment. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
object  to  such  an  amendment  to  the  bill, 
if  it  is  offered,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
such  an  amendment  would  prevent  the 
enactment  this  year  of  a  law  providing 
any  satisfactory  program  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  synthetic  rubber  plants  to 
private  Industry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  Senate  bill  1410? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  although  I  shall 
not  object,  let  me  say  that  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  bill  In  its  present  form. 
Let  the  President  submit  to  Congress 
his  plan  for  the  disposal  of  these  plants, 
if  he  has  such  a  plan. 

However,  I  wish  the  Rkcorb  to  show 
that  I  believe  there  are  some — and  I 
think  the  number  Ls  large — who  question 
the  desirability  of  disposing  of  these  war- 
time plants  to  private  Industry  on  the 
basis  of  any  proposal  that  any  of  us  has 
heard  to  date. 

I  would  have  no  objection  to  having 
the  plants  go  to  private  industry  with 
adequate  safeguards  attached  to  the 
transfer.  But  as  a  former  meml)er  of 
the  Johnson  subcommittee  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  which  went  into 


the  ssmthetlc-rubber-plant  problem  and 
issued  a  unanimous  report  concerning 
it.  I  simply  wish  to  raise  today  a  sig- 
nal of  warning  that  we  had  better  k>e  on 
guard  regarding  the  disposal  of  these 
plants  to  private  Industry,  so  as  to  see 
to  it  that  when  the  plan  comes  before 
us,  the  public  interest  will  be  protected, 
and  so  that  the  plan  finally  enacted 
will  not  turn  out  to  be  another  one  of 
the  handouts  to  private  Industries 
which  seek  to  obtain,  for  little  or  noth- 
ing, valuable  property  belonging  to  all 
the  people  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BRICKER.  I  wish  to  give  as- 
surance that  there  Is  no  chance  that 
anything  of  that  sort  will  happen.  Ade- 
quate safeguards  have  been  placed 
around  the  report  of  the  RFC,  and  no 
doubt  will  be  contained  in  the  report 
of  the  President;  and.  In  any  event. 
Congress  has  the  last  say  on  the  matter. 
The  purpose  Is  only  to  get  this  matter 
before  Congress,  so  that  If  the  proper 
safeguards  are  provided.  Congress  can 
provide  for  their  inclusion  in  the  public 
law  which  ultimately  will  be  enacted. 

This  measure  provides  only  as  to  Uie 
date  when  the  report  will  be  made  to 
Congress;  and  thereafter,  legislation 
will  have  to  be  enacted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  with  the 
last  part  of  my  friend's  statement,  I  am 
in^  complete  agreement.  This  measure 
goes  only  to  the  making  of  the  report 
to  Congress,  so  that  the  report  will  be 
before  Congress. 

I  simply  say  that  Congress  should 
keep  Its  eyes  open  when  the  report  Is 
before  us,  for  If  the  plan  to  be  submit- 
ted bears  any  resemblance  at  all  to  the 
kind  of  plan  we  encountered  before  the 
Johnson  subcommittee,  let  me  say  that 
then  it  will  be  found  that  the  rubber 
companies  wlU  be  seeking  just  as  much 
as  they  can  possibly  get  for  nothing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  „       ^ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1410)  to 
amend  section  9  of  the  Rubber  Act  of 
1948,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
with  an  amendment  in  line  6,  after  the 
word  "thereof",  to  strike  out  "July  15. 
1953"  and  insert  "May  15. 1953".  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (a)  of 
aectlon  B  of  the  Rubber  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  Appendix,  sec.  1928). 
Is  amended  by  striking  out  "April  15,  1953" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "May  15.  1953." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  I  object  to 
the  amendment.  From  all  the  discus- 
sion which  has  occurred  on  the  floor  and 
from  what  knowledge  I  have  of  the  sub- 
ject. I  feel  strongly  that  In  a  field  so 
complicated,  In  a  field  In  which  the  pub- 
lic interest  Is  so  vitally  concerned,  if  the 
President  of  the  United  States  requests 
a  reasonable  extension  of  time  In  which 
to  make  to  the  Congress  a  report  on 
which  Congress  can  act,  I  believe  we 
should  grant  such  a  reasonable  extension. 


An  additional  30  days  may  not  be 
sufficient.  Undoubtedly  the  operations 
of  these  plants  are  vital.  Undoubtedly^ 
many  of  the  large  rubber  concerns  of  the ' 
country  would  like  to  hurry  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  on  this  subject.  I 
want  to  be  sure  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  sufficient  time  to  en- 
able him  to  protect  the  public  Interest. 
I  want  to  be  sure  that,  before  the  Con- 
gress acts,  It  shall  have  an  ample,  thor- 
ough report  from  the  executive  branch. 
Therefore.  It  would  appear  that  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  is  imwise. 
and  I  ask  the  Senate  to  vote  down  the 
amendment.  We  would  then  have  an 
extension  to  July  15,  which  is  the  request 
of  the  administration  that  must  make 
the  report. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  this  partic- 
ular amendment  has  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  administration.  The  re- 
port has  been  in  preparation  for  a  long 
time,  and  I  think  30  days  more  will  af- 
ford sufficient  time  within  which  to  finish 
it.  Certainly,  as  my  colleague,  the  ju- 
nior Senator  from  Ohio,  has  said,  unless 
we  get  it  by  May  15.  nothing  can  be  con- 
cluded this  year.  As  I  understand,  the 
30  days  is  sufficient  for  the  administra- 
tion, though  90  days  was  originally  re- 
quested. Under  the  circimistances,  I  see 
no  reason  why  the  amendment  of  the 
committee  should  not  be  agreed  to,  in 
order  that  the  consideration  of  this  mat- 
ter may  be  expedited. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BIUCKER.  I  have  been  so  ad- 
vised by  the  Department,  namely,  that 
within  30  days  they  can  complete  their 
report. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  report  of  the  committee 
and  nothing  in  the  record  that  I  can  find 
to  indicate  that  the  President  has  modi- 
fled  his  request.  True,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  has  said  he  has  talked 
with  some  official  in  the  RFC,  who 
agrees;  but  the  RFC  has  not  transmitted 
this  request,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  said  I  talked  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  GORE.  Just  what  did  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  say? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  advised  that  they  would  be  able 
to  submit  the  report  within  30  days,  with 
the  30-day  extension.  That  is  exactly 
what  I  said  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  GORE.  When  the  Senator  was 
speaking  earlier.  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  said 
they  would  do  the  best  they  could  to  sub- 
mit the  report  by  that  time.  Did  the 
Senator  say  that? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  They  will  have  it 
within  the  30  days,  I  was  assured.  I 
further  said  that,  if  they  did  not  have  it 
ready  within  the  30  days,  another  30-day 
extension  could  be  obtained,  but  I  do  not 
believe  that  will  be  necessary. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield? 
Mr.  BRICKER.    I  yield. 
Mr.  AIKEN.    I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  or  any  other  Senator 
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who  is  In  a  position  to  do  so  answer  the 
question  I  am  about  to  ask.  Assuming 
tills  bill  is  passed,  providing  for  an  ex- 
'tenslon  to  July  15,  1953.  is  there  any  rea- 
son why  the  President  cannot,  if  he 
wishes,  submit  a  report  on  the  situation 
by  May  15?  Is  it  the  purpose  of  this  bill 
to  require  him  to  report  by  May  13? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  is  to  require  a  report  by  the 
15th  of  May.  It  proposes  a  30-day  exten- 
sion from  April  15. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  the  President  were 
given  an  extension  to  July  15.  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  his  making  the 
report  by  the  15th  of  May.  would  there? 
Mr.  BRICKER.  Except  that  it  might 
not  be  done. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    The  purpose  of  the  bill. 

then,  is  to  require  the  President  to  make 

a  report  by  May  15.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.    GORE.     Mr.    President,    if    the 

Senator  will  yield 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  the  President  to  be 
required  to  report  by  a  day  certain? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  That  is  a  responsi- 
bility of  the  Congress,  I  understand. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  merely  asked  the 
question. 

Mr.  GrORE.  Under  the  law,  the  Presl- 
~dent  is  required  to  report  by  April  15. 
He  requested  an  extension  of  90  days. 
The  committee  has  said,  "No:  we  are 
going  i)  give  you  30  days.  You  must 
report  by  May  15." 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  was  merely  wondering 
whether  the  President  favored  amending 
the  bill  to  require  him  to  do  something 
2  months  earlier  than  he  would  otherwise 
be  required  to  do  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  believe  I  have  an  ally 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  merely  seeking 
Information. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  will  yield,  the  fact 
is  that  if  the  date  is  fixed  at  July  15.  the 
report  will  be  made  on  July  15;  it  will 
not  be  here  any  sooner.  That  is  the  way 
the  executive  department  is  operating 
today.  It  has  plenty  of  things  to  do. 
If  we  ask  them  to  do  this  by  July  15.  pre- 
siimably  that  will  be  the  reporting  date. 
And  I  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  done  sooner.  In  fact,  if  we  have  to 
extend  it  beyond  this  session.  I  would  be 
In  favor  of  not  extending  it  at  all.  In- 
stead, let  us  get  the  report  on  April  15, 
which  is  the  present  date. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  think  the  atti- 
tude of  the  new  administration  would  be 
different  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr,  AIKEN.  I  seem  to  have  acquired 
the  floor  in  some  way.  If  I  have  the 
floor.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
President  is  not  going  to  be  required  to 
make  the  report.  The  Senator  has  a 
copy  of  the  report  on  the  bill  in  his  hand. 
It  is  a  department  or  agency  which  makes 
the  report  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Congress.  So  the  President  would  also 
be  interested  in  having  the  report.  I 
should  think,  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  yield,  the 
law.  as  enacted  last  year,  requires  that 
the  agency  make  a  report  to  the  Con- 


gress, and  then  the  President  is  required 
to  make  a  report  to  the  Congress  by  the 
15th  day  of  April.  By  the  amendment 
we  would  extend  the  time  30  days,  until 
May  15. 

This  matter,  which  has  been  before 
the  Congress  for  the  past  6  years,  was 
formerly  in  charge  of  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  and  then. 
4  years  ago.  in  some  way  it  went  to  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  It  is  prop- 
erly a  matter  for  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  because  it  deals 
with  RFC  and  RFC  property,  and  there 
are  no  longer  any  stockpiling  require- 
ments, so  far  as  either  synthetic  or  nat- 
ural rubber  is  concerned. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then,  if  I  may  interrupt, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  feels  that  making 
simply  an  extension  of  30  days  would  be 
helpful  to  the  President  as  well  as  to 
the  Congress.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  There  is  no  question 
but  that  it  would  be  a  help  to  the  Presi- 
dent. It  would  help  him  get  the  report 
before  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
and  then  the  Congress  could  pass  legis- 
lation which  would  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I 
thank  all  my  colleagues  who  have  con- 
tributed this  information. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Beau 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Ea.stland 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

FYear 

Fulbrlght 

Goldwater 

Gore 

Green 


Griswold 

Hayden 

Hendrick.son 

Hennlngs 

Hickenlooper 

Hill 

Hoey 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Ives 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kilgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 


McCarthy 

McClellan 

Millikin 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pa.store 

Payne 

Putter 

Puriell 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N   J. 

Sparkman 

!S  tennis 

Symington 

Taft 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watkins 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  on  line  6. 
to  strike  out  "July  15.  1953".  and  insert 
"May  15,   1953." 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  (S.  1410)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (a)  of 
section  9  of  the  Rubber  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended  (50  U,  S.  C.  Appendix,  sec.  1928). 
la  amended  by  striking  out  "AprU  15,  1953' 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "May  15,  1953." 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS  —  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
PASSED  OVER 

Mr.  MALONE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order.  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The\senate 
Ls  still  considering  the  calendar.   ^ 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  that  the  next 
bill  on  the  calendar  be  called. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  next  bill  on  the  calendar. 

The  LiGisLATiVE  Clerk.  A  joint  res- 
olution (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

Mr,  GORE.  Is  Calendar  No.  128.  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  13.  now  under  con- 
sideration"' 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  a.sk  that  the  joint  reso- 
lution go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Joint 
resolution  will  be  pa.ssed  over. 


ELIZABETH  A.  REILLY 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  94)  to  pay  a 
gratuity  to  Elizabeth  A.  Reilly  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Re.iolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay. 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Elizabeth  A.  Rellly.  widow  of  Sylvester  RelUy. 
an  employee  under  the  omce  of  the  Achltect 
of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  his  death,  a 
sum  equal  to  6  months'  compensation  at  the 
rate  he  was  recei\lng  by  law  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered  Inclusive 
of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other  allowance*. 
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WALTER  QUARLES 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  95)    to  pay  a 
gratuity  to  Walter  Quarles  was  consid- 
ered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resnlird.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
hereby  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay, 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to 
Walter  Quarles,  widower  of  Mattie  Quarles, 
an  employee  under  the  office  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  at  the  time  of  her  death,  a 
sum  equal  to  6  months'  compensation  at 
the  rate  she  was  receiving  by  law  at  the 
time  of  her  death,  said  sum  to  be  consid- 
ered Inclusive  of  funeral  expenses  and  aU 
other  allowances. 


PROPOSED  STUDY  OP  TRANSPOR- 
TATION IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  19) 
establishing  a  joint  committee  to  make 
a  study  of  public  transportation  serving 
the  District  of  Columbia,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  with  amendments 
on  page  2.  line  22.  after  "January",  to 
strike  out  "2"  and  insert  "31";  on  page 
3,  line  4.  after  the  word  "to",  to  strike 
out  "January  3  '  and  insert  "February 
1";  in  line  11.  after  the  word  "of",  to 
strike  out  "twenty-five"  and  insert 
"40";  in  line  14,  after  the  word  "em- 


ploy", to  strike  out  "and  fix  the  com- 
pensation of",  and  in  line  17.  after  the 
\fords  "utilize  the",  to  Insert  "reim- 
bursable", so  as  to  make  the  concurrent 
resolution  read: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  (a)  there  Lb  hereby 
esublished  a  joint  congreaslonal  committee 
to  be  composed  of  three  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  members  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate, 
and  three  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives who  are  member!  of  the  House 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives.  Vi^cancles  In  the  mem- 
bership of  the  Joint  committee  shall  not 
affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  members 
to  execute  the  functions  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee and  shall  be  filled  in  the  aame  man- 
ner  as  in  the  case  of  the  original  selection. 
The  joint  committee  sliall  select  a  chairman 
and  a  vice  chairman  from  among  Its  mem- 
bers. 

(b)  A  quorum  of  the  Joint  committee 
shall  consist  of  four  members,  except  that 
the  Joint  committee  may  fix  a  lesser  num- 
ber as  a  quorum  for  the  ptirpose  of  taking 
sworn  testimony. 

Sec.  a.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Joint  committee  to  make  a  fuU  and  com- 
plete study  and  Investigation  of  public  trans- 
portation serving  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Including  the  llscal.  management,  and  op- 
erating policies  of  common  carriers  which 
tran.sport  passengers  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, the  regulation  of  such  carriers  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  other  matters  related 
thereto. 

(b)  The  Joint  committee  shall,  from  time 
to  time,  report  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  the  results  erf  Its  study  and 
Investigation,  together  with  such  recom- 
mendations as  to  necessary  leglslaUon  as  It 
may  deem  desirable.  The  Joint  committee 
shall  submit  lU  final  report  not  later  thiua 
January  31,  1954. 

(c)  The  tolnt  committee  shall  cease  to 
exist,  and  sll  authority  conferred  by  thU 
resolution  shall  termlnaM.  upon  the  BUb- 
mlaslon  of  Its  final  rep<M^. 

Sec.  S.  The  Joint  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorized  8Ut>commlttee  thereof,  is  auttoor- 
.  ized  to  sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  times 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  ad- 
journed periods  of  the  83d  Congress  (prior 
to  February  1.  1954).  to  hold  such  hearings. 
to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  at- 
tendance of  such  witnesses  and  the  produc- 
tion of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents. 
to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testi- 
mony, to  procure  such  printing  and  binding, 
and  to  make  such  expenditures,  as  It  deems 
advisable.  The  cost  of  stenographic  serv- 
ices to  report  such  hearings  shall  not  be  in 
excess  of  40  cents  per  hundred  words. 

Sec.  4.  The  Joint  committee  shall  have 
power  to  employ  such  experts,  coiisultants, 
and  other  employees  as  It  deems  necessary  In 
the  performance  of  Its  duties,  and  U  author- 
ized, with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the 
department  or  agency  concerned,  to  utUlze 
the  reimbursable  services,  Information,  facili- 
ties, and  personnel  of  any  of  the  departments 
or  agencies  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  5.  The  expenses  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee, which  shall  not  exceed  $50,000,  shall 
be  paid  one-half  from  the  contingent  fimd 
of  the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  House  of  RepresenUtlves 
upon  vouchers  signed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Joint  committee.  Disbursements  to  pay 
such  expenses  shall  be  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate,  such  contingent  fimd  to  b« 
reimbursed  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  In  the  amount  of 
one-half  of  the  disbursements  so  made. 


Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  is  Calendar 
131.  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19. 
now  under  discussion? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  la. 
Mr.  GORE.  Calendar  131.  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  19.  was  considered 
in  connection  with  Calendar  114,  Senate 
bill  922.  At  that  time  it  was  my  under- 
standing that  we  had  agreed  that  Senate 
bill  922  would  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
that  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19 
would  be  passed  over.  That  is  my  under- 
standing of  the  agreement  which  was 
reached, 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  is  partly  correct.  There 
was  some  discussion  along  that  line,  but 
later  I  moved  that  Senate  bill  922  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia,  with  instructions  that  the 
committee  reF>ort  back  on  a  day  certain. 
As  I  understand,  that  motion  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  GORE.  Then  I  was  slightly  in 
error  in  my  understanding.  But  in  keep- 
ing with  what  I  understood  to  be  an 
agreement  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  IMr.  Johnson],  I  ask 
that  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19  go 
over. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GORE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen- 
ator from  E^nsas  IMr.  Carlson  1  gave 
assurance  that  in  dealing  with  the  prob- 
lem, the  committee  would  keep  in  mind 
the  difference  between  the  intrastate 
and  the  Interstate  matters  with  which 
these  measures  deal.  I  was  entirely  sat- 
isfied with  the  Senator's  assurance  that 
the  committee  would  keep  those  matters 
in  mind  in  its  consideration  of  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  19. 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  the  Senator  now  satis- 
fied that  this  concurrent  resolution 
should  be  agreed  to? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.   Yes. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendments  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  concurrent  resolution  as  amended 
was  agreed  to. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  HEALTH,  EDUCA- 
TION, AND  WELFARES— REORGANI- 
ZATION PLAN  NO.  1  OP  1953 


Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Order  No.  123,  House  Joint  Resolution 

223. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  joint  resolution  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clkrk.  A  joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  223)  providing  that 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  joint  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint 
resolution. 


ORDER  FOR  INCLUSION  OF  CERTAIN 
BILLS  IN  NEXT  CALL  OF  THE 
CALENDAR  .i 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  obtained  the  floor.      ^ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me 
for  a  unanimous -consent  request? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  majority  leader 
and  also  of  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee in  charge  of  calendar  bills  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle,  with  reference  to  Cal- 
endars Nos.  106.  107, 108.  and  109,  cover- 
ing, respectively.  Senate  bill  18,  Senate 
bill  30,  Senate  bill  39,  and  Senate  bill  41. 
I  think  all  of  them  went  over  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Calendar  No.  109,  Senate 
bill  41,  was  passed;  calenders  Nos.  106, 
107,  and  108  went  over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  respectfully  re- 
quest unanimous  consent  that  they  may 
be  included  in  the  next  call  of  the  calen- 
dar, if  that  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  TAPT.   That  is  satisfactory. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered.  \ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  thank  the  Sena- 

INDIAN  CHILD  WELFARE 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 
Mr.  WHUAMS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  for 
many  years,  those  who  are  familiar  with 
the  problems  of  the  American  Indians 
have  been  anxious  to  see  the  social,  eco- 
nomic, and  political  barriers  between 
them  and  the  rest  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  broken  down.  The  oppor- 
tunity and  encouragement  should  be 
given  to  the  thousands  of  Indians  on  the 
reservations  to  play  an  active,  productive 
role  in  the  social,  economic,  and  political 
affairs  of  the  coimtry. 

Pursuant  to  the  country's  obligation 
to  provide  educational  facilities  to  the 
Navaho  Indians,  the  Bushnell  bospitil 
in  Brigham  City,  Utah,  was  converted 
into  the  Intermountain  Indian  School, 
This  move  was  considered  advisable  not 
only  because  of  the  lack  of  water  and 
other  resources  necessary  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  schools  on  the  Navaho  Reser- 
vation, but  also  because  it  gave  added 
opportunity  for  allowing  young  Navahos 
to  learn  the  customs  and  practices  of  our 
people  in  a  setting  free  from  reservation 
influences.  Education  of  this  sort 
seemed  to  be  the  best  way  to  acquatat 
the  Indians  with  the  white  man's  way 
of  life, 

A  unique  plan  has  been  developed  by 
the  Intermountain  Indian  School  which 
I  believe  deserves  wider  attention.  This 
plan  is  illustrated  by  an  article  in  the 
Provo  Daily  Herald  explaining  an  ex- 
change plan  in  which  25  Navaho  boys 
and  girls  from  the  Intermountain  Indian 
School  will  be  guests  in  the  homes 
of  high-school  students  of  Provo,  Utah. 
The  Indian  children  are  brought  into 
the  students*  homes  as  house  guests. 
They  live  with  the  family  and  become 
part  of  a  typical  American  household 
while  they  tour  the  points  of  interest 
around  Provo,  Utah.  . 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  tn© 
article  from  the  Provo  DaUy  Herald  ot 
March  4. 1953.  be  printed  in  the  Rbcorh^ 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscord, 
as  follows: 
Tw«NTT-nv«  Navaho  Stttdents  Begin  3-Dat 

Provo    Visit   in    Uniqux   Fkixowship  Ex- 
change Plan 

Provo  gave  the  city  back  to  the  Indians 
today,  as  25  Navaho  boys  and  girls,  all  high- 
school  students  from  Intermountaln  Indian 
School  at  Brigham  City,  began  a  3-day  tour 
of  points  of  interest.  They  will  live  as 
guests  of  Provo  and  BY  High  students  in  the 
latters'  homes. 

The  visit  will  be  returned  next  month, 
when  Provo  high-school  boys  and  girls  spend 
a  fe^7  days  as  guests  of  the  Indian  school. 

In  addition  to  the  keys  of  the  city,  the  vis- 
iting Indians  were  each  presented  with  a 
sponsor  from  Brigham  Young  High  School 
and  Provo  High  School. 

Shortly  after  arrival  Monday,  the  visiting 
Navahos  were  invited  into  the  homes  of 
their  sponsors  and  spent  the  evening  getting 
acquainted  with  Provo  families. 

This  morning  the  Navaho  boys  and  girls 
were  scheduled  to  tour  the  city,  including 
the  Utah  Valley  Hospital,  Provo  Airport,  the 
municipal  power  plant,  residential  areas, 
Utah  State  Hospital,  and  East  Provo  Stake 
House  and  they  will  be  guests  at  the  home  of 
D.  Spencer  Grow,  one  of  the  members  of  the 
Provo  Chamber  of  Commerce  civic  affairs 
committee. 

INSPECT  SHOPS,  PLANT 

This  afternoon  the  Navaho  braves  were  to 
Inspect  the  Union  Pacific  railroad  shop8,  and 
the  Indian  maidens,  the  Barbizon  plant. 

The  youngsters  will  also  visit  banks,  busi- 
ness firms  and  the  flsh  hatchery.  This  eve- 
ning, the  Navahoes,  still  accompanied  by 
their  Provo  student  sponsors,  will  be  guests 
of  Mark  Berkimer  at  the  Academy  Theatre. 

Wednesday  morning,  the  students  from 
Brigham  City  will  tour  Brigham  Young  Uni- 
versity, with  Dr.  Harold  Glen  ClEU-k  as  their 
guide.  After  luncheon  at  the  China  City 
cafe,  the  visitors  will  be  guests  of  L.  F.  Black, 
general  superintendent,  on  a  tour  of  Geneva 
Steel  plant. 

Thursday,  they  will  return  by  bus  to 
Brigham  City. 

The  civic  afTalrs  committee  of  the  Provo 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  has  sponsored 
the  exchange  of  students  is  headed  by  J. 
Wylle  Sssslons,  chairman,  and  comprises 
Loyd  Whitlock,  Ed  Shrlver.  Rowan  Stutz, 
Howard  Knight.  Mark  Berkhlmer  and  Dr. 
Clark. 

STUDENTS     LISTED 

The  Navaho  students  include: 

Ernest  Manygoats.  17;  Peter  Fran  Nex.  17; 
Herbert  Paul  Denny,  17;  Clyde  Brown.  Jr..  17; 
Chee  Smith.  18;  Bennie  Kascoll.  18;  Jimmy 
Alexius,  18;  Ben  Y.  Segay,  20;  Junior  Sando- 
val, 20;  Tulley  Gray,  Louise  Hubbard.  20; 
James  G.  Lee,  19;  Leo  Talnajinnie,  19;  and 
Ben  H.  Yezzie,  20. 

Clarence  Hill,  Intermountaln  Indian 
School  teacher;  Mrs.  Tamsey  Cleary,  home 
economics  teacher,  and  Dyane  LeBeque,  vo- 
cation school  teacher,  accompanied  the 
youngsters. 

The  visiting  of  towns,  homes,  and  business 
firms  by  the  Navaho  students  is  designed  to 
acquaint  them  with  life  outside  the  reserva- 
tion. 

Because  of  the  crowding  on  the  reserva- 
tion, it  is  expected  that  many,  if  not  most  of 
the  boys  and  girls,  who  complete  their  edu- 
cation in  Brigham  City,  will  make  their 
homes  outside  the  reservation. 


RULES  OP  PROCEDURE  OP  THE 
FINANCE  COMMITTEE 

Mr.    WILLIAMS.     Mr.    President.    I 
wish  to  discuss  briefly  a  few  of  the  ques- 
tions raised  earlier  this  afternoon  in  the 
remarks  of   the   distinguished   Senator 
(from  Colorado  [Mr.  MiluxinJ. 


In  the  discussion  it  was  pointed  out 
that  this  was  perhaps  the  first  subcom- 
mittee that  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  for  inves- 
tigation purposes,  and  probably  that 
statement  is  correct.  However.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  it  does  not  excuse  the 
Committee  on  Finance  from  its  responsi- 
bility to  investigate  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  that  it  ought  to  keep  an  ac- 
curate check  on  what  is  going  on  in  that 
Department,  because,  after  all.  that  is 
the  committee  of  the  Senate  which  con- 
siders the  nominations  of  most  of  the 
Government  officials  involved  in  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me 
before  he  takes  his  seat? 

Mr.  WIT  J  .JAMS.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
yield. 

As  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
pointed  out,  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  between  us  as  to  the  powers 
which  were  extended  to  the  subcommit- 
tee or  the  powers  which  the  Committee 
on  Finance  offered  to  extend  to  the  sub- 
committee. There  was  a  difference  of 
opinion — and  I  should  like  to  refer  to  it 
as  an  honest  difference  of  opinion — as  to 
certain  of  the  rules  which  were  laid  down, 
namely,  the  rule  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
Committee  on  Finance  as  a  whole  was 
to  have  veto  pwwer  over  the  actions  not 
only  of  members  of  the  committee  but 
also  of  members  of  the  subcommittee 
itself. 

Under  the  rules  which  were  adopted  by 
the  Finance  Committee,  it  would  be  theo- 
retically possible  for  the  subcommittee  to 
go  before  the  Finance  Committee  with  a 
unanimous  report  involving  what,  per- 
haps, the  subcommittee  considered  to  be 
violations  of  law,  such  as  acceptance  of 
bribes  or  anything  of  that  nature:  and 
if  the  full  committee  in  its  wisdom  de- 
cided that  this  information  should  not  be 
disclosed,  or  if  it  decided  that  the  sub- 
committee was  in  error,  every  member  of 
the  subcommittee  would  be  automatically 
prevented  from  presenting  a  report  to  the 
United  States  Senate,  and  also,  as  was 
made  very  clear  in  the  debate  on  this 
point,  each  member  of  the  subcommittee 
and  each  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee would  be  morally  bound  never  to 
discuss  the  nature  of  the  case,  either  on 
or  off  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate or  before  the  American  people. 

It  was  for  that  reason  that  I  objected. 
I  did  not  question  the  good  intentions  of 
the  present  membership  of  the  Finance 
Committee.  However,  I  foresaw  what 
might  happen  at  some  future  time  under 
such  a  precedent.  It  might  be  possible 
for  the  majority  party  in  power  to  put  a 
veto  on  the  exposure  of  any  corruption 
which  might  exist  at  some  future  time  in 
the  administration  which  happened  to  be 
in  power.  I  think  that  would  be  a  dan- 
gerous precedent  to  accept. 

It  was  also  pointed  out  that  one  reason 
for  the  rule  was  the  nature  of  the  infor- 
mation to  which  this  particular  commit- 
tee would  have  access,  namely,  income- 
tax  returns.  I  made  it  very  clear,  I 
think,  in  the  Finance  Committee,  that  I 
would  not  ask  for  authority  to  discuss 
income-tax  returns.  I  was  not  asking  for 
authority  to  come  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  discuss  the  income-tax  re- 
turns of  any  private  citizen.    I  do  not 


think  I  have  ever  violated  that  rule  in 
the  past,  and  I  have  no  intention  of 
doing  so  in  the  future. 

I  made  it  very  clear  that  I  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  resp>ect  the  secrecy  of 
the  income-tax  returns.  I  pointed  out 
that  the  secrecy  of  income-tax  returns  is 
guaranteed  to  American  citizens  under 
section  55. 

This  afternoon  and  during  recent 
weeks  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  about 
preserving  the  sacredness  of  income-tax 
returns  under  section  55  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code.  Nevertheless,  in  the  ex- 
posures during  the  past  few  months  I 
have  made  disclosures  where  certain  tax 
collectors  were  in  conspiracy  with  insur- 
ance agents,  furnishing  information  as 
to  the  private  tax  returns  of  troubled 
taxpayers,  so  that  agents  could  sell  them 
insurance,  after  which  they  split  the 
commissions.  I  have  yet  to  hear  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Justice  or 
the  Treasury  Department  making  any 
effort  to  invoke  section  55  against  those 
collectors  or  top  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment. Yet  you  are  trying  to  invoke  the 
rule  rather  strongly  with  respect  to  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  not  only  to  re- 
strict this  type  of  disclosure  but  also 
extend  it  to  protect  them  against  dis- 
closures of  bribery  or  any  other  law 
violation. 

I  have  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  information  regarding  compro- 
mise settlements  with  various  taxpayers. 
However,  I  point  out  that  any  Member 
of  the  Senate,  whether  a  member  of 
the  Finance  Committee  or  not,  or  any 
member  of  the  press,  can  go  to  the  Treas- 
ury Department  and  ask  for  information 
as  to  how  John  Doe's  tax  was  com- 
promised, and  that  information  is  readily 
available  under  a  ruhng  of  the  Treasury 
Department.  It  has  been  available  for 
the  past  several  months.  It  did  not  re- 
quire a  committee  of  the  Congress  to 
obtain  the  information  which  I  dis- 
cussed on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  few 
weeks  ago,  or  that  which  I  discussed  in " 
July  or  August,  just  before  the  adjourn- 
ment of  Congress  last  year.  It  could 
have  been  done  by  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  was  interested  enough  to 
find  out  how  such  cases  had  been  settled. 

I  repeat  that  I  have  not  revealed  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  single  case  in- 
volving the  tax  returns  of  any  individual. 
I  will  go  further.  I  have  not  attempted 
to  check  the  tax  returns  of  any  indi- 
viduals. I  did  not  come  to  the  United 
States  Senate  to  check  the  tax  returns. 
I  have  checked  and  tried  to  follow 
through  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
been  handled  after  they  have  been  re- 
ported. At  no  point  have  I  made  an 
effort  to  check  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
porting. In  the  first  place.  I  am  not 
qualified.  I  have  to  obtain  the  help  of 
others  to  figure  my  own  tax  returns.  I 
am  not  debating  that  point.  However,  I 
have  followed  through  and  checked  to 
see  if.  at  any  point,  there  might  be  a 
conspiracy  involving  the  manner  in 
which  certain  taxpayers'  cases  were  be- 
ing handled.  I  believe  that  enough  in- 
stances have  been  disclosed  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  and  in  the  committees  of 
the  House  to  indicate  to  the  American 
people  that  perhaps  all  was  not  quite  as 
well  in  this  particular  department  of  the 
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Government  as  some  of  you  have  been 
led  to  think. 

Another  reason  I  do  not  think  I  could 
work  on  the  committee  under  this  rule 
is  that  it  would  lead  us  back  to  the  de- 
bate as  to  whether  the  chicken  or  the 
egg  came  first.  I  say  this  with  all  due 
respect  to  those  who  feel  that  the  rule 
should  be  invoked.  I  recognize  that 
there  are  many  arguments  for  it,  even 
though  I  disagree  with  those  who  advo- 
cate it. 

Would  I  be  furnishing  information  to 
the  subcommittee,  or  would  the  subcom- 
mittee be  furnishing  information  to  me? 
We  would  be  in  a  perpetual  debaf«  in 
the  future  as  to  whether  or  not  a  Mem- 
ber had  a  right  to  reveal  a  certain  sub- 
ject. As  an  example.  I  call  attention 
to  one  particular  case  which  was  dis- 
cussed on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  last 
year.  In  connection  with  that  case  I 
Was  criticized  privately  by  several  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  who  felt  that  per- 
haps I  was  in  error  in  bringing  out  the 
information  ©n  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  Senator 
from  Delaware,  a  man  of  widely  ac- 
claimed responsibility,  is  apparently  be- 
ing penalized  for  the  acts  of  past,  pres- 
ent, and  future  irresponsible  Senators. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  senior  Senator 
from  Delaware  If  this  is  not  a  rather 
ironic  application  of  caution. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  1  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maine  that  I  cannot  un- 
derstand the  need  for  such  an  iron -clad 
rule,  binding  me  and  every  other  member 
of  the  conunittee  in  advance,  while  at 
the  same  time  those  who  advocate  the 
rule  indicate  that  Jiey  think  the  situa- 
tion was  handled  properly  by  our  com- 
mittee during  the  previous  Congress. 

Continuing,  and  pointing  out  a  specific 
example  of  a  possible  difference  of  opin- 
ion which  might  develop.  I  caU  attention 
to  one  particular  disclosure  which  I 
made  last  year,  concerning  conduct 
which  was  condemned  throughout  the 
country— I  believe  unanimously— rby  the 
American  people. 

Special  rulings  had  been  handed  down 
allowing  certain  taxpayers  who  were 
large  contributors  to  the  Democratic 
Party  to  write  off  such  contributions  in 
their  income-tax  returns,  under  the 
guise  of  bad  loans.  I  have  in  my  hand — 
and  I  will  show  it  to  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  wishes  to  look  at  it — one  of 
the  original  rulings  which  was  handed 
down.  It  is  on  Treasury  Department 
stationery.  I  will  not  say  where  I  ob- 
tained it,  however.  It  was  one  of  the 
rulings  which  established  the  fact  that 
such  rulings  had  been  in  existence. 

With  that  knowledge  as  a  background, 
I  asked  the  Finance  Committee  to  co- 
operate with  me  in  obtaining  copies  of 
all  such  rulings  and  seeing  how  far  the 
Treasury  Department  had  gone  in  al- 
lowing the  administration  in  power — or 
the  administration  out  of  power,  for  that 
matter— in  flnancing  their  campaign  in- 
directly out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  As 
a  result,  we  found  that  there  had  been 
four  such  rulings  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  I  released  copies  of  all  those. 
To  get  back  to  the  question  which  I 
propounded  a  few  moments  ago,  did  I 


give  the  information  to  the  committee, 
or  did  the  committee  give  it  to  me? 
There  was  some  of  both.  I  think  the 
American  people  had  a  perfect  right  to 
know  what  was  being  done.  I  was  not 
aware  at  the  time  of  any  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Finance  Committee  to 
the  American  people  knowing  what  was 
going  on.  I  do  not  think  they  will  be 
found  objecting  today.  Does  the  Ameri- 
can people  think  that  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee  by  a  majority  vote 
should  have  had  the  right  to  conceal 
this  scandalous  procedure? 

Another  example  was  a  case  involving 
certain  tax  settlements  under  section 
102.  relating  to  a  tax  settlement  with 
Mr.  Hannegan,  former  Democratic  na- 
tional chairman.  On  December  21. 1951. 
6  months  before  the  subject  was  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  I  directed 
a  letter  to  John  B.  Dunlap,  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  and  reported  the 
case  to  him.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  have  the  letter  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 


UrmxD  Statts  Senatk, 
Washington,  D.  C.  December  21,  1951. 
Mr.  John  B.  Dunlap,  .« 

Commissioner  of  Interruil  Revenue, 

United  States  Treasury  Department. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkax  Mk.  Dumj^:    I  have  just  received  a 
report  as  (oUows: 

"Just  before  he  resigned.  Mr.  Hannegan 
got  an  option  to  buy  the  St.  Louis  Cardinals 
for  $3  mUllon.  The  Cardinals  had  $2  rnUUon 
In  cash.  This  had  been  accumulated  to 
build  a  stadium  and  since  it  was  for  that 
purpose,  the  accumulation  was  exempt  from 
section  lOa — whereas  had  it  been  paid  out  it 
would  have  been  a  dividend  and  subject  to 
the  tax  rates  of  the  income  of  the  individual 
receiving  It. 

'•Mr.  Hannegan  went  to  one  of  the  St.  Louis 
banks  and  told  them  he  was  svure  he  could 
get  the  92  million  out  without  paying  any 
tax.  They  agreed  if  he  could  do  this  to  loan 
him  $3  million  to  buy  the  Cardinals.  He 
then  went  to  the  Treasury  Department  where 
he  secured  a  "close-ouf  order  exempting  the 
•take-out'  of  the  $2  mUllon  cash  from  tax. 
With  thU  order  he  got  the  loan,  bought  the 
Cardinals,  and  paid  off  $2  mUllon  of  the 
loan.  In  leas  than  a  year  he  sold  the  Cardi- 
nals for  $2  million,  paid  off  the  bank,  paid 
long-term  capital  gains  tax  of  $250,000  and 
ended  up  with  $750,000  clear  and  he  had 
put  up  nothing  except  the  'close-ouf  order." 
WIU  you  please  check  the  records  and  ad- 
vise me  whether  or  not  thU  report  is  accu- 
rate; and  If  so.  furnish  me  with  a  copy  of 
each  Treasury  Department  rtillng  along  with 
the  dates,  and  any  other  details  pertaining 
thereto. 

Yours  sincerely, 

JOMH  J.  WnXIAMS. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS,  The  letter  clearly 
Indicates  that  the  matter  was  reported 
not  only  to  the  Finance  Committee,  but 
to  the  Treasury  Department,  months  be- 
fore it  W81S  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  Only  after  confirmation  by  the 
Treasury  Department  was  anything  said 
about  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Did 
I  give  this  case  to  the  committee  or  did 
the  committee  give  it  to  me? 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
another  case.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear 
that  we  are  not  debating  the  right  to 
discuss  the  individual  tax  returns  of 
John  Doe.     I  will  rise  on  the  floor  of 


the  Senate  at  any  time  to  protect  the 
seci«cy  of  the  tax  return  of  the  indi- 
vidual citizen.  I  believe  we  must  be 
very  careful  about  that.  However,  here 
is  a  case  which  I  l)elieve  should  be  fur- 
ther explored  by  Congress.  The  letter 
was  dated' March  11,  1952,  and  it  was 
directed  to  Mr.  Dunlap.  It  reads:  "Dear 
Mr.  Enmlap— " 

I  will  delete  the  names  in  this  par- 
ticular case  because  the  case  has  not 
been  fully  concluded,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  unfair  to  put  the  names  in  the 
Record  at  this  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.      I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  used  a  name.     What  was 
the  name  he  used? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  did  not  use  any 
name. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Who  was  the  taxpayer  to  whom  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  referred? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  did  not  use  the 
name  of  any  taxpayer.  I  said  the  letter 
was  addressed  to  Mr.  Dunlap. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  understood  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
to  refer  to  the  name  of  Steve  Hannegan. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No.  I  have  incor- 
porated in  the  Record  a  statement  re- 
garding a  certain  tax  settlement  by  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  in  relation 
to  a  deal  which  had  been  made  with 
Mr.  Hannegan  and  another  individual  in 
St.  Louis. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  letter  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
was  received  by  the  Senator  after  the 
death  of  Mr.  Hannegan;  is  that  correct? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes;  that  is  cor- 
rect. However  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  that  the  surviving 
member  was  subsequently  indjcted  and 
convicted,  and  that  he  is  now  serving 
his  sentence.  Therefore  I  do  not  think 
we  are  prejudicing  any  case  when  we 
put  it  in  the  Record  under  those  cir- 
cumstances. Otherwise  the  information 
would  have  been  withheld, 

I  will  say  further  that  the  man  had 
not  been  indicted  at  the  time  the  dis- 
closure was  made.     It  was  not  made  at 
a  time  when  it  would  prejudice  the  case. 
The  letter  reads: 

UNTtED  States  Senate. 
Washington,  D.  C,  March,  11.  1952. 

B4r.  John  B.  Dunlap. 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Deae  Mr.  Dxtnlap:  I  have  received  a  report 

that .  a  former  employee  of  the  Treasury 

Department  in  the  Technical  Service  who 
resigned  on  June  30,  1948.  was  the  recipient 
of  an  Oldsmoblle  club  sedan  from  an  attorney 
m . 

According   to   my   Information,    this    car. 

engine  No. .  body  No. .  was  purchased 

In on  January  29.  1948.  and  transferred 

to  Mr.  :    however,  the  transfer  of  the 

title  was  withheld  untU  July  11.  1948—7  days 
after  Mr.  's  retirement. 

WUl  you  please  check  the  accuracy  of  this 
Information,  and  If  correct,  I  would  like  to 

have  a  list  of  each  tax  case  In  the area 

upon  which  »Ir.  was  In  any  way  con- 
tacted, along  with  •  list  of  each  tax  case 


which  was  handled  by  the  Uwyer  In  qxieaUoa. 
YouEs  sincerely. 

JoBM  J.  WnxtAMa. 
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Mr.  President,  I  should  say  that  Com- 
missioner Dunlap  had  made  an  agree- 
ment that  he  would  check  these  cases 
and  report  them  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance  upon  its  request.  I  have  Mr. 
Dunlap's  reply,  which  is  dated  March  24, 
1952.  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent  that  it  be 
Incorporated  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks.  In  this  letter,  too,  the 
names  are  deleted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

UNiriD  States 

TRKASTTXT  I^7ARTMENT. 

Omcx  or  CoMMissioimi 

OF  INTXRMAL  RrVEKtm, 

Washington,  March  24.  1952. 
Hon.  JOHN  J.  Williams, 
United   States   Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Sekatoe:  Reference  Is  made  to 
your  letter  dated  March  11,  1952.  concern- 
ing   ,  a  former  employee  of  the  Bureau 

of  Internal  Revenue,  who  you  state  was  the 
recipient  of  an  Oldsmobile  club  sedan  from 

an   attorney   in   .     You   request   that   a 

check  be  made  of  the  accuracy  of  informa- 
tion concerning  the  transfer  of  the  automo- 
bile in  question,  and  if  correct,  that  you  be 

furnished  a  list  of  each  tax  case  in  the 

area  upon  which  Mr.  was  in  any  way 

contacted,  along  with  a  list  of  each  tax 
case  which  was  handled  by  the  lawyer  in 
question  (who  is  not  named) . 

You  are  advised  that  the  matters  to  which 
you  refer  will  receive  appropriate  attention, 
but  the  investigative  data  requested  by  you 
will  be  furnished  only  to  an  authorized  con- 
gressional committee  upon  its  request. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  B.  Dunlap,  Commiaaioner. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  in  this 
letter  Mr.  IXinlap  agreed  that  he  would 
assemble  the  Information  and  have  it 
available  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

On  April  1,  1952,  I  directed  a  letter 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Oeorge],  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  which  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Unttxd  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  1, 1952. 
Eon.  Walter  P.  George. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear   Senator  Oeorge:   I   am   enclosing   a 
copy  of  a  letter  dated  March  11,   1952.  ad- 
dressed  to  Mr.  John  B.  Dunlap,  requesting 
certain  information  regarding  alleged  charge 

against  Mr.  ,  a  former  employee  of  the 

Treasury   Department. 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  Commissioner 
that  a  reply  can  only  be  obtained  with  your 
consent,  and  I  would  appreciate  your  com- 
municating with  Mr.  Dunlap  requesting  the 
information. 

Yours   sincerely, 

John  J.  Williams. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
asked  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
George!  if  he  would  request  from  Mr. 
Dunlap  an  answer  on  this  case.  I  ask 
what  lias  section  55  which  protects  the 
secrecy  of  tax  returns  got  to  do  with  this 
tjrpe  of  a  case?  However,  up  to  now 
that  is  the  last  I  have  heard  of  it,  and 
It  will  be  a  year  tomorrow.  I  hope  the 
new  committee  being  appointed  will  get 
these  answers  and  then  tell  the  Amer- 
ican pjtwple. 


Mr.  President,  there  are  other  in- 
stances and  cases  which  should  be  fol- 
lowed through. 

I  have  one  more  case  with  which  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  familiar,  and 
he  backed  me  on  it  when  I  went  before 
the  Committee  on  Rnance.  It  was  with 
reference  to  the  possession  by  a  certain 
collector  of  internal  revenue  of  approxi- 
mately $40,000  in  currency.  According 
to  our  information  this  currency  was 
converted  a  few  days  before  the  deadline 
for  the  filing  of  the  net-worth  financial 
statements  under  the  Reorganization 
Act. 

I  directed  a  letter  to  the  collector  and 
said  that,  of  course,  there  was  no  law 
on  the  statute  books  providing  that  he 
may  not  have  such  currency  in  his  pos- 
session: however,  I  felt  that  by  virtue  of 
the  office  which  he  held  he  had  a  respon- 
sibility to  tell  at  least  to  the  committee 
what  the  situation  was,  and  to  convince 
the  members  of  the  committee  that  he 
had  accumulated  the  money  in  a  legal 
manner. 

I  was  unable  to  get  any  reply  from  him. 
Neither  could  I  get  any  information  so 
far  as  the  Treasury  Department  was  con- 
cerned. I  directed  a  letter  not  only  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
but  also  called  the  case  to  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  I  felt 
the  Secretary  had  a  responsibility  to 
check  the  case. 

I  also  asked  the  Committee  on  Finance 
to  call  the  individual  involved  before  the 
committee.  That  was  done.  I  think  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  the  committee 
was  unanimous  in  rejecting  what  we 
considered  an  inadequate  explanation  on 
the  part  of  the  individual  involved. 
However,  we  did  ask  him  to  assemble  his 
records,  which  he  said  he  could  do,  and 
that  by  so  doing  could  convince  us  that 
he  had  a  bona  fide  excuse. 

As  I  say,  he  promised  to  report  fur- 
ther. Again  we  have  been  waiting  over 
a  year  without  hearing  any  more  about 
it.  I  think  the  case  should  be  followed 
through  and  I  have  been  trying  to  get  the 
answer.  Of  course,  the  Committee  on 
Finance  was  busy  with  writing  tax  leg- 
islation. On  the  other  hand.  I  think  it 
was  just  as  important  to  get  that  infor- 
mation as  it  was  to  write  a  bill  to  increase 
the  taxes.  If  the  average  taxpayer  was 
caught  with  $40,000  in  his  lockbox  he 
would  explain  very  quickly  or  else. 

I  tried  to  make  it  clear  last  Friday 
that  there  were  two  sides  to  this  ques- 
tion. I  recognize  the  fact  that  it  is  pos- 
sible for  a  congressional  committee  to  go 
too  far  afield  and  to  usurp  the  rights  of 
American  citizens.  I  believe  that  has 
been  done.  I  would  be  the  first  to  join 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  or  any  other 
Senator  in  restricting,  if  necessary,  the 
rights  of  congressional  committees  and 
to  protect  the  rights  of  the  American 
people.  I  think  we  must  be  careful  to  do 
it.  However,  Mr.  President,  let  us  stop 
beating  about  the  bush,  and  let  us  get 
down  to  the  point  of  exactly  what  we  are 
criticizing.  If  we  are  criticizing  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  let  us  by  all  means 
go  ahead  and  veto  the  power.  If  we  are 
not  criticizing  him.  but  if  we  are  in- 
directly criticizing  what  has  gone  on  in 
the  past  or  what  may  happen  in  the  fu- 
ture with  respect  to  another  committee, 
let  us  either  restrict  other  committees  or 


wait  until  we  have  had  trouble  with  thia 
committee  and  correct  the  problem  when 
it  arises. 

I  say  again,  with  all  due  respect  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  and  without 
questioning  his  sincerity  or  the  sincerity 
of  any  other  member  of  the  committee, 
that  I  could  not  in  justification  to  myself 
serve  on  any  committee  if  I  had  to  agree 
in  advance  that  I  would  agree  to  with- 
hold any  report  which  I  as  an  individual 
member  of  the  committee  considered  a 
violation  of  the  law.  I  do  not  think  the 
American  people  would  have  confidence 
in  any  investigation  conducted  with  that 
agreement  made  in  advance. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chain.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Col- 
orado? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Delaware  has  said,  in  ef- 
fect, that  becau.'=e  there  might  be  some 
abuse  of  power  elsewhere,  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee  should  not  abdicate  its 
own  authority.  The  Senator  from  Del- 
aware is  entirely  correct.  The  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance  has  not  abdicated 
its  authority,  and  does  not  intend  to  do 
so.  Because  there  have  been  irregulari- 
ties and  irrespons.bilities  and  criminal 
conduct  in  matters  affecting  the  rev- 
enues of  the  United  States,  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  set  up  the  subcom- 
mittee on  which  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  so  ably  served.  We 
want  him  to  lead  the  next  one,  and  he 
was  a  very  distinguished  and  efficient 
member  of  the  last  one. 

I  repeat  that  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  never  came  before  the 
committee  and  requested  a  power  he  did 
not  receive.  I  repeat,  if  I  may  sound  a 
personal  note,  that  I  believe  I  made  the 
motion,  every  time,  to  give  him  the  power 
he  requested.  I  think  it  should  be  said, 
in  justice  to  the  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  that  they  voted  unani- 
mously with  all  the  Republican  mem- 
bers of-the  committee  to  give  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  that  power. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  think  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will 
find  tha^  I  have  criticized  the  past  oper- 
ations of  the  committee.  I  was  satisfied 
with  the  way  it  operated  in  the  past. 

However,  I  am  wondering  who  is  dis- 
satisfied and  is  trying  to  lay  down  differ- 
ent rules  for  the  future  operation  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  suggest  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Delaware  that, 
because  he  has  been  satisfied  with  the 
treatment  he  has  received  in  the  past, 
he  should  realize  that  the  committee  is 
now  the  .same,  with  the  exception  of  the 
new  members,  who  also  have  indicated 
their  approval  of  the  objectives  of  the 
committee  as  it  is  now  constituted.  So 
I  suggest  that  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware has  nothing  to  fear  from  the  whole 
committee. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  said 
he  does  not  wish  to  look  at  tax  returns. 
I  do  not  cite  the  legal  prohibition  against 
publicizing  tax  returns  as  a  prohibition 
against  the  Senator  from  Delaware.  I 
cite  the  legal  prohibition  against  the  dis- 
closure of  tax  returns  in  order  to  show 
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that  when  Congress  has  been  consider- 
ing the  proper  privacy  of  the  citizen  and 
how  it  should  be  protected.  Congress 
has  made  it  a  law  making  It  a  criminal 
offense  to  disclose  the  contents  of  tax 
returns,  except  under  very  careful  pro- 
cedures which  are  spelled  out  in  the  law. 
and  they  do  not  coincide  with  the  pro- 
cedures the  distlngxilshed  Senator  from 
Delaware  would  have  rule  the  operations 
of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
correctly  understand  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  to  infer  that  I  have  violated 

that  law?      

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Oh,  no,  no,  no.  I 
was  saying  that  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware has  said,  "I  want  the  power,  under 
my  own  exclusive  judgment,  to  reveal 
confidential  matters  when  in  my  Judg- 
ment I  think  a  violation  of  law  is  in- 
volved." 

In  contradistinction  lo  that.  I  am 
pointing  out  that  when  Congress  was 
really  paying  attention  to  the  rights  of 
the  citizen.  Congress  made  it  a  criminal 
offense  for  employees  and  officers  of  the 
Government  to  disclose  what  is  in  a  tax 
return— that  is  not  making  a  criminal 
out  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware  I  Mr. 
Williams  1,  for  I  took  pains  to  say  that 
that  provision  does  not  apply  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress.  I  was  citing  it  to  show 
an  example  of  Congressional  solicitude 
for  the  right  of  privacy  of  a  citizen. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  disagreement  between 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  and  myself, 
on  preserving  the  secrecy  of  tax  returns. 
Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Members 
of  Congress  may,  under  the  law,  reveal 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  or  the  Senate 
John  Doe's  tax  returns,  nevertheless  I 
made  it  very  clear  that  even  though  we 
may  have  that  right  under  the  law.  I 
believe  we  have  a  moral  right  not  to 
violate  the  principle  ourselves.  Cer- 
tainly I  have  tried  not  to  disclose  any- 
thing of  a  confidential  nature  in  a  citi- 
zens  tax  returns. 

I  have  said  before  the  committee,  in 
connection  with  this  discussion,  that  I 
was  not  debating  the  question  of  that 
particular  right. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
spectfully suggest  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  issue  now  before  the  Senate.  I 
have  cited  an  example,  not  of  a  Treas- 
ury rule,  but  of  a  congressional  law  in 
connection  with  which  Congress  showed 
solicitude  for  the  right  of  privacy  of  the 
citizen.  That  was  my  sole  point  in  citing 
it.  The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  swi- 
mitted  that  the  argxmient  is  valid,  so 
far  as  it  goes. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Delaware  tells 
us  of  his  personal  virtues,  which  I  con- 
cede— in  other  words,  that  he  himself 
never  has  revealed  what  is  in  an  income- 
tax  return,  and  that  he  never  will.  I 
am  very  glad  to  say  that  to  be  true,  and 
I  believe  it  will  continue  to  be  true.  But 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  point  now 
at  issue. 

The  point  now  at  Issue  is  whether  the 
Congress,  when  it  acts  to  govern  its  own 
actions,  should  be  solicitous  in  protect- 
ing the  proper  privacies  of  the  citizen. 
I  say  Congress  should,  and  I  say  the  rule 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Dela- 


ware Is  directly  inyolved  in  that  propo- 
sition.  

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  there 
were  other  types  of  violations  of  law  to 
which  I  had  reference.  For  instance, 
there  was  a  case  where  certain  collectors 
of  internal  revenue  were  not  paying  any 
Income  taxes  whatever.  There  have  been 
cases  in  which  bril)es  were  accepted. 

At  this  time  I  should  like  to  read  into 
the  Record  a  statement  of  a  former  as- 
sistant United  States  attorney  who  tes- 
tified before  our  committee  as  to  condi- 
tions in  a  western  Treasury  office.  I 
refer  to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Charles 
O'Oara.  On  August  31.  1951.  he  testi- 
fied to  the  following: 

I  spent  5  years  in  the  service.  I  finished 
law  school  in  1947  and  took  my  present 
•4.800-a-year  job  as  Assistant  United  States 
Attorney  in  1949. 

In  my  assignment  with  the  United  States 
attorney  in  San  Francisco,  I  have  done  my 
utmost  to  fulfill  my  oath  of  office  in  up- 
holding and  enforcing  all  the  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

In  performing  these  duties  I  have  seen  the 
outUnes  of  a  shocking  system  of  corruption 
in  the  handling  of  San  Francisco  internal 
revenues. 

The  magnitude  and  significance  of  this  in- 
ternal revenue  corruption  turns  my  stom- 
ach. 

This  corruption  is  far  greater  than  you 
know.  It  is  not  the  commonplace  tax  fix 
of  the  gangsters  and  the  hoodlums.  The 
appalling  internal  revenue  corruption  to 
which  I  refer  apparently  involves  many  per- 
sons occupying  high  places. 

This  corruption  is  so  gigantic  that  in  San 
Francisco  in  the  space  of  a  little  more  than 
90  days  it  has  resulted  in  (1)  the  firing  of  a 
newspaper  reporter  who  attempted  to  expose 
this  evil  when  Federal  officials  failed  to  act. 

(2)  It  resulted  in  the  extraordinary  block- 
ing of  a  Federal  grand  Jury  which  initiated 
an  investigation  of  the  tax  involvements  of 
the  metropolitan  newspaper  staff  with  the 
collector's  office. 

(3)  The  arbitrary  firing  of  still  another 
Federal  grand  Jury  who  attempted  to  follow 
through  a  tax  prosecution  which  has  been 
deliberately  sidetracked. 

Because  I  could  not  stomach  what  had  ap- 
parently been  long  existing,  and  I  wanted  a 
complete  Investigation,  I  was  taken  off  the 
Job  I  had  commenced.  The  slightest  efforts 
that  I  made  to  expooe  these  evils  have  ac- 
tually resulted  in  persistent  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  upon  me. 

Besides  tieing  prohibited  from  appearing 
officially  before  any  grand  Jury,  an  extensive 
FBI  Investigation  was  commenced,  not  about 
my  loyalty,  but  about  my  official  conduct 
which  ended  with  my  complete  clearance  in  a 
unanimous  resolution  of  the  grand  Jury,  but 
not  until  after  my  superior  had  virtually 
proposed  my  indictment. 

I  am  certain  that  a  full  FBI  report  on 
me  may  be  obtained  by  you. 

I  have  the  official  records,  and  those  are 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's office  l>efore  they  may  be  released. 
Those  records  contain  a  recital  of  the  15  in- 
stances of  alleged  corruption  in  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau. 

Now,  because  the  records  have  been  turned 
over  to  the  United  States  attorney's  office  in 
San  Francisco,  and  because  of  the  direction 
of  the  Attorney  General,  I  do  not  feel  free 
to  reveal  the  contents  of  the  15  allegations 
set  forth  in  the  list. 

That  shocking  indictment  was  made 
by  an  assistant  United  States  attorney. 
Mr.  Charles  O'Gara,  a  Democrat. 

Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  12  of 
the  15  proposed  indictments,  as  recom- 


mended by  that  assistant  United  States 
attorney,  and  to  which  he  referred,  have 
subsequently  been  made  by  the  grand 
Jury  in  California. 

Mr.   MILLIKIN.    Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  srield  at  this  • 
time? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.    What  has  that  to  do 
with  the  issue  now  before  us?    The  Sen- 
ator has  read  a  recital  of  certain  evils; 
he  has  recited  many  evils.    The  subcom- 
mittee was  set  up  to  deal  with  them,  and 
now  it  is  proposed  that  the  new  subcom- 
mittee be  set  up  to  deal  with  them. 
That  was  the  very  pmTX)se  of  the  old 
subcommittee  and  is  the  very  purpose  of 
the  proposed  new  subcommittee. 

What  docs  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
propose  to  serve  by  reciting  all  these 
horror  cases? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  Is  this:  In  this 
situation,  the  assistant  United  States 
attorney  was  told  that  under  the  law 
he  could  not  reveal  the  names  of  the 
persons  involved  in  those  cases;  he  had 
been  stopped  by  his  superiors  and  by 
the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General,  here 
in  Washington. 

He  told  our  committee  of  those  15 
cases,  as  nearly  as  he  could  do  so.  He 
said  we  could  find  out  for  ourselves 
about  them. 

Here  we  have  a  situation  in  which  the 
political  party  in  power  could  prevent  a 
United  States  attorney  from  acting  in 
those  cases:  but  a  Member  of  Congress 
could  not  be  prevented  from  discussing 
them,  once  he  found  out  about  them. 
In  the  past.  Members  of  Congress  have 
not  been  prevented  from  doing  so.  and 
thus  we  have  these  indictments  to  show. 
If  we  confer  uix)n  any  congressional 
committee  the  power  to  do  what  the  office 
of  the  Attorney  General  or  the  United 
States  attorney  in  San  Francisco  has 
done,  we  shall  have  a  very  bad  situation. 
Certainly  a  majority  of  the  Finance 
Committee  should  not  have  had  the 
power  to  join  the  Justice  Department  in 
covering  up  this  case. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest that  the  kind  of  situation  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware  could 
be  a  very  bad  one.  But  I  suggest  that 
the  situation  would  be  far  worse  if  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  on  his  own  judg- 
ment, on  his  own  discretion,  in  carrying 
out  his  own  will  or  view,  as  against  the 
view  of  his  own  subcommittee  and  the 
view  of  the  entire  committee,  could,  as 
I  have  said,  disclose  confidential  infor- 
mation, which  in  many  instances  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  knows  is  just  as 
confidential  and  as  inherently  private 
as  a  man's  infcome-tax  returns. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I 
agree.  I  have  agreed  many  times  with 
all  the  dangers  which  have  been  pointed 
out  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  even 
though  we  have  disagreed  about  the  ulti- 
mate rules  of  the  committee. 

However,  each  time  he  makes  the  ar- 
gument. I  cannot  help  but  think  how 
we  have  been  operating.  Three  other 
Senate  committees  have  been  voted 
funds,  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
voted  for  funds  for  each  of  them,  even 
though  those  committees  did  not  and 
do  not  operate  under  the  rules  the  Stti- 
ator  from  Colorado  now  proposesi. 
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Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  But  when  we  set  up 
a  committee,  we  do  not  pass  on  its  pro- 
posed rules  in  the  future.  The  commit- 
tee passes  on  its  own  rules;  the  Senate 
does  not  do  so. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  true ;  but  the 
Senate  passes  on  the  question  of  whether 
a  committee  will  be  provided  with  funds 
with  which  to  operate.  In  this  instance, 
I  was  not  even  asking  for  an  appropria- 
tion. 

However,  we  have  already  authorized 
appropriations  of  funds  for  these  other 
committees.  I  may  be  in  error,  but  I 
believe  those  appropriations  have  been 
made  almost  unanimously.  Therefore. 
having  provided  funds  for  tlie  operations 
of  the  committees,  we  must  approve  of 
the  rules  under  which  the  committees 
operate. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  I  suggest  that  is  a 
complete  fallacy.  The  Appropriations 
Committee  or  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  comes  here  and  asks 
us  to  appropriate  a  certain  amount  of 
money  for  a  certain  purpose.  Whoever 
heard  it  suggested  that  either  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  or  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  should 
sit  down  to  study  the  rules  under  which 
every  standing  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate operates?  It  never  was  suggested. 
It  has  occurred  only  to  the  agile,  the 
very  agUe  and  intelligent  brain  of  the 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  To  go  back  for  one 
more  specific  example,  to  cite  a  case, 
where  it  was  the  United  States  Senate, 
and  not  any  committee  of  the  Senate, 
which  set  up  the  Kefauver  crime  com- 
mittee, and  I  do  not  recall  that  we  laid 
down  any  different  rules  for  that  com- 
mittee. That  action  was  taken  by  the 
United  States  Senate  as  a  whole,  and  not 
by  a  committee;  and  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, as  well  as  every  other  committee 
of  the  Senate,  accepted  responsibility  in 
establishing  the  rules. 

I  point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado again,  I  have  great  respect  for  his 
position,  and  I  hope  he  respects  mine. 
I  am  sorry  that  we  differ.  But  again 
I  see  no  need  of  continuing  this  debate 
Indefinitely.  I  simply  cannot  see  it  the 
way  he  sees  it,  and,  as  I  told  him  be- 
fore, I  cannot  serve  on  any  committee 
In  which  I  am  bound  in  advance,  nor 
could  I  be  a  party  to  setting  up  a  prece- 
dent under  which  it  would  be  possible 
to  bind  in  advance  any  member  of  the 
committee,  or  even  the. entire  subcom- 
mittee itself,  not  to  disclose  every  vio- 
lation of  the  law  which  it  discovers,  and 
I  say  that,  with  all  respect  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado.  I  say  that  particu- 
larly in  this  instance,  when  it  has  never 
before  been  done  by  any  committee. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  challenge  the  Sen- 
ator to  show  one  instance — one  in- 
stance— where,  under  the  rules  of  any 
committee  of  this  Congress,  one  single 
man,  on  his  own  judgment,  was  author- 
ized to  disclose  confidential  informa- 
tion. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
not  a  question  of  authorizing. 

Mr.  MTT.TiTKTN.  That  is  the  issue 
here. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  that  sort.  The  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  the  end 
result  is  that  the  Finance  Committee  re- 
jected the  standard  rules  of  procedure 
for  committees  and  for  the  first  time 
placed  a  possible  veto  over  any  future 
disclosures.  Personally,  I  would  rather 
not  know  about  a  particular  violation  of 
law,  if  I  were  to  be  placed  in  an  embar- 
rassing position.  It  would  be  embar- 
rassing to  be  sitting  here  in  the  United 
States  Senate  appropriating  money  to 
pay  the  salary  of  a  Government  official, 
perhaps,  who  we  think  was  not  fit,  and 
be  bound  by  any  such  rule  as  this,  from 
disclosing  what  we  considered  to  be  the 
case  against  this  individual. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  distinguished  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  In  just  a  moment  I 
will  yield.  I  might  say  as  I  have  said 
many  times,  I  fully  respect  the  responsi- 
bility of  every  member  of  the  committee, 
and  of  every  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, to  report  first  to  the  full  committee. 
The  full  committee  has  a  perfect  right 
to  differ,  but  if  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee differs,  and  if  he  feels  that  Mr.  X 
has  violated  the  law  and  should  be  ex- 
posed, then  the  full  committee  at  the 
same  time  could  come  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  say  "we  have  reviewed  the 
same  evidence  and  we  think  he  is  wholly 
in  error."  The  rights  of  all  would  be 
protected. 

I  do  not  question  but  that  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  is  conscientiously  trying 
to  protect  what  he  thinks  is  the  authority 
of  the  committee.  I  respect  that.  At  the 
same  time,  I  hope  he  respects  my  position 
equally. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  I  have  paid 
as  many  compliments  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  today,  and  on  other  oc- 
casions, as  my  limited  vocabulary  will 
supply.  I  want  to  repeat,  what  the  Sen- 
ator is  really  proposing — perhaps  the  im- 
plications have  not  occurred  to  him — 
is  a  rule  of  man,  rules  accommodated  to 
individuals  rather  than  rules  that  govern 
all.  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator, 
not  that  he  has  anything  in  his  mind  or 
anything  in  his  soul  that  goes  to  that 
implication,  but  this  business  of  accom- 
modating laws  and  accommodating  rules 
and  accommodating  practices  to  an  in- 
dividual, an  able  and  conscientious  and 
patriotic  Senator  like  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  sets  up  a  precedent  which  de- 
stroys later  on.  It  is  the  key  to  a  door 
that  has  opened  every  room  for  tyranny. 
And  I  repeat,  this  is  not  a  rule  for  the 
Senator  from  Delaware,  It  is  not  a  rule 
for  any  man.  It  is  a  sound  rule  which 
allows  the  judgment  of  a  majority  as  to 
violation  of  law.  to  be  taken,  and,  if  nec- 
essary, to  supersede  the  judgment  of  one 
person — first,  the  judgment  of  a  sub- 
committee, next,  the  judgment  of  at 
least  5  out  of  8  members  of  a  working 
quorum  of  the  whole  committee,  or  a 
majority  of  the  whole  committee,  if 
there  are  more  than  8  members  present 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  That  is  the  rule,  and 
all  the  members  of  the  subcommittee 


have  the  right  to  vote.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  is  unwilling  to  subordinate  his 
judgment  as  to  a  violat.jn  of  law,  where 
confidential  matters  are  involved,  to  any 
number  of  other  individuals;  and  that 
has  been  demonstrated  in  this  debate; 
and  that,  I  respectfully  suggest,  is  very, 
very  wrong — not  that  the  Senator  in- 
tends to  do  a  wrong  thing.  I.  most  re- 
spectfully, do  not  believe  he  has  analyzed 
his  implications  correctly. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  rose. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  I  will 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  in  a 
moment.  I  want  to  make  one  point 
clear.  When  we  speak  of  the  confidential 
nature  of  the  material,  that  which  the 
committee  describes  as  confidential,  is 
any  case,  no  matt'^r  what  tyF)e  it  might 
be.  which  is  eveloped  before  the  subcom- 
mittee: I  repeat  while  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  every  right  to  be  alarmed 
at  how  far  afield  this  may  go,  neverthe- 
less, to  put  it  on  the  other  side,  we  can 
not  escape  the  fact  that  what  they  are 
doing  is,  laying  down  a  rule  whereby  in 
the  days  to  come  the  political  party  in 
power  can  restrict  the  expKJsure  of  any 
case  that  might  be  developed  in  a  sub- 
committee. 

I  promised  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  want  the 
Senator  to  yield.  I  thought  we  might 
be  able  to  take  the  reorganization  plan. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  come  to  the 
conclusion  of  this.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  What  we  are  doing  Is 
to  lay  down  a  rule  which  in  the  future 
will  restrain  some  future  Member  of  the 
Senate,  some  Irresponsible  blabber 
mouth,  some  headline  seeker,  from  going 
out  to  ruin  the  reputations  of  private 
citizens  on  what  he  s&ys  is  his  claim 
that  a  violation  of  law  is  involved.  That 
is  the  issue. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  going  to  close 
with  just  this  thought.  Again,  I  want  to 
pay  my  respects  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  for  his  sincerity  in  this  par- 
ticular case.  I  am  looking  forward  to 
the  day  when,  not  necessarily  as  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee,  but  as 
chairman  of  the  Republican  Conference, 
he  makes  the  same  aggressive  effort  to 
lay  dawn  these  same  rules — for  all  the 
other  committees  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  Thus  far  that  has  not  been 
done. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  sub.sequently  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record  im- 
mediately following  my  remarks  a  letter 
addressed  by  me  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  outlining  the 
scope  of  the  investigation  requested. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Makch   18.   1953. 
The  Honorable  Ectcine  D.  Millikin, 
ChaxTman.  Cummxttee  on  Finance, 
United  Slates  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Senator  Millikin:  In  accordance  with 

your    request    I   am    outlining   as   nearly    as 

possible    the    scope    of    the    Investigations 

which  I  think  should  be  explored  by  a  sp*- 
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clal  •ubcommlttee  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee. 

In  BO  doing  I  want  It  understood  that  I 
am  not  entering  charges  against  any  par- 
ticular district  ofBce  or  Individual  In  the 
Treasury  Department;  however,  during  the 
past  few  months  certain  allegations  have 
t)cen  made  which  If  correct  should  be  ex- 
posed. 

Among  these  allegations  which  should  be 
further  investigated  ar«  : 

1.  Brlljes:  Charges  that  certain  employees 
(or  recent  employees)  had  accepted  contri- 
butions or  bribes  from  lAxpayers  whose  cases 
they  were  handling. 

2.  Compromise  settlements:  Many  In- 
stances have  been  discovered  where  com- 
promise settlements  hav-  been  made  for  small 
fractions  on  the  basis  of  the  inability  of  the 
taxpayer  to  pay.  Such  j«ttlements  have  been 
made  without  obtaining  from  the  taxpayer 
the  required  financial  net-worth  statement. 
Lar^e  racketeers  are  among  those  who  have 
settled  their  tax  obligations  for  small  frac- 
tions without  filing  this  net-worth  state- 
ment. 

3.  Overassessments :  Charges  that  certain 
Government  agents  have  deliberately  over- 
stated the  taxpayers'  cieflclencies  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  using  svch  overstated  figures 
tor  bargaining  in  comp;omlse  settlements. 

4.  Influence:  Charges  that  undue  pressure 
has  been  exercised  to  l.ifluence  declsloiu  on 
certain  tax  cases. 

5.  Collectors:  There  Is  one  case  which  has 
been  reported  to  the  fall  Finance  Commit- 
tee wherein  a  collector  of  Internal  revenue 
In  one  of  the  mldwest««rn  offices  Just  a  few 
days  prior  to  the  deadline  for  the  filing  of 
his  financial  statement  under  the  new  Reor- 
ganization Act  converted  approximately  $40.- 
000  of  unexplained  cash  Into  Government 
bonds.  While  we  fully  recognized  that  there 
Is  no  law  agali^t  a  man's  having  cash  In  his 
possession,  nevertheless  for  a  collector  of 
internal  revenue  to  sliow  up  with  »40.000 
of  unexplained  currency  raises  a  question 
which  should  be  explo:ed  further. 

6  Abatements:  TTie  allegation  has  been 
made  that  in  certain  callectors'  offices,  par- 
ticularly in  the  New  York  area,  unusually 
large  amounts  of  taxes  have  been  abated 
during  recent  months  without  the  proper 
etTort  being  made  toward  collection.  A  sam- 
ple check  should  be  made  of  at  least  one 
area,  and  if  the  fears  aie  Justified  the  check 
should  be  continued  until  satisfaction  can 
be  established  that  such  practices  were  not 
prevalent  throughout  the  Department. 

7.  Racketeers:  The  Kefauver  crime  com- 
mittee made  the  specific  charge  that  promi- 
nent members  of  the  underworld  were  being 
given  preferential  trea.ment  by  the  Treas- 
ury Department.  Last  year  in  conjunction 
with  Commissioner  Dunlap  a  sample  check 
was  made  of  10  of  thu  Nation's  top  rack- 
eteers, and  It  was  founl  that  In  7  of  the  10 
cases  proper  attention  had  not  been  given 
toward  auditing  or  collecting  taxes  from  this 
group.  As  a  result  of  that  sample  check  a 
further  study  should  be  made  to  determine 
who  was  responsible  for  this  undue  leniency. 

8.  Improper  relay:  Allegations  have  been 
made  that  large  tax  cases  have  been  pigeon- 
holed until  the  statute  of  limitations  for 
criminal  prosecution  has  expired,  while  the 
civil  case  unduly  delf.yed  until  collection 
posBibllities    negligible 

9.  Audits:  At  Irregulir  Intervals  the  vari- 
ous district  offices  are  audited  by  the  Ac- 
counts and  Collection  Division  (comparable 
to  bank  examiners ) ;  however,  these  reports 
are  submitted  to  the  Department  here  in 
Washington.  In  the  past  there  have  been 
many  instances  where  damaging  reports 
have  been  completely  iftnored.  The  subcom- 
mittee should  request  from  the  Department 
copies  of  these  routiae  audit  reports  for 
those  areas  against  which  complaints  are 
received,    with    particular    attention    being 
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given  to  the  Pennsylvania.  California,  and 
Illinois  areas. 

Yours  sincerely, 

JOBIf  J.  WILLUICS. 


AMERICAN  PRUSSIANISM— STATE- 
MENTS BY  BRIG.  GEN.  ROBERT  W. 
JOHNSON 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
Brig.  Gen.  Robert  W.  Johnson.  Array  of 
the  United  States,  retired,  former  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  War  Production  Board, 
and  chairman  of  the  board  of  Johnson  (t 
Johnson  in  my  home  State  of  New  Jer- 
sey, can  speak  with  telling  authority  on 
matters  of  military  organization. 

I  hope  the  Senate  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States  will  listen  when  he 
unburdens  important  views,  based  upon 
rich  experience. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  his  introductory 
release,  and  a  statement  entitled  "Amer- 
ican Prussianism,"  which  is  an  expres- 
sion of  concern  over  an  only  too  real  and 
living  question  which  confronts  all  of 
us  who  are  vitally  concerned  with  the 
direction  and  attitudes  of  our  Defense 
Establishment. 

General  Johnson's  voice  is  one  of  sev- 
eral which  have  been  raised  on  this 
theme  in  recent  weeks.  I  commend  it  to 
the  careful  consideration  of  my  col- 
leagues. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  two  statements  by  General 
Johnson,  and  a  letter  written  by  the  gen- 
eral to  Hon.  Nelson  Rockefeller,  dated 
March  10.  1953.  I  hope,  as  I  have  indi- 
cated, that  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
will  study  these  documents  carefully. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ments and  letter  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Intsoductoht  Release 
During  the  past  25  years  I  have  been  In- 
termittently but  consistently  associated  with 
military  matters.  My  contact  with  the  Pen- 
tagon has  convinced  me  that  clear  and  un- 
equivocal civilian  domination  of  our  Mili- 
tary Establishment  is  essential  to  the  se- 
curity of  the  United  States. 

A  group  of  experienced  officers  who  must 
remain  anonymous  have  visited  me  in  Flor- 
ida. The  long-distance  telephone  has  been 
burning  with  calls  from  Reserve  and  Regular 
officer  friends  of  long  association  in  the  var- 
ious military  services.  It  is  with  deep  con- 
cern, therefore,  I  learn  that  a  bold,  deliber- 
ate, and  well-planned  movement  Is  under 
way  to  expand  and  entrench  the  power  of 
the  military  with  attendant  loss  of  civilian 
authority  within  our  Government.  This  Is 
a  matter  of  gravest  Importance,  for  It  In- 
volves the  prescr\'atlon  of  our  way  of  life 
and  our  survival  as  a  nation. 

A  committee  has  been  appointed  to  sub- 
mit a  program  within  60  days.  While  sev- 
eral members  of  this  committee  are  my 
personal  friends  I  doubt  that  it  Is  properly 
constituted.  The  members  of  the  committee 
are:  Chairman,  Nelson  Rockefeller:  Arthur 
8.  Fleming;  Milton  Elsenhower;  Robert  Lov- 
ett  (forme.  Secretary  of  Defense);  Dr.  Van- 
nevar  Bush;  Gen.  Omar  Bradley:  David  Stu:- 
noff. 

This  committee  Is  not  broadly  representa- 
tive of  the  services  Involved  and  Is  patently 
overbalanced  with  members  already  com- 
mitted to  the  single  staff  centralized  military 
power.  Such  a  concept  loses  Its  wars  and 
Is  destructive  to  the  foundations  of  our  re- 
public.   It  is,  therefore,  necessary  for  me  as 


an  Independent  free  citizen  to  oppose  my 
friends  on  this  committee  and  the  other 
members  whom  I  hold  in  respect. 

The  combat  front  for  freedom  Is  both 
at  home  and  overseas.  At  times  the  home 
front  fight  Is  more  vital  and  more  difficult 
to  understand  than  the  issues  In  the  theater 
of  war.  Patriotism  and  devotion  to  Uberty 
are  Ingredients  that  we  citizens  must  con- 
stantly guard.  We  owe  this  not  only  to  our- 
selves and  to  the  tradltioris  of  our  great 
country  but  especially  to  the  men  who  are 
suffering  the  pain  of  combat. 

Robert  W.  Johnson. 
Brigadier  General. 
Army  of  the  United  States,  Retired. 

March  23,  1953. 

American  Prussianism 
Competent  civilian  control  of  the  Military 
Establishment  is  essential  to  the  security  of 
the  United  States.  Accepting  this  as  a  tradi- 
tion established  by  George  Washington,  and 
defended  throughout  our  history,  we  are 
confronted  with  certain  administrative  and 
executive  issues.  This  grave  problem  is 
amplified  at  the  present  time  by  the  size 
and  complexity  of  our  military  organization. 
The  need  for  clear  and  unequivocal  civilian 
domination  of  our  Defense  Department  is 
further  highlighted  through  the  efforts  of 
certain  military  groups  driving  to  estab- 
lish a  single-command  authority.  This  re- 
fers to  the  continuing  effort  of  the  Armiy 
General  Staff  to  gain  control  of  our  military 
forces  and  all  aspects  of  our  national 
security.  Having  faUed,  heretofore,  to 
achieve  Its  goal  through  legislative  action, 
the  Army  General  Staff  now  plans  to  ac- 
complish its  end  under  the  guise  of  a  reor- 
ganization of  the  Department  of  Defense. 
It  Intends  to  use  the  Rockefeller  commit- 
tee as  its  principal  tool  In  Implementing 
such  a  reorganization. 

This  Idea  Is  not  of  recent  origin.  The  stage 
has  been  carefully  set  for  this  latest  move. 
Initially,  the  Army  General  Staff  was  estab- 
lished as  a  "planning  "  agency.  Not  content 
with  this  status,  the  Army  General  Staff 
progressively  gained  an  ever-tightening  grasp 
of  authority  by  repeated  reorganizations  of 
the  War  Department  (Department  of  the 
Army).  Each  change  resulted  In  more  and 
more  centralized  power  until,  at  the  out- 
break of  World  War  II,  the  General  Staff 
had  gained  complete  control  over  the 
Army.  With  that  achieved,  the  Army  Gen- 
eral Staff  began  as  early  as  1943  to  seek  con- 
trol of  our  entire  national  security. 

Civilian  secretaries  pass  In  parade  while 
high-ranking  military  officers  serve  for  a 
professional  lifetime.  This  fact,  combined 
with  a  natural  but  unsound  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  civilians  to  hold  and  express  their 
convictions  in  military  matters,  tends  to 
minimize  the  Influence  of  civilian  leader- 
ship. 

Many,  If  not  most.  Secretaries  soon  become 
captives  of  the  military  command.  To  as- 
sure our  freedom  we  must  choose  men  of 
great  competence  and  exf>erlence  In  manage- 
ment specifically  charged  by  the  President 
and  the  Congress  to  establish  and  maintain 
civilian  control. 

centralization  VEHSITS  DECENTRAIJZA'nOM 

When  Congress  refused  to  accept  the  over- 
all high-commanded  concept  of  the  CoUins 
plan  In  1946,  the  General  Staff  ostensibly  ac- 
cepted the  so-called  unification  bill  as  a 
compromise.  Not  for  a  single  moment,  how- 
ever, has  the  Army  General  Staff  reUnqulshed 
its  objective.  By  direct  and  indirect  n^ans 
it  has  pushed  unification  of  the  Armed  Forces 
far  beyond  the  constructive  unification  en- 
visaged by  Congress  when  it  passed  the  Na- 
tional Security  Act  of  1947. 

Resonable  centralization  of  control  is.  in 
the  military  as  in  business,  a  necessary  and 
useful  organizational  device.  Carried  to  an 
extreme,  centralization  leads  to  wrong  policy 
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decUiloDs.  bad  management,  and  CTentTial 
failure.  IntelUgent  deoentrallaatlon.  accom- 
panied by  firm  fixing  of  responsibility,  by 
an  overall  policy  and  direction  of  authority. 
Is  the  formula  for  proper  organization  Oif  any 
major  industrial  or  military  endeavor. 

But  such  a  system  does  not  lend  itself  to 
General  Staff  control.  Consequently,  we  now 
find  the  National  8ec\irlty  Act,  which  em- 
bodied the  concept  of  Intelligent  decentrali- 
zation, condemned  and  ridiculed.  Signifi- 
cantly, such  criticism  has  Invariably  origi- 
nated with  the  Army  General  Staff  or  its 
spokesmen.  The  reason  for  this  is  obvious. 
In  writing  that  law  Congress  deliberately, 
and  with  great  wisdom,  enacted  strong  ob- 
stacles to  the  imposition  of  the  alien  and 
dangerous  Prussian  concepts.  Changing  the 
law  through  so-called  reorganization  is  the 
means  by  which  the  General  Staff  Intends  to 
remove  those  barriers. 

The  unification  law  was  sound  when  It  was 
passed.  It  is  sound  today  The  faulty  de- 
fense organization  and  adminlstrtlve  defi- 
ciencies in  the  Pentagon  are  not  the  fault 
of  the  law. 

I  am  deeply  concerned  by  present  efforts  to 
establish  a  Prussian-type  high  convmand. 
My  apprehensions  stem  from  the  historical 
fact  that  a  totalitarian  military  system  leads 
to  certain  military  defeat.  It  is  not  only 
dangerous  militarily,  but  it  would  inevitably 
destroy  our  constitutional  civilian  authority. 

As  a  businessman  I  resent  the  General  Staff 
drive  toward  Prussian  ism  because  In  the 
recent  war  the  performance  of  the  Army 
General  Staff  demonstrated  a  stubborn  deter- 
mination to  extend  General  Staff  control  over 
both  labor  and  industry.  Nothing  since 
World  War  II  indicates  that  this  group  has 
renounced  that  objective.  American  indus- 
try and  labor  must  not  permit  themselves  to 
be  led  down  the  same  primrose  path  over 
which  German  indvistry  and  labor  followed 
the  Supreme  German  General  Staff. 

The  sinews  of  American  industrial  power 
can  be  shackled  as  effectively  by  Prusslanlsm 
as  by  Marxism.  The  danger  Is  real  and  ex- 
panding. As  we  devote  an  ever  greater  per- 
centage of  our  resources  to  the  military 
establishment,  we  constantly  Increase  the 
risk  of  a  military  economy  dominated  by  a 
single-staff  control.  This  risk  must  be 
avoided  at  all  costs. 

BATTLI   OF   VIGILANCE 

Extreme  vigilance  is  necessary.  The  advo- 
cates of  a  Prussian  supreme  staff  will  never 
label  It  as  such.  It  can  take  many  forms 
such  as: 

(a)  Giving  a  so-called  chairman  of  the 
Joint  chiefs  power  to  resolve  issues  on  which 
the  military  chiefs  do  not  hold  a  view.  This 
actually  would  make  the  chairman  a  single 
chief  of  staff  after  the  model  of  Von  Moltke. 

(b)  Isolating  civilian  control  by  estab- 
lishing a  new  planning  or  advisory  group  or 
council  called  super  chiefs  or  some  other 
deceptive  name;  or  by  giving  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  a  military  staff,  which  Congress 
deliberately  prohibited  in  order  to  prevent  a 
supreme  staff  from  developing  under  unifi- 
cation. 

(c)  Separating  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
members  from  their  role  as  chiefs  of  military 
services.  This  would  separate  authority  from 
responsibility  which  is  now  so  firmly  fixed 
under  the  present  system.  Any  businessman 
knows  the  danger  of  giving  authority  without 
responsibility.    It  Is  the  road  to  failure. 

The  present  Rockefeller  Committee  is  no 
source  of  reassurance  to  those  who  oppose 
Prussian  concepts.  Three  members  of  the 
committee — ^Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  former  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  Robert  Lovett,  and  Gen- 
eral Omar  Bradley — have  publicly  endorsed 
essential  features  of  a  supreme  general  staff. 
The  haste  with  which  the  committee  is  pro- 
ceeding Indicates  that  the  General  Staff  is 
playing  Its  cards  boldly  for  it  considers  the 
hearinfs  but  a  formality;  and  a  report  based 
on  th«  Biuah-LoTett-Bradley  views  Is  a  cer- 
tainty. 


The  a«neral  Staff  power  play  must  not  be 
successful.  The  common  Interests  of  in- 
dustry and  labor — even  the  survival  of  our 
Nation  itself — demand  the  resolute  rejection 
of  totalitarian  militarism  in  the  United 
States. 

The  Congress,  with  its  mountain  of  duties, 
has  a  great  responsibility  in  this  area.  Only 
constant  vigilance  and  continuous  special- 
ized attention  will  restrain  our  military  lead- 
ership from  the  actual  control  of  our  econ- 
omy and  society. 

The  threat  Is  real.     The  danger  Is  great. 

Mamcu  23.  1953. 

Mabch  10.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Nelson  RocKxrELLER. 
The  Pentagon.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Nelson:  News  reached  me  way  down 
at  Caneel  Bay  of  your  selection  as  chairman 
of  the  latest  Pentagon  commission. 

As  one  who  has  worked  intermittently 
with  the  military  over  the  past  25  years.  I 
would  urge  that  the  question  of  unification 
be  carefully  reviewed  and  considered.  Those 
who  have  spent  a  lifetime  in  modern  man- 
agement accept  the  fact  that  there  is  merit 
in  centralization  and  equal  or  perhaps 
greater  merit  in  decentralization.  There  is 
no  fixed,  inflexible  rule  for  this. 

One  of  the  great  difficulties  with  our  mili- 
tary is  its  rigidity  which  has  grown  up  over 
the  past  ICO  years.  Between  service  regula- 
tions, which  are  In  fact  law  to  the  services, 
and  civil-service  regulations,  which  are  law 
to  the  Civil  Service,  we  have  lashed  ourselves 
down  to  Incompetence. 

May  I  warn  you  and  your  Commission  to 
work  toward  simplicity  in  structure,  giving 
the  utmost  consideration  to  elasticity.  By 
all  means,  avoid  the  Prussian  concept.  The 
record  here  is  clear.  Such  centralized  mili- 
tary management  does  well  at  the  start  but 
loses  its  wars. 

Please  lye  careful. 

The  Army  General  Staff  has  for  years  con- 
ducted a  crusade  for  centralized  power.  On 
your  Commission  you  have  Mr,  Lovett.  Gen- 
eral Bradley,  and  Or  Bush.  These  men  come 
to  you  committed  to  the  German  system 
which  captured  civilian  authority,  lost  two 
wars  and  ruined  Germany.  There  may  be 
others  on  your  Commission  of  the  same  per- 
suasion. 

Modern  management  has  created  our  world 
leadership  through  the  greatest  possible  de- 
centralization. We  must  avoid  at  all  cost 
the  tragedy  of  a  dominant  military  Influence, 
During  the  last  war,  and  since,  I  have  had 
personal  experience  in  and  out  of  the  Penta- 
gon with  this  dangerous  type  of  militarism. 

Many  Secretaries,  otherwise  able  and  sin- 
cere, have  become  captives  of  their  military 
associates. 

This  letter  Is  not  confidential.  You  can 
do  anything  you  wish  with  it  as  it  represents 
my  convictions. 

Best  wishes. 

Sincerely  yours. 

RoBEXT  W,  Johnson. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA- 
TION. AND  WELFARE— REORGANI- 
ZATION PLAN  NO.  1  OF  1953 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  <H.  J.  Res.  223) 
providing  the  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1  of  1953  shall  take  effect  10  days  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  joint 
resolution. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
the  resolution  before  the  Senate.  House 
Joint  Resolution  223.  has  for  its  purpose 
the  approval  of  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1  of  1953,  and,  In  effect,  waives  the 
normal  60-day  waiting  period  prescribed 
by  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  by 
having  the  plan  become  effective  within 
10  days  aft<;r  its  approval  by  the  Presi- 


dent. The  plan  has  already  been  be- 
fore the  Congress  for  18  days,  and.  If 
approved  by  the  President  immediately 
after  adoption,  the  10  days  which  would 
be  required  to  lapse  before  the  plan  could 
become  effective  would  cut  the  normal 
60 -day  period  to  approximately  half  of 
that  time. 

Adoption  of  the  resolution  would  per- 
mit the  plan  to  become  effective  early 
in  April.  Otherwise,  presuming  the 
House  of  Representatives  takes  Its  usual 
10-day  Easter  recess,  during  which  pe- 
riod time  would  not  run.  the  plan  would 
not  become  effective  until  May  22. 

The  basis  for  this  proposal  Is  the  fact 
that  there  has  been  little  or  no  evidence 
of  opposition  to  the  reorganization  plan 
itself.  The  committee  unanimously 
agreed  with  the  President  that  it  should 
greatly  improve  the  administration  and 
emphasize  the  importance  of  vital 
health,  education,  and  social-security 
functions  now  being  carried  on  in  the 
Federal  Security  Agency  by  giving  them 
departmental  status.  The  majority  of 
the  committee  voted  in  favor  of  the  pro- 
posal to  have  the  plan  become  effective 
without  the  60-day  waiting  period,  or  as 
early  as  practicable,  and  recommends 
that  the  Senate  adopt  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 223. 

Joint  hearings  were  held  by  the  House 
and  Senate  Committees  on  Oovemment 
Operations  on  March  16,  at  which  time 
full  information  was  furnished  relative 
to  the  various  features  of  the  plan  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  by  the  Federal  Security  Administra- 
tor. In  addition,  representatives  of  the 
American  Medical  Association  and  of  the 
American  Pharmaceutical  Association 
appeared  in  support  of  the  plan  as  sub- 
mitted. The  plan  was  also  endorsed  by 
former  President  Hoover,  the  American 
Public  Welfare  Association,  the  Amer- 
ican Osteopathic  Association,  and  the 
American  Parents  Committee. 

The  Subcommittee  on  Reorganization 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  held  further  hearings 
on  March  23,  in  order  to  permit  those 
who  had  expressed  opp>osition  to  the 
plan,  or  the  proposed  procedure  for  early 
implementation,  an  opportunity  to  pre- 
sent their  views.  Witnesses  who  ap- 
peared at  the  Senate  hearings  directed 
their  testimony  more  at  administrative 
policies  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
which  originated  under  the  past  two 
administrations,  which  the  plan  will  help 
to  correct,  rather  than  in  opposition  to 
the  reorganization  plan.  Most  of  those 
who  testified  agreed  that  these  matters 
had  no  relation  to  the  elevation  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency  to  departmental 
status,  although  there  was  still  some  ap- 
prehension on  the  part  of  two  or  three 
witnesses  who  felt  that  this  action  might 
in  some  way  tend  to  enhance  programs 
which  have  heretofore  failed  to  meet  the 
approval  of  Congress,  such  as  compul- 
sory-health Insurance  and  broader  na- 
tional welfare  programs.  It  is  the  firm 
conviction  of  this  committee  that  there 
are  adequate  safeguards  in  the  plan  to 
insure  that  the  intent  of  the  Congress, 
that  medical  and  educational  functions 
and  those  of  the  Children's  Bureau  and 
other  programs  will  be  carried  on  in  line 
with  legislative  authorizations,  and  that 
statutes  now  governing  the  operations 
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of  all  components  of  the  Federal  Secu- 
rity Agency  will  b€  continued  on  the 
same  basis  under  tlae  new  Department. 

In  considering  reorganization  plans  or 
Icpislative  proposals  that  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  in  the  past,  pro- 
posing the  elevation  of  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  to  departmental  status, 
hearings  developed  considerable  opposi- 
tion, based  on  the  premise  that  such 
action  migh  subjugate  health  and  edu- 
cation functions  under  the  administra- 
tion of  the  larger  social  security  or 
welfare  functions  of  any  new  depart- 
ment. Plan  No.  1  of  1953  insures  that 
these  functions  will  retain  ttieir  present 
independence  and  that  they  will  continue 
to  be  administered  under  existing  statu- 
tory authority.  Th«'  plan  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  establish  central  adminis- 
trative services,  but  also  provides  that 
no  professional  or  substantive  functions 
vested  by  law  in  any  olBcer  shall  be 
removed  from  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
officer. 

To  further  emphasize  this  point,  it 
might  be  well  to  quote  direct  from  the 
section  of  the  committee  report  which 
deals  with  the  safeguarding  provisions 
of  the  plan  as  applied  to  medical  and 
educational  functions,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate.  I  quote  from  page 
11  of  the  report: 

In  order  that  proper  emphasis  might  be 
placed  on  the  importance  of  health  functions 
to  be  administered  Ijy  the  new  Secretary 
under  the  provisions  of  the  plan,  a  section 
has  been  included  to  create  a  special  assist- 
ant to  the  Secretary,  \o  be  appointed  by  the 
President  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate, 
from  among  persons  who  are  recognized 
leaders  in  the  medical  field  with  wide  non- 
governmental experience.  The  President,  in 
his  message,  stated  tJ-.at  the  purpose  of  this 
section  was  to  insure  that  emphasis  will  t>e 
placed  on  the  develcpment  of  health  and 
medical  programs  of  the  Department,  and 
to  permit  the  Secreta-y  to  develop  programs 
for  submission  to  the  Congress  relative  to 
necessary  legislation  designed  to  improve 
Federal  activities  in  the  health  and  medical 
fields.  It  is  the  understanding  of  the  com- 
mittee that  this  section  is  intended  to  pro- 
vide for  the  appointment  of  a  special  assist- 
ant to  the  Secretary  who  is  a  doctor  of 
medicine  and  who  li  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  problems  ol  medical  practitioners 
as  a  result  of  flrstliand  experience.  The 
committee  is  of  the  view  that  the  functions 
which  the  special  ass.stant  to  the  Secretary 
Will  perform  are  advisory,  and  in  no  event 
would  be  broader  than  functions  of  the  De- 
partment and  the  SecreUry;  that  the  advice 
and  a.sslstance  which  the  special  assistant 
may  furnish  the  Secretary  will  be  limited  to 
the  scope  of  the  functions  vested  in  the 
Department:  that  auhority  is  not  provided 
for  the  undertaliing  ol  comprehensive  studies 
of  all  aspects  of  medical  care  for  the  Ameri- 
can people  or  to  mak.e  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  accordingly;  and  that  a  com- 
prehensive study  of  -he  subject  of  medical 
care  would  undoubtedly  require  further  legis- 
lation in  any  event. 

The  plan  would  also  continue  the  present 
position  of  Commlssl<mer  of  Education,  with 
direct  access  to  the  Secretary.  The  Presi- 
dent. In  his  message  to  the  Congress,  further 
advocated  that  the  Department  slfould  create 
an  advisory  committ?e  on  education,  made 
up  of  persons  chosen  by  the  Secretary  from 
outside  the  Federal  Government,  which 
would  have  the  function  <rf  advising  the 
Secretary  with  respect  to  educational  pro- 
grams of  the  Department;  that  the  creation 
of  such  an  advisory  body  to  the  Secretary 
would  help  to  Insure  the  maintenance  of 
responsibility  for  the  public  educational  sys- 
tem in  State  and  local  governments,  while 


pretCTVlng  the  national  Interest  In  educa- 
tion through  appropriate  Federal  action. 

The  plan,  In  brief,  creates  a  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
with  the  head  of  such  agency  attaining 
the  same  rank  as  other  department 
heads.  It  also  creates  an  Under  Secre- 
tary, two  Assistant  Secretaries,  and  an 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary — with  a  rank 
of  Assistant  Secretary — in  charge  of 
health  and  medical  affairs.  It  continues 
the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security,  but 
removes  him  from  civil-service  status 
and  makes  the  position  subject  to  Presi- 
dential appointment.  The  plan  retains 
the  present  functional  status  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Education,  the  Surgeon 
General,  the  Children's  Bureau,  and 
other  components  of  the  Federal  Secu- 
rity Agency.  All  functions  of  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Administrator  are  trans- 
ferred to  the  Secretary,  and  all  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Security  Agency  with 
their  personnel,  records,  and  appropria- 
tions are  transferred  to  the  new  depart- 
ment. 

The  major  feature  of  the  plan  is  to 
Improve  the  administrative  and  effi- 
ciency of  Federal  activities  in  the  impor- 
tant fields  of  health,  education,  and 
social  security  by  elevating  the  present 
Federal  Security  Agency  to  a  depart- 
mental status,  and  by  giving  the  Secre- 
tary added  authority  toward  the  estab- 
lishment of  central  administrative  serv- 
ices which  are  now  duplicated  in  many 
respects  by  various  agencies  operating 
under  the  present  structure  ot  the  FSA. 

The  plan  creates  only  one  new  posi- 
tion— Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
in  charge  of  health  activities.  It 
changes  the  status  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  from  classified  civil 
service  to  a  Presidential  appointment, 
and  brings  about  increases  in  salaries  of 
the  Administrator,  Assistant  Adminis- 
trator, and  the  present  two  assistant 
heads  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency, 
who  would  be  elevated  to  Assistant  Sec- 
retaries. It  retains  the  present  salary 
status  of  the  Commissioners  of  Educa- 
tion and  Social  Security  and  of  the 
Surgeon  General,  as  well  as  other  offi- 
cials such  as  the  General  Counsel,  Chief 
of  the  Children's  Bureau,  and  the  Com- 
missioner of  Food  and  Drug  Administra- 
tion. 

The  President  in  his  message  to  the 
Congress  pointed  out  that  he  considered 
the  functions  In  the  field  of  health,  edu- 
cation, and  social  security  were  of  such 
vital  importance  that  they  should  be 
prop>erly  recognized  at  a  departmental 
level.  After  considering  the  plan  and 
hearing  witnesses  who  have  testified  re- 
garding its  provisions  and  import,  I 
heartily  recommend  that  the  Congress 
permit  the  plan  to  t)ecome  effective. 
Furthermore,  since  there  seems  to  be 
general  agreement  that  there  is  no  seri- 
ous opposition  to  the  plan  and  that  it 
will  provide  a  means  for  better  imple- 
mentation of  administrative  policy,  as 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  now  attends 
Cabinet  meetings  of  the  President,  the 
committee  further  recommends  the 
adoption  of  House  Joint  Resolution  223 
as  an  additional  step  toward  expediting 
the  recommendations  of  the  President  so 
that  the  program  may  be  implemented 
at  the  earliest  date  possible. 


Several  Senators  have  asked  questions 
regarding  the  .status  of  the  Children's 
Bureau  in  the  proposed  new  depart- 
ment. Also,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Jackson]  and  other  Senators 
have  made  inquiries  concerning  the  ad- 
ministrator's consultants  on  social  se- 
curity. 

I  have  received  from  Mrs.  Hobby,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  through  the  clerk  of  the  com- 
mittee, a  letter  concerning  these  mat- 
ters, together  with  a  list  of  the  present 
consultants  on  social  security  in  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  letter  and  list  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  pixated 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Federal  Sectjxity  Agemct, 
Washington.  March  24.  1953. 
Mr.   Walter  L.   Reynolds, 

Chief  Clerk,  Senate  Committee  on  GoV' 

ernment     Operations,     Senate     Office 

Building,   Washington,   D.   C. 

Dear  Mr.  Retnolds:  In  response  to  yoUr 

two  oral  requests  of  yesterday  to  Mr.  Miles, 

I  hope  the  following  facts  wUl  provide  the 

answers  which  you  need: 

1.  In  respect  to  the  concern  expressed  by 
various  persons  and  groups  about  the  fact 
that  the  Children's  Btireau  was  not  men- 
tioned In  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953, 
the  reason  Is  that  none  of  the  constituent 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency  was 
specifically  mentioned  in  the  plan.  Such 
other  Important  agencies  as  the  Public  Health 
Service,  OBQce  of  Education,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  and  Office  of  Vocational  Re- 
habilitation were  not  mentioned  by  name 
In  the  plan.  All  of  the  comp>onent  parts 
of  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  Including 
the  ChUdren's  Bureau,  will  he  transferred  to 
the  new  department  under  the  terms  of 
section  5  of  the  reorganization  plan.  Noth- 
ing in  the  plan  would  In  any  way  alter  the 
status  of  the  Children's  Bureau.  The  plan 
would  not  change  the  relationship  of  the 
Children's  Bureau  to  the  proposed  new  de- 
partment as  compared  to  Its  present  rela- 
tionship to  the  Federal  Security  Agency. 

2.  We  have  recently  begun  to  consult  in- 
formally with  various  persons  familiar  with 
the  field  of  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance 
for  the  purpose  of  developing  recommenda- 
tions to  the  President  In  respect  to  the  ex- 
tension of  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
system  so  as  to  Include  groups  of  persons 
not  now  covered  by  the  system.  Some  pre- 
liminary dlscvisslons  have  been  held  with 
persons  in  the  Insurance  field.  We  are  now 
in  the  process  of  adding  Individuals  from 
organized  labor  and  agriculture  as  consvilt- 
ants  on  this  matter. 

If  I  can  be  of  further  help,  please  let  mo 
know. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Qveta  Ctjlp  Hobht, 

Administrator. 

CONSnXTANTS   ON    SOCIAL   SECTJRrTT,   PSA 

Allen  D.  Marshall,  General  Electric  Corp. 

Relnhard  Hohaus,  vice  president.  Metro- 
politan Life  Insurance  Co. 

M.  Albert  Linton,  Providence  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Co. 

Leonard  Calhoun,  former  social  security 
assistant  and  General  Counsel,  FSA  (staff  of 
Ways  and  Means  Committee ) . 

Spencer  Evalyn  Burns,  New  York  School 
of  Social  Work,  Colximbia  University. 

Robert  T.  Burrows,  New  Hampshire  pension 
consultant. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  It  is  my 
intention  to  support  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953 — not  that  I  am  in  full 
accord  with  it  but  because,  as  the  board 
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of  trustees  stated  in  their  report  to  thie 
house  of  delegates  of  the  American  Med- 
ical Association,  it  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction. 

The  house  of  delegates  did  reject  a  mo- 
tion to  give  "unqualified  support  to  the 
plan."  Dr.  Bauer,  president  of  the  Amer- 
ican Medical  Association,  pointed  out 
that  the  AMA's  support  of  plan  No.  1  is  a 
calculated  risk,  but  he  said. 

"Gentlemen,  this  is  going  to  be 
adopted  regardless  of  what  we  do." 

Generally  speaking,  in  my  thinking  on 
plan  No.  1.  I  find  myself  in  complete 
accord  with  the  position  of  the  AMA. 
namely,  to  accept  the  plan  with  my  fin- 
gers crossed.  I  shall  attempt  to  analyze 
what  may  ultimately  be  the  end  result 
of  this  directive  from  the  President. 
Specifically,  my  vote  will  be  cast  in  favor 
of  this  plan  for  the  following  reasons : 

For  more  than  30  years  various  sug- 
gestions and  recommendations  have  been 
made  to  the  Congress  by  Presidents  of 
both  political  parties  urging  the  grouping 
or  integration  of  major  Federal  activities 
which  are  designed  to  promote  social  and 
economic  security,  provide  better  health 
guidance  and  health  facilities,  and  im- 
prove our  school  system  and  educational 
standards  throughout  the  Nation.  These 
recommendations,  down  through  the 
years,  since  the  time  of  President  Har- 
ding, have  varied  greatly  in  detail,  but 
by  and  large  are  designed  to  accomplish 
the  same  purposes. 

Of  all  the  suggestions  to  the  Congress 
down  through  the  years,  including  the 
Hoover  Committee  report,  on  which  the 
Hoover  Committee  itself  could  not  agree, 
as  well  as  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1949  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  27  of 
1950,  I  find  the  plan  now  under  consid- 
eration by  this  body.  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  of  1953.  to  my  way  of  thinking, 
quite  superior  to  all. 

My  second  reason  for  supporting  this 
plan  is  that  the  proposed  department 
certainly  should  rank  Cabinet  status. 
There  is  no  activity,  no  facet  of  our 
lives,  individually  or  collectively,  as  im- 
portant as  the  health  of  the  Nation,  the 
education  of  our  people,  and  our  security 
or  welfare. 

These  most  Important  aspects  in  the 
lives  of  every  individual  citizen  of  this 
country  have  long  begged  proper  recog- 
nition by  Government.  I  am  pleased 
to  see  that  their  place  of  relative  impor- 
tance with  other  governmental  functions 
and  activities,  some  of  which  I  deem  not 
so  important,  is  about  to  be  achieved. 
The  plan  will  improve  the  function  and 
effectiveness  of  the  organization  and  will, 
I  believe,  attract  more  highly  qualified 
persons,  with  resultant  better  adminis- 
tration. 

The  plan  should  produce  some  econ- 
omy in  administration  since  it  establishes 
central  administrative  services  in  the 
fields  of  procurement,  budgeting,  legal, 
library,  personnel,  accounting,  and  all 
functional  activities  in  the  Department. 
The  plan  provides  for  a  new  under  sec- 
retary to  assimie  this  important  respon- 
sibility. He  should  be,  and  I  am  sure 
will  be.  experienced  and  highly  qualified 
to  carry  on  these  functions. 

The  facet  of  this  plan  which  appeals 
mart  to  me  is  the  effort  to  bring  the 
ptri$fq,*^ealth  services  of  our  Nation  into 


proper  proportion,  perspective,  and  re- 
lationship within  tbe  Department. 

The  physicians  and  dentists,  as  well 
as  the  educators,  of  this  country  have 
long  resented  the  present  plan,  which 
places  health  and  education  in  a  sec- 
ondary or  subservient  position  to  social 
security.  The  appointment  of  a  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Health, 
including  all  aspects  of  medicine,  den- 
tistry, and  hospitalization,  meets  a  nec- 
essary requirement  in  connection  with 
the  proper  evaluation  and  admiiiistra- 
tion  of  the  various  health  services. 
Likewise,  the  appointment  of  an  Ad- 
visory Committee  on  Education  will  be 
helpful  to  the  Department,  and  is  a  step 
in  the  right  direction. 

Giving  to  each  division  of  the  new 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  autonomy  and  freedom  from 
overlapping  of  authority  and  direction 
as  between  departments  will  add  im- 
measurably to  the  efficiency  of  the  De- 
partment. 

I  especially  invite  the  attention  of  Sen- 
ators to  section  5  of  plan  No.  1,  which 
transfers  intact  the  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice and  the  Office  of  Education  into  the 
new  Department.  For  a  great  many 
years  the  health  of  the  people  of  the 
Nation  has  steadily  improved.  When 
this  Nation  was  founded  our  life  ex- 
pectancy was  35  years.  Today  it  is  prac- 
tically double,  or  70  years. 

Never  a  year  and  hardly  a  month  or 
a  day  goes  by  that  there  is  not  an- 
nounced an  advanced  treatment  of  dis- 
ease or  a  discovery  in  the  field  of  medi- 
cine. 

The  Public  Health  Service,  by  virtue 
of  organizing  the  States  and  the  States* 
political  subdivisions  into  agencies  dedi- 
cated to  the  improvement  of  the  health 
of  the  people,  has  been  a  tremendous 
factor  in  lowering  the  death  rate,  espe- 
cially in  the  fields  of  communicable  dis- 
eases, infant  mortality,  and  sanitation. 
Section  5,  if  I  read  it  correctly,  guar- 
antees that  there  shall  be  no  interfer- 
ence with  this  Department.  There  must 
be  no  injection  of  partisan  politics  in 
its  selection  of  professional  personnel. 
Mr.  President.  I  have  very  briefly  enu- 
merated the  reasons  why  I  favor  the 
plan  before  us.  There  is  one  further 
aspect  of  this  plan  which  I  think  will  be 
helpful.  At  the  present  time,  the  prob- 
lem of  making  adequate  medical  services 
available  to  all  the  American  people  is 
a  serious  one,  and  I  am  very  hopeful 
that  the  Division  of  Health  in  this  new 
Department  will  accept  as  one  of  its  re- 
sponsibilities a  careful  study  of  the  re- 
cent report  by  the  President's  commis- 
sion on  the  health  needs  of  the  Nation. 
and  that  they  may  bring  strong  influ- 
ence to  bear  on  those  now  in  authority 
in  our  Government  to  take  cognizance 
of  the  need  for  Federal  aid  to  medical 
education. 

At  the  present  time  it  is  most  difficult 
to  meet  both  the  civilian  and  military 
requirements  for  medical  personnel. 
Existing  professional  schools  are  filled  to 
capacity,  and  in  some  cases  are  taking 
more  students  than  they  can  adequately 
handle  and  properly  educate,  from  the 
standpoint  of  teaching  personnel  and 
physical  facilities.  In  recent  years,  as 
many  as  20,000  young  men  desiring  to 
study  medicine  and  dentistry  have  been 


unable  to  do  so  because  no  school  could 
admit  them. 

This  is  an  area  to  which,  to  my  way  of 
thinking,  the  new  member  of  the  Cab- 
inet and  her  Department  created  under 
this  reorganization  plan  should  give  their 
first  attention  and  intensive  study. 
They  should  then  constantly  and  con- 
sistently urge  the  interest  and  atten- 
tion of  the  President  and  the  Congress 
with  respect  to  this  problem. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wyoming 
yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  for  a  very 
enlightening  and  able  speech. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  about  2 
weeks  ago  he  and  I  met  with  the  present 
Administrator,  who  we  hope  will  be  the 
new  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  to  dis- 
cuss a  problem  in  which  the  Senator  and 
I  are  both  interested.  I  know  that  the 
Senator's  position  has  been  the  same  as 
mine  with  respect  to  the  field  of  educa- 
tion. I  have  always  felt  that  we  should 
have  an  independent  commission  on  a 
Federal  level.  In  other  words,  we  should 
carry  our  school  board  system  for  edu- 
cation to  the  Federal  level. 

The  proposed  commission  would  not  be 
a  regulatory  conunission.  but  an  advi- 
sory commission.  It  would  carry  up  to 
the  national  level  the  principle,  of  which 
we  as  Americans  have  been  proud,  in  the 
field  of  education  on  the  local  level. 

In  past  sessions  of  Congress  I  have  in- 
troduced bills  which  would  have  pro- 
vided for  an  independent  commission  on 
education,  a  commission  composed  of  11 
members,  whose  term  of  office  would  be 
spread  over  a  period  of  11  years.  It 
would  be  nonpartisan,  as  I  believe  such 
an  office  should  be. 

I  wish  again  to  commend  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  for  his  interest,  particu- 
larly in  this  phase  of  the  proposed  legis- 
lation. I  think  that  our  visit  with  the 
President  and  the  Secretary-to-be  re- 
sulted in  the  formation  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Education  enunciated  by  the 
President  in  his  message  to  Congress. 

I  wish  to  recommend  to  the  new  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare that  she  use  great  care  in  selecting 
assistants  to  administer  this  progrtun 
who  will  truly  reflect  our  educational 
philosophy.  Certainly  this  must  be  one 
area  where  the  tinge  of  politics  Is  ex- 
cluded. 

The  National  Council  of  School  Ad- 
ministrators has  been  greatly  concerned. 
and  I  believe  that  the  members  of  the 
council  are  a  litle  fearful  that  by  creat- 
ing a  Department  there  will  be  a  tend- 
ency on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  to  have 
the  Federal  Government  further  en- 
croach upon  the  States  and  other  local 
units  of  Government  in  the  field  of 
education. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like 
to  suggfest  to  our  new  Secretary  that  she 
use  careful  judgment  in  selecting  peo- 
ple for  what  I  believe  to  be  a  very  im- 
portant committee.  These  people  will 
advise  her  on  educational  problems,  and 
will  influence  to  a  considerable  degree 
the  work  of  the  new  Department  which 
she  will  head. 
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I  am  very  please<J  to  say  that  I  am 
looking  forward  with  a  great  deal  of 
confidence  to  the  work  of  the  new  Sec- 
retary. I  believe  she  is  a  very  able  and 
intelligent  woman.  I  am  sure  she  will 
perform  the  duties  of  her  new  position 
with  credit  to  all  the  people  of  our 
country. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  been 
very  kind  to  yield  me  the  time  in  which 
to  make  my  comments. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  contribution,  and  I 
should  like  to  say  to  him,  with  refer- 
ence to  giving  the  advisory  board,  or 
what  one  might  call  the  Federal  Board 
of  Education,  certain  responsibility  and 
authority,  that  it  will  go  a  very  long 
way  toward  preventing  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  from  setting  up  a  bureauc- 
racy of  all  bureaucracies. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  me 
further? 

Mr.  HUNT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  POTTER.  During  his  tenure  in 
Government  service  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  has  become  acquainted  with 
the  fact  that  many  advisory  boards 
which  have  been  created  have  never 
been  used.  I  sincerely  hope  that  this 
will  be  an  advisory  board  which  will  be 
used  to  advise  the  Secretary  on  problems 
relating  to  educational  subjects,  and  I 
am  sure  it  will  do  a  great  deal  to  pre- 
vent what  none  of  us  wish  to  see  happen, 
namely,  an  encroachment  of  the  Federal 
Government  upon  the  educational  in- 
stitutions of  the  States  and  local  units 
of  Government. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Michigan.  In  connection  with  this  issue 
there  is  much  to  be  said  both  pro  and 
con. 

In  discussing  the  aspects  of  the  legisla- 
tion with  which  I  am  not  in  accord,  let 
me  say  that  I  do  not  understand  the 
great  need  for  haste  in  pushing  this  plan 
through  Congress.  Neither.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, does  this  type  or  method  of  legis- 
lation appeal  to  me.  In  fact,  it  is  not 
legislating  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  It 
Is  simply  giving  our  approval  or  denial 
to  a  Presidential  directive. 

The  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  which 
we  generously  reenacted  the  other  day 
by  a  voice  vote,  strips  the  Congress  of  its 
powers,  rights,  and  prerogatives  which 
the  Pounding  Fathers,  in  their  wisdom, 
thought  rightfully  belonged  to  Congress. 

During  the  past  few  years  we  have 
heard  much  with  reference  to  the  Con- 
gress surrendering  its  prerogatives  to  the 
executive  branch  of  Government.  The 
acceptance  by  the  Congress  of  the  re- 
organization plan  is  the  outstanding 
example  of  this  surrender  of  power  and 
authority  on  our  part. 

Such  plans  must  be  disapproved  with- 
in 60  days  or  they  automatically  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  No  opportunity  is 
given  the  Congress  to  amend  a  reorgan- 
ization plan.  It  can  only  remain  in  the 
committee  10  days,  which  certainly  is  not 
ample  time  to  study  an  exhaustive  piece 
of  legislaUon.  Action  by  the  Congress  on 
this  type  of  legislation  is  not  subject  to 
reconsideration. 

To  my  way  of  thinking,  in  handling 
such  important  legislation  in  this  man- 
ner, the  Congress  becomes  merely  a  rub- 
ber stamp. 


Mr.  President,  I  opposed  Reorganiza- 
Plan  No.  1  in  1949.  I  opposed  it  stren- 
uously for  the  reason  that  I  thought,  and 
apparently  so  did  some  59  other  Members 
of  the  Senate,  that  that  plan  was  the 
first  step  toward  socialized  medicine. 

The  two  succeeding  plans.  No.  27  in 
1950  and  this  No.  1  in  1953.  to  my  way 
of  thinking,  can  have  tremendous  infiu- 
ence  in  bringing  about  socialized  med- 
icine in  the  United  States,  depending 
solely  upon  the  type  of  administration 
and  infiuence  of  the  newly  designated 
special  assistant  to  the  Secretary  on 
health  matters. 

Under  the  administration  of  the  lady 
designated  to  the  Cabinet  position,  I 
have  no  fear  of  socialized  medicine,  but 
let  me  say  to  the  Senate  that  Mrs.  Hobby 
will  not  always  be  the  Cabinet  member 
serving  as  Secretary  of  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Times  and  events  quickly  change  the 
thinking  and  position  of  the  people  of 
this  Nation.  Should  we  again  enter  a 
period  of  intense  depression,  as  in  the 
early  thirties,  or  j)erhaps  even  find  our- 
selves involved  in  a  third  world  war,  in 
either  event  there  might  come  such  a 
strong  demand  on  the  part  of  the  Ameri- 
can r>eople  for  socialized  medicine  that 
should  the  administration  give  in  to  the 
demands,  and  should  there  be  in  these 
positions  in  the  new  Department  those 
looking  for  greater  opportunity  for  in- 
fluence, which  socialized  medicine  would 
give  them,  this  Nation  might  easily  find 
its  great  health  services  socialized. 

Basically  I  think  this  reorganization 
plan  is  extremely  weak  in  not  providing 
for  Federal  boards  comparable  to  the 
efficient,  effective  local  boards.  I  refer  to 
State  boards  of  health.  State  boards  of 
education,  and  State  boards  of  public 
welfare. 

This  new  Department  needs,  and  needs 
badly  (such  advisory  boards,  meeting  on 
certain  designated  dates,  advising  the 
various  branches  of  the  Department  and 
bringing  to  them  the  thinking  of  the 
people  from  the  grassroots  of  all  parts 
of  the  United  States  with  reference  to 
these  most  important  functions  that  af- 
fect the  very  lives  of  every  individual  in 
our  land. 

A  Federal  board  of  health  would  be  far 
more  effective,  far  more  helpful,  less 
prejudiced,  and  be  able  to  give  to  the 
Secretary  the  advice  and  counsel  which 
she,  or  he,  as  the  case  may  be.  not  being 
a  medical  professional  person,  will  sore- 
ly need.  Such  a  board  would  be  far  more 
effective  and  unbiased  than  could  an  in- 
dividual appointee  who  may  be  desig- 
nated because  of  political  activities  or 
political  influence. 

Mr.  President,  if  there  is  any  one  place 
in  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
where  politics  should  play  absolutely  no 
part,  it  is  in  the  administration  of  na- 
tional health,  education,  and  security. 

This  plan  does  provide  for  a  Federal 
Board  of  Education  and  there  is  no  sound 
reason  why  it  should  not  provide  for  a 
Federal  Board  of  Health  and  a  Federal 
Board  of  Public  Welfare. 

I  cannot  understand  why  such  an  im- 
portant feature  would  be  left  out  of 
this  plan. 

Advisory  boards  that  have  been  prac- 
tically 100  percent  successful  in,  I  think, 
100  percent  of  the  States  of  the  Union 


would  certainly  add  much  to  the  proper 
functioning  of  the  Federal  agency. 

Surely  those  who  have  advised  the 
President  in  the  preparation  of  this  plan  . 
should  have  given  consideration  to  the 
proposition  of  what  is  right,  not  who  is 
right. 

I  have  certain  doubts  and  fears,  Mr. 
President,  that  there  will  be  an  immedi- 
ate clash,  under  this  plan,  between  the 
Special  Assistant  Adviser  to  the  Presi- 
dent on  medical  matters,  and  the  Sur- 
geon General. 

I  made  previous  reference  to  the  Of- 
flce  of  the  Surgreon  General,  but  let  me 
reiterate  that  the  professions  and  the 
rank  and  file  of  our  people  have  great 
confidence  in  the  Surgeon  General's  Of- 
fice, and  they  will  look  with  apprehen- 
sion upon  any  political  appointee  who 
may  be  placed  in  a  superior  position  in 
this  agency. 

I  am  referring,  not  to  the  present 
Surgeon  General,  but  to  the  Office  of 
Surgeon  General. 

Knowing  as  I  have  for  over  20  years 
the  splendid  advice  and  leadership  given 
to  the  State  departments  of  health  by 
the  Office  of  Surgeon  General.  I  hope 
this  plan  will  not  disrupt  the  effective, 
efficient  functioning  of  that  agency. 

So  Mr.  President,  even  though  I  have 
some  worries  and  grave  apprehension 
about  the  acceptance  by  the  Congress  of 
this  reorganization  plan,  I  do  feel  that 
this  plan,  imder  projier  administration, 
affords  an  opportunity  to  improve  the 
vital  health,  education,  and  welfare 
functions  now  Ijeing  administered  by  the 
Federal  Security  Agency. 

This  giving  of  additional  departmental 
rank,  this  focusing  of  the  attention  of 
the  whole  Nation  on  the  fact  that  these 
functions  now  are  represented  in  the 
Cabinet,  will  all  be  helpful;  and  there- 
fore, I  am  supporting  the  plan. 

Mr.  President,  for  years — I  know  not 
how  long — other  nations  have  had  min- 
isters of  health  and  ministers  of  educa- 
tion; and.  to  my  way  of  thinking, 
agencies  of  that  kind  are  far  more  im- 
portant than  some  of  the  Government 
agencies  which  at  this  time  are  repre- 
sented in  the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  have  been  repre- 
sented there  for  a  long  period  of  years. 

I  realize.  Mr.  President,  that  public 
health  services,  like  all  other  health  re- 
sources, refiect  the  changing  character 
of  health  needs.  New  problems  require 
new  techniques  and  methods  of  organi- 
zation. It  is  imrealistic  to  tackle  today's 
health  problems  with  the  type  of  services 
that  do  not  improve  or  do  not  keep  step 
with  our  changing  times.  I  think  this 
plan  is  a  forward  step. 

I  am  hopeful  this  reorganization  plan 
will  keep  in  the  forefront  the  objectives 
of  this  most  important  new  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  HUNT.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  was  delighted  to 
hear  my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming,  state  his  views  on  the  pend- 
ing plan.  Some  of  us  will  vote  for  re- 
organization plans  because  of  the  money 
which  may  be  saved  in  the  operation  of 
the  agencies  under  the  plans. 

Can  the  Senator  from  Wycmilng  tell 
us  whether  any  money  can  be  saved  the 
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taxpayers  of  the  United  States  in  con> 
nection  witli  the  management  of  this 
agency  under  the  pian  we  are  now  con- 
sidering? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  think  I  can  correctly 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  on  that  question  we 
should  take  the  information  given  us  by 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budg- 
et. Mr.  Dodge.  As  I  recall,  he  said  that 
although  there  will  be  approximately 
$32,000  additional,  he  believes  that 
by  means  of  the  appointment  of  the 
proposed  Assistant  Secretary  or  Under 
Secretary  who  will  be  in  charge  of  the 
various  functions  having  to  do  with  ad- 
ministration, more  money  than  the 
amounts  of  the  additional  salaries  will 
be  saved.  His  testimony  was  that  the 
plan  would  not  cost  any  more. 

Mr.  ET  .LENDER.  How  will  money  be 
saved  under  the  plan? 

Mr.  HUNT.  By  more  efficient  admin- 
istration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  mean  money  will  be 
saved  by  means  of  employing  a  smaller 
number  of  persons? 

Mr.  HUNT.  No.  I  think  money  will 
be  saved,  let  me  say,  by  having  a  better 
general  manager  or  a  better  ofBce  man- 
ager, if  that  term  better  expresses  the 
point.  That  is  the  answer  Mr.  Dodge 
gave  in  the  committee  to  the  question 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  £isked. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  plan 
now  proposed,  as  I  understand  it — and 
let  me  say  that  I  favor  the  plan,  and  I 
shall  vote  for  it,  just  as  I  voted  in  favor 
of  the  plans  submitted  in  1949  and 
1950 — the  Administrator  under  the  pres- 
ent law,  who  now  receives  a  salary  of 
$17,500,  will  be  given  the  title  of  Secre- 
tary, and  will  receive  a  salary  of  $22,- 
500. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  under 
the  present  law  receives  a  salary  of  $15,- 
000.  Under  the  pending  plan  that  title 
will  be  changed  to  Under  Secretary,  and 
the  salary  will  be  increased  from  $15,000 
to  $17,500. 

Under  the  present  arrangement  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  the  Program 
receives  a  salary  of  $10,000.  Under  the 
plan  now  proposed,  when  it  goes  into 
effect,  the  title  of  that  official  will  be 
changed  to  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and  he 
will  receive  a  salary  of  $15,000. 

The  position  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Defense  Activities  is  now  vacant,  but 
carries  a  salary  of  $10,000.  Under  the 
plan  now  proposed,  that  position  will  be 
known  as  Assistant  Secretary,  and  the 
salary  will  be  $15,000. 

The  present  position  of  Social  Security 
Commissioner  will  be  continued  at  a  sal- 
ary of  $14,800. 

Also,  under  the  plan  now  before  us.  an 
additional  job  will  be  created,  and  will  be 
known  as  Special  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Medicine.  The  salary  paid  will  be 
$15,000. 

As  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
just  pointed  out,  the  additional  cost  to 
the  taxpayers,  as  the  result  of  the  i>osi- 
tions  I  have  just  mentioned,  is  shown 
by  comparing  the  $67,300  now  paid  to 
the  $99,800  which  will  be  paid  under  the 
plan  we  are  now  considering,  or  an  addi- 


tional amount  of  $32,500.  which  will  be 
paid  in  the  way  of  salary  incresises  to 
the  job  holders  I  have  mentioned. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  is  familiar 
with  that  matter,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  HUNT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  add  that  the  plan  now  before  us  is 
identical  to  the  plans  submitted  to  Con- 
gress in  1949  and  in  1950,  except  for  the 
fact  that  the  pending  plan  would  result 
in  the  creation  of  a  new  job,  to  be  desig- 
nated "Special  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Medicine."  That  is  in  line  with  the  ac- 
tions of  the  Republican  leadership  in 
creating  more  jobs,  as  I  have  pointed  out 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  several 
occasions  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  when 
President  Truman  sent  us  two  reorgani- 
zation plans  designed  to  increase  the  effi- 
ciency and  elevate  the  status  of  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  I  voted  for  those 
plans.  I  thought  them  well  conceived, 
sound,  and  in  the  public  interest.  The 
Congress  disagreed. 

Now  President  Eisenhower  has  sent  us 
a  reorganization  plan  very  similar  to  the 
Truman  plans.  I  intend  to  vote  in  favor 
of  President  Eisenhower's  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1.  I  believe  it  is  our  func- 
tion to  legislate  in  terms  of  principles 
and  to  realize  that  when  we  act  on  reor- 
ganization plans  we  are  creating  insti- 
tutions that  will  endure  for  decades,  per- 
haps for  centuries.  It  should  not  matter 
at  all  to  us  what  particular  individuals 
may  occupy  the  seats  of  power  at  a  par- 
ticular moment.  It  is  of  the  principles, 
not  the  individuals  involved,  that  we 
should  be  thinking.  Because  I  once 
voted  in  favor  of  certain  principles  re- 
garding the  reorganization  of  this 
agency,  today  I  shall  vote  again  in  favor 
of  the  same  principles. 

I  must  point  out,  however,  that  in  one 
respect  the  new  reorganization  plan  dif- 
fers from  those  we  considered  in  past 
years.  That  is  with  respect  to  its  crea- 
tion of  a  new  position  within  the  pro- 
posed Department,  the  occupant  of 
which  is  to  be  called  Special  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary  (Health  and  Medical 
Affairs).  Although  I  cannot  see  that  it 
is  particularly  necessary,  nevertheless  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  creation  of  such 
a  position  if  the  President  and  Mrs. 
Hobby  believe  it  desirable;  and  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  mean  to  object  to  it.  How- 
ever, a  reading  of  the  hearings  held  by 
the  joint  committee  raised  in  my  mind 
two  questions  in  connection  with  that 
particular  position,  and  I  believe  they 
should  be  clarified  before  we  vote  on 
this  measure. 

The  first  question  I  had  in  mind  was 
whether  it  was  the  intent  of  the  admin- 
istration that  the  occupant  of  this  posi- 
tion serve  in  a  purely  advisory  capacity, 
and  not  have  any  administrative  au- 
thority whatsoever  over  constituent 
units  of  the  Department.  Mrs.  Hobby 
had  made  it  quite  clear  that  that  was 
what  she  had  in  mind.  Nonetheless,  the 
language  of  section  6  of  the  proposed 
plan  is  such  as  perhaps  to  raise  doubts 
in  the  future.  Therefore.  I  addressed  to 
Mrs.  Hobby  a  letter  raising  this  question, 
and  she  was  kind  enough  to  answer  im- 
mediately. I  find  her  answer  to  that 
question  completely  acceptable.  I  now 
ask  that  my  letter  to  Mrs.  Hobby  and 


her  reply  be  placed  in  the  Record  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  I  should  like  to  read,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Senate,  and  so  that  our  legislative 
record  on  this  measure  will  be  completely 
clear,  one  paragraph  of  Mrs.  Hobby's 
answer: 

In  response  to  your  first  question.  I  think 
It  should  be  made  a  clear  matter  of  record 
that  It  Is  the  Intent  of  the  reorganization 
plan  and  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary, for  Health  and  Medical  Affairs,  shall 
be  an  adviser  to  the  Secretary  and  shall  have 
no  administrative  functions.  It  Is  not  the 
Intent  that  section  6  of  the  plan  shall  be 
used  to  modify  or  supersede  the  clear  purpose 
inherent  In  section  3  of  the  plan  that  the 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  shall  \tc 
an  adviser  and  i>hall  not  have  any  admlnu- 
trutive  responsibilities. 

In  my  letter  to  Mrs.  Hobby.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  also  rai.sed  a  second  question 
which  I  thought  had  not  been  made  clear 
in  either  the  House  or  Senate  reports  on 
this  plan.  That  second  question  has  to 
do  with  the  stipulated  qualiflcations  of 
the  person  who  might  be  designated  as 
Special  A.ssistant.  Section  3  of  the  re- 
organization plan  says  that  the  person 
appointed  to  this  position  shall  be  ap- 
pointed 'from  among  persons  who  are 
recognized  leaders  in  the  medical  field 
with  wide  nongovernmental  experience." 
To  me.  that  language  seems  to  be  per- 
fectly clear.  To  me,  it  means  that  the 
President  may.  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  appoint  to  this  posi- 
tion a  doctor  of  medicine  who  is  a  rec- 
ognized leader  in  his  field  and  who  has 
wide  nongovernmental  experience.  This. 
I  believe,  is  made  clear  in  both  reports. 
However,  I  believe  the  language  in  sec- 
tion 3  also  means  that  should  the  Presi- 
dent so  desire  he  could,  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  appoint  to 
that  position  a  layman,  if  the  lasrman 
were  a  recognized  leader  in  such  fields  as 
medical  economics,  hospital  administra- 
tion, medical  administration,  or  similar 
fields.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  perhaps  did 
not  ask  my  question  with  relation  to  this 
point  clearly  in  my  first  letter  to  Mrs. 
Hobby,  since  her  reply  does  not  clearly 
indicate  that  she,  too.  understands  the 
language  of  section  3  in  the  same  sense 
as  do  I.  Therefore,  I  have  addressed  an- 
other letter  to  Mrs.  Hobby,  and  a  similar 
letter  to  Mr.  Dodge,  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget.  In  both  letters  I 
have  asked  this  very  specific  question: 

Does  the  language  In  section  3  of  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  1  of  1953  mean  that  the 
President  could  appoint  a  layman,  a  person 
who  Is  not  a  doctor  of  medicine,  as  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary? 

To  me.  It  seemed  as  though  the  only 
answer  to  the  question  could  be  *Yes." 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  have  received 
an  answer  from  Mr.  Dodge,  and  that  he 
agrees.  Again,  in  order  that  the  legisla- 
tive history  of  this  measure  shall  be  abso- 
lutely clear,  I  shall  now  read  Mr.  Dodge's 
letter  of  March  30.    It  reads  as  follows: 

Mt  Dear  SrNATOR  Mttiuut  :  This  is  in  reply 
to  your  letter  of  March  27,  In  which  you  ask 
me  to  provide  you.  as  soon  as  passible,  an 
answer  to  the  following  question: 

"Does  the  language  In  section  3  of  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1  of  1953  mean  that  the 
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President  could  appoint  a  layman,  a  person 
who  Is  not  a  doctor  of  medicine,  as  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary?" 

It  is  my  understanding  that  In  submitting 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  and  with 
particular  reference  to  section  3  of  that  plan, 
the  President  anticipated  that  he  would  ap- 
point a  doctor  of  medicine  to  the  post  of 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

Nevertheless,  in  my  opinion,  section  S  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  is  so  worded  that 
a  President  could  appoint  a  person  who  is 
not  a  doctor  of  medicine  to  the  post  of 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Health 
and  Medical  Affairs)  although  It  Is  not  the 
Intention  of  this  administration  to  do  so. 
Sincerely    yours, 

Jos.    M.   DODGK. 

Mr.  President,  with  these  specific 
clarifications  of  the  language  of  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1  of  1953  understood 
by  the  Senate  as  being  a  part  of  its 
meaning,  I  intend  to  vote  for  the  plan 
and  I  hope  it  will  promptly  pass. 

I  have  previously  submitted  for  the 
Record  the  correspondence  first  referred 
to  in  my  statement.  I  now  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  my  subsequent  correspondence 
on  the  same  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

<See  exhibit  B.  > 

ExHiBrr  A 

March   25.    1953. 
The  Honorable  OvrrA  Culp  Hobbt, 

AdrnxnistratoT .  Federal  Security  Agency, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dtar  Mrs.  Hobbt;  Two  questions  have 
arisen  m  my  mind  in  connection  with  Re- 
crRanlzatlon  Plan  No  1  of  1953  which  I  be- 
lieve should  be  clarified  before  the  Senate 
acts  on  that  plan  and  which  clarification 
should.  I  believe,  be  made  part  of  the  legis- 
lative record  on  this  measure.  Before  pos- 
ing those  questions  I  should  like  to  assure 
you  that  I  am  In  favor  of  the  proposed  reor- 
ganization and  Intend  to  support  Its  passage. 
1  l>elleve  that  you  will  share  my  Interest  In 
clarifying  the  two  questions  set  forth  below; 
both  have  to  do  with  the  proposed  "Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Health  and  Medi- 
cal Affairs)  .** 

My  first  question  Is  In  connection  with  sec- 
tion 6  of  the  reorganization  plan,  which 
states.  "The  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time 
make  such  provisions  as  the  Secretary  deems 
appropriate  authorizing  the  performance  of 
any  of  the  functions  of  the  Secretary  by  any 
other  officer  or  by  any  agency  or  employee  of 
the  Department  "  (I  understand  from  read- 
ing page  69  of  the  report  on  the  Joint  hear- 
ings on  the  reorganization  plan  that  you 
have  stated  that  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  would  not  have  the  authority  of 
override  the  Surgeon  General — that  he  would 
have  "no  line  authority  whatsoever.")  In 
the  light  of  your  statement  I  believe  that, 
despite  the  language  of  section  6.  which  I 
have  quoted  above.  It  should  be  understood 
that  In  approving  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
the  Congress  shall  understand  that  under  no 
circumstances  wUl  the  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Secretary  exercise  any  of  the  administra- 
tive functions  vested  In  the  Secretary  by  law. 
in  other  words,  despite  the  language  of  sec- 
tion 6.  It  shall  be  the  understanding  of  the 
Congress  that  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  Is  to  serve  solely  in  an  advisory 
capacity  to  the  Secretary  or  as  the  personal 
representative  of  the  Secretary  in  connection 
with  public  appearances  and  similar  matters. 

In  this  same  connection  I  am  also  con- 
cerned about  some  of  the  language  which 
appears  on  the  so-called  Job-description 
ahect  found  on  pages  106  and  107  o(  tbe 


hearings  and  which  I  understand  was  circu- 
lated among  members  of  the  house  of  dele- 
gates of  the  American  Medical  Association 
prior  to  that  association's  formal  approval  of 
the  reorganization  plan.  The  language  In 
question  reads  as  follows: 

"As  directed  by  the  Secretary  the  Special 
A.ssistant  to  the  Secretary  will  see  that  re- 
lated health  and  medical  problems  arising  in 
any  of  the  various  constituents  having  health 
or  medical-care  programs  are  properly  coor- 
dinated. •  •  •  In  short,  the  Special  Assist- 
ant to  the  Secretary  •  •  •  will,  as  needed, 
coordinate  related  health  and  medical  pro- 
grams within  the  Department." 

The  phrase  "will  see  that  programs  are 
properly  coordinated"  to  me  implies  the  ex- 
ercise of  administrative  functions.  If  we  are 
to  clearly  understand  that  the  occupant  of 
this  position  shall  recommend  to  the  Secre- 
tary whatever  steps  may.  in  his  opinion,  be 
needed  to  bring  about  proper  coordination  of 
the  activities  mentioned.  I  should  certainly 
have  nA  objections.  If,  however,  we  are  to 
understand  that  this  Special  Assistant  will 
be  given  the  authority  to  direct  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  Public  Health  Service,  the 
head  of  the  Children's  Bureau,  or  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  to  take  whatever 
actions  he  believes  are  desirable,  even  though 
the  heads  of  those  divisions  may  disagree, 
then  I  believe  that  this  Intention  should  be 
set  forth  to  the  Congress  very  clearly  and 
that  we  should  stop  referring  to  the  occu- 
pant of  the  proposed  position  as  one  who  will 
serve  merely  In  an  advisory  capacity. 

My  second  question  refers  to  the  phrase  In 
section  3  which  says  that  the  "special  assist- 
ant shall  be  selected  from  among  persons 
who  are  recognized  leaders  In  the  medical 
field."  In  this  connection  I  have  read  with 
interest  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Fischells, 
testifying  on  behalf  of  the  American  Phar- 
maceutical Association,  which  appears  on 
page  111  of  the  report  on  the  Joint  hearings. 
Mr.  Fischells  stated,  "We  presume  that  the 
qualifications  demanded  of  this  special  as- 
sistant will  be  such  as  to  require  him  to  be 
a  doctor  of  medicine  or  an  administrator  in 
the  field  of  health  and  medical  affairs  who 
has  had  very  close  contact  with  and  experi- 
ence m  health  and  medical  programs." 

Mr.  Fischells"  interpretation  of  the  qualifi- 
cations coincides  with  my  own.  I  assume  it 
is  also  yours,  but  I  believe,  particularly  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  report  refers 
to  the  occupant  of  this  position  as  a  "phy- 
sician" that  this  matter,  too.  should  be 
clarified  by  you  for  the  record.  I  would 
assume,  of  course,  that  the  President  in  rec- 
onunendlng  a  candidate  for  this  position 
should  be  fiee  to  name  a  physician  if  he 
and  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  feels 
that  a  particular  physician  would  be  the  best 
qualified  adviser  to  meet  the  Secretary's  need 
at  any  particular  time.  It  is  conceivable, 
however,  that  actual  experience  with  the 
problems  confronting  the  Department  at 
certain  times  would  Indicate  that  the  Secre- 
tary could  be  better  served  by  a  man  trained 
and  experienced  in  problems  of  medical  ad- 
ministration or  medical  economics.  Should 
this  prove  true  at  any  time  in  the  future^ 
and.  of  course,  we  assume  that  this  is  perma- 
nent legislation  we  are  discussing — we  most 
certainly  would  not  want  to  preclude  the 
President's  naming  such  a  lay  adviser  by 
leaving  in  the  legislative  history  in  connec- 
tion with  the  passage  of  this  reorganization 
plan  the  intimation  that  the  special  assist- 
ant must  be  a  physician. 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  may  be  asked  to 
act  upon  this  reorganisation  plan  at  any 
moment,  I  would  appreciate  your  comments 
on  these  questions  Just  as  soon  as  possible. 
I  am  sure  that  you  have,  of  course,  given  the 
substance  of  my  questions  aerlous  consider- 
ation before  the  plan  was  sent  up. 
Sincerely  youn, 

JAMSS  K.  MUUAT. 


Thi  Federal  Secpritt  Administrator, 

Washington.  D.  C.  March  25, 1953. 
Hon.  James  E.  Mitrrat. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Mitrrat:  Your  letter  of 
March  25.  raising  two  questions  concerning 
the  reorganization  plan,  has  Just  reached  me. 

In  response  to  your  first  question.  I  think 
It  should  be  made  a  clear  matter  of  record 
that  it  is  the  Intent  of  the  reorganization 
plan  that  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  Health  and  Medical  Affairs  shall  be 
an  adviser  to  the  Secretary  and  shall  have 
no  administrative  functions.  It  is  not  the 
Intent  that  section  6  of  the  plan  shall  be 
used  to  modify  or  supersede  the  clear  pur- 
pose inherent  in  section  3  of  the  plan  that 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  shall 
be  an  adviser  and  shall  not  have  any  admin- 
istrative responsibilities. 

The  word  "coordinate"  which  is  used  in 
the  Job-description  sheet  found  on  pages  106 
and  107  of  the  hearings  was  not  intended  to 
mean  that  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary would  have  any  administrative  author- 
ity. It  is  Intended  to  mean  that  the  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  will  discuss  health 
and  medical  programs  with  the  various  con- 
stituent agencies  of  the  Department  in  order 
to  assist  them  and  the  Secretary  in  making 
sure  that  there  is  no  unnecessary  overlap- 
ping or  duplication  between  the  health  and 
medical  programs  of  the  constituent  agencies 
and  bureaus.  If  disagreement  should  arise 
between  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary and  the  head  of  any  one  of  the  constitu- 
ent agencies  or  bureaus  of  the  Department, 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  would 
have  no  authority  to  direct  the  constituent 
to  take  specific  action.  He  would  have  au- 
thority only  to  recommend  action  to  the 
Secretary. 

In  respect  to  the  second  question,  although 
the  plan  does  not  specifically  and  explicitly 
say  that  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary shall  be  a  doctor  of  medicine.  It  has 
been  my  presumption  and  intention  that  a 
doctor  of  medicine  shall  be  appointed  to 
this  position.  I  would  like  to  call  to  your 
attention  the  discussion  on  page  59  of  the 
Joint  hearings  on  the  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  of  1953,  which,  I  believe,  will  clarify 
the  administration's  position  on  this  matter. 
When  Congressman  Judd  asked  Budget  Direc- 
tor EKxlge,  "Do  you  think  under  that  lan- 
guage anybody  could  ever  be  appointed  to 
this  special  assistant  position  who  is  not  a 
physician?"  Mr.  Dodge  replied:  "It  might 
not  be  a  practicing  physician,  but  he  might 
have  had  wide  medical  experience." 

If  I  can  provide  you  with  any  further  In- 
formation, I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 
Sincerely  yours, 

OvETA  CuLP  Hobbt. 

Exhibit   B 

March  27,  195S. 
Hon.  OvETA  Cuu  Hobbt, 
Administrator, 

Federal  Security  Agency. 

Washington,  D.  C 
Mt  Dear  Mrs.  Hobbt  :  May  I  express  my  ap- 
preciation of  the  promptness  with  which  you 
replied  to  my  questions  in  connection  with 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  I  find 
your  answer  to  my  first  question  quite  clear, 
and  I  am  sure  the  Senate  will  be  very  happy 
to  have  so  explicit  a  statement  set  forth  as 
part  of  the  legislative  history  of  the  plan. 
It  has  certainly  clarified  the  question  in  my 
mind  and  in  a  most  acceptable  manner. 

Will  you  forgive  me,  however,  if  I  attempt 
to  restate  my  second  question  more  clearly. 
I  quite  understand  that  it  is  your  intention 
that  a  doctor  of  medicine  shall  be  appointed 
as  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  U  the 
plan  is  adopted.  I  have  no  quarrel  whatso- 
ever with  that,  and  as  I  read  the  plan,  it  un- 
questionably would  autboriM  Uxt  President 
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to  appoint  a  phjsldan  to  the  position.  Th« 
question  I  raise,  and  the  answer  to  which  I 
believe  should  be  a  part  of  the  legislative  hl»- 
toTf  of  this  Beorganlcatloii  Plan  Mo.  1  of 
1953,  Is  simply  this: 

Does  the  language  In  section  S  of  Reorgan- 
ization nan  No.  1  of  1958  mean  that  the 
President  could  appoint  a  layman,  a  person 
who  Is  not  a  doctor  of  medicine,  as  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary? 

As  I  read  the  plan,  my  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion would  be  "Yes."  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  your  answer  to  that  question  would 
also  be  "Yes." 

Sincerely  yours, 

James  E.  Mttbaat 

Masch  27,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  M.  Dodgx, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Deas  Ma.  Doock:  I  am  enclosing  copies 
of  self-explanatory  correspondence  between 
myself  and  Mrs.  Hobby,  In  connection  with 
Beorganlzation  Plan  No.  1. 

I  think  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
acceptance  of  a  reorganization  plan  creating 
a  new  department  in  our  Government  is  so 
serious  a  matter  that  it  should  not  be  under- 
taken unless  the  Congress  and  the  Adminis- 
tration are  In  complete  agreement  as  to  the 
meaning  and  Intent  of  the  language  set  forth 
In  the  proposed  plan.  Therefore,  and  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Hobby,  in  her  reply  to 
my  first  letter,  quotes  part  of  your  testimony 
at  the  Joint  Hearings  as  possibly  clarifying 
the  Administration's  position  on  one  of  the 
questions  which  I  think  should  be  answered 
before  the  Senate  acts  on  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  I  should  like,  in  all  sin- 
cerity, to  address  the  following  question  to 
you: 

Does  the  language  In  section  3  of  Reorganl- 
Bation  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  mean  that  the 
President  could  appoint  a  layman,  a  person 
who  Is  not  a  doctor  of  medicine,  as  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary? 

As  I  read  the  plan,  my  answer  to  the 
question  would  be  "Yes."  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  your  answer  to  that  question 
would  also  be  "Yes." 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  may  be  asked  to 
set  on  this  reorganization  plan  this  after- 
noon, I  should  be  most  appreciative  if  I  could 
have  your  answer  just  as  soon  aa  possible. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Jamxb   E.   MxraaAT. 

Executive  Otfice 
OF  THE  President, 

BintEATT  or  THE  BUTJCET, 

Washingtor..  D.  C,  March  30,  1953. 
Hon.  James  E.  Mukeat, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Senator  Mureat:  This  is  in  re- 
ply to  your  letter  of  March  27  in  which  you 
ask  me  to  provide  you,  as  soon  as  possible, 
an  answer  to  the  following  question:  "Does 
the  language  In  section  3  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953  mean  that  the  President 
could  appoint  a  layman,  a  person  who  is  not 
a  doctor  of  medicine,  as  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Secretary?" 

It  Is  my  understanding  that  In  submitting 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  and  with 
particular  reference  to  section  3  of  that  plan, 
the  President  anticipated  that  he  would  ap- 
point a  doctor  of  medicine  to  the  post  of 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

Nevertheless,  In  my  opinion,  section  3  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  is  so  worded  that 
a  President  could  appoint  a  person  who  Is 
not  a  doctor  of  medicine  to  the  post  of  Spe- 
cial Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (health  and 
medical  affairs)  although  it  Is  not  the  In- 
tention of  this  administration  to  do  so. 
Sincerely  yours, 

JosKTH  M.  Dodge,  Director. 

Mr.  If  cCLELLAN  and  Mr.  KEFAUVER 
addressed  the  Chair. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
merely  want  to  make  a  very  brief  state- 
ment. I  voted  against  reporting  favor- 
ably from  the  committee.  House  Joint 
Resolution  323,  because  I  am  opposed  to 
the  resolution,  and  not  necessarily  be- 
cause I  oppose  the  reorganization  plan. 
I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
pending  reorganization  plan  is  a  decided 
improvement  in  many  respects  over  pre- 
vious plans  which  have  been  submitted 
by  the  past  administration.  Both  of 
those  I  opposed.  I  think  I  might  sup- 
port this  plan,  if  it  took  its  proper  course 
under  the  terras  of  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1949.  I  am  against  establishing 
the  precedent  that  is  now  sought  to  be 
established  by  the  procedures  being  fol- 
lowed, in  order  to  put  this  plan  Into  ef- 
fect immediately. 

We  have  a  reorganization  statute.  I 
do  not  agree  with  all  the  provisions  of 
that  statute,  some  of  which  I  have  op- 
posed, some  of  which  are  the  result  of 
compromise  as  the  best  that  could  be 
obtained  at  the  time  the  statute  was  en- 
acted in  order  to  have  any  reorgani- 
zation law  at  all.  In  this  instance  the 
procedure  being  followed  is  to  pa.ss  a 
special  joint  resolution  to  put  this  plan 
into  effect  within  a  period  of  10  days 
from  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the 
joint  resolution,  whereas  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  of  1949  provides  that  a  plan 
shall  not  become  effective  until  60  days 
after  it  is  submitted,  assuming  that  the 
Congress  does  not  take  aCBrmative  action 
to  reject  the  plan. 

I  have  inquired,  "What  is  the  occasion 
for  this  joint  resolution?  Why  not  let 
the  plan  take  its  normal  course  as  other 
plans  have  done,  under  the  reorganiza- 
tion act?"  The  only  answer  I  have  re- 
ceived from  any  source  is  to  the  effect 
that  it  is  desired  to  make  this  reorganiza- 
tion effective  immediately,  and  that  there 
are  certain  employees  within  the  Federal 
Security  Administration  whose  removal 
is  desired.  They  are  now  under  civil 
service.  Through  the  joint  resolution  it 
would  be  possible  to  get  rid  of  those  em- 
ployees a  little  sooner.  I  am  not  opp>osed 
to  getting  rid  of  employees  whose  serv- 
ices those  in  authority  want  to  dispense 
with.  Perhaps  they  are  to  be  com- 
mended for  taking  that  course.  But  if 
such  a  situation  creates  an  emergency 
which  justifies  special  treatment  or  a 
special  resolution  in  order  to  evade  the 
regular  reorganization  procedures,  then 
the  same  condition.  I  dare  say.  applies  in 
every  department  of  Government  today. 
Instead  of  attempting  to  pass  a  reso- 
lution simply  to  expedite  the  effective 
date  of  a  reorganization  plan,  the  better 
procedure  and  the  sounder  procedure 
would  be  to  amend  the  existing  law. 
which  places  the  employees  of  all  the 
departments  in  a  position  where  those 
who  have  the  final  administrative  au- 
thority cannot  remove  them,  even  if 
their  services  are  unsatisfactory. 

I  think  this  is  the  wrong  approach  to 
that  problem.  If  that  problem  exists  in 
this  agency  of  government,  it  certainly 
exists  in  many  others,  and  the  proper 
approach  to  it  would  be  to  amend  the 
basic  civil-service  laws,  instead  of  estab- 
lishing the  precedent  of  passing  a  special 
joint  resolution,  which  would  abrogate. 


In  effect,  the  general  provisions  of  law 
that  now  obtain  with  reference  to  reor- 
ganization plans.  If  this  were  to  be  the 
last  instance  of  it.  If  there  were  to  be  no 
repetitions  of  such  procedure,  I  would 
not  raise  my  voice  against  it,  although  I 
disapprove  of  it.  But  I  can  well  foresee 
that,  instead  of  giving  the  Congress  time 
to  deliberate  upon  these  plans  and  study 
them  as  they  are  submitted,  and  to  make 
certain  before  they  go  into  effect  that 
the  Congress  has  given  them  the  study 
and  the  intelligent  consideration  they 
deserve,  if  we  establish  this  precedent 
now.  we  can  justify  similar  action,  when- 
ever a  plan  is  submitted  to  the  Congress, 
and  a  joint  resolution  can  be  passed  to 
place  it  into  effect  immediately.  There- 
fore, by  this  process  we  are  destroying 
the  efficacy  of  the  act  which  authorizes 
the  submission  of  reorganization  plans. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  vote  for  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1, 
submitted  by  President  Elsenhower,  AOd 
which  we  are  considering  today,  al- 
though I  think  there  is  a  great  deM  ©f 
merit  in  the  argument  presented  by  the 
distingui.'^hed  senior  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas I  Mr.  McCLELLAN],  to  the  effect 
that  the  purpose  of  the  basic  legislation 
is  to  give  both  Houses  of  Congress  60 
days  within  which  to  study  and  consider 
reorganization  plans,  and  to  hear  from 
their  constituents  relative  to  the  merits 
and  dements  of  proposals  which  may  be 
sent  to  the  Congress.  I  believe,  however, 
that  as  to  this  particular  reorganization 
plan,  since  it  has  been  before  the  Con- 
gress on  previous  occasions  and  has  been 
considered  for  quite  a  number  of  years, 
the  public  is  fairly  well  familiar  with  the 
arguments  in  connection  with  It. 

This  matter  was  before  the  Senate  on 
August  16.  1949.  when  almost  an  Iden- 
tical reorganization  plan  was  submitted 
by  President  Truman,  and  at  that  time 
the  Senate  committee  reported  a  reso- 
lution of  disapproval  which  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  on  that  day. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  by  the 
arguments  of  some  of  my  colleagues  to 
the  effect  that  the  proposed  plan  was  In 
line  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Hoover  Commission,  that  it  would  save 
a  substantial  amount  of  money,  and  that 
it  would  bring  about  a  reorganization  of 
several  agencies  under  a  Cabinet  head,  so 
that  they  would  operate  with  greater 
efficiency.  Therefore,  on  that  occasion, 
on  August  16,  1949.  after  listening  close- 
ly to  the  arguments,  I  voted  for  the 
reorganization  plan  that  was  submitted. 
Thirty-two  Members  of  the  Senate  voted 
for  the  reorganization  plan  and  60  voted 
against  it.  so  that  it  was  lost  In  that 
Congress. 

Among  those  who  voted  for  the  plan 
which  was  submitted  by  former  Presi- 
dent Truman,  some  of  whom  spoke  for 
it.  whose  arguments  and  positions  Im- 
pressed me  substantially,  were  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Aiken  1.  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  EllendekI, 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hatden], 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
HoEYl,  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Holland!,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson),  the  present  majority  leader. 
former  Senator  Lodge,  of  Massachusetts, 
who  is  now  the  Ambassador  of  the 
United  States  to  the  United  Nations,  the 
then  Senator  from  Arizona,  Mr.  McFar- 
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land,  and  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith  J,  as  well  as  other  Senators. 

Because  of  the  votes  many  of  us  cast  in 
support  of  the  reorganization  plan  in 
1949.  we  were  severely  criticized  by  some 
members  of  the  medical  profession.  I 
know  that  in  my  own  State  some  phy- 
sicians criticized  my  vote  for  the  plan, 
which,  it  was  contended,  would  promote 
the  efficiency  of  governmental  depart- 
ments, would  save  a  substantial  amount 
of  money  to  the  Federal  Government, 
and  would  bring  about  better  service  to 
the  people  whom  these  departments 
serve.  , 

I  remember  that  on  that  occasion, 
when  the  Senate  was  considering  the 
proposal,  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  [Mr.  EllenoerI 
stated  that  he  had  sent  former  President 
Hoover  a  telegram  to  inquire  whether  the 
reorganization  plan  at  that  time  submit- 
ted was  in  line  with  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission recommendations,  which  the 
Members  of  Congress  were  so  urgently 
pressed  to  adopt.  On  page  11527  of  the 
Congressional  Record,  volimie  95.  part  9, 
is  the  reply  from  former  President 
Hoover  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
It  is  a  rather  long  telegram,  but  in  it  the 
former  President  stated  that  the>.re- 
organization  plan  was  generally  in  line 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Hoover 
Commission. 

When  almost  the  same  plan  was  sent 
to  the  Congress  this  year.  I  desired  to 
advise  with  the  members  of  the  medical 
association,  and  pharmacists  and  others 
in  Tennessee  who  were  Interested,  and 
particularly  the  officers  of  the  Tennes- 
see Medical  Association,  so  I  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  officers  of  the  medical  as- 
sociation and  to  V.  O.  Foster,  the  execu- 
tive secretary.  In  my  letter  I  stated  that 
previously  I  had  voted  for  the  same  pro- 
gram, but  had  been  criticized  by  some 
of  the  physicians  and  directors  of  the 
Tennessee  Medical  Association;  that  I 
thought  It  was  a  good  plan  when  sub- 
mitted In  1949  and  that  personally  I 
thought  it  was  still  a  good  reorganization 
plan,  but  that  I  did  not  wish  to  be  fos- 
tering any  measure  which  I  thought 
might  promote  socialized  medicine,  or  be 
inimical  to  the  best  interests  of  the  med- 
ical profession,  and  that  therefore  I 
would  very  much  appreciate  their  advice 
about  the  matter. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  lett<;r  I  wrote  to  the  officers 
of  the  medical  association  and  to  Mr. 
Foster  be  included  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Dr.  V.  O.  FoexEJi,  _ 

Nashville,  Tenn. 
Deak  Da.  FosTE«:  President  Elsenhower  has 
sent  to  the  Congress  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
1  fur  1953.  This  plan  would  give  Cabinet 
status  to  the  Pediral  Security  Agency  and 
d(>«lgnate  It  as  tho  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  We.fare.  It  would  bring  di- 
rectly under  the  control  of  this  Cabinet  posi- 
tion all  the  agencies  now  loosely  Included  In 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  Including  the 
Social  Security  System,  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice. Food  and  Drug  AdmlnlEtratlon,  and  Office 
of    Education,    Th«!   department.   President 


Blsenhower  stated,  would  be  headed  by  Mrs. 
Oveta  Culp  Hobby. 

The  plan  automatically  goes  into  effect  In 
80  working  days  unless  It  Is  rejected  by  a 
constitutional  majority  of  either  Hotise  of 
Congress.  Hearings  have  now  been  started 
on  this  reorganization  plan. 

I  want  your  advice  on  this  matter.  I 
have  always  had  a  high  regard  for  the  med- 
ical profession  and  for  the  tremendous  ad- 
vancement under  our  free-enterprise  system. 
I  do  not  want  to  support  this  plan  If  you 
believe  It  would  tend  to  lead  toward  the 
socialization  of  ovu"  medical  profession. 

In  the  last  Congress,  President  Trum'bn, 
piu-suant  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission,  sent  to  the  Congress  an 
almost  Identical  proposal  for  the  reorgani- 
zation of  the  agencies  under  the  FSA.  and 
asked  that  the  head  of  the  new  department 
be  made  a  member  of  the  Cabinet.  When 
the  proposal  was  being  considered  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  Senator  Ellender,  of 
Louisiana  received  a  telegram  from  former 
President  Hoover,  Chairman  of  the  Reorgani- 
zation Committee,  stating  that  the  proposal 
T.c«  in  line  with  the  Hoover  recommenda- 
tions. I  sent  a  telegram  to  Mr.  Hoover  to- 
day and  have  his  answer  stating  that  the 
present  proposal  is  also  In  accordance  with 
his  comnrittee's  recommendations.  I  am  en- 
closing a  copy  of  this.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  by  bringing  the  agencies  together  for 
operational  purposes  that  a  large  amount  of 
money  would  be  saved. 

I  had  previously  expressed  strong  general 
support  of  the  various  Hoover  recommenda- 
tions and  I  voted  to  approve  that  reorganiza- 
tion. Many  physicians  criticized  me  for  this 
vote,  especially  on  the  ground  that  Oscar 
Ewing  might  have  been  named  the  Cabinet 
member  in  the  event  the  reorganization  was 
approved.  I  stated  that  I  doubted  if  Presi- 
dent Truman  would  name  him  to  this  posi- 
tion and  that  I  did  not  think  a  majority  of 
the  Menrbers  of  the  Senate  would  approve 
hU  appointment.  I  also  stated  that  Congress 
could  better  direct  the  activities  of  the  FSA 
and  Its  head  If  he  had  to  come  before  the 
Senate  for  confirmation. 

There  Is  no  question  but  that  some  reor- 
ganization of  these  agencies  Is  desirable.  A 
great  deal  of  money  would  be  saved  eventu- 
ally and  service  would  be  more  efficient. 
But  before  taking  a  position  on  the  mat- 
ter. In  view  of  the  criticisms  that  came  to 
me  when  the  same  proposal  was  before  the 
Congress  last  time,  I  would  appreciate  It  If 
you  would  let  me  know  your  opinion  and 
advice,  and  that  of  other  physicians  with 
whonr  you  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  projxjsal. 

With  best  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Esms  Kefattver. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  that 
letter  was  sent  on  March  14.  On  March 
19  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  V.  O. 
Foster,  the  executive  secretary  of  the 
Tennessee  State  Medical  Association,  in 
which  he  advised  that  the  association, 
like  the  house  of  delegates  of  the  Amer- 
ican Medical  Association,  was  favoring 
this  reorganization  plan.  I  should  like 
to  Include  in  the  Record  at  this  point  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Foster  to  that  effect. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Tennessee   State 
MEDICAL   Association, 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  March  19,  1953. 
Hon.  EsTES  Ketauveb, 

Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkax  Senator  KETAxrvER :  I  appreciate  jo\xx 
letter  of  March  14  In  which  you  state  that 


you  would  Ukfl  to  know  the  feeling  of  the 
medical  profession  in  Tennessee  with  respect 
to  the  President's  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1. 

I  feel  certain  you  have  received  my  tele- 
gram of  March  13,  3:15  p.  m..  Indicating  the 
official  position  of  this  association.  In  the 
event  you  have  not  received  the  telegram,  I 
am  quoting  the  same  below: 

Dr.  Overholt  asked  me  to  send  you  a  list 
of  local  medical  society  preslfients.  Send- 
ing same  by  alrmaU  today.  Suggest  that 
you  weigh  the  telegram  heavily  for  official 
position  of  the  Tennessee  State  Medical  As- 
sociation. No  objection  however  to  your 
securing  local  physician's  opinions. 

The  board  of  tnistees  of  this  association  Is 
the  policy-making  body  between  the  physi- 
cians of  the  house  of  delegates.  Pursuant 
to  the  action  of  the  board,  related  In  the 
above  telegram.  It  must  be  stated  that  the 
Tennessee  State  Medical  Association  Is  In 
favor  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1.  This 
association  would  greatly  appreciate  your 
support  and  interest  in  the  plan. 

On  behalf  of  this  association,  I  want  to 
thank  you  for  your  effort  to  ascertain  the 
official  position  of  this  association  in  this 
matter. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

V.  O.  Foster, 
Executive  Secretary. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  that  a  telegram  received  from 
Dr.  Calvert  Cheney,  who,  as  an  officer 
of  the  board  of  trustees  of  the  Tennessee 
Medical  Association,  attended  the  Wash- 
ington meeting  of  the  house  of  delegates 
of  the  American  Medical  Association,  be 
included  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  d.  C,  March  IS.  1S93. 
Hon.  EsTES  Kefauveh, 

The  Senate  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I  appreciate  your  letter  very  much  Indeed. 
I  asked  Dr.  Wilson  to  send  you  at  once  the 
recommendations  as  passed  by  the  house 
of  delegates  yesterday.  The  physicians  of 
Tennessee  are  all  In  favor  of  this.  De- 
lighted to  know  you  wUl  work  for  it. 
Cordially, 

Calvert  Chenet. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  to  make  certain  that  the  present 
reorganization  plan  was  in  line  with  the 
recommendations  of  former  President 
Hoover,  as  was  the  reorganization  plan 
of  1949,  I  sent  former  President  Hoover 
a  telegram  on  March  13, 1953.  reading  as 
follows: 

In  considering  President  Elsenhower's  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1,  relative  to  Cabinet 
position  for  FSA,  would  appreciate  your  ad- 
vising me  whether  this  plan  Is  In  line  with 
your  proposal  and  If  this  Is  substantially 
the  same  proposal  which  you  advised  Sena- 
tor EiXENDER  was  In  line  with  the  Hoover 
reorganization  program  when  same  matter 
was  before  82d  Congress. 

With  high  esteem  and   good  wishes. 

President  Hoover  replied  on  March  13, 
as  follows: 

The  President's  plan  Is  all  right  and  at  the 
request  of  your  committee  I  am  sending  a 
full  statement  today. 

With  kind  regards, 

Herbert  Hoovkr. 

Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  that  some 
of  the  opposition  to  the  reorganization 
plan  in  1949  was  based  upon  the  idea 
that  President  Truman  might  nominate 
Mr.  Oscar  Ewing  to  head  the  new  depart- 
ment, but  I  have  always  felt^that  in  this 
coimtry  we  must  have  a  government  of 
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law,  and  not  of  men,  and  that  In  the  pas- 
sage of  laws,  we  must  take  Into  consid- 
eration that  over  a  long  period  of  time 
it  is  the  provisions  of  law  to  which  we 
must  look.  We  must  assume  that  we  will 
have  a  Chief  Executive  who  will  nomi- 
nate proper  officers,  and  that  we  will 
have  a  United  States  Senate  which  will 
either  approve  or  reject  the  nominations 
of  the  Executive  according  to  whether 
the  Senate  feels  the  nominees  are  quali- 
fied to  perform  the  duties  to  which  they 
have  been  assigned. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  former 
President  Truman  would  have  nomi- 
nated Mr.  Ewlng  to  be  a  Cabinet  head.  I 
felt  that  if  he  had  nominated  him.  Mr. 
Ewlng  probably  could  not  have  been  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate.  The  fact  that 
there  were  60  votes  against  the  reorgani- 
zation plan  on  Augiist  16.  1949.  probably 
is  proof  that  my  idea  in  that  respect  was 
correct. 

In  any  event.  I  hope  that  over  the 
years  those  appointed  to  occupy  this  im- 
portant Cabinet  post  will  be  competent 
and  will  be  able  to  fulfill  the  high  hopes 
which  are  held  for  him  or  her  in  this 
Cabinet  position.  I  feel  certain  that  we 
all  have  great  confidence  in  Mrs.  Hobby, 
and  that  she  will  do  her  job  well,  because 
she  has  had  great  experience. 

I  think  this  can  be,  and  will  be,  a  Cabi- 
net position  which  will  be  of  assistance 
to  the  people  of  the  Nation,  and  that,  by 
the  proposed  reorganization,  efficiency, 
economy,  and  better  service  will  result. 

I  felt  that  I  was  right  in  my  position 
In  1949.  I  am  glad  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  voted  against  almost  the 
same  reorganization  plan  at  that  time 
have  now  changed  their  position  and  feel 
that  this  reorganization  plan  will  be  in 
the  public  interest. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few 
words  in  behalf  of  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1,  because  it  will  achieve  the  ulti- 
mate result  that  I  have  been  trying  to 
obtain  for  a  good  many  years.  As  I  re- 
call, the  first  bill  on  the  subject  (S.  2503) 
was  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  FuLBRiGHT]  and  myself  in 
the  79th  Congress  on  August  1, 1946.  No 
action  was  taken  by  the  79th  Congress, 
but  in  the  80  th  Congress  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  and  I  reintroduced  our 
bill  on  January  10,  1947.  Extensive  hear- 
ings were  held,  and  the  bill  was  finally 
reported  at  that  time  by  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De- 
partments. 

The  plan  here  proposed  carries  out 
substantially  the  same  idea.  It  would 
create  a  Department  of  Health.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare.  Fundamentally,  there 
is  no  great  similarity  between  health, 
education,  and  welfare  at  the  local  level. 
In  any  system  that  I  know  of,  those  func- 
tions are  entirely  separate.  Schools  are 
completely  independent,  and  health  de- 
partments and  welfare  departments  are 
also  independent. 

Some  persons  in  these  fields  have  ad- 
vocated a  separate  Federal  department 
for  each  field.  That  has  seemed  to  me 
to  be  impractical  and  unwise.  What  the 
plan  would  do  would  be  to  place  in  the 
proposed  department  the  activities  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  which  the  Fed- 

fcral  Government  really  plays  a  second- 
ary role.  Under  our  constitutional  sys- 
tem, the  primary  obligation  with  respect 


to  health,  education,  and  welfare  rests 
with  local  communities  and  the  States. 

In  a  way.  the  proposed  department 
would  be  a  kind  of  State-aid  department, 
in  which  would  be  grouped  together  the 
agencies  with  respect  to  which  the  role 
of  the  Federal  Government  is  one  of  re- 
search and  advice  and.  where  necessary, 
of  financial  assistance.  That  is  really 
the  only  consideration  that  binds  to- 
gether health,  education,  and  welfare; 
otherwise,  there  might  well  be  a  separate 
department  for  each  of  the  three. 

It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  are  op- 
posed to  such  a  Department  as  is  pro- 
posed— for  instance,  persons  in  the  med- 
ical field — make  a  great  mistake.  If 
there  were  a  separate,  independent  Fed- 
eral Department  of  Health,  it  might  in- 
dicate that  the  Federal  Government  was 
interfering  and  was  attempting  to  play 
a  primary  role  in  that  field.  I  think 
that  we  have  succeeded  in  convincing 
doctors,  who  have  usually  opF>osed  this 
program,  that  they  will  be  better  off 
under  the  arrangement  now  proposed. 

Of  course,  those  engaged  in  the  field 
of  health,  in  the  field  of  education,  and 
in  the  field  of  welfare,  have  always  been 
somewhat  afraid  to  be  grouped  together, 
for  fear  that  one  of  the  groups  would 
dominate  tlie  entire  department.  Etoc- 
tors  did  not  want  to  be  dominated  by  the 
welfare  group;  educators  did  not  want 
to  be  under  the  rule  of  doctors;  and 
those  concerned  with  welfare  did  not 
desire  to  be  supervised  by  either  of  the 
other  two.  The  result  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  miscellaneous  opposition,  in  my 
opinion,  much  of  it  mistaken. 

The  propKJsed  plan  has  been  taken  up 
with  the  persons  in  the  fields  concerned, 
in  an  endeavor  to  satisfy  them  that 
there  should  be  in  the  Cabinet  one  head 
in  charge  of  the  Department,  instead  of 
independent  agencies  continuing  to 
function;  that  there  should  be  someone 
in  authority  to  whom  they  could  present 
their  cases.  The  three  main  sections  in 
the  proposed  new  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  would  have  di- 
rect access  to  the  Secretary,  and  the 
Secretary  would  be  an  impartial  admin- 
istrator, as  among  the  three,  and  would 
represent  their  interests  in  working  out 
the  general  policies  of  the  Government. 

Most  of  the  disputes  in  the  past  have 
related  to  the  relative  strength  of  the 
different  agencies  within  such  a  new  De- 
partment. We  have  tried  to  make  clear 
that  each  one  of  them  will  be  almost 
autonomous,  and  will  be  directly  under 
the  Secretary,  and  that  their  special  in- 
terests will  be  protected  by  the  position 
they  will  receive  in  the  new  Department. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  McClellan]  has  made  a 
statement  opposing  the  procedure  of  a 
10-day  resolution.  I  think  there  are 
two  reasons  why,  perhaps  for  the  first 
time,  such  a  procedure  has  been  adopted. 
The  principal  reason  is  the  necessity  for 
speed.  Until  this  matter  is  determined, 
the  new  Administrator  of  the  Federal 
Security  Administration,  who  will  prob- 
ably become  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  will  be  unable 
to  proceed  with  an  effective  organiza- 
tion of  her  Department  or  of  her  Admin- 
istration. A  delay  of  another  30  or  40 
days  would  be  substantial  in  connection 
with  the  preparation  of  the  budget  and 


deciding  upon  the  appointments  that 
must  be  made  in  the  new  Department. 

I  do  not  think  I  would  attempt  a  10- 
day  resolution,  or  recommend  Its 
adoption,  if  there  were  substantial  op- 
position to  the  plan.  In  that  case,  I 
think  probably  it  would  be  wise  to  fol- 
low the  procedure  provided  by  the  Re- 
organization Act.  But  where  there  is 
no  substantial  opposition,  there  is  no 
other  way  in  which  to  put  the  plan  into 
immediate  effect,  except  by  way  of  a 
10-day  resolution. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  must  regard 
the  situation  as  an  emergency,  not 
frequently  to  be  followed,  except  if  the 
conditions  I  have  set  forth  should  be 
repeated  in  the  future. 

I  am  very  much  pleased  that  we  have 
finally  reached  our  objective.  We  have 
sought  for  a  long  time  to  give  to  the 
three  agencies  affected  representation 
in  the  Cabinet,  the  policy-making  sec- 
tion of  the  Government,  immediately 
under  the  President.  These  activities 
of  the  Federal  Govenunent  are  tre- 
mendously important  to  the  welfare  of 
the  Nation,  although  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment does  not  undertake  to  assume 
primary  direction  in  the  three  fields. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  my  intention  to  vote  for  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1  as  submitted  by  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower,  and  as  reported  by  the 
committee.  I  merely  wish  to  make  note 
of  what  has  already  been  discussed  in 
some  detail,  namely,  that  the  plan  meets 
a  long  felt  need  for  participation  by  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  services  of 
health,  education  and  welfare.  I  con- 
cur in  the  view  expressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  I  Mr.  TaftJ  that  the  essential 
function  of  the  proposed  Department 
would  be  the  carrying  out  of  present 
programs,  which  are,  in  the  main.  State- 
aid  programs,  and  represent  mechanism 
for  cooperation  between  the  Federal 
Government.  State  governments,  and 
local  institutions  and  governments  in  the 
field  of  health,  education,  and  welfare. 

I  point  out,  however,  that  in  the  crea- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  as  provided  in 
this  plan,  special  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  medical  needs  and  the 
health  and  medical  services  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  This  special  refer- 
ence is  related,  of  course,  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secre- 
tary in  the  field  of  medical  and  health 
services.  It  is  my  opinion  that  if  there 
is  any  justification  for  this  particular 
position,  a  justification  likewise  exists 
in  the  field  of  social  secvuity  and  in  the 
field  of  education.  I  think  it  would  be 
only  fair  to  make  known  the  fact  that 
the  special  assistant  was  provided  for 
primarily  to  remove  the  resistance  of 
the  American  Medical  Association  and 
some  other  groups  to  the  establishment 
of  a  much-needed  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

I  have  noticed  in  the  report  of  the 
committee  on  this  proposal  some  lan- 
guage which  I  should  like  to  explore  for 
a  moment. 

I  quote  from  page  11  of  the  committee 
report: 

In  order  ttiat  proper  emphasis  might  be 
placed  on  the  importance  of  health  func- 
tions to  be  administered  by  the  new  Secre- 
tary under  the  provisions  of  the  plan,  a  sec- 
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tlon  has  been  IncluJed  to  create  •  »pT»al 
AsElstant  to  the  Secretary,  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President  wth  the  consent  of  the 
Senate,  from  among  persons  who  are  recog- 
nized leaders  In  the  medical  field  with  wide 
nongovernmental  experience. 

I  appreciate  the  importance  of  having 
professionally  trained  people  in  any  pro- 
fessional posts.  ~t  would  be  nothing 
short  of  a  dereliction  of  public  duty  to 
appoint  a  person  to  a  key  position,  such 
as  that  of  Special  Assistant  to  the  Sec- 
retary, in  the  matter  of  health  and  medi- 
cal services,  unlesj  that  individual  had 
the  broadest  professional  experience. 
While  I  realize  the  importance  of  non- 
governmental experience.  I  point  out  that 
the  matter  of  opcnting  the  Government 
is  not  necessarily  u  job  for  alleged  ama- 
teurs. It  might  be  well  for  this  indi- 
vidual to  have  a  little  governmental 
experience  too,  or  at  least  to  have  some 
attitude  of  responsibility  toward  gov- 
ernmental service. 

I  make  the  note  that  while  the  plan 
calls  for  an  individual  in  the  medical 
field  with  nongove.Timental  experience, 
it  is  not  to  be  considered  a  criterion  of 
qualification  that  he  has  had  no  gov- 
mental  ex(>erience.  I  assume  that  if  we 
could  find  an  individual  with  experience 
in  both  fields  It  would  be  highly  desira- 
ble. That  ought  not  to  be  too  difficult, 
because  many  of  the  finest  doctors  in 
our  land  have  ser^•ed  on  governmental 
commissions,  which  I  would  surely  call 
Fovemmental  expei  ience.  Many  of  them 
have  been  associatt-d  with  State  depart- 
ments of  health.  t.nd  with  city  health 
departments,  either  in  an  advisory  or 
administrative  capacity. 

I  merely  point  out,  as  a  member  of 
the  Government  ard  one  who  has  a  cer- 
tain enjoyment  in  the  field  of  political 
life,  that  I  do  not  liiink  it  is  necessarily 
a  badge  of  honor  to  be  able  to  parade 
around  and  say  thit  one  has  never  had 
anything  to  do  wiOi  the  Government.  I 
strongly  protest,  in  the  name  of  democ- 
racy and  representative  government.  It 
would  not  hurt  a  bit  if  this  Individual 
knew  of  what  the  Department  consisted, 
and  if  he  had  some  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  governmentil  responsibilities  and 
duties  in  a  Department  as  big  a  one  as 
thi.s  one. 

Let  me  continue  with  the  description 
of  this  position: 

The  President,  in  his  message,  stated  that 
the  purpose  of  this  section  was  to  insure 
that  emphasis  will  be  i^aced  on  the  develop- 
ment of  health  and  medical  programs  of 
the  E)epartment.  and  to  permit  the  Secretary 
to  develop  programii  for  submission  to  the 
Congress  relative  to  neceseary  legislation 
designed  to  improve  Federal  activities  In 
the  health  and  medical  fields. 

As  I  see  it,  the  l*resident  had  in  mind 
a  special  assistant  who  would  be  of  aid 
in  the  development  of  the  health  and 
medical  programs  of  the  Department, 
and  to  permit  the  Secretary  to  develop 
programs  for  submission  to  the  Congress 
relative  to  necessary  legislation  designed 
to  improve  Federal  activities  in  the 
health  and  medical  fields.  I  consider 
that  to  be  a  proi)er  description  of  the 
SF>ecial  assistant's  functions.  But  later 
in  the  report  we  find  the  following  lan- 
guage : 

It  Is  the  understsndlng  of  the  committee 
that  this  section  Is  Intended  to  provide  for 


the  appointment  of  a  special  assistant  to 
the  Secretary  who  Is  a  doctor  of  medicine 
and  who  Is  thoroughly  familiar  with  the 
problems  of  medical  practitioners  as  a  result 
of  firsthand  experience.  The  committee  Is 
of  the  view  that  the  functions  which  the 
special  assistant  to  the  Secretary  wlU  per- 
form are  advisory,  and  In  no  event  would  be 
broader  than  functions  of  the  Department 
and  the  Secretary;  that  the  advice  and  as- 
sistance which  the  special  assistant  may  fur- 
nish the  Secretary  will  be  limited  to  the 
scope  of  the  functions  vested  in  the  Depart- 
ment: that  authority  is  not  provided  for  the 
undertaking  of  comprehensive  studies  of  all 
aspects  of  medical  care  for  the  American 
people  or  to  make  reconunendatlons  to  the 
Secretary  accordingly. 

I  submit  that  there  is  somewhat  of  a 
contradiction.  If  on  the  one  hand  we 
suggest  that  the  responsibility  of  this 
special  assistant  is  to  advise  the  Secre- 
tary on  the  development  of  health  and 
medical  programs  of  the  Department, 
and  to  permit  the  Secretary  to  develop 
programs  for  submission  to  the  Congress 
relative  to  nec9ssary  legislation  designed 
to  improve  Federal  activities  in  tiiis 
field — if  that  is  the  responsiiblity  of  the 
special  assistant,  the  least  he  should  be 
expected  to  do  is  to  make  a  few  studies. 

I  wish  to  make  my  position  clear.  I  do 
not  want  a  special  assistant  who  will 
blindly  recommend  things  to  the  Sec- 
retary, and  I  do  not  want  a  report  to 
indicate  that  the  special  assistant  ought 
not  to  do  a  little  studying  before  he 
makes  recommendations.  I  know  that 
that  is  not  what  is  going  to  happen,  but 
I  think  the  language  of  the  report  should 
be  properly  understood.  So  far  as  I  see 
it,  as  a  meml)er  of  the  committee — and  I 
attended  the  joint  committee  hearings — 
as  one  who  in  the  81st  Congress  and  in 
the  82d  Congress  was  interested  in  simi- 
lar plans,  I  do  not  interpret  the  special 
assistants  job  to  be  one  of  merely  mak- 
ing recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Department  without  having  the  op- 
portunity to  make  broad  studies  in  the 
field  of  medical  care. 

I  know  what  this  language  is  here  for. 
It  is  here  merely  to  Indicate  to  anyone 
who  might  be  apprehensive  that  this 
special  assistant  is  not  going  to  make 
recommendations  about  health  insur- 
ance, or  any  recommendations  which 
would  be  in  any  way  in  controversy  with 
the  established  American  medical  pro- 
fession. 

However,  I  submit  that  if  the  special 
assistant  is  to  be  an  adviser  to  the  Sec- 
retary, he  is  to  advise  on  all  matters  per- 
taining to  health,  and  I  see  nothing  with- 
in the  reorganization  plan — and  I  have 
looked  it  over  very  carefully — or  within 
the  job  description,  which  was  withheld 
from  the  committee  until  some  of  us 
pried  it  loose,  which  would  indicate  that 
the  special  assistant  is  under  any  obliga- 
tion to  restrain  himself  in  the  field  of 
accruing  knowledge.  He  has  no  admin- 
istrative functions  except  to  advise;  but 
surely  he  has  the  obligation  to  conduct 
surveys,  studies,  hearings,  or  whatever 
else  may  be  necessary  to  seek  all  neces- 
sary information  for  improving  health 
and  medical  facilities. 

I  notice  that  the  special  assistant  is  to 
receive  $15,000  a  year.  I  make  note  of 
the  fact  that  I  do  not  call  that  economy, 
but  I  am  not  going  to  protest,  because  I 
am  sure  he  will  be  worth  $15,000  or  more. 
I  only  submit  that  it  stand  out  like  a  sore 


thumb  that  we  have  a  special  assistant 
in  health,  but  that  we  have  a  Uttle  ad- 
visory committee  on  education,  and  a 
small  advisory  committee  on  social  se- 
curity. 

I  think  the  reason  is  obvious.  The 
teachers  were  not  mobilized,  and  the  poor 
old-age  pjensioners  who  were  trying  to 
get  along  on  small  pensidiis  did  not  mo- 
bilize. They  had  no  conferences  in 
Washington.  They  were  not  consulted. 
They  were  told  exactly  what  was  going  to 
happen  in  connection  with  this  plan  as 
they  were  in  connection  with  the  plan  of 
1950. 

This  does  not  make  the  plan  less  de- 
sirable. It  merely  shows  that  those  who 
perfected  the  plan,  along  the  basic  out- 
lines of  the  plan  of  1950.  did  two  things. 

First,  they  provided  for  a  new  Secre- 
tary. That  new  Secretary  is  well  re- 
ceived and  honored  by  Members  of  Con- 
gress and  by  the  citizenry  at  large. 

Second,  in  order  to  make  sure  that  a 
political  tempest  would  not  be  upon  our 
heads,  they  made  a  special  concession  by 
providing  for  the  appointment  of  a  spe- 
cial assistant  in  the  field  of  health.  I 
commend  the  political  sagacity  of  those 
who  made  that  proposal.  I  do  not  think 
it  necessarily  means  economy,  but  it  is 
adroit  politics. 

I  hope  that  as  we  go  along  In  the  de- 
velopment of  these  plans  the  politics  will 
not  cost  too  much,  and  that  we  may  pro- 
ceed with  a  full  understanding  of  the 
importance  of  governmental  reorganiza- 
tion. 

One  final  word.  It  is  my  hope  that 
this  new  department  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  recent  study  made  by  the 
President's  Commission  on  the  Nation's 
Health  Needs.  That  Commission  had  a 
very  fine  group  of  people  serving  it,  and 
had  an  excellent  staff. 

Dr.  Paul  Magnuson.  who  happens  to 
come  from  the  State  of  Minnesota,  is  a 
very  eminent  physician  and  outstanding 
leader  in  the  field  of  medicine,  and  he 
has  served  with  distinction  as  the  head 
of  the  veterans'  medical  program.  He 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  President's 
Commission.  Dr.  Magnuson  is  an  ac- 
credited, respected,  and  honored  member 
of  the  medical  profession.  He  is  in  good 
standing  with  the  American  Medical 
Association.  I  think  that  he  and  Dr. 
Hawley  have  done  more  than  any  other 
two  men  to  revitalize  veterans'  medical 
care  and  at  the  same  time  save  millions 
of  dollars,  while  giving  the  veterans  of 
our  country  the  best  care  that  any  na- 
tion can  possibly  give  to  its  veterans. 

Dr.  Magnuson's  commission  made  a 
splendid  report,  and  I  would  suggest  that 
one  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  should  be  to 
read  that  report  and  to  advise  and  con- 
sult with  the  Secretary  of  the  Dspart- 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
with  respect  to  certain  aspects  of  the 
report. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Ivbs]  and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  have  submitted 
a  bill  which  carries  out  a  part  of  that 
report,  I  would  suggest  that  it  be  given 
favorable  consideration  by  the  new  de- 
partment and  the  staff  of  that  depart- 
ment. I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  proposal 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  New  York 
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and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  which 
provides  for  assistance  to  the  States  in 
the  development  of  voluntary  health  in- 
surance programs.  I  submit  that  the 
proposal  is  sound  and  that  it  merits  im- 
mediate consideration  by  Congress. 
Certainly  it  merits  favorable  considera- 
tion by  the  Department  of  Health.  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare. 

I  am  happy  to  support  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan.  Just  as  I  was  happy  to  support 
the  plan  in  1949.  I  submit  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ketattver] 
made  a  very  pertinent  comment  when 
he  pointed  out  that  a  government  such 
as  ours  should  be  a  government  of  law 
and  not  of  men  and  that  this  plan  is 
3  years  late.  The  plan  of  1950  was  al- 
most identical  with  the  plan  before  us 
today,  except  that  it  did  not  provide  for 
a  special  assistant  in  the  field  of  medical 
care.  In  other  words,  the  1950  plan  was 
$15,000  a  year  less  expensive  than  the 
one  on  which  we  are  to  vote  today. 

I  also  submit  that  this  particular  pro- 
posal will  not  necessarily  save  vast  sums 
of  money.    I  think  it  would  be  wrong  to 
indicate  any  such  thing  to  the  American 
people.    I  do  not  believe  there  is  very 
much  in  the  new  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  which  will  save 
the  taxpayers  substantial  sums  of  money. 
It  will  provide  coordinated  services  and 
it  will  provide  cabinet  status  for  the 
present  Security  Agency  which,  on  the 
basis  of  its  record,  I  believe  it  merits. 
I  do  not  necessarily  think,  however,  that 
we  should  tell  the  American  people  every 
timd  we  adopt  a  reorganization  plan 
that  it  will  save  hiuidreds  of  millions  of 
dollars.    We  have  adopted  a  number  of 
reorganization  plans,   and   as   yet   the 
budget  has  not  been  substantially  re- 
duced.   I  do  feel  that  we  have  had  great 
improvements  in  eflflciency.  and  I  believe 
that  we  will  have  greater  efficiency  under 
this  program.    However,  Mr.  President, 
every  time  we  improve  efficiency  we  do 
not  necessarily  save  money  for  the  tax- 
payers.    What  we  do  is  to  give  better 
service,  which  may  in  the  long  run  ac- 
tually cost  more  money  than  previously. 
Mrs.   SMITH  of  Maine.    Mr.   Presi- 
dent, as  I  see  it.  two  major  objections 
have  been  raised  to  this  resolution.    One 
objection  is  to  the  resolution  itself.    The 
other  objection  is  to  the  plan  itself.    The 
objection  to  the  resolution  is  that  it  is 
affirmative    and    accelerates    the    date 
when  this  plan  goes  into  effect  instead 
of  having  the  normal  60-day  period  op- 
erate.    The  objection  to  the  plan  is  the 
charge  of  socialized   medicine.    I  will 
speak  first  on  the  socialized-medicine 
objection  and  then  on  the  acceleration 
objection. 

I  do  not  consider  this  plan  to  be  bas- 
ically different  from  previous  plans  pre- 
sented to  and  rejected  by  Congress  on 
the  matters  that  this  plan  covers.  It 
involves  the  same  principles,  although 
the  personalities  have  changed.  While 
this  change  in  personalities  seems  to 
have  caused  several  who  opposed  pre- 
vious similar  plans  to  change  their 
minds  and  to  support  this  plan  instead 
of  opposing  it,  I  say  here  and  now  about 
this  plan  what  I  said  about  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  1  of  1949  on  August  16. 
1949.  ozvliw  Senate  floor  and  in  a  mi- 
jMdty jiport  which  I  submitted  on  Au- 


giist  11.  1949.  that  the  issue  Is  not  one 
of  personalities  but  rather  one  of  prin- 
ciple. 

Although  I  differ  with  Dr.  James  L. 
Doenges.  of  Anderson.  Ind.,  who  ap- 
peared before  my  subcommittee  in  op- 
position to  the  plan — differ  in  that  I  am 
for  this  plan  and  he  is  against  it — I  cer- 
tainly agree  with  what  he  has  to  say 
on  this  point  of  personalities  versus 
principle.    Dr.  Doenges  said: 

I  cannot  pass  thla  point  without  mention- 
ing the  confusion  which  seems  to  be  ram- 
pant In  the  minds  of  many.  There  seems  to 
be  a  lack  of  discrimination  between  person- 
ality and  principle.  In  fact,  principle  seems 
to  be  taking  a  subordinate  position  to  per- 
sonality In  the  thinking  of  many  people. 
Such  confusion  is  most  regrettable  in  mat- 
ters of  personal  importance,  but  it  becomes 
tragic  when  matters  of  Government  are  con- 
cerned. 

There  is  such  minor  differences  between 
the  present  Reorganization  Plan  and  the  two 
which  were  rejected  previously  that  serious 
questions  arise.  Can  it  be  the  principle  is 
abandoned?  •  •  •  Personality  has  no  place 
In  evaluation  of  principle. 

As  was  the  case  with  the  plans  of  1949 
and  1950,  the  charge  of  "socialized  medi- 
cine" has  been  made  against  this  plan 
by  the  opponents  to  it.  To  this  I  say 
what  I  did  back  in  August  1949  that  "the 
issue  is  not  socialized  medicine  as  some 
would  have  us  believe — were  this  true  I 
would  oppose  the  plan  because  I  am  op- 
posed to  socialized  medicine." 

Now  I  ask  you,  Mr.  President,  how  can 
anyone  take  this  charge  of  "socialized 
medicine"  seriously  when  the  American 
Medical  Association,  the  American  Phar- 
maceutical Association,  former  President 
Herbert  Hoover,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  TaftJ.  and  President  Dwight 
D.  Eisenhower  are  all  supporting  this 
plan? 

Does  anyone  really  think  that  the 
American  Medical  Association  would 
support  a  plan  of  socialized  medicine? 

Etoes  anyone  think  that  Herbert 
Hoover  would  advocate  a  plan  of  social- 
ized medicine? 

Does  anyone  honestly  believe  that 
either  the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  or 
President  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower  would 
become  a  party  to  a  scheme  of  socialized 
medicine  through  the  coverup  of  a 
Presidential  reorganization  plan? 

Of  course  not.  You  and  I  know  that 
this  talk  of  socialized  medicine  in  reor- 
ganization plans  is  just  as  ridiculous  in 
1953  as  it  was  in  1949  and  1950. 

The  second  major  objection  that  has 
been  raised  is  that  to  the  affirmative 
resolution  approving  the  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953  that  consideration  of 
the  plan  is  being  rushed  through  too 
fast  and  that  the  full  60-day  period  un- 
der the  Reorganization  Act  should  be 
permitted  to  run  before  this  plan  goes 
into  effect  so  that  full  time  can  be  given 
to  consideration  of  the  plan. 

I  must  confess  that  this  argument  im- 
presses me.  Frankly.  I  am  of  the  per- 
sonal opinion  that  the  normal  60-day 
period  should  be  permitted  to  run  its 
course  before  this  plan  becomes  law  and 
effective. 

But  in  the  interest  of  tesun  coopera- 
tion with  President  Eisenhower,  I  am 
willing  to  submerge  my  own  personal 
opinion  on  this  matter  to  what  I  under- 
stand to  be  the  wishes  of  President  Eis- 
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enhower.  Apparently  he  wants  this  plan 
to  go  into  effect  as  soon  as  possible.  Ap- 
parently he  and  his  associates  feel  that 
time  is  of  the  essence  in  this  matter.  I 
am  not  going  to  stand  in  his  way  or  try 
to  hamstring  him  and  his  administra- 
tion. Consequently,  I  am  going  along 
with  this  policy  of  acceleration  on  the 
plan,  even  if  with  considerable  reluc- 
tance and  misgiving. 

I  might  not  be  willing  to  permit  the 
desire  of  the  President  for  accelerated 
action  on  this  plan  to  override  my  own 
personal  reaction  on  the  acceleration 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that,  as  Dr. 
Doenges  stated,  there  is  such  minor  dif- 
ference between  the  present  reorgani- 
zation plan  and  the  plans  of  1949  and 
1950  which  were  considered  at  great 
length  by  the  Congress  and  Its  commit- 
tees. There  is  nothing  basically  new  of- 
fered in  opposition  to  the  principles  of 
this  plan  that  has  not  been  offered  be- 
fore to  the  previous  plans.  Congress 
has  studied  the  basic  features  of  this 
proposal  so  much  in  the  past  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  Members  are  suf- 
ficiently informed  on  the  issue  to  be  able 
to  vote  on  it  without  the  necessity  of 
repetitious  and  drawn  out  hearings. 

However,  in  this  connection  I  am  con- 
strained to  state  that  hencefortl  I  shall 
probably  oppose  any  proposals  of  ac- 
celerated action  through  affirmative  res- 
olutions on  such  reorganization  plans  as 
the  President  may  send  up  in  the  fu- 
ture. I  do  not  believe  that  the  situation 
will  be  similar  on  future  plans  submitted 
by  the  President.  I  do  not  believe  that 
they  will  have  the  striking  similarity  to 
past  plans  on  related  subjects  as  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1  of  1953  has  to  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  1  of  1949  and  Re- 
organization Plan  No.  27  of  1950.  They 
will  not  have  the  benefit  of  such  a  great 
backlog  of  hearings  and  debate  as  has 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953.  They 
will  require  more  time  and  study. 

Mr.  President,  is  a  vote  to  be  taken 
soon  on  the  joint  resolution? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
joint  resolution  Is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
speak  for  only  a  minute  or  two,  because 
I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  vote  on  the 
joint  resolution. 

After  listening  to  the  various  substan- 
tive comments  on  this  plan  and  earlier 
plans.  I  wish  to  say.  first  of  all,  that  in- 
stitutions can  become  the  lengthened 
shadows  of  individuals.  If  I  were  seek- 
ing a  reason  why  Congress  was  rather 
reluctant  to  do  anything  about  the  plan 
in  earlier  years.  I  might  say  that  It  was 
becau.se  of  the  gentleman  who  had  Im- 
pressed himself  so  thoroughly  upon  this 
instrumentality  that  he  became  some- 
thing of  a  national  issue.  Mr.  President, 
an  Oscar  in  Hollywood  is  one  thing,  but 
an  Oscar  in  Washington  is  quite  another. 
Of  cour.se,  I  am  referring  to  Oscar  Ewing, 
whose  name  became  a  symbol.  I  believe, 
of  compulsory  medicine.  One  cannot 
very  well  examine  his  comments  on  his 
trips  abroad  and  on  the  British  system 
without  coming  to  that  conclusion. 

There  is  no  use  searching  for  any  ulte- 
rior reason  or  for  something  mysterious. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  it  was  the 
man  who  headed  the  Agency  who  be- 
came a  symbol  of  something  the  Ameri- 
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can  people  did  not  like.  So  in  November 
of  last  year  a  refei*endum  on  this  issue 
was  held  and  I  t»elieve  the  way  was 
cleared.  So  now  there  should  be  no  ob- 
jection to  the  plan. 

I  share  the  feelir.g  of  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  the  Senator  from 
Maine  I  Mrs.  SmitiiI.  regarding  the  ac- 
celeration of  the  taking  effect  of  the 
plan,  namely,  that  the  joint  resolution 
itself  calls  for  effectuation  of  the  plan 
in  10  days,  instead  of  in  60  days;  and 
normally  I  would  not  go  along  with  the 
plan  if  there  were  any  real  hostility  to  it. 

Inasmuch  sis  thei-e  is  none,  however.  I 
wish  to  make  only  the  further  comment 
that  next  year's  budget  for  this  Agency 
will  be  rather  close  to  $2  billion,  I  be- 
lieve. In  the  wisdom  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  that  budget  may  be 
curtailed  somewhat.  However,  nothing 
much  can  be  done  m  that  field  until  the 
reorganization  has  been  completed. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  new  Admin- 
istrator could  at  this  time  select  only  her 
personal  secretary,  and  that  there  are  at 
least  100  policy  positions  in  the  estab- 
lishment whose  present  occupants  could 
not  now  be  displaced  in  order  to  carry 
out  a  viewpoint  which  last  year  was 
vouchsafed  to  the  country  by  the  new 
administration.  That  is  an  additional 
argument.  I  believe,  for  approving  the 
proposal  that  the  plan  take  effect  within 
a  10-day  period. 

So  I  am  not  disposed  to  let  the  matter 
run  any  longer,  and  thus  I  believe  it 
might  be  well  for  us  to  vote  now  on  the 
joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Joint  resolution  is  open  to  amendment. 
If  there  is  no  amendment  to  be  proposed, 
the  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  223) 
was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


COMMISSION  ON  GOVERNMENTAL 
FUNCTIONS  AND  FISCAL.  RE- 
SOURCES—MESSAGE FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  the  state  of  the  Union  message,  I 
expressed  my  deep  concern  for  the  well- 
being  of  all  of  our  citizens  and  the  at- 
tainment of  equality  of  opportunity  for 
all.  I  further  stated  that  our  social 
rights  are  a  most  important  part  of  our 
heritage  and  must  be  guarded  and  de- 
fended with  all  of  our  strength.  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  primary  way  of  accomp- 
lishing this  is  to  recommend  the  crea- 
tion of  a  commission  to  study  the  means 
of  achieving  a  sounder  relationship  be- 
tween Federal,  State  and  local  govern- 
ments. 

The  way  has  now  been  prepared  for 
appropriate  action.  Shortly  after  stat- 
ing my  original  intention,  I  called  an 
exploratory  meeting  of  interested  offi- 
cials, including  Members  of  Congress 
and  a  group  of  governors  representing 
the  Council  oX  State  Governments,  to 


confer  with  me  on  such  a  study.  This 
conference  produced  general  agreement 
on  the  importance  of  the  problem  and 
an  offer  of  cooperation  in  the  proposed 
study.  Within  a  few  days  representa- 
tives of  several  leading  organizations  of 
local  governmental  officials  will  meet  at 
the  White  House  with  several  of  my 
associates  to  give  their  considered  and 
needed  counsel. 

The  present  division  of  activities  be- 
tween Federal  and  State  Governments, 
Including  their  local  subdivisions,  is  the 
product  of  more  than  a  century  and  a 
half  of  piecemeal  and  often  haphazard 
growth.  This  growth  in  recent  decades 
has  proceeded  at  a  speed  defying  order 
and  efficiency.  One  program  after  an- 
other has  been  launched  to  meet  emer- 
gencies and  expanding  public  needs. 
Time  has  rarely  been  taken  for  thought- 
ful attention  to  the  effects  of  these  ac- 
tions on  the  basic  structure  of  our 
Federal-State  system  of  government. 

Now  there  is  need  to  review  and  assess, 
with  prudence  and  foresight,  the  proper 
roles  of  the  Federal.  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments. In  many  cases,  especially 
within  the  past  20  years,  the  Federal 
Government  has  entered  fields  which, 
under  our  Constitution,  are  the  primary 
responsibilities  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments. This  has  tended  to  blur  the 
responsibilities  of  local  government.  It 
has  led  to  duplication  and  waste.  It  is 
time  to  relieve  the  people  of  the  need 
to  pay  taxes  on  taxes. 

A  major  mark  of  this  development  has 
been  the  multiplication  of  Federal 
grants-in-aid  for  specific  types  of  ac- 
tivities. There  are  now  more  than  30 
such  grant  programs.  In  the  aggregate, 
they  involve  Federal  exi>enditures  of  well 
over  $2  bilUon  a  year.  They  make  up  ap- 
proximately one-fifth  of  State  revenues. 

While  by  far  the  greater  part  of  these 
expenditures  are  in  the  fields  of  social 
security,  health,  and  education,  they  also 
spread  into  many  other  areas.  In  some 
cases,  the  Federal  Government  appor- 
tions fixed  amounts  among  the  States; 
in  others,  it  matches  State  expenditures ; 
and  in  a  few,  it  finances  the  entire  State 
expenditure.  The  impact  of  all  these 
grants  on  State  governments  has  been 
profound.  While  they  have  greatly 
stimulated  the  development  of  certain 
State  activities,  they  have  complicated 
State  finances  and  administration;  and 
they  have  often  made  it  difficult  for 
States  to  provide  the  funds  for  other 
important  services. 

The  maintenance  of  strong,  well- 
ordered  State  and  local  governments  is 
essential  to  our  Federal  system  of  gov- 
ernment. Lines  of  authority  must  be 
clean  and  clear,  the  right  areas  of  action 
for  Federal  and  State  government  plain- 
ly defined.  This  is  imperative  for  the 
efficient  administration  of  governmental 
programs  in  the  fields  of  health,  educa- 
tion, social  security,  and  other  grant- 
in-aid  areas. 

The  manner  in  which  best  to  accom- 
plish these  objectives,  and  to  eliminate 
friction,  duplication,  and  waste  from 
Federal-State  relations.  Is  therefore  a 
major  national  problem.  To  reallocate 
certain  of  these  activities  between  Fed- 
eral and  State  Governments,  including 
their  local  subdivisions.  Is  in  no  sense 
to  lessen  otir  concern  for  the  objectives 


of  these  programs.  On  the  contrary, 
these  programs  can  be  made  more  effec- 
tive instruments  serving  the  security 
and  welfare  of  our  citizens. 

To  achieve  these  purposes,  I  recom- 
mend the  enactment  of  legislation  to  es- 
tablish a  Commission  on  Governmental 
Functions  and  Fiscal  Resources  to  make 
a  thorough  study  of  grants-in-aid  ac- 
tivities and  the  problems  of  finance  and 
Federal-State  relations  which  attend 
them.  The  Commission  should  study 
and  investigate  all  the  activities  in  which 
Federal  aid  is  extended  to  State  and 
local  governments,  whether  there  is  jus- 
tification for  Federal  aid  in  all  these 
fields,  whether  there  is  need  for  such 
aid  in  other  fields.  The  whole  question 
of  Federal  control  of  activities  to  which 
the  Federal  Government  contributes 
must  be  thoroughly  examined. 

The  matter  of  the  adequacy  of  fiscal 
resources  available  to  the  varioxis  levels 
of  Government  to  discharge  their  proper 
functions  must  be  carefully  explored. 

The  Commission  should  be  of  such  size 
and  composition  as  to  permit  appropri- 
ate representation  of  the  various  gov- 
ernmental levels  and  of  outstanding 
members  of  the  general  public.  It  should 
be  provided  with  an  excellent  staff,  able 
to  draw  on  the  great  amount  of  work 
which  has  already  been  done  in  this 
field. 

In  order  that  the  Commission  may 
complete  its  report  in  time  for  consider- 
ation by  the  next  session  of  the  Con- 
gress. I  iu*ge  prompt  action  on  this 
matter. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  March  30.  1953. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  move  that  tlie  Senate  now  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Griswold  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings. ) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
are  no  rejwrts  of  committees,  the  clerk 
will  proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


THE  ARMY 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Brig.  Gen.  George  Hamden  Olmsted  to 
be  major  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  Mr.  President, 
on  page  2  of  the  Executive  Calendar  are 
18  nominations  of  Army  officers  who  are 
nominated  to  be  promoted  to  major 
general,  and  to  be  given  appointments 
for  an  indefinite  term,  in  lieu  of  their 
present  5-year  contracts.  Elight  of  these 
officers  are  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  and 
their  nominations  should  be  acted  upon 
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today.  Ten  of  these  officers  are  in  the 
Retired  Reserve,  and  no  injury  will  be 
done  if  there  is  some  delay  in  action  on 
their  nominations.  The  names  of  the 
officers  in  the  Retired  Reserve  have  been 
furnished  the  clerk.  I  ask  that  those 
nominations  be  passed  over. 

I  now  ask  that  the  other  nominations 
to  be  major  generals,  on  page  2,  and  all 
the  following  nominations,  to  be  briga- 
dier generals,  beginning  on  page  3,  be 
acted  upon  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
nominations  designated  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nominations : 
Julius  Ochs  Adler,  to  be  major  general; 
William  Henry  Draper.  Jr.,  to  be  major 
general;  Thomas  Francis  Farrell,  to  be 
major  general;  Ralph  Maxwell  Immell, 
to  be  major  general;  Harry  Hubbard 
Johnson,  to  be  major  general;  Edward 
White  Smith,  to  be  major  general;  Leif 
John  Sverdrup,  to  be  major  general;  and 
Robert  Wilbar  Wilson,  to  be  major 
general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  those  nc  roinations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

Without  objection,  the  other  major 
general  nominations  on  page  2  of  the 
Executive  Calendar  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  that  the  remaining  Army  nomina- 
tions on  the  Elxecutive  Calendar,  begin- 
ning with  the  nomination  of  Donald 
Bennett  Adams,  at  the  top  of  page  3  of 
the  Executive  Calendar,  be  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 


THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  that  the  Air  Force  nominations 
te  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 


THE  NAVY 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Navy  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 


THE  MARINE  CORPS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Marine 
Corps. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  nominations  in 
the  Martoe  Corps  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PiStSIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  at  the  desk  a  list  which  has 
been  furnished  to  the  clerk,  of  nomina- 
tions of  officers  below  the  general  officer 
rank.     Those   nominations   have   pre- 


viously been  sent  to  the  desk,  to  remain 
there  until  today.  The  promotions  are 
routine  ones,  and  I  ask  for  their  present 

confirmation.  

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.     The 
nominations  will  be  stated. 


THE  AIR  CORPS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  for  promotion  in 
the  Air  Corps,  beginning  with  the  nom- 
ination of  Thomas  Gabriel  Hepner,  to 
be  chaplain,  with  the  rank  of  major. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 


THE  NAVY 


The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  for  permanent  ap- 
pointment in  the  Navy,  beginning  with 
the  nomination  of  David  A.  Broad,  to  be 
lieutenant  commander. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  other  nominations  for  permanent 
appointment  in  the  Navy,  beginning 
with  the  nomination  of  Norma  C.  Fur- 
tos.  to  be  commander. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notified  of  the 
nominations  which  have  been  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied forthwith. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  On  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar, the  first  nomination  is  that  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Edward  Higgins  White.  His 
name  appears  twice  on  page  1  of  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  first  name 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  is  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Reserve  officer  category  and 
the  category  of  those  who  are  to  be  given 
indefinite  terms  under  the  law.  In  that 
category,  the  first  nomination  appearing 
on  the  first  page  of  the  calendar  is  that 
of  Brig.  Gen.  George  Hamden  Olmsted. 
That  nomination  is  for  a  routine  promo- 
tion to  the  rank  of  major  general. 
Therefore,  since  there  is  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  committee,  it  was  our 
desire  that  that  nomination  be  confirmed 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Very  well.  I  have  no 
objection,  Mr.  President. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SIGN  EN- 
ROLLED BILLS  AND  JOINT  RES- 
OLUTIONS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr,  President,  as  in  legis- 
lative session.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Vice  President  be  authorized  to 
sign,  during  the  adjournment  period  fol- 
lowing today's  session,  bills  and  joint 
resolutions  found  to  be  duly  enrolled. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  as  In  legis- 
lative session.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  until  Wednesday  next,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  ^at 
5  o'clock  and  39  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned  until  Wednesday,  April  1. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  30.  1953; 

Rural   EixcTRincATioN   Aomlimistration 
Ancher   Nelsen,   of   Minnesota,   to  be   Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad- 
ministration for  a  term  of  10  years. 

United  States  Attoknxtb 
Clifford  M.  Raemer,  of  Illinola.  to  be  United 
Btiites   attorney   for    the    eastern   district   of 
Illinois,  vice  William  W.  Hart,  resigned. 

Edward  L.  Scheufler.  of  Missouri,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  western  dis- 
trict of  Missouri,  vice  Sam  M.  Wear,  resigning. 

Unittd  States  Mar.shals 

Joseph  Ira  Kincald,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  the 
Canal  Zone,  vice  John  E,  Hushing,  resigned. 

Omar  L.  Schnatmeler.  of  Missouri,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  eastern  district 
of  Missouri,  vice  Otto  Schoerx. 

In  the  Armt 

The  followlns?-named  ofBcers  to  be  placed 
on  the  retired  list,  in  the  grade  Indicated, 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  604  (d) 
of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  lieutenant  generals 
Lt    Gen    Edward  Hale  Brooks.  O0657.  Army 
of   the   United  States   (major  general,  U.  b. 
Army  I . 

Lt.  Gen.  George  Price  Hays.  07149,  com- 
manding general.  United  States  Forces.  Aus- 
tria (major  general,  U.  8.  Army). 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  30,  1953: 
In  the  Armt 
The  officer  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  a  Reseive  commissioned  olHcer  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d 
Cong  )  : 

To  be  major  general 

Brig  Gen.  George  Hamden  Olmsted, 
0199581. 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  section  224.  the 
Armed  Purees  Reserve  Act  (Public  Law  476, 
82d  Cong  )  : 

To  be  majcn  generals 
Julius  Ochs  Adler.  0101888. 
William  Henry  Draper.  Jr  ,  0148333. 
Thomas  Francis  Farrell,  0227201. 
Ralph  Maxwell  Immell.  0155458. 
Harry  Hubbard  Johnson,  0172820. 
Edward  White  Smith.  0129155. 
Leif  John  Sverdrup,  0129029. 
Robert  Wilbar  Wilson,  0233644. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Donald  Bennett  Adams.  0167951. 
Wayne  Russell  Allen.  0171232. 
LcRoy  Hagen  Anderson.  0239452. 
Hugh  Barclay.  0402854. 
Frank  Frederick  Bell.  0173171. 
FranJc   Brown   Berry.   0166083. 
CarroU  Owen  Bickelhaupt,  0165181. 
Ralph  Gates  Boyd,  0203104. 
Clarence  Lemar  Burpee,  0423085. 
Robert  West  Chamberlln,  0279810. 


Edwin  Norman  Clark.  0397337, 
Robert  Hunter  Clarkaon.  0495357. 
Robert  Wesley  Colglazler.  Jr..  0223635. 
James  Alexander  Crothera.  0189962. 
Edward   Courtney    Bullock   Danlorth,   Jr., 
0234688. 

Carlton  Spencer  Dargusch.  0246180. 

Rtjbert  Charles  Dean,  0327502. 

John  Ross  Delafleld.  0134416. 

Brlce  Pursell  Dlsque.  0164274. 

Georges  Frederic  Dorlot.  0423479. 

Henry  Russell   Drowne,  Jr.,  0136725. 

John  Bettes  Dunlap,  0301107. 

Ken  Reed  Dyke,  0510143. 

Daniel  Collier  Elkln,  0397970. 

Edward  Arthur  Evans,  0122172. 

Charles  Blrdsall  Ferris.  0213192. 

Charles  Lyn  Fox,  015476S. 

James  Calvin  Frank,  0289883. 

Michael  Joseph  Oalvln.  0279304. 

Robert  Joshua  GUI.  0501560. 

Thomas  Rodman  Ooethals,  0219439. 

Harold  Leroy  Ooss.  O20150S. 

Edward  Samuel  Greenbaum.  0132916. 

Robert  Dinwiddle  Groves,  0129915. 

Clement  Bates  Ellery  Harts.  0241711. 

Ernest  Henry  Hawkwood.  0218920. 

John  David   Hlgglns.  0152349. 

Maurice  Hirsch,  0554761. 

Gordon  Cloyd  Hollar.  0245649. 

Julius  Cecil  Holmes,  0107660. 

Whitfield  Jack.  0267915. 

Ephraim  Franklin   Jeffe.  0138243. 

William   Rodes  Jesse,  0190287. 

Bernhard   Alfred  Johnson.   0166223. 

Edwin  Whiting  Jones,  0105161. 

Kenneth    Barnard   Keating,   0901848. 

Henry   Klrksey   Kellogg,   0286132. 

Francis  Rusher  Kerr,  0232181. 

John  Reed  Kilpatrlck.  0167001. 

Rudolph  Charles  Kuldell.  0900427. 

Norman  Miller  Lack.  0163445. 

Andrew  Frank  Mclntyre,  0271317. 

Ralph  Hendricks  McKee.  0234931. 

Hugh  Stanford  McLeod.  0143285. 

Richard  Leeson  McNelly,  0256304. 

William  Claire  Mennlnger,  0503932. 

Hugh  Meglone  Milton  II.  0154541. 

John  Williams  Morgan,  0140899. 

William  Robert  Clayton  Morrison.  0322448. 

Harry  Paul  Newton,  0123053. 

Henry  Carlton  Newton,  0104029. 

John  Joseph  O'Brien,  0430087. 

George  Hamden  Olmsted,  0199581. 

Frederick  Henry  Osborn.  0426878. 

Ralph  Albert  Palladino,  0232912. 

Washington   Piatt,  0139396. 

Russell  Archibald  Ramsey,  0215598. 

Lsidor  Schwaner  Ravdin.  0399712. 

Francis  J.  Reichmann.  02 19282. 

Henry  Joseph  ReiUy.  0103718. 

Benjamin  Franklin  Rlter.  0189468. 

James  Thomas  Roberts,  O220864. 

Francis  Wlllard  Rollins,  0165029. 

Charles  Eskridge  Saltzman.  0275984. 

David  Sarnoff,  0208338. 

Herbert  Norman  Schwarzkopf,  0190484. 

Harry  Hodges  Semmes,  0900733. 

Henry  Alden  Shaw,  0166022. 

John  Henry  Sherburne,  0156904. 

Conrad  Edwin  Snow,  040051 1. 

Oscar  Nathaniel  Solbert,  0224371. 

Albert  Hummel  Stackpole,  0103158. 

Carl  Ferinand  Stelnhoff.  0245045. 

Anhur  Elsworth  Stoddard.  0371507. 

William  Miles  Stokes,  Jr..  0166391. 

Frederick  Smith  Strong,  Jr.,  0414433. 

Carl  Thomas  Sutherland,  0258676. 

John  Thomas  Taylor,  0114805. 

Telford  Taylor,  0918566. 

Samuel  Morgan  Thomas,  0230963. 

Lamar  Tooze.  0107927. 

Kenneth  Castle  Townson,  0163716. 

Thomas  Edison  Troland.  0115969. 

Morris  Carlton  Troper.  0902843. 

Alfred  Glrard  Tuckerman.  0181648. 

Elbert  Parr  Tuttle.  013578S. 

Herbert  Harold  Vreeland,  Jr..  0116042. 

Frederick  Marshall  Warren.  0266247. 

Arthur  Pope  Watson.  0181573. 

Richard  Seabury  Wbltcomb.  016427ft. 


Lawrence  Harley  Whiting.  0207522. 
L.  Kemper  Williams.  0125140, 
William  James  Williamson.  0911246. 
Thomas  Bayne  Wilson,  0900244. 

UNrrED  States  Air  Ft>HCK 

The  ofDcers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  In  the 
United  States  Air  Force  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952: 

To  be  lieutenant  general 

Lt.  Gen.  James  Harold  Doollttle.  A0271855. 

To  be  major  generals 

MaJ.  Oen.  Victor  Emlle  Bertrandlas, 
A0267231. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Edward  Peck  Curtis,  A0146277. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Cyriis  Rowlett  Smith,  AO902787. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Brig  Gen.  Walter  Gelvln  Bain.  AO290604. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Marza  Bennett.,  Jr., 
AO403621. 

Brig.  Gen.  Thomas  Donald  Campbell, 
AO900263. 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  Emmet  Condon. 
A0228877. 

Brig.  Gen.  Merlan  Coldwell  Cooper, 
AOI63054. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Robert  Lynn  Copsey,  AO104024. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frederick  Trubee  Davison, 
A0245451. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lawrence  George  Fritz, 
A0191234. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Johnson  George. 
A0284578. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Wallace  Harry  Graham,  A034389. 

Brig.  Gen.  Plerpont  Morgan  Hamilton, 
AO900788. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Oates  Hardin.  AOl 70727. 

Brig.   Gen.   Harold   Ross  Harris,  A0231186. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Philip  Henebry.  AO406548. 

Brig.  Gen.  TTieron  Baldwin  Herndon, 
AO238180. 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Howell  Howard,  A0511937. 

Brig.  Oen.  Ray  Willis  Ireland.  AO909835. 

Brig.  Gen.  Bruce  Johnson,  AO504391. 

Brig.  Gen.  Douglas  Keeney,  AOl  14138. 

Brig.  Gen.  Henry  Christopher  Krlstofferson, 
A0252676. 

Brig.  Gen.  Walter  Barton  Leach.  AO907234. 

Brig.  Gen.  Timothy  James  Manning, 
AO901542. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Maylon.  AO109296. 

Brig.  Gen.  Chester  Earl  McCarty.  A0235959. 

Brig.  Gen.  Arthur  Lee  McCuUough, 
A0257728. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Penton  McManmon, 
AO919209. 

Brig.  Gen.  Richard  Lewis  Melllng. 
AO370824. 

Brig.  Gen.  Henry  Terry  Morrison,  AO168027. 

Brig.  Gen.  Lacey  Van  Buren  Murrow, 
AO230184. 

Brig.  Gen.  Will  Faust  Nicholson.  A0426283. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  Freeman  Nielsen, 
AO924980. 

Brig.  Oen.  Russell  Isaac  Oppenhelm, 
AO300863. 

Brig.  Oen.  Dick  Royal  Petty.  A0263968. 

Brig.  Oen.  William  Leroy  Plummer, 
AOl  14537, 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thomas  Randall  Rampy, 
AO927780. 

Brig.  Gen.  Franklin  Rose,  AOie6159. 

Brig.  Gen.  Howard  Archibald  Rusk. 
A0166916. 

Brig.  Gen.  Peter  Constant  Sandretto, 
AO908471. 

Brig.  Oen.  Robert  James  Smith,  AO903591. 

Brig.  Gen.  Ray  James  Stecker.  A03 19899. 

Brig.  Gen.  Luther  Wallace  Sweetser,  Jr., 
AO2703e0. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Lafeton  Whitney. 
AO102007. 

Brig.  Gen.  Walter  Wallace  Wood.  A0229786. 

Brig.  Gen.  Albert  Mclver  Woody.  AO178850. 
Brig.    Gen.    WUUam    Tandy    Young,    Jr., 
A0449164. 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officer  in  the  United 
States  Air  Force  for  service  u  membori  of  the 


Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952: 

Brig.  Gen.  Leonard  Ewing  Thomas, 
AO179089.  to  be  major  general.  California 
Air  National  Guard,  to  date  from  September 
12.  1952. 

Col.  Joseph  Peter  Gentile.  AO384460.  to  be 
brlgadle/ general.  Massachusetts  Air  National 
Guard,  to  date  from  September  12.  1952. 

Col.  RoUln  Bascom  Moore.  Jr..  A0397579. 
to  be  brigadier  general.  California  Air  Na- 
tional Guard,  to  date  from  September  12, 
1952. 

Col.  George  Robert  Stanley.  A0289148.  to 
be  brigadier  general.  Connecticut  Air  Na- 
tional Guard,  to  date  from  September  12, 
1952. 

commanding  general,  air  ttniversitt 

Lt.  Gen  Laurence  Sherman  Kuter  89A,  to 
be  United  States  Air  Force  commanding 
general.  Air  University,  with  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general  and  date  of  rank  AprU  11, 
1951.  under  the  provisions  of  section  504, 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 


Regular  Air  Force 

promotions 

The  following-named  officers  for  promotion 
In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  sections  502.  508,  and  509  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947.  Those  officers 
whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  symbol  (X) 
are  subject  to  physical  examination  required 
by  law: 

To  be  majors 

chaplains 
Hepner.  Thomas  Gabriel.   18794 A. 
Brennan,  George  Joseph,   18795A. 

To  be  captains 

AIR   FORCE 

Shepard.   Leland  Casper.   Jr.,   21435A. 
Alkens,  Edwin  Corry.  20035A. 
Kuehl,  Albert  Robert.  21436A. 
Gibson.  Ralph  Duane.  17284 A. 
Murray.  Francis  Peter.  21437A. 
Dean,  Louis  JetTerson.  17285A. 
Keeler.   William   Joseph.   21783A. 
Jones,  Arthur  Meriwether.  17286A. 
Anthony.  William  Harold.  22993A. 
Weatherford,  Ross  Holmes,  Jr.,  17288A. 
Buchta,  Joseph,  20036A. 
DeGrothy,  Cornell.  21784A. 
Messmer.   Eugene   John.    17289A. 
Hunter,  Ccdric  Vernon,  17290A. 
Kult,  Milton  Louis,  17291A. 
Carroll.  Bill,  Jr.,  17292A. 

>  Wler.  Charlie  Younger.  21785A. 
Gaslewlcz.  Slgmund  Ignacy.  22994A. 
Hum.  James  Lee,  17294A. 

Mutch,   Alex  Toung,   17295 A. 
Brldgers,  Sam.  Jr..  17296A. 
Jewell.   Harold   Roger.    17297A. 

>  Mackie,  John  Victor,  17298A. 
Adair,   Luther   Ewell.  Jr.,   17299A. 
Cathcart,  Charles  Earl.  17300A. 
Joseph.  Adolph  Davis.  Jr..  17301A. 
Kelly.  Charles  Edward,  22995A. 
Bryan,  Donald  WUUam.  17302A. 
MacKinnon.  Robert  Louis,   17303A. 
Cunningham.  Arthur  Sylvester,  Jr.,  17304A. 
Burcham.  Lee  Aubrey.  17305A. 

O'Nell.  Earl  WUUam.  Jr..  17306A. 
>;  Miller.  Sumner  Stark.  20037A. 
Barr.   Thomas  James,   17307 A. 
Augustyn.   Frank    Joseph,    17308A. 
Immlg.   Richard   Graham.    17309A. 
Crisp.  Harold  Newark.  Jr..  17310A. 
OrossmlUer.  William  John.  17311  A. 
Shackelford.  Dave  Seale,  Jr..  17312A. 
Carroll,  Thomas  Lee.   17313A. 
Llndeman.  Jack  Ray.  17314A. 
Smith,  Clyde  Barton,  17315A. 
Poevar,  Wesley  Wentz.    17316A. 
Poytress,  Earl  Francis.  17317A. 
Crevellng.  Louis  Gregory.  17318A. 
Temple.  William  Alan,  17319A. 
Bryan,  Robert  HoweU,  19582A. 
Strain.  Bailey  Toland,   17320A. 
Adams,  George  Talmadge,  Jr.  17321A. 
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Stewart.  Robert  Benfred.  17822A. 

McKlnsey,  Joseph  Tomllnson.  17323A. 

Harper.  Gilbert  Stewart,  Jr..  17324A. 

Lengnick,  Roger  Horace,  173a6A. 

Wheat.  AUen  Albert.   17327A. 

Yeoman.  Wayne  Allen.  17338A. 
Cahlll,  Laurence  James,  Jr..  17329A. 

BeUla.  Benjamin  Neil,  17330A. 
Welch.  Standford  Alden,  17331  A.  ' 
Studer,  WUlUm  Francla,  17332A. 

Blazlna.   Thomas  David,   17333A. 

Naleld.  Jerome  Frederick,  17334A. 

Bradburn.  David  Denlson.  1733SA. 
Adams.  Ranald  Trevor.  Jr..  17336A. 
XTallman,  Kenneth  Lee,  17337A. 

Cole,  Prank  Ellsworth.   17338A. 

Atkinson,  Anderson  Watkins.  17339A. 

Chrlstensen,  Everett  EJugene.  17340A. 

Hafer.  Frederick  LeRoy.  17341A. 

Allen.  Lew.  Jr..  17342A. 

CoUaday,   Martin   Grimes,    17344A. 

Logan.  Lewis  Benjamin  Castle.  17345A. 

Lyman,  Walter  Alfred.   17346A. 

Knight.  Harry  Russell,   17347A. 

Wright.  Robert  Kenneth.  17348A. 

Sherman,   Milton.    17350A. 

Hlldebrandt,  James  Edwin.  17351A. 

Buckley.  Robert  Clarence,  17352A. 

Jernigan,  Ernest  Deloy,  Jr..  17353A, 

Williams,  Henry  Kirk,  3d,  17354A. 

Evans,  William  John.  17355A. 

Hauenstein,  Charles  Judd.  17358A. 

Brothers.  William  Wesley.  Jr..  17359A. 

Lobdell.  Harrison.  Jr..  17360A. 

Gorman.  Robert  Thomas.  17361A. 

Chapman.  Kenneth  Richard.  17362A. 

Brechwald.   Edward  Joseph.   17363A. 

Williams.    Harold.   Jr..    17364A. 

Hopkins,  Herbert  Ziegler,  Jr..   17366A. 

Pryberger.  PhUlp  Henry,  17366A. 

Lester.   Prank   Gibson.    17367A. 
X  Heiberg.     Harrison     Howell     Dodge,     Jr„ 
17368A. 

Lusk.  Joe  Penton,   17369A. 

Barrlcklow.  John  Alan.  17370A. 

Deatrick.  EXigene  Peyton.  Jr..  17371A. 
XBaugh.  Hale.  17372A. 

Dresser.  Richard  Lloyd,  17373 A. 

Hackney.  Donald  Ingram,  17374A. 

Upland.  Robert  Theodore.  17375A- 

Berge,  Trximan  Kent,  Jr..  17376A. 

Felices,  Salvadore   Enrique,   17377A. 

Smith.  Sam  Hugh.  17378A. 

Dunlap.  Lloyd  Leslie.  Jr..  17380A. 

Dosh.  Robert  Nathaniel,  Jr..   1738aA. 

Burgess.  Richard  Benton,  17383 A. 

Clemenson.    Robert    Carey,    17386A. 

Baisley.  William  Denton,   17386A. 

Lundholm.   Donald   Alfred.    17388A. 

Molchan.  John  Eugene,  17391A. 

Gait.   Richard   Riissell,   17392a. 
XPoe.  Bryce.  2d,  17393A. 

Jenkins.  William   Henry,   17394A. 
XShawe.  Hamilton  Bruce.  Jr.,   17395A. 

MacWllUams,  Malcolm  Means,  17396A. 

Wayne.  Robert  Earl,  17397A. 

Hamilton,  Francis  Frazee.   17400A. 

Doolittle.   John  Prescott,    17402A- 

Trlbolet.  Robert  Webb.  17404A. 

Hunt,  Senour,  17405A. 

Pitts.  John  Emmett,  Jr..  17406A. 
XHarton,  William  Martin.  Jr..  17407A. 

Wilson,  Donald,  Jr.,  17408A. 

Grlffln.  William  Aiken.   17409A. 

Jones.  Gerald  Marshall,  17410A. 

Dorman.  George  Stanton,  17411  A. 
XNemetz.  Albert  Michael.  17414A. 
X  Minor,  John  Max.    17415A. 

Plank.  David  Heber.  17417A. 

White,  Richard  Taylor.   17418A. 

Umlauf.  John  Louis.  17419A. 

Lowry,  Robert  Mason.  Jr.,  17420A. 

Zeh.   Theodore  George,  Jr..   17421A. 

Stringer.  Elbert  Madison.  17423A. 

McBrlde.  Benjamin  Ransom.  174a4A. 

Roddenberry,  Harry  H.,  Jr.,  17425A. 

Kimball,    Jack   Quentin.    1743eA. 

Paschall,  James  Ernest.  174a7A. 

Birdsall.  Alan  Homer.   174a9A. 

Richards.  Marion  Rich.  17430A. 

Kellogg.  Richard  Allan,  17431A. 

Halntcm.  Guy  Bdward.  Jr..  17i3aA. 


Hutto,  Merl  Oalbreath,  17433A. 
XLongarlnl,  Edmond  Charles.  17434A. 

Clements,  Philip  Lee,  Jr..  174S5A. 

Bodle.  Jack  Lowman,  17436A. 

Denniston.  Clyde  Roscoe,  Jr.,  17437A. 

Bowers,  Grayson  Hunter,  Jr..  17438A. 

Safford.  Philip  Riviere,  17439A. 

Turner,  Richard  Hugh.  18060A. 

Hilovsky.  3teve  Edward.  17441A. 

Langstaff.  Thomas  Corbett,  17442A. 

Withers.  William  Price,  Jr..  17443A. 

Carbine.  James  Thomas,  Jr.,  17445A. 

Castle,  Johnny  Rudd.  17446A. 

Green.  Jesse  Edward,  17447A. 
XMcPhee,  Harry  John,  Jr..  17448A. 

Grier,  Samuel  3d.  17449A. 

Lembeck,  Edward  Adams  2d.  17451A. 

Burke,  Robert  Oscar,   17453A. 

Reed,  William  Preston,  17454A. 

Carnright.  Richard  Glenn,  17455A. 
XLacouture,  Harold  Francis.   19671A. 
XDobbs.  Robert  Lee,  17456A. 

Korn.  Alden  Davis,  17457 A. 

Wilson,  Robert  Seedorf,   17458A. 

Walsh.  Robert  Arthur,  17459 A. 
XSkladzien,   Thaddeus    Stephen.    17460A. 

Weber.  Marvin  Octavius,  Jr..  1746IA. 

Mlnnlch,  E.  Scott,  17462A. 

Whitfield,  Raymond  Palmer,  Jr  ,  17465A. 

Messmore.   Donald   Morgan.   Jr..    17466A. 

Gordon,  Lawrence  Norman,  17467A. 

Gilbert.  Raymond  Harlan.  Jr.,  18092A. 

Hughes.  James  Donald.  17468A. 

Schmitt,  John  Jacob.  Jr..  17470A. 

Furuholmen.  James  BJarne.   17471A. 

Hudspeth.  Roy  Rltter.  17472A     . 

Cameron.  Burton  Gordon.  17473A, 
XWledman,  Charles  Orion.  17474A. 
X  Moore.  Arthur  Raymond.  Jr..  17475A. 
X  Yancey,  William  Burbrldge.  Jr.,  17476A. 

Miller.  James  Robert,  17477A. 

Felbelman.  Max  Milton,  17478A. 

Elchenberg,  Robert  John,  17479A. 
X  Berry,  Waldron.  17480A. 

Buckingham.  Charles  Edward.  17483A. 

Newell.  Richard  Gordon.  17484A. 

Horton.  Clarence  Frost,  Jr..  17486A. 

Ruggiero.  Charles.  Jr..  17487A. 
XClapp.  William  Lafayette,  Jr..  17489A. 

Fox.  Harold  Paul.  Jr..  17430A. 

Nelson,  George  Joseph.  17491  A. 

McMillan.  Cornelius,  Jr.,  17492A. 

Gordon,  Mose  William.  Jr..  17493A. 

Brosius.  Charles  William.   17494A. 
XRountree,  Fred  Brinson,   17495A. 

Reed.  Marvin  Chapman.   17496A. 

Memmlnger,    Charles   Gustavus,   17499A, 

Melo,  Eugene  Emil,   17501A. 

Bartholf.  John  Copeland.  17502A. 
XRoney.  William  Rogers,  17503A. 

Hopkins,  Philip  Bird.  Jr.,  17504A. 

Harris,    Edgar    Starr,    Jr..    17505A. 

Martin.  John  Alexander,  17507A. 

Norris,  Paul  Maxfleld.   17510A. 
X  Walker,   Robert   Lawrence,    1751  lA. 

Stees.  Hubert  Sheldon.  Jr.,  175 13 A. 

Bowley.  WllUani  Theodore.   19944A. 

Parsons.  Charleis  Henry.  2d,  175 14 A. 

Chatfleld,  James  David  Lloyd,  17515A. 

VanSlckle,    Earl    Rosenquist,    17516A. 

Jackson,  John  Wallace.  17517A. 

Daye,  Thomas  Maldwyn.   175 18A. 

Flavin.  Michael  John.  17519A. 

Schmidt,  Julius  Henry.  Jr.,  17521A. 

Freshwater.   Robert   Earl.    17522 A. 

Zuppan,  Lawrence  Louis,  Jr.,   17523A- 

Bajcura.  Orestes  Methodius,   17524A. 

Norwood.    BiUie   Jack.    17525A. 

Murphy.   Robert    Denilow,    17526A. 

Trexler,  David  Howerter.  17527 A. 

French,  James  Raymond.  17528A. 

Potter.   Campbell  McLeod.    17529A- 

Baxter,  William  Dee.   17530A. 

Hicks,  Arlle  Hugh.  Jr..    17531  A, 

MEDICAL 

Clark.  Ernest  James.  20059A. 
Wright.  Walter  Dick,  23063A. 
Does,  Charles  Wordsworth.  22954A. 
Orabtree.  Sam  Ferrell.  22987A. 
Oeorge,  John  Wendell,  23555A. 
Beyoolds.  George  Edward.  22955A. 


Gregory.  R  D..  Jr.,  i2d56A. 

Donnell,   Alonzo   McDonnell.  Jr.,  a2957A. 

McGrade.  Hugh  Patrick.  34 123 A. 

Dewey,  Walter  Webber.  22968A. 

Adams.  Robert  Harold.  a20«OA. 

Schwartlng,  Bland   Hugh.  22959A. 

Fraysse.  Louis  Augustus.  3d.  2a961A. 

Austin,  Oeorge  Nlcolo.  22556A. 

Talley,  Thomas  Peter.  3296aA. 

Spiro.  Fr.inklyn  Cyrus.  22964A. 

Staples.   Pelham   Porter.   Jr.,   230d4A. 

Kruse.  Francis,  Jr..  22568A. 

Hensen,  James  Paul.  22966A. 

Smith,  Arthur  Gene.  22560A. 

Levlne,    Robert,   22559A. 

Graf,  Jo  in  Edward.  22967 A. 

Simmons,    Frederic    Rudolph,   Jr.,   22561A. 

Eastwood.    Herbert   Kendrlck,   Jr.,   2304dA. 

Van  Pelt.  James  Fred.  Jr..  24124A. 

Hough,  Jerald  Pat,  23169A. 

Sanford.    Clarence    Edward.    23066A. 

DENTAL 

X  Sunberg.  Paul  Vernon.  Jr..  ig846A. 
Strong,  William  Lawrence,  19968A. 

VrrEEINAIT 

Dalziel,    George    Teddy,    21006A. 

CHAPLAINS 

Alt.  Eugene  Runkle.  23aoaA. 
Shelton,   DHVld  Knie;ht,  218e3A. 
Puseman.  Edmund  Alexander.  218MA. 
Carlock.  Freddie  WlUard.  23203A. 
Terry.  Roy  Morton.  21429A. 

To  be  first  Uevtenantt 

All     rCRCK 

y  Collier,    James    Carlton.    Jr..   20O6OA. 
XRefson,  Jacob  Spencer.  20049A. 

Oles.  Francis  John,  20051A. 

Woods,  John  Paul.  23802A. 

Stevens,  Patrick  Roy.  21550A. 

Courlas.  John  George.  23803A. 

Strother.  James  Williams.  23804A. 

Proffitt.  Jamea  Vernon.  Jr..  24403A. 

Schuman.    Richard   Paul,   34402A. 

Bock.   Charles   Cornelius.   Jr..   24404A. 

Ylngling.  John  Wright.  20428A. 
X  Duncan,  Kenneth  James.  20427A. 

Gell.  William  Clinton.  23805A. 

Coward,  Roderick  William,  22842A. 

TTie  following-named  officers  for  promo- 
tion in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  107  of  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947.  a.s  amended  by  Public  Law 
514.  81st  Congress.  The  officer  whose  name  la 
preceded  by  the  symbol  (  x  )  is  subject  to 
physical  examination  required  by  law; 

To  be  first  lieutenantt 

NURSE 

Selleck,   Ada  Louise.  21403W. 
XMacDonald.  Ooldla  Nadine,  21754W. 

(Note.— Dates  of  rank  of  all  officers  nomi- 
nated for  promotion  will  t>e  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force.) 

In  the  Navt 

Vice  Adm,  Francis  S.  Low  to  have  the 
grade,  rank,  pay.  and  allowances  of  a  vice 
admiral  while  serving  as  commander.  West- 
ern Sea  Frontier,  and  commander,  Pacifio 
Reserve  Fleet. 

Vice  Adm.  Matthias  B.  Gardner  to  have 
the  grade,  rank,  pay.  and  allowances  of  a  vice 
admiral  while  serving  as  Deputy  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations   (Operations). 

Vice  Adm.  James  Fife.  Jr..  to  have  the 
grade,  rank.  pay.  and  allowances  of  a  vice 
admiral  while  serving  as  United  States  naval 
deputy  commander  in  chief,  Mediterranean. 

Vice  Adm.  Ralph  A.  Ofstie  to  have  the 
grade,  rank.  pay.  and  allowances  of  a  vice 
admiral  while  serving  as  Deputy  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  (Air). 

Rear  Adm.  Roscoe  P.  Good  to  have  the 
grade,  rank,  pay,  and  allowances  of  a  vice 
admiral  whUe  serving  as  Deputy  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  (Logistics). 
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The  foUowtng-named  line  ofBcers  for  per- 
manent appointment  In  the  Supply  Oirpa  of 
the  Navy,  with  the  grades  Indicated: 
liexttemant  COmfANSBtS 

David  A.  Broad 
Frederick  D.  Forger 

LIEUTMtAMT 

Roy  D.  Neufeldt 

LIEDTKMAMT8    (JX7NIOS  CEAOB) 

Cecil  G.  Allison  Ttieodore  S.  Ltde.  Jr. 

Kichard  8   Balrd  Gale  W.  Nuemberger 

Oeorge  O    Dunn  William  J.  Shoemaker 

John  E.  Flshburn  III  Carlton  B.  Smith 

ENSIGNS 

Daniel  S.  Curran  Derrell  B.  Hauser 

Gorman  L.  Fisher,  Jr.  Murray  A.  Luf tglass 

The  following-named  ensign  of  the  Med- 
ical Service  Corps  of  the  Navy  for  permanent 
appointment  in  the  line: 

Frederick  J.  Orrlk.  Jr. 

The  following-named  women  offlcers  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  commander  In  the  corpe  indicated,  subject 
to  qualification  therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

MEDICAL  COEPS 

Norma  C.  Furtoa 

8UPP1.T    COEPS 

Dorothy  M.  Quinn 

The  following-named  offlcers  of  the  Nary 
ff>r  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  (Junior  grade)  in  the  line  and 
staff  corps  indicated,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

LINE 

John  Abbott  Edgar  K.  Lofton 

James  J.  Ash  Preston  Luke 
Kenneth  W.  Atkinson  Frederick  C.  Marshall 

Keith  R.  Bare  John  E.  Marshall 

Albert  T.  Barr  Daniel  N.  Mealy 

Robert  E.  Bennett  Robert  B.  Morgan 

Joseph  Brecka.  Jr.  Charles  P.  Moore 

Warran  R.  Brown  Fred  8.  Newman 
Richard   B.   Campbell  Robert  D.  Norman 

Charles  C.  Carter  WUllam  R.  O'Connell 

Thomas  M.  Castner  IxiuU  C.  Page.  Jr. 

William  E.  Clark  James  H.  Presaley.  Jr. 

James  C.  Clarke  Harold   A.   Rledl 

Robert  J.  Duffy  George  G.  Russell 

James  R.  Edlxon  WUllam  G.  Sleemore 

Kenneth  E.  Enney  Gordon  H.  Smith 

J.-xck  E.  Everting  IX>nald  E.  Sparks 

Harry  N.  Farnsworth  Robert    G.    Stammer- 
Robert  W.  Fero.  Jr.  John 

Arthur  S.  Fusco  C^harles  A.  L.  Swanson 

WUllam  M.  Goldlng  Benjamin  W.  Taylor 

Jprome  E.  Hamill  Harold  L.  Terry 

Martin  H.  Henry  Harry  E.  Thomas 

Robert  A.  Holden  Richard  O.  Thomson 

John  C.  Humphrey  William  E.  TUlerson 

Roy  T.  Hynea  Ralph  J.  Touch 

Robert  N  Johnson  Marland  W.  Townsend 

Francis  N.  Jones  Dennis  A.  Tuck 

Isaac  F.  Jones  John  H.  Wachtel 

Paul  T.  Karschnla  I'dwln  8.  Wallace,  Jr. 

Jack   E    Keller  Albert  J.  Weil 

Edward  J.  Klapka  Henry  T.  White 

Edward  V.  Laney.  Jr.  George  H.  Wllley 

Robert  L.  Leydon  William  O.  Wirt 

NtrasE  coEPS 
Irene  N.  Dowe  Mary  V.  Redfern 

Dorothy  S.  MathewBOn  Clarissa  M.  Shaw 
Rose  M.  Miller 

The  following-named  line  ensigns  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  appointment  in  the  ClvU 
Engineer  Corps  of  the  Navy: 
Richard  J.  Blederman  ^'ard  W.  DeOroot  III 
Carl  Courtrlght  Robert  L.  Jones 

Walter  E.  Davis.  Jr.       \»'arren  G.  Stevens 

The  following-named  warrant  officer  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  eppointment  to  the 
grade  of  commissioned  ^Jvarrant  officer  as  In- 
dicated, subject  to  qua.iflcatlon  therefor  as 
provided  by  law: 

CBIZr   CABPXNTBE 

Naaman  Dingness 
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To  be  major  generml 
WUllam  O.  Brlee 

To  be  brigaHier  general 
William  J.  Scheyer 

TEMPOEAET   APPOCNTMSHTS  TO  THE 
IVDICATBO 

To  be  major  generaU 
Randolph  McC.  Pate   Oeorge  F.  Good.  Jr. 
Clayton  C.  Jerome        MerrUl  B.  Twining 
James  A.  Stuart 

To  be  brigadier  generals 
Frank  D.  Weir  Ion  M.  Bethel 

Alexander  W.  Krelser,   Nels  H.  Nelson 

Jr.  David  M.  Shoup 

Wilburt  S.  Brown  Francis  B.  Loomls,  Jr. 

John  N.  Hart 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  March  30,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Dr.  Oswald  C.  J.  Hoffman,  director  of 
public  relations,  the  Lutheran  Church, 
Missouri  Synod,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Lord  Jesus  Christ,  son  of  the  living 
Ctod,  who  for  our  redetmption  didst  take 
the  road  to  the  palace  of  Pilate,  to  the 
brow  of  Calvary,  and  to  the  tomb  of 
death.  Thou  wast  smitten  with  our 
bands;  Thy  head  was  crowned  with  our 
thorns;  Thou  wast  accused,  condemned, 
and  led  as  an  innocent  lamb  to  the 
daughter,  bearing  the  cross  we  had  pre- 
pared for  Thee;  Thou  wast  pierced  with 
our  nails  and  given  our  gall  to  drink; 
our  spear  did  wound  Thee. 

We  walk  the  way  with  Thee  in  this 
week  of  Thy  passion.  O  Redeemer  of  the 
world.  Do  Thou,  by  these  most  sacred 
pains  deliver  us  from  all  our  sins,  and  by 
Tliy  holy  cross  bring  us  sinners  to  the 
place  where  he  came  who  prayed  from 
the  other  cross.  "Lord,  remember  me." 

O  God  the  Father,  who  didst  remember 
us  in  sending  Thy  Son  to  be  our  redeem- 
er, remember  our  Nation  in  its  efforts  to 
establish  national  well-being.  Be  with 
us.  O  God,  in  our  endeavor  to  arrive  at 
international  concord.  Make  Thy  power 
and  presence  known  among  us.  Give  us 
faith  and  love  to  serve  Thee,  together 
with  faith  and  love  to  serve  each  other 
and  all  our  fellow  men.  In  the  shadow 
of  Thy  Son's  cross,  and  for  His  sake, 
we  ask  this.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday.  March  26,  1953.  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed 
the  House  that  on  the  following  dates 
the  President  approved  and  signed  a 
Joint  resolution  and  bills  of  the  House  of 
the  following  titles: 

On  March  26.  19S3: 
H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
ise the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  furnish  certain  electrical  or  mechanic*! 


office  equipment  for  the  use  of  Members,  offl- 
cers. and  committees  of  the  Hoiise  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

On  March  27,   1958: 

H.  R.  13C2.  Au  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose 
Martin. 

On  March  28,  1953: 

H.  R.  S053.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  f<»'  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1953,  and  for  other  purposes. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  joint-  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  J.  Res.  226.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
until  July  1.  1953,  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provi- 
sions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  In  effect  6  months  after  the  termi- 
nation of  the  national  emergency  proclaimed 
on  December  16.  1950;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  cer- 
tain temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  in  connection  with  the  erec- 
tion of  a  building  on  privately  owned  prop- 
erty adjacent  thereto. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

S.  1229.  An  act  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act.  as  amended 
and  extended,  until  July  1,  1954. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Vice  President  has  appointed  Mr.  Cael- 
soH  and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro- 
lina members  of  the  joint  select  com- 
mittee on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  pro- 
vided for  in  the  act  of  August  5,  1939, 
entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  dis- 
position of  certain  records  of  the  United 
States  Government,"  for  the  disposition 
of  executive  papers  referred  to  in  the 
report  of  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States  numbered  53-4. 


RESIGNATION  FROM  STANDING 
COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 

read  by  the  Clerk: 

Maech  30,  1953. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  Maetin.  Jr., 

Speaker  of  the  HoiLse  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Deae  Me.  Speakeb:   I  respectfully  submit 
my  resignation  as  a  member  of  the  Standing 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  Government  Operations, 
Sincerely  yours. 

SIDNET   A.  PIKE, 

Member  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  is  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 

read  by  the  Clerk: 

Maech  30,  1953. 
Bon.  Joseph  W.  Maettn,  Jr.. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives^ 
The  Capitol. 
Mt  Deae  Me.  Spkakee:  I  hereby  respect- 
fully tender  my  resignation  as  a  member  of 
the  Standing  Oommlttee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration. 

Sincerely, 

J.Ii.PXLCBB. 

Jf ember  o/  Coitfress. 
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The    SPEAKER.    Without   objection, 
the  resignation  is  accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 


ELECTION  OP  MEMBERS  TO  STAND- 
ING COMMITTEES  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  194)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  following-named  Mem- 
bers be,  and  they  are  hereby,  elected  mem- 
bers of  the  following  standing  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives: 

Committee  on  Government  Operations: 
J.  L.  PnxrHEX,  Georgia. 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  Sionet  A. 
FINE,  New  York. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  March 
25  I  secured  a  special  order  for  April  2 
of  30  minutes.  Through  error,  it  is  car- 
ried in  the  Record  as  April  22.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  correction 
may  be  made  and  that  I  may  have  the 
sp>ecial  order  on  April  2,  following  the 
special  orders  heretofore  entered  for 
that  day. 

The  SPEAKE31.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LYLE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  on  March  31,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  45 
minutes  on  Thursday,  April  2.  following 
the  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


THE  LANHAM  ACT 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
Rsk  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  'this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
t.he  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  today  introducing  a  bill  which 
amends  the  Lanham  Act  to  enable  per- 
sons whose  houses  have  been  taken  over 
for  Federal  housing  projects  to  be  given 
a  right,  or,  rather,  a  priority,  to  repur- 
chase their  homes  when  the  property  Is 
released  by  the  Federal  Housing  Admin- 
istration. 

I  am  very  sure.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
fact  that  the  words  "former  owners" 
were  omitted  from  the  Lanham  Act  was 
a  pure  oversight.  It  would  surely  be 
grrossly  unfair  to  give  priorities  to  pres- 
ent occupants,  veterans  and  otherwise, 
and  leave  out  the  former  owner  who  has 
been  forced  to  vacate  his  property  and 
to  accept  the  price  and  other  qualifica- 
tions laid  down  by  the  Housing  Admin- 
istration. 

Cases  of  this  kind  have  been  brought 
to  my  attention  very  forcibly  in  Shanics 


Village,  in  my  district,  where  many  for- 
mer owners  have  been  waiting  anxiously 
for  the  day  when  they  could  return  to 
their  old  homes  that  were  taken  over  by 
the  Government  at  the  beginning  of 
World  War  II. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust  that  this  bill  will 
receive  speedy  attention  from  the  proper 
committee  and  that  it  may  pass  the 
House  and  be  written  into  the  law  in  the 
very  near  future. 


STALIN'S  TIMETABLE— ARE  WE 
LIVING  ON  BORROWED  TIME? 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  short  reprint  sent 
me  by  the  Diamond  Bar  Specialty  Corp., 
of  Lancaster,  Ohio,  on  communism. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  cf  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  Nicholas  Nyaradi,  the  last 
non-Commumst  member  of  the  Hungar- 
ian Government  before  it  was  taken  over 
by  the  Russians,  says: 

I  am  always  amazed  to  hear  some  promi- 
nent Americans  say  that  the  last  thing 
Stalin  has  in  mind  is  a  shooting  war. 

Certainly  those  of  us  who  have  spent 
long  years  studying  the  tenets  of  com- 
munism and  watching  its  steady  march 
toward  an  uncleviating  goal,  agree  with 
Mr.  Nyaradi.  Had  they  read  Lenin's 
book  in  which  he  said  there  would  be  a 
final  clash  between  communism  and  cap- 
italism, they  would  know  that  a  shooting 
war  is  not  out  of  the  question. 

And  at  the  end  of  this  last  showdown — 

Wrote  Lenin— 

the  funeral  dirgi;  will  be  sung  either  over  the 
tomb  of  communism  or  capitalism. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  emphasize  too 
strongly  my  hope  that  the  membership  of 
this  House  will  take  the  few  moments 
required  to  read  this  powerful  picture 
of  Stalin's  timetable  which  I  am  insert- 
ing herewith : 

I  Saw  Stalin's  Timetable 

(By  Nicholas  Nyaradi,  former  Finance  Min- 
ister of   Hungary) 

(Dr.  Nyaradi  was  the  last  non-Communist 
member  of  the  Hungarian  Government  be- 
fore it  was  taken  over  by  the  Russians.  Be- 
fore going  into  voluntary  exile  he  had  spent 
7  months  In  Moscow  trying  to  effect  a  set- 
tlement of  Russia's  war  claims  against  Hun- 
gary. This  gave  him  an  opportunity  to  study 
at  first  hand  the  plans  and  programs  of  the 
Soviet  Union  for  world  domination.) 

I  am  always  amazed  to  hear  some  promi- 
nent Americans  say  that  the  last  thing  Sta- 
lin has  in  mind  Is  a  shooting  war.  It  Is  true 
that  Russia  would  be  happy  if  she  could 
avoid  a  shooting  war;  If  she  could  bleed  the 
American  economy  white.  Infiltrate  the  coun- 
try on  the  social  level,  and  cause  disorder 
within  its  borders.  But  a  shooting  war  is  not 
out  of  the  question. 

It  Is  a  pity  tiiat  some  leading  American 
statesmen  don't  read  books,  because  the 
statesmen  of  the  West  who  were  at  Potsdam. 
Teheran,  and  Yalta,  believing  that  Russia 
was  a  faithful  and  trustworthy  ally,  would 
have  changed  their  opinion  had  they  read 
renin's  book.  In  which  he  said  there  would 
be  a  final  clasli  between  communism  and 
capitalism. 


To  quote  Lenin  verbatim:  "And,  at  the  end 
of  this  last  showdown,  the  funeral  dirge 
will  be  sung  either  over  the  tomb  of  com- 
munism  or   capitalism." 

I  saw  Stalin  and  his  henchmen  working  to 
make  this  prediction  come  true.  I  saw  that 
the  basic  principle  of  his  policy  was  the  de- 
struction of  America. 

I  saw  Stalin's  timetable — not  because  ha 
showed  It  to  me — but  because  I  was  In  posi- 
tion to  see  his  plans  for  coordinating  econo- 
mies, concentrating  military  powers,  and  pre- 
paring his  people  psychologically  for  a  hate 
America  campaign. 

According  to  this  timetable,  we  in  Amer- 
ica are  already  on  borrowed  time.  Stalin's 
plans  are  actually  overdue.  I  saw  these 
plan.s  and  preparations,  and  I  know  that  Rus- 
sia was  to  have  reached  Its  maximum  ca- 
pacity, both  In  the  military  and  economic 
fleld.s,  by  the  end  of  last  year.  In  short,  by 
the  end  of  1951,  Stalin  had  achieved  atwut 
the  maximum  economic  and  military 
strength  which  he  can  muster. 

When  we  speak  about  steel  capacity  and 
say  that  Russia  annually  produces  about  30 
million  metric  tons  of  steel  a  year,  please  do 
not  forget  that  68  blast  furnaces  were  sent 
to  Russia  during  the  war  from  this  country 
in  the  form  of  lend-lease.  I  should  like  to 
warn  you  of  underestimating  Russian  steel 
production.  It  la  one-third  of  United  States 
production,  of  course,  but  please  do  not  for- 
get that  ever  since  1945  about  90  percent  of 
Russian  .«:teel  production  had  'oeen  chan- 
neled into  war  Industry.  They  didn't  build 
skyscrapers,  they  didn't  build  pleasure  tMats, 
they  didn't  build  automobiles,  and  they 
didnt  build  refrigerators.  They  built  tanks 
and  guns  and  shells  and  Jet  fighters.  So  we 
can  say  that  In  spite  of  their  relatively  low 
steel  prcxluctlon,  the  Soviet  Army  had  at  its 
disposal  until  now  more  .steel  than  either  the 
American  Army  or  any  other  army  In  the  free 
world,  or  I  could  say,  all  the  armies  In  the 
free  world  together. 

How  Stalin  has  achieved  this  is  very  sim- 
ple: squeezing  out  the  last  drop  of  blood: 
squeezing  out  the  work,  the  labor,  and  the 
sweat  of  the  millions  and  millions  of  the 
Russian  people.  The  result:  a  Soviet  Army 
which  is  better  equipped  today  than  is  the 
American  Army.  According  to  statistics 
which  I  have  seen  In  the  Soviet  ministry  of 
foreign  trade,  five-sixths  of  Soviet  industrial 
production  is  going  directly  or  indirectly  for 
war  purposes,  and  only  one-sixth  for  con- 
sumers  goods. 

Yuu  well  know  what  the  military  prepa- 
rations of  the  Soviet  Union  are.  You  well 
know  that  they  have  today  an  army  whlc'a 
Is  almost  5  million  men  strong,  the  strongest 
army  In  the  peacetime  history  of  the  world. 
But  what  you  might  not  know  Is  the  plan 
for  Soviet  mobilization.  Within  6  months 
of  the  start  of.  war  the  Soviet  Union  would 
be  able  to  send  another  10  million  men  Into 
the  front  lines,  which  would  bring  Its  total 
number  to  15  million  men  If  you  add  to 
this  the  5  mllUun  men  of  the  Chinese  Com- 
munist Army,  and  the  2  million  men  of  the 
Soviet  Eastern  European  satellites,  you  will 
see  that  In  case  of  a  war.  you  would  have  to 
reckon  with  a  22-milllon-man  Communist 
Army  on  the  American  defense  perimeter. 

As  far  as  the  military  Is  concerned,  Jhe 
Soviet  Union  Is  ready  to  fight:  it  has  made  Its 
concentration  of  troops;  it  has  made  Its  con- 
centration of  economic  power.  The  only  de- 
terrent In  Its  economic  concentration  of  pow- 
er was  the  ban  that  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment imposed  on  March  1,  1948.  on  the 
exportation  of  strategically  Important  mate- 
rials. This  has  wrecked  Stalin's  timetable 
to  a  considerable  extent.  But.  of  course,  he 
was  able  to  do  something  about  It.  He  has 
been  very  busy  keeping  up  a  smuggling  oper- 
ation and  also  keeping  up  legal  ties  with  the 
West.  Your  British  allies,  for  Instance,  con- 
vinced you  way  back  in  1949  that  textile-mill 
equipment  Is  of  no  strategic  importance 
whatsoever:  therefore,  reluctantly  you  agreed 
that  the  Billish  could  ship  the  dismantled 
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equipment  of  »  British  textile  mill  to  Oom- 
nuinist  PoUnd.  In  exchange  for  some  hams. 
bacon,  eggs,  and  other  foodstuffs  which  the 
British  were  anxious  to  ge'.  from  a  nondollar 
area.  The  BrltUh  got  th.'lr  ham  and  eggs. 
but  Poland  got  a  complete  textile  mill,  which 
is  today  working  24  hours  a  day  on  uniform 
fabrics  for  the  Red  army,  as  a  nonstrateglc 
Item  to  Russia. 

At  the  same  time.  Communist  Hungary 
was  allowed  to  make  a  deal  with  the  Marshall 
plan  dollars  allocated  to  Austria.  Austria 
needed  some  foodstuffs.  Communist  Hun- 
gary readily  sent  them,  4iklng  them  away 
from  its  own  cttlxens  who  are  going  hungry. 
But  this  of  course  doesn":  bother  the  Com- 
munists. They  sent  the  foodstuffs  to  Aus- 
tria. Do  you  know  what  they  got  In  ex- 
change for  it?  Marshal,  plan  dollars  for 
buying  cotton  In  Amerlci..  The  cotton  was 
bought  In  America  by  the  Hungarian  Com- 
munist CK)vernment.  shipped  to  Hungary, 
worked  through  the  Hungarian  Soviet-owned 
textile  mills,  and  the  Amurlcan  cotton  reap- 
peared as  Red  army  uniforms. 

This  is  the  way  Stalin  ;rles  to  circumvent 
the  ban  on  the  exportation  of  strategic  ma- 
terials. Today,  the  whole  Soviet  orbit  Is 
turned  Into  a  military  camp,  and  no  matter 
what  material  you  ship  U  to  a  mllltsiry  camp 
It  becomes  of  military  Importance.  In  ray 
belief,  there  is  only  one  way  to  trade  with 
C -mmunlst  Russia — one  safe  and  secure 
way  -and  that  is  not  to  trade  at  all. 

There  Is  finally  a  third  angle  In  Stalin's 
timetable — the  psychological  angle — which  Is 
Just  as  important  as  the  military  and  eco- 
nomic angles.  The  reascn  for  this  Is  very 
simple.  Communism  Is  msre  than  the  armed 
power  of  a  great  countr'.  Communism  Is 
more  than  an  arm  v.  Communism  Is  more 
than  20.000  jets  or  50,000  tiinks.  Communism 
Is  an  Ideology.  It  U  a  philosophy.  It  Is  an 
evil  religion.  And,  then  fore,  perhaps  the 
n.ost  dangerous  sector  of  Stalin's  timetable 
Is  the  psychological  sector;  the  psychological 
sector  which  has  a  positive  and  a  negative 
n little  The  positive  ang  e  Is  the  amazing 
fact  that  the  Soviet  people  seemingly  sup- 
jx.rt  this  aggressive  polky  of  Stalin.  The 
negative  angle — I'm  sorry  to  say — Is  the  even 
more  amazing  fact  that  .he  American  peo- 
ple, or  at  least  the  great  majority  of  them, 
are  still  reluctant  to  reccignlze  the  greatest 
d;inRer^n  the  history  of  i.helr  Nation. 

We  said  In  Hungary  trat  when  the  Rus- 
sian troops  came  to  Europe — to  Berlin,  to 
Vienna,  to  Budapest,  to  Prague — Stalin  made 
two  great  mistakes:  he  showed  the  Rus- 
sians to  Europe,  and  he  also  showed  Eu- 
rope to  the  Russians.  But  In  the  great  ma- 
jority Russians  have  no  idea  what  Is  going 
on  over   here. 

if  we  speak  to  them  ov;t  our  radio  broad- 
casts at>out  our  Ideals  of  life,  our  concep- 
tl(ms  of  human  rights.  It  Is  exactly  as  If 
you  would  speak  to  a  nan  who  was  born 
blind,  about  the  difference  between  light 
blue  and  dark  blue,  because  he  hasn't  the 
conception,  he  hasn't  the  imagination  at 
all. 

This  Is  the  psychologl -al  difficulty  In  the 
way  of  our  broadcasts,  but  there  Is  a  tech- 
nical difficulty,  too.  Thlj  technical  difficulty 
Is  the  lack  of  Individually-controlled  ra- 
dio sets  In  Russia.  Th-J  great  majority  of 
the  Russian  people — exactly  99  per  cent  of 
them— have  In  their  rooms.  In  their  houses. 
In  their  working  placet.  In  their  factories 
or  In  their  collective  larms,  nothing  else 
but  a  loud  speaker  which  Is  connected  with 
a  central  set  manned  by  some  trusted  Com- 
munUt  official.  It  U  this  Commissar  who 
turns  the  knob  of  this  central  station,  and 
all  you  can  hear  over  the  loud  spekear  Is 
the  official  Soviet  OoTcrnment  program  of 
the  Soviet  radio.  And  this  PoUtlcal  Com- 
missar won't  tune  In  the  Voice  of  America, 
or  the  Brttlsh  Broadi;astlng  Corporation 
programs.  So  that  pracUcally  99  per  cent 
of  the  people  don't  hear  It.  The  one  per 
cent  who  do  hear  It  ai-e  all  trusted  mem- 
bers  of    the    CommunLit   Party.    They   are 


the  ones  who  do  not  want  to  hear  what  we 
are   going   to   tell    them. 

There  Is  of  course  one  poaslbtllty,  and  the 
only  possibility,  to  reach  the  Russian  people. 
It  has  been  tried  out  on  a  small  scale,  and 
Involves  sending  free  balloons  to  Russia.  I 
have  developed  a  program  which  I  call  the 
program  of  tangible  propaganda.  I'm  going 
to  point  It  out  to  you  because  this  tangible 
propaganda  of  friendship  balloons  Is  about 
the  only  way  I  believe  we  can  really  reach 
the  Russian  people.  If  we  were  to  drop 
matches,  razor  blades,  cards  of  buttons, 
safety  pins,  cheap  plastic  toys,  needles,  spools 
of  thread,  shoelaces,  lead  pencils,  lipsticks, 
cigarettes,  scissors,  and  any  of  the  thousands 
of  Inexpensive  mass-produced  dime-store 
gadgets  of  America  over  the  cities  of  the 
Soviet,  all  of  Russia  would  go  mad.  Shoes, 
yard  goods,  men's  suitings,  nylon  stockings, 
cotton  shirts,  parachuted  down  upon  Moscow 
would  create  the  greatest  sensation  since  the 
revolution,  for  these  are  things  which  the 
Russians  can  believe;  tangibles  which  they 
can  see.  feel,  smell,  use.  compare. 

How  they  would  react  to  this  Russia  hate 
America  campaign  if  America  presented 
them  with  gift  boxes.  How  It  would  under- 
mine the  Russian  feeling.  How  It  would  un- 
dermine the  Russian  preparation  for  war. 
How  It  would  undermine  Stalin's  psychologi- 
cal weapons,  according  to  which  the  United 
States  has  only  one  thing  In  mind,  and  that 
Is  to  destroy  the  Soviet  homeland.  The  Rus- 
sians love  their  land,  and  the  only  way  Stalin 
can  dragoon  them  Into  the  army  Is  make 
them  believe  that  America  wants  to  attack 
them.  They  believe  they  act  In  self-defense. 
Although  western  words  are  greeted  with 
an  Immense  amount  of  skepticism,  the  Rus- 
sians do  have  a  great  curiosity  about  us.  For 
less  money  than  Is  spent  on  unheard  broad- 
casts, or  for  1  or  2  percent  of  the  billions 
spent  on  defense  preparations,  the  Russians 
could  really  be  reached  by  an  Inexpensively 
produced  shower  of  cheap  gifts.  Tangible 
propaganda:  that  Is  the  cheapest  and  the 
shortest  way  to  the  Russian  hearts  and 
minds.  That  Is  what  wUl  defy  indoctrina- 
tion, because  upon  seeing  such  miraculous 
gadgets  the  Russians  will  begin  to  question 
all  that  they  have  been  told  about  America. 
That  Is  the  only  way  to  capture  Russian 
thought. 

Words  alone.  It  seems,  fall  us. 
There  Is  then  also  another  angle,  whlcb  I 
have   called   the   negative   angle   of   psycho- 
logical warfare,  and  I  am  amazed  to  see  the 
attitude    of    so    many    Americans    In    this 
country.     In  spite  of  the  gloomy  picture  I 
have  shown  you.  you  should  not  lose  your 
hope.     I  was  In  an  extremely  high  position 
and  I  was  able  to  compare  the  economic  and 
military  strength  of  the  Soviet  Union  with 
that  of  your  country.     I  can  tell  you  that 
you  are  definitely  stronger  If  you  take  It  as 
a  full-time  Job.     But  on  the  other  hand.  I 
am  not  so  sure  about  your  strength  and  de- 
termination   In    the    moral    and    spiritual 
sector.     Americans  take  for  granted  all  the 
wonderful     privileges     they     have.     I     am 
amazed    to    see    how   you    live    without   the 
slightest  knowledge  of   the   terrible   danger 
which  threatens  you.     I  am  amazed  to  see 
how  you  have  this  most  dangerous  attitude 
of   "This  can't   happen  to  me."     I  am  ter- 
ribly sorry  to  tell  you  that  Stalin  has  Im- 
portant allies  In  your  country.     I  am  not 
speaking  only  about  those  fools  and  crim- 
inals In  the  Communist  Party,  and  their  fel- 
low travelers  who  want  to  undermine  your 
country,  but  I  am  speaking  about  Stalin's 
allies  In  the  person  of  those  millions  and 
millions   of   otherwise   good,   honest   Amer- 
icans    whose     Ignorance     and     Indifference 
paves   the   way   for   Stalin's   domination   of 
the  world. 

I  am  always  amazed  as  to  the  reason  for 
this.  'What  Is  the  reason  that  the  great 
American  people,  with  such  amazing  reeulU 
In  their  history,  seem  to  be  confused,  seem 
to  be  divided  on  those  Issues  on  which,  after 
all,  their  whole  national  existence  will  de- 


pend? I  think  the  only  reason  is  that  you 
In  this  coxintry  have  enjoyed  an  unheard  of 
prosperity.  You  haven't  had  war  on  your 
own  territory  for  90  years  or  so.  I  am  always 
shocked  somehow,  and  I  always  wonder  how 
I  can  explain  to  you  the  Soviet  danger  when 
you  don't  know  froni  personal  experience 
what  hunger,  frustration,  slavery,  fear,  and 
oppression  are. 

When  I  look  at  my  American  audiences 
who  are  well  fed,  well  dressed,  self-sufficient, 
I  always  feel  that  there  Is  a  great  gap  be- 
tween us.  There  Is  a  gap  between  us  not 
because  we  speak  different  languages,  but 
because  our  experiences  are  so  different.  I 
always  think  about  the  fact  that  I  lived 
once  In  a  city  which  was  just  as  beautiful, 
just  as  happy,  just  as  big  and  Just  as  color- 
ful as  any  of  your  great  American  cities. 

Americans  don't  seem  to  know  and  to 
appreciate  these  privileges.  And  If  you  do 
not  know  tliese  privileges  how  will  you  stand 
for  them,  how  will  you  defend  your  Institu- 
tions if  it  came  to  it?  I  am  firmly  convinced 
that  organizing  a  Crusade  for  Freedom  In 
order  to  bring  the  truth  to  the  oppressed 
nations  of  Communist  Russia  and  the  Soviet 
orbit,  to  beat  the  Great  Lie  with  the  Great 
Truth,  Is  not  enough.  You  should  extend 
the  Crusade  for  Freedom  in  the  way  that  I 
have  told  you  here,  but  besides,  what  you 
need  the  most  I  believe  Is  a  Crusade  for 
Freedom  In  America's  own  back  yard  to 
teach  your  people  what  it  means  to  be  an 
American  and  what  It  means  to  live  In  this 
country,  which  I  am  telling  you  Is  really 
God's  own  country. 

The  reason  I  tell  you  this  Is  very  simple. 
You  are  very  happy  that  you  have  a  home, 
that  you  have  a  Job.  that  you  have  an  ln> 
come,  and  that  you  have  a  bank  account. 
You  haven't  gone  through  what  it  means  to 
come  to  the  bank  and  find  a  poster  on  the 
door  saying  that  the  bank  is  nationalized 
and  your  account  confiscated.  You  haven't 
gone  to  your  farm  and  seen  the  Communist 
Party  taking  It  over  for  the  purpose  of  a 
collective  farm.  You  haven't  gone  to  your 
factory  or  to  your  shop  only  to  have  the 
Worker's  Council  throw  you  out.  In  the  good 
case,  or  arrest  you.  In  the  bad  case. 

But  I  went  through  all  this.  I  lost  every- 
thing. I  was  a  very  wealthy  man  In  my  own 
country,  and  I  have  lost  not  only  my  Job. 
not  only  my  belongings,  which  were  confis- 
cated by  the  Communists,  but  what  is  worse, 
I  have  lost  my  citizenship  because  my  coun- 
try was  enslaved,  and  I  have  lost  every  single 
relative  and  friend  of  mine  who  remained 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain.  My  wife  and  I 
were  able  to  flee.  The  rest  were  arrested. 
We  dont  know  whether  they  have  been 
killed,  whether  they  are  In  Siberia,  or  what 
has  happened  to  them.  The  reason  I  am 
telling  you  this  is  becatose  It  Is  a  htmian 
characteristic  that  you  cannot  really  appre- 
ciate things  until  you  have  lost  them.  I 
don't  want  you  to  lose  these  things.  I  want 
you  to  appreciate  them  beforehand. 


THE  VOTERS  BETRAYED  UP  TO  NOW 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  and 
include  an  article  dealing  with  tax  re- 
duction. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
thousands  of  letters  on  tax  reduction  are 
pouring  through  the  mail  of  w^hich  Ibis 
letter  is  typical: 

DZAM  Stx:  Your  honest  and  cotnrageoWB  ef- 
forts to  carry  out  the  promises  repeatedly 
made  to  the  electorate  by  Membe'S  ot  the 
present  administration  to  win  o\ir  totes  mMie 
me  proud  that  you  come  from  mj  ham* 
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Btatc.  M7  deepest  sympathies  to  you,  sir, 
that  your  fellow  Republicans  turned  their 
backs  to  you  and  to  the  many  voters  they 
lured  to  their  support  with  promises  of 
spending  and  tax  reductions  of  great  magni- 
tude. 

I  am  an  independent  voter  and  up  to  now 
I  feel  I  have  been  betrayed.  I  shall  not  lose 
hope  as  yet,  but  a  radical  change  in  admin- 
istration actions — I  want  no  more  promises — 
will  be  needed  soon  to  restore  any  measure  of 
confidence  for  the  present  Republican  leader- 
ship in  me. 

With  best  wishes  and  highest  respect,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours. 

There  is  a  steady  flow  of  such  letters 
from  every  community  large  and  small 
voicing  the  sentiment  expressed  in  the 
foregoing  letter.  What  are  businessmen 
laying?  This  is  typical  of  the  thousands 
of  letters  from  businessmen  throughout 
the  country: 

If  we  wait  for  politicians  or  even  statesmen 
to  balance  the  budget  before  tax  risiuction 
W3  will  never  get  tax  reduction.  Your  plan 
1»  better,  "Here  is  so  much  money  to  spend, 
now  live  within  that  budget." 

Good  luck,  and  more  power  to  you. 

I  call  your  attention  to  another  letter 
from  a  source  I  would  like  to  disclose 
were  it  not  for  what  might  happen  to 
this  prominent  businessman  if  his  views 
were  to  become  known  to  those  members 
of  the  leadership  who  are  opposing 
K.  R.  1: 

MiLWAtntEi.   Wis..   March   27,   1953. 
Conprressman  Daniel  A.  Reed. 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mk.  Reed:  I  favor  reduced  taxes  this 
year  by — 

1.  Not  renewing  the  excess-profits  tax. 

3.  Qivlng  individuals  some  relief  in  1953 
income. 

Because — 

1.  Ambition  and  Incentive  of  Americans 
must  not  be  dulled. 

2.  High  tax  rates  encourage  waste  and  in- 
efllclency  in  production. 

.  3.  The  reduction  of  this  waste  and  in- 
efficiency through  reduction  of  the  deduc- 
tions for  taxes  will  recoup  a  substantial  por- 
tion of  the  taxes  resulting  from  the  tax. 

4.  Many  projects  now  Federal  will  be  re- 
turned to  the  States  where  more  efllclent 
administration   is   possible. 

5.  Many  projects  now  administered  by  the 
Government  will  be  returned  to  the  people 
who  alone  should  administer  them. 

I  favor  tax  cuts  before  budget  balancing 
because — 

1.  The  tax  cuts  will  force  a  budget  balance 
and  the  benefits  set  forth  above. 

'2.  It  will  be  more  difficult  to  balance  the 
budget  if  taxes  are  not  cut  first. 

Very   truly   yours. 


RENT  CONTROL 


Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illmois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the 
fact  that  in  the  city  of  Chicago  tenants 
are  being  served  eviction  notices  as  of 
April  30,  1953.  This  is  not  the  case  in  a 
few  isolated  instances.  It  is  the  general 
mle.  The  people  of  Chicago  are  con- 
cerned £is  to  the  source  from  which  the 
letd  estate  interests  are  getting   their 


assurance  that  rent  control  will  end  as  of 
April  30. 

President  Eisenhower  is  not  blind  to 
the  danger  in  the  existing  situation. 
With  the  distinguished  Speaker  of  this 
House  and  others  in  the  Republican 
leajjership  he  has  declared  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  controls  till  October  1953. 
This,  at  least,  would  serve  as  a  tempo- 
rary reprieve  giving  some  time  for  the 
working  out  of  a  permanent  solution. 
Yet  time  is  galloping  on,  the  real  estate 
speculators  have  the  April  30  gun  to  the 
heads  of  the  tenants,  eviction  notices  are 
going  out.  the  people  of  Chicago  are  con- 
fused and  terrified  and  the  gamblers  in 
human  misery  are  preparing  for  the  kill. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  strongly  that  the 
wholesale  sending  out  of  eviction  notices 
at  this  time  constitutes  an  unpardonable 
disrespect  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  responsible  leadership 
of  the  majority  party  in  this  House.  I 
suggest,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  only 
proper  answer  for  us  to  make  is  to  call 
off  the  Easter  recess.  Let  it  not  be  said 
that  while  we  were  enjoying  a  week  of 
relaxation  time  had  run  out  on  our 
chance  to  act  upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
I  for  one  am  willing  to  remain  here,  even 
holding  if  necessary  night  sessions,  to 
work  this  thing  out. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  extending  my  re- 
marks to  include  a  letter  typical  of  the 
many  that  are  coming  to  me  in  every 
mail.  It  is  from  a  constituent  of  mine 
living  at  1500  East  61st  Street.  Chicago. 
111.,  and  is  as  folio ws; 

Dear  Congressman  OHara:  Here  are  a  few 
facts  as  to  the  shape  of  things  to  come. 
Yesterday  tenants  in  several  large  buildings 
in  the  Hyde  Park  area  were  given  eviction 
notices.  You  knew  what  this  means.  If  all 
these  tenants  are  forced  to  move  thousands 
will  be  hunting  for  housing  as  of  May  1. 
and  rent  unconu ailed  will  break  the  sound 
barrier. 

The  building  In  which  I  live  was  notified 
yesterday  that  all  tenants  were  to  vacate  as 
of  April  30.  This  building  is  not  owned  by 
a  starving  widow  but  by  a  banl;:.  The  agent 
is  a  large  North  Side  realtor. 

Thelma  J  Cohen. 


OUR  OFFSHORE  OIL  RESOURCES 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  &sk 
unanimous  con-;ent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record  and 
include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tlie  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  durin.' 
the  course  of  our  national  existence. 
Congress  has  been  faced  with  many 
grave  issues.  When,  living  up  to  its  re- 
sponsibihties.  this  great  legislative  body 
resolved  those  Issues  in  public  interest, 
its  decisions  were  of  lasting  benefit  to 
our  entire  Nation.  But  when  Congress, 
forgetting  about  the  public  good,  legis- 
lated on  the  basis  of  other  considera- 
tions, its  enactments  were  short-lived. 
abortive,  and  detrimental  to  our  national 
well-being  and  development. 

Today,  once  again,  we  are  faced  with 
a  very  serious  issue — the  issue  of  our  off- 
shore oil  resources.  It  behooves  u«. 
therefore,  to  stop  for  a  moment  and  con- 


sider in  which  way  we  must  proceed  to 
best  serve  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Supreme  Court — on 
three  separate  occasions — declared  that 
the  off-shore  resources  belong  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  These  re- 
sources are  a  part  of  our  national 
wealth,  and  all  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try should  derive  some  benefit  from 
them.  The  legislation  which  we  have 
before  us  would  deprive  our  public  of 
these  riches.  It  would  take  this  part  of 
our  national  wealth  and  give  it  to  a  few. 
Thi.s  is  surely  not  in  the  public  interest. 

At  the  present  time,  our  national  debt 
approaches  the  figure  of  $270  billion. 
We  are  living  in  a  critical  period  of  his- 
tory, which  requires  us  to  sr>end  billions 
of  dollars  annually  on  our  national  de- 
fen.se.  The  people  of  this  country  must 
shoulder  that  burden,  and  they,  too,  are 
responsible  for  the  national  debt.  Un- 
der such  conditions,  how  can  we  possi- 
bly justify  this  tremendous  give-away, 
propo.sed  in  the  legislation  before  us? 
Surely  we  are  not  so  rich  that  we  can 
afford  to  make  $60-billion  gifts  while  our 
people  are  paying  such  high  taxes.  The 
income  from  our  off-shore  oil  resources 
can — and  ought  to — be  used  for  public 
good.  We  can  use  it  to  pay  off  a  part 
of  our  national  debt,  to  meet  our  defense 
expenditures,  to  improve  our  educational 
system,  or  for  other  worthy  purposes. 
Whatever  we  do  with  this  wealth,  we 
.should  make  certain  that  our  entire 
country — not  the  few  chosen  ones — ben- 
efits from  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  point  I  would  like 
to  read  an  editorial  which  appeared  in 
the  March  11.  1953.  edition  of  the  Mil- 
waukee Journal.  This  editorial  Ls  en- 
titled "Tidelands:  Principle  or  Money." 
Tidei-ands    Principle  or  Monet 

There  are  those  who  contend  that  the  fight 
ever  off.shore  lands  sought  by  some  States  in 
tidelands  legislation  is  based  on  the  prin- 
ciple (if  States  rights.  Texas  has  *>een  the 
most  fervent  flag  waver  for  this  principle. 

There  are  others — and  we're  among  them  — 
who  believe  that  the  fight  for  offshore  lands 
is.  pure  and  simple,  a  fight  for  oil  and  in- 
come.    Texas  is  best  proof  of  this. 

Leaving  aside  all  of  the  constitutional  and 
other  arguments,  let's  look  at  Texas.  When 
Texas  came  into  the  Union  It  was  agreed  that 
the  State  could  continue  to  claim  Jurisdic- 
tion over  laiids  3  Spanish  leagues  seaward— 
or  10'.^  miles.  Historically,  except  for  the 
Gulf  Coast  of  Florida,  which  also  claimed  3 
Spanish  leagues,  the  national  UmlU  were  set 
at  3  miles. 

Texas  started  out  shouting  for  lu  his- 
toric limits  on  the  grounds  of  Slate  rights. 
It  gained  many  supporters. 

But  oil  drilling  hasn't  found  wealth  in- 
side the  3-mlle  limit,  or  the  lO'^-mlle  limit, 
off  Texas.  So  Texas  is  forgetting  its  great 
basic  principle  of  State  rights.  It  is  claim- 
ing rights  now  out  to  the  end  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf— where  oil  has  been  found. 

The  States  which  backed  Texas'  original 
claims  are  embarrassed  by  this  extension  of 
the  "great  principle."  Senator  Holland. 
Democrat.  Florida,  for  instance,  a  strong 
supporter  of  tidelands  for  the  States,  has  a 
bill  to  give  States  power  to  their  hUtoric 
boundaries.  He  is  embarrassed  at  discover- 
ing that  his  comrades  in  arms  no  longer  de- 
fine "historic"  by  geographic  history  but  by 
the  latest  oil  strikes.  His  great  State 
rights  argument  is  knocked  into  a  cocked  hat 
by  Texana  whoM  boundaries  seem  imule  of 
elastic. 
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Senator  Dakoo..  Democrtt.  Texas,  tant  mU 

lifted  with  the  HolUnd  bill— although  Ifi 
what  he  based  hU  cnisade  an  In  the  elecUon 
campaign.  Now.  at  the  very  least,  he  wanU 
R  371,  percent  royalty  on  everything  found 
off  Texas  ouUlde  the  historic  boundarlea. 

This  at  least  stripe  Tezaos  of  their  armor 
of  principle  and  shows  up  -he  fight  for  what 
It  18— a  fight  for  oU  and  the  money  there- 
from. 

Mr  Speaker.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
membership  of  this  bo<ly  will  consider 
the.se  comments,  and  vote  against  this 
leRislation.  There  is  no  other  course 
open  to  us,  if  we  want  to  serve  the  public 
interest.  

SOCIAL  sEcinRmr 

Mr  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Reco«h. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ma.viachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speiiker.  the  whole 
subject  of  social  security  has  been 
drained  dry  by  investi;;ations,  studies, 
reports. 

It  reminds  me  of  another  subject — Ha- 
waii—which has  t)een  explored  so  many 
times  on  the  spot  by  committees  whose 
capacity  for  thoroughress  is  amazing 
that  the  people  of  the  islands  must  be 
worn  out  by  Investigatlonitis.  It  also 
leads  to  the  suspicion  that  an  old  politi- 
cal trick  is  being  used  overtime  to  pre- 
vent any  constructive  action. 

I  suggest  that  those  who  oppose  social 
security  should  say  so  in  a  forthright 
manner,  instead  of  prolonging  the  agony 
under  the  false  hope  of  further  studies. 

There  is  no  scarcity  ol"  actuarial  facts 
to  work  on. 

But  where  are  the  improvements  in 
social  security  that  were  promised? 

Left  hanging  in  the  air,  while  want  and 
solitude  and  death  are  supposed  to  solve 
this  human  problem. 

In  Denver.  Colo.,  on  August  9.  1952, 
Candidate  E>wlght  D.  Eisenhower  said, 
and  I  quote: 

I  am  particularly  concerned  about  the 
present  inadequacy  of  the  foclal-securtty  law 
and  feel  strongly  that  the  law  ought  to  t>e 
extended  to  presently  uncovered  persona. 

But  the  Washington  Post  on  March  1, 
1953.  reported  that — 

GOP  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
Chairman  Rxko  has  put  sck  ial  security  under 
exhaustive  study  which  he  says  makes  action 
this  year  on  social  security  unlikely. 

"Exhaustive  study"  is  an  accurate  de- 
scription, because  it  will  exhaust  the 
old  people  in  need  befcre  they  can  get 
help,  and  it  will  exhaust  the  patience 
of  the  American  people  who  still  believe 
that  a  promise  should  be  backed  up  by 
performance, 

I  earnestly  hope  tha*;  this  committee 
will  promptly  bring  thij  serious  issue  to 
a  head  and  recommend  legislation  that 
this  session  of  the  Compress  will  have  a 
chance  to  vote  upon — and  by  a  rollcall — 
so  that  our  older  folks  can  have  the 
opportunity  of  knowing  who  is  for  them 
and  who  is  against  them. 

To  evade  the  issue  by  delaying  tactics, 
or  by  juggling  with  words,  would  be  the 
shabbiest  sort  of  treatment  when  di- 
rected against  the  helpless. 


I  find  It  hard  to  believe  that  such  is 
the  veiled  purpose  behind  this  re-review, 
but  having  observed  the  perpetuating 
habits  of  some  study  projects  in  the  leg- 
islative field,  I  fear  the  worst. 

I  will  not  make  a  mockery  of  the  aged 
by  pleading  for  what  is  clear  and  plain. 
We  have  long  since  passed  that  stage, 
and  we  cannot  go  backward. 

The  need  for  more  social  security  is 
obvious. 

I  leave  It  to  the  conscience  of  each 
Member  to  decide  on  the  follow-through. 

Shall  it  be  faced  now,  or  shall  it  be 
put  off  and  put  off  like  an  obligation 
that  is  never  fulfilled? 

Many  organizations  have  been  work- 
ing year  in  and  year  out  to  make  the 
United  States  strong  inside.  They  know, 
with  instinctive  wisdom,  that  while  guns 
and  tanks  and  ships  and  planes  are 
necessary  to  protect  us  against  aggres- 
sors, we  must  also  protect  our  i>eople 
against  the  physical  and  spiritual  ene- 
mies of  want  and  fear  within  our 
borders. 

Among  these  dedicated  groups,  work- 
ing with  great  hearts  but  slender  re- 
sources, is  the  National  Pension  Federa- 
tion, with  headquarters  in  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

Each  Member  of  Congress  has  been 
informed  concerning  the  pressing  need 
for  an  improved  social-security  program. 

This  question  was  given  high  priority 
by  the  Republican  administration  and 
then  it  was  sidetracked. 

I  join  with  many  others  in  asking  that 
a  bill  be  reported  favoring  extension  and 
Increases,  and  that  it  l)e  brought  out  into 
the  open  so  that  we  can  vote  on  it  within 
the  next  3  months. 

That  is  our  direct  proposal. 

What  is  your  answer? 

I  trust  it  will  not  be:  "We  must  study 
the  problem,  without  end." 


In  a  sense,  it  will  be  history  repeating 
itself. 

Miss  PIckford  will  tour  from  coast  to 
coast  to  inspire  women  to  conduct  a  sav- 
ings bonds  signup  campaign  among  the 
professional  and  self-employed  people. 
I  hope  that  all  Members  of  the  House 
will  attend  the  ceremony  and  bid  her 
Godspeed  on  her  travels  across  America 
in  behalf  of  a  sound  economy. 

There  will  be  full  coverage  by  the  radio 
and  television  networks,  as  well  as  news- 
papers and  newsreels. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  today,  following  the  legis- 
lative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


MISS  MARY  PICKFORD 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
the  great  pleasure  of  aimouncing  the 
plans  for  a  reception  by  Speaker  Mar- 
tin in  honor  of  Miss  Bdary  Pickford,  who 
will  launch  a  nationwide  tour  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States  savings  bonds  pro- 
gram from  the  Capitol  today. 

A  public  ceremony  will  be  held  from 
1:30  to  2  p.  m.  on  the  steps  of  the  Capi- 
tol with  the  President  pro  tempore  of 
the  Senate,  the  Speaker,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  Miss  Pickford  par- 
ticipating. 

The  United  States  Marine  Band  will 
play.  Some  of  you  may  remember  that 
Miss  Pickford  came  to  the  Capitol  in 
April  1918  to  undertake  a  similar  patri- 
otic task  for  the  Treasury  Department. 


FEDERAL  GRANTS-IN-AID— MES- 
SAGE FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  114) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
In  the  state  of  the  Union  message.  I 
expressed  my  deep  concern  for  the  well- 
being  of  all  of  our  citizens  and  the 
attainment  of  equality  of  opportunity 
for  all.  I  further  stated  that  our  social 
rights  SLre  a  most  important  part  of  our 
heritage  and  must  be  guarded  and  de- 
fended with  all  of  our  strength.  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  primary  way  of  ac- 
complishing this  is  to  recommend  the 
creation  of  a  commission  to  study  the 
means  of  achieving  a  sounder  relation- 
ship between  Federal,  State,  and  local 
governments. 

The  way  has  now  been  prepared  for 
appropriate  action.  Shortly  after  stat- 
ing my  original  intention,  I  called  an 
exploratory  meeting  of  interested 
officials,  including  Members  of  Congress 
and  a  group  of  governors  representing 
the  Council  of  State  Governments,  to 
confer  with  me  on  such  a  study.  This 
conference  produced  general  agreement 
on  the  importance  of  the  problem  and  an 
offer  of  cooperation  in  the  proposed 
study.  Within  a  few  days  representa- 
tives of  several  leading  organizations  of 
local  governmental  officials  will  meet  at 
the  White  House  with  several  of  my  as- 
sociates to  give  their  considered  and 
needed  counsel. 

The  present  division  of  activities  be- 
tween Federal  and  State  governments, 
including  their  local  subdivisions.  Is  the 
product  of  more  than  a  century  and  a 
half  of  piecemeal  and  often  haphazard 
growth.  This  growtti  in  recent  decades 
has  proceeded  at  a  speed  defying  order 
and  efficiency.  One  program  after  an- 
other has  been  launched  to  meet  emer- 
gencies and  expanding  public  needs. 
Time  has  rarely  been  taken  for  thought- 
ful attention  to  the  effects  of  these  ac- 
tions on  the  basic  structure  of  our  Fed- 
eral-State system  of  government. 

Now  there  is  need  to  review  and  assess, 
with  prudence  and  foresight,  the  proper 
roles  of  the  Federal,  State,  and  local 
governments.  In  many  cases,  especially 
within  the  past  20  years,  the  F^ederal 
Government  has  entered  fields  which, 
imder  our  Constitution,  are  the  primary 


r 


I 


ACVIiCU  MK«UXi0b   i«uc  uciv^coo. 


2468 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  SO 


i 

I 


' 


i  I- 


i  • 


Is: 


ii  i 


I 


responsibilities  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments. This  has  tended  to  blur  the 
responsibilities  of  local  government.  It 
has  led  to  duplication  and  waste.  It  is 
time  to  relieve  the  i)eople  of  the  need  to 
pay  taxes  on  taxes. 

A  major  mark  of  this  development  has 
been  the  multiplication  of  Federal 
grants-in-aid  for  specific  types  of  activi- 
ties. There  are  now  more  than  30  such 
grant  programs.  In  the  aggregate,  they 
involve  Federal  expenditures  of  well 
over  $2  billion  a  year.  They  make  up 
approximately  one-fifth  of  State  reve- 
nues. 

While  by  far  the  greater  part  of  these 
expenditures  are  in  the  fields  of  social 
security,  health,  and  education,  they 
also  spread  into  many  other  areas.  In 
some  cases,  the  Federal  Government  ap- 
portions fixed  amounts  among  the 
States;  in  others  it  matches  State  ex- 
penditures ;  and  in  a  few,  it  finances  the 
entire  State  expenditure.  The  impact  of 
all  these  grants  on  State  governments 
has  been  profound.  While  they  have 
greatly  stimulated  the  development  of 
certain  State  activities,  they  have  com- 
plicated State  finances  and  administra- 
tion; and  they  have  often  made  It  diffi- 
cult for  States  to  provide  the  funds  for 
other  important  services. 

The  maintenance  of  strong,  well-or- 
dered State  and  local  governments  is 
essential  to  our  Federal  system  of  gov- 
ernment. Lines  of  authority  must  be 
clean  and  clear,  the  right  areas  of  action 
for  Federal  and  State  government 
plainly  defined.  This  is  imperative  for 
the  eiBcient  administration  of  govern- 
mental programs  in  the  fields  of  health, 
education,  social  security,  and  other 
grant-in-aid  areas. 

The  manner  in  which  best  to  accom- 
plish these  objectives,  and  to  eliminate 
friction,  duplication,  and  waste  from 
Federal-State  relations,  is  therefore  a 
major  national  problem.  To  reallocate 
certain  of  these  activities  between  Fed- 
eral and  State  governments,  including 
their  local  subdivisions,  is  in  no  sense 
to  lessen  our  concern  for  the  objectives 
of  these  programs.  On  the  contrary, 
these  programs  can  be  made  more  effec- 
tive instruments  serving  the  security 
and  welfare  of  ovu*  citizens. 

To  achieve  these  purposes.  I  recom- 
mend the  enactment  of  legislation  to 
establish  a  Commission  on  Governmental 
Fdnctions  and  Fiscal  Resources  to  make 
a  thorough  study  of  grants-in-aid  ac- 
tivities and  the  problems  of  finance  and 
Federal-State  relations  which  attend 
them.  The  Commission  should  study 
and  investigate  all  the  activities  in 
which  Federal  aid  is  extended  to  State 
and  local  governments,  whether  there  is 
justification  for  Federal  aid  in  all  these 
fields,  whether  there  is  need  for  such  aid 
in  other  fields.  The  whole  question  of 
Federal  control  of  activities  to  which 
the  Federal  Governments  contributes 
must  be  thoroughly  examined. 

The  matter  of  the  adequacy  of  fiscal 
resources  available  to  the  various  levels 
of  government  to  discharge  thiir  proper 
functions  must  be  carefully  explored. 

The  Commission  should  be  of  such 
size  an(ft»mposition  as  to  permit  appro- 
priate representation  of  the  various 
govemmtntal  levels  and  of  outstanding 
members    of    the    general   public.     It 


should  be  provided  with  an  excellent 
staff,  able  to  draw  on  the  great  amount 
of  work  which  has  already  been  done  in 
this  field. 

In  order  that  the  Commission  may 
complete  its  report  in  time  for  consid- 
eration by  the  next  session  of  the  Con- 
gress, I  urge  prompt  action  on  this 
mr.tter. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  March  30.  1953. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE— MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  115) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  r(?ferred  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  a  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  operations  of 
the  Department  of  State  under  section 
2  of  Public  Law  584.  79th  Congress,  as 
required  by  that  law. 

The  enclosed  report  contains  a  sum- 
mary of  developments  under  the  pro- 
gram during  the  1952  calendar  year.  It 
also  includes  texts  of  executive  agree- 
ments concluded  with  foreign  govern- 
ments pursuant  to  this  legislation,  as 
well  as  listings  of  names  of  both  Ameri- 
can and  foreign  recipients  of  grants,  a 
detailed  statement  on  expenditures,  var- 
ious statistical  tables,  and  other  infor- 
mation concerning  the  operations  of  this 
program  during  the  1952  calendar  year. 
DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  March  30,  1953. 

(Enclosure :  Report  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  concerning  Public  Law  584.) 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  Wednesday  next,  following 
the  legislative  program  of  the  day  and 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  DODD  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  10  min- 
utes on  Wednesday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


QUESTION  OF  PERSONAL  PRIVILEGE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  question  of  personal 
privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  his  question  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr! 
Speaker,  last  week,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack)  re- 
leased a  statement  to  the  press,  a  copy  of 
which  reads  as  follows: 

The  action  of  Congressman  Hoftman  In 
appointing  a  subcommittee  to  conduct  a 
political  Investigation  In  Detroit  Is  not  with- 
in the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  It  Is  not  In  accord 
with  the  rules  of  the  House.  It  Is  purely 
partisan.  It  Is  a  disgraceful  abuse  of  per- 
sonal power,  since  the  matter  never  was 
taken  up  with  Hoffman's  full  committee. 

If  any  House  committee  has  Jurisdiction 
of  this  matter  It  1«  tb«  Committee  on  House 


Administration.  The  Republican  leadership 
of  the  House  has  full  authority  to  stop 
HomiAN'B  political  smear*  show,  and  should 
do  so.  If  It  does  not  do  so.  however.  If  an 
Investigation  Is  to  proceed,  then  the  sub- 
committee should  investigate  the  things 
that  are  really  wrong  with  elections  in  Mich- 
igan, and  elsewhere. 

Every  American  has  the  right  to  have  his 
vote  counted  and  not  offset  by  fraud  or  gross 
carelessness  by  election  officials.  There  Is 
clear  evidence  that  this  was  not  the  case  In 
Michigan  In  the  1952  election.  There  was 
certainly  a  shocking  degree  of  reckless  in- 
efficiency In  tabulating  Michigan  votes  and 
there  is  a  widely  held  and  ju.stlfiable  sus- 
picion exl-sting  that  former  United  States 
Senator  Blair  Moody  was  counted  out  in  the 
late  hours  of  tabulation  on  the  day  after 
election,  when  it  became  clear  that  the  con- 
trol of  the  Senate  wotiid  depend  on  the  result 
in  Michigan. 

This  suspicion  that  Michigan  voters  had 
their  will  reversed  by  deliberate  malfeasance 
on  the  part  of  election  officials  was  strength- 
ened by  the  strange  refusal  of  the  all-Repub- 
lican State  election  commission  to  grant  a 
request  made  by  the  Senate  Comniittee  on 
Privileges  and  Election  for  a  retally  of  the 
votes  in  the  Senate  race.  This  request  was 
not  a  political  or  even  a  Democratic  request. 
It  was  a  request  by  a  unanimous  Senate  com- 
mittee including  the  Republican  member, 
to  protect  the  sanctity  of  oiir  fundamental 
democratic  system. 

The  retally  requested  could  easily  have 
been  held  concurrently  with  the  recount  of 
the  governor's  race.  Why  did  the  all- 
Republican  State  commission  refuse  to  co- 
operate with  the  Senate?  Why,  unleas.lt 
feared  that  Republican  foul  play  would  be 
revealed,  did  1*.  not  act  to  have  the  recheck 
of  Senate  votes,  to  that  the  charges,  U  Ill- 
founded,  could  be  dlf  proved? 

Why  do  not  Republican  prosecutors  en- 
force the  law  against  Republican  election 
officials  in  counties  of  Michigan  where  the 
latter  are  violating  the  law  requiring  an 
equal  number  of  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats on  election  boards?  It  is  charged  that 
the  existence  of  all-Republican  boards  In 
many  areas  of  the  State  make  It  possible  for 
them  to  "count  as  they  please."  If  these 
charges  are  untrue,  would  not  the  obvious 
course  for  the  Republican  State  machine 
have  been  to  cooperate  with  the  Senate  in- 
vestigation? Instead,  the  Republican  elec- 
tion commission  callously  refused  to  coop- 
erate. 

If  Hoffman  Is  sincere,  and  Is  given  the 
green  light  to  hold  hearings  In  Michigan, 
he  will  investigate  this  situation — and  let 
the  chips  fall  where  they  may.  He  will  also 
investigate  the  widespread  practice  of  the 
big  manufacturers  of  Detroit  and  Michigan 
of  using  economic  pressure  on  their  dealers 
and  suppliers  and  employees  to  make  polit- 
ical contributions  to  the  Republican  Party. 
The  notorious  plan  for  Republican  money 
raising,  for  which  a  dozen  Republicans  were 
Indicted  and  punished  a  couple  of  years  ago, 
was  renewed  In  1953  In  no  less  grossly 
unmoral  form. 

If  Hoffman  wants  a  real  Investigation  Into 
disgraceful  political  practices,  he  should  not 
wtiste  the  committee's  time  or  money  on 
untrue  charges  of  what  did  and  did  not  hap- 
pen in  a  relatively  obscure  party  caucxis  In 
Michigan,  but  should  call  the  chairman  of 
the  Republican  National  Committee,  Wesley 
Roberts,  to  explain  why  he  accepted  an  $11,- 
000  fee  for  selling  a  building  to  his  State 
for  more  than  $100,000  which  the  State  could 
have  acquired  for  nothing. 

For  example,  to  show  how  far  these  un- 
warranted Investigations  could  go,  there  is 
nothing  to  stop  an  investigation  of  the  Re- 
publican National  Convention  of  1962  when 
prominent  Republicans  charged  In  the  con- 
vention that  not  only  votes,  but  delegations 
were  stolen.  As  a  Democrat.  I  would  con- 
sider that  any  such  proposed  Investigation 
would  be  not  only  unwarranted,  but  wrong. 
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It  certainly  would  not  be  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  Conunlttee  on  Government 
Oi>eratlons.  However,  if  one  Investigation 
can  be  made,  there  is  no  limit  to  what  can 
be  made.  The  proposed  investigation,  which 
apparently  Congressman  Hoffman  U  making 
at  the  request  of  and  to  please  Congressman 
Oakman.  Is  wrong  In  eve-y  respect  and  it 
d<ies  not  come  within  the  Jtirlsdictlon  of 
C'lngressman  Hoffman's  committee.  It  is  a 
personal  and  arbitrary  act  on  bis  part.  I 
hoi)e  the  Republican  leadership  and  the  Re- 
j)Ubllcan  members  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  will  realize  how  wrong 
this  is  and  not  permit  thin  unwarranted  in- 
vestigation to  take  place,  taat  is  If  Congress- 
man Hoffman  does  nbt  rtjaiize  himself  the 
error  of  his  ways. 

The  question  of  personal  privilege 
arises  out  of  the  charges  made  by  Con- 
gressman John  McCorkiack  that  a  pro- 
posed investigation  to  leiim  whether  citi- 
zens had  been  deprived  of  civil  political 
rights  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution, 
whether  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  was 
being  violated,  whether  it  should  be 
amended:  whether  'taxpayers'  dollars 
were  being  used  throui;hout  the  Labor 
Departments  appolnte«!S  to  assist  the 
CIO  and  the  PAC  in  political  activities  in 
taking  over  political  conventions  In 
Southeastern  Michigan:  whether  Fed- 
eral legislation  governing  Intergovern- 
mental relationships  between  the  United 
States  and  municipalities  was  adequate 
to  protect  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of 
the  States;  whether  a  study  of  the  "op- 
erations of  govemmentiil  activities  at  all 
levels"  was  advisable  In  order  to  deter- 
mine the  economy  and  eflBciency  of  such 
activities  was  "purely  personal,"  a  dis- 
graceful abuse  of  personal  power,"  a 
"political  smear  show,"  a  waste  of  "the 
committee's  time  or  money  on  untrue 
charges,"  "a  personal  and  arbitrary  act" 
by  the  Representative  of  the  Fourth  Con- 
gressional District  of  Michigan:  which 
charges  reflect  upon  the  integrity,  in  his 
representative  capacity,  of  the  Repre- 
sentative from  the  Fourth  Coftgressional 
District  of  Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  read 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  I  Mr.  Hoftman  J ,  and  upon  ex- 
amination the  Chair  feels  that  the  words 
"dLsgraceful  abuse  of  personal  power," 
and  also  where  It  is  stated  that  "political 
smear  show"  justify  the  establishment 
of  the  point  made  by  the  gentleman. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
for  1  hour. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  in- 
clude therewith  certain  newspaper  ar- 
ticles and  editorials;  and  in  behalf  of 
my  colleague  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Oak- 
man  I,  I  also  ask  that  same  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Hopfman]  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  permit  me  to  answer  thoee 
charges,  sentence  by  sentence,  para- 
graph by  paragraph. 

The  charge  that  the  appointment  of 
a  subcommittee  to  hold  the  proposed  in- 
vestigation was  "purely  partisan"  Is 
without  foundation  In  fact.  The  In- 
vestigation was  requested  by  another 


Member  of  Congress  whose  veracity  I 
have  no  reason  to  question  and  who 
stated  that  the  complaint  grew  out  of 
charges  made,  not  by  Republicans,  but 
by  Democrats. 

The  charge  that  the  appointment  of 
a  subcommittee  to  hold  the  proposed 
hearings  was  "a  disgraceful  abuse  of 
personal  power"  is  not  true  for  the  rea- 
son that  there  was  no  abuse  of  personal 
power. 

The  falsity  of  the  charge  is  shown 
by  the  fact  that  by  the  rules  and  the 
customs  of  the  House,  the  chairman  of 
a  standing  committee  has  the  authority 
to  appoint  special  subcommittees. 

Rule  3  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  expressly  states  "that 
special  subcommittees  consisting  of  two 
or  more  members — at  least  one  of  whom 
shall  be  a  member  of  the  minority — may 
be  appointed  by  the  chairman."  That 
procedure  was  followed  in  the  instant 
case.  That  practice  was  followed  in  the 
81st  and  82d  Congresses.  Moreover,  it 
has  never  been  the  practice  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
or  the  committee  which  it  succeeded — 
during  the  more  than  17  years  that  I 
have  been  on  that  committee — to  ques- 
tion the  authority  of  the  chairman  to 
determine  the  issues  which  should  be 
investigated  by  a  subcommittee. 

There  is  no  foundation  in  fact  for  the 
charge  that  the  appointment  of  this  sub- 
committee  was   a   part   of   a    political 
smear.    On  the  contrary,  one  purpose 
was    to    learn,    among    other    things, 
whether  the  taxpayers*  dollars  had  been 
and  were  being  spent  by  Federal  em- 
ployees to  further  the  effort  of  the  CIO- 
PAC  to  obtain  control  of  a  political  or- 
ganization. Influence  legislation,  secure 
Federal  jobs  for  its  members  and  favor- 
ites, corrupt  elections,  deny  the  consti- 
tutional rights  of  citizens  who  desired 
to  exercise  freely  their  privilege  to  vote. 
The  further  charge  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  committee  to  make  the  pro- 
posed investigation  was  "a  personal  and 
arbitrary  act"  is  not  factual  for  the  rea- 
sons above  stated— that  it  is  the  prerog- 
ative and  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
chairman  of  that  standing  committee  to 
appoint  special  subcommittees  to  make 
Investigations  which  he  deems  within  the 
power  of  the  conunlttee  and  which  are 
requested  by  individuals  of  good  stand- 
ing backed  by  statements  of  fact.    The 
judgment  of  the  chairman  is.  of  course, 
in  the  first  instance,  subject  to  review  by 
the  committee,  and  the  action  of  the 
committee  is  subject  to  review  by  the 
House  itself. 

In  this  case,  the  chairman  has,  ever 
since  the  1st  day  of  January  1937,  had 
some  personal  knowledge  of  the  unlawful 
violent  acts  of  members  of  the  CIO  and 
of  its  political  activities,  and  of  some  of 
the  activities  of  Communists  who  insti- 
gated such  unlawful  activities. 

Let  it  be  stated  here  and  now,  and 
borne  in  mind  throughout  this  discus- 
sion, that  the  patriotism,  the  loyalty,  the 
integrity  of  the  rank  and  file  of  the  CIO 
membership  of  either  the  international 
or  the  local  organizations  are  not  ques- 
tioned. 

It  is  too  much  to  expect  that  the  left- 
wing  radio  commentators,  columnists, 
editorial  writers  and  news  gatherers  will 
zu>t  deliberately  and  maliciously  ignore 


that  statement.  That  has  been  their 
practice  so  long  that  they  will  continue 
to  cling  to  the  Communist  line.  It  will 
imdoubtedly  continue  to  be  their  practice 
and  all  those  who  cross  their  path  must 
accept  their  abuse  and  vilification. 

But,  first  permit  a  reference  to  the 
authority  of  the  committee  as  gathered 
from  the  House  rules  and  from  legisla- 
tion. 

This  committee  was  first  established  in 
December  of  1927.  Its  duty  was  to  check 
the  expenditures  of  the  taxpayers'  dol- 
lars by  the  executive  departments. 

In  March  of  1928.  it  was  given  au- 
thority to  examine,  among  other  things, 
the  accounts  of  and  the  expenditures  of 
the  taxpayers'  dollar  by,  the  executive 
departments. 

By  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  it 
was  given  the  duty  of  examining  the 
reports  of  the  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States.  And  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  was  re- 
quired to  examine  the  expenditures  of 
the  executive  departments  including  the 
Department  of  Labor. 

The  committee  and  its  subcommittees 
have  authority  to  study  "the  operation 
of  Government  activities  at  all  levels" 
with  a  view  to  determining  its  economy 
and  efficiency.  That  certainly  includes 
the  Labor  Department  and  its  em- 
ployees. 

It  is  strange.  Indeed,  when  employees 
of  the  Labor  Department,  acting  with 
members  of  the  CIO  and  the  PAC  and 
using  the  taxpayers'  dollars,  engage  in 
political  activities  and  use  force  to  gain 
control  of  political  organizations  which 
affect  the  election  of  Congressmen  and 
Senators,  that  the  right  of  a  subcom- 
mittee of  this  committee  is  challenged 
on  jurisdictional  grounds. 

Oh,  I.  as  well  as  many  others,  know 
of  the  political  alliance  t)etween  the  CIO. 
the  PAC  and  certain  so-called  liberals 
in  tmth  major  political  parties,  but  I  do 
not  know  of  any  sound  reason  why  mem- 
bers of  either  major  political  party  should 
join  in  preventing  an  exposure  of  those 
activities  when  they  are  designed  to  af- 
fect Federal  legislation. 

The  Reorganization  Act  itself  confers 
jurisdiction  upon  this  committee  and  its 
subcommittees  to  study  intergovern- 
mental relations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  States  and  municipalities. 
It  has  been  charged  by  reputable  per- 
sons that  State  officials  and  employees 
and  employees  of  a  Federal  executive 
department,  and  representatives  of  the 
CIO  and  PAC  have,  for  several  years, 
been  acting  together  to  secure  appoint- 
ments to  Federal  and  State  offices,  to 
elect  Federal  and  State  officials  who  will 
further  their  activities  to  obtain  control 
of  political  organizations,  favorable  leg- 
islation. 

Just  why  should  this  committee,  or  a 
subcommittee,  be  denied  the  right  to 
hold  hearings,  to  determine  whether  ad- 
ditional legislation  is  advisable? 

It  is  understandable  from  the  press  re- 
lease of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts and  Uie  challenge  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  c(xnmittee  by  a  former  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson],  a  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee, why  they  should  challenge  t^e 
jurisdiction  of  the  committee.    If  it  is 
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permissible,  may  I  suggest  that  they 
feared  the  result  of  any  such  investiga- 
tion? Certainly  when  they  both,  as  they 
do.  vote  for  the  expenditure  of  billions 
of  dollars  for  wasteful  spending  abroad: 
when  they  let  pass,  without  protest,  the 
proposed  expenditure  of  $300,000  to 
build  a  mansion  in  the  city  of  New  York 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States  repre- 
sentative to  the  U.  N..  it  is  not  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  few  hundred  dollars  in 
ibis  investigation  which  they  deplore. 

Is  it  possible  that  they  fear  that  the 
expenditures  of  the  CIO,  of  the  PAC,  In 
behalf  of  the  political  candidates  of  their 
party  might  be  put  upon  the  record?  If 
so,  they  should  rest  in  peace  for  that  was 
not  the  purpose  which  I  had  in  mind. 
The  thought  that  came  to  me  was  that 
an  effort  should  be  made  to  expose  and 
to  prevent  p<litical  activities  of  em- 
ployees of  the  Labor  Department  and  the 
use  of  force  to  elect  Federal  officials — 
further  the  cause  of  candidates  for  the 
Senate  or  House. 

Now,  back  to  the  political  activities  of 
the  CIO  and  of  some  of  the  Communists 
within  its  ranks — and  once  more  kindly 
remember  that  no  charge  of  lack  of  pa- 
triotism, of  integrity,  or  of  any  unworthy 
motive  is  made  against  the  rank  and  file 
of  any  local  of  the  CIO  or  of  the  inter- 
national itself. 

As  long  ago  as  1925,  John  L.  Lewis, 
after  an  investigation — and  see  Senate 
Document  No.  14  of  the  68th  Congress — 
referring  to  the  Communist  Interna- 
tional at  Moscow,  among  other  things, 
said: 

Imported  revolution  is  knocking  at  the 
door  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America 
and  of  the  American  people.  The  seizure  of 
this  union  Is  being  attempted  as  the  first 
step  In  the  realization  of  a  thoroughly  or- 
ganized program  of  the  agencies  and  forces 
behind  the  Communist  International  at  Mos- 
cow for  the  conquest  of  the  American 
Continent. 

The  overthrow  and  destruction  of  this 
Government,  with  the  establishment  of  an 
absolute  and  arbitrary  dictatorship,  and  the 
elimination  of  all  forms  of  popular  voice  In 
governmental  affairs,  Is  being  attempted  on 
a  more  gigantic  scale,  with  more  resolute 
purpxwe.  and  with  more  crafty  design  than 
at  any  time  in  the  history  of  this  Nation. 

The  movement  Is  aimed  not  only  at  the 
labor  unions,  but  at  the  entire  industrial, 
social,  and  political  structure  of  the  country, 
and  with  the  single  aim  of  eventually  estab- 
lishing a  soviet  dictatorship  in  the  United 
States. 

For  good  measure,  and  referring  to 
Powers  Hapgood,  John  Brophy,  and 
Adolph  Oermer,  all  later  active  in  the 
CIO,  Senate  Document  No.  14  described 
the  three  as  fakirs,  repudiated  leaders, 
traitors  to  the  unions,  opportunists,  and 
purveyors  of  every  falsehood,  slander, 
and  deception,  and  then  added  that  the 
group  had  been  "doing  its  dirtiest  to 
capture  the  United  Mine  Workers  and 
to  transform  this  splendid  union  into  a 
Communist  organization."  ITieir  suc- 
cessors in  thought  and  act  have  con- 
tinued to  follow  the  Red  procedure  and 
methods. 

It  is  my  contention  that  today  the 
similar  activities  of  the  Communist  Party 
have  been  carried  on  ever  since  1937  in 
the  State  of  Michigan.  That  today 
ComcQ^Bsts  are  attempting  to  take  over 
by  force  •  major   political   party,   or 


at  least  the  machinery  of  that  party,  so 
that  they  might  elect  to  this  House  and 
to  the  other  body  individuals  who  do 
their  bidding.  Information  is  in  my 
possession  that  employees  of  the  Labor 
Department,  have  used  their  time  work- 
ing, while  being  paid  by  the  Federal 
Government,  to  further  the  activities  of 
the  CIO  and  the  PAC. 

In  June  1937.'  from  the  well  of  this 
House  I  named  some  30  leftwingers  or 


» Powers  Hapgood  was  later  field  repre- 
sentative for  the  CIO. 

•John  Brophy,  then  characterized  as  a  trai- 
tor to  the  unions,  the  purveyor  of  every  false- 
hood, slander,  and  deception.  Is  now  directed 
to  supervise  the  administration  of  the  CIO. 

Adolph  Oermer,  as  stated,  was  roundly  de- 
nounced by  Lewis  in  1930.  For  year.s  he  was 
a  Socialist  agitator.  Today  he  is  an  or- 
ganizer for  the  CIO.  his  work  second  only  to 
that  of  HapgiXKl  and  Brophy. 

Patrick  Toohey.  a  leader  in  the  movement 
which  was  "doing  its  dirtiest  to  capture  the 
United  Mine  Workers  and  to  transform"  it 
"Into  a  Communist  organization,"  and  wlio 
Is  now  in  charge  of  Communist  activity  in 
Philadelphia.  Is  the  man  who  saved  the  clay 
for  the  CIO  In  the  RCA  strike  In  Camden, 
N.  J. 

Sidney  Hlllman.  one  of  the  orlclnal  seven 
who  formed  the  CIO,  president  of  the  Amal- 
gamated Clothing  Workers  of  America^ 
which  made  1936  campaign  contributions  of 
$82,281.89,  principally  to  Labors  Nonpartisan 
League  and  the  American  Labor  Party,  and 
Including  $4,350  to  the  Minnesota  Farmer- 
Labor  Party — Is  one  of  those  who  In  1922 
organized  the  Russian-American  Industrial 
Corp.  to  raise  a  million  dollars  among  the 
workers  of  America  to  bring  about  the  "re- 
habilitation of  Russia."  He  was  active  on 
the  rWW  defense  committee  and  an  honorary 
president  of  the  Ultra  Red  National  Religion 
and  Labor  Foundation. 

David  Dubinsky,  president  of  the  Interna- 
tional Ladies'  Garment  Workers  Union — 
which  made  campaign  contributions  in  1936 
of  $61,385.85  to  the  American  Labor  Party, 
Labor's  Nonpwirtlsan  League,  and  the  Minne- 
sota Farmer-Labor  Party — was  the  man  who 
undertook  to  raise  $100,000  from  the  Ameri- 
can radical  unionists  for  the  support  of  the 
Communist  "red"  front  In  Spain. 

Clinton  S.  Golden  was  for  several  years 
business  manager  and  field  director  of 
Brookwood  Labor  College  at  Katonah.  N.  Y., 
a  school  for  labor  students,  prospective  or- 
ganizers, and  strike  leaders.  He  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board  of  counselors  of  Common- 
wealth College  at  Mena,  Ark.,  where,  accord- 
ing to  a  legislative  Inquiry  in  1935,  free  lote 
practices  prevailed  and  communism  and 
atheism  were  taught. 

While  Golden  and  Hlllman  were  directors 
of  the  Garland  fund,  money  was  allocated 
from  that  fund  to  the  Ferrier  group,  whose 
publication  then  stated: 

"We  are  anarchists  because  we  see  In  the 
state  an  enemy  of  liberty  and  human 
progress;  and  we  are  Communists  because  we 
conceive  communism  as  the  most  rational 
and  Just  economic  theory  yet  proposed.  •  •  • 
As  anarchists,  we  seek  the  abolition  of  the 
state." 

This  group  then  said: 

"The  all-important  thing  is  that  Industry 
be  controlled  at  the  point  of  production." 

Which  Is  what  the  CIO  accomplished  at 
Flint,  Detroit,  .ind  other  places. 

Other  CIO  organizers,  and  ardent  sup- 
porters who  have  been  listed  as  Communists, 
can  be  named.     Among  them  are: 

Alfredo  Ablllo,  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  at  South  Chicago  and  a  paid  Steel 
Workers'  Organizing  Committee  organized 
among  Mexicans  in  that  section. 

John  W.  Anderson,  a  CIO  organizer,  who 
was  the  Communist  candidate  for  GoTernor 
of  Michigan  In  1934. 


Communists  who  dominated  the  CIO. 
Some  of  you  will  recall  that  over  that 
period  we  were  criticized,  some  of  us  by 
the  leftwing  columnists  and  those  who 
spoke  for  the  Communists,  and  that  we 
had  to  endure  the  heckling  of  one  Lee 
Pressman,  who  was  general  counsel  for 
the  CIO,  and  of  Nathan  Witt,  who  was 
counsel  for  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board;   Witt  appearing  for  the  Board, 


Merlin  D  Bishop,  graduate  and  former 
member  of  the  staff  of  the  Brookwood  Labor 
College,  and  who  Is  on  the  payroll  as  educa- 
tional director  for  the  CIO. 

Peter  Chapa.  who  for  years  was  a  Com- 
munist orRanizer.  Is  now  a  full-time  organ- 
izer for  the  Steel  Workers"  Organizing  Com- 
mittee at  Gary. 

Ruth  Chapa.  wife  of  Peter  Chapa,  who  U 
paid  by  the  Steel  Workers'  Organizing  Com- 
mittee, the  SWOC.  to  do  missionary  work  In 
the  homes  of  Spanish  steel  workers. 

Jje  Cook,  a  member  of  the  Cjmmunlst 
Party,  and  who  is  part-time  organizer  for 
the  SWOC  m  South  Chicago. 

Margaret  Cowl.  Communist  writer  and 
agitator,  who  Is  on  the  CIO  payroll  and  was 
active  In  promoting  the  women's  actlvltlea 
In  the  strike  at  Flint,  Mich. 

D.ive  Djran.  Pittsburgh  district  organizer 
for  the  Ynung  Communist  League,  who  la 
on  the  SWOC  payroll  and  who  is  a  close 
associate  of  William  Z.  Foster,  and  confers 
frequently  with  Philip  Murray,  director  of 
CIO's  steel   organization   drive. 

James  W  Ford,  colored.  Communist  can- 
didate lor  Vice  President  In  1936.  He  at- 
tended a  conference  of  Negro  leaders,  called 
by  Philip  Murray  at  Pittsburgh  on  Febru- 
ary 6. 

William  K.  Gebert,  a.ssoclate  of  William  Z. 
Foster  and  member  of  the  central  commit- 
tee of  the  Communist  Party,  is  now  a  CIO 
organizer,  and  confers  frequently  with  Philip 
Murray. 

Paul  Glaser.  attorney  for  the  section  com* 
mlltee  of  the  Communist  Party,  is  a  fuU- 
salaried    member    of    the    SWOC    staff. 

D'jyle  Glormer.  reporter  for  the  Commu- 
nist People's  Press,  Is  on  the  payroll  of  the 
SWOC. 

Jess  Gorzales,  -Mexican,  member  of  the 
Communist  P.triy  and  a  full-time  salaried 
man  on  the  SWOC  in  PiiUburgh. 

Francis  J  Gorman,  president  of  the  United 
Textile  Workers.  Just  recently  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  advisory  board  of  communistic 
Commonwealth   College    at   Mena.    Ark. 

Hansen,  first  name  unknown,  member  of 
the  Communist  Party  at  Chicago  Heights  and 
a  full-time  organizer  for  the  SWOC. 

Charles  Henry,  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  and  part-time  organizer  for  the  SWOC 
in   South  Chicago. 

Mary  Hillyer,  leader  In  the  leftwing 
League  for  Industrial  Democracy,  who  has 
been  assisting  Comrade  Margaret  Cowl,  who 
was  active  in  promoting  women's  activities 
in  the  Flint.  Mich.,  strike. 

Clarence  Irwin,  district  organizer  for  the 
Communist  Party  and  on  the  SWOC  payroll 
in  Pittsburgh. 

Genora  Johnson.  memt)er  of  the  Socialist 
Party  and  leader  of  the  women's  brigade  at 
Flint. 

Leo  Krzyckl.  vice  president  of  the  Amalga- 
mated Clothing  Workers,  a  member  of  the 
national  executive  committee  of  the  Social- 
ist Party,  and  a  member  of  the  advisory  board 
of  the  CIO. 

Louis  Majors,  member  of  the  Communist 
Party,  and  on  the  payroll  of  the  SWOC  In 
Pittsburgh. 

Homer  S  Martin,  former  Baptist  minister, 
who  has  been  a  leftwing  orator  for  years.  Is 
president  of  the  United  Automobile  Work- 
ers and  Lewis'  right-hand  man  in  Michigan. 

Leonldes  McDonald.  Negro.  Communist 
leader,  on  the  payroll  of  the  SWOC  at  Indi- 
ana Harbor. 
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Pressman  for  the  CIO,  when  an  employer 
was  charged  before  the  Board  with  an 
unfair  labor  practice.  Could  anything 
be  more  vicious  than  that  conniving  of 
two  Reds  to  deprive  employers  of  equal 
ju.^lice  under  law?  Could  anything  be 
more  destrucU);e  of  civil  rights,  of  jus- 

Mikc  Ostroskl.  member  of  the  CommunUt 
Party,  aiid  on  the  payroll  of   Uie  SWOC  In 

Carv. 

B:aln  Owen,  alias  Borts  Israel,  and  whose 
real  name  is  Isreal  Bresteln,  and  who  for- 
merly represented  Amtorg,  the  Soviet  trad- 
ing agency  on  the  Pacific,  at  present  U  work- 
ing with  William  K.  Gebert  In  the  Pittsburch 
district. 

George  A  Patterson,  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  and  on  the  payroll  of  the 
SWOC  In  South  Chicago. 

Rose  Pesotta.  veteran  anarchist  leader. 
irho  was  an  Intimate  of  Emma  Goldman,  la 
an  active  CIO  organizer  In  the  rubber  and 
automobile  industries. 

George  Powers,  alias  Morris  Powers,  for- 
mer district  organizer  of  the  Commtmlst 
Party  in  South  Carolina.  Is  now  a  district 
director  of  the  SWOC  of  the  CIO  In  PltU- 
burgh,  at  a  large  salary. 

Lee  Pressman,  radical  lawyer.  CIO's  gen- 
eral counsel. 

Walter  Reuther.  Victor  Reuther.  Roy  Reu- 
ther.  long-time  agitators  for  left-wing  causes 
and  now  CIO  organizers.  Victor  and  Walter 
are  graduates  of  the  Communist  Brookwood 
Labor  College  at  Katonah,  N.  Y.,  a  training 
school  for  black  and  white  aglUtors. 

Eleanor  Rye,  colored,  an  organiser  for  the 
National  Negro  Congress,  a  Communist  or- 
ganization, and  on  the  private  payroll  of 
Van  A.  Bitiner,  Chicago  regional  director  of 
the  CIO. 

John  Schmles.  former  assistant  to  Wil- 
liam Z.  Poster  and  one  time  organizer  of 
the  Auto  Workers'  Union,  a  CommunUt  or- 
ganization, which  was  active  untU  a  few 
years  ago.  He  is  the  Detroit  represenUtlve 
of  the  fraternal-orders  committee,  organ- 
ized by  the  CIO  to  line  up  fraternal  organ- 
izations 

Tom  Shane,  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  and  a  full  time  CIO  organizer  on  the 
steel  workers'  payroll  In  Pittsburgh. 

Tucker  P.  Smith,  president-director  of 
Brookwood  College,  who  writes  for  the  auto 
workers"  CIO  organ  and  who  assisted  the 
CIO  In  founding  a  training  school  at  Sauga- 
tuck.  Mich.,  last  summer,  for  the  training 
of   agitators   for   the  sit-down   strikes. 

Jack  Stachel,  member  of  the  central  com- 
mittee of  the  Commtmlst  Party,  who  Is  a 
director  of  CIO  payroll  organizers  In  Penn- 
sylvania and  who  wrote  the  foreword  to  one 
of  Foster's  propaganda  pamphlets  distrib- 
uted by  CIO  organizers. 

Maurice  Sugar,  radical  lawyer,  who  was 
the  Communist  candidate  for  the  office  of 
recorder's  Judge  In  the  city  of  Detroit  In 
1936.  and  who  U  on  the  payroll  of  the  CIO. 
(Twice  convicted  In  Federal  Court  and  once 
sentenced    to   a   Federal   prison.) 

Mary  Heaton  Vorse,  well-known  Commu- 
nist author,  who  has  been  directing  the 
organization  of  CIO  women's  auxiliaries. 

William  Welnstone.  secretary  of  the  Mich- 
igan district  of  the  CommunUt  Party,  who 
has  been  directing  CommunUt  activities  in 
the  Flint  and  Detroit  strikes,  and  who  U  the 
author  of  the  pamphlet,  The  Great  Sit-Down 
Strike. 

In  addition  to  the  long  lUt  of  Commu- 
nists and  supporters,  whose  names  I  have 
recited  as  being  moving  spirits  In  the  Com- 
mittee for  Industrial  Organization,  we  have 
numbered,  among  those  giving  It  active  or 
tacit  aid.  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board:  the  Secretary  of  Labor.  Madam  Per- 
kins; the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
Frank  Murphy:  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

William  Z.  Foster,  America's  Communist 
No.  1,  national  chairman  oX  the  CommunUt 


tice,  than  to  have  the  attorney  for  one 
of  the  litigants  appear  before  a  body 
where  the  counsel  for  that  body.  Nathan 
Witt,  was  his  buddy,  and  admittedly  by 
the  sworn  testimony  of  Pressman  they 
both  belonged  to  the  same  Communist 
cell  here  in  Washington? 


My  charge  is.  and  the  information 
which  I  have  is  to  the  effect,  that  some 
of  ^hose  Communists  had  control  of  sev- 
eral local  CIO  unions  in  the  State  of 
Michigan.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  one  of 
our  colleagues  who  moved  over  to  the 
other  body  exposed  in  hearings  held  in 


Party  in  America,  outlined  the  plan  and 
prescribed  the  methods  of  procedure  for 
unionizing  steel,  the  methods  which  have 
been  followed  In  the  CIO  drive  and  strikes. 
First.  Foster  recommended  that  support- 
ing committees  be  formed  among  fraternal 
organizations.  Within  a  month  Philip  Mur- 
ray and  three  full-fledged  CommunUts  spoke 
at  a  fraternal  orders'  conference  In  Pitts- 
burgh. LewU  sent  hU  blessings,  and  a  fra- 
ternal orders'  committee  was  formed,  with 
BlU  K.  Gebert.  recently  dUtrlct  organizer 
for  the  CommunUt  Party  In  Chicago,  as  Its 
national  chairman.  ThU  organization  took 
an   active  part  In  the  Detroit  strike. 

Second.  Foster  suggested  that  support 
ahould  t>e  extended  to  the  building  up  at 
the  Workers'  Alliance.  As  everyone  knows, 
the  Workers'  Alliance,  as  now  constituted, 
U  a  combination  of  three  Red  organiza- 
tions, and  not  long  ago.  when  a  statewide 
meeting  of  that  organization  was  held  at 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  Clinton  Golden,  the  CIO  re- 
gional director,  thanked  the  AllUnce  for  the 
support  It  had  given  and  pledged  the  sup- 
port of  the  CIO  to  the  Alliance. 

Third.  Poster  suggested  that  -prominent 
speakers  of  the  National  Negro  Congress,  or- 
ganized by  Communists,  should  be  brought 
into  the  steel  dUtricts.  In  February  Philip 
Murray  met  in  conference  with  James  W. 
Ford,  ranking  Negro  Communist,  candidate 
for  Vice  President  on  that  ticket;  John  P. 
DavU.  of  the  National  Negro  Congress;  and 
Thyra  Edwards,  not  long  returned  from  So- 
viet Russia. 

Fourth.  "The  women  relatives  of  the  steel- 
workers  are  a  vital  factor  In  the  steel  Indus- 
try," said  Foster,  and  directed  that  they 
"t)e  organized  Into  ladles'  auxiliaries."  The 
CIO  immediately  adopted  the  Idea. 

On  the  payroll  of  the  CIO,  Into  Flint  went 
Margaret  Cowl,  leading  CommunUt  organizer 
and  writer.  There  the  women's  auxiliaries, 
with  their  red  armbands  and  red  bsrets. 
under  Mary  Hillyer.  leader  In  the  League 
for  Industrial  Democracy,  and  Mary  Heaton 
Vorse,  CommunUt  author,  marched  in  the 
streets  assUtlng  the  pickets  and  the  slt- 
downers  In  the  factories. 

May  26.  at  Detroit,  these  women's  auxili- 
aries marched  on  the  Ford  plants  In  Dear- 
born. 

Fifth.  The  sitdown  strikes  no  more  than 
began  when  Foster  Issued  further  recom- 
mendations dealing  with  anticipated  strike 
problems.  These  were  dUtrlbuted  through 
CommunUt  and  CIO  channels.  One  of  these 
recommendations  was  this: 

"Prominent  UberaU  and  others  should  be 
brought  Into  the  strike  areas.  A  national 
citizens'  committee.  comprUlng  such  liberal 
strike  sympathizers,  Including  educators, 
writers.  artUts,  etc..  should  be  set  up." 

Within  a  few  days  from  New  York  Into 
Flint  and  Detroit  went  the  American  Civil 
Liberties  Union,  and  a  national  citizens' 
committee  to  support  the  strikers  was 
formed. 
Sixth.  Poster  advUed: 
"Not  only  should  all  the  strikers  be  mo- 
bilized for  picketing,  but  their  women  and 
children  as  well." 

We  have  been  acciutomed  to  picketing  by 
women,  but  in  Flint  children  were  bedecked 
with  the  signs  and  slogans  so  characterUtlc 
of  Red  meetings- 
Seventh.  Foster  recommended  a  legal  de- 
partment and  said: 

"Here  the  International  Ijabor  Defense  can 
also  play  an  important  part." 

Onto    the    stage    and    representing    the 
strikers  came  Matu'ice  Sugar.  Detroit  repre- 


sentative of   the  CommunUt   International 
Ldibor  Defense. 

"aliens    UNLAWTFUIXT    IN    THIS    COUHT«T    LSS* 

A  smowN  sraiKx" 

Eighth.  Foster  stated: 

"Especially  vigorous  campaigns  must  b* 
made  against  all  attempts  at  deportation 
of  foreign-born  workers.  ThU  emphasizes 
the  need  to  build  up  the  ILD  In  the  strike 
centers." 

Three  of  the  CIO  organizers  who  assisted 
In  taking  possession  of  the  Parke-DavU  plant 
at  Detroit — John  Dolphin.  Solomon  Fine, 
and  Anthony  Probe — are  aliens  who  are  Il- 
legally In  the  United  States.  Anthony  Probe 
U  a  candidate  for  vice  president  oX  the 
UAWA. 

"cio  Dzrirs  couar" 

Ninth.  Foster,  the  Red  leader,  advised: 
"When  Injunctions  are  Issued  the  strikers 
should  follow  the  •   •   •  policy  of  Ignoring 
such  court  orders." 

When  Judge  Gadola.  at  Flint,  issued  In- 
junctions against  the  coi^tlnued  possession 
of  General  Motors  plants  by  the  CIO  strikers, 
those  Injunctions  were  Ignored,  and  Gov. 
Frank  Murphy,  executive  officer  of  the  State 
of  Michigan,  called  In  the  National  Guard 
and  prevented  the  enforcement  of  those 
orders. 

THZ    ATTrrUDE   Or   THZ   OOVZKNICEKT 

Of  late  CIO  has  b?en  proceeding  under 
the  Wagner  Act,  asking  for  electloru  in 
those  plants  where  It  was  sure  It  had  a  ma- 
jority of  the  workers.  Where  It  did  not  have 
a  majority  it  refused  to  ask  for  an  election, 
as.  for  example,  at  Flint,  where  Its  mem- 
bership was  but  a  fraction  of  the  total  num- 
ber of  workers. 

The  hUtory  of  the  Flint  strike  U  well  told 
In  a  pamphlet  by  William  Welnstone,  secre- 
tary of  the  Michigan  dUtrlct  of  the  Com- 
munUt Party.  He  lists  the  causes  of  the 
victory.     Reference   U  made   to  but  a  few. 

He  gives  first  place  to  the  sitdown  tactics. 

Second,  he  gives  credit  to  workers  In  De- 
troit, Cleveland.  Toledo.  Norwood,  and  Flint, 
who  "operated  as  a  single  unit,  as  an  army 
which  responded  to  every  critical  situation 
and  to  every  danger.  Toledo  and  Norwood 
workers  came  to  Flint  In  the  first  days  of  the 
strike  and  greatly  strengthened  the  fighting 
lines." 

COMMtTNIST  ACnVi:  IN  CIO  BOASTS  0» 
GOVERNMENT    ASSISTANCE 

He  further  says:  "Of  first-rate  Importance 
among  the  reasons  for  the  victory  must  be 
considered  the  attitude  of  the  Government. 
By  the  Government  I  mean  In  thU  case  the 
attitude  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Michigan  and  of  President  Roosevelt." 

He  states  that  the  CIO  "called  upon  and 
secured  the  aid  of  the  La  Follette  Committee 
on  ClvU  Rights." 

Let  us  glance  for  a  moment  at  the  "atti- 
tude of  the  Government,"  to  which  Weln- 
stone referred. 

There  has  been  a  long -continued  and 
thorough  Investigation  of  the  activities  of 
the  mine  operators  in  what  U  termed  "bloody 
Harlan  County."  If  but  a  fraction  of  the 
testimony  taken  in  that  Investigation  be 
true,  the  guilty  should  be  brought  to  Jus- 
tice and  measures  adopted  to  prevent  a  re- 
currence of  any  such  happenings.  If  there 
be  truth  In  the  testimony  brought  out  by  the 
Civil  Liberties  Committee,  a  reign  of  terror 
has  exUted  for  many  years  In  Harlan  County. 
Under  the  Federal  ConsUtuUon  and  a  Fed- 
eral statute.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  National 
Government  to  protect  the  citizen.    For  moc« 
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Detroit  the  Communist  infiltration  into 
those  unions — and  some  six  of  them  were 
expelled  by  the  unions  themselves  be- 
cause it  was  publicly  shown  that  they 
were  Communists  and  adhered  to  the 
Communist  Party  line. 

Yet.  when  I  appoint  a  special  subcom- 
mittee to  look  into  the  use  of  force,  the 
use  of  baseball  bats  to  throw  the  elected 
members  of  a  political  party  out  of  the 
convention,  a  convention  which  elected 
delegates  to  the  State  convention,  which 
went  on  into  the  election  of  Congressmen 
and  Senators,  and  to  disclose  the  activi- 
ties of  Federal  employees  who  had  re- 
peatedly assisted  the  CIO.  when  I  pro- 
posed to  attempt  that,  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  committee  is  challenged  and.  sad  to 
relate,  certain  Republican  Members 
seemed  to  agree. 

So.  what  did  I  do?  I  said,  all  right;  I 
was  not  going  to  wait  to  be  censured  by 
my  Republican  colleagues.  I  said.  "All 
right,  if  any  appreciable  number  of  Re- 
publicans or  of  the  committee  do  not 
want  an  investigation  or  will  not  coun- 
tenance an  investigation — I  had  been 
told  by  a  Member  of  this  House  high  in 
authority  in  the  ranks  of  the  party  that 
any  vouchers  wljich  I  might  issue  would 
not  be  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Administration  Committee,  but 
who.  I  am  advised,  never  made  such  a 
statement;  there  was  nothing  for  me  to 
do  but  say,  "All  right,  we  will  let  it  ride."' 
That  I  did  with  the  statement  that  ap- 


than  4  years  this  administration  has  had  full 
power  to  remedy  this  condition,  to  prevent 
this  Injustice.  Yet  little  was  done  until  as- 
sistance to  CIO's  organizing  efforts  was 
needed. 

Unfortunately  no  Investigation  of  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  CIO  in  that  county  has  been 
undertaken.  No  investigation  of  the  intimi- 
dation, of  the  brutality  exercised  by  the  or- 
ganizers of  the  CIO  has  been  made. 

It  is  undisputed  that  in  Flint  the  civil 
liberties  of  the  citizens  of  that  city  were 
taken  from  them,  but  no  committee  at- 
tempted to  learn  who  was  responsible. 

ARMED  INVASION  OF  STATK 

Tt  Is  undisputed  that  hundreds  of  armed 
men  Invaded  the  State  of  Michigan  and  the 
cities  of  that  State  during  the  Flint  and  the 
Detroit  strikes  and.  by  show  of  force.  Intimi- 
dated and  terrorized  peaceful  citizens  seek- 
ing work.  No  Investigation  has  been  made; 
no  steps  have  been  taken  to  punish  those 
guilty  or  to  prevent  a  recurrence. 

On  the  contrary,  the  Governor  of  the  State 
of  Michigan,  who  was  in  communication  and 
talked  with  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  with 
the  President,  actively  prevented  protection 
being  given  to  either  property  or  person.  No 
Communist,  no  Anarchist,  no  ultra  Red  could 
desire  more  effective  cooperation. 

In  the  motor  Industry  Ford  alone  has  re- 
fused to  yield  to  the  demands  of  the  CIO. 
On  the  2fith  of  May  organizers  Invaded  his 
plant  and  were  thrown  out  and  beaten  by 
workers. 

Immediately  a  hue  and  cry  went  up  to  the 
National  Lat)or  Relations  Board,  to  the  Civil 
Liberties  Committee,  to  the  Governor  of 
Michigan,  and  to  the  President  for  protec- 
tion. 

Protection  from  what?  To  protect  these 
organizers  in  their  Invasion  of  private  rights; 
to  protect  these  organizers  in  their  efforts 
to  throw  men  out  of  their  Jobs,  to  force  them 
to  Join  the  CIO,  to  force  them  to  pay  dues, 
to  place  the  CIO  in  a  position  where  If  a  man 
desires  to  work  he  must  first  sign  on  the 
clotted  line  and  then  nay  such  assessments 
»s  the  officers  of  that  organization  might 
demand? 

t' 


parently  the  issue  and  what  might  grow 
out  of  an  investigation  was  too  hot  polit- 
ically for  either  party  to  permit  the  in- 
vestigation to  continue. 

That  is  the  situation,  and  that  is  why 
I  am  here  now.  It  makes  no  difference  to 
me  where  the  thread  of  conniption  runs. 
I  am  ready  to  clean  up  the  mess  now,  or 
later,  whenever  I  am  permitted. 

One  thing  is  sure:  Constitutional  gov- 
ernment, a  free  government  of  the  peo- 
ple, can  never  exist  if  this  body  is  to  close 
its  eyes  to  the  use  of  force  to  take  over 
political  conventions  and  political  party 
machinery.  Force  is  nothing  new  in  the 
CIO  organization;  it  is  nothing  new  to 
Communists. 

When  a  few  days  ago,  acting  as  chair- 
man of  the  House  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  I  appointed  a  sub- 
committee to  inquire  into  certain  activi- 
ties of  the  CIO  and  the  PAC,  did  I  know 
what  I  was  doing?  Did  I  know  as  much 
as  the  members  of  the  committee,  includ- 
ing the  Republican  members,  of  the  rec- 
ord of  the  CIO  and  of  the  Communists 
who  were  associated  with  it.  and — let  me 
emphasize  this — of  the  activities  of  Fed- 
eral employees — individuals  paid  with 
the  taxpayers'  dollars  while  they  were 
sp>ending  their  time  and  their  efforts  in 
the  furtherance  of  the  CIO  to  obtain 
control  of  the  State  government  in  Mich- 
igan— did  I? 

I,  personally,  saw  something  of  the  .sit- 
down  strikes  in  Michigan.  Those  strikes 
began  on  the  last  day  of  December  1936. 
They  continued  to  June  11,  1937.  Many 
an  individual  afterward  disclosed  as  a 
Communist  not  only  participated  in.  but 
directed,  those  strikes.  The  CIO.  with 
the  assistance  of  the  Governor  of  the 
State,  took  possession  of  more  than  one 
Michigan  city. 

They  defied  the  law-enforcing  officers; 
they  disregarded  court  orders;  they  de- 
stroyed property;  they  beat  and  misused 
women  and  men  who  sought  only  to  go 
peacefully  to  their  jobs.  Were  they  at 
that  time,  or  later,  assisted  by  the  State 
and  Federal  Governments? 

They  certainly  were.  Has  that  effort 
ceased?  When  we  learn  that  by  force 
and  violence  they  take  over  political 
parties,  shall  we  assume  Congress  is  pow- 
erless to  learn  the  truth? 

The  Governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan 
called  out  some  3.600  State  troopers. 
Was  it  in  an  effort  to  preseive  law  and 
order?  Oh.  no.  It  was  to  prevent  the 
local  law-enforcing  officers  mainlainin- 
order,  prevent  the  men  and  women  who 
wanted  to  go  to  work,  to  reach  their 
places  of  employment.  The  Governor  of 
the  State,  was  at  that  time,  almost  in 
daily  communication  with  the  then 
President  of  the  United  States  as  is 
shown  by  the  record  of  the  telephone 
calls. 

The  CIO,  in  its  drive  for  members,  did 
not  hesitate  to  use  the  name  of  the  then 
administration,  a  committee  of  the  Con- 
gress. Its  organizers  were,  on  occasion 
accompanied  by  special  Federal  investi- 
gators from  Washington  and  on  the  hood 
of  an  automobile  was  carried  the  state- 
ment "United  States  Senate  Car— Civil 
Liberties  Committee  Invesigators." 

But  today  when  the  CIO,  the  PAC,  and 
Communists  within  their  ranks  are  con- 
tinuing their  efforts  to  take  over  the 
Government  in  Michigan,  determine  who 


shall  and  who  shall  not  be  elected,  I  am 
told  that  the  committee  lacks  jurisdic- 
tion. It  might  be  helpful  to  some  Mem- 
bers of  Congress,  who  have,  so  far,  been 
unable  to  see  that  Communists  within 
the  CIO  were,  as  early  as  1937,  using  that 
organization  to  destroy  ^vil  liberties,  to 
take  a  glance  at  the  Concressionai. 
Record  of  June  1,  1937. 

But,  do  I  hear  you  ask :  What  has  what 
happened  in  1937  to  do  with  the  proposed 
invesigation?    Just  this. 

Never,  from  1937  on  down  to  the  pres- 
ent moment,  has  the  CIO  lessened  its 
drive  to  obtain  political  control  of  Michi- 
gan or  enlarge  its  influence  in  Federal 
Government. 

And,  never  from  that  day  to  this,  have 
some  Federal  employees  ceased  their 
efforts  to  increase  the  power  and  the  in- 
fluence of  the  CIO  and.  in  more  recent 
years,  the  PAC,  the  creature  of  the  CIO. 
And  always — a  power  in  some  CIO  unions 
has  worked  with  the  Communists. 

Time  and  again,  as  is  shown  by  the 
records  of  the  Clerk  of  this  House,  has 
the  CIO  made  contributions  of  money  to 
aid  in  the  election  of  Members  of  Con- 
gress. And,  in  at  least  one  instance,  the 
Congressman  forgot,  even  though  the 
CIO  did  not.  to  leport  the  contribution 
and  its  amount  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

Nor  does  Lhe  CIO  always  at  the  time 
acknowledge  its  political  obligation  to 
the  recipient  of  its  benefits.  Just  a  few 
daj's  ago.  we  noted  that  from  money  col- 
lected from  the  rank-and-file  workers,  it 
contributed  a  hundred  thousand  dollars 
toward  the  Truman  memorial  while  the 
steel  workeis  kicked  in  $150000.  A  be- 
lated acknowledgment  of  favors  shown 
by  Mr.  Ti-uman. 

It  was  my  thought,  in  appointing  this 
committee  and  contemplating  the  pro- 
posed hearings,  that  the  Congress  might 
learn  whether  the  Communists  who,  for 
so  long,  have  worked  so  successfully  to 
promote  the  CIO.  bring  about  strikes  and 
violence,  were  now  back  of  the  CIO 
.strikes  in  plants  which  are  idle  but  which 
should  be  busy  producing  munitions  of 
war  for  the  men  in  Korea;  whether  they 
were  encouraged  in  these  strikes  by  Fed- 
eral mediators,  employees  of  the  Wage 
and  Hour  Division,  of  the  Conciliation 
Service  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Previous  hearings  had  shown  State  and 
Federal  mediatois  and  conciliators  work- 
ing wit:,  the  CIO  in  labor  disputes. 

It  was  also  my  thou^,ht  that  we  might 
learn  whether  charges  made  by  appar- 
ently re.^ponsible  individuals  that  some 
of  tho.se  who.  by  force,  took  over  conven- 
tions, which  had  an  influence  upon  the 
elections  of  candidates  for  Federal 
offices,  may  have  been  rewarded  by.  for 
example,  an  appointment  to  a  post- 
mastership  in  Michigan  and  by  appoint- 
ment to  the  office  of  United  States  Dis- 
trict Attorney. 

Perhaps  had  hearings  been  held,  we 
might  have  learned  whether  that  charge 
was  true  or  false,  and  whether,  if  true, 
those  who  u.sed  violence  to  take  over 
political  conventions  and  the  manage- 
ment of  political  parties  were  to  be  re- 
warded with  Federal  jobs. 

Something  has  been  said  of  the 
violence,  the  lawlessness,  the  defiance 
of  Goveinment  which  Communist  agi- 
tators in  the  CIO  have  employed  to  domi- 
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nate  Industry  In  Michigan  from  1937  on 
down  through  the  years. 

Lest  my  words  be  not  understood,  per- 
mit me  to  show  you  copies  of  photo- 
graphs from  the  court  records  in  the 
eastern  district  of  Michigan,  sent  me 
by  United  States  District  Judge  Tuttle 
of  that  court,  which  were  Introduced  In 
evidence  in  litigation,  and  which  show 
the  way  in  which  Communists  domi- 
nated the  CIO.  cowardly  beat  defense- 
less citizens.  The  six  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand  are  but  a  part  of  the  exhibit. 
Let  me  describe  just  one. 

I  quote: 

StrntKE  Gang  CLtTBS  WomKXE 

On  April  3.  1941.  at  the  Ford  River  Rouge 
plant  In  Dearborn,  Wayne  County.  Mich.,  as 
he  attempted  to  enter  gate  4  on  Miller  Road, 
to  aid  in  making  out  the  payroll  for  strikers. 
Melvin  BartUng.  timekeeper,  was  beaten  un- 
til he  was  unconscious  by  four  men  shown  In 
the  picture.  About  15  members  of  the 
Michigan  State  Police,  who  are  not  shown 
In  the  picture,  stood  within  50  feet  of  him, 
but  gave  no  assistance — this  despite  the  fact 
that  section  17  of  Act  176  of  the  Public  Acts 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  for  the  year  1939 
makes  it  a  criminal  offense  for  anyone  to 
interfere  with  any  employee  on  his  way  to 
work. 

The  men  who  are  shown  beating  BartUng 
are  No.  1.  the  man  with  the  club.  Roy  Snow- 
den;  No.  2.  the  man  to  the  left  of  BartUng 
Is  Eugene  Torrence;  the  man  to  the  right 
rear,  swinging  his  right  and  the  man  In 
front,  are  the  Ferraza  brothers,  Nos.  3  and  4. 
None  of  these  men  was  an  employee  of  the 
Ford  Motor  Co.  All  were  members  of  Briggs 
lx>cal  No.  212,  UAW-CIO.  Snowden  and 
Torrence  are  members  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

The  same  methods  of  violence,  the 
beatings  which  the  Communists  in  the 
CIO  used  on  many  occasions  in  years 
gone  by,  we  were  reliably  informed,  were 
used  to  take  over  political  conventions 
in  that  same  general  area  and  to. 
through  the  use  of  violence  and  the  sei- 
zuie  of  those  pohtical  conventions, 
obtain  political  power,  prestige.  Federal 
jobs,  and  exert  influence  in  the  writing 
of  Federal  legislation. 

Did  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  who  frowned 
upon  the  appointment  of  a  special  sub- 
commit^e  realize  that  the  force,  the  vio- 
lence, the  defiance  of  the  law  which 
existed  in  years  gone  by.  was  being  used 
to  obtain  control  of  the  party  machinery 
of  the  Democratic  Party  in  Michigan  and 
through  it,  influence  not  only  the  writ- 
ing, interpretation,  and  the  administra- 
tion of  SUte  law  as  it  related  to  Federal 
legislation,  but  to  influence  the  writing 
of  Federal  legislation?  Is  violence  in 
connection  with  labor  disputes  to  be 
subject  to  investigation  by  congressional 
committees  but  approved,  or  at  least 
ignored  in  political  activities  which  af- 
fect Federal  legisla'-ion? 

And  do  not  forget  that,  over  the  years. 
Federal  employees  liave  been  following 
a  course  of  action  which  encouraged  and 
gave  strength  to  the  CIO  and  the  PAC. 

Are  we,  in  Congress,  to  sit  idly  by  as 
we  did  when  previous  administrations 
built  up  the  strength  of  Red  Russia 
which  is  now  being  used  against  us  and. 
by  our  silence,  condone  the  activities  of 
Communists  and  oUiers  who  seek  to  take 
over  and  dominate  the  activities  of  % 
political  party's  organization? 


Do  I  hear  someone  ask  why  all  these 
facts  were  not  laid  before  the  commit- 
tee when  my  judgment  was  challenged? 
In  return,  I  ask,  is  the  judgment  of  a 
chairman  of  a  committee  to  be  ques- 
tioned and  set  aside  unless  he  details  the 
evidence  which  it  is  expected  will  be 
produced  at  a  hearing?  That  has  never 
been  the  custom. 

Moreover,  the  committee  has  a  rule, 
though  already  it  is  questionable  wheth- 
er its  spirit,  if  not  its  letter,  has  been 
violated.  That  rule  is  to  the  effect  that 
statements  of  proposed  activities  shall 
not  be  given  out  either  by  staff  members 
or  members  of  the  committee  until  re- 
ports have  been  approved. 

If  that  rule  continues  to  be  ignored  or 
sidestepped  by  subcommittees,  or  mem- 
bers of  subcommittees,  then  it  will  not 
hereafter  be  observed  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee. 

Perhaps  I  was  mistaken  and  the  Con- 
gress and  the  people  have  no  interest. 
no  right  to  be  interested,  in  whether 
those  who  violate  State  laws,  who  use 
force  to  obtain  pohtical  control,  are  re- 
warded by  appointment  to  Federal  office. 
The  appointment  of  this  special  sub- 
committee and  the  holding  of  the  pro- 
posed hearings  were  challenged  on  the 
ground  that  such  action  would  invade 
the  jurisdiction  of  other  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  House.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion whatever  that  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  overlaps  the  jurisdiction  and 
is  coincident  with  the  jurisdiction  of 
every  standing  committee  of  the  House. 
Not  a  single  standing  committee  of 
the  House,  charged  with  legislation,  but 
has  an  interest  in.  has  a  right  to  inquire 
into  and  should  be  concerned  with,  not 
only  the  necessity  for  legislation,  but 
the  effectiveness  of  the  legislation  which 
it  sponsors. 

Nevertheless,  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  from  the  date  of 
its  creation  right  down  to  the  present 
moment,  has,  by  the  rules  of  the  House 
and  the  statutes,  been  given  the  right 
to  inquire  into  the  effectiveness  of  all 
legislation,  the  efHciency  and  the  econ- 
omy or  the  lack  of  both,  with  which  leg- 
islation is  interpreted  and  administered. 
It  has  been  given  jurisdiction  to  inquire 
into  the  expenditures  of  the  taxpayers' 
dollars  by  every  single  executive  agen- 
cy, no  matter  which  committee  writes 
the  legislation. 

To  now  hold  that  a  subcommittee  or 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions has  no  jurisdiction  to  follow  the 
taxpayers'  dollar  through  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor,  when  its  employees  join 
hands  with  the  Communists  in  the  CIO 
and  the  PAC  in  an  effort  to  control  the 
government  of  a  State  and  increase  the 
power  of  the  CIO  and  the  PAC  in  the 
Federal  Government,  is  a  policy  with 
which  I  cannot  go  along,  except  as  I  am 
forced  to  do  so. 

Has  all  that  violence — the  acts  of  the 
CIO — anything  to  do  with  this  issue 
which  was  up  before  the  committee  the 
other  day?  I  say  it  has.  This  campaign 
of  violence,  of  beatings,  which  was  car- 
ried on  then,  has  continued  right  on 
down  to  the  holding  of  those  conventions, 
and  the  same  methods,  the  methods  of 
the  Communist  Party,  were  used  when 
the  CIO-PAC  fellows  walked  into  the 


conventions  in  Wayne  County  and  threw 
out  the  old-line  regular  Democratic 
members  of  the  party.  Yet,  even  though 
the  CIO-PAC  has  over  the  years  been 
aided,  undoubtedly  aided  by  the  em- 
ployees of  the  Labor  Department — and  I 
have  a  few  affidavits  over  the  years  to 
that  effect — the  leadership  on  that  side 
says  the  committee  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  investigate  that,  no  not  even  to  ques- 
tion the  use  of  the  tax  dollar  though  they 
investigated  exf>enditures  all  over  the 
world. 

They  evidently  have  persuaded  some 
of  the  Republicans  who  are  not  familiar 
with  the  past  record  of  the  Communists 
in  Michigan,  who  are  not  familiar  with 
the  statement  of  Gus  SchoUe,  State  pres- 
ident of  the  CIO,  that  no  Republicans 
should  be  elected,  no  matter  how  able, 
how  competent,  how  loyal — they  may  not 
have  been  fa.niliar  with  the  record  of  the 
Reuther  brothers,  who  studied  in  Russia, 
who  learned  something  about  com- 
munism there,  and  who  appear  in  Wash- 
ington off  and  on  to  tell  committees  of 
the  Congress,  just  a  week  or  two  ago  the 
Labor  Committtee,  what  kind  of  legisla- 
tion should  be  written.  Of  course  the 
rank-and-file  of  the  CIO  does  not  know 
what  has  been  going  on,  but  the  leaders 
do,  and  some  of  them  are  serving  the 
Communist  cause. 

Now.  as  to  the  precedents  bearing  upon 
the  action  which  was  taken  by  the  Chair- 
man of  this  committee  in  appointing  a 
subcommittee  of  this  committee. 

PRECEDENT    JUSTIFIES    THE    APPOINTMENT    OF    A 
SPEt;iAL     SUBCOMMITTEE 

The  challenge  to  the  right  to  appoint 
a  special  subcommittee  for  the  purpose 
heretofore  outlined  because  standing 
legislative  committees  of  the  House  have 
jurisdiction,  is  unsound. 

As  has  been  stated,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion but  that  legislative  committees  have 
jurisdiction  to  hold  hearings  on  practi- 
cally all  of  the  situations  which  this 
committee  has  authority  to  investigate. 
But  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations, ever  since  it  was  created  in 
1927,  has  had  authority  to  inquire  into 
the  activities  of  every  executive  depart- 
ment, not  only  as  to  the  expenditures  of 
the  funds  of  those  departments,  but  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  legislation  was 
interpreted  and  enforced. 

Permit  the  citation  of  a  few  prece- 
dents: 

In  the  80th  Congress,  without  chal- 
lenge, a  special  subcommittee  was  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  paroles  grant- 
ed to  five  of  the  Capone  gangsters. 
Hearings  were  held  in  Washington  and 
in  Chicago.  In  the  latter  hearing  the 
gentleman  from  Chicago  [Mr.  Dawson], 
though  not  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, participated,  examined  witnesses, 
and  exchanged  charges  with  Captain 
Connolly  and  Captain  Drury,  formerly 
of  the  Chicago  police  force.  Drury  was 
later  killed  and  the  Chicago  papers 
charged  that  his  execution  was  the  re- 
sult of  gangster  activities. 

The  activities  of  those  who  assisted  in 
the  procuring  of  these  paroles  were, 
through  the  testimony  of  Paul  Dillon,  a 
one-time  campaign  manager  of  Presi- 
dent Truman,  traced  directly  to  the 
White  House. 

The  paroles  were  revoked,  though  later 
Federal  judges,  apparently  accepting  Uie 
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argument  that  a  parole,  once  granted, 
was  irrevocable,  vitiated  the  order  revok- 
ing the  paroles. 

Beyond  doubt,  the  House  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  had  jurisdiction  over 
the  question  of  whether  the  granting  of 
the  paroles  was  justified,  whether  addi- 
tional legislation  was  needed  to  prevent 
similar  occurrences. 

A  special  subcommittee  was  appointed 
during  the  80th  Congress  to  investigate 
violence  and  racketeering  on  the  Dock 
Street  market  in  Philadelphia.  The  is- 
sue was  whether  the  civil  rights  of  citi- 
zens, including  veterans,  had  been  denied 
them.  Another  issue  was  whether  the 
Hobbs  amendment  to  the  antiracketeer- 
ing  law  had  been  violated.  The  Attorney 
General  insisted  that  it  had  not.  But,  as 
the  result  of  the  hearings,  several  of  the 
pangsters — they  were  union  oflBcials — 
were  convicted  and  sentenced  to  prison. 
The  issues  involved  in  those  hearings 
were  clearly  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
There  was  no  complaint  from  that  com- 
mittee. There  was  no  complaint  from 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
While  I  was  chairman  of  a  subcom- 
mitte  of  the  House  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor,  this  subcommittee  held 
hearings  inquiring  into  the  violence  and 
the  use  of  force  in  connection  with  labor 
disputes  in  Berrien  County,  Mich. ;  Cass 
County.  Mich.;  Clinton.  Mich.;  Michigan 
City,  Ind.;  in  Gallon,  Ohio;  in  Dayton, 
Ohio. 

In  each  and  every  one  of  those  hear- 
ings, it  appeared  that  Federal  employees, 
paid  with  the  taxpayers'  dollars,  had  en- 
couraged and  given  substantial  aid  to 
unlawful  activities  of  the  CIO. 

In  two  instances  in  Michigan,  State 
authorities  and  State  police,  acting  in 
conjunction  with  Federal  employees,  gave 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  violators  of  the 
law. 

In  Ohio,  the  Governor  of  the  State 
called  out  the  State  troops  because  their 
assistance  was  needed  to  quell  violence 
and  rioting.  Beyond  doubt  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  had  jurisdiction  to 
Investigate,  hold  hearings,  and  write  leg- 
islation. There  was  no  challenge  to  the 
action  of  that  special  subcommittee. 

A  special  subcommittee  held  hearings 
In  Chicago  in  connection  with  the  un- 
lawful activities  of  the  CIO  which  then 
was  carrying  on  a  strike  against  the 
packing  industry.  Those  strikes  were 
being  carried  on  in  several  cities.  The 
railroads,  as  well  as  the  highways  were, 
in  some  instances,  obstructed,  railway 
cars  were  burned,  many  individuals  were 
beaten,  a  great  deal  of  property  was  de- 
stroyed and  at  least  two  men  were  killed. 
In  these  strikes,  as  in  others,  the  In- 
fluence of  the  Communists  was  felt,  their 
methods  were  followed. 

The  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  and  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  had  jurisdiction.  There 
wa3  no  challenge  of  the  authority  of  the 
special  subcommittee. 

In  1950  a  subcommittee  of  6  headed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Blatnik  1  traveled  to  Europe,  taking  with 
them  4  other  people  at  a  cost  of  $6,820.21. 
Whatever  may  have  been  the  purpose  of 
the  committee,  no  report  was  filed.  The 
same  year  a  subcommittee  consisting  of 
£lx  Members  headed  by  the  gentleman 


from  Ohio,  Mr.  Huber,  traveled  to  Asia 
and  the  Far  East  at  a  cost  of  $2,864.75. 
but  the  purpose  of  that  trip  was  never 
disclosed  by  a  report.  Yet  today  gentle- 
men who  sponsored  that  trip  object  to 
hearings  in  Detroit  which,  apparently, 
it  is  feared  might  disclose  political  activi- 
ties of  a  political  organization  aided  and 
abetted  by  Communists  and  encouraged 
by  Federal  employees. 
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In  1951.  the  Bonner  subcommittee, 
charged  with  jurisdiction  over  intergov- 
ernmental relations — not  foreign  rela- 
tions, not  militiry  expenditures — made  a 
round-the-world  trip,  which  took  ap- 
proximately 42  days,  during  which  there 
were  29  days  ol  hearings  and  a  record  of 
1,465  pages  of  i:,estimony  was  made. 

It  came  up  with  a  valuable  report, 
recommendations  of  which  if  followed 
will  save  not  millions,  but  billions,  of  dol- 
lars. Why  then  is  reference  made  to  that 
committee's  activities?  Becau.se,  and 
only  because,  the  matters  which  it  in- 
quired into  might  properly  be  said  to  fall 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Subcom- 
mitt'»e  on  Military  Affairs,  probably  not 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Intergovernmental  Relations. 
I  made  no  objection  then,  nor  now,  be- 
cause in  my  opinion  the  committee  did 
a  masterful  job  and  it  matters  not  at  all 
to  me  whether  a  good  job  is  done  by  Mr. 
A  or  Mr.  B.  It  is  cited  here  only  be- 
cause of  the  present  attitude  of  some  of 
the  members  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  toward  the  pro- 
posed investigation  by  a  special  subcom- 
mittee appointed  for  the  purposes  here- 
inbefore outlined. 

MILITAKT     HOUSING     CONSTRUCTION     IN     ALASKA 

In  September  1952.  a  special  subcom- 
mittee on  Military  Housing  Construc- 
tion in  Alaska  was  appointed.  That  com- 
mittee, with  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia and  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 
Mr.  Henderson  Lanham.  present,  held  the 
hearings  and  fi  ed  a  report. 

Beyond  question,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  ha.s  jurisdiction  in  that 
matter. 

ANOTHER    CASE    OF    CONCURRENT    JURISDICTION 

In  the  80th  Congress,  a  special  sub- 
committee of  the  House  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor,  which  undoubted- 
ly had  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter, 
made  an  investigation  into  the  activi- 
ties of  CommurJsts  in  connection  with 
the  GSI  strike  here  in  Washington,  with- 
out objection  fiom  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  Abram  Flaxer, 
an  oflBcial  of  the  international,  appeared 
at  that  hearing  and  refused  to  testify  as 
to  his  connection  with  the  Communist 
Party.  Recently  he  was  convicted  of 
contempt  of  the  committee  because  of  his 
refusal  to  answer  similar  questions.  At 
that  time  John  Steelman,  the  President's 
assistant,  was  subpenaed  to  appear  be- 
cause the  subcommittee  desired  to  learn 
whether  information  which  had  been 
given  the  subcommittee  that  the  Presi- 
dent was  backinr  the  Communists  in  the 
GSI  strike  was  true  or  false.  The  Presi- 
dent refused  to  let  Mr.  Steelman  appear. 
Not  only  did  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  have  jurisdiction 
over  the  subject  matter,  but  certainly  the 


Committee  on  the  Judiciary  had  juris- 
diction, but  neither  made  any  objection. 

INVESTIGATION    or  THK    HOME    LOAN   BANK    BOARD 

In  the  81st  Coi;  ress,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  wh  now  challenges  the 
appointment  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
proposed  subcommittee  to  hold  hearings 
in  Michigan,  appointed  a  special  subcom- 
mittee to  investigate  the  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board.  That  committee  consisted 
•f  three  Republicans  and  two  Democrats. 

Later  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  HoLiFiELDl.  actinq;  as  chairman  and 
acting  alone,  except  for  the  assistance  of 
his  seneral  counsel.  Mr.  Hyman  I.  Pisch- 
bach  and  Fi.schback's  a.ssistant.  Mr.  Her- 
bert Roback.  held  hearings.  Apparently 
the  principal  purpose  of  the  hearings  was 
to  force  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  and 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  cease  its 
opposition  to  the  payment  of  a  claim 
made  by  one  GrcRory  for  some  $4,500,000 
to  $5,000,000  damages. 

Hearinii.s  were  held  by  the  special  sub- 
committee on  36  days,  beginning  on  Oc- 
tober 27,  1950.  and  ending  on  March  28, 
1952.  Ihe  record  covers  2,118  pages. 
No  report  was  ever  adopted  by  the  sub- 
committee, nor  by  the  full  committee. 
To  date  the  Federal  courts,  twice  the 
Supreme  Court,  have  upheld  the  con- 
tentions of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
and  the  Department  of  Justice. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  cer- 
tainly the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  had  juri.-^diction  over  the  is- 
sues here  inquired  into. 

The  right  of  the  chairman  of  the  full 
committee  to  appoint  a  special  subcom- 
mittee was  not  challenged. 

The  right  of  the  chairman  of  the  .sub- 
committee to  make  investigation  and  to 
hold  hearings  without  the  approval  and 
attendance  of  the  other  member  or  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  was  challenged. 
Nevertheless,  on  October  27.  1950.  in  the 
Federal  Building  in  Los  Angeles,  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  did  hold  hear- 
ings.   I  read  from  the  record : 

Present :  Hon  Chft  HoLiriELD.  chairman  of 
the  Special  Subcomm.ttee  of  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments of  the  House  o.  Representatives. 

H  I  FLschbach.  Esq  .  counsel  for  the  Bp#- 
rial  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures In  the  Executive  Departments  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

On  November  14.  1950,  In  the  Post 
Oflice  Building  at  Long  Beach,  Calif., 
hearings  were  held.  Permit  a  quotation 
from  the  record : 

Present  Hon  Chet  Holifteid.  chairman  of 
the  special  subcommi-.tee  of  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments of  the  Hou.^e  ol  Representatives. 

Hon.  Clyde  Dotle.  Congressman.  Eight- 
eenth Congressional  District. 

H  I.  Plschbach.  Esq  .  counsel  for  the  spe- 
cial subcommittee  of  i.he  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures In  the  Executive  Departments  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

When  objection  was  made  by  me  to 
the  holding  of  hearings  unless  an  oppor- 
tunity was  given  to  the  minority  to  have 
a  representative  present,  the  objection 
was  overruled.  See  committee  hearings 
of  October  19,  1951. 

In  view  of  the  precedents  established 
by  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations, the  present  objection  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  special  subcommittee  to 
hold  hearings  to  determine  whether  the 
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constitutional  civil  righitsof  ciUzenshaTe 
been  forcibly  denied  tnem  by  orsanixa- 
tions  which  have  over  the  years  received 
the  approval  and  support  of  Federal  em- 
ployees seems  rather  inconsistent. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  McCoKMACKl  placed  his  interpreta- 
tion upon  what  it  was  proposed  to  do 
IP  Michigan,  let  me  give  my  opinion  as 
to  why  a  certain  fact: on  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  sitting  h?re  in  the  House, 
objected  to  what  might  be  disclosed  if  we 
went  to  Michigan. 

My  opinion  is — and  of  course  it  is  only 
(«n  opinion,  and  a  man  is  easily  mis- 
taken—that before  thi?se  hearings  were 
concluded  the  activiti«s  of  the  Conmiu- 
nisis  would  be  hooked  up  to  those  of  the 
CIO.    And  it  would  b<»  shown  that  em- 
ployees of  the  Federal  Government  had 
for  years  aided  the  CIO.     Some  of  each 
proup  would  have  bee  a  disclosed  as  the 
in-siigators  and  conductors  of  a  cam- 
paign of  violence  which  took  physical 
possession  of  the  Democratic  convention 
and   ousted   the  so-cidled   conservative 
Democrats  in  Michigan.     It  would  have 
disclosed,  in  my  judgment,  that  as  a  re- 
ward for  their  physicsl  violence  at  least 
two  of  them  received  Federal  appoint- 
ments.   Oh.  the  comnruttee  has  no  juris- 
diction because  Federal  questions  are  not 
involved.    If  certain  Republicans  joined 
with  them,  either  because  they  did  not 
know  the  record  or  betause.  as  was  whls- 
I^ered  around,  we  mliiht  get  into  some 
dirt  of  Repubhcan  organizations — as  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  1   will  never  cover 
up  one  single  act  of  crookedness  on  the 
part  or  any  Republics n  just  because  he 
is  a  Republican.     May  ae  I  am  wrong,  but 
at  least  that  is  my  opinion  of  what  they 
were  afraid  of.    They  were  afraid  that 
that  group,  the  CIO  and  the  PAC.  would 
have  been  shown  to  have  been  in  a  con- 
spiracy which  was  fuithered  by  the  ef- 
forts of  employees  of  Jie  Labor  Depart- 
ment on  the  Federal  payroll.     Do  you 
tee  where  we  are  getting?     Now.  if  that 
is  to  be  the  criterion,  and  if  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  is  to  be  charged  with  a  lack 
of  authority  to  make  investigations  sim- 
ilar   to    those    which:    the    committee 
throughout    the    years    has    heretofore 
made,  or  investigations  similar  to  those 
which   the   committee    throughout   the 
years  has  made,  then  I  think  it  is  well 
that  we  have  all  of  the  proposed  investi- 
gations by  the  subcommittees  passed  up- 
on by  the  full  committee;  and  the  mem- 
bership of  the  committee  being  14  Demo- 
crats and  16  Republicims.  if  the  opposi- 
tion, voting  as  a  unit,  can  persuade  one 
Republican  on  the  committee  to  go  along 
with  them,  all  investigations  are  at  an 
end.    That  would  certainly  be  a  delight- 
ful situation  for  the  Democratic  Party 
and  the  members  of  tl;at  party,  would  it 
not?    To  their  credit  be  i'  said  that  many 
Democratic  committees  and  subcommit- 
tees over  the  last  few  j  ears  have  exposed 
the  rottenness  and  cnxjkedness  in  their 
own  party,  assisted,  cf  course,  as  they 
were  by  the  Republican  members  of  the 
committees.    But  now  some  do  not  W8uit 
the  Republicans  to  proceed  with   the 
work. 

For  m3rself ,  I  can  orly  say  that  in  the 
November  election,  ard  prior  thereto,  I 
ran  for  office  on  the  promise  that  I  would 


do  my  utmost  to  reduce  taxes  and  to 
balance  the  budget;  to  get  us  out  of  the 
Korean  war.  and  to  end  the  rottenness 
which  permitted  the  creation  of  the  mess 
here  in  Washington.  That  is  why  I  am 
speaking  today,  not  because  I  am  critical 
of  my  fellow  Republicans,  but  t>ecause 
I  would  like  to  have  this  House  know 
that  there  is  a  move  on  foot  to  stifle  all 
investigations.  Day  in  and  day  out  the 
commentators  and  coliminists  who 
served  the  left-wing  new  dealers  and  in- 
ternationalists so  well  are  deploring  ev- 
ery move  made  by  a  Republican  to  clean 
house  here  in  Washington. 

You  are  all  famiUar  with  the  fact  that 
a  member  of  the  minority  filed  a  resolu- 
tion asking  that  we  depose  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Vkloe]  as  chair- 
man of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities.  Oh,  yes.  Would 
ansrthing  please  the  leftwingers  or  the 
Communists  any  more  than  to  have  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Vklde] 
kicked  off  that  committee?  No.  They 
got  rid  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
IMr.  Dixsl,  who  was  doing  an  outstand- 
ing job  here  in  cleaning  the  Communists 
out  of  the  administration.  Oh.  yes. 
Later  on  they  got  rid  of  two  more  good 
American  citizens  who  were  doing  a  job 
on  the  Communists.  They  got  rid  of 
John  Rankin  and  they  got  rid  of  Mr. 
Hebkkt.  Why?  Because  they  were  tak- 
ing the  lid  off  the  dirty,  rotten  mess  un- 
derneath. They  got  rid  of  them.  They 
said — what  was  it?  They  must  have 
lawyers  on  the  Committee  on  Un-Amer- 
ican Activities.  The  Democratic  Party 
as  a  party  just  did  not  want  them;  they 
were  too  effective.  They  were  nailing 
too  many  Reds  who  were  in  the  admin- 
istration. So  now  the  issue  before  this 
House — this  side  at  least — is:  Are  we 
going  to  fall  for  this  propaganda? — these 
attacks  on  the  chairmen  of  our  com- 
mittees? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Will  the  gentle- 
man yield  to  me? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.     I  yield. 
I  did  not  say  anything  about  the  gen- 
tleman himself;  I  admire  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  very  much. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  My 
point  was  that  the  Democratic  leader- 
ship got  John  Rankin  off  the  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  Activities.  I  was 
not  talking  about  the  election;  if  I  was 
I  did  not  mean  to.  They  got  John  Ran- 
kin off  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities,  and  they  got  Hebert  off  for 
the  same  reason,  because  both  of  them 
were  just  taking  the  cover  right  off  the 
Commtmist  activities  in  the  adminis- 
tration. What  I  was  getting  at  was  that 
the  Democratic  Party  got  these  people 
off  the  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities and  they  got  Joe  Stearns  off,  too; 
he  was  on  that  same  committee.  The 
Democratic  Party  cleaned  up  on  Un- 
American  Activities.  Those  who  did 
that  job  have  never  had  the  courage, 
they  have  never  had  the  courage,  I  re- 
peat, to  come  out  in  the  open  and  en- 
dorse the  Communist  activities  if  they 
had   any  inclination  to  do  so.    They 


never  had  the  courage  to  vote  agaixkst 
aiHiropriaUons  for  that  committee— oh. 
no:  there  were  only  two  votes  against 
the  last  appropriation,  nevertheless  all 
the  time  they  have  crucified  the  oppo- 
nents of  communism  on  that  commit- 
tee; that  is  what  they  have  done  all 
during  the  record  of  the  committee ;  and 
along  the  same  line  now  they  do  not 
want  any  investigation  of  the  dirty,  rot- 
ten, communistic  CIO-PAC  mess  in 
Michigan,  because  they  fear  it  might 
defeat  some  of  their  candidates  for  Fed- 
eral o£Bce  in  the  next  election.  For  the 
time  being  they  have  succeeded  in  gag- 
ging this  subcommittee  but  there  will 
come  another  day. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield. 
Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec- 
ord, at  the  conclusion  of  the  gentle- 
man's remau'ks.  my  own  statement  rela- 
tive to  the  matter  under  discussion,  to- 
gether with  various  editorials  and  news 
articles  from  the  three  Detroit  dally 
newspapers  pertinent  thereto;  also, 
chapter  VI  of  a  book  entitled  "The  CIO 
and  the  Democratic  Party."  pages  112 
to  146.  inclusive.  This  chapter  is  en- 
titled "Michigan:  PAC  Enters  a  State 
Party."  The  author  of  the  book  is  Fay 
Calkins,  research  assistant  for  the  Na- 
tional CIO-PAC.  This  study  is  a  proj- 
ect of  the  industrial-relations  center  of 
the  University  of  Chicago  and  published 
by  the  University  of  Chicago  Press. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  be- 
fore you  today  to  describe  to  you  a 
menacing  situation  which  has  developed 
in  our  community.  While  the  develop- 
ments which  I  shall  describe  have  taken 
place  within  the  Michigan  Democratic 
Party.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  at  the  out- 
set that  my  comments  are  in  no  sense 
inspired  by  partisan  motives.  This  is  a 
situation  which  transcends  all  political 
considerations. 

Many  honorable  and  distinguished 
Democrats  in  the  17th  district  and  else- 
where in  Michigan  have  fallen  victim  to 
the  conspiracy  which  has  so  far  proven 
successful  in  seizing  power  and  displac- 
ing honest  and  patriotic  Democrats  who 
stood  in  the  way.  My  only  interest  is  in 
maintaining  the  free  representative  in- 
stitutions which,  imcoerced  by  any  hid- 
den group,  guarantee  true  representative 
government. 

That  I  am  not  alone  in  this  desire  to 
preserve  our  free  representative  institu- 
tions, is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  com- 
plaints concerning  the  situation  in 
Wayne  Coimty  have  reacheel  me  largely 
from  Democrats. 

The  conspiracy  I  shall  describe  to  you 
today  has  used  terrorism  and  force  in 
order  to  subvert  the  apparatus  of  the 
Democrat  Party  of  Michigan.  I  respect- 
fully submit  that  the  success  of  this 
conspiracy  is  now  preventing  many  of 
the  voters  of  Michigan  from  properly 
exercising  their  franchise  in  Federal 
elections. 

With  your  permission.  I  should  like  to 
begin  by  describing  the  events  of  the 
night  of  September  20. 1950.  as  they  toot 
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place  at  5  of  the  6  congressional  district 
Democratic  conventions  in  Wayne 
County.  This  is  public  knowledge  and 
the  reign  of  terror  in  those  conventions 
on  that  night  in  Wayne  County  was 
reflected  in  all  the  newspapers  the  next 
day.  as  well  as  in  cartoons  depicting  the 
brutality  of  the  seizure  of  these  con- 
gressional district  conventions,  and  in 
editorials  blazing  with  indignation. 

Immediately  following  this  disclosure 
in  the  public  press  there  were  evidences 
of  an  aroused  citizenry,  but  the  people 
were  so  concerned  about  Korea,  spiral- 
ing  prices,  and  their  own  immediate  per- 
sonal problems  that  before  long  the  mat- 
ter dropped  out  of  public  sight;  although 
feeling  that  it  was  an  unfortunate  inci- 
dent in  the  local  political  history,  citi- 
zens of  Wayne  County  failed  to  under- 
stand the  true  significance  of  this  threat 
to  their  civil  and  political  rights 

As  a  result  of  this  seizure  by  force  of 
the  congressional  district  conventions  in 
Wayne  County,  many  of  the  real  Demo- 
crats, as  they  have  been  known  in  Amer- 
ica for  generations,  have  ceased  to  be 
active  within  the  party  and  have  termed 
themselves  "Democrats-in-exile." 

Only  a  few  county  oflBcials  have  been 
able  to  stand  off  the  threat  of  this  group 
and  remain  in  office  in  spite  of  them. 
They  have  been  able  to  do  so  because 
the  captive  congressional  district  organ- 
izations do  not  make  decisions  as  to  who 
shall  run  in  the  popular  primary  for 
county  offices. 

It  is  the  State  organization  of  the 
Democratic  Party  which  was  peculiarly 
vulnerable  to  this  kind  of  conspiracy. 
This  is  so  because  it  is  the  State  con- 
vention which  nominates  the  Democratic 
candidates  for  all  elective  State  oCQces 
with  the  exception  of  the  offices  of  the 
Governor  and  Lieutenant  Governor. 

The  full  significance  of  this  seizure 
would  not  be  apparent  if  there  was  not 
added  the  important  fact  that  the  cap- 
tive congressional  districts  also  choose 
the  delegates  to  the  State  convention, 
which  in  turn  elects  the  delegates  to  the 
Democratic  National  Convention,  where 
the  party  chooses  its  nominees  for  the 
Presidency  and  Vice  Presidency  of  the 
United  States. 

As  a  citizen  residing  in  the  17th  Con- 
gressional District  of  Michigan,  and  as 
a  Representative  of  the  people  of  that 
district  in  the  83d  Congress.  I  have  con- 
sidered it  my  responsibility  and  duty  to 
join  in  bringing  to  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  this  use  of  force  and  terrorism 
In  the  seizure  of  the  party  machinery  of 
the  Democrat  Party  of  Michigan. 

The  use  of  force  was,  I  believe,  limited 
to  the  halls  wherein  5  of  the  6  con- 
gressional district  conventions  of  Wayne 
County  wer^  held.  In  order  to  under- 
stand the  significance  of  this  strategy  it 
Is  necessary  to  know  the  importance  of 
the  congressional  districts  of  Wayne 
County  for  anyone  who  wishes  to  control 
the  Democratic  organization  of  the  State 
of  Michigan. 

Wayne  County  has  a  population  in 
excess  of  two  and  a  half  million,  which 
Is  37  percent  of  the  people  in  the  State. 
But  Wayne  County  has  an  even  higher 
proportion  of  the  State's  Democrats. 
For  example.  66  percent  of  the  Demo- 
cratic votes  for  Governor  in  1948  were 
east  in  Wayne  County. 


Wayne  County  is  composed  of  six  con- 
gressional districts,  the  1st.  13th.  14th, 
15th,  16th.  and  I7th.  each  of  which  holds 
a  congressional  district  convention,  sep- 
arately, but  on  the  same  night.  Any 
group  which  could  seize  control  of  the 
Democratic  Party  machinery  in  these 
Wayne  County  congressional  districts 
would,  therefore,  be  in  a  position  to  con- 
trol the  whole  State  Democratic  Party. 
This  was  clearly  the  strategy  of  the  con- 
spirators who  used  force  and  terrorism 
to  take  over  the  congressional  district 
conventions  of  Wayne  County  on  the 
night  of  September  20.  1950. 

By  seizing  the  conventions  on  that 
night  they  were  able  to  put  into  party 
office  men  of  their  own  choosing.  Once 
having  seized  the  offices  by  force  it  has 
been  possible  for  them  to  maintain  power 
since  that  time. 

The  conspirators  later  apologized  for 
their  actions  by  complaining  that  there 
were  fraudulent  petitions  among  those 
submitted  by  the  regular  Democrats,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  legal  action 
to  counteract  ^hese  petitions.  Is  this  a 
good  excuse  for  resorting  to  violence  and 
terrorism?  In  the  United  States,  I  sub- 
mit, a  dissatisfaction  with  some  phase  of 
the  operation  of  the  legal  system  confers 
no  right  on  individuals,  or  groups,  to  take 
the  law  into  their  own  hands. 

This  was  clearly  not  a  con.spiracy  by 
the  respectable  union  officials  of  the 
A.  P.  of  L.  or  even  of  the  CIO.  George  S. 
Fitzgerald,  then  Democratic  national 
committeeman,  who  walked  out  of  the 
Fourteenth  District  convention,  was  also 
attorney  for  the  A.  F.  of  L.  Teamsters 
Union.  Mrs.  Nellie  Riley,  State  presi- 
dent, of  the  Eleanor  Roosevelt  League 
of  Michigan,  and  a  former  delegate  to  the 
Democratic  National  Convention,  is  re- 
ported to  have  made  this  public  state- 
ment: 

Socialists  are  In  complete  control  of  the 
Democratic  Par.y  machinery. 

Similar  descriptions  of  this  brazen 
seizure  of  the  Democratic  Party  appeared 
in  the  public  press,  attested  to  by  reliable 
and  responsible  staff  reporters  of  the 
three  daily  Detroit  newspapers.  This 
was  the  part  ol'  the  conspiracy  which  the 
public  saw;  what  they  did  not  see  was 
the  long,  careful  preparation  of  the  con- 
spiracy, the  underground  struggle  to 
destroy  opposition  in  advance  of  this 
brazen  thrust  for  power. 

A  recent  study  by  Fay  Calkins,  de- 
scribed on  the  book  jacket  as  a  research 
assistant  of  the  National  CIO-PAC,  is 
entitled  "The  CIO  and  the  Democratic 
Party."  This  remarkable  book  describes 
In  a  singularly  frank  manner  the  strategy 
and  tactics  of  the  PAC  and  as  it  was 
written  by  a  researcher  of  the  PAC,  who 
ought  to  know.  I  shall,  with  your  per- 
mission, refer  to  it  from  time  to  time 
to  supplement  my  own  observations.  I 
respectfully  suggest  that  this  book  is 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  Congress. 
I  would  further  request  that  chapter  6 
of  this  book,  pages  112  to  146,  inclusive. 
be  entered  in  the  Record  at  the  end  of 
my  remarks. 

The  part  of  the  conspiracy  which 
showed  above  the  siu-face  was  only  the 
quick  lunge  for  power,  the  night  of  Sep- 
tember 20,  1950,  at  the  end  of  a  long 
period  of  careful  planning  and  under- 
ground struggle.    The  conspiracy  began. 


according  to  Pay  Calkins,  of  the  PAC. 
one  evening  early  in  1947  at  a  secret 
meeting  of  the  State  director  of  the  CIO- 
PAC  with  several  discontented  members 
of  the  Democratic  Party  in  the  house  of 
Martha  and  Hicks  Griffiths  at  12080 
Montrose  Avenue,  in  my  congressional 
district  in  Detroit.  Martha  and  Hicks 
Griffiths  were  law  partners  of  Gov.  G. 
Mermen  Williams.  It  was  at  this  secret 
meeting  that  the  decision  was  made  to 
seize  the  Democratic  Party  in  Michigan. 

The  PAC  study  shows  how  this  or- 
ganization first  had  to  convince  or  sub- 
due CIO  members  who  rejected  the  pro- 
posed methods.  Having  conquered  Its 
own  membership,  the  small  group  of 
five  men  in  Detroit — whom  Calkins  says 
controlled  the  PAC — could  turn  their  at- 
tention to  their  plans  to  seize  the  party. 

The  whole  core  of  the  strategy  has 
been  one  of  stealth  and  concealment, 
except  for  the  one  burst  of  activity  on 
the  night  of  September  20,  when  the  per- 
fectly timed  squads. armed  with  clubs  and 
revolvers,  according  to  Calkins,  of  the 
PAC,  quickly  and  expertly  took  over  the 
congressional  district  conventions  of  De- 
troit. Even  today,  although  it  Is  a  mat- 
ter of  general  knowledge  among  news- 
papermen and  professional  politicians, 
the  public  is  largely  unaware  of  what 
has  happened  to  the  Democratic  Party 
of  Michigan. 

That  is  why  I  appear  before  the  House 
today.  It  is  a  matter  of  public  inter- 
est to  Democrats  and  Republicans  alike 
that  this  situation  be  explored  to  Its 
fullest  extent  and  the  facts  brought  to 
public  attention. 

The  book  I  have  mentioned.  The  CIO 
and  the  Democratic  Party,  is  a  blue- 
print for  political  conquest  of  the  United 
States  by  PAC,  through  the  use  of  ter- 
rorism, fraud,  and  stealth.  It  might  well 
be  asked  why  the  PAC  would  tolerate 
such  an  expose  of  its  sinister  strategy, 
but  I  would  draw  your  attention  to  Hit- 
lers  Mein  Kampf  and  Karl  Marx's  Das 
Kapital.  Hitler  wrote  out  clearly  his 
plan  of  strategy  many  years  before  he 
carried  those  plans  out.  yet  no  one  would 
believe  he  really  would  disclose  his  ac- 
tual methods.  So  it  was  with  Karl  Marx. 
Few  have  actually  read  his  book,  and 
some  of  those  who  have  read  the  book 
keep  hoping  that  it  is  not  true. 

An  explanation  of  the  public  apathy 
in  Michigan  regarding  the  menacing 
control  of  the  Michigan  Democratic 
Party  by  the  PAC.  might  be  the  com- 
plete success  of  this  basic  strategy  of 
stealth.  The  PAC  has  done  everything 
possible  to  hide  the  full  extent  of  Its 
power  from  everyone,  including  the  CIO 
members.  In  the  PAC  study  this  abso- 
lute need  to  keep  PAC  plans  hidden  is 
emphasized  again  and  again.  In  fact, 
they  ascribe  the  victory  of  Senator  Taft 
in  Ohio  in  1950  to  the  fact  that  the  PAC 
was  detected  by  the  voters. 

This  is  what  the  book  says,  and  I 
quote: 

Wherea*.  In  Ohio,  PAC  wa«  exposed  to 
public  opinion  as  a  special  Interest  group 
because  of  lu  separate  precinct  organiza- 
tion and  marked  literature,  m  Michigan 
PAC  was  hidden  behind  a  broad  party  or- 
ganization and  a  traditional  party  name. 
A  Republican  like  Tatt  could  scarcely  have 
crucified  Williams.  •  •  •  Williams  was  a 
Democrat.  His  labor  connections  were  not 
apparent  to   the   average  voter.     Nor  could 
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Tait  have  capitalized  on  the  idea  that  PAC 

had  captured  the  Demooratic  Party.  The 
average  citizen  did  not  concern  himself  with 
district  and  State  party  conventions,  and 
the  interest -group  com  position  of  thece 
bodies  was  not  widely  known. 

The  Sinister  fact,  gtntlemen.  Is  that 
these  conspirators  are  depending  upon 
the  apathy  of  the  averaije  American  voter 
with  regard  to  these  local  conventions, 
in  order  to  seize  and  destroy  our  free- 
doms at  that  vital  point .  Once  they  have 
seized  the  local  organ  zations  by  force. 
then  they  are  in  pov/er.  They  make 
the  rules.  The  party  machinery  remains 
intact;  it  looks  just  tlie  same  from  the 
outside,  but  the  hands  on  the  levers  are 
different,  and  they  belong  to  evil  men. 
who  have  only  contempt  for  the  veiy 
democratic  processes  which  they  have 
seized. 

These  men  do  not  trist  anyone.  Their 
strategy  of  stealth  is  jniversal.  As  the 
PAC  study  indicates,  it  is  a  policy  in 
Michigan  to  hide  the  identity  of  PAC 
workers  from  union  members,  as  well  as 
from  the  public.  It  nas  regular  policy 
for  PAC  precinct  workers  working  in  the 
Williams  campaign,  fcr  example,  thus  to 
hide  their  identity.  The  PAC  writer  de- 
scribes this  as  "sophisticated  politics." 

As  the  PAC  handbook  of  tactics  points 
out: 

The  Michigan  campaljfn  committee  •  •  • 
deliberately  concealed  Jti  interest  groups. 

The  PAC  goes  on  to  tell  with  amuse- 
ment how  the  public  was  fooled  because 
the  PAC  "candidate  for  governor  was 
heir  to  the  Mennen  shaving-cream  for- 
tune." This,  indeed,  was  a  perfect  dis- 
guise for  a  hard-bitten,  ruthless  gang  of 
leftist  conspirators.  How  would  the 
average  voter  of  Michigan  understand 
that  this  affable,  rica  young  Princeton 
t;raduate  could  be  in  secret  collabora- 
tion with  a  gang  like  the  PAC? 

Faced  by  a  hopeless  situation,  many 
honorable  Democrats  boycotted  the 
State  convention  in  1950.  George  S. 
Fitzgerald,  Democratic  National  Com- 
mitteeman, refused  to  attend  a  State 
convention,  the  delegates  to  which  had 
been  picked,  as  he  is  reported  to  have 
expressed  it,  "with  storm  troopers  guard- 
ing the  doors  and  the  chairman  presid- 
ing with  a  baseball  oat."'  With  all  mi- 
nority opposition  suFPressed,  the  Detroit 
Times  described  tht;  subsequent  State 
convention  as  "the  quietest  in  years." 

In  Michigan  the  PAC  is  controlled 
absolutely  from  thu  center.  In  their 
own  book  they  describe  the  organizaUon 
as  "a  centralized  and  disciplined  struc- 
ture." and  then  they  add  that  "candi- 
dates were  predetermined"  and  "ap- 
proved like  clockwork." 

Once  in  power,  tht?re  has  been  no  pre- 
tense on  the  part  ol  the  PAC  that  they 
stand  for  anything  but  retaining  their 
power  at  any  cost.  As  they  put  it  in 
their  handbook: 

PAC  8  compromises  had  to  be  pragmatic. 
In  terms  of  the  baU.nce  of  power  at  the 
moment.  It  could  ncldom  take  an  Ideal 
position. 

When  it  becomes  necessary  to  dou- 
blecross  a  temporary  ally,  there  is  no 
hesitation  and.  In  fact,  the  PAC  calmly 


and  without  shame,  describes  how  such 
activities  are  developed. 

After  the  PAC  took  over  hidden  con- 
trol, the  idea  of  keeping  the  Democratic 
Party  responsible  to  the  public  was  im- 
mediately discarded.  In  their  hand- 
book the  PAC  analyst  discards  the  idea 
of  resiK>nsible  parties  as  theoretical. 

Not  only  are  candidates  now  predeter- 
mined by  a  secret  caucus,  but  the  party 
platform  in  Michigan  has  become  a  sim- 
ple reproduction  of  the  PAC'3  program. 
All  of  us  in  the  Detrpit  political  arena 
are  aware  of  this.  The  average  voter 
is  not  aware,  however,  of  this  fact.  The 
PAC  handbook  clearly  states  it  as  a  fact 
and  with  your  permission  I  will  quote 
once  again: 

PAC's  hand  In  this  platform  can  be  easily 
seen  by  comparing  the  platform  with  the 
State  legislative  program.  This  platform, 
like  the  candidates,  was  actually  determined 
at  Informal  caucuses  •  •  •  Ratification  by 
the  State  convention  was  assured. 

Could  anything  show  more  clearly 
than  this  admission  that  the  PAC  now 
has  absolute  control  of  the  party  which 
it  seized  by  the  use  of  force  and  terror- 
ism in  the  Wayne  County,  district  con- 
ventions of  1950? 

As  a  public  official  of  the  city  of  De- 
troit for  12  years,  I  have  seen  some  po- 
litical situations  develop  which  may  not 
have  been  in  the  public  interest,  but  I 
have  seen  nothing  in  all  my  political  life 
to  compare  with  the  menace  to  our  free 
institutions  of  this  threat  in  Wayne 
County  and  Michigan.  And  Wayne 
County  can  be  the  test  tube  experiment 
leading  to  other  conquests. 

I  respectfully  suggest  to  the  Congress 
that  the  conspiracy  I  have  described  re- 
lates to  the  free  elections  of  Federal 
officials,  and  that  this  matter  would  be 
a  proper  subject  for  further  investiga- 
tion. 
(From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September 

21.  1950] 

Ou>     GuAKD     ON     Losing     End— DEMOcaAT 

Caucus  WroENs  Rut 


(By  Hub  M.  George) 
Warring    Wayne   County   Democrats   cau- 
cused with   police  protection  In   5  of  the  6 
congressional  dUtrlcts  Wednesday  night. 

In  the  first  round  of  the  struggle,  honors 
went  to  CIO  and  Americans  for  Democratic 
Action  factions  friendly  to  Governor  WU- 
Uams. 

But  deep-seated  wounds  of  caucus  en- 
counters are  likely  to  have  far-reaching  cam- 
paign ramifications. 

It  was  apparent  also  that  the  steamroller 
techniques  which  flattened  old-line  party 
moves  for  more  voice  In  Democratic  affairs 
will  result  In  appeals  to  the  State  conven- 
tion September  30  In  'Grand  Rapids. 

In  one  instance.  George  S.  Fitzgerald,  na- 
tional committeeman,  withdrew  from  the 
14th  district  caucus  along  with  a  sizable 
block  of  delegates.  The  walkout  protested 
the  rulings  of  Chairman  Nicholas  Rothe.  a 
CIO  stalwart. 

Rothe  was  reelected  chairman  for  2  years, 
but  he  had  a  Ught  squeak. 

The  result  was  not  accomplished  until 
TOore  than  75  delegates  certified  by  the 
county  clerk  as  elected  had  been  excluded 
from  Brlggs  UAW  Local  HaU.  10940  Mack. 

Police  guards  barred  the  bitterly  disap- 
pointed factlonallsts.  Caucus  sergeante. 
armed  with  delegate  lUts,  refused  admittance 
to  scores  whose  credential*  had  been  deter- 
mined as  Irregular. 


The  rump  withdrawal  followed  Rothe's 
refusal  to  permit  shifting  of  17  votes  from 
Blrs.  Gwen  Swartz,  who  withdrew  midway 
in  the  balloting,  to  John  P.  McElroy.  who 
lost  out  at  the  finish  92  to  85. 

Among  those  excluded  were  Charles  S. 
Porrltt,  former  State  chairman,  a  delegate 
from  a  Orosse  Polnte  district  and  close  ally 
of  former  Governor  Murray  D.  Van  Wagoner. 
A  close  supporter  of  Governor  WUllams  got 
caught  In  the  nutcracker  in  the  15th 
district. 

Hugh  McGoldrick,  director  of  hoepltals 
under  Williams,  failed  to  convince  sergeants 
at  the  15th  district  gathering  In  the  UAW 
hall,  15th  and  McGraw,  that  his  credential* 
were  authentic. 

He  appealed  for  a  police  escort  Into  the 
hall.     It  was  refused.     Then  he  tried  to  force 
admittance  by  himself  and  was  thrown  out 
xKlily. 

He  told  police  that  CIO  goon  squads  were 
the  offenders. 

County  Chairman  Ernest  J.  Lacey  was  re- 
elected over  State  Senator  James  P.  Hannan 
In  the  fifteenth. 

It  marked  victory,  even  though  the  cost 
might  be  high,  for  the  Williams  cause. 

Lacey  was  elevated  to  the  county  chair- 
manship when  Hicks  Griffiths,  law  partner  of 
the  governor,  moved  up  to  the  SUte  chair- 
manship. 

More  than  40  delegates  were  excluded  from 
the  15th  district  caucus  because  someone 
unknown  had  determined  that  their  peti- 
tions had  been  fraudulent. 

What  had  been  expected  to  be  a  stormy 
battle  in  the  13th  district  turned  out  to  be 
a  smooth  affair. 

Chairman  James  A.  Burns,  who  had  been 
a  leader  of  the  old -line  faction  fighting  for 
party  control,  failed  to  show  up. 

That  paved  the  way  for  former  council 
president.  George  Edwards,  to  win  the  chair- 
manship over  Patrick  Sheehan,  who  had  been 
nominated  by  incumbent  Congressman 
George  D.  O'Brien. 
The  vote  was  92  to  67. 

Williams'    supporters    also    won    the    em- 
.  battled    17th    district,    where    Griffiths    was 
chairman  before  his  appointment  to  the  Pro- 
bate Court  bench. 

Alfred  Meyers,  of  the  GrIfllths-WUUams 
camp,  beat  Emmet  Donohue,  102  to  58. 

Tom  Downs,  chairman  of  the  Unemploy- 
ment Compensation  Commission,  led  the 
challengers  In  the  17th.  As  20  or  more  sup- 
posed delegates  were  excluded,  hoots  greeted 
the  name  of  Governor  Williams. 

In  a  melee  at  the  door,  William  Munger. 
a  young  attorney  who  was  excluded,  claimed 
he  had  been  slugged  by  a  man  he  Identified 
as  a  postmaster  in  a  rural  community. 

Under  the  Hatch  Act  a  postmaster  has  a 
questionable  right  to  sit  In  the  convention. 
Munger  said  he  wlU  swear  to  an  assault  war- 
rant Thursday. 

A  pro- WUllams  slate  was  elected  for  other 
offices. 

Stanley  F.  Rozyckl  was  reelected  first  dis- 
trict chairman  after  another  row  over  the 
exclusion  of  about  40  supjKJsed  delegates. 

State  Senator  A.  J.  Wllkowskl,  who  had  an 
opposing  slate,  refused  to  continue  In  the 
convention  after  the  main  body  susUlned 
the  exclusion. 

Wllkowskl  and  hU  supporters  withdrew 
from  further  deliberation. 

Only  In  the  16th  District  was  there  com- 
parative harmony.  There  Court  Commis- 
sioner WUllam  Krueger  stepped  aside  from 
the  chairmanship  which  he  has  held  many 
years.  John  Plas,  Jr.,  was  named  to  suc- 
ceed him  by  99  to  87  votes  over  John  Belose. 
No  attempt  was  made  In  this  district  to 
exclude  any  delegates.  A  lone  deputy 
sheriff  maintained  order. 

The  controversy  over  party  control  was  not 
Injected. 
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[From  the  Detroit  Times  ol  September  21, 
1950] 

Dklzgatzs  Bolt,  but  Whxiams  Holds 
Watnb — Stckmt  Session  Spltts  Demo- 
crats 

(By  Frank  Morris) 

After  a  night  of  headbruising  battling,  the 
Democratic  "eager  beavers"  led  by  Governor 
Williams  and  the  CIO  took  complete  com- 
mand today  of  Wayne  County's  delegation  to 
the  Democratic  State  convention  in  Grand 
Rapids  September  30. 

Delegates  to  the  sixth  congressional  dis- 
trict conventions  last  night  wrestled  like  per- 
formers on  television,  pushing  and  pulling 
and  shouting  under  the  noses  of  astonished 
policemen. 

USES  BAT  FOR  GAVEL 

The  confusion  reached  a  peak  at  the  14th 
district  meeting  where  Chairman  Nicholas 
Rothe  used  a  sawed-off  baseball  bat  as  a 
gavel  that  threatened  many  skulls. 

National  Committeeman  George  Fitzgerald 
led  his  followers  out  of  this  convention,  de- 
claring : 

"Prom  now  on,  the  song  should  be  God 
Save  America,  not  God  Bless  America. 

"I  won't  be  responsible  for  what  happens 
to  Governor  Williams  next  November." 

Delegates  who  thought  they  were  properly 
elected  were  barred  from  the  halls  in  all  but 
the  16th  district.  In  the  15th  the  antl- 
WilUams  cohorts  were  admitted  for  a  short 
Tlsit  and  then  consigned  to  limbo,  one  by 
one. 

CREDENTIALS  QUESTIONED 

One  victim  of  the  scuffles  was  Hugh  Mc- 
Goldrlck,  a  loyal  Williams  supporter  who  Is 
State  director  of  hospital  construction. 

McGoldrlck,  one-time  president  of  Young 
Democrats,  was  carried  from  the  15th  dis- 
trict convention  by  CIO  delegates  who  ques- 
tioned his  credentials  and  suspected  the  pres- 
ence of  a  spy. 

Those  who  got   Into  the   halls,   and  kept 
-     screaming    such    parliamentary    phrases    as 
••point   of   order,   Mr.   Chairman"   were    sub- 
dued quickly  while  waving  Roberts'  Rules  of 
Order. 

Shouts  for  police  aid  got  the  recalcitrants 
nowhere.  Police  were  on  hand  at  all  six 
conventions,  but  the  crfHcers  of  the  law 
bowed  to  majority  rule. 

The  result  was  that  close  to  50  Democrats 
In  the  first  district,  who  contended  they 
had  been  elected  as  convention  delegates, 
were  excluded.  Dozens  were  barred  at  other 
conventions  without  a  voice. 

The  outcome  leaves  Governor  Williams 
with  a  Wayne  County  delegation  to  the  State 
convention  completely  under  his  command. 
The  maneuver  also  widens  a  breach  in  the 
party  which  has  been  widening  for  some 
time. 

The    battles    culminated    a    struggle    for 
power  within  the  party  In  Wayne  County. 

On  one  side  were  Governor  Williams  and 
•the  ADA  and  the  CIO.  On  the  other  were 
National  Committeeman  Fitzgerald  and 
James  Hoffa,  head  of  the  Teamsters'  Union. 
Pltzgerald  walked  out  of  the  14th  district 
convention,  charging  that  Rothe.  who  was 
reelected  chairman,  was  operating  a  steam 
roller.  A  couple  of  dozen  delegates  walked 
out  with  the  national  committeeman. 

BATTLE    IN    13TH 

John  P.  McElroy,  personnel  manager  for 
the  Wayne  County  road  commission,  scared 
the  shamrocks  out  of  Rothe  by  getting  85 
votes  for  the  chairmanship  against  Rothe  s 
92.  McElroy  would  have  won  had  Rothe 
allowed  Mrs.  Frand  Schwartz  to  give  her  17 
votes  to  the  loser.  But  Rothe  ruled  her  out 
of  order. 

The  biggest  battle  was  to  have  been  In  the 
13th,  where  former  Senates  James  A.  Burns 
has  led  the  opposition  to  Williams  and  the 
ADA. 

But  Burns  didn't  show  up  and  former 
Councilman  George  Edwards,  charter  mem- 


ber of  the  ADA,  was  elected  chairman  over 
Patrick  Sheehan. 

Stanley  Rozyckl,  a  battler  for  Governor 
Williams,  was  reelected  chairman  in  the 
first  district  after  State  Senator  Anthony  J. 
Wllkowskl  led  his  followers  out  of  the  hall. 

LACET   REELECTED 

County  Chairman  Ernest  J.  Lacey  won  re- 
election as  district  chairman  of  the  15th 
after  a  noisy  scrap  with  State  Senator  James 
Hannan,  a  member  of  National  Committee- 
man Fitzgerald's  law  firm. 

John  Plas  was  elected  chairman  in  the 
16th,  and  Albert  Meyers  in  the  nth. 

[Prom   the   Detroit   News   of  September   21, 
1950] 

Fights.  Faction.  Cries  or  Fraud  Enliven 

District  Democrats'  Conventions 

<By  William  R.  MuUer) 

One  of  Governor  Williams'  own  State  aids 
was  accused  of  fraud  and  ejected  bodily 
during  district  convention  balloting  which 
splintered  the  Democratic  Party  in  Wayne 
County  today. 

Hugh  J.  McGoldrick.  State  director  of 
hospital  construction  and  survey,  was  hustled 
from  the  hall  of  UAW-CIO  Local  157. 

He  admitted  before  a  screening  committee 
of  delegates  that  he  swore  to  his  own  nom- 
inating petition  as  its  circulator  t)efore  it 
had  been  circulated. 

The  15th  District  Democratic  convention 
tried  McGoldrick,  found  he  was  not  entitled 
to  a  seat,  and  voted  to  accept  the  screen- 
ing committee  report  that  signatures  on  his 
petition  were  fraudulent. 

FITZGERALD    LEAVES 

At  a  tumultuous  14th  District  convention 
over  which  Chairman  Nicholas  Rothe  pre- 
sided with  a  sawed-off  baseball  bat.  National 
Committeeman  George  S.  Fitzgerald  walked 
out  of  the  party. 

In  the  First  District.  State  Senator  An- 
thony J.  Wilkowski  led  his  Democratic  sup- 
porters out  of  Dodge  Local  CIO  hall  after  the 
credentials  of  many  were  questioned  and  a 
large  group  of  Negroes  was  barred. 

Wilkowski  had  been  a  candidate  for  the 
district  chairmanship.  When  he  left,  the 
remaining  delegates  reelected  Stanley  F. 
Rozycki,  whom  Wilkowski  had  defe.iteU  f  t 
the  Second  District  Democratic  nomination 
to  the  State  senate. 

After  several  people  were  slugged  and  police 
were  called  to  the  17th  Conpressional  District 
convention  at  Carpenters  Hall,  22521  Grand 
River  Avenue,  Alfred  V.  Meyers,  a  teacher, 
was  elected  district  chairman. 

EDWARDS    victor 

Former  council  president,  George  Edwards, 
an  original  organizer  of  Americans  for  Demo- 
cratic Action  in  Detroit,  was  named  13th  Dis- 
trict chairman  over  his  opponent.  Pat.'iek 
Sheehan.  Representative  George  D.  O  Brien 
had  asked  Sheehan 's  election. 

There  was  one  peaceful  Democratic  con- 
vention. John  Plas.  a  Democratic  regular 
and  a  county-building  employee,  was  elected 
chairman  in  the  16th*  to  succeed  William  P. 
Krueger.  now  a  Circuit  Court  commissioner. 

Delegates  barred  from  the  14th  District 
Democratic  convention  tore  off  polka-dotted 
bowtle  pins — political  emblems  of  Governor 
Williams — and  shouted  "Me  too  for  Kelly." 

Harry  P.  Kelly  is  the  Republican  nominee 
for  Governor  November  7. 

"After  this  the  theme  song  of  the  Nation 
should  be  'God  Save  America'  instead  of  God 
Bless  America',"  said  Democratic  National 
Committeeman  Fitzgerald. 

CHARGES  SOCIALISM 

"I  have  Just  watched  socialism  take  over 
the  Democratic  Party  by  communistic  proc- 
esses." 

Rothe,  refusing  to  appoint  a  temporary 
convention  chairman  in  his  place  wbUe  he 


was  being  Toted  on  for  reelection,  got  02 
votes. 

Mrs.  Owyn  SchwartE  got  17.  Jack  McElroy, 
Williams'  appointee  to  the  State  tx>ard  of 
aeronautics,  got  85.  The  Schwartz  backers 
rose  and  asked  their  votes  be  counted  for 
McElroy  Just  before  the  tally  closed. 

Rothe  ignored  them.  Pandemonium  re- 
sulted. Fitzgerald  seized  the  microphone 
and  pleaded  for  democratic  procedure.  He 
was  shouted  down.  Bouncers  forced  McElroy 
into  a  chair. 

"You  haven't  taken  over  the  Democratic 
Party."  Fitzgerald  shouted  at  Rothe  as  he 
gathered  Democratic  regulars  and  left  the 
hall. 

"But  you  now  are  responsible  for  what  will 
happen  to  Governor  Wiliams  in  the  14th  Dis- 
trict in  the  November  7  election." 

COALITION  ON   JOB 

The  CIO  AD.\  coalition  set  up  screening 
committees  in  five  districts  to  paaa  on 
credentials  of  delegates.  Huge  groups  of  op- 
position candidates  were  barred  by  bulky 
bouncers  and  accused  of  having  l)een  elected 
on  fraudulent  nominating  petitions.  Police 
stood  guard  with  night  sticks. 

In  many  instances  the  bouncers  disre- 
garded election  certifications  of  the  county 
clerk's  office. 

In  the  15th,  McGoldrick,  caught  in  the 
net  set  up  by  those  he  thought  friendly, 
pleaded  he  was  an  aid  and  buj  porter  of  the 
Governor.  He  admitted  he  no  longer  lived  at 
the  address  fippcarlng  on  his  petition.  But 
he  said  he  "kept  an  address  next  dcxTr  " 

James  Hare,  former  Detroit  head  of  ADA, 
charged  the  signatures  on  McGoldrick  s  peti- 
tion were  fraudulent.  McGjidnck  admit- 
ted he  had  signed  the  petition  as  circulator, 
but  had  done  so  before  a  single  signature  had 
been  obtained. 

Williams  own  men  cheered  as  McGoldrick 
was  hurtled  away. 

HANNAN  FAILS 

State  Senator  James  P  Hannan  failed  to 
beat  Ernest  J.  Uicey,  running  for  reelection 
as  l.=jth  Di.vtrlct  chairman.  Lacey  scored 
108  to  50.  He  will  be  up  for  reelection  as 
county  chairman  also  tonight. 

The  CIO  .^D.'\  coalition  could  claim  5  of 
the  6  congre-vsional  district  chairmanships 
today.  Tlie  opposition  predicted  openly  the 
coalition  had  W(ni  party  control  at  the  cost 
of  Williams'  reelection. 

The  battle  foreshadowed  complete  con- 
trol also  of  the  S'ut^  nominating  convention 
of  the  partv  in  Grand  Rapids  September  30 
by  the  coalition. 

True  to  a  secretly  negotiated  peace  pact, 
the  Teamsters  Union  (AFL)  created  no  dis- 
turbances at  the  party's  local  delegate  con- 
ventions. 

Retiring  Chairman  James  A  Burns  took 
no  part  in  the  13th  convention  In  line  with 
that  agreement. 

(From    the   Detroit    News   of   September  22, 
19501 

DrMOCRATS-F-^R-KFLIY     Cl  rs     FORMED     AS 

Factions  Feud 
(By  William  R    Muller) 

Democratic  Governor  Williams'  reelection 
campaign  today  ran  into  lU  first  open  party 
rebellion. 

National  Committeeman  George  S.  Fitz- 
gerald rejected  an  invitation  from  Williams 
to  come  to  Lansing  today  to  discuss  party 
strategy  with  Williams'  cohorts. 

The  rejection  came  but  a  few  hours  after 
elective  Wayne  County  officers  stayed  away 
from  a  Wayne  Democratic  Committee  meet- 
ing which  Williams  addressed  and  which  re- 
elected Ernest  J.  Lacey  as  chairman. 

Meeting  in  the  Downtown  Republican 
Club,  the  Wayne  County  Republican  Com- 
mittee was  told  by  Chairman  Fred  W.  Kaess 
that  the  first  Democrats-for-Kelly  Club  Is 
being  formed  In  the  13th  District. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2479 


Harry  P.  Kelly  Is  the  Republican  nominee 

for  Governor. 

RESENTMENT    ITAKEB 

The  rebellion  was  traced  to  flaring  resent- 
ment by  party  regulars  over  CIO-ADA  tac- 
tics in  seizing  control  of  Democratic  organi- 
zations in  five  of  Wayne's  six  congressional 
districts  Wednesday  ni(;ht. 

The  CIO-Amerlcans  lor  Democratic  Action 
coalition  had  established  guards  on  the  doors 
of  district  convention  meeting  places  and 
screened  delegates. 

Governor  Williams  learned  just  before  ad- 
dressing the  county  committee  Thursday 
night  that  Hugh  w".  McGoldrick.  his  director 
of  hospital  building  an.l  survey,  ejected  from 
a  15th  District  convention  by  Williams'  sup- 
porters, had  been  taken  to  Mt.  Carmel  Mercy 
Hospital  during  the  day  with  a  heart  attack. 

His  condition  was  reported  satisfactory. 

LACET     UNOPPOSED 

Lacey  won  the  15th  District  chairmanship 
again  Wednesday  night  and  went  on  to  re- 
election to  his  county  Job  Thursday  night 
without  opposition. 

"I  want  to  congratjlate  you  roundly  on 
what  you  have  done  hi;re  tonight."  said  Wil- 
liams, referring  to  Lacey's  reelection. 

As  he  spoke,  he  could  look  over  an  audi- 
ence decimated  by  the  absence  of  Democratic 
regulars  and  most  of  the  Democratic  nom- 
inees for  the  State  legislature. 

Two  officials  of  the  14th  District  Young 
Democratic  Club  had  refused  to  allow  party 
workers  to  pin  Williams  buttons  in  their 
lapels.  Both  Identified  themselves  as  World 
War  II  veterans  but  asked  their  names  be 
withheld. 

Pressed  for  an  explanation  of  his  refusal 
to  Join  Williams'  strategy  meeUng.  Fitzger- 
ald declined  comment. 

BITTER    RESENTMENT 

But  Fitzgerald  was  known  to  be  bitterly 
resentful  over  the  CIO-ADA  coup  after  a 
peace  meeting  in  Washington  where  the 
Teamsters  Union  (A.  F.  of  LI,  the  top  com- 
mand of  the  CIO  and  A.  F.  of  L..  and  Fitz- 
gerald had  agreed  to  work  for  peaceful  settle- 
ment of  the  fight  for  party  control. 

Democrats  renominated  Mrs.  Stella  Lecz- 
nar.  county  building  worker,  for  her  third 
term  as  committee  vice  chairman  in  the 
Barium  Hotel  meeting  Thursday  night.  Miss 
Anna  Pasztuska.  former  secretary  of  the 
First  District,  was  nominated  by  the  CIO. 

Mrs  Lecznar  measured  the  CIO  forces  with 
her  eye   and   announced   her  retirement. 

Stanley  FYankowski.  seeking  reelection  as 
county  committee  treasurer,  also  ran  Into 
CIO  opposition.  He  withdrew  after  John 
N  Santieu,  Dearborn  undertaker,  was  nom- 
inated against  him.  Santieu  then  was  chosen 
without  opposition. 

"Victory  is  possible  for  us.  but  It  isn't  com- 
ing on  a  silver  platter."  Williams  told  the 
Democrats.  He  warned  them  to  get  out  the 
full  party  strength  In  the  November  7  elec- 
tion. 

Democrats  rose  and  cheered  him  as  he  left. 


[From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September 

23,  19501 

Democracy's  New  Symbol:   Ball  Bat 

Governor  Williams.  Democratic  nominee 
for  reelection,  was  said  to  have  won  a  re- 
sounding victory  In  Wayne  County  wlien  his 
cohorts,  the  leftwingers  of  the  Americans 
for  Democratic  Action  and  the  CIO-PAC. 
captured  control  of  the  Democratic  Party 
machinery  In  Wayne  County  congressional 
district  conventions. 

But  whatever  it  means  to  the  political  for- 
tunes of  Governor  Williams,  It  was  no  vic- 
tory for  democratic  processes  of  orderly  gov- 
ernment. 

In  all  but  one  district,  the  caucuses  were 
marked  by  slugglngs  and  the  Communist 
techniques  of  t)eating  down  opposition  by 
violence. 


The  ADA-PAC  combination  brought  back 
to  Michigan  the  sitdown  strike  methods 
which  have  been  disavowed  in  labor  disputes, 
and  applied  them  to  government. 

The  goon  squads  took  over,  and  the  gavel, 
that  traditional  symbol  of  orderly  parlia- 
mentary procedure,  was  discarded  for  the 
sawed-off  baseball  bat. 

In  all  but  one  dUtrlct — the  16th — there 
was  near-rioting  as  the  strong  arm  squads 
took  over. 

Delegates  representing  the  old-line  Demo- 
cratic elements  were  beaten  and  thrown 
bodily  out  of  the  halls  by  the  shock  troop 
goon  squads. 

In  the  14th  District  the  ADA-PAC  chair- 
man. Nicholas  Rothe,  presided  with  a  tiase- 
ball  bat  instead  of  a  gavel. 

His  tactics  of  Intimidation  caused  Demo- 
cratic National  Committeeman  George  Fitz- 
gerald and  his  following  to  walk  out. 

"After  this."  Fitzgerald  declared,  "the 
theme  song  of  the  Nation  should  be  'God 
Save  America'  instead  of  'God  Bess  America.' 
"I  have  just  watched  socialism  take  over 
the  Democratic  Party  by  communistic  proc- 
esses." he  added. 

And   another  Democratic   leader,   high   in 

CIO  circles,  echoed  Fitzgerald's  sentiments. 

"You  can  see,"  he  said,  "what  happens  to 

democratic  government  when  the  Socialists 

move  in." 

So  outraged  were  many  of  the  delegates, 
it  was  reported,  that  they  tore  off  t.*-eir  polka- 
dotted  bow  tie  pins,  the  campaign  em- 
blems of  Governor  Williams.  This  was  the 
Insult  direct  to  Soapy. 

It  was  15  years  ago  that  Michigan  was 
stricken  by  the  wave  of  sitdown  strikes,  an 
imported  device  of  the  Communists  to  cre- 
ate violence  and  disruption. 

The  power  behind  the  sitdown  strikes  was 
the  gangs  of  goon  squads,  the  professional 
thugs,  armed  with  their  clubs  and  ball  bats. 
It  was  the  goon  squads  which,  In  utter 
defiance  of  law  and  public  safety,  closed 
streets  In  Detroit  and  forbade  their  use  by 
citizens  while  the  police  stood  by  helplessly 
and  watched. 

It  was  the  goon  squads  which  Invaded  the 
capltol  In  Lansing  and  took  over  the  govern- 
ment of  that  city,  closing  up  business,  and 
terrorizing  the  people. 

Only  when  the  goon  storm  troopers  moved 
Into  East  Lansing  and  tried  to  take  over 
Michigan  State  College  were  their  ranks 
broken.  They  came  up  against  brawny 
American  college  kids  who  would  not  be 
Intimidated  like  the  politicians  were.  These 
youngsters  threw  the  hoodlums  Into  the 
river.  That  act  so  stiffened  the  backbone 
of  the  American  people  all  over  the  country 
that  the  sitdown  strike  no  longer  could  ef- 
fectively be  used. 

But  if  the  great  mass  of  organized  labor 
discarded  this  Communist  technique,  the 
left-wing  political  aspirants,  the  fellow 
travelers,  the  bleeding  hearts,  and  the  ADA- 
ers  did  not. 

For  them,  the  goon  squad  was  a  useful 
device,  to  be  used  any  time  or  any  place  it 
would  further  their  Interests. 

No  means  is  unlawful  to  their  ends,  and 
they  do  not  hesitate  to  use  it,  always  bleat- 
ing, meanwhile,  about  their  constitutional 
privileges   and   the   Bill   of   Rights. 

Governor  Williams  and  his  ADA  backers 
may  have  won  a  big  victory  by  using  strong- 
arm  methods  to  take  over  control  of  the 
Democratic  Party  in  Wayne  County. 

But  they  may  find  it  difficult  to  convince 
the  public,  which  is  not  prepared  to  sur- 
render its  rights  to  ball  bat  wielding  goon 
squads,  who  would  fit  better  into  a  picture 
of  the  Kremlin  than  of  America. 

[From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September 
28,  1950] 
Wayne  Dzms  Ete  More  Top  Spots 
Wayne  Democrats,  alarmed  by  the  threat- 
ened party  bolt  of  old-line  factions,  are  ask- 


ing more  key  nominations  to  bolster  their 
fighting  front. 

Both  Governor  Williams  and  Lt.  Gov.  John 
W.  Connolly  are  from  Wayne,  but  wounds  re- 
maining after  last  week's  stormy  conventions 
are  disturbing. 

Most  serious  defection  was  the  announce- 
ment that  National  Committeeman  George 
8.  Fitzgerald  would  neither  attend  the  Grand 
Rapids  convention  Sattirday.  nor  participate 
in  consultations. 

"I  cannot  go  tc  a  convention  whose  dele- 
gates were  chosen  by  storm  trooper  methods 
and  the  domination  of  sawed-off  baseball 
bats."  Fitzgerald  said. 

After  a  gcxjdly  number  of  elected  dele- 
gates were  excluded  from  the  14th  District 
convention  last  week,  the  Fitzgerald  forces 
withdrew  from  the  Brlggs  local  hall. 

District  Chairman  Nicholas  Rothe  had  pro- 
vided himself  with  the  bat  to  use  as  a  gavel. 

Primary  gains  had  encouraged  Democrats 
to  expect  a  200.0C'0  Wayne  plurality  for  Gov- 
ernor Williams,  an  offset  lor  Republican 
strength  outstate. 

Now  the  word  Is  that  big  blocs  of  1st,  13th, 
14th,  15th,  and  17th  District  delegates  will 
"sit  out"  at  home  during  the  Grand  Rapids 
deliberations. 

Some  outstate  regulars,  including  a  Muske- 
gon group  and  Menominee  party  men,  also 
plan  to  hold  aloof  from  the  parley. 

Richard  T.  Ke:iy,  president  of  the  Wyan- 
dotte city  council.  Is  the  latest  secretary  of 
state  aspirant.  He  is  endorsed  by  16th  Con- 
gressional District  officers. 

Supporters  claim  his  name  would  offset 
prestige  of  the  name  of  Harry  F.  Kelly,  former 
governor,  and  GOP  nominee. 

(Prom  the  Detroit  Times  of  Sept.  28,  1950] 

Governor  Fights  Pincer  Move — Two  Revolts 

Floor  Williams 

(By  Frank  Morris) 

Governor  Williams  struggled  to  escape  a 
political  pincers  today  as  he  faced  two  rebel- 
lions within  the  Democratic  Party. 

The  CIO.  heretofore  his  guide  and  his 
strength,  demanded  that  John  W.  Gibson, 
until  recently  Federal  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor,  must  be  nominated  for  Secretary  of 
State. 

This  unexpected  demand  rocked  Williams, 
for  he  Is  committed  to  support  for  that  office 
Philip  Hart,  38.  his  commissioner  of  securi- 
ties and  corporations. 

LEADS  BOYCOTT 

While  fighting  this  fire,  Williams  was 
burned  by  George  S.  Pltzgerald.  Democratic 
national  committeeman,  who  is  leading  a 
boycott  of  the  party's  State  convention  Sat- 
urday in  Grand  Rapids. 

Williams'  first  move  to  combat  the  rebels 
was  to  woo  the  Wayne  County  elective  offi- 
cials, who  never  have  been  close  to  him  or 
enthusiastic  about  his  party  leadership. 

He  met  secretly  with  the  so-called  county 
building  crowd  last  night  in  the  office  of 
Register  of  Deeds  Bernard  J.  Youngblood, 
and  the  meeting  ended  with  everyone  shak- 
ing hands  like  lifelong  friends  embarking 
on  a  dangerous  expedition. 

GET  CONVENTION  VOICE 

•Hie  county  officials  promised  to  work  for 
Williams'  reelection,  abandoning  their  recent 
passive  attitude,  in  return  for  a  voice  in  the 
convention. 

The  move  to  force  the  nomination  of  Gib- 
son had  Williams  floored. 

Gibson,  who  came  close  to  being  appointed 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  President  Truman, 
is  Williams'  close  friend.  They  learned  poll- 
tics  together  under  the  late  Supreme  Court 
Justice  Prank  Murphy,  their  mutual  idol. 

There  is  no  one  Williams  would  rather 
have  as  a  running  mate  In  preference  to  Hart, 
but  he  made  a  commitment  a  year  ago  to 
make  Hart  the  next  Secretary  of  State  if  the 
Democratic  Party  wins  the  election. 
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Hart,  Detroit  attorney.  Is  a  son-ln-Iaw  of 
Walter  O.  Brlggs,  Detroit  InduBtrlallst,  and 
has  been  described  as  the  "only  Democrat  la 
Bloomfleld  Hills." 

Outside  of  about  890  delegates  in  the  16th 
Congressolnal  District,  the  Wayne  County 
delegates  to  the  party's  State  convention 
Saturday  are  controlled  by  the  CIO.  In  addi- 
tion, the  CIO  Is  In  command  of  delegates 
from  such  counties  as  Saginaw,  Bay,  Qenesee, 
and  Muskegon. 

Ous  SchoUe,  president  of  the  Michigan  CIO 
Council,  has  served  notice  on  Williams  that, 
despite  their  close  cooperation,  he  will  sup- 
port Gibson  over  Hart. 

This  troublesome  news  was  followed  by 
Pltzgerald's  announcement  he  will  boycott 
the  convention  on  grounds  that  the  CIO  used 
goons  and  baseball  bats  to  control  the  Wayne 
County  convention. 

rLKW  TO  DETXOIT 

So  Williams  flew  to  Detroit  to  keep  the 
pincers  from  closing  too  tightly  and  went 
wooing  the  county  ofllcials.  Among  those  at 
the  secret  meeting  were  County  Auditor  Su- 
merackl.  County  Clerk  Branlgln.  Sheriff 
Balrd,  County  Treasurer  Stoll,  Prosecutor 
O'Brien,  and  their  deputies. 

Representative  Rabattt,  of  the  14th  Dis- 
trict, also  was  present. 

They  told  Williams  they  had  been  ignored 
in  party  affairs  and  pointed  out  they  had  no 
voice  in  the  Democratic  congressional  district 
conventions  here  last  week. 

They  told  him  they  were  almost  certain  to 
be  reelected,  while  his  reelection  was  ques- 
tionable. 

In  the  end.  they  agreed  to  help  Williams 
out  of  his  labyrinth,  and  Williams  agreed  to 
work  closely  with  them  in  the  future  and 
open  party  campaign  headquarters  in  various 
sections  of  the  city  to  help  them. 

BOOTED  BT   BOTHK 

Mtzgerald  decided  to  l>oycott  the  conven- 
tion because  he  was  practically  booted  out 
Of  the  14th  District  convention  last  week  by 
Nicholas  Rothe,  the  district  chairman  and  a 
CIO  attorney. 

Scholle  had  invited  Fitzgerald  to  enter  the 
Inner  councils  on  condition  that  Rothe  re- 
ceive the  next  Detroit  Judicial  appointment 
from  Williams  and  that  Gll>son  be  nomi- 
nated for  secretary  of  state. 

Scholle  had  offered  to  give  Fitzgerald,  at- 
torney for  the  Teamsters  Union,  a  minority 
of  the  delegates  to  the  State  convention.  He 
added  that,  if  Rothe  should  be  appointed  to 
one  of  the  courts,  former  Councilman  George 
Edwards  would  become  attorney  for  the  CIO. 

But  at  the  last  minute  Scholle  withdrew 
all  peace  terms,  and  the  CIO  took  charge  of 
all  district  conventions  except  that  in  the 
16th. 

[Prom   the  Detroit   News  of  September  28, 
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Williams  Out  To  Halt  Peth) — Visrrs  Coitntt 

Thyino  To  Heal  Partt  Rift 

<By  William  R.  Muller) 

Governor  Williams  is  trying  personally  to 
smother  Wayne  County  party  feuds,  with 
the  Democratic  State  convention  in  Grand 
Rapids  but  2  days  away. 

In  an  early  effort  to  bring  warring  Wayne 
factions  together  before  the  convention,  he 
went  in  person  to  the  Wayne  Ccrunty  Build- 
ing late  Wednesday. 

He  was  escorted  by  Representative  Loins 
C.  Rabaut,  fighting  for  reelection  in  the  14th 
Congressional  District,  where  the  Democratic 
feud  is  boiling.  He  met  with  Register  of 
Deeds  Bernard  J.  Youngblood  and  Dr.  Sam- 
uel B.  Milton,  a  county  coroner. 

Other  Democratic  county  officials  sent  rep- 
resentatives to  the  meeting.  -  Under  Sheriff 
William  C.^yan  attended  for  Sheriff  Andrew 
C.  Balrd. 


local  raoNT  pekiled 

The  theme  of  the  meeting  was  the  cam- 
paign threat  poised  over  local  county  officials 
and  Democratic  Congressmen  by  the  split  In 
the  party  over  control  of  convention  dele- 
gates. 

National  Committeeman  George  S.  Fitz- 
gerald, appearing  in  court  on  the  third  floor 
of  the  county  building,  was  apprised  of  Wil- 
liams' conference  but  did  not  attend. 
Earlier  Fitzgerald  had  announced  he  would 
shun  the  Grand  Rapids  convention  because 
of  treatment  accorded  Democratic  regulars 
attempting  to  attend  local  congressional  dis- 
trict caucuses  as  delegates. 

Fitzgerald  said  the  •convention  would  be 
a  CIO  affair. 

Williams  conferred  with  Democratic  nom- 
inees and  their  representatives  for  more 
than  an  hour  and  left  without  comment. 

woman  leader  splits 

Even  as  he  was  enroute  home,  a  fresh 
party  outbreak  occurred.  Mrs.  Nellie  RUey, 
State  president  of  the  Eleanor  Roosevelt 
League  of  Michigan,  announced  she  would 
attend  a  League  meeting  In  Grand  Rapids 
Friday  but  would  not  stay  for  the  Demo- 
cratic convention. 

A  veteran  party  worker,  she  Is  a  former 
13th  Congressional  District  vice  chairman 
and  was  a  1948  delegate  to  the  Democratic 
National   Convention. 

She  charged  that  party  regulars  were  ex- 
cluded from  congressional  district  meetings 
where  CIO-ADA  delegates  to  the  State  con- 
vention were  named. 

"Socialists."  she  said,  "were  In  complete 
control  of  the  Democratic  Party  machinery. 
Mothers  and  housewives  In  Michigan  can- 
not afford  to  let  the  State  go  socialistic." 

DISPUTE    OVER    GAVEL 

The  county  meeting  quickly  followed  Fitz- 
gerald's announcement  that  he  would  not  i?o 
to  ti>e  State  convention.  He  said  "the  chair- 
man presided  with  a  baseball  bat  " 

Nicholas  Rothe.  14th  District  Democratic 
chairman,  said  the  gavel  he  used  at  the  meet- 
ing last  week  was  not  a  baseball  bat  but 
"one  of  a  pair  of  drumsticks  bought  for  a 
kid's  drum." 

Fitzgerald  stuck  by  his  description.  So 
did  John  McElroy.  personnel  director  of  the 
Wayne  County  Highway  Commission,  unsuc- 
cessful candidate  for  chairman  against  Rothe. 

"It  looked  like  a  sawed-off  bat  to  me." 
said  McElroy.  "but  It  might  have  been  a 
kid's  drumstick — for  one  of  Paul  Bunyan's 
kids." 

(From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September 
29.   1950] 

Democrat  Split  Narrows,  but  Friction  Re- 
mains ON  Parley  Eve — Separate  Camps 
Still  Operating 

(By  Hub  M.  George) 

Peace  moves  led  by  Governor  Williams  to 
quell  a  Wayne  County  Democratic  uprising 
made  uncertain  progress  on  the  eve  of  the 
Grand  Rapids  State  convention. 

Democratic  segments  regarded  as  vital  to 
campaign  success  still  planned  to  sit  out  this 
convention  at  home. 

The  friction  grew  out  of  turbulent  con- 
gressional district  caucuses  last  week  In 
which  hundreds  of  certlfled  delegates  were 
excluded. 

Most  Important  development  was  a  deci- 
sion by  party  strategists  to  set  up  headquar- 
ters for  Williams  and  Representative  Louis 
Rabaxtt  in  the  14th  district  separate  from  the 
district  committee  ruled  by  Chairman  Nicho- 
las J.  Rothe. 

It  was  Rothe's  iron-flsted  steamrollering 
of  the  14th  district  caucus  that  caused  Na- 
tional Committeeman  George  S.  Fitzgerald 
and  a  bloc  of  nearly  90  old-line  delegates  to 
walk  out. 

The  action  foUowed  the  exclusion  of  an- 
other bloc  of  nearly  lOO  delegates  by  what 


Fitzgerald  described  as  "goon-aquad  strong- 
arm  methods." 

The  national  committeeman  has  said  ha 
will  have  no  part  of  a  State  convention  grow- 
ing from  such  roots. 

"They've  done  everything  but  hang  Thom- 
as Jefferson   In  effigy."  Fitzgerald  said. 

Registrar  of  Deeds  Bernard  J.  Youngblood, 
in  whose  office  Williams  met  with  the 
"county  building  crowd."  denied  that  county 
officers  are  at  odds  with  the  party's  leader- 
ship. 

He  said  the  meeting  was  prompted  by  Ra- 
baut's  fear  that  existing  frictions  might 
complicate  his  own  election  chances. 

"We  discussed  the  necessity  of  extra  ef- 
fort in  the  14th.  In  view  of  disputes  there, 
and  agreed  that  the  Governor.  Rabaut.  and 
county  officials  would  Join  efforts  to  get  out 
the  full  Democratic  vote,"  Youngblood  ex- 
plained. 

"Williams  for  Governor"  and  "Rabaut  for 
Congress"  special  teams  will  be  set  up  and 
two  or  more  headquarters  will  be  opened. 

"We  are  in  no  way  attempting  to  circum- 
vent or  supersede  the  regular  congressional 
orfcranizatlon." 

In  Lansing.  Governor  Williams  concurred 
In  Yuungblood's  explanation  and  said  the 
separate  teams  are  "merely  supplementary." 
He  said  that  he  will  continue  to  cooperate 
fully  with  Chairman  Rothe's  setup. 

Other  spokesmen  explained,  however,  that 
no  provision  Is  Ijelng  made  for  National 
Committeeman  Fitzgerald  la  the  "twin- 
pronged  "  machinery. 

Fitzgerald,  months  ago.  began  organizing 
Williams   Democratic   Clubs    when    relations 
were   strained    between    himself   and   former* 
Democratic  Chairman  Hicks  Griffiths. 

It  may  be  that  Democrats  will  have  four 
separate  agencies  operating  in  the   14th. 

County  Chairman  Ernest  J.  Lacey.  who  also 
is  15th  District  chairman,  corrected  one  er- 
ror. Paul  Shafer,  an  elected  delegate  ex- 
cluded from  the  15th  District  caucus,  ac- 
cepted a  place  on  the  Grand  Rapids  slate 
when  he  proved  that  he  had  filed  an  au- 
thentic  and   correct   delegate    petition. 

With  renomlnation  of  Attorney  General 
Stephen  J  Roth  conceded  and  Banking  Com- 
missioner Maurice  E^eland  likely  to  get  the 
treasurer  nomination,  only  two  places  appear 
open. 

Securities  Commissioner  Phil  J.  Hart  and 
John  W.  Gibson,  former  Assistant  Secretary 
of  LalK)r,  have  been  mentioned  for  secretary 
of  State.  However,  Gibson  may  agree  to 
accept  the  auditor  general  nominatioa. 

[From  the  Detroit   News   of  September  29. 
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Party    Split    Grows    Wicer — Delecatk   Row 

Bared  as  Democrats  Meti 

(By  William  R.  Muller) 

This  Is  the  day  Governor  Williams  hoped 
E)emocrats  would  stop  fighting  among  them- 
.■^elves  and  start  helping  him  pick  a  team  to 
fight  Republicans. 

But  feuds  broke  out  anew  as  the  1.243  dele- 
gates to  the  Democratic  State  nominating 
convention— 603  of  them  from  Detroit— con- 
verged on  Grand  Rapids. 

A  telegram  challenging  the  right  Of  certain 
delegates  from  the  13th  District  to  attend 
the  con%ention— bearing  the  return  address 
of  UAW-CIO  division— roused  Democratic 
National  Committeeman  George  8.  Fitzgerald 
again. 

There  was  talk  of  opposition  to  a  second 
nomination  for  Attorney  General  Stephen  J. 
Roth. 

GIBSON     MENnoNEB 

A  report  circulated  In  Detroit  that  John 
W.  Gibson,  former  Assistant  United  States 
Secretary  of  Labor,  viewed  as  a  likely  candi- 
date for  secretary  of  state,  would  leave  the 
field  to  Philip  A.  Hart,  corporations  and  secu- 
rities commissioner. 
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The  CIO- Americans  for  Democratic  Action 
ct^liilon  within  the  party  criticized  Roth  for 
failure  to  lend  support  to  iU  fight  to  bar 
challenged  delegates  from  disUlct  con- 
ventions. 

As  It  was  being  voiced.  Fitzgerald  displayed 
a  telegram  from  Mrs.  Lillian  Hatcher,  secre- 
tary of  the  ISlh  District  Democratic  com- 
mittee. It  was  sent  to  an  elected  delegate 
warning  him  he  should  appear  for  a  hear- 
ing or  submit  a  written  denial  before  the 
district  Democratic  executive  board  concern- 
iut:  charpes  that  he  ran  on  an  Illegal  nomina- 
ing  petition. 

"A  clear  application  of  the  communistic 
technic  of  controlling  a  public  meeting  by 
eliminating  the  opposition  and  replacing  it 
with  friendly  tools,  "  said  Fitzgerald. 

SHE   GIVES    ANSWER 

Mrs  Hatcher's  telegram  gave  a  return  ad- 
dress of  6701  Second  Avenue.  That  is  the 
Fair  Practices  and  Antidiscrimination  De- 
partment of  the  UAW.  Mrs.  Hatcher  is  a 
L'AW  representative. 

"The  telegram  summoned  those  elected 
on  fraudulent  petitions  to  appear  before  our 
district  credentials  committee  Wednesday 
nipht."  explained  Mrs    Hatcher. 

"TTiree  of  those  who  app>eared  were  cleared. 

"We  sent  out  48  notices.  Many  did  not 
answer.  Some  were  dead.  Some  never  lived 
In  the  city.  Others  did  not  live  In  the  proj)er 
precincts   " 

The  dlfflcutles  were  piled  on  top  of  the 
14th  District  Democratic  Insurrection  which 
Williams  attempted  to  quell  with  a  state- 
ment Thursday.  He  said  "special"  efforts 
would  be  made  to  get  out  the  vote  there  "in 
view  of  hostile  attempU  to  magnify  and  ex- 
ploit   the    party    disputes    in    that    district. 

rrrzcEr.ALD  stats  awat 
Fitzgerald  and  his  followers  were  shunning 
the  convention,  which  will  be  held  Saturday. 
Party  councils  In  PantUnd  Hotel  rooms  will 
decide  the  ticket  tonight. 

The  ticket  most  often  discussed  as  a  prob- 
ability by  Williams'  supporters  includes  Roth, 
Hart.  Mrs.  Margaret  Price,  of  Ann  Arbor,  for 
auditor  general,  and  Maurice  E.  Eveland, 
Slate  banking  commissioner,  for  treasurer. 

There  was  no  indication  here  that  the 
CIO-.'VDA  coalition  would  insist  on  Gibson 
in  place  of  Hart.  Gibson  is  a  former  CIO 
organizer. 

I  From  the  book  The  CIO  and  the  Democratic 

Party) 
VI  Michigan:   PAC  Enters  a  State  Party 

Rockford  was  a  fairly  simple  case.  The 
PAC  of  a  single  Industrial  union  council 
entered  the  structure  of  a  county  Demo- 
cratic committee  and  obtained  a  voice  in 
party  decisions  as  part  of  a  coalition.  But 
could  a  similar  Internal  relationship  l>e  es- 
tablished at  the  vastly  more  complex  state 
level?  How?  What  effect  would  it  have 
on  the  party?  Under  what  circumstances 
could  It  be  accomplished? 

The  Michigan  State  PAC  in  1950  was  an  im- 
portant member  of  a  coalition  in  control 
of  the  Michigan  State  Central  Democratic 
Committee.  This  is  a  study  of  the  relation- 
ship of  these  two  groupw  and  of  how  they 
functioned  in  1948  and  1950  to  elect  their 
candidate.  Mennen  Williams,  governor  of  a 
traditionally  Republican  State  (see  fig.  4). 

PAC    ENTERS    THE    MICHIGAN    STATK    DEMOCRATIC 
PARTY 

In  Michigan,  as  in  Ohio,  the  Democratic 
Party  is  controlled  by  two  bodies,  a  State 
Democratic  convention,  held  in  the  fall 
of  even  years  and  the  spring  of  odd  years, 
and  a  Democratic  State  committee,  com- 
posed of  4  members  from  each  of  Mich- 
igan's 17  congressional  districts.  The 
State  committee  handles  party  business  be- 
tween conventions.  Since  1948  both  the 
State  convention  and  the  State  committee 
have   been   under   the   control  oX  a  liberal 


coalition  composed  of  the  Michigan  Demo- 
cratic Club,  reform  Democrats,  certain  minor- 
ity groups,  PAC,  and  part  of  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
In  the  1950  convention  this  liberal  coali- 
tion claimed  over  750  of  the  1,243  delegates, 
about  486  of  whom  were  CIO  members.  The 
68  meml>ers  of  the  State  committee  in  1950 
were  all  from  the  liberal  coalition,  and  20 
of  them  were  CIO  members.  The  story  of 
how  this  liberal  coalition  came  to  power  in 
the  SUte  Democratic  Party  is  so  dramatic 
that  it  merits  a  chronological  description. 

The  formation  of  the  Iit>eral  coalition:  Re- 
publican Michigan  had  no  permanent  Demo- 
cratic organization  at  all  until  early  in  the 
Roosevelt  era.  when  a  State  highway  commis- 
sioner, Murray  Van  Wagoner,  formed  a  tight 
little  patronage  machine  which  eventually 
elected  him  Governor.  But,  weakened  by 
civil-service  reform,  this  machine  collapsed 
In  1942.  and  party  control  passed  to  a  small 
clique  of  old-guard  Democrats  with  a  pat- 
ronage outlook.  Under  old-guard  leadership, 
party  precinct  activity  declined  In  the  1940s; 
party  slates  were  not  filled;  the  party  ex- 
chequer ran  a  deficit;  and  Democratic  can- 
didates got  little  campaign  help.  Critics 
claimed  with  disgust  that  the  clique  did  not 
really  want  to  elect  a  Democratic  Governor 
because  he  might  Interfere  with  their  control 
of  Federal  patronage.  Neither  the  platform 
of  the  State  party  nor  the  activity  of  the 
party  In  the  State  legislature  refiected  the 
New  Deal  orientation  of  the  National  Demo- 
catlc  Party. 

This  State  party  developed  some  dissatisfied 
factions.  One  of  these  might  be  called  the 
Reform  Democrats,  a  few  liberal  party  work- 
ers who  strongly  disapproved  of  the  way  the 
party  conducted  Its  functions  and  the  asso- 
ciations It  was  developing.  Another  group 
referred  to  itself  as  the  Michigan  Democratic 
Club,  an  Issue-orlented  group  of  depression- 
bred  New  Dealers  who  found  the  State  party 
quite  out  of  tune  with  the  national  party 
platform. 

Meanwhile,  a  State  PAC  was  established 
In  1944  as  a  committee  of  the  State  CIO 
Industrial  Union  Council.  It  dabbled  un- 
successfully In  third -party  politics  with  the 
Michigan  Commonwealth  Federation.  In 
1945  and  1946  It  developed  its  own  inde- 
pendent political  organization,  usually  sup- 
plementing Democrats.  After  a  severe  elec- 
toral defeat  in  1948,  PAC  was  in  the  mood  for 
suggestions. 

The  leaders  of  the  reform  Democrats  and 
the  Michigan  Democratic  Club  provided  the 
tip.  One  evening  early  in  1947  they  invited 
the  president  of  the  State  CIO  council  to 
Join  them  at  the  home  of  Hicks  Griffiths,  an 
active  Michigan  Democrat.  In  the  cotirse  of 
the  conversation,  they  convinced  him  that 
the  objectives  of  all  three  groups  were  rea- 
sonably compatible  and  that  their  combined 
resources  could  control  the  party.  This 
meeting  became  the  birthplace  of  a  literal 
coalition  which  determined  to  enter  the 
State  Democratic  Party  and  seize  control 
from  the  old-guard  Democrats. 

PAC  leaders  had  to  convert  CIO  members 
to  this  form  of  political  action,  however,  be- 
fore they  could  pursue  it.  This  took  more 
than  a  year  of  internal  CIO  maneuvering. 
PAC  leaders  dwelt  on  the  futility  of  third 
parties  and  the  accusation  of  prolabor  Con- 
gressman DiNCELL  that  PAC  was  "indulging 
in  the  luxury  of  nonpartisanship  at  a  time 
when  a  clique  of  50  was  getting  control  of  the 
Michigan  party."  They  pointed  out  that  la- 
bor was  not  large  enough  to  spread  its  assets 
between  two  political  parties  and  that  non- 
partUan  labor  usually  found  itself  endorsing 
Democrats  it  had  had  no  voice  in  selecting. 
They  assured  skeptics.  "We  are  not  accepting 
the  DemocraUc  Party  in  Michigan  as  it  now 
Is.  Our  purpose  in  going  into  it  is  to  line 
up  with  its  Uljeral  element  and  remold  the 
party  Into  a  progressive  force"  (Michigan  CIO 
News,  March  17,  1948). 


On  March  13,  1948,  a  State  PAC  conference 
In  Lansing  rewarded  their  efforts  in  the  fol- 
lowing declaration  of  policy: 

"Progressives  and  liberals  within  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  have  often  been  outnumbered 
by  conservative  and  reactionary  elements. 
The  PAC  is  unanimous  In  Its  opinion  that 
the  best  way  of  supporting  liberalism  with- 
in the  Democratic  Party,  to  conform  to  na- 
tional CIO  policy,  and  to  serve  the  best  inter- 
ests of  Michigan  labor,  is  to  Join  the  Demo- 
cratic Party. 

"It  is  our  objective  In  adopting  this  policy 
to  remold  the  Democratic  Party  into  a  real 
liberal  and  progressive  political  party  which 
can  be  subscribed  to  by  members  of  the  CIO 
and  other  liberals. 

"We,  therefore,  advise  CIO  members  to  be- 
come active  precinct,  ward,  county,  and  con- 
gressional district  workers  and  attempt  to 
become  delegates  to  Democratic  conven- 
tions" (ibid.). 

.Walter  Reuther  gave  his  approval,  and 
every  State  CIO  convention  since  has  re- 
affirmed this  stand. 

Building  the  coalition:  The  first  problem 
of  the  coalition  was  to  build  up  its  political 
resources.  This  involved  bringing  other 
compatible  groups  into  the  coalition.  Part 
of  the  A.  F.  of  L.,  the  Brotherhood  of  Rail- 
way Trainmen,  and  important  Polish  and 
Negro  political  groups  agreed  to  give  partisan 
support.  Some  nonpartisan  groups,  like 
Americans  for  Democratic  Action,  the  League 
of  Women  Voters,  and  a  few  liberal  church 
groups,  supported  the  new  coalition,  though 
they  remained  outside  the  party.  The  team- 
sters union  and  various  Irish,  Greek,  and 
Italian  political  groups  In  Detroit  lined  up 
with  the  old  guard  Democrats  against  the 
liberal  coalition. 

Labor,  reform,  and  Michigan  Democratic 
groups  had  to  strengthen  themselves  indi- 
vidually for  partisan  activity.  The  State 
PAC  explained  its  objectives  and  trained  Its 
workers  In  specific  techniques  of  partisan  po- 
litical action.  It  held  Innumerable  conven- 
tions, PAC  conferences,  local  union  meet- 
ings, and  classes.  It  started  to  raise  funds. 
It  sought  to  convince  or  control  its  own 
doubting  Thomases,  some  of  whom  regarded 
partisan  activity  as  dangerously  radical, 
others  who  saw  it  as  the  megalomania  of  a 
few  union  bureaucrats,  and  still  others  who 
felt  it  to  be  a  betrayal  of  the  revolution. 

Meanwhile,  other  members  of  the  coalition 
strengthened  their  own  interest  groups.  Re- 
form Democrats  in  a  few  places  conducted 
their  own  revolutions  and  took  over  several 
county  party  organizations.  Hicks  Griffiths 
of  the  Michigan  Democratic  Club  spent 
months  traveling  through  Michigan,  starting 
Democratic  groups.  His  wife  laid  the  basis 
for  an  organization  of  Democratic  women. 
Mennen  Williams,  in  his  1948  campaign  for 
governor,  visited  small  rural  communities, 
not  to  turn  out  a  big  Democratic  vote  from 
these  Republican  strongholds,  but  to 
strengthen  and  liberalize  Democratic  organ- 
izations. 

A  second  problem  was  to  keep  the  coalition 
together.  One  common  bond  was  discontent 
with  the  old-guard  party.  Another  bond 
was  agreement  on  a  liberal  legislative  pro- 
gram, including  progressive  taxation,  civil 
rights,  public  housing,  improved  social  se- 
curity, and  workmen's  compensation.  These 
points  of  agreement  do  not  by  any  means 
Indicate  that  the  interest  groups  found 
themselves  in  complete  harmony.  Michigan 
Democratic  Club  leaders  accused  PAC  leaders 
of  being  arrogant,  politically  naive,  and 
all  too  ready  to  shirk  routine  precinct  work. 
It  was  hard  for  Michigan  Demcxiratic  Club 
workers  to  see  PAC  workers  paid  for  political 
work  which  they  had  to  give  voluntarily. 
PAC,  on  the  other  hand,  found  that  it  had 
to  provide  a  good  share  of  the  money  and 
manpower  and  yet  eclipse  itself  modestly 
behind  the  coalition.  It  had  to  make  con- 
cessions for  the  sake  of  unity,  even  when  It 
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was  strong  enough  to  enforce  its  demands. 
Bach  group  suspected  the  other  of  secret 
deals.  But  such  conflicts  were  kept  under 
control  at  frequent  caucuses.  Coalition 
members  presented  a  conunon  front  to  the 
CMd-Ouard  groups. 

The  final  problem  was  to  settle  on  a  specific 
program  of  political  action.  The  coalition 
decided  to  elect  enough  precinct  captains  at 
the  bottom  to  control  district  and  State 
party  conventions.  Old  Guard  Democrats 
were  so  lax  in  manning  precincts  and  party 
conventions  that  this  was  a  realistic  possi- 
bility. But  the  plan  required  a  tremendous 
amount  of  hard  work,  finding  and  training 
precinct  candidates,  raising  funds,  contact- 
ing interest  groups,  settling  Internal  differ- 
ences, campaigning,  and  poll  watching. 

Primaries  and  party  conventions  of  1948: 
Each  interest  group  in  the  coalition  found 
and  trained  its  own  precinct  candidates. 
Wayne  County  PAC,  for  example  asked  all 
its  union  stewards  and  officers  to  run.  PAC 
estimates  that,  of  the  1.240  persons  who  filed 
for  the  1.748  precincts  in  Wayne  County  in 
1948,  about  1,000  were  from  liberal  Interest 
groups.  Seven  hundred  and  twenty  of  them 
were  elected. 

Tlie  Old  Guard  was  not  expecting  this 
•challenge  In  the  precincts.  It  failed  to  run 
liufflclent  precinct  delegates  to  .Ti'alntain  con- 
trol. At  5  of  the  6  Wayne  County  district 
Democratic  conventions  which  met  shortly 
after  the  primaries,  liberals  easily  captured 
control  from  the  Old  Ciuard.  Coalition 
chairmen  were  elected  f o  •  all  the  Wayne 
County  districts  except  the  13th.  Several 
other  county  parties  als  i  went  liberal. 
State  convention  delegates  were  selected  at 
these  district  and  county  conventions. 
Wayne  County  districts  naturally  selected 
lilierai  delegates,  and  this  populous  county 
happened  to  hold  a  majority  vote  at  the 
State  convention. 

The  1948  State  convention  was  about  twice 
as  large  as  In  previous  years.  A  PAC  offi- 
cial estimated  that  the  liberal  coalition  mus- 
tered two-thirds  of  Its  votes.  One  Informed 
Democrat  claimed  that  PAC  had  majorities 
In  4  of  the  17  district  convention  delega- 
tions and  was  an  Important  element  in  2 
others.  PAC  leaders  admit  that  they  had 
a  good  proportion  of  the  total  delegates,  but 
probably  less  than  half.  Clearly.  PAC 
formed  the  largest  single  group  within  the 
coalition. 

The  coalition  captures  the  State  commit- 
tee: Since  the  State  Democratic  committee 
Is  not  elected  at  fall  conventions,  a  member 
of  the  Old  Guard,  John  Franco,  continued  as 
State  party  chairman.  War  raged  between 
lilieral  and  old  guard  members  on  the  com- 
mittee. 

Liberal  members  called  a  1949  spring  party 
convention   for  February  5,   and   old   guard 
members  ordered  It  for  February  25.    Sparks 
flew.     Franco  tried  to  remove  Griffiths,  who 
was   the   obvious    liberal   contender   for   the 
State  chairmanship,  from  the  State  commit- 
tee.    He  claimed  he  would  be  happy  If  the 
liberals   held    their   illegal   convention,   say- 
ing, "Then  we  would  be  able  to  weed  out 
the    Socialist    element    of    the    Democratic 
Party."     Liberals  retorted  that  Franco's  re- 
port of  party  contributions  was  $9,000  short 
and  that  he  had  paid  a  45-percent  commis- 
sion to  his  brother's  firm  for  raising  funds. 
The  liberal  coalition  proceeded  to  hold  its 
State  convention  on  February  5,  with  1.243 
delegates,  far  more  than  the  old  guard  could 
round  up.     Griffiths,  leader  of  the  Michigan 
E)emocratlc    Club,    was   easily   elected   State 
chairman.     Sixty-eight  liberals  were  elected 
to  the  State  committee,  of  whom  CIO  claimed 
twenty.    PAC  showed  Its  muscle  at  this  con- 
vention.    The  New  York  Times  of  February 
6,  1949,  complained  that  Scbolle.  rather  than 
the  Governor,  was  real  head  of  the  conven- 
tion.   Scbolle.  director  of  the  State  CIO.  re- 
sponded :  "Although  CIO  members  constitute 
a  substantial  portion  of  the  Democratic  Party 
delegations,  they  Jo  not  operate  as  a  unit." 
(Michigan  CIO  News,  February  9,  1949.) 


The  Old  Guard  insisted  that  they  would 
hold  another  convention  up  until  2  hours 
before  it  was  supposed  to  convene  on  Feb- 
ruary 25.  Then  Franco  capitulated  lamely, 
saying  he  would  have  certified  the  February 
6  convention,  "if  the  opposition  had  given 
him  a  vote  of  gratitude." 

The  1950  primaries:  The  liberal  coalition 
thus  found  In  1948  that  it  could  attain  a 
position  of  leadership  in  the  State  conven- 
tion and  State  committee  by  entering  its 
members  as  precinct  delegates.  But  could  it 
hold  this  position  in  succeeding  primaries 
when  the  old  guard  and  other  Interest  groups 
had  become  aware  of  this  method  of  attack? 

In  February  1950,  an  attorney  for  the 
teamsters'  union  started  an  old-guard 
caucus  known  as  the  Truman  Democratic 
Club  of  Michigan.  Its  object  was  to  recap- 
ture control  from  the  liberal  coalition. 

The  coalition  operated  in  1950  much  as  it 
had  in  1948.  filing  about  1.000  petitions  for 
precinct  captains  in  Wayne  County,  821  of 
these  petitions  being  from  CIO  members. 
But  Imagine  the  surprise  of  the  liberals  to 
discover  that  3.598  p>ersons  had  filed  for  pre- 
cinct Jobs  In  1950  compared  to  the  1.240  who 
had  filed  In  1948.  Such  precinct  competition 
was  unheard  of  in  Detroit.  Obviously,  the 
Old  Guard  had  been  busy  rounding  up  pre- 
cinct workers,  and  coalition  control  was  in 
Jeopardy. 

The  liberals  examined  Old  Guard  precinct 
petitions  carefully  and  noticed  some  strange 
things.  The  signatures  were  very  similar  to 
those  appearing  on  1946  petitions,  and  the 
same  handwriting  appeared  at  regular  In- 
tervals. The  coalition  concluded  that  the 
petitions  must  have  been  forged  by  a  few 
men  sitting  around  a  table  and  copying  old 
petitions.  They  therefore  checked  about  800 
petitions  by  writing  to  the  signatories.  S.ime 
of  their  letters  were  returned  marked  de- 
ceased or  moied.  Other  persons  gave  them 
affidavits  that  their  names  had  been  forged. 

Early  In  Auijust  the  liberal  State  chairman 
asked  the  Wayne  County  election  board  to 
disqualify  theue  questionable  petitions.  But 
the  board  declared  that  it  had  no  legal  right 
to  check  the  authenticity  of  signatures,  nor 
the  qualifications  of  candidates.  Liberals 
then  turned  to  the  courts,  which  mlzht  have 
considered  these  as  cases  of  personal  In- 
Jury  to  the  persons  whose  names  had  been 
forged.  Instead,  a  county  court  Judge  ruled 
that  this  was  a  political  controversy  which 
should  be  settled  by  the  State  party  conven- 
tion. This  decision  was  small  comfort  to 
the  coalition.  By  the  time  the  State  con- 
vention met,  precinct  captains  running  on 
forged  petitions  would  have  been  elected  at 
the  primary,  ar.d  the  Old  Guard  would  again 
be  in  control  of  the  State  convention. 

"Blood  on  the  pavements":  Interest  in  the 
1950  Wayne  County  primaries  ran  unusually 
high.  The  county  reported  222.804  Demo- 
cratic primary  votes  for  Governor,  as  com- 
pared with  81.796  In  1946. 

The  liberals  concluded  that,  since  they 
could  not  prevent  precinct  captains  from 
running  on  questionable  petitions,  they 
would  prevent  those  who  won  from  beln^; 
seated  at  the  district  conventions,  where 
party  officers  were  to  be  elected.  To  this  end 
the  coalition  equipped  Wayne  County  dis- 
trict conventions  with  bouncers;  a  liberal 
.bouncer  from  the  15th  district  told  the  au- 
thor that  he  was  equipped  with  6  men.  20 
clubs,  and  2  pistols,  but  was  not  called  upon 
to  use  them. 

Evidently  PAC  did  not  have  complete  faith 
in  its  bouncers.  Unknown  to  other  members 
of  the  coalltloE.  it  made  a  deal  with  the 
Teamsters  wheruby  the  latter  would  receive 
CIO  support  for  Its  chairmen  in  the  Ist.  15th. 
and  16th  districts  and  the  CIO  would  re- 
ceive Teamster  support  for  Its  chairmen  in 
the  13th,  14th.  and  17th  districts. 

District  conventions  were  held  on  the  eve- 
ning of  September  19.  The  newspaper  public 
was  regaled  next  morning  with  stories  of  the 
14th  district  chairman,  a  liberal,  who  "pre- 
sided   with   a   biseball    bat."     George    fitz- 


gerald.  of  the  Old  Guard,  walked  out  of  one 
district  convention,  telling  newspapermen 
that  he  had  "Just  watched  socialism  take 
over  the  Democratic  Party  by  Communist 
processes."  A  delegate  to  the  17th  district 
convention  whose  petition  was  questioned 
was  carried  outside  and  proceeded  to  make  a 
radio  platter  entitled  "Blood  on  the  Pave- 
ments "  Actually,  the  challenged  delegates 
were  given  the  choice  of  defending  their  peti- 
tions before  the  district  convention  or  of  leav- 
ing. Most  of  them  left.  The  coalition  won 
all  the  six  Wayne  County  district  chairman- 
ships except  the  16th. 

Ihe  13th  district  convention  Illustrates 
what  happened  to  the  Teamster-PAC  deal. 
Since  this  district  had  256  precincts,  129  pre- 
cinct captains  were  required  for  a  majority. 
The  primaries  turned  up  90  known  liberal 
precinct  captains,  75  of  whom  were  CIO 
members,  and  at  least  16  teamsters.  The 
teamsters  had  agreed  to  support  a  PAC 
chairman  in  return  fur  4  seats  on  the  15-man 
district  executive  board.  PAC  therefore  did 
not  question  petitions  in  this  district,  and 
ttie  teamsters  and  old-guard  Democrats  were 
seated.  The  first  vote  was  for  district  chair- 
man, and  the  16  teamsters  violated  their 
agreement  by  voting  for  the  old  guard  rather 
than  for  the  liberal  candidates.  PAC  was  In- 
censed. Fortunately,  the  coalition  had 
enough  votes  to  elect  a  liberal  chairman  by 
a  small  margin.  PAC  immediately  dropped 
Us  half  of  the  teamster  deal,  and  the  coali- 
tion proceeded  to  elect  all  the  district  party 
officers  and  100  delegates  to  the  State  party 
convention.  PAC's  first  move  after  the  elec- 
tion of  officers  was  to  throw  out  the  16  team- 
sters and  32  old-guard  members  on  the  basis 
of  fraudulent  pyetltlons. 

The  1950  State  Democratic  convention: 
Most  of  the  old  guard,  defeated  at  the  dis- 
trict conventions,  decided  to  boycott  the 
State  party  convention.  George  Fitzgerald 
announced  that  he  refused  to  attend  a  con- 
vention, to  delegates  to  which  had  been 
picked  with  'storm  troopers  guarding  the 
doors  and  the  chairman  presiding  with  a 
baseball  bat"  (Detroit  News,  September  27. 
1950  )  Mrs  Nellie  Riley,  a  former  Demo- 
cratic national  convention  delegate,  warned 
her  sex:  "Socialists  are  in  complete  charge  of 
the  Democratic  Party  machinery.  Mothers 
and  housewives  In  Michigan  cannot  afford 
to  let  the  State  go  socialistic."  (Detroit 
News.  September  28.  1950  ) 

Shortly  thereafter,  most  of  the  old  guard 
Interest  groups  turned  to  the  Republicans. 
Thpy  formed  the  Democrats  for  Kelly  Club 
(Kelly  was  the  Republican  candidate  for 
governor).  The  leader  of  this  club  said: 
'Leaders  who  have  turned  control  of  our 
party  over  to  nonpartisans  with  Socialist 
backgrounds  and  others  of  their  Ilk,  cannot 
expect  true  Democrats  to  be  complacent.  I 
know  of  hundreds  of  good  Democrats  who 
feel  the  Demrjcratlc  label  is  Ijeing  used  to 
advance  ideologies  to  which  we  cannot  and 
will  not,  subscribe"  (Detroit  Free  Press. 
October  11.  1950  )  The  State  CIO  president, 
SchoUe.  was  evidently  encountering  com- 
pletely different  Democrats.  He  claimed: 
"The  overwhelming  majority  of  the  regular 
Democrats  have  welcomed  us  into  the  party 
with  open  arms.  They  find  no  difficulty  in 
working  with  union  members  on  a  whole- 
some and  cooperative  basis."  (Michigan  CIO 
News,  March  3.  1949.) 

With  the  exodus  of  the  old  guard,  the 
Detroit  Times  called  the  1950  State  Demo- 
cratic convention  on  September  28.  1950, 
"the  quietest  in  years."  Of  the  1.243  con- 
vention delegates,  the  coalition  had  at  least 
950,  about  486  of  whom  were  CIO  members. 
Twenty  Old  Guard  members  tried  to  caucus, 
and  one  delegate  questioned  the  district  con- 
ventions, but  neither  caused  much  disturb- 
ance. 

The  liberal  coalition,  with  PAC  as  lU 
strongest  member,  thus  weathered  its  second 
election  as  a  controlling  bloc  in  the  Mich- 
igan State  Democratic  Convention  and 
Committee. 
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Unlike  the  Ohio  PAC,  the  Michigan  PAC 
thus  .•hared  a  position  of  direct  Internal 
control  over  the  State  Democratic  conven- 
tion and  committee.  Prom  this  position, 
what  influence  could  it  exert  on  the  Internal 
decisions  of  the  party?  How  did  the  Internal 
life  of  the  party  change  when  the  hberal 
coalition  came  into  power? 

Selection  of  candidates:  In  Michigan,  leg- 
islative and  Judicial  officers  are  nominated 
at  a  direct  primary,  but  a  number  of  State 
and  county  executive  officers  are  nominated 
at  party  conventions.  From  iU  internal 
p<jsition  the  coalition  had  noticeable  Influ- 
ence on  both  primary  and  convention  nomi- 
nations. 

At  conventions,  liberal  candidates  were 
predetermined  at  caucuses  of  coalition  lead- 
ers and  were  approved  like  clockwork.  The 
lively  "horRe  trading  "  of  Old  Guard  conven- 
tions disappeared.  Old  Guard  elements  de- 
plored this  limitation  on  their  op>eratlons: 
so  did  some  liberal  precinct  delegates,  who 
wanted  more  direct  voice  In  return  for  their 
precinct  work.  PAC  leaders  claimed  they 
used  their  Influence  in  the  caucus  as  fol- 
lows: If  two  liberals  were  contending  for 
nominations.  PAC  did  not  take  sides.  But 
It  supported  liberals  as  against  conservatives. 
Sometimes,  In  the  interest  of  party  unity, 
It  did  not  oppose  conservatives;  but  it  al- 
ways fought  an  antilabor  contender. 

The  coalition  also  carried  weight  in  pre- 
primary  maneuvers.  Its  chief  contribution 
was  an  effort  to  fill  "he  primary  slates.  In 
1946  eight  State  senftors  and  16  State  rep- 
resentative districts  failed  to  run  Democrats. 
In  1950,  under  the  liberal  coalition.  Demo- 
crats ran  In  all  but  1  senatorial  and  3  rep- 
resentative districts.  Even  though  they  had 
Utile  hope  of  electoral  success,  the  coalition 
made  an  effort  to  run  "sacrificial  goats  "  in 
strongly  Republican  areas  because  of  their 
value  as  a  nucleus  fcr  Democratic  organiza- 
tion. 

Theoretically.  Interest  groups  operate  sep- 
arately in  running  primary  candidates.  Ac- 
tually, the  standards  of  Indorsement  for  is- 
sue-oriented membe^^;  of  the  coalition  were 
so  similar  that  these  groups  made  an  effort 
not  to  run  against  Dne  another.  Though 
primary  cooperation  was  not  so  highly  de- 
veloped as  In  the  party  regular  system  In 
Chicago.  PAC  claimetl  that  It  would  make 
no  Indorsement  In  a  contest  between  liberals. 
At  general  elections  I'AC  sUted  fiatly  that 
It  would  not  Indorse  lui  antilabor  Democrat 
or  a  Republican  of  any  kind. 

The  result  of  this  policy  has  been  more 
liberal  Democratic  primary  contenders,  espe- 
cially In  Wayne  County. 

The  State  Democratic  platform:  One  of 
the  most  striking  changes  in  the  function 
of  the  Michigan  State  Democratic  Party  un- 
der the  llt^eral  coalition  Is  in  the  content, 
creation,  and  use  of  th*  State  party  platform. 

Both  the  phraseology  and  the  content  of 
the  1948  and  1950  Mlclilgan  Democratic  plat- 
forms Indicated  that  the  party,  under  the 
liberal-Issue  oriented-:  nterest  groups,  aimed 
its  appeal  at  a  particular  segment  of  Mlchl- 
pan  voters.  It  did  not  attempt  to  please 
everyone,  as  the  previous  patronage-oriented 
party  had  done.  The  State  Democratic  Party 
platform  stated:  "For  this  record  of  Indif- 
ference and  hostility  ta  labor's  Interests  the 
Republican  Party  stands  condemned.  The 
E>emocratlc  Party  believes  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  whole  State  depends  on  the  health, 
security,  and  dignity  Df  the  working  man" 
(Michigan  CIO  News,  October  5,  1950,  p.  4.) 
Furthermore,  the  platform  stood  for  specific 
legislative  Items  which  patronage  interest 
groups  had  considered  too  controverisal :  a 
corporation  profits  tax.  Improved  social  se- 
curity, a  fair  employment  practices  act,  work- 
ers' education,  and  public  housing.  PAC's 
hand  in  this  platform  can  be  seen  easily  by 
comparing  the  platform  with  the  State  PAC 
legislative  program.  This  platform,  like  the 
selection  of  candldateti,  was  actually  deter- 


mined at  Informal  caucuses  of  coalition  lead- 
ers. Ratlflcallon  by  the  SUte  convention 
was  assured. 

Perhaps  the  most  significant  change  re- 
garding the  State  platform,  however,  was  its 
use.  Platforms  of  1944  and  1946  State  con- 
ventions played  little  part  in  the  actual  se- 
lection of  candidates,  campaign  issues,  and 
legislative  battles.  Liberal  caucuses,  on  the 
other  hand,  did  evaluate  potential  candidates 
on  these  issues.  Williams  used  platform  Is- 
sues continuously  In  his  campaign.  These 
Issues  were  stressed  In  his  inaugural  address 
in  1949  and  in  his  first  address  to  his  Repub- 
lican-dominated State  legislature.  In  his 
first  term  he  conducted  sharp  legislative  bat- 
tles on  workmen's  compensation,  discrimi- 
nation In  the  State  militia,  workers"  educa- 
tion, old-age  benefits,  and  public  housing. 

The  Michigan  party  platform  thus  adopted 
a  specific  social  orientation  and  became  more 
binding,  not  because  of  any  theoretical  desire 
for  "responsible  "  parties  but  because  It  had 
become  a  power  medium  for  specific  Issue- 
oriented    social   groupings. 

Electing  party  officers:  The  Influence  of 
PAC  and  the  liberal  coalition  in  electing  pre- 
cinct captains,  district  officers,  and  State 
conventions  and  committees  has  already  been 
has  already  been  described.  The  coalition 
elected  enough  precinct  captains  in  Wayne 
County  to  control  4  of  its  5  district  conven- 
tions and  a  majority  of  the  State  convention. 

Expanding  party  organization:  Under  the 
Old  Guard,  party  organization  in  the  State 
rural  districts  had  t>een  practically  nonexist- 
ent. The  Michigan  Democratic  Club  set  out 
to  remedy  this  situation.  Griffiths  founded 
liberal  Democratic  groups;  Williams  vlsitec^ 
them  In  the  course  of  his  campaign.  These 
small  county  Democratic  organizations  were 
encouraged  to  run  candidates,  even  with 
little  hope  of  success,  as  a  nucleus  for  party 
organization. 

Even  in  urban  areas  the  Old  Guard  had  let 
basic  Democratic  organization  slip.  In  1946 
no  Democrat  ran  for  over  half  the  precincts 
In  Wayne  County,  whereas  3.598  persons 
filed  for  these  1.748  places  in  1950.  Under 
the  coalition.  Democratic  organization  spread 
at  the  "grass-roots"  level. 

Internal  party  dlsclpllae;  The  liberal  coali- 
tion ejected  the  Incompatible  Old  Guard  in- 
terest groups  from  the  party  by  electoral 
means,  supplemented  in  the  1950  district 
conventions  by  "bouncers."  But  what  held 
the  members  of  the  coalition  itself  together? 
Many  groups  like  PAC,  A.  F.  of  L.,  and  Michi- 
gan Democrats  were  held  by  similar  legisla- 
tive Interests.  Patronage  groups  found  that 
their  objectives,  while  not  exactly  similar, 
could  be  obtained  from  the  same  candidates. 
All  groups  were  united  by  a  common  desire 
to  wrest  control  from  the  Old  Guard. 

What  kept  PAC  from  dominating  this  coa- 
lition? Certainly  not  timidity!  PAC  was 
limited  by  the  fact  that,  while  it  had  suffi- 
cient votes  and  money  to  dominate  the 
coalition,  It  did  not  have  sufficient  resources 
to  win  a  general  election.  In  Michigan,  as 
in  Ohio,  a  liberal  candidate  had  a  far  better 
chance  of  election  when  supported  by  a  coa- 
lition with  a  traditional  party  name  than  he 
did  with  a  strictly  CIO  label.  The  Michi- 
gan Democratic  Club  contributed  liberal  can- 
didates and  a  statewide  organization  which 
performed  as  much  precinct  work  as  PAC 
members  did.  Reform  Democrats  provided 
party  leaders  of  considerable  political  expe- 
rience, like  Nlel  Staebler,  the  1950  State 
party  chairman.  These  nonlabor  members 
of  the  coalition  proved  more  resourceful 
than  PAC  in  contacting  and  reconciling  com- 
patible Interest  groups.  They  were  even 
Instrumental  in  reconciling  compatible  in- 
terest elements  in  the  A.  F.  of  L.  Since  PAC 
needed  help  to  defeat  the  well -Intrenched 
Republicans,  It  was  forced  to  broaden  the 
coalition  by  compromise  rather  than  nar- 
row It  by  domination. 

Distributing  patronage:  PAC  claimed  It 
could  get  along  without  routine  patronage 
Jobs.    It  could  pay  PAC  workers  from  union 


treasuries  for  time  lost  from  work  for  p<^itl- 
cal  duties  without  the  risk  of  losing  them 
to  the  county  court  house,  and  few  workers 
wanted  to  give  up  factory  pay  and  seniority 
for  the  insecurity  of  political  Jobs,  anyway. 
But  PAC  and  other  Issue-oriented  groups 
evinced  considerable  interest  in  policy-mak- 
ing Jobs.  PAC  did  not  hesitate  to  bring 
pressure  for  sympathetic  appointees  to  the 
Michigan  Unemployment  Compensation 
Commission,  the  State  department  of  labor, 
and  the  public  service  commission.  These, 
it  felt,  directly  affected  labor.  When  it  be- 
came apparent  that  Governor  Williams 
might  appoint  Vandenberg's  successor  to  the 
Senate,  all  the  coalition  groups  felt  their  in- 
terests were  at  stake  and  fought  the  matter 
out  at  liberal  caucuses. 

Michigan  Democratic  and  reform  groups, 
however,  admitted  that  routine  patronage 
was  of  great  use  to  them  In  building  party 
organization.  The  Wayne  County  Demo- 
cratic chairman  felt  that  until  he  had  more 
money  at  his  disposal  he  would  have  to  use 
patronage  as  an  Incentive.  Griffiths,  of  the 
Michigan  Democratic  Club,  claimed  he  found 
patronage  useful  in  bringing  Polish,  Negro, 
and  Italian  groups  into  line.  Party -interest 
groups,  like  the  ethnic  groups  Just  men- 
tioned, found  their  chief  party  interest  in 
patronage.  Presumably  more  such  patron- 
age-oriented groups  will  enter  the  party  If 
It  becomes  successful  at  county  and  city 
levels. 

But  patronage  also  had  a  way  of  creating 
trouble.  District  party  chairmen  asked  that 
all  patronage  be  channeled  through  them, 
for  example.  PAC,  however,  fiatly  rejected 
the  Idea  of  having  Its  appointee  for  the 
Michigan  Unemployment  Compensation 
Commission  subject  to  the  approval  of  a  dis- 
trict party  chairman.  PAC  won  this  con- 
troversy. 

In  summary,  PAC  did  not  cease  to  exist  as 
a  distinct  Uiterest  group  when  it  entered 
the  Michigan  party.  It  merely  entered  a 
new  sphere  of  political  action.  It  could  still 
be  seen  Jockeying  for  candidates,  platform 
planks,  offices,  and  patronage  Inside  the  coa- 
lition. But  neither  did  PAC  capture  the 
Democratic  Party.  It  had  to  share  control 
with  other  interest  groups  Inside  the  coali- 
tion in  order  to  stay  in  power. 

THE  COALmON   CAMPAIGNS  FOR  WILLIAMS 

The  Influence  of  the  coalition  was  clearly 
displayed  in  Williams'  second  campaign  for 
governor.  His  election  in  1948  was  not  sur- 
prising. Democrats  had  held  the  governor's 
chair  in  presidential  years  with  few  excep- 
tions since  the  depression.  But  his  re- 
election even  by  a  narrow  margin,  in  1950 
was  unusual.  Democratic  governors  had  not 
been  reelected  since  the  Bull  Moose  days  of 
1912.  How  did  the  liberal  coalition  handle 
Williams'  1950  campaign?  What  part  did 
PAC  play? 

Fund  raising:  Since  both  the  State  PAO 
and  the  State  Democratic  Party  were  cam- 
paigning for  the  entire  State-wide  Demo- 
cratic slate  in  1950,  It  Is  difficult  to  disen- 
tangle the  expense  of  Williams'  campaign 
from  the  others.  Party  and  PAC  sources  In- 
dicate that  total  party  and  direct  contribu- 
tions to  statewide  Democratic  candidates 
amounted  to  $328,519.68  and  that  CIO  unions 
contributed  about  $211,550  or  64  percent  of 
this  (table  4).  The  coalition  thus  relied  on 
PAC  as  its  chief  benefactor.  Michigan 
Democratic,  Reform,  Polish,  and  Negro 
groups  did  not  have  large  resources,  and  the 
party's  orientation  precluded  support  from 
wealthy  business  groups. 

CIO  gave  all  but  $6,000  of  its  contribution 
directly  to  candidates  rather  than  to  the 
State  committee.  The  unions  also  made 
most  of  their  contribution  in  the  form  of 
election-day  workers  and  supplies  rather 
than  money.  This  enabled  PAC  to  control 
the  use  of  its  money  directly  and  to  direct  it 
toward  developing  its  own  political  workers 
and  orienting  its  own  members.  CIO  thus 
used  Its  funds  not  only  to  elect  Democratic 
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candidates  but  also  to  strengthen  Its  posl-  group  like  PAC,  which  was  footing  bills,  con-  of  a  controlling  coalition.  hoVever.  It  was 
tlon  Inside  the  liberal  coalition.  trlbutlng  precinct  workers,  and  anxious  to  able  to  use  Its  Internal  Influence  to  see  that 
Publicity  and  precinct  work:  The  liberal  Justify  Itself  to  Ite  membership.  But  It  was  liberals  ran  In  the  primaries  and  were  select- 
coalition  built  precinct  contacts  In  order  to  sophisticated  politics  even  In  Detroit,  where  ed  at  conventions.  It  was  In  a  position  not 
enter  the  Democratic  Party.  The  same  or-  "captured  by  the  CIO"  was  often,  as  in  Ohio,  only  to  enter  liberal  planks  in  the  party  plat- 
ganlzatlon  proved  invaluable  In  campaigning,  a  political  scareword.  Unable  to  locate  the  form  but  to  see  that  they  were  taken  serl- 
The  party  conducted  what  It  called  a  CIO.  Republicans  concentrated  on  the  Amer-  ously.  It  could  eject  conservative  Interest 
"grasaroota"  campaign.  It  could  not  depend  leans  for  Democratic  Action  (ADA),  whose  groups  from  the  party  and  use  patronage  to 
on  the  commercial  mass  media  for  support,  small  membership  still  retained  an  exposed  strengthen  the  coalition.  Instead  of  select- 
any  more  than  It  had  in  Ohio.  The  53  daily  external  posltlcn.  In  an  open  letter  to  the  Ing  between  two  hostile  parties,  PAC  could 
papers  In  Michigan  were  all  Republican,  voters  of  Mlchii:;an.  Kelly,  Republican  candi-  help  make  one  party  a  better  vehicle  for  Its 
Only  25  of  the  350  weekly  papers  were  Demo-  date  for  governor,  said:  own  Ideas. 

cratic.     The  Auto  Worker,   a   United   Auto-  "What  else  Ac  we  have?     We  have  a  strange  Third,    a.s   part   of   the   Democratic   Party, 
mobile  Workers  publication,  was  the  largest  thing  called  ADA — I  call  it  a  'thing'  because  PAC   received    support    from    other     interest 
of  these.     Radio  stations  also  had  Republican  I  don't   believe   there   is   any  other   way    to  groups,  which  mleht  not  have  cooperated  In 
leanings.  describe  It.     Tliere  has  never  been  anvihlng  thlrd-partv    or    Independent    activity.      The 
rABi^A.-SoUTCe  and  disposition  of  Michigan  l'»^«   U    in    the   history    of   this   country.     It  Michigan  Democratic  Club  provided  Xt^t^dn- 
Democratic  Party  and  candidate  campaign  ""ms  to  be  a  cDllection  of  people  who  don't  ship.     The  ethnic   groups  carried   votes    in 
funds    1950  want  to  belong  ro  any  honest  American  pollt-  urban  areas.     Without  such  resources.  PAC 
'  ical  party,  and  who  usually  end  up  in  their  might  not  have  teen  able  to  attain  a  share 
coNTEiBtrnoN  TO  THE  STATU  DEMOCRATIC  political   thinking   pretty  close   to  whatever  of  control  In  the  party,  and  It  certainly  would 
coif MiTTXE  1  ^Yie  Communist  and  Socialist  party  lines  may  not  have  been  abl?  to  elect  a  governor. 
^^^e:                                                   .lo  iflo  RT  *'*•     "^^^  ^°^'  y°"  *'•'  ^"'*'  *s  simply  an-  Fourth,    whereas,    in    Ohio.    PAC   was    ex- 
Jeff  erson-JacKson  Day  dinner.  »12.  ib8.  57  o^^er  strange  iiplinter  group  whose   leaders  posed  to  jjublic  opinion  as  a  special  Interest 
Williams        Campaign        Com-  are  hungry  for  power."      (Detroit  Free  Press.  Kroup  because  of  its  separate  precinct  organl- 

mittee _ —       »,  534.  66  Novembers.   1S50  )  zation   and   marked    lltorature.   In   Michigan. 

r^A^wnin    "'^'°'^ s'nno'on  ®"*'  ^^""g^  ^^^  Williams  campaign  con-  PAC  was   hidden    behind  a   broad   party  or- 

TT^Ario 1   nno  no  cealed  Its  Inte: est  groups.  It  had  a  definite  Kaiilzation  and  a  traditional  partv  name.     A 

Rf     hi      1  00000  ^°*^*^'    oriental  on.     While    Republicans   de-  Republican    like   Taft    could     scarcely    have 

totaeoier 65  749  3a  "°""f'^d  the  11  ^eral  coalition  as  tools  of  the  crucified    Williams    as   a    "labor    candidate." 

Utner '  Kremlin.  Democrats  deru  unced  Rei)ublicans  Williams  was  a  Democrat.    Hl«  labor  connec- 

_   .    .                                              .Qo  »!76~24  ^^  tools  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu-  tions  were  not  apparent  to  the  average  voter. 

ni     r«mo^ '  facturers.     Campaign   publlcuv   miaiht   have  Nor  could  Taft  have  capitalized  on  the  Idea 

National    Democratic    Com-  sounded  like  class  warfare  to  Marx,  but  the  that  PAC  had  captured  the  Democratic  Party. 

jj^m^g                                           35  ^n  67  ^^''^  ""^^  ^^^^  ^'^^  candidate  for  governor  was  The  average  citizen  did  not  concern  himself 

Michiaan'oemocratic'cam-  ^^^^  ^°  ^^^  Mennen  shaving-cream  fortune  with  district   and   State   party   conventions, 

J*                                                  62  969  68.  ""'^  ^^^  ^^^^^  Democratic  committee  cliair-  and  the  mterest-grnup  composition  of  these 

Balance  on  VcVouni::::::::::  5:388.89  '"t?j;?!  p'^^'.'^r' j ^t  ,'''V'°ti"-'w.  ..  ^''^  *^'. ""'  *'''*''^'  ''"°*"- 

. •      Election-day  work:   Unfortunately,  Mlchl-  But  an  Internal   position   presented  prob- 

.pQj^j                                              JQ3  Q-jQ  24  ^^"  ^^^  "°^  ^^^^  blessed  with  complete  In-  '.ems  as  well  as  advantages  to  PAC.     In  the 

^pgj.^y  jj^  jj^g  p^j^^^^^  ^^C  p,p^jj^^^      For  some  P-rst  place,  it  required  considerable  political 

coNTmiBDTioNS  DiRECTLT   TO   STATEWIDE  years  politicians  have  been  aware  that  everv-  resources.     In  Ohio.  PAC  contributed  heavily 

DEMOCRATIC  candidates:;  thln(?  was  not   ilwav-s  In  order  at   the  polls.  to    one     candidate     In     one     campaign      In 

w^^^t".         r^rr^       .                          .o«n  ,w,  ~^  ^"  February  1948.  the  Michigan  Senate  Sub-  Michigan.   PAC    had   to  subsidize   the  party 

Michigan  CIO  unions $200,  000.  00  committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  stud-  and  a  number  of  campaigns.     Internal  party 

National  cio-fAO a,  aoo.  uo  led  senatorial  races  in    12  counties  and  re-  »clivity  was  costlv  t.i  P.AC  not  only  In  mon^y 

Nonunion   sources. .._       60.000.00  ported  Irregularities.     The  coalition  recalled  but  in  work.     PAC  had  to  locate   and  train 

—  this  when  WlUUms  lost  by  a  narrow  margin.  hundreds   of   precinct    workers,    not    lust    to 

^°"'^---;-;— -«eo,  oao.oo  and    they    demanded    a    recount.     Michigan  supplement    the    party    here   and    there   but 

^^.l  "^«^HiH«ti.                              OR^  >isn  nn  ^°^^"   "^"^    Incredulous   at    the   errors   dls-  actually  to  carry  partv  responsibility  the  year 

cratic   canaiaates— _.     mo.oou.w  covered.     Some  tellers  had  forgotten  to  count  arour.d      Successful     Internal     activity    also 

straight  Demociatlc  ballots  entirely.     Others  required   a  steady   bloc  of  CIO  votes      It  Is 

lotai .ioo.  ooo.  uu  had  Inadvertently  counted  the  yellow  oleo-  no   ea-«y    matter    to    keep   workers    (or   moat 

'Report    of    Democratic    State    committee  margarine  referendum  vote  for  Kelly      A  vote  average  citizens)    ix.litlcally  alert, 

chairman  to  the  Michigan  secretary  of  staie  canvass,    completed    on    November    27.    gave  Second,   PAC  .aced   the  necessity  of  com- 

(Detrolt  Free  Press,  November  29.   1950).  Williams  a  1.154-vote  edge.     The  Republicans  proml.-e.     Concessions  to  patronage.  Reform 

'Niel  Staebler.  chairman.  Democratic  State  ^^^^  demanded  a  second  recount  on  Decern-  Michigan  Democratic,  or  A.  F.  of  L.  groups 

committee,    interview.    December    20.     1950.  ^^er  4,  but  called  it  off  when  Williams'  lead  brought  PAC    aider  censure  from  some  CIO 

Tilford  Dudley,   assistant   director.   National  reached    4.119   f  nd    after   3.400   of   the    4.355  menibers.  who  clairred  their  political  organ- 

CIO-PAC.  telephone  conversation,  January  9.  precincts  In  th.;  State  had  been  recounted.  Ization  had  betrayed  them  or  had  been  cap- 

1951.  The  recount  was  expensive  for  both  sides.  tured  by  the  partv.     On  the  other  hand    an 

Democrats  therefore  relied  on  the  doorstep  f"'*  ^'tS^V,P^'\^'^y^^  ^'''  "^  '^^  ^"«"-  ^'■^^^■"'■P^'""''^;"«    Position    would    have    lost 

contacts  of  their  precinct  workers,  on  neigh-  *'°"-     J^"  "be:-als   thus  performed   a  cam-  J"^,^   a  .  es   who.e  support   was   essential    to 

borhood  teas,  local  square  dances,  and  wird  P^'^n   function   untried   by    the   Old   Guard  £,^'' '.'^'''^    ^^^^  P^^  X  ^'^  *'»  «  general  election. 

rallies.     Ihese  were  good  devices  for  a  group  De'nocrats.     They  helped  police  an  election.  PAC  s  con  promlse.s  had  to  be  pragmatic.  In 

which  f,uffered  in  the  press  but  had  a  per-  ^  In  summary,  PAC  actively  campaigned  un-  ^^^"^  ^     the   balance  of   power   at   the   mo- 

sonable  and  hard-working  candidate.     Such  ^^^  ^^^  Democratic  label.    Thus  in  MUhi-an,  "^^"t-     "  could  seldom   take  an  ideal  posl- 

a    campaign    both    used    and    strengthened  where  organized  labor  actually  played  a  sig-  '";"■     ^     ,^  _ 

precinct  organization  niflcant  role  inside  the  Stale  Democratic  ^"  the  third  place.  PAC  faced  the  prob- 
In  urban  areas  PAC  played  an  Important  ^^''^^^  ^^*  average  Voter  was  scarcely  aware  '^m  of  inaiiit:iiiung  the  loyalty  of  Its  work- 
part  In  Democratic  precinct  campaign  work.  °^  '^\.  ^"^  ^^^°  ^^^""^  organized  labor  had  ^^s  and  meml>ers.  Would  the  average  CIO 
It  loaned  staff  members  ("coordinators")  to  "^'^  """  Influence  inside  the  party,  n«ny  member  remember  PAC  If  he  were  ap- 
act  as  full-time  campaign  executives  for  I°*«"  ^^f^^  ^^"^  ^^^  ^'^'^  captured  the  Proa<hed  only  by  Democratic  precinct  cap- 
Wayne  County  district  Democratic  Parties.  Democratic  organization.  ren,  sn  ''*'  *'"""^  ^'^  members  who  were 
PAC  precinct  workers  were  asked  to  contact  advantages  and  LiMrrATioNs  of  an  intern,\l  shin?  w  "  ("i*^  D»f-^'*  Democratic  partislan- 
Rll  Democrats  In  theh:  neighborhoods,  not  Just  pabtt  relationship  ^'  {,  ^'^'"'"  ^^^  workers  follow  PAC  dl- 
CIO  members.  Prom  an  Internal  position  and  with  the  be  caotured'hv'?,M''?  ,°""'  ?'  T"'"*  '^'^ 
Use  of  interest  groups:  Another  interesting  aid  of  the  liberal  coalition.  PAC  w  s  able  i9>0  PAC  sur.P«;  ,  ^^  ^^''''  .  ^"  **^*  ''°** 
feature  of  the  coalition;,  1950  campaign  for  to  strengthen  the  party.  Under  the  coallnon  e^^Mde^u  rbTd.  t'ofTAc't  "atnln^cv!^ 
governor  waa  Its  use  of  interest  groups.  The  the  party  took  steps  to  fill  its  precincts,  its  ferences  ainir..  ^^L?,  n  tracing  con- 
Michigan  campaign  committee,  unlike  the  elates.  Its  conventions,  and  Hs  campai^i  Idea lisni'  M  v'^tho^tn^-  ^*"*^"^''  ""<* 
Ferguson  committee,  deliberately  concealed  coffers.  Thus  strengthened,  the  party  u"as  CIO  members  iho^Mlnln^rJ'"  ""^f."*  '^'• 
Its  interest  groups.  It  had  no  special  cam-  able  to  reelect  a  Democratic  governor  in  ventions  vote  J  wltrpji^?  "^"''^ '^^'"^ 
palgn  committees  and  no  labor  representa-  1950  under  rather  dlflBcult  circumstances.  Fourth  co.iid  PAr  tr„«f  u  ,,.  ,  ».« 
tives  on  the  general  campaign  committee.  If  It  had  retained  Its  external  position  PAC  Itself  «..<;  ^?.  k  L  ^^  *'"**'  ^^^ 
Precinct  workers  approached  all  voters  alike  would  have  had  to  supplement  a  party  even  sterl  Hm.nw/^''^  " . w^*^  "^'^^  ^^"  *'"""- 
with  the  same  broad  coalition  program.  PAC  weaker  than  th.j  party  In  Ohio  r nan'tin  1-  ^  "^  "^^"  '"<''"»>•"  of  the 
precinct  workers  identified  themaelves.  even  PAC  was  in  a  oosltlon  sernnrt  »,.^f  r.r.^^  e,^.  l  .  coalition  groupe  faced 
to  CIO  members,  simply  as  Democrats.  When  to  strengthen  the^arty  but' to  hbe"aliz^"i^'  con^'li'iToSiv"  coan,'.'" '*  '"'^^  °"'  °'  "^^ 
reporters  called  PAC  for  campaign  news,  they  So  long  as  the  Old  Guard  controlled  the  And  fin!,u  ^  ""''• 
were  referred  to  party  headquarters.  This  party.  PAC  usuallv  had  to  sefec  its  cand  ^^^^^^'.^^^^^/'y' «"^"  "8  the  Democratic  Party 
W.S  a  hard  role  for  a  virile  young  interest  dates  from  a  "le^se'r  of  two  ev^U^-^^A^Vemb«  n'^ieXoaT'^i^^^^^^^^^ 
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legislators.  Michigan  was  strongly  Republi- 
can except  in  Its  large  urban  areas.  With 
considerable  effort  the  toalltlon  was  able  to 
elect  a  governor  In  an  olf-year.  but  his  legis- 
lature was  overwhelmlrgly  Republican  and 
could  easily  override  hl»  veto.  An  internal 
party  position  simply  meant  that  PAC  faced 
the  general  election  with  the  support,  rather 
than  the  hostility,  of  other  Democratic  In- 
terest groups. 

WHY    DID    PAC    enter    THE    PARTY    IN    MICHIGAN? 

Why  did  PAC  In  Michigan  adopt  an  inter- 
nal relationship  to  the  Democratic  Party  at 
a  time  when  the  Ohio  I'AC  was  buUding  an 
Independent  political  organization,  even 
down  to  the  wards  and  j-recincts? 

The  election  district:  In  Ohio.  PAC  would 
have  had  to  capture  a  ni.mber  of  county  par- 
ties In  order  to  obtain  control  of  the  State 
convention  or  committee.  In  Michigan  the 
liberal  coalition  had  to  capture  Just  one — 
Wayne  County.  This  county  contains  De- 
troit and  37  percent  o'.  the  people  in  the 
State.  But  Wayne  County  has  an  even  high- 
er  proportion  of  the  State's  DemocraU.  Slx- 
ty-six  percent  of  the  Democratic  votes  for 
Governor  In  the  1948  primary  were  cast  in 
the  five  congressional  districts  of  Wayne 
County.  A  coalition  which  controlled  Wayne 
County  was.  therefore,  n  a  position  to  con- 
trol the  State  Democratic  convention. 

Fortunately  for  PAC.  CIO  membership  was 
Bl.so  highly  concentrated  in  this  strategic 
voting  area.  Four  hxindred  thousand  of 
ClO's  700,000  Michigar  members  voted  In 
Wayne  Countv  By  political  activity  In  one 
county  where  the  CIO  v  as  strong.  PAC  could 
obtain  a  share  of  control  in  the  Michigan 
State  Democratic  Partv 

Election  practices:  Ir.  Wayne  County.  PAC 
could  enter  the  Democr  itlc  Party  by  electing 
precinct  captains  rathei  than  ward  leaders — 
ft  much  less  formidable  task.  The  votes  of 
these  precinct  captain:;  actually  controlled 
district  conventions  aid  the  selection  of 
Stale  convention  delegates.  Michigan  pre- 
cinct captains  were  Mp  tor  election  every 
2  vears. 

The  Michigan  PAC  could  thus  enter  the 
party  at  the  precinct  level,  whereas  the 
Chicago  PAC  could  not 

Voting  behavior:  Th«  Democratic  primary 
vote  m  Michigan  In  th'!  mld-1940's  was  low. 
In  1947  the  coalition  could  count  on  nomi- 
nating a  governor  with  100.000  votes,  a  figure 
which  seemed  within  the  range  of  possibility 
for  PAC  with  Michigan  Democratic  Club  and 
Reform  group  support.  The  primary  vote 
also  indicated  easy  access  to  the  party  hier- 
archv  through  the  prec  nets. 

The  Detroit  Times  (Sept.  17.  1950)  de- 
Fcribed  Michigan's  general  election  voting 
behavior  as  follows:  'Michigan  has  never 
been  bles-oed  with  a  strong  opposition  party. 
For  three  quarters  of  a  century  prior  to  1932 
It  was  a  stand-pat  Republican  State.  Since 
1932  it  has  been  a  maverick;  DemocraU 
grabbing  c(jntrol  in  piesldentlal  years,  and 
disorganized  Republic:  ns  stumbling  to  re- 
cover In  by-election  y«ars"    (p.  30). 

In  1932.  1936.  and  1940.  with  Roosevelt 
heading  the  ticket,  Michigan  voters  put 
Democrats  In  the  governor's  chair.  The 
off-years,  1934.  1938.  a  id  1942.  has  regularly 
produced  Republican  governors.  But  evi- 
dently the  Democrats  lelled  more  on  depres- 
sion psychology  than  <m  basic  party  organi- 
zation. With  the  coming  of  war  prosperity. 
Democratic  governors  lost  by  219.522  votes  in 
1944  and  by  359.338  votes  in  1946.  This  large 
difference  between  the  Republican  and  Dem- 
ocratic vote  in  the  mlcl-1940's  indicated  that 
PAC  would  have  dlfllculty  establishing  a 
balance-of-power  relat  lonshlp.  But  the  high 
Democratic  vote  during  the  depression  in- 
dicated that  Michigar.  might  have  a  liberal 
vote  untapped  by  the  Old  Guard  Democratic 
Party.  The  liberal  co:  lltlon  counted  on  this 
vote  In  estimating  th  it  It  might  revive  the 
Democratic  Party.  For  this  reason.  Michi- 
gan's general  electloi  vote  favored  an  In- 
ternal, rather  than  an  external,  balance-ot- 
power  position. 


Third-party  activity  has  been  a  temptation 
to  many  Michigan  CIO  members.  But  third 
parties  have  never  shown  impressive  returns 
on  Michigan  election  sheets,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Bull  Moose  party  in  1912  and 
the  La  Foll?tte  Progressives  In  1924.  Father 
Coughlln's  Social  Justice  Party  reached  a 
peak  of  75.795  In  1936;  Wallace  got  46.515  In 
1948;  Socialists  never  rallied  more  than  their 
maximum  of  39.205  votes  in  1932.  A  suc- 
cessful third  party  Is  difficult  to  build  in 
Michigan.  It  faces  the  adamant  opposition 
of  the  press  and  a  Republican  party  which 
can  turn  out  934,000  votes  for  governor.  PAC 
did  not  have  sufficient  votes  to  make  a  third 
party  a  practicable  method  of  electing  a  gov- 
ernor In   1950. 

The  low  primary  vote,  the  difficulty  of  bal- 
ancing power,  pxjtential  New  Deal  sentiment. 
and  the  poor  showing  of  third  parties,  all 
pointed  to  an  internal  method  of  political 
action  In  Michigan.  A  coalition  could  enter 
the  weak  Democratic  party  through  the  pri- 
maries and  make  It  a  vehicle  which  might 
appeal  to  the  potential  liberal  vote,  without 
being  placed  in  the  exposed  position  of  a 
third  party  or  a  supplemental  Interest  group. 
Compatible  Interest  groups:  What  interest 
groups  were  potentially  compatible  with 
PAC's  program?  What  form  of  political 
action  did  thoy  favor?  With  their  combined 
resources,  what  forms  of  political  action 
could  llt)eral  groups  successfully  underwrite? 
These  factors  had  a  tearing  on  the  form  of 
political  action  that  PAC  could  adopt. 

Same  A.  F.  of  L.  unions,  like  the  Team- 
sters, had  already  attempted  Internal  D3m- 
ocratlc  Party  activity  but  felt  their  objectives 
to  be  more  compatible  with  the  Old  Guard 
than  with  the  liberal  coalition.  The  more 
liberal  segment  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.,  however. 
at  the  instigation  of  the  Michigan  Demo- 
cratic and  reform  groups,  agreed  to  give 
partisan  support  to  the  liberal  coalition. 
The  A.  F.  of  L.  was  not  so  active  politically 
as  the  CIO  was,  but  PAC  could  count  on 
some  A.  F.  of  L.  support  for  partisan  activity. 
The  Americans  for  Democratic  Action,  es- 
pecially In  Wayne  County,  was  a  small  but 
active  Interest  group.  Though  they  refused 
to  adopt  a  partisan  method  of  pwUtical  ac- 
tion, they  agreed  to  support  Williams  and 
contributed  considerable  political  work  in 
1948.  A  number  of  ADA  meml)ers,  like  Wil- 
liams himself,  who  became  converted  to  the 
partisan  approach,  left  ADA  and  Joined  the 
Michigan  Democratic  Club. 

The  support  of  Michigan  Democratic  Club 
and  reform  Democrats  was  essential  to  the 
success  of  the  liberal  coalition.  Their  ob- 
jectives were  similar  to.  or  at  least  not  in- 
compatible with,  those  of  PAC.  It  is  doubt- 
ful, however,  whether  PAC  could  have  ob- 
tained their  support  for  external  or  third- 
party  political  action.  They  were  alreaay 
committed  to  a  partisan  approach. 

Especially  in  Detroit,  the  Democratic 
Party  has  obtained  steadily  increasing  sup- 
port from  Negro.  Polish.  Italian,  and  low- 
Income  groupings.  Polish  and  Italian  and. 
to  a  lesser  extent,  Negro  communities  had 
well -organized  political  interest  groups  with 
patronage  objectives  In  1950.  Uke  the  Mich- 
igan Democratic  Club,  these  groups  adopted 
a  partisan  relationship  to  the  Democratic 
Party.  Hicks  Griffiths  approached  these 
groups  in  1948  and  obtained  the  support  of 
important  Negro  and  Italian  politicians  for 
the  liberal  coalition.  The  political  attach- 
ment of  the  Polish  group  wavered  between 
Old  Guard  and  liberal  factions.  It  is  doubt- 
ful whether  these  Interest  groups  would  have 
contributed  their  resovirces  to  anything  but 
partisan  activity. 

Democratic  Party  structure:  The  Michigan 
party  was  controlled  from  the  precinct  level; 
hence  its  battlements  could  be  scaled  by 
electing  precinct  captains. 

District  and  county  party  chairmen  were 
not  in  a  position  of  absolute  control,  as  in 
Steut)envllle.  They  were  supplemented  by 
an  executive  board  ol  16  members,  which  had 


more  authority  than  the  rubber-stamp  body 
in  Jefferson  County.  Since  power  could  be 
distributed  among  party  officers,  coalition 
government  was  possible.  The  relationship 
of  PAC  to  Michigan  Democratic  Club  and 
Reform  Democrats  was  not  that  of  lord  and 
vassals;  party  control  could  be  shared. 

Party  comp>osition :  Michigan  old-guard 
Democrats  had  not  built  a  formidable  ma- 
chine with  broad  interest-group  contacts, 
like  the  party  in  Chicago.  Their  ranks  were 
decimated  by  patronage  factions  and  the 
disaffection  of  Michigan  Democratic  and  re- 
form groups. 

As  a  result,  party  functions  declined.  Pre- 
cints  and  slates  were  not  filled,  factions  were 
not  disciplined,  campaigning  was  weak.  As 
in  Rockford.  the  party  was  thus  open  to  cap- 
ture by  a  more  active  and  disciplined  coall- 
latlon  able  to  find  and  elect  precinct  cap- 
tains and  select  and  campaign  for  candidates. 
PAC  objectives:  The  Michigan  PAC.  like 
the  four  others  studied  here,  accepted  na- 
tional CIO  legislative  objectives.  In  addi- 
tion, the  State  CIO  council  approved  specific 
State  legislative  objectives  and  made  en- 
dorsements on  the  basis  of  these  objectives. 
Like  Abner  and  Allen,  however,  Michigan 
PAC  leaders  were  thinking  of  more  than  a 
few  legislative  concessions.  They  had  a 
vision  of  parties  and  governmental  bodies 
in  which  labor  had  an  actual  share  of  con- 
trol. Existing  parties,  both  under  the  con- 
trol of  nonlabor  groups,  looked  to  them  like 
tweedle-dum  and  tweedle-dee. 

The  Michigan  PAC  nearly  had  a  civil  war 
over  whether  labor  could  obtain  this  share 
of  political  control  by  entering  an  old  party 
or  starting  a  new  one.  The  third-party  idea 
was  by  no  means  a  monopoly  of  CIO's  left 
wing.  Even  while  deciding  to  enter  the 
Democratic  Party,  the  Michigan  PAC  left  the 
third-party  alternative  open  with  the  state- 
ment: "Resolved,  That  a  thorough  and  ob- 
jective study  tje  made  of  the  results  of  this 
I  partisan  ]  policy  in  both  primary  and  general 
elections  In  Michigan,  with  the  understand- 
ing that  if  this  program  has  been  unsuccess- 
ful that  Michigan  CIO  then  recommend  to 
the  National  CIO  convention  which  meets  in 
November  1948,  that  action  be  taken  to  unite 
the  AFL  Railway  Brotherhoods,  and  other 
progressive  groups  for  the  formation  of  a  new 
political  party  based  upon  a  progressive  po- 
litical program  and  Independent  of  existing 
political  parties."  (Michigan  CIO  News, 
June  23.  1948,  p.  2.) 

PAC  structure:  In  1950  the  State  PAC  had 
150  to  200  members  representing  county  in- 
dustrial union  councils,  CIO  International 
unions,  and  State  CIO  and  International 
union  staff.  This  committee  met  quarterly 
to  elect  officers,  determine  policy,  endorse 
statewide  candidates,  and  coordinate  the  po- 
litical work  of  local  unions  and  councils.  Its 
members  carried  this  policy  back  to  their 
local  groups. 

As  Is  common  with  such  large  committees, 
however,  PAC  policy  was  thought  out  by  an 
executive  board.  The  State  PAC  executive 
board  consisted  of  about  15  members:  9  from 
the  United  Automobile  Workers  and  1  each 
from  Steel,  Chemical,  Amalgamated  Clothing, 
and  Utility  Workers  Unions.  All  regional  di- 
rectors or  International  union  presidents  in 
the  State  were  also  Included.  This  board  met 
about  once  a  month.  Actually,  however.  Its 
main  work  was  performed  by  about  five  of  Its 
most  active  members,  located  in  Detroit. 
This  was  the  core  of  PAC  leadership. 

For  its  executive  work,  the  State  PAC  had 
a  staff  consisting  of  a  director,  his  assistants. 
5  or  6  field  workers,  an  education  staff,  a 
newspaper  staff,  and  clerical  help.  Political 
action  formed  a  major  part  of  their  work. 
Since  the  president  of  the  State  CIO  council, 
its  chief  executive,  the  chairman  of  PAC, 
and  the  CIO  regional  director  were  one  and 
the  same  man,  August  Scholle,  he  was  In  an 
unusually  strong  position  to  direct  political - 
action  policy.  He  personally  favored  internal 
rather  than  third-partr  activity. 
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While  the  State  PAC  accepted  the  legis- 
lative program  and  presidential  endorse- 
ments of  the  national  CIO,  Its  relationship 
to  the  national  body  was  not  close.  The 
State  PAC  did  not  consult  with  its  national 
office  as  to  the  form  of  political  action  it 
should  take,  nor  did  it  keep  the  national 
body  Informed  of  Its  activities.  Thus  Michi- 
gan felt  freer  to  experiment  with  partisan 
activity  than  did  Ohio,  which  adopted  a 
supplemental  party  relationship  more  in 
common  with  national  PAC  practice. 

Under  the  State  PAC  were  the  PAC's  of 
county  and  city  industrial  union  councils. 
They  coordinated  and  promoted  CIO  politi- 
cal activity  In  their  areas  but  had  to  stay 
In  line  with  State  and  National  PAC  policy 
on  pain  of  disciplinary  action.  The  State 
PAC  was  the  center  of  power  in  this  hier- 
archy. It  was  thus  able  to  develop  suffl- 
cient  consistency  of  action  to  enter  the  £>em- 
ocratic  Party  on  a  statewide  basis. 

Composition  of  PAC:  The  average  CIO 
member  in  Michigan,  as  in  other  commu- 
nities, felt  his  union  was  necessary  but  did 
not  hesitate  to  gripe  about  its  political  and 
economic  demands  upon  him.  Immediate 
CIO  legislative  objectives  sounded  good  to 
him,  but  did  net  arouse  him  to  great  ex- 
citement. Like  his  neighbors,  he  required 
considerable  political  education  before  he 
could  be  induced  to  undertake  any  form  of 
political  action. 

Michigan's  secondary  leadership  seemed 
to  have  somewhat  more  political  experience 
and  enthusiasm  than  Ohio's,  owing  perhaps 
to  previous  United  Automobile  Workers"  ex- 
cursions into  the  field  of  political  action  and 
Internal  UAW  politics.  Their  very  aware- 
ness of  alternative  political  objectives  and 
methods,  however,  made  factionalism  a 
problem. 

The  bitterest  factions  arose  over  the  Issue 
of  leftwlng  or  rightwing  control.  The 
rlghtwing  won  firm  control  of  the  State 
CIO  Council  In  1946.  But  the  leftwlng 
continued  in  control  of  the  Wayne  County 
Council  until  1948,  when  the  national  CIO 
took  disciplinary  measures  to  bring  It  into 
line  on  the  Wallace  third-party  issue.  Since 
Reuther's  victory  over  the  Thomas-Addes 
faction  of  the  UAW  and  the  expulsion  of 
leftwlng  unions  from  the  CIO,  the  right- 
wing  has  been  assured  of  control  of  the  PAC 
In  Michigan.  But  the  conflict  resulted  in 
the  rather  centralized  and  disciplined  struc- 
ture Just  described. 

The  greatest  1950  factional  differences 
centered  around  the  question  of  third - 
party  versus  internal-party  political  action. 
This  question  was  not  permanently  settled, 
and  rumblings  of  discontent  were  not  un- 
common within  PAC. 

What  were  the  political  abilities  and  pref- 
erences of  the  PAC  leaders  in  Michigan? 
August  SchoUe  was  State  PAC  director.  He 
was  militant,  aggressive,  and  ruthless  against 
opposition.  His  experience  Inside  major 
political  parties  may  have  been  more  limited 
than  that  of  some  coalition  group  leaders, 
but  he  was  well  versed  In  the  techniques  of 
acquiring  and  holding  power  within  the 
rough  and  tumble  of  the  labor  movement. 
He  lacked  Willard  Allen's  Informal,  genial, 
personal  leadership,  and  he  relied  on  author- 
ity, formal  appearances,  statements,  and 
strategy  to  maintain  control  of  his  turbulent 
hierarchy.  He  held  the  reins  tight.  With 
his  own  restless  membership  in  mind,  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  make  sharp  demands  of 
the  party  in  return  for  PAC  support.  The 
coalition  did  not  find  him  an  easy  team- 
mate. He  was  personally  convinced  of  the 
effectiveness  of  partisan  activity  and  was 
largely  responsible  for  building  and  main- 
taining it. 

PAC  thus  had  top  and  secondary  leader- 
ship with  sufficient  experience  and  control 
to  attempt  partisan  political  action,  and  its 
membership  was  still  in  the  stage  of  respond- 
ing more  readily  to  Democratic  tiian  to  third- 
party  appeals. 
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In  Michigan,  PAC  fornred  a  liberal  coali- 
tion with  the  Michigan  Democratic  Club, 
Reform  Democrats,  A.  P.  of  L..  and  a  few 
patronage  interest  groups.  By  entering  pre- 
cinct captains  in  the  primaries,  especially 
in  Wayne  County,  the  coalition  was  able  to 
control  a  number  of  district  Democratic  con- 
ventions and  send  a  majority  of  delegates  to 
the  Democratic  State  convention.  From  this 
position  the  liberal  coalition  was  able  to 
determine  the  composition  of  the  Democratic 
State  executive  committee.  PAC  was  the 
strongest  single  Interest  group  In  the  coali- 
tion. 

The  coalition  was  able  to  bring  marked 
changes  into  the  life  of  the  Michigan  Demo- 
cratic Party.  It  filled  Democratic  primary 
and  convention  slates.  It  entered  liberal 
planks  In  the  State  Democratic  platform 
and  made  the  platform  more  binding.  It 
governed  the  selection  of  party  officers.  It 
ejected  the  conservative  Old  Guard.  It  used 
Its  influence  to  appoint  liberals  to  policy-de- 
termining patronage  Jobs  and  used  routine 
patronage  to  strengthen  Its  coalition.  PAC's 
hand  was  observable  in  all  these  changes. 

The  coalitlcm  also  had  new  Ideas  about 
campaigning  and  footed  more  than  half  the 
bill.  Liberal  Democratic  campaigns  relied  on 
precinct  work  rather  than  on  large-scale 
publicity.  Special  Interest  groups  were  well 
hidden  behind  a  general  Democratic  cam- 
paign committee.  For  the  first  time  the 
Democratic  Party  challenged  a  Statewide 
election  and  won  a  governor. 

This  lntern;il  position  had  obvious  advan- 
tages for  PAC.  Instead  of  attempting  to  deal 
with  a  weak  and  hostile  party,  it  helped  cre- 
ate an  active  and  friendly  body.  PAC's  as- 
sets were  sui)plemented  by  those  of  other 
compatible  groups  which  might  not  have  fol- 
lowed PAC  into  more  Independent  activity. 
PAC  was  not  left  exposed  before  the  news- 
papers. But  an  Internal  position  also  pre- 
sented problems.  It  was  costly  in  money, 
work,  and  votes,  and  it  required  compro- 
mises. PAC  ran  the  risk  of  capture  by  other 
party  groups  or  of  being  left  out  of  new  party 
coalitions.  And.  finally,  a  position  on  the 
Democratic  ballot  by  no  means  insured  a 
liberal  candidate  of  actual  election. 

A  third  party  was  Impractical  as  a  means 
of  electing  Michigan's  governor  In  1950. 
Liberals  were  concentrated  in  a  few  urban 
areas,  and  their  Interest  groups  were  already 
involved  in  a  partisan  approach.  CIO  mem- 
bers did  not  show  themselves  capable  of  a 
large  Independent  vote,  and  their  Republican 
opponents  were  strong.  A  supplementary  or 
balance-of-power  relationship  also  seemed 
unsatisfactory.  The  Republicans  were 
strong,  and  both  parties  were  hostile.  PAC 
leaders  wanted  more  than  a  "lesser  of  two 
evils."  But  the  Democratic  Party  was  weak 
in  the  precincts  and  the  primary  and  was 
made  vulnerable  by  Michigan  election  law. 
Liberal  groups  were  willing  to  cooperate  in  a 
partisan  move.  PAC  was  strong  enough  and 
disciplined  enough  to  think  in  Statewide 
terms.  In  1948  and  again  In  1950  it  was 
therefore  able  to  share  party  control.  A 
coalition,  with  PAC  as  an  important  mem- 
ber, found  that  it  was  able  to  capture  the 
State  Democratic  Party. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  of 
course,  the  question  of  personal  privilege 
was  not  anticipated  by  the  Members,  but 
under  the  circumstances  I  think  I  should 
have  the  right  to  express  my  views  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentlemen 
from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
most  of  the  utterings  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  were  entirely  irrelevant 
to  the  main  matter  he  was  supposed 


to  discuss.  As  far  as  communism  Is 
concerned,  years  before  anybody  ever 
heard  from  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan I  Mr.  Hoffman],  a  Member  of  this 
House  by  the  name  of  McCormack  was 
fighting  them  and  fighting  them  prac- 
tically alone.  Nineteen  years  ago  I  was 
chairman  of  a  special  committee  that  in- 
vestigated communism,  and  nazism  and 
fascism,  and  my  special  committee  also 
investigated  bigotry. 

Let  me  remind  the  gentleman  that  I 
am  the  author  of  the  Foreign  Agents 
Registration  Act;  and  also  to  remind  the 
gentleman  that  the  first  recommenda- 
tion to  this  body  ever  made  to  make  it  a 
crime  for  anyone  "to  knowingly  or  wil- 
fully advocate  the  overthrow  of  Govern- 
ment by  force  and  violence."  now  a  part 
of  the  Smith  Act.  was  made  by  the 
McCormack  special  subcommittee:  also 
giving  the  Army  and  Navy  the  power  to 
control  communistic  activities  that  could 
go  on  prior  to  1935  without  anyone  be- 
ing able  to  stop  Communist  activities 
in  camps  and  navy  yards,  was  recom- 
mended by  my  subcommittee  and  put 
through  under  my  leadership.  I  did  not 
hear  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman  )  in  those  years  supporting  me 
when  I  could  not  get  a  hearing  on  the 
bill  before  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary on  the  bill  making  it  a  crime  for 
anyone  "to  knowingly  or  wilfully  ad- 
vocate the  overthrow  of  Government  by 
force  and  violence"  because  it  violated 
State  rights.  Can  you  imagine  that?  It 
is  now  the  Smith  law.  I  led  the  fight. 
I  had  to  wait  4  years  before  that  bill 
came  before  the  House  in  order  to  get  it 
passed. 

So  far  a.s  communism  Is  concerned, 
why  for  many  years  I  have  been  con- 
stantly fighting  it  and  my  record  speaks 
for  itself;  but  in  those  years  I  was  prac- 
tically alone.  When  I  warned  of  the  po- 
tential danger  of  communism,  when  I 
was  being  fought  by  powerful  people  in 
certain  activities  in  this  country  outside 
of  the  Government  and  in  powerful  posi- 
tions in  Government.  I  had  very  few 
voices  supporting  me. 

Now.  let  us  get  down  to  the  facts. 
Here  is  a  newspaper  heading.  "Sift 
Charge  CIO  Seized  Democratic  Rule." 

Here  i.s  another  headline;  "State 
Democrats  Face  April  Probe." 

Suppose  a  Democratic  House  had 
said:  "State  Republicans  Pace  April 
Probe. '  do  you  think  that  would  be 
right?  I  do  not  care  whether  it  is  Re- 
publican or  Democrat.  You  have  the 
power  now  your.self.  We  did  not  abui;e 
it  when  we  were  in  control.  Just  put 
the  shoe  on  the  other  foot. 

Coming  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations,  it  has  absolutely  no 
jurisdiction  over  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
As  the  best  evidence  of  the  argument 
today  in  indirectly  approaching  It  by 
investigating  expenses  on  the  part  of 
some  officials  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. I  have  here  copy  of  a  letter  dated 
March  25  sent  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  I  Mr.  Hoffman)  to  the  gentle- 
man from  lUinois  I  Mr.  Dawson),  the 
ranking  Democratic  member  of  the 
committee.  Here  is  what  be  said  only 
a  few  days  ago: 

Among  other  things,  this  committee  will 
endeavor  to  ascertain  whether  physical  force 
was  used  to  obtain  control  ol  several  con- 
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gresslonal  district  jKDlltlcal  conventions 
which  sent  delegates  to  the  State  conven- 
tion, which  in  turn  hid  a  voice  In  electing 
members  of  national  political  conventions. 
Another  pxirpose  is  to  ascertain  whether 
an  amendment  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
is  either  advisable  or  necessary.  In  order  that 
regular  lawful  party  procedure  might  be 
continued — whether  such  conventions  which 
affect  national  elections  might  be  controlled 

through  the  use  of  force. 

• 

The  Corrupt  Practices  Act  does  not 
come  under  the  juri.idiction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations.  If 
it  comes  under  any  committee  it  would 
be  the  Committee  on  House  Administra- 
tion and  legislation  relating  to  it  could 
come  under  the  juriKliction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciai-y. 

Now  the  gentleman  says  that  the 
charge  that  it  was  purely  partisan  was 
"without  foundation  in  fact."  Well  I 
have  in  my  hand  hi;re  the  Detroit  News 
of  March  21.  Right  down  here  It  says 
in  part: 

A  witness  at  the  Detroit  hearings  will 
probably  be  Representative  Charles  G. 
Oakman.  Detroit  R<  publican,  now  repre- 
senting the  17th  District.  Oakman  said  he 
was  anxious  that  the  publlcknow  what  went 
on  at  the  1950  Etelejate  Convention  of  the 
Democratic  Party  In  Detroit — 

And  mark  these  v/ords  what  this  paper 
says.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  gentle- 
man said  it  or  not.  and  if  he  says  he  did 
not,  I  will  accept  his  word — mark  these 

words — 

and  this  was  the  flnt  opportunity  of  a  Re- 
publican admlnlstrntlon  to  make  an  In- 
vestigation. 

Is  that  a  justification?  Now  if  that 
Is  correct,  and  I  have  a  right  to  draw  an 
inference  that  the  newspaper  men 
quoted  it  correctly,  then,  that  the  charge 
is  partisan,  is  certiinly  justified. 

Now  we  are  entitled  to  say  many 
things  outside  of  this  House  that  we 
cannot  say  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
because  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  and 
yet  it  might  be  the  truth  what  we  said 
outside  of  the  House.  With  reference  to 
my  statement  that  it  was  "a  disgrace- 
ful abuse  of  powi.'r,"  I  did  not  say  or 
intend  that  my  dear  frie^id  from  Michi- 
gan, or  convey  that  he  was  "disgrace- 
ful." Why,  if  anyone  said  to  me  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  or  outside  of  this 
House  that  the  g«'ntleman  from  Michi- 
gan I  Mr.  Hoffman],  was  disgraceful.  I 
would  resent  it  and  I  would  defend  him, 
and  I  would  defend  the  gentleman  be- 
cause I  have  a  minimum  high  regard  for 
him. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Always. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  just 
call  attention  of  the  House,  after  words 
expressing  some  swrt  of  appreciation  of 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  the 
gentleman  then  said  It  was  a  minimum. 

Mr.  McCORMi^CK.  No.  no.  I  said 
"minimum  high  regard"  and  very  few 
have  even  that  for  my  friend.  I  am  still 
one  of  the  few  Members  of  the  House 
that  have  a  llklni;  for  him. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  that  compliment. 
There  may  be  more  than  you  think. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  hope  there  are. 
because  I  am  a  kind-hearted  fellow.  I 
want  to  think  well  and  good  of  all  of 


my  fellow  men,  and  I  want  all  of  my 
fellow  men  to  think  well  of  others,  and 
to  think  there  are  more  than  a  few  that 
have  a  minimum  high  regard  for  my 
dear  friend. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  thank 
the  gentleman.  Let  me  call  attention 
to  this,  as  strange  as  it  may  seem  to  you. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  Strange  as  it  may 
seem?  You  are  one  of  my  strange 
things. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And 
diflflcult  as  it  may  be  for  you  to  give 
credence  to  it,  I  never  made  any  state- 
ment to  the  press.  I  never  saw  those 
papers  until  you  waved  one  of  them  over 
in  the  committee  hearing.  I  have  not 
read  one  of  them — but  will  do  so  at  my 
earliest  convenience. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  fact  remains 
that  somebody  spoke  to  the  press.  I  did 
not.  That  is  a  fact.  Somebody  did  the 
speaking. 

So,  I  guess  we  have  had  a  good  time. 
Probably  it  is  best  to  let  the  matter  rest. 
My  friend  is  giving  It  a  lot  of  fine  ad- 
vertising, more   than  I   really  deserve 
and  really  expected.    My  friend  uncon- 
sciously and  unintentionally  has  helped 
the    Democratic    Party     in    Michigan 
rather  than  hurt  the  Democratic  Party. 
Now  let  me  say  to  my  friend,  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee;  I  do  not  know 
much;  I  have  only  been  here  25  years, 
but  I  know  very  little.    I  am  trying  to 
learn  every  day.  but  I  know  one  thing, 
it  Is  the  easiest  thing  In  the  world  to 
get  along  with  those  who  serve  In  this 
House,  whether  Democratic  or  Repub- 
lican, If  you  protect  their  rights.    Might 
I  suggest  to  my  friend,  as  chairman, 
protect  not  only  the  rights  of  the  Repub- 
lican  members   of   the   Committee    on 
Government  Operations  but  also  protect 
the   rights   of   the   minority    members. 
And.  let  me  say,  when  I  was  majority 
leader  I  always  emphasized  protecting 
the  rights  of  the  minority,  and  so  has  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  HalleckL 
He  realizes  that  above  all  he  must  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  minority,  and  fall 
over  In  doing  so.    And  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  the  same  responsibil- 
ity, because  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee Is  the  leader  of  his  party  In  com- 
mittee, and  he  Is  supposed  to  do  the  same 
thing;  to  be  very  careful.    We  never  had 
a  meeting  of  the  full  committee  that  I 
was  asked  about  the  House  Administra- 
tion Committee  and  expenses  for  our 
committee.    I  served  on  a  subcommittee 
of  which  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
(Mr.  Hoffman  1   Is  chairman.    Our  lit- 
tle subcommittee  has  not  met.    If  the 
Republicans  on  the  subcommittee  have 
met,  we  Democrats  have  not  been  in- 
vited.   At  least  invite  us.    Get  your  votes 
together  but  go  through  the  formality  of 
complying  with  the  legislative  rules  and 
procedure  and.  might  I  say,  with  de- 
cency.   The  gentleman  and  I  and  the 
Democratic  members  of  the  committee 
will  get  along  well  If  first  he  does  not  In- 
vade the  rights  of  the  chairman  of  his 
own  subcommittee— he  had  better  do  a 
little  about  that;  that  Is  not  a  Demo- 
cratic matter— and  above  all.  if  he  will 
Just  show  the  elements  of  decent  consid- 
eration, what  a  chairman  should  do  for 
the  members  of  a  committee,  both  Re- 
publicans and  Democrats. 


Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  mentioned  my  name,  and 
I  would  just  like  to  make  a  remark  for 
the  Record,  if  he  will  yield. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts has  expired,  although  he  can  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  an- 
other minute. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  be  glad 
to.  Mr.  Speakei-. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  may  proceed  for  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  mentioned  my  name  in 
conjunction  with  this. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No,  I  quoted  from 
a  newspaper. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Very  good  sir,  I  am 
happy  to  tell  the  gentleman  and  the 
other  Members  of  this  House  that  I  am 
the  Congressman  who  did  go  to  Mr. 
Hoffman  as  the  only  Republican  from 
Wayne  County,  but  I  assure  the  gentle- 
man that  It  was  not  as  a  Republican  that 
I  went  to  Mr  Hoffman;  It  was  as  an 
American.  I  have  had  dozens  and  doz- 
ens of  complaints,  all  from  Democrats 
in  my  district,  in  Wayne  County,  not 
from  the  Republicans.  I  show  you  a 
book  called,  "The  CIO  and  the  Demo- 
cratic Party." 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Does  the  gentle- 
man want  me  to  get  5  minutes  for  him? 
I  win  ask  for  that  If  he  wants  to  make 
a  speech. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  It  is  the  Democrats 
in  my  district  and  not  the  Republicans 
who  are  seeking  the  reformation. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  beautiful  to 
see  a  Republican  Congressman  going  to 
a  Republican  chairman  to  investigate  a 
Democratic  convention.  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  my  friend  is  acting  as  an  Ameri- 
can and  not  as  a  Republican,  but  we 
have  a  right  to  our  own  views  on  that 
question. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts has  again  expired. 


SUBMI31GED  LANDS  BILL 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  193  and  ask 
for  Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  Tliat  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bUl  (H.  R.  4198) 
to  confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural 
resources  within  such  lands  and  waters,  and 
to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources  and  the  resources  of 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  and  all  points 
of  order  against  said  bUl  are  hereby  waived. 
After  general  debate,  which  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  bin,  and  shall  continue  not  to 
exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  mi- 
nority member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, the  bill  shaU  be  read  for  amendment 
under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion 
of  the  consideration  of  the  blU  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rlBC  and  report 
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the  bill  to  the  Hovlm  with  such  amendments 
as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on 
the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final 
passage  without  Intervening  motion  except 
one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer],  and  I  now 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  makes  in 
order  H.  R.  4198.  a  bill  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands. 

It  is  an  open  rule,  providing  for  4  hours 
of  debate,  after  which  it  will  be  read  for 
amendments  under  the  5-minute  rule. 
Under  the  rule,  points  of  order  are  waived 
because  it  is  probable  that  the  question 
of  appropriation  in  a  legislative  bill  is 
involved.  I  refer  you  to  page  6,  begin- 
ning on  line  9. 

This  legislation  merely  restores  to  the 
States  the  accepted  law  of  the  land  prior 
to  the  Supreme  Courts  decision  in  the 
California  case  which,  by  a  4-to-3  deci- 
sion, robbed  the  States  of  their  sovereign 
rights. 

The  Judiciary  Committees  of  both  the 
House  and  the  other  body  have  had  over 
the  years  many  hearings  on  the  subject. 
Always  the  committees  have  held  in  favor 
of  the  States.  We  must  not  forget  that 
for  over  160  years  in  our  Nation's  history 
that  the  States  had  unchallenged  own- 
ership. 

The  Supreme  Court's  decision  applies 
to  all  the  48  States.  Particularly  does  it 
apply  to  the  18  coastal  States  and  the  8 
States  bordering  on  the  Great  Lakes. 
For  instance,  the  great  city  of  Chicago 
has  filled  in  many  square  miles  on  the 
Michigan  Lake  front.  As  of  this  mo- 
ment, the  question  of  true  titles  to  these 
lands  may  be  in  question. 

While  it  is  true  that  some  are  opposed 
to  this  bill,  it  is  my  understanding  there 
is  not  any  objection  to  the  passing  of  this 
rule. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
just  explained,  this  is  an  open  rule  pro- 
viding for  4  hours  of  general  debate, 
which  together  with  the  1  hour  provided 
on  the  rule  makes  5  hours  of  general  de- 
bate, after  which  the  bill  will  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  question  has  been  a 
controversial  one  now  for  the  past  dec- 
ade and  a  half.  For  years  and  years,  it 
was  generally  understood  that  the  va- 
rious States  of  the  Union  exercised  the 
right  of  ownership  and  control  over  the 
sea  bottoms  according  to  their  historic 
bounds.  About  1935,  some  question  was 
raised  about  that  matter  of  ownership 
of  these  tidal  lands  by  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Ickes,  although 
he  had  on  a  previous  occasion,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  recognized  the  rights  of  the 
States  to  these  tidewater  subsoils.  Sub- 
sequently the  Supreme  Court  decided 
much  to  tlie  surprise  of  many  constitu- 
tional lawyers  that  the  right  to  that  soil 
belonged  to  the  Federal  Government  and 
not  to  the  States.  This  House  on  two 
occasions  since  that  time  passed  a  bill  by 
overwhelming  majority  reasserting  the 


right  and  title  to  these  lands  in  the 
States.  Naturally,  coming  from  a  State 
whose  citizens  pride  themselves  on  the 
theory  of  States  rights,  I  subscribe  to 
the  general  theory  enunciated  here  in 
the  philosophy  of  this  legislation  of 
States'  rights.  Of  course,  no  one  could 
discuss  this  all-comprehensive  legisla- 
tion in  such  a  limited  time  as  we  have 
here.  In  passing,  I  want  to  say  that  we 
want  to  give  as  much  time  as  possible  to 
the  opposition  to  this  bill  on  the  rule,  as 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  given  in  the  general 
discussion  of  the  bill. 

But.  generally  speaking,  there  are  more 
than  three  States  involved  in  this  matter ; 
even  though  the  public  seems  to  have 
been  given  a  contrary  impression.  Not 
only  are  California.  Texas,  and  Florida 
involved,  but  all  States  with  coastal 
borders  are  concerned  with  this  legisla- 
tion. In  fact,  all  States  are  interested 
because  of  the  far-reaching  implications 
of  the  Supreme  Court  decision. 

There  are  two  questions  involved.  The 
question  of  the  traditional  or  historic 
boundaries  of  the  States,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Continental  Shelf.  I  might 
mention  before  I  leave  that  subject  that 
with  the  exception,  as  I  understand  this 
legislation — and  if  I  am  in  error,  of 
course  someone  will  correct  me  subse- 
quently in  the  debate — but  under  this 
legislation  only  three  States.  California. 
Texas,  and  Florida — there  may  be  others 
who  claim — but,  as  I  understand  the  tes- 
timony before  the  committee,  it  was  the 
three  States  of  Cahfornia,  Texas,  and 
Florida  which  claimed  more  than  3  miles 
from  the  shore  as  their  historical  bound- 
aries. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
myself  4  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  was  just  about  to 
say  how  easy  it  would  be  to  write  a  line 
in  this  bill  to  include  all  of  the  Lake 
States  that  have  coast  lines,  but  not  on 
the  ocean. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  develop  that  under  general  debate. 
I  think  the  gentleman  will  find  that  pos- 
sibly that  has  already  been  done. 

Now  Texas  comes  in  with  its  claim  of 
more  than  3  miles,  because  Texas  came 
into  the  Union  under  a  different  status 
than  the  other  States  of  the  Union,  which 
I  do  not  have  time  to  develop,  but  which 
will  be  developed  during  the  debate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  call  attention 
particularly  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  of  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee and  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee generally  to  one  phase  of  this 
matter  that  gives  me  considerable  con- 
cern. That  is  the  question  of  the  com- 
prehensive language  used  in  the  defini- 
tion of  what  constitutes  "natural  re- 
sources." On  page  3  we  find  that  term. 
I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  read  it,  but 
imder  the  definition  of  "natural  re- 
sources" the  States  would  be  given  con- 
trol and  the  right  to  the  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clams,  crabs,  lobsters,  et  cetera! 
That  raises  a  very  serious  question  in  my 
mind,  as  one  who  has  been  very  much 
interested  in  that  subject.    Pish,  shrimp 


and  so  forth  are  migratory.    They  are 
not  fixed,  in  the  sense  that  minerals  are. 

For  instance,  take  the  case  of  shrimp. 
Recently  a  large  school  of  shrimp  not 
heretofore  discovered  was  found  off  the 
coast  of  Florida.  Those  shrimp  moved 
gradually  across  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
across  the  States  of  Florida.  Alabama. 
Mississippi.  Louisiana,  and  Texas  and 
now  are  somewhere  off  the  coast  of  Mex- 
ico. Fishing  fleets  from  Virginia  to 
Mexico  converged  upon  those  shrimp 
without  interference  or  limitation  of 
State  boundaries.  This  was  as  it  should 
be.  Otherwise  the  harvest  would  have 
been  impossible.  Migratory  fish  and 
shrimp  do  not  recognize  State  bounda- 
ries. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of  fact  the 
practice  engaged  in  by  some  States  in 
the  matter  of  regulating  the  taking  of 
fish  and  other  marine  life  is  clearly  un- 
lawful and  violative  of  the  Privilege  and 
Immunities  clause  of  the  United  States 
Constitution.  The  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  in  a  fairly  recent  decision 
in  the  ca.se  of  Toomer  v.  Witsell  (334  U. 
S.  385)  held  that  unreasonable  and  dis- 
criminatory resulatlons.  licenses  or  fees 
could  not  be  imposed  or  required  by  one 
State  against  the  citizens  of  a  different 
State  in  the  taking  of  such  marine  life, 
to  wit.  shrimp.  And  I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  learned  committee 
memoers  to  the  fact  that  this  decision 
was  made  by  the  Supreme  Court  subse- 
quent to  the  famous  case  in  which  the 
Court  ruled  in  favor  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  against  the  States  in  the 
so-called  tidelands  case.  I  might  add 
that  subsequent  to  the  case  just  cited — 
the  South  Carolina  case — the  same 
United  States  Supreme  Court  made  a 
similar  decision  in  a  case  involving  Texas 
and  Louisiana,  also  involving  the  taking 
of  shrimp. 

At  the  proper  time  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  legislation — and  I  wish  I 
had  more  time  to  develop  it — I  am  going 
to  offer  an  amendment  to  try  to  clarify 
that  situation  and  I  hope  I  may  have 
the  sympathetic  cooperation  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Speakerr  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cellzk]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  very 
rightly  points  out  a  glaring  defect  of  this 
bill,  one  of  many;  and  I  hope  those  de- 
fects will  be  made  manifest  as  the  de- 
bate progresses.  I  cannot  see  how 
shrimp,  crabs,  lobsters,  and  all  manner 
and  kin  of  fish  can  be  deemed  a  resource 
or  a  part  of  the  resources  of  a  State. 
They  are  migratory,  and  that  subsection 
(d)  on  page  3  is  going  to  get  the  States 
involved  in  all  manner  and  kinds  of  dif- 
ficulties, all  manner  and  kinds  of  claims 
and  counterclaims,  and  what  have  you; 
so  I  think  a  suitable  amendment  would 
be  very  welcome  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  understood  the 
gentleman  to  say  that  clams,  quahaugs. 
and  so  forth,  are  migratory.  They  are 
attached  to  the  land  and  planted  there. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  did  not  say  "clams"; 
I  meant  some  of  the  other  marine  ani- 
mals or  marine  life  that  are  mentioned 
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In  the  bill.  However.  I  am  opposed  to 
this  legislation  in  toto;  I  have  been  op- 
posed to  it  from  the  very  beginning. 

This  is  an  attempt  to  erase  Supreme 
Court  decisions,  and  I  can  assure  you 
that  whatever  we  do  here  with  reference 
to  this  particular  bill  will  be  purely  abor- 
tive. I  can  say  that  from  my  knowledge 
of  the  law ;  and  a  reading  of  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  California 
case  and  in  the  Texas  case,  in  the  Loui- 
siana case,  leaves  no  doubt  that  this  bill, 
if  passed,  will  be  declared  illegal.  The 
terms  of  the  instant  bill  are  no  different 
in  principle  than  the  terms  of  the  propo- 
sals passed  upon  by  the  Court.  All  we 
do  will  prove  to  be  abortive,  for  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  stated  in  effect  that  the 
United  States  has  no  title  whatsoever  in 
these  marginal  lands  and  offshore  lands 
seaward  from  low-water  mark  or  in  the 
minerals  underneath.  This  bill  purports 
to  quitclaim  to  certain  States  these  off- 
shore lands  and  the  minerals  thereunder. 
I  ask  you  how  we  can  alienate  that  which 
we  do  not  have,  that  which  we  do  not 
own?  Congress  cannot  quitclaim  for  the 
Government.  The  Government  has 
naught  to  give  a  quitclaim.  I  say  our 
action  will  be  purely  abortive.  The  Su- 
preme Court  will  reaflQrm  the  general 
principle  that  the  Federal  Government 
does  not  have  title.  Using  legal  verbiage 
the  Court  said  in  the  Louisiana  case,  that 
as  to  these  marginal  lands  off  shore  the 
Federal  Government  has  'paramount 
rights" — that  is,  it  has  "imperium."  that 
is.  sovereignty.  That  is  what  is  meant  by 
•paramount  rights"  over  the  offshore 
lands.  "Sovereignty"  involves  right,  na- 
tional defense,  right  of  waging  war,  right 
to  conduct  foreign  relations,  make  trea- 
ties, and  so  forth.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment cannot  yield  to  the  States  any 
privileges  or  land  or  anything  under  the 
lands  that  interfere  with  that  "sover- 
eignty." Ceding  any  land  seaward  from 
the  low-water  mark  would  mean  ceding 
some  of  the  Governments  sovereignty. 
This  Congress  cannot  do. 

Significantly  the  Court  in  the  Louisi- 
ana case  said: 

Although  dominium  (legal  title)  and  Im- 
perium (sovereignty)  are  normally  separable 
and  separate,  this  Is  an  Instance  where  prop- 
erty Interests  are  so  subordinated  to  the 
rights  of  sovereignty  as  to  follow  sovereignty. 

Thus  legal  title  merges  into  sover- 
eignty and  becomes  part  of  it. 

The  Federal  Government  must  have 
sovereign  rights  on  the  seacoast ;  it  must 
have  sovereign  rights  over  the  termini  of 
the  various  coastal  States  for  purposes  of 
defense  and  for  the  conduct  of  interna- 
tional relations,  and  so  forth.  This  bill 
decidedly  nullifies  those  sovereign  rights 
of  the  Nation. 

When  officials  of  the  Government  ap- 
peared before  our  committee  they  were 
in  hopeless  discord.  There  was  no  agree- 
ment. Signals  got  crossed.  Arguments 
made  by  the  administration's  high  offi- 
cials were  all  tangled  up.  Three  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  could  not 
agree.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
Mr.  McKay,  came  before  us  and  said  we 
should  "quitclaim"  seaward  to  the  tra- 
ditional borders  of  the  States;  that  is. 
the  Federal  Government  should  quit- 
claim these  lands  to  the  coastal  States. 
But  along  came  the  Attorney  General, 


Mr.  Brownell,  a  very  astute  and  distin- 
guished lawyer  who  knows  the  score,  who 
knows  the  intricate  legalities  of  the  sit- 
uation, and  said,  "Do  not  quitclaim."  He 
undoubtedly  had  in  mind  the  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court  which  said  that  the 
Federal  Government  had  no  title,  there- 
fore, could  not  quitclaim  what  it  did  not 
have.  Then  Mr.  Brownell — as  I  say,  a 
very  astute  lawyer — realizing  that  there 
were  some  very  improvident  campaign 
pledges  made  by  certain  distinguished 
personages  tried  to  reconcile  differences, 
but  he  got  into  embarrassing  difficulties. 
He  said.  "Do  not  quitclaim.  Let  the  Fed- 
eral Government  allow  the  States  to 
develop." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  3  miruites. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  finally  the 
distinguished  Attorney  General  said: 
"Draw  a  line  between  that  which  belongs 
to  the  States,  and  that  which  belongs  to 
the  Federal  Government."  He  was 
rather  naive  in  making  that  statement, 
because  every  member  of  the  committee 
objected  and  said  it  would  take  until 
kingdom  come  to  draw  any  sort  of  line  of 
that  kind.    So  that  tack  was  discarded. 

Then  along  came  the  State  Depart- 
ment, and  it  said,  in  effect:  'You  were 
all  wrong.  Do  not  quitclaim.  Do  not  al- 
low development.  Draw  no  line.  If  you 
attempt  to  give  this  territory  and  the 
rights  thereunder  to  the  States  or  allow 
d^velopment,  you  will  involve  us  in  all 
kinds  of  international  entanglements." 
Whom  are  we  to  follow?  The  State  De- 
partment, the  Department  of  Justice,  or 
the  Interior  Department?  We  cannot 
follow  all  three.  They  are  in  emphatic 
disaccord. 

In  particular,  incidentally,  the  State 
Department,  in  its  opposition,  had  in 
mind  what  happened  recently  when  the 
Russians  fired  upon  one  of  our  planes 
that  got  nowhere  near  the  3 -mile  limit  of 
Russian  territory.  Yet  the  Kremlin 
claimed  the  territory  or  sea  over  which 
the  plane  was  flying.  The  Department 
had  in  mind  what  happened  compara- 
tively recently  when  our  shrimp  boats 
went  dow^i  off  the  coast  of  Mexico  and 
saUed  allegedly  within  the  9-mile  limit 
of  Mexican  territorial  waters  and  got 
into  trouble. 

Just  see  what  has  occurred  since  we 
started  this  kind  of  legislation.  Our  mi- 
nority report,  which  I  hope  you  will  read, 
indicates  how  various  nations  are  now 
extending  their  boundaries  away  out  to 
what  is  known  as  the  Continental  Shelf. 
The  list  includes  Mexico,  Panama,  Chile, 
Peru,  Argentina,  and  other  Pan  Ameri- 
can countries.  We  started  it  all.  Other 
nations  taking  their  cue  from  the  pro- 
posed legislation  proceeded  to  extend 
their  boundaries  seaward  clear  to  the 
Continental  Shelf  One  hardly  blames 
them  but  see  the  complications  that  will 
arise  from  all  these  boundary  extensions. 
Small  wonder  the  State  Department  ex- 
presses alarm. 

See  what  would  ensue  If  France  and 
England  extended  their  boundaries  in 
the  English  Channel  as  cavalierly  as  we 
would  permit  Texas  and  other  coastal 
States  to  expand  their  limits  by  this 
legislation.  We  invite  the  States  to  ex- 
tend their  boundaries  willy-nilly.    I  may 


be  disputed  on  this,  but  I  think  I  am 
right,  "niere  is  an  invitation,  for  ex- 
ample, to  the  States  to  go  not  only  be- 
yond 3  miles,  the  traditional  3  miles; 
but  even  to  go  beyond  the  marginal  sea 
of  10 '/^  miles,  and  clear  out  to  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf — 60  miles  or  100  miles. 

Section  4  in  effect  says  that  any  claims 
of  States  as  to  seaward  boundaries  to 
any  degree  are  not  prejudiced  by  the  leg- 
islation. This  is  the  language  used  in 
part  in  section  4 : 

Any  claim  heretofore  or  hereafter  asserted 
either  by  constitutional  provision,  statute, 
or  otherwise,  Indicating  the  Intent  of  a  State 
BO  to  extend  Its  boundaries  Is  hereby  ap- 
proved and  confirmed,  without  prejudice  to 
Its  claim.  If  any  It  has.  that  its  boundaries 
extend  beyond  that  line — 

The  3-mile  limit. 

These  words  will  encourage  States  to 
extend  their  boundaries.  Here  is  an  en- 
graved invitation  to  the  coastal  States 
to  expand  seaward — clear  to  the  edge  of 
the  ocean  shelf. 

Up  in  Alaska  the  Continental  Shelf 
extends  600  miles.  If  and  when  Alaska 
becomes  a  State  it  could  extend  its  lines 
deep  into  the  seas.  What  would  Russia 
do?  What  is  France  going  to  do? 
What  is  England  going  to  do?  What 
are  other  countries  going  to  do? 
They  are  all  going  to  extend  their  ter- 
ritories way,  way  out,  and  they  are  go- 
ing to  get  in  each  other's  way  and  create 
incalculable  turmoil  and  harm. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  HilungsI. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  find 
myself  in  considerable  disagreement 
with  the  comments  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CellerI. 
Later  on  in  the  course  of  debate  I  know 
that  we  are  going  to  answer  some  of  the 
points  raised  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks. At  this  time  I  would  like  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  a  quota- 
tion of  some  paragraphs  from  a  speech 
by  the  now  President  of  the  United 
States  which  was  delivered  in  New  Or- 
leans on  October  13.  1952.  in  which  the 
position  of  President  Eisenhower  was 
made  clear.  That  position  has  been  re- 
iterated in  recent  press  conferences  at 
the  White  House.  I  do  so  because  the 
comment  was  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  that  the  present  admin- 
istration is  confused  as  to  what  its  posi- 
tion is  on  this  issue.    He  said: 

The  attack  on  the  tidelands  is  only  a  part 
of  the  effort  of  the  administration  to  amass 
more  power  and  local  responsibility. 

So,  let  me  be  clear  In  my  position  on  the 
tidelands  and  all  submerged  lands  and  re- 
sources beneath  Inland  and  offshore  waters 
which  He  within  historic  State  boundaries. 
As  I  have  said  before,  my  views  are  In  line 
with  my  party's  platform.  I  favor  the  rec- 
ognition of  clear  legal  title  to  these  lands  in 
each  of  the  48  States. 

This  has  been  my  position  since  1948,  long 
before  I  was  persuaded  to  go  into  politics. 

State  titles  in  these  so-called  tidelands 
areas  stand  clouded  today. 

The  Supreme  Cotirt  tias  declared  in  very 
recent  years  that  thfere  are  certain  para- 
mount Federal  rights  in  these  •mm.  But 
the  court  expressly  recognized  the  ri(h«  ot 
Congress  to  deal  with  the  matters  ol  owner*, 
ship  and  title. 
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Twice  by  rubstantial  majorities,  both 
Hoxues  of  Congress  have  voted  to  recognize 
the  traditional  concept  of  State  ownership 
of  these  submerged  areas.  Twice  these  acts 
of  Congress  have  been  vetoed  by  the  Presi- 
dent. 

I  would  approve  such  acts  of  Congress. 
State  ownership  of  the  lands  and  resoxirces 
beneath  inland  and  offshore  navigable  wa- 
ters is  a  long-recognlzed  concept.  It  has 
not  weakened  America  or  impaired  the  or- 
derly development  of  such  resources.  The 
States  have  administered  the  development  of 
such  resources  in  these  areas  from  the  be- 
ginning. And  let  me  point  out  that  this 
development  has  been  carried  on  by  State 
officials  without  scandal,  fraud,  or  corrup- 
tion. 

The  policy  of  the  Washington  power- 
mongers  is  a  policy  of  grab.  I  wonder  how 
far  a  consistent  pursuit  of  this  policy  would 
take  us.  If  they  take  the  Louisiana.  Texas, 
and  California  tidelands,  then  what  about 
the  Great  Lakes?  They  have  been  held  to 
be  open  sea.  A  good  part  of  Chicago  has 
been  built  on  lands  once  submerged  by  Lake 
Michigan. 

What  of  the  inland  lakes,  rivers,  and 
streams  in  Oklahoma.  Iowa,  Illinois,  and 
Kansas? 

What  about  the  iron  ore  under  the  navi- 
gable waters  of  Minnesota  and  the  coal  under 
the  waters  of  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia, 
and  other  States? 

What  of  the  fisheries  in  Florida:  what  of 
the  kelp  in  Maine;  what  of  the  real  estate 
built  on  soil  reclaimed  from  the  once-sub- 
merged areas  in  New  York  and  Massa- 
chusetts? 

The  Washincton  power  grabbers  say,  "Oh, 
we  haven't  tried  to  move  in  on  any  of  those 
other  States." 

My  answer  is  they  didn't  move  in  on  you 
in  Louisiana  until  the  submerged  lands  be- 
came valuable. 

So  I  repeat  for  the  benefit  of  my  opponents 
who  have  gone  out  of  their  way  to  misrepre- 
sent my  views:  I  favor  the  recognition  of 
these  ancient  property  rights  of  the  States 
in  submerged  lands. 
Here  are  my  reasons: 

First,  I  deplore  and  I  will  always  resist 
Federal  encroachment  uix>n  rights  and  af- 
fairs of  the  States. 

Second.  I  am  gravely  concerned  over  the 
threat  to  the  States  inherent  in  the  growth 
of  this  power-hungry  movement. 

Third,  the  resources  of  these  submerged 
areas,  though  stUl  owned  by  the  States,  will 
be  available  for  America's  defense  in  time 
of  national  emergency. 

Fourth,  the  orderly  development  of  these 
resources  under  the  States  need  not  inter- 
fere with  any  valid  Federal  function. 

Fifth,  I  believe  the  law  twice  passed  by 
Congress  which  would  recognize  these  State 
titles  is  in  keeping  with  basic  principles  of 
honest  dealing  and  fair  play.  These  things 
are  important — they  are  vital  In  Government 
as  well  as  private  dealings. 

That  was  the  statement  of  the  Pres- 
ident in  his  speech  in  New  Orleans.  Just 
a  few  weeks  ago  in  a  press  conference  he 
repeated  his  position  in  answer  to  a 
question  which  was  put  to  him  as  to 
where  he  stood  on  this  question.  The 
question  was: 

Would  you  still  say  you  favor  restoring  full 
ownership  in  the  States  within  historic 
boundaries? 

The  President  asked: 
Within  historic  boundaries? 


Yes.  sir. 

The  President  said: 

Which  doesn't  lyiiWTi.  of  course,  that  the 
Federal  QojmwmmPX  floesnt  perform  cer- 
tain fuapttaM  tm  that  reglOtt— security, 
smuggling  tli«y  do  that.  But  up  to  the 
historlo  boundaries,  that  Is  State  property 
AS  far  as  he  was  concerned. 


This  statement  was  contained  in  the 
New  York  Herald-Tribune  of  March  6. 

I  am  convinced  that  the  administra- 
tion and  the  President  of  the  United 
States  are  very  much  in  favor  of  legisla- 
tion to  restore  State  ownership  of  the 
resources  in  the  area  within  historical 
State  boundaries. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentlemen  yield? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  California  if  the  excerpts  from 
the  speech  of  the  President  in  Louisiana 
were  made  before  the  President  stated 
that  he  had  not  read  the  Supreme  Court 
decision? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  I  do  not  know,  but 
I  know  this,  that  the  President  has  con- 
sistently felt,  as  he  indicated  in  his  re- 
marks in  New  Orleans  and  as  indicated 
in  his  press  conference,  that  despite  the 
Supreme  Court  decision  this  Congress 
can  still  act  to  properly  determine  the 
title  to  these  lands  in  question. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to 
the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Dawson  1. 
Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  favor  retention  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  the  rights  to  revenue  from 
the  development  of  natural  resources  on 
the  public  domain  until  such  time  as  a 
complete  resurvey  of  these  rights — in- 
cluding a  survey  of  public  domain  in 
inland  States — can  be  made.  I  am 
against  piecemeal  quitclaiming  of  these 
revenue  rights,  particularly  by  a  Federal 
Government  that  is  heavily  in  debt  to 
rich  sovereign  States  which,  to  their 
credit,  are  not. 

In  taking  this  stand.  I  want  to  dissas- 
sociate  myself  from  many  of  the  tactics 
used  by  proponents  of  continued  Fed- 
eral ownership.  These  arguments  in- 
clude such  canards  as  giving  the  lands 
to  the  oil  lobbies,  and  so  forth.  I  also 
feel  that  the  attempt  to  tie  up  the  so- 
called  tidelands  issue  with  Pederal-aid- 
to-education  legislation  is  misleading. 
It  is  sufficient,  I  feel,  to  point  out  to  the 
people  the  financial  plight  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  as  it  now  stands.  We 
should  not  have  to  buy  their  sapport  for 
our  stand  by  promising  a  new.  and  in  this 
instance  a  popular,  Federal  spending 
program. 

We  are  asked  here  to  decide  a  matter 
of  equity — and  this  question  has  two 
phases.  Continued  Federal  ownership  of 
the  submerged  lands  without  remedial 
legislation  would.  I  am  convinced,  un- 
duly penalize  those  persons  who  have  in 
good  faith  spent  time  and  money  ex- 
ploring and  developing  this  great  na- 
tional resource  under  State  lease.  With- 
out remedial  legislation — should  we 
defeat  this  measure — several  johnny - 
come-lately  Federal  leaseholders  would 
benefit  at  the  expense  of  the  legitimate 
developers  and  at  the  expense  of  the 
Nation  as  a  whole.  This  I  do  not  favor. 
This  question  of  equity,  however,  can  be 
settled  by  proper  legislation,  recognizing 
the  legitimate  rights  of  those  who  have 
operated  under  State  leases.  But  we  do 
not.  we  do  not,  have  to  protect  their 
equity  at  the  expense  of  the  equity  of 
all  of  the  taxpayers  in  the  Nation  who 
now  have,  and   until   this   measure   is 


signed  Into  law  will  continue  to  have, 
a  right  to  their  share  of  any  revenue 
that  accrues  to  the  Nation  from  this  vast 
oil  resource. 

Here,  we  have  the  second  question  of 
equity.  We  are  asked  by  this  bill  to  give 
up  to  the  citizens  of  3  States  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  citizens  of  the  remaininqr 
45  States  their  equity  in  the  revenue  de- 
veloped from  this  natural  resource. 

To  the  extent  of  10  percent  of  this 
revenue — all  of  the  States  of  the  Union 
are  involved.  Under  present  policy  of 
Federal  ownership.  10  percent  of  royalty 
and  rental  revenue  from  oil  development 
on  the  submerged  lands  would  go  into 
the  General  Treasury,  where  it  is  avail- 
able for  debt  reduction,  tax  reduction, 
or  for  any  program  that  the  Congress  In 
its  wisdom  decides  upon. 

Another  37' 2  percent  of  this  revenue — 
if  Federal  ownership  is  retained — would 
be  allocated  to  the  inshore  States,  just 
as  37 '2  i>ercent  of  the  revenue  from 
lands  on  public  domain  to  now  allocated 
to  those  States  in  which  the  domain  lies. 
This  I  feel  is  a  just  alloontion  to  the  rich 
States  of  Louisiana,  California,  and 
Texas. 

The  remaining  52 'i  percent  goes  into 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  fund  where 
it  is  used  to  help  public-domain  States 
develop  their  resources  in  the  interest  of 
the  Nation.  California.  Texas,  and 
Louisiana  parti  :ipate  in  these  benefits — 
as  does  Utah,  where  73  percent  of  the 
land  area  is  under  Federal  dominion. 
This  is  the  present  method  by  which  the 
citizens  of  the  Nation  share  in  wealth 
nationally  owned  and  privately  devel- 
oped. I  do  not  see  why  an  exception 
should  be  made  in  the  case  of  the  resi- 
dents of  any  three  States.  There  should 
be  no  exceptions.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
shift  in  the  distribution  of  revenues 
from  Federal  domain— all  States  and 
the  citizens  of  all  States  should  be 
treated  equitably. 

It  appears  to  me  indefensible  for  Con- 
gress to  protect  the  equity  of  the  good- 
faith  developers  of  submerged  oil  lands 
by  adopting  a  law  that  kicks  the  equity 
of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the  Na- 
tion in  these  lands  out  the  window. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan    (Mr.   Meader). 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  the  merits  of  this  bill. 
My  views  are  briefly  stated  on  the  last 
page  of  the  committee  report.  The  rea- 
son I  have  asked  for  this  time  is  that 
I  sought  to  incorporate  in  my  separate 
views  on  this  legislation  certain  infor- 
mation which  I  had  obtained  concerning 
the  international  law  aspects  of  this  leg- 
islation. 

I  pointed  out  In  my  minority  views  in 
the  report  that  there  was  no  witness  ap- 
pearing before  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  of  the  House  this  year,  at  least, 
to  discuss  the  international-law  aspect 
of  this  legislation. 
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I  wish  to  point  out  briefly  that  the  def- 
inition of  territorial  waters  which  has 
been  a  matter  of  international  law  and 
the  completely  new  field  of  international 
law  dealing  with  the  Continental  Shelf 
seaward  from  the  territorial  waters  are 
fields  of  great  importance  in  interna- 
tional affairs  and  in  international  law. 

Because  of  that  gap  in  the  informa- 
tion before  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary — and  I  might  say  that  no  rep- 
resentative of  the  State  Department  was 
requested  to  appear  before  that  com- 
mittee, although  the  State  Department 
did  appear  before  the  Senate  committee 
considering  similar  legislation — I  re- 
quested a  colleague  of  mine,  Professor 
William  Bishop,  professor  of  interna- 
tional law  at  the  University  of  Michigan 
Law  School,  to  brief  me  on  the  interna- 
tional-law aspects  of  this  legislation.  I 
wrote  him  on  March  16,  1953.  and  re- 
ceived a  reply  from  him  on  March  24, 
1953.  to  which  he  attached  a  paper  he 
gave  before  the  Inter -American  Bar  As- 
sociation at  its  sixth  conference  in  De- 
troit. Mich.,  on  May  19.  1949.  entitled 
"The  Exercise  of  Jurisdiction  for  Spe- 
cial Purposes  in  High  Seas  Aresw  on  the 
Outer  Limit  of  Territorial  Waters." 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  extremely  impor- 
tant that  the  Members  of  the  House 
should  at  least  be  aware  of  the  problems 
with  regard  to  the  international-law  as- 
pects of  this  legislation  before  we  vote 
on  it.  I  assure  you  that  the  principles 
here  Involved  are  far  reaching.  My 
purpose  today  is  to  make  this  informa- 
tion available  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  early  enough  in  the  consideration 
of  this  legislation  that  they  may,  if  they 
care  to.  familiarize  themselves  with  the 
principles  involved. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  incorporate  my  letter  to  Professor 
Bishop,  and  his  reply  to  me.  together 
with  a  paper  accompanying  it  at  this 
point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: ) 

Mabch  16,  1953. 
Prof  WiLXJAM  Bishop. 

VniversUy  of  Michigan  Laio  School, 
Ann  Arbor.  Mich. 

DzAa  Biix:  As  you  know,  the  House  Judi- 
ciary Committee  now  has  before  it  legislation 
dealing  with  the  transfer  of  submerged  lands 
to  the  States.  This  is  now  before'  a  subcom- 
mittee of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee, 
but  will  shortly  come  before  the  Full  Com- 
mittee of  which,  as  you  probably  know.  I  am 
a  member. 

When  similar  legislation  was  before  the 
82d  Congress  I  voted  against  the  transfer 
from  the  Federal  Government  to  the  States 
on  the  general  grounds  that  Congress  should 
not  set  Itself  up  as  a  super  supreme  court 
to  reverse  judicial  decisions  which  in  its 
Judgment  were  erroneovu.  Nor  should  it 
make  donations  of  national  wealth  belong- 
ing to  all  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
the  citizens  of  just  a  few  States. 

I  read  the  Supreme  Court's  decisions  in 
the  Texas-California  and  Louisiana  cases, 
and  It  seemed  clear  to  me  that  those  cases 
held  that  rights,  sovereignty,  power,  do- 
minion, title,  property  or  what  have  you, 
were  in  the  Federal  Government  rather  than 
In  the  States  adjacent  to  the  submerged 
lands.  Although  the  reasoning  did  not  ap- 
pear too  clear  and  the  holdings  were  some- 
what vague.  I  regarded  these  decisions  as  a 
final  adjudication  of  property  rights  based 


upon  consideration  of  principles  of  Consti- 
tutional and  international  law. 

EHiring  the  hearing  in  the  current  Con- 
gress, it  struck  me  that  we  are  dealing  in  a 
field  which  does  not  have  a  great  deal  of 
clearly  established  principles  and  precedents. 
Although  the  interest  is  concentrated  on 
minerals  under  the  submerged  lands,  there 
might  l>e  consideration  concerning  the  waters 
above  those  lands  and  control  of  the  air 
above  the  waters.  I  would  be  very  much  in- 
terested in  knowing  what  landmarks  have 
been  established  in  international  law  that 
would  shed  some  light  on  proper  thinking 
with  respect  to  submerged  lands  legislation. 
If  you  have  ideas  on  the  subject  or  can  re- 
fer me  to  discussions  which  in  your  opinion 
contain  sound  reasoning.  I  think  it  would  be 
helpful  in  my  thinking  in  arriving  at  a 
sound  conclusion,  or  in  anything  I  may  say 
concerning  the  present  submerged-lands 
legislation. 

I    am   enclosing   excerpts   containing    the 
statements  I  made  during  the  last  Congress 
on  this  subject  and   would  appreciate  your 
criticism   and   comments. 
Sincerely   yours. 

George  Meader. 
Member  of  Congress. 


UNr\TnisrrY  of  Michigan  Law  School. 

Ann  Arbor,  March  24.  1953. 
Hon.  Gkohce  Meadek. 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Deak  George:  This  is  in  response  to  your 
good  letter  of  March  16.  1953,  asking  for  my 
views  on  the  international  law  aspects  of 
the  pending  legislation  having  to  do  with  the 
transfer  to  the  States  of  the  submerged 
lands. 

I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  am  in  general  ac- 
cord with  the  position  which  you  take  in 
your  letter,  as  well  as  with  the  statements 
which  you  made  on  the  floor  of  the  House  on 
July  30.  1951.  and  May  15,  1952,  and  in  your 
press  release  of  March  4.  1953. 

My  own  feeling  is  that  in  United  States  v. 
California  (332  U.  S.  19  (1947))  and  United 
States  V.  Louisiana  (339  U.  8.  689  (1950) ) ,  the 
Supreme  Court  came  to  a  conclusion  with 
which  I  could  not  agree  in  view  of  its  depar- 
ture therein  from  the  long  line  of  Supreme 
Court  cases  beginning  with  Pollard's  Lessee 
V.  Hagan  (3  How.  212  (U.  S.  1845) ).  I  believe 
that  the  Supreme  Court  decision  in  United 
States  V.  Texas  (339  U.  8.  707  ( 1950) )  was  def- 
initely erroneous,  in  view  of  the  arrange- 
ments between  the  United  States  and  the  Re- 
public of  Texas  pursuant  to  which  the  latter 
was  to  retain  its  public  lands  when  it  became 
a  State  in  the  Union.  Indeed,  I  even  took  a 
small  part  on  the  Texas  side  of  the  latter 
litigation,  concurring  in  the  conclusions  of 
the  joint  memorandum  dated  July  14.  1950, 
and  filed  with  the  Supreme  Court  in  sup- 
port of  the  petition  for  rehearing.  |As  you 
may  be  aware,  that  memorandum,  and  va- 
rious articles  about  the  special  situation  in 
United  States  v.  Texas,  are  conveniently  pub- 
lished in  Third  Baylor  Law  Review  115.  319 
(winter  issue.  1951  ).|  But.  although  I  do 
not  feel  that  these  cases  were  correctly  de- 
cided, I  share  your  doubts  as  to  the  Congress 
setting  itself  up  as  a  body  to  reverse  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
turning  over  to  certain  States  what  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  found  to  be  the  property  (or 
something  approaching  property)  of  the  Na- 
tion. 

Turning  to  your  specific  Inquiries  relating 
to  the  international  law  aspects  of  this  ques- 
tion of  submerged  coastal  lands,  I  would 
urge,  first  that  it  does  not  appear  to  make 
any  difference  with  respect  to  our  Interna- 
tional law  rights  or  international  law  duties, 
whether  as  a  purely  domestic  or  intrana- 
tional matter  the  ownership,  control,  para- 
mount rights,  or  what  have  you,  with  respect 
to  these  submerged  coastal  lands  belongs  to 
the  several  State  governments  or  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  or  were  even  owned  in  fee 


simple  by  private  individuals.  Political  con- 
trol, sovereignty,  territorial  authority,  or 
whatever  term  one  may  use  to  describe  the 
powers  of  the  United  States  over  its  terri- 
tory when  viewed  from  the  international  law 
standpoint,  clearly  does  not  require  that  the 
national  government  have  ownership  in  the 
private-law  sense  of  all  of  the  property  with- 
in that  territory.  Prom  the  international 
law  standpoint.  I  suppose  no  one  would 
doubt  that  the  United  States  has  just  the 
same  sovereignty  or  territorial  authority  over 
my  own  small  iiouse  and  lot  in  Ann  Arbor, 
or  over  the  State-owned  campus  of  the  uni- 
versity, as  it  does  over  the  United  States  post- 
ofllce  downtown  which  is  owned  by 
United  States.  Ownership  by  the  Ui 
States  Government  is  not  a  a  prerequisl^j 
sovereignty  or  territorial  authority,  whl 
deed  United  States  Government  ownersl 
property  in  foreign  countries  (such  as  mili- 
tary cemeteries)  does  not  carry  with  it  sov- 
ereignty or  territorial  authority  over  such 
pieces  of  property.  So  far  as  I  can  see  it.  it 
makes  no  difference  whether  the  property 
concerned  is  a  house  and  lot.  or  the  subsoil 
of  the  sea;  ownership  is  one  thing,  and  ter- 
ritorial sovereignty  is  another,  and  loss  of 
one  does  not  mean  loss  of  the  other. 

Secondly,  although  from  the  standpoint  of 
International  law  or  international  relations 
it  would  appear  to  make  no  difference  whether 
the  States  or  the  Federal  Government  have 
property     (or    property-like)     rights    in    the 
submerged  coastal  lands,  yet  it  does  seem  to 
me   very   important   that    any   action   which 
Congress  may  see  fit  to  take  with  respect  to 
the  domestic  question  of  title  to  such  lands 
should  not  be  in  terms  inconsistent  with  the 
international     position     which     the    United 
States   has   taken,    or   wishes   to   take,    as   a 
nation   in   its   relations  with    foreign  coun- 
tries.    It  is  here  that  considerations  of  in- 
ternational law  really  do  come  into  play  in 
this  matter,  and  I  would  suggest  that  it  may 
be  very  difficult  to  have  any  action  talKn  by 
Congress  in  this  field  which  may  not  have 
undesirable  repercussions  upon  our  interna- 
tional controversies  with  other  countries.    As 
I  see  it.  the  proposed  submerged -lands  legis- 
lation  may   give  rise   to   such'  international 
complications  and  with  respect  to  the  extent 
of  territorial  waters,  and  with  respect  to  the 
nature  and  scope  of  rights  which  may  law- 
fully be  claimed  by  a  nation  regarding  its 
continental  shelf  and  the  superjacent  waters. 
Unintended  consequences  may  result  from 
what    the    proposed    legislation    wiU    do    In 
drawing  a  boundary  line  (whether  3  marine 
miles,    or    9    marine    miles)     between    those 
lands  transferred  or  returned  to  the  States 
and  lying  inside  such  limit,  and  the  lands 
remaining  under  Federal  ownership  or  para- 
mount control  because  they  lie  outside  that 
limit.     Here  the  trouble  is  that  in  any  such 
legislation  we  must  make  a  formal  selection 
of  some  particular  limit,  which  other  coun- 
tries will  then  be  prone  to  consider  an  official 
statement  by  the  United  States  of  the  limit 
of  territorial  waters.     It  may  be  ix>6Sible  to 
guard    in    part    against    undesirable    conse- 
quences by  appropriate  disclaimer  of  any  In- 
tention to  deal  with  the  limit  of  territorial 
waters.     As  I  see  it.  If  we  make  the  limit  3 
nautical  miles  along  our  entire  coast,  that 
would  be  no  more  than  repeating  our  usual 
stand  that  the  maximum  breadth  of  terri- 
torial waters  is  3  marine  miles;   and  I  sup- 
pose we  have  said  that  often  enough  so  that 
no  real  additional  embarrassment  would  re- 
sult from  saying  it  again,  even  if  at  some 
time  within  the.  next  few  years  we  might  as  a 
nation  wish  to  change  our  minds  and  to  advo- 
cate a  broader  belt  of  marginal  seas  In  view 
of  some  of  the  Inadequacies  of  the  3 -mile 
limit.     However.  I  understand   that    (except 
off  California)   the  really  important  deposits 
of  oil  lie  outside  the  3-mile  limit,  and  strong 
pressures  are  likely  to  give  the  States  more 
than  just  the  seabed  and  subsoil  within  3 
miles.     Fvirthermore.   in    the   case  of   Texas, 
pressures  will  be  very  strong  Indeed  to  draw 
the  Une  at  least  as  far  from  shore  as  9  marine 
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miles  (approximately  10 !4  statute  miles) .  and 
thi«  with  considerable  Justification.  I  be- 
lieve It  can  be  shown  that  Texas  as  an  inde- 
pendent republic,  like  Mexico  before  and  since 
the  independence  of  Texas,  claimed  as  her 
own  territorial  waters  9  miles  rather  than  3; 
and  I  don't  think  that  at  the  time  of  the 
annexation  of  Texas  in  1845  customary  inter- 
national law  on  that  point  had  developed  to 
the  point  where  it  was  internationally  un- 
lawful for  a  nation  to  claim  9  miles.  [You 
win  remember,  for  example,  that  the  Treaty 
of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo  of  1848  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico,  ending  the  Mex- 
ican War,  provided  that  the  Ixiundary  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Mexico  "shall 
commence  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  three 
leagues  from  land,  opposite  the  mouth  of  the 
Rio  Grande."]  Now  if  we  do  in  an  act  of 
Congress  choose  the  9-mile  limit  off  Texas, 
I'm  afraid  thac  we  will  give  great  encourage- 
ment to  various  other  nations  that  currently 
Insist  on  claiming  as  their  own  territorial 
waters  a  belt  of  5  or  6  or  9  or  12  nautical 
miles  off  their  shores.  Mexico,  in  particular, 
has  frequently  interfered  with  American 
shrimpers  and  other  fishing  vessels  operating 
more  than  3  but  less  than  9  nautical  miles 
off  the  Mexican  coast,  and  in  dealing  with 
such  actions  the  United  States  has  insisted 
that  3  nautical  miles  was  the  outer  limit  of 
Mexican  territorial  waters.  According  to  the 
press,  we  are  now  trying  to  get  the  release  of 
a  number  of  shrimping  vessels  held  by  Mexi- 
can authorities  at  Campeche.  It  is  well 
known  that  our  shrimp  fishermen  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  oui  California  and 
Oregon  tuna  fishermen  in  the  Pacific,  find 
it  highly  desirable,  if  not  essential,  to  en- 
gage in  fishing  operations  not  far  outside 
the  3-mlle  limit  off  Mexico  and  countries 
to  the  south.  I  believe  that  any  legislation 
enacted  by  Congress  at  the  present  time 
wh»-h  might  indicate  United  States  approval 
of  a  S>-mlle  claim  by  Texas,  and  thus  impliedly 
of  that  by  Mexico  as  her  predecessor-in-title, 
would  Jeopardize  the  chances  of  our  Depart- 
ment of  State  in  working  out  any  satisfactory 
solution  with  Mexico  regarding  the  status  of 
our  fishern.en  operating  near  the  Mexican 
coasU.  Or  this  point  I  fully  concur  in  the 
Statement  of  Jack  B.  Tate,  Deputy  Legal  Ad- 
viser of  t  .le  Department  of  State,  as  reported 
in  the  p.ess. 

Pleaf  e  do  not  understand  me  to  be  saying 
that  I  believe  that  under  contemporary  in- 
ternational law  the  3-mile  limit  is  so  well 
established  as  to  be  clearly  binding  against 
a  nation,  like  Mexico  or  Norway,  that  has 
always  claimed  more  than  3  miles.  I  don't 
think  that  the  International  Court  of  Jus- 
tice would  today  hold  that  Mexico  violates 
international  law  in  maintaining  its  claim 
to  9  nautical  miles  and  In  enforcing  it 
against  vessels  and  nationals  of  the  United 
States.  Although  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  and  generally  the  nations  with 
large  seagoing  tonnage  which  wishes  to  op- 
erate close  to  other  nations'  shores,  have 
maintained  that  3  miles  was  the  interna- 
tional law  limit,  it  seems  to  me  significant 
that  In  the  so-called  liquor  treaties  con- 
cluded by  the  United  States  between  1924 
and  1930  It  was  only  Great  BriUin.  Ger- 
many. Panama,  the  Netherlands,  Cuba,  and 
Japan  whom  we  could  get  to  agree  on  3 
miles  as  the  proper  limits  of  territorial 
waters;  while  In  our  treaties  concluded  with 
Sweden.  Norway.  Denmark.  Italy.  France, 
Belgium.  Spain,  Greece,  Chile,  and  Poland, 
it  was  necessary  to  substitute  the  provision 
that  the  parties  respectively  retain  their 
rights  and  claims,  without  prejudice  by  rea- 
son of  this  agreement,  with  respect  to  the 
extent  of  their  territorial  JviTlsdlctlon.  Dur- 
ing the  League  of  Nations  Conference  for 
the  Codification  of  International  Law,  con- 
vened at  The  Hague  In  1930.  it  appeared 
that  Canada,  China,  Denmark.  Greece,  India, 
Ir:in,  Japan,  the  Netherlands.  South  Africa, 
United  Kinpiom.  and  the  United  States  all 
advocated  the  3-mlIe  limit;  while  3  miles 
plus  an  additional  contiguous  zone  was  sup- 


ported by  Belgium.  Chile,  Egypt,  Estonia, 
Prance,  Germany,  and  Poland.  At  the  Con- 
ference Finland.  Iceland.  Norway,  and  Swe- 
den proposed  4  marine  miles,  Finland  and 
Norway  favoring  an  additional  contiguous 
zone.  Brazil,  Colombia.  Italy,  Rumania, 
Spain,  Uruguay,  and  Yugoslavia  favored  fl 
nautical  miles,  as  did  Cuba,  Latvia,  and 
Turkey  if  a  further  contiguous  zone  was 
added.  Portugal  sought  12  miles.  (On  this. 
see  I  Hackworth.  Digest  of  International 
Law.  628-630.)  According  to  data  gathered 
In  1951  by  S.  W.  Boggs,  a  geoi^raphical  ex- 
pert of  the  Department  of  State,  and  pub- 
lished In  his  article.  National  Claims  In  Ad- 
jacent Seas,  61  Geographical  Review  185 
(1951).  3  nautical  miles  was  regarded  as  the 
proper  limit  of  territorial  waters  by  Aus- 
tralia. Belgium,  Burma,  Canada,  Ceylon, 
China,  Costa  Rica.  Cuba.  Dominican  Re- 
public, Germany,  India.  Indonesia.  Ireland, 
Israel.  Japan.  Korea,  Liberia.  Netherlands. 
New  Zealand.  Rumania,  South  Africa,  Thai- 
land, and  the  United  Kingdom.  He  classi- 
fies as  claiming  3  miles  plus  contiguous 
zones  for  special  purposes,  Argentina,  Brazil, 
Cambodia,  Chile.  Denmark.  Ecuador.  El  Sal- 
vador. France,  Laos,  Nicaragua,  Pakistan, 
Panama,  Peru.  Philippines.  Poland,  Portu- 
gal, Turkey,  the  United  States.  Venezuela, 
and  Vietnam.  He  lists  4  miles  as  claimed 
by  Finland,  Iceland,  Norway,  and  Sweden 
(all  within  contiguous  zones  also),  and  per- 
haps as  the  Danish  claim.  Uruguay  Is  given 
as  claiming  5  miles;  while  Bulgaria.  Haiti, 
and  Saudi  Arabia  are  classed  as  claiming  6. 
and  6  miles  plus  a  further  contiguous  zone 
is  listed  for  Egypt,  Greece,  Honduras,  Iran, 
Italy.  Lebanoi.  Spain.  Syria,  and  Yugoslavia. 
According  to  Dr.  Boggs.  Mexico  claims  9 
miles,  and  Colombia.  Guatemala,  and  the 
Soviet  Union  claim  12  miles.  (The  Soviet 
claims  to  12  miles  have  been  much  In  mind 
of  late,  while  It  can  be  seen  from  I  Hack- 
worth,  Digest  of  International  Law,  634-fi36, 
that  such  Russinn  claims  antedate  the  1917 
revolution.)  With  this  lineup  of  nations 
for  and  against  the  3-mile  limit.  I  think  it 
very  doubtful  whether  the  United  States 
could  i>er8uade  the  International  Court  of 
Justice  today  that  the  Mexican  claim  of  9 
miles,  or  even  the  Soviet  claim  of  12  miles, 
clearly  violates  customary  international  law. 
But  the  point  I  am  trying  to  make  Is  that 
any  action  by  the  Congress  which  lends  sup- 
port to  the  9-mlle  view  through  Its  treat- 
ment of  submerged  lands  off  Texas,  would 
seem  to  put  our  negotiators  In  a  much  poorer 
position,  giving  encouragement  and  sup- 
port to  the  Mexican  contention  that  they 
can  seize  our  shrimpers  and  tuna  boats  be- 
tween 3  and  9  marine  miles  off  Mexico,  and 
perhaps  even  to  the  Soviet  contention  that 
our  vessels  and  planes  must  not  approach 
within  13  marine  miles  of  Soviet  shores 
without  express  permission.  If  Congress 
wants  to  take  this  risk,  I  would  submit  that 
It  should  only  be  after  a  full  understanding 
of  the  complications  involved. 

The  other  sphere  In  which  the  proposed 
legislation  might  run  Into  International  law 
difficulties  for  the  United  States  would  be 
that  of  control  over  the  Continental  Shelf 
and  waters  above  it.  which  He  clearly  out- 
side of  what  is  claimed  as  territorial  waters. 
Here  we  are  dealing  with  a  new  and  rapidly 
evolving  concept  In  International  law.  which 
received  its  first  official  Impetvus  from  the 
two  Truman  proclamations  of  September  28. 
1945.  dealing  respectively  with  the  resources 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  and  with  coastal 
fisheries.  On  this  subject  you  may  find  of 
Interest  the  enclosed  mimeographed  copy  of 
a  tJdk  which  I  gave  to  the  Inter-American 
Bar  Association  at  its  Detroit  meeting  in 
1949.  Incidentally,  I  believe  no  confidence 
Is  violated  when  I  say  that  as  an  Assistant 
to  the  legal  adviser  of  the  Department  of 
State  I  played  some  part  in  connection  with 
the  1945  proclamations,  and  that  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection  the  main  themes  of  my 
talk  before  the  Inter-American  Bar  Associa- 
tion are  In  harmony  with  the  thinking  ciur- 


rent  In  the  Department  of  State  at  the  tlma 
these  proclamations  were  issued. 

In  that  talk  I  was  trying  to  point  out  the 
thinking  behind,  and  the  Justifications  for, 
the  policy  of  the  United  States  expressed 
in  the  proclamations;  and  I  was  also  trying 
to  show  that  the  action  taken  by  various 
Latin  American  countries  (to  some  extent 
Mexico,  but  especially  Peru.  Chile,  Costa 
Rica,  and  Argentina),  in  asserting  that  both 
the  resources  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  and 
all  the  water  above,  were  i>art  of  their  ter- 
ritory and  completely  subject  to  their  con- 
trol save  for  a  right  akin  to  that  of  innocent 
passage  through  admitted  territorial  waters, 
went  way  beyond  anything  the  United  States 
had  done  or  advocated.  So  far  as  the  sea- 
bed and  subsoil  are  concerned,  most  of  the 
Latin  American  Republics,  the  Persian  Gulf 
countries,  and  a  few  others  such  as  Pakistan 
and  Philippines,  have  taken  action  asserting 
authority  over  oil  and  other  resources  of  the 
Continental  Shelf.  I  think  there  has  been 
no  serious  protest  by  any  foreign  govern- 
ment so  far  as  that  Is  concerned,  and  I  see 
no  real  violation  of  International  law  in  such 
claims  to  the  seabed  and  subsoil  (whether 
asserted  In  terms  of  "sovereignty,"  "owner- 
ship, "  etc  ,  as  in  some  countries,  or  In  the 
more  cautious  words  of  "appertaining  to" 
and  "subject  to  Its  control  and  Jurisdiction" 
used  In  the  United  States  Continental  Shelf 
prtx;lamatlon ) .  On  the  other  hand,  once 
the  claims  be^jln  to  include  the  right  to  con- 
trol fishing  and  the  waters  themselves  whlcti 
are  above  the  Continental  Shelf,  and  to  as- 
similate those  waters  to  ordinary  territorial 
waters  even  though  they  may  extend  200 
miles  from  shore  rather  than  3  or  9  or  12,  we 
get  to  the  point  where  the  freedom  of  the 
seas  is  serioivsly  interfered  with,  and  where 
Justification  in  present  day  international  law 
cannot  be  found,  unless  the  assertion  of 
control  Is  narrowly  limited  (as  in  the  United 
States  coastal  fisheries  proclamation,  which 
is  limited  to  substantially  developed  fisheries 
and  which  brings  the  state  of  the  fishing 
vessels  in  on  a  par  with  the  coastal  State  in 
the  regulating  and  controlling).  You  will 
recall  that  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain are  both  reported  to  have  protested 
strongly  to  the  assertions  of  Jurisdiction  over 
seabed  and  superjacent  waters  by  Chile, 
Peru,  and  Argentina.  I  am  happy  to  see  that 
the  United  Nations  International  Law  Com- 
mission, In  trying  to  draw  up  articles  relat- 
ing to  the  Continental  Shelf  and  related 
topics,  follows  quite  closely  the  position  of 
the  United  Slates  (you  will  find  those  arti- 
cles appended  to  the  mimeographed  version 
of  my  talk) . 

Thus  here,  again,  we  have  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  United  States  and  var- 
ious Latin  American  countries  regarding 
control  over  the  Continental  Shelf  and  super- 
jacent waters.  I  would  urge  that  any  con- 
gressional action  which  might  lay  claim  to 
the  Continental  Shelf  beyond  the  three — or 
nine — mile  limit,  and  refer  to  It  as  property 
of  the  Federal  Government,  should  be  care- 
fully scrutinized  to  avoid  inadvertant  sup- 
port to  Latin  American  contentions  which 
the  United  States  regards  as  violating  Inter- 
national law.  At  the  present  stage  of  tech- 
nology and  actual  exploitation  of  oil,  no  one 
is  too  much  concerned  if  under  claims  to 
the  Continental  Shelf  by  the  coastal  State  a 
foreigner  is  prevented  from  drilling  for  oil 
or  taking  minerals  without  the  permission 
of  the  coastal  State.  I  see  no  harm  likely  to 
result  from  any  actions  or  statements  which 
might  reiterate  the  coastal  States'  rights 
over  resources  of  the  seated  and  subsoil  of 
the  Continental  Shelf,  even  if  Congress  were 
to  use  terms  expressive  of  ownership  or 
sovereignty  rather  than  the  more  cautious 
language  of  the  1945  proclamation.  On  the 
other  hand,  Americans  have  long  fished — and 
want  to  keep  on  fishing — not  very  far  out  oa 
the  high  seas  from  the  coasts  of  foreign  coun- 
tries— both  Newfoundland  and  the  Repub- 
lics  to   the  south— and  if  we  do  anything 
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to  encourage  the  Idea  that  the  coastal  State 
can  control  fishing  on  the  Continental  Shelf 
without  the  State  of  the  fishing  vessels  hav- 
ing an  equal  say  In  the  regulation  and  con- 
trol of  such  fishing  outside  narrowly  defined 
territorial  waters,  then  I  think  we'll  be  act- 
ing directly  contrary  to  our  own  United 
States  Interests.  I  am  sure  that  you  will  per- 
ceive In  the  1945  proclamation  on  ooastal 
fisheries  the  attempt  to  safeguard  fishing 
for  salmon  and  halibut  off  Alaska  and  British 
Columbia — the  latter.  In  particular,  under  a 
most  successful  conservation  treaty  with 
Canada — and  at  the  same  time  avoid  being 
cut  out  of  our  share  in  laying  down  any  con- 
trols by  the  coastal  nations  over  fishing  by 
our  vessels  off  Mexico  and  countries  to  the 
Bouthr  or  off  Newfoundland  and  the  other 
northeastern  fisheries.  If  Congress  Is  going 
to  adopt  any  legislation  with  respect  to  the 
submerged  coastal  l8.ndB.  I  hope  that  great 
rare  will  be  used  to  avoid  hurting  the  United 
States  position  or  Hiding  that  of  Mexico, 
Peru,  Costa  Rica,  etc  ,  In  dealing  with  fish- 
eries on  the  Continental  Shelf  but  outside 
territorial  waters.  Indeed.  In  the  present 
formative  stage  of  International  law  with  re- 
spect to  the  Continental  Shelf  and  to  fishing 
controls  in  contiguous  zones  of  the  high  seas, 
I  would  submit  thac  greater  care  may  be 
necessary  in  this  field  than  with  re^^pect  to 
the  line  limiting  territorial  waters. 

I  fear  that  the  fc  regoing  may  set  forth 
my  Ideas  at  greater  length  than  you  will 
want,  but  I  hope  th'-y  may  be  of  some  use 
to  you.  Insofar  as  articles,  etc.,  are  con- 
cerned. I  believe  that  most  of  my  views  are 
expressed  In  the  enclosed  talk  before  the 
Inter-Amerlcan  Bar  yVssoclatlon.  On  the  In- 
ternational law  aspect.'  of  the  Continental 
.Shelf,  the  fullest  published  treatment  seems 
to  be  In  M.  W.  Mcuton.  The  Continental 
Shelf  (1052).  a  book  in  English  by  a  Dutch 
naval  officer  which  »on  the  Grotius  prize  In 
1952.  Much  briefer,  but  perhaps  useful  as 
a  general  Introduction.  I  would  recommend 
on  the  Continental  Shelf  an  article  by  Rich- 
ard Young.  Legal  Status  of  Submarine  Areas 
Beneath  the  High  Sens.  46th  American  Jour- 
nal International  Law.  225  (April  1951):  and 
on  coastal  fisheries  Cliarles  Selak,  Recent  De- 
velopmenU  In  High  .Seas  Fisheries  Jurisdic- 
tion Under  the  Presidential  Proclamation  of 
1945.  44  ibid,  670  (October  1950).  There 
Is  a  full  bibliography  in  Mouton's  book. 

Hoping   that   this   may   be  of   some   value 
to  you.  and  with  bes:  personal  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Bn.L. 

William  W   Bishop,  Jr., 

Professor  o/  Law. 

The  ExnicTsi  or  JfaisoicmoN  tok  Spbciai. 
PURP06KS  IN  High  Seas  Areas  Betond  the 
Otma  Limit  or  Teiuuto»ial  Watexs  (e.  c, 

CONSEBVATION,    ETC   ) 

(Papjer  prepared  by  William  W.  Bishop,  Jr., 
professor  of  law.  University  of  Michigan 
Law  School,  Inter-Amerlcan  Bar  Associa- 
tion, sixth  conference,  Detroit,  May  1949) 

COMICITTEX  X,  THEME  2.  TEKRITOXIAL  WATIXS  AND 
OCEAN  riSHERIZS 

I  have  been  asked  to  discuss  the  exercise 
by  a  nation  of  Jurlsillctlon  for  special  pur- 
puses  In  contiguous  zones  of  the  high  seas 
lying  beyond  the  outer  limits  of  territorial 
waters.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  touch  upon 
one  aspect  of  this  problem  which  Is  of  major 
interest  to  federations,  like  the  United  States, 
where  great  concern  arises  over  the  domestic 
constitutional  Issue  whether  the  central 
Government,  or  thoe*  of  the  several  States, 
should  exercise  such  Jurisdiction.  Further- 
more, my  topic  dlfers  from  that  of  the 
breadth  of  territorial  waters.  The  exercise 
of  Jurisdiction  in  contiguous  sones  of  the 
high  seas  becomes  necessary  In  view  of  the 
Inadequacy  under  mixlern  conditions  of  any 
reasonable  breadth  of  territorial  waters; 
whatever  we  may  regard  as  the  breadth  of 
marginal  sea  now  ai:cepted  under  interna- 


tional law,  there  are  occasions  and  purposes 
for  which  Jurisdiction  must  l>e  exercised 
farther  out  from  shore.  This  differs  from 
an  attempt  to  declare  such  areas  territorial 
waters  subject  to  the  full  sovereignty  of  the 
coastal  state. 

The  efforU  of  the  League  of  Nations  to- 
ward codification  of  the  law  of  territorial 
waters,  culminating  In  the  failure  to  achieve 
agreement  at  the  Hague  Codification  Con- 
ference of  1930,  poInU  to  the  present  unset- 
tled condition  of  international  law  on  this 
subject.'  The  replies  of  the  various  govern- 
ments and  their  views  at  the  conference 
showed  agreement  that  a  state  has  sover- 
eignty over  a  belt  of  sea  around  Its  coast 
(subject  to  the  rights  of  Innocent  passage 
and  refuge  In  distress),  but  no  agreement 
as  to  the  breadth  of  this  belt.  No  state 
disputed  that  territorial  waters  extend  at 
least  3  nautical  miles  from  shore,  but  many 
Insisted  upon  4  or  6  miles,  while  others  re- 
quested 12,  or  In  1  or  2  cases  15  or  18  miles. 
Quite  a  number  favored,  in  principle,  a  con- 
tiguous zone  on  the  high  seas,  outside  terri- 
torial waters.  In  which  the  coastal  state 
might  exercise  Jurisdiction  for  certain  pur- 
poses. A  majority  of  states  taking  part 
In  the  1930  conference  refused  to  recognize 
3  miles  as  the  outer  limit  of  territorial  waters 
prescribed  by  International  law.  Equally 
noteworthy,  there  was  no  disposition  on  the 
part  of  more  than  2  or  3  to  Insist  upon  a 
breadth  greater  than  6  nautical  miles  as 
the  limit  of  the  territorial  waters  under 
the  sovereignty  of  a  state.  No  claim  was 
made  to  more  than  18  miles.  Having  in 
mind  the  work  at  The  Hague,  one  may  say 
that  International  law  permits  the  exercise 
of  full  sovereignty  over  a  belt  of  territorial 
waters  extending  from  shore  at  least  3  nau- 
tical miles,  but  not  more  than  12  (more 
likely  6):  and  that  many  favor  an  adjacent 
zone  or  zones  in  which  Jurisdiction  may  be 
exercised  for  special  purposes,  although  such 
zones  would  remain  part  of  the  high  seas 
rather  than  becoming  territorial  waters. 

ThiB  notion  of  a  contiguous  zone  Is  nothing 
new.  Almost  as  early  as  the  attempts  to  fix 
upon  the  breadth  of  the  marginal  sea,  we 
find  Jurisdiction  asserted  for  defense  pur- 
poses and  for  the  prevention  of  smuggling, 
over  areas  outside  those  claimed  as  territory. 
The  British  Hovering  Acts  of  1736  and  1784. 
and  the  United  States  statute  of  1790,  de- 
clared Jurisdiction  for  customs  purposes  as 
extending  out  four  leagues.'  Similar  legis- 
lation may  be  found  In  many  countries.'  In 
the  case  of  the  other  American  Republics, 
It  appears  that  Jurisdiction  for  customs  pur- 
poses Is  exercised  beyond  territorial  waters, 
out  to  12  miles  by  Argentina,  Chile,  Ecuador, 
Mexico,  El  Salvador,  and  Venezuela.*  Such 
Jurisdiction  to  prevent  smuggling,  over  a 
reasonable  extent  of  the  high  seas  outside 
a  states  territorial  waters,  appears  to  have 
become  accepted  In  international  practice. 
As  Chief  Justice  Marshall  stated  In  Church 
V.  Hubbart  (2  Cr.  U.  S.  187  234  (1804):  "Its 
(a  nation's)  power  to  secure  itself  from  In- 
Jury  may  certainly  be  exercised  beyond  the 
limits  of  Its  territory.  •  •  •  Any  attempt  to 
Violate  the  laws  made  to  protect  this  right. 
Is  an  Injury  to  Itself  which  it  may  prevent, 
and  It  has  a  right  to  use  the  means  necessary 
for  Its  prevention.  These  means  do  not  ap- 
pear to  be  limited  within  any  certain  marked 
boundaries,  which  remain  the  same  at  all 
times    and    in   all    situations.      If    they    are 


'  League  of  Nations  documents  C.  74  M. 
39,  1929.  V;  1930.  V.  7;  1930.  V.  9;  1930.  V.  16; 
reprinted  In  part  In  24  A.  J.  I.  L.  supp.  25,  169. 
See  also  I  Hackworth's  Digest  691ff.;  Reeves, 
24  A.  J.  I.  L.  486;  Gldel.  Droit  international 
public  de  la  mer  (1934),  vol.  3,  passim. 

'  See  W.  E.  Masterson.  Jtirisdiction  in 
Marginal   Seas    (1929). 

•Gldel,  op.  cit..  361ff. 

<  Gldel.  op.  cit.  120-122;  S.  A.  Rlesenfeld. 
Protection  of  Coastal  Fisheries  under  Inter- 
national Law   (1942)   231-246. 


such  as  unnecessarily  to  vex  and  harass  for- 
eign lawful  commerce,  foreign  nations  will 
resist  their  exercise.  If  they  are  such  as  are 
reasonable  and  necessary  to  secure  their  laws 
from  violation,  they  will  be  submitted  to." 

During  the  regime  of  prohibition  in  the 
United  States,  it  became  necessary  to  specify 
by  treaty  the  distance  from  shore  within 
which  authorities  might  search  and  seize 
foreign  vessels  smuggling  alcoholic  liquor. 
Sixteen  of  these  "Liquor  treaties"  were  con- 
cluded between  1924  and  1930.  under  which 
it  was  agreed  that  the  United  States  might 
exercis*  control  for  their  purpose  within  one 
hour's  sailing  distance  from  shore.'  These 
were  not  regaided  as  extending  territorial 
waters  but  as  recognizing  the  right  to  take 
action  upon  the  high  seas  necessary  for  en- 
forcement of  the  laws  prohibiting  importa- 
tion of  liquor.  Likewise,  in  1925  the  11 
Baltic  states  concluded  a  convention  to  pre- 
vent smuggling  liquors,  under  which  12  miles 
was  accepted  as  a  permissible  limit  for  en- 
forcement measures.* 

In  1935  the  United  States  Antismuggllng 
Act  (49  Stat.  517)  provided  that  in  case 
vessels  of  countries  which  had  no  liquor 
treaties  with  the  United  States  were  hover- 
ing off  the  coast,  under  Presidential  action 
customs-enforcement  areas  might  be  estab- 
lished extending  not  more  than  100  miles 
from  the  place  where  the  vessel  was  hover- 
ing.' No  indication  lias  been  found  of  ob- 
jection by  any  other  government  to  action 
taken  by  the  United  States  under  this  1935 
statute,  though  Jurisdiction  may  be  exercised 
as  far  as  62  nautical  miles  from  shore. 

Security  and  defense  form  another  sphere 
In  which  modern  conditions  necessitate  con- 
trol over  high  seas  areas  well  beyond  ter- 
ritorial waters.  Although  the  original  at- 
tempt to  define  the  limit  of  territorial  waters 
by  cannon  shot  (deemed  equal  during  the 
18th  century  to  3  nautical  miles)  was  Inti- 
mately connected  with  the  safety  of  neutral 
coastal  states  from  the  action  of  belligerent 
vessels,  during  the  19th  century  there  was 
little  disposition  to  Increase  the  extent  of 
territorial  waters  as  weaj>cns  Improved. 
Even  during  the  war  of  1914-18.  to  say  noth- 
ing of  World  War  II,  the  range  of  modern 
projectiles  greatly  exceeded  the  most  exten- 
sive claims  to  territorial  waters.  Modern 
naval  guns,  rockets,  aircraft,  greatly  com- 
plicate the  problem  of  protection  of  the  shore 
against  damage  consequent  upon  belliger- 
ent action  at  sea.  It  became  generally  rec- 
ognized that  for  purposes  of  self-defense  ac- 
tion might  be  taken  on  the  high  seas,  but 
this  vague  general  principle  did  not  attain 
precision.  During  the  war  of  1914-18.  Argen- 
tina, Brazil,  Chile,  Colombia,  Ecuador,  and 
Peru  supported  the  idea  of  a  declaration  by 
the  American  Republics  that  belligerents 
must  refrain  from  hostile  acts  near  the  coasts 
of  the  Americas  or  interfering  with  the 
normal  maritime  routes  between  the  Ameri- 
can Republics;  but  no  such  action  was 
taken.* 

Upon  the  outbreak  of  World  War  n,  the 
Foreign  Ministers  of  the  American  Repub- 
lics adopted  the  Declaration  of  Panama,*  in 
which  they  declared  that — 

"As  a  measure  of  continental  self-protec- 
tion, the  American  Republics,  so  long  as  they 
maintain  their  neutrality,  are  as  of  inherent 
right  entitled  to  have  those  waters  adjacent 
to  the  American  Continent,  which  they  re- 
gard as  of  primary  concern  and  direct  utility 
in  their  relations,  free  from  the  commission 
of  any  hostile  act  by  any  non-American 
belligerent." 


•See  I  Hackworth's  Digest  674-679. 

•42  League  of  Nations  Treaty  Series  75. 

'  See  I  Hackworth's  Digest  664-667;  Jessup, 
31  AJIL  101;  hearings  before  House  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  on  H.  R.  5496. 
74th  Cong.,  1st  sess. 

*Cf.  1914  Foreign  Relations  Supplemexit, 
435  ff. 

•  One  Department  of  State  BuUetiA  SSI; 
34  AJIL.  supplement  17. 
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Such  waters  were  defined  bo  ma  to  extend 
several  hundred  miles  from  stiore.  Although 
on  aeTeral  occasions  belligerent  actions  took 
place  within  this  security  zone,  and  although 
In  response  to  protests  from  the  American 
Republics,  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Ger- 
many each  declared  that  It  did  not  recognize 
any  basis  In  International  law  for  thU  secu- 
rity zone,'*  the  Declaration  exempUfles  a 
common  agreement  by  our  American  Repub- 
lics that  they  must  and  should  assert  their 
authority  for  this  purpose  over  areas  far  In 
excess  of  what  they  would  claim  as  territorial 
waters.  Similarly,  article  IV  of  the  Inter- 
American  Treaty  of  Reciprocal  Assistance, 
signed  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  September  2,  1947. 
lays  down  boundaries  of  a  region  containing 
extensive  areas  of  the  high  seas  within  which 
the  parties  to  the  treaty  are  obligated  to 
assist  m  meeting  armed  attacks. 

Despite  disagreements  as  to  details,  we  may 
perhaps  say  that  fairly  general  recognition 
has  been  accorded  the  lawfulness  of  exercise 
of  Jurisdiction  outside  territorial  waters  for 
defense  purposes  and  to  prevent  evasions 
of  customs  laws.  Somewhat  similar  prac- 
tices, though  less  extensive,  have  been  rec- 
ognized for  quarantine  and  other  sanitary 
measures.  Of  greater  Interest,  however.  Is 
the  assertion  of  Jurisdiction  for  the  conser- 
vation and  utilization  of  products  of  the  s^i 
and  seabed.  Just  as  In  the  case  of  enforce- 
ment of  customs  laws  or  defense  during 
maritime  hostilities.  It  became  evident  that 
modern  means  of  exploiting  fisheries  and 
mineral  resources  of  the  seabed  necessitated 
the  ex?rclse  of  control  farther  from  shore 
than  It  was  necessary  or  deelrable  to  have 
sovereignty  for  all  purposes.  The  tremen- 
dou^^ly  Increased  need  for  the  food  and  min- 
eral resources  of  the  ocean  resulting  from 
World  War  II.  the  discovery  of  petroleum  In 
shallow  waters  beyond  the  territorial  sea 
and  the  development  of  equipment  and 
methods  for  oil  wells  drilled  In  the  bottom 
of  the  sea.  the  development  of  the  factory 
ship  and  other  technological  advances  In 
flchlng  which  threaten  extermination  to  cer- 
tain fisheries,  the  extensive  Japanese  fishing 
activities  carried  on  or  proposed  off  the  west 
coast  of  the  Americas,  and  the  proven  success 
of  EU'-h  flih?rles  conservation  regimes  as  that 
for  Paclfl:  halibut  by  the  United  States  and 
Cmada.  or  the  Behrlng  Sea  fur  seals  since 
1311.  were  factors  which  brought  to  the  fore 
bnween  19?5  and  1945  the  problem  of  Juris- 
diction for  the  utilization  and  conservation 
of  resources  of  the  sea  and  seabed.  It  be- 
came necessary  to  consider  how  legitimate 
Interests  of  the  coastal  state  and  of  other 
states  might  best  be  protected,  how  such 
resources  might  be  prudently  utilized  for 
tod.iy's  needs  and  conserved  for  tomorrow, 
without  violation  of  International  law.  Hav- 
ing In  mind  the  consensus  of  states  expressed 
at  The  Hague  In  1930.  It  will  be  seen  that 
any  attempt  to  meet  this  problem  by  uni- 
lateral extension  of  territorial  waters  would 
meet  great  opposition  If  the  extension  were 
far  enouph  to  be  effective.  Furthermore. 
even  If  the  extension  of  territorial  waters 
might  have  gone  far  enough,  and  have  been 
accepted  by  International  law.  such  a  step 
would  have  entailed  numerous  unwanted 
consequnces.  such  as  responsibility  to  other 
states  for  what  happens  In  such  waters  to 
the  Injury  of  those  states  or  their  nationals. 
On  the  other  hand,  experience  has  shown 
the  great  delays  and  difficulties  of  getting 
international  agreements  among  substan- 
tially all  the  countries  of  the  world  for  a 
change  In  International  law.  the  delay  could 
not  be  rUked.  Though  many  urged  exten- 
sion of  territorial  waters  as  the  only  method, 
most  of  what  was  wanted  could  be  obtained, 
without  violation  of  International  law  and 
without  the  unwanted  concomitants,  through 


the    assertion   of    Juriadlction   for   specified 
purposes   over    areas    which    remained    high 
aeas — Jtist  as  had  been  done  In  the  past  for 
defense  purposes  and  to  prevent  smuggling. 
Let  us  see  how  this  might  \x,  and  was  done. 
In   this  development   of   Jurisdiction   over 
high  seas  areas  for  conservation  and  utiliza- 
tion of  resources,  so  far  a  development  con- 
fined to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  the  United 
States  took  the  lead.    In  President  Truman's 
proclamations  of  September  28.  1945."  a  clear 
distinction   was    made    between   Jurisdiction 
over  the  resourciis  of  the  seabed  and  subsoil, 
and   over   the   fi.shery   resources   of    the   sea. 
The  proclamation  relating  to  the  subsoil  and 
seabed  recited  that  "it  is  the  view  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  that  the  exer- 
cise   of    Jurisdiction    over    the    natural    re- 
sources of  the  subsoil  and  seabed  of  the  Con- 
tinental  Shelf  by  the  contiguous   Nation   is 
reasonable  and  Just,  since  the  efTectiveness 
of  measures  to  utilize  or  conserve  these  re- 
sources WGU'.d  be  contingent  upon  coopera- 
tion   and    protection    from   the    shore,    since 
the  Continental  She'.f  may  be  regarded  as  an 
extension   of  the   land   mass  of   the   coastal 
Nation  and  thus  naturally  appurtenant  to  It. 
since  these  resources  frequently  form  a  sea- 
ward  extension   of   a    pool   or  deposit   lying 
within   the   territory,  and   since  self-protec- 
tion compels  tho  coastal  Nation  to  keep  close 
watch  over  activities  cff  its  shores  which  are 
of   the    nature    necessary    for    utilization    of 
these  resources.  ' 

The  operative  portion  read: 
"Having  in  mind  the  urgency  of  conserv- 
ing and  prudently  utillzinij;  Us  natural  re- 
sources, the  Government  of  ihe  United  States 
regards  the  natural  resources  of  the  subsoil 
and  seabed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  beneath 
the  h  gh  seas  tut  contiguous  to  the  coasts 
of  the  United  fctates  as  appertaining  to  the 
United  States,  8ubje>.t  to  its  Jurisdiction  and 
control.  In  ciises  where  the  Continental 
Shelf  extends  to  the  shores  of  another  state. 
or  is  shared  with  fen  adjacent  state,  the 
b.undary  sha'l  be  determined  bv  the  United 
States  and  the  state  concerned  In  accord- 
ance with  equilable  principles.  The  charac- 
ter as  hl^h  seas  of  the  waters  above  ttif  Con- 
tinental Shelf  and  the  ri^ht  to  their  free  and 
unimpeded  navigation  are  In  no  way  thus 
affected. " 

An  accompanying  White  House  press  re- 
lease defined  the  Continental  Siiell  as  "sub- 
merged land  which  is  contiguous  to  the  con- 
tinent and  which  is  covered  by  no  mure  than 
100  f^athoms   (£00  feet)   of  water."'* 

This  proclanr.atlon  appears  to  result  from 
the  great  need  for  additional  mineral  re- 
sources (especially  petroleum),  known  to 
exist  under  the  ocean  on  the  Continental 
Shelf,  where  wiih  modern  technological  prog- 
ress their  utilization  Is  already  practicable  or 
will  soon  become  so.  Utilization  and  devel- 
opment, however,  cannot  proceed  with  assur- 
ance in  the  absence  of  some  recognized  Ju- 
risdiction. There  Is  a  natural  reluctance  to 
make  the  necessary  investments.  Installing 
the  expensive  .structures  and  machinery  re- 
quired for  underwater  mines  or  oil  wells, 
until  there  Is  a  reasonable  assurance  of  title 
to  the  products  and  of  governmental  protec- 
tion. RecognLsed  Jurisdiction  is  also  re- 
quired In  the  interest  of  conservation  and 
prudent  utilization. 

No  oil  wells,  mines,  or  similar  Installations 
are  understood  to  be  presently  operated  by 
foreign  enterprises  off  the  coasts  of  the 
United  States  or  other  countries,  except  un- 
der agreement  with  the  coastal  state.  Here- 
in the  factual  situation  differs  greatly  from 
that  of  fisheries;  for  centuries,  and  In  many 
parts  of  the  world,  vessels  have  fished  off 
foreign  shores.  In  the  case  of  undersea  min- 
eral resources  no  actual  operations  off  for- 


» See  VII  Hackworth's  Digest  703-709;  3 
Hyde.  IntaHMMonal  Law  (rev.  ed.  1945)  a34a- 
2033.   .. 


"  59  U.  S.  SUt.  L.  884.  885;  40  AJIL  Supp. 
45.  46.  Sea  comments  by  E.  Allen.  31  Wash. 
Law  Rev.  1;  Bingham,  40  AJIL  173;  Borchard, 
ibid.  53:  VaUat.  33  Brit.  T.  B.  Int.  Law  333. 

"  13  Dept.  of  State  Bulletin  484. 


elgn  coasts  would  be  Jeopardized  by  the  as- 
sertion of  such  Jurisdiction  and  control. 

Furthermore.  It  has  long  l>een  admitted 
that  under  International  law  a  state  may  ac- 
quire by  occupation  and  contiguity  rlghU  to 
land  beneath  the  high  seas,  provided  that 
freedom  of  navigation  la  not  thereby  im- 
paired.'* For  many  years.  In  some  cases  for 
centuties.  claims  have  been  asserted  to  the 
control  and  exclusive  exploitation  of  such 
sedentary  fisheries  as  oysters,  pearls,  chanks. 
or  spKjngcs,  on  the  t>ed  of  the  high  seas  off 
Ceylon,  India.  Bahrein.  Ireland.  Tunis.  Aus- 
tralia, and  elsewhere.  These  claims  appear 
to  have  become  established  by  acquiescence 
and  to  be  acknowledged  by  other  states. 
The  rationale  of  the  open  sea  being  free  and 
forever  excluded  from  occupation  Is  that  It 
forms  an  International  highway  connecting 
distant  lanos  and  securing  freedom  of  com- 
munications and  commerce  between  states 
separated  by  the  sea;  there  Is  no  reason  for 
extending  this  concept  to  the  seabed  or 
subeoil. 

Where  the  Continental  Shelf  is  shared 
with  an  adjacent  state  (  e.  g..  In  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico),  or  extends  across  the  high  aeas 
to  a  foreign  country  (e.  g..  Russia  across 
B?hring  Strait),  the  determination  as  to 
which  resources  fall  to  each  Is  left  for  the 
future.  As  It  appears  that  for  some  time 
to  ccme  Installailons  will  l>e  comparatively 
near  Fhore  and  that  there  will  be  little  prac- 
tical need  for  delimitation,  this  may  be  left 
to  the  future  when  a  fair  and  wise  solution 
can  be  worked  out  In  the  light  of  actual 
needs. 

President  Truman's  coastal  fisheries  proc- 
lamation refers  to  the  need  for  protection 
and  for  "Improving  the  Jurisdictional  basis 
for  conservation  measures  and  International 
cooperation."  calling  attention  to  the  "urgent 
need  to  protect  coastal  tishery  resources  from 
destructive  exploitation,  having  due  regard 
to  conditions  peculiar  to  each  region  and 
situation  and  to  the  special  rights  and 
equities  of  the  coastal  state  and  of  any  other 
state  which  may  be  established  a  legiilmat« 
interest  therein  "     It  continues: 

"In  view  of  the  pressing  need  for  con- 
servation and  protection  of  fishery  resources, 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  re- 
gards It  as  proper  to  establish  conservation 
zones  In  those  areas  of  the  high  seas  con- 
tlgu'us  to  the  coasts  of  the  United  States 
wherein  fishing  activities  have  been  or  In 
the  future  may  be  developed  and  maintained 
on  a  substantial  scale.  Where  such  activ- 
ities have  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  developed 
and  maintained  by  lt.s  nationals  alone,  the 
United  States  reg  irds  It  as  proper  to  estab- 
lish explicitly  bounded  conservation  zones 
in  which  fisiung  activities  .shall  be  subject  to 
the  regulation  and  control  of  the  United 
States.  Where  such  activities  have  been  or 
shall  herealter  be  legitimately  developed  and 
maintained  Jointly  by  nationals  of  the 
United  States  and  nationals  of  other  states, 
explicitly  bounded  con.servation  zones  may 
be  establi.shed  under  agreements  between 
the  United  States  and  such  other  states; 
and  all  fishing  activities  in  such  zones  shall 
be  subject  to  regulation  and  control  as  pro- 
vided In  such  aRreemenls.  The  right  of  any 
state  to  establish  conservation  zones  off  Its 
shores  in  accordance  with  the  above  prin- 
ciples Is  conceded,  provided  that  correspond- 
ing recognition  Is  given  to  any  fishing  In- 
terests of  nationals  of  the  United  States 
which  may  exist  In  such  areas.  The  char- 
acter as  high  seas  of  the  areas  In  which  such 
conservation  zones  are  established  and  the 
right  to  their  free  and  unimpeded  navigation 
are  In  no  way  thus  affected." 

This  Is  no  attempt  to  extend  territorial 
waters,  but  an  exercise  of  Jurisdiction  solely 
to  regulate  and  control  fishing  In  conserva- 
tion zones  which  remain   part  of   the   high 


"  I  Opperhelm's  International  Law.  sees. 
387bb.  287c;  Hurst  1923-23  British  Yearbook 
of  International  Law  34. 
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seas.    This  proclamation  la  not  In  teraa  of 
the   Continental   Shelf   nor   limited  by  tb« 
depth  of  water.     It  U  confined  to  areas  in 
which,  when  Jurlsdlctlcn  may  be  ezerdaed. 
fishing  activities  have   been  developed  and 
maintained  on  a  substaiitlal  scale;  thus  deal- 
ing with  practical  problems  of  real  flaberlea 
and  excluding  areas  In  which  no  conserva- 
tion needs  have  arisen.     It  U  based  on  the 
concept  that  the  state  or  states  concerned 
in  each  fishery  should  l>e  the  ones  to  regu- 
late and  control  that  flstiery.     If.  In  such  an 
area,  vessels  of  the  coastal  state  have  been 
the  only   ones  to  fish,   the   coastal   state  Is 
the   proper    one    to   do   the    regulating.     In 
areas  where  vessels  of  some  other  state  have 
also  fl.shed.  that  state  should  Join  with  the 
coastal  state  in  determining  how  the  fishery 
should  be  controlled.     Thus.  In  the  region 
off    Alaska    and    Canads.    where    the    United 
States  and  Canada  have  built  up  the  Padflc 
halibut   fisheries,   fishermen  of  each   nation 
fishing  In  the  high  seas  off  the  others  shores 
as  well  as  off  their  own.  the  two  states  by 
Joint  agreement  may  e:ilabllsh  and  enforce 
conservation  regulatloni..  which  must  be  fol- 
lowed by  anybody  fishing  in  such  areas,  even 
If   he   be   from  a   third  state.     By   the   very 
terms    of     this     proclamation,     the    United 
States  Indicated  that  It  would  gladly  recog- 
nize the  establishment  of  similar  conserva- 
tion   zones    by    other    countries,    but    only 
where    similar    protection    Is    accorded    In- 
terests of  United  Slate.s  nationals  who  may 
have  fished  off  the  shores  of  such  countries. 
N  't  propinquity  alone,  but  propinquity  plus 
established  fishing  actl'ltles.  form  the  basU 
for  the  Jurisdiction  asterteJ  by  the  United 
States  or  acknowledged  by  It  in  this  procla- 
mat  mn. 

It  has  become  clear  that  new  methods  In 
flshlr-!,'.    utilizing    the    factory    ship,    newer 
tM>es  of  vessels  and  technical  devices,  mod- 
ern refrigeration  facilities,  and  the  like,  con- 
tribute to  intensified  ecploitatlon  over  wide 
areas,  and  have  already  seriously  endangered 
certain  fisheries.     Expe:  lence  with  conserva- 
tion controls  has  shown  that  careful  regula- 
tion   may   permit    an   Increasing   yield   from 
fl.sheiles   without   endangering   the   mainte- 
nance of  the  stock.     Equity  and  Justice  re- 
quire that  natural  resources  which  have  been 
built    up    by    systematic    conservation    and 
self-denying  restricted   utilization,   together 
With    the    industries    based    upon    them,    be 
prelected    from   destructive    explolUtlon   by 
interests  which  have  ndt  contributed  to  their 
gr<.wth    and    developmjnt.      It    has    likewise 
become  apparent  that  fisheries  differ  mark- 
edly   in    the   species,   abundance,   and   other 
characteristics,  from  area  to  area,  and  that 
c'inservatlon    measures    must    be    diversified 
and  adapted  to  conditions  peculiar  to  each 
region.     Regulatory  ar  angements  for  a  par- 
ticular  fishing   area   or  region   can   best    be 
made  among  the  states,  whoee  continued  use 
ol   or  relative  proxlml  y  to  the  affected  re- 
sources gives  them  hot  a  the  Interest  and  the 
Innmate  knowledge   necessary  for  wise  and 
eJTectlve  control.     Such  conservation  meas- 
\jies  cannot  achieve  ft  11  success  unless  they 
are  made  applicable  to  all  persons  and  ves- 
sels   of   whatsoever    niitlonallty    engaged    in 
li.  hing  in  the  area. 

The  fisheries  procla:natlon  appears  to  be 
ba.sed  upon  the  premise  that  reasonable  and 
Just  bases  for  the  exercise  of  Jurisdiction 
over  the  fisheries  of  ar  area  of  the  high  seas 
off  the  coasts  of  a  state  may  be  found  in  the 
following  factors:  (a)  proximity  to  that 
caa.st;  (b)  development  and  maintenance 
ol  well-established  fl».hlng  activities  on  a 
substantial  scale  by  a  state's  nationals;  (c) 
the  absence  In  that  a:-ea  of  any  well-estab- 
lished fishing  activities  on  the  part  of  na- 
tionals of  states  other  than  those  seeking 
to  exercise  such  authority;  and  (d)  the 
existence  of  establtshud  conservation  prac- 
tices, or  the  need  for  such  practices,  in 
relation  to  fisheries  of  the  area  in  question. 
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Upon  conaideration  of  the  more  Important 
high  seas  fisheries  of  the  Americas,  it  Is  evi- 
dent tliat  In  each  flabery  only  a  limited  num- 
ber of  countries,  often  only   1   or  3.   have 
any  real  or  considerable  interest.     In  case 
the  states  having   a  real   interest   in   each 
flahery,  by  reason  of  contiguity  or  sutwtan- 
tial  participation,  agree  upon  and  establish 
a  regime  of  conservation  and  regulatory  con- 
trol iot  that  fishery,  it  should  have  a  good 
diance  for  success,  and  other  states  would 
seem  to  have  no  valid  reason  to  object  to  the 
measures  taken  by  the  states  primarily  con- 
cerned.    If  and  when  the  nationals  of  such 
other  state  shall  have  taken  r^^  on  a  sub- 
stantial  acale    In   such   a   fishery,   then   the 
time  becomes  ripe  for  their  government  to 
Join    In    the    control.     One   feature    of    this 
United  SUtes  jx»llcy  likely  to  win  support, 
is  its  recognition  of  the  rights  of  all  states 
having   any   real   concern   In   each   concrete 
situation.     Acquired  rights  and  established 
activities  are  safeguarded.    In  the  al>sence  of 
oil  wells  or  mines  on  the  Continental  Shelf 
tilt    another    state's    shores,    except    under 
agreement  with  the  coastal  state,  the  ques- 
tion does  not   arise  practically   for   mineral 
resources.     In  the  case  of  fisheries,  all  Inter- 
ests built  up  by  hard  work  over  a  period  of 
years   receive    protection;    In   the   establish- 
ment   of    conservation    regimes    those    who 
have   built   up    a    fishing    Industry   through 
their  toll  share  with  the  coastal  state.     At 
the  same  time,  merely  theoretical  privileges, 
to  engage  In  a  fishery  at  some  future  time, 
are  not  allowed  to  stand  In  the  way  of  real 
conservation     needs.      Under     the     United 
States  policy.  Canada  Is  accorded  the  right 
to  Join  with  the  United  States  In  the  regula- 
tion  of   the   hallljut   fisheries   off   Alaska   In 
which  Canadians  have  participated,  while  the 
United  States  maintains  its  right   to  share 
with  Mexico  and  other  good  neighbors  to  the 
south  in  the  regulation  of  the  tuna  fisheries 
In  high-seas  areas  off  their  coasts  In  which 
United    States    vessels    have    played    so   Im- 
portant a  part.     But  In  cases  like  these  the 
Joint  efforts  of  the  United  States  an<J  Canada 
for  the  protection  of  halibut,  or  of  Mexico 
and  the  United  States  for  the  conservation 
and    utilization   of    tuna,    need    not   be    ob- 
structed by  the  Inability  of  these  parties  ac- 
tually concerned,  to  obtain  universal  acqui- 
escence In  Uie  conservation  regime  by  states 
like   Norway   or   Switzerland,    whose    vessels 
have  never  attempted  to  fish  In  the  areas  af- 
fected.    From  the  theoretical  standpoint,  a 
change    In    International    law    may    require 
worldwide  agreement  of   nations;    from  the 
practical  standpoint,  conservation  needs  can- 
not be  made  to  await  the  approval  of  states 
having  no  real  Interest  In  the  particular  fish- 
ing activities  to  be  regulated.    It  may  be  sug- 
gested that  this  attitude  Is  In  accord  with 
Professor  Brlerly's  stiggestlon  that  the  future 
development   of    International   law   is   likely 
to  be  facilitated  more  through  the  working 
out  of  fair  and  Just  solutions  for  particular 
situations,    acceptable    to   the    parties    con- 
cerned, than  through  efforts  tj  reach  agree- 
ment  on    tmlform   general    rules    of    world- 
wide application." 

No  extension  of  territorial  waters  Is  envis- 
aged In  the  United  States  proclamation,  but 
rather  the  establishment  of  conservation 
Bones  In  areas  of  the  high  seas  which  retain 
their  legal  character  as  such.  The  freedom  of 
their  use  for  navigation  and  other  purposes 
aside  from  fishing  remains  unaffected. 
These  measures  looking  solely  to  the  conser- 
vation and  economic  utilization  of  marine 
resources  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  In  con- 
flict with  the  general  principles  and  under- 
lying postulates  of  International  law — how- 
ever much  one  might  question  unilateral  at- 
tempts to  subject  an  extended  area  of  the 
sea  to  sovereignty  as  territorial  waters. 


The  President  of  Mexico  issued  a  declara- 
tion on  October  29,  1945.  referring  to  the 
nalneral  and  fisheries  resotirces  of  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  and  waters  off  Mexico,  and 
to  the  necessity  of  protecting  them  from 
immoderate  and  exhaustive  exploitation;  for 
these  reasons,  "The  Government  of  the  Ete- 
publlc  recovers  aU  the  Continental  Shelf  or 
platform  adjacent  to  its  coastline  and  each 
and  every  nattu^l  resource,  known  or  un- 
known, found  therein,  and  is  moving  to- 
ward that  vigilance,  use  and  control  in  the 
zones  of  fisheries  protection  necessary  to  the 
conservation  of  such  a  source  of  well-being." 
The  Continental  Shelf  was  defined  as  the 
area  less  than  200  meters  deep.  It  added 
that  this  "does  not  imply  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mexico  Intends  to  fall  to  recognize 
legitimate  rights  of  third  parties  on  a  basis 
of  reciprocity  or  that  the  Government  of 
Mexico  Intends  to  affect  legitimate  rights  of 
free  navigation  on  the  high  seas  since  the 
only  thing  It  seeks  Is  the  conservation  of 
these  resources  for  the  national,  the  con- 
tinental and  world  well-being."  "  Proposed 
amendments  of  pertinent  articles  of  the 
Mexican  Constitution  are  understood  to  be 
pending  In  Congress. 

By  a  presidential  decree  of  October  11, 
1946,  Argentina  declared  that  "the  Argen- 
tine epicontinental  sea  and  Continental 
Shelf  are  subject  to  the  sovereign  power  of 
the  nation,"  although  "for  purposes  of  free 
navigation,  the  character  of  the  waters  •  .•  • 
remains  unaffected."  This  decree  stated 
that  the  United  States  and  Mexico  had  "is- 
sued declarations  asserting  the  sovereignty 
of  each  of  the  two  countries  over  the  respec- 
tive peripheral  epicontinental  seas  and  con- 
tinental shelves,"  and  that  "Implicitly  ac- 
cepted in  modern  International  law"  Is  the 
doctrine  that  "conditional  recognition  is 
accorded  to  the  right  of  every  nation  to  con- 
sider as  national  territory"  the  stirrotmdlng 
sea  and  Continental  Shelf." 

Press  reports  Indicate  that  on  May  1,  1947, 
the  Nlcaraguan  Congress  extended  national 
sovereignty  over  the  Continental  Shelf,  out 
to  200  meters  depth;  and  documents  are 
not  available."  • 

A  declaration  by  the  President  of  Chile  on 
June    23,    1947,    asserted    that    the    United 
States,  Mexico,  and  Argentina  had  proclaimed 
categorically  the  sovereignty  of  those  states 
over  the  Continental  Snelf  adjacent  to  their 
coasts,  and  over  the  adjacent  sea  throughout 
the  extent  necessary  In  order  to  preserve  for 
those  states   the  ownership  of  the   natural 
resources  therein."     It  added  that,  "the  in- 
ternational   consensus    recognizes    In    each 
country  the  right  to  consider  as  Its  national 
territory  all  the  extent  of  the  epicontinental 
sea    and    the   adjacent    Continental    Shelf." 
Consequently,  the  Chilean  Government  con- 
firms   and    proclaims    national    sovereignty 
over  all  the  Continental  Shelf  adjacent  to  the 
continental  and  island  coasts  of  the  national 
territory,  whatsoever  may  be  the  depth,  thus 
protecting    all    the    nattiral    resources    that 
exist  above   the   said   Shelf,   In   It.   and   be- 
neath It.  known  or  which  may  be  discovered. 
Furthermore.  Chile  "confirms  and  proclaims 
national  sovereignty  over  all  the  waters  ad- 
jacent to  Its  coasts,  whatever  may  t>e  their 
depth,   to  the   full    extent   necessary  to   re- 
serve,   protect,    conserve,   and    make   xise   of 
the  resources  and  natural  wealth  of  any  sort 
which  may  exist  above  such  seas,  in  them,  or 
beneath   them,    placing   under    Government 
supervision   especially  the  fishing  and  ma- 
rine-hunting industries."    The  zones  of  pro- 
tection are  to  extend  to  200  nautical  miles 


"Brlerly,  7  Nordlsk  Tlddskrlft  for  Inter- 
national Bet,  AcU  Juris  Gentium  3  (1936). 


"El  Naclonal   (Mexico),  October  30,  1945. 

>•  Boletln  Oficlal  de  la  Republlca  Argentina. 
December  5,  1946;  English  translation  41 
AJIL  supp.  11. 

"New  York  Times.  May  2.  1947. 

•  The  Nlcaraguan  Constitution  of  1948. 
art.  2.  provides  that  Nlcaraguan  territory 
"includes  •  •  •  the  Continental  Shelrea.** 
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from  the  coast.  Finally,  the  declaration 
state*  th^t  It  "does  not  disregard  similar 
rights  of  other  states  on  the  basis  of  reciproc- 
ity nor  the  rights  of  free  navigation  on  the 
high  seas.'"* 

On  August  1.  1947,  a  Peruvian  presidential 
decree,  very  similar  in  wording  to  the  Chil- 
ean, declared  "national  sovereignty  and  Jur- 
isdiction" over  the  Continental  or  Insular 
Shelf,  regardless  of  depth,  and  "over  the  sea 
adjacent  to  the  coasts  •  •  •  to  the  full  dis- 
tance necetsary  to  reserve,  protect,  conserve, 
and  utilize  the  resources"  thereof.  A  '200- 
nautical-mile  limit  was  set,  and  the  decree 
states  that  it  "does  not  affect  the  right  of  free 
navigation  of  ships  of  all  nations,  according 
to  international  law."  *•  A  Costa  Rican  de- 
cree-law of  July  27,  1948  follows  a  pattern 
very  close  to  that  of  Chile.* 

These  actions  of  the  six  Latin  American 
Republics  all  differ  from  that  of  the  United 
States,  in  that  they  assert  sovereignty  over 
the  Continental  Shelf,  and  in  their  claims  to 
the  sea  Itself.-'  None  expressly  recognize  the 
right  of  other  states,  whose  nationals  have 
fished  in  the  areas  concerned,  to  have  any 
voice  in  the  control  of  the  fisheries  affected. 
At  least  the  Argentine,  Chilean,  Peruvian, 
and  Costa  Rlcan  action  seem  to  be  assertions 
of  sovereignty  over  wide  areas  of  high  seas 
as  territorial  waters,  with  merely  an  acknowl- 
edgment of  the  right  of  free  navigation  some- 
what reminiscent  of  the  right  of  Innocent 
passage  through  ordinary  territorial  waters. 
Although  apparently  the  more  cautious 
Mexican  declaration  may  not  be  clear  as  to 
what  "legitimate  rights  of  third  parties"  are 
to  be  recognized  by  Mexico  "on  a  basis  of 
reciprocity."  this  may  be  presumed  to  make 
provision  for  any  other  states  whose  vessels 
have  engaged  in  legitimate  fishing  operations 
In  the  high-seas  areas  sought  to  be  subjected 
to  Mexican  control.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
would  appear  from  their  wording  that  the 
Chilean  and  Costa  Rlcan  provisos  recognize 
merely  the  similar  rights  of  other  states  to 
assert  control  over  waters  off  their  own 
shores,  and  that  these  two  states  (like  Peru. 
Whose  decree  has  no  such  proviso)  take  no 
account  of  existing  Interests  of  other  nations 
resulting  from  the  building  up  and  mainte- 
nance of  a  fishing  industry  on  the  high  seas 
well  off  the  coast.  In  the  Argentine.  Chilean, 
Peruvian  and  Costa  Rlcan  documents  the 
references  to  the  assertion  by  the  United 
States  of  sovereignty  over  the  epicontinental 
sea  would  suggest  a  misapprehension  of  the 
purport  and  effect  of  President  Truman  s 
proclamations.  These  documents  also  indi- 
cate greater  confidence  than  appears  Justi- 
fied, as  to  the  acceptanc»  In  international 
law  of  claims  of  sovereignty  over  wide  areas 
of  the  high  seas. 

How  far  do  these  several  efforts  to  assert 
Jurisdiction  or  even  sovereignty  over  the 
Continental  Shelf  and  wide  areas  of  the  high 
seas  appear  to  be  In  conformltj  with  Inter- 
national law?  What  reception  may  they  ex- 
pect? The  United  States  proclamations,  at 
least — perhaps  also  the  Mexican — are  re- 
stricted to  the  assertion  of  a  Jurisdiction  re- 
sembling that  already  acknowledged  as 
proper  for  customs  and  defense  purposes. 
This  method  of  achieving  the  desired  result 
of  conservation  and  controlled  utilization  of 
resources  conforms  much  more  closely  to 
generally  accepted  international  law  and 
practice  than  would  those  actions  which 
might  be  construed  as  unilateral  attempts  to 
assert  full  sovereignty  over  wide  areas  of  the 
high  seas — practically  equivalent  to  an  ex- 
tension of  territorial  waters  far  beyond  any- 
thing likely  to  be  considered  as  In  conformity 
with  International  law.  (It  can  hardly  be 
contended  that  the  present  failure  to  agree 
whether  3.  4,  6,  or  12  miles  Is  the  limit  of 


"El  Mercurlo    (SantlagcK  June  29.1947. 
"El  Comerclo   (Lima).  August  11.   1947:   7 
Revlsta  jseruana  de  derecho  International  301. 
"•La  Oaceta  (Costa  Rica).  July  29,  1948, 
*»  See  Richard  Young,  41  AJIL  849. 


territorial  waters  means  that  a  state  may 
with  Impunity  set  100  or  200  miles  as  its 
limit.)  Actual  controversies  are  far  more 
likely  to  arise  from  the  more  recent  decrees 
and  declarations  than  from  those  of  the 
United  States.  By  acknowledging  the  equal 
right  of  any  state  whose  nationals  have 
fished  on  a  substantial  scale  off  the  coast  to 
Join  with  the  coastal  state  in  regulating  the 
fisheries,  the  United  States  policy  Is  well  de- 
signed to  prevent  controversies  from  arising, 
since  the  only  states  In  any  good  position  '.o 
argue  that  their  real  Interests  have  been 
treated  unfairly  are  precisely  the  ones  who 
Join  in  taking  action.  Finally.  It  may  oe 
predicted  that  the  exercise  of  Jurisdiction 
through  measures  clearly  designed  for  con- 
servation and  optimum  utilization  of  re- 
sources makes  a  far  stronger  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  right  and  Justice  upon  which  law 
Is  founded  than  would  any  use  of  this  Juris- 
diction for  purposes  less  clearly  necessary  for 
the  common  good  of  all  states  concerned. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  suggest  that  these 
several  efforts  to  deal  with  jurisdictional 
problems  of  the  Continental  Shelf  and  the 
conservation  of  high  seas  fisheries  OiT  the 
.coast  should  be  carefully  examined  to  under- 
stand their  legal  bases  and  philosophy:  and 
add  that,  on  the  basis  of  such  examination. 
It  would  appear  that  the  method  followed 
In  the  United  States  Proclamations  of  1945 
combines  success  In  achieving  the  desired 
degree  and  type  of  control,  with  freedom 
from  the  objectionable  features  of  an  as- 
sertion of  full  territorial  sovereignty.  A 
surgeon's  knife  may  succeed  In  cutting  out 
the  tumor  with  less  pain  and  damage  ti 
sound  flesh  than  would  a  hatchet.  I  would, 
therefore,  propose  that  this  comnmtee  re- 
solve— 

"That  careful  consideration  be  g  v?n  In 
the  American  Republics.  e.'^peciaUy  in  those 
which  have  not  yet  taken  action  to  extend 
their  Jurisdiction  over  the  Continental  Shelf 
or  cffihsre  fisheries,  to  the  legal  Iherry  and 
bases  of  the  various  methods  by  which  the 
desired  xesults  may  be  obtained: 

"That,  insofar  as  possible,  existing  actions 
be  construed,  and  new  actions  be  framed,  so 
as  to  afford  the  necessary  protection  and 
control,  without  violation  of  International 
law  and  without  interference  with  the  fair 
and  reasonable  expectations  of  other  states: 

'That,  consequently,  the  legal  method 
followed  for  this  purpose  be  that  of  exer- 
cising Jurisdiction  for  conservation  purposes 
In  areas  which  remain  contiguous  zoiies  of 
the  high  seas,  with  full  coojjeration  betweeti 
the  coastal  state  and  other  states  concerned 
In  tho.se  situations  where  one  states  enter- 
prises have  been  conducted  on  the  high  seas 
off  the  coasts  of  another  state." 

Note. — Thi:  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Sixth  Conference.  In  Decree  449.  December 
17.  1946.  regulating  the  shark  fishery,  the 
President  of  Panama  laid  d;)wn  rules  for  for- 
eign vessels,  Art.  3  providinR  that  "The  na- 
tional Jurisdiction  for  the  purposes  of  fish- 
ing In  general  In  the  territorial  waters  of 
the  Republic  extends  to  all  the  area  In- 
cluded above  the  seabed  of  the  Continental 
Shelf."  In  decree  96  of  January  30.  1950 
the  President  and  Council  of  MinL-ters  of 
Honduras  declared  that  "the  sovereignty  of 
Honduras  extends  to  the  submarine  plat- 
form of  the  national  territory  (continental 
and  Insular)  and  the  waters  which  cover  It. 
whatsoever  may  be  the  depth  at  which  It  Is 
found  and  the  distance  which  it  com- 
prises." No  extent  Is  specified  for  the  Pa- 
cific, but  200  marine  miles  is  laid  down  for 
the  Atlantic. 

With  respect  to  action  claiming  control 
over  the  sea  bed  and  subsoil,  and  primarily 
petroleum  therein,  by  Saudi  Arabia.  Bah- 
rein. Kuwait,  the  Truclal  Sheikhdoms.  Ba- 
hamas and  Jamaica,  see  Richard  Young.  43 
American  Journal  of  International  Law  530 
and  790  (1949). 

In-  an  article  In  44  American  Journal  of 
International    Law    670    (October    1950),    C. 


Selak  quotes  American  notes  of  July  2.  1948 
to  Chile.  Peru,  and  Argentine.  In  which  the 
United  States  said:  "the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment notes  that  the  principles  underlyuig 
the  Chilean  Declaration  differ  In  large  meas- 
ure from  those  of  the  United  States  Procla- 
mations and  appears  to  be  at  variance  with 
the  generally  accepted  principles  of  interna- 
tional law.  In  these  respects,  the  United 
States  Government  notes  in  particular  that 
( 1 )  the  Chilean  Declaration  confirms  and 
proclaims  the  national  sovereignty  of  Chile 
over  the  Continental  Shelf  and  over  the  seas 
adjacent  to  the  coast  of  Chile  outside  the 
generally  accepted  limits  of  territorial  waters, 
and  (2)  the  declaration  falls,  with  respect 
to  fishing,  to  accord  appropriate  and  ade- 
quate recognition  to  the  rights  and  Inter- 
ests of  the  United  States  In  the  high  seas 
off  the  coast  of  Chile.  In  view  of  these  con- 
siderations, the  United  States  Govern- 
ment •  •  •  reserves  the  rights  and  Inter- 
ests of  the  United  Stales  so  far  as  concerns 
any  effect  of  the  declaration  of  June  25.  1917. 
or  of  any  measures  designed  to  carry  that 
declaration   Into  execution" 

Engll.sh  texts  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
documents  are  In  United  States  Naval  War 
College,  International  Law  Documents,  1918- 
49.  p.  182.  See  further  M.  W  Mouton.  The 
Continental  Shelf  (1932):  Young.  "Legal 
Status  of  Submarine  Areas  Beneath  the 
Hijrh  Seas."  45  American  Journal  of  Inter- 
iKitional  Law  225  (1951);  Lauterpacht,  "Sov- 
ereignty Over  Submarine  Areas."  1950  Brit. 
Y  D  I  L.  376:  Holland.  •Juridical  Status  of 
the  C  )iitinental  Shelf,"  30  Tex  L  Rev  588 
(19521.  It  api^ears  that  Continental  Shelf 
claims  have  aUso  been  made  by  Brazil.  Ouat- 
emula.  Salvador,  Pakistan,  Philippines,  Ba- 
hamas. Jamaica,  British  Honduras,  and  Ice- 
land   (fisheries  only). 

The  1951  report  of  the  U  N  International 
law  CommissKin  contains  these  draft  ar- 
ticles (45  American  Journal  of  Inieriiallonal 
Law,  Supp.  139)  : 

•  Article  1.  As  here  used  the  term  'Conti- 
nental Shelf  refers  to  the  seabed  and  sub- 
soil of  the  submarine  areas  contiguous  to  the 
coast,  but  ouU'-lde  the  area  of  territorial 
waters,  where  the  depth  ot  the  superjacent 
writers  admits  of  the  exploitation  of  the 
natural  resource^  of  the  seabed  and  subsoil. 

"Art.  2.  Tlie  Continental  Shelf  Is  subject 
to  the  exercise  by  the  coastal  state  of  con- 
trol and  Jurisdiction  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
ploring It  and  exploiting  Us  natural  re- 
sources. 

"Art  3  The  exercise  by  a  coastal  state  of 
control  and  Jvinsdictlon  over  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of   the   superjacent   waters   as   hl«h   seas. 

■Art  6.  1 1 )  The  exploration  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  and  the  exploitation  of  Its  na- 
tural resources  must  not  result  In  substan- 
tial interference  with  navigation  or  fishing. 
Due  notice  must  be  given  of  any  installations 
constructed,  and  due  means  of  warning  of 
the  presence  ol  such  Installations  must  be 
maiiitalned, 

"(2)  Such  Installations  shall  not  have  the 
status  of  islands  lor  the  purposes  of  delim- 
iting territorial  waters,  but  to  reasonable 
distances  .safety  zones  may  oe  established 
around  such  Installations,  where  the  meas- 
ures necessary  for  their  protection  may  be 
taken. ' 

"Art.  7.  Two  or  more  States  to  whose  ter- 
ritories the  same  Continental  Shelf  is  con- 
tiguous should  establish  boundaries  in  this 
area  of  the  Continental  Shelf  by  agreement. 
Failing  agreement,  the  parties  are  under  the 
obligation  to  have  the  boundaries  fixed  by 
arbitration." 

Accompanying  articles  on  "related  sub- 
jects" provide: 

"Article  1.  States  whose  nationals  are  en- 
gaged In  fishing  in  any  area  of  the  high  seas 
may  regulate  and  control  fishing  activities 
In  such  area  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
Its  resources  from  extermination.  If  the  na- 
tionals of  several  states  are  thus  engaged  in 
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nn  area,  such  measure*  shall  be  taken  by 
those  states  In  concert;  If  the  nationals  of 
only  one  state  are  thus  engaged  in  a  given 
area,  that  state  may  take  such  measures  In 
the  area.  If  any  part  o!'  an  area  Is  situated 
within  100  miles  of  the  territorial  waters  of  a 
coa.stal  state,  that  state  is  entitled  to  take 
part  on  an  equal  footing.  In  any  system  of 
reuulatlon.  even  though  its  nationals  do  not 
carry  on  fishing  in  the  area.  In  no  clrcum- 
st^iuces.  however,  may  an  area  be  closed  to 
nationals  of  other  states  wishing  to  engage 
111    fishing    activities. 

•  Art.  3.  The  regulation  of  sedentary  fish- 
eries may  be  undertaker,  by  a  state  In  areas 
of  the  high  seas  contiguous  to  Its  territorial 
waters,  where  such  fisheries  have  long  been 
maintained  and  conducted  by  nationals  of 
that  state,  provided  that  nonnationals  are 
permuted  to  participate  In  the  fishing  ac- 
tivities on  an  equal  foe  ting  with  nationals. 
biKh  regulation  will,  however,  not  affect  the 
general  status  of  the  areas  as  high  seas. 

"Art.  4  On  the  high  seas  adjacent  to  Its 
territorial  waters,  a  coastal  state  may  exer- 
cise the  control  necessary  to  prevent  the  In- 
fringement, within  Its  territory,  or  terri- 
torial waters,  of  Us  customs,  fiscal  or  sant- 
triry  regulations.  Such  control  may  not  be 
exercised  more  than  12  miles  from  the  coast." 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr,  Speaker,  by  re- 
qui'ht  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  the 
f-'ciitleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  FineJ 
may  extend  his  remarks  at  this  jwint. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in  full 
accord  «»th  the  minority  report  on  the 
lot;i.slation  now  being  considered.  No 
one  can  deny  that  the  object  of  this  bill. 
H  R  4198,  IS  to  deed  to  a  few  States  the 
vast  natural  resources,  which  are  right- 
fully the  property  of  all  the  people  of  the 
Nation.  The  reports  are  clear  and  con- 
ci  e  in  posting  adequate  warning  of  the 
consequences  of  giving  statutory  ap- 
proval to  a  dangerous  precedent  which 
will  serve  as  an  opening  wedge  for  the 
acquisition  by  a  few  States  of  other  na- 
tionally owned  and  controlled  resources, 
vitil  to  the  health,  wealth,  and  preserva- 
tion of  our  Nation,  as  a  whole.  I  can 
see  no  reason  whatever  which  can  ever 
justify  the  surrender. 

If  the  bill  is  passed  giving  the  tide- 
lands  oil  to  the  States,  the  loss  to  the 
American  people  will  be  staggering. 
Geologists,  soil  experts  and  petroleum 
explorers  have  assured  us  that  the  oil 
reserves  have  an  estimated  value  of  $40 
billion. 

The  so-called  tidelands  question  is  one 
of  the  most  controversial  issues  to  come 
before  the  House  in  recent  years.  It 
does  not  really  deal  with  the  tidelands 
at  all.  but  with  "land"  to  the  seaward 
of  the  low  water  mark,  which  is  always 
covered  by  water.  It  is  actually  not  land 
at  all.  but  part  of  the  ocean  floor,  and 
should  more  properly  be  referred  to  as 
"submerged"  or  "offshore"  land. 

The  tidelands  have  been  the  subject 
of  much  confusion  and  misunderstand- 
ing not  all  of  it  unintentional.  Before 
n.aking  their  decision,  the  Members  of 
the  House  should  recognize  fully  the 
i.sues  involved. 

In  1947  and  aprain  in  1950,  the  Su- 
preme Court  declared  that  the  Federal 
Government  possessed  "paramount  in- 
terest in  and  full  dominion  and  power 
over"  the  submerged  lands.  By  these 
decisions,  the  Court  found  that  the  ad- 
joining States  do  not  and  never  did  own 


the  offshore  lands,  but  that  the  rights 
to  these  lands  belong  to  the  people  of 
all  48  States.  There  Is  no  appeal  from 
a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court;  it  is 
our  final  legal  authority.  The  sub- 
merged lands  unquestionably  belong  to 
all  our  people,  not  to  just  a  few. 

The  pending  bill  cannot  confirm  the 
title  of  the  States  to  the  submerged 
coastal  lands  as  it  proposes  to  do,  be- 
cause the  States  never  had  any  title. 
It  simply  makes  an  outright  gift  to  a 
few  States  of  submerged  lands  which 
are  Federal  property. 

Propaganda  about  a  Federal  grab  of 
State  property  is  ridiculous.  The  Fed- 
eral Government  can  hardly  be  accused 
of  grabbing  something  it  already  had. 
The  only  grab  involved  is  by  those  States 
which  have  claimed  title  to  the  Federal 
oil  reserves  and  collected  royalties  on  oil 
withdrawn  from  them. 

There  is  no  more  justification  for  giv- 
ing the  offshore  oil  lands  to  those  States 
bordering  them  than  there  would  be  to 
expect  the  States  bordering  the  oceans 
to  pay  the  entire  cost  of  the  Navy  and 
the  Coast  Guard. 

If  this  bill  is  passed,  other  special  in- 
terests will  make  similar  demands.  If 
Congress  gives  away  the  submerged  oil 
lands  today,  we  may  expect  to  be  ap- 
proached tomorrow  by  a  swarm  of  prof- 
iteers, greedy  for  the  national  forests 
and  the  public  lands.  The  end  result 
might  well  be  a  raid  on  our  natural  re- 
sources far  greater  than  the  Teapot 
Dome  scandal  of  the  twenties.  Nor  is 
the  thought  a  mere  figment  of  the  imag- 
ination. Already  proponents  of  this  bill 
have  suggested  that  along  with  the  sub- 
merged land  other  national  resources 
belonging  to  the  people  shall  be  taken 
away. 

Many  advocates  of  tidelands  legisla- 
tion have  based  their  stand  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  States  rights,  and  claimed  that 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  oil  reserves 
involved.  Undoubtedly  there  are  sin- 
cere men  among  them.  But  the  com- 
pelling force  which  has  brought  this  bill 
before  the  House  is  not  the  principle  of 
States  rights,  but  the  oil  reserves  which 
have  an  estimated  value  of  $40  billion  or 
more.  This  was  clearly  demonstrated 
when  Attorney  General  Brownell  rec- 
ommended that  the  Federal  Government 
retain  title  to  the  submerged  lands,  giv- 
ing the  States  only  the  right  to  develop 
the  oil  reserves. 

Passage  of  the  tidelands  bill  would 
not  end  the  dispute  over  submerged 
lands — it  would  merely  begin  a  new 
chapter.  When  Congress  overrules  a 
Supreme  Court  decision  by  a  legislative 
act,  it  is  inviting  a  court  battle.  Plans 
have  already  been  announced  to  chal- 
lenge the  constitutionality  of  the  pend- 
ing bill  if  it  becomes  law. 

Furthermore,  the  legislation,  if  en- 
acted, might  well  involve  us  in  inter- 
national disputes.  Undersecretary  of 
State  Thruston  B.  Morton  declared  that 
provisions  of  granting  territory  to  some 
States  outside  the  3-mile  limit  "would 
directly  conflict  with  international  law 
as  the  United  States  conceives  it." 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  offshore  oil  lands 
are  far  too  valuable  to  be  given  away 
recklessly  to  a  special-interest  group. 
The  vast  oil  reserves  they  contain  may 
be  vital  to  our  future  defense  needs. 


I  see  nothing  in  the  majority  report 
that  was  not  thoroughly  considered  and 
debated  when  this  question  came  before 
the  House  in  the  81st  and  82d  sessions 
of  the  Congress.  The  situation  has  not 
changed.  The  legislation  was  not  then 
enacted  into  law.  Why  now?  Let  us 
guard  our  sacred  trust  and  preserve  all 
national  resources  for  the  benefit  of  all. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
enactment  of  this  legislation  and  hope 
for  its  defeat. 

Mr.  COLMER,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Oliio 
[Mr.  FeighanI. 

Mr.   FEIGHAN.     Mr.   Speaker,   I  am 
very  strongly  opposed  to  the  granting  of 
this  rule  beca^ise  I  am  strenuously  op- 
posed to  the  passage  of  the  bill.    In  the 
first  instance,  I  wish  to  take  a  second  to 
make  remarks  pertaining  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mr,  Eisenhower  before  the 
November  election,  which  was  read  by 
the    gentleman    from    California    I  Mr. 
Hillings].    Mr.  Eisenhower's  statement 
just  adds  confusion  to  this  problem,  be- 
cause in  the  Grovernment's  brief  before 
the  United  States  Supreme  Coui't.  and 
in  the  Court's  decisions   and   in   their 
decree,  it  is  made  clear  that  there  was 
no  issue  involved  regarding  inland  wa- 
ters, streams,  navigable  waters,  bays,  or 
rivers.    So  that  the  only  question  which 
was  considered  involved  the  submerged 
lands  that  extend  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark  and  outside  of  inland  waters. 
I  am  opposed  to  this  because — first,  if 
passed,  it  would  be  a  giveaway.    I  say 
that  and  I  base  my  judgment  on  the 
Supreme  Court  decisions.    They  say  very 
clearly  that  States  do  not  own  the  sub- 
merged lands — to  use  the  exact  words — 
"The  State  of  California  has  no  title 
thereto  or  property  interest  therein," — 
The  Supreme   Court  findings  was   the 
same    in   the    cases   of   Louisiana    and 
Texas.     They    said    secondly    that    the 
United  States  has  paramount  right  and 
full  dominion  of  the  lands  in  the  mar- 
ginal belt.    They  also  stated  and  I  will 
try  to  develop  this  when  I  have  more 
time,  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
dominium  and  imperium  which  means 
jurisdiction  and  control  as  an  incident 
to  its  external,  national  sovereignty.    So 
the  States  have  no  interest  or  title  or 
proprietary     interest.    Therefore,     this 
bill  would  give  to  the  States  what  the 
Supreme  Court  said  the  States  do  not 
own.    Now   the   States   would    get,   for 
nothing,  without  any  consideration,  that 
to  which  they  have  no  right.    Therefore, 
it  is  very  clearly  a  giveaway. 

It  is  distressing  to  me,  when  we  talk 
about  waste  in  Government,  and  when 
I  understand  that  the  President  says  he 
wants  to  prevent  any  waste,  that  this 
Congress  should  even  consider  giving 
away  to  several  States,  without  any  con- 
sideration, our  national  heritage  which 
the  Supreme  Court  says  belongs  to  all 
48  States;  and  which  geologists  esti- 
mate at  a  minimum  to  be  worth  $40 
billion  and  up.  Why  we  should  give  that 
national  heritage  away  to  several  States 
and  deprive  the  remaining  of  the  48 
States  of  their  proportionate  share,  I 
cannot  understand. 

If  that  is  not  waste  in  Government, 
It  certainly  is  something  beyond  my 
comprehension. 
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The  Federal  Government  since  1793. 
when  the  Secretary  of  State,  Thomas 
Jefferson,  wrote  to  the  British  and  the 
French  Ministers,  during  the  war  be- 
tween England  and  Prance,  has  held  to 
the  policy  enunciated  then  that  we 
recognize  the  3 -mile  limit  in  inter- 
national law.  and  no  more  and  no  less. 
The  State  Department  is  concerned  at 
the  present  time  tliat  we,  in  Congress, 
endeavor  to  extend  this  3-mile  limit 
because  of  international  complications. 
The  fact  is  after  the  Executive  order 
of  1945,  when  the  President  then  stated 
that  he  wanted  to  take  complete  juris- 
diction over  the  submerged  lands  out  to 
the  end  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  several 
other  countries  immediately  made 
claims  to  extend  their  boundaries.  I 
certainly  would  not  vote  to  deprive  my 
constituents  of  their  pro  rata  share  of 
our  national  heritage,  to  which  they  are 
entitled  under  the  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court.  Do  not  be  confused  by 
many  of  these  statements  about  prior 
claims  of  varioiis  States,  as  to  their  his- 
toric boundaries  and  other  bounc'aries. 
because  those  claims  were  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Supreme  Court  on  three 
different  occasions,  in  the  California 
case,  the  Texas  case,  and  the  Louisiana 
case.  E^^ery  argument  that  has  been 
suggested  has  already  been  presented 
to  the  Court  on  those  three  occasions, 
and  the  Court  rendered  its  decision. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
FeighanI  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
the  balance  of  the  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  member  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee [Mr.  Lyle]. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  recognized  for 
11  minutes. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  H.  R. 
4198,  the  subject  of  this  resolution,  will 
pass  the  House  with  a  substantial  major- 
ity. For  that  I  am  very  pleased.  It  has 
had  a  long,  weary,  and  rather  discourag- 
ing journey  over  the  past  few  years.  It 
has  been  bounced  from  the  White  House 
to  the  courts  and  to  the  Congress,  and 
even  the  most  patient  must  be  weary. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  express 
my  very  deep  gratitude  to  those  who  have 
spent  so  much  thought  and  so  much  time 
on  this  issue,  who  have  no  personal  or 
State  interest  in  it.  such  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  Judge  Graham; 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  I  Mr. 
Reed];  and  the  present  occupant  of  the 
chair,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
HallecxI;  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen];  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman].  I  am  one  of  those  who  like 
Mr.  Hoffman  very  much. 

It  is  not  difficult  for  those  of  us  from 
Texas.  Louisiana,  and  California,  and 
from  other  States  on  the  coast,  to  look 
with  favor  upon  this  legislation.  It  has 
been  difficult,  in  the  face  of  the  unprece- 
dented barrage  of  misinformation  and 
propaganda,  for  many  of  those  outside 
of  the  coastal  States  to  take  the  intelli- 
gent, legal,  historic,  and  sound  position 
that  they  have  taken.  And  to  all  of 
those  from  inland  States  who  have  been 
helpful  in  resolving  this  issue  I  express 
gratitude. 


I  would  be  negligent  if  I  were  unmind- 
ful of  the  great  contribution  to  this  legis- 
lation made  by  the  former  distinguished 
Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
RaybttrnI  ,  who,  perhaps,  as  no  other  man 
in  this  body,  has  been  the  inspiration 
which  has  kept  this  legislation  forcibly 
and  rightfully  before  us. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  passage  of  this  legis- 
lation can  but  for  the  moment  dispel  the 
disquieting,  discouraging  philosophy 
which  took  heart  and  grew  in  the  wake 
of  the  Supreme  Court's  phra.seology  and 
holding  in  the  California,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana  cases. 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.     Just  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  There  is- no  confusion 
in  this  decree  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Will  the  gentleman  permit 
me  to  finish  my  statemenf 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  "The  State  of  Cali- 
fornia has  no  title  thereto  or  interest 
therein."  That  is  absolutely  clear  and 
plain  to  me. 

Mr  LYLE.  A  mcm'^nt  aso  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  the  able  gentleman 
who  can  think  of  many  rea.sons  to  sup- 
port what  he  likes  or  to  oppo.se  whatever 
he  does  not  like — he  is  a  very  able  advo- 
cate— spoke  about  the  present  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  and  his 
mixed-up  conception  of  this  legislation. 
I  suggest  that  it  is  quite  understandable 
that  the  Attorney  General  gets  mixed  up. 
because  at  times  he  gets  on  one  brown 
shoe  and  one  black  shoe.  So  it  would 
not  be  unusual  for  him  to  get  disturbed 
about  an  issue  like  this.  Nevertheless, 
he  did  get  around  to  where  he  is  in  a 
better  and  sounder  position  than  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  yield  briefly  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  have  the  highest  re- 
gard for  Mr.  Brownell.  who  is  a  very  able 
and  distinguished  lawyer. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I.  too,  have  a  very  high 
regard  for  him. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  With  reference  to 
the  Attorney  Generals  position  on  this 
issue,  I  think  one  of  the  difficulties  that 
the  present  Attorney  General  had  when 
he  first  appeared  before  the  committee 
was  that  he  was  receiving  some  faulty 
advice  from  .some  of  the  aides  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  that  he  inherited, 
aides  who  had  consistently  opposed 
State  ownership  in  the  past,  but  I  think 
something  is  being  done  now  to  remedy 
that  situation. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  one 
of  the  disturbing  things  about  this  mat- 
ter. The  Supreme  Court's  opinion  was  a 
majority  opinion  by  a  minority  of  the 
Court.  The  Court  prefaced  its  finding  by 
saying  "the  question  of  who  owned  the 
bed  of  the  sea  only  became  of  great  po- 
tential importance  when  oil  was  discov- 
ered there.  "  The  Court  then  denied 
State  ownership  with  this  confusing  dec- 
laration: 

The  Federal  Government,  rather  than  the 
State,  has  paramount  rights  In  and  power 
over  that  belt,  an  Incident  to  which  is  full 


dominion  over  the  resources  of  the  soil  un- 
der that  water  area,  including  oil. 

I  do  not  know  what  that  means  and 
I  think  no  one  else  does. 

A  little  later  they  used  strange,  dis- 
turbing, and  unusual  language  >*hen  they 
said  "that  property  rights  must  then  be 
so  subordinated  to  political  rights  as  in 
substance  to  coalesce  and  to  unite  in  the 
national  sovereignty.  Today."  they  said, 
"the  controversy  is  over  oil.  Tomorrow 
it  may  be  over  some  other  substance  or 
mineral,  or  possibly  the  bed  of  the  ocean 
itself."  I  suggest  that  it  may  be  over 
your  own  State  waters,  or  over  >our  lakes, 
your  o\^n  rivers. 

I  am  displeased  and  concerned  about 
the  language  used  by  the  Court  and  the 
converts  it  has  attracted.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  discu-ss  the  legal  aspect  of  this 
controversy.  It  has  been  well  and  bril- 
liantly placed  t)efore  the  Congress  many 
times.  Mr.  Justice  Reed  and  Mr.  Justice 
Frankfurter,  seldom  thought  to  be  reac- 
tionary, have  most  ably  and  in  very  few 
words  presented  what  to  me  is  unassail- 
able legal  logic  in  their  dissenting  opin- 
ions in  the  California  case. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.     I  yield. 

Mr  JOHNSON.  I  have  read  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Supreme  Court  several  times. 
I  have  had  a  little  to  do  with  the  tide- 
lands  problem  and  with  other  interior- 
water  problems  where  navigation  rights 
were  abandoned.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Supreme  Court  decision  practically 
placed  the  problem  in  the  lap  of  Con- 
gre.ss.  It  almost  uses  that  exact  lan- 
guage, that  Congress  must  decide  what 
shall  be  done:  and.  since  for  a  hundred 
years,  by  implication  at  least,  these  titles 
have  been  recognized  as  being  in  the 
States  we  are  being  asked  to  solve  the 
problem  now  by  giving  back  to  the  States 
proi>erty  that  was  once  theirs. 

Mr.  LYLE.    That  is  correct. 

All  of  the  arguments  of  the  opponents 
of  this  legislation  are  ba.sed  upon  the 
a.ssumption  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  the  powerful  entity  and  that 
the  States  but  .serve  it  in  a  minor  role. 
Those  who  favor  this  legislation  are  firm 
in  their  belief  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  but  an  agency  to  serve  the  States 
in  its  delegated  capacity.  The  Federal 
Government  was  the  creature  of  the 
States,  born  with  restrictions.  It  was  in- 
tended. I  believe,  to  be  the  strength  of 
the  many,  strength  for  the  many,  but 
never  a  strength  to  take  over  the  many. 

Those  who  oppo.se  this  legislation,  con- 
scioasly  or  unconsciously,  remove  the 
restrictions  of  this  creature  which  we 
call  the  Federal  Government  and  give  it 
strength  to  rule  its  keep>ers.  Under  their 
philosophy  the  keeper  becomes  the  kept. 
It  is  discouraging  to  me  that  we  must 
fight  ourselves  to  maintain  that  which 
we  all  fight  for.  that  is  the  American 
way.  This  bill  is  in  the  American  tradi- 
tion, it  is  in  keeping  with  the  basic  prin- 
ciples of  the  .sovereignty  of  the  States. 
Since  the  beginning  of  this  Union,  how- 
ever, there  have  been  those  who  disliked 
that  system,  who  beheved  that  all  the 
power  ought  to  be  gobbled  up  by  this 
hungry  and  thirsty  creature,  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

This  House  can  do  no  better,  In  my 
opinion,  than  to  firmly  and  strongly  for- 
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tify  the  position  of  those  who  believe  in 
the  true,  the  basic  American  form  of 
povernment.  This  bill  ought  to  have  the 
overwhelming,  the  encouraging  support 
of  all  of  the  Members  of  this  body.  It 
ought  to  quiet  not  only  the  title  to  the 
lands  involved.  It  should  also  quiet  the 
philosophy  that  brought  the  dispute  to 
life. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Scott]. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  just 
been  giving  some  thought  to  the  refer- 
ence which  appears  in  the  minority  re- 
port alleging  that  submerged  lands  and 
po.ssibly  other  national  areas  may  \x 
given  away.  I  think  that  ought  to  be 
clarified.  I  do  not  understand  that  any- 
thing is  being  given  away  by  this  bill; 
as  I  understand,  the  question  is  whether 
or  not  the  States,  the  separate  sovereign 
units,  are  to  receive  jurisdiction,  control. 
right  of  ownership,  whatever  the  various 
Members  prefer  to  call  it  who  have 
spoken  here,  or  whether  the  Federal 
Government  is  to  exercise  the  right  of 
control  over  what  Is  to  happen  over  those 
lands.  My  point  is  simply  this:  We  are 
no  more  giving  away  to  some  imaginary 
beneficiary  any  rights  which  belong 
either  to  the  people  of  the  several  States 
or  Federal  Government  than  we  were 
when  the  Federal  Government  on  other 
occasions  has  made  cession  of  national 
park  lands  or  of  other  lands  for  other 
uses  by  the  Federal  Government  to  indi- 
vidual States:  nor  are  we  any  more  giv- 
ing it  away  than  when  in  any  other  re- 
source is  determined  by  court  or  Con- 
gress to  belong  to  a  State  or  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  as  the  case  may  be. 

We  are  determining  to  assure  the  right 
to  the  Federal  Government  and  the 
States.  resp>ectively.  to  exercise  domin- 
ium, imE>erium,  ownership,  or  control,  as 
their  interest  may  be  legislatively  estab- 
lished. We  are  devising  here  a  means 
whereby  the  separate  rights  of  the 
States  and  of  the  Federal  Government 
may  be  determined,  and  in  that  connec- 
tion I  want  to  say  finally — and  then  I 
will  be  glad  to  yield 

Mr  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  In  just  a  moment  I  will 
yield. 

I  would  like  to  point  out.  and  I  am 
sure  it  has  been  done  before,  that  on 
the  basis  of  the  productivity  of  these 
submerged  lands  it  is  estimated  by  com- 
petent persons,  90  percent  of  the  land's 
productivity  is  being  retained  in  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  10  percent  is  being  de- 
termined to  laelong  by  virtue  of  usage, 
treaty,  and  by  actual  ownership  to  the 
States,  or  to  certain  enumerated  States. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  yield  to  the  gentlen^an 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  want  to  state  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  that  we  are  ^ot 
restoring  what  the  States  had  originally. 
The  States  never  had  title  to  this  terri- 
tory and  the  Supreme  Court  used  this 
language  in  the  California  case: 

Tlie  state  of  California  has  no  title  thereto 
or  property  Interest  therein. 

So  we  are  not  taking  away  anything 
that  the  States  had.    We  are  attempting 


by  this  bill  to  give  to  the  States  some- 
thing which  they  never  had  before  and 
are  not  entitled  to. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  opinion  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  is  not  necessarily  the  final 
answer  for  all  time  in  this  country,  as 
the  gentleman  knows.  If  this  Congress 
has  the  legislative  power  to  do  some- 
thing to  effect  the  respective  rights  of 
the  Federal  and  State  Governments  it 
should  not  hesitate  to  exercise  that 
power,  and  at  the  proper  time,  then  the 
Supreme  Court  may  be  called  upon  to 
say  what  it  thinks  about  our  later  exer- 
tion of  the  legislative  authority. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Under  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  when  they  held  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  a  para- 
mount interest  and  control  over  these 
submerged  lands  as  an  incident  to  their 
external  sovereignty,  the  problem  was 
raised  then,  and  it  also  hovers  in  the 
mind  of  the  Attorney  General  that  that 
is  something  that  is  an  inalienable  at- 
tribute of  sovereignty,  and  therefore  the 
Congress  cannot  give  it  away. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man's point  and  I  will  say  that  there 
was  a  powerful  and,  in  my  opinion,  valid 
dissent.  I  do  not  think  the  entire  ques- 
tion has  by  any  means  been  determined, 
and  certainly,  if  this  Congress  shall  act 
again  then,  of  course,  the  question  may 
not  be  finally  determined  unless  and 
until  the  Supreme  Court  acts  again  also. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts   [Mr.  Nicholson]. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  dis- 
like to  get  up  and  take  this  time,  but 
It  is  difficult  to  get  it  when  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  is  working;  so, 
coming  from  Massachusetts,  I  find  I 
ought  to  say  a  little  something. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  has 
just  stated  that  we  never  did  own  it  and 
yet.  in  1630,  we  got  a  charter  from  King 
James  that  gave  us  all  of  Massachusetts 
and  three  miles  out  to  sea,  and  we  had 
that  three  miles  out  to  sea  and  have  had 
It  ever  since,  and  no  one  has  said  aye, 
yes  or  no  to  us.  If  this  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  stands  then  we  will  have 
to  change  at  least  about  200  laws  on  the 
books  in  Massachusetts,  put  there  by  the 
great  and  general  court. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Well,  did  not  that 
charter  you  got  from  King  James  also 
give  you  jurisdiction  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Well,  It  gave  us  as 
far  west  as  they  knew  about.  I  do  not 
think  they  knew  anything  about  Ohio 
up  to  that  particular  time. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  know 
where  the  Supreme  Court  gets  the  idea 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  para- 
mount rights.  We  13  colonies  sat  down 
and  drew  up  a  Constitution,  and  in  that 
Constitution  we  specified  exactly  what 
powers  and  rights  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment had,  and  that  is  all  they  did  have, 
and  what  they  did  not  was  reserved  to 
the  States  and  people  in  those  States. 


So,  we  have  gone  along  since  1630  in 
Massachusetts  knowing  and  believing 
that  this  land  and  property  was  ours. 
Well,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  gets  up 
and  says  the  Court  says  that  the  inland 
waters  do  not  come  under  its  jurisdic- 
tion; it  is  only  down  to  low  tide. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  And  that  position 
agrees  with  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
three  cases:  Louisiana.  Texas  and  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  NICH0U50N.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  not  decided  what  inland 
waters  were.  Low  tide,  if  you  live  on 
the  seashore,  is  about  up  to  your  front 
porch,  so  the  Federal  Government  takes 
jurisdiction  right  from  your  front  door 
and  you  cannot  say  aye,  yes  or  no.  Now, 
we  have  been  taxing  the  people  of  Mas- 
sachusetts for  years  for  territory  that 
the. towns  got  from  grants  to  plant  shell 
fish,  and  so  forth.  We  passed  laws,  and 
no  State  in  the  Union  can  come  in  and 
drag  for  flounders  in  a  hundred  mile 
square  area,  here,  there  and  everywhere 
in  Massachusetts  waters.  Well,  under 
that  decision,  the  first  thing  you  know 
we  have  lost  all  of  those  things  and  the 
Federal  Government  takes  them. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Mr.  speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  .NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California. 

Mr.  Mcdonough,  is  not  the  gentle- 
man stating  the  fundamental  principle 
that  the  States  existed  before  the  United 
States,  and  that  all  the  authority  the 
United  Spates  has  came  from  the  federa- 
tion of  the  States? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  That  is  exactly 
what  I  was  trying  to  convey. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  That  very  point  was  con- 
sidered by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  all  three  of  its  decisions 
and  it  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
lands  beneath  the  ocean  do  not  belong 
to  the  States. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  What  does  the  gen- 
tleman say  about  50  other  decisions  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  has  made 
on  this  matter? 

Mr.  YATES.  Up  to  the  time  the  Su- 
preme Court  considered  the  so-called 
tidelands  cases  there  was  not  one  case, 
not  one  case,  that  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion. The  other  cases  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  inland  waters.  I  chal- 
lenge anybody  to  show  me  one  case  to 
the  contrary. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Of  course,  the  gen- 
tleman does  not  know  what  inland  waters 
are. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  Supreme  Court  has 
decided  that. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  What  does  the  Su- 
preme Court  say?  They  say  that  inland 
waters  are  low  tide,  which  includes  all 
of  the  land. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  suggest  that  the  gentle- 
man read  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  to  find  out  what  they  said. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  do  not  think  the 
reading  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  we  have  had  in  the  last  couple  of 
decades  coincides  with  the  opinions  I 
have  of  the  Constitution.  You  do  not 
have  to  be  a  lawyer  to  sit  down  and  read 
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what  the  Ccnstitution  says  the  Federal 
Government's  power  is  in  this  country. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  people  and  not  the 
Government. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  The  gentleman  has 
Just  hit  the  crux  of  this  situation.  That 
power  is  in  the  people.  As  far  as  the 
colonial  States  were  concerned,  they  got 
their  grants  from  the  Crown,  and  they 
were  retained  in  the  Crown.  Under  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  the  sov- 
ereignty that  was  in  the  Crown  was 
transferred  to  the  united  Colonies.  They 
had  thai  sovereignty  even  before  1789, 
when  they  wrote  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  gentleman  read  some  of  the  writings 
of  the  men  who  sat  in  the  Constitutional 
Convention  and  other  statements  in  the 
early  history  of  this  country.  There 
was  one  thing  they  did  not  want  to  do 
in  the  Constitutional  Convention,  and 
that  was  make  a  strong  central  govern- 
ment. They  wanted  to  reserve  all  the 
powers  to  themselves,  because  they  al- 
ready had  had  one  sovereign  and  they 
did  not  want  another. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
hope  no  Members  will  vote  on  this  bill 
because  of  the  money  they  will  get 
from  the  submerged  lands.  I  would  not 
care  if  they  got  a  billion  dollars  down  in 
Texas  or  California  or  Louisiana,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  sell  out  Massachusetts 
or  an  inch  of  the  land  that  we  own  and 
have  owned  since  1630. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  jAvrrs). 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
three  Members  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
in  minority  views  have  made  the  follow- 
ing brief  conclusion  which  seems  very 
persuasive  to  me: 

Barring  serious  questions  of  constitution- 
ality. Congress  has  the  power  to  surrender 
all  or  part  of  the  Federal  rights  to  this  prop- 
erty. We  do  not  believe,  however,  that  Con- 
gress should  exercise  that  power.  To  do  so 
amounts  to  a  windfall  to  a  few  States  at  the 
expense  of  the  others.  It  la  a  p>osltlon  to 
which  we  cannot  conscientiously  give  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  Speaker,  neither  can  I  conscien- 
tiously support  this  measure  for  the 
reasons  stated. 

I  point  out  one  other  thing:  This  issue 
is  not  what  it  always  has  been.  The  cold 
war  is  hotter  than  ever  and  we  are  in  a 
hot  war  in  Korea.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment now  clearly  has  these  enormous 
reserves  of  oil  by  virtue  of  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  They  can  be 
best  utilized  for  the  strategic  security  of 
the  United  States  in  the  hands  of  the 
Federal  Government.  I  think  that  se- 
curity consideration  so  pertinent  today 
dictates  that  this  House  ought  now  un- 
der present  circumstances  to  turn  down 
this  bill  and  the  proposal  to  turn  these 
great  national  resources  under  the  tide- 
lands  over,  in  effect,  to  a  few  great 
States. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  (Mr.  BbkderJ. 


Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
we  decided  this  issue  at  the  last  election. 
Now  let  us  vote. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the 
resolution. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the 
Si>eaker  announced  that  the  ayes  ap- 
peared to  have  it. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present  and  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count, 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
nineteen  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

•Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consider- 
ation of  the  bill  (H.'r.  4198)  to  confirm 
and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  lands  and  waters,  and 
to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources  and  the  resources  of 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Reed). 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  4198.  with  Mr. 
Curtis  of  Nebraska  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
yield  23  minutes  to  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  our  committee,  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinios  [Mr.  ReedI. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinios.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  am  certain  that  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate other  members  will  di.scuss  fully  and 
most  capably  the  specific  problem.s  in- 
volved in  this  legislation  as  well  as  their 
legal  aspects.  Therefore  it  is  my  purpose 
to  touch  only  upon  its  constitutional  as- 
pect. 

Without  question  there  is,  in  my  judg- 
ment, a  vital  need  for  the  enactment  of 
the  Graham  bill,  H.  R.  4198.  which  I  have 
the  honor  and  privilege  to  report  to  this 
body.  While  some  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  do  not  agree 
with  the  majority  of  the  committee,  we 
are,  I  am  sure,  unanimous  in  our  con- 
clusion that  the  development  of  our  sub- 
merged lands  will  be  of  tremendous  as- 
sistance in  solving  the  oil  shortage  that 
is  facing  our  country  at  the  present  time. 

No  one  questions  the  potentiality  of  the 
resources  located  in  these  areas,  but  since 
the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  California.  Louisiana,  and  Texas 
cases,  exploration  and  development  have 
come  to  almost  a  complete  halt.  No  new 
wells  are  being  brought  in  nor  are  they 
being  sought. 

This  intolerable  situation  Is  further 
complicated  by  the  fact.— and  this  is  ad- 
mitted by  everyone — that  there  is  no 
statutory    authority    for    any    Federal 


agency  or  oflBce  whereby  these  areas 
may  be  administered,  leases  issued,  and 
production  set  in  motion. 

Congress  and  only  the  Congress  can 
establish  such  authority  by  legislation. 
It  is  our  responsibility  to  take — here  and 
now — the  necessary  steps  to  terminate 
this  stalemate.  The  passage  of  this  bill 
in  my  judgment  is  a  prop>er  and  equitable 
solution  of  the  present  jurisdictional  un- 
certainity  and  will  be  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  States  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the 
Graham  bill  should  be  enacted  out  of  a 
sense  of  justice  and  honesty.  For  over 
one  hundred  and  fifty  years  it  was  the 
considered  opinion  of  the  t>est  legal 
minds  that  these  submerged  lands  now 
under  consideration  belonged  to  the 
States.  That  opinion  was  predicated 
upon  unambiguous  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court. 

Likewise,  there  were  the  confirmatory 
actions  of  the  Federal  Government  it- 
self that  it  did  not  think  that  it  had  title 
to  the  lands  in  question.  History  is  re- 
plete with  examples  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment acquiring  parcels  of  land  from 
the  various  States  under  conveyances  of 
title  from  the  States  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. Why  was  this  done  if  title 
was  in  the  Federal  Government? 

Even  as  recent  as  1933,  the  then  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  stated  that  the 
States  were  the  owners  of  the  lands  be- 
neath the  martiinal  sea.  When  oil  was 
discovered  off  the  coast  of  California  he 
refused  applications  for  leases  in  those 
lands  on  the  specific  and  sole  ground 
that  that  those  lands  belonged  to  Cali- 
fornia who  was  the  sole  authority  for 
lea.ses. 

Then  in  1947  came  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  California  case. 
The  doctrine  of  paramount  right  enun- 
ciated in  that  decree  has  been  described 
by  many  adjectives  but  I  think  that  the 
phrase  employed  by  the  American  Bar 
Association  in  its  resolution  on  this  sub- 
ject has  the  best  description  from  the 
standpoint  of  accuracy  and  connotation. 
That  resolution  referred  to  this  doctrine 
as  "the  new  concept." 

It  is  not  my  intent  to  attempt  at  this 
time  to  analyze  or  to  discuss  in  detail 
the  rationale  of  that  decision  nor  of 
those  in  the  two  subsequent  cases.  I 
cannot  however  refrain  from  mention- 
ing, in  all  propriety,  the  lack  of  unanim- 
ity in  tho.se  decisions  and  the  divergent 
views  therein  expressed. 

Since  the  Court  has  rendered  its  de- 
cision it  is.  under  our  system  of  govern- 
ment, the  law  of  the  land,  regardless  of 
whether  we  agree  or  disagree  with  its 
reasoning.  But  also  under  our  form  of 
government  we,  members  of  the  legisla- 
tive branch,  have  the  right,  the  duty,  and 
the  responsibility  to  make  the  law.  un- 
hampered by  the  courts,  the  Executive, 
or  the  States,  and  restricted  only  by  the 
Constitution  itself. 

As  I  read  the  decision  of  the  Califor- 
nia case  I  find  in  the  majority  opinion 
a  direct  invitation  from  the  Court  to  the 
Congress  to  take  action  in  this  matter 
with  due  consideration  for  the  rights  of 
the  State  involved. 

I  am  firmly  convinced  that  a  funda- 
mental decision  of  policy  must  be  made 
in  this  field  and  such  a  decision  can  be 
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made  only  in  the  halls  of  Congress,  not 
in  the  judicial  branch  and  not  in  the 
executive. 

Such  action  is  immediately  vital  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense;  it  is  legally 
desirable  to  determine  jurisdiction  in  our 
dual  form  of  government  and  it  Is  mor- 
ally necessary  in  the  interest  of  Justice. 

I  believe  this  bill  should  be  enacted 
at  this  time.  Its  provisions,  in  my  judg- 
ment, contain  the  best  possible  solution 
to  the  problem.  I  am  satisfied  as  to  its 
constitutionality. 

When  the  Supreme  Court  rendered 
the  opinions  in  each  of  the  three  recent 
submerged  lands  cases  it  held  that  the 
States  did  not  have  title  to  these  sub- 
merged lands  in  the  marginal  sea;  but 
at  the  same  time  it  carefully  refrained 
from  specifically  stating  that  title  was 
in  the  United  States.  This  was  empha- 
sized when  the  Court  struck  from  the 
proposed  decree  in  the  California  case 
the  words  "of  proprietorship."  The 
Court  did  say  in  the  California  case 
that  the  Federal  Government  and  not 
the  State  "has  paramount  rights  in  and 
power  over  that  belt,  an  incident  to  which 
is  full  dominion  over  the  resources  of 
the   soil   under   that    water,    including 

oil." 

Such  language  leads  to  the  question. 
"To  whom  does  the  land  belong?" 
Clearly,  not  to  the  State;  it  is  subject 
to  the  paramount  rights  of  the  Federal 
Government  an  incident  of  which  is  do- 
minion over  the  land.  While  that  con- 
cept may  not  be  title  as  it  is  generally 
known  in  the  law  of  real  property,  it 
seems  to  mean  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  rights  of  possession,  of  enjoy- 
ment, and  other  similar  rights  that  make 
up  what  we  understand  to  be  ownership. 
The  source  of  such  rights  is  the  para- 
mount rights  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. They  originate  therein  and  flow 
from  that  sovereignty. 

These  lands  therefore  must  belong  to 
the  Federal  Government.  They  are  pos- 
sessed of  it.  Therefore  they  come  with- 
in the  scope  of  article  IV.  section  3. 
clause  2.  of  the  Constitution  which  reads 
as  follows: 

The  Congress  shall  have  the  power  to  dis- 
pose of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regu- 
lations respecting  territory  and  other 
property  belonging  to  the  United  States. 

Note  carefully  the  words,  "other  prop- 
erty belonging  to  the  United  States." 
Surely,  no  one  hesitates  to  say  that  these 
submerged  lands  are  property  and  that 
they  do  belong  to  the  United  States. 

If  there  is  anyone  who  might  so  hesi- 
tate, permit  me  to  read  from  that  very 
same  majority  decision  in  the  California 
case  wherein  Justice  Black  said: 

We  cannot  and  do  not  assume  that  Con- 
gress, which  has  constitutional  control  over 
Government  property.  wUl  execute  iU  power 
In  such  a  way  as  to  bring  about  Injustices 
to  States,  their  subdivisions,  or  persona  act- 
ing pursuant  to  their  permissions. 

That  language  Is  definitely  an  unam- 
biguous statement  by  the  High  Court  that 
these  lands  are  Government  property 
and  under  the  constitutional  control  of 
Congress. 

That  language  Is  a  direct  Invitation 
to  Congress  to  enact  a  law  such  as  the 
Graham  bill— which  wiU  do  justice  to 
the  States. 


Justice  Black  in  that  same  oirinlon  had 
this  to  say  about  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congress  under  article  IV,  sec- 
tion 3,  clause  2: 

We  have  said  that  the  constitutional  power 
of  Congress  in  this  respect  is  without 
limitation.  (United  States  v.  San  Francisco 
(310  n.  S.  16,  29-30).)  Thus  neither  the 
courts  nor  the  executive  agencies  could  pro- 
ceed contrary  to  an  act  of  Congress  in  this 
congressional  area  of  national  power. 

Congress  then  and  only  Congress  can 
act  on  these  submerged  lands  in  the 
marginal  sea. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  now  under 
consideration  that  does  not  conform  to 
these  pronouncements  of  the  Supreme 
Court  on  the  power  of  the  Congress  to 
make  the  disposition  that  even  the 
Court  itself  asked  for  when  it  uttered 
the  doctrine  of  paramount  rights  in  these 
lands. 

I  recollect  that  during  the  hearings 
that  were  held  on  this  legislation  the 
question  was  raised  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  enactment  of  this  bill  would  alienate 
the  sovereignty  of  the  United  States  and 
thus  be  unconstitutional. 

I  have  no  fears  on  that  point.  To  dis- 
pose of  these  lands  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  bill  cannot  in  my  judg- 
ment be  construed  as  any  possible  aliena- 
tion of  the  national  sovereigmty. 

The  power  given  to  our  Federal  Gtov- 
emment  was  delegated  under  the  Con- 
stitution by  the  States  and  under  the 
Bill  of  Rights  all  powers  not  specifically 
delegated  to  the  Federal  Government 
under  its  provisions  are  reserved  to  the 
States.  I  recognize  that  when  the  na- 
tional sovereign  functions  In  its  con- 
stitutional capacity  with  regards  to  other 
nations  as  distinguished  from  the  States 
which  are  members  of  the  Union,  there 
is  another  form  of  sovereignty  which  it 
possesses.  I  refer  to  its  external  sover- 
eignty and  distinguished  from  its  limited 
sovereignty  when  dealing  with  the  mem- 
ber States. 

The  external  sovereignty  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  that  is  involved  in  the 
problem  are  its  rights  and  responsibili- 
ties to  exercise  its  power  to  protect  the 
security  from  attack  on  its  coastline — 
national  defense — its  power  to  conduct 
foreign  affairs;  its  control  of  navigation. 

Those  rights  and  responsibilities  are 
the  sole  source  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's control  over  these  marginal  seas 
and  the  lands  beneath  them. 

Are  any  of  these  rights  and  powers 
even  compromised,  let  alone  alienated, 
by  this  bill?    You  know  they  are  not. 

In  the  first  instance,  all  powers  dis- 
posed of  in  this  bill  are  those  that  States 
have  exercised  in  the  territorial  seas  for 
years  with  the  approval  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  Coastal  States  have  long  exer- 
cised their  police  power  in  these  waters. 
Of  course,  no  one  questions  the  para- 
mount right  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  supersede  the  power  of  the  State  in 
such  areas  when  it  exercises  its  constitu- 
tional powers  any  more  than  when  it  so 
exercises  them  within  the  State  bound- 
aries inland.  But  only  Congress  can  im- 
pose that  paramount  power,  and  so  long 
as  it  does  not  do  so  and  there  is  no  con- 
flict, the  State  is  free  to  exercise  its  po- 
lice power  in  those  waters. 

In  the  California  opinion  of  Justice 
Black,  the  case  of  Skiriote*  v.  Florida 


(313  U.  S.  69,  75)  was  referred  to  in  the 
following  langxiage: 

Through  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Hughes  we  said: 
"It  is  also  clear  that  Florida  has  an  interest 
in  the  proper  maintenance  of  the  sponge 
fishery  and  that  the  (State)  statute  so  far 
as  applied  to  conduct  within  the  territorial 
waters  of  Florida,  in  the  absence  of  conflict- 
ing Federal  legislation,  is  within  the  poUce 
pwwer  of  the  State." 

In  Toomer  v.  Witsell  (334  U.  S.  385, 
393  (1947)),  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Vinson, 
in  the  majority  opinion,  said: 

In  the  Court  below.  United  States  v.  Cali- 
fornia (332  U.  S.  19  (1947) )  was  relied  upon 
for  this  proposition.  Here  appellants  seem 
to  concede,  and  correctly  so,  that  such  Is 
neither  the  holding  nor  the  impUcation  of 
that  case;  for  in  deciding  that  the  United 
States,  where  It  asserted  its  claim,  had  p>ara- 
mount  rights  in  the  3-mUe  belt,  the  Court 
pointedly  quoted  and  supplied  emphasis  to 
a  statement  in  Skiriotes  v.  Florida  (313  U.  S. 
69,  75  (1941)). 

He  then  quoted  the  statement  which  I 
had  quoted  in  the  same  case. 

Here  we  have  the  Supreme  Court  stat- 
ing that  States  may  exercise  their  police 
power  in  territorial  waters  so  long  as 
there  is  no  conflict  with  Federal  powers 
extended  therein  by  an  act  of  the  Con- 
gress. 

If  those  who  think  that  under  the  doc- 
trine of  paramount  right  there  can  be  no 
exercise  of  any  p)ower  by  a  State  in  these 
waters  without  a  concomitant  aUena- 
tion  or  surrender  of  the  national  sov- 
ereignty, let  them  ponder  on  those 
decisions. 

These  legal  principles  were  recognized 
by  the  very  same  bench  at  the  very  same 
time  that  principle  of  paramount  right 
was  enunciated.  They  have  been  af- 
firmed by  the  same  Court  since. 

If  the  State  is  permitted  to  take  over 
these  lands  for  the  purpose  of  develop- 
ing and  extracting  oil  therein,  and  if 
the  constitutional  powers  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  are  specifically  re- 
served unto  itself  upon  condition  that 
nothing  in  the  grant  of  powers  to  the 
State  can  in  any  way  infringe  upon  those 
Federal  powers,  there  can  be  no  possible 
conflict,  no  surrender  of  the  right  to  con- 
trol navigation,  the  right  of  national  de- 
fense and  the  right  to  conduct  foreign 
affairs. 

For  years,  in  these  very  territorial  wa- 
ters in  which  State  police  powers  have 
been  exercised,  those  Federal  rights  of 
external  sovereignty  have  and  do  exist 
concurrently.  Moreover,  in  these  same 
waters  there  is  recognized  those  inter- 
national rights  of  innocent  passage  and 
of  refuge  in  distress. 

Not  a  single  sentence  in  this  bill  raises 
any  conflict  between  these  sovereign 
rights.  Therefore,  there  can  be  no 
alienation  of  Federal  sovereignty. 

The  supporters  of  the  argument  that 
this  legislation  is  unconstitutional  be- 
cause it  alienates  Federal  sovereignty 
should  read  its  provision  more  closely. 
As  I  understand  this  bill,  even  such  an 
eventuality  is  provided  for  and  proper 
safeguards  provided  to  protect  its  valid- 
ity. 

That  is  clearly  indicated  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  powers  and  the  nature 
of  those  powers  are  bestowed  upon  iho 
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states.  Under  a  very  definite  and  elab- 
orate separability  clause  such  an  unex- 
pected, and  in  my  judgment  unwar- 
ranted, ruling  that  any  one  of  the  pro- 
visions should  be  held  invalid,  the  re- 
mainder of  them  would  be  protected. 

I  repe&t  that  while  I  am  confident  that 
the  bill  in  its  entirely  is  constitutional, 
I  agree  with  the  subcommittee  that  an 
ounce  of  prevention  is  worth  a  pound 
of  cure. 

There  are  also  some  who  express 
alarm  and  apprehension  with  regard  to 
title  m  of  this  bill.  That  is  the  title 
which  deals  with  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the 
States.  I  have  heard  it  said  that  we 
are  entering  into  an  international  field 
that  has  never  been  undertaken  before. 

Let  me  assuage  the  anxiety  of  such 
persons. 

First.  I  believe  that  ther^  must  be 
some  declaration  in  this  measure  to 
make  effective  the  Presidential  procla- 
mation over  this  area.  I  fear  that  a 
failure  to  do  that  when  we  are  dealing 
with  the  very  same  contiguous  area 
within  State  boundaries  might  prejudice 
our  position  at  some  future  date,  should 
the  United  States  become  involved  in  a 
dispute  with  another  nation  over  this 
area. 

Moreover,  many  countries  throughout 
the  world  have  been  and  are  continuing 
to  proclaim  their  jurisdiction  over  the 
Continental  Shelf.  In  most  instances 
they  go  further  than  the  very  careful 
wording  in  this  bill  and  in  many  cases 
they  extend  over  a  greater  area. 

This  bill  states  that  the  seabed  and 
suboil  of  the  outer  shelf  appertains  to 
the  United  States  and  is  under  her  juris- 
diction and  control  including  the  re- 
sources therein.  Thus  we  do  not  claim 
the  superjacent  waters  and  we  aflBrm  the 
freedom  of  the  waters  above  these  lands. 
We  seek  this  limited  jurisdiction  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  extracting  the  minerals. 

Such  a  claim  in  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  Is  not  novel.  There  have  been  in- 
stances of  such  action  many  years  old. 
Lands  beneath  the  high  seas  have  been 
proclaimed  to  be  under  the  exclusive 
control  of  a  nation  for  exploitation  of 
such  things  as  oysters,  pearls,  sp>onges 
on  the  beds  of  those  seas  off  such  coun- 
tries as  India,  Australia,  Tunis,  Ireland, 
and  others. 

Here  in  the  United  States,  we.  in  the 
past,  have  extended  our  jurisdiction  be- 
yond our  territorial  waters  for  various 
specific  purposes,  such  as  customs  en- 
forcement which  dates  back  to  almost 
our  birth  as  a  nation;  the  prohibition 
enforcement  extended  seaward  beyond 
our  boundary  and  today,  our  defensive 
sea  areas  often  go  beyond  territorial 
waters. 

I  have  no  qualms  as  to  the  effects  of 
this  bill  in  that  regard,  but  I  have  a 
very  decided  fear  that  the  failure  to  do 
£o  will  eventually  penalize  our  country 
at  some  future  date. 

But  far  more  important  to  me — though 
I  yield  to  no  one  in  my  concern  for  the 
national  interest — is  the  restoration  in 
the  States  of  those  lands  which  I  am, 
and  always  will  be,  certain  lawfully  and 
|d^tfully  belonged  to  them.  In  con- 
ntainig  that  belief  by  the  enactment 


of  this  bill  we  will  have  taken  one  of  the 
most  impressive  steps  ever  taken  by  any 
Congress  to  enhance  the  prestige  and 
integrity  of  our  Federal  Government  in 
the  minds  of  all  our  fellow  citizens. 

I  make  that  statement  in  all  sincerity 
and  with  all  the  fervor  of  my  conviction 
in  it.  In  enacting  this  bill  we  the  Con- 
gress will  not  only  terminate  this  waste- 
ful, bitter  controversy,  we  will  not  only 
properly  and  fairly  dispose  of  natural 
resources  and  lands  in  accordance  with 
principles  of  justice  and  equity,  we  will 
recognize  the  rights  of  the  States  and 
thereby  restore  their  confidence  in  the 
integrity  of  our  Federal  Government 
but.  most  of  all.  we  will  be  restoring  the 
traditional  philosophy  of  the  American 
way  of  life  in  national  affairs. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
has  a  traditional  policy  of  protesting 
claims  made  by  other  nations  to  areas 
of  the  marginal  sea  extending  beyond 
3  miles  from  the  low  water  mark.  The 
basic  reason  for  not  recognizing  claims 
extending  beyond  3  miles  has  been  that 
the  United  States  as  a  great  naval,  air, 
and  maritime  power  must  maintain  free- 
dom of  the  high  seas  and  the  air  lanes 
which  pass  above  it. 

The  Soviet  Union  today  claims  a  strip 
of  territortial  sea  extending  12  miles 
from  its  shores.  Mexico  claims  a  bound- 
ary extending  9  miles  from  its  shore  hne. 
Ecuador  claims  exclusive  fishing  rights 
within  15  miles  of  its  coast  and  Iran 
claims  6  miles  into  the  strategic  Persian 
Gulf.  The  dangers  inherent  in  these 
extensive  claims  are  most  evident  in  the 
recent  claim  by  Chile  to  complete  na- 
tional sovereignty  over  200  miles  of  the 
adjacent  sea. 

Any  extension  of  our  boundaries  be- 
yond the  3 -mile  limit  would  undermine 
our  traditional  policy  of  maintaining  the 
freedom    of    the    high    seas.     Assistant 
Secretary  of  State.  Thruston  B.  Morton, 
in  a  letter  of  March  4.  1953.  to  Chairman 
Hugh  Butler,  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  stated: 
Likewise.  If  this  Government  were  to  aban- 
don   its    position    on    the    3-mile    limit.    It 
would  perforce  abandon  any  ground  for  pro- 
test   against    claims    of    foreign    states    to 
greater  breadths  of  territorUU  waters.     Such 
a  result  would  be  unfortunate  at  a  time  when 
a  substantial   number  of  foreign  states  ex- 
hibit a  clear  propensity  to  break  down   the 
restraints  Imposed  by  the  principle  of  free- 
dom  of   the   seas    by   seeking   extenslpns   of 
their  sovereignty  over  considerable  areas  of 
their  adjacent  seas.    A  change  of  position  re- 
garding   the    3-mlle    limit    on    the    part    of 
this  Government  is  very  likely,  as  past  ex- 
perience in  related  nelds  establishes,   to  be 
seized  upx)n   by  other  atates  as  justification 
or  excuse  for  broader  and  even  extravagant 
clalnas    over    their    adjacent   seas.      Hence    a 
realistic    appraisal    of    the    situation    would 
seem    to    indicate    that    this    Government 
should    adhere    to    the    3-mlle    limit    un'.ll 
such  time  as  It  la  determined  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  Nation   as  a  whole  would  be 
better  served  by  a  change  or  modification  of 
policy. 


A.  UMirUi    STATES    CANWOT    PBOTBCT    AWT    STATS 

CLAIM    BETOND    3     ICILXS 

As  stated  in  the  report  of  special  mas- 
ter, in  the  case  of  United  States  against 
California,  October  term,  1952: 

The  exterior  limits  of  the  marginal  belt 
•  •  •  Involves  a  question  of  the  territo- 
rial jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  as 
against  foreign  nations,  1.  e..  a  question  of 
external  sovereignty. 

It  is  inconceivable  that  a  single  State 
taking  unilateral  action  through  its  leg- 
islature to  extend  its  seaward  boundaries 
beyond  the  traditional  3-miIe  limit 
could  bind  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  in  its  dealings  with  foreign  na- 
tions. The  interests  of  any  single  State 
in  matters  of  foreign  relations  must  not 
take  precedence  over  the  interests  of 
the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

It  is  clear  that  the  territorial  waters 
boundary  of  a  State  and  the  Nation  are 
indivisible.  Mr  Jack  Tate,  testifying  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  of  State, 
stated  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  on  March  3. 
1953.  that — 

In  International  relations,  the  territorial 
claims  of  the  States  and  of  the  Nation  are 
Indivisible.  The  chiims  of  the  States  cannot 
exceed  thuse  of   the  Nation. 

It  cannot  be  argued  that  this  legisla- 
tion would  only  affect  territorial  water 
claims  of  a  small  portion  of  the  United 
States  entire  coastline.  If  Congress 
takes  legislative  action  to  recognize  ex- 
tensions of  territorial  waters  beyond  the 
3-mile  limit  off  the  coast  of  one  State. 
it  is  more  than  certain  that  ever>'  coastal 
State  will  advance  similar  claims  and 
petition  the  Congress  to  recognize  these 
claims. 

Specific  provisions  of  Senate  Joint 
Re.solution  13  were  attacked  by  the  De- 
partment of  State  when  it  said: 

It  Is  the  view  of  the  Department,  there- 
fore, that  the  proposed  legl.slatlon  should 
not  support  claims  of  the  States  to  seaward 
boundaries  In  excess  of  those  traditionally 
claimed  by  the  Nation.  1.  e..  3  miles  from 
the  low-water  mark  on  the  coast.  This  >• 
without  reference  to  the  question  whether 
coastal  States  have,  nr  should  have,  rights  In 
the  subsoil  and  seabed  beyond  the  limits  oi 
territorial  waters. 

The  use  of  any  specific  terminology 
such  as  "historic  boundaries"  or  "bound- 
aries at  the  time  the  State  entered  the 
Union"  will  only  confuse  and  complicate 
the  continuance  of  a  uniform  and  sound 
policy  of  territorial  water  claims  the 
United  States  supports  with  regard  to 
foreign  nation.s.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
not  at  all  clear  what  validity  there  is  m 
so-called  historical  boundaries  advo- 
cated by  the  States  of  Texas.  Florida, 
and  Louisiana.  The  determination  of 
these  claims  would  involve  years  of  liti- 
gation. Secondly,  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  many  coastal  States  may  advance 
historical  claims  on  the  basis  of  their 
colonial  charters,  early  State  statutes  or 
constitutions.  Where  these  claims 
would  lead  us  no  one  can  tell. 

B.  HISTORICAL    tJNITFD    STATES   CtJilM    HAS    BEEN 

3    MILES 

In  1793,  the  then  Secretary  of  SUte. 
Mr.  Thomas  Jefferson,  wrote  to  the 
British  Minister  that — 

The  character  of  our  coast,  remarkable  In 
considerable   parts   of   it  for   admitting   no 
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M>.ssels  of  size  to  pass  near  the  shores,  would 
entitle  us.  in  reason,  to  as  broad  a  margin  at 
protected  navigation  as  any  nation  what- 
(■\er.  Reserving,  however,  the  ultimate  ex- 
tent of  this  for  future  deliberation,  the 
President  gives  Instructions  to  the  offlcen 
acting  under  his  authority  to  consider  those 
heretofore  given  them  as  restrained  for  the 
present  to  the  distance  of  one  sea  league  or 
three  geographical  miles  from  the  seashore. 
(Jefferson,  Secretary  of  State,  to  Hammond. 
BritUh  Minister.  Nov.  8.  1793.) 

In  1875.  Secretary  of  State  Hamilton 
Fish  wrote  the  British  Minister  in  Wash- 
ing'ton  that — 

We  have  always  understood  and  asserted 
that,  pursuant  to  public  law.  no  nation  can 
rightfully  claim  Jurisdiction  at  sea  beyond 
a  marine  league  from  Its  coast. 

Secretary  of  State  Bayard  wrote  to 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Manning  on 
May  28.  18S6,  stating: 

We  may  therefore  regard  It  as  settled  that, 
so  far  as  concerns  the  eastern  coast  of  North 
America,  the  position  of  this  Department  has 
uniformly  been  that  the  sovereignty  of  the 
shore  does  not,  so  far  as  territorial  authority 
Is  concerned,  extend  beyond  three  miles  from 
low -water  mark. 

In  reply  to  a  letter  from  Senator  Con- 
nally,  of  Texas.  Mr.  James  V.  Webb,  then 
Under  Secretary  of  State,  answered  the 
Senator's  questions  on  the  extent  of 
United  States  claims  to  territorial  waters 
by  quoting  from  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Cunard 
S  S.  Co.  V.  Mellon  (262  U.  S.  100),  to 
illustrate  the  Departments  position: 

It  now  is  settled  In  the  United  States  and 
recognized  elsewhere  that  the  territory  sub- 
ject to  Its  Jurisdiction  includes  the  land 
areas  under  Its  dominion  and  control,  the 
ports,  harbors,  bays  ard  other  enclosed  arms 
of  the  sea  along  Its  coast  and  a  marginal 
belt  of  the  sea  extending  from  the  coast  line 
outward  a  marine  league  or  three  geographic 
miles. 

The  most  recent  declaration  of  this 
firm  and  unwaverlnj?  policy  came  in  the 
letter  to  Senator  Butler — opinion 
cited— when  the  Department  of  State 
replied : 

Pursuant  to  Its  policy  of  freedom  of  the 
seas,  this  Government  has  always  supported 
the  concept  that  the  sovereignty  of  coastal 
states  In  seas  adjacent  to  their  coasU  (as 
well  as  the  lands  beneath  such  waters  and 
the  air  space  above  them)  was  limited  to  a 
belt  of  waters  3  miles  width,  and  has  vigor- 
ously objected  to  claims  of  other  states  to 
broader  limits. 

The  decision  of  the  International 
Court  of  Justice  in  the  Norwegian  Fish- 
eries case — United  Kingdom  against 
Norway.  December  18,  1951 — has  not 
changed  the  position  of  United  States. 
This  case  was  decided  on  very  special 
grounds,  and  was  interpreted  by  Mr.  Jack 
Tate,  legal  advisor  of  the  Department  of 
State,  in  his  testimony  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tate.  •  •  •  The  Norwelglan  Fisheries 
cai*  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  discussion  as 
to  what  It  stands  for.  The  northern  coast  of 
Norway  that  was  Involved  in  that  case  is  a 
very  cut-up  coast.  It  Is  Jagged,  with  little 
Islands  and  roclts  all  over.  It  is  what  is 
known  as  the  Skajaergaard. 

The  Court  In  the  Norwegian  Fisheries  case 
sustained  the  claims  o::  Norway.  It  did  It,  as 
I  read  the  case  on  three  grounds:  (1)  The 
nature  of  the  coasts;  (£  )  the  historical  claims 
of  Norway,  acquiesced  in  by  other  coimtrles; 


and  (3)  the  economic  Interests  of  the  coastal 
states.  On  that  basis  It  Justified  the  claims 
of  Norway. 

I  am  not  sure  how  far  that  case  goes  In  Its 
applicability  to  other  situations  that  are  not 
comparable  with  the  Norwegian  situation. 
I  do  not  know  of  any  part  of  the  coast  of  the 
United  States  that  Is  comparable  to  that 
section  of  the  Norwegian  coast  known  as  the 
Skajaergaard.  Possibly  part  of  the  southern 
coast  of  Alaska  and  the  Aleutians  might  fit 
Into  that  same  sort  of  situation. 

The  historical  situation  Is  different  as  far 
as  this  country  is  concerned,  and  of  course 
the  economic  situation  varies.  The  Court  did 
say  in  that  case  that  the  10-mlle  rule  was 
not  firmly  established  as  international  law 
in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent  its  application  to 
Norway  under  these  circumstances.  I  can- 
not myself  say  that  the  10-mile  rule  that  has 
been  adhered  to  by  this  country  is  required 
by  International  law.  It  certainly  is  not  pro- 
hibited by  international  law. 

C.    FKEEDOM     OF     HIGH     SEAS     HAS    BEEN     UNITED 
STATES  FOLIC  T 

There  is  no  question  that  the  United 
States  has  traditionally  been  a  firm  advo- 
cate of  freedom  of  the  high  seas.  Any 
policy  change  which  would  place  the 
United  States  in  a  position  of  limiting 
free  access  to  wide  expanses  of  the  high 
sea  would  be  most  detrimental  to  our  na- 
tional interests.  Not  only  would  this  ac- 
tion lead  to  the  closing  of  water  and  air 
routes  now  open  to  our  naval  and  air 
defense  craft,  it  would  seriously  hamper 
our  fishing  industry  and  commercial- 
maritime  activity. 

In  1952  the  Department  of  State  called 
together  an  ad  hoc  Interdepartmental 
Committee  on  Foreign  Waters  to  assess 
the  benefits  and  detriments  which  might 
result  from  the  extension  of  broad  claims 
to  the  territorial  sea  off  the  coast  of 
the  United  States.  This  committee  was 
composed  of  representatives  of  the  De- 
partments of  Defense.  State,  Justice.  In- 
terior and  Commerce.  It  is  more  than 
evident  from  the  letters  and  records  of 
this  committee  that  any  extension  of 
territorial  waters  would  be  most  detri- 
mental to  United  States  interests.  A  let- 
ter from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  Jxme  20.  1952,  on 
this  subject  sets  forth  several  areas 
which  are  now  open  to  United  States 
naval  vessels  which  might  be  closed  if 
the  United  States  waivers  from  its  tra- 
ditional policy  of  a  3 -mile  limitation  on, 
territorial  waters. 

The  effects  which  might  accrue  to  the 
fishing  industry  are  detailed  in  another 
section  of  this  report. 

Recent  incidents  involving  the  shoot- 
ing down  of  American  aircraft  off  the 
coasts  of  the  Soviet  Union  or  Soviet 
occupied  territories,  indicate  the  im- 
portance of  maintaining  the  doctrine 
of  freedom  of  the  high  seas  and  the  air- 
space above  them.  The  United  States 
will  be  in  no  position  to  protest  further 
such  incidents,  or  press  past  protests 
if  the  policy  of  our  Government  should 
now  be  changed. 

D.  194  5  PBISIDENTIAL  PROCLAMATION  CAaEI'ULLT 
LUf  ITS  TJNrrKD  STATES  CLAIMS  TO  THE  CONTI- 
NENTAL  SHXLP 

The  1945  Presidential  proclamation 
setting  forth  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  the  natural  re- 
sources of  the  subsoil  and  seabed  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  was  carefully  phrased 
so  as  to  avoid  any  confusion  that  might 


arise  concerning  the  intent  of  the  Gor- 
ernment  of  the  United  States  to  change 
its  policy  with  regard  to  the  freedom  of 
the  seas. 

The  United  States  considers  the  nat- 
ural resources  of  the  subsoil  and  the  sea 
bed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  contiguous 
to  the  coasts  of  the  United  States  to  be 
subject  to  its  jurisdiction  and  controL 

The  character  as  high  seas  of  the  waters 
above  the  Continental  Shelf  and  the  right 
to  their  free  and  unlmp>eded  navigation  are 
in  no  way  thus  affected  (ibid). 

Several  other  nations  have  followed 
the  policy  of  the  United  States  with  re- 
gard to  the  Continental  Shelf  adjacent 
to  their  coasts,  but  in  a  number  of  in- 
stances have  failed  to  limit  their  claims 
to  the  subsoil  and  sea  bed,  but  rather 
extended  jurisdiction  over  the  seas  to 
the  edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf.  A 
summary  of  these  claims  is  included  in 
the  article  National  Claims  in  Adjacent 
Seas,  by  S.  W.  Boggs. 

Any  attempt  to  extend  the  boundaries 
of  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  con- 
stituent States  to  the  edge  of  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  would  result  in  the  most 
serious  problems  involving  the  freedom 
of  the  seas.  The  careful  wording  of  the 
1945  Piesidential  proclamation  has  pro- 
tected the  interests  of  the  United  States 
to  date,  deviations  from  this  would  not 
be  acceptable. 

The  State  of  Texas  claimed  that  it 
had  full  and  complete  ownership  over 
the  waters  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  in- 
cludes all  lands  that  are  covered  by  said 
waters  from  the  shoreline  to  the  farth- 
ermost edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 
This  action  was  taken  by  the  legislature 
of  the  State  of  Texas  in  1941  and  1947— 
act  of  May  16,  1941,  May  23.  1947.  The 
recognition  of  such  an  extravagant  claim 
by  the  Congress  would  not  only  involve 
the  United  States  in  serious  problems 
with  other  nations  but  would  place  the 
State  of  Texas  in  a  position  of  dictating 
to  the  Federal  Government  matters 
which  are  clearly  outside  the  Constitu- 
tional jurisdiction  of  the  State  of  Texas. 
For  as  in  the  California  opinion  (332 
U.  S.  at  35)  the  court  stated: 

Whatever  any  nation  does  in  the  open 
sea,  which  detracts  from  its  common  useful- 
ness to  nations,  or  which  another  nation  may 
charge  detracts  from  it.  Is  a  question  for 
consideration  among  nations  as  such,  and 
not  their  separate  governmental  units. 
What  this  Government  does,  or  even  what 
the  States  do.  anynjehere  In  the  ocean,  Is  a 
subject  upon  which  the  Nation  may  enter 
Into  and  assume  treaty  or  similar  Intentional 
obligations. 

The  Supreme  Court  in  the  decree  in 
the  Texas  case  (340  U.  S.  900)  settled  this 
issue  by  stating : 

The  United  States  of  America  Is  now,  and 
has  been  at  all  times  pertinent  hereto,  pos- 
sessed of  paramount  rights  In.  and  full  do- 
minion and  power  over,  the  lands,  minerals, 
ar>.d  otber  things  underlying  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  lying  seaward  of  the  ordinary  low- 
water  mark  on  the  coast  of  Texas,  and  out- 
side of  the  Inland  waters,  extending  seaward 
to  the  outer  edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
and  bounded  In  the  east  and  southwest, 
respectively,  by  the  eastern  boundary  of  the 
State  of  Texas  and  the  boundary  between  Vtk» 
United  States  and  Mexico.  The  State  oT 
Texas  has  no  title  thereto  or  property  In- 
terest therein. 
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Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Loui- 
siana (Mr.  Willis). 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have 
been  assigned  the  task  of  giving  you  a 
broad  outline  of  the  pending  bill,  H.  R. 
4198. 

I  want  to  discuss  with  you  briefly  and 
in  a  nontechnical  way  what  the  bill  does, 
why  it  is  before  us.  and  the  need  for  the 
legislation. 

Perhaps  I  should  begin  with  a  defini- 
tion of  terms.  You  will  hear  a  great  deal 
during  general  debate  today,  first  about 
the  historic  boundaries  and  second  about 
the  outer  continental  shelf  of  the  States. 
Let  me  explain  what  these  terms  mean. 

Each  State  was  admitted  into  the 
Union  by  an  act  of  Congress,  and  each 
State  adopted  a  constitution  which  was 
approved  by  the  Congress.  The  act  of 
Congress  and  the  first  Constitution  de- 
fined the  boundaries  of  each  State  in 
the  first  instance.  In  some  cases  trea- 
ties were  involved.  Thus  the  Louisiana 
Territory  was  retroceded  or  reconveyed 
by  Spain  to  France  in  1803,  and  then 
Prance,  in  turn,  transferred  the  Louisi- 
ana Territory  to  the  United  States. 
Thereafter,  Louisiana  was  admitted  into 
the  Union  as  a  State  under  an  act  of 
Congress  of  1812.  and  the  first  Constitu- 
tion of  Louisiana,  of  1812,  was  approved 
by  the  Congress.  Both  Spain  and 
FYance  exerted  influence  over  and 
claimed,  owned,  and  controlled  a  margi- 
nal belt  as  part  of  the  Louisiana  Terri- 
tory, as  shown  by  maps  then  used  and 
still  in  existence. 

Obviously,  we  must  resort  to  all  of 
such  ancient  documents  in  order  to  de- 
termine the  true  and  actual  historic 
boundaries  of  each  State,  and  as  a  prac- 
tical matter,  that  is  exactly  what  this 
bill  permits  and  accomplishes.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  better  criteria  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  boundaries  of  the  States 
than  a  historic  approach. 

And  what  about  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf? 

Measured  in  geological  time,  our  conti- 
nent once  stretched  out  farther  into 
the  ocean  than  it  does  today.  Stated 
differently,  the  outer  edge  of  the  conti- 
nental mass  has  become  covered  with 
the  waters  of  the  ocean.  The  proof  is 
that  if  you  waded  out  into  the  ocean, 
so  to  speak,  you  would  find  that  the 
depth  increases  gradually  until  you 
reached  a  depth  of  100  fathoms  or  600 
feet.  At  that  point  you  would  encounter 
a  very  sudden,  sharp  and  precipitous 
drop  to  the  very  bottom  of  the  ocean. 
The  drop  occurs  rather  uniformly  at  a 
depth  of  100  fathoms  or  600  feet,  and 
upon  reaching  that  point  you  would 
realize  that  you  had  arrived  at  the  end 
of  the  original  continental  mass  or  the 
edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 

Keeping  these  definitions  in  mind,  the 
bill  H.  R.  4198  does  two  things. 

First,  it  restores  to  the  States  com- 
plete title  to  the  submerged  lands  up  to 
the  limit  of  t^eir  historic  boundaries. 

Second,  it  proves  that  beyond  that 
point  and  up  to  the  end  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  the  submerged  lands  apper- 
tain to  the  United  States. 

Vicious  propaganda  has  led  some  peo- 
ple to  beHeve  that  this  bill  applies  only 
to    California.    Texas    and    Louisiana. 


That,  of  course,  is  completely  false.  The 
bill  applies  to  all  the  coastal  States  and 
will  benefit  all  of  the  States  of  the 
Union. 

Thus,  it  has  been  estimated  that  nine- 
tenths  of  the  areas  covered  by  this  bill 
will  go  to  the  United  States,  while  only 
one-tenth  will  go  to  all  of  the  coastal 
States.  Specifically,  the  experts  who 
testified  before  our  committee  have  esti- 
mated that  26.000  square  miles  will  go  to 
all  of  the  coastal  States,  while  237.000 
square  miles  are  located  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  beyond  historic  Stale 
boundaries  and  will  go  to  the  United 
States  Government. 

Stated  in  another  way.  if  the  minerals 
were  deposited  uniformly  from  'the 
shores  to  the  edRe  of  the  Continental 
Shelf,  nine-tenths  of  the  oil  would  go  to 
the  Federal  Government  and  only  one- 
tenth  would  go  to  the  coa.stal  States.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  however,  the  percent- 
age in  favor  of  the  States  i.s  much  .small- 
er, for  the  simple  rea.son  that  most  of 
the  mineral  deposits  are  located  in  the 
Continental  Shelf  outside  of  and  beyond 
the  historic  boundaries  of  the  Coa.stal 
States. 

Now  why  is  this  legislation  before  us 
today?     Here  is  the  reason. 

You  know  that  possession  is  nine 
points  of  the  law.  Prior  to  1935.  the 
States  enjoyed  open,  peaceable  and  ex- 
clusive possesion  of  the  submerged  lands 
within  their  historic  boundaries.  Up 
until  that  time,  all  the  lawyers,  the 
courts,  the  laymen  and  everyone  in  gen- 
eral understood  that  the  States  had  title 
to  these  submerged  lands. 

Even  Mr.  Ickes.  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  thought  so.  He  not  only 
thought  so.  he  said  so.  He  not  only 
said  so.  he  expressed  his  opinion  in  writ- 
ing. Someone  had  applied  for  a  Fed- 
eral lease  covering  submerged  lands  off 
the  coast  of  California.  On  December 
22.  1933.  Mr.  Ickes  turned  him  down  in 
writing.  In  his  letter.  Mr.  Ickes  re- 
viewed the  court  decisions  and  said  that 
under  the  uniform  jurisprudence  the  so- 
called  tidelands  belonged  to  California 
and  not  to  the  United  States.  Here  is 
what  he  said; 

The  foregoing  Is  a  statement  of  the  set- 
tled law  and  therefore,  no  rights  can  be 
granted  to  you  either  under  the  Leasinz  Act 
of  February  25.  1920,  or  under  any  other 
public-land  law. 

Mr.  Ickes  was  absolutely  correct.  He 
could  have  cited  fifty-two  Supreme 
Court  decisions  in  support  of  his  posi- 
tion. He  could  have  quoted  the  con- 
sidered opinions  of  Chief  Justice  Taney, 
Mr.  Justice  Field.  Mr.  Justice  Holmes. 
Mr.  Justice  Brandeis.  Chief  Justice  Taft. 
Chief  Justice  Hughes,  and  forty-six 
other  eminent  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Yes.  Mr.  Ickes  could  have  pointed  out 
that  all  the  departments  and  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  had  always 
recognized  the  title  of  the  States.  He 
even  could  have  said  that  the  Federal 
Government  had  actually  leased  and 
bought  and  paid  for  some  of  the  tide- 
lands  from  the  States,  and  he  could  have 
concluded  that  in  law.  in  good  con- 
science, in  moral  and  in  equity  the 
United  States  could  not  and  should  never 
question  the  title  of  the  States. 


But  then  what  happened?  Oil  was 
discovered  in  the  marginal  seas.  Visions 
of  wealth  and  power  can  play  tricks  on 
minds  and  con.sciences  of  men.  So  Mr. 
Ickes  and  Harry  Hopkins  and  others 
changed  their  minds.  And  we  all  know 
the  .sordid  end  of  the  story. 

In  the  suits  against  California.  Texas, 
and  Louisiana  the  Suprrtne  Court  re- 
versed all  the  mass  of  legal  precedents 
and  jurisprudence  which  had  accumu- 
lated since  the  very  foundation  of  our 
Republic.  The  Court,  as  presently  con- 
stituted, held  that  the  States  do  not  have 
title  to  the  submerged  lands  within  their 
historic  boundaries.  But — and  here  is 
the  catch — the  Court  did  not  hold  that 
the  Federal  Government  owns  or  has 
title  to  the.se  areas.  It  only  decided  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  paramount 
power  and  dominion  over  the  tidelands. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gontleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired, 

Mr  CEIXER  Mr  Chairman.  I  yield 
the  gentleman  3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  GR.AHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
yield  the  gentleman  2  additional  min- 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  centleman  is 
reccgnized  for  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr  WILLIS.  But  what  does  "para- 
mount power  and  dominion"  mean"'  No- 
body .seems  to  know  exactly.  One  thing 
IS  certain,  and  it  is  that  le:-;islation  is  nec- 
essary to  strait-'hten  out  the  matter  so 
far  as  mineral  developments  are  con- 
cerned. The  former  Attorney  General 
and  the  former  Solicitor  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  and  the  present 
Attorney  General  and  the  present  Solici- 
tor of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  all 
asree  on  this.  They  a^ree  and  all  of 
the  members  of  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee apree  that  no  department  or  aqency 
of  the  Federal  Government  has  any 
authority  under  any  exi.-^lsny  law  to 
develop  the  tidelands. 

In  the  meantime,  we  need  oil.  We 
need  it  now.  We  need  it  at  home  and  we 
need  it  for  national  defen.se  and  .security. 

Did  you  know  that  we  are  an  importer 
of  oil?  We  import  crude  oil  and  petro- 
leum products  every  day  of  the  year. 
We  import  crude  oil  and  petroleum  prod- 
ucts from  Mexico.  Columbia.  Venezuela. 
Iraq.  Saudi  Arabia,  and  el.sewhere.  My 
information  is  that  we  import  on  an 
avera!.!e  of  1  million  barrels  p>er  month. 

Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  wo 
enact  legislation  to  authorize  the  devel- 
opment of  the  submereed  lands  both  as 
a  matter  of  law  and  a.s  a  matter  of  eco- 
nomic necessity.  The  proposition  is  not 
whether  legislation  should  be  adopted, 
because  everyone  agrees  that  we  should 
act.  The  only  question  is  what  sort  of 
legislation  should  be  enacted. 

In  the  past,  this  body  has  acted  twice 
on  this  subject,  and  I  am  confident  that 
it  will  act  again  today  in  a  fair  and  equit- 
able manner.  In  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  we  will  propose  an  amendment  to 
restore  language  which  appeared  in  the 
committee  print,  but  which  does  not  now 
appear  in  the  bill.  H.  R  4198.  A  discus- 
sion of  this  and  other  pos.sible  amend- 
ments will  he  made  in  due  time  during 
the  cour.se  oX  the  enactment  of  this  most 
important  legislation. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  gentleman  answer  this  question. 
Let  us  assume  that  tne  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  had  held  that  Lou- 
isiana had  title  to  these  lands:  I  want 
you  to  explain  to  this  Committee,  in  case 
of  a  controversy  how  I^uisiana  could  de- 
fend that  title.  In  law.  when  you  own 
title  you  can  defend  it.  How  could  Lou- 
isiana defend  it  in  tlie  case  I  mention? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  That  is  very  easy.  You 
said.  'Should  the  Supreme  Court  so  de- 
cide." That  is  exactly  what  we  say  they 
should  have  done,  that  is  what  had  been 
the  situation  for  150  years.  How  could 
we  defend  our  title  if  it  is  recognized? 
If  you  have  title  and  oossession,  you  can 
defend  easily  in  any  lawsuit  known  to 
the  common  law. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Let  us  take  the  shrimp 
boat  case  that  occurred  jast  a  few  days 
ago  off  the  coast  of  Lo  lisiana.  Our  State 
Department  was  able  :o  get  those  parties 
released  on  the  basis  of  the  3-mile  limit. 
What  could  the  State  of  Texas  or  Louisi- 
ana have  done  in  an  instance  of  that 
kind? 

Mr.  WILLIS  The  iientleman  is  obvi- 
ously opposed  to  the  bill,  and  he  wants 
to  confuse  oil  with  Jhrimp.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  very  enlightening  to  the 
deljate  here,  nor  does  it  add  to  the  prin- 
ciple. However.  I  do  not  yield  further 
for  that  line  of  questioning.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  I  Mr. 
Boccs  1 . 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  yielding. 

Mr,  Chairman.  T  want  to  congratulate 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  on  'the 
splendid  job  he  has  done  in  connection 
with  this  legislation.  The  gentleman  Is 
an  able  lawyer,  and  I  think  he  has  as 
fine  a  graj-p  of  the  paramount  constitu- 
tional issue  involved  nere  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  I  know  the  gentle- 
man's time  is  limited  and  I  am  prob- 
ably interrupting  the  :iequence  of  his  dis- 
cussion, but  I  wonde^  if  the  gentleman 
has  time  whether  he  will  discuss  for  a 
moment  the  importance  of  the  taxing 
l)ower  on  the  areas  lound  on  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  should  be  delighted  to 
if  the  gentleman  would  procure  me  2 
additional  minutes;  I  would  welcome  the 
opportunity. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  is  under 
the  control  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  and  the  gentleiaan  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr  WILLIS.  I  am  glad  the  gentle- 
man has  brought  up  that  subject  and 
I  am  quite  sure  it  will  be  discussed  later 
on,  probably  when  the  bill  is  read  for 
amendment.  The  taxing  power  and  the 
administration  of  our  civil  and  criminal 
jurisdictions  are  both  important  for  this 
rca.son:  These  areas — I  am  talking  about 
the  areas  seaward  and  particularly  l)e- 
yond  the  historic  boundaries  but  within 
the  Continental  Shelf— must  be  sub- 
jected to  the  jurisdiction  of  some  au- 
thority, criminal  and  civiL    You  do  not 


have  any  Federal  jurisdiction  over  the 
administration  of  the  common  law  of- 
fenses. True  it  is  that  we  have  limited 
criminal  jurisdiction  in  the  Federal 
courts  but  that  is  only  when  we  pass  a 
bill  such  as  an  income  bill  and  attach 
thereto  a  penalty  and  then  you  can  go 
into  Federal  court,  but  you  cannot  go  to 
Federal  courts  to  punish  the  crimes  of 
murder,  arson,  or  other  common-law 
crimes;  there  is  no  jurisdiction.  The 
"police  power"  referred  to  in  this  bill 
means  the  application  of  the  civil  and 
criminals  laws  of  the  States,  and  all  the 
body  of  laws  that  pertain  to  persons  and 
corporations. 

In  connection  with  the  taxing  power, 
the  proEHjsal  to  tax  here  in  this  bill  is 
not  a  tax  against  the  United  States  of 
America;  it  is  a  tax  against  the  oil  com- 
panies and  lessees;  against  the  produc- 
tion of  oil  or  against  the  severing  of 
that  oil  from  the  soil.  There  are  no 
greater  industries  that  use  and  abuse 
our  highways  more  than  the  oil  com- 
panies; they  use  our  highways  and  they 
abuse  our  highways;  and  they  use  our 
bridges  and  tear  up  our  bridges.  The 
folks  who  will  be  hired  and  employed  in 
these  areas  on  the  Continental  Shelf  will 
go  to  school  in  Louisiana,  they  will  re- 
side in  Louisiana.  If  they  are  to  be 
given  the  protection  of  our  laws  they 
should  he  taxed  just  the  same  as  inland 
persons  are  taxed  now.  So  it  must  be 
understood  that  this  taxing  power  is  not 
a  tax  against  the  Federal  Government 
at  all;  it  is  the  application  of  a  uniform 
tax  against  severance  of  natural  re- 
sources from  the  soil  applying  both  in- 
land and  offshore,  and  under  our  Con- 
stitution the  severance  taxes  are  used  for 
road  building,  for  bridge  repair  and 
building,  and  for  education. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WILLIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
legislation  heretofore  passed,  that  power 
along  with  participation  in  the  royalties 
has  been  included  in  the  so-called  Wal- 
ters bill? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  There  is  no  question 
about  that.  The  House  resolved  this 
issue  twice  before  by  substantial  votes. 
It  has  never  been  questioned. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentlewoman  from 
Michigan   I  Miss  Thompson  1   5  minutes. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  submerged-lands  bill  has 
been  before  the  Congress  rather  regu- 
larly over  a  period  of  about  15  years  and 
has  been  hashed  and  rehashed  over  and 
over  again.  Thousands  of  pages  of  tes- 
timony have  been  taken  and  some  30  or 
40  hearings  by  both  Houses  have  been 
held,  but  to  date  no  final  decision  has 
been  made. 

Members  of  this  83d  Congress  have 
dropped  40  bills  into  the  hopper  so  far 
in  an  effort  to  determine  a  fundamental 
question  of  national  policy  involving  the 
ownership  of,  and  the  production  of, 
minerals  from  the  offshore  submerged 
lands  of  the  United  States. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  litigation  involving  the  States 
of  California.  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  has 
heretofore  held,  on  three  occasions,  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  a  para- 


momit  Interest  in  all  of  the  so-called 
Continental  Shelf.  But  that  Court  also 
recognized  in  its  opinion  the  right  of 
Congress  to  determine,  as  a  matter  of 
policy,  rather  than  as  a  matter  of  law, 
whether  or  not  continued  Federal  control 
is  for  our  best  interest.  In  view  of  our 
present  world-wide  crises,  and  the  in- 
creasing need  for  petroleum  in  our  own 
defense  program,  we,  of  the  committee, 
many  of  our  colleagues,  and  members  of 
the  Cabinet  believe  that  our  Nation's  in- 
terests would  best  be  served  by  restoring 
to  the  various  States  the  coastal  offshore 
lands  to  the  historical  boundaries  of  the 
respective  States. 

I  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of 
mail  from  my  district  opposing  the  pres- 
ent legislation  on  the  groimds  that,  if 
passed,  it  would  take  funds  away  from 
the  public  schools.  I  should  like  to  sub- 
mit this  to  you  in  its  proper  light.  All 
the  submerged  land  revenues  in  the 
State  of  Texas  have  been  devoted  to  pub- 
lic education  for  more  than  30  years. 
All,  or  part,  of  such  revenues  are  devoted 
to  education  in  most  of  the  other  States 
where  income  is  from  other  public  lands. 
The  latest  available  total  of  all  revenues 
received  by  Texas.  Louisiana,  and  Cali- 
fornia to  date,  from  oil  and  gas  leases, 
and  royalties,  is  $77,292,000.  This  has 
meant  a  great  deal  to  public  education 
and  other  State  functions  in  those 
States.  But,  if  the  revenue  to  those 
Stains  was  to  be  divided  among  the  48 
States,  it  would  mean  only  $1,610,000  per 
State.  Even  if  that  figure  should  become 
greater  in  the  future,  it  is  doubtful  if 
any  of  the  States  would  be  willing  to 
surrender  to  the  Federal  Government 
the  title  to  its  own  submerged  lands  for 
one-forty-eighth  part  of  the  total  rev- 
enues received  from  all  the  States 
through  Federal  ownership  and  manage- 
ment. At  present,  total  Federal  aid  to 
schools  is  in  the  billions. 

The  Federal  Government  today  owns 
24  percent  of  all  the  land  in  the  United 
States,  and  none  of  the  revenues  there- 
from are  being  earmarked  for  education- 
Grants  of  this  Federally  owned  land  di- 
rect to  the  States  would  enable  them  to 
be  self-sustaining,  and  to  retain  control 
of  their  educational  systems. 

We  have  much  Government-owned 
land  in  my  district,  but  you  may  be  very 
sure  that  the  advocates  of  Federal  con- 
trol, because  of  their  intrest  in  the  cen- 
tralization of  property  and  power  in  a 
national  soverign  rather  than  the  sup- 
port of  public  education,  will  not  concede 
such  a  program.  The  Federal  aid  to 
education  plan  is  merely  an  attempt  to 
gain  support  of  Federal  control  of  sub- 
merged lands  now  being  used  by  the 
States  in  support  of  their  own  systems  of 
public  education. 

Incidentally,  in  our  great  State  of 
Michigan,  we  have  over  25  million  acres 
of  submerged  lands  and  1.500  miles  of 
shoreline.  Michigan  is  currently  re- 
ceiving royalties  from  leases  covering  oil. 
gas,  sand  and  gravel.  This  legislation 
requires  your  careful  and  conscientious 
study. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michii^in.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  PennsyU. 
vania. 
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Mr.  GRAHAM.  As  chairman  of  Sub- 
committee No.  1,  may  I  thank  the  gen- 
tlewoman for  her  attendance  at  our 
meetings.  She  has  been  faithful;  she 
has  never  missed  a  meeting  and  she  has 
contributed  much  of  her  time  and  effort. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  greatly  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Willis]  attempted  to 
discuss  the  tax  that  had  been  placed 
by  the  State  of  Louisiana  beyond  the 
historical  boundaries  of  the  State.  Will 
the  gentleman  state  whether  the  power 
to  tax  is  or  is  not  an  aspect  of  the  sov- 
ereignty of  either  the  State  or  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  whether  in  his 
opinion  it  is  constitutional  for  one  of 
the  Gulf  States  to  imp>ose  such  a  tax? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  believe  the  provisions 
for  taxation  that  are  found  on  page  12 
and  the  provisions  for  police  powers 
granted  to  each  of  the  coastal  States  are, 
to  say  the  least,  impracticable,  unthink- 
able, and  unconstitutional.  This  is  an 
attempt  to  allow  one  State  to  tax  prop- 
erty beyond  its  boundaries.  This  would 
permit  Louisiana  and  Texas  to  tax  all 
companies  that  are  operating  on  the 
Continental  Shelf  far  beyond  their 
boundaries.  Now  I  cannot  conceive 
how  we  would  embrace  such  a  proposal. 
If  we  could  do  that  with  reference  to 
the  coastal  States,  namely,  that  they  can 
effectuate  the  imposition  and  collection 
of  taxes  on  property  not  in  their  own 
States,  then  New  York,  for  example, 
could  tax  corporations  and  properties  in 
the  State  of  Illinois  and  the  State  of 
Indiana.  To  my  mind  that  is  ridiculous. 
Frankly,  it  is  just  stuff  and  nonsense 
and  I  cannot  conceive  how  we  could 
swallow  such  a  thing;  yet  it  is  in  the 
bill. 

I  want  to  say  to  my  distinguished 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Reed]  for  whom  I  have  affection- 
ate regard — and  I  do  not  like  to  oppose 
him  and  offer  contrary  opinions — that 
the  gist  of  this  whole  matter  is  in  a  very 
brief  quotation  which  I  will  read  from 
the  Louisiana  case  as  decided  by  the 
isupreme  Court: 

If,  as  we  held  In  California's  case,  the 
8-mlle  belt  Is  In  the  domain  of  the  Nation 
rather  than  that  of  the  separate  States.  It 
follows  a  fortiori  that  the  ocean  beyond  that 
limit  also  Is.  The  ocean  seaward  of  the  mar- 
ginal belt  Is  perhaps  ever  more  directly  re- 
lated to  the  national  defense,  the  conduct  of 
foreign  affairs,  and  world  commerce  than  is 
the  marginal  sea.  Certainly  it  Is  not  less  so. 
So  far  as  the  issues  presented  here  are  con- 
cerned. Louisiana's  enlargement  of  her 
boundary  emphasizes  the  strength  of  the 
claim  of  the  United  States  to  this  part  of  the 
ocean  and  the  resources  of  the  soil  under 
that  area  Including  oil. 

To  my  mind,  that  is  decisive  of  this 
whole  proposition,  namely,  that  all  of 
this  mineral  wealth  seaward  from  low- 
water  mark  is  within  the  domain — that 
Is  the  word  used  by  the  Supreme  Court — 
of  the  United  States  Government.  The 
Supreme  Court  is  not  going  to  eat  up 
these  words;  the  Supreme  Court  is  going 
■to  follow  that  decision ;  it  is  not  going  to 
Jump  to  a  different  conclusion. 


In  a  sense,  T  might  use  an  old  Turkish 
proverb  which  is  as  follows:  Who  takes 
the  donkey  up  to  the  roof  must  bring 
him  down  again.  In  other  words,  what 
we  are  doing  here  is  just  bringing  the 
donkey  up  to  the  roof,  and  we  must  bring 
him  right  down  here  again.  The  Su- 
preme Court  will  stand  by  those  three 
decisions,  paramount  among  which  was 
the  decision  from  which  I  just  read. 

Now,  either  we  do  have  confidence  in 
the  State  Department  or  we  do  not  have 
confidence  in  the  State  Department.  We 
either  must  have  faith  in  Mr.  Dulles. 
Secretary  of  State,  or  we  do  not  have 
faith  in  Mr.  Dulles.  Secretary  of  State. 
Those  who  are  in  favor  of  this  bill  ap- 
parently have  no  faith  whatsoever  in  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  conducts  our 
foreign  affairs.  He  has  .sent  iepre.senta- 
tives  to  those  having  juri.sdiction  over 
this  legislation,  indicating  opposition  to 
this  bill,  and  the  opposition  is  in  the  fol- 
lowing. 

The  Deputy  Legal  Adviser  to  Secretary 
Dulles.  Jack  B.  Tate,  said: 

The  Department  Is  concerned  with  such 
provisions  of  proposed  legislation  as  would 
recognize  or  permit  the  extension  of  the  sea- 
ward boundaries  of  certain  Stales — ■ 

He  had  in  mind  Florida  and  Texas — 
beyond  the  3-mile  limit. 

II  the  Nation  should  recognize  the  exten- 
sloli  of  the  boundaries  of  any  State  beyond 
the  3-mlle  limit.  Its  Identification  with  the 
broad  claim  would  force  abandonment  of  Its 
traditional  position  (that  3  seaward  miles 
Is  the  breadth  of  the  territorial  limit  of  any 
country.) 

Then  we  have  another  important 
piece  of  evidence,  as  to  what  the  State 
Department  is  thinkinj?.  This  is  the 
statement  of  Thruston  B.  Morton.  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  State.  He  declared  that 
such  recognition  proposed  in  quitclaim 
bills  on  oil-rich  offshore  lands,  'may 
moreover  precipitate  developments  in  in- 
ternational practice  to  which  this  Gov- 
ernment, in  the  national  interest,  is 
clearly  opposed."  Mr.  Morton  also  said. 
"A  number  of  foreign  states  are  at  pres- 
ent showing  a  clear  propen.'iity  to  extend 
their  sovereignty  over  considerable  areas 
of  their  seas."  This  restricts  the  freedom 
of  the  sea  and  the  freedom  of  sea  has 
been  and  is  a  cornerstone  of  the  United 
States  policy  because  it  is  a  maritime  and 
naval  power. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  I  notice  the  gentle- 
man's argument  is  directed  toward  the 
part  of  the  bed  of  the  ocean  beyond  the 
3-mile  limit,  that  is,  at  this  point,  but 
something  else  is  bothering  me,  and  that 
is  about  that  part  of  the  tidelands  that 
is  inside  the  3-mile  limit. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  can  ease  the  gentle- 
man's mind  on  that  score.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  stated  in  no  uncertain  lan- 
guage that  the  domain  of  the  Federal 
Government  extends  from  low-water 
mark  seaward. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  Now,  this  is  the  ques- 
tion: If  the  Federal  Government  has 
paramount  title  to  the  lands  under  the 
sea  within  the  3-mile  limit,  what  would 
happen  to  the  sand  and  gravel  business 
off  the  coast  of  the  State  of  New  York 
if  the  Federal  Government  suddenly  de- 


cided that  those  sand  people  had  no  right 
to  dig  the  sand  out  without  paying  money 
to  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  never  knew  the  gen- 
tleman's constituents  had  sand  and 
gravel  interests  in  and  around  New  York. 

Mr.  DONOVAN.  The  gentleman  does 
know  that  they  dig  sand  and  gravel  out 
of  the  tidelands  around  New  York,  does 
he  nof 

Mr.  CELLER.  Perhaps.  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from   Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  Is  not  the  tidelands  oil 
area  specifically  between  the  low-  and 
high-water  marks  of  the  ocean?  Is  not 
the  gentleman  in  error  when  he  sc>eaks 
of  the  tidelands  cut  to  the  3-mile  limit? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes.  There  is  no  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  those  who  oppose 
this  bill  to  say  that  they  are  taking  any- 
thing from  the  States  that  are  called 
tidelands.  Beween  low-water  mark  and 
high-water  mark  is  proverbially  called 
tidelands.  This  bill  is  called  the  tide- 
lands  bill.  That  is  a  misnomer.  The  bill 
has  nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  the 
.so-called  tidelands.  This  bill  has  to  do 
With  the  lands  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark  outside  of  tidelands.  So  that 
the  sand  and  gravel  interests  can  take 
all  they  want  out  of  the  shores  anywhere 
between  the  low-water  mark  and  the 
high-water  mark,  provided  they  own  or 
lea.se  or  have  rights  in  the  adjoining 
uplands  adjoining  the  tidelands. 

Mr.  YATES.  Is  it  not  an  additional 
fact  that  the  sand  and  gravel  business  is 
probably  conducted  on  inland  waters 
which  belong  to  the  State  of  New  York? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Quite  so.  There  may 
be  some  activities  elsewhere.  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana.  • 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  understood  the  ques- 
tion of  the  gentleman's  colleague  from 
New  York  to  involve  what  the  gentle- 
man called  the  tidelands  area,  beyond 
the  low-water  mark.  What  is  the  gen- 
tleman's answer  to  his  question? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  presume  the  contract- 
ors in  New  York  can  get  all  the  sand  and 
gravel  they  want  in  the  tidelands  be- 
tween the  low-water  mark  and  the  high- 
water  mark. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  He  referred  to  other 
lands.  What  is  the  gentleman's  answer 
to  that  question? 

Mr.  CELLER.  He  may  refer  to  other 
lands,  but  as  to  other  lands  the  con- 
tractors taking  out  sand  and  gravel 
might  have  to  get  permission  from  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BOGGS.     That  is  your  answer? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Yes. 

Furthermore,  it  is  well  to  know  the 
value  of  this  national  heritage  of  oil 
which  is  being  given  to  the  various 
coastal  States.  The  inland  States,  I 
think,  would  be  Interested  in  the  value 
of  these  lands,  and  in  the  value  of  the 
minerals  underneath  these  lands.  The 
minority  report  contains  some  very  in- 
teresting figures  with  regard  to  that, 
and  you  will  find  those  figures  on  page 
115  of  the  general  report,  the  second 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2507 


page  of  the  minority  report.  The  proven 
reserves  total  $1,230,000,000.  The  poten- 
tial reser/es  out  to  the  Continental  Shelf 
of  those  three  States.  California.  Texas 
and  Louisiana,  go  up  as  high  sis  $42,265.- 
000,000.  A  rather  tidy  sima.  Certainly 
we  cannot  hand  that  wealth  to  three 
States  without  greatest  objection  and 
remonstrance. 

Here  is  an  interesting  table  outlining 
these  petroleum  resources  by  barrels  and 
dollars: 

Estimated  value  of  Uniied  States  offshore  oil 
resources 

PftOVXM     RESXBVX8 
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. 
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4,  UW),  tMI.  000 
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T2.  500.  (DKI.  0(X) 
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uil  Jiriivs. 

This  is  only  the  beginning,  may  I  say 
to  the  members  of  this  committee.    The 
raid  will  not  stop  with  the  quitclaiming 
of  this  offshore  oil  to  the  States.    The 
arguments  are  going  to  run  this  way: 
If  it  is  logical  to  turn  over  wealth  under 
marginal  seas,  then  it  is  just  as  logical 
to    turn   over   wealth    under   Federally 
owned  land  to  the  inland  States.    The 
distinguished  Senator  from  Wyoming, 
Senator  Hunt,  has  a  bill  which  is  pend- 
ing in  the  Senate  to  give  the  States  the 
minerals  under  Federal  lands.    The  Sen- 
ator points  out  that  the  United  States 
Government  got  $153  million  in  royalties 
from  oil  under  Federal  land  in  his  State 
in  20  years.    He  wants  those  future  roy- 
alties for  the  State  of  Wyoming.    The 
v.e^tern  sheep  and  cattle  growers   are 
now  casting  a  longing  eye  upon  public 
forest    and    grazing    land.    Chairman 
Butler  of  the  Senate  Interior  Committee 
threw  out  the  firs-  hint  when  during  the 
course    of    hearings,    he    remarked,    "I 
would  like  to  say  here  that  when  the 
tidelands  question  is  settled,  there  are 
plans  for  introduction  of  a  bill  which 
will  make  the  same  theory  applicable  to 
the  public  land  now  held  by  the  Federal 
Government  within  the  State."    I  can 
readily  see  that  if  California  can  get  this 
oil.  why  should  not  the  SUte  of  Wash- 


ington get  something  and  exploit  the 
timberlands  and  the  water  and  the  min- 
erals. There  is  the  famous  Rainier  Na- 
tional Park.  While  it  is  not  an  oil  bo- 
nanza like  that  under  the  marginal  seas, 
that  national  park  could  be  converted 
to  hard,  cold  cash  for  that  State. 

If  marginal  seas  belong  to  Texas  why 
cannot  the  lakes  of  Jackson  Hole — now 
protected  as  a  monument — be  tapped  by 
Wyoming  for  hydroelectric  power  and 
other  industrial  purposes? 

What  about  Mount  Hood  National 
Forest  in  Oregon?  It  just  sits  there,  like 
a  picture  postcard  to  be  stared  at.  Why 
not  saw  it  down — log  it  off  and  make 
some  money  for  Oregon  and  lumber 
groups  out  of  it? 

Let  me  read  you  significantly,  part  of 
an  article  from  the  New  Leader: 

The  opening  gun  In  the  campaign  to  weak- 
en the  Forest  Service  was  fired  by  Lawrence 
P.  Lee,  president  of  the  United  States  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce.  In  a  speech  before  the  Na- 
tional Lumber  Manufacturers'  Association 
shortly  after  election. 

Remember  that  is  the  National  Lum- 
ber Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mr.  Lee  propoaed  that  a  study  be  made 
by  Congress  by  departments,  of  the  Federal 
real  estate  Inventory,  to  the  end  that  all 
property,  which  In  the  public  Interest  Ls  best 
adapted  to  private  ownership,  be  offered  for 
sale  as  soon  as  possible  and  thus  be  placed 
on  the  tax  rolls  and  in  productive  use  by 
private  enterprise. 

Mr.  Lee  entitled  his  speech  "A  Way  Back 
To  Land  Freedom,"  but  It  was  really  a  pro- 
gram for  despoiling  public  property  and 
turning  over  assets  now  owned  by  all  the 
people  to  a  privileged  few.  It  Is  up  to  Ameri- 
cans to  keep  close  watch  on  their  property, 
whether  It  be  multipurpose  dams  (which 
former  GE  president  Charles  E.  Wilson  wants 
the  Government  to  sell  to  private  enterprise) , 
grazing  lands,  forest  lands,  or  other  valuable 
resoiu-ces.  The  land  grabbers  have  many 
stratagems  and  numerous  complaisant  Con- 
gressmen at  their  l)eck  and  call.  We  must 
keep  a  wary  eye  on  them  and  mobilize  all  our 
political  strength  IX  we  are  to  thwart  their 
schemes. 

Well,  it  has  gotten  so  far  that  in  the 
New  York  State  Legislature  recently, 
someone  suggested  selling  West  Point. 
Think  of  it.  A  legislator  said  it  could  be 
sold  for  $20  million  to  a  boys'  private 
prep  school.  Also  I  understand,  but  I 
am  not  sure  about  this,  that  the  attorney 
general  from  Kentucky — I  hope  the  Rep- 
resentative from  the  State  of  Kentucky 
will  let  me  know  whether  this  is  so  or 
not — that  the  attorney  general  of  that 
State  even  began  to  size  up  his  State's 
possible  claim  to  the  gold  ingots  buried 
in  Fort  Knox. 

Apparently  the  raid  is  on.  This  Is 
the  season  for  plunder. 

In  South  Dakota  a  wealthy  promoter 
of  carnivals  and  medicine  shows  nego- 
tiated at  Pierre,  the  capital  of  the  State, 
for  exclusive  rights  to  charge  admission 
for  viewing  the  carved  heads  of  Lincoln, 
Washington,  Jefferson.  ai;id  Teddy  Roose- 
velt at  Mount  Rushmore. 

Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  apparently  they 
are  going  to  put  everything  that  Uncle 
Sam  has  of  value  on  the  auction  block, 
and  they  are  going  to  sell  everything  to 
the  highest  bidder.  This  is  the  season 
for  easy  pickings.  I  would  not  be  sur- 
prised that  somebody  will  come  forward 
with  a  proposal  that  we  auction  off  the 


Post  OflBce  Department  to  the  highest 
bidder. 

This  offshore-mineral-deposits  legisla- 
tion has  surely  started  some  queer  she- 
nanigans. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  again  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
yield  4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Forrester]  for  the  piur- 
pose  of  asking  a  question. 

Will  the  gentleman  state  his  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  ask  the  gentleman  to  refer  to 
page  15  of  H.  R.  2948  as  considered  by 
the  full  committee  last  week,  and  I  call 
the  .gentleman's  attention  particularly 
to  the  language  on  that  page  reading : 

Provided,  however.  That  within  90  days 
from  the  effective  date  hereof  (I)  the  lessee 
shall  pay  to  the  State  or  Its  grantee  Issuing 
such  lease  all  rents,  royalties,  and  other  siuns 
payable  between  June  5,  1950,  and  the  effec- 
tive date  hereof,  under  such  lease  and  the 
laws  of  the  Stat*  issuing  or  whose  grantee 
issued  such  lease,  except  such  rents,  royalties, 
and  other  sums  as  have  been  paid  to  the 
State,  Its  grantee,  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States 
and  not  refunded  to  the  lessee. 

The  above  quotations  are  on  page  15, 
beginning  with  the  word  "provided," 
that  word  being  the  last  word  on  line  12, 
and  the  above  quoted  language  begin- 
ning with  that  word  "provided"  con- 
tinues through  line  20  and  includes  the 
language  on  line  21.  stopping  with  the 
semicolon  after  the  word  "lessee." 

The  above  quoted  language  appears  in 
the  bill.  H.  R.  4198,  now  pending  before 
us.  on  page  7  beginning  with  the  word 
"provided."  on  line  13  and  ending  with 
the  semicolon  after  the  word  "lessee"  on 
line  22. 

The  gentleman  will  recall  that  in  our 
committee  meeting  I  called  attention  to 
the  committee  that  the  Coastal  Petro- 
leimi  Co.,  Inc..  was  the  lessee  under  two 
leases  from  the  board  of  trustees  of  the 
Florida    Internal    Improvement    Fund, 
under  which  leases  the  Coastal  Petro- 
leum Co.,  Inc..  was  given  the  right  to 
explore  and  extract  oil  from  the  tide- 
lands  along  the  Gulf  Coast  of  Florida; 
that  in  view  of  the  then  pending  tide- 
lands  cases,  a  provision  was  inserted  in 
the  leases  allowing  the  Coastal  Petro- 
leiun  Co.,  Inc..  an  abatement  in  rentals 
to  the  extent  that  the  areas  under  those 
leases  might  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court's  deci- 
sion in  those  cases;  and  on  December  20, 
1949,  the  trustees  of  the  Florida  Internal 
Improvement  Fund  passed  a  resolution 
abating  the  rentals  on  areas  which  had, 
in  fact,  been  adversely  afifected  by  the 
decisions  of  the  said  Supre'hie  Court  in 
the  tidelands  cases;  and  that  on  March 
7,  1950,  the  trustees  of  the  Florida  Inter- 
nal Improvement  Fund  adopted  a  mo- 
tion crediting  rentals  paid  on  such  areas 
by  the  said  Coastal  Petroleum  Co.,  Inc.. 
before  the  passage  of  the  resolution  just 
described,   to   future   rentals   on   other 
lands  which  had  not  been  adversely  af- 
fected by  those  decisions. 

The  gentleman  will  further  recall  that 
I  asked  our  committee  if  the  language  I 
have  quoted  above  would  endanger  any 
abatements  made  to  lessees  by  the 
States?    And  that,  was  the  above  quoted 
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langiiage  in  any  way  auUiorized  to  over- 
ride any  such  abatements,  for  the  rea- 
son that  if  It  did  so  authorize  that  I 
wanted  to  offer  an  amendment  to  pro- 
vide that  "any  rents,  royalties,  and  other 
sums  as  have  been  abated  by  any  State, 
or  its  grantee,  or  otherwise  dealt  with 
any  existing  agreements  between  any 
State,  or  Its  grantee  and  the  lessee,  was 
and  is  excepted."  I  ask  the  gentleman 
if  he  recalls  that  it  was  agreed  by  the 
committee  that  no  such  amendment  was 
necessary,  and  that  under  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  the  present  bill  that  any 
and  all  abatements  or  rents  and  royal- 
ties heretofore  made  by  any  of  the  States 
to  any  lessee  would  be  binding,  and  that 
such  abatement  proceedings  would  firm- 
ly stand  as  against  any  provisions  in  this 
bill,  and  that  the  provisions  in  this  bill 
apply  only  to  rents  and  royalties  as  might 
be  due  and  which  have  not  been  abated 
or  released  from  payment  by  the  con- 
tracting State  by  and  through  its  proper 
agents  or  authorities,  and  that  this  bill 
will  be  so  construed? 

I  ask  the  gentleman  if  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  committee,  by  the  lan- 
guage quoted  above,  to  simply  provide 
that  any  such  payments  provided  in  any 
contracts  by  the  States  and  any  lessee, 
which  have  not  been  modified  or  abated 
by  the  State  heretofore,  are  the  ones  that 
the  committee  was  legislating  upon. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  answer  to  the 
question  is.  "Yes." 

Mr.  FORRESTER.     I  appreciate  that. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The   time   of   the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  RILEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  have 
uniformly  supported  similar  measures 
which  have  been  before  this  body  during 
my  service  here. 

All  of  us  agree  that  some  kind  of  ac- 
tion on  this  subject  is  necessary.  The 
only  question  is  as  to  the  kind  of  bill 
we  should  pass.  The  hands  of  the  States 
are  tied  because  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  California.  Louisi- 
ana, and  Texas  cases.  The  hands  of 
the  Federal  Government  are  tied  because 
of  the  absence  of  authority  to  develop,  or 
lease  for  development,  the  resources  in 
the  lands  confiscated  on  its  behalf  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  The  issue  should  be 
settled  so  that  the  lands  in  question 
might  be  developed  without  further  con- 
fusion and  strife. 

In  the  beginning  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment owned  no  land.  Such  land  as  it 
owns  has  been  acquired  primarily  by 
purchase  or  by  grants  from  the  States. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Revolution, 
each  of  the  Original  Thirteen  States  be- 
came the  absolute  owner  of  all  lands  be- 
neath the  tidal  and  navigable  waters 
within  its  boundaries,  except  such  por- 
tions, if  any.  as  had  previously  been 
granted  out  by  the  former  sovereign. 
These  lands  were  not  surrendered  to  the 
Federal  Government  by  the  Constitution 
or  otherwise.  Had  any  doubt  existed, 
and  none  did  until  recently,  the  10th 
amendment  should  have  set  it  at  rest. 


The  10th  amendment  was  thought  to  be 
the  answer  to  the  widespread  fear,  prev- 
alent at  the  time  of  its  adoption,  that  the 
Federal  Government  might  attempt  to 
exercise  powers  which  had  not  l)een 
granted  to  it.  Recent  developments 
have  shown  that  those  fears  were  not 
groundless. 

That  the  Federal  Government  is  a 
government  of  delegated  powers  is  too 
well  established  to  require  comment. 
And  I  submit  as  incapable  of  being  suc- 
cessfully attacked  the  following  proposi- 
tion :  That  since  the  sovereign  powers  en- 
joyed by  the  Federal  Government  were 
derived  from  the  States  and  expressly 
limited  by  the  10th  amendment,  its  sov- 
ereign rights  can  rise  no  higher  and  can 
have  no  greater  effect  than  those  powers 
which  were  delegated  to  it. 

Prior  to  1937  no  one  questioned  that 
the  lands  under  consideration  were 
owned  by  the  States.  The  Orisiinal 
Thirteen  States  owned  their  .submersed 
lands  by  virtue  of  the  titles  acquired  at 
the  end  of  the  Revolution.  That  the 
States  subsequently  admitted  into  the 
Union  were  admitted  on  an  equal  foctini? 
has  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  in 
cases  too  numerous  to  mention. 

For  more  than  150  years  prior  to  the 
California  case,  the  States  had  been  in 
possession  of  and  had  been  usini;  these 
lands  in  good  faith.  I  am  informed  that, 
prior  to  the  decision  in  that  case,  there 
were  53  other  Supreme  Court  decisions 
and  244  deci.sions  by  State  and  Federal 
courts  which  held  that  the  States  owned 
all  lands  beneath  the  navigable  waters 
within  their  territorial  jurisdiction, 
whether  inland  or  seaward.  On  the 
strength  of  this  authority,  the  States 
have  in  good  faith  encouraged  and  reg- 
ulated the  development  of  the  natural 
resources  found  in  the  seas  and  lands 
lying  thereunder  within  their  bound- 
aries. They  have  granted  permission  or 
leases  for  the  construction  oi  piers,  docks, 
and  other  shore  structures  and  for  the 
filling  in  and  reclamation  of  submerged 
lands.  During  all  the.se  decades  in  whicli 
the  States  exercised  all  the  rights  of 
sovereignty  over  these  lands,  no  doubt 
was  expressed  as  to  the  fact  that  the 
States  owned  these  areas  just  as  com- 
pletely and  just  as  surely  as  they  did  in- 
land properties.  It  was  only  upon  the 
discovery  that  valuable  oil  deposits  were 
contained  in  these  lands  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  showed  any  interest  in 
claiming  them. 

That  it  was  the  settled  law  of  the  land 
that  the  lands  now  in  controversy  be- 
longed to  the  States  is  further  borne  out 
by  the  fact  that  numerous  grants  of 
submerged  lands  outside  of  inland  waters 
have  been  made  by  the  States  to  Ihe  Fed- 
eral Government.  Would  the  Federal 
Government  have  gone  through  the  steps 
necessary  to  accept  a  conveyance  of  land 
from  a  State  if  it  had  not  believed  that 
the  land  was  owned  by  the  State? 

Since  this  controversy  arose,  much 
propaganda  has  been  circulated  to  the 
effect  that  only  a  few  States  are  affected 
That  is  not  true.  The  principle  involved 
in  the  decisions  which  this  bill  will  cor- 
rect affects  the  sovereign  interest  of 
every  State  in  the  Union.  I  am  told  that 
though  various  interpretations  of  the 
tidelands  cases  have  been  made,  the  vast 


majority  of  the  lawyers  of  this  country 
agree  that  these  decisions  cast  a  definite 
cloud  up>on  title  to  vast  areas  of  lands 
under  the  inland  waters  within  the 
boundaries  of  all  the  States.  And  I  have 
heard  grave  doubts  expressed  by  my 
friends  from  the  Middle  West  as  to  the 
title  to  lands  under  and  lands  reclaimed 
from  the  Great  Lakes. 

Though  my  own  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina has  no  commercial  oil  fields,  it  is 
vitally  interested  in  the  question  in- 
volved. In  South  Carolina  we  have  461 
square  miles  of  submerged  lands  under 
inland  waters  and  561  square  miles  of 
submerged  lands  under  the  marginal 
seas.  Structures  erected  into  the  ocean 
as  well  as  the  mineral  deposits  under  the 
waters  are  affected  by  the  decisions  in 
the  tidelands  cases.  In  1948.  the  Su- 
preme Court  ruled,  in  the  case  of  Toomer 
against  Wit.sell  (334  U.  S.  385  >.  that  the 
power  of  South  Carolina  to  regulate  fish- 
ing in  the  marginal-.sea  area  within  its 
boundaries  could  be  exercised  only  in  the 
ab.'-ence  of  a  conflicting  Federal  claim. 
The  basis  of  this  holding  was  the  deci- 
sion in  the  Cahfornia  case. 

The  fishing  industry  is  already  impor- 
tant in  my  State  and  offers  promise  of 
becoming  a  great  industry.  But  the 
power  of  the  State  to  regulate  it  is  at 
present  at  the  mercy  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  might  add.  in  discussing  my  State's 
interest  in  this  subject,  that  the  attorney 
general  of  South  Carolina  was  one  of  the 
45  attorneys  general  who  filed  briefs 
amicu.se  curiae  in  tlie  California  case  to 
support  California  b  defen.>^e  and  to  op- 
pose the  a.s>ertions  of  power  made  by  the 
Federal  Government. 

The  issue  before  us  today  is  not  one  of 
oil,  though  there  are  tliose  who  would 
have  us  believe  that.  The  issue  goes 
much  further  than  oil.  The  Courts 
opinions  arc  certainly  not  limited  to  oil. 
The  problem  before  us  is  as  broad  as  the 
Courts  decisions  and  the  intentions, 
present  or  future,  of  the  Federal  depart- 
ment.s. 

If  the  Federal  Government  can  take 
oil  lands  in  coastal  States,  it  can  do  so  in 
inland  States.    If  it  can  take  oil,  it  can 
take  any  otlier  resource.     There  is  no 
limit  to  the  potential  areas  of  exploita- 
tion which  have  been  opened  up  for  the 
Federal  Government  by  the  decisions  in 
the  tidelands  cases.     To  say   that  this 
pos.sibility  1.S  far-fetched  is  no  answer.    It 
IS  no  more  far-fetched  than  the  claims 
made  and  upheld  in  the  California.  Loui- 
siana, and  Texas  ca.ses.     Nor  is  it  suffi- 
cient to  answer  by  saying  that  Federal 
officials  have  expressly  denied  the  inten- 
tion of  exerting  any  further  claims.     If 
one  Attorney  Gt  neral  can  justify  the  po- 
sition of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  tidelands  on  the  ground   that  the 
question  had  not  previously  been  raised, 
may  not  another  Attorney  General  make 
the  same  justification   in   filing  a  test 
case  involving  inland  waters?    The  fact 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  not  as 
yet  advanced  such  a  claim  is  certainly  no 
protection    to   the    States.     Under   the 
holding  in  the  California  case,  officers  of 
one  administration  can  no  more  legally 
waive  the  rights  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  other  lands  or  resources  other 
than    oil    by    disclaiming    any    interest 
therein  than  could  their  predecessors  in 


195S 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2509 


office  legally  waive  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's paramount  rights  over  the  oil  by 
ruling  that  the  submerged  lands  be- 
longed to  the  States. 

As  I  understand  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  California  case,  it 
was  based  on  two  grounds:  First,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  United  States  for  the 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs;  and,  second, 
Its  responsibility  for  national  defense 
and  the  need  of  oil  therefor.  The  Court 
assumed  that  the  natural  resources  in 
these  lands  and  waters  might  be  vital  to 
the  national  defense  and  that  they  might 
become  involved  in  international  nego- 
tiations conducted  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment with  other  nations. 

I  fail  to  see  how  national  representa- 
tion in  foreign  affairs  implies  national 
ownership.  The  Federal  Government 
represents  the  whole  Nation  in  interna- 
tional affairs,  but  that  does  not  require 
that  the  Federal  Government  must  own 
everything  entering  into  such  affairs. 

Nor  am  I  able  to  see  how  the  Federal 
Government's  responsibility  to  protect 
the  shores  can  give  it  rights  heretofore 
Identified  with  the  ownership  of  those 
shores.  It  does  not  follow  that  because 
the  Federal  Government  is  empowered 
to  maintain  a  navy  and  to  provide  for 
the  national  defense  it  can  appropriate 
to  Itself  property  owned  either  by  States 
or  individuals.  If  certain  properties  are 
essential  for  governmental  use  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  these  powers,  the  Government 
may  acquire  them  under  its  power  of 
eminent  domain.  But  this  involves  due 
process  of  law  and  the  payment  of  just 
compensation  as  required  by  the  fifth 
amendment.  The  mere  existence  of 
need,  no  matter  how  great,  can  never 
justify  a  circumvention  of  the  fifth 
amendment. 

Justice  Frankfurter  in  his  dissent  in 
the  California  case  said: 

The  needs  of  defense  »nd  foreign  affairs 
Rlone  cannot  transfer  ownership  of  an  ocean 
bed  from  a  State  to  the  Federal  Government 
any  more  than  they  could  transfer  Iron  ore 
under  uplands  from  Stat*  to  Federal  own- 
ership. National  responsibility  Is  no  greater 
In  respect  to  the  marginal  sea  than  It  Is 
toward  every  other  particle  of  American  ter- 
ritory. 

Justice  Reed  in  his  dissent  in  the  same 
case  said: 

This  ownership  In  California  would  not 
Interfere  In  any  way  with  the  need  or  rights 
of  the  United  States  In  war  or  peace.  The 
power  of  the  United  States  U  plenary  over 
these  underseas  lands  precisely  as  It  Is  over 
every  river,  farm,  mine,  and  factory  of  the 
Nut  Tun. 

If  the  principle  established  in  the  tide- 
lands  cases  is  permitted  to  stand  un- 
challenged, the  Federal  Government  can, 
with  the  aid  of  an  overzealous  Supreme 
Court,  invade  and  appropriate  unto  itself 
l)roperty  almost  without  limitation  as 
well  as  powers  and  rights  historically 
and  by  the  Constitution  reserved  to  and 
exercised  by  the  States. 

In  arriving  at  its  decision  In  the  Cali- 
fornia case,  the  Supreme  Court  evaded 
all  iLs  prior  jurisprudence  on  the  subject 
of  tidal  ownershlD  by  each  State  for  its 
.•sovereign  people  and  Its  often  repeated 
decisions  that  the  Original  Thirteen 
States  absolutely  owned  all  their  navig- 
able waters  and  the  soils  under  them  for 


the  common  use  of  the  sovereign  people 
of  each  State,  subject  only  to  the  rights 
surrendered  by  the  Constitution  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and  that  all  States 
subsequently  admitted  to  the  Union  suc- 
ceeded to  the  same  ownership  and  rights 
of  sovereignty.  No  State  has  denied  the 
PMDwer  of  the  Federal  Gtovernment  over 
the  navigable  waters  of  the  Nation  that 
exists  by  virtue  of  its  pwwers  to  regulate 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce  and  to 
provide  for  the  national  defense.  But 
the  existence  of  these  E>owers  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  is  not  inconsistent  with 
State  ownership  of  the  lands  below  the 
navigable  waters  and  should  not  be  used 
as  a  basis  for  changing  the  original 
ownership  of  these  lands  from  the  States 
to  the  Federal  Grovernment. 

The  issue  before  us  today  has  been 
clouded  by  the  interjection  of  Federal 
aid  to  education  as  a  rallying  post  around 
which  to  gather  opposition  to  the  bill. 
The  desirability  of  such  aid  for  schools 
is  itself  a  controversial  issue  upon  which 
so  far  as  I  know,  the  Congress  has  never 
affirmatively  expressed  itself.  But  even 
if  we  assume  the  nobility  and  the  de- 
sirability of  Federal  aid  to  education,  it 
has  no  place  in  the  solution  of  this  prob- 
lem. 

The  issue  before  us  is  a  fundamental 
one  of  States  rights  and  of  basic  princi- 
ples. The  principle  established  by  the 
tidelands  decisions  is  far  reaching  and 
transcends  all  questions  as  to  the  value 
of  oil  or  other  pror>erties  Involved. 

Our  duty  in  my  opinion  is  clear.  We 
must  do  what  is  right  as  the  light  of  his- 
tory has  shown  us  what  is  right.  We 
must  counteract  this  step  which  has  been 
taken  toward  nationalization  of  our  re- 
sources and  further  centralization  of 
power  in  our  Federal  Government.  We 
must  show  the  Nation  that  Congress 
still  has  sufficient  power,  as  the  Constitu- 
tion intended,  to  remedy  errors  by  the 
courts  and  the  executive  branch  when 
the  results  are  such  as  to  circumvent, 
ignore,  or  run  roughshod  over  the  Con- 
stitution and  when  the  results  are  such 
as  to  bring  about  substantial  injustices 
such  as  were  brought  about  by  the  tide- 
lands  decisions.  We  must  affirm  for  all 
time  the  unwritten  law  under  which  we 
have  operated  for  so  many  years.  A 
proper  regard  for  States  rights  and  for 
property  rights  requires  that  this  bill  be 
passed. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Wn.soN]. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  10  additional  min- 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Wilson]  is  recognized 
for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, for  15  or  16  years  now  we  have 
heard  much  talk  and  argument  about 
the  so-called  tidelands  bill.  "Tidelands," 
of  course,  is  a  misnomer,  for  as  previ- 
ously stated,  it  refers  only  to  that  strip 
of  land  between  the  low  and  high  water 
marks.  Why,  except  for  the  sake  of 
brevity,  the  bill  is  called  the  tidelands 
bill,  I  do  not  know.  There  has  been 
more  propaganda,  more  untruths,  and 
more  misstatements  made  about  this 
and  other  bills  on  the  subject  than  I 


think  have  ever  been  made  about  any 
legislation  pending  before  this  Congress 
at  least  since  I  have  been  here,  and  this 
is  the  seventh  year  I  have  been  here. 

I  heard  a  man  on  television  a  few  days 
ago — he  was  a  Member  of  the  other 
body — say  that  there  were  some  several 
trillions  of  dollars  involved  in  these  tide- 
lands.  That  is  a  figment  of  somelxxiy's 
imagination.  Nobody  knows  how  much 
oil  is  beneath  the  sea  beyond  the  bounda- 
ries of  the  States;  nobody  could  possibly 
know  how  much  oil  is  under  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  or  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf.  Geologists  and  others  have  said 
that  they  estimated,  based  upon  the 
showings  in  the  salt  dome  formations 
that  have  been  explored,  that  there  is 
somewhere  between  twenty  and  forty 
billion  dollars  worth  of  oil  and  gas  in 
that  territory.  That  is  a  pure  guess,  but 
I  think  all  this  talk  is  thrown  out  for 
one  purpose,  and  that  is  to  take  your 
minds  and  the  minds  of  the  Members  of 
the  other  body  from  the  facts,  to  drive 
you  away  from  the  facts  so  that  you  will 
be  laboring  under  the  impression  that 
you  will  never  have  to  vote  any  more 
taxes  if  you  will  just  get  these  tidelands 
regardless  of  how  you  get  them. 

There  are  several  different  groups  who 
believe  the  money  should  be  placed  in 
the  Treasury  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
various  purposes.  I  think  this  is  a  good 
bill;  I  think  the  facts  will  demonstrate 
to  those  of  you  who  are  open  and  fair- 
minded,  the  facts  will  demonstrate  this 
bill  to  be  a  good  bill.  How  anyone  could 
make  the  statement  that  this  is  a  give- 
away, as  far  as  the  facts  of  many  of  the 
cotistal  States  are  concerned  and  many 
of  the  Great  Lakes  States,  and  be  within 
the  facts,  I  do  not  understand. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  will  yield 
later. 

Texas  gained  its  independence  in  1836 
by  force  of  arms.  In  1836  immediately 
after  gaining  its  independence  it  openly 
and  notoriously  proclaimed  that  it  owned 
as  a  part  of  its  public  domain  the  area 
3  leagues  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  be- 
ginning at  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande, 
3  leagues  from  shore  and  ending  at  the 
border  of  Louisiana.  Nobody  ever  con- 
tested that  claim  while  it  was  a  republic 
and  a  free  nation  for  10  years. 

When  the  Federal  Government,  the 
association  of  States,  asked  Texas  to  be- 
come a  member,  and  Texas  wanted  to 
become  a  member,  the  Congress  adopted 
a  resolution  the  words  of  which  are  very 
plain.  I  inserted  these  words  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record  some  little  time  ago 
and  will  not  take  the  time  to  read  all  of 
them  now.  But  it  provided  that  Texas 
should  keep  its  public  domain  and  would 
pay  its  debts  of  $10  million.  Texas  paid 
its  debt  of  $10  million.  This  joint  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  Congress,  which 
was  in  effect  a  treaty,  has  been  recog- 
nized since  that  time  and  was  never 
questioned  by  any  man  until  Secretary 
Ickes  questioned  the  matter  with  respect 
to  all  the  coastal  States. 

Many  statements  have  been  made,  one 
by  my  former  distinguished  chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  that  he 
could  not  vmderstand  the  provision  in 
this  bill  permitting  the  States  to  tax  in 
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the  outer  Continental  Shelf.  Let  me 
read  you  section  189  of  the  Federal  Leas- 
ing Act  which  applies  to  all  of  the  Fed- 
eral domain  of  all  of  the  Western  States, 
now  known  as  the  reclamation  States. 
I  will  only  read  the  section  with  respect 
to  taxes : 

Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed 
or  held  to  affect  the  rights  of  the  States  or 
other  local  authority  to  exercise  any  rights 
which  they  may  have,  including  the  right  to 
levy  and  collect  taxes  on  improvements,  the 
output  of  mines  and  other  rights  or  assets  oX 
any  lessee  of  the  United  States. 

What  will  this  area  become  if  this  bill 
Is  passed  and  finally  endorsed  by  the 
President?  It  will  become  the  public 
domain  of  the  United  States.  That  is. 
that  area  outside  of  the  historical  bound- 
aries of  the  States  will  become  the  public 
domain  of  the  United  States.  What  is 
this  land  that  we  find  in  the  reclamation 
States  of  the  West?  It  is  the  public 
domain  of  the  United  States. 

Under  section  189  of  the  Federal  Leas- 
ing Act  you  even  give  local  governments, 
any  political  subdivision,  the  right  to  tax. 
Some  member  in  committee  asked :  Why 
should  the  contiguous  States  have  the 
right  to  tax?  As  you  know,  the  families 
of  these  men  who  are  out  on  these  large 
derricks  built  upon  steel  piling — many 

♦*  times  100  to   150  men  work  out  there 

when  they  drill  these  wells — live  on  the 
shore,  they  live  in  the  abutting  or  con- 
tiguous States.  These  families  use  the 
schools,  roads,  fire  and  police  depart- 
ments, and  have  all  of  the  prerogatives  as 
any  other  citizen.  Is  it  not  just  as  fair 
for  the  abutting  States  to  be  allowed  to 

'   :  assess  some  kind  of  tax,  and  this  bill 

limits  it  to  a  severance  or  production  tax, 
which  would  be  a  tax  entirely  upon  the 
lessee  after  he  severs  the  oil?  Is  it  not 
just  as  fair  to  oermit  those  abutting 
States  to  collect  a  little  tax  in  order  to 
reimburse  themselves  for  carrying  on 
these  services  which  are  received  by  these 
people  employed  to  explore  this  area? 
Is  it  not  just  as  fair  for  these  States  to 
be  able  to  do  it  as  it  is  for  the  western 
reclamation  States?  I  cannot  see  the 
difference.  If  there  is  any  difference  I 
cannot  see  it. 

There  has  been  a  lot  of  confusion  about 
3   leagues,  9   nautical   miles,   and   10 '2 
miles.    If  you  will  refer  to  your  proper 
dictionaries,  you  will  see  that  a  league 
Is  3 '2  land  miles,  and  the  9  nautical 
miles,  which  is  referred  to  by  nautical 
people,  is  also  10^2  miles.     So  what  ap- 
pears to  be  confusing  is  only  the  use  of 
different  terms  describing  the  same  area. 
As  was  stated  by  the  gentleman  from 
l/juisiana  [Mr.  Willis  1.  this  bill  deals 
with  the  inner  Continental  Shelf  which  is 
out  to  the  historical  boundaries  of  the 
several   States,   and   contrary   to  what 
many  of  the  opponents  of  this  bill  say 
when  they  try  to  lead  you  to  believe  that 
this  is  just  a  steal  on  the  part  of  Texas 
Louisiana,   and   Cahfornia,  they  forget 
about  all  the  other  States  as  was  stated 
this   morning   by   the   gentleman   from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson],    Their 
claim,  the  claim  of  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, predates  any  claim  Texas  has. 
I  think  he  is  entirely  right  when  he  says 
he  would  not  give  up  1  inch  of  the  terri- 
tory of  Massachusetts  for  any  amount  of 


money,  and  that  Is  the  way  we  feel  In 
Texas.  You  are  not  giving  us  anything 
in  this  bill.  We  have  owned  this  prop- 
erty since  before  1836  and  we  obtained  it 
by  right  of  arms.  We  gained  it  when 
we  gained  our  independence  and  as- 
serted a  claim  to  it.  What  did  the  Fed- 
eral Government  do  2  years  after  1846 
when  Texas  came  into  the  Union  except 
enter  into  an  international  treaty  with 
Mexico.  With  regard  to  the  boundary 
between  this  country  at  the  border  of 
Texas,  after  Texas  t)ecame  a  State,  in 
the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo,  these 
words  are  used.  Thi.s  treaty  was  entered 
into  in  1848  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  the  Government  of  Mexico: 
The  boundary  line  between  the  two  Re- 
publics shall  commence  In  the  Gulf  nf 
Mexico  3  leagues  from  land  opposite 
the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande  River,  other- 
wise called  Rio  Grande  del  Norte,  or  opp<jslte 
the  mouth  of  its  deepest  branch,  if  it  should 
have  more  than  one  branch  emptying 
directly  into  the  sea. 

They  recognized  in  1948,  2  years  after 
Texas  became  a  State  of  the  Union,  that 
3  leagues  was  also  the  starting  point  of 
the  boundary  between  Mexico  and  the 
United  States.  That,  of  cour.se.  shows 
that  the  joint  resolution  adopted  by  Con- 
gress in  bringing  Texas  into  the  Union 
also  recognized  the  boundary  at  the  same 
point. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  can  understand  the 
gentleman's  claim  concei-ning  the  State 
of  Texas  but  I  would  like  for  you  to  tell 
this  Committee  from  what  source  and 
when  did  the  Thirteen  Oriiiinal  Colonies 
obtain  title  to  the  marginal  sea.  the  3- 
mile  Umit  from  the  low-water  mark  sea- 
ward? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  gentle- 
man was  here  when  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Nicholson  J  gave  his 
answer;  was  he  not? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  did  not  touch  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman to  consult  the  Members  here 
from  those  States. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Well.  I  want  to  know. 
They  do  not  have  any  title  at  all. 

Mr.   WILSON  of  Texas.      Now.  it  is 
very  important  that  this  matter  be  set- 
tled once  and  for  all.     It  is  important 
not  only  to  Texas.  Louisiana,  and  Cali- 
fornia,  but  every   State   in   the   Union. 
every    coastal    State    and    every    Great 
Lakes  State,  and  it  is  important  also  that 
the  inland  States  have  this  bill  passed, 
not  that  they  will  get  anything  out  of 
the  coastal  part  of  it,  but  that  the  in- 
land  waters  and   their  lake   beds  and 
their  river  bottoms  be  settled  for  all  time 
to  come.     It  is  important  that  this  area, 
which  is  rich  in  oil  and  other  minerals! 
many  of  which   minerals  we   may   not 
even  know  exist,  be  developed  and  de- 
veloped at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
As  was  stated  by  Chairman  Reed,  de- 
velopment in  his  area  is  now  practically 
at  a  standstill    As  a  matter  of  fact. 
Texas  was  enjoined  June  5,  1950,  from 
accepting  any  further  money.    This  bill 
ratifies  and  confirms  the  leases  that  have 


been  made  by  the  various  States  to  this 
area  within  their  boundaries,  also  rati- 
fies those  leases  entered  into  on  the 
outer  continental  shelf.  These  oil  com- 
panies at  their  own  peril  will  not  con- 
tinue to  develop  this  area  until  they 
know  who  is  supposed  to  own  it  and  who 
they  can  get  title  from.  You  cannot 
blame  them. 

There  are  many  costal  States,  ndt  just 
Texas.  California,  and  Louisiana.  We 
talk  about  the  police  power.  Some 
Members  seem  to  be  very  afraid  of  the 
police  power.  The  police  p>ower  is  only 
that  power  that  flows  from  constituted 
society  in  an  effort  to  protect  itself  by 
its  civil  and  criminal  laws.  Do  you 
think  there  is  any  danger  in  permitting 
an  abutting  State  contiguous  to  this 
territory  to  enforce  its  criminal  laws  and 
protect  the  public  intere.st  in  that  area? 
Mr.  WILLIS,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield'' 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Loui.'-iana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Is  it  not  so  that  accord- 
inpr  to  the  very  provisions  of  this  bill  the 
police  and  even  the  taxing  power  provi- 
sion will  prevail  only  as  long  as  Congress 
does  not  invade  the  field,  and  that  could 
be  chanped  later?  * 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  That  is  abso- 
lutely true. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  The  purpose  is  a  con- 
tinuity of  the  applicable  local  laws,  the 
conservation  laws,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  That  is  abso- 
lutely true. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texa.s.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  What  is  an  abutting 
State?  Suppose  in  this  continental 
shelf  beyond  the  political  boundaries  of 
the  State  you  have  a  crew  drilling  for  oil. 
As  I  understand  the  bill  and  the  state- 
ment the  gentleman  has  previously 
made,  the  contiguous  State  would  be 
enabled  to  pa.ss  a  severance  Lax  appli- 
cable to  that  oil.  Could  not  any  State 
on  the  Gulf  claim  to  be  a  contiguous 
State  for  the  purpose  of  pas.sing  a  sever- 
ance tax.  and  who  would  determine  that 
question? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texa.s.  The  line 
would  be  drawn,  provided  the  coastline 
was  in  a  circle.  A  point  10 '2  or  3  miles 
from  the  coastline  can  always  be  estab- 
hshed.  There  is  no  trouble  about  that. 
The  courts  will  have  to  establish  where 
the  lines  are. 

Mr.  YATES.  But  suppose  this  is  a 
point  15.  20.  or  25  miles  out? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Extend  the 
line  straight  on  out  to  the  end  of  the 
continental  shelf. 

Mr.  YATES.  Which  State  would  have 
the  power  and  which  State  would  deter- 
mine it? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  abutting 
State  would  have  the  power  if  the  line 
were  extended. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  bill  actually  provides  the  hne  would 
be  drawn  by  the  Secretary  ol  the  Inte- 
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rior?  That  meets  the  objection  Just 
raised. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    That  Is  right. 

This  bill,  or  a  bill  with  language  very 
similar,  has  been  passed  twice  by  this 
Hou.se  by  an  overwhelming  majority. 
The  last  time  I  l)elieve  the  vote  was  265 
to  109.  Before  that  I  think  this  bill 
pas.sed  by  a  much  larger  majority.  Both 
Hou.ses  of  the  Congress  have  always  rec- 
oLinized  the  importance  of  this  legisla- 
tion to  the  country,  internationally  as 
well  as  nationally.  It  is  important  to 
Idiolect  its  natural  resources;  and,  by  the 
way.  let  me  get  to  that. 

Many  of  the  States,  some  States,  at 
least,  including  Louisiana  and  Texas — I 
am  not  certain  about  California — have 
laws  to  prevent  waste.  They  have  con- 
servation laws  to  prohibit  any  man  even 
on  his  own  private  property  from  de- 
stroying this  national  resource,  from 
abu.sing  drainage,  and  from  abusing  let- 
ling  off  the  pressure  under  the  ground 
that  brings  the  oil  to  the  surface.  It  is 
absolutely  essential  that  conservation 
laws  cover  this  territory,  othei-wise  a  few 
drillers  would  dissipate  that  great  nat- 
ural resource  which  we  need  so  badly, 
and  which  we  can  always  use  in  this 
country  in  case  of  war  or  in  p)eace. 

Just  imagine  10 '2  miles  off  the  coast 
of  Texas  in  the  Gulf,  where  1  man  has 
a  lease  and  can  drill  down,  let  us  say. 
five  or  six  thousand  feet — I  am  not 
familiar  exactly  with  the  depth  of  these 
wells. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
3  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Suppose  that 
one  oil  company  had  a  lease  out  to  the 
State  line.  10 '2  miles,  presuming  that 
title  1  and  title  2  pass,  where  the  con- 
servation laws  apply  and  where  the  Rail- 
road Commission  of  the  State  of  Texas, 
who  have  very  fairly  but  firmly  enforced 
all  conservation  laws,  provides  that  any 
operator  can  only  draw  25  or  30  barrels 
a  day  off  of  each  well.  Suppose  that 
the  Federal  Government  should  go  out 
there  and  start  a  leasing  program,  and 
lease  a  thousand  acres  of  that  land,  and 
a  man  right  outside  the  State  boundary 
would  drill  a  well  into  the  same  salt 
dome,  and  he  could  stand  there  and  draw 
25.000  barrels  a  day  if  there  was  that 
much  pressure,  bringing  the  oil  out:  he 
could  drain  that  pool  in  a  very  few 
months  or  weeks  and  destroy  all  the 
interest  in  the  rest  of  the  salt  dome  not- 
withstanding that  he  might  be  right  on 
the  edge  of  it.  and  the  main  part  of  it 
lie  within  the  State  boundaries.  I  asked 
Secretary  McKay  when  he  was  before  the 
committee  if  he  thought,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
no  conservation  laws,  that  it  was  not 
absolutely  imperative,  and  would  it  not 
be  proper  for  the  State  conservation  laws 
to  apply  in  this  area  until  the  Congress 
has  an  opportunity  to  pass  laws  govern- 
ing it.  and  he  said,  "Yes."  I  asked  him 
also  if  he  would  have  any  objection  to 
police  powers  and  taxing  powers  on  a 
purely  temporary  basis  imtil  the  Federal 
Government  preempted  the  field  by  legis- 
lation, and  he  said  he  would  not.  You 
will  find  that  in  the  hearings  on  this  bill, 
xcix 158 


Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  long  and  com- 
plicated bill,  and  I  have  only  been  able 
to  discuss  very  small  parts  of  this  entire 
matter  as  some  of  the  other  Members 
have  done,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  passed  twice  by  the  House 
by  overwhelming  majorities,  and  because 
the  bill  is  not  substantially  changed  ex- 
cept that  it  does  cut  out  37 ','2  percent  to 
be  reserved  by  the  States  under  the  Wal- 
ter bill,  I  feel  the  bill  should  pass. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  The  gen- 
tleman knows  I  am  a  layman  and  not  a 
lawyer.  But  suppose  I  came  to  you  as 
my  family  lawyer  and  told  you  that  I 
had  occupied  a  piece  of  proF>erty  and 
had  been  in  peaceful  possession  of  it 
with  no  adverse  claim  made  against  me 
for  20,  30.  or  50  years.  Would  you  tell 
me  I  had  good  title  to  it? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  certainly 
would.  That  is  if  you  had  occupied  it 
intentionally  and  openly  and  notorious- 
ly and  had  it  fenced  for  10  years,  but 
you  would  not  even  have  to  have  a  fence 
if  it  were  25  years.  All  States  have  stat- 
utes of  limitations  in  cases  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  This  is 
not  fenced,  that  is  true.  But  then  you 
would  tell  me  that  if  someone  else  moved 
in  on  me.  you  would  take  the  case  into 
the  courts  and  defend  my  title  to  the 
land? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  certainly 
would. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  And  if 
you  took  it  to  the  Supreme  Court.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  you  would  tell  me  that  they 
would  also  sustain  my  title? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  certainly 
think  they  would. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  This 
question  is  not  put  as  a  smart-aleck 
question,  but  why  then  does  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  deny 
the  State  of  Texas  the  same  right  and 
privilege  that  they  would  grant  me  as 
an  individual  citizen. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  That  is  what 
I  would  like  to  know.  I  believe  the  Su- 
preme Court  was  wrong  in  the  Tidelands 
case. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  sentiments  which  I  would 
like  to  leave  with  the  Committee  are 
those  of  a  layman  and  one  who  is  fully 
cognizant  that  on  the  Committee  there 
are  many  able  and  experienced  lawyers. 

Texas  held  undisputed  title  to  the  so- 
called  tidelands  out  to  the  traditional 
three-league  boundary  ever  since  Texas 
became  a  State,  until  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment stepped  in  with  an  adverse 
claim  less  tlian  10  years  ago.  By  its 
claim  the  Government  imdertook  to  set 
aside  a  principle  which  I  have  always 
known  as  squatters'  rights.  These  rights 
vary  somewhat  in  different  States,  but 
in  general  if  Itn  individual  has  used  and 


occupied  a  piece  of  property  for  some 
10  years  and  if  there  have  been  no  ad- 
verse claims  in  the  meantime,  he  has  a 
good  title  to  such  property.  If  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Federal  Grovemment  is  finally 
sustained  in  this  case,  it  would  seem  to 
me  that  it  would  render  doubtful  any 
title  claimed  under  squatters'  rights. 

I  have  often  noted  in  the  course  of  the 
tidelands  controversy  in  recent  years 
that  Texas  is  represented  as  trying  to 
grab  something  that  does  not  belong  to 
it.  The  Texas  position,  of  course,  is  that 
the  grab  came  the  other  way.  Texas 
had  held  peaceful  possession  for  many 
years  and  continued  to  do  so  until  the 
Federal  Government  asserted  its  claim. 

Certainly  the  Texas  position  differs 
from  that  of  any  other  State.  The 
agreement  with  the  Federal  Government 
when  Texas  became  a  State  is  perfectly 
valid  and  has  never  been  violated  by  the 
State.  Under  the  present  circiunstances 
and  without  the  passage  of  the  legisla- 
tion presently  being  considered,  it  is  the 
Federal  Goverrmient  which  has  violated 
the  contract.  The  opr>ortunity  is  before 
your  committee  to  direct  that  this  con- 
tract be  observed  just  as  a  lawyer  would 
insist  in  any  court  in  the  land  that  a 
contract  between  individuals  be  carried 
out  in  accordance  with  its  terms. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Keating!. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  on 
page  122  are  some  minority  views  of 
three  members  of  the  now  majority,  in 
which  we  differ  with  the  committee  re- 
port and  point  out  that  we  are  opf>osed 
to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  insofar  as 
they  grant  to  the  States  the  area  between 
the  low-water  mark  and  the  outer  edge 
of  the  so-called  marginal  belt  or  the  his- 
toric State  boundary.  We  believe  this 
to  be  a  windfall  to  a  few  States  at  the 
expense  of  all  the  States. 

We  do  favor  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
which  confirm  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment the  so-called  outer  Continental 
Shelf,  except  in  one  impKjrtant  respect, 
and  it  is  to  that  I  want  to  address  mysell 
briefly. 

I  am  not  luider  any  misapprehension 
about  the  likely  outcome  of  this  debate 
in  view  of  the  forceful  point  made  by  my 
good  friend  and  colleague  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Wilson]  that  this  bill  has  already 
been  passed  several  times  with  margin 
to  spare.  If  it  is  to  pass,  however,  that 
is  all  the  more  reason  for  us  to  be  sure 
that  its  provisiohs  are  sound. 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  fraught  with 
dangerous  possibihties  for  the  States  to 
have  the  right  to  tax  property  which  is 
held  to  belong  to  the  United  States  as 
is  provided  on  page  12  of  this  bilL  I  pro- 
pose at  the  appropriate  time  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  provide  expressly  that 
this  power  shall  not  be  vested  in  the 
States,  and  affirmatively  that  State  tax- 
ation laws  shall  not  apply  in  the  areas 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf.  With  all 
due  regard  for  the  opinion  of  our  able 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  related  here 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  I  feel  cer- 
tain, as  a  lawyer  and  legislator,  that  we 
should  not  include  this  State  power  in 
this  bill.  It  would  be  a  precedent  which 
this  Congress  should  never  adopt.    Nor 
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Is  the  objection  to  it  cured,  in  my  judg- 
ment, by  a  provision  that  it  shall  apply 
only  until  the  Congress  gets  ready  to  do 
something  different.  Now  is  the  time 
when  we  are  legislating  on  this  bill.  Now 
is  the  time  we  should  say  or  refuse  to  say 
that  the  abutting  States  shall  have  this 
taxing  power. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  at  this  point  in  the  Record  I 
may  be  permitted  to  include  the  text  of 
a  proposed  amendment  which  I  shall  of- 
fer when  we  are  reading  the  bill,  in  or- 
der that  the  Members  may  be  informed 
regarding  the  position  which  I  have  out- 
lined. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  text  of  this 
amendment  is  to  strike  out  the  para- 
graph on  page  12  beginning  with  line  9 
through  line  24  and  insert  in  lieu  there- 
of the  following: 

Except  to  the  extent  that  they  are  Incon- 
■Istent  with  applicable  Federal  laws  now  in 
effect  or  hereafter  enacted,  or  such  regula- 
tions aa  the  Secretary  may  adopt,  the  laws 
of  each  coastal  State  which  so  provides  shall 
be  applicable  to  that  portion  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf  which  would  be  within 
the  area  of  the  State  If  Its  boundaries  were 
extended  seaward  to  the  outer  margin  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf,  and  the  Secretary 
Bhall  determine  and  publish  lines  defining 
each  such  area  of  State  Jurisdiction:  Pro- 
vided, however.  That  State  tajcation  laws 
shall  not  apply  in  such  a-eas  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf.  The  Secretary  shall  re- 
imburse the  abutting  States  in  the  amount 
of  the  reasonable  costs  of  the  administra- 
tion of  such  laws. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  McCarthy]. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  speaker.  I 
think  there  is  a  rather  interesting  con- 
tradiction manifest  here  today.  Mary 
Pickford  out  on  the  steps  of  the  Capitol 
has  just  launched  a  program  to  raise 
some  3  or  4  billion  dollars  through  bond 
sales,  while  we  here  in  the  House  are 
in  the  act  of  giving  away  billions  of 
dollars  of  public  property.  At  least,  if 
we  stand  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  it  is  entirely  fair  to  say  that  we 
are  giving  this  area  to  the  States  that  are 
asking  for  it. 

I  would  like  to  quote  a  statement 
which  should  be  considered  in  contrast 
with  the  statement  of  President  Eisen- 
hower, which  was  read- some  time  ago. 
This  statement  was  made  on  June  16, 
1952. 

He  was  referring  to  an  earlier  state- 
ment he  had  made  on  the  tidelands 
question.  On  June  16,  Candidate  Eis- 
enhower said: 

I  did  not  know  that  there  was  a  great 
struggle  going  on  and  I  found  out  later  that 
there  was  a  Supreme  Court  decision  on  It, 
and  I  am  one  who  obeys  the  Supreme  Court. 

One  can  obey  the  Supreme  Court  I 
assume  and  still  support  this  legislation, 
but  if  one  is  going  to  obey  the  Supreme 
Court  I  think  he  should  acknowledge 
that  that  decision  of  the  Court  to  the 
effect  that  the  States  have  no  title  in 
the  submerged  lands  should  stand,  and 
we  should  then  go  on  to  decide  whether 
or  not  we  want  to  grant  title,  whether  or 
not  we  want  to  give  away,  if  you  call  it 


that,  this  land,  this  oil.  and  these  min- 
erals to  the  various  States. 

I  see  my  friend  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Nicholson]  is  here.  Earlier  today, 
I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  him 
indirectly  attack  the  Supreme  Court  urg- 
ing that  Congress  should  override  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Supreme  Court 
Is  one  of  our  great  American  institutions. 
Many  Members  of  this  House  who  ap- 
parently are  supporting  this  legislation 
thought  the  Supreme  Court  was  a  great 
institution  when  it  overrode  the  Presi- 
dent's order  by  which  he  attempted  to 
take  over  the  steel  industry  of  this  coun- 
try. This  is  the  same  court  that  made 
that  decision. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  The  gentleman 
misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  hope  I  did. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  recognize  the  Su- 
preme Court  as  one  of  the  three  coordi- 
nate branches  of  Government  in  this 
country,  but  I  do  not  have  to  fall  in  love 
with  those  who  compose  its  membeiship 
at  a  particular  time  or  make  certain 
decisions  that  have  been  handed  down. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man  will  have  to  accept  more  than  one 
decision,  though. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlenran  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Not  at  this  point; 
I  will  later. 

If  we  hold  that  the  legal  title  here  is 
really  vested  in  the  Federal  Government, 
then  we  must  establish  other  grounds 
upon  which  to  grant  title  to  the  States. 
It  has  been  argued  that  we  should  do 
so  in  equity.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
said  he  did  not  want  chanty,  so  I  suppose 
we  should  not  give  it  to  them  in  charity. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  presume  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  also  heard  the 
gentleman  from  Texas,  Mr.  Wilson, 
make  the  statement  that  there  had  been 
a  lot  of  propaganda  about  the  other 
States,  other  than  Texas.  California,  and 
Louisiana.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  this  purported  claim 
resulted  from  the  interest  of  these  three 
States  alone? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  that  is 
right. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  The  gentleman  recog- 
nizes, I  am  sure,  that  even  if  the  gentle- 
man accepts  the  Supreme  Court  decision 
in  these  cases  that  Congress  would  still 
have  to  legislate;  is  not  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  McCarthy.    Yes;  I  accept  that. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Does  the  gentleman 
deny  the  right  of  Congress  to  interpret 
or  even  to  override  a  Supreme  Court 
decision? 

Mr. MCCARTHY.  No;  I  do  not  think 
so;  I  have  not  denied  that.  But  I  do 
think  it  is  dangerous  to  say  that  we 
should  not  pay  attention  to  the  Supreme 
Court  decisions  and  that  we  should  ap- 
peal to  the  Judiciary  Committee  or  to 
the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs  for  a 
reversal  of  the  decisions. 


Mr.  BOGGS.  The  gentleman  knows 
that  Congress  has  legislated  many  times. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  accept  that  to  an 
extent,  but  the  Supreme  Court  decision 
in  this  case  was  not  based  on  statutory 
authority;  throughout  it  was  based  on 
constitutional  authority  and  upon  the 
basis  of  traditional  and  historical  argu- 
ments and  treaties. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  cannot  yield  fur- 
ther. I  have  given  more  of  my  time  now 
than  I  can  spare. 

If  we  can  assume  that  the  proponents 
of  this  bill  accept  the  decisions  of  the 
Court  to  the  effect  that  the  coastal 
States  do  not  have  title  and  ownership 
of  the  lands  beneath  the  marginal  seas, 
the  question  to  be  debated  and  settled 
then  IS  this,  of  whether  for  reasons  of 
equity,  or  of  charity,  or  for  pragmatic 
reasons,  such  as  the  more  rapid,  or  more 
orderly  development  of  these  resources, 
or  in  con-sideration  of  international  rela- 
tions and  EKJssible  international  conflicts. 
title  to  these  lands  should  be  granted  to 
the  Slates  bordering  on  the  seas,  or 
whether  title  to  these  lands  shall  remain 
With  the  Federal  Government. 

1  he  Supreme  Court  holds  that  the  oil 
and  other  minerals  in  the  submerged 
lands  belong  and  have  always  belonged 
to  the  United  States.  The  States  thus 
appear  to  have  no  sound  legal  title.  Can 
they  claim  title  on  the  basis  of  the  ordi- 
nary exl  a  legal  claims  to  ownership,  or 
occupancy,  control,  and  development,  or 
adverse  possession'  The  advocates  of 
this  traniifcr  argue  that  a  court  of  equity 
would  settle  the  question  promptly  in 
favor  of  the  person  who  had  held  p>os- 
session  of  the  land  in  good  faith  for  over 
100  years.  They  fail  to  prove  this  con- 
tention. 

The  case  in  equity  is  not  much  better 
than  the  case  for  legal  claim.  The 
States  of  the  Union  have  not  defended 
or  assumed  responsbihty  for  this  area. 

First.  They  have  not  entered  into  in- 
ternational disputes  or  international 
agreements  regarding  it.  They  would  not 
have  been  recognized  by  other  nations  if 
they  had  attempted  such  negotiations. 
Second.  They  have  not  even  claimed  title 
until  recently.  The  commonly  accepted 
definition  of  public  lands  both  by  the 
Republic  of  Texas  and  by  the  United 
States  excluded  the  submerged  lands  of 
the  marginal  sea  from  the  general  term 
"public  lands" — see  brief  for  the  United 
States  in  support  of  motion  for  judg- 
ment, United  States  against  State  of 
Texas.  October  term  1949,  pages  22-34. 
The  debates  and  correspondence  relative 
to  the  question  of  the  payment  of  public 
debt  of  Texas  when  admission  to  the 
Union  was  under  consideration,  show 
that  all  parties  considered  the  vacant 
and  unappropriated  lands  to  be  the 
equivalent  of  public  lands.  For  ex- 
ample, when  a  special  committee  of  the 
Texas  constitutional  convention  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  amount  of 
appropriated  and  unappropriated  do- 
main in  Texas  and  the  value  of  such 
lands  with  a  view  to  payment  of  the 
Texas  debt  reported  it  did  not  list  in  its 
report  submerged  lands  of  the  marginal 
sea. 

Debates  in  the  Texas  constitutional 
convention  clearly  showed  also  that  the 
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•'vacant  and  unappropriated  lands"  were 
lands  for  occupancy,  or  else  waste  lands 
and  mountain  ranges.  There  is  no  men- 
tion of  submerged  lands,  or  areas  within 
the  marginal  seas.  Until  recent  years 
the  Commissioner  of  the  Texas  General 
Land  Office  did  not  include  lands  under 
the  Gulf  in  accounting  for  the  disposition 
of  the  public  domain.  The  report  of 
1880.  for  example,  showed  the  total  do- 
main of  the  State  as  172,604.160  acres, 
comprising  151,811  390  acres  already 
granted  or  reserved  for  specified  purpose, 
1.722.880  acres  of  bays  and  19  million 
plus  acres  subject  to  location.  The  1936 
report  estimated  tho  total  area  at  170,- 
936,080  acres,  comprising  165.852,244 
acres  .surveyed,  granted  or  reserved. 
1.500,000  acres  umurveyed  in  coa.stal 
areas,  river  beds,  and  vacancies,  le.ss  loss 
due  to  conflicts  estimated  at  3.500.000 
acres.  Neither  tiibulation  included 
lands  below  low  water  mark  in  the  Gulf. 
In  the  1941  report  the  Commissior^er 
pave  170.926.000  acres  as  total  area  «f 
the  State,  and  the  total  area  to  the  three 
league  limit  as  172.637,000  acres  of  which 
3,250.000  were  in  .submerged  lands.  This 
apf>ears  to  be  the  first  inclusion  of  the 
Gulf  lands  In  any  itemization  of  the 
States  public  domain.  This  is  a  very 
recent  expansion  of  the  definition  of 
"vacant  and  unappiopriated  lands." 

Third  To  what  extent  have  the  coastal 
States  developed  the  submerged  lands  in 
the  Continental  Shelf.     Unquestionably 
there  has  been  some  Development  of  re- 
sources.   The  value  of  such  development 
and  the  extent  of  operations  has  been 
very  limited  and  insufficient  as  a  ba.sis 
for  a  claim  in  equity.    It  would  be  com- 
parable to  claiming  a  section  of  the  na- 
tional  forests   because  one  had  picked 
blue  berries  in  it  without  being  molested, 
or  hauled  out  a  load  or  two  of  gravel. 
The  fact  that  one  had  picked  the  blue 
berries  would  scarcely  establish  claim  to 
tlie  timber  stand  in  the  area,  or  to  min- 
erals beneath  the  ground.    When  Cali- 
fornia,    then     LouLsiana     and     Texas, 
through  their  lessees  went  out  into  the 
marginal  sea  and  appropriated  for  their 
own  use  and  benefit  mineral  resources  to 
which  the  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  they 
had  no  claim,  they  did  not  ask  or  obtain 
permission  from  Congress,  or  any  other 
Federal   agency.      After   the   Senate   in 
1937  passed  a  resolution  authorizing  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  to 
as.sert   and   maintain   the   title   of    the 
United  States  to  the  oil  in  the  submerged 
lands  they  did  not  stop,  and  even  after 
the  decision  in  the  California  case  in 
1947  Texas  at  least  continued  to  make 
leases,  and  obtained  the  sum  of  approxi- 
mately $8,300,000  m  bonuses  and  began 
the  collection  of  rentals  for  leased  areas. 
Even  after  the  19;>0  decision  Texas  and 
Louisiana  have  coi-tinued  to  make  collec- 
tions. 

If  existing  lease;;  are  ratified  and  con- 
fiimed  as  was  contemplated  under  the 
provisions  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  20 
which  was  considei"ed  last  year,  and  as  is 
provided  for  in  the  Anderson  bill,  the 
*  claims  in  equity  or  the  part  of  the  State 
for  their  contribution  to  the  development 
of  the  oil  resources  in  the  Continental 
Shelf  will  be  more  than  adequately  re- 
paid. They  are  being  allowed  to  keep  the 
many  millions  they  have  obtained  from 
natural   resources  which   the  Supreme 


Court  has  held  belong  to  the  Federal 
Government. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  oil  companies 
and  engineers  can  probably  make  a  bet- 
ter case  on  these  grounds  to  ownership 
than  can  the  State  of  Texas,  and  the 
coastal  States.  They  risked  funds,  they 
provided  the  men  and  materials.  If  they 
had  come  from  New  Jersey  could  Texas 
have  disputed  their  claims  or  halted  their 
work  and  by  what  power?  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Federal  Government,  since  the 
United  States  was  established,  has 
claimed  sovereignty  over  the  seas  ad- 
jacent to  the  United  States,  and  since 
the  Executive  proclamation  of  Septem- 
ber 1945,  issued  by  President  Truman, 
has  claimed  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  control  over  mineral  resources  of 
submerged  lands  under  the  sea  off  the 
shores  of  the  United  States  to  the  edge 
of  the  Continental  Shelf.  The  Federal 
Government  has  assumed  responsibility 
for  the  defense  of  the  coasts  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Nation. 

At  the  time  of  negotiations  between 
Texas  and  the  United  States  for  annex- 
ation of  Texas,  that  Republic  was  eager 
to  obtain  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  forces  in  defending  its  territory 
from  attack  from  the  Indians  and  from 
the  Republic  of  Mexico.  The  3-league 
claim  of  Texas,  prior  to  annexation  was 
never  recognized  as  having  the  same 
force  as  the  3-mile  understanding  ac- 
cepted then,  and  since  the  3-mile  limit 
was  determined  by  the  fact  that  early 
cannon  could  fire  no  more  than  3  miles. 
The  Texas  cannons  apparently  were 
three  times  more  powerful. 

Diplomatic  correspondence  resulting 
from  the  signing  of  the  Treaty  of  Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo  shows  clearly  the  concern 
of  other  nations  over  the  boundary  pro- 
visions. A  major  contention  of  those 
supporting  the  special  claim  of  Texas  to 
a  marginal  seabelt  extending  3  leagues 
Into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  has  been  that 
this  claim  was  recognized  in  the  Treaty 
of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico  and  ratified 
after  the  admission  of  Texas  in  1845. 
Article  V  of  the  treaty  contains  this 
clause: 

The  boundary  line  between  the  two  Re- 
publics shaU  commence  In  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico, 3  leagues  from  land,  opposite  the  mouth 
of  the  Rio  Grande,  otherwise  called  Rio  Bravo 
del  Norte,  or  opposite  the  mouth  of  its  deep- 
est branch,  If  it  should  have  more  than  one 
branch  emptying  directly  Into  the  sea  ^5  Mil- 
ler Treaties  213). 

This  treaty  established  a  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico  at  only  one 
point  on  the  coast.  Maps  of  the  time 
show  no  signs  of  a  seaward  boundary  off 
the  coast  of  the  United  States  and  Mex- 
ico. This  was  simply  an  extension  of  a 
boundary  point  at  one  point  on  the  coast. 
Where  the  boundary  Une  was  located  on 
the  west  coast  it  was  drawn  only  to  the 
coast  and  not  extended  3  leagues  into  the 
sea.  Article  V  says  specifically  with  re- 
gard to  the  boundary  'thence  across  the 
Rio  Colorado,  following  the  division  be- 
tween upper  and  lower  California,  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean." 

The  text  of  article  V  of  the  treaty  and 
memorandums,  and  letters  passed  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Mexican 
ofiBcials  charged  with  the  actual  plotting 
of  the  line  indicate  their  concern  only 


with  the  line  extending  from  the  mouth 
of  the  Rio  Grande,  not  its  extension 
across  the  Gulf,  or  its  determination  on 
the  west  coast.  Moreover,  for  over  100 
years  the  United  States  Department  of 
State  has  consistently  interpreted  the 
Treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo  as  not  es- 
tablishing the  international  seaward 
boundary  off  the  coasts  of  Mexico  and 
Texas. 

A  letter  to  Senator  Connally.  on  De- 
cember 30, 1949.  contains  this  statement: 

Accordingly,  this  United  States  Govern- 
ment claims  and  asserts  the  extent  of  terri- 
torial waters  In  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  else- 
where along  its  coasts  of  three  marine  miles. 
It  does  not  recognize  any  claim  other  than 
Its  own  as  binding  on  the  relations  of  the 
United  States  with  foreign  nations.  It  does 
not.  therefore,  recognize  the  Texas  claim  of 
3  leagues  as  binding  for  international  pur- 
poses and  does  not  recognize  the  Texas  claim 
as  binding  upon  Mexico  or  the  nationals  of 
Mexico. 

Excerpts  of  earlier  diplomatic  cor- 
respondence bear  out  this  explanation. 

Mr.  Buchanan  to  1^.  Crompton,  Au- 
gust 19,  1848: 

In  answer,  I  have  to  state  that  the  stipula- 
tion in  the  treaty  can  only  affect  the  right*  of 
Mexico  and  the  United  States.  If  for  their 
mutual  convenience  It  has  been  deemed 
proper  to  enter  Into  such  an  arrangement, 
third  parties  can  have  no  Just  use  of  com- 
plaint. The  Government  of  the  United 
States  never  Intended  by  this  stipulation  to 
question  the  rights  which  Great  Britain,  or 
any  other  power  may  possess  under  the  law 
of  nations. 

On  September  3,  1863,  Secretary  of 
State  afllrmed  the  same  interpretation. 

On  JanuaiT  22.  1875,  Mr.  Fish  to  Sir 
E.  Thornton: 

We  have  always  understood  and  asserted 

that  pursuant  to  public  law  no  nation  can 
rightfully  claim  Jurisdiction  at  sea  beyond 
a  marine  league  from  Its  coast.  •  •  •  lu  re- 
spect to  the  provision  in  the  Treaty  with 
Mexico.  It  may  be  remarked  that  It  was  prob- 
ably suggested  by  the  passage  In  the  act  of 
Ckjngress  referred  to  "12-mile  customs  rule" 
and  designed  for  the  same  purpose,  that  of 
preventing  smuggling. 

On  June  3,  1936,  Mr.  De  L.  Boal  to 
Senor  Greneral  Hay,  said  this: 

That  portion  of  article  V  of  the  treaty  of 
1848  which  the  Mexican  Foreign  Office  quotes 
relates  only  to  the  boundary  line  at  a  given 
point  and  furnishes  no  authority  for  Mexico 
to  claim  generally  that  its  territorial  waters 
extend  9  miles  from  the  coast.  •  •  •  pre- 
sumably It  is  true  as  indicated  by  a  note 
sent  by  this  Department  to  the  British  Minis- 
ter of  January  22,  1875.  that  the  arrangement 
thus  made  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  with  respect  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
was  designed  to  prevent  smuggling  In  the 
particular  area  covered  by  the  an-ange- 
ment.  •  •  •  To  say  that  because  the  United 
States  agreed  that  in  one  area,  so  far  as  the 
United  States  was  concerned,  Mexican  ter- 
ritorial waters  extended  3  leagues  from 
land,  therefore  Mexico  was  entitled  to  claim 
such  an  extent  of  territorial  waters  adjacent 
to  her  entire  coastline  Is  a  deduction  which 
the  terms  of  article  V  of  the  treaty  of  1848 
do  not  warrant. 

The  convention  of  1838  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Texas 
establishing  the  northern  boundary  did 
not  extend  the  boundary  3  leagues  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

In  1838  the  United  States  and  the 
newly  forced  Republic  of  Texas  entered 
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Into  a  convention  to  establish  a  bound- 
ary line  betwen  the  two  Republics.  This 
convention  is  especially  important  in 
analyzing  the  true  intent  of  article  V 
of  the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo 
since  its  represents  a  boundary  line  with 
the  independent  Republic  of  Texas 
terminating  at  the  mouth  of  a  navigable 
river  at  the  time  the  Republic  of  Texas 
claimed  extent  of  territorial  waters  3 
leagues  into  the  gulf. 

The  convention  provided  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Commissioners  to  "pro- 
ceed to  run  and  mark  that  portion  of 
the  said  boundary  which  extends  from 
the  mouth  of  the  Sabine,  where  that  riv- 
er enters  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  the  Red 
River" — Eighth  Statute,  page  511.  The 
Joint  Commission  was  formed  and  actu- 
ally began  running  the  line  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Sabine  River,  and  not 
3  leagues  from  the  mouth  into  the  gulf. 

On  the  21st  we  proceeded  to  the  entrance 
of  the  Sabine  River  Into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
and  then,  In  virtue  of  our  respective  powers, 
and  In  conformity  to  the  provisions  of  the 
convention  between  the  two  countries  •  •  • 
we  established  the  point  of  beginlng  of  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Texas  at  a  mound  on  the  west- 
ern bank  of  the  Junction  of  the  river  Sa- 
bine with  the  sea.  (S.  Doc.  1S9.  27th  Cong., 
2d  sess..  p.  59.) 

Thus  a  boundary  line  was  agreed  to 
between  the  two  republics  beginning  at 
the  mouth  of  a  river  emptying  into  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  at  a  time  when  Texas 
claimed  territorial  water  extending  three 
leagues  into  the  gulf.  No  mention  was 
made  of  a  line  extending  three  leagues 
into  the  sea  between  the  two  republics. 
and  the  boundary  commission  took  no 
notice  of  such  a  line. 

This  is  certainly  added  evidence  that 
the  line  at  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande 
extending  three  leagues  into  the  gulf 
established  by  the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe 
Hidalgo  was  drawn  for  other  purposes 
than  establishing  the  extent  of  territorial 
waters  off  the  State  of  Texas  and  Mex- 
ico. The  equity  and  justice  pleas  seems 
to  have  little  substance. 

Denying  any  valid  claim  in  equity  shall 
we  then  grant  title  to  the  coastal  States 
In  charity?  We  have  in  the  past  given 
small  parcels  of  the  public  domain  to 
States.  In  most  cases  they  were  of  lit- 
tle value.  It  is  estimated  that  there  are 
at  least  2.5  billion  barrels  of  oil  within 
the  oflf-shore  historic  boundaries  claimed 
by  California,  Louisiana,  and  norlda, 
alone.  Surveys  indicate  a  minimum  of 
15  million  barrels  of  oil  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  surrounding  the  United 
States,  plus  natural  gas  valued  at  $10 
billion.  At  $4.50  per  barrel,  the  value 
of  the  petroleum  claimed  by  the  three 
States  would  come  to  approximately  $11 
billion.  The  value  of  oil .  estimated  to 
exist  in  the  Continental  Shelf  amounts 
at  this  price  to  approximately  67.5  bil- 
lion. To  grant  title  to  such  wealth  would 
seem  to  go  somewhat  beyond  the  bounds 
of  ordinary  charity.  Especially  since  the 
Nation  as  a  whole  owes  a  public  debt  of 
nearly  $300  billion.  Of  course,  not  this 
whole  amount  would  come  into  the  na- 
tional Treasury,  but  royalties  of  8  to  10 
billion  would  likely  be  received  from  oil 
developments  alone. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the 
coastal  States  do  not  have  any  legal 


titled  or  claim  to  the  lands  beneath  the 
marginal  sea.  Equity  and  justice  clearly 
do  not  demand  transfer  of  title  to  the 
States,  but  rather  call  for  restitution  to 
the  Federal  Government  for  encroach- 
ment and  depletion  of  minerals  which 
the  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  are  owned 
by  the  Federal  Government.  It  is  diflB- 
cult  to  make  a  case  for  a  charitable 
grant.  In  any  case  the  proponents  have 
insisted  that  they  are  not  asking  for 
charity. 

Having  lost  their  case  on  these  three 
counts,  the  proponents  might  still  argue 
that  title  should  be  given  to  them  for 
practical  reasons.  Would  Federal  con- 
trol impede  or  lessen  the  development 
of  these  resources?  Impossible  to  prove. 
Development  will  be  under  lease  to  pri- 
vate oil  companies  in  any  case.  States 
do  not  have  a  very  good  record  of  order- 
ly development  of  depleting  resources,  or 
of  sound  conservation  practices.  Threat 
of  legal  action  against  coastal  States  has 
already  been  made  by  other  States. 
Such  litigation  would  prolong  and  fur- 
ther delay  development. 

International  relations  will  not  be 
simplified,  but  complicated.  The  pro- 
ponents of  this  legislation  in  criticizing 
the  Supreme  Court  have  seized  on  the 
phrase  "international  domain"  and  con- 
tend that  it  means  that  beyond  the  low- 
water  mark  the  rights  of  the  interna- 
tional community  rather  than  those  of 
the  United  States  prevail.  Obviously, 
this  was  not  the  intent  of  the  Court. 
What  was  clearly  meant  was  that  once 
the  low-water  mark,  is  passed  the  Fed- 
eral Government  holds  paramount 
rights,  derived  historically  from  interna- 
tional law  and  agreement.  The  Federal 
Government  has  never  appealed  to  State 
claims  seaward  in  settling  international 
disputes  in  the  waters  adjacent  to  the 
United  States. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  the 
United  States  proclamation  of  1945, 
whereby  we  claim  title  to  the  edge  of 
the  marginal  shelf  has  never  been  rec- 
ognized by  international  agreement,  al- 
though most  other  nations  have  now 
made  similar  claims.  There  is  a  special 
problem  in  the  case  of  Ala.ska.  for  ex- 
ample, which  has  a  continental  .shelf 
which  is  also  the  Continental  Shelf  of 
Siberia.  Certainly  if  our  Continental 
Shelf  had  been  invaded  or  encroached 
upon  before  or  after  1945  we  would  not 
have  based  our  defense  of  it  upon  .sea- 
ward claims  of  California  if  the  event 
had  occurred  off  the  coa.st  of  California. 
or  upon  Texas  claims,  had  it  occurred  in 
the  Gulf. 

States  do  not  have  a  claim  which  is 
good  in  law,  in  justice,  in  equity,  or  in 
charity.  They  cannot  make  an  argument 
for  the  greater  practicality  of  State  de- 
velopment. On  the  other  hand  the  Fed- 
eral Government  does  have  a  legal  claim 
established  in  three  Supreme  Court  de- 
cisions. In  justice  and  equity  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  a  sound  case.  It 
app>ears  that  more  immediate  and  order- 
ly development  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
is  likely  to  occur  under  Federal  juris- 
diction and  control,  and  that  this  de- 
velopment can  take  place  without  en- 
dangering national  defense  or  interna- 
tional relations.  For  the.se  varied  and 
compelling  reasons  the  quitclaim  legisla- 
tion should  be  rejected. 


Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  Is  this  not  a  claim  of 
squatter  sovereignty? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  do  not  know  what 
kind  of  squatter  sovereignty  a  State 
might  exercise  in  the  marginal  sea,  but 
I  do  not  think  that  any  good  or  pro- 
visional or  conditional  title  to  the  lands 
beneath  the  marginal  sea  has  been  es- 
tablished by  the  States. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  State  Department  has 
said  that  the  United  States  was  not 
ready  to  defend  any  boundaries  beyond 
3  miles.  Will  the  gentleman  reconcile 
that  with  the  provisions  of  article  V  of 
the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hidalgo,  which 
is  the  treaty  which  fixed  the  boundary 
between  the  United  Slates  and  Mexico 
and  which  fixes  that  boundary  starting 
at  a  point  3  leagues  seaward  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande  River? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes;  I  will  be  glad 
to  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minne.sota  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman.  Mr. 
Buchanan,  in  an  official  note  to  Eng- 
land August  19,  1848.  with  regard  to  this 
question,  stated; 

In  answer.  I  have  to  state  that  the  stipu- 
lation in  the  treaty  can  only  affect  the 
rights  of  Mexico  and  the  United  Statea.  If 
for  their  mutual  convenience  It  has  been 
deemed  proper  1<J  enter  into  such  nn  ar- 
rangement, third  parties  can  have  no  just 
use  of  complaint.  The  Governnxent  of  the 
United  States  never  Intended  by  thia  stipu- 
lation to  question  the  rights  which  Great 
Britain,  or  any  other  power,  may  poasesa  un- 
der the  law  of  nations. 

Here  is  another  statement  in  1936 
from  the  United  States  to  Mexico: 

Tliat  portion  of  article  V  of  the  treaty  of 
1848  whKh  the  Mexican  Foreign  Office  quutea 
relates  only  to  the  boundary  line  at  a  given 
point  and  furnishes  no  authority  for  Mex- 
ico to  claim  generally  that  Ita  territorial 
waters  extend  9  miles  from  the  coast.  •  •  • 
Presumablv  It  is  true  as  Indicated  by  a  note 
sent  this  Department  to  the  British  Minis- 
ter of  January  22.  1875,  that  the  arrange- 
ment thus  made  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico  with  respect  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mcxlci)  was  de.sit;ned  to  prevent  smuggling 
in  the  particular  area  covered  by  the  ar- 
ranKement.  •  •  •  To  say  that  because  the 
United  States  agreed  that  In  one  area,  so 
far  as  the  United  States  was  concerned. 
Mexican  territorial  waters  extended  3  leagues 
from  land,  therefore  Mexico  was  entitled  to 
claim  such  an  extent  of  territorial  waters 
adjacent  to  her  entire  coastline.  Is  a  deduc- 
tion which  the  terms  of  article  V  of  the 
treaty  of   1848  do  not  warrant. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota  1  Mr.  BurdickI. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it 
was  in  my  power  or  my  understanding  of 
the  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  the 
country  to  do  something  for  my  brothers 
from  Texas.  I  would  be  glad  to  do  it. 
They  started  my  State ;  they  brought  cat- 
tle up  from  the  South,  and  after  we  were 
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run  down  at  the  heels  a  while  and  got  In 
trouble,  they  started  bringing  oil  ma- 
chines up  there,  and  they  are  up  there 
now.  If  I  could  bring  my  mind  in  line 
with  what  they  would  like  to  have  me 
do.  I  would  do  it.  But,  as  I  see  the  situa- 
tion, you  are  asking  the  Government  to 
give  you  something  the  Government  does 
not  own.  They  say  Texas  came  into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  other 
States.  Well,  she  now  claims  10 '2  miles, 
3  leagues.  That  wat  her  boundary  when 
.■-he  was  a  Republic.  But,  if  she  came  in 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  rest  of  the 
suites,  she  came  in  on  an  equal  footing 
and  there  was  no  Scate  and  there  is  no 
State  today  that  cime  into  this  Union 
with  a  3-mile  limit.  There  is  no  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  today  indicating  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  owns  any  of 
the  land  from  the  low-water  mark 
seaward. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.     Surely  I  will  yield. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    We,  in  Texas, 
appreciate     the     gi'ntleman's     remarks 
about  trying  to  do  something  for  us. 
Mr.  BURDICK.     I  am  sure  you  do. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    The  gentle- 
man is  a  lawyer 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Yes.  and  a  good  one. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     And  recog- 
nizes, of  course,  that  a  specific  statement 
in  a  contract  oven  ides  a  general  state- 
ment ;  does  he  not? 
Mr.  BURDICK.     Yes. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     Is  that  the 
gentleman's  understanding  of  the  gen- 
eral law? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  will  give  you  an  ex- 
ample. Amos  anc  Andy  were  fighting 
over  a  contract,  pnd  Amos  said.  "You 
are  stuck  now."  i\ndy  says  "How  so?" 
Amos  said,  "This  CDntract  sticks  you.  be- 
cau.se  in  the  big  letters  you  are  given 
something  but  in  the  little  letters  it  takes 
it  all  away." 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texa.s.  The  language 
pertaining  to  equal  footing,  which  is  the 
last  paragraph  in  this  treaty,  reads:  The 
general  term  "equal  footing"  is  super- 
seded, we  say,  by  .his  specific  language: 
Second,  said  State  when  admitted  into  the 
■Union,  after  ceding  to  the  United  States  all 
public  edifices,  fortliicatlons,  barracks,  forts, 
and  harbors,  navy  and  navy  yards,  docks, 
magazines,  arms,  armaments,  and  all  other 
pro|)erty  and  means  pertaining  to  the  public 
defense  belonging  t<  said  Republic  of  Texas 
shall  retain  all  the  public  funds,  debts,  taxes, 
and  dues  of  every  kind  which  may  belong  to 
or  be  due  and  owing  said  Republic;  and  shall 
also  retain  all  the  'iicant  and  unappropri- 
ated lands  lying  within  Its  limits,  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  payment  of  the  debts  and  lia- 
bilities of  said  Republic  of  Texas;  and  the 
residue  of  said  lands,  after  discharging  said 
debts  and  llabllltUs  of  said  Republic  of 
Texas;  and  the  resUue  of  said  lands,  after 
discharging  said  debts  and  liabilities,  to  be 
disposed  of  as  said  .State  may  direct. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
is  the  longest  question  that  was  ever 
asked  me. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Now.  does  the 
gentleman  think  that  those  specific 
words  in  a  contract,  which  you  would 
enter  into  or  which  this  Congress  would 
enter  into  with  a  new  State  coming  Into 
the  Union,  should  override  the  general 
term  of  "equal  foouxig"? 


Mr.  BURDICK.  Well.  I  would  say  this, 
that  the  Government  would  have  no 
power  to  grant  one  State  an  advantage 
over  any  other  State  that  is  already  a 
member  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman understand  that  Texas  was  a 
republic? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Yes. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  It  was  not  a 
territory  bought  by  the  United  States;  it 
was  an  indep>endent  republic  and  made 
a  contract  by  its  Congress  and  its  Presi- 
dent with  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  It  came  in  as  a  State; 
that  is,  it  gave  up  its  rights  as  a  republic 
and  came  in  as  a  State. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  unappropriated  lands.  I 
hardly  think  that  in  the  year  the  joint 
resolution  was  passed  the  term  "unap- 
propriated lands"  was  meant  to  include 
the  lands  underneath  the  sea. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  It  is  public 
lands. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Let  us  get  this  estab- 
lished right  here  first,  then  we  will  argue 
from  that  point  on.  Is  there  any  deci- 
sion by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  giving  the  Government  title  to  any 
land  beyond  low-water  mark? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Not  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Then  it  follows  that 
the  Government  could  not  give  away 
something  it  did  not  have. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  This  is  a 
quitclaim  deed  as  opposed  to  a  warranty. 
This  bill  does  not  give  a  warranty  deed 
to  anything.  It  says  if  the  Government 
has  any  interest  in  these  historic  bound- 
aries they  quitclaimed  them  to  the 
States.  This  is  not  a  general  warranty 
deed. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  think  under  the  cir- 
cumstances you  would  be  willing  to  take 
any  kind  of  a  deed. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  think  "quitclaim"  Is 
used  in  a  technical  sense  here.  What  we 
seek  is  to  have  the  Federal  Government 
quit  claiming  our  land.  It  is  ours.  It 
was  ours  in  the  first  place,  so  the  bill  says. 
They  should  quit  claiming  it  if  they  do 
not  have  any  title. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Has  any  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  ever  come  to  your 
attention  claiming  that  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  cr  any  other  State  along 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  owned  any  of  the 
land  beyond  the  low-water  mark?  Has 
any  such  decision  come  to  light? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  There  is  a  decision  in- 
volving the  State  of  Illinois  or  one  of  the 
Great  Lakes  States  recognizing  title  way 
out  into  the  Great  Lakes  up  to  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada.  The  rule  was,  where  did  the 
Supreme  Court  get  that  jurisdiction? 
It  quoted  prior  cases  to  sustain  the 
proposition  that  there  was  no  difference 
between  the  open  sea  and  the  fresh 
water  in  the  lakes.  So  I  say.  yes.  there 
are  many,  many  decisions  on  that  point. 


Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  May  I  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou- 
isiana [Mr.  WILLIS]  and  others  that  the 
case  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad 
against  the  State  of  Illinois  was  strictly 
an  inland  water  matter,  and  it  did  not 
pertain  at  all  to  submerged  land  sea- 
ward from  the  low-water  mark. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  yield  further,  the  reason  there 
was  no  Supreme  Court  decision  on  that 
matter  before  that  time  was  that  until 
Mr.  ickes  nobody  ever  questioned  the 
States'  title  to  the  3  miles  or  10*2  miles. 
Mr.  BURDICK.  Nobody  ever  thought 
the  States  owned  it,  either. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  There  are 
plenty  of  decisions  that  held  the  States 
did  own  it.  some  52  of  them. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  asked  for  one  case 
showing  that  the  Government  owned  the 
land  beyond  the  low -water  mark. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  There  are  52 
decisions. 

Mr.  BURDICK.     Not  one. 
Mr.    YATES.    There    is    no    decision 
that  states  that.     The  52  decisions  re- 
late to  the  inland  waters. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  What  I  am  afraid  of 
is  that  you  are  going  to  get  into  inter- 
national trouble  giving  away  land  you 
do  not  own.  When  you  get  out  into  the 
Continental  Shelf  where  it  extends  out 
200  miles — I  believe  that  is  what  you 
wanted  last  year,  the  Continental 
Shelf — just  the  moment  you  start  doing 
business  on  the  Continental  Shelf  you 
are  getting  into  international  situations. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia I  Mr.  S»nTH]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  am  one  of  those  who  has  always 
voted  for  the  tidelands  bill.     I  do  not 
know  that  my  State  has  any  vital,  im- 
mediate interest  in  the  subject  so  my 
vote  has  been  based  upon  what  I  thought 
was  the  rightness  of  the  situation.     I 
agree   that  the   Spates  are   entitled  to 
their  historic  boundaries,  extending  out 
3  miles,  and  I  agree  that  the  State  of 
Texas  by  reason  of   the   treaty  under 
which  it  entered  the  Union  is  entitled 
to  its  3  leagues.     But.  I  am  disturbed 
about  another  question  which,  unless  it 
is  answered  to  my  satisfaction,   I  am 
afraid  will  prevent  me  and  a  few  other 
Members  who  have  no  special  interest  in 
this  matter,  from  voting  for  this  bill  on 
its  final  passage.     That  is  the  question 
of  taxation  by  the  States  of  federally 
owned  property  between  the  3 -mile  limit 
and  the  end  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 
I  cannot  see   any   reason  for   that.     I 
have  great  respect  and  admiration  for 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
Frank   Wilson,   and   I   listened  to   his 
argument.     I  want  to  tell  him  I  was  not 
convinced.     I  do  not  believe  we  have  any 
right  to  say  to  a  State  that  they  can 
tax  the  Government  on  federally  owned 
property.    I  think  that  clause  ought  to 
come  out  of  this  bill,  and  some  of  us 
are  going  to  be  placed  in  a  position  of 
not  being  able  to  vote  for  the  bill  unless 
It  does   come  out.    That   troubles   me 
very,  very  much.    I  wish  it  were  out  of 
the  bill. 
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Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  If  the  gen- 
tleman will  get  me  some  more  time 
because  there  are  1  or  2  other  things 
here  that  I  want  to  discuss. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
the  gentleman  3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Did  the  gen- 
tleman hear  me  read  section  189  of  the 
Federal  Leasing  Act  with  regard  to  lands 
in  the  Western  States,  where  the  Gov- 
ernment owns  the  land? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes;  I  lis- 
tened to  the  gentleman  very  carefully 
and  very  attentively  because  I  have  great 
respect  for  his  opinion. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Does  that  not 
have  any  weight  with  the  gentleman  at 
all? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  No.  I  differ 
with  him.  I  think  it  is  different  when 
the  land  is  in  the  State  itself.  This  is 
actually  outside  the  State  in  the  tide- 
lands,  and  it  is  outside  of  the  States' 
traditional  boundaries.  I  do  not  think 
we  should  be  permitting  the  States  to 
tax  that  which  belongs  to  the  Federal 
Government. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  think  that  this  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf  will  become  part  of  the 
public  domain  of  the  United  States,  if 
this  bill  passes  with  title  3  in  it? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  will  answer 
that.  I  think  it  will  l)ecome  part  of  the 
public  domain  as  far  as  our  sovereignty 
will  p>ermit  us  to  do  so  and  to  hold  it, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  for  that  reason 
it  becomes  part  of  the  public  domain  of 
any  State  that  might  be  adjacent  to  it. 
That  is  where  I  differ  with  the  gentle- 
man. I  differ  with  him  on  the  ground 
that  what  is  outside  of  the  3-mile  limit 
is  not  in  the  State  and  never  was  in  the 
State,  and  therefore,  that  is  different 
from  granting  rights  within  the  State 
itself.  As  my  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  knows.  I  regret  very  much  to  differ 
with  him,  but  I  do;  and  I  do  not  believe 
I  can  go  along  with  this  bill  with  that 
provision  in  it. 

Then  there  is  another  provision  that 
I  was  going  to  ask  the  gentleman  to 
explain  as  to  just  what  it  means.  That 
is  the  provision  in  section  9  (g)  on  page 
17.    The  language  is  as  follows: 

(g)  The  provisions  of  sections  17,  17(b), 
28.  30,  30  (a),  30  (b).  32,  36.  and  39  of  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  to  the  extent  that  such 
provisions  are  not  Inconsistent  with  the 
terms  of  this  act.  are  made  applicable  to 
lands  leased  or  subject  to  lease  by  the  Sec- 
retary under  title  III  of  this  act. 

The  report  does  not  explain  what  that 
means.    What  does  it  do? 

Mr.  WJLSON  of  Texas.  That  only  af- 
fects the  mechanical  part  of  it.  the  Fed- 
eral Leasing  Act,  so  as  to  permit  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  or  the  Sec- 
retary to  do  certain  things. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  It  does  not 
give  the  States  any  jurisdiction  outside 
of  the  3-mile  limit,  or  3  leagues,  as  the 
ca.se  may  be? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  None  what- 
soever. It  delegates  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  Interior  entirely. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  There  is  one 
other  question  about  this  bill  which  I 
think  we  ought  to  take  care  of.  Much 
to  my  regret,  it  looks  like  Hawaii  will 


soon  become  a  State  of  the  Union.  As 
you  all  know,  it  consists  of  a  great  many 
islands  scattered  all  over  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  I  think  there  should  be  a  pro- 
vision in  this  bill  that  would  exclude 
from  its  or>eration  any  State  that  may 
be  hereafter  admitted  to  the  Union,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  what  we  are  getting 
into.  There  are  about  a  thousand  miles 
of  stretches  of  ocean  in  the  Pacific  that 
would  come  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  unless  you  exclude  it.  It  seems  to 
me  if  you  are  going  to  make  Hawaii  a 
State,  we  might  leave  that  out  of  this 
bill  and  work  on  that  a  little  later,  be- 
cause you  will  get  yourselves  involved  in 
all  sorts  of  things  if  you  undert:ikc  to 
make  this  bill  apply  to  the  Stale  of  Ha- 
waii. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  had  not  up 
to  this  time  thought  about  the  provi.sion.s 
of  this  bill  applyuiR  to  any  future  State. 
I  would  not  have  any  objection  to  putting 
in  such  an  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virtiinia.  It  says  that 
any  State  that  came  in  after  the  first 
13  States. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virsinia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  What  about  the  po.s.si- 
bilitiy  of  Alaska  coming  into  the  Union? 
Would  that  not  be  the  same? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia      I  think  .^^o 
We  do  not  know  what  problem.s  will  un.se 
in  the  future.    We  shoukl  deal  with  the 
present  and  not  with  the  future. 

Mr.  CELLER.  We  state  that  the  con- 
tinental survey  off  the  cou.st  of  Ala.^ka 
extends  something  like  600  miles. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman   from   California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  bill  provides  that  any  future  State 
would  only  be  able  to  exert  its  .sovereign- 
ty and  ownership  up  to  3  milco?  It  is 
limited  to  that. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  That  may 
be,  but  what  is  that  3  miles  going  to 
consist  of  when  you  begin  to  con.sider  it 
around  a  series  of  coral  recf.s?  I  do  not 
see  the  point  of  putting  Hawaii  in  here. 
I  think  it  would  be  the  part  of  wisdom 
to  leave  it  out. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Would  the 
gentleman  be  willing  to  revert  again  to 
the  question  he  raised  on  the  right  of 
the  States  to  tax?  I  am  highly  in  ac- 
cord with  his  position.  I  am  not  going 
to  support  this  bill  if  that  provision  re- 
mains in  it.  Of  course  I  undcr.stand  one 
swallow  does  not  make  a  summer  and  so 
one  vote  will  not  determine  what  will  be- 
come of  this  bill,  but  if  that  provision 
remains  in  this  bill  I  shall  not  vote  for 
the  bill.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  on 
safe,  wise,  and  solid  ground.  I  think 
that  is  one  of  the  serious  defects  of  this 
bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  think  the 
gentleman  expresses  the  sentiment  of  a 
great  many  Members  in  this  House  who 
have  no  particular  interest  in  this  bill 
except  to  do  what  is  right  and  fair  to 
both  the  States  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia I  Mr.  Hillings  1. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  come  to  the  point  in  the  debate 
where  virtually  all  of  the  chief  argu- 
ments on  tK)th  sides  of  this  important 
question  have  been  profoundly  advanced, 
and  there  is  probably  not  much  that  I 
can  add  in  the  form  of  new  matter,  be- 
cause of  the  extensive  debate  we  have 
had  so  far.  I  think  it  miKht  be  helpful 
to  the  committee  at  this  time  if  I  should 
endeavor  to  summarize  some  of  the  ar- 
f;ument.s  that  have  been  advanced 
against  the  lc«islation  by  its  opponents, 
and  endeavor  to  summarize  some  of  the 
answers  to  those  arguments  which  have 
been  made  previously  in  the  debate. 

Of  course,  there  ha.s  been  the  argu- 
ment used  over  and  over  a^ain  by  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  which  says 
that  tlie  Supreme  Court  has  already 
spoken  on  this  question,  and  therefore 
there  can  be  no  further  action,  because 
final  action  has  already  been  taken  by 
the  Supreme  Court  as  far  as  the  sub- 
merged lands  in  question  are  concerned. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  in  the  previous 
debate  that  if  action  should  be  taken  by 
the  House  on  thi.s  subject,  it  might  well 
be  ruled  unconstitutional  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  that  is  advanced  as  a  reason 
why  the  legislation  should  not  be  ap- 
proved 1  hen  It  has  l>een  .sa:d  that  the 
Federal  Government  cannot  give  away 
something  it  does  not  own.  Of  course, 
the  phra.se  "give  away"  has  been  con- 
stantly used  in  the  debate. 

The  second  argument  that  has  been 
used  quite  extensively  is  that  only  three 
States  of  the  Union  are  involved,  and  if 
we  approve  this  legislation,  we  are  going 
to  be  benefiting  three  States  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  other  States  of  the  Union. 

Then,  too.  it  has  been  said  that  the 
present  administration  s  position  on  this 
issue  has  been  confu.sed.  One  previou.s 
speaker  in  the  course  of  the  debate  said 
that  the  administration  was  "all  fouled 
up,"  insofar  as  its  position  on  this  issue 
was  concerned.  Then.  too.  it  has  been 
argued  that  if  we  diijapprove  this  legis- 
lation and  accept  the  questionable  pasi- 
tion  of  the  Supreme  Court  on  this  whole 
i.ssue  that  there  is  no  need  for  any  State 
to  fear  that  its  inland  waters  might  not 
be  jeopardized  in  the  future.  We  are 
told  that  there  is  absolutely  no  concern 
there  whatsoever  so  that  is  given  as  a 
reason  why  there  is  no  particular  need 
for  serious  consideration  of  the  present 
legislation. 

Then,  too.  the  argument  has  been  very 
strongly  put  to  the  committee  that  If  we 
should  approve  this  legislation  we  might 
seriously  harm  our  national  defense  pro- 
gram, because  if  we  allow  the  States  and 
their  les.sees  to  deplete  the  natural  re- 
sources in  the  submerged  coastal  areas 
that  might  hurt  our  national  defense 
program,  and  that  this  legislation  could 
possibly  result  in  that  effect. 

Then,  finally,  an  argument  has  been 
advanced  perhaps  not  so  much  in  the  de- 
bate today  as  it  has  been  in  the  press  and 
the  discussions  outside  these  Halls  in 
recent  weeks,  the  argument  that  if  we 
approve  this  legislation  to  restore  State 
ownership   in   the   submerged  lands  it 
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means  that  the  States  of  the  Union  will 
then  begin  to  claim  ownership  rights  in 
the  .so-called  public  lands  within  those 
Slates. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  a  rather  brief 
and  off-the-cuff  summary  of  some  of  the 
points  which  have  been  raised  by  the 
(  pponents  of  the  bill  so  far.  Now,  very 
briefly.  I  would  like  to  try  to  answer  some 
(f  those  arguments  by  summarizing 
some  of  the  answers  which  have  already 
been  advanced  this  afternoon. 

Certainly  as  to  the  first  argument,  the 
fact  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  spoken 
means  that  there  should  be  no  action  by 
the  Congress,  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois, the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  I  Mr.  ReedI, 
has  given  a  most  effective  answer,  a  very 
scholarly  di.scussioii  not  only  of  this  bill 
but  of  all  the  constitutional  aspects  of 
the  submerged-lands  legislation.  I 
think  it  is  worth  repeating  at  this  time 
thai  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  its  decLsions  on  this  question 
urged  legislation  by  the  Congress  to  meet 
this  particular  problem. 

Mr  FEIGHAN  Mr  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  on  this  particular 
subject? 

Mr  HILLINGS.  Not  now;  I  will  yield 
later  The  Court  .said  that  Congress 
had  the  power  to  restore  and  confirm 
State  ownership  of  the  submerged  lands. 
I  want  to  quote  specifically  its  decision 
in  the  California  case.  The  Court  said 
this: 

Article  IV.  section  3,  clause  2  of  the  Con- 
stitution \est.s  In  the  Congress  power  to  dis- 
pose of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  rep- 
iilHtions  respecting  the  territory  or  other 
prolK-rty  belonging  to  the  United  States. 
We  have  said  thRt  the  constitutional  power 
i,i  Congress  in  this  respect  is  without  11ml- 
tation.  lUnited  States  v  San  FToncisco  (310 
U  S  16 ■  I  Thus  neither  the  courts  nor 
ihe  executive  agencies  may  proceed  contrary 
to  an  act  of  Con^;ress  in  this  congressional 
areii  of  national  power. 

Certainly  that  is  an  effective  answer  to 
the  argument  that  Congress  cannot  act. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  HILLINGS.     Not  at  this  point. 

Mr  FEIGHAN.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man is  getting  an  incorrect  interpreta- 
tion of  what  that  law  means. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr  HILLINGS.  I  decline  to  yield  at 
this  time.     I  will  try  to  yield  lat^r. 

It  has  Ijeen  pointed  out  earlier  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  iMr.  Reed]  that 
for  over  a  hundred  years  the  decisions  of 
the  Court  have  consistently  maintained 
that  the  States  had  the  rights  of  owner- 
ship in  the  submerged  lands  adjoining 
the  coast.     It  has  been  pointed  out,  too, 
that  those  decisions  were  recognized  by 
the  Federal  Government,  even  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Ickes.  un- 
til  the  magic  discovery  of  oil   brought 
about  a  change  in  the  attitude  of  the 
Federal  Government.     This  change  re- 
sulted in  the  desire  of  certain  people  in 
Washington  to  use  Federal  power  to  take 
away   from  the   States  the  submerged 
lands  they  had.  to  put  the  rich  resources 
in  those  lands  under  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's control  and  ownership. 

The  argument  has  been  made  that  the 
United  States  has  no  title  to  that  land 
and  therefore  it  cannot  quitclaim  it  to 


the  States.  I  would  like  to  quote  again 
from  another  Supreme  Court  decision, 
the  case  of  Cunard  S.  S.  Co.  v.  Mellon 
<262  U.  S.  122),  in  which  decision  the 
Court  said: 

It  is  now  settled  In  the  United  States  and 
recognized  elsewhere  that  the  territory  sub- 
ject to  Its  Jurisdiction  Includes  the  land 
areas  under  Its  dominion  and  control,  the 
ports,  harbors,  bays,  and  other  enclosed 
arms  of  the  sea  along  Its  coast  and  a  mar- 
ginal belt  of  the  sea  extending  from  the 
coastline  outward  a  marine  league,  or  3  geo- 
graphic miles. 

The  Court  in  this  case  used  the  word 
"territory."  It  did  not  say  that  the 
United  States  Government  actually 
owned  the  lands,  but  certainly  it  used 
the  word  "territory."  If  we  refer  back 
to  article  IV  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  where  the  word  "terri- 
toiT"  is  again  used  we  will  be  given  a 
clear  understanding  of  what  "territory" 
actually  means  becau.se  article  IV  of  the 
Constitution  says  that  the  Congress  shall 
have  the  power  to  dispose  of  or  to  make 
rules  and  regulations  respecting  terri- 
tory or  other  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States.  So.  even  if  we  concede, 
which  I  do  not  say  we  necessarily  do,  but 
even  if  we  concede,  the  fact  that  the 
Supreme  Court  did  not  say  the  Federal 
Government  had  ownership  in  the  sub- 
merged land,  that  would  not  prevent  the 
Federal  Government  from  quitclaiming 
or  giving  up  title  to  the  land.  By  its  pre- 
vious decision,  the  Supreme  Court  said 
that  territory  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment includes  all  land  under  its  jurisdic- 
tion and  control. 

Then  there  is  the  argument  that  only 
three  States  would  benefit.     It  has  been 
pointed    out    previously    that    actually 
there  are  many  more  than  three  States 
which  make  up  the  coastal  area  of  the 
United  States.    It  has  been  pointed  out. 
too.   ►hat   under   this   legislation   nine- 
tenths  of  the  submerged  lands  in  ques- 
tion would  go  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment and  one-tenth  of  the  area  in 
question  would  actually  go  to  the  various 
States.    The  Federal  Government  would 
have  something  like  237,000  miles,  which 
would    include    the     actual    resources 
therein,  and  the  States  would  only  have 
.something  like  26,000  miles— that  is.  the 
individual  States  making  up  the  coastal 
areas.    Of  course,  when  we  think  of  the 
inland  areas,  when  we  think  of  the  Great 
Lakes,  the  fisheries  in  Maine,  in  Florida, 
and  -all  of  the  other  areas  of  this  coun- 
try where  we  have  inland  waters  cer- 
tainly every  single  State  of  the  Union  is 
interested  in  and  is  directly  concerned 
with  this  important  legislation. 

Then  there  is  the  basic  question  of  the 
sovereignty  of  the  States  involved  in  this 
entire  legislation;  so,  certainly,  all  48 
States  are  directly  concerned. 

There  has  also  been  the  argument  that 
the  administration's  position  has  been 
confused  on  this  question.  Earlier  in 
the  debate  I  pointed  out  the  President's 
position.  His  position  has  been  very 
strong;  it  has  been  repeated  several  times 
in  the  last  few  weeks  at  press  confer- 
ences and  elsewhere.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  administration  is  confused  at 
all.  It  was  an  important  plank  in  the 
President's  campaign  that  the  States 
would  have  returned  to  them  title  to  all 
submerged  lands  and  resources  beneath 


Inland  and  offshore  waters  which  lie 
within  historic  State  boundaries. 

President  Eisenhower  in  his  own  words 
made  that  very  clear,  and  I  would  like 
to  quote  from  a  si>eech  he  made  on  the 
subject.  These  are  President  Eisen- 
hower's words  in  New  Orleans  on  October 
13,  1952: 

The  attack  or  the  tidelands  is  only  a  part 
of  the  effort  of  the  administration  to  amass 
more  power  and  local  responsibility. 

So,  let  me  be  clear  in  my  position  on  the 
tidelands  and  all  submerged  lands  and  re- 
sources beneath  inland  and  offshore  waters 
which  lie  within  historic  State  boundaries. 
As  I  have  said  before,  my  views  are  in  line 
with  my  party's  platform.  I  favor  the  recog- 
nition of  clear  legal  title  to  these  lands  in 
each  of  the  48  States. 

This  has  been  my  position  since  1948,  long 
tjefore  I  was  persuaded  to  go  Into  politics. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  question 
about  the  President's  position.  But  re- 
gardless of  the  Presidents  position,  re- 
gardless of  the  political  situation,  there 
has  probably  been  no  piece  of  major  leg- 
islation before  the  Congress  for  a  long 
while  which  has  been  so  bipartisan  in 
nature.  The  attorneys  general  and  the 
Grovernors  of  the  overwhelming  majority 
States  of  the  Union,  both  Democratic  and 
Republican,  have  backed  this  legislation 
consistently.  The  record  is  clear  on  the 
subject  and  the  statements  made  in  the 
hearings  will  l>ear  that  out.  It  is  biparti- 
san legislation  if  ever  we  had  bipartisan 
legislation. 

Now,  considerable  has  been  said  about 
the  inland  States  if  we  allow  the  Federal 
Government  to  assert  ownership  and 
control  over  submerged  coastal  lands. 
That  argument,  of  course,  does  not  stand 
up.  It  has  been  used  time  and  time  again 
by  people  in  the  Federal  Government 
just  before  they  have  gone  ahead  and 
attempted  to  assert  ownership  and  con- 
trol. For  example,  in  the  1948  campaign 
Mr.  Truman,  as  a  candidate  for  Pres- 
ident, and  the  Attorney  General  of  that 
day,  Tom  Clark,  told  the  people  of  Texas 
that  they  had  nothing  to  fear  despite  the 
California  decision  if  Mr.  Truman  and 
his  administration  were  returned  to 
office.  Yet  in  December  of  1948.  a  month 
after  the  election  returns  were  in,  the 
Federal  Government  began  the  cases 
against  Louisiana  and  Texas  despite  the 
previous  position  it  took  in  which  it  said: 
•You  have  nothing  to  fear  in  Texas  and 
Louisiana." 

Remember  too  that  in  the  celebrated 
Fallbrook  case  the  Federal  Government 
used  the  paramount  rights  theory  to 
assert  rights  of  ownership  in  an  inland 
stream  in  California.  And  the  opponents 
of  this  bill  say  that  there  are  no  threats 
being  made  to  our  inland  waters. 

So,  I  do  not  think  we  can  take  that 
chance,  because  the  previous  record 
shows  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  on  other  occasions  gone  ahead  to 
assert  claim  of  ownership  against  vari- 
ous States,  despite  what  it  said  earlier. 
In  February  1952  a  Federal  attack  was 
made  on  the  submerged  lands  off  the 
coast  of  the  State  of  Washington,  and 
there  is  no  indication  that  such  a  situa- 
tion might  not  be  repeated  in  the  future. 
Then  there  is  the  argument  that  State 
ownership  of  the  submerged  lands  within 
the  historical  boundaries  would  harm  the 
national  defense  program.  That  simply 
is  not  true.    During  the  last  war.  World 


2518 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


March  30 


War  n,  the  States  developed  their  natu- 
ral resources,  oil  and  other  resources, 
and  I  never  heard  anyone  criticize  that 
operation  by  the  States.  I  never  heard 
anyone  say  that  because  the  States  de- 
veloped those  resources,  our  defense  ef- 
fort was  harmed  in  any  way.  Certainly, 
the  States  have  a  right  to  develop  them, 
and  if  they  do.  it  means  that  we  will 
eliminate  much  of  the  red  tape  that  goes 
on  when  Federal  bureaucracy  takes  con- 
1  trol. 

Then  the  final  argimient  that  has  been 
advanced,  if  the  legislation  is  approved, 
the  States  will  then  want  to  assert 
ownership  and  control  over  the  public 
lands  in  the  various  States.  I  think 
there  is  a  very  definite  distinction  be- 
tween submerged  lands  which  are  under 
consideration  in  this  legislation  and  the 
so-called  public  lands.  In  the  csise  of 
the  submerged  lands  we  are  in  this  legis- 
lation restoring  State  ownership,  owner- 
ship which  had  been  in  the  States  for 
over  100  years  until  the  Supreme  Court 
decision  of  1947.  This  legislation  would 
restore  ownership  which  had  heretofore 
been  recognized.  In  the  case  of  public 
lands  it  had  never  been  recognized  that 
there  was  any  State  ownership  in  those 
lands,  and  I  am  certain  any  claim  any 
State  might  have  of  ownership  to  any 
public  lands  could  not  stand  up  on  the 
basis  of  this  legislation,  and  certainly 
this  legislation  would  not  give  any  prec- 
edent for  such  a  claim. 

Those  are  some  of  the  answers  to  the 
questions  raised,  Mr.  Chairman.  This 
legislation  means  a  great  deal  to  my 
State  of  California  and  a  great  deal  to 
all  of  the  States.  The  revenue  would 
mean  more  parks,  harbors,  playgrounds, 
schools,  and  improved  beaches  for  all 
the  people.  It  would  benefit,  of  course, 
the  people  in  all  the  States,  but  the  im- 
portant question,  of  course,  is  that  this 
legislation  will  reaffirm  and  strengthen 
our  republican  form  of  government,  the 
form  of  government  that  recognizes  au- 
thority and  sovereignty  in  the  States 
.  themselves.  I  recall  not  long  ago  listen- 
ing to  an  address  by  Dean  Manion  of 
Notre  Dame  University  in  which  he 
pointed  out  why  this  country  had  pre- 
vented Federal  dictatorship  because  of 
our  system  of  sovereignty  in  the  individ- 
ual States.  That  is  the  great  question 
before  us.  The  rights  of  our  States 
would  be  strengt.iened  by  the  passage  of 
this  legislation. 

Mr.  CELLER  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Feighan/. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think,  in  the  first  instance,  we  should 
face  the  fact  that  the  Supreme  Court  is 
the  Court  of  last  resort  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  when  they  make  their  decision 
that  is  the  law  of  the  land.  As  President 
Eisenhower  said,  he  will  obey  the  Su- 
preme Court. 

The  Supreme  Court  very  definitely  and 
clearly  in  the  California,  the  Texas  and 
the  Louisiana  cases  has  settled  this  ques- 
tion. The  exact  wording  in  the  Califor- 
nia case,  in  the  decree,  is  as  follows: 

The  United  States  of  America  Is  now,  and 
has  been  at  aU  times  pertinent  hereto,  pos- 
sessed of  paramount  rights  In,  and  full  do- 
minion and  power  over,  the  lands,  minerals, 
and  other  things  underlying  the  Pacific 
Ocean  ^Ni|f  Maward  of  the  ordinary  low- 


water  mark  on  the  coast  of  California,  and 
outside  of  the  inland  waters,  extending  sea- 
ward 3  nautical  miles  and  bounded  on  the 
north  and  south,  respectively,  by  the  north- 
ern and  southern  boundaries  of  the  State  of 
California.  The  State  of  California  has  no 
title  thereto  or  property  Interest  therein, 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  May  I  a?k  the  gentle- 
man whether  or  not  a  similar  decree  was 
entered  in  the  Texas  and  Louisiana 
cases? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Yes.  The  Supreme 
Court  said  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  rights  and  full  dominion  of 
the  lands  in  the  beU.  Now,  the  Supreme 
Court  having  said  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  paramount  rights,  do- 
minion, and  power  over  the  submerged 
lands,  and  that  the  States  have  no  title 
or  interest  therein,  we  are  a.sked  to  ap- 
propriate to  these  various  States  off 
whose  shores  mineral  deposits  may  be 
found  in  submerged  lands  that  which 
the  Supreme  Court  ."^aid  does  not  belong 
to  those  States  and  does  belong  to  the 
Federal  Government. 

You  talk  about  a  eriveaway.  If  this 
bill  passes  it  will  give  to  those  various 
States  adjoining  whose  shores  there  are 
submerged  lands  running  seaward  from 
the  lower-water  mark,  all  right,  title, 
and  interest  in  these  submerged  lands, 
and  we  are  to  do  that  without  getting 
any  consideration  therefor. 

It  seems  very  plain  to  me  that  since 
the  Supreme  Court  says  that  the  States 
have  no  title  or  interest  in  the  submerged 
lands,  and  we  turn  these  submerged 
lands  over  to  the  States  without  any 
consideration,  it  certainly  is  giving  them 
away  to  the  States. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Is  not  the  creation  of 
title  in  an  area  where  there  is  no  pre- 
vious title,  as  the  gentleman  says  the 
submerged  lands  area  is,  an  exerci.se  of 
the  power  of  sovereignty?  In  other 
words,  had  not  the  Briti.sh  sovereign 
exercised  his  inchoate  internal  and  ex- 
ternal sovereignty  by  a  positive  act. 
there  would  never  have  been  created 
private  title  within  the  British  Empire 
nor  within  the  colonies  nor  within  the 
United  States  of  America.  Therefore, 
in  this  act  by  this  Congress  we  are  not 
giving  away  any  title,  we  are  not  ve.sting 
any  title,  we  are  merely  acting  within 
the  power  of  our  sovereignty  to  establish 
a  title  where  none  existed  before. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  disagree  with  that 
line  of  logic,  if  there  is  any  in  it.  Be- 
cause the  land  here  involved  is  under 
the  ocean,  the  high  seas  of  the  world, 
title  and  rights  there  depend  on  inter- 
national law  and  not  merely  on  the  law 
of  the  adjacent  sovereign  country. 
Every  nation  as  a  sovereign  has  the 
right,  which  has  been  established  in  in- 
ternational law.  to  control  .submerged 
lands  3  miles  from  the  low-water  mark. 
That  is  the  so-called  3-mile  interna- 
tional belt.  There  has  never  been  any 
question  since  1793  that  the  United 
States  has  adhered  to  the  recognition  of 
that  3-mile  belt. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  believe  the  gen- 
tleman should  point  out  that  the  only 
declaration  of  title  here  was  by  procla- 
mation of  1945  by  President  Truman, 
who  asserted  the  claim  of  the  United 
States  to  the  entire  Continental  Shelf. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  In  the  President's 
Continental  Shelf  proclamation  of  1945 
which  related  to  the  sea  bed  and  sub- 
soil under  the  high  seas  beyond  the  mar- 
ginal belt,  the  President  was  careful  not 
to  assert  title,  but  merely  jurisdiction 
and  control.  This  area  is  clearly  out- 
side of  territorial  waters  and  thus  in  a 
domain  where  international  considera- 
tions prevail. 

As  to  even  the  3-mile  belt,  the  para- 
mount rights  of  the  United  States  are 
predicated  on  its  position  as  a  member 
of  the  family  of  nations,  as  Justice  Black 
said  in  the  California  case: 

The  crucial  question  on  the  merits  Is  not 
merely  who  owns  the  bare  legal  title  to  the 
lands  under  the  niarRlnal  sea.  The  United 
Slates  here  asserts  rlt?ht.«!  in  two  capacities 
transcencluig  those  ol  a  mere  proi)erty  owner. 

In  other  words,  the  United  States  has 
an  interest  there  that  is  even  more  in- 
clusive than  mere  legal  title.  In  the 
Texas  decision  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
fined dominium  and  imperium.  Domin- 
ium they  defined  as  ownership  or  pro- 
prietary rights  and  imperium  they  de- 
fined as  governmental  powers  of  regu- 
lation and  control.  In  the  Texas  case. 
they  said  those  two  powers — imperium 
and  dominium  coalesced  and  here  are 
the  exact  words: 

And  so  althoviph  dlmlnlum  and  Imperium 
are  normally  separable  and  separate,  this  Is 
an  instance  where  property  interests  are  so 
subordinated  to  the  rights  of  sovereignty  as 
to  follow  sovereignty. 

We  can  be  very  definite  and  certain 
In  the  fact  that  the  Supreme  Court  has 
stated  the  Slates  do  not  own  or  have 
any  title  thereto  or  property  interest 
in  these  submerged  lands.  Now  Con- 
gress is  a.sked  by  the  terms  of  this  bill 
to  give  away  to  the  States  these  sub- 
merged lands  which  the  Supreme  Court, 
on  three  occa.'^ions,  stated  that  the 
States  had  no  title  thereto  or  property 
interest  therein. 

We  arc  a.sked  to  give  them  away  in 
two  ways,  to  give  a  quitclaim  deed  and 
if  that  does  not  work  to  delegate  to  the 
States  authority  to  take  these  mineral 
deposits  from  the  submerged  lands. 

It  should  be  very  patently  clear  that 
the  Supreme  Court  deci-sions  did  not 
consider  any  inland  waters,  bays,  lakes, 
or  rivers.  They  considered  only  the 
submerged  lands  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark.  Let  us  not  be  confused 
about  inland  waters.  The  Supreme 
Court  on  52  different  occasions  has  con- 
firmed in  the  States  all  rights  and  privi- 
letres  and  title  to  inland  waters,  rivers, 
and  bays.  The  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  Federal  Government  in  owning 
these  submerged  lands  of  the  marginal 
sea  owned  them  as  trustee  for  the  whole 
48  States.  The  theory  of  that  was  set 
out  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
case  of  Illinois  Central  Railroad  against 
Illinois.    Only  in  that  case  it  involved 
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inland  waters.  That  was  the  situation 
where  the  State  Legislature  of  Illinois 
had  granted  by  legislation  to  the  Illinois 
Central  Railroad  the  whole  Chicago 
lakefront.  The  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  State  of  Illinois  owned  the  bed 
of  Lake  Michigan  in  trust  for  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Illinois  and  that  the 
Stat«  of  Illinois  could  not  give  it  away 
or  appropriate  it  to  any  private  inter- 
est or  corporation.  By  the  same  token, 
the  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the 
Federal  Government  owns  these  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  marginal  sea  as 
an  attribute  or  incident  of  its  national 
external  sovereignty.  If  this  is  an  in- 
separable incident  of  national  sovereign- 
ty, then  there  is  a  grave  doubt  as  to 
whether  Congress  can  pass  this  bill. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

I  note  that  the  gentleman  Is  calling 
attention  to  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road case,  which  is  reported  in  volume 
146  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
Reports.  In  that  case,  the  Court  said 
that  because  the  Great  Lakes  partook  of 
the  nature  of  the  open  seas,  the  same 
rule  of  ownership  applied  to  them  that 
had  been  followed  by  the  Court  with  ref- 
erence to  the  ownership  of  lands  "under 
tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  seas." 
Mr.  FEIGHAN.  That  is  absolutely 
correct  because  tidewater  means  the 
land  over  which  the  tide  ebbs  and  flows. 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  The  gentle- 
man is  right. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  So  that  Is  just  an- 
other confirmation  of  the  fact  that  the 
State  owns  tidelands  and  land  underly- 
in.c  inland  waters. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  That  does  not 
support  the  distinction  that  my  good 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  is  mak- 
ing. I  am  afraid,  because  the  gentleman 
is  standing  on  the  ground  that  we  are 
taking  in  the  former  decisions  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  boundaries  that  had 
to  do  with  inland  bays  and  waters. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  said  the  Supreme 
Court  decisions  in  the  marginal  sea  cases 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  They  were 
specifically  excluded  from  the  decision 
and  from  the  decree. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  have  not 
examined  the  files  minutely.  I  am  going 
by  the  language  of  the  decision  as  laid 
down  by  the  Supreme  Court.  In  that 
decision  the  Court  took  the  position  that 
the  Greak  Lakes  were  no  different,  when 
it  came  to  the  matter  of  marginal  lands 
and  the  3-mile  boundary  Une.  than  the 
tidelands  that  were  affected  by  the  tides 
on  the  seas. 

Mr.  FEHGHAN.  In  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral case,  the  Court  gave  no  considera- 
tion whatever  to  the  marginal  sea  or  to 
land  underlying  the  open  ocean.  It  re- 
lated the  ownership  of  land  underlying 
the  waters  of  the  Great  Lakes  to  the  rule 
of  ownership  which  applies  to  tidelands 
along  the  shore  of  the  sea. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  am  told 
there  was  a  special  master  appointed  to 
look  into  this  matter,  so  we  probably  do 
not  agree. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Yes.  That  Is  out  In 
California.  That  Is  to  determine  the 
question  of  what  is  Inland  waters  and 
what  are  waters  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark. 


Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  And  that  be- 
comes a  question  of  fact.  But  if  the  gen- 
tleman will  bear  with  me  1  minute.  I 
imderstood  the  gentleman  to  take  the 
position  this  morning,  in  one  of  his  ques- 
tions, that  regardless  of  what  the  Con- 
gress does  there  is  no  inherent  power  to 
disturb  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
because  the  Court  has  said  that  the  title 
is  paramount.  Regardless  of  what  the 
Supreme  Court  does,  the  Congress  can- 
not disturb  any  mandate  of  the  Supreme 
Court? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.    No. 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.     That  is  not 
your  r)osition? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  My  position  is  that  in 
view  of  the  'language  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  saying  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  this  dominion  and  power  by 
virtue  of  its  external  sovereignty — it  is 
quite  possible  that  the  United  States 
Congress  cannot,  under  article  IV,  give 
it  away  or  appropriate  it,  by  the  same 
token  that  the  State  Legislature  of  Illi- 
nois could  not  give  away  the  bed  along 
Lake  Michigan,  because  it  held  it  in  trust 
for  the  people  of  Illinois.  By  the  same 
reasoning,  these  submerged  lands  sea- 
ward of  the  low-water  mark  are  held  in 
trust  by  the  Federal  Government  for  all 
the  people. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  get  the  gen- 
tleman's point.  It  is  somewhat  conjec- 
tural. But  the  gentleman  says  the  Con- 
gress could  not  disturb  what  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  ruled? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  am  raising  that  con- 
stitutional question. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  It  is  entirely  possible,  on 
reading  those  decisions,  that  we  cannot 
act  in  this  case  under  the  strict  interpre- 
tation of  the  Constitution,  because  of  the 
use  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  term, 
"Imperium  and  dominium." 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  again? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Do  I  imder- 
stand  the  gentleman  to  say  in  his  ques- 
tion that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  cannot  disturb  a  law  or  decree  or 
edict  that  has  been  entered  by  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court?  In  other  words, 
they  say.  "we  are  paramount  or  su- 
preme." and  that  fixes  the  basis  upon 
which  we  can  legislate? 

Mr.  YATES.  Has  the  gentleman  ever 
heard  of  the  necessity  of  a  constitutional 
amendment?  The  Court  might  hold  this 
unconstitutional. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  One  guess  Is  as 
good  as  another. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  May  I  just  bring  this 
to  your  attention:  If  the  Supreme  Court 
should  decide— which  they  have  not — 
that  the  ownership  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment in  these  submerged  lands  was 
merely  a  proprietary  right,  just  as  the 
Federal  Government  owns  a  chattel,  then 
very  definitely  the  Congress  can.  under 
article  rv.  dispose  of  it,  appropriate  it, 
or  do  what  they  wish.    But  I  raise  the 


constitutional  question.  If  all  we  are 
dealing  with  is  a  mere  fee-simple  title. 
there  is  no  question  that  the  Congress 
can  dispose  of  it  without  consideration. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  United  States 
holds  its  interest  in  the  bed  of  the  mar- 
ginal seas,  as  an  attribute  of  national 
sovereignty,  it  is  subject  to  the  argument 
that  it  is  an  inseparable  attribute  of  na- 
tional sovereignty.  If  this  is  so,  I  believe 
that  the  Supreme  Court  would  hold  that 
it  is  unconstitutional  for  Congress  to  give 
it  away. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  think  that 
the  McGuire  bill,  which  we  passed  in  the 
last  session  to  cure  some  of  the  short- 
comings in  previous  legislation  which  the 
Supreme  Court  had  pointed  out  was 
missing,  is  analogous  to  the  situation 
here.  I  do  not  hold  that  the  Supreme 
Court  can  by  transposing  words  from 
their  text  create  a  situation  where  it 
takes  from  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  the  power  ever  to  legislate  to  cure 
or  modify  such  a  situation;  I  do  not 
agree  witii  that.  , 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Under  the  tripartite 
system  of  government,  the  Supreme 
Court  is  that  branch  of  the  Government 
vested  with  the  power  to  interpret  our 
laws. 

Preceding  speakers  stated  that  the 
Supreme  Court  looked  to  Congress  for 
action.  That  is  correct.  What  the  Court 
was  talking  about  was  action  by  Con- 
gress to  recognize  the  equities  of  those 
who  have  made  investments  in  the  de- 
velopment of  the  marginal  seas  in  the 
past,  under  a  mistaken  assumption  as  to 
who  owned  the  land.  It  was  also  con- 
templated that  Congress  would  authorize 
the  futm^e  development  of  the  oil  and 
gas  deposits  in  these  lands. 

For  the  purposes  of  national  security 
we  need  oil.  Everyone  will  agree  with 
that  and  under  the  Federal  Leasing  Act 
or  imder  any  other  Federal  statute  there 
is  no  authority  given  by  Congress  to 
anyone  to  draw  oil  out  of  these  sub- 
merged lands. 

It  is  within  the  power  of  Congress  to 
determine  how  those  mineral  deposits 
are  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  submerged 
lands. 

Mr.  RODINO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FEIGHAN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  RODINO.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
if  the  gentleman  is  not  right  in  his  con- 
cern as  to  the  constitutionality  of  this 
issue  here,  for  if  I  Interpret  the  testi- 
mony of  the  Attorney    General  in   the 
hearings  before  the  Judiciary  Committee 
he  himself  stated  on  page  220  of    the 
hearings  that    instead  of    granting    a 
blanket  quitclaim  title  to  the  lands    it 
would  be  better  to  grant  all  the  rights 
that  they  need  to  develop  the  natural  re- 
sources.   He  himself  recognized  the  fact 
that  a  grave  constitutional  issue  is  in- 
volved here  and,  therefore,  does  not  see 
the  urgency  of  granting  a  blanket  quit- 
claim title.   I  would  Uke  to  point  out  fur- 
ther that  one  of  the  former  Members 
whom  we  all  loved  here,  the  late  Samuel 
Hobbs.  a  Representative  from  Alabama, 
who  was  a  student  of  constitutional  law 

and  a  scholar  on  this  issue 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.     Exactly,  but  if  the 
gentleman  is  going  to  read  that  I  wish 
he  would  do  it  in  his  own  time. 
Mr.  RODINO.    All  right. 
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Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman that  the  Attorney  General's 
statement  before  the  committee  reflects  a 
genuine  apprehension  as  to  the  amstitu- 
tionality  of  a  proposal  such  as  that  con- 
tained in  this  bill. 

With  reference  to  the  police  power  I 
think  we  should  understand  that  these 
States  do  have  police  power,  regidatory 
powers,  out  to  the  3-mile  limit,  but  in 
none  of  the  Supreme  Court  decisions  has 
that  police  power  ever  been  interpreted 
as  the  State  owning  any  portion  of  the 
submerged  lands.  In  other  words,  a 
State  can  give  a  license  to  people  to  go 
out  and  fish  but  they  do  not  have  to  own 
the  submerged  land  over  which  that 
fishing  is  conducted. 

I  have  introduced  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 126,  which  would  provide  that  the 
Federal  Government  will  manage  and 
control  the  drilling  of  oil  within  the  3- 
mile  limit.  TMrty-seven  and  one-half 
percent  of  the  royalties  shall  go  to  the 
State  off  whose  shores  these  submerged 
lands  lie,  the  remaining  62^2  percent  to 
be  held  in  a  special  fund  in  the  Treasury 
to  be  used  during  the  present  national 
emergency  for  such  developments  essen- 
tial to  the  national  defense  as  Congress 
may  determine.  After  the  national 
emergency  is  passed  such  money  is  to  be 
used  exclusively  as  grants-in-aid  of 
primary,  secondary,  and  higher  educa- 
tion. 

I  have  prepared  a  section  by  section 
analysis  of  my  resolution.  House  Joint 
Resolution  126,  which  I  shall  offer  as  a 
substitute  to  H.  R.  1498.  My  analysis 
follows : 

1.  The  whereas  clauses  are  concerned  pri- 
marily ( 1 )  with  the  Increased  need  through- 
out the  Nation  for  expanded  school  facilities 
of  all  types,  (2)  with  the  concept  that  pub- 
lic lands  should  be  dedicated  to  creating 
an  educated  citizenry,  (3)  with  the  fact  that 
leases  on  submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  have  already  been  Issued  by  certain 
coastal  States  under  claim  of  ownership,  (4) 
with  the  holding  of  the  Supreme  Court  that 
the  United  States  has  paramount  rights  in, 
and  full  dominion  over  the  submerged  lands 
of  the  Continental  Shelf,  and  (5)  with  the 
present  need,  in  view  of  the  national  emer- 
gency, to  continue  without  interruption  the 
development  of  the  oil  and  gas  deposits  In 
the  submerged  land  of  the  Continental 
Shelf. 

a.  The  first  section  provides  that  all  money 
received  under  the  resolution  except  the 
S7>4  percent  paid  the  States  as  provided  in 
section  8,  shall  be  held  in  a  special  fund  in 
the  Treasury  to  be  used  during  the  present 
national  emergency  for  such  developments 
essential  to  the  national  defense  and  se- 
curity as  Congress  may  determine.  After 
the  national  emergency  Is  past,  such  money 
Is  to  be  used  exclusively  as  grants- In -aid  of 
primary,  secondary,  and  higher  education. 

3.  The  second  section  creates  a  National 
Advisory  Council  to  be  composed  of  per- 
sons experienced  in  the  fields  of  education 
and  public  administration,  and  requires 
such  Council  to  submit  by  February  1,  1955, 
a  plan  for  the  fair  allocation  of  these  grants- 
in-aid  of  education. 

4.  The  third  section  provides  that  every 
State  or  political  subdivision  or  grantee 
thereof  which  has  issued  any  mineral  leases 
covering  submerged  lands  on  th*^  Continental 
Shelf  must  file  with  the  Attorney  General 
before  December  31,  1953,  a  statement  of  all 
moneys  or  other  things  of  value  received 
since  January  1,  1940,  from  or  on  account  of 
such  grant  or  lease.  The  Attorney  General 
shall  submit  all  such  statements  to  Congress 
noi  latar  than  February  1. 1954. 


The  purpose  of  this  section  Is  to  furnish  to 
Congress  a  background  of  information  on  the 
previous  experience  of  the  SUtes  with  these 
leases. 

5.  Section  4  provides  In  effect  that  certain 
good-faith  leases  Issued  by  the  States  to  pri- 
vate operators  are  accorded  Federal  recog- 
nition provided  they  meet  certain  standards 
which  are  set  forth  In  detail.  Several  of  the 
conditions  are  that  all  royalties  and  other 
payments  shall  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  that  all  such  leases  require  a 
minimum  12 '2 -percent  royalty,  and  that 
there  must  be  a  5-year  time  limit  on  the 
lease. 

Subsection  (b)  provides  that  the  holder  of 
a  lease  who  meets  the  conditions  may  con- 
tinue to  maintain  such  lease  and  conduct 
operations  under  it  In  accordance  with  Its 
provisions,  and  further  provdes  that  only 
after  notice  and  hearing  can  such  a  lease- 
holder be  deprived  of  this  right. 

Subsection  (c)  provides  that  the  Secretary 
shall  exercise  all  the  control  vested  in  the 
previous  lessor  by  law  or  provision  of  lease. 

Subsection  (d)  provides  that  permission 
granted  to  maintain  a  lease  is  not  a  waiver 
of  any  claim  of  the  United  States  against  the 
lessor  or  lessee  which  arose  prior  to  the  effec- 
tive date  of  the  resolution. 

6.  Section  5  provides  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  may  after  receiving  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Attorney  General  disclaim  all 
interests  of  the  United  States  in  tldelands  or 
submerged  lands  beneath  navigable  inland 
waters  except  those  tldelands  or  submerged 
lands  beneath  Inland  waters  which  belong 
to  or  are  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States. 

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  point  up 
that  the  United  States  does  not  claim  any 
Interest  in  the  true  tldelands  or  the  land 
under   Inland  navigable   waters. 

7.  Section  6  provides  that  If  there  is  a 
controversy  between  the  United  States 
and  a  State  as  to  whether  or  not  lands  are 
submerged  lands  beneath  navigable  Inland 
waters,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Attorney  General  has 
power  to  negotiate  agreements  with  che 
State  and  other  Interested  parties  respecting 
operations  under  existing  leases,  (including 
payment  of  any  moneys)  and  the  issuance 
of  new  leases  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
controversy.  It  also  provides  that  payments 
made  under  any  such  agreement  are  made  In 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(4)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4.  It  fur- 
there  provides  that  if  the  lands  in  contro- 
versy are  determined  to  be  submerged  lands 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  (with  paramount 
rights  therefor  in  the  United  States),  all  of 
the  provisions  of  section  4  must  be  complied 
with  in  order  that  leases  on  such  land  be 
valid. 

8.  Section  7  provides  for  the  granting  on 
the  basis  of  competitive  bidding  of  new 
mineral  leases  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior on  submerged  lands  of  the  Continen- 
tal Shelf  not  already  covered  by  valid  leases. 
The  States  do  not  participate  In  the  grant- 
ing of  these  leases.  Such  a  lease  may  cover 
an  area  of  whatever  size  the  Secretary  may 
determine,  shall  be  for  5  years  and  as  long 
thereafter  as  oil  and  gas  may  be  produced 
therefrom,  shall  require  the  payment  of  a 
royalty  of  at  least  12  4  percent  and  shall 
contain  such  other  provisions  as  the  Secre- 
tary may  have  prescribed.  All  moneys  paid 
under  such  leases  shall  be  di.sposed  of  as 
provided  in  the  first  section  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

Subsection  (d)  provides  that  the  Issuance 
of  a  lease  for  submerged  land  or  the  refusal 
to  certify  the  United  States  does  not  claim 
any  Interest  In  submerged  land  shall  not 
prejudice  the  ultimate  settlement  of  the 
question  of  whether  such  land  lies  beneath 
navigable  Inland  waters. 

9.  Section  8  provides  that  37 '2  percent  of 
all  moneys  received  with  respect  to  opera- 
tions under  leases  of  any  type  in  submerged 
coastal  lands  shall  be  paid  within  90  days 
after  the  end  oi  each  fiscal  year  by  the  Sec- 


retary of  the  Treasury  to  the  SUte  within 
whose  seaward  boundary  such  submerged 
lands  lie.  The  seaward  boundary  la  defined 
as  a  line  3  miles  distant  from  the  points  at 
which  the  paramount  rights  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  the  submerged  lands  begin. 
The  moneys  received  pursuant  to  any  agree- 
ment pending  the  settlement  of  a  controversy 
over  the  status  of  submerged  lands  are  ex- 
cepted from  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

If  the  United  States  takes  and  receives  in 
kind  any  royalty,  the  value  of  such  royalty 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  prevailing  market 
price  of  such  royalty  at  the  time  and  place  of 
production,  and  37 'j  percent  of  such  value 
shall  be  paid  to  the  State  entitled  thereto. 
This  means  that  If  the  United  States  accepts 
oil  Instead  of  money.  37 'j  percent  of  the 
market  value  of  such  oil  Is  to  be  paid  to  the 
State  which  Is  entitled  to  it. 

10  Section  9  provides  for  the  Issuance  by 
the  Secretary  of  whatever  regulations  he 
deems  advisable  to  carry  out  this  resolution. 

11  Section  10  provides  for  the  withdrawal 
by  the  President  of  any  of  the  unleased  sub- 
merged lands  in  the  interests  of  national  se- 
curity whenever  he  may  deem  It  necessary. 
The  United  States  U  granted  the  right  of  first 
refusal  to  all  oil  and  gas  produced  from  such 
lands  in  time  of  war  or  when  the  President 
shall  so  prescribe.  It  further  provides  that 
all  leases  Issued  or  authorized  under  the  res- 
olution shall  contain  provisions  for  suspen- 
sion or  termination  of  these  leases  In  the 
event  of  war  and  for  the  payment  of  Just 
compensation  to  the  lessee  in  question. 

12.  Section  11  provides  that  any  rights 
acquired  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
In  lands  covered  by  this  resolution  shall  not 
t>e  affected  by  reason  of  the  passage  of  this 
restjlution,  but  shall  be  governed  by  the  laws 
')f  the  United  States  In  effect  at  the  time 
such  r.ghts  have  been  acquired.  The  de- 
termination, however,  of  the  applicability  or 
effect  of  the  laws  under  which  such  rights 
were  acquired  shall  not  be  affected  by  any- 
thing contained  In  this  resolution. 

13.  Section  12  Is  a  definition  section.  It 
defines  the  term  "submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf"  as  lands  under  the  sea, 
outside  the  low-water  mark  on  the  coast  of 
the  United  States,  outside  the  Inland  waters, 
and  seaward  to  the  outer  edge  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

The  term  "seaward  boundary  of  a  State" 
means  a  line  3  miles  distant  from  the  low- 
water  mark  of  the  tides. 

The  term  "mineral  lease"  means  any  form 
of  authorization  for  the  exploration,  devel- 
opment, or  production  of  oil,  gas.  or  other 
minerals. 

The  term  "tldeland.s"  means  lands  regu- 
larly covered  and  uncovered  by  the  ebb  and 
flow  of  the  tides. 

The  term  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  RadwanI. 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  legislation  now  before 
us  and  in  its  present  form  is  illegal,  so 
that  whatever  we  do  here  in  the  House 
of  Repre-sentatives  will  be  purely  abor- 
tive. I  am  satisfied  that  the  Supreme 
Court,  whatever  its  makeup  may  be  in 
the  future,  will  decide  that  the  legisla- 
tion in  its  present  form  is  unconstitu- 
tional. So  I  am  going  to  let  the  Su- 
preme Court  be  the  final  judge. 

I  am  also  opposed  to  legislation  of  this 
kind  in  any  form.  To  me  it  just  does 
not  make  sense,  unless,  of  course.  I  lived 
in  the  State  of  Texas,  the  State  of  Loui- 
siana, or  the  State  of  California.  We 
have  a  national  debt  at  the  present  time 
that  is  in  the  vicinity  of  $260  billion.  I 
cannot  understand  the  wisdom  of  giving 
away  any  assets  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
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eriunent  now  has  when  we  have  a  na- 
tional debt  of  $260  billion.  What  banker 
in  your  community  would  be  willing  to 
lend  money  to  a  businessman  who  di- 
vested himself  of  assets  without  any  con- 
sideration in  return  when  the  particular 
assets  involved  would  approach  the  debt 
at;ainst  his  business?  Such  transfer  of 
a.s.sets  without  consideration  in  return 
would  be  considered  an  "act  of  bank- 
ruptcy." I  do  not  think  that  I  was 
elected  a  Member  of  Congress,  a  Federal 
trustee,  to  give  away  something  that  be- 
longs to  all  the  people,  especially  after 
adjudication  by  the  Supreme  Court. 
\Ahich  decided  that  the.se  oil  and  mineral 
resources  belong  to  all  people  of  the 
48  States. 

Mr.     BROOKS     of     Louisiana.     Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr  RADWAN.     I  yield  for  a  question. 
Mr  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.     I  look  at 
this  matter  a  little  differently  than  the 
gentleman    in   two   re.spects.     I   do   not 
measure  the  value  of  the  assets  so  much. 
I  measure  it  in  terms  of  what  is  right 
and  wrong.     I  think  the  value  of  these 
a.s.vets  have  been  terribly  overrated.     1 
made  up  my  mind  some  time  ago  that 
the  actual  intrinsic  value  was  terrifically 
inflated,  that  it  was  notiiing  like  we  hear 
over  the   radio  and   read  in   the   press. 
But  regardless  of  that,  I  make  up  my 
mind  on  the  premise  of  whether  it  is 
right  or  wrong,  then  I  do  not  worry.     If 
the  gentleman  feels  it  is  absolutely  and 
palpably  illegal  for  us  to  act,  then  the 
gentleman  has  nothing  to  worry  about. 
If  we  are  right  I  am  going  to  do  my  duty 
and  the  gentleman  is,  too.  I  am  sure,  but 
the  gentleman  takes  the  position  that 
the   Supreme  Court   is  going   to  knock 
this  bill  out.     If  so,  why  not  let  it  go 
through  and  permit  the  Supreme  Court 
to  take  care  of  the  matter? 

Mr.  RADWAN.  I  stated  at  the  open- 
ing of  my  remarks  that  the  legislation 
now  before  us  will  be  declared  uncon- 
stitutional by  the  Supreme  Court  if  we 
enact  this  bill  into  law.  I  also  stated 
that  I  will  oppose  this  give-away  legis- 
lation in  any  form. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  feels  that  the  value  of 
the  a.ssets  has  been  terrifically  over- 
rated? 

Mr.  RADWAN.  I  do  not  I  do  not 
think  the  public  has  been  sufficiently 
awakened  as  to  the  tremendous  value 
involved.  We  are  not  dealing  with  pea- 
nuts here;  we  are  dealing  with  a  great 
and  valuable  FVderal  asset. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  are 
dealing  with  unknown  conditions,  too. 
We  have  no  way  of  knowing  what  there 
is  underneath  the  sea. 

Mr.  RADWAN.  The  gentleman  is  ab- 
solutely correct  that  we  are  dealing 
with  some  unknown  conditions  in  the 
present  case  and  I  am  not  going  to  take 
a  chance  on  giving  away  anything  that 
might  approach  the  value  of  our  na- 
tional debt.  I  am  not  taking  any 
chance  on  that  with  my  vote. 

I  would  also  like  to  make  clear  at  this 
time  that  what  I  have  to  say  is  directed 
only  to  a  piece  of  legislation  which  is 
before  us.  as  well  as  to  similar  legisla- 
tion which  may  come  before  the  Con- 
gress. I  have  no  reference  to  any  per- 
sonalities which  may  be  involved. 


Let  us  see  just  how  much  of  a  give- 
away it  is.  The  property  now  belongs 
to  the  Federal  Government.  I  do  not 
say  so  but  the  "law"  has  said  so.  What 
is  the  "law"  in  this  case?  It  is  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  as  inter- 
preted by  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Now  comes  an  attempt  to  erase  an 
adjudication  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
Both  sides  have  had  their  day  in  Court. 
The  losing  side  in  the  decision  does  not 
like  it.  It  lost  its  case  and  now  with 
misiht  seeks  to  reverse  right. 

My  party,  the  Republican  Party,  has 
always  championed  sound  policies  of 
conservation.  esp>ecially  so  since  the  Re- 
publican administration  of  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt.  As  a  matter  of 
fact.  President  Eisenhower,  in  his  State 
of  the  Union  message,  cited  the  Teddy 
Roosevelt  policies  on  conservation  as  a 
model  to  follow.  Also,  in  his  message, 
President  Eisenhower  acknowledged  that 
it  was  President  Theodore  Roosevelt  who 
had  "awakened  the  Nation  to  the  prob- 
lem of  conservation."  As  both  an  Amer- 
ican and  a  Republican.  I  intend  to  stay 
awake.  President  Eisenhower  goes  on  to 
say,  "This  calls  for  a  strong  Federal  pro- 
gram in  the  field  of  resources  develop- 
ment." 

If  ever  in  our  history  it  has  been  im- 
pKJrtant  to  exercise  judicious  wisdom  with 
respect  to  our  nationally  owned  natural 
resources,  that  time  is  now. 

This  refers  with  particular  force  to 
oil.  Oil  is  one  of  the  most  strategic  sub- 
stances in  the  political  economy  of  our 
times.  Large  quantities  of  oil  are  needed 
for  the  military  and  economic  build-up 
of  the  free  world.  In  the  event  of  all- 
out  war.  oil  could  spell  the  difference 
between  victory  and  defeat.  Oil  may  be 
essential  for  our  survival. 

These  considerations  make  the  world 
distribution  of  known  oil  deposits  a  key 
factor  in  our  national  as  well  as  our  in- 
ternational plarming.  The  most  impor- 
tant of  these  deposits  are  in  the  United 
States  and  the  Caribbean-Gulf  of  Mexico 
area,  the  Persian  Gulf,  and  around  the 
Black  and  Caspian  Seas. 

If  the  Middle  East  oil  were  cut  off  from 
our  allies  tomorrow,  we  could  not  now 
fill  the  gap  without  crippling  our  own 
economy.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative 
that  we  have  emergency  oil  reserves 
quickly  expandable  into  actual  pro- 
duction. 

There  has  been  some  attempt  here  to 
quote  President  Eisenhower  on  his  posi- 
tion with  respect  to  the  tidelands  since 
he  has  been  inaugurated  President.  But 
I  also  know  that  at  one  of  his  press 
conferences,  the  President  said  he  was 
opposed  to  the  dropping  of  any  revenue 
until  there  was  other  revenue  to  replace 
it.  If  this  is  the  case.  I  am  wondering 
what  is  to  replace  the  millions  of  dollars 
the  Federal  Goverrmient  is  now  receiving 
if  this  revenue  goes  to  the  coastal  States. 
Estimates  of  what  this  oil  and  other 
submerged  resources  are  worth  range 
from  $40  billion  to  $250  billion,  almost 
the  size  of  our  national  debt.  Why  then 
should  we  not  use  this  money  for  the 
purpose  of  making  some  payment  on  our 
national  debt?  Such  allocation  of  the 
royalties  from  these  resources  could  well 
get  us  off  to  a  good  start  in  establishing 
a  debt  retirement  program.    Or,  perhaps 


wisdom  might  dictate  that  this  source 
of  revenue  should  go  into  the  Federal 
Treasury  for  general  purposes  of  gov- 
ernment. But  it  should  not  be  given 
away  for  nothing. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  great  architects 
of  our  Constitution  ever  intended  that 
the  provision,  vesting  in  Congress  the 
right  to  dispose  of  property,  gives  us  the 
right  to  "give  away"  without  consider- 
ation in  return. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 
Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia I  Mr.  Forrester]. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
did  not  intend  to  speak  upon  this  issue. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  have  only  returned 
from  a  week  end  down  in  Georgia.  How- 
ever, there  are  certain  issues  that  are 
raised  here  on  the  floor  today  that  im- 
pel me  to  make  some  observations. 

First.  I  want  to  say  to  this  Committee 
that  in  my  personal  opinion  this  is  the 
best  bill  that  has  been  brought  out  for 
action  before  this  House.  I  am  in  accord 
with  the  general  policy  in  this  bill,  and 
I  exp>ect  to  support  this  bill.  I  do  want 
to  compliment  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia I  Mr.  Smith  ]  on  his  timely  observa- 
tion. I  think  the  gentleman  is  correct, 
and  if  he  introduces  that  amendment  I 
expect  to  support  that  amendment. 

Here  are  some  of  the  things  I  want  to 
talk  to  you  about.    I  just  simply  cannot 
go  along  with  the  argument  here  that 
the  Supreme  Court  is  inviolate.   Now,  my 
friends,  if  that  is  true,  the  thing  that  we 
should  do,  we  just  ought  to  resign  and  go 
on  home.    I  do  not  agree  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  is  inviolate.    As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  have  disagreed  with  that  Court 
many  times,  and  I  am  going  to  be  up 
here  in  the  well  and  I  am  going  to  ask 
you  to  help  me  disagree  with  them.    As 
a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  is  disrespect  to  dis- 
agree with  that  Court  I  do  not  know  of 
any  one  who  disagrees  more  than  that 
Court  does  with  itself,  because  they  hold 
one  thing  today  and  another  thing  to- 
morrow.    I  say  that  they  have  stricken 
down,  by  decision  after  decision,  firmly 
entrenched  principles  in  our  jurispru- 
dence, and  they  have  not  even  grounded 
their  change  of  sentiment  by  giving  us 
any  reasons  therefor.    I  am  in  good  com- 
pany, too,  with  the  position  I  take.    Two 
committees  of  this  House  and  two  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate,  by  the  overwhelm- 
ing votes  by  the  Senate  and  the  House 
on  two  occasions,  have  approved  that  the 
historical  boundaries  belong  to  the  re- 
spective States.  Now,  in  addition  to  that, 
the  American  Bar  Association,  a  very  re- 
spectable organization  in  my  "oook,  says 
that  they  have  no  right  to  take  this  prop- 
erty without  just  compensation.    I  seem 
to  recall  something  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  that  says  that.    In 
addition,  as  I  understand,  the  Attorneys 
General  Association  and  every  attorney 
general  has  said  that  we  are  on  solid 
grounds.    Now,  talking  about  overruling 
this  Supreme  Court:  In  the  Texas  case 
4  said  no  to  Texas  and  3  said  yes  to 
Texas.    Well,  I  am  not  willing  for  1  man 
to  say  to  Texas  that  you  cannot  come 
to  Congress. 

Now,    another    thing    in    this    issue. 
When  it  was  passed  in  the  House  and 
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Senate  last  year,  just  one  man.  Mr.  Tru- 
man, said  "No."  but  you  know  I  am  going 
to  fall  back  on  an  old  argument  now  that 
I  have  heard  many  times,  getting  down 
to  brass  tacks.  I  was  just  wondering 
about  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  saying 
that  we  have  got  to  stand  on  what  the 
Supreme  Court  says.  As  I  remember  it, 
we  had  a  War  Between  the  States  be- 
cause they  did  not  accept  a  Supreme 
Court  decision. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man agree  with  me  that  what  the  Su- 
preme Court  decides  is  the  law  of  the 
land?  They  said  that  the  States  have 
no  title  or  interest  in  the  submerged 
lands  and  yet  Congress  is  trying  to  give 
it  away. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  1  think  they  were 
talking  about  paramount  rights  and  I 
do  not  like  that  because  I  do  not  know 
what  it  means:  I  do  not  know  what 
paramount  rights  and  inherent  rights 
mean.  I  have  never  been  able  to  find 
them  in  my  law  book. 

Some  of  them  have  charged  us  with 
waste.  No  one  can  by  my  vote  show 
that  I  was  wasteful.  But  I  will  tell  you 
this:  The  historical  boundaries  down 
there  in  Georgia  belong  to  Georgia,  and 
I  am  not  going  to  settle  for  any  15  per- 
cent of  the  education,  or  anything  else. 
I  will  never  be  satisfied  with  less  than 
100  percent.  There  is  no  oil  down  there, 
but  if  they  are  goins  to  take  the  oil  we 
do  not  have  they  are  going  to  take  the 
little  fish  and  the  little  shrimp  and  the 
oysters  and  the  clams  and  the  crabs  we 
do  have. 

Last  year  on  the  other  floor  when 
there  was  a  representative  of  the  Jus- 
tice Department  present  I  said  to  him, 
"I  want  to  ask  you  a  question  as  one 
lawyer  to  another.  You  will  concede 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  proscribing 
against  a  State  or  a  Government?"  He 
said,  "Yes.  sir."  I  said,  "All  right.  If 
that  be  true,  is  it  not  tfue  as  a  matter 
of  law  that  lands  that  have  been  filled  in, 
where  people  have  bought  lots  and  sub- 
divisions and  built  homes,  and  given 
mortgages  of  their  own,  and  so  forth, 
thinking  they  had  title,  would  not  that 
land  belong  to  the  Government  under 
your  contention?"  All  he  would  ever 
say  was.  "We  never  would  contend  for 
that." 

I  said  to  him.  "I  am  not  asking  what 
you  would  contend  for.  because  I  don't 
know  what  your  successor  would  contend 
for.  but  I  am  asking  you  just  to  answer 
that  question  as  a  matter  of  law."  He 
did  not  answer  it. 

Talking  about  waste,  our  Government 
is  the  worst  waster  I  ever  heard  of. 

Another  thing.  I  remember  about  Tea- 
pot Dome.  I  want  to  compliment  our 
Republican  brethren  and  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  Maybe  he  does 
not  want  a  repetition  of  something  like 
that. 

But  I  will  tell  you  this :  The  historical 
limits  belong  to  Georgia,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  give  them  away.  You  other 
States,  if  you  do  not  want  to  give  yours 
away,  I  can  understand  your  viewpoint, 
and  I  am  with  you  gentlemen  every  step 
of  the  way. 


Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORRESTER  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio, 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  think  it  might  be 
very  pertinent  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  my  distinguished  friend  from  Georgia 
that  in  the  Supreme  Court  decision, 
which  he  seems  not  to  understand,  by 
his  own  admission 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  I  do  not  think  they 
do. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Those  decisions  did 
not  have  a  single  thing  to  do  with  any 
inland  waters  or  the  property  or  real 
estate  of  any  State,  Georgia  or  any  other, 
that  is,  any  property  that  lies  inward 
from  the  low- water  mark. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  The  great  troul?le 
in  Florida,  in  California,  and  so  forth,  is 
that  they  have  filled  in  the  sea  and  sold 
subdivisions,  there  are  homes  down  there 
by  the  thousands,  and  people  have  titles 
and  mortgages  have  been  taken,  oper- 
ating on  the  idea  that  they  have  title. 
I  say  they  are  in  jeopardy  because  there 
can  be  no  proscription  against  the 
United  States  Government. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.     I  yield 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  We  never 
heard  of  any  claim  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment with  regard  to  these  historical 
boundaries  until  1935  or  1936.  did  we? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  They  could 
always  lay  claim  to  the  inland  waters, 
the  beds  of  the  rivers  or  lakes,  or  any- 
thing else,  could  they  not? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Absolutely.  That 
is  what  we  are  trying  to  stop  right  now. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  When  we 
did  first  hear  the  claim  the  United  States 
might  make  to  these  marginal  seas, 
everybody  took  it  very  lightly.  It  has 
taken  a  decade  and  a  half  to  build  up 
an  organized  propaganda,  with  all  kinds 
of  misinformation,  and  abuse,  too.  to 
build  up  this  case  to  where  they  could 
respectably  go  before  the  country  and 
say  that  the  Federal  Government  own.s 
the  land  down  there  that  the  States  have 
been  owning  and  controlling  and  han- 
dling for  150  years. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Yes.  It  is  against 
every  theory. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  When  it 
first  came  up  hardly  a  lawyer  in  the 
country  would  come  forward  and  de- 
fend that  claim,  because  there  is  no  force 
and  no  logic  and  no  support  to  it. 

Mr.  P0RRB:STER.  There  are  not 
many  lawyers  now  that  will  defend  it. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  un- 
derstand we  have  34  minutes  left,  and 
at  the  moment  there  are  no  requests  for 
time  on  this  side. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
RoDiNO]  such  time  as  he  cares  to  use. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a 
culmination  of  three  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  involving  oil  under  sub- 
merged seaward  lands  bordering  Cali- 
fornia. Texas,  and  Louisiana  there  is  a 
concerted  effort  by  those  States,  and  by 
other  States  fearful  of  possible  exclusion 


from  a  future  opportunity  to  obtain  con- 
trol of  natural  resources,  to  obtain  a 
quitclaim  or  transfer  these  oil  resources. 
If  this  effort  succeeds,  it  merely  will  be 
the  opening  wedge  to  a  drive  to  accom- 
plish the  same  type  of  transfer  of  all 
public  lands,  mineral  re.sources,  national 
forests,  land-grant  railroad  rights-of- 
way,  and  other  reserves  of  the  Federal 
Government.  These  tremendous  re- 
serves and  resources  are  found  largely 
in  11  Western  States  where,  it  is  ad- 
mitted, they  create  serious  problems  of 
tax  revenues  and  apportionment  of  re- 
sponsibility between  the  Federal  and 
respective  State  governments.  Percent- 
agewise, the  Federal  holdings  of  the  total 
land  area.s  in  these  11  States  are  said 
to  be  as  follows:  Arizona.  73  percent; 
California.  46  percent;  Colorado.  38  per- 
cent; Idaho.  64  percent;  Montana.  35 
percent;  Nevada.  87  percent;  New  Mex- 
ico. 44  percent;  Oregon.  53  percent; 
Utah.  72  percent;  Washington.  35  per- 
cent; and  Wyomine.  51  percent.  As  in- 
dicated earlier,  the  vast  majority  of  the 
reserved  lands  exist  in  the  Western 
States,  whereas  lands  in  the  States  ad- 
mitted earlier  are  practically  all  pri- 
vately owned  and  subject  to  taxation. 
It  is  this  inequality,  of  course,  which 
excites  much  of  the  criticism  in  the  West. 

The  history  of  the  public-land  prob- 
lem reveals  that  it  was  a  focal  point 
of  dissension  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  Con.stitution  in  1789.  Six  of  the 
Original  Thirteen  Colonies  had  charters 
purporting  to  make  the  Pacific  Ocean 
their  western  boundaries.  New  York 
claimed  lands  in  what  are  now  the  States 
of  Ohio  and  Kentucky  by  virtue  of  trea- 
ties with  Indians  comprising  the  Six  Na- 
tions and  their  allies.  Although  there 
were  thus  7  States  claiming  the  western 
territory  after  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, 6  of  these  were  by  assertion 
of  the  right  to  succeed  to  the  title  of  the 
English  sovereign  to  vacant  lands. 

To  alleviate  di.ssati.sfaction  among  the 
smaller  States,  New  York  tendered  her 
western  lands  to  the  Continental  Con- 
gress in  1790  That  same  year  the  Con- 
gress reque.sted  that  other  States  do  like- 
wise and  declared  that  the.se  ceded  lands 
should  be  .settled  and  eventually  formed 
into  new  State.s  under  such  terms  and 
regulation.s  as  Consre.ss  should  provide. 
The  relinqui.shment  of  the.se  western 
lands  did  not  require,  of  course,  that 
vacant  land.s  within  the  borders  of  the 
Thirteen  States  be  relea.sed  to  the  con- 
federation government.  Such  lands,  if 
extant,  remained  the  property  of  these 
States  to  t)e  sold  or  exploited  without 
Federal  control.  In  many  instances  the 
natural  re.sources  included  in  these  lands 
were  wastefully  dissipated.  In  addition 
to  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp- 
.shire.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro- 
lina, Penn.sylvania.  Rhode  Island.  South 
Carolina  and  Virs^inia,  Texas.  Kentucky. 
and  Tennessee  succeeded  largely  in  ob- 
taining pos.session  of  vacant  lands  within 
their  borders.  It  is  said  that  no  public 
lands  can  longer  be  identified  in  Illinois. 
Indiana.  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Ohio.  Small 
areas  may  remain  in  Alabama,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Okla- 
homa, and  Wisconsin  m  widely  scattered 
and  located  tracts.  Thus,  the  bulk  of  the 
Nation's  remaining  reserved  natural  re- 
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sources  exist  in  the  11  Western  States, 
noted  earlier,  anci  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  and  it  is  th  s  bulk  which  is  always 
involved  in  any  eflort  to  transfer  public 
domain  to  any  giv<'n  State. 

No  one  can  deny  that  Congress  has  the 
constitutional  pov  er  to  divest  itself  of 
these  natural  resources  by  transferring 
them  to  the  State.s.  for  the  Constitution 
specifically  says,  in  article  IV,  section  3. 
clause  2,  that  the  Congress  shall  have 
power  to  dispose  ol  the  territory  or  other 
property  belonginp  to  the  United  States. 
This  power  was  clearly  recognized  in  the 
first  tidelands  cas<' — U.  S.  v.  California 
(1 1947  >  332  U.  S.  19.  40)— wherein  Mr. 
Justice  Black,  speaking  for  the  majority, 
stated: 

We  cannot  and  6(  not  assume  that  Con- 
pres.s.  which  has  constitutional  control  over 
Governm«nt  property,  will  execute  its  powers 
In  such  way  as  to  b'lng  about  injustices  to 
States,  their  subdlvUlons,  or  persons  acting 
pursuant  to  their  ptrmlsslon. 

Thus,  even  the  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  holding  that  California, 
and  later  Louisiana  and  Texas,  did  not 
own  the  marginal  oelt  along  their  coast, 
and  deciding  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment rather  than  the  States  has  para- 
mount rights  in  and  power  over  that  belt, 
an  incident  to  which  is  full  dominion  of 
the  resources  unde  -neath  the  water  area, 
including  oil.  cannot  preclude  legisla- 
tion by  Congress  i;nder  the  alx)ve  noted 
constitutional  provision  disposing  of  that 
property.  Congress  did  it  before  m 
granting  to  the  State  of  Wyoming  a 
.small  tract  of  lane  containing  oil — Pub- 
lic Law  887.  80th  Congress;  Sixty-second 
Statutes,  page  1233 — notwithstanding  a 
prior  decision  of  tlie  Supreme  Court  fix- 
ing title  to  that  land  in  the  United 
States.  See  U.  S  v.  Wyoming  (tl947; 
331  U.  S.  440). 

Acknowledging      this      constitutional 
power  of  Congress  to  dispose  of  the  prop- 
erty of  the  United  States  does  not  estab- 
li.sh.  nece.ssarily.   the  merits  of  disposi- 
tion.   It  has  been  said  that  the  reserved 
oil  deposits  beneath  the  marginal  seas 
constitute  a  hugr  public  trust  held  by 
the  Federal  Government  in  the  interest 
of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
They  are  enormously  valuable,  and  there 
is  no  more  impelling  reason  why  they 
should  be  given  to  the  bordering  States 
than    that    other    reserved    natural   re- 
sources should  be  siiven  to  the  respective 
States  in  which  they  are  located.    It  has 
been  estimated  that  more  than  2>i2  bil- 
lion barrels  of  oil,  in  addition  to  the  oil 
already  recovered  from  the  submerged 
lands  under  the  marginal  seas,  may  be 
discovered  and  gi\  en  away  by  this  legis- 
lation to  the  States  of  California.  Louisi- 
ana, and  Texas.    Royalties  from  this  oil 
could    bring    huge    revenues    into    the 
Treasury  and  assist  in  reducing  the  na- 
tional   debt    even    under   existing    law. 
There  may  be  other  mineral  resources  of 
great   value   beneath   these   ocean   beds 
which  are  said  to  cover  an  area  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
the   Gulf   of    Mexico,    and    the   Pacific 
Ocean  approximating  185.800.000  acres. 
See  Senate  Document  139.  82d  Congress, 
page  3.  and  Hou-^e  Report  No.  695,  82d 
Congress,  page  11     Historically,  it  is  in- 
teresting to  note,  the  revenues  from  the 
sale  of  lands  in  the  ceded  Northwest  Ter- 
ritory were  used  to  liquidate  the  national 


debts  incurred  in  the  American  Revolu- 
tion. 

No  intelligent  person  will  deny  that 
oil  resources  are  vital  to  national  de- 
fense, for  almost  every  vessel  and  ma- 
chine of  the  Armed  Forces  is  either  pro- 
pelled by  its  byproducts  or  uses  oil  in 
some  form.  The  disposition  of  these  re- 
sources would  seriously  involve  powers 
conferred  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  on  Congress  to  raise  and 
support  armies,  to  provide  and  maintain 
a  navy,  and  to  regulate  commerce.  A 
serious  depletion  or  extinction  of  these 
oil  resources  and  other  natural  resources 
would  be  a  national  tragedy. 

As  stated  earlier,  the  transfer  of  these 
lands  will  merely  be  the  opening  wedge 
of  a  drive  to  accomplish  other  transfers, 
and  in  this  connection  mention  was  made 
of  rights-of-way  given  to  land-grant  rail- 
roads.   Decisions  of  the  courts  have  been 
uniform  in  holding  that  these  grants  to' 
the  railroads  have  not  been  in  fee  simple 
absolute,  but  rather  have  been  in  the 
nature  of  easements  for  public  use  with  a 
right  of  reverter  to  the  United  States 
in  the  event  that  the  railroad  abandons 
the  right-of-way  or  attempts  to  dispose 
of  it  for  use  other  than  that  originally 
contemplated.    See  Forty-fourth  Ameri- 
can Juri.sprudence,  Railroads,  section  97, 
citing  Rio  Grande   Western  Ry.  Co.   v. 
Stringham  ( (1915 »  239  U.  S.  44 ) .    These 
grants  are  subject  to  further  legislative 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Congress — City 
of  Reno  v.  Southern  Pacific  Co.   et  al. 
((1920)  268  F.  751,  756).    Already  there 
is  before  Congress  a  proposal  to  grant 
parts  of  these  rights-of-way  to  the  rail- 
roads for  disposition.    Even  if  the  rights- 
of-way  were  to  be  abandoned,  insofar  as 
railroad  uses  are  concerned,  their  cus- 
tomary   200    feet   of   width   conceivably 
could   be  of  great  importance  for  na- 
tional-defense    high-speed      highways. 
This   is.  of  course,  merely  one  of  the 
lesser  items  which  must  be  considered. 
Of  far  greater  importance  are  the  na- 
tional forests,  the  reserved  power  sites, 
the  public  grazing  lands,  and  the  mineral 
reserves.     Capitulation  to  quitclaimism. 
whereby  the  United  States  would  be  per- 
suaded  to   renounce   blindly    to    States 
sovereignty  over  millions  of  acres  of  sea- 
ward lands,  would  lead  to  the  ultimate 
destruction  of  all  Federal  conservation, 
public  land,  and  public  power  policies 
and  would  result  in  the  exploitation  and 
waste  of  the  remaining  natural  resources 
of  the  Nation.    This  would  not  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
OHaraI  such  time  as  he  cares  to  use. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, if  the  passage  of  this  bill,  sur- 
rendering the  security  of  the  American 
Union  to  the  oil  barons,  is  forced  by  the 
administration  as  the  price  of  a  presi- 
dential election  an  angry  Nation  will 
swamp  in  a  tidal  wave  of  indignation 
the  last  vestige  of  the  Republican  Party. 
When  the  full  purport  has  been  felt  Illi- 
nois, where  the  Republican  Party  was 
born,  will  be  one  of  the  pallbearers. 

Once  before  Illinois  accepted  the  chal- 
lenge in  the  defiant  cry  that  the  State 
comes  first  and  the  Nation  second.  The 
people  of  Illinois,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  not 
changed  in  their  unswerving  and  undi- 
vided loyalty  to  the  Union  since  the  days 


of  Abraham  Lincoln.  Make  no  mistake 
on  that  score.  Illinois  never  did,  and  it 
never  will,  sell  out  the  American  Union. 
This  bill  gives  to  3  or  4  States  rights 
which  conceivably  can  prove  to  be  worth 
enough  to  pay  off  the  entire  national 
debt  twice.  The  figure  is  by  no  means 
fantastic.  Never  has  a  threat  so  fatally 
paralyzing  been  raised  against  the  Union. 
If  the  arguments  of  the  fine  gentle- 
men of  oil  prevail,  if  the  ambitions  of 
sectionalism  triumph  over  the  devotion 
to  the  Union,  if  the  publicized  respecta- 
bility of  corporation  lawyers  serving  rich 
clients  succeeds  in  making  a  mockery  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
then,  indeed,  will  the  83d  Congress  have 
written  a  chapter  in  infamy. 

Does  anyone  think  that  the  American 
people  have  become  so  craven  and  spine- 
less that  they  will  raise  no  outcry  when 
someone  is  running  away  with  the  fam- 
ily treasures?  Do  not  play  the  Ameri- 
can people  for  suckers.  Do  not  knock 
them  down  and  strip  them  of  their 
clothing  and  expect  them  to  take  it. 

I  would  like  to  ask  my  Republican 
colleagues  from  Illinois  what  answer 
they  will  have  for  the  people  of  our  State 
when  as  a  result  of  the  passing  of  this 
bill  every  man  and  woman  in  Illinois, 
in  addition  to  carrying  their  own  hea\y 
taxload,  will  be  called  upon  to  help  out 
great  big  Texas.  Now  get  this.  The 
State  of  Texas  not  only  fixes  a  minimum 
price  for  natural  gas  in  the  field,  but 
also  imposes  a  gathering  tax  upon  such 
gas  on  the  pretext  of  conserving  the 
State's  resources.  Such  regulation  and 
taxation  affects  the  price  of  gas  supplied 
to  domestic  and  industrial  consumers  at 
retail  in  the  State  of  Illinois  and  other 
inland  States.  Interstate  pipeline  com- 
panies owning  or  controlling  natural- 
gas  fields  are  now  divesting  themselves 
of  their  natural-gas  fields  to  get  away 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  Please  read  the 
case  of  Federal  Power  Commission  v. 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Companies 
(337  U.  S.  498;  93  L.  edition  1499). 

In  the  bill  that  we  have  before  us 
Texas  is  empowered  to  impose  this  gath- 
ering tax  and  extend  it  to  the  rich  and 
unlimited  fields  to  the  Continental  Shelf. 
That  means  that  every  man  and  woman 
in  Illinois,  as  well  as  in  the  other  States, 
will  have  to  pay  more  for  their  gas,  and 
all  for  the  benefit  of  one  State. 

Similar  manipulations  to  increase  the 
cost  of  oil  to  consumers,  including  the 
United  States  Government,  no  doubt  can 
be  employed  by  the  few  States  bordering 
upon  offshore  oil  reserves  with  injury  to 
all  parts  of  the  United  States.  How  are 
my  Republican  colleagues  going  to  ex- 
plain it? 

The  counterscare  that  the  lands  on 
Lake  Michigan  and  other  inland  bodies 
are  in  danger  is  knocked  into  a  cocked 
hat  by  the  facts.  Please  ask  Henry  E. 
Cutler,  without  whose  legal  opinion  no 
banker  in  the  Midwest  will  underwrite 
any  municipal  bond  issue,  what  he 
thinks  about  such  a  silly  contention. 
Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  attorney  general 
of  Texas  and  the  attorney  general  of 
California  did  try  to  work  the  scare  on 
the  city  of  Chicago  and  they  got  no- 
where. Ask  Joseph  F.  Grossman,  special 
assistant  corporation  coiaisel  of  the  city 
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of  Chicago  and  one  of  the  great  authori- 
ties of  the  Nation  on  municipal  and  pub- 
lic-utilities law.  Read  the  words  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in 
the  Illinois  Central  case — 146th  United 
SUtes  Reports,  page  387. 

No.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  people  of  Illi- 
nois will  not  be  scared  by  a  bogey  man  into 
consenting  to  the  sell  out  of  the  Union. 

This  bill  is  just  that— a  sell  out  of 
the  American  Union.  It  is  the  child  of 
the  same  brain  that  plotted  Teapot 
Dome.  Moreover,  it  is  a  brazen  sell  out 
of  the  American  people,  north  and  south, 
east  and  west.  It  is  taking  us  back  to 
the  days  when  speculators,  timber  and 
cattle  barons,  copper  and  steel  kings, 
rode  hifeh  and  handsome  in  rugged  and 
ruthless  individualism.  Then  it  was  the 
public  lands  which  we  took  from  the 
people  and  in  grants  to  railroads  turned 
over  to  the  gang  of  exploiters.     What 

«  happened  will  be  visited  upon  us  again 

when  this  evil  measure  is  enacted  into 
law.  The  railroads  ran  the  Government. 
They  prevented  for  years  the  building  of 
an  inter-oceanic  canal.  They  corrupted 
every  level  of  government.  Do  the 
people  of  Californis.  want  to  go  back  to 
the  political  conditions  of  their  State 
before  Hiram  Johnson  at  long  last  broke 
the  strangle-hold  of  the  railroads?  Ex- 
plain this  bill  to  the  common  people  of 
California,  let  them  know  that  it  is  the 
cover-up  of  the  same  old  hand  reaching 
for  their  throats,  and  then  try  to  sell 
them  a  bill  of  goods  from  the  fashionable 
oflRces  of  corporation  lawyers  who  have 
hired  out  to  rich  oil  clients. 

The  States  receiving  title  to  tidelands 
oil  will  lease  them  for  a  pittance  of 
royalties  to  the  big  oil  companies.  A 
small  group  of  rugged  and  ruthless  in- 
dividuals will  reap  high  profits.  Petro- 
leum deposits  will  be  quickly  exhausted, 
and  the  national  security  if  war  should 
come  will  go  up  in  flames.  What  will 
the  ordinary  decent  and  honest  men  and 
women  of  Cahfornia,  Texas,  and  Louisi- 
ana receive?  Just  as  much — not  one 
whit  more — than  they  have  always  been 
doled  when  exploiters  held  the  gun.  Oil 
can  buy  for  hire  corporation  lawyers,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  can  fool  the  common 
sense  of  the  ordinary  people  of  Cali- 
fornia. Louisiana,  and  Texas  any  more 
than  it  can  make  a  nit-wit  of  the  good 
Ijeople  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  American  people 
are  not  buying  this  bill  of  goods.  If  the 
administration  forces  its  passage,  the 
American  people  will  see  to  it  that  there 
is  a  new  representation  in  the  84th  Con- 
gress. The  oil  barons  will  discover  that 
all  that  they  got  from  the  83rd  Congress 
was  a  law  which  the  84th  Congress  re- 
pealed. 

It  is  said  by  those  who  are  authorities 
on  conservation  and  natural  resources 
•  that  the  tidelands  grab  is  merely  the 

start  of  an  expected  raid  on  Federal 
lands.  The  Federal  Government  now 
owns  457,600,000  acres  of  land.  Let  the 
pattern  be  set  of  giving  away  the  peoples 
wealth  and  resources  to  States,  which  in 
turn  give  them  away  to  rugged  and 
ruthless  individuals  under  the  pretense 
of  leases,  and  the  jig -is  up.  It  will  be 
the  end  of  the  great  and  glorious  dream 
of  the  American  people.  What  foreign 
nations  could  not  do  will  have  been  ac- 
complished from  within. 


Mr.  Chairman,  at  this  moment  of 
crisis,  when  our  destiny  as  an  American 
union  dedicated  to  the  service  of  all  the 
people  is  hanging  in  the  balance,  it  is 
natural  that  I  .should  be  thinking  of 
Theodore  Roosevelt  and  of  his  great 
leadership  in  the  fight  of  the  American 
people  to  preserve  our  national  resources 
for  all  the  people  against  the  designs  of 
the  exploiters.  We  stand  at  Armageddon. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  I  Mr.  M^cHROWICzi  be 
given  E>ermission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MACHROWICZ.  Mr.  Chairman, 
serious  illness  in  my  immediate  family 
may  compel  me  to  leave  Washington  be- 
fore a  vote  is  taken  on  H.  R.  4193,  the 
so-called  offshore  lands  bill. 

I  assure  my  colleagues  that  only  the 
most  compelling  circumstances  could 
prevent  my  casting  personally  a  vote 
on  this  important  legislation.  The  bill 
as  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the, 
Judiciary  i£,  in  mv  opinion,  clearly  con- 
trary to  the  best  interests  of  our  Nation. 
It  gives  away  to  the  States  our  national 
resources,  which  should  be  retained,  de- 
veloped, and  con.servcd  for  national  pur- 
poses. The  income  derived  should  be 
devoted  to  education  throughout  the 
United  States. 

But  the  bill  goes  even  beyond  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  present  administra- 
tion. By  quitclaiming  lands  beyond 
the  3-mile  limit  we  would  confer  un- 
precedented and  unconstitutional  power 
upon  a  few  States  to  tax  production 
from  federally  owned  lands  out  to  the 
Continental  Shelf.  We  would  create  a 
dangerous  precedent,  which  might  well 
be  followed  by  proposals  to  transfer  fed- 
erally owned  timberlands.  grazing  lands, 
and  perhaps  even  national  parks  to  the 
States  for  cession  to  private  exploiters, 
or  directly  into  private  ownership. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  member.ship 
of  the  House  will  uphold  and  follow  the 
good  conservation  traditions  of  our 
country  by  refusing  to  lend  themselves 
to  this  dangerous,  inequitable  proposal 
to  dissipate  our  national  heritage, 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Doli.inger  1  be 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
i3  fantastic  and  incredible  that  Congress 
should  consider  for  one  moment  legis- 
lating away  the  right  and  title  to  billions 
of  dollars  of  oil  reserves  which  all  the 
people  of  our  country  own  for  the  benefit 
of  the  citizens  of  a  few  States,  and  in 
particular  to  fatten  the  coffers  of  the  oil 
trust.  Are  we  to  rob  the  youth  of  our 
Nation  of  the  educational  assistance  as- 
sured them  by  the  Federal  Government 
since  earliest  colonial  days?  Are  we  go- 
ing to  jeopardize  our  national  security  by 
permitting  private  oil  companies  to  gain 
control  over  our  rich  oil  reserves,  which 
are  so  vital  to  o\xx  defense? 


I  maintain  that  this  legislative  body, 
which  represents  the  people  of  the  entire 
Nation,  has  no  such  authority;  it  has  no 
power  to  give  away  any  part  of  our  rich 
natural  resources  to  any  one  segment  of 
the  country.  Furthermore,  in  my  opin- 
ion, the  measure  before  us  for  consider- 
ation would  be  held  unconstitutional  if 
we  commit  the  grievous  error  of  pass- 
ing it. 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  three  separate 
decisions,  has  declared  that  the  States 
never  did  own  or  have  any  title  to  sub- 
merged lands  and  established  beyond  all 
doubt  that  title  to  oil  in  submerged 
lands  off  our  coa.sts  belongs  to  all  of  the 
people,  not  to  just  a  few  States.  Now 
Congress  is  being  asked  to  override  and 
reverse  the  Supreme  Court  in  a  ques- 
tion of  land  titles  which  rightfully 
came  before  the  Court  and  was  pecu- 
liarly within  Its  judicial  determination. 
Should  we  ignore  these  decisions,  it  will 
con.stitute  a  serious  encroachment  by  the 
legislative  branch  of  our  Government 
upon  the  judicial  branch,  and  I  am  op- 
posed to  such  action  on  our  part.  I  hold 
that  this  .so-called  tidelands  issue  has 
been  decided  under  law;  the  question  is 
not  properly  before  us  now. 

The  past  history  of  our  Nation,  from 
its  very  beginning,  supports  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  No  State  right 
to  marginal  waters,  as  is  now  requested, 
has  ever  been  recognized.  Instead,  the 
Federal  Government  has  consistently 
claimed  these  seas  and  submerged  lands. 
Thomas  Jefferson  established  the  claim 
of  Federal  ownership  in  1793  at  the  time 
of  the  Louisiana  Purchase;  he  realized 
that  Federal  control  of  marginal  waters 
was  vitally  necessary  to  the  defenes  of 
our  new  and  fast -growing  country.  The 
national  policy  of  using  revenue  from 
public  lands  for  educational  purposes 
was  established  in  colonial  days,  but  we 
find  that  as  early  as  1780  Congress  had 
to  beat  off  attempts  by  the  States  to  lay 
claim  to  public  lands  when  they  sought 
to  further  their  own  selfish  aims  at  the 
expense  of  others.  Former  President 
Truman  vetoed  legislation  similar  to 
that  before  us  now,  and  upheld  the  right 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  the  lands 
in  question. 

The  Slates  now  demanding  that  Con- 
gress make  them  a  present  of  from  $50 
billion  to  $250  billion  in  offshore  oil  and 
natural  gas  resources  are  Texas,  Lou- 
isiana, and  California.  They  are  claim- 
ing that  we  .should  restore  their  sub- 
merged lands  to  them.  The  word  "re- 
store" is  deceiving  as  used  by  them — 
they  have  never  had  legal  title  to  the 
property  in  the  first  place,  so  how  can  we 
return  to  them  what  they  never  owned? 

Testimony  given  by  Attorney  General 
Brownell  threw  a  .serious  doubt  up>on  the 
constitutionality  of  this  legislation.  To 
circumvent  such  a  test,  he  recommended 
legislation  which  would  not  quitclaim 
title  to  the  submerged  lands  but  would 
merely  grant  authority  which  the  States 
in  question  would  need  in  order  that  the 
rich  oil  reserves  could  be  appropriated 
for  their  own  benefit.  Oil  is  the  objec- 
tive, and  we  know  that  the  oilfields 
which  have  been  developed  under  State 
control  are  beyond  historic  State  boun- 
daries. The  issue  is  not  tidelands — the 
coastal  States  fighting  for  offshore  oil 
are  claiming  title  to  resources  which  lie 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2525 


beyond  the  tideland.s;  beyond  the  his- 
toric national  3-mile  limit — out  to  200 
miles  from  the  shore.  Their  claim  is  ri- 
diculous, for  only  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  the  power  and  the  right  to  pro- 
tect such  lands,  and  the  remaining  States 
have  the  right  and  the  law  on  their  side 
to  disprove  such  claim. 

Federal  funds,  paid  into  the  Treasury 
by  the  people  of  all  States,  have  gone  to- 
ward the  acquisition  of  land,  the  devel- 
opment of  our  natural  resources,  the 
protection  and  preservation  of  every 
part  of  our  Nation.  It  follows  that  any 
benefits  and  profits  nhich  are  derived 
from  federally  owned  resources  should 
be  distributed  equally  among  all  the 
people.  The  burdens  are  borne  by  all; 
let  the  good  be  meted  out  in  equal  pro- 
portion. Because  b:*  accident  more 
natural  resources  haFP>en  to  be  located 
in  one  State  than  in  another,  does  not 
mean  that  all  the  bem  fits  can  be  hogged 
by  the  State  where  such  resources  are 
found. 

The  bill  before  us  would  give  States 
complete  control  of  submerged  lands  out 
to  their  historic  boundaries;  it  would 
al.so  give  the  States  authority  to  levy  a 
tax  on  oil  pumped  from  submerged  lands 
seaward,  of  tha^e  boundaries.  The 
coastal  States  will  leise  the.se  lands  to 
private  oil  companies  and  keep  all  the 
revenues.  In  effect,  a  few  coastal  States 
will  become  rich  at  the  expense  of  the" 
other  45  States.  It  is  inconceivable  that 
in  addition,  we  shou.d  authorize  those 
States  to  tax  revenues  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  get  from  the  Continental 
Shelf  lands  beyond  t^e  3-mile  and  10 '3- 
mile  limits.  These  1:  nds  are  absolutely 
vulnerable  to  enemy  attack  in  time  of 
V  ai — they  will,  in  fac  .  be  a  major  target. 
Who  will,  of  necess  ty.  protect  them? 
The  Federal  Govern:nent  will  be  com- 
pelled to  do  so,  and  the  ships  and  planes, 
weapons  and  men  w.ll  be  furnished  by 
all  of  U.S— not  by  the  few  States  reaping 
Uie  profits  of  the  oil  fields. 

Oil  is  vital  to  our  defen.se;  without  it 
we  cannot  hope  for  victory  in  war.  for 
our  military  forces  must  have  oil.  The 
Federal  Government  must  keep  control 
of  our  oil  resources,  an  overall  protective 
policy  must  be  estab  ished  and  adhered 
to.  Furthermore,  tc  force  the  Federal 
Government  to  pay  a  tax  on  revenues 
collected  from  resources  belonging  to  it 
is  unthinkable. 

It  is  a  certainty  that  if  we  give  the 
coastal  States  the  oi.  they  are  demand- 
ing, then  the  Western  States  will  be  all 
set  to  a.sk  for  our  public  lands.  If  we 
pa.ss  this  bill,  it  would  set  a  dangerous 
precedent  for  surrendering  to  other  pri- 
vate interests  the  remaining  natural  re- 
sources of  our  country — our  public  lands. 
Then  we  would  lase  our  national  forests, 
grazing  lands,  and  rich  mineral  re- 
sources. Even  as  the  oil  interests  seek 
to  grab  the  submerged  oil  lands,  so  the 
lumber  and  cattle  interests  are  ready  to 
renew  their  attack  to  pain  control  of  our 
public  lands.  Congiess  must  act  to  pro- 
tect the  public  interest  in  this  instance 
as  it  has  in  the  past. 

In  1787  Congress  adopted  ordinances 
which  set  aside  every  16th  section  of 
the  public  lands  west  of  the  AUeghenies 
to  e.stablish  and  ma  ntain  schools.  The 
Federal  Government  recognized  its  duty 
to  support  schools  so  that  every  child 


could  be  assured  of  an  education.  Let 
us  look  at  the  educational  picture  of  to- 
day. In  every  State — the  poor  and  the 
rich — there  is  a  crying  need  for  financial 
assistance  for  education.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  the  States  to  obtain  the  vast 
sums  necessary  to  bring  the  schools 
throughout  the  Nation  up  to  the  desired 
minimum  standards.  We  find  millions 
of  children  in  inadequate  school  build- 
ings; teachers  are  poorly  trained;  classes 
are  held  in  makeshift  classrooms,  hall- 
ways, basements,  and  even  dangerous 
quarters.  There  are  double  and  triple 
shifts  of  school  schedules,  clas-srooms  are 
overcrowded,  teachers  are  overworked 
and  underpaid.  The  States  simply  have 
been  unable  to  meet  the  educational  de- 
mands of  the  rapidly  increasing  num- 
bers of  school  children;  financial  needs 
for  the  local  and  State  school  s>stems 
have  outdistanced  any  sources  of  State 
funds. 

Only  by  incurring  more  debts  or  in- 
creasing taxes  can  this  crisis  be  met  by 
the  States,  and  to  add  more  taxes  to  the 
heavy  tax  load  now  being  carried  by  our 
people  would  be  disastrous.  The  alter- 
native would  be  to  u.«e  the  oil-reserve 
revenues  to  rebuild  our  school  syster^s. 
The  wealth  we  are  being  asked  to  g.ve 
away  to  a  few  rightfully  belongs  to  our 
children;  the  principle  of  using  such 
revenues  for  educational  purposes  is  cen- 
tury old.  It  is  not  our  privilege  as  R?d- 
resentatives  to  disregard  that  principle 
or  to  deprive  our  children  of  the  educa- 
tional assistance  which  has  always  been 
their  birthright.  Furthermore,  the 
proper  education  of  our  youth  governs 
their  economic  security  and  their  use- 
fulness as  good  citizens ;  it  is  vital  to  the 
preservation  of  our  democracy  and  the 
future  of  our  Nation. 

Our  duty  is  clear.  The  offshore  oil 
lands  belong  to  the  American  people — 
not  to  a  few.  but  to  all.  Let  the  Federal 
Government  collect  the  revenues  and  use 
them  to  rebuild  and  improve  our  school 
and  college  systems,  or  to  apply  them 
to  our  national  debt  and  so  reduce  taxes. 
The  strength  of  our  Nation  has  grown 
on  the  basis  of  absolute  equality  among 
the  States.  Let  us  keep  that  balance. 
Let  us  remember  that  our  national  re- 
sources belong  to  all. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carohna  LMr. 
Jones  1 . 

Mr.  JONES  of  North  CaroUna.  Mr. 
Chairman,  during  this  week  the  House 
of  Representatives  will  again  pass  on  the 
momentous  issue  of  who  owns  the  so- 
called  tidelands.  Since  about  1938,  this 
has  become  one  of  the  burning  issues 
of  the  day.  Few  matters  cominfe  before 
this  83d  Congress  will  have  been  dis- 
cussed and  debated  as  thoroughly  as  this 
tidelands  issue.  There  have  been  vol- 
umes of  testimony  and  debate  on  this 
great  question  since  it  was  first  raised 
back  in  the  late  thirties.  It  is  an  in- 
volved question,  but  the  principle  is  in- 
deed very  definite  and  relatively  simple. 
It  involves  a  great  principle  of  govern- 
ment which  has  been  a  subject  of  contro- 
versy since  the  establishment  of  the 
American  Republic.  That  principle  of 
government  is  commonly  referred  to  as 
States'  rights.  Most  people  in  America 
today  give  Up  service  to  and  express  a 


belief  in  States'  rights,  but  indeed  many 
stray  far  afield  of  that  great  principle  on 
many  of  the  issues  which  directly  affect 
that  principle  of  government. 

The  question  here  is  whether  or  not 
the  various  States  of  this  great  Union 
own  the  submerged  lands  within  their 
historic  boundary  lines. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  contend  that  the 
States  do  own  these  submerged  lands 
and  I  am  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  any 
fair  appraisal  of  the  history  of  this  ques- 
tion and  all  of  the  evidence  at  hand  will 
lead  to  the  same  conclusion. 

The  histoi'ical  background  of  this  great 
issue  goes  back  to  the  Revolutionarj-  War. 
When  our  forefathers  through  long  years 
of  toil  and  struggle  finally  threw  off  the 
yoke   of  British   tyranny,   the  Thirteen 
Original    Colonies    became    free,    inde- 
pendent and  sovereign  States.     As  such 
sovereign  States,  they  became  the  suc- 
cessors to  all  of  the  proprietary  rights  of 
the  Crown  and  parliament  in,  and  all 
their  dominion  over,  lands  under  tide- 
waters.    The  historic  rule  of  the  bound- 
ary line  of  any  country  extending  3  miles 
seaward  from  the  low  tide  watermark 
established  within  the  respective  13  inde- 
pendent and  sovereign  States  title  to  the 
submerged  lands  now  in  question.     No 
student  of  this  subject  will  deny  these 
facts.     Then    these    Thirteen    Original 
States  free,  independent,  and  sovereign 
as  they  were,  decided  to  form  a  union.    At 
that  time  all  ix)wer  and  authority  rested 
within  the  respective  States  and  the  peo- 
ple of  those  States.     When   the  Union 
was    formed,    it    became    necessary    for 
these  various  States  to  confer  upon  said 
union  certain  limited  power  and  author- 
ity.    This  was  done  by  a  constitution  in 
which   that   power   and   authority   was 
spelled  out.     Some  of  the  States  fearing 
that  down  through  the  years,  there  might 
be  some  misinterpretation  of  this  power 
and   authority,   refused   to   ratify   that 
Constitution  until  there  was  written  into 
it  the  first  10  amendments  known  as  our 
Bill  of  Rights.     My  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina was  in  this  number.    In  an  effort  to 
assure  that  there  would  be  no  misunder- 
standing about  the  question  of  power  for 
this  new  Federal  Government,  the  10th 
amendment  was  adopted  which  reads  a^ 
follows : 

The  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  Constitution  nor  prohibited  by 
it  to  the  States  are  reserved  to  the  States 
respectively  or  to  the  people. 

So  these  States  joined  the  union  and 
conferred  certain  limited  pwwer  and  au- 
thority upon  it.  There  was  neither  a 
conveyance  of  property  nor  a  relinquish- 
ment of  any  proj>erty.  Then  how  did 
the  Federal  Government  acquire  this 
title? 

Mr.  Justice  Frankfurter  in  his  dissent- 
ing opinion  in  the  California  case  said 
with  reference  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's contention  in  that  case: 

Rights  of  ownership  are  here  asserted — and 
rights  of  ownership  are  something  else. 
Ownership  Implies  acquisition  in  the  various 
ways  in  which  land  Is  acquired — by  conquest, 
by  discovery  and  claim,  by  cession,  by  pre- 
scription, by  purchase,  by  condemnation. 
When  and  how  did  the  United  States  acquire 
this  land? 

Without  a  doubt,  these  lands  remain 
within  the  ownership  of  the  Thirteen 
Original    States.    The     various    other 
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states  since  admitted  to  the  Union  have 
the  same  sovereignty  and  jurisdiction  as 
the  Original  Thirteen  States  and  like- 
wise became  the  owners  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  their  boundaries. 

This  doctrine  was  recognized  by  the 
Federal  Government  as  well  as  by  the 
States  from  the  beginning  of  our  Federal 
Republic  until  a  few  years  ago.  This 
doctrine  was  undisputed  for  more  than 
a  hundred  and  fifty  years.  The  United 
States  Supreme  Court  has  in  numerous 
opinions  recognized  this  doctrine  for 
more  than  100  years.  Chief  Justice 
Taney  in  1842.  said: 

Por  when  the  Revolution  took  place  the 
people  of  each  State  became  themselves  sov- 
ereign, and  in  that  character  hold  the  abso- 
lute right  to  all  their  navigable  waters  and 
the  soils  under  them. 

Mr.  Justice  Clifford  in  1867,  said: 

Settled  rule  of  law  in  this  court  is,  that 
the  shores  of  navigable  waters  and  the  soils 
under  the  same  in  the  original  States  were 
not  granted  by  the  Constitution  to  the 
United  States,  but  were  reserved  to  the  sev- 
eral States,  and  that  the  new  States  since 
admitted  have  the  same  rights,  sovereignty, 
and  jurisdiction  in  that  behalf  as  the  original 
States  possess  within  their  respective  bor- 
ders. When  the  Revolution  took  place  the 
people  of  each  State  became  themselves  sov- 
ereign, and  in  that  character  hold  the  abso- 
lute right  to  all  their  navigable  waters  and 
the  soils  under  them. 

Mr.  Justice  Field  in  1873.  said: 
AU  soils  under  the  tidewaters  within  her 
limits  passed  to  the  State. 

Mr.  Justice  Hughes  said  in  1935: 
The  soils  under  tlaewaters  within  the  orig- 
inal States  were  reserved  to  them  respec- 
tively and  the  States  since  admitted  to  the 
Union  have  the  same  sovereignty  and  Juris- 
diction in  relation  to  such  lands  within  their 
borders  as  the  original  States  f>ossessed. 

So  we  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  doctrine 
has  been  recognized  time  after  time  by 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  was  so  recog- 
nized until  1947,  when  by  a  divided  deci- 
sion this  legislative  Supreme  Court  which 
we  now  have  seized  these  lands  by  judi- 
cial flat.  Mr.  Justice  Black  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Douglas  in  setting  forth  this  new 
paramount  right  or  Federal  theory 
treated  with  almost  contempt  our  great 
doctrines  of  legal  title  and  property  own- 
ership. They  spoke  of  bare  legal  title 
and  mere  property  ownership  in  such 
terms  as  to  indicate  that  these  were  worn 
out  doctrines  and  had  no  place  in  the 
new  order  of  the  day. 

In  view  of  these  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sions the  title  to  not  only  the  so-called 
tidelands  but  also  the  lands  beneath  the 
bays,  inlets,  the  Great  Lakes,  and  every 
navigable  stream  in  our  fair  land  has 
become  clouded.  These  decisions  have 
left  the  situation  so  confused  that  it  now 
becomes  necessary  for  the  real  legislative 
body  of  America,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  to  declare  once  again 
where  the  title  to  these  lands  are  vested. 
H.  R.  4198  is  in  the  form  of  a  quitclaim 
deed  to  the  various  States  for  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  their  borders.  We 
are  recognizing  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  no  title  to  these  lands,  but  in 
the  event  the  judicial  fiat  of  the  present 
Supreme  Court  has  created  within  the 
Federal  Government  any  title,  the  same 
is  hereby  quitclaimed,  confirmed,  and  es- 


tablished within  the  States  of  this  Union. 
This  bill  confirms  and  establishes  the 
title  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  the  historic  bound- 
aries of  the  various  States  and  provides 
for  the  use  and  control  of  the  resources 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  and  places 
the  subsoil  and  natural  resources  of  said 
outer  Continental  Shelf  within  the  juris- 
diction and  control  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  subject  has  been  de- 
bated within  this  country  as  few  sub- 
jects have  been  discussed,  but  never  in 
my  hfe  have  I  seen  as  much  false  and 
misleading  propaganda  put  forth  on  any 
issue.  The  propagandists,  both  inside 
and  outside  of  the  Government,  have  led 
many  of  our  people  to  believe  that  we  are 
giving  away  billions  of  dollars  worth  of 
the  resources  belonging  to  the  Federal 
Government.  They  have  injected  what 
they  believe  to  be  a  very  popular  issue 
into  the  fight  in  that  they  desire  to  be- 
cloud the  issue  by  saying  that  all  of  the.se 
billions  should  be  cai-marked  and  used  as 
grants  in  aid  to  education,  including  pri- 
mary, secondary,  and  higher  education. 
This  is  done  in  an  effort  to  aline  many  of 
our  educators  behind  their  effort  to  assert 
and  maintain  Federal  ownership  and 
control  over  these  lands.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  those  educators  who  have  been 
misled  will  use  some  of  their  fine  train- 
ing and  experience  to  get  at  the  facts  in 
this  matter. 

Let  us  explode  some  of  the.se  argu- 
ments, and  show  them  up  for  what  they 
really  are.  First.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  we 
have  ix)inted  out  before,  all  of  the  his- 
tory and  the  evidence  clearly  indicate 
that  the  Federal  Government  does  not 
own  these  lands.  Second,  there  is  a 
principle  of  government  involved  which 
must  be  decided  on  the  ba.sis  of  right 
and  wrong  and  not  upon  the  basis  of 
the  value  of  the  lands  in  question.  Third, 
these  propagandists  take  the  estimated 
value  of  all  of  the  oil  lying  underneath 
water  on  the  entire  outer  Continental 
Shelf  as  well  as  all  lying  beneath  the 
navigable  waters  within  the  historic 
boundaries  of  the  various  States.  We 
are  told  by  the  experts  that  a  large  part 
of  the  oil  reserves  lie  on  the  outer  Con- 
tinental Shelf  which  is  beyond  the  his- 
toric boundary  lines  of  the  States,  and 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, those  oils  would  belong  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  Those  who  would  mis- 
lead never  point  out  these  facts  to  the 
people.  Fourth,  that  the  overall  figure 
does  not  take  into  account  that  it  will 
cost  literally  millions  upon  top  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars  to  discover  this  oil  and 
to  engage  upon  the  hazardous  task  of 
taking  it  from  these  submerged  lands. 
Fifth,  they  overlook  telling  the  people 
that  the  burden  of  supporting  the  edu- 
cational institutions  and  schools  of  our 
country  has  not  as  yet  been  as.sun:ci  by 
the  Federal  Government.  Sixth,  they 
fail  to  point  out  to  the  people  of  this 
country  that  under  their  theory,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  can  assert  title  to  all 
the  fish,  oysters,  sand,  minerals,  and  all 
other  things  not  only  in  the  so-called 
tidelands  area  in  question,  but  also  in 
every  navigable  stream  of  our  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  also  those 
who  would  becloud  and  befuddle  the  is- 


sue by  raising  the  great  question  of  na- 
tional defense.    Those  of  us  who  support 
this  measure  are  just  as  concerned  over 
our  national  defense  as  those  who  might 
oppose    it.      Everyone    recognizes    the 
power  conferred  upon  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment in  our  Constitution  over  navi- 
gation, commerce,  national  defense,  and 
international  affairs.    This  bill  does  not 
affect  any  of  the  Federal  constitutional 
powers  of  regulation  and  control  over 
these  matters  within  the  historic  bound- 
aries of  the  various  States.    Under  this 
bill,  the  Federal  Government  would  have 
the  same  right  with  reference  to  these 
matters  on  these  lands  in  question  as  it 
has  over  all  of  the  lands  in  all  of  the 
States  of   this  great  Union.     This  bill 
gives   to   the   Federal   Government   the 
preferred   right   to   purchase  whenever 
necessary  for  national  defense  all  or  any 
portion  of   the  natural  resources   pro- 
duced   from    any    of    these    submerged 
lands.     It  expressly  exempts  from  the 
operation  of  this  bill  any  areas  where 
the  United  States  has  lawfully  and  ex- 
pressly acquired  a  valid  title  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  where  the  lands  are 
located.     Those  who  advocate  the  na- 
tional defen.se  theory  fail  to  recognize 
that  It  would  necessitate  the  e«tablish- 
ment   of   another   tremendous   Federal 
bureau  to  develop  tlie.se  lands  and  to  se- 
cure the  oil.    The  States  have  hereto- 
fore administered  the  matter  of  obtain- 
ing   oil    from    the    lands    within    their 
boundaries  in  a  manner  which  has  not 
only   proved   successful   but   which   has 
been  free  of  fraud  and  corruption.    The 
Federal  Government   will  do  well  if  It 
can  develop  in  an  orderly   fashion  the 
vast  oil  reserves  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  which  is  recognized  as  the  province 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  this  bill. 
If  these  great  oil  reserves  are  properly 
developed,  they  can  provide  for  the  Fed- 
eral Government  vast  stores  of  oil  for 
national  defei^se.     While   at   the  same 
time,  under  the  terms  of  this  bill,  the 
Federal   Government   can   at   any   time 
when  needed  for  national  defense  come 
in  and  purchase  the  oil  develof>ed  and 
produced    under    the    direction   of    the 
Stales.   The  vast  outer  Continental  Shelf 
containing  approximately  235.892  square 
miles  of  territory  will  offer  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  a  colossal  challenge  to 
develop  and  bring  into  production  the 
huge  oil  reserves  which  are  contained 
therein.    If  this  area  is  properly  devel- 
oped and  properly  handled  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  it   will   bring   to   the 
Federal  Treasury  untold  millions  of  dol- 
lars in  revenue  and  will  provide  vast  oil 
reserves  for  national  defense. 

In  closing,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say 
that  the  principle  contained  in  this  bill 
Ls  sound  and  is  right.  We  are  not  by  this 
act  giving  to  the  various  States  of  this 
Union  vast  lands  and  natural  resources, 
but  rather  we  are  merely  clearing  the 
cloud  from  the  title  which  has  histori- 
cally been  vested  in  States.  We  are 
merely  righting  a  wrong  which  was  done 
when  the  Supreme  Court  clouded  these 
titles.  Let  me  say  to  those  who  doubt 
the  wisdom  of  this  step,  to  not  only  read 
the  many  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  but  also  review  again  the  teach- 
ings of  Thomas  Jefferson. 
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Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
.«;uch  time  as  he  may  re<iuire  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  Madden  1. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr  Chairman.  2 
years  ago  when  the  so-called  tidelands 
Oil  legislation  was  before  the  House.  I 
spoke  in  opposition  and  voted  against 
the  bill.  I  have  not  changed  my  posi- 
tion in  the  interim  and  the  present  leg- 
islation contains  almost  identically  the 
.^ame  provisions  to  take  from  the  people 
of  the  United  States  the  control  and 
title  to  untold  billions  of  our  resources 
lyin;.;  beyond  the  low-tide  watermark  in 
our  coastal  areas. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
states  has.  on  three  dilferent  occasions, 
held  that  the  various  ccastal  States  own 
the  land  underneath  the  ebb  and  flow 
of  the  tide,  but  that  the  National  Gov- 
ernment IS  the  inherent  owner  of  the 
lands  beyond  the  low  tidewater  margins. 
Tlie  proponents  of  thii  legislation  who 
have  had  charge  of  the  newspaper  and 
radio  propaganda,  emphasize  the  theory 
that  the  bill  would  five  the  various 
States  rights  to  lands  adjoining  and  un- 
derneath inland  rivers  and  lakes  and 
.so  forth.  This  contention  is  fallacious 
and  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  true 
facts.  Ihe  proponents  of  this  bill  fail 
to  emphasize  that  by  placing  the  Na- 
tion s  unlimited  oil  res^erves  located  be- 
yond the  coastlines  of  the  United  States 
in  the  control  of  the  various  States,  it 
would  eventually  caure  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  lc5e  jurisdiction  and  owner- 
ship of  the  vast  amounts  of  oil  and  gas 
\^hich  our  Navy.  Air  Force,  and  Defense 
Department  will,  in  the  future,  utilize 
for  our  national  protection. 

I  have  not  heard  it  mentioned  In  the 
debate  on  this  bill  the  fact  that  if  this 
Icsi.slation  is  enacted  into  law.  it  will 
eventually  bring  about  an  increased  cost 
in  the  price  of  oil  and  gas  to  the  con- 
sumers in  other  areas  throughout  the 
Nation.    Special  consideration  from  this 
standpoint  should  be  given  to  the  effect 
of  transfer  to  the  States  of  title  and  ju- 
n-diction  to  these  submerged  lands.    As 
an  example,  the  SUte  of  Texas  not  only 
fixes  a  minimum  price  for  natural  gas  in 
the  field,  but  also  impo.ses  a  gathering 
tax  upon  such  gas  as  a  pretext  of  con- 
serving the  State's  resources.  Such  regu- 
lation and  taxation  affects  the  price  of 
gas  supplied  to  domestic  and  Industrial 
consumers  which  retail  in  the  Calumet 
rcuion  of  Indiana,  the  State  of  Indiana 
and  all  other  surrounding  States.    Inter- 
state pipeline  companies  owning  or  con- 
trolling natural  gas  fields  are  now  divest- 
ing themselves  of  their  natural  gas  fields 
to  get  away  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.    This  leaves 
tlie  producing  affiliates  of  the  pipeline 
ciimpanies  free  to  assess  whatever  price 
the  traffic  will  bear  for  gas  in  the  field. 
On  account  of  this  taxation-gathering 
tax.  there  is  now  pending  before  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission  an  application 
for  an  increase  in  the  price  of  natural 
gas  to  be  delivered  to  the  retail  distribu- 
tors in  the  Indiana-Chicago  area.    Simi- 
lar manipulations  to  increase  the  cost  of 
oil  to  consumers,  including  the  United 
States  Government,  no  doubt  will  be  em- 
ployed by  the  few  States  bordering  on 
offshore  oil  reserves  to  the  oil  and  gas 
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consimiers  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
States. 

The  propaganda  which  the  oil  lobbies 
have  been  using  on  the  tideland  oil 
legislation  has  been  that  the  inland 
States  would  be  deprived  of  title  to  sub- 
merged lands  pertaining  to  rivers  and 
lakes  within  or  adjoininjr  their  borders. 
The  real  truth  is.  the  enactment  of  the 
tideland  oil  legislation  w(?uld  free  a  few 
large  oil  producing  States  bordering  on 
the  Pacific  Ocean  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
from  interference  by  the  United  States 
in  the  exploitation  of  the  oil  resources 
under  those  waters.  Several  legal  ex- 
perts of  outstanding  ability  have  given 
opinions  which  have  not  been  questioned 
that  the  various  States  title  to  submerged 
lands  within  their  States  is  not  in  jeop- 
ardy by  the  so-called  tideland  oil  legis- 
lation which  we  are  now  considering. 

Twenty-seven   mayors  of   the   larger 
cities  in  the  United  States  have  issued 
a  joint  statement  that  the  civilian  and 
defense   needs   of   our  country   require 
prompt  exploration  and  development  of 
our  offshore  resources  and  that  the  Na- 
tion should  have  the  use  and  p>ower  to 
conserve  these  resources.    Legislation  is 
now  pending  in  Congress  which  I  propose 
to  support,  will   keep  this  offshore  oil 
for  all  the  people  of  the  United  States 
for  the  purposes  of  expanding  our  educa- 
tional   resources    and    give    the    school 
teachers  of  America  a  greater  financial 
return  for  their  services  in  educating  our 
children.    Today  in  America  over  4  mil- 
hon  school  children  have  their  educa- 
tion impaired  by  reason  of  untrained, 
underpaid     teachers     and     inadequate 
school  buildings  because  the  State  and 
local  taxing  units  cannot  meet  the  grow- 
ing cost  of  education.    I  will  support  the 
so-called  oil  for  education  amendment  to 
this  legislation  which  provides  that  these 
offshore  oil  resources  of  the  Nation  will 
be  developed  in  the  interest  of  all  the 
people  and   that  the  Federal  revenues 
gained  therefrom  should  be  used  to  help 
meet  the  urgent  need  for  these  funds  to 
aid  our  schools. 

H.  R.  4198  is  bad  legislation,  and  will 
eventually  be  a  windfall  to  the  oil  mo- 
nopolies if  enacted  into  law.  Legisla- 
tion of  this  kind  if  enacted  into  law  will 
create  a  precedent  and  invite  further 
raids  on  our  natural  resources.  It  will 
lead  to  proposals  for  transferring  our 
timber  land,  grazing  lands,  wildlife 
refuges,  and  perhaps  our  national  for- 
ests to  the  States  for  eventual  exploita- 
tion. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
13  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois IMr.  YatksI. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  today 
the  House  begins  its  biennial  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  which  its  proponents  have 
designedly  named  the  tidelands  bill. 
This  name  could  not  be  less  appropriate, 
for  the  tidelands — the  land  lying  be- 
tween the  high  and  low  water  marks  on 
the  shores  of  the  ocean — is  not  even 
involved  in  the  dispute.  Everybody  ad- 
mits the  fact  that  the  strip  of  tideland 
belongs  to  the  States  in  which  it  lies. 
But  those  who  favor  this  bill  propose 
to  give  a  new  meaning  to  the  term  "tide- 
lands."  They  say  these  are  the  lands 
lying  seaward  from  shore  for  a  distance 
of  3  miles — In  the  case  of  Texas  and  west 


Florida,  3  leagues.  Yes :  and  we  are  even 
asked  to  accept  the  proposition  that  the 
entire  Continental  Shelf,  all  of  its  250 
miles  are  part  of  the  tidelands.  because 
this  bill  says  the  States  own  such  lands. 
It  does  this  by  giving  them  the  taxing 
power.  This  bill  says  their  title  in  such 
lands  should  be  confirmed. 

This  is  not  a  tidelands  bill.  This  is 
a  bill  which  could  with  much  more 
justice  be  called  the  giveaway  bill  or 
the  tri-States  mutual  assistance  pro- 
gram or  even  the  tri-States  misappro- 
priation bill.  The  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  has  decided,  not  in 
one  case,  but  in  three  cases,  that  the 
oil  lying  in  the  submerged  lands  be- 
neath the  ocean  belongs  to  all  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  This  bill  seeks  to 
misappropriate  that  wealth  for  the  bene- 
fit of  Texas.  California,  and  Louisiana. 
Talk  about  pouring  oil  on  troubled 
waters — this  bill  proposes  to  pour  the  oil 
and  mineral  wealth  of  48  States  into  the 
tanks  of  only  3. 

This  controversy  has  been  marked  by 
deception  and  false  issues.  I  should  like 
to  discuss  one  such  issue  today,  an  issue 
which  has  been  falsely  injected  into  this 
debate,  that  State  ownership  of  inland 
waters  has  been  placed  in  jeopardy  by 
the  three  Supreme  Court  decisions.  The 
bogyman  has  been  created  that  the 
Federal  Government  is  going  to  take  all 
inland  waters — tlie  tidelands,  the  lands 
under  the  rivers,  harbors,  bays,  inlets, 
and  all  other  navigable  waters.  Nothing 
is  further  from  the  truth. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  spite  of  what  those 
who  favor  this  bill  say.  inland  navigable 
waters  are  not  involved  in  this  contro- 
versy. Lands  beneath  open  ocean  and 
inland  waters  constitute  entirely  sepa- 
rate and  different  problems.  The  propo- 
nents of  general  quitclaim  legislation 
have  dehberately  conf  lised  the  two  issues 
in  an  effort  to  gain  the  support  of  the 
45  States  which  stand  to  gain  nothing 
and  lose  much  if  the  rights  of  the  Federal 
Goverrunent  in  the  Continental  Shelf 
are  given  away  to  California,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana. 

The  propaganda  supporting  quitclaim 
legislation  benefiting  three  coastal  States 
has  been  directed  especially  to  the  States 
bordering  the  Great  Lakes,  to  my  home 
State  of  Illinois  and  to  States  such  as 
New  York.  Massachusetts,  and  Florida 
which  have  extensive  harbor  and  beach 
developments  on  filled  land.  The  nu- 
merous Supreme  Court  decisions  and 
statements  by  Federal  officials  specifi- 
cally declaring  such  areas  "inland  wa- 
ters" have  been  ignored  or  misinter- 
preted. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  held  plainly 
and  vmequivocally  in  at  least  23  decisions 
between  1842  and  1935  that  the  respec- 
tive States  own  the  beds  of  all  navigable 
inland  waters,  such  as  lakes,  rivers,  and 
bays  situated  within  their  boundaries. 
There  has  never  been  a  single  exception 
to  this  general  rule  of  constitutional  law. 
The  United  States  does  not  and  never 
has  challenged  the  ruling  in  these  de- 
cisions. 

They  cover  a  wide  geographical  area, 
from  New  York  on  the  east  to  California 
on  the  west,  from  Michigan  on  the  north 
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to  Alabama  on  the  south.  They  In- 
volve such  widely  diverse  types  of  sub- 
merged lands  as  the  beds  of  Raritan  Bay 
in  New  Jersey,  the  North  River  in  New 
York  City,  Lake  Ontario  in  New  York 
State.  Chesapeake  Bay,  the  Ware  River 
in  Virginia,  the  Mobile  River  in  Ala- 
bama. Lake  Michigan  in  Illinois,  St. 
Mary's  River  in  Michigan,  the  Pox  River 
in  Wisconsin,  Mud  Lake  in  Minnesota, 
the  Mississippi  River  in  Minnesota,  in 
Iowa  and  in  Illinois,  the  Snake  River  in 
Idaho,  the  Grand,  Green,  and  Colorado 
Rivers  in  Utah,  Lake  Union  and  Lake 
Washington  in  Washington,  the  Colum- 
bia River  in  Oregon,  the  Sacramento 
River  in  California,  and  San  FYancisco 
Bay.  In  addition.  Long  Island  Sound 
and  Puget  Sound  have  been  determined 
by  the  Court  to  be  inland  waters. 

As  recently  as  1950.  the  Supreme  Court 
expressly  referred  to  its  earlier  deci- 
sions on  this  point  and  reafiBrmed  them. 
In  the  case  of  U.  S.  v.  California  (332 
U.  S.  19 ) .  the  Court  held  that  the  States 
are  seized  of  "ownership  of  lands  under 
inland  navigable  waters  such  as  rivers, 
harbors,  and  even  tidelands  down  to  the 
low-water  mark." 

Moreover,  the  sense  in  which  the  Court 
used  the  term  "paramount  rights  "  in  the 
California  case  was  a  confirmation  of 
earlier  decisions  that  the  States  have 
title  to  lands  beneath  inland  navigable 
waters.  The  Court  stated  that  if.  as.it 
had  held  in  many  earlier  cases,  the 
States  have  paramount  rights  in  the 
beds  of  navigable  inland  waters,  the  same 
reasoning  leads  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  United  States  has  paramount  rights 
in  lands  beneath  the  open  sea  by  virtue 
of  the  international  interest  and  respon- 
sibilities which  the  Constitution  en- 
trusted to  it. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  twice  held  ex- 
plicitly that  the  Great  Lakes  are  inland 
seas  and  that  the  States  bordering  on 
them  own  the  portions  of  the  beds  of 
the  Great  Lakes  that  are  situated  within 
their  respective  boundaries. 

In  the  case  of  Illinois  Central  Railway 
V.  Illinois  (146  U.  S.  387  (1892)),  the 
Court  held  that  the  State  of  Illinois 
owned  the  bed  of  Lake  Michigan  in  trust 
for  the  people  of  the  State  and  that  the 
State  legislature  could  not  make  a  valid 
conveyance  of  the  bed  of  Lake  Michigan 
to  the  railroad.     The  Court  stated: 

These  lakes  possess  all  the  general  char- 
acteristics of  open  seas,  except  in  the  fresh- 
ness of  their  waters,  and  in  the  absence  of 
the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide. 

In  the  case  of  Massachusetts  v.  New 
York  (271  U.  S.  65  (1926) ).  where  a  lake 
with  an  international  boundary  line  was 
involved,  the  Court  ruled  that  the  bed  of 
Lake  Ontario  lying  within  the  boundaries 
of  New  York  State  belongs  to  the  State 
of  New  York  to  the  international  bound- 
ary line. 

These  two  cases  are  applicable  to  other 
States  bordering  the  Great  Lakes  and  in- 
dicate that  each  of  them  has  clear  title 
to  the  bed  of  that  portion  of  the  Great 
Lakes  within  its  boundary. 

Those  who  favor  this  bill  have  under- 
taken a  national  scare  campaign  to  quell 
all  opposition.  As  an  example  of  what 
I  mean,  let  me  call  your  attention  to  the 
Congressional  Record,  volume  98,  part  2, 
page  1916,  and  I  read  from  the  Record. 


The  junior  Senator  from  Florida  Is 
speaking : 

Mr.  Smathirs  Mr  President,  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  reply  by  the  attorney  general  of 
Texas  to  the  very  able  Senator  from  Illinois 
which  I  think  would  call  forth  some  four-bit 
words  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois.    I   read   from   the   letter ; 

Your  radio  broadcast  charging  that  only 
Texas.  Louisiana,  and  California  would  bene- 
fit from  pending  legislation  confirming  State 
ownership  of  submerged  lands  Ignores  and 
distorts  the  facts. 

The  truth  is  that  the  State  bills  confirm 
ownership  of  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  the  respective  boundaries  to  each  of 
the  48  States,  Including  nearly  1.000,000  acres 
of  Lake  Michigan  to  your  own  State  of 
IlUncis. 

If  you  doubt  that  the  Federal  Government 
can  take  your  Lake  Michlpan  lands  and 
shoreline  Improvements  in  Chicago,  please 
read  the  Supreme  Court  case  of  /i/inois-  Cen- 
tral R.  R.  Co.  V.  lllinoi.1  (146  U  S  387 1 .  in 
which  it  was  held  that  the  Great  Lakes  are 
"open  seas"  and  that  your  State  holds  title 
to  the  bed  of  Lake  Michigan  under  the  same 
rule  of  law  that  the  coastal  States  hold  title 
to  "lands  under  the  tidewaters  on  the  borders 
of  the  sea." 

If  you  lend  your  aid  to  destroying  the  title 
of  the  21  coastal  States  you  will  be  destroying 
the  title  of  your  own  and  neighboring  Great 
Lakes  States.  The  8  Great  Lakes  States  have 
more  than  twice  as  much  land  under  the 
lakes  as  the  combined  21  coastal  States  have 
within  their  marginal  sea  boundaries. 

Mr.  DoucL.^s.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  yield? 

Mr.  Long.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Douglas.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Florida  for  calling  my  atten- 
tion to  a  letter  which  I  have  not  yet  received. 
The  Senator  seems  to  have  more  Information 
about  my  correspondence  than  I  possess. 

But  let  me  say  to  my  good  friend  from 
Florida  and  to  my  good  friend  from  Louisiana 
that  the  issue  is  not  on  Inland  waters,  land 
beneath  rivers,  or  land  beneath  tidewaters. 
All  that  area  belongs  to  the  States,  according 
to  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  it  u 
not  proposed  to  take  it  from  the  States. 

This  colloquy  shows  how  desperate — 
yes,  how  irresponsible — was  the  action  of 
the  attorney  general  of  Texas.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  had  a  copy  of  the  letter 
to  Senator  Douglas,  even  before  he  had 
received  the  original. 

As  another  example  of  the  type  of 
scare  warfare  being  conducted  by  propo- 
nents of  this  bill,  let  me  tell  you  about 
what  happened  in  1950  with  respect  to 
the  filtration  plant  which  the  city  of 
Chicago  is  building  in  Lake  Michigan  as 
a  part  of  its  water  system.  The  city  was 
attempting  to  finance  the  construction  of 
the  plant  and  was  ne^'otiating  with  a 
group  of  bankers  to  finance  it.  The  at- 
tornel  general  of  Texas  wrote  to  the 
bankers  and  posed  doubts  about  title  to 
the  land  in  Lake  Michigan.  This  was 
done  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  city 
to  join  with  the  State  of  Texas  to  obtain 
title  to  the  submerged  land  off  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  bordering  the  State  of  Texas. 
The  special  assistant,  Mr.  Joseph  F. 
Grossman,  formerly  corporation  coun.sel 
of  the  city  of  Chicago  and  now  a  special 
assistant  corporation  counsel,  wrote  the 
following  letter  in  reply  to  the  attorney 
for  the  bankers: 

March  29,  1950. 
Mr.  Henry  E.  Cutltr, 

Chapman  and  Cutler,  Chicago.  III. 

Dear  Sir:  Reference  is  made  to  your  letter 
of  February  14.  1950,  relating  to  the  so-called 
tidelands  case  decided  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  June  23,  1947  (United  Statea 


V.  California  (332  U.  S.  19-46:  91  L.  ed. 
1889)  ).  Enclosed  with  your  letter  is  copy  of 
a  statement  by  John  D.  McCall.  of  Dallas, 
Tex.,  to  the  water  code  committee  on  the 
subject  of  effect  of  adverse  decision  in  tide- 
lands  case  on  inland  water  rights. 

There  is  a  general  nUsapprehenslon  of  the 
nature  of  the  case  referred  to.  The  term 
•Tidelands  case"  in  my  opinion  Is  a  mis- 
nomer. The  case  did  not  involve  title  to 
fUbinerged  lands  under  tidewaters.  It  in- 
volved a  controversy  between  the  United 
States  and  the  State  of  California  as  to  the 
ownership  of  the  3-mile  belt  of  land  under 
the  ocean  seaward  of  low  water  mark. 

The  realistic  controversy  did  not  involve 
so  much  the  legal  title  vO  tlie  submerged 
land  as  the  right  to  exploit  the  ocean  bottom 
for  oil  and  other  resources  deemed  essential 
to  the  security  of  the  Nation.  There  Is  no 
Inference  in  that  opinion  which  denies  to  the 
States  the  ownership  of  lands  covered  by 
tidewaters,  or  by  fresh  waters  in  the  Great 
Lakes,  with  the  consequent  right  to  use  or 
di-i^pose  of  any  portion  thereof,  when  that 
can  be  done  without  substantial  impairment 
of  the  interest  of  tlie  public  in  the  lands 
and  waters  remaining,  as  that  right  was 
established  in  llltnoi.-i  Central  Railroad  V. 
Illinois   (146  U    S    387,  435.  453). 

On  the  contrary  the  Supreme  Court  In  Its 
decision  of  June  23,  1947.  distinguished  that 
case  from  earlier  cases  holding  that  the 
States  owned  in  trust  for  their  people  the 
navigab'.e  tide  waters  between  high  and  low 
water  mark  and  navigable  Inland  waters. 
Our  own  research  discloses  that  the  title 
of  the  States  to  such  waters  and  the  under- 
lying lands  never  was  considered  as  absolute 
as  the  t;tle  to  uplands  Intended  for  sale  or 
other  disposition.  "It  is  a  title  held  In  trust 
for  the  people  of  the  State  that  they  may 
enjoy  the  navigation  of  the  waters  carry  on 
commerce  over  them,  and  have  liberty  of 
fishing  therein  freed  from  the  ob-structlon  or 
Interference  of  private  parties."  {Illinois 
Central  Railroad  v.  Illinois,  supra,  p    452  1 

The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  as  successor 
to  the  Secretary  of  War.  acting  under  author- 
ity conferred  by  Congress,  may  assent  to  the 
erection  of  structures,  such  as  wharves,  piers, 
breakwaters,  bridges,  and  dams,  in  navigable 
waters  wholly  within  the  territorial  limits  of 
a  State  which  may  Interfere  to  a  limited 
extent  with  navigation,  but  not  without 
a.«'sent  of  the  State.  (Cummings  v.  Chicago 
(188   U.   S    410»   ) 

The  statement  of  Mr  McCall.  together  with 
other  propaganda  to  Influence  Congress  In 
the  enactment  of  legislation  Is  not  for  the 
purp<Tse  of  "depriving  the  States  of  title  to 
tinderwater  land.  '  as  you  sav  in  your  letter, 
but  the  propaganda  is  designed  to  free  the 
States  bordering  ufX)n  the  oceans  and  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  from  interference  by  the 
United  States  in  the  exploitation  of  the  oU 
resources  under  those  waters. 

We  have  been  lmp<irtuned  before  the  at- 
torney general  of  California  and  others  to 
Join  with  them  In  the  litigation  Involving 
the  so-called  Tldelards  case  and  in  sponsor- 
ing legislation  In  Congress  to  confirm  title  in 
the  States  to  submerged  lands,  but  we  have 
always  refrained  from  participating  in  these 
activitle.s  in  the  firm  belief  that  the  title  to 
tidelands  and  submerged  lands  In  the  Great 
Lakes,  as  well  as  the  right  to  reclaim  such 
lands  by  authority  of  the  States  and  Con- 
gress or  the  Secretary  of  War.  is  not  in  Jeop- 
ardy by  the  Tidelands  case. 

As  to  the  filtration  plant  in  Lake  Michigan, 
we  secured  fxiwer  by  State  legislation  t<3  re- 
claim submerged  land  for  water-purification 
plants  by  amendment  to  section  49  11  of  the 
Revised  Cities  and  Villages  Act  (Laws  of  Illi- 
nois 1949.  p.  568)  and  by  the  terms  of  that 
amendment  the  absolute  title  In  fee  simple 
to  the  land  sti  reclaimed  will  become  vested 
in  the  city  of  Chicago.  We  do  not  anticipate 
any  great  difficulty  In  securing  a  permit  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  such  rea.son- 
able  obstruction  to  navigation,  in  the  public 
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Interest,  afTecting  only  the  port  of  Chicago 
and.  If  necessary,  the  Congresa  can  authorize 
\  he  erection  of  a  filtration  plant  in  Lake 
Michigan.  {Wisconsin  v.  Illinois  (278  U.  S. 
367  73  L,  ed.  426.  432).)  However  authority 
or  consent  from  the  United  SUtes  may  be 
obtained,  it  will  create  no  problem  for  proa- 
pcctive  investors  In  revenue  bonds  which  may 
be  Issued  by  the  city  of  Chicago  for  the  Im- 
provement of  its  waterworks  system  since  the 
bonds  will  not  be  a  lien  upon  the  property 
but  will  be  payable  solely  from  revenues  of 
the  waterworks  system. 

We  appreciate  receipt  of  your  communica- 
tion for  our  consideration,  but.  as  you  will 
note  from   this,  we  have  given  this  subject 
considerable  study  for  a  number  of  years. 
Very  truly  yours, 

J.  P.  Grossmak, 
Special  Assistant  Corporation  Counsel. 

Mr  Chairman.  I  dislike  criticizing  a 
hiuh  official  of  one  of  our  great  States, 
but  his  no  holds  barred  tactics  leave  no 
alternative.  The  title  of  the  State  to 
submerged  land  on  the  lake  shore  of 
Chicago  was  established  in  the  Illinois 
Central  Railroad  case,  which  was  con- 
.sidered  and  distinguished  in  the  so- 
called  Tidelands  cases  of  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana.  The  title  to  the 
"Gold  Coast"  on  the  near  north  side  of 
Chicago  was  confirmed  in  riparian  own- 
ers in  the  case  of  The  People  v.  Kirk  <162 
III,  138',  and  the  title  of  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  dominion  over  lands  covered 
by  Lake  Michigan  along  the  north  shore 
through  Lincoln  Park  was  confirmed  in 
the  case  of  Rcvell  v.  The  People  ( 177  lU, 
468 ». 

In  the  Kirk  case,  the  Illinois  Supreme 
Court  quoted  the  following  language  from 
the  opinion  of  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  in  the  Illinois  Central  case: 

We  hold  that  the  same  doctrine  as  to  the 
dominion  and  sovereignty  over  and  owner- 
ship of  lands  under  the  navigable  waters  of 
the  Great  Lakes  applies  which  obtains  at  the 
common  law  as  to  the  dominion  and  sov- 
ereignty over  and  ownership  of  lands  under 
tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  sea.  and  that 
the  lands  are  held  by  the  same  right  In  the 
one  case  as  in  the  other  and  subject  to  the 
same  trusts  and  limitations. 

Mr  Chairman,  the  rule  that  applies  to 
the  State  of  Illinois  is  applicable  to  the 
ownership  by  other  States  of  their  inland 
waters.  That  is  why  the  actions  of  those 
who  are  pushing  this  bill  in  conjuring 
up  bogey  men  should  be  exposed  for  what 
they  are— deliberate  attempts  to  deceive 
the  people  of  45  States  to  give  away  all 
their  right,  and  interest  in  the  Federally 
owned  oil. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  Is  spawned  and 
saturated  in  deception  and  delusioiv 
Justice  for  all  the  people  of  this  country 
demands  its  defeat. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  LokgI. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
United  States  Government  now  owns  24 
percent  of  all  the  land  in  our  mainland. 
This  does  not  Include  the  Indian  reser- 
vations. 

Besides  owning  all  of  this  land,  our 
Uncle  Sam  apparently  is  bent  upon  going 
into  this  landlord  business  on  a  whole- 
hog  basis.  Only  one  other  government 
in  the  world  Is  a  larger  landholder. 
That  is  Red  Russia,  which  owns  or  con- 
trols all  of  the  land  in  that  Communist 
country  where  private  ownership  is  for- 
bidden- 


Less  than  25  years  ago  the  United 
States  Government  owned  33  percent  of 
all  the  land  in  11  Western  States.  To- 
day it  owns  54  percent  of  it.  This  land 
pays  no  taxes  for  the  support  of  our 
schools,  colleges,  universities,  highways, 
and  other  public  improvements  of  local 
and  State  governments. 

Now,  after  acquiring  ownership  of  one- 
quarter  of  this  Nation's  soil  and  a  stag- 
gering number  of  dwelling  units,  the 
United  States  is  trying  to  reach  out  to 
sea  and  lay  claim  to  ownership  of  those 
areas  off  the  shores  of  some  of  our 
States.  The  United  States  seeks  to  grab 
the  oil  and  gas  in  these  offshore  areas. 
Who  knows  when  this  grab  will  be  ex- 
tended to  fisheries,  port  and  dock  rights, 
beach  facilities,  and  each  and  every 
other  use  related  to  our  coastal  waters? 
Whither  are  we  drifting? 
Where  is  all  of  this  to  end? 
It  is  a  serious,  a  very  critical  situation. 
It  constitutes  a  dire  threat  to  our  Amer- 
ican system  of  government.  What  is  to 
happen  to  private  ownership  and  devel- 
opment under  this  new  system?  Where 
does  it  leave  free  enterprise  which  is  the 
heart  and  soul  of  our  American  capital- 
istic system? 

It  is  bad  enough  that  Uncle  Sam  has 
gone  into  the  land  and  housing  business 
in  a  wholesale  way.  He  at  least  presum- 
ably has  a  sound  and  marketable  title 
to  these  possesions.  In  the  case  of  the 
tidelands,  he  seeks  to  acquire  additional 
possessions  without  any  just  claim  to 
title. 

I  aAnit  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  power  and  dominion  over 
navigation,  commerce,  war  activities, 
and  so  forth,  but  this  does  not  bestow 
title  to  the  soil  and  resources  in  navigable 
waters  upon  the  United  States  nor  does 
it  destroy  title,  whether  in  States  or  in 
private  owners. 

Title  of  all  States  in  the  American  Un- 
ion to  the  soil  and  all  resources  in  their 
navigable  waters  is  supported  by  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  the  Treaty 
of  Independence  with  the  British  Crown, 
entered  into  in  1783,  and  several  United 
States  Supreme  Court  decisions. 

I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  will  dis- 
pute the  proposition  that  if  the  United 
States  does  not  have  title  to  the  sub- 
merged lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  the  respective  State  boundaries, 
it  is  not  entitled  to  them  or  whatever 
they  may  produce. 

If  we  are  to  intelligently  discuss  the 
question    of    title    to   these    submerged 
lands,  we  must  look  back  to  the  original 
source  of   such   title.    This  would,   of 
course,  stem  back  to  the  time  when  the 
original  States  became  free  and  inde- 
pendent sovereign  States  under  the  Dec- 
laration of  Independence  on  July  4, 1776. 
Then  we  find  that  the  next  link  in  the 
States'  chain  of  title  to  these  lands  was 
developed    by    the    provisional    treaty 
which  was  entered  into  by  and  between 
the  original  States  through  the  Congress 
of  the  Confederation  and  the  British 
Crown  on  November  30.  1782.  in  which 
we  find  the  following  provision: 

Article  1.  His  Britannic  Majesty  acknowl- 
edges the  said  United  States,  viz,  New  Hamp- 
shire. Maaaachusetta  Bay.  Rhode  Island  and 
Providence  Plantations,  Connecticut.  New 
York,  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania.  Delaware. 
Maryland,  VlrgUila,  NortH  Carolina,  SoutH 


Carolina,  and  Georgia,  to  be  free,  soTerelgn. 
and  Independent  States;  that  he  treats  with 
them  as  such;  and  fc«'  himself,  his  heirs  and 
successors,  relinquishes  all  claims  to  the 
Government,  proprietary,  and  territorial 
rights  of  the  same,  and  every  part  thereof; 
and  that  all  disputes  which  might  arise  In 
future  on  the  subject  at  the  boundaries  of 
the  said  United  States  may  be  prevented.  It 
Is  hereby  agreed  and  declared,  that  the  fol- 
lowing are  and  shall  be  their  boundaries,  viz: 
"Article  2.  •  •  •  East  by  a  line  to  l>e  drawn 
along  •  •  •  the  rivers  that  fall  Into  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  from  those  which  fall  Into 
the  river  St.  Lawrence;  comprehending  all 
Islands  within  20  leagues  of  any  part  of  the 
shores  of  the  United  States." 

This  provisional  treaty  was  ratified  by    . 
the  definitive  treaty  on  April  11,  1783, 
between  the  original  States  through  the 
Congress  of  the  Confederation  of  the 
United  States. 

Therefore,  by  both  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  the  treaty  with  the 
British  Crown  which  followed  the  Revo- 
lution, the  Original  Thirteen  States  were 
free  and  independent  sovereign  States, 
to  whom  the  British  Crown  had  relin- 
quished not  only  all  claims  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  also  all  proprietary  and 
territorial  rights  of  the  same. 

For  the  next  6  years,  or  until  the 
United  States  Constitution  was  written 
in  the  1787  Convention  and  ratified, 
finally,  in  1789,  the  original  States  func- 
tioned under  Articles  of  Confederation, 
article  IX  of  which  provided  that: 

No  state  shall  be  deprived  of  territory  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

In  Harcourt  v.  GnUlord  (12  Wheat. 
523  (1827) ).  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  held: 

There  was  no  territory  within  the  United 
States  that  was  claimed  In  any  other  right 
than  that  of  some  one  of  the  Confederate 
States;  therefore,  there  could  be  no  acquisi- 
tion of  territory  made  by  the  United  Statea 
distinct  from  or  Independent  of  some  one  of 
the  States. 

When  the  Constitution  was  written 
by  the  1787  Convention  of  Delegates  from 
the  original  States,  they  were  very  care- 
ful to  provide  that  the  blood-bought 
right  of  government  and  their  proprie- 
tary and  territorial  rights  confirmed  by 
the  treaty  with  the  British  Crown  in 
1783,  was  made  the  supreme  law  of  the 
land  by  a  specific  provision  in  the  United 
States  Constitution,  which  the  people  of 
the  original  States  ratified  finally  in 
1789. 

Article  VI,  clause  2  of  the  United 
States  Constitution,  provides: 

This  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  which  shall  be  made  In  pursu- 
ance thereof;  and  all  treaties  made,  or  whlcH 
shall  be  made,  under  the  authc«-lty  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of 
the  land;  and  the  Judges  In  every  State  shall 
be  bound  thereby,  anything  In  the  Constitu- 
tion or  laws  of  any  SUte  to  the  conUary  not- 
withstanding. 

In  this  connection,  it  should  be  pointed 
out  that  on  Saturday.  August  25.  1787, 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Madison,  made  in  the 
Convention,  article  vm— later  made  ar- 
ticle VI  by  the  Committee  on  Style  and 
Revision — was  reconsidered  and,  after 
the  words  "all  treaties  made,"  were  In- 
serted the  words  "or  which  shall  be 
made,"  with  the  explanatory  statement; 
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This  Insertion  was  meant  to  obviate  all  and  well-reasoned  doctrine  laid  down  by  percent  of  the  Texas  total  of  9  billion 

doubt  concerning  the  force  of  treaties  pre-  x.he  jurisprudence  and  settled  law  of  the  barrels — is  within  the  3-mile  limit.    The 

existing,  by  making  the  words  "all  treaties  jand.  3-league    limit    includes    a    total    of    1.2 

made"  to  refer  to  them,  as  the  words  con-  j^.  \,^^  ^^y  ^  explained  by  the  un-  billion  barrels — thus  tripling  the  amount 

^Te'^iIt^^'H^oS  NoToa'TreieT''  fortunate  trend  in  recent  years  toward  a  found    withm    the    3-mile    liniit.     The 

Cong..  1st  sess.,  H.  Doc.  No.  398.  at  p.  618).  paternalistic,  a  centralized  government,  largest  proportion— 7.8  billion  barrel.^ 

So  it  is  that  the  1783  Treaty  of  the  Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  is   outside    the    "historical    limit"    of    3 

Revolution  by  which  the  British  Crown  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle-  leagues. 

relinquished  to  the  original  States  all  man  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  LanhamI.  The  table  also  indicates  that  only  an 

"proprietary  and  territorial  rights."  of  Mr.   LANHAM.     Mr.   Chairman,   this  extremely  small  portion  of  these  reserves 

the  British  Crown  became,  and  is  now,  legislation  should  be  defeated  because  is  as  yet  proved.    The  rea.son  for  this  is 

the  supreme  law  of  the  land.  it    would    give    three    States    resources  that  the  campaign  for  "piveaway"  leg- 

The  same  article  VI  of  the  Constitu-  which  belong  to  all  the  people.  islation  has  again  and  again   held   up 

tion  requires  all  Members  of  Congress,  one   of    the    reasons'  why    the   give-  congressional    action    on    legislation    to 

and  State  legislatures,  and  all  executive  away    legislation    has    not    been    more  expedite   exploration    and    development 

and  judicial  officers,  both  of  the  United  vigorously  opposed  in  the  past  has  been  under  the  auspices  of  the  Federal  Gov- 

States  and  of  the  several  States,  to  sup-  that  most  people  have  not  appreciated  ernment. 

port    this    Constitutipn.    which    makes  the  tremendous  value  of  the  oil  and  gas  It  should  also  be  kept  in  mind  that 

said  treaty  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  resources  on  the  Continental  Shelf.     In  there  are  probably  vast  oil  reserves  in 

The    Supreme    Court    of    the    United  fact,  some  supporters  of  the  legislation  the  Continental  Shelf  off  the  coast  of 

States  has,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  j^^ve  displayed  an  understandable  inter-  Alaska.    The  total  area  of  the  shelf  off 

interpreted  and  confirmed  the  proprie-  pst  in  underestimating  the  great  wealth  Ala.'^ka  is  estimated  to  contain  600.000 

tary  rights  thus  acquired  by  the  original  that  would  be  given  away  under  their  squaie  miles,  more  than  twice  the  290,- 

States   in   all   of   the   submerged   lands  proposals — or  in  ob.'=curing  it  behind  a  OOO  square  miles  in  the  Continental  Shelf 

within  their  boundaries.     This  will  be  smokescreen  of  complicated  legal  dis-  off  the  United  States  itself.    An  estimate 

clearly  seen  by  a  reading  of  the  decision  putation.  of  the  United  States  Geological  Survey, 

by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  y^e  are  therefore  presenting  herewith  ba.sed  upon  the  studies  of  L.  G.  Weeks 

the  case  of  Martin  v.  Waddell  cited  as  some  of  the  official  figures  prepared  by  for  the  American  Association  of  Geolo- 

16  Peters  <41  U.  S.  367  »   and  also  Afc-  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  gists,  suggested  that  in  the  case  of  Alaska 

Cready  V.  Virginia  (94  U.  S.  391),  both  Even  these  figures,  however,  are  prob-  "the    re.scrve    estimate    would    be    23  6 

very  old  cases.  ably     underestimates.     The     geologists  billion  barrels."     This  would  bring  the 

In  the  McCready  case   the   Supreme  ^.^0    prepared    them    are    traditionally  total  e^^timate  up  from  15  billion  barrels 

Court  had  this  to  say :  conservative      in      their      calculations,  to  38.6  billion  barrels. 

The  principle  has  long  been  settled  in  this  Their  figures  are  minimum  estimates.  The  total  dollar  value  of  the  oil  re- 
Court,  that  each  State  owns  the  beds  of  all  Further  exploration  and  development  .c-erves  "excluding  Alaska)  can  be  shown 
tidewaters  within  its  Jurisdiction  unless  they  ^^jj  probably  indicate  that  the  offshore  as  follows- 

have  been  granted   away.     In   like   manner.      .                                        t    ^^       ^      „          .1  »<>  ^^j*"-'"-'- 

the   States    own    the   tidewaters    themselves.  ^^"f/^"    resources    of     the    Continental  BUUon   harreU 

and   the   fish    in   them,   so   far   as   they    are  Shelf  are  still  greater.                                           Landward   3-ml!e  line 1   75 

capable   of   ownership   while   running.     For  Also,    the   value  of   these   resources   is      Seuv-ard  3-mile  line 13  25 

this  purpose  the  State  represents  iu  people,  usually   expressed   in    terms   of   current                                                                          • — 

and  the  ownership  is  that  of  the  people  in  prices.     The  probability  is  that  the  price                Total. i.vo 

their  united  sovereignty.     Citing  Martin  v.  for  both  oil  and  gas  will  rise  in  the  fu-  .„„^       ^  ,      ,,     ,,          Billion  $  irounded) 

WaddeW  ( 1842 ).  supra.     The  title  thus  held  ture— as  it  has  in  thp  na<it     anri  that  thp      I>andward   3-mlle   line 4  6 

is  subject  to  the  paramount  right  of  naviga-  dollt7  value  of  these  Ls^s^^^^^                     ^"*"'"'*  '*'"""  ""'" ' ''  ' 

tion.  the  regulation  of  which  in  respect  to  °0''ar  ^aiue  01   tnese  a;,sets  will   tneie-                                                                             

foreign   and   interstate   commerce   has    been  fore  increase  over  the  years.                                          Total 39.2 

granted   to   the   United   States.     There    has  Pirsrt.  Oil :  The  estimated  potential  re-  _^.     .^K,.io»i^r,  ic  k.,c^^  ^»,   ♦»,«  «-,„ 

Seen,  however,  no  such  grant  of  power  over  serves  of  our  off.shore  oil  resources  in  ^'^  tabulation  is  ba.sed  on  the  con- 

the  fisheries.    These  remain  under  the  ex-  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  seaward  of  servative  assumption  of  $2.6d  per  barrel, 

elusive  control  of  the  State.  •  •  •  The  right  the  coasts  of  California.  Louisiana    and  '^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^   ^'^'"^  °^   ^'^^  potential 

which  the  people  of  the  State  thus  acquire  Texas   is  a  little  more  than   15   billion  °'^  reserves  within  the  3-mile  limit  comes 

comes  not  from  their  citizenship  alone,  but  barrels  ^"    almost    $5    hilHon.      The    total    value 

from    their    citizenship    and    property    com-  '                               rnmnarPH  ^rith   fhA  OUtSlde  the  3-mile  limit  COmes  tO  almost 

bined.     It  is.  in  fact,  a  property  right,  and  ^„  „  J  ,,    ^""^^  ^^^  ^  compared  With  the  hillinn 

not  a  mere  privilege  or  immunity  of  citizen-  33.7  billion  barrels  of  proved  reserves  for  **"*;  "'"iu'>- 

■hip.  the  upland  area  within  the  United  States  -^^  e.stimated  800  million  barrels  of 
THi  TITLE  or  NEW  STATES  as  a  wholc.  It  is  45  percent  of  the  esti-  Potential  re.serves  are  to  be  found  out- 
The  title  of  new  States  admitted  Into  the  mated  proved  re.serves.  ^^^^  ^^e  3-mile  limit,  but  inside  the  so- 
American  Union  since  the  adoption  of  the  Both  these  estimates  are  set  forth  in  called  3-league  "historical  boundary"  of 
Constitution,  to  their  submerged  lands  was  the  table  entitled  "Estimated  Proved  and  Texas.  These  reserves  may  be  estimated 
recognized  by  our  Supreme  Court  in  1945.  Potential  Petroleum  Reserves  '  prepared  ^^  worth  over  $2  billion. 
^"  «^*'  ITJ^  ^h^^hTt*"  ''°"''"*  "■  ""^"'^  ^^  ^he  Department  of  the  Interior  All  in  all.  the  total  value  of  the  15 
^  "By  Ve  pieceSmg  coSs^'of  reasoning  we  ^l!"  '^^^'  ^^'°  '^°^''  ^^"  distribution  billion  barrels  of  oil  is  worth  just  about 
have  arrived  at  these  general  conclusions:  of  these  reserves.  $40  billion.  This  $40  billion  figure  is 
First,  the  shores  of  navigable  waters,  and  the  ^t  can  be  seen  that  9  billion  barrels —  equivalent  to  the  total  Federal  revenues 
soils  under  them,  were  not  granted  by  the  three-fifths  of  the  total  for  the  Conti-  from  individuals  and  corporation  taxes 
Constitution  to  the  United  States,  but  were  nental  Shelf — are  on  the  Continental  '"  fiscal  1951.  It  is  greater  than  total 
reserved  to  the  States,  respectively;  secondly.  Shelf  off  the  shores  of  Texas.  Louisiana  budget  expenditures  for  military  services 
the  new  States  have  the  same  rights,  sov-  comes  next  with  4  billion  barrels  and  in  fiscal  1952.  It  is  almost  one-fourth 
«1if  orCai^SJifes'"       °''"  '"''"  '''''^'''  California  next  with  a  little  more  than  of  the  total  current  assets  of  American 

2  billion  barrels.  corporations,  as  reported  by  the  Securi- 

In   this   and   many  other  cases,   the  It  can  also  be  noted  that  in  the  case  of  ties  and  Exchange  Commission. 

United  States  Supreme  Court  has  held  California  a  slightly  greater  portion  of  E\en  so,  this  $40  billion  figure  is  an 

over  a  period  of  many  years  that  the  the  potential  oil  reserves  in  the  Conti-  underestimate  because  it  is  based  upon 

various    American    States    have    owned  nental   Shelf   is   found    within    than    is  the  current  price  of  oil      No  allowance 

their  tidelands.  found  outside  the  3-mile  limit.     In  the  is  made  for  the  normal  increase  in  oil 

You  might  wonder — and  for  that  mat-  case  of  Texas  and  Louisiana,  the  greater  prices. 

ter.  so  do  I— why  the  successor  to  this  bulk  is  thought  to  be  outside  the  3-mile  In  a  report  entitled  "Submerged  Oil 

same  Court  in  1947  and  again  in  1950  up-  limit.  and  Education"  of  February  20  1953  the 

set  the  settled  and  accepted  law  of  the  A  special  breakdown  is  provided  for  Public  Affairs  Institute  makes  the  fol- 

land  in  the  now  famous  California.  Tex-  Texas,  which  claims  an  historical  bound-  lowing  estimate  concerning  the  future 

as.  and  Louisiana  tidelands  cases.  Appar-  ary   of   3    leagues — 9   nautical    or    10  4  price  of  oil: 

ently  without  rhyme  or  reason  was  this  statute   miles — in   the   Gulf   of   Mexico  a  t^,.^k»ki1  -„ 

radical  departure  made  from  the  sound  Only  400  million   barrels-lei  ^an  5  ^.  r^ST^.^^ll^lZ'^^ir^^^ 
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of  petroleum  has  been  Increasing  at  th« 
rate  of  7  percent  annually.  With  the  mod- 
erate estimate  of  15  billion  barrels  the  gross 
income  would  total  176.500.000.000. 

In  support  of  this  estimate,  it  can  be 
pointed  out  that  over  the  12-year  period 
from  1940  to  January  1953.  the  index  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products  prices 
went  from  50  to  117.4 — an  increase  at 
the  rate  of  7  percent  annually.  If,  im- 
der  the  pressure  of  increased  demand, 
prices  were  to  increase  at  the  same  rate 
anually.  the  price  would  be  $4.50  within 
8  years.  On  this  assumption,  the  15  bil- 
lion barrels  would  be  worth  $76.- 
500.000.000. 

But  these  estimates  do  not  include  the 
23.600.000.000  barrels  of  oil  which  are 
e.stimated  to  lie  in  the  Continental  Shelf 
off  the  coast  of  Alaska.  As  indicated 
earlier,  when  Alaskan  reserves  are  in- 
cluded, the  total  estimate  rises  from  15 
billion  barrels  to  38.600.000.000  barrels. 
At  the  current  prices,  the  total  offshore 
potential  reserves  would  thus  be  worth 
not  $40  billion,  but  over  $102  billion. 

This  figure,  of  course,  is  based  upon 
the  current  price.  If  it  is  assumed,  how- 
ever, that  the  price  for  oil  over  the  next 
20  years  will  average  $4.50  a  barrel,  as 
estimated  by  the  Public  Affairs  Institute, 
then  the  total  value  of  the  offshore  oil 
resources,  including  Alaska,  will  amount 
to  over  $173  billion. 

It  should  also  be  kept  In  mind  that 
the  estimates  supplied  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Interior  are  extremtly  conserva- 
tive. Oil  company  experts  who  operate 
clo.*-e  to  the  scene  have  often  come  forth 
with  what  are  probably  much  more  re- 
alistic estimates.  Thus  a  group  of  18 
Texas  geologists  and  registered  engineers 
have  estimated  potential  oil  reserves  off 
the  coast  of  Texas  of  11  billion  barrels, 
as  contrasted  with  the  9  billion  barrels 
estimated  by  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior— see  Appendix  for  full  report  of 
Texas  geologists  and  engineers. 

Second.  Gas;  the  estimated  poten- 
tial reserves  of  gas  in  the  offshore  lands 
as  shown  in  the  table  entitled  Estimated 
Proved  and  Potential  Petroleum  Re- 
serves." is  68.500.000,000.000  cubic  feet. 
This  is  more  than  one- third  of  the 
proved  reserves  of  196.000.000,000.000 
cubic  feet  within  the  land  area  of  the 
United  States. 

The  table  also  shows  the  distribution 
of  these  reserves.  As  with  oil.  the  larg- 
est amount  is  off  the  coast  of  Texas  and 
the  smallest  amount  off  the  coast  of 
California. 

The  dollar  value  of  gas  Is  extremely 
difficult  to  estimate.  Prices  vary  from 
as  low  as  7  cents  per  1.000  cubic  feet  to 
25  cents  per  1.000  cubic  feet.  Among  the 
factors  detergaining  the  price  are  the 
acoessibllity  of  the  gas  reserves  and  the 
extent  to  which  the  flow  of  gas  from 
these  reserves  can  be  controlled. 

For  the  purpose  of  simplicity,  these 
gas  reserves  might  be  priced  at  an 
average  of  15  cents  per  1.000  cubic  feet — 
the  same  price  figure  which  is  used  in 
the  report  of  the  Texas  geologists  and 
engineers.  This  would  bring  the  total 
value  of  the  potential  gas  reserves  in  the 
Continental  Shelf  to  a  Uttle  more  than 
$10  billion. 

Thiid.  Other  minerals:  There  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  oil  and  gas  are  the 


only  mineral  resources  in  the  offshore 
lands. 

GeoloRists  have  already  found  sulfur 
In  the  offshore  lands  off  the  coast  of 
Texas.  The  October  1952  report  of  the 
Texas  geologists  and  engineers  estimates 
120  million  long  tons  of  sulfur  at  a 
price  of  $25  per  long  ton.  The  sulfur 
reserves  alone  would  be  worth  more  than 
$3  billion. 

As  the  offshore  resources  are  developed 
during  the  coming  years,  it  is  highly 
likely  that  other  valuable  minerals  will 
also  be  discovered  in  sizable  quantities. 

Fourth.  Potential  revenues:  As  al- 
ready indicated,  the  value  of  oil  and  gas 
resources  in  the  offshore  area  can  be 
estimated  at  $40  billion  and  $10  billion, 
respectively^-or  a  total  of  $50  billion. 

If  royalties  are  estimated  at  12*2  per- 
cent, the  potential  revenues  from  these 
$50  billion  worth  of  assets  will  be  $6.25 
billion. 

This  sum  is  practically  equivalent  to 
the  total  annual  interest  paid  each  year 
on  the  national  debt. 

A  breakdown  of  these  revenues  is  as 
follows: 

Estimated  Estimated 

Landward  3-  value  royalties 

mile  line-.  $8,000,000,000  11,000.000.000 
Seaward      3- 

mUe  line—  42.  000.  000.  000     5.  250.  OOO.  000 


ToUl.  50.000,000.000     6.250.000.000 

These  estimates,  however,  are  ex- 
tremely conservative.  They,  do  not  take 
into  account  the  value  of  either  Alaskan 
reserves  or  sulfur  reserves.  They  as- 
sume prices  no  higher  than  the  present 
prices.  Moreover,  they  do  not  take  into 
account  the  estimates  contained  in  the 
October  1952  report  of  the  Texas  geolo- 
gists and  engineers. 

A  summary  of  the  Texas  report  ap- 
peared in  the  Houston  Post  of  Sunday. 
October  26.  1952.  According  to  this 
group  of  experts: 

The  submerged  lands  oflT  the  shore  of 
Texas  are  reported  to  hold  gas,  oil.  and  sul- 
fur worth  an  estimated  $80  billion. 

The  names  of  the  experts  who  pre- 
pared this  $80  billion  estimate  for  Texas 
alone  appear  in  the  Appendix. 

The  inclusion  of  any  of  these  addi- 
tional considerations  would  add  substan- 
tially to  the  $6.25  billion  estimate  of  roy- 
alties. The  inclusion  of  all  these  con- 
siderations would  bring  estimated  royal- 
ties well  above  $20  billion. 

Fifth.  Revenues  already  accrued: 
Even  though  the  development  of  offshore 
resources  has  thus  far  proceeded  at  a 
snail's  pace,  substantial  revenues  have 
already  accrued  since  the  Supreme 
Court  upheld  the  rights  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  the  submerged  lands  of 
the  Continental  Shelf. 

For  example,  the  offshore  oil  deposits 
along  the  California  coast  have  produced 
revenues  aggregating  more  than  $47.3 
million  since  the  case  against  California 
was  decided  favorably  to  the  United 
States  in  1947. 

The  revenues  derived  from  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  lands  off  Louisiana  and 
Texas  have  aggregated  approximately 
$15  million  and  half  a  million,  respec- 
tively, since  the  cases  against  Louisiana 
and  Texas  were  decided  in  1950. 


Thus,  a  grand  total  of  approximately 
$62.8  million,  derived  from  the  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf, 
is  awaiting  disposition  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
16  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky I  Mr.  Perkins]. 

uct's  einc  thk  schocx.  bells  akd   not  cuvs 
AWAT  orrsHoax  assotntcxs 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  soon 
after  Congress  convened.  I  introduced 
House  Joint  Resolution  89  which  pro- 
vides that  the  royalties  from  certain  oil 
and  gas  properties  under  the  op>en  sea 
located  off  the  coast  of  California,  and 
under  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  off  the  coasts 
of  Texas  and  Louisiana,  extending  from 
the  low-water  mark  seaward  shall  be  ex- 
pended for  a  better  educational  program 
in  all  the  48  States.  One  of  our  greatest 
national  problems  today  Is  in  the  field  of 
education. 

At  the  outset.  I  wish  to  state  that  I  am 
wholeheartedly  against  H.  R.  4198.  which 
purports  to  set  forth  as  its  purpose  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  Doundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources,  and 
the  resources  of  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf. 

No  legislation  could  have  been  more 
skillfully  drawn  to  deceive  its  true  pur- 
pose. The  sole  effect  of  H.  R.  4198  is  to 
nullify  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  Texas,  Louisiana,  and  Cali- 
fornia cases,  and  thereby  attempt  to  give 
away  to  those  States  this  valuable  prop- 
erty that  belongs  to  all  the  people  in  this 
country.  The  questions  of  tidelands  oil 
is  not  involved,  because  it  is  conceded 
that  the  tidelands  oil  belongs  to  the 
States.  The  United  States  Supreme 
Court  has  continuously  held  to  that  the- 
ory, and  no  one  disputes  those  rulings. 
That  is,  the  lands  along  the  seashore 
which  are  covered  at  high  tide  and  ex- 
posed at  low  tide.  The  property  in- 
volved here  is  from  the  low-water  mark 
extending  seaward. 

We  should  not  undertake  to  give  away 
an  asset,  to  a  few  States  that  border  on 
the  ocean,  which  belongs  to  the  people  of 
all  the  48  States,  notwithstanding  all  the 
window  dressing  and  all  the  other  super- 
fluous statements  in  H.  R.  4198. 

I  cannot  think  of  any  more  appro- 
priate way  to  spend  the  royalties  from 
the  offshore  oil  thfia  tor  school  purposes.^ 
In  Kentucky  today  teachers'  salaries 
range  from  $736  to  $5,100.  Our  trained 
teachers  are  continuously  leaving  the 
profession.  In  addition  to  our  underpaid 
teachers'  problem  and  lack  of  facilities 
for  our  schools,  it  has  been  estimated 
that  we  need  to  spend  more  than  $157 
million  alone  for  new  construction  in 
Kentucky.  This  must  be  done  if  we  are 
to  relieve  overcrowded  conditions  and 
properly  house  the  anticipated  increased 
enrollments  and  replace  obsolete  build- 
ings. 

The  seriousness  of  our  educational 
problem  was  called  to  the  attention  of 
this  Nation  by  Commissioner  Earl  J.  Mc- 
Grath  of  the  United  States  Office  of  Edu- 
cation when  he  recently  armounced  some 
of  the  results  of  a  nationwide  survey  of 
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school  building  needs  and  the  States* 
abilities  to  provide  for  them.  The  sur- 
vey found  among  other  things  that  there 
is  a  present  need  for  an  additional  708 
million  square  feet  of  school  building 
space  for  more  than  9.250.000  pupils  in 
public  elementary  and  secondary  schools. 
This  is  equivalent  to  more  than  325.000 
instruction  rooms  and  related  facilities, 
and  the  estimated  cost  is  $10,700,000,000. 
Mind  you.  that  would  not,  if  provided,  do 
more  than  relieve  present  overcrowding 
and  replace  obsolete  facilities.  That 
much  space  is  needed  only  to  replace  the 
170.000  classrooms  that  are  obsolete  and 
provide  155.000  new  classrooms. 

Even  though  through  some  miracle 
this  vast  number  of  classrooms  should 
spring  into  existence,  the  space  problem 
alone  would  be  solved  only  for  this  year. 
That  would  make  no  provision  for  the 
future.  The  estimates  of  1952-53  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  school  enroll- 
ment show  a  total  of  27.533.054  pupils. 
Data  developed  in  the  survey  indicate  a 
public-school  enrollment  of  more  than 
31  million  in  1956  and  a  million  more 
by  1958. 

Where  are  these  youngsters  going  to 
go  to  school?  If  every  State  and  local 
school  district  exhausted  its  current  legal 
resources  through  bond  issues  and  what- 
ever other  means  are  currently  available, 
the  survey  finds  that  only  $5,800,000,000 
could  be  raised.  It  is  certain  that  this 
problem  will  become  more  and  more 
critical  year  by  year. 

The  survey  I  refer  to  definitely  sho'vs 
that  financing  practices  will  have  to  be 
improved  and  new  and  substantial  re- 
sources for  public-school  construction 
will  have  to  be  tapped  to  make  up  the 
deficit  of  $4.9  billion  to  meet  the  mini- 
mum standards  of  safety  for  our  present 
school  systems.  Additional  funds  will  be 
needed  to  provide  for  the  millions  of  new 
pupils  we  know  we  will  have  in  the  years 
ahead. 

The  physical  needs  for  classrooms  and 
buildings  of  course  are  only  one  aspect 
of  the  pressing  problems  our  schools  are 
facing  and  will  face.  I  think  we  are  all 
at  least  aware  of  the  pressing  needs  for 
more  teachers  for  our  youngsters.  These 
teachers  are  entitled  to  at  least  a  living 
wage  and  the  thousands  of  new  teachers 
needed  now  and  in  the  future  mean  even 
more  funds  must  be  found. 

This  is  a  national  problem.  Even  those 
States  with  the  most  satisfactory  facili- 
ties are  in  serious  diflQculties.  Even  there 
the  building  shortage  is  severe  and  will 
grow  worse.  All  of  our  State  and  local 
school  authorities  are  doing  their  utmost 
to  cope  with  the  problem.  During  the 
fiscal  year  1952  the  OfiBce  of  Education, 
under  the  controlled  materials  plan  of 
the  Defense  Production  Act,  issued  per- 
mits and  allocated  materials  supporting 
educational  construction  valued  at  $1,- 
878,000,000  under  a  system  of  priority 
second  only  to  defense  needs.  An  esti- 
mated total  of  49,500  elementary  and 
secondary  classrooms  were  completed 
during  the  year.  However,  this  fell  short 
by  6,500  classrooms  of  taking  care  of  the 
actual  increase  of  school  enrollment — 
1.691.000  pupils — that  took  place  within 
a  year's  time. 

It  is  obvious  that  something  else  must 
hb  done  if  the  children  of  our  Nation  are 
to  have  the  advantages  of  even  the  basic 


education  which  Americans  have  tradi- 
tionally considered  their  birthright. 

Federal  aid  to  education  antedates  the 
Constitution.  I  know  that  some  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  do  not  want  to  admit 
It.  but  Federal  aid  to  our  schools  has  al- 
ways been  with  us.  Looking  back  over 
the  records  of  this  Congress,  you  will  find 
that  this  body  has  continuously  set  aside 
public  lands  for  this  purpose  as  new 
States  were  admitted  to  the  Union. 

In  more  recent  years,  the  Congress  has 
enacted  such  beneficial  legislation  as  the 
Smith-Hughes  Act  and  the  George- 
Barden  Act,  and  other  vocational  edu- 
cational enactments  which  directly  bene- 
fited our  public  schools. 

Even  if  it  were  true,  as  some  contend 
that  the  Founding  Fathers  intended 
education  to  be  a  State  and  local  re- 
sponsibility, there  would  stil!  be  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  Federal  Government  to 
contribute  to  the  support  of  the  public 
schools  today.  The  Nation  is  no  longer 
composed  of  self-contained  and  rela- 
tively independent  communities  as  it 
was  in  the  time  of  our  forefathers. 
Quite  the  contrary. 

Today  our  communities  are  so  inter- 
dependent that  the  welfare  of  the  whole 
Nation  is  affected  by  the  educational 
attainment  of  the  people  in  every  lo- 
cality. Furthermore,  the  birth  rate  in 
this  country,  in  general,  is  hii^hest  in 
those  areas  where  economic  condilions 
are  poorest  and  educational  levels  are 
lowest. 

We  all  know  that  it  is  a  part  of  our 
American  system  nowadays  for  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  people  to  migrate 
annually  from  those  areas  to  other  lo- 
calities. The  migrants  take  with  them 
the  results  of  their  relatively  poor 
schooling.  It  is  to  the  interest  of  all 
that  the  Federal  Government  step  in 
and  help  solve  our  educational  prob- 
lem, for  it  is  the  only  agency  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  so. 

Here  at  hand  today  is  a  new  possible 
source  of  funds  for  our  schools.  We  are 
considering  now  whether  the  so-called 
tidelands.  or  more  exactly  the  submerged 
lands  offshore,  should  belong  to  the 
States  or  to  the  United  States.  We  know 
that  essential  elements  of  our  modern 
civilization  are  to  be  found  there,  oil  and 
natural  gas.  Conservative  estimates  tell 
us  that  the  Continental  Shelf  adjoining 
our  Nation's  shorelines  contain  15  bil- 
lion barrels  of  oil  and  68  trillion  cubic 
feet  of  natural  gas.  Other  estimates  go 
much  higher. 

Royalties,  rents,  and  bonuses  to  be  de- 
rived from  development  and  exploita- 
tion of  these  vast  resources  will  consti- 
tute many  billions  of  dollars.  I  am 
hopeful  that  these  royalties  will  be  de- 
voted to  the  needs  of  the  Nations 
schools  as  a  whole  instead  of  Riving  them 
away  to  three  States.  If  the  entire  in- 
come from  this  source  could  be  thus  di- 
rected, the  bells  of  our  schools  would  as- 
suredly ring  out  loud  and  clear  for  many 
years  to  come. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
we  will  be  able  to  do  something  for  the 
schools  by  earmarking  these  royalties 
for  educational  purposes.  Many  of  us 
have  made  pledges  in  the  field  of  bal- 
ancing the  budget,  eliminating  waste, 
cutting  taxes,  making  every  contribu- 
tion possible  to  ending  the  Korean  con- 


flict, fighting  corruption,  cutting  non- 
essential Government  spending,  extend- 
ing social  security,  replacing  slum.s. 
combating  Inflation,  promoting  educa- 
tion, and  promoting  the  welfare  of  agri- 
culture. 

I  have  commenced  to  wonder  myself 
just  how  many  of  our  pledges  may  be 
redeemed  in  the  event  we  are  success- 
ful In  nullifying  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cision and  give  away  valuable  property 
rights:  which  in  all  probabihty  may 
easily  defray  our  ^governmental  operat- 
ing expen.'^es  for  1  or  more  years,  in- 
cludins^  all  the  money  we  are  now  spend- 
ini,'  to  maintain  our  Army.  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  the  entire  defense  setup,  and  for- 
eign aid. 

The  people  of  this  country  may  rest 
a.«;sured  that  there  will  be  no  budget- 
balancing,  in  my  opinion,  if  we  continue 
to  legislate  aeainst  the  national  interest 
of  all  the  people  in  this  country.  I  am 
fearful  that  we  are  going  to  cripple  our 
entire  national-defen.se  .setup  as  long  as 
we  are  confronted  with  world  conditions 
as  they  exist  today. 

I  cannot  think  of  a  more  horrible  thing 
from  the  standpoint  of  national  defense 
than  for  us  to  set  aside  an  order  trans- 
ferrins a  Nation's  off.shore  oil  depKjsits 
from  the  Interior  to  the  Navy  as  a  pe- 
troleum reserve. 

As  has  been  stated  thoa'^ands  of  times. 
oil  is  the  lifeblood  of  the  Navy.  I  stated 
before  a  Hou.se  committee  hearing  on 
this  legislation  that  "the  national  de- 
fen.se  of  this  country  today  from  the 
standpoint  of  national  interest  would  not 
permit  any  such  gift  to  anyone." 

I  am  still  hopeful  that  this  Committee 
will  concern  itself  with  the  real  i.ssue, 
that  we  intend  to  keep  the  oil  and  decide 
how  to  use  it  best  for  the  national  in- 
terest. I  have  always  felt  that  the  roy- 
alties could  be  better  u.sed  for  school 
purpo.ses,  and  to  take  effect  at  the  mo- 
ment the  submerged  lands  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  are  withdrawn  from  their 
present  status  of  a  naval  petroleum  re- 
serve. 

It  is  to  a.'^sure  that  the  coming  genera- 
tions will  bent  fit  as  a  whole  from  the 
development  of  these  resources  that  I 
approach  the  p  csent  problem  of  owner- 
ship, u.se,  and  .ncomc  from  submerged 
lands  witli  a  view  to  the  maximum 
benefit  to  the  schools. 

The  importance  of  oil  to  the  United 
States  cannot  be  overestimated.  With- 
out it  a  large  proportion  of  American  civ- 
ilization would  grind  to  a  teeth-chatter- 
ing halt.  With  access  to  an  ample,  near- 
by source  the  Nation  can  maintain  its 
leadership  in  the  world,  it  can  make 
ready  it.s  defeases  against  any  who  may 
challenge  its  way  of  life.  Through 
strength  the  Nation  can  bulwark  the 
cause  of  democracy  throughout  the 
world.  So  much  depends  on  this  vital 
substance  and  yet  we  have  discovered 
alarmingly  that  the  United  States  is  a 
net  importer  of  oil.  We  are  now  de- 
pendent upon  oil  from  di.stant  lands  to 
meet  our  daily  needs  and  to  fuel  our  de- 
fense effort. 

Should  world  war  III  come,  how  long 
could  we  depend  upon  these  sources  from 
which  tankers  must  travel  thousands  of 
miles  through  seas  which  would  shortly 
become  submarine  infested'  In  an  all 
out  war  effort  modern  day  military  needs 
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for  oil  and  its  products  sksrrocket.  and 
we  could  find  ourselves  in  a  most  critical 
.situation.  The  net  result  would  be  that 
we  would  have  to  turn  right  around  and 
buy  back  at  most  handsome  prices  some- 
th'.ng  that  we  had  already  given  away. 
if  the  proponents  of  H.  R.  4198  are  suc- 
ce.s.^ful  in  their  efforts;  that  is,  if  we  had 
acce.ss  to  it  at  all. 

There  is  only  one  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  that  is  to  hold  on  to  our  sub- 
merged lands  and  not  give  them  away. 
H   R   4198  should  be  defeated. 

In  the  event  this  legislation  is  defeated, 
the  Interior  or  Navy  Department.  I  am 
sure,  will  go  ahead  and  develop  these 
re.sources.  It  has  been  estimated  that 
under  proper  governmental  supervision, 
dully  production  from  offshore  facilities 
within  5  years  of  intensive  effort,  could 
increase  production  to  some  200.000  bar- 
rels of  oil  and  600  to  800  million  cubic 
feet  of  gas  daily.  The  National  Petro- 
leum Council  anticipates  that  after  that 
period  of  development,  new  discoveries 
resulting  from  intensive  exploration  will 
accelerate  increased  production  at  a 
greater  rate. 

The  decision  given  In  the  California 
ca.se  clearly  states  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  paramount  rights  in  and 
over  the  marginal  belt,  and  incident 
thereto  has  full  dominion  over  the  re- 
.sources  of  the  soil  under  that  water  area. 
This,  of  course,  included  oil  and  gas. 

To  me,  that  is  clear  enough.  The 
question  has  been  ruled  upon  specifically 
three  times,  as  stated  above,  and  the  deci- 
sion has  been  the  same  in  each  instance. 
We  should  end  this  controversy  by  de- 
feating this  give-away  legislation  and 
earmarking  the  funds  for  educational 
purpases  to  take  effect  when  this  prop- 
erty IS  withdrawn  from  its  present  status 
as  a  national  petroleum  reserve. 

All  of  the  States  admitted  to  the  Union 
since  the  original  13  have  been  admitted 
with  the  provision  that  they  were  ad- 
mitted on  an  equal  footing  with  those 
first  13.  At  the  time  the  Nation  was  es- 
tablished the  then  Thirteen  Colonies 
were  the  property  of  the  Crown.  They 
had  no  existence  as  international  en- 
tities All  of  the  properties,  rights,  and 
prerogatives  of  a  nation  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned  were  possessed  by  the 
Crown  of  England. 

Historically,  any  right  of  sovereignty 
has  been  established  in  international  law 
by  national  action.  The  Thirteen  Orig- 
inal States  did  not  exist  as  a  nation  and 
assert  the  sovereign  rights  and  powers  of 
nations  on  their  own  part.  It  seems 
clear  to  me  that  the  sovereign  power  of 
the  National  Government  arises  inevi- 
tably from  its  duty  and  power  to  regulate 
commerce,  conduct  foreign  affairs,  and 
provide  for  the  national  defense. 

A  state  or  province  has  no  standing  in 
International  law.  No  nation  can  claim 
more  of  the  open  sea  than  what  other 
nations  concede  to  it.  The  Constitution 
states  that  the  Federal  Government  is  to 
conduct  foreign  affairs,  and  smce  this 
question  of  ownership  of  the  marginal 
.seas  is  one  of  foreign  relations,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  it  is  one  for  the  Federal 
Government. 

For  States  to  lay  claim  to  the  marginal 
sea  even  beyond  the  generaUy  recognized 
3 -mile  limit  is  dangerous.  It  would 
force  the  United  States  to  abandon  iU 


traditional  position  held  ever  since 
Thomas  Jefferson  first  asserted  it  in  1793 
when  he  was  Secretary  of  State. 

I  read  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star 
the  other  day  where  the  United  States 
was  protesting  the  seizure  of  American 
shrimp  fishermen  10  miles  off  its  coast  by 
Mexico,  who  claimed  the  violation  of  its 
territorial  waters.  The  Navy  has  long 
advocated  the  3-mile  limit.  This  is  im- 
portant in  that  the  Navy  is  charged  with 
the  defense  of  our  territorial  waters. 

It  seems  that  under  proposed  legisla- 
tion the  Congress  is  asked  to  give  up  the 
right  of  the  Federal  Government,  and 
thus  those  of  all  of  the  people  in  the  Na- 
tion, to  the  resources  of  the  submerged 
lands.  We  are  asked  to  deliver  them  to 
three  States.  Resources  that  are  vital 
to  the  national  defense  and  the  welfare  of 
all  the  F>eople.  I  say  this  should  not  be, 
that  we  should  not  give  away  tliis  valu- 
able prop>erty. 

To  those  who  are  concerned  with  the 
rights  of  enterprises  which  are  already 
active  in  the  offshore  areas.  I  believe  all 
will  agree  that  under  whatever  final  dis- 
position their  equiuble  rights  will  be 
protected. 

In  conclusion  on  this  point  it  may  be 
stated,  and  evidence  will  substantiate  the 
contention,  that  sovereignty  over  and 
title  to  the  subsoil  of  the  seabed  under 
the  maritime  belt— the  3-mile  limit— are 
vested  in  the  littoral  state  by  interna- 
tional law.  It  may  further  be  stated  be- 
yond possible  contravention  that  the 
United  States,  not  the  original  and  sub- 
sequently admitted  coasUl  States,  is  the 
sovereign  in  which  this  land  is  vested. 
It  cannot  be  claimed  that  the  States  re- 
served the  sovereignty  and  title  to  this 
land  because  the  States  were  never 
vested  with  them. 

In  the  case  of  Texas,  admission  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  other  States,  de- 
spite its  previous  existence  as  a  nation, 
certainly  implies  that  it  gave  up  any  such 
rights    upon    becoming    a    State.    The 
most-often-cited  cases  in  support  of  the 
claims  of  the  States  to  this  land  are  not 
precedents  for  the  simple  reason  they 
were  not  decided  with  respect  to  land 
or  parties  on  a  comparable  basis.     Sov- 
ereignty and  title  to  these  lands  are  di- 
rectly connected  with  international  re- 
lations and  therefore  are  vested  exclu- 
sively in  the  United  States.     The  out- 
ward, seaward  boundary  of  the  United 
States  need  not  be  the  same  as  the  bor- 
ders of  the  States  contiguous  to  the  sea. 
This  does  not  mean,  however,  that  the 
SUtes  give  up  the  rights  to  police  such 
waters  in  regard  to  fishing,  the  criminal 
codes,  and  the  like,  nor  does  it  imply  m 
any  way  any  claim  or  right  to  the  in- 
land waters  within  the  States. 

Mr  Chairman,  it  is  of  the  utmost  Im- 
portance that  we  defeat  H.  R.  4198  and 
enact  a  substitute  which  earmarks  these 
royalties  for  educational  purposes.  We 
must  aid  our  schools  in  order  that  the 
school  bells  will  continue  to  ring  out 
throughout  the  Nation.  As  the  Liberty 
Bell  heralded  the  beginning  of  our  great 
NaUon.  let  the  rising  volume  of  the 
school  bells,  made  possible  by  the  pro- 
ceeds from  these  great  oil  and  gas  re- 
sources, be  heard  throughout  the  world. 
Their  ringing  will  be  a  tocsin  of  the  new 
era  of  freedom. 


Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  YatksI 
on  his  splendid  analysis  of  the  legislation 
before  us.  It  is  true  that  the  tidelands. 
inland  waterways,  and. Great  Lakes  are 
not  any  subject  of  this  controversy.  As 
a  camouflage,  the  interested  States  would 
like  for  us  to  believe  that  the  inland 
waterways  were  endangered  by  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Texas. 
Louisiana,  and  California  cases.  But 
such  is  not  the  -case.  The  Supreme 
Court  clearly  held  that  the  tidelands  and 
all  inland  waterways  were  the  property 
of  the  resjaective  Slates. 

I  have  not  been  able  to  find  out  dur- 
ing the  entire  discussion  today,  from  the 
proponents  of  this  legislation,  from  what 
source  the  Thirteen  Original  Colonies  ob- 
tained title  to  the  marginal-sea  area  and 
I  would  like  to  know  if  the  gentleman 
from  CaUf ornia  I  Mr.  Killings  i  can  give 
me  the  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  I  would  1  ke  to  an- 
swer the  question  by  reading  a  para- 
graph from  the  report  of  the  California 
Senate  interim  committee  on  tidelands 
which  I  believe  sheds  some  light  on  the 
question: 

So  firmly  entrenched  was  this  doctrine 
of  ownership  and  control  oX  the  marginal 
seas  by  the  time  American  colonization  be- 
Ran  tliat  the  colonial  charters  given  by  the 
King  contained  specific  grants  of  wide  belts 
of  territorial  waten.  The  colonists  accepted 
this  as  a  natural  part  of  their  local  prerog- 
atives. They  utilized  the  submerged  land 
In  the  same  way  they  utilized  the  dry  land 
of  the  North  American  Continent. 

By  the  treaty  of  1783  with  Great  Brit- 
ain which  ended  the  Revolutionary  War, 
it  was  a  provision  of  that  treaty  by  which 
the  Americans  would  have  title  and  con- 
trol of  the  lands  under  the  marginal  sea. 
Mr.  PERKINS.  The  gentleman  well 
knows  that  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain 
was  made  by  the  Colonies  united  as  a 
nation.  Is  that  statement  correct  or 
not? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  was  nol  adopted  until 
1787. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Even  before  the  Con- 
stitution was  adopted,  on  July  4.  1776, 
when  the  Thirteen  Colonies  declared 
their  independence  from  England,  they 
did  it  as  a  united  nation  and  not  as 
13  separate,  individual  colonies. 

In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia, may  I  say  that  I  have  before  me 
the  United  States  Reports  wherein  the 
California  case  is  reported.  Page  31, 
volume  332.  states: 

It  stresses  that  the  Thirteen  Original  Col- 
onies did  not  own  the  marginal  belt:  that 
the  Federal  Government  did  not  seriously 
assert  Its  Increasingly  greater  rights  In  this 
area  untU  after  the  formation  of  the  Union; 
that  It  has  not  bestowed  any  of  these  rights 
upon  the  States,  but  has  reUlned  them  as 
appurtenances  of  national  sovereignty. 

And  further: 

Prom  all  the  wealth  of  material  supplies, 
however,  we  cannot  say  that  the  Thirteen 
Original  Colonies  separately  acquired  owner- 
Biiip  to  tli«  8-mlle  belt  or  the  soU  under  iU 
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And  over  on  the  next  page: 

At  the  time  this  country  won  Its  Independ- 
ence from  England  there  was  no  settled  In- 
ternational custom  or  understanding  among 
nations  that  each  nation  owned  a  3-mlle 
water  belt  along  Its  borders.  Some  coun- 
tries, notably  England.  Spain,  and  Portugal, 
had.  rrom  time  to  time,  made  sweeping 
claims  to  a  right  of  dominion  over  wide  ex- 
panses of  ocean.  And  controversies  had 
arisen  among  nations  about  rights  to  fish 
in  prescribed  areas.  But  when  this  Nation 
was  formed,  the  idea  of  a  3-mile  belt  over 
which  a  littoral  nation  could  exercise  rights 
of  ownership  was  but  a  nebulous  suggestion. 
Neither  the  English  charters  granted  to  this 
Nation's  settlers,  nor  the  treaty  of  peace  with 
England,  nor  any  other  document  to  which 
we  have  been  referred,  showed  a  purpose  to 
set  apart  a  3-mile  ocean  belt  for  colonial  or 
State  ownership. 

Does  it  make  sense,  therefore,  to  un- 
dertake to  make  a  quitclaim  title  by  this 
Congress  to  property  that  the  States 
never  did  own?  That  is  the  point  I  have 
in  my  mind. 

Mr  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yi-^ld? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Admitting  for 
the  purpose  of  argument  what  the  gen- 
tleman has  said,  what  would  that  have 
to  do  with  the  position  of  the  States  that 
came  into  the  Union  after  that?  Are 
you  arguing  that  because  the  Thirteen 
Original  States  had  no  3-mile  belt,  all 
other  contracts  made  by  the  constitu- 
tional body,  the  Congress,  constituting 
treaties,  would  have  no  effect? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  will  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  I  will  treat  your  case  sep- 
arately; but  if  you  know  of  any  claim 
that  the  Thirteen  Original  Colonies  had 
to  the  marginal  sea  extending  3  miles 
seaward  from  low  water  mark  I  wish  you 
would  explain  it  to  this  Committee.  You 
do  not  contend  that  they  had  any  such 
claim  then? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  gentle- 
man answers  my  question  by  asking  me 
one.    You  answer  my  question  first. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  agree  that  Texas 
does  have  some  color  of  claim,  but  Texas 
was  admitted  to  the  Union  by  a  resolu- 
tion of  this  Congress  and  she  was  ad- 
mitted under  the  equal  footing  clause  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
She  surrendered  her  ports  and  harbors 
and  the  appurtenances  pertaining 
thereto,  and  other  properties  essential 
for  defense.  Naturally  this  included  any 
paramount  rights  and  dominion  over  the 
marginal  sea  or  Continental  Shelf. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Such  as  post 
oflBces  and  other  public  buildings. 

Mr.  PERKINS.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  But  they  re- 
tained their  public  domain. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  And  anything  inci- 
dental to  the  defense  of  Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  But  they  re- 
tained their  public  domain  and  public 
lands. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  That  is  right,  but  the 
public  lands  and  public  domain  did  not 
include  submerged  land  under  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  out  from  the  low-water  mark 
extending  seaward  from  the  State  of 
Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Only  3  leagues. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Well,  that  is  where  she 
siirrendered  the  3  leagues  when  Texas 


was  admitted  to  the  Union  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  other  States. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  RODINO.  I  was  trying  to  make  an 
observation  a  while  ago.  that  one  of  the 
former  Members  of  this  House,  the  late 
Samuel  Hobbs.  who  was  one  of  the  finest 
constitutional  authorities  every  to  sit  in 
this  body  and  a  scholar  on  this  question 
of  submerged  lands,  in  his  statement  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  stated 
that  there  is  no  case  or  respectable  au- 
thority that  asserts  fee  simple  title  to 
the  3-mile  limit  or  beyond  outwardly. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr    PERKINS.     Briefly. 

Ml-.  WILSON  of  Texas.  What  claim 
does  the  Federal  Government  make  a.s 
against  the  Thirteen  Colonies?  You  are 
talking  about  what  rights  tlie  Slates 
have.  The  States  retained  all  rights  that 
they  did  not  mve  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. Now  what  claim  does  the  Federal 
Government  make  to  that  3-mile  bell? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  always  had  the  responsibility 
of  defending  the  Union  and  to  re^iulate 
commerce,  and.  naturally,  these  things 
entail  certain  national  responsibilities 
which  make  it  necc.s.sary  that  our  Na- 
tional Government  have  the  paramount 
right  and  dominion  over  the  marginal 
sea. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  This  bill  gives 
them  those  rights. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  And  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, since  the  days  of  Jeffer.son,  and 
before  the  days  of  Jefferson,  has  asserted 
and  acquired  national  dominion  and 
control  over  the  mari;inal  sea.  And.  be- 
cause of  the  as.serted  ntiht  of  the  F\^deral 
Government  over  this  area,  it  iias  always 
been  the  duty  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  defend  the  area,  and  I  have  never 
heard  that  questioned.  In  fact,  the  duty 
is  placed  upon  our  Government  by  the 
Constitution  to  maintain  our  national 
defenses,  which  has  always  been  accepted 
as  the  marginal  sea.  No  State  has  ever 
questioned  that  duty  and  responsibility 
of  our  Government.  Any  claim  thai  may 
obstruct  our  Government  in  being  able  to 
properly  maintain  our  defenses  over  this 
area,  certainly  is  junior  and  inferior  to 
the  paramount  rights  of  the  National 
Government,  and  would  have  tc  be  struck 
down  when  the  National  Government  as- 
serts its  superior  right. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  insist  that 
this  bill  protects  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's rights  to  control  commerce  and 
to  use  that  territory  up  to  the  high- 
water  mark  for  national  defense  or  any 
other  Federal  purpose. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  do  not  think  so. 
This  bill  undertakes  to  do  something 
that  would  destroy  in  all  probability  the 
sovereign  rights  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment if  the  courts  were  to  uphold  it. 
This  bill  authorizes  the  States  to  tax 
property  far  beyond  the  marginal  sea 
limit,  extending  seaward,  perhaps  out 
some  two  or  three  hundred  miles  or  far- 
ther, where  oil  or  gas  is  extracted  from 
the  submerged  lands  beneath  the  ocean 
hundreds  of  miles  out  from  the  coast 
of  Texas,  for  example.  This  just  does 
not  make  sense,  it  is  subsurd,  and  I  do 


not  believe  the  membership  of  the  House 
will  pass  any  bill  with  a  provision  like 
that  in  it.  No  one  can  tell  what  reper- 
cu.ssions  may  result  from  a  provision 
like  this  in  the  bill.  We  all  know  such 
a  provision  is  unwarranted 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Ciiairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota. 

Mr  MCCARTHY.  I  think  as  they  con- 
tinue to  extend  these  claims  they  may 
run  into  a  paper  line  of  demarcation, 
and  maybe  the  Portugue.se  and  the  Span- 
ish and  all  the  rest  of  them  have  a  right 
to  this  submerged  and  marginal  land. 

Mr.  PROOKS  of  Louisiana  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yieW 

Mr.  PERKINS  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Loui.^iana.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  with  reference 
to  national  defense.  The  gentleman  says 
in  effect  that  the  United  States  owns 
that  3 -mile  b«'lt  becau.se  it  had  to  have 
It  for  national  defense.  As  I  con- 
ceive the  obligation  of  the  United  States 
Government  for  national  defense,  it  is  to 
defend  the  country,  whether  it  be  the 
marginal  .sea  or  dry  land;  I  think  it  has 
the  .same  obligation.  I  am  going  to  ask 
the  genilem.in  if  we  do  not  have  the 
same  obligation  on  dry  land  that  we  have 
in  the.se  marmnal  .seas,  and  is  there  any- 
tlung  in  the  law  or  the  CorLstltutlon  or 
anywhere  el.-)e  that  would  u.ve  the  United 
States  title  to  dry  land  which  it  is  obli- 
gated to  defend  any  more  than  the 
maryinal  sea'' 

Mr.  PFRKINS.  Certainly  we  have  the 
right  and  duty  to  defend  the  dry  lands, 
but  the  Kentk-man  well  knows  that  the 
States  are  not  equipped  to  defend  this 
Nation  off  the  coast  on  the  sea.  If  I  used 
the  word  "title.  "  perhaps  I  should  modi- 
fy that  statement  and  u.se  the  words 
■paramount  ri'-'hts  and  dominion  over," 
the  words  that  the  Supreme  Court  uses. 

The  gentleman  from  California  IMr. 
Hillings!  made  a  statement  that  this 
would  do  no  harm  to  the  national  de- 
fen.^e.  I  challent^e  that  statement.  I 
think  it  would  do  great  harm,  much 
greater  harm  than  if  we  were  to  convey 
the  Teapot  Dome  properties  out  in  Wyo- 
ming back  to  the  State  or  undertake  to 
give  them  away  to  someone  else,  because 
today  we  import  oil.  we  no  longer  export 
oil.  When  the  Government  set  this  up 
as  a  naval  petroleum  reserve,  and  we 
undertake  to  remove  this  property  from 
its  reserve  status,  we  are  interfering  with 
national  defense,  and  we  do  not  know 
about  the  necessities  that  will  face  us  in 
the  future. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  By  way  of  clarifica- 
tion, as  I  recall  my  remarks,  I  said  I  felt 
it  would  not  only  not  harm  the  United 
States  if  we  allow  the  State  to  develop 
the  natural  resources  within  their  his- 
toric boundaries  but  it  might  even  bene- 
fit the  national-defense  prof,'ram  in  view 
of  the  fine  record  of  the  States  in  World 
War  II  in  the  development  of  those 
areas. 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  With  reference  to  the 
national  defense  and  national  security, 
we  need  the  oil:  we  will  agree  to  that. 
However,  if  we  give  that  oil  away  we  will 
be  damaging  our  national  security  and 
national  defense  to  this  extent:  The  Fed- 
eral Government  will  have  to  be  paying 
and  paying  and  paying  for  that  oil  which 
beloni^.^  to  it.  In  other  words,  it  will  cost 
the  Government  billions  of  dollars  for 
that  oil,  which  the  Supreme  Court  says 
IS  theirs. 

Mr.  YATES.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  not  only  would  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment have  to  pay  billions  of  dollars 
for  It  but  it  would  have  to  pay  a  sever- 
ance tax  on  top  of  it. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
^!r.  PERKINS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  gentle- 
man stated  a  moment  ago  he  just  could 
nut  understand  how  a  State  or  local  gov- 
ernment could  be  permitted  to  tax  by  a 
a  severance  tax  oil  or  minerals  taken 
from  the  public  domain.  The  gentleman 
IS  familiar  with  the  Federal  Leasing  Act 
with  respect  to  the  public  domain. 

Mr  PERKINS.  In  a  general  way.  I 
nm  familiar  with  the  Federal  Leasing 
Act.  but  I  am  familiar  with  the  severance 
tax  laws  of  several  States  also. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Would  not 
thi.s  very  domain  we  are  talking  about. 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  become  the 
public  domain  of  the  United  States  if 
this  bill  is  passed  in  Its  present  form? 

Mr  PERKINS.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment would  have  a  paramount  right  to 
and  dominion  over  any  claim  of  the  State 
of  Texas.  Naturally,  this  right  would  be 
a  superior  right  to  any  claim  of  Texas  to 
develop  the  mineral  resources. 

Mr  WILSON  of  Texas.  Would  not 
this  territory  outside  the  boundaries  of 
the  States  become  the  public  domain  of 
the  Federal  Government? 

Mr  PERKINS.     Their  claim  w  ould  be 

much  superior  to  the  claim  of  any  State. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     Would  it  not 

become  the  public  domain?    That  is  the 

question. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  am  going  to  say 
this:  It  might  become  the  subject  of  in- 
ternational controversy,  but  as  between 
any  claim  of  Texas  and  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, the  Federal  Government's 
rights  would  be  paramount,  from  the 
standpoint  of  developing  the  submerged 
lands  for  oil  or  for  any  other  purpose 
pertaining  to  our  national  defenses. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  it  is 
not  the  public  domain,  who  owns  the  oil 
there?  It  has  to  be  the  public  domain 
if  the  United  States  owns  the  oil. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  a  paramount  right  to  develop 
this  oil.  from  a  standpoint  of  national 
defense.  Naturally,  this  right  results 
from  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  and 
to  regulate  commerce,  and  our  duty  to 
provide  for  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  YATES.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  further,  will  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  state  whether  the  nation  of 
Mexico  owns  the  Continental  Shelf  out 


9  miles  out  into  the  ocean,  so  that  it  can 
prevent  our  shrimpers  from  gathering 
shrimp  there? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  will  say  this 
to  the  gentleman,  that  if  we  own  the 
Continental  Shelf,  if  the  States  own  it 
out  to  the  edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf, 
and  the  doctrines  of  the  state  of  Mexico 
are  similar  to  ours,  then  the  individual 
states  of  the  state  of  Mexico  would  own 
the  land  out  to  the  edge  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Is  it  not  true  that  as 
a  result  of  our  initiating  this  kind  of 
legislation  in  an  attempt  to  have  bills 
of  this  character  passed  that  the  cue  has 
been  given  to  South  American  and  other 
countries  to  extend  their  seaward  limits 
clear  out  to  their  continental  shelves, 
and  if  that  is  going  to  happen  all  over 
the  world,  one  can  readily  perceive  the 
perturbation  and  turbulence  of  mind  of 
the  State  Department.  We  are  a  Mari- 
time power  and  an  able  power,  and  there- 
fore there  will  be  and  has  been  already 
because  of  this  legislation,  or  attempted 
legislation,  interference  with  what  we 
traditionally  call  freedom  of  the  seas. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  is  exactly  right.  This  bill  un- 
dertakes at  best  to  divest  our  Govern- 
ment of  rights  that  the  Department  of 
State  now  will  not  assert. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PERKINS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  think  it  would  be 
advisable  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
membership,  in  view  of  the  statements 
that  have  been  made  by  some  of  the 
Members,  that  these  various  States  have 
been  claiming  for  years  title  or  owner- 
ship to  these  submerged  lands  extending 
seaward  from  the  low -water  mark.  That 
may  or  may  not  be  true,  that  some  people 
have  made  claims.  However,  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  the  California  case  de- 
cided and  said  very  definitely  that  for 
the  first  time  this  question  as  to  who 
owns  the  submerged  lands  seaward  from 
the  low-water  mark  has  come  to  the 
Supreme  Court  and  all  the  arguments 
were  presented  to  them  and  they  decided 
that  the  States  never  did  own  or  have 
title  to  these  submerged  lands. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  gentleman  is 
exactly  right. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana  IMr.  Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  at  the  present  time  I  am  not 
going  to  use  all  of  my  time,  I  want  to 
extend  and  revise  my  remarks  at  this 
point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  want  to  say  just  one  word 
with  reference  to  this  matter  of  national 
defense  from  a  tldelands  viewpoint. 
Just  as  a  practical  matter,  we  held  some 
hearings  some  time  back  in  reference  to 
the  value  of  these  oil  reserves,  undis- 
covered and  unexplored  for  that  matter 
up  to  the  present  time.  We  also  held 
some  hearings  as  to  the  value  of  them 
from    a    national    defense    viewpoint 


Frankly,  after  holding  extensive  hear- 
ings. I  made  up  my  mind  that  the  oil 
reserves  out  in  the  ocean  beyond  the 
coastal  lines  of  the  United  States  would 
be  of  very  little  help  to  us  in  time  of 
great  national  peril.  In  other  words, 
they  would  be  of  little  value  as  far  as 
national  defense  in  time  of  war.  We  had 
the  experience  in  the  last  war  of  sub- 
marines coming  right  up  to  the  coastline 
in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  I  was  down 
there  and  saw  a  ship  which  had  been 
sunk  in  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi 
River  by  submarines. 

Mr.  PERKINS,  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  for  a  question  since  he 
yielded  to  me  for  a  question. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  well  knows  when  you  have 
title  to  anything,  you  are  able  to  defend 
that  title.  That  is  from  the  common  law 
on  down.  That  is  so  under  the  Louisiana 
code  and  throughout  all  of  the  States  of 
the  Union  as  well.  If  we  go  ahead  here 
and  enact  this  legislation,  and  if  the  Su- 
preme Court  upheld  the  act,  how  could 
the  Sta**  of  Louisiana  defend  its  own 
territory  in  the  event  of  a  controversy? 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  You 
mean  from  the  viewpoint  of  national 
defense? 

Mr.  PERKINS.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They 
would  defend  it  just  like  you  would  de- 
fend Cincinnati  or  Chicago  or  any  other 
place  in  the  United  States.  We  would 
defend  it  with  everything  we  have.  The 
obligation  under  the  Constitution  for  the 
national  defense  rests  primarily  upon 
the  Government  of  the  United  States; 
but  the  States,  too,  severally  join  in  the 
national  defense.  When  the  gentleman 
refers  to  national  defense,  he  knows  we 
give  the  States  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  to  aid  in  national  defense. 

The  State  militia  which  is  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  are 
set  up  under  the  authority  of  the  States. 
The  States  have  an  obligation  of  national 
defense,  as  well  as  does  the  United  States. 
Mr.  PERKINS.  I  agree  that  the 
States  have  an  obligation  for  national 
defense,  but  your  State  of  Louisiana, 
under  that  assumed  state  of  facts,  would 
not  have  any  standing  among  the  na- 
tions of  this  world. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    Yes.  The 
United  States  has  the  delegated  author- 
ity, of  course,  to  sjjeak  in  international 
matters,  for  all  of  the  States;  but  I  was 
referring  to  the  value  of  oil  deposits  out 
in  the  ocean,  for  national  defense  pur- 
poses.   I  say  again  that  after  these  ex- 
tensive hearings  we  had  I  do  not  see  any 
force  or  logic  to  the  argument  that  you 
can  establish  huge  oil  and  gas  reserves 
out  in  the  waters  in  the  open  seas  at  an 
expense  of  multiple  millions  of  dollars. 
When  war  comes  and  a  crisis  is  upon 
you.  the  submarines  and  airplanes  do  all 
the  damage  and  destruction  they  can. 
How  can  you  get  any  comfort  out  of  your 
explosive  material  such  as  oil  far  out  In 
the  ocean  in  an  exposed  condition,  be- 
yond the  ability  of  the  National  Govern- 
ment to  safely  defend  such  explosive 
deposits?    If  the  gentleman  has  a  ready 
answer  to  that  question,  I  will  pause  to 
get  his  answer. 
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Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  the  answer 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
PERKUfsl  would  give  is  that  that  is  a 
very  compelling  argument  for  having  the 
controlling  ownership  of  these  properties 
vested  in  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is  not 
an  argimient  for  Federal  control.  It  is 
an  argimient  that  we  ought  to  develop 
those  depKJsits  and  use  them  in  time  of 
peace.  But  as  far  as'  relying  upon  those 
deposits  in  an  exposed  position,  we  all 
know  we  cannot  do  it  in  time  of  war. 
with  any  degree  of  safety.  When  we 
seek  a  location  for  an  atomic  plant  or  a 
nitrogen  plant,  we  go  to  places  that  can 
be  safely  defended,  because  they  are 
needed  in  time  of  great  peril.  When  you 
develop  oil  deposits  off  the  coast,  out 
in  an  open,  exposed  sea,  you  cannot  ex- 
pect in  time  of  peril  to  have  those  things 
safely  defended.    It  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  It  seems  to  me 
that  toward  the  latter  stages  ol  the  last 
war  we  controlled  the  sea  far  beyond 
where  these  oil  deposits  might  be,  and 
nobody  ever  dared  to  attack  us. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Well, 
just  before  Germany  went  under  we  did; 
but  if  the  gentleman  has  had  the  ex- 
perience that  I  have  had  and  some  of 
the  other  Members  have  had,  he  has 
flown  up  and  down  the  Atlantic  Coast 
and  seen  tanker  after  tanker  burning, 
because  it  had  been  torpedoed  or  bombed 
and  was  going  down.  We  lost  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  worth 
of  oil  which  was  in  tankers  moving  along 
the  coast,  and  not  in  a  stationary,  ex- 
posed place  as  an  oil  field  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf.  We  almost  lost  the  last 
war  at  one  point  on  account  of  subma- 
rines sinking  our  shipping.  The  new 
Russian  submarine  is  far  more  eflBcient 
and  effective. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  will  admit  all 
the  gentleman  says.  That  was  in  the 
early  stages  of  the  war.  but  after  we 
had  gone  along  we  completely  controlled 
the  territory  for  more  than  a  couple  of 
hundred  miles,  and  no  attack  was  ever 
made  upon  our  ships. 

Mr.  METCALF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  METCALF.  Mr.  Chairman,  on 
March  9  every  Member  of  this  House 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Walter  R. 
Johnson,  special  counsel  for  the  National 
Association  of  Attorneys  General.  Mr. 
Johnson's  letter  enclosed  a  copy  of  a 
statement  made  by  Harold  R.  Fatzer.  at- 
torney general  of  Kansas  and  president 
of  the  National  Association  of  Attorneys 
General,  in  his  appearance  as  a  witness 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior 
and  In.sular  Affairs  considering  measures 
relating  to  submerged  lands. 
In  his  letter  Mr.  Johnson  said: 

I  wish  to  call  to  your  particular  attention 
tlie  memorandum  set  forth  listing  the  of- 
flclals  of  States  and  their  political  subdi- 
visions (47  of  the  48  States)   Xavoring  State 


ownership  of  submerged  lands,  In  hearings 
held  before  the  committees  of  Congress  from 
1938  to  1952.  As  indicated  in  the  statement 
of  Attorney  General  Fatzer.  not  one  State 
official  has  ever  appeared  before  the  commit- 
tees of  Congress  advocating  Federal  control 
of  the  lands  involved. 

I  was  somewhat  surprised  that  some 
official  of  47  of  the  48  States  should  have 
favored  State  ownership  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  at  various  times.  I  turned 
to  the  memorandum  prepared  to  take 
pride  in  the  consistency  of  the  State  of 
Montana  as  the  one  State  in  the  48  that 
had  held  out  against  this  attempt  by 
Congress  to  nullify  decisions  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  and  donate 
lands  and  mineral  rights  belonging  to 
the  Federal  Government  and  held  in 
trust  for  all  the  people  of  this  Nation  to 
the  States. 

When  I  located  the  part  of  the  memo- 
randum relating  to  Montana.  I  was 
amazed  to  see  that  Montana  was  in- 
cluded as  one  of  the  States  allegedly  fa- 
voring State  ownership  of  submerged 
lands  and  that  the  official  cited  in  sup- 
port of  that  statement  was  Hon.  R.  V. 
Bottomly,  former  attorney  general  of 
Montana.  The  date  given  for  Bottomlys 
support  of  State  ownership  of  the.'=e  sub- 
merged lands  was  1945.  Bottomly  was 
the  only  State  official  or  former  State 
official  named  from  Montana  uho  had 
ever  expressed  himself  in  favor  of  State 
ownership  of  submer^ied  lands  and  the 
implication  was  that  by  such  expression 
Montana  and  her  State  officiaLs  and  her 
representatives  and  her  people  were  in 
favor  of  pending  legislation  to  turn  the 
submerged  lands  over  to  the  States. 

Now,  R.  V.  Bottomly  is  one  of  Mon- 
tana's most  respected  officials  and  be.'^t 
loved  public  servants.  In  addition  to 
serving  two  4-year  terms  as  attorney 
general  of  Montana,  for  the  past  4  years 
Botiomly  has  been  associate  justice  of 
the  Montana  Supreme  Court.  During 
that  entire  time  I,  too,  had  the  honor  to 
serve  on  the  Supreme  Court  of  Mon- 
tana and  Judge  Bottomly  and  I  have  had 
many  talks  about  the  'question  of  the 
ownership  of  submerged  lands  and  I 
know  his  feelings  about  this  legislation. 
I  know  that  he  vehemently  oppo-^es  State 
ownership  of  the  submerged  lands,  that 
he  firmly  believes  in  the  fundamental 
legality  of  the  Supreme  Court's  deci.>ion 
in  the  three  cases  involving  these  .sub- 
merged lands.  More  than  any  other  per- 
son, lawyer  or  layman.  Judge  Bottomly 
in  Montana  is  regarded  as  an  authority 
on  this  question  and  he  is  everywhere  in 
that  area  recognized  as  the  leader  of  th.e 
great  group  of  people  that  beheves  these 
oil-rich  offshore  lands  should  be  u.'-ed  to 
help  education  all  over  the  Nation.  Sen- 
ator Murray,  who  was  a  cosponsor  of 
Senator  Hills  bill  to  u.se  part  of  tlie  ofT- 
shore  oil  royalties  for  educational  pur- 
poses, and  then  Representative  Mans- 
field, now  junior  Senator  from  Montana. 
who  introduced  a  counterpart  of  the  Hill 
amendment  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives last  session  have  both  called  upon 
Judge  Bottomly  for  technical  assistance 
and  advice  on  this  question. 

I  wrote  to  Judge  Bottomly  and  a.'^ked 
him  if,  in  1945.  he  had  advocated  State 
ownership  of  these  offshore  lands. 
Judge  Bottomly  replied  that  in  1945,  be- 
fore the  decision  in  the  case  of  U.  S.  v. 


California  (332  U.  S.  19,  1947),  he  joined 
45  other  attorneys  general  on  a  brief  in 
support  of  the  then  pending  House  Joint 
Resolution  225,  79th  Congress.  Judge 
Bottomly  says,  and  I  read  from  his 
letter: 

I  signed  this  brief  on  the  understanding 
that  the  subject  ttiatter  referred  to  the  tide- 
lands.  C(3vered  and  uncovered  by  the  tide- 
waters, and  Included  all  inland  navigable 
waters  as  dealt  with  in  the  above  cited  cases. 

There  has  never  been  any  question  in  my 
mind  but  that  the  States  own  the  tldelands 
to  low  water  marli  and  the  beds  of  their 
navigable  waters  within  their  respective  bor- 
ders and  all  minerals  therein;  that  question 
has  been  put  to  rest  many  times  by  our 
Supreme  Court,  and  tliat  is  the  only  question 
in  my  understanding  that  was  covered  by  the 
above  mentioned  brief  which  I  signed,  and 
that  was  the  import  that  I  received  from 
reading  the  above  rep<^)rt  of  the  committee 
that  then  had  the  bill  in  charge. 

Then  Judge  Bottomly,  in  his  letter  to 
me.  continues: 

However,  some  time  thereafter  I  learned 
that  the  true  intent  of  the  National  Ass(X'l- 
ation  of  Attorneys  General  was  to  induce 
Congress  to  give  to  the  three  States  and  their 
assigns,  not  only  the  tldelands  and  the  beds 
of  all  Inland  navigable  waters  but  also  t<j  the 
coa.stal  States,  the  lands  and  minerals  therein 
on  out  beyond  the  tldelands. 

After  Judge  Bottomly.  then  attorney 
general,  learned  of  the  intentions  of  the 
National  A.s,sociation  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral, he  wrote  to  Walter  R  John.son,  then 
attorney  general  of  Nebraska  and  presi- 
dent of  the  a.ssociation,  in  1947.  I  am 
reading  from  Judge  Bottomly's  file  copy 
of  that  two-page  letter  dated  November 
5.  1947: 

I  took  no  part  In  regard  to  the  rehearing 
on  the  matter  {U.  S  v  Cahturnia\  in  the 
Stipreme  Court  because  I  felt  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  is  for  the  laest 
interests  of  the  State  of  Montana  and  all  oX 
the  other  so-called   reclamation   States. 

Judge  Bottomly  concludes: 

I  therefore  tlKnight  it  was  only  right  and 
proper  that  I  notify  \uu  ol  my  stand  in  this 
matter,  and.  a.*  pre.sideiit  of  the  National 
As.sociation  of  Attorneys  General.  I  request 
that  mv  name  not  be  u.^ed  In  any  way.  shape, 
or  form  in  furthering  the  program  which  la 
now  under   way. 

In  reply  to  that  letter.  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Walter  R.  John.son  on  December  19. 
1947.  .sent  Judge  Bottomly  a  four-page 
letter  starting  with  the  following  state- 
ment, and  I  am  now  reading  from  the 
original  letter: 

Hun    R    V    BoTTiiMiT. 

AUornry  Gfutral  of  Montaria. 
State  Capitul.  Htlrrta.  Mont. 
Dfar  GtNEHAi.  BorroMrY  Your."?  l.<!  the  first 
letter  I  have  rect-ujd  from  a  .Stale  attorney 
general  in  opposition  to  congressional  action 
rerognlzing  State  ownership  of  submerged 
lands. 

General  John.son  concludes: 

I  hr>pe  you  will  K-consider  your  stand  and 
fight  with  iiLstead  of  agaliiiit  our  sister  States. 

The  Walter  R.  John.son  who  signed 
this  letter  as  attorney  general  of  Nebras- 
ka, and  president  of  the  National  A.sso- 
ciation  of  Attorneys  General  in  1947  is 
the  same  Walter  R.  John.son  who  is  the 
special  coun.sel  for  the  National  A.s-socia- 
tion  of  Attorneys  General  in  1953  and 
who  signed   Uie  letter   dated  March  9 
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and  addressed  to  every  Member  of  the 
Hou.se   of   Representatives   of   the   83d 

Congress. 
In  his  letter  to  me.  Judge  Bottomly 

says: 

It  is  my  contention  that  the  above  notice 
to  the  National  Association  of  Attorneys 
Cieneral  that  my  name  could  not  be  used  In 
;iny  way.  shape,  or  form  In  furthering  any 
legislation  contrary  to  my  views  expressed  to 
their  president  in  my  letter  of  November  5. 
l'.>47,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  this  Is  the  first 
time  tliat  such  an  attempt  has  been  made. 

I  agree  with  that  contention.  I  do 
not  know  how  much  research  Mr.  Fatzer 
made  independently  before  he  appeared 
before  the  Senate  committee.  I  suspect 
that  he  relied  on  the  counsel  for  the 
National  Association  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral to  do  his  research  for  him.  But  if 
Mr.  Fatzer  made  his  own  search  of  the 
testimony  and  records  to  compile  the 
statistic-s  in  the  memorandum  that  ac- 
companies his  statement,  his  research 
was  superficial  because  a  more  thorough 
job  would  have  revealed  that  R.  V.  Bot- 
tomly had  never  actually  advocated  any 
leiiihlation  tran.sferring  title  of  lands 
lying  to  seaward  of  the  low  tidemark  to 
the  States.  He  would  have  found  that, 
on  the  contrary.  Judge  Bottomly  had, 
us  early  as  1947.  in  statements  before 
congressional  committees,  advocated 
Federal  ownership  of  these  lands  and 
oppo.sed  bills  giving  title  to  the  States. 
Therefore,  Mr.  Fatzer  is  mistaken 
when  he  says  that  47  of  48  SUtes  are 
recorded  in  hearings  as  in  favor  of  State 
ownership  of  submerged  lands.  He  is 
al.so  mistaken  when  he  declares  in  the 
text  of  his  statement: 

At  the  onset  I  wish  to  present  for  the 
record  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  associa- 
tion at  this  46lh  annual  meeting  held  last 
December  10.  In  support  of  congressional 
ac  tiun  confirming  and  restoring  State  owner- 
ship of  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  with- 
in the  boundaries  of  the  respective  States. 
You  have  incorporated  by  reference  the 
record  of  14  previous  hearings  on  the  sub- 
merged lands  Issue  which  totals  5.506  pages. 
In  those  hearings  you  will  find  the  names  of 
cifTinals  of  States  and  their  political  sub- 
divisions from  47  of  the  48  States,  all  of 
whnm  have  favbred  the  States  In  this  con- 
troversy; not  one.  let  me  repeat  again,  not 
one.  has  advocated  Federal  control.  There 
has  been  prepared  for  your  use.  and  which 
I  would  like  to  have  incorporated  Into  the 
record  a  list  of  the  said  officials,  arranged 
alphabetically  by  State,  and  after  their 
iiames.  the  year  or  years  In  which  they  made 
their  appearance  before  the  committees  of 
Congress  by  their  personal  testimony,  state- 
ment, letter,  telegram,  or  otherwise. 

If  Mr.  Johnson  assisted  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  testimony,  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  know  that  the  statement  was  not 
true  and  he  should  have,  in  candor, 
corrected  it. 

Since  1936  the  State  of  Montana  has 
had  four  attorney  generals.  They  are 
Judge  Bottomly  who  was  attorney  gen- 
eral for  more  than  8  years.  Harry  J. 
Freebourn  who  was  attorney  general  for 
4  years  and  is  now  an  Associate  Justice 
of  the  Montana  Supreme  Court,  John  W. 
Bonner,  later  Governor  of  Montana,  and 
the  present  attorney  general  Is  Arnold 
Olsen,  reelected  at  the  last  election  for 
a  second  term.  Everyone  of  these  men, 
all  able  lawyers,  two  of  them  presently 
serving  as  juiU«es  oX  the  Montana  Su- 


preme Court,  arc  In  accord  with  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  decisions  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  in  the  three  cases 
ruling  on  the  title  to  offshore  lands. 
In  their  administrative  positions  as  chief 
law  officers  for  the  State  of  Montana, 
they  affirmatively  declared  that  they 
believed  that  the  decisions  were  correct. 
Judge  Freebourn  was  attorney  general 
before  the  offshore  controversy  arose  but 
he  has  since  declared  that  he  believes 
these  offshore  lands  and  the  minerals 
under  them  should  be  and  remain  the 
property  of  the  Federal  Government. 
John  W.  Bonner,  both  as  attorney  gen- 
eral and  later  as  Governor  of  Montana, 
took  the  same  position.  So  when  Mr. 
Fatzer  implies  that  State  officials  do  not 
advocate  Federal  control  of  these  lands 
he  is  misleading  the  Members  of  this 
Congress.  In  fact,  the  very  records  he 
cites  contain  statements  of  some  of  these 
men  that  contradict  his  declaration  that 
"not  one.  let  me  rep>eat,  again,  not  one 
has  advocated  Federal  control." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired.  All  time  has  ex- 
pired.   The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the    'Submerged  Lands  Act." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  CtTRTis  of  Nebraska,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  bill  (H.  R  4198)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands 
and  resources  and  the  resources  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf,  directed  him  to 
report  they  had  come  to  no  resolution 
thereon. 


BTOP,    LOOK,    USTEW,    AJfD    THINK 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which 
to  revise  and  extend  their  remarks  in 
connection  with  the  measure  under  con- 
sideration today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


STORM  CLOUDS 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Patmak]  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  is  a  watchman  for  the 
people — particularly  the  people  he  has 
the  honor  to  represent.  If.  from  his 
position  where  the  people  have  placed 
him.  storm  clouds  should  be  discovered 
by  him.  It  Is  his  duty  to  warn  the  people 
of  them. 


It  is  true  that  economic  conditions  in 
our  country  today  are  excellent.  Not 
only  are  times  good,  but  the  outlook  for 
the  future  appears  real  good.  However, 
there  are  certain  signs  that  can  prob- 
ably, I  beUeve,  be  interpreted  to  mean, 
at  least,  caution,  and  some  of  them 
probably  indicate  that  we  should  not 
only  stop,  look,  and  listen,  but  we  should 
stop,  look,  listen,  and  think.  We  should 
think  about  what  has  happ>ened  before 
when  the  same  signs  appeared. 

MONETARY    A    StTBTLE    WEAPON 

Any  administration  using  monetary 
weapons  to  control  our  economy  should 
keep  in  mind  that  the  real  effect  of  such 
a  weapon  is  not  always  noticeable  until 
great  devastation  has  come  to  our  coun- 
try. It  is  a  subtle  weapon — one  that 
cannot  be  evaluated  or  measured  from 
day  to  day  but  is  one  that  has  powerful 
effects.  This  weapon  can  cau.se  good 
times  to  be  converted  into  bad  times 
before  attracting  much  notice  or  atten- 
tion. 

GREAT  ANNUAL  EVENT 

One  of  the  greatest  annual  events  in 
our  country  is  the  increase  in  population. 
We  must  keep  that  in  mind  and  provide 
for  this  increase — not  necessarily  think- 
ing about  the  increase  the  year  it  actu- 
ally happens  but  the  year  when  these 
new  arrivals  oecome  old  enough  to  be 
workers.  Every  year,  about  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  new  workers  expect 
to  secure  employment.  Our  economy 
must  be  geared  to  take  care  of  these  new 
workers.  If  we  just  kept  our  economy 
dead  still  or  on  dead  center,  the  increase 
in  new  workers  would  soon  cause  so 
much  unemployment  that  our  economy 
would  suffer  from  a  recession  and  then 
a  depression.  This  problem  becomes 
more  serious  with  a  policy  of  tight  money 
and  high  interest  rates. 

In  order  to  take  care  of  these  new 
workers,  our  gross  national  product 
must  be  increased  3  or  4  percent  each 
year.  This  expansion  is  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  take  care  of  the 
new  workers  and  permit  our  country  to 
expand  and  progress. 

DETINITE  SIGNS 

The  signs  that  are  disturbing  me — If 
something  is  not  done  to  change  them — 
could  be  steps  toward  unemployment 
and  recession.  These  signs  are  tight 
money,  hard  money,  high  interest  rates, 
production  and  business  loans  hard  to 
get,  and  particularly  the  disastrous  de- 
cline in  United  States  Government 
bonds.  A  few  days  ago — to  be  exact, 
March  25 — I  discussed  here  on  this  floor 
what  I  considered  to  be  the  disastrous 
consequences  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board's  permitting  United  States  Gov- 
ernment bond  prices  to  decline.  At  that 
time,  long  term  2^2  percent  Govern- 
ment's had  declined  to  94.  but  before 
the  end  of  the  week,  they  had  declined 
another  point — ^to  93. 

In  that  speech,  I  called  attention  to 
the  enormous  decline  in  Government 
securities  in  Great  Britain  and  endea- 
vored to  show  a  similarity  between  the 
actions  taken  over  there  the  last  16 
months  and  the  actions  that  are  now 
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being  put  Into  effect  by  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board  and  the  United  States 
Treasury  .here  in  the  United  States. 

BEmSH  BONDS  DOWN  TO   60 

I  did  not  bring  out  one  point  about 
Government  securities  in  England  that 
I  think  is  worthy  of  much  consideration 
by  of9cials  in  the  United  States,  and 
that  is  that  the  2 !  2  percent  securities  of 
the  British  Government  have  dropped 
from  $100  to  the  low  point  of  $60.  Other 
British  Government  bonds  are  selling  at 
par.  it  is  true,  but  they  bear  4  percent 
interest.  I  wonder  if  the  officials  of  our 
Government  are  expecting  our  bonds  to 
go  down  to  60  like  they  have  in  England. 
I  wonder  if  the  officials  in  our  Govern- 
ment, including  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board,  of  course,  expect  interest  rates  to 
increase  almost  100  percent  like  they 
have  in  England.  I  wonder  if  our  offi- 
cials expect  the  policies  that  they  are 
now  putting  into  effect  here  which  are 
similar  to  the  policies  put  into  effect  in 
England  16  months  ago  can  cause  the 
stock  market  to  decline  as  much  as  30 
percent,  as  it  did  in  England. 

LIFE   INSURANCE   COMPANIES 

Investors  in  our  long-term  Government 
securities,  including  life-insurance  com- 
panies, had  a  right  to  expect  that  the 
Government  bond  market  would  be  sup- 
PKirted  by  the  Open  Markets  Committee 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  like  it  had 
supported  it  until  March  1951.  All  dur- 
ing World  War  II,  from  December  7.  1941, 
our  Government  securities  were  never 
permitted  to  fall  below  par,  or  after  the 
war  until  March  1951.  There  was  specu- 
lation, it  is  true,  on  these  bonds,  but  the 
speculation  was  above  par — never  be- 
low par. 

ACTION  CALLED  FOR  AFTER  EASTER  RECESS 

I  am  convinced  if  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board  does  not  take  action  soon  to  sup- 
port the  Government  bond  market  and 
continues  to  follow  the  policy  of  tight 
money  and  high  interest,  which  has  in 
the  past  led  to  depressions,  that  Congress 
should  make  this  problem  its  No.  1  prob- 
lem to  be  dealt  with  after  Easter  and 
do  something  about  it  before  it  suddenly 
slips  up  on  us  and  throws  us  into  another 
great  depression. 

WHY   DEPRESSIONS? 

The  Cooper  Review — one  of  the  best 
weekly  newspapers  in  our  State — pub- 
lished in  the  district  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  at  Cooper,  Tex.,  had  an  edi- 
torial in  its  March  27,  1953,  issue  entitled 
"Why  Depressions?"  It  is  as  follows: 
Why  Depressions? 

Dr.  Clark  Warburton,  an  economist  who 
works  for  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration In  Washington,  may  have  found  the 
answer.  If  he's  right,  a  number  of  people 
should  be  Interested — 1.  e..  Just  about  every 
man.  woman,  and  child  on  the  globe. 

The  essence  of  a  depression.  Dr.  Warburton 
says,  is  less  spending  for  goods  and  services 
produced  by  business  enterprise.  When  peo- 
ple spend  less,  one  of  two  things,  or  both, 
must  have  happened.  Either  people  kept 
money  in  their  banks  or  pocketbooks  that 
they  might  have  spent  without  going  too  far 
In  the  hole,  or  they  had  less  money  to  spend. 
In  other  words,  depressions  are  caused  by  a 
shrinkage  in  money  spending  in  the  market. 

Now,  say.  Dr.  Warburton.  the  question  is. 
does  reduced  spending  precede  or  follow  the 
shrinkage  of  the  money  supply.  Modern 
•oonomlatc  have   been  saying  that   depres- 


sions begin  with  a  decline  In  spending,  a 
reduced  rate  in  the  use  of  money,  rather 
than  a  smaller  supply  of  money. 

That's  just  the  reverse  of  what  economists 
thought  100  years  ago.  They  said  that  the 
supply  of  money  shrinks  first,  and  then  peo- 
ple begin  to  spend  less.  Dr.  Warburton 
agrees.  His  studies  show  that  by  the  middle 
of  19'29,  peak  of  the  big  boom,  the  Nation  s 
money  supply  had  already  been  contractnig 
for  a  year.  This  was  also  true  in  1937.  in 
advance  of  the  1938  recession.  In  fact, 
shrinkage  in  the  money  supply  preceded  al- 
most all  of  the  40  recessioii.s  and  depressions 
since  the  American  Revolution. 

Now  for  the  remedy.  Dr.  Warbiu-ton 
points  out  that  the  money  supply  in  this 
country  today  is  very  largely  controlled  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Banking  System.  If  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  operated  so  as  to  pro- 
vide a  rate  of  growth  in  the  legal  reserves  of 
member  banks  for  lending  purposes  cor- 
responding to  the  rate  of  growth  of  mnnry 
which  is  needed  in  the  economy  for  business 
stability  we  need  fear  no  major  depression, 
Dr.  Warburton  thinks.  It  Is  not  Just  a.  ques- 
tion of  malntamng  a  constant  supply  of 
money.  It  is  a  question  of  Increasini;  the 
money  supply  in  proportion  to  the  need. 

The  fact  is  depre.ssions  are  manmade, 
or  at  least,  permitted  by  man. 


GREEK  INDEPENDENCE  DAY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Ma.ssachu£etts  I  Mr.  McCormackJ  is  rec- 
ognized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
the  middle  of  the  15th  century  the  whole 
Balkan  peninsula  and  most  of  .south- 
eastern Europe  was  overrun  by  the  Otto- 
man Turks,  who  for  more  than  300  years 
ruled  over  all  these  areas.  In  Greece 
the  Turkish  regime  was  stern  and  un- 
bending, but  equally  unbending  and  un- 
yielding were  the  individualist  and  liber- 
ty-loving Greeks.  For  more  than  300 
years  they  endured  the  alien  rule.  They 
sacrificed  much  and  suffered  much. 
They  were  roughly  manhandled  and 
groups  were  even  massacred.  Often 
their  children  were  sold  as  slaves.  Yet 
during  thfe  course  of  these  centuries  the 
Greeks  as  a  people  did  not  Icse  then- 
national  identity,  and  they  always 
cherished  a  dream  of  political  inde- 
pendence. Finally,  in  proof  of  their  un- 
dying loyalty  to  the  sublime  ideals  of 
their  forefathers,  they  unfurled  the  fla^ 
of  revolt  against  their  oppres-^ors  on 
March  25,  1821.  and  eventually  attained 
their  long-sought  independence. 

When  Archbishop  Germanos  of  Patras 
led  his  brave  band  of  followers  from  the 
Lavra  mona-stery  against  the  Turkish 
garrison,  he  hoped  to  recreate  Greece  as 
a  new  independent  political  entity. 
Fortunately,  the  daring  deeds  of  this 
fearless  Archbishop  were  not  in  vain. 
From  all  over  Greece  the  people  rallied 
to  his  side.  In  the  course  of  many  years 
of  arduous  fighting,  sometimes  against 
heavy  odds,  and  finally  with  effective 
outside  aid.  they  succeeded  in  clearing 
Greece  of  its  invaders,  and  then  pro- 
claimed their  independence. 

The  fact  that  the  Greeks  were  able  to 
win  their  independence  is  not  only  a 
reason  for  joyful  celebration  today,  but 
it  is  a  fact  of  great  significance  to  all 
oppressed  and  enslaved  peoples  every- 
where. If  the  weak  and  almost  helpless 
Greeks,  after  several  centuries  of  sub- 
jugation under   an  alien  regime,  were 


able  to  keep  up  their  national  ideals  and 
work  ceaselessly  for  their  attainment, 
then  we  should  not  be  pessimistic  about 
the  peoples  sealed  off  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain.  For  where  there  is  reason  to 
hope,  there  man's  yearning  for  liberty 
and  independence  lives  on.  And  so  long 
as  that  yearning  exists,  man  will  be  pre- 
pared to  translate  it  into  living  reality. 

Since  that  memorable  day  of  the  25th 
of  March  1821.  the  Greeks  have  made 
tremendous  strides.  Of  course,  since 
the  attainment  of  their  national  inde- 
pendence the  Greeks,  like  all  nations, 
have  had  their  share  of  misfortune,  and 
more  than  once  they  have  been  victims 
of  events  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. During  World  War  I  the  Greeks 
sided  with  the  Allied  Powers.  During 
World  War  II  Nazis  and  Fascists  overran 
the  country,  and  for  more  than  3  years 
the  Greeks  lived  in  constant  terror  of 
these  unwelcome  invaders.  At  the  end 
of  that  conflict  the  unfortunate  civil 
war,  which  lasted  more  than  3  years, 
almost  ruined  the  country.  Finally. 
Greece  was  saved  from  communism,  and 
also  from  bankruptcy,  by  British  and, 
above  all,  by  American  aid.  Our  citi- 
zens were  most  happy  to  have  been  able 
to  extend  a.ssistance  to  the  unfortunate 
Greeks,  and  we  are  most  proud  of  the 
excellent  u.se  which  the  Greeks  have 
made  of  such  aid.  Today.  Greece  is  back 
on  the  road  to  political  and  economic 
stability  and  we  consider  it  a  hiph  honor 
that  Greeks  and  Americans  are  Allies  in 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization. 

Today  we  all  join  Americans  of  Greek 
descent  and  celebrate  Greek  Independ- 
ence Day.  We  pay  homage  not  only  to 
those  glorious  Greeks  of  ancient  days, 
not  only  to  the  brave  fighters  for  Greek 
independence,  but  al.so  to  the  Greeks  of 
today  who  so  recently  successfully  re- 
pelled the  Communist  insurrectionists 
from  Greek  .soil  and  who  now  stand  ready 
to  defend  their  freedom  at  the  cost  of 
their  very  lives. 

Throughout  the  centuries  they  have 
always  stood  and  fought  for  "Liberty 
under  God  and  law." 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  con.sent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Bender  in  four  instances,  In  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Utt  in  two  instances,  in  each  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MuMMA  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  LECoMp-rE  and  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Knoxville  •  Iowa  •  Express. 

Mr.  Cretella  and  include  an  editorial 
from  the  New  Haven  Register. 

Mr.  Reed  of  New  York  in  five  instances, 
in  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Mason  in  two  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr  Allen  of  Illinois  and  to  include  a 
short  petition. 

Mr.  Beamer  and  include  a  radio  broad- 
cast. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Seely-Brown  and  include  extra- 
neous matter. 
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Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  Include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  Abernethy  and  Include  a  speech 
by  the  Governor  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Dies  on  the  subject  "Who  Was 
Ki'4hl?" 

Mr.  Matthews. 

Mr.  Price  and  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McMiLLAJ*  and  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  State  Legislature. 

Mr  YoRTY  in  four  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr  Hagen  of  California  in  three  in- 
.vtances.  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr  ELLIOTT  in  three  instances,  in  each 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 
Mr.  Boi.AND  and  include  a  resolution. 
Mr.  Lane  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  and  to  in- 
clude certain  recommendations. 

Mr.  Rayburn  and  to  include  a  speech 
made  at  Dallas,  Tex  .  on  March  18  by 
the  Hon.  Allen  G.  Kirk,  former  Am- 
ba.s.sador  of  the  United  States  to  tlie 
Soviet  Union. 

Mr.  McCormack  in  two  instances.  In 
one  to  include  a  splendid  editorial  in  re- 
lation to  the  fine  work  being  done  by 
our  colleague  from  Massachu.setts  IMr. 
Lane  I  and  in  the  other  to  include  an 
article  by  Governor  Stevenson  which  ap- 
peared in  yesterday's  New  York  Times 
magazine  section. 
Mr.  SiKES  and  to  include  an  address. 
Mr.  Jonas  of  North  Carolina  and  to 
include  an  article  on  taxation. 

Mr  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  and  to 
Include  an  editorial  appearing  in  the 
Washington  Star  of  March  15.  1953. 

Mr.  BusBEY  in  reference  to  a  new  book 
entitled  "A  Century  of  Conflict,  Commu- 
nist Techniques  of  World  Revolution, 
1849-1850, '  and  in  the  second  instance 
to  include  a  resolution  by  the  anti-sub- 
versive committee  of  the  Cook  County 
organization,  American  Legion. 

Mr.  BusBEY  and  to  include  an  article 
entitled  "Permit  Communist  Conspira- 
tors To  be  Teachers?"  which  is  esti- 
mated by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $798. 
^    Mr,  HTTNTfR. 

Mr.  Patterson  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Gathings. 
Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois. 
Mr.   Hoffman  of  Illinois   fat  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois)  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wolverton  in  three  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Ford  and  to  include  an  article, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  exceeds 
two  pages  of  the  Record  and  is  estimated 
by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost  $189. 

Mr.  Kearney  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Mack  of  Washington)  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Church  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Teague  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 
Mr.  Ayres. 
Mr.  Van  Zandt. 
Mr.  OKoNSKi  in  two  instances. 


Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  in  two  instances. 
In  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa  covering  a  resume 
of  returns  to  his  questionnaire  and  in- 
cluding some  quotations. 

Mr.  SiEMiNSKi  in  the  Appendix  in  two 
instances,  in  appreciation  to  the  Coast 
Guard. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Case  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Heselton)  on  March  30 
and  31.  on  account  of  illness  in  family. 


ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  AND 
BILL  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  rep>orted  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  joint  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  J.  Res.  226.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
until  July  1,  19j3.  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  provi- 
sions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  montlis  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December  16.  1950;   and 

H  J.  Res.  2;  9.  Joint  resolution  authoriz- 
ing the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit 
certain  temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  in  connection  with  the 
erection  of  a  building  on  privately  owned 
property  adjacent  thereto. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of 
the  following  title: 

S.  1229.  An  act  to  continue  the  effective- 
ness of  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as  amended 
and  extended,  until  February  1,  1954. 


JOINT     RESOLUTIONS    PRESENTED 
TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval  joint 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

H.  J.  Res.  226.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
unUrjuly  1,  1953.  the  time  limitation  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  statutory  pro- 
visions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  six  months  after 
the  termination  of  the  national  emergency 
proclaimed  on  December   16.   1950;   and 

H.  J  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  author- 
izing the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit 
certain  temporary  construction  work  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  in  connection  with  the 
erection  of  a  building  on  privately  owned 
property  adjacent  thereto. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  6  o'clock  and  7  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Tuesday,  March  31,  1953.  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

685.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office   of   the   Secretary   of   Defense,   trans- 


mitting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A 
bill  to  continue  in  effect  certain  appoint- 
ments as  officers  and  as  warrant  olHcers  of 
the  Army  and  of  the  Air  Force";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

586.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
recommendations  for  the  enactment  of  legis- 
tlon  amending  section  501  of  the  Communi- 
cations Act  of  1934.  as  amended;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

587.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Administra- 
tor, General  Services  Administration,  trans- 
mitting a  report  on  tort  claims  paid  by  the 
General  Services  Administration  during  the 
fiscal  years  1951  and  1952.  pursuant  to  title 
28.  section  2673,  of  the  United  States  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

588.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro- 
posed bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  the  act 
of  April  29,  1941.  to  authorize  the  waiving 
of  the  requirement  of  performance  and  pay- 
ment bonds  in  connection  with  certain  Coast 
Guard  contr&cts";  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

589.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  relative  to 
certain  cases  involving  suspension  of  de- 
portation, and  requesting  that  they  be  with- 
drawn from  those  before  the  Congress  and 
returned  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

REPORTS      OF      COMMITTEES      ON 
PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin,  pursuant 
to  the  order  of  the  House  of  March  26. 
1953,  the  following  bill  was  reported 
March  27,  1953: 

Mr  REED  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  4198.  A  bill  to  con- 
firm and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands 
and  resources  and  the  resources  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  215) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  ol  the 
Union. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII  pursuant  to 
the  order  of  the  House  of  March  25, 1953. 
the  following  resolution  was  reported 
March  27,  1953:  , 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules  House  Resolution  193.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  4198,  a  bill  to  con- 
firm and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to  provide 
for  the  use  and  control  of  said  lands  and 
resovirces  and  the  resources  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  216).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

[Submjffed  Aforch  30,  1953] 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  SHORT:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. S.  1110.  An  act  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence;  with  amendment  (Bept.  No. 
219).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILiiER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  I5S1.  A 
blU  to  declare  that  the  United  States  holds 
certain  lands  In  trust  for  the  Minnesota 
Chippewa  Tribe;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  220) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 
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ICr.  IiflLLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Instilar  Affairs.  H.  R.  1834.  A 
bill  to  declare  that  the  United  States  holds 
certain  lands  In  tr\ist  for  the  Lac  Courta 
Oreilles  Band  of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin;  without 
amendment  ( Rept.  No.  221) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Kir.  MILLER  Of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  3406.  A 
bill  to  authorize  payment  of  salaries  and  ex- 
penses of  officials  of  the  Klamath  Tribe; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  222).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. H.  R.  4233.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
naturalization  of  persons  serving  In  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  after  June 
24.  1950;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
223 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Unfon. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
H.  R.  1432.  A  bill  to  provide  price  support 
for  the  1952  crop  of  Maryland  tobacco;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  224).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2154.  A 
bill  authorizing  the  issuance  of  a  patent  In 
fee  to  Leona  Hungry;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  217).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2364.  A 
bill  to  terminate  restrictions  against  aliena- 
tion on  land  owned  by  William  Lynn  Eagles 
and  Maureen  Edna  Engles;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  218).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 

H.  R.  4294.  A  bill  to  extend  the  authority 
of  the  President  to  enter  Into  trade  agree- 
ments under  section  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By   Mr.    BOYKIN: 

H.  R.  4295.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  repair, 
restoration,  and  preservation  of  the  U.  S.  S. 
Hartford,   flagship   of   Admiral   Farragut;    to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.   BROYHILL: 

H  R  4296.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as  amend- 
ed, with  respect  to  years  of  service  required 
for  eligibility  for  retirement  In  the  case  of 
voluntary  and  involuntary  separation  from 
the  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By    Mr.    CELLER: 

H.  R.  4297.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attor- 
ney General  to  suspend  deportation  and 
admit  for  permanent  residence  under  section 
244  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act 
certain  aliens  who  have  served  honorably  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   FALLON: 

H.  R.  4298.  A  bill  to  relinquish  the  exclu- 
sive Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  over 
Federal  lands  within  the  State  of  Maryland. 
and  to  provide  that  the  United  States  and 
the  State  of  Maryland  shall  hereafter  exer- 


cise concurrent  Jurisdiction  over  such  lands; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  GORDON: 
H.  R.  4299.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  a  site  and  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications  for  a  new  postal  building  to 
house  the  Wicker  Park  postal  station  In  Chi- 
cago, m.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas: 
H.  R.  4300.  A  bill  to  aid  In  promoting  em- 
ployment opportunities  for  members  of  mi- 
nority groups;  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor 

By  Mr.  HIESTAND: 
H.  R.  4301.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  gain  or  loss 
from  the  sale  or  exchange  of  certain  pre  perty 
held  for  more  than  2  years  shall  be  treated 
as  a  long-term  capital  Kuln  or  loss;  to  the 
Committee  on  Wavs  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KNOX: 
H.  R.  4302.  A  bill  to  revive  and  reenact  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  State  of 
Michigan,  acting  through  the  International 
Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series 
of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches,  there- 
to, across  the  St.  Marys  River,  from  a  point 
In  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  ttte.  M.irie. 
Mich.,  to  a  point  In  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
Canada."  approved  December  16.  1940,  to  the 
Committee   on  Fo-eign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 
H  R.  4303.  A  bill  to  further  encourage  the 
distribution    of    fishery    products,    and    f<>r 
other  purposes:    to  the  Committee  on  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK- 
H.  R  4304  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947  and  related  laws  so  as 
to  provide  for  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  EK'- 
fense  for  Research  and  Development,  for  a 
corresponding  officer  for  each  of  the  mili- 
tary departments,  and  for  a  Defense  Research 
Council;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  S?rv- 
Ices. 

By  Mr.  MAILLIARD- 
H.  R.  4305.  A    bill    to    authorize   additional 
appropriations    for    the    lower    San    Joaquin 
River   project;    to   the  Committee   on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  MATTHEWS: 
H.  R.  4306.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Internal 
Revenue    Code    to    provide    that    Individuals 
may  deduct  certain  life-insurance  premiums; 
to  the  Committee  on  Wavs  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  PRICE; 
H.  R.  4307.  A    bill    to   equalize    certain    re- 
tirement   benefits   tor   commissioned  officers 
of  the  Armed  Forces;   to  the  Committee  on 
Armed    Services. 

By  Mr.  RABAUT: 
H.  R.  4308.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Post- 
master General  to  provide  for  the  use  In 
first-  and  second-class  post  offices  of  a  spe- 
cial canceling  stamp  or  postmarking  die 
bearing  the  words  "In  God  We  Trust  ',  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  CivU 
Service. 

By  Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE: 
H.  R.  4309.  A  bill  to  amend  section  607  (b) 
of  the  Lanham  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  pref- 
erence for  former  owners  In  connection  with 
the  sale  of  certain  dwellings  under  that  act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  4310.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Jlevenue  Code  with  respect  to  admissions 
taxes:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H.  R.  4311.  A  bill  to  amend  section  112  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to 
the  sale  of  Treasury  stock;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  YORTY: 
H.  R.  4312.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  taxpayer  to  de- 
duct, as  a  business  expense,  the  cost  of  pro- 
viding care  for  children  under  14  years  of 
age,  If  such  care  Is  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  taxpayer  to  be  gainfully  employed; 
to  the  CX)mmlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah: 
H.  R.  4313.  A  bill  to  clarify   the  status  of 
mining  claims  In  areas  held  under  an  oil  and 
gas  prospecting  permit  or  lease  and  to  en- 
courage the  exploration  and  development  of 
flsslonable  source  minerals;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FINO: 
H.R.  4314.  A   bill    to   amend    the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  Act  of  February   10.    1939;   to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr    HILLELSON- 
H  R  4315.  A   bill   to  prohibit  the   Imposi- 
tion of  concurrent  sentences  in  certain  cases; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Bv  Mr    HORAN: 
H.R  4316.  A  bill   to  amend  section  22  of 
the       Agricultural       Adjustment       Act.       to 
strengthen   its   provisions   providing  tor  the 
imposition  of  import  quotsis  on  agricultural 
commodities    when    Imports    of    such    com- 
modities  tend   to   Interfere   with   price   sup- 
port or  other  projframs  administered  by  the 
Depiirinient    (if    Agriculture,    to   transfer    iu 
administration  to  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment <.f  Agriculture,  and  lor  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania: 
H  R  4317    A  bin  relating  to  the  temporary 
free  imp'^rtati "ii  nf  samples  under  bond  for 
exportation;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means 

By  Mr    S TRINGFELLOW 
H  R  4318    A    bill    to   cliiTify   the   status  of 
mining  claims   in   areas   held   under   an    oll- 
and-gas  prospecMng   permit   or   lease   and   to 
encourage   the  exploration  and  development 
of   ft.ssionable-sovirre  minerals:    to   the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and   Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SCRIVNEK: 
H  R  431'.»    A  bill  to  authorize  tax  refund* 
or>  cigarettes  lost  In  the  floods  of  1951,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  .Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr  DAWSON  of  Utah- 
H  R  43J0  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  amended,  U^  provide  a  flexible 
duty  on  the  importation  of  lead  and  zlnc_BO 
as  to  stabilize  the  domestic  production  of 
such  artirlcb;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means, 

By   Mr    FERNANDEZ: 
H  R.  4321    A   bill   to  est.iblish  quota  limi- 
tations on  Imports  of   foreign   residual   fuel 
oil,  V)  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
Bv  Mr    FOG.^RTY: 
H  R   4322    A  bill  to  amend  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Procurement  Act  of  11>47,  with  respect  to 
the    procurement    of    supplies    from    small- 
business    Concerns,     to    the    Comnuttee    on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr    HAYS  of  Arkansas: 
H  J   Res  231.  Joint  resolution  propo«lng  aa 
amendment   to  the  Constitution   relating  to 
the   qualifications  of  electors,    to   the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    ROBESON  of  Virginia: 
H  J   Res  23J    Joint  resolution  establishing 
the  Jame>town-Williamsburg-Yorktown  Cele- 
bration Comml.s.vioii.  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mrs  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  J  Res  233.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  Sutes  to  prcH 
clalm  April  19  of  each  year  Patriots'  Day  for 
the  commemoration  of  the  events  that  took 
place  on  April  19.  1775.  to  the  Committee  on 
Uie  Judiciary. 

By  Mr  REED  of  New  York: 
H  J.  Res  234  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
an  appropriation  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Interparliamen- 
tary Union  for  the  year  1953.  to  be  held  In 
Wiushlngton,  DC,  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 


MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memo- 
rials   were    presented   and   referred   as 
follows : 

By  Mr.   DEMPSEY:    Memorial   of  the  21st 
Legislature  ol  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  me- 
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morlallzlng  the  CongreM  of  the  United 
states  to  provide  for  the  cohstructlon  of  a 
w.iter  storage  reservoir  to  be  known  as  the 
Nambe  Dam  and  to  be  located  on  the  Nambe 
River  within  the  Pojoaque  soil  conservation 
district.  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

Al.so,  memorial  of  the  Senate.  2l8t  Legls- 
I  iture  of  the  Slate  of  New  Mexico  to  the 
Con'-'ress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  re- 
garding the  construction  of  a  series  of  small 
clams  at  the  head  of  the  streams,  on  the 
Coyote,  the  Agua  Negra.  the  CeboUa.  the 
Sii>ello.  and  the  Manuelltas  Creeks.  In  Mora 
ai.d  S.in  Miguel  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  to  the  President  and 
Congress  of  the  United  States  relating  to 
Indians;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  requesting  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  grant  to  the 
state  of  New  Mexico  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Mu.seum  of  New  Mexico  500.000  acres  of  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  Stales  within  the 
State  of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  House,  21st  Leglsla- 
lure  of  the  StAte  of  New  Mexico,  to  the  Con- 
press  of  the  United  States  of  America,  re- 
farding  the  construction  of  a  series  ol  small 
dams  at  the  head  of  the  streams,  on  the 
Coyote,  the  Agua  Negra.  the  Cebolla.  the 
Siii)ello,  and  the  Manuelltas  Creeks  In  Mora 
and  San  Miguel  counties.  N  Mex.:  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Al.-io,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
remove  the  prohibition  In  section  I  of  the 
compact  between  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  relating  to  the  sale, 
barter,  etc  .  of  Intoxicating  liquor  In  New 
Mexico  to  Indians;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  House,  2l8t  Legisla- 
ture State  of  New  Mexico,  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  to  the  New  Mexico  con- 
gressional delegation  relating  to  a  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  effect  a  change  In  the  method  of 
electing  the  President  and  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  requesting  the  enactment 
of  legislation  to  appropriate  moneys  for  the 
construction  of  Los  Esteros  Dam  on  the  Pecos 
River  in  Guadalupe  County.  N.  Mex.,  for  flood 
Control,  power,  and  reservoir;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  House,  21st  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  memorial- 
izing the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
enact  legislation  to  exempt  pensions  or 
moneys  received  from  labor-union  funds 
from  taxation  by  the  Federal  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  2l8t  Legislature. 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  repeal  the 
provisions  of  title  16  of  the  United  States 
Code  providing  for  taxes  upon  the  sale  of 
toilet  preparations  and  upon  the  sale  of  wal- 
lets, ladles'  handbags,  and  similar  handbags 
and  similar  articles;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  2l8t  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact  Senate 
bin  397,  Introduced  In  the  Ist  session  of  the 
83d  Congress,  constituting  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  as  a  separate  customs  collection  dis- 
trict; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  expedite 
hearings  now  pending  and  render  a  decision 
equalizing   freight  rates   In  the  Southweat 


region.  Including  New  Mexico;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
Also,  memorial  of  the  21st  Legislattire  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing 
Congress  to  refrain  from  passage  of  Senate 
bin  281.  giving  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  Jurisdiction  over  the  discon- 
tinuance of  Intrastate  railroad  services;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HILL:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Colorado  memorializing  the 
Congress  to  enact  legislation  providing  for 
distribution  ol  revenue  derived  from  the  de- 
velopment of  oil  and  gas  deposits  of  the 
United  States  to  the  several  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  purposes  of  educa- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  ol  the 
State  of  Colorado  memorializing  the  Con- 
gress to  cause  a  postage  stamp  to  be  Issued 
In  honor  of  Kit  Carson;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  PATTEN:  Memorial  of  the  Arizona 
State  Legislature,  that  the  President  and 
the  Congress  give  earnest  consideration  to 
the  early  construction  of  an  Air  Force  Acad- 
emy at  a  suitable  location  In  the  State  of 
Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Arizona  State  Legis- 
lature, that  the  Congress  leave  In  status  quo 
section  1  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  In 
the  Interests  of  equity  and  well-established 
need:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona:  Memorial  of 
the  Arizona  State  Legislature  requesting  that 
the  Congress  leave  In  status  quo  section  4 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  In  the 
Interests  ol  equity  and  well-established  need; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  the  SPEAKEK:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  relating  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
relative  to  the  location  of  the  new  Air  Force 
Academy;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  Pres- 
ident and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  relative  to  the  mak- 
ing of  treaties  and  Executive  agreements;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  enact  legislation  providing  for  distribu- 
tion of  revenue  derived  from  the  develop- 
ment of  oil  and  gas  deposits  of  the  United 
States  to  the  several  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  lor  purposes  of  education;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  J\idlclary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
to  cause  a  postage  stamp  to  be  issued  in 
honor  of  Kit  Carson;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  ol  Kansas,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  to 
take  immediate  action  to  halt  the  prelimi- 
nary work  now  In  progress  for  the  construc- 
tion of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue 
River  In  Kansas,  until  debatable  Issues  have 
been  resolved  as  recomrmended  by  the  inde- 
pendent board  of  engineers  appointed  by  the 
Governor  of  Kansas;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  passage  of  legislation  and  a  sup- 
plemental appropriation  to  provide  adequate 
lacllltles  and  operating  fund*  so  that  vet- 


erans In  need  of  treatment  can  obtain  treat- 
ment in  Veterans'  Administration  facilities 
In  Montana;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  which  would 
establish  an  American  Foreign  Legion;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Also,  memorial  ol  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  to  provide  a  sys- 
tem which  would  permit  persons  absent 
from  this  country  on  election  day  to  vote 
for  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  provide  for  a  system  of  absentee 
voting  which  would  permit  persons  who  Ewe 
absent  from  their  home  States  on  any 
presidential  election  day  to  vote  for  their 
President  and  Vice  President;  to  the  Com- 
nalttee  on  House  Administration. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  regarding  the  construction  of  a  series 
of  small  dams  at  the  head  of  the  streams,  on 
the  Coyot* .  the  Manuelltas  Creeks,  in  Mora 
and  San  Miguel  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
for  the  benefit  of  the  museum  of  New  Mex- 
ico 500.000  acres  ol  public  lands  of  the 
United  States  within  the  State  ol  New  Mex- 
ico; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglslattire  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  enactment  of  legislation 
to  appropriate  moneys  for  the  construction 
of  Los  Esteros  Dam  on  the  Pecos  River  in 
Guadalupe  County,  N.  Mex.,  lor  flood  con- 
trol, power,  and  reservoir;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  enactment  of  Senate  bill 
397,  constituting  the  State  of  New  Mexico  as 
a  separate  customs  collection  district;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  refrain  from  passage  of  Senate  bill 
281,  giving  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission Jurisdiction  over  the  discontinu- 
ance of  Intrastate  railroad  services;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
pass  an  act  requiring  Imported  trout  sold 
In  the  United  States  be  labeled  as  to  origin 
and  date  of  processing  and  Imposing  fine  for 
failure  to  comply  or  for  wrongful  removal 
of  said  labels;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglslattire  of  the 
State  of  Vermont,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  support  the  agricultural  conservation  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglslattire  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
urging  the  amendment  of  the  Federal  in- 
come tax  laws  to  provide  that  Alaskan  tax- 
payers receive  a  $1,200  personal  exemption 
and  a  $900  exemption  for  each  dependent; 
to  tJM  Committee  on  Waya  and  Meana. 
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Also,  memorial  of  the  lieglalature  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
requesting  appropriate  legislation  be  enacted 
authorizing  the  attachment  of  moneys  owed 
by  Federal  agencies  and  instrumentalities  to 
their  employees;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BAKER: 
H.  R.  4323.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Harriman  school  district;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4324.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Cam- 
eron Construction  Co.,  Inc.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   BARRETT: 
H.  R.  4325.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Geras- 
Blmos   Doryzas;    to   the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BUCKLET: 
H.  R,  4326.  A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Arthur 
Weingarten;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUE: 
H.  R.  4327.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
P.    Provencal;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   FULTON: 
H.  R  4328.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Edith  D.  Williamson;   to  the  Committee  on 
the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   HILLINGS: 
H.  R.  4329.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hunting- 
ton, McLaren  &  Co.;   to  the   Committee  on 
the   Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  4330.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Or- 
lando Artuso  and  family;   to  the  Committee 
on   the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  4331.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Franco 
Gerbino;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MOSS: 
H.  R.  4332.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Willie  C. 
Hung;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MULTER: 
H.  R.  4333.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Ivan 
Citrln;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN  of  Michigan: 
H.  R,  4334.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Juan 
Moreno,     Josephine     Moreno,     and     Arturo 
Mureno;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POULSON: 
H.  R.  4335.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cesare 
Bula.  Gabriella  Buia,  and  Daniela  Buia;   to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R  4336.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gustave 
Aldimars  Freibergs  (alias  Gus  Freiberg);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4337.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arturo  A. 
Ignacio,  Jr.;  to  the  committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   PRICE: 
H.  R.  4338.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  E.  J. 
Albrecht    Co.;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4339.  A  bill   for   the  relief  of  Abbaa 

Balahl;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  4340.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 

J.  Abarno  and  others;  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky: 
H.  R.   4341.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   Kurt 
Glaser;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCHENCK: 
H.  R.  4342.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Carl  R. 
Marten;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SCOTT  (by  request): 
H.  R.  4343.  A  bill  for  the  allowance  of  cer- 
tain claims,  not  heretofore  paid,  for  indem- 
nity for  spoliations  by  the  French  prior  to 
July  31,    1801,   as  reported    by   tbe  Court  of 
Claims;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  SHORT: 
H.  R.  4344.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marina 
Ploralbl   (Mlkelle  S.  Korver);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 
H.  R.  4345.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Con- 
stantlne  E.  Constantlnldis;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  J4r.  SnCES: 
H.  R.   4346.  A    bill    for   the   relief   of   Con- 
Btantin  Phedon  Manoll;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 
H.  R.  4347.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pier  Luigl 
Borghesi  Stewart;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  4348.  A  bill  for   the  relief  of  Arvlds 
Kulitis:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  WICKERSHAM: 
H.  R.4349.   A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Phil 
Wallace:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    WIDNALL: 
H.  R.   4350.   A   bill   fur   the   relief   of   Ralph 
Richard   Vandcrveld;    to    the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petition.s 
and  papers  were  laid  on  '.he  Clerks  de^k 
and  referred  a.s  follows: 

118.  By  Mr.  BENTLEY:  Resolution  adopted 
by  the  Erie  County  Medical  Sjcleiy  ol  New 
York,  and  endor.'^ed  by  tlie  Shiawassee  Coun- 
ty Medical  Society  of  Michigan,  with  reltr- 
ence  to  the  "doctor  draft  "  law  (Public  Law 
779)  and  requesting  that  it  be  re\ised  to 
provide  that  physicians  reacliuig  their  51.^1 
birthday  be  divided  into  two  Rmups.  and 
that  it  should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 
local  selective  service  beards  and  placed  in 
the  hands  of  a  special  selective-service  board 
one  for  each  county  or  medical  society  dis- 
trict; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

119.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  city 
of  Newport.  R.  I  .  urging  tlie  Deparinient  ol 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  not  to  cur- 
tail activities  at  Fort  Adams,  in  Newport, 
R.  I.,  by  removing  the  Narracan.sett  Bay 
Marine  Shr>p,  1112th  Army  Service  Unit  frc-m 
Fort  Adiuns;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

120.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Secre- 
tary of  the  National  Sojourners,  Washington, 
D.  C.  for  the  development  of  true  patriotism 
and  Americanism  throughout  the  Nation  and 
the  opposing  of  any  Influence  calculated  Ui 
weaken  the  national  security;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

121.  Also,  petition  of  the  Mayors  Commit- 
tee on  Off-Shore  Oil.  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  rela- 
tive to  the  mayor's  statement  on  off-shore  oil 
signed  by  the  mayors  of  27  larger  United 
States  cities;  to  the  CommUtee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

122.  Also,  petition  of  the  city  clerk.  Bos- 
ton, Mass..  requesting  the  rxten.sujn  of  Fed- 
eral rent  control;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking   and    Currency. 

123.  Also,  petition  of  the  city  clerk.  Bos- 
ton. Mass.,  requesting  the  adoption  of  the 
Jcseph  Lee  stamp  bill.  S.  984;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

124.  Also,  petition  of  Lee  Ora  Brown,  and 
others,  of  Orlando.  Fla.,  requesting;  pa.ssage 
of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447,  social-securi»y 
legislation  known  a.s  the  Townsend  plan;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

125.  Also,  petition  of  William  Ubbens.  and 
others,  of  I>aytona,  Fla.,  requesting  passai^e 
of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  social-security 
legislation  known  as  the  Townsend  plan;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

126.  Also,  petition  of  L.  J  Chandler,  and 
others,  of  Daytona  Beach,  Fla..  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  2446  and 
H.  R.  2247,  proposed  social -security  legisla- 
tion known  as  the  Townsend  plan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Meana. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TiESDAY,  Mahch  31,  1953 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
D.  D.,  ofTered  the  following  prayer: 

God  of  all  majesty  and  mercy  by  Thy 
grace  we  have  entered  upon  Holy  Week, 
commemoratinu  days  in  the  life  of  our 
Loid  whn.-^e  solemn  and  sacred  signifi- 
cance our  finite  minds  cannot  compre- 
hend. 

Wilt  Thou  give  us  the  interpreting 
litiht  of  Thy  divine  spirit  as  we  seek  to 
contemplate  the  meaning  of  His  suffer- 
ings and  death  and  resurrection. 

We  icjoicc  that  when  there  was  no  eye 
to  pity,  no  heart  to  comfort,  and  no  arm 
to  save,  then  in  the  fullne.ss  of  time  Thou 
didst  .send  thine  only  beyotten  Son  to  be 
our  Saviour. 

Help  us  to  understand  more  clearly 
that  the  kingdom  of  truth  and  righteous- 
ness for  which  we  are  hoping  and  pray- 
ing and  labonne  can  only  be  establis^ed 
throu'-h  Uie  power  of  sacrificial  love. 

Hear  us  m  His  name.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  me.s.sace  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell.  one  of  it.s  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  pa.s.sed  without  amend- 
ment bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Hou:se  of  the  following  titles: 

H  R  75D.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hisaml 
Y.  ..-hid.i. 

H  R  861  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen: 

H  R  1192  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Soban.-ki; 

H  R  30t-2  An  act  to  amend  section  3841  of 
the  Revised  S'atiites  relating  to  the  sched- 
ules of  the  ar;l\ai  and  dejurture  of  the  mall. 
to  repeal  certain  obsf  lete  law.,  relating  to  the 
ptjstal  service,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H  R  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  with  re- 
sjject  to  the  .-iurvivorship  benefits  granted  to 
Members   of   Congress; 

H  R  30.^8  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
importation  of  pifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad; 

H.R  36.'j9.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1. 
1955.  tlie  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  eiUcXs  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Go'ernment  orders  shall  be 
ex»-mpt  from  duty;  and 

H  J  Res  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

Tlie  me.s.sa£?e  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  pas.sed  bills  and  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  tlie  following  titles,  in  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested : 

S.  41.  An  act  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
June  15.  1917.  as  amended; 

S  55.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carol  Lynn 
Barbara  Hecht; 

S  69.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Peter  C.  T. 
Kao; 

S.  71.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bernard  W. 

Olson; 

S.  142.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Norman  S. 
MacPhee; 
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B.  166.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Louise 
MiU-le  Josephine  Bellolr; 

S  167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Jeanne 
Maria   Kenneth  Langlo; 

S  306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Waltraut 
Mies  van  cer  Rohe; 

s  314.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cornelius  A, 
Navori; 

S  516.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ronald  Lee 
Oenning; 

S  556.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marlnella 
TalettI; 

S  616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Albert 
Haas: 

S  719  An  act  to  provide  transportation  on 
Canadian  vessels  between  Skagway,  Alaska, 
and  other  points  in  Alaska,  between  Haines, 
Al.vka.  and  other  points  in  Alaska,  between 
Hyder,  Alaska,  and  other  points  in  Alaska, 
or  the  continental  United  States,  either 
directly  or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for  any  part 
of  the  tran.'-portation; 

S  811.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Maimer; 

S  846.  An  net  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
Anthony   Desotell; 

S  851  An  act  for  the  relief  oi  the  estate 
of  Mary  M.  Mendenhall; 

S  H53  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacqueline 
Sue  Lawn   (Akemi  Inoviei; 

S  903  An  act  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion In  Interstate  or  foreipn  commerce  of 
lethal  munitions  except  when  procured  by 
or  on  behalf  <if.  the  United  States  of  America 
or  an  Instrumentality  thereof  for  itself  or 
pursuant  to  an  authorized  foreign  a.^sistance 
proiT-am; 

y  9.54  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
HaKild   Wall; 

S  984  An  act  makinc  provisions  for  Judi- 
cial  re\lew  of   cettain  Tax  Court   decisions; 

S  1039  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs    Lucillo  Gra.s.si: 

S  1041  An  act  to  abolish  the  United  States 
Commission  for  the  construction  of  a  Wa.«5h- 
Inctoii-I  Incoln  Memorial  Gettysburg  Boule- 
vard; 

S  1082  An  act  to  approve  a  conveyance 
made  by  the  city  of  Charleston,  S.  C  ,  to  the 
South  Carolina  .State  Ports  Authority,  of  real 
pro[>erty  heretofore  granted  t<3  said  city  of 
Charleston  by  the  United  States  of  America; 

.S  1410  An  act  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
Rubber  Act  of  1948:  and 

S  Con  Res  19  Concurent  resolution  estab- 
li.shiiii;  a  joint  ciimmittee  to  make  a  study 
of  public  transportation  serving  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Tlie  me.s.sage  also  announced  that  the 
Vice  President  has  appointed  Mr.  Carl- 
son and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro- 
lina members  of  the  joint  select  commit- 
tee on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  provided 
for  in  the  act  of  Augu.st  5,  1939,  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of 
certain  records  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment." for  the  disjxisition  of  executive 
papers  referred  to  in  the  report  of  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States  numbered 
53-5. 


APPOINTMENT  OF  DEPUTY  DIREC- 
TOR OF  CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Dlinois,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules,  reported  the  follow- 
ing privileged  resolution  <H.  Res.  195. 
Rept.  No.  225  >,  which  was  referred  to 
the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Rrsoh-ed.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
re.solution  it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Wliole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  S.  1110.  an  act 
to  authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence,  and  all 
points  of  order  against  said  bUl  are  hereby 
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waived.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  consider  without  the 
Intervention  of  any  point  of  order  the  sub- 
stitute amendment  recommended  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  now  In  the 
bill,  and  such  substitute  for  the  purpose  of 
amendment  shall  be  considered  under  the 
5-minute  rule  as  an  original  bill.  At  the 
conclusion  of  such  consideration  the  Com- 
mittee shall  rLse  and  report  the  bill  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have 
been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  the  amendments  thereto  to  final  pas- 
sage without  intervening  motion  except  one 
motion  to  recommit. 


Wilson  there  was  no  reference  to  the  United 
States  as  a  democracy." 

Representative  Van  Zandt  said  President 
Wilson  was  the  first  to  apply  the  word  "de- 
mocracy" to  the  American  Government  when 
he  spoke  of  World  War  I  as  being  a  crusade 
to  make  the  world  safe  for  democracy. 

Thereafter,  the  Representative  said,  the 
word  dropped  from  general  use  until  Presi- 
dent Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  picked  it  up. 

"We  were  a  republic  from  1789  until  about 
1933.  when  the  New  Deal  decided  we  should 
be  called  a  democracy,"  he  said. 


THE  AMERICAN  REPUBLIC 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  most 
gratifying  to  read  on  the  fi'ont  page  of 
yesterday's  Evening  Star  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Van  ZandtI 
had  proposed  that  Americans  stop  refer- 
ring to  our  country  as  a  democracy. 

Last  January  9  I  inserted  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  Congressional  Record  a 
copy  of  my  letter  to  Luther  H.  Evans. 
Librarian  of  Congress,  regarding  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  word  "democracy"  in- 
stead of  the  true  word  "republic"  with 
respect  to  our  Government,  and  on 
February  2  I  inserted  additional  mate- 
rial on  this  same  subject. 

I  wish  to  eommend  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  for  his  statement. 
Yesteiday  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  IMr.  McCgrmackI  referred  in  his 
remarks  to  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  always  emphasized  protecting 
the  rights  of  the  minority.  Under  a 
democracy,  minorities  have  no  rights. 
In  a  republic,  such  as  ours,  minorities 
are  nrotected. 

Therefore.  I  join  with  the  gentleman 
from  Penn.sylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]  in 
urging  all  Members  of  Congress,  regard- 
less of  party,  to  make  certain  in  describ- 
ing our  form  of  government  that  they 
use  the  word  "republic." 

United  States   Is  Urgld  To   Drop  Word 
"Democracy"  as  Red  Distortion 

Representative  Van  Zandt,  Republican,  of 
Penn.sylvania.  proposed  today  that  Ameri- 
cans stop  referring  to  their  country  as  a 
democracy. 

Communists,  he  said,  have  so  twisted  the 
word  that  It  no  longer  means  what  It  should. 

He  urged  In  a  speech  prepared  for  delivery 
In  the  House  that  Americans  call  the  United 
States  a  republic. 

"  'Democracy'  Is  the  word  the  Communist 
regime  has  adopted  to  describe  the  present 
form  of  government  In  Russia,"  be  said. 

"The  word  'democracy'  Is  not  In  either  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  or  the  Consti- 
tution. Thomas  Jefferson,  fovmder  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  always  spoke  of  'the  Re- 
public' or  'otir  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment.' 

"In  all  the  state  papers  of  the  Presidents 
•  •   •  from  George  Washington  to  Woodrow 


NEW  ENGLAND  NEEDS  FLOOD  DIKES 
AND  UNEMPLOYMENT  DIKES.  BUT 
WASHINGTON  SLEEPS 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  spring 
floods  are  ravaging  New  England  again, 
striking  a  second  blow  at  the  textile  mills 
that  line  the  banks  of  its  rivers. 

This  is  not  news. 

It  is  just  a  continuation  of  the  com- 
pounded difficulties  crowding  some  New 
England  communities  into  a  corner. 

Calls  for  help  have  been  sent  to  the 
Federal  Government  time  and  time 
again,  but  no  assistance  of  any  kind  has 
been  forthcoming.  One  administration 
has  been  repudiated  because  it  ignored 
our  very  serious  problem.  Now  the  mat- 
ter is  being  put  squarely  before  President 
Eisenhower,  who  promised  to  give  it 
every  consideration  when  he  was  cam- 
paigning in  Massachusetts  last  fall. 

Mayor  John  J.  Buckley,  of  Lawrence, 
Mass.,  is  heading  a  small  delegation  that 
is  meeting  with  the  President  on  April 
1,  to  expedite  the  award  of  textile  con- 
tracts by  the  Government  to  this  area 
where  the  labor  surplus  is  more  than  20 
percent. 

We  hope  that  this  administration  will 
provide  some  assistance  as  it  can  and 
must  do  under  the  provisions  of  Man- 
power Policy  No.  4  as  amended.  A  sym- 
pathetic administration  can  also  do  more 
to  encourage  new  industries  to  locate  in 
labor-surplus  areas,  and  to  give  us  our 
share  of  any  Government  installations 
that  may  be  in  the  planning  stage. 

We  ask  for  temporary  relief,  via  pro- 
curement contracts  because  our  need  is 
urgent.  We  must  have  this  breatl.er  so 
that  we  ourselves  will  have  time  in  which 
to  make  our  own  economic  adjustments 
in  the  changing  industrial  picture,  not 
a  WPA,  but  opportunities  to  work  and 
produce. 

Is  this  unreasonable  in  view  of  our 
situation? 

Look  at  the  objective  facts  and  figures, 
which  are  no  secret,  and  I  think  that,  far 
from  ignoring  our  heavy  load  of  unem- 
ployment, you  will  join  with  us  to  make 
the  Federal  Government  see  that  some- 
thing must  be  done. 

This  is  no  partisan  issue. 
It   is   simply   an   emergency   call   on 
Washington  to  wake  up  and  go  into  ac- 
tion   on    a    domestic    problem    that    is 
serious. 

President  Eisenhower,  what  is  your 
answer? 
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DESIGNING  NEW  STAR-SPANGLED 
BANNER 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently  I 
read  an  article  in  a  Washingtorfnewspa- 
per  that  the  Government  has  been  del- 
uged with  proposed  designs  for  a  new 
Star-Spangled  Banner.  The  reason  back 
of  this  is,  of  course,  the  possibility  of  Ha- 
waii becoming  a  full-fledged  State. 

This  article  goes  on  to  state  that  there 
Is  no  American  flag  designing  body  set 
up  by  law  to  make  the  final  decision  on  a 
new  design.  Of  course,  it  will  be  some 
time  before  the  new  design  could  be  legal 
as  stated  in  the  article. 

I  have  a  solution  to  this  problem  from 
a  Government  standpoint.  I  am  today 
introducing  in  the  House  a  bill  making 
the  Quartermaster  General  of  the  Army 
responsible  for  resolving  this  problem. 
The  reasons  for  this  are :  Historically  the 
Quartermaster  General  has  had  the  re- 
sponsibility for  designing  and  prociu-ing 
flags,  colors,  standards,  insignias,  badges, 
medals,  seals,  decorations,  guidons,  em- 
blems, ribbons,  and  similar  items  used  or 
required  by  any  department,  agency,  or 
office  of  the  United  States.  Under  the 
Quartermaster  General  of  the  Army, 
there  is  a  heraldic  branch  and  within  its 
organization  there  are  employees  who 
are  highly  skilled  in  the  creation  of  he- 
raldic design. 

The  assignment  of  this  responsibility 
to  a  single  agency  will  also  prevent  the 
duplication  of  design  and  the  confusion 
resulting  therefrom,  and  will  insure  the 
distinctive  character  of  the  emblem,  in- 
signia, and  other  medals  used  by  the  var- 
ious agencies.  A  centralized  record  of 
all  identification  symbols  and  awards 
used  by  the  United  States  would  be  made 
available,  and  producer  of  such  items 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  a  single  agency 
in  all  matters  relating  to  the  sale  and 
manufacture  of  them. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill,  which  I  have 
today  introduced  is  to  provide  for  the 
design  and  procurement  of  heraldic  items 
for  the  Federal  Government  by  a  single 
agency.    At  the  present  time,  there  is  no 
fixed  responsibility  for  these  functions 
on  a  Governmentwide  basis.    Providing 
for  their  assignment  to  a  single  office  will 
promote  economy  in  that  duplication  of 
effort  in  the  design,  preparation  of  speci- 
fications,  and  research   will   be  elimi- 
nated, and  a  single  source  of  supply  for 
the  items  will  be  created.    The  Office  of 
the  Quartermaster  General  was  selected 
as  the  agency  to  carry  out  this  program 
because  it  has  had,  for  many  years,  re- 
sponsibility for  designing  and  procuring 
such  items  for  the  Department  of  the 
Army,  and  has  been  given  the  assign- 
ment of  procuring  and  designing  them 
for  the  Air  Force  and  Navy,  and  in  addi- 
tion has  designed  flags  and  seals  for  the 
President  and  Vice  President,  members 
of  the  Cabinet,  and  other  elements  of  the 
executive    department.      The    Quarter- 
master General  has  employees  who  are 
highly  skilled  in  the  creation  of  heraldic 


I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Congress  will 
quickly  act  to  approve  this  proposed  leg- 
islation. 

THE  CHICAGO  POST  OFFICE 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  G'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  the  Chicago  Sun-Times  of  March  28, 
1953,  Acting  Postmaster  V.  F.  Werner  is 
quoted  as  denying  that  there  is  any  rest- 
room  checkout  in  the  Chicago  post  office. 
He  is  further  quoted  as  saying: 

We  don't  know  what  O'Haka  Is  talking 
about. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  Mr.  Werner  was 
not  correctly  understood  by  the  reporter. 
I  have  a  letter  from  Post  Office  Inspector 
James  T.  Nelson  under  date  of  March  11. 
1953.  stating  definitely  that  the  job  ticket 
has  been  in  use  in  the  Chicago  post  office 
for  approximately  9  months.  I  have  too 
much  respect  for  Mr.  Werner  to  believe 
that  he  intended  to  rai.se  an  i.ssue  of  ver- 
acity with  the  post  office  in.spector  for  the 
Assistant  Postmaster  General.  I  am 
sure  also  that  the  Acting  Postmaster  of 
Chicago  did  not  wish  to  be  put  in  the 
position  of  showing  disrespect  for  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  hope  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
defend  myself  with  my  colleagues  against 
the  charge  that  I  do  not  know  what  I  am 
talking  about.  Nevertheless,  to  make 
the  record  perfectly  clear.  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  a  letter  from  the 
president  and  secretary  of  the  Chicago 
Post  Office  Clerks  Union  No.  1.  The  let- 
ter follows: 

Eeitoh,   Chicago   Sun-Times. 

Ctticago.  III. 

Dear  Sir:  In  your  Saturday  edition  two 
star  Qnal  tliere  appeared  a  news  item  head- 
lined "Postal  woes  relieved."  In  which 
the  postmaster  of  Chicago  denied  the  com- 
plaint made  by  Congressman  OHara  in  the 
Congressional  Record  opposed  to  toilet  re- 
cordini?s  now  being  practiced  on  the  eighth 
floor  Chicago  post  office.  The  undersigned 
have  submitted  to  Congressman  OHara  the 
following  statement: 

"In  regard  to  the  statement  of  Postmaster 
Vincent  F.  Werner  appearing  in  the  Chicago 
Sun-Times  that  Congressman  Barratt  O'Hara 
doesn't  know  what  he  Is  talkmg  about  In 
regard  to  toilet  recordings  In  the  Chicago 
post  office  let  it  be  understood  that  the  Con- 
gressman knows  what  he  Is  talking  about 
and  further  that  the  postmaster  has  rebutted 
by  evasion. 

"From  the  outset  it  should  be  understood 
that  positively,  absolutely,  and  most  as- 
suredly a  toilet  checkout  prevails  on  the 
eighth  floor  main  post  office.  The  recordings 
are  made  by  supervisors  or  their  assistants 
There  can  be  no  denial. 

"Congressman  Q-Hara  Is  dependent  upon 
his  Information  concerning  the  post  office 
from  postal  employees.  He  has  received 
many  letters  from  clerks  condemning  the 
practice  of  recording  toilet  departure  and 
return  on  the  eighth  floor,  Chicago  post  of- 
flee.  The  public  Insult  to  the  Congressman 
for  championing  human  rights  la  a  disgrace 
and  regrettable.  ^ 

.H"'^.*^5^"'*'  °'  *^*  problem,  the  failure  to 
admit  that  an  experiment  Is  going  on  by  a 
local  postal  official  and  yet  acknowledged  bv 
•    departmental    official    m    Washington    U 


'  ftmusing.  and  ha  contradictory  as  the  left 
,  hand  not  knowing  what  the  right  hand  U 
doing." 

Sincerely  yours. 
OcoRGB  J.  Wachowski.  President. 
William  Freeman,  Secretary. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  may  add  that  I  am 
continuing  the  fight  to  end  for  all  time 
in  the  Federal  offices  this  abominable 
practice  of  forcing  the  Federal  workers  to 
check  in  and  out  of  rest  rooms.  Despite 
all  that  is  said,  the  practice  is  well  on  its 
way  to  being  forced  upon  all  Federal 
workers.  Unle.«s  my  colleagues  in  the 
ConKie.ss  join  me  in  protest  it  will  not 
be  lone  until  the  Chicago  experiment  has 
fixed  the  practice  upon  all  the  Federal 
offices. 

I  received  a  telephone  call  just  before 
coming  into  the  House  that  the  practice 
has  already  been  established  In  one  of 
the  Federal  offices  here  in  Washington. 
I  have  not  had  time  to  verify  the  com- 
plaint, and  for  that  reason  I  am  at  this 
time  withholding  the  name  of  the  Fed- 
eral department.  I  will  not  do  a  possible 
injustice  by  saying  anything  on  this  floor 
until  I  have  completely  verified  my  in- 
formation. When  I  have  verified  any 
complaint  that  I  receive  as  to  the  instal- 
lation of  this  practice  in  any  Federal 
office  I  certainly  .>;hall  not  stop  short  of 
making  public  from  this  well  the  veri- 
fied information. 

From  Leon  Dorf ,  1879  Crotona  Avenue. 
Bronx.  N  Y..  I  have  received  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

Dear  Sir:  Being  a  retired  postal  clerk  I 
was  very  much  Interested  In  your  remarks 
concerning  the  practice  of  placing  a  check 
on  the  amount  of  time  a  postal  employee  In 
Chicago  can  sj>end  In  the  rest  rooms. 

This  same  system  was  put  Into  effect  In 
the  general  post  office  In  New  York  City 
about  10  years  ago.  all  employees  being  forced 
to  inform  their  supervisors  when  leaving 
their  posts  of  duty,  and  when  returning  to 
same  No  employee  was  allowed  to  he  In  the 
restroom  for  more  than  a  total  of  20  minute* 
during  the  entire  day. 

However  this  system  lasted  only  a  few 
weelcs  due  to  the  tremendous  protest  of  the 
employees  organizations. 


SUBMERGED  LANDS  BILL 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.     Mr.  Speaker.  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of   the   bill    (H.  R.  4198) 
to  confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  States  boundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and  wa- 
ters, and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con- 
trol of  said  lands  and  resources  and  the 
resources  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  4i98.  with 
Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska  in  the  chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill 
The   CHAIRMAN.    When    the   Com- 
mittee rose  on  yesterday,  the  Clerk  had 
read  section  1  of  the  bill.     If  there  are 
no  amendments  to  section  1.  the  Clerk 
will  read. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  of- 
fer an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Peichah:  Strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"SECTION  1.  All  moneys  received  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  held  In  a  spe- 
cial account  In  the  Treasury  during  the  pres- 
ent national  emergency  and  until  Congress 
shall  otherwise  provide,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  section  8  of  this  act.  The  moneys 
in  such  special  account  shall  be  used  only 
for  such  urgent  de\elopment8  essential  to 
the  national  defense  and  national  security 
as  the  Congress  may  determine  and  there- 
after shall  be  used  exclusively  as  granU-ln- 
ald  of  primary,  secondary,  and  higher  edu- 
cation. 

•  Sec.  2.  The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Grantfi-in-Ald  of  Education  Is  hereby  created 
to  be  composed  of  12  persons  with  experience 
In  the  field  of  education  and  public  admln- 
l.'tratlon.  4  to  be  appointed  by  the  President 
of  the  Senate.  4  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  i.nd  4  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  It  shall  be  the  func- 
tion of  such  Council  to  draw  up  and  report 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
submisfilon  to  the  Congress  not  later  than 
February  1,  1955.  a  plan  for  the  equitable 
allocation  of  the  gr;ints-ln-ald  of  primary. 
RTcondary,  and  hlghe:-  education  provided  for 
In  the  first  section  o)  this  act. 

•SEC  3.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  State 
or  political  subdivision  or  grantee  thereof 
having  Issued  any  mineral  lease  or  grant, 
or  leaiies  or  grants,  covering  submerged  lands 
(.1  the  Continental  Shelf  to  file  with  the 
Altornev  General  of  the  United  States  on  or 
before  December  31.  ".953,  a  statement  of  the 
mnneya  or  other  things  of  value  received  by 
.such  State  or  political  subdivision  or  grantee 
irom  or  on  account  of  such  lease  or  grant, 
since  January  1.  1940  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral shall  submit  the  statements  so  received 
to  the  Congress  not  later  than  February  1. 
l'J54. 

"Sec  4  (a)  The  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  apply  to  all  mineral  leases  covering  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  <:k)nilnental  Shelf  Issued 
by  any  State  or  political  subdivision  or 
grantee  thereof  (Including  any  extension,  re- 
newal, or  replacement  thereof  heretofore 
granted  pursuant  to  such  lease  or  under  the 
laws  of  such  State)  :  Provided.  That- 
'll) such  lease,  or  a  true  copy  thereof, 
shall  have  been  filed  with  the  Secretary  by 
the  lessee  or  his  duly  authorized  agent  with- 
in 90  days  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
act,  or  within  such  further  period  or  periods 
a.s  may  be  fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Secretary; 

••(2)  such  Itase  was  Issued  (1)  prior  to 
December  21.  1948,  find  was  on  June  5  1950. 
In  force  and  effect  In  accordance  with  Its 
terms  and  provisions  and  the  law  of  the 
State  Issuing  It.  or  (U)  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  and  was  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  act  In  force  and  effect  In  ac- 
cordance with  Its  tnrms  and  provisions  and 
the  law  of  the  State  Issuing  It: 

"(3)  within  the  time  specified  in  para- 
graph (1 )  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  have 
been  filed  with  the  Secretary  (I)  a  certificate 
Issued  by  the  State  official  or  agency  having 
Jurisdiction  and  stating  that  the  lease  was 
In  force  and  effect  as  required  by  the  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection 
or  (11)  m  the  absence  of  such  cerUflcate,  evi- 
dence in  the  fom  of  affidavits,  receipts, 
canceled  checks,  or  other  documents  from 
which  the  Secretary  shall  determine  whether 
such  lease  was  so  In  force  and  effect; 

"(4)  except  as  otherwise  provided  In  sec- 
tion 6  of  this  act.  all  rents,  royalties,  and 
other  sums  payable  under  such  a  lease  be- 
tween June  5.  1950,  and  the  effective  date  of 
this  act,  which  have  not  been  paid  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  thereof,  and  all 
rents,  royalties,  and  other  sums  payable  under 
such  a  lease  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
act  shall  be  paid  to  the  Secretary,  who  shall 
deposit  them  In  a  special  fund  in  the  Treas- 


ury to  be  disposed  of  as  provided  In  the  first 
section  of  this  act; 

"  ( 5 1  the  holder  of  such  lease  certifies  that 
such  lease  shall  continue  to  be  subject  to 
the  overriding  royalty  obligations  existing 
on  the  effective  date  of  this  act; 

"(8)  such  lease  was  not  obtained  by  fraud 
or  misrepresentation; 

"(7)  such  lease,  If  Issued  on  or  after  June 
23,  1947,  was  Issued  upon  the  basis  of  com- 
petitive bidding; 

"(8)  such  lease  provides  for  a  royalty  to 
the  lessor  of  not  less  than  12 'i  per  centum 
In  amount  or  value  of  the  production  saved, 
removed,  or  sold  under  such  lease:  Provided, 
however.  That  If  the  lease  provides  for  a 
lesser  royalty,  the  holder  thereof  may  bring 
It  within  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  by 
consenting  In  wTltlng.  filed  with  the  Secre- 
tary, to  the  Increase  of  the  royalty  to  the 
minimum    herein    specified; 

"(9)  such  lease  will  terminate  within  a 
period  of  not  more  than  5  years  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  act  In  the  absence  of 
production  or  operations  for  drilling:  Pro- 
vided, however.  That  If  the  lease  provides 
for  a  longer  jierlod,  the  holder  thereof  may 
bring  It  within  the  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph by  consenting  In  writing,  filed  with 
the  Secretary,  to  the  reduction  of  such  period, 
so  that  It  will  not  exceed  the  maximum 
period  herein  .-ipeclfied;   and 

••(10)  the  holder  of  such  lease  furnishes 
such  surety  bond.  U  any,  as  the  Secretary 
may  require  and  complies  with  such  other 
requirements  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  to  be 
reasonable  and  necessary  to  protect  the  In- 
terests of  the  United  States. 

••(b)  Any  person  holding  a  mineral  lease 
which  comes  within  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section,  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary,  may  continue  to  maintain 
such  lease,  and  may  conduct  operations 
thereunder.  In  accordance  with  Its  provisions 
for  the  full  term  thereof  and  of  any  exten- 
sion, renewal  or  replacement  authorized 
therein  or  heretofore  authorized  by  the  law 
of  the  State  Issuing  such  lease.  A  negative 
determination  under  this  subsection  may  be 
made  by  the  Secretary  only  after  giving  to 
the  holder  of  the  lease  notice  and  an  op- 
portunity to  be  heard. 

'•(c)  With  respect  to  any  mineral  lease 
that  Is  within  the  scope  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section,  the  Secretary  shall  exercise  such 
powers  of  supervision  and  control  as  may  be 
vested  In  the  lessor  by  law  or  the  terms  and 
provisions  of   the  lease. 

•'  ( d )  The  permission  granted  In  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  shall  not  be  construed  to 
be   a  waiver  of  such   claims,  If  any,  as  the 
United  States  may  have  against   the   lessor 
or  the  lessee  or  any  other  person  respecting 
sums  payable  or  paid  for  or  under  the  lease, 
or  resf>ecting  activities  conducted  under  the 
lease,  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 
"Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  is  authorized,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  and  upon  the  application  of 
any   lessor  or   lessee   of  a  mineral   lease   is- 
sued by  or  under  the  authority  of  a  State, 
Its  political  subdivision  or  grantee,  on  tide- 
lands  or  submerged  lands  beneath  navigable 
inland  waters  within  the  boundaries  of  such 
State,  to  certify  that  the  United  States  does 
not  claim  any  Interest  In  such  lands  or  In  the 
mineral  deposits  within  them.    The  author- 
ity granted  in  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
rights    of   the   United   States   in    lands    (a) 
which  have  been  lawfully  acquired  by  the 
United  States  from  any  State,  either  at  the 
time    of    Its    admission    Into    the    Union    or 
thereafter,  or  from  any  person  in  whom  such 
rights  had  vested  under  the  law  of  a  State 
or  under  a  treaty  or  other  arrangement  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  a  foreign  power, 
or  otherwise,  or  from  a  grantee  or  successor 
In  Interest  of  a  State  or  such  person;  or  (b) 
which  were  owned  by  the  United  States  at 
the  time  of  the  admission  of  a  State  Into  the 
Union    and    which    were    expressly   retained 
by  the  United  SUtes;  or  (c)  which  the  United 


States  lawfully  holds  under  the  law  of  the 
State  In  which  the  lands  are  situated;  or 
(d)  which  are  held  by  the  United  States  in 
trust  for  the  benefit  of  any  person  or  per- 
sons, Including  any  tribe,  band,  or  group 
of  Indians  or  for  individual  Indians. 

"Sec.  6.  In  the  event  of  a  controversy  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  a  State  as  to 
whether  or  not  lands  are  submerged  lands 
beneath  navigable  Inland  waters,  the  Secre- 
tary Is  authorized,  notwithstanding  the  pro- 
visions of  subsections  (a)  and  (c)  of  section 
4  of  this  act.  and  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States, 
to  negotiate  and  enter  Into  agreements  with 
the  States,  Its  political  subdivision  or  grantee 
or  a  lessee  thereof,  respecting  operations 
under  existing  mineral  leases  and  payment 
and  impounding  of  rents,  royalties,  and  other 
sums  payable  thereunder,  or  with  the  State. 
Its  political  subdivision  or  grantee,  respect- 
ing the  Issuance  or  nonlssuance  of  new  min- 
eral leases  pending  the  settlement  or  adjudi- 
cation of  the  controversy:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  authorization  contained  in  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  be  construed  to  be  a  limitation 
upon  the  authority  conferred  on  the  Secre- 
tary in  other  sections  of  this  act.  Payments 
made  pursuant  to  such  agreement,  or  pursu- 
ant to  any  stipulation  between  the  United 
States  and  a  State,  shall  be  considered  as 
compliance  with  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection 

(a)  of  section  4  of  this  act.  Upon  the  ter- 
mination of  such  agreement  or  stipulation 
by  reason  of  the  final  settlement  or  adjudi- 
cation of  such  controversy,  if  the  lands  sub- 
ject to  any  mineral  lease  are  determined  to 
be  in  whole  or  in  part  submerged  land  of  the 
Continental  Shelf,  the  lessee,  if  he  has  not 
already  done  so.  shall  comply  with  the  re- 
quirements of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4, 
and  thereupon  the  provisions  of  subsection 

(b)  of  section  4  shall  govern  such  lease. 
"Sec.  7.  (a)  The  Secretary  is  authorized  to 

grant  to  the  qualified  persons  offering  the 
highest  bonuses  on  a  basis  of  competitive 
bidding  oil  and  gas  leases  on  submerged 
lands  of  the  Continental  Shell  which  are  not 
covered  by  leases  within  the  scope  at  sub- 
section (a)   of  section  4  of  this  act. 

"(b)  A  lease  Issued  by  the  Secretary  pur- 
suant to  this  section  shall  cover  an  area  of 
such  size  and  dimensions  as  the  Secretary 
may  determine,  shall  be  for  a  period  of  5 
years  and  as  long  thereafter  as  oil  or  gas 
may  be  produced  from  the  area  In  paying 
quantities,  or  drilling  or  well  reworking  oper- 
ations as  approved  by  the  Secretary  are  con- 
ducted thereon,  shall  require  the  payment  of 
a  royalty  of  not  less  than  121/2  percent,  and 
shall  contain  such  rental  provisions  and  such 
other  terms  and  provisions  as  the  Secretary 
may  by  regulation  prescribe  in  advance  of 
offering  the  area  for  lease. 

"(c)  All  moneys  pcUd  to  the  Secretary  for 
or  under  leases  granted  pursuant  to  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  deposited  in  a  special  fund  In 
the  Treasury  to  be  disposed  of  as  provided  in 
the  first  section  of  this  act. 

"(d)  The  Issuance  of  any  lease  by  the 
Secretary  pursuant  to  this  section,  or  the 
refusal  of  the  Secretary  to  certify  that  the 
United  States  does  not  claim  any  interest  in 
any  submerged  lands  pursuant  to  section  6 
of  this  act.  shall  not  prejudice  the  ultimate 
settlement  or  adjudication  of  the  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  area  involved  is 
submerged  land  beneath  navigable  inland 
waters. 

"Sec.  8.  (a)  Thirty-seven  and  one-half 
percent  of  all  moneys  received  as  bonus  pay- 
ments, rents,  royalties,  and  other  sums  pay- 
able with  respect  to  operations  in  submerged 
coastal  lands  lying  within  the  seaward 
boundary  of  any  State  shall  be  paid  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  such  State  with- 
in 90  days  after  the  expiration  of  each  fiscal 
year. 

"(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
not  apply  to  moneys  received  and  held  pur- 
suant to  any  stipulation  or  agreement  re- 
ferred to  in  sectiorre  of  this  act  pending  the 
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settlement   or   adjudication  ol  the  contro- 
versy. 

"(c)  If  and  whenever  the  United  States 
shall  take  and  receive  In  kind  all  or  any  part 
of  the  royalty  under  a  lease  maintained  or 
Issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  and 
covering  submerged  coastal  lands  lying  with- 
in the  seaward  boundary  of  any  State,  the 
value  of  such  royalty  so  taken  in  kind  shall, 
for  the  purpose  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  sec- 
tion, be  deemed  to  be  the  prevailing  market 
price  thereof  at  the  time  and  place  of  pro- 
duction, and  there  shall  be  paid  to  the  State 
entitled  thereto  37 '/i  percent  of  the  value  of 
such  royalty. 

"Sec.  9.  The  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
Issue  such  regulations  as  he  may  deem  to  be 
necessary  or  advisable  in  performing  his 
functions  under  this  act. 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  The  President  may.  from 
time  to  time,  withdraw  from  disposition  any 
of  the  unleased  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  and  reserve  them  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Interest  of  national 
security. 

"(b)  In  time  of  war,  or  when  the  President 
shall  so  prescribe,  the  United  States  shall 
have  the  right  of  first  refusal  to  purchase 
at  the  market  price  all  or  any  portion  of 
the  oil  and  gas  produced  from  the  submerged 
lands  covered  by  this  act. 

"(c)  All  leases  Issued  under  this  act.  and 
leases,  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
which  are  authorli;ed  under  this  act,  shall 
contain  or  be  consf-ued  to  contain  a  provi- 
sion whereby  authority  is  vested  in  the  Sec- 
retary, upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  during  a  state  of  war  or 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress 
or  the  President  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  act,  to  suspend  operations  under,  or  to 
terminate  any  lease;  and  all  such  leases  shall 
contain  or  be  construed  to  contain  provisions 
for  the  payment  of  Just  compensation  to  the 
lessee  whose  operations  are  thus  suspended 
or  whose  lease  is  thus  terminated. 

"Sec.   H.  Nothing  herein  contained  shall 
affect  such  rights.  If  any.  as  may  have  been 
acquired  under  any  law  of  the  United  States 
by  any  person  on  lands  subject  to  this  act 
and  such  rights,  if  any,  shall  be  governed  by 
the  law  in  effect  at  the  time  they  may  have 
been  acquired.     Nothing  herein  contained  is 
Intended  or  shall  be  construed  as  a  finding. 
Interpretation   or  construction   by  the  Con- 
gress that  the  law  under  which  such  rights 
may  be  claimed  in  fact  applies  to  the  lands 
subject  to  this  act  or  authorizes  or  compels 
the  granting  of  such  rights  of  such  lands, 
and   that   the   determination   of   the    appli- 
cability or  effect  of  such   law  shall  be  un- 
affected by  anything  herein  contained. 
~    "Sec.  12.  When  used  in  this  act,   (a)    the 
term   'submerged   lands   of   the   Continental 
Shelf'  means  the   lands    (inciudlhf  the  oil, 
B^^^ABd  Other  ThTnerals  therein)   underlying 
The  sea  and   situated   outside   the  ordinary 
low-water  mark  on  the  coast  of  the  United 
States   and    outside  the   inland   waters   and 
extending  seaward  to  the  outer  edge  of  the 
Continental    Shelf:     (b)    the    term    'seaward 
boundary   of   a  State'  shall   mean   a   line   3 
miles  distant  from  the  points  at  -which  the 
paramount  rights  of  the  Federal  Government 
in  the  submerged  lands  begin;   (c)  the  term 
'mineral   lease'  means  any  form  of  author- 
ization for  the  exploration,  development,  or 
production  of  oil,  gas,  or  other  minerals;  (d) 
the   term  'tldelands'   means  lands  regularly 
covered  and  uncovered  by  the  flow  and  ebb 
of  the  tides;    and    (e)    the  term   "Secretary" 
means  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior." 

Mr.  PEIGHAN  (interrupting  the  read- 
ing of  the  amendment).  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
further  reading  of  the  amendment  be 
dispensed  with,  inasmuch  as  this  is 
merely  the  provision  of  my  House  Joint 
Resolution  1'26.  which  I  am  sure  is  fa- 
miliar to  all  Members. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
discussion  in  ye.sterday's  general  debate 
clearly  showed  that  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  offshore  submerged  land  cases  in 
California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  decided 
that  the  States  off  whose  shores  mineral 
deposits  may  be  found  have  no  title 
thereto  or  property  interest  therein. 
Further,  the  court  held  that  the  United 
States  has  paramount  rights  and  full 
dominion  of  the  land  in  the  marginal 
belt.  The  constitutional  question  was 
raised  whether  Congress  can,  under 
article  4,  appropriate  or  give  away  tliese 
submerged  lands. 

If  all  we  are  dealing  with  is  a  mere 
fee  simple  title,  there  is  no  question  that 
the  Congress  can  dispose  of  it  without 
consideration.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
United  States  holds  its  interest  in  the 
bed  of  the  marginal  seas,  as  an  attribute 
of  national  sovereignty,  it  is  subject  to 
the  possible  argument  that  it  is  an  insep- 
arable attribute  of  national  sovereignty. 
If  this  is  so,  then  a  quitclaim  might  be 
unconstitutional.  H.  R.  4198  has  two 
provisions.  Fast,  the  quitclaim  of  thc-^e 
submerged  lands  to  the  States:  and  sec- 
ondly, if  the  quitclaim  is  unconstitu- 
tional, a  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
States  to  take  the  mineral  deposits  from 
these  lands  and  to  appropriate  them  for 
their  own  use.  This  authority  is  given 
to  the  States  over  that  portion  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  that  extend  from  the  low 
water  mark  seaward  to  the  .so-called  his- 
toric boundaries.  There  is  a  further 
provision  that  permits  any  State  legisla- 
ture to  extend  its  boundaries  to  the  ex- 
tent of  3  miles.  There  is  a  further  pro- 
vision that  if  the  State  let^ishitures  ex- 
tend their  boundaries  further  than  3 
miles  or  their  so-called  historic  bound- 
aries, and  if  the  Congress  subsequently 
approves  such  extension  by  the  States, 
that  the  States  will  have  control  over 
the  .submerged  lands  to  the  extent  of 
their  outward  and  seaward  boundaries 
possibly  to  the  end  of  the  continental 
shelf.  There  is  a  further  provision  that 
beyond  the  historic  boundaries  the  Stale 
wiIl_have"^poli£e  powers  and  the  right  to 
levy  a  Severance  tax  on  the  mineral  de- 
posits taken  from  the  submerged  lands. 

My  amendment  provides  that  the  roy- 
alties from  mineral  leases  covering  the 
submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  shall  be  used  for  grants-in-aid  of 
education  and  national  defense. 

My  amendment  is  applicable  only  to 
the  areas  outside  of  inland  waters,  that 
is.  to  submerged  areas  outside  of  inland 
waters  and  beyond  the  tideland  strip. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  three 
times  that  the  submerged  coastal  lands 
beyond  the  low-tide  mark  and  extend- 
ing seaward  belong  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  as  a  whole. 

Geologists  estimate  that  the  oil  under 
these  seas  is  worth  more  than  $40  bil- 
lion. By  earmarking  these  offshore  sub- 
merged land  oil  royalties  for  educational 
grants-in-aid  to  the  States,  Congress  has 
the  magnificent  opportunity  of  securing 
our  first  line  of  defense— the  education 
and  training  of  our  citizens,  and  to  do 
it  without  any  cost  to  the  taxpayers. 


Under  the  terms  of  this  amendment, 
the  individual  State  would  get  37 'a  per- 
cent of  the  royalties  that  the  Federal 
Government  receives  for  the  oil  produced 
off  the  shores  of  that  State  within  the 
3-mile  limit.  In  addition,  such  State 
would  .share  equally  with  all  other  States 
on  a  pro  rata  basis  in  the  remaining 
6'2'j  p)ercent  of  the  royalties  obtained  by 
the  Federal  Government.  This  appears 
to  me  to  be  very  generous  treatment  to 
California,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  as  well 
as  to  any  other  State  off  whose  shores 
mineral  deposits  may  be  produced.  Be- 
yond the  3-mile  limit,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  have  complete  jurisdic- 
tion and  central  of  all  operations  and 
it  would  receive  all  royalties. 

•  By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Peichan 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes. » 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  To  donate  to  coastal 
States  this  great  public  treasure  which 
belongs  to  all  the  48  States,  this  rich 
public  heritage  which  the  Supreme  Court 
has  three  times  decided  belongs  to  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  my 
opinion,  would  constitute  an  abdication 
of  what  I  regard  to  be  the  responsibility 
of  the  Congre-si.  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

I  believe  that  Members  of  Congress 
.should  give  thoughtful  consideration  to 
this  matter  before  they  vote  to  deprive 
their  constituents  and  their  State  of  their 
proportionate  share  of  this  national 
heritage. 

My  amendment  also  provides  for 
proper  con.servation  of  these  rich  oil- 
bearing  deposits  in  the  interest  of  our 
national  security. 

We  all  realize  that  the  Supreme  Court 
has  indicated  that  the  Congre.ss  should 
take  action  with  reference  to  these  sub- 
merged lands  in  order  to  correct  in- 
equities that  have  arisen  because  of  those 
who  have  accepted  leases  and  have  begun 
drilling  operations  under  the  mistaken 
assumption  that  their  lessors  owned  the 
submerged  lands.  Moreover.  Congress 
should  authorize  further  development  of 
the  oil  and  gas  deposits  in  these  sub- 
merged lands. 

Mr.  PERKINS  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  acntleman  yield? 

.  Mti.  f£iGiiAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  proposals  the 
gentleman  is  offering  here  are  identical. 
I  believe,  with  the  Hill  proposal  that  was 
offered  on  the  Senate  side  last  yea*'' 

Mr.  FEIGHAN,  Yes.  fundamentally 
it  is  identical,  with  just  a  few  minor 
variations. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle, 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  As  I  understand,  the 
gentleman's  substitute  would  not  recog- 
nize the  title  of  the  States  within  his- 
toric boundaries  in  accordance  with  titles 
I  and  II  of  the  Graham  bill? 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  My  amendment 
would  recognize  complete  dominion  as 
the  Supreme  Court  stated,  in  the  Federal 
Government  from  the  low-water  mark 
seaward  to  the  end  of  the  Continental 
Shelf.     The  answer,  of  course,  is  "No  " 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Peichan] 
for  his  wonderful  presentation  of  the 
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argument  involved  here.  I  want  to  go  on 
record  supporting  his  amendment.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  precedent  for  giving  the 
adjacent  States,  as  the  gentleman  pro- 
po.ses  by  his  amendment,  37 '2  percent. 
Am  I  correct  in  that  statement? 

Mr  FEIGHAN.  Yes;  37 '2  percent  of 
the  royalties  have  been  allocated  to  the 
States.  An  allocation  in  this  amount 
follows  the  practice  of  the  Federal  Min- 
erals Leasing  Act  which  was  enacted  in 
1920,  under  the  terms  of  which  the  States 
that  have  public  Federal  lands  in  their 
States  get  37 '2  percent  of  the  deposits 
on  such  public  lands.  States  adjacent  to 
the  open  seas  have  police  powers  and  re- 
sponsibilities out  to  the  3-mile  limit, 
which  is  recognized  as  the  international 
boundary. 

It  is  my  hope  that  in  the  Interest  of 
preserving  to  this  country  what  the 
Supreme  Court  has  said  belongs  to  it, 
you  will  support  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
oppo.sition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  proposed  substi- 
tute has  been  before  the  House  in  one* 
form  or  another  two  or  three  times  be- 
fore. The  substitute  amendment  in  es- 
.sence  would  affirm  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  California.  Louisi- 
ana, and  Texas  cases.  That  is  the  heart 
and  the  nub  of  this  substitute.  In 
other  words,  it  would  vest  in  the  United 
States  the  paramount  power  and  domin- 
ion, whatever  those  terms  may  jnean  to 
all  of  the  submeiged  lands  from  shore 
out  to  the  edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  proposal  would 
constitute  more  than  affirmance  of  the 
Supreme  Court  decisions  because  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  Texas,  Louisiana, 
and  California  cases  only  was  dealing 
with  that  area  within  State  boundaries 
and  was  not  specifically  dealing  with  the 
area  to  the  end  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 
I  know  in  the  Louisiana  case,  there  was 
presented  the  act  of  Louisiana  at  one 
time  enlarging  the  boundaries,  but  I 
still  hold  to  what  I  say  that  there  was 
not  before  the  Supreme  Court  a  general 
di.scussion  of  all  of  the  area  to  the  end 
of  the  Continental  Shelf. 

There  is  a  proNision  in  this  bill  which 
makes  it  slightly  different  from  the  ones 
we  acted  upon  before.  Last  time  this 
measure  was  before  us,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Celler  1  had  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  bill  then  pending  which 
would  do  the  same  thing  as  the  Peighan 
proposal  would  do,  namely,  vest  the 
juri.sdiction  in  the  Federal  Government. 
That  proposal  was.  of  course,  over- 
whelmingly defeated.  Now  there  is  a 
new  provision  in  the  Feighan  proposal, 
added  I  suppose  to  make  it  a  little  more 
tasteful  to  some,  and  that  is  the  Federal 
aid  to  education  feature.  I  say  to  my 
friend,  it  does  not  embarrass  me  at  all  to 
ri.se  in  oppo.sition  to  his  substitute  even 
with  provision  in  it  for  this  reason — he 
will  have  an  opportunity  later  on  to  carry 
out  the  question  of  Federal  aid  to  educa- 
tion because  there  was  before  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  in  the  committee  print, 
a  provision  impounding  these  revenues 
pending  a  calm  and  careful  considera- 
tion as  to  what  should  be  done  in  the 
matter.  If  the  gentleman  will  support 
that  proposal,  why  it  would  preserve  his 
rights  to  contend  for  a  fair  share  for 
education.    And  I  myself  would  like  to 


have  dispassionate  hearings  on  that  fea- 
ture of  the  proposal.  But  without  more 
on  the  subject,  I  simply  say  to  you  that 
this  is  a  repetition  of  the  move  of  those 
who  always  have  been  against  States 
rights,  that  is  to  say  the  rights  of  the 
States  to  these  tidelands.  We  have  had 
these  proposals  before.  We  have  always 
defeated  them.  With  us.  it  is  not  a 
question  of  dollars  or  of  oil,  but  it  is  a 
question  of  principle.  As  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  said  yesterday  that 
he  would  not  yield  an  inch  of  the  terri- 
tory of  Massachusetts,  I  know  that  we  in 
Louisiana,  Texas,  and  California  have 
the  same  attitude  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WILLIS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  PEIGHAN.  With  reference  to  the 
gentleman's  latest  remarks  about  those 
who  are  against  States  rights,  you  do  not 
think  for  a  moment  that  the  Supreme 
Court  in  its  decision  was  anti-States 
rights,  do  you? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Why,  I  know  exactly 
what  the  Supreme  Court  said.  It  did 
not  say  that  the  United  States  had  title. 
It  did  not  say  that  the  United  States  had 
ownership.  It  simply  said  that  the 
United  States  has  paramount  rights.  I 
will  concede  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  right  and  power  over  all 
facets  of  our  life  and  property  under  the 
Constitution  that  it  is  possible  to  have. 
It  has  the  power — the  paramount  power 
to  call  my  son  and  yours  to  the  Army, 
perhaps  to  be  shot  and  killed.  We  do  not 
deny  that,  and  tho.se  paramount  powers 
are  preserved  in  this  bill.  The  power  of 
navigation,  regulation  of  interstate  com- 
merce and  all  constitutional  powers  are 
adequately  preserved  in  the  Graham  bill. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  proposal  will 
be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  concur  in  the  re- 
marks just  advanced  by  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana.  I  am  completely  op- 
posed to  this  amendment.  The  amend- 
ment is  virtually  opposite  of  legislation 
that  has  come  out  of  the  committee;  it  is 
completely  at  the  opposite  ends  of  the 
position  taken  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  his  stand  favoring  res- 
toration of  State  ownership  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  out  to  the  historical 
lx)undaries.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  defeated. 

Mr.  YATES.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  HILLINGS.     I  yield. 
Mr.  YATES.     The  gentleman  has  just 
stated  that  this  bill  is  in  accordance  with 
the   position   of    the   President   of   the 
United  States  in  permitting  title  to  the 
States  up  to  their  historical  boundaries. 
Mr.  HILLINGS.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  YATES.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  does 
not  the  bill  go  beyond  that  and  give  to 
the  States  not  only  what  they  conceive 
to   be   their  historical  boundaries,   but 
also  the  right  to  claim  the  entire  Con- 
tinental Shelf  if  they  want  to?    And  I 
refer  the  gentleman's  attention  to  page 
9  of  the  bill,  lines  7  to  19,  inclusive. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  The  gentleman  is  in 
error  in  his  interpretation  of  the  bill. 
It  does  not  give  the  States  authority  to 


go  beyond  their  historical  boundaries 
and  claim  anything  they  desire.  Tech- 
nically, I  suppose,  anybody  can  claim 
anything.  If  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man's reference  to  the  particular  sec- 
tion correctly,  all  it  provides  is  that  the 
States  at  some  later  date  may  be  able  to 
extend  their  boundaries  if  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  should  approve,  but 
no  State  by  action  of  its  legislature  or  by 
any  action  of  the  State  itself  can  go  be- 
yond the  historical  boundaries  without 
approval  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  the  purpKJse  of  per- 
mitting me  to  read  the  section  to  which 
I  referred? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  I  do  not  yield  any 
further;  I  believe  I  have  answered  the 
question. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  directed 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  with 
regard  to  the  Supreme  Court  decision 
being  opposed  to  States'  rights,  I  would 
say  that  it  is  not  a  shining  light  as  a 
States  rights  document. 

The  amendment  offered,  as  stated  by 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Willis],  is  the  same  amendment  or  sub- 
stitute that  has  been  offered  in  this  body 
and  in  the  Senate  repeatedly.  It  seeks 
to  eradicate  the  principle  for  which  we 
fight,  and  that  is  the  historical  State 
boundaries  of  the  various  coastal  and 
Great  Lakes  States,  and  appropriate  all 
of  that  large  territory  of  290,000  square 
miles  to  the  Federal  Government.  It 
throws  a  sop  out  to  the  coastal  and 
Great  Lakes  States  by  providing  that 
they  shall  receive  37^2  percent  of  the  rev- 
enues. We  are  not  of  course  interested 
in  37^2  percent  of  the  revenue  under  this 
proposal ;  we  are  interested  primarily  in 
the  principle  of  restoring  to  the  States, 
not  giving  to  the  States,  but  restoring 
to  the  States  their  historical  boundary 
that  has  been  recognized  for  a  century 
and  a  half  by  many  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sions and  by  all  textbook  writers,  by  47 
out  of  48  of  the  various  State  attorneys 
general  and  by  various  State  officials  and 
by  all  those  who  have  written  on  the  sub- 
ject up  until  the  question  was  raised  by 
Secretary  Ickes  along  about  1938. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Not  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  provides,  and 
I  am  sure  for  the  purpose  of  catching 
votes,  that  at  least  part  of  this  money 
will  be  given  to  Federal  aid  to  education. 
This  money,  of  course,  when  it  comes  to 
the  public  under  the  present  bill  in  title  3 
would  go  into  the  general  revenues  of  the 
Treasury.  If  Congress  decides  to  appro- 
priate money  for  education  or  for  various 
reasons  it  can  do  so,  but  certainly  no 
money  and  no  fund  dealt  with  in  this 
bill  should  be  denominated  in  the  bill  as 
Pederal-aid-to-education  money  or  for 
any  other  purpose.  The  general  Treas- 
ury needs  funds  about  as  badly  as  does 
any  other  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  as  does  any  State;  so  we  think 
this  proposed  substitute  should  be  voted 
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down  because  It  Is  entirely  a  new  ap- 
proach to  this  situation  and  has  been 
voted  down  repeatedly  by  this  House  and 
by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  question  as  to  ownership  of 
submerged  marginal  lands  has  been  dis- 
cussed both  in  committee  and  on  this 
floor  to  the  fullest  extent,  both  in  this 
and  previous  sessions  of  the  Congress. 
While  I  feel  that  every  point  of  equity  or 
law  has  been  covered  I  must  impart  to 
you  the  feelings  of  the  people  whom  I 
represent  in  Louisiana.  For  decades  no 
question  ever  arose  as  to  the  Federal 
Government's  claim  to  tidelands  and 
submerged  lands  to  the  historic  bound- 
aries and  it  does  not  seem  reasonable  to 
me  that  the  nnding  of  valuable  mineral 
deposits  should  suddenly  change  the 
policy  of  the  United  States  Government. 
The  Federal  Government  at  one  time 
refused  to  negotiate  leases  off  the  coast 
of  California  L»ecause  the  then  Secretary 
of  Interior  stated  that  this  is  a  matter 
for  the  State  to  handle.  Previous  legis- 
lation has  been  passed  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Senate  granting 
ownership  to  the  States,  only  to  be  ve- 
toed, thereby  reversing  the  action  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  of  all  of 
our  States.  The  Supreme  Court  did  not 
declare  the  title  to  these  lands  were 
vested  in  the  Federal  Government,  but 
merely  mentioned  that  the  Government 
had  paramount  rights  in  these  areas. 

I  do  want  to  commend  my  colleague, 
the  Honorable  Edwin  Willis,  who  is  on 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  for  his  untir- 
ing efforts  in  the  matter  of  tidelands  leg- 
islation. Certainly  I  know  of  no  one  who 
is  better  acquainted  with  the  facts  than 
he  and  his  work  has  certainly  been  a  re- 
flection of  his  great  ability  and  genuine 
interest  in  his  representation  of  our  peo- 
ple. 

The  House  Judiciary  Committee  ap- 
proved by  a  14  to  7  vote  a  bill  which  gave 
States  complete  control  to  their  historic 
boundaries.  This  august  group,  display- 
ing a  completely  independent  and  judi- 
cious attitude,  included  in  the  bill  pro- 
visions to  tax  oil  pumped  from  sub- 
merged lands  seaward  to  those  bound- 
aries and  to  also  give  the  States  police 
authority  from  the  historic  boundaries 
to  the  edge  of  the  Continental  Shelf. 
This  committee  also  approved  of  lan- 
guage in  the  bill  determining  disposition 
of  funds  from  the  areas  out  from  the 
historic  boundaries,  and  while  some  lan- 
guage in  this  regard  appears  in  the 
printed  bill  it  apparently  is  not  the  full 
language  which  had  appeared  in  the 
committee  print. 

It  seems  to  me  now  that  because  of 
statements  of  policy  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  are  reluctant  to 
support  their  previous  position  in  these 
regards  in  the  committee.  I  cannot 
quite  understand  this  reversal  and 
strongly  urge  that  this  House  finally  de- 
termine the  case  of  ownership  of  these 
lands  in  an  equitable  manner  which  will 


not  deprive  our  people  of  Louisiana  of 
what  is  rightfully  theirs. 

As  to  taxation  on  production  outside 
of  the  historic  boundaries.  I  ask  in  fair- 
ness how  else  can  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana receive  recompense  for  the  damage 
done  to  its  highways  by  heavy  equip- 
ment rolling  through  our  State  in  the 
development  of  those  areas?  How  else 
can  Louisiana  meet  the  cost  of  educating 
children  of  workers  who  are  sent  there? 
Those  will  be  responsibilities  of  the 
State  and  I  know  of  no  other  way  to 
support  the  costs  that  will  be  involved. 
The  very  nature  of  our  coastal  areas  re- 
quire stupendous  sums  in  the  construc- 
tion of  highways  and  it  is  not  at  all  in- 
frequent that  millions  of  dollars  must 
be  spent  for  construction  and  mainte- 
nance of  bridges  on  very  short  stretches 
of  highway  because  of  the  numerous 
streams  which  must  be  crossed  to  enter 
the  coastal  area,  and  in  taxing  the 
products  of  these  areas  the  tax  would 
not  be  levied  against  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment but  against  the  individi  al  com- 
panies who  will  be  enpacred  in  the  de- 
velopment of  oil  products.  Louisiana 
has  done  a  marvelous  job  in  the  handlincj 
of  leases  for  development  of  these  areas. 
No  scandal  has  ever  been  suggested  in 
our  methods  of  negotiating  leases  on  a 
bid  basis,  with  every  applicant  being 
allowed  an  equal  chance.  Many  of  the 
major  oil  companies,  as  well  as  some 
independent  operators,  have  congratu- 
lated our  State  mineral  board  on  the 
fairness  with  which  they  have  conducted 
their  business  in  these  instances. 

If  the  submerged  lands  beyond  the 
historic  boundaries  of  the  States  become 
public  domain,  then,  certainly,  the  tax- 
ing power  of  the  States  in  which  this 
public  domain  is  located  should  be  the 
same  as  on  other  public  domains.  The 
Federal  Leasing  Act  which  applies  to 
the  domains  in  the  Western  States  pro- 
vides that  States  in  which  these  domains 
are  located  will  have  the  rights  and  priv- 
ileges of  levying  and  collecting  taxes 
on  improvements,  the  output  of  mines, 
or  other  rights  or  assets  of  any  Icsiicc  of 
the  United  States. 

As  to  the  position  that  the  United 
States  Government  must  own  the~e  sub- 
merged lands  for  purposes  of  defense,  I 
wonder  if  the  ownership  status  of  the 
Great  Lakes  would  require  a  change  in 
the  event  of  an  enemy  attack  through 
Canada  from  the  north?  Our  coastal 
areas  can  just  as  well  be  defended  re- 
gardless of  whether  these  lands  are  un- 
der the  title  of  the  individual  States  or 
the  Federal  Government,  which  in  my 
opinion  is  really  an  agent  of  the  federa- 
tion of  States.  I  am  alarmed  at  the 
apparent  thinking  from  some  sources 
that  that  situation  has  reversed,  making 
the  States  agents  of  that  all-powerful 
creation  which  is  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. We  in  Louisiana  will  always  de- 
fend the  sovereignty  of  our  State. 

As  to  the  police  power  provided  in 
the  printed  bill,  how  else  could  the  people 
engaged  in  development  beyond  the  his- 
toric boundaries  be  protected  under 
common  law?  The  police  power  referred 
to  in  this  bill  would  only  give  the  protec- 
tions of  the  people  of  civil  and  criminal 
law  through  application  of  laws  of  the 
States  in  those  areas.    The  Federal  Gov- 


ernment makes  no  provisions  for  such 
administration. 

Throughout  Louisiana  during  the  past 
presidential  election  signs  were  erected 
indicating  the  solemn  pledge  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  to  restore  the  title  of 
submerged  lands  to  our  State.  These 
.signs  were  not  written  out  in  technical 
completeness  but  were  printed  in  banner 
phrases  which  implied  almost  exactly 
what  H.  R.  4198  propo.ses.  Our  people 
have  a  right  to  expect  its  passage  as 
agreed  upon  in  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee and  certainly  will  be  disappwlnted  if 
current  policy  does  not  support  what 
they  understood  to  be  a  pledge. 

It  is  my  intention  to  continue  to  carry 
the  fight  for  my  people  in  not  acquiring, 
but  retaining,  what  is  ours,  and  if  there 
are  sufficient  votes  in  this  House  in  oppo- 
sition to  our  claim  to  what  is  rightfully 
ours  I  can  only  .«ay  that  the  responsi- 
bility will  be  theirs,  not  mine. 

Mr  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  take  the  floor  at  this 
time  to  clarify  the  di.scussion  I  had  with 
th"  gentleman  from  California  (Mr. 
Hillings!.  I  refer  his  attention  to  the 
language  as  appears  on  page  9.  I  think 
in  context  we  would  have  to  start  with 
the  sentence  beginning  in  line  2,  which 
Slates: 

Any  State  admitted  subspqucnt  to  the 
fiirmathm  of  the  Uiiloti  which  htm  not  al- 
ready dorrr  so  niny  extend  Its  .se.iward  bf^und- 
arles  to  a  line  3  ^e(>j.rriti)hk  i»l  miles  dlst:int 
from  Its  coastline,  or  to  the  International 
boundary  of  the  United  Stiites  in  the  Great 
Lake.s,  or  any  bcdy  of  water  traversed  by 
such  boundary. 

Now,  this  is  the  language  to  which  I 
refer: 

Any  clahn  heretofore  or  hererifter  aFserted 
either  by  constltmional  provision,  statute, 
or  otherwl.se,  indicating  the  Intent  of  a  State 
so  to  extend  Its  boundaries  Is  hereby  ap- 
proved and  conhrined.  without  prejudice  to 
lUs  claim.  If  any  it  h;ia.  that  Us  boundaries 
extend  beyond  that  line. 

What  I  think  this  does  immediately 
is  to  give  the  rigiit  to  a  Stale.  Louisiana, 
for  example,  which  previously  by  act  of 
its  legislature  extended  its  boundaries 
almost  all  the  way  out  to  the  limits  of 
the  Continental  Shelf,  to  continue  to  in- 
sist that  the  Federal  Government  does 
not  own  the  Continental  Shelf  beyond 
the  3-mile  limit.  P^urther  than  that, 
in  the  event  that  other  coastal  States 
have  taken  similar  action,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  have  or  not,  there  is 
thus  a  loophole  which  would  permit 
such  States  to  continue  to  assert  that 
they  have  paramount  rights  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  in  the  development  of 
any  mineral  wealth  that  exists  in  the 
Continental  Shelf. 

I  want  to  make  the  further  point  with 
reference  to  the  statement  the  gentle- 
man from  California  made  yesterday; 
that  under  the  terms  of  this  bill  nine- 
tenths  of  the  land  covered  by  this  bill 
will  go  to  the  Federal  Government  and 
one-tenth  will  go  to  the  States.  I  think 
that  in  substance  is  what  the  gentleman 
asserted  yesterday.  As  I  read  the  lan- 
guage on  page  9,  it  does  not  settle  as  of 
this  time  any  of  the  claims  that  the 
States  have  in  and  to  the  Continental 
Shelf.  What  this  does  is  to  state  that 
the  States  have  title  to  the  submerged 
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lands  for  3  miles  seaward  at  least,  and 
they  may  go  even  beyond  if  they  want 
to  as.sert  such  a  claim.  I  do  not  see  in 
this  language  the  statement  the  gentle- 
man referred  to  previously  in  which 
he  .said  that  such  claim  requires  prior 
approval  by  the  Congress.  I  do  not  see 
anything  in  the  language  which  I  have 
just  read  that  requires  congressional 
action. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  I  regret  that  when 
the  gentleman  asked  his  question  a  min- 
ute ago  I  did  not  have  the  bill  in  front 
of  me.  I  was  referring  to  another  sec- 
tion or  another  part  of  the  section  at 
the  time.  The  sentence,  beginning  on 
line  2.  page  9.  that  the  gentleman  refers 
to.  states: 

Any  State  admitted  nub^equent  to  the 
fdrmailon  of  the  Union  which  has  not  al- 
r"afly  done  so  may  extend  Its  seav.-ard  bound- 
aries to  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant 
from  Its  coastline — 

And  so  forth.  There  Is  a  following 
sentence  which  refers  to  that  previous 
.sentence.  It  merely  means  that  any 
coastal  State  which  has  not  extended  its 
boundaries  3  miles  from  the  shore  may  do 
f-o.  It  does  not  allow  any  State  to  go 
beyond  the  3  miles.  It  merely  provides 
as  I  have  stated.  Virtually  every  State 
has  already  taken  that  action  and  it  is 
recognized  as  the  historical  boundary 
line  Any  Slate  not  having  extended  its 
boundary  may  do  so.  No  Stale  could  so 
extend  its  boundary  beyond  the  3  miles. 

Mr.  YATES.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
rommittee  that  the  language  appearing 
between  line.s  7  and  19  on  page  9  means 
only  that  which  the  gentleman  from 
California  has  just  stated,  that  none  of 
the  Gulf  States  may  go  beyond  the  3- 
mile  limit,  and  may  not  proceed  to  claim 
any  portion  of  the  Continental  Shelf  be- 
yond their  so-called  historical  bound- 
aries? 

Mr  HILLINGS.  In.sofar  as  that  lan- 
guage is  concerned,  it  means  just  as  I 
have  stated,  that  any  State  which  has 
not  claimed  up  to  3  miles  now  may  do  so. 

Mr.  YATES.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
committee  by  the  passage  of  this  act  with 
that  language  in  it  to  foreclose  any  of 
the  States  of  the  Union  from  making 
claims  beyond  the  3-mile  limit  or  their 
historical  boundaries? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  It  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  foreclose  any- 
body from  making  a  claim.  Anyone  can 
do  that.  This  b;ll  would  not  prejudice 
such  a  claim. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  Objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  HALIJICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  and  I  am  not 
j:oing  to  object  to  this  request,  it  is  hoped 
that  we  can  conclude  today  the  reading 
of  this  bill  for  amendment.  If  we  can 
comply  with  the  time  limit  of  5  minutes 
I  am  sure  everybody  will  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  respect  the  majority 
leader's  suggestion.    The  only  purpose  in 


asking  for  an  additional  2  minutes  Is  to 
clear  up  a  most  imp>ortant  part  of  this 
bill.  As  I  understand  the  contention  of 
those  who  favor  this  bill,  and  I  am  not 
one  of  them,  it  is  that  this  is  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  deed  which  fixes  the  property 
rights  of  the  States  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  and  of  course 
I  will  not,  I  was  wondering  if  we  could 
not  fix  the  time,  because  I,  along  with 
the  other  members  of  the  Texas  delega- 
tion, have  an  important  luncheon  en- 
gagement with  a  constituent  of  mine,  a 
flier  just  returned  from  Korea,  who  shot 
down  13  MIG's.  We  want  to  have  lunch- 
eon with  him,  and  if  we  could  fix  the 
time  for  debate  on  this  matter,  it  would 
be  a  very  great  accommodation  to  us. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  fur- 
ther reserving  the  right  to  object,  does 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  have  in  mind 
limiting  time  on  the  pending  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  aok 
unanimous  consent  that  debate  on  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  there- 
to close  5  minutes  after  the  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  Uie  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  what 
the  gentleman  from  Cahfornia  has 
stated  \y  correct,  then  I  wonder  whether 
he  would  say  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  striking  out  the  language  ap- 
pearing between  line  7  and  line  19.  so 
that  we  may  fix  definitely  the  boundary 
lines  at  the  3-mile  limit?  What  wouid 
the  gentleman  say  with  respect  to  that? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  think  the 
gentleman  should  read  the  full  para- 
graph and  not  take  a  few  lines  of  the 
paragraph. 

Mr.  YATES.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  I  have  read  the  full  para- 
graph. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  first  part 
of  section  4  reads: 

The  seaward  boundary  of  each  original 
coastal  State  Is  hereby  approved  and  con- 
firmed as  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant 
from   its  coastline. 

The  Other  language  In  that  section 
provides  that  any  State  that  has  fur- 
nished evidence  of  its  historic  boundary 
may  bring  in  evidence  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  will  say  that  the  gen- 
tleman is  eminently  sound  in  his  conten- 
tion. This  language,  "Any  claim  hereto- 
fore or  hereafter  asserted,  either  by  con- 
stitutional provision,  statute,  or  other- 
wise," and  so  forth,  is  an  engraved  in- 
vitation to  any  State  to  extend  its 
boundary  beyond  3  miles.  It  is  very  sig- 
nificant that  the  word  "otherwise"  is 


used.  Whet  is  meant  by  "otherwise"? 
It  says,  "by  constitutional  provision, 
statute,  or  otherwise."  That  is  what  we 
call  a  "sleeper."  That  might  be  some 
old  fishing  right;  that  might  be  some  old 
resolution  that  was  offered  in  the  legis- 
lature. It  may  be  anything.  It  is  a 
catch-all  phrase  and  it  is  very  dangerous 
to  have  such  a  phrase  or  such  language 
in  legislation  of  this  character. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

OIL    FOR    EDUCATION 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  con- 
formity with  the  many  wires  and  letters 
I  have  received  from  constituents  back 
home  in  the  Third  District  of  Minnesota. 
I  have  no  other  choice  but  to  vote  against 
the  giveaway  bill  of  a  great  potential 
and  valuable  natural  resource  that  na- 
ture bestowed  to  all  the  American  people 
and  not  the  few  who  seek  personal  and 
selfish  gain  at  the  exF>ense  of  the  many. 

In  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  in  the  Pa- 
cific Ocean  are  vast  deposits  of  oil  un- 
der the  marginal  sea  and  the  Continental 
Shelf,  which  in  some  places  in  the  Gulf 
extends  out  as  far  as  150  miles  from 
shore.  The  geologists  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  the  Interior  and  of 
private  oil  companies  estimate  that  here 
are  at  least  15  billion  barrels  of  oil.  At 
the  going  price  of  $2.70  a  barrel,  which 
may  well  increase  as  the  world's  oil  re- 
.serves  are  depleted,  this  adds  up  to  over 
$40  bilhon. 

Many  proposals  have  been  put  forward 
for  getting  rid  of  these  $50  billion.  I 
shall  not  discuss  them  except  to  mention 
the  most  fantastic  of  them  all.  which  for 
some  strange  reason  is  the  one  most  in 
danger  of  acceptance.  This  is  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  48  States  disregard 
the  decisions  of  our  highest  court  and 
make  an  outright  gift  of  the  bulk  of  this 
oil  and  gas  to  3  States,  California,  Texas, 
and  Louisiana. 

The  wise  and  prudent  man.  when 
blessed  with  a  sudden  and  surprising  in- 
heritance, thinks  first  of  the  security  of 
his  family.  The  American  people  must 
think  first  of  the  security  of  their  fami- 
lies— which  means  the  security  of  their 
country. 

In  national  security  our  first  line  of 
defense  is,  of  course,  the  military  estab- 
lishment itself.  But  the  second  and 
strongest  line  of  defense  is  the  education 
and  training,  the  intellectual  and  scien- 
tific competence  of  our  citizens. 

I  suggest  that  our  present  American 
capacity  for  organization  and  produc- 
tion, which  is  the  essential  basis  of  cur 
national  security,  is  largely  the  direct  re- 
sult of  two  mighty  American  inspirations 
about  education.  The  first  of  these  was 
the  idea  of  public  support  for  free  schools 
with  good  educational  standards,  advo- 
cated and  fought  for  by  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son and  first  implemented  in  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Massachusetts  by  Horace 
Mann.  The  second  was  the  policy  of 
dedicating  revenues  from  our  public 
lands  to  education. 
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Out  of  this  f  arsighted  and  inspired  use 
of  a  portion  of  the  national  domain  has 
arisen  a  system  of  great  educational  in- 
stitutions upon  which  the  higher  educa- 
tion of  a  great  number  of  Americans  de- 
pends. No  one  can  estimate  what  it  has 
meant  to  the  development  and  progress 
of  the  United  States.  Along  with  the  ap- 
plication of  public  funds  for  free  educa- 
tion for  all  at  the  primary  and  secondary 
level,  it  has  contributed  vastly  to  that 
trained  competence  in  industry,  in  agri- 
culture, in  social  organization,  upon 
which  our  national  strength  is  based;  a 
trained  competence,  not  of  a  selected 
few,  but  of  a  whole  nation. 

The  proF>osal  embodied  in  the  oil-for- 
education  amendment  is  entirely  in  ac- 
cordance with  our  continuing  national 
tradition  of  devoting  the  proceeds  of 
public  lands  to  the  support  of  education. 
The  adoption  of  this  proposal  will  be  a 
historic  act  comparable  to  the  ordinances 
of  1785  and  1787  and  to  the  Morrill  Act 
of  1862.  In  fact,  the  revenues  from  the 
oil-for-education  idea  will  probably  in 
the  course  of  time  far  exceed  the  sum  to- 
tal of  receipts  from  all  previous  Federal 
grants  of  public  lands  for  educational 
purposes.  Adoption  of  the  proposal  will 
be  like  dedicating  an  oil  well  to  the  sup- 
port of  each  school  and  college  in 
America. 

A  GOOD   USE  FOR   OIL   KONET 

The  concern  of  the  oil  comparjes  for 
Spates'  rights  has  been  sharply  evident  in 
the  struggle  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  some  States  for  control  of 
the  tidelands  oil  fields.  But  one  suspects 
that  their  concern  is  more  practical  than 
philosophic.  It  is  evident  that  they  be- 
lieve their  profits  wculd  be  greater  in 
deals  with  the  States  than  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

As  Senator  Lister  Hill  pointed  out  in 
Harper's  magazine  some  time  ago.  it 
would  be  unthinkable  to  deliver  this  fab- 
ulous fortune  in  oil  to  three  States — Cali- 
fornia. Louisiana,  and  Texas.  And  he 
proposes  a  compromise  which  seems  to 
have  much  merit:  Why  not  use  the  oil 
money  to  improve  the  Nation's  school 
system?  Certainly  no  one — with  the 
po.sslble  exception  of  those  who  stand  to 
profit  by  other  arrangements — would  ob- 
ject to  such  a  painless  solution  to  the 
problem  of  both  schools  and  tidelands 
oil. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  p>erhaps 
no  issue  to  come  before  this  House  in 
recent  times  has  been  as  widely  mis- 
understood as  this  legislation  dealing 
with  the  submerged  lands  or  the  so- 
called  tidelands  bill.  Many  have  seen  fit 
to  beat  the  drums  of  prejudice  and  to 
charge  that  this  bill  is  a  gigantic  give- 
away. They  have  done  much  to  spread 
the  already  widely  held  misconception 
that  this  is  a  sectional  matter  that  af- 
fects only  3  or  4  States  of  the  Union 
and  have  charged  that  the  other  States 
and  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
would  have  everything  to  gain  and  noth- 


ing to  lose  by  the  taking  of  these  lands 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

In  the  beginning,  let  me  say  that  this 
issue  is  not  a  sectional  one.  It  is  an  issue 
that  involves  the  fundamental  concept 
of  State  and  private  ownership  of  prop- 
erty, and  as  such,  is  a  matter  in  which 
every  man,  woman,  and  child  of  these 
United  States  has  a  vital  stake.  It  ex- 
emplifies the  familiar  spectacle  of  the 
Federal  Goverrmient  usurping  more  and 
more  of  the  power  of  the  States.  It 
strikes  at  the  very  heart  of  the  historic 
organization  of  our  Government,  and  in 
considering  this  legislation,  we  must  like- 
wise determine  whether  the  individuals 
and  States  that  make  up  this  Union  have 
rights  in  property  that  are  sacred  and 
deserve  protection  or  whether  all  of  our 
ownership  is  subject  to  the  whims  of  an 
all-px)werful  Federal  Government  that 
might  devest  us  under  the  ill-conceived 
theory  of  paramount  rights  at  any  time. 

On  several  occasions  during  the  de- 
bate on  this  bill,  the  proponents  of  Fed- 
eral ownership  have  asked.  'Where  is 
the  title  to  the  tidelands  now?"  or  'How 
can  any  lawyer  defend  the  title  of  the 
States  now?"  I  should  like  very  briefly, 
as  a  lawyer,  to  set  forth  precisely  as  I  can 
the  defense  of  Texas  to  her  title  and  to 
show  that  the  title  to  the  so-called  tide- 
lands  is  now  vested  in  the  State  of  Texas. 
In  order  to  do  this.  I  must  first  ask  that 
we  consider  this  matter  with  complete 
disregard  of  the  total  prejudicial  hog- 
wash  that  has  cluttered  the  radio,  tele- 
vision, and  newspapers  concerning  this 
issue  and  that  we  look  at  the  facts  as 
they  exist  historically. 

In  the  first  place,  we  must  realize  that 
the  State  of  Texas  entered  the  Union  as 
an  independent  Republic  as  a  result  of 
negotiations  with  the  United  States  and 
that  during  the.se  negotiations  the  Re- 
public of  Texas  acted  as  an  independent 
nation  and  that  the  State  of  Texas  was 
not  created  by  the  Federal  Government 
out  of  territories  that  it  already  pos- 
sessed and  owned.  After  Texas  became 
a  Republic,  the  first  Congress  of  that 
Republic  fixed  its  limits  by  an  act  on 
December  19,  1836.  which,  among  other 
things,  established  its  boundaries  as  fol- 
lows : 

Beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine 
River  and  running  west  alon?  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  3' leagues  of  land  tu  the  mouth  of 
the  Rio  Grande. 

About  a  year  later.  President  Andrew 
Jackson  said: 

The  title  of  Texas  to  the  territory  she 
claims  is  identifleti   with  her  lndei)endence. 

The  first  attempt  of  Texas  to  come 
into  the  Union  was  not  successful. 
After  some  preliminary  negotiation  in 
1844,  a  treaty  was  prepared  and  signed 
by  the  Republic  of  Texas  and  the  United 
States,  which  provided  for  the  annexa- 
tion of  Texas.  In  this  treaty  Texas  was 
to  cede  to  the  Union  its  public  land,  and 
the  United  States  was  to  assume  the  pub- 
lic debt  of  Texas.  This  treaty  was  sent 
to  the  Senate  and  was  defeated  by  a 
vote  of  36  to  16.  If  you  read  the  records 
of  that  debate,  you  will  see  that  one  of 
the  principal  reasons  for  the  defeat  of 
this  measure  was  that  it  was  the  con- 
sensus of  the  Senate  that  Texas  public 
lands  were  worthless,  and  more  than  one 
Senator  expressed  the  idea  during  that 


debate  that  Texas,  if  she  were  to  come 
into  the  Union,  should  keep  her  lands 
and  pay  her  own  debts. 

After  the  defeat  of  this  proposal,  there 
were  a  series  of  counter  proposals  and 
negotiations  continued.  Some  of  the 
proposals  that  were  made  during  \.h\& 
period  provided  that  Texas  was  to  cede 
to  the  United  States  its  minerals,  mines, 
salt  lakes,  and  springs.  None  of  these 
proposals  were  adopted,  and  on  one  oc- 
casion one  of  these  amendments  to  a 
proposal  which  would  have  required 
Texas  to  give  up  her  mineral  rights  was 
defeated  in  this  House.  Subsequently,  a 
revised  resolution  was  adopted  calling 
for  the  annexation  of  Texas.  Thus,  it 
is  a  historical  fact  that  this  very  House, 
immediately  prior  to  Texas's  coming 
into  the  Union  considered  and  deter- 
mined that  Texas  should  not  cede  to  the 
Union  her  public  lands  or  her  minerals. 
This  latter  proposal,  after  being  passed 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  was 
submitted  to  and  accepted  by  the  Re- 
public of  Texas  as  the  basis  for  its  ad- 
mission into  the  Union.  The  resolution 
passed  by  the  Houie  at  that  time  con- 
tained two  paragraphs.  The  first  re- 
cited that  Texas  should  be  admitted  into 
the  Union  as  a  State  with  a  Republican 
form  of  goverhment  adopted  by  the  peo- 
ple of  Texas  and  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States.  The  second 
paragraph  specified  the  details  of  an- 
nexation. 

The  most  important  of  these  specific 
provisions  was  that  Texas  was  to  retain 
its  public  debt  and  was  to  retain  title 
to  all  vacant  unappropriated  lands  lying 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  Repubhc  of 
Texas. 

Much  has  been  said  In  the  debate  here 
about  the  fact  that  Texas  came  into  the 
Union  on  equal  footing  with  the  other 
States,  and  my  distingui.'-hed  coUeacue 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Wilson  1 ,  who  has  done 
so  much  to  bring  this  bill  to  the  floor  of 
the  House,  has  ably  answered  these  ar- 
guments, and  you  will  all  recall  how  he 
pointed  out  to  you  that  it  is  a  basic 
le'^al  concept  that  speciflc  provisions  of 
any  acreement  or  contract  control  the 
general  provisions.  There  is  no  further 
need  for  me  to  discuss  that  here,  but  I 
would  like  to  point  out  as  a  further  fact 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  first  two 
paragraphs  of  the  Hou.se  resolution 
which  I  referred  to  a  moment  ago  about 
equal  footing  with  other  States.  This 
equal-footing  question  came  into  the 
resolution  in  the  Senate  when  that  body 
provided  by  an  amendment  to  the  House 
resolution  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  was  to  have  the  option  at 
hi.<:  own  judgment  and  di.scretion  to  nego- 
tiate the  annexation  of  Texas  by  treaty 
which  would  admit  Texas  into  the  Union 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  other 
States  instead  of  submitting  to  the  Re- 
public of  Texas  the  propo-sals  of  the  first 
and  second  paragraphs  of  the  resolution 
as  passed  by  the  House.  The  then  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States.  John  Tyler, 
cho.se  not  to  exercise  the  option  given 
him  in  the  paragraph  added  in  the  Sen- 
ate, but  instead,  submitted  the  provisions 
of  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  House 
resolution.  This  was  approved  unani- 
mously by  the  Congress  of  the  Republic 
of  Texas.  After  the  approval  by  Texas, 
the  people  of  Texas,  in  a  convention 
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called  to  prepare  a  State  constitution 
to  ratify  the  acceptance  by  the  Texas 
Congress  of  the  proposal  leading  to  an- 
n-'xation.  passed  an  ordinance  of  accept- 
ance which  stated: 

We.  the  deputies  of  the  people  of  Texaa.  do 
ordain  and  declare  that  we  assent  to  and 
accrpi  tiie  proposals,  conditions,  and  guaran- 
tr's  contained  In  the  first  and  second  sec- 
t.ons  of  the  res<jlution  of  the  Congress  of 
tlie  United  States. 

On  December  19. 1845.  President  James 
K.  Polk  signed  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Cunizress  of  the  United  States  which  re- 
ferred to  the  offer  by  the  United  States 
and  the  acceptance  of  the  provisions  of 
1  exas  of  the  first  and  second  paragraphs 
of  the  joint  resolution  which  I  have  dis- 
cu.s.ied. 

So.  we  .see  that  even  thoufh  under 
the  Senate  amendment  the  President  of 
the  United  States  could  have  carried  on 
negotiations  to  bring  Texas  into  the 
Union  on  equal  footing  with  the  other 
States,  he  did  not  elect  to  do  so.  but 
rather  followed  the  first  two  paragraphs 
of  the  resolution,  and  actually  the  pro- 
posal submitted  to  and  ratified  by  Texas 
contained  no  mention  of  equal  footing 
with  other  States.  One  of  the  specific 
proposals  in  the  resolution  and  one  that 
was  acted  on  and  relied  on  in  good  faith 
by  the  people  of  Texas  was  that  Texas 
was  to  retain  her  public  lands  within 
her  boundaries,  and,  as  I  have  previously 
noted,  the  boundaries  of  Texas  had  been 
established  as  three  leagues  of  land 
along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  from  the  Sa- 
bine River  to  the  Rio  Grande. 

For  over  100  years  Texas  had  po.sses- 
sion  and  exercised  dominion  and  con- 
trol over  these  lands,  and  its  ownership 
had  been  recognized  by  the  United 
States  Government  during  that  period 
of  time.  Yesterday  several  here  asked 
about  the  recognition  of  our  title,  and 
in  reply,  I  point  out  that  over  50  deci- 
sions of  the  Supreme  Court  recognize 
the  title  of  the  States  in  submerged  lands 
and  that  historically  for  over  100  years 
in  dealings  and  tran.sactions  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  State 
of  Texas,  the  ownership  by  the  State 
of  these  lands  has  been  almost  daily 
recognized. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Let  me 
say  here  that  as  a  citizen  and  as  a  law- 
yer. I  have  a  great  resr>ect  for  the  Su- 
preme Court,  but  it  is  singular  that  in 
the  .<;o-called  Texas  tidelands  case  four 
members  of  the  Supreme  Court  ignored 
the  provisions  of  the  annexation  of 
Texas  by  which  we  retained  our  lands 
and  minerals,  and  in  justification  of  this 
ruling,  the.se  four  Justices  relied  upon 
the  alternate  equal  footing  provision 
which  was  never  submitted  by  the  Presi- 
d  nt  of  the  United  States  to  the  Repub- 
lic of  Texas  and  was  never  considered, 
accepted,  or  agreed  to  by  the  Republic 
of  Texas.  It  was  contained  in  none  of 
the  propo.sals  or  negotiations  by  which 
Texas  finally  came  into  the  Union.  The 
equal-footing  proF>osal  was,  in  effect,  re- 
jected both  by  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Texas,  but  the  Supreme 
Court  implies  that  it  is  controlling.  It  is 
also  singular  that  in  the  Texas  tidelands 
case  for  the  first  time  in  history  the  Su- 
preme Court  refused  to  allow  a  State 


against  whom  a  controversial  lawsuit  has 
been  filed  by  the  Federal  Government  to 
present  evidence  to  support  its  position. 
The  Supreme  Court  failed  to  look  at 
and  study  the  documents  upon  which 
Texas  bases  its  title.  Now,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  is  our  title  based  on  historic 
evidence  that  has  not  and  cannot  be 
contradicted.  The  deed  to  the  State  of 
Texas  is  sealed  with  the  blood  of  those 
who  established  our  indep)endence  by 
their  victory  at  San  Jacinto,  and  the 
present  citizens  of  the  State  of  Texas 
hold  a  conveyance  to  these  submerged 
lands  from  the  people  of  the  Texas  Re- 
public who  established  their  boundaries 
at  three  leagues  and  entered  into  a  sol- 
emn contract  with  the  United  States  for 
their  admission  to  the  Union. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  I  Mr.  FeighanJ. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Peighan) 
there  were — ayes  28,  noes  82. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr,  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ofifer 
an  amendment  . 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Pekkins:  Strike 
out  all  alter  the  enacting  clause  and  substi- 
tute in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "That 
(a)  those  mineral  leases  covering  submerged 
lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  issued  by 
any  Stale  or  political  subdivision  or  grantee 
thereof  (including  any  extension,  renewal, 
or  replacement  thereof  heretofore  granted 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  such  lease  or  under 
the  laws  of  such  State)  shall  be  continued 
In  force  and  effect:  Provided.  That^ 

•■(1)  such  lease,  or  a  true  copy  thereof, 
shall  have  been  filed  with  the  Secretary  by 
the  lessee  or  his  duly  authorized  agent  within 
90  days  from  the  effective  date  of  this  act, 
or  within  such  further  period  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary; 

"(2)  such  lease  (1)  was  issued  prior  to  De- 
cember 21,  1948,  and  was  in  force  and  effect 
in  accordance  with  its  terms  and  provisions 
and  the  law  of  the  State  IssulDs  it  on  June 
6,  1950.  or  (ii)  was  Issued  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  and  was  in  force  and  effect 
In  accordance  with  Its  terms  and  provisions 
and  the  law  of  the  State  Issuing  it  on  the 
effective  date  of  this  act; 

"(3)  within  90  days  from  the  effective  date 
of  this  act,  there  shall  have  been  filed  with 
the  Secretary  (1)  a  certificate  Issued  by 
the  State  official  or  agency  having  Jurisdic- 
tion stating  that  the  lease  meets  the  re- 
quirements of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsec- 
tion or  (ii).  In  the  al>sence  of  such  certifi- 
cate, evidence  in  the  form  of  affidavits,  re- 
ceipts, canceled  checks,  or  other  documents 
from  which  the  Secretary  shall  determine 
whether  such  lease  was  so  in  force  and 
effect; 

"(4)  except  as  provided  in  section  3  of  this 
act  all  rents,  royalties,  and  other  sums  paya- 
ble under  such  a  lease  between  June  5,  1950, 
and  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  which  have 
not  been  paid,  and  all  rents,  royalties,  and 
other  sums  payable  under  such  a  lease  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  act  shall  be  paid 
to  the  Secretary,  who  shall  deposit  them  In 
a  special  fund  in  the  Treasury  to  be  disposed 
of  as  provided  in  section  5  of  this  act; 

"(5)  the  holder  of  such  lease  agrees  In 
writing,  filed  with  the  Secretary  within  90 
days  from  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  that 
Buch  lease  shall  continue  to  be  subject  to 
the  overriding  royalty  obligations  existing  on 
the  effective  date  of  this  act; 

"(6)  such  lease  was  not  obtained  by  fraud 
or  misrepresentation; 


"(T)  such  lease.  If  issued  on  or  after  June 
23,  1947.  was  issued  upon  the  basis  of  com- 
petitive bidding; 

"(8)  such  lease  provides  for  a  royalty  to 
the  lessor  of  not  less  than  12  Vi  percent  in 
amount  or  value  of  the  production  saved, 
removed,  or  sold  under  such  lease.  If  the 
lease  provides  for  a  lesser  royalty,  the  holder 
thereof  may  bring  it  within  the  provisions 
of  this  paragraph  by  consenting  in  writing. 
filed  with  the  Secretary  within  90  days  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  act.  to  the  increase 
of  the  royalty  to  the  minimum  herein  speci- 
fied; 

"(9)  such  lease  will  terminate  within  a 
period  of  not  more  than  5  years  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  act  in  the  absence  of 
production  or  operations  for  drilling.  If  the 
lease  provides  for  a  longer  period,  the  holder 
thereof  may  bring  It  within  the  provisions 
of  this  pmragraph  by  consenting  In  writing, 
filed  with  the  Secretary  within  90  days  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  act,  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  such  period,  so  that  it  will  not  exceed 
the  maximum  period  herein  specified;  and 
"(10)  the  holder  of  such  lease  furnishes 
such  surety  bond  as  the  Secretary  may  re- 
quire and  complies  with  such  other  require- 
ments as  the  Secretary  may  deem  to  be  rea- 
sonable and  necessary  to  protect  the  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States. 

"(b)  A  mineral  lease  which  comes  within 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  continue  in  force  and  effect  In 
accordance  with  Its  provisions  for  the  full 
term  thereof  and  of  any  extension,  renewal, 
or  replacement  authorized  therein  or  here- 
tofore authorized  by  the  law  of  the  State 
issuing  such  lease,  unless  minerals  were  not 
being  produced  from  such  lease  on  or  before 
December  11,  1950;  then  the  lease  shall  re- 
main in  force  and  effect  for  a  term  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  act  equal  to  the  term 
remaining  unexpired  on  Decem-ber  11,  1950, 
under  the  provisions  of  such  lease,  of  any 
extensions,  renewals,  or  replacements  au- 
thorized therein,  or  heretofore  authorized 
by  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing,  or  whose 
grantee  issued,  such  lease.  A  negative  de- 
termination under  this  subsection  may  be 
made  by  the  Secretary  only  after  giving  to 
the  holder  of  the  lease  notice  and  an  op- 
portunity to  be  heard. 

"(c)  The  Secretary  shall  exercise  rucli 
powers  of  supervision  and  control  with  re- 
spect to  any  mineral  lease  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  sec- 
tion as  may  be  vested  In  the  lessor  by  law 
or  the  terms  and  provisions  of  the  lease. 

"(d)  Nothing  in  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  shall  be  construed  to  be  a  waiver  of 
any  claim,  if  any,  which  the  United  States 
may  have  against  any  person  respecting  sums 
payable  or  paid  for  or  under  the  lea,se,  or 
respecting  activities  conducted  under  the 
lease,  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 
"Sec.  2.  Upon  the  application  of  any  lessor 
or  lessee  of  a  mineral  lease  Issued  by  or 
■  under  the  authority  of  a  State,  its  political 
subdivision  or  grantee  on  tidelands  or  sub- 
merged lands  beneath  navigable  Inland 
waters  within  the  boundaries  of  such  State, 
the  Secretary,  after  obtaining  the  approval 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
is  authorized  to  certify  that  the  United  States 
does  not  claim  any  interest  in  such  lands  or 
in  the  mineral  deposits  within  them.  The 
authority  granted  in  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  rights  of  the  United  States  in  lands 
(a)  which  have  been  lawfully  acquired  by  the 
United  States  from  any  State,  either  at  the 
time  of  its  admission  into  the  Union  or 
thereafter,  or  from  any  person  In  whom  such 
rights  had  vested  under  the  law  of  a  State 
or  under  a  treaty  or  other  arrangement  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  a  foreign  power, 
or  otherwise,  or  from  a  grantee  or  successor 
in  interest  of  a  State  or  such  person;  or  (b) 
which  were  owned  by  the  United  States  at 
the  time  of  the  admission  of  a  State  into  the 
Union  and  which  were  expressly  retained  by 
the  United  States;  or  (c)  which  the  United 
States  lawfully  holds  under  the  law  ol  tti* 
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state  In  which  the  lands  are  situated:  or  (d) 
which  are  held  by  the  United  States  in  trust 
for  the  benefit  of  any  person  or  persona.  In- 
cluding any  tribe,  band,  or  group  of  Indians 
or  for  individual  Indians. 

"Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  subsections  (a) 
and  (c)  of  the  first  section  of  this  act.  in  the 
event  of  a  controversy  between  the  United 
States  and  a  State  as  to  whether  or  not  lands 
are  submerged  lands  beneath  navigable  in- 
land waters,  the  Secretary  Is  authorized, 
after  obtaining  the  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  Sates,  to  negotiate  and 
enter  Into  necessary  agreements  respecting 
operations  under  existing  mineral  leases  and 
payment  and  impounding  of  rents,  royalties, 
and  other  sums  payable  thereunder,  or  re- 
specting the  Issuance  or  nonlssuance  of  new 
mineral  leases  pending  the  settlement  or  ad- 
judication of  the  controversy.  Payments 
made  to  the  United  States  pursuant  to  any 
such  agreement  shall  be  considered  to  be 
made  In  compliance  with  paragraph  (4)  of 
subsection  (a)  of  the  first  section  of  this  act. 
If  final  settlement  or  adjudication  of  such 
controversy  is  in  favor  of  the  United  States, 
then  all  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply. 
The  authorization  contained  in  this  section 
is  not.  and  shall  not  be  construed  to  be.  a 
limitation  upon  the  authority  conferred  on 
the  Secretary  in  other  sections  of  this  act. 

"Sue.  4.  (a)  The  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
Issue  to  the  highest  qualified  bidder,  on  the 
basis  of  competitive  bidding,  mineral  leases 
on  submerged  lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
not  covered  by  leases  within  the  scope  of 
subsection  (a)  of  the  first  section  of  this  act. 
"(b)  A  mineral  lease  Issued  by  the  Secre- 
tary pursuant  to  this  section  shall  cover  an 
area  of  such  size  and  dimensions  as  he  may 
determine,  shall  be  for  a  period  of  5  years 
and  as  long  thereafter  as  minerals  may  be 
produced  from  the  area  In  paying  quanti- 
ties or  drilling  or  well  reworking  operations 
as  approved  by  the  Secretary  are  conducted 
thereon,  shall  require  the  payment  of  a 
royalty  of  not  less  than  12 'i  percent,  and 
ehall  contain  such  rental  provisions  and  such 
other  terms  and  provisions  as  the  Secretary 
may  by  regulation  prescribe  in  advance  of 
offering  the  area  for  lease. 

"(c)  All  moneys  paid  to  the  Secretary  for 
or  under  leases  granted  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  be  deposited  in  a  special  fund 
In  the  Treasury  to  l)e  disposed  of  as  pro- 
vided In  section  5  of  this  act. 

"(d)  The  issuance  of  any  lease  by  the  Sec- 
retary under  this  section,  or  the  refusal  of 
the  Secretary  to  certify  that  the  United  States 
does  not  claim  any  interest  in  any  submerged 
lands  under  section  2  of  this  act,  shall  not 
nrejudlce  the  ultimate  settlement  or  adjudi- 
cation of  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  area  Involved  Is  submerged  land  beneath 
the  navigable  Inland  waters. 

"S»c.  5.  All  moneys  received  by  the  Sec- 
retary from  leases  Issued  pursuant  to  this 
act  shall  be  held  for  use  as  grants-in-aid  of 
primary,  secondary,  and  higher  education. 

"Sec.  8.  The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Orants-in-Aid  of  Education  Is  hereby  created 
to  be  composed  of  12  persons  with  expe- 
rience In  the  field  of  education  and  public 
administration,  4  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  4  by  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  4  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  No  more 
than  2  from  each  group  of  4  appointees  shall 
be  of  the  same  political  party.  It  shall  b« 
the  function  of  such  Council  to  draft  and 
report  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
for  submission  to  the  Congress  not  later 
than  6  months  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act,  a  plan  for  an  equitable  allocation 
of  the  grants-in-aid  of  primary,  secondary, 
and  higher  education  provided  in  section  5 
of  this  act. 

"Sbc.  7.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  State 
or  political  subdivision  or  grantee  thereof 
having  Issued  any  mineral  lease  or  grant 
covering  submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shell  to  file  witb  tbe  Attorney  General  oC 


the  United  States  on  or  before  December  31, 
1953,  a  statement  of  the  moneys  or  other 
things  of  value  received  by  such  State  or 
political  subdivision  or  grantee  from  or  on 
account  of  such  lease  or  grant  since  January 
1,  1940,  and  the  Attorney  General  shall  sub- 
mit the  statement  so  received  to  the  Con- 
gress not  later  than  February  1,  1954. 

"Sec.  8.  The  provisions  of  section  5  of  this 
act  shall  not  apply  to  moneys  received  and 
held  pursiiant  to  any  agreement  pending  the 
settlement  or  adjudication  of  any  contro- 
versy referred  to  in  section  3  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  9.  The  Secretary  Is  authorized  to  Issue 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  deem 
to  be  necessary  or  advisable  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  The  President  may,  at  any 
time,  withdraw  from  disposition  any  of  the 
unleased  lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  and 
reserve  them  for  the  use  of  the  United  States 
In  the  Interest  of  national  security. 

"(b)  In  time  of  war,  or  when  the  Presi- 
dent shall  so  preFCribe,  the  United  States 
shall  have  the  rlj^ht  of  first  refusal  to  pur- 
chase at  the  market  price  all  or  any  portion 
of  the  minerals  produced  from  the  sub- 
merged  lands  covered   by   this  act. 

"(c)  AU  leases  Issued  under  this  act,  and 
leases,  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
which  are  authorized  under  this  act,  shall 
contain  or  be  construed  to  contain  a  provi- 
sion vesting  authority  in  the  Secretary,  upon 
the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, to  suspend  op)eratlons  under,  or  to 
terminate  any  such  lease  during  a  state  of 
war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
Congress  or  the  President  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  act,  and  for  the  payment  of  Just 
compensation  to  the  owner  of  any  such  lease. 

"Sec.  11.  Nothing  herein  contained  shall 
affect  such  rights,  if  any,  as  may  have  been 
acquired  under  any  law  of  the  United  States 
by  any  person  on  lands  subject  to  this  act 
and  such  rights.  If  any.  shall  be  governed  by 
the  law  In  effect  at  the  time  they  may  have 
been  acquired.  Nothing  in  this  section  Is 
Intended  or  shall  be  construed  as  a  finding, 
interpretation  or  construction  by  the  Con- 
gress that  the  law  under  which  such  rights 
may  be  claimed  In  fact  applies  to  the  lands 
subject  to  this  act  or  authorizes  or  compels 
the  granting  of  such  rights  of  such  lands, 
and  that  the  determination  of  the  applioa- 
billty  or  effect  of  such  law  shall  be  unaffect- 
ed  by   anything   herein   contained. 

"Sec.  12.  When  used  in  this  act,  (a)  the 
term  'submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  means  the  lands  (Including  the  oil. 
gas,  and  other  minerals  therein)  underly- 
ing the  sea  and  situated  outside  the  ordinary 
low-water  mark  on  the  coast  of  the  United 
States  and  outside  the  Inland  waters  and 
extending  seaward  to  the  outer  edge  of  the 
Continental  Shelf;  (b)  the  term  "mineral 
lease'  means  any  form  of  authorization  for 
the  exploration,  development,  or  production 
of  oil,  gas,  or  other  minerals:  (c)  the  term 
'tldelands'  means  lands  regularly  covered  and 
uncovered  by  the  flow  and  the  ebb  of  the 
tides;  and  (d)  the  term  'Secretary'  means  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior." 

Mr.  PERKINS  (interrupting  the  read- 
ing of  the  amendment ) .  Mr,  Chairman, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  further 
reading  of  the  amendment  be  dispensed 
with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  object.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. Under  the  previous  statement 
made  by  the  majority  leader,  we  are 
seeking  to  limit  this  debate.  Ample  no- 
tice has  been  given.    I  object.  ^ 


Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re- 
gret that  the  gentlemen  on  the  majority 
side  have  taken  this  attitude  of  denying 
sufficient  time  to  get  the  issue  clearly 
before  this  Committee. 

I  offer  House  Joint  Resolution  89  as 
a  substitute.  This  substitute  protects  the 
equities  of  all  mineral  leases  issued  by 
the  States  covering  the  submerged  lands 
of  the  Continental  Shelf,  and  provides 
that  other  leases  shall  be  Issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  that  the 
royalties  from  all  such  leases  shall  be 
used  for  grants-in-aid  of  primary,  sec- 
ondary, and  hi'j;her  education,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

This  amendment  differs  from  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  in  that  it  does  not  concede 
anythinj?  from  the  low  mark,  seaward  to 
the  States.  It  provides  that  all  the  rev- 
enue shall  be  expended  for  educational 
purpo.<ies. 

I  am  sure  that  this  committee  is  well 
aware  of  the  unusually  large  growth  in 
the  school-ase  population,  the  in- 
adequate supply  of  teachers,  and  the  de- 
teriorating condition  of  the  .school  build- 
ings throughout  the  country.  These 
facts  are  the  basis  for  the  substitute  bill. 

The  bill  provides  for  an  Advisory  Coun- 
cil on  Grants-in-Aid  of  Education  to  be 
compo.sed  of  12  person.s  with  experience 
in  the  field  of  education  and  public  ad- 
ministration, 4  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  4  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Repre.sentatives.  and  4 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
No  more  than  2  fiom  each  group  of  4 
appointees  shall  be  of  the  same  political 
party.  It  shall  be  the  function  of  such 
Council  to  draft  and  report  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  for  submission 
to  the  Congress  not  later  than  6  months 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  joint 
resolution,  a  plan  for  an  equitable  allo- 
cation of  the  grants-in-aid  of  primary, 
secondary,  and  higher  education. 

All  of  the  three  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  clearly  held  that  neither 
the  Thirteen  Original  Colonies,  nor  a 
State  that  came  into  the  Union  after  our 
independence,  can  claim  any  proprietary 
rights  beyond  the  low-water  mark,  and 
that  the  so-called  marginal  area  of  3 
miles  did  not  belong  to  the  States,  that 
the  States  could  exercise  police  powers 
and  certain  taxing  powers,  but  could  not 
exercise  proprietary  rights. 

The  development  of  oil  and  gas  from 
this  area  certainly  is  a  proprietary  right 
which  belongs  to  all  the  people  in  all  the 
States. 

This  debate  has  been  punctuated 
throughout  with  propaganda  and  con- 
fusion with  the  sole  idea  to  get  as  many 
Members  as  possible  from  the  remaining 
45  States  to  go  along  with  the  interested 
States  of  Louisiana,  California,  and 
Texas.  That  is  the  only  reason  why  the 
interested  States,  along  with  the  help  of 
the  oil  lobby,  have  managed  to  confuse 
this  issue. 

We  all  know  that  this  whole  contro- 
versy arose  out  of  the  disputes  involving 
the  States  of  Louisiana.  California,  and 
Texas.  Who  in  here  can  truthfully  deny 
that  these  three  States  are  not  the  inter- 
ested ones.  The  Supreme  Court  has 
clearly  held  that  the  inland  waterways, 
lakes,  rivers,  and  harbors  are  not  involved 
here. 
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Mr  Chairman,  if  we  really  want  to  do 
something  for  education  in  this  country, 
we  now  have  the  opportunity.  I  have 
Ixfore  me  a  book  entitled  "The  Unedu- 
cated," which  recently  came  off  the  Co- 
lumbia University  Press,  where  President 
Eisenhower  established  a  conservation  of 
human  resources,  a  research  project,  in 
19.')0.  within  the  Graduate  School  of 
Busuie.ss  of  Columbia  University.  Philip 
Younu,  dean  of  the  Graduate  School  of 
Bu.sines.s.  was  appointed  administrative 
head  of  the  project.  Eli  Ginzberg.  pro- 
fe.s-sor  of  economics  in  the  Graduate 
School  of  Business,  was  director  of  the 
project. 

I  would  like  to  take  time  to  read  the 
fir.st  two  paragraphs  from  chapter  1  en- 
titled 'Our  Human  Resources." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
geiulrman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
mnvites  to  explain  my  point. 

Mr  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must 
object. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  substitute 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  same  type 
of  substitute  amcnc.ment  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  offered  except  that  it  is 
a  little  worse.  The  gentleman  just  made 
the  statement  that  there  was  no  Su- 
preme Court  decision  holding  that  the 
Original  States  and  the  other  States 
owned  to  their  historic,  seaward  bound- 
aries. I  refer  him  to  the  case  of  Martin 
apainst  Waddel.  reported  in  Sixteenth 
Peters,  page  367.  which  was  decided  in 
1842  when  the  Court  said: 

When  the  Revolutloi  took  place  the  people 
of  each  StaU  became  theniselves  sovereign 
and  In  that  character  .lold  the  absolute  right 
to  all  their  navigable  waters  and  soils  under 
them  for  their  own  common  use. 

I  refer  him  to  the  case  of  Pollard  v. 
Ilagan  (44  U.  S.  212>.  where  the  Court 
said: 

First,  the  shore  of  navigable  waters  and 
the  Kjils  under  them  were  not  granted  by 
the  Constitution  to  ihe  United  States  but 
were  reserved  to  the  States  respectively. 
Second,  the  new  Slatts  have  the  same  right. 
6<nerelgnty.  and  Jurb  diction  over  this  sub- 
ject as  the  Original  Sates. 

I  also  call  the  gentleman's  attention 
to  some  50  cases  (ited  in  the  brief  of 
the  State  of  Texa.'.  in  the  case  of  the 
Federal  Government  against  Texas.  The 
brief  is  signed  by  Walter  R.  Johnson, 
attorney  general  o:  Nebraska;  Clarence 
A.  Barnes,  attorney  general  of  Massa- 
chu.setts;  Price  Daiiiel,  attorney  general 
of  Texas;  Hugh  S.  Jenkins,  attorney  gen- 
eral of  Ohio;  Pred  LeBlanc.  attorney 
general  of  Louisiana;  and  Edward  P. 
Am.  attorney  general  of  Kansas.  This 
brief  cites  these  5(i  cases  and  textbooks 
and  legal  authoriti(iS  to  support  the  posi- 
tion of  the  States  :hat  they  do  own  and 
have  owned  since  the  inception  of  this 
great  Republic  the  r  seaward  boundaries 
out  to  their  historic  limits.  I  think  this 
substitute  amendment  should  be  voted 
down  just  as  the  o'-her  one  was. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yie.d? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.    Those  cases  to  which 
you  refer  are  restricted  to  inland  waters 


and  do  not  consider  submerged  lands 
seaward  from  the  low-water  mark. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  disagree 
with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 
Mr.  PERKINS.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman,  if  I  am  not  mistaken  about 
reading  the  dissenting  opinion  of  Justice 
Reed,  that  it  was  expressly  admitted  that 
the  California  case  was  the  first  time 
the  marginal  sea  question  had  been  be- 
fore the  Court.  These  are  claims  be- 
tween a  State  and  the  United  States  and 
such  actions  as  an  original  action  must 
be  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court.  If  I 
understand  the  analysis  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  Wilson], 
none  of  the  cases  that  he  cited  was  a 
controversy  existing  between  a  State  and 
the  Nation. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  That  is  im- 
material. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  All  of  the  issues  de- 
cided in  the  cases  which  he  cited  involved 
only  inland  waters. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  disagree  with 
the  gentleman.  Many  of  these  cases,  in 
fact,  all  of  them,  touch  this  subject  al- 
though they  may  not  be  between  the 
Federal  Government  and  any  State. 

The  same  problem  came  up  in  many 
lawsuits  involving  here  one  State  and 
there  another  State.  The  question  has 
been  established  for  150  years. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  the  record 
should  be  clarified  again  today  as  it  was 
yesterday  with  regard  to  this  matter  of 
whether  or  not  a  decision  by  the  Court 
has  been  made  on  specific  issue  that  is 
paramount  in  this  debate.  Yesterday  a 
statement  by  a  former  Member  of  the 
House,  Sam  Hobbs.  who  is  recognized 
here  as  a  constitutional  authority  was 
read  into  the  Record;  and  he  stated 
clearly  that  there  has  been  no  Supreme 
Court  decision  which  would  establish 
title  either  for  the  States  or  for  the  Fed- 
eral Government  in  the  land  beneath  the 
marginal  sea.  The  gentleman  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  BurdickI,  asked  the 
proponents  of  this  bill  to  cite  one  case, 
but  not  one  could  be  cited. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield. 
Mr  YATES.  In  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States.  United  States  against 
California,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice 
Black  the  following  statements  occur: 

The  United  States  sued  In  ejectment  for 
certain  lands  situated  in  San  Francisco  Bay. 
The  defendant  held  the  lands  under  a  grant 
from  California.  This  Court  decided  that 
the  State  grant  was  valid  because  the  land 
under  the  Bay  had  passed  to  the  State  upon 
Its  admission  to  the  Union.  United  States  v. 
Mission  Rock  Co.  (189  U.  S.  391).  There 
may  be  other  reasons  why  the  Judgment  In 
that  case  does  not  bar  this  litigation;  but 
It  is  a  sufficient  reason  that  this  case  involves 
land  under  the  open  sea.  and  not  land  under 
the  Inland  waters  of  San  Francisco  Bay. 

•  •  •  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  none 
of  these  cases  either  Involved  or  decided  the 
State-Federal  conflict  presented  here,  we  are 
urged  to  say  that  the  language  used  and 
repeated  In  those  cases  forecloses  the  Gov- 
ernment from  the  right  to  have  this  Court 
decide  that  question  now  that  It  1b  sqxiarely 
presented  for  the  first  time. 


As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  report  says  in 
a  majority  opinion  that  this  is  the  first 
case  in  which  a  case  of  this  type  ever 
came  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  certainly  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman ;  and 
he  might  make  the  point  that  if  we  are 
going  to — and  apparently  we  are — to 
make  this  a  transfer  of  title — if  we  can 
call  it  a  transfer  even  though  the  Fed- 
eral title  is  unclear — that  we  ought  to 
do  it  with  a  clear  statement  of  the  rea- 
sons for  which  we  are  doing  it.  Let  us 
not  try  to  justify  it  by  interposing  a  lot 
of  references  to  legal  decisions  that  have 
no  bearing  upon  the  case,  or  even  to 
treaties  which  were  never  drawn  and 
never  signed,  nor  to  other  irrelevant  his- 
torical argument,  but  simply  say  that 
we  are  going  to  transfer  whatever  title 
the  Federal  Government  has  in  this  area, 
title  which  has  not  been  established  by 
anything  but  a  Presidential  proclama- 
tion in  1945.  and  which  has  never  been 
accepted  by  any  court  of  law  and  say 
that  we  are  giving  the  States  whatever 
legal  title  we  have. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield. 
Mr.  PERKINS.  I  have  always  thought 
It  was  the  custom  that  a  Member  offer- 
ing an  original  amendment,  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  explain  the  amend- 
ment even  though  5  additional  minutes 
may  be  necessary.  Now,  as  I  see  it,  the 
claim  of  California  and  Louisiana  is 
completely  fictitious  and  unfounded. 
No  one  on  this  floor  has  brought  forth 
any  source  of  title  that  could  possibly 
give  California,  Louisiana,  or  any  other 
State  the  right  to  claim  the  marginal 
sea. 

The  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Hn.LiNGS]  yesterday  admitted  that  when 
the  Thirteen  Original  Colonies  declared 
their  independence,  they  did  it  as  a 
united  nation.  When  did  any  lapse  of 
time  intervene  for  the  Thirteen  Colo- 
nies to  acquire  ownership  of  the  mar- 
ginal sea?  The  so-called  historic  bound- 
ary claims  arose  since  oil  was  discovered 
off  the  coasts  of  California  and  Loui- 
siana. 

In  my  judgment  you  would  have  made 
a  greater  and  more  persuasive  argimnent 
if  you  had  measured  off  one  sword's 
length  and  said,  "This  is  the  extent  of 
the  historical  boundaries  of  the  claim  of 
California  and  Louisiana." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
to  see  if  we  can  reach  an  agreement 
as  to  further  time  for  discussion  of  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  held  hearings  on 
this  matter.  Fourteen  bills  were  sub- 
mitted and  the  gentlemen  presenting 
them  were  heard.  If  we  are  going  to 
debate  each  of  those  14  bills  all  over 
again  on  the  floor,  we  will  be  here  until 
next  week. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate 
on  this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  adjourn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  motion  is  not 
in  order. 
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The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  all 
debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
a  nendments  thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  is  rec- 
ognized. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
entirely  facetious  to  say  that  we  should 
limit  time  because  committee  hearings 
were  held.  If  that  is  the  way  we  are 
going  to  conduct  business,  think  of  what 
would  happen  if  on  every  bill  435  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  were  to  appear  before 
every  committee.  There  would  not  be 
time  to  hear  them  all,  there  would  not 
be  an  opporunity  to  report  out  any  legis- 
lation. This  is  the  forum  of  the  people, 
and  here  we  shall  speak. 

I  am  against  this  bill  because  I  do  not 
want  to  see  the  basis  for  another  Teapot 
Dome  scandal  being  laid  here  today.  I 
am  against  this  bill  because  I  resent  a 
second  Louisiana  Piarchase.  I  am 
against  this  bill  because  of  the  rough- 
shod methods  that  are  being  perpetrated 
upon  us.  You  cannot  sell  the  treasures 
of  the  United  States  of  America  for  a 
mess  of  political  pottage.  If  this  is 
passed  the  Supreme  Court  will  throw  it 
out.  Texas  and  Louisiana  will  not  go 
Republican,  and  where  will  you  be? 

I  would  like  to  yield  my  time  now  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  to  make  any 
remarks  he  may  desire  to  make  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish 
to  thank  the  gentleman  for  yielding  to 
me.  I  want  to  state  that  I  am  compara- 
tively a  new  Member,  but  this  is  the  first 
time  I  have  experienced  the  steamroller 
in  operation  since  I  came  to  the  Con- 
gress. I  know  that  this  has  been  a  cam- 
paign issue,  but  there  are  greater  rights 
involved  in  this  legislation  than  merely 
trying  to  carry  out  a  campaign  pledge. 

Mr.  Chairman,  commencing  where  I 
left  off  when  my  time  expired.  I  wish  to 
read  from  the  first  chapter  of  a  book 
entitled  "The  Uneducated"  that  recently 
came  off  the  press  of  Columbia  Univer- 
sity, entitled  "Our  Human  Resources," 
page  3. 

I  would  like  to  read  the  first  and  sec- 
ond paragraphs  of  that  chapter: 

During  World  War  II  more  than  5  million 
men  liable  for  inUitary  service  were  rejected 
as  unsuitable  because  of  a  physical,  emo- 
tional, mental,  or  moral  disability.  Since 
about  18  million  men  were  examined,  this 
Implies  that  approximately  1  out  of  every  3 
young  men  was  considered  so  handicapped 
that  he  could  not  serve  his  country  in  uni- 
form during  a  major  war.  In  the  year  fol- 
lowing the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea 
a  jout  500,000  of  the  million  and  a  half  men 
examined  were  rejected.  Once  again,  the 
number  and  proportion  of  handicapped  men 
were  very  large. 

Hidden  within  these  startling  figures  Is 
the  still  more  startling  fact  that  during 
World  War  II  716,000  men  were  rejected  on 
the  grounds  that  they  were  mentally  de- 
ficient. 

In  this  book  at  a  later  chapter,  page 
234,  we  find  certain  recommendations. 
It  is  stated: 

What,  then,  arc  the  options  that  face  the 
QfiliJltry  with  respect  to  the  elimination  of 
Illiteracy  at  the  source — among  those  now 
of  school  age  and  those  who  will  come  of 
school   age   In    tbe   future?     There   are   at 


least  four  alternatives.  The  first  can  be 
called  a  do-nothing  program;  It  would  hold 
that  the  Federal  Government  take  no  spe- 
cial action. 

Now,  listen  to  No.  2: 

The  second  approach  could  be  called  a 
do-somethlng-about-llliteracy  program,  and 
would  Include  the  use  of  Federal  funds  spe- 
cifically for  the  eradication  of  Illiteracy. 
The  third  could  be  characterized  as  a  do- 
somethlng-for-educatlon  program,  and  would 
Include  the  use  of  Federal  funds  specifically 
for  the  eradication  of  Illiteracy.  The  thUd 
could  be  characterized  as  a  do-somethlng- 
for-educatlon  program,  and  would  direct 
additional  effort  and  resources  to  raising  the 
quality  of  education  In  general,  without 
concentrating  on  the  problem  of  Illiteracy. 
A  fourth  approach  would  be  still  broader, 
a  do-something-for-the-poor-States  pro- 
gram, and  would  Include  Federal  assistance 
not  only  for  education  but  for  the  gamut  of 
services  that  have  to  be  supported  by  the 
taxpayer — health,  roads,  public  assistance. 

President  Eisenhower  was  responsible 
for  the  publication  of  this  book.  You 
have  the  opportunity  to  do  something 
alxjut  the  uneducated  instead  of  trying 
to  quitclaim  title  to  the  marginal  sea. 
especially  since  the  States  never  owned 
any  title  to  the  marginal  sea  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  It  is  very  apparent 
now  that  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
has  had  all  the  time  he  wanted  and  cer- 
tainly no  one  objects  to  that  but  I  do 
want  to  say  that  I  hope  we  will  move 
along  expeditiou.sly  from  now  on  in  the 
consideration  of  this  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr. 
Wilson  1 . 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, there  is  no  attempt  here  to  steam- 
roller this  bill.  This  bill,  or  one  similar 
to  it,  has  been  before  the  Congress  for 
the  past  15  years.  Six  thousand  pages  of 
testimony  have  been  taken  in  committee, 
15  or  16  hearings  have  been  held — long, 
hard  hearings — where  everybody  had  an 
opportunity  to  express  his  belief  and  his 
opinion.  Certainly  there  are  a  number  of 
amendments  which  are  apparently  to  be 
offered.  This  amendment,  as  I  under- 
stand it.  is  simply  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment shall  expropriate  all  the  terri- 
tory from  the  high-water  mark  out  to 
the  end  of  the  Continental  Shelf  and 
give  it  to  the  public  schools  of  the  United 
States.  In  other  words,  take  Texas' 
money  that  is  now  dedicated  to  its  public 
schools,  and  the  money  of  a  number  of 
other  States,  take  it  away  from  lho.se 
Spates;  children  and  give  it  to  everybody 
else. 

There  has  been  a  lot  of  talk  about  how 
much  money  is  involved.  So  far  as  Texas 
is  concerned,  there  has  been  a  little  over 
$8  million  deposited  in  the  State  Treas- 
ury as  a  result  of  leases  out  in  this  area. 
You  can  take  that  $8  milliori  or  S8,500,- 
000 — I  think  it  is  elg:ht-million-four- 
hUHdred-thousand  odd — and  divide  it 
into  48  States,  and  your  State,  Mr. 
Peighan.  would  get  $160,000.  You  cer- 
tainly could  not  build  any  school  build- 
ings out  of  the  money  you  would  take 
away  from  Texas  schoolchildren  and 
build  school  biuldings  in  your  district 


or  In  your  State.  The  other  2  States,  I 
understand,  have  more.  But,  regardless 
of  that,  that  would  be  Texas'  contribu- 
tion to  your  schoolchildren,  so  that  is  all 
there  is  to  this  amendment.  I  think  it  is 
worse  than  the  other  one  we  voted  down, 
and  I  ask  the  Committee  to  vote  down 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  think  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  is  inconsistent  in  his 
argument.  A  few  moments  ago  he  made 
the  assertion  that  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment needs  this  money  as  well  as  the 
schools.  If  we  were  debating  here  today 
how  we  most  wisely  could  spend  the 
money  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
interest,  then  the  gentleman  would  cer- 
tainly have  made  a  point. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Well.  I  did 
not  yield  to  the  gentleman  for  a  speech. 
I  just  yielded  to  him  for  a  question. 

Mr.  PERKINS.     That  is  a  question. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  All  ripht:  I 
will  an.su er  the  question.  I  do  not  think 
I  have  taken  an  inconsistent  position  on 
the  matter.  I  do  .say  that  the  Federal 
Treasuiy  at  this  time  needs  money  worse 
than  anything  else  in  this  country,  in- 
cluding the  schools. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  agree  with  the  as- 
sertion of  the  gentleman,  and  I  ask  the 
gentleman  why  he  is  not  proposing  that 
all  the  funds  then  go  to  some  use  for 
general  Government  expenses,  if  he  op- 
poses .school  legislation. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Nine-tenths 
of  this  money  goes  to  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury under  this  bill,  under  title  III. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
LMr.  Perkins). 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  mo.e 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  come  to  a  num- 
ber of  conclusions  after  hearing  the 
debate  of  yesterday  and  this  morning. 

First.  That  repealing  three  important, 
paramount  Supreme  Court  decisions  has 
turned  out  to  be  not  quite  so  simple  as 
the  proponents  of  this  bill  seem  to 
think  It  IS.  This  debate  indicates  that 
this  proposition  sought  by  the  pro- 
ponents of  this  bill  is  fraught  with  insur- 
mountable, incalculable  difficulties. 

Second.  Trying  to  settle  the  controversy 
as  the  result  of  a  hot  p>olitical  campaign 
and  attempts  here  to  bolster  up  these 
campaign  pledges  have  simply  made  con- 
fusion worse  confounded.  Frankly,  the 
bill  before  us  is  really  a  hedge  of  a  cam- 
paign pledge. 

Third.  The  la.st  word  will  not  be  stated 
on  this  floor  or  on  the  floor  of  the  other 
Chamber.  The  Supreme  Court  will  not 
.sanction  the  bill  before  us.  'Thus,  legal 
qUAlms  will  avert  the  gigantic  grab  by 
the  oil  companies  of  the  Nation's  off- 
shore oil.  Lastly,  the  bill  l)efore  us,  to 
my  mind,  is  nothing  but  a  hodgep>odge 
that  is  not  going  to  satisfy  anyone.  It 
is  not  going  to  satisfy  the  boys  back  home 
in  Louisiana:  it  is  not  going  to  satisfy 
the  oil  companies  down  in  Texas;  it  is 
not  going  to  satisfy  those  interested  in 
California.    I  would  suggest  that  Cali- 
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fornia  and  Texas  :night  well  rejoin  the 
Dtmocratic  Party  They  are  getting 
i-mall  comfort  from  this  administration. 

With  reference  to  what  the  penUeman 
from  nhnois  said  <  onceming  the  defini- 
tion of  seaward  bcundaries.  section  4.  I 
want  to  say  that  es  I  read  that  section. 
«hich  you  will  fin<l  on  pages  8  and  9  of 
the  bill,  that  section  4  is  an  illuminated 
invitation  to  any  coastal  State  to.  wiUy- 
nilly.  extend  Its  boundary  touny  distance 
staward  it  sees  fit. 

Let  me  read  yot  the  language — and  I 
brought  this  up  a  i. umber  of  times  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the 
House.     Page  9,  hr.e  2.  reads: 

Any  State  admitted  Fubeeqiient  to  the 
fiirniation  of  the  Union  »hlch  has  not 
Blrfady  done  t*.i  rray  extend  Its  seaward 
Ixuiidanes  l*>  a  Ui.e  3  geographical  miles 
di!>tj»nt  from  It*  co.iSlhne.  or  to  the  Inter- 
n.ttional  Boundary  3f  the  United  States  In 
the  Great  Ljikes.  jr  any  body  of  water 
u.•^t•rsed  by  such  boundary. 

Then  we  have  this  strange  language, 
a  suspicious  language; 

Any  claim  hereto:  ore  or  hereafter — 

Think  of  it,  "hereafter" — 

B.«i.*erted  either  by  con.stuutlonal  provision. 
htatute  or  otherwuie.  indicating  the  Intent 
(.f  a  Stat*'  so  to  fxtend  its  boundaries  is 
hpret)>  approved  i.nd  confirmed,  without 
prrjudice  it  Its  claim  if  any  it  has.  that  il« 
boundaries  extend  l-eyond  that  line 

Beyond  what  linC  Beyond  3  miles? 
Thus  we  in  Congress  say  a  coastal  State 
'without  prejudic?"  may  ■claim"  beyond 
'that  line.  "  that  is  beyond  3  miles.  There 
i<^  no  limit  beyo.id  the  "3  miles"  to  which 
the  State  may  lay  claim. 

The  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Texas 
on  May  25.  1947.  enacted  legislation  con- 
taining the  following  provision: 

The  gulfward  be  undary  lines  of  all  the 
c-iuntles  of  this  St«te  bordering  on  the  coast 
line  (f  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  are  hereby  fixed 
and  declared  to  be  the  Continental  Shelf  of 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

We  approve  by  that  language  what  the 
legislature  did.  t*cause  we  specifically 
say  there  shall  t'e  approved  any  claim 
made  "by  consUt  Jtional  provision,  stat- 
ute, or  otherwi.se  " 

Similarly  with  the  SUte  of  California 
and  similarly  wiiii  the  SUte  of  Louisi- 
ana. 

You  might  ha\e  some  outworn  decla- 
ration, some  map.  some  musty  declara- 
tion dup  up  from  God  knows  where,  some 
old  fishing  right,  iome  ancient  document, 
that  the  legislatures  of  these  States  could 
bring  forth  to  support  the  extension  of 
boundaries  indefinitely.  They  could  say, 
"Why,  our  boimdaries  run  67  miles  out," 
or  they  could  say,  "Our  twundaries  go 
clear  to  the  Continental  Shelf." 

By  passing  this  bill  we  buy  a  pig  in 
a  poke  because  we  approve  in  advance 
all  sorts  of  boundary  claims  without  full 
knowledge  thereof. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  bill  in  its  en- 
tirety for  that  reason. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  hesitated  to  take 
any  time  on  this  bill,  but  some  of  the 
arguments  made  by  the  Federal  pro- 
ponents are  so  fallacious  that  it  is  hard 
to  allow  them  to  go  unchallenged. 

One  gentleman  came  up  here  and  re- 
ferred  to   the   Teapot  Dome   scandal. 


Anybody  who  has  studied  the  history  of 
that  case  knows  it  was  a  Federal  scan- 
dal. It  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
States  making  leases. 

In  much  of  the  propaganda  you  see  on 
this  udelands  issue  you  find  some  refer- 
ence to  the  oil  trust  or  the  oil  com- 
panies, and  it  is  made  to  appear  by  the 
proponents  of  Federal  ownership  that 
they  are  protecting  the  people  of  the 
United  States  against  some  of  the  oil 
companies. 

Everyone  knows  that  every  bill  pro- 
posed here,  p.nd  in  fact  the  bill  pro- 
posed last  year  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  iMr.  Cellek'.  provides  that 
the  leases  issued  by  the  States  to  the  oil 
companies  shall  be  validated.  The  bill 
the  gentleman  introduced  last  session 
provided  that  the  Federal  Government 
should  proceed  to  lease  the  Federal 
properties  for  development  to  the  oil 
compames  pursuant  to  it  and  tlie  Fed- 
eral Leasing  Act, 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr  Chairman,  will  Uie 
gentleman'  yield?  He  mentioned  mi" 
name. 

Mr  YORTY.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Of  course,  sometimes 
it  is  better  to  t>end  than  to  break.  I  am 
opposed  to  all  these  bills,  but  in  view  of 
what  happened,  that  tlie  House  passed 
this  bill  once  before.  I  wanted  to  get  a 
compromise.  I  still  maintain  a  good 
many  of  these  bills  were  sponsored  by 
and  actually  written  by  the  oil  com- 
panies, although  I  make  no  charges 
against  any  individual  Member. 

Mr.  YORTY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  will  say  that  the  oil  companies  sup- 
ported his  bill  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress, and  the  gentleman  is  well  aware 
of  that.  They  supported  that  and  did 
not  support  the  State  bill,  because  they 
did  want  to  get  out  of  this  controversy, 
in  which  they  find  themselves  right  in 
the  middle,  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  the  States.  They  do  not 
know  whether  their  leases  are  vaUd ;  they 
do  not  know  whether  they  can  legally 
continue  to  rely  on  them.  Many  of  them 
have  spent  huge  sums  of  money  develop- 
ing their  properties.  On  the  basis  of  the 
compromise  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  proposed,  they  supported  his  bill, 
so  he  was  on  the  same  side  with  the  oil 
companies.  If  he  wants  to  drag  the  oil 
companies  into  this  argument.  I  feel  he 
is  merely  beclouding  the  real  issues. 

It  is  a  false  argument.  It  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  case.  It  is  just  to  build 
up  some  kind  of  a  scare  in  the  minds  of 
people  who  are  supporting  the  States 
that  they  will  be  accused  of  being  on  the 
side  of  the  oil  companies. 

Under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920 
the  Federal  Government  has  leased 
hundreds  of  thousands  of- acres  of  land 
to  the  oil  companies.  I  suspect  that 
some  of  the  people  who  are  opposing  the 
States  here  today  and  trying  to  drag  the 
oil  companies  m  are  actually  in  favor  of 
the  Federal  Government  going  into  the 
drilling  field  itself  and  socializing  the  oil 
business.  I  do  not  think  they  say  that, 
but  that  is  what  I  beUeve  they  have  in 
the  back  of  their  minds.  The  Federal 
Government  tried  going  into  the  oil  busi- 
ness in  Alaska  and  spent  $50  million  and 
did  not  produce  any  oil.  Now  they  are 
abandoning  that  project. 


So  under  all  the  bills  it  is  provided 
that  the  leases  negotiated  m  good  faith 
will  be  validated.  Whether  the  F«leral 
Government  or  the  States  wm  this  ar- 
gument., the  properties  are  going  to  be 
developed  by  private  oil  compames  vm- 
der  F>ederal  or  State  leases. 

In  the  remiumng  mmute  I  have.  I  want 
to  say  m  answer  to  the  argument  that 
there  are  no  cases  on  record  setting  a 
precedent  for  State  ownership  that  Jus- 
tice Black  in  writing  the  majionty  opin- 
ion in  Uie  Cahforma  ca.se  admitted  that 
tlie  Supreme  Court  in  the  i>ast  cases  had 
used  language  strong  enough  to  indicate 
that  the  Court  then  felt  that  the  States 
then  owned  all  of  the  lands  under  their 
navigable  w&ters.  includuxg  the  territo- 
rial waters.  This  is  one  other  important 
point  I  would  like  to  make.  The  Cali- 
foriua  case  was  the  first  one  decided  and 
the  Court  was  unable  to  cite  any  prece- 
dent for  holding  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment owned  Uiis  property.  Tliey  de- 
cided the  case  without  precedent  on  Uic 
basis  of  a  rationale  Uiat  is  the  most  dan- 
gerous rationale  ever  employed  in  any 
Supreme  Court  decision.  They  said  in 
tlie  California  case  that  the  Federal 
Government  had  to  defend  Uus  property, 
and  that  it  might  get  us -into  foreign  dif- 
ficulties, and  therefore  Uie  Federal  Gov- 
ernment had  \o  have  paramount  rights 
and  full  dominion  over  it.  Justice  Reed 
said  that  th  it  could  apply  to  every  farm 
and  home,  and  Justice  Frankfurter  in  his 
dissent  criticized  that  rationale.  It  is 
this  new  rationale  enunciated  in  the  tide- 
land  cases  that  worries  most  of  us.  If 
the  F>ederal  Grovemment  must  own  and 
have  a  proprietarj'  interest  in  everytliing 
that  it  is  called  upran  to  defend  or  in 
everything  tliat  is  liable  to  get  us  In- 
volved in  foreign  affairs,  then  nobody 
owns  anj'thing  in  the  United  States  of 
America  except  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment. This  doctrine  could  be  ex- 
tended to  any  length  unless  this  Con- 
gress 5toE>s  it,  which  I  think  it  will. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  time  of  tlie 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  anything  I  shall  say  will  give 
pause  to  those  who  are  intent  uE>on  pass- 
ing this  bill.  I  have  always  regarded  this 
legislation  as  merely  the  price  of  a 
presidency.  I  see  no  reason  why  Re- 
publicans from  the  North  and  from  the 
Middle  West  and  from  the  East  should 
vote  to  give  away  the  treasures  of  this 
country  to  4  States.  I  can  see  no  reason 
for  it  unless  that  which  is  being  done 
now  is  the  price  for  breaking  the  solid 
South  and  bringing  the  party  of  Lin- 
coln back  into  the  White  House.  I  think 
that  this  is  a  self-evident  truth.  There 
is  no  other  possible  explanation  of  why 
Republicans  from  the  North,  the  East 
and  the  West  are  voting,  almost  solidly, 
to  turn  over  this  vast  wealth  to  4  South- 
ern States.  What  other  excuse  could 
there  be'?  Not  only  are  they  giving  away 
properties  vk^orth  sufficient  probably  twice 
over  to  pay  the  national  debt,  but  they 
are  leveling  indirectly  a  tax  upon  their 
own  constituents  in  the  increased  cost 
which  will  result  of  gas  and  oil  sold  at- 
retail. 
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All  of  this  is  being  done  as  the  pay- 
ment of  the  price  for  bringing  the  party 
of  Lincoln  back  into  the  White  House. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  Abraham  Lin- 
coln was  the  first  Republican  President 
of  the  United  States  and  it  was  he  who 
answered  the  challenge  in  the  defiant 
cry  that  the  State  comes  first  and  the 
Nation  comes  second.  Abraham  Lin- 
coln founded  and  made  great  in  those 
days  the  Republican  Party  by  asserting 
the  superiority  of  the  Nation  over  the 
State.  Now  we  have  again  the  same 
challenge.  I  have  listened  patiently  to 
the  debates  on  this  floor  for  2  days.  All 
of  the  arguments  of  the  proponents  of 
this  bill  can  be  stated  in  the  one  argu- 
ment that  the  State  comes  first  and  the 
Nation  comes  second.  That  is  exactly  the 
argument  that  Abraham  Lincoln  and  the 
Republican  Party  had  to  meet  in  the 
early  sixties. 

Now  that  Abraham  Lincoln  all  these 
years- has  been  in  his  grave  and  the  last 
of  the  boys  in  blue,  who  kept  your  party 
in  power  for  decades  after  the  Civil 
War,  has  gone  to  answer  the  last  roll- 
call,  you  Republicans  are  surrendering 
all  that  Abraham  Lincoln  won  and  died 
for.  Do  you  think  the  boys  in  blue, 
while  you  are  doing  this,  are  lying  undis- 
turbed in  their  graves? 

When  they  were  alive  you  courted 
them,  you  called  them  heroes  and  saviors 
of  their  country,  and  you  took  their 
votes.  Do  you  think  in  view  of  what  is 
now  happening  they  can  rest  easily  in 
their  graves? 

Now  that  they  no  longer  have  votes  to 
give  you,  you  are  looking  elsewhere  for 
votes.  So  now  you  are  saying,  "Yes,  the 
State  comes  first  and  the  Nation  comes 
second."  What  would  Abraham  Lincoln 
say  to  you  if  he  were  here?  Abraham 
Lincoln,  the  founder  of  your  party,  be- 
trayed. 

And  you  are  going  to  pass  this  bill 
which  turns  over  from  the  people  of 
the    United    States    prop>erties    worth 
enough  to  pay  twice  over  the  national 
debt.    I  am  not  giving  you  a  fantastic 
figure.    If  you  do  not  know  how  much 
you  are  giviag  away,  it  is  time  that  you 
learned.     Nobody  knows  how  limitless 
the  wealth  in  the  submerged  lands  will 
amount  to.     Scientists  who  have  made 
startling  progress  in  preparing  for  the 
development  of  submerged  lands  under 
all  the  seven  seas  tell  us  that  within 
10  or  20  years  the  wealth  uncovered  and 
made  available  for  development  will  ex- 
ceed beyond  the  reach  of  imagination  all 
the  resources  heretofore  known  to  man. 
Well,  my  Republican  friends,  you  are 
giving  it  away  as  the  price  of  getting  a 
4-year  occupancy  of  the  White  House. 
But  you  still  say.  perhaps,  as  a  salve  to 
conscience  and  to  minimize  the  enormity 
of  the  price  you  are  paying  for  the  Presi- 
dency, that  my  figiu-es  of  an  estimated 
$500  billion  are  ridiculous.     Let  me  tell 
you  something.      Thirty  years  ago  the 
Texas  gas  people  had  some  litigation  in 
regard  to  prices  in  which  the  city  of  Chi- 
cago, then  as  now  represented  by  Joseph 
F.   Grossman,  a  municipal  and  public 
utilities  lawyer  of  national  stature,  was 
interested.     All  of  the  financing  of  the 
oil  companies  was  done  over  a  10 -year 
amortization  basis.     All  of  the  experts 
testified  in  that  litigation  that  In   10 
years  those  Texas  oil  wells  would  be 


dried  up.  That  was  30  years  ago.  and 
many  of  those  wells  are  richer  today 
than  they  were  then.  Basing  my  con- 
clusions UF)on  that,  plus  the  most  recent 
reports  of  renowned  scientists  engaged 
in  processing  methods  for  developing 
submerged  lands  to  the  depths  of  the 
deepest  seas,  I  am  saying  to  you  that  the 
price  you  are  paying  for  the  Presidency 
in  dollars  and  cents  reaches  to  a  figure 
of  no  less  than  $500  billion. 

Next  Memorial  Day  there  will  be  flags 
again  over  the  graves  of  the  boys  in 
blue.  But  if  it  were  given  to  the  occu- 
pants of  those  graves  to  speak,  the  flags 
would  be  at  halfmast  in  mourning  for 
the  party  that  their  votes  had  given 
pxDwer  when  the  Republican  Party  stood 
up  for  the  Union. 

As  I  have  listened  to  the  arguments 
on  legal  phases  my  mind  has  kept  going 
back  to  the  years  when  the  courts  were 
confronted  with  another  problem,  es.sen- 
tially  not  unlike  the  present  problem. 
Those  were  the  days  when  we  were  fight- 
ing for  legislation  re^julating"  the  hours 
of  employment  and  working  conditions 
of  workingwomen.  The  courts  kept 
holding  such  legislation  unconstitu- 
tional because  under  outworn  prece- 
dents, descending  from  a  different  state 
of  living  and  of  thinking,  labor  was 
property.  Then  came  fi  chanse.  and 
thanks  to  Louis  D.  Brandeis — later  Jus- 
tice Brandeis  of  the  Supreme  Court — 
then  working  as  a  lawyer  for  a  cause  and 
not  a  fee.  the  Court  accepted  the  com- 
monsense  rule  that  "what  men  know  as 
men  they  know  as  judges."  The  expe- 
riences of  mankind  in  a  new  order  of 
society  at  long  last  were  accepted  in  a 
court  of  review  as  invalidating  the  out- 
worn precedents  furnished  in  the  judi- 
cial decisions  of  bygone  days. 

The  fact  is  that  there  is  no  decision 
of  our  Supreme  Court  on  the  question 
here  involved,  as  applied  to  modern  con- 
ditions and  in  direct  bearins;,  that  ante- 
dates the  decision  in  the  California  case 
in  1947.  Decisions  that  find  their  rea- 
soning in  the  common  law  are  based  upon 
an  entirely  different  order  of  things.  We 
are  not  exclusively  concerned  with  navi- 
gation and  fisheries.  Science  and  tech- 
nology have  opened  up  vast  new  fields  of 
wealth.  In  the  areas  at  the  bottom  of 
the  seas  we  are  finding  the  equivalent  of 
what  the  discovery  of  the  American  con- 
tinent meant  to  the  Old  World  of  cen- 
turies ago.  The  Supreme  Court  in  1947 
sought  to  prepare  for  the  future  ahead 
by  raising  its  sights  from  a  concept  of 
navigation  and  fisheries  to  one  inclusive 
of  the  broader  issues  of  national  security 
and  Federal  control  that  had  come  with 
the  vast  expansion  of  the  submerged 
domain  opened  for  development. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  afraid  that  if  my 
Republican  colleagues  persist  in  going 
ahead  with  their  commitment  the  price 
of  the  presidency  will  add  up  to  a  lost 
future  for  an  American  Union  that  prom- 
ised so  much  for  all  mankind. 

Pass  this  bill,  and  the  die  is  cast  for 
1954 — when  the  people  of  an  outraged 
Nation  can  speak. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  was  in  law 
school  I  wrote  a  paper  one  time  on  tide- 
lands,  and  I  just  want  to  mention  here 


that  the  matter  of  tidelands  and  who 
owns  the  tidelands,  that  down  to  the 
lowest  ebb  of  the  tide  is  clearly  shown 
to  belong  to  the  States,  and  the  bottom 
of  navigable  streams,  like  the  Columbia 
River  and  the  San  Joaquin  River  belong 
to  the  States :  in  fact,  in  my  city  of  Stock- 
ton one  of  our  biggest  parks  was  former- 
ly the  bottom  of  the  river.  We  bought 
that  land  from  the  State  when  the 
stream  was  filled  up  and  made  a  park 
out  of  it,  and  we  bought  it  from  the 
State  of  California. 

In  reading  numerous  decisions  when 
I  wrote  that  paper  it  seemed  to  me  that 
I  could  clearly  see  that  our  jurisdiction 
on  the  borders  of  the  Pacific  Ocean — I 
refer  to  California's  jurisdiction — went 
out  coterminus  with  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  Government;  and  to 
show  you  that  I  am  not  entirely  off  base 
on  that.  I  want  to  read  what  one  of  the 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  de- 
cided this  case  .said  about  the  matter. 
Here  is  what  Justice  Reed  said: 

While  no  square  ruling  of  this  Court  has 
determined  the  ownership  of  those  marginal 
lands,  to  me  the  tone  of  the  decisions  deal- 
ing with  similar  problems  Indicates  that, 
without  discussion,  the  biate  ownership  has 
been   a-ssumed. 

He  cites  the  following  cases  in  .support 
of  this  statemerit.  They  are  Pollard  v. 
Hagan,  supra;  Louisiana  v.  Mississippi 
(201  U.  S.  1.  52».  The  Abbey  Dodge  (223 
U.  S.  166>.  Nnc  Jersey  v.  Delaware  (291 
U.  S.  361;  225  U  S.  694>. 

In  other  words,  some  of  the  greatest 
lawyers  and  jurists  in  the  law  concern- 
ing tidelands  and  in  international  law 
came  to  tlie  view  that  the  slant  of  the 
thinking  in  tho.se  decisions  clearly  indi- 
cated that  these  States  on  the  border, 
like  California.  Texas.  Louisiana,  and 
Florida,  had  rights  that  were  cotermi- 
nous with  the  rights  of  the  United  States 
or  at  least  extended  out  to  sea  beyond 
the  low  tide  line, 

I  want  to  make  another  point  here. 
It  is  indicated  that  this  bill  will  injure 
national  defense.  Nothing  could  be 
further  from  the  truth.  The  same  Jus- 
tice mentioned  above  made  that  point. 
Remember  this,  there  were  only  four 
judges  who  were  in  harmony  with  the 
majority  opinion  and  three  were  in  the 
minoMty;  in  other  words,  the  majority 
opinion  is  also  a  minority  opinon. 

Then  Justice  Reed  continues: 

This  ownership  In  California  would  not 
interfere  In  any  way  with  the  needs  or  rights 
of  the  United  States  In  war  or  peace.  The 
power  of  the  United  States  Is  plenary  over 
these  undersea  lands,  precisely  as  It  Is  c*.er 
every  river,  farm.  mine,  and  factory  oX  the 
Nation. 

This  would  not  interfere  in  the  slight- 
est degree  with  the  national  defense,  and 
anybody  who  thinks  it  out  carefully  and 
dispassionately  will  understand  that. 
My  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia I  Mr,  YoRTYl  made  these  same 
points.  But  it  is  just  that  simple  to 
me.  that  here,  after  dozens  of  years. 
perhaps  several  decades,  decisions  of  our 
courts  have  slanted  in  the  direction 
where  great  lawyers  and  great  jurists 
admit  that  they  indicate  conclusively 
that  these  marginal  lands  belong  to  the 
exterior  States. 

We  are  not  coming  here  with  our  hat 
in  our  hand  begging  for  anything;  we 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2557 


are  just  asking  for  what  we  think  is 
lawfully  ours.  Our  Governor  was  con- 
.sidered  one  of  the  finest  witnesses  who 
appeared  before  these  various  commit- 
tees, and  since  1938,  when  he  was  attor- 
ney general,  until  the  present  day  he 
IS  of  the  same  conviction  that  I  am, 
based  upon  overwhelming  study  of  the 
problem,  that  the  only  fair  thing  to  do. 
the  only  legal  thing  to  do  is  to  nullify 
this  decision  by  an  act  of  Congress. 
Now,  does  Congress  have  the  right  to  do 
It?  In  my  opinion,  Congress  does  have 
the  right  to  do  it.  If  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  paramount  jurisdiction, 
certainly  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  can  determine  that  that  para- 
mount jurisdiction  that  they  have  can 
be  deeded  over  and  shared  with  the 
States   that   are   involved. 

For  these  very  simple  rea.sons  I  think 
that  we  should  pass  this  bill  and  divorce 
from  it  all  of  the  politics  the  opposition 
IS  trying  to  throw  into  tliis  problem.  It 
Ls  purely  a  legal  problem,  purely  a  legis- 
lative problem  before  us,  and  it  ought  to 
be  pa.ssed  without  a  dissenting  vote. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN,  It  is  a  legal  problem, 
and  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that 
legal  problem. 

Mr  JOHNSON.  The  Congress  has  the 
right  to  make  regulations,  including  pro- 
vi.Mon  for  its  transfer  to  States,  pertain- 
ing to  said  paramount  right. 

It  .seems  peculiar  to  me  that  when 
leading  members  of  the  bar,  the  Ameri- 
can Bar  A.-^sociation.  and  over  a  majority 
of  the  attorneys  general  of  the  various 
States  have  acreed  that  what  we  are 
proposing  to  do  in  this  bill  is  the  riglit 
thing  to  do.  that  we  should  have  so  much 
confusion  and  resistance  to  this  bill.  A 
reading  of  the  decision  convinces  me.  as 
I  said  yesterday,  that  that  is  what  the 
Supreme  Court  had  in  mind,  namely, 
that  Congress  would  exercise  its  right  to 
make  a  policy  with  reference  to  the  un- 
der.seas  lands  which  the  Congress 
thought  fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the    brief    remarks    that    I   shall    make 
will    have    any    effect    upon    the    op- 
ponents of  this  measure  or  not,  but  I 
should   like   to   call   their   attention   to 
.something    which    an    examination    of 
the  Record  of  yesterday  shows,  appar- 
ently,  has   not   been   brought   to   their 
notice.    Statements  have  been  made  that 
this  is  a  comparatively  new  problem  and 
that   States   were   never   recognized   as 
having  any  boundaries  beyond  the  low 
watermark.   The  Supreme  Court,  by  con- 
venience,  has   ignored,   Mr.   Chairman, 
the  treaty  by  which  our  country  came 
into  existence.    The  words  of  that  treaty 
are  .so   important  that,  I   think,  all  of 
the   Members   of   the   Congress  should 
know   them.     I  have   had   this  matter 
photostated  by  the  Library  of  Congress 
and  I  would  like  to  read  a  part  of  the 
treaty  to  you.    This  Is  from  the  treaty 
now  on  record  which  has  been  approved 
and   it  sets   up  the   United  States,   its 
Thirteen    Original    Colonies,    and    the 
boundaries  thereof.    You  gentlemen  who 
say  you  have  never  heard  of  States  hav- 
ing any  rights  beyond  the  low  watermark 
had  better  listen. 


From  that  treaty  I  read  the  following: 

Article  1,  His  Britannic  Majesty  acknowl- 
edges the  said  United  States,  viz.  New  Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts  Bay,  Rhode  Island  and 
Providence  Plantations,  Connecticut,  New 
York.  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware. 
Maryland,  Virginia.  North  Carolina.  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia  to  be  free,  sovereign, 
and  Independent  States;  that  he  treats  with 
them  as  such:  and  for  himself,  his  heirs,  and 
successors,  relinquishes  all  claims  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, proprietary,  and  territorial  rights  of 
the  same,  and  every  part  thereof;  and  that 
all  disputes  which  might  arise  in  future  on 
the  subject  of  the  boundaries  of  the  said 
United  States  may  be  prevented.  It  is  here- 
by agreed  and  declared  that  the  following 
are  and  shall  be  their  boundaries,  viz: 

Art,  2.  From  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova 
Scotia,  viz,  that  angle  which  Is  formed  by  a 
line  drawn  due  north  from  the  source  of  St. 
Croix  River  to  the  Highlands;  along  the  said 
Highlands    which    divide    those    rivers    that 
empty   themselves   into   the    River   St,    Law- 
rence from  those  which  fall  into  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  to  the  northwesternmost  head  of  Con- 
necticut River,  thence  down  along  the  mid- 
dle of  the  river  to  the  45th  degree  of  north 
latitude:  from  thence  by  a  line  due  west  on 
said  latitude;  until  it  strikes  the  River  Iro- 
quois or  Cataraquy;  thence  along  the  middle 
of  said  river  into  Lake  Ontario,  through  the 
middle  of  said  lake  until  It  strikes  the  com- 
munication by  water  between  that  lake  and 
Lake  Erie;   thence  along  the  middle  of  said 
communication  Into  Lake  Erie,  through  the 
middle  of  said   lake  until  it  arrives  at  the 
water  communication  between  that  lake  and 
Lake  Huron:  thence  along  the  middle  of  said 
water  communication  into  the  Lake  Huron; 
thence  through  the  middle  of  the  said  lake 
to   the   water   communication    between   that 
lake  and  Lake  Superior;  thence  through  Lake 
Superior   northward   of   the   isles  Royal   and 
Phillpeau  to  the  Long  Lake;  thence  through 
the  middle  of  said  Long  Lake,  and  the  water 
communication  between  it  and  the  Lake  of 
the  Woods,  to  the  said  Lake  of  the  Woods; 
thence   through   the  said  lake  to  the  most 
northwestern  point  thereof,  and  from  thence 
on  a  due  west  course  to  the  River  Mississip- 
pi; thence  by  a  line  to  be  drawn  along  the 
middle  of  the  said  River  Mississippi,  until  it 
shall  Intersect  the  northernmost  part  of  the 
31st   degree   of  north   latitude.     South   by   a 
line  to  be  drawn  due  east  from  the  determi- 
nation of  the  line  last  mentioned,  in  the  lat- 
itude of  31°    north   of  the  Equator,   to   the 
middle   of   the   River   Apalachicola   or   Cata- 
ouatche;  thence  along  the  middle  thereof  to 
its    Junction    with    the    Flint    River;    thence 
straight  to  the  head  of  St.  Marys  River:  and 
thence  down  along  the  middle  of  St.  Marys 
River  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.     East  by  a  line 
to  be  drawn   along   the  middle  of   the  river 
St.    Croix,    from    Its    mouth    in    the    Bay    of 
Fundy  to  its  source,  and  from  its  source  di- 
rectly   north    to    the    aforesaid    Highlands, 
which  divide  the  rivers  that  fall  into  the  At- 
lantic Ocean  from  those  which  fall  into  the 
River    St.    Lawrence;    comprehending    all    Is- 
lands within  20  leagues  of  any  part  of  the 
shores  of  the  United  States,   and  lying  be- 
tween lines  to  be  drawn  due  east  from  the 
points   where   the  aforesaid   boundaries  be- 
tween Nova  Scotia  is  on  the  one  part,   and 
East  Florida  on  the  other,  shall  respectively 
touch  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  and   the   Atlantic 
Ocean;  excepting  such  Islands  as  now  are  or 
heretofore   have   been   within   the   limits   of 
the  said  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Art.  3.  It  Is  agreed  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  shall  continue  to  enjoy  un- 
molested the  right  to  take  ftsh  of  every  kind 
on  the  Grand  Bank,  and  on  all  the  other 
banks  of  Newfoundland;  also  In  the  Gulf  of 
St.  Lawrence,  and  at  all  other  places  In  the 
sea,  where  the  Inhabitants  of  both  countries 
used  at  any  time  heretofore  to  fish;  and  also 
that  the  Inhabitants  of  the  United  States 
shall  have  liberty  to  take  fish  of  every  kind 
on  such  part  of  the  coast  of  Newfoundland 
u  British  fishermen  shall  use   (but  not  to 


dry  or  cure  the  same  on  that  Island),  and 
also  on  the  coasts,  bays,  and  creeks  of  all 
other  of  His  Britannic  Majesty's  dominions 
In  America;  and  that  the  American  fisher- 
men shall  have  liberty  to  dry  and  cure  fish  ' 
in  any  of  the  unsettled  bays,  harbors,  and 
creeks  of  Nova  Scotia,  Magdalen  Islands,  and 
Labrador,  so  long  as  the  same  shall  remain 
unsettled,  but  so  soon  as  the  same  or  either 
of  them  shall  be  settled.  It  shall  not  be  law- 
ful for  the  said  fishermen  to  dry  or  cure  fish 
at  such  settlement,  without  a  previous  agree- 
ment for  that  purpose  with  the  Inhabitants, 
proprietors,  or  possessors  of  the  ground. 

Article  2  sets  up  the  boundaries.  It 
is  interesting  to  note  that  most  of  the 
opponents  of  this  bill  like  that  part  of 
the  international  boundary  or  bound- 
aries as  described  in  the  Constitution 
which  says  that  they  go  down  the  center 
of  the  Great  Lakes.  This  bill  contains 
the  same  provision. 

When  it  comes  down  finally  to  that 
part  which  borders  on  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  it  is  stated  that  it  comes  to  the 
mouth  of  the  St,  Mary's  River  which  was 
then  the  northern  boundary  of  what  was 
Florida  at  that  time.  Then  it  extends 
out  into  the  ocean  20  leagues  and  from 
thence  to  the  mouth  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
River,  that  all  lands  and  islands  20 
leagues  to  sea  become  the  province  and 
belong  to  the  original  States. 

In  order  to  indicate  that  this  was  the 
real  intention  and  something  that  has 
not  been  brought  up  just  recently.  I 
asked  whether  there  were  any  maps  on 
record  that  would  show  that  historically 
the  States  have  maintained  that  their 
boundaries  were  something  like  orig- 
inally set  forth  in  their  charters.  The 
Library  of  Congress  has  sent  to  me  a 
certificate  that  says  there  is  oh  file  in 
the  Library  of  Congress  and  has  been 
for  many  years  the  American  Atlas,  a 
printed  publication  published  in  1796 
and  the  attached  negative  is  an  accurate 
description.  That  accurate  map  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  according  to 
the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783.  clearly  shows 
that  the  20-league  line  extends  from 
Florida  to  the  mouth  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
River. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  had  not  intended  to 
talk  on  this  measure,  as  many  times 
talks  are  made  to  fill  the  hours  and  to 
cram  the  Record,  but  I  do  desire  to  try 
and  refute  some  of  the  statements  that 
I  have  heard  on  the  floor  today. 

As  a  member  of  the  State  Legislature 
of  California,  I  was  on  the  committee 
that  investigated  some  of  the  oil  lands 
below  the  ocean  waters.  We  had  con- 
troversy after  controversy  trying  to 
establish  what  was  submerged  oil  de- 
posits. At  Huntington  Beach  the  first 
discovery  of  slant  drilling  was  found. 
The  oil  companies  were  drilling  along 
the  shore  of  Huntington  Beach,  and 
somebody  with  an  idea  learned  to  de- 
velop a  crooked  well,  and  it  was  only 
when  one  of  the  Standard  Oil  Co.'s  wells 
was  drilled  through  and  cut  off  the  oil 
supply.  Finally  a  survey  was  made  which 
revealed  that  the  drillers  behind  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  were  tapping  the  pool 
under  the  waters  of  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
We  had  a  long  controversy  regarding 
that  problem,  and  in  California  many 
elections  were  fought  along  that  line. 
But,  finally,  we  were  able  to  establish 
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that  that  oil  belonged  to  the  State  of 
California  and  we  exacted  royalties  from 
those  wells  that  were  slant-drilled  into 
<that  basin. 

The  first  royalty  we  finally  developed 
was  a  32-percent,  royalty  for  all  the  oil 
taken  out  of  that  basin.  The  royalties, 
as  we  have  collected  them,  have 
amounted  to  a  large  sum  for  the  State 
of  Cahfomia. 

These  royalties  each  year  were  col- 
lected and  distributed  as  follows: 
$150,000  was  earmarked  for  education 
and  facilities  and  advancement  of  vet- 
erans of  our  World  Wars.  Of  the  re- 
maining balance  30  percent  goes  into 
the  general  fund  of  the  State,  and  nat- 
urally finds  it  way  into  educational  and 
other  State  purposes.  The  remaining  70 
percent  is  used  for  the  purchasing  of 
beaches  and  park  sites  for  recreational 
purposes  and  for  their  maintenance. 
These  beaches  and  parks  are  facilities 
from  which  all  citizens  of  the  entire 
country  derive  a  benefit. 

We  have  used  this  money  to  purchase 
coastline  properties  and  established 
many  coastline  beaches.  Can  you  im- 
agine traveling  to  the  Pacific  coast  and 
traversing  our  highways  and  not  being 
permitted  to  go  down  to  the  ocean  shore? 
These  moneys  which  we  receive  are  used 
for  this  general  purpose. 

Permit  me  to  give  you  some  figures  on 
royalties  collected  by  California  as  com- 
pared with  the  Federal  Government. 
Now  we  have  heard  the  charge  con- 
stantly that  this  is  an  oil  company  bill. 
I  want  the  c>eople  who  are  making  those 
charges  to  reverse  themselves,  because 
it  is  not  factual:  in  fact,  those  who  are 
opposing  this  bill  are  favoring  the  oil 
companies,  if  anybody  is. 

Prom  1921  through  1950,  the  yearly 
average  collected  by  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia was  19.13-percent  royalty.  Dur- 
ing the  year  1950  California  collected 
royalties  at  the  rate  of  24.99  percent  from 
the  oil  companies  who  entered  into 
agreements  to  produce  from  tideland 
deposits.  By  comparison,  the  Federal 
Government  collects  royalties  from  such 
sources  as  this  on  an  average  rate  of  11 
percent.  The  latest  figures  I  have  are 
for  1947.  when  the  Government's  rate  of 
royalty  collections  was  11.38  percent. 
That  same  year  the  State  of  California 
collected  royalties  from  tidelands  pro- 
duction at  the  rate  of  24.91  percent. 

The  State  of  California  is  receiving  a 
proper  proportion  through  the  royalty 
on  the  production  of  these  wells.  The 
money  being  collected  is  used  for  almost 
the  identical  purposes  in  California  as 
the  opponents  of  this  bill  desire  its  dis- 
tribution would  lead  you  to  believe  on 
a  national  level.  It  has  been  said  that 
this  amount  would  be  infinitesimal  if 
distributed  throughout  the  United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  section,  and  all 
amendments  thereto,  do  now  close. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  YATES.  Which  section  does  the 
gentleman  refer  to? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    SecUon  1  oX  the  bill. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania IMr.  Graham). 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 
Title  I 

DEriNlTIOW 

Sec   2.  When  used  In  this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  means  (1)  all  lands  within  the 
boundaries  of  each  of  the  respective  States 
which  are  covered  by  nontldal  waters  that 
were  navigable  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  such  State  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union,  or  acquired  sovereignty 
over  such  lands  and  waters  thereafter,  up 
to  the  ordinary  high-water  mark,  as  here- 
tofore or  hereafter  modified  by  accretion, 
erosion,  or  reliction;  (2|  all  land.s  perma- 
nently or  periodically  covered  by  tidal  waters 
up  to  but  not  above  the  line  of  mean  high 
tide  and  seaward  to  a  line  3  ecographlcal 
miles  distant  from  the  coast  line  of  each 
such  State  and  to  the  boundary  line  of  each 
such  State  where  In  any  case  such  txjundary 
as  It  existed  at  the  time  such  State  became 
a  member  of  the  Union,  or  as  heretofore  or 
hereafter  approved  by  Congress,  extends  sea- 
ward (or  into  the  Great  Lakes  or  Gulf  of 
Mexico)  beyond  3  geographical  miles,  and 
(3)  all  filled  In.  made,  or  reclaimed  lands 
which  formerly  were  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters,  as  hereinabove  defined;  the  term 
"boundaries"  Includes  the  historic  seaward 
boundaries  of  a  State  or  Its  boundaries  In 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  or  any  of  the  Great 
Lakes  &f  they  existed  at  the  time  such  State 
became  a  member  of  the  Union,  or  as  here- 
tofore or  hereafter  aj.proved  by  the  Congress, 
or  as  extended  or  confirmed  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 4  hereof; 

(b)  The  term  "coast  line"  means  the  line 
of  ordinary  low  water  along  that  p<jrtlon  of 
the  coast  which  Ls  In  direct  contact  with  the 
open  sea  and  the  line  marklns;  the  seaward 
limit  of  Inland  waters,  which  Include  all 
estuaries,  ports,  harbors,  bays,  channels. 
Btralts,  historic  bays,  and  sounds  and  all 
other  bodies  of  water  which  Join  the  open 
6ea; 

(c)  The  terms  "grantees"  and  "lessees"  In- 
clude (Without  limltini?  the  generality 
thereof)  all  political  subdivisions  munici- 
palities, public  and  private  corporations,  and 
other  persons  holding  grants  or  leases  from  a 
State,  or  from  its  predecessor  sovereign  If 
legally  validated,  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  if  such  grants  or  leases  were  issued 
In  accordance  with  the  constitution,  statutes, 
and  decisions  of  the  courts  of  the  St*.te  In 
which  such  lands  are  situated,  or  of  Its 
predecessor  sovereign:  Prox'ided.  however. 
That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  upon  said  grantees  or  lessees  any 
greater  rights  or  Interests  other  than  are 
described  herein  and  In  their  respective 
grants  from  the  State,  or  its  predecessor 
sovereign; 

(d)  The  term  "natural  resources"  Includes, 
without  limiting  the  generality  thereof,  oil. 
gas,  and  all  other  minerals,  and  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clams,  crabs,  lobsters,  sponges,  kelp, 
and  other  marine  animal  and  plant  life  but 
does  not  Include  water  power  or  the  use  of 
water  for  the  production  of  power,  at  any  site 
where  the  United  States  now  owns  the  water 
power; 

(e)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  does  not  Include  the  beds  of  streams 
In  lands  now  or  heretofore  constituting  a 
part  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
If  such  streams  were  not  meandered  In  con- 
nection with  the  public  survey  of  such  lands 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  If 
the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  streams  was 
lawfully  patented  or  conveyed  by  the  United 
States  or  any  State  to  any  person: 

(f)  The  term  "State"  means  any  State 
of  the  Union; 

(g)  The  term  "person"  Includes  In  addi- 
tion to  a  natural  person,  an  association,  » 


State,  a  political  subdlvl.slon  of  a  State,  or  a 
private,  public,  or  municipal  corporation; 

(h)  The  term  "outer  continental  shelf* 
means  all  submerged  lands  ( 1 )  which  lie  out- 
side and  seaward  of  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  as  defined  hereinabove  in  section  2 
( a ) ,  and  ( 2 )  ot  which  the  subsoil  and  natural 
resources  appertain  to  the  United  States  and 
are  subject  to  its  jurisdiction  and  control; 

(I)  The  term  "Secretary"  means  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior. 

(J)  The  term  "lease"  whenever  used  with 
reference  to  action  by  a  State  or  Its  political 
subdivision  or  grantee  shall  be  regarded  as 
Including  any  form  of  authorization  for  the 
use,  devel'ipmeiit,  or  production  from  lands 
beneath  navli;able  w. iters  or  lands  of  the 
outer  continental  shelf  and  the  natural  re- 
sources therein  and  thereunder,  and  the 
term  'les.-iee"  whenever  used  in  such  con- 
nection shall  be  regarded  as  Including  any 
jaerson  having  the  right  to  develop  or  pro- 
duce natural  resources  and  any  person  hav- 
ing the  right  to  use  or  develop  lands  be- 
neath niivigable  waters  or  lands  of  the  outer 
continental  shelf  under  any  such  form  of 
authoriz-itlon; 

(  k  )  The  term  "Mineral  Leasing  .\ct"  means 
the  act  of  February  25.  1920  (41  SUt  437). 
and  all  arts  amendatory  thereof  or  supple- 
mentary thereto. 

Mr  YATES.  Mr  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  la.st  word. 

Mr  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  in  or- 
der to  a.'^k  some  questions  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  committre  in  charge  of  the 
bill,  I  .should  like  to  refer  the  atten- 
tion of  the  gentleman  to  page  2  of  the 
bill,  line  1.  where  the  word  "nontidal" 
IS  used.  Does  this  refer  to  fresh  water 
or  does  it  refer  to  the  ocean  waters  which 
are  nontidal  in  the  sense  of  not  covering 
the  tidelands'' 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  do  not  understand 
the  gentleman's  question. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  word  Is  "nontidal* 
What  does  that  mean,  fresh  water? 

Mr,  GRAHAM.  No.  There  are  no 
tides  in  fresh  water  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  word  is  "nontidal." 
Therefore,  would  it  mean  fresh  water? 

Mr.   GRAHAM.     Beyond   the  tides. 

Mr.  YATES.  Beyond  the  tides  of  the 
ocean,  then.  Now  with  respect  to  the 
languaue  appearing  in  line  17,  "historic 
seaward  boundaries."  will  the  gentleman 
state  what  is  the  historic  seaward  bound- 
ary of  Louisiana,  for  example?  I  have 
read  the  report  and  I  have  not  seen  it 
defined  and  I  have  nowhere  seen  any 
explanation  of  what  is  the  historic  sea- 
ward boundary  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  YATES.  I  have  asked  the  ques- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, 

Mr.  GRAHAM,  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  wish  to  answer  it?  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  tried  to  explain  that 
yesterday  during  general  debate.  In 
order  to  explain  the  historic  seaward 
boundary  of  any  State  admitted  since 
the  admission  of  the  Thirteen  Original 
States  you  have  to  go  to  the  act  of  Con- 
gress admitting  that  State  and  the  first 
constitution  of  that  State.  I  said  in  cer- 
tain cases  you  had  treaties  involved,  such 
as  in  the  case  of  Texas.  So  the  historic 
boundaries  of  Texas  and  Louisiana  both 
would  be  governed  by  the  acts  of  Con- 
gress admitting  those  States  and  the 
first  constitution  of  the  States,  and  the 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2559 


;iPpropriate  ancient  documents  spelling 
cut  the  boundaries. 

Mr.  YATES.  Will  the  gentleman 
st.itc  what  is  the  historic  boundary  of 
Louisiana?  Has  a  line  been  drawn  de- 
fining the  seaward  boiuidary  of  Louls- 
Kina? 

Mr,  WILLIS.    This  bill  does  It. 

Mr  YATES.     At  what  point? 

Mr  WILLIS.  It  defines  the  coastal 
line,  and  from  then  on  the  States  have 
their  boundaries  in  accordance  with  the 
condition  of  their  admission,  as  in  the 
c;\se  of  the  admission  of  Louisiana  into 
the  Union, 

Mr.  YATES.  Will  the  gentleman  state 
whether  the  seaward  boundary  of  Loui- 
siana under  this  bill  is  limited  to  a  point 
3  miles  seaward  from  the  low-water 
mark? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  The  bill  does  not  men- 
tion Louisiana  any  more  than  Kentucky 
or  the  gentleman's  State.  The  bill  pro- 
vides that  the  historic  limits  and  his- 
toric boundaries  of  the  States  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  the  conditions  of 
tlieir  admission  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  gentleman  has 
.•stated  that.  I  am  endeavoring  to  obtain 
an  application  of  the  language  of  the 
bill  Lo  a  specific  State — Louisiana.  I  am 
a.>king  that  it  be  applied  to  the  gentle- 
man's home  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr  GRAHAM.  If  you  fix  the  base- 
line, tlien  you  can  determine  It. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  have  fixed  the  base- 
line. I  have  fixed  It  at  a  point  at  the 
low-water  mark  on  the  shore  of  Louisi- 
ana. Does  this  bill  limit  the  seaward 
boundary  of  Louisiana  at  a  line  3  miles 
s("award  from  the  low-water  mark  of 
Louisiana? 

Mr  GRAHAM.  It  is  limited  from  the 
coastline  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  YATES.    Three  miles? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  It  is  up  to  the  State 
of  Louisiana  to  establish  anything  be- 
yond that. 

Mr.  YATES.  In  pther  words  then. 
this  bill  does  not  fix  the  boundary  of  the 
ttate  of  Louisiana? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  It  does  fix  It  3  miles 
out.  If  they  claim  farther  than  that. 
they  must  establish  that. 

Mr.  YATES.  They  must  establish  it. 
In  other  words,  they  are  given  the  right 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill  to  still  come 
in  and  establish  it  at  still  another  point? 

Mr  GRAHAM.  They  have  always  had 
that  right. 

Mr.  YATES.  Then  I  come  back  to  my 
original  question.  What  is  the  historic 
boundary  of  Louisiana  because  appar- 
ently this  bill  does  not  fix  the  historic 
seaward  boundary  of  a  State?  If  that 
be  true,  what  is  the  historic  seaward 
boundary  of  Louisiana? 

Mr,  GRAHAM.  It  does  not  do  that. 
We  disagree  thoroughly  with  the  gentle- 
man's position. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  imagine  the  gentleman 
does  disagree  with  my  position,  but  I 
will  try  to  bear  up  imder  that  blow.  I 
still  submit  I  am  entitled  to  an  answer. 
before  we  pass  this  legislation,  to  the 
question:  What  Is  the  historic  seaward 
boundary  of  Louisiana? 

Mr  PERKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 


Mr.  Chstlrman,  the  argument  we  have 
Just  heard  shows  what  really  is  behind 
this  legislation.  There  is  no  limit  as 
to  the  number  of  miles  that  a  State  may 
attempt  to  extend  its  bovmdaar  line. 
Now  I  would  like  to  propound  a  question 
to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana.  Does 
this  bill  open  the  door  for  your  State  to 
extend  its  boundary  line  as  far  out  in  the 
Continental  Shelf  area  as  the  State  leg- 
islature may  deem  wise? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  No,  I  answer  that  ques- 
tion categorically,  "No." 

Mr.  PERKINS.  What  does  that  pro- 
vision provide? 

Mr.  "WILLIS.  You  have  to  go  to  the 
provision  of  the  bill  covering  that,  which 
I  would  like  to  read. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  am  asking  you  if 
the  provision  does  not  expressly  provide 
that  a  State  such  as  Louisiana  may  ex- 
tend its  boundary  lines  in  the  futiu-e 
far  out  in  the  Continental  Shelf. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  That  is  covered  by  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  bill.  That  section  has  been 
aerated  many  times  since  yesterday.  I 
will  read  it  to  you. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  You  do  not  have  to 
read  it.  Just  answer  the  question  for 
the  information  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Section  4,  the  first  sen- 
tence provides  that  the  seaward  bound- 
ary of  the  Thirteen  Original  States  are 
confirmed  up  to  3  miles. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  What  is  the  extension 
provision  there? 

Mr.  'WILLIS.  That  is  the  second  sen- 
tence which  says  that  if  any  State  ad- 
mitted subsequent  to  that  time  has  not 
already  done  so,  it  may  extend  its  bound- 
aries up  to  3  miles.  Then  the  third 
sentence,  that  is  the  sentence  that  we 
heard  about  from  the  gentleman  from 
lUinois  [Mr.  YatisI,  says  that  if  in  the 
past  the  States  have  taken  action  so  to 
extend  (meaning  3  miles)  that  action  is 
approved.  Then  the  fourth  sentence 
provides  that  nothing  in  the  paragraph 
shall  prejudice  the  rights  of  the  States 
to 

Mr.  PERKINS.  To  go  beyond  the 
3-mile  limit? 

Mr.  'WILLIS.  Yes.  but  under  what 
conditions.  That  sentence  has  never 
been  read.  Here  it  is.  Nothing  in  the 
section  is  to  be  construed  as  questioning 
or  in  any  manner  prejudicing  the  ex- 
istence of  any  State's  seaward  boundary 
beyond  3  geographic  miles  if  it  was  so 
provided  by  treaty  ratified  by  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  or  by  an  act  of 
Congress  or  by  the  constitutional  laws 
of  a  State  prior  to  or  at  the  time  such 
State  became  a  member  of  the  Union. 

Now  that  is  all  there  is  to  it  and  that 
Is  the  information  the  gentleman  has 
asked  for. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  The  last  provision 
just  enables  the  States  to  extend  their 
boundary  lines  far  out  into  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  area. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  This  bill  does  no  such 
thing. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  In  other  words,  this 
whole  subject  matter  is  not  brought  be- 
fore the  Congress  again. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  This  bill  does  no  such 
thing. 

Mr.  CELLER,  Bdr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.    I  yield. 


Mr.  CELLER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
failed  to  give  proper  emphasis  in  lines 
10  and  12,  which  read  as  follow?: 

without  prejudice  to  its  claim  if  any  It  haa 
that  Its  boundaries  extend  beyond  that  line — 

"That  line"  meaning  the  3 -mile  limit. 
So  we  say  that  when  we  pass  this  bill 
we  do  not  in  any  way  prejudice  any 
claims  that  the  State  may  make  about 
territory  even  beyond  the  3  miles. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  place  the  same  in- 
terpretation on  those  lines  as  does  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PERKINS.    I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  "WILLIS.  I  thought  the  gentle- 
man wanted  information. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  cannot  yield  because 
I  want  to  discuss  the  values  of  some  of 
the  projjerties  involved.  I  have  some 
estimates  before  me  made  available  by 
the  United  States  Geological  Survey  con- 
cerning the  known  values  and  potential 
values  of  oil  and  gas  rights.  They  are 
as  follows: 

Estimated  value  of  United  States  offshore  oil 
resources 


PBOVEW    RXSEBVES 

Quantity 
(barrels) 

Value  f»2.50 
per  barrel) 

Inside  3-mil^  limit: 

C'jilifomift             ..    , 

15,000.000 
107,  000,  000 

S390  8AZ500 

Ti'xa.'-  

37,  500, 000 

I/Ouisiana 

267,  500,  000 

278, 345,  000 

696.  862,  500 

Continrntal  Sbrif  out- 
siiie  Smile  limit; 
California 

0 

0 

214,000,000 

0 

Texas            

0 

I-Wli.«ian» 

S35, 000, 000 

214,  000,  000 

535, 000, 000 

POTUmAI.  RESERVES 


Inside  Z-mOe  limit: 

("alifomia 

1, 100, 000, 000 

2, 750, 000, 000 

Teia.s 

l>o 

Louisiana 

1  400,  OOU,  000 

Ml,  300,  000,  000) 

250,  000, 000 

1,000, 000,  ax) 

13,  000,  000,  0001 
625.000.000 

"1,750,000.000  1  4,375,000,000 

Continental    Shelf 
(total): 
California 

2,1,%,  000.  000 

5.  390.  862.  500 

Tc'XiiS        ._._ 

8,000,000,000    22,500,000,000 

Louisiana 

4,000,000,000  110,000,000,000 

15, 156, 000,  000 

37,880,000,000 

>  Inside  3-mile  limit. 

'  Inside  3-Ieaguc  limit. 

>  Totals  exclude  dau  in  brackets. 

Note.— Reserves  from  U.  S.  Oeolo^ical  Survey  esti- 
mates. Valuu  calculated  at  approximate  current  crude- 
oil  prices. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smith  of  'Vir- 
ginia: Page  4,  line  7,  after  the  semicolon 
insert  "Admitted  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  act." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  "Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  spoke  on  this  matter  on  yester- 
day. It  is  on  page  4  of  the  bill  under  the 
heading  "Definitions."  and  reads:  "The 
term  'States'  means  any  State  of  the 
Union."  I  proposed  to  add  to  it  the 
following:  "Admitted  prior  to  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  act." 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
that  it  eliminates  any  future  State  that 
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may  be  admitted  to  the  Union  and  con- 
fines the  operation  of  this  bill  to  the 
present  48  States.  My  reason  for  it  is 
that  it  occurs  to  me  that  it  would  be 
rather  unwise  to  undertake  to  fix  the 
boundaries  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands  in 
this  bill  with  all  the  uncertainties  that 
exist  relative  to  the  waters  lying  about 
those  islands. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  As  I  understand  the 
gentleman's  position  he  raises  the  issue 
whether  the  boundary  is  3  miles  around 
each  island,  which  has  been  the  historic 
seaward  limits  or  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
in  some  places  1.000  miles  intervene  be- 
tween some  of  the  islands  all  the  water 
enclosed  between  them  would  be  treated 
as  inland  waters. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  think  the 
gentleman  opens  up  the  whole  question. 
I  do  not  propose  to  do  anything  except 
not  to  try  and  settle  it  in  this  biU.  No- 
body knows  what  the  situation  is  or  how 
much  water  should  be  taken  in.  Nobody 
knows  what  the  historic  boundaries 
would  be  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  It 
would  seem  to  me  to  be  the  part  of  wis- 
dom to  eliminate  it  from  this  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  As  I  un- 
derstand, tne  gentleman's  amendment 
would  simply  allow  future  Congresses  to 
pass  on  this  question  when  it  arises. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  That  is  it. 
For  instance,  in  the  case  of  Canada  I  am 
told  that  the  Continental  Shelf  runs  out 
1.000  miles,  maybe  more.  You  would 
have  the  same  thing  with  the  island  ter- 
ritory you  propose  to  take  in.  It  does 
seem  to  me  to  be  wise  to  limit  this  bill 
to  existing  States. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  am  thinking  in  terms 
of  Supreme  Court  decisions  that  each 
State  must  be  taken  in  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing, and  that  we  cannot  discriminate 
between  those  taken  in  before  and  those 
admitted  after  a  certain  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yet  this  very 
bill  as  it  is  written  now  discriminates 
against  them. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  We  do  not  discrimi- 
nate against  them. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  In  the  case 
of  Texas,  in  the  case  of  Florida,  you  give 
them  different  treatment  in  the  matter 
of  the  seaward  boundaries. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Just  to  the  historic 
limits. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  have  stated 
my  position  and  offered  this  amendment. 
I  am  not  insisting  particularly  on  the 
amendment.  I  am  merely  trying  to  be 
helpful  and  point  out  what  I  think  you 
are  doing. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  How  much  thought 
has  the  gentleman  given  to  the  const! - 
tuuonality  of  this  as  it  will  be  inter- 
preted by  the  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  understand 
the  gentleman's  question:  The  Consti- 


tution states  that  all  States  must  come 
in  on  an  equal  basis.  I  do  not  question 
that,  but  I  think  when  you  bring  in  an- 
other and  when  you  do  not  know  all  the 
facts  regarding  an  area  that  may  be 
admitted  as  another  State,  that  the 
thing  to  do  is  let  that  issue  be  settled  by 
the  Congress  when  the  area  is  admitted 
to  statehood.  As  it  is  today  we  do  not 
know  what  is  the  historic  boundary  of 
any  Hawaiian  island  or  what  we  may 
do  regarding  the  waters  between  the 
various  islands.  I  do  not  think  we  should 
attempt  to  deal  with  that  question  in 
this  bill. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 
If  it  is  incorporated  in  this  bill  it  might 
involve  the  legislation,  and  any  law  that 
comes  out  of  it.  in  a  serious  controversy 
over  the  constitutionality  of  the  provi- 
sion proposed  by  the  very  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  find  nothing  in  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Smith!  to  justify  his  amend- 
ment that  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  be 
specifically  omitted  from  the  provisions 
of  the  legislation  now  pending  before  the 
House. 

The  proposal  appears  on  the  contrary 
to  be  based  on  a  misstatement  of  facts 
with  reference  to  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii. The  latter  does  not — and  I  quote 
from  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  appearing  on  page  2516 
of  the  Congressional  Record  of  yester- 
day— "consists  of  a  great  many  islands 
scattered  all  over  the  Pacific  Ocean." 
The  truth  is  that  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
consists  of  a  small  group  of  very  well 
defined  islands. 

I  venture  the  assumption  that  there  is 
no  land  area  under  the  American  flag 
today  whose  boundaries  have  been  more 
clearly  defined  than  are  those  of  the 
islands  that  constitute  the  Hawaiian 
group.  They  are  of  such  vital,  strategic 
importance  and  became  involved  in  the 
last  war  in  such  an  important  way  that 
every  aspect  of  their  geography  has  been 
very  carefully  measured. 

The  main  group  of  islands  is  eight  in 
number.  All  of  these  are  inhabited  ex- 
cept one.  The  latter  has  been  used  for 
target  purposes  by  the  United  States 
Navy  and  is  maintained  under  their 
jurisdiction  for  that  reason. 

These  islands  consist  historically  of 
Hawaii  proper.  The  land  area  and  the 
waters  around  them  have  been  clearly 
defined. 

In  addition  to  this  group  are  some  is- 
lets that  have  been  covered  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Territory  for  obvious 
administrative  reasons.  Among  these 
are  the  so-called  Line  Islands  to  the 
northwest  of  Hawaii  that  are,  for  the 
most  part,  coral  reefs.  They  are  unin- 
habited and  uninhabitable.  There  is 
only  one  of  these  islands  that  is  more 
than  a  mile  square  and  it  is  only  a  mile 
and  a  half  square. 

I  agree  that  being  an  insular  area  we 
have  an  unusually  long  coast  line  and 
that  it  presents  problems  that  are  differ- 
ent from  those  of  the  inland  States.  I 
do  not,  however,  concede  that  they  rep- 
resent anything  new  or  unusual  or  offer 
a  single  good  reason  why  exception 
should  be  made  in  this  or  any  other  legis- 
lation relating  to  tidelands. 


Moreover,  the  Hawaiian  Islands  are  of 
volcanic  origin  and  some  of  the  atolls 
are  covered  within  their  jurisdiction  are 
no  more  than  coral  reefs.  It  is  a  well 
established  fact  that  there  are  no  min- 
eral resources  whatsoever  beneath  the 
land  area  of  the  islands  or  within  the 
tideland  areas. 

If  there  is  any  adjustment  to  be  made 
In  the  jurisdiction  of  the  island  areas 
beyond  the  main  group  of  Hawaiian  Is- 
lands, it  can  and  properly  should  be  re- 
ceived for  settlement  by  the  joint  com- 
mittee of  Congress  that  is  provided  for 
in  the  statehood  bill  to  deal  with  the 
problem  of  the  disposition  of  the  lands 
in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  which  the 
United  States  now  has  title.  To  remove 
Hawaii  from  the  legislation  now  before 
the  House  would  only  complicate  the 
problems  of  the  committee. 

It  should  be  said  that  their  outlying 
islands  are  no  asset  to  the  proposed 
State  of  Hawaii.  On  the  contrary,  they 
are  a  liability.  And  it  should  be  pointed 
out  moreover  that  they  were  placed  un- 
der the  jurisdiction  of  Hawaii  principally 
for  reasons  of  convenience.  This  ques- 
tion has  no  place  in  the  consideration  of 
this  legislation.  There  is  no  good  rea- 
son for  this  amendment. 

I  want  to. point  out  lurther  that  the 
enacting  clause  of  the  Hawaiian  state- 
hood bill  says  that: 

The  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Hawaii 
shaU  consl.st  of  all  the  territory  now  In- 
cluded In  the  said  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

The  .statehood  bill  moreover  recog- 
nizes that  this  issue  of  tidelands  will 
arise  in  connection  with  the  admission 
of  Hawaii  into  the  Union  and  contains 
in  section  3,  paragraph  (f),  this  state- 
ment: 

The  state  of  Hawaii  shall  stand  on  an 
equal  fix)tlng  with  the  other  States  with 
respect  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
or  reclaimed  therefrom,  the  beaches  and 
shores  of  navltjable  waters,  and  the  natural 
resources  within  such  lands  and  waters. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Can  the  gen- 
tleman tell  the  House  now  what  claim 
or  what  assertion  of  right  the  islands 
have  made  with  regard  to  their  seaward 
boundaries?  Is  there  any  set  policy  as 
to  the  claim  they  have  made? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  We  take  the  po- 
sition we  should  enjoy  the  same  rights 
as  is  determined  for  the  other  States. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean  the  3-mile  boundary  or 
the  10 '2-mile  boundary? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  accept  the  decision  of  the  Con- 
gress on  that  issue.  May  I  say  in  that 
connection  that  our  islands  are  of  vol- 
canic origin  and  some  of  the  atolls  are 
of  coral;  so  the  question,  so  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  does  not  involve  any 
mineral  resources  as  it  is  a  well-estab- 
lished geological  fact  that  we  have  no 
oil  or  any  valuable  minerals  of  any  sort 
under  the  surface  of  the  islands.  We 
have  fishing  rights  that  come  within  the 
historical  3-mile  limit. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr  FARRINGTON.  I  yield  to  the 
prntleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentle- 
man questioned  the  accuracy  of  my 
.-uutment  about  the  islands  being  scat- 
tered. Would  the  gentleman  state  that 
Irilmyra  Island  Is  a  contiguous  part  of 
I'lf  Hawaiian  Islands? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  would  be  glad 
tc  clarify  that. 

Mr  SMITH  of  VIrgina.  And  I  under- 
.siand  there  is  an  island  called  Johnson 
I.sland.  which  is  some  700  miles  away. 
while  Palmyra  Island  is  about  1,000  miles 
away. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
prntleman  from  Hawaii  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
^tntieman  may  proceed  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virt,'inia? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  re- 
gretfully object. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  House  has  under 
debate  H.  R.  4198.  the  Submerged  Lands 
Act,  I  find  my  mind  turning  back  to  an 
old  phrase  current  at  the  time  this  Na- 
tion  assumed   Its   independence.    That 
phrase    is   "not   worth   a   continental,*' 
which  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  bonds 
i.s.sued  by  the  insurgent  Continental  Con- 
gress to  wage  its  war  of  independence 
were  worth  something  less  than  their 
face  value.    That  being  the  case,  they 
were  not  much   in  demand  except  by 
those  who  saw  them  as  a  good  specula- 
tion.    History  Indeed  has  a  way  of  re- 
peating itself,  or  is  it  just  that  human 
nature   changes   but   little  in  different 
times  in  history?     Time  proved  that  the 
■  continentals"  were  indeed  worth  some- 
thing, as  the  new  Republic  assumed  this 
obligation  and  paid  these  bonds  at  par. 
Thus,    there    existed    for   a   long    time 
another  "Continental"  which  seemed  to 
have  but  little  value,  and  therefore  had 
but  httle  demand— the  Continental  Shelf 
lying  off  the  shore  of  this  Nation.    Now 
the  reaching  fingers  of  oil  development 
have  given  new  worth,  and  therefore  new 
demand,  to  the  new  Continental.    This 
land  has  become  an  asset  worth  billions 
in  potential,  and  the  question  of  owner- 
ship assumes  an  importance  greater  than 
the  ownership  of  the  continentals  of  old. 
It  foUows  that  the  debate,  of  national 
magnitude,  befits  the  grandeur  of  the 
a.ssets  under  cloud.    It  also  follows,  un- 
fortunately, that  the  debate  has  served 
as  much  to  muddy  the  waters  as  to  en- 
lighten.   It   has   ever    been   thus,   and 
nothing  added  suddenly  here  will,  like 
a  breath  of  air.  sweep  away  all  doubt. 
Yet  this  issue  must  come  to  a  vote,  not 
alone  because  it  is  important  to  "quiet" 
this  matter  so  that  dragging  develop- 
ment may  go  on  but  also  because  it  rep- 
resents an  important  plank  in  the  plat- 
form on  which  th«>  present  majority  of 
Cjngress  followed  the  President  to  vic- 
tory last  November.    The  promise  was 
made  and  delivery  is  at  hand.    In  times 
gone  by  legislation  »uch.as  this  was  con- 
sidered   under   the   possibility   of   veto. 
TViat  impairment  is  gone,  and  the  bill 
and  the  issue  stands  before  us  on  their 


own  merits.  True,  it  runs  in  the  face 
of  three  major  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  but  this  ap- 
pears to  cause  no  concern,  for  the  Con- 
gress can  in  its  wisdom  do  many  things. 
There  Is.  however,  no  certainty  that  even 
the  passage  of  this  bill  will  end  all  con- 
troversy on  this  matter  even  on  the  do- 
mestic side,  and  even  less  certainty  of  its 
effect  on  the  international  side.  It  may 
well  prove  to  be  a  Pandora's  box,  as  State 
boundaries,  that  is.  seaward  boimdaries 
of  nonsovereign  entities,  creep  out  to 
sea.  that  other  boundaries  elsewhere  may 
also  creep  out  to  our  detriment.  Such 
are  the  problems  of  living  in  a  world  and 
not  in  beautiful  isolation. 

One  helpful   thing   about   ownership 
before  the  law  is  that  it  must  lie  some- 
where   at    all    times.    It    cannot    float 
aroimd    for    an    indeterminant    time. 
Here  we  have  a  question  of  who  owns 
what  and  it  must  turn  then  on  historic 
ownership.    About  as  far  back  as  this 
Nation  can  go  in  terms  of  ownership  is 
to  the  Sovereign  of  England,  the  mother 
country  of  this  Nation.    At  some  point, 
the  King  of  England,  in  his  glory,  was 
held  to  hold  title  to  this  and  that  as  a 
"divine"   right.    That   right   is   not   at 
question  but  it  was  none  the  less  ac- 
cepted.   The  King  then  gave  grants  of 
land  in  his  possession  in  the  New  World, 
to  various  entities  which  in  time  became 
colonies.     Later  these   colonies,   in  re- 
dress of  grievance,  declared  themselves 
to    be   free    and    independent    and   no 
longer  subject  to  the  powers  of  the  King. 
They  took  unto  themselves  the  former 
powers  of  the  King  in  a  Declaration  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.    They 
also  won  a  war  and  laid  full  claim  to  the 
declared  independence  and  the  former 
sovereign   agreed   to  the   peace   terms, 
again  not  with  the  several  States,  but 
with  the  united  spokesman,  the  States 
in  Congress  assembled.    The  next  step 
in  time  was  a  jump  from  a  confederated 
nation  to  a  Federal  Union  for  practical 
men  found  the  confederation  too  weak. 
At  this  point  the  first,  and  still  confused, 
matter  of  who  owned  what  arose.    At 
some    point   in    this   development,    the 
separate  sovereign  States,  however  con- 
federated, stood  alone  in  their  own  eyes. 
At  no  point  however,  were  they  so  viewed 
by  other  sovereign  entities  who  did  busi- 
ness with  the  confederated  power.    In 
this  day,  we  find  controversy  arising  out 
of  this  area  of  sovereignty.    The  claim 
of  any  State,  with  the  possible  exception 
of  Texas,  to  lands  lying  off  its  shore, 
turns  on  whether  or  not  the  original  13 
States  retained  title  from  the  King  or 
whether  it  passed  to  the  Federal  Union. 
Many  cases,  often  the  same  ones,  are 
cited  by  those  on  each  side  of  this  sub- 
merged lands  issue  to  show  that  either 
the  States  did  or  did  not  hold  title  to 
submerged  lands  offshore  and  below  low 
tide  mark.    In  this  connection.  I  find  it 
most  important  to  notice  that  the  bill 
before  us  vests  title  to  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  any  resources  beneath 
such  waters.    This  matter,  by  all  cases 
offered  by  either  side.  Is  unnecessary  for 
there  Is  unanimous  agreement  that  the 
States  do  in  fact  and  without  question 
hold  title  to  all  lands  lying  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  their  borders.   What 
la  important  then  is  the  definition  of 


these  lands  so  contained  in  the  bilL 
First  It  defines  all  navigable  lands  above 
high  tide  mark  as  State  lands  and  this 
Is  unnecessary  but  It  then  turns  to  de- 
fine what  are  actually  tidelands,  that  Is 
those  lands  upon  which  the  tide  rises 
and  falls,  and  this  too  Is  unnecessary. 
However,  without  stopping  in  this  defini- 
tion It  breathlessly  pushes  the  State 
boundary  out  a  minimum  of  3  miles,  or 
any  other  such  figure  as  the  State  can 
squeeze  in.  Here  is  the  crux  of  the 
issue  as  I  see  it  In  simple  and  non- 
involved  terms.  If  the  States  have  al- 
ways been  owners  of  this  minimum  of  3 
miles  out,  then  this  bill,  except  &s  It  deals 
with  truly  outlying  lands,  is  superfiuous. 
If  however,  it  is.  as  the  Supreme  Court 
has  said,  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  paramount  power  In  the  3  mile  zone, 
then  the  bill  is  indeed  important  for  it 
changes  what  would  otherwise  be  the 
law  of  the  land.  For  myself.  I  can  find 
no  conclusive  argument  that  any  State 
can  claim  paramount  rights  to  either  the 
water's  surface  or  to  the  land  beneath 
it.  Any  claim  it  may  establish,  by 
this  legislation,  must  sdeld  at  many 
points  to  the  superior  power  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  for  navigation,  the 
regulation  of  commerce  and  the  provision 
of  national  defense.  Neither  can  this 
legislation  increase  or  decrease  the  real 
power  of  the  Federal  Government  in  the 
lands  lying  beyond  the  3  mile  belt  for 
this  is  subject  to  international  agree- 
ment which  holds  the  high  seas  as  the 
open  highway  of  all  nations. 

All  I  can  discover  in  this  legislation 
is  an  attempt  by  the  States  involved, 
using  an  age-old  principle  that  any  State 
has  full  ownership  of  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  Inside  its  lines,  to  as- 
siune  an  asset  which  belongs  to  the  peo- 
ple at  large  as  the  real  source  of  sov- 
ereignty. Failure  of  this  bill  would  in  no 
wise  need  deny  them  their  full  share  of 
any  revenue,  of  any  improvements  in 
harbors  or  reclaimed  lands,  but  only  in- 
sure that  the  Nation  receives  the  returns 
of  its  national  assets. 

There  has  been  no  declaration  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  any  title  to 
the  lands  lyin  g  offshore.    There  has  been 
no  claim  by  the  Federal  Government  for 
lands     lying     inside     confirmed    State 
boundaries.    There  has  been  no  plot  to 
vastly  increase  any  Federal  power  or  re- 
duce States  to  serfdom.    Yet.  in  spite  of 
this,  there  are  those  who  see  a  great 
crusade  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, naturally  at  some  highly  in- 
definite time  in  the  future,  to  take  over 
something  which  Is  not  Its  own.    There 
are  others  who  see  a  great  crusade  for 
socialism  In  any  move  the  Federal  Gov- 
enunent  makes,  other  than  the  erection 
of  tariffs  and  the  protection  of  property 
rights,  or  the  assumption  to  old  debts 
to  be  paid  at  par  like  the  continentals. 
I  am  unimpressed  by  these  allegations 
of  great  crusades  for  they,  in  the  manner 
of  most  great  crusades,  are  mostly  myth- 
ical.   I  am  also  unimpressed  by  a  bill 
which  takes  27  pages  merely  to  extend 
or,  if  you  will,  confirm  State  boundaries 
out  into  the  sea  and  which  kindly  leaves 
to  the  people  at  large,  what  is  left  be- 
yond.   To  me,  this  new  continental  in 
question,  the  Continental  Shelf  begin- 
ning at  mean  low  tide,  is  just  that;  the 
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extension  of  the  land  mass  of  the  Re- 
public out  into  the  sea.  This  is  a  part 
of  the  land  mass  of  the  Nation,  a  part 
of  the  sum  total  of  resources  of  the  Na- 
tion, and  as  the  Supreme  Court  has  held, 
these  resources  should  accrue  to  the  Na- 
tion at  large. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [  Mr.  Smith  1 . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Chair  being  in  doubt,  the  Committee 
divided  and  there  were — ayes  49,  noes  63. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  PEIGHAN,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Feichan:  Page 
3.  line  1,  after  the  word  "waters",  strike  out 
the  comma  and  the  words  "which  Include" 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "In." 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  pertains  to  the  definition  of 
"coastline."  which  in  the  present  bill 
seems  to  me  to  offer  a  new  concept  of 
what  is  the  seaward  limit  of  inland  wa- 
ters. In  support  of  my  amendment,  I 
am  going  to  read  from  a  letter  dated 
March  4  of  this  year,  addressed  to  the 
Honorable  Hugh  Butler,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  of  the  United  States  Senate,  from 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State  Thruston 
B.  Morton,  with  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular amendment.  He  was  referring  lo 
the  Senate  bill: 

Inland  waters  are  defined  as  Including 
"all  estuaries,  ports,  harbors,  bays,  channels, 
straits,  historic  bays,  and  sounds,  and  all 
other  bodies  of  water  Vr»  ich  Join  the  open 
sea."  This  definition  appears  to  be  too 
broad.  With  respect  to  bays  and  estuaries, 
the  United  States  has  traditionally  taken 
the  position  that  the  waters  of  estuaries  and 
bays  are  Inland  waters  only  If  their  opening 
Is  no  more  than  10  miles  wide.  or.  where 
such  opening  exceeds  10  miles,  at  the  first 
point  where  It  does  not  exceed  10  miles. 
With  respect  to  a  strait  which  Is  only  a 
channel  of  communication  to  an  Inland 
body  of  water,  the  United  States  has  taken 
the  pofcitlon  that  the  rules  governing  bays 
should  apply.  So  far  as  concerns  a  strait 
connecting  2  seas  having  the  character  of 
high  seas,  whether  the  coasts  of  the  strait 
'  belong  to  a  single  State  or  to  2  or  more 
States,  the  United  States  has  always  adhered 
to  the  well-established  principle  of  interna- 
tional law  that  passage  should  be  free  In 
such  a  scralt  and  hence  has  maintained  that 
Its  waters,  even  though  it  be  6  miles  wide  or 
less,  cannot  be  Inland  waters.  With  respect 
to  both  bays  and  straits,  of  course,  the 
United  States  has  excepted  the  cases  where, 
by  historical  usage,  such  waters  are  shown 
to  have  been  traditionally  subjected  to  the 
exclusive  authority  of  the  coastal  State. 

The  purpose  of  this  Government  in  adopt- 
ing such  a  definition  of  Inland  waters  was 
to  give  effectiveness  to  Its  policy  of  freedom 
of  the  seas.  The  broader  the  definition  of 
Inland  waters,  the  more  the  seaward  limit 
of  inland  waters  Is  brought  forward  from 
the  coast.  And  since  the  seaward  limit  of 
Inland  waters  is  the  base  line  whence  the 
belt  of  territorial  waters  is  measured,  this 
by  cumulative  effect  brings  forward  the 
outer  limits  of  territorial  waters.  Of  laie, 
efforts  have  been  made  by  some  foreign 
states  to  broaden  the  definition  of  their  in- 
land waters  and  to  gain  control  thereby  of 
large  areas  of  the  seas  adjacent  to  their 
coasts.  This  Government  has  opposed  and 
continues  to  oppose  such  developments,  but 
any  Indication  on  its  part  of  a  change  of 
position,  such  as  may  be  suggested  by  the 
broad  definition  oX  Inland  waters  now  pres- 


ent in  the  proposed  legislation,  may  well  en- 
courage the  growth  of  a  dangerous  trend. 
Hence,  in  the  view  of  the  Department,  it 
would  be  advisable  to  amend  the  section  as 
follows:  "limit  of  inland  waters"— 

And  SO  on ;  in  other  words,  the  amend- 
ment I  have  offered. 

I  think  the  State  Department  is  per- 
fectly correct  in  its  assumption  that 
we  in  Congrress  should  not  make  a  new 
definition  of  what  are  inland  waters. 
Under  this  definition  as  it  is  set  up, 
which  states  that  the  limits  of  inland 
waters  include  all  these  ports,  bays,  and 
sounds,  it  is  quite  possible  that  any  area 
of  the  open  sea  extending  from  one  point 
out  in  the  ocean  to  another  may  be  as 
far  as  100.  200.  or  possibly  300  miles,  and 
it  may  be  as  far  as  30  or  60  miles  deep. 
Then  if  you  draw  a  straight  line,  as  this 
bill  does,  across  those  two  outermost 
projections  into  the  sea.  we  have  an  ab- 
solutely new  concept  of  what  are  inland 
waters. 

For  that  reason,  I  hope  this  amend- 
ment will  be  accepted. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
In  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
amendment.  If  this  amendment  is 
adopted,  we  would  put  in  jeopardy  every 
bay.  harbor,  port,  or  estuary  on  any 
coastal  area  in  this  country.  We  would 
invite  litigation  after  litigation  in  the 
courts  in  trying  to  determine  whether 
these  bays  and  harlxjrs,  and  so  forth. 
were  actually  owned  by  the  State.s. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  T  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this 
same  amendment  was  propo.sed  befoie 
the  whole  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
and  we  debated  it  and  analyzed  it  and 
defeated  it  after  careful  study? 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  The  gentleman  is 
correct.  The  same  situation  applied  in 
the  Judiciary  Subcommittee,  chair- 
manned  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania I  Mr.  Graham,',  on  which  I  serve 
as  a  memlier. 

It  is  also  true  that  this  definition  of 
"coastline"  has  been  in  every  previous 
piece  of  legislation  on  this  subject  which 
has  passed  the  Congress,  so  it  is  not  a 
new  definition.  It  is  a  definition  that 
the  Congress  has  approved  on  numerous 
occasions. 

It  would  be  utter  folly  to  remove  this 
language  and  open  up  the  po.ssibility  of 
taking  away  from  every  coastal  State 
its  bays,  harbors,  ports,  and  estuaries. 
which  certainly  could  happen  if  this  lan- 
guage were  not  in  the  bill  to  clarify  the 
definition. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  de- 
feated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Title  II 

LANDS  BENF.ATH    NAVIGABLE  WATERS   WITHIN 
STATE  BOUNDARIES 

Sec.  3.  Rights  of  the  States: 

(a)  It  is  hereby  determined  and  declared 
to  be  in  the  public  interest  that  (1)  title  to 
and  ownership  of  the  lands  beneath  naviga- 
ble waters  within  the  boundaries  of  the  re- 
spective Stales,  and   the  natural  resources 


within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  (2)  the 
right  and  power  to  manage,  administer,  lease, 
control,  develop,  and  use  the  said  lands  and 
natural  resources  all  in  accordance  with  ap- 
plicable State  law  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
subject  to  the  provisions  hereof,  severally 
recognized,  confirmed,  established,  vested  In 
and  delegated  to  the  respective  States  or  the 
persons  who  were  on  June  5,  1950.  entitled 
thereto  under  the  law  of  the  respective 
States  in  wlilch  the  land  is  located,  and  the 
respective  grantees,  lessees,  or  successors  in 
Interest  thereof. 

(b)  (1)  The  United  States  hereby  re- 
leases and  relinquishes  unto  said  States  and 
persons  aforesaid,  except  as  otherwise  re- 
served herein,  all  right,  title,  and  Interest 
of  the  United  States,  if  any  it  has.  In  and 
to  all  said  lands,  moneys,  improvements,  and 
natural   resources. 

(2)  The  United  States  hereby  releases  and 
relinquishes  all  claims  of  the  United  States, 
if  any  It  has.  arising  out  of  any  operations 
(.f  snid  St.'ites  or  persons  pursuant  to  State 
authority  ufxin  or  within  said  lands  and 
navigable   waters. 

(3  I  The  Secretary  or  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States  shall  pay  to  the  respective 
States  or  their  P'-iiiitees  issuing  leases  cov- 
en Uk;  such  lands  or  natural  resources  all 
moneys  paid  thereunder  to  the  Secretary  or 
to  the  Trea.'-urer  of  the  United  States  and 
subject  to  the  control  of  either  of  them  or 
to  the  control  of  the  United  States  on  the 
effective  date  of  this  art.  except  that  por- 
tion of  sui-h  moneys  which  the  Secretary  is 
obligated  to  return  to  a  lessee. 

(CI  The  rights,  powers,  and  titles  hereby 
rerocTiilzed.  roiifirmed,  established,  vested  In 
and  delegated  to  the  respective  States  and 
their  praritees  are  subject  to  each  lease  exe- 
cuted by  a  State,  or  its  Kr;iiuee.  which  was 
in  force  and  eflect  on  June  5.  1950.  In  ac- 
cordance with  Its  terms  and  provLslons  and 
the  l.iws  of  the  State  l.-^suint;.  or  whoeo 
grantee  Lssurd.  such  lease,  and  such  rights, 
powers  and  titles  are  further  subject  to  the 
rights  herein  now  granted  to  any  person 
holding  any  such  lease  to  continue  to  main- 
tain the  lease,  and  to  conduct  operations 
thereunder,  in  accordance  with  its  provi- 
sions, for  the  full  term  thereof,  and  any 
extensions,  renewals,  or  replacements  au- 
tlior:zed  therein,  or  heretofore  authorized 
by  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing,  or  whose 
grantee  Lssued.  such  lease:  Proiuifd.  how 
ever.  That,  if  oil  or  gas  was  not  being  pro- 
duced from  such  lease  on  and  before  E)ecem- 
ber  11,  19,=>0.  or  If  the  primary  term  of  such 
lea.se  has  expire<l  since  December  11,  1950, 
then  for  a  term  from  the  effective  date  here- 
of e<iuiil  to  tlie  term  rem.ilnlng  unexpired 
on  December  11,  1950.  under  the  provisions 
of  such  lease  or  any  extensions,  renewals,  or 
replacements  authorized  therein,  or  hereto- 
fore authorised  by  the  laws  of  the  State  issu- 
ing, or  whose  grantee  i.ssued,  such  lease: 
Providrd.  houcver,  That  within  90  days  from 
tlie  etteotive  date  hereof  (i)  the  lessee  shall 
pay  to  the  State  or  Its  grantee  issuing  such 
leiise  all  rentals,  royalties,  and  other  sums 
payable  between  June  5.  1950.  and  the  effec- 
tive date  hereof,  under  such  lease  and  the 
laws  of  the  State  Issuing,  or  whose  grantee 
issued,  such  lease,  except  such  rentals,  roy- 
alties, and  other  sums  as  have  been  paid  to 
the  State,  its  prantee,  the  Secretary  or  the 
Treasurer  of  tlie  United  States  and  not  re- 
funded to  the  lessee,  and  (11)  the  lessee  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  and  with  the  State 
Lssuiiig.  or  whose  grantee  Issued,  such  lease. 
Instruments  consenting  to  the  payment  by 
tlie  Secretary  or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  to  the  State  or  its  grantee  issuing  the 
lease,  of  all  rentals,  royalties,  and  other  pay- 
ments under  the  control  of  the  Secretary  or 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  which 
have  been  paid,  under  the  lease,  except  such 
rentals,  royalties,  and  other  payments  as 
have  also  been  paid  by  the  lessee  to  the 
State  or  its  grantee. 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  affect  t'he 
tise,  development.   Improvement,  or  control 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2563 


by  or  under  the  constl  ;utlonal  authority  of 
the  United  States  of  sidd  lands  and  waters 
lor  tlie  purposes  of  na\lgation  or  flood  con- 
trol or  the  production  of  power  at  any  site 
where  the  United  Stat-ss  now  owns  or  may 
hereafter  acquire  the  waterpower  or  be 
cotistrued  as  the  release  or  relinquishment  of 
any  rights  of  the  Unltetl  States  arising  under 
the  constitutional  authority  of  Congress  to 
regulate  or  Improve  navigation  or  to  provide 
f  r  flood  control  or  the  production  of  power 
ui  any  site  where  tht  United  States  now 
owns  the  waterpower. 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed 
as  affecting  or  intendlrg  to  affect  or  In  any 
way  Interfere  with  or  n.odlfy  the  laws  of  the 
States  which  lie  wholly  or  In  part  westward 
of  the  98th  meridian,  relating  to  the  owner- 
ship and  control  of  grcund  and  surface  wa- 
ters; and  the  control  appropriation,  use, 
and  di.strlbutlon  of  such  waters  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  in  accordaace  with  the  laws  of 
such  States. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  CoLMca:  On 
pace  6.  line  4.  after  the  words  "natural  re- 
Fources".  Insert  the  following:  "subject  to 
the  condition  that  t^ere  shall  be  no  un- 
reasonable disparity  b'Hween  the  treatment 
bv  a  State  or  Its  gri.ntees  of  Its  citizens 
smd  the  treatment  ty  such  SUte  or  Its 
prantees  of  the  cltlzers  of  another  State  In 
the  management,  adnnlnlstratlon,  leasing, 
controlling,  developing,  and  use  of  the  said 
national  resources." 

Mr  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  yes- 
terday I  addres.'=ed  the  House  briefly  on 
thi.s  subject,  giving  advance  notice  that 
I  prop>osed  to  offer  this  amendment.  In 
the  brief  time  that  I  have,  of  course.  I 
cannot  go  too  much  Into  the  reasons  and 
the  need  for  this  amendment.  But  the 
amendment  Is  aimed  at  one  thing  and 
fine  thing  alone.  That  is  to  reassert  in 
thi.s  legislation  what  is  already  consid- 
ered to  be  the  law  with  reference  to  the 
u^e  and  taking  of  fl.«h,  shrimp,  and  other 
migratory  marine  life.  Under  section  2 
of  article  4  of  the  Constitution,  there 
can  be  no  disparagement  in  the  way  of 
treatment  among  citizens  of  one  State 
.-mainst  citizens  of  another  State.  We 
have  had  in  this  country,  and  particu- 
larly in  my  section,  a  great  deal  of  con- 
fusion and  chaos,  particularly  with  refer- 
ence to  shrimp  beats  going  from  the 
waters  of  one  State  to  the  waters  of  an- 
other State.  Sometimes  attempts  have 
been  made  to  pass  unreasonable  laws 
requiring  exorbitant  licenses  of  the  citi- 
zens of  one  State  wbo  may  want  to  go 
into  the  waters  of  another  State. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Tlie  gentleman  Is  fa- 
miliar with  the  Supreme  Court  decision 
involved  in  the  CaioUna  situation  with 
reference  to  shrimping.  I  understand 
his  amendment  goes  no  further  than  to 
.'-imply  spell  out  in  tills  bill  what  the  gen- 
tleman thinks  the  Supreme  Court  held 
in  the  matter  of  licenses  and  so  on  for 
shrimping  and  for  the  fishing  industry 
as  against  one  State  vLs-a-vls  another 
State. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  thank  my  friend  for 
his  contribution.  Our  States  adjoin 
and  he  knows  of  the  problem  there.  My 
amendment  merely  spells  out  what  the 
Constitution  providi»  8md  what  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  the  South  Carolina  case. 


to  which  my  friend  referred,  armounced 
to  be  the  law.  The  purpose  of  this — If 
you  ask  why  we  should  have  this  amend- 
ment written  into  this  bill — Is  to  dispel 
any  Idea  that  this  tldelands  law  under 
the  broad  terms  of  this  bill  with  refer- 
ence to  resources  would  give  one  State 
the  right  to  discriminate  against  the 
citizens  of  another  State.  I  hope  my 
friends,  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  of  the  subcommittee,  will  see  fit  to 
accept  this  amendment. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  v 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Does  the  State  of 
Louisiana  allow  citizens  of  Mississippi  to 
fish  in  Louisiana  waters  and  vice  versa. 
What  is  the  need  of  the  amendment  then, 
if  that  Is  so? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  do  not  want  to  get 
Into  any  argument  here  because  there 
ha^  been  extreme  controversy  between 
the  two  States.  Not  only  between  those 
two  States  but  between  other  States  as 
well.  For  Instance  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina  and  also  between  Texas 
and  Louisiana  and  other  States  which  I 
might  mention.  Two  cases  have  gone 
to  the  Supreme  Court.  We  want  to  spell 
out  here  that  this  does  not  grant  any 
additional  authority,  or  attempt  to  grant 
any  additional  authority.  That  Is  the 
purpxjse  of  this  amendment.  I  cannot 
see  why  there  should  be  any  objection 
to  it. 

As  I  pointed  out  on  yesterday,  migra- 
tory fish  recognize  no  artificial  bound- 
aries. They  travel  in  the  open  waters, 
and  as  I  Illustrated  In  my  talk  yesterday, 
there  was  a  gigantic  school  of  shrimp 
miles  square,  which  was  discovered  off 
the  coast  of  Florida  about  a  year  and  a 
half  ago.  That  school  of  shrimp  was 
converged  upon  by  boats  from  Virginia 
on  the  east  and  Texas  on  the  west. 
These  fishermen  from  the  different 
States  followed  the  shrimp  as  they  slow- 
ly migrated  across  the  waters  of  Florida, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  and 
Texas  and  into  the  waters  of  Mexico. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  oppe)Sition  to  the  amendment. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
words  are  entirely  superfluous  in  view 
of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
In  Toomer  v.  Witsell  (334  U.  S.  385,  393 
(1947) ).  Mr.  Justice  Vinson,  In  the  ma- 
jority opinion,  said: 

In  the  court  below  United  States  v.  Cali- 
fornia (332  U.  S.  19  (1947) )  was  relied  upon 
for  this  proposition.  Here  appellants  seem 
to  concede,  and  correctly  so.  that  such  Is 
neither  the  holding  nor  the  Implication  of 
that  case:  for  In  deciding  that  the  United 
States,  where  It  asserted  its  claim,  had  para- 
mount rights  In  the  3-mlle  belt,  the  court 
pointedly  quoted  and  supplied  emphasis  to 
a  statement  In  Skiriotea  v.  Florida  (313  U.  S. 
89,  75  (1941)). 

Our  position  is  that  this  matter  is  set- 
tled. This  is  a  proposition  which  could 
not  lead  to  discrimination  on  the  part 
of  one  State  against  the  others  and  thus 
open  the  door  to  endless  litigation.  We 
are  opposed  to  It  and  ask  that  the 
amendment  be  defeated. 

Mr.  COLME31.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    I  yield. 


Mr.  COLMER.  I  did  not  get  the  cita- 
tion of  the  case  the  gentleman  read. 
Was  that  the  South  Carolina  case? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  is  the  South 
Carolina  case,  the  shrimp-boat  case. 

Mr.  COLMER.  As  I  understand  the 
gentleman — and  I  did  not  get  everything 

he  said 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  said  It  was  the 
shrimp-boat  ca£;e. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Of  course  the  main 
thing  I  caught  were  the  very  unpleasant 
words  that  the  gentleman  rose  In  oppo- 
sition, but  I  did  not  get  the  citation. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  said  when  the 
shrimp  boats  come  in  In  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  COLMER.  Now,  If  I  understand 
the  gentleman  correctly,  he  takes  the 
position  that  the  provisions  of  my 
amendment  are  already  In  the  law. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  Is  right;  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  COLMER.  And  there  Is  no  neces- 
sity for  thu.  Then  I  asked  the  gentle- 
men what  objection  there  may  be  to  a 
restatement  of  it  here. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Just  the  same  as  we 
would  not  restate  the  Constitution;  that 
Is  the  law. 

Mr.  COLMER.  But  the  gentleman 
must  realize  that  It  would  have  a  very 
powerful  and  deterrent  effect  upon  these 
intrastate  squabbles  that  have  arisen  in 
the  past.  I  regret  that  the  gentleman 
sees  it  necessary  to  oppose  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  May  I  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  [Mr.  ColmerI 
that  our  pnasltion  Is  that  the  Constitu- 
tion, of  course.  Is  superior  to  any  law  of 
any  State,  and  that  has  already  been 
decided,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held  as 
I  have  Indicated.  We  think  It  Is  re- 
dundancy, unnecesssary,  and  could  serve 
no  good  purpose. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  it  im- 
portant that  we  give  attention  to  this 
amendment,  liecause  it  does,  I  think, 
draw  a  line  which  may  save  us  some 
trouble  In  the  future.  Right  now  Min- 
nesota is  having  trouble  with  South  Da- 
kota with  regard  to  migratory  birds.  The 
South  Dakotans  refuse  to  let  us  hunt 
in  South  Dakota,  and  we  do  not  know 
whether  the  Supreme  Court  will  sustain 
us  or  not,  but  a  provision  such  as  this 
would  have  saved  us  the  trouble  that  our 
dvKj^  hvmters  are  experiencing. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  But  that  Is  a  matter 
of  Intrastate  and  Interstate  concern  and 
does  not  apply  to  foreign  waters. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  These  will  be  inter- 
state waters  once  the  boundaries  have 
been  redefined. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Not  alte>gether,  no; 
there  will  be  the  broad  ocean  also. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Colmer)  there 
were — ayes  32,  noes  77. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
Mr.  COLMER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Amendment   offered   by  Mr.   Colmer:    On 
page  6.   line  4,   after   the   words  "State  re- 
sources".  Insert   "subject   to   the   condition 
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that  there  shall  be  no  uzu-easonable  dtspertty 
between  the  treatment  by  a  State  or  Its 
grantees  of  its  citizens  and  the  treatment  by 
sticb  State  and  ita  grantees  of  the  citiaens 
of  another  State  In  the  management,  admin- 
istration, controlling,  vise,  licensing,  and 
taking  of  ftsh,  shrimp,  and  other  migratory 
marine  animal  life." 

Mr.  GRAHAlff .  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment 
is  not  in  order  because  it  is  merely  the 
same  amendment  offered  at  another 
place. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
hear  the  gentleman  briefly. 

Mr.  COLMEPL  Mr.  Chairman,  we  dis- 
agree with  the  learned  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania.  The  first  amendment  of- 
fered went  to  the  whole  question  of  re- 
sources affected :  oil,  minerals,  and  other 
matters.  This  merely  goes  to  fish, 
shrimp,  and  other  migratory  marine  life. 
I  hope  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  committee  will  accept  this  amend- 
menL 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  believes 
that  the  amendment  is  different  in  word- 
ing; therefore  overrules  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
course.  I  realize  what  we  are  up  against 
here  today.  I  am  not  going  to  term  it 
steamrollering  as  has  been  charged  here 
today,  but  it  is  no  different  from  any 
other  proceedings  that  we  have  had  here 
In  the  past.  This  is  just  another  case  of 
a  legislative  conmiittee  bringing  out  a 
bill  and  taking  the  position  that  the  bill 
Is  sacred  and  there  must  not  be  any  is 
dotted  or  t's  crossed. 

This  amendment  is  the  same  proposi- 
tion that  I  argued  here  a  moment  ago, 
but,  as  I  pointed  out  in  response  to  the 
Chair  and  in  response  to  the  objection  of 
the  learned  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, it  only  affects  marine  Ufe,  while 
my  first  amendment  covered  all  re- 
sources. That  is  the  point  we  are  con- 
cerned about,  that  is  the  point  that  we 
wish  to  have  restated  if  it  must  be  re- 
stated so  that  we  can  stop  so  far  as  pos- 
sible these  interstate  squabbles.  We  like 
to  live  in  peace  with  our  neighbors,  we  do 
not  want  to  be  squabbling  with  them  and 
all  we  are  asking  here  is,  according  to  my 
ordinarily  genial  friend  from  Pennsyl- 
vania's contention,  for  a  restatement 
that  that  be  the  law. 

I  hope  that  some  of  that  milk  of  hu- 
man kindness  that  pervades  him  ordi- 
narily when  he  sits  on  the  aisle  wiU  assert 
itself  in  his  position  of  authority  here 
and  In  his  desire  for  protecting  the  sa- 
credness  of  the  committee  bill  as  it  is 
brought  out.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
accept  the  amendment;  otherwise  I  real- 
ize fully  that  there  is  little  hope  of  its 
adoption  in  view  of  what  Just  happened 
on  my  first  amendment. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  effort  does 
prove  to  be  futile  as  we  have  indicated 
we  now  suspect  so  far  as  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  is  concerned,  it  is  never- 
theless comforting  to  know  that  It  has  at 
least  served  the  purpose  of  having  made 
the  record.  And  while  the  amendment 
may  not  prevail  as  part  of  the  law,  the 
debate  will  indicate  conclusively  that  it 
is  the  opinion  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  and 


the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  as  well 
as  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  the  sub- 
stance of  the  amendment  is  presently  the 
law  of  the  land.  And  furthermore  that 
the  refusal  of  the  amendment  is  based 
entirely  and  exclusively  upon  the  opinion 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  of  the 
House  that  the  provisions  of  the  amend- 
ment are  now  the  law  and  therefore  that 
there  is  do  necessity  for  a  restatement  of 
it  jn  the  bill. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pending  amendment. 
I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
for  his  fine  compliment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  always  been  my 
understanding  that  anything  of  a  migra- 
tory nature,  like  migratory  birds  and 
such,  must  be  settled  by  treaty  or  com- 
pact. This  whole  matter  can  be  settled 
as  between  ttie  States  of  Mississippi  and 
Louisiana  or  between  the  States  soutii 
thereof  by  a  compact. 

The  argument  we  advanced  in  tlie 
other  case  applies  here.  This  is  limited 
to  fish,  but  is  no  different  in  our  dealing 
with  it  than  the  ot^.er.  We  object  to 
the  amendment  and  we  ask  for  its  defeat. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlemao  yield? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  COLMER.  The  pentleman  spoke 
of  compacts.  We  entered  into  a  com- 
pact down  in  tiic-se  Southern  States  on 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  here  a  couple  of  jreais 
ago  and  on  the  floor  of  this  House  I 
offered  an  amendment  of  similar  import 
that  would  maintain  the  "status  quo. 
which  was  adopted  and  passed  unani- 
mously by  the  Hou.se.  That  is  what  we 
are  asking  you  to  do  here  now — to  have 
a  restatement  of  that  and  a  protection  of 
our  rights  and  to  stop  this  squabblinsr. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  (Mr.  ColmerI. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  the  Chair 
being  in  doubt,  the  Committee  divided, 
and  there  weie — ayes  25,  noes  61. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  requisite  number  of 
words. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  support  of 
H.  R.  2948.  This  bill  gives  the  States 
nothing  whatever.  It  simply  confirms 
title  in  the  States  to  that  which  they 
have  always  owned — namely  the  lands 
within  their  historic  boundarie.s.  It 
goes  a  little  further  to  deal  with  police 
powers  in  the  Continental  Shelf  areas 
beyond  but  adjacent  to  the  boundaries 
of  the  States.  The  bill  also  deals  with 
existing  leases  and  permits  the  States  to 
exercise  conservation  rights  in  that  area, 
and  to  facilitate  the  exploration  and  pro- 
duction of  minerals  within  and  beyond 
those  historic  boundaries  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

This  legislation  is  long  overdue.  I  in- 
troduced a  bill  on  the  subject  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  session  and  it  wa.<!  con- 
sidered, along  with  a  number  of  others, 
by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  My  bill- 
as  did  the  original  Walter  bill  which  the 
House  passed  2  years  ago — went  a  little 
further  than  H.  R.  2948,  as  reported, 
goes.  It  provided  that  the  coastal  States 
would  have  3752  percent  of  the  revenue 


from  the  Continental  Shelf  areas.  This 
was  patterned  after  existing  division  of 
income  from  public  lands,  where  the 
States  now  get  57 1  i  percent  of  the  reve- 
nue.s  from  such  landa.  But  the  commit- 
tee, in  its  wisdom,  has  seen  fit  to  leave 
that  phase  of  the  proposal  out  of  this 
measure.  It  is  indicated  that  subject 
will  be  dealt  with  in  other  legislation 
later  on. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  many  com- 
pclhng  rea.sons  why  this  legislation 
sliould  be  enacted.  Many  of  those  rea- 
sons have  already  been  thoroughly  ex- 
plored and  debated.  It  should  be  kept 
m  mmd  that  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  cases 
reverf^ed  the  decision  of  that  Court  over 
a  period  of  more  than  100  years.  The 
hi.  toric  boundaries  of  the  coastal  States. 
which  are  here  confirmed,  were  first 
recopnized  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
ca.se  of  Pollard  v.  Hagen  (3  How.  219) 
more  than  100  years  ago.  That  case  has 
been  approved  and  followed  by  Uie  Su- 
preme Court  more  than  50  timco  since 
then,  and  was  only  recently  overruled 
by  the  decisions  I  ju.st  referred  to.  In 
addition,  49  opinions  of  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  have  been 
to  the  same  effect,  as  were  31  statements 
of  the  Solicitors  and  Secretaries  of  the 
Department  of  Interior.  Mr.  Ickes  him- 
self said  m  1933,  In  his  now  historic  re- 
ply to  an  application  for  a  Federal  lease 
by  one  Proctor: 

The  foregoing  (case  of  Hardin  v  Jordan) 
is  a  staleineut  of  the  stilled  law  and  Ihere- 
fore  no  rights  can  be  granted  to  you  either 
under  the  leaslncj  act  of  February  2.S.  1920 
(41  Stat  4J7).  or  under  any  other  public 
land  law  to  the  be<l  of  the  Paclflc  Ocean 
either  within  or  without  the  3-mlle  limit. 
Title  to  sou  under  the  ocean  within  the  3- 
mlle  limit  Is  In  the  Slate  of  California,  and 
the  land  may  not  be  appropriated  except  by 
authority  ul  Uie  Slate. 

In  other  words,  even  as  late  as  1933  the 
decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  with  re- 
spect to  the  title  of  the  States  to  soil 
beneath  all  navigable  waters,  seaward  or 
inland,  wa.s  recopnized. 

But,  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye.  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  California  case, 
followed  by  the  Texas  and  Louisiana 
cases,  threw  overboard  hundreds  of  years 
of  law  poin?  far  back  into  EnelLsh  his- 
tory and  carried  forward  by  our  own 
Supreme  Court.  A  new  and  terrifying 
constitutional  doctrine  was  announced. 
This  marked  a  significant  shift  of  con- 
stitutional relation.ship  of  the  States  and 
the  Federal  Government.  We  are  now. 
by  this  leei.slation.  attempting  to  correct 
that  unfortunate  judicial  mistake  and 
return  to  fundamental  principles. 

TIDELANDS  GR.*B   WAS   DANGEROUS 

Mr.  Chalnnan,  this  new  theory  of 
power  in  the  Federal  Government  is 
fraught  with  much  danger.  It  strikes  at 
basic  principles  of  States  rights.  It 
marks  a  usurpation  of  power  in  the  Fed- 
eral Government  never  dreamed  of  by 
the  makers  of  the  Constitution  when  all 
powers  not  expressly  given  to  the  cen- 
tral government  were  preserved  to  the 
States  and  to  the  people.  It  could  easily 
be  an  opening  step  on  the  path  of  na- 
tionalization and  socialization  of  our  re- 
sources and  the  taking  of  property  be- 
longing to  the  States  and  to  the  people, 
without  just  compensation. 
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Tlie  actions  of  the  Supreme  Court  have 
aroused  the  people  and  the  American 
bar.  Prof.  James  ^Villiam  Moore,  of 
Yale,  recently  wrote  an  article  in  the 
Baylor  Law  Review  in  which  he  charac- 
teri/ed  the  Court's  action  in  the  Texas 
case  as  "expropriation  by  judicial  fiat." 

In  the  May  1948  issue  of  Marquette 
Law  Review  appeared  an  article  entitled 
Title  to  Lands  in  Navigable  Waters," 
which  said: 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  author  sub- 
mits that  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
Is  wrong  in  Its  declaicn  In  the  California 
tidelands  case.  •  •  •  The  Court's  holding 
In  effect  sanctions  the  conflscatlon  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  the  tidelands  oil 
properties,  title  to  which,  historically  and  by 
settled  rule  of  property  law  is  vested  in  the 
States. 

The  precedent  thus  established  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  these  recent  decisions 
is  fraught  with  grave  implications.  The 
rule  is  that  he  who  cwns  the  open  seas 
adjacent  to  the  shorts  owns  the  inland 
waters  because  they  jiartake  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  open  seas.  It  follows,  or  may 
very  well  follow,  tha'-  since  the  United 
States  is  determined  to  be  the  owner 
of  the  land  under  tlie  open  seas,  ad- 
jacent to  the  coasts,  it  also  owns  the  land 
under  the  inland  watirrs.  That  includes 
lakes,  streams,  harbors,  bays,  estuaries, 
and  the  like. 

There  is  no  way  of  V:nowing  where  this 
dangerous  doctrine  could  lead.  The  Su- 
preme Court  in  its  recent  decisions  has 
referred  to  the  needs  of  national  defense 
in  extending  the  ownership  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  Inx)  the  submerged 
lands,  historically  recognized  as  belong- 
inti  to  the  States.  Mr.  Justice  Frank- 
furter, in  his  able  dissenting  opinion, 
said: 

The  needs  of  defense*  and  foreign  affairs 
alone  cannot  transfer  ownership  of  an  ocean 
bed  from  a  Slate  to  the  Federal  Oovernroent 
any  more  than  they  could  transfer  iron  ore 
under  uplands  from  State  to  Federal  owner- 
ship. National  respon.Ublllty  is  no  greater 
In  resf>ect  to  the  marginal  sea  than  it  is 
toward  every  other  particle  of  American 
territory. 

It  has  been  very  correctly  said  that 
it  would,  indeed,  Xx  an  easy  jump  from 
the  California  and  Texas  holdings  to 
nationalization  or  utilization  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  of  all  natural  resources, 
regardless  of  where  found. 

SHADES    OI'    LKNIN 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  fay  this  trend  is  a 
most  dangerous  thing.  Is  it  any  wonder 
that  practically  every  attorney  general 
and  every  governor  in  the  Nation  has 
become  aroused  and  has  urged  this  ac- 
tion by  the  Congress?  The  modem  doc- 
trine of  paramount  rights  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  as  enunciated  by  these 
Supreme  Court  decisions,  is  certainly 
not  too  far  removed  from  the  teachings 
of  Lenin  and  Marx. 

Mr.  Nathan  Bldwell.  a  distinguished 
Massachusetts  lawyer,  in  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  Massachusetts 
Bar  Bulletin  in  October  1950  called  at- 
tention to  this  trend  in  these  words: 

The  doctrine  laid  down  in  these  declsloris 
finds  lU  parallel  In  the  writings  of  Marx. 
Lenin,  and  the  platforms  and  principles  of 
the  National  Socialist  Party,  in  all  of  which 
It  is  provided  that  •  •  •  property  should  be 
taken   without  oompensatlon  on  the   basis 


of  need  for  all  the  people  regardless  of  the 
law  of  the  land. 

In  short,  these  modem  decisions  are 
consistent  with  and  may  very  well  lead 
to  nationalization  and  to  expanded  Fed- 
eral sovereignty  at  the  expense  of  the 
States. 

THZ  TEXAS  CASK 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  now  to  address 
myself  briefly  to  the  Texas  case.  Ours 
is  a  little  different  from  that  of  other 
States,  because  we  came  into  the  Union 
under  different  terms  and  conditions, 
and  our  historic  boundaries  extend  10 '2 
miles  seaward.  This  is  not  an  idle  claim. 
It  is  an  historic  fact  growing  out  of  a 
solemn  agreement.  In  that  respect,  the 
very  honor  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
involved. 

In  discussing  this  phase  of  the  subject, 
I  should  like  to  draw  upon  the  findings 
and  reasoning  of  Mr.  Ben  H.  Carpenter, 
of  Dallas,  Tex.,  who  made  an  exhaustive 
study  of  the  history  of  the  negotiations 
which  led  to  the  admission  of  Texas  to 
statehood. 

As  Mr.  Carp>enter  ix)lnted  out.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  Texas  was  an  inde- 
pendent nation  prior  to  joining  the 
United  States.  It  negotiated  its  own  af- 
filiation with  the  United  States  acting  in 
this  capacity  just  as  Canada  or  Mexicx) 
might  theoretically  do  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances today.  The  State  of  Texas 
was  not  created  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment out  of  territories  that  it  already 
possessed  and  owned. 

After  winning  its  independence  from 
Mexico  on  the  battlefield  of  San  Jacinto 
in  1836,  Mr.  Carpenter  reminds,  the  First 
Congress  of  the  Repubhc  of  Texas  fixed 
its  limits  by  a  boundary  act  of  December 
19,  1836.  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine  Riv- 
er, and  running  west  along  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico 3  leagues  from  land,  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Rio  Grande. 

Thereafter,  in  1837,  President  Andrew 
Jackson  advised  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  as  follows: 

The  title  of  Texas  to  the  territory  she 
claims  Is  identified  with  her  Independence. 

That  condition  obtained  in  1844  when 
Texas  was  still  an  independent  nation. 
It  was  recognized  as  such  not  only  by  the 
United  States  but  also  by  the  nations  of 
Europe.  The  Republic  of  Texas  at  that 
time  admittedly  owned  and  held  sover- 
eignty over  all  the  public  lands  within 
its  boundaries.  As  has  been  pointed  out 
those  boundaries  had  been  fixed.  They 
extended  3  leagues  seaward.  Four  years 
later  that  fact  was  recognized  again  by 
the  United  States,  and  wrote  into  the 
Treaty  of  Guadalupe-Hidalgo  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  boundary  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  beginning  at  a  point 
3  leagues  seaward  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Rio  Grande. 

The  negotiations  for  an  armexation 
treaty  began  In  1844.  The  State  Depart- 
ment drafted  a  treaty  which,  among 
other  things,  provided  that  all  of  the 
public  lands  of  the  Republic  of  Texas 
should  become  the  public  lands  of  the 
United  States — just  as  some  courts  and 
politicians  would  make  them  today. 
That  same  treaty  also  required  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  assume  the  public 
debt  of  the  RepubUc  of  Texas— just  as 


was  done  for  each  of  the  original  col- 
onies, and  has  been  done  with  respect  to 
each  of  the  other  States  that  have  been 
admitted. 

That  treaty,  with  those  provisions,  was 
submitted  to  the  United  States  Senate 
for  ratification,  and  was  rejected,  by  a 
vote  of  36  to  16.  In  Senate  debate  it 
was  claimed  that  the  pubUc,  unappro- 
priated lands  of  Texas  were  worthless 
and  it  was  said  all  the  lands  in  Texas 
are  not  worth  $10.000.000 — the  approxi- 
mate amount  of  the  debts  at  that  time. 

A  year  later  a  joint  resolution  was 
passed  by  the  House  and  Senate  which 
offered  Texas  annexation  on  terms  set 
out  in  the  resolution.  There  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  State  of  Texas  should  pay 
all  of  the  debts  of  the  Republic  of  Texas 
and  that  the  State  should  retain  title  to 
all  of  the  vacant  and  unappropriated 
lands  within  its  boundaries. 

There  was  then  no  argument,  no  con- 
fusion, with  respect  to  the  lx)undaries 
of  the  new  State.  Texas  approved  the 
annexation  proposal.  The  boundaries 
had  been  recognized  specifically  by  three 
Presidents — Jackson,  Tyler,  and  Polk. 
The  latter,  on  June  15,  1845,  gave  this 
assurance  to  the  jaeople  of  Texas : 

Of  course,  I  would  maintain  the  Texas  title 
to  the  extent  she  claims  It  to  be. 

Thereafter  no  question  arose  until  the 
strange  Supreme  Court  decision  of  re- 
cent date,  which  had  the  effect  of  re- 
pudiating the  agreement  made  by  the 
United  States  in  the  annexation  agree- 
ment. The  three-league  boundary  was 
surveyed  and  agreed  upon  as  the  interna- 
tional boundary  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  in  1911.  For  a  him- 
dred  years  there  was  no  question  raised 
by  any  one  about  the  binding  effect  of 
the  agreement  upon  which  the  Republic 
of  Texas  yielded  its  sovereignty  as  a  na- 
tion and  became  a  State  in  the  Union. 
Every  act  that  occurred,  every  word  that 
was  spoken,  recognized  the  binding  effect 
of  that  agreement.  For  over  100  years 
Texas  has  had  possession  of  these  sub- 
merged lands — comprising  an  estimated 
277,906,000  acres — and  has  administered 
them  accordingly,  and  its  ownership  has 
been  recognized  by  all  parties,  including 
the  United  States  Government. 

But  4  members  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
in  a  4-to-3  decision,  have  completely 
ignored  provisions  of  the  annexation 
contract  by  which  Texas  retained  these 
lands  and  minerals.  In  that  decision  the 
Supreme  Cburt  has  undertaken  to  alter 
the  acts  and  facts  of  history  after  they 
have  already  occurred. 

Mr.  Carpenter  very  properly  pointed 
out  that  the  Texas  tidelands  case  marked 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States  that  the  Supreme  Court  has 
chosen  to  disregard  the  contractual  obli- 
gations Qf  the  Federal  Government  in  a 
written  agreement  between  the  United 
States  and  another  nation  made  in  good 
faith  by  both  parties.  In  both  its  in- 
ternal and  external  relations,  the  United 
States  stood  by  its  agreement  for  more 
than  100  years.  The  State  of  Texas 
stood  by  its  agreement.  It  paid  its  public 
debt  which  it  assumed  as  a  condition  to 
statehood.  It  h£is  kept,  maintained,  and 
administered  its  submerged  pubUc  lands, 
which  it  specifically  retained,  as  a  part 
of  that  bargain. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment should  be  permitted  to  get  by 
with  Its  repudiation,  and  now' 100  years 
later  be  permitted  to  gobble  up  the  sub- 
merged public  lands  which  it  specifically 
recognized  as  belonging  to  Texas  when 
it  was  admitted,  then  it  sliould  at  least 
go  farther  and  agree  to  pay  the  public 
debt  of  the  Republic  of  Texas,  plus  ac- 
cxmiulated  interest.  If  it  should  do  that, 
with  6-percent  interest  since  1845 — the 
legal  rate  in  Texas — pajrabte  annually  as 
it  accrued,  the  total  amount  would  now 
be  nearly  $7  billion.  I  wonder  how  many 
of  our  friends  who  are  now  sanctioning 
the  repudiation  by  the  United  States  of 
its  agreement  with  respect  to  now  claim- 
ing the  public  lands,  are  now  willing  to 
Introduce  bills  to  reimburse  Texas  for  its 
public  debts? 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  pending  bill  should 
be  passed,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  by  an 
overwhelming  vote. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Mr.  chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  recognize  this  Issue 
as  an  Invasion  of  States  rights  and  favor 
the  passage  of  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  California  for  some 
time  has  been  a  focal  point  in  the  con- 
troversy over  the  issue  of  States  rights 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  has 
laid  claim  upon  the  tidelands  which  ex- 
tend along  the  coast  of  California  for 
1,200  miles. 

The  10th  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution provides  that — 

TTie  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  Constitution,  nor  prohibited 
by  It  to  the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States, 
reepectlTCIy,  or  to  Xhe  people. 

Under  this  provision,  for  more  than  a 
century  in  California  and  other  States 
of  the  Nation,  the  rights  of  the  States 
and  their  people  to  the  ownership  and 
full  enjoyment  of  all  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  their  boundaries 
were  recognized  by  the  Federal  Gove.n- 
ment. 

The  boundary  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, as  provided  in  the  State  consti- 
tution, extends  3  miles  into  the  Pacific 
Ocean  and  includes  all  islands  along  and 
adjacent  to  its  coast.  Sole  ownership 
of  this  area  by  the  State  has  always 
been  recognized  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  all  of  its  departments  and 
agencies  until  a  little  over  a  decade  ago. 
As  late  as  September  22.  1933,  in  an- 
swer to  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by 
an  applicant  for  a  leasing  permit  from 
the  Federal  Government.  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Harold  L.  Ickes  gave  the 
following  written  reply  to  the  applicant : 

Title  to  the  boII  under  the  ocean  wlthtn 
the  S-inile  limit  Is  In  the  State  of  CaliXorni^ 
and  the  land  may  not  be  appropriated  ex- 
cept by  autliority  of  the  State.     ' 

About  3  years  later,  however.  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  Ickes  changed  his 
mind  and  decided  to  seek  to  estabUsh 
ownership  and  ccmtrol  in  the  United 
States  over  these  lands.  Efforts  were 
made  unstrccessfully  to  have  the  Con- 
gress declare  these  lands  the  property  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

When  Congress  failed  to  declare  the 
tidelands  the  property  of  the  Federal 


Government,  proceedings  were  instituted 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  a  decision 
rendered  which  declined  to  hold  that  the 
United  States  was  the  owner  of  the  tide- 
lands,  but  stated  that  CaUfornia  was 
not  the  owner  of  these  lands. 

As  a  result  of  this  decision,  tne  title 
to'  the  tidelands  in  California  and  in  tlie 
other  States  has  remained  in  contro- 
versy to  the  present  with  the  subsequent 
confusion. 

As  an  example,  in  California  our  great 
harbors  are  clouded  by  the  Supreme 
Court  decision.  Our  world-renowned 
public  beaches  and  shoreline  recreational 
developments  aie  at  a  standstill  until 
the  State's  ownership  of  tidelands  is  re- 
affirmed. One  city  alone.  Long  Beach, 
finds  many  of  its  important  commuiuty 
projects  paralyzed  until  the  matter  is 
cleared  up. 

Thousands  of  homes  and  pieces  of 
land  owned  by  thousands  of  persons  are 
up  in  the  air  while  the  issue  of  whether 
or  not  the  Federal  Government  is  to  be 
empowered  to  take  at  will,  and  without 
compensation,  such  lands  as  it  needs  or 
wants  is  still  to  be  decided. 

To  illtistrate  what  this  means  to  real 
estate  in  California,  the  California  tide- 
lands  in  dispute  include  the  land  under 
San  Francisco's  forry  building  and  the 
land  under  San  Diego's  civic  center  and 
municipal  airport.  Half  of  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  and  much  of  Long  Beach  Har- 
bor are  of  uncertain  status. 

In  the  claims  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  title  to  the  tidelands.  much 
has  been  made  of  the  oil  deposits  under 
the  tideland  area  in  California,  as  well 
as  in  other  States,  and  the  need  for  Fed- 
eral control  for  the  preservation  of  nat- 
ural resources.  In  the  case  of  Califor- 
nia, however,  the  facts  show  that  oil  de- 
posits are  actually  found  under  only  15 
miles  of  California's  coastline,  and  half 
of  the  estimated  oil  supply  in  those  pools 
has  already  been  extracted. 

The  State  of  California  is  the  guardian 
of  all  the  rich  natural  resources  so  im- 
portant to  our  natural  resources  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  State,  and  shares 
equal  concern  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  the  development  and  protec- 
tion of  these  resources. 

The  1.200-miLe  coastline  tidelands 
area  of  Cahfornia  is  one  of  the  State's 
greatest  natural  resources.  Hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  have  been  spent 
by  the  State  and  its  citizens  on  harbors, 
fisheries,  pleasure  resorts,  and  other 
uses  essential  to  the  orderly  develop- 
ment of  the  State.  The  cities  and  coun- 
ties of  California  have  additional  plans 
for  the  use  of  the  tidelands.  But  if  the 
tidelands  question  is  not  settled,  these 
plans  are  retarded,  and  if  title  should  be 
granted  to  the  Federal  Government,  the 
people  of  California  and  the  other  States 
involved  would  be  subordinated  to  the 
Federal  Government  in  these  matters. 

I  believe  that  equity  calls  for  the  con- 
firmation of  the  title  of  these  lands  to 
the  States  as  provided  for  in  H.  R.  4198. 
Only  the  Congress  tan  resolve  the 
long-standing  controversy  between  the 
States  of  the  Union  and  the  departments 
of   the  Federal   Government  over   the 


ownership  and  control  of  submerged 
lands,  and  the  longer  this  controversy  is 
permitted  to  continue,  the  more  vexa- 
tious and  confused  it  becomes.  In  addi- 
tion, much -needed  improvements  of 
these  lands  and  the  devolpment  of  stra- 
tegic natural  resources  within  them  has 
been  seriously  retarded. 

This  bill  would  confirm  and  establish 
the  rights  and  claims  of  the  48  States, 
asserted  and  exercised  by  them  through- 
out our  country's  history,  to  the  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  the  resources  within 
such  lands  and  waters,  and  would  end 
the  controversy  which  has  been  block- 
ina  development  of  the  tidelands  since 
1938. 

I  sincerely  urce  favorable  action  on 
H.  R.  4198  which  would  establish  the 
lct;al  title  of  the  States  to  the  tidelands 
areas,  as  defined  in  this  legislation. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
ofTer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  oflered  by  Mr.  McCarthy.  On 
pa>;e  6.  strike  out  socilun  3  (b)  (3)  and  In- 
sert the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

••Srr  3  (h)  (3).  The  Secret. iry  or  the 
TreMurcr  of  the  United  States  shall  retain  all 
moneys  re  *lTed  from  the  Issuing  of  leases 
covering  such  lands  or  natural  resources 
prior  to  the  effective  dale  of  ihls  act,  except 
that  portion  of  .such  moneys  which  the  Secre- 
tary is  obliijat^d  tu  return  to  a  icfibce." 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  establish 
some  kind  of  reciprocity.  If  you  will 
examine  the  text  of  the  bill  on  page  6,  In 
paragraph  3.  you  will  find  this  language: 

The  Secretary  or  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States  bhall  pay  to  the  respective 
Slates  or  their  grantees  Issuing  kiises  cov- 
eting such  lands  or  natural  resources  all 
monevs  paid  thereunder  to  the  Secretary  or 
to  the  Treasurer   of  the  United   States — 

And  .so  forth.  If  you  will  turn  to  page 
22.  you  will  find  these  words  in  section 
14: 

No  State,  or  political  subdivision,  grantee 
or  lessee  shall  be  liable  to  or  require*!  to 
account  to  the  United  States  In  any  way  for 
ei.tori'ii;  ui)on.  u.smg.  exijloriiiK  for.  develop- 
ing, producing,  or  disposing  of  natural  re- 
sources from  lands  of  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  prior  to  June  5.  1950. 

My  argument  is  that  If  you  are  going 
to  excu.<^e  the  States  from  making  these 
repayments,  in  the  event  that  this  deci- 
sion should  turn  against  the  States,  you 
should  also  extend  the  same  privilege  to 
the  United  States  Government.  I  think 
the  issue  is  clear  enough.  It  is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee which  brought  in  this  bill  to 
defend  the  distinctions  that  they  have 
made,  the  contradictions  which  they 
have  provided  for  here. 

Mr.  'WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  'WILSON  of  Texas.  Do  I  under- 
stand the  amendment  to  stop  any  pay- 
ment back  to  the  States  or  to  allow  it 
to  the  lessees? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  is  right;  ex- 
cept as  obligated  to  lessees. 

Mr.  'WILSON  of  Texas.  Now  present- 
ly owning  leases. 
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Mr  McCarthy.  That  is  right;  those 
who  have  the  claims. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Of  all  the 
money  that  has  been  paid  into  the  Treas- 
ury since  these  cases  by  the  Supreme 
Court;  is  that  true? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Up  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  mean,  how 
far  back  does  that  go?  That  Is  the  main 
question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  During  such  time 
as  the  Federal  Government  has  made 
Ica.ses.  

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  does  the  gentleman 
realize  that  this  proposed  amendment 
would  be  diametrically  opposite  to  the 
purport  and  intention  and  provision  with 
repect  to  the  States  as  of  the  date  of 
the  passage  of  the  law  as  against  im- 
mediately subsequent  thereto? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Not  any  more  than 
the  provision  in  the  act  that  the  States 
.sliould  not  be  required  to  make  repay- 
ments. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  court 
decisions  argue  for  the  adoption  of  my 
amendment  rather  than  the  position  the 
gentleman  is  advocating.  Three  Su- 
preme Court  decisions  sypport  it.  At 
the  present  time  we  are  operating  under 
llie  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman understand  that  his  amendment 
is  to  title  U.  which  is  only  the  land  under 
the  sea  within  the  State's  historic  bound- 
aries? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  Is  right.  I 
have  asked  the  committee  to  justify  the 
discrimination  that  they  have  provided 
ill  the  bill.  Do  not  ask  me  to  defend 
my  amendment  until  you  have  explained 
your  discriminatory  provision. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  You  mean 
wliere  this  bill  restores  that  property  to 
tlie  States,  you  want  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  keep  the  money? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  you  want  the  States 
to  keep  it  in  the  event  it  goes  to  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  If  this  bill  is 
passed,  this  property  will  be  restored  to 
the  Slates,  and  yet  you  want  the  Federal 
Government  to  keep  the  money. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  is  correct,  to 
retain  all  it  has  collected  up  to  this 
point,  other  than  what  is  obligated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  "WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment,  as 
stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota, 
merely  means  this:  Bear  in  mind  that 
this  is  title  II.  the  title  that  returns 
or  restores  this  seaward  boundary  with- 
in the  historical  boundaries  of  the  States 
to  the  States  and  means  that  he  would 
not  require  the  Federal  Government  to 
return  this  lease  money  paid  by  these 
le.ssees  who  have  leases  from  the  States 
to  the  States.  That,  of  course,  I  think 
would  be  wrong.  This  property  belongs 
to  the  States.  We  say  it  has  always  be- 
longed to  the  States.  We  say  they  have 
been  entitled  to  the  lease  money  at  all 
times,  and  are  now  and  will  be  in  the 
future.  So  it  would  certainly  be  a  fu- 
tile gesture  and  would  be  wrong  morally 
and  legally  to  say  that  they  are  not  en- 
titled to  the  lease  money  paid  to  them 


by  lessees  imder  leases  that  have  al- 
ready been  executed  and  enforced.  We 
think  that  the  amendment  should  be 
voted  down. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  the  resolution 
which  was  introduced  here  last  year 
dealing  with  this  problem.  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  20,  that  same  provision  was 
made,  and  that  is  all  we  are  asking  you 
to  do  here-  I  am  surprised  the  gentle- 
man said  that  they  are  asking  for  100 
percent.  Now  it  appears  they  want  100 
percent  plus.  I  think  you  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  grant  of  the  land  be- 
neath the  marginal  sea. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  We  certainly 
would  not  have  100  percent  plus  if  you 
took  all  the  lease  money  away  from  us. 
even  though  you  returned  the  property 
out  to  the  historic  boundary. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Would  not  this  be  a 
diametrically  opposed  provision  to  the 
whole  spirit  and  intent  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  It  certainly 
would. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Would  it  not  compli- 
cate and  create  great  legal  difficulties 
with  resjject  to  the  moneys  that  are  now 
impounded  awiiting  settlement  of  this 
dispute? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  think  the 
gentleman  is  right. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Practically  insur- 
mountable difficulties. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  Uke  to  im- 
derstand  the  situation.  This  money  has 
been  impounded,  as  I  understand,  subject 
to  final  determination  as  to  who  really 
is  entitled  to  it? 

Mr.  "WILSON  of  Texas.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  So  that  it  would  not 
involve  any  effect  on  the  budgetary 
situation,  it  would  not  involve  going  out 
raising  the  money  by  taxation  or  bor- 
rowing to  make  these  payments.  It 
simply  would  transfer  to  the  States  the 
money  that  has  been  impounded  during 
the  time  of  this  trial? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  That  Is  right. 
After  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
they  enjoined  the  States  from  accepting 
this  money.  The  lessees  started  paying 
the  money  in  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  impounding  the  money.  Then 
when  President  Truman  ordered  that  it 
be  transferred  to  the  Navy,  that  was  all 
sent  over  to  the  Navy,  so  the  Navy  is 
holding  those  funds  now  which  belong 
to  the  States  and  which  should  go  back 
to  the  States,  and  which  the  gentleman 
wants  to  keep  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  we  stick  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  then  we  are  just 
being  consistent  with  respect  to  the  title 
to  the  land  within  the  historic  bound- 
aries? 

Mr.  "WILSON  of  Texas.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  should  examine  the 
provisions  on  page  22  also,  which  pro- 
vide that  the  money  which  the  States 
have  received  shall  go  to  the  States  even 
though  the  decision  might  go  against 
them.  This  thing  ought  to  work  both 
ways. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  we  are  here 
making  the  decision.  I  have  thought  all 
the  time  that  this  is  a  matter  for  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  deter- 
mine as  a  matter  of  legislative  policy, 
and  that  wc  are  here  making  the 
decision. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  moneys  referred  to  on  page  22  of  the 
bill  have  to  do  with  the  so-called  outer 
Continental  Shelf  area  beyond  tlie  his- 
toric boundaries,  and  the  moneys  re- 
ferred to  in  the  case  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota refer  to  the  area  within  the  historic 
boundaries? 

Mr.  "WILSON  of  Texas.  That  is  en- 
tirely right. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota. 

The  question  was  tiiken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  McCarthy) 
there  were — ayes  17,  noes  91. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remainder 
of  the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and 
open  to  amendment  at  any  point. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  object  at  this  time, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  Seaward  boundaries:  The  seaward 
boundary  of  each  original  coastal  State  is 
hereby  approved  and  confirmed  as  n  line  3 
geographical  miles  distant  from  Its  coast 
line.  Any  State  admitted  subsequent  to  the 
formation  of  the  Union  which  has  not  al- 
ready done  so  may  extend  its  seaward  bound- 
aries to  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant 
from  Its  coast  line,  or  to  the  International 
Boundary  of  the  United  States  In  the  Great 
Lakes,  or  any  body  of  water  traversed  by  such 
boundary.  Any  claim  heretofore  or  hereafter 
asserted  either  by  constitutional  provision, 
statute,  or  otherwise,  indicating  the  intent 
of  a  State  so  to  extend  Its  boiindaries  Is  here- 
by approved  and  confirmed,  wltliout  preju- 
dice to  Its  claim,  If  any  It  has,  that  Its  bound- 
aries extend  beyond  that  line.  Nothing  in 
this  section  Is  to  be  construed  as  questioning 
or  In  any  manner  prejudicing  the  existence 
of  any  State's  seaward  boundary  beyond  3 
geographical  miles  If  It  was  so  provided  by 
any  treaty  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  or  by  an  act  of  Congress  or  by 
the  constitution  or  laws  of  a  State  prior  to 
or  at  the  time  such  State  became  a  member 
of  the  Union,  or  if  It  has  been  heretofore  or 
Is  hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tatis  :  On  page 
9,  line  7,  after  the  word  "boundaries"  strike 
out  the  remainder  of  Une  7  and  all  lines 
thereafter  ttirough  line  19. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pur- 
pose of  my  amendment  is  to  follow  up 
my  question  of  a  few  moments  ago, 
"Where  oh  where  is  the  seaward  boimd- 
ary  of  the  State  of  Louisiana?"    I  think 
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I  was  able  to  demonstrate  in  my  col- 
loquy with  the  gentlemen  who  favor  this 
bill,  that  we  do  not  know  where  the  sea- 
ward boundaries  of  the  Gulf  States  are 
located. 

Those  who  favor  this  bill  have  made 
the  argument  that  its  purpose  is  to  es- 
tablish definitely  and  once  and  for  all 
the  legal  boundaries  of  the  States,  to 
confirm  title  within  those  boundaries  to 
the  States  and  to  end  the  indecision 
which  now  prevents  the  exploitation  of 
the  submerged  lands.  To  my  mind  the 
language  which  I  sought  to  strike  is 
contrary  to  that  purpose  and  is  in  fact 
an  invitation  to  continuation  of  the  liti- 
gation between  the  coastal  States  and 
the  Federal  Government.  The  line  3 
miles  distant  from  the  low  water  mark 
which  is  granted  to  the  coastal  States 
hereunder  is  only  a  temporary  stop  in 
the  movement  of  some  of  the  Gulf  States 
to  grasp  the  entire  Continental  Shelf. 
If  3  miles  were  to  be  the  limitation  for 
States  other  than  Texas,  why  does  not 
the  bill  say  so  specifically?  The  lan- 
guage is  completely  ambiguous  and  I 
do  not  believe  anybody  in  this  House 
knows  all  the  claims  which  will  be  made 
by  the  States  for  additional  interest  in 
the  wealth  of  the  Continental  Shelf  be- 
yond their  3 -mile  beginning. 

Secondly,  if  the  purpose  of  this  legis- 
lation is  to  confirm  title  to  the  States 
In  inland  waters,  that  purpose  is  served 
by  other  sections  of  the  bill.  The  lan- 
guage which  I  seek  to  strike  has  no  re- 
lation to  that  purp>ose  at  all. 

We  all  know  that  the  Constitution 
contains  the  clause  that  all  entering 
States  shall  be  on  an  equal  footing  as 
they  come  into  the  Federal  Union.  This 
language  gives  special  privilege  to  the 
coastal  States.  The  New  England 
States,  the  Atlantic  Seaboard  States,  the 
Pacific  States  all  have  seaward  bound- 
aries 3  miles  distant  from  the  low  point 
on  the  shore.  The  only  States  for  whom 
this  language  is  inserted  are  those  on 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Why  should  these 
be  given  special  benefits?  Certainly  it  is 
in  the  national  interest  that  we  have  a 
uniform  3-mile  boundary  aroiuid  the 
United  States  without  deviation  because 
of  claims  which  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  has  already  held  in- 
valid. 

Thirdly.  I  think  it  is  important  that 
the  language  be  stricken  in  the  interests 
of  our  foreign  policy.  Is  it  not  to  our 
interest  to  maintain  the  necessity  for  a 
uniform  3 -mile  limit  when  we  see  the 
Soviet  Union  today  claiming  a  strip  in 
its  territorial  sea  extending  12  miles 
from  its  shore?  Mexico  claims  a  bound- 
ary extending  9  miles  from  its  shore  line. 
Equador  claims  exclusive  fishing  rights 
within  15  miles  of  its  coast.  Iran  claims 
6  miles  into  the  strategic  Persian  Gulf. 
What  should  our  boundary  be  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico?  With  the  indecision 
written  into  this  bill  by  the  language 
covered  by  my  amendment,  nobody 
knows  what  the  claims  of  the  Gulf  Coast 
States  will  be.  and  I  suggest  that  our 
agents  who  have  the  task  of  objecting 
to  expansion  of  foreign  powers  beyond 
their  3-mile  limits  may  find  this  bill 
difficult  to  explain. 

Let  me  read  to  you  from  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  ABistant  Secretary  of  State,  a 
former   Member   of    this   House.   Hon. 


Thruston  B.  Morton,  of  Kentucky,  which 
letter  was  written  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs of  the  other  body  on  March  4, 1953. 
He  says: 

A  change  of  position  regarding  the  3-mlle 
limit  on  the  part  of  this  Government  Is  very 
likely,  as  past  experience  in  related  fields 
establishes,  to  be  seized  upon  by  other  States 
as  Justification  or  excuse  for  broader  or  even 
extravagant  claims  over  their  adjacent  seas. 
Hence,  a  realistic  appraisal  of  the  situation 
would  seem  to  Indicate  that  this  Government 
should  adhere  to  the  3-mlle  limit  until  such 
time  as  It  Is  determined  that  the  Interest  of 
the  Nation  as  a  whole  would  be  better  served 
by  a  change  or  modification  of  that  policy. 

As  I  see  It.  this  letter  states  the  in- 
tention of  the  President- to-be  that  he 
favors  the  3-mile  limit.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  the  viewpoint  is  sound  for  the  rea- 
son that  it  is  extremely  difficult  for  the 
United  States  to  protect  the  claim  of  any 
one  of  its  States  beyond  the  3-mile  limit, 
as  it  would  have  to  do.  Historically, 
since  1793,  the  United  States  has  claimed 
only  3  miles  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
admission  of  Louisiana  and  Texas  into 
the  Union  warrants  the  conclu.sion  that 
this  altered  our  original  claim.  I  be- 
lieve, too,  that  it  comes  a  little  hard  to 
reconcile  our  national  policy  of  freedom 
of  the  high  seas  with  the  claims  made 
by  Gulf  States  of  more  than  100  miles 
into  the  ocean. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YATES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  gentle- 
man's amendment  would  restrict  the  sea- 
ward boundary  of  all  the  States  of  the 
Union  to  3  miles  including  the  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Texas,  which  came  into 
the  Union  under  a  treaty,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  YATES.  I  know  of  no  such  treaty, 
Texas  came  in  under  a  joint  resolution, 
and  my  amendment  would  limit  its 
boundary. 

Is  it  not  to  our  best  interests  to  ."settle 
this  question  once  and  for  all  rather 
than  inviting  Texas  to  come  in  at  a  later 
time  to  say  it  has  claims  beyond  3  lea- 
gues. Let  us  settle  the  matter  now  in- 
stead of  having  Louisiana  come  in  at 
a  later  time  to  sue  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  claims  way  beyond  the  3 -mile 
limit.  I  think  it  is  oetter  that  as  we  le^'- 
islate  now.  that  we  declare  now  that  it  is 
in  the  national  interest  for  the  seaward 
boundary  of  the  United  States,  regard- 
less of  what  State  boundaries  may  be 
claimed,  to  be  3  miles  from  the  shore 
line.  We  will  then  have  a  uniform  bound- 
ary line  all  around  our  Nation.  Beyond 
that  line  will  lie  the  sphere  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  international  questions. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

As  I  understand,  the  gentleman's 
amendment  strikes  out  on  page  9  cer- 
tain words  beginning  in  line  7. 

Mr.  YATES.  Beginning  in  line  7  with 
the  words,  "Any  claim  heretofore." 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  The  effect  of 
this  amendment  would  be  that  the  sea- 
ward boundary  of  every  State  in  the 
Union,  coastal  States,  or  Great  Lakes 
States  would  be  limited  to  3  miles  which 
would,  in  fact,  put  the  rights  under 
which  Texas  claims,  and  that  is  the 
treaty  when  it  came  into  the  Union,  of 


three  leagues,  which  is  10 '2  miles — this 
whole  paragraph  provides: 

Bec  4.  Seaward  boundaries:  The  seaward 
boundary  of  each  original  coastal  Stale  Is 
hereby  approved  and  confirmed  as  a  line 
3  geographical  miles  distant  from  Its  coast 
line.  Any  State  admitted  subsequent  to  the 
formation  of  the  Union  which  has  not  al- 
ready done  so  may  extend  Its  seaward  bound- 
aries to  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant 
from  its  coast  line  or  to  the  International 
boundary  of  the  United  States  in  the  Great 
Lakes,  or  any  body  of  water  traversed  by 
such  boundary.  Any  claim  heretofore  or 
hereafter  asserted  either  by  constitutional 
provision,  statute,  or  otherwise,  Indicating 
the  Intent  of  a  State  so  to  extend  Its  bound- 
aries is  hereby  approved  and  confirmed, 
without  prejudice  to  Its  claim,  if  any  it  has. 
that  its  tKiundanes  extend  beyond  that  line. 
Nothing  In  this  section  Is  to  be  construed  aa 
questioning  or  In  any  manner  prejudicing 
the  existence  of  any  State's  seaward  bound- 
ary beyond  3  geographical  miles  if  It  was  so 
provided  by  any  treaty  ratified  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  or  by  an  act  of  Congress 
or  by  the  con.stltutlon  or  laws  of  a  State 
prior  to  or  at  the  time  such  State  became  a 
member  of  the  Union,  or  if  it  has  been  here- 
tofore or  is  hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

Certainly  we  do  not  want  to  pass  a  bill 
denying  a  treaty  entered  into  by  and 
between  the  United  States  and  any 
State  of  the  Union;  and  if  we  did  do 
that  it  would  ro.  of  course,  to  the  very 
nub  of  this  bill  in  my  opinion,  and  would 
deny  to  Texas  at  least,  and  other  States. 
I  am  sure,  their  privileges  guaranteed  to 
them  under  the  Constitution  by  right  of 
contract  and  treaty  and  of  the  right  to 
affix  their  historical  boundaries  as  is 
provided  in  the  bill. 

I  think  the  amendment  should  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILUNGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
asree  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
The  amendment  would  have  Congress 
take  away  from  certain  States  the  rights 
which  they  now  have.  I  want  to  read 
paragraph  3  on  page  6  of  the  report 
which  I  think  may  help  throw  some  light 
on  the  subject.     It  reads; 

Title  II  authorizes  and  confirms  the  bound- 
.trit's  of  coastal  States  to  be  3  geographical 
miles  distant  from  Us  coustUne  or  the  inier- 
natiunal  boundary  In  the  Great  Lakes  or  any 
body  C)f  Water  traversed  by  such  bcundary. 
While  It  approves  claims  of  Slates  to  so  ex- 
tend their  boundaries  to  that  line,  it  provides 
further  that  section  4  of  the  act  is  not  to 
prejudice  the  existence  of  any  States  his- 
toric seaward  boundary  into  the  Atlantic  or 
Pacific  Oceans,  or  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  or  any 
of  the  Great  Lakes  beyond  these  3  miles  if 
It  was  su  j)rovlded  by  any  treaty  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  act  of  Congress  or  the 
constitution  or  laws  of  a  State  prior  to  or 
when  it  entered  the  Union  or  has  been  or 
shall  be  approved  by  Congress. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Let  me  make 
a  statement  and  then  I  will  yield. 

Some  Members  seem  to  be  particularly 
alarmed  by  a  proposition  they  think  is 
going  to  defeat  thi.s  bill,  namely  about 
our  shoving  our  boundaries  out  there 
beyond  the  3-mile  limit.  Seventeen  na- 
tions of  the  world  have  already  shoved 
theirs  out  past  the  3-mile  mark,  so  no 
precedent  is  being  created  by  this  bill— 
17   foreign  nations  have   shoved   their 
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coastlines,  their  boimdaries,  their  sea- 
ward boundaries  out  as  far  as  and 
even  farther  than  we  propose  to  ^ove 
ours  out  in  this  bill.  So  I  cannot  get 
excited  about  what  some  state  depart- 
ment says  he  would  expect  to  happen  if 
we  took  this  action.  We  are  long  over- 
due in  this  field. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr   WILSON  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr  HILLINGS.  Is  it  not  true  that  for 
tlic  purpose  of  Federal  customs  enforce- 
nicnt  we  sometimes  go  60  miles  out  to 

i>ea? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.     That  Is  cor- 

'  Mr  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
rl^e  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr  Chairman,  I  must  say  I  was  sur- 
prit^ed  to  see  opposition  by  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Republican  Party  to  the 
amendment  which  I  offered  previously. 
an  amendment  which  in  very  simple 
terms  provided  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  be  permitted  to  keep  rev- 
enue which  it  had  obtained  in  good  faith 
in  that  area  in  which  its  claims  have 
been  validated  by  the  Supreme  Court 
\.hile  he  supported  a  proposition  that  the 
States  should  be  permitted  to  retain  rev- 
enue that  they  have  derived  from  an 
area  which  they  never  have  claimed,  and 
which  even  in  this  bill  they  are  not 
claiming. 

So  far  as  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  concerned, 
it  IS  a  good  amendment.  The  fiction  has 
been  developed  here  that  somehow  the 
claims  of  Texas  to  lO'/a  miles  are  much 
.•Wronger  than  the  claims  of  other  States 
to  the  3 -mile  limit.  I  would  like  to  call 
vour  attention  to  some  pertinent  facts: 
in  1838  the  United  States  and  the  newly 
formed  Republic  of  Texas  entered  into  a 
convention  to  esUbllsh  a  boundary  line 
between  the  two  republics,  and  this  con- 
vention provided  for  the  appointment  of 
commissioners  to  proceed  to  run  and 
mark  that  portion  of  the  said  boundary 
which  extends  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Sabine  where  the  river  enters  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  to  the  Red  River.  They  actually 
began  rimning  the  line  from  the  mouth 
of  the  river  and  not  3  leagues  from  the 
mouth  of  the  river. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  MCCARTHY.  No;  I  would  like  to 
complete  my  statement.  If  I  can  get 
additional  time.  I  will. 

ReacUon  to  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe 
Hidalgo  shows  clearly  that  other  nations 
were  concerned  over  this  3-league  propo- 
."^ition.  Correspondence  between  the 
United  States  and  other  nations  regard- 
ing this  Texas  claim  is  most  enlighten- 
ing. It  fails  to  show  that  Texas  has  any 
strong  historical  claim  10  Vi  noiles  sea- 
ward. 

In  1848.  Mr.  Buchanan,  of  our  Govern- 
ment, in  answer  to  an  inquiry  from  the 
British,  said: 

In  answer.  I  have  to  state  that  the  stipula- 
tion in  the  treaty  can  only  affect  the  rlghta 
of  Mexico  and  the  United  States.  If  for 
their  mutual  convenience  It  haa  been  deemed 
proper  to  enter  Into  such  an  arrangement, 
third  parties  can  have  no  Just  uae  of  com- 
plaint. The  Oovernment  of  the  United 
States    never   intended   by   thin   etlpulatUm 


to  question  the  rights  which  Great  Britain, 
or  any  other  power  may  poasesa  under  tto© 
law  of  nations. 

In  1875.  in  another  communication  to 
the  British  it  was  stated: 

We  have  always  understood  and  asserted 
that  pursuant  to  public  law  no  nation  can 
rightfully  claim  Jurisdiction  at  sea  beyond 
a  marine  league  from  Its  coast.  •  •  •  In  re- 
spect to  the  provision  In  the  treaty  with 
Mexico.  It  may  be  remarked  that  It  was  prob- 
ably suggested  by  the  passage  In  the  act  of 
Congress  referred  to  the  12-mlle-customs  rule 
and  designed  for  the  same  purpose  that  of 
preventing  smuggling. 

And  more  recently,  in  June  1936.  in 
in  an  attempt  to  settle  a  dispute 
with  Mexico,  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment said: 

That  portion  of  article  V  of  the  treaty 
of  1848  which  the  Mexican  Foreign  Office 
quotes  relates  only  to  the  boundary  line  at 
a  given  point  and  furnishes  no  authority  for 
Mexico  to  claim  generally  that  Its  territorial 
waters  extend  9  miles  from  the  coast.  •  •  • 
{Presumably  It  Is  true  as  indicated  by  a  note 
sent  by  this  Department  to  the  British  Min- 
ister of  January  22,  1875.  that  the  arrange- 
ment thus  made  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico  with  respect  to  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico was  designed  to  prevent  smuggling  ir. 
the  particular  area  covered  by  the  arrange- 
ment. •  •  •  To  say  that  because  the 
United  States  agreed  tliat  in  one  area,  so  far 
as  the  United  States  was  concerned,  Mexican 
territorial  waters  extended  3  leagues  from 
land,  therefore  Mexico  was  entitled  to  claim 
such  an  extent  of  territorial  waters  adjacent 
to  her  entire  coastline  Is  a  deduction  which 
the  terms  of  article  V  of  the  treaty  of  1848 
do  not  warrant. 

The  historic  Texas  claim  to  lOMz  miles 
seaward  is  of  very  modem  verbiage.  As 
I  pointed  out  in  general  debate  yester- 
day, the  Texas  land  commissioner  did 
not  even  enter  the  acreage  under  the 
marginal  sea  in  his  reports  until  1941. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  Yates  1. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Yates)  there 
were — ayes  17,  noes  83. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re- 
new my  unanimous-consent  request  that 
the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  open 
to  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.'  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  balance  of  the  bill  follows: 


Sic.  5.  Exceptions  from  operation  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  this  act:  There  is  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  section  3  of  thU  act — 

(a)  all  specifically. described  tracts  or  par- 
cels of  land  and  resources  therein  or  im- 
provements thereon  OUe  to  which  has  been 
lawfully  and  expressly  acquired  by  the  United 
States  from  any  State  or  from  any  person 
In  whom  title  had  vested  under  the  decisions 
of  the  courU  of  such  State,  or  their  respective 
grantees,  or  successors  in  interest,  by  ces- 
sion, grant,  quitclaim,  or  condemnation,  or 
from  any  other  owner  or  owners  thereof  by 
conveyance  or  by  condemnation,  provided 
such  owner  or  owners  had  lawfully  acquired 
the  Utle  to  such  lands  and  resources  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  statutes  or  decisions  of 
the  courts  of  the  State  In  which  the  lands  are 
located; 

(b)  such  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
held,  or  any  interest  in  which  is  held  by  the 
United  SUtes  for  the  benefit  oX  any  tribe. 


band,  or  gnmp  of  Indians  or  for  Individual 
Indians; 

(c)  all  hnprovements  which  are  occupied 
and  used  by  the  United  States  for  any  Fed- 
eral purpose  In  the  marginal  sea  outside 
Inland  waters  and  the  use  of  the  underlying 
subsoil  or  land  therefor:  Provided,  That  no 
State,  municipality,  political  subdivision,  or 
person  shall  be  deprived  of  any  right  under 
existing  law  to  claim  and  receive  Just  com- 
pensation for  such  use. 

Sec.  6.  Powers  retained  by  the  United 
States:  (a)  The  United  States  retains  all 
Its  navigational  servitude  and  rights  In 
and  powers  of  regulation  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the  piirposes 
of  commerce,  navigation,  national  defenBt*. 
and  International  affairs,  not  Including 
proprietary  rights  of  ownership,  or  the  rights 
of  management,  administration,  leasing,  use, 
development,  and  control  of  the  lands  and 
natural  resources  which  are  specifically 
recognized,  confirmed,  established,  vested  In 
and  delegated  to  the  respective  States  and 
others  by  section  3  of  this  act. 

(b)  In  time  of  war  or  when  necessary 
for  national  defense,  and  the  Congress  or  the 
President  shall  so  prescribe,  the  United  States 
shall  have  the  right  of  first  refusal  to  pxir- 
chase  at  the  prevailing  market  price,  all  or 
any  portion  of  the  said  natxiral  resources,  or 
to  acquire  and  use  any  portion  of  said  lands 
by  proceeding  In  accordance  with  due  proc- 
ess of  law  and  paying  Just  compensation 
therefor. 

Sec.  7.  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
to  amend,  modify,  or  repeal  the  acts  of  July 
26.  1866  (14  Stat.  251).  July  9.  1870  (16  Stat. 
217).  March  3.  1877  (19  Stat.  377),  June  17. 
1902  (32  Stat.  388).  and  I>ecember  22,  1944 
(58  Stat.  887),  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
or  supplementary  thereto. 
Tm.B  ni 

ouTEm  conmrKNTin,  shxu  outsidk  star 
BorriviiARiES 

Sec.  8.  Jurisdiction  over  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf:  (a)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  United  States  that  the 
natural  resoxirces  of  the  subsoil  and  seabed 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  appertain  to 
the  United  States  and  are  subject  to  Its 
Jurisdiction,  control,  and  power  of  disposi- 
tion as  provided  in  this  act.  Federal  laws 
now  In  effect  or  hereafter  adopted  shall  ap- 
ply to  the  entire  area  of  the  outer  Continen- 
tal Shelf.  The  Secretary  Is  hereby  em- 
powered and  authorized  to  administer  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  and  to  adopt  rules 
and  regulations  not  Inconsistent  with  Fed- 
eral laws  to  apply  to  the  area. 

Except  to  the  extent  that  they  arc  Incon- 
sistent with  applicable  Federal  laws  now  in 
effect  or  hereafter  enacted,  or  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Secretary  may  adopt,  the  laws 
and  police  powers  of  each  coastal  State  which 
so  provides  shall  be  applicable  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  adjacent  outer  Continental  Shelf 
which  would  be  within  the  area  of  the  State 
if  Its  boundaries  were  extended  seaward  to 
the  outer  margin  of  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf,  and  the  Secretary  shall  determine  and 
publish  lines  defining  each  such  area  of  State 
Jurisdiction:  Provided,  That  State  taxation 
laws  within  such  area  shall  be  limited  to 
severance  or  production  taxes  and  may  be 
levied  only  by  those  States  which  apply  and 
administer  their  conservation  laws  and  other 
State  governmental  functions  in  said  area: 
Provided  further.  That  the  rate  of  such  sev- 
erance or  production  tax  shall  not  be  in  ex- 
cess of  the  rate  of  said  tax  within  State 
boundaries. 

This  act  shall  be  construed  in  such  man- 
ner that  the  character  as  high  seas  of  the 
waters  above  the  outer  Continental  Shelf 
and  the  right  to  their  free  and  unimpeded 
navigation  and  navigational  servitude  shall 
not  be  affected. 

(b)  Oil  and  gas  deposits  In  the  outer  Con- 
tinental Shelf  shall  be  subject  to  control 
and  disposal  only  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  act  and  no  rights  in  or 
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claims  to  such  depoelts,  whether  based  upon 
applications  filed  or  other  action  taken  here- 
tofore or  hereafter,  shall  be  recognized  ex- 
cept in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  9.  Provisions  for  leasing  outer  Con- 
tinental Shelf:  (a)  When  in  the  Secretary's 
opinion  there  is  a  demand  for  the  purchase 
of  such  leases,  the  Secretary  may  In  his  dis- 
cretion offer  for  sale,  on  competitive  sealed 
bidding,  oil  and  gas  leases  on  any  area  of 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf.  Subject  to  the 
other  terms  and  provisions  hereof,  sales  of 
leases  shall  be  made  to  the  responsible  and 
qualified  bidder  bidding  the  highest  cash 
bonus  per  leasing  unit.  Notice  of  sale  of 
oil  and  gas  leases  shall  be  published  at  least 
30  days  before  the  date  of  sale  in  accord- 
ance with  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Secretary,  which  publication  shall 
contain  (1)  a  description  of  the  tracts  into 
which  the  area  to  be  leased  has  been  sub- 
divided by  the  Secretary  for  leasing  purpxises. 
such  tracts  being  herein  called  "leasing 
units";  (ii)  the  minimum  bonus  per  acre 
which  will  be  accepted  by  the  Secretary  on 
each  leasing  unit;  (ill)  the  amount  of  roy- 
alty as  specified  hereinafter  in  section  9(d); 
(iv)  the  amount  of  rental  per  acre  per  an- 
num on  each  leasing  unit  as  sp>ecified  herein- 
after in  section  9  (d);  and  (v)  the  time  and 
place  at  which  all  bids  shall  be  opened  in 
public. 

(b)  The  leasing  units  shall  be  In  reason- 
ably compact  form  of  such  area  and  dimen- 
sions as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary, but  shall  not  be  more  than  640  acres 
if  within  the  known  geologic  structure  of  a 
producing  oil  or  gas  field  and  shall  not  be 
more  than  2,560  acres  if  not  within  any 
known  geologic  structiire  of  a  produciAg  oil 
or  gas  field. 

(c)  Oil  and  gas  leases  sold  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  for  the 
primary  terms  of  5  years  and  shall  continue 
so  long  thereafter  as  oil  or  gas  is  produced 
therefrom  in  paying  quantities.  Each  lease 
shall  contain  provisions  requiring  the  exer- 
cise of  reasonable  diligence,  skill,  and  care 
in  the  operation  of  the  lease,  and  requiring 
the  lessee  to  conduct  his  operations  thereon 
In  accordance  with  sound  and  efficient  oil- 
field practices  to  prevent  waste  of  oil  or  gas 
discovered  under  said  lease  or  the  entrance 
of  water  through  wells  drilled  by  him  to  the 
oil  or  gas  sands  or  oil-  and  gas-bearing  strata 
or  the  injury  or  destruction  of  the  oil  and 
gas  deposits. 

(d)  Each  lease  shall  provide  that,  on  or 
after  the  discovery  of  oil  or  gas,  the  lessee 
shall  pay  a  royalty  of  not  less  than  12 '^  per- 
cent in  amount  or  value  of  the  production 
saved,    removed,    or    sold    from    the    leasing 
unit  and,  in  any  event,  not  less  than  $1  per 
acre  per  annum  in  lieu  of  rental  for  each 
lease  year  commencing  after  discovery  in  ad- 
dition to  any  taxes  imposed  by  Congress.     If 
after  discovery  of  oil  or  gas  the  production 
thereof   should    cease   from   any    cause,    the 
lease  shall  not  terminate  if  the  lessee  com- 
mences additional  drilling  or  reworking  oper- 
ations within  90  days  thereafter  or,  if  it  be 
within  the  primary  term,  commences  or  re- 
sumes the  payment  or  tender  of  rentals  or 
commences  operations  for  drilling  or  rework- 
ing on  or  before  the  rental  paying  date  next 
ensuing  after  the  expiration  of  90  days  from 
date  of  cessation  of  production.     All  leases 
issued  hereunder  shall  be  conditioned  upon 
the  payment  by  the  lessee  of  a  rental  of  $1 
per  acre  per  annum  for  the  second  and  every 
lease    year    thereafter    during    the    primary 
term  and  in  lieu  of  drilling  operations  on  or 
production  from  the  leasing  unit  in  addition 
to  any  taxes  imposed  by  Congress,  all  such 
rentals  to  be  payable  on  or  before  the  begin- 
ning of  each  lease  year. 

(ei  If,  at  the  expiration  of  the  primary 
term  of  any  lease,  oil  or  gas  is  not  being  pro- 
duced in  paying  quantities  on  a  leasing  unit, 
but  drilling  operations  are  commenced  not 
less  than  180  days  prior  to  the  end  of  the 
primary  term  and  such  drilling  operations  or 


other  drilling  operations  have  been  and  are 
being  diligently  prosecuted  and  the  lessee 
has  otherwise  performed  his  obligations 
under  the  lease,  the  lease  shall  remain  In 
force  so  long  as  drilling  operations  are  prose- 
cuted with  reasonable  diligence  and  in  a 
good  and  workmanlike  manner,  and  rental 
paid,  and  if  they  result  in  the  production  of 
oil  or  gas  so  long  thereafter  as  oil  or  gas  Is 
produced  therefrom  in  paying  quantities. 

(f )  Should  a  lessee  in  a  lease  Issued  under 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  this  act  fall  to 
comply  with  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
a..c  or  of  the  lease,  such  lease  may  be  can- 
celed by  the  Secretary  because  of  such  fail- 
ure; but  before  such  a  cancellation  the  Sec- 
retary shall  give  the  lessee  20  days'  notice 
by  registered  mall  at  his  last  known  address 
of  the  claimed  defaults.  If  the  defaults  are 
not  cured  by  the  end  of  said  period  the  Sec- 
retary may  proceed  to  cancel  the  lease.  Any 
person  complaining  of  such  cancellation  may 
have  such  action  reviewed  In  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. If  a  lease  or  any  Interest  therein  is 
owned  or  controlled,  directly  or  indirectly.  In 
violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
the  lease  may  be  canceled,  or  the  interest  so 
owned  or  controlled  may  be  forfeited  by  the 
Secretary  as  provided  in  this  paragraph,  or 
the  person  so  owning  or  controlling  the  in- 
terest may  be  compelled  to  dispose  of  the 
Interest  in  an  appropriate  court  proceeding. 

(g)  The  provisions  of  sections  17,  17  (b», 
28.  30,  30  (a).  30  (b),  32,  36,  and  39  of  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  to  the  extent  that  such 
provisions  are  not  Inconsistent  with  the 
terms  of  this  act.  are  made  applicable  to 
lands  leased  or  subject  to  lease  by  the  Sec- 
retary under  title  III  of  this  act. 

(h)  In  the  Interest  of  economy  and  of  co- 
operation between  Federal  and  State  leasing 
agencies  within  their  respective  Jurisdiction, 
the  Secretary  may,  but  only  to  the  extent  he 
deems  feasible,  make  use  of  facilities  avail- 
able to  him  from  the  adjacent  States  and 
their  leasing  agencies.  Each  lease  shall  con- 
tain such  other  terms  and  provisions  con- 
sistent with  the  provisions  of  this  act  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary.  The 
Secretary  may  delegate  his  authority  under 
this  act  to  officers  or  employees  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  and  may  authorize 
subdelegation  to  the  extent  that  he  may 
deem  proper. 

(1)  The  Secretary  may  deny  any  applica- 
tion for  a  lease,  as  to  which  It  appears  that 
the  lease,  if  issued,  or  any  interest  therein, 
would  be  owned  or  controlled,  directly  or  by 
stock  ownership,  stockholding,  stock  control, 
trusteeship,  or  otherwise,  by  any  citizen  of 
another  country,  the  laws,  customs,  or  regu- 
lations of  which  deny  similar  or  like  privi- 
leges to  citizens  or  corporations  of  this 
country.  Where  such  ownership  or  control 
arises  after  a  lease  is  granted  the  Secretary 
may  then  cancel  the  lease  because  thereof. 
Any  ownership  or  interest  described  In  this 
section  which  may  be  acquired  by  descent, 
will.  Judgment,  or  decree  may  be  held  for  2 
years  and  not  longer  after  its  acquisition. 
No  lands  leased  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  be  subleased,  trusteed,  pos- 
sessed, or  controlled  by  any  device  or  In  any 
manner  whatsoever  so  tjiat  they  form  a  part 
of  or  are  in  anywise  controlled  by  any  com- 
bination in  the  form  of  an  unlawful  trust 
or  form  the  subject  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
any  contract,  agreement,  understanding,  or 
conspiracy,  to  restrain  trade  or  commerce  in 
the  production  or  sale  of  oil  or  gas  or  to 
control  the  price  of  oil  or  gas. 

(J)  Any  lease  obtained  through  the  exer- 
cise of  fraud  or  misrepresentation,  or  which 
is  not  performed  in  accordance  with  Its 
terms  or  with  this  law.  may  by  the  Secretary 
be  invalidated  subject  to  the  right  of  review 
as  otherwise  provided  for  herein. 

Sec.  10.  Exchange  of  existing  State  leases 
In  outer  Continental  Shelf  for  Federal  leases: 
(a)  The  Secretary  is  authorised  and  directed 
to  issue  a  lease  to  any  person  in  exchange 
for  a  lease  covering  lands  in  the  outer  Con- 


tinental Shelf  which  was  Issued  by  any  State 
prior  to  December  21.  1948.  and  which  would 
have  been  in  force  and  effect  on  June  5,  1950. 
in  accordance  with  its  terms  and  provisions 
and  the  laws  of  the  State  Issuing  such  lease 
had  the  State  issuing  such  lease  had  such 
paramount  rights  In  and  dominion  over  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf  as  it  assumed  It  had 
when  it  issued  the  lease.  Any  lease  issued 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  for  a  term 
from  the  effective  date  hereof  equal  to  the 
unexpired  term  of  the  old  lease,  or  any  ex- 
tensions, renewals,  or  replacements  author- 
ized therein,  or  heretofore  authorized  by  the 
laws  of  the  State  Issuing,  or  whose  grantee 
issued,  the  same:  Provided,  however.  That, 
if  oil  or  gas  was  not  l)eing  produced  from 
such  old  lease  on  and  before  December  11. 
1950,  or  if  the  primary  term  of  such  lease 
has  expired  since  December  11.  1950.  then 
any  such  new  lease  shall  be  for  a  term  from 
the  effective  date  hereof  equal  to  the  term 
remaining  unexpired  on  December  11.  1950, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  old  lease  or  any 
extensions,  renewals,  or  replacements  au- 
thoriZ':*d  therein  or  heretofore  authorized  by 
the  laws  of  the  State  issuing  or  whose 
grantee  issued  such  lease,  shall  cover  the 
same  natural  resources  and  the  same  portion 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  as  the  old  lease, 
shall  provide  for  payment  to  the  United 
States  of  the  same  rentals,  ro^'altles.  and 
other  payments  as  are  provided  for  In  the 
old  lease,  and  any  taxes  imposed  by  Congress, 
and  shi  ii  include  such  other  terms  and  pro- 
visions, consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary, 
Operations  under  such  old  lease  may  be  con- 
ducted as  therein  provided  until  the  Issuance 
of  an  exchange  lease  hereunder  or  until  It  la 
determined  that  no  such  exchange  lease  shall 
be  issued  No  lease  which  has  been  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  to  have  been  obtained 
by  fraud  or  misrepresentation  shall  be  ac- 
cepted for  exchange  under  this  section.  Any 
persons  complaining  of  a  refusal  by  the  Sec- 
retary so  to  exchange  a  lease  as  herein  pro- 
vided may  have  such  action  reviewed  In  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

(b)  No  such  exchange  lease  shall  be  issued 
unless,  (i)  an  application  therefor,  accom- 
panied by  a  copy  of  the  lease  from  the  State 
or  its  political  subdivision  or  grantee  offered 
in  exchange,  is  filed  with  the  Secretary  with- 
in 6  months  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
act.  or  within  such  further  period  as  pro- 
vided In  section  17  hereof,  or  as  may  be  fixed 
from  time  to  time  by  the  Secretary;  (II)  the 
applicant  states  in  his  application  that  the 
lease  applied  for  shall  be  subject  to  the  same 
overriding  royalty  obligations  as  the  lease  is- 
sued by  the  State  or  its  political  subdivision 
or  grantee  in  addition  to  any  taxes  Imposed 
by  Concress:  (ill)  the  applicant  pays  to  the 
United  States  all  rentals,  royalties,  and  other 
sums  due  to  the  lessor  under  the  old  lease 
which  have  or  may  become  payable  after 
June  5.  1950,  and  which  have  not  been  paid 
to  the  lessor  or  to  the  Secretary  under  the 
old  lease:  (Iv)  the  applicant  furnishes  such 
surety  bond,  if  any,  as  the  Secretary  may  re- 
quire and  complies  with  such  other  reason- 
able requirements  as  the  Secretary  may  deem 
necessary  to  protect  the  Interests  of  the 
United  States:  and  (v)  the  applicant  files 
With  the  Secretary  a  certificate  Issued  by  the 
State  official  or  agency  having  Jurisdiction 
showing  that  the  old  lease  was  In  force  and 
effect  in  accordance  with  its  terms  and  pro- 
visions and  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing  It  on 
the  applicable  date  provided  for  In  subsec- 
tion (a)  of  this  section;  or  in  the  absence  of 
such  certificate,  evidence  in  the  form  of  affi- 
davit, receipus,  canceled  checks,  and  other 
documents  showing  such  facts. 

(c)  In  the  event  any  lease  covers,  as  well 
as  other  lands,  lands  of  the  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf,  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  apply  to  such  lease  insofar  only  as  it 
covers  lands  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf. 

Sec.  11.  Income  from  outer  Continental 
Shelf:  All  rentals,  royalties,  and  other  auxna 
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payable  under  any  lease  on  the  outer  Contl- 
leiiial  Shelf  for  the  period  from  June  5.  1950, 
t  J  date,  and  thereafter  shall  be  deposited  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

ate  12.  Actions  involving  outer  Continen- 
tal Shelf:  Any  court  proceeding  involving  a 
lea.'^e  or  rlghu  under  a  lease  of  a  portion  of 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf  may  be  Insti- 
tuted in  the  United  States  district  court  for 
the  district  in  which  any  defendant  may  be 
l.iund  or  for  the  district  in  which  the  leased 
property,  or  some  part  thereof,  is  located: 
or.  if  no  part  of  the  leased  property  is  within 
any  district,  for  the  district  nearest  to  the 
property  involved. 

Sec  13  Refunds:  When  It  appears  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  any  per- 
son has  made  a  payment  to  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  any  lease  under  this  act 
In  excess  of  the  amount  he  was  lawfully  re- 
quired to  pay.  such  excess  shall  be  repaid  to 
.«uch  person,  his  assignees,  or  his  legal  rep- 
resentative. If  a  request  for  repayment  of 
puch  excess  Is  filed  with  the  Secretary  within 
2  years  after  the  Issuance  of  the  lease  or  the 
nutklng  of  the  payment. 

Sec  14.  Waiver  of  liability  for  past  opera- 
tions; (a(  No  State,  or  political  subdivision. 
gr.^intee  or  lessee  shall  be  liable  to  or  re- 
quired to  account  to  the  United  States  in  any 
wnv  for  entering  upon,  using,  exploring  for, 
developing,  producing,  or  dUposlng  of  natu- 
ral  resources  from  lands  of  the  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf  prior  to  June  5.  1950. 

(b»  If  It  shall  be  determined  by  appropri- 
ate court  action  that  fraud  has  been  prac- 
ticed in  the  obtalnlrfg  of  any  lease  referred 
to  herein  or  In  the  operations  thereunder. 
the  waivers  provided  In  thU  section  shall  not 
be  effective. 

Stc  15  Powers  reserved  to  the  United 
States:  The  United  States  reserves  and  re- 
tains— 

(a)  In  time  of  war  or  when  necessary  for 
national  defense,  and  when  so  prescribed  by 
the  Congress  or  the  President.  In  addition 
to  any  and  all  other  rights  it  may  have  under 
the  law.  the  right  (!)  of  first  refusal  to  pur- 
chase all  or  any  portion  of  the  oil  or  gas  that 
may  be  produced  from  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf:  (in  to  terminate  any  lease  Issued  or 
authorized  pursuant  '-o  or  validated  by  title 
III  of  this  act.  in  which  event  the  United 
States  shall  become  the  owner  of  wells,  fix- 
tures, and  Improvements  located  on  the  area 
of  such  lease  and  shall  be  liable  to  the  lessee 
for  Just  compensation  for  such  leaseholds, 
wells,  fixtures,  and  Improvements,  to  be  de- 
termined as  In  the  case  of  condemnation: 
(111)  to  suspend  operations  under  any  lease 
Issued  or  authorized  pursuant  to  or  validated 
by  title  III  of  this  act.  In  which  event  the 
United  States  shall  b.;  liable  to  the  lessee  for 
such  compensation  as  Is  required  to  be  paid 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States; 
and  payment  of  rentals,  minimum  royalty, 
and  royalty  prescribed  by  such  lease  shall 
likewise  be  suspended  during  any  period  of 
suspension  of  opwft  IQM.  »'><!  tb«  Vcua  fli 
any  suspended  lease  shall  be  extended  by  add- 
ing thereto  any  susp^-nslon  period; 

(b)  the  right  to  designate  by  and  through 
the  Secretary  of  Deftnse,  with  the  approval 
o<  the  President,  as  areas  restricted  from 
the  exploration  and  operation  that  part  of 
the  Continental  Shei  needed  for  national 
defense;  and  so  long  as  such  designation  re- 
mains in  effect  no  exploration  or  operations 
may  be  conducted  on  any  part  of  the  surface 
of  such  area  except  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense;  and  If  operations 
or  production  under  any  lease  theretofore 
Issued  en  lands  within  any  such  restricted 
area  shall  be  suspended,  any  payment  of 
rentals,  minimum  royalty,  and  royalty  pre- 
scribed by  such  lease  likewise  shall  be  sus- 
pended during  such  period  of  suspension  of 
operation  and  production,  and  the  term  of 
such  lease  shall  be  expended  by  adding  there- 
to any  such  suspension  period,  and  the 
United  SUtes  shall  be  liable  to  the  leasee 
for  such  compeasatUm  as  U  required  to  be 


paid  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States:  and 

(c)  the  ownership  of  and  the  right  to  ex- 
tract helium  from  all  gas  produced  from 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  subject  to  any 
lease  issued  pursuant  to  or  validated  by  this 
act  under  such  general  rules  and  regulations 
as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  but 
In  the  extraction  of  helium  from  such  gas 
It  shall  be  so  extracted  as  to  cause  no  sub- 
stantial delay  In  the  delivery  of  gas  pro- 
duced to  the  purchaser  of  such  gas. 

Sac.  16.  Geological  and  geophysical  explora- 
tions: The  right  of  any  person,  subject  to 
applicable  provisions  of  law,  and  of  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  to  conduct  geo- 
logical and  geophysical  explorations  in  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf,  which  do  not  inter- 
fere with  or  endanger  actual  operations  un- 
der any  lease  issued  pursuant  to  this  act,  Is 
hereby  recognized. 

Bbc.  17.  Interpleader  and  Interim  arrange- 
menu:  (a)  Not  withstanding  the  other  pro- 
visions of  this  act.  If  any  lessee  under  any 
lease  of  submerged  lands  granted  by  any 
State.  Its  political  subdivisions,  or  grantees, 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  a  certificate  executed 
by  such  lessee  under  oath  and  stating  that 
doubt  exists  (1)  as  to  whether  an  area  cov- 
ered by  such  lease  lies  within  the  outer  Con- 
tinental Shelf,  or  (11)  as  to  whom  the  rentals, 
royalties,  or  other  sums  payable  under  such 
lease  are  lawfully  payable,  or  (Hi)  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  claims  of  the  State  which 
Issued,  or  whose  political  subdivision  or 
grantee  Issued,  such  lease  to  the  area  cov- 
ered by  the  lease  and  that  such  claims  have 
not  been  determined  by  a  final  judgment  of 
a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction — 

( 1 )  the  lessee  may  Interplead  the  United 
States  and,  with  their  consent,  the  State  or 
States  concerned.  In  an  action  filed  In  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and.  In  the  event  of  State  con- 
sent to  be  Interpleaded,  deposit  with  the 
clerk  of  that  coinrt  all  rentals,  royalties,  and 
other  sums  payable  under  such  lease  after 
filing  of  such  certificate,  and  such  deposit 
shall  be  full  performance  of  the  lessee's  ob- 
ligation under  such  lease  to  make  such  pay- 
ments; or 

(2)  the  lessee  may  continue  to  pay  all 
rentals,  royalties,  and  other  sums  payable 
under  such  lease  to  the  Stote.-  Its  pwUtlcal 
subdivisions,  or  grantees,  as  In  the  lease 
pa-ovided,  until  it  is  determined  by  final 
judgment  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion that  such  rentals,  royalties,  and  other 
sums  should  be  paid  otherwise,  and  there- 
after such  rentals,  royalties,  and  other  sums 
shall  be  paid  by  said  lessee  in  accordance  with 
the  determination  of  such  final  judgment. 
In  the  event  It  shall  be  determined  by  such 
final  Judgment  that  the  United  States  Is  en- 
titled to  any  moneys  theretofore  paid  to  any 
State  or  political  subdivision,  or  grantee 
thereof,  such  state.  Its  political  subdlvUlon, 
or  grantee,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  promptly 
acWUnt  to  the  United  States  therefor;  and 

(3)  the  lessee  of  any  such, lease  may  file 
application  for  an  exchange  lease  under  sec- 
tion 8  hereof  at  any  time  prior  to  the  ex- 
piration of  6  months  after  It  Is  determined 
by  final  judgment  of  a  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  that  the  claims  of  the  State 
which  Issued,  or  whose  political  subdivision 
or  grantee  Issued,  such  lease  to  the  area 
covered  by  the  lease  are  Invalid  as  against 
the  United  States  and  that  the  lands  covered 
by  such  lease  are  within  the  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

(b)  If  any  area  of  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  or  other  lands  covered  by  this  act  In- 
cluded In  any  lease  Issued  by  a  State  or  Its 
political  subdlvUlon  or  grantee  Is  Involved 
in  litigation  between  the  United  States  and 
such  State,  Its  political  subdivision,  or 
grantee,  the  lessee  In  such  lease  shall  have 
the  right  to  Intervene  In  such  action  and 
deposit  with  the  clerk  of  the  court  in  which 
such  case  Is  pending  any  rentals,  royalties, 
and  other  sums  payable  under  the  lease  bu1>- 


sequent  to  the  eCTectlve  date  of  thk;  act.  and 
such  deposit  shall  be  full  discharge  and  ac- 
quittance of  the  lessee  for  any  payment  so 
made. 

S«c.  18.  Kxecutlve  Order  No.  10426,  dated 
January  16. 1953.  entitled  "Setting  Aside  Sub- 
merged Lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  as  a 
Naval  Petroleum  Reserve."  Is  hereby  revoked. 

3bc.  19.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  such  stuns  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sex;.  20.  Separability:  If  any  provision  of 
this  act  or  any  section,  subsection,  sentence, 
clatise.  phrase  or  Individual  word,  or  the  ap- 
plication thereof  to  any  person  or  circum- 
stance Is  held  Invalid,  the  validity  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  act  and  of  the  application  of 
any  such  provision,  section,  subsection,  sen- 
tence, clatise,  phrase  or  Individual  word  to 
other  persons  and  circumstances  shall  not 
be  affected  thereby;  without  limiting  the 
generality  of  the  foregoing.  If  subeections  3 
(a)  1,  3  (a)  2,  3  (b)  1,  3  (b)  2,  3  (b)  3  or  3 
(c)  or  any  provision  of  any  of  those  subsec- 
tions Is  held  invalid,  such  subsection  or 
provision  shall  be  held  separable  and  the 
remaining  subsections  and  provisions  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  of- 
fer an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ksattkg:  Page 

12.  line  9,  strike  out  the  paragraph  extending 
to  line  24  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

"Except  to  the  extent  that  they  are  incon- 
sistent with  applicable  Federal  laws  now  In 
effect  or  hereaft.er  enacted,  or  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Secretary  may  adopt,  the  laws 
of  each  coastal  State  which  so  provides  shall 
be  applicable  to  that  portion  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf  which  would  be  within 
the  area  of  the  State  If  Its  boundaries  were 
extended  seaward  to  the  outer  margin  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf,  and  the  Secretary 
shall  determine  and  publish  lines  defining 
each  such  area  of  State  jurisdiction:  Pto- 
vided,  hotcever.  That  State  taxation  laws 
shall  not  apply  In  such  areas  of  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf.  The  Secretary  shall  reim- 
burse the  abutting  States  In  the  amount  of 
the  reasonable  costs  of  the  administration  of 
such  laws." 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairmsm,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  strike 
from  the  bill  the  provision  permitting 
the  States  to  impose  severance  and  pro- 
duction taxes  on  the  extraction  of  natu- 
ral resources  from  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf.  The  subcommittee,  which  gave 
many  weeks  of  consideration  to  this 
measure,  proposed  a  bill  without  thia 
provision  and  incorpwrating  instead  the 
language  that  I  now  offer.  The  full  com- 
mittee, however,  due  to  the  extremely^ 
persuasive  abilities  of  my  friends,  the^ 
gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  WilsonI 
and  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr, 
Willis],  reversed  the  subcommittee. 

I  must  emphasize  that  we  are  dealing 
here  with  the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  an 
area  over  which  no  State  has  or  claims 
to  have  any  historic  jurisdiction  My 
concern  is  for  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States,  for  in  truth  it  would  be 
their  money  we  would  be  generous  with, 
if  we  leave  tlie  present  wording  in  the 
bUl. 

The  tax  Imposed  by  the  adjacent 
States  would  fall,  at  least  indirectly,  on 
the  United  States,  the  landlord  of  this 
area,  since  the  terms  of  any  lease  entered 
into  would  have  to  be  fixed  in  order  to 
permit  the  lessees  a  fair  return  and  a 
proper  incentive  to  develop  the  area. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  grant  this  tax 
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windfall  to  a  few  States,  It  would  neces- 
sarily come  from  the  pockets  and  pay 
envelopes  of  Federal  taxpayers. 

Our  forefathers  stoutly  declared  that 
taxation  without  representation  is  tyr- 
anny; we  might  add  as  a  minor  footnote 
that  taxation  without  jurisdiction  is 
larceny. 

E^^en  today,  when  production  on  the 
Continental  Shelf  is  hardly  started,  the 
amounts  involved  are  not  inconsiderable. 
The  Louisiana  severance  tax  amounts  to 
from  18  to  26  cents  a  barrel,  depending 
on  the  specific  gravity  of  the  oil  pro- 
duced. Production  from  the  area  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf,  according  to 
Department  of  Interior  figures,  is  now 
more  than  5.000  barrels  a  day  off  Louisi- 
ana. The  take,  in  severance  taxes  on  oil 
alone,  without  considering  natural  gas  or 
condensate,  is  better  than  $1,000  a  day — 
$350,000  a  year.  The  State  police  could 
tour  the  present  installations  in  yachts 
that  would  make  Farouk  green  with 
envy,  and,  as  more  wells  were  developed, 
the  take  would  increase. 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
Coast  Guard  and  the  Navy  can  take  care 
of  the  policing  of  the  area  as  they  always 
have,  and  as  they  probably  always  will. 
The  severance  tax  is  not  designed  to  re- 
imburse anyone  for  any  expense  but  to 
add  more  to  the  grant  which  is  being 
given. 

It  is  claimed  that  there  is  a  vacuum 
In  applicable  domestic  law  which  neces- 
sitates the  application  of  State  laws  to 
the  adjacent  sea  area.  This  vacuum  in 
law  is  not  real.  It  is  presently  filled  by 
the  well-established  maritime  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  given 
authority  by  the  amendment  I  propose 
to  use  State  laws  and  State  enforcement 
where  he  l)elieves  such  action  advisable. 
Possibly  he  might  find  it  advantageous 
to  adopt  a  State's  conservation  laws  for 
an  adjacent  area.  He  might  further  find 
It  useful  to  call  upon  the  State  conser- 
vation ofiBcials  to  keep  an  eye  on  produc- 
tion to  prevent  waste.  If  so.  there  is  no 
objection  to  his  reimbursing  the  States 
for  their  out-of-pocket  costs,  provided 
they  are  properly  accounted  for  and  rea- 
sonable in  amount.  The  proposed 
amendment  so  provides.  That  far  I  can 
go.  but  that  is  a  far  cry  from  the  sever- 
ance tax  incorporated  in  the  present  bill. 
Authority  to  impose  that  tax  should  be 
Stricken  from  the  bill. 

In  view  of  statements  on  the  floor  yes- 
terday by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  to 
the  effect  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior intimated  that  he  saw  no  objection 
to  giving  States  the  right  to  tax  In  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf.  I  have  asked 
the  Secretary  to  furnish  me  a  letter  set- 
ting forth  his  position.  I  read  his  con- 
sidered conclusion,  which  is:  My  view 
Is  that  the  State  should  have  no  taxing 
power  whatsoever  on  the  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf.  Outside  their  historic 
boundaries  the  States  should  be  given 
nothing  from  the  resources  which  now 
belong  to  the  people  as  a  whole  beyond 
reimbursement  for  any  services  actually 
rendered.  ■*  - 

On  this  specific  (^^Bfition  of  the  power 
to  tax.  I  am  authorized  to  say  that  this 
also  represents  the  position  of  the  ad- 
ministration on  this  issue. 


Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  favor  the  gentleman's 
amendment.  I  would  like  to  propound 
this  question  to  the  gentleman.  If  the 
language  remains  and  the  gentleman's 
amendment  does  not  prevail,  then  would 
not  we  have  this  rather  anomalous  sit- 
uation— some  of  these  coastal  States, 
notably  Texas  and  Louisiana  could  ac- 
tually tax  property  which  is  beyond  their 
borders? 

Mr.  KEATING.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  CELLER.  By  the  same  token, 
could  not  our  State  of  New  York  then 
seek  to  tax  property  beyond  the  borders 
of  New  York  State? 

Mr.  KEATING.  Well,  insofar  as  such 
proF>erty  is  covered  by  this  bill.  yes.  Any 
outer  Continental  Shelf  properties  adja- 
cent to  New  York  could  be  taxed  under 
this  bill,  and  that  is  true  of  any  State. 
Of  course,  this  bill  would  only  be  a  prece- 
dent for  other  action  of  a  lesislative 
character  which,  as  the  gentleman  well 
knows.  Is  not  the  equivalent  of  a  judicial 
precedent. 

Mr.  CELLER.  However,  it  would  be  a 
very  important  precedent  and  other 
States  might  follow  suit. 

Mr.  KEATING.  It  would  be  an  Im- 
portaat  precedent  and  a  most  unfortu- 
nate one.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Is  the 
reason  for  the  very  great  concern  over 
this  provision  and  the  extreme  impor- 
tance which  is  attached  by  those  in  the 
administration  to  a  revision  of  this  bill 
in  line  with  the  amendment  which  I  am 
offering. 

Mr.  CELLER.  In  other  words,  the 
provision  which  your  amendment  strikes 
out  was  offered  as  a  sort  of  compensation 
for  the  fact  that  no  jurisdiction  was 
given  to  the  States  over  the  so-called 
Continental  Shelf,  and,  therefore,  at- 
tempt Is  being  made  to  do  indirectly 
what  cannot  be  done  directly:  namely,  if 
they  cannot  get  hold  of  the  property, 
why,  get  the  right  to  tax  the  property. 
Is  not  that  what  it  really  amounts  to? 

Mr.  KEATING.  Yes.  This  amend- 
ment is  designed  to  correct  that  condi- 
tion. As  the  gentleman  remembers,  the 
wording  of  the  amendment  was  incor- 
porated as  a  part  of  the  bill  as  reported 
by  this  subcommittee  which  studied  the 
problem  so  long  and  diligently.  It  was 
only  in  our  full  committee,  when  we  con- 
sidered It  and  had  such  eminent  debaters 
In  favor  of  the  present  wordine,  that  the 
full  committee  did  overrule  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  a.sk  this  question 
solely  for  information,  because  I  am  cer- 
tain the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  will  be  debated 
at  some  length.  Would  the  gentleman 
mind  telling  the  committee  whether  or 
not  the  gentleman's  proposal  eliminates 
not  only  the  taxing  power  of  the  States 
but  also  all  police  power  on  the  part  of 
the  States? 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  refer  the  gentleman 
to  the  exact  wording  of  the  first  sentence 
of  the  amendment,  which  is  that  the 
laws  of  each  coastal  State  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  outer  Continental  Shelf 


area.s.  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
shall  determine  and  define 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Is  the  gentleman  read- 
ing the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  am  reading  now  the 
proposed  amendment  which  I  have  of- 
fered. If  the  gentleman  will  refer  to 
the  amendment  and  read  it  against  the 
language  in  the  bill,  he  will  see  that  in 
the  firbt  sentence  there  is  relatively  little 
change.  The  words  "police  powers"  are 
struck  out. 

Mr  EOGGS.  Thnt  Is  what  I  want  to 
que'Jtion  the  pentleman  about  now. 
Why  are  the  words  struck  out? 

Mr.  KE.ATING.  Becau.se  insofar  as 
any  nece.s.'-ary  powers  are  concerned. 
they  arc  included  within  the  "laws." 
which  is  retained  In  the  amendment. 
The  police-power  provbion  was  put  iii 
very  obviously  in  order  to  include  the 
taxinc  power.  It  says  expressly  that  the 
police  power  .shall  include  the  right  to 
tax.  That  is  the  reason  for  eliminating 
the  words  "police  power."  and  substi- 
tuting Uie  word  '"laws." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  5  additional  miputos.  so  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  r  Mr.  Keating  1 
may  explain  his  amendment  so  that  we 
will  all  understand  it. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  must 
object.  I  have  objected  to  similar  re- 
quests on  the  part  of  everybody  else. 

Mr  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chau^man,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Will  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ke.\tinc1  explain  just  exactly  how 
the  police  power  of  the  States  might  be 
applied  to  tliese  areas — Continental 
Shelf— under  the  terms  of  the  gentle- 
man's amendment? 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  police  power  a.1 
such  would  not  be  included  except  as  it 
mit;ht  be  involved  by  the  law  which  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  felt  should  be 
made  applicable  to  this  area. 

Mr,  BOGGS.  I  understand.  Does  the 
gentleman  care  to  add  anything  to  that? 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  may  after  I  hear 
what  the  gentleman  has  to  say. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  believe  I  understand 
the  gentleman's  amendment.  It  first 
strikes  out  any  participation  by  the 
States  in  the  taxing  ol  these  resources. 
In  addition,  it  limit*  any  application  of 
State  law?.  Slate  conaervation  regula- 
tion.s,  or  State  police  power,  until  and 
if  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  .specifi- 
cally requests  the  apphcation  of  such 
laws.  I  know  there  is  going  to  be  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  about  this  pro- 
vision. I  happen  to  represent,  I  believe, 
one  of  the  few  districts  in  tlie  United 
States  where  there  is  actual  development 
and  production  outside  of  the  so-called 
bound.s.  Let  me  tell  the  committee  just 
what  is  involved  in  that  sort  of  situa- 
tion. These  particular  operations  are 
conducted  off  a  community  known  as 
Grand  Isle,  a  community  which  figures 
very  prominently  in  the  history  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana.  For  many,  many 
years  there  was  only  a  small  town  there 
made  up  principally  of  people  engaged 
in  tourist  and  fishing  business,  and 
others  who  made  a  livelihood  plying  the 
traditional  occupations  of  the  sea. 
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Then  oil  was  discovered.  Great  docks 
were  moved  out  into  the  water.  In  some 
in.-tances,  a  good  ir.any  miles  offshore. 
Tremendous  scientific  knowledge  was  re- 
quired to  perform  t^iese  operations,  and 
\\here  we  had  had  small  towns,  all  of  a 
sudden  there  were  himdreds  of  men  with 
their  families  and  their  children  who 
had  come  m  from  all  of  the  surrounding 
country  from  Louisiana.  Texas.  Arkan- 
.sas.  Oklahoma.  Kansas,  and  California, 
wherever  men  search  for  and  discover 
oil.  All  of  a  sudden  we  had  problems  of 
schooling,  of  building  roads,  of  building 
bndces.  of  providing  public  services  out 
cif  the  treasury  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
or  the  locality  in  which  the  op>erations 
were  being  conducted.  So  this  is  not  an 
obscure,  abstract  problem.  This  is  an 
actual,  everyday  concern  of  the  people 
who  live  in  those  communities.  I  believe 
It  not  unfair,  and  I  l)elieve  It  entirely 
equiuble  and  entirely  justified  by  the 
precedents  and  the  previous  actions  of 
thi.s  Congress  that  those  people  who  are 
providing  these  services  obtain  some 
comp)ensation.  What  has  hapF>ened  in 
the  past?  Is  this  something  novel  or 
new  or  different  before  this  Chamber? 
Not  by  anv  means. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
pentleman  from  Ix>ulsiana  has  expired. 

Mr  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr  Chairman,  as  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Keating  1  said,  this 
amendment  was  the  subject  of  discus- 
.s:on  before  the  full  committee.  The 
committee  print  did  not  contain  the  tax- 
ing power.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr  Wilson  1  and  I  offered  an  amend- 
ment providing  for  police  power  and  the 
ixi-ver  of  taxation.  For  the  record,  in 
order  to  show  the  history  of  it.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  now.  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  the  amendment  which  we  proposed 
before  the  committee  be  incorporated  at 
this  point  In  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
It  IS  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

On  paste  12.  strike  out  Une«  9  through  line 
4  pn(?e  13.  both  Inclusive,  and  substitute  In 
lifii  thereof  the  following: 

Ex^-ept  to  the  extent  that  they  are  Incon- 
sistent with  applicable  Federal  laws  now  In 
e:Teci  or  hereafter  enacted,  the  laws  and 
p<iUce  power  of  each  coastal  State  which  so 
provides  shall  extend  to  that  portion  of  the 
cuter  Continental  Shelf  which  would  be 
within  the  boundaries  of  such  State  If  ex- 
tended seaward  to  the  outer  margin  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf.  The  police  power 
includes,  but  is  not  limited  to.  the  power  of 
taxation,  conservation,  and  control  of  the 
manner  of  conducting  geophysical  explora- 
tions." 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  that 
amendment  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
IMr.  Crumpacker]  offered  a  substitute. 
That  was  the  subject  of  discussion.  The 
substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  IMr.  Crumpacker  J  was  passed 
w  ith  only  two  dissenting  votes  l>efore  the 
full  committee.  It  is  the  Crumpacker 
sul)stitute  which  is  now  in  the  bill  l)efore 
the  Committee  in  the  second  paragraph 
in  section  8. 

I  want  to  make  one  point  perfectly 
clear,  and  it  is  this:  Despite  whatever 
might  be  said  to  the  contrary,  the  taxa- 
tion pwwer  provided  for  by  this  bill  is 
most  definitely  not  the  taxation  of  prop- 


erty of  the  United  States  of  America  or 
any  of  the  functions  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  SUtes. 

The  taxing  power  presently  in  the 
bill  is  specifically  limited  to  the  placing 
of  a  production  or  severance  tax  and 
also  hmited  to  rates  uniformly  equal  to 
those  prevailing  within  the  historic 
boundaries  of  the  States.  This  provi- 
sion we  are  talking  about  is  foimd  in 
title  3  of  the  bill,  section  8.  dealing  with 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf. 

The  bill  provides  that  the  subsoil  of 
the  outer  Continental  Shelf  belongs  to 
the  United  States  or  appertains  to  the 
United  States.  The  bill  states  that 
leases  granted  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment shall  be  for  not  less  than  $1  i>er 
acre  and  that  the  royalties  received  by 
the  Federal  Government  shall  be  not  less 
than  12 '2  percent.  The  leases  are 
to  be  competitive,  and  from  our  ex- 
perience in  Louisiana  and  Texas  you  can 
bet  your  boots  that  in  most  cases  the 
rentals  will  be  more  tlian  $1  per  acre 
and  the  royalties  in  most  cases  will  be 
more  than  12 '2  percent. 

The  rentals  derived  by  the  Federal 
Government  under  those  leases  are  not 
subject  to  taxation.  The  royalties  which 
the  Federal  Government  will  receive  of 
12 '2  percent  ahd  more  are  definitely  not 
to  be  taxed  by  the  specific  provisions  of 
this  bill. 

What  is  being  taxed?  What  is  being 
taxed  is  the  portion  of  the  oil  going 
to  oil  companies  when  their  share 
is  severed  from  the  ground  and  is  in  the 
F>ossession  of  the  oil  companies.  It  is 
at  that  point  that  that  oil  is  taxed.  So 
it  is  a  taxation  not  against  the  Federal 
Government  nor  against  the  interests  of 
the  Federal  Government  but  a  taxation 
on  the  oil  in  possession  of  third  parties. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIS.     Briefly. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  think  it  would  be  help- 
ful if  the  gentleman  would  point  out 
that  this  taxing  provision  and  police 
power  was  included  in  the  Walters  bill 
which  passed  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  1951. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  observation. 

Now,  what  are  those  taxes  used  for? 
I  mean  the  tax  imposed  against  the  oil 
itself  in  possession  of  the  lessees  and 
not  the  property  of  the  United  States? 
Under  our  Constitution,  and  imder  the 
laws  of  taxation,  I  understand  also, 
those  funds  are  used  for  schools 
and  for  roads  and  for  bridges  and  the 
like;  those  funds  are  used  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  oil  companies,  their  employees, 
and  others  who  benefit  from  govern- 
mental facilities. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  de- 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  committee  amendment. 

For  the  purpose  of  clarification,  that 
portion  which  is  sought  to  be  stricken 
out  on  page  12,  as  has  been  explained, 
was  added  in  the  full  committee.  As  the 
original  bill  cEune  out  of  the  subcommit- 
tee that  language  was  not  contained 
therein.  However,  the  vote  prevailed 
and  it  was  inserted. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  IMr.  KkaxincI.  re- 
stores the  exact  language  which  was  in 


the  original  bill,  and  I  wish  to  place  in 
the  RscoRo  at  ttiis  time  a  careful  analysis 
which  I  have  made. 

The  proposed  amendment  wotild  strike 
out  all  the  language  in  the  paragraph 
on  page  12  beginning  on  line  9  down  to 
and  including  Line  94.  That  langtiage 
already  contained  in  the  bill  permits 
coastal  States  which  so  provide  to  exer- 
cise the  poUce  powers,  including  the 
power  of  taxation  in  the  area  set  up  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  which 
w  ould  extend  from  their  outer  boundary 
to  the  outer  edge  of  the  Continental 
Shelf.  In  order  to  levy  a  production  or 
severance  tax.  the  State  would  be  re- 
quired to  administer  their  conservation 
laws  and  other  governmental  functions 
in  the  area.  Moreover,  the  rate  of  such 
tax  would  have  to  l>e  the  same  as  that 
within  the  State  boundary. 

What  I  have  said  to  this  point  applies 
to  the  present  state  of  the  bill  helore  the 
amendment  was  offered. 

First.  Under  the  proposed  amendment 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  given  the 
discretion  to  adopt  the  laws  of  the 
coastal  States  which  so  provide  to  cover 
the  area  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf 
which  would  be  within  the  State  bound- 
aries if  they  were  extended  to  the  outer 
edge. 

Second.  The  Secretary  would  set  up 
the  lines  defining  the  area. 

Third.  Any  laws  made  applicable  un- 
der those  conditions  could  not  be  incon- 
sistent with  any  Federal  law  or  regu- . 
lation. 

Fourth.  Moreover.  State -taxation  laws 
are  specifically  prohibited. 

Fifth.  Finally,  the  Secretary  is  author- 
ized to  reimburse  the  abutting  States  in 
the  amotmt  of  the  reasonable  cast  of  the 
administration  of  such  laws. 

In  effect  this  proposed  amendment 
would  make  State  police  agencies  the 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  for 
certain  purposes  in  the  area  beyond  the 
State  boundaries. 

I  refer  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  IMr.  Kkatdig].  and  ask  if  that  is  a 
correct  analysis  of  that  amendment. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  is  a  very  able 
analysis. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  I  support  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  for  this  time  be- 
cause I  think  this  is  a  matter  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  have  it  thoroughly 
debated  on  the  floor,  and  I  think  that 
the  actual  knowledge  of  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Boccs]  concern- 
ing the  subject,  would  be  of  great  value 
to  the  other  Members  in  giving  proper 
consideration  to  the  issue.  I,  therefore, 
want  to  yield  to  him  at  this  time  for 
further  discussion  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much.  There  are  only  two  addi- 
tional points  that  I  should  like  to  make 
in  connection  with  this  amendment. 

It  so  happens  that  in  the  year  1943.  I 
believe  it  was,  I  was  general  counsel  for 
the  Louisiana  Department  of  Conserva- 
tion, which  at  that  time  had  jurisdic- 
tion over  these  areas  in  question,  as  well 
as  the  entire  spewiing  and  development 
matters  in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

In  that  year  the  conservation  act  of 
the  State  of  Louisiana— I  beUeve  it  was 
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act  157  of  the  legislature  of  1940 — was 
questioned  in  the  courts  and  finally  came 
here  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.  The  Supreme  Court  upheld  the 
constitutionality  of  our  spacing  and  con- 
servation act.  which  act  became  a  model 
for  practically  every  other  oil-produc- 
ing State  in  this  country  involving  spac- 
ing and  iinitization  of  the  various  fields 
in  the  production  of  oil.  Any  person 
who  has  any  familiarity  with  the  pro- 
duction of  oil  can  imagine  the  pandora's 
box  of  confusion  that  will  be  opened  if 
in  one  area  you  have  one  set  of  conser- 
vation statutes  applying  and  in  another 
area  a  different  set  applying. 

Insofar  as  the  producing  sands  and 
strata  are  concerned,  they  will  not 
change  because  of  a  line.  The  same 
problems  of  spacing,  of  prop)er  conserva- 
tion, of  adequate  production  are  involved 
whether  you  are  on  the  State  side  of  the 
line  or  the  so-called  Federal  side  of  the 
line. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Congress 
would  tremendously  simplify  the  produc- 
tion of  oil  in  these  areas,  and  it  is  de- 
clared to  be  the  intent  of  the  Congress  in 
passing  this  legislation  to  facilitate  pro- 
duction, if  the  State  conservation  laws 
through  the  police  power  of  the  States 
are  applied  to  these  areas  in  question, 
not  by  request  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  as  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  would  have  it,  but  by  operation  of 
law. 

If  this  were  something  novel,  some- 
thing being  presented  to  this  body  for 
the  first  time.  I  might  be  able  to  under- 
stand a  desire  on  the  part  of  some  peo- 
ple not  to  take  this  action.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  bill  presently  before  us  does 
not  grant  to  the  States  what  has  been 
granted  twice  before  when  we  passed  the 
Walter  bill.  We  passed  the  Walter  bill 
on  April  30,  1948.  by  a  vote  of  257  to  29, 
and  again  on  July  30,  1951.  by  a  vote  of 
265  to  109. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  My  understanding  is 
that  that  bill  passed  in  1948  by  the  80th 
Congress  did  not  pertain  to  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  and  did  not  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Well.  I  could  be  wrong 
about  that. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Counsel  has  checked 
the  matter  and  informs  me  that  is  cor- 
rect, and  that  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  will  have  to  check 
that,  but  I  am  certain  that  the  July  30, 
1951,  bill  was  the  Walter  bill  and  did 
deal  with  that  subject.  I  am  glad  that 
the  gentleman  raises  the  question  that 
he  raises,  because  if  the  1948  bill  did  not 
deal  with  the  subject  it  meant  that  the 
Congress  was  saying,  as  the  other  body 
has  said  in  the  Holland  bill,  that  as  of 
now  we  are  still  not  prepared  to  deal 
with  this  subject,  therefore  we  do  not 
touch  It  at  all.  It  would  seem  to  me  that 
if  this  amendment  is  adopted,  we  would 
have  to  move  to  strike  out  all  of  title  3 
in  this  bill. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  speak  here  as  one 
who  has  supported  this  legislation 
through  the  years.    I  was  the  majority 


leader  in  the  Eightieth  Congress  when 
we  brought  a  similar  measure  to  passage 
here  in  the  House,  and  I  mention  that 
fact  specifically  to  indicate  Uiat  all  of 
this  talk  about  some  recent  political 
operation  or  some  effort  to  gain  politi- 
cal favor  just  cannot  be  supported.  It 
is  true  that  the  support  for  this  legisla- 
tion was  evidenced  in  the  campaign  by 
the  Republican  candidate  for  President, 
but  I  think  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
constantly  that  what  he  promi.sed  was  to 
save  to  the  States  the  areas  within  their 
historic,  traditional  boundaries.  As  I 
remember,  that  is  what  we  undertook  to 
do  in  the  Republican  80th  Congress. 
At  that  time  we  were  saying  to  the 
States:  We  are  goin?  to  recoenize  the 
rights  that  we  always  believed  you  had 
anyway,  and  grant  to  you  the  property 
within  your  historic  boundaries. 

I  have  looked  at  some  of  the  debates 
back  in  the  80th  Congress,  and  I  find 
that  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
argued  very  vigorously  for  the  historic 
boundary  right  of  his  State,  and  I  find 
that  the  very  eminent  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  RayburnI  was  there  urgin'4 
10^2  miles  for  Texas  as  against  the  3 
miles,  but  .so  far  as  I  can  discover,  at 
that  time  there  was  no  insistence  about 
the  Continental  Shelf. 

Generally  speaking,  there  are  two 
propositions  involved  here.  One  is. 
What  about  the  traditional  boundaries ' 
Then  there  is  some  controversy,  and 
there  is  controversy,  about  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  beyond  that  point.  In  the 
other  body  they  have  elected  to  proceed 
without  what  is  here,  title  III.  by  deal- 
ing simply  with  the  historic  boundary 
proposition.  Here  our  committee  has 
.^een  fit  to  bring  this  bill  in  with  a  de- 
termination about  the  taxing  power. 

Again  may  I  remind  you  I  speak  as  a 
friend  of  this  legislation,  but  I  do  not 
want  to  see  its  accomplishment  and  its 
final  enactment  jeopardized  by  a  provi- 
sion that  is  evoking  as  much  controversy 
and  difficulty  as  this  particular  taxin':; 
power.  So  I  ask  for  the  support  of  this 
amendment. 

We  all  know  that  this  is  the  beginnlnc: 
of  the  legislative  proce.ss.  I  do  not  know 
what  will  be  done  with  respect  to  these 
provisions  of  title  HI  in  the  other  body, 
but  I  trust  .something  can  and  will  be 
worked  out  that  is  satisfactory.  How- 
ever, I  am  quite  convinced  from  what  I 
have  heard  that  a  great  many  Members 
here  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  would 
feel  most  reluctant  to  vote  for  this  bill 
if  this  language  is  not  changed  as  indi- 
cated by  this  amendment.  As  I  say.  no 
irreparable  damage  will  be  done,  if  any  is 
to  be  done.  I  think  that  those  who  are 
the  strongest  in  their  support  of  this 
legislation  should  not  be  too  insistent 
against  this  amendment  because,  in  the 
final  analysis,  we  are  here  trying  to  work 
out  the  problem  of  the  historic  bound- 
aries and  the  rights  of  the  States  in  those 
historic  boundaries.  We  are  trying  to 
definitely  establish  the  rights  of  the 
States  in  those  historic  boundaries,  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  they  should  include 
such  a  provision  as  this,  in  the  light  of 
all  the  circum.stances. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  tru.st  that  the 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  If  some- 
one moves  to  strike  out  title  III,  the 


committee  can  act  on  that.  Personally, 
I  would  like  to  see  it  remain:  let  the 
measure  go  to  the  other  body,  and  I  am 
quite  certain  that  out  of  it  all  we  can 
come  up  with  a  fair,  equitable,  and 
reasonable  proposal. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  The  gentleman  referred 
to  the  remarks  that  I  made  at  the  time 
of  the  debate  in  the  80th  Congress.  I 
simply  wanted  to  point  out  to  the  gentle- 
man that  that  proposed  legislation  con- 
tained no  title  ni. 

Mr  HALLECK.  I  do  not  believe  it  did. 
I  think  what  we  did  in  the  RepubUcan 
80 Lh  Congress  was  to  grant  the  demands 
of  the  States  for  the  areas  within  their 
historic  boundaries. 

Mr.  BOGGS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  mipht  say.  in  pass- 
ing, that  that  was  a  proposal  backed  by 
the  attorneys  general,  by  most  of  the 
governors  of  the  States,  and  hence  it  is 
as  broad  as  the  Nation  itself. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Ix)ui.siana.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  IMr.  KkatingI.  I  am  op- 
posed to  it  for  reasons  that  I  think  are 
valid,  certainly  in  my  own  mind,  which 
I  thought  out  rather  carefully. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  seeks  to  estab- 
lish the  boundaries  of  the  States  as  be- 
ing the  historic  boundaries;  that  is. 
tho.se  boundaries  which  were  created  by 
historic  documents,  by  treaties,  by  laws, 
by  State  coixstitutions  originally  enacted, 
and  approved  by  the  Congress.  To  the 
limit  of  the  historic  boundaries,  of 
course,  all  State  laws  are  applicable  and 
will  apply.  That  includes  taxation  laws, 
as  well  as  conservation  laws,  compensa- 
tion laws,  laws  affecting  schools,  and 
things  of  that  sort,  but  when  you  reach 
the  ed'.^e  of  the  hi.storic  boundary — I  do 
not  here  seek.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  attempt 
to  draw  a  map  showing  what  are  the  ex- 
act historic  boundaries  in  each  State — 
you  are  uoinii  to  have  to  apply  the  State 
and  local  laws. 

To  the  limit  of  these  historic  bound- 
aries you  are  poinK  to  have  State  and 
local  law.s.  When  you  reach  the  edge  of 
the  political  boundaries  of  each  State, 
you  have  a  political  vacuum.  You  have 
no  laws  there  applyint;  except  the  gen- 
eral maritime  laws  of  the  United  States 
and  the  international  laws  of  the  world. 
Oth^r  than  that  you  have  a  political  and 
a  lc£?al  vacuum  at  the  present  time.  The 
United  States  then  will  have  to  follow 
throueh.  It  will  either  have  to  make  a 
financiiil  arrangement  with  the  States 
to  apply  the  laws  of  the  local  subdivi- 
sions and  the  States  to  those  area.s,  or  it 
will  have  to  go  ahead  subsequently,  by 
subsequent  legislation,  to  properly  police 
and  properly  handle  the.se  areas  itself, 
always  bearing  in  mind  that  local  laws 
and  conditions  prevail  in  that  area, 
whether  it  be  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard, 
the  Pacific  seaboard,  or  down  the  Gulf 
or  up  In  the  Great  Lakes.  That  is  in- 
evitable. 

If  you  do  not  do  It.  what  will  happen 
Is  this:  You  will  have  a  great  industry. 
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perhaps,  arising  out  in  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico You  will  have  drilling  there  in 
areas  where  there  Is  no  drilling  at  the 
present  time.  You  will  have  people 
working  there.  They  should  be  covered 
by  some  type  of  workmen's  compensa- 
liun  laws.  We  will  have  to  pass  those 
I.iws.  They  will  have  families.  Will  the 
families  live  in  the  oceans  themselves  or 
back  in  the  States  contiguous  or  border- 
\iv2  upon  the  seashore?  If  they  live  on 
lar.d  as  they  surely  will,  who  Is  going  to 
educate  the  families  of  those  men  work- 
in'  out  there  on  the  deep  sea  producing 
the  oil  and  gas?  It  creates  a  problem. 
It  will  create  many  problems. 

If  that  was  a  military  reservation  In 
your  State  or  In  my  State;  and  we  had 
a  body  of  men  there  working,  whether 
they  were  in  uniform  or  were  civilians, 
we  would  provide  schools  for  them  there. 
Bat  our  policy  is  now  that  we  help  the 
i*^  Uites  themselves  to  provide  the  schools 
for  those  people  and  take  care  of  them. 
In  this  particular  instance,  you  are  going 
to  have  a  strip  of  territory  that  will  not 
be  in  any  State  and  will  have  no  historic 
position  in  our  Federal  Government.  As 
that  industry  develops,  crimes  are  going 
to  be  committed.  What  body  of  law  is 
poing  to  poHce  that  area  with  reference 
to  the  crimes  committed  in  that  area? 
Will  they  be  local  State  laws  or  will  they 
be  Federal  laws?  Will  we  use  Federal 
courts  or  will  we  use  local  courts?  All 
those  will  be  problems  and  many  more 
have  come  up  and  now  harass  the  coastal 
States  even  at  this  hour. 

If  we  take  out  of  this  bill  the  right 
of  the  State  to  police  that  area,  the  right 
of  the  State  to  levy  production  taxes 
upon  the  oil  and  gas  produced  in  the 
area,  then  perhaps  we  had  better  recon- 
sider title  III  and  withdraw  title  III  en- 
tirely from  the  bill  and  work  It  out  care- 
fully and  give  it  thought  and  considera- 
tion, and  know  down  what  road  we  are 
proceeding  before  we  attempt  to  legis- 
Lite  on  that  matter. 

Mr.  Chairman,  other  parts  of  this  bill 
worry  me  very  much.  On  the  Gulf  coast. 
we  have  a  shoreline  of  some  3,000  miles. 
Most  of  this  shoreline  is  along  the  coasts 
of  Florida  and  Texas.  Only  a  small  pert 
of  Alabama  and  Missi.s.sippi  forms  the 
coasthne  of  the  Gulf.  Out  of  this  3.000 
miles,  some  2.300  of  them  form  a  part  of 
Florida  and  Texas.  Louisiana  has  some 
200  or  300  miles  of  coastline.  Undw 
the  terms  of  this  bill,  along  the  entire 
Gulf  coast  on  both  sides  of  Louisiana 
are  States  which  will  have  a  tideland  of 
10' 2  miles.  Louisiana  will  claim  to  the 
history  boundaries;  but  Louisiana  miist 
fiKht  in  the  courts  of  the  Nation  seek- 
iniL;  to  establish  this  boundary  beyond 
the  3-mile  limit,  and  yet  Louisiana  is  the 
one  State  which  more  than  any  other 
has  developed  the  Continental  Shelf  and 
the  Udelands.  It  is  the  State  which  be- 
cause of  its  history  and  background 
should  receive  consideration.  This  Con- 
fir  ess  should  not  seek  to  put  our  State 
of  Louisiana  in  any  less  advantageous 
position  Uian  surrounding  States.  I  do 
not  ask  for  application  of  the  3-mile 
rule  to  Texas  and  Florida;  but  I  do  ask 
that  the  entire  Gulf  be  given  a  more  even 
and  equal  treatment. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chair- 
rnsjx,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  this 
amendment. 

I  said  yesterday,  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  Federal  Leasing 
Act.  that  I  am  not  alarmed  about  the 
right  of  any  State  to  assess  a  small  pro- 
duction or  severance  tax  oa.  the  oiL 
Some  Members  seem  to  be.  I  cannot 
draw  the  line  of  demarcation  myself  as 
to  this  area  which  will  arise  on  the  pas- 
sage of  this  bill  if  title  III  Is  left  in  the 
bill  on  final  passage.  The  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf  win  be  part  of  the  public 
domain  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
think  that  can  be  contested  successfully 
by  anybody. 

I  think  anybody  who  looks  at  the  ques- 
tion fairly  will  see  that  these  States  will 
have  the  problem  of  schooling  and  roads 
and  many  other  public  expenses  in  or- 
der to  house  and  in  order  to  furnish  all 
these  services  to  the  people  who  are  to 
be  used  to  explore  this  area. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  IKARD.  May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  the  amendment  is  adopted,  would 
It  not  lead  to  great  chaos?  It  would 
mean  that  it  would  be  possible  for  one 
developer  of  oil  to  be  drilling  a  wen 
where  there  would  be  no  tax  because  the 
Federal  Government  would  not  assess  a 
property  tax  or  a  severance  tax  or  a  per- 
sonal-property tax  on  that.  Would  it 
not  lead  to  greater  confusion  and  chaos 
If  that  oil  was  moved  in  on  the  coast  line 
on  tank  farms  where  we  would-  Imme- 
diately be  In  the  face  of  the  Supreme 
Court  decisions  which  say  that  we  can- 
not tax  things  that  move  into  interstate 
commerce,  and  further  would  it  not  lead 
to  confusion  and  chaos  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  the  Secretary  would  have  the 
right  to  determine  the  compensation  due 
the  States  for  services  rendered,  which 
would  lead  to  a  continual  hassle  between 
the  States  and  the  bureaus  here  In 
Washington  to  determine  what  the  value 
of  those  services  were? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  think  the 
gentleman  is  eminently  correct.  I  do 
not  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  is 
the  most  important  part  of  this  bill.  So 
far  as  we  In  Texas,  and  I  am  sure  other 
Members  in  other  States  are  concerned, 
the  important  part  as  stated  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  is 
to  return  to  the  States  and  to  restore 
to  them  the  property  they  rightfully 
own.  I  can  certainly  see  nothing  wrong 
morally  or  legally  in  permitting  a  State, 
especially  where  the  tax  is  restricted  to 
the  production  or  severance  tax,  which 
would  apply  only  to  the  driller  or  the 
lessee  operating  in  that  area  and  who. 
but  for  the  State  tax  which  might  be 
allowed,  would  probably  pay  no  tax  as 
opposed  to  the  lessee  wltliin  the  State 
boundaries  who  would  be  subject  to  a 
State  tax. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WII£ON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  believe  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  stated  the  situa- 
tion correctly  when  he  said  the  primary 
object  of  this  legislation  is  to  restore  to 
the  States  what  the  Qovemment  evi- 
dently tries  to  take  away  from  you  vmder 
the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court  de- 


cisions, and  when  you  pull  away  from 
or  defy  this  amendment,  are  you  not 
furthering  the  purpose  of  this  legisla- 
tion? And  are  you  not  by  supporting  it 
injecting  into  this  very  important  piece 
of  legislation  collateral  matters  which 
are  incidental  to  what  is  going  to  happen 
after  you  have  gotten  the  law  adopted 
and  in  force? 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.    I  think  not. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  I  think  you 
are  jeopardizing  the  whole  situation. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  I  think  not. 
I  think  a  man  can  certainly  support  an 
amendment  which  he  thinks  is  right, 
aside  from  the  principal  object  of  the 
bill,  that  is  what  I  am  doing  in  this  In- 
stance. I  think  the  State  should  have 
the  right  to  charge  a  reasonable  tax,  a 
severance  tax,  and  I  think  certainly  a 
chaotic  condition  would  result  unless  the 
coastal  States  and  the  Great  Lakes 
States  have  the  police  power  and  the 
power  to  control  it  and  put  their  criminal 
and  civil  laws  in  effect  in  this  area. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  amendment 
should  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  KeatingI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  said  about  this  bill.  It  seems  to  me 
we  have  discussed  this  matter  fully  this 
session.  On  two  other  occasions  w6  dis- 
cussed the  bill  fully.  I  am  convinced 
that  every  argument  made  pro  and  con 
on  this  measure  has  been  advanced  dur- 
ing the  general  discussion  on  the  bill, 
and  whatever  I  say  will  to  some  extent 
be  a  repetition  or  reiteration. 

The  duly  and  elected  representatives 
of  the  people  of  this  Nation  have  on  a 
number  of  occasions  parsed  on  the  prin- 
ciples and  provisions  of  tiiis  bill.  The 
House  on  2  or  3  occasions  has  evidenced 
its  approval  of  Uiis  bill  by  an  over- 
whelming majority.  Tlie  Senate  has 
also  adopted  this  measure  on  two  occa- 
sions. Although  both  the  House  and 
the  Senate  passed  this  legislation,  there 
was  an  occupant  of  the  White  House 
that  vetoed  the  measure  when  it  reached 
him.  It  is  my  opinion  that  if  the  pres- 
ent occupant  of  the  White  House  had 
been  President  when  this  legislation  was 
passed  by  the  Congress  that  it  would 
today  be  the  law  of  the  land. 

Not  only  have  the  Members  of  the 
Congress,  as  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple, heretofore  passed  tliis  legislation 
but  the  voters  of  this  Nation  in  1952 
overwhelmingly  endorsed  this  legislation. 

The  tidelands  oil  question  became  one 
of  the  early  issues  of  the  presidential 
campaign  in  1952.  Gen.  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower,  when  he  was  commander  of 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization, 
indicated  from  his  Paris  headquarters 
that  If  he  were  chosen  a^  GOP  candidate 
and  elected  President  he  would  turn  the 
offshore  oil  lands  back  to  the  States 
where  it  belonged. 

Whereas  Gov.  Adlai  Stevenson  stood 
for  Federal  ownership  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  and  so  advised  Governor 
Shivers,  of  the  State  of  Texas.    During 
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the  campaign  this  Issue  was  made  promi- 
nent, and  the  position  of  the  2  can- 
didates was  well  understood  by  the  voters 
of  this  Nation  when  they  went  to  the 
polls  in  November  1952.  Therefore.  I 
contend  that  the  people  of  this  Nation 
gave  their  approval  and  endorsement  to 
the  principles  that  the  submerged  lands 
and  the  natural  resources  therein  within 
their  respective  historic  boundaries  be- 
longed to  the  States  and  not  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

This  tidelands  oil  question,  or  issue, 
I  am  quite  sure  influenced  the  democratic 
State  of  Florida,  and  the  democratic 
States  of  Texas,  as  well  as  the  States 
of  Louisiana  and  California  to  give  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  such  outstanding  sup- 
port and  these  are  the  States  that  are 
particularly  interested  in  the  tidelands 
issue. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  2  or  3  prin- 
cipal reasons  why  I  support  this  legis- 
lation. The  first  reason  is  that  I  con- 
ceive this  to  be  a  question  of  States 
rights,  which  has  been  discussed  fully 
during  this  debate ;  and.  second,  that  this 
legislation  is  just,  it  is  equitable,  and  it 
is  right  that  the  States  should  have  title 
to  the  submerged  lands  within  the  State's 
historic  boundary.  It  will  be  noted  that 
this  bill  relates  to  offshore  lands  beyond 
the  3-mile  limit  in  only  two  cases,  to  wit: 
The  west  coast  of  Florida  and  the  coast 
of  Texas,  both  of  which  States  have  un- 
der their  constitution  boundaries  extend- 
ing 3  leagues  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
otherwise  known  as  offshore  lands,  and 
the  bill  is  confined  to  those  lands  which 
extend  out  to  the  3-mile  limit. 

The  question  as  to  the  title  to  the  tide- 
lands  within  the  3-male  limit  of  the  his- 
toric boundary  State  lines  was  never 
raised  or  disputed  until  about  the  year 
of  1937.  The  Federal  Government,  as 
well  as  the  State  governments,  recog- 
nized the  title  as  being  in  the  coastal 
States.  The  Supreme  Court,  on  a  num- 
ber of  occasions,  held  the  title  to  be  in  the 
various  States.  The  man  most  respon- 
sible for  raising  this  question  and  causing 
all  of  this  disturbance  was  the  then  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior,  Harold  L.  Ickes. 
In  1933  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
Harold  Ickes,  took  the  i)osition  that  the 
Federal  Government  could  not  issue  pros- 
pecting permits  or  leases  for  submerged 
coastal  lands  and  at  that  time  he  said: 

Title  to  the  soil  under  the  ocean  within 
the  3-mlle  limit  1b  in  the  State  of  California 
and  the  land  may  not  be  appropriated  except 
by  authority  of  the  State. 

In  effect  he  said  tidelands  oil  belonged 
to  the  States. 

However,  in  1937  there  was  discovered 
at  Wilmington-Long  Beach  an  oil  field 
off  California.  And  at  that  time  Mr. 
Ickes  reversed  his  position  and  a  Federal 
move  was  begun  to  have  the  California 
deposit  claimed  as  a  naval  oil  reserve  and 
in  1945  the  Attorney  General  filed  a  test 
suit  in  an  effort  to  establish  Federal  title 
to  the  offshore  oil  deposits  and  to  pre- 
vent a  California  oil  company  from  ex- 
tracting offshore  oil  imder  a  State  law. 
In  1947  the  Supreme  Court  niled  that  the 
marginal  sea  off  California  belonged  to 
the  Federal  Government  or  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  a  paramoimt  right 
thereto.  Surely  it  is  not  right,  just,  or 
equitable  for  the  Federal  Government  to 


come  in  after  150  years  of  recognized 
ownership  in  the  States  and  claim  own- 
ership or  paramount  right  to  the  sub- 
merged areas  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  maritime  States.  Not  only  frequent 
judicial  rulings  but  administrative  rul- 
ings of  the  various  Federal  agencies  cov- 
ering some  150  years  of  time  between 
formation  of  the  Union  and  the  date  that 
the  suit  was  filed  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment claiming  title  to  the  lands,  the 
title  thereto  had  been  recognized  as  being 
in  the  States. 

Certainly  the  principle  of  equitable 
estoppel  should  be  invoked  to  prevent 
the  Federal  Government  from  encroach- 
ing upon  the  States'  rights  of  ownership 
of  such  tidelands.  A  recognition  on  the 
part  of  the  Federal  Government  as  well 
as  the  State  government  for  a  period  of 
150  years  should  certainly  establish  title 
to  the  submerged  marginal  lands  in  the 
States. 

Before  concluding  my  remarks  I  de- 
sire to  pay  tribute  to  my  colleague.  Sen- 
ator Spessard  L.  Holland,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Florida,  for  his  untiring,  ener- 
getic, and  constructive  work  done  in  con- 
nection with  this  legislation.  No  one 
in  this  Congress  has  fought  more  gal- 
lantly, and  with  more  determination  and 
sincerity  in  securing  the  passage  of  this 
legislation  than  this  able  and  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Florida.  He  cer- 
tainly has  fought  a  noble  and  faithful 
fight  as  the  introducer  of  the  legislation 
in  the  upper  House. 

Mr.  ^TDRTIS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  have  here  a  resolution  of 
the  Massachusetts  State  Legislature  in 
favor  of  this  type  of  legislation  which  I 
want  to  read  to  the  committee: 

Extracts  From  Resolutiok  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts Legislaturx  op  March  18,  1948 
Whereas  by  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, In  July  1776,  Massachusetts  and  the 
several  colonies  asserted  their  character  as 
free   and   indep>endent  States;    and 

Whereas  the  Treaty  of  Peace  with  Great 
Britain  in  1783  acknowledged  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts  and  the  several 
States  "to  be  free,  sovereign,  and  Independ- 
ent States"  and  relinquished  "all  claims  to 
the  Government,  propriety,  and  territorial 
rights  of  the  same,  and  every  part  thereof"; 
Whereas  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  the  several  States  reserved  to  the 
States  their  sovereignty  and  ownership  to 
those  lands  within  their  boundaries;  and 

Whereas  since  the  founding  of  the  Repub- 
lic, the  several  States  have  been  uniformly 
recognized  as  the  owners  of  coastal  lands 
and  lands  covered  by  the  marginal  sea  within 
their  respective  boundaries;    and 

Whereas  in  its  recent  opinion  in  the  case 
of  United  States  v.  California  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  declared,  that 
the  Federal  Government  had  a  paramount 
right  to  all  of  the  resources,  under  Califor- 
nia's marginal  sea,  without  regard  to  or 
settling  the  question  of  ownership  of  the 
lands  involved;   and 

Whereas  the  doctrine  of  the  case  of  United 
States  V.  California,  constitutes  a  direct 
threat  to  all  ownership  of  minerals  and 
other  resoxu-ces,  public  and  private;  and 

Whereas  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  has  stated  publicly  before  a 
joint  hearing  by  a  committee  of  the  Congress 
that  he  intends  to  file  siiit  against  other 
littoral  States;  and 

Whereas  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts is  a  littoral  State  and  title  to  its  shores 
and  soils  under  the  marginal  sea  is  presently 
In  danger  of  being  taken  from  the  Common- 
wealth; and 


Whereas  there  are  now  pending  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  8.  1988. >  and 
similar  bills,  the  purpose  of  which  Is  to  con- 
firm in  the  several  States  title  to  these  lands 
and  resources  In  and  beneath  the  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries;  and 

Whereas  such  bills  have  the  active  support 
of  46  Governors  and  44  attorneys  general, 
representatives  of  the  several  States;   and 

Resoli^ed.  That  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  approves 
the  action  of  Its  Governor  and  Its  attorney 
general  and  their  official  representatives  with 
regard  to  their  support  of  8.  1988  in  the  Joint 
hearings  by  the  Senate  and  House  Commit- 
tees of  the  ConRress:  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  petitions 
the  Congress  to  pass  Immediately  S.  1988  or 
other  suitable  legislation  to  forever  quiet 
the  titles  of  the  several  States  to  submerged 
lands  under  the  marginal  sea  and  inland 
navigable  waters  within  their  respective 
boundaries  and  to  all  resources  in  and  under 
said  lands:  and  be  It  further 

Re.iolvcd,  That  the  General  Court  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  petitions 
its  Representatives  and  Senators  In  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  vote  for  and 
actively  participate  In  the  enactment  of 
S.  1988  or  similar  legislation;  and  be  It 
further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  these  resolution! 
be  forthwith  transmitted  by  the  State  sec- 
retary to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of 
Congress  and  to  the  members  thereof  from 
this  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
wish  to  submit  a  unanimous- consent  re- 
quest to  see  if  we  can  agree  on  a  limi- 
tation of  time  for  debate  on  the  balance 
of  the  bill. 

I  understand  there  are  two  amend- 
ments to  be  offered  to  the  bill,  one  by 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  ( Mr.  Wn,- 
Lis],  and  the  other  by  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  bill  and  all  amend- 
ments thereto  close  at  4:30. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  if  20  minutes 
of  the  time  can  be  devoted  to  a  con- 
sideration of  my  amendment  I  will  not 
object. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  will  include  that  In 
my  request  and  modify  my  request  ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  all  debate  on  the  bill  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  at  4:30,  20 
minutes  of  the  time  to  be  devoted  to 
a  discussion  of  the  amendment  to  be 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Louis- 
iana, and  10  minutes  to  the  amendment 
to  be  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
how  will  the  time  be  divided?  I  would 
like  to  get  some  time.  I  am  not  on 
the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  may 
state  that  a  list  of  the  names  have  been 
taken  of  those  Members  standing  and 
the  time  will  be  divided  according  to 
the  unanimous-consent  request  equally 
between  Members  speaking  on  the  two 
amendments. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2577 


*Of  1948. 


Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  how  will  that 
time   be    divided  among    Members  on 

oiihcr  .side? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  understood  the 
unanimous-consent  request  to  state 
there  would  be  20  minutes,  to  be  de- 
voted to  my  amendment,  and  10  minutes 
to  the  other  amendment.  I  understood 
I  would  be  allowed  5  minutes  to  present 
It  out  of  the  20  minutes. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    If  your  amendment  is 
to  strike  out  title  3.  someone  on  this 
side  must  have  time  to  answer  it. 
Mr   WILLIS.     That  is  what  it  Is. 
Mr  GRAHAM.    Then  we  will  answer. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr  McCORMACIL  In  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  is  there  any  power 
lodged  to  take  away  from  the  Chair  the 
inherent  right  of  recognition? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  can  be  done 
only  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  unanimous- 
consent  request  would  be  an  inva.slon  of 
that  right  by  stating  20  minutes  and 
10  minutes.  I  am  simply  trying  to  pro- 
tect the  riRht  of  the  Chair. 

The   CHAIRMAN.     The   unanlmous- 
con.sent  request  was  to  limit  the  time, 
the  time  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair. 
Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  It. 

Mr.  CELLER.  How  will  the  20  min- 
utes be  divided  between  the  Members 
and  how  will  the  10  minutes  be  divided? 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  thinks 
we  better  proceed  with  only  one  amend- 
ment at  a  time. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
withdraw  my  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest for  the  present. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Wru-is:  On  page 
11.  starting  with  line  21.  strike  out  title  HI 
and  all  of  the  ensuing  language  thereafter 
down  to  and  including  line  14  on  page  27; 
and  on  page  27,  line  16.  strike  out  section 
18  and  Insert  in  Ueu  thereof  eectlon  8;  and 
on  page  27.  line  19.  sUike  out  ■ectlon  19  and 
Insert  eectlon  9;  and  on  page  27,  line  22, 
strike  out  section  30  and  Insert  section  10. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  unanimous- 
consent  request? 

Mr.  WILLIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana.  . 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  20  minutes,  the  last  5 
minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  indication  of  how  many 
want  to  speak  on  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  may  say 
that  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  will 
have  5  minutes,  5  minutes  will  be  re- 
served for  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  the  balance  of  the  time  will 
be  divided  among  those  standing,  name- 
ly. Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Boggs 
of  Louisiana,  Mr.  Celler  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Feichan  of  Ohio,  and  Mr.  Wilson 
of  Texas. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  proposes  to  strike  out  title 
III  of  the  bill  or  that  portion  thereof 
dealing  with  the  outer  Continental  Shelf. 
Please  do  not  get  in  your  mind  that  the 
primary  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
the  defeat  of  the  tax  amendment  a  while 
ago. 

Here  Is  what  I  envisage:  All  of  the 
tidelands  bUls  heretofore  offered  by 
friends  of  tidelands  covering  and  af- 
fecting the  outer  Continental  Shelf  con- 
templated the  application  of  the  police 
power  and  State  laws  of  the  States 
adjoining  thereto.  All  of  the  hearings 
were  directed  in  that  direction  and  no 
consideration  was  given  to  what  would 
happen  if  that  police  power  provision 
were  stricken  from  the  bill. 

In  the  absence  of  the  police  power 
and  the  clear  application  of  State  laws, 
here  Is  what  is  going  to  happen:  In  my 
judgment,  you  are  going  to  have  chaos 
with   regard  to  the   outer  Continental 
Shelf  because  there  will  be  no  general 
body  of   laws  clearly   applying   to  the 
relationships  between  persons  and  cor- 
porations, and  so  forth,  and  governing 
property  rights  and  so  on.    You  must  un- 
derstand that  the  Federal  courts  have 
limited  jurisdiction.  The  Federal  courts 
have  no  Jurisdiction  over  common-law 
crimes.  The  Federal  courts  have  no  gen- 
eral jurisdiction  over  civil  laws.  The  Fed- 
eral courts  have  limited  Jurisdiction,  par- 
ticularly when  there  is  diversity  of  citi- 
zenship aind  where  the  amount  in  con- 
troversy    Is     over     $3,000.    Generally, 
therefore,  you  cannot  enforce  contracts 
before  the  Federal  courts  because  of  the 
limited  Jurisdiction.    The  Federal  courts 
have  no  power  to  administer  State  work- 
men's compensation  laws. 

Suppose  a  crime  is  committed  on  the 
Continental  Shelf,  say  murder  or  arson, 
it  would  be  doubtful  whether  the  crim- 
inal could  be  prosecuted  because  the  law 
of  the  place  where  the  crime  is  com- 
mitted applies.    Now.  if  the  police  powers 
of  the  States  are  not  made  to  apply  then 
he   cannot   be    tried   before   the   State 
courts,  and  you  cannot  go  before  the 
Federal  courts   because   they   have   no 
criminal   jurisdiction.      You   could   not 
try  him  later  on  or  pass  an  act  of  Con- 
gress later  on  because  you  canrvot  have 
ex  post  facto  laws.    Suppose  someone  is 
hurt  there  while  working?     What  are 
you  going  to  do  about  workmen's  com- 
pensation laws?    If  the  laws  of  the  State 
are  not  extended,  you  will  not  be  able  to 
give  any  relief.     Suppose  you  have  to 
have  service  of  process  over  there.    The 
local  sheriffs  in  Texas  or  Louisiana  can- 
not go  over  there  and  serve  papers  un- 
der laws  as  they  presently  are  written, 
nor  can  you  use  the  Federal  marshal  to 
serve  State  court  papers.    And.  most  im- 
portant, you  are  not  going  to  have  the 
application  of  the  general  body  of  State 
conservation  laws  that  my  good  friend 
the    gentleman   from   Louisiana    LMr. 


Boccsl.  dwelt  on  a  while  ago.  We  have 
conservation  laws  that  have  been  de- 
veloped over  a  period  of  many,  many 
years.  Those  laws  have  to  do  with  the 
spacing  of  oil  wells,  utilization,  waste, 
and  all  other  conservation  administra- 
tive procedures.  For  instance,  when  oil 
is  found  inland  or  in  the  historic  limits 
of  the  State,  then  the  local  laws  will 
apply;  but  if  oil  is  foimd  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf,  then  you  will  not  have 
any  conservation  laws  made  to  apply, 
at  least  not  specifically  made  to  apply 
by  this  bill.  Perhaps  wells  drilled  within 
the  historic  limits  will  have  a  Umitation 
of  production  of  perhaps  300  barrels  a 
day  or  100  barrels  a  day.  depending 
upon  the  State  law.  but  as  to  the  pro- 
ducing wells  in  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  you  would  have  no  laws  clearly 
applicable.  So  chaos  could  well  result  in 
this  situation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  I  Mr. 
Brooks]. 

Mr.     BROOKS    of    Louisiana.       Mr. 
Chairman,   in  the  time  that  I  have  I 
want  to  make  the  plea  that  we  strike  out 
title  III  of  this  particular  act.     I  do  that 
on  the  basis  that  I  do  not  believe  the 
whole  proposition  has  been  carefully  and 
thoroughly    thought    out.     As    my    col- 
leagues  have   already   said,   they   have 
sought  to  present  to  you  the  chaos  that 
will  naturally  arise  in  cases  of  this  sort 
where  there  is  a  great  industry  arising 
off  a  coastal  State.    That  industry,  as  it 
expands,  will  find  that  it  is  not  subject 
to  State  or  local  tax  laws.     It  will  find, 
if  there  is  later  on  imposed  a  Federal  tax 
law,  that  it  is  in  competition  with  in- 
dustry which  produces  oil  and  gas  within 
a  State  that  pays  State,  local,  and  Fed- 
eral taxes.    It  will  have  the  advanta- 
geous position  of  being  immune  to  State 
and  local  laws  as  far  as  taxes  are  con- 
cerned.   It  will  present  so  many  prob- 
lems that  we  have  not  thought  out  at 
the  present  time  that  I  think  we  can  well 
afford  to  strike  out  title  III  and  give  it 
more  thought  and  more  consideration, 
and  then  come  back  with   a  bill  well 
thought  out  and  well  defined  to  present 
this  entire  problem  before  us. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make  this  plea 
that  we  do  strike  out  title  III,  and  then 
go  ahead  and  enact  a  bill  without  title 
TTT  and  come  back  at  a  later  date  with  a 
better  program  in  reference  to  title  HI. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Boggs  J. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want 
to  review  the  legislative  history  of  this 
particular  section.  As  far  as  I  can  ascer- 
tain, the  first  bill  was  passed  in  1946. 
That  bill  contained  no  section  3.  The 
gentleman  from  Indiana  corrected  me 
a  moment  ago  and  pointed  out  that  the 
bill  in  1948  had  no  section  3.  Appar- 
ently, the  only  section  3  was  contained 
in  the  Walter  bill  which  passed  in  1951. 
That  bill  spelled  out  the  taxing  power 
and  State  participation.  In  the  mean- 
time, the  other  body  was  legislating  and 
reported  the  Holland  bill,  which  con- 
tained no  section  3. 

I  am  quite  certain  the  reason  that 
section  has  not  been  included  is  because 
of  the  very  good  and  valid  reasons  ad- 
vanced by  my  colleagues  from  Louisiana 
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[Mr.  Willis  and  Mr.  BkooksI.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  legislate  on  this 
subject  InvolYing  police  power,  local  law, 
conaerration  statutes,  taxing  authority, 
and  civil  and  criminal  administration. 
wltJiout  a  thorough  understanding  of 
what  we  are  doing  and  unless  there  were 
State  participation 

After  all,  all  over  the  continental 
United  States  of  America  we  have  dual 
sovereignty.  State  sovereignty  and  Fed- 
eral sovereignty  are  coextensive.  I  do 
not  know  of  any  situation  anywhere 
within  the  United  States  of  America 
where  you  have  Federal  sovereignty 
without  State  sovereignty.  We  are  cre- 
ating here  today  in  section  3  a  new  con- 
cept of  law,  "Pederaloceania,"  I  guess 
you  might  call  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Peichan  1 . 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am 
opposed  to  this  amendment. 

The  enactment  of  title  3  is  highly  de- 
sirable notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it 
is  a  part  of  a  bill  which  gives  away  the 
mineral  resources  of  the  United  States 
situate  within  th;  traditional  State 
boundaries.  The  reason  for  this  is  the 
fact  that  there  are  presently  located  on 
the  Continental  Shelf  beyond  State 
boundaries  along  the  coasts  of  Louisiana 
and  Texas,  numerous  producing  oil  fields, 
and  many  additional  areas  which  are 
likely  to  become  Important  sources  of  oil 
production.  It  is  In  the  Interest  of 
national  defense  and  the  general  welfare 
of  the  country  as  a  whole  that  these 
Continental  Shelf  areas  be  developed  at 
the  earliest  possible  time.  Title  3  would 
permit  not  only  a  continuation  of  exist- 
ing oil  and  gas  production  on  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  beyond  State  boundaries, 
but  also  the  immediate  initiation  of  new 
production,  all  under  the  control  and 
supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. So,  while  I  am  opposed  to  that 
portion  of  the  proposed  legislation  which 
would  grant  the  marginal  sea  to  adjacent 
coastal  States.  I  heartily  endorse  the 
provisions  which  would  authorize  Federal 
control  and  management  of  mineral  de- 
velopment on  the  Continental  Shelf  out- 
side of  State  boundaries. 

In  the  event  that  some  legislation  such 
as  title  3  is  not  enacted  at  this  time, 
existing  development  may,  of  course,  be 
continued  under  the  authority  exercised 
bv  the  Pre.sident  in  his  prociftmation  ar.d 
Executive  order  of  September  1945.  But 
those  actions  relate  merely  to  existing 
developments  heretofore  Initiated.  In 
order  that  new  and  additional  develop- 
ment may  take  place  on  the  shelf,  the 
Congress  should,  at  the  earliest  time,  pro- 
vide appropriate  legislative  authority. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Graham]  to  close  the  debate  on  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Hil- 
Lnvcsl.  a  member  of  the  subcommittee, 
will  speak  for  the  committee. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  re- 
gret that  I  must  opiX)se  the  amendment 
offered  by  my  colleague,  the  gentleman 
^roPX Louisiana  [Mr.  Willis!.  His  work 
dtfUuB  legislation,  which  has  long  been 
before  this  body,  has  been  extremely  val- 
uable to  the  Congress,  and  he  hrs  been 


among  those  in  the  forefront  of  the  fight 
to  restore  this  area  within  the  historic 
State  boundaries  to  the  States. 

I  must  oppose  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Willis]  as  the  committee  sponsoring  the 
legislation  opposes  it,  because  I  fear  that 
if  we  leave  this  question  of  administra- 
tion of  the  area  beyond  the  historical 
boundaries  into  the  Continental  Shelf 
open  we  are  going  to  create  all  kinds  of 
problems,  problems  which  will  seriously 
affect  the  sovereignty  of  the  United 
States  in  that  area,  problems  which  may 
very  well  hinder  the  development  of  the 
natural  resources  in  that  area. 

In  the  course  of  the  committee  hear- 
ings on  this  question  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Brownell, 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr. 
McKay,  app)earing  before  our  committee 
urged  that  this  legislation  be  so-called 
one-package  legislation,  that  it  be  leg- 
islation in  which  we  not  only  restore 
ownership  to  the  States  within  the  his- 
torical boundaries  but  in  which  we  also 
provide  a  means  by  which  the  area  be- 
yond the  boundaries  could  be  leased  and 
administered  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. Title  3  does  that  job.  Incidentally. 
too,  the  basic  provisions  of  title  3  con- 
tained in  this  bill  providing  for  the  leas- 
ing or  administration  of  the  area  be- 
yond the  State  boundaries  are  practically 
the  same  as  were  contained  in  the  Walter 
bill  which  passed  the  House  in  the  pre- 
vious Congress.  So  for  the  reasons  which 
I  have  mentioned,  particularly  because  I 
am  one  of  those  who  has  long  supported 
State  ownership  of  submerged  lands 
within  their  boundaries,  I  say  that  strik- 
ing out  title  3  from  the  bill  jeopardizes 
the  possibilities  of  deciding  this  impor- 
tant question  once  and  for  all.  I  urge 
that  the  amendment  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks). 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  di- 
vision (demanded  by  Mr.  Brooks  of  Lou- 
isiana)  there  were — ayes  12,  noes  103. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

I  simply  feel  that  the  record  should  be 
made  clear  by  calling  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  view  of  the  adoption  by  the 
committee  of  the  amendment  on  page  12 
changing  the  wording  of  section  8,  it 
Will  be  necessary  in  my  judgement  to 
amend  the  wording  on  page  19.  line  22. 
after  the  word  "royalties"  by  adding  the 
words  "together  with  a  sum  as  additional 
royalty  equal  to  any  severance  tax 
charged  by  an  abutting  State. 

I  do  not  propose  to  offer  such  an 
amendment  at  this  time  because  the  hour 
is  late,  and  an  effort  is  being  made  to 
complete  the  consideration  of  the  meas- 
ure this  evening,  but  it  is  important  that 
those  who  take  the  bill  to  conference 
with  the  other  body  bear  in  mind  that  in 
the  provision  relating  to  the  exchange 
of  existing  State  leases  dealt  with  in 
section  10,  in  order  to  make  that  fair 
and  in  order  to  prevent  a  windfall  to 
the  holders  of  State  leases,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  make  this  change  in  con- 
formity with  the  action  taken  already 
with  regard  to  the  elimination  of  power 
to  the  States  to  tax  in  the  outer  Conti- 
nental Shelf.    I  simply  make  that  state- 


ment for  the  record  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misunderstanding  about  it. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  EDWOWDflow: 
On  page  10,  line  14.  after  the  word  "Indiana". 
Insert  "As  a  further  reservation  to  the  grant 
of  title  In  section  3.  the  United  States  hereby 
reserves  a  one- tenth  mineral  Interest  in  the 
oil  and  gas  resources  found  In  all  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters  as  defined  in  para- 
graph 2  of  subsection  A  of  section  2  of  this 
act.  said  reservation  of  Interest  to  be  known 
as  the  American  Indian  education  and  re- 
habilitation royalty  rights.  This  reservation 
Is  made  In  recognition  of  uncompensated. 
historic  rights  of  the  American  Indian  to  the 
shore  lands  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  consent  re- 
quest? 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  5  minutes  after  the  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  C^dahoma  has 
expired. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  is 
there  a  Member  of  Congress,  in  this 
greatest  assembly  hall  of  the  civilized 
world  today,  who  can — in  good  con- 
science— call  our  debt  to  the  American 
Indian  paid  in  full? 

Is  there  a  man  or  woman.  In  this  body, 
who  can  read  the  complete  history  of 
Americas  treatment  of  her  Indians — 
the  page  after  page  of  broken  treaties 
and  dishonor — with  an  easy  conscience? 

In  this  ye";r  of  1953,  the  time  has  long 
passed  that  we  can  call  our  Indian  peo- 
ple— as  have  Members  of  this  House  in 
years  gone  by — simple  savages  and  un- 
happy children  of  nature. 

Today  the  American  Indian  supplies 
many  leading  citizens  of  oiu:  great  Re- 
public. 

In  my  own  State  of  Oklahoma,  he  pro- 
vides a  governor,  several  members  of 
our  supreme  court,  numerous  members 
of  our  legislature,  and  many  leaders  of 
business  and  industry. 

On  the  national  scene,  he  has  sup- 
plied an  American  Vice  President,  the 
greatest  athlete  of  our  century,  our 
greatest  ballerina,  kni  many  greal  art- 
ists. 

There  are  Indian  people  today,  living 
constructive  and  useful  lives  as  produc- 
tive cj.lirens.  in  every  State  of  the  48. 

And  as  our  greatest  paradox  and 
Americas  greatest  shame  today,  there 
are  also  thousands  of  American  Indians 
living  in  our  midst  today,  in  relative 
poverty,  hardship.  Ignorance,  and  want. 

Official  Government  reports  describe 
conditions  of  Indian  housing  in  this 
country  as  generally  poor  and  l)elow 
standard,  except  in  a  few  of  the  smaller 
reservation  areas. 

The  same  reports  tell  us  of  alarming 
rates  of  illiteracy,  with  one  out  of  every 
six  Indian  school  children  between  the 
ages  of  6  and  18.  out  of  school  through- 
out the  country.  In  some  regions,  the 
answer  is  poverty.  In  other  regions,  no 
school  facilities. 
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Neglected  by  State  and  local  welfare 
ap:encies,  as  an  admitted  obligation  of 
our  National  Government,  these  forgot- 
ten red  men  are  this  century's  greatest 
challenge  to  America's  sense  of  decency, 
fair  play,  and  justice. 

The  other  day  I  appeared  before  a 
House  appropriations  subcommittee  to 
ask  for  a  $2  million  appropriation  for  a 
minimum  fund  to  carry  on  a  badly  need- 
ed and  long-postponed  program  of  voca- 
tional education  among  our  American 
Indians. 

I  was  told.  In  kindly  but  polite  terms 
by  the  committee,  that  it  was  felt  this 
modest  request  was  exorbitant  in  its 
terms.  The  committee  was  sympathetic 
to  the  program,  but  the  money  was  not 
available  for  it. 

Yet  we  propose  today,  Mr.  Chairman, 
to  dispose  of  a  buried  coastal  treasure 
worth  several  thousand  times  this  mod- 
est amount,  to  dispose  of  American  treas- 
ure to  which  our  Indian  people  have  a 
valid  and  provable  claim  which  antedates 
the  claim  of  any  State  or  government  on 
this  continent. 

If  your  measuring  stick  is  history,  I  say 
the  Indians  have  a  claim  to  the  tide- 
lands,  more  time-honored  than  any 
State  of  the  Union. 

If  your  measuring  stick  is  law,  I  say 
there  are  treaties  with  Indian  tribes  and 
nations  which  clearly  identify  all  of  these 
coastal  lands  as  theirs,  and  not  one  of 
these  treaties  gives  compensation  for  the 
tidelands. 

If  your  measuring  stick  is  equity,  I  say 
we  have  done  more  violence  to  the  max- 
ims of  equity  in  our  Indian  policy  than 
in  any  other  field  of  government,  and 
the  hour  is  late  for  this  Nation  to  in- 
voke equity  in  defense  of  title. 

Because  their  claim  is  just,  because 
their  need  is  great,  and  because  public 
funds  do  not  appear  to  be  otherwise 
available.  I  have  introduced  this  amend- 
ment, which  reserves  to  the  Nation  a 
one-tenth  mineral  right,  in  oil  and  gas, 
beneath  the  tidelands,  to  be  known  as 
the  American  Indian  education  and  re- 
habilitation royalty  rights. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  appeal  to  you  In  all 
seriousness  and  good  faith,  to  support 
this  amendtaent  and  make  it  the  foun- 
dation of  a  fair  and  effective,  pay-as- 
you-go  Indian  policy  by  our  Goverrmient. 
By  this  amendment  we  give  to  the  In- 
dian people  an  opportunity  and  a  future 
to  become  self-sufiBcient  members  of  our 
commonwealth. 

We  give  them  nothing  that  was  not 
once  theirs  in  its  entirety,  and  we  impose 
no  new  burdens  on  our  taxpayers  in  so 
doing. 

I  appeal  to  you  to  support  this  amend- 
ment and  make  the  closing  chapter  of 
America's  Indian  policy  a  chronicle  of 
equity  and  of  honor. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise 
in  opFwsition  to  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  listened  to  the 
fervent  and  eloquent  plea  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  no  one  could  doubt 
the  sincerity  and  honesty  which  he  be- 
trayed in  speakin?  in  behalf  of  his  con- 
stituents, the  Indians,  many  of  whom 
are  located  in  Oklahoma.  But  earlier  in 
the  day  we  decided  that  even  the  school 
children  of  the  United  States  should  not 
be  participants  in  this  fund;  and  we  have 
further  decided  that  this  fund  should  go 


to  the  Federal  Government  in  such  way 
as  it  comes  out  of  any  tax  on  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf.  As  a  consequence,  if 
we  were  to  begin  now  to  attach  this 
amendment  or  any  other  amendment 
we  would  destroy  the  whole  force  and  ef- 
fect of  this  work  on  which  we  have  spent 
a  tremendous  amount  of  time.  I  per- 
sonally have  served  for  7  years  on  this 
committee  handling  this  matter.  Great 
study  has  been  put  in  the  matter  also  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [  Mr.  Wilson  ] 
and  many  other  Members.  We  have 
given  of  our  time  in  an  honest,  genuine 
effort  to  decide  k)etween  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  the  respective 
States  just  what  their  rights  shall  be.  It 
is  my  honest  conviction  that  this  should 
not  be  beclouded  at  this  time  by  bring- 
ing in  extraneous  matters,  no  matter 
how  honest  and  sincere  and  devoted  the 
cause  may  be.  We  oppose  this  amend- 
ment and  ask  that  it  be  defeated. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  EdmondsonI. 
The  question  was  taken;   and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Edmondsonj 
there  were — ayes  27,  noes  116. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
Mr.  CROSSER.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to   extend  my   re- 
marks at  this  p>oint  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Chairman,  be- 
fore the  House  today,  is  presented  a  pro- 
posal making  possible  consequences 
more  dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the 
American  people  than  anything  that 
has  been  attempted  during  the  genera- 
tions of  our  Government's  existence. 
The  bounty  of  the  Creator,  which  He  has 
provided  for  the  benefit  of  all  His  chil- 
dren is  to  be  grabbed  by  a  special  priv- 
ileged few;  a  very  few  indeed,  to  be  used 
for  their  special  advantage,  instead  of 
being  enjoyed  by  the  people  as  the  herit- 
age provided  by  God  for  His  children. 
My  friends,  such  brazen  tactics,  such 
high-handed  efforts  must  not,  and  can- 
not, be  ignored. 

Having  failed  miserably  to  Justify, 
upon  the  principles  of  ethics  or  sound 
political  economy,  or  law.  their  effort  to 
secure  control  of  the  natural  resources, 
the  special  privilege  seekers,  in  their 
frenzy,  are  now  clinging  to  the  thread- 
bare claim  that  the  Federal  Grovemment 
has  not  the  right  to  determine  policies 
as  to  land  tenure.  In  short,  they  now 
try  to  make  it  appear  that  we  have  only 
a  bare  legal  question  to  discuss. 

I  have  not  time  now  to  quote  from  all 
the  great  authorities  who  may  be  cited 
but  I  shall  quote  briefly  from  Blackstone, 
the  great  commentator,  who  said: 

It  Is  an  undeniable  principle  of  law  that 
all  lands  In  England  are  held  Immediately  by 
the  King. 

King  meant  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
nation.  In  our  country  the  correspond- 
ing sovereign  power  is  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

The  great  Blackstone  very  well  under- 
stood the  principle  underlying  his  state- 
ment. He  understood  well  that  under 
the  feudal  system  the  title  to  all  of  the 
earth  within  the  confines  of  the  realm 


was  in  the  government  itself,  held  in 
trust  for  the  people  of  the  nation.  This, 
of  course,  did  not  prevent  satisfactory 
terms  of  possession  but  did  contemplate 
the  principle  that  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  land,  sis  such,  belonged  to  the 
f>eople  as  a  whole,  to  he  paid  to  their 
agency — the  government.  This  is  a  just 
principle,  which  practically  all  peoples 
of  civilized  countries  recognize.  It  is  true 
that,  as  with  the  best  of  laws,  those  en- 
trusted with  power  of  administering  gov- 
ernment disregarded  the  wise  purpose  of 
the  law  and  abused  their  power,  but  that 
did  not  change  the  real  virtue  of  the 
principle. 

One  of  the  first  tasks  assigned  to  me  as 
a  lawyer  just  admitted  to  the  bar  was  an 
examination  of  a  complete  abstract  of 
title  to  property  in  suburban  Cleveland. 
The  first  item  in  that  abstract  was  in  the 
following  language: 

ESigland  claimed  the  North  American  Con- 
tinent by  virtue  of  the  voyages  by  John  and 
Sebastian   Cabot. 

Under  international  law  that  gave 
England  a  valid  claim.  The  common  law 
of  England  then  became  the  common  law 
of  the  United  States,  including  the  prin- 
ciple of  tenure  prevailing  In  Englf.nd. 
Wherever  this  principle  of  law  was  rec- 
ognized It  was  a  sovereign  p>ower,  not  a 
mere  province  or  a  satrapy,  that  had  the 
authority  to  determine  policies  Involving 
land  tenure  and  its  conditions.  While 
the  Government  of  England  and  other 
governments  holding  to  the  same  prin- 
ciple did,  of  course,  lease  on  appropriate 
terms  parts  of  the  domain  under  its 
jurisdiction,  nevertheless,  the  final  au- 
thority to  determine  the  policies  as  to 
general  use  was  always  vested  In  and 
continued  In  the  sovereign  power — and 
so  it  Is  In  our  country. 

Thomas  Jefferson  said: 

It  seems  •  •  •  to  be  a  principle  of  uni- 
versal law  that  the  lands  of  a  country  belong 
to  Its  sovereign  as  trustee  for  the  Nation. 
(Batture  case  V  III  (1812).) 

Williams  on  real  property  says: 

The  first  thing  the  student  has  to  do  Is 
to  get  rid  of  the  Idea  of  absolute  ownership. 
No  man  In  law  Is  absolute  owner  of  hla 
lands  but  only  holds  estate  In  them. 

P.  E.  Dove,  in  his  basic  and  scholarly 
work  entitled  "The  Theory  of  Human 
Progression."  says: 

At  page  307: 

No  truth  can  be  more  absolutely  certain 
as  an  Intuitive  proposition  of  the  reason, 
than  that  "an  object  Is  the  property  of  Its 
creator";  and  we  maintain  that  creation  Is 
the  only  means  by  which  an  Individual  right 
to  property  can  be  generated.  Consequently 
as  no  Individual  and  no  generation  Is  the 
creator  of  the  substantive  earth.  It  belongs 
equally  to  all  the  existing  Inhabitants.  That 
is.  no  individual  has  a  special  claim  to  more 
than  another. 

At  page  245: 

The  radical  evil,  the  grand  masterpiece  of 
mischief,  that  requires  to  be  corrected,  U 
the  alienation  of  the  soU  from  the  nation, 
and  the  taxation  of  the  labor  of  the  country. 

The  bill.  H.  R.  4198.  now  pending  be- 
fore us,  if  enacted,  will  make  it  possible 
for  a  handful  of  special  privilege  severs. 
erroneously  in  their  distress,  talking 
about  States  rights,  to  secure  for  a  mere 
trifle  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
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resources  provided  by  the  Creator  for 
the  vise  of  all  the  people. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  ruled,  not  1  but  3  times, 
that  title  to  these  submerged  lands  does 
not  belong  to  those  States.  First  in  1947. 
in  the  California  case  and  twice  in  1950 
in  the  Texas  and  Louisiana  cases,  the 
Cotirt  held  that  the  submerged  lands  and 
mineral  resources  under  the  marginal 
sea  off  the  coast  of  the  United  States  are 
lands  and  resources  of  the  United  States 
and  that  the  rarlous  coastal  States  do 
not  have  and  never  did  have  any  title 
to  or  property  interest  in  such  lands  or 
resources. 

In  the  California  case — ^Three  Hun- 
dred and  Thirty-second  United  States 
Reports,  page  19 — the  Supreme  Court 
said: 

We  decide  •  •  •  that  California  la  not 
the  owner  of  the  3-mlle  marginal  belt  along 
Its  coast  and  that  the  Federal  Government 
rather  than  the  State  has  paramount  rlghu 
In  and  power  over  that  belt,  an  Incident  to 
which  la  full  dominion  over  the  resoxu-ces 
of  the  soil  onda-  that  water  area.  Including 
oU. 

In  the  Louisiana  case — Three  Hun- 
dred and  Thirty-ninth  United  States 
Reports,  page  699 — and  in  the  Texas 
case — Three  Hundred  and  Thirty-ninth 
United  States  Reports,  page  707 — the 
Court  held  that  its  decision  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case  is  controlling  in  these  cases. 

The  Supreme  Court  held  that,  because 
of  its  constitutional  responsibility  to  de- 
fend the  offshore  submerged  lands,  and 
its  obligation  to  conduct  foreign  rela- 
tions with  respect  to  them,  the  United 
States  is  poss^sed  of  full  dominion  and 
power  over  and  paramount  rights  in 
such  lands  and  their  resources. 

Underneath  the  submerged  lands 
along  the  California,  Louisiana,  and 
Texas  coasts  are  an  estimated  15  billion 
barrels  of  oil.  This  oil  is  worth  more 
than  $40  billion.  No  single  State  or 
States  should  \)e  allowed  to  usurp  the 
title  to  this  treasure  which  the  Supreme 
Court  has  said  belongs  to  all  the  people 
of  our  country. 

In  the  79th  Congress  and  again  in  the 
82d  Congress  bills  were  passed  which 
would  have  given  title  to  these  sub- 
merged lands  to  the  adjoining  States. 
Both  of  these  bills  were  vetoed  by  Presi- 
dent Truman.  In  his  first  veto  message 
in  1947.  before  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cision in  the  California  case  was  ren- 
dered, the  President  stated  in  part: 

The  ownership  of  the  vast  quantity  of  oU 
In  such  areas  presents  a  vital  problem  to  the 
Nation  from  the  standpoint  of  national  de- 
fense and  conservation.  If  the  Supreme 
Court  decides  that  the  United  States  has  no 
title  or  Interest  In  the  lands,  a  quitclaim  from 
the  Congress  Is  not  necessary. 

In  the  second  veto  message  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  20,  82d  Congress,  the 
President  stated  that  the  question  of 
ownership  of  the  submerged  lands  had 
already  been  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  Court  had  stated  on  three 
different  occasions  that  the  coastal 
States  did  not  have  title  to  the  sub- 
merged laiKls  on  1|^  Continental  Shelf. 

In  a  speech  prepKred  for  delivery  to 

the  Americans  for  Democratic  Action  on 

May  17,  1952.  Pijesident  Truman  referred 

to  the  quitclaim  bill — Senate  Joint  Reso- 
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lution  20,  82d  Congress — as  "robbery  in 
broad  daylight — and  on  a  colossal  scale." 

Now  before  the  House  today  we  have  a 
third  attempt  to  pass  a  bill  for  a  quit- 
claim and  to  reverse  the  three  decisions 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 

This  bill,  H.  R.  4198.  proposes  to  yield 
to  the  State  of  California  all  submerged 
lands  lying  between  the  low-water  mark 
and  the  3-mile  limit  offshore.  Other 
States  are  yielded  all  submerged  lands 
lying  within  their  so-called  historical 
boundaries.  In  the  case  of  Texas,  it  is  a 
belt  of  land  extending  10 '2  miles  from 
the  low-water  mark.  In  the  case  of 
Louisiana,  this  belt  may  be  anywhere  be- 
tween 3  to  27  miles  offshore,  dep>ending 
upon  legal  interpretation.  Furthermore, 
the  bill  proposes  to  give  to  the  States 
policing  and  taxing  power  over  the  sub- 
merged lands  beyond  their  historical 
boundaries. 

The  enactment  of  this  legislation  may 
create  a  dangerous  precedent  for  sur- 
rendering to  private  interests,  through 
State  governments,  title  to  all  our 
natural  resources. 

Prom  the  American  Government, 
representing  all  the  American  people, 
were  derived  the  titles  to  all  the  privately 
owned  lands  and  their  natural  resources 
within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  United 
States.  Since  the  United  States  is  the 
source  of  all  ownership  of  land  and  its 
resources  within  its  territorial  limits,  it 
is  then  by  evei-y  principle  of  logic  and 
justice  the  proi^er  authority  to  regulate 
the  use  and  terms  for  the  use  of  land  and 
its  resources  when  necessary. 

Since  the  submerged  lands  underneath 
the  Continental  Shelf  and  their  natiiral 
resources  belong  to  all  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  they  should  be  used  for 
the  welfare  and  security  of  all  our  citi- 
zens and  not  just  a  few.  The  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  this  valuable  oil  and 
other  rcsourcfc'5  contained  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  sliould  be  applied  to  relieve 
the  tax  burdens  of  all  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

My  friends,  it  is  outrageous  even  to 
propose  to  give  away  our  national 
heritage,  belonging  to  some  158  million 
people,  to  a  few  people  of  3  States  with 
only  14  percent  of  our  total  population. 

Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, the  anger  of  the  American  people 
will  rise  to  harass  those  who  have  been 
subservient  to  the  minions  of  special 
privilege,  who  for  years  have  been  skulk- 
ing in  the  shadows  of  the  Capitdl,  fran- 
tically striving  to  secure  for  their  mas- 
ters the  wealth-producing  resources 
which  they  so  eagerly  covet 

Today  we  must  say  whether  or  not  the 
birthright  of  the  American  people  is  to 
be  surrendered  to  special-privilege  seek- 
ers without  even  the  trifling  price  named 
in  the  Bible  as  a  mess  of  pottage.  Shall 
we  not  rather  as  protectors  of  God's 
heritage  to  our  children  and  children's 
children,  bravely  face  special  privilege  in 
its  worst  form — oil  and  gas  interests  of 
mammoth  proportions.  Surely,  we  will 
not  surrender  weakly.  No,  on  the  con- 
trary, let  there  resound  over  all  the 
earth,  to  generations  yet  unborn,  the 
message:  "We  have  not  failed  you. 
Here,  today,  as  trustees  of  the  benefits 
provided  for  you  by  the  Creator,  we  have 
boldly    defied    the    enemy    and    have 


struggled  faithfully  for  the  sacred  cause 
of  justice." 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
ray  remarks  at  this  point  In  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  again  address  myself  to  a  sub- 
ject on  which  I  have  spoken  in  this 
Chamber  several  times.  My  reference  is 
to  the  subject  concerning  what  is  com- 
monly called  the  tidelands  bill.  As  is 
and  has  been  the  case  so  many  times 
in  the  past  few  years,  this  piece  of  legis- 
lation has  fallen  victim  to  a  popular 
name  that  is  a  misnomer.  This  has  re- 
sulted in  considerable  confusion,  not 
only  on  the  floor  of  Congress  but  in  the 
minds  of  many  people  In  this  country 
who  are  unfamiliar  with  the  background 
of  the  problem  and  who  must  depend 
upon  hearsay  for  their  information.  The 
bill  should  be  called  the  State  boundary 
bill.  It  occurs  to  me  that,  in  view  of  the 
ambiRuities  and  the  resulting  confusion, 
it  is  the  duty  of  someone  to  simplify  this 
matter  so  that  the  crux  of  the  situation 
can  be  made  apparent.  I  sincerely  wish 
that  I  had  the  mind  of  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son and  the  tongue  of  Daniel  Webster 
as  tools  with  which  to  carry  out  this 
purpose.  However,  since  God  did  not 
see  fit  to  endow  me  with  such  outstand- 
ing qualities.  I  l)eg  you  to  bear  with  me 
in  a  presentation  of  this  most  important 
issue,  which  I  shall  do  to  the  best  of  my 
limited  ability.  In  the  first  instance, 
the  Congress  should  not  be  concerned  in 
the  consideration  of  this  legislation  with 
the  question  of  oil  or  no  oil  underlying 
the  territory  in  controversy.  TTie  exist- 
ence of  oil  or  other  minerals  under  a 
piece  of  land  does  not  make  it  less  th© 
property  of  the  rightful  owner,  noi  does 
the  absence  of  riches  in  land  more  firmly 
secure  the  title  of  the  owner.  The  sole 
basic  question  involved  in  this  legislation 
concerns  a  boundary  dispute  and  noth- 
ing more.  The  many  other  incidental 
issues  that  have  been  injected  into  the 
debate  have  served  only  to  confuse  and 
becloud.  They  cannot  and  will  not  set- 
tle the  primary  issue.  ETach  and  every 
one  of  these  incidental  matters  can  be 
treated  separate  and  apart,  and  it  is  my 
opinion  that  if  they  are  being  used  for 
the  purpose  of  blinding  the  Members  of 
this  ConRress  to  the  problem  at  hand 
they  should  be  settled  separate  and 
apart.  However,  I  do  not  challenge  the 
sincerity  of  those  who  have  raised  these 
incidental  and  ancillary  matters,  and  I 
firmly  believe  that  all  matters  concern- 
ing this  question  should  be  settled  in  one 
piece  of  legislation.  But  I  beg  you  to 
take  first  things  first  and  to  treat  the 
basic  problem  before  you  move  out  into 
the  different  tangents  and  facets  that 
can  be  subsequently  created. 

Actually,  the  problem  should  never 
have  arisen,  and  would  not  have  had  it 
not  been  for  the  greed  of  a  small  hand- 
ful of  power-hungry  politicians  coupled 
with  a  far-reaching  and  unprecedented 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  a  deci- 
sion that  in  effect  changes  the  United 
States  from  a  country  made  up  of  the 
several  States,  each  having  its  own  gov- 
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ernment  and   constituting   an  integral 
part  of  the  whole,  and  supplanting  there- 
for a  nationwide  political  philosophy  that 
presupposes   a   centralized   government 
and  erases  State  boundaries.    The  sub- 
merged lands  that  have  been  placed  in 
controversy  are  eithc  r  a  part  of  the  State 
which  is  located  adjacent  to  the  sea.  or 
they  are  not  owned  by  anyone.    Cer- 
tainly, it  could  not  be  logically  argued 
that  the  submerged  lands  in  Texas  are 
actually  a  part  of  Icwa,  Colorado.  Mon- 
tana, or  any  other  inland  State.    The 
opponents  might  aigue   that  the  sub- 
merged lands  are  a  part  of  the  public 
domain  of  the  Federal  Government.    In 
answer  to  this.  I  ask  these  opponents. 
Where  did  the  Federal  Government  get 
title  and  by  what  procedure?     Has  our 
Federal  Government  exercised  the  pow- 
er of  a  sovereign   nation,  moved  into 
these  lands  as  unclaimed  lands,  and  as- 
.serted  the  right  of  sovereignty  over  them 
as  against  all  other  nations?     Or  have 
they  acquired  these  lands  by  recognized 
legal  procedures  f  rori  the  States  of  which 
they  are  a  part?     The  answer  to  both 
questions  is  obviously   "No."    The   op- 
ponents of  the  bill  have  argued  in  the 
debate  that  the  title  to  these  lands  does 
not   rest   in   the   Pi^deral   Government. 
They  then  immediately  make  the  con- 
clusive assertion  that  the  title  to  these 
lands  does  not  rest  .n  any  of  the  States 
claiming  them.     If  this  is  to  be  followed 
out  to  its  logical  conclusion,  I  ask  these 
opponents    to    ansH'er    this    question: 
'Where  does  the  title  rest?  ' 

Is  it  the  contention  of  the  opponents 
that  title  to  these  lands  hangs  in  mid- 
air, that  It  Is  an  unclaimed  portion  of 
the  earth,  subject  to  the  sovereign  claims 
of  the  first  nation  as;ierting  such  a  claim? 
Or  do  they  claim  that  this  land  is  a  part 
of  the  open  sea  and  subject  to  inter- 
national law?    They  must  choose  if  the 
problem  is  ever  to  te  settled  either  as  a 
domestic  issue  or  an  international  issue. 
If  they  deny  the  ownership  in  the  respec- 
tive States  adjacent  to  the  ocean,  they 
are  opening   the  diX)r  to  international 
complications   and   international   prob- 
lems, which  they  chiim  to  be  attempting 
to  avoid.    The  entire  matter  goes  back 
to  one  question.     Since  I  am  from  Texas, 
I  shall  undertake  to  use  Texas  as  an 
example.    The  question  to  be  answered 
is   simply   this:    Wnen  Texas  was   ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States,  what  was 
it  that  came  into  the  United   States? 
Are  the  opponents  taking  the  position 
that  only  dry  land  ca.me  into  the  United 
States  and  that  Texas  lost  a  strip  three 
leagues  wide  across  her  southern  bound- 
ary when  she  accepted  statehood?     If 
so.  to  whom  did  these  lands  pass  and  by 
what  medium   were   they   transferred? 
The  opponents  say  that  title  does  not 
rest  in  the  Federal  Government  and  they 
also  say  that  it  does  not  rest  in  the 
States.    Again  I  say,  to  whom  did  this 
title  pass?     No  one  will  deny  that  when 
Texas  obtained  her  independence  from 
Mexico  and  became  a  sovereign  nation, 
she  had  the  power  and  exercised  the 
power    to    fix    her    boundaries.    Those 
tx>undaries  on  the  southern  side  were 
fixed  at  three  leairues  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico. 

The  Supreme  Court  does  not  say  that 
title  passed  to  the  Federal  Government. 


In  fact,  the  Supreme  Court's  decision 
states  that  title  is  not  vested  in  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  but  that  the  Federal 
Government    has    certain    paramount 
rights  which  find  their  source  in  a  coali- 
tion of   the   dominium  and  imperium. 
The  Court  admits  that  prior  to  Texas" 
entry  into  the  Union  she  had  both  do- 
minium —  ownership     or     proprietary 
rights  —  and  imperium  —  governmental 
powers  of  regulation  and  control.    Texas 
admits  that  by  her  entry  into  the  Union 
she  did  surrender  imperium  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  which  is  in  effect  the 
paramount  power  of  the  United  States  to 
control  navigable  waters  for  purposes  of 
navigation    in    interstate    and    foreign 
commerce  and  for  the  defense  of  this 
Nation  as  a  whole.    However,  dominium 
was  not  surrendered  to  the  United  States, 
and  in  order  for  the  Supreme  Court  to 
reach  the  strange  conclusion  that  it  did 
reach  in  the  Texas  case,  it  had  to  beg  the 
question  concerning  dominium  and  re- 
sort to  what  is  termed  the  "equal  foot- 
ing" clause  in  the  Constitution.    The  Su- 
preme Court  sp>ecifically  admitted  that 
the  equal-footing  clause  had  long  been 
held  to  refer  to  political  rights  and  to 
sovereignty,  and  then  proceeded  to  ex- 
tend the  meaning  of  this  clause  to  in- 
clude proprietary  rights.    By  its  applica- 
tion as  so  extended,  it  then  proceeded  to 
strip  Texas  of  a  part  of  its  property,  to 
change  its  seaward  boundary,  and  to  les- 
sen the  area  of  Texas  that  actjually  came 
into  the  United  States.    To  carry  such  an 
application  of  the  equal-footing  clause 
to  its  logical  conclusion  would  be  to  reach 
the  conclusion  that  there  must  be  a  com- 
plete resurvey  of  the  United  States  made 
as  to  all  States  that  came  in  on  an  equal 
footing  so  that  those  States  would  not 
only  be  on  an  equal  footing,  insofar  as 
political  rights  and  sovereignty  were  con- 
cerned, but  that  they  must  be  composed 
of  the  same  identical  number  of  acres  of 
land.    The  Supreme  Court  by  this  proc- 
ess of  mixing  dominium,  imperium,  and 
equal  footing  created  a  legal  theory  that 
does  violence  to  all  the  basic  principles 
of  real-property  law  from  the  Code  of 
Hammurabi  to  present-day  decisions  of 
our  State  and  Federal  courts. 

Plainly  and  simply  the  treatment  of 
the  problem  does  not  require  complex 
theories  and  involved  legal  doctrines.  It 
requires  only  the  application  of  basic 
law  of  real  property  as  it  applies  to 
boundaries.  The  other  matters  that 
have  been  injected  into  this  debate  are 
matters  that  would  be  proper  subjects 
of  legislation  regardless  of  who  owned 
the  submerged  lands.  The  primary 
question  before  this  Congress  is  whether 
or  not  the  Federal  Government  can  sum- 
marily preempt  the  land  of  a  State.  If 
we  in  this  country  are  ready  to  under- 
write such  a  doctrine,  God  alone  can 
save  our  Union.  Either  Texas  is  as  large 
today  as  when  it  entered  the  Union,  else 
the  Federal  Government  has  summarily 
preempted  a  strip  of  State  land  from 
the  mouth  of  the  Sabine  to  the  Rio 
Grande  10 » 2  miles  wide. 

It  is  the  bounden  duty  of  this  Congress 
to  unequivocally  repudiate  such  a  dan- 
gerous doctrine  and  to  finally  and  defi- 
nitely quiet  the  title  of  these  submerged 
lands  in  their  rightful  owners,  the  States 
of  which  they  are  a  part,  and  to  forever 


end  this  controversy  that  was  conceived 
in  greed,  born  of  political  power,  and 
nursed  by  prejudice. 

Mr.  MEADEIR.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  fn- 
tend  to  vote  against  H.  R.  4198,  the 
bill  to  transfer  submerged  lands  sea- 
ward of  low  tidewater  mark  from  the 
United  States  to  certain  coastal  States. 
I  voted  against  similar  legislation, 
H.  R.  4484,  in  the  82d  Congress,  2  years 
ago. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  illusions. 
The  bill  will  pass  and  become  law.  The 
vote  in  the  House  on  similar  legisla- 
tion 2  years  ago  was  265  to  109.  In 
the  Senate  the  vote  was  50  to  35. 
President  Eisenhower  will  probably 
sign  the  bill.  Nevertheless,  I  think  this 
is  bad  legislation  on  principle  and  can- 
not give  it  my  support. 

My  views  are  on  the  record  as  fol- 
lows: Congressional  Record,  volume  97, 
part  7,  page  9175;  part  14.  pages  A5070- 
A5071;  volume  98,  part  4,  pages  5249- 
5250:  and  March  30,  1953,  pages  2490 
through  2497.  My  views  are  also  ex- 
pressed in  the  printed  hearings  on  the 
bill,  and  in  House  Report  No.  215  on  H.  R. 
4198,  pages  122  and  123. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  con- 
fusion in  the  public  discussion  of  this 
legislation.  For  this  reason,  I  set  forth 
what  the  bill  is  and  what  it  is  not,  as  it 
appears  to  me. 

First.  The  bill  is  a  reversal  of  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 

In  three  cases  between  the  United 
States  and  the  States  of  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  the  Supreme  Court 
has,  as  I  interpret  its  holdings,  decided 
that  the  lands  in  question,  and  the  oil 
therein,  belong  not  to  the  individual 
States,  but  to  the  United  States.  Yet 
H.  R.  4198  purports  in  its  title  "To  con- 
firm and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  with- 
in State  boundaries  smd  to  the  natural 
resources  within  such  lands  and  waters, 
and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control 
of  said  lands  and  resources  and  the  re- 
sources of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf." 
In  title  n.  section  3  of  the  bill  the 
United  States  confirms  and  vests  title 
to  the  submerged  lands  in  the  States. 

It  is  my  position  that  the  Congress 
does  not  under  our  Constitution  possess 
the  judicial  power  to  determine  contro- 
versies of  this  character. 

The  Constitution,  article  m.  vests  the 
Judicial  power  of  the  United  States  "in 
one  Supreme  Court,  and  in  such  inferior 
courts  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to 
time  ordain  and  establish." 

The  Supreme  Court,  article  III,  sec- 
tion 2.  possesses  original  jurisdiction  in 
all  cases  "in  which  a  State  shall  be  a 
party." 

The  Congress  does  not  possess  the 
power  to  reverse  a  judicial  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  as  such.  However,  the 
Congress  does  possess  the  power  to  alter 
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the  law  within  the  field  of  legis- 
lative authority  granted  it  in  the  Con- 
stitution. Sucii  change  of  the  law  must, 
l^owever,  operate  in  the  future,  since  ttie 
Congress  may  not  enact  ex  post  facto 
laws — article  I,  section  9  of  the  Consti- 
tution. Furthermore,  the  Congress  may 
not  alter  the  Constitution.  Changes  in 
international  law  are  commonly  made 
through  the  treaty-making  power,  a 
much  different  procedure  than  the  enact- 
ment of  a  statute. 

The  fact  that  the  Supreme  Court  may 
be  in  error,  or  that  we  disagree  with  the 
Court  does  not  alter  the  power  of  the 
Court  or  the  power  of  the  Congress. 
The  power  of  a  tribunal  to  decide  con- 
troversies includes  the  power  to  decide 
them  wrong.  The  finality  of  the  author- 
rity  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  exercising 
the  judicial  power  of  the  United  States 
does  not  attach  only  in  those  cases  where 
the  Supreme  Court  is  right. 

I  express  no  opinion  on  the  correctness 
of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  submerged-land  litigation.  As  I 
view  it.  it  Is  immaterial  what  decision  I 
would  have  arrived  at  had  I  been  a 
member  of  the  Court.  Frequently,  I 
have  been  unable  to  agree  with  the  find- 
ings and  the  logic  of  judicial  decisions. 
Nevertheless,  court  decisions,  even 
though  erroneous,  must  be  respected- 

I  do  not  believe  the  Congress  has  the 
power,  under  the  Constitution  to  reverse 
a  judicial  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
However,  if  the  Congress  does  possess 
such  power.  I  do  not  believe  it  should 
be  exercised.  The  Congress  is  not 
equip{>ed  to  consider  litigation  and  hand 
down  judicial  decisions.  Furthermore, 
tmder  our  doctrine  of  separation  of 
ix)wers — so  important  as  a  safeguard 
against  tyranny — the  prerogatives  of  a 
coordinate  branch  of  the  Government 
should  be  respected,  periiaps  most  of  all 
In  situations  where  its  action  has  been 
impopular. 

Second.  The  bill  is  a  donation  of  Fed- 
eral lands.  I  have  never  questioned  the 
power  of  the  Congress  to  transfer  the 
public  domain — article  IV.  section  3  of 
the  Constitution.  As  a  matter  of  policy. 
I  do  not  believe  it  can  be  justified.  Na- 
tional wealth  belongs  to  all  the  American 
people.  It  shoiild  not  be  transferred  to 
the  States  or  any  special  group  of  citi- 
zens, at  the  expense  of  the  rest.  It  is 
estimated  that  the  oil  alone  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  here  involved  is  worth  in 
excess  of  $40  billion.  What  else,  in  valu- 
able minerals,  lies  beneath  the  sea  in 
these  lands,  no  one  knows.  Whether  the 
mind  of  man  can  devise  ways  of  exploit- 
ing these  valuable  deposits,  if  they  exist, 
Is  likewise  unknown. 

Third.  It  is  asserted  that  Inland  wa- 
ters such  as  the  Great  Lakes  are  afTected 
by  the  Supreme  Court  decisions  in  the 
Texas,  California,  and  Louisiana  cases. 
I  am  satisfied  that  this  is  not  the  situa- 
tion; that  no  claim  is  made  to  the  lands 
under  the  Great  Lakes,  and  the  title 
of  the  States  to  such  lands  is  clearly 
settled  l3y  Supreme  Court  decisions.  In 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  v.  Illinois  (146 
U.  S.  Rept.  387,  435) ,  the  Supreme  Court 
held  that  the  lands  covered  by  fresh 
water  in  the  Great  Lakes  are  of  the  same 
character  as  lands  covered  by  the  tide- 
waten,  and  that  ownership  of  and  do- 


minion and  sovereignty  over  such  lands 
belong  the  the  respective  States  within 
which  they  arc  found.  In  the  California. 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  decisions  there  was 
no  controversy  or  question  that  the  lands 
covered  by  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide 
belonged  to  the  States.  The  question 
arose  only  with  respect  to  lands  seaward 
of  low-water  mark. 

Fourth.  In  my  judgment,  the  question 
of  States  rights  or  State  sovereignty  is 
not  involved  in  this  dispute.    I  do  not 
regard   the  decisions   of   the   Supreme 
Court    in    the   Texas.    California,    and 
Louisiana  cases,  however  erroneous  they 
may  be.  as  being  an  encroachment  upon 
the  sovereignty  of  the  States.    My  vote 
against  H.  R.  4198  should  not  be  con- 
strued as  approval  of  any  policy  of  Fed- 
eral encroachment  upon  the  rights  of 
States  or  their  sovereignty.     I  made  this 
clear  in  a  statement  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record,  volume  98.  part  4.  pages 
5249-5250.     My    position    with    respect 
to  preservation  of  the  rights  and  sov- 
ereignties of  States  is  made  clear  in  the 
following    portion    of    that    statement, 
which  I  quote: 

I  wish  to  serve  notice  on  my  ambitious, 
emplre-bullding  bureaucrats  that  effort*  on 
their  part  to  employ  the  tldelands  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  as  a  means  of  break- 
ing down  the  sovereignty  of  States  for  the 
aggrandizement  of  the  Federal  Government 
will  be  met  with  the  most  effective  and 
relentless  r^lstance  of  which  I  am  capable. 
Although  Members  of  the  Congress  are 
officials  of  the  Federal  Government,  they 
should  consistently  and  continuously  seek 
to  protect  State  and  local  govemments  from 
the  osurpatlons  of  the  huge  and  ambitious 
bureaucratic  monster  we  have  permitted  to 
grow  so  rapidly  In  our  Nation's  Capital.  I 
have  sometimes  been  critical  of  the  Inactivity 
and  apparent  Indifference  of  officials  In  State 
and  local  governments  when  dem:»nds  have 
arisen  for  new  and  unusual  public  services. 
I  have  been  extremely  critical  of  those  who 
continually  turn  to  Washing^ton  for  hand- 
outs when  frequently  the  services  they  seek 
could  be  better  performed  and  at  a  lower 
coat  In  their  own  localities.  State  and  local 
governments  and  the  people,  In  my  opinion. 
have  not  beefi  as  Jealous  as  they  should  have 
been  of  the  power  and  authority  of  the  local 
governments  and  have  not  resLsted  vigorously 
enough  the  appealing,  sugar-coated  bland- 
ishments of  the  Washington  Santa  Claus. 

The  equilibrium  between  the  Federal  and 
the  State  sovereignties  must  be  maintained. 
As  I  viewed  It.  that  question  was  not  pre- 
sented In  the  bill  before  the  Congress.  When 
It  Is  presented,  my  vote  and  my  efforts  will 
be  directed  toward  the  maintenance  of  the 
political  system  so  wisely  conceived  by  our 
Founding  Fathers. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  extend 
my  remarics  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  want  to  express  my  appreciation 
to  all  Members  of  the  House  who  have 
assisted  in  the  passage  of  tidelands  leg- 
islation. As  a  member  of  the  committee 
handling  the  legislation,  I  want  to  ex- 
press my  special  appreciation  to  each 
and  every  member  of  the  Texas  delega- 
tion. Each  of  the  other  Memiaers  of  the 
House  from  our  State.  21  in  number,  has 
worked  diligently  in  supporting  me  and 
the  cause  of  Texas  in  the  fight  for  our 


Texas  tldelands.  As  the  spokesman  on 
the  legislation  for  our  delegation.  I  have 
done  my  best  In  behalf  of  our  State.  It 
was  the  feeling  of  our  delegation  that  It 
would  not  be  good  strategy  for  all  22 
Members  from  Texas  to  take  the  time  of 
the  House  in  prolonging  the  disctission 
and  delaying  the  vote  on  this  measure. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  legislation  t>efore  the 
House  supports  one  of  the  ftmdamental 
concepts  of  our  American  Government. 
It  emphasizes  perhaps  more  than  any 
other  issue  during  the  last  50  years  the 
intent  of  the  founders  of  this  Republic  to 
recognize,  preserve,  and  maintain  the 
individual  sovereignties  of  the  several 
States.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the 
necessity  for  this  legislation  has  pre- 
sented itself;  it  is  no  less  imperative  that 
this  bill  be  enacted  into  law.  reaffirming 
title  to  the  States  to  lands  which  have 
historically  been  theirs. 

In  my  opinion,  there  is  but  one  Issue 
involved:  The  philosophy  of  States' 
rights  as  set  out  in  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  specifically  de- 
fined in  the  several  treaties  and  con- 
tractual agreements  with  the  States  at 
the  time  of  their  admission  to  the  Union. 
Except  for  the  Louisiana.  Texas,  and 
California  cases  which  make  this  legis- 
lation necessary,  the  Supreme  Court  has 
recognized  in  its  precedents  through  the 
years.  State  ownership  of  the  lands  in 
question.  This  had  been  accepted  by 
the  courts,  the  Congre.ss.  and  by  the 
public  until  the  recent  decisions  in  which 
the  Supreme  Court  did  a  complete 
about-face  and  confiscated  these  lands 
for  Federal  use. 

The  trend  toward  centralization  of 
authority  and  increased  Federal  power 
?ecms  to  have  gained  such  momentum 
that  it  has  invaded  the  inner  chambers 
of  our  highest  court,  prcvaihng  upon  it 
to  disregard  legal  precedent  in  favor  of 
Federal  aggrandizement.  It  is  not  a 
happy  situation  the  Congress  must  act 
to  right  obvious  errors  of  the  courts; 
nor  is  it  the  u.sual  role  of  Congress  to 
.supplant  the  Court  as  defender  of  the 
Constitution.  Here,  thought,  an  aroused 
public  is  demanding  protection  for  the 
constitutional  prerogatives  of  the  States, 
and  Congre.ss  appears  to  be  its  only 
avenue  of  relief. 

As  a  practical  matter,  the  question  Is 
presented  today  whether  Congress  will 
sanction  Federal  confiscation  of  85  mil- 
lion acres  of  land  from  its  legal  and 
rightful  owners,  the  States. 

HLstorically.  the  boundaries  of  each 
State  t)ordering  the  sea  or  the  Great 
Lakes  extended  3  miles  beyond  the  coast 
line,  except  for  the  few  States  where- 
in— by  treaty  agreement  at  the  time  of 
admittance  to  the  Union — the  boundaries 
should  extend  beyond  that  limit.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  out  in  this  debate 
that  no  less  than  53  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sions have  confirmed  these  historicaJ 
boundaries. 
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Since  the  production  of  tidelands  oil 
became  a  reality,  the  Supreme  Court  has 
reversed  Its  previous  decisions  to  hold 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  para- 
mount rights  over  tlie  minerals  in  these 
areas,  under  authority  of  supreme  de- 
fense powers.  If  these  decisions  are  per- 
mitted to  stand,  it  is  inconceivable  to 
what  extent  the  Supreme  Court  might 
authorize  the  Federal  Government  to 
take  over  land  and  property  under  the 
pretext  of  having  supreme  defense 
powers.  It  is  not  beyond  the  realm  of 
pos.sibility  thatr— should  this  bill  be  de- 
feated and  the  decLsion  in  the  tidelands 
cases  remain  in  effect — the  property 
Twhls  of  every  State  and  every  individ- 
ual would  be  subordinated  to  that  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

The  10th  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution makes  this  legislation  an  obvious 
necessity.  In  the  face  of  the  fifty-odd 
previous  court  decisions  establishing  the 
historic  boundaries  of  the  States,  and  in 
the  absence  of  any  legislation  or  Consti- 
tuiioniU  amendments  vesting  title  to 
such  lands  in  the  Federal  Government, 
one  is  constrained  to  wonder  what  kind 
of  judicial  reasoning  could  have 
prompted  the  California,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana  decisions.  Obviously,  they  fiy 
in  the  face  of  tlie  10th  amendment  and 
Uie  guaranties  of  sovereignty  to  the 
SUtes. 

As  others  have  shown  here,  the  Federal 
Government  has  never  been  in  posses- 
sion of  these  lands  within  the  3-niile 
Umit:  nor  can  they  now  take  possession 
and  make  use  of  those  beyond  the  3-mile 
limits  m  the  absence  of  specific  authori- 
zation by  Congress.  It  is  imperative 
that  Congress  act  under  the  legislation 
now  before  us  to  clear  once  for  all 
the  title  to  all  submerged  lands  in  ques- 
tion, clouded  by  the  Supreme  Courts 
determination  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  paramount  rights — however 
tliat  term  might  be  defined. 

In  a  letter  dated  December  22,  1933. 
the  then  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr. 
Harold  Ickes,  wrote  Mr.  Olin  S.  Proctor, 
a  Federal  lease  applicant  in  California, 
that  'It  was  a  matter  of  settled  law"  that 
'title  to  the  oil  under  the  ocean  within 
the  3 -mile  limit  is  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia."   He  said,  further,  that  the  land 
could  "not  be  appropriated  except  by 
authority    of    California."    Later,    Mr. 
Ickes  abandoned  this  position,  and  joined 
the  leftwing  fringe  of  the  New  Deal  to 
initiate    the    resultant    confiscation    of 
Uiese  lands  by  the  Federal  Government. 
It  is  not  unexpected  that  opponents  of 
the  tidelands  legislation  should  label  it 
as  a  gift  to  the  States;  or,  as  some  of 
the  more  vehement  ones  might  say,  a 
'steal'    by    the    States.    Actually,    the 
States    cannot    steal    what    is    already 
theirs,  nor  can  the  Federal  Government 
give  to  the  States  that  which  already 
belongs  to  the  States. 

Contrary  to  arguments  made  by  some 
opponents  of  this  legislation,  it  will  in- 
crease— rather  than  decrease — revenues 
from  these  lands.  Under  present  Fed- 
eral law,  the  Secretary  may  issue  mineral 
leases  for  the  nominal  sum  of  50  cents 
per  acre,  and  the  majority  of  the  leases 
thus  far  issued  on  these  submerged  lands 
by  the  Federal  Government  have  been 
made  at  a  rate  of  25  to  50  cents  per  acre. 


It  is  an  established  fact  that  the  States 
have  required  substantially  higher  con- 
siderations for  the  leasing  of  their  pub- 
he  lands — some  leasing  for  as  much  as 
$20  an  acre.  This  fact  in  itself  should 
nullify  some  of  the  arguments,  at  least, 
advanced  by  opponents  of  the  measure 
that  it  advances  the  interests  of  the  so- 
called  oil  lobby. 

The  measure  presently  before  us  con- 
tains authority  for  lea.sing  by  the  Federal 
Government  of  lands  between  the  3 -mile 
historical  boundary  and  the  edge  of  the 
Continental  Shelf.  In  the  absence  of 
this  legislation,  such  authority  does  not 
now  rest  with  the  Federal  Government. 
Submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  total  about  237,000  square  miles, 
of  which  only  26.000  is  within  the  3 -mile 
limit.  This  means  that  less  than  one- 
tenth  of  these  lands  are  within  the  his- 
toric State  boundaries  confirmed  by  this 
legislation;  certainly,  this  could  not  be 
considered  a  "steal"  on  the  part  of  the 
States.  Even  imder  this  legislation  the 
Federal  Government  is  given  a  lion's 
share  of  these  submerged  lands — more 
than  90  percent. 

While  oil  might  have  been  the  spark 
that  touched  off  the  so-called  "tidelands" 
controversy,  it  is  actually  a  byproduct 
of  the  real  issue,  which  is  that  of  con- 
fiicting  philosophies  of  Goverrunent. 
Its  answer  will  hinge  upon  Congress'  de- 
sire to  uphold  the  dignity  and  meaning 
of  the  Constitution. 

Nor  is  oil  the  only  valuable  resom-ce 
to  be  fotmd  in  these  submerged  lands. 
The  ownership  of  natural  gas,  iron  ore, 
marine  animals,  and  plant  life — fish, 
shrimp,  oysters,  clams,  crabs,  lobsters, 
sponges,  kelp — and  countless  other  re- 
sources is  directly  involved  in  this  con- 
troversy. It  is  so  far-reaching,  so  monu- 
mental in  its  importance,  that  Congress 
is  duty  bound  to  settle  this  question 
with  finaUty,  and  with  the  least  prac- 
ticable delay. 

This  legislation  follows  the  heretofore 
established  separation  of  proprietorship 
from  governmental  powers,  giving  due 
respect  to  both,  but  making  certain  that 
the  right  to  use,  develop,  and  control 
natural  resources  of  and  beneath  the 
submerged  lands  is  vested  in  the  respec- 
tive States  as  recognized  for  more  than 
100  years  prior  to  the  tidelands  decisions. 
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Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, my  fellow  colleagues,  I  have  lis- 
tened to  learned  discussions  of  the  legal 
phases  of  the  question  as  to  who  is  the 
rightful  owner  of  the  mineral  deposits 
beneath  the  surface  of  the  tidelands.  Is 
it  Texas,  Louisiana,  and  California  on 
the  one  hand,  or  is  it  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment? Able  men  have  spoken  on 
both  sides  of  this  question  and  they  hon- 
estly differ.  I  grant  them  that  right. 
#1  admit  I  am  finding  it  hard  to  decide 
between  them. 

But.  Mr.  Chairman,  where  there  may 
be  room  for  disagreement  as  to  the 


rightful  owners  at  this  time,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  who  were  the  rightful  own- 
ers not  many  years  ago.  Nor  can  there 
be  any  doubt  a.s  to  how  they  became  dis- 
possessed. The  American  Indians  were 
the  rightful  owners.  We.  our  fathers, 
and  our  grandfathers,  drove  them  from 
their  inheritance.  We  forced  them  to 
abandon  their  fertile  fields  and  settle 
upon  the  poon»t  land  in  every  State  in 
the  Union.  After  destroying  the  bison 
which  was  their  food  and  raiment,  as 
was  the  aurochs  of  our  ancestors  in  the 
forests  of  Europe  for  untold  centuries, 
we  abandoned  them  to  the  rigors  of 
mountain  and  desert.  We  not  only  sub- 
jected them  to  semistarvation,  we  neg- 
lected their  health  and  education.  Shall 
we  continue  t<5  carry  on  this  system  of 
neglect  and  abuse?  Shall  we  send  bil- 
lions of  dollars  to  South  America,  to  the 
nations  of  Europe.  Asia,  and  Africa,  and 
neglect  at  home  the  very  people  we  dis- 
possessed? Charity  should  begin  at 
home. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  American  In- 
dian is  not  asking  for  charity.  Far  from 
it.  He  is  asking  for  his  just  dues.  He 
is  not  asking  that  he  be  given  back  the 
land  we  so  wrongfully  took  from  him. 
He* asks  only  that  he  be  given  a  just  and 
fair  deal. 

If  the  tidelands  at  this  time  belong 
either  to  the  individual  States  or  the 
Federal  Crovernment,  they  at  one  time 
Ijelonged  to  the  Indans.  Here  is  a  grand 
opportunity  to  pay  back  a  part  of  the 
debt  we  owe  to  them  without  any  incon- 
venience to  ourselves. 

Whatever  we  reap  as  a  harvest  from 
the  tidelands  is  in  the  nature  of  a  wind- 
fall. Where  then  is  so  much  dispute 
about  what  tc  do  with  the  spoils?  What 
better  can  we  do  than  to  devote  a  meager 
10  percent  as  a  tithe  to  rehabilitate  the 
remnant  of  a  mighty  race  that  roamed 
this  continent,  for  thousands  of  years  yet 
never  wasted  any  of  its  natural  re- 
sources? 

We  drove  them  from  the  valleys  of 
the  New  England  States.   We  drove  them 
from  Pennsylvania  and  New  York.    We 
drove  them  out  of  the  valleys  of  the 
Ohio,  the  Mississippi,  the  Missouri,  and 
into  the  badlands  of  the  Dakotas.    We 
drove  them  out  of  the  valleys  on  the 
west    coast,  the  Columbia,  the  Sacra- 
mento, the  San  Joaquin.    Yes,  and  we 
drove  them  out  of  the  southlands,  out 
of  Florida,  and  Louisiana,  and  Texas. 
Our  dealing  with  the  American  In- 
dian is  a  fact  of  history,  and  it  is  a 
fact  of  which  we  can  well  be  ashamed. 
The  least  we  can  do  is  to  give  justice  in 
the  present  and  provide  for  the  future. 
The  American  Indian  was  a  noble  race. 
He  was  a  vengeful  enemy,  but  he  never 
betrayed  a  friend.     The  experience  of 
William  Penn  proves  that  statement. 

The  Indian  is  an  Intelligent  race.  The 
first  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  Edmund  Randolph,  was  of  In- 
dian descent.  The  late  Charles  Curtis, 
one  of  the  most  highly  respected  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  later  a  United  States 
Senator,  and  finally  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  was  of  Indian  de- 
scent. The  mother  of  one  of  the  most 
highly  respected  families  that  ever  lived 
In  Brown  County,  Kanssis.  the  Margrave 
family,  was  an  Indian  maiden  of  the 
Sac  and  Pox  tribe.     A  granddaughter 
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Is  at  present  living  here  In  Washington, 
and  doing  Red  Cross  work  in  this  area. 
The  Powhatan  basketball  team,  com- 
posed mostly  of  Indian  boys  from  thp 
nearby  Kickapoo  Reservation,  has  for 
years  been  the  best  high-school  team  in 
northeast  Kansas.  One  of  America's 
greatest  and  most- beloved  humorists,  the 
late  Will  Rogers,  was  an  Oklahoma  In- 
dian. The  greatest  athlete  of  modem 
times  was  Jim  Thorpe,  an  Oklahoma  In- 
dian. 

My  colleagues,  let  us  do  justice  to  a 
great  race  that,  in  our  haste  and  our 
greed,  we  have  made  almost  destitute. 
This  Congress  will  do  honor  to  itself 
and  win  the  acclaim  of  the  American 
people  by  passing  this  amendment. 

Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  sup- 
port of  California's  position  on  this  bill 
is  based  upon  the  plain  equities  of  the 
case.  There  is  no  use  arguing  the  law — 
the  Supreme  Court  has  said  what  ^the 
law  is,  and  whether  we  like  it  or  not 'the 
Supreme  Court  has  the  last  guess  on 
what  the  law  is.  But.  that  does  not 
change  the  equities,  and  Congress  has 
the  right — and  the  responsibility — of 
recognizing  these  equities,  as  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  its  decision  clearly 
stated.  We  are  following  the  suggestion 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  seelcing  the 
passage  of  this  legislation. 

Now  what  are  the  equities?  Let  me 
put  It  this  way.  How  would  you  feel  if 
you  and  your  family  for  over  a  hundred 
years,  more  than  four  generations,  had 
owned  a  piece  of  property,  exercised 
every  incident  of  ownership,  recognized 
by  everyone,  including  your  neighbors, 
then  someone  tried  to  kick  you  off  a 
part  of  that  property  by  reason  of  a 
technical  defect  in  the  legal  papers? 
You  would  not  like  it,  and  you  would 
cry  to  high  heaven  for  equity.  Any 
court  in  the  land  would  promply  give  you 
a  decree  in  equity — even  on  a  much 
shorter  time.  Now  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  California  case  did  not  give  us  a 
decree,  but  said  that  you  cannot  adverse 
the  Federal  Government,  and  that  the 
ordinary  rules  applicable  between  indi- 
viduals do  not  apply  where  the  Federal 
Government  is  concerned.  But  that 
does  not  change  the  equities,  they  are 
the  same,  and  the  equity  and  fairness 
that  would  give  an  individual  a  title 
under  similar  circumstances  have  the 
same  moral  force  against  the  Govern- 
ment as  against  an  individual. 

But  let  us  go  a  step  further.  Let  us 
assume  that  the  neighbor  who  now  ques- 
tions your  title  had  made  a  contract 
with  you  as  to  where  the  line  was,  and  a 
fence  on  the  line  had  been  effected  which 
was  recognized  and  respected  by  both 
you  and  him  over  a  long  period  of  time. 
In  1850  Congress — on  behalf  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  our  neighbor  who  now 
questions  our  title — recognized  the  con- 
stitutioiial  boundaries  of  California  upon 
Its  n^!nrtrrttil  to  the  Union.  They  were 
specUdjMty  ait  forth  as  3  miles  into  the 
Paci^^Ofsn.  That  was  a  contract  with 


the  Federal  Government  and  the  other 
States  of  the  Union;  it  controlled  the 
conditions  under  which  we  came  into 
the  Union.  It  has  the  same  moral  force 
and  validity — and  should  have  the  same 
legal  effect — as  a  written  contract  be- 
tween you  and  your  neighbor  fixing  the 
Une  between  your  property  and  his. 

But  that  is  not  all.     Let  us  assume  that 
you  and  your  neighbor  honored  and  kept 
that  contract  for  over  a  hundred  years. 
That  when  he  wanted  a  right-of-way 
or  a  little  property  on  the  boundary,  he 
came  and  bought  it  from  you.  paying 
his  hard  cash  and  thus  acknowledging 
your  title.     It  must  be  remembered  that 
in    14    separate   instances    the   Federal 
Government  has  paid  for  land  admit- 
tedly in  the  3-mile  belt.    There   have 
been  181  other  instances  of  such  pur- 
chases, but  in  some  of  them  it  is  claimed 
that     they     involved     inland     waters, 
although  we  do  not  agree  that  is  true. 
However  that  may  be,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion that  the  record  clearly  shows  that 
every   agency   of   the   Federal  Govern- 
ment   admitted    and    recognized    Cali- 
fornia's title.     Secretary  Ickes  wrote  a 
letter  plainly  saying  so  in  December  of 
1933.    The  Interior  Department  on  30 
separate  occasions  has   formally  ruled 
that  these  areas  belonged  to  the  Slates. 
There  are  49  Attorney  Generals  opinion.'^ 
to  the  same  effect.     The  Army  and  Navy 
Departments  have  alwajs  treated  these 
lands  as  owned  by  the  States,  for  over  a 
hundred  and  fifty  years. 

But  that  is  not  all.  Let  us  assume  that 
your  title  to  your  property  has  been  in 
litigation  from  time  to  time.  And  that 
in  52  separate  Supreme  Court  decisions 
that  court  has  said  that  you  owned  it 
and  owned  it  all.  That  244  Federal  and 
State  court  decisions  have  said  the  same 
thing.  Can  there  be  any  question  about 
that?  Justice  Black  who  wrote  the  ma- 
jority opinion  in  the  California  case  said 
that  the  Supreme  Court  "has  used  lan- 
guage strong  enough  to  indicate  that  the 
Court  then  believed  that  States  not  only 
owned  tidelands  and  soil  under  navigable 
inland  waters  but  also  owned  soils  under 
all  navigable  waters  within  their  terri- 
torial jurisdiction,  whether  inland  or 
not." 

Now.  suppose  that  based  upon  all  that 
record — starting  with  the  original  con- 
tract with  your  neighbor  who  now  ques- 
tions your  title — you  had  spent  many 
thousands  of  dollars — in  this  instance 
millions  of  dollars  in  our  State — improv- 
ing your  property;  that  you  had  filled  in 
lands,  built  harbors,  docks,  and  ware- 
houses, and  made  leases  on  that  prop- 
erty— all  in  reliance  on  that  contract. 
the  court  decisions,  and  your  long  and 
unquestioned  occupancy  and  use.  Do 
you  think  that  it  would  be  equitable  to 
turn  all  that  over  to  your  neighbor  who 
has  found  a  technical  point,  and  now 
wants  to  grab  your  property  together 
with  all  it's  improvement — although  he 
must  admit  that  he  agreed  with  you  to 
begin  with  where  the  line  is.  and  that  he 
and  everybody  else  Including  the  Su- 
preme Court  accepted  and  recognized 
that  line  for  over  a  hundred  years? 

It  is  a  little  strange  to  me  that  we 
Califomians  who  are  defending  oiir 
State's  historic  title  are  charged  in  some 
places  with  being  robbers.    We  are  try- 


ing to  prevent  robbery — in  broad  day- 
light too — of  the  property  we  have  had 
by  contract,  by  court  decision,  by  actual 
occupancy  and  improvement,  recognized 
by  everybody  and  never  challenged  by 
anybody,  including  the  party  now  ques- 
tioning our  title,  for  over  4  generations 
and  100  years. 

Let  us  not  get  mixed  up  on  who  are 
the  victims  and  who  are  the  robbers. 
I  am  sure  this  House  will  not.  It  has  not 
in  the  pa.st.  And  I  hope  that  the  action 
which  the  Congress  takes  on  this  bill 
brings  to  an  end  one  of  the  most  dis- 
creditable chapters  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  long  history 
of  Federal-State  relations. 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
dealing  with  the  decisions  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court,  in  the  cases 
against  California.  Texas,  and  Louisiana, 
we  are  dealing  with  the  law.  as  It  is 
stated  to  be  by  the  highest  Court  of  the 
land,  irresjjective  of  whether  or  not  we 
agree  with  the  decision  of  that  Court. 
I  am  sure  that  many  of  my  colleagues 
concur  that  the  decision,  in  our  opinion 
as  attorneys,  defies  the  historic  belief 
that  title  to  the  submerged  lands  with- 
in the  historic  boundaries  of  oiu-  Nation, 
was  in  the  States. 

Rut  now.  in  this  discission  and  In  the 
vote  to  come,  we  are  not  dealing  with  ab- 
stractions. We  are  dealing  with  a  part 
of  our  present  law  and  we  must  look  to 
that  law  as  it  is.  And  we  must  look  to 
it  as  law,  strlppc  J  of  propaganda  and 
assertions  of  facts  that  may  or  may  not 
be  true. 

We  have  heard  from  this  well  the  as- 
sertion that,  three  times  the  Court  has 
ruled  that  the  oil  belongs  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  that  this  bill  is  a 
giveaway,  that  it  is  .«;pon.sored  by  the  oil 
lobby,  and  .so  on.  ad  infinitum.  These 
matters  are  assertions  of  fact  and  their 
truth  or  error  is  of  no  consequence,  be- 
cause the  issue  before  this  House  is  one 
of  principle  and  law,  not  of  fact. 

And  the  law  of  the  cases  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  with  which  we  are  dealing. 
is  that  neither  the  States  nor  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  title  to  the  lands 
within  the  historic  boundaries.  I  repeat, 
the  law  of  this  land  is  that  neither  the 
Federal  Government  nor  any  of  the 
States  has  any  title  to  this  territory.  It 
is  virgin  territory. 

The  only  ruling  that  the  Court  made 
in  these  cases  was  that  the  United  States 
has  a  paramount  right  in  that  area, 
based  on  external  sovereignty.  Now.  in 
dealing  with  this  matter,  the  Court  was 
dealing  with  a  question  of  international 
law.  It  conceives  the  law  of  the  na- 
tions to  be  in  these  areas  that  the  na- 
tions, because  of  their  external  sov- 
ereignty, have  certain  paramount  rights. 
That  international  law.  as  stated  by  our 
Supreme  Court,  and  if  the  Court  is  cor- 
rect, has  the  same  applicability  to  Can- 
ada or  to  Russia,  as  it  does  to  these 
United  States,  or  to  any  other  nation 
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of  the  world,  whether  this  side  of,  or  be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain. 

We  are  simply  dealing  with  a  legal 
concept,  which  is  the  common  concept 
of  .sovereignty  of  all  Independent  na- 
tions that  exist  in  the  world.  That  sov- 
ereignty, as  defined  by  the  law  of  the 
nations. 

And  we  find  that  that  law  as  stated  by 
our  Supreme  Court,  defines  paramount 
rights  as  an  incident  to  external  .sov- 
ereignty. That  is  an  abstract  legal 
status.  That  is  a  condition  and  that  is 
the  condition  with  which  we  are  dealing. 
We  are  not  dealing  primarily  with  the 
di.six)sition  of  whatever  natural  resources 
be  within  those  boundaries.  That  is  only 
incidental.  We  are  dealing  with  laws 
and  principles  of  sovereignty  and  the 
exerci.se  of  the  power  that  lies  Inherent 
within  that  sovereignty.  We  are  deal- 
ing with  how,  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
should  the  United  States  of  America 
exercise  that  power. 

If  we  view  this  as  a  matter  of  law  and 
principle,  then  our  votes  on  the  bill  can 
be  made  without  passion  or  prejudice, 
and  without  Investigation  of  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  the  various  assertions  of  fact 
by  both  sides  that  have  been  made  In 
connection  with  the  submerged  lands 
controversy. 

It  is  simply  a  matter,  today  or  tomor- 
row, when  we  vote  upon  this  bill,  of  exer- 
cising an  attribute,  an  inherent  quality,  a 
power  of  our  sovereignty,  that  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  has  declared  the 
law  of  nations  gives  us.  that  lies  inchoate 
within  our  Government,  awaiting  exer- 
ci.'^e  by  this  legislative  branch  of  our 
Government. 

Now,  therefore,  under  this  pure  legal 
concept,  which  is  the  law  of  our  land,  the 
action  by  the  House  cannot  bo  a  vesting 
or  giving  away  of  title  or  assets,  or  na- 
tional resources,  or  anything  else  that  is  a 
property  right  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

It  can  be  and  Is  only  an  exercise  of  that 
power  of  sovereignty  which  is  to  establish 
title  in  virgin  territories  where  no  title 
before  has  been  established  by  an  exer- 
cise of  the  power  of  a  sovereign. 

Let  me  give  an  example:  Had  not  the 
British  sovereign  exercised  Its  Inchoate, 
internal,  and  external  sovereignty  by  a 
positive  act,  there  would  never  have  been 
created  private  title  within  the  British 
Empire.  Likewise,  had  not  the  British 
sovereign.  In  an  exercise  of  its  sovereign- 
ty. Issued  charters  to  the  American  colo- 
nies in  the  new  virgin  land  of  America 
where  no  title  before  existed,  there 
would  not  have  been  any  chain  of  titles 
within  the  United  States  of  America,  or 
its  predecessor  colonies. 

In  this  legislation  before  the  House, 
we  are  not  therefore  giving  away  any 
title.  We  are  not  vesting  any  title.  We 
are  merely  acting  within  the  power  of 
our  sovereignty  to  establish  title  where 
none  existed  before. 

And  It  is  of  paramount  Importance 
that  we  do  establish  such  titles  by  the 
passage  of  this  legislation,  for  our  eco- 
nomic life,  the  economic  life  which  has 
developed  this  Nation  into  the  greatest 
and  richest  nation  In  the  world,  is  based 
on  the  concept  of  private  property  and 
private  titles.  Should  we  fall,  refuse,  or 
neglect  to  establish  those  titles  in  new 
areas   of   potential   economic    develop- 


ment, we  hamper  and  circumscribe  the 
progress  of  our  Nation.  Moreover,  we 
make  It  impractical  to  develop  under 
our  system  of  economy,  the  natural  re- 
sources and  wealth  of  the  Nation  which 
is  needed  for  our  defense. 

I  hope  that  this  concept,  one  of  law 
and  not  one  of  prejudice  or  passion,  will 
supply  the  basis  upon  which  those  of  my 
colleagues  who  ar^  coming  to  grips  with 
this  problem  of  the  submerged  lands  for 
the  first  time,  may  find  it  within  their 
logic  to  say  that  it  shall  once  and  for  all 
by  us  be  settled  and  resolved,  so  that  the 
orderly  processes  of  our  national  and 
economic  life  may  proceed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska.  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  con- 
sideration the  bill  (H.  R.  4198)  to  con- 
firm and  establish  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  with- 
in State  boundaries  and  to  the  natural 
resources  within  such  lands  and  waters, 
and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of 
said  lands  and  resources  and  the  re- 
sources of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  193.  re- 
ported the  bill  back  to  the  House  with 
an  amendment  adopted  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  Is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op- 
posed to  the  bill? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  quali- 
fies. The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  It  adjourn  to  meet  at  11 
o'clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


I 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  con£ent  that  on  tomorrow, 
after  the  disposition  of  all  matters  on  the 
Speaker's  desk,  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Phillips],  may  address  the 
House  for  45  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE 
HOUSE 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  Include  extraneous  mat- 
ter to  appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  SiEMiNSKi  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  app>ear  in  the  Appendix.] 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  connection  with  a  special 
study  mission  which  will  depart  for 
Europe  on  April  3  and  return  on  April 
20,  I  am  authorized  to  request  that  the 
members  of  that  committee  be  permitted 
official  leave  of  absence  for  that  period. 
The  group,  besides  myself,  comprises  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Mo- 
rano],  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois 
[Mrs.  Church],  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont  IMr.  Prouty],  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  LMr.  Harrison]. 


Mr.  Ollek  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
H.  R.  4198  to  the  Ckjmmlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  further  pro- 
ceedings In  connection  with  the  measure 
now  before  us  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 
Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  that  the  business  in 

order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  of  this 

week  be  dispensed  with. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 

Indiana? 
There  was  no  objection. 


KOREA 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Lyle]  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  Korea 
claims  the  headlines  today.  It  claims 
our  thoughts  every  day.  Sadness  and 
anger  necessarily  prejudice  our  thinking 
and  discussions  of  our  involvement  in 
Korea.  Its  tragedy  lies  heavy  upon  our 
hearts.  We  cannot  fathom  the  brutal 
senselessness  of  a  war  locked  In  place  by 
design.  We  are  too  provincial  to  accept 
without  question  the  expenditures  of  bil- 
lions of  dollars  for  weapons  we  refuse 
to  use,  or  to  rationalize  daily  bloodshed 
for  an  enemy  we  refuse  to  defeat.  Too 
many  of  us  play  our  unhappy  part  In  this 
war  in  an  atmosphere  of  blindness, 
knowing  neither  where  we  are  nor  where 
we  are  going. 

There  is  a  vagueness  and  mystery.  If 
not  apathy,  about  this  action  which 
seems  to  make  It  a  war  without  a  be- 
ginning or  ending — witliout  even  a  name. 
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Now.  It  Is  proposed  again  to  resvu  e 
peace  talks.  About  this  I  am  most  skep- 
tical. Heretofore,  the  meetings  between 
our  emissaries  and  those  of  the  Com- 
munists have  borne  fruit  only  for  the 
enemy.  The  Communists  were  obviously 
insincere.  Patently,  they  were  interested 
only  in  stalling  for  breath.  Under  the 
flag  of  truce  they  prepared  for  war.  Be- 
hind the  mask  of  peace  they  spoke  only 
of  our  surrender.  Their  past  perform- 
ances do  not  permit  us  the  luxury  of 
great  hope  for  future  negotiations.  I 
am  not  at  all  satisfied  that  the  Commu- 
nist leaders  have  the  character  for  hon- 
est discussions  nor  the  honor  to  stand 
behind  their  agreements. 

The  aggressors  are  much  too  flushed 
with  undeserved  success  to  sensibly  con- 
sider an  honorable  and  lasting  end  to 
war.  So  long  as  the  contest  is  fought 
under  rules  and  restrictions  favorable 
only  to  the  enemy  we  cannot  expect  the 
respect  of  an  unconscionable  bully. 

As  the  U.  S.  News  &  World  Report  so 
ably  simimed  up  the  situation  in  a  recent 
issue: 

Malenkov  \a  In  trouble  at  home  and  along 
the  edges  of  the  Soviet  world.  He  needs 
time  to  consolidate,  wants  to  lull  the  West. 
But  goals  are  unchanged — to  spread  hatred 
of  United  States,  confuse  Europe,  woo  Asia, 
rule  the  world.  It's  still  world  war,  Soviet 
•tyle. 

Even  the  most  timid  must  wonder  at 
the  wisdom  and  future  of  an  action 
limited  to  continuing  bloodshed,  limita- 
tions which  logically  can  result  in  ad- 
vantage only  to  the  enemy — an  enemy 
whose  blood,  by  its  enslavement,  is  much 
more  expendable  than  ours. 

We  conduct  this  war  in  locked  chains, 
limiting  our  troops  to  costly  patrol  ac- 
tions, the  value  of  which  has  yet  to  be 
explained,  and  to  fire  flghts,  instigated 
by  the  enemy,  for  selected  hilLs  whose 
possession  may  be  desirable  for  military 
tactics,  but  whose  cost  in  human  re- 
sources is  staggering.  Of  what  value  is 
a  hiM  with  a  view  of  a  forbidden  land? 
Our  present  policies  are  in  keeping  only 
with  a  policy  of  no  policy  at  all. 

Our  leadership  is  divided,  and  divided 
It  is  weakened.  I  have  on  my  desk  ar- 
ticles clipped  from  recent  issues  of 
Washington  newspapers,  some  weeks 
old,  some  days  old,  some  hours  old. 
Each  of  these  dwells  upon  Korea.  I  was 
attracted  to  these  articles  by  their  con- 
tradictory nature,  their  disturbing  con- 
tradictions. Some  quote  General  Van 
Fleet  as  saying  our  units  in  Korea  are 
in  bad  shape  and  that  we  are  short  of 
ammunition.  Some  quote  him  as  ex- 
pressing confidence  that  our  troops  can 
meet  any  eventuality.  Others  quote 
General  Taylor,  the  present  field  com- 
mander in  Korea,  as  saying  our  ammuni- 
tion supplies  are  ample.  Others  quote 
the  President  and  the  Pentagon  as  say- 
ing that  our  ammunition  is  so  plentiful 
that  recent  shipments  have  been  di- 
verted to  Europe.  Among  these  articles 
are  reported  numerous  statements  of 
wide  variance  by  Bradley.  MacArthur, 
Van  Fleet,  Collins,  and  others  regarding 
the  conduct  of  the  war  in  Korea.  All 
of  this  must  be  as  painfully  confusing 
to  mothers  and  wives  of  fighting  men 
Mrit  Is  to  us.  If  retired  generals  may 
•#01^  .with  glory,  then  I  am  certain  we 


may  do  so  with  imderstanding  and  with 
better  grace,  for  as  Congressmen  our 
opportunity  for  constructive,  useful,  and 
helpful  action  is  completely  out  of  pro- 
portion to  our  responsibilities. 

Words  are  often  dangerous.  Freedom 
of  speech  is  a  cherished  heritage.  At 
times  it  can  be  a  hazardous  practice.  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  but  that  the  sugges- 
tion in  the  old  ballad. that  "old  soldiers 
fade  away"  was  not  a  good  one.  Instead 
they  seem  to  talk  every  day.  The  con- 
flict of  their  opinions  has  resulted  in  con- 
fusion that  certainly  is  not  for  the  best 
interest  of  our  country.  What  unhappy 
and  bitter  reactions  thousands  of  Ameri- 
can mothers  and  fathers  of  young  men 
must  experience  when  they  read  the.se 
statements.  And  what  of  the  reactions 
of  a  Member  of  Congress  who  sincerely 
feels  a  great  responsibility,  not  only  for 
the  broad,  general  policies  of  govern- 
ment, but  a  very  personal  anguish  over 
individual  misery,  suffering  and  blood- 
shed occasioned  by  combat.  The  expe- 
rience and  general  information  gained  by 
American  generals  is  public  property. 
Wisdom  dictates  that  it  be  used  in  proper 
channels.  Public  discussions  involving 
different  views  over  supplies  and  tactical 
operations  but  further  confuse  us.  Of 
this  I  am  certain.  And  I  am  also  certain 
that  if  retired  and  experienced  generals 
shared  as  much  information  with  the 
appropriate  agencies  and  committees  be- 
fore retiring  as  after,  we  would  better 
know  where  we  are  than  where  we  were. 
Friday's  press  carried  a  story  charging 
the  present  flareup  of  fighting  in  Korea 
to  General  Van  Fleet's  statements.  I 
pray  that  such  is  not  the  case. 

It  is  no  refiection  upon  the  generals' 
earned  glory  and  public  service  to  sug- 
gest to  them  the  same  public  courage 
while  in  service  as  some  of  them  demon- 
strate upon  retirement.  This  body  and 
other  responsible  agencies  should  not  be 
relegated  to  post  audits.  Much  better  it 
would  be,  I  think,  if  we  could  be  informed 
in  time  rather  than  shocked  too  late. 
As  the  military  might  say,  a  critique  at 
reveille  might  be  more  effective  than 
one  at  taps.  Few  of  us,  if  any,  are  able 
to  evaluate  conflicting  estimates  of  mili- 
tary planners  and  commanders.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  enemy  can  and  does  evalu- 
ate all  information,  with  profit.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  national  interest  demands 
an  end  to  public  bickering  regarding  our 
military  requirements,  our  weaknesses, 
our  strength,  and  our  soft  spots.  Ameri- 
can people  do  not  need  to  be  frightened. 
They  want  to  be  and  are  entitled  to  be 
properly  led  and  represented. 

They  look  to  you  and  me  to  bring  such 
situations  into  focus.  We  must  move  to 
bring  order  and  objectivity  to  the  Ko- 
rean war.  A  hundred  and  thirty  thou- 
sand human  casualties  and  billions  of 
dollars  expended  in  other  unrecoverable 
resources  should  be  enough  to  bring  us 
to  the  reality  that  the  future  course  must 
be  different  from  the  one  now  followed. 
We  are  where  we  started,  except  for  our 
casualties,  and  our  expenditures,  and 
except  for  the  tragic  fact  that  the  enemy 
is  much  more  formidable,  much  better 
equipped,  trained,  and  planned. 

Those  who  advocate  "wait  and  see" 
would,  of  course,  be  heroes  if  the  Asian 
situation    would   suddenly    right   itself 


without  further  bloodshed.    I  am  willing 
and  anxious  for  them  to  be  correct;  I 
have  no  hope  that  they  will  be.    I  have 
no  right  to  expect  that  they  will  be.     We 
cannot  dismiss  our  present  dilemma  with 
the  statement  that  Communist  aggres- 
sion must  be  stopped.    Such  a  statement 
is  true.     It  is  much  too  broad  to  trans- 
late into  military  orders.     It  brings  into 
being   only   relative   problems   such   as 
"ample"  and  "shortage  "  and  only  fur- 
ther darkens  the  atmosphere  of  blind- 
ness.    Against  what  objective  can  Con- 
gress act?     Against  what  criteria  can 
Congress  judge  the  number  of  men.  the 
quantity   of   ammunition  and   material 
neces.<;ary  and  sufficient  or  ample  to  com- 
plete the  needs  of  our  troops  in  Korea? 
We   must   have   a   feasible   goal.    That 
which  would  permit  a  holding  action, 
that  which  would  supply  a  limited  of- 
fensive, and  that  which  would  contem- 
plate a  decisive  military  victory  is  so 
different  as  to  make  it  ridiculous  for 
anyone  to  judge  with  intelligence  and 
assurance.     We  need  aad  must  have  a 
new  recipe  for  mixing  war  and  politics. 
The  old  one  just  does  not  come  out  right. 
A  military  objective  which  we  are  ca- 
pable of  meeting  must  precede  a  polit- 
ical victory.     The  leaders  of  our  enemies 
are  not  the  fools  we  would  like  them  to 
be.     Their  cunning  and  ruthlessness  are 
strengthened  by  the  use  of  human  re- 
.sources  without  regard  to  human  dignity. 
They  do  not  tire  of  human  bloodshed, 
nor  reason  in  the  interest  of  humanity. 
We  can  never  satisfy  their  appetite  for 
war  until  we  give  them  more  than  they 
can  take.    Who,  Mr.  Speaker.  Is  respon- 
sible for  the  course,  the  course  of  Ameri- 
can troops  being  committed  to  combat  in 
Korea  or  elsewhere?     The  United  Na- 
tions, the  President,  or  the  Congress?     I 
am  not  unmindful  of  the  United  Nations 
or    the    hopes    and    aspirations    that 
brought  it  into  being.     Nor  am  I  un- 
mindful of  the  nobleness  of  its  aspira- 
tions.    I  am  conscious,  however,  of  Its 
inability   at   the   present   time   to   face 
fully  and  effectively  meet  the  challenge 
of  Communist  aggression. 

The  United  Nations  cannot  at  this  time 
be  relied  upon  to  steer  the  course  of  our 
actions  in  Korea.  I  have  sympathy  and 
understanding  for  the  objectives  of  the 
United  Nations.  It  is  too  early  to  place 
faith  or  hope  upon  their  effectiveness.  I 
am  content  in  the  belief  that  General 
Eisenhower,  as  nnr  Pre^idont,  po.s*e«e* 
the  experience,  character,  and  capacity 
to  lead  us  successfully  and  to  direct  our 
future  operations  in  this  war.  It  is  with 
no  lack  of  confidence  in  the  President 
that  I  suggest  that  this  Congress,  too.  has 
a  responsibility  for  overt  action,  a  three- 
fold action,  may  I  suggest.  We  ought,  by 
appropriate  resolution,  recognize  the 
character  of  this  confiict  as  war  and 
spell  out  a  positive  request  for  military 
victory.  Only  the  foolish  can  fail  to 
realize  that  we  should  not  continue  to 
meet  such  aggression  on  the  terms  of  the 
enemy.  Brawn  against  brawn  is  a  fool- 
ish course.  The  brains  of  a  free  people 
can  defeat  the  brawn  of  a  slave  state, 
but  we  must  use  our  brains.  Sentiment 
and  fears  are  unacceptable  substitutes. 
In  his  noted  message  to  Congress  in 
February,  the  President  recognized  this 
when  he  spoke  regarding  the  release  of 


1033 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


5587 


the  naval  blockade  arovmd  Formosa.    As 

he  put  it: 

There  Is  no  longer  any  logic  or  sense  in  a 
condition  that  requires  the  United  States 
Niivy  to  assume  responsibility  on  behalf  of 
Chinese  Communists.     This  permitted — 

Said  the  general — 
thr>se  Communists  with  greater  Impunity  to 
kill    our   soldiers   and    those    of    our   United 
Nations  allies  In  Korea. 

He  concluded: 

We  certainly  have  no  obligation  to  protect 
a  nation  fighting  us  In  Korea. 

The  President's  thinking  in  that  re- 
gard made  good  sense.     Is  it.  however, 
less  senseless  for  our  leaders  to  fetter 
our  own  committed  forces  in  Korea  with 
limitations  that  preclude  a  decisive  mili- 
tary victory.     Our  forces  on  the  ground, 
on  the  sea.  and  In  the  air  are  chained 
to  an  arena  of   the  enemy's  choosing. 
t)eyond   which   area   the  enemy  moves, 
trades,  produces,  trains,  and  transports 
w  ith  impunity— a.ssured  impunity.    Who 
is  afraid  of  a  chained  watchdog?     Only 
those  w  ho  choose  to  be  bitten.     Is  It  pos- 
sible to  conceive  of  a  more  satisfactory 
way  for  the  enemy  to  engage  us  in  com- 
bat?— to  use  troops  of  other  nations,  to 
flcht  on  foreign  soil,  with  the  knowledge 
that  so  long  as  they  stay  beyond  the  arbi- 
trary chalked-off  arena   no   harm  will 
come  to  them?     Modem  as  this  type  of 
warfare  may  be,  it  Is  ridiculous,  demor- 
alizing, and  senseless,  more  so  than  a 
continued  blockade  of  Formosa.     By  our 
own  rules  our  Air  Force  and  our  Navy 
and  our  ground  forces  are  committed  to 
a  policy  of  protecting  the  Communists 
except  when  the  Communists  choose  to 
be  targets.    Such  limitations  and  restric- 
tions carmot  be  longer  tolerated. 

I  know,  and  all  of  you  know,  the  argu- 
ments which  are  used  to  support  such  a 
position.    I  have  heard  them  with  pa- 
tience for  more  than  2  years.    I  know  the 
fears  of  world  conflict  and  total  war.    I 
know  all  of  the  argxmients  and  all  of  the 
fears,  but  I  also  know  that  we  cannot  ar- 
range an  agenda  for  war  as  we  do  for 
political    discussions.    War    does     not 
adapt  itself  to  niceties  nor  to  the  desires 
of  the  peaceful.    By  Its  very  nature  it  Is 
a  wln-or-lose  affair.    Whatever  reasons 
Inspire  the  political  and  military  consid- 
erations which  have  bound  our  troops 
and  forces  to  unconscionable  limitations 
have  served  only  to  strengthen  the  enemy 
and  to  give  him  time  to  make  victory 
more  expensive  to  us.     This  Congress 
should  emancipate  our  own  forces.    We 
ought  to  unchain  ourselves.    We  should 
free  the  full  power  of  America,  and  of 
freemen  everywhere  to  use  their  com- 
plete strength  and  in  so  doing  let  the 
enemy   worry   about  the  consequences, 
not  our  friends. 

Members  of  this  body  are  In  no  posi- 
tion to  plan  or  execute  military  strategy. 
I  make  no  such  proposal  here.  Where  to 
fight  and  how  to  fight,  where  and  how 
our  Air,  Naval,  and  Ground  Forces  are 
deployed  are  decisions  which  the  Presi- 
dent and  his  military  advisers  must 
make.  Ours,  however,  is  the  right  to  di- 
rect and  order  that  such  decisions  be 
made  with  the  objective  of  victory.  The 
removal  of  all  restrictions  upon  our 
Armed  Forces  would  not  direct  the  bomb- 
ing of  or  the  invasion  of  China  or  the 


blockade  and  sinking  of  supplies  intend- 
ed for  the  enemy.  It  would  mean  com- 
plete freedom  for  the  President  and 
military  forces  under  his  command  to 
plan  and  take  such  action  as  will  bring 
an  ending  to  this  endless  conflict.  It 
would  mean  that  the  enemy's  immunity 
under  our  present  pwllpy  setup  would  be 
canceled  and  that  all  enemy  actions, 
wherever  they  may  be.  are  in  danger  of 
attack  and  destruction.  It  would  mean 
that  the  enemy's  head  and  his  heart,  as 
well  as  his  hands  and  the  puppets  he 
manipulates,  would  be  vulnerable  to  at- 
tack and  destruction.  It  would  instill 
fear  In  the  heart  of  the  enemy  and  good 
heart  In  the  spirit  of  our  j)eople.  It 
would  bring  order  and  purposefulness  to 
our  actions  and  It  would  permit  us  to 
plan  and  act  with  intelligence.  We  could 
clear  away  the  blind  spots  of  stagnation 
and  dissipate  the  foggy  atmosphere  of 
indecision.  It  would  answer  the  why  of 
service  and  sacrifice.  It  would  permit  us 
to  walk  forward  with  a  bold  step  instead 
of  stumbling  as  we  are. 

Such  action,  I  feel  confident,  would 
assure  the  President  of  the  people's  con- 
fidence In  his  judgment,  his  experience, 
and  his  leadership.  Surely  the  answer 
to  those  who  fear  a  bigger  confiict  can- 
not be  met  or  appeased  by  continuing  an 
endless  bloodshed  under  the  restrained 
rules  of  fear.  There  Is  one  thing,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  Is  worse  than  engaging  in 
war;  that  Is  to  lose  one. 

On  my  desk  Is  a  copy  of  Lincoln's  Get- 
tysburg address  which  was  sent  to  me 
by  the  Purple  Heart  Association.  From 
that  unforgettable  speech,  you  will  rec- 
ognize similar  lines. 

The  world  will  little  note  nor  long 
remember  what  we  say  here,  but  It  w^lU 
never  forget  what  we  do  here.  It  is  for 
us.  the  living,  rather  to  be  dedicated 
here  to  the  unfinished  work  which  they 
who  fought  there  have  every  right  to 
expect. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  F>ermission  to 
extend  remarks  In  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  King  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Wampler  and  to  include  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Kiwanis  Club  of 
Haysl.  Va. 

Mr.  Hope  In  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter  in  one. 

Mr.  DoLLivER  and  to  Include  a  speech 
he  made  on  the  occasion  of  naturaliza- 
tion proceedings  held  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  on  March  10  and  the  program. 

Mrs.  Church  and  to  include  the 
seventh  of  a  series  of  articles  on  "Know 
Your  Goverimient." 

Mr.  Lane  In  three  instances. 

Mr.  Price  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Yates  and  to  include  an  editorial 
appearing  In  the  Chicago  Daily  Sun- 
Times  of  Monday.  March  30. 

Mr.  Madden  and  to  include  a  speech 
made  by  Ambassador  Lodge  at  the 
United  Nations  on  March  25. 

Mr.  Machrowicz  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 


Mr.  Keogh  'at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Cormack)  and  to  include  an  editorial 
concerning  James  A.  Farley. 

Mr.  Farrington  In  two  Instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Halleck). 

Mr.  Hinshaw  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Halleck)  and  to  include  an  address  he 
delivered  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Meader  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 
Mr.  Allen  of  California  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Qalifomia  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  Florida  and  to  Include 
an  essay. 

Mr.  Green  and  to  Include  a  speech. 
Mr.  PoAGE  and  to  Include  a  letter. 
Mr.  Feighan  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  made  in  Committee  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Kansas  and  to  include 
two  resolutions. 

Mr.  Kelley  of  Pennsylvania  in  two 
instances. 

Mr.  Elliott  in  three  Instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 
Mr.  BoGGs  and  to  Include  an  editorial. 
Mr.  McCORMACK  in  two  instances;  to 
include  In  one  the  text  of  a  statement  on 
the  rights  and  responsibilities  of  univer- 
sities and  their  faculties,  issued  by  the 
Association  of  American  Universities; 
and  in  the  other  to  Include  a  statement 
made  by  Hon.  James  M.  Mead. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
Include  a  letter  from  Admiral  Boone, 
director  of  the  medical  and  surgical  serv- 
ice of  the  Veterans'  Administration,  and 
certain  resolutions. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Allen  of  California,  from  April  2 
to  16,  inclusive,  on  account  of  oflficial 
business. 

Mr.  Patten,  for  April  1  and  2,  on  ac- 
count of  official  business. 


SENATE    BILLS    AND    CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION  REFERRED 

Bills  and  a  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles  were 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and, 
under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.41.  An  act  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917,  as  amended;  to  the  Conmilttee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  55.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carol  Lynn 
Barbara  Hecht;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8. 69.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Peter 
C.  T.  Kao,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  71.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bernard  W. 
Olson;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Norman  S. 
MacPhee;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  166.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Louise 
Marie  Josephine  Belloir;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Jeanne 
Maria  Kenneth  Langlo;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8.  306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Waltraut 
Mies  van  der  Rohe;  to  the  Committee  on  Ui« 
Judiciary. 
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S.  314.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cornelius 
A.  NaTorl;  to  tbe  Committee  on  tlie  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  516.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ronald  Lee 
Oennlng;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  55«.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marinella 
Taletti;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
8.  616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Albert 
Haas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  719.  An  act  to  provide  tranaportation  on 
Canadian  veeaela  between  Skagway.  Alaska, 
and  other  points  in  Alaska,  between  Haines, 
Alaska,  and  other  points  in  Alaska,  between 
Hyder,  Alaska,  and  other  points  In  Alaska 
or  the  continental  United  States,  either  di- 
rectly or  via  a  foreign  port,  or  for  any  part 
of  the  transportation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

S.  8H.  An    act   for    the    reUef    of    George 
Mauner;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
8.  846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  An- 
thony Desotell;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

S.  851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  M.  MendenhaU;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  863.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacqueline 
Sue  Lawn  (Akeml  Inoue);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  903.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  transporta- 
tion in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of 
lethal  munitions  except  when  proc\ired  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica or  an  Instrumentality  thereof  for  itself 
or  pursuant  to  an  authorized  foreign-assist- 
ance program;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Har- 
old  Wall;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  984.  An  act  making  provisions  for  Judi- 
cial review  of  certain  tax-court  decisions; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8. 1039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Luclllo  Grassl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  1041.  An  act  to  abolish  the  United  States 
Conunlsslon  for  the  construction  of  a  Wash- 
ington-Lincoln Memorial  Gettysburg  Boule- 
vard; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

S.  1082.  An  act  to  approve  a  conveyance 
made  by  the  city  of  Charleston,  S.  C.  to 
the  South  Carolina  State  Ports  Authority, 
of  real  property  heretofore  granted  to  said 
city  of  Charleston  by  the  United  States  of 
America;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries. 

S.  1410.  An  act  to  amend  section  9  of  the 
Rubber  Act  of  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

8.  Con.  Res.  19.  Concurrent  resolution  es- 
tabll;hing  a  Joint  committee  to  make  a  study 
of  public  transportation  serving  the  District 
of  Columbia;   to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


spect  to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted  to 
Members  of  Congress; 

H.  R.  3668.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional a  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
Importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad; 

H.  R.  3659.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1, 
1955.  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  bo 
exempt  from  duty;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution. 


BILLS    AND    A    JOINT    RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  joint 
resolution  and  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hlsaml 
Yoshida; 

H.  R.  861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen; 

H.  R.  1192.  An  act  fur  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl; 

H.  R.  3062.  An  act  to  amend  section  3841 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the 
schedules  of  the  arrival  and  departure  of 
the  mall,  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  re- 
lating to  the  postal  service,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  with  re- 
spect to  the  survivorship  beneflts  granted 
to  Members  of  Congress; 

H.  R.  3658.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
Importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad; 

H.  R.  3659.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1. 
1955,  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  into  the  Uilted 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be 
exempt  from  duty;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  en- 
actment of  this  Joint  resolvitlon. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTION SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  the  following  titles, 
which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the 
Speaker: 

H.  R.  759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hlsaml 
Yoshida; 

H.  R.  861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paiilsen; 

H.  R.  1193.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl: 

H.  R.  3062.  An  act  to  amend  section  3841 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the 
schedules  of  the  arrival  and  depaxtxire  of 
the  mall,  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  re- 
lating to  the  postal  service,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
te»  MfSUrement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  with  re- 


flrst  lieutenant  of  nurses  and  medical  spe- 

clallsU  In  the  Regular  Army  and  Regular 
Air  Force,  and  appointment  with  rank  of 
lieutenant  (Junior  grade)  of  nurses  in  the 
Regular  Navy";  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

592.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  by  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  for  the  6-month  period 
July  1.  1952.  through  December  31,  1952, 
pursuant  to  sections  106  (a)  and  212  (c)  of 
the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Safety  Act  (66  Stat. 
692;  Public  Law  552.  82d  Cong.);  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

593.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  a  report  on  rec- 
ords proposed  for  disposal  and  lists  or  sched- 
ules  covering  records  proposed  for  disposal 
by  certain  Government  agencies;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 

594.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  transmitting 
a  report  on  backlog  of  pending  applications 
and  hearing  cases  In  the  Federal  Communi- 
cations commission  as  of  February  28.  1953, 
pursuant  to  section  5  (e)  of  the  Communi- 
cations Act  as  aniended  July  16,  1952.  by 
Public  Law  554;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

595.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman, 
Munitions  Board,  transmitting  the  Fifth 
Annual  Report  on  the  National  Industrial 
Reserve,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  Na- 
tional Industrial  Reserve  Act  of  1948.  Publlo 
Law  883.  80th  Congress;  to  the  Committa* 
on  Armed  Services. 

596  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  proposed  bill  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  section  3802  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  to  provide  exemption  for  diplo- 
matic officers  and  employees  from  payment 
of  Internal  revenue  taxes  on  Imported  arti- 
cles"; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Mean*. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  4  o'clock  and  58  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House,  pursuant  to  its  previous 
order,  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Wednesday.  April  1.  1953,  at  11  o'clock 
a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as 
follows : 

590.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  July  28.  1942  (c.  528.  56 
Stat.  722),  relating  to  posthimaous  appoint- 
ments and  commissions,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses"; to  the  Conunittee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

691.  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  Army-Navy  Nurses  Act  of  1947  to 
authorize  the  appointment  in  the  grade  of 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  195.  Resolution 
for  consideration  of  S.  1110,  an  act  to  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Direc- 
tor of  Central  Intelligence;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  226).  Referred  to  the 
House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  1242.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, or  hla  authorized  representative,  to 
convey  certain  school  properties  to  local 
school  districts  or  public  agencies;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  226).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H.  R.  2130.  A 
bill  to  declare  that  the  United  States  holds 
certain  lands  in  trust  for  the  Bad  River 
Baud  of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa  Indiana  of 
the  State  of  Wisconsin;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  227) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  ths 
Union. 

Mr.  HYDE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3429.  A  bill  to  amend  clause  (4)  of 
section  35  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  as  amend- 
ed; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  228). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
H.  R.  3480.  A  bill  to  amend  section  509  of 
title  V  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  to 
extend  for  3  years  the  period  during  which 
agricultural  workers  may  be  nmde  available 
for  employment  under  such  title;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  229).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 
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Mrs.  HARDEN:  Comnilttee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  3367.  A  bill  to 
smend  section  1715  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  to  permit  the  transmission  In 
the  malls  to  certain  officers  and  employees 
of  State,  Territorial.  District,  and  local  gov- 
ernments of  pistols,  revolvers,  and  other 
firearnos  capable  of  being  concealed  on  the 
person,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  230).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bill-s  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr  DONDERO: 
H  R  4351.  A  bill  to  preserve  the  scenic 
beauty  of  the  Niagara  Falls  and  River,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  certain  works 
of  Improvement  on  that  river  for  power 
purjx>ses.  and  to  further  the  Interests  of  na- 
tional security  by  authorizing  the  prompt 
development  of  such  works  of  Improvement 
for  p<jwer  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  FINO: 
H  R  4352.  A  bill  to  permit  deduction  for 
Income  tax  purposes  of  certain  expenses  in- 
curred by  working  mothers  in  providing  care 
for  their  children   while   they  are  at  work; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 
H  R  4353.  A  bill   to  increase   farmer  par- 
ticipation In  ownership  and  control   of  the 
Federal  farm  credit  system;  to  create  a  Fed- 
eral Farm   Credit  Board;    to  abolish  certain 
ofBces;   to  impoee  a  franchise  tax  upon  cer- 
tain farm  credit  Institutions;  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
H.  R  4354.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  modifica- 
tion of  the  existing  project  for  the  Colum- 
bia River  between  Chinook.  Wash.,  and  the 
head    of   Sand    Island    In   order    to    improve 
facilities  for  navigation;    to  the  Committee 
on  Public  "Works. 

By  Mi.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota  (by  re- 
quest) : 
H  R.  4355.  A  bill  to  amend  section  221 
(c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  order 
to  clarify  certain  requirements  relating  to 
the  designation  of  persona  upon  whom 
process  may  be  served;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  4356.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Teachers'  Leave  Act  of  1949;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

H,  R.  4357.  A  bill  to  amend  section  15  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Control  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  4358.     A    blU    to    amend    the    Taft- 
Hartley  Act;  to-the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By   Mr.   PRICE: 
H  R.  4359.  A  bill   to  provide  for  the   per- 
formance of  heraldic  services  for  the  United 
States    by    the    Quartermaster    General;    to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  ROBERTS: 
H  R.  4360.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  city  of  Annlston.  Ala.,  of  certain 
real  property  within  Fort  McClellan,  Ala.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  SHORT: 
H.  R.  4361.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
25,    1942.  relating  to  the  making  of  photo- 
graphs   and    sketches    of    properties    of    the 
Military  Establishment,  to  continue  In  effect 
the  provisions  thereof  until  6  months  after 
the  present  national  emergency;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.   BERRY: 
H  R.  4362.  A  bill  to  provide  financial  as- 
sistance to  certain  Sioux  Indians  employed 
In  course  of  on-the-job  training  in  a  busi- 
ness   and    Industrial    establishment;    to   the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Aflalra. 


By  Mr.  BROYHILL: 

H.  R.  4363.  A  bUl  to  authorl«  the  Presi- 
dent to  establish  daylight-saving  time  each 
year    in    the    District   of    Columbia;    to   the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By   Mr.   REED   of   Illinois: 

H.  R.  4364.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the 
act  of  January  2.  1942,  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  claims 
for  damages  occasioned  by  Army.  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  forces  in  foreign  countries." 
relative  to  the  composition  pf  claims  com- 
missions; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  4365.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  trans- 
mittal of  communistic  propaganda  matter  in 
the  United  States  maUs  or  In  Interstate  com- 
merce for  circulation  or  use  in  public 
schools:  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
ClvU  Service. 

By   Mr.  SHORT: 

H.  R  4366.  A  bill  to  continue  In  effect  cer- 
tain appointments  as  officers  and  as  warrant 
officers  of  the  Army  and  of  the  Air  Force;  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 

H.  R.  4367.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on 
the  State  of  Nevada  over  offenses  committed 
by  or  against  Indians  on  Indian  reservations; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  4368.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintenance  of  a  dam 
and  incidental  works  In  the  main  stream 
of  the  Colorado  River  at  Bridge  Canyon;  to 
the  Conmaittee  •  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 


President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  title  16 
of  the  United  States  Code  providing  for 
taxes  upon  the  sale  of  toilet  preparations 
and  upon  the  sale  of  wallets,  ladles'  hand- 
bags, and  similar  handbags  and  similar 
articles;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Leglslatiu-e  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  legislation  to  exempt  pensions 
or  moneys  received  from  labor-union  funds 
from  taxation  by  the  Federal  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memo- 
rials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona:  Memorial  of 
the  Arizona  State  Legislature  requesting 
that  the  National  Park  Service,  the  Indian 
Affairs  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment, and  the  Public  Roads  Bureau  give 
most  serious  consideration  to  the  develop- 
ment of  these  constructive  projects  in  co- 
operation with  the  governments  of  the 
States  of  Arizona.  Nevada,  and  Utah,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indians  and  others  residing 
In  the  area  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States;  to  tl^  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  me- 
morializing the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  not  to  take  any  further 
lands  of  Hoke  County  for  defense  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on   Armed  SerVlces. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a 
water-storage  reservoir  to  be  known  as  the 
Nambe  Dam  and  to  be  located  on  the  Nambe 
River  within  the  Pojoaque  soil-conservation 
district.  New  Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  regarding  the  construction  of  a  series 
of  small  dams  at  the  head  of  the  streams, 
on  the  Coyote,  the  Agua  Negra.  the  Cebolla, 
the  Sapello.  and  the  Manuelltas  Creeks,  in 
Mora  and  San  Miguel  Counties.  N.  Mex.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  a  proposed  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to 
effect  a  change  In  the  method  of  electing  the 
President  and  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  XiCglslature  of  the 
State    of    New    Mexico,    memorialising    the 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BARRETT: 
H.  R.  4369.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonias 
Kalogrias;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  BOSCH: 
H.  R.  4370.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Judith 
Ann  Zahoransky;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  BUCHANAN: 
H.  R.  4371.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  June  Ann 
Sakural;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CARRIGG  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  4372.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dominica 
Pontana;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missoxui: 
H.  R.  4373.  A  blU   for   the  relief   of  Elmer 
George  Reltmeyer  and  Johanna  Mary  Relt- 
meyer;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.    GAMBLE: 
H.  R.4374.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Frimmel;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  4375.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Julia  S. 
Criswell;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GWINN: 
H.  R.  4376.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Attlllo 
Gabrlele;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   HESELTON: 
H.  R.  4377.  A   bill  for  the  relief  of  Natan 
and  Anna  Berenholz;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN: 
H.  R.  4378.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ng  May 
Ngon;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  Yc«-k: 
H.  R.  4379.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nlcolal 
Lazarescu;   to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  OSTERTAG: 
H.  R.  4380.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  James 
Beaman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  4381.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fumlyo 
Maeda;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  4382.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Lottie  Longo   (formerly  Lottie  Guetler);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas : 
H.  R.  4383.  A  bill   for   the   relief  of   Chln- 
Ok-Klm;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RILEY: 
H.  R.  4384.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Christina 
Whltaker  (Iwamura  Keiko);  to  the  Conunit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  RODINO: 
H.  R.  4385.  A   biU    for   the   relief   of   Jose 
Florenclo  Caamano  Fernandez;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SIEMINSKI: 
H.  R.  4386.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Gloac- 
chino  Varsalona;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS: 
H.  R.  4387.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  recognize  the  high  public 
service  rendered  by  MaJ.  Walter  Reed,"  ap- 
proved February  28,  1929;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  WILSON  of  California: 
H.  R.  4388.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cabrlllo 
Land  Co.,  of  San  Diego,  Calif.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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By  Mi".  YATES: 
H.R.  4389.  A   bill   for   the  relief  of  Iflss 
Aimee  M.  Tbu;    to  tiie  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETTTIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  nile  XXll.  petitions 
were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

127.  By  Mr.  CANFIKLD:  Resolutlona  of  the 
American  Legion.  Department  of  New  Jersey, 
reaffirming  Its  vigorous  support  of  the  princi- 
ple of  the  universal  military  training  and 
service  law  and.  in  partlcxilar.  the  American 
Legion  bill  for  universal  military  training; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

128.  By  Mr.  McGREGOR:  PeUtion  of  Wil- 
liam Kozma,  financial  secretary.  U.  E.  Local 
758.  Mansfield.  Ohio,  and  signed  by  employees 
of  the  highway  department  of  Richland 
County  and  the  Ohio  Brass  Co.  asking  for 
support  of  H.  R.  117  and  for  a  cut  In  taxes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

129.  By  the  SPEAKER :  Petition  of  Paul  C. 
Clorta.  and  others.  Daytona  Beach.  Fla.,  re- 
questing passage  of  H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447, 
social-security  legislation  known  as  the 
Townsend  plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

130.  Also,  petition  of  the  president  of  the 
Board.  Foreign  Missions  and  Overseas  Inter- 
church  Service.  New  York.  N.  Y..  relative  to 
the  immigration  laws  and  to  enact  emergency 
legislation  to  operate  until  a  revised  immi- 
gration law  Is  approved;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

131.  Also,  petition  of  Isldro  C.  Tlzon.  and 
others,  of  Ormoc  City,  Phlltpplnes.  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  continuously  giving  moral  and 
material  support  to  the  Philippines  and  to 
reconsider  the  recognition  of  deserving  guer- 
rilla outfits  all  ovet  the  Philippines;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Tajt.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday. 
March  30.  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


mm^ 


MESSAGES   FROM  THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  April  1,  1953 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God,  for  this  hallowed 
moment  of  devotion  we  would  hush  into 
stillness  our  busy  thoughts.  So  relent- 
lessly are  we  driven  by  the  pressure  of 
demanding  days  that  our  souls  become 
Jaded  and  drained.  In  these  solemn 
and  searching  days  of  the  passion  help 
us  to  take  time  to  search  our  own  hearts. 
We  would  turn  from  the  tragic,  troubled 
world  without  to  that  inner  kingdom 
where  cur  own  deepest  desires  and  mo- 
tives are  regnant,  knowing  that  there 
are  the  issues  of  life  and  that  as  a  man 
thinketh  in  his  own  heart,  so  is  he.  We 
would  dim  all  lesser  lights  that  the  light 
within  may  shine  with  a  new  radiance: 
In  that  light  we  would  see  ourselves  as 
we  really  are,  stained  by  selfishness, 
warped  by  prejudice,  blinded  by  pride, 
duped  by  false  lights  that  fail. 

Grant  unto  us  the  grace  of  penitence 
that  we  may  not  grow  insensible  to  our 
need  of  forgiveness  from  one  another 
and  from  Thee.  In  the  crises  of  our 
times  join  us,  we  pray,  with  those  who 
across  the  wastes  and  wilderness  of  hu- 
man need,  preparing  the  way  of  the  Lord, 
throw  up  »  highway  for  our  God.  We 
ask  It  in  the  name  of  the  Christ  of  this 
Holy  WeA    Amen. 


MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  4198)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources  and  the  resources 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  90)  providing  that 
when  the  House  adjourns  on  Thursday, 
April  2,  1953,  it  stand  adjourned  until 
12  o'clock  meridian  on  Monday,  April  13. 
1953.  in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 


TITLES  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS — REPORT  OP  A  COMMIT- 
TEE SUBMITTED  DURING  AD- 
JOURNMENT 

Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Senate 
of  March  27.  1953. 

Mr.  CORDON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  submitted 
on  March  31.  1953.  the  report  (No.  133) 
on  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RES- 
OLUTION SIGNED  DURING  AD- 
JOURNMENT 

Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Senate  of 
March  30.  1953. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore,  on 
March  31.  1953.  signed  the  following 
enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolution,  which 
had  previously  been  signed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives: 

H.  R.  759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hlsaml 
loshlda; 

H.  R.  861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edith 
Marie  Paulsen; 

H.R.  1192.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Steve 
Emery  Sobanskl; 

H.  R.  3062.  An  act  to  amend  section  3841 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to  the 
schedules  of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the 
mall,  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relating 
to  the  postal  service,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3073.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  with  re- 
spect to  the  survivorship  benefits  granted  to 
Members  of  Congress; 

H.  R.  3658.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  years  the  existing  privilege  of  free 
importation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
abroad; 

H.R.  3659.  An  act  to  extend  until  July  1, 
1956,  the  period  during  which  personal  and 
household  effects  brought  Into  the  United 
States  under  Government  orders  shall  be 
exemprt;  from  duty;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  223.  Joint  resolution  providing 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  shall 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution. 


LEAVES  OP  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Johwson  of  Texas, 
and  by  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Andek- 
soN  was  excused  from  attendance  on  the 
sessions  of  the  Senate  until  Monday, 
April  13.  1953.  because  of  official  business. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  absent  from 
sessions  of  the  Senate  tomorrow,  and 
also  Monday  and  Tuesday  of  next  week. 
My  expected  absence  will  be  partially  be- 
cause of  official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, leave  is  granted. 


COMMITTEE      MEETINGS      DURINa 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Ammunition  Shortages  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  was  author- 
ized to  sit  this  afternoon  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  was  authorized 
to  sit  this  afternoon  during  the  session 
of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Diskskn,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  a  special  subcom- 
mittee investigating  trading  with  the 
enemy  was  authorized  to  meet  this  after- 
noon during  the  session  of  the  Senate. 


STANDBY  CONTROLS 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  there  was 
published  in  the  magazine  America  for 
March  14,  1953,  an  article  entitled  "Sen- 
ator Capehart  for  Standby  Controls." 
written  by  Rev.  Benjamin  L.  Masse.  S.  J. 
This  is  a  very  complimentary  and  inter- 
esting article,  which  I  feel  should  be 
incorporated  in  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord. For  that  reason.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senator  Capehart  for  Standby  Controls 
(By  Benjamin  L.  Masse) 

On  a  number  of  occasions  since  the  war, 
this  writer  has  differed  sharply  with  the  eco- 
nomic views  of  Indiana's  millionaire  Sena- 
tor, Homer  Capehart.  the  former  phonograph 
and  Jukebox  magnate.  The  most  recent  oc- 
casion was  the  so-called  Cap>ehart  amend- 
ment to  the  Defense  Production  Act,  which, 
by  guaranteeing  to  manufacturers  their  hU- 
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torlc  profit  margins,  threatened  to  make  ef- 
lectlve  price  control  extremely  difficult.  If  not 
impcislble.  Port\inately,  in  most  cases  sup- 
j)ly  caught  up  so  quickly  with  demand  that 
thr  mischievous  possibilities  of  this  profit  es- 
calator were  never  realized. 

In  view  of  this  background,  the  reader  wUl 
underjland  what  a  great  and  unexpected 
pleasure  it  la  to  be  able  now  to  take  a  stand 
on  Senator  Cafihart's  side.  Against  the  op- 
position of  the  Senate  majority  leader.  Mr. 
TAiT,  with  no  encouragement  whatsoever 
from  the  White  House,  the  Senator  has  start- 
ed a  fighting  campaign  for  standby  wage, 
price,  rent,  and  credit  controls.  It  seenw  to 
me  that  this  action  Is  so  sound  and  so  ob- 
viously In  the  public  Interest  that  former 
opponents  of  Mr.  Capehart  should  forget  the 
pn.«t.  res>lst  a  human  inclination  to  say  "I 
told  you  so,"  and  lend  him  whatever  help 
ihpy  can. 

In  a  moving  address  to  the  Senate  on  Feb- 
ruary 2.  Senator  Capihart  explained  what 
led  him,  a  convinced  and  rabid  defender  of 
tree  enterprise,  to  advocate  giving  to  the 
President  complete  standby  controls  over  the 
economy.  In  June  1950.  he  recalled,  prices 
In  this  country  were  relatively  stable,  as  they 
are  now.  There  were  no  shortagea  of  con- 
sumer goods  or  raw  materials  worth  bother- 
ing about.  By  that  time  consumers  had 
largely  satisfied  the  accumulated  needs  of 
wartime  and  were  again  spending  In  a  nor- 
mal. selecUve  way — except,  perhaps,  for 
h'lvislng.  Supply  and  oemand  were  In  happy 
balance. 

Then  came  the  sneak  Communist  attack  on 
the  Republic  of  Korea 

Remembering  the  shortages  of  World  War 
II.  consumers  started  an  unholy  scramble  for 
su>?ar,  shoes,  shirts,  t-slevlslon  sets,  sheets, 
and  pillow  cases,  and  all  sorts  of  other  items. 
Merchants  snapped  uji  aU  the  goods  they 
could  lay  their  hands  on.  Manufacturers 
combed  the  markeU  for  raw  materials,  espe- 
cially for  wool,  copper,  steel,  and  aluminum- 
Speculators  and  proflt€'«r8  added  to  the  gen- 
eral upward  pressure  cm  prices.  So  did  the 
many  reputable  businessmen  who  hiked 
prices  to  make  sure  that  when  the  freeze 
came,  they  would  be  on  the  safe  side. 

As  a  result  of  all  thl«  frenzied  activity,  the 
cost  of  living  Jumped  7  percent  between 
June  1950  and  January  1951.  when  former 
President  Truman  finally  imposed  price  con- 
trols. According  to  Senator  Capehart,  that 
6-month  splurge  cost  the  American  people 
118  billion.  It  added  bUllons,  too.  to  the 
cost  of  the  rearmament  program. 

Nor  was  that  the  only  cost  of  the  Korean 
inflation.  To  quote  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana: 

"More  Important  than  the  money  it  coet  la 
the  human  suffering  which  U  unnecessarily 
created  and  the  strain  and  stresses  it  puts 
on  our  economic  system.  It  creates  all  sorts 
of  dli-locatlons.  Ineqtiitles,  disequilibriums, 
friction  and  disruptions  in  our  personal  lives 
and  in  our  productUe  system  which  takes 
years  to  rectify." 

Senator  Capehart  la  urging  hla  standby 
controls  blU  because  he  wants  no  repetition 
of  that  debacle.  Everybody  hopes  against 
-  hope  that  the  Kremhn  wUl  not  start  other 
fires  on  the  enormous  periphery  of  the  So- 
viet Empire— fires  that  wiU  call  for  other  and 
equally  coetly  Korean  poUce  actions.  Every- 
one hopes  even  more  desperately  that  the 
cold  war.  the  tensions  In  Berlin  and  Iran, 
the  little  hot  wars  in  Indochina  and  Korea 
WiU  not  erupt  into  a  third  world  war.  But 
nobody  knows  for  sure  what  the  months  and 
years  ahead  hold  for  the  American  people. 
Just  as  we  are  readying  fire-fighting  equip- 
ment to  cope  with  possible  new  Soviet  ag- 
gressions abroad,  so  the  Senator  wotild  have 
us  equip  the  Government  to  deal  with  an- 
other upetirge  of  inflation  at  home. 

If  Korea  taught  u»  anything  at  all  about 
the  economic  aspects  of  modern  warfare,  it 
taught  us  that  delay  in  formulating  and  im- 
posing controls  over  wages,  prices,  rents,  and 
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credit  la  fatal.  In  Jtine  1950  almost  all  the 
authorities  in  the  land,  and  all  the  big  eco- 
nomic groups,  were  opposed  to  Immediate 
controls.  Looking  back  now,  we  can  see 
that  It  would  have  been  much  wiser  to  have 
frozen  all  wages  and  prices  simultaneously 
with  the  decision  to  oppose  Stalin's  brutal 
attack  on  South  Korea,  as  Bernard  Baruch 
advocated  at  the  time.  The  delay  of  6 
months   proved   disastrous. 

Should  there  be  another  crisis,  there  wlU 
be  a  slmUar  delay  in  dealing  with  it  unless 
Congress  approves  standby  controls  now.  No 
one  famllleir  with  the  ttme-consumlng  ways 
of  Washington  will  question  Senator  Cape- 
hart's  belief  that  between  the  time  a  Pres- 
ident requests  economic  controls  and  Con- 
gress gives  him  a  law.  at  least  3  months  are 
sure  to  elapse,  and  that  7  or  8  months  wUl 
slip  by  before  the  law  Is  properly  function- 
ing. That  Is  more  than  enough  time  for 
Inflation  to  get  out  of  hand. 

To  quiet  congressional  fear*  that  President 
Elsenhower  might  use  standby  authority 
over  the  economy  recklessly,  Senator  Capr- 
RART's  bill  provides  for  a  National  Advisory 
Council,  composed  of  representatives  of  con- 
sumers and  of  all  our  major  economic  groups, 
which  the  Prebldent  would  be  obliged  to 
consult  before  taking  any  action.  If  this 
Council  were  composed  of  eminent  men,  as 
Senator  Capehart  intends  that  It  shquld  be, 
it  would  provide  a  sufficient  guaranty 
against  hasty  and  Ill-advised  action.  In  any 
event,  the  bare  theoretical  posslbUlty  that 
the  President  might  abuse  the  authority  to 
control  prices  is  scarcely  an  adequate  reason 
for  withholding  it  from  him. 

In  explaining  his  bUl  to  the  Senators.  Mr. 
Capehart  noted  that  many  among  them 
would  be  surprised  to  see  him  in  the  role  of 
advocate  of  controls.  "He  had  not  changed 
his  beliefs,"  he  said.  He  remained  a  con- 
vinced free-enterpriser,  a  man  who  believed 
that  the  leas  Oovernmcnt  interfered  with 
the  economy,  the  better.  But  though  hla 
views  had  not  changed,  his  experience  and 
study  of  Inflation  since  coming  to  the  Sen- 
ate had  increased  his  knowledge  of  It.  He 
was,  paradoxically,  advocating  standby  con- 
trols now,  precisely  because  of  his  concern 
for  the  future  of  free  enterprise.  He  was 
fearful  that  another  inflationary  binge  would 
damage  the  economy  irreparably.  To  pre- 
serve economic  freedom  he  was  wiUlng  in 
times  of  crisis  to  limit  Its  exercise. 

That  Is  well  said  and  scarcely  needs  any 
comment.  I  am  confident  that  the  hearings 
on  the  Capehart  biU  now  in  progress  before 
the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tee wiU  support  the  strong  case  the  Senator 
has  made  for  it. 


The  State  Cliamber  of  Commerce  of 
West  Virginia  reports  that  63  mines  have 
closed  in  that  gi-eat  coal-producing  State 
since  January  1,  1953. 

In  1P52  the  projected  production  of 
coal  was  535  million  tons.  The  actual 
production  was.  465  million  tons.  The 
present  rate  of  residual  oil  importation 
indicates  that  the  1953  production  of  coal 
will  drop  25  percent  below  the  1952  figure. 

Residual  oil  is  principally  used  by  utili- 
ties and  industrial  plants.  It  is  not  used 
lor  home  heating. 

Another  matter  which  should  have 
serious  attention  is  the  effect  on  Federal, 
State,  and  local  taxes.  It  has  been  esti- 
mated that  the  loss  in  taxes  will  be  more 
than  $32  million.  A  further  loss  in  taxes 
will  result  from  the  fact  that  many 
miners,  railroad  workers,  and  others  in 
related  Industries  are  out  of  work  by 
reason  of  the  decreased  production  of 
coal. 

I  have  had  a  table  prepared  which 
shows  the  effect  of  foreign  residual  oil 
importations  on  Federal,  State,  and  local 
taxes  for  1952,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  be  inserted  in  the  Record 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  fellows: 

Effect  of  foreign  residual  imjiOTts  on  Federal, 
State,  and  local  taxes.  1952 

[All  dollar  figures  in  thousandsl 


Item 


1 


Bitnminoug  coal ' 
(tei  of  33.21  cents 
j#r  ton  on  31  mil- 
lion tonst 

2.  Miners'  wages 

3.  Kail  revenues. 

4.  Transportation     tax 

(4  cents  per  ton  on 

31  million  tons)  — 

6.  Rail  wages 


6.  Total  loss 

7.  Amoun;   rcaliied 

from  lO-W  tariB  at 
S.25  cents  per  bar- 
rel of  residual  oil 
imported  i5n 
80.971 ,000  •bairels— 
credit 


Revenue  |  Taxes  as 
or  income  a  percent 
lost       of  income 


$n.l44 
87,030 


43,863 


>1Z7 
•11.  9 


Taxes 
lost 


n2.7 


8.  Net  loss. 


$10,3M 

9,797 
10.357 


1.340 

5,571 


37,aeo 


4,7a 


82,637 


IMPORTATION  OP  RESIDUAL  FUEL 
OIL 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  not 
more  than  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MARTIN,  Mr.  President,  much 
has  been  said  in  this  Chamber  and  else- 
where regarding  the  importation  of  re- 
sidual oil  and  its  damaging  effect  on  the 
production  of  coal. 

During  the  last  3  months  there  has 
been  Imported  Into  the  United  States  a 
daily  average  of  477,000  barrels  of  resid- 
ual olL  In  1952. 128  million  barrels  were 
landed  on  the  eastern  seaboard,  the 
equivalent  of  over  30  million  tons  of  coaL 
As  a  result  13  mines  In  central  Pennsyl- 
vania have  closed  down,  throwing  1,658 
coal  miners  out  of  employment  and  seri- 
ously affecting  workers  in  many  related 
industries 


KOTE.— 1952  residual  imports  amounted  to  128,510,000 
barrels  or  approximately  31  million  tons  of  bituminous 
coal  based  on  4  1G7  barrels  equal  one  ton. 

I  Tax  of  33.21  cents  per  ton  broken  down  as  tollowK 

AmouiU 
Tax  (cetUt  per  ton) 

Federal  income - 20. 18 

Otlier  taxes -- ---  12.97 

Social  security  and  unemployment  compen- 
satton —      -P^ 

Total. 33-  21 

Scarce-  29  oompsmles  representinp  169  million  tons, 
Moody's  IndusUials,  1952.  12  companies  representing 
50  million  tons.  Moody's  Industrials,  1952.  Survey  of 
coal  producing  companies  for  18  months  ending  1952 
represMiting  more  t  ban  200  million  tons. 

« Based  on  1952  ratio  of  income,  property  and  otb«r 
tkrw.  Federal,  State,  and  local,  to  personal  income 
{Dei)artment  of  Ccmmerce).  ,    „.  ^         j, 

>  Based  on  1952  ratio  of  all  taxes.  Federal,  State,  and 
local  to  toUl  opertiting  revenues,  class  I  roads  (Associa- 
tion of  American  Bailroads,  or  ICC  M-lOO). 

*  Of  the  total  imports  of  128,610.000  barrels,  the  amount 
subject  to  import  duties  was  arrived  at  as  follows: 

Total  imports ^^-^^-S^S 

Less  duty  frte  for  Government  use...      f, 438. 000 

Less  vessel  use,  foreign  bunker  (duty    _  ,^  ,_, 

free) -    »108.«W» 


Amount  subject  to  duty  of  Sii  cents 
per  barrel — — 


881971.000 
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EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Amindment  or  Inteknal  Rrvrmji  Code 
Relating  to  B^xemption  of  Diplomatic 
Omcots  AND  Employees  Fhom  Payment 
OP  Ceetain  Taxes 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
amend  section  3802  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  to  provide  exemption  for  diplomatic 
officers  and  employees  from  payment  of  In- 
ternal-revenue taxes  on  Imported  articles 
(with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

Report  or  Bureau  or  Mines 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law. 
a   report  of  the   Bureau   of   Mines   for   the 
6-month  period,  July  1  through  December  31. 
1952  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Semiannual  Stockpile  Report 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman,  Muni- 
tions Board.  Washington,  D.  C,  transmitting, 
pxirsuant    to    law,    a    confidential    stockpile 
report  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Report  on  Backlog  or  Pending  Applications 
AND  Hearing  Cases  in  Federal  Communi- 
cations Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  a  report  on  backlog  of  pending 
applications  and  hearing  cases  in  that  Com- 
mission as  of  February  28.  1953  (with  an 
accompanying  report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

"Assembly  Joint  Resolution  22 

"Joint  resolution  relative  to  the  location  of 

the  new  Air  Force  Academy 

"Whereas  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Is  now  considering  the  location  of  the  new 
Air  Force  Academy,  an  establishment  to  be 
comparable  in  size,  Importance,  and  prestige 
to  Annapolis  and  West  Pokit,  and  Camp 
Beale  Is  1  of  7  sites,  and  the  only  site  In 
California,  still  under  consideration  for  this 
purpose;  and 

"Whereas  Camp  Beale  meets  all  the  speci- 
fications outlined  by  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force  and  la  superbly  suited  for  the  in- 
tended purpose  by  virtue  of  Its  year-round 
good  flying  weather.  Its  favorable  topography. 
Its  nearness  to  military  lalx>ratorles  at  the 
University  of  California  and  Stanford  Uni- 
▼eraity,  to  the  Nation's  aircraft  production 
center,  and  to  the  city  of  Sacramento,  a 
sizable  community,  long  noted  for  its  hos- 
pitality to  servicemen  and  experienced  In 
providing  for  large  numbers  of  them;  and 

"Whereas  It  would  be  a  great  honor  to 
the  entire  State  of  California  to  have  such 
an  institution,  and  men  of  the  caliber  of 
those  who  will  attend  it,  within  Its  bound- 
aries: Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of 
the  State  of  California,  jointly.  That  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  re- 
spectfully memorializes  the  President  and 
the  Congress  of  the  United  Statet  to  take 
such  steps  as  are  necessary  to  assvu'e  the 
selection  of  Camp  Beale  as  the  site  for  the 
new  Air  Force  Academy;   and  be  It  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  as- 
sembly be  hereby  directed  to  transmit  copies 


of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  to  each 
Senator  and  Representative  from  California 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Utah;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  1 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
President    and     Congress    of    the    United 
States  of  America  to  pass  an  act  requiring 
Imported  trout  sold  In  the  United  States 
be  labeled  as  to  origin  and  date  of  process- 
ing and  imposing  fine  for  failure  to  comply 
or  for  wrongful  removal  of  said  labels 
"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State    of    Utah    (the    Coventor    concurring 
therein)  : 

"Whereas  the  State  of  Utah  produces  more 
than  a  million  pounds  of  trout  annually  for 
human  consumption;   and 

"Whereas  the  production  of  trout  for  com- 
mercial purposes  is  one  of  the  main  indus- 
tries in  Utah;  and 

"Whereas  the  trout  produced  in  Utah  is  of 
superior  quality;    and 

"Whereas  Utah  troutmen,  licensed  in  the 
State  of  Utah  in  cooperation  with  troutmen 
from  adjoining  States,  have  gone  to  consid- 
erable pxpense  in  order  to  advertise  their 
product;  and 

"Whereas  foreign  nations  can  and  do  ex- 
port to  the  United  States  and  the  State  of 
Utah,  trout  of  an  Inferior  quality  at  greatly 
reduced  prices;    and 

"Whereas  foreign  trout  are  being  sold  as 
Utah  trout  or  Rocky  Mountain  trout,  to  the 
prejudice  of  Utah  trout  producers;  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Utah  {the  Governor  concurring ) ,  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  urged 
to  pass  an  act  requiring  that  all  imported 
trout  sold  In  the  United  States  be  labeled 
as  to  its  origin  and  the  date  of  processing 
and  that  a  fine  be  Imposed  for  failure  to 
comply  with  such  requirement  and  upon  any 
wholesale  or  retail  handler  wrongfully  re- 
moving said  label;  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  of  the 
State  of  Utah  be,  and  he  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed,  to  send  copies  of  this  Joint 
memorial  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives oJ   the  United  States." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  requesting  the 
United  States  Government  not  to  take  any 
further  lands  of  Hoke  County  for  defense 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

(See  Joint  resolution  printed  In  full  when 
presented  by  Mr.  Hoet  on  March  30,  1953.  p. 
2410.  Congressional  Record  ) 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Goldwater)  : 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"House    Joint    Memorial    6 

"Joint  memorial  relating  to  the  Interstate 

Commerce  Act 
"To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States- 

"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 

"A  movement  is  under  way  t<3  Induce  the 
Congress  to  repeal  section  4  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act. 

"Arizona  and  its  sister  States  depend  upon 
the  transp)ortatlon  system  to  keep  in  move- 
ment the  flow  of  goods  between  the  States. 

"The  economy  of  the  State  of  Arizona  is 
to  a  very  large  extent  dependent  upon  the 
reasonableness  of  its  freight  costs.  The 
long-haul  and  short-haul  clause  of  section 
4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  has  pro- 
tected Arizona  and  Its  intermountaln  neigh- 
bors against  rate  discrimination  since  1915. 
The  continuance  of  this  protection  Is  of 
vital  concern  to  Arizona. 


"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  prays: 

"That  the  Congress  leave  in  status  quo 
section  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
in  the  Interests  of  equity  and  well-estab- 
ll.«hcd  need. 

"Passed  the  house  March  6.  1953. 
"Passed  the  senate  March  20.  1953." 
A   Joint   resolution   of   the   Legislature   of 
the  State  of  Arizona;   to  the  Committee  on 
Interior    and    Insular    Affairs: 

"House   Joint   Memorial   3 
"Joint    memorial    relating    to    the    Improve- 
ment  of  roads  and   recreational   facaitles 
in   northern   Arizona,   and   adjacent   areas 
In  Nevada  and  Utah,  and  requesting  trans- 
fer  of   the   grazing   service   ofBce   from  St. 
George.  Utah,  to  Fredonla.  Ariz. 
"To   the   National   Park   Service,  the  Indian 
Affairs  Bureau,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  of  the  Department  of  In- 
terior; and  the  Public  Roads  Bureau  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C  : 
"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"There  Is  a  pressing  need  for  an  all  weather 
highway  between  Fredonla.  Ariz.,  and  Hur- 
ricane. Utah,  in  part  across  the  Kalbab  In- 
dian  Reservation   and   the   Pipe  Spring   Na- 
tional   Monument    in    Arizona.      This    road 
would   provide   a  year-round  route   between 
Arizona  and  Utah,  and  materially  help  the 
economy  of  the  area  known  as  the  Arizona 
Strip. 

"The  north  rim  of  the  Grand  Canyon  and 
the  Lake  Mead  recreational  area,  both  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Serv- 
ice, are  lari^ely  inaccessible  to  tourists  and 
those  seeking  recreation  because  of  the  lack 
of  access  roads.  The  building  of  such  roads 
connecting  with  State  ai»d  Federal  highways 
would  be  beneficial  to  people  of  the  Arizona 
Strip  and  those  of  the  entire  Nation. 

"A  large  part  of  the  grazing  areas  now 
supervised  by  the  grazing  service  office  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  St. 
George.  Utah,  are  located  in  Coconino  and 
Mohave  Counties.  Ariz.,  in  relatively  closs 
proximity  to  Fredonla.  Ariz.  Convenient 
ofnce  space  is  available  in  the  Fredonla  Com- 
munity Building  The  transfer  of  the  office 
would  simplify  the  payment  of  taxes  and 
fees  and  eliminate  much  existing  dissatis- 
faction with  the  handling  of  matters  per- 
taining to  grazing  In  this  area. 

"Roadbulldlng  and  other  Improvements 
essential  to  the  development  of  the  Arizona 
Strip  and  the  adjacent  areas  In  Nevada  and 
Utah  could  be  arranged  on  a  coop>eratlve 
basis  between  the  States  concerned  and  th« 
Federal  Government. 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arizona,  urgently  re- 
quests: 

"That  the  National  Park  Service,  the  In- 
dian Affairs  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  and  the  Public  Roads  Bureau 
give  most  serious  consideration  to  the  de- 
velopment of  these  constructive  projects  in 
cooperation  with  the  governmenu  of  the 
States  of  Arlz<3na.  Nevada,  and  Utah,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Indians  and  others  resid- 
ing In  the  area  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

"Passed  the  house  March  3.  1953. 
"Passed  the  senate  March  21.  1953." 
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CONSTRUCTION  OF  TUTTLE  CREEK 
DAM  ON  BIG  BLUE  RIVER.  KANS.— 
RESOLUTION  OP  HOUSE  OP 
REPRESENTATIVES   OF  KANSAS 

Mr.  CARI^ON.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  House  Resolution  No.  28,  adopted 
by  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives  of  the 
Kansas  Legislature  on  March  17,  urging 
Congress  to  take  Immediate  action  to 
halt  the  preliminary  work  now  in  prog- 
ress   for    the    construction    of   Tuttle 


Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  in 
Kansas,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
it  be  appropriately  referred,  and  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works;  and,  under  the  rule,  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcobo,  as 

follows: 

"House  Resolution  28 

"Pesolutlon  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  Immediate  ac- 
tion to  halt  the  preliminary  work  now  In 
progress  for  the  construction  of  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  in  Kan- 
sas, until  debatable  Issues  have  been  re- 
solved as  recommended  by  the  Independ- 
ent board  of  engineers  apfx^nted  by  the 
Governor  of  Kansas 

"Whereas  during  recent  years  studies  and 
research  In  flood-control  methods  have 
evolved  new  theories  and  practices  for  the 
efTectlve  and  economical  control  of  flood 
water:  and 

"Whereas  the  preliminary  report  of  th» 
Independent  board  of  engineers  apjxrtnted  by 
the  Governor  of  Kansas.  In  conjunction 
with  the  Kansas  Industrial  Development 
Commission,  states  that  more  efficient 
methods  of  flood  control  do  exist  and  ques- 
tions the  advisability  of  constructing  said 
darn;  and 

"Whereas  the  Missouri  Basin  Surrey  Com- 
mission questions  the  Justification  of  the 
said  Tuttle  Creek  Reservoir;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  reports  state  that  the 
construction  of  said  Tuttle  Creek  Dam  wlU 
not  control  flood  waters  to  a  measure  com- 
mensurate with  the  cost  and  damages  occa- 
(.loned  by  and  resulting  from  such  con- 
struction:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

■Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Kansas.  That  we  respectfully 
urge,  request,  and  memorialize  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  take  'Immediate 
action  to  halt  the  preliminary  work  now  Id 
proiyess  for  the  construction  of  Tuttle 
Creek  Dam  on  the  Big  Blue  River  In  Kansas. 
until  debaUble  Issues  have  been  resolved 
as  recommended  by  the  Independent  board 
of  engineers  appointed  by  the  Govftrnor  of 
Kansas;  be  it  further 

■Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
instructed  to  transmit  enrolled  copies  of 
this  resolution  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  each  Member  of  the  Congress 
rf  the  United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  of  the  United  States." 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
originated  In  the  house,  and  was  adopted  by 
that  txxiy  March  17.  loSS. 

Chasixb    D.    Stooch, 

Speaker  of  the  House. 
FaANK  Oabuit, 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 


nest  O.  Thompson,  chairman  of  the 
Texas  Railroad  Commission,  before  the 
North  Texas  Gas  L  Oil  Association  in 
Wichita  Palls.  Tex.,  together  with  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Texas  Senate 
on  February  10.  1953,  and  a  resoluUon 
adopted  by  the  Texas  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  February  18,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  the  address  and  resolu- 
tions were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Addkess  bt  Krnest  O.  Thompsow,  Chaikmak, 

Texas  Rah-road  Commission,  Before  the 

NoKTH     Texas    On.     A    Gas     Associatiow, 

Wichita  Palls,  Tex.,  March  28,  1953 

There  Is  an  Immutable  law  called  the  law 

of  supply  and  demand.    It  cannot  be  denied 

or    thwarted.      Certainly    It    applies    to    oil 

Just  as  It  does  to  cotton,  beef,  and  butter. 

Happily  and  virlsely  our  legislature  In  Texas 
has  long  ago  provided  us  with  a  market  de- 
mand statute  that  forbids  production  of 
petroleum  above  transportation  facilities  or 
market  demand  to  prevent  waste. 

With  Imports  Increasing  so  greatly  It  is 
becoming  constantly  clearer  that  domestic 
oil  production  cannot  be  maintained  at  cur- 
rent levels  without  causing  serious  over- 
supply. 

Production  above  current  market  demand 

Is  waste. 

Crude  stocks  are  already  at  the  peak  es- 
timates. They  are  much  higher  than  the 
figures  estimated  as  adequate  by  many  esti- 
mators and  purchasers. 

On  a  day"8-Bupply  basis.  United  States 
stocks  of  crude  and  producU  are  each  higher 
now  than  a  year  ago,  but  t)elow  the  com- 
parable date  In  1949.  Using  a  5-week  aver- 
age demand,  gasoline  stocks  on  February  28 
were  equal  to  51.9  days  of  supply,  which  was 
the  lowest  of  the  5  years  except  1952.  Por 
crude  stocks  and  products,  the  days'-supply 
situation  on  Feljruary  28,  1953.  as  compared 
with  the  corresponding  date  In  the  other  4 
years,  foUows: 


Pays  of  supply 

1053 

1952 

1951 

1950 

1049 

Trude        

42  1 
51.9 

47.7 
34.0 
33.1 

40.0 
40.2 
34.0 
27.6 
26.0 

37.7 
53.8 
25.4 
27.6 
26.7 

47.8 
99.6 
36.4 
36.5 
31.3 

49.1 

(}»sollne 

K^Tfwoiie           -  

59.2 
4&.0 

Distillate 

38.2 

K^Muitl                       - 

43.3 

Ll-'FEC'I'  OP  INCREASED  CRUDE  OIL 
IMPORTS  ON  TEXAS  PETTROLEUM 
INDUSTRY  —  SPEECH  AND  RESO- 
LUTION 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  people  of  Texas,  a  State  which 
produced  more  than  a  biUion  barrels  of 
petroleum  last  year,  view  with  growing 
concern  the  continuing  increase  in  ship- 
ments of  crude  oil  into  the  United  States 
from  other  parts  of  the  world.  This  con- 
corn  has  been  given  official  expression 
recently  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Rail- 
road Commission  of  Texas  and  by  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  Texas  legisla- 
ture. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  de- 
livered Saturday,  March  28.  by  Oen.  Er- 


Certalnly  stocks  of  all  products  are  ade- 
quate.    Yes.  more  than  adequate. 

The  estimates  of  Increase  In  demand  of  pe- 
troletun  and  products  for  1953  run  about  4 
percent  above  the  demand  for  1952.  But  Im- 
ports of  crude  and  products  Increased  an 
average  of  12.8  percent  In  1952  over  those  of 
1951. 

The  1952  Imports  averaged,  crude  571,000 
barrels  per  day.  and  products  380,000  barrels 
dally,  for  a  total,  crude  and  products,  of  951,- 
000  barrels  dally. 

But  here  Is  the  thing  that  really  hurts 
the  domesUc  producer  and  driller  and  oilfield 
suppUer  and  the  oU-country  economy. 

m  the  fourth  qviarter  of  1952  crude  Im- 
ports Increased  45  percent  over  crude  Imjxjrts 
m  the  fourth  quarter  of  1951,  and  products 
Increased  1 1  percent  also.  Thus  It  seems  that 
there  are  going  to  be  made  Imports  to  be 
reckoned  with  In  fUllng  oxir  demand  here  at 
home.  The  more  oil  Imports,  the  less  do- 
mestic oil  needed  to  fill  demand. 

We  became  a  net  Importer  of  oil  several 
years  ago.  We  have  lost  our  oil  exports. 
Many  refineries'  have  been  built  In  Europe 
since  the  war,  and  those  refineries  are,  of 
course,  taking  the  business,  and  they  will 
keep  It.  We  furnished  the  funds  to  build 
oompetlUon  against  ourselvea.     Now  we.  of 


course,  cannot  sell  our  oil  products  abroad, 
and  we  are  having  increasing  trouble  here 
In  Texas. 

Perhaps  we  can  take  some  comfort  in  the 
knowledge  that  we  shall  have  our  own  oil 
to  defend  our  country  and  the  free  world 
should  war  come,  which  God  forbid. 

But  I  do  hope  that  the  penalty  of  our 
American  generosity  will  not  be  that  explora- 
tion and  drilling  here  at  home  will  be  throt- 
tled and  thereby  weaken  our  own  national 
security. 

It  Is  regretted  that  our  domestic  oil  is  be- 
ing BUpplantetl  by  Imported  petroleum. 
Your  railroad  commission  has  been  vigilant 
In  calling  attention  throughout  recent  years 
to  this  Impending  threat. 

We  know  that  we  have  no  legal  power 
over  Imports.  We  have  repeatedly  so  stated. 
But  as  a  free  American  with  a  sense  of  fair 
play,  I  have  rejjeatedly  Invited  attention  to 
the  Increasing  Imports.  How  can  wells  m 
Texas  with  an  average  dally  allowable  of  20  - 
barrels  successfully  comiJete  with  wellf  pro- 
ducing 5,000  barrels  per  day  In  the  Middle 
East? 

Your  Texas  Legislature,  both  stnate  and 
house  of  representatives,  has  unanimously 
passed  resolutions  asking  the  Importing 
companies  to  report  monthly  to  the  Railroad 
Commission  on  their  Imports  the  past  month 
and  to  give  estimates  on  Intended  oil  im- 
ports for  the  succeeding  5  months. 

We  promptly  mailed  copies  of  these  reso- 
lutions to  the  heads  of  the  Importing  com- 
panies and  requested  them  to  make  the 
monthly  Imports  report  along  with  their 
nominations  to  purchase  Texas  crude  oil. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  we  have  had 
responses  from  all  of  these  companies  stat- 
ing they  would  comply  gladly  with  our  re- 
quest: and  they  all  did  so  comply  at  the  hear- 
ing Just  held  In  Avtstln,  except  the  Standard 
OU  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  who  stated  In  their 
reply  that  "this  Information  probably  will 
come  to  you  through  the  public  press." 

It  should  be  remembered  that  within  the 
last  3  yean  the  peak  petroleum  consuming 
season  has  shifted  from  summer  to  winter- 
time due  to  the  great  Increase  In  oU -heating 

use. 

Also,  you  should  keep  In  mind  that  regu- 
larly since  then  the  second  quarter  of  each 
year  has  been  the  lowest  season  of  demand. 
This  year  proves  to  be  no  exception  to  thl« 
experience. 

Comfort  can  be  had,  though,  in  the  statis- 
tics that  show  the  third  and  foiu-th  quarters 
of  the  year  show  sizeable  Increases  in  crude 
demand.  So  It  averages  out  over  the  long 
pull.  Anyone  taking  a  long-range  view  need 
not  worry  about  these  second -quarter  dips 
In  demand.  Consider  rather  the  entire  year 
and  average  it  out. 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  the  win- 
ter Jtxst  now  coming  to  a  close  was  a  very 
mild  winter  season,  and  therefore  the  heat- 
Ing-oU  stocks  laid  up  for  a  normal  winter 
left  the  Industry  with  a  lot  of  heating  oil  on 
hand.  This  accentuated  the  oversupply 
accordingly. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Texas  produced  more 
than  1  bUllon  barrels  of  oU  last  year.  I 
congratulate  the  producers  on  this  accom- 
plishment. 

Texas  now  has  a  daUy  reserve  sustained 
producing  abUlty  in  excess  of  600,000  bar- 
rels above  the  present  rate  of  production  at 
th2  most  efficient  rates.  This  is  our  wartime 
security  ollwise. 

Whatever  success  we  have  had  in  bringing 
stability  to  your  Industry — and  It  has  been 
considerable — ^has  come  about  by  carefully 
doing  only  those  things  that  prevent  physical 
waste  in  the  production,  transportation,  and 
storage  of  crude  oil. 

We  have  stayed  strictly  within  the  ex- 
pressed powers  set  out  In  our  splendid  stat- 
utes passed  by  the  legislature.  But  can  we 
preserve  these  statutes  and  expand  conser- 
vation of  oil  and  gas  practices  which  pre- 
vent waste  If  the  reward  for  our  good  Judg- 
ment in  Texas  results  in  penalties  that  will 
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cripple  or  destroy  our  economy,  thus  forc- 
ing many  of  those  who  have  pioneered  for 
oil  production  In  Texas  and  elsewhere  to 
sacrifice  their  properties  to  the  designing 
cunning  or  thoughtless  leadership  respon- 
sible for  the  impending  chaos?  An  Indica- 
tion of  this  danger  might  be  observed  In  the 
reluctance  of  other  States  to  reduce  their  oil 
production  and  share  the  burden  that  Is  now 
being  borne  by  Texas  alone. 

We  never  consider  our  price  except  as  set 
out  In  the  statute  which  says  we  shall  con- 
sider the  consumers  of  gasoline  and  lubricat- 
ing oil.  By  this  is  meant  that  we  must  not 
make  oil  scarce  In  order  to  make  It  high  to 
tne  consumer. 

Certainly  the  ample  stocks  today,  crude 
and  products,  reflect  that  we  have  allowed 
even  more  than  ample  oil  production. 

We.  your  public  servants,  are  only  carry- 
ing out  the  law  by  the  standards  set  out  for 
our  guidance  In  those  statutes. 

We  appreciate  your  wholehearted  coopera- 
tion and  thank  you  for  your  continued  coun- 
sel and  guidance. 

Thank  you.  

"Senate  Resolution  79 
"Whereas  the  National  Petroleum  Council. 
which  Is  made  up  of  all  segments  of  the  In- 
dustry, m  1949  stated  'A  national  oil  policy 
for  the  United  States.'  and  on  the  subject 
of  Imports  this  policy  was  stated  as  follows: 
"  'The  Nation's  economic  welfare  and  se- 
curity require  a  policy  on  petroleum  imports 
which  will  encourage  exploration  and  devel- 
opment efforts  In  the  domestic  Industry  and 
which  will  make  available  a  maximum  supply 
of  domestic  oil  to  meet  the  needs  of  this 
Nation. 

"  'The  availability  of  petroleum  from  do- 
mestic fields  produced  under  sound  conser- 
vation practices,  together  with  other  perti- 
nent factors,  provides  the  means  for  deter- 
mining If  Imports  are  necessary  and  the 
extent  to  which  Imports  are  desirable  to 
supplement  our  oil  supplies  on  a  basis  which 
will  be  sound  in  terms  of  the  national  econo- 
my and  In  terms  of  conservation. 

"  'The  Implementation  of  an  Import  policy, 
therefore,  should  be  flexible  so  that  adjust- 
ments may  readily   be  made  from  time  to 

time. 

"  'Imports  In  excess  of  our  economic  needs, 
after  taking  Into  account  domestic  produc- 
tion In  conformance  with  good  conservation 
practices  and  within  the  limits  of  maximum 
efficient  rates  of  production,  will  retard  do- 
mestic exploration  and  development  of  new 
oil  fields  and  the  technological  progress  In  all 
branches  of  the  Industry  which  Is  essential 
to  the  Nation's  economic  welfare  and  se- 
curity"; and 

•  "Whereas  In  brief,  this  means  inescapably 
that  Imports  should  supplement  but  never 
supplant  our  domestic  crude  production.  To 
allow  Imported  crude  to  supplant  our  home 
production  would  hamper  our  development 
In  America  and  hinder  our  Internal  security. 

"Recently  our  Imports  have  Increased,  and 
this  Increase  gives  grave  concern  to  the  State 
of  Texas. 

"This  Increase  In  imports  means  a  reduc- 
tion In  the  production  of  Texas  crude  oil. 
and  therefore  affects  the  economy  of  our 
State  adversely:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

-Resolved,  That  the  State  of  Texas  calls 
upon  those  leaders  of  the  petroleum  Indus- 
try who  are  Importing  oil  to  use  some  busi- 
ness statesmanship  and  thereby  protect  the 
economy  of  our  country  and  preserve  our 
national  security;  and,  be  It  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  Texas  calls 
upon  each  Importing  company  to  publish 
monthly  the  amount  of  Imports  brought  Into 
this  country  by  it  during  the  previous  month. 

"Ben  Ramsey. 
"President  of  the  Senate." 

I  hereljy  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
was  adoptOdUby  the  senate  on  February  16, 

1953. 

LoTCE  M.  Bell, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


-H.  S.  R.  103 
"Whereas  the  National  Petrolevmtii  Council, 
which  la  made  up  of  sill  segments  of  the  in- 
dustry, in  1949  stated  "A  national  oU  policy 
lor  the  United  States.'  and  on  the  subject 
of  Imports  this  policy  was  stated  as  follows: 
"  'The  Nation's  economic  welfare  and  secu- 
rity require  a  policy  on  petroleum  ImporU 
which  will  encourage  exploration  and  devel- 
opment efforts  In  the  domestic  Industry  and 
which  will  make  available  a  maximum  sup- 
ply of  domestic  oil  to  meet  the  needs  of  this 
Nation. 

"  'The  availability  of  petroleum  from  do- 
mestic fields  produced  under  sound  conserva- 
tion practices,  together  with  other  perti- 
nent factors,  provide  the  means  for  deter- 
mining if  imports  are  necessary  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  Imports  are  desirable  to  sup- 
plement our  oil-supplies  on  a  basis  which  will 
be  sound  in  terms  of  the  national  economy 
and  in  terms  of  conservation. 

"  'The  Implementation  of  an  import  polley, 
therefore,  should  be  flexible  so  that  adjust- 
ments may  readily  be  made  from  time  to 
time. 

"  'Imports  In  excess  of  our  economic  needs, 
after  taking  into  account  domestic  produc- 
tion In  conformance  with  good  conservation 
practices  and  within  the  limits  of  maximum 
efficient  rates  of  production,  will  retard  do- 
mestic exploration  and  development  of  new 
oil  fields  and  the  technological  progress  In 
all  branches  of  the  Industry  which  is  essen- 
tial to  the  Nation's  economic  welfare  and 
security";  and 

"Whereas,  in  brief,  this  means  inescapably 
that  imports  should  supplement  but  never 
supplant  our  domestic  crude  production.  To 
allow  imported  crude  to  supplant  our  home 
production  would  hamper  our  development 
in  America  and  hinder  our  Internal  security. 
"Recently  our  Imports  have  Increased,  and 
this  increase  gives  grave  concern  to  the  Slate 
of  Texas. 

"This  Increase  in  Imports  means  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  production  of  Texas  crude  oil.  and 
therefore  affects  the  economy  of  our  State 
adversely:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  State  of  Texas  calls 
upon  those  leaders  of  the  petroleum  indus- 
try, who  are  Importing  oil,  to  use  some  busi- 
ness statesmanship  and  thereby  protect  the 
economy  of  our  country  and  preserve  our  na- 
tional security;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  Texas  calls  upon  each  Importing 
company  to  publish  monthly  the  amt)unt  of 
Imports  brought  into  this  country  by  it  dur- 
ing the  previous  month. 

"Reuben  E.  Senterfttt, 

"Speaker  of  the  House." 

I    hereby   certify    that    H.    S.    R.    103    was 
adopted  by  the  house  on  February  18,  1953. 
Clarence  Jones. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 


the  welfare  of  the  entire  Nation:  Therefore 

be  it 

Resolved.  That  we  demand  that  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  SUtes  take  Immediate 
action  to  correct  the  injustices  that  are 
being  done  to  the  Nation's  farmers,  and  that 
■we  so  notify  our  duly  elected  Senators  and 
Congressmen,  and  to  see  that  full  parity  U 
brought  about  at  once. 

Thiet   Lake   Farmers  Union   Local, 

Middle  River.  Minn 

Ernest  Berg.  President. 

Mas.  Paul  Cwhcla.  Secretari/. 
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FEDERAL  CONTROL  OP  OFFSHORE 
OIL  AND  GAS— RESOLUTION  OP 
BOARD  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSION- 
ERS, ST.  LOUIS  COUNTY,  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Board  of  County  Com- 
missioners of  St.  Louis  County,  Minn.,  on 
March  23.  1953,  relating  to  Federal  con- 
trol of  ofT.shore  oil  and  gas,  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  220 

Replied.  That  the  B  )ard  of  County  Com- 
missioners of  St.  Louis  County,  Minn.,  here- 
by places  Itself  on  record  In  favor  of  legisla- 
tion placing  offshore  oil  and  gas  rights  under 
Federal  control  and  providing  that  royal- 
ties derlvtd  therefrom  be  dedicated  to  edu- 
cational and  national  defense  purposes. 

Rcsvlved,  further,  That  the  county  auditor 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  sub- 
mit a  certified  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the 
United  States  Senators  and  Congressmea 
from   the   State   of    Minnesota. 


THE  DECLINE  OP  AGRICULTURAL 
PRICES— RESOLUTION  OF  THIEF 
LAKE  FARMERS  UNION.  MIDDLE 
RIVER.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Thief  Lake  Farmers  Union  Local,  of 
Middle  River.  Minn.,  relating  to  the  de- 
cline in  agricultural  prices. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  farmers  of  Marshall  County 
and  the  Nation  as  a  whole  have  been  affect- 
ed adversely  by  falling  prices;  and 

Whereas  we  believe  that  to  discriminate 
against  farmers  and  especially  against  fam- 
ily-size farmers,  is  to  discriminate  against 


RESOLUTIONS  OF  CO-OP  SERVICES. 
INC.,  NEW  YORK  MILLS.  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  four  resolutions  adopted 
by  the  members  of  the  Co-op  Services, 
Inc.,  at  their  42d  annuiU  meeting  held 
on  Maich  20,  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  received,  referred,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestr>' : 

^o-op  Services,  Inc., 
Nexc   York   Mills.   Minn..  March  25.  1953. 
Hon.  Hubert  Humi^hrey. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D  C. 
De-ar  Senator:  We,  the  members  of  Co- 
op Services,  Inc  ,  representing  1.500  share- 
holders, passed  the  following  resolution  at 
our  42d  annual  meeting  which  was  held  In 
New  York  Mills.  Minn  ,  on  March  20,  1953. 
We  ask  that  you  give  this  resolution  your 
gravest  consideration. 

"Resolved,  That  the  members  and  patrons 
of  Co-op  Services,  Inc  ,  of  New  York  Mills, 
Minn  .  ask  the  Federal  Government  to  buy 
butter  In  preference  to  oleomargarine,  for 
Army  personnel  use  and  in  other  Federal 
school  programs,  etc.;  and  further  that  80 
score  or  better  butter  be  purchased." 

Vernek  a.  Anderson, 

Secretary. 

Co-op  Services.  Inc.. 
New  York  Mills.  Minn.,  March  25.  1953. 
Hon    Hubert  Humphrey, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D  C. 
Dear   Senator:    We,    the   members   of   Co- 
op  Services.   Inc.,  representing   1,500   share- 


holders, pasaed  the  following  rwolutlon  at 
,,ur  4 'd  annual  meeting  which  was  held  In 
No*  York  MUla.  Minn.,  on  March  20,  1953, 
We  ask  that  you  give  this  re«>lutlon  your 
era  vest  consideration. 

■  Whereas  the  farmers  are  now  suffering 
In  :i  terrific  economic  squeeie  between  fall- 
tnjr  farm  price*  and  rising  operating   coets. 

•Ai.d  this  not  only  endangers  farm  fami- 
lies the  Jobs  and  living  standards  of  work- 
ers the  property  of  small  Independent  busl- 
ne?.s.  but  our  entire  national  economy: 

•  Tlierefore  we  a^aln  reiterate  our  demand 
fr.r  100  percent  parity  price  supports  with 
regard  to  all  major  farm  producu.  includ- 
ing perLshables — as  was  promised  by  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  In  his  September  23.  1952 
Fijeech  at  Kasson.  Minn. 
'  Further  we  want  our  own  PMA  farmer 
e  erred    committees   to  administer   all    farm 

programs." 

VnufEft  A.  Anderson, 

Secretary. 


To  the  Committee  on  Finance: 

Co-op  SD^^CES,  Inc., 
Seu:  York  Mills.  Minn..  March  25,  1953. 

Hon     HtJBERT  HUMPHRIT, 

Senate  Office  BuUding. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  We,  the  members  of  Co-op 
Strvices,  Inc..  representing  1,500  sharehold- 
ers, passed  the  following  resolution  at  our 
42d  annual  meeting  which  was  held  In  New 
Y  .rk  Mills,  Minn  .  on  March  20,  1953.  We 
ask  that  you  give  this  resolution  your  gravest 
consideration : 

Resolved.  That  we,  the  members  and  pa- 
trons of  Co-op  Service*.  Inc..  of  New  York 
Mills.  Minn..  wUh  to  again  reiterate  our  stand 
against  any  further  crippling  tax  levies 
against  cooperatives  which  only  result  in 
added  expense  to  the  sole  owners  who  are  the 
pet)ple  in  the  cooperaUvea'  surrounding 
area." 

VlKNR*  ANDEXSON. 

Secretary. 

Ordered  to  He  on  the  table: 

Co-or  SBtvicBs,  Inc.. 
New  York  MilU,  Minn..  March  25,  1953. 

Hon     HtTBRRT  HCMPHBIT. 

Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  We,  the  members  of  Co-op 
Services,  Inc.,  representing  1,800  sharehold- 
ers, passed  the  following  resolution  at  our 
42d  annual  meeting  which  was  held  In  New 
York  Mills,  Minn.,  on  March  20.  1953.  We 
ask  that  you  give  thU  resolution  your  gravest 
consideration: 

"Whereas  we  are  greatly  concerned  with 
the  preservation  of  the  irreplacable  natural 
resourcea  of  our  Nation  which  are  all  too 
often  wasted  to  the  benefit  of  a  few  and  det- 
rimental to  the  national  welfare  as  a  whole; 
and 

"Whereas  the  offshore  oil  reserves  off  the 
United  States  coastline  U  one  of  our  few  re- 
maining natural  resources,  we  fear  if  na- 
tional rights  In  thU  area  are  relinquished  to 
a  few  States  it  may  set  the  pattern  for  a 
shortsighted  policy  of  disposition  of  the  re- 
maining Federal  natural  resources,  such  as 
timber,  range  land,  water,  and  minerals: 
Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved  That  this  meeting  favors  control 
of  the  so-called  offshore  oil  reserves  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  benefit  of  all  of 
the  people  of  these  United  States." 

VlKNXa  ANDERSON. 

Secretary. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  ordered 
to  "be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Mayors'    Statement   on   Oftshorr  On, 

March  1953 
The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  de- 
cided In  three  different  cases  that  the  oU  In 
the  land  lying  beyond  low  tide  and  under 
the  sea  around  the  United  States  belongs  to 
all  the  people  of  the  Nation. 

The  civilian  and  defense  needs  of  otir 
country  require  prompt  exploration  and  de- 
velopment of  this  offshore  resource,  and  at 
the  same  time  national  demands  require  In- 
telligent use  and  conservation  of  this  re- 
source. 

The  education  of  more  than  4  million  chil- 
dren Is  being  Impaired  by  Inadequate  build- 
ings, under-trained  teachers,  and  jaart-tlme 
school  attendance  due  largely  to  the  InabUlty 
of  the  State  and  local  taxing  units  to  meet 
the  growing  costs  of  education. 

The  Anderson  bUl,  S.  107.  keeps  the  off- 
shore oU  for  all  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  and  reaffirms  State  title  to  the  tide- 
lands,  rivers,  bays,  the  Great  Lakes,  and  all 
other  lakes,  harbors,  inlets.  Jetties,  piers, 
docks  and  other  harbor  facilities,  to  all  filled 
lands  and  to  lands  that  might  be  filled  in  the 
future  for  public  purposes. 

The  proposed  oll-for -education  amendment 
to  the  Anderson  bill.  S.  107.  wotild  provide 
that  Federal  revenues  gained  from  the  leas- 
ing of  these  offshore  lands  would  be  used  for 
granu  In  aid  to  the  48  States  for  education. 
The  Congress  should  enact  the  Anderson 
blU  S  107,  with  the  oU-for -education  amend- 
ment and  thereby  provide  that  the  offshore- 
oU  resources  of  the  Nation  will  be  developed 
in  the  interest  of  all  the  people,  and  that  the 
Federal  revenues  gained  therefrom  would  be 
used  to  help  meet  the  urgent  need  of  the 
several  States  for  aid  to  schools. 


STATEMENT  BY  MAYORS  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  OFFSHORE  OIL 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record,  a  statement  on  oflshore  oil 
by  the  mayors  of  27  large  United  States 
cities. 


PROHIBmON  OF  IMPORTATION  OP 
MEAT  —  PETITION  OF  NELSON 
COUNTY  FARM  BUREAU.  PEKIN. 
N.  DAK. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  the  petition  of  the  Nelson 
County  Farm  Bureau,  of  Pekin,  N.  Dak., 
praying  that  action  be  taken  immediately 
to  h&T  all  importation  of  meat  as  long  as 
farmers  are  taking   distress  prices  for 

beef. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Nelson  Cottntt  Farm  Buskatt, 

Pekin.  N.  Dak..  March  17.  1953. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Nelson  County  Farm  Bu- 
reau requests  that  action  be  taken  immedi- 
ately to  bar  all  importation  of  all  meat  as 
long  as  farmers  are  taking  distress  prices  for 

beef. 

All  Nelson  County  farmers  object  to  »20 
RepubUcan  calves,  nursing  $400  Democratic 

cows. 

It's  not  fair  to  the  farmer,  when  farm 
prices  go  down,  and  everything  he  has  to  buy 

goes  up. 

Sincerely,  

Mrs.  Clarence  RxruD, 

Secretary. 


common  cotmcil  of  Rice  Lake,  Wis.,  with 
regard  to  the  recent  critical  decline  in 
farm  prices,  a  matter  which  has  aroused 
intense  concern  throughout  the  State  of 
"Wisconsin  and  other  great  agricultural 

I  present  the  resolution  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Record  and  thereafter  be  referred  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  tis  follows: 

Whereas  agricultural  Income  has  a  definite 
bearing  on  the  Nation's  economy,  and  agri- 
cultural trends  are  closely  watched  as  ba- 
rometers; and 

Whereas  Barron  County  Is  basically  an 
agricultural  and  dairy  county,  and  Rice  Lake 
Is  part  of  that  county  and  naturally  feels 
the  effects  of  up  and  down  trends  In  agri- 
cultural Income  sooner  than  do  industrial 
sections  of  the  land;  and 

Whereas  farm  prices  have  now  dropped  12 
percent  under  the  1952  level.  whUe  many 
things  the  farmer  has  to  buy  have  continued 
to  Increase  In  price:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  mayor  and  common 
council,  dtily  assembled  this  24th  day  of 
March,  1953,  do  feel  a  concern  over  the  trend 
In  agricultural  prices,  and  therefore  respect- 
fully petition  Hon.  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
Mr.  Ezra  T.  Benson  to  do  everything  practical 
to  place  all  agricultural  income  on  an  equal 
basis  with  the  things  the  farmer  has  to  buy 
to  maintain  his  farm  operations,  so  that  the 
family -size  farm  will  svirvlve.  and  remain 
prosperous;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  the  President  of  these  United 
States.  Hon.  Joseph  R.  McCartht,  Hon.  Alex- 
ander WiLET,  Senators,  and  Hon.  Merlin 
Hull,  Congressman. 

Frank  A.  Havel, 

Mayor, 
Attest: 

a.  M.  Bailet. 

City  Clerk. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

H.  R.  4130.  A  bin  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act, 
1953.  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  tise 
of  appropriations  thereunder  to  make  pay- 
ments to  ARC,  Inc..  for  operation  of  the 
Arnold  Engineering  Development  Center 
after  March  31,  1953;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  135). 

By  Mr.  CASE,  from  the  Committee  on  Ui« 
District  of  Colvmibia: 

S.  1419.  A  bin  to  permit  the  Boud  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Colimibia  to 
establish  daylight-saving  time  in  the  Dis- 
trict; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  136). 


DECLINE   IN  FARM  PRICES— RESO- 
LUTION OF  COMMON  COUNCIL  OF 
RICE  LAKE.  WIS. 
Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President.  I  have  in 

my  hand  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 


TITLES   TO    CERTAIN   SUBMERGED 
LANDS— MINORITY  VIEWS 

Mr.  MURRAY  (for  himself,  Mr.  An- 
derson, and  Mr.  Jackson,  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs)  submitted  minority  views  on 
the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands 
and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources, 
which  were  ordered  to  be  printed,  as 
part  2  of  Report  No.  133. 
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BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, read  ttie  first  time,  and,  by  unan- 
imous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  TAFT: 
S.  1513.  A    bUl    for    the    relief    of    Erno 
Scblscha;    to    tlie    Committee    on    the    Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  1514.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Commission 
on  Governmental  Functions  and  Fiscal  Re- 
sources; to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Tatt  when  he 
introduced  the  last  above-mentioned  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  HUNT  (for  himself,  Mr.  Ander- 
son, Mr.  Babrett,  Mr.  Bennett,  Mr. 
Chavez,  Mr.  Cordon,  Mr.  Jackson, 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr.  Mag- 
ntjson,  Mr.  Mansfield,  Mr.  MORSX, 
and  Mr.  Murray)  : 

8. 1515.  A  bUl  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  certain  Western  States  and  the  Ter- 
ritories of  Alaska  and  Hawaii  to  enter  into 
a  compact  relating  to  higher  education  in 
the  Western  States  and  establishing  the 
Western  Interstate  Comnalssion  for  Higher 
Education;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hunt  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  xm- 
der  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  1516.    A   bill   for   the    relief   of   Akemi 
Terada;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 

S.  1517.    A    blU    for    the    reUef    of    Helen 
Knight  Waters  and  Arnold  Elzey  Waters.  Jr.; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.   POTTER: 

S.  1518.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Raymond 
George  Hamrway;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

S.  1519.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Vladimir 
Datenko; 

S.  1520.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andre 
Styka;    and 

S.  1521.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
Robert  Kablsch;   to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska: 

S.  1522.  A  bill  to  exempt  from  the  Federal 
Power  Act  certain  State  and  miu^lclpal  water 
project  works  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
ComnUttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

(See  the  remarks   of  Mr.  Btjtler  of  Ne- 
braska, when  he  Introduced  the  above  bill, 
which  appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  THYE: 

8. 1523.  A  bill  to  create  the  Small  Business 
Administration  and  to  preserve  small-busi- 
ness Institutions  and  free,  competitive  enter- 
prise; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Thte  when  he  In- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  8ALTONSTALL   (by  request)  : 

8.  1524.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  furnish  certain  supplies  and 
services  to  foreign  naval  vessels  on  a  reim- 
bursable basis,  and  for  other  pvuposes; 

S.  1636.  A  bill  to  authorise  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  convey  to  the  Tarrant  County 
Water  Control  and  Improvement  District 
No.  1  certain  parcels  of  land  In  exchange  for 
other  lands  and  Interests  therein  at  the 
former  United  States  Marine  Corpw  Air  Sta- 
tion, Eagle  Mountain  Lake.  Tex.; 

8.  l&aa.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61  Scat. 
734),  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Sen- 
Ice  Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  •"•    noses; 

S.  1527.  A  bill  to  amend  section  >t  the 

Nattaoal  Defense  Act,  as  amended  (41  Stat. 
759,  777).  to  remove  the  limitation  upon  the 


detail  of  officers  on  the  active  list  of  recniU- 
Ing  service  and  for  duty  with  ROTC  unite; 

S.  1528.  A  bUl  to  continue  In  effect  cer- 
tain appointments  as  officers  and  as  war- 
rant officers  of  the  Army  and  of  the  Air 
Force; 

S.  1529.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  28. 
1942  (ch.  528.  56  Stat.  722),  relating  to  post- 
humous appointments  and  commissions, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  1530.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  of 
nurses  and  medical  specialists  In  the  Regular 
Army  and  Regular  Air  Force,  and  appoint- 
ment with  rank  of  lieutenant  (Junior  grade) 
of  nurses  in  the  Regular  Navy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

(By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Hunt)  (by  request) 
8.  1531.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  for  special  regis- 
tration, classification,  and  Induction  of  cer- 
tain medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist 
categories,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstai-l  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MALONE: 
S.  1532.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  in- 
dividuals who  were  denied  receipt  of  retired 
pay  under  title  III  of  the  Army  nnd  Air 
Force  Vitalizatlon  and  Retirement  Equaliza- 
tion Act  of  1948  from  the  effective  date 
thereof  although  they  were  then  qualified 
therefor,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

S.  1533.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Hllarlo 
Camino  Moncado; 

S.  1534.  A   bill   for   the   relief    of   Michael 
Patrlnos; 

S.  1535.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hilda  Tobe; 
S.  1536.  A    bill     for    the    relief    of    EIpls 
Eleftherla  Morelelis.  and 

S.  1537.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Diana  Toy 
Moncado;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT  (for  himself.  Mr.  Bar- 
rett,  Mr.   Bennett,    Mr.    Bctler    of 
Nebraska.  Mr.  Case.  Mr.  Cordon.  Mr. 
Dworshak.  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Johnson 
of     Colorado,     Mr.    McCarran,     Mr. 
Watkins,  Mr.   Welkxr,   Mr.  Young. 
and  Mr.   Thte)  : 
8. 1538.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural 
Act    of    1949,    as    amended,    to    Strang  chen 
American  agriculture  and  reduce  the  coPt  of 
price-support  operations;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Mundt  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  MURRAY: 
S.  1539.  A  bill  to  stimulate  the  explora- 
tion, production,  and  conservation  of  stra- 
tegic and  critical  ores,  metal.s.  and  minerals 
and  for  the  e£tablishme)\t  within  the  Defense 
Materials  Procurement  Agency  of  a  Mine  In- 
centive Payments  Division,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By    Mr.    HILL    (for    himself    and    Mr. 
Sparkman  ) : 
S.  1540.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  conveyance 
to  the  city  of  Annlston,  Ala.,  of  certain  real 
property  within  Fort  McClellan,  Ala.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
S.  1541.  A   bill    to  require   the   deferment 
of  action  with  respect  to  the  tran.sfer  of  the 
operating    headquarters    of    the    Tennes.<;ee 
Valley   Authority  from  Knoxvllle,  Tenn.,  to 
any  other  place,  and  for  other  purposes;   to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kefaxjvem  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  AIKEN: 
S.  1542.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  heulth  and 
protection  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States 
from  harmful  chemical  additives  In  pesti- 


cides; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  1543.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  parts  of  Alaska  by  war  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL   (by  request): 

8.  1544.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  authority  to 
purchase  discharge  from  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine  Corps;  to  Uio 
Committee  on   Armed  Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstall  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  PAYNE  (by  request) : 

S.  J.  Res.  63.  Joint    resoluUon    authorizing 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  enter  into  Inter- 
state CivU  Defense  Compacts;   to  the  Com- 
nuttee  on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr    HUMPHREY: 

S.  J.  Res.  64.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Con.stitution  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  to  citizens  of  the  United 
State;?  who  have  attained  the  age  of  18  the 
rltrht  to  vote;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphret  when 
he  Introduced  ttie  above  Joint  resolution, 
which  appear  under  a  seimrate  heading.) 
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COMMISSION  ON  GOVERNT.IENTAL 
FUNCTTIONS  AND  FISCAL  RE- 
SOURCES 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Pre.sidcnt.  I  Introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  carry 
out  in  general  the  purpose  of  the  Presi- 
dents  message  of  Monday,  to  create  a 
commission  of  25  members  to  study 
State-Federal  relation.ships.  The  essen- 
tial purposes  of  the  commission  are  set 
forth  in  the  following  language  in  the 
bill: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Commission  shall  study 
and  invest ieate  all  of  the  present  actlvltie.^ 
In  which  Federal  aid  is  extended  to  State  and 
I'X-al  governments.  The  Conunlsston  shall 
determine  and  rejwrt  whether  there  Is  Jus- 
tification for  Federal  aid  In  the  various  fields 
in  which  Federal  aid  Is  extended:  whether 
there  are  other  fields  in  which  Federal  aid 
should  be  extended;  whether  Federal  control 
with  respect  to  Uiese  activities  should  be 
limited,  and,  if  so,  to  wiiat  extent;  whether 
Federal  lAd  should  be  limited  to  cases  of 
need,  and  all  other  matters  Incident  to  such 
Federal  aid.  Including  the  ability  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  States  to  finance 
activities  of  this  nature. 

Mr  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  study  include 
aid  to  foreign  nations? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No;  it  has  no  relation  to 
aid  to  foreiKTi  nations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1514)  to  esUblish  a  Com- 
mission on  Governmental  Functions  and 
Fiscal  Resources,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Taft,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 


WESTERN     INTERSTATE     COMMIS- 
SION FOR  HIGHER   EDUCATION 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf 
of  myself,  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson  1,  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wyoming  I  Mr. 
B.fRRETTi,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Bennett!,  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  IMr.  Chavez),  tlie  senior  Senator 


from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Washington  tMr.  Jack- 
son 1  the  Senator  from  Colorado  IMr. 
Johnson),  the  senior  Senator  from 
Witshington  IMr.  MacitosonI.  the  junior 
ti^enator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfiild], 
Uie  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse)  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Murray],  I  Introduce,  for 
appropriate  reference,  a  bill  requesting 
the  Congress  to  grant  its  consent  to  the 
1 1  Western  States.  Hawaii  and  Alaska, 
to  enter  into  a  compact  relating  to 
higher  education  in  the  West,  and  to 
c  ublish  a  Western  SUtes  Commission 
for  Higher  Education. 

In  Introducing  the  bill,  may  I  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Congress  to  the 
fact  that  last  year  some  20.000  young 
men  in  the  United  States  could  not  en- 
ter a  school  of  medicine  or  dentistry  be- 
cau.se  of  the  lack  of  educaUonal  faclUUes. 
Other  thousands  of  young  men  who 
would  like  to  study  medicine  or  den- 
tistry understanding  that  they  may 
never  be  able  to  enter  a  medical  or  den- 
tal school,  do  not  embark  upon  a  course 
of  preparatory  study  for  these  profes- 
sions. .«  ,„x  i. 

In  the  Rocky  Mountain  area.  10  States. 
with  over  10  million  people,  extending 
from  Canada  to  Mexico,  do  not  have  a 
single  insUtutlon  of  higher  learning  for 
the  teaching  of  dentistry. 

The  bill  is  designed  to  make  all  of  the 
hiRher  educational  fa^lllUes  In  the  West 
available  to  the  citizens  from  any  of  the 
1 1  Western  SUtes.  thereby  Increasing  the 
po.ssibility  for  higher  educaUon  on  the 
one  hand— and  greaUy  decreasing  costs 
in  many  States  on  the  other. 

The  bill  provides  a  number  of  con- 
crete benefits: 

First.  States  now  without  training  fa- 
cilities in  medicine,  dentistry,  and  vet- 
erinarian medicine  would  be  In  a  position 
to  provide  educational  opportunities  for 
their  youth. 

Second.  EsUblished  schools  would  re- 
ceive a  welcome  financial  boost — In  that 
nonresident  students'  home  GUtes  wUl 
pay  their  full  cost  of  training  and  the 
schools  can  add  the  staffs  and  equipment 
required  to  strengthen  educational  op- 
portunities and  faciliUes  to  all  students. 
Third.  Qualified  students  from  States 
without  training  facilities  would  be  able 
to  secure  training  in  the  field  of  their 
choice  and.  upon  graduation,  can  help  to 
strengthen  the  health -service  picture  in 
their  home  States. 

Fourth.  The  West  as  a  region  would 
benefit  by  pooling  Its  educational  re- 
sources and  planning  the  maximum  utili- 
zation of  these  resources. 

Most  of  the  Western  Stetes.  through 
their  State  legislatures,  have  created  an 
Interstate  Commission  on  Higher  Edu- 
cation and  have  provided  approprlaUons 
as  follows: 

Arlrona:  For  Interstate  commission  ad- 
ministration. $7,000  1  year:  for  local  admln- 
Lstratlon.  »3,000  1  year;  for  student  contracts, 
»56,000  1  year. 

New  Mexico:  For  Interstate  commission 
administration,  $14,000  2  years;  for  student 
contracu.  $100,000  2  years. 

Oregon :  For  Interstate  commission  admin- 
istration. $14,000  2  years;  for  student  con- 
tracU,  $70,000  2  years. 

Wyoming:  For  Interstote  commission  ad- 
ministration, $10,000  2  years;  for  medical 
student  contracts,  $100,000  2  year*. 


In  all  probablUty  other  States  have 
taken  such  action  but  I  do  not  have  the 
Information  available. 

It  is  my  hope,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
committee  to  which  the  bill  will  be  re- 
ferred will  take  prompt  action  to  the  end 
that  the  proposed  legislation  may  be  ac- 
complished at  this  session  of  the  Con- 
gress. 

The  VICE  PRESroENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1515)  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  certain  Western 
States  and  the  Territories  of  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  to  enter  into  a  compact  relating 
to  higher  education  in  the  Western 
States  and  establishing  the  Western  In- 
terstate Commission  for  Higher  Educa- 
tion, introduced  by  Mr.  Hunt  (for  him- 
self and  other  Senators),  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc  Welfare. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  FEDERAL  POWER 
ACT  OF  CERTAIN  STATE  AND  MU- 
NICIPAL WATER  PROJECT  WORKS 


Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  Introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence a  bill  to  exempt  from  the  Federal 
Power  Act  certain  State  and  municipal 
water  project  works,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  Federal  Power  Act  provides  that 
any  construction,  except  by  a  Federal 
agency,  of  a  powerplant.  a  dam.  or  a 
diversion  from  a  navigable  stream  shall 
not  be  undertaken  xmtil  a  license  is  ob- 
Ulned  from  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion. The  act  requires  reports  and  com- 
pliance with  certain  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Commission.  The  act  fur- 
ther provides  that  at  the  expiration  of 
50  years  from  the  date  of  the  license 
the  works  may  be  taken  by  the  United 
States  under  certain  conditions. 

The  bill  would  prevent  the  capture 
of  a  powerplant  owned  by  a  State,  or 
a  State  or  interstate  agency,  by  the 
United  States,  and  would  exempt  them 
from  burdensome  duties  in  administra- 
tion and  reporting.  It  would  exempt 
them   from  Ucense   requirements   gen- 

cr&Uy 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  biU  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1522)  to  exempt  from  the 
Federal  Power  Act  certain  State  and  mu- 
nicipal water  project  works,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Bur- 
LKR  of  Nebraska,  was  received,  read  twice 
by  Its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce.   

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  create 
a  permanent  independent  small -business 
agency  to  be  known  as  the  SmaU  Busi- 
ness Administration. 

As  chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Small  Business.  I  have  become  con- 
vinced that  small  business  needs  an 
agency  in  Washington  to  represent  its 
interests  in  all  the  phases  of  Govern- 
ment activity.  Our  experience  with  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration 
has  taught  us  how  effective  a  small,  effi- 
ciently organized  agency  can  be  in  see- 
ing that  small  business  gets  serious  con- 


sideration in  the  formulation  of  Govern- 
ment policies. 

My  bill  would  create  an  agency  similar 
in  many  respects  to  the  Small  Defense 
Plants  Administration,  but  would  broad- 
en its  scope  to  include  other  than  strictly 
defense  activities  in  order  to  preserve 
small- business  institutions  under  our 
free-enterprise  system. 

I  quote  the  statement  of  policy  incor- 
porated in  the  bill  in  outlining  its  pur- 
poses, as  follows: 

The   essence   of   the   American   economic 
system  of  private  enterprise  is  free  compe- 
tition.    Only  tlirough  fuU  and  free  compe- 
tition can  free  markets,  free  entry  into  busi- 
ness, and   opportunities  for  the  expression 
and  growth  of  personal  Initiative  and  indi- 
vidual  judgment   be   assured.     The    preser- 
vation and  expansion  of  such  competition  is 
basic  not  only  to  the  econcKnlc  well-being 
but  to  the  security   of   this  Nation.     Such 
security  and  well-being  cannot  be  realized 
unless    the    actual    and   potential    of    small 
btislness   Is   encotiraged   and   developed.     It 
Is  the  declared  policy  of  the  Congress  that 
the  Government  should  aid,  counsel,  assist, 
and  protect  Insofar  as  is  (Kisslble  the  Inter- 
ests of  smaU-buslness  concerns  In  order  to 
preserve  free  competitive  enterprise,  to  en- 
sure that  a  fair  proportion  of  the  total  pur- 
chases and  contracts  for  supplies  and  serv- 
ices  for   the    Government    be    placed    with 
small -business  enterprises,  and  to  maintain 
and  strengthen  the  overall  economy  of  the 
Nation. 


The  VIC^E  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1523)  to  create  a  Small 
Business  Administration  and  to  preserve 
small -business  institutions  and  free, 
competitive  enterprise,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Thyb.  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 


ARMED  SERVICES  LEGISLATION 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
by  request,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference,  eight  bills  relating  to  the 
armed  services.  One  of  the  bills  is  in- 
troduced by  myself,  and  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Huwrl. 

Each  bill  is  accompanied  by  a  letter 
of  transmittal  from  the  Department  of 
Defense,  which  explains  the  purpose  of 
the  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  letters  in  each  case  be  printed  in 
the  Record  immediately  following  the 
listing  of  the  bills. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bills 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred; and  the  letters  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  requested  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Salton- 
stall. and  Mr.  Saltonstall  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Hunt),  by  request,  were  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  as 
follows: 

S.  1524.  A  bill  to  authorize  tlie  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  ftirnish  certain  supplies  and 
services  to  foreign  naval  vessels  on  a  relm- 
btirsable  basis,  and  fw  other  purposes. 

The  letter  accompansring  Senate  bill 
1524  is  as  follows: 

Assistant  SEcarrAST  of  Dbtensb, 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  5,  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Ba«kijct. 
President  of  the  Senate. 
Dkab  Ma.  PREsroENT:   There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislaUon  "To  authorize 
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the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  fiirnlsh  certain 
supplies  and  services  to  foreign  naval  vessels 
on  a  reimbursable  basis,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 

This  i^oposal  is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  hx«  advised  that 
there  Is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of 
this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress.  The  Depcutment  of  Defense  rec- 
ommends that  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

FUKFOSX   OF  THE   LEGISLATION 

The  purpose  of  the  propxjsed  legislation  Is 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  un- 
der such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to 
furnish    foreign    naval    vessels     at    United 
States  ports  and  naval  bases  the  following 
categories  of  supplies  and  services  under  the 
conditions  prescribed  for  each  category :  ( 1 ) 
routine  port  services  such  as  pilotage,  tugs, 
garbage  removal,  line  handling,  and  utilities 
on  a  reimbursable  basis  but  without  an  ad- 
vance of  funds  either  at  a  local  or  a  de- 
partmental level,  when  comparable  services 
are    furnished    on    a    like    basis    to    United 
States  naval  vessels  at  ports  and  naval  bases 
of  the  country  concerned;  (2)  miscellaneous 
supplies  such  as  fuel,  provisions,  spare  parts, 
and  general  stores  likewise  on  a  relmbvirsable 
basis  without  an  advance  of  funds,  but  only 
after    an    agreement    conferring    reciprocal 
rights  on  the  United  States  and  covering  re- 
imbursement for  the  supplies  has  been  ne- 
gotiated   with    the   country   concerned;    (3) 
supplies   and   services  such   as  overhauling, 
repairs,  and  alterations  to  foreign  naval  ves- 
sels. Including  the  installation  of  equipment, 
only  after  funds  covering  the  estimated  cost 
thereof    have    been    made    available    to   the 
United   States    In    advance.       The    bill    also 
provides   that   payments   for   the   first   two 
categories  of  supplies  and  services  may  be 
credited  to  current  appropriations  so  as  to 
be  available  for  the  same  purposes  as  the 
appropriations  initially  charged. 

Under  existing  law,  supplies  and  services 
of  the  sort  enxomerated  in  this  proposed  leg- 
islation must  be  paid  for  in  advance  where 
foreign  naval  vessels  are  the  recipients.  As 
a  general  rule,  when  United  States  naval  ves- 
sels visit  the  ports  or  naval  bases  of  foreign 
countries,  no  such  demand  for  payment  in 
advance  Is  made.  The  need  for  the  proposed 
legislation,  therefore,  is  indicated  by  the 
fact  that  the  present  necessity  of  obtaining 
advances  of  funds  from  representatives  of 
friendly  foreign  nations  when  their  vessels 
visit  the  United  States  has  been  a  constant 
source  of  embarrassment  to  United  States 
naval  commanders.  This  legislation  would 
eliminate  this  source  of  embarrassment,  and 
by  BO  doing  would  further  the  friendly  co- 
operation of  naval  forces  of  foreign  govern- 
ments with  those  of  the  United  States.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion would  eliminate  the  requirement  for 
obtaining  payment  In  advance  only  where 
necessary  to  place  the  United  States  on  a 
reciprocal  bfisls  with  the  country  concerned. 

DEPARTKKNT  OF  DZFKNSE  ACTION   AGCNCT 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  been  des- 
ignated as  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely   yours, 

BoGEB  Kent. 

8. 1525.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  convey  to  the  Tarrant  County 
Water  Control  and  Improvement  District 
No.  1  certain  parcels  of  land  in  exchange 
for  other  lands  and  Interests  therein  at  the 
former  United  States  Marine  Cori»  Air  Sta- 
tion. Eagle  Siountain  Lake,  Tex. 

The  letter  accompanjrlng  Senate  bill 
1525  is  as  follows : 

Assistant  Sxchetapt  of  Defensi, 

Washtnirton.  D.  C,  January  S,  1953. 

Dear  Ma.   President:   There  Is  forwarded 

herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  "to  authorize 

the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  convey  to  the 

Tarraat  County  Water  Control  and  Improve- 


ment District  No.  1  certain  parcels  of  land 
In  exchange  for  other  lands  and  Interests 
therein  at  the  former  United  States  Marine 
Corps  Air  Station.  Eagle  Mountain  LAke, 
Tex." 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of 
this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense  rec- 
ommends that  it  be  enacted  by  the  Congre&a. 

PtTRPOSE   OF   the    UKISLATION 

The  objective  of  this  projxised  legblatlon 
Is  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
convey  to  the  Tarrant  County  Water  Control 
and  Improvement  District  No.  1  of  Tarraut 
County,  Tex.,  all  right,  title,  and  Interest, 
except  navigation  easement  rights  and  such 
other  rights  in,  to.  and  over  said  lands  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  deem  appro- 
priate, of  the  United  States  in  and  to  three 
parcels  of  land  at  the  former  United  States 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station.  Eagle  Mountain 
Lake,  Tex.  This  transfer  would  be  condi- 
tioned upon  the  conveyance  to  the  United 
States  by  the  water-control  district  of  fee 
simple  title  to  two  described  parcels  of  land 
located  at  the  former  air  station,  together 
with  perpetual  navigation  easement  rlght.s, 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  over 
other  lands  of  the  District  lying  within  the 
flight  clearance  zone  of  the  east-west  run- 
way of  the  air  station.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  would  be  authorized  to  accept  the  con- 
veyances to  the  United  States  by  the  water- 
control  district. 

Title  to  the  lands  comprising  the  former 
United  States  Marine  Corps  Air  Station. 
Kagle  Mountain  Lake.  Tex.,  was  acquired  in 
1942  by  the  tiling  of  a  declaration  of  taking 
with  pending  condemnation  proceedings. 
Among  the  numerous  ownerships  embraced 
within  the  area  thus  acquired  was  tract  No. 
16.  which  was  owned  by  th^  Tarrant  County 
Water  Control  and  Improvement  DLstrict  No. 
1.  This  tract  Is  located  on  the  eastern 
boundary  of  the  station  area  and  contains 
453.5  acres,  more  or  less. 

DEPARTMENT    OF    DEFENSE    ACTION     AGENCT 

The    Department    of    the    Navy    has    been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Roger  Kent. 

S.  1526.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat. 
734).  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Serv- 
ice Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  fur  other  pur- 
jjoses. 

The  letter  accompanying  S'^nate  bill 
1526  is  as  follows: 

Assistant  Secretart  of  Defense. 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  5,  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Barklet, 

President  of  the  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  "To 
amend  the  Army-Navy  Medical  Services  Corps 
Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  734),  as  amended,  so  as 
to  authorize  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  of 
the  Medical  Service  Corps  cf  the  Navy,  and 
for  other  purposes." 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  tliat  there 
Is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this 
proposed  legislation  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense 
recommends  that  it  be  enacted. 

PURPOSE    OF  the   legislation 

This  proposed  legislation  would  ameml  the 
Army-Navy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of 
1947,  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  of  the  Navy  and  provide  for  the  rank 
of  that  officer  upon  retirement.  The  pro- 
posed legislation  would  authorize  the  Secre- 


tary of  the  Navy  to  appoint,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Surgeon  General  of  the 
Navy,  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service  Corps 
from  among  officers  of  the  active  list  of  that 
corps  of  the  permanent  grade  of  lieutenant 
commander  or  above  to  serve  for  a  term  of 
not  more  than  4  years.  While  so  serving  the 
officer  would  have  the  rank  of  captain  in  the 
Navy  and  would  receive  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances prescribed  by  law  for  tliat  rank. 

The  proposed  legislation  also  provides  that. 
In  the  discretion  of  the  President,  an  officer 
who  Is  retired  while  serving  as  Chief  of  the 
Medical  Service  Corps  or  who,  having  so 
served  2' 2  years  or  more.  Is  5ut)*equently  re- 
tired while  serving  In  a  lower  rank,  may  t>« 
retired  with  the  rank  held  by  him  while  serv- 
Ink:  iis  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service  Corps  and 
with  retired  pay  iMised  on  the  active-duty 
pay  of  that  rank. 

At  the  time  that  the  Army-Navy  Medical 
Services  Corps  Act  w.is  enacted  authorizing 
a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service  Corps  of  the 
Army  with  the  rank  of  colonel,  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy  was  of  the  opinion  tliat 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  creation  by 
statute  of  a  similar  billet  for  the  Navy.  Ex- 
perience over  the  period  of  more  than  3  years 
since  the  statute  was  enacted  has  shown 
that  such  aiithnrlty  is  now  needed.  There 
are  in  the  Medical  Service  Corps  of  the  Navy 
810  officers,  mo.st  of  them  coming  from  for- 
mer eiilL^ted  status  in  the  Huepital  Corps  and 
the  others  from  clvU  life  wltli  degrees  in 
pharmacy  and  optometry  and  dixrtorate  de- 
grees In  physics,  biology,  biochemistry,  and 
the  related  sciences.  Tlie  problem  of  admin- 
istration for  such  a  dlversllied  group  of  offi- 
cers h;is  shown  a  nfcd  for  a  chief  of  corps 
who  should  have  the  rank  of  captain  and 
who  could  assume  the  responsibility  for  the 
pro{)er  handling  of  the  administration  and 
personnel  problems  incident  to  the  efficient 
functioning  of  tlie  corps.  Although  the 
Army-Navy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act  pro- 
vides that  2  percent  of  the  corps  may  have 
the  rank  of  captain,  no  officer  of  the  corps 
has  yet  become  ellelble  for  promotion  to  that 
rank.  Further,  officers  of  the  corjw  are  con- 
stantly working  with  their  counterparts  In 
the  Army,  many  of  them  holding  the  rank  of 
colonel,  and  It  Is  considered  essential  that 
at  least  one  officer  of  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  of  the  Navy  be  of  corresponding  rank 
In  order  to  represent  properly  the  corps  and 
the  Medical  IJepartment  of  the  Navy  In  the 
many  Joint  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  prob- 
lems which  arise. 

lecislati\'E  references 

This  proposed  legislation  was  presented 
for  the  consideration  of  the  82d  Congress  as 
part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative 
program  for  1951.  It  passed  the  House  of 
Representatives  as  H.  R.  0319  on  March  17. 
1952. 

department   of  defense   action    AGENCT 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  been  des- 
ignated as  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Roger  Kent. 

S  1527.  A  bill  to  amend  section  40b  of 
the  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended  (41 
Stat.  759.  777),  to  remove  the  limitation 
upon  the  detail  of  officers  on  the  active  list 
for  recruiting  service  and  for  duty  with 
ROTC  units. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1527  is  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defensx. 
Washington.  D.  C.  January  21,  1953. 
Honorable  Richard  M.   Nixon. 

President  of  the  Senate. 

De.\r  Mr.  President:  There  is  forwarded 
herewith  a  drWt  of  legislation.  "To  amend 
section  40b  of  the  National  Defense  Act.  as 
amended  (41  Stat.  759,  777).  to  remove  the 
limitation  upon  the  detail  of  officers  on  the 
active  list  for  recruiting  service  and  for 
duty  with  ROTC  uniU." 
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Tills  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
pf  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953. 
The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  presentation 
of  this  proposed  legislation  for  tMe  consid- 
eration of  the  Congress.  The  Department 
oX  Delense  recommends  that  it  be  enacted. 

PURPOSB   OF  THE   UICISLATION 

Section  40b  of  the  National  Defense  Act 
(10  U  S  C.  3M.  636)  authorizes  the  Presl- 
riiiu  to  detail  Regular  Army  personnel  to 
ROTC  units.  It  is  also  provided  that  in 
time  of  peace  retired  personnel  shall  not  be 
detailed  to  ROTC  units  without  their  con- 
sent and  "no  officer  on  the  active  list  shall 
be  detailed  for  recruiting  service  or  for  duty 
lit  a  school  or  college  •  •  •  when  officers  on 
the  retired  list  can  be  secured  who  are  com- 
petent for  such  duty."  It  is  the  purpose  of 
tills  proposed  legislation  to  repeal  the  quoted 
prevision,  which  prohibits  officers  on  the  ac- 
tive list  from  being  detailed  for  recruiting 
f-crvice  and  for  duty  as  ROTC  instructors 
when  competent  officers  on  the  retired  list 
ca!i  be  secured. 

The  ROTC  program  Is  one  of  the  primary 
officer  procurement  programs  for  both  the 
Rev;ular  and  Reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  It  is  Important,  therefore. 
that  the  officers  assigned  to  such  units  as 
Instructors  be  fully  qualified  In  current  mll- 
r..^ry  weapons  and  techniques.  To  meet 
this  requirement.  It  Is  necessary  that  they 
be  procured  primarily  from  officers  In  the 
uctlve  service. 

While  the  provision  which  would  be  re- 
pe.iled  by  this  legislation  has  been  Inopera- 
tive since  the  beginning  of  World  War  n 
and  has  thus  caused  no  problem  as  yet,  it 
will  become  operative  on  or  before  April  1. 
in^)3,  under  the  provisions  of  section  1  (b) 
(2)  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation 
Act  (66  Stat.  330.  333).  This  proposal  la. 
therefore,  submitted  to  the  Congress  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  direction  of  both  the  House 
and  Senate  Judiciary  Committees  that  sepa- 
rate recommendations  for  permanent  legis- 
lation be  submitted  on  those  provisions 
which  should  be  peAnanently  changed. 

Such  a  provision  appears  to  be  Incon- 
Flstent  with  the  principle  of  flexibility  In 
authority  to  assign  military  personnel,  in- 
cluding Regular.  Reserve,  and  reth-ed  per- 
sonnel to  any  military  duty,  wherever  and 
whenever  needed,  and  for  which  best  quali- 
fied. The  need  for  unrestricted  authority 
to  assign  personnel  where  needed  is  greater 
today  than  ever  before.  The  latest  congres- 
slunal  expression  of  this  principle  of  flexi- 
bility In  assignment  of  personnel  may  be 
found  m  section  2;)7  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (M  8Ut.  481.  492) .  which 
specifically  provides  that,  notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law.  Reserve  personnel 
serving  on  active  duty  may  be  assigned  to 
any  duty  to  which  Regular  personnel  may 
be  assigned.  Such  duty  includes  duty  with 
ROTC  units. 

Aside  from  these  considerations  and  from 
a  practical  standpoint,  the  time,  personnel, 
and  administration  required  during  peace- 
time to  screen  the  retired  list  for  eligible 
officers  and  the  correspondence  required  to 
obtain  their  cons-jnt  is  uneconomical  in 
comparison  to  the  number  of  officers  who 
would  be  selected  lor  such  assignments. 

XJEQISLATIVX   UEnRXNCSS 

Section  601  (a)  of  8.  328  and  H.  B.  1188. 
82d  Congress,  which  were  bUla  to  reorganise 
and  strengthen  tht!  ROTC  programs  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force  would  have  re- 
pealed section  40b  of  the  National  Defense 
Act,  in  its  entirety. 

COST  AND  BT7DCKT  DATA 

Enactment  of  this  legislation  wlU  cauM 
no  apparent  Increase  In  budgetary  require- 
ments for  the  Dejmrtment  of  Defense  as 
the  personnel  Involved  are  paid  from  the 
appropriation  "Military  Personnel.  Army." 
regardless  of  whether  they  are  retired  officers 


or  officers  In  the  active  military  service  and 
utilization  of  retired  personnel  will  not  affect 
total  spaces  authorized  for  these  functions. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE   ACTION   AGENCT 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has  been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Roger  Kent. 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

8.  1528.  A  bill  to  continue  In  effect  certain 
appointments  as  officers  and  as  warrant  offi- 
cers of  the  Army  and  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1528  is  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Secretart  of  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C.  March  26,  1953. 
Hon.  Leverett  Saltonstall. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Ma.  Chairman:  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation,  "To  continue 
In  effect  certain  appointments  as  officers  and 
as  warrant  officers  of  the  Army  and  of  the 
Air  Force." 

This  proposal  is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  transmittal  of 
the  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense  rec- 
ommends that  it  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 


polntment.  they  could  be  granted  such  an 
appointment,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  period  prescribed  in  section  224  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  had  run  before 
that  person  was  returned  to  military  con- 
trol from  his  status  as  missing,  missing  in 
action,  Interned,  capttired,  beleaguered,  or 
besieged. 

The  same  problem  Is  not  presented  In  the 
case  of  enlisted  personnel  whose  period  of 
enlistment  would  otherwise  expire  during 
the  period  of  time  they  are  In  a  status  of 
missing,  missing  In  action.  Interned,  cap- 
tured, beleaguered,  or  besieged,  as  they  may 
be  retained  in  the  service  beyond  the  normal 
period  for  the  convenience  cf  the  Govern- 
ment. (Act  of  June  4.  1920  (41  Stat.  809). 
as  amended  (10  U.  8.  C.  652a) ). 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  57  and  House 
Joint  Resolution  226  are  currently  being  con- 
sidered by  the  Congress.  These  resolutions 
would  continue,  until  July  1,  1953,  most  of 
the  authorities  (including  the  authority  to 
continue  the  appointments  covered  by  this 
proposal)  heretofore  continued  by  the  Emer- 
gency Powers  Continuation  Act. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE   ACTION   AGENCT 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has  been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yotirs. 

RoGBB  Kent. 
General  Counsel. 


FimPOSE  OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

During  World  War  n  the  appointments  of 
certain  officers  In  the  Army,  which  at  the 
time  included  the  Air  Force,  were  for  a  Ihn- 
Ited  period  of  time.  The  duration  of  these 
appointments  was  for  5  years  or  for  the  period 
of  World  War  II  and  for  6  months  thereafter. 
The  appointments  of  many  other  officers 
were  not  limited  in  this  manner.  For  ex- 
ample, appointments  in  the  Regular  Army. 
Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  in  addition  to  the 
appointments  in  the  Naval  Reserve  and  In 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 
were  all  made  without  any  Umltatlons  as  to 
the  term  of  those  appointmenU. 

Under  existing  law.  a  large  number  of  ap- 
pointments as  commissioned  officers  and  as 
warrant  officers  which  were  continued  in  ef- 
fect by  section  1  (c)  of  the  Emergency  Pow- 
ers continuation  Act  will  terminate  on  AprU 
2    1953   and  others  wiU  thereafter  terminate 
on  a  day-by-day  basU  upon  the  expiration 
of  the  5-year  term  specified  In  the  appoint- 
ment concerned.     The  proposed  bill  is  nec- 
essary to  prevent  the  creation  of  a  gap  In 
service  for  those  persons  who  hold  existing 
appointments  and  who  are  in  a  status  of 
missing,   missing   in    action.   Interned,   cap- 
tured beleaguered,  or  besieged.    If  these  ap- 
pointments are  allowed  to  expire,  the  persons 
concerned    will    become    civilians,    and    al- 
though the  Missing  Persons  Act  Is  effective 
to  save  the  pay  and  aUowances  and  other 
benefits  encompassed  within  Its  provisions, 
It  Is  not  effective  for  benefits  such  as  the 
accrual  of  cumulative  years  of  service   for 
purposes  of  pay  and  reth^ment.     Further,  If 
these   appointments  are   allowed   to   expire, 
the  services  wUl  have  no  specific  statutory 
authority  to  hospitalize  the  personnel  con- 
cerned.   If    such    hospitalization    Is    needed 
upon    their   return    to   the    control   of    the 
United   SUtes.     In   this   regard    also,    expe- 
rience has  shown  that  large  numbers  of  these 
persons  will  be  disabled  after  their  period 
of   Internment  as  prUoners  of  war,  and   If 
their  appointments  have  exphred  ha  the  mean- 
time there  would  be  no  authority  to  retire 
them  for  physical  disability  vmder  title  IV 
of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  or 
any  other  law. 

The  proposed  blU  would  protect  the  inter- 
ests of  the  persons  concerned  by  continuing 
their  appointments  in  effect  untU  such  time 
as  they  could  signify  whether  or  not  they 
desired  an  indeflnlte-term  appointment.  In 
the  event  they  desire  an  indeflnlte-term  ap- 


S.  1529.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  July  28. 
1942  (c.  528.  56  Stat.  722),  relating  to  post- 
humous appKJintments  and  commissions,  ana 
for  other  ptu-poses. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1529  is  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Ssoretart  of  Ddtksb, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  28, 1953. 
Hon.  Levhiett  Saltonstall, 

ChairTnan,  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  There  are  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation,  "To  amend 
the  act  of  July  28,  1942  (ch.  528,  56  Stat.  722) , 
relating  to  posthumous  appointments  and 
commissions,  and  for  other  purposes,"  and  a 
sectional  analysis  thereof. 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  no  objection  to 
the  presentation  of  this  proposal  to  the  Con- 
gress. The  Department  of  Defense  recom- 
mends that  It  be  enacted. 

PTTSPOSX  OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  la 
to  amend  the  present  law  relating  to  post- 
humous appointments  and  promotions  of 
military  personnel  (act  of  July  28.  1942;  ch. 
528,  56  Stat.  722;  10  U.  S.  C.  491c) ,  so  that  the 
date  of  death  of  a  person  who  had  been 
previously  carried  In  a  mlsslng-ln-actlon 
status  would  be  established  as  either  the  date 
of  receipt  of  the  evidence  that  such  person 
was  dead  or  the  date  of  the  death  finding 
made  under  section  6  of  the  Missing  Persons 
Act,  as  amended,  rather  than  the  actual  date 
of  death. 

Instances  have  occurred  where  a  person, 
who  was  eligible  for  or  under  consideration 
for  promotion,  entered  a  mlaslng-ln-actlon 
status,  with  no  information  forthcoming  so 
that  a  determination  could  be  made  as  to 
whether  he  was  dead  or  alive.     Under  the 
Missing  Persons  Act,  such  a  person  Is  pre- 
sumed to  be  alive  untU  determined  to  be 
otherwise,  and.  therefore,  promotion  action 
could  be  completed.     At  a  later  date  it  Is 
sometimes  discovered  that  the  person  actu- 
ally died  before  the  selection  or  recommenda- 
tion for  such  appointment  took  place.    De- 
lay In  ascertaining  the  death  of  persons  miss- 
ing In  action   frequently  results  from  the 
failure  of  belligerents  to  make  avaUable  cur- 
rent   and    adequate    records    of    captures, 
deaths,  or  burials.     Under  the  existing  law 
relating  to  jxwthumoua  appointments  and 
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OTomotlons.  the  ptirported  Bclectlon  or  ap-  The  effect  of  the  amendments  proposed  by  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there 
rolntment  Is  void  when  It  Is  later  discovered  this  legislation  to  sections  101  (O  .  102  (c) .  U  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  this  pro- 
or  determined  that  death  occurred  prior  to  and  204  of  the  Army-Navy  Nurses  Act  of  1947  posal  for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress. 
such  persons'  selection  or  appointment.  In  would  be  ( 1 )  to  prescribe  an  age  limit  of  27  The  Department  of  Defense  recommends  that 
a  case  of  this  nature,  the  family  or  depend-  years  for. appointments  In  the  grade  of  sec-  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress, 
ents  of  the  deceased  have  flxst  been  notified  ond  lieutenant  or  ensign,  as  appropriate,  and  pxtrpose  or  thi  lxcislatiom 
that  the  person  was  missing  In  action;  later  (2)  to  authorize  appointments  of  persons  no  ^^  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  la 
they  are  notified  of  his  promotion;  and  at  a  more  than  30  years  of  age  In  the  grade  of  ^^  extend  until  July  1  1955  the  existing 
8tm  later  date,  they  are  notified  of  his  death  first  lieutenant  or  lieutenant  (Junior  grade),  j^^^j^^^rlty  to  Induct  male  persons  qualified 
and  advised  that  the  promotion  was  a  nullity,  as  appropriate.  Such  age  limits,  however.  ^^  medicine  dentistry,  and  allied  specialist 
and  therefore,  must  be  revoked  because  his  would  be  Increased  by  a  maximum  of  5  years  pj^^pg^rles  Into  the  Armed  Forces  Current 
date  of  death  was  actuaUy  prior  to  his  pro-  by  the  period  of  active  commissioned  Federal  ^^j^if^rlty  for  such  Induction  which  wis 
motion.  This  has  caused  needless  grief  and  service  performed  after  December  31.  1947.  ^jed  bv  the  act  of  September'o,  1950  (Pub- 
embarrassment  to  the  next  of  kin.  and  has  The  number  of  nurses  and  women  medical  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  Cong  )  expires  on  July  1 
resulted  in  adverse  publicity  for  the  armed  specialists  who  are  being  appointed  In  the  6  •  h  )  > 
services.  Regular  components  of  the  Army  and  Air  Extension  of  the  induction  authority  is 
BUDCFTDATA  Force  Under  existing  authority  is  insufflcleiit  ^...^gi^ered  to  be  the  only  means  by  which 
This  legislative  proposal  would  cause  no  to  compensate  for  losses  which  are  being  In-  ^^^^  replacement  needs  of  the  Armed  Forces 
apparent  increase  in  budgetary  requirements  curred.  It  appears  necessary,  therefore,  to  ^^^^  physicians,  dentists,  and  veterinarians 
for  the  Department  of  Defense.  relax  somewhat  the  current   age  limitations  ^^^  ^  -^^^  ^^          ^^^^^             ^^^  ^^  j^^^ 

UB.A«i«KT  OF  DB^s«  ACTION  AGiiNCT  °"  "^'g/"^^  appointments  in  order  to  make  g^^^,^  ^^^  beginning  uf  the  Korean  Incident. 

^^^^^^  available  to  more  people  the  opportunity  to  .  ,.     ,  ..  _  „,,.,  .,„.._„,  _. ,.„„-!  ,„ 

Tvi*.   Tv>nartm*nt   i-»f    thu    Armv   hftK    h^en  .       .1.     r^        ,  .       ^.v.  and  as  a  result  of  the  consequent  expansion 

The   Department   oi    xne   Army   nas    u^en  enter  the  Regular  components  of  these  serv-  ...        .         ,  .v,     »  „  „^  f  -!.».  =.,.4  ^r  .y,-.i> 

HActirnatAH   >■  th»  r»nrMi«>ntnf I v<>  nf  the  De-  .  ^    ^      \.  ,     ^v,      ^        .  ,  .v.     vt  1"  the  slze  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  of  their 

aesignatea  as  ine  represeniauve  oi  lae  uc-  j^es.     And  while  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  ..   ,      .,        ,     „   „  .  „,  ,.„.,„,,,„„    ,v,,.  ^,.^ 

noi-tm»r>f  nf  rw>fAnu>  fnr  thu  lecifsiation  ^  .v.     i.     .        ...        .v.         .     »   .      ,,   , .f  partlc  pation  In  dnibat  activities,  the  num- 

partment  or  ueiense  lor  inis  legislation.  j^^s  authority  to  utilize  the  act  of  April  18.  '  ,'        ,,     ,    w„    ,   ,    „ ■   ...,„,i„„„,   ,^, 

c«,,„^~>i»  <rni>i>a  ir>,./>  ..   j  . o „  tt   r,    ^    . c      .  .    .  ber  of  medic.ll,  dental,  and   veterinary   per- 

Sincerely  yours,  1946,  as  amended    34  U   S   C   15),  to  appo'nt  ,  „  ,,   „    ^,..,„.  >,„.  k^^,,   i^~^^„.^m 

Ttnfm  vrvrr  _       v.  .  .v.     »t  ^  r,  ^  .v  Boiinel  on  actlve  service  has  been  Increased 

KOCZB  K.rtrr.  members  of  the  Nurses  Corps  Reserve  of  the  .    .      .,   ,,  .      t-v,.  ... v....  „»  ^-.<.„„i   ^m 

r-t>n^ni  rminjtfl  m  j  i,  ^   ^      .        «,     u  substantially.     The  number  of  medical   offl- 

General  Counsel.  Navy  and  persons  who  served  during  Wor  d  ^^^^  ^^^  mcVeased  from  approximately  6.200 

S.1530.  A   bill    to   amend    the    Army-Navy  ^ar  H.   who  are   und^r  40   years   of    age,   in  ,^^  j^,^^  j^^^    ^^  approximately  13,7UO  today. 

Nurses  Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  appoint-  the    Regular    Navy    wth    the    highest    grade  j^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^j^^  number  of  denUl  offl- 

ment    In    the    grade    of    first    lieutenant    of  hf Id  on  active  duty    that  authority  will  ex-  ^^^^  ^^  increased  from  approximately  2,200 

nurses  and  medical  specialists  in  the  Regular  P/re  on  December  31     1953      Therefore,  sec-  ^^  g  g^^  ^^^^  ^^^  number  of  veterinary  offlrer. 

Army  and  Regular  Air  Force,   and  appoint-  tlon  3  of  this  proposal,  which  amends  section  ^^^^  approximately  318  to  approximately  740. 

mentwithrankof  lieutenant  (junior  grade)  204  of   uie  Army-Navy   Nurses   Act   of    1947.  ^    the    additional    personnel    in    the    above 

of  nurses  in  the  Regular  Navy.  will  make  uniform  the  procurernent  oppor-  ^.^^     ..^les  now  on  active  service,  the  prepon- 

tunlty  for  all  three  services  In  this  fled.  ^         .         ,     ..  „  «>  C- 

rrri..,   »^*«.««   *«    ^^^^^^^^^t,   c^^nfo   Kill  nil         .V,  ,.     w      ,  ,    .      ,  derant  majority  aTC  Reserve  offlcers  who  wers 

The  letter   to   accompany   Senate   bill  Raising   the   age   limits   for  original   com-  ,„„,n,i.^,,i,ed  prior  to  Induction  and  called 

1530  IS  as  follows:  missioning  wl      increase  the  number  of  Re-  ^^  ^^^^^.^  ^^^.^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  inducted  and  later 

Omcr  OF  THE  SKMTART  OF  Dftxnsi:.  ^r""  ""^^'^  ^^^f^^^  ^°'  't^'^'''"  ^  Regular  commissioned.     In  either  case,  the  maximum 

Washington.  D.  C,  March  28,  1953.  °®""„  J^"'"  ^°"lf  ^  active  duty        ^^,^^  ^^  ^^,^.^   ^„^.,^^  ^.^^^^  ,^^^  ^„ 

_        .  „  performed  prior  to  Regular  appointment  will  '^         .  .     ^   .  ,  .     «.•  .», 

Hon.  L.v«rrr  Saltonstall,  ^  ^     ^  ^.  provide  opportunity  for  a  better  evaluation  ^^  "^^  required   to  perform  Is  24   months. 

C/ia.rman  committee  on  Armed  Services.  ^,  ^^^  capabilities  and  potentialities  of   the  ^h"^^"^^'  «'"«''  ^"^"«^  ^  ^'i?  I     ."^ 

United  States  Senate.  applicant      The  average  woman  of  27  to  30  "'nR  Purposes  that  there  will  be  no  material 

D^R  Ma.   chairman:    There   Is   forwarded  „j  ^^  ^ad  an  opportunity  to  In-  '^T      '^^   '"   '"'%  "'^  !"'   "''io^T'Tk  n! 

herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  "To  amend  the  ^estlgate  the  various  occupational  ix>sslbill.  ?!'"^"  '^^,""?  °'  ^''^'  ^        if'       T  T 

Army-Navy  Nurses  Act  of   1947  to  authorize  ^^^^  available  to  her  and  can  be  exited  to  ^  J"   continuing    need   for   med  cal.    dental, 

the  appointment  In  the  grade  of  first  lieu-  ^e  more  firm  In  her  choice  than  aTounger  and  veterinary  officers  to  rep  are  those  officer, 

tenant  of  nurses  and  medical  specialists  in  ^oman.     Consequently,  it  Is  believed  that   In  «""/l'y'y  qualified   who  will   complete  their 

the   Regular   Army   and   Regular   Air   Force,  addition   to  enlarging  the   field  from  which  ^"^"^^   °'   "*"'"'*   "^"''^   ^^'''*   ^^"^   """•• 

and  appointment  with  the  rank  of  lleuten-  Regular  nurses   may  be   procured    a  raising  ^'  ^  estimated  that  replacement  needs  for 

ant  (Junior  grade)   of  nurses  in  the  Regular  q,   ^^^   ^gg   ^^^^^  j^j.  original   commission!  medical,  dental,  and  veterinary  offlc.rrs  dur- 

Navy."  Ing  and  providing  increased  incentive  through  ^"^  ^'^^'^  ^^^  *"*   ^^^^  *"^  ^  **  follows: 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department  appolntment-ln  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  Fiscal       Fiscal 

of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and  ^m  create  a  more  stable  and  larger  supply  ]/ear  year 

the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  of     more    highly     qualified     candidates     for  19S4  1955 

there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  presen-  Regular   appointment.  Medical  officers         ...       .  4  600         7  000 

tatlon  of  the  proposal  for  the  consideration  department  of  defense  action  Acrwr^  Dental  officers I.  654         3.  755 

of    the    Congress.     The    Department   of    De-  department  of  defense  action  acenct  veterinary   officers  139  194 

fense  recommends  that  It  be  enacted  by  the  The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has  been 

.   Congress.  designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De-  In  addition,  this  proposal  would   (1)   pro- 

11JRPOSI  OF  THE  legislation  partment  of  Defense  for  this  legislation.  vide    authority    for    the    commissioning    of 

Sincerely  yours.  otherwise  qualified  aliens  subject  to  Indue- 

The  purpose  of  this  proposed  legislation  is  noctx  Keitt.  tlon;    (2)    authorize  medical  personnel  to  b« 

to  amend  existing  law  relating  to  the  appoint-  General  Counsel.  commissioned  In  grades  commensurate  with 

ment  of  nurses  in  the  Regular  Army,  Regu-  bvMt     SALTONSTai  t     rror    h.,T,c«,f  their  professional  qualifications  regardless  of 

lar  Navy,  and  Regular  Air  Force,  and  women  In^Mr    iS?^  7by  J;aueJti  *'^«^^"   ^^^V    ^^'^    ^ad   any    prior   service; 

medical  specialists  In  the  Regular  Army  and  1531    A  bult^amlnd  Se  UnHer  al  Min  '^  '  ^''^"^P^  ''om  induction  or  recall  to  active 

Regular  Ah-  Force  by  raising  the  age  limits  tarVTrainfnn^  Srvice  Ac^^  amerded"  ^"^^  ""^^  ^^'^  P^^P^^'*'  '"-<1'^*'  personnel 

lor  original  appointments  and  by  author  zing  JJ^y^  to  provfde  ?or  special  ret^st^atl^   ^tl^  *^"  ^^''^  ^'"-^  ^"'  12  months  or  more  since 

such  appointments  In  the  grade  of  first  lieu-  »"•««»  pr^viae  lor  special  registration,  clas-  j„rie  ,5     1950-    (4i    authnri^*   until    inwi 

tenant  in  the  Army  and  Air  Force  and  lieu-  "lAcatlon.  and    nductlon  of  certain  medical.  ^J'"/  med  cal   reservi^I    wh^  b,?t  for   tLiV 

tenant  (Junior  graSe)  in  the  Navy.  ^ SkerpVp^s  ^^'^^^'  ''^''"^'"'  ^^'^  ltatus"i:';::irvTt7  woSldT  sub^rto^rn"! 

Section  101  (c)  of  the  Army-Navy  Nurses  ^  ^  •  duction,  to  be  called  to  active  duty;  (6>  pro- 
Act  of  1947  (10  U.  S.  C.  166  (c) )  prescribes  The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill  vide  for  the  discharge  of  certain  meaical 
an  age  limit  of  28  years  and  authorizes  ap-  1531  jg  ^s  follows:  specialists  upon  the  completion  of  active 
polntment  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  r>«.^r-^  «- ^»»  q«-=^.=^  «- t^,,^  ^^^V-  (6)  clarify  existing  provisions  as  to 
only  with  respect  to  original  appointments  OrncT  of  the  SEcarrAHT  of  Defense.  ^^^.^^^  credlUble  for  the  purpose  of  Induc- 
In  the  Army  Nurse  Corps  of  the  Regular  Washington.  D.  C,  April  1.  1953.  tlon  and  orders  to  active  duty  and  (7)  au- 
Army.  Section  102  (c)  of  that  act  (lOU.  S.  C.  Hon.  LEvrarrr  Saltonstall.  thorlze  the  National  Advisory  Committee  to 
166a  (O)  makes  similar  provision  for  ap-  C/iotrman  Commiff^e  on  i4rmed  Serrices,  make  recommendations  for  the  deferment  of 
polnthients  in  the  Women's  Medical  Special-  J^"*!f  States  Senate.  persons  engaged  In  residency  training  or 
1st   Corps   of   the   Regular   Army.     The   pro-  ^  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:   There  are  forwarded  serving  on  faculties  of  medical,  dental,  veter- 

vlslons  of  these  sections  are  also  applicable  Jlf",^  ,     *  f !,m.°     ^^^^^^°''     ^^  ^'^^"d  mary.  or  public-health  schools. 

*  ^,  ,    .      *.       »T     m„  „  tb«  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 

to   comparable   personnel   In   the  Air  Force.  ^^^    ^  amended,  so  as  to  provide  for  special  department  of  deiense  action  aoenct 

Section  204  of  the  act  (34  U.  S.  C.  43c)  pro-  registration,  classification,  and  Induction  of  The  Department  of  the  Army  has  been  de«- 

vldes  for  the  appointment  of  nurses  In  the  certain  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist  Ignated  as  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 

Regular  Navy  with  the  rank  of  ensign  from  categories,   and  for  other   purposes,"   and  a  ment  of  Defense   for  this   legislation. 

persons  who  shall  not  have  reached  the  age  sectional  analysis  thereof.  Sincerely  yours, 

of  29  years  on  July  1  of  the  calendar  year  in         This  proposal  Is  part  of  the  Department  of  Rcxser  Kent. 

which  appoluted.  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953,  and  the  General  Counsel. 
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„j.r-^,oNAL  Analysis  of  a  Bill  To  Amtnd  th« 
Universal  Miutart  Training  and  Service 
ArT.  AS  Amended,  So  as  To  Providr  for 
SiFciAL  Registration.  CuASsincATioN,  and 
Induction  of  Certain  Medical,  Dental, 
and  Allied  Specialistb  Categoeies.  and  for 
Other  Purposes 

.Section  1  amends  »ectlon  4  (1)  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
US  amended,  which  Is  the  present  sUtutory 
iiuthorlty  governing  the  registration  and  In- 
duction of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  spe- 
ciriURt  personnel,  by  adding  the  following 
j',:irapraphs: 

Paragraph  (4)  defines  "active  duty"  and 
'■.ictive  service,"  for  t^e  purposes  of  section 
4(1),  to  include  active  duty  and  active  duty 
for  training  (as  defin>>d  In  subsections  101 
(hi  and  (c)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
(,f  19.'S2):  active  service  In  the  Army.  Navy. 
Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard,  or 
Fub.lc  Health  Serylce.  Including  the  Reserve 
(-.  mponents  thereof;  service  In  the  national 
liealth.  safety,  or  Interest  and  work  of  na- 
tK.ual  ImporUnce  performed  by  consclen- 
!;•  us  objectors:  and  equivalent  service  In  the 
Armed  Forces  of  World  War  II  Allies  of  the 
United  States  performed  prior  to  September 
■2.    1915. 

Paragraph  (5)  further  defines  "active 
duty"  and  "active  service"  to  Include  all 
jicriods  of  1  day  or  more  performed  under 
c  mpetent  orders,  except  periods  spent  as 
^!Udent8  in  the  Army  specialized  training 
proeram  or  the  Navy  V-12  program,  or  In 
similar  programs,  and  periods  spent  in  In- 
tern or  residency  training  or  In  senior  stu- 
dent programs  or  other  postgraduate  train- 
lug  prior  to  receipt  of  the  appropriate  pro- 
les-slcnal  degree. 

Paragraph  (6)  provides  that  registrants 
under  stctlon  4  (1)  who  have  served  on  ac- 
tive service  since  June  25.  1950,  for  a  period 
of  less  than  12  months  shall  be  liable  for 
Induction  or  relnductlon  under  section  4  (1) 
unless  they  are  members  of  a  Reserve  com- 
ponent. This  paragraph  U  Intended  to  avoid 
ai.y  interpretation  that  a  person  once  in- 
ducted under  section  4  (l)  may  not  be  re- 
Inducted  under  the  same  section  even  if 
he  ha.s  spent  only  1  day  in  service.  It  is  also 
provided  that  persons  who  have  served  on 
active  service  since  June  25.  1950,  for  a 
period  of  13  months  or  more  shall  not  be 
liable  for  Induction  or  relnductlon  under 
section  4(1).  The  la-month  period  of  active 
service  which  is  used  as  a  dividing  line  In 
this  paragraph  Is  also  used  in  section  3  of 
thl.s  act  In  connection  with  discharges  and 
with  the  liability  for  recall  to  active  duty 
as  a  reservist. 

Paragraph  (7)  provides  that  a  special  reg- 
l.Uant  under  section  4  (1)  will  not  be  held 
to  be  Ineligible  for  appointment  as  an  officer 
on  the  sole  ground  that  he  Is  not  a  citizen 
of  the  United  SUtes  or  has  not  made  a 
declaration  of  Intent  to  become  a  citizen, 
unless  he  Is  forever  barred  from  holding  an 
cfflce  of  trust  under  the  United  States  by 
section  314  of  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  Certain  aliens  are  required  to 
remster  and  are  liable  for  Induction  under 
section  4  (1).  Such  an  alien  will  be  re- 
quired to  meet  all  other  qualifications  and 
C'lr.dltlons  for  appointment  as  an  officer  and 
will  remain  liable  for  Induction  U  he  falls 
to  do  so. 

Section  2  amends  section  4  (J)  of  the  Uni- 
versal MllljAry  Training  and  Service  Act, 
as  amended,  to  clarify  and  make  more 
specific  the  functions  and  powers  of  the  Na- 
ti.nal  Advisory  Committee,  with  particular 
rtlcrence  to  making  recommendations  for 
the  deferment  of  registrants  engaged  In  resi- 
dency training  programs  or  serving  on  the 
faculties  of  medical,  dental,  and  veterinary 
schools. 

S-'ctlon  3  amends  the  provisions  of  section 
4  of  Public  Law  779,  Slst  Congress — 

( a )  to  reenact  those  provlsione  which  cur- 
rently provide  that  If  a  person  who  served  on 
active  service  as  a  physician,  dentist,  or  la 


an  allied  specialist  category,  subsequent  to 
September  18,  1940,  was  thereafter  recalled 
to  active  duty  as  a  physician  or  dentist  in 
the  Armed  Forces  (including  the  Public 
Health  Service)  he  could  be  promoted  to 
such  grade  or  rank  as  was  commensurate 
with  his  education,  experience,  and  ability. 
The  reenacted  section  is  broadened  so  as  to 
apply  to  any  member  of  a  Reserve  compo- 
nent who  has  been  or  shall  be  called  to  active 
duty  prior  to  July  1.  1955,  as  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinarian,  or  In  an  allied  specialist 
category  In  the  Armed  Forces  (Including  the 
Public  Health  Service)  whether  or  not  he 
has  previously  performed  active  service. 
Such  a  person  shall,  under  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  President,  be  appointed,  re- 
appointed or  promoted  to  such  grade  or  rank 
as  may  be  commensurate  with  his  profes- 
sional education,  exi>erlence.  or  ability.  This 
provision  will  Insure  that  physicians,  den- 
tLsts,  veterinarians,  and  allied  specialist  per- 
sonnel will  be  given  the  rank  to  which  they 
are  entitled  because  of  their  professional 
qualifications  without  regard  to  whether  they 
have  previously  served  on  active  service  or 
have  previously  been  commissioned  £is  Re- 
serve officers.  Thus  uniform  treatment  of  all 
such  personnel  will  be  possible. 

(b)  requires  that  persons  who  register  un- 
der section  4   (I)    of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act.  but  are  not  then 
or  thereafter  registered  under  section  3   of 
the  same  act  or  otherwise  obligated  to  serve 
on  active  service  or  In  the  Reserve  compo- 
nents, and  who  subsequently  accept  a  com- 
mission In  a  Reserve  component  and  there- 
after serve  on  active  service  for  a  period  of 
12  months  or  more,  to  be  discharged  upon 
completion  of  the  period  of  active  service  or 
within   6   months   after    enactment    of    this 
section,  whichever  Is  later.     The  latter  pro- 
vision Is  for  the  benefit  of  persons  who  will 
have  already  completed  their  active  service 
by  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  section.    The 
section   applies   to   such    persons   because   it 
Is  made  retroactive  to  September  9.  1950,  the 
date  of  enactment  of  Public  Law  779.     Per- 
sons dUcharged  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section   shall   not    thereafter   t>e   subject   to 
Induction    under   the   provisions   of    section 
4  (1)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act.  as  amended. 

(c)  provides  authorit.  for  calling  to  active 
duty  persons  who  would  be  subject  to  regis- 
tration or  induction  under  section  4  (1),  but 
who  are  exempted  from  such  registration  or 
from  Induction  by  section  4(1)  because  they 
are  members  of  Reserve  components.     Such 
persons  are  currently  called  to  active  duty 
under   the    authority   of   section  21    of   the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
which  expires  on  July  1, 1953.    The  maximum 
period  of  active  duty  which  persons  called 
under  this  section  may  be  required  to  serve 
Is  34  months.     Persons  who  have  performed  a 
total  of  12  months  or  more  of  active  service 
since  September  16.  1940,  may  be  required  to 
serve  not  more  than  17  months  and  persons 
who  have  served   on   active   service   for    12 
months  or   more  since  June  25,   1950.  shall 
not  be  liable  for  recall  under  this  provision 
for  periods     in  excess  of  30  days  except  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency  hereafter 
declared  by  the  Congress. 

(d)  is  a  savings  provision  which  makes 
It  plain  that  this  section  does  not  affect  or 
limit  the  authority  to  order  members  of  the 
Reserve  components  to  active  duty  which 
is  contained  In  section  233  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act. 

Section  4  amends  section  7  of  Public  Law 
779.  to  extend  the  effective  date  thereof  and 
of  the  amendments  made  by  this  act  from 
July  1.  1953,  to  July  1.  1955. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President,  by  request,  I  also 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  an- 
other bill.  The  bill  would  repeal  the 
authority  to  purchase  discharge  from 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 


the  Marine  Corps.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  letter  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  requesting  the  leg- 
islation, be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  letter  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1544)  to  repeal  the  au- 
thority to  purchase  discharge  from  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the 
Marine  Corps,  introduced  by  Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall, by  request,  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 


Assistant  Sechetart  of  Defense, 
Washington  25,  D.  C,  January  5,  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Barklet, 

President  of  the  Senate. 
Dear  Mr.  Prisident:  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation.  "To  repeal 
the  authority  to  purchase  discharge  from 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the 
Marine  Corps." 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there 
Is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this 
proposed  legislation  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense 
recommends  that  It  be  enacted. 

ptmposE  OF  the   legislation 
Section  4  of  the  act  of  June  16.  1890   (10 
U.  S.  C.  651)    provides  in  part  that  In  time 
of  F»eace  the  President  may,  in  his  discretion 
and  under  such  rules  and  upon  such  con- 
ditions   as    he    shall    prescribe,    permit    any 
enlisted  man  to  purchase  his  discharge  from 
the  Army.      The  act  of  March  3,  1893,  pro- 
vides in  part  (34  U.  S.  C.  196)   that  in  time 
of  peace  the  President  may,  in  his  discretion 
and  under  such  rules  and  upon  such  condi- 
tions as  he  shaU  prescribe  permit  any  en- 
listed man  to  purchase  his  discharge  from 
the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps.      Discharge 
by  purchase  has  never  been  In  effect  In  the 
Air  Force,  although  section  4  of  the  act  of 
June  16.  1890,  would  apply  to  the  Air  Force. 
It  U  the  purpose  of  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion to  repeal  these  provisions  of  law,  since 
they  are  considered  completely  inconsistent 
with  the  present-day  concept  of  universality 
of   obligation   and   service   upon   which   the 
Universal  MUltary  Training  and  Service  Act 
is   based.      Authority  exists,   and  has  been 
utUlzed  since  the  beginning  of  World  War  II. 
to  discharge  a  person  from  the  service  when 
sufficient  cause  is  shown.      It  is  considered 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  much  more 
desirable    and    more    in    consonance    with 
equity  and  fair  play  to  continue  to  utilize 
such  authority  on  a  merit  basis  than  to  per- 
mit the  relative  worth  of  individuals  to  de- 
termine their  continued  liability  for  speci- 
fied periods  of  service.      For  these  reasons. 
It  is  not  believed  that  any  President  would 
choose  to  exercise  his  discretion  and  author- 
ize discharges  under  these  archaic  and  obso- 
lete provisions  of  law. 

WhUe  these  two  laws  are  currently  sus- 
pended by  virtue  of  section  1    (b)    (5)    and 
1  (b)    (6)  of  the  Emergency  Powers  Contin- 
uation Act  (66  Stet.  330.  333).  that  suspen- 
sion  will   terminate   on   or   before   April    1, 
1953.      And  while  section  8  of  tlie  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  provides, 
as  did  the  Selective  Service  Acts  of  1917  and 
1940,  that  no  person  Uable  for  training  and 
service   thereunder   may    purchase   his    dis- 
charge prior  to  the  expiration  of  his  period 
of  training  and  service,  this  prohibition  is 
limited  to  persons  liable  under  section  4  of 
that  act.     Thus,  after  AprU  1.  1353,  enlisted 
members  of  the  armed  services  who  are  not 
subject  to  the   Universal  MUltary   Training 
and  Service  Act  would  be  eligible  for  con- 
sideration for  discharge  under  this  authority 
whereas  persons  Inducted  under  or  enlisting 
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pursuant   to,    the    provisions    of    that    act, 
would  not. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  this  proposal  la 
submitted  to  the  Congress  In  accordance 
with  the  request  of  both  the  Hovise  and  Sen- 
ate Judiciary  Committees  that  separate  rec- 
ommendations for  permanent  legislation  be 
submitted  on  those  provisions  contained  in 
the  Emergency  Powers  Continuation  Act 
which  should  be  permanently  changed. 

DEPAXTMENT    OF    DKITNSK,    ACTION    AGENCT 

The   Department   of   the   Army   has   been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Roger  Kent. 


AMENDMENT  OF  AGRICULTURAL 
ACT  OP  1949.  RELATING  TO 
STRENGTHENING  AGRICULTURE 
AND  REDUCE  COST  OP  PRICING 
SUPPORT  OPERATIONS 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett],  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Bennett],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler],  my 
colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case),  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dworsh.»k],  the 
senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt],  ths  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
I  Mr.  McCarran],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker],  and 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young],  I  introduce,  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence, a  bill  to  amend  section  41  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  401  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  la 
anaended  by  adding  the  following  new  sub- 
section : 

"(e)  Whenever  the  Secretary  shall  make 
price  support  available  to  any  commodity. 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  noti- 
fied and  shall  be  advised  the  parity  price  of 
such  commodity  for  the  marketing  season. 
Upon  receipt  of  this  notice,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  shall  impose  and  collect  such 
duty  or  additional  duty  on  all  Imports  of 
such  commodity  as  Is  necessary  so  that  the 
duty-paid  price  in  United  States  dollars  is 
cot  less  than  the  parity  price." 

The  bill  (S.  1538)  to  amend  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to 
strengthen  American  agriculture  and  re- 
duce the  cost  of  price-support  opera- 
tions, introduced  by  Mr.  Mttndt  (for 
himself  and  other  Senators),  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
Intended  to  address  the  Senate  for  20 
minutes  on  this  subject,  but  I  have  sent 
to  the  Press  Gallery  a  release  which  de- 
scribes the  bill,  and  I  shall  refrain  from 
discussing  it  now.  I  hope  other  Sena- 
tors will  join/in  supporting  the  bill. 

I  now  ask  to  have  the  release  printed 
In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

A  new  4lMHfiyii^^fil'^^  parity  prices  for 
agrlcu^tf|^^BBQ|i|[|^Klk  place  and  lighten 

taxpayers  iSlinlfSS^^  tbe  United  States 


Senate  today  when  Senator  Karl  Mttndt 
(Republican.  South  Dakota)  introduced  a 
jMU-ity-protection  amendment  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
12  other  Senators. 

The  measure  would  call  for  flexible  tariff 
duties  that  would  be  placed  In  effect  immedi- 
ately upon  a  price-support  program  being 
made  available  to  any  commodity,  so  that 
imported  items  of  that  commodity  could  not 
continue  to  force  the  price  down  to  the  Amer- 
ican prducer  and  would  permit  Importations 
of  such  commodities  only  at  parity  price 
levels  or  above,  without  paying  the  difference. 

Senator  Mundt  said  the  wide  sponsorship 
of  the  measure  In  the  Senate  Indicated  the 
desire  to  eliminate  conflicts  which  exist  be- 
tween the  development  of  an  expanded 
sound  foreign-trade  program  and  the  policy 
of  maintaining  a  sound  agricultural  economy 
In  the  United  States 

Senator  Mundt  added: 

"Today  this  Nation  stands  committed  to  a 
policy  of  encouraging  foreign  t-ade  and  also 
to  a  policy  of  maintaining  American  agri- 
culture at  or  near  full  parity  levels.  These 
cannot  be  successfully  and  practically 
achieved  unless  the  policy  on  foreign  trade 
takes  Into  consideration  the  p<ilicy  of  main- 
taining agricultural  prices  at  parity,  and  both 
policies  must  consider  the  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer. 

"American  agriculture  today  faces.  In 
many  Instances,  competition  from  foreign 
producers  which  Is  based  purely  nn  that  for- 
eign nation's  desire  to  obtain  American  dol- 
lars. No  amount  of  efficiency  here  can  com- 
pete with  such  a  product  when  It  Is  sub- 
sidized by  Its  own  government  In  order  to 
undersell  the  American  prtxlucer  and  take 
his  market.  The  result  is  that,  under  law, 
the  taxpayer  must  in  turn  subsidize  the 
American  producer  while  the  products  stack 
up  In  surplus  and  remain  a  threat  to  recov- 
ery of  the  market  price  for  the  American 
farmer. 

"It  is  a  known  fact  that  for  every  $1  drop 
In  farm  Income,  there  is  a  87  drop  in  national 
income,  for  agriculture  Is  the  bitstc  industry 
of  this  country.  That  Is  why  this  measure 
has  been  introduced  as  a  parity  protection 
measure,  designed  to  protect  tht  prices  re- 
ceived by  farmers  at  parity  levels,  which  both 
political  parties  are  pledged  to  try  to  achieve. 
It  should  receive  wholehearted  support,  be- 
cause It  substitutes  the  theory  of  the  first 
right  to  the  American  market  for  the  Ameri- 
can farmer,  for  the  theory  of  letting  cheaply 
produced  and  In  many  Instances  subsidized 
foreign  products  take  our  American  markets 
for  foreign  producers  and  force  the  taxpay- 
ers to  maintain  parity  for  farmers  with  sub- 
sidies In  this  country. 

"This  Nation  produces  many  crops  which 
we  produce  In  surplus,  like  cheese  and  but- 
ter, yet  we  permit  Imports  from  cheap-labor 
countries  to  force  our  producers  onto  the 
taxpayers'  subsidy  list.  And  where  that 
alone  would  not  solve  the  problem.  It  aggra- 
vates it  and  keeps  the  American  producer 
from  winning  the  battle  to  recover  his  own 
markets. 

"We  produce  many  crops  In  a  deficiency 
supply.  In  the  case  of  wool,  we  produce  only 
one-third  of  the  wool  consumed  In  this  coun- 
try and  yet  the  American  producer  Is  driven 
trom  the  American  market  to  the  support 
program  paid  for  by  the  American  taxpayer, 
all  because  of  subsidized  foreign  wool  break- 
ing the   American  market. 

"There  are  many  other  crops  in  which  we 
do  not  produce  sufHclently  to  even  supp'.y 
our  own  market.  We  feel  that  foreign  Im- 
ports should  come  Into  this  country  to  sup- 
ply American  demand  and  to  compete  wUh 
American  producers,  but  such  an  exchange 
should  be  on  a  fair  basis,  on  an  American 
standard  of  living  basis. 

"That  is  why  we  have  Introduced  this 
parity  protection  amendment  to  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949.  This  act.  designed  to 
protect  American  agriculture  at  near  parity 
levels,  will  be  strengthened  by  this  amend- 


ment, and  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States 
will  have  a  heavy  burden  lifted  from  them. 
For  in  this  bill,  when  price  supports  are 
made  available  to  any  commodity,  then  the 
Government  will  say  no  foreign  commodities 
can  come  in  unless  they  come  in  at  a  fair 
American  price.  The  American  farmers  with 
their  efficiency  can  safely  compete  for  the 
American  market  and  more  surely  we  can 
dejjend  on  a  sound  national  economy." 

Republican  and  Democratic  Senators  co- 
sponsoring  the  bill  with  Senator  Mundt 
were  Barrett,  Binnett.  Buti.er  of  Nebraska, 
Case.  Cordon.  D>aor.'-hak.  Hunt,  McCarran. 
Watkins.  Wei.ker,  Young,  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado, and  Thye. 

Mr.  THYE  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  state  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  I  wish  to  join  as  a  cospon- 
sor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  happy  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Mirmesota  do  so.  and  that 
will  change  the  number  of  sp>on.sors  from 
the  mythical  number  13  to  the  much 
more  reasonable  number  of  14  Senators. 
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DEFERMENT  OF  TRANSFER  OP  OP- 
ERATING HEADQUARTERS  OP 
TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
FROM    KNOXVILLE,    TENN. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  require  the  deferment  of  action  with 
re'^pect  to  the  transfer  of  the  oF>erating 
headquarters  of  the  Tennes.see  Valley 
Authority  from  Knoxville,  Tcnn.,  to  any 
other  place,  and  for  ether  purposes. 

There  beink'  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1541 )  to  require  the  deferment  of  action 
with  respect  to  the  trartsfer  of  the  oper- 
ating headquarters  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority  from  Knoxville,  Tenn..  to 
any  other  place,  and  for  other  purposes, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Kefauver,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  PubUc 
Works 

Mr  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  a  few 
minutes  in  connection  with  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennes-see?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  which  I  have  introduced  requires 
that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  will 
not  move  its  headquarters,  situated  in 
Knoxville,  Tenn  ,  to  any  other  place  be- 
fore June  30.  1958. 

The  bill  further  provides  that  before 
making  any  such  transfer  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Authority  will  conduct  a 
complete  study  of  the  purposes  and  ef- 
fects of  such  a  transfer  and,  not  less  than 
6  months  before  any  such  proposed 
transfer,  will  transmit  to  Congress  a  full 
report  of  such  a  study. 

Adopting  the  same  principle  which  we 
have  used  in  the  reorganization  plans, 
and  in  other  congressional  action,  if 
Congress  does  not.  by  joint  action  of  both 
Houses,  disapprove  such  a  proposed 
transfer  prior  to  the  expiration  of  60  days 
of  continuous  session  after  the  proposal 
has  been  received,  then  the  consent  of 
Congress  will  have  been  granted. 

Under  this  bill  the  Authority  could  not 
move  its  office  to  any  place  not  specified 
in  the  report  submitted  to  Congress,  and. 
of  course,  such  office  would  be  within  the 


peographical  area  within  which  the  TVA 
operates. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ex- 
plain my  reasons  for  Introducing  the  bill. 
To  do  so  will  require  that  I  review  briefly 
some  of  the  history  behind  the  TVA  Act. 
When  TVA  was  first  established  In 
1933,  the  basic  act  provided  that  the 
corporation  would  be  an  inhabitant  and 
if.sident  of  the  northern  judicial  district 
of  Alabama. 

The  reasoning  behind  this  was  that 
the  only  prop>erty  then  owned  by  the 
Government,  and  the  only  immediate 
operation  of  TVA.  was  Wilson  Dam.  at 
Mu.'^cle  Shoals.  Ala.  The  Immediate  pur- 
pose of  TVA  was  to  operate  Wilson  Dam 
and  to  maintain  and  operate  the  prop- 
erties then  owned  by  the  United  States 
in  the  vicinity  of  Muscle  Shoals,  where 
Wilson  Dam  is  located. 

However,  the  original  act  also  directed 
TVA  to  improve  navigation  upon  the 
Tenne.s.see  River ;  to  control  the  destruc- 
tive floodwaters  in  the  Tennessee  and 
Mississippi  basins;  and,  of  course,  as  by- 
products, to  produce  electrical  power, 
further  conservation,  and  to  encourage  a 
unified  development  program  in  the 
region. 

Correctly,  I  think,  the  TVA  chose 
Knoxville  as  its  headquarters — Knox- 
ville l)eing  the  principal  city  situated 
within  the  mountainous  area  where  the 
rushing  waters  of  the  Termessee  and  its 
tributaries  need  first  be  controlled.  If 
the  ends  of  flood  prevention  and  conser- 
vation are  to  be  achieved;  and  secondly, 
can  be  most  efficiently  utilized  for  the 
production  of  electrical  power  through 
the  construction  of  multipurpose  dams. 
TVA.  therefore,  for  the  past  20  years 
has  operated  In  much  the  same  manner 
as  those  many  corporations  which  are 
formed  under  the  laws  of  Delaware.  For 
legal  purposes — for  annual  meetings — It 
was  a  resident  of  the  Northern  Judicial 
District  of  Alabama.  For  operating  pur- 
poses it  was  domiciled  at  Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

That  this  "was  an  efficient  arrange- 
ment can  be  seen  at  a  glance  by  look- 
ing at  a  map — or  by  reviewing  power 
production  and  sales  statistics. 

In  Tennessee  there  are  now  14  major 
dams;  6  major  steam  plants;  865.000  cus- 
tomers; a  net  plant  Investment  of  $477,- 
273.095.  Power  revenue.  In  the  calen- 
dar year  of  1952  was  $72,000,000  In  Ten- 
ne.ssee. 

In  Alabama  there  are  now  only  3  major 
dams;  2  steam  plants;  143,000  customers: 
a  net  plant  Investment  of  $157,725,455. 
Power  revenue.  In  the  calendar  year  of 
1952  was  only  $15  million  in  Alabama. 

Despite  this,  the  TVA  board  of  di- 
rectors has  announced  recently  that  they 
plan  to  move  headquarters  from  Knox- 
ville to  a  building  which  will  be  built 
for  them  and  leased  by  them  at  Muscle 
Shoals. 

While  I  would  question  the  wisdom  of 
such  a  move.  I  have  not  attempted  to 
bind  the  TVA  Into  Irrevocably  establish- 
ing its  headquarters  In  Knoxville  in  the 
bill  which  I  have  submitted. 

Instead,  I  have  attempted  to  draft 
what  I  consider  to  be  a  fair  blU  cover- 
ing this  situation.  These  are  my  reasons 
for  doing  so; 


First.  Such  a  move,  effected  suddenly, 
as  proposed  by  the  TVA  Board,  would 
uproot  some  500  citizens  of  Knoxville, 
and  their  families.  These  people,  many 
of  them,  own  their  own  homes  in  Knox- 
ville and  have  established  roots  In  the 
community,  since  TVA  first  located  there 
20  years  ago.  Such  a  sudden  move  Is  a 
needless  hardship. 

Second.  Knoxville  and  Knox  County 
have  recently  completed  a  school-expan- 
sion program,  brought  on,  in  part  at 
least,  by  the  needs  of  serving  these  peo- 
ple of  TVA  and  their  famiUes.  Other 
facilities  of  Knoxville  and  Knox  County 
are  geared  to  their  service.  Such  a  sud- 
den dislocation  would  correspondingly 
work  a  needless  hardship  on  the  com- 
munity. 

Third.  TVA  Is  now  adequately  housed 
at  Knoxville.  and  this  proposal,  while 
technically  a  lease  Is  In  reahty  a  pur- 
chase over  a  period  of  years  of  a  building 
not  yet  constructed  at  Muscle  Shoals — a 
step  over  which  Congress  should  have  the 
right  of  review. 

Fourth.  This  bill  does  not  disturb.  In 
any  way,  the  basic  TVA  Act.  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  legislative  counsel  that  It 
would  be  considered  in  the  nature  of 
overriding  legislation,  insofar  as  fixing 
the  legal  residence  of  TVA  is  concerned. 
Fifth.  By  suddenly  moving  this  num- 
ber of  famines  from  Knoxville  to  Muscle 
Shoals — from  a  city  which  through  20 
years  has  developed  the  housing,  school- 
ing, and  other  facilities  necessary  to 
serve  them— the  Board  may  be  creating 
shortages  in  their  proposed  new  home, 
which  would  cause  not  only  hardships 
but  the  expenditure  of  additional  funds 
to  provide  such  facilities. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  say  that  this  is 
not  a  dispute  between  the  States  of  Ala- 
bama and  Tennessee  Insofar  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. Although  a  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, I  would  raise  the  same  questions 
If  the  proposal  were  made  to  move  this 
headquarters  to  any  other  city  In  Ten- 
nessee, suddenly  and  without  advance 
preparation. 

I  consider  the  bill  which  I  have  spon- 
sored a  fair  one.  It  leaves  discretion  as  to 
the  location  in  the  hands  of  the  TVA 
Board,  with  only  a  veto  power  in  Con- 
gress, as  Is  exercised  In  reorganizational 
plans.  It  delays  any  projected  move  a 
sufficient  length  of  time  for  adjustments 
to  be  made.  It  provides  that  adequate 
notice  must  be  given. 

Mr.  HILL  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  earher  in  the  day  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  KEFAUVER  1  introduced  a  bill  with 
reference  to  the  headquarters  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  and  made  a 
statement  explaining  the  bill.  In  which 
he  gives  some  reasons  for  its  intro- 
duction. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  Immediately  fol- 
lowing the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Tennessee,  a  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  John  OUver.  the  gen- 
eral manager  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
headquarters. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  Submitted  to  Hottsk  CoMMTm:* 
ON  Appropriations  bt  John  Oliveh,  Gen- 
eral Manager,  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ITT,  March  27,  1953 


Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, before  responding  to  the  request  of 
the  chairman  of  this  committee  to  discuss 
•with  you  the  details  of  TVA's  plans  for  the 
removal  of  the  offices  of  Its  board  and  a  por- 
tion of  Its  staff  from  Knoxville  to  Muscle 
Shoals,  I  should  like,  if  I  may,  to  correct  cer- 
tain misapprehensions  that  have  regrettably 
arisen,  at  least  In  the  local  press. 

This  is  not  an  abrupt  or  hastily  considered 
change  of  residence  of  members  of  the  Board 
or  the  general  administrative  offices.  Povir- 
teen  years  ago  the  Board  of  TVA,  after  an 
exhaustive  study  of  all  the  factors  concerned, 
concluded  that  it  could  serve  the  region  best 
by  moving  its  administrative  offices  to  Muscle 
Shoals  where  its  legal  headquarters  are  lo- 
cated by  act  of  Congress.  Although  th« 
Board's  decision  to  move  has  never  been  a 
secret,  the  actual  date  of  moving  has  been 
postponed  repeatedly  because  of  national 
emergencies  which  prevented  the  use  of  ma- 
terials necessary  to  carry  out  the  plan. 
Those  postponements  have  given  the  Board 
many  opportunities  to  review  Its  decision, 
and  each  year  the  evidence  piles  up  that 
the  decision  of  14  years  ago  was  a  good  one 
and  has  been  too  long  delayed.  Knoxville 
Is  not  now  a  suitable  location  for  the  Board 
and  central  management  of  TVA. 

At  Muscle  Shoals  the  Board  of  TVA  will 
be  nearer  to  the  capitals  of  three  of  the 
fovir  States  where  TVA's  principal  activities 
are  concentrated.  Muscle  Shoals  is  in  Ala- 
bama, but  it  Is  closer  to  Nashville,  the  capi- 
tal of  Tennessee,  than  is  Knoxville.  Muscle 
Shoals  is  nearer  Montgomery,  the  capital  of 
Alabama:  it  is  nearer  Jackson,  the  capital 
of  Mississippi.  As  TVA  witnesses  testified 
before  this  committee  earlier  this  month, 
TVA's  relations  with  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments are  more  and  more  Impwrtant  In 
the  furtherance  of  the  program  going  for- 
ward in  the  region.  Likewise,  Muscle 
Shoals  is  a  central  location  on  the  naviga- 
tion highway  the  Tennessee  River  has  be- 
come. Similarly,  although  TVA's  power 
headquarters  wUl  remain  In  Chattanooga, 
it  is  significant  that  Muscle  Shoals  Is  125 
miles  nearer  the  center  of  the  TVA  power 
service   area  than  Knoxville. 

I  should  like  to  state  as  emphatically  aa 
I  can  that  the  Board  has  only  one  purpose 
In  this  move.  It  has  not  been  guided  by 
Its  own  convenience  or  the  convenience  of 
its  staff.  Its  single  purpose  is  to  place  It- 
self and  its  administrative  staff  where  they 
can  serve  the  region  best. 

We  are  aware  that  since  the  announce- 
ment of  this  move  there  have  been  many 
protests    from    the    commercial    and    real- 
estate   Interests  of   Knoiville.     This   Is    en- 
tirely understandable  and  we  do  not  com- 
plain that  they   have  exercised  their  right 
to  criticize   and  to  protest.     But  the  TVA 
Board  has  a  Job  to  do,  and  It  la  under  a 
heavy  obligation  to  do  its  Job  In  the  most 
effective  way  possible.     Neither  its  personal 
convenience  nor  the  pressures  of  local  In- 
terests, nor  even  the  preference  of  Its  em- 
ployees, can  be  controlling  when  sound  man- 
agement  dictates  that  a  Job  can  be  done 
better  fOT  the  region  as  a  whole  by  working 
at  one  place  rather  than  another.    The  re- 
sponslbUlty  of  the  TVA  Board  for  such  de- 
cisions cannot  be  delegated  to  local  groups 
or  the   local   press.     I  do  not  believe   this 
committee  would  have  It  otherwise. 

A    BEIEr    WOKD    ABOUT    HISTOBT 

The  considerations  which  led  the  Board 
In  1833  to  locate  administrative  offices  In 
Knoxville  were  precisely  those  which  lead 
It  now  to  move  to  Muscle  Shoals.  It  went 
to  Knoxville  despite  the  fact  that  its  legal 
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headquarters  were  Muscle  Shoals  and  the 
general  expectation  was  that  members  of 
the  Board  would  reside  there.  But  the  most 
pressing  Job  In  1933  was  the  C(Histructlon  of 
Norrls  Dam. 

Fourteen  years  ago,  within  3  years  after 
the  completion  of  Norrls  Dam,  the  Board 
of  EMrectors  concluded  that  the  administra- 
tive advantages  of  remaining  in  Knoxvllle 
had  largely  disappeared,  and  that  the  time 
had  therefore  come  for  the  move  to  Muscle 
Shoala.  In  1940,  funds  were  requested  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  construction 
of  office  facilities  at  Muscle  Shoals.  The 
request  came  to  the  budget  In  the  autumn 
of  1940,  after  the  fall  of  France,  when  ma- 
terials shortages  were  already  developing  as 
a  result  of  the  stepped-up-productlon  pro- 
gram. So  the  allowance  was  postponed. 
World  War  II,  of  course,  further  delayed  the 
move,  and  during  the  war  years,  when  we 
were  building  dams  on  the  tributaries, 
Knoxvllle  was  a  reasonable  location. 

In  the  spring  of  1946,  In  connection  with 
the  TVA  appropriation  bill  for  1947.  the 
Congress  approved  an  Item  for  carry  iiig  out 
Initial  planning  for  office  facilities  at  Muscle 
Bhoals.  The  record  of  the  hearings  Includes 
a  copy  of  the  Jvistlflcation  presented  to  com- 
mittees of  the  House  and  Senate  and  testi- 
mony by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board,  then 
IdT.  Lillentbal,  reaffirming  the  Board's  de- 
cision to  move. 

Again,  in  January  1947,  Chairman  Clapp 
indicated  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Public 
Works  that  studies  showed,  and  he  believed, 
that  the  Board  and  major  staff  could  func- 
tion most  effectively  from  Muscle  Shoals. 

In  the  spring  of  1950.  General  Manager 
George  F.  Gant,  to  whom  the  Board  had  as- 
signed further  work  on  the  plans,  recom- 
mended that  proposals  be  solicited  from 
private  builders  who  might  be  Interested 
in  providing  space  and  leasing  It  to  TVA. 
Proposals  were  obtained  from  four  different 
sovirces,  all  considered  financially  responsi- 
ble. The  most  advantageous  proposal  was 
one  BUlKnltted  by  Mr.  Wallace  S.  Pitts  of 
Montgomery,  Ala.  After  Its  general  terms 
had  been  approved,  but  prior  to  formal  ac- 
ceptance by  the  Board,  the  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities In  Korea  and  the  Increased  drain  of 
military  requirements  on  steel  and  other 
materials  made  it  obvious  that  the  project 
should  not  go  forward  for  the  time  being. 
In  order  that  the  arrangement  might  be 
carried  out  with  least  delay,  letters  were  ex- 
changed with  Mr.  Pitts  recording  the  under- 
standings reached  before  the  plan  was 
deferred. 

In  the  early  spring  of  1952,  when  It  be- 
came apparent  that  the  steel  shortage  was 
likely  to  be  eased  soon,  the  Board  Instructed 
the  staff  to  resume  negotiations,  resulting 
In  the  agreement  finally  signed  on  March  10, 
1953. 

THZ  MOVE  WILL  PLACX  THE  BOARD,  WITH  ITS 
ICANAGEBIAL  STAFF,  CLOSES  TO  THE  PLACES  OF 
ITS  WORK  AND  ITS  FTTrtTRE  OXVSLOPMSNTAL 
PROBLEMS 

In  order  that  this  move  may  be  seen  In 
its  relation  to  the  entire  organization  of 
TVA,  I  shotild  like  to  describe  briefly  to  the 
committee  the  activities  which  are  now  be- 
ing carried  on  at  the  three  major  adminis- 
trative centers — ^Knoxvllle,  Chattanooga,  and 
Muscle  Shoals. 

Muscle  Shoals  Is  headquarters  for  the 
Chemical  Development  and  Chemical  Opera- 
tions Divisions,  as  well  as  the  Alabama  Power 
Ens tr let,  an  area  office  of  the  Division  of 
Reservoir  Properties,  the  malaria  control  and 
occupational  hygiene  laboratories,  a  district 
forestry  office,  1  of  2  TVA  forest  nurseries, 
and  the  central  power  warehouse  and  system 
service  shop  organization.  The  physical  fa- 
cilities include  the  Wilson  hydro  and  steam 
plant^^be  central  warehouse  and  service 
shop^HpM^  tor  the  entire  power  system 
(comp?eM>tir  ISeS),  the  fertilizer  plants 
(which  are  i^^Mlg  the  largest  in  the  coun- 
try), and  the  aMtfiemlcal  laboratory  build- 


ing completed  in  1951.  Colbert  Steam  Plant 
is  under  construction  12  miles  from  the 
Muscle  Shoals  reservation.  As  of  February 
28,  1953,  there  were  3.680  employees  in  the 
Muscle  Shoals  area.  Including  953  at  Colbert. 
At  Chattanooga  there  Is  located  the  head- 
quarters of  the  power  organizations,  the  Di- 
vision of  Property  and  Supply,  the  maps  and 
surveys  organization,  an  area  office  of  the 
Division  of  Reservoir  Properties,  and  a  dis- 
trict office  of  the  Division  of  Forestry  Rela- 
tions and  the  headquarters  offlre  of  Health 
and  Safety  (which  is  the  only  erroup  now  in 
Chattanooga  involved  in  the  scheduled 
mc/e).  The  total  number  of  employees  on 
February  28  was  2.210. 

Physical  facilities  in  the  Immediate  Chat- 
tanooga area  include  Chlckamauga  and  Haies 
Bar  Dams.  In  the  city  itself,  phy.slcal  facili- 
ties are  confined  largely  to  electrical  equip- 
ment Involved  in  this  nerve  center  of  the 
power  system. 

At  Knoxvllle.  where  2,379  employees  are 
located,  there  are  several  offices  which  are 
not  Involved  in  the  mi.ve.  these  are  the  engi- 
neering divisions,  the  eastern  p<.,wer  district 
headquarters,  and  an  area  office  of  tlie  Divi- 
sion of  Reservoir  Properlle.s.  The  principal 
staffs  Involved  in  pn>gram  work  which  will 
be  moved  are  the  stalls  engaged  In  agricul- 
tural relations  work  and  in  navigation. 

To  take  the  Division  of  AgncuUural  Rela- 
tions first.  Its  work  centers  art  und  the 
chemical  research  and  produciiou  activities 
at  Muscle  Shoals.  It  Is  the  staff  responsible 
for  determining  how  the  research  and  pro- 
duction facilities  at  the  Shoals  can  best  be 
related  to  the  problems  of  soli  and  land 
management. 

It  has  long  been  clear  that  the  Division 
of  Agricultural  Relations  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  achieve  better  integration  with  the 
fertilizer  operations  at  the  Shuals,  and  it 
would  have  been  transferred  years  ago  if  its 
activities  had  not  also  required  frequent 
consultation  with  the  Board.  Action  on  this 
transfer  therefore  was  postponed  to  permit 
It  to  coincide  with  the  Board's  move. 

There  Is  an  analugous  situation  with  re- 
spect to  navigation.  In  KncxviUe.  this  staff 
is  based  at  the  extreme  upper  limit  of  navi- 
gation. Muscle  Shoals  is  much  nearer  the 
center  of  the  channel  and  the  activities  with 
which  the  staff  Is  concerned.  The  center  of 
transportation  use  of  the  Tennessee  River 
has  been  figured  by  the  transportation  ex- 
perts at  river  mile  270,  which  Is  377  river 
miles  from  Knoxvllle,  14  miles  from  Muscle 
Shoals. 

It  has  also  been  clear  that  the  Health  and 
Safety  Division,  now  divided  between  Chat- 
tanooga and  Muscle  Shoals,  should  be  con- 
solidated at  the  latter  location,  where  its 
laboratories  are.  This  move  too  has  been 
postponed  In  order  that  it  mi^ht  coincide 
with  the  moving  of  the  Btiard.  I  believe  the 
committee  will  agree  with  me  that  the  rea- 
sons for  moving  these  three  units  out  of 
Knoxvllle  and  Chattanooga  to  Muscle  Shoals 
are  compelling. 

Now,  may  I  discuss  the  move  as  it  relates 
to  the  Board  Itself  and  the  management 
service  units — personnel,  law,  finance,  re- 
gional studies  and  the  headquarters  of  reser. 
voir  properties.  These,  too.  need  to  be  lo- 
cated closer  to  where  the  work  goes  on.  The 
key  factor  responsible  for  the  success  of 
TVA's  program  operations  to  date  Is  the  fact 
that  TVA's  management  service  employees 
have  kept  close  touch  with  the  people  actu- 
ally doing  the  Job  In  the  field.  The  location 
at  Muscle  Shoals  is  better  for  this  purpose 
than  Knoxvllle.  What  the  Board  knows  it 
must  avoid,  what  every  general  manger  has 
known  must  be  avoided  Is  the  development 
in  TVA  of  a  headquarters  or  front  office 
psychology  which  would  Insulate  manage- 
ment from  Its  Job. 

THE   MOVE  WILL   INCREASE   INTERNAL   OPERATING 

EFFICIENCT 

It  will  bring  together  under  one  roof  staffs 
now  scattered  about  in  five  different  build- 


ings In  Knoxvllle  and  one  In  Chattanooga. 
Communication  between  staffs  will  be  better, 
ccx)rdinatlon  of  work  made  easier. 

After  the  moves  which  have  been  de- 
scribed, the  principal  organizational  units 
remaining  In  KLnoxville  will  be  the  engi- 
neering divisions  under  direction  of  the  chief 
engineer.  The  work  of  these  divisions  is  of 
such  a  nature  that  it  does  not  require  day- 
to-day  bOiLTd  review  I  would  not  minimize 
the  work  of  these  divisions,  which  Is  extreme- 
ly heavy  and  extremely  Important,  nor  would 
I  minimize  the  importance  t(j  that  work  of 
Board  guidance  and  supervision.  It  Is  a 
fact,  however,  that  in  design  and  construc- 
tion work,  questions  retjtUring  Board  review 
arise  with  less  frequency  tlian  in  chemical 
engineering,  agriculture,  health,  and  safety, 
and  other  fields  To  put  it  differently.  It  Is 
less  important  to  the  work  of  the  Knoxvllle 
engineering  divisions  that  the  Board  be 
located  at  Knf.xvUle  than  it  is  to  the  rest 
of  TV.^  that  the  Board  be  at  Muscle  Shoals 
with  the  divisiun.<=  already  there  or  scheduled 
to  move. 

THE    SHO.^LS    AREA    IS    WELL    LOCATED    FROM    THE 
STANDPOINT     OF     T\AS     WORK 

It  is  a  central  point  on  the  river.  259  river 
miles  from  the  mi'Uth.  371  from  the  head  of 
navigation  at  Knoxvllle.  As  I  have  already 
mentioned.  It  Is  closer  to  Nashville,  tht?  capi- 
tal of  Tennessee,  than  Knoxvllle,  whether 
one  goes  by  highway,  by  rail,  or  by  air.  When 
f>np  trees  fr^m  Knoxvllle  t'l  Memphis  on  the 
Southt'rn  Railroad,  he  passes  through  Muscle 
Shoals  It  Is  34  air  miles  closer  to  the 
geographical  center  of  the  State  of  Tennessee 
than  Knoxvllle  and  125  air  miles  closer  to 
the  center  of  the  TVA  p<iwer  service  area. 
These  fipures  mean  less  time  spent  In  get- 
tn;g  from  headquarters  to  the  Jobs  in  the 
field,  a  saving  in  time  means  a  saving  in 
money  and  improved  performance  of  the 
work. 

One  further  misapprehension  I  should  like 
to  correct.  I  believe  the  size  of  the  pn^b- 
lems  presented  by  this  move  has  been  exag- 
gerated, at  least  in  the  Knoxvllle  press.  Less 
than  a  third  of  TVA'S  office  employees  In  the 
KnuxviUe  area  are  schedi  led  to  move.  The 
total  number  of  persons  n^w  employed  In 
tlie  dlvlsl'  ns  affected  Is  alxjut  500.  That 
Includes  messengers,  file  clerks,  stenogra- 
phers, secretaries,  as  well  as  the  supervisory 
and  technical  staffs  Involved  They  are  not 
all  heads  of  families.  Not  all  of  them  will 
wish  to  move  While  many  of  us  will  move 
and  will  leave  Knoxvllle  witb  very  pleasant 
memories  of  the  years  our  Jtjbs  have  per- 
mitted us  to  live  there,  others  will  prefer 
to  remain  We  do  nut  believe  the  Impact 
on  the  community  life  of  Knoxvllle  will  be 
as  grave  as  some  are  now  suggesting  nor 
that  the  addition  of  a  few  hundred  persons 
to  tlie  Tri-Cilles  area  will  prove  too  great  a 
problem  fur  these  coinmunliles  to  handle. 

PARTICULARS   OF  THE   LEASE    AGREEMENT 

I  believe  thl.s  .^iuinmarlzes  the  rea.sons  why 
the  Board  proposes  to  move  to  Muacie  Shoals 
in  the  fall  of  19.^.  The  lease  agreement  en- 
tered into  on  March  10.  1953.  provides  that 
the  building  will  be  constructed  by  the  lessor 
at  his  expense  and  that  TVA  will  lease  the 
building  fur  20  years.  Rentals  are  based  on 
a  firm  cost  figure  of  $3,720,000.  The  build- 
lug  will  have  12U.0OO  square  feet  of  net  usable 
space,  that  Is  space  exclusive  of  corridors, 
stairwells,  washrooms,  and  so  forth  The  base 
rental  for  the  first  10  years  Is  $299,507  per 
year:  $228,850  per  year  for  the  second  10 
yeiirs.  (jr  an  average  of  $264,178  per  year.  At 
the  end  of  20  years,  the  building  becomes 
the  property  of  the  Government  without  fur- 
ther payment.  In  addition,  the  Government 
has  the  option  at  any  time  to  buy  the  build- 
ing at  the  base  price  less  the  amount  of  the 
cost  amortized  through  rental  payments  on 
a  4  percent  amortization  basis. 

The  annual  gross  rental  per  square  foot. 
Including  Insurance,  taxes,  services,  and 
amounts  credited  to  the  tption  price.  Is 
$3.68   for    the    20-year    period.     This    figure. 
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Including  as  It  does  amounts  credited  to  the 
option  price,  la  consistent  with  prevailing 
r.ntals  for  space  of  similar  quaUty  in  which 
ll  e  tenant  acquires  no  such  credits.  Direct 
c.imparisons  with  Knoxvllle  cannot  be  made 
hiiice  no  comparable  space  exists  there.  We 
I  nderstand  space  of  this  character  In  Wash- 
iiiKton  runs  from  $4  to  •«  per  square  foot. 

Without  the  option  credits,  but  adding 
depreciation,  the  rental  would  be  about  $2  62 
per  square  foot.  ThU  figure  of  $2.62  for 
modern,  firsst -class,  alr-condltloned  office 
space,  designed  for  TVA's  specific  use  to 
promote  maximum  efficiency  In  operation. 
itiay  be  compared  directly  with  average  rent- 
als of  $2  54  per  square  foot  TVA  pays  In 
Kn'  xvllle  for  scattered  and  much  less  de- 
j-'rable  space,  most  of  which  is  not  air -con- 
ditioned nor  designed  for  TVA's  efficient  use. 

I  am  sorry  if  1  have  taken  too  long  to  de- 
.^^nbe  the  details  of  a  problem  of  office  man- 
H'.,'ement.  I  hope  I  have  made  clear  the 
CMnslderatlons  which  prompted  the  Board's 
decision.  Moving  employees  Is  an  old  story 
with  TVA.  The  transfer  18  months  from 
now  will  be  an  orderly  process  carried  out. 
we  are  confident,  with  a  minimum  of  disrup- 
tion of  current  work.  Last  year  over  700  of 
TV.^  8  administrative,  technical  and  super- 
vi.sory  employees  were  transferred  from  one 
official  station  In  the  Valley  to  another  as 
requirements  of  the  work  changed.  We  are 
Hccustomed  to  moving  about  when  moving 
about  will  help  to  get  our  Jobs  done  better, 
more  efficiently,  and  at  less  cost. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CONSTITUTION  RE- 
LATINO  TO  RIGHT  OP  CERTAIN 
CITIZENS  TO  VOTE 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
Introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
joint  resolution  to  amend  the  Consti- 
tution in  order  to  extend  the  suffrage 
to  persons  18  years  old  and  older.  The 
nmendment  has  been  introduced  In  the 
Senate  three  times  before  this.  It  was 
first  introduced  In  1941  by  the  disUn- 
pui.shed  Senator  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr. 
KiLcoREl;  then  In  1943  by  the  late  Sen- 
ator Vandenberg,  and  In  the  last  session 
of  Congress  It  was  Introduced  as  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  127  by  Senator  Moody, 
of  Michigan. 

There  are  many  good  reasons  for  the 
passage  of  this  amendment,  and  I  have 
seen  no  opposing  arguments  which  meet 
the  tests  of  logic  and  civic  concern.  I 
believe  this  proposal  will  meet  with 
nearly  unanimous  approval  In  the  Con- 
gress, and  that  It  has  only  been  the 
pressures  of  other  matters  upon  the  time 
of  the  Congress  which  has  prevented 
action  upon  It  thus  far. 

I  believe  this  proposal  Is  amply  Jus- 
tified as  an  attempt  to  broaden  and 
extend  the  base  of  our  democratic  Gov- 
ernment. Extending  the  suffrage  to 
18-year-olds  will  broaden  the  base  of 
democracy  not  only  by  the  number  of 
young  people  which  It  immediately  adds 
to  our  voting  poptilatlon;  but  also  by 
encouraging  the  participation  of  these 
people  at  an  age  when  they  are  enthusi- 
astic and  Interested  In  government  and 
politics.  This  will  qnable  us  to  make 
real  inroads  on  voter  apathy  in  the 
United  States. 

I  do  not  have  to  tell  the  Senate  that 
there  are  many  potential  voters  In  our 
country  who  do  not  take  an  interest  In 
elections,  and  do  not  exercise  their  right 
to  vote.  I  think  It  Is  fair  to  say  that 
many  people  are  more  interested  in 
politics  and  political  Issues  and  are  bet- 


ter informed  on  those  matters  when  they 
are  between  the  ages  of  18  and  21  thaa 
they  are  later  on  when  they  have  been 
longer  out  of  school,  have  become  more 
absorbed  in  the  everyday  business  of 
earning  a  living,  and  have  become  sub- 
ject to  the  political  apathy  which  affects 
so  many  of  our  citizens. 

There  is  no  better  civic  training  than 
the  exercise  of  the  vote.  Without  the 
vote,  all  other  forms  of  civic  training 
are  lacking  in  meaning  and  effectiveness. 
It  is  essential  that  our  young  people  take 
on  political  responsibility  as  soon  as  they 
are  ready  to  do  so.  for  the  real  value  of 
education  comes  from  its  association 
with  responsibility. 

The  young  people  of  this  generation 
are  better  prepared  educationally  for 
political  responsibility  at  the  age  of  18 
than  were  the  Americans  of  previous 
generations.  We  do  not  have  very  com- 
plete figures  on  the  education  of  our  pop- 
ulation prior  to  the  1940  census,  but  even 
comparisons  with  the  year  1940  tend  to 
highlight  our  progress  toward  the  prep- 
aration of  our  youth  for  civic  responsi- 
bility. In  1940.  14.1  percent  of  Ameri- 
cans completed  high  school;  4.6  percent 
completed  college.  In  1950.  20.2  percent 
of  Americans  completed  high  school;  6 
percent  completed  college.  Also,  Mr. 
President,  the  Intensity  of  living  for 
young  people  today  is  something  that 
surely  prepares  them  for  mature  political 
responsibility. 

Our  young  people  would  be  more  than 
mere  passive  voters — they  could  be  a  cat- 
alytic and  informative  force  in  Ameri- 
can politics.    They  have  the  enthusiasm 
and  the  Idealism  of  youth;  they  are  fresh 
from  Qur  schools  and  colleges,  with  a 
lively  Interest  In  politics  and  social  af- 
fairs.    And  they  would  take  on  their 
political  responsibilities  at  a  time  when 
they  win  be  more  apt  to  place  the  na- 
tional  Interest  above   those  particular 
Interests  which  they  wUl  later  acquire. 
The  determination  of  voting  qualifica- 
tions has  generally  been  a  matter  for 
the  States  to  decide.    But  the  amend- 
ment I  am  proposing  would  have  to  be 
ratified  by  three-fourths  of  the  States, 
so  that  the  States  would  certainly  have  a 
voice  In  Its  adoption.    And  by  the  way. 
Mr.  President,  there  are  States — and  I 
recall  sj)ecifically  the  State  of  Georgia — 
that  permit  voting  at  the  age  of  18. 
As  Members  of  the  Senate  well  know— 
and  I  just  mentioned  this — one  State 
has  already   extended  the   suffrage   to 
those  18  and  older.     It  is  the  State  of 
Georgia.    Last  year.  Ellis  Arnall.  a  dis- 
tinguished former  Governor  of  Georgia, 
testified  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  on  the  op- 
eration of  the  18-year-old  voting  law  In 
Georgia.    His  testimony  was  extremely 
favorable  to  this  amendment. 


announced  his  support  of  18-year-old 
voting. 

My  amendment,  Mr.  President,  in  the 
form  of  a  joint  resolution,  supports  the 
statement  made  by  President  Eisen- 
hower, and,  of  course,  by  many  other 
distinguished  Americans. 

I  think  there  are  few  people  today  who 
contest  this  point  of  view,  least  of  all 
those  who  are  familiar  with  the  grave 
responsibilities  which  many  men  of  18 
to  21  years  of  age  take  on  in  wartime 
and  in  our  peacetime  armed  services. 

The  whole  trend  of  this  tense  period 
in  international  affairs  Is  to  throw  In- 
creasing responsibilities  upon  18-year- 
olds,  and  to  threaten  interruption  of 
their  careers  as  well  as  jeopardy  to  life 
Itself.  Surely  we  have  small  right  to 
place  this  onerous  Immediate  future  be- 
fore our  youth,  and  at  the  same  time 
ask  them  to  forego  the  rights  and  duties 
of  full  citizenship. 

Youth  ought  to  have  a  voice  in  deter- 
mining Its  own  future.  What  is  more, 
youth  has  a  definite  contribution  to 
make  to  the  future  of  our  whole  country. 
I  hope  that  the  Congress  will  now  act  to 
grant  the  suffrage — the  most  essential 
right  of  citizenship^to  the  youth  of 
America. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  64) 
proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  to  grant  to 
citizens  of  the  United  States  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  18  the  right  to  vote, 
introduced  by  Mr.  HuuPHRrY,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

PROPOSED  CONSOLIDATED  GEN- 
ERAL APPROPRIATION  ACT  — 
AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BYRD  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  8) 
providing  for  a  consolidated  general  ap- 
propriation act,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Experience  In  our  Statfr— 

He  said — 
has  been  very  salutary  and  very  fine.  •  •  • 
It   has   met   with   widespread   support   and 
approval. 

The  reason  most  frequently  advanced 
for  extending  the  vote  to  18-year-olds  is 
that  "If  they  are  old  enough  to  fight, 
they  are  old  enough  to  vote."  This  was 
the  statement  of  President  Eisenhower 
on  the  subject  last  summer,  when  he 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE  IN  CONGRESSIONAL 
INVESTIGATIONS  —  ADDITIONAL 
COSPONSORS  OP  CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  names  of 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt], 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastore],  the  Senator  from 
Maine  LMrs.  Smith],  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings],  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray], 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives], 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  be  added  as  cosponsors  of  the 
concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  10) 
establishing  rules  of  procedure  in  con- 
gressional investigations,  and  that  the 
concurrent  resolution  be  reprinted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Teimessee  ?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 
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HOUSE  TWT.T.  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4198)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  tiUes  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natiiral  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources  and  the  resources 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  was  read 
twice  by  its  title  and  ordered  to  be  placed 
on  the  calendar. 


INCLUSION  OP  AN  ESCALATOR 
CLAUSE  IN  CONTRACTS  TO  PRO- 
VIDE ADJUSTMENTS  FOR  AP- 
PROVED PRICE  AND  WAGE  IN- 
CREASES —  CHANGE  OP  REFER- 
ENCE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  by  au- 
thority of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 
charged from  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  413)  to  encourage  the  making 
of  contracts  with  the  United  States  by 
requiring  the  inclusion  of  an  escalator 
clause  to  provide  adjustments  for  ap- 
proved price  and  wage  increases,  and 
that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

I  have  taken  the  matter  up  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart). 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  and  he  has  agreed  that 
this  coTirse  be  taken. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota?  The  Cliair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  crdered. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  EDWARD  L.  SCHEUFLER, 
TO  BE  UNITED  STATES  ATTOR- 
NEY. WESTERN  DISTRICT  OF  MIS- 
SOURI 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public 
hearing  has  been  scheduled  for  Thurs- 
day. April  9,  1953,  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  OflBce  Building,  upon  the  nomina- 
tion of  Edward  L.  Scheufler.  of  Missouri, 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the 
western  district  of  Missouri,  vice  Sam 
M.  Wear,  resigning.  At  the  indicated 
time  and  place  all  persons  interested  in 
the  nomination  may  make  such  repre- 
sentations as  may  be  pertinent.  The 
subcommittee  consists  of  myself,  chair- 
man, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
HendricksonJ.  and  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hennimgs]. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  OMAR  L.  SCHNATMEIER. 
TO  BE  UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL, 
EASTERN  DISTRICT  OP  MISSOURI 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday, 
April  9,  1953.  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  OflBce  Building,  upon  the  nomina- 
tion of  Omar  L.  Schnatmeier.  of  Mis- 
souri, to  be  United  States  marshal  for 
the  eastern  district  of  Missouri,  vice  Otto 
Bchoen.   At  the  indicated  time  and  place 


all  persons  interested  in  the  nomination 
may  make  such  representations  as  may 
be  pertinent.  The  subcommittee  con- 
sists of  myself,  chairman,  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hkndhickson], 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Henkings  J . 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OP  CLIFFORD  M.  RAEMER. 
TO  BE  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY, 
EASTERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday. 
April  9.  1953.  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  OfBce  Building,  upon  the  nomina- 
tion of  Clifford  M.  Raemer,  of  Illinois. 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the 
eastern  district  of  Illinois,  vice  William 
W.  Hart,  resigned.  At  the  indicated 
time  and  place  all  persons  interested  in 
the  nomination  may  make  such  repre- 
sentations as  may  be  pertinent.  The 
subcommittee  consists  of  my.self.  chair- 
man, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
Hendrickson  1 .  and  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  HenningsJ. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMI- 
NATION OF  JOSEPH  IRA  KINCAID 
TO  BE  UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL, 
DISTRICT  OF  THE  CANAL  ZONE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Thursday. 
April  9,  1953.  at  2  p.  m..  in  room  424. 
Senate  OfBce  Building,  upon  the  nomina- 
tion of  Joseph  Ira  Kincaid,  of  Maryland. 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  dis- 
trict of  the  Canal  Zone,  vice  John  E. 
Hushing,  resigned.  At  the  indicated  time 
and  place  all  persons  interested  in  the 
nomination  may  make  such  representa- 
tions as  may  be  pertinent.  The  subcom- 
mittee consists  of  myself,  chairman,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrick- 
son 1 ,  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings]. 


By  Mr.  HUMPHREY: 
Tributea   paid    to   Senator   Lehman    at    a 
testimonial   dinner   at   the   Waldorf   Astoria 
Hotel,  New  York,  on  March  20.  1953. 

Messages  from  Representative  Mtlvtm 
PaicE,  of  Illinois,  concerning  the  14th  anni- 
versary of   the  Independence   of  Slovakia. 

Editorial  written  by  Morris  H.  Rubin,  and 
published  In  the  Progressive,  paying  tribute 
to  the  late  Robert  Marlon  La  FoUette.  Jr. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Statement  by  Mrs.  Hannah  M.  Durham, 
editor  of  a  ConKressloniil  Bulletin  published 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Council  of  Republican 
Women,    following    her    visit    to   Riissla    la 

1934.  

By   Mr.   WELTXR: 
Editorial    entitled    "The    Tragedy    of    the 
Times"  published  in  the  Boston  Herald  of 
March   27.    1953. 

By  Mr.  WATKINS: 
Article  by  Walter  G.  Moyle,  of  Washing- 
ton. D.  C,  on  the  need  for  appellate  review 
of  Tax  Court  decisions  In  excess -profits  casea 
under  section  722  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

By  Mr.  BYRD: 
Article  entitled  'The  Sculpture  of  Llljerty 
fc-r  the  Yorktown  Victory  Monument,"  writ- 
ten by  Oikiir  J.  W.  Hansen,  sculptor. 
By   Mr.   KEFAUVER; 
Editiirliil      entitled     "The     Trcatymaklng 
Power, '  published  In  the  New  York  Herald- 
Tnbur.e  of  February  21.  1953,  discussing  the 
proposed  Bricker  amendment  to  the  Constl- 
tvitlrin    vtith    rt'latlon    to    the     making    of 
treuUes. 

By  Mr.  THYE: 
PuU  of  f.irmers  rt_^r.rdlng;  present  prices  of 
agricultural  commodities,  conducted  by  the 
Minnesota  Poll  of  Public  Opinion,  published 
in  the  Minneapolis  Sunday  Tribune,  March 
29,    1953. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  and 
so  forth,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Appendix,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 

Statement  prepared  by  him.  entitled 
"Rochambeau,  Freedom's  Friend. '  concern- 
ing the  movement  under  way  in  the  State 
of  Virginia  to  mark  the  route  taken  by 
Lieutenant  General  Rochambeau  and  his 
troops  during  the  Revolutionary  War. 
By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Article  entitled  "Toward  a  New  Immi- 
gration Policy,"  written  by  him  and  pub- 
lished In  the  Journal  of  International  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

Letter  received  by  him  from  the  Reverend 
Ulric  J.  Proeller.  8.  A.  C.  of  HUlsboro.  N.  Dak., 
dated  March  27,  1953. 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL: 

Address  on  the  subject  Justice  for  Poland. 
delivered  by  Hon.  Christian  Herter.  Governor 
of  Massachusetts. 


TRIBUTE  TO  FRANCIS  S.  MURPHY, 
EDITOR  AND  PUBLISHER  OP  THE 
HARTFORD  I  CONN.)   TIMES 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  2  min- 
utes in  tribute  to  Mr.  Francis  S.  Murphy, 
editor  and  publisher  of  the  Hartford 
Times,  of  Hartford.  Conn. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  may  proceed. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  our 
preatness  as  a  Nation — as  a  Union  of 
State?: — is  measured,  it  is  true,  by  the 
contribution  in  ability,  in  time,  in  effort, 
by  all  of  us  collectively,  but  guided  by 
leaders  of  outstandlnR  attributes  whose 
interests  are  primarily  the  Interests  of 
their  fellow  men.  Such  a  man  is  Mr. 
Francis  S.  Murphy,  editor  and  publisher 
of  the  Kartfoid  Times,  of  Hartford. 
Conn.  The  full  page  feature  article  in 
the  Bridgeport  Post  of  February  15,  1953. 
by  my  friend.  Tere  Pascone,  presents  the 
story  of  Frank  Murphy  so  well  and  com- 
pletely that  I  am  taking  the  lil)erty  of 
quoting  from  and  using  its  contents  lib- 
erally in  paying  my  homage  to  Publisher 
Murphy. 

Mr.  Murphy  has  been  called  Mr.  Con- 
necticut, and  a  review  of  his  contribu- 
tions in  many  ficld.s  to  the  welfare  of  the 
people  of  Connecticut  clearly  indicates 
his  right  to  the  title.  His  life's  story  is  the 
truly  American  story— America  at  its 
best.  Mr.  Murphy  was  born  in  New  Ha- 
ven, Conn.,  October  12.  1882,  the  son  of 
Henry  J.  and  Mary  Ann  Murphy.  His 
grandparents  had  come  from  County 
Cork.  Ireland.  His  father  was  a  trip- 
hammerman  by  trade  and  Frank  Mur- 
phy was  the  first-bom  of  five  children. 
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The  family  moved  to  Hartford  when  his 
father  obtained  employment  with  the 
Billings  &  Spencer  Co.  of  that  city — a 
company  that  many  years  later  I  had  the 
pUasure  of  heading.    A  typical  working- 
mans  family,  the  Murphys  did  not  have 
ux)  easy  a  time  making  ends  meet  and 
Frank  Murphy's  elementary-school  days 
were  spent,  first  in  the  Arsenal  School. 
and  then  St.  Joseph's  Parochial  School. 
As  many  other  outstandingly  success- 
ful men  have  done.  Prank  Murphy  went 
to  work  in  early  youth  as  an  errand  boy 
working  in  hotels  and  with  a  construc- 
tion crew.   Fifty-five  years  ago  at  the  age 
of  15.  Prank  Murphy,  with  patches  on  his 
pants,  applied  for.  and  got  a  job  as  an 
errand  boy  at  the  Hartford  Times  office 
at  a  $3-a-weck  wage.    Even  as  a  boy.  one 
With  an  inquiring  mind,  he  had  observed 
ill  his  dealings  with  his  fellow  men  that 
people  are  willing  to  listen  to  the  ideas  of 
others  if  they  have  merit.    He  saw  little 
chance  at  the  time  of  completing  high 
school,  which  he  had  attended  for  1  year, 
and  no  chance  of  going  to  college,  be- 
cause of  financial  conditions;  and  so  he 
aimed  to  retain  his  position  as  an  errand 
Loy  with  a  determination  to  succeed. 

By  working  harder  than  the  average 
young  man  and  dreaming  up  ideas,  step 
by  step  he  worked  himself  up  to  office 
manager,  advertising  manager,  business 
manager,   advertising   director,  general 
manager,  and  then  the  pinnacle— pub- 
li-sher  and  editor.     He  reached  the  top 
by  hard  work,  by  application,  and  by 
contributing     worthwhile     ideas.    The 
suggestions  he   made  for  the  newspa- 
pers  betterment  were  not  always  re- 
ceived enthusiastically,  but  gradually  the 
publishers  realized  the  value  of  his  sug- 
gestions and  accepted  them.    Everett  C. 
Wilson,  general  manager  and  later  pub- 
lisher, realizing  the  value  of  Mr.  Mur- 
phy s  contributions,  finally  told  him  that 
he  would  not  even  have  to  come  to  Mr. 
Wil.son  for  approval  of  his  ideas;  that 
he  was  authorized  to  Incorporate  them 
In  the  operations  of  the  business,  and 
he  has  been  incorporating  his  ideas  ever 
since.    The  results  are  evident. 

When  he  first  went  to  work  for  the 
Hartford  Times,  the  circulation  was  12.- 
000.  but  in  his  55  years  with  the  paper 
Its  dally  publication  has  risen  in  rank 
until  it  has  become  one  of  the  outstand- 
ing newspapers  In  New  England. 

Mr.  Murphy  Is  a  firm  believer  that 
the  role  of  a  newspaper,  in  addition  to 
disseminating  news,  should  be  to  render 
service    in — and    for— the    community, 
ana  Mr.  Murphy  has  made  the  Hart- 
ford Times  almost  a  community  center. 
The  activities  It  sponsors  reaches  into 
every    phase   of   daily    living.    It   Is    a 
home-building  Institute,  a  home-service 
bureau,  a  travel  bureau,  operating  all 
the  year  around,  and  it  sponsors,  in  sea- 
son,   the   Christmas   carol   sing,   bttle- 
league  baseball,  soapbox  derby,  model 
air  meet,  swimming  classes  and  swim- 
ming meets,  home-building  shows,  aqua- 
cades, flower  shows,  bicycle  safety  league 
meetings,  50-mile  bicycle  classic,  flycast- 
ing   programs,  amateur  snapshot  con- 
tests, photo  shows,  skating  meets,  ski 
classes,  and  canary  shows.    It  operates 
the    Times    Farm    for    underprivileged 
children,  has  a  speaker's  bureau,  pro- 
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vides  visual-aid  films  to  schools,  and 
sponsors  a  radio  program  weekly  to  en- 
courage small-fry  talent  titled  "The  Cops 
and  the  Kids." 

An  example  of  how  Mr.  Murphy  gets 
an  idea  and  puts  it  into  action  is  brought 
out  in  the  evolution  of  the  Times'  fiy- 
casting  program.  Several  years  ago, 
Fred  Jordan,  publisher  of  the  Bangor 
News,  invited  him  to  go  fishing  for  trout 
in  Maine. 

"I  don't  know  a  thing  about  fishing," 
was  Mr.  Murphys  reply.  "Never  had  a 
chance  to  go  as  a  boy." 

"Don't  worry  about  it.  You'll  catch 
on,"  was  Mr.  Jordan's  reply. 

And  so  Mr.  Murphy  went,  but  when  he 
returned,  he  reasoned  there  must  be 
many  readers  who  would  like  to  know 
something  about  fly  casting — maybe  peo- 
ple like  himjself  who  had  never  had  time 
In  their  youth  to  engage  in  the  sport. 
The  result  was  the  institution  of  fly- 
casting  classes  under  eight  instructors, 
offered  in  season  in  Goodwin  Park  pond. 
Hundreds  turned  out,  and  the  project 
rates  as  one  of  the  most  popular  sei-vices 
the  newspaper  sponsors. 

Here  is  a  man,  far-sighted,  courageous, 
with  faith  in  his  State  and  his  fellow 
men.  and  with  the  abihty  not  only  to 
conceive  immediate  and  far-range,  ad- 
vantageous developments  for  his  city  and 
State,  but  with  the  courage  to  execute 
them.  Mr.  Murphy  has  the  unique  abil- 
ity to  get  others  to  work  with  him  and 
his  zeal  in  the  public  interest  inspires 
them.  His  untiring  energy  is  a  marvel 
to  younger  men.  I  shall  not  attempt  to 
enumerate  even  a  small  portion  of  his 
far-sighted  plans  and  his  many  accomp- 
lishments in  the  interest  of  his  State  and 
the  people  therein.  A  few,  however,  will 
indicate  his  right  to  the  Utle  of  "Mr. 
Connecticut." 

Before  World  War  I  his  paper  was  pre- 
dicting long  before  It  became  a  commer- 
cialized  production,    that   radio   would 
sweep  the  country.     Readers  were  en- 
couraged and  instructed  how  to  build 
their  own  sets.    A  radio  clinic  twice  a 
week  was  sponsored  to  assist  those  need- 
ing advice  in  making  their  sets.    Him- 
dreds  of  thousands  of  log  charts  giving 
Instructions  and  dial  settings  were  dis- 
tributed as  a  public  service.    An  expert 
radio  man  was  hii-ed  as  consultant  at  the 
clinic.     Thus  Frank  Murphy  not  only 
anticipated  radio's  part  in  our  lives,  but 
he  prepared  his  fellow  citizens  for  it. 

He  is  an  air  enthusiast  and  he  cam- 
paigned vigorously  to  make  Connecticut 
air  conscious.    When  during  the  war  he 
urged  Government  officials  and  legisla- 
tors to  plan  ahead  in  obtaining  control 
of  Bradley  Air  Base,   he  was  told   he 
was   "ofr   his   beam."    and   to   give   up 
the  idea.    But  Mr.  Murphy  realized  the 
growth  of  commercial  flying  would  make 
Bradley    Field    an    international    air- 
ixjrt  with  foreign  lines  discharging  and 
taking  passengers  as  they  do  at  La- 
Guardia.   He  unfolded  this  dream  which 
does  not  seem  so  farfetched  today,  and 
campaigned  for  it  throughout  the  State, 
in  one  6-month  period  delivering  more 
than  200  talks  in  which  he  pointed  out 
that  with  this  expansion  of  the  aviation 
Industry,  foreign  lines  would  be  forced  to 
use  the  Hartford  facilities.    His  persist- 


ency brought  results.  The  first  State 
aeronautics  commission  came  into  being 
in  1945,  and  Mr.  Murphy  was  appointed 
its  chairman,  a  post  he  still  fills.  Since 
that  time,  through  Mr.  Murphy's  coura- 
geous advocacy,  Bradley  Field  has  be- 
come State-owned,  and  Mr.  Murphy's 
dreams  have  been  realized. 

The    Heublein  ^  Tower,    atop    Talcott 
Mountain,  the  highest  point  in  Hartford, 
attracted  Mr.  Murphy  as  an  ideal  spot 
from  which  the  broadcasting  and  receiv- 
ing equipment  of  the  Times-ovi-ned  radio 
station  could  be  improved;   and  so  it 
came  to  pass  that  the  Times  tower  came 
into  being  and  was  put  to  use  in  ways 
other    than   the    primary    purpose    for 
which  it  was  purchased.    Famous  people 
have   been   entertained   on   top   of   the 
mountain  at  social  functions  arranged 
by  Mr.  Murphy,  among  them  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower,  who,  in  1950,  came  at  the 
invitation  of  the  publisher  to  participate 
in  the  ground-breaking  ceremonies  of 
the  Murphy  terminal.    Others  have  been 
Admiral  Nimitz.  Admiral  Hart.  Admiral 
Murray.  General  Wainwright.  General 
Hershey,    Eddie    Rickenbacker,    Keith 
Funston,  head  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,    Ronald    Reagan,    and    Eric 
Johnston,   head  of   the  motion-picture 
Industry  in  the  country. 

Many  of  his  crusades  have  been 
launched  "up  on  the  mountain,"  and 
civic  and  women's  clubs  have  been  al- 
lowed the  use  of  the  tower  facilities  to 
conduct  meetings. 

In  1946  Mr.  Murphy  received  the  high- 
est civilian  tribute  in  the  Nation  when  he 
was  awarded  the  Medal  for  Merit  by  the 
then  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
one  of  only  286  persons  ever  to  receive 
the   award   since   the   dajs   of   George 
Washington.    This  citation  was  in  rec- 
ognition of  his  services  during  the  war. 
In  March  1941  he  was  appointed  Con- 
necticut chairman  of  the  New  England 
aviation  cadets  committee,  and  he  per- 
sonally organized   20   local  committees 
and  used  the  Times  office  as  a  subrecruit- 
ing  station.    This  effort  produced  more 
cadet  recruits  in  Connecticut  than  any 
other  State  in  the  Union.     He   made 
newspaper  space  and  faciUties  available 
for  the  recruitment  of  WAVES.  SPARS, 
and  the  women's  branch  of  the  United 
States  marines.    Every  major  drive  con- 
ducted  during   the   war,   found   Frank 
Murphy  actively  participating.    He  de- 
veloped the  idea  of  a  victory  parade  in 
1942  to  mobilize  city  civilian  effort,  and 
with  the  end  of  the  war  the  Times  office 
became  a  center  for  war  veterans'  prob- 
lems until  the  city  established  a  veterans' 
service  center. 

He  also  served  on  the  judicial  board, 
dealing  with  subversive  enemy  alien 
cases.  Mr.  Murphy's  efforts  were  not  re- 
stricted to  the  area  covered  by  his  paper. 
Three  years  ago.  to  help  boost  Danbury's 
hatting  industries,  he  dreamed  up  the 
idea  of  a  hatters'  day  parade,  and  the 
event  proved  not  only  a  commvmity  suc- 
cess, but  received  wide  publicity  in  the 
State  and  Nation.  Pages  could  be  writ- 
ten of  Mr.  Murphy's  accomplishments 
known  to  the  pubUc.  Additional  pages 
could  be  written  of  Mr.  Murphy's  contri- 
butions in  the  public  interest  which  have 
not  been  publicized. 
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When  the  Jewish  Ledger  was  about  to 
fold  up  because  the  then  publisher  could 
not  swing  it,  Mr.  Murphy  stated : 

You  cant  do  that.  Untold  damage  could 
be  done  by  the  elimination  of  a  paper  such 
as  yours,  which  has  always  been  nm  on  fine 
lines. 

He  advised  the  publisher  on  steps  to 
take,  and  agreed  to  serve  on  a  board  of 
trustees  for  the  paper,  and  today  the 
Jewish  Ledger  is  still  publishing  the  larg- 
est Jewish  newspaper  in  the  State. 

Mr.  Murphy  has  always  been  impatient 
with  intolerance  and  bigotry.  Twice  he 
has  been  honored  by  groups  for  his  out- 
standing service  in  the  cause  of  inter- 
racial relations.  He  has  a  citation  as 
Hartford's  outstanding  citizen,  and  his 
most  recent  award  was  a  plaque  present- 
ed to  him  last  November  by  the  Ararat 
Lodge  B'nai  Brith  of  Hartford. 

Trinity  College  of  Hartford  honored 
him  with  a  degree  of  master  of  arts  in 
1947,  and  this  modest  man  accepts  the 
many  honors  and  testimonials  heaped 
upon  him  with  wonderment  because  none 
of  these  has  been  sought  by  him. 

Francis  S.  Murphy  is  retiring  from 
newspaper  work  at  the  age  of  70  years. 
But  as  his  long-time  friend  and  great  ad- 
mirer, I  know  that  Prank  Murphy  will 
never  retire  from  his  active  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  his  fellow  man.  He  has 
been  an  inspiration  to  thousands  of  oth- 
ers and  will  continue  to  be. 

Francis  S.  Murphy  has.  unknown  and 
unplanned  by  him.  by  his  very  acts  and 
deeds  erected  a  lasting  monument  to 
himself  in  the  State  of  Connecticut. 
May  his  years  in  retirement  be  as  many 
as  were  his  years  in  active  service  of  the 
Hartford  Times. 


AWARD  TO  HON.  LINDSAY  C. 
WARREN 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  Hon.  Lind- 
say C.  Warren,  who  has  a  magnificent 
record  as  Comptroller  General,  received 
a  citizenship  award  from  the  North  Caro- 
lina Citizens  Association  for  40  years  of 
public  service  to  his  community,  his 
State,  and  his  Nation  on  March  18.  1953, 
at  Raleigh.  N.  C. 

The  award  contained  the  following 
lanj^uage: 

Member  and  leader  In  both  houses  of  the 
North   Carolina   General   Assembly. 

Member  of  Congress  for  eight  consecutive 
terms  where  he  served  as  a  skilled  parlia- 
mentarian; able  chairman  of  important  com- 
mittees;   effective   conciliator. 

Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

Ardent  exponent  of  governmental  economy 
and  efficiency.  Champion  of  the  legislative 
branch  of  government;  a  defender  of  the  con- 
stitutional right  of  Congress  to  control  the 
purse  against  executive  assaults;  a  firm  en- 
forcer of  accountability  in  the  use  of  public 
funds. 

A  North  Carolinian  who  has  brought  honor 
to  his  State  by  distinguished  service  in  posi- 
tions of  national  trust. 

A  champion  of  freedom  and  a  believer  In 
rugged  honesty. 

A  statesman  of  the  highest  order. 

On  that  occasion  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  made  a 
memorable  speech  which,  in  view  of  its 
importance,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  it  printed  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

I  appreciate  the  invitation  of  the  North 
Carolina    Citizens'    Association    to    be    here 
and  to  talk  to  you  tonight.     Comprising  as 
they  do  many  of  our  greatest  business,  in- 
dustrial, and  financial  leaders,  your  members 
have   contributed   mightily   to   the   develcp- 
ment  of  a  State  which  Is  proud  of  lU  well- 
balanced    Industrial    and   agricultural    econ- 
omy.    Coming    back    to    Raleigh    brings    to 
mind  my  own  service  In  both  houses  of  the 
legislatiire.     For  40  years  I  have  closely  fol- 
lowed    the    General    Assemblies     of     North 
Carolina.     I  have  said   In   Washington,   and 
I   say   now.    they    have    been    the    peer    and 
sometimes   the   superior   of    any   congress   I 
have    ever    known.     Fortunate     Indeed    are 
we  to  attract  some  of  our  very  beet  to  come 
here   every   2    years   to   give   service   to    our 
State,  and  to  keep  It  forever  looking  forward. 
I  rejoice  with  all  of  you  over  the  continued 
Improvement    In    the    health    of    Governor 
Umstead,  stricken  so  suddenly  at  the  outset 
of   his   term.      It   is   a    tribute   to    him   and 
the  confidence  he  commands  that  the  affairs 
of  the  State  have  moved  so  snroothly  during 
this  trying  period.     Few  men  achieve  the  dis- 
tinction of  serving  in   both  houses  of  con- 
gress   and    In    the    governor's    chair.     The 
leadership  that  has  been  given  to  him  finds 
him  one  of  the  best  equipped  men  to  ever 
hold  this  office.     His  broad  knowledge  of  the 
State,  Its  people,  and  Its  hopea  and  aspira- 
tions   is   a   sure   guaranty   of   4    more    years 
of    progress    and    stability    In    the    onward 
march  of  the  State. 

Some  of  things  I  shall  say  tonight  have 
been  said  before,  by  others  and  by  me.  But 
being  In  an  unique  position  to  view  govern- 
ment at  its  best,  its  worst,  and  Its  Indiffer- 
ence, I  cannot  refrain  from  again  calling 
attention  to  those  things,  and  reiterating 
the  hard  course  we  must  follow  to  keep  our 
Government  fiscally  healthy  and  morally 
sound. 

As  I  look  around.  I  see  many  of  my  long- 
time friends.  Besides  being  fellow  North 
Carolinians,  we  have  at  least  one  other  thing 
in  conmion  tonight.  It  has  taken  this  good 
fellowship  to  remove  the  chill  of  the  March 
15  Income  tax  deadline.  Our  own  taxes  may 
seem  staggering  enough  to  us  as  individuals. 
Add  them  all  together  and  we  will  be  pay- 
ing an  estimated  (34  billion  in  Individual 
income  taxes  and  $24  billion  In  corporation 
taxes  during  the  fiscal  year  which  ends 
June  30.  The  figures  for  next  year  are  only 
slightly  different.  These  are  only  a  part  of 
the  taxes  It  will  take  to  make  up  the  $69 
billion  revenue  President  Truman  estimated 
for  next  year  In  his  January  buds^et  mes- 
sage. Even  with  all  the  revenues  there  will 
still  be  a  deficit  of  $10  billion  If  the  Govern- 
ment spends  the  $79  billion  the  budget  pro- 
poses. If  North  Carolina  was  operated  like 
the  Federal  Government,  we  would  be  in  a 
bankruptcy  court  In  a  week. 

The  problem  of  this  tremendous  budget  is 
being  attacked  by  both  the  legislative  and 
executive  branches.  In  the  executive  branch 
we  have  the  viewpoint  of  many  new  men 
who  have  come  in  from  the  world  of  busi- 
ness. To  a  man  they  recognize  the  chal- 
lenge to  business  thinking  to  do  something 
about  the  budget.  Already  some  are  saying 
It  is  impossible  to  reduce  expenditures  next 
year  significantly  without  cutting  Into  es- 
sential defense  and  forelgn-ald  programs. 
While  it  is  too  early  to  see  what  the  final 
result  will  be,  I  say  it  can  be  done.  Much 
can  be  accomplished,  even  in  defense  and 
foreign  spending,  by  such  efforts  as  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee's  "opera- 
tion economy,"  which  has  enlisted  some  of 
the  best  men  in  business  and  Government. 
F^or  25  years  I  have  carried  In  my  pocket 
the  only  known  recipe  for  financial  happi- 
ness. Here  it  is:  "Annual  income  twenty 
pounds,  annual  expenditure  nineteen  nine- 


teen six,  result  happineM.  Annual  income 
twenty  pounds,  annual  expenditure  twenty 
pounds  ought  and  six,  result  misery." 

This  homely  truism  uttered  by  Mr. 
Mlcawber  a  century  ago  Is  Just  as  inescapable 
today.  Multiply  It  by  a  billion  and  It  is  still 
valid.  In  the  final  analysis,  however,  tb« 
achievement  of  econonry  in  Government  re- 
quires a  patient,  thorough,  and  continual 
examination  of  every  activity  and  proposed 
activity  and  a  careful  balancing  of  the  bene- 
fits against  the  cosU. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  I 
are  partners  in  the  Joint  accounting  im- 
provement program.  That  program  was 
started  back  In  1947  when  James  K.  Webb 
was  Director  of  the  Budget.  It  had  roots  in 
earlier  discussions  when  the  late  and  great 
Governor  O.  Max  Gardner  was  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  In  1950  the  Congress 
unanimously  wrote  It  Into  a  law  which  has 
been  declared  the  most  impwrtant  legisla- 
tion in  Us  field  since  the  Budget  and  Ac- 
counting Act  of  1921. 

The  prime  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
make  the  books  of  the  Government  speak 
the  truth.  Including  full  disclosure  of  the 
cost  of  Government  operations.  That  means 
full  disclosure  for  the  President,  full  dis- 
closure for  the  Congress,  and  full  disclo- 
sure, if  you  please,  for  the  American  tax- 
payer. 

Now  Jiist  what  can  we  as  citiisens.  tax- 
payers, legislators,  and  administrators  do  to 
control  this  gargantuan  thing  called  gov- 
ernment? 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  substitute 
for  good  administration.  This  begins  at  the 
top.  It  applies  to  the  President,  to  members 
of  his  Cabinet,  and  to  every  Government 
agency  head.  It  applies  to  governors  and 
mayors.  Much  of  the  recent  criticism  of 
certain  well -In  tended  Government  programs 
has  been  caused  by  the  lax  and  careless  way 
in  which  they  have  been  administered.  Aa 
put  by  Senator  E>ouqlas  In  his  recent  book 
on  Economy  In  National  Government,  to  be 
a  liberal  one  does  not  have  to  be  a  wastrel. 

The  General  Accounting  Office  is  con- 
tinually bringing  to  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment agencies  situations  which  need  cor- 
rection from  the  management  standpoint. 
In  most  Instances  we  have  found  them 
cooperative.  In  the  case  of  the  armed  serv- 
ices, our  biggest  spenders,  the  door  frequent- 
ly used  to  be  barred.  Gordon  Gray,  who 
rendered  an  outstanding  public  service  as 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  realized  that  the 
Army  could  benefit  from  an  open-door  policy. 
The  cooperative  approach  adopted  by  him 
and  continued  by  his  successor.  Prank  Pace. 
Jr.,  has  already  saved  millions  of  dollars.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  new  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  Robert  T.  Stevens,  so  favorably  known 
by  many  of  you,  will  continue  this  beneficial 
policy. 

Not  only  does  good  administration  begin 
at  the  top.  but  It  must  be  followed  up  to 
see  that  the  administrator's  [>ollclee  are 
carried  out  by  those  at  the  working  level. 
Practically  all  the  executive  agencies  now 
have  new  heads.  Unfortunately,  In  a  few 
cases  if  the  new  administrators  do  not  quick- 
ly make  reforms,  their  agencies,  like  China, 
will  absorb  them. 

It  Is  a  constant  struggle  even  with  the 
agency  head  on  the  alert  to  convince  those  In 
charge  of  operations  that  Government  money 
doesn't  grow  on  trees.  A  small  Incident. 
which  I  cite  only  because  it  reflects  a  pat- 
tern in  some  defense  procurements,  has  to 
do  with  12  yards  of  plush  carpet  bought  for 
$160  for  a  general  officer's  airplane.  The 
general  later  stated  he  neither  asked  for 
nor  authorized  the  purchase  and  that  a  $20 
rubber  runner   would   have  been   better. 

What  If  you  learned  that  a  trusted  agent 
had  sold  a  needed  piece  of  your  business 
property  for  $400,000,  that  you  lost  money 
on  the  sale,  and  that  through  a  quick  suc- 
cession of  resales  a  foreign  corporation  paid 
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over  $1  million  for  the  eame  property?  That 
is  exactly  what  happened  in  the  case  of  the 
dredge  Las  Cruces.  late  lamented  property 
of  the  Panama  Canal.  When  we  brought 
this  situation  to  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army,  drastic  action  was  taken  to 
tighten  up  procedures  and  reprimand  re- 
sponsible Government  people. 

The  Panama  Canal  is  not  alone  In  this 
tvpe  of  transaction.  Last  week  we  reported 
to  Congress  an  InsUnce  where  the  Public 
Housing  Administration  sold  land  and  dwell- 
ing uniu  to  a  local  housing  authortty  which 
practically  immediately  resold  at  a  profit  of 
$500,000. 

t^peaklng  of  lushness.  the  $17  million 
American  housing  project  built  with  "coun- 
terpart" funds  at  Bonn,  Germany,  takes  the 
pri/e  We  Just  reported  to  Congress  that 
the  458  units  averaged  $21,000:  furnishings, 
IS  000  per  unit;  and  5  official  residences. 
$151,000  each. 

I  have  frequently  made  the  statement 
that  any  Government  agency  can  reduce  its 
personnel  If  it  wanU  to  and  If  its  head  has 
the  courage  to  go  through  with  it.  That  is 
a  hroad  statement,  and  is  not  as  easy  to 
accomplish  as  it  is  to  talk  about.  A  friend 
of  mine  who  heads  another  Goivernment 
agency  told  me,  "I  know  I  have  too  many 
people,  but  I  wouldn't  go  through  what  you 
have    for   anything    in    the    book." 

Reducing  pains  can  be  as  bad  as  growing 
pains.  Since  April  1946  we  in  the  General 
Accounting  Office  have  voluntarily  reduced 
the  number  of  our  employees  from  14,904  to 
our  present  number  of  6,250.  For  the  moat 
part,  the  reduction  has  been  brought  about 
by  constant  surveys  resulting  in  improved 
w  irking  techniques,  by  the  ellmlnatlcm  of 
duplicating  operations  through  the  work 
dt)i.e  under  the  Joint-accounting  program, 
and  by  using  the  authority  provided  by  the 
new  legislation,  permitting  the  elimination 
of  cumbersome,  overlapping,  and  outmoded 
pnxedures. 

There  are  many  obstacles  to  reducing  the 
size  of  Government.  You  are  familiar  with 
the  natural  human  attitude  against  change, 
especially  where  that  U  Joined  with  the  fear 
o!  loss  of  a  Job  if  procedures  are  revised  or 
functions  are  abolished.  Then  the  clvil- 
servlce  laws  and  regulations,  although  based 
on  the  merit  concept,  at  tiroes  have  the  ef- 
fect of  abeolutely  prohibiting  or  retarding 
efficiency  and  economy.  I  dont  mean  to  crit- 
icise the  members  of  the  CivU  Service  Com- 
mission. Nor  am  I  speaking  critically  of  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  in  granting  veterans' 
preference,  although  I  do  think  at  times  we 
have  gone  too  far  at  the  expense  of  efficiency. 
With  no  authority  in  the  agency  head  to  re- 
tain employees  wholly  on  the  basis  of  merit, 
many  of  the  best  employees  are  lost  when 
reductions  in  force  are  made. 

One  relatively  painless  method  of  reducing 
the  size  of  swollen  payroUs  ta  by  simply  not 
filling  vacancies.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  prin- 
ciple of  not  filling  vacancies,  which  we  have 
followed  religiously  in  the  General  Account- 
ing Office,  given  effect  In  a  recent  directive 
of  the  new  Budget  Director.  Joseph  M. 
Dodge. 

A  good  deal  can  be  done  by  streamlining, 
simplifying,  and  modemleing  the  Govern- 
ments methods  of  doing  business.  The  Post 
Office  Department's  new  postal  money  order 
system  is  one  case  In  point.  It  is  estimated 
to  save  2,065  man-years  and  $6  million  an- 
nually, as  well  as  giving  much  better  service 
to  the  public.  Much  can  also  be  accom- 
plished by  reorganlaatlon  of  agency  activi- 
ties. The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Panama 
Canal  Company  has  reduced  the  Company's 
Washington  office  from  129  to  7  employees, 
with  an  annual  saving  of  $500,000.  as  a  result 
of  our  reconunendatlon.  Another  recom- 
mendation has  been  instrumental  in  reduc- 
ing the  long-range  housing  program  in  the 
Canal  Zone  from  $80  million  to  $40  million, 
with  an  annual  reduction  of  operating  ex- 
penses of  at  least  $1,500,000.  That  should  be 
a  good-news  bulletin  to  the  taxpayer. 


I  strongly  favored  the  recommendation  of 
former  President  Hoover  that  the  President 
be  granted  reorganization  authority  in  1949. 
I  also  favored  many,  but  not  all.  of  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  Hoover  Commission  for 
reorganizations  in  the  executive  branch.  I 
must  sound  a  note  of  caution  to  our  enthu- 
siastic reorganlzers  that  not  all  the  Hoover 
Commission's  recommendations  were  unani- 
mous by  any  means.  Some  involved  highly 
impractical  and  controversial  policy  areas 
which  had  been  before  the  Congress  for  years. 
One  aftermath  of  the  Hoover  Commission's 
operations  was  the  fantastic  claim  of  savings 
made  by  Its  proponents.  Those  claims  are 
very  effectively  branded  and  blasted  by  Sena- 
tor McClixlan's  report  of  last  January  from 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations. The  report  gives  the  Commission  full 
credit  for  the  remarkable  Job  done.  It  then 
polnu  out  the  fallacies  and  complete  unre- 
liability of  the  estimated  savings  of  as  much 
as  $4  billion  claimed  for  the  proposed  re- 
torms. 

We  can  save  some  money  by  streamlining 
procedures,  consolidating  similar  functions, 
and  like  reorganization  devices.  Yet  as  long 
as  a  function  Is  being  performed,  it  will  take 
people  to  do  the  work.  This  is  where  the  real 
money  goes.  It  is  time  to  ask  ourselves 
whether  every  function  the  Government  is 
performing  Is  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
adminUtratlon  of  the  Government  or  the 
welfare  of  the  people.  You  wUl  not  find  any 
function  without  friends;  so  the  Job  is  not 
easy.  In  some  cases  the  agency  Itself  may 
be  vital  but  encumbered  with  growth  which 
could  be  cut  off  without  seriously  affecting 
the  health  of  the  agency  itself. 

The  President  has  full  authority  not  only 
to  rearrange  but  to  abolish  functions  by  sub- 
mitting reorganization  plans  to  the  Congress 
under  the  legislation  Just  recently  enacted. 
I  do  not  think  we  need  any  machinery  to 
study  the  situation  in  addition  to  what  has 
already  been  set  up  In  the  executive  branch. 
In  government  language,  the  words  "study." 
"survey,"  "consider,"  and  "take  under  ad- 
visement"' often  mean  delay,  procrastination, 
stalling,  and  Inaction.  The  success  or  fail- 
ure to  Install  needed  reforms  may  depend 
on  how  quickly  they  are  Initiated. 

Not  only  our  Federal  Government  fiuic- 
tlons,  but  our  Federal-State  relaUons,  need 
reexamination  in  the  Ught  of  present-day 
conditions.  As  of  June  30,  1950,  of  a  total 
governmental  indebtedness  of  $281  billion. 
Federal.  State,  and  local,  the  Federal  share 
accounted  for  $257  bUUon  and  the  SUte 
share  for  $5  billion.  Our  naUonal  debt 
Btand.«<  today  at  more  than  $267  bUUon.  The 
annual  Interest  on  the  Federal  Government's 
debt  Just  about  equals  the  entire  amount  of 
the  indebtedness  of  the  States,  all  of  which. 
I  am  Informed,  have  a  balanced  budget. 

We  ourselves  are  to  blame  for  much  of  the 
national  spending  and  the  persistent  calls 
that  come  up  to  Washington  from  clUes, 
counties.  States,  chambers  of  commerce,  and 
individuals  with  pet  projects.  Those  calls 
dont  slacken  even  during  war  or  the  grave 
foreign  situation  now  facing  aU  of  us.  Yet 
from  the  same  sources  come  Just  as  persis- 
tent cries  for  reduced  taxes  and  less  spend- 
ing. The  plain  fact  is  that  the  States  and 
their  subdivisions  have  gone  to  Washing- 
ton for  things  that  it  was  their  duty  to  fur- 
nish to  their  citiaens.  There  is  prevalent  a 
strange  theory  that  by  going  to  Washing- 
ton you  get  !t  for  nothing.  You  don't.  You 
pay,  and  wUl  pay.  We  simply  must  reap- 
praise these  grants  In  the  light  of  the  present 
abilities  of  the  States  and  the  present  Fed- 
eral financial  situation. 

We  are  hearing  a  great  deal  about  the 
Voice  of  America.  Here  is  what  a  great 
American  President  had  to  say  about  the 
real  voice  ol  America.  Woodrow  Wilson 
when  president  of  Princeton  University,  long 
before  he  thought  of  coming  to  Washington. 
used  to  tell  the  students:  "Boys,  be  on  yotir 
guard  when  you  hear  the  voice  of  America 
coming  from  Washington.    The  real  voice  ot 


America  comes  from  the  little  farm,  the  little 
church,  the  little  red  schoolhouse,  the  little 
plant  or  factory,  the  places  where  men  live 
and  work  and  serve." 

Another  area  which  needs  reexamination 
Is  the  participation  by  the  Government  in 
business  activities.  I  yield  to  no  man  in  my 
belief  in  our  free  enterprise  system  and  in 
the  value  of  the  profit  motive.  I  have  always 
felt  that  there  were  broad  enough  fields 
for  government  and  for  business.  That  gov- 
ernment has  Invaded  the  field  of  business  in 
many  instances  is  true.  However,  it  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  in  quite  a  number  of 
those  instances  it  was  done  because  business 
was  unable  to  live  up  to  its  commitments 
and  its  obligations,  financial  and  to  the 
conununity.  The  reasons  for  the  Govern- 
ment embarking  on  business  enterprises 
varied  from  the  marginal  nature  of  the 
activity  to  the  simplest  human  needs  for 
rescue  from  starvation  and  misery.  They 
ran  the  gamut  from  war  to  depression  and 
back  to  war.  The  Government  will  never 
wholly  withdraw  from  such  activities.  It 
now  has  $12  billion  Invested  in  Government 
corporations,  not  covinting  the  billions  in- 
vested in  unincorporated  Government  activ- 
ities. Those  that  are  necessary  ought  to  be 
able  to  stand  the  test  of  reappraisal. 

Both  the  corporate  form  and  the  regular 
agency  form  of  Government  a<;tlvlty  have 
been  used  for  the  payment  of  subsidies  to 
partictilar  areas  in  our  economy.  As  Just 
one  illiistratlon.  the  area  administered  form- 
erly by  the  the  Maritime  Commission  and  now 
by  the  Federal  Maritime  Board  has  suffered 
and  is  still  suffering,  in  my  opinion,  from 
overgenerous  administrators  who  seem  to 
feel  that  it  is  their  Job  to  promote  and 
protect  the  subsidized  industry  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Governments  Interest.  All 
subsidies  should  be  fully  disclosed  and 
dragged  out  In  the  open,  so  that  the  Congress 
and  the  public  can  make  an  objective  analy- 
sis and  a  determination  whether  they  are 
worth  what  they  cost. 

There  Is  another  area  where  I  think  cur 
fiscal  controls  can  be  substantially  improved. 
For  the  past  10  years  I  have  been  warning 
that  Congress  was  abandoning  its  constitu- 
tional control  of  the  purse  by  writing  into 
law,  at  the  request  of  administrators  with 
a  mission,  the  broadest  kind  of  provisions 
granting  them  full  authority  over  expendi- 
tures and  setting  them  apart  from  any  pos- 
sible questioning  or  recoveries  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office  as  the  audit  agency  of 
the  Congress.    Provisions  of  this  type  stUl  in 
effecif  should  be  reviewed,  and  any  new  re- 
quests   should    be    careftilly    screened.      A 
strong  believer  in  our  three-branch  system 
of  checks  and  balances,  I  have  always  felt 
that  the  legislative  branch,  elected  directly 
by  the  people,  is  closest  to  the  people.     We 
may  lose  something  in  Ironclad  efficiency  in 
our  democratic  form  of  government,  but  who 
would    exchange    it    for    the    most    efficient 
dictatorship?    In  the  words  made  famous  by 
Lord  Acton.  Tower  tends  to  corrupt,  and 
absolute  power   corrupts    absolutely." 

Two   recent   caseg   within   our   experience 
show  how  even  when  the  Congress  spells  out 
its  vrtll.  administrators  attempt  to  fiaunt  it 
and    set    their    own    Judgment    against    the 
policy  decision   of  the   Congress.     The   first 
was  the  celebrated  Fallbrook  case.    The  Con- 
gress had   clearly   expresed   Its   intent  that 
the    United    States    not    go    forward    with 
a   suit  in   California   involving   the   respec- 
tive rights  of  the  Government  and  private 
users    to   the   water    of    the    Santa    Marga- 
rita   River.       The    Navy    Department    went 
ahead   with   the  suit,   notwithstanding   the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  told  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  his  funds  in  the  suit  would  be 
in  direct  contravention  of  law  and  was  not 
authoriMd.     The   former    Secretary   of   the 
Navy  condoned  this  violation  of  the  law  by 
saying   he   was   attempting   to   protect   the 
interests  of  the  United  States.    It  is  funda- 
mental in  our  Government  that  It  is  for  the 
Congress  to  say  how  and  on  what  conditions 
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the  public  moneys  shall  be  spent,  and  the 
Congress  In  this  case  had  left  nothing  to  the 
discretion  of  the  executive  branch.  The  en- 
tire matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Congress  by  our  report  of  January  30. 

In  the  second  case,  the  Congress  had  pro- 
vided that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
should  not  use  his  appropriations  for  con- 
structing transmission  lines  in  the  south- 
eastern power  area  iintll  the  private-power 
companies  had  executed  or  declined  to  ex- 
ecute systemwide  transmission  contracts 
and  the  Secretary  had  so  informed  the  Con- 
gress. On  January  7,  we  advised  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  we  would  disallow  any 
payments  for  the  construction  of  a  transmis- 
sion line  from  Clark  Hill  to  Greenwood,  S.  C. 
because  his  negotiations  with  the  private- 
power  companies  did  not  constitute  compli- 
ance with  the  mandate  of  the  Congress.  It 
cannot  be  emphasized  too  often  that  our 
Government  is  a  government  of  laws,  and  not 
of  men.  That  la  one  of  the  reasons  that 
the  Government  cannot  be  operated  exactly 
like  a  private  business,  as  so  many  of  my 
business  friends  are  constantly  advocating. 
That  does  not  prevent  us  from  using  busi- 
ness methods  in  Government  wherever  prac- 
ticable. 

Since  1941  the  General  Accounting  Office 
has  collected  $830  million  which  had  been 
for  the  most  part  Illegally  or  otherwise  im- 
properly paid  out.  Of  even  greater  impor- 
tance is  the  work  the  Office  is  doing  to  pre- 
vent the  Illegal  or  improvident  use  of  funda 
by  the  improvement  of  accounting  and 
auditing  throughout  the  Government  and 
by  bringing  instances  of  wasteful  practices 
to  attention  for  correction. 

Sometimes  the  Improper  use  of  Govern- 
ment funds,  property,  or  other  resoiirces 
stems  from  outright  venality.  In  his  recent 
best  seller.  How  To  Get  Rich  in  Washington. 
Blair  Bolles  told  a  scMry  story  of  privilege' 
and  influence  in  the  transaction  of  public 
business.  He  turned  the  spotlight  on  such 
subjects  of  investigation  aa  surplus-property 
sales.  RFC  loans.  Maritime  Commission  sub- 
sidies, and  internal-revenue  scandals.  Today 
the  investigations  are  still  going  on  under 
cew  management. 

I  want  to  say  emphatically  that  I  think  the 
vast  majority  of  Government  people  are  not 
only  competent,  capable,  and  conscientious, 
but  compare  most  favorably  with  those  in 
private  business  whom  It  has  been  my  lot 
to  know.  It  would  be  foolish  to  contend 
that  there  has  not  been  corruption  in  Gov- 
ernment, but  bear  in  mind,  it  takes  two  to 
make  a  bribe — the  briber  and  the  bribed. 
Most  shady  deals  in  Government  are  insti- 
gated from  outside.  Now  that  there  are  so 
many  new  men  in  Government,  It  is  well  to 
remind  them  that  the  same  forces  that  sought 
favors  from  their  predecessors  will  now  be 
camping  on  their  doorsteps. 

The  problem  of  ethics  in  government  Is  as 
old  as  government.  Among  the  ancient  Is- 
raelites, the  prophet  Mlcah  2.500  years  ago 
complained:  "That  they  may  do  evil  with 
both  hands  earnestly,  the  prince  asketh,  and 
the  Judge  asketh  for  a  reward;  and  the  great 
man,  he  uttereth  his  mischievous  desire-  so 
they  wrap  it  up." 

In  the  England  of  Charles  n.  Samuel  Pepys, 
the  diarist,  made  a  great  reputation  for  effi- 
ciency In  the  management  of  the  Navy  Of- 
fice. He  cut  cut  almost  everybody's  ?rart  on 
Government  contracts  except  his  own. 

Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  whose  name  is  so  closely 
linked  with  North  Carolina,  observed  that  a 
man  mxist  first  govern  himself  before  he  is 
fit  to  govern  a  family,  and  his  family  before 
he  Is  fit  to  serve  the  government  of  a  com- 
monwealth 

Character  and  integrity  were  of  the  highest 
concern  to  those  who  set  up  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment. They  made  bribery  1  of  2  specific 
offenses  (the  other,  treason)  for  which,  after 
impeachment  and  conviction,  any  civil  officer 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  removed  from 
office.     Jefferson  wrote  that;  "Of  th«  varloiii 


executive  abilities,  no  one  excited  more 
anxious  interest  than  that  of  placing  the 
interests  of  our  fellow  citizens  in  the  hands 
of  honest  men.  with  understanding  sufficient 
for  their  stations."  In  spite  of  this  empha- 
sis on  the  moral  qualifications  for  public 
service,  the  Government  very  early  began  to 
suffer  from  those  who  were  not  above  mak- 
ing a  profit  on  Its  financial  transactions  and 
on  its  dealings  with  business.  Harper's 
magazine  during  the  1860's  edified  Us  read- 
ers with  a  picture  of  Army  contractors  and 
speculators  "at  a  banquet  of  abundance  and 
delight."  It  exposed  Army  officers  and  Treas- 
ury agents  who  profited  by  shipping  seized 
southern  cotton  and  sugar  to  northern 
merchants. 

The  problem  of  morality  in  government  Is 
aggravated  by  war  and  defense  spendlni?. 
During  World  War  II.  shockingly  low  morali- 
ty and  callous  indifference  were  displayed  by 
some  of  those  who  dealt  with  the  Govern- 
ment's money  and  property.  Sjme  were 
men  wearing  the  uniform  of  their  country 
and  using  it  to  feather  their  own  nests. 
These,  plus  a  few  civilian  exceptions  to  the 
many  businessmen  who  came  to  Washing- 
ton at  a  genuine  sacrifice  to  help  win  the  war. 
left  a  stench  which  nauseated  honest  men  in- 
side and  outside  of  the  Government.  In  the 
light  of  that  experience,  no  one  should  have 
been  surprised  by  the  recent  resurgence  of 
dishonesty  on  the  part  of  a  few  of  those  en- 
trusted with  the  public  business. 

After  all,  these  affairs  are  matters  of  con- 
science. The  Infiuence  mongers  and  pur- 
veyors Of  private  favors  from  the  public  store 
only  reflect  the  moral  climate  of  the  public 
itseU.  That  climate  would  be  improved  by  a 
greater  practice  of  old-fashioned  common 
honesty  and  decency. 

It  is  of  paramount  Importance  that  the 
official  actions  of  those  In  the  Government 
service  be  subjected  to  constant  examina- 
tion and  scrutiny.  This  sometimes  thankless 
Job  is  being  performed  for  the  public  by  con- 
greaslonal  committees,  by  the  press,  and  last 
but  I  hope  not  least,  by  the  General  Ac^ 
counting  Office. 

Our  early  leaders  were  much  Impressed 
with  the  idea  that  Government  is  a  trust  and 
the  officers  of  the  Government  are  trustees 
We  need  to  revitalize  that  idea,  expressed  by 
John  C.  Calhoun  over  100  vears  ago  in  these 
words:  "The  very  essence  of  a  free  govern- 
ment  consists  in  considering  offices  as  public 
trusts  bestowed  for  the  good  of  the  country 
and  not  for  the  benefit  of  an  Individual  or 
party."  His  statement  has  long  since  passed 
into  the  public  domain,  but  even  as  eternal 
vigilance  is  the  price  of  liberty,  so  It  Is  the 
price  of  clean  government. 


HOSPITALS  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  recently  i  called  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  the  failure  of 
Congress  to  assume  its  financial  respon- 
sibihty  toward  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Today  I  should  like  to  direct  attention 
to  an  instance  where  Congress  has  fully 
shouldered  its  responsibility  toward  the 
District — only  to  have  its  forthright  ac- 
tion delayed  by  an  order  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget. 

I  refer  to  the  hospital  construction 
program  for  the  city  of  Washington. 

Senators  will  recall  that  several  studies 
made  by  Congress  in  recent  years  showed 
the  hospital  facilities  in  Washington  to 
be  antiquated,  unsafe,  and  pitifully  in- 
adequate. These  conditions  led  Con- 
gress to  enact  legislation  in  1946  pro- 
viding for  a  comprehensive  and  modern 
hospital  program  for  our  Nations  Capi- 
tal. 


In  Its  first  step,  Congre.ss  appropriated 
funds  for  the  construction  of  a  major 
hospital  center  to  take  the  place  of  Gar- 
field. Episcopal,  and  Emergency  Hospi- 
tals. It  then  proceeded  to  authorize 
grants-in-aid  on  a  50-50  basis  for  the 
remaining  hospitals  in  Washington  to 
enable  them  to  modernize  and  to  expand 
their  facilities. 

Congress  carefully  studied  these  plans, 
and  in  each  instance  it  weighed  th«  wis- 
dom of  embarking  upon  the  program. 
Congress  did  this  not  only  as  to  the  na- 
tional legislative  body,  but  also  in  its 
position  as  the  sole  legislative  body  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  as  the 
chief  architect  of  its  municipal  pro- 
grams. 

However,  despite  all  the  provision.*? 
made  by  the  last  four  Congresses,  and 
made  with  a  view  to  the  patent  urgency 
for  hospital  Improvement.  I  am  advised 
that  the  entire  program  has  come  to  a 
standstill. 

By  an  order  on  February  3.  1953.  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
Mr.  Dodge,  suspended  all  construction 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  had  an 
interest.  Let  me  say  that  I  appreciate 
the  spirit  of  that  order.  Its  main  pur- 
pose, as  I  understand  It,  was  to  enable 
Mr.  Dodge  to  make  an  orderly  and  sys- 
tematic review  of  all  Federal  construc- 
tion projects.  All  of  us  can  appreciate 
that. 

Caught  In  this  order,  however,  was  the 
hospital  program  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. Since  that  time,  so  far  as  the 
Congress  or  the  public  has  been  ad- 
vised, no  action  has  been  taken  to  "un- 
freeze" these  hospital  appropriations  or 
to  give  them  the  "go-ahead"  sign  here 
in  the  District.  The  result  Is  that  the 
program  is  being  unduly  delayed. 

Frankly.  I  feel  that  if  the  Director  of 
the  Budget,  Mr.  Dodge,  were  familiar 
with  the  history  of  these  hospital  ap- 
propriations, he  would  not  permit  a  de- 
lay in  this  critical  construction  and  Im- 
provement program  here  In  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

All  of  us  know  that  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  there  are  no  large  accumula- 
tions of  business  capital  to  provide  funds 
for  adequate  hospitals.  Without  Fed- 
eral funds,  hospitals  and  nursing 
schools  in  the  city  of  Washington 
struggle  In  old.  expensive,  and  hazardous 
quarters.  In  no  city  of  the  Nation,  or 
in  no  national  capital  of  the  world,  are 
the  bulk  of  the  hospitals  at  such  a  low 
ebb.  Medical  groups  and  civic  organi- 
zations unanimously  agree  that  for  lack 
of  good  and  sufficient  hospitals,  our  Na- 
tional Capitol  cannot  attract  young 
women  to  train  as  nurses,  or  Interns 
to  prepare  for  a  future  in  medicine. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  conclude  by  say- 
ing that  the  hospitals  of  Washington 
have  fulfilled  their  part  of  the  program 
and  are  ready  to  proceed.  The  people 
of  Washington— the  taxpayers— are 
ready  to  carry  out  their  part  of  the  obli- 
gation. The  hospital  program,  there- 
fore, only  awaits  the  order  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  to  go  ahead.  In  a 
short  time  after  the  order  Is  Issued  the 
program  will  be  well  under  way. 

I  urge  Mr.  Dodge  to  withdraw  the  part 
of  his  order  that  results  in  the  delay  of 
the  hospital  construction  and  improve- 
ment program  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
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bia.  Humanitarian  reasons  alone  are 
enough.  In  my  judgment,  to  cause  us  to 
want  the  District  of  Colimabla  to  have 
the  finest  and  most  modem  hospitals  In 
the  world.  We  owe  that  to  the  people 
of  Washington  and  to  our  Nation's  Capi- 
tal.   

EASTER  ADJOURNMENT  BY  HOUSE 
OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
P.fYNE  In  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  House  Concurrent  Resolution  90, 
which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  f^i^  Hou.ie  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  when  the 
House  adjourn  on  Thursday.  April  2.  1953.  it 
stand  adjourned  until  12  o'clock  meridian. 
Monday.  AprU  13.  1953. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  In  the  concurrent 
resolution.  In  effect  It  gives  the  consent 
of  the  Senate  that  the  House  may  ad- 
journ for  a  period  of  10  days,  which 
otherwise  it  could  not  do  under  the  Con- 
stitution.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
morning  business  concluded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
are  no  further  routine  matters  to  be  pre- 
sented, the  morning  business  is  closed. 


TITLE     TO     CERTAIN     SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Order  No.  128.  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 13. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  joint  resolution  by 
title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  joint  reso- 
lution <S.  J.  Res.  13  >  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries  and  to  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
stated ^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  motion  is  not  de- 
batable? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not 
during  the  morning  hour. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thought  the  Chair  had 
announced  that  the  morning  hour  was 
closed. 

Mr.  TAPT.  The  morning  hour  does 
not  close  until  2  o'clock. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announced  the  morning  business 
was  closed. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries   and    to    natural   resources 


within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  to 
provide  for  the  use  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  resources,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  with  an  amendment 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  resolving  clause 
and  insert: 

That  this  joint  resolution  may  be  cited 
as  the  "Submerged  Lands  Apt." 

Tttle  I 

DETINrnON' 

Sec.  2.  When  used  in  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion— 

(a)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  means — 

( 1 )  all  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  each 
of  the  respective  States  which  are  covered 
by  nontldal  waters  that  were  navigable  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  at  the  time 
such  State  became  a  member  of  the  Union,  or 
acquired  sovereignty  over  such  land  "  and 
waters  thereafter,  up  to  the  ordinary  high 
water  mark  as  heretofore  or  hereafter  modi- 
fled  by  accretion,  erosion,  and  reliction; 

(2)  all  lands  permanently  or  periodically 
covered  by  tidal  waters  up  to  but  not  above 
the  line  of  mean  high  tide  and  seaward  to  a 
line  3  geographical  miles  distant  from  the 
coast  line  of  each  such  State  and  to  the 
boundary  line  of  each  such  State  where  In 
any  case  such  boundary  as  It  existed  at  the 
time  such  State  become  a  member  of  the 
Union,  or  as  heretofore  or  hereafter  approved 
by  Congress,  extends  seaward  (or  into  the 
Oulf  of  Mexico)  beyond  3  geographical  miles, 
and 

(3>  all  filled  in,  made,  or  reclaimed  lands, 
which  formerly  were  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters,  as  hereinabove  defined; 

(b)  The  term  "boundaries"  Includes  the 
seaward  boundaries  of  a  State  or  its  bound- 
aries in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  or  any  of  the 
Great  Lakes  as  they  existed  at  the  time  such 
State  became  a  memt>er  of  the  Union,  or  as 
heretofore  or  hereafter  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress, or  as  extended  or  confirmed  pursuant 
to  section  4  hereof; 

(c)  The  term  "coast  line"  means  the  line 
of  ordinary  low  water  along  tha*  pxjrtlon  of 
the  coast  which  is  In  direct  contact  with 
the  open  sea  and  the  line  marking  the  sea- 
ward limit  of  Inland  waters; 

(d)  The  terms  "grantees"  and  "lessees'* 
Include  (without  limiting  the  generality 
thereof)  all  political  subdivisions,  munici- 
palities, public  and  private  corporations,  and 
other  persons  holding  grants  or  leases  from 
a  State,  or  from  Its  predecessor  sovereign  if 
legally  validated,  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  if  such  grants  or  leases  were  Issued  In 
accordance  with  the  constitution,  statutes, 
and  decisions  of  the  courts  of  the  State  in 
which  such  lands  are  situated,  or  of  Its  pred- 
ecessor sovereign:  Prorided,  hoioever.  That 
nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  as  con- 
ferring upon  said  grantees  or  lessees  any 
greater  rights  or  Interests  other  than  are 
described  herein  and  In  their  respective 
grants  fnem  the  State,  or  Its  predecessor 
sovereign; 

(e)  The  term  "natural  resources"  includes, 
without  limiting  the  generality  thereof,  oil. 
gas,  and  all  other  minerals,  and  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clams,  crabs,  lobsters,  sponges,  kelp, 
and  other  marine  animal  and  plant  life  but 
does  not  include  water  power,  or  the  use  of 
water  for  the  production  of  power; 

(f)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  does  not  include  the  beds  of  streams 
in  lands  now  or  heretofore  constituting  a 
part  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
if  such  streams  were  not  meandered  in  con- 
nection with  the  public  survey  of  such  lands 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  and  If 
the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  streams  was 
lawfully  patented  or  conveyed  by  the  United 
States  or  any  State  to  any  person; 

(g)  The  term  "Stato"  means  any  State  of 
the  Union; 


(h)  The  term  "person"  includes,  in  addi- 
tion to  a  natural  person,  an  association,  a 
State,  a  political  subdivision  of  a  State,  or  a 
private,   public,   or    municipal    corporation; 

TrrLE  n 

LANDS    BXNXATH    NAVIGABLC    WATOtS    WTTHTN 
STATE    BOUNDARIES 

Sec.  3.  Rights  of  the  States: 

(a)  It  is  hereby  determined  and  declared 
to  be  In  the  public  interest  that  (1)  title 
to  and  ownership  of  the  lands  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
respective  States,  and  the  natural  resources 
within  such  lands  and  waters,  and  (2)  the 
right  and  power  to  manage,  administer, 
lease,  develop,  and  use  the  said  lands  and 
natural  resources  all  in  accordance  with  ap- 
plicable State  law  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
subject  to  the  provisions  hereof,  recognized, 
confirmed,  established,  and  vested  in  and 
assigned  to  the  respective  States  or  the  per- 
sons who  were  on  June  5,  1950,  entitled 
thereto  under  the  law  of  the  respective 
States  in  which  the  land  is  located,  and  the 
respective  grantees,  lessees,  or  successors  In 
interest  thereof; 

(b)  (1)  The  United  States  hereby  releases 
and  relinquishes  unto  said  States  and  per- 
sons aforesaid,  except  as  otherwise  reserved 
herein,  ail  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the 
United  States,  If  any  it  has,  in  and  to  all 
said  lands.  Improvements,  and  natural  re- 
sources; (2)  the  United  States  hereby  re- 
leases and  relinquishes  all  claims  of  the 
United  States,  if  any  it  has,  for  money  or 
damages  arising  out  of  any  operations  of 
said  States  or  p>ersons  pursuant  to  State 
authority  upon  or  within  said  lands  and 
navigable  waters;  and  (3)  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  shall  pay 
to  the  respective  States  or  their  grantees 
Issuing  leases  covering  such  lands  or  natural 
resources  all  moneys  paid  thereunder  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  or  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  and  subject  to  the  control  of  any 
of  them  or  to  the  control  of  the  United 
States  on  the  effective  date  of  this  joint 
resolution,  except  that  portion  of  such 
moneys  which  ( 1 )  is  required  to  be  returned 
to  a  lessee;  or  (2)  is  deductible  as  provided 
by  stipulation  or  agreement  between  the 
United  States  and  any  of  said  States; 

(c)  The  rights,  powers,  and  titles  hereby 
recognized,  confirmed,  established,  and 
vested  in  and  assigned  to  the  respective 
States  and  their  grantees  are  subject  to  each 
lease  executed  by  a  State,  or  its  grantee, 
which  was  In  force  and  effect  on  June  5, 
1950,  In  accordance  with  Its  terms  and  pro- 
visions and  the  laws  of  the  State  issuing,  or 
whose  grantee  Issued,  such  lease,  and  such 
rights,  powers,  and  titles  are  further  sub- 
ject to  the  rights  herein  now  granted  to  any 
person  holding  any  such  lease  to  continue 
to  maintain  the  lease,  and  to  conduct  op- 
erations thereunder,  in  accordance  with  its 
provisions,  for  the  full  term  thereof,  and  any 
extensions,  renewals,  or  replacements  au- 
thorized therein,  or  heretofore  authorized  by 
the  laws  of  the  State  Issuing,  or  whose  gran- 
tee issued  such  lease:  Provided,  however. 
That,  if  oil  or  gas  was  not  being  produced 
from  such  lease  on  and  before  December  11, 
1950,  or  if  the  primary  term  of  such  lease 
has  expired  since  December  11,  1950,  then 
for  a  term  from  the  effective  date  hereof 
equal  to  the  term  remaining  unexpired  on 
December  11,  1950,  under  the  provisions  of 
such  lease  or  any  extensions,  renewals,  or 
replacements  authorized  therein,  or  hereto- 
fore authorized  by  the  laws  of  the  State 
issuing,  or  whose  grantee  issued,  such  lease: 
Provided,  however.  That  within  90  days 
from  the  effective  date  hereof  (1)  the  lessee 
shall  pay  to  the  State  or  its  grantee  issuing 
such  lease  all  rents,  royalties,  and  other  sums 
payable  between  June  5,  1950,  and  the  effec- 
tive date  hereof,  under  such  lease  and  the 
laws  of  the  State  issuing  or  whose  grantee 
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Issued  such  lease,  except  sucb  rents,  royal- 
ties, and  other  sums  as  have  been  paid  to 
the  State,  Its  grantee,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  and  not  re- 
funded to  the  lessee:  and  '11)  the  lessee  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  with  the  State 
issuing  or  whose  grantee  Issued  such  lease, 
Instruments  consenting  to  the  payment  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  the  Secretary 
of,  the  Navy  or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  to  the  State  or  Its  grantee  Issuing  the 
lease,  of  all  rents,  royalties,  and  other  pay- 
ments under  the  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
or  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  or  the 
United  States  which  have  been  paid,  un- 
der the  lease,  except  such  rentals,  royalties, 
and  other  payments  as  have  also  been  paid 
by  the  lessee  to  the  State  or  its  grantee; 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
affect  the  use,  development.  Improvement, 
or  control  by  or  under  the  constitutional 
authority  of  the  United  States  of  said  lands 
and  waters  for  the  purposes  of  navigation 
or  flood  control  or  the  production  of  power, 
or  be  construed  as  the  release  or  relinquish- 
ment of  any  right  of  the  United  States 
arising  under  the  constitutional  authority 
of  Congress  to  regulate  or  Improve  naviga- 
tion, or  to  provide  for  flood  control,  or  the 
production  of  power; 

(e)  Nothing  In  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
be  construed  as  affecting  or  Intended  to  af- 
fect or  In  any  way  Interfere  with  or  modify 
the  laws  of  the  States  which  lie  wholly  or 
In  part  westward  of  the  98th  meridian,  re- 
lating to  the  ownership  and  control  of 
ground  and  surface  waters;  and  the  control, 
appropriation,  use,  and  distribution  of  such 
waters  shall  continue  to  be  In  accordance 
with  the  laws  of  such  States. 

Sec.  4.  Seaward  boundaries:  The  seaward 
boundary  of  each  cx-lglnal  coastal  State  is 
hereby  approved  and  confirmed  as  a  line  3 
geographical  miles  distant  from  Its  coast  line. 
Any  State  admitted  subsequent  to  the  for- 
mation of  the  Union  which  has  not  already 
done  so  may  extend  its  seaward  boundaries 
to  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant  from 
its  coastline,  or  to  the  international  bound- 
aries of  the  United  States  in  ttie  Great  Lakes 
or  any  other  body  of  water  traversed  by  such 
boundaries.  Any  claim  heretofore  or  here- 
after asserted  either  by  constitutional  pro- 
vision, statute,  or  otherwise,  Indicating  the 
intent  of  a  State  so  to  extend  its  boundaries 
Is  hereby  approved  and  confirmed,  without 
prejudice  to  its  claim,  if  any  it  has,  that  its 
boundaries  extend  beyond  that  line.  Noth- 
ing In  this  section  Is  to  be  construed  as  ques- 
tioning or  in  any  manner  prejudicing  the 
existence  of  any  State's  seaward  boundary 
beyond  3  geographical  miles  if  it  was  so  pro- 
vided by  its  constitution  or  laws  prior  to  or  at 
the  time  such  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union,  or  if  it  has  been  heretofore  or  is  here- 
after approved  by  Congress. 

Sbc.  5.  Exceptions  from  operation  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  this  Joint  resolution:  There  Is  ex- 
cepted from  the  operation  of  section  3  of  this 
Joint  resolution — 

(a)  all  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  together 
with  all  accretions  thereto,  resources  therein, 
or  Improvements  thereon,  title  to  which  has 
been  lawfully  and  expressly  acquired  by  the 
United  States  from  any  State  or  from  any 
person  In  whom  title  had  vested  under  the 
law  of  the  State  or  of  the  United  States,  and 
all  lands  which  the  United  States  lawfully 
holds  under  the  law  of  the  State;  all  lands 
expressly  retained  by  or  ceded  to  the  United 
States  when  the  State  entered  the  Union;  all 
lands  acquired  by  the  United  States  by  emi- 
nent domain  proceedings,  purchase,  cession, 
gift,  or  otherwise  In  a  proprietary  capacity; 
all  lands  filled  In,  built  up,  or  otherwise  re- 
claimed by  the  United  States  for  its  own  use; 
and  any  rights  the  United  States  has  In 
lands  presently  and  actually  occupied  by  the 
OMitsd  States  under  claim  of  right; 


(b)  such  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
held  or  any  Interest  in  which  Ls  held,  by  the 
United  States  for  the  benefit  of  any  tribe, 
band,  or  group  of  Indians  or  for  individual 
Indians;  and 

(c)  all  structures  and  Improvements  con- 
structed by  the  United  States  in  the  exercise 
of  its  navigational  servitude. 

Sbc.  6.  Powers  retained  by  the  United 
SUtes:  (a)  The  United  States  retains  all 
its  navigational  servitude  and  rights  In  and 
powers  of  regulation  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the  consti- 
tutional purposes  of  commerce,  navigation, 
national  defense,  and  internatlonid  aflairs. 
all  of  which  shall  be  paramount  to,  but  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  Include,  proprietary  rights 
of  ownership,  or  the  rights  or  management, 
administration,  leasing,  use,  and  develop- 
ment of  the  lands  and  natural  resources 
which  are  specifically  recognized,  conftrmed, 
established,  and  vested  In  and  assigned  to 
the  respective  States  and  others  by  section  3 
of  this  joint  resolution. 

(b)  In  time  of  war  or  when  necessary  for 
national  defense,  and  the  Congress  or  the 
President  shall  so  prescribe,  the  United 
States  shall  have  the  right  of  first  refusal  to 
purchase  at  the  prevailing  market  price,  all 
or  any  portion  of  the  said  natural  resources, 
or  to  acquire  and  use  any  portion  of  said 
lands  by  proceeding  In  accordance  with  due 
process  of  law  and  paying  Just  compensa- 
tion therefor. 

Sec.  7.  Nothing  In  this  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  deemed  to  amend,  modify,  or  re- 
peal the  acts  of  July  26.  1866  (14  Stat.  251), 
July  9.  1870  (16  Stat.  217).  March  3.  1877  (19 
Stat.  377),  June  17.  1902  (32  Stat.  388).  and 
December  22.  1944  (58  Stat.  887).  and  acts 
amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary  there- 
to. 

Sec.  8.  Nothing  contained  In  this  Joint 
resolution  shall  affect  such  rights,  if  any.  as 
may  have  been  acquired  under  any  law  of 
the  United  States  by  any  person  in  lands 
subject  to  this  Joint  resolution  and  such 
rights.  If  any,  shall  be  governed  by  the  law 
in  effect  at  the  time  they  may  have  been  ac- 
quired: Provided,  however.  That  nothing 
contained  in  this  Joint  resolution  is  in- 
tended or  shall  be  construed  as  a  finding, 
interpretation,  or  construction  by  the  Con- 
gress that  the  law  under  which  such  rights 
may  be  claimed  in  fact  or  In  law  applies  to 
the  lands  subject  to  this  Joint  resolution,  or 
authorizes  or  compels  the  granting  of  such 
rights  In  such  lands,  and  that  the  determina- 
tion of  the  applicability  or  effect  of  such 
law  shall  be  unaffected  by  anything  con- 
tained in  this  Joint  resolution. 

Sec.  9.  Nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  deemed  to  affect  in  any  wise  the 
rights  of  the  United  States  to  the  natural 
resources  of  that  portion  of  the  subsoil  and 
seabed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  sea- 
ward and  outside  of  the  area  of  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters,  as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 2  hereof,  all  of  which  natural  resources 
appertain  to  the  United  States,  and  the  Ju- 
risdiction and  control  of  which  by  the  United 
States  is  hereby  confirmed. 

Sec.  10.  Executive  Order  No.  10426.  dated 
January  16,  1953,  entitled  -Setting  Aside 
Submerged  Lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
as  a  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve",  is  hereby  re- 
voked insofar  as  it  applies  to  any  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters  as  defined  In  sec- 
tion 2  hereof. 

Sec.  11.  Separability:  If  any  provision  of 
this  Joint  resolution,  or  any  section,  subsec- 
tion, sentence,  clause,  phrase  or  Individual 
word,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  per- 
son or  circumstance  is  held  invalid,  the  val- 
idity of  the  remainder  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion and  of  the  application  of  any  such  pro- 
vision, section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause, 
phrase  or  individual  word  to  other  persons 
and  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  there- 
by; without  limiting  the  generality  of  the 
foregoing,  if  subsection  3  (a)  1,  3  (a)  2  3 
(b)  1,  3  (b)  2.  3  (b)  3.  or  3  (c)  or  any  pro- 
vision of  any  of  those  subsections  is  held 


invalid,  such  subsection  or  provision  shall 
be  held  separable  and  the  remaining  sub- 
sections and  provisions  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment,  being  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute  for  the  text  of  the 
joint  resolution,  the  amendment  will  be, 
for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  con- 
sidered as  the  original  text  and  not  as 
an  amendment  in  the  first  degree.  Any 
amendment  thereto  is  open  to  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names ; 

McCTellan 

MllUkln 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Ncely 

Pastors 

I'avne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

RUBMll 

BaltoDstaU 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.J. 

Sparkman 

Biennis 

Symington 

Taft 

Thy* 

Tobey 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  Bar- 
rett] and  the  Senatoi  from  Indiana  IMr. 
Jenner]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  committee  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senators  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Andek- 
soN  and  Mr.  Chavez]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  TMr. 
Eastland],  the  Senators  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey  and  Mr.  Smith!,  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jack- 
son], and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
(Mr.  MonroneyJ  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  fMr. 
George]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  IMr.  Gil- 
lette], the  Senator  from  Washington 
IMr.  MAG.\rsoNl.  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  offlcial  committee 
bu.<^iness. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum 1.S  present. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my 
appreciation  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, Hon.  Hugh  Butler  of  Nebraska,  for 
having  given  me  the  opportunity  to  sit 
as  acting  chairman  of  the  committee 
during  the  hearings  and  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings with  respect  to  the  several  bills 
and  resolutions  before  the  committee  on 
the  general  subject  of  submerged  lands. 


Aiken 

Oris  wold 

Beall 

Hayden 

Bennett 

Hendrlckson 

Brlcker 

Hennlngs 

Bridges 

Hickeniooper 

Bu.-h 

Hill 

Butler,  Md 

Holland 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Capehart 

Ives 

Carlson 

Jiihnson.  Colo. 

Case 

John.son.  Tex. 

Clements 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

rord.m 

Kennedy 

Daniel 

Kerr 

Dlrk.sen 

KllKore 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Dworahak 

Langer 

Ellender 

Lehman 

FerEr\i>on 

Long 

Flanders 

Malone 

Frear 

Mtinsfield 

FulbrlKht 

Martin 

Ooldwater 

Maybank 

Gore 

McCarran 

Green 

McCarthy 
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I  desire  also  to  state,  at  this  time, 
that  the  members  of  the  committee, 
holdinK  i-harply  different  views  on  the 
.subject  matter,  were  all  very  cooperative 
in  the  hearings  and  in  the  later  con- 
siderations in  executive  session,  and  I 
txpre.ss  my  appreciation  to  them  also. 

Mr.  President,  the  subject  matter  be- 
fore the  Senate  this  afternoon  is  not 
new  to  the  Senate  or  to  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  has  been  before  the 
Senate  and  the  House  numerous  times. 
Action  was  taken  by  both  bodies  in  the 
79th  Congress.  Committees  of  the  House 
and  Senate  considered  submerged  lands 
at  length  in  the  80th  Congress.  In  the 
81. St  Congress,  hearings  were  held  by 
the  committees  and  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed at  length  on  the  floor. 

BCBJBCT  THOaOUCHLT    DEBATED 

In  the  82d  Congress  it  was  again  be- 
fore both  Hoases,  and  a  measure  respect- 
ing submerged  lands  was  pas-sed  by  Ixjth 
Hou-ses. 

So  it  would  seem.  Mr.  President,  that 
certainly  there  are  few  subjects  which 
have  been  considered  more  thoroughly 
and  debated  more  generously  than  has 
the  subject  of  which,  as  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  States,  should 
have  title  and  control  over  the  lands 
beneath  the  navigable  waters  within  the 
State  boundary  lines  of  the  several 
States. 

In  the  current  session  of  Congress, 
when  hearings  were  requested  on  the 
bills,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  had 
hoped  that  the  hearings  might  well  be 
limited  to  such  new  matter  as  might  not 
already  have  been  heard  and  considered 
in  past  years.  However,  Mr.  President, 
early  in  the  hearings  it  was  made  amply 
apparent  that  this  hope  was  a  vain  one. 
It  was  clear  that  the  hearings  should 
not  be  so  limited.  It  was  most  difficult 
if  not  impo5.sible,  to  restrict  witnesses  in 
their  testimony,  so  as  to  have  a  record 
made  purely  as  a  supplement  to  the  rec- 
ord theretofore  made. 

As  a  result  of,  in  effect,  tossing  Into 
the  discard  the  usual  rule  of  procedure, 
we  have  before  us  today  hearings  com- 
prising 1,282  pages  of  testimony  and  ex- 
hibits. In  addition,  a  considerable 
amount  of  documentary  data  Is  on  file 
with  the  committee.  Despite  the  size 
of  this  volume  of  hearings,  there  is.  in 
fact,  very  little  that  is  new  in  the  testi- 
mony or  the  exhibits. 

FBOBLCM   CKOWS  OtTT  OF  SUTSEMK  COTST 
DBCI&IONS 

Mr.  President,  the  problem  facing  us 
In  connection  with  this  proposed  legis- 
lation results  from  three  decisions  of 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  ad- 
judicating the  legal  status  of  lands  be- 
low the  low-water  mark  outside  the  in- 
land waters  and  within  the  statutory 
boundaries  of  the  States  of  the  United 
States  having  tidal  waters  along  their 
shores,  and  from  certain  language  ap- 
pearing in  those  decisions  which  makes 
uncertain  the  law  with  respect  to  the 
ownership  of  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters,  landward  from  the  areas  just 
mentioned,  that  is  to  say,  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters,  inland  from  those  ad- 
joining the  open  sea,  such  as  in  rivers, 
and  in  lakes. 

I  shall  not  long  detain  the  Senate  with 
any  historical  statement  of  the  problem. 


I  merely  wish  to  say  that  from  the  be- 
ginning of  this  Nation  the  States  known 
as  littoral  States,  having  boundaries  on 
the  seaward  side  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
and  later  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  the 
Pacific  Ocean,  always  considered  and  al- 
ways believed  that  as  States  Lhey  owned 
the  lands  beneath  all  the  navigable  wa- 
ters within  their  statutory  boundaries. 
Through  the  years  the  States  have  acted 
upon  that  belief. 

rNirORM     DECISIONS     AS    TO     STATE    OWNERSHIP 

From  time  to  time  disputes  arose 
among  private  owners,  and  on  the  part 
of  private  owners  with  States,  as  to 
whether  the  land  beneath  navigable 
waters  within  each  State  was,  in  fact, 
owned  by  the  State.  Until  the  Califor- 
nia case  in  1947,  the  decisions  were  uni- 
form: and  all  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
Original  Thirteen  States,  when  they  cre- 
ated the  United  States,  and  the  succeed- 
ing States,  as  they  were  admitted  into 
the  Union,  became  by  virtue,  first,  of 
their  sovereignty  as  among  the  Original 
Thirteen  States,  and  later,  as  admitted 
States  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
Thirteen  Original  States,  possessed  of 
title  to  all  the  land  beneath  the  wa- 
ters within  their  several  boundaries. 
No  dissenting  voice  was  heard.  At  no 
time.  Mr.  President,  was  there  raised  any 
question  as  to  that  ownership. 

Relying  upon  court  decisions — and 
there  were  many — and  upon  administra- 
tive decisions — and  there  were  even  more 
of  them — the  States,  from  time  to  time, 
improved  the  lands  beneath  their  navi- 
gable waters,  and,  time  after  time, 
granted  by  express  conveyance  title  to 
portions  of  the  lands  beneath  such  navi- 
gable waters.  Great  ports  were  created, 
harbors  were  improved,  and  land  was 
made  where  previously  there  had  l>een 
only  water.  Untold  millions  of  dollars, 
tens  of  millions  of  dollars — yes,  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars — were  invested  In 
areas  of  this  character,  and  vast  produc- 
tive wealth  added  thereby  to  the  basic 
assets  of  the  United  States. 

This  belief  held  by  the  States  and  their 
representatives,  legislative,  judicial,  and 
executive,  and  likewise  held,  announced, 
and  acted  upon  by  all  the  executive  of- 
ficials of  the  United  States  Government, 
and  enunciated  by  State  and  Federal 
courts  alike,  led  every  individual  who  had 
ever  given  any  thought  to  the  matter  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  could  be  no 
question  as  to  the  legal  status  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  States  of  the  United  States. 

BUPsniK  coubt  pketiouslt  held  states 

OWNED    the    I,ANDS 

An  outstanding  case  on  this  point,  Mr. 
President,  was  the  case  of  Pollard  against 
Hagan's  Lessee,  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  In  1844,  and 
found  In  3d  Howard  at  page  212.  Ex- 
perts In  the  law,  on  the  bench,  and  at  the 
bar,  were  generally — I  may  say  univer- 
sally— of  opinion  that  that  case  was  de- 
cisive of  this  question. 

Another  well-known  case,  Shively 
against  Bowlby,  came  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  from  my  own 
State  of  Oregon,  holding  and  enunciating 
the  same  views. 

Mr.  WTT.T.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  CORDON.  For  a  question,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  be  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  HIT  if  I.  The  Senator  from  Oregon, 
of  course,  recognizes,  does  he  not,  that 
the  Pollard  against  Hagan's  Lessee  case 
dealt  strictly  with  the  tidelands,  a  ques- 
tion which  Is  not  at  all  Involved  In  the 
Issue  which  now  confronts  us? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
philosophy  expressed  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Court  In  the  Pollard  case  was  pre- 
cisely as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
suggested.  The  Pollard  case  went  so 
far  that  Mr.  Justice  Black,  in  the  first 
of  the  three  submerged-lands  deci- 
sions— namely,  the  decision  in  U.  S.  v. 
California  (332  U.  S.  19) — said  in  refer- 
ring to  the  rule  in  the  Pollard  case,  that 
the  Court  had  "used  language  strong 
enough  to  Indicate  that  the  Court  then 
believed  that  States  not  only  owned  the 
tidelands  and  soil  under  navigable 
waters  or  Inland  waters,  but  also  own 
the  soil  under  all  navigable  waters  with- 
in their  territorial  jurisdiction,  whether 
Inland  or  not." 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  read  further  what  the  Court  said 
in  that  case  or  may  I  read  it  for  him? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Alabama  read  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  next  sentence  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court,  following 
the  sentence  which  the  Senator  has  just 
read,  is  as  follows: 

All  these  cases  were,  however,  merely  para- 
phrases or  offshoots  of  the  Pollard  Inland 
water  rule,  and  were  not  used  as  an  enunci- 
ation of  a  new  ocean  rule,  but  as  an  explan- 
ation of  the  old  Inland  water  principle. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  stands  on  the 
statement  thai;  has  just  been  made,  and 
on  the  quotation  that  has  just  been  read 
from  the  decision. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  one  moment, 
please.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  wants 
to  make  It  abundantly  clear  this  time 
that  the  Supreme  Court,  In  the  Califor- 
nia decision,  overruled  the  views  ex- 
pressed In  the  Pollard  case  and  In  the 
Shively  against  Bowlby  case,  and  all  the 
other  cases;  there  can  be  no  question 
about  that.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  Is 
calling  attention  to  a  condition  thai 
exists,  to  beliefs  that  were  held,  and  to 
action  Uiat  was  taken  for  over  a  hundred 
years,  predicated  upon  the  belief  In  the 
soundness  of  the  views  set  forth  In  the 
Pollard  case. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Are  not  the  facts  of 
the  Pollard  case  those  described  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  namely,  that  it 
referred  to  tidelands  in  Mobile  Bay 
which.  In  the  course  of  time,  had  become 
filled  land,  and  therefore.  In  the  Pollard 
case.  Is  It  not  true  that  the  Court  was 
simply  ps^sing  on  the  question  of  tide- 
lands  and  filled  land,  and  not  the  ques- 
tion of  submerged  lands  seaward  from 
the  low  watermark? 


^^ 
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Mr.C?ORDON.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon siiggests  that  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois is  making,  or  attempting  to  make, 
the  old  differentiation  between  dicta  In 
an  opinion  and  language  in  an  opinion 
dealing  directly  with  the  issues. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  precisely  the 
point  I  am  trying  to  make,  and  it  is  very 
germane. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  yields  no  further. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  beg  your  pardon. 
Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  given  his  views  on  that  point, 
and  he  believes  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  agree  with  him  that  that  is 
the  distinction  he  seeks  to  make. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor a  further  question? 
Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  will  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
every  case  having  to  do  with  this  subject, 
prior  to  the  California  case,  the  issues 
involved  factual  questions  concerning 
(a)  tidelands  proper  or  the  land  between 
the  high  and  low  watermarks,  washed 
daily  by  the  tides,  (b)  land  underneath 
rivers,  (c)  land  underneath  lakes,  and 
(d)  land  underneath  bays  and  harbors, 
all  of  which  have  been  regarded  as  in- 
land waterways?  And  is  it  not  further 
true  that,  for  the  first  time,  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case  the  issue  arose  as  to  para- 
mount rights  in  the  submerged  lands 
seaward  from  the  low  watermark? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  answer  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, first  frankly  admits  that  he  has  not 
read  all  of  the  hundred -odd  cases  in 
detail.  He  has  relied  somewhat  on 
digests.  Many  of  those  he  has  read. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  stated  that  the 
expressions  of  the  Court,  where  those  ex- 
pressions indicated  a  belief  of  the  Court 
with  reference  to  the  status  of  lands 
outside  inland  wat<;rs,  were  accepted  and 
relied  upon  by  the  States  and  by  the  offi- 
cers of  the  United  States,  imtil  the  1947 
decision;  and  it  is  wholly  immaterial 
whether  they  were  dicta  or  were  not 
dicta. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 
Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  jrield  for  a  question ;  yes.  He 
would  like  to  proceed  with  his  explana- 
tion, if  he  might,  but  he  also  desires  to 
be  as  courteous  as  is  possible. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  sure  it  Is  the 
desire  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Oregon  proceed 
with  his  explanation.  I  should  like  at 
this  time  to  compliment  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  the  very  fair  way  in 
which  he  conducted  the  hearing.  No 
chairman  could  have  been  fairer. 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  is  not  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  expressing  himself  on 
an  issue  which  is  not  before  the  Senate? 
As  he  has  correctly  described  it.  an  obiter 
dictum  is  a  remark  not  connected  with 
the  facts  at  issue  and  is,  therefore,  not 
binding  upon  future  courts  and  future 
decisions. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  believes  that  is  a  fair  statement 
of  the  weight  which  may  be  technically 
and  legally  placed  on  obiter  dicta.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon,  Mr,  President,  is 
making  the  point  that  in  the  cases  re- 
Xeited  to  the  officers  of  States,  the  offi- 


cers of  the  Federal  Government,  and  the 
courts  themselves  did  not  so  deem  their 
opinions.  The  States  relied  upon  the 
opinions  as  being  decisions  in  matters  in 
issue,  and  acted  upon  that  reliance,  and 
did  so  until  they  were  met  head  on  by  the 
decision  in  the  California  case  in  1947. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  In  regard  to  the  so-called 
legal  hairsplitting,  may  I  point  out  that 
even  before  the  Pollard  case.  Chief  Jus- 
tice Taney,  in  1842.  made  this  statement 
with  regard  to  the  bed  of  Raritan  Bay — 
a  question  which  was  at  tlaat  time  being 
adjudicated: 

For  when  the  Revolution  took  place,  the 
people  in  each  State  became  them.'ielves  sov- 
ereign, and  In  that  character  hold  the  abso- 
lute right  to  all  their  navigable  waters  and 
the  5oU  under  them. 

There  was  the  Supreme  Court,  speak- 
ing through  its  Chief  Justice,  who  was 
living  at  the  time  of  the  Revolution  and 
at  the  time  when  the  Nation  was  con- 
ceived, saying  that  the  States  became 
completely  sovereign  in  their  own  right 
to  the  beds  of  all  navigable  waters. 

It  is  such  language  as  that  which 
caused  Mr.  Justice  Black,  in  1946,  to 
write  in  the  majority  opinion  in  the  Cali- 
fornia decision  that  tlie  courts  had  been 
saying  for  a  hundred  years  that  the 
property  belonged  to  the  States.  It  is 
true  that  the  Court  did  not  have  before 
it  the  question  of  waters  in  the  marginal 
sea,  but  the  Court  was  making  clear  that 
the  States  own  all  parts  of  all  navigable 
waters  within  their  boundaries. 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  for  his  contribution.     It 
emphasizes  the  one  point  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  desires  to  make,  and 
that  is  not  whether  any  decision  or  a 
group  of  decisions  had  to  do  in  essence 
at  the  moment  with  a  problem  which  is 
inside  or  which  is  outside   that  inde- 
finable line  known  as  the  line  of  inland 
waters,  because  the  Supreme  Court  has 
foreclosed  that  matter.      The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  simply  pointing  o  it  to 
the  Senate  at  this  time  that  the  people 
of   the  United   States  relied  upon   the 
decisions ;  the  courts  of  the  Nation  relied 
upon  them;   the  officers  of  State  and 
Federal  Governments  alike  relied  upon 
them.      If  the  decisions  were  in  error, 
so  far  as  we  are  concerned  at  this  mo- 
ment,  as  a  cold  legal  proposition,  we 
must  concede  that  the  Court  has  met  the 
question  in  the  California  case,  in  the 
Texas  case,  and  in  the  Louisiana  case, 
and  said  that  even  though  the  Court 
previously  expressed  a  different  philoso- 
phy, this  is  now  the  law.      So  now  we 
are  faced  with  that  condition,  as  well 
as   the  precedent  condition,   and  it  is 
upon  the  basis  of  the  equities  arising 
from  that  condition  that  we  are  before 
the  Senate  at  this  time  with  tliis  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  so  that 
I  may  ask  a  question  on  the  matters  of 
fact  contained  in  the  case  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  re- 
ferred? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  take  it  that  the  case 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  re- 


ferred Is  the  Waddell  case,  decided  In 
1842. 

Mr.  LONG.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that 
this  case  referred  to  submerged  lands 
in  Raritan  Bay,  in  New  Jersey,  a  bay 
which  always  has  been  regarded  as  in- 
land water,  and  that  it  in  no  sense  re- 
ferred to  submerged  lands  seaward  from 
the  shoreline,  or  the  coastline,  or  to  the 
submerged  lands  in  the  open  sea? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana,  I  assume,  will  discuss  the 
matter  in  his  own  good  time.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  feels  that  so  far  as  he 
and  his  presentation  are  concerned, 
those  questions  are  beside  the  point,  un- 
der the  record  as  it  exists  today.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  well  knows,  I  am 
sure,  as  every  student  of  the  subject 
knows,  that  the  courts  of  the  States,  the 
officials  of  the  States,  the  executive  offi- 
cers of  the  United  States,  and  the  courts. 
time  after  time  used  language  such  as 
that  which  I  have  indicated;  that  ac- 
tions by  the  States  are  predicated  upon 
those  statements,  and  that  the  millions 
of  dollars  which  have  been  expended 
and  the  titles  which  have  been  approved 
are  predicated  on  the  doctrine  which 
the  Supreme  Court,  in  1947,  said  was  in- 
correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  desire  to  in- 
terfere with  the  argument  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon,  but  do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  he  is  declaring  that  obiter 
dicta  of  the  court,  immaterial  and  irre- 
levant comments  and  facts  which  are  not 
before  the  court  in  a  particular  case,  are 
binding  upon  the  Nation?  I  had  al- 
ways a.ssumed  that  a  court's  opinions 
were  controlling  only  insofar  as  they 
dealt  with  the  specific  facts  and  circum- 
stances of  the  case  before  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
s<rry  I  cannot  yield  further.  I  shall  be 
n.ore  than  happy  to  hear  the  Senator  In 
hl>  ov\-n  right  discuss  the  issues,  but  I 
do  find  it  necessary  to  correct  his  as- 
sun\ption.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  not  said,  nor  has  he  ImpUed,  that 
obiter  dicta  are  binding  upon  anyone. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  did  specifi- 
cally say  that  as  a  result  of  reliance  upon 
Supreme  Court  decisions,  reliance  upon 
what  the  Court  said,  reliance  upon  the 
views  of  administrative  officers  In  State 
and  Federal  governments  alike,  the 
States  undprtook  to  take  the  action  they 
did;  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  said 
that  circumstance  gives  rise  to  equities. 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  under- 
stands equity.  That  is  what  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  talking  about. 

RELIANCE    TJl'ON    STATE    OWNEBSHW 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon had  intended  to  go  very  little  fur- 
ther with  respect  to  his  statement  of  his- 
tory in  the  field  of  submerged  lands 
prior  to  the  California  decision.  In  view 
of  the  statements  which  have  been 
made — and  there  is  nothing  in  my  state- 
ment criUcal  of  them;  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  always  happy  to  yield,  and  be- 
lieves that  colloquies  sometimes  produce 
greater  enlightenment  than  do  mono- 
logues—I feel  that  it  should  be  pointed 
out  at  this  time  that,  however  wrong  the 
duly  elected  or  appointed  officials  of  the 
States  may  have  been,  however  wrong 
the  Secretaries  of  Interior,  the  Attorneys 
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General,  and  the  particular  members  of 
courts  writing  opinions  in  the  past,  with 
respect  to  the  legal  status  of  submerged 
lands,  the  fact  remains,  and  Is  abund- 
antly shown  in  the  testimony  in  the 
hearings,  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  supported,  as  they  thought,  by 
court  decisions,  supported,  as  they  knew, 
by  words  from  the  highest  officers  up  to 
the  department  level  of  the  United 
States,  relied  upon  the  basic  concept 
that  the  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
were  lands  owned  by  the  States,  and 
those  lands  were  bought,  sold,  and  im- 
proved throughout  more  than  a  century 
of  our  history.  Able  lawyers,  perhaps 
some  of  the  ablest  lawyers  this  coimtry 
has  ever  known,  examined  the  records  of 
title  to  these  lands,  and  the  titles  were 
approved.  Title  insurance  companies 
have  guarantied  the  titles,  and  men  have 
spent  milhons  of  dollars  upon  such  lands 
in  reliance  upon  those  legal  opinions, 
w  hich  in  turn  relied  upon  the  type  of  de- 
cisions I  have  discussed,  and  upon  inter- 
pretations made  by  respon.sTble  officers 
dealing  administratively  with  those  very 
land.s. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  result  of  that  situ- 
ation. I  submit  that  there  are  compelling 
equities  in  favor  of  the  States  concerned. 
in  favor  of  the  public  subdivisions  of 
those  States,  and  in  favor  of  the  thou- 
sands of  people  who  have  spent  their 
money  in  improving  the  lands,  the  in- 
vestments in  which,  as  before  stated, 
total  imtold  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars. 

Much  of  this  investment  Is  wholly 
without  inland  waters,  as  that  term  is 
defined.  For  a  hundred  miles  along  the 
west  coast  of  Florida  there  are  evidences 
of  that  sort  of  improvement,  including 
sanitation  works  running  for  miles  out 
into  the  open  sea.  Testimony  in  the 
hearings  indicates  that  the  same  situ- 
ation exists  with  respect  to  the  city  of 
Boston.  Mass..  and  the  city  of  New  York. 
Lands  t>eneath  navigable  waters  outside 
inland  waters  have  been  sold  and  re- 
claimed, and  all  sorts  of  installations 
have  been  erected  thereon. 

I  submit  that  when  it  is  understood 
that  that  sort  of  condition  has  existed 
for  more  than  a  centiu^,  we  have  a  right 
to  believe  that  there  are  equities  in 
favor  of  those  who.  in  good  faith,  have 
gone  ahead  with  this  vast  development, 
this  addition  to  the  economic  wealth  of 
the  country. 

BQcrrr  a  MAimi  ros  thx  ooncrxss 

I  desire  to  suggest  that  the  proper 
approach  to  the  proposed  legislation  Is 
to  have  in  mind  that  in  our  system  of 
Government  there  are  three  coequal  and 
wholly  separate  departments.  One  de- 
partment deals  wholly  with  the  Inter- 
pretation and  determination  of  laws. 
Another  department,  of  which  the  United 
States  Senate  is  a  part,  deals  with  the 
making  of  laws.  When  equities  arise  as 
between  the  United  States  and  its  citi- 
zens or  member  States,  the  equities  as 
such  are  not  determinable  by  any  court. 
When  a  court  decides  a  question  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, it  can  only  enunciate  what  it  con- 
ceives to  be  and  declares  to  t>e  the  law. 
When  our  courts  determine  matters 
between  citizens,  they  may  then  go  into 
the  field  of  equity.    The  courts  then  are 


clothed  with  the  chancellor's  conscience. 
But  that  is  not  an  attribute  of  a  court 
when  one  of  the  parties  before  it  Is  the 
Umted  States  of  America. 

So.  when  the  Supreme  Court  had  be- 
fore it  a  case  involving  rights  to  sub- 
merged lands,  while  it  recognized  the 
equities  and  recognized  also  the  vast  ex- 
penditures, it  could  do  nothing  about 
them  but  could  only  enunciate  what  it 
took  to  be  the  law.  and  then  do  as  it  did. 
namely,  suggest  that,  so  far  as  equities 
were  concerned,  they  could  be  handled 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
Congress  now,  in  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion No.  13,  has  an  opportunity  to  deal 
with  the  equities.  That  is  the  position 
which  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon 
takes  on  the  basic  proposition  involved 
in  the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  I  particularly  approve  of 
and  appreciate  what  he  has  just  stated 
with  reference  to  the  highly  important 
question  of  the  equities  which  are  here 
involved. 

Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  have 
me  read  into  the  Record  at  this  time,  to 
supplement  his  able  presentation  on  this 
particular  point,  the  words  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  the  California  case,  al- 
most at  the  end  of  the  opinion,  pointing 
out  just  what  the  Senator  has  indicated 
as  to  the  belief  of  the  Court  that  citizens. 
States,  and  other  public  units  of  govern- 
ment which  might  otherwise  be  preju- 
diced by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  could  look  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  do  equity  as  between 
them? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  be  happy  to 
have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  tlie  Senator,  and  I  shall  read 
those  words  into  the  Record  at  this  time : 
But  beyond  all  this  we  cannot  and  do  not 
assume  that  Congress,  which  has  constitu- 
tional control  over  Government  property,  will 
execute  Its  powers  In  such  way  as  to  bring 
about  Injustices  to  States,  their  subdivisions, 
or  persons  acting  pursuant  to  their  permis- 
alon. 

I  believe  that  Is  the  portion  of  the  deci- 
sion referred  to  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon,  in  which  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Supreme  Court  directly 
called  to  the  attention  of  Congress,  as 
well  as  of  the  pubUc,  the  fact  that  Con- 
gress was  clothed  with  authority  to  deal 
with  the  inequities  which  the  Court  had 
to  disregard,  and  that  the  Court  beUeved 
that  Congress  would  deal  justly  with  any 
such  inequities. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  The  excerpt  which  he  has 
Just  read  is  one  of  the  portions  of  the 
opinion  to  which  I  was  referring.  I  am 
In  agreement  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  President,  the  first  attempt  of 
Congress  to  take  affirmative  action  in 
the  field  of  the  status  of  submerged  lands 
antedated  by  about  a  year  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  California 
case. 

The  general  belief  which  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  indicated  as  prevaihng, 
and  the  actions  taken  in  accordance 


ttierewith,  were  not  questioned  by  any- 
one until  the  late  1930's.  At  that  time 
resolutions  were  offered  in  the  Congress 
seeking  to  declare  Federal  ownership  in 
the  area  of  the  submerged  lands  along 
the  coast  However,  the  Congress  never 
adopted  any  of  those  resolutions.  So  far 
as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  aware, 
no  thorough  consideration  was  ever  given 
them. 

The  next  time  the  matter  reached  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  in  any  serious 
way  was  in  connection  with  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  in  bringing 
the  action  which  resulted  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jneld? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
1937  the  United  States  Senate,  upon 
motion  of  former  Senator  Nye,  of  North 
Dakota,  unanimously  passed  a  resolu- 
tion declaring  that  the  submerged  lands 
seaward  from  the  low-water  mark  were 
the  property  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? While  that  resolution  was  not 
passed  by  the  Congress,  the  records  of 
the  Senate  indicate  that  it  was  imani- 
mously  passed  by  this  body. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator's  state- 
ment is  correct.  At  that  time  the  Sen- 
ate unanimously  passed  such  a  resolu- 
tion. The  Senate  passes  most  of  its  ill- 
advised  legislation  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, which  is  the  most  dangerous  prac- 
tice ever  indulged  in  by  any  legislative 
body  in  this  world.  The  Congress, 
however,  has  never  passed  any  such 
resolution. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  With  regard  to  the  same 
resolution,  is  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
familiar  with  the  fact  that  that  resolu- 
tion was  introduced  in  the  clouing  days 
of  that  session  of  Congress,  when  Con- 
gress was  anxious  to  adjourn ?  It  slipped 
through  on  the  call  of  the  calendar, 
within  1  week  of  the  time  it  was  intro- 
duced. No  hearings  were  conducted  on 
it.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  those 
from  the  coastal  States  who  would  have 
opposed  it  probably  were  not  aware  of 
its  import  when  the  measiu^  came  from 
the  Committee  on  Old  Public  Lands  of 
the  75th  Congress  and  slipped  through 
without  debate.  The  House  did  not 
pass  it.  and  the  next  year  the  Senate 
ref  tised  to  pass  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  further  jrield? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  fact  that  it  was 
reported  by  the  then  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands  certainly  indicated  that  those 
who  were  giving  the  subject  the  greatest 
amount  of  study  approved  it.  I  won- 
der if  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wishes 
to  take  the  position  that  every  Member 
of  the  United  State  Senate  is  out  of  step 
except  the  advocates  of  the  pending 
measure. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  takes  no  such  position.  It  is 
idle  to  continue  debate  along  this  line. 
Considering  the  fact  that  there  were 
no  hearings  on  a  matter  of -such  impor- 
tance, considering  the  fact  that  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Interior  and  Instilar 
Affairs  has  just  finished  considering  the 
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same  matter,  and  that  1,282  pages  of 
testimony  were  required  at  this  hearing 
alone  to  obtain  a  general  view  of  the 
subject,  considering  the  fact  that  since 
the  subject  really  has  had  consideration 
of  Congress  more  than  8,000  pages  of 
testimony  have  been  taken  in  16  open 
hearings,  one  may  be  forgiven  for  sug- 
gesting that  no  consideration  was  given 
by  the  committee  or  the  Senate  to  the 
substance  or  the  legal  effect  of  the  Nye 
resolution. 

PKJCVIOTTS    APPUOVAL    OF    SAMX    TTI»«    OF 
LXCISUITION 

Beginning  in  1945  the  Senate  had  the 
first  forenuiner  of  the  present  joint  res- 
olution. Senate  Joint  Resolution  13.  It 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  provision  to  quiet, 
or  an  attempt  to  quiet,  title  to  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  several  States-  That  joint  resolu- 
tion passed  both  Houses  of  the  79th 
Congress.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
in  1946  it  passed  the  House  by  a  vote 
of  188  to  67,  and  by  a  vote  of  44  to  34 
in  the  Senate. 

Thereafter,  following  the  same  gen- 
eral thought  as  to  the  best  method  of 
relief,  after  the  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sion in  the  California  case  indicated 
that  more  specific  and  positive  action 
was  urgently  necessary,  a  bill  similar 
in  purpose  and  intent  was  passed  by 
a  vote  in  the  House  of  259  to  29  in  the 
80th  Congress.  The  companion  bill  in 
the  Senate  at  that  time  was  reported 
by  the  committee  in  the  closing  days 
of  the  session,  but  no  further  action 
could  be  taken. 

In  the  81st  Congress  two  separate 
hearings  were  held  by  the  Senate  In- 
terior Committee,  and  hearings  were 
held  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee 
also. 

In  the  82d  Congress  there  was  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  the  Anderson-O'Mahoney 
bill.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  20,  which 
was  in  the  nature  of  intermediate  legis- 
lation. On  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  the 
Holland  bill,  for  relinquishment  to  and 
establishment  in  the  States  of  their  his- 
torically held  rights  in  the  submerged 
lands,  was  substituted  for  the  provisions 
as  Senate  Joint  Resolution  20.  as  re- 
ported. In  its  quitclaim  form  the  meas- 
ure passed  the  Senate.  The  Walters  bill. 
H.  R.  4484,  wsis  passed  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  In  conference  the  bill 
finally  agreed  upon  and  sent  to  the  Pres- 
ident was  the  Holland  form  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  20. 

This  year,  because  of  the  veto  of  the 
Holland  bill  in  the  82d  Congress,  a  bill, 
the  same  as  that  which  passed  last  year 
was  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland],  and 
39  other  Members  of  the  Senate,  as  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  13.  Other  meas- 
ures, approaching  the  subject  from  vari- 
ous viewpoints  were  also  introduced. 

KECOMMEITOATIONS  OF  THI  ADMINISTKATION 

Hearings  were  held,  and  we  have  be- 
fore us  1,282  pages  of  the  hearings  and 
exhibits.  In  the  course  of  the  hearings 
the  adminlstratton  was  represented  by 
the  Attorney  CIlBeral.  Mr.  Brownell.  who 
testified;  the  Sbcretary  of  the  Interior, 
Mr.  McKay,  nbo  testified;  and  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Anderson, 
who  testified. 


After  the  hearings  were  concluded,  the 
committee  took  up  the  subject  in  execu- 
tive sessions.  There  was  before  it  the 
recommendations  of  these  Cabinet  offl-" 
cers  in  the  present  administration. 
Their  recommendations  were  in  favor  of 
a  bill  such  as  the  Holland  bill  of  last  year, 
or  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  of  this 
year,  conveying  to  the  States  the  lands 
beneath  all  their  navigable  waters.  The 
recommendations  also  included  a  sug- 
gestion for  additional  legislation  to  con- 
firm the  jurisdiction  of  and  control  by 
the  United  States  of  the  resources  in  the 
seabed  and  subsoil  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  outside  state  boundaries,  and  ex- 
tending to  the  edge  of  the  Continental 
Shelf. 

The  committee  had  heard  testimony 
on  that  subject  in  the  hearings.  In  the 
course  of  consideration  of  the  problem 
which  arose  when  it  sought  to  frame 
language  that  would  accomplish  the  de- 
sired result  with  respect  to  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf,  the  committee  con- 
cluded that  the  problem  was  too  com- 
plex to  be  solved  by  way  of  legislation 
within  any  reasonable  time.  Of  course, 
such  proposed  legislation  is  expected  in 
both  Houses,  and  Congress  has  a  right  to 
have  such  legislation  reported. 

Another  reason  which  moved  the  com- 
mittee in  reaching  the  decision  to  split 
the  problem  into  two  parts,  the  first  part 
dealing  with  lands  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  States,  and  the  second  part  deal- 
ing with  the  sea  bed  and  subsoil  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  outside  the  State 
boundaries,  was  that  there  was  a  sharp 
difference  of  opinion  among  Members  of 
this  body  with  respect  to  the  two  types 
of  legislation. 

OPINION  IN  SENATE  DIVIDED 

It  was  found  that  some  Senators  who 
would  like  to  vote  in  favor  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13  were  hesitant  about 
voting  on  a  measure  with  resp)ect  t-o  the 
Continental  Shelf  while  having  before 
them  only  the  evidence  that  was  at  hand. 
Other  Senators  who  were  prepared  to 
vote  immediately  with  respect  to  imple- 
menting the  Continental  Shelf  proposi- 
tion perhaps  would  feel  adverse  to  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  13.  So  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  giving  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  an  opportunity  to  vote  his 
views  on  the  two  problems  that  they 
were  separated,  as  well  as,  of  course,  be- 
cause of  the  necessity,  which  clearly  de- 
veloped, for  further  study  of  the  subject 
with  relation  to  the  Continental  Shelf. 

Again  I  desire  to  state  that  the  matter 
Involving  implementation  of  the  Presi- 
dential proclamation  assuming  jurisdic- 
tion and  control  of  the  resources  in  the 
subsoil  and  seabed  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  will  have  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  concurrently  with  the  debate  on 
ttie  pending  joint  resolution.  The  staff 
of  the  committee  is  even  now  engaged  in 
going  into  the  legal  aspects  of  that  pro- 
posed legislation.  The  executive  de- 
partments are  engaged  in  the  same  kind 
of  study.  I  have  every  hope  that  there 
will  be  prepared  and  ready  for  consider- 
ation by  the  Senate  a  recommended 
measure  on  the  subject  matter  of  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf  by  the  time  the 
vote  on  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  is 
taken. 


I  simply  desire  to  assure  all  Senators 
that  no  "hidden  ball"  trick  Ls  involved 
in  the  pending  proposal,  which  is  based 
on  sound  judgment.  The  committee 
reached  the  conclusion  that  the  problem 
had  to  be  divided,  and  that  both  seg. 
ments  of  it  must  have  early  solution. 

Mr.  President,  £is  heretofore  stated. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13.  as  it  was  in- 
troduced, is  in  exactly  the  same  form  it 
was  in  when  it  was  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress last  year  but  vetoed  by  Pres- 
ident Truman.  The  committee  received 
evidence  with  re.spect  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  and  also  with  respect  to 
Senate  bill  294.  a  bill  to  confirm  and  es- 
tablish the  titles  of  the  States  to  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  original 
State  boundaries,  and  to  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  lands  and  waters; 
to  provide  for  the  use  and  control  of 
said  lands  and  resources;  and  to  provide 
for  jurisdiction,  lise,  and  control  of  the 
subsoil  and  seabed  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  lying^outside  of  the  original  State 
boundaries.  That  bill  was  introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DANnsLl, 
and  it  included,  in  addition  to  the  sub- 
stance of  the  so-called  Holland  Joint 
resolution,  the  third  portion  of  the  title, 
namely,  that  dealing  with  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

FEDERAL    ADMINISTKATION    BILL    CONSIDESED 

There  was  also  considered,  and  testi- 
mony was  heard  on.  Senate  bill  107.  a 
bill  to  provide  for  the  development  of  the 
oil  and  gas  reserves  of  the  Continental 
Shelf  adjacent  to  the  shores  of  the 
United  States,  to  protect  certain  equities 
therein,  to  confirm  the  titles  of  the  sev- 
eral States  to  lands  underlying  inland 
navigable  waters  within  State  bound- 
aries, and  for  other  purposes.  Senate 
bill  107  was  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Anderson),  and 
is  substantially  identical  with  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  20  as  reported  and  with 
the  amendments  adopted  by  the  Senate 
prior  to  substitution  of  the  Holland 
measure. 

Evidence  was  also  had  with  respect  to 
an  amendment  to  Senate  bill  107 — 
namely,  the  Hill  amendmentr— which 
provides  for  the  use  of  funds  accruing 
from  the  development  and  use  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  Continental  Shelf,  par- 
ticularly specifying  the  use  for  educa- 
tional purposes  of  certain  of  those  funds. 

There  was  also  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 18,  to  establish  a  commLssion  to  as- 
sist in  making  a  proper  and  equitable 
settlement  of  the  submerged  lands  prob- 
lem. That  joint  resolution  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
(Mr.  KnFArvERl. 

The  committee  In  executive  session 
adopted  Senate  Joint  Re.solution  13  as 
the  proposed  Ict^islation  to  be  perfected 
and  reported.  The  amendments  which. 
in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  were 
necessary  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13 
numbered  some  82.  To  a  very  great  ex- 
tent, those  amendments  are  perfecting 
and  clarifying,  only;  in  nowise  do  they 
change  the  philosophy,  the  meaning,  the 
purpose,  or  the  mechanics  of  the  so- 
called  Holland  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  It  dis- 
turb the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  have 
me  ask  him.  at  this  time,  about  some 
language  of  the  joint  resolution? 
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Mr.  CORDON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
reach  that  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  very  few  of  the  amend- 
ments go  beyond  phrases,  words,  or.  oc- 
ca.sionally.  clauses.  All  the  amend- 
ments are  set  forth  In  the  report  Be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  there  were  82 
amendments.  It  was  deemed  l)etter  to  re- 
port a  substitute  for  the  joint  resolution, 
rather  than  to  report  the  Joint  resolution 
with  all  82  of  the  minor  and,  to  some 
extent,  more  or  less  major  changes,  indi- 
cated in  the  texC 

AMCNDMEJrrS     SBT     FOBTH     AMD     KXPIAINED     IN 
EEPOKT 

When  the  report  was  prepared,  the 
committee  sought  to  give  every  possible 
a.«;.si.stance  to  the  membership  of  the  Sen- 
ate In  Its  study  and  ultimate  under- 
standing of  just  what  the  committee 
recommends  in  the  report. 

Therefore.  In  the  report,  as  prepared, 
the  joint  resolution  as  reported  is  first 
set  forth.  It  is  also  shown  in  the  re- 
ported joint  resolution  itself,  as  a  clean 
substitute  for  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr,  CORDON.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
wish  to  Interrupt  the  Senator's  train  of 
thought  or  the  line  of  approach  he  is 
making  to  this  matter,  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  whether  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
13.  as  amended,  and  as  it  apr>ears  now 
bf'fore  the  Senate,  was  approved  by  the 
Attorney  General.  Mr.  Brownell;  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr.  McKay; 
and  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
Mr  Anderson.  Did  they  approve  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  13  as  il  came  from 
the  committee? 

Mr.  CORDON.  So  far  as  I  know.  It 
ha.-s  never  been  the  practice  of  commit- 
ters to  request  a  second  opinion  after 
technical  and  other  amendments  are 
made  to  proposed  legislation.  So  my 
an.swer  to  the  Senator  is  "No";  the  joint 
resolution  has  never  been  submitted  to 
those  gentlemen  as  a  complete,  clean 
bill  for  their  opinion  in  Its  last  form. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  not 
nf erring  to  the  technical  changes;  I  am 
rrferrini?  to  the  substance  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  substance  was 
approved  by  each  of  the  three  in  their 
ttstimony  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  to  continue  my  ex- 
planation of  the  report,  let  me  say  that, 
following  the  print  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion itself  •in  its  present,  recommended 
form,  there  appears  in  the  repwrt,  begin- 
ning on  page  5.  a  statement  of  the  pur- 
po.se  of  the  joint  re.solution.  Following 
that  gerieral  statement,  and  beginning 
on  page  10.  is  a  sectional  analysis  of  the 
joint  resolution  as  reported.  This  sec- 
tional analysis  is  a  narrative  explanation 
of  the  joint  resolution,  section  by  sec- 
tion and  paragraph  by  paragraph. 

EACH    CHANGE    8HOWW 

Following  that  narrative  general 
analysis,  Mr.  President,  the  conunittee 
has  adopted  a  somewhat  new  approach 
for  further  purposes  of  explanation. 
Beginning  on  page  14  of  the  report  and 
continuing  to  the  bottom  of  page  17. 
there  Is  set  forth  the  language  of  the 
original  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13.  with 


the  language  recommended  to  be  strick- 
en, lined  out.  the  language  recommended 
to  be  Inserted  shown  in  italics,  and  with 
each  amendment  numbered  and  set  in  a 
black  bracket,  for  easy  reading  and  loca- 
tion in  case  anyone  desires  to  pick  out  a 
single  amendment  or  to  identify  the 
changes  in  language. 

Following  the  amended  joint  resolu- 
tion, as  set  forth,  there  is,  seriatim,  be- 
ginning on  page  17.  an  explanation  of 
each  amendment.  Each  amendment 
keyed  to  the  amendment  number  in  the 
preceding  amended  joint  resolution  has 
its  separate  explanation.  It  was  felt  by 
the  committee  that  such  a  procedure 
would  be  most  helpful  in  the  study  of 
the  joint  resolution  by  any  who  have 
not  heretofore  been  closely  identified 
with  its  preparation  or  with  its  amend- 
ment. 

Following  the  explanation.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, there  is  in  the  report  a  history  of 
the  proposed  legislation,  a  statement 
with  respect  to  support  for  the  proposed 
legislation,  and  then  voluminous  appen- 
dices containing  the  opinions  of  the 
Court  in  the  three  cases  of  United  States 
against  California,  United  States  against 
Texas,  and  United  States  against  Loui- 
siana, and  other  documentary  informa- 
tion deemed  to  be  of  value  to  one  study- 
ing the  joint  resolution  and  the  problem 
presented  by  it. 

Mr.  President,  that  explains  the  re- 
port the  committee  has  submitted  to  the 
Senate  in  order  to  aid  it  in  understanding 
the  problem  which  is  under  considera- 
tion. I  may  also  say  that,  among  the 
matters  in  the  appendix  of  the  report,  is 
the  text  of  the  report  of  the  Senate  Ju- 
diciary Committee  of  the  80th  Congress 
upon  the  then  pending  Senate  bill  1988, 
known  as  the  quitclaim  bill,  to  which 
I  referred  a  while  ago  in  discussing  the 
history  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

That  report,  while  it  was  prepared  be- 
fore the  decisions  in  the  Louisiana  and 
Texas  cases,  is  deemed  by  the  committee 
to  be  of  such  pertinence  to  the  pres- 
ent issues,  because  of  its  comprehensive 
presentation  of  the  historical  facts  and 
judicial  background  of  the  submerged 
lands  question,  that  It  should  be  printed. 
Accordingly,  It  is  printed  in  full.  Those 
of  my  colleagues  who  are  interested  in  a 
more  comprehensive  statement  and  a 
more  comprehensive  history  of  the  prob- 
lem and  of  the  proposed  legislation,  are 
referred  to  that  report,  which,  as  I  say, 
is  set  forth  in  the  appendix  to  Report 
133.  to  accompany  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 13. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gan  feels  that  it  perhaps  would  be  bet- 
ter to  leave  a  further  technical  expla- 
nation of  the  bill  and  its  varioiis  sections, 
subsections,  paragraphs,  and  so  on,  to  a 
later  time,  after  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate shall  have  had  opportunity  to  study 
the  report  which  has  been  submitted. 
That  being  the  case,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  now  limit  himself  to  a  few 
observations  only,  with  reference  to 
philosophy  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  But- 
ler of  Maryland  in  the  chair ) .  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabsuna? 

Mr.  CORDON.   Yes ;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 


Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
notes  this  language  on  page  16,  line  7, 
of  the  joint  resolution: 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
affect  the  use,  development.  Improvement,  or 
control  by  or  under  the  constitutional  au- 
thority of  the  United  States  of  said  lands  and 
waters  for  the  pxirpoees  of  navigation  or 
flood  control  or  the  production  of  power,  or 
be  construed  as  the  release  or  relinquishment 
of  any  rights  of  the  United  States  arising 
under  the  constitutional  authority  of  Con- 
gress to  regulate  or  improve  navigation,  or 
to  provide  for  flood  control,  or  the  produc- 
tion of  power. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  also  notes 
on  page  18,  Une  20.  section  6,  subpara- 
graph (s.) ,  some  additional  language  on 
the  same  subject.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  would  like  to  ask  whether  there 
is  any  conflict  at  all  between  the  lan- 
guage of  page  16,  subsection  (d).  and 
the  language  on  page  18,  section  6.  sub- 
paragraph (a). 

Mr.  CORDON.  So  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  can  determine,  there  is  no 
conflict  whatever. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  take  it  that,  so  far  as  it 
concerns  the  right  or  power  of  the  Fed- 
eral Goverrunent  to  go  into  the  State  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  to  build  a  dam, 
let  us  say,  on  Snake  River,  the  joint  reso- 
lution would  in  no  way  interfere  with 
that  right,  nor  would  it  in  any  way  de- 
limit or  curtail  that  right,  so  far  as  the 
Federal  Grovernment  is  concerned.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  language  on  page 
16  to  which  the  Senator  referred,  being 
subparagraph  (d),  is  inserted  for  the 
purpose  of  clearly  exempting  from  the 
effect  of  the  pending  joint  resolution  the 
powers  of  the  Federal  Government  un- 
der the  commerce  clause  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  Compre- 
hended within  those  jK>wers  under  the 
commerce  clause  is  the  power  to  regulate 
navigation,  find,  as  an  incident  to  the 
regulation  of  navigation,  there  arises  the 
right  to  obstruct  the  waters  in  order  to 
regulate  them,  and  to  use  the  electrical 
power  incidentally  produced  thereby. 
All  that  is  completely  outside  of  the 
effect  of  the  pending  measure. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  I  read  that  language. 
I  had  in  mind  the  same  construction  as 
that  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
expressed.  I  wanted  to  make  sure  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  language  on 
page  18  which  in  any  way  impaired  or 
delimited  or  represented  a  deviation 
from  what  was  contained  in  the  lan- 
guage on  page  16,  in  subsection  (d). 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  Senator  will 
note,  the  language  "on  peige  16  is  an  ex- 
press exception  from  all  application  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  language,  begin- 
ning on  page  17,  I  believe  it  is 

Mr.  HILL.  Page  18.  I  think,  line  20, 
subsection  (a)  of  section  6,  which  be- 
gins on  page  18. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Oh.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon.  That  refers  to  powers  retained 
by  the  United  States,  and  they  have  been 
spelled  out  more  meticulously  in  order 
that  there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  joint  resolution  with  respect 
to  the  paramount  rights  and  powers  of 
the  Federal  Government.    The  Senator 
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from  Oregon  asserts  there  Is  no  conflict 
between  the  two  provisions. 

Mr.  HILL.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Referring  to  the  lan- 
guage in  section  6,  at  the  bottom  of  page 
18,  I  note  that  it  reads: 

See.  6.  Powers  retained  by  the  United 
States:  (a)  The  United  States  retains  all 
Its  navigational  servitude  and  rights  In  and 
powers  ot  regulation  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the  consti- 
tutional purposes  of  commerce,  navigation, 
national  defense,  and  International  affairs, 
all  of  which  shall  be  paramount  to,  but  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  Include,  proprietary  rights 
of  ownership,  or  the  rights  of  management, 
administration,  leasing,  use.  and  develop- 
ment of  the  lands  and  natural  resources 
which  are  specifically  recognized,  confirmed, 
established,  and  vested  In  and  assigned  to 
the  respective  States  and  others  by  section 
3  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  in  this  particular 
section,  which  is  supposed  to  contain  a 
reservation  of  rights  to  the  United 
States,  it  excepts  and  excludes  from  that 
reservation  the  "proprietary  rights  of 
ownership,  or  the  rights  of  manage- 
ment, administration,  leasing,  use,  and 
development  of  the  lands  and  natural 
resources  which  are  specifically  recog- 
nized, confirmed,  established,  and  vested 
in  and  assigned  to  the  respective  States 
and  others  by  section  3  of  this  joint  res- 
olution." 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  philosophy  of  the 
section,  indeed  the  expressed  purpose 
of  the  section,  is  to  clearly  indicate  the 
paramount  right  that  rests  in  the  Gov- 
ernment in  the  fields  of  navigation,  na- 
tional defense,  and  international  affairs. 
But  it  expressly  differentiates  those  par- 
amount rights  and  their  absolute  exer- 
cise, from  subordinate  rights  which  are 
not  connected  with  them,  but  which 
may  coexist  with  them,  and  which  are 
transferred  to  and  established  in  the 
States.  That  is  the  purpose  of  the  sec- 
tion, and  it  would  appear  to  be  per- 
fectly clear  that  that  purpose  would  be 
accomplished  by  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.  Whenever  the  Federal 
Government  builds  a  dam  on  a  river, 
whether  it  be  the  Tennessee  River  in 
Alabama,  or  the  Snake  River  in  Oregon, 
it  exercises  its  power  in  the  field  of 
navigation.  Of  course,  in  order  to  build 
the  dam,  it  also  must  have  the  land  on 
which  the  dam  rests.  It  would,  I  take 
It.  have  a  proprietary  ownership  of  such 
land,  and  so  it  is  the  purpose  and  intent 
of  this  language  that,  whenever  this 
paramount  right  is  invoked,  the  other 
things  that  go  with  the  land  naturally 
go  with  the  paramount  right.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  They  are  incident  to 
the  necessities  of  the  Government  and 
its  exercise  of  the  power. 

Mr.  HILL.  Naturally,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  exercise  its  paramount 
right  to  build  the  dam  without  having 
the  land  upon  which  to  build  it,  and 
without  having  a  proprietary  ownership, 
so  to  speak,  of  such  land.  Is  that 
correct? 


Mr.  CORDON,  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  prepared  to  go  into  the 
question  of  proprietary  ownership  of  the 
land  upon  which  the  dam  is  to  be  built, 
or  of  the  adjacent  land  which  might  be 
flooded.  It  is  a  paramount  servitude. 
It  is  overriding,  and  the  right  is  in  the 
United  States  by  virtue  of  the  commerce 
clause. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  a  further  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     Surely. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  This  language,  it 
seems  to  me.  while  it  reserves  all  "rights 
in  and  powers  of  regulation  and  control 
of  said  lands  and  navipable  waters  for 
the  constitutional  purposes  of  com- 
merce." does  not  Rive  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment the  right  to  enter  upon  the 
rivers  or  to  take  possession  of  any  por- 
tions of  the  rivers  nece.ssary  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  multiple-purpose  dams 
which  have  been  provided  for  by  various 
of  pieces  of  legislation  Congress  has 
enacted  in  the  past.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  language  would  make  it  necessary 
for  the  Federal  Government,  at  any  time 
that  it  proposed  to  build  a  dam,  to  go  to 
the  States  to  obtain  the  privilege  of 
doing  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  To  which  language 
does  the  Senator  refer? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  referring;  to  the 
language  at  the  bottom  of  page  18.  be- 
ginning in  the  last  line:  "but  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  include,  proprietary  rights 
of  ownership,  or  the  rights  of  manage- 
ment, administration,  leasing,  use.  and 
development  of  the  lands  and  natural 
resources." 

It  seems  to  me  that  language  takes 
away  from  the  Federal  Government  the 
right  to  enter  upon  rivers  and  under- 
take to  construct  dams  and  other  neces- 
sary works. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  that  his  interpreta- 
tion of  the  language  would  necessarily 
lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  whole 
section  is  meaningless,  in  that  the  fir^t 
part  of  the  first  section  would  except  the 
rights,  and  the  last  part  would  destroy 
them.  Certainly  there  is  no  need  to  con- 
sider what,  if  the  Senator  will  pardon 
the  use  of  the  language,  would  be  a  fan- 
tastic construction.  It  is  clear  that 
every  situation  created  by  this  section 
is  the  same  as  that  under  which  this 
country  has  been  living  and  functioning 
for  150  years.  Tliere  is  nothing  new 
created  at  all. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  But  what  is  the  pur- 
pose? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  purpose  clearly  is 
to  enunciate  as  emphatically  as  can  be 
done  that  the  paramount  rights  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  its  constitutional 
field  of  controlling  and  regulating  rivers, 
in  national  defense,  and  in  internationai 
affairs  cannot  be  interfered  with  by  any 
situation  created  under  the  resolution. 
The  resolution  seeks  to  transfer,  estab- 
lish, and  vest  in  the  States  interests 
which  in  themselves  are  proprietary  in 
character  but  in  no  sense  governmental. 
These  interests  are  made  subordinate  to 
the  paramount  rights  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  in  order 


that  I  may  make  an  observation  on  this 
point? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  be  happy  to  yield  and  will 
appreciate  the  ob.servation. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana owes  his  confu.sion  to  the  fact  that 
he  stopped  reading  from  the  resolution 
with  the  words  "natural  resources".  If 
he  had  continued  reading  the  remainder 
of  section  6  (a  >  he  would  have  seen  that 
the  provision  which  he  had  read,  "but 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  include,  proprie- 
tary ritihts  of  ownership,  or  the  rights 
of  manat,ement.  administration,  leasing, 
use.  and  development  of  the  lands  and 
natural  resources."  is  limited  by  the  rest 
of  the  sentence,  which  reads  as  follows: 
"which  are  specifically  recognized,  con- 
firmed, e.'^tabli.shed.  and  vested  in  and 
assigned  to  the  respective  States  and 
otJiers  by  section  3  of  this  joint  reso- 
lution " 

If  the  Senator  from  Montana  will  look 
at  .«:€ction  3  and  particularly  at  subsec- 
tion (d'.  on  page  16.  he  will  see  that  the 
powers  which  give  him  particular  con- 
cern are  not  included  in  the  grants  to 
the  States  by  section  3.  but  are  particu- 
larly excluded  in  subsection  (d>. 

It  is  that  point  which  the  Senator 
from  Florida  wishes  to  invite  to  his  atten- 
tion and  which  he  hopes  will  give  him 
assurance. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  appreciative  of  the  explanation 
cf  the  Senator  from  Florida.  It  is  ex- 
actly in  accord  with  the  whole  philos- 
ophy of  the  resolution  as  it  was  deter- 
mined upon  and  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  President,  one  other  matter,  and 
I  intend  to  close  this  discus.'^ion  so  far  as 
my  remarks  are  concerned.  I  shall  be 
happy,  at  a  later  point,  after  the  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  had  an  op- 
portunity further  to  consider  the  report 
and  recommendations  of  the  committee 
with  respect  to  amendments,  to  go  fur- 
ther into  the  technical  a;spects  of  the 
amendment.  I  think,  however,  that 
most  of  the  explanations  are  clear  as 
they  appear  in  the  committee  report. 

To  tho.se  who  may  have  some  question 
In  their  minds  as  to  the  right  of  the 
Congre.ss  constitutionally  to  legislate  in 
this  field.  I  desire  to  say  that  there  ap- 
pears to  the  committee  majority  and  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  not  the  slight- 
est doubt  that  the  Supreme  Court  ex- 
pected action  from  the  Congre.ss;  indeed. 
the  Court  adverted  to  that*subject.  as 
was  shown  earlier  this  afternoon.  There 
can  be  no  question,  because,  clearly,  ac- 
tion was  e.vsential  if  there  was  to  be 
wholesale  taking  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  private  property  without 
compensation.  Certainly  the  Supreme 
Courts  own  language  indicated  that  it 
expected  Congre.ss  to  function  in  the  field 
where  it  seeks  now  to  act. 

In  short.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose 
of  the  joint  resolution  is  to  create  by  law 
a  status  and  a  condition  which  existed, 
in  fact,  up  to  the  time  of  the  California 
decision.  What  had  been  done  was  done 
under  a  belief  that  the  law  was  as  the 
law  will  be  if  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13 
is  adopted.  In  the  view  of  the  majority 
of  the  committee  and  In  the  view  of  the 
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Senator  from  Oregon,  the  joint  resolu- 
tion does  simple  justice. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  one 
question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  first  wish  to  express 
my  very  deep  appreciation  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon,  not  only  for  his  able 
handling  of  the  joint  resolution  on  the 
floor,  but  al.so  for  his  exceedingly  fair 
and  thorough  handling  of  It  in  the  sub- 
committee and  In  the  full  committee,  for 
which  the  Senator  from  Florida  and 
many  others  are  greatly  beholden  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr  CORDON.  I  am  deeply  apprecia- 
tive of  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
subject  which  I  shall  raise  by  this  ques- 
tion relates  to  a  matter  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  has  discussed  with  me 
sMoe  the  report  on  the  resolution  was 
submitted  and  which  is  the  only  matter 
contained  In  any  amendment  which  has 
given  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  any 
cause  for  concern  or  inquiry.  While  the 
matter  in  question  is  well  understood  be- 
tween the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  the  Senator  from 
Florida  felt  It  would  be  well  in  this 
opening  day  of  the  debate  to  have  It 
made  clear  In  the  Record  so  that  all  Sen- 
ators may  have  the  question  brought  to 
their  attention  and  may  give  it  such  con- 
sideration as  they  deem  to  be  appro- 
priate. 

My  question  is  addressed  to  amend- 
ment No.  61,  which  is  the  amendment 
having  to  do  with  section  5  of  the  joint 
resolution,  and  dealing  with  exceptions 
from  the  operation  of  section  3.  I  am 
not  disturbed  by  most  of  the  provisions 
of  that  amendment,  but  there  are  two 
which  have  given  me  some  concern,  one 
of  which  I  think  is  completely  taken  care 
of  by  the  statement  filed  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  as  an  explanation  of  this 
particular  amendment.  No.  61.  How- 
ever, the  two  matters  which  have  caused 
me  concern  are,  first,  the  words:  "all 
lands  expressly  retained  by  or  ceded  to 
the  United  States  when  the  State  entered 
the  Union." 

Secondly,  the  last  provision,  which 
reads:  "and  any  rights  the  United  States 
has  In  lands  presently  and  actually  occu- 
pied by  the  United  States  under  claim  of 
right." 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  I  think  the  explanation  given  for 
this  amendment  Is  completely  adequate 
to  take  care  of  the  latter  of  the  two 
provisions  mentioned  by  me,  the  expla- 
nation In  the  printed  report  being  as 
follows.  If  I  may  read  it: 

(611  The  language  that  Is  substituted  for 
that  stricken  In  the  original  bill  is  generally 
similar  In  purpose,  but  spells  out  In  greater 
detail  the  classes  of  land  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  section  3  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution. It  Is  believed  that,  with  this  ex- 
planation, the  language  Is  otherwise  self- 
explanatory.  However,  the  committee  wishes 
to  emphasize  that  the  exceptions  spelled  out 
In  this  amendment  do  not  In  anywise  In- 
clude any  claim  resting  solely  upon  the  doc- 
trine of  "paramount  rights"  enunciated  by 
the  Supreme  Court  with  respect  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government's  status  In  the  areas  be- 
yond Inland  waters  and  mean  low  tide. 


I  am  completely  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
planation with  reference  to  the  provi- 
sion: "and  any  rights  the  United  States 
has  in  lands  presently  and  actually  oc- 
cupied by  the  United  States  imder  claim 
of  right." 

Am  I  correct  In  understanding  that 
under  that  particular  provision  the  mere 
fact  that  the  Supreme  Court  might 
have  held,  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  rights  in  submerged  lands 
beyond  mean  low  water,  and  within 
State  boundaries,  would  not  in  any  way 
give  the  United  States  the  right  to  claim 
exceptions  of  such  lands  from  the  joint 
resolution,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  such 
lands  would  not  be  "presently  and  ac- 
tually occupied  by  the  United  States"? 
Am  I  correct  in  that  understanding? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  correct  in  his  imderstanding. 
I  should  like  to  add  that  the  last  lan- 
guage quoted,  namely,  "any  rights  the 
United  States  has  in  lands  presently  and 
actually  occupied  by  the  United  States 
under  claim  of  right,"  came  into  the  bill 
at  the  request  of  the  Department  of 
Justice.  It  was  presented  to  the  com- 
mittee and  explained  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  as  being  for  the  purpose  of 
reserving  to  the  Federal  Ghovemment 
the  area  of  any  installation,  or  part  of 
an  installation — and  I  use  the  term  "in- 
stallation" to  distinguish  a  specific  area, 
used  for  a  specific  purpose,  from  any  vast 
area  that  might  be  claimed  under  the 
paramount  right  doctrine — actually  oc- 
cupied by  the  Grovernment  under  a  claim 
of  right.  There  must  be  a  right  in  the 
Government  to  it.  The  Government  will 
have  an  opportunity,  a  day  in  court,  to 
determine  the  correctness  of  its  claim. 
There  was  no  other  purpose  In  the 
language. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon.  If  he 
will  permit  me  to  ask  another  question, 
I  should  like  to  inquire  If  it  was  the 
purpose  of  this  particular  exception  to 
leave  the  Federal  Grovernment  exactly 
in  the  position  li  now  occupies,  with 
such  rights  as  It  may  have,  and  with 
such  obligations  or  responsibilities  as  it 
may  have,  with  reference  to  any  lands 
which  it  presently  and  actually  occupies 
by  reason  of  building  and  maintaining 
on  such  lands,  Installations  and  the  like, 
under  claim  of  right.  There  was  no 
purpose  to  Improve  the  rights  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  take  from  those 
rights  In  any  particular,  by  this  provi- 
sion? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  is  exactly 
correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

I  now  wish  to  return  to  the  earlier  pro- 
vision or  exception,  which  relates  to 
"All  lands  expressly  retained  by  or  ceded 
to  the  United  States  when  the  State 
entered  the  Union." 

I  am  not  disturbed  by  the  phrase, 
"ceded  to  the  United  States."  which  I 
understand  applies  only  In  the  case  of 
Texas.  I  realize  that  the  State  of  Texas 
Is  most  ably  represented  here;  and  If 
there  Is  any  question  about  that  provi- 
sion, the  two  distinguished  Senators  from 
that  State  will  know  about  it.  However, 
I  am  concerned  with  the  fact  that  there 
have  been  Included  In  the  enabling  acts. 
by  which  some  of  the  newer  States  have 


been  created,  general  reservations  of 
public  lands.  There  are  expressions 
which  may  go  even  further  than  that. 

Therefore.  I  am  exceedingly  anxious 
that  In  the  explanation  of  this  amend- 
ment It  may  be  made  abundantly  clear 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  mere 
paramount  rights  and  the  existence  of 
such  rights  to  offshore  areas  and  to  sea 
bottoms  would  not  In  anywise  satisfy 
this  condition  of  express  retention  by 
the  United  States  when  the  State  en- 
tered the  Union.  If  that  Is  the  fact. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  purpose  of  the 
language  Is  to  reserve  to  the  United 
States  those  facilities  and  those  areas 
which  are  used  by  the  Government  in  Its 
governmental  capacity  for  one  or  more 
of  its  governmental  purposes. 

The  provision  specifically  saves  to  the 
United  States  that  type  of  facihty  con-  ' 
cernlng  which  there  never  has  been.  In 
the  history  of  this  country,  a  question 
as  to  the  Federal  Government's  right  of 
ownership. 

The  sole  purpose  of  the  legislation  pro- 
r>osed  Is  to  recreate  the -situation  in  law 
as  it  existed  in  fact  before  the  California, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas  decisions  and  not 
to  go  beyond  that  point. 

Mr.  DANIEL  and  Mr.  CASE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and,  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  state  If  what  he  has  just  read 
with  reference  to  lands  expressly  re- 
tained by  the  United  States  when  the 
State  entered  the  Union  also  applies 
with  respect  to  the  phrase  "or  ceded  to 
the  United  States  when  the  State  en- 
tered the  Union"? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  the  under- 
standing of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  as 
to  both  phrases. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  This  exception,  there- 
fore, applies  orly  to  lands  expressly  re- 
tained or  expressly  ceded  to  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  And  it  is  not  Intended 
to  retain  or  except  from  this  measure 
any  lands  which  might  have  been  inter- 
preted, under  the  paramount  rights 
theory,  to  have  been  retained  or  ceded 
as  a  matter  of  law? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  Is  correct,  and  expresses  the  view 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  as  he  studied 
the  joint  resolution  and  presented  It  to 
the  committee,  and  as  the  committee  has 
reported  It. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Oregon, 
as  the  distinguished  acting  chairman  of 
the  committee,  of  course  recalls  the  testi- 
mony of  the  Attorney  General,  Mr. 
Brownell.  He  no  doubt  recalls  that  the 
Attorney  General  made  certain  recom- 
mendations to  the  committee. 

Mr.  CORDON.     Yes. 

Mr.  HIT  ill,  His  second  recommenda- 
tion was  that — 

An  actual  line  on  a  map  dividing  the  two 
areas  of  submerged  lands  should  be  drawn  by 
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Congress  In  the  bill  to  eliminate  mticta  ex- 
pensive and  unnecessary  litigation. 

May  I  ask  what  the  committee's  reac- 
tion was  to  that  recommendation  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  acting  chairman 
of  the  committee  for  this  legislation  had 
a  nimiber  of  conferences  with  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  United  States  and 
other  representatives  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.  Careful  study  was  made  of 
the  suggestion.  It  was  the  view  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee,  and  the 
committee  concurred,  that  it  was  im- 
practicable to  attempt  to  resolve  this 
question  by  the  use  of  any  arbitrary  line 
of  delineation. 

The  philosophy  of  the  joint  resolution 
is  limited  to  the  areas  of  the  States  as 
they  were  when  the  States  came  into  the 
'  Union,  or  as  that  area  was  thereafter 
approved  by  Congress,  or  to  an  area  3 
miles  from  their  coastline.  If  they  desire 
now  to  extend  it  to  that  distance,  or  to 
the  international  boundary  line  if  that 
line  is  within  an  inland-water  area.  Any 
arbitrary  line  clearly  could  not  follow 
the  sinuosities  of  such  a  line  and  be- 
come a  legal  determination  of  the 
boundary  line  of  a  State.  The  commit- 
tee decided  not  to  follow  that  suggestion. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  possible  today  to 
know  what  the  historic  boundaries  of 
the  various  coastal  States  are? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  cannot  say  whether  it  is  or  is 
not.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  says 
only  that  the  committee  and  the  Con- 
gress found  a  situation  existing  which 
had  existed  for  some  150  years  or  so  as 
to  the  older  States,  and  for  half  a 
century  or  more  as  to  the  other  States. 
As  to  where  the  lines  are,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  say  that  in  his  opinion, 
in  many  instances  either  there  will  have 
to  be  agreement  between  the  United 
States  and  the  States  in  question,  de- 
limiting or  fixing  the  boundary,  or  the 
boundary  will  have  to  be  determined  by 
litigation. 

MEAStmX    WtLL    NOT    CATTSE    LITIGATIOlf 

This  joint  resolution  does  not  create 
any  necessity  for  litigation.  Neither 
does  it  attempt  to  offer  a  substitute  for 
that  type  of  decision. 

Mr.  HILL.  Some  time,  no  doubt,  such 
boundaries  will  have  to  be  established. 
Is  it  not  true  that  not  only  does  the 
joint  resolution  seek  to  confirm  title. 
or  right,  title,  and  interest,  in  the  par- 
ticular State  to  oil  and  gas,  but  also  to 
any  other  resource  which  might  be  with- 
in what  the  joint  resolution  describes 
as  the  historic  boundary  of  the  particu- 
lar State? 

Mr.  CORDON.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  If  there  should  be  sulfur, 
copper,  uraixium.  or  other  valuable  min- 
erals in  such  areas,  by  this  measure  the 
United  States  would  confirm  any  title, 
right,  or  interest,  or  right  of  use  or  dis- 
position, to  the  particular  State.  No 
one  can  know  today  where  such  bound- 
aries may  be.  and  no  one  can  know  to- 
day what  minerals  may  be  in  the  sub- 
merged lands.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  doubt  if  there  is  any- 
one with  wisdom  enough  to  make  such 
a  determination. 

Mr.  HILL.  Furthermore,  we  do  not 
know  how  much  we  might  be  disposing 


of  by  this  measure,  how  much  we  might 
be  giving  away,  how  far  out  the  bound- 
aries might  reach,  or  how  much  in  the 
way  of  valuable  minerals  such  lands 
might  have  within  them.  Perhaps  they 
contain  some  precious  mineral  or  metal 
that  we  do  not  even  know  about  today. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  a  different  view  as  to  what 
is  being  given  or  not  given;  but  aside 
from  that,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
in  agreement  that  no  one  knows  what 
is  under  the  ground. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
his  understanding  of  section  2,  subsec- 
tion (a),  paragraph  2,  on  pages  10  and 
11,  and  of  the  latter  part  of  section  4, 
on  page  17  of  the  revised  joint  resolu- 
tion. Let  me  state  the  question  in  this 
way: 

If  the  Senator  will  look  at  the  end  of 
section  4,  beginning  in  line  7,  on  page 
17.  he  will  note  that  the  revised  joint 
resolution  reads: 

Any  claim  heretofore  or  hereafter  asserted 
either  by  constitutional  provision,  statute, 
or  otherwise,  indicating  the  intent  of  a 
State  so  as  to  extend  its  boundaries  is  hereby 
approved  and  confirmed,  without  prejudice 
to  Its  claim,  If  any  it  has.  that  its  boundaries 
extend  beyond  that  line.  Nothing  in  this 
section  Is  to  be  construed  as  questioning  or 
In  any  manner  prejudicing  the  existence  of 
any  State's  seaward  boundary  beyond  three 
geographical  miles  If  It  wa.s  so  provided  by 
Its  constitution  or  laws  prior  to  or  at  the 
time  such  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union,  or  If  it  has  been  heretofore  or  is 
hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

I  should  like  to  ask  specifically,  what  is 
the  understanding  of  the  distinsui.<:hed 
Senator  from  Oregon  as  to  what  this 
provision  does  to  the  boundary  of 
Texas?  What  does  it  mean  in  the  case 
of  Texas? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  going  to  attempt  to  bound 
the  State  of  Texas  on  the  floor  o!  the 
Senate.  The  boundary  of  the  State  of 
Texas  is  the  boundary  which  was  estab- 
lished for  the  State  of  Texas  when  she 
voluntarily  pulled  down  her  own  flacr  and 
ran  up  the  fiag  of  the  United  States. 
That  boundary  has  not  changed 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  was  that,  may 
I  ask? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Are  we  being  asked  to 
buy  a  pig  in  a  poke? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  i.-^  not 
being  asked  to  buy  a  pig  in  a  poke 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Are  we  being  asked 
to  accept  boundaries  of  Texas  which  the 
sponsor  of  the  joint  resolution  says  he 
cannot  define? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CORDON.  Just  a  moment.  Mr. 
President.  I  am  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  suggest  for  a 
minute  that  there  is  not  a  boundary  to 
the  State  of  Texas?  Is  that  a  pig  in 
a  poke? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  3  miles,  or  3 
leagues,  or  is  it  beyond  3  leagues'? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Let  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  if  he  will,  charge  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  with  ignorance.     But  le«; 


him  not  say  that  the  State  of  Texas 
does  not  have  a  boundary.  Let  us  be 
reasonable. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  question  Is. 
What  boundary  is  it?    ~ 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  is  the  boundary  of 
Texas. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  what  is  that 
boundary?  Is  it  3  miles?  Is  ll  lOVa 
miles?  Is  it  out  to  the  edge  of  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf,  as  Texans.  in  an  exuber- 
ant moment,  decided  for  themselves 
some  years  ago?  Where  is  it?  There 
are  tens  of  billions  of  dollars  involved 
in  this  very  question.  Is  it  not  crucially 
important? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
OreK'on  would  like  to  discuss  this  point 
first;  then  he  will  be  very  glad  to  yield. 

BOUNDARY    QUESTION    LETT    WHEKS    IT    U 

The  States  of  the  United  States  have 
legal  boundaries.  It  is  not  a  part  of  the 
power  or  the  duty  of  Congress  to  make 
determination  with  reference  to  those 
boundaries,  or  where  those  boundaries 
should  he.  It  is  a  matter  for  the  courts 
to  determine,  or  for  the  United  States, 
through  Congress  and  the  legislative  or- 
ganizations of  the  several  States,  to 
reach  an  agreement  upon.  The  pending 
bill  does  not  seek  to  invade  either 
province.  It  leaves  both  exactly  where 
it  finds  them.  Whenever  a  question 
arises  as  to  a  boundary.  It  will  be  de- 
termined exactly  as  any  other  question 
in  law  is  determined,  and  the  boundary 
will  be  e.stablished. 

The  pending  measure  does  not  seek  to 
prejudge  that  issue,  or  to  determine  it. 
It  is  not  within  the  province  of  Congress 
to  change  the  present  boundaries  of 
Texas  without  the  consent  of  the  State 
of  Texas. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  Pre*1dent.  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  now  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me  to  an- 
swer the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  may  be  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  wishe.s  to  make  certain 
that  the  State  of  Texas  docs  not  claim 
that  its  boundary  at  the  time  of  its  ad- 
mission to  the  Union  extended  beyond 
3  lea;.^ue.s.  I  may  say  that  the  boundary 
of  the  Slate  of  Texas  at  the  time  it  en- 
tered the  Union  exisU-d  3  leagues  from 
shore,  which  is  equal  to  9  marine  miles, 
or  10 '2  statute  miles. 

That  boundary  was  fixed  by  the  Re- 
public of  Texas  in  1836.  It  was  made 
known  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  before 
the  United  States  recognized  the  inde- 
pendence of  Texas,  and  was  again  ex- 
plained to  the  Senate  at  the  time  Texas 
was  admitted  to  the  Union. 

So  3  leagues  from  shore  is  the  bound- 
ary Texas  has  always  had  since  1836. 
That  was  the  boundary  claimed  by  Texas 
at  the  time  Texas  entered  the  Union, 
and  it  is  the  boundary  which  Texas  In- 
sists applies  in  the  consideration  of  the 
question  pending  before  the  Senate  to- 
day. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Mr.  Pre.«=ldent.  does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  agree  with  the 
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interpretation    of    the    Senator    from 
Texas? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  going  either  to  agree  or 
di.saKree.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
^;lves  his  opinion  that  the  argument 
seems  to  him  to  be  sound,  but  he  is  not 
passing  upon  that  question  because  he 
doe.s  not  have  the  power  to  pass  upon  It. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  aware  of  the  fact  that  Texas  was 
admitted  to  the  Union,  not  by  treaty,  but 
by  joint  resolution,  which,  like  all  joint 
resolutions  of  admission,  declared  that 
Texas  was  admitted  on  "an  equal  foot- 
ing"— and  I  quote  those  words — with  all 
the  original  States?  Since  the  Supreme 
Court  has  ruled  that  the  original  States 
did  not  have  title  to  the  submerged  lands 
out  3  miles  beyond  the  low-water  mark, 
then  Texas  is  not  entitled  even  to  these 
lands  out  3  miles  from  Its  shoreline,  let 
alone  the  10 '2 -mile  boundary  claim  just 
referred  to.  Is  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
aware  of  that  fact? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  aware  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  Is  as  completely  scrambled  In  his 
thinking  this  afternoon  as  ever  a  man 
can  be. 

The  question  of  the  ownership  of  land 
out  to  the  boundary  line  Is  one  thing. 
Where  the  boundary  Une  Is,  is  quite 
another  thing.  The  Supreme  Court  In 
its  decisions,  did  not  determine  the 
boundary  line  at  all.  It  determined  who 
had  the  paramount  interest  or  title  in 
the  land  out  to  the  boundary  line. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ben- 
KETT  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  believe  that  if  the  pro- 
posed language  is  adopted  Texas  will 
have  paramount  rights  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark  10 '2  miles  out? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Texas  will  have  title 
out  to  Its  legal,  existing  boundary  line. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  its  legal 
boundary  line? 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  Senator  wants 
an  answer  to  that  question,  he  will  have 
to  get  It  from  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  the  Sen- 
ator's understanding  about  the  para- 
mount rights  under  this  joint  resolution 
of  the  State  of  Florida  on  the  west  coast 
of  Florida,  out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  makes  the  same  answer. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  that  an- 
swer? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  question  can  be 
determined  and  should  be  determined 
in  1  of  2  ways,  either  by  agreement 
through  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Florida  and 
by  Congress,  or  by  a  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  had  understood 
that  when  the  Senator  from  Florida  in- 
troduced his  original  bill  last  year  he 
stated  that  he  recognized  the  claim  of 
Texas  to  3  leagues  into  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico, and  the  claim  of  Florida  to  3  leagues 
or  lO'ij  statute  miles,  into  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  on  the  west  coast  of  Florida. 


Has  the  meaning  with  respect  to  that 
point  been  changed? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  so  that 
I  may  make  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  one  moment  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon will  yield  the  floor  in  a  few  minutes. 
First,  however,  he  wishes  to  say  that  he 
Is  being  asked  his  opinion  about  a  mat- 
ter which  is  wholly  extraneous  and  not 
involved  in  the  proposed  legislation. 

The  resolution  before  the  Senate  does 
not  deal  with  a  determination  of  the 
boundary  lines  of  the  States.  Those 
boundary  lines  do  exist,  but  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  not  usurp  the  prerog- 
ative, either  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  to  make  a  judicial  deter- 
mination, or  of  the  legislative  bodies  of 
the  States  in  question  to  make  a  legis- 
lative determination.  He  Is  not  going 
to  project  himself  Into  either  field.  He 
can  well  understand  that  the  Represent- 
atives of  those  States  will  present  their 
case  and  their  reasons. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  should  like  to  have  my  re- 
marks apply  not  only  to  the  question  just 
raised  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  but  also  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Alabam  [Mr.  Hill]  with  ref- 
erence to  a  proposal  at  one  time  made 
by  the  Attorney  General,  but,  as  I  un- 
derstand, later  withdrawn  by  him.  That 
proposal  of  the  Attorney  General  was 
to  the  effect  that  in  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation like  that  now  pending  the  Con- 
gress should  draw  a  little  red  line  on 
the  maps  surrounding  the  various  States, 
and  Indicate  that  the  legislation  ap- 
plied up  to  that  red  line  and  not  farther. 

The  committee  decided,  wfeely,  I  be- 
lieve— and  as  the  Senator  from  Florida 
is  not  a  member  of  the  committee  he 
may  speak  of  wisdom  existing  within  the 
committee,  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
also  understands  that  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral joins  In  that  opinion — that  the 
drawing  of  a  red  une  would  not  in  any 
way  avert  trouble,  but,  to  the  contrary, 
probably  would  provoke  more  trouble, 
because  no  right  existing  in  any  State 
could  possibly  be  diminished  by  the 
drawing  of  such  a  red  Une ;  that  if  there 
Is  a  dispute  as  to  where  the  boundary 
of  a  State  runs,  it  will  necessarily  require 
legal  determination  and  decision  by  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court;  and  that 
the  drawing  of  a  line  would  just  add  an 
additional  complicating  factor. 

With  reference  to  the  question  raised 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  lUi- 
nois  [Mr.  Douglas]  the  answer  is  much 
the  same.  If  it  were  proposed  by  the 
pending  measure  to  extend  the  line  be- 
yond the  3  geographic  miles,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas  1 
would  be  justified  in  having  concern. 
The  real  fact  is  that  the  joint  resolution 
does  not  make  any  such  proposal.  It 
merely  provides  with  complete  clarity 
that  no  State  which  claims  to  have  had 
a  constitutional  boundary  going  beyond 
3  geographic  miles  at  the  time  it  was 
admitted  to  the  Union,  or  claims  to  have 
a  boundary  that  goes  beyond  that  dis- 


tance, and  has  been  approved  by  the 
Congress  since  the  time  of  its  admission 
to  the  Union,  will  have  those  claimed 
■rights  affected  In  any  way  by  this  joint 
resolution.  That  is  all  the  provision 
would  bring  about. 

In  further  answer  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  with  reference  to 
the  State  of  Florida  and  its  claims,  I 
think  it  might  be  well,  without  trying 
to  go  in  great  detail  into  the  claims  of 
the  State  of  Florida,  to  indicate  substan- 
tially what  the  situation  is. 

Following  the  War  Between  the  States, 
the  State  of  Florida  and  other  States 
which  had  been  in  the  Confederacy  were  " 
denied  their  right  to  occupy,  through 
their  Representatives  or  Senators,  the 
seats  which  had  belonged  to  them  prior 
to  that  war  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  in  the  Senate.  Congress  very 
determinedly  passed  legislation  to  that 
effect.  Incidentally,  it  had  to  be  passed 
over  the  veto  of  the  then  President. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  was  the  so-called 
carpetbagger  force  bill. 

Mr.    HOLLAND.     The   Senator   from 
Illinois  may  use  whatever  term  he  wishes 
to  use.    It  was  legislation  passed  over 
the  veto  of  President  Johnson,  under 
which  it  was  provided  that  the  former 
Confederate  States  did  not  have  legal 
governments  at  the  time,  but  had  only 
de  facto  governments  under  which  a  gen- 
eral oflacer  was  assigned  to  be  the  com- 
manding genius  in  each  of  those  States 
until   certain   things   were    done.    The 
things    to    be    done    included,    among 
others,  the  drafting  of  a  new  constitu- 
tion, which  had  to  be  reported  to  the 
Congress  and  had  to  be  examined  and 
approved  by  the  Congress — and  I  use 
both  words  which  were  in  the  statute — 
before  the  State  could  again  assume  its 
representation  in  either  the  Senate  or 
the   House   of  Representatives.     There 
were  further  provisions — for  instance,  a 
provision  that  the  State  would  have  to 
elect  a  legislature  imder  the  new  con- 
stitution,  would   have   to   approve   the 
Xrv  amendment,  under  action  of  that 
legislature,  and  would  have  to  take  vari- 
ous other  acts,  which  I  do  not  pretend 
to  state  in  full  in  this  brief  explanation, 
before  the  State  of  Florida  or  any  of 
the  other  States  of  the  South  could  re- 
sume  full    partnership   in   the   United 
States  by  resuming  their  seats  in  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

The  State  of  Florida  did  draw  up  a 
new  constitution,  and  it  was  examined 
and  approved  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Let  me  complete  my 
statement,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield,  if  I  have  authority  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shall  be  glad  to  jrield 
the  floor,  and  have  the  Senator  from 
Florida  proceed. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
but  there  are  other  Senators  who  wish 
to  address  questions  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  State  of  Florida  adopted  a  new 
constitution  which  contained  so  many 
provisions  that  the  debate  here  on  the 
floor  of  Congress  raged  long  and  in  de- 
tail about  some  of  the  provisions.  But 
after   long    and   extensive   debate   and 
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after  the  hearing  of  proposed  amend- 
ments to  strike  Florida  out  of  the  act 
which  would  restore  quite  a  nimiber  of 
Southern  States  to  representation  in 
Congress.  Congress  finally  voted  that  the 
Florida  Constitution  was  all  right,  and 
It  was  approved  and  accepted.  Later,  ac- 
tion was  taken  by  the  State  of  Florida  to 
approve  the  14th  amendment;  and 
thereafter  the  Senators  and  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  from  the 
State  of  Florida  were  seated. 

One  of  the  provisions  of  the  new  con- 
stitution placed  the  boundaries  of  the 
,  State  of  Florida  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico — 
that  is,  off  the  mainland  of  the  State  of 
Florida  on  its  west  coast — at  the  same 
distance  as  that  which  had  prevailed 
since  1836.  in  the  case  of  Texas,  in  the 
same  shallow  body  of  water,  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  It  placed  the  limit  at  three 
leagues,  or  9  sea  miles  or  geographic 
miles  or  substantially  10^/2  English  miles 
or  land  miles. 

It  is  the  contention  of  the  State  of 
Florida,  and  it  will  be  our  contention  in 
any  forum  where  tiie  State  of  Florida 
has  a  right  to  be  heard,  that  that  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  its  approval  of  the 
Florida  constitution  with  that  provision 
included,  effectually  gave  Florida  her 
boundary  out  that  far. 

But  in  completing  my  answer  to  the 
distinguished  Senator,  let  me  say  that 
nothing  we  could  do  here  would,  and 
nothing  we  shall  attempt  to  do  here 
will,  imder  this  measure,  change  those 
facts  in  the  slightest  degree,  because  all 
that  is  done  under  this  measure,  by 
means  of  the  only  provisions  of  it  that 
apply  to  this  question,  is  to  preserve  tn 
status  quo  the  exact  rights,  whatever 
they  may  be.  of  the  State  of  Florida  and. 
likewise,  of  the  State  of  Texas  or  any 
other  State  to  be  heard  upon  this  ques- 
tion. 

The  action  taken  by  Congress  in  ap- 
proving the  so-called  Holland  joint  res- 
olution and  this  particular  provision  of 
it  does  not  in  itself  operate  to  extend 
any  boundaries  for  Florida.  Texas,  or 
any  other  State  beyond  the  3-geograph- 
Ic-mile  limit.  It  simply  preserves  in 
status  quo  the  rights  of  any  States 
which  may  claim  to  bring  themselves 
under  this  provision  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution. I  know  of  none  but  two.  in- 
cluding the  State  of  Texas,  as  to  its  en- 
tire frontage  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and 
the  State  of  Florida,  as  to  more  than 
one-third  of  its  entire  frontage,  being 
all  its  mainland  frontage  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  yield  to  each 
of  my  colleagues  in  turn. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me.  to 
permit  me  to  ask  a  question  in  regard 
to  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
following  question:  Does  the  joint  res- 
olution clearly  define  the  status  of  navi- 
gable waters,  such  as  lakes — and  I  have 
in  mind  the  Great  Lakes,  including  the 
Qreat  Lakes  which  borders  Minnesota — 


In  relation  to  the  oil  and  mineral  rights 
under  those  bodies  of  water  in  the  in- 
land States,  and  in  particular,  in  the 
State  of  Minnesota? 

Mr.  CORDON.    It  does. 

Mr,  THYE.  The  joint  resolution  does 
declare,  does  It,  that  oil  and  other  min- 
erals found  under  the  lakes,  whether 
they  be  inland  lakes,  or  whether  they 
be  recognized  as  one  of  the  Great  Lakes, 
as  well  as  any  stream,  are  the  property 
of  the  States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  So  long  as  it  is  a  nav- 
igable body  of  water.  The  joint  resolu- 
tion specifically  includes  the  Great  Lakes. 
The  joint  resolution  vests  and  estab- 
lishes that  right  in  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota and  other  States  abutting  the  Great 
Lakes.  There  is  a  release  by  the  United 
States  of  the  lands  and  the  resources 
therein,  and  the  resources  includes  what- 
ever of  value  that  may  be  there. 

Mr.  THYK  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  for  the  opportunity  to  ask  that 
question  and  to  have  it  answered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Orgeon  permit  me  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida, in  view  of  the  explanatory  statement 
the  Senator  from  Florida  has  made? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senate  will  permit  me  to  let  my  two  col- 
leagues join  in  mortal  combat,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  yield 
20  minutes  to  me.  so  as  to  enable  me  to 
make  a  brief  speeech  while  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  gets  some  lunch,  and  then 
returns  to  the  Chamber,  to  answer  ques- 
tions for  the  remainder  of  the  session  if 
need  be. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  do  both. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  After  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  had  lunch  and  has 
refreshed-himself,  I  hope  he  will  return 
to  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  so  as  to  per- 
mit some  of  us  to  ask  him  questions, 
because  we  have  only  begun  to  explore 
this  subject. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  CORDON.  At  this  time  I  yield 
the  floor,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  STENNIS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstand that  I  have  been  recognized. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
correctly  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  yielded  the  floor,  and 
that  now  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
will  proceed,  and  that  thereafter  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  return  to  the 
floor  to  participate  in  the  debate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  fails  to  understand  how  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  can  go  to  lunch  with- 
out yielding  the  floor.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  is  not  whether  the  Senator  can 
go  to  lunch,  but  whether  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  can  retvu-n  to  the  floor, 
after  going  to  lunch,  with  the  under- 
standing that  he  has  retained  his  right 


to  the  floor.  Greatly  as  I  always  value 
remarks  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall  be  compelled 
to  withhold  my  consent  to  the  request 
that  he  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  20 
minutes  at  this  time,  because  we  have 
only  begun  to  explore  the  question  of 
boundaries.  Although  I  am  not  a  great 
expert  on  such  matters.  I  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  ask  questions  about  the  Texas 
boundaries,  the  Florida  boundaries,  the 
Louisiana  boundarie.s.  and  various  other 
boundaries,  including  the  status  of  is- 
lands and  the  difference  between  shore- 
lines and  coastlines. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentai-y  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  The  Sen- 
ator will  state  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  KNOWXAND.  Do  I  correctly 
understand  from  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  that  he  can  cite  some 
precedent  whereby  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  is  not  permitted  to  go 
to  luncl;?  I  do  not  know  under  what 
rule  or  precedent  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  proceeding,  but  I  assume  that 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  can  yield  the 
floor.  Certainly  the  debate  will  con- 
tinue for  several  days,  and  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  have  op- 
portunity to  raise  questions  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  But  it  is  a  most 
unusual  procedure,  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  should  not 
be  permitted  to  go  to  lunch;  and  I  do 
not  know  under  what  rule  or  precedent 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  proceeding. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  CORDON  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  have  the 
floor? 

Ihe    PRESmiNG   OFFICER.       It    Is 

the  ruling  of  the  Chair  that  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  has  the  floor.  Does 
the  Senator  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Illinois? 

Mr.  SITSNNIS.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  I  have  no  desire  to  be  unkind  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.     I  would  like  to 
have  him  enjoy  a  lunch — and  a  good 
lunch.     Sometime  I  hope  to  buy  a  lunch 
for  him.     But  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mi.ssissippi  was  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  temporarily  yield  the 
floor  for  20  minutes,  to  resume  it  later. 
Of  course,  that  would  have  given  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  a  chance  to  go  to 
lunch   and   then   later  to  return.    But 
then  the  Senator  from  Oregon  slipped  in 
a  new  idea — he  took  a  new  step — by  say- 
ing that  he  not  only  would  go  to  lunch, 
but  that  he  yielded  the  floor,  which  im- 
plied that  no  Senator  could  ask  him  any 
questions.      The  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  a  brave  man  and  a  candid  man,  and 
while  I  hope  very  much  that  he  enjoys 
his  lunch.  I  also  hope  that,  when  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  finished, 
the  Senator   from   Oregon   will   return 
to  permit  us  to  ask  him  what  is  the 
real  status  of  the  boundary  of  Florida, 
whether  it  is  3  miles  or  10  >  2  miles  from 
the    coast,    whether    the    boundary    of 
Texas  is  3  miles  or  10 "a  miles  offshore, 
and  whether  the  boundary  of  Louisiana 
is  3  miles  or  27  miles — or  perhaps  31 V2 
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jjiiles — and  also  what  Is  the  meaning 
(if  the  term  "ooasUine."  whether  It  refers 
io  the  shoreline,  or  whether  It  is  taken 
from  islands  off  the  coast — In  which 
event  it  could  cover  a  great  deal  of 
territory. 

Mr  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  extend  every  courtesy  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  of  course,  but  I 
yielded  to  him  only  for  the  purpose  of 
a.sking  a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator will  state  the  inquiry. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yielded  for  a  20-minute  speech 
by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  then  resume  the  fioor? 
V/As  that  not  the  unanimous  consent 
which  was  given? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani- 
mous consent  was  asked,  and  before  the 
question  could  be  put  by  the  Chair,  the 
Chair  assumed  that  he  heard  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  yield  the  floor  uncon- 
ditionally; and  on  that  basis,  the  Chair 
recognized  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  desire  to  make  only 
a  short  statement.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  no  thought  of  retiring  from 
the  field.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  been  waiting  to  make  some  remarks 
or.  a  subject  which  he  deems  to  be  of 
great  importance,  and  certainly  he 
should  have  the  right  to  do  so.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  assures  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  that,  so  long  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  Is  on  germane  and 
relevant  ground,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon will  be  glad  to  discuss  with  him  the 
pending  joint  resolution  or  any  part  of  it. 
He  would  prefer  that  there  be  a  relevant 
di.'^cussion  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  the  Inquiry. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand, then,  that  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon Is  saying  that  he  will  retm-n  to  the 
floor  upon  the  termination  of  the  speech 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  and  that 
he  will  then  discuss  the  questions  which 
are  raised  at  that  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  does  not  understand  that  to  be  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  It  is  a  question 
addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  return  to  the  floor — no  one 
need  worry  about  that — whether  it  be 
today  or  tomorrow. 


RESEARCH  AND  EDUCATION— KEYS 
TO  A  PROSPEROUS  AGRICUL- 
TURE 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ing the  past  few  months  we  have  had 
much  Senate  debate  from  members  of 
both  parties  about  the  problems  con- 
fronting American  agriculture.  How- 
ever, little  has  been  said  about  expand- 
ing our  research  and  educational  pro- 
grams, which  I  firmly  beUevc  hold  the 
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key  to  the  long-time  solution  to  many  of 
our  agricultural  problems. 

BtPAWSTOW   AurnosxzBs 

In  1946,  the  Research  and  lifarketing 
Act  was  passed.  Title  I  of  that  act  pro- 
vides: 

It  la  Uie  policy  of  Congresa  to  promote  th« 
efllclent  production  and  utilization  of  the 
■oil  as  essential  to  the  health  and  welfare 
of  our  people  and  to  promote  a  sound  and 
prosperous  agriculture  and  rural  life  as  Indis- 
pensable to  the  maintenance  of  mazlmiui 
employment  and  national  prosperity. 

The  act  further  states  that  it  is  also 
the  intent  of  the  Congress  to  "assure 
agriculture  a  jjosition  in  research  equal 
to  that  of  industry,  which  will  aid  in 
maintaining  an  equitable  balance  be- 
tween agriculture  and  other  sections  of 
our  economy."  We  have  failed  to  put 
this  expanded  program  into  effect.  This 
fact  is  forcefully  pwinted  up  in  a  recent 
statement  by  Mr.  Byron  T.  Shaw,  head 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Adminis- 
tration.   He  said: 

Our  current  position  In  research  Is  unfa- 
vorable. We  have  not  been  turning  out  new 
findings  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  rate  at  which 
they  are  being  used.  We  need  to  start  the 
the  research  frontier  moving  upward  at  a 
more  rapid  rate,  since  the  response  of  the 
average  producer  follows  most  research  ad- 
vances by  a  time  delay  of  10  to  15  years. 
The  time  to  start  moving  the  research  fron- 
tier Is  now. 

I  think  it  Is  clear  that  the  Federal 
Government  has  a  vital  function  to  per- 
form in  agricultural  research  and  edu- 
cation. That  function  was  placed 
clearly  upon  it  before  the  days  of  the 
so-called  Pair  Deal  or  New  Deal,  before 
the  days  of  Hoover  or  Wilson  or  Mc- 
Kinley.  It  is  above  party  controversy. 
It  springs  from  the  old  American  em- 
phasis upon  higher  efficiency  and  greater 
production.  It  belongs  to  the  American 
tradition  of  producing  a  better  article 
and  many  of  them.  Money  spent  for 
research  is  an  investment  that  has 
shown  its  worth.  Among  today's  far- 
flung  activities  of  our  Government  we 
can  find  plenty  of  room  for  disagree- 
ment, but  here,  surely,  is  the  one  activity 
that  we  cannot  afford  to  dispute  about 
or  neglect.  Despite  this  knowledge  we 
have  been  neglecting  agricultural  re- 
search and  education.  We  must  cut  the 
expenses  of  the  Federal  Government, 
but  it  will  be  unwise  economy  for  the 
Government  to  single  out  and  neglect 
those  activities  that  do  not  represent 
expenses  at  all,  but  investments  in  prog- 
ress toward  greater  production  and  in- 
come in  the  future. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  cite  one 
specific  illustration. 

Considering  the  cotton  crop  of  the 
United  States  as  a  whole,  the  tensile 
strength  of  cotton  fiber  has  increased 
approximately  18  percent  within  the  last 
10  years.  This  is  entirely  as  a  result 
of  a  program  of  breeding  and  produc- 
tion research  which  has  gone  forward 
both  in  private  and  governmental  lab- 
oratories and  experiment  stations  within 
this  10-year  period.  This  has  resulted, 
of  course,  in  an  increased  value  of  Uie 
cotton  fiber  to  the  grower.  But  far  more 
important  is  the  fact  that  there  has 
been  a  distinct  gain  to  all  users  of  cot- 
ton fabrics  throughout  the  Nation  and 


really  throughout  the  world  on  account 
of  the  greatly  increased  strength  and 
durability  and  wearing  life  of  the  fabric. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  an  out- 
standing illustration.  Cotton  fiber  has 
been  used  by  civilized  man  since  before 
the  time  of  Uie  Egyptian  civilisation. 
Under  the  impetus  of  research  within 
the  past  10  years  the  tensile  strength  of 
cotton  fiber  has  been  increased  more 
than  18  percent,  thus  creating  a  benefit 
not  only  to  the  grower  but  to  millions  of 
American  people  and  peoples  throughout 
the  world  who  use  cotton  goods  in  wear- 
ing ai>parel  as  a  daily  necessity. 

Mr.  HTTJj.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  has  cited 
most  interesting  and  challenging  evi- 
dence. Does  it  not,  in  a  most  emphatic 
way,  point  up  the  tremendous  possibil- 
ities in  further  research? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  entirely  correct.  It  proves 
that  we  are  just  beginning  to  make  a 
start. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  12  years  since 
1940  our  Nation's  economy  has  been 
through  the  greatest  period  of  growth 
in  all  its  history.  Our  total  production, 
everything  combined,  has  increased  more 
than  50  percent.  Our  population  has 
increased  by  23  million  people.  Six  mil- 
lion people  have  been  drained  off  the 
farms,  so  that  the  number  of  nonfarm 
people  to  be  fed  and  clothed  has  in- 
creased by  29  million,  or  well  over  one- 
fourth.  The  23  million  people  left  on 
the  farms  have  had  to  increase  the  total 
farm  production  by  one-third  in  order  to 
meet  our  military  and  civilian  needs. 
Over  this  period  of  universal  expansion 
in  our  Nation's  economy,  with  all  of  the 
strain  that  it  put  upon  our  agriculture, 
how  much  do  you  suppose  our  Federal 
Government  expanded  its  investment  in 
agricultural  research?  It  has  increased 
from  about  $29  million  to  $57  million. 
When  we  allow  for  the  reduced  purchas- 
ing power  of  the  dollars  invested,  the 
real  answer  is  that  there  was  not  any  net 
expansion  at  all. 

Over  the  decades  preceding  1940  our 
agricultural  research  investment  moved 
forward  with  the  growth  of  the  whole 
economy,  until  it  reached  the  level  of 
about  $30  million  in  1940.  Since  that 
time,  we  have  had  a  tremendous  ex- 
pansion in  just  about  everything  else,  but 
our  Federal  Government's  investment  in 
agricultural  research  has  increased  just 
enough  to  keep  up  with  the  increased 
cost  of  salaries  and  equipment,  and  no 
more.  We  have  a  1953  population,  a 
1953  income,  a  1953  tax  load,  a  1953  chal- 
lenge to  our  productive  resources,  but  a 
1940  budget  for  agricultural  research. 
This  is  not  sound  planning.  No  one 
pretends  that  it  would  be  sound  in  any 
other  field  of  research.  We  have  had 
dynamic  growth  in  other  research. 
While  the  Federal  dollars  appropriated 
for  agricultural  research  have  increased 
only  about  94  percent,  or  just  enough  to 
offset  rising  research  costs,  the  total  ex- 
penditures of  all  agencies,  pubUc  and 
private,  for  all  research  work  increased 
300  percent.  The  total  research  pro- 
gram of  the  Nation,  in  industry,  in  gov- 
ernment, and  in  universities  and  colleges. 
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now  totals  $3  billion  a  year,  or  about  1 
percent  of  the  national  income. 

The  Federal  Government,  which  has 
been  so  thrifty  with  research  dollars  in 
agriculture,  has  been  far  and  away  the 
leader  of  this  total  research  expansion. 
Our  total  appropriations  for  research 
have  multiplied  sevenfold.    They  have 
grown  so  fast  that  the  Government  now 
pays  for  more  than  one-half  of  all  the 
research  done  in  this  country.    Much  of 
the   Government's   research    expansion 
has  been  on  military  projects,  but  by  no 
means  all  of  it.    Prom  1940  to  1951,  the 
Federal  Government  increased  research 
appropriations  more  than  threefold  for 
the  Department  of  Interior,  or  from  $7.9 
million  to  $28.5  million;  more  than  five- 
fold for  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
or  from  $3.3  million  to  $17.4  million; 
more  than  twentyfold  for  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  or  from  $2.8  million  to 
$59.9  million;  and  more  than  eightfold 
for  other  nonmUitary  agencies.    Agri- 
cxiltiiral  research,  which  was  singled  out 
long  ago  as  needful  of  special  Govern- 
ment attention,  has  in  reality  been  the 
object  of  special  Government  neglect. 
It  now  receives  $67.5  million  or  about  3.6 
percent  of  our  Federal  research  budget. 
If  we  know  anything  at  all  about  agri- 
culture, we  know  that  there  is  no  sound 
reason   for  holding   the   Governments 
agricultural  research  program  down  to 
the  1940  level  while  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try operates  at  the  1953  level.    Never  be- 
fore has  agriculture  faced  so  many  scien- 
tific problems,  with  opportunities  for  re- 
search pressing  upon  us  so  urgently  and 
on  so  vast  a  scale.    These  are  problems 
of  chemistry,  of  genetics,  of  physiology, 
,   or  mechanical  engineering,  of  farm  man- 
agement, of  marketing,  and  many  others 
too  numerous  to  name,  stretching  out 
across  5  million  farms.  1  billion  farm 
acres,  and  hundreds  of  important  crop, 
livestock,     and     forestry     enterprises. 
Those  problems  are  so  vast  in  number 
that  simple  illustrations  fail  to  give  the 
total  picture.    Recently,  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  released  a  report 
nmning  to  nearly  3,000  pages,  giving  a 
summary    of    research    problems    with 
Which  the  Department  of  Agriculture  is 
concerned,   and   of   the   needs   for   ex- 
panded work  on  these  problems.   Mecha- 
nization is  still  in  its  infancy  on  millions 
of  farms  and  it  offers  problems  only  re- 
search can  solve.    By  solving  them  we 
can  multiply  the  productivity  of  farm- 
workers.    Improvements  in  our  knowl- 
edge of  soil  fertility  have  only  begun  to 
show  what  they  could  do  for  this  Nation. 
The  principle  of  hybrid  vigor,  which  has 
been  applied  with  such  spectacular  suc- 
cess to  corn,  is  an  almost  unexplored 
agricultural  frontier. 

Mr.  President,  I  see  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Alabama  sitting  here.  I 
am  very  familiar  with  the  fine  yield  of 
the  red  hills  of  western  Alabama  and 
the  increased  production  in  the  past  few 
years,  made  possible  by  the  important 
gains  in  connection  with  the  raising  of 
hybrid  corn  and  new  and  improved 
methods  of  agriculture  and  new  fer- 
tilizers. 

Mr.   HILL.     Mr.    President,    will   the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 
Mr.  glEgNNIS.    I  yield. 
Mr.  HQX.    Is  it  not  true  that  the  in- 
creaaed  yield  per  acre  of  com  is  al- 


most fantastic  because  of  new  methods 
brought  about  by  the  very  research  to 
which  the  Senator  is  now  so  ably  ad- 
dressing himself? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
The  figures  are  almost  unbelievable. 
The  same  land  produces  more  abundant- 
ly with  improved  methods  of  cultiva- 
tion and  the  use  of  improved  fertilizers. 
The  young  people  are  so  adept  in  adopt- 
ing new  methods  that  in  my  own  State 
the  fathers  are  learning  from  the  sons. 

Research  holds  out  great  promise  with 
animals  as  well  as  plants.  We  are  los- 
ing 10  percent  of  all  our  farm  animals 
from  diseases  and  parasites.  Bangs 
disease  Ls  costing  the  cattle  industry 
more  than  $100  million  a  year.  Prosress 
has  been  made  toward  detecting  infected 
animals  and  immunizing  the  uninfected, 
but  the  entire  problem  of  a  cure  is  an  un- 
answered challenge  to  research.  The 
vast  array  of  animal  parasites,  bringing 
wastage  through  lower  feeding  efBcien- 
cy.  death  loss,  and  unusable  animal  prod- 
ucts; this  great  neglected  area  of  re- 
search is  an  especially  promising  one  be- 
cause of  the  new  drug  discoveries  of  re- 
cent years.  Livestock  losses  from  wheat 
pasture  poisoning  are  a  severe  problem 
in  the  small  grain  areas.  Moreover,  this 
malady  stands  in  the  way  of  the  good 
progress  toward  adapting  cool-weather 
forage  plants  to  that  region.  The  basic 
cause  of  the  malady  remains  undis- 
covered. 

Mr.    HILL.     Mr.    President,    will   the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  further? 
Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.     The  Senator  knows   the 
marvelous    transformation    which    has 
taken  place  in  the  elimination  of  such 
diseases  as  hookworm,  pellagra,  typhoid 
fever,  diphtheria,  and  malaria.    By  re- 
search the  cause  was  found  and  means 
discovered  to  prevent  those  diseases. 
Mr.  STENNIS.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.   HILL.     What  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  suggesting  today  in  his  very 
able  speech  is  that  through  research  we 
can  find  the  cause  of  diseases  in  ani- 
mals and  crops,  and  when  we  find  the 
cause,  the  next  step  is  to  provide  the 
remedy  which  will  prevent  such  diseases. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  has  stated  the  problem,  and  the 
only  method  whereby  the  remedy  will  be 
found. 

Mr.  HILL.     The  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi  undoubtedly   recalls   when   many 
persons  suffered  from  typhoid  fever.    If 
I  may  make  a  personal  allusion.  I  re- 
member the  time  when  I  had  typhoid 
fever.    Doctors  tell  us  that  if  they  want 
to  study  a  case  of  typhoid  fever  they  have 
to  hunt  all  over  the  country,  or  even  per- 
haps outside  the  country,  to  find  a  case 
of  typhoid  fever.    Is  not  that  true' 
Mr.  STENNIS.     That  is  correct. 
Notwithstanding  a  great  amount  of 
pubhcity,  and  the  fact  that  developments 
have  been  taking  place,  the  field  of  re- 
search and  exploration  in  the  animal 
world  has  relatively  only  been  scratched. 
Insects  are  costing  the  Nation  $4  billion 
worth  of  cropis  and  hvestock  every  year. 
We  have  spent  millions  of  dollars  annu- 
ally for  yean;  in  an  effort  to  check  the 
spread  of  pink  bollworm.    Nevertheless, 
it  continues  to  spread  and  bring  havoc 
to  the  cotton  crops  of  the  Southwest, 


while  our  investments  in  research  to  find 
better  ways  of  fighting  this  insect  and 
reducing  all  the  costs  involved  have  been 
trivial  by  comparison.  There  is  need  for 
more  research  to  find  new  and  better  uses 
for  many  farm  products.  I  could  go  on 
endlessly  with  illustrations. 

Mr.  HILL  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi may  recall  that  many  years  ago. 
perhaps  as  far  back  as  20  or  more  years 
ago.  we  who  live  in  the  Cotton  Belt 
spoke  of  the  boll  weevil  as  the  billion- 
dollar  bug.  Of  course,  at  that  time  a 
billion  dollars  meant  a  great  deal  more 
than  a  billion  dollars  means  today.  But 
the  expression  meant  that  the  boll  weevil 
had  eaten  up  a  billion  dollars  worth  of 
property,  into  which  had  gone  not  only 
the  nutrients  of  the  soil,  but  also  much 
of  the  sweat  and  toil  of  men.  women, 
and  children.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  correct.  At  that  time  some 
areas  were  left  more  or  less  devastated, 
but  through  research  and  experiment  so 
much  has  been  learned  that  now  the 
same  lands  are  in  a  more  productive 
condition. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  great  chal- 
lenges to  agricultural  science.  We  have 
great  promise  of  future  progress.  What 
we  lack  is  a  program  of  adequate  size 
to  meet  the  challenges  and  fulfill  the 
promise.  We  lack  it  in  a  very  consider- 
able measure  because  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  lagged  in  agricultural  re- 
search and  education. 

The  scientific  progress  made  this  year 
or  in  any  year  is  the  fruit  of  patient 
effort  in  the  laboratories  and  research 
stations  over  many  years  and  decades  of 
the  past.     Gradually  over  recent  years 
the  men  who  know  agricultural  research 
have    been    recognizing    the    shocking 
facts.     They  know  we  are  beginning  to 
pay  the  real  price  of  our  lagging  re- 
search program.     We  have  been  using 
up  the  knowledge   that   accrues   to   us 
from  past  research  investments,  without 
giving  enough  emphasis  to  the  develop- 
ment of  new  knowledge  for  application 
in  years  to  come.     We  have  been  draw- 
ing down  our  bank  balance  of  funda- 
mental knowledge  about  the  science  of" 
agriculture.     With    all    of    our    deficit 
spending  in  terms  of  dollars,  we  have 
also  been  running  an  even  more  serious 
deficit  in  terms  of  scientific  knowledge. 
Our  experiment  stations  have  done   a 
wonderful  job  in  research  work.     I  could 
cite  numerou.s  examples  of  the  progress 
made   in  my  own  State  of  Mississippi 
through  our  experiment  stations  in  the 
development   of   improved   varieties   of 
seed,  fibers,  insecticides,  methods  of  es- 
tablishing pastures  and  the  almost  revo- 
lutionary discovery  of  methods  of  ap- 
plying anhydrous  ammonia  directly  to 
the  .soil  as  a  source  of  nitrogen.      The 
worth  of  this  work  cannot  be  measured 
in  dollars  and  cents.     A  big  and  costly 
problem  today  in  agriculture  is  our  sur- 
pluses.     This  is  partly  because  funds 
have  been  inadequate  for  sufficient  re- 
search   in   marketing,    processing,    and 
utilization  of  agricultural  products,  as 
well  as  their  production.      Serious  in- 
roads have  been  made  in  agricultural 
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nviikcts  by  various  synthetics.  Millions 
ui  ciiillars  were  spent  for  research  in  de- 
viluping  these  synthetic  products.  We 
luivf  every  reason  to  believe  that  with 
.vifficient  agrlculturrJ  research  the  loss 
of  a  great  many  of  Uiese  markets  could 
1  :ive  been  avoided,  or  new  markets 
Kund  to  take  their  place. 

MUST    BE    vraSATILX 

Our  agricultural  research  program 
mu.st  be  a  versatile  program,  finding 
i.cw  u.ses  and  better  means  of  utilization 
of  farm  products,  while  at  the  same  time 
finding:  new  and  better  ways  of  increas- 
ing production  to  meet  the  needs  of  an 
I  ver-fxpanding  economy.  Our  popula- 
tion IS  now  growing  at  the  rate  of  214 
111.  11  ion  a  year.  No  one  knows  exactly 
wiiat  the  future  rate  will  be,  but  the 
Census  Bureau  tells  us  that  by  1975 
there  probably  will  L«  190  million  people 
in  this  country.  Where  are  we  going 
to  Kct  the  agricultural  production  to  feed 
and  clothe  this  many  people?  Are  we 
{;omg  to  become  a  de<:linlng  nation  which 
ciinnot  eat  except  by  importing  food? 
Do  An  to  about  1920  we  met  the  needs 
of  a  growing  population  by  bringing 
new  land  into  cultivation.  Since  then. 
jis  tractors  replaced  horses  and  mules 
on  the  farms,  many  acres  have  been  re- 
Ira-^ed  from  growing  feed.  The  Increases 
in  yield  per  acre  hiive  given  us  a  vast 
mcrea.se  in  farm  protiuctlon.  Now,  how- 
ever, the  best  experts  in  the  Nation  tell 
U.S  that  oiu-  increased  productive  capac- 
ity, through  Increased  yields  and  every 
other  means,  is  not  moving  ahead  fast 
enough  to  take  cart;  of  the  long-range 
increase  in  population. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me 
again  at  this  time,  or  would  he  prefer 
to  yield  later? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Is 
It  not  true  that  today  many  cioctors 
and  scientists  believe  that  numerous 
diseases  and  ills  which  afflict  humanity 
and  which  bring  about  not  only  physical 
suffering,  but  also  great  economic  loss, 
and.  of  course,  sometimes  iintimely 
death,  are  due  to  the  fact  that  our 
bodies  are  not  getting  from  the  soil 
the  nutrients  and  minerals  they  must 
have?  In  other  words,  the  nutrients  and 
minerals  that  make  up  our  bodies,  which 
feed,  strengthen,  and  sustain  our  bodies, 
come  from  the  soil. 

A  carrot  might  be  red  and  look  like 
a  carrot,  but  still  not  contain  the 
nutrients  and  minerals  a  carrot  should 
contain,  because,  after  all,  a  carrot  can 
take  out  of  the  soil  only  that  which  is 
in  the  soil.  Is  It  not  correct  that  much 
research  needs  to  be  made  in  this  field? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  has  summ«Kl  up  the  elements 
of  a  situation  that  has  become  known 
only  recently,  and  has  not  yet  been 
probed  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  us 
fully  realize  how  greatly  the  nutrient 
and  mineral  ingredients  of  the  soil  af- 
fect the  soundness  of  the  human  body, 
particularly  the  bodies  of  growing  chil- 
dren. 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  that  we  cannot 
even  maintain  our  present  standard  of 
living  and  keep  up  with  population 
growth  constitutes  a  serious  problem. 


Each  year  we  are  adding  only  about 
two-thirds  as  much  farm  productive  ca- 
pacity as  we  should  be  adding  to  take 
care  of  our  rising  population  in  years  to 
come. 

Our  farm  problems  come  from  neg- 
lected education  as  much  as  it  comes 
from  neglected  research.  The  Extension 
Service,  operated  through  our  great  land 
grant  colleges,  is  rooted  just  as  firmly  as 
research  in  the  farm  policies  which  were 
adopted  with  such  wisdom  by  earlier 
Congresses.  Prom  1940  to  the  present 
time,  the  Federal  Government's  appro- 
priation for  the  Extension  Service  has 
not  increased  enough  to  offset  rising 
prices.  Its  real  suppwrt  of  E^xtension 
has  actually  declined.  Have  you  ever 
thought  of  the  size  of  the  job  that  the 
county  agent's  office  has  to  do?  The 
county  agent  and  the  home  demonstra- 
tion agent  holds  the  central  responsi- 
bility for  getting  out  to  all  the  farms  in 
his  county,  the  practical  know-how  that 
comes  from  much  of  our  research.  The 
average  farm  county  has  an  Extension 
staff  of  less  than  two  persons,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  home  demonstration  agent. 
Many  do  not  have  a  home  demonstra- 
tion agent,  which  is  a  tragedy.  That  Is 
the  entire  staff  employed  with  Federal. 
State,  and  local  funds  combined.  Now 
what  Is  in  the  average  county?  It  has 
1.769  farms  on  which  8,000  people  Uve 
and  find  their  income.  It  has  about 
373.000  farm  acres.  It  has  an  invest- 
ment of  $40  million  in  land,  buildings, 
livestock,  machinery  and  working  capi- 
tal. It  pays  out  more  than  $4  million  in 
farm  expenses  a  year,  and  takes  in  more 
than  $9  million  in  farm  receipts.  An 
inadequate  Elxtension  Service  cannot  do 
the  job  of  supplying  all  these  farms  with 
the  scientiPc  information  they  need  on 
all  of  their  crop  and  Uvestock  and  for- 
estry problems.  In  many  States  of  the 
Union  the  demands  on  our  county  agent 
and  home  demo'istration  agent  are  more 
than  twice  the  burden  they  caa  rairry. 
The  men  and  women  and  boys  and  girls 
to  be  directly  served  could  be  doubled  or 
trebled  in  many  States. 

RXASON   rOS   DBCUKV 

When  Congress  passed  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  there  was 
clearly  expressed  tiie  intention  to  almost 
triple  its  support  of  agricultural  research 
within  5  years.  What  has  happened? 
After  a  good  start  for  the  first  2  years, 
the  steam  ran  out  of  the  drive  for  ade- 
quate appropriations.  Excuses  began  to 
take  over.  We  heard  the  excuse  that  it 
would  be  Impossible  to  expand  the  pro- 
gram because  of  shortages  in  scientific 
personnel,  and  yet  we  saw  virtually  all 
the  other  research  programs  of  Govern- 
ment and  of  industry  expanding  at  a 
headlong  pace.  It  was  only  agriculture 
that  failed  to  get  increased  research  per- 
sonnel. We  heard  the  excuse  that  Gov- 
ernment spending  must  somehow  be 
curbed,  and  yet  we  saw  Government 
spending  go  up  and  up.  Agricultural 
research,  which  is  truly  an  Investment 
and  not  an  expense,  was  one  of  the  few 
things  curbed.  In  real  purchasing 
power,  the  Federal  appropriations  for 
agriciUtural  research  and  education  are 
lower  today  than  in  1949. 

It  was  my  hope  that  the  new  budget 
request  and  the  final  appropriation  for 


agricultural  research  would  reflect  the 
expressed  attitude  of  the  new  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  who  has  repeatedly  stated 
that  we  must  have  an  expanded  program 
of  research  and  education,  and  of  the 
President  The  President  said  at  Oma- 
ha, Nebr..  on  September  18,  1952 : 

To  Assure  a  productive  future,  we  must 
Btrengthen  our  unique  system  of  agricul- 
tural education,  research,  and  extension. 
Agricultural  research  and  education  have 
been  neglected  by  this  administration.  We 
are  going  to  change  that.  We  shall  develop 
an  agricultural  research  and  extension  pro- 
gram to  meet  present  and  future  needs.  We 
shall  focus  on  both  production  and  market- 
ing to  benefit  producers  and  consumers  alike. 
It  can  be  done.  It  should  have  been  done 
long  ago.  The  present  tired  administration 
may  be  good  at  destroying  our  products  or 
dyeing  them  blue,  but  it  apparently  Isn't  in- 
terested in  research  and  extension.  It  win 
take  a  oem  administration  to  get  this  job 
done. 

I  am  disappointed  in  the  revised 
budget  submitted  by  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  Instead  of  recom- 
mending an  increase  in  the  funds  for 
agricultural  research  over  the  original 
budget,  he  has  recomm^ended  a  substan- 
tial decrease. 

I  certainly  hope,  and  I  still  believe, 
that  that  is  only  a  temporary  situation 
with  the  present  administration  and  the 
present  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  But 
it  is  certainly  a  backward  step,  even  if 
it  be  temporary. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIK£2^.  I  have  just  entered  the 
Chamber.  I  heard  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  say  that  he  was  disappointed 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  had 
recommended  a  decreased  appropriation 
for  research.  May  I  ask  what  the  de- 
crease is  from? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  decrease  to  which 
I  refer  goes  to  the  actual  experiment 
rtation  programs  and  the  research 
proper.  I  do  not  mean  the  administra- 
tion in  the  field,  in  carrying  out  the  pro- 
grams with  reference  to  the  pink  boll- 
worm,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  am 
talking  about  the  intrinsic  research, 
which  explores  and  pioneers,  tests  better 
methods,  better  seeds,  better  fertilizers, 
and  things  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  say 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  recom- 
mended a  decrease  from  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  budget  which  we  received 
In  January? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    Yes, 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
a  decrease  from  last  year's  appropria- 
tions?   What  is  the  decrease  from? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  a  decrease  from 
the  original  recommendation  of  the 
budget  in  January. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  How  do  the  Secretary's 
recommendations  compare  with  appro- 
priations made  for  the  present  fiscal 
year? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  have  those 
figures  before  me. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  that  is  where  the 
comparison  should  be  drawn.  What  does 
the  Secretary  recommend  as  compared 
with  what  has  been  done  during  the  past 
few  years?— not  what  Mr.  Truman's 
budget  called  for,  when  Mr.  Trvmian 
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knew  perfectly  well  that  he  was  not  go- 
ing to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  pro- 
gram beyond  the  submission  of  the 
budget.  That  is  why  I  think  the  com- 
parison should  be  made  on  the  basi5 
which  I  have  suggested. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont will  understand  that  I  am  making 
no  attack  on  the  present  administration 
or  the  present  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
I  made  that  plain. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  understand. 
Mr.  STENNIS.  My  point  is  that  the 
program  as  a  whole  should  be  greatly  ex- 
panded, and  that  the  figures  before  us 
are  even  less  than  those  recommended 
in  the  so-called  Truman  budget,  which, 
as  I  recall,  represented  a  small  increase 
over  last  year. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  Is  true;  but  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  will  recall  that 
som^  of  us  have  been  critical  during  the 
past  few  years  because  the  previous  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  did  not  place  the 
emphasis  on  research  and  development 
of  markets  which  the  Congress  contem- 
plated would  be  done  when  it  passed 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  the 
Hope-Flannagan  Act  of  1946. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  not  been  present  during  all 
of  my  address.  The  whole  burden  of 
my  presentation  is  that  we  should  con- 
tinue the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
program'  as  originally  laid  out.  and  we 
should  expand  and  enlarge  the  program, 
because  several  years  are  required  in  or- 
der to  get  results  under  any  new  phase 
of  a  research  program. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  agree  wholeheartedly 
that  we  should  develop  the  research  and 
marketing  program  in  the  manner  Con- 
gress contemplated  when  it  enacted  the 
legislation  in  1946. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  it  would  be 
well  to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  actual  figures  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  referred  a  moment  ago.  I 
shall  ask  unanimous  consent  to  supply 
those  figures  for  printing  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  the  colloquy. 

(The  figures  requested  for  insertion  in 
the  Record  are  as  follows :  1953  budget. 
$57,100,000;  fiscal  year  1953  appropria- 
tion. $56,482,000.  Original  budget  rec- 
ommendation for  fiscal  1954.  $60,458,000; 
revised  budget  for  fiscal  1954.  $58,879  - 
000.) 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  will  permit  one  further  ob- 
servation, I  was  absent  the  last  two  days 
of  last  week.  I  read  the  report  in  the 
newspapers  with  respect  to  Secretary 
Benson's  recommendations  to  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee.  The  report 
read  as  though  he  were  apparently  ad- 
vocating curtailed  activities  in  many 
lines,  whereas,  when  I  returned  and  read 
what  he  actually  said.  I  found  that  he 
proposed  to  cut  appropriations,  but  to 
make  them  up  with  sums  available  from 
other  sources,  so  that  the  services  would 
not  be  cut,  as  was  indicated  by  the  news- 
paper reports. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  contribution.  My  contention  is 
that  we  must  get  on  the  beam  and  pro- 
vide funds  for  an  extended  and  expand- 
ed program. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct.     We  should  place   the  proper 


emphasis  on  market  development  and  re- 
search, beginning  now. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First  of  all.  I  wish 
to  commend  the  Senator  from  Mississip- 
pi for  his  program  and  policy  with  ref- 
erence to  market  development  and  re- 
search. I  think  it  is  fundamental  and 
basic.  I  know  that  his  message  is  de- 
livered in  the  spirit  of  helpfulness,  and 
not  in  the  spirit  of  criticism. 

I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi that  when  he  Inserts  in  the  Record 
the  figures  with  reference  to  last  year's 
appropriations  as  compared  with  the  so- 
called  Truman  budget  and  the  figures 
for  the  revised  budget  before  the  Senate 
and  House  Appropriations  Committees, 
submitted  by  Secretary  Benson,  he  aLso 
be  good  enough  to  take  the  budget  as 
presented  by  President  Truman  in  Janu- 
ary 1952  and  compare  the  budget  figure 
for  research  and  marketing  with  what 
the  Congre.'^s  did  by  the  time  It  finished 
with  the  program  In  the  Appropriations 
Committees.  I  tliink  that  would  be  an 
interesting  study.  If  my  memory  serves 
me  correctly,  a  substantial  cut  was  made 
in  the  House  of  Representatives.  Some 
of  the  reduction  was  restored  in  the  Sen- 
ate, but  I  believe  that  when  the  bill 
came  from  conference  there  was  a  re- 
duction. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  I  shall  be  glad  to  sup- 
ply those  fisures.  I  doubt  If  it  can  be 
done  this  afternoon  in  time  to  go  into 
the  Record  today.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  kind  of  research  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  discussing  does  not 
always  appear  on  a  certain  page,  and  in 
a  certain  line. 

To  ferret  out  what  t>T3es  of  research 
are  provided  for  and  how  much  is  al- 
lowed may  in  certain  Instances  Involve 
opinion.  There  might  be  a  variation  be- 
tween some  of  the  figures  I  might  give 
and  the  figures  which  someone  else 
might  have.  But  generally  the  figures 
which  I  have  used  are  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield. 

Mr. 'AIKEN.  If  I  may  be  permitted 
an  additional  observation,  it  Is  not  al- 
ways the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
that  counts.  It  is  the  manner  In  which 
the  appropriation  is  expended  after  it  is 
once  made. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  Is  very  true. 
Much  depends  upon  where  the  emphasis 
is  placed. 

ADMINISTRATION    CHALLENGE 

The  challenge  Is  to  this  new  admin- 
istration, but  these  remarks  .should  not 
be  construed  as  criticism  of  this  or  any 
other  administration.  They  are  merely 
to  sound  the  warning  that  unless  we 
bring  the  matter  of  agricultural  research 
and  education  into  proper  perspective 
and  really  do  something  about  it,  we  can 
be  certain  of  this  one  thing— a  mighty 
citadel  of  personal  liberty  will  be  jeopar- 
dized, and  in  our  hours  of  difficulty  we 
no  longer  shall  be  able  to  pursue  vigor- 
ously the  ultimate  goal  for  which  we 


strive,  an  expanding  economy  and  full 
and  abundant  living. 

Presently  we  have  legislative  authority 
for  research  programs  far  beyond  our 
present  expenditures  and  up  to  $93  mil- 
lion. The  announced  purpose  of  the  Au- 
thorization Act  of  1946  was  to  gradually 
extend  the  program  until  it  almost 
tripled  the  1946  level.  And  progress  was 
made  in  this  direction  for  some  2  years, 
but  the  accelerated  pace  has  not  con- 
tinued even  though  requested  funds  have 
never  been  denied  by  the  Congress. 

The  Congress  cannot  reach  this  prob- 
lem merely  by  appropriating  more 
money.  Administrative  planning  of  new 
programs  and  the  extension  of  present 
programs  are  necessary.  We  must  have 
active  leadership  from  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  for  this  aug- 
mented program  and  a  definite  priority 
placed  upon  the  expansion.  The  Con- 
gress will  respond,  I  believe,  with  the 
necessary  funds. 

The  new  budget  .submitted  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  reduces  the 
funds  requested  for  agricultural  re- 
search by  about  $1';^  million  from  the 
amount  requested  In  the  original  bud- 
get for  1954.  As  soon  as  the  funds  can 
be  judiciously  used.  I  think  this  is  one 
instance  where  we  should  actually  ex- 
ceed the  original  recommendation  for 
fiscal  1954  of  $G0,458,0C0  instead  of  re- 
ducing it. 

Mr.  AIKE^.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  very  happy  to  listen 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  this 
afternoon.  However,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  in  conversation  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  other  day,  I 
found  that  he  is  in  communication  with 
several  private  concerns  In  an  attempt 
to  have  them  expand  their  own  research 
programs.  Of  course,  many  of  them  have 
almost  unlimited  funds  with  which  to 
pursue  such  programs.  That  is  one  di- 
rection in  which  the  Secretary's  activi- 
ties in  the  field  of  research  have  taken 
shape. 

I  understand  that  he  is  meeting  with 
considerable  success  In  persuading  pri- 
vate concerns  to  expand  their  research. 
Some  of  the  concerns  during  the  last 
few  years  did  not  feel  like  going  ahead 
with  that  work. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Missis.sippi  Is  pleased  to  learn  of  devel- 
opments along  that  Une,  provided  that 
we  will  have  the  benefit  of  the  fruits 
of  such  research,  and  that  the  research 
will  be  coordinated  with  Government 
research. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  it  is  coordinated  with 
Government  research,  and  if  the  re- 
search by  private  industry  is  sponsored 
by  the  Government,  it  is  my  understand- 
ing that  the  fruits  of  such  research  will 
be  available  to  the  public.  If  a  concern 
conducts  research  strictly  on  its  own. 
then  under  the  law  I  suppose  it  can  keep 
the  fruits  of  its  own  research  As  I 
understand  the  1946  law.  it  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  cooper- 
ate with  private  industry.  When  there 
is  cooperation  between  Government  and 
private  Industry,  then  I  understand  the 
fruits  of  the  research  are  public 
property. 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  Tliat  would  have  to  be 
worked  out  by  priva^  agreement  in  ad- 
vance, of  course. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes;  it  would  have  to  be 
worked  out.  and  worked  out  very  care- 
fully, too.  We  do  not  want  any  program 
in  which  the  Government  goes  ahead  and 
almost  reaches  a  conclusion  which  would 
be  of  value  to  everyone,  and  then  have 
the  private  corporation  come  in  at  the 
la.st  minute  and  take  it  over.  That  has 
been  done  in  the  past.  I  believe  it  is 
something  that  we  must  guard  against 
in  the  future. 

Mr  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

ENLAKCro    PKOCKA*;     AN    INVESTMENT 

I  Strongly  advoca:e  returning  to  the 
.«;chedule  set  up  in  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  as  rapidly  as  the 
p<>r.sonnel  and  other  requirements  can  be 
a.s.sembled,  and  I  cer  Ainly  hope  the  Sec- 
rotary  of  Agriculture  and  the  President 
will  reconsider  this  matter  and  come  for- 
ward with  an  enlarged  program  that  will 
more  nearly  meet  the  pressing  needs  in 
this  important  field  of  research  and  edu- 
cation. I  am  confident  the  Congress  will 
actively  support  thi.i  enlarged  program 
as  a  sound  and  necessary  investment. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Missixippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  i  m  very  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  .Mabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  was  very  much  Impressed 
by  what  my  good  friend,  the  distin- 
puLshed  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken  I ,  had  to  say  about  research  on  the 
part  of  private  comimnies.  I  may  say 
that  I  had  the  pleasure  of  having  lunch 
With  the  head  of  one  of  the  great  meat 
packers.  Armour  &  Co.,  about  a  year  ago, 
and  I  was  impressed  by  what  that  com- 
pany was  doing  along  the  line  of  re- 
.^carch  and  how  its  research  will  prove 
beneficial  not  only  \o  animal  Ufe  but 
also  to  human  life. 

I  am  sure,  though.  i\&  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  expressed  it.  that  what 
we  should  do  is  move  forward,  both  with 
Government  and  private  research,  co- 
operate and  coordinate  the  activities, 
and  work  together,  w.th  all  the  forces  of 
research  moving  forward  together. 

I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
on  his  very  fine  and  able  and  timely 
tpeech. 

I  may  say  that  Just  before  the  present 
session  convened,  the  members  of  the 
Alabama  delegation  in  Congress  met  in 
the  capital  city  of  Montgomery  with  a 
numt)er  of  leading  fanners  from  all  over 
the  State  of  Alabama,  and  there  dis- 
cussed the  very  subject  of  providing  more 
research.  It  was  the  unanimous  opin- 
ion of  those  present  at  the  meeting  that 
we  should  move  forward  along  the  Une 
so  ably  stated  today  by  the  Senator  from 
MLs.sisslppi.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  has  certainly 
spoken  with  fine  statesmanship. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much,  and  I  appreciate  his  remarks. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brrr- 
ier  of  Maryland  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 


Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  very  glad  to  jrield 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wish  to  compliment  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  on  his  speech 
in  favor  of  research,  and  to  assure  him 
that  I  completely  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  appreciate  that 
statement  very  much.  Let  me  add  to 
what  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has 
stated  with  reference  to  private  enter- 
prise coordinating  and  cooperating  with 
the  Federal  program  by  saying  that  I 
know  of  some  instances  of  such  coopera- 
tion, and  before  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont came  into  the  Chamber  I  gave  the 
illustration  of  cotton.  Within  the  past 
10  years  the  tensile  strength  of  cotton, 
or  the  pulling  strength  of  the  cotton 
fiber,  has  been  increased  by  18  percent. 
In  part  that  came  as  a  result  of  private 
research,  coordinated  with  governmental 
research. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  that  is  cor- 
rect. As  I  see  it,  the  problems  of  the 
cotton  grower  and  the  cotton  trader  are 
far  from  insurmountable.  Last  year 
when  there  was  a  15, 000. 000 -bale  crop 
it  looked  like  a  lot  of  cotton.  Our  prob- 
lem was  not  with  respect  to  a  15,000.- 
000-bale  cotton  crop,  but  was  with  ref- 
erence to  500  million  bales  of  cotton, 
representing  the  difference  between 
what  we  had  and  what  we  needed. 

I  am  convinced  that  by  developing 
markets  and  new  uses  for  cotton  we  will 
within  a  comparatively  short  time,  if  we 
bend  our  efforts  to  the  task,  find  it  to 
be  relatively  easy — I  will  not  say  too 
easy — to  provide  for  the  disposition  of 
the  surplus,  as  we  call  it  now. 

We  have  large  surpluses,  but  I  think 
we  should  consider  our  problem  not  as 
one  of  surplus.  We  do  not  have  a  bil- 
lion and  a  half  bushels  of  wheat  to 
worry  about.  We  must  decide  what  we 
will  do  with  250.000,000  bushels  of  wheat. 
We  do  not  have  150,000,000  pounds  of 
butter  to  worry  about.  Instead,  we  have 
about  a  month's  supply  for  which  we 
must  find  a  market. 

When  we  start  to  think  of  our  agri- 
cultural problems  in  terms  merely  of  the 
difference  between  what  we  have  and 
what  we  need,  they  become  reduced  in 
size. 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi is  discussing  the  subject  of  re- 
search, with  particular  reference  to  cot- 
ton, because  I  believe  that  that  is  a  field 
in  which  a  world  of  good  can  be  done. 
I  know  that  in  his  own  State  a  great  deal 
is  being  done  at  the  experiment  station, 
which  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  visiting. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  feels  this  is  a  good  time  to 
thank  especially  the  Senator  trom  Ver- 
mont for  his  fine  interest  in  all  agricul- 
tural products,  not  merely  those  pro- 
duced in  his  own  area. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  associating  myself 
with  the  very  fine  remarks  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI 
and  also  with  the  remarks  made  by  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Vermont 

[Mr.  AlKENl. 


"While  I  was  governor  of  my  State,  I 
served  for  10  years  as  a  tnistee  of  Cornell 
University  and  the  college  of  agricul- 
ture which  is  associated  with  that  uni- 
versity. So,  at  that  time,  when  I  was  in 
very  close  association  with  that  great 
institution,  I  had  a  chance  to  observe  the 
tremendous  value  of  research  to  the  agri- 
culture of  my  State. 

As  a  result  of  that  research.  New  York 
is  now  the  second  most  important  dairy 
State  in  the  Union.  The  help  which  has 
been  given  by  the  private  research  facil- 
ities to  our  agriculture,  particularly  to 
dairying  and  fruit  growing,  has  been  no- 
table, and  certainly  has  greatly  increased 
the  prosperity  of  our  farmers  and  the 
supply  of  food  that  is  raised  in  the  State 
of  New  York. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  York.  Let  me  add  that  every- 
one in  the  entire  Nation  is  indebted  to 
that  wonderful  institution,  Cornell  Uni- 
versity, and  to  the  fine  research  and  edu- 
cational work  it  has  done. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  wish  to  express  the  same 
appreciation  of  Cornell  University  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  the 
Senator  from  New  York  have  expressed. 
I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact 
that  Cornell  University  is  a  great  land- 
grant  institution,  brought  into  being  by 
the  Morrill  Act,  the  land -grant  act 
passed  by  Congress  many  years  ago. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  same  act  has  done 
a  great  deal  for  the  State  of  Alabama 
and  for  the  State  of  Mississippi,  through 
those  splendid  institutions,  Alabama 
Polytechnic  Institute  and  Mississippi 
State  College. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maiurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S.  1110)  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Deputy  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence,  with  amendments, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  also  armounced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  reso- 
lution: 

Resolved.  That  the  Speaker  announce  the 
election  on  January  16,  1953.  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  ptirsuEint  to  sec- 
tion 5001  (a)  (2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  the  following  Members  to  serve  as 
members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation:  Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio  and 
Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania;  said  Members 
will  serve  with  the  following  members  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  who  have  pre- 
viously been  duly  elected  to  serve  as  members 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation:  Mr.  Reed  of  New  York,  Mr.  Coopcb 
of  Tennessee,  and  Mr.  Dingell  of  Michigan. 


DEPUTY    DIRECTOR    OF    CENTRAL 
INTELLIGENCE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  bill  (S.  1110)  to  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of   a  Deputy 
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Director  of  Central  Intelligence,  which 
were  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacUns 
clause  and  insert: 

That  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
102  of  the  National  Security  Act  of  1SM7,  a» 
amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  foUowa: 

"SBC.  lOa.  (a)  Tliere  Is  hereby  established 
under  the  National  Security  Council  a  Cen- 
tral Intelll^nce  Agency  with  a  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence  who  shall  be  the  head 
thereof,  aiKl  with  a  Deputy  Director  ot  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  who  shall  act  for.  and  ex- 
ercise the  powers  of,  the  Director  during  his 
absence  or  disability.  The  Director  and  the 
Deputy  Director  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  wltti  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  from  among  the  com- 
missioned ofBcers  of  the  armed  services. 
whether  In  an  active  or  retired  statiis,  or 
from  among  individuals  in  civilian  lifer 
Provided,  hoirever.  That  at  no  time  ahall 
the  two  positions  of  the  Director  and  Deputy 
Director  be  occupied  simultaneously  by  com- 
missioned officers  of  the  armed  services, 
whether  in  an  active  or  retired  status. 

"(b)  (1)  If  a  commissioned  officer  of  the 
armed  services  Is  appointed  as  Director,  or 
Deputy  Director,  then — 

"(A)  In  the  performance  of  his  duties  as 
Director,  or  Deputy  Director,  he  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  no  supervision,  control,  restriction, 
or  prohibition  (military  or  otherwise)  other 
than  would  be  operative  with  respect  to  him 
if  he  were  a  civilian  in  no  way  connected 
with  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  De- 
partment of  the  Navy,  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force,  or  the  armed  services  or  any 
component  thereof;  and 

"(B)  he  shall  not  possess  or  exercise  any 
supervision,  control,  powers,  or  functions 
(other  than  such  as  he  possesses,  or  is  au- 
thorised or  directed  to  exercise,  as  Director, 
or  Deputy  Director)  with  respect  to  the 
armed  services  or  any  comf>onent  thereof,  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  or  any  branch  bureau,  unit,  or  divi- 
sion thereof,  or  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
personnel  (military  Oi  civilian)  of  any  of 
the  foregoing. 

"(2)    Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (1), 
the  appointment  to  the  office  of  Director,  or 
Deputy  Director,  of  a  conunlssioned  officer 
of  the  armed  services,  and  his  acceptance  of 
and  service  in  such  office,  shall  In   no  way 
affect   any  stattis,   office,   rank,   or  grade   he 
may  occupy  or  hold  in  the  armed  services, 
or  any  emolument,  perquisite,  right,  privi- 
lege, or  benefit  incident  to  or  arising  out  of 
any  such  status,  office,  rank,  or  grade.     Any 
such  commissioned  officer  shall,  while  serv- 
ing In  the  office  of  Director,  or  Deputy  Di- 
rector, continue  to  hold  rank  and  grade  not 
lower  than  that  In  which  serving  at  the  time 
of  his  appointment  and  to  receive  the  mili- 
tary pay  and  allowances   (active  or  retired, 
as  the  case  may  be.  including  personal  money 
allowance)  payable  to  a  commissioned  officer 
of  his  grade  and  length  of  service  for  which 
the  appropriate  department  shall   be  reim- 
bursed from  any  funds  available   to   defray 
the    expenses    of    the    Central    Intelligence 
Agency.     He  also  shaU  be  paid  by  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  from  such  funds  an 
annual  compensation  at  a  rate  equal  to  the 
amount  by  which  the  compensation  estab- 
lished for  such  position  exceeds  the  amount 
of  his  annual' military  pay  and  allowances. 
"(3)   The  rank  or  grade  of  any  such  com- 
missioned officer  shaU.  during  the  period  In 
which  such  comnxissioned  officer  occupies  the 
office  of  Director  of  Cenual  Intelligence,  or 
Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence,   be 
in  addition  to  the  numbers  and  percentages 
otherwise  authorized   and   apprc^rlated   for 
the  armed  service  of  which  he  is  a  member." 
And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An 
act  to  amend  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947    to    authorize    the    appointment    of    a 
Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence,  and 
for  other  purposes." 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
earlier  this  afternoon  the  House  passed 
Senate  bill  1110  with  amendments  that 
are  acceptable  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  There  is  some  ur- 
gency to  this  legislation,  for  its  enact- 
ment is  necessary  if  the  President  is  to 
appoint  Lt  Gen.  Charles  P.  Cabell  to 
the  position  of  Deputy  Director  of  Cen- 
tral Intelligence,  as  he  has  Indicated  a 
desire  to  do.  This  important  jxj&ition  is 
unoccupied  at  the  present  time. 

The  significant  changes  made  by  the 
House  are  as  follows : 

First.  The  authority  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence  is  granted  in  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  National  Security  Act 
instead  of  as  a  separate  law. 

Second.  A  prohibition  was  provided 
against  having  commissioned  officers  oc- 
cupy simultaneously  the  po.sitions  of  Di- 
rector and  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence.  The  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  considered  such  an 
amendment,  but  declmed  to  adopt  it.  on 
the  ground  that  in  time  of  war  it  might 
be  desirable  to  allow  appointments  to 
these  positions  of  persons  who  were  ci- 
vilians in  peacetime,  but  were  in  uni- 
form because  of  the  war. 

Third.  The  Director  of  Central  Intel- 
ligence, if  a  commissioned  officer,  is  al- 
lowed to  be  carried  as  an  extra  number, 
an  officer  in  addition  to  the  number 
otherwise  authcwized  for  the  armed 
service  of  which  he  Is  a  member.  The 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  would  be 
required  to  reimburse  the  military  de- 
partment concerned  for  pay  and  allow- 
ances received  by  a  commissioned  officer 
while  serving  as  Director  or  Deputy  Di- 
rector of  Central  Intelligence. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  Senate  bill 
1110.  The  three  amendments  voted  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  were  taken 
up  this  morning  by  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services,  and  were  agreed 
to  by  it.  The  amendments  are  minor 
in  character,  and  it  is  essential  that  the 
bill  be  enacted  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Therefore.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  Hou.se 
of  Repre.sentatlves. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr  President,  for 
the  Record,  let  me  inquire  whether  I 
correctly  understand  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee to  say  that  the  amendments  were 
taken  up  by  the  committee  and  were  ap- 
proved unanimously  by  It. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  President,  I  renew  my  motion  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of 
the  House. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


THE  COUNCIL  OP  ECONOMIC 
ADVISERS 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  point  out  to  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  an  incredible  event  has  taken 
place  on  this,  the  first  day  of  April  1953. 
This  morning  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers  to  the  President  has  passed  out 
of  existence. 

Denied  funds  on  which  to  operate  the 
agency  of  Government  which  was  set  up 


by  the  Congress  in  the  Elmployment  Act 
of  1946  to  help  protect  our  country 
against  the  ravages  of  depression  and 
inflation  has  been  forced  to  close  its 
doors. 

To  millions  of  American  people  this 
event  must  sound  like  an  April  fools 
joke.  What  reasonable  explanation 
could  there  be  for  doing  away  with  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers  at  a  time 
when  so  many  difScult  and  important 
economic  problems  face  America? 

What  justification  could  there  be  for 
.su.spenduv-;  the  Employment  Act  just  at 
a  time  when  new  negotiations  with  the 
Commuiusts  may  be  renewed  in  Korea 
and  when  all  Americans  are  hoping  that 
it  may  become  posijble  to  end  the  Ko- 
rean war? 

What  shall  we  tell  our  British  and 
European  allies  who  recently  have  been 
saying  that  their  dread  of  an  American 
depression  is  greater  than  their  fear  of 
another  world  war? 

How  can  this  action  be  .squared  with 
President  Ei.senhower's  statement  that 
he  supports  completely  the  principles  of 
the  Einployment  Act  of  1946? 

Yet.  this  is  no  joke.  I  have  been  In- 
formed by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  that  the  Council's  funds 
ran  out  on  March  31.  This  means  that 
Dr.  Arthur  F.  Burns,  the  distinguished 
economi.'^t.  who  was  jui,t  confirmed  by  the 
Senate  as  a  member  of  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers,  must  resign  his  po- 
sition, and  can  continue  to  serve  the 
President  only  as  an  anonymous  member 
of  the  President's  personal  staff. 

How  did  the  death  of  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers  come  about '' 

Some  newspapers  have  pubU-shed  re- 
ports that  it  resulted  from  the  desire  of 
members  of  the  Houie  Appropriations 
Committee  to  abolish  the  civil  service 
tenure  of  members  of  the  Council  staff. 
Other  new.  paper  accounts  have 
blamed  the  Councils  demise  upon  a 
breakdown  of  communications  between 
Uie  White  House  and  the  Congress. 

Whether  or  not  there  is  any  validity 
in  these  reports,  it  seems  to  me  Uiat 
President  Ei-senhower  has  been  confused 
and  misled  by  the  politicians. 

But  the  President  should  not  take  this 
lying  down. 

The  President  should  not  go  along 
with  the  idoa  that  the  Council  should 
be  allowed  to  he,  dead  until  the  next 
fiscal  year,  in  the  hope  that  money  would 
then  be  appropriated  for  its  resurrection. 
If  the  Preiiident  really  beheves  in  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946— and  I  am  sure 
he  does— he  should  send  to  the  Congress 
a  special  message,  in  which  he  should 
point  out  in  vigorous  language  the  need 
for  the  Council  and  should  request  a 
supplemental  appropriation  to  provide 
the  funds  to  bring  the  Council  back  into 
existence  at  once. 

If  the  President  takes  acUon  along 
these  lines.  I  am  sure  he  can  rely  upon 
the  strong  support  of  the  Members  of 
Congress  in  both  parties  who  partici- 
pated in  the  enactment  of  the  Employ- 
ment Act  of  1946  and  who  today  are 
dedicated  to  the  all-important  objective 
of  avoiding  both  depression  and  inflation 
and  maintaining  the  steady  growth  of 
the  American  economy. 

Furthermore.  I  believe  such  action  by 
President  Eisenhower  would  win  the  sup- 
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port  of  Members  of  Congress  who.  Just 
a  few  weeks  ago.  failed  to  realize  the 
importance  of  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers. 

Just  in  the  last  2  days  the  newspapers 
of  the  country  have  l)een  carrying  dis- 
turbing reports  concerning  the  economic 
reverberations  of  the  new  Communist 
propo.sals  in  Korea. 

Mr.  HUMPHRErY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  at  this 
point? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Montana  is  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  in  2  days'  sales  on 
the  stock  market,  the  investors  in 
."blocks  and  bonds  suffered  a  loss  in  ex- 
cess of  $3  billion. 

Mr  MURRAY.  I  Intend  to  refer  to 
that  fact  in  my  remarks.  I  appreciate 
the  Senator's  inquiry. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  the  Senator 
from  Montana  will  permit  me  to  do  so. 
let  me  say  that  this  morning  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  we  were 
di.scussing  some  of  these  very  matters, 
when  General,  Gruenther  appeared  be- 
fore us.  We  were  discussing  the  great 
economic  problems  which  now  are  com- 
iiik'  to  the  fore,  not  only  in  the  United 
.'^tates.  but  also  in  other  parts  of  the  free 
world. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana 
whether  I  am  correct  in  understanding 
that  the  Council  of  Elconomic  Advisers 
as  an  institution  of  Government  is  now 
dead. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  has  ceased  to  ex- 
ist, because  It  has  no  funds  with  which 
to  carry  on  its  functions. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words, 
the  supplemental  appropriation  bill  did 
not  provide  funds  for  it;  is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr  MURRAY.  That  is  correct;  the 
bill  did  not  provide  funds  for  the  Coun- 
cil. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  I  understand. 
the  Senate  voted  to  provide  for  the 
Council. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  I  understand 
that  some  provision  for  the  Council  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Were  those  provisions  canceled  in  the 
conference? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  They  failed  in  the 
conference,  as  I  understand. 

A  headline  story  in  the  Washington 
Post  of  March  31,  for  example,  started 
as  follows; 

A  new  Communist  offer  to  exchange  Ko- 
rean war  prisoners  started  a  selling  drive  in 
the  stock  market  today  and  forced  prices 
back  for  the  heaviest  losses  in  more  than  2 
years. 

On  the  same  day  the  New  York  Times 
printed  a  report  from  Chicago  that  "the 
revival  of  peace  nmiors  sent  grain  fu- 
tures into  a  tailspin  today." 

The  New  York  Times  also  carried  this 
report: 

Foreign  news  affected  the  New  Ycwk  com- 
m(xlliy  exchanges  yesterday  as  the  report* 
of  the  peace  moves  In  Korea  led  to  lower 
prices  when  the  markets  closed. 

Finally,  the  Wall  Street  Journal  on 
March  30  carried  a  headline  story  indi- 
cating that  President  Eisenhower's  staff 
is  'beginning  to  brpod  a  bit  about  the 
business  outlook  for  the  rest  of  1953." 


At  a  time  like  this  I  believe  that  all 
Members  of  Congress  can  agree  with  the 
splendid  analysis  of  the  problem  that  was 
presented  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
March  18  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]. 

Let  me  quote  the  Senator's  statement: 

In  the  months  and  years  ahead,  if  we  are 
able  to  reduce  our  military  expenditures,  we 
shall  be  facing  a  difficult  situation  in  main- 
taining our  econonUc  prosperity.  I  think  we 
may  be  certain  that  our  new  and  our  old 
friend's  In  Russia  confidently  expect  us  to 
go  Into  a  tailspin  If  we  stop  our  high  expend- 
itures for  war. 

The  (Employment]  act  •  •  •  was  directed 
toward  an  emergency  which  Is  now  at  the 
peak  of  Its   Importance. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  my  profound  hope, 
therefore,  that  President  Elsenhower  will  take 
Immediate  steps  to  Impress  upon  the  Repub- 
lican leadership  In  both  Houses  of  the  Con- 
gress the  necessity  cf  a  supplemental  appro- 
priation to  bring  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers  back  to  life  so  that  it  can  assist 
our  country  in  the  perilous  days  that  lie 
ahead. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  again? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that  I 
think  his  remarks  are  extremely  timely. 
It  is  simply  incredible  to  me  that  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  which  in 
a  sense  is  a  part  of  the  chain  of  what 
might  be  called  "observation  posts  upon 
our  economy,"  should  be  permitted  to 
lapse,  particularly  at  a  time  when  serious 
problems  confront  us,  including  trade 
problems  of  great  consequence. 

No  doubt  the  Senate  Is  fully  aware 
that  the  strategy  of  the  Soviet  Union 
today  is  to  divide  us  from  our  allies,  and 
primarily  to  do  so  through  economic  ten- 
sion, through  trade  wars,  through  all 
sorts  of  propaganda  in  the  field  of  eco- 
nomic activity.  Surely  we  need  this  gen- 
eral staff,  so  to  speak,  of  economists  to 
advise  the  President  and  the  Congress 
and  American  private  economic  life  as 
to  some  of  the  facts  of  today  and  some 
of  the  business  of  tomorrow.  I  know 
many  persons  in  the  business  world  who 
look  to  reports  of  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers  as  being  very  fundamen- 
tal to  their  business  planning.  That  was 
one  of  the  purposes  of  the  Full  Employ- 
ment Act  and  the  establishment  of  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  We  ought  to  let 
the  President  know,  as  the  Senator  has 
done,  that  we  want  this  Council  to  con- 
tinue, that  we  will  support  every  effort 
he  makes  to  continue  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers.  Rather  than  to  ci^t 
down  on  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers, we  ought  to  improve  the  general 
staff  work  at  the  economic  level. 

This  is  no  time  to  be  closing  down  in- 
stitutions of  such  vital  importance  as 
this,  particularly  when  there  is  plenty 
of  evidence  that  we  have  ever-increasing 
economic  problems  in  the  American 
economy  and  throughout  the  world. 
There  are  all  sorts  of  evidence  leading 
to  that  conclusion.  So  I  repeat  that  I, 
for  one,  wish  through  the  means  of  de- 
bate on  the  Senate  floor  to  let  the  Presi- 
dent know  that  we  would  welcome  any 
effort  on  his  part  to  again  remind  the 
Congress  of  its  responsibilities  and  of  his 


responsibility   to   keep   this   important 
Council  alive  and  active. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  exactly  cor- 
rect. At  the  time  the  Economic  Council 
was  originally  established,  it  was  hailed 
by  businessmen  and  economists  all  over 
the  country  as  a  vitally  important  move. 
Walter  Lippmann,  the  distinguished 
commentator  on  economic  matters  in  his 
column,  said  it  was  the  most  important 
piece  of  legislation  enacted  by  Congress 
in  the  past  50  years.  I  think  it  is  rec- 
ognized by  businessmen  in  every  section 
of  the  country,  who  are  familiar  with  the 
work  of  the  Economic  Council,  that  it  has 
been  of  great  help  in  determining  the 
economic  trends;  and  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  mistake  to  allow 
it  to  lapse  at  this  time,  when  we  are  fac- 
ing such  uncertainties  in  the  world. 


TITLE     TO     CERTAIN     SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  resume  my  earlier  remarks  on 
the  pending  measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  previous  discus- 
sion concerned  the  boundary  lines  of  the 
several  States,  insofar  as  those  boundary 
lines  are  seaward  of  the  shorelines  of 
those  States.  I  shall  now  discuss  the 
joint  resolution  with  reference  to  those 
seaward  boundaries. 

Title  I  contains  definitions  of  terms 
used  in  the  joint  resolution,  the  defini- 
tions being  limited  to  the  use  of  the 
terms  in  the  joint  resolution,  because  the 
terms  may  be  used  differently  from  the 
way  in  which  they  are  ordinarily  em- 
ployed. The  definitions  have  been  writ- 
ten into  the  proposed  legislation,  and  the 
application  of  the  terms  to  the  provisions 
of  the  joint  resolution  is  limited  by  the 
special  definitions  in  it. 

LANDS    BENEATH    NAVIGABLX    WATERS    DETINED 

The  first  definition  is  with  respect  to 
the  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters." 

The  area  of  land  and  resources  which 
is  vested,  confirmed,  and  assigned  to  the 
several  States  comprises  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters,  so  the  pertinency  of 
the  term  and  the  necessity  for  a  defini- 
tion are  apparent.  The  joint  resolution 
defines  the  term  as  follows : 

(1)  All  lands  within  the  boundaries  of 
each  of  the  respective  States  which  are  cov- 
ered by  nontldal  waters  that  were  navigable 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  at  the 
time  such  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union,  or  acquired  sovereignty  over  such 
lands  and  waters  thereafter,  up  to  the  ordi- 
nary high-water  mark  as  heretofore  or  here- 
after modified  by  accretion,  erosion,  and 
reliction. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  be  willing  to 
have  an  interruption? 
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Mr.  CORDON.  When  I  have  finished 
my  explanation.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  waters  involved  in  the  joint  reso- 
lution, beneath  which  are  lands  affected 
by  the  joint  resolution,  are  the  waters 
of  the  seas  from  low-water  mark  to  the 
boundaries  of  the  several  States. 

Second,  Inland  waters  of  the  several 
States,  which  again  are  divided  into 
inland  waters  which  adjoin  the  waters 
of  the  open  sea,  and  inland  waters  which 
are  in  navigable  lakes  or  flowing  navi- 
gable streams. 


ZNLAITD  WATmS  AITD  TTDAI,  AXEAS  SEPAKATED 

So  the  first  definition  has  to  do  with 
lands  covered  by  nontidal  waters;  that 
is,  lakes  and  flowing  streams,  and  such 
areas  of  inland  waters  as  might  be  sub- 
stantially in  the  dividing  line  between  a 
flowing  stream  and  waters  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  tides. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  that  definition 
applies  to  lands  "which  are  covered  by 
nontidal  waters."  That  is  in  the  present 
tense.  It  then  applies  to  nontidal  waters 
of  a  State  that  were  navigable  at  the 
time  the  State  became  a  member  of  the 
United  States,  or  when  the  State  there- 
after acquired  sovereignty  over  such 
land  and  waters. 

The  two  tenses  are  necessary  because 
there  is  a  vesting  of  title  in  lands  that  are 
now  covered  by  nontidal  waters,  but 
which  were  navigable  waters  at  the  time 
the  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union.  The  difference  is  set  forth  in 
order  to  take  care  of  a  movement  from 
one  side  of  a  channel  to  another,  or 
erosion  on  one  side  and  build-up  or  re- 
liction on  the  other  side.  That  is  the 
reason  for  the  two  tenses  in  the  defini- 
tion. 

The  provision  as  to  application  within 
a  State  whic.*i  had  acquired  sovereignty 
over  the  lands  after  admission  to  the 
Union  Is  to  take  care  of  instances  such 
as  those  referred  to,  for  Instance,  in 
the  testimony,  in  connection  with  the 
State  of  Texas,  where  an  area  was,  with 
the  consent  of  Texas,  added  to  the  State 
of  Texas,  which  became  located  on  the 
United  States  side  of  the  Rio  Grande  as 
a  result  of  a  change  of  course  in  that 
river.  That  Is  the  type  of  change  re- 
ferred to  in  that  particular  portion  of 
the  definition. 

I  jaeld  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
for  a  question  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  First,  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  for  his  courtesy 
in  retumnig  to  the  fioor,  and  I  express 
the  hope  that  he  has  had  a  very  com- 
fortable lunch  and  is  now  in  good  health. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  most  appreciative 
of  the  concern  of  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Supreme  Court,  In  an  un- 
broken chain,  have  held  that  title  to 
submerged  lands  under  navigable  inland 
waters  rests  In  the  States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  a  general  knowl- 
edge of  those  decisions. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  understanding 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  tlie  same 
as  my  understanding  tiiat  title  rests  in 
the  States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  fully  in  agree- 
ment with  that  position,  but  I  call  at- 
tention to  tl:ie  fact  that  the  Supreme 


Court  of  the  United  States,  In  discussing 
the  California  case  and  the  two  succeed- 
ing cases,  raised  a  very  deep  concern  in 
my  mind,  and  in  the  minds  of  eminent 
lawyers,  as  well,  and  of  other  persons 
throughout  the  United  States,  as  to 
whether  the  Supreme  Coxut  would  go 
along  with  the  precedents  established 
as  to  inland  water  areas  if  the  issue 
were  to  be  presented  again. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  aware  of  the  fact  that  In  the 
brief  submitted  by  the  Government  in 
the  California  case,  the  Government  ex- 
pressly disavowed  any  claim  on  th3  part 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  title  or 
paramount  rights  in  submerged  lands 
under  any  form  of  navigable  inland 
waters,  namely,  lakes,  rivers,  bays,  and 
harbors?  There  is  an  express  disavowal 
to  that  effect  In  the  brief  and  in  the 
argument.  Is  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
aware  of  that? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact 
that  what  Is  or  is  not  in  the  brief  of  the 
United  States  Government  lias  nothing 
to  do  with  what  the  law  is.  There  were 
also  some  decisions  by  courts  of  the 
United  States  on  the  major  question,  and 
there  were  determinations  to  the  same 
effect  by  administrative  officers,  includ- 
ing the  Cabinet  officer  In  charge  of  pub- 
lic lands.  Those  decisions  and  de- 
terminations were  wiped  out. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Supreme  Court  in  those 
three  cases  expressly  point  out  that  the 
Court  was  not  going  into  the  question 
of  paramount  rights  in  submerged  lands 
under  inland  waters,  but  only  into  the 
question  of  paramount  rights  in  sub- 
merged lands  seawai-d  from  the  low- 
water  mark? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  read  all  three 
cases,  and  I  now  am  uncertain  in  my 
own  mind  as  to  what  the  court  would 
now  hold.  Many  eminent  lawyers — and 
I  separate  myself  from  that  group — like- 
wise are  greatly  concerned  with  refer- 
ence to  the  philosophy  upon  which  the 
decisions  themselves  turn.  I  am  entirely 
satisfied  that  the  action  which  is  pro- 
posed by  the  joint  resolution  is  essential 
if  the  cloud  is  to  be  removed. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  may  not 
agree  with  my  view,  in  which  ca.se  he 
may  vote  against  the  joint  resolution. 
But  I  am  satisfied  the  committee  has 
taken  that  position,  so  that  ends  the 
matter,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  has  studied  the  Ander- 
son bills.  Senate  bill  107  and  Senate  bill 
1252 

Mr.  CORDON.     Is  this  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  this  is  a  ques- 
tion. Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact 
that  those  two  bills  would  confirm  by 
statute  the  right  of  the  States  to  owner- 
ship of  and  paramount  rights  in  the  sub- 
merged lands  underneath  lakes,  rivers, 
bays,  and  harbors,  and  in  the  actual  tide- 
lands?  Is  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
aware  of  that  fact? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  aware  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Therefore 

Mr.  CORDON.  Just  a  minute.  Does 
the  Senator  have  another  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Yes,  indeed. 


Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  yield  for  a  question.  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  make  his 
questions  to  the  point,  and  not  indulge  in 
argimient. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Therefore  is  It  nec- 
essary that  we  pass  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 13  in  order  to  confirm  title  in  the 
States  to  the  submerged  lands  of  the 
inland  waterways  when  this  Is  dcxie 

Mr.  CORDON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOUGLAS. 
still  a  question. 

Mr.  CORDON, 
tion  mark  there. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS. 

Mr.    CORDON. 


Mr.  President,  this  is 
Let  us  put  the  ques- 
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Very  well. 

The  Senator  from 
Oregon  answers  the  question  in  this  man- 
ner: Is  it  not  neces.sary  that  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13  be  passed  to  do  that, 
or  that  the  Anderson  bills  be  ptassed  to 
do  that,  or  that  any  bill  which  is  now 
pending  or  under  consideration  be  passed 
to  do  that?  However,  it  is  necessary 
that  some  legislation  be  passed  to  do  it; 
and  the  legislation  before  us.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13,  will  accomplish  that 
purpose  and  the  additional  purposes 
which  it  is  intended  to  accomplish,  in 
one  package.  It  will  undo  in  one  pack- 
age what  the  Supreme  Court  did  in  one 
package. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  not  the  Senator 
from  Oret;on  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
same  confirmation  would  be  given  by 
the  two  Anderson  bills.  Senate  bill  107 
and  Senate  bill  1252? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  question  has  been 
answered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  see  how  it 
was  an.swered. 

Mr.  KUCHEIx  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr  CORDON.  Cer*Alnly. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr  Pre.Mdent,  on  the 
very  point  with  which  the  Senator  from 
lUinois  has  Ju.st  dealt,  will  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  me,  .so  that  there 
may  be  conUnuity  in  the  discussion?  • 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  for 
that  purpose,  and  then  I  will  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    On  the  very  point  'o 
ably  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
OrcKon.  to  the  effect  that  the  Supreme 
Courts  deci.sion  and  opinion  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case  in  particular  was  like  a  red 
flas?  to  attorneys  general  and  other  at- 
torneys all  over  the  United  States,  with 
reference  to  the  jeopardy  indicated  to 
titles  under  inland  waters.  I  should  like 
to  ask   the  distinguished  Senator  if  it 
is  not  true  that  certain  quotations  from 
the  able  brief  filed  by  the  Federal  attor- 
neys in  that  ca.'^e  .specifically  bear  out 
the  fact,  and  ^-ive  warning  of  the  fact, 
that  they  are  entirely  out  of  svmpathy 
with  the  ruhnps  of  the  Federal  courts 
referring  to  inland  waters.     I  ask  the 
Senator  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that   those 
quotations  show  clearly  that  the  Federal 
attorneys  are  out  of  sympathy  With  the 
rulings  of  the  courts,  and  that  it  is  the 
belief  of  those  attorneys  that  the   in- 
land waters  and  the  lands  under  them 
do  not  belong  to  the  States 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
while  I  read  into  the  Record  at  this  point 
a  quotation  from  page  11  of  tlie  brief 


of  the  Federal  attomejrs  In  the  Cali- 
fornia ca.se  on  this  specific  point? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  happy  to  3^eld. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  quotation  Is  ajs 
follows: 

We  submit  that  ownership  of  submerged 
lajida  iB  not  related  to  sovereignty  at  all. 
but  that  the  declBlons  of  this  court  dealing 
with  the  tidelands  and  lands  under  Inland 
waters  have  proceeded  upon  a  false  premise. 

The  Senator  is,  of  course,  familiar  with 
that  question.  Is  he  not? 

Mr.  CORDON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Etoes  that  language 
indicate  to  the  Senator  that  the  Fed- 
eral attorneys  were  recognizing  that  the 
rule  relating  to  inland  waters  and  their 
ownership  by  the  States  was  sound,  and 
that  they  approved  such  a  rule? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  indicates  clearly 
to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  should  like  also  to  read  into  the 
Record  at  this  time  various  adjectives 
u.sed  at  other  points  in  the  brief  by  the 
Federal  attorneys  in  the  California  case, 
by  which  they  referred  to  the  rule  of 
inland  waters.  Those  adjectives  are  as 
follows: 

At  one  place  "erroneous";  at  another 
place  "unsound";  at  another  place  again 
"unsound";  at  still  another  place  "erro- 
neous"; at  another  place  "wrong";  at 
another  place  "patently  unsound";  at 
another  place  "fallacy";  at  another  place 
"a  lepal  fiction." 

I  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  If 
tho.^^e  references  to  the  inland-waters 
rule  by  the  Federal  attorneys  indicate 
any  respect  by  those  attorneys  for  the 
exi.stinB  rule,  or  any  desire  to  uphold  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  To  the  very  contrary; 
that  is  a  portion  of  the  case  for  the 
cloud  which  now  rests  over  title  to  the 
lands  under  Inland  waters. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  order  to  clarify 
this  point,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  on  page  11  of  the  Government's 
brief.  Immediately  succeeding  the  first 
reference  made  by  the  Senator  from 
norida,  the  language  continues  as 
follows: 

The  Government  does  not  ask  that  these 
cases  be  overruled — 

Namely,  the  cases  on  inland  waters — 
Indeed,    it   suggests   that   In    the   interest 

of  clarity  and  certainty  they  be  reaffirmed 

herein. 

The  Government  was  asking  that 
those  rules  be  reafllrmed,  not  clouded, 
or  .set  aside.      The  brief  continued 

Mr.  CORDON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Let  me  finish. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order.  I  still  have  the 
floor,  and  I  intend  to  yield  every  courtesy 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     I  appreciate  that 

Mr.  CORDON.  But  I  wiU  control  the 
debate  while  I  hold  the  fioor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly.  I  should 
like  to  hand  this  book  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  ask  him  if  I  have  not 
read  a  portion  of  the  sentence  follow- 
ing the  quotation  read  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  does  not  question  whether  it  Is 


correct  or  not.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon takes  the  position  that  it  is  imma- 
terial whether  it  Is  correct  or  not. 

TTie  Senator  from  Oregon  will  con- 
tinue his  discussion. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  If  I  may  be  permitted 
to  make  a  very  brief  comment,  I  should 
like  to  allude  to  the  questions  which  were 
asked  earlier  today  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  HollajjdI.  particularly  with 
respect  to  section  5  subsection  (a)  of  the 
joint  resolution,  the  last  clause  of  which 
appears  on  page  18.  lines  10,  11,  and  12. 
The  language  is:  "and  any  rights  the 
United  States  has  in  lands  presently  and 
actually  occupied  by  the  United  States 
under  claim  of  right." 

The  intent  of  section  5  is  to  spell  out 
various  exceptions  from  the  assigning 
provisions  of  the  joint  resolution.  The 
wording  of  the  last  phrase  as  presented 
to  us  by  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee reads,  generally  speaking,  as  fol- 
lows: "lands  presently  occupied  by  the 
United  States  under  claim  of  right." 

This  phrase  is  included  in  the  excep- 
tions which  are  made  by  the  conveyance 
provisions  of  the  bill. 

A  peculiar  situation  exists  in  the  State 
which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  rep- 
resent. One  of  the  municipalities  of 
California,  namely.  Long  Beach,  con- 
tends that  a  part  of  the  area  which  in 
Its  judgment  is  clearly  within  the  con- 
fines of  the  city  is  occupied  without  right 
by  the  Federal  Government,  through  the 
Navy  Department.  If  the  language 
which  was  first  suggested  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  subcomn.ittee  had  l>een 
adopted  possibly  it  would  have  given  the 
United  States  more  rights  than  it  should 
have.  For  that  reason  the  jimior  Sena- 
tor from  CaUfomia  suggested  that  the 
rights  which  the  United  States  has  in 
lands  presently  occupied  under  claim  of 
right  be  maintained  and  accepted. 
Then,  whether  the  city  has  a  right  in  a 
given  Instance  or  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  a  right,  is  a  matter  for  a  court 
of  law  to  determine. 

I  wished  to  make  that  comment  be- 
cause, as  the  language  appears  in  the 
pending  measure,  it  seems  to  be  an  in- 
dication on  the  part  of  the  author  of 
the  bill  and  the  committee  which  ap- 
proved it  of  a  desire  to  retain  any  rights 
which  the  Federal  Government  claims, 
but  not  an  attempt  to  breathe  into  a 
claim  of  right  any  actual  and  perfected 
or  vested  right. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  covered  the  point 
somewhat  in  answer  to  a  question  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]. 
The  purpose  of  the  language  is  to  re- 
tain in  the  Government  such  rights  as 
the  Government,  under  Its  claim  of  right 
In  the  lands,  is  actually  occupying,  thus 
putting  the  Government,  after  the  en- 
actment of  the  pending  measure,  in  the 
position  it  would  have  occupied  had  none 
of  these  matters  ever  arisen,  and  if  it 
had  to  stand  on  whatever  law  supported 
its  claim. 

In  other  words,  if  there  is  a  claim  of 
right,  then  to  the  extent  that  that  claim 
of  right  might  be  substantiated,  the 
Government  retains  it.    If  the  claim  oX 


right  could  not  stand,  the  question 
would  be  beside  the  point  anjrway. 

Mr.  HTIiL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  the  sake  of  clarifying 
the  record? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
yield  for  the  purpose  of  answering  a 
question.  Does  the  Senator  wish  me  to 
yield  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  HTTiTi.    Yes. 

Mr.  CORDON.    What  Is  the  question? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  question  is  whether 
or  not  the  Government  brief  filed  In  the 
case  of  the  United  States  against  Cali- 
fornia contained  this  statement 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  answer  by 
saying  that  he  is  not  familiar  with  the 
brief.  That  saves  the  rest  of  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  HILL.    May  I  read  the  language? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  familiar  with  the  brief. 

Mr.  President,  the  next  point  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  desires  to  discuss 
is  the  remainder  of  the  definition  of  the 
term  "lands  beneath  navigable  waters." 
The  Senator  called  attention  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  definition,  "all  lands 
within  the  boundaries  of  each  of  the  re- 
spective States  which  are  covered  by 
nontidal  waters  that  were  navigable." 
and  so  forth. 

The  second  paragraph  provides: 

(2)  all  lands  permanently  or  periodically 
covered  by  tidal  waters  up  to  but  not  above 
the  line  of  mean  high  tide  and  seaward  to  a 
line  three  geographical  miles  distant  from 
the  coastline  of  each  such  State  and  to  the 
boundary  line  of  each  such  State  where  In 
any  case  such  boundary  ae  it  existed  at  the 
time  such  State  became  a  member  of  the 
Union,  or  as  heretofore  or  hereaft«T  approved 
by  Congress,  extends  seaward  (or  Into  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico)  beyond  three  geographical 
miles,  and 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  wffl 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
brief  question  on  that  point? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
presently.  First,  I  should  like  to  finish 
my  statement. 

Mr.  President,  attention  Is  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  term  "coasthne,"  as 
used  in  this  paragraph,  is  defined  fur- 
ther along  in  the  section.  Because  the 
term  is  used  for  the  first  time  in  this 
subsection,  I  shall  read  the  definition 
at  this  point: 

(c)  The  term  "cotistllne"  means  the  line 
of  ordinary  low  water  along  that  portion  of 
the  coast  which  Is  In  direct  contact  with 
the  open  sea  and  the  line  marking  the  sea- 
ward limit  of  Inland  waters; 

So  we  have  in  mind  the  definition 
of  the  term  "coastline"  when  we  consider 
paragraph  2  of  section  2  (a),  which  I 
have  just  read.  In  other  words,  with 
respect  to  areas  not  in  the  nontidal  class, 
we  have  "all  lands  permanently  or  pe- 
riodically covered  by  tidal  waters  up  to 
but  not  above  the  line  of  mean  high  tide 
and  seaward  to  a  Une  3  geographical 
miles  distant  from  the  coastline  of  each 
such  State  and  to  the  boundary  line  of 
each  such  State  where  in  any  case  such 
boundary  as  it  existed  at  the  time  such 
State  became  a  member  of  the  Union, 
or  as  heretofore  or  hereafter  approved 
by  Congress,  extends  seaward  (or  into 
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the  Gulf  of  Mexico)  beyond  3  geographi- 
cal miles." 

UmVB    WITHTN    SKA    BOUNDARIES    DICLDDED 

Mr.  President.  I  think  it  is-  perfectly 
clear  what  is  meant  by  that  language. 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  an  anal- 
ysis of  it  appears  on  page  10  of  the  re- 
port, and  an  explanation  of  the  change 
between  the  language  of  the  pending 
joint  resolution,  as  the  committee  has 
reported  It,  and  the  original  Holland  bill, 
appears  at  page  18  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion in  section  6.  Section  6  takes  care 
of  the  only  change  that  was  made  in 
the  measure. 

Mr.  President,  referring  to  paragraph 
<2)  on  page  10  of  the  joint  resolution 
as  reported.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  that 
paragraph  includes  in  the  definition  of 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters,  those 
lands  beneath  the  open  sea  from  the 
tidewater  out  to  a  seaward  line  3  geo- 
graphical miles  distant  from  the  coast- 
line of  each  State;  and  also,  in  cases 
where  the  boundary  line  of  the  State 
was  different  at  the  time  when  it  entered 
the  Union  or  was  thereafter  changed  or 
may  hereafter  be  changed  and  approved 
by  Congress,  and  extends  seaward  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  more  than  3  geo- 
graphical miles,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  land  under  that  area  comes  within 
the  land  that  is  affected  by,  and  the  dis- 
position of  which  is  provided  for  in.  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  13. 

That  definition  has  no  other  purpose 
than  to  identify  the  lands  in  question  as 
being  under  nontidal  waters  in  the  upper 
areas  or  being  in  tidal  waters  and — and 
I  want  this  emphasized — outside  inland 
waters. 

Earlier  this  afternoon  question  was 
raised  as  to  where  the  boundaries  of 
these  States  may  be  in  the  sea.  My  an- 
swer then,  which  I  reiterate  now,  is  that 
the  pending  measure  does  not  identify 
the  location  of  those  boundaries.  It  is 
not  within  the  philosophy  of  the  joint 
resolution  that  they  be  so  identified.  If 
they  were  so  identified,  that  identifica- 
tion would  have  no  legal  effect.  The 
joint  resolution  leaves  that  question 
where  it  found  it. 

QtTESTION    OF    BOUNDARY    LOCATION    LEFT    OPEN 

It  is  the  same  question,  left  open  here, 
that  must  be  left  open  under  any  situa- 
tion which  can  arise  or  which  could  have 
arisen  after  the  pronouncement  of  the 
decision  in  the  California  case.  When 
the  Court  in  that  case  set  the  boundary 
of  the  area  of  paramount  interest  of  the 
United  States  as  adjoining  inland  waters, 
that  question  was  raised.  It  will  re- 
main to  be  adjudicated  if  we  pass  no  pro- 
posed legislation  and  if  we  simply  stand 
on  the  legal  effect  of  the  three  decisions 
In  the  California  case,  the  Texas  case, 
and  the  Louisiana  case.  That  question 
will  remain  for  determination  if  we  pass 
the  so-called  Anderson  bill.  It  will  re- 
main for  determination  under  any  con- 
ceivable arrangement  by  which  the  State 
retains  its  sole  ownership  and  rights  un- 
der inland  waters. 

The  committee  felt  that  this  was  a 
problem  which  it  found  unsettled,  and  a 
problem  which  it  could  not  legally  set- 
tle. Therefore,  the  committee  treated  it 
as  it  would  have  to  be  treated  in  any 
event,  and  left  it  there.   That  is  my  com- 


plete   answer    regarding    all    seaward 
boundaries  of  all  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
question?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Thye 
In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Has  not  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  heard  the  statements  of 
the  very  able  senior  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida [Mr.  Holland!  and  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  who  stated 
the  claims  of  their  respective  States  for 
boundaries,  not  3  miles,  but  10*2  miles 
from  their  shorelines  or  coastlines  out 
into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
answer  the  question,  but  it  is  wholly  be- 
side the  point  whether  my  hearing  was 
good  enough  to  enable  me  to  grasp  that 
or  not.  It  is  beside  the  point,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  for  I  am  discussing  the 
joint  resolution.  I  suspect  that  if  I  lis- 
ten carefully  I  shall  hear  every  point  of 
view  under  the  shining  sun  expressed 
about  this  measure  or  about  some  fea- 
ture of  it  or  what  it  is  or  what  it  should 
be  or  what  it  should  not  be.  What  some- 
one has  said  or  has  not  said  about  the 
joint  resolution,  what  someone  has  writ- 
ten or  has  not  written  about  the  joint 
resolution,  what  someone  has  propo.sed 
or  has  not  proposed  about  it — every  bit 
of  that — is  entirely  beside  the  point. 

The  question  is.  What  does  the  joint 
resolution  provide,  and  what  will  be  done 
under  the  joint  resolution?  I  shall  an- 
swer questions  in  that  field,  if  I  can;  but 
I  shall   not  answer  other  questions. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then  what  is  the 
meaning,  so  far  as  the  States  of  Texas 
and  Florida  are  concerned,  of  the  fol- 
lowing phrase,  which  begins  in  line  21 
on  page  10  of  the  resolution:  "and  to 
the  boundary  line  of  each  such  State 
where  in  any  case  such  boundary  as  it 
existed  at  the  time  such  State  became  a 
member  of  the  Union,  or  as  heretofore 
or  hereafter  approved  by  Congress,  ex- 
tends seaward  lor  into  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico* beyond  3  sreographical  miles." 

Mr.  CORDON.     The  language 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Just  a  minute,  please. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon.  I  wished  to  complete  my 
question. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  thought  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  had  asked  three  questions, 
but  without  using  a  question  mark,  and 
then  had  begun  another  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No;  I  was  going  to 
complete  the  question. 

Mr.  CORDON.  With  respect  to  the 
several  questions  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  or  the  questions  involved 
in  the  words  he  used  before  the  question 
mark  appeared,  let  me  say  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  joint  resolution  means  just 
what  it  says.  If  the  situation  in  Texas 
or  if  the  situation  in  any  other  State  falls 
within  the  provisions  of  that  language, 
then  the  language  applies  to  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  a  historical 
fact  that  the  State  of  Texas  consistently 
and  under  the  very  able  generalship  of 


the  then  attorney  general  of  Texas,  the 
present  junior  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Daniel  1 

Mr.  CORDON.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  asked  permisoion  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  beg  pardon;  I  have 
not  done  so.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield,  to  permit  me  to  ask  a 
question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield.  I  merely  wish 
to  have  proper  order  preserved. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  I  seek  to  learn  the 
meaning  of  the  lancua^'e  in  the  resolu- 
tion. I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Oregon:  Is  it  not  an  establi.^hed  fact 
that  the  State  of  Texas  has  claimed 
that  its  constitution  historically  gave  it 
ownership  of  lands  3  leagues,  or  10 'i 
land  miles,  from  the  shoreline  of  Texas 
out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico?  Is  not 
that  a  historical  fact? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  again 
it  seems  that  I  cannot  get  across  my 
original  statement  which  j^  that  I  am 
di.scussing  Senate  Joint  Rei;olution  13. 
As  to  whether  what  the  Senator  from  Il- 
linois has  said  is  or  is  not  a  fact  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  joint 
resolution  and  its  application.  The 
State  of  Texas  probably  made  the 
claim — I  have  heard  it  said  that  it  did — 
but  it  is  beside  the  point  so  far  as  this 
proposed  legislation  goes,  in  its  legal  ef- 
fect or  its  application.  I  will  answer 
questions  on  the  subject  matter  of  the 
joint  resolution  that  are  relevant  to  it 
and  its  meaning,  and  only  such  ques- 
tions. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  this  joint  reso- 
lution affirm,  reject,  or  dodge  the  is- 
sue? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  desire  me  to  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Ore^ion  yield  for  a  question?  • 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  pending 
measure  affirm,  reject,  or  dodge  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  boundaries 
of  Texas,  at  the  time  it  entered  the 
Union,  extended  10'.:  miles  from  the 
shoreline  or  coastline? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  re.solution  does 
just  what  the  Senator  from  Oregon  said 
it  did;  and  it  is  idle  to  reiterate  the 
statement. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Well,  it  must  do  one 
of  these  things.  Would  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
this  resolution  must  either  aflftrm.  re- 
ject, or  evade  the  issue?  And  I  am  now, 
in  the  form  of  a  question,  asking  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  which  one  of  the^e 
three  possible  thinjis  does  this  bill  do? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  other  words,  when 
has  the  Senator  from  Oregon  quit  beat- 
ing his  wife — or  has  he? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     No. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
re.solution  speaks  for  itself.  It  need  not 
affirm  where  the  line  is.  deny  where 
the  line  is.  affirm  that  claims  have  been 
made,  or  deny  that  they  have  been 
made.  It  applies  to  the  boundaries,  not 
to  the  claims. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
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Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
for  a  pertinent  and  relevant  question, 
of  course. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  does  this  lan- 
guage of  the  resolution  mean  as  applied 
to  the  claim  historically  advanced  by 
the  State  of  Florida,  that  at  the  time  of 
its  constitution,  in  1868.  It  claimed  title 
to  the  waters  three  leagues,  or  10 \^ 
miles,  from  the  west  coast  of  Florida, 
and  as  applied  to  the  further  claim  of  the 
State  of  Florida  that  the  terms  of  Its 
constitution  and  the  boundaries  of  the 
State  of  Florida  were  affirmed  by  the 
Congress,  when  Florida  was  either  (a) 
readmitted  to  the  Union  or  <b)  when  its 
Senators  and  Representatives  were  again 
allowed  to  take  their  seats  in  Congress? 

Wliat  does  this  resolution  do 

Mr.  CORDON.  Has  the  Senator 
stated  his  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thought  there  was 
a  question  mark  there. 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  was  a  second 
question  mark  being  threatened.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  would  like  to  take 
the  questions  one  at  a  time,  if  he  could. 
The  resolution  does  nothing  to  the  claim. 
It  neither  validates  it  nor  denies  it.  The 
re.solution  deals  with  the  boxindaries  of 
the  State  of  Florida  as  Is  perfectly  ap- 
parent from  reading  It. 

Now.  Mr.  President.  If  I  may  continue, 
.-subparagraph  (a)  on  page  10  defines 
what  the  term  "lards  beneath  navigable 
waters'  means,  and  among  other  defini- 
tions Is  that  found  on  page  11,  subsec- 
tion <3),  which  reads:  "all  filled  in. 
made,  or  reclaimed  lands  which  formerly 
were  lands  beneath  navigable  waters,  as 
herpinalx)ve  defined." 

That  would  appear  to  be  perfectly 
clear.  It  provides  that  the  joint  resolu- 
t.on  shall  apply  to  areas  that  are  now 
above  water,  but  which  were  under 
navigable  waters  at  some  time  In  the 
past. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Daniel  In  the  chalr>.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  will  yield 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  the  understand- 
ing of  the  Senator  1  rom  Oregon  that  the 
particular  provision  which  he  has  Just 
road  applies  to  fllled-in.  made,  or  re- 
claimed lands  in  navigable  waters, 
whether  such  navigable  waters  be  inland 
waters.  Great  Lakes  waters,  or  off-shore 
waters  within  tht-  boundaries  of  the 
States?  Does  it  apply  equally  to  all  such 
lands  in  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  the  view  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  certainly 
it  is  the  only  view  that  can  properly  be 
entertained,  if  the  language  of  the  sec- 
tion be  read  in  the  order  set  forth  and 
the  section  taken  within  its  four  comers. 
The  paragraph  lt«lf  provides  for  the 
applicability  of  the  definition  to  "all 
filled  in.  made,  or  i-eclaimed  lands  which 
formerly  were  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters,  as  herelnibove  defined."  The 
definition  of  navigable  waters  is  on  the 
preceding  page. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  be  gracious 


enough  to  yield  for  a  question  on  this 
point? 

Mr.  COREKDN.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  be  happy  to  yield  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  not  true  that 
the  Pollard  case,  which  was  quoted  ear- 
lier in  the  discussion  today,  referred  to 
the  very  issue  of  filled  in  lands  in  the 
city  of  Mobile,  on  Mobile  Bay,  and  that 
the  ruling  of  the  court  was  that  those 
filled  in  lands,  formerly  tidelands.  be- 
longed to  the  State? 

Mr.  COREKDN.  That  is  an  Irrelevant 
question,  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  this 
matter  is  concerned,  and  so  far  as  this 
explanation  is  concerned.  However,  the 
answer  is  "Yes." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  suggests  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  most  happy  to  engage  in 
a  discussion  of  matters  which  are  rele- 
vant to  the  explanation  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  making ;  but  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  must  say  that  if  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  going  as  far  afield  again 
as  he  has  just  gone,  bringing  in  a  matter 
that  is  wholly  irrelevant  to  the  subject 
that  was  under  discussion,  then  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon,  much  as  he  regrets  it, 
will  have  to  refuse  to  yield  at  all.  I  re- 
gret to  say  so,  but  I  am  riot  going  to 
stand  here  and  let  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  make  his  case  by  hiding  it  under 
his  questions.    He  understands  that. 

It  is  a  marvelous  piece  of  work  he  is 
doing,  but  the  Senator  from  Oregon  sim- 
ply does  not  have  time  for  it  now. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  now  on  page  11, 
subparagraph  (b).    I  read: 

(b)  The  term  "boundaries"  Includes  the 
seaward  boundaries  of  a  State  or  its  bounda- 
ries In  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  or  any  of  the  Great 
Lakes  as  they  existed  at  the  time  such  State 
became  a  member  of  the  tJnlon.  or  as  here- 
tofore or  hereafter  approved  by  the  Congress. 
or  as  extended  or  confirmed  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 4  hereof. 

Mr.  President.  I  regret  that  we  do  not 
have  a  larger  attendance  on  the  floor. 
Perhaps  Senators  are  lucky  not  to  be 
here;  I  do  not  know;  but  I  would  have 
liked  going  over  this  matter  with  those 
who  earnestly  desire  to  know  at  least 
what  was  in  the  thinking  of  the  com- 
mittee when  it  considered  the  bill  and 
reported  it  favorably. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  one  moment, 
please.  In  respect  to  subparagraph  (b) , 
which  I  have  just  read,  we  are  here  de- 
fining a  term,  "boundaries."  which  has 
been  used  earlier  in  the  section;  and 
when  we  give  this  definition,  it  must  be 
understood  that  it  Is  limited  to  the  use 
of  that  word  or  term  in  this  resolution. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  I  regret 
that  I  was  not  present  at  the  time  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  touched  upon  the 
definition  of  the  term  "coastline."  I 
should  like  to  call  his  attention  to  page 
18  of  the  committee  report,  which  refers 
to  the  fact  that  certain  words  were 
stricken  In  connection  with  the  term  "in- 
land waters."  The  words  "which  in- 
clude all  estuaries,  ports,  harbors,  bays. 


channels,  straits,  historic  bays,  and 
sounds,  and  all  other  bodies  of  water 
which  join  the  open  sea"  were  stricken  at 
the  request,  I  believe,  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  and  also  on  objection  by  the 
State  Department. 

In  striking  those  words  the  committee 
attempted  to  make  clear  in  its  explana- 
tion that  it  is  not  committed  to  any  par- 
ticular formula  for  the  determination  of 
Inland  waters,  and  it  made  clear  that  it 
does  not  believe  that  either  the  United 
States  Government  or  a  State  govern- 
ment is  bound  by  the  so-called  Boggs 
formula,  which  would  provide,  in  effect, 
that  if  tJiere  can  be  drawn  across  a  bay 
a  line  of  exactly  10  miles,  the  waters 
would  be  regarded  as  inland  waters,  but 
in  the  case  of  a  bay  of  the  same  relative 
shape  if  a  line  drawn  across  its  mouth 
would  be  10^  or  11  miles,  it  would  not 
be  regarded  as  inland  waters.  Such  a 
formula  was  rejected  by  the  committee, 
and  the  committee  made  it  clear  that  it 
did  not  intend  to  accept  a  rule  of  3  miles 
or  10  miles  across  a  bay  to  determine 
whether  it  was  a  bay. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  committee,  as  I 
recall,  and  I  think  I  am  correct,  neither 
accepted  nor  rejected  the  Boggs  formula 
or  any  other  formula.  It  specifically 
pointed  out  in  its  explanation  as  follows : 

The  committee  states  categorically  that 
the  deletion  of  the  quoted  language  In  no 
way  constitutes  an  Indication  that  the  so- 
called  Boggs  formula,  the  rule  limiting  bays 
to  areas  whose  headlands  are  not  more  than 
10  miles  apart,  or  the  artificial  arcs-of- 
clrcles  method  Is  or  shoiild  be  the  policy  of 
the  United  States  in  delimiting  inland 
waters  or  defining  coastlines. 

Then  the  explanation  goes  on  to  say: 

The  elimination  of  the  language,  in  the 
committee's  opinion,  is  consistent  with  the 
philosophy  of  the  Holland  biU  to  place  the 
States  in  the  position  in  which  both  they 
and  the  Federal  Government  thought  they 
were  for  more  than  a  century  and  a  half, 
and  not  to  create  any  situations  with  respect 
thereto. 

That  is  a  clear  statement  of  the  views 
of  the  committee,  and  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ate that  as  those  views  were  expressed 
in  comjoiittee,  they  are  expressed  in  the 
report. 

I  have  read  the  definition  of  "coast- 
line" and  have  indicated  its  application 
in  section  2  of  title  I . 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  be  gracious 
enough  to  yield  for  a  question  at  this 
point? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  address  a 
question  to  the  eminent  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  the  meaning  of  "coastline," 
insofar  as  it  refers  to  islands  offshore? 
Would  the  Senator  permit  me  to  give 
an  illustration  that  will  clarify  my  pre- 
cise question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     Certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Suppose  we  are  con- 
sidering a  State  which  has  a  number  of 
islands  10  or  15  miles  off  shore:  Are  we 
to  measure  the  coastline  from  a  line 
drawn  from  the  outer  point  of  the 
islands,  or  from  the  shore  of  the  con- 
tinent itself? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  prepared  to  discuss  the 
application  of  any  rule  defining  shore- 
lines in  a  situation  where  islands  exist 
off  the  main  mass  of  land.    There  could 
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be.  conceivably,  many  situations,  each 
needing  an  answer  depending  ujxjn  the 
depth  and  nature  of  the  waters,  the  dis- 
tance of  the  islands,,  and  many  other 
factors. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  this  is  a  most  impor- 
tant qbestion? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  there 
Is  no  question  about  the  general  im- 
portance of  the  Senator's  questibn,  but 
It  is  not  an  important  question  to  this 
resolution  or  to  any  other  resolution  or 
bill  pending  on  this  subject.  It  is  an  im- 
portant question  which  exists  irrespec- 
tive of  the  resolution  and  would  have  ex- 
isted irrespective  of  the  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  decisions. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  it  not  be  bet- 
ter for  the  bill  to  define  coast  lines  more 
carefully  and  then  to  treat  the  ques- 
tion of  islands  quite  specifically  as  a  spe- 
cial case? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  the  view  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  it  would  not. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  happy  to  3^eld. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  point  out.  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
that  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in 
the  past  6  years,  has  had  before  it  un- 
answered the  question  of  what  consti- 
tutes the  coast  line  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia. I  think  the  basic  philosophy  of 
this  resolution,  as  was  so  admirably  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
earlier,  will  establish  as  a  fact  that  which 
the  States  of  the  Union  thought  was  the 
fact  from  the  beginning  of  this  coun- 
try until  1947,  leaving  unsolved,  as  it 
was  unsolved  in  the  past,  what  actually 
constitutes  the  boundary  lines  of  the  sev- 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like,  before  the  rececs,  to  finish 
my  discussion  of  the  next  page,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  In  regard  to  the  language 
used  in  the  resolution,  however,  it  is 
clear  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  as 
it  was  clear  to  the  committee  that  al- 
though there  are  Qacstions  which  the 
resolution  does  not  attempt  to  answer — 
and  there  are  a  considerable  number  of 
them — the  proposed  legislation  does  set- 
tle the  fundamental  question  that  the 
States  have  title  to  the  lands  they  al- 
ways thought  they  owned  prior  to  the 
decisions. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Of  course,  that  is  its 
major  purpose.  It  has  a  second  purpose, 
and  that,  of  course,  has  to  do  with  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  further? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  probable 
that  Hawaii  will  be  admitted  as  the  49th 
State,  and  is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  some 
instances  the  islands  of  Hawaii  are  ap- 
proximately 1.000  miles  separated  from 
each  other?  What  is  the  understanding 
of  the  S3nator  from  Oregon  with  refer- 
ence to  the  meaning  of  this  joint  resolu- 
tion as  applied  to  the  boundaries  and 
coast  line  of  Hawaii  as  they  will  be  drawn 
from  island  to  island? 


Mr.  CORDON.  That  matter.  Mr. 
President,  does  not  appear  to  be  of  mo- 
ment in  this  resolution,  so  far  as  I  can 
now  see.  I  recognize  that  when  we  reach 
the  subject  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  we 
may  have  some  difficult  problems  in  that 
field.  However,  those  problems  are  not 
made  by  this  bill,  and  they  will  not  exist 
until  such  time  as  Hawaii  becomes  a 
State.  Then  what  is  done  here  now  may 
be  of  assistance  in  determining  what 
shall  be  done  in  connection  with  the  act 
of  admission. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  please  ask  questions  which  are 
relevant  to  the  matter  under  discussion? 
I  should  like  to  proceed  uninterruptedly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  thinks  is  relevant,  appar- 
ently is  not  GO  regarded  by  the  Senator 
from  Orego.i.  I  ascure  the  Senator  that 
I  am  not  askmg  thes'^  questions  with  any 
intention  of  lieing  discourteous. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  sure  cf  that.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  interested  in  an 
opposing  view,  and  I  am  sure  he  would 
like  to  make  his  case  on  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregcn.  SomeUmes  that 
makes  a  better  caGc.  but  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  does  not  want  to  help  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  do  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  further  yield •;> 

Mr.  CORDON.  Yes.  But  let  us  get 
ba:k  to  the  resclution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Ic  it  not  true  that  for 
some  years  the  quection  of  the  bound- 
aries ox  California  has  been  before  a 
master  of  the  United  Slates  Supreme 
Court? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  is  no  question 
about  that." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  net  true  that 
the  master  has  made  a  report,  finding 
that  the  boundary  should  be  measured 
from  the  continent  of  America,  not  from 
the  islands  oil  the  California  coast? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  liave 
not  studied  the  master's  report.  I  have 
looked  into  the  record  sufficiently  to  un- 
derstand that  almost  everyone  concerned 
with  the  matter  has  entered  objections 
and  taken  exceptions  to  the  report.  At 
least,  the  special  masters  findings  and 
recommendations  are  siill  subjecL  to  de- 
termination by  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  President,  aj;ain  we  are  oil  the 
subject. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a  fur- 
ther question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Just  a  moment, 
please.  I  am  being  fairly  generous  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  Is. 
Indeed. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  permit  one  observation,  the 
case  which  has  been  pending  6  years,  and 
which  after  much  labor  has  brought 
forth  a  master's  report,  applies  to  only 
15' 2  miles  of  the  nearly  1,000 
miles  of  the  coast  of  California.  That 
indicates  something  of  the  difficulty  in 
connection  with  the  fixing  of  a  boundary 
delimiting  inland   waters,   because   the 


question  in  that  case  was  only  as  to  15 'i 
miles,  and  not  as  to  the  entire  California 
coast. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit that  whether  it  be  difficult  or  simple 
to  delimit  inland  waters,  or  difficult  or 
simple  to  determine  State  boundaries, 
the  fact  is  that  the  problems  are  with 
us.  They  are  with  us  without  regard  to 
the  proposed  legislation,  and  they  will 
be  with  us  in  any  other  legislation  which 
may  be  sugk'ested  in  the  field.  These 
problems  are  not  created  by  the  pending 
joint  resolution;  the  joint  resolution  does 
not  solve  them  and  cannot  solve  them. 

The  boundaries  of  the  States  cannot 
be  changed  by  ConBre.<;s  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  States.  We  cannot  do  any- 
thing legislatively  in  that  field,  and  we 
have  not  sought  to  do  so  in  this  mea.sure. 

I  think  that  answers  all  and  every  one 
of  the  discussions  with  reference  to 
boundary  lines  of  the  States,  Including 
whether  they  are  measured  from  low 
water,  high  water,  inland  water,  or  some 
island. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  proceed  a  little  further,  but  I 
will  see  how  much  stamina  I  have.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  Am  I  to  understand, 
then,  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  Is 
saying  that  paragraph  <ci  on  page  11 
doe.s  not  make  any  determination  what- 
soever as  to  whether  the  coastline  ihM 
be  measured  from  the  continental  land 
mass  or  from  outlying  l.sland.s? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  believe  that  para- 
graph (c>  is  perfectly  clear.  It  dees  not 
take  into  consideration  the  question  of 
out.'-ide  islands  as  islands.  To  the  ex- 
tent, that  they  may  alTect  the  measur- 
ing of  inland  waters,  they  are  compre- 
hended. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  docs  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  desire  to  suspend 
until  tomorrow? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  be  very  will- 
ing' to  su.'-pend. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  had  not  intended  to  pro- 
po.se  tiiat  the  Senate  remain  in  se.ssion 
this  week  later  than  the  usual  5  o'clock 
adjournment  time. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  would  appreciate  a 
little  breathing  .'^pell. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr  President.  I  a.sk  unan- 
imous con.sent  that  when  the  Senate  re- 
convenes tomorrow,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  1  Mr.  Cordon  I  shall  have  the  floor 
in  order  to  continue  his  discussion  of  the 
joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  when  the  Senate  con- 
cludes its  business  today,  it  adiourn  un- 
til 12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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COMMISSION  TO  STUDY  FEDERAL- 
STATE  RELATIONS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  Mr.  President, 
the  Ei-senhower  administration,  in  office 
a  scant  3  months,  has  followed  through 


on  its  first  campaign  pledge  dealing  with 
taxation  policy,  a  ijolicy  which  is  prob- 
ably closer  to  the  American  people  than 
any  other  domestic  issue  we  will  deal  with 
in  this  body. 

The  fulfillment  of  this,  the  first  of  four 
taxation  planks  in  :he  Republican  Party 
platform  of  1952.  is  not  by  its  nature  a 
headline-getting  medium.  It  may  be 
that  only  keen  studmts of  Government — 
or  those  officials  close  enough  to  this 
vital  situation  to  c  ire — had  the  interest 
to  read  through  the  President's  message 
to  Congress  proposing  the  establishment 
of  a  Commission  To  Study  the  Relation- 
ship of  Federal.  S-ate.  and  Local  Gov- 
ernments. But  in  fact  the  Eisenhower 
administration  ha.'  redeemed  its  debt  to 
a  platform  plank  w  hich.  in  my  judgment, 
may  well  turn  out  to  be  the  most  impor- 
umt  fl.scal  accomplishment  of  its  years. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  first  read  this 
particular  portion  of  the  Republican 
platform  on  tax  policy  which  the  party 
advocated  and  carried  into  the  1952  cam- 
paign: 

An  Immediate  Ftud  /  directed  toward  reallo- 
catlon  of  fields  of  taxation  between  the  Fed- 
eral. .Slate,  and  municipal  governments  bo  as 
t'l  allow  urealer  fiscal  freedom  to  the  States 
jiiid  munlclimUtles,  thus  minimizing  double 
t.txation  and  enablli  (^  the  various  divisions 
L,f  Onvernment  to  meet  their  obligations 
more  efUclenlly. 

The  Republican  platform  used  the 
word  "immediate"  in  its  reference  to  the 
suggested  study — and  President  Eisen- 
hower and  his  associates  took  the  plat- 
form at  its  word. 

The  idea  of  a  study  of  the  proper  rela- 
tionships between  our  three  levels  cf 
Government  is  not  new  with  the  Repub- 
lican Party,  nor  was  it  new  m  Chicago 
last  summer. 

S<'veral  bills  have  been  Introduced  in 
past  Congresses  with  a  view  toward  es- 
tablishing a  Comm-ssion  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations,  designed  to  study  the 
prospects  of  gettini?  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment out  of  a  nvmibor  of  fields  of  Gov- 
ernment which  would  b3  better  left  to 
the  States  to  administer. 

In  the  81.st  Congress,  a  bill,  S.  1146.  to 
F'-i  up  this  study  group  was  approved  by 
the  Senate. 

However,  on  the  following  day,  the  bill 
was  recalled  from  the  House,  and  it  may 
wt  11  have  been  that  partisan  considera- 
tions provoked  th  it  action.  I  have  al- 
ways suspected  such  to  be  the  case. 

I  was  a  coauthoT  of  that  bill,  as  well  as 
the  author  of  similar  legislation  in  the 
81st  and  83d  Congresses. 

I  am  grateful  ror  the  cosponsorship 
and  maximum  support  of  thsse  efforts  by 
many  of  my  colleagues  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  through  the  difficult  years  when 
the  executive  climate  was  not  conducive 
to  the  bearing  of  the  fruit  of  economy. 
There  is.  however,  a  new  climate  in 
Washington  these  days. 

Mr.  President,  please  allow  me  to  point 
out  how  President  Elsenhower  picked  up 
the  ball  of  leadership  in  this  matter  and 
started  goalward  with  it. 

Back  in  July  at  a  press  conference,  he 
had  this  to  say: 

I  favor  carrying  out  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion recommendations.  I  want  to  carry  this 
recommendation  further,  and  support  a 
ftudy  to  determine  whether  some  Federal 
fuiicilons  cannot  be  returned  to  the  States. 


The  closer  to  home  we  can  keep  the  resx>cn- 
Blblllty,  cost,  and  authority  for  all  Govern- 
ment projects,  the  better. 

During  the  campaign,  he  touched  upon 
this  plank  nailed  into  the  Republican 
platform  in  this  fashion: 

At  Houston,  Tex.,  the  home  of  the  dis- 
tinguished present  occupant  of  the  chair 
(Mr.  Daniel),  on  October  14,  1952,  Can- 
didate Elisenhower  declared: 

Keep  as  much  of  the  Government  as  close 
to  the  people  aa  possible.  That  system  of 
government  has  served  us  well,  one  In  which 
States  have  had  a  vital  part.  The  preserva- 
tion of  local  order,  elbowroom  to  produce 
and  build,  protection  of  our  titles  to  land — 

A  subject  which  is  very  close  to  tis  at 
the  moment — 

the  sacredness  of  our  homes  from  Intrusion, 
our  right  to  get  the  best  schooling  for  our 
children — we  are  secured  these  basic  free- 
doms In  the  first  Instance  by  our  State,  our 
county,  and  our  hometown. 

A  few  months  later  he  was  President 
Eisenhower,  facing  the  Congress  in  his 
maiden  state-of-the-Union  address.  He 
told  the  Congress: 

To  bring  clear  purpose  and  orderly  proce- 
dure into  this  whole  field.  I  anticipate  a 
thorough  study  by  an  appropriate  commis- 
sion of  the  proper  relationship  among  Fed- 
eral, State,  and  local  programs  In  this  whole 
field. 

In  requesting  the  Congress  to  author- 
ize a  Federal-State  relationship  commis- 
sion, our  President  said  in  his  message  of 
March  30: 

The  present  division  of  activities  between 
Federal  and  State  governments.  Including 
Ihelr  local  subdivisions.  Is  a  product  of  more 
than  a  century  and  a  half  of  piecemeal  and 
often  haphazard  growth.  This  growth  in 
recent  decades  has  proceeded  at  a  speed  defy- 
ing order  and  efficiency.  One  program  after 
another  has  been  launched  to  meet  emer- 
gencies and  expanding  public  needs  •  •  •. 
In  many  cases,  especially  within  the  past  20 
years,  the  Federal  Government  has  entered 
fields  which,  under  our  Constitution,  are  the 
primary  rpsp>onslblllties  of  State  and  local 
governments. 

This  has  tended  to  blur  the  responsibilities 
of  local  government.  It  has  led  to  duplica- 
tion and  waste.  It  Is  time  to  relieve  the 
people  of  the  need  to  pay  taxes  on  taxes. 


Thus  spoke  General  Eisenhower,  as 
candidate  and  as  Chief  Executive. 

Leadership  in  this  eminently  impor- 
tant field  of  fiscal  and  functional  rela- 
tionships has  been  taken  and  tenaciously 
clung  to  by  such  outstanding  organiza- 
tions as  the  Council  of  State  Govern- 
ments and  its  Governors'  Conference;  by 
the  American  Municipal  Association,  the 
National  County  Officers  Association,  the 
National  Municipal  League,  and  many 
other  organizations  which  have  given  our 
legislative  proposals  their  earnest  sup- 
port through  the  difficult  years. 

The  Governors  Conference  commit- 
tee on  intergovernmental  relations, 
headed  by  the  distinguished  Governor  of 
New  Jersey,  Alfred  E.  Driscoll,  stated 
this  view  earlier  this  year: 

Our  system  of  government  can  be  main- 
tained only  If  the  soA-erelgnty  of  the  several 
States  Is  preserved.  The  tax  policies  of  the 
Federal  Government  have  made  it  vlrtuaUy 
Impossible  for  the  State  and  local  govern- 
ments to  obtain  tho  revenues  which  they 
require. 

The  levying  of  taxus  upon  Identical  prod- 
ucts by  both  State  ard  Federal  Governments 


results  In  a  wasteful  duplication  of  admin- 
istrative expense. 

It  is  the  belief  of  the  Governors'  Con- 
ference that  more  efficient  service  to  the 
citizens  could  be  rendered  at  lower  cost  if 
certain  of  the  taxes  now  levied  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  were  abandoned  to  the 
States  In  lieu  of  Federal  grants-in-aid. 

Mr.  President,  as  long  ago  as  May  9. 
1949,  Governor  Driscoll  came  before  the 
Joint  Subcommittee  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations  of  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate Committees  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

Testifying  on  behalf  of  several  bills 
which  would  have  established  a  study 
Commission,  Governor  Driscoll  stated, 
with  vision  and  candor: 

Year  after  year  our  Presidents  In  public 
messages  have  stressed  the  imjKvrtance  of 
retaining  our  Federal  system,  and  pointed  to 
the  danger  of  concentrated  political  power 
based  upon  the  power  to  tax  and  distribute 
tax  money. 

The  continued  usurpation  by  the  Federal 
Government  of  tax  bases  formerly  belonging 
to  the  States  and  their  political  subdivisions 
has  dried  up  sources  of  revenue  upon  which 
the  latter  relied,  and  thus  increased  the 
pressure  upon  the  Federal  Government  for 
Federal  assistance. 

We  have  thus,  therefore,  a  vicious  circle 
In  which  requests  for  assistance  compel  tho 
Federal  Government  to  maintain  abnormally 
high  taxes  when  the  solution  of  the  problem 
is  to  be  found  in  the  reduction  of  Federal 
spending  and  the  restoration  to  the  States 
and  their  political  subdivisions  the  capacity 
to  finance  governmental  services  at  the  local 
level  where  the  benefit  is  received. 

Mr.  President,  suffice  it  to  say  that 
there  are  many  responsible  officials  at 
all  levels  of  government  who  have  read- 
ily seen  that  our  competitive  fiscal  and 
tax  relationships,  our  overlapping  func- 
tions, and  our  duplicating  services  rep- 
resented a  governmental  bearcat  which 
would  sooner — not  later — have  to  be 
seized  by  the  tail. 

The  President's  message  and  the  leg- 
islation which  will  soon  be  offered  in  the 
Congress  represent  the  "seized  tail." 

What  would  this  Commission  study; 
how  would  it  approach  this  major  prob- 
lem of  our  times? 

I  submit,  by  way  of  suggestion  only, 
that  all  Federal  grants-in-aid  programs 
be  examined  to  determine  the  following : 
First.  Should  the  grant  be  continued? 
Second.  Can  and  should  the  service  be 
provided  and  financed  by  the  State  it- 
self and  to  what  extent? 

Third.  How  should  the  activity  be  ad- 
ministered? 

To  enable  the  States  to  assume  more 
of  the  responsibility  for  performing  the 
domestic  functions  of  government  and 
to  raise  necessary  revenue  to  support 
these  activities,  the  National  Govern- 
ment might  well  withdraw  from  such 
tax  areas  as  gasoline,  admissions  and 
amusements,  local  telephone  service,  and 
might  reduce  to  some  extent  excise  taxes 
on  alcoholic  beverages  and  on  tobacco 
products. 

It  might  reorganize  and  readjust  Fed- 
eral estate  and  gift  taxes  in  order  that 
the  States  might  receive  approximately 
50  percent  of  the  combined  revenue  de- 
rived therefrom. 

More  specifically,  Mr.  President,  take 
the  field  of  health,  for  example. 
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There  are  10  separate  and  distinct 
programs  in  this  field  to  which  the  Fed- 
eral Government  contributes  through 
grants-in-aid  to  the  States. 

They  are:  General  health  assistance, 
venereal-disease  control,  mental  health, 
heart-disease  control,  tuberculosis  con- 
trol, cancer  control,  water-pollution  con- 
trol, maternal  and  child  health  services, 
services  for  crippled  children,  and  hos- 
pital construction. 

Seven  of  these  activities  clearly  have  to 
do  with  health.  With  respect  to  three, 
there  are  other  major  aspects  involved, 
such  as  welfare,  education,  and  public 
works. 

The  total  Federal  grant  to  the  States 
for  these  10  activities  in  1952  was  $143 
million. 

These  grant  programs,  certainly  those 
that  are  strictly  health,  might  be  re- 
appraised as  a  whole. 

Should  the  Federal  Government  in 
Washington  continue  to  make  all  these 
grants? 

Should  there  be  one  consolidated  grant 
for  general  public  health  rather  than 
many  individual  and  specific  grants  for 
parts  of  the  health  program? 

These  are  questions  which  the  Com- 
mission might  carefuly  explore. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  other 
areas  of  function,  including  agriculture, 
the  old-age  assistance  program,  and  the 
construction  of  highways,  which  readily 
lend  themselves  to  exploration. 

These  are  random  ideas  hammered  out 
on  the  tough  anvil  of  governmental  ex- 
perience. 

The  field  of  inquiry  is  wide  and  the 
chances  for  improvement  bright. 

Those  of  us  who  have  labored  in  the 
wilderness  have  a  new  champion  in  the 
executive  department  and  we  have  a 
growing  public  awareness  of  the  problem 
aiding  us  in  our  revived  efforts. 

A  few  days  ago.  en  March  29,  a  clear- 
thinking  editor  of  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune  had  this  to  say  in  an  editorial : 

The  problem  of  double  and  triple  taxation 
Is  a  fairly  recent  one.  arising  from  the  pres- 
sure for  more  revenxie  existing  at  all  levels 
of  government. 

Through  much  of  our  history.  Washington 
obtained  what  It  needed  for  national  pui- 
poees  from  customs  duties,  excise  taxes,  and 
the  sale  of  public  lands;  while  property  taxes 
and  license  fees  sufficed  for  the  States. 

Today,  however,  the  tendency  Is  for  various 
governmental  authorities  to  drink  thirstily 
at  the  same  sources  of  revenue. 

Gasoline  and  beer  are  taxed  by  all  48  States 
as  well  as  by  the  Federal  Government;  death 
taxes  and  taxes  on  liquor  fall  almost  as 
prevalently  under  the  double  burden. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  col- 
leagues who  joined  me  in  the  introduc- 
tion of  Senate  bill  526  in  the  present  Con- 
gress will  need  no  urging  when  the  ad- 
ministration bill  is  offered  in  the  Senate. 

I  have  reference  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  SchoeppelI. 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Wil- 
liams], the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
HiCKiNXoopER  ] ,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson],  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]  ,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall],  the  -Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
B&icKn],    and   my    distinguished   col- 


league,  the   senior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]. 

The  Senate,  I  am  certain,  will  recog- 
nize in  the  administration  bill  to  be 
offered  by  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  an  opportunity  for  financial  re- 
demption from  a  hodge-podge  of  con- 
fusion which  has  been  with  us  too  long. 


nations,  which  were  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


PROGRAM  FOR  TOMORROW  AND 

NEXT  WEEK 
Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President.  I  desire  to 
make  a  brief  statement  about  the  pro- 
gram of  the  Senate  for  tomorrow  and 
next  week.     The   Senate  will   meet   to- 
morrow at  12  o'clock  noon  and  continue 
the  discussion  of  the  tidelands  resolution 
after  the  morning  business  is  concluded. 
Following  the  debate  on  the  resolution 
it  is  proposed  to  have  the  Senate  recess 
or  adjourn  until  next  Monday.     At  the 
session  on  Monday  no  important  meas- 
ures will  be  taken  up,  although  nomina- 
tions to  which  there  is  no  objection  may 
be     considered.     Senators     desirina;     to 
make  speeches  may  do  so  at  that  time. 
It  is  proposed  to  have  the  Senate  re- 
sume  its   work   on   Tuesday,    and    it   is 
expected  that  from  that  time  forward  the 
Senate  will  meet  every  day  of  the  week, 
except  Saturday  and  Sunday,  in  order  to 
consider  proposed  legislation  which,  from 
now  on.  will  be  coming  to  the  Senate 
continuously  as  committees  make  their 
reports. 

Probably  the  proposed  tidelands  legis- 
lation will  be  followed  by  consideration 
of  the  defense  production  and  controls 
bill.  I  hope  that  bill  may  be  followed 
by  the  measure  providing  statehood  for 
Hawaii.  By  that  time  appropriation 
bills  and  other  measures  probably  will  be 
pressing  on  the  Senate.  So  beginning 
next  Tuesday,  it  is  proposed  to  have  the 
Senate  meet  every  day  through  FYlday 
in  each  week. 

Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  mention  an- 
other matter.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  has  the  floor. 


PROTOCOL  MODIFYING  TREATY  OP 
FRIENDSHIP.  COMMERCE.  AND 
CONSULAR  RIGHTS  WITH  FIN- 
LAND—REMOVAL OF  INJUNCTION 
OF  SECRECY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
Daniel  in  the  chair).  As  in  executive 
session,  the  Chair  lays  before  the  Sen- 
ate Executive  C.  83d  Congress.  1st  ses- 
sion, a  protocol  signed  at  Washington 
on  December  4.  1952.  modifying  the 
treaty  of  friendship,  commerce,  and 
consular  ritzhts  between  the  United 
States  and  Finland,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton on  February  13.  1934.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  injunction  of  secrecy  will  he 
removed  from  the  protocol,  and  the 
protocol,  together  with  the  Presidents 
me.ssaup.  will  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  and  the  mes- 
sage from  the  President  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record.  The  Chair  hears  no 
objection. 

The  message  from  the  President  is  as 
follows: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

With  a  view  to  receiving  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  ratification, 
I  tran.'^mit  herewith  a  protocol,  signed 
at  Washington  on  Decemt)er  4,  1952, 
modifyina  the  treaty  of  friendship,  com- 
merce, and  consular  rights  between  the 
United  States  and  Finland,  signed  at 
Washington  on  F'ebruary  13.  1934. 

I  tran-^mit  also,  for  the  Information  of 
the  Senate,  the  report  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  with  respect  to  the  protocol. 

DWIGHT     D.     ElSKNHOWER. 

The   White   House.    April   1,    1953. 

(Enclosures:  (1)  Report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  (2)  Protocol,  signed  at 
Washington  December  4,  1952.  modify- 
ini,'  the  treaty  of  friendship,  commerce, 
and  consular  rights  with  Finland.) 
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GOOD  FRIDAY  OBSERVANCE 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  In  this 
morning's  Washington  Post  I  noticed  a 
statement  by  the  Rev.  Joseph  E.  Gedra, 
executive  secretary  of  the  Committee  for 
Three  Hours  Observance  of  Good  Friday, 
that  the  House  customarily  has  ad- 
journed in  commemoration  of  Good 
Friday,  but  that  this  will  be  the  first  time 
in  many  years  the  Senate  will  have  done 
so.  I  desire  to  correct  that  statement, 
because  for  the  past  6  years  the  Senate 
has  not  met  on  Good  Friday.  Before 
that  time,  sometimes  the  Senate  met  on 
that  day  and  sometimes  it  did  not.  In 
the  30  years  preceding  this  year  the  Sen- 
ate was  in  session  on  Good  Friday  13 
times,  and  not  in  session  17  times.  So 
the  Senate  will  be  setting  no  precedent 
by  recessing  from  Thursday  of  this  week 
to  Monday  of  next  week. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Daniel  in  the  chair )  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi- 


EXEcurrvE  reports  op 

COMMITTEES 

As  in  executive  se.ssion. 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr  BRICKFTR.  from  the  Committee  on 
BanJclng  and   Currency: 

Ray  M.  Gidney,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  vice  Preston  Delano,  re- 
signed. 

By  Mr.  BUSH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency: 

Glen  E.  Edgerton,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Di- 
rectors of  the  EUpurt-Import  Bank  of  Wash- 
ington. 

By  Mr,  SALTONSTALL,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services: 

John  Roger  Lewis,  of  New  York,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of   the  Air  Force. 

By  Mr  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

John  M  Allison,  of  Nebraska,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  class  1.  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  Japan; 
and 

William  Howard  Taft  III.  of  Connecticut, 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary to  Ireland. 


By  Mr.  CASE,  from  the  Committee  on  the 

DL-^tnct  of  Columbia: 

Samuel  Spencer,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  a  Commissioner  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY.  from  the  Corrunlttee  on 
Interstate   and   Foreign   Commerce: 

Chan  Gurney.  of  South  Dakota,  to  be  a 
mtmber  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  (re- 
iijipolntment) ; 

Harmar  D.  Denny,  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
vice  Donald  W.  Nyrop.  resigned;  and 

John  C.  Doerfer.  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
under  the  order  previously  entered.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  fat  5 
o'clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m.) ,  In  accord- 
ance with  the  order  previously  entered, 
the  Senat?  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  April  2.  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
mendiaiL 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive  nominations  received  April 

1. 1953: 

Civil  Sthvici  Commissioic 

George  U.  Moore,  of  Kentucky,  to  be  a  Civil 
Service  Commissioner. 

Depahtmint  or  Jusnc* 

Stanley  N.  Barnes,  of  California,  to  be 
Assistant  Attorney  General  to  flU  an  eiUtlng 
vacancy. 

Untttd  States  Distwct  Jcbc* 

Lester  L  Cecil,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United  States 
di.strict   judge    for   the   southern   district   of 
Ohio,  vice  Robert  R.  Nevln.  deceased. 
In  the  AuiT 

Gen  James  Alward  Van  Fleet.  03847,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (major  general.  U.  S. 
Army  I.  to  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  In 
the  grade  of  general  under  the  provisions 
cf  subsection  504  (d)  of  the  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 

■■  mmm  •• 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  April  1,  1953 

The  House  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Rev.  Idrls  W.  Jones,  associate  minister. 
Calvarv  Baptist  Church.  Washington. 
D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almiphty  and  most  merciful  Father, 
we  would  begin  the  discussions  and  de- 
cisions of  this  day  in  the  spirit  of  wor- 
ship and  thanksgiving. 

We  thank  Thee  for  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Their  de- 
ci.sions  affect  the  destiny  of  so  many 
human  lives.  Keep  them  true,  there- 
fore, to  the  noblest  insights  Thou  hast 
taught  them  through  the  many  expe- 
riences of  life. 

Truly  do  we  need  Thy  guidance  and 
Thy  help,  our  Father.  May  no  un- 
worthy motives  move  us  this  day.  May 
we  so  plan,  speak,  and  act  that  when  we 
come  to  the  close  of  the  day.  in  the  quiet 
of  our  rooms,  each  one  of  us  may  Sense 
the  word  of  the  Lord:  "WeU  done,  good 
and  faithful  servant." 

This  is  our  prayer  for  today,  in  the 
spirit  of  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


SUBMERGED  LANDS  BILL 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  busi- 
ness is  the  vote  on  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cellek]  to  recommit  the  bill  H.  R.  4198, 
the  so-called  tidelands  bill. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ceixes  moves  to  recommit  H.  R.  4198 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  a  quorum  is 
not  present  and  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quonmi 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  106,  nays  283,  not  voting  42, 
as  follows : 

[Roll  No.  21] 

YEAS — 106 

Addon  Izio  George  Moulder 

Albert  Gordon  Mulier 

Andersen.  Granahan  O'Brien,  ni. 

H  Carl  Green  OBrlen,  Mtch. 

AspmaU  Gregory  OBrien.  N.  Y. 

Bailey  Gross  O'Hara.  m. 

Barrett  Hart  O'Konskl 

Blatnlk  Hays.  Ohio  O'Neill 

Boland  Heselton  Perkins 

Boiling  Holtztrian  Pfost 

Buchanan  HoweU  Polk 

Buckley  Hull  PoweU 

Burdlck  Javits  Price 

Canfield  Jones.  Ala.  Priest 

Case  Jones.  Mo.  Prouty 

Celler  Karsten.  Mo.  Radwan 

Chatham  Keating  Reams 

CheU  Kee  Rhodes,  Pa. 

Chudoff  Kelley,  Pa.  Roberts 

Grosser  Kelly,  N.  Y.  Robsion,  Ky. 

Dawson,  111.  Keogh  Rodino 

Delaney  Kirwan  Rogers,  Colo. 

Dodd  Klein  Rooney 

Dollinger  Kluczynskl  Roosevelt 

Donohue  Lane  Secrest 

Eberharter  Lanham  Siemlnskl 

Edmondson  Lesinski  Spence 

KUlott  McCarthy  Staggers 

Felghan  McCormack  Sullivan 

Fernandea  Machrowicz  Sutton 

Fine  Madden  Trimble 

Fogarty  MarshaU  Watts 

Porand  Metcalf  Wier 

Frazier  Miller,  Kans.  Withrow 

Friedel  Mills  Yates 

GarmatZ  Moss 


Abbltt 

Abernethy 

Adair 

Alexander 

Allen.  Calif. 

Allen.  lU. 

Andresen. 

Augxist  H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 

Auchlnclosa 

Ayres 

Baker 

Harden 

Bates 

Battle 

Beamer 

Becker 

Belcher 

Bender 

Bennett.  Fla. 

Bennett.  Mich 

Bentley 

Bentaen 

Berry 

Betts 

Bishop 

Boggs 

Bolton. 
Frances  P. 


NAYS— 283 

Bolton. 

Oliver  P. 
Benin 
Bonner 
Bosch 
Bow 

Bramblett 
Bray  . 
Brooks.  La. 
Brooks.  Tex. 
Brown.  Ga. 
Brownson 
BroyhlU 
Budge 
Burleson 
Busbey 
Bush 

Byrnes,  Wis. 
Camp 
CampbeU 
Carlyle 
Carrlgg 
,    Cederberg 
Chenoweth 
Chlperfleld 
Church 
Clardy 
Clevenger 
Cole,  Mo. 
Cole,  N.  T. 
Colmer 


Cooley 

Coon 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Cretella 

Crumpacker 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Cvirtls.  Mo. 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Dague 

Davis.  Ga. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Deane 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

D'Kwart 

Dies 

Dolliver 

Dondero 

Donovan 

Dow.  N.  Y. 

Dowdy 

Doyle 

Durham 

Ellsworth 

Engle 

Fallon 

Fenton 

Pino 

Fisher 


Ford 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frelinghuysen 

Gamble 

Gary 

Gathlngs 

Gavin 

Gentry 

Golden 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant 

Gubser 

Gwinn 

Hagen.  Calif. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Hale 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harris 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Harrison.  Va. 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hays.  Ark. 

H^^bert 

Herlong 

Hess 

Hiestand 

Hill 

HiUelson 

Hillings 

Hinshaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  ni. 

Hoffman.  Mich 

Holmes 

Holt 

Hope 

Horan 

Hasmer 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson 

Jonas.  III. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones.  N.  C. 
Kean 
Kearns 
Kersten.  Wis. 
Kilburn 
Kilday 
Kmg.  Calif. 
King,  Pa. 
Knox 


Kruegcr 

Laird 

Landrum 

LantafI 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Long 

Lovre 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McConnell 

McDcnoxigh 

McGregor 

McMUlan 

McVey 

Mack,  Wash. 

Mahon 

MalUiard 

Martin,  Iowa 

Mason 

Matthews 

Merrill 

Miller,  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Morrison 

Mumma 

Murray 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norrell 

Oakman 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Osmers 

Ostertag 

Passman 

Patman 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Phllbln 

Phillips 

Pllcher 

PlUlon 

Poage 

Poff 

Poulson 

Preston 

Rains 

Ray 

Raybum 

Reed.  111. 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Regan 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Riehlman 

Riley 

Rivers 

Robeson,  Va. 

Rogers.  Fla. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Rogers.  Tex. 
Sadlak 

NOT  VOTING — 42 


St.  George 

Sayior 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scott 

Scrlvner 

Scudder 

Seely-Brown 

Selden 

Shafer 

Sheehan 

Short 

SBuford 

Sikts 

Simpson,  ni. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith.  Kans. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith.  Wis. 

Springer 

Staafler 

Steed 

Strlngfellow 

Taber 

Talle 

Teague 

Thomas 

Thompson.  La. 

Thompson. 

Mtch. 
Thompson.  Tex. 

Thorn  berry 

Toll  ef  son 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Van  2^ndt 

Velde 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Walnwrlght 

Walter 

Wampler 

Warburton 

Weichel 

Westland 

Wharton 

Wheeler 

Whltten 

Wlckersham 

Widnall 

Wiggles  worth 

V^lUlams.  Miss. 

Williams.  N.  Y. 

Willis 

Wilson.  Calif, 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Wolcott 

Wolverton 

Yorty 

Young 

Younger 


Boykln 

Brown,  Ohio 

Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Cannon 

Carnahan 

Condon 

Corbett 

Coudert 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Dawson.  tJtah 

Dempsey 

Dingell 

Dorn.  S.  C. 


Evlns 

F*ulton 

Haley 

Heller 

Hollfleld 

Judd 

Kearney 

McCuUoch 

Mclntlre 

Mack,  lU. 

Magnuson 

Meader 

Merrow 

MlUer.  Calif. 


MoUohan 

Morgan 

Norblad 

Patten 

Rabaut 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Richards 

Shelley 

Sheppard 

Taylor 

Vinson 

W  Instead 

Withers 

Zablockl 


So    the    motion    to    recommit    was 
rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 

pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr  withers  for.  with  Mr.  Sheppard  against. 
Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  for.  with  Mr.  Vinson 

against.  ^     ^  .      . 

Mr.  Condon  for,  with  Mr.  Richards  against. 

Mr  Zablockl  for,  with  Mr.  Judd  against. 

Mr.  cannon  for.  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Ten- 
nessee against. 

Mr  Byrd  for.  with  Mr.  Taylor  against. 

Mr.  Dawson  of  Utah  tar.  with  Mr.  Kearney 
against.  ^         ,      . 

Mr    Rabaut  for,  with  Mr    Coudert  agunst. 

Mr  Patten  for,  with  Mr.  Haley  against. 

Mr.    Magnuson    for.    with    Mr.    Mclntlre 

against.  .     . 

Mr  Carnahan  for.  with  Mr.  Merrow  against. 

Mr.  DlngeU  for.  with  Mr.  Hollfleld  agamsu 
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Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Shelley   against. 

Mr.  Heller  for.  with  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio 
against. 

Mr.  Morgan  for.  with  Mr.  McCuUoch 
against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Pulton  with  Mr.  Miller  of  California. 

Mr.  Corbett  with  Mr.  Evins. 

Mr.  Meader  with  Mr.  Dempsey 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Winstead. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE  changed  her  vote 
from  "yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  285,  nays  108,  not  voting  38, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  221 


Abbltt 

Abernethy 

Adair 

Ale.xander 

Allen.  CalLf. 

Allen,  111. 

Andresen, 
Aug\ist  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Auchlnclosa 

Ay  res 

Baker 

Harden 

Bates 

Battle 

Beamer 

Becker 

Belcher 

Bender 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Bennett,  Mich, 

Bentley 

Bentsen 

Berry 

B?tts 

Bishop 

Boggs 

Bjlton. 
FYances  P. 

Bolton. 
Oliver  P. 

Bonin 

Bonner 

Bocch 

Bcw 

Boykin 

Bramblett 

Bray 

Brooks,  La. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Brownson 

Broyhlll 

Burleson 

Bus  bey 

Buoh 

Byrnes  Wis. 

Camp 

Campbell 

Carly'e 

Carrigg 

Cederberg 

Chenoweth 

Chiperfleld 

Church 

Ciardy 

Clevenger 

Cole,  Mo. 

Cole,  N.  y. 

Colrr.er 

Cooley 

Coon 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Cretella 

Crunipacker 

Cunningham 

Curti.=  .  Mass. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curti.s.  Nebr. 

CabUt) 


YEAS— 285 

Davis,  Ga. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Deane 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

DEwart 

Dies 

Dolliver 

Dondero 

Donohue 

Donovan 

Dorn.  N.  Y. 

Dowdy 

Doy'.e 

Durham 

Edmondson 

Ellsworih 

Engle 

Fallon 

Fenton 

Fl-^her 

Ford 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frelinghuysen 

Gamble 

Gary 

Gathlngs 

Gavin 

Gentry 

Golden 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant 

Gub.-er 

Gwmn 

Hagen.  Ca'.lf. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Hale 

Halleck 

Hand 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harris 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Harrison.  Va. 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hays,  Ark. 

H.'bert 

Herlong 

Hess 

Hiestand 

HiU 

Hillelson 

Hillings 

Hinshaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman.  Ill, 

Hoffman,  M.ch. 

Holmes 

Holt 

Hope 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Ikard 

Jackson 

James 

Jarman 

Jenkins 


Jensen 

Johnson 

Jonas,  111. 

Jonas.  N.  C. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Kean 

Kearns 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Kilburn 

Kildav 

King.  Calif. 

King.  Pa. 

Knox 

Krucger 

Laird 

La-i.drum 

Lantaff 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Long 

Lovra 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McConnell 

McDonough 

McGregor 

McMUan 

Mack.  Wa5h. 

Mahon 

Mailliard 

Martin,  Iowa 

Ma.<on 

Matthews 

Merrill 

Miller,  Md. 

Miller,  Netar. 

Miller.  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Morri.scn 

Mumma 

Murray 

Neal 

Nelson 

Nicholson 

Norrell 

Oakman 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Osmers 

Ohtertag 

Pas-man 

Patman 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Philbln 

Phillips 

Pilcher 

Pillion 

Poage 

Poff 

Poulson 

Preston 

Priest 

Rains 

Ray 

Ravburn 

Reed, lU. 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Regan 

Rhodes.  Ariz. 

Riehlman 

Riley 

Rivera 


Robeson,  Va. 

Rogers.  F'.a. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Sadlak 

St.  George 

Saylor 

Schenck 

Scherer 

Scott 

Scrivner 

Scudder 

Seely-Brown 

Selden 

Shafer 

Sheehan 

Short, 

ShufoVd 

Slkes 

Simpson.  111. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith,  Kans. 

Smith.  MlbS. 


A-ldonizio 

Albert 

Andersen, 

H  Carl 
Aspinall 
Bailey 
Barrett 
Blatnik 
Boiand 
Bollms 
B'ichar.an 
Buckley 
Burd.ck 
Canneld 
Ca-e 
Celier 
Chatham 
Chelf 
Chud    ff 
Cro-,-or 
Da\v^on,  111. 
Delaiuy 
D3dd 
Doll'n  -er 
Eberh'irter 
Elluitt 
Evins 
Feliihan 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Fino 
Fo^arty 
Forand 
Frazier 
Fricdel 
Garmatz 
George 


Smith.  Va. 
Smith,  Wis. 
Springer 
Btauffer 
Steed 

Strlngfellow 
Taber 
TaUe 
league 
Thomas 
Thompson.  La. 
Thompson, 
Mich, 


Wampler 

Warburton 

Welchel 

Westland 

Wharton 

Wheeler 

Whit  ten 

Wickersham 

Widnall 

Wicglesworth 

Williams.  Miss. 

Williams.  N.  Y. 

WlUls 


Thompson.  Tex  Wilson,  Calif. 

Thomberry 

TolleliOU 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Van  Zandt 

Velde 

Vorvs 

Vursell 

Wainwilght 

Walt^-T 

NAYS— 108 

G.'rdon 

Granahan 

Green 

Greg<-ry 

Gro^s 

Hart 

Ha.  s.  Ohio 

Hp.-elton 

Holtzman 

HoweU 

Hull 

Javits 

Jone.s,  .\!a. 

Jor.e^.  Mo 

K.ir-ten.  Mo. 

Keating 

Kee 

Kelley,  Pa, 

Kelly.  N,  Y. 

Keo^'h 

Kirwan 

Kieiii 

K.uczynskl 

Lane 

I.a;;h;'.m 

Le-iiiikl 

McCarthy 

Mc  Jcrinack 

McVey 

Marhrowlcz 

Madden 

Mar,ha.l 

Meader 

Mete  a!  f 

M  Her,  Kans. 

Mills 

MoU'lian 

NOT    VOTING  -33 


Wilson,  Ind. 

Wilson.  Tex. 

Wln.^tead 

Wolcott 

Wolverton 

Yorty 

Young 

Younger 


Moss 

Moulder 

Multer 

O'Brien,  n 

O'Brien.  Mich. 

O  Brleii.  N   Y. 

OHara.  111. 

O  Kon-kl 

O  Neill 

Perkins 

Pfost 

Poik 

P.iwcU 

Price 

Pri.'Uty 

Raclwan 

P.ean'.s 

Rhodes.  Pa. 

Ruber  IS 

Rob;  ion.  Ky. 

Rodino 

ROfjer^.  Colo. 

Rooney 

Roosevelt 

Secrc-t 

Sieminskl 

Spence 

Staggers 

Sullivan 

Sut'i'n 

Trimble 

Watts 

W.er 

VVi  throw 

Vates 


D.jrn,  S,  C. 

Fulton 

Haley 

Heller 

Hi.lilield 

.luUd 

Kearney 

McCulluch 

Mclntlre 

Muck.  lU. 

Ma^nuson 

Merrow 

Miller,  Calif. 

So  the  bill  was  pa.ssed. 
The   Clerk   announced 


Brown.  Ohio 

Budge 

Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Cannon 

Carnahan 

Condon 

Corbett 

Coudert 

Davi.-^.  Tenn, 

Dawson.  Utith 

Dempsey 

Dii.gell 


Morgan 

Norblud 

Patten 

Rataut 

Re:.',  e.  Tenn. 

R  rh.irds 

Shel'ey 

Sheppard 

Taylor 

Vinson 

Withers 

Zablocki 


the    following 


pairs  1 

On  this  votei 

Mr.     Sheppard     for,     with     Mr.     Withers 

agilnst. 

Mr.  Vinson  for.  with  Mr,  Mortian   against. 

Mr.  Richards  fur.  with  Mr.  Condon  against. 

Mr,  Judd  for,  with  Mr,  Zablocki  against. 

Mr,  Reece  of  Tennessee  for,  with  Mr.  Can- 
non against. 

Mr    Taylor  for.  with  Mr.  Byrd   against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for.  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Utah 
against. 

Mr.  Coudert  for,  with  Mr.  Rabaut  against. 

Mr.  Haley  for,  with  Mr.   Patten   against. 

Mr.  Mclntlre  for.  with  Mr.  Magntison 
agaln.-^t. 

Mr.  Merrow  for,  with  Mr.  Carnahan 
against. 

Mr,  Holifleld  for.  with  Mr.  Dlngell  against. 

Mr.  Shelley  for.  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  Penn- 
sylvania against. 


Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  for.  with  Mr,  Heller 
against. 

Mr.  McCnIloch  for,  with  Mr,  Mack  of 
Illinois  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Fulton  with  Mr   Miller  of  California. 

Mr.  Corbett  with  Mr    Dempsey. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr    Davis  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  LAIRD  and  Mr.  DONOVAN 
changed  their  vote  from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 


EASTER  RECESS 

Mr  HALLECK  Mr.  Speaker,  I  send 
to  the  dt-sk  a  privileged  resolution 
» H.  Con.  Rrs.  90  >  and  ask  for  its  imme- 
diate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resohrd.  That  when  the  House  adjourru 
on  Thursday,  April  2.  195.3,  It  stand  ad- 
journed until  12  o'clock  meridian,  Monday. 
April  13,  195J. 

The  resolution  was  ai^Tocd  to. 


PROGRAM   WEEK   OF   APRIL   13 

Mr  RAYBURN  Mr  .'Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  proceed  for  1  min- 
ut-e  in  order  to  ask  the  genlkman  from 
Indiana  iMr.  Hmleck)  what  we  may 
expect  in  the  wet  k  of  April  13  on  our 
return,  if  the  genlleman  knows  that  far 
in  advance. 

Thf  SPEAKER  V.  ihcvc  objection  to 
the  r*>quest  of  Uie  gt-ntleman  from 
Texa.^? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  HALLECK.  Yrs  i  I  might  say  that 
I  am  glad  to  respond  to  the  reqw  st  ct 
the  gentleman  from  Texas,  becau.se 
many  Membi  is  if  tliiy  know  today  can 
ananye  ihcir  affairs  accordingly. 


ORDFR  FOR  CONSIDERATION  OP 
CONSENT  AND  PRIVATE  CALEN- 
DARS APRIL  13  AND  APRIL   14 

Mr  HALLECK  Mr  Speaker,  first  of 
all  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may 
b-^  in  ordrr  to  call  the  Con.sent  Calendar 
on  Muiuiay,  April  13.  and  the  Private 
Calendar  on  Tuesday.  April  14. 

The  SPE^AKER.  I.b  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gLiitlcman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROGRAM 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Monday.  April  13,  is 
District  day  and  if  there  are  any  bills 
ready  out  of  that  committee  they  will  be 
called  on  that  day,  and  the  Consent 
Calendar  will  be  called  following  the  con- 
sideration of  District  of  Columbia  busi- 
ness. 

Tuesday.  April  14 1  The  Private  Calen- 
dar, and  then  on  Tuesday  and  Wednes- 
day we  propose  to  call  up  Hot»sc  Resolu- 
tion 3840.  which  extends  the  Farm  Labor 
Act.^nd  then  a  bill  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency.  House  Resolu- 
tion 4004.  having  to  do  with  certain  re- 
ports made  by  banks  to  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency.  We  are  very  hopeful 
that  the  Interior  Department  appropria- 
tion bill  can  be  filed  on  Tuesday.  If  we 
can  get  unanimous  consent;   that  is.  if 
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there  were  no  objections,  we  could  begin 
general  debate  on  Wednesday;  and.  it 
not  Wednesday,  we  would  hope  to  take 
up  the  bill  on  Thursday. 

Beyond  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  there 
i-  no  proRram  for  the  week.  Shoukl 
something  further  develop,  we  would  let 
the  office  of  the  Members  know  so  that 
they  might  have  the  information. 


NATURALIZATION       OP       PERSONS 
SERVING  IN  THE  ARMED  FORCES 

OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Mr    GRAHAM.     Mr.   Speaker.   I  ask 
unanimous  con.'^ent   for  the   Immediate 
c  uisideration  of  the  bill  'H.  R.  4233>  to 
provide  for  the  naturallzatlcn  of  persons 
.serving    In    the    Armed    Forces    of    the 
Unit^'d  States  after  June  24.  1950. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  is  this  not  the  bill 
that  is  identical  with  the  law  as  it  existed 
during  the  war  with  the  exception  that 
It  applies  only  to  aliens  who  are  legally 
and  lawfully  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  Is  a  correct 
statement. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving Uie  right  to  object,  as  I  under- 
.sland  It.  ihis  also  covers  those  who  are 
in  the  service,  ahens.  who  have  perma- 
nent or  temporary  visas? 
Mr.  GRAHAM.  Correct. 
Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
servin'.;  the  right  to  object,  will  the  Ren- 
lleman  advi.sc  the  House  whether  or  not 
thi.s  afTects  the  wife  of  an  alien  who  may 
become  an  American  citizen? 

Mr  GRAHAM.  It  does  not  afTect  the 
wife. 

Mr.  CANPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  con.'^ent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ncv 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Walter  bill  will  permit  the  prompt  nat- 
uralization of  those  aliens  who  have 
served  honorably  in  our  Armed  Forces 
during  the  war  in  Korea.  It  is  similar 
to  a  statute  in  effect  during  World  War 
II.  A  mimmum  of  30  days'  service  is 
required  and  naturalization  can  be  had 
in  the  field. 

A  like  measure  sponsored  by  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia was  pa.s-sed  by  tlie  House  in  the  last 
Congress.  I,  too,  was  sponsor  of  a  bill  at 
that  time,  and  I  reinrot'uced  the  meas- 
ure on  the  opening  day  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. 

On  February  4.  1952,  I  made  the  fol- 
lowing remarks  tn  the  House: 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  first  raw  the  need  of  this 
ifctelatlon  In  Auguat  1950.  and  I  then  intro- 
duced a  bJU  to  provide  expedltloum  citizen- 
ship In  the  field  for  aliens  fighting  In  our 
Armed  Forces. 

There  had  been  caUed  to  my  attention  a 
Ciise  which  must  dramaUcaUy  emphasized 
the  Importance  of  restoring  to  law  that  pro- 
vision which  had  been  law  during  World  War 
II  but  had  expired.  It  was  the  case  of  Roger 
Duquesne.  a  young  Belgian,  who  had  saved 
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the  life  of  an  Air  Force  captain  In  my  dis- 
trict. The  Utter  had  been  shot  down  over 
Belgium,  and  this  lad  not  only  provided  him 
with  sanctuary  but  arranged  for  him  to 
escape  from  Nazi- forces  seeking  his  capture 
and  eventually  to  get  back  to  American  lines. 
Roger  had  two  great  ambitions  In  life: 
One  was  to  emigrate  to  tbe  Dnlted  States 
and  see  again  his  Air  Force  captain,  and  the 
other  was  to  acquire  American  citizenship. 
He  came  to  Paterson.  N.  J.,  and  found  that 
the  captain.  Etovld  Schwartz,  was  with  the 
Armed  Forces  in  Tokyo.  The  captain's 
mother-in-law,  Mrs.  William  Nichols,  of  SOS 
Paxton  Street.  Paterson.  became  a  mother 
to  this  lad.  In  a  very  short  time  he  re- 
ported to  the  recruiting  olBce  in  Paterson  to 
sign  up  with  our  Armed  Forces,  and  he  was 
led  to  belleye  that  his  Joining  the  Army 
automatically  made  him  a  citizen.  It  was 
nut  until  he  was  in  Korea  that  he  discovered 
that  this  was  not  so.  Mrs.  Nichols  was 
greatly  concerned  and  rejxjrted  the  facts  to 
me.  and  my  introduction  of  the  bill  fol- 
lowed. Last  year  Roger  Duquesne  was  re- 
f>orted  missing  In  action  in  Pusan  and 
nothing  has  been  heard  ol  him  emce. 

Mrs.  Nichols  and  Captain  Schwartz  are 
prayerful  that  he  may  be  found  to  be  a 
prisoner  of  war.  Reports  from  Korea  are 
anything  but  optimistic.  However,  I.  too, 
am'  hoping  that  he  will  be  found,  and  If  he 
is.  he  will  be  thrilled  to  hear  that  the  Con- 
gress has  voted  to  make  his  citizenship  pos- 
sible. If  it  is  discovered  that  he  Is  definitely 
a  casualty  of  this  war,  I  want  It  to  be  re- 
corded In  the  war  history  that  Roger  Ehi- 
quesne  fought  for  the  laiid  and  the  people 
he  loved,  and  that  In  almost  every  letter  he 
wrote  to  his  Paterson  home  he  stressed  his 
ever- Increasing  desire  to  be  known  as  a  full- 
fledt;cd  American  citizen. 


All  I  can  now  add  to  this  statement  is 
this;  Roger  Duquesne  has  been  awarded 
the  Silver  Star  certificate  which  has  been 
directed  tc  his  foster  mother.  He  is  still 
listed  as  missing  in  action. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Recokd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pass- 
ing this  bill  today,  we  are  following  the 
historic  attitude  of  this  body  in  showing 
consideration  for  ahens  who  respond  pa- 
triotically to  the  needs  of  their  adopted 
country,  by  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  when  the  Nation  is 
in  peril.  I  feel  we  should  grant  these 
concessions  in  order  to  facilitate  their 
naturalization  as  citizens  of  the  country 
they  have  seized  so  jjatriotically  and 
honorably. 

As  evidence  of  my  concern  in  this  con- 
nection, I  introduced  a  bill  in  the  80th 
Congress  to  facihtate  the  naturalization 
of  our  brothers  of  foreign  birth  who 
served  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of 
our  country  In  World  War  n.  This  bill 
became  law  in  June  1948.  Under  this  law 
certain  requirements  of  the  naturaliza- 
tion laws  are  waived,  such  as  declaration 
of  intention,  period  of  residence  witliin 
the  country,  and  educational  tests. 

No  one,  I  believe,  will  seriously  chal- 
lenge the  contention  that  these  same 
privileges  should  be  extended  to  partic- 
ipants and  veterans  of  the  Korean  con- 
flict. The  aliens,  few  in  number,  who 
choose  to  identify  themselves  with  the 
ideals  and  principles  for  which  this  Na- 
tion struggles,  are  entitled  to  special  con- 


sideration  In    their   efforts   to    become 
United  States  citizens. 

Proper  safeguards  are  pro\ided  fn  the 
bill  before  us.  in  that  affidavits  of  two 
credible  citizens  attesting  to  personal  ac- 
quaintance with,  and  the  good  moral 
character  of,  the  apphcant  and  his  at- 
tachment to  the  principles  of  tiie  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  are  required, 
together  with  convincing  proof  from 
military  or  naval  forces  of  his  honorable 
service.  No  dishonorably  discharged  sol- 
dier can  qualify. 

To  those  who,  out  of  devotion  to  the 
country  of  their  adoption,  waived  their 
exemption  from  military  service,  this  bill 
provides  a  national  policy  of  facilitating 
their  conversion  from  the  status  of  alien 
to  that  of  citizen  of  the  country  for  which 
they  have  evidenced  such  patriotic  devo- 
tion. 

The  SPEAEIKR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Geaham]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  sections  310  (d)  and  318 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  any 
person,  not  a  citizen,  who.  after  June  24, 
1950.  and  not  later  than  July  1,  1955.  has 
actively  served  or  actively  serves,  honorably. 
In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  lor 
a  period  or  periods  totaling  not  less  than  30 
davs  and  who.  having  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  (within  the  purport  of 
sec.  101  (a)  (38)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act),  shall  have  been  at  the  time 
of  entering  the  Armed  Forces  within  such 
area,  may  be  naturalized  on  petition  filed  not 
later  than  December  31,  1955.  upon  com- 
pliance with  all  the  requirements  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act.  except  that — 

(a)  he  may  be  naturalized  regardless  of 

&ge; 

(b)  no  period  of  residence  or  specified 
period  of  physical  presence  within  the  United 
States  or  any  State  shall  be  required:  Pro- 
vided, That  there  shall  be  included  in  the 
petition  the  affidavits  of  at  least  two  credible 
witnesses,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  stat- 
ing that  each  such  witness  personally  knows 
the  petitioner  to  be  a  person  of  good  moral 
character,  attached  to  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  well 
disposed  to  the  good  order  and  happiness  of 
the  United  States; 

(c)  the  petition  for  naturalization  may  be 
filed  In  any  court  having  naturalization 
jurisdiction  regardless  of  the  residence  of 
the  petitioner; 

(d)  notwithstanding  section  336  (c)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the 
petitioner  may  be  naturalized  immediately  if 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petition,  the  peti- 
tioner and  the  witness  shall  have  appeared 
before  and  been  examined  by  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Service;  and 

(e)  no  fee.  except  that  which  may  be  re- 
quired by  State  law.  shaU  be  charged  or  col- 
lected for   making.   fiUng.  or   docketing  the 
petition  for  naturalization,  or  for  the  final 
hearing    thereon,    or    lor    the    certificate    of 
naturalization,  if  issued. 
Service  In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  may  be  proved   by  a  duly  authenti- 
cated copy  of  the  record  ol  the  executive  or 
military  department  having  custody  ol  the 
record  ol  petitioner's  service,  showing  that 
the  petitioner  Is  or  was  during  the  period 
hereinbefore  described  a  member  serving  ac- 
tively and  honorably  In  such  forces  and.  If 
separated   from   such   service,   that   he   was 
not  separated  under  other  than  honorable 
conditions;   or  may  be  proved  by   affidavits, 
forming  part  of  the  petition,  of  at  least  two 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  members  of  the 
Armed  Force*  of  the  United  States,  of  the 
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noncommissioned  or  warrant  officer  grade  or 
higher  (who  may  also  be  the  witnesses 
described  In  subsec.  (b)  of  this  section) : 
Provided,  however.  That  no  period  of  serv- 
ice In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
ehall  be  made  the  basis  of  a  petition  for 
naturalization  under  this  act  if  the  appli- 
cant has  previously  been  naturalized  on  the 
basis  of  the  same  period  of  service. 

Sec.  2.  Any  person  entitled  to  naturaliza- 
tion under  section  1  of  this  act,  who  while 
serving  is  not  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  any 
naturalization  court,  may  be  naturalized  In 
accordance  with  applicable  provisions  of 
that  section  without  appearing  before  such 
court.  The  petition  for  naturalization  of 
any  such  petitioner  shall  be  made  and  sworn 
to  before,  and  filed  with  a  representative  of 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
designated  by  the  Attorney  General,  which 
representative  Is  hereby  authorized  to  re- 
ceive such  petition,  to  conduct  hearings 
thereon,  to  take  testimony  concerning  any 
matter  touching  or  in  any  way  affecting  the 
admissibility  of  such  petitioner  for  naturali- 
zation, to  call  witnesses,  to  administer  oatha. 
including  the  oath  of  the  petitioner  and  his 
witnesses  to  the  petition  and  the  oath  pre- 
scribed by  section  337  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  and  to  grant  naturaliza- 
tion and  to  Issue  certificates  of  naturaliza- 
tion: Provided,  That  the  record  of  any  pro- 
ceedings hereunder  shall  be  forwarded  to 
and  filed  by  the  clerk  of  a  naturalization 
court  In  the  district  designated  by  the  peti- 
tioner and  made  a  part  of  the  record  of  such 
court. 

Sec.  3.  Any  person  otherwise  qualified  for 
naturalization  pursuant  to  section  1  or  2  of 
this  act  who  Is  or  has  been  discharged  under 
other  than  honorable  conditions  from  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  or  Is  dis- 
charged therefrom  pursuant  to  an  applica- 
tion for  discharge  made  by  him  on  the 
ground  that  he  Is  an  alien,  or  who  Is  a  con- 
scientious objector  who  performs  or  per- 
formed no  military  duty  whatever  or  refused 
to  wear  the  uniform,  shall  not  be  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  such  section  1  or  2  of  this 
act:  Provided,  That  citizenship  granted  pur- 
suant to  section  1  or  2  of  this  act  may  be 
revoked  In  accordance  with  section  340  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  If  at 
any  time  subsequent  to  naturalization  the 
person  Is  separated  from  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  other  than  hon- 
orable conditions,  and  such  ground  for  rev- 
ocation shall  be  In  addition  to  any  other 
provided  by  law:  Provided  further.  That  ior 
the  piirposes  of  section  340  (f )  of  the  Inunl- 
gration  and  Nationality  Act,  revocation  on 
such  ground  shall  be  classified  with  -evoca- 
tory  action  based  on  section  329  (c)  of  that 
act.  The  fact  that  the  naturalized  person 
was  separated  from  the  service  under  other 
than  honorable  conditions  shall  be  proved 
by  a  duly  authenticated  certification  from 
the  executive  or  military  department  under 
which  the  person  was  serving  at  the  time 
of  separation. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


SUBMERGED   LANDS   BILL 

Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Missouri  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  vig- 
orously oppose  the  so-called  tidelands 
bill.  What  I  want  to  say  concerning  the 
tidelands  oil  question  can  be  put  briefly. 


If  for  no  other  reasons  than  our  na- 
tional security  and  our  national  welfare, 
the  Federal  Government  must  keep  con- 
trol of  the  tidelands  properties. 

The  necessity  and  the  wisdom  of  this 
has  been  recognized  by  the  great  ma- 
jority of  responsible,  thinking  citizens, 
and  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 

It  is  vitally  important  to  realize  that 
so  far  as  oil  is  concerned,  we  rapidly  are 
becoming  a  have-not  nation. 

Our  continental  supplies  are  dwin- 
dling. Consumption  of  oil  is  greatly  out- 
distancing production.  New  oil  fields  are 
not  being  discovered  fast  enough  to  keep 
up  with  our  enormous  national  demand. 
We  have  to  import  oil  to  meet  our  na- 
tional needs. 

Therefore,  if  our  armed  services  are 
to  be  kept  strong — if  our  Navy  is  going 
to  have  the  oil  it  needs  for  its  ships,  the 
Air  Force  for  its  planes,  the  Army  for  its 
tanks  and  trucks  and  mobile  weapons — 
we  not  only  have  to  assure  the  proper, 
systematic  development  of  the  offshore 
oil  lands  but  we  also  must  recognize  the 
time  factor  in  this  development. 

For  should  these  properties  be  turned 
over  to  private  companies  for  their  own 
use  now,  the  necessary  supplies  may  not 
be  there  when  we  need  them  in  years  to 
come.  Today's  defense  needs  do  not 
have  a  time  limit.  They  will  exist  as 
long  as  there  is  a  threat  to  freedom  and 
democracy,  and  we  cannot  throw  away 
the  security  of  future  generations  for 
the  profits  of  a  present  few. 

Equally,  if  we  are  to  be  strong  enough 
to  fight  and  win  in  the  world  of  ideas 
and  traditions  and  beliefs,  then  we  have 
in  these  tidelands  properties  a  vast  bene- 
fit to  all  the  Nation. 

Our  democracy  depends  on  citizens 
who  are  active  in  government,  who  are 
informed,  and  who  can  understand 
events  and  issues.  We  have  lived 
through  the  years  when  we  could  see  that 
dictatorship  in  other  countries  took 
hold  and  grew  as  tyrants  took  over  edu- 
cation, restricted  it  more  and  more, 
denied  it  to  an  ever-growing  number  of 
people. 

Yet  through  this  very  tidelands  bill, 
we  can  show  the  world  that  we  oppose 
tyranny.  We  believe  in  people  being 
active  in  running  their  government,  in 
being  informed,  and  having  the  under- 
standing that  makes  them  better  par- 
ticipants in  the  responsibilities  of  de- 
mocracy. 

If  the  Navy, -for  example,  is  allowed  to 
continue  its  assigned  jurisdiction  over 
the  offshore  properties,  then  it  can  super- 
vise the  orderly  development  of  the 
tidelands,  and  the  income  that  results 
can  be  used  to  strengthen  education. 

All  over  the  country,  local  communi- 
ties are  running  into  increasing  trouble 
meeting  the  expenses  of  educating  a 
rapidly  growing  school  population. 
Classrooms  are  overcrowded  heavily. 
Buildings  are  old,  outmoded,  and  have 
to  be  replaced — but  there  are  no  funds 
to  build  the  new  buildings,  build  the 
needed  classrooms. 

Teachers  in  locality  after  locality  still 
are  heavily  underpaid.  In  many  cases, 
they  get  less  in  wages  than  street  clean- 
ers; yes,  and  garbage  collectors. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  25  States  have  let 
It  be  known  they  themselves  are  dis- 


satisfied with  their  old,  rundown,  un- 
safe school  buildings. 

Mr.  Speaker,  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  will  be  gained  every  year  if  the 
tidelands  properties  are  developed  along 
logical  conservation  lines.  This  money 
can  and  must  be  used  for  the  education 
of  children  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
and  to  build  safer,  more  adequately 
staffed  schools  for  them. 

The  money  can  and  must  be  used  to 
attract  and  hold  experienced  teachers 
in  these  now  underdeveloped  school 
areas. 

Our  democracy  will  be  only  as  strong 
tomorrow  as  its  citizens  who  are  growing 
up  today. 

And  those  citizens — today's  children — 
all  have  the  right  to  an  education  and 
to  the  same  educational  opportunities. 
The  youngsters  growing  up  in  any  one 
of  the  many  States  that  will  be  benefited 
by  these  funds  has  as  much  right  to  a 
good  public  school  education  as  the  boy 
or  girl  who  lives  in  a  State  that  needs 
no  such  additional  help  at  all. 

The  wealth  of  America's  natural  re- 
sources belongs  to  all  the  people.  Not 
just  the  people  of  1  State,  or  2  or  3.  but 
the  people  of  all  48. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  cannot  afford  to  make 
a  national  tragedy  of  tidelands.  We 
have  the  ability  to  look  ahead  to  our 
needs.  We  have  the  knowledge  and  the 
resources  to  plan  to  meet  them  now. 

Oil  for  security  and  education  means 
a  lot  more  to  the  United  States  than  oil 
for  haphazard  exploitation.  We  must 
not  permit  either  a  big  deal  or  a  big 
steal. 

ELECTION  OF  MEMBERS  TO  JOINT 
COMMITTEE  ON  INTERNAL  REV- 
ENUE TAXATION 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication,  which  was 

read; 

Mabch  31,  1053. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.   Marttn. 

Speaker.  Wou.te  of  Representatives, 
Washington.  D  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Speaker  Pursuant  to  authority 
granted  by  section  5001  (a)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code,  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  did.  on  January  16.  1953.  elect 
the  Honorable  Thomas  A.  Jenkins,  of  Ohio. 
and  the  Honorable  Richaed  M.  Simpson,  of 
Pennsylvania,  to  be  members  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  to 
serve  with  the  following  other  House  Mem- 
bers who  have  previously  been  duly  elected 
by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  tui 
members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation:  Daniel  A  Reed,  of  New 
York;  Jere  Cixjper,  of  Tennessee;  and  John 
D.  DiNGELL.  of  Michigan. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Daniel  A.  Reed, 

Chatrman. 
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SUBCOMMITTEE  INVESTrGATINO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcommit- 
tee To  Investigate  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment may  have  permission  to  sit  this 
afternoon  after  3  o'clock  during  the 
session  of  the  House. 

The  SPELAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CANCER  EDUCATION  DAY 

Mr.  SEELY -BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
am  introducing  today  a  joint  resolution 
which  I  hope  promptly  will  receive  the 
approval  of  this  House,  and  then  of  the 
benate. 

The  resolution  rets  aside  throughout 
the  United  States  of  America  and  its  Ter- 
ritories, a  day  to  bt'  known  as  Cancer 
Education  Day.  whicli  is  to  be  designated 
ii.s  March  20  each  year,  and  authorizes 
and  requests  the  Preiident  of  the  United 
State-s  to  make  aptroprlate  proclama- 
tion to  that  effect. 

I  have  h-d  the  oppDrtunity  by  personal 
observation  to  realise  how  Important  It 
li.  in  seeking  to  combat  by  medical 
science  the  ravages  made  upon  our  peo- 
ple by  the  disease  of  cancer,  to  have  the 
facts  about  cancer  and  its  detection  and 
it.s  early  treatment  more  widely  known 
than  they  are.  I  c!o  not  pretend  that 
this  can  be  achieved  merely  by  the  is- 
suing of  a  proclamation  by  the  President 
of  the  United  State;;  but  such  a  procla- 
mation, as  provided  for  In  my  resolu- 
tion, would  arouse  :ill  of  the  people  of 
this  counLT  to  the  icrious  challenge  of 
cancer. 

For  leadership  In  a  great  program  of 
education,  the  Ann<?rican  Cancer  So- 
ciety, through  the  g*nerous  help  of  the 
American  people  by  tJieir  donations  and 
contributions,  is  particularly  well  quali- 
fied, mobilizing  anc  unifying  for  this 
ta.-^k.  the  human  and  scientific  re- 
sources of  the  medicil  profession,  of  our 
colleew;  and  universities  and  research 
centers,  and  bringlnr  to  it  too  the  knowl- 
edge and  the  techn.ques  by  which  can 
be  passed  on  to  every  American  the 
things  they  need  to  know  to  save  them- 
selves from  pain  and  suffering  and  death. 
For  of  every  2  deaths  from  cancer,  it 
has  been  authoritatively  stated  that  1 
could  have  been  avei  ted  or  prevented,  by 
proper  treatment  started  early  enough. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  resolution 
to  take  the  place  cf  Public  Resolution 
82.  adopted  by  the  7&th  Congress  aini  ap- 
proved March  28.  1938.  It  is  intended 
to  help  concentrate  on  one  day.  to  be 
known  throughout  the  country  as  Can- 
cer Education  Day,  the  attention  which 
all  of  us  properly  and  effectively  can 
give  to  protecting  health  and  saving  lives 
by  emphasizing  the  importance  of  edu- 
cation of  the  indi^•iduai  citizen  about 
cancer. 

GEN.  J.  LAWrON  COLLINS 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  e>tend  my  remarks  at 
thi.s  point  In  the  Rk(X)rd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  ttie  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  SIKES.  Mr  Speaker,  I  feel  that 
the  Memljers  of  the  House  will  read  with 
interest  and  approval  a  letter  from  one 
of  America's  ablest  soldiers.  Gen.  J.  Law- 
ton  ColUns.  Army  (^lief  of  SUff,  to  an- 


other who  also  holds  the  great  esteem, 
appreciation,  and  affection  of  his  coun- 
trymen, Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet.  It 
was  read  by  General  Collins  during  the 
Impressive  ceremonies  marking  the  re- 
tirement of  Florida's  distingxiished  son 
and  outstanding  soldier. 

llAKH  33,  1953. 
Gen.  James  A.  Van  Fleet. 

Dka«  Van:  Altbo\igli  I  know  you  are  well 
aware  ot  my  high  regard  for  you.  I  want  to 
maJte  a  matter  of  record  some  small  measure 
of  my  lasting  appreciation  for  your  many 
contributions  to  the  advancement  of  the 
Army  and  the  security  of  the  Nation.  For 
nearly  38  yeartj  you  have  devoted  yourself 
to  your  profession  with  a  fidelity  and  single- 
ness of  purpose  In  keerting  with  the  highest 
traditions  of  the  service.  Now  that  you  are 
about  to  retire,  I  join  with  your  host  of 
friends  and  comrades  In  arms  In  paying  well- 
deserved  tribute  to  you  and  to  tbe  distin- 
guished record  you  have  built. 

The  restricted  space  of  a  letter  'such  aa 
this  Is  obviously  far  too  small  for  me  to  at- 
tempt to  lUt  all  of  your  accompllahments. 
I  would  be  remiss,  however,  if  I  did  not  men- 
tion at  least  a  lew  of  the  positions  of  respon- 
sibility which  you  bave  fiiied  so  capably.  The 
li'-story  of  World  War  II  In  Europe  Is  replete 
with  accounts  of  your  personal  gallantry  and 
Inspiring  leadership. 

On  D-dav  I  was  proud  to  have  your  regi- 
ment lead  the  assault  of  the  VII  Corps  on 
Utah  Beach.  I  shall  never  forget  our  meet- 
ing on  the  outskirts  of  Ste.  Mere-Bglise  on 
D-1  and  r  ur  subsequent  ride  tliroxigh  town 
to  Matt  Ridgways  CP  near  the  Merderet 
Rlvt.-.  Your  driving  ener^  and  personal 
leadership  were  lar^ly  responsible  for  the 
Unkup  In  Ste.  Mere-«Sgllse  with  the  82d  Air- 
borne' Division.  You  continued  to  demon- 
strate the  same  fine  leadersiiip  throughout 
the   Cherbourg   campaign. 

Subsequently,  the  90th  Division,  under 
your  cummand,  played  the  major  role  In  the 
capture  of  Metz.  and  led  the  Third  Army  In 
the  counterolIensJve  In  the  Bulge.  It  was 
entirely  fitting,  therefore,  that  you  should 
have  commanded  III  Corps  during  the  drive 
across  Germany  to  the  Austrian  Alps.  Nor 
did  the  end  ol  hostilities  In  Europe  put  a 
stop  to  your  distinguished  achievements.  In 
Greece,  your  forceful  initiative  and  splendid 
grasp  of  tactical  and  strategic  concepts 
played  a  decisive  part  In  crushing  the  Com- 
munist forces  there. 

I  can  think  of  no  finer  climax  to  your  long 
and  honorable  career  than  you  furnished  as 
commanding    general    of    the    great    United 
States  Eighth  Array  in  Korea.     Under  your 
guidance.  It  became  a  splendid  United  Na- 
tions battle  team  with  Invincible  spirit  and 
a  battlewlse  competence  which  has  made  It 
an    Inspiration    to   all    In    the   fight    against 
Communist  aggression.    In  addition,  through 
your  vigorous  training  efforta,  a  new  military 
potential   has  emerged   In  the  Army  of    the 
Republic  of  Korea.     This  new  army,  largely 
through  your  efforts,  Is  now  taking  Its  right- 
ful place  In  the  defenses  of  the  free  world. 
Throughout  your  entire  career,  you  have 
exemplified  the  highest  form  of  courage,  self- 
less patriotism,  and  tireless  devotion  to  duty. 
When    I    congratulate    you   on    the    distin- 
guished record  you  have  built,  I  do  so  firm 
In    the   conviction   that   I  speak    for    every 
member    of    the    Army,    as    well    as   for    aU 
freedom-loving  peoples  everywhere. 

Let  me  say.  n^Vell  done,"  and  add  the  hope 
that    your  futtire  wlU   be  bright   with  the 
fullness  of  happlneaa  and  good  forttme  you 
bave  wo  sxirely  earned. 
Falthiuily   yoxira, 

Joe  Colukb. 


BOSTON  POST  BROADCAST 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Rxcokd. 


ask 
re- 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  PHI1£IN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had 
the  privilege  and  honor  recently  of  ap- 
pearing on  the  NBC  radio  program  con- 
ducted by  the  Boston  Post  under  the  able 
direction  of  Jolm  Kelso,  its  Washington 
correspondent,  with  my  esteemed  friend 
and  colleague.  Congressman  Willjam 
Bates. 

Because  of  considerable  interest  ex- 
hibited by  many  listeners  in  the  matters 
discussed  over  the  program,  I  feel  it  is 
appropriate  briefly  to  review  some  of  the 
problems  discussed  and  specif  ques- 
tions answered. 

TTiere  seems  to  be  much  interest  in  the 
recent  testimony  of  General  Van  Fleet 
before   the   House   and   Senate   Armed 
Services  Committees.      In  response  to 
specific  questions,  I  responded  that  the 
matter  would  undoubtedly  be  carefully 
explored  by  a  congressional  committee. 
I  also  alluded  to  the  fact  that  while  the 
general  had  referred  definitely  to  cer- 
tain ammunition  shortages,  he  had  tes- 
tified that  there  was  sufficient  ammuni- 
tion for  the  type  of  war  we  were  fighting 
in  Korea — namely  a  war  of  more  or  less 
watchful  waiting  and  stalemate.    Gen- 
eral Van  Fleet  further  stated  that  if  he 
had  been  given  the  green  Ught  at  policy 
level  in  March  1951  that,  in  his  opinion, 
we  could  have  gained  a  decisive  victory. 
I  stated  that  as  I  construed  the  matter 
there  was  absolutely  no  jx)ssible  justi- 
fication for  shortage  of  ammunition,  ar- 
tillery, equipment,   food   and   clothing, 
planes,  tanks,  or  any  other  necessary 
weapons  for  Korea.     The  Congress  has 
made  ample  provision  for  fully  arming 
our  forces  and  for  fully  equipping  them 
and  that  it  is  entirely  indefensible  that 
we  should  have  had  shortages  of  any 
kind.     I  made  it  very  clear  that  so  far 
as  the  Congress  is  concerned  we  want 
and  intend  our  boys  who  are  making 
such  bitter  sacrifices  for  the  Nation  to 
have  the  best  of  everything  they  need 
to  carry  on  this  bloody  battle. 

I  also  made  the  point  that  this  Is  the 
first  American  war  that  I  know  of  in 
which  we  have  not  fought  with  the  idea 
of  gaining  victory  and  that  the  time  has 
long  since  passed  to  reevaluate  our  entire 
position  in  Korea  and  to  insist  that  other 
member  nations  of  the  United  Nations 
should  make  much  more  substantial  and 
more  equitable  contributions  to  the  ac- 
tual fighting  required  by  this  desperate 
war  to  check  Communist  aggression  and 
protect  the  free  world. 

I  also  commented  on  the  recent  A- 
bomb  explosion  in  Yucca,  Nev.,  which 
I  deemed  had  a  twofold  importance: 
First,  it  marks  another  step  in  our  de- 
velopment of  the  A-bomb,  the  secrets  of 
which  were  stolen  from  our  Government 
by  the  dastardly  work  of  traitors.  This 
made  it  jwssible  for  the  Soviet,  once  in 
possession  of  the  formulas,  by  following 
the  ordinary  paths  of  scientific  discov- 
ery, to  create  fissionable  material  and 
ultimately  the  bomb  itself. 

I  alluded  to  the  fact  that  some  people 
do  not  believe  the  Soviet  has  yet  ex- 
ploded a  bomb  but  my  personal  belief 
is  that  the  Soviet  already  has  a  small 
quantity  of   these   devastating    bombs. 
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The  explosion  at  Yucca,  as  I  said,  illus- 
trated the  headway  we  are  making  in 
this  field  and  I  indicated  my  view  that 
we  were  well  in  front  of  any  other  na- 
tion in  perfecting  this  terrible  weapon. 
I  indicated  my  view  that  we  have  more 
bombs  and  more  powerful  bombs  than 
the  Soviet  has  at  this  particular  time 
y  and  that  we  have  the  power  to  deliver 
r  them  and  that,  in  my  opinion,  that  has 
been  the  greatest  force  in  deterring  ag- 
gression upon  other  parts  of  the  free 
world  or  upon  this  Nation.  If  diplo- 
matic policy  had  kept  pace  with  scien- 
tific progress,  we  probably  would  not 
now  be  faced  with  the  menacing  pros- 
pect that  confronts  us. 

I  deem  that  the  explosion  at  Yucca 
hSLS  again  brought  forcibly  into  the 
minds  of  the  American  people  the  ur- 
gency of  civil  defense.  It  would  be  most 
unwise  to  arouse  or  alarm  the  American 
people  or  get  them  into  a  state  of  hys- 
teria at  the  prospect  of  attacks  up>on 
our  cities,  although  that  has  been  done 
and  is  still  being  done  by  some  in  an 
effort  to  justify  appeasement  and  com- 
promise with  the  great  Red  conspiracy. 

But  I  honestly  believe  that  at  local, 
State  and  National  levels  we  should  in- 
tensify and  extend  our  work  in  civil  de- 
fense, particularly  in  the  educational 
and  instructive  phases  as  well  as  in  mo- 
bilization of  resources  and  trained  per- 
sonnel. 

In  such  a  short  broadcast,  of  course,  it 
was  not  possible  to  cover  many  questions 
currently  concerning  our  people.  The 
progress  of  our  defense  against  air  at- 
tack evokes  considerable  public  interest. 
Military  experts  largely  agree  that  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  complete  defense  to 
an  air  attack.  Efficient  units  may  be 
able  to  block  and  intercept  enemy  air- 
craft and  shoot  some  of  them  down. 
They  may  be  able  to  apprehend  a  num- 
ber of  them  at  a  fairly  good  distance 
from  the  continental  mainland,  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  planes  travel 
very  fast  these  days,  and  they  can  cover 
great  distances  in  a  short  space  of  time. 
Even  when  they  are  discovered  on  a  ra- 
dar screen  or  by  ground  observers  there 
Is  not  much  time  left  for  our  defensive 
aircraft  and  antiaircraft  power  to  get 
ready  to  meet  the  attack.  The  fact  that 
a  certain  percentage  of  attacking  planes 
are  likely  to  get  through  makes  civil  de- 
fense all  the  more  obvious. 

Let  me  state  that,  in  reverse,  that 
would  also  be  true  of  any  American 
planes  making  retaliatory  attacks — a 
certain  percentage  would  undoubtedly 
"get  through.  That  is  something  we 
should  keep  in  mind.  From  some  quar- 
ters we  hear  a  lot  about  the  strength  of 
the  Soviet,  its  manpower,  its  large  num- 
ber of  trained  divisions,  its  multitude  of 
tanks,  its  powerful  air  force.  But  we 
do  not  hear  so  much  talk  from  these 
quarters  about  our  own  strength  once 
we  are  girded  for  battle.  I  am  not  con- 
tending that  we  are  fully  prepared  for 
every  eventuality,  or  that  we  have 
achieved  all  necessary  armed  strength  to 
meet  possible  world  developments.  But 
we  have  certain  definite  assets  that 
should  be  recognized. 

We  have  th**  atomic  bomb  and  the 
striking  power  to  carry  it. 

We  have  the  greatest  Navy  in  the 
world. 


We  have  a  radar  screen  to  apprehend 
planes  and  ships  and  we  are  steadily  ex- 
tending its  coverage. 

We  have  guided  missiles  and  all  the 
latest  developments  in  military  science. 

What  is  more — and  this  is  extremely 
important — we  have  great  industrial 
productive  capacity — far  beyond  that  of 
the  Soviets. 

There  are  weaknesses  in  our  military 
setup  to  be  sure,  but  we  are  moving  to 
eliminate  them.  It  should  be  noted  that 
the  Soviet  also  has  some  glaring  weak- 
nesses. It  is  lacking  in  many  of  the 
things  we  have — impressive  industrial 
know-how.  advanced  scientific  research 
and  development  even  though  it  has 
harnessed  some  of  the  German  skills  and 
has  made  some  distinctive  contributions 
of  its  own. 

But  I  doubt  very  much  that  the  So- 
viet is  feady  or  an.xious  to  start  a  war 
at  this  time.  It  will  wage  war  only 
when  the  military,  the  economic,  and 
the  psychological  timetables  are 
reached,  and  that  will  not  be.  in  my 
opinion,  until  they  have  achieved  over- 
whelming armed  strength  and  perhaps 
through  further  infiltration  and  con- 
solidation considerably  more  political 
support.  No  matter  how  unfavorable 
the  world  situation  appears,  we  should 
never  abate  our  sincere  and  vigorous  ef- 
forts for  peace. 

Another  question  I  had  Intended  to 
discuss  if  time  permitted  was  the  pros- 
pect of  cutting  military  appropriations. 
Practically  everyone  is  agreed  that 
economy  and  eflSciency  in  the  Federal 
Government  are  desirable  aims  neces- 
sary to  keep  American  industry  dynamic 
and  progressive,  necessary  to  maintain 
our  high  standards  of  living.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  estimate  accurately  the 
baneful  and  dangerous  effects  of  current 
heavy  taxation.  To  a  great  extent  we 
have  become  a  tax-ridden  people,  not 
only  in  the  Nation  but  in  the  States  and 
localities  as  well.  High  taxes  constitute 
a  great  threat  to  the  American  free  way 
of  life  and  we  should  frankly  face  that 
fact.  Stified  initiative  and  low  living 
standards  caused  by  heavy  taxation 
could  be  and  will  be,  if  continued  long 
enough,  destructive  of  the  business  and 
industrial  vigor  of  the  Nation  and  a  se- 
vere blow  to  the  national  prosperity. 

When  we  are  dealing  with  military  ex- 
penditures, however,  it  is  very  difficult 
to  apply  ordinary  principles  and  stand- 
ards of  economy.  One  thing  is  para- 
mount— we  must  have  military  defense, 
we  must  provide  for  the  protection  of 
the  country,  we  must  afford  our  gallant 
boys  in  Korea  and  in  every  other  theater 
where  they  are  unselfishly  serving  the 
Nation  every  most  generous  support. 

The  question  is:  Are  the  American 
people  getting  their  $50  billion  worth 
out  of  annual  military  expenditures.  Is 
there  waste  and  extravagance  in  the 
military  that  we  can  eliminate?  Is  the 
taxpayers'  money  being  wasted  on  some 
activities?  I  would  not  presume  to  give 
a  categorical  answer  to  these  questions, 
yet  it  is  my  opinion  that  there  are  un- 
questionably places  in  the  various 
branches  of  our  armed  services  where 
measures  of  economy  and  eflSciency  may 
well  be  effected.  But  hasty  action  of 
curtailment  should  be  scrupulously 
avoided.    Careful  surveys  and  studies 


should  be  made  to  determine  where  and 
how  these  economies  can  be  secured,  be- 
fore actual  cutbacks  are  made. 

It  is  true  that,  at  present,  there  are 
huge  unexpended  balances  to  the  credit 
of  the  armed  services  as  well  as  huge 
uncommitted  balances  in  some  of  these 
accounts.  That  does  not  mean,  how- 
ever, that  these  huge  sums  will  not  be 
spent,  or  will  not  be  needed,  because 
defense,  vital  and  neces.sary  as  it  is.  Is 
extremely  costly  and  frequently  various 
huge  items  must  be  provided  over  a 
period  of  years  to  meet  certain  heavy 
requirements.  Naval  air  carriers  may 
cost  a  hundred  million  dollars  apiece 
in  the  light  of  current  inflated  prices 
before  they  are  constructed  and  fully 
equipped,  heavy  bombers  four,  five  or 
even  six  million  dollars  apiece  and  so 
on  with  practically  everything  we  need 
by  way  of  equipment  and  weapons. 
When  one  considers  our  critical  needs  in 
the  air.  one  realizes  the  very  heavy  costs 
entailed  to  provide  adequate  numbers  of 
these  essential  units  of  our  great  strik- 
ing force,  yet,  that  is  only  one  illustra- 
tion of  huge,  essential  defense  costs. 

Whether  unification  of  the  Armed 
Forces  has  made  for  economy  and  effi- 
ciency is  decidedly  questionable.  I  am 
doubtful  that  unification  has  measured 
u;j  to  the  hopes  of  its  strong  advocates. 
With  deepest  apprehension  those  of  us 
particularly  interested  in  the  armed 
services  have  observed  various  echelons 
of  administration  in  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment building  up  into  what  now  un- 
doubtedly is  the  mightiest  and  E>erhaps 
the  most  unwieldy,  as  well  as  the  most 
expensive,  bureaucracy  that  the  world 
has  ever  known.  The  problem  of  un- 
scrambling and  disentangling  this  ad- 
ministrative labyrinth  or  at  least  mold- 
ing it  into  a  compact  coordinated  effi- 
cient overall  unit  certainly  should  receive 
early  consideration  from  the  Congress. 
Let  me  refer  again  to  the  danger  and 
Injudiciousness  of  cutting  vital  activities 
of  the  armed  services  without  the  most 
careful,  painstaking  care,  reflection  and 
study.  Sometime  prior  to  Korea  you  will 
recall  that  the  then  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  slashed  several  billion 
dollars  from  authorized  expenditures 
without  consulting  the  Congress.  As  it 
turned  out,  these  cuts  had  to  be  promptly 
restored  and  even  greater  exp>enditures 
authorized  to  meet  the  urgent  require- 
ments of  radically  changing  world  con- 
ditions. That  very  recent  experience 
should  serve  as  a  warning  against  indis- 
criminate  curtailment.  I  want  to  see 
America  fully  and  abundantly  prepared 
to  defend  her.self .  prepared  to  meet  com- 
mitments, prepared  to  command  resr)ect 
among  all  nations,  prepared  to  face  every 
contingency  with  courage  and  effective- 
ness. 

While  I  believe  that  there  are  areas  in 
which  economies  can  be  effected  in  the 
armed  services,  I  am  firmly  of  the  opin- 
ion that  before  drastic  retrenchment  is 
made  there  should  be  careful  studies  and 
surveys  to  insure  that,  in  seeking  worth- 
while economy,  vital  and  crippling  dam- 
age is  not  done  to  the  overall  efficiency 
of  our  fighting  forces.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  would  urge  extreme  care  and  cau- 
tion in  instituting  and  effectuating  cut- 
backs in  the  armed  services  at  this  time. 
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It  would   be  perhaps  superfluous  to 
emphasize  to  Members  of  Congress  the 
gravity  of  our  pres<;nt  situation  in  the 
world  the  gravity  of  the  period  through 
which  we  are  passin?.  the  gravity  of  the 
problems  facing  us  today.    Regardless  of 
the  outcome  of  Korean  peace  negotia- 
tions   or  the  Koref.n  war  itself,  these 
problems  will  remain  with  us  for  some 
time  to  come.    If  th(  Soviets  are  desirous 
of  achieving  the  pet^ce  and  will  indicate 
their  .sincerity  of   purpose  by   tangible 
nci.s.  rather  than  by  mere  declarations, 
then  perhaps  we  can  hope  for  the  settle- 
ment of  these  grea .  and  pressing  prob- 
lems    Perhaps  in  that  event  our  leader- 
.•-hip  can  suggest  no:  only  a  general  con- 
ference to  settle  questions  still  remain- 
inc  from  World  War  n  and  other  ques- 
tions  that   have   d?veloped   since   that 
time,  but  al.so  to  popose  and  work  for 
the  principles  of  grneral  and  universal 
di.sarmament    and    control    of    atomic 
eneruy  predicated  ujxin  mutual  inspec- 
tion    We  must  alwiys  remain  receptive 
to  any  sincere,  gem  ine  plea  or  effort  for 
peace.    We  must  e\er  be  willing  to  take 
the  initiative  where  circumstances  ap- 
pear feasible  to  promote  peace  based  on 
ju.stice. 

Although  we  are  living  perhaps  in  the 
most  dangerous  period  of  our  national 
existence  when  we  .ire  beset  not  only  by 
external  but  by  internal  problems,  it  's 
a  time  particularly  for  faith,  for  cour- 
ase.  for  firm  detemination  by  a  united 
American  people — j.  time  for  us  to  rec- 
oL-nize  the  need  for  building  strength. 
not  only  strength  ( f  arms  for  our  own 
defense,  but  strength  in  our  great  pro- 
ductive economy  and  that  spiritual, 
moral  strength  and  fortitude  on  the  part 
CI  the  American  people  which  has  played 
so  preat  a  part  in  shaping  the  freedom  we 
en.ioy  and  will  be.  nust  be,  in  this  crisis, 
the  redeeming  force  under  God  to  main- 
tiun  our  heritage. 

If  we  persevere  In  this  strength  of  pur- 
po.":e,  in  this  strengtli  of  the  spirit,  in  this 
faith  in  the  Almigl  ty  and  in  ourselves, 
we  need  not  fear  the  Soviet  Union,  the 
worldwide  Communist  conspiracy,  the 
subversive  termites  in  our  midst,  or  any 
other  enemy.  foreit;n  or  domestic,  be- 
cau.se  our  strength  and  our  high  purpose 
will  keep  and  preserve  America  as  a 
preat  free  land,  and  we  will  hence  be 
best  fitted  and  bes:  inspired  to  secure 
just  and  lasting  woild  peace. 


EQUALITY  FOR  ALL— NOT  CONSID- 
ERATION  PX3R   A   FEW 


Mr  DOLLINGER  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.*:k 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  i.'entleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  introduced  a  IjIU  to  extend  the  ex- 
cess-profits tax  for  1  year.  I,  for  one. 
am  taking  definite  and  affirmative  ac- 
tion to  help  the  many  millions  of  people 
In  this  country  who  are  being  betrayed 
and  ignored  by  the  present  administra- 
tion. The  Repubhcans  rode  into  power 
on  their  promises  of  reduced  taxes  and 
a  balanced  budget.  The  people  were 
fooled  and  deliberately  deceived.    Once 


again  we  are  convinced  that  the  Repub- 
lican Party  never  had  any  intention  of 
helping  the  poor,  or  the  low-wage  earn- 
ers. Once  again,  we  witness  the  Repub- 
licans, either  by  failure  to  act  or  by 
positive  assistance,  giving  private  indus- 
try and  the  big-money  interests  and  the 
rich  all  the  consideration  and  the  breaks, 
while  the  lot  of  the  little  man  becomes 
increasingly  more  difficult  and  de- 
spairing. 

The  Republican  platform  promised 
both  to  balance  the  budget  and  cut  taxes. 
When  the  President  delivered  his  state 
of  the  Union  message,  he  stressed  only 
a  balanced  budget — a  change  of  heart 
had  occurred  that  soon. 

The  bill  to  reduce  personal  Income 
taxes  is  not  permitted  to  come  before 
us  for  action,  as  the  President  main- 
tains that  the  budget  must  be  cut  before 
taxes  are  reduced.  The  Treasury  De- 
partment has  announced  that  it  is  flatly 
opposed  to  tax  cuts  of  any  kind  until  the 
administration  has  a  clearer  picture  of 
the  budget  outlook.  It  flatly  opposes  any 
reduction  of  excise  taxes.  It  has  been 
charged  that  this  failure  by  the  ad- 
ministration to  carry  out  its  pledge  as  to 
taxes  is  unfair,  dishonest  and  getting 
office  under  false  pretenses. 

We  find  that  so  far.  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  has  considered  only  the 
individual  income-tax  reduction  meas- 
ure. It  has  been  stated  that  this  has 
been  the  first  time  in  more  than  20  years 
when  public  hearings  were  not  held  at 
some  time  or  other  when  a  major  tax  bill 
was  considered ;  that  the  committee  did 
not  have  at  least  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment views  on  such  a  bill  or  that  the 
budget  estimates  of  the  administration 
were  not  available.  And  now  this  tax 
measure  to  help  all  the  people  is  stymied. 
We  do  not  know  when  Congress  will  have 
the  opportunity  to  act  upon  it,  as  the  Re- 
publican leadership  will  not  allow  it  to 
come  before  us. 

No  action  is  being  taken  to  cut  or  elim- 
inate excise  taxes,  which  include  admis- 
sions tax.  taxes  on  appliances,  necessities 
such  as  electric  light  bulbs,  telephone 
facilities,  and  other  commodities  impor- 
tant to  the  well-being  and  comfort  of  the 
people. 

Plenty  Is  being  done  to  help  big  busi- 
ness, for  already  they  have  the  assurance 
that  the  excess-profits  tax  law  will  be 
allowed  to  expire  on  June  30,  1953.  The 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  has  stated  that  the  excess-profits 
tax  must  terminate  as  scheduled.  This 
will  mean  a  revenue  loss  of  $2  billion  per 
year.  This  assures  still  higher  profits  for 
those  already  capitalizing  on  the  war  cri- 
sis and  the  defense  billions  we  are  spend- 
ing. Many  millions  of  people  who  are 
going  without  necessities  in  order  to  meet 
high  taxes  will  strongly  object  if  no  tax 
cut  is  allowed  them  while  corporations 
are  exempt  from  paying  excess-profits 
taxes  on  their  huge  war  and  defense 
gains. 

I  am  calling  for  an  extension  of  the 
excess-profits  tax.  I  refuse  to  give  relief 
to  big  corporations  and  millionaires 
when  no  relief  is  in  sight  for  the  millions 
of  taxpayers  who  were  promised  a  tax 
cut. 

It  did  not  take  the  Republican  Legis- 
lature of  New  York  State  long  to  get  the 


drift  of  this  situation.  They  put 
through  a  15-percent  rent  increase  re- 
cently because  they  knew  that  the  land- 
lords would  be  able  to  keep  the  profits. 
Up  to  now  there  was  no  real  campaign 
in  New  York  State  to  further  increase 
rents,  but  with  the  Republicans  in  power 
in  Washington,  they  knew  they  could 
count  on  reaping — and  keeping — high 
profits. 

A  recent  appraisal  of  the  Eisenhower 
administration  was  that  "the  most  posi- 
tive thing  about  it  may  seem  to  be  its 
negativism."  That  is  putting  it  too 
kindly.  This  very  negativism  has  served 
the  purpose  which,  apparently,  the  Re- 
publicans had  in  mind  all  along,  for  it  is 
the  very  lack  of  action  which  is  helping 
the  big-business  man  and  allowing  the 
poor  one  to  be  further  bogged  down  by 
an  unbearable  taxload  and  increased 
living  prices. 

In  these  critical  days  we  cannot  afford 
the  reversals,  ineptness.  and  bungling, 
which  we  have  suffered  for  the  past  60 
days.  Constructive  action  as  to  tax  re- 
duction, expenditures,  overall  economic 
planning,  and  forthright  commitments 
which  can  be  counted  on.  are  our  just 
due.  M  this  country  is  to  survive,  we 
cannot  waste  any  more  time  or  under- 
mine the  confidence  of  the  American 
people.  Instead  of  the  indecision  and 
confusion  which  have  been  the  order  of 
the  day.  we  need  courage,  fairness  to 
the  people,  and  honesty  on  the  part  of 
the  administration. 

Tax  relief  is  far  off.    At  the  same  time, 
other  burdens  of  our  people  have  become 
much  heavier.    On  March  17,  1953,  the 
Office  of  Price  Stabilization  announced 
the  end  of  all  price  controls.    Price  Chief 
Joseph  Freehill  estimates  that  the  end- 
ing of  controls  will  mean  price  increases 
of  about  $3  billion  this  year,  $1  billion 
coming  from  consumers,  $1   billion   in 
defense  costs,  and  $1  bilUon  in  higher 
business  and  industrial  costs.    On  March 
18.    1953.    Dun    &   Bradstreet    reported 
wholesale   food   prices   in   the  previous 
week  jumped  14  cents,  the  sharpest  rise 
since  the  week  after  the  Korean  war 
started   in    1950.     Coffee   prices   which 
have  been  sky-high  right  along,  are  be- 
ing raised  2  to  4  cents  per  pound.    Bak- 
ers  are   demanding   higher  prices   for 
bread.    Price  hikes  have  been  announced 
on  materials  used  to  build  homes,  farm 
equipment,       essential       commodities. 
Clothing  prices  will  go  up.    The  steel  in- 
dustry is  planning  to  raise  many  prices 
in  the  near  future.     Infiation  is  again 
on  the  upgrade;   the  people  are  faced 
with  higher  living  costs  on  every  hand. 
With  all  this  evidence  before  it.  the 
administration  is  resisting  more  controls 
than  it  seeks.    It  does  not  even  want  a 
standby  law  to  control  prices  and  wages, 
but  would  accept  a  simple  90-day  freeze 
bill  if  Congress  believes  it  could  not  pass 
legislation  quickly  enough  in  event  of 
an  emergency.    This  indifference  on  the 
part  of  the  administration  to  the  present 
threat  of  inflation  is  unbelievable.     It 
does  prove,  however,  that  the  attitude 
is  to  let  the  ordinary  citizen  struggle 
along  as  best  he  can  under  a  staggering 
load  of  taxes  plus  even  greater  living 
costs. 

Will  we  never  learn?    When  we  found 
ourselves  at  war  in  1941,  prices  and  wages 
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soared  sky  high  before  the  GoTemment 
could  control  them.  By  the  time  action 
could  be  taken,  much  economic  damage 
had  been  done  and  our  people  were  the 
victims  of  the  profiteers.  When  the 
Korea  situation  arose  in  1950.  the  same 
thing  happened  and  we  witnessed  fright- 
ening inflation  and  more  undue  hardship 
for  the  people.  Twice  in  10  years  we 
have  seen  the  terrible  effects  of  failiu^  to 
have  a  necessary  controls  law  ready  for 
use  in  a  war  emergency.  And  we  are  in  a 
war  emergency  now.  Bernard  Baruch 
told  the  Senate  that  we  should  enact  a 
complete  economic -controls  law  now  on 
a  standby  basis,  for  immediate  use.  He 
said  that  failure  to  do  so  at  once  would 
put  a  premium  on  selfishness  and  that 
"To  wait  Is  to  die."  Other  economists 
bear  him  out.  The  international  situa- 
tion continues  criUcaL  The  time  con- 
•  siuned  in  preparing,  enacting,  and  im- 
plementing legislation  is  of  such  dura- 
tion that  we  cannot  risk  the  chance  the 
administration  would  have  us  take.  A 
strong  standby  controls  law  is  required. 
The  administration's  attitude  as  to 
rent  control  is  equally  ruthless.  They 
say  that  rent  control  should  be  extended 
until  September  30,  1953,  for  those  com- 
munities still  under  Federal  rent  control; 
that  this  would  give  them  a  chance  to 
pass  their  own  control  laws.  Only  criti- 
cal defense  areas  would  have  the  pro- 
tection of  Federal  rent  control. 

Limited  controls  now  affect  14  mil- 
lion Americans  in  a  dozen  big  cities  and 
1,400  communities.    The  hoxising  short- 
age is  still  critical.     This  means  that 
millions  of  tenants  will  be  victimized  by 
profiteering  landlords  if  the  administra- 
tion's plan  goes  through.   A  5-month  ex- 
tension of  Federal  rent  control  is  no 
good — Federal  rent  control  must  be  ex- 
tended for  at  least  2  years.    The  States 
have  not  taken  over  the  responsibility  of 
protecting  tenants;  few  State  legislatures 
have  overridden  the  objections  of  the 
real  estate  interests.     They  cannot  be 
counted  upon  for  help  now.    Should  the 
administration  plan  go  through,  we  know 
that  at  its  expiration,  rents  will  sky- 
rocjcet  again,  and  in  this  instance  also,  it 
would  take  too  much  time  for  Congress 
to  act  to  save  the  people  from  gouging 
and  profiteering  landlords,  and  to  keep 
roofs  over  their  heads.     According  to 
the  United  States  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics,    rents     in     decontrolled     cities 
climbed  from  17  to  35  percent  In  the  past 
2  years,  while   the  boost  for  low-rent 
apartments  ranged  from  29  percent  to 
over  50  percent.     What  more  proof  do 
we  need   that  Federal  rent  control  is 
necessary? 

I  have  fought  for  the  continuation  of 
price  and  rent  controls.  Past  history, 
present  indications,  and  our  critical 
times,  prove  their  necessity.  In  the  light 
of  these  serious  problems,  the  stupid  at- 
titude of  the  administration  must  be 
overcome,  and  Congress  must  act  to  pro- 
tect the  people.  We  must  be  foresighted, 
not  Indifferent  or  careless  in  these  vital 
matters. 

The  people  are  not  being  helped  on 
the  tax  question:  in  addition,  they  are 
being  Injured  by  the  lack  of  controls 
which  are  so  necessary  to  our  economy 
and  our  security.  Their  hardships  are 
Increasing  daily.  My  aim  will  be  to  give 
them  the  assistance  they  must  have,  to 


lighten  their  tax  burden,  and  to  see  that 
there  is  equality  for  all — not  considera- 
tion for  a  few. 


DR.  M.  G.  BLTlNSroE 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Recokd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Penn.sylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  made  the  solemn  promise  during 
the  campaign  that  they  would  always 
seek  tiie  top  talent  available  for  the  jobs 
in  Washington. 

Such  a  job.  Mr.  Speaker,  was  filled 
until  recently  by  Dr.  M.  G.  "Burnie" 
Btimside,  in  the  National  Security 
Agency.  The  work  was  of  a  top-secret 
nature,  so  much  so  that  Dr.  Burnside 
was  under  oath  never  to  discuss  it  with 
anyone,  not  even  his  family.  Then, 
quite  suddenly.  Dr.  Burnside  was  dis- 
missed. 

Why?  The  Agency  informed  him  in 
his  separation  notice  his  work  had  been 
satisfactory.  He  had  been  cleared  after 
a  thorough  check  by  all  the  security 
agencies.  The  reason,  it  Li  now  appar- 
ent, was  politics.  Republicans  there 
were  greatly  disturbed  that  Dr.  Burn- 
side. a  former  West  Virginia  Congress- 
man who  served  two  terms,  had  gotten 
a  job  in  the  new  administration.  They 
were  hungry  for  patronage  and  said  so 
in  many  news  items  published  in  the 
West  Virginia  papers.  For  this  reason 
they  wanted  Dr.  Burnside  out  of  his  job, 
despite  the  fact  he  was  working  in  cru- 
cial and  secret  defense  work  in  the  Na- 
tional Security  Agency. 

They  got  their  way — unfortunately. 
Republican  sources — a  Republican  Con- 
gressman, to  be  exact — announced  that 
Dr.  Burnside  would  be  removed  from  his 
job  many  hours  before  the  actual  notice 
uas  given. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  think  politics 
should  enter  into  a  secret  and  technical 
agency  such  as  the  one  here.  It  hurts 
the  agency.  It  hurts  the  many  thou- 
sands who  are  employed  in  such  jobs. 
Does  this  mean  all  of  them  are  liable 
to  be  axed  if  a  few  squads  of  ant?ry  Re- 
publicans happen  to  decide  to  jump  on 
them? 

This  situation  must  be  remedied,  Mr. 
Chairman.  Such  a  policy  can  only  harm 
and  weaken  our  nation. 


OFFSHORE  OIL  AND  THE  InATIONAL 
DEBT 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  now  that  the  offshore  oil  prob- 
lem has  been  settled  in  the  House,  a  little 
reflection  might  be  of  some  benefit  to 
taxpayers  throughout  the  country. 


We  have  an  enormous  debt  due  largely 
to  the  war  and  defense  problems.  The 
interest  on  this  debt  is  a  burden  to  the 
taxpayers.  The  present  administration 
had  promised  before  the  election  that  it 
would  reduce  the  taxes  and  abolish  waste 
in  the  Government.  To  the  taxpayers 
the  action  today  should  be  of  paramount 
concern.  The  House  has  voted  to  firtve  a 
great  soiu-ce  of  wealth  to  four  States, 
taking  it  from  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try— the  taxpayers. 

As  pointed  out  yesterday  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  (Mr.  O'HabaJ,  the 
revenue  from  these  oil  properties  would 
go  a  long  way  toward  ptaying  Jie  na- 
tional debt;  and  he  might  also  have  said 
it  would  make  it  possible  to  reduce  taxes 
considerably.  So  we  have  an  adminis- 
tration proposing  on  the  one  hand  to 
relieve  the  taxpayers  and  at  the  same 
time  giving  away  a  great  source  of  na- 
tional revenue. 

I  hope  that  the  taxpayers  in  my  own 
State  of  Pennsylvania  realize  what  was 
done  today.  I  cannot  think  ol  anything 
recently  that  will  so  injure  them  and 
the  people  of  this  country  as  does  this 
legislation.  Here  is  a  great  source  of 
wealth  that  over  the  years  would  be  of 
immense  benefit  to  all  of  our  people,  and 
yet  it  has  fallen  under  the  pressure  of 
certain  interests  in  four  States.  The 
taxpayers  are  again  forgotten.  The 
outlook  is  that  we  will  continue  to  pay 
high  taxes  for  many  years  to  come,  for 
the  one  clear  opix>rtunity  this  adminis- 
tration had  to  offer  relief  has  been  aban- 
doned in  the  interest  of  a  few. 
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COMMITTEE    ON    APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  may  have  until 
midnight,  Monday,  April  13,  to  file  a 
report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN  reserved  all  points  of 
order  on  the  bill. 


DEPUTY  DIRECTOR  OP  CENTRAL 
INTELLIGENCE 

Mr.  SCOTT.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
House   Re.solution    195  and   ask   for   its 

immediate  con-sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

RL-folved.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  Huuse  resolve  Itaoir  Into  the  Commltte« 
of  the  Wh<Jle  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  fur  the  conislderatiun  of  S.  1110.  an 
act  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  a 
Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence,  and 
nil  ixjint.s  of  order  against  said  bill  are  here- 
by waived  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  he  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  Comnrlttee  on 
Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  It 
shall  be  In  order  to  con.sider  without  the 
Intervention  of  any  p<^lnt  of  order  the  sub- 
stitute amendment  recommended  by  the 
Committee  on  Arnwd  Services  now  In  the 
bill,  and  such  substitute  for  the  purpose  of 
amendment  shall  be  considered  under  the  5- 
mlnute  rule  as  an  original  bill.    At  the  con- 


clusion of  such  consideration  the  Commit- 
tee shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House 
with  such  amendment'^  as  may  have  been 
:idopted.  and  the  previous  question  shall  be 
considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  the 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  exrept  one  motion  to 
lecominlt. 


Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  Smith  I,  and  I  now  yield  myself 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  authorizes  the 
appointment  of  a  Deputy  Director  of  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency.  The  bill 
that  will  be  under  consideration  after 
tho  adoption  of  thi.s  rule  Is  a  Senate 
bill,  but  the  House  amendments  as  re- 
ported make  certain  changes.  There  are 
three  of  them  of  particular  impytance. 
The  purpo.se  of  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion is  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  a 
Deputy  Director  of  .he  Central  Intelli- 
yence  Agency. 

Feciion  102  of  th*'  National  Security 
Act  establishes  the  Central  Intelligence 
AL'oncy  and  authoriyes  the  appointment 
of  a  Director  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  con.sent  of  the  Sen- 
ate. The  Director  may  be  a  civilian  or 
a  commissioned  ofiflrer. 

There  is  no  existing  provision  of  law 
establi.^hing  a  Deputy  Director  with 
statutory  authority  to  act  for  the  Di- 
rector or  to  perform  such  functions  as 
the  Director  may  as>ign  to  him. 

The  administrative  authority  exi-sts 
for  a  Deputy  Director  but  there  is  no 
statutory  ba.sis  for  it.  No  certain  func- 
tion<;  of  a  Deputy  Director  are  clearly 
existing  in  the  pre.^ent  law.  The  pro- 
iKjsed  law  would  create  the  office  of 
Deputy  Director  and  would  authorize  the 
President  to  appoint  such  Deputy  Di- 
rector by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate  from  among  civilians 
or  commissioned  ofllcers.  similar  to  the 
basic  law  pertaining  to  the  Director 
himself. 

Althouqh  Deputy  Directors  have  been 
appointed  under  the  Executive  Pay  Act 
of  1949.  there  Is  no  provision  of  law 
which  would  permit  a  commissioned  offi- 
cer or  retired  officer  to  be  appointed  to 
this  position.  As  a  matter  of  fact,,  there 
is  a  definite  prohibition  in  the  basic  law 
which  would  prohibit  any  commissioned 
officer  or  retired  officer  from  holding  any 
other  civilian  office.  The  definitions  of 
the  functions  of  a  Deputy  Director  are 
such  that  it  would  undoubtedly  be  held 
to  be  a  civil  office. 

Up  until  the  appointment  of  the 
present  Director.  Mr.  Allen  EKilles.  the 
Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Auency  has  always  been  a  military  offi- 
cer ;  the  Deputy  Director  has  been  a  ci- 
vilian since  1950. 

The  Central  Intelligence  Agency  Is 
most  desirous  of  obtaining  this  legisla- 
iion  and  has  gone  on  record  as  in  favor 
of  the  bill  as  amended  by  the  House  com- 
mittee. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  President  to 
appoint  an  Air  Force  lieutenant  general 
to  this  position  as  soon  as  the  law  is 
enacted. 

The  pay  of  the  Director  and  the  Dep- 
uty Director  is  covered  by  the  Executive 
Pay  Act  of  1949.  The  pay  of  the  Deputy 
Director  is  fixed  at  $14,800.  The  pay  of 
a  lieutenant  general   is   $14,900.    This 


bill  provides  that  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency  shall  reimburse  that 
branch  of  the  military  service  which  may 
supply  a  Deputy  Director.  The  Central 
Intelligence  Agency,  however,  is  to  make 
the  actual  payment.  If  the  pay  of  the 
military  person  so  serving  shall  be  less 
than  $14,800.  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  is  required  by  this  bill  to  make 
up  the  difference.  So  that  if  you  had  a 
major  general  serving  here  at  $14,400, 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  would 
make  up  the  $400  difference  annually. 
Since  „he  pay  of  a  lieutenant  general  is 
greater  than  that  of  the  Deputy  Direc- 
tor, there  is  no  necessity  for  additional 
reimbursement. 

The  House  committee  thought  there 
were  three  points  which  ought  to  be  cov- 
ered, and  that  were  not  covered  in  the 
Senate  bill,  so  that  the  House  committee 
has  provided  that  the  Director  and  the 
Deputy  Director,  if  either  of  them  shall 
be  a  military  person,  shall  have,  an  addi- 
tional number  in  grade  if  they  are  mili- 
tary personnel;  second,  that  in  both 
cases  the  Agency  will  reimburse  the  ex- 
ecutive department;  and,  third,  at  no 
time  can  both  the  Director  and  Deputy 
Director  be  military  personnel. 

The  reason  for  the  additional  number 
in  grade  Is  simply  this:  Nc  service  sup- 
plying a  lieutenant  general  will  bene- 
fit in  that  service  from  the  designation 
of  such  person  as  a  Deputy  Director,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  the  bill  goes  on 
to  provide  that  the  appointee  shall  have 
no  duty  or  responsibility  to  that  serv- 
ice while  acting  as  Deputy  Director,  and 
shall  be  free  of  any  direction  or  con- 
trol from  that  service.      For  that  rea- 
son the  service  in  this  case  will  have 
lost  during  the  time  of  tenure  the  serv- 
ice  of   one   of   its   lieutenant   generals. 
The  number  of  lieutenant  generals  per- 
mitted to  the  Air  Force  is  19.     At  the 
present  time.  I  understand,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  is  consider- 
ing the  question  of  the  number  of  high- 
staff  officers,  flag   officers,   and   officers 
there  should  be  in  various  ranks;  and 
it  is,  therefore,  thought  best,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  pending  this  review  that  no 
service  should  be  penalized  by  the  loss 
of  one  of  its  officers  to  the  Central  In- 
telligence Agency.    That  is  why  the  Air 
Force   will   be   permitted   to   retain    19 
lieutenant  generals.      If,  however,  this 
officer  should  return  to  the  Air  Force, 
the  most  junior  lieutenant  general  on 
the  list  would  drop  back  to  major  gen- 
eral.     So  that  you  are  not  increasing 
the   number  of  general  officers  in  the 
Air  Force  or   in   any   other  service,  if 
someone  should  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  that  basically 
is  pretty  much  what  is  done  here,  as 
we  understand  It. 

I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  anyone  who 
has  any  questions,  if  there  are  any  ques- 
tions at  this  time.  l)efore  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

If  there  are  no  questions,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has 
given  a  very  authoritative  and  explicit 
explanation  of  the  bill.  It  came  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  with  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  it  was  voted  out  by  the 
Committee  on  Rules  tmanimously. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  requests  for 
time  on  this  side,  and  I  yield  back  the 
balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  SCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The    SPEAKER    pro    tempore     (Mr. 
Arends).    The  question  is  on  the  reso- 
lution. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.    SHORT.      Mr.   Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1110)  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Cen- 
tral Intelligence. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short  J. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  S.  1110,  with  Mr.  Cole 
of  Missouri  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  S.  1110  is  a  rela- 
tively simple  but  extremely  important 
bill.  It  is  necessary  because  without 
enactment  of  this  legislation  it  will  be 
imF>ossible  to  designate  an  officer  of  the 
armed  services  as  a  Deputy  Director  of 
the  Central  InteUlgence  Agency. 

Up  until  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Allan 
Dulles,  the  Director  of  the  Central  Intel- 
ligence Agency  has  always  been  a  mili- 
tary man.  You  will  recall  Admiral 
Hlllenkoetter  and  Gen.  Walter  Bedell 
Smith  as  Directors.  The  deputies,  up 
until  the  Executive  Pay  Act  of  1949,  were 
also  commissioned  officers  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  But  when  the  Executive  Pay 
Act  of  1949  was  passed,  the  lawyers  con- 
tend that  it  created  the  statutory  office 
of  Deputy  Director,  at  least  to  the  ex- 
tent that  no  officer  of  the  Armed  Forces 
could  be  appointed  to  that  position  l)e- 
cause  of  other  laws  which  preclude  a 
commissioned  officer  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  from  being  appointed  to,  or 
holding,  a  civilian  office. 

FYom  1950,  and  until  recently,  the 
position  of  Deputy  Director  of  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  has  been  filled 
by  a  civiUan. 

However,  it  now  appears  highly  desir- 
able to  permit  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
missioned officer  as  Deputy  Director.    It 
is   felt    that   this    Agency,    working   so 
closely  with  the  Armed  Forces,  should 
have  one  military  man  in  a  high  position 
in  the  Agency.    The  collection  and  dis- 
semination of  information  deahng  with 
our  national  security  must  of  necessity 
involve  the  Armed  Forces.     Thus,  this 
bill,  as  reported  by  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services,  amends  the  basic 
law  with  respect  to  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency,  estabUshes  the  statutory 
office  of  Deputy  Director,  and  designates 
the  duties,  restrictions,  privileges,  and 
protection  surrounding  the  office  of  Dep- 
uty Director. 
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Now  there  are  three  things  In  this  bill 
that  you  all  should  know: 

First,  and  in  my  opinion  of  paramount 
importance,  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  prevents 
commissioned  oflBcers  from  occupying 
the  positions  of  Director  and  Deputy  Di- 
rector simultaneously.  In  other  words, 
at  no  time  in  the  future  will  it  be  possible 
for  both  the  Director  and  Deputy  Direc- 
tor to  be  commissioned  officers.  They 
both  may  be  civilians,  but  they  both  may 
not  be  officers  of  the  Armed  Forces.  We 
think  this  is  sound  and  that  it  carries 
out  the  traditional  concept  of  civilian 
control  in  all  phases  of  our  military 
structure.  The  bill  as  it  passed  the  Sen- 
ate did  not  contain  this  prohibition. 

Now.  the  next  thing  this  bill  does  is  to 
permit  the  Director  or  the  Deputy  Direc- 
tor, if  either  is  a  commissioned  officer,  to 
be  more  or  less  an  additional  number  in 
grade.  That  is,  if  the  Director  is  a  com- 
missioned officer,  the  limit  on  the  number 
of  general  officers  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
now  contained  in  Public  Law  7,  may  be 
exceeded  by  one  so  long  as  this  officer 
occupies  the  position  of  Director  of  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency.  The  same 
is  true  under  the  proposed  legislation  if 
the  Deputy  Director  occupies  the  posi- 
tion as  a  commissioned  officer. 

Now,  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices is  quite  aware  of  this  problem  of  the 
nvunbers  of  high  ranking  officers  on  ac- 
tive duty.  We  are  conducting  very  ex- 
tensive hearings  on  this  question,  so  you 
can  be  sure  that  it  was  given  careful 
consideration.  We  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  is  not  only  desirable  but  also 
necessary  to  permit  an  officer,  occupying 
the  office  of  Director  or  Deputy  Director, 
to  be  an  additional  number  in  grade. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  if  an 
officer  of  the  Armed  Forces  ixjssesses  the 
peculiar  talent  required  for  the  type  of 
work  involved  in  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency,  that  the  President  should  feel 
free  to  designate  such  an  officer  to  the 
position  of  Director  or  Deputy  Director 
without  having  to  penalize  the  service 
from  which  he  takes  this  officer.  It  so 
happens  that  the  President  desires  to  ap- 
point an  Air  Force  lieutenant  general 
to  the  position  of  Deputy  Director  of  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency.  This  of- 
ficer is  now  occupying  a  very  imr>ortant 
position  as  Director  of  the  Joint  Staff 
Tinder  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  As  a 
lieutenant  general  he  now  counts  as  1 
of  the  19  lieutenant  generals  which  the 
Air  Force  is  permitted  to  have  on  active 
duty.  But  when  he  becomes  Deputy  Di- 
rector of  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
it  would  hardly  be  fair  to  prohibit  the 
Air  Force  from  promoting  a  major  gen- 
eral to  fill  the  vacancy  created  by  hav- 
ing a  lieutenant  general  become  Deputy 
Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  After  all.  this  man,  whoever  he 
may  be,  now  or  in  the  future,  is  occupy- 
ing a  position  of  importance  to  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole  and  not  to  any  single 
service. 

Now  the  bill,  as  it  passed  the  Senate, 
did  not  contain  language  which  would 
have  permitted  the  Director,  if  a  com- 
missioned officer,  to  be  "in  addition  to 
the  number  and  percentages  otherwise 
authorized  and  appropriated  for  the 
armed  service  of  which  he  is  a  mem- 


ber." Had  the  bill  been  allowed  to  pass 
in  this  manner,  we  would  be  in  the  In- 
consistent position  of  saying  that  If  a 
commissioned  officer  were  appointed  as 
Director,  he  would  be  charged  against 
the  grade  limitations  for  the  service 
which  supplied  the  Director,  but  not  so 
if  the  commissioned  officer  were  ap- 
pointed Deputy  Director.  We  removed 
that  inconsistency  by  saying  that  either 
the  Director  or  Deputy  Director  if  a 
commissioned  officer  could  be  an  addi- 
tional number  in  grade.  Bear  in  mind, 
however,  that  at  no  time  can  both  the 
Director  ancf  Deputy  Director  be  com- 
missioned officers. 

There  is  another  part  of  this  bill  which 
should  be  carefully  explained.  Under 
existing  law  the  Director,  if  a  commis- 
sioned officer,  is  paid  by  the  service  of 
which  he  is  a  member.  The  Central  In- 
telligence Agency  does  not  reimburse  the 
military  department.  But  the  bill,  as  it 
passed  the  Senate,  provided  that  the 
Deputy  Director,  though  paid  by  the 
service  of  which  he  is  a  member,  would 
be  reimbursed  by  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  Here  again  an  inconsistency 
would  have  been  created  had  we  enacted 
into  law  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  Senate. 
So  we  removed  that  inconsistency  by 
saying  that  in  the  event  the  Director  or 
Deputy  Director  is  a  commissioned  offi- 
cer, the  military  department  which  sup- 
plies the  Director  or  Deputy  Director 
would  be  reimbursed  by  the  Central  In- 
telligence Agency. 

Now,  one  final  point:  the  salaries  of 
the  Director  and  Deputy  Director.  You 
will  note  that  the  bill,  as  amended  by 
our  committee,  repeals  the  language 
dealing  with  the  salary  of  the  Director. 
This  provision  of  the  National  Security 
Act  is,  of  course,  out  of  date.  The  salary 
was  established  in  1947  at  $14,000  per 
year,  but  the  Executive  Pay  Act  of  1949 
in  section  2  establishes  the  salary  of 
the  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  at  $16,000  per  year.  That  same 
act,  in  section  6  (a),  established  the 
salary  of  $14,800  per  year  for  the  office 
of  Deputy  Director.  It  was  that  act 
which  brought  about  the  necessity  for 
this  legislation  because  that  created  the 
statutory  office  of  Deputy  Director,  at 
least  in  the  minds  of  the  lawyers. 

Now,  the  law  with  respect  to  the  Di- 
rectors says  that  an  officer  of  the  Armed 
Forces  occupying  the  position  of  Director 
shall  receive  the  full  pay  and  allowances 
of  his  grade  and,  in  addition,  shall  re- 
ceive the  difference  between  the  pay  of 
the  statutory  office  and  his  full  pay  and 
allowances.  The  legislation  before  the 
House  today  does  the  same  thing  for  the 
Deputy  Director.  Here  is  what  that 
means: 

Let  us  take  a  major  general. 

Supposing  a  major  general  of  the  Army 
is  appointed  Director  of  the  Central  In- 
telligence Agency.  His  pay.  if  he  is  mar- 
ried and  not  occupying  Government 
quarters,  amounts  to  $14,483.44  per  year. 
As  Director  he  would  be  entitled  to  a 
total  compensation  of  $16,000.  This 
means  that  he  would  continue  to  draw 
$14,483.44  from  the  service  of  which  he 
is  a  member,  and,  in  addition,  would  re- 
ceive $1,516.56  per  year  from  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency.  Now.  if  he  were  a 
Deputy  Director  he  would  continue  to 


draw  $14,483.44  per  year  from  the  serv- 
ice of  which  he  is  a  member,  and  since 
the  salary  of  the  Deputy  Director  is  set 
at  $14,800.  he  would  also  draw  $316.56 
per  year  from  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

Now.  the  lieutenant  general  who  will 
occupy  the  position  of  Deputy  Director, 
if  this  bill  is  enacted  into  law.  will  not 
draw  any  pay  from  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency  becau.se  his  pay  and  allow- 
ances from  the  Air  Force  amount  to 
$14,983.44  per  year,  which  is  $183.44  more 
than  the  salary  established  for  the  office 
of  Deputy  Director. 

That  is  the  bill  in  a  nutshell.  I  might 
say  that  Mr.  Dulles,  for  whom  we  all 
have  the  highest  regard,  is  most  anxious 
to  have  this  legislation  because  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  is  functioning 
right  now  without  a  Deputy  Director. 
While  Mr.  Dulles  is  admirably  qualified 
for  the  important  position  he  holds,  he 
cannot  do  the  job  alone.  He  has  been 
working  18  hours  a  day  and  we  must  give 
help  immediately. 

I  want  you  to  notice  in  particular  that 
we  have  surrounded  the  office  of  Director 
and  Deputy  Director  with  many  provis- 
ions designed  to  free  a  military  officer,  if 
he  is  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director, 
from  supervision  or  control  from  the 
higher  echelons,  and  from  responsibility 
for,  or  direction  of,  lower  echelons,  in 
the  Military  Establishment.  In  other 
words,  we  protect  the  officers  rights  and 
privileges  but  we  are  also  careful  to  make 
sure  that  he  is  under  no  one's  control  ex- 
cept the  Pre-sident,  the  National  Security 
Council,  and  the  Director. 

Let  me  say  in  closing  that  I  would  be 
less  than  frank  if  I  did  not  state  that  in 
the  past  our  military  intelligence.  In  my 
opinion,  has  been  the  weakest  link  in  our 
chain  of  national  defense.  There  might 
be  several  good  reasons  for  that.  One  is 
we  are  not  an  old  nation  steeped  in  f>o- 
litical  machinations  and  religious  in- 
trigues with  their  bitter  rivalries  and 
petty  jealousies  that  have  existed  be- 
tween countries  of  the  Old  Wond,  nor 
have  we  as  a  people  been  so  suspicious 
perhaps  of  the  motives  of  other  nations 
or  people. 

Another  reason  is  that  Congress  has 
not  devoted  the  study  nor  voted  the  funds 
for  this  Agency  that  it  so  richly  deserves. 
It  has  been  an  orphan  child  and  we  need 
to  exercise  greater  supervision,  care,  and 
support  over  its  welfare. 

To  be  perfectly-  frank,  we  are  com- 
paratively an  infant  country,  and  this  is 
more  or  less  a  pioneer  field  for  us.  We 
must  honestly  confess  that  in  the  wars 
gone  by  other  great  powers,  such  as  Rus- 
sia, Germany,  and  Britain,  possessed  a 
.superior  Intellif^ence  to  our  own,  but  I 
am  happy  to  report  to  the  Members  of 
this  House,  in  which  I  think  all  mem- 
bers of  our  armed  services  will  agree, 
that  we  have  made  tremendous  strides 
and  progress  in  two  world  wars  and  in 
the  present  conflict  in  Korea.  Much 
advance  has  been  made  under  Admiral 
Hillenkoetter.  under  Gen.  Bedell  Smith: 
certainly  a  great  job  was  done  by  "Wild 
Bill"  Donovan  in  World  War  H  in  OSS; 
and  I  might,  without  revealing  any  se- 
crets, say  that  he  is  being  consulted  by 
the  present  able  Director  of  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency,  and  I  predict  with 
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the  pa.ssage  of  this  legislation  we  will 
t'o  a  long  way  to  strengthen  our  psycho- 
locical  warfare  and  strategy,  but  most 
important  of  all,  to  strengthen  that  de- 
partment of  defense  in  which  we  have 
bern  weakest  in  the  past. 

There  is,  Mr.  Chairman,  no  more  im- 
portant and  no  more  sensitive  agency  in 
Government  today  than  the  Central  In- 
trllurence  Agency.  The  positions  of  Di- 
rrctor  and  Deputy  Director  should  be 
occupied  by  the  best-qualified  men  in 
the  United  States.  This  legislation  will 
permit  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
to  have  a  Deputy  EHrector  in  which  the 
Director  and  the  President  have  the 
hiuhrst  confidence.  I  hope  it  will  be 
pas-sed  unanimously  by  the  Hou.«=e,  as  it 
was  unanimously  reported  by  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  after  thor- 
oueh  consideration,  and  which  was  ap- 
proved unanimously  by  your  Committee 
on  Rules. 

Mr  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr  SHORT.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
my  friend  from  Iowa. 

Mr  GROSS.  To  me.  one  of  the  Im- 
portant provisions  in  the  bill  is  to  be 
found  on  pape  4.  I  .should  like  to  read 
it  for  the  purpose  of  getting  it  in  the 
Record: 

He  shall  be  subject  to  no  supervision,  con- 
tr  I.  restriction,  or  prohibition  (military  or 
otherwise)  other  than  would  be  operative 
witli  respect  to  him  tf  he  were  a  civilian 
In  no  way  connected  with  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  the 
LK-pariment  of  the  Air  Force,  or  the  armed 
8er\ice8  or  any  component  thereof. 


I  want  to  compliment  the  gentleman 
upon  that  provision  In  this  bill,  and  I 
should  like  to  say  further  that  I  hope  it 
operates  more  effectively  than  did  a 
similar  provision  In  ihe  Unification  Act 
which  supposedly  protected  Admiral 
Denf eld's  right  to  come  before  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  his  own 
volition  and  testify.  We  all  know  what 
happened  to  Admiral  Denfeld  in  that 
case.  I  hope  this  provision  works  more 
effectively  in  the  protection  of  this  Di- 
rector and  the  Deputy  Director. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  very  much  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  views  expressed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa,  and  know  that  he 
has  always  fought  to  keep  the  military 
under  civilian  control.  I  appreciate  the 
statement  that  he  has  just  made. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will'the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  SHORT.    I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
my  very  able  colleague  from  New  York, 
who  really  is  more  responsible,  I  think, 
for  the   revised  House  version  of  this 
legislation  than  any  other  member  of  our 
committee.    He  is  an  outstanding  lawyer, 
and  we  wrote  the  bill.  I  think,  to  carry 
out  the  intentions  or  the  views  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  had  in  mind. 
Mr  COLE  of  New  York.     The  gentle- 
man is  very  generous,  as  usual,  with  his 
references  and  his  remarks.    But  since 
he  has  indicated  a  part  which  I  played 
in  the  proposal  now  before  the  House.  I 
should  like  to  make  certain  that  there 
is  no  misinterpretation  placed  upon  a 
certain  portion  of  this  bill.    I  direct  your 
attention  to  the  paragraph  on  page  5, 
beginning  at  line  5.  with  reference  to 
the  pay  which  an  individual  receives  in 


serving  as  either  a  Director  or  Deputy 
Director,  if  that  individual  is  a  military 
man.  The  bill  says  that  he  is  entitled 
to  receive,  reading  from  line  15.  "the  mili- 
tary pay  and  allowances — active  or  re- 
tired, as  the  case  may  be,  including  per- 
sonal money  allowances." 

My  question  is  whether  the  reference 
to  personal  money  allowance  is  an  allow- 
ance in  addition  to  mihtary  pay  and 
allowance  winch  the  individual  would 
receive. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Only  the  personal  al- 
lowance for  the  particular  rank  or  grade 
that  he  is  occupying  at  the  time. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.     That  is  the 
point.    Is  it  a  personal  money  allowance 
that  goes  to  the  individual  because  of  the 
rank  or  grade  he  holds? 
Mr.  SHORT.     Yes. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Rather  than 
the  billet  he  holds? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  So  that  at  no 
time  is  it  intended  by  the  committee  or 
can  it  be  construed  in  the  future  that 
an  individual  who  may  at  the  time,  prior 
to  his  appointment,  fill  a  billet  which 
carries  a  personal  money  request  be- 
cause of  the  billet,  automatically  t>e  en- 
titled to  that? 

Mr.  SHORT.  He  would  not  be  entitled 
to  that,  and  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  getting  that  in  the 
Record  to  make  the  intent  perfectly 
clear.  For  example,  we  voted,  as  I  re- 
call, $5,000  expense  allowance  to  a  mili- 
tary officer.  If  appointed  to  the  United 
Nations.  If  in  the  future,  at  some  near 
or  distant  time,  that  member  of  the 
United  Nations  were  called  down  to  act 
as  Director  or  Deputy  Director  of  the 
Central  Intehgence  Agency,  he  would 
not  be  entitled  to  draw  that  $5,000. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    I  thank  the 
gentleman  very  much. 

Mr.     BROOKS     of     Louisiana.     Mr. 
Chairman,  as  has  already  been  said,  this 
bill  came  out  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  with  no  opposition. 
We  are  all  in  accord  with  one  single  pur- 
pose, to  strengthen  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency.    We  wanted  to  do  every- 
thing possible  to  give  it  the  standing, 
authority,  and  efficiency  which  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  have  a  right 
to  expect  of  this  most  important  agency. 
Because  of  the  fact  there  is  no  fight 
on  this  bill  or  any  portion  of  it  at  the 
present  time  normally  I  would  not  even 
raise  my  voice  here  and  take  the  further 
time  of  this  body  in  discussing  the  bill. 
It  has  been  ably  presented  by  my  col- 
league, the  chairman  of  our  committee, 
who  has  developed  a  number  of  points. 
But  I  think  it  is  so  important  to  the 
safety  of  the  United  States  that  we  have 
a  good  central  intelligence  that  I  want 
to  emphasize  one  point,  and  this  one 
point  is  the  sole,  actuating  purpose  of 
the   membership   of  our   committee   in 
making  these  changes  and  reporting  this 
measure  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  Central  InteUigence  is  not  an  or- 
ganization that  can  ballyhoo  its  exploits 
or  its  achievement;  but  when  failures 
occur,  somehow  or  other  without  great 
publicity  we  learn  there  has  been  a  fail- 
ure on  the  part  of  Central  Intelligence 
to  accumulate  the  proper  information. 
In  no  phase  of  government  is  knowledge 


so  important;  in  no  phase  of  government 
is  knowledge  power  to  the  extent  it 
is  with  the  Central  Intelligence.  By  the 
proper  handling  of  its  affairs,  by  having 
the  proper  knowledge  of  what  is  going 
on  in  the  world,  this  agency  can  help  us 
win  wars,  of  course;  but  I  think  even 
more  than  that,  by  proper  handling  of 
its  affairs,  proper  efficiency,  and  proper 
activity,  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
can  keep  this  Nation  out  of  major  wars 
and  out  of  major  differences  and  out  of 
major  disagreements  with  other  nations, 
and  keep  us  well  along  the  road  of  peace 
which  is  the  path  our  people  are  so 
anxious  to  pursue.  So  I  was  glad  that 
it  became  my  humble  part  to  participate 
in  helping  to  draft  this  measure. 

There  is  one  feature  that  I  want  to  dis- 
cuss very  briefiy.  In  this  measure,  S. 
1110,  as  amended,  we  provide  in  section 
102: 


That  at  no  time  shall  the  two  positions  of 
the  Director  and  Deputy  Director  be  occu- 
pied simultaneously  by  commissioned  officers 
of  the  armed  services,  whether  In  an  active 
or   retired  status. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  record  show 
that  this  stipulation  does  not  preclude  a 
reserve  officer  from  being  u.sed  in  either 
one  of  these  capacities  and  being  classi- 
fied as  a  civilian.  We  refer  in  this  para- 
graph to  an  officer,  whether  on  active  or 
retired  status,  but  we  do  not  say  that 
this  includes  the  reserve  officer.  We 
have  so  many  reserve  officers  and  so 
many  reserves  in  the  Military  Establish- 
ment, and  we  are  building  up  the  re- 
serves to  such  a  point,  that  it  is  well 
that  the  record  show  that  a  reserve  offi- 
cer may  be  called  from  a  civilian  activity 
and  not  be  chargeable  in  the  filling  of 
this  position  "as  an  active  or  retired 
officer"  in  the  Military  Establishment. 

I  think  in  working  this  out  we  give 
elasticity  to  the  filling  of  these  positions, 
and  it  is  proper  that  we  do.  We  have 
had  good  men  in  charge  of  this  agency 
in  the  past.  In  each  instance  to  date 
we  have  had  only  military  men  in  charge. 
Now  we  have  a  civilian  in  charge  of  the 
Agency. 

This  is  a  relatively  new  agency.  I  have 
heard  a  lot  of  condemnation  of  the  fail- 
ure of  our  intelligence  to  properly  func- 
tion. I  do  not  think  we  should  be  too 
severe  on  this  agency,  and  I  have  said 
so  before.  It  is  a  relatively  new  agency. 
It  was  established,  I  think,  in  1947.  The 
Congress  must  give  it  the  support  which 
we  should  give  an  important  agency  if 
It  is  to  function  to  the  top  degree.  I 
think  it  is  coming  along  fine.  I  was  glad 
to  hear  our  chairman  extend  words  of 
praise  for  the  progress  the  organization 
has  made.  We  certainly  want  to  help 
to  produce  greater  efficiency  in  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  in  the  future 
than  we  have  had  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.   Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  want  to 
inquire  about  the  number  of  civilians 
in  the  Agency  compared  to  the  military, 
if  that  is  permissible,  because  complaints 
have  come  to  me. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  can- 
not go  into  that  for  the  reason  that  this 
is  such  a  highly  classified  proposition 
that  even  when  something  happens,  as 
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we  saw  yesterday  In  the  paper,  concern- 
ing the  death  of  someone  who  was  with 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  you 
cannot  safely  go  into  it  publicly  and  dis- 
close what  position  the  man  might  have 
had.  If  we  do  that,  you  would  be  giving 
information  to  an  enemy  who  has  his 
agents  iinfortunately  all  around  us  here, 
and  who  will  use  the  information  thus 
innocently  given  for  the  purpose  of  hurt- 
ing our  Government  and  our  people. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  know 
that  to  be  true  and  I  do  not  want  to 
get  into  a  field  that  should  not  be  dis- 
closed, but  I  must  say  that  I  have  had 
a  number  of  complaints  from  top  civil- 
ians who  have  been  let  out  of  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  so  that  some- 
one in  the  officer  class  could  replace 
them.  I  am  wondering  if  that  argues  to 
the  benefit  of  the  CIA,  or  should  we  keep 
some  of  these  top  civilians  in  these 
places,  and  not  turn  them  over  entirely 
to  the  military. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is  diffl- 
cult  to  get  into  an  investigation,  as  the 
gentleman  knows.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  would  like  to  advise 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  that  there 
is  evidence  of  action,  which  the  gentle- 
man from  Nebraska  was  talking  about, 
in  the  case  of  the  national  security 
agency,  and  it  it,  my  purpose  in  the  30- 
minute  special  order  that  I  have  follow- 
ing the  conclusion  of  the  regular  busi- 
ness today,  to  lay  some  of  those  facts 
bare. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want 
to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  will  listen 
with  much  interest  to  his  remarks,  as 
I  always  do.  I  give  him  credit  for  being 
a  student  and  an  exponent  of  our  public 
education  system  of  the  United  States, 
and  I  am  going  to  listen  to  his  remarks. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  think  when  the 
story  of  the  Inchon  invasion  is  told  in 
all  of  its  aspects,  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency  will  come  in  for  great 
credit.  As  everyone  knows,  it  was  a  haz- 
ardous plan,  brilliantly  executed,  and  if 
Colonel  Quirm  is  ever  allowed  to  discuss 
the  part  that  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  played  in  planning  that  signifi- 
cant invasion,  I  think  all  our  worries 
about  its  eflBciency  on  that  score  will 
vanish. 

One  other  observation,  if  I  may.  I 
hope  that  the  staff  colleges  in  the  Armed 
Forces  will  make  it  plain  to  the  future 
commanders  of  our  corps  and  Army 
units  that  this  organization  can  be  of 
great  help  to  them.  In  staff  colleges,  I 
think,  just  as  we  have  become  oriented 
with  G-5  in  military  government,  we 
should  hammer  home  the  vital  role  that 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  has  in 
aiding  of  the  front-line  soldier  as  well 
as  the  folks  back  home.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  MTI.T.KR  of  Nebraska.  I  presume 
the  committee,  in  its  wisdom,  has  seen 
the  merit  of  placing  a  civilian  as  top 
agency  head,  recognizing  perhaps  that 


if  it  was  to  be  all  military,  there  might 
be  a  tendency  for  this  branch  of  the 
service  to  get  into  avenues  which  should 
be  strictly  civilian.  I  have  not  heard 
an  explanation  of  why  it  has  been  desig- 
nated that  a  civilian  should  head  up  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  This  bill 
follows  the  practice  of  the  preceding 
period  in  that  respect.  They  always  had 
authority  to  use  a  civilian.  Heretofore, 
they  have  used  military  men.  At  the 
present  time  we  have  a  civilian.  I  hope 
the  time  will  come,  and  that  it  will  not 
be  too  far  distant,  when  the  Central  In- 
telligence Agency  will  be  looked  upon 
and  respected  as  we  respect  the  FBI  for 
a  good  job  well  done.  I  will  say  this: 
When  the  Deputy  Director,  who  I  un- 
derstand is  now  being  held  in  mind,  is 
put  into  this  position — by  the  way.  he 
is  an  able  air  oflBcer — I  think  he  will 
add  much  to  the  efficiency  and  hish 
standard  of  this  agency  and  will  receive 
the  gentleman's  approval  when  he  gets 
there. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  I  might  interpolate  at 
that  point.  I  would  like  to  say  to  our 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska, 
that  heretofore  both  the  director  and 
the  deputy  director  have  been  military 
men. 

Under  the  bill  as  passed  and  sent 
over  to  us  from  the  Senate  they  l)oth 
could  still  be  military  men;  but  under 
the  House  bill  which  is  substituted  for 
the  Senate  bill  we  make  it  possible  for 
both  the  Director  and  Deputy  Director  to 
be  civilians,  but  at  no  time  can  there  be 
two  military  men  in  peace  or  in  war ;  one 
must  be  a  civilian,  because  we  want  to 
keep  civilian  control. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  agree 
with  that:  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
bill,  but  I  think  many  people  in  America 
have  a  dread  that  the  military,  as  in 
some  other  countries,  may  unless  we 
take  some  steps  to  curb  the  things  that 
have  been  going  on  in  the  past,  control 
the  civilians  to  an  extent  which  is  not 
good  for  a  republic  such  as  our  country. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Knowing  me  as  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  does,  he 
knows  how  I  feel  on  that  score. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  at  this  time  I  yield  15  min- 
utes to  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCorm^ckI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
am  enthusiastically  for  this  bill.  The 
committee,  in  my  opinion,  has  done  a 
very  constructive  piece  of  work  in  the 
amendments  to  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
Senate,  which  I  think  strengthens  the 
situation  and  strengthens  the  higher 
echelon  of  the  CIA.  and  that  means 
strengthening  the  entire  organization. 
I  had  something  to  do  with  drafting 
the  law  establishing  this  agency,  and  I 
am  very  glad  to  see  this  bill  amending 
it,  because  as  I  have  said  I  think  it  is  a 
strengthening  influence. 

I  think  we  can  all  agree  that  the  men 
who  have  headed  the  CIA  in  the  past  are 
outstanding  men.  Both  have  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices. I  think  we  can  also  all  agree  that 
the  present  head  of  the  CIA.  Mr.  Dulles, 
is  probably  one  of  the  ablest  men  of 
today.  While  I  do  not  know  him  per- 
sonally, I  have  met  him  a  few  times  and 


he  is  a  man  who  has  impressed  me  very 
favorably.  He  Impresses  me  bls  a  man 
of  vision,  a  man  of  great  ability,  a  man 
of  courage,  and  he  impressed  me  especi- 
ally as  a  man  of  commonsense,  some- 
thing that  is  of  vital  importance  in  con- 
nection with  any  position,  but  particu- 
larly a  position  of  responsibility.  I  know 
that  the  President  and  Mr.  Dulles,  Chief 
of  CIA.  are  very  anxious  that  this  bill 
pass  before  the  Easter  recess  in  order 
that  they  can  get  their  organization  es- 
tablished. In  view  of  this,  I  want  to  con- 
gratulate the  committee  not  only  for  the 
amendments  but  also  on  bringing  the 
bill  up  for  consideration  before  Easter, 
enabling  the  other  body  if  in  its  wisdom 
it  does  so,  to  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ments and  send  the  bill  to  the  President 
for  his  signature,  and  then  for  the  Pres- 
ident to  send  his  nominations  to  the 
Senate. 

There  are  a  few  observations  I  should 
like  to  make  which  relate  to  the  general 
subject  and  on  important  matters  which 
are  current  today  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  the  world. 

Recently  Mr.  Stalin,  the  head  of  the 
Soviet  Union  died,  and  we  see  the  fight 
for  power  which  is  going  on  in  the  Soviet 
Union.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
but  what  there  is  a  fight  going  on  in  the 
Soviet  Union  between  three  individuals, 
and  probably  it  will  result  in  the  suprem- 
acy of  one  of  two.  either  Malenkov  or 
Bena.  a  struggle  for  control. 

After  the  death  of  Stalin  we  see  various 
suggestions  made,  such  as  the  release  of 
10  prisoners  the  British  requested  many 
months  ago.  the  relea.se  of  4  or  5  Amer- 
icans requested  by  our  country  by  the 
Chinese  Communist  Government,  then 
the  offer  for  the  exchange  of  wounded 
prisoners,  and  then  the  F>ossible  opening 
up  of  the  exchange  of  other  prisoners; 
then  we  re.id  about  the  amnesty  granted 
by  Malenkov  to  certain  persorvs  in  jail 
in  the  Soviet  Union  for  things  that  would 
not  be  crimes  in  the  United  States  or  any 
other  free  country.  The  latter  is  prob- 
ably a  smoke.screen  for  purges  in  the 
Soviet  Union  and  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 

I  view  all  of  these  things  with  caution; 
I  do  not  think  our  people  should  build  up 
too  great  hopes  as  a  result  of  these  oper- 
ations. It  seems  to  me  that  so  far  as  the 
exchange  of  wounded  prisoners  is  con- 
cerned, that  that  can  be  arrived  at  very 
quickly;  certainly  the  exchange  of  other 
prisoners  which  has  been  "intimated 
should  not  take  a  long  time.  Expres- 
sing my  own  opinion,  it  seems  to  me 
there  should  not  be  any  prolonged  nego- 
tions  in  respect  to  these  two  subjects  by 
our  Government;  either  they  are  going 
to  be  done  or  they  are  not  going  to  be 
done,  and  that  should  not  take  a  long 
time.  I  will  agree  that  it  is  right  for  our 
Government  to  explore  any  possibility. 
One  of  the  main  purposes  of  diplomacy, 
as  I  understand,  is  where  differences  ex- 
ist between  two  or  more  countries  to 
try  to  narrow  down  the  area  of  differ- 
ences as  much  as  possible.  So  anything 
that  will  reduce  the  area  of  difference  is 
a  proper  thing  for  our  Goverrunent  to 
look  into  and  to  explore  and  to  enter 
into;  and  if  there  is  a  chance  of  the  area 
being  reduced,  to  make  the  necessary 
efforts.  It  does  seem  to  me  in  these  two 
fields,  particularly  in  the  field  of  ex- 
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change  of  wounded  prisoners,  that  that 
can  be  done  very  quickly,  and  If  the 
Sovet  Union  is  making  Its  offer  in  good 
faith,  they  will  promptly  and  immedi- 
ately enter  Into  satisfactory  arrange- 
ments in  relation  to  that  matter,  and 
if  they  are  sincere  in  relation  to  the 
broader  subject  of  exchange  of  prisoners, 
with  the  long  months  of  negotiatioiis 
that  have  already  taken  place  it  should 
not  take  very  long  for  that  issue  to  be 
settled. 

I  agree  with  what  has  been  released  In 
relation  to  agreements  with  the  French 
Government  that  the  settlement  of  the 
South  Korea  situation  is  not  the  only 
thing  that  concerns  us,  that  Indo- 
china and  other  countries,  not  only  in 
the  Far  East,  in  the  Middle  East  and  the 
Near  East,  but  throughout  the  world, 
are  involved  because  this  is  a  global  sit- 
uation. 

If  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet  Union  are 
.sincere,  they  can  arrive  at  a  solution,  and 
we  can  create  a  situation  that  is  com- 
patible where  the  countries  of  the  free 
world  and  the  countries  of  the  Com- 
munist world  can  live  at  least  in  a  com- 
patible relatior\ship  with  one  another; 
but  we  cannot  do  so  as  long  as  the  Com- 
munists adhere  to  the  dialectic  or  doc- 
trinaire a.spects  of  communism. 

I  did  not  intend  to  make  these  re- 
marks, but  I  think  this  is  an  appropriate 
time  to  make  .this  statement  and  to 
caution  my  colleagues  and  the  people  of 
the  country  not  to  build  up  too  great 
hope.  Our  Government  should  explore 
but  we  should  be  cautious  and  in  a  sense 
approach  them  with  a  feeling  of  skepti- 
ci.sm.  We  should  remember  that  the 
leadership  of  the  Communist  Party  and 
the  ideology  known  as  international 
communism  employs  any  means  to  ob- 
tain its  end. 

One  of  these  is  expediency.  If  it  is  ex- 
pedient for  them  to  enter  into  a  rela- 
tionship with  other  countries  that  seems 
to  lake  the  road  of  peace  or  to  open  up 
the  hope  of  that  road  being  traveled, 
they  will  do  so.  Then  when  they  have 
consolidated  themselves,  or  when  the 
period  of  expediency  has  expired,  they 
will  veer  off  the  road  of  peace  and  take 
another  road.  We  have  to  realize  that 
materialistic  or  atheistic  communism  has 
no  accountability.  The  leaders  follow 
the  policy  of  might  is  right.  There  is 
only  one  thing  they  recognize  and  that 
Ls  power. 

I  think  we  should  proceed  with  cau- 
tion. I  think  we  should  view  these  hap- 
penings with  extreme  reservations. 
When  I  see  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet 
Union  ijermit  priests,  ministers  and 
rabbis  enter  the  Soviet  Union  and  its 
satellites  and  perform  their  duty  as  am- 
bassadors of  God  to  those  who  are  mem- 
bers of  their  creed,  then  I  will  see  some 
siKn  on  the  part  of  the  Communist  lead- 
er.s  of  a  primary  nature,  of  a  real  de- 
parture from  dialectic  or  doctrinary 
communism.  That  might  lead  to  some 
real  hope. 

The  thing  we  should  do.  as  I  see  it.  is 
to  explore  but  not  to  weaken  ourselves, 
not  to  let  our  hopes  Influence  us  to  such 
an  extent  that  we  feel  we  can  weaken 
America.  This  Is  the  time  to  explore  all 
opportunities,  but  to  be  skeptical  and. 
above  all,  we  should  maintain  oin- 
strength  because  the  only  thing  that  the 


Communists  respect  is  what  they  fear. 
The  only  thing  that  the  Communists  fear 
is  por.er  greater  than  they  possess. 

So,  in  conclusion,  I  want  to  congratu- 
late the  committee  for  reporting  out  this 
bill,  the  passage  of  which,  in  my  opinion, 
will  strengthen  the  ability  of  the  CIA 
to  serve  our  country  and  thereby  enable 
that  valuable  agency  to  make  greater 
contributions  to  the  strength  and  the 
preservation  of  America  and  to  future 
peace. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must 
take  a  few  seconds  to  thank  the  mi- 
nority whip,  the  former  majority  leader, 
for  three  things  he  stated. 

First.  I  appreciate  very  much  his  kind 
references  to  the  House  Committee  on 
the  Armed  Services  that  has  acted  ex- 
peditiously on  this  Important  piece  of 
legislation.  I  admit  without  debate  and 
confess  with  pride  that  we  have  a  great 
committee.  But  without  the  sympa- 
thetic understanding  of  Members  of  the 
House  and  their  admirable  cooperation 
we  could  accomplish  little. 

Second,  I  share  with  him  the  high 
confidence  in  and  great  respect  for  Mr. 
Allan  Dulles,  whom  I  predict  will  do 
much  to  build  up,  strengthen,  and  im- 
prove this  vital  agency. 

Tlilrd,  I  wish  to  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts   [Mr.  McCormack] 
for   the   solemn   warning   that   he   has 
issued  to  this  House  and  to  the  American 
people  today.    Let  us  hope  for  the  best 
and  prepare  for  the  worst.    Let  us  speak 
softly  but  carry  a  big  stick;   continue 
to  trvist  God  but  keep  our  powder  dry. 
because  when  it  has  been  announced  by 
great  leaders  of  the  Soviet  Union  that 
they  will  resort  to  trickery,  artifice,  and 
every  other  device  of  deception  In  order 
to  achieve  their  aim  or  goal,  believing 
that  the  end  justifies  any  means,  cer- 
tainly we  should  move  with  the  greatest 
caution  and  with  a  remarkable  degree  of 
skepticism.    They  do  understand  force, 
they  respect  strength,   and   they  have 
only  contempt  for  weakness;   and,  re- 
gardless of  the  outcome  of  these  truce 
talks  or  proposed  truce  talks,  let  us  re- 
member for  years  to  come  that  America 
must  remain  strong  on  land,  sea,  and  In 
the  air.    Let  us  not  let  down  our  guard, 
relax  our  efforts,  but  ever  be  alert  and 
awake  to  the  dangers,   not  only  from 
without  but  from  within  our  own  coun- 
try.   I  appreciate  the  remarks  that  the 
gentleman    from    Massachusetts     [Mr. 
McCoRMACK]  has  made. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  remainder 
of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  SheehanI. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
seems  appropriate  in  discussing  S.  lUO. 
a  bill  authorizing  the  appointment  of  a 
deputy  director  of  the  Central  Intelll- 
gance  Agency,  that  I  bring  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
and  the  Congress  a  situation  which  in 
my  opinion  needs  to  be  examined. 

In  the  committee  hearings  on  the  bill 
under  discussion.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  should 
hold  an  executive  session  and  explore 
the  progress  that  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  has  made  since  its  creation  under 
the  National  Security  Act  of  1947.  In- 
sofar as  the  Congress  was  father  of  this 
particular  agency.  It  was  pointed  out  to 
the  committee  that  Congress  should  look 


into  its  operation  to  see  whether  or  not 
it  is  doing  the  job  for  which  It  was  in- 
tended. Fiom  some  experiences  which 
I  will  relate  to  you,  I  concur  heartily  in 
this  stand. 

As  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee 
to  Investigate  the  Katyn  Forest  Mas- 
sacre in  the  82d  Congress,  we  held  hear- 
ings wherein  we  questioned  former  mem- 
bers of  G-2  Army  Intelligence  in  an 
effort  to  locate  the  missing  Van  Vllet 
report  on  the  Katyn  Massacre.  During 
this  testimony  we  naturally  sought  to 
find  out  If  there  were  any  pro-Russian 
or  Communist  influences  in  the  Intelli- 
gence Agency  and  to  ascertain  whether 
or  not  such  Influences  could  have  been 
responsible  for  the  disappearance  of  the 
Van  Vliet  report. 

From  the  testimony,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion that  during  World  War  II  there  was 
in  G-2  a  very  distinct  pro-Russian  in- 
fluence. In  fact.  General  Blssell,  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  sought  to  have  pro- 
Russian  people  In  G-2  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  both  sides  to  all  questions. 
It  was  further  brought  out  in  the  testi- 
mony that  some  of  the  people  formerly 
in  G-2  believed  that  these  pro-Russians 
or  Russian  sympathizers  entered  the 
employ  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  when  that  Agency  was  created  in 
1947.  If  that  is  the  case,  have  these 
pro-Russians  been  weeded  out  from  the 
CIA,  or  are  they  still  there? 

Last  year,  in  Germany,  our  investi- 
gator for  the  Katyn  Comimittee  and  one 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  sought 
to   take   depositions   of   witnesses   with 
reference  to  the  Katyn  Forest  massacre. 
They  wanted  to  get  a  voice  recording  of 
their  testimony.     Unfortunately,  the  fa- 
cilities   were    not    available    and    the 
investigator   app>ealed   to   the    German 
authorities,  specifically,  to  a  gentleman 
who  was  the  equivalent  to  the  head  of 
our   FBL     However,   the   Germans   did 
not  have  the  facilities  for  so  recording 
the  testimony,  whereupon  our  investi- 
gator suggested  that  they  call  upon  our 
CIA  branch  in  Germany,  to  ascertain 
whether  they  had  the  necessary  equip- 
ment.   To  this  the  men  connected  with 
the   German   investigative   agency   ob- 
jected in  no  uncertain  terms  and  stated 
to  our  investigator  that  he  should  not 
bother  with  these  CIA  men  because  the 
CIA  was  infiltrated  by  Communists. 

There  have  been,  during  the  past  sev- 
eral years,  quite  a  niunber  of  incidents 
mentioned  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks] 
mentioned  yesterday,  to  the  effect  that 
former  members  of  our  intelligence  corps 
have  been  apprehended  in  "leaking"  or 
stealing  secret  documents.  Whether 
these  men  were  members  of  Army  Intel- 
ligence or  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  is  not  very  clear  as  the  news- 
paper reports  are  not  very  specific. 

Mr.     BROOKS     of     Louisiana.     Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEEHAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  did  not 
mean  to  infer  that  there  was  anything 
wrong  at  all.  I  merely  used  that  as  an 
Ulustration  of  the  fact  that  It  was  diffi- 
cult to  explore  causes  and  reasons  and 
backgroimds  and  employment  with  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency. 
Mr.  SHEEHAN.    I  realize  that. 
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Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  did  not 
mean  to  indicate  there  was  something 
wrong.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN.  I  point  out  that  in 
the  newspaper  reports  theie  occasionally 
are  stories  that  documents  are  stolen  or 
misplaced.  As  you  read  the  newspapers 
you  have  difficulty  in  know  whether  the 
persons  involved  are  from  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  or  Army  Intelli- 
gence.   It  is  rather  obscure. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  a  duty  evolves 
upon  the  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  to  check  and  find  out  wheth- 
er or  not  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
has  taken  all  possible  precautions 
against  subversion  from  within. 

During  the  course  of  this  check,  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  should  take 
into  account  the  adequacy  of  the  CIA  as 
it  is  presently  operating.  You  do  not 
have  to  take  my  word  for  it,  but  you  can 
take  the  comment  of  Mr.  Bernard  M. 
Baruch.  who,  in  an  address  at  Washing- 
ton University,  in  St.  Louis.  June  6,  1950. 
according  to  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch, 
said: 

We  are  arming  against  one  foe — Russia. 
Our  Central  Intelligence  Agency  should  be 
BUfBclently  accurate  and  Informative  to  tell 
us  what  we  require.  Let's  not  have  guesses — 
let's  get  the  facts.  I  have  some  reservations 
regarding  this  Agency, 

Time  docs  not  permit  me  to  give  more 
facts  and  figures,  but  I  feel,  from  the 
standpoint  of  our  national  interest,  that 
the  Congress,  which  set  up  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency,  should  explore  the 
progress  that  it  has  made  to  date. 

In  my  estimation,  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant things  for  the  Congress  to  find 
out  is  whether  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  is  serving  its  purposes  as  chief 
intelligence  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  is  serving  merely  as  an  arm  of 
the  executive  branch  to  carry  out  its 
orders.  If  you  gentlemen  will  refer  to 
the  testimony  before  the  Katyn  Commit- 
tee of  Gen.  Clayton  Bissell.  who  was  head 
of  G^2  Army  Intelligence  during  1945, 
you  will  find  that  he  is  one  of  the  few 
men  who  were  shown  the  actual  Yalta 
/Vgreement.  He  stated  to  the  committee 
that  his  interpretation  of  the  Yalta 
Agreement  was  that  it  disposed  of  Poland 
■'ompletely  and  stated  what  the  United 
ytates  was  going  to  do.  General  Bissell 
went  on  to  say  that — 

Now,  that  is  the  policy  of  the  United  States 
enunciated  by  the  President  In  wartime,  the 
Commander  In  Chief,  and  that  is  an  order 
to  me. 

I  am  shown  it  when  it  Is  secret  to  every- 
body but  a  very  small  handful,  and  I  am 
supposed  to  have  sense  enough  to  know  that, 
when  the  President  signs  something  in  war- 
time as  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that  is  it. 

Now,  I  am  not  asked  for  any  views.  I  am 
not  asked  for  my  comments. 

The  purpose  was  to  get  Russia  to  fight 
and  help  us  in  the  Japanese  war  instead  of 
letting  us  exhaust  ourselves  and  then  having 
them  turn  on  us. 

Thereupon  General  Bissell  was  asked 
if  the  action  he  took  was  done  in  order 
to  implement  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
p?ople  above  him  and  he  stated: 

I  was  doing  this  because  It  had  on  It  the 
signature  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  I 
wasn't  doing  it  becaiise  he  was  the  President 
and  a  politician.  I  was  doing  it  because  he 
was  the  Commander  in  Chief  imder  our  Con- 
Btitution.  and  I  am  working  for  him  under 


oath  to  do  everything  I  can  to  further  his 
policies. 

If  you  gentlemen  will  remember,  this 
same  Agency  during  the  next  few  months 
advised  the  President  to  do  everything  he 
could  to  bring  Russia  into  the  war  be- 
cause they  estimated  that  Japan  would 
fight  on  for  another  18  months.  As  his- 
tory has  revealed.  Japan  had  been  nego- 
tiating with  Russia  6  months  prior  to  this 
time  for  peace  and  wanted  to  get  out  of 
the  war,  yet.  our  exalted  Intelligence 
Agency  was  completely  wrong  and  was 
giving  the  President  poor  advice. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  sugges- 
tion to  the  committee  is  very  well  taken 
and  some  sort  of  an  official  review  should 
be  made  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  to  see  that  they  are  working  ef- 
ficiently and  that  they  have  sufficient 
security  safeguards  for  keeping  Commu- 
nists and  anti-Americans  out  of  the 
Agency. 

Time  does  not  permit  me  to  here  point 
out  the  unorthodox  intelligence  policy  of 
appointing  men  in  the  intelligence  agen- 
cies who  have  very  little  experience.  At 
some  other  time  I  hope  to  detail  how  the 
Army  shifts  men  into  intelligence  work 
who  have  very  little  background  in  the 
intelligence  field  but  are  so  placed  more 
or  less  as  a  tour  of  duty.  Certainly  this 
is  a  practice  which  is  unbusinesslike  and 
unintelligent.  Only  people  who  have  the 
background  and  experience  to  correctly 
evaluate  information  should  be  placed  in 
intelligence  work,  and  assignments  in 
that  field  should  not  be  merely  on  the 
basis  of  a  tour  of  duty. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEEHAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  very  happy  that 
the  gentleman  is  making  the  statement 
that  he  is  making  today.  We  have  heard 
these  criticisms  and  certain  charges  and 
no  doubt  some  of  them  are  true.  As  the 
chairman  tried  to  make  plain  in  his  orig- 
inal statement,  this  is  certainly  not  a 
perfect  organization.  It  has  been  weak 
in  the  past.  But  let  me  assure  my  friend 
from  Illinois  that  although  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  is  not  holding 
public  hearings  on  these  matters,  that 
does  not  mean  we  are  not  keeping  in  close 
contact  with  what  is  going  on.  We  are 
being  more  fully  informed  now  than  we 
have  been  during  any  other  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  McCORMACK],  the  minority 
whip. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
my  purpose  was  not  to  Inject  myself  into 
the  question  here  except  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  my  friends  that  the  Com- 
mittee on.  Government  Operations,  of 
course,  is  very  jealous  of  its  jurisdiction, 
and  we  have  a  chairman  who  is  very 
jealous.  I  just  want  to  have  the  chair- 
man know  that  when  I  am  on  the  fioor 
I  express  myself  in  defense  of  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Pursuant  to  the 
rule,  the  Clerk  will  read  the  committee 
amendment  as  an  original  bilL 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert:    "That  subsections    (a)    and    (b)    of 


section  102  of  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"  "Sbc.  102.  (a)  There  Is  hereby  established 
under  the  National  Security  Council  a  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  with  a  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence  who  shall  be  the  head 
thereof,  and  with  a  Deputy  Director  of  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  who  shall  act  for,  and  exer- 
cise the  powers  of.  the  Director  during  his 
absence  or  disability.  The  Director  and  the 
Deputy  Director  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  from  among  the  commls- 
sluned  officers  of  the  armed  services,  whether 
in  an  active  or  retired  status,  or  from  among 
Individuals  In  civilian  life;  Proi-idcd,  how- 
ci'cr  That  at  no  lime  shall  the  two  positions 
of  the  Director  and  Deputy  Director  be  occu- 
pied simultaneously  by  commissioned  offlcers 
of  the  armed  services,  whether  in  an  active 
or  retired  status. 

"(b)  {1»  If  a  commissioned  officer  of  the 
armed  services  is  appointed  as  Director,  or 
Deputy  Director,  then — 

"  '(A)  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  aa 
Director,  or  Deputy  Director,  he  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  no  supervision,  control,  restriction,  or 
prohibition  (military  or  otherwise)  other 
than  would  be  aperitive  with  respect  to  him 
If  he  were  a  civilian  in  no  way  connected 
with  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  De- 
partment of  the  Navy,  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force,  or  the  armed  services  or  any  com- 
ponent thereof;  and 

"  (B)  he  shall  not  possess  or  exercise  any 
supervision,  control,  powers,  or  functions 
(other  than  such  as  he  po.'isesses,  or  is  au- 
thorized or  directed  to  exercise,  as  Director 
or  Deputy  Director)  with  respect  to  the 
armed  services  or  any  component  thereof, 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy,  or  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force,  or  any  branch,  bureau,  unit,  or 
division  thereof,  or  with  respect  to  any  of 
the  personnel  (military  or  civilian)  of  any 
of  the  foregoing. 

"  '(2)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (1), 
the  appointment  to  the  office  of  Director,  or 
Deputy  Director,  of  a  commissioned  officer 
of  the  armed  services,  and  his  acceptance  of 
and  service  in  such  office,  shall  in  no  way 
affect  any  status,  office,  rank,  or  grade  he  may 
occupy  or  hold  in  the  armed  services,  or  any 
cnolument.  perquisite,  right,  privilege,  or 
benefit  incident  to  or  arising  out  of  any  such 
status,  office,  rank,  or  grade.  Any  such  com- 
mi.ssioned  officer  shall,  while  serving  In  the 
office  of  Director,  or  Deputy  Director,  con- 
tinue to  hold  rank  and  grade  not  lower  then 
that  In  which  serving  at  the  time  of  his 
appointment  and  to  receive  the  military  pay 
and  allowances  (active  or  retired,  as  the 
case  may  be.  Including  personal  money  al- 
lowance) payable  to  a  commls.sioned  officer 
of  his  prade  and  length  of  service  for  which 
the  appropriate  department  shall  be  reim- 
bursed from  any  funds  available  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  He  also  shall  be  paid  by  the  Cen- 
tral Intelligence  Agency  from  such  funds 
an  annual  compensation  at  a  rate  equal  to 
the  amount  by  which  the  comi>ensatlon  es- 
tablished for  such  position  exceeds  the 
amount  of  his  annual  military  pay  and  al- 
lowances. 

"  '(3)  The  rank  or  grade  of  any  such  com- 
missioned officer  shall,  during  the  period  in 
which  such  commissioned  officer  occupies 
the  office  of  Director  of  Central  Intelligence, 
or  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence, 
be  in  addition  to  the  numbers  and  per- 
centages otherwise  authorized  and  appropri- 
ated for  the  armed  service  of  which  he  is  a 
member'." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Are  there  any 
amendments  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment? 
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The   question   is   on   the   committee 
amendment. 
The  conmiittee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the 

Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Mr.  Cole  of  Missouri,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
Slate  of  the  Union  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  bin  (S.  1110)  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Deputy  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  195,  he  reported  the 
bill  back  to  the  House  with  an  amend- 
ment adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  Ls  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  third  readlnfj  of  the  bill. 

1  he  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  pa.ssage  of  the  bill. 

The  bin  was  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  National  Security 
Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence,  and  for  other  purposes." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

MESSAGE  FI=iOM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  iU.  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H  Con.  Res.  90.  Concurrent  resolution  pro- 
Tiding  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
from  April  3,  1963   to  April  13.  1953. 


THE  LATE  DANIEL  IIEFF  SLEP 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  Van  Zanht  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix.! 


PROPOSED  REVISION  OP  McCARRAN 
IMMIGRATION   ACT 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consimt  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ma.ssachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  felt  by  many  people  since  its  en- 
actment that  the  McCarran  Immigra- 
tion Act  was  unfair,  unjust,  and  dis- 
criminatory to  prospective  Immigrants 
from  southern  Europe  and  Middle  East 
countries.    Personally.  I  have  long  ques- 


tioned the  justice  and  equity  of  the  na- 
tional origins  clause  of  our  basic  immi- 
gration laws  because  I  have  believed  that 
under  the  operation  of  this  clause  and 
the  laws  and  regulations  by  which  it  is 
enforced,  that  Italy,  Greece.  Armenia. 
Lebanon,  Turkey,  as  well  as  Poland  and 
Lithuania  were  not  accorded  proper 
quotas.  The  operation  of  these  laws  has 
been  harsh  in  its  effect  on  many  splendid 
American  citizens  whose  origin  is  in 
southern  European  and  near  eastern 
countries.  These  citizens  are  having 
considerable  difficulty  in  assisting  very 
close  relatives  to  join  them  in  the  United 
States. 

Overall  world  quotas,  that  is  to  say  all 
quota  numbers  authorized  by  existing 
law,  amount  to  about  155,000  persons. 
Of  these  about  126.000  are  allocated  to 
northern  and  western  European  coun- 
tries, leaving  only  about  29,000  to  be 
distributed  to  Italy,  Greece,  Poland, 
Lithuania,  Syria,  Armenia.  Lebanon, 
Israel,  and,  in  fact,  the  remaining  coun- 
tries of  the  world.  Some  of  these  na- 
tions are  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  and 
their  citizens  at  home  cannot  now  use 
their  quotas  though  escapees  continue  to 
swell  the  quota  waiting  lists  and  use 
some  of  these  quota  numbers. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  that  of  the  126,000 
quota  numbers  available  for  the  most 
part  to  northern  and  western  European 
countries,  little  more  than  half  these 
numbers  authorized  by  existing  law  have 
been  used  in  recent  years.  Last  year 
only  about  66,000  quota  numbers  were 
used  by  this  area.  In  fact,  official  State 
Department  figures  show  that  there  were 
59,881  unused  quota  numbers  from  these 
countries  last  year. 

When  the  McCarran  bill  was  pending 
in  the  House  efforts,  in  which  I  joined. 
were  made  to  permit  these  unused  quota 
numbers  to  be  allocated  to  southern 
European  and  remaining  countries. 
However,  this  amendment  was  not  car- 
ried. ,         ^^  ^ 

Since  the  evidence  discloses  that  very 
many  splendid  and  patriotic  American 
citizens  of  Italian,  Greek.  Polish.  Jewish, 
Lithuanian,  Armenian,  Syrian.  Lebanese, 
and  other  descents,  anxious  to  be  united 
with  their  loved  ones  overseas,  are  In- 
terested In  securing  appropriate  changes 
in  existing  law  that  would  liberalize  cur- 
rent restrictions  and  permit  some  of 
their  relatives  to  come  to  the  United 
States  and  since  I  am  convinced  that 
their  pleas  and  claims  are  just  and  In 
the  Interest  of  many  loyal  American  citi- 
zens as  well  as  the  Nation  Itself,  I  am 
preparing  an  amendment  to  our  immi- 
gration laws  which  would.  If  enacted,  al- 
low the  unused  quotas  of  all  countries 
to  be  allocated  on  an  equitable  propor- 
tional basis  to  other  countries  with  over- 
subscribed quota  waiting  lists. 

While  I  realize  that  this  measure 
would  drastically  revise  the  operation  of 
the  national  origins  clause.  It  Is  my  con- 
viction that  It  would  work  substantial 
justice  to  many  thousands  of  worthy 
American  citizens  whose  close  relatives 
are  now  caught  in  the  web  of  current 
discriminatory  quotas  and  would  have 
otherwise  to  wait  for  many  years  before 
getting  an  opportunity  to  join  their  loved 
ones  In  the  United  States,  if  indeed  they 
could  ever  come  to  this  country. 


Let  me  make  It  clear  that  this  meas- 
ure does  not  In  any  way  Increase  the 
present  overall  quota  totals  but  merely 
equitably  redistributes  the  unused 
quotas  so  that  substantial  justice  can 
be  done  to  a  large  number  of  fine  Amer- 
ican citizens  and  their  relatives.  Each 
year,  thousands  of  quota  numbers  are 
lost  through  the  lack  of  applicants  in 
certain  countries  and  It  Is  this  unused 
portion  which  my  bill  seeks  to  reallocate 
to  other  countries  the  following  year 
when  new  quota  numbers  become  avail- 
able. 

In  my  opinion,  this  legislation  is  not 
unfair  to  any  of  the  other  covmtrles  not 
now  using  their  full  quotas,  because  It 
contains  a  provision  enabling  such  coun- 
tries to  regain  their  quotas,  now  Irre- 
trievably lost  under  the  present  law  if 
not  used  during  the  quota  year,  when- 
ever exi>erience  for  1  year  shows  that 
they  are  desirous  of  using  them  in  full. 
Present  prospects  are  that  these  coun- 
tries win  not  use  their  quotas  in  the 
foreseeable  future  and  this  plan  would 
thus  deal  more  equitably  with  all  na- 
tions. 

Should  the  occasion  ever  arise,  how- 
ever, and  this  appears  quite  remote  at 
present,  those  countries  benefiting  from 
the  unused  quota  system  I  propose  would 
repay,  whenever  necessary  over  a  5-year 
I>erlod,  the  countries  from  which  addi- 
tional quota  numbers  have  been  received. 
As  part  of  my  remarks.  I  desire  to  In- 
clude the  following  chart,  showing  the 
quota  totals  for  all  countries.  Shown 
are  the  new  quotas  made  available  by 
the  McCarran  Act  and  the  old  totals 
established  by  law  previous  to  the  en- 
actment of  this  act.  Also  illustrated 
are  the  numbers  of  quotas  actually  used 
and  vmased.  as  of  the  last  fiscal  year. 
The  material  follows: 

Immigration  quota  chart 


New 

guota 

Old 
quota 

Uscdi 

Unused 

NORTHERN      AND 
WESTXK.N    KVROPX 

Beleium 

1,297 

1. 17.5 

3.t)6« 

25.  M4 

f>^  361 

17,  7,")fi 

1(10 

3.  Vie, 

2,304 
3.295 
1,698 

1.304 

1.  l>^l 

3.  fkHfi 

25,  957 

f>\  721 

17,  s.'a 
100 
3,1, '.3 
2.377 
3.314 
1.7U7 

1.288 

All 

All 

All 

21,  873 

4,035 

94 

All 

All 

1.431 

1.497 

116 

Denmark 

None 

None 

None 

(ireat  Uritain 

Irflan^l  (Freo  t^tat^).. 
T.ii\(*nil)ourc         --, 

43.848 

13,818 

6 

Ni'thcrlands 

Norway. 

Sweden  

Switzerland 

None 
None 
1,8S3 

210 

Total    - 

125, 065 

100 
lOO 
U« 
100 
100 
1,405 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

125,753 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

1,413 
100 
100 

None 

None 
KX) 
100 

None 

65,872 

8 

100 

None 

91 

100 

1.413 

None 

100 

None 

None 

None 

1 

None 

58,bbl 

OTHEH  COVNTBIES 

Afghanistan  

K 

Albania       

None 

100 

Arabian  Penii.sula... 
Austrfilia 

9 
None 

Aii'^tria          ......... 

None 

ino 

Bulgaria 

None 

Burma*           

None 

Panibodia  * 

None 

Cameroon  (BritLsh). 
Cameroon  (French)  . 
Ceylon'.. 

100 

99 

None 

>  These  flpures  do  not  represent  actual  new  admissions 
Into  the  L'niwd  SUtes.  Many  ol  these  quota  numbers 
were  made  available  to  persons  already  in  thL-!  country 
whose  immipration  status  was  adjusted  by  tiie  Congre.ss 
through  private  or  omnibus  immigration  bills. 

«  New  countries  brought  under  the  quota  system  by 
the  McCarran  Act.  Statistics  on  the  quota  use  will  not 
be  available  for  some  time. 
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hi 


New 
quota 

Old 
quota 

Used 

Unused 

OTHSR  COtn«TKl«»— 

CoDtinoed 

China  (white) 

Chinese       

100 
lOS 

2,850 
100 
100 
115 
100 
566 
308 
865 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

6,645 
185 
100 
100 
100 
235 
100 
100 
100 
100 
384 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

6,488 
438 
100 
289 
100 
1(X) 
100 
100 
lUO 
250 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
225 
2,007 

100 
100 
100 
100 
933 

WO 
106 

2,874 
100 
100 
116 
100 
560 
310 
869 
100 
100 

None 
100 
100 
100 

6,677 
100 
100 

None 

None 
236 
100 
100 

None 
100 
386 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

None 

None 
100 

6,524 
440 
100 
291 
100 
100 
100 

None 

100 
252 
100 
100 
100 

lOO 
100 
100 
226 
2.798 

100 
None 

100 
None 

938 

100 

105 

2,874 

100 

ino 

116 

4 

560 

310 

869 

05 

100 

None 

100 

100 

100 

5,677 

02 

87 

None 

None 

23ft 

100 

14 

None 

3 

386 

8 

78 

None 

None 

None 

None 

100 

100 

None 

None 

100 

6,524 

440 

None 

291 

1 

100 

1 

None 

None 

252 

100 

None 

2 

None 

None 

100 

226 

^798 

100 

None 

3 

None 

938 

None 
None 

CxectiosJov&kia 

l>anzijj 

None 
None 

Eeynt               

N«ie 

Estonia    

None 

F.tliiofiia... - 

96 

Finland         

None 

( '•  rpece    

None 

Hungary         

None 

Ic*l<uid 

5 

Indifl              

None 

Indonesia  ' 

None 

Iran     .  

None 

IfBCJ               

None 

Ismel 

Italv 

None 
None 

8 

Jordan 

13 

Korra  ' --. 

None 

La06>   

None 

Latvia           

None 

Lebanon 

None 

Liberi£i     -     

M 

Llhva» 

None 

Liechtenstein 

Lithnapii  .... 

07 
None 

Monaco 

92 

Morocco 

22 

M  uscat         

100 

N  auru 

100 

Nep&l        

KXl 

New  Guinea 

lai 

New  Zealand 

Palestine  

None 
None 

Pacific  Islands  ' 

Pakistan*     

None 
None 

Philippines 

Poland „ 

None 

None 

Portnral 

None 

Ruanda  Urundi 

Rumania -.     -- 

Stunoa-.   - 

Ban  Marino     

100 

None 

90 

None 

Saudi  Arabia 

SoniAiiland  '  .  

99 
None 

South  West  Africa-. - 
Spain    -- 

100 
None 

Syria            

None 

Tanttanyika 

Thailand     

100 
08 

To^oland: 

British 

100 

French  ««. ..... 

100 

Trieste 

Turkey    

None 

N(  no 

V   3.  8.  R 

Union    of   Soutl 
Africa           

None 

None 

Vietnam  ' 

None 

Yap..      

97 

Yemen '      

None 

Yugoslavia 

None 

Total 

29,592 

28.524 

26,300 

2,215 

•New  countries  broupht  under  the  quota  s>-stem  by 
the  McCarran  Act.  Statistics  on  the  quota  tise  will  not 
be  available  for  some  time 

Note.— Countries  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  do  not 
eorae  under  the  quota  system. 


DR.  MAURICE  BURNSIDE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey]  is  recog- 
nized for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
more  than  150  years  of  our  existence  as 
a  Nation,  the  world  has  been  amazed  at 
the  great  experiment  of  a  free  people  in 
the  development  of  the  democratic  idea 
of  government.  We  have  made  great 
stride"  in  the  field  of  the  arts  and 
sciences.  We  have  passed  rapidly  from 
the  horse- and- buggy  days  to  the  iron 
age,  the  electrical  age,  and  we  are  pres- 
ently ushering  in  the  atomic  age. 

It  is  strange  indeed  in  face  of  these 
great  accomplishments,  that  we  have 
stood  still  in  the  field  of  political  ethics. 
When  a  foaaner  Member  of  the  Congress 
can  be  drirm  out  of  public  life  in  order 
tc  satisfy  the  whims  of  a  few  designing 


politicians,  we  have  turned  back  the  clock 
of  political  thinking  more  than  100  years 
to  the  day  when  the  late  Senator  Macy 
coined  the  phrase,  "To  the  victors  belong 
the  spoils." 

In  this  connection,  I  want  to  tell  my 
colleagues  the  story  of  Dr.  Maurice  Burn- 
side,  who  served  my  State  of  West  Vir- 
ginia with  distinction  in  the  81st  and 
82d  Congresses.  Dr.  Burnside,  a  native  of 
South  Carolina,  after  graduating  from 
high  school,  enrolled  at  the  Citadel  in 
Charleston,  where  he  was  a  member  of 
the  ROTC  and  studied  military  science. 
This  was  further  implemented  by  train- 
ing at  P\)rtress  Monroe  and  at  Camp 
Eustis,  Va.  At  Furman  University, 
Greenville,  S.  C,  he  earned  a  bachelor  of 
science  degree  with  an  added  2  years 
training  in  law. 

Dr.  Burnside  holds  a  master's  depree 
from  the  University  of  Texas,  at  Austin. 
where  he  majored  in  Latin  American 
relations  and  international  law.  His 
greatest  accomplishment  was  his  ability 
to  win  his  doctor's  degree  from  Duke 
University  at  Durham,  N.  C.  In  the 
field  of  p>olitical  science,  he  majored  in 
public  administration  and  international 
law. 

Early  November  1952.  Dr.  Burnside 
submitted  Form  57  to  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission. On  December  11.  1952.  he  re- 
ceived a  letter  dated  December  10.  1952. 
stating  his  application  had  been  accept- 
able under  the  terms  of  the  examining 
circular  for  the  level  of  pKjsition  com- 
parable to  his  minimum  salary  require- 
ments— GS-13.  Civil-service  number 
assigned:  445079.  which  rated  the  title 
"administrative  officer." 

Officials  of  National  Security  Agency 
were  notified  of  Dr.  Burnside's  qualifica- 
tions and  he  was  asked  to  submit  Form 
57  to  the  Agency.  FVjrm  57  of  Dr.  Burn- 
side was  circulated  by  Personnel  Divi- 
sion of  National  Security  Agency  among 
top  officials. 

Training  Division  Chief  of  National 
Security  Agency  called  Dr.  Burnside  im- 
mediately to  come  for  interview.  A  few 
days  later  personnel  officers  called  him 
for  interview.  Personnel  Division  or- 
dered preliminary  investigation  for  posi- 
tion in  top-secret  agency.  The  prelim- 
inary investigation  was  satisfactory. 
Since  there  was  immediate  need  for  the 
position  to  be  filled,  they  ordered  prompt 
investigations  for  character,  security, 
and  training. 

Dr.  Burnside  was  called  to  report  for 
physical  examination  at  Pentagon. 
Favorable  report  resulted  and  he  was 
called  to  duty  at  National  Security  Agen- 
cy, February  .6,  1953.  He  completed  5 
weeks'  training  period  and  ordered  to  be 
sworn  in  under  loyalty  oath  March  13, 
1953. 

During  his  training  period  Dr.  Burn- 
side was  subjected  to  investigation  by  all 
security  agencies  and  before  taking  his 
oath  was  subject  to  a  lie-detector  test. 

As  soon  as  word  reached  West  Vir- 
ginia that  Dr.  Burnside  had  been  given 
a  responsible  position  with  the  Govern- 
ment, Republican  politicians  immediate- 
ly started  protesting. 

The  first  overt  act  came  on  March  7, 
when  Harry  Hoffman,  political  editor  of 
the  Charleston  Gazette,  called  from 
Charleston,  W.  Va.,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  to  se- 
cure detailed  information  regarding  Dr. 


Burnside's  employment  with  Defense 
Department.  Security  regulations  re- 
strained Dr  Burnside  at  that  time  from 
divulging  information. 

The  following  day,  March  8.  the 
Charleston  Gazette  carried  front-page 
story  outlining  Republican  complaints 
on  Dr.  Burn.side  having  Government  job. 

The  following  are  excerpts  from  the 
Gazette  article: 

M.  G  Burnside.  only  West  Virginia  Demo- 
cratic Congressman  defeated  for  reelection 
la.st  November,  has  popped  up  In  a  mystery 
Job  with  the  United  State*  Department  of 
Defense  under  the  new  Republican  admlnla- 
tratlon  in  Washington. 

Burnside.  former  political  acience  pro- 
tessi^tr  at  Marbiiull  College  in  Huntington. 
contlrnied  to  the  Gazette  yesterday  that  b« 
has  been  working  for  little  more  than  a 
month  at  a  responsible  position  In  the  De- 
fen.se  Department  but  "It  Is  against  the  law 
for  me  to  tell  you  what  It  Is." 

He  said  It  is  In  the  critical  division  of  the 
Department  but  assured  that  "It  Is  not  a 
politlc:il  Job"  but  one  obtained  '"purely  on 
merit  un  the  basis  of  my  training  and  ex- 
perience". 

It  is  known,  however,  that  rumors  of 
Burnside's  success  In  landing  on  the  Qov- 
ernment  payroll  after  his  political  defeat 
have  stirred  a  tenipent  among  West  Virginia 
Republicans,  particularly  thoae  In  the  Fourth 
Di.strict,  where  Buni.slde  •  was  rejected  la3t 
November  after  serving  two  terms  In  Con- 
gress. 

They  also  have  led  to  the  flllng  of  a  formal 
protest  with  Wesley  Roberts,  chairman  of 
the  Republican  National  Committee. 

Robert  H  C  Kay.  Charleston  attorney  and 
gejieral  counsel  for  the  Republican  State 
cntnmlttee.  said  yesterday  he  had  written 
Rcberts  objecting  to  the  apix)lnlment  of  a 
repudiated  Democrat  by  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration. 

Republican  National  Committeeman  Wal- 
ter S.  Hallanan  wired  Roberts  that  "it  has 
been  a  profound  shock  to  Republicans  of 
West  Virginia"  to  learn  that  Buriislde  has 
been  app<jinted  to  a  Defense  Department  po- 
sition, adding.  "How  this  happened  is  an 
enigma  to  me  snd  it  has  certainly  raised  a 
fuiure  In  our  State." 

He  asked  Roberts  to  give  him  any  Infor- 
mation available  as  to  how  this  could  have 
happened. 

Kay  wrote  Roberts  that  "to  put  It  mildly, 
the  Republicans  In  the  (Fourth)  District 
and  the  Democrats  who  voted  to  unseat  for- 
mer Congre.ssman  Burnside  are  up  in  arms 
over  the  situation.  They  cannot  under- 
stand— and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  neither  can 
I — why  this  repudiated  Congressman  should 
be  taken  in  by  tlils  administration  and  given 
a  position  of  trust  and  confidence  in  the 
Defense  Department." 

The  GOP  attorney  said  the  Burnside  ap- 
pointment hurts  our  political  chances  In 
West  Virginia  and  declared  that  It  cannot  be 
laid  to  or  shielded  by.  the  clvU-service  law. 

"It  Is  an  affirmative  action  of  this  admin- 
istration and  nothing  else."  wrote  Kay.  and 
"no  benign  Interpretation  or  charitable  con- 
sideration can  blunt  or  dull  the  keen  dis- 
appointment of  the  Republicans  in  the 
Fourth  Congressional  Dl.strlct." 

He  asked  the  national  chairman  for  prompt 
and  decisive  action  to  remedy  this  situation. 

The  protest  of  National  Committee- 
man Walter  S.  Hallanan  and  Attorney 
Robert  Kay.  of  the  Republican  State 
Committee,  was  followed  on  March  11  by 
newspaper  release  from  Congressman 
Will  E.  Ne.^l,  of  the  Fourth  West  Vir- 
ginia District,  that  his  office  was  investi- 
gating the  appointment  of  Dr.  Burnside 
to  a  position  in  the  Defense  Department. 
Congressman  Neal's  statement  which  ap- 
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peared  in  the  Huntington  Herald-Dis- 
patch on  March  11,  1953.  sUted: 

I  have  received  approximately  50  protests 
concerning    the    appointment    of    Dr.   Burn- 

The  appointment  amazes  me.  Bo  far  as  I 
Kimw  It  is  the  only  apjx)lntment  of  a  de- 
feated DemiMrratlc  Congressman  to  a  posi- 
tion In  this  Republican  Administration. 

Dr.  Neal  said  his  office  is  working 
throuKh  the  office  of  National  Commit- 
ttcman  Wesley  Roberts  and  certain  ex- 
ecutive departments  to  find  out  who  Is 
le.^pon.sible  for  Dr.  Burnside's  appoint- 
ment. 

Their  frantic  efforts  to  get  the  details 
of  the  position  held  by  Dr.  Burnside  led 
them  to  engage  in  considerable  harass- 
ment of  Dr.  Burnside's  wife  and  13-year- 
old  daughter  by  repeated  telephone  calls 
from  the  office  of  Charles  E.  Wilson.  Sec- 
retary of  National  Defense.  Secretary  of 
the  Army  Robert  T.  Stevens,  and  Na- 
tional Republican  Committee  Chairman 
Wesley  Roberts. 

They  wanted  to  know  the  nature  of 
Dr  Burnside's  employment,  his  security 
telephone  number  in  the-  Defense  De- 
partment. This  kept  up  for  a  period  of 
at  lea.st  2  weeks  f.nd  resulted  in  the  an- 
nouncement by  National  Committeeman 
Hallanan  of  a  newspaper  di.spatch  under 
date  of  March  25.  in  total  disregard  of 
security  regulations,  which  included  the 
nature  of  the  National  Security  Admin- 
i.stration  work  of  coding  and  decoding 
tecret  messages.  A  newspaper  release 
also  carried  deUiils  of  Dr.  Burnside's 
prade.  his  salary  and  the  name  of  the 
head  of  his  agency. 

Dr.  Burnside's  appointment  appears 
to  have  created  confusion  among  the 
Republican  leaders  in  West  Virginia  and 
led  to  considerable  panning  of  the  pres- 
ent National  Republican  administration. 
They  seem  to  have  lost  sight  of  the  fact 
that  Dr.  Burnside's  appointment  was 
strictly  civil  service  and  made  on  merit 
to  a  top  civil-service  security  job.  The 
record  fails  to  di.sclose  that  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  knew  of  Dr.  Burn- 
sides  appointment  until  these  partisan 
party  protests  were  made.  This  is  evi- 
denced by  the  fact  that  Secretary  of 
Defen.se  Wilson  did  not  even  know  of  the 
appointment. 

These  Republican  politicians  got  im- 
mediate action.  Later  in  the  day  on 
March  25.  they  released  a  newspaper 
di.vpatch  from  Washington  for  publica- 
tion in  West  Virginia  newspapers  an- 
nouncing Dr.  Burnside's  dismissal.  In 
this  newspaper  release.  Congressman 
Neal  said  he  had  been  reliably  informed 
that  Dr.  Burnside  had  been  released 
after  the  Eisenhower  administration 
had  bowed  to  complaints  of  Republicans 
in  the  Fourth  District  and  the  State. 
The  ruthlessness  of  these  designing  pol- 
iticians led  them  to  release  the  infor- 
mation concerning  Dr.  Burn.side's  dis- 
mi.ssal  before  he  had  even  been  notified 
by  the  Defense  Department  that  he  was 
being  discharged. 

Dr.  Burnside's  formal  notice  of  dis- 
char^^e  was  received  on  March  26  in  the 
form  of  the  following  communication: 

Dr    Maurice  G.  BtniNSiDE, 
Alexandria,   Va. 
Dear  Dr.  Burnside:  This  is  to  Inform  you 
that    your    appointment   with    the   National 
Security  Agency   will  be  terminated  in  ac- 


cordance with  authority  contained  in  civil 
service  rule  VI.  section  6.1  (f).  Federal  Per- 
sonnel Manual,  chapter  Zl,  page  229.  dated 
February  1.  1949.  Your  last  day  of  duty  will 
be  March  27.  1953. 

This  termination  lii  necessary  because  of 
an  Internal  reorganlztition  and  has  no  bear- 
ing on  your  work  pexforinance,  which  has 
been  satisfactory. 

Sincerely  yours. 

William  O.  Ahet. 

Acting  Chief.  Civilian  Personnel  Branch. 

Again,  the  ruthlessness  of  the  action 
taken  against  Dr.  Burnside  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that  the  above  notice  con- 
tained the  information  that  his  services 
would  terminate  1  day  following  the  re- 
ceipt of  his  notice  of  discharge. 

I  have  in  my  hand  here  a  copy  of  the 
National  Security  Agency  Civilian  Em- 
ployee Handbook  of  1952,  and  desire  to 
quote  from  page  2,  which  states  as  fol- 
lows: 

Your  appointment  is  permanent  so  long 
as  you  perform  your  job  satisfactorily  and 
remain  loyal  to  the  Interests  of* the  Agency 
and  to  the  United  States. 

In  this  connection,  your  ettention  is 
called  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  formal 
notice  of  dismissal  which  says: 

This  termination  is  necessary  because  of 
an  Internal  reorganization  and  has  no  bear- 
ing on  your  work  performance  which  has 
been  satisfactory. 

Only  last  evening  did  Dr.  Burnside  de- 
cide to  release  a  sttitement  for  the  press. 
His  statement  follows: 

I  was  removed  from  a  purely  technical 
Federal  clvll-servlcc  {xjet  without  regard  to 
due  process  or  merit  and  solely  to  obey  the 
whims  and  demands  of  Republican  party 
leaders  of  West  Virginia.  The  position  is 
not  involved  in  the  making  of  any  Govern- 
ment policy. 

When  I  entered  upon  this  employment,  be- 
cause of  Its  secret  and  sensitive  nature.  I 
assumed  obligations  which  preclude  me  from 
discussing  my  work.  At  the  time  I  received 
my  removal  notice.  I  was  again  required  to 
assume  certain  pledges  regarding  my  silence. 

I  went  into  this  work  by  invitation.  My 
qualifications  had  nothing  to  do  with  my 
service  in  Congress  or  any  activities  in  poll- 
tics.  I  considered  it  an  opportunity  to  serve 
my  country  In  a  most  Important  and  vital 
field. 

What  has  happened  to  me  of  itself  is  not 
important.  But  It  is  a  very  shocking  thing 
to  realize  that  high  Government  officials 
have  permitted  petty  Republican  politicians 
of  West  Virginia  to  invade  the  work  of  one 
of  the  most  secret  and  Important.  If  not  the 
most  Important,  section  of  our  defense  pro- 
gram. This  agency  is  doing  a  wonderful  Job. 
It  is  manned  entirely  by  technical  people, 
none  of  whom  were  selected  for  the  remotest 
political  reason.  The  very  lives,  not  to  men- 
tion the  opportunity  to  succeed  In  their 
work,  of  many  loyal  governmental  workers 
in  this  agency  have  been  endangered  by  this 
political  meddling  into  the  agency.  Work 
that  had  been  kept  secret  for  many  years 
has  now  been  made  known  to  everyone,  in- 
cluding our  country's  enemies. 

I  deeply  regret  that  political  reprisal 
against  me  individually  has  been  invoked 
at  such  a  price. 

Now  that  Dr.  Burnside  has  issued  this 
forthright  evidence  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  been  unjustly  treated, 
may  I  remind  you.  my  colleagues,  that 
I  ofifer  this  defense  of  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia,  in  the  hope  that  it 
will  serve  as  a  warning  to  the  Congress 
and  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
be  on  guard  against  the  strong  pos- 


sibility that  this  is  the  opening  gun  of 
a  campaign  on  the  part  of  other  patron- 
age-hungry and  designing  politicians  to 
emasculate  and  in  time  destroy  our 
civil-service  system. 

The  leader  of  this  first  assault  on  our 
well  established  system  of  protection  of 
our  Government  employees  is  today  and 
has  been  for  the  past  quarter  century 
the  Republican  boss  in  West  Virginia. 
May  I  remind  my  colleagues  that  West 
Virginia  wa;3  once  a  strong  Republican 
State,  but  since  the  advent  of  this  man 
as  party  boss  they  have  not  elected  a 
single  Republican  governor  or  other 
State  officer.  And  they  will  not  elect 
another  Republican  governor  should  he 
remain  the  party  boss  in  West  Virginia 
for  another  quarter  century. 

This  gentleman  was  out  of  step  with 
the  present  Republican  national  leader- 
ship at  the  Chicago  convention  in  1952. 
Imagine  my  surprise  when  I  read  in  the 
press  some  days  ago  that  he  is  being 
prominently  mentioned  as  the  new  Re- 
publican national  chairman.  It  is  the 
considered  view  of  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia,  now  addressing  you,  that 
should  this  happen,  I  am  sure,  he  would 
be  no  improvement  over  the  outgoing 
chairman  who  was  forced  to  resign  as 
their  party  leader  because  of  his  10-per- 
center  activities  in  his  native  State. 

Nor  do  I  lay  all  the  blame  for  this  raid 
on  the  civil-service  system  at  the  door  of 
the  West  Virginia  political  machine.  I 
have  here  a  news  release  of  a  special 
interview  with  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, Sinclair  Weeks,  by  a  Washington 
Post  staff  writer,  dated  March  29,  and  I 
quote: 

Secretary  of  Commerce  Sinclair  Weeks  im- 
plied yesterday  that  some  civil-service  work- 
ers were  Trojan  horses  left  t>ehind  to  try  and 
hamper,  hoxiwink,  and  wreck  the  new 
administration. 

One  is  forced  to  wonder  whether  this 
Massachustjtts  millionaire  has  some  per- 
sonal political  debts  to  pay  or  he  is  front- 
ing for  such  political  groups  as  the  one 
from  West  Virginia. 

Again,  may  I  quote,  "To  the  victors 
belong  the  spoils."  The  spoils  collected 
£is  they  have  been  in  the  case  of  Dr. 
Burnside  may  well  be  a  boomerang  to 
the  victors.  Such  action  cannot  go  un- 
noticed by  the  good,  solid,  thinking  citi- 
zens of  my  State  or  other  States  of  the 
Union  who  have  an  ingrained  sense  of 
fair  play  and  common  decency. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  5^eld  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  was  terribly 
surprised  and  shocked  when  I  heard  of 
the  circumstances  surrounding  the  case 
of  our  former  colleague  from  West  Vir- 
ginia, because  of  several  reasons:  First, 
he  was  hired  because  of  his  ability  and 
there  is  no  question  that  he  was  fired 
because  he  is  a  Democrat.  There  is  no 
question  about  any  political  recom- 
mendations being  involved  in  this.  He 
was  sent  for,  and,  as  he  said  in  his  state- 
ment issued  last  night,  his  invitation  was 
based  upon  his  qualifications.  They 
were  very  carefully  looked  into,  and  he 
was  appointed  as  a  result. 

It  is  most  unfortunate  that  a  matter 
such  as  this,  in  connection  with  this  very 
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secret  agency  of  our  country,  should 
become  known  to  the  enemy  and  to  the 
world,  and  that  means  the  enemy  that 
is  in  existence.  It  can  very  easily  detect 
the  kind  of  work  that  is  being  done  by 
this  secret  agency  of  government  by  rea- 
son of  Mr.  Hallanan  and  others  in  their 
frenzied  desire  to  get  the  neck  of  a 
former  Member  of  Congress  who  hap- 
pens to  be  a  Democrat  and  who,  because 
of  his  qualifications,  was  employed  in  an 
agency  of  the  Government  vmder  a  Re- 
publican administration. 

I  cannot  believe  that  President  Eisen- 
hower knew  about  this.  I  know  that 
most  of  our  colleagues  in  the  House  on 
the  Republican  side  knew  nothing  about 
it.  So  any  remarks  I  make  are  confined, 
and  I  know  the  remarks  of  my  friend 
are  confined,  to  those  who  are  responsi- 
ble. On  the  other  hand,  if  a  situation 
like  this  is  permitted  to  continue  they 
are  carrying  a  responsibility  of  a  broad- 
ening nature. 

We  hear  a  lot  about  bipartisan  sup- 
port. We  Democrats  are  only  too  anx- 
ious to  give  bipartisan  support,  but  you 
are  not  going  to  get  it  by  saying  no  Dem- 
ocrats, no  matter  how  well  qualified, 
need  apply. 

At  the  end  of  President  Truman's  ad- 
ministration, out  of  22  Secretaries,  Under 
Secretaries,  and  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
the  Defense  Department,  15  were  Re- 
publicans. In  order  to  liave  bipartisan 
support,  there  has  to  be  in  the  field  of 
foreign  affairs  and  national  defense  evi- 
dence of  a  desire  for  bipartisan  support. 
Here  we  have  a  strictly  nonpolitical  posi- 
tion, and,  in  plain  language,  a  man  being 
fired  because  he  is  a  Democrat.  During 
the  last  20  years,  a  number  of  our  Re- 
publican colleagues,  due  to  the  misfor- 
tunes of  their  political  campaigns  and 
elections,  have  been  defeated  and  failed 
of  reelection.  Some  of  them  came  to 
former  Speaker  Raybtjrn  and  to  me,  and 
asked  us  to  do  what  we  could  for  them 
In  relation  to  appointments  calling  for 
nomination  by  the  President  and  con- 
firmation by  the  other  body  and  in 
other  positions.  We  have  consistently 
throughout  the  years  done  everything  we 
possibly  could  to  help  them.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  any  more  except  that  I  am 
sure  in  the  mind  of  any  decent  p>erson, 
whether  Democrat  or  Republican,  that 
with  the  facts  in  this  case,  whether 
their  thoughts  can  be  expressed  publicly 
or  not,  there  is  severe  condemnation  of 
those  persons  responsible  for  firing  a 
man  simply  because  he  is  a  Democrat; 
in  this  case  a  highly  qualified  man  sim- 
ply because  he  is  a  Democrat. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
time  it  is  a  pleasure  to  yield  to  my  col- 
league from  the  Fifth  District  of  West 
Virginia,  the  gentlewoman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mrs.  Kee]. 

Mrs.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  deeply 
distressed  to  learn  of  the  unfortunate 
manner  in  which  a  former  Member  of 
this  House  was  summarily  dismissed 
from  a  top  security  job  last  week.  I  fur- 
ther regret  the  method  in  which  such 
dismissal  was  announced.  I  refer  to  for- 
mer Congressman  M.  G.  Bumside,  of 
West  Virginia,  who  was  doing  highly 
technical  work  In  the  nonpollcymaking 
branch  of  the  Security  Agency  of  our  De- 
fense Department.    I  am  advised  that 


the  first  notice  Dr.  Burnside  received  of 
his  dismissal  was  through  a  newspaper 
release  published  on  the  morning  of 
March  26,  1953.  A  newspaper  reporter 
from  West  Virginia  called  Mrs.  Burnside 
at  her  home  and  told  her  of  her  hus- 
band's dismissal.  The  announcement 
had  been  made  by  a  Republican  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  and  was  released  with 
the  added  statement  that  the  action  was 
made  to  satisfy  West  Virginia  Republi- 
can Party  leaders  who  were  protesting 
Dr.  Burnside's  appointment,  even  though 
his  appointment  wsis  made  through  reg- 
ular civil-service  channels. 

Is  this  a  proper  manner  in  which  to 
protect  our  civil -service  employees? 

Is  this  a  proper  way  to  protect  our  se- 
curity agencies? 

Are  they  to  become  the  playthings  of 
party  politicians? 

Are  all  security  ofiBcers  to  be  selected 
on  the  sole  basis  of  party  affiliation? 

I  had  always  thought  that  our  defense 
secret  agencies  were  free  to  select  their 
personnel  for  the  qualifications  they  pos- 
sessed for  their  work. 

Are  we  to  have  only  Republican  gener- 
als in  the  Pentagon  department  and 
draft  only  Republican  boys? 

I  fail  to  see  how  the  Republican  Party, 
or  the  Secretary  of  Defense — who,  I  un- 
derstand, ordered  this  action — can  hold 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  with  such  political  ma- 
neuvering. 

Our  civil  service  Is  a  sacred  thing  to 
the  men  and  women  of  America,  our  se- 
curity agencies  even  more  so.  Can  the 
men  and  women  who  work  so  hard  and 
conscientiously  in  these  often  dangerous 
posts  feel  the  safety  they  are  e'lLitled  to 
when  a  thing  like  this  is  permitted  to 
happen? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  Representative  from  the  Second 
West  Virginia  District.  th<.'  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Staggers]. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
would  like  to  add  my  protect  to  the  han- 
dling of  the  case  of  forme;-  Congressman 
Burnside  who  had  been  employed  by 
this  Government  of  ours  in  a  position 
which  was  a  highly  resporsible  one.  I 
understand  when  he  got  the  job  there 
was  no  political  pressure  of  any  kind  put 
on  to  get  it.  I  know  I  dU  not  ask  any- 
body to  give  him  the  joo.  and  I  do  not 
believe  any  other  Member  of  the  West 
Virginia  delegation  did  He  was  given 
a  job  because  he  was  qualified  for  it. 
Back  in  our  State  the:  e  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  publicity  given  to  the  fact  that 
this  administration  can  reach  down  into 
the  civil-service  ranks  and  take  a  man 
out  of  there  and  say,  "We  do  not  want 
you  because  you  are  a  Democrat. "  Now 
that  seems  to  be  the  policy  of  this  new 
administration.  If  it  is,  and  if  that  is 
going  to  be  the  policy.  Lord  help  them 
when  they  begin  to  hire  other  men  for 
other  responsible  jobs  that  they  need 
to  fill.  I  do  not  blame  anyone  or  I  would 
not  blame  any  person  for  saying,  "No, 
I  do  not  want  to  take  a  job  under  you. 
I  might  be  there  1  day,  2  days,  or  3  days." 
The  minority  leader  said  just  a  moment 
ago  that  15  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  were  Re- 
publicans at  the  close  of  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration.   That  was  amazing  to  me. 


Did  anybody  ask  to  have  them  fired  be- 
cause of  politics?  They  were  evidently 
doing  their  job.  I  know,  and  you  know, 
that  former  President  Roosevelt  tried  to 
get  the  best  men  available,  even  In  his 
Cabinet,  to  do  the  job.  and  to  make  it 
bipartisan.  I  have  been  reliably  In- 
formed of  a  man  who  was  released  Just 
a  day  or  so  ago.  Dr.  A,  V.  Astin,  from  the 
Bureau  of  Standards,  who  is  a  Republi- 
can. They  thought  he  was  a  Democrat. 
They  wanted  that  job  or  that  position 
for  somebody  else.  He  was  first  ap- 
pointed under  a  Republican  administra- 
tion and  then  he  was  elevated  to  the  Job 
as  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards 
by  the  Democratic  administration. 
They  did  not  ask  him  whether  he  was 
a  Democrat  or  Republican.  He  was 
qualified  for  the  job.  I  am  just  won- 
dering— we  are  waging  a  war  ^nd  we  do 
not  know  how  it  is  going  to  spread  and 
what  the  results  may  be.  But  do  you 
think  the  mothers  all  over  this  land  are 
going  to  ask  if  he  is  a  Republican  who 
is  down  here  in  Washington  doing  a  job 
or  doing  these  little  jobs  that  need  to  be 
done,  or  whether  he  is  a  Democrat? 
They  want  to  know  whether  a  man  is 
qualified,  and  whether  he  can  do  the 
job.  Dr.  Burnside  was  qualified — well 
qualified — I  understand.  It  was  a  non- 
policy  job  covered  by  civil  service,  and 
yet  they  reached  down  because  some 
professional  politicians  said  we  want  to 
get  him  out  of  there.  They  did  get  him 
out  of  there.  They  did  not  ask  about 
his  qualifications,  and  whether  he  could 
do  the  job.  I  say  It  is  highly  regrettable 
that  this  has  come  up. 

I  wish  to  say  only  that  I  hope  the  ad- 
ministration will  reconsider  on  this  and 
say  that  if  Dr.  Burnside  was  qualified  for 
the  job  that  he  shall  be  reappointed,  and 
I  also  hope  that  the  administration  does 
not  continue  to  pursue  this  policy.  Like 
my  colleague  from  the  Third  Congres- 
sional District  of  West  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Bailey],  I  say  that  to  the  victors  belong 
the  spoils  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  top 
policymaking  positions,  but  when  you 
invade  civil  service  for  political  spoils, 
wheliier  it  be  done  by  a  Republican  or 
Democratic  administration,  we  are 
brcakint,'  down  our  system  of  govern- 
ment and  certainly  of  bipartisan  govern- 
ment and  not  making  use  of  the  best 
brains  that  we  have  in  the  country. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  West  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  any  Member 
who  so  wishes  may  have  permission  to 
extend  his  remarks  on  this  subject  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  is 
hard  for  me  to  believe  that  any  responsi- 
ble official  in  the  present  administration 
knew  the  facts  in  this  Bumside  matter 
as  related  by  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  Bailey]. 

Since  the  qualifications  for  the  posi- 
tion held  by  Dr.  Bumside  are  unknown  to 
me  I  cannot  comment  on  his  capability 
to  perform  in  tliat  position.  However. 
I  have  known  Dr.  Bumside  rather  inti- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


2655 


mately  during  my  period  of  service  in 
the  House.  We  served  together  on  the 
E.xpenditures  Committee  and  he  was  a 
V  iluable  member  of  the  subcommittee  of 
which  I  was  chairman. 

Dr.  Burnside  was  one  of  our  most  con- 
ccientious  members.  He  is  a  very  seri- 
ous-minded and  sincere  individual,  ex- 
hibiting always  intense  devotion  to  duty. 
Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
other  day  I  noticed  a  cartoon  by  the 
threat  cartoonist  of  the  Washington  Post, 
Mr  Herbert  Block,  better  known  as  Her- 
block.  It  showed  a  man  being  collared 
jmd  walked  over  to  a  plank,  which 
stn  tched  out  into  emptiness  from  a  Gov- 
niuncnt  building.  The  caption  went 
.■something  like  this;  "Oh.  Oh.  It  Looks 
Like  They've  Found  Another  Democrat." 
Such  a  situation  has  been  only  too 
true  to  life,  as  many  who  have  fallen 
from  policymaking  jobs  well  know.  Yet. 
m  the  case  of  Dr.  M.  O.  Burnside.  we 
have  a  new  kind  of  situation. 

Dr.    Burnside    worked   until   recently 
uith  the  National  Security  Agency  in  a 
highly  secret  job.    As  many  of  you  know 
here.  Dr.  Burnside  was  here  in  the  House 
for  two  terms  as  a  Representative  from 
West  Virginia.    He  took  the  job  offered 
him  by  the  National  Security  Agency  a 
."^hort  time  after  his  defeat  for  Congress. 
He  was  asked  to  take  It  because  his  edu- 
cation, experience,  and  background  qual- 
ified him  to  take  It.  and  he  had  FBI 
clearance  to  work  in  top-secret  matters. 
The  fact  he  was  employed  in  the  new 
administration  alarmed  the  Republicans 
back    in    his    State,    who    immediately 
started  yelling  for  his  scalp.     Unfortu- 
nately, as  it  has  now  turned  out.  they  got 
their  way  through  pressure  on  Republi- 
can leaders  and  on  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment. 

In  fact,  oddly  enough,  a  Republican 
Congressman  announced  that  Dr.  Burn- 
side would  be  dismissed  many  hours  be- 
fore it  actually  happened. 

Is  this  the  proper  way  to  run  the  Gov- 
ernment. Mr.  Speaker?  Does  this  not  put 
other  such  Federal  employees  in  jeopardy 
of  losing  their  jobs  if  some  ax-grinding 
politicians  get  on  their  trail? 

Mr.  Speaker,  such  a  situation  should 
not  be  allowed  to  exist.  It  is  up  to  those 
w  hom  the  people  have  given  the  respon- 
j-ibility  of  Government  to  do  something 
about  it. 

•  MR.  CONNECTICUT."  A  TRIBUTE  TO 
FRANCIS  S.  MURPHY 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previom 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Dodd]  is  recognized 
for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  Hart- 
ford, the  capital  city  of  Connecticut, 
there  lives  a  man  who  is  known  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  my  State 
a  5  "Mr.  Connecticut." 

That  title  has  been  bestowed  upon  him 
by  a  host  of  fellow  citizens  who  recog- 
nize in  him  the  Uvlng  embodiment  of 
the  virtues,  the  attributes  and  the 
achievements  of  our  great  State. 

"Mr.  Connecticut"  is  Francis  S.  Mur- 
phy, distinguished  editor  and  publisher 
of  the  Hartford  Times,  who  has  an- 
nounced his  retirement  a  few  weeks 
hence  after  many  years  as  one  of  the 
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outstanding  personalities  of  American 
journalism. 

The  fact  that  this  great  editor  and 
publisher  has  decided  to  retire  from  ac- 
tive newspaper  work  is  a  matter  of  deep 
regret  not  only  to  his  coworkers  of  the 
press  but  as  well  to  the  people  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut. 

He  has  labored  long  and  fruitfully  and 
the  benefits  which  his  work  have  brought 
to  the  city  of  Hartford  and  to  the  entire 
State  will  remain  and  bless  countless 
generations  which  are  to  follow. 

Fortunately  for  the  community  which 
is  served  by  the  Hartford  Times,  that 
great  newspaper  will  bear  the  impact  of 
his  personality  and  his  character  even  in 
his  retirement. 

For  under  his  guidance  and  leadership 
it  may  be  well  said  that  the  Hartford 
Times  has  taken  its  place  as  one  of  the 
truly  illustrious  newspapers  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  a  paper  with  a  conscience. 
That  conscience  is  the  soul  of  Francis 
Murphy. 

Those  of  us  who  are  faithful  readers 
of  the  Hartford  Times  know  that  in  its 
news  coverage  it  at  all  times  lives  up  to 
the  highest  standards  of  the  profession 
of  journalism,  and  we  know  too  that  its 
editorial  opinion  is  cast  in  the  mold  of 
knowledge,  decency,  and  truth. 

There  is  no  newspaper  in  the  entire 
United  States  that  has  carried  better  the 
weighty  responsibility  of  the  press  than 
has  the  Hartford  Times  under  the  lead- 
ership of  Francis  Murphy. 

To  have  led  and  to  have  guided  the 
Hartford  Times  to  the  very  heights  of 
journalistic  eminence  would  be  monu- 
ment enough  to  the  honor  of  this  dis- 
tinguished man. 

But  Francis  Murphy  has  been  more 
than  a  great  newspaper  publisher  and 
editor.  He  has  been  a  foremost  civic 
leader,  always  striving  to  make  the  com- 
munity in  which  he  serves  a  better  place 
in  whici  to  live. 

He  has  been  a  man  of  broad  vision  who 
could  see  beyond  the  confines  of  the 
present  and  recognize  the  promise  of 
tomorrow. 

When  radio  was  In  its  infancy  and  long 
before  it  had  reached  the  fulhiess  of  its 
growth  and  Infiuence,  Francis  Miirphy. 
through  the  medium  of  the  Hartford 
Times,  was  giving  assistance  and  in- 
spiration to  the  development  of  this  com- 
munications miracle  of  the  20th  century. 
Before  mass  production  of  radio-re- 
ceiving sets  became  a  fact  of  modern 
American  life  the  Hartford  Times,  be- 
cause of  Francis  Murphy,  was  teaching 
its  readers  how  to  construct  their  own 
sets  and  how  best  to  utilize  them. 

The  development  and  expaiision  of  the 
art  of  communications  through  the  me- 
dium of  radio  signals  in  those  areas 
served  by  the  Hartford  Times  is  a  story 
of  accomplishment  worthy  of  a  perma- 
nent page  in  the  history  of  our  era. 

But  the  significance  of  his  promotion 
of  the  development  of  radio  lies  in  the 
fact  that  although  primarily  concerned 
with  an  institution  devoted  to  the  written 
word,  he  was  not  afraid  to  advance  the 
new  medium  of  the  spoken  word. 

Thus,  in  these  efforts,  he  identified 
himself  with  those  who  always  push  on- 
ward, unafraid  of  competition,  and  not 
dismayed  by  what  Is  new. 


He  saw  and  recognized  In  aviation  the 
world -changing  potentialities  of  modem 
aeronautics.  His  interest  in  this  new  in- 
dustry and  the  energy  which  he  has 
given  to  the  advancement  of  its  cause 
brought  to  Connecticut  one  of  the  finest 
airfields  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

Bradley  Field,  which  serves  the  Hart- 
ford-Springfield area,  is  the  child  of  his 
fruitful  and  courageous  brain.  Today 
at  Bradley  Field  there  stands  an  edifice 
known  as  the  Murphy  terminal,  con- 
structed by  the  State  of  Connecticut  and 
honored  with  his  name  by  a  grateful 
citizenry. 

He  was  the  first  chairman  of  the 
State  aeronautical  commission  and  he 
still  presides  over  that  body  with  his 
characteristic  fairness  and  efficiency. 

During  the  war  years  he  devoted  him- 
self tirelessly  and  unselfishly  to  the 
national  war  effort.  The  record  of  his 
efforts  at  that  time  include  his  chair- 
manship of  the  New  England  Aviation 
Cadet  Committee.  His  help  to  the  en- 
listment and  recruitment  services  of  the 
Armed  Forces;  his  sponsorship  of  the 
Red  Cross,  of  national  relief  organiza-^ 
tlons,  and  of  irmumerable  patriotic  en- 
terprises, was  directed  toward  a  success- 
ful conclusion  of  World  War  n. 

In  the  midst  of  all  this  seemingly 
overwhelming  responsibility  he  found 
time  to  serve  as  a  member  of  the  enemy 
alien  review  board  for  the  district  of 
Connecticut  and  brought  to  that  tribunal 
that  same  genius  for  justice  tempered 
with  decency  which  has  marked  his  en- 
tire career. 

A  grateful  Nation  bestowed  on  him  its 
highest  civihan  award  when  Gen.  Court- 
ney H.  Hodges,  the  commanding  general 
of  the  United  States  First  Army,  piimed 
on  his  breast,  in  the  name  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  Medal  of 
Merit. 

In  this  remarkably  active  and  ex- 
tremely productive  career,  he  has  also 
found  time  to  serve  as  a  member  of  the 
New  England  Council,  on  countless  pub- 
Uc  committees,  and  in  practically  every 
good  public  cause.  To  the  credit  of  the 
pubhc  which  he  serves,  let  it-  be  noted 
that  his  friends  and  neighbors,  on  occa- 
sions beyond  number,  honored  him  with 
public  testimonials ;  and  Trinity  College, 
the  flower  of  learning  in  Hartford,  has 
placed  on  his  shoulders  the  mantle  of  its 
degree  of  master  of  arts. 

Francis  Murphy  springs  from  those 
simple,  humble,  and  virtuous  origins 
which  have  given  so  much  greatness  to 
American  life.  He  stands  in  the  com- 
pany of  those  blessed  with  the  com- 
panionship of  great  women.  His  devoted 
wife,  he  will  be  the  first  to  teU  you,  has 
been  at  once  his  guiding  inspiration  and 
his  sustaining  strength.  As  he  reaches 
the  rewards  of  this  retirement,  he  will 
enjoy  the  happiness  of  good  parenthood 
in  the  loving  atmosphere  of  his  grand- 
children. 

I  deem  it  a  privilege  and  an  honor  to 
have  been  permitted  to  pay  this  tribute 
to  Francis  Mvuphy  in  the 'Halls  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  For  all 
of  these  things,  and  more,  which  he  has 
done  in  his  life.  I  join  a  vast  multitude 
of  American  citizens  in  gratitude  to  him. 
He  shall  always  occupy  a  special  place  in 
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the  love  and  affection  of  Connecticut 
people. 

As  he  steps  across  the  threshold  into 
the  peace  and  contentment  of  well- 
earned  retirement,  we  want  him  to  know 
that  his  name  has  already  been  placed 
in  the  annals  of  those  who  are  called  the 
nobility  of  God. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DODD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  I  congratulate 
my  colleague  for  the  very  fine  and 
proper  statement  of  tribute  he  has  made 
to  one  of  Connecticut's  great  citizens; 
and  I  am  pleased  to  advise  the  p>.ntle- 
man  from  Connecticut  that,  as  he  prob- 
ably already  knows.  Prancia  Murphy  is 
going  to  retire  into  the  Second  Congres- 
sional District  and  become  a  constituent 
of  mine  very  soon. 


VETERANS'  ADMINISTRATION 
APPROPRIATIONS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips]  is  recognized 
for  45  minutes. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  a  few 
days  the  Congress  will  recess  for  the 
Easter  holidays  and  many  Members  will 
go  back  to  their  home  districts.  It  is 
very  desirable  that  certain  information 
and  certain  figures  be  given  these  rep- 
resentatives regarding  appropriations 
for  the  Veteran.s'  Administration;  past, 
present,  and  future  appropriations. 

I  have  rarely  seen  greater  misinforma- 
tion on  any  single  subject.  I  have  been 
a  member  of  the  American  Legion  myself 
for  more  than  27  years,  and  I  have 
worked  actively  in  my  own  post  on  the 
rehabilitation  program  of  that  organiza- 
tion. I  am  a  member  of  the  Disabled 
American  Veterans.  DAV,  not  an  hon- 
orary nor  an  associate  member,  but  an 
active  member  in  my  own  right.  I  am 
a  life  member  of  the  Regular  Veterans' 
Association,  which  works  actively  on 
rehabilitation. 

In  previous  budgets,  under  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  WiCGLEswoRTH]  and  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  now  as  chairman  myself, 
I  have  worked  for  7  years  on  that  part 
of  the  Federal  budget  which  has  to  do 
with  appropriations  for  the  veterans. 
I  say  with  no  hesitation  that  in  all  those 
7  years  I  have  never  seen  one  dollar  cut 
from  a  requested  appropriation  for  hos- 
pitalization for  the  veterans  who  were 
deserving  and  entitled  to  such  hospitali- 
zation; and  yet  today  as  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  for  the  current  ses- 
sion I  find  myself  under  personal  attack ; 
I  find  the  facts  completely  misrepre- 
sented to  the  public,  and  I  presume  that 
every  Member  of  Congress  finds  himself 
in  the  same  position. 

The  best  answer  I  can  suggest  to  my 
friends  of  the  Congress,  Mr.  Speaker,  is 
that  we  simply  place  the  facts  before  the 
American  public,  and  particularly  before 
the  intelligerit  membership  of  the  several 
veterans'  organizations.  I  come  to  the 
floor  now  for  that  purpose. 

This,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  preliminary  statement.  Over  the 
Easter  recefliTi  hope  to  add  to  the  state- 
ment and  to  document  it  further.    If 


any  Members  find  their  questions  un- 
answered in  this  statement  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  them  submit  them  to  me, 
either  now  or  at  any  later  time.  The 
facts  I  state  today  will  I  hope  clear  up 
a  good  deal  of  the  argument  and  place 
the  responsibility  exactly  where  it  should 
be  placed. 

The  subcommittee  on  which  I  have 
had  the  honor  to  serve  for  7  years — 
that  is.  this  is  the  seventh  year— has 
no  controversy  with  anyone  in  or  out  of 
the  Congress. 

We  have  had  before  us  this  j-ear.  as 
we  had  in  previous  years,  the  representa- 
tives of  any  and  all  of  the  veterans'  or- 
ganizations who  wished  to  testify.  This 
year  the  American  Lecion.  the  VFW. 
the  DAV.  and  the  AMVETS  all  appeared 
and  testified.  All  made  helpful  sugges- 
tions. I  may  say  that  the  representa- 
tives of  the  AMVETS  made  a  particu- 
larly understanding  and  helpful  state- 
ment. 

The  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs, 
the  gentlewoman  from  Ma.ssachusetts 
[Mrs.  Rogers),  appeared  before  us  and 
made  a  number  of  excellent  suggestions. 
I  observe  that  her  resolution — House 
Resolution  34 — giving  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs  the  authority 
to  conduct  an  inspection  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  with  a  broad  view 
of  determining  the  eflSciency  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  agency,  has  already 
passed  the  House  and  I  hope  that  in- 
spection, as  it  is  designated,  will  be  thor- 
ough and  unemotional. 

Here  are  some  facts,  Mr.  Speaker,  for 
the  Members  of  the  House  to  take  home, 
as  briefly  as  I  can  state  them  today.  I 
shall  not  make  these  in  an  orderly  fash- 
ion but  simply  make  statements  which 
at  times  may  appear  to  have  no  connec- 
tion, but  in  themselves  will  answer  some 
of  the  statements  and  questions  being 
raised  regarding  appropriations  for  the 
Veterans'  Administration. 

I  desire  to  give  this  background.  After 
World  War  I  the  maximum  reached  by 
the  veteran  population  of  the  United 
States  was  about  4  million.  We  were, 
so  to  speak,  a  small  and  favored  group 
in  a  nation  which  has  done  more  for 
its  veterans  than  any  other  nation,  pres- 
ent or  past,  in  the  history  of  the  world. 
The  word  "veteran"  has  always  been  a 
magic  word,  and  no  distinction  has  ever 
been  made,  in  its  application,  between 
the  veteran  who  has  faced  the  enemy  in 
combat  and  the  veteran  who  has  been 
in  a  training  camp  for  a  few  weeks,  per- 
haps in  a  college  ROTC  and  has  returned 
home  with  no  disability  whatever,  and 
an  improvement  in  health  and  outlook. 
This,  with  certain  reservations  which  I 
shall  attempt  to  indicate,  is  as  it  should 
be  in  a  republic  where  the  defense  of  the 
country  is  a  privilege  and  a  right  and 
not  an  obligation  imposed  upon  the  male 
members  of  that  nation  by  an  autocracy. 
The  situation  has  changed.  Today, 
there  are  over  20  million  veterans,  and 
we  are  adding  to  these  rolls  today  at  a 
present  rate  of  about  900,000  veterans 
every  year.  The  end  is  not  in  sight, 
although  we  can  still  hope. 

When  we  built  hospitals,  and  arranged 
benefits,  for  a  maximum  population  of 
4.000,000  veterans,  it  was  not  necessary 
for  us   to  impose  rigorous  regulations 


on  the  conditions — for  example,  tho.^^e 
under  which  men  might  be  admitted  into 
these  hospitals.  If  there  were  vacant 
beds,  and  there  usually  were,  these 
might  be  occupied  by  any  veteran, 
whether  he  needed  hospitalization  for  a 
service-connected  mjury  or  whether  he 
had  a  service-connected  Injury  and 
wanted  hospitalization  for  some  other 
condition,  or  whether  he  was  simply  a 
non-service-connected  veteran  and  was 
there  for  some  physical  condition  which 
any  one  of  us  might  .suffer  as  we  grow 
older  in  life.  The  beds  were  there,  the 
doctors  were  there  and  actually  this 
broader  field  of  practice  kept  doctors  in 
the  veterans'  service. 

In  a  generation  we  have  had  two  more 
wars,  including  Kor^a;  we  have  extend- 
ed the  benefits  and  we  have  thought  up 
new  ones  for  20  million  veterans,  plus 
20  million  wives  and  40  million  children, 
which  total  approaches  one-half  the 
population  of  the  United  States,  without 
including  the  parents  or  other  relatives 
on  either  side. 

It  is  no  longer  a  casual  problem.  The 
veteran  who.  with  his  immediate  family, 
repre-sents  half  or  more  of  the  tax- 
paying  population,  Is  the  most  interest- 
ed of  any  one  of  us.  So.  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  have  today  four  possible  solutions  of 
the  problem.  Stating  them  very  briefly: 
First.  We  can  continue  the  present 
hberal  interpretation  of  benefits;  we  can 
supply  hospitalization  to  veterans  with- 
out service-connected  disabilities.  This 
will  require  200.000  additional  beds  in 
less  than  one  generation  without  any 
enlargement  of  the  Korean  war.  This 
will  take  us  into  socialized  medicine 
without  our  realizing  it  while  we  protest 
that  we  do  not  want  it  and  defeat  all  di- 
rect proposals  on  this  floor. 

In  order  to  figure  the  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer, multiply  200.000  beds  by  approxi- 
mately $20,000  per  bed  as  the  cost  of 
building  a  hospital,  and  add  a  billion  dol- 
lars to  the  administrative  costs  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  in  addition  to 
tho.'^e  we  already  have. 

The  World  War  I  veteran.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, buys  one-third,  with  his  present 
benefit  dollar,  that  he  would  have  bought 
with  a  dollar  when  he  was  discharged. 
The  World  War  II  veteran  buys  one- 
half  of  the  things  with  his  dollar  that 
he  could  have  bought  when  he  enlisted. 
How  much  do  we  want  the  Korean  vet- 
eran to  get  for  his  dollar? 

The  first  suggestion,  therefore,  to  con- 
tinue the  present  program,  is  untenable. 
Second.  We  can  establish  classes  of 
veterans.  We  can  say  that  the  veteran 
who  saw  combat  is  in  a  higher  category 
than  the  veteran  who  never  left  his  home 
State,  or  that  the  paratrooper,  for  exam- 
ple, should  be  placed  in  a  different  cate- 
gory than  an  ordnance  officer,  one  of 
which  I  v.as  in  World  War  I.  We  have 
never  done  this;  I  hope  we  will  never 
have  to  do  it. 

The  third  possibility  is  to  revise  the 
classifications  and  limitations  on  the 
types  of  injury.  We  intend  to  do  this 
now,  but  we  do  not  apply,  nor  do  we 
apply  intelligently  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, the  regulations  already  im- 
posed or  authorized  by  the  Congress;  at 
lea.st.  we  do  not  do  it  very  successfully, 
perhaps  I  should  say  that.  A  service- 
connected  veteran  wounded  in  the  service 
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l.s  entitled  to  anything  he  needs  from  a 
grateful  Nation;  a  non -service-connected 
veteran  has  limitations  imposed  on  his 
entitlement  to  service. 

Fourth.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  final  possi- 
bility, we  can  economize  and  provide  the 
best  possible  administration  and  admin- 
ister the  Veterans'  Administration  in- 
telligently. 

As  far  as  my  committee  is  concerned — 
I  cannot  speak  for  them;  I  have  no  idea 
how  the  subcommittee  feels  about  this — 
but.  from  comments.  I  would  say  that  the 
probable  feeling  of  the  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  Congress  is  a  combina- 
tion of  the  better  interpretation  of  the 
limitations  we  already  have  and  further 
economy  and  better  administration  on 
the  financial  side,  and  the  regulatory 
side  of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Now,    to    give    you    some    idea,    Mr. 
Spraker.   of   what  this   means,  in  the 
growth  of  veterans.  I  hold  a  chart  in  my 
hand  which  I  doubt  if  you  can  see  very 
ea.Mlv.  but  the  rising  graph  upon  this 
chart  indicates  here,  as  opposed  to  the 
pillars  which  represent  the  beds  available 
and  authorized  in  the  United  States,  the 
rising  demands  for  hospital  care  upon  the 
veterans  hospitals  by  veterans  who  are 
not  service  connected.   The  Congress  au- 
thorized 145,000  beds,  and  the  then  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Truman, 
reduced  that  to  131,000  by  Executive  or- 
der   for   reasons   which   Involved   both 
economy  and  the  difficulty  of  locating 
and  staffing  hospiUls.     There  have  al- 
ready been  activated  121,000  beds,  and 
we  are  in  the  process  of  building  up  the 
remaining  10.000  beds  as  they  are  needed. 
The  greatest  need  runs  with  NP  and  TB 
cases     For  the  most  part,  a  proper  ap- 
plication of  the  regulations  we  already 
have  would  make  the  present  O.  M.  and 
S  beds  adequate  not  only  for  all  veterans 
vkho  are  entitled  to  hospitalization  but 
to  many  veterans  who  are  in  a  field  where 
we  wish  to  give  service  without  neces- 
s.irily  imposing  upon  them  the  strictest 
regulations.  \ 

I  wUl  explain  that  last  statement 
briefiy  by  .giving  you  one  example. 
When  a  veteran  reaches,  we  will  say.  60 
or  65  years  of  age.  If  he  is  indigent, 
.■somebody  must  care  for  him,  if  he  is  sick. 
There  is  a  question  involving  policy 
which  is  not  for  my  subcommittee  to  de- 
cide but  for  the  Congress  to  decide.  In 
some  cases  it  is  probably  cheaper  to  care 
fur  him  in  properly  arranged  veterans 
ho.<»pitals  which  have  beds  available  than 
it  is  to  build  new  State  hospitals  to  care 
for  the  aged.  However,  as  a  general 
statement,  such  hospitalization  should 
properly  be  given  by  the  local  agencies 
of  government. 

The  next  heading,  If  I  were  to  break 
this  into  headings.  Is  the  way  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  requests  for  ap- 
propriations come  to  the  Congress. 
That  is  the  source  of  much  of  the  mis- 
understanding which  is  translated  into 
magazine  articles,  mimeographed  at- 
tacks upon  the  Members  of  Congress  In 
their  own  districts,  and  so  forth.  The 
Veterans'  Administration  request  for 
1953.  having  to  do  with  hospitalization 
is  only  one  part  of  an  item  in  the  budget 
of  the  VA  under  code  headings  1000  to 
9000.  Inclusive,  and  it  covers  adminis- 
tration, medical,  hospital,  and  domicil- 
iary service.    In  other  words,  the  vet- 


eran who  writes  and  says  the  Congress 
has  cut.  or  the  Congress  has  refused,  an 
appropriation  for  hospitals  probably 
means — and  probably  does  not  under- 
stand— that  some  request  for  an  appro- 
priation for  an  entirely  different  sub- 
ject appearing  under  this  same  code 
heading  has  been  cut  slightly.  For  ex- 
ample, the  entire  cut  in  the  Veterans' 
Administration  budget  for  the  present 
fiscal  year  was  only  a  net  $31  milUon 
as  applied  against  a  request  of  $895 
million,  which  is  a  cut  of  4.37  percent, 
not  to  be  applied  against  the  hospital 
care,  dentists,  nurses,  attendants,  and 
similar  service  in  the  hospitals  them- 
selves. 

I  will  read  you.  so  you  will  tmder- 
stand.  the  following: 

Item  1000  is  general  administration  of 
the  Veterans*  Administration. 
Item  2000  is  the  contact  service. 
Item  3000  covers  the  claims  the  Veter- 
ans' Adrainistration  is  responsible  for. 

Item  4000  is  the  insurance  activity  of 
the  Veterans*  Administration. 

Item  5000  has  to  do  with  vocational 
education  and  rehabilitation  under  the 
GI  bill  of  rights. 

Item  6000  is  the  loan  guaranty  for 
veterans  who  are  building  their  homes. 
Item  7000  is  the  readjustment  allow- 
ance, which  has  to  do  with  certain  re- 
adjustments subsequent  to  World  War 
n.  and  which  is  in  the  process.  I  would 
say.  of  hquidation.  no  requests  having 
been  made  for  it  in  the  1954  budget. 

Then  item  8400  comes  as  the  subsidi- 
ary item  which  has  to  do  with  hospitali- 
zation, but  it  includes  both  the  actual 
activation  and  operation  of  a  bed.  and 
the  administration,  and  covers  the  whole 
area  of  hospitalization  and  domiciliary 
medical  care. 

Finally,  item  9000  is  the  capital  ejzpan- 
sion  program. 

As  I  said,  the  Veterans'  Administration 
asked  in  the  budget  for  the  current 
year— fiscal  year  1953— for  $895  milUon. 
I  will  include  In  the  statement  at  this 
point  the  actual  quotations  from  the  con- 
ference report  between  the  House  and 
the  Senate,  which  stated  that  no  cuts 
were  to  be  made  in  the  service  of  doc- 
tors, nurses,  dentists,  and  that  type  of 
service,  to  the  hospitalized  veteran. 
Conference  Report  No.  2443.  July  2. 1952. 
to  accompany  H.  R.  8072.  in  connection 
with  the  VA  item,  said  on  page  21: 

Ckjnferees  have  approved  the  full  amount 
or  the  budget  estimate  for  research,  includ- 
ing work  in  connection  with  prosthetic  ap- 
pliances, and  have  further  agreed  that  there 
should  be  no  reduction  in  the  number  of  doc- 
tors, dentists,  nurses,  and  dletlclan.s. 


The  report  was  approved  by  both 
House  and  Senate.  The  cut.  however, 
was  not  made  by  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration in  the  way  required  by  the  Con- 
gress. The  cut  was  a  straight  percent- 
age cut  through  every  one  of  these  serv- 
ices and  activities  of  the  Veterans*  Ad- 
ministration. 

Even  then,  I  suggest  that  the  cut  was 
not  so  severe  that  any  reduction  in  hos- 
pital service  to  service-connected  veter- 
ans or  to  veterans  with  a  genuine  entitle- 
ment need  have  taken  place.  It  was 
small  compared  to  the  entire  amount.  In 
the  supplementary  bill,  which  has  been 
the  only  appropriation  bill  before  us  this 
year,  a  further  request  was  made  for 


$5  mllli(Hi  for  this  particular  8400  item, 
and  all  of  that  money  was  allowed  with 
no  reduction  whatever. 

There  were  two  reductions  made  in 
the  supplementary  requests,  for  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  funds  in  the  sec- 
ond supplemental  bill,  1953.  The  first 
was  a  reduction  made  before  it  reached 
the  Congress.  The  original  request  had 
been  for  $18  milUon.  That  was  reduced 
to  $15  million  before  it  reached  the  Con- 
gress. 

On  February  3  the  Director  of  the 
Budget  asked  the  individu&l  agencies  to 
freeze  the  personnel  in  their  agencies  so 
that  there  might  be  no  expansion  of 
the  activities  of  government  until  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  under  the  new 
administration,  had  had  time  to  check 
into  this  matter  of  administrative, 
bureaucratic  if  you  want,  personnel. 

Therefore,  we  did  remove  from  the 
budget  almost  all  of  the  additional  per- 
sonnel requested  for  services  other  than 
the  hospitals.  We  did  not  remove  any 
for  that  type  of  service.  We  removed, 
for  example,  an  additional  request  for 
428  employees  in  the  contact  service. 
The  VA  had  been  authorized  to  have 
1.527  employees.  They  had  never  built 
this  staff  beyond  1.509,  yet  now  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  was  asking  for  428 
additional. 

I  wish  to  interrupt  myself  to  say  that 
that  is  a  controversial  subject.  It  is  an 
area  in  which  economies  can  well  be 
made.  They  must  be  made  intelligently, 
and  this  Congress  has  never  recommend- 
ed otherwise.  It  has  said  only  that 
where  there  are  contact  officers  em- 
ployed by  the  States,  the  counties,  the 
cities,  and  employed  by  the  'VFW,  the 
American  Legion,  the  DAV.  the  AMVETS. 
and  other  organizations,  the  Federal 
Government  should  not  duplicate  those 
services,  that  we  should  only  put  contact 
officers  into  areas  where  this  service 
could  not  otherwise  be  made  available, 
and  that  we  should  furnish  a  sort  of 
clearing  house  or  supervisory  service 
covering  the  work  of  all  other  contact 
officers. 

The  hearings,  to  accompany  the  ap- 
propriation for  fiscal  year  1954,  will  dis- 
close testimony  from  American  Legion 
representatives  to  the  effect  that  the 
Pennsylvania  department  of  that  organi- 
zation pays  $170,000  from  its  own  funds 
each  year  for  such  contact  service. 
Other  veterans'  organizations  have  con- 
tact officers.  The  committee  learns  that 
the  DAV  has  agreed  with  the  attitude 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions that  this  is  an  area  where  Federal 
expenditures  may  be  cut. 

That  seems  like  a  very  small  Item  to 
you,  but  in  last  year's  budget  it  was 
over  $7  million.     My  committee   sug- 
gested its  decrease  to  about  $1^/2  million. 
The  House  thought  otherwise  and  re- 
turned the  entire  amount.    There  was 
still  money  unspent  when  the  supple- 
mental bill  came  before  us.    This  should 
be  decided  by  the  legislative  committee, 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  record  that  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  feels  here 
is  a  place  for  an  exploration  for  econ- 
omy. 
There  are  other  areas. 
Mr.  Speaker,  my  time  is  moving  rather 
rapidly,  and  I  am  going  to  abbreviate 
some  of  these  suggestions  that  I  Intended 
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to  make.  For  example.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
the  issue  of  Colliers  magazine  for  Feb- 
ruary 14.  I  have  very  high  regard  both 
for  Colliers  and  for  the  Washington  rep- 
resentative of  Colliers,  and  I  am  very 
much  surprised  that  a  magazine  of  that 
standing  in  the  United  States  should 
have  accepted  an  article  of  this  kind 
without  checking  the  facts.  There  was 
one  check  made  that  I  know  of.  The 
manager  of  the  Washington  ofiBce  called 
me  up  and  said  an  article  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  thQ  magazine  for  publication 
about  the  veterans'  hospitals.  He  said 
that  the  writer  of  the  article  had  re- 
ferred to  me  personally  in  it,  and  had 
said  that  although  I,  as  the  then  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  committee, 
had  approved  these  so-called  severe  cuts 
in  the  budget  for  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration, that  at  the  same  time  I  had 
insisted  upon  the  building  of  a  veterans' 
hospital  in  my  own  congressional  dis- 
trict. He  said,  and  I  thanked  him  for 
saying  It,  that  that  seemed  unlike  me 
and  he  wanted  to  know  what  the  facts 
were.  I  said  there  was  no  veterans'  hos- 
pital in  my  district,  that  I  had  never 
insisted  upon  the  building  of  any  veter- 
ans' hospital  which  would  in  any  way 
benefit  my  district  directly  or  indirectly, 
and  that  what  the  writer  referred  to,  and 
was  obviously  in  complete  ignorance 
about,  was  that  last  year  the  entire  sub- 
committee approved  the  building  of  two 
NP  hospitals.  1  in  Cleveland  and  1  in  the 
city  of  Los  Angeles,  and  only  chose  the 
latter  city  because  the  contract  had  al- 
ready been  let  for  the  hospital  and  a 
loss  would  have  been  incurred  if  it  had 
not  been  built.  I  was  in  favor  of  build- 
ing both  of  them.  I  was  in  favor  of 
building  the  NP  hospital  in  San  Fran- 
cisco and  rebuilding  the  one  in  Topeka, 
Kans..  and  doing  something  about  the 
situation  in  Washington.  The  fields  we 
have  not  entered  fully  are  the  joint 
fields  of  TB  patients  and  NP  patients, 
and  we  must  have  at  the  same  time  a 
thorough  reexploration  of  the  use  of  vet- 
erans' hospitals  as  now  constructed, 
which  will  give  us  beds  suitable  for  vet- 
erans who  claim  they  are  not  being  cared 
for.  a  statement  which  is  not  supported 
by  the  facts. 

At  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  sup- 
plementary bill,  there  were  only  70  vet- 
erans who  had  service  connections  who 
were  not  being  cared  for  in  veterans' 
hospitals,  and  these  veterans  were  not 
in  hospitals  by  their  own  choice.  A 
statement  was  made  in  the  House  in  my 
hearing  that  a  hospital  in  New  Jersey 
had  68  veterans  on  the  waiting  list  un- 
able to  get  in,  and  that  the  veterans 
were  service  connected.  Inquiry  and  an 
investigation,  which  I  will  not  take  time 
to  read,  disclosed  that  there  were  68 
such  patients,  but  52  of  them  were  being 
taken  care  of  adequately  in  other  hos- 
pitals. 

I  would  like  to  read  you — but  will  not 
have  the  time — the  official  statement  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration  in  reply  to 
the  article  in  Collier's  magazine.  I  will 
quote  one  or  two  sentences,  and  I  want 
you  to  understand  that  I  take  them  out 
of  context,  not  because  they  change  the 
opinion  on  the  whole,  but  because  I  can- 
not read  the  entire  article  now. 


Regarding  the  writer  of  the  Collier's 
article,  I  quote: 

His  opinions  are  at  times  open  to  ques- 
tion, and  his  conclusions  are  at  places  faulty 
largely  because  they  are  based  upon  Inac- 
curate information. 

At  another  place  when  the  writer 
speaks  of  the  high  turnover  of  nurses.  I 
now  quote  the  Veterans'  Administration 
comment: 

The  high  turnover  In  nurses  Is  because 
they  are  women  rather  than  any  deficiency 
In  the  program.  Personal  affairs  accounted 
for  resignations  of  2,366.  or  71.2  percent,  of 
the  nurses  who  left  during  the  period  dis- 
cussed. They  gave  as  the  reasons  for  leav- 
ing: Illness,  128;  family  Illness,  128:  mar- 
ital. 725;  marriage  408;  pregnancy  714;  and 
personal,  236.  Family  changes  of  residence 
accounted  for  345. 

And  so  on.  And  continuing,  the  same 
applies  to  physicians  and  other  profes- 
sional staiT.  There  is  quite  a  discussion 
here  of  the  internal  arguments  inside 
the  VA.  which  I  will  omit,  as  they  are 
pointless;  v,hey  are  past  history  now. 

The  fact  that  some  hospitals  are  lo- 
cated in  congressional  districts  ij  replied 
to  pertinently  by  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration.    I  quote: 

It  Is  a  little  difficult  to  see  how  hospitals 
are  to  be  located  at  all  without  being  In  the 
district   of  some   Congressman. 

We  have  seen  that  article  reprinted  in 
various  service  magazines,  and  we  have 
articles  antagonistic  to  the  Congiess  and 
the  Members  of  the  Congress,  in  the  DAV 
semimonthly  magazine,  which  I  regret 
very  much  as  a  DAV  member,  because 
the  same  statement  appearing  in  the  re- 
cent issue  of  that  magazine  is  the  one  the 
DAV  representative,  Mr.  C.  F.  Hogan, 
made  before  our  tiubcommittee. 

We  asked  Mr.  Hogan  if  having  learned 
what  he  learned  in  the  committee,  if  he 
would  not  like  to  change  his  statement, 
and  show  that  the  Congress  was  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  cuts  he  was  discus.<:ing 
and  also  that  these  cuts  were  smaller 
than  his  statement  showed.  It  was  not 
changed,  however,  in  the  copy  which  ap- 
peared in  the  DAV  bimonthly  mas;azine. 

Here  are  a  few  suggestions.  The  first 
suggestion  is  that  there  should  be  a  little 
better  cooperation  from  the  various  vet- 
erans' organizations.  They  do  not  come 
to  the  Hill  for  their  facts.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  distinguished  chairman  in 
the  last  Congress,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thom.asI  or  other  members 
of  the  committee  who  are  here  have  ever 
had  a  representative  of  the  various  vet- 
erans' organizations  make  any  effort  to 
check  the  facts  given  them  from  other 
sources,  with  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee. I  can  say  of  my  own  knowledge 
this  year  that  no  attempt  was  made  to 
check  with  us  any  of  these  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  various  news- 
papers, magazines,  and  veterans'  house 
organs. 

The  second  suggestion  is  that  there 
are  excellent  areas  for  economy  right  in 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  beyond 
the  figures  that  we  are  discussing  here  as 
presumed  cuts  in  the  budget.  For  ex- 
ample, when  a  veteran  gets  a  loan  on  his 
house,  a  generous  Nation  gives  him  the 
amount  of  the  first  year's  interest  upon 
his  loan.  It  is  a  gesture  of  generosity 
characteristic  of  the  United  States;  no 


other  nation  would  ever  think  of  doing 
anything  like  that.  But  the  veteran  gets 
no  immediate  benefit  from  that;  this 
money  is  applied  by  the  lending  institu- 
tion upon  the  principal  of  the  loan;  it 
reduces  the  loan  to  that  extent.  The 
only  veteran  who  would  ever  benefit  from 
it  would  be  the  one  who  lived  long 
enough  or  owned  his  house  long  enough 
to  pay  out  the  entire  amount  in  full  and 
he  would,  therefore,  get  a  benefit  some 
20,  30,  or  40  years  in  the  future.  He 
takes  out  of  his  pocket,  at  the  time  when 
he  needs  the  money,  and  when  we  felt  we 
were  helping  him.  the  amount  of  the 
interest  he  pays  upon  the  loan  for  the 
first  year.  If  he  is  going  to  have  to  do 
that,  why  should  we  make  this  generous 
gesture?  You  say  it  is  a  very  small  item; 
it  is  $64,000,000.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  this 
is  money  which  could  better  be  applied 
to  the  needs  of  the  hospitalized  veterans. 

We  send  veterans  to  school;  we  pay 
their  way  and  give  them  a  supporting 
amount  of  money  while  they  are  there, 
and  we  require  the  school  to  send  us  a 
report  every  month  on  how  the  veteran 
is  doing,  is  he  still  there,  and  what  kind 
of  marks  is  he  getting.  We  pay  the 
school  $1  50  for  each  of  these  reports. 
No  educational  institution  does  it  for  ita 
other  students.  My  friend  from  Con- 
necticut (Mr.  Seely-BrownI  would 
probably  be  glad  to  have  $1.50  for  every 
report  to  parents  he  made  on  every 
student  in  nis  school.  If  we  cut  down  the 
number  of  reports  to  one  on  entering, 
at  midyear,  and  at  thf  end  of  the  year — 
that  is  a  reduction  that  could  be  made — 
this  item  alone  would  save  $5  million. 
We  are  looking  for  economy.  There  are 
other  items. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  dental 
care.  You  probably  have  heard  that 
many  dentists  received  in  March  from 
the  Veterans'  Administration  a  mimeo- 
graphed notice  which  looks  like  this.  It 
is  very  simple.  This  is  from  Wisconsin. 
It  says  that— 

The  enclosed  letter  informs  you  that  serv- 
ice connection  has  been  granted  for  a  dental 
condition  and  that  you  are  ellfjlble  for  treat- 
ment; however,  we  regret  to  inform  you  that 
as  a  result  of  reduced  appropriations — 

And  so  forth.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  al- 
ways reduced  appropriations.  Even 
though  an  agency  is  getting  more  money 
than  it  got  the  year  before,  it  still  blames 
reduced  appropriations  when  word  goes 
out  to  the  country  that  there  is  some- 
thing the  agency  cannot  do.  especially 
just  before  election.  We  have  testimony 
showing  the  propaganda  sent  out  by  the 
VA  during  October  1952. 

What  are  the  facts  In  this  case? 
When  this  letter  was  sent  out  to  the 
dentist  saying  he  had  a  patient  he  would 
like  to  take  care  of  but  there  was  no 
money  for  him.  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration on  that  same  day  had  unspent 
in  its  outpatient  fund  $5,158,680.  which 
was  adequate  to  take  care  of  this  vet- 
eran and  a  great  many  others  in  the  re- 
maining 3  months  of  fiscal  year  1953.  A 
larger  sum  is  requested  for  fiscal  1954. 

I  have  two  other  items  I  think  are 
Important.  The  first  has  to  do  with 
non-service-connected  hospitalization. 
There  were  as  of  d  recent  date.  I  think 
probably  the  end  of  1952.  35.6  percent 
of   the  veterans  in  the  hospitals   who 
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^vcie  genuinely  service  connected  and 
V  ho  were  receiving  treatment  for  such 
d;.snbiliiies.     You  may  not  realize  it.  but 
tliC!':'   Wire    11 '2    percent   service-con- 
nected   veterans    who    were    receiving 
inntmcnt  for  something  that  was  not 
srrv.ce  connected.     There  were  24.8  per- 
cent veterans  who  had  permanent  and 
total  di.-abiiilies.  receiving  pen.sions  and 
Lcc;ui.se  of  that  could  be  treated  for  such 
sorvice-connected    or    non-service-con- 
neciod     di.sabilities.     There    were     11.4 
percent   who  had  no  service-connected 
dis;ibi!ity.  who  were  being  treated   for 
i  B  or  p:^ychosis  or  some  NP  condition. 
We  had  a  few  from  the  Armed  Forces 
but  we  had  about  17  percent  who  were 
i.-i  no  way  service  connected  at  that  time. 
More  important  is  the  fact  that  in 
tlifs9  non-service-connectcd  cases,  some 
of  which  have  a  remote  connection  with 
service,  we  have  a  regulation  that  a  man 
can  only  receive  treatment  for  such  cases 
if   l-,e   IS   indicent.    This  is   important. 
He  siuns  an  aflBdavlt.  subjecting  himself 
to  a  penalty,  either  fine  or  imprisonment. 
1  he  statement  he  makes  is  very  clear. 
It  ha.s  been  transferred  from  the  back 
paue  to  the  front  page,  right  under  his 
sicnature.    That  may  help  the  matter. 
The  Veterans"  Administration  contends 
that  the  final  sentence  in  the  act,  which 
says  that  the  affidavit  of   the  veteran 
shall  be  taken  as  evidence  of  his  in- 
dmency,  does  not  permit  the  Veterans' 
Administration    to    look    back    of    any 
.smi^Ie  case.    The  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee does  not  feel  that  it  cannot  look 
back  of  cases.    A  GAO  report  to  our  sub- 
committee indicates,  by  going  into  40 
ho.spitals  and  taking  In  each  hospital 
about  1.000  cases,  or  40.000  cases  in  all, 
putting  them  in  a  file  and  going  through 
this  file  very  quickly,  taking  only  this 
criterion  and  no  other:  This  man  looks 
as  if  he  might  have  an  income;  he  is  a 
lawyer,  he  is  a  doctor,  he  Is  a  professional 
man  of  some  kind,  he  has  a  business  in 
town,  it  would  appear  that  this  man  had 
an  income,  that  out  of  500  such  cases, 
the  results  showed  336  of  those  cases  had 
incomes  of  from  $4,000  to  $50,000  a  year. 
Twenty-five  cases,  possibly  duplicating 
some  of  the  income  cases,  owned  prop- 
erty  valued   from   $20,000    to   $500,000. 
These  are  the  "indigents"  we  are  taking 
care  of  at  the  taxpayers'  expense  in  vet- 
erans hospitals,  who  have  signed  affida- 
vits that  they  had  no  means  whatever  to 
pay    for    hospitalization.    Incidentally. 
our  law  should  be  amended  at  once  to 
make  it  possible  for  a  veteran  to  pay  part 
of  his  hospital  costs,  If  he  cannot  pay 
the  entire  amount.    The  VA  hospitals 
.should  also  be  required  to  ask  if  the 
veteran  patient  carries  hospital  insur- 
ance.    You    would    be    surprised,    Mr. 
Speaker,  to  learn  that  most  of  the  hos- 
pitals  do   not   ask   this   question,   and 
make  no  effort  to  offset  their  costs  with 
tiuch  insurance. 

Ihis  is  a  very  hasty  statement.  I 
want  you  to  have  these  facts  when  you 
po  home,  when  you  discuss  the  problem 
with  the  veterans.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  whether  we  have  appropriated  enough. 
We  have  always  appropriated  without 
he.sitation  and  without  limitation  for  the 
veterans  of  the  United  States.  The 
question  is.  How  much  is  enough?  That 
is  the  problem  to  be  discussed  in  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  In  the  Con- 


gress, and  at  home,  on  the  basis  of  what 
is  best,  not  only  for  the  veterans  but  what 
is  best  for  the  United  States  and  for 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  more 
than  half  of  whom  are  the  veterans 
themselves  when  it  comes  to  paying 
taxes.  The  committee  on  appropriations 
asks  for  economy  wherever  economy  is 
possible.  We  ask  for  a  redetermination 
of  policy  on  several  of  these  regulations, 
and  we  ask  for  a  better  interpretation 
and  application  of  the  regulations,  and 
if  we  do  that,  the  tax  demand  on  the 
people  will  be  reduced  and  the  service  to 
the  veterans  will  be  increased  steadily, 
as  It  always  has  been. 

Mr.  COTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Hampshire,  my  colleague 
on  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  COTTON.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like,  on  behalf  of  some  of  us  who  have 
served  through  the  years  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  on  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Independent  Offices,  to  express 
the  hope  that  this  information  he  has 
given  to  us  today  will  be  widely  dissem- 
inated and  read.    The  gentleman  from 
California   [Mr.  Phillips]   stands  as  a 
living  refutation  of  any  idea  that  the 
membership  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations does  not  give  careful  consider- 
ation or  sympathetic  consideration  to  the 
needs  of  the  veterans.    We  have  watched 
him.    We  know  with  what  anxiety  he  has 
worked  on  this  budget  and  tried  to  see 
to  it  not  only  that  adequate  appropria- 
tions were  made  but  that  they  were  made 
in  the  places  where  they  would  be  spent 
for  the  best  interests  of  the  veterans. 
I  think  I  am  expressing  the  sentiment 
of  every  Member  who  has  been  working 
with  the  gentleman  through  the  months 
and  years  when  we  commend  him  not 
only  for  what  he  has  done  but  for  the 
very  fair  and  orderly  way  he  has  pre- 
sented it  to  the  House  this  afternoon. 
Mr.  PHILLIPS.    I  thank  the  gentle- 
man.   I  Just  found   the  statement  In 
the  testimony  of  the  Veterans  of  For- 
eign Wars  that  I  wish  to  read.    Colonel 
IjEuns,  formerly  swiministrative  officer  in 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  was  talk- 
ing about  the  duplications  presently  in 
existence  since  the  change  In  policy  set 
up  separate  offices  in  each  area. 
As  an  illustration — 

Said  he — 
In  Baltimore  we  have  two  hospitals  and 
one  regional  offlce.  There  Is  no  reason  on 
earth  why  one  finance  man.  one  supply  man. 
and  one  personnel  man  cannot  adequately 
serve  all  three  Institutions.  The  same  plan 
of  operation,  applied  to  the  entire  field, 
would  enable  you  to  save  a  vast  amount  of 
money  now  paid  In  unnecessary  sums. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Jonas]  then  asked  him  whether 
in  each  of  these  three  institutions  these 
three  men  operated. 

Mr.  Ijams  said: 

That  iB  what  burns  me  up.  We  consoli- 
dated positions  for  years  and  have  operated 
successfully,  and  then  under  the  1»45  re- 
organization It  was  thrown  out  the  window 
and  we  went  Into  this  dupUcatlon  business. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  willingly  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 


Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  As  I  recall  the 
gentleman's  figures,  the  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1953  were  something 
more  than  $800  million. 

Mr.   PHILLIPS.     Eight  hundred   and 
ninety-five  million  dollars  was  requested. 
Mr.   REES  of  Kansas.     And   the  re- 
duction on  the  part  of  the  committee 
was  approximately  4  percent. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  It  was  4.37  percent. 
Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Then  the  com- 
mittee saw  fit  to  bring  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  need  for  further  ap- 
propriations recently,  and  what  is  the 
amount  of  that  particular  appropriation? 
Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  included  that  in  my 
composite  statement.  It  was  $10  mil- 
lion ;  $5  million  for  the  general  operation 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration  and  $5 
million  for  hospitalization  and  dom- 
icilary  care. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  think  one  of 
the  things  that  brought  this  to  our  at- 
tention was  the  question  of  the  $10 
million  amendment  or  an  amendment 
submitted  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  for  a  $10-million  increase  for 
hospitalization.  Can  the  gentleman  ex- 
plain that? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Well,  the  great 
trouble  with  that,  I  will  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kansas,  is  that  it  was  just 
a  general  figure  offered  on  the  floor  by  a 
Member  for  whom  we  have  the  highest 
regard,  and  it  was  offered  not  to  apply 
to  hospitals  but  to  all  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration;  not  specifically  to  the 
hospitals,  and  it  was  an  unconsidered 
figure.  There  was  no  figure  that  could 
be  arrived  at  to  show  how  the  Veterans' 
Administration  should  use  $10  million. 
They  had  not  asked  for  that  much;  they 
asked  for  only  $5  million  and  we  gave 
them  that  amount. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  If  the  $10  mil- 
lion had  been  approved,  would  it  have 
been  applied  to  hospitals? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  It  would  not  neces- 
sarily have  been  applied  to  hospitals, 
because  it  was  not  offered  specifically 
for  that.  I  tried  to  explain  that  in 
analyzing  this  general  budget  item. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  committee  has  vmder  consid- 
eration at  the  present  time  the  question 
of  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954. 

Mr.  PHnUPS.  That  is  correct.  We 
expect  to  hear  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion on  May  14  and  report  our  final  bill 
the  following  week. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  Members  who  so  desire  may  ex- 
tend their  remarks  in  connection  with 
this  discussion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HUNTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  California. 
Mr.  HUNTER.  May  I  commend  the 
gentleman  from  California  on  his 
straightforward  and  enlightening  speech 
on  this  subject.  No  one  in  the  House 
is  more  considerate  of  or  more  interested 
in  the  needs  of  the  veterans  of  this 
country  than  he.  As  the  gentleman  from 
New  Hampshire  stated,  the  gentleman 
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from  California  has  worked  for  and  with 
the  veterans  for  many  years. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. 

There  is  an  important  point  which  I 
almost  overlooked. 

We  think  only  of  building  VA  hos- 
pitals. We  already  have,  or  propose  to 
build.  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Pub- 
lic Health  hospitals.  Many  of  these  have 
vacant  beds.  Some  private  hospitals 
have  vacancies.  The  VA  could  and 
should  contract  for  the  use  of  beds  in 
such  hospitals  for  veterans.  When  the 
demands  of  war  are  ended,  these  hos- 
pitals will  have  additional  beds  and  if 
we  have  overbuilt  veterans'  hospitals, 
these  other  hospitals  will  deteriorate. 
For  example,  in  an  inquiry  regarding  the 
new  VA  hospital  in  Philadelphia,  it  was 
disclosed  not  only  that  the  Navy  Hos- 
pital there  had  300  or  more  vacant  beds, 
and  wanted  veteran  patients — as  do 
other  military  or  Public  Health  hospitals 
I  could  name — but  the  Navy  Hospital  is 
in  danger  of  having  a  reduced  rating 
given  it  by  the  American  Medical  Asso- 
ciation, because  it  does  not  have  enough 
patients,  or  a  suflBcient  spread  in  the 
types  of  cases  cared  for. 


LUMP-SUM  LEAVE  PAYMENTS  TO 
GOVERNJJENT  OFFICIALS 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
our  Commitee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  has  just  concluded  hearings  on 
a  matter  which  has  aroused  wide  pub- 
he  interest.  This  is  the  question  of  the 
large  lump-siim  leave  payments  recently 
made  to  Cabinet  officers  and  other  high 
officials  of  the  ;rnmaan  administration 
when  they  left  the  Government. 

The  hearings  which  our  committee 
held  were  on  legislation  which  will  pre- 
vent such  excessive  lump-sum  leave  pay- 
ments to  high  Government  officials  in 
the  future.  This  legislation  would  not 
deprive  career  Government  employees  of 
annual  and  sick  leave  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

For  the  Information  of  the  Members  of 
the  House,  I  am  inserting  in  the  Record 
my  opening  statement  at  the  hearings 
with  resp>ect  to  these  excessive  lump-sum 
leave  payments  to  high  officials  and  also 
with  respect  to  the  annual  and  sick  leave 
of  career  Federal  employees. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 
This  public  hearing  is  being  held  on  H.  R. 
4039.  This  legislation  will  exclude  from  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951.  officials 
In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
specified  i  Public  Law  359,  81st  Congress, 
the  act  which  established  the  rates  of  pay 
of  the  heads  and  assistant  heads  of  execu- 
tive departments  and  Independent  oflSces. 
This  Includes  Presidential  assistants  and  top 
level   Presidential   appointments. 

Thla  bill,  when  enacted  Into  law.  will  pre- 
vent any  such  paymente  to  department  and 
ageaey  heads  In  large  simas  as  has  been 
recently  disclosed  by  the  Ctomptroller  Gen- 
eral's report  to  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee. This  report  pointed  out  that  many  re- 
tiring department  and  agency  heads  of  the 


last  administration  received  in  excess  of 
$5,000  in  accumulated  annual  leave.  In  fact, 
one  high  official  received  over  $12,000  In  a 
lump  sum  for  accumulated  annual  leave. 

I  have  asked  the  Comptroller  General  to 
conduct  such  investigations  as  are  necessary 
to  determine  whether  or  not  there  was  mis- 
representation in  the  certifications  of  offi- 
cials culling  for  such  large  lump  sum  pay- 
ments for  accumulated  annual  leave. 

My  attention  also  has  been  directed  to  the 
fact  that  many  postmasters  have  accumu- 
lated large  amounts  of  annual  leave.  I  have 
pointed  out  this  problem  to  the  Postmaster 
General  and  asked  that  he  take  affirmative 
action  to  reduce  the  amount  of  accrued  an- 
nual leave  of  postmasters.  This  has  been 
estimated  to  be  about  a  *30  million  liability 
against  the  Post  Office  Department  at  the 
present  time. 

To  demonstrate  to  what  extent  the  accum- 
ulation of  annual  leave  can  be  carried.  I 
have  pointed  to  the  former  postmaster  at 
New  York  City  who  resigned  recently  while 
his  office  was  under  investigation.  He  was 
paid  more  than  $10,000  in  a  lump  sum  for 
accumulated  leave  when  he  left  the  service. 

I  think  it  is  appropriate  at  this  time,  also, 
to  clarify  the  situation  regiirding  the  leave 
privileges  of  career  Federal  employees  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  high  officials  covered 
by  H.  R.  4039. 

It  is  a  generally  overlooked  fact  that  the 
House  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Commit- 
tee has  never  considered  the  question  of 
leave  for  Federal  employees.  The  1951  An- 
nual and  Sick  Leave  Act — which  established 
the  present  graduated  annual  leave  system — 
originated  in  conference  as  a  Senate  rider 
on  postal  rate  legislation.  Yet  this  is  the 
law  that  governs  the  leave  of  most  of  our 
Federal  employees. 

The  so-called  Thomas  leave  rider  requires 
that  all  annual  leave  earned  by  Federal  em- 
ployees during  any  calendar  year  after  De- 
cember 31,  1951.  be  used  by  June  30  of  the 
next  calendar  year.  This  provision,  which 
constituted  a  major  change  in  the  Guvern- 
menfs  leave  policy,  originated  as  a  rider  on 
an  appropriation  bill. 

There  have  been  a  great  many  proposals 
as  to  what  should  be  done  regarding  the 
leave  of  Federal  employees  and  a  wide  variety 
of  views  have  Ijeen  expressed  on  the  subject. 
Close  examination  and  careful  study  of  these 
proposals  will  be  necessary  before  this  com- 
mittee can  determine  what  action  is  to  be 
taken  with  respect  thereto.  It  would  be  must 
Inadvisable,  in  my  Judgment,  for  the  com- 
mittee to  act  on  any  Ajch  proposal  without 
full  opportunity  to  consider  all  phases  of 
this  broad  and  important  subject. 

I  plan  to  schedule  hearings  soon  after  the 
Easter  recess  to  consider  the  whole  problem 
of  annual  and  sick  leave  for  Federal  em- 
ployeco. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks, 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Pino  and  to  Include  a  letter  and 
a  resolution. 

Mr.  Crumpacker  and  to  include  an 
article. 

Messrs.  Hill  and  Curtis  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  F.'VRRiNGTON  and  to  include  an  ar- 
ticle. 

Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  Clabdy  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Graham  and  to  include  a  short 
editorial. 

Mr.  Radwan  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial. 

Mr.  Eender  in  five  instances. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia  and  to  Include 

extraneous  matter. 


Mr.  Passman  and  to  Include  an  excerpt 
from  an  article  appearing  in  a  magazine. 

Mr.  Thornberry  and  to  include  a 
newspaf>er  article. 

Mr.  Durham  and  to  include  an  article 
on  the  medical  research  program. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  and  to  include 
an  address  delivered  by  a  former  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  Mr.  Darden,  at  a  Jack- 
son Day  dinner  held  in  Richmond  Va. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Mis.sissippi  in  four  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  DoLLiNGER  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr.  Fink  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  Lesinski  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  RoDiNo  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Lesinski)  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Floiida  in  two  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Celler  in  four  instances. 

Mr.  OHara  of  Illinois  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Patterson  and  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  Stringfellow. 

Mr.  O'Neill  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Gamble  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  Church  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
RiEHLMANt  and  to  iiiClude  an  article. 

Mr.  Javits  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Riehlman)  in  three  instances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  OsTERTAG  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Riehlm\ni  and  to  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Fernos-Lsern  lat  the  request  of 
Mr.  Riehlman)  and  tc  include  an  article. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  and  to  include  extra- 
neou.<;  matter. 

Mr.  Heller  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Mc- 
CoRMACK)  in  two  in.'-tances  and  to  in- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
previously  today  I  got  peimission  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and 
include  a  speech  by  a  former  colleague, 
the  Honorable  Colgate  Darden.  I  have 
an  estimate  from  the  Public  Printer  that 
it  exceeds  the  hmit  and  will  cost  $250. 
Notwithstanding  the  excess  I  ask  that  the 
extension  may  be  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Engle  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Dorn  of  South  Carolina  and  to  in- 
clude an  article. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Alabama  and  to  include 
an  editorial. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  con.sent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Condon,  for  an  indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  death  in  the  family. 

Mr.  McCtnLocH  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McGregor  ) .  indefinitely,  on  account  of 
illness. 

Mr.  Judd  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
VoRYs) ,  for  the  period  March  30  to  April 
20,  on  account  of  travel  on  official  bu.si- 
ness  for  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs. 


Mr  Merrow  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
VoRYs) .  for  the  period  March  30  to  April 
OQ  on  account  of  travel  on  official  busi- 
ness for  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 

Mr.  Carnahan  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
R\YiiURN>.  for  the  period  March  31  to 
Aiiil  20.  on  account  of  travel  on  official 
business  for  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

AtTairs. 

Mr  Zablocki.  for  an  indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr.  HoLiriELD,  for  an  indefinite  period, 
on  account  of  official  business. 

Mr  Sheppahd,  for  an  indefinite  period. 
on  account  of  official  business. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly I  at  2  o'clock  and  44  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  Hou.se  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Ihursday,  April  2.  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
noon.  

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
t^peaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

597.  A  letter  from  the  Director.  National 
Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics,  trana- 
iiutiing  a  revised  draft  of  propoMd  legis- 
lation entitled  "A  bUl  to  promote  the  na- 
tional defense  by  authorizing  the  construc- 
imn  of  aeronautical  research  facilities  and 
the  acquisition  of  land  by  the  National  Ad- 
vi.s.iry  Committee  for  Aeronautics  necessary 
t  (  the  effective  prosecution  of  aeronautical 
research",  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
bervices. 

51*8  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  trans- 
nsittlng  a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A 
bill  to  prohibit  false  advertising  or  misuse 
of  names  indicating  the  various  exchange 
services  of  the  Armed  Forces";  to  the  Com- 
naiiee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII.  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

Bv  Mr.  ABERNETHY: 
H  R  4390.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  Issuance 
o!  Identification  tags  for  motor  vehicles  and 
trailers  in  the  DUtrlct  of  Columbia;   to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  CX)lumbla. 
By  Mr.  BECKER: 
H   R  4391.  A  bill  to  exempt  from  tax  clg- 
iircttes    sold    to    veterans'    organizations    for 
cii.strlbutlon.    as    glfU.    to    hospitalized    vet- 
erans, to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BELCHER: 
H  R  4392.  A  bill  to  provide  that  amounts 
erroneously  paid  to  the  United  States  as  un- 
e-nployment  tax  may  be  transferred   to  the 
State   to  which  such  amounts  should   have 
boen  paid;   to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H  R  4393.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  schoolteachers  and 
other  professional  people  to  deduct,  as  busi- 
nes.s  expenses,  certain  educational  expenses; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H  R  4394.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  taxpayer  to 
dt'duct.  as  a  business  expense,  the  cost  of 
providing  care  for  children  under  16  years 
of  age.  if  such  care  Is  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  taxpayer  to  be  gainfully  em- 
ployed; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


H  R.  4395.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  that  Individuals 
may  deduct  from  gross  Income  expanses  paid 
or  incurred  for  transportation  to  and  from 
work;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  DOLLINGER: 
H.  R.  4396.  A  bill  to  extend  the  excess- 
profits  tax  for  1  year;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ENGLE: 
H  R.  4397.  A  blU   providing  for  the   con- 
struction of  distribution  systems  on  the  Cen- 
tral VaUey  project,  California,  by  Irrigation 
districts  and  other  public  agencies;    to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FORD: 
H.  R.  4398.  A   bill   to    amend   the   Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  permit  certain  actions 
for  the  recovery  of  overpayments  of  Income 
taxes  to  be  brought  before  the  expiration  of 
6  months  from  the  date  of  filing  a  claim  for 
refund  or  credit;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

H.  R.  4399.  A  bill  to  allow  a  deduction  for 
Income-tax  purposes,  in  the  case  of  a  dis- 
abled Individual,  of  expenses  for  transporta- 
tion to  and  from  work;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  4400.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  to  provide  that  receivers  and  trustees  In 
proceedings  under  chapter  XI  shall  receive 
compensation  on  the  same  basis  as  those  In 
proceedings  under  chapter  X;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4401.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  so  as  to  permit  certain  suits  for 
the  recovery  of  taxes  to  be  brought  In  the 
district  of  the  taxpayer's  residence;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4402.  A  bill  to  permit  actions  against 
the  United  States  for  the  recovery  of  Inter- 
nal-revenue taxes  to  be  brought  In  United 
States  district  courts  without  regard  to  the 
amount  In  controversy  and  to  permit  any 
such  action  to  be  tried  by  the  court  with  a 
Jury;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  GRANAHAN: 
H.  B.  4403.  A  bill  to  exempt  admissions  to 
movlng-plcture  theaters  from  the  Federal  tJix 
on  admissions;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  California: 
H.  R.  4404.  A  bill  to  allow  for  construction 
of  distribution  systems  by  Irrigation  districts 
in  the  Central  Valley  project;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  4405.  A  bin  to  exempt  publicatloiis  of 
religious,  educational,  scientific,  philanthrop- 
ic, agricultural,  labor,  veterans',  and  frater- 
nal  organizations   or   associations   from   the 
minimum  rate  of  postage  prescribed  by  law 
for  each  individually  addressed  copy  of  pub- 
lications entered  as  second-class  matter;   to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. 

By  Mr.  HALLECK: 
H.  R.  4406.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Commission 
on    Government    Functions    and    Fiscal    Re- 
sources;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  HOWELL: 
H.  R.  4407.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to 
encourage  the  further  development  and 
growth  of  the  educational  fine-arts  pro- 
grams In  State  and  land-grant  and  other 
accredited  nonprofit  colleges  and  universi- 
ties and  in  other  nonprofit  organizations,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  HYDE: 
H.  R.  4408.  A  bill  to  amend  section  11  of 
the  act  of  April  1.  1942.  relating  to  retirement 
of  Judges  of  the  municipal  court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  the  municipal  court  of 
appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
Juvenile  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 


By  Mr.  KELLBY  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.  R.  4409.  A  bill  to  amend  section  9  (h)  of 
the  National   Labor  Relations   Act   to  elim- 
inate its  provisions  regarding  affidavits,  and 
to  provide  that  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  shall  not  act  upon  a  matter  raised  by 
a    labor    organization    unless    the    organiza- 
tion's constitution  bars  membership  to  Com- 
munists  and   certain   other    individuals;    to 
the  Conunlttee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  LATHAM: 
H.  R.  4410.  A  bUl  to  reduce  certain  rates  of 
postage  on  parcels  sent  to  or  by  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  sta- 
tioned   outside    the    United    States;    to    the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  CivU  Service. 
By  Mr.  MACK  of  Washington: 
H.R.  4411.  A     bill     to     authorize     certain 
works  of  Improvement  on  the  Columbia  River 
between   Chinook.  Wash.,   and   the   head   of 
Sand  Island;    to  the   Committee  on  Public 
Works. 

By  Mr.  METCALP: 
H.  R.  4412.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance to  the  States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Colorado,  and  Wyoming,  re- 
spectively,   of   mineral    Interests   In   certain 
lands  In  such  States  acquired  by  the  United 
States  under  title  III  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4413.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  repair, 
restoration,  smd  preservation  of  the  U.  S.  S. 
Hartford,  flagship   of   Admiral   Farragut;    to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  NELSON: 
H.  R.  4414.  A  bill  to  repeal  section  10  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions 
for  tlie  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making 
of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  June  30,  1936  (the 
so-called  Walsh-Healy  Act);  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PERKINS: 
H.  R.  4415.  A  blU  to  extend  for  2  years  the 
period  of  time  within  which  former  prisoners 
of  war  may  file  certain  claims  under  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 
H.  R.  4416.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  (1)  of 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act,  so  as  to  provide  shorter  periods  of  service 
for  certain  doctors  and  dentists  who  are  In- 
ducted thereunder  after  serving  on  active 
duty  In  the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  SHORT: 
H.  R.  4417.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment In  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  of 
nurses  and  medical  specialists  In  the  Regu- 
lar Army  and  Regular  Air  Force,  and  appoint- 
ment with  rank  of  lieutenant  (Junior  grade) 
of  nurses  In  the  Regular  Navy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  4418.  A  bill  to  amer\d  the  act  of  July 
28,  1942  (ch.  528.  56  Stat.  722).  relating  to 
posthumous  appointments  and  commissions, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Louisiana: 
H.  R.  4419.  A  bill  for  the  pxirpose  of  erect- 
ing In  Rayne.  La.,  a  post-office  building;   to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 
By  Mr.  TRIMBLE: 
H.  R.  4420.  A  bin  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  applications  for  lump-sum  death  pay- 
ments under  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  with  respect  to  Individuals  who  died  on 
or  after  December  7.   1941.  while  serving  in 
the  Armed   Forces  of  the  United  States;   to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WESTLAND: 
H.    R.    4421.  A    bill    to    amend    the    Social 
Security  Act  to  provide  a  direct  Federal  pen- 
sion of  at  least  $100  per  month  to  all  Amer- 
ican citizens  65  years  of  age  and  over  who 
have  been  citizens   10  years  or  more,  to  be 
prorated  according  to  the  cost  of  living  as 
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on  January  3,   1953;   to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  4422.  A  bill  to  extend  detention  ben- 
efits under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  em- 
ployees of  contractors  with  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Conunerce. 

H.  R.  4423.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  lump-sum  death  benefits  to  the  sur- 
vivors of  certain  employees  of  contractors 
■with  the  United  States  during  World  War  II; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SEELY-BROWN: 

H.  J.  Res.  235.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
claim March  20  of  each  year  as  Cancer  Edu- 
cation Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  POGARTY: 

H.  Con.  Res.  91.  Concurrent  resolutlo"  pro- 
viding that  sessions  of  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  United  Nations  be  started  with  prayer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CBRIEN  of  New  York: 

H.  Res.  19«.  Resolution  proposing  study  of 
the  feasibility  of  establishment  of  on-the- 
job  training  program  for  career  diplomats  in 
the  Department  of  State;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  me- 
morials were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Arkansas,  memorializ- 
ing the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  requesting  the  removal  of  the 
Federal  Government  from  the  field  of  motor 
fuel  taxation,  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  memorializing  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
relative  to  the  recreational  use  of  Govern- 
ment lands  under  the  control  of  the  Armed 
Forces;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BISHOP: 
H.  R,  4424.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eleonore 
Friedrich  McAnelly;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BOLAND: 
H.  R.  4425.  A   bUl   for   the   relief   of   Angel 
Shlrvanian  Aykanian;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASE: 
H.  R  442G.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Paulette  Quatrehonune;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CROSSER: 
H.  R.  4427.  A    bUl    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Helena  Piasecka;    to   the  Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia: 
H.  R.  4428.  A    bUl    for    the    relief    of    the 
United   States  Fidelity  &  Guaranty   Co.;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HELLER  (by  request)  : 
H.B.  4429.  A   bUl    for    the   relief   of   Adolf 
Klein;    to  the  Committee   on   the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  4430.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prigyes 
Schwartz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KLEIN: 
H.  R.  4431.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maswood 
Bakt  Choudry,  Abdul  Kadir  Aftab  Mlah.  and 
Abdul    Whab;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa: 
H.  R.  4432.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  law 
firm  of  Harrington  &  Graham;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


By    Mr.    MILLER    of    New    York    (by 
request) : 
H.  R.  4433.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of    John 
Carlo;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MORANO: 
H.  R.  4434.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nikolai, 
Gerda,    and    Annerose    Korotkevlch;    to    tlie 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4435.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Marfoe  (also  known  as  Tao-Wen  Ma) ;  to  tlie 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary'. 

H.  K.  4436.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Raffaele 
Giuseppe  CoUura;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

By  Mr.  NELSON: 
H.  R.  4437.  A   bill    lur   the  relief  of  L<niL';e 
Rank;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  POWELL: 
H.  R.  4438.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
Maisle  A.   Long;    to   the   Cominutee   on    the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4439.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.ihn 
Abraham  and  Ann  Abraham,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

ByMr.    RIEIILMAN; 
H.  R.  4440.  A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Hilde 
Kretz  Sforza;  to  the  Cummittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr   ROGERS  of  Colorado: 
HR.44.cl.   A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stama- 
toula  S.  Roumanis;  to  tlie  Commltlee  uii  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr    SH.^FER: 
H  n  4442    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Waltraud 
Mieske  Pengelly;    to   the   Committee   on   ti.e 
Judiciary. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clau.'e  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  dcsic 
and  referred  as  follow.^: 

132  By  Sr  MUMMA:  Petition  of  James  W. 
Jewett,  and  27  other  members  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Retired  Men  s  AssociaUon 
No.  3,  of  Harnsburg,  Pa.,  urgini;  the  C<ingress 
of  the  United  States  to  amend  the  Railrn.id 
Retirement  Act  and  abolish  that  p.art  ot  the 
said  act  perUiining  to  the  interlocking  of  the 
said  act  with  social  security  and  make  tliem 
separate  fuiid.-^:  to  the  Committee  un  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Cummerce. 

133.  By  Mr.  ROBESON  of  Vir^'lnia:  Petition 
of  the  W.  C.  T.  U.  and  Virginia  Church 
Temperance  Council,  Inc..  in  support  ul  H  R. 
1227.  which  peiKilizts  interstate  Uj.Jismis- 
slon  by  mail  or  otherwise,  of  newspapers, 
peri(xiicals.  newsreels,  photot^aphlc  films,  jr 
records  advertising  alcoholic  beverages  or 
soliciting  orders  therefor  or  advertising  by 
radio,  etc  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Iniersiate 
and  Foreign  Commerre. 

134.  By  Mr  WE3TLAND:  Petition  of  the 
National  Pension  Federation  uf  Wiishington. 
D.  C,  requesting  passage  of  U  R  1041  and 
H  R.  4230.  bills  to  ampiid  the  S. n:al  Secuiity 
Act  ro  trovide  a  direct  Federal  pensio:i  rf  at 
lea.n  $100  per  month  to  all  American  citizens 
65  years  of  age  and  over  who  have  been  citi- 
zens 10  years  or  more,  to  be  prorated  acc(.rd- 
Ing  to  the  cost  of  living  ns  on  January  3.  1953; 
to   the   Cummittee   on   Ways  and  Means. 


SENATE 

TiHRsruY,  Aimul  2,  la").'? 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Thou  Lamb  of  God.  who  takcth 
away  the  sin  of  the  world,  in  the  holy 
pilgrimage  of  this  sacred  week  we  fain 
would  join  devout  multitudes  treading 
the  way  of  sorrow.  We  lift  our  eyes  to 
a  green  hill  outside  a  city  wall  and  to  a 
lone  cross  against  the  sky,  a  cross  so  old 
and  yet  so  new,  hallowed  by  forgiveness 


for  hate's  most  cruel  blows:  a  cross  sanc- 
tified by  loving  solicitude  for  all  mourn- 
ful mothers  weeping  at  crosses  where 
hang  their  sons. 

Make  us  worthy  of  those  who.  day  by 
day,  are  making  the  supreme  sacrifice 
in  the  spirit  of  Calvary,  that  the  flag  of 
our  dear  country  may  become  a  symbol 
of  peace  on  earth  and  of  brotherhood 
amoHK  all  men.  May  the  cross  of  the 
Redeemer,  about  which  men  under  all 
skies  are  now  gathering,  be  for  us  as 
never  before  the  sublime  symbol  that 
truth  will  conquer  error,  that  light  will 
dispel  darkness  and  that,  at  last,  life 
will  prove  stronger  than  death.  Steady 
our  hcarLs  and  steel  our  wills  to  pay  the 
price  for  the  coming  kingdom,  knowii.g 
there  is  no  way  to  dawn  except  by  dark, 
no  way  to  light  except  by  night,  no  way 
to  Ea.ster  except  by  Calvary.  We  ask  it 
in  the  name  of  that  One  who  despi.sed 
the  sliame  and  endured  the  cross. 
Am  n. 
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THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mnu.s  con.<;ent.  the  readinq  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday 
April  1,  1953.  was  dispensed  with. 


MEFSAGES    FROM   THE    PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  wntinu;  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  were  communicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
.'^entativ'js,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  iLs  readint; 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
pa.sstd  a  bill  (H.  R.  4233)  to  provide  for 
the  naturalization  of  persons  serving  m 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
after  June  24.  1950.  in  which  it  requested 
the  concutrcnce  of  the  Senate. 


ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  me.ssage  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrollrd  bill  <S.  1110)  to  amend  the  Na- 
tional Security  Act  of  1947  to  authorize 
the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Director 
of  Central  Int^^llicrnce.  and  for  other 
purp<->ses.  and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice 
President. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  JOHN.SON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  a.sk  unanimous  con.^ent  that  I 
may  proceed  for  not  to  exceed  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
order  as  reed  to  yesterday,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  IMr.  Cordon  I  has  the  floor. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Oreuon  y.eld? 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  my  im- 
pression was  that  thi.s  was  the  morning 
hour.  The  Senate  adjourned,  and  the 
consent  applied,  as  I  understood,  at  the 
conclu-sion  of  the  morning  hour.  In  any 
event,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  be  so  modified. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  majority  leader  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr,  TAFT.     I  yield. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yesterday  I 
•^poke  to  the  majority  leader  about  cal- 
endar No.  134.  H.  R.  4130.  This  is  a 
nuitter  of  importance,  because  the  con- 
tractor for  the  Air  Force  project  cannot 
be  paid  unless  this  biU  is  passed,  since 
the  time  in  which  payment  could  have 
been  made  expired  on  March  31.  I  wish 
to  ask  the  majority  leader  at  what  time 
tins  measure  could  properly  be  brought 
before  the  Senate  today.  I  should  like 
to  have  it  taken  up  as  soon  as  possible. 
Mr.  TAPT.  With  the  consent  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  shall  move  to 
have  the  bill  Uken  up  as  soon  as  the 
morning  hour  is  concluded. 

Mr.  President,  in  response  to  a  re- 
quest by  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Casi],  I  shall  move  to  take 
up  also  the  District  of  Columbia  daylight 
saving  bill,  provided  there  will  be  no 
debate  on  it.  U  it  leads  to  debate,  the 
bill  will  have  to  go  over  until  Monday. 
Otherwise,  it  is  the  Intention  to  consider 
the.se  two  bills  before  the  debate  on  the 
tidelands  measure  is  resumed. 

Mr.  SA-LTONSTAU^  I  believe  there 
will  be  no  debate  on  the  bill  in  which  I 
am  interested.  I  understand  that  the 
bill  was  reported  unanimously  by  the 
committee. 

Mr  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  IMr.  Williams  1 
desires  to  speak  for  about  25  minutes  on 
a  matter  in  which  he  is  interested.  Bo 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  him  to  speak, 
with  the  understanding  that  I  may  have 
the  floor  at  the  conclusion  of  his  re- 
marks, or  following  any  quorum  call.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  may 
be  ordered. 

Mr.  TAPT.     Mr.  President.  I  should 

also  like  to  have  the  nominations  on  the 

Executive    Calendar   considered    if   the 

Senator  from  Oregon  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  have  no  objection  to 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  1:.  agreed  to. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Am  I  correct 
In  my  understanding  that  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  refers  only  to  new  nomina- 
tions, or  reports,  on  the  ExecuUve  Cal- 
endar? 

Mr  TAFT.  Yes.  only  to  new  nomina- 
tions and  I  undersUnd  there  are  quite  a 
numfcier  of  them. 


JLTXJE  CHARLES  VERNON  TERRELL: 

GREAT   TEXAS    STATESMAN   AND 

CHRISTIAN  GENTLEMAN 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  renew  my  request  for  unanimous 
con.sent  of  the  Senate  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  proceed  for  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  recent  issue  of  Under  Texas  Skies, 
a  periodical  published  in  Austin,  Tex., 
contains  a  tribute  to  one  of  our  greatest 
Texans.  Judge  Charles  Vernon  Terrell. 
Judge  Terrell,  now  91  years  of  age.  Is 
president  of  the  Texas  Heritage  Founda- 
tion. He  is  the  oldest  living  member  of 
the  Sons  of  Confederate  Veterans.   Dur- 


ing his  long  and  honorable  public  career 
he  has  served  as  State  senator.  State 
treasurer,  and  from  1924  until  his  re- 
tirement in  1939  as  a  member  of  the 
Railroad  Commission  of  Texas, 

There  is  no  more  honored  name  in 
Texas  than  that  of  Terrell,  and  Judge 
C.  V.  Terrell  throughout  his  life  has 
adhered  to  the  highest  standards  of 
personal  and  pubUc  conduct. 

Mr.  President,  for  many  years  my 
father  served  and  worked  with  this  dis- 
tinguished Texan.  There  was  no  man 
for  whom  he  had  greater  respect  or 
deeper  admiration.  He  knew  Judge  Ter- 
rell as  a  great  Texan  and  a  great  man. 
To  bring  before  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  the  inspiration  of  his  career  of 
public  service,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  excerpts 
from  an  article  written  by  Maj.  Horace 
H.  Shelton  and  published  in  the  periodi- 
cal. Under  Texas  Skies. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

Judge  C.  V.  Tkzrtll 
Judge  Terrell's  great  work  for  education 
includes  the  following: 

1.  HelF>ed  pass  the  law  In  the  State  sen- 
ate transferring  3  million  acres  of  public 
domain  from  the  general  fund  to  tbe  State 
public-school  fund,  from  whlcli  land  oil 
and  gas  has  been  discovered,  making  this  the 
richest  permanent  school  fund  of  any  State 
In  the  Union. 

2  AssUted  In  passing  through  the  senate 
the  law  known  as  the  uniform  textbook 
law,  which  has  been  of  untold  value  to  our 
public  schools,  and  which  has  saved  the 
patrons  of  otir  schools  thousands  of  dollars. 

3.  Introduced  and  passed  the  law  creating 
the  North  Texas  State  Teachers  CoUege  at 
Denton,  Tex.  This  was  the  largest  college 
of  Its  kind  In  the  United  States.  It  is  now 
called  the  North  Texas  State  College. 

4.  Introduced  and  passed  the  bill,  raising 
the  free  scholastic  age  from  14  to  19  years. 

5  Made  the  location  of.  and  helped  pass 
the  law  creating,  the  South  Texas  State 
Teachers   College    at   San    Marcos,    Tex.,   In 

1899. 

6  Assisted  In  passing  the  bill  and  locating 
the  C.  I.  A.,  now  the  Texas  State  College  for 
Women,  at  Denton,  Tex. 

7  As  State  treasurer  of  Texas,  was  the 
first  to  divide  a  full  time  job,  giving  to  two 
students,  half-time  work  to  pay  their  ex- 
penses while  attending  the  State  university. 
The  plan  was  spread  to  every  State  in  this 
Union  and  to  Washington.  D.  C.  where  per- 
haps millions  of  poor  young  men  and  women, 
who  would  have  otherwise  been  deprived  of 
an  education,  have  received  or  are  now  get- 
ting a  college  education. 

8.  Introduced  the  first  bill  ever  Introduced 
In  a  Texas  Legislature  for  State  compulsory 
attendance  In  our  public  schools. 

As  State  treasurer,  under  the  law.  loaned 
the  States  money  to  Texas  banks,  bought 
United  States  bonds  and  cleared  over 
$500,000  for  the  State  and  never  lost  1  cent. 
and  at  the  same  Ume  saved  many  banks 
from  falling  during  the  depression. 

As  railroad  commissioner,  helped  to  write 
the  law  creating  the  motor  transportation 
division  of  the  railroad  commission,  and 
helped  organize  and  put  into  operation,  the 
bus  and  truck  laws,  which  have  given  to  our 
State,  one  of  the  finest  transportation  sys- 
tems of  any  State  In  the  United  States.  We 
have  a  safe,  secure,  and  responsible  system 
for  both  freight  and  passengers.  He  wrote 
the  opinion,  denying  a  permit  for  500  cotton 
trucks  to  run  over  highways  In  Texas,  to 
and  from  every  port  in  Texas,  which,  if 
granted  would  have  endangered  the  lives  of 
our  traveling  public.  He  also  wrote  the 
opinion,  giving  to  Houston,  Tex.,  equal  water 


rates  with  Galveston  and  the  other  deep- 
water  pca^s  of  Texas,  which  has  helped  to 
make  Houston  the  largest  city  In  the  South. 
Judge  TerreU  wrote  more  than  30  orders 
which  the  commission  adopted,  regulating 
busses.  Among  them  was  one  requiring  a 
bus  driver  to  stop,  look,  and  listen,  before 
crossing  a  railroad  or  Interurban  track;  one 
prohibiting  drinking  intoxicating  liquor  on 
the  bus;  one  prohibiting  an  Intoxicated  per- 
son from  entering  a  bus  and  one  to  prevent 
an  operator  from  smoking  while  driving,  or 
from  conversing  with  a  passenger  while  the 
bus  Is  In  motion.  These  safety  orders  have 
been  carefully  followed  and  have  saved  the 
lives  of  many  people  in  our  State. 

As   railroad    commissioner.   Judge    Terrell 
helped  write  and  signed  the  first  order  ever 
written,  prorating  oil  and  gas;  and  Is  really 
the    father    of    proration    and    bottom-hole 
presstire  as  a  formula  for  conservation  of  oU 
In  the  United  States.    This  has  saved  many 
millions  of  barrels  of  oil  from  waste  under 
open  flow.     At  the  same  time.  It  raised  the 
price  of  oil  from  10  cents  to  around  $3  a 
barrel.    It  has  been  the  salvation  of  the  en- 
tire oil  industry,  and  has  put  millions  of 
dollars    Into    our    public-school    fund,    the 
University  of  Texas  and  Texas  A.  &  M.  CoUege. 
Otir  public-school  fvmd  and  the  university 
have  each  received  over  $100  million:    and 
our  A.  &  M.  College  has  received  $50  miUlon. 
If  our  State  had  had  no  proration  or  con- 
servation, at   10  cents  a  barrel,  these  great 
Institutions   would   not  have   received   very 
much  revenue,  and  much  of  our  oU  would 
have  been  lost  forever. 

On  October  28,  1936,  the  oU  portrait  of 
Judge  C.  V.  Terrell  was  unveiled  at  the  North 
Texas  State  College  at  Denton.  Tex.,  and  now 
hangs  In  the  auditorltmi  of  that  college. 

The  appreciation  banquet  given  him  at 
Port  Worth.  Tex.,  In  1937,  had  the  largest 
attendance  of  any  banquet  ever  given  anyone 
in  Texas.  More  than  2.000  people  attended. 
He  was  a  delegate  to  the  National  Demo- 
cratic Convention  held  In  St.  Louis,  Mo..  In 
1916.  which  nominated  Judge  Alton  B.  Parker 
for  President.  Judge  Terrell  was  elected  and 
served  as  pre8l«iential  elector  and  voted  for 
Cox  and  Roosevelt  In  1920.  He  was  the  au- 
thor of  a  history  of  Texas.  Eighty-five  Years 
of  Texas,  and  at  the  ripe  age  of  91  years  la 
writing  another  book.  A  History  of  the  Rall- 
rofid  Commission  of  Texas.  He  was  and  la 
now  the  first  president  of  the  Heritage  Foun- 
dation, Inc.,  a  patriotic  organization,  non- 
profitable  and  nonpolltlcal.  dedicated  to  pre- 
serve the  many  great  heritages  left  by  our 
fathers. 

At  the  tmvelUng  of  the  portrait  of  Judge 
C.  V.  Terrell,  at  Denton.  Tex..  Hon.  Fred 
Minor,  presiding,  said:  "For  half  a  century. 
Judge  Terrell  has  rendered  outstanding  and 
unselfish  service  to  the  people  of  his  State. 
He  has  made  for  himself  an  enviable  record  of 
public  service  and  during  all  of  that  long 
period  of  time,  no  man  has  risen  to  question 
the  honesty,  the  Integrity,  or  the  sincerity  of 
purpose  of  that  distinguished  public  servant; 
and  this  serves  to  make  his  a  perfect  record. 
We  gladly  Join  today  to  pay  a  Just  and  weU 
deserved  tribute  to  the  record  and  character 
of  a  great  man." 

Clarence  Wharton,  at  the  unveiling  de- 
clared: "Vernon  Terrell  has  given  his  life  to 
the  public  service  in  Texas  and  there  is  no 
man  living  who  can  point  to  a  dishonest  act 
In  his  long  career.  It  has  been  a  life  of  sacri- 
fice- for  he  has  neglected  his  own  affairs,  even 
his  own  family  for  the  public  service.  Twice 
in  his  career  he  could  have  easily  been  elected 
Governor  of  the  State,  but  his  modesty  led 
him  to  seek  humbler  offices.  And  now, 
Vernon,  we  are  growing  old,  our  children  are 
mature  men  and  women.  Side  by  side  we  go 
down  Into  the  twilight;  we  have  seeb  great 
changes  in  our  time;  the  men  of  our  boyhood 
are  scattered  and  gone.  Patterson  and 
Carswell,  Plner  and  Emory  Smith,  and  the 
sainted  TuUey  A.  Fuller  have  long  since 
passed  away;  new  generations  risen  about  us 
do  not  know  the  terrors  of  the  bloody  borders 
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on  which  we  were  born  or  the  poverty  of  the 
reconstruction  era  In  which  we  spent  our 
boyhood,  or  the  obstacles  we  and  those  of  owr 
day  had  to  surmount.  When  the  history  of 
Texas  shall  have  been  finished  and  the  story 
of  Its  Illustrious  sons  has  reached  Its  last 
chapter,  no  name  will  be  more  worthy,  no 
career  more  unsullied  than  that  of  Charles 
Vernon  Terrell." 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  National  Industrial  Reserve 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  Chairman.  Muni- 
tions Board,  Washington,  D.  C,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  the  fifth  annual  report  on 
the  National  Industrial  Reserve,  dated  April 
1.  1953  (with  an  accompanying  report);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Construction    or    Aeronautical    Research 

FAdLITIES 

A  letter  from  the  Director,  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  for  Aeronautics,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  promote  the  national 
defense  by  authorizing  the  construction  of 
aeronautical  research  facilities  and  the  ac- 
quisition of  land  by  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the 
effective  prosecution  of  aeronautical  research 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armf'd  Services. 

Report  of  Girl  Scouts  op  United  States  op 
America  (H.  Doc.  No.  119) 

A  letter  from  the  president  and  national 
executive  director,  Girl  Scouts  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  the  third  annual 
report  of  that  organization  (with  an  accom- 
panying report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 


PETITIONS   AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate  and  referred  as  indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Arkansas;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance : 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  30 

"Whereas  the  Federal  Government  on  June 
21,  1932,  entered  the  field  of  motor-fuel  tax- 
ation by  imposing  a  l-cent-per-gallon  Fed- 
eral tax  on  gasoline,  which  tax  has  subse- 
quently been  revised  as  follows:  June  1.  1933, 
Increased  to  I'/i  cents;  January  1,  1934.  re- 
duced to  1  cent;  July  1,  1940,  increased  to 
IVa  cents;  and  November  1,  1951.  Increased 
to  2  cents  per  gallon;  and 

"Whereas  the  2  cents  per  gallon  tax  is  now 
In  force  with  no  present  prospect  of  its  being 
removed;  and 

"Whereas  the  said  2  cents  per  gallon  Fed- 
eral gas  tax  yielded  in  the  48  States  during 
the  year  1951  a  total  of  approximately 
$800,000,000;    and 

"Whereas  virtually  all  highway  construc- 
tion came  to  a  stop  during  the  war  years. 
1941-45,  during  which  time  the  highway 
transportation  system  suffered  extreme  dam- 
age due  to  unavoidable  neglect  and  deteri- 
oration resulting  from  heavy  traffic  volumes; 

and 

"Whereas  the  registration  of  motor  vehi- 
cles shows  an  Increase  of  45  percent  in  mo- 
torcars and  80  percent  In  trucks  during  the 
last  decade,  which  has  further  aggravated 
the  damage  Incurred  in  the  war  ye^rs;  and 

"Whereas  there  now  exists  a  backlog  of 
sorely  needed  highway  construction  whleh  is 
estimated  to  cost  $50  billion,  which  cost  ex- 
ceeds the  financial  capacity  of  the  sutes; 
and 


•^/hereas  the  Federal  Government  Is  di- 
verting highway  revenues  to  the  general  pur- 
poses of  the  Government,  including  the  ex- 
tensive construction  of  new  highway  facili- 
ties under  the  foreign-aid  program,  which 
policy  is  in  direct  conflict  with  that  Imposed 
on  the  States  relative  to  the  diversion  of 
highway  revenues;  and 

"Whereas  In  view  of  the  lact  that  the 
present  interstate  system  is  composed  of 
37.800  miles  of  highways  which  are  carrying 
20  percent  of  the  total  traffic  of  the  Nation 
and  are  of  great  Importance  to  the  social 
and  economic  welfare  of  the  country  and 
are  vital  to  the  Nation  s  defense;   and 

"Whereas  the  imposition  of  the  Federal  tax 
on  gasoline  is  an  unwarranted  Invasion  of  a 
tax  field  which  should  be  left  to  the  exclu- 
sive Jurisdiction  of  the  States:  Now.  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Reprefientatives 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Ar- 
kansas {the  Senate  concurring  therein,  a 
majority  of  the  members  elected  to  each 
house  agreeing  thereto): 

"Section  1.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  respect- 
fully requested  and  petitioned  to  remove  the 
Federal  Government  from  the  field  of  motor 
fuel  taxation. 

"Sec.  2.  Be  it  further  resolved.  That  the 
Congress  be  requested  to  channel  the  excise 
taxes  on  motor  vehicles  to  increased  aid  to 
the  States  with  the  further  request  that  the 
basis  of  allocations  of  Federal  aid  to  the 
States  be  revised  to  provide  75  percent  of 
the  cost  of  improvements  on  the  interstate 
system  from  Federal  funds,  in  the  same 
manner  as  Federal  funds  were  allotted  to 
the  strategic  network  of  highways  during 
the  war  emergency. 

"Sec.  3.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
mailed  to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States:  a  copy  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States;  a  copy  to  each  of  the 
Senators  and  each  of  the  Representatives  in 
Congress  from  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and  a 
copy  spread  upon  the  records  of  the  general 
assembly. 

■Approved  March  20.  1953. 

"Francis  Cherrt. 

'Governor." 

A  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

"Joint  resolution  requesting  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  authorize  the  recrea- 
tional use  of  Government  lands  under  the 
control  of  the  Armed  Forces 
"Whereas   the   land   area  of   the  Territory 
of  Hawaii    is   limited   and   thereby    hunting, 
fishing,   and   other  outdoor  recreational   ac- 
tivities are  restricted;   and 

"Whereas  there  are  Government  lands  In 
Hawaii  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Armed 
Forces  which  could  be  made  available  to 
hunting,  fishing,  and  ether  outc'oor  recrea- 
tional activities,  without  conflicting  with  the 
primary  activities  for  which  such  lands  are 
held:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Terri- 
tory   of    Hawaii: 

"Section  1.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America  is  hereby  respectfully  re- 
quested to  authorize  the  Armed  Forces  to 
permit  hunting  and  fishing  on  and  other 
outdoor  recreational  use  by  the  residents 
of  Hawaii  of  Government  lands  under  the 
control  of  said  Armed  Forces,  where  such 
use  will  not  directly  conflict  with  the  pur- 
poses for  which  such  lands  are  held. 

"Sec.  2.  Certified  copies  of  this  Joint  reso- 
lution shall,  upon  Its  approval,  be  forwarded 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Secretary  of  Interior,  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  commanding  general  of  the 


United  States  Army  In  the  Pacific,  and  to 
the  Delegate  to  Congress  from  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii. 

"Sec.  3.  This  Jolrt  resolution  shall  take 
effect  upon  Its  approval. 

"Approved   this  26th  day  of  March   A.   D 
1S53. 

"Samuel  Wilder  Kiro, 
"Governor  of  the  Territory  ^/  Hawaii." 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  45th  confer- 
ence of  the  California  Stale  Society.  Daugh- 
ters of  the  American  Revolution.  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.,  protesting  against  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  providing  socialized  medi- 
cine; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 


CLAUDE  R.  WICKARr>— RESOLUTION 
OP  NORTH  DAKOTA  REA  MAN- 
AGERS ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  resolution  dealing  with  the 
resignation  of  Claude  R.  Wickard.  former 
REA  Administrator  and  former  Secre- 
tiiry  of  Agriculture.  The  resolution, 
adopted  by  the  North  Dakota  REA  Man- 
at?ers  Association,  of  which  Mr.  Burnell 
C.  Mabie  is  secretary,  contains  a  word  of 
praise  for  Mr.  Wickard.  Mr.  Wickard 
did  a  remarkable  job  for  North  Dakota, 
and  the  folks  out  there  appreciate  it. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  North  Dakota  Association  of 
Rural  Electric  Coop>eratlves  Managers  on  this 
18th  day  of  March  1953  are  in  session  at  Bis- 
marck, N.  Dak.;  and 

Whereas  the  resignation  of  Mr  Claude  R. 
Wickard.  REA  Administrator,  has  become 
known;   and 

Whereas  it  is  the  unanimous  consensus  of 
this  association  that  REA  has  suffered  a  loss: 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  members  of  this  asso- 
ciation extend  to  Mr.  Wickard  their  sincere 
regret  of  his  departure  and  their  thanks  and 
appreciation  of  his  commendable  efforts  in 
furtlierlng  the  rural  electric  program;  and 
be  It  further 

Re.'iolved.  Tliat  the  secretary  forward  a 
cojiy  of  this  resolution  to  Mr.  Claude  R. 
Wickard. 

BURNFi-i.  C.  Mabie. 
Secretary.  North   Dakota  REA  Man- 
agers As.soctatiori. 


AMENDMENT  OP  IMMIGRATION 
LAWS— LETTER  AND  RESOLUTION 
OP  BOARD  OF  FOREIGN  MISSIONS 
OF  PRESBYTERIAN  CHURCH, 
NEW  YORK,  N.  Y. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  Peter  K.  Emmons, 
president  of  the  board  of  foreign  mis- 
sions of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  of  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  transmitting  a  resolution  adopted 
by  that  board  on  February  17,  1953, 
relating  to  the  amendment  of  the  im- 
migration laws  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
entrance  for  permanent  residence  of 
300.000  refugees.  I  present  the  letter 
and  resolution  for  appropriate  reference, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  resolution  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Recobo,  as  follows: 

Foreign  Missions  and 
Overseas  Intercmurch  Skrvtcc, 

New  York,  N.  Y..  Marph  30,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Wuj-Iaii  Lancer. 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Srti:  As  president  of  the  Board  of 
Foieign  Missions  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  the  United  States  of  America,  I  am  trans- 
mitting herewith  a  copy  of  the  resolution 
adopted  by  the  board  at  ita  meeting  in  New 
York  City  on  Tuesday,  February  17. 

This  board  Is  the  oflVcial  agency  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  In  the  United  States  of 
America  for  carrying  on  Its  work  for  Foreign 
MLsslons  and  Overseas  Interchurch  Service. 
The  Presbyterian  Church  In  the  United 
States  of  America  is  a  body  of  approxiivately 
2.500,000  members.  The  Isoard  itself  is  com- 
posed of  50  members — laymen,  women,  and 
clergvmen — who  reside  In  all  parts  of  the 
United  States.  The  work  carried  on  by  the 
board  is  located  In  S4  different  countries. 
Including  12  countries  In  continental  Europe. 
Our  work  Is  always  conducted  In  the  closest 
possible  cooperation  with  the  educational, 
commercial,  and  Industrial,  as  well  as  reli- 
gious leaders  of  the  various  countries.  We 
have  a  particxilar  Interest  In  and  large  Invest- 
ment in  work  for  social  and  economic  welfare 
a.s  well  as  In  the  training  of  national  leader- 
ship in  each  of  these  countries.  I  mention 
thefe  facU  in  order  that  you  may  know 
that  we  are  in  a  position  to  understand  the 
needs  underlying  our  resolutions  and  the 
implication  of  the  resolutions  themselves  In 
terms  of  both  the  nation  of  origin  and  our 
own  Nation  when  we  speak  of  the  "uprooted 
people"  of  the  world. 

In  transmitting  these  resolutions,  I  would 
urge  you  to  give  very  careful  consideration 
to  this  urgent  problem. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Petkr  K.  Emmons. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Foreign 
Missions    of     the     Presbyterian 
Church  in  the  United  States  of 
America. 

Resolution  of  Foreign  Missions  and  Over- 
seas Interchcrch  Service,  the  Board  or 
Foreign    Missions    or    the    Presbtterian 
Church  in  the  Vkttkd  States  or  America 
The  board  of  foreign  missions  of  the  Pres- 
byterian   Church    in    the    United    States    of 
America,  aware  of  the  millions  of  uprooted 
people  in  the  world  today  who  have  no  hope 
of   returning   to   their   homelands   and    who 
are  unable  to  find  livelihood  where  they  are, 
urges  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
to— 

1.  Amend  current  Immigration  laws,  es- 
pecially portions  of  the  McCarran-Walter 
Act,  so  that  the  present  outdated  quoU  sys- 
tem will  be  abolished,  all  discriminatory  pro- 
visions based  on  race  or  nationality  removed, 
and  at  least  the  former  annual  Immigration 
Umiutlon  of  one-sixth  of  1  percent  of  our 
current    population   restored. 

2.  Enact  such  emergency  legislation,  dur- 
ing the  period  until  a  revised  and  adequate 
basic  immigration  law  is  approved,  as  wlU 
make  possible  the  entrance  for  permanent 
residence  in  the  United  States  of  some  300.- 
000  European  refugees  In  the  next  2  or  3 

years. 

Peter  K.  Emmons. 
president  of  the  Board, 
Charus  T.  Leber. 
General  Secretary  a/  the  Board. 


Ixe  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Direc- 
ts of  Central  Intelligence,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 
The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today.  April  2. 1953.  he  presented 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
the  enrolled  bill  (S.  1110)  to  amend  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947  to  author- 


BIIIjS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  in- 
troduced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (by  request) : 
8.  1545.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  convey  certain  Government- 
owned  burial  lots  and  other  property  In  the 
Washington  Parish  Burial  Ground.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C,  and  to  exchange  other  burial 
lots; 

8.  1546.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  authoriz- 
ing the  Secretary  of  War  to  approve  a  stand- 
ard design  for  a  service  flag  and  service  lapel 
button; 

8.  1547.  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  for 
the  transportation  of  household  effects  of 
certain   naval   personnel; 

S.  154«.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  exchange 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Puerto  Rico  of  certain  lands 
and  Interests  in  lands  in  Puerto  Rico; 

8.  1549.  A  bill  to  retrocede  to  the  State  of 
Virginia  concurrent  Jurisdiction  over  certain 
highways  within  Port  Belvolr.  Va.;  and 

8.  1650.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
to  prescribe  the  occasions  upon  which  the 
uniform  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  may  be 
worn  by  persons  honorably  discharged  there- 
from; to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
( See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Saltonstall  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bills,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  FLANDERS  (by  request) : 
8.  1551.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66  Stat.  481)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  orderly  and  selective  recall  to 
active  duty  In  the  military  services  of  mem- 
bers of  the  military  reserves  so  as  to  afford 
the  most  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Flanders  when 
he  introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By    Mr.    CARLSON    (for    himself.    Mr. 
Martin.    Mr.    Hunt,    and    Mr.    Kn.- 
gore) : 
S.  1552.  A  bill  to  assure  the  development 
of  petroleum  resources  necessary  to  the  na- 
tional security  by  providing  a  limltaUon  on 
the  quantity  of  crude  petroleum  and  petro- 
leum  products   that   may   be   imported   into 
the    United    States;    to   the    Committee    on 
Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Carlson  when  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  GRISWOLD  (by  request) : 
8.  1553.  A  bill  to  postpone  reduction  ol 
education  and  training  allowances  to  on- 
farm  trainees  under  the  Veterans'  Readjust- 
ment Assistance  Act  of  1952  for  12  months 
to  allow  for  completion  of  the  first  crop 
year  or  animal  cycle;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

8  1554.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Dlmltrlos 
Katslkas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MILLIKIN  (for  himself.  Mr.  An- 
derson, Mr.  Barrett,  Mr.  Bennett, 
Mr.    Chavez,    Mr.    Goldwatkr.    Mr. 
Hayden.  Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Colorado,  and  Mr.  Watkins)  : 
S  1555.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the   Interior   to  construct,   operate,   and 
maintain  the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and    participating    projects,    and    for   other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

(See  remarks  of  Mr.  MnxnaN  when  he  in- 
troduced blU.  which  appear  under  a  separate 
beading.) 


By  Mr.  BRICKER: 
8. 1666.  A   bill    for    the    relief   of   Achllle 
Aquino;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
(See  the  remarks  at  Mr.  Beickxr  when  ha 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  DIBKSEN: 
8. 1567.  A  blU  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
13,  1902.  to  define  the  powers  of  the  United 
States  members  of  the  International   Joint 
Commission   relating   to   the   disposition   of 
electric  power  developed  at  dams  and  hydro- 
electric plants  located  In  the  United  States: 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

8. 1558.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sultana 
Coka  Pavlovltch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROBERTSON: 
S.  1569.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13b  of  the 
Federal    Reserve    Act.    and    for    other    pur- 
poses;   to   the   Committee  on  Banking   and 
Cxirrency. 

By  Mr.  CAPEHART: 
8.  1560.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Vaioe  Con- 
stantlnoe  Lampos;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    BENNETT    (for   himself   and 
Mr.  Watkins)  : 
S.  1561.  A  blU  to  permit  the  prospecting 
for  and  the  development  and  utilization  of 
mineral  resources  of  national  forest  lands, 
or    lands   administered   for   national   forest 
purposes  or  In  connection  with  national  for- 
est programs,  which  are  not  subject  to  the 
operation  of  the  general  mining  laws  or  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  or  for  the  development 
of  which   no   other  statutory   authority  ex- 
ists, and  for  other  purp>o8es;    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By    Mr.    DWORSHAK: 
8. 1562.  A    bill    to    Impose    sliding    scale 
stabilization   duties  on  the   importation   of 
lead  and  zinc;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
By  Mr.  MANSFIELD  (by  request)  : 
S.  1563.  A  bin  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  a  patent  In  fee  to  Guy 
Bulltall;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular   Affairs. 

8.  1564.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Ellzabetli 
Sarah  Rule;    and 

S.  1565.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  FUomena  R. 
Ascunclon  BagaoLsan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MALONE: 
8.  1566.  A  bUl  to  terminate  the  war  rates 
of    certain    excise    taxes,    to    repeal    certain 
excise  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee   on   Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Malone  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bUl.  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  HUMPHREY   (for  himself,  Mr. 
IvES,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Douglas,  and 
Mr.  Kennedy)  : 
S.  1567.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Federal  Com- 
mittee on  Migratory  Labor;  to  the  Ccwnmlttee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Humphrey  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bUl.  which  appear 
under   a   separate  heading.)  ^ 

By  Mr.  iiiORSE: 
S.  1568.  A  bill  to  Increase  from  $600  to 
$1,200  the  limitation  upon  the  amount  of 
gross  Income  which  a  dependent  child  of  a 
taxpayer  may  receive  without  losing  hla 
stattis  as  a  dependent  for  Income-tax  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Morse  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bUl,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  beading.) 
By  Mr.  CASE: 
8.  J  Res.  65.  Joint  resolution  to  direct  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  to  restore  the  white 
crosses  or  other  religious  markers  which  untU 
recently  were  above  the  graves  of  the  hon- 
ored war  dead  at  the  National  Memorial 
Cemetery  in  Hawaii;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
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ARMED  SERVICES  LEGISLATION 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
by  request,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  six  bills  relating  to  the  armed 
services. 

Each  bill  is  accompanied  by  a  letter  of 
transmittal  from  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, which  explains  the  purpose  of  the 
bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
letters  in  each  case  be  printed  in  the 
Record  immediately  following  the  listing 
of  the  bills. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bills  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and  the  letters  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  requested  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts. 

The  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Salton- 
STALL,  by  request,  were  read  twice  by  their 
titles,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  as  follows: 

S.  1545.  A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  convey  certain  Government- 
owned  burial  lots  and  other  property  In  the 
Washington  Parish  Burial  Ground.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  and  to  exchange  other  burial  lots. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1545  is  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Secketart  of  Defense, 

Washington.  D.  C,  March  31,  1953. 
Hon.  Leverett   Saltonstall, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
United  States  Senate 

Dear  Mb.  Chairman:  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  "To  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  convey  certain 
Government-owned  burial  lots  and  other 
property  In  the  Washington  Parish  Burial 
Ground.  Washington.  D.  C,  and  to  exchange 
other  burial  lots." 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there 
is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this 
proposal  for  the  consid'^ration  of  the  Con- 
gress. The  Department  of  Defense  recom- 
mends that  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE    OF    THE    LECl3LATIO> 

The  proposed  legislation  Is  deslgied  to  au- 
thorize ( 1 )  the  conveyance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  the  rector  and  vestry  of 
Washington  Parish  (Christ  Church  ) ,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Vestry,  owner  of  the  Washington  Parish 
Burial  Ground  (Congressional  Cemetery),  of 
all  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United 
States  in  certain  burial  lots  (392  In  nur»ber), 
and  a  receiving  vault  at  the  cemetery  In  con- 
sideration of  the  payment  of  eiOO  by  the 
Vestry  and  the  release  by  the  Vestry  of  any 
claim  for  reimbursement  of  moneys  expended 
for  upkeep  and  special  care  of  Government- 
owned  lota  at  the  cemetery,  and  (2)  the 
acquisition  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  of 
certain  burial  lots  at  the  cemetery  now  occu- 
pied by  Government-owned  burials,  ceno- 
taphs, or  monuments  (8  In  number)  by  ex- 
change for  a  like  number  of  Government- 
owned  lots  at  the  cemetery.  It  Is  the  Intent 
of  this  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  di- 
vestment by  the  Government  of  all  of  its 
property  rights  at  the  cemetery  for  which 
there  Is  no  need  and  the  acquisition  by  the 
Government  of  all  those  burial  lots  now  In 
U63  by  the  Government  at  the  cemetery  with- 
out authority  of  the  vestry.  The  numbers 
of  btirlal  lots  set  forth  above  are  approximate 
and  represent  the  most  accurate  accounting 
attainable  on  the  basis  of  records  presently 
existing  or  known  to  have  been  In  existence. 
No  statutory  authority  presently  exists  for 
the  action  contemplated. 

The  Wauthlngton  Parish  Burial  Ground, 
popularly  tnown  as  Congressional  Cemetery, 
was  originally  established  April  4,  1807.  and 
has  continued  vmder  the  ownership  and  con- 
trol of  the  rector  and  vestry  of  Washington 


Parish  (Christ  Church)  since  1812.  It  was 
originally  Intended  that  this  cemetery  would 
be  used  In  part  as  a  burial  ground  for  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  other  members  of  the 
United  States  Government,  but  no  new 
burials  have  been  made  since  1902.  At  nu- 
merous times,  prior  to  1871.  the  Government 
acquired  many  burial  lots  and  released 
others.  Apparently  meticulous  records  were 
not  kept  and  preserved.  Government  burials 
were  made  in  lots  not  acquired  and  private 
burials  were  made  in  lots  sold  by  the  Vestry 
but  previously  having  been  acquired  by  the 
Government.  Several  unsuccessful  attempts 
have  been  made  to  clarify  this  scrambled 
ownership. 

Current  Investigation  reveals  that  the  Gov- 
ernment still  retains,  from  the  original  ac- 
quisitions, about  400  burial  lots  for  which 
there  is  no  present  or  foreseeable  need.  Of 
these,  abour  188  have  been  Inadvertently 
used  for  private  burials  by  the  Vestry.  In 
addition,  8  burial  lots  are  occupied  by  the 
Government  for  burials,  cenotaphs,  or  monu- 
ments and  48  burial  lot."  are  occupied  or 
obstructed  by  an  unused  receiving  vault 
without  authority  of  the  vestry.  It  Is  pro- 
posed that  this  matter  be  rectified  as  follows: 
(1)  convey  the  excess  receiving  vault  and 
about  392  excess  burial  lots  to  the  vestry,  at 
a  consideration  of  $100,  and  release  of  claim 
for  relmburser.ient  of  moneys  expended  by 
the  vestry  for  upkeep  and  special  care  of 
Government  lots,  and  (2)  exchange  about  8 
excess  burial  lots  for  a  like  number  presently 
used   without   authority. 

The  consideration  to  be  received  by  the 
United  States  for  the  conveyance  of  the  ex- 
cess receiving  vault  and  burial  lots  is  consid- 
ered to  be  adequate  and  Just.  The  claim  of 
the  vestry  for  reimbursement  of  moneys  ex- 
pended for  upkeep  and  special  care  of  Gov- 
ernment-owned lots  exceeds  the  present 
value  of  the  property  to  be  conveyed.  This 
proposed  transaction  and  the  draft  of  au- 
thorizing legislation  have  the  concurrence  of 
ttie  vestry. 

DEPARTMENT     OF     DEFENSE     ACTION     ACENCT 

The    Department    of    the    Army    has    been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  le;^lslatlon. 
Sincerely  yours, 

RoGFR  Kent. 
General  Counsel. 

S.  1546.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  approve  a  standard 
design  for  a  service  flag  and  service  lapei 
button. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1546  is  as  follows: 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington.  D.  C,  January  5,  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Barkley, 

President  of  the  Senate: 

Dear  Mr.  President:  There  is  forwarded 
herawlth  a  draft  of  legislation  to  amend  the 
act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  ap- 
prove a  standard  design  for  a  service  flag 
and  service  lapel  button. 

This  proposal  is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there 
is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this 
proposed  legislation  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense 
recommends  that  it  be  enacted. 

PURPOSE   OF   the    legislation 

The  act  of  October  17.  1942  (Ch.  615.  56 
Stat.  796;  36  U.  S.  C.  179-182).  authorized 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  approve  a  design  for 
a  service  flag  which  may  be  displayed  In  a 
window  of  the  place  of  residence  of  persons 
who  are  members  of  the  Immediate  family 
of  a  person  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  during  the  current  war. 
It  also  authorized  the  approval  of  a  design 
of  a  service  lapel  button  to  be  worn  by  mem- 
bers of  the  immediate  family  of  a  person 
serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  during  the  cur- 
rent war.     The  act  provided  that,  upon  the 


approval  by  the  Secretary  of  War  of  the  de- 
sign for  such  service  flag  and  lapel  button, 
notice  thereof  together  with  proper  descrip- 
tion of  such  flag  and  button  shall  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Federal  Register.  It  provided 
for  the  Issuance  of  licenses  to  manufacture 
and  sell  such  flags  and  buttons  and  pro- 
hibited their  manufacture  and  sale  without 
a  license.  It  authorized  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pr- visions  of 
the  act. 

The  propo.sed  amendment  would  substi- 
tute "Secretary  of  Defense"  for  "Secretary 
of  War"  and  in  the  place  of  "the  current 
war"  would  substitute  the  words  "any  period 
of  war  or  hostilities  in  which  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  may  be  engaged.  ' 

The  apparent  indifference  of  some  groups 
of  U.iited  States  citizens  to  the  strugKle  In 
which  this  country  is  engaged  against  Com- 
munist aREiresslon  in  Korea  and  elsewhere 
has  been  noted  with  regret  by  many  return- 
ing servicemen.  Various  measures  have  been 
proposed  to  help  dispel  this  indifference,  and 
to  brini?  home  to  every  community  the  Im- 
portance (if  our  national  military  effort.  The 
armed  services  have  all  agreed  that  it  would 
be  highly  desirable  to  restore  the  former 
practice  of  displaying  service  flags  In  the 
homes  of  service  personnel,  and  thus  give 
every  nelchborhood  a  better  opportunity  to 
honor  the  men  and  women  who  have  left 
their  homes  to  serve  their  country. 

LECISl.^TrVE    REFERENCES 

This  proposal  was  presented  for  the  con- 
siceration  of  the  S'2d  Congress  as  part  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  letjlslatlve  program 
for  19.52.  but  It  was  not  Introduced  in  the 
82d  Congress. 

DEPARTMENT   OF   DEFENSE   ACTION    AGENCY 

The    Department    of    the    Army    has    been 
de.'^lETnated   as  representative  of   the  Depart- 
ment f)f  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  ycurs, 

ROCFR  Kfnt. 
Grneral  Counsel. 

S  1547  A  bill  to  authorize  payment  for 
tht'  traiisjX)rtatlon  of  household  effects  of 
certain  naval  personnel. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1547  is  as  follow.s: 

As-sistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington.  D  C.  January  5,  1953 
Hon    Alben  W    B^RKI.^Y. 

President  of  the  Senate. 
Dear   Mr     President:    There   is    forwarded 
herewith    a   draft    of    legislation    to    author- 
ize payment  for  the  trans|X)rtatlon  of  house- 
hold effects  of  certain  naval  personnel. 

This  propo.sed  legislation  Is  a  part  of  the 
Department  of  Delcnse  legislative  program 
for  1953,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has 
no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this  pro- 
po.sal  to  the  Congress.  The  Department  of 
Defense  recommends  that  It  be  enacted. 

PURPOSE     OF    THE     LEGISLATION 

The  purpose  of  this  prop<Jsed  'eglslatlon  Is 
twofold:  (1)  To  validate  payments,  disal- 
lowed as  the  result  of  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral's decision.  B- 66073,  of  June  13.  1947,  for 
the  transportation  at  Government  expense  of 
household  effects  of  certain  persons  released 
from  active  duty;  and  (2)  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  those  claims  of  individuals  for 
reimbursement  for  expenses  Incurred  in 
shipping  household  effects  upon  release  from 
active  duty  which  were  held  by  the  Comp- 
troller to  be  unauthorized. 

Regulations  Issued  by  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  pursuant  to  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  1942  authorized  personnel,  upon  re- 
lease from  active  duty,  to  ship  household 
effects  at  Government  expense  between  any 
points,  provided  the  cost  of  such  shipment 
did  not  exceed  the  construction  cost  to  the 
Government,  within  prescribed  weight  al- 
lowances, had  the  shipment  been  made  from 
the  last  duty  station  to  the  home  of  record 
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(,t  the  time  of  being  called  to  active  duty. 
In  conf<jrmlty  with  these  regulations,  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  made  pa3rments  cov- 
ering he  cost  of  the  transportation  of  house- 
hold effects  from  home  of  record  to  places 
.M  lectcd  where  the  cost  did  not  exceed  the 
limitation  established  by  those  regulations. 
On  June  13.  1947.  however,  the  Comptroller 
Cieneral  ruled  that  the  shipment  of  house- 
h'Md  effects  from  homes  of  record  to  places 
Mlccted  by  personnel  released  from  active 
duty  was  unauthorized.  A  number  of  claims 
uhirh  were  paid  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  prior  to  this  decision  were  disallowed. 

In  addition  to  authorising  the  payment  of 
chiims  lor  reimbursement  for  expenses  In- 
c  urrt  d  In  the  shipment  of  household  effects 
uiidfr  the  above  circumstances,  the  proposed 
Itcislatlon  would  ratify  and  approve  pay- 
ments heretofore  made  for  such  cocts  of 
transportation.  The  proposal,  however, 
would  require  the  transportation  of  effects  to 
have  been  authorized  by  the  regulations 
prior  to  June  13.  1647.  and  the  cost  to  be 
limited  In  each  case  to  the  constructive  coet 
t  )  the  Government  of  transportation  from 
"the  last  duty  station  to  home  of  record. 

Although  efforts  are  being  made  at  the 
present  time  to  effect  collection  In  those  cases 
where  payment  was  made  and  subsequently 
disallowed,  the  Interests  of  Juotice  require 
that  naval  personnel  should  not  be  required 
to  bear  the  cost  of  transportation  of  house- 
hold effects  made  In  accordance  with  duly 
prescribed  regulations  which  prior  to  the 
Comptroller  General's  decision  had  been  con- 
Bi.stently  Interpreted  by  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  as  authorizing  Government  reim- 
bursement for  such  shipment.  To  require 
refund  or  reimbursements  from  personnel  no 
longer  In  active  naval  service  not  only  will 
produce  Injustices,  but  In  many  cases  may 
Inflict  financial  hardship.  In  addition.  It  Is 
to  be  noted  that  current  Joint  travel  regula- 
tions Issued  pursuant  to  the  Career  Com- 
pensation Act  of  1948  authorize  the  type  of 
shipment  Involved  herein,  and.  therefore, 
this    legislation    Is   retrospective   only. 

LEGULATIW    REFKRCNCES 

Legislation  Identical  with  this  proposal, 
except  for  a  technical  change,  was  Included 
In  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative  pro- 
pram  for  consideration  by  the  81st  Con- 
gress. 2d  session,  approved  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  and  Introduced  In  the  Con- 
.  gress  (H.  R.  6812  and  S.  2860).  H.  R.  778. 
which  was  Introduced  In  the  1st  session  of 
the  81st  Congress  Is  substantially  similar 
to  H   R.  6812  and  S.  2860. 

S.  2860  passed  the  Senate  on  April  19. 
1950.  with  an  amendment  striking  the  word 
"effected"  on  page  2.  line  1.  of  the  bill  and 
Inserting  the  word  "authorized"  In  lieu 
thereof.  That  amendment  was  recommend- 
ed by  the  Department  of  Defense  and  It  has 
been  incorporated  In  the  attached  draft 
of  bill. 

S.  329  which  was  Introduced  In  the  Ist  ses- 
sion of  the  82d  Congress  is  identical  with 
S  2860,  81st  Congress,  as  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate on  April  19,  1950. 

COST     DATA 

This  legislation  would  legalize  payments 
previously  made  In  the  amount  of  i50.400 
and  would  result  In  an  additional  estimated 
cost  of  $42,600  to  cover  anticipated  claims. 

DEPARTMENT     OF    DEFENSB     ACTION     AOENCT 

The    Department   of   the   Navy   has   been 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Rocks  Kent, 
General    Counsel. 
S.  1548.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  exchange 
between   the   United   States  and   the   Com- 
monwealth of  Puerto  Rico  of  certain  laiuls 
and  Interests  In  lands  in  Puerto  Rico. 


The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1548  is  as  follows: 

Assistant  Becbetart  of  Dcfemsb, 
Washinffton.  D.  C,  January  5.  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Barklet, 

President  of  the  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  There  is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  to  provide 
for  the  exchange  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  of 
certain  lands  and  Interests  in  lands  in 
Puerto  Rico. 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that 
there  Is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of 
this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense  rec- 
ommends that  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE   OF  THE   LECISUiTION 

This  proposed  legislation  is  designed  to 
provide  for  the  transfer  to  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico  of  approximately 
1.540.78  acres  of  fee-owned  land  and  10.81 
acres  of  roadway,  electric  transmission  line, 
and  water  pipeline  easements,  no  longer  re- 
quired for  military  use.  In  exchange  for  ap- 
proximately 6.500  acres  urgently  required  to 
expand  the  Salinas  maneuver  site,  which  Is 
owned  by  the  United  States.  This  addition 
will  Increase  the  maneuver  site  to  an  area 
comprising  approximately  13,000  acres. 

The  lands  owned  by  the  United  States 
proposed  for  exchange  comprise  former  har- 
bor defense  and  training  Installations  and 
consist  of  12  separate  parcels.  Five  of  these 
were  set  aside  from  the  public  lands  by  the 
President  for  militery  use  at  the  time  Puerto 
Rico  was  ceded  to  the  United  States  by 
Spain.  Seven  parcels  were  acquired  there- 
after at  a  cost  of  about  $355,000.  Four  of 
the  sites  are  within  the  city  of  San  Juan  and 
have  now  become  very  valuable  business- 
district  property,  accounting  for  one-third 
of  the  current  value  of  the  12  parcels.  The 
present  appraised  value  of  the  12  parcels  is 
$1,561,399.45. 

The  lands  required  by  the  United  States 
for  military  utilization  comprise  about  6,500 
acres  of  rural  and  agricultural  lands  adja- 
cent to  the  Salinas  maneuver  site.  The  pres- 
ent value  of  this  area,  Including  the  Im- 
provements thereon,  has  been  appraised  at 
$820,202.  The  Insular  government  Is  now 
acquiring  this  area  with  funds  appropriated 
for  that  purpose  In  anticipation  of  this  pro- 
posed exchange.  • 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  ACTION   AGENCT 

The  Department  of  the  Army  has  been  des- 
ignated as  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Roger  Kent. 

S.  1549.  A  bin  to  retrocede  to  the  State  of 
Virginia  concurrent  Jurisdiction  over  certain 
highways  within  Fort  Belvolr,  Va. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1549  is  as  follows: 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  5.  1953. 
Hon.  Alben  W.  Barkley, 

President  of  the  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  There  Is  forwarded 
herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  "To  retrocede 
to  the  State  of  Virginia  concurrent  Jurisdic- 
tion over  certain  highways  within  Fort  Bel- 
volr, Va." 

This  proposal  is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of 
this  proposal  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress.  The  Department  of  Defense  rec- 
ommends that  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

FimPOSE   OF   THE   LEGISLATION 

This  proposed  legislation  will  retrocede  to 
the  State  of  Virginia,  upon  acceptance  there- 
of, concurrent  Jurisdiction  over  certain  high- 
ways within  the  Fort  Belvolr  Military  Reser- 


vation. The  United  States  now  has  exclusive 
Jurisdiction  over  this  area.  This  measure 
will  j>erinit  proi>er  control  of  the  highways 
Jointly,  by  the  Federal  Government  and  the 
State,  thereby  obviating  problems  which 
might  arise  out  of  military  policing  of  high- 
ways heavily  traveled  by  the  civilian  public, 
and  at  the  same  time  allowing  appropriate 
military  control  of  an  area  within  a  military 
reservation. 

LEGISLATIVE   REFERENCB 

Legislation  Identical  to  this  proposal  was 
Included  in  the  Department  of  Defense  legU- 
latlve  program  for  1952  and  was  Introduced 
in  the  82d  Congress  as  H.  R.  7661.  No  fur- 
ther action  was  taken  by  the  Congress  with 
respect  to  the  bill. 

DEPARTMENT    OF    DEFENSE    ACTION    AGENCT 

The  Department  of  the  Army  has  been  des- 
ignated as  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Roger  Kent. 

S.  1550.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to 
prescribe  the  occasions  upon  which  the  uni- 
form of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  may  be 
worn  by  persons  honorably  discharged  there- 
from. 

The  letter  accompanying  Senate  bill 
1550  is  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Sbcretart  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.  C.  March  31,  1953. 
Hon.  Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  There  Is  enclosed  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  "To  authorize 
the  President  to  prescribe  the  occasions  upon 
which  the  uniform  of  any  of  the  Armed 
Forces  may  be  worn  by  persons  honorably 
lilscharged   therefrom." 

This  proposal  Is  a  part  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  legislative  program  for  1953.  and 
has  been  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget.  The  Department  of  Defense  recom- 
mends that  It  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE    OF  THE    LEGISLATION 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is 
to  authorize  the  President  to  prescribe  by 
regulation  the  occasions  upon  which  persons 
who  served  In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  In  time  of  war  and  who  have 
been  honorably  discharged  therefrom  may 
wear  the  uniform  of  the  armed  force  in 
which  they  so  served. 

Title  18.  United  States  Code,  section  702, 
provides  a  penalty  for  persons  wearing  the 
uniform  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  without  authority.  Author- 
ity for  persons  not  members  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine  Corps  to  wear 
the  uniform  of  any  of  these  services  Is  con- 
tained In  the  following  statutes: 

Section  2  of  the  act  of  June  21,  1930  (46 
Stat.  793),  as  amended  (10  U.  S.  C.  1028;  34 
U.  S.  C.  399d) : 

"All  persons  who  have  served  honorably 
In  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  of  the 
United  States  during  war  shall,  when  not  in 
the  military  and /or  naval  service  of  the 
United  States,  be  entitled  to  bear  the  offlclal 
title  and  upon  occasions  of  ceremony  to  wear 
the  uniform  of  the  highest  grade  held  by 
them  during  their  war  service." 

Section  125  of  the  act  of  June  3,  1916  (39 
Stat.  216) .  as  amended  (10  U.  S.  C.  1393)  : 

"It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  not  an 
olBcer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  United  States 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  to  wear  the 
duly  prescribed  uniform  of  the  United  States 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  or  any  dis- 
tinctive part  of  such  uniform  or  a  uniform 
any  part  of  which  Is  similar  to  a  distinctive 
part  of  the  duly  prescribed  uniform  of  the 
United  States  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps: 
Provided,  That  the  foregoing  provision  shall 
not  be  construed  so  as  to  prevent  officers  or 
enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  from 
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wearing,  In  piirsuance  of  law  and  regula- 
tiona.  the  viniform  lawfully  prescribed  to  be- 
worn  by  such  ofllcers^  or  enlisted  men  of  tlie 
National  Guard;  •  •  •;  nor  to  prevent  per- 
sons who  In  time  of  war  have  served  hon- 
orably as  officers  of  the  United  States  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  Regular  or  Volun- 
teer, and  whose  most  recent  service  Was 
terminated  by  an  honorable  discharge, 
muster-out,  or  resignation,  from  wearing, 
upon  occasions  of  ceremony,  the  uniform  of 
the  highest  grade  they  have  held  by  brevet 
or  other  commission  in  such  Regular  or  Vol- 
unteer services;  *  •  •;  nor  to  prevent  the 
members  of  military  societies  composed  en- 
tirely of  honorably  discharged  officers  or  en- 
listed men  or  both,  of  the  United  States 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  Regular  or  Vol- 
unteer, from  wearing  upon  occasions  of  cere- 
mony, the  uniform  duly  prescribed  by  such 
societies  to  be  worn  by  the  members  there- 
of." 

Those  statutes  were  made  applicable  to  the 
Air  Force  by  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947.  Title  14,  United  States  Code,  section 
484,  provides  that  the  provisions  of  law  re- 
lating to  the  protection  of  the  uniform  of 
the  United  States  Armry,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps  shall  apply  to  the  protection  of  the 
tinlform  of  the  Coast  Guard  in  the  same 
manner,  to  the  same  extent,  and  under  the 
same  conditions. 

The  phrase  "occasions  of  ceremony"  as 
used  in  the  above-quoted  statutes  is  not 
defined  In  either  statute.  The  Office  of  the 
Attorney  General  has  advised  that,  because 
the  language  of  these  statutes  is  so  broad 
and  indefinite,  the  enforcement  of  the  crim- 
inal statute  (18  U.  S.  C.  702)  is  most  difficult. 
If  not  Impossible.  This  proposed  legislation 
Is,  therefore,  considered  necessary  for  the 
proper  protection  of  the  uniforms  of  the 
Armed  Forces. 

COST   AND   BXnWrT   DATA  • 

Knactment  of  this  proposed  legislation 
would  involve  no  additional  cost  to  the 
Government. 

DEPABTMXNT  Or  DEFENSE   ACTION   AGENCY 

The    Department    of    the    Navy    has    teen 
designated  as  the  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  for  this  legislation. 
Sincerely   yours, 

RoGEs  Kent. 
General  Counsel. 


EFPECnVE   UTILIZATION   OF   MAN- 
POWER RESOURCES 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
request,  I  introduce  for  appropriate  ref- 
erence, a  bill  to  amend  tlie  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66  Stat.  481)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  orderly  and  selective  recall 
to  active  duty  in  the  military  services  of 
members  of  the  military  reserves  so  as  to 
afford  the  most  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes.  In  spite 
of  the  fact  that  I  am  introducing  the  bill 
by  request.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  proceed  far  not  more  than  2  min- 
utes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  may  proceed. 

The  bill  (S.  1551)  to  amend  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66  stat. 
481)  to  provide  for  the  orderly  and  selec- 
tive recall  to  active  duty  in  the  military 
services  of  members  of  the  military  re- 
serves so  as  to  afford  the  most  effective 
utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Flanders,  by  request, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 


referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  today  introduced  by  request  a  bill 
to  establish  a  National  Manpower  Board 
in  the  ofQces  of  the  President.  The  pur- 
pose of  the  bill  is  to  provide  for  the  se- 
lective recall  to  active  military  duty  of 
members  of  the  Reserve  so  as  to  afford 
the  most  effective  utilization  of  man- 
power resources  in  the  United  States. 
The  Board  created  by  this  bill  shall  ef- 
fect a  study  of  specialized  personnel  re- 
quirements, including  those  of  the  armed 
services,  and  recommend  to  the  Presi- 
dent criteria  and  procedures  governing 
the  call  to  active  duty  of  reservists  hav- 
ing specialized  skills  and  experience. 

The  preliminary  findings  of  the  Na- 
tional Manpower  Council  indicate  that 
we  may  shortly  be  faced  with  a  shortage 
of  scientific  and  professional  manpower, 
both  in  military  and  civilian  life.  Dur- 
ing the  next  few  years  practically  all  of 
our  young  men  will  incur  a  Reserve  ob- 
ligation to  the  military  forces  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  problems  this  bill  seeks  to 
reach  are  worthy  of  intensive  study  on 
the  part  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee. Congre.ssman  Johnson,  of  Califor- 
nia, has  introduced  a  similar  bill  in  the 
House  and  it  is  my  hope  that  both  Armed 
Services  Committees  will  shortly  be  able 
to  give  their  attention  to  what  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  pressing  problem. 

In  closing,  Mr.  President,  I  would  like 
to  point  out  that  the  report  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  stated  that 
as  the  size  of  the  Reserve  gradually  in- 
creases each  year,  it  is  highly  question- 
able on  the  basis  of  the  facts  that  the 
committee  then  had  at  hand,  whether 
the  selection  for  mobilization  of  tliese 
great  numbers  of  men  can  and  should  be 
the  exclusive  property  of  the  military. 
This  was  a  problem  of  deep  concern  to 
the  committee  in  1952  and  it  is  still  a 
matter  of  deep  concern  to  me.  Although 
I  am  not  committed  to  the  terms  of  this 
bill,  I  believe  that  it  .should  be  intro- 
duced fo  provide  the  basis  of  investiga- 
tion into  this  problem  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  It  is  also  my  hope 
that  the  executive  branch  will  devote 
prompt  consideration  to  this  matter. 


LIMITATION  ON  IMPORTATION  OF 
CRUDE  PETROLEUM  AND  ITS 
PRODUCTS 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania I  Mr.  Martini,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  I  Mr.  Hunt),  and  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  (Mr.  KilcoreI.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  assure  the  development  of  petroleum 
resources  necessary  to  the  national  se- 
curity by  providing  a  limitation  on  the 
quantity  of  crude  petroleum  and  petro- 
leum products  that  may  be  imported  into 
the  United  States.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  for  not  more  than  2 
minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  is  recognized. 

The  bill  (S.  1552)  to  assure  the  devel- 
opment of  petroleum  resources  neces- 


sary to  the  national  security  by  provid- 
ing a  limitation  on  the  quantity  of  crude 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products  that 
may  be  imported  into  the  United  States, 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Carl.son  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  wa..  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finai.-  e. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  would  restrict  the  foreign  oil  to  the 
percentage  level  at  which  it  entered  the 
country  from  1946  to  1951,  and  provides 
that  the  quantity  Imported  could  not 
exceed  10  percent  of  the  domestic  de- 
mand in  the  United  States.  It  .seems  to 
me  that  10  percent  is  a  reasonable  hmi- 
tation. 

Our  domestic  crude  oil  production  dur- 
ing 1953  has  already  been  forced  down- 
ward by  200.000  barrels  daily,  with  fur- 
ther curtailment  anticipated. 

This  reduction  in  domestic  production 
is  of  importance  to  our  Nation  from  a 
security  standpoint.  When  we  are  re- 
liant on  other  couiitries  for  oil,  we  are 
dependent  on  others  for  security. 

Steel,  operated  by  man  and  powered 
by  petroleum,  constitutes  our  real  de- 
fense. It  is  inconceivable  to  me  that 
when  we  are  capable  of  supplying  our 
own  needs,  we  should  endanger  the  de- 
velopment of  so  vital  a  material  of  de- 
fence. 

Oil  imported  from  other  countries  dur- 
ing wartime  would  have  to  be  protected 
from  submarines  with  scarce  manpower. 
tankers,  and  other  equipment. 

If  we  do  not  continue  an  expanded 
program  of  development  of  domestic 
petroleum  resources  necessary  for  na- 
tional security,  we  could  in  time  of  war 
be  faced  with  a  civilian  rationing  that 
would  be  most  damaging  to  our  domestic 
economy. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  the  Importation 
of  limited  quantities  of  oil.  but  I  think 
it  Is  essential  that  we  begin  to  seriously 
consider  the  ever  rapidly  increasing  im- 
portation of  this  commodity 

The  lncrea.se  alone  in  Imported  oil 
from  1947  to  1953  was  enough  to  have 
displaced  the  entire  crude  oil  output  of* 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Pennsylvania,  Indi- 
ana, Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Illinois, 
New  Mexico,  and  Utah.  The  economic 
health  of  these  and  the  other  17  oil- 
producing  States  is  closely  tied  to  that 
of  the  oil  industry. 

Oil  constitutes  half  of  the  value  of  all 
mineral  production  in  this  country.  A 
depressed  oil  industi-y  would  have  a 
serious  effect  on  the  general  economy. 

President  Eisenhower  in  his  state  of 
the  Union  mes.sage  stres.sed.  and  I  quote, 
"legitimate  safeguards  for  domestic  in- 
dustrie.s." 

I  would  also  call  your  attention  to  the 
policy  of  the  overall  oil  industry  sub- 
.scribed  to  by  the  importers,  which  was 
endorsed  by  the  National  Petroleum 
Council.  This  policy  stated  that  "the 
paramount  objective  should  be  to  main- 
tain conditions  best  suited  to  a  healthy 
domestic  industry,  which  is  essential  to 
national  security  and  welfare." 

It  would  be  highly  desirable  if  this 
problem  could  be  met  by  voluntary  action 
on  the  part  of  the  importing  companiis 
and  I  would  strongly  favor  it.  However, 
history  shows  there  are  times  when  it 
might  be  well  to  have  some  regulations 
to  guide  these  agreements. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2669 


The  bill  does  not  limit  imports  by 
product.  It  allows  flexibility  according 
to  demand,  and  would  put  imports  on  the 
same  basis  as  the  domestic  Industry. 

The  President  could  remove  the  quota 
restriction  if  total  supplies  became  in- 
sufficient to  meet  consumption.  This 
provision  would  protect  the  public  from 
a  shortage  situation. 

I  would  urge  caution  against  indis- 
criminate application  of  the  "trade,  not 
aid"  philosophy.  There  is  nothing  in  our 
history  that  justifies  aiding  others  by 
trading  away  our  security. 

At  a  later  date  I  expect  to  discuss  this 
bill  in  much  greater  detail. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  prmted  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Bp  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  350  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  is  hereby  amended  by  add- 
InK  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

"That  notwithstanding  the  authority 
pranted  In  the  preceding  subsection,  or  any 
{(jrelgn  trade  agreement  entered  into  pur- 
suant thereto,  a  quota  for  crude  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products  to  be  Imported  into 
the  United  States  shall  be  provided  lim'.ting 
the  total  quantity  imported  from  all  coun- 
tries. Including  oil  for  supplies  lor  vessels  at 
United  States  ports  but  excluding,  oil  for 
manufacture  and  reexport,  in  any  quarter 
of  a  year  to  an  amount  not  to  exceed  10 
percent  of  the  domestic  petroleum  demand 
in  the  United  States,  as  reported  by  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  for  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year.  The  quota 
esi-^bllshed  under  this  subsection  may  be 
suspended  by  the  President  during  any  pe- 
ri<jd  In  which  be  finds  that  there  la  an  In- 
adequacy of  total  petroleum  supplies  to 
meet  current  national  consumption." 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  If  my  time  has  not 
expired,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  glad  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas  has  introduced  a  bill 
which  would  seek  to  Impose  some  limita- 
tion on  the  importation  of  residual  oil. 
It  is  an  importation  which  threatens 
the  coal  industry  of  our  country. 

On  February  27  I  introduced  S.  1092, 
which,  while  differing  slightly  from  the 
bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas, has  the  same  objective.  I  see  in 
the  Chamber  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  I  should 
like  to  join  with  my  colleague,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Kansas,  in  asking  if,  under 
the  proper  circumstances  and  at  the  ap- 
propriate time,  we  could  possibly  have 
these  bills,  which  seek  the  same  ob- 
jective, taken  up  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  If  it  is  in  order.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  make 
reply. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
circumstances  will  develop  under  which 
the  bills  can  be  considered  before  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  that  ample 
hearings  will  be  held. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  II  I  have  the  time  to 
yield. 


Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  merely  like  to 
ask,  if  we  are  in  such  desperate  shape, 
is  it  not  about  time  that  we  went  full 
speed  ahead  with  the  construction  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  seaway? 


COLORADO  RIVER  STORAGE 
PROJECT 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson],  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett]  ,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bennett],  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
GoLDWATER],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  and 
my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  (Mr.  WatkinsI,  and  my- 
self, I  introduce  for  proper  reference  a 
bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and  main- 
tain the  Colorado  River  Storage  Proj- 
ect. 

The  bill  (S.  1555)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct, 
operate,  and  maintain  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes,  was  re- 
ceived, read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
project  Includes  the  initiation  of  the 
comprehensive  development  of  the  water 
resources  of  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Basin,  which  includes  the  States  of  Wyo- 
ming, Colorado,  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Arizona,  by  regulating  the  flow  of  that 
river,  storing  water  for  beneficial  con- 
sumptive use,  making  it  possible  for  the 
States  of  the  upper  basin  to  utilize  the 
waters  of  that  river  which  have  been 
apportioned  to  them  by  compacts  ap- 
proved by  the  United  States  Government. 
It  is  proposed,  among  other  things,  to 
provide  for  irrigation,  control  of  floods, 
generation  of  hydroelectric  power,  con- 
servation of  wildlife,  scenery,  archeologic 
objects,  recreational  facilities:  and.  for 
carrying  out  the  objectives  of  the  bill, 
there  are  provisions  for  constructing, 
operating,  and  maintaining  dams,  reser- 
voirs, powerplants,  transmission  facili- 
ties, and  appurtenant  works. 

The  drainage  basin  of  the  Colorado 
Piver  includes  a  total  of  243.000  square 
miles.  The  upper  basin  of  the  Colorado 
River  contains  110,000  square  miles  and 
the  lower  basin  133,000  square  miles. 
The  total  length  of  the  river  is  1,350 
miles,  650  of  them  in  the  upper  basin 
and  700  in  the  lower  basin. 

The  Senators  who  are  sponsoring  the 
bill  reserve  the  right  to  support  amend- 
ments as  the  facts  may  develop  through 
hearings  and  otherwise. 

Mr.  WATKINS  subsequently  said :  Mr. 
President,  I  appreciate  the  honor  of 
joining  with  my  colleagues  in  the  Inter- 
mountain  States  of  the  great  West  in  the 
introduction  of  a  bill  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  the  upj)er  Colorado  stor- 
age project,  together  with  participating 
projects. 

It  is  a  good  omen  for  this  area  that 
all  Senators,  regardless  of  party  mem- 
bership, from  the  States  of  Colorado,  Ari- 


zona. New  Mexico,  Wyoming,  and  Utah 
should  unite  in  sponsoring  this  legisla- 
tion so  vital  to  the  future  welfare  of  all 
of  them. 

Even  though  this  country  is  now  en- 
gaged in  a  contest  of  uncertain  duration 
with  commimism.  it  is  still  necessary  to 
carry  on  a  program  of  development  of 
our  natural  resources.  With  an  annual 
increase  in  population  of  approximately 
2V2  million  people  as  a  result  of  births 
within  the  United  States  and  an  annual 
immigration  of  over  300,000  people  from 
other  countries,  the  United  States  faces 
the  absolute  need  for  additional  oppor- 
tunities for  farms,  homes,  and  jobs  to 
take  care  of  this  great  increase.  We 
cannot  rest  on  our  oars  with  a  prospec- 
tive increase  of  30  milUon  people  in  the 
next  10  years. 

The  last  remaining  frontiers  where 
great  developments  can  take  place  are  in 
the  far  West.  For  many  years  Utah  has 
been  exporting  many  thousands  of  its 
young  men  and  women  educated  and 
trained  at  heavy  expense  to  the  State. 
The  same  is  true  of  many  other  States 
on  the  upper  Colorado  River.  When 
Utah's  part  of  this  project  is  completed, 
it  is  estimated  it  alone  will  make  it  pos- 
sible for  the  State  to  more  than  double 
its  population.  The  other  States  will 
also   greatly  benefit. 

This  great  project  is  one  of  the  first  of 
its  kind  to  be  brought  before  the  Con- 
gress, in  that  it  provides,  in  one  measure, 
for  the  complete  development  of  the 
upper  Colorado.  Heretofore  there  have 
been  separate  bills  authorizing  various 
projects  on  the  streams.  The  States  of 
New  Mexico.  Wyoming.  Colorado.  Utah, 
and  Arizona  have  joined  in  proposing,  in 
one  bill,  the  authorization  of  a  single 
project,  for  the  full  development  of  the 
stream,  although  there  are  many  of  what 
would  be  regarded  in  ordinary  times  as 
participating  projects.  This  is  a  depar- 
ture from  the  claims  made  in  the  past 
and  from  the  procedures  of  the  past,  in 
that  we  ask  that  all  these  units  be  put 
imder  and  designated  as  one  project. 

There  are  other  departures  which  will 
be  very  interesting  to  Members  of  Con- 
gress. One  of  them  is  to  the  effect  that 
interest  shall  be  paid  on  all  sums  ad- 
vanced for  power  and  for  the  develop- 
ment of  power,  and  that  such  interest 
shall  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  We  would  not  follow  in 
this  project  the  line  heretofore  followed 
of  having  interest  increments,  which 
would  subsidize  the  other  phases  of  the 
project.  The  money  would  be  paid  into 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  That  is  quite  a  departure 
from  what  was  done  with  respect  to  proj- 
ects built  in  the  past. 


I 


ACHILLE  AQUINO 

Mr .  BRICKER.  Mr .  President,  I  intro- 
duce  for  appropriate  reference,  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Achille  Aquino. 

Achille  Aquino,  of  Ciro.  Italy.  Is  the 
young  adult  son  of  Mrs.  Maria  Francesca 
Aquino,  of  Mansfield,  Ohio.  His  father, 
John  Aquino,  a  naturalized  American 
citizen,  is  now  dead,  having  died  shortly 
after  Mrs.  Aquino  arrived  from  Italy  a 
few  years  ago. 
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The  bill  would  permit  Achille  Aquino 
to  enter  the  United  States  for  permanent 
IcK&l  rGSiddiC6. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  1556)  for  the  relief  of 
Achille  Aquino,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Brickkr,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


TERMINATION  OP  WAR  RATES  OP 
CERTAIN  EXCISE  TAXES 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  Intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
which  would  terminate  so-called  war 
rates  of  certain  excise  taxes. 

During  the  past  20  years  the  people  of 
the  United  States  have  been  subjected 
to  a  plague  of  increasing  taxes  which 
have  long  ago  passed  the  point  of  con- 
fiscation. 

The  Federal  income  tax  itself  takes 
approximately  20  percent  of  the  aver- 
age individual  incomer  yet  whatever 
amount  Is  left  is  by  no  means  immune 
to  further  dimunition  through  taxation, 
because  everywhere  the  individual  turns 
he  is  confronted  with  another  "bidden 
tax." 

On  many  articles  in  common  use.  not 
as  luxuries,  the  taxes  amount  to  almost 
as  much  as  the  price  of  the  article  it- 
self. Of  the  price  of  a  Ford  automobile, 
for  example,  almost  five  or  six  hundred 
dollars  represent  hidden  and  direct 
taxes.  Of  course  when  Mr.  Ford  goes  to 
England  or  to  another  European  coun- 
try and  builds  his  plants  there,  he  has  a 
little  better  luck,  because  the  taxes  in 
those  countries  are  not  collected  on  the 
same  basis  on  which  they  are  collected 
In  this  country.  But  the  people  who 
must  stay  here  are  subjected  to  those 
taxes. 

Therefore,  I  am  Introducing  a  bill  to- 
day to  terminate  so-called  excise-tax 
war  rates,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  text  of  the  bill  may  be  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1566)  to  terminate  the  war  rates  of  cer- 
tain excise  taxes,  to  repeal  certain  ex- 
cise taxes,  and  for  other  purposes,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Malone,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  (a)  effective  with 
respect  to  the  period  after  June  30,  1953,  the 
following  sectiona  and  subchapters  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  are  hereby  repealed: 

(1)  section  1650  (war  tax  rates  of  certain 
miscellaneous  taxes ) ; 

(2)  section  1651  (retailers'  excise  tax  on 
luggage,  etc.): 

(3)  section  3406  (a)  (10)  (manufacturers' 
excise  tax  on  electric  light  bulbs  and  tubes) ; 

(4)  subchapter  B  of  chapter  30  (taxes  on 
telegraph,  telephone,  radio,  and  cable  fa- 
cilities): and 

(5)  subchapter  C  of  chapter  30  (taxes  on 
transportation  of  persons). 

(b)  The  "rate  reduction  date"  defined  in 
section  1669  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
shall  be  July  1.  1953. 

8bc.  2.  (a)  Section  2400  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  (tax  on  Jewelry,  etc.)   ia  hereby 


amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  "The  tax  imposed 
by  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  articles  sold 
at  retail  tor  less  than  |50." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  apply  only  to  arti- 
cles sold  on  or  after  July  1,  1953. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  3406  (a)  (4)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (manufacturers'  ex- 
cise tax  on  photographic  apparatus)  is  here- 
by amended  by  striking  out  "20  per  centum" 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "10  per  centum  ". 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  apply  only  to  articles 
sold  on  or  after  July  1.  1953. 

Sec.  4.  Effective  with  respect  to  amounU 
paid  after  June  30,  1953,  for  the  use  of  any 
safe-deposit  box,  chapter  12  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  (tax  on  safe-deposit  boxes)  is 
hereby  repealed. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  during 
the  past  20  years  numerous  taxes  have 
been  enacted  and  carried  in  our  tax 
structure  as  "temporary  taxes."  They 
were  renewed  periodically  by  legislation 
extending  the  date  of  applicability  until 
these  taxes  have  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses become  permanent. 

Whether  or  not  these  extensions  are 
justified  is  of  no  consequence  because 
we  are  not  keeping  faith  with  the 
American  taxpayers  when  we  sell  them 
a  temporary  tax  on  an  emergency  basis 
and  then  extend  and  amend  it  until  the 
temporary  measure  becomes  a  perma- 
nent policy. 

In  the  last  few  years  numerous  tem- 
porary measures  were  rushed  throutih 
to  enactment  under  the  guise  of  an  emer- 
gency only  to  become  a  permanent 
burden. 

Mr.  President.  I  need  go  no  farther 
than  the  so-called  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1934.  which  was 
passed  under  the  guise  of  an  emergency 
measure  supposedly  to  rescue  this  coun- 
try from  the  economic  depression.  In 
reality  it  was.  and  still  is,  a  sinister  plan 
to  divide  the  markets  of  this  country 
with  the  rest  of  the  world  and  to  bring 
about  the  destruction  of  the  American 
standard  of  living  by  reducing  the  finan- 
cial status  of  the  American  public  to 
that  of  a  common  world  level.  Every 
time  that  act  has  come  up  for  extension 
an  emergency  has  been  created  or  mag- 
nified in  order  to  gain  such  an  extension. 

The  so-called  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act  wiU  soon  be  before  Congress 
for  another  extension  and  the  free  trad- 
ers are  frantically  working  on  an  emer- 
gency to  insure  its  passage.  However, 
there  wiU  be  vigorous  opposition  from 
some  of  us  who  can  foresee  its  disastrous 
implications. 

When  section  1650  of  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1943  was  passed  doubling  the  excise 
taxes  on  many  articles  and  activities  it 
contained  a  limiting  clause  calling  for 
its  termination  6  months  after  the  end- 
ing of  hostilities  in  World  War  II  which 
would  have  been  July  1,  1947.  in  conse- 
quence of  the  tennination  of  hostilities 
in  World  War  II  at  noon  December  31, 
1946. 

However,  before  these  war  rates  could 
be  terminated  by  the  passage  of  time 
the  Congress  intervened  and  by  an 
amendment  repealed  the  limiting  pro- 
viso and  thereby  converted  a  temporary 
tax  into  a  permanent  one. 


FEDERAL  COMMITTEE   ON   MIGRA- 
TORY LABOR 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  IvESl,  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray  1.  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  and  the  Senator 
from  Massachu.setts  [Mr.  Kennedy  J.  I 
introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  establi.^h  a  Federal  Committee  on 
Migratory  Labor.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  bill,  together  with  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  me.  relating  to  the 
bill,  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and.  without  objection,  the  bill  and 
statement  will  be  printed  In  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1567)  to  establish  a  Fed- 
eral Committee  on  Migrator>  Labor,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Humphrey  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  wa.-^  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows ; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  a.s  the  "Migratory  Lalx>r  Committee 
Act  of  1952." 

FINDINGS    AND    DECLARATION    OF    POLICY 

Sic.  2.  The  Congress  finds  that — 

(a)  t^ie  empioynient  uf  migratory  agricul- 
tural worlters  presents  prave  problems  of  na- 
tional scope.  The  services  of  the  migratory 
workers  are  urgently  needed,  yet  their  em- 
ployment does  nut  provide  a  livelihood  con- 
sonant with  American  standards.  The  na- 
tional Interest  in  protecting  the  health  and 
welfare  of  American  citizens  demands  that 
measures  be  taken  to  protect  the  health  and 
welfare  of  migratory  workers  moving  across 
State   lines. 

(b)  Federal  responsibility  toward  migra- 
tory agricultural  wnrlters  is  shared  by  sev- 
eral departments  and  agenclCo  of  the  Gov- 
ernment no  one  of  which  has  overall  re- 
sponsibility. As  a  result  no  comprehensive 
national  policy  or  program  has  been  devel- 
oped, nor  have  Federal  and  State  and  local 
programs  been  coordinated. 

COMMIT  !IE    ON    MICK-ITORT    LABO« 

Sec  3  (a)  (1)  In  order  to  bring  about  a 
more  effective  coordination  of  policy  with  re- 
spect to  the  employment  of  migratory  agri- 
cultural labor,  there  Is  hereby  established  a 
Committee  on  Migratory  Labor  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  •'Committee").  The  Com- 
mittee shall  consist  of  9  members  of  whom 
3  shall  be  apptjinted  by  the  President  from 
private  life  and  1  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
Pre.sldent  from  each  of  the  following  depart- 
ments or  agencies  upon  recommendation  of 
the  respective  heads  thereof:  Department 
of  Labor.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Depart- 
ment of  State.  Imml(?ratlon  and  Naturaliza- 
tion Service.  Federal  Security  Agency,  and 
Huusing  and  Home  Finance  Agency. 

(2)  Members  of  the  Committee  who  are 
fippuinted  from  private  life  shall  be  ap- 
pointed for  terms  of  3  years,  except  that  (A) 
any  member  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  oc- 
curring prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term 
for  which  his  predecessfir  was  appointed  shall 
be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  portion 
of  such  term,  and  (B)  of  the  memliers  first 
appointed,  1  shall  serve  for  a  term  of  1  year. 
1  shall  serve  for  a  term  of  2  years,  and  1 
shall  serve  for  a  term  of  3  years,  as  desig- 
nated by  the  President  at  the  time  of  ap- 
pointment. The  President  shall  designate 
one  member  appointed  from  private  life,  wlio 
shall  serve  full  time,  as  chairman. 
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(3)  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  ahall 
receive  a  salary  at  $16,000.  The  other  two 
members  of  the  Committee  who  are  ap- 
pointed from  private  Ufe  shall  receive  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  of  $50  per  OXenx  when 
engaged  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of 
the  Committee.  Ofllcers  or  employees  of  the 
Ciovernment  who  are  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mittee shall  not  receive  additional  compen- 
sation for  their  work  as  members  of  the 
Committee;  but  all  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee shall  be  reimbursed  for  travel,  sub- 
sistence, and  other  necessary  expenses  in- 
curred by  them  In  the  performance  of  their 
duties  as  such  members.  The  Committee 
may  appoint  and  Ax  the  compensation  of 
such  personnel  as  It  deems  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  work  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  also  may  procure,  without 
regard  to  the  civil-service  laws  and  classifica- 
tion laws,  temporary  and  Intermittent  serv- 
ices to  the  same  extent  as  Is  authorized  for 
the  departments  by  section  15  of  the  act  of 
August  2.  1946  (5  U  8.  C.  55a).  but  at  rates 
not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals. 

(4)  Departments  and  agencies  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  shall  cooperate  with  the 
Committee  in  Its  work  and  furnish  It  such 
Information  and  assistance  as  it  may  rea- 
sonably require  in  the  performance  of  Its 
duties. 

(5)  The  Committee  shall  meet  at  least 
once  durinu  each  calendar  quarter  and  at 
such  other  times  as  may  be  designated  by 
the  Chairman. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee — 

( 1 )  to  assist  the  affected  def>artments  and 
agencies  iu  developing  and  coordinating  poli- 
cies relating  to  migratory  labor,  particularly 
with  res{>ect  to  more  effective  procedures  for 
bringing    employers    and    workers    together; 

(2)  to  study  and  recommend  measures  by 
whlrh  unnecessary  migratory  movements  of 
agricultural    worliers    may    be   reduced;    and 

(3)  to  consult  and  cooperate  with  such 
State  and  area  committees  on  migratory  la- 
b<ir  as  may  be  established  and  with  other 
State  and  local  uniU  of  government  with  a 
view  to  coordinating  Federal.  State,  and  local 
eIT<jrts  on  the  migratory  problem. 

The  Committee,  no  less  than  once  an- 
nually, s^iall  submit  rx>  the  President  and  to 
the  Congress  a  report  on  Its  activities. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Humphrey  is  as 

follows: 

STATIMDfT  BT   SrNATOR    HtTlfPHRET    TJPON    IN- 

THfJDUc-noN   or  Bnx  To  Creatk  a  FiSEaAi. 

CoMMrrrxz  on  Migkatokt  Laboh 

The  bin  (3  1567)  Is  Identical  to  8.  8300 
which  was  unanimously  reported  to  the 
Senate  by  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare  In  the  last  session  of  Congress. 
Joining  with  me  as  cosponsors  are  Senators 
IvFS.  Mukrat.  Dotjclas.  and  KTStnvr. 

A  number  of  legislative  propo.sals  con- 
cerning migratory  labor  were  placed  before 
the  committee  during  the  last  session — 
varied  bills  addressed  to  specific  problenw 
within  the  overall  problem  of  migratory  la- 
bor. After  exhaustive  hearings  and  consid- 
erable deliberation  by  the  members  of  the 
committee,  however.  It  was  unanimously 
concluded  that  the  best  Initial  approach  to 
this  widely  recognized  problem  would  be 
creation  of  a  Federal  Committee  on  Migra- 
tory Labor,  which  would  coordinate  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment now  active  in  the  field  In  one  form  or 
another. 

While  Members  of  this  body  on  other  oc- 
ca.slons  have  had  ample  and  frequent  op- 
portunity to  become  fully  aware  of  the 
seriousness  of  the  migratory  labor  problem 
m  this  country,  I  think  that  It  Is  appro- 
priate to  briefly  review  the  problem  as  it 
was  presented  to  the  committee. 
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I  trust  that  in  this  presentation  I  will  be 
able  to  convey  to  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate the  great  need  for  immediate  action. 

It  Involves  the  national  interest,  in  a  pe- 
riod when  we  must  aU  be  concerned  with 
most  effective  tise  of  our  available  manpower 
resources. 

It  involves  the  welfare  and  the  hopes  of 
more  than  a  million  persons  who  are  em- 
ployed as  migratory  farm  laborers. 

It  involves  the  conscience  of  the  American 
people,  who  cannot  tolerate  the  continued 
plight  of  this  huge  group  of  second  class 
citizens  within  our  own  country  at  a  time 
when  we  are  holding  forth  oiu:  democracy  as 
an  example  of  freedom  before  the  rest  of 
the  world. 

Few  social  problems  of  our  time  have  more 
often  irked  the  public  conscience  than  the 
examples  of  the  sordid  conditions  of  misery 
and  exploitation  under  which  migratory 
workers  often  must  exist. 

Pew  problems  have  been  given  more 
searching  Investigation,  or  more  exhaustive 
study  and  hearings  before  legislative  bodies. 

Yet.  on  few  social  problems  has  less  prog- 
ress been  made  In  providing  an  organized 
means  of  coping  with  these  conditions,  or 
of  reducing  and  eventually  eliminating  the 
basic  causes  of  such  conditions. 

KECESSART  PIKST  STEP 

Conditions  and  circumstances  sxirround- 
Lng  the  use  of  migratory  workers  in  American 
agriculture  are  too  complex  to  wipe  out  over- 
night the  many  social  problems  arising  out 
of  such  seasonal  employment  on  a  bare  sub- 
sistence level.  But  the  challenge  is  before 
this  Congress  to  take  the  necessary  first  step 
of  providing  for  an  organized,  coordinated 
approach  toward  the  most  practical  and  hu- 
mane solution  to  those  problems. 

Human  Justice,  and  the  Nation's  own  in- 
terest, calls  fc«-  that  step  to  be  taken  with- 
out further  delay. 

Let  me  read  you  a  very  short  quotation 
from  the  1951  report  of  the  President's  Com- 
mission on  Migratory  Labor: 

"Migrants  are  the  children  of  misfortune. 
They  are  the  '•ejects  of  those  sectors  of  agri- 
culture and  other  Industries  undergoing 
change.  We  depend  on  misfortune  to  build 
up  our  force  of  migratory  workers,  and  when 
the  supply  ts  low  3ecau«  there  Is  not  enough 
misfortune  at  home,  we  rely  on  misfortune 
abroad  to  replenish  the  supply." 

That  statement  is  an  eloquent  summation 
of  tl»e  degradation,  misery,  and  exploitation 
of  over  a  million  migratory  farmworkers  who 
earn  their  living  by  cultivating  and  harvest- 
ing our  Nation's  crops. 

It  should  be  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to 
speU  out  in  detaU  the  unhappy  existence 
of  our  migratory  farmworkers.  The  report 
of  the  President's  Commission  has  told  the 
story  well.  More  recently,  the  seriousness  of 
such  migratory  labor  problems  as  insecurity, 
short  work  periods,  low  income,  poor  housing 
and  health,  inadequate  schooling,  and  lack 
of  social  opportunities  were  capably  set  forth 
in  a  pamphlet  issued  within  recent  weeks 
by  the  National  Planning  Association,  and 
prepared  by  Dr.  Lowry  Nelson,  professor  of 
rural  sociology  at  the  University  of  Minne- 
sota. 

The  task  of  Congress  is  to  examine  this 
problem  as  to  its  effecte  on  the  welfare  of 
our  Nation,  and  to  provide  legislative  reme- 
dies to  the  extent  possible. 

As  Dr.  Nelson  and  the  NPA  agrlctUttire 
committee  point  out.  a  complete  solution  of 
these  problems  depends  not  alone  on  laws 
but  on  fundamental  changes  in  the  method 
and  structure  of  agriculture. 

Establishment  of  the  committee  called  for 
In  my  bill  would  provide  coordinated  leader- 
ship In  that  direction,  a  vehicle  to  mobilize 
all  the  efforts  of  State  and  Federal  Govern- 
ments, civic  groups,  and  farmers  themselves 


toward  helping  to  improve  conditions  of  the 
migratory  worker. 

Certainly  we  cannot  afford  to  dismiss  or 
ignore  the  misfortunes  of  the  migratory 
workers  as  individuals.  We  can  afford  even 
less  to  ignore  the  misfortunes  when  they 
adversely  affect  the  Nation's  well-being.  Mi- 
gratory farmworkers  provide  an  indispen- 
sable source  of  manpower  in  producing  the 
Nation's  food  supply.  Yet  this  important 
segment  of  labor  has  been  subjected  to  work- 
ing and  living  conditions  so  far  below  normal 
American  standards  of  decency  that  fewer 
and  fewer  American  workers  will  perform 
such  work,  and  labor  from  less  fortunate 
lands  has  been  imported  to  fill  the  gap.  In 
the  vicious  migratory  cycle,  this  imported 
labor  has  in  turn  further  depressed  the  mis- 
erable economic  status  of  those  Americans 
still  compelled  by  necessity  to  eke  out  an 
existence  from  this  lowest  rung  on  the  ladder 
of  employment  opportunity. 

My  interest  in  the  migratory  problem  la 
twofold:  Human  welfare  and  production 
manpower.  I  see  no  need  for  those  interests 
to  conflict. 

I  am  concerned  with  the  problems  and 
welfare  of  all  people  in  agriculture,  whether 
they  be  farmowners  or  farmworkers.  Migra- 
tory farmworkers  and  their  families  are  a 
part  of  the  population  which  depend  in  the 
main  upon  agriculture  as  a  livelihood.  Their 
welfare  must  be  considered  ^long  with  other 
efforts  to  strengthen  our  agricultural  econ- 
omy and  Improve  all  rural  living  conditions. 

Migratory  workers  are  still  an  important 
factor  in  agrictiltural  production,  particularly 
of  certain  crops  In  certain  areas.  While  their 
emplojrment  is  heavily  concentrated  on  less 
than  5  percent  of  our  farms,  usually  in  spe- 
cialty-crop areas,  their  importance  to  much 
of  the  coQunercial  production  on  these  farms, 
under  present  farming  methods,  miist  b« 
recognized. 

In  my  opinion,  agricultural  policy  In  this 
country  must  be  guided  by  both  production 
and  human-welfare  objectives,  whether  it  be 
short-range  or  long-range  policy.  The  two 
objectives  cannot  long  remain  separated  in 
a  society  of  free  people,  because  each  serves 
the  other. 

Promotion  of  the  economic  and  social  well- 
being  of  agricultural  lalxsrers,  therefore,  must 
be  recognized  as  among  the  factors  few;iUtat- 
Ing  production. 

ALL  SHARE  RESPONSIBILITT 

Agriculture  alone  cannot  be  saddled  with 
the  responsibility  for  creating  the  conditions 
which  exist  among  migratory  workers  in  this 
country.  Nor,  in  all  fairness,  can  agricul- 
ture alone  be  depended  upon  nor  is  it  able 
to  fiilly  alleviate  such  conditions. 

The  migratory  problem  is  a  product  of  our 
entire  economy,  including  the  economic  haz- 
ards imder  which  farmers  themselves  must 
operate.  AU  of  us  share  with  farmers  the 
responsibility  for  working  toward  solutions 
In  keeping  with  American  standards  of 
decency  and  dignity  of  the  individual. 

Unfortunately,  there  has  been  widespread 
misunderstanding  about  migratory  problems 
in  this  country  that  too  often  reflect  entirely 
unfairly  upon  the  great  majority  of  America's 
farmers. 

It's  apparently  another  case  of  a  few  rot- 
ten apples  creating  a  stench  over  the  whole 
barrel. 

Too  much  evidence  has  been  vmcovered  in 
Investigation  after  investigation  for  anyone 
to  dispute  the  many  examples  of  flagrant 
exploitation  and  abuse  of  migratory  workers. 

But  too  often  It  Is  not  made  clear  in  the 
public's  mind  that  around  95  percent  of 
the  Nation's  farmers  use  no  migratory 
labor  at  all. 

Even  among  the  small  minority  using 
migratory  workers,  most  of  the  Instances  of 
extreme  social  problems  arising  out  of  sucb 
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use  have  occurred  on  the  even  smaller  per- 
centage of  large-scale  industrialized  type  of 
farms,  often  operated  by  absentee  owners. 
Such  "factories  in  the  fields"  have  little  in 
common  with  the  traditional  American 
family  farm;  instead,  they  are  often  ruth- 
less competitors.  Such  mass  enterprises  are 
usually  not  operated  by  farmers;  they  are 
operated  by  spieculators  with  little  concern 
for  what  happens  to  either  the  human  or  the 
natural  resources  they  exploit. 

The  abxises  frequently  brought  to  light 
from  these  factories  in  the  fields  should  not 
be  permitted  to  refiect  upon  America's  farm- 
ers, big  or  little,  nor  upon  the  good  name  of 
agrlcultiire  as  a  whole.  Most  progressive 
farmers  have  come  to  realize  that  it  Is  to 
their  own  business  interest,  and  improves 
their  competitive  position  as  employers,  to 
provide  good  wages,  housing,  and  working 
conditions. 

The  great  bulk  of  farm  labor  In  this  coun- 
try is  performed  by  farmers  themselves  and 
members  of  their  own  families.  Because  of 
the  great  disparity  between  farm  Incomes 
and  Incomes  of  other  segments  of  our  econ- 
omy, too  many  farmers  themselves  still  have 
to  work  under  conditions  not  far  above  the 
level  of  migratory  farmworkers. 

Because  the  bulk  of  farmwork  on  family 
farms  Is  performed  by  the  farmer  and  his 
family,  any  exploitation  of  cheap  migratory 
labor  Is  actually  in  direct  competition  with 
the  historic  pattern  of  family  farming  we 
have  endeavored  to  maintain  In  this  country, 
tending  to  pull  down  ever  lower  the  stand- 
ards of  Income  and  living  for  all  of  our  farm 
families. 

Farmers  as  a  whole,  therefore,  have  an  im- 
portant stake  themselves  in  eliminating  sub- 
standard working  conditions  now  prevailing 
among  the  farmworkers  who  compete  with 
family  farmers,  and  thereby  weaken  the  fam- 
ily farm  biUwark  of  our  democracy. 

rAMILT    rAKM    BEST    HOPE 

Most  of  our  farm  labor  migration  stems 
from  the  lack  of  better  employment  opportu- 
nities of  a  more  stable  and  permanent  na- 
ture. This  makes  It  necessary  for  many 
families  to  tiirn  to  the  short-term  seasonal 
type  of  work  offered  In  specialized  farming 
operations  for  their  livelihood. 

CXxr  long-term  objective,  therefore,  should 
be  the  establishment  of  conditions  In  agri- 
culture and  the  rest  of  our  economy  that 
make  such  migration  unnecessary. 

The  family  farm  offers  the  best  hope  of 
■table  all-year  farm  equipment.  It  usually 
uses  but  little  hired  labor,  either  migratory 
or  local,  and  where  It  does  use  such  labor  it  is 
usually  more  concerned  with  the  Individual 
needs  of  the  laborers  and  their  families. 

Unless  we  can  bring  some  order  out  of  the 
chaos  of  current  trends  tending  to  perpetu- 
ate dependency  upon  migratory  workers  as  a 
cheap  labor  source,  we  are  actually  under- 
mining the  family  farm  system  In  America. 

A  Louisiana  strawberry  grower  testified  last 
year  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Labor  and 
Labor-Management  Relations  that  500  small 
farmers  who  had  raised  strawberries  in  his 
State  had  been  forced  out  of  business  during 
the  last  several  years  by  large  operators  using 
cheap  Imported  labor.  This  Is  one  of  many 
examples  that  show  some  of  our  current  poli- 
cies are  In  direct  contravention  of  the  long- 
standing public  policy  of  encouraging  fam- 
ily-sized farms  as  the  most  stable  and  de- 
sirable unit  of  agricultural  production. 

THE   MICKANTS  THEMSELVES 

I  have  endeavored  to  show  that  our  exist- 
ing migratory -labor  problems  are  extremely 
detrimental  to  agriculture  itself.  But  what 
about  the  effect  the  perpetuation  of  present 
migratory  labor  conditions  Is  having  upon 
the  migratory  workers  themselves? 

Wasteful  under-utlllzatlon  of  domestic 
migrator;  farm  workers   and  the   importa- 


tion of  foreign  workers  have  created  or 
aggravated  several  other  problems  of  grave 
consequence. 

Haphazard  distribution  of  the  labor  sup- 
ply keeps  thousands  of  workers  on  the  move 
In  search  of  employment.  When  they  do 
find  It,  It  Is  most  often  of  short  duration 
and  the  worker  and  his  family  must  move 
on. 

LACK  EDUCATION 

This  constant  movement  has  made  It  Im- 
possible for  migrant  children  to  have  any 
continuity  of  attendance  at  school.  In  addi- 
tion, local  school  systems  have  found  It 
virtually  Impossible  to  absorb  the  short-term 
enrollment  of  the  children  of  migrant  fam- 
ilies who  after  a  few  days  or  weeks'  employ- 
ment again  depart. 

The  gravity  of  this  condition  was  brought 
into  sharp  focus  by  the  testimony  of  Earl 
James  McGrath,  United  States  Commissioner 
of  Education.  Mr.  McGrath  told  our  sub- 
committee on  Labor  and  Labor  Management 
Relations: 

"It  Is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  they 
(children  of  migrant  families)  constitute 
our  biggest  reservoir  of  illiterates.  And 
strangely  enough.  Mr.  Chairman,  they  have 
less  education  than  their  parents — which 
surprised  me  very   greatly." 

These  children  could  grow  up  to  be  the 
rejects  of  the  next  generation.  They  will 
be  excluded  from  many  economic  pursuits. 
They  will  be  unfit  for  military  service.  They 
win  have  little  understanding  of  American 
citizenship,  because  they  have  had  no  prep- 
aration for  It.  Yet  they  are  more  than  one- 
half  million  in  number. 

HOUSING    PBOBLEMS 

Poor  distribution  of  the  migratory  farm- 
labor  supply  has  also  contributed  to  an 
already  bad  housing  situation.  Short-term 
employment  has  made  even  minimum-hous- 
ing accommodations  economically  unfeasible. 
Decent  housing  cannot  be  supplied  when  It 
Is  used  only  during  peak-employment  pe- 
riods. Nonoccupancy  for  many  months  out 
of  the  year  makes  the  cost  of  adequate  hous- 
ing prohibitively  expensive.  As  a  result, 
housing  Is  usually  either  nonexistent  or  In- 
credibly bad.  Sanitary  facilities  are  all  too 
often  nonexistent.  Such  conditions  threaten 
not  only  the  health  of  the  -n.grants.  but 
often  Imperil  the  health  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. 

WASTE  OF   MANPOWER 

A  mass  of  evidence  was  presented  to  our 
subcommittee  In  the  82d  Congress  estab- 
lishing gross  and  Inexcusable  waste  of  man- 
power, because  of  the  chaotic  method  of 
labor  procurement  and  distribution.  The 
almost  total  lack  of  coordination  of  man- 
power utilization  among  seasonal  workers  In 
agriculture  has  resulted  In  two  direct  eco- 
nomic costs  to  employer  and  employee. 

Substantial  losses  have  been  stistalned  by 
growers  due  to  their  Inability  to  harvest 
crops  or  through  wasteful  and  InefBclent 
harvesting  performed  by  dissatisfied  or 
poorly  trained  and  directed  workers.  The 
workers  themselves  suffer  through  frequent 
unemployment  due  to  an  oversupply  of  labor 
In  one  area,  though  at  the  same  time  other 
areas  may  be  in  urgent  need  of  workers. 

The  full  proportion  of  the  poor  utilization 
of  manpower  was  Indicated  by  the  testimony 
of  Robert  L.  Hudgens.  who,  as  Associate  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration, was  principally  responsible  for  the 
farm-labor  programs  In  the  early  part  of 
World  War  II.     Mr.  Hudgens  testified: 

"American  agriculture,  I'rom  a  technical 
point  of  view.  Is  the  most  efficient  In  the 
world,  efficient  In  almost  every  aspect  except 
In  the  management  of  its  seasonal  labor 
supply.  The  system  that  has  persisted  until 
now  should  be  challenged  lor  Its  sheer  in- 
efficiency. 


"In  1942.  under  the  pressure  of  wartime 
shortages.  It  was  necessary  to  schedule  the 
movement  of  agricultural  workers,  as  I  have 
described  above  (through  the  Farm  Security 
Administration).  It  is  estimated  that  the 
crops  of  California  In  that  year  were  har- 
vested with  one-third  to  one-half  of  the 
seasonal  labor  that  had  prevlotisly  been  con- 
sidered   normal." 

An  intelligent,  coordinated  approach  can 
help  solve  the  complex  migratory  labor  prob- 
lem, and  greatly  minimize  the  social  prob- 
lems now  surroundir.g  the  use  of  such  la- 
bor— If  we  provide,  within  our  framework 
of  Government,  some  fixed  responsibility  for 
such  a  coordinated  approach. 

That's  what  our  bill  propxjses  to  provide. 

WE   NEED    COORDINATION 

We  are  again  in  a  period  of  heavy  defense 
demands  upon  labor,  which  means  we  can't 
wiiste  any  of  our  manpower  resources.  Agri- 
culture Is  having  to  produce  more,  with  a 
shrinking  labor  supply.  With  falling  farm 
prices,  farmers  can't  compete  with  defense 
industry  wage  rates. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture.  Depart- 
ment of  Labor.  Department  of  State.  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service,  Federal 
Security  Atjency,  and  Housing  and  Home  Fi- 
nance Agency  each  have  responsibilities  to  a 
varying  degree  for  different  phases  of  ac- 
tivity in  relation  to  these  migratory  labor 
problems. 

None,  however,  has  a  fixed  responsibility 
to  approach  the  task  in  the  light  of  the  total 
Job;  and  there  la  now  no  effective  vehicle 
for  making  sure  they  are  not  actually  work- 
ing i.t  cross-purposes,  rather  than  In  a  co- 
ordinated pattern  toward  the  same  objec- 
tives. 

We  can't  afford  to  put  off  much  longer 
facing  squarely  up  to  this  problem  and  doing 
som.-thing   about   It. 

About  500,000  workers  or  one-half  of  our 
present  migratory  labor  force  is  composed  of 
American  citizens.  We  Import  about  200,(K)0 
contract  workers  from  Mexico  and  the  Brit- 
ish West  Indies.  The  rest  of  the  migratory 
work  force  comes  mainly  from  the  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  Illegal  Immigrants  who 
cross  the  Mexican  border  each  year  to  enter 
the  stream  of  migratory  farm  workers. 

Can  we  bu'ld  a  sound  agricultural  econo- 
my In  our  country  If  It  must  be  dependent 
upon  Imported  workers  from  another 
country? 

These  alien  workers,  both  legal  and  Illegal, 
pose  a  serious  conflict  In  terms  of  our  na- 
tional immigration  policy.  The  policy  as 
expressed  by  Congress  has  declared  that 
American  living  and  working  standards,  par- 
ticularly of  wage  earners,  are  not  to  be  un- 
determined by  foreign-labor  competition. 
Though  contract  laborers  have  been  specifi- 
cally excluded  by  the  Immigration  laws  since 
1919,  the  ninth  provision  of  section  3  of  the 
act  has  provided  statutory  authority  for  the 
recruitment  and  temporary  admission  of 
alien  contract  workers.  This  authority  was 
exercised  as  an  emergency  measure  during 
World  War  II. 

Tlie  end  of  the  war,  however,  did  not  bring 
Its  termination.  On  the  contrary,  the  num- 
ber of  contract  laborers  Imported  from  other 
countries  in  each  of  the  last  2  years  was 
more  than  double  the  number  Imported  In 
the  peak  war  year,  1943,  when  92,000  were 
brought  In. 

Already  a  bill  Is  before  the  Congress  for 
extending  authority  for  this  Imported  alien 
labor  another  3  years. 

PERPETUATING     SOCIAL     PROBLEMS 

Is  that  the  best  answer  we  can  find  for 
our  agricultural  labor  problem?  I  don't 
think  so.  In  fact,  I'm  convinced  that  this 
continued  Importation  of  foreign  labor  Is 
eerving  only  to  perpetuate  the  problems  we 
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are  trying  t'-  *olve,  working  directly  against 
agriculture's  own   best  Interest. 

Let  Tie  point  out  that  last  year  these  im- 
ported Mexican  workers  were  used  on  only 
31.209  American  farms,  far  less  than  even 
1   percent  of  ou"   farms. 

Is  It  In  the  ,  ibllc  Interest  to  subeidlze. 
to  the  extfn*  public  funds  are  required  for 
ndmlnlstratloL  of  the  Mexican  labor  pro- 
granr.  this  smal'  group  of  big-farm  employers 
with  cheap  foreign  labor  that  In  turn  forces 
down  the  earning  and  Income  standards  of 
the  great  bulk  of  American  family  farmers. 
who  must  co'npete  through  use  of  their  own 
labor  and  '.nat  of  their  own  families? 

:_  !t  ill  the  public  Interest  to  tolerate  con- 
tinued exploitation  and  abuse  of  the  wet- 
ha(  ks.  the  annual  infliix  of  illegal  entries 
across  the   Mexican   border? 

The  gravity  of  this  situation  was  fully 
stated  during  the  last  session  of  Congress 
when  additional  funds  were  sought  for  the 
Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
to  tlt'hten  the  Mexican  border  patrol  and  to 
traiisi)ort  Illegal  aliens  to  central  Mexico. 
These  additional  funds  were  denied,  and  the 
situ.Ttlon  today  Is  as  bad  as  ever. 

Considering  the  strlneency  with  which  our 
immlKratlon  law  Is  being  enforced  In  other 
respects,  this  laxity  on  the  Mexican  border 
l.s  little  short  of  Incredible.  Aside  from  the 
fact  that  undesirable  and  conceivably  dan- 
gerous and  subversive  aliens  can  make  their 
entry  Into  this  country  in  this  way.  these 
thousands  of  Illegals  on  crossing  the  border 
Immediately  become  fugitives  from  the  law. 
The  record  of  evidence  is  clear  that  too  many 
big  employers  have  t^ken  advantage  of  this 
Piluatlon,  and  In  offering  them  asylum  on 
their  farms,  have  exploited  them  at  miser- 
ably low  wage  scales — wages  far  below  the 
admittedly  s\ibstandard  farm-wage  average. 
The  matters  I  have  Just  referred  to  are. 
however,  merely  complicating  factors  to  the 
ba.*^ic  problem. 

S>ingle-crop  farming  has  long  been  char- 
acteristic of  certain  agricultural  producU. 
This  specialization  In  growing  food  crops 
has  been  accelera'-ed  by  Increased  mechani- 
zation on  our  farms  and  the  ability  of  a 
farm  operator  to  cultivate  larger  and  larger 
traf  ts  of  land.  With  this  speclalUation  has 
come  the  need  for  larae  quantities  of  labor 
for  short  periods — particularly  In  the  plant- 
ing and  harvesting  seasons.  These  are  the 
times  when  migratory  workers  are  needed  In 
large   numbers. 

Until  and  unless  we  achieve  basic  changes 
In  some  of  our  present  farming  operations — 
through  encoura^'ement.  education,  and 
public  policies  that  favor  the  family-type 
farm  over  Industrialized  units— we  are  going 
to  continue  needing  migratory  workers  In 
agriculture. 

Our  Immediate  problem,  therefore,  is  to 
provide  for  the  mos*  efficient  use  of  that 
la'jor  and  to  Improve  the  conditions  under 
which  It  Is  used  to  the  extent  possible.  A 
great  deal  can  be  done,  particularly  If  we 
provide  a  coordinated  approach  and  super- 
vision to  policies  of  recruitment  and  utili- 
zation. 

At  present.  In  their  search  for  labor  which 
Is  available  at  wages  they  can  afford  to  pay, 
farmers  have  to  recruit  In  any  way  they  can. 
wherever  they  can  With  no  really  effective 
machinery  to  perform  this  function,  crew 
lenders  and  labor  contractors  have  appeared 
v,ho  furnish  farm  operators  with  labor. 
8<^>me  of  these  contractors  have  performed 
this  service  with  benefit  to  the  farmer  who 
needs  labor  and  to  the  worker  who  needs 
emplovment.  Others  have  performed  poorly 
in  both  respects.  Still  others,  regrettably, 
have  mercilessly  exploited  their  crews  and 
left   farmers  with  half-harvested  crops. 

Although  these  contractors  operate  over 
State  lines,  they  have  been  unregulated  or 
controlled  by  Government  agencies.  Trans- 
porutlon  of  workers  Is  provided  in  shocliing 


disregard  of  safety,  sanitation,  or  comfort. 
Housing.  If  such  It  can  be  called,  is  arranged 
by  the  crew  leader.  Not  Infrequently  this 
housing  Is  supplemented  by  prostitution, 
gambling,  and  the  Illegal  sale  of  liquor  and 
dope. 

From  an  economic  standpoint,  the  hap- 
hazard methods  of  labor  recruitment  and 
utilization  through  the  medium  of  the  labor 
contractor  have  often  resulted  In  a  catas- 
trophic waste  of  manpower  and  crops. 

As  the  migratory  labor  system  now  oper- 
ates In  American  agriculture,  farmers  can 
rarely  be  sure  of  an  adequate  supply  of 
labor  when  It  Is  critically  needed.  Workers 
can  rarely  be  assured  of  employment,  even 
after  traveling  great  distances  In  search  of 
work. 

The  aimless  and  often  useless  movement 
of  thousands  of  workers  with  their  families 
creates  serious  community  and  national 
problems. 

All  of  us  are  familiar  with  this  problem,  for 
Uncertainly  Is  not  a  new  one.  It  was  studied 
In  1936  by  a  subcommittee  under  the  chair- 
manship of  Senator  La  Follette  of  Wiscon- 
sin. It  was  studied  by  a  select  committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  under  the 
chairmanship  of  Representative  Tolan.  of 
California.  It  was  studied  In  the  last  session 
of  Congress  by  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Labor  and  Labor-Management  Relations, 
under  my  chairmanship.  Other  studies  have 
been  made  by  various  branches  of  the  ex- 
ecutive agencies — the  President's  Commis- 
sion on  Migratory  Labor  In  1951  being  the 
most  recent. 

The  findings  and  recommendations  of  all 
of  these  groups  have  a  remarkable  Blmllariiy. 
The  only  element  which  was  really  new  in 
the  study  made  last  year  was  the  further 
complication  of  the  problem  by  alien  con- 
tract labor  and  the  Illegal  aliens  or 
"wetbacks." 

How  can  these  findings  and  recommenda- 
tions continue  to  be  Ignored? 

It  is  generally  conceded  by  farm  manage- 
ment that  the  present  migratory  labor  sup- 
ply, and  Its  availability  when  needed,  leaves 
much  to  be  desired.  This  situation  will  not 
Improve  unless  effective  action  Is  taken. 

It  has  become  generally  accepted  as  an 
established  fact  that  If  orderly  means  for 
recruitment  and  a  system  of  scheduled  move- 
ment of  migratory  workers  were  worked  out, 
most  of  the  labor  supply  could  be  recruited 
in  this  country. 

But  It  will  take  organized  leadership  to 
get  that  done. 

One  of  the  first  steps  in  that  direction 
must  be  the  establishment  of  a  Federal 
Committee  on  Migratory  Labor,  as  is  pro- 
posed In  our  bill. 

I  have  mentioned  that  at  least  six  Federal 
agencies  are  presently  engaged  In  activity 
t>earlng  directly  on  migratory  labor.  The 
function  of  each  of  these  agencies  affects 
activities  of  the  others.  In  addition,  almost 
every  State  government  has  agencies  operat- 
ing In  this  field. 

The  function  of  the  Federal  Committee 
would  be  to  act  as  a  clearinghouse  of  In- 
formation, and  to  promote  coordination 
among  all  these  agencies,  none  of  which  now 
has  overall  responsibility. 

The  need  for  remedying  present  condi- 
tions is  continuing  to  increase,  rather  than 
diminish. 

Failure  to  take  necessary  action  will  mean 
losses  to  farmers  as  well  as  to  farm  workers. 
Tliese  losses  in  turn  wlU  be  felt  by  the  Na- 
tion In  terms  of  reduced  agricultural  pro- 
duction, and  wasted  economic  resources. 

It  Is  my  sincere  hope  that  this  legislation 
will  be  acted  on  by  the  Senate  at  the  earliest 
opportunity. 

There  recently  appeared  an  article  by 
Thomas  L.  Stokes,  "A  Few  DoUars  for  Mi- 
grant Children,"  published  in  the  8t.  Loula 


Post-Dispatch  of  March  13.   1953,  which   Is 
as  follows: 

"A    FEW    DOLLARS    K3R    MIGRANT    CHILDREN 

"(By  Thomas  L.  Stokes) 
"Washington. — Forty-one  billion  dollars 
Is  a  heap  of  money.  That  Is  what  Congress 
is  asked  to  appropriate  for  national  defense 
alone  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  beginning  July 
1.  An  item  like  $181,000  Is  almost  Infinitesi- 
mal by  comparison.  It  sort  of  rattles  around, 
like  a  mustard  seed  In  a  gourd. 

"The  national  defense  money  Is  needed  to 
protect  our  democracy  from  without.  The 
$181,000  Is  to  protect  our  democracy,  too— 
from  within.  What  It  would  be  for.  specifi- 
cally. Is  for  a  survey  in  cooperation  with  the 
States  to  see  what  can  be  done  about  school- 
ing for  a  million  or  more  children  of  migra- 
tory workers.  Every  year  with  the  seasons 
they  move  north  with  their  families,  follow- 
ing the  crops,  in  four  great  rivers  of  human- 
ity, along  the  east  coast  of  Florida,  up 
through  the  Mississippi  Valley,  farther  west 
this  side  of  the  Rockies,  and  along  the  Pa- 
cific coast.  They're  never  In  any  one  place 
more  than  4,  5  or  6  weeks,  so  that  their  edu- 
cation, such  as  they  can  get.  Is  In  bits  and 
pieces,  and  many  of  them  Just  give  up,  and 
so  do  their  parents.  They  are  not  members 
of  any  community,  and  are  usually  not  very 
welcome.    They  are,  literally,  waifs. 

"Emergency  not  seen 

"They  constitute  what  Dr.  Earl  J.  McGrath, 
Commissioner  of  Education  in  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  calls  "our  biggest  reservoir 
of  lUlterates."  And.  he  adds,  "It  Is  literally 
scandalous,  the  treatment  that  some  of  these 
children,  the  future  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  are  getting  with  regard  to  education," 

"The  $79  billion  budget  submitted  by 
President  Truman  before  he  retired  In  Jan- 
uary does  not  contain  the  $181,000  Item.  It 
was  Just  omitted  this  time.  Mr.  Truman 
recommended  It  In  his  previous  budget,  but 
Congress  turned  It  down.  The  House  Ap- 
propriations Committee  said: 

"While  tlie  need  to  better  the  educational 
opportunities  of  this  group  of  children  la 
obvious,  and  has  been  for  many  years,  the 
committee  does  not  think  there  Is  an  emerg- 
ency need  to  set  up  a  new  program  at  this 
time." 

'Urged  by  many  groups 

"So  it  was  Just  swept,  figuratively,  under 
the  national  carpet.  But  It  Is  a  continuing 
emergency  and  slowly  gets  worse.  Studies 
show  that  these  children  are  receiving  less 
education  than  did  their  parents,  which  pro- 
voked Senator  Humphrey  ^Democrat).  Min- 
nesota, to  say  "that's  progress  In  reverse," 
as  he  explored  the  problem  with  a  Senate 
subcommittee. 

"He  exploded  about  how  Congress  appro- 
priates handsomely  to  stamp  out  diseases 
among  cattle,  and  for  subsidies  for  ship  lines, 
and  for  sugar  growers,  and  so  on,  but  does 
blessed  little  for  educaUon  of  the  next  gen- 
eration. 

"The  problem  is  considered  very  much  of 
an  emergency  by  Commissioner  McGrath, 
and  dozens  of  organizations  embracing  edu- 
cation, churches,  agriculture,  labor,  and  the 
like  whose  representatives  appeared  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress  to  urge  the  $181,000 
item  in  the  budget. 

"In  the  past  few  days,  wires  have  come  in 
from  all  over  the  country,  including  several 
from  heads  of  State  departments  of  educa- 
tion, to  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  Administra- 
tor of  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  appeal- 
ing to  her  to  try  to  squeeze  a  little  money 
from  the  Elsenhower  budget  to  make  at  least 
a  start  on  this  problem  which  Is  a  blight 
on  our  democracy. 

"It  requires  treatment  on  a  national  scale, 
with  coordinate  Federal-State  support,   be- 
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cause  It  Involves  many  States,  one  after  an- 
other, In  any  year. 

-States'  help  is  sought 

"It  Is  a  complex  problem,  naturally,  for 
It  means  special  handling  for  the  migra- 
tory children  because  of  their  necessarily 
short  periods  In  one  school  after  another  In 
different  States.  And  it  may  mean  specially 
arranged  courses  so  they  can  keep  up,  as  well 
as  teachers  trained  for  this  work. 

"Just  what  the  problem  Is  overall,  and  how 
it  might  be  met.  is  the  object  of  the  pro- 
posed study  which  the  Commissioner  of  Ed- 
ucation would  institute  in  cooperation  and 
agreement  with  States,  private  agencies,  and 
private  institutions  across  the  country. 

"Cause  of  delinquency 

"As  Dr.  McGrath  sees  it,  the  Job  would  en- 
tall,  among  other  things,  a  census  of  migra- 
tory children,  a  history  of  their  movements, 
a  cooperative  program  with  States  for  tests 
and  records  of  the  children  which  would  go 
with  them  from  one  school  to  another,  teach- 
ing materials  that  also  could  go  with  the 
child  along  with  notation  of  the  child's  prog- 
ress, specialized  training  for  teachers  by 
stimulating  Interest  among  colleges  and 
universities,  £ind  publicity  campaigns  to 
arouse  local  communities  to  this  problem. 

"Thus,  as  Dr.  McGrath  put  it  "in  psycho- 
logical terms,  they  will  be  accepted  as  mem- 
bers of  the  community,  and  not  rejected,  as 
they  are  at  present.' 

"He  added  that  'the  psychological  effect  on 
the  child  of  being  rejected  is  very  serious  in- 
deed, and  it  does  lead  to  such  things  as 
crime  and  delinquency.  That  is  the  way  they 
get  their  self-expression.  If  they  are  rejected 
In  other  life  situations.' 

"Here  he  put  his  finger  on  a  very  serious 
problem  that  goes  inevitably  beyond  the 
child  and  becomes  ours  in  society  itself." 


HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4233)  to  provide  for  the 
naturalization  of  persons  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  after 
June  24,  1950,  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMI- 
NATION OP  STANLEY  N.  BARNES 
TO  BE  ASSISTANT  ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 
ing has  been  scheduled  for  Friday,  April 
10.  1953,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  in  room  424, 
Senate  OflBce  Building,  upon  the  nomina- 
tion of  Stanley  N.  Barnes,  of  California, 
to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General,  to  fill 
an  existing  vacancy.  At  the  indicated 
time  and  place  all  persons  interested  in 
the  nomination  may  make  such  repre- 
sentations as  may  be  pertinent.  The 
subcommittee  consists  of  myself,  chair- 
man, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [  Mr. 
Hendrickson  ] ,  and  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver]. 


Ing  has  been  scheduled  for  Friday,  April 
10.  1953,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  in  room  424,  Sen- 
ate Office  Building,  upon  the  nomination 
of  Lester  L.  Cecil,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  .^^outhern  dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  vice  Robert  R.  Nevin.  de- 
ceased. At  the  indicated  time  and  place 
all  persons  interested  in  the  nomination 
may  make  such  representations  as  may 
be  pertinent.  The  subcommittee  con- 
sists of  myself,  chairman,  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  HendrickjonI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennings]. 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TION OF  LESTER  L.  CECIL  TO  BE 
UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGE. 
SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OP  OHIO 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public  hear- 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC..  PRINIED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr.   KILGORE: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  on  The  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Article  entitled  "Foreign  Oil:  How  It  Hiirta 
America.  How  It  Can  Be  Curbed."  published 
in  the  March  1953  issue  of  Coal  Age. 

Article  entitled  "Primer  on  the  Treaty 
to  Date,"  written  by  Neil  Stanford  and  pub- 
lished in  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of 
January  26.  1953. 

Editorial  regarding  politics  in  the  Philip- 
pine Islands,  published  In  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  of  March  10,  1953. 

Excerpts    from    published    report    of   con- 
servation of  human  resources  project. 
By  Mr.  WILEY: 

Statement  prepared  by  him  entitled 
"Freedom  of  Worship  in  all  Corners  of  the 
World." 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 

Address  entitled  "The  Railroads  and  Edu- 
cation," delivered  by  Robert  R.  Young  at 
the  sixth  annual  railway  progress  dinner 
at   Cleveland.   Ohio,   on   March   26.    1953. 

Article   entitled   "Another   Witch   Hunt   in 
Massachusetts,"    dealing    with    the    attitude 
of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  Society  toward 
certain  medical  research  projects. 
By  Mr.   HILL: 

Article    entitled    "NEA    Reports    Growing 
Need  of  Teachers,"  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post  of  April   1,   1953. 
By   Mr.    BENNETT: 

Article    entitled    "No    Standby    Controls." 
written  by  Henry  Hazlitt.  and  published  in 
Newsweek  for  April  6,   1953. 
By   Mr.    BRICKER: 

Editorial  entitled  "Adopt  Bricker  Resolu- 
tion." published  in  the  Stars  and  Stripes 
for  April  2,  1953. 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN: 

Several  editorials  from  recent  Issues  of  the 
Washington    Post    relating    to    the    Bricker 
resolution    dealing    with    limitation    of    the 
treaty-making    power. 
By   Mr.    DANIEL: 

Radio    broadcast    by    Eric    Sevareld    from 
Washington.  D.  C,  on  March  17,  1953,  on  the 
subject  of  "The  Texas  Chili  Issue." 
By  Mr.   CAPEHART: 

Editorial  entitled  "An  Unfinished  Task." 
published  in  the  New  York  Journal  of  Com- 
merce of  April  1,  1953. 


THE   AMERICAN   TRAIL 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
in  the  48  States,  Alaska  and  Hawaii, 
millions  of  schoolchildren  are  hearing 
on  their  hometown  radio  stations  an  ex- 


cellent series  appropriately  called  The 
American  Trail.  The  Ladies  Auxiliary 
to  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the 
United  States  provided  these  13  dramatic 
true  stories  of  American  hl-story  as  a 
public  service  to  schoolchildren,  their 
parents  and  teachers.  Three  hundred 
radio  stations,  among  them  station 
WTOP  here  in  W.i^hington.  and  in  my 
own  State  of  Maine,  stations  WGAN, 
Portland,  WA3I.  Ban,"or,  and  WCOU. 
Lewiston.  are  ijiving  the  free  time  for  the 
broadcasts. 

This  series  vividly  portrays  the  cour- 
age, the  sacrifices,  and  the  abiding  faith 
of  the  men  and  women  who  blazed  the 
American  Trail.  I  should  like  to  quote 
the  conclu.slon  of  the  final  chapter  en- 
titled "The  Brave  Flag."  These  are 
President  Eisenhower's  own  words  to  the 
young  people  of  our  land: 

The  Job  of  being  an  American  Is  an  un- 
finished Job.  In  terms  of  what  we  plan  and 
hope  fur  and  can  achieve,  America  will  al- 
ways be  an  unfinished  Job.  Most  of  all,  it  is 
the  Job  of  America's  youth.  More  than  any 
others,  the  young  people  of  our  country  have 
the  right  to  ask,  Where  are  we  going?  Be- 
cause wherever  we  go,  they  will  Xx  there. 
Now  it  has  been  my  g(X)d  fortune  to  spend 
all  my  life  with  young  people.  I  think  I 
sense  what's  on  their  minds  in  these  troubled 
days.  They  hope,  of  course,  to  build  a 
stronger,  better  America  -as  the  cornerstone 
of  a  free  world.  A  strong  America — an 
America  growing  in  spiritual  and  material 
strength — Is  a  bulwark  against  war.  But 
more  than  that,  a  strong  and  free  America. 
actively  cooperating  with  the  free  world,  can 
give  substance  to  the  hope  of  lasting  peace. 
Our  crusade  sees  for  tomorrow  an  America 
filled  with  opportunity  that  passes  far  t)e- 
yond  the  little  limits  of  today.  America's 
role  will  be  a  decl.slve  one.  My  message  to 
you — my  message  to  the  youth  of  our  coun- 
try Is  that  America  is  not  through.  America 
Is  unfinished  business — the  most  Important 
unfinished  business  In  the  whole  world. 

I  al.so  include  in  this  commendation  of 
the  Ladies  Auxiliary  and  their  excellent 
program  entitled  "The  American  Trail," 
an  editorial  which  appeared  Wednesday, 
March  25.  in  the  New  York  World-Tele- 
gram and  Sun: 

The  Lndles  Auxiliary  to  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  Is  makliig  a  splendid  contribu- 
tion to  Americanism  and  to  education  with 
it.s  American  Trail  historical  programs  for 
children,  now  being  broadcast  weekly. 

These  13  thrilling  narrations,  recorded  by 
professional  actors,  tell  such  dramatic  stories 
as  that  of  the  Louisiana  Purchase  and  the 
California  gold  rush  in  language  the  child 
can  understand.  They  are  so  well  done  pro- 
fessionally that  grownups  are  captivated 
too. 

Like  other  thoughtful  Americans,  the 
ladies  of  the  VFW  were  disturl>ed  at  the  low 
level  of  many  radio  programs  popular  with 
children,  and  likewise  concerned  at  the  aver- 
age American  child  s  lack  of  Interest  in  his 
country's   history. 

They  did  something  about  It,  and  did  It 
well.  The  result  Is  an  Inspiring  series  of 
broadcasts  that  should  be  available  to  every 
BchoolchUd. 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

Mr.  WILEY.-   Mr.  President,  in  con- 
nection with  the  tidelands  quitclaim  Is- 
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su-?  now  pending  before  the  Senate,  I 
have  received  a  great  many  messages 
from  my  State  urging  my  continued  ef- 
fort for  protection  of  the  national  her- 

itape. 

The  State  of  Wisconsin  has  a  great 
tradition  of  interest  in  the  public  do- 
jnain— in  the  protection  of  the  resources 
lor  all  the  people. 

At  this  time  I  send  to  the  desk  the 
text  of  a  telegram  received  from  Mr. 
Charles  M.  Schultz,  president.  Wisconsin 
State  Industrial  Union  Council,  Congress 
of  Industrial  Organizations,  endorsing 
my  efforts  on  behalf  of  continued  Fed- 
eral title  to  the  tidelands. 

I  submit  this  telegram  as  Indicative  of 
many  messages  which  have  come  to  me, 
and  i  l:now  to  a  great  many  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  often  from  groups 
which  have  differed  with  us  on  numerous 
other  i-ssues,  but  which  stand  united  with 
us  on  the  need  for  protecting  the  assets 
of  160  million  Americans  and  of  genera- 
tions to  come. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text 
of  Mr.  Schultz'  telegram  may  be  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Congressional  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
wa.s  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mn  WAtTxrE,  Wis..  March  31,  1953. 
Senator   ALEXANDim  Wilet. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
I  wl.-^h  to  take  this  opportunity  to  con- 
fiitulate  you  on  your  forthright  stand  on 
tidelands  oil.  Any  person  Interested  in  the 
resdurces  of  America  can  only  take  this  type 
of  p<.isltlon.  Your  attitude  is  in  keeping 
with  the  American  principles.  I  urge  you  to 
continue  your  support  of  this  Important 
(juestion. 

Chaiujs  M  Schtjt-tz. 
Pre.iident,    Wisconsin    State    Indus- 
trial Council,  CIO. 


COMMISSION  TO  STUDY  J-EDERAL- 
STATE  RELATIONS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
yesterday  I  addressed  the  Senate  on  the 
subject  of  a  proposed  commission  to 
study  Federal-State  relations.  I  con- 
cluded my  remarks  with  the  following 
statement: 

The  Senate.  I  am  certain,  will  recognize  In 
the  administration  bill  to  be  offered  by  the 
dl-stlngulshed  majority  leader  an  opportu- 
nity for  financial  redemption  from  a  hodge- 
podge of  confusion  which  has  been  with  us 
too  long. 

At  the  time  I  was  unaware  that  the 
administration  bill  to  establish  a  com- 
mission to  study  the  Federal-State  prob- 
lem had  been  Introduced  by  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  IMr.  Taft] 
e  rlier  in  yesterday's  session,  while  I  was 
attending  a  meeting  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee. 

I  commend  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  for  lending  their  able  and  cou- 
rageous leadership  to  this  worthy  cause. 
I  trust  that  the  bill,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, will  receive  early  consideration. 
Certainly  it  deals  with  a  subject  which 
entitles  it  to  high  priority  treatment. 


EFFECT  ON  PRICES  OF  THE  ELIMI- 
NATION  OF  PRICE  CONTROL 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  one  of 
the  most  important  questions  concern- 
ing the  American  economy  today  is  what 
has  been  happening  to  prices  since  the 
elimination  of  price  controls  which  be- 
gan on  February  26  of  this  year. 

A  few  days  ago  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  reported  a  decrease  in  the  Con- 
sumers' Price  Index.  Yet,  because  of  the 
inevitable  time  lag  in  the  collection  of 
statistics,  this  report  showed  only  those 
price  movements  which  had  taken  place 
by  February  15.  It  was  the  furthest 
thing  in  the  world  from  an  up-to-date 
story  on  what  has  been  happening  to 
prices. 

On  March  19,  therefore,  I  requested 
the  Director  of  Peace  Stabilization,  Mr. 
Joseph  H.  Freehill,  to  prepare  a  special 
report  which  would  bring  together  the 
very  latest  data  on  price  increases.  I 
have  just  received  this  report  from  Mr. 
Freehill  who  states  that — and  I  quote : 

Currently  consumer  prices  are  advancing 
and  the  Consumers'  Price  Index  for  mid- 
March  will  undoubtedly  rise,  reflecting  high- 
er prices  for  coffee,  eggs,  sugar,  services, 
gasoline,  cigarettes,  and  rents. 

Mr.  Freehill  has  also  submitted  a 
table  which  shows  that  the  annual  cost 
to  consumers  of  increased  cigarette 
prices  will  be  $200  million,  that  the  an- 
nual cost  of  increased  coffee  prices  will 
range  from  $65  to  $100  milhon,  and  that 
the  annual  cost  of  increased  gasoline 
prices  will  be  about  $158  million. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  included  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  connection  with  my  re- 
marks the  communication  from  Mr. 
Freehill  to  which  I  have  just  referred, 
the  tables  which  accompany  Mr.  Free- 
hill's  letter,  and  a  copy  of  my  original 
request  for  this  information. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  tables  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Omci:  OF  Price  Stabilization, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  25,  1953. 
The  Honorable  James  E.  MuaaAT, 
United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Mijrrat:  This  Is  In  reply  to 
your  letter  of  March  19.  Inquiring  about  price 
movements  since  decontrol. 

As  you  Indicate,  press  reports  leave  the 
reader  with  a  blurred  picture  of  current  price 
developments  and  trends.  It  is  still  too  soon 
after  decontrol  to  have  any  comprehensive 
and  systematic  survey  of  price  movements 
from  which  to  Judge  the  significance  of  de- 
control, particularly  at  the  consumer  level. 
Prices  on  the  average  are  not  skyrocketing 
as  in  July  1946.  but  significant  increases  have 
been  recorded  or  announced  for  a  number 
of  Important  commodities  entering  the  de- 
fense program  or  the  cost  of  living.  Prices 
for  many  other  commodities,  including  tex- 
tiles, lead,  zinc,  and  many  farm  products, 
have  remained  weak  and  well  below  former 
ceilings  or  peaks.  In  acknowledging  these 
weaknesses,  we  cannot  overlook  the  fact  that 
price  trends  since  decontrol  have  turned 
modestly  upward  on  balance. 

OfQclal  figures  from  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  show  that  prices  for  basic  raw  ma- 
terials in  spot  markets  have  risen  since  Feb- 
ruary 6,  the  date  of  the  first  decontrol 
order — a  gain  of  2.4  percent  on  the  average. 


Any  prolonged  upturn  or  downturn  for  these 
materials  has  been  followed  historically  by 
upturns  or  downturns  at  subsequent  levels 
of  distribution — manufacturers,  wholesalers, 
and  retailers.  The  recent  upturn  has  fol- 
lowed constant  declines  from  February  1951 
through  January  1953. 

Official  figures  from  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  Weekly  Wholesale  Price  Index  show 
that  producers'  prices  in  primary  markets 
advanced  over  5  of  the  6  weeks  between 
February  3  and  March  17.  These  prices  aver- 
aged unchanged  In  the  week  ending  March 
10.  making  a  net  gain  of  about  1  percent. 
Such  advances  reversed  the  moderate  but 
constant  declines  from  April  1951  through 
January  1953.  In  mid-February  of  this  year, 
prices  for  about  43  percent  of  the  value  of 
all  commodities  sold  In  primary  markets 
were  within  2  percent  of  record  highs,  ac- 
cording to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 
Commodities  having  prices  at  or  near  such 
record  levels  were  concentrated  in  the  fol- 
lowing groups:  Metals  and  metal  products; 
machinery  and  motive  products;  fuel,  power, 
and  lighting  materials;  structural  nonme- 
talllc  minerals;  tobacco,  and  bottled  bever- 
ages; and  a  large  portion  of  the  chemicals 
and  furniture-  and  household-durables 
groups. 

The  Consumer  Price  Index  for  mid-Feb- 
ruary this  year  (to  be  issued  In  a  few  days 
by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics)  will  prob- 
ably decline  more  than  it  did  in  mid-Jan- 
uary— mainly  the  result  of  the  sharp  drop  in 
retail  beef  prices  early  in  February.  The 
time  lag  between  collection  and  publication 
of  price  data  for  this  index  is  a  serious  handi- 
cap, leading  to  the  mislmpression  that  price 
trends  more  than  a  month  old  are  current. 
Currently,  consumer  prices  are  advancing 
and  the  Consumer  Price  Index  for  mid- 
March  will  undoubtedly  rise,  reflecting  higher 
prices  for  coffee,  eggs,  sugar,  services,  gaso- 
line, cigarettes,  and  rents. 

I  am  enclosing  two  tabulations  which  may 
answer  many  of  your  questions: 

1.  A  list  of  commodities  for  which  price 
advances  have  been  announced  since  decon- 
trol. Including  date  of  decontrol,  price  at 
decontrol,  most  recent  price,  and  cents  or 
percent  increase. 

2.  A  lU-t  of  certain  decontrolled  commod- 
ities with  estimates  of  annual  cost  to  users 
of  the  respective  price  Increases  following 
decontrol. 

I  trust  the  above  Information  adequately 
satisfies  your  request.     If  I  can   be  of   any 
further  assistance  please  call  upon  me. 
With  kindest  personal  regards. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Joseph  H.  Freehill, 
Director  of  Price  Stabilization. 


Cost  to  users  of  price  advances  of  individual 
commodities   recently   decontrolled 


Commodity 

Ksti- 
matod 
annual 

sales 
volumo 

Price  rise 

(approximiite 

percent) 

Annual 
cost 

Ciparettes,  retail 

Collec,  n-tail  stores. .. 

MiUiofif 

1,275 

VX 

4.V) 

400 

100 

1.800 

(') 

(') 

103 

110 

17 

5        

Mill  tout 
$200 

6  to  8 

66-ltX) 

1.^...; 

18 

Domestic  copper 

12  to  38 

40 

60-175 
lOO 

Aluminum  scrap 

35 

35 

2 

30 

Oasoline,  west  coast. . 
Fuel  oil.  west  coast... 

(^1  to  3  cents). 
(1  to  3  cents).. 
12'..-. 

158 
17 
12 

Sulfur 

9  to  14  > 

12  to  15  » 

10-15 

Copper  sulfate 

2-3 

1  Not  available. 

>  I'ress  anuounccments  of  planned  increases. 


i!' 
C 

hi 


HI 


!^ 
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Commoflilies  for  ichich  price  advances  hare  been  nnnouncr<i  itinre  ilrrontrtl,  Frh.  ^-Mnr.  M 


April  2 


I'>eoon- 
trolletl 


Aluminum  '■ - ponnd. 

Aluminum  iniots - do_. 

AluniiDuin  scrap do__. 

Akiihoi,  indusu-ial galion. 

Automotive  parts 

nmrol.  coke-oven gallon. 

Iriss  and  bronze  incota pound. 

Brpai -do... 


Ci-'arfttes: 

Wholesale .thonsands.. 

Keuil.... - - .packages-. 

Coo-j  h^ans  » iK)iinds.. 

Coi7p<»'  ' 

treen do 

KetiUl — - do 


r  ijijer,  domestic  ' -.- do... 

('()', ■r<fr  s<T.ip  '  -- -do.-. 

F.Tifs.  large  grade  A dozen. 

f  |.Mir    .    hundred  weight - 

Fuel  iiii.  west  coast - -.-Ealliin.?- 

('."'■Mline.  west  const gallons, 

Inf^n descent  bulbs  and  fluor^swnt  Cxtures — 

Iron  ore tons. 


Feb. 
Feb. 
do. 
-Mar. 
Mar. 
Mar. 


Decontrol 


Most  reo'iit 
[irici' 


Increase 


lieruarki 


Feb.    25 


Feb.   25 

...do 

--.do 

M:ir.  12 
...do 


$0,206 
JO.  0925-      .125 


.30 


$().  2IVS     I  None 
$0.  22-       .  24  HI  to  J»  [N-nvnt 


\-r-      .  17 


.36 


M'  lo  62  prrcriit 
$»).(*   

21)  ixTCi-nt 


0..'.   lo   4.75   O'lit.'t. 
2-ci'nt  aver;it:e. 


Ixnolin.  anhydrrms 

L-^d  •fCTl\r>  '  -   

Machine  to'>ls 


.fiounds 
..  -do... 


Magnesium - _  pound  .. 

Mola.'W's   Ma'-ltstnip - pallon. 

Ni<-ltel  derivatlvp.s     • 

tetroleum,  crude  oil.  midcontinent,  33-33.9  gravity  > 

barrel 
Farklnglot  charges 


Feb.  2.'; 
Feb.    12 

...do 

Feb.  25 
Feb.  12 
Feb.  12 
Mar.  12 
Feb.    12 


Mar.  12 
Feb.  12 
Mar.  17 


Feb. 
Mar 
Feb. 
..do. 


.565 


.24'. 
.206 

'6'4i-"6.'52 


to.  42-  to  45 
.073 


Phosphorus,  elemental . 

li\cv,  relail   

tk'rvicfs,  repair 


-  ponnd.S- 
....do... 


Soda  ash   hundred welpht. 

Sodium  phosphates 

Bletl-unll  products „ 


Steel  scrap.  Ko.  1  heavy  melting,  Chicago  ' ton?. 

Sulfur,  crude bundretlwcight. 


Feb.    IS 

Mar.  12 
Feb.  2.S 
Feb.    18 

Mar.  12 
..do. 


Mar.  17 


Feb.   12 
Mar.  17 


.215 


2.  Jl 


.606 


.27.V 


.2h5 


«p /t«  to  jr>  n. 
»t.(ii-      

IM  jierc-ent 


0  to  s  percent 


f,  55-    6.  64 


$0.  52-  $0.  .55 
.073 


1.20-   1..T0 


41.50 
22-  23.50 


.0975 
2.51 


12  to  no  perient.. 

;i»  periviil 

2  to  '  c-e:iU 

2ixTC«'nt  ... 
1  tfi  3.5  percent.. 
0.5  to  liviils I 


FfT.ct:\r   \pr    I 

\iirii.T"ii*  Mi|i|'lier:  'vre  rivMinit  price  Itot?  upward. 

I  «-d  in  many  ifidii.'flruil  eheiiitcnis.     '1  tmi  rise  by 

line  '.i';iilin>;  pr'"liiifr 
I'r'"1ii'i-f»  rlairii  sharp  increa.ie  ta  eost  of  raw  m*- 

teri;il. 
T  ■..   eju-ly    Im   bave    [irice   reiort*.     Some   leading 

baker>  ann(niiice<l  no  change  contemplated. 


Ton  early  lo  have  full  impact  of  biitber  w tx)>Mito 


prie«B>. 


28  cfjits. 


20  to  2.'i  iiemrit. 
i  in-rcent 


in  prrfvnl 

><  IKTCT-nt 

5  I.I  ■»  IxTlTnl. 
Nunc 


1.  \^  1    15 


41.  .V) 
25.  ,50-  27.  .50 


2crnLs     

I.l  l»TifIlt  

40  to  oU  fn'rwnt. 


l^pprcent 

2  lo  10  percent. 


0  lo  3  percent. 
1''  porci-nt  ... 


Ai  t  tune  when  ere  prices  anially  dedine  seasonally. 


Half  cent  iniTi-a-se  resiclnded  in  Northeast. 
11>   I  ..  ner  il  l-.Ui  Ixic.  elTwtlve  .\\>r    1. 
Hv    ('li\.  liii.l  ("IlfT"    Inm    Co      ThU   Increeae    Is 
e'li.r.  ill  til  to  .ii  U)  40  uiiii  per  ton  of  Qnuhed 

&Ufi. 


5  of  1.'  m-\jnr  suppB<T<  oxpret  to  r»L«  (>rtfes  aecnrd 
inn  I"  one  survey  ( \\  ill  -^irt-i  I  Journal,  Mar.  10). 
First  iiiere:L-.<'  smti-  Sili  ir.Nr  r.'.'<l 
lla.su.'  luaU-ruil  (or   inkkiiig  fermentation  alcohoL 


Iiicrijvws  n  I'drted  In  many  larKe  cities.  No 
relhibli-  rill' i^uriTiient  3%  iilif'I«' 

Miiii»  ipl"!  <  hiinical  Co.     Kffertlve  Vfay  1. 

Short  crop. 

SeATt.  itmliucii,  Nurlheaet  tiiAlcs  %txd  perhaps 
iiatKiiially. 

FtT'Ctuc  Mny  1. 

Mnnsafitii  Chrniical  Co.     EfTective  May  1. 

(oiiiininy  exi-culiNee  stale  there  will  l<v  no  reneraj 
iii(ri-.i.s<'  \X  tliLs  tune.  u)llu.u>;h  s,,!n«;  "nirreotive" 
(If  N,l.(ii\,.  ii!ji.sti!ii-iiUs  iiui-st  N'  made.  Trade 
rifK»TViTS  preilirt  priir  3dvsnci>s  by  sunimrr  — 
afu-r  w aee  iniiDliiitkin.i  are  cuiiiplctKl.  HwDrd 
iiiit|Mit  lit  I'l  J  niillii'ii  tmis  I  xn'cled  ui  March. 
No  letup  in  ileiiiaiid,  will)  iiiiit  niiiiii;  short, ite  o( 
.sht^'ls  strip,  im"-.  and  allny  burs,  .\iito  pro- 
durtr«  plan  to  buy  bipb  (inre'l  oonvpr"SHin  slt^^'l. 

Miiiiv  -rr  ip  s..l,l  it  SI  lo  t4  rttmve  fcrmer  ceiliiiKH. 
.M.irki-l   n.'t    >rt   Milled,      .Mild    wi:itir    briiu»;lit 

l'r»»l    -lippl'e^ 

Freijofi  ^liipbur  Co.,  sei-uiid  largest  [iruducer. 


'  Reported  daily  by  Journal  of  Commerce. 

March  19.  1953. 
Hon.  JoszpR  Freehiix. 

Director  of  Price  Stabilizaticm,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Freehill:  I  am  Iniormed  that  at 
the  direction  of  the  President,  the  Office  of 
Price  Stabilization  beginning  on  February  6, 
1953,  undertook  an  orderly  termination  of 
price  controls.  These  series  of  actions  were 
completed  on  March  17,  1953,  when  all  price 
controls  were  ended. 

I  have  seen  various  reports  in  the  press 
that  the  decontrol  program  of  OPS  has  not 
had  any  slgnlflcant  eSect  on  the  economy. 
However,  I  have  also  observed  that  a  number 
of  commodities  of  basic  importance  to  the 
consumer  have  increased  in  price  appreci- 
ably. For  example,  it  h;\s  come  to  my  atten- 
tion that  the  price  of  coffee,  cigarettes,  gaso- 
lines, and  a  variety  of  services  have  experi- 
enced sharp  increases  since  decontrol.  In  ad- 
dition, I  have  been  Informed  that  a  number 
of  other  commodities  which  are  important 
In  the  defense  program  have  likewise  In- 
creased markedly. 

In  order  to  answer  a  number  of  Inquiries 
which  I  have  received,  I  would  appreciate 
It  If  you  could  prepare  a  report  for  me  as 
expeditlotisly  as  possible  listing  the  follow- 
ing Information: 

1.  A  list  of  commodities  which  have  in- 
creased in  price  since  deconuol. 

2.  The  dollars-  and  cents  amount  of  the 
Increase  in  eacti  case,  and  the  percentage  of 
increaM. 


>  Ror>orte<]  daily  by  Rurcau  of  Labor  SUitistas. 

3  The  additional  cost  to  the  consumer  of 
each  commodity  and  service  which  has  In- 
creased in  price  since  decontrol. 

I  have  also  observed  that  the  last  Consum- 
er Price  Index  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics had  shown  a  decline  of  0.2  percent. 
This  figure,  of  course,  was  based  on  the  pe- 
riod from  December  15  to  January  15,  and 
does  not  take  into  account  price  trends  re- 
sulting from  the  OPS  decontrol  program.  In 
addition,  the  next  Consumer  Price  Index  of 
the  BLS  will  present  the  situation  only  until 
the  middle  of  February.  In  view  of  tliis  lag, 
I  would  appreciate  your  providing  me  with 
an  estimate  as  to  current  price  trends  and, 
more  specifically,  any  Information  you  may 
have  indicating  your  appraisal  of  price 
trends  since  the  middle  of  February. 

Would  you  be  good  enough  to  provide  this 
Information  for  me  not  later  than  by  the 
middle  of  next  week. 

With  best  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours, 

James  E.  Murrat. 


NOMTNATTON  OF  WILLIAM  HOWARD 
TAPT  III  TO  BE  AMBASSADOR  TO 
IRELAND 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  out  of  or- 
der I  desire  to  make  some  very  brief  re- 
marks with  regard  to  the  nomination 
of  William  Howard  Taft  III,  which  is 
on  the  Executive  Calendar,  having  been 


■  lioi'iirted  daily  by  New  York  Times. 

unanimou.sly  reported  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations.  I  make  the 
request  because  I  must  leave  the  Cham- 
ber very  shortly,  and  I  feel  that  my 
statement  should  go  into  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  But- 
ler of  Maryland  in  the  chair).  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  fUling 
our  diplomatic  posts  abroad,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  match  the  requirements  with 
the  qualifications  that  are  available  in 
any  one  individual.  With  re.spect  to 
Ireland,  I  think  the  Pre.sident  has  made 
an  admirable  selection,  and  I  am  happy 
that  he  has  named  William  H.  Taft  III 
to  be  our  Ambassador  to  that  country. 

Members  of  the  Senate  know  that  Mr. 
Taft  is  the  son  of  our  very  able  and  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader.  It  gives  me 
considerable  personal  satisfaction,  there- 
fore, to  urge  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination.  I  want  to  say  in  that  con- 
nection, however,  that  characteristically 
the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  did  not  lift 
a  finger  or  say  one  single  word  on  behalf 
of  his  son  to  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee so  far  as  I  know.    He  was  not 
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present  when  the  committ:e  heard  his 
ni.stinguished  son.  While  we  would  have 
iKen  very  glad  to  have  had  the  father 
of  this  distinguished  nominee  present  at 
the  hearings,  I  assure  you,  Mr.  President, 
that  it  was  a  pleasure  to  have  the  son 
sell  his  own  bill  of  goods;  and  he  did  a 
^rand  job. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
punted  in  the  Record  a  very  short  bio- 
t-iaphical  sketch  of  the  new  Ambassador. 

There    being    no   objection,    the    bio- 
graphical   sketch    was    ordered    to    be 
prinled  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
B:ooRAPHiCAL    Sketch    or    William    Howard 
Taft  III 


Bori)     Bar  Harbor.  Maine.  August  7,  1915. 

Kduration.  Attended  city  public  schools  In 
Cinciiuiatl  and  Cincinnati  Country  E>ay 
^(•hi«)l  before  attending  the  Taft  School  in 
W.iiertown.  Conn  .  In  1930  33.  Graduated 
from  Yale  In  1937.  B  A  Princeton  Graduate 
bchixd,  Ph    D,  1942  In  English  Literature. 

Marital  status:  Married  Barbara  Bradfleld; 
f.  ur  children:  Maria,  9;  William  H.,  IV,  7, 
M.irtha  Buwers.  6;   and  Sean  Thomas,  2'2. 

Ex[>erlence:  Instructor  In  English  at  Uni- 
versity of  Maryland.  1940-41.  instructor  In 
KiiKUsh  at  Haverford  College,  1941-42. 
Member  of  English  faculty  at  Yale,  1942-45. 
V^lille  teaching,  studied  and  worked  In  the 
j.'raduate  school  In  Old  and  Middle  Irish. 
September  1948,  went  to  Ireland  as  special 
hs.slslant  to  the  chief  of  the  ECA  mission 
there  and  acted  at  various  times  as  Infor- 
iiwition  officer.  Industry  officer,  and  on  occa- 
hUin  as  deputy  chief  of  mission;  left  In 
August  1951. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Taft's 
background  and  experience  uniquely 
qualify  him.  I  think,  for  the  duties  he 
will  have  to  perform.  In  September  of 
1948,  he  went  to  Ireland  as  special  as- 
sistant to  the  chief  of  the  ECA  mission. 
During  the  next  3  years  he  acted  at  vari- 
ces times  as  information  officer,  indus- 
try officer,  and  on  occasion  as  deputy 
chief  of  mi-ssion. 

Yesterday,  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Taft  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  and  dis- 
cu.ssed  with  us  the  problems  he  would 
confront  as  Ambassador  to  Ireland  and 
a  number  of  ideas  he  has  about  the  pos- 
sible improvement  of  our  relations  with 
that  country.  He  made  a  very  favorable 
impression  upon  us.  If  every  Ambassa- 
dor going  to  his  post  in  foreign  lands 
were  to  approach  his  new  assignment 
with  the  same  high  level  of  intelligence 
and  enthusiasm  that  Mr.  Taft  displayed. 
I  for  one  would  be  very  pleased. 

I  am  also  impressed  by  the  deep  In- 
terest which  he  has  shown  in  the  coun- 
try, the  native  language,  the  history  and 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  has  studied 
Gaelic  intensively.  I  am  confident  that 
the  interest  he  has  already  displayed  in 
Ireland  will  endear  him  to  the  people 
of  that  country  and  will  enable  him  to 
1^11  the  role  of  Ambassador  in  an  unusu- 
allj  effective  manner. 

Mr.  President.  I  may  say  that  a  few 
evenings  ago  at  dinner  I  sat  with  the 
wife  of  the  new  Ambassador  to  Ireland, 
and  she  made  that  very  statement.  She 
said  the  fact  that  for  years  the  Am- 
bassador-designate has  been  studying 
Gaelic,  the  language  of  Ireland,  has  en- 
deared him  very  much  to  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  am  very  happy  to  rise  in  support 
of  the  statement  just  made  by  the  dis- 


tinguished chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  I  was  present 
yesterday  when  Mr.  Taft  appeared  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions which  was  considering  his  nomi- 
nation to  be  Ambassador  to  the  great 
country  of  Ireland.  I  wish  to  add  one 
thought. 

A  number  of  years  ago  while  Mr.  Taft 
and  his  wife  were  in  Ireland  in  connec- 
tion with  the  ECA  operations  there,  it 
was  my  privilege  to  visit  Ireland,  at 
which  time  I  had  occasion  to  check  up  on 
what  was  being  done  there.  What  im- 
pressed me  very  much  was  the  fact  that 
the  local  people  whom  we  met  expressed 
great  enthusiasm  for  the  special  interest 
which  the  young  Mr.  Taft  was  showing  in 
the  problems  of  the  Irish  people.  Of 
course,  with  his  knowledge  of  Gaelic, 
which  he  studied  in  college,  and  with  his 
natural  student  approach  to  questions 
affecting  Ireland,  he  has  a  remarkable 
understanding  of  the  problems  which  lie 
ahead. 

So  I  am  more  than  happy  to  add  my 
approval  to  this  appointment.  I  think 
it  is  an  outstanding  one.  In  this  in- 
stance a  member  of  the  younger  genera- 
tion will  serve  in  a  place  where  he  will 
be  of  great  value  both  to  the  United 
States  and  to  the  world,  for  Ireland  is  a 
very  imF>ortant  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
are  no  other  routine  matters  to  be  sub- 
mitted during  the  morning  hour,  morn- 
ing business  is  closed. 


REPEAL   OF  APPROPRIATION  RE- 
STRICTIONS ON  ARO,  INC. 


Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  4130. 
Calendar  No.  134.  Let  me  say  that  if 
the  procedure  I  request  is  followed,  and 
if  debate  develops  on  this  subject,  after 
a  reasonable  time  I  shall  request  that  the 
Senate  return  to  the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  House 
bill  4130  will  be  stated  by  title,  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
4130)  to  amend  title  V  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1953. 
so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use  of  ap- 
propriations thereujider  to  make  pay- 
ments to  ARO,  Inc.,  for  operation  of  the 
Arnold  Engineering  Development  Center 
after  March  31.  1953. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center  is  a  Government-owned  installa- 
tion for  research  and  development  in  the 
field  of  high-speed  aircraft.  It  was  au- 
thorized by  the  Arnold  Engineering  De- 
velopment Center  Act  of  1949,  and  is 
located  in  Tennessee.  The  management 
of  the  center  is  provided  by  the  firm  of 
ARO,  Inc..  which  has  a  management 
contract  negotiated  under  section  2  (c) 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Procurement  Act  of 
1947. 

The  House  version  of  the  Defense  Ap- 
propriation Act  of  last  year  contained  a 
proviso  that  no  funds  could  be  paid  to 


ARO,  Inc.  after  March  31.  1953— the  day 
before  yesterday. 

The  Armed  Forces  Subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 
made  a  full  review  of  the  ARO  matter 
during  May  of  last  year,  at  the  time  when 
the  subcommittee  was  considering  the 
Defense  Appropriation  Act  as  passed  by 
the  House.  A  full  panel  of  witnesses  was 
called.  The  testimony  was  printed  in 
the  hearing  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee beginning  on  page  473. 

The  Senate  subcommittee  recom- 
mended that  the  restrictive  language 
against  ARO  should  be  removed  from  the 
House  version  of  the  bill.  This  recom- 
mendation was  sustained  by  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  and  by  the  Senate. 

However,  the  House  conferees  would 
not  agree  to  the  Senate  action,  with  the 
result  that  the  conferees  reported  a  dis- 
agreement. In  a  yea-and-nay  vote, 
the  Senate  adhered  to  its  position,  but 
the  House  continued  to  insist,  with  the 
result  that  the  Senate  finally  receded. 

The  bill  now  pending  before  the  Sen- 
ate passed  the  House  unanimously  on 
March  25.  It  strikes  out  the  language 
which  was  the  subject  of  disagreement 
last  year,  with  the  effect  that  the  House 
fully  recedes  from  the  position  which  it 
previously  insisted  upon,  and  agrees  to 
the  position  taken  by  the  Senate,  namely, 
that  the  language  arbitrarily  terminat- 
ing the  ARO  contract  as  on  March  31, 
1953.  should  be  repealed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  amendment  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4130)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  DAYLIGHT- 
SAVING  TIME  IN  THE  DISTRICT 
OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill 
1419,  Calendar  No.  135. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  fS. 
1419)  to  permit  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
establish  daylight-saving  time  in  the 
District. 

The  PRESIDING  OFI-TCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  for  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  whether  it  is  his  informa- 
tion that  the  bill  was  unanimously  re- 
ported by  the  committee. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee,  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaseI.  tells 
me  that  the  bill  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  committee. 

Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
whether  he  is  aware  of  any  objection  to 
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the  bill  on  the  part  of  any  member  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  One  member  of  the  com- 
mittee raised  some  question  about  the 
wording  of  the  bill,  and  said  he  would 
prefer  to  have  some  other  wording. 
However,  he  raised  no  objection  to  the 
bill  itself,  and  voted  to  have  the  bill 
reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then,  Mr. 
President.  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  for  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Is  open  to  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  amendment  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment and  third  reading  of  the  biU. 

The  bill  (S.  1419)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whenever  the 
Board  of  Ckimmlssloners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  after  investigation,  find  that — 

(1)  the  cities  of  Baltimore.  Philadelphia, 
and  New  York,  or  any  2  of  the  3  cities  enu- 
merated herein,  have  advanced  the  standard 
time  applicable  to  such  city  1  hour  during 
the  summer  months  of  any  year;  and 

(2)  as  a  result  of  consequent  changes  In 
train,  bus.  airplane,  radio,  and  television 
schedules  affecting  the  area  and  Intercity 
transportation  and  communications,  it  Is 
necessary  for  the  promotion  of  the  public 
welfare,  convenience,  and  necessity  of  the 
residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
establish  daylight-saving  time  during  such 
months, 

the  Board  of  Commissioners  may  establish 
daylight -saving  time  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia during  such  year  for  a  period  com- 
mencing not  earUer  tlian  the  last  Sunday  of 
April  and  ending-  not  later  than  the  last 
Sunday  of  September.  Any  such  time  so 
established  by  the  Commissioners  under  au- 
thority of  this  act  shall,  during  the  period 
of  the  year  for  which  It  is  applicable,  be  the 
standard  time  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  CASE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  action  on  the  bill 
to  establish  daylight-saving  time  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  report  by  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record.  The  re- 
port is  very  brief,  and  I  think  it  impor- 
tant that  it  be  placed  in  the  Record  in 
connection  with  the  language  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  approaches  the  question  of 
daylight-saving  time  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  a  little  differently  from  the 
way  in  which  it  has  been  previously  ap- 
proached. Each  year  since  1947  Con- 
gress has  enacted  legislation  to  provide 
daylight-saving  time  for  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  bill  just  passed  proposes 
to  place  the  power  to  establish  daylight- 
saving  time  in  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District,  without  the  necessity  for  legis- 
lation by  Congress  from  year  to  year. 

The  bill  is  permissive.  It  would  not 
make  dayhght-saving  time  mandatory, 
but  it  would  provide  that  if  the  Com- 
missioners ascertained  that  daylight- 
saving  time  had  been  adopted  in  3  prin- 
cipal cities  in  the  eastern  time  zone, 
namely.  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and 
Baltimore,  or  any  2  of  those  cities,  so 
that  the  resultant  changes  in  train,  bus. 


airplane,  radio,  and  television  schedules 
affecting  the  area  and  intercity  trans- 
portation and  communications  would  be 
such  that  it  would  be  necessary,  for  the 
promotion  of  the  public  welfare,  con- 
venience, and  necessity  of  the  residents 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  estab- 
lish daylight-saving  time  during  such 
months,  then  the  Commissioners  might 
make  a  declaration  establishing  day- 
light-saving time. 

Since  this  approach  is  somewhat  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  previous  legislation 
on  the  subject,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  im- 
portant to  have  the  committee's  report 
appear  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
(No.  136)  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  ttie  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1419) 
to  permit  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  establish  daylight- 
saving  time  In  the  District,  after  full  con- 
sideration, reports  favorably  thereon,  with- 
out amendment,  and  recommends  that  Uie 
bill  do  pass. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  Is  to  permit  the 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  establish  daylight-saving  time 
In  the  District,  provided  the  following  condi- 
tions are  met: 

After  investigation.  If  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  find  that  the  cities 
of  Baltimore.  Philadelphia,  and  New  York, 
or  any  2  of  the  3  cities  aforementioned,  have 
advanced  the  standard  time  applicable  to 
such  city  i  hour  during  the  summer  months 
of  any  year,  and  as  a  result  of  consequent 
changes  In  train,  bus,  airplane,  radio,  and 
television  schedules  affecting  the  area  and 
Intercity  transportation  and  communica- 
tions. It  Is  necessary  for  the  promotion  of 
the  public  welfare,  convenience,  and  neces- 
sity of  the  residents  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  establish  daylight-saving  time, 
then  the  Board  of  Commissioners  may  estab- 
lish daylight-saving  time  in  the  District  dur- 
ing such  year  for  a  period  commencing  not 
earlier  than  the  last  Sunday  of  April  and 
ending  not  later  than  the  last  Sunday  of 
September. 

Since  1947,  legislation  has  been  enacted 
each  year  to  give  daylight-saving  time  to 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Enactment  of 
this  bill  would  obviate  the  necessity  for  leg- 
islating from  year  to  year  on  the  subject. 
The  provisions  of  this  bill  are  not  mandatory, 
but  give  the  Board  of  Commissioners  neces- 
sary permission. 

The  bill  was  favorably  reported  by  a  unan- 
imous vote  of  the  committee. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business,  to  consider  only  the  new 
reports  among  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bttt- 
LER  of  Maryland  in  the  chair)  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
several  nominations,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  committee  reports,  the  clerk  will 


proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar,  beginning  with  the  new  re- 
ports. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN 
SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  John  M.  Allison,  of  Nebraska, 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Japan. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legLslative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  William  Howard  Taft  III,  of 
Connecticut,  to  be  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  Ireland. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  speak  for  a  few  minutes, 
to  make  brief  remarks  regarding  the  two 
nominations  which  the  Senate  has  Just 
confirmed. 

First,  I  wish  to  address  myself  to  the 
nomination  of  John  M.  Allison,  of  Ne- 
braska, to  be  our  Ambas-sador  to  Japan. 
It  was  my  pleasure  to  work  very  closely 
with  Mr.  Allison  during  the  time  when 
he  was  special  assistant  to  Mr.  Dulles, 
in  formulating  and  preparing  for  sign- 
ing the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty,  and 
throughout  the  negotiations  leading  up 
to  that  treaty,  and  subsequently  when 
he  was  in  charge  of  the  far-eastern  desk 
at  the  State  Department.  I  believe  we 
have  no  more  able  representative,  and  I 
believe  he  will  give  us  most  excelent  rep- 
resentation in  Japan. 

With  reference  to  the  next  nomina- 
tion. Mr.  President,  namely  that  of  Wil- 
liam Howard  Taft  III.  of  Connecticut,  let 
me  say  this  will  be  his  first  service  in 
representing  the  United  States  In  an 
ambassadorial  capacity.  He  is  a  young 
man,  whose  name,  of  course,  is  recog- 
nized immediately  by  every  Senator,  for 
William  Howard  Taft  III  is  the  grand- 
son of  a  very  distinguished  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  is  the  son  of  our 
highly  esteemed  and  most  able  major- 
ity leader,  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

Mr.  Taft  appeared  yesterday  before 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  I 
wish  to  say  that  he  made  one  of  the  most 
favorable  impressions  that  any  person 
has  ever  made  in  an  appearance  before 
that  committee.  He  gave  us  a  brief 
sketch  of  his  ideas  regarding  what  his 
duties  as  Ambassador  should  be.  The 
understanding  of  Ireland  that  he  dis- 
played in  the  comments  he  made  before 
our  committee  was  outstanding,  and  cer- 
tainly made  a  fine  impression  upon  every 
member  of  the  committee  who  had  the 
pleasure  of  hearing  him. 

He  has  spent  considerable  time  In  Ire- 
land :  he  was  there,  I  believe,  for  approxi- 
mately 2  or  3  years  in  connection  with 
the  ECA.  He  did  a  splendid  job  there, 
and  endeared  himself  to  the  Irish  peo- 
ple; and  I  believe  he  did  a  great  deal  of 
good  for  the  United  States  while  he  was 
serving  there. 

I  look  forward  to  his  administration 
as  our  Ambassador  to  Ireland  with  a 
great  deal  of  pleasurable  anticipation, 
and  I  believe  we  shall  find  that  we  are 
most  ably  represented  there. 
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I  wanted  to  take  these  few  minutes 
to  make  this  brief  statement  about  the 
two  distinguished  new  Ambassadors. 


NOMINATION  OF  JOHN  M.  ALLISON 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  subsequently 
.said :  Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  a  few 
minutes  ago,  when  the  nomination  of 
Juhn  M.  Allison  to  be  Ambassador  to 
Japan,  was  under  consideration,  I  was 
out  of  the  Chamber  answering  a  tele- 
phone calL  I  had  been  asked  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley  1.  who  is 
presently  detained  elsewhere  in  the  Capi- 
tol, to  place  in  the  Record  a  statement 
which  he  had  prepared  in  coruiection 
with  Mr.  Allison's  qualifications.  There- 
fore. I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin may  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
mrnt  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

gTATEMFNT  BT  SeNaTOR  WILET  ON  THI  NOMI- 
NATION or  Mm.  John  M.  Allison  To  Bk 
Unitko  Btatks  Amkassaoox  to  Japan 
On  behalf  of  the  Foreign  Bclatlons  Com- 
mitlee.  I  am  pleased  to  present  to  the  Senate 
for  its  approval  the  nomination  of  Mr.  John 
M.  Allison  to  be  United  States  Ambassador 
to  Japan.  Par  from  being  a  stranger  to  us, 
Mr.  Alllaon  Is  well  kjiown  in  Washington. 
This  body  conflrmed  him  last  year  as  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  SUte  in  charge  of  Far 
Eastern  Affairs,  and  before  that  he  served 
as  deputy  to  the  present  Secretary  of  State, 
who  was  at  that  time  In  charge  of  negotia- 
tions with  Vespect  to  the  Japanese  Peace 
Treaty.  In  both  these  important  and  chal- 
lenging posts,  Mr.  Allison  served  with  dis- 
tlnctiun  and  abUlty.  and  the  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  grew  to  know 
htm  and  respe<rt  him.  On  several  occasions 
he  met  with  the  committee  for  the  purpose 
of  consulting  on  problems  in  the  Far  East. 
In  addition,  he  was  a  frequent  visitor  to  the 
subcommittee  on  Par  Eastern  Ailalrs  of  our 
committee. 

Mr.  Allison  Is  a  career  FVDrelgn  Service  offi- 
cer with  a  rich  and  varied  background  for  the 
American  ambassadorship  to  Japan.  He  has 
spent  many  years  in  both  China  and  Japan, 
as  well  as  a  toxir  of  duty  at  our  Embassy  In 
London.  Having  served  under  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  the  matter  of  a  peace  settlement 
with  Japan,  with  the  personal  rank  of  Min- 
ister, and  having  worked  closely  with  Secre- 
tary Dulles  as  his  deputy,  Mr.  Allison  Is  well 
acquainted  with  the  Secretary's  views  on  our 
policy  Tls-ik-Tls  Japen.  For  thU  reason.  It  is 
my  feeling  that  he  Is  peculiarly  well  qualified 
to  represent  the  United  States  at  Tokyo,  and 
to  carry  out  the  instructions  of  the  admin- 
istration in  its  relations  «lth  Japan. 

Inasmuch  as  he  Is  a  legal  resident  of  Lin- 
coln, Nebr.,  Mr.  Allison  ■was  presented  to  the 
committee  day  before  yesterday  by  Senator 
Griswold.  The  able  Senator  from  Nebraska 
not  only  knows  Mr.  Allison,  but  has  had  a 
long  friendship  with  his  famUy,  and  he  spoke 
of  him  with  warmth  and  admiration.  Com- 
mittee members  were  very  favorably  im- 
pressed with  Mr.  Allison's  scholarly  yet  prac- 
tical response  to  their  Inquiries  about  the 
current  situation  In  Japan  and  what  his 
hopes  and  Intentions  are  with  respect  to  his 
new  duties.  He  has  a  thorough  grasp  of  the 
difBcult  problems  confronting  us  and  the 
rest  of  the  free  world  there,  and  It  Ls  my  con- 
viction that  the  country  will  have  every 
right  to  be  proud  of  his  performance  aa 
United  States  Ambassador  to  Japan. 

Mr.  President.  I  trvust  that  the  Senate  will 
act  without  delay  in  approving  this  nomi- 
nation. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  should  also  like  to  add  my  strong 
endorsement  of  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Allison.  I  know  him  very  well.  I  was 
with  him  In  the  Far  East,  and  was 
acquainted  with  him  during  the  time  he 
was  head  of  the  Par  Eastern  Division  of 
the  State  Department.  I  consider  Mr. 
Allison  to  be  a  man  who  is  eminently 
qualified  for  the  important  post  to  which 
he  has  been  named. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  TREASURY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  nominations  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Ray  M.  Gidney  to  be  Comptrol- 
ler of  the  Currency,  vice  Preston  Delano, 
resigned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DEPARTMENT   OF  THE    AIR  FORCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  Roger  Lewis  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  before 
this  nomination  is  confirmed,  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  a  brief  statement  in 
the  Record  as  to  the  qualifications  of 
the  nominee.  I  shall  vote  to  confirm  the 
nomination,  but  certain  pertinent  facts, 
for  possible  future  reference,  ought  to  be 
in  the  Record. 

John  Roger  Lewis,  nominated  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  is 
a  man  41  years  old.  From  1934  to  1947 
he  was  employed  by  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corp.  He  worked  the  fields  of  produc- 
tion, material  control,  purchasing,  and 
sales;  also,  during  World  War  n,  he 
sup)ervised  purchasing  for  Lockheed 
Overseas  Corp.,  which  operated  bases  for 
our  Air  Force  in  England.  From  1945 
to  1947  he  was  assistant  general  sales 
manager  of  Lockheed.  From  1947  to 
1950  he  was  sales  manager  and  vice 
president  of  Canadian,  Ltd.,  Montreal. 
Prom  May  1950  to  the  present  time  he 
has  been  director  of  sales  of  the  Curtiss- 
Wright  Corp.,  and  he  is  now  a  vice  presi- 
dent of  that  organization. 

The  problem  of  stocks  arose  in  con- 
nection with  this  nomination,  as  a  simi- 
lar problem  arose  in  other  cases  of  ap- 
pointments  to   the  Defense   Establish- 
ment.    The    matter   has   now    become 
somewhat  regularized  because  of  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  very  effective  re- 
sults of  earlier  debates  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  in  connection  with  nomina- 
tions to  high  defense  posts.    I  speak  of 
a  regularization  which,  in  my  judgment, 
would  not  have  taken  place  in  the  early 
days  of  this  session  of  the  Congress  had 
there  not  been  a  few  of  us  in  the  Senate 
who  took  the  position  that  the  public 
interest  was  vitally  concerned  with  the 
financial   holdings   and   past   financial 
connections  of  persons  appointed  to  high 
positions  in  the  Defense  Establishment. 
As  one  who  participated  in  those  early 
debates  on  that  subject  matter.  I  am 
proud  of  it;  and  I  am  proud,  as  we  come 
to  consider  this  nomination  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  to  note  that  it  has 


been  submitted  to  the  regularizing  proc- 
ess which  I  think  should  have  been  taken 
for  granted  at  the  very  beginning  of  this 
session  of  the  Congress. 

So  Mr.  Lewis  has  agreed  to  sell  his 
1,500  shares  of  Curtiss- Wright  Corp.  and 
his  100  shares  of  Phillips  Petroleum, 
which,  of  coiu'se,  he  should  do — because 
of  what?  Because  of  the  fourth  crite- 
rion I  have  mentioned  so  frequently  in 
debates  on  the  confirmation  of  nomina- 
tions, a  criterion  which  must  be  met  if 
we  are  to  keep  faith  with  proper  prac- 
tice and  procedure  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

I  pause  to  comment  on  the  fourth  cri- 
terion, Mr.  President,  because  of  a  state- 
ment by  an  editor  in  my  State.  He  is  a 
distinguished  editor,  a  close  personal 
friend,  and  I  have  great  respect  for  him. 
but  when  questions  of  public  policy  are 
involved  friendship  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  position  which  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  takes  on  an  issue. 

It  was  back  in  1945  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  made  the  research 
study  he  has  used  ever  since  in  all  the 
debates  and  fights  on  the  confirmation 
of  nominations.  That  research  study 
went  into  "every  fight  on  the  confirma- 
tion of  a  Cabinet  nomination  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  countar.  Out  of  that  re- 
search study  I  stated  to  the  Senate  in 
1945  what  has  never  been  successfully 
contradicted  since — and  it  cannot  be, 
Mr.  President — that  over  our  history 
four  major  criteria  have  been  followed 
by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  in 
giving  advice  and  consent  to  nomina- 
tions by  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  and  one  of  the  four  has  always 
been  the  criterion  of  self-interest  the 
nominee  might  have  in  the  job. 

So  when  the  distinguished  editor  of 
my  State,  to  whom  I  have  referred,  the 
editor  of  the  Oregon  Statesman,  Mr. 
Sprague,  wrote  the  editorial  I  have  in 
mind,  he  apparently  relied  on  the  wire 
services  for  his  information — which  is  a 
pretty  risky  thing  for  an  editor  who  is 
seeking  the  facts  to  do.  Editors  who  are 
seeking  the  facts  ought  to  do  their  own 
book  work  and  get  the  facts  out  of  the 
Congressional  Record,  and  not  assume 
that  they  are  getting  them  correctly 
when  they  read  a  wire-service  ticker. 
So  he  wrote  his  editorial  on  the  falla- 
cious premise  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  inconsistent  when  in  1945 
he  voted  for  the  confirmation  of  Henry 
Wallace  to  be  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
and  when  in  1953  he  voted  against  the 
confirmation  of  Charles  Wilson  to  be 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

Of  course,  if  Sprague  had  done  his 
paper  work  and  his  book  work,  and 
wanted  to  write  on  the  subject  at  all,  the 
editorial  he  would  have  had  to  write,  had 
he  wanted  to  square  it  with  the  facts, 
would  have  been  an  editorial  showing 
complete  consistency  between  the  vote 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  on 
the  nomination  of  Henry  Wallace  in 
1945.  and  his  vote  against  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  Wilson  in  1953.  Why? 
Because,  had  Sprague  taken  the  time  to 
study  the  Record,  he  would  have  found 
that  in  1945  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  checked  the  Wallace  appoint- 
ment against  four  criteria,  the  first  of 
which  is  character.  No  one  in  1945,  or 
in  my  judgment,  since,  has  been  able  on 
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the  facts  successfully  to  reflect  on  the 
character  of  Henry  Wallace.  As  I  said  in 
1945,  it  was  not  the  appointment  I  would 
have  made,  but  I  would  not  have  made  it 
on  the  basis  of  matters  of  policy,  not 
character.  As  I  said  then,  however, 
and  as  I  have  said  many  times  since,  we 
have  no  right  to  insist  that  a  President 
apFKjint  somebody  whom  we  would  ap- 
point. We  have  only  the  duty  in  giving 
advice  and  consent,  to  find  out  whether 
the  nominee  meets  the  criteria  the  Sen- 
ate has  always  applied.  So,  in  1945, 
Henry  Wallace  met  the  criterion  of 
character. 

Criterion  No.  2  Is  loyalty  to  our  sys- 
tem of  government.  No  one  questioned 
the  loyalty  of  Mr.  Wallace  in  1945,  re- 
gardless of  what  might  be  thought  in 
this  day  of  prejudice,  and  in  fairness  to 
Wallace  let  me  say  I  would  not  question 
it  now.  I  think  he  exercised  exceedingly 
bad  judgment  in  listening  to  some  ex- 
tremely poor  advice  in  1948,  and  in  per- 
mitting himself  to  be  the  tool  of  certain 
interests  in  this  country,  the  member- 
ship of  which  interests  in  some  instances 
I  did  not  think  could  meet  a  test  of 
loyalty;  but  I  have  never  questioned 
Wallace's  loyalty,  either  then  or  since. 

The  third  criterion,  let  me  repeat  for 
Mr.  Sprague's  benefit,  is  the  criterion  of 
competency  to  carry  out  the  President's 
policies.  No  one  in  1945  questioned 
Wallace's  competency  to  carry  out  the 
President's  policies,  though  many  of  us 
questioned  the  President's  policies.  That 
is  why  many  of  us  took  the  position  that 
we  thought  it  too  bad  that  someone  else 
had  not  been  appointed ;  but  there  was 
no  question  of  the  particular  nominee's 
meeting  the  test  of  competency. 

The  foxirth  criterion  I  want  to  refer 
to  in  connection  with  the  nomination 
now  pending  before  the  Senate  and  re- 
late it  also  to  the  Wallace  nomination 
and  the  Wilson  nomination.  The  fourth 
one  is  the  criterion  of  freedom  from  self- 
interest  in  the  appointment.  In  the 
history  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
when  this  body  has  found  that  the 
freedom-from-self-interest  criterion  has 
been  violated,  then  a  fight  has  occurred 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  over  the  nomi- 
nation. I  think  in  most  such  instances 
the  nomination  has  been  rejected.  I 
may  say  that  in  1945  no  one  raised  the 
question  as  to  Wallace  having  any  self- 
interest  in  the  job  of  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce. So  I  checked  him  against  the 
four  criteria,  and  announced  then  that, 
irrespective  of  the  jwlitics  involved,  I 
was  going  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
his  nomination. 

In  1953,  with  reference  to  Mr.  Wil- 
son. I  believed  that  he  was  not  qualified 
under  the  fourth  criterion,  and  I  am 
still  of  the  same  opinion.  I  pointed  out 
that,  in  my  judgment,  anyone  who  as 
president  of  General  Motors  had  helped 
negotiate,  in  round  figures,  $5  billion 
worth  of  contracts  with  the  very  De- 
partment he  was  called  upon  to  admin- 
ister did  not  meet  the  test  of  the  cri- 
terion of  freedom  from  self-interest  in 
the  job.  I  voted  against  his  confirma- 
tion, and  I  am  glad  I  did.  because  I  am 
satisfied  that  I  kept  faith  with  the 
four  criteria  which  have  been  applied 
throughout  our  history,  just  as  I  kept 
faith  with  them  when  I  voted  for  the 


confirmation    of     the     nomination    of 
Mr.  Wallace. 

That.  Mr.  President,  leads  me  to  con- 
clude my  remarks  on  this  nomination 
by  saying  that  we  have  now  so  regu- 
larized the  procedure,  as  a  result  of  the 
debates  in  this  session  of  the  Congress, 
that  we  are  now  given  assurance  by  the 
committee  that  the  nominee  is  going  to 
sell  his  stock,  the  retention  of  which 
might  make  it  impossible  for  him  to 
meet  the  criterion  of  freedom  from  self- 
interest. 

The  committee  tells  us — and  all  I  have 
to  go  on  is  the  report  of  the  committee, 
which  I  accept — that  he  owns  no  other 
stock  that  is  pertinent  to  the  position. 
The  committee  tells  us  that  he  will  re- 
sign from  Curtiss-Wright  and  will  re- 
ceive bonuses  earned  for  1951  and  1952. 
The  record  of  the  committee  does  not 
show  the  amounts  of  tho.se  bonu.ses. 

That  dififers  slightly  from  the  Wibon 
case,  in  that  in  the  Wilson  ca.se  Mr.  Wil- 
son was  to  receive  a  cash  settlement  for 
past  bonuses.  In  this  instance  there  is 
an  arrangement  whereby  the  nominee 
will  receive  separation  payment  of  6 
months'  salary  and  annual  payments  of 
bonuses  earned  in  1950.  1951.  and  1952. 
So.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  other 
safeguards  which  have  been  developed 
as  a  result  of  the  debate  in  the  Senate 
this  year,  in  connection  with  under- 
standings and  arrangements  which  have 
been  entered  into  between  the  commit- 
tee and  the  Defense  Department,  this 
nomination  is  in  proper  form,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  vote  for  its  confirmation. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  full  well  that, 
so  far  as  my  colleagues  are  concerned,  it 
is  boresome  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  reiterate  from  time  to  time 
his  position  on  various  i.ssues.  but  in 
these  trying  times  I  do  not  know  of  any 
other  Member  of  the  Senate  who  is  be- 
ing subjected  to  the  type  of  malicious 
misrepresentation  by  the  pre.ss  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  extent  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  is.  So  long  as  that  condition  ex- 
ists, I  want  to  say  to  my  colleagues  that 
I  intend  from  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to 
speak  to  the  people  of  America  as  I 
have  spoken  on  this  i.ssue  today,  and  as 
I  shall  speak  at  some  length  later  this 
afternoon  when  I  give  my  weekly  re- 
port on  the  committee  work  of  the  In- 
dependent Party.  Tomorrow  being 
Good  Friday  and  the  Senate  not  being 
in  sessio-",  I  would  not  think  of  fore- 
going my  duty  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to  present  to  the 
p>eople  of  America  my  weekly  report  on 
behalf  of  the  Independent  Party. 

I  desire  to  say  to  the  several  hundred 
persons  who  have  written  to  me  since 
my  report  last  week  that  I  deeply  appre- 
ciate their  expressions  of  confidence.  It 
is  rather  gratifying.  Mr.  President,  that 
I  am  receiving  increasing  evidence  of  the 
interest  of  the  people  throughout  the 
country  in  the  issues  I  raise  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate;  and  I  would  be  less  than 
honest  if  I  did  not  say,  also,  that  some 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate,  return- 
ing from  their  bailiwicks,  have  been  kind 
enough  to  come  to  me  and  say,  "Wayne, 
I  am  surprised.  We  hear  more  about 
your  work  back  home  by  way  of  your 
weekly  reports  to  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try than  we  realized  could  be  possible 
while  we  were  in  Washington." 


I  think  that  interest  is  going  to  grow, 
Mr.  President,  because  I  shall  continue 
from  this  desk,  each  week,  to  talk  to  the 
people  of  the  country  in  terms  of  the 
facts  and  i.ssues  as  I  see  them,  which,  in 
my  judgment,  will  not  be  properly  pre- 
sented to  the  American  people  through 
other  media. 

I  conclude.  Mr.  President,  by  saying 
that  in  my  discussion  this  afternoon,  one 
of  the  topics  I  shall  discuss  is  the  peo- 
ple's interest  in  a  political  "hands  off" 
policy  and  program  in  the  case  of  great 
departments  of  this  Government  which 
for  years  have  demonstrated  a  non- 
partisanship  in  protecting  public  health 
and  safety  and  protecting  the  public 
interest — such,  for  example,  as  the  Bu- 
reau of  Standards,  whose  governmental 
scientific  tests  should  be  free  of  political 
pressure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
que.stion  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  John  Roger 
Lewis,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  the  Air  Force? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 


EXPORT-IMPORT    BANK    OF 
W.^SHINGTON 

Tlie  leui.slative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Glen  E  Edgerton.  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


CIVIL    AERONAUTICS    BOARD 

C  llAN    Cl'RNET 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Chan  Gurney.  of  South  Dakota, 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr  President.  I  do  not 
want  thi.s  occasion  to  pa.ss  without 
my  savins  a  word  in  favor  of  the  public 
.■service  of  Chan  Gurney.  He  and  I  came 
to  the  Senate  in  1939.  He  was  an  out- 
standing Member  of  this  body  for  12 
years.  He  has  been  for  3  year.s  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and 
has  done  mairnificent  work  thf^re.  I 
wish  to  commend  the  President  for  the 
renomination  of  Mr.  Gurney.  and  I  ex- 
press the  hope  that  his  nomination  will 
be  unanimously  and  enthusiastically 
confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  not  like  this  occasion  to  pass  With- 
out also  concurring  on  the  Record,  on  be- 
half of  all  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  who  had  the  pleasure  of  serving 
with  former  Senator  Gurney,  in  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  distingui.-^hed 
majority  leader  with  reference  to  him. 
I  personally  should  like  to  be  associrited 
with  the  remarks  of  the  di.stinguished 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President 
as  one  who  sat  beside  former  Senator 
Gurney  for  4  years  on  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  and  worked  under  him  as 
chairman.  I  .should  like  to  join  in  the 
sentiments  expressed  regarding  him.  I 
entirely  agree  with  what  the  majority 
leader  has  said  about  former  Senator 
Gurney,  and  I  should  like  to  associate 
myself  with  his  remarks. 
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Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
use  the  vernacular  and  say,  "Me,  too." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advi.se  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Chan  Gur- 
i,ty.  of  South  Dakota,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

HARMAR  D.   DENNY   JR. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harmar  D.  Denny.  Jr.,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, to  be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  C.  Doerfer,  of  Wisconsin, 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Commu- 
nications Commission. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Samuel  Spencer,  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  a  Commissioner  of  tlae 
District  of  Columbia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  President  be  notified  of  all  nomina- 
tions confirmed  this  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


LEGLSLATTVE  SESSION 

Mr  TAPT.  Mr  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  resume  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  WilliamsI 
be  permitted  to  speak  at  this  time,  but 
not  beyond  the  hour  of  2  o'clock,  at 
which  time  consideration  of  the  unfin- 
ished business  is  to  be  resumed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  is  recognized. 


NATIONAL  SECURITY 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to 
me  for  a  brief  matter? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.   I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  a  letter  dated  March  23, 1953, 
written  by  me,  as  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  also  the 
reply  of  the  President,  dated  March  30, 
1953.  in  relation  to  national  security. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

as  follows: 

Makcb  23,  1953. 
The  President, 

Ttie  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  In  common  with 
other  members  of  my  committee  and  of  the 
Senate,  1  am  deeply  preoccupied  aa  to 
whether  the  increased  defense  program 
undertaken  by  the  country  since  the  onset 
of  the  Korean  emergency  has  been  reflected 
in  actual  improvements  in  our  national  se- 
curity, and  whether  the  resulting  situation 
is  within  acceptable  limits. 

Recent  statements  and  speeches  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  elsewhere  indi- 
cate that  there  is  concern,  either  that  our 
defense  program  Is  inadequate,  or  that  it  has 
not  been  pushed  vigorously  enough,  or  that 
it  is  poorly  oriented.  I  do  not  feel  that  the 
situation  has  deteriorated  during  the  past 
few  months  to  a  decree  which  calls  for  some 
special  apprehension  not  previously  war- 
ranted, but  I  do  most  clearly  recognize  the 
need  for  vigorous  and  continuing  evalua- 
tion and  surveillance  on  the  part  of  the  Con- 
gress of  all  phases  of  our  defense  effort  to 
the  end  that  faulty  procedures,  loose  think- 
ing, and  unrealistic  planning  are  summarily 
eliminated. 

As  President  and  Commander  In  Chief  you 
are  equally  preoccupied  with  these  and 
other  aspects  of  the  Nation's  program  for 
national  security,  as  is  show^n  by  the  fact 
that  In  the  relatively  short  time  since  you 
as-^umed  your  present  duties  you  have  moved 
promptly  to  deal  not  only  with  immediate 
problems  but  with  the  formulation  of  future 
plana  as  well. 

I  am  certain  that  my  coUeagTies  feel,  as  I 
do,  that  the  committee  should  not  proceed 
on  a  unilateral  basis  with  action  which 
would  tend,  during  this  critical  period  of 
transition,  to  distract  you  and  those  as- 
sociated with  you  from  duties  of  vital  im- 
portance and  immediacy  In  these  fields,  and 
in  effect  thereby  retard  rather  than  ac- 
celerate the  progress  which  you  have  al- 
ready made. 

I  would  respectfully  urge,  however,  that 
you  make  available  to  my  committee  at  an 
appropriate  time  the  estimate  which  you 
have  formulated  ooncerning  the  state  of  our 
Nation's  military  aecurity  and  the  changes 
and  adju.stments  which  you  feel  should  be 
made  In  present  programs  and  procedures 
related  thereto.  With  such  Information  at 
our  disposal,  I  feel  that  the  Congress  will  be 
In  the  most  advantageous  position  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  exercise  of  Its  own  responsibili- 
ties toward  thla  common  objective — the  se- 
curity of  our  people  and  tlie  protecting  of 
our  way  of  life. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Leveextt  Saltonstai-L, 

Chainnan. 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  30,  1953. 
Hon.   Levkrett  Saltonstall, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mz.  Chairman  :  I  am  glad  to  have  your 
letter  of  the  23d.  I  clearly  appreciate  the 
sense  of  serious  responsibility  which  prompts 
you,  as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  to  write  to  me. 

It  Is  accurate  for  me  to  say  that  the  prob- 
lems of  the  Nation's  security  have  been  my 
paramount  concern  during  the  first  2  months 
of  this  administration. 

One  of  my  early  concerns  was  to  devise 
means  to  improve  and  strengthen  the  opera- 
tions of  the  National  Security  Council.  Last 
week  I  approved  recommendations  which  I 
believe  will,  when  carried  out,  greatly 
strengthen  the  Coxmcil  and  enable  It  to  act 
more  effectively  in  matters  contemplated  by 
the  National  Security  Act. 


Since  my  Inauguration,  the  Council  has 
worked  steadily  and  intensively.  One  to 
two  meetings  per  week  are  the  rule;  this 
week,  two  meetings  are  scheduled,  ooe  run- 
ning from  9:30  in  the  morning  throughout 
the  day.  You  will  see  from  this  schedule 
that  we  are  devoting  concentrated  attention 
to  security  questions. 

In  addition  to  studying  the  status  of  the 
Nation's  security  program  as  reported  at  the 
end  of  1952,  the  Council  has  been  appraising 
the  cost  of  the  security  programs,  the  impact 
of  that  cost  on  the  Nation's  economy,  and 
the  value  obtained  for  the  money  expended. 
In  terms  of  the  current  year  and  of  subse- 
quent years.  The  far-reaching  ramifications 
of  these  considerations  can  be  readily 
imagined.  To  bring  a  fresh  point  of  view  to 
the  Council  deliberations,  we  have  asked 
seven  civilian  leaders  from  different  parts  ol 
the  country  and  engaged  in  varying  enter- 
prises to  come  to  Washington  and  Informally 
and  Individually  counsel  with  us.  This  pro- 
cedure Is  proving  helpful,  because  the  time 
of  these  men  is  not  burdened  with  govern- 
mental administration.  . 

Because  so  much  is  Involved  in  this  inten- 
sive work,  I  cannot  venture  now  safely  to 
predict  a  date  on  which  we  will  arrive  at 
firm  determinations.  Obviously,  we  must 
"generally  set  our  budget  sights  during  the 
ensuing  weeks  for  fiscal  year  1964.  In  so  do- 
ing, we  must  evaluate  clearly  Just  what  cal- 
culated risks  have  heretofore  been  taken, 
whether  or  not  the  decisions  which  have 
been  reached  in  respect  to  them  have  been 
soundly  based,  and  whether  or  not  funda- 
mental changes  of  an  organizational  or  other 
nature  are  necessary  In  order  to  Increase  the 
efficiency  of  our  security  effort.  Of  course, 
this  requires  a  careful  and  accurate  analysis 
of  the  adequacy  and  orientation  of  our  pres- 
ent defense  program  In  all  Its  aspects.  You 
are  also  aware  of  the  study  now  In  progress 
In  the  Defense  Department  on  the  organiza- 
tional phases  of  the  problem  affecting  that 
Department. 

I  think  It  is  of  the  highest  Importance 
to  the  Nation  that  the  legislative  and  execu- 
tive branches  work  closely  together  In  this 
effort.  Therefore,  I  am  encouraged  by  your 
statement  that  you  do  not  desire  to  move 
unilaterally  Into  this  delicate  field  at  this 
time,  while  this  process  of  reexamination 
and  reanalysis  Is  stUl  In  progress.  I  hope 
your  coUeagues  hold  the  same  point  of  view. 
I  know  that  you  shared  my  feeling  that  the 
meeting  at  the  White  House  with  congres- 
sional leaders  In  the  latter  part  of  February, 
when  we  undertook  to  outline  security  mat- 
ters then  before  us,  was  a  useful  step  In  the 
right  direction. 

I  repeat  that  the  determination  of  the 
Congress  to  see  that  the  national  security 
effort  be  sovmdly  conceived  and  efficiently 
administered  is  shared  by  the  executive 
branch.  This  determination  in  the  executive 
branch  will  not  abate.  My  own  decisions 
on  the  subject,  which  will  be  made  known 
to  yo\ir  committee  as  soon  as  possible,  will 
be  reached  solely  on  the  basis  ot  what  I  be- 
lieve to  be  the  best  Interests  of  the  NaUon. 

Thank  you  again  for  your  thoughtri  ob- 
servations on  this  important  matter. 
Sincerely. 

DWIGHT  D.  E^ISEKHOMrXft. 


COMPETITIVE  EXAMINATIONS  FOR 
COLLECTORS  OP  INTERNAL  REV- 
ENUE AND  OTHER  TREASURY 
OFFICIALS 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  on 
March  13,  1952,  Congress  adopted  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1,  the  purpose  of 
which  was  to  give  the  collectors  of  in- 
ternal revenue  and  certain  other  top 
Treasury  officials  civil-service  security 
and  thereby  remove  them  from  the  in- 
fluence   of    political    patronage.    This 
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plan  was  sold  to  the  Congress  and  the 
country  on  the  basis  that  this  action 
would  eliminate  some  of  the  mismanage- 
ment, •  incompetence,  and  favoritism 
which  at  that  time  were  being  exposed 
as  existing  in  that  agency. 

The  administration  promised  under 
this  proposal  open  competitive  examina- 
tions would  be  held  and  the  appointees 
selected  from  the  top  three  eligibles  on 
the  basis  of  their  qualifications  and  not 
upon  their  political  support. 

Long  before  this  plan  had  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  President  I  advocated  that 
this  procedure  be  followed  by  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  and  I  therefore  became 
an  early  supporter  of  Reorganisation 
Plan  No.  1. 

During  the  ensuing  months  nothing 
has  happened  that  would  change  my 
opinion  that  a'l  these  collectors,  or  di- 
rectors as  they  are  now  called,  should 
be  under  civil  service. 

However,  as  one  who  supported  this 
reorganization  plan  and  as  one  v.'ho  still 
believes  in  the  principles  under  which 
it  was  adopted,  I  feel  obliged  to  report 
that  after  a  careful  examination  I  have 
decided  that  as  far  as  removing  politics 
from  the  Bureau,  or  from  the  standpoint 
of  greater  efBciency  was  concerned,  it 
was  a  dismal  failure. 

This  failure  is  directly  attributable  to 
the  arbitrary  manner  in  which  the  ad- 
ministration ofBcials  responsible  for  put- 
ting the  program  into  operation  in  many 
instances  not  only  deliberately  ignored 
the  intent  of  Congress  but  also  violated 
their  expressed  promise  that  these  ap- 
pointments would,  following  competitive 
examinations,  be  selected  solely  on  the 
basis  of  their  qualifications. 

I  fully  recognize  that  under  civil -serv- 
ice rules  and  regulations  these  positions 
could  have  been  filled  either  on  a  com- 
petitive or  on  a  noncompetitive  basis; 
however,  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  Mr.  Dunlap;  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  Mr.  Snyder;  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, Mr.  Ramspeck;  were  all  quoted  as 
having  promised  in  their  testimony  be- 
fore the  congressional  committees  on  be- 
half of  this  reorganization  program  that 
if  the  plan  were  adopted  they  would  call 
for  open  competitive  examinations  and 
make  their  selections  from  the  list  of 
eligibles. 

I  quote  the  exact  language  of  the  Hon- 
orable Robert  Ramspeck.  Chairman  of 
the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, under  date  of  January  31,  1952, 
when  testifying  before  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations: 

When  the  new  Jobs  have  been  classified 
and  the  examino.tion  requirements  set.  open 
competitive  examinations  will  be  announced 
for  the  district  commissioner  Jobs  and  any 
other  key  positions  that  are  to  be  filled — I 
believe  a  total  of  about  90. 

Also,  the  legislative  background,  as 
evidenced  by  the  statements  appearing 
in  the  Congressional  Record,  clearly 
show  that  it  was  the  understanding  of 
the  Senate  that  competitive  examina- 
tions were  going  to  be  held.  I  quote  a 
statement  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota (Mr.  HtJMPHREY],  who  led  the  fight 
on  behalf  of  the  administration  for  the 
adoption  of  this  plan.    The  colloquy  ap- 


pears In  the  CoNGRE-ssioNAL  Record, 
volume  98,  part  2,  page  2254. 

Mr.  Humphrey.  I  think  we  should  keep  the 
record  straight.  I  believe  there  is  nuililng 
In  the  reorganisation  plan  whi:h  sets  up  a 
merit  system.  The  Senator  is  correct  v.hon 
he  says  there  Is  nothing  within  the  p;!iu 
which  says  "under  competitive  ex;  mlnation. ' 
However.  I  remind  the  Senator  that  In  the 
Classified  Civil  Service  Act  there  are  provi- 
sions for  competitive  civll-Eorvice  examina- 
tions, as  well  as  noncompetitive. 

Mr.  MiLLiKiN.  That  Is  correct. 

T  may  say  that  this  collcriiy  between 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  i  Mr.  Milli- 
KiNl  and  the  Senator  ficm  Minnesota 
LMr.  Humphrey!  was  as  to  the  procedure 
which  would  be  followed  if  this  plan 
were  adcptcd. 

I  resume  the  quot:ition: 

Mr.  HuMPHRFY.  I  remind  the  Senator  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Commls- 
sion,  the  SecrctiTy  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  three  top 
officers  of  th?  Government,  have  testified 
before  a  committee  of  the  Congress,  have 
placed  their  repiitati^jiis  before  the  people  of 
this  Nation,  and  have  placed  their  whi  Ic  pro- 
fessional standing  before  the  entire  Ameri- 
can public  on  the  basis  that  there  would  be 
competitive  e.Kaminations  lor  the  posiliuiis 
we  are  discussing. 

From  this  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  who  was  a  member  of 
the  Senate  committee  before  which  these 
three  administration  representatives  tes- 
tified, it  is  very  clear  that  there  was 
a  definite  understandinc;  a.s  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  these  positions  were  going 
to  be  filled. 

I  shall  now  proceed  to  document  how 
these  same  three  official.s — the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  Snyder,  the  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue,  Mr.  Dun- 
lap:  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission.  Mr.  Ramspeck — violated 
their  promise. 

There  were  25  district  commissioners 
of  internal  revenue  authorized  under 
the  plan;  17  have  been  selected,  and  in 
every  in.stance  the  men  were  selected  for 
these  Treasury  po.sts  without  competi- 
tive examinations. 

Of  these  17.  while  15  had  obtained 
their  original  civil-.service  .statu.s  throui^h 
competitive  examination,  two.  namely 
Stewart  Berkshire  and  John  B,  Dunlap. 
had  received  their  original  status  in  1942 
and  1945.  respectively,  under  the  Ram.s- 
peck  Act  and  Executive  Order  No.  8743. 

Of  the  64  Directors  who  have  been  se- 
lected under  this  reorganization  pro- 
posal, competitive  examinations  were 
held  in  only  27  cases.  All  of  the  other 
37  Directors  were  selected  on  a  non- 
competitive basis  by  an  agreement  be- 
tween Secretary  Snyder.  Commi.'-.sioner 
Dunlap.  and  Chairman  Ram.speck — the 
same  three  gentlemen  who.  according,'  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  had  placed 
their  reputations  and  their  whole  pro- 
fe.s.'^ional  standing  before  the  American 
people  on  the  promise  that  there  would 
be  competitive  examinations. 

One  of  the  arguments  advanced  in 
defense  of  the  administrations  using 
noncompetitive  examinations  instead  of 
competitive,  as  promised,  was  that  they 
were  giving  deserved  recognition  to  em- 
ployees who  in  the  past  had  obtained 
their  civil-service  status  through  the 
merit  system.  However.  I  point  out  that 
that  argument  does  not  hold  water,  be- 


cause, just  as  in  the  case  of  the  two  Com- 
missioners, Mr.  Berk.shire  and  Mr.  Dun- 
lap. we  find  that  of  the  C9  Directors  who 
were  solccted  on  a  noncompetitive  basis, 
18  of  thes-".  too,  obtained  their  original 
status  the  easy  way;  that  is.  thty  were 
bl.ii.'-.'^tv.d  in  under  Exrcutive  order. 
Thry  have  never  been  confrontr^d  with 
the  necrssity  cf  runiimg  the  gauntlet  of 
comp.iitue  examinations. 

SELECTION    BOARD 

On  April  9.  3  weeks  after  Con'^rcss 
adopted  the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1, 
Conimi.'Sion.^r  Dunlap  announced  the 
procedure  to  be  used.  I  quote  from  his 
press  release  of  that  date: 

A  k.-y  feature  "f  ihe  pruc^'dure  Is  the  estab- 
1*.  hment  of  a  S  '.eotl.  n  Board  designed  to 
insure  that  all  | Tomotif)ns  of  career  per- 
sonnel to  th»  po-itlons  are  made  strictly  on 
a  merit  ba.sl3.  The  B  lard  will  he  compcsed 
of  an  impartial  group  of  leading  career  offi- 
cials with  broad  experience  In  {xrsonnel 
.selections.  •  •  •  All  names  submitted  will 
be  referred  to  the  Selection  Board,  which, 
after  careful  evaIu:ition  of  the  qualitlcatlous 
of  the  persons  under  ccinslderatn'n,  will  pre- 
pare a  list  of  proposed  candidates  for  con- 
.■^ideration  by  the  Comini.ssioner  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treatury,  ranked  according  to 
.-u  h  order  of  mn.slderation  as  the  quallflca- 
i:   ns  and  record  of  each  candidate  Justify. 

Accordin';ly.  on  April  9.  1952.  the  fol- 
lowing,' persons  were  de.siKnated  as  a 
Selection  Board  to  make  recommenda- 
tions to  the  Commi.s.sioner :  First.  Mr. 
Justin  F.  Winkle,  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner; second.  Mr.  Eduar  E  Hopp?. 
Director.  Inspection  S^vice;  third,  Mr. 
Frank  Lohn.  Chief.  IntelliKcnce  DivLsion; 
fourth,  Mr.  Jame.s  H  Hard.  Director  of 
Personnel,  Treasury  Department;  fifth. 
Mr  William  T.  HefTelfin^er.  assisUant  to 
the  Fiscal  A.ssistant  Secretary. 

A.s  evidence  that  this  Selection  Board 
had  been  promi.sed  a  free  hand.  I  quote 
from  a  letter  si^;ned  by  John  S.  Graham. 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  in  which 
he  explained  the  powers  of  this  group, 
as  follows: 

Neither  former  C' mml.ssloner  Dunlap  nor 
the  Secret. irv  wa.s  an  ex  officio  member  of 
the  Selection  Board  In  fact,  they  had  noth- 
ing wliatsoever  to  do  with  the  Board's  recom- 
meiidarions  Such  recommeiidaticns  were 
pvrpo.sely  designed  to  be  th.e  independent 
and  imp.irtial  actions  of  this  five-man  group, 
b.ised  up<  II  Us  C(>l!ective  Judgment  and 
evaluation  of  tlie  (iualificat ions  and  the  suit- 
ability of  each  caiuildate  which  it  considered. 

To  iTuarantee  impartial  decisions  by 
the  Board,  the  following  policy  wais 
established: 

The  Selection  Board  .shall  not  consider 
any  of  Us  members  for  any  position  of 
district  commi.ssifiner.  assistant  district  com- 
missioner, or  director. 

These  hieh  standards  were  publicly 
announced  by  the  Treasury  Department 
as  a  .urandstand  effort  to  convince  the 
American  people  that  a  thorough  hou.se- 
cleaning  job  was  under  way  and  that 
politics  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  newly  reorganized  Bureau. 

On  April  18.  10  days  following  the 
announcement  of  these  hish  standards, 
the  Treasury  Department  made  the  fol- 
lowing announcement: 

In  view  of  the  tight  time  schedule  ap- 
plicable to  establishing  the  Illinois  and  New 
York  districts,  it  was  necessjiry  to  appoint 
the  district  commissioners  for  those  district* 
and  to  make  recommendations  for  the  fol- 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2683 


lowing  positions  in  Illinois  and  New  York 
City  without  receiving  appllcatlcnB  with 
respect  to  such  positions. 

(a)  Five  directors  of  Internal  Revenue — 
1  in  Chicago.  1  in  Springfield,  and  3  in  New 
York  City  area. 

(b)  Twelve  assistant  district  commis- 
sioners— 6  In  Chicago  and  6  In  the  New  York 
City  area  (administrative;  special  Investiga- 
tions; audit;  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax;  col- 
iections;  and  appellate). 

Therefore  applications  for  such  positions 
should  not  be  submitted. 

This  was  the  beginning  of  the  complete 
surrender  by  the  Selection  Board  cf  their 
responsibilities  to  the  administration 
triumvirate — Secretary  Snyder,  Com- 
mi.s.sioner  Dunlap.  and  Chairman  Ram- 
speck. All  those  positions  were  filled 
without  recognizing  any  of  the  rules  or 
standards  established  at  that  time  for 
filling  such  positions. 

There  were  at  least  11  other  director's 
pcsitions  for  which  the  Selection  Board 
was  not  consulted  or  called  upon  to  make 
recommendations. 

The  first  was  the  selection  of  Mr. 
Stanley  V.  McKenney  as  the  Director  for 
Hawaii.  In  this  instance  the  Board  did 
not  interview  any  candidates  for  that 
position.  Mr.  McKenney  was  selected  as 
the  Director  for  Hawaii  by  Mr.  Stewart 
Berkshire,  who  himself  was  getting  the 
job  of  district  commissioner  for  that 
area  without  competitive  examination. 

STXWAXT    BEKKSHTKX 

Mr.  Berkshire,  who  had  received  his 
position  upon  the  high  recommendation 
of  Secretary  Snyder  and  Commissioner 
Dunlap,  was  the  same  gentleman  whom 
the  Kefauver  crime  subcommittee  had 
criticized  so  severely.  I  quote  the  lan- 
guage of  this  Kefauver  report: 

In  Des  Moines.  Iowa.  Lew  Farrell,  an  al- 
leged Capone  syndicate  hoodlum  with  a  con- 
siderable criminal  record,  who  allegedly  con- 
trolled the  race  wire  In  that  city,  and  who 
helloed  get  the  notorious  Cargotta  brothers 
of  Kansas  City  out  of  Jail  in  1947.  distributes 
Blatz  and  Prima-Bismarck  beers.  Until  re- 
cently he  handled  Canadian  Ace  beer.  His 
Inactive  partners  in  the  Canadian  Ace  dis- 
tributing firm  were  the  brother  and  sister  of 
Alexander  Greenberg.  owner  of  Canadian  Ace. 
In  spite  of  Farrell "s  record  and  an  adverse 
report  on  him  by  field  supervisors  of  the 
Federal  Al(*ohol  Tax  Unit  In  Des  Moines  and 
St  Paul,  the  ATU  gave  him  a  license  In  1945 
to  distribute  beer. 

Mr.  Dwight  E.  Avis,  of  the  Alcohol  Tax 
Unit,  when  testifying  before  the  same 
committee  on  March  24,  1951,  Identified 
Mr.  Berkshire  as  the  official  referred  to 
above  who  reversed  the  field  supervisor 
and  granted  Mr.  Farrell  his  license.  I 
quote  Mr.  Avis: 

The  matter  was  brought  before  the  then 
Deputy  Commissioner,  Mr.  Stewart  Berkshire, 
on  appeal,  who.  after  hearing  oral  argu- 
ment of  counsel,  rendered  an  order  direct- 
ing that  the  permit  be  Issued  and  reversed 
the  district  supervisor. 

The  Kefauver  committee  had  this  to 
say  about  Mr.  Berkshire's  overruling  the 
field  supervisors  and  granting  Mr.  Far- 
rell his  liquor  permit: 

The  committee  falls  to  understand,  for 
example,  how  the  Alcohol  Tax  Unit  could 
grant  a  wholesaler's  permit  to  hoodlums 
such  as  Joe  DlOlovannl  and  Lew  Farrell. 

Secretary  Snyder  and  Commissioner 
Dunlap  considered  this  background  of 
Mr.  Berkshire's  so  outstanding  that  they 


unhesitatingly  appointed  him  for  the 
position  of  Commissioner  for  the  States 
of  California,  Nevada,  and  Ha.vaii.  They 
even  considered  an  examination  unnec- 
essary. 

Nine  other  directors  who  were  selected 
without  any  consideration  being  given  to 
the  opinions  of  the  Selection  Board  were 
as  follows:  Colorado,  George  H.  Allan; 
Delaware.  Francis  P.  Graham;  New  Mex- 
ico, Steven  P.  Vidal;  New  York  (Buffalo) , 
George  T.  McGcwan;  New  York  (Syra- 
cuse ) ,  Frank  J.  Shaughnessy ;  North 
Carolina.  Edward  Gill;  Peni^ylvania 
(Scranton> ,  Joseph  J.  Lawler;  Vermont. 
Henry  H.  Riordan;  Wyoming,  Frank  G. 
Clark. 

LAUSIE  W.  TOMLINSON,  rLORIDA 

The  11th  director  who  was  known  to 
have  been  selected  without  consultation 
with  the  Selection  Board  was  Mr.  Laurie 
W.  Tomlinson  in  Florida. 

In  this  instance  2  persons  acquired 
eligibility  in  the  examination,  1  of  whom 
was  a  veteran  who  not  only  had  had 
previous  tax  exi>erience  with  the  Bureau 
of  Internal  Revenue,  but  also  had  quali- 
fied for  the  job  without  even  considering 
his  5-point  veteran  preference. 

Again  the  Treasury  Department,  with- 
out asking  the  Selection  Board  for  their 
recommendations,  picked  a  man  who 
either  had  not  taken  the  competitive 
examination  or  else  did  take  it  and  failed 
to  qualify. 

With  respect  to  the  17  district  Com- 
missioners and  the  64  Directors  who 
were  appointed,  competitive  examina- 
tions were  held  in  only  27  collection 
districts,  and  the  11  cases  pointed  out 
above  in  which  the  Board  was  bypassed 
represented  11  of  this  27. 

CXOEGE  D.  PATTERSON,  ALABAMA 

The  charts  of  the  64  directors  incor- 
porated in  the  Record  today  indicate 
that  George  D.  Patterson  was  selected 
from  among  three  eligibles  following  a 
normal  competitive  examination;  how- 
ever, this  report  as  first  furnished  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  is  in  error. 
This  is  how  Mr.  Patterson  got  his  job. 

Examination  announcement  for  the 
Director  of  Internal  Revenue  at  Bir- 
mingham, Ala.,  was  issued  on  June  9. 
1952.  As  a  result  of  this  examination  a 
list  of  3  eligibles  was  established,  and 
the  top  3  on  the  list  were  Robert  A.  Bee- 
land,  Jr.,  Fred  H.  Foy,  and  Grady  M. 
Beasley.  with  gradings  of  93,  87,  and 
80,  respectively.  Mr.  Beeland,  at  the 
top  of  the  list  of  eligibles,  was  a  10-point 
preference  veteran,  while  Mr.  Foy,  the 
second  on  the  list,  had  a  5-point  veteran 
preference. 

Mr.  Patterson  took  this  same  exam- 
ination and  failed  to  pass.  However,  the 
administration  in  Wsishington  was  de- 
termined that  Mr.  Patterson  should  get 
the  job,  the  results  of  the  examination 
notwithstanding,  and  a  special  reexam- 
ination was  given  to  Mr.  Patterson.  On 
the  basis  of  "additional  information  fur- 
nished." he  was  assigned  a  rating  of  85, 
just  enough  to  place  him  above  the  third 
man.  Mr.  Beasley.  and  belatedly  put  him 
on  the  eligible  list. 

However,  the  administration  still  had 
another  hurdle  to  cross  because  the  two 
top  men  had  veterans'  preference,  and 
when  the  name  of  Mr.  Patterson,  a  non- 
veteran,  was  submitted  to  the  Civil  Serv- 


ice Commission,  the  Commission  re- 
quired rea.sons  in  writing  from  the  Treas- 
ury Department  for  the  passing  over  of 
the  two  veterans.  The  Civil  Service 
Commission  reviewed  the  reasons  sub- 
mitted and  rejected  them  as  insufficient. 

The  administration  in  its  determina- 
tion to  give  the  job  to  Mr.  Patterson, 
submitted  an  additional  statement  of 
reasons  in  writing  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  for  passing  over  these  veter- 
ans. After  careful  consideration  by  the 
regional  office  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission of  this  second  list  of  reasons, 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  was 
again  notified  that  their  reasons  were 
not  sufficient  for  passing  over  the  two 
qualified  veterans  and  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  refused  a  second  time  to  go 
along  in  the  selection  of  a  man  whom 
they  had  once  rated  as  ineligible. 

Notwithstanding  this  background  of 
rejections  and  recommendations  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  the  Treasury 
Department  on  November  19,  1952,  re- 
ported the  appointment  of  Mr.  Patter- 
son as  the  director  of  the  regional  office 
in  Alabama.  I  point  out  that  in  both 
these  latter  instances  the  veterans  in 
question  safely  passed  the  examination 
without  considering  their  5-  and  10- 
point  preference. 

Furthermore,  a  review  of  the  back- 
ground of  Mr.  Patterson  shows  that  he 
had  no  exp>erience  in  the  tax  field. 

His  primary  qualification  for  this  po- 
sition was  his  background  as  an  attorney, 
first  with  the  OPA  during  the  war  years 
and  later  with  the  OPS,  plus  a  determi- 
nation on  the  part  of  Secretary  Snyder 
and  Commissioner  Ehinlap  to  give  him  a 
lifetime  job. 

WTEST   VIRGINIA,   ROBB   N.   KEYSER 

Here  is  another  glaring  example  In 
which  a  man  who  failed  to  meet  the  qual- 
ifications and  standards  for  the  director- 
ship in  his  first  examination  and  there- 
fore ruled  ineligible  for  appointment, 
was,  after  the  intervention  of  the  two 
Senators  from  his  State,  reexamined  and 
given  a  high  grade.  The  record  shows 
that  Mr.  Robb  N.  Keyser  was  selected  on 
a  noncompetitive  basis  for  the  director- 
ship at  West  Virginia  following  this  po- 
Utical  intervention. 

Mr.  C.  L.  Edwards,  the  Executive  Di- 
rector of  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
explained  the  procedure  followed  in  the 
selection  of  Mr.  Keyser  for  this  impor- 
tant post.  According  to  Mr.  Edward's 
explanation,  the  Treasury  Department 
chose  to  promote  Mr.  Robb  N.  Keyser 
without  competitive  examination  and  re- 
quested the  Civil  Service  Commission's 
fourth  regional  office  to  approve  his  po- 
sition as  director.  In  accord  with  the 
standards  for  the  position,  the  regional 
office  held  a  personal  investigation  of 
his  qualifications  and  interviewed  Mr. 
Keyser.  However,  as  a  result  of  this  in- 
vestigation, the  regional  office  disap- 
proved the  promotion  of  Mr.  Keyser  and 
reported  him  unqualified. 

Following  this  negative  report,  both 
the  senior  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  KiLGOREl  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  called 
Mr.  Ramspeck,  Chairman  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  and  suggested  an- 
other examination  for  the  nephew  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
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NeelyI.  The  Junior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  explained  that  Mr.  Keyser  had 
been  assistant  collector  for  several  years 
and  he  felt  sure  he  was  fully  qualified. 

The  Treasury  Department  Joined  the 
Senators  in  urging  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  to  reconsider  their  previous 
actions. 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  gra- 
ciously reversed  their  previous  adverse 
report  and  decided  to  accept  Mr.  Kesrser, 
after  this  intervention. 

TOLEDO.    OHIO.    CltSZHT    C.    HOOKS 

In  this  instance,  competitive  examina- 
tions were  called  for  and  again  3  appli- 
cants— Mr.  P.  William  Gardner.  Mr. 
Melbourne  C.  Smery.  and  Mr.  John  J. 
Quinlivan — qualified  with  marks  of  90. 
84,  and  82.  respectively. 

A  certificate  of  these  3  names,  2  of 
whom  were  veterans,  was  furnished  to 
the  Bureau;  however,  this  list  of  3  eli- 
gibles  was  returned  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  without  selection,  and  Mr. 
Winkle,  one  of  the  members  of  the  Selec- 
tion Board,  notified  the  regional  office 
In  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  that  Secretary 
Snyder  and  Commissioner  Dunlap  had 
decided  to  promote  Mr.  Gilbert  C.  Hooks, 
the  assistant  collector,  to  the  position  as 
Director. 

Mr.  Hooks  obtained  his  civil-service 
status  in  1942  by  being  blanketed  in 
under  the  Ramspeck  Act. 

Whether  Mr.  Hooks  took  the  examina- 
tion in  the  first  place  and  failed  I  do  not 
know;  however,  following  the  personal 
intervention  of  Secretary  Snyder  and 
Mr.  Dimlap,  Mr.  Hooks  was  given  a  spe- 
cial, personal  interview  examination, 
more  diplomatically  described  as  non- 
competitive. 

Following  this  unusual  procedure  Mr. 
Hooks  was  appointed.  No  explanation 
as  yet  has  been  furnished  to  show  upon 
what  authority  Mr.  Snyder  and  Mr. 
Dunlap  bypassed  the  results  of  a  regular 
civil-service  examination  and  also  ig- 
nored the  Veterans'  Preference  Act  in 
the  selection  of  another  administration 
pet. 

WASHnrCTON,   WILLIAM   ELLIOTT  FKANK 

I  see  no  need  of  delaying  the  Senate 
further  in  examining  these  cases;  I  shall 
merely  state  that-the  same  pattern  again 
prevails  in  the  State  of  Washington  as 
in  the  other  areas. 

A  competitive  examination  was  called 
for,  and  3  men  qualified.  2  of  whom  were 
10-point  veteran  preference;  however,  in 
its  dying  gasp,  the  New  Deal  adminis- 
tration was  determined  to  leave  behind  a 
tax -collecting  agency  controUed  by  its 
own  pet  stooges.  Again  they  completely 
ignored  the  results  of  the  competitive 
civil-service  examination,  completely  ig- 
nored the  Veterans'  Preference  Act,  and 
appointed  their  man.  William  Elliott 
Frank,  who  either  had  failed  to  pass  the 
examination  or  had  recognized  a  better 
way  to  get  the  job. 

Now  the  question  which  arises  is :  Why 
did  this  five-man  self-styled  independent 
selection  board  so  graciously  vacate 
their  responsibility  and  power  to  Secre- 
tary Snyder  and  Commissioner  Dunlap? 
Remember,  both  of  these  men  had  stated 
that  they  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  decisions  of  the  selection  board. 

The  answer  to  that  question  is  best 
understood  when  we  go  back  and  see 


what  happened  to  the  early  policy  which 
had  been  established;  namely,  that  the 
selection  board  was  not  to  consider  any 
of  its  own  members  for  top  positions 
under  the  new  reorganization  plan — 
either  district  commissioner,  assistant 
district  commissioner,  or  director. 

We  find  that  notwithstanding  this  rule, 
the  first  act  of  Secretary  Snyder  and 
Commissioner  Dunlap  was  to  appoint  3 
of  these  5  selection  board  members  for 
top  positions  under  the  reorganization 
plan. 

Mr.  Prank  W.  Lohn.  one  of  the  mem- 
bers, was  appointed  as  the  district  com- 
missioner of  the  Denver  district — a  life- 
time job  with  a  substantial  increase  in 
salary. 

Mr.  EMgar  E.  Hoppe.  another  man  on 
the  Snyder-Dunlap  team  and  a  member 
of  the  selection  board,  was  given  the 
position  as  Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue  with  headquarters  in 
Washington. 

Mr.  Justin  P.  Winkle,  a  third  member, 
was  appointed  to  the  position  of  Assist- 
ant Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
for  Operations  with  headquarters  in 
Washington. 

Thus  we  find  that  these  men  repre- 
senting three-fifths  of  the  selection 
board  were  given  three  top-level  life- 
time jobs.  This  completely  nullified  the 
rule  which  said  that  "the  selection  board 
was  not  to  consider  any  of  its  own  mem- 
bers for  any  of  these  positions." 

The  civil-service  record  shows  that 
the  appointments  of  these  three  men 
were  authorized  in  letters  addressed  to 
the  Honorable  Robert  Ramspeck.  Chair- 
man of  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
and  signed  by  John  B.  Dunlap,  who  at 
that  time  was  serving  as  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  and  on  each  of 
these  letters  is  found  the  following  nota- 
tion- 
Secretary  Snyder  and  I  have  agreed  on  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  . 

That  is  aD  it  took — no  application,  no 
examination. 

The  fourth  member  of  the  selection 
board.  Mr.  James  H.  Hard,  was  prompt- 
ly recommended  for  reclassification  from 
GS-15  to  GS-16.  This  recommendation, 
dated  June  25.  1952.  after  his  appoint- 
ment to  the  selection  board,  was  signed 
by  Mr.  William  W.  Parsons,  administra- 
tive assistant  to  Secretary  John  Snyder, 
and.  I  might  add,  it  carried  a  corre- 
sponding increase  in  salary. 

The  fifth  member  of  the  selection 
board.  Mr.  William  T.  Heffelfinger.  ap- 
parently received  only  his  normal  in- 
grade  raises  which  developed  during  the 
period. 

However,  from  a  review  of  the  above  it 
Is  noted  that  Secretary  Snyder  and  Com- 
missioner Dunlap  promptly  .went  out  of 
their  way  to  place  a  comfortable  margin 
of  the  membership  of  this  selection 
board  under  personal  obligation  to  them, 
which  no  doubt  explains  the  complete 
abdication  of  power  and  responsibility 
by  these  individuals.  Prom  that  moment 
on  Secretary  Snyder  and  Commissioner 
Dunlap  ran  the  show. 

Of  course  Mr.  Lohn  and  his  colleagues, 
who  likewise  got  good  jobs,  were  appre- 
ciative enough  to  in  turn  recommend 
Commissioner  Dunlap  for  a  juicy  plum 
with  a  lifetime  appointment  as  director 


at  Dallas.  Tex.,  under  the  same  reorgani- 
zation program. 

An  interesting  note  regarding  the 
background  of  one  of  the  members  of 
this  selection  board  is  that  relating  to 
Mr.  Frank  W.  Lohn.  It  was  this  same 
Mr.  Lohn  who  on  February  19.  1951.  pre- 
pared the  famous  whitewash  report  for 
James  P.  Finnegan.  the  collector  in  St. 
Louis. 

I  quote  from  that  report  m  prepared 
by  Mr.  Lohn.  who  at  that  time  was  act- 
ing special  agent  in  charge,  with  head- 
quarters in  Kansas  City: 

Whether  Mr.  Finnegan  actually  partici- 
pated in  the  Insurance  commlaslona  of 
Brodaky  as  a  silent  partner  or  If  be  received 
the  funds  from  Brodsky  aa  attorney's  fees 
appears  to  make  little  difference.  The 
method  used  In  obtaining  the  commlsalons 
or  attorney's  fees  seema  to  ua  to  be  at  least 
highly  unethical.  It  la  probable  that  Ur. 
Finnegan  saw  no  particular  Impropriety  In 
permitting  taxpayers  to  defer  the  liquida- 
tions of  their  tax  obligations  (which  Is  en- 
tirely proper  per  se)  and  to  furnish  Brodsky 
with  the  names  of  such  taxpayers  In  ordfer 
that  he  could  contact  them  for  Insurance. 
for  which  services  Finnegan  was  to  get  a 
cut — whether  as  commissions  or  attorney'a 
fees. 

Mr.  Flnnegan's  association  with  Brodsky. 
whether  as  attorney  or  as  silent  partner, 
has  resulted  In  unfavorable  speculation  by 
outsiders,  and  he  Is.  therefore,  vulnerable  to 
criticism.  If  the  facts  which  have  been 
developed  In  this  Investigation  should  be- 
come published,  undoubtedly  the  public 
would  Interpret  the  entire  matter  In  Ita 
worst  light— a  mild  form  of  "shakedown." 

During  the  Investigation.  Mr.  Finnegan 
expressed  the  Intention  to  resign  as  soon  aa 
he  could  Induce  the  Secretary  and  Presi- 
dent to  accept  his  resignation.  He  stated. 
however,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  submit  hU 
resignation  until  our  investigation  was 
completed.  If  he  does  resign,  the  resent- 
ment In  Insurance  circles  against  the  col- 
lector for  being  Involved  with  Brodsky  may 
subside  and  public  criticlani  of  the  collector's 
oflBce  may  be  avoided. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  in  that 
particular  report  they  did  not  question 
the  guilt  of  Mr.  Finnegan;  they  merely 
pointed  out  that  if  they  could  keep  the 
public  from  finding  out  about  it — which 
could  be  done  if  Mr.  Finnegan  could  be 
permitted  to  resign  in  apparently  a 
normal  manner — criticism  of  the  admin- 
istration would  be  avoided. 

Mr.  Lohn  signed  the  above  statement 
on  February  19.  1951,  after  reviewing 
the  investigation  reports  of  Mr.  Finne- 
gan. A  few  weeks  later  Mr.  Lohn  was 
the  personal  representative  of  the 
Treasury  Department  before  a  grand 
jury  in  St.  Louis,  which  was  investiga- 
ting allesed  irregularities  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Finnegan  in  the  St.  Louis  oflBce. 
During  Mr.  Lohn's  testimony  before  that 
grand  jur>-,  he  gave  absolutely  no  indica- 
tion of  having  any  knowledge  of  irregu- 
larities as  far  as  Mr.  Finnegan  was  con- 
cerned. 

It  was  only  after  I  exposed  the  case  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  on  May  7.  1951. 
that  the  true  facts  regarding  these 
charges  were  brought  to  light;  and  Mr. 
Finnegan  was  subsequently  indicted  and 
convicted. 

Mr.  Lohn  was  one  of  the  key  members 
of  this  selection  board,  and  received  the 
enthusiastic  recommendations  of  Com- 
missioner Dunlap  and  Secretary  Snyder 
for  a  top  position  as  Commissioner  in  the 
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Denver  area,  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
States  of  Arizona.  Colorado.  New  Mex- 
ico, Utah,  and  Wyoming.  The  admin- 
istration did  not  forget  their  friends. 

Before  these  appointments  were  made. 
I  requested  an  interview  with  Mr.  Ram- 
speck. Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission.  However.  I  was  advised 
that  unless  I  vkished  to  place  specific 
charges  of  fraud  or  irregularities  against 
the  individuals,  the  Commission  was  not 
interested  in  what  I  had  to  say.  Appar- 
ently the  threat  of  an  imminent  jail  sen- 
tence was  the  only  thing  they  would  con- 
sider a.s  disqualifying  one  of  their  friends 
for  an  appointment. 

Mr.  Dunlap's  public  reaction  last  De- 
cember regarding  my  request  placed  with 
Mr.  Ramspeck  fDr  an  interview,  prior  to 
.some  of  these  appointments,  was  a  state- 
ment that  my  objections  were  based 
upon  his  refus.il  to  furnish  me  con- 
fidential documents  which  were  barred 
to  a  Member  of  Congress  under  the  law. 

That  statement  is  not  true.  I  have 
never  requested  Mr.  Dunlap  to  furnish 
me.  as  an  individual  Member  of  the  Con- 
firess,  confidential  tax  returns  or  other 
confidential  documents  in  violation  of 
any  law.  I  did  submit  to  Mr.  Dunlap.  in 
his  official  capacity  as  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  certain  allegations 
regarding  the  oiTlcial  conduct  of  some  of 
the  employees  :n  his  department,  with 
the  request  that  these  allegations,  which 
in  certain  instances  were  very  serious,  be 
checked;  and  I  had  asked  for  a  report 
as  to  their  findings. 

Mr.  Dunlap  refused  to  render  any  re- 
port as  to  whether  the  allegations  were 
true  or  as  to  what  steps  he  was  taking 
toward  checking  them;  however.  I  did 
note  that  in  some  instances  the  employee 
mentioned  in  my  correspondence  sud- 
denly left  the  Government  service,  by  re- 
tirement for  reasons  of  health. 

There  is  nothing  under  the  law  which 
would  have  prohibited  his  reporting,  nor 
is  there  anything  under  the  law  which 
would  have  relieved  him  of  his  respon- 
sibility to  give  recognition  to  a  request 
from  a  Member  of  Congress  for  such  in- 
formation. 

Without  any  further  discussion.  I 
think  this  record  clearly  demonstrates 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  was  not 
a  medium  for  removing  political  influ- 
ence from  our  tax-collecting  agency. 

I  am  making  this  report  here  today  on 
the  manner  in  which  this  reorganization 
plan  has  been  put  into  effect,  and  I  do  so 
without  making  any  suggestion  as  to 
what  steps  should  be  taken  from  this 
PKjint. 

I  still  firmly  believe  that  we  should 
never  return  to  the  old  patronage  sys- 
tem of  appointing  collectors  of  internal 
revenue;  however.  I  am  not  satisfied  to 
sit  idly  by  and  see  some  of  these  for- 
merly discredited  officials  use  the  civi!- 
service  system  as  a  haven  of  political 
refuge. 

I  do  not  question  but  that  under  the 
new  reorganization  plan,  many  of  the 
appointees  are  men  whose  honesty  and 
integrity  would  be  above  question,  and 
who  are  thoroughly  capable  of  filling  the 
job;  however,  in  each  such  instance  that 
man  could  have  qualified  for  the  job 
under  an  open  competitive  examination, 
and   the  selection  board  should   have 


made  its  selection  in  accordance  with 
the  rules. 

I  am  asking  that  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees of  the  Congress  and  the  executive 
branch  study  this  report  and  further  ex- 
amine the  entire  reorganization  setup, 
with  the  thought  of  working  out  some 
plan  whereby  we  can  salvage  those  basic 
principles  of  the  reorganization  plan. 

Whether  new  legislation  will  be  needed 
or  whether  the  administration  can  ap- 
proach the  problem  through  a  new  re- 
organization proposal  is  £  question  which 
I  think  should  be  decided  by  the  admin- 
istration and  the  committees  involved. 

The  dangerous  implications  of  a  grow- 
ing lack  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the 
American  people  in  any  agency  of  our 
Government  are  recognized  by  all,  and  it 
is  imperative  that  appropriate  steps  be 
taken  to  reestablish  the  confidence  which 
the  American  taxpayers  once  had  in  the 
honesty  and  integrity  of  this  important 
Bureau. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition,  I  have  as- 
sembled two  other  compilations.  The 
first  shows  how  the  17  district  commis- 
sioners were  selected  and  how  they  ob- 
tained their  original  civil-service  status. 

The  second  statement  shows,  in  a  simi- 
lar manner,  the  manner  in  which  the  64 
directors  were  selected,  and.  in  the  cases 
where  competitive  examinations  were 
not  held,  how  the  individual  obtained 
his  original  status. 

I  am  sending  to  the  desk  two  copies  of 
each  of  these  statements,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  each  of  them 
shall  be  incorpKirated  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and 
also,  that  a  copy  of  each  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions and  to  the  Senate  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gris- 
woLD  in  the  chair).     Is  there  objection? 

Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  statements  are  as  follows: 

I.  District  Commissioners  of  Internal 
Revenue 

1.  Thomas  E.  Doyle.  226  High  Street.  Fair- 
field, Conn.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 
Has  clvU-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
competitive examination.  Headquarters  city. 
Boston.  Mass.  Area:  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire.  Rhode  Is- 
land, and  Vermont.  Obtained  civll-servlce 
status  February  6,  1922,  Internal  revenue  In- 
spector, 91,800  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

2.  Alfred  W.  Fleming.  740  Main  Street. 
Buffalo.  N.  Y.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 
Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
competitive examination.  Area:  Upstate 
New  York.  Obtained  civll-servlce  status 
June  1,  1923.  Internal-revenue  agent.  $2,000 
per   annum.   comi>etltlve   examination. 

3.  Clarence  R.  Krlgbaum,  155  Mitchell 
Street,  West  Orange,  N.  J.:  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status  and 
qualified  In  noncompeltlve  examination. 
Area:  New  York  City.  Obtained  cIvU-servlce 
status  February  1.  1921,  resident  auditor. 
•1.800  per  annum.  comi>etltlve  examination. 

4.  Edward  C.  Dougherty.  2109  Delancey 
Place.  Philadelphia.  Pa.:  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status 
and  qualified  In  noncompjetltlve  examination. 
Area:  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  New  Jer- 
sey. Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  July  5. 
1929.  assistant  attorney.  $3,000  per  annum, 
competitive  examination. 

5.  Wllber  Andrews  Gallahan,  3716  Warren 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C:  Has  had  tax 
experience  In  BIR.     Has  clvU-servlce  status 


and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Area:  Maryland.  Virginia,  West  Vir- 
ginia, and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ob- 
tained clvll-servlce  status  April  11,  1922,  rest- 
dent  auditor.  $1,800  per  annum,  competitive 
examination. 

6.  Ellison  C.  Palmer.  1723  Emory  Road  NE.. 
Atlanta,  Ga.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 
Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
comi>etltlve  examination.  Area:  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina. 
Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  November  25, 
1910,  substitute  clerk,  post-office  service, 
competitive   examination. 

7.  Raymond  C.  Cake,  2124  Arthur  Avenue, 
Lakewood,  Ohio:  Has  had  tax  experience  in 
BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified 
in  noncompetitive  examination.  Headquar- 
ters city.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Area:  Ohio,  Ob- 
tained clvll-servlce  status  November  30,  1920, 
Internal-revenue  Inspector,  $2,000  per  an- 
num, competitive  examination. 

8.  Raymond  J.  Roderick,  4809  Roanoke 
Parkway,  Kansas  City.  Mo.:  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  civll-servlce  status 
and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  examination. 
Headquarters  city:  Louisville.  Ky.  Area:  In- 
diana, Kentucky,  and  Tennesee.  Obtained 
civil-service  status  September  19,  1924,  spe- 
cial agent,  $2,400  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

9.  George  E.  Neal,  16720  Woodland  Drive, 
Dearborn.  Mich.:  Has  had  tax  expjerlence  In 
BIR.  Has  civll-servlce  status  and  qualified 
In  noncompetitive  examination.  Area:  State 
of  Michigan.  Obtained  civil-service  status 
January  22,  1913.  deputy  collector  of  Internal 
revenue,  $1,200  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

10.  Ernest  C.  Wright.  6853  South  Cornell, 
Chicago,  111.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 
Has  civil-service  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
competitive examination.  Area:  nilnois  and 
Wisconsin.  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status 
July  1,  1919.  auditor,  $1,600  per  annum,  com- 
petitive examination. 

11.  Theodore  Felg.  5226  11th  Avenue 
South,  Minneapolis,  Minn.:  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status 
and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Area:  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Iowa, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  Obtained 
clvll-servlce  status  January  19,  1925,  Junior 
auditor.  $1,860  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

12.  Norman  B.  Eshleman,  7238  Northmoor, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In 
BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified 
In  noncompetitive  examination.  Area:  Ar- 
kansEis,  Kansas,  and  Missouri.  Obtained 
civil-service  status  June  16,  1922,  assistant 
auditor,  $1,400  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

13.  Morris  A.  Premmlng,  7011  Shook  Ave- 
nue. Dallas,  Tex.:  Has  had  tax  experience  in 
BIR.  Has  civll-servlce  status  and  qualified 
In  noncompetitive  examination.  Area:  Ala- 
bama, Louisiana,  and  Mississippi.  Obtained 
ClvU-servlce  status  July  1,  1935,  Internal 
revenue  agent,  $2,600  per  annum,  competi- 
tive examination. 

14.  Dallas  Aubrey  Sims,  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  Sixth  Floor,  Smith  Tower,  Seattle, 
Wash.,  formerly  Office  of  Internal  Revenue, 
agent  In  charge,  834  First  National  Building. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.:  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence in  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status  and 
qualified  in  noncompetitive  examination. 
Area:  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and  Wash- 
ington (Including  Alaska).  Obtained  civll- 
servlce  status  April  14,  1922,  resident  auditor. 
$1,600  per  annum,  competitive  examination. 

15.  Stewart  Berkshire,  249  South  Manhat- 
tan Place,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.:  Has  had  tax 
experience  In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status 
and  qualified  In  noncomp)etltlve  examina- 
tion. Area:  California,  Nevada  and  Hawaii, 
Obtalne''  clvll-servlce  status  February  11. 
1942,  deputy  commissioner,  $8,250  per  an- 
num. Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive  Order 
8743, 
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16.  Prank  W.  Lohn.  Albany  Hotel.  Denver. 
Colo.,  or  room  417,  New  Customhouse,  Den- 
ver. Colo.:  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIB. 
Has  civil -service  status  and  qualified  in  non- 
competitive examination.  Area:  Arizona. 
Colorado,  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 
Obtained  civil-service  status  February  7. 
1927,  special  agent,  (2,400  per  annum,  com- 
petitive examination. 

17.  John  B.  Dunlap,  4432  McParlin  Boule- 
vard, Dallas,  Tex.:  Has  had  tax  experience 
in  BIR.  Has  civil -service  status  and  quali- 
fied in  noncompetitive  exan>lnation.  Area: 
Texas  and  Oklahoma.  Obtained  civil-service 
status  December  8,  1945,  administrative  offi- 
cer, $6,230  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

II.  DiazcTORS  or  Intkrnal  RxvEircrx 

1.  Augusta.  Maine:  Whitney  L.  Wheeler, 
19  Cedar  Street,  Augusta,  Maine.  Qualified 
In  competitive  examination  as  No.  2.  Has 
had  tax  experience  Ln  BIR.  Has  civU-service 
status. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

( 1 )  John  R.  Portln,  84  Goudy  Street,  South 
Portland,  Maine;  94  plus  5  points  preference, 
99.    No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Whitney  L.  Wheeler,  19  Cedar  Street, 
Augusta,  Maine:  83  plus  5  points  preference, 
88.     Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR. 

(3)  Roscoe  N.  Given,  4  Wyman  Street. 
Augusta,  Maine:  75  plus  5  points  preference, 
80.     Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR. 

2.  Hartford,  Conn.:  James  J.  Graham.  129 
Bazelmere  Road.  New  Britain,  Conn.  Quali- 
fied in  competitive  examination  as  No.  3. 
Has  bad  tax  experience  outside  of  BIR. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

( 1 )  Thomas  I.  Shea.  17  Puller  Avenue,  East 
Hartford,  Conn.:  89  pliia  10  points  preference, 
99.    No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Thomas  B.  McDermott,  71  Brown 
Street,  Bloomfleld,  Conn.:  87  plus  10  points 
preference,  97.     No  tax  experience. 

(3)  James  J.  Graham,  129  Hazelmere  Road, 
New  Britain,  Conn.:  95.  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence outside  of  BIR. 

3.  Burlington,  Vt.:  Henry  H.  Rlordan,  80 
South  WiUard  Street,  BurUngton,  Vt.  Has 
had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service 
status  and  was  appointed  noncompetitlvely. 
He  also  qualified  in  competitive  examination 
as  No.  3.  Obtained  civll-servlce  status  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1920,  deputy  collector,  11,800  per 
annum,  competitive  examination. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  James  J.  Carney,  10  Woodbine  Street, 
South  Burlington,  Vt.:  98  plus  5  points  pref- 
erence, 103.    Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 

(2)  Samuel  E.  Richardson,  80  St.  Paul 
Street,  Burlington,  Vt.:  90.  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR. 

(3)  Henry  H.  Rlordan,  80  South  Willard 
Street.  Burlington,  Vt.:  89.  Has  had  tax 
experience   in    BIR. 

4.  Boston,  Mass.:  Thomas  E.  Scanlon,  600 
Huron  Avenue,  Cambridge,  Mass.  Has  had 
tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination. Obtained  civil-service  status 
September  1,  1942,  fiscal  accoiuitant,  $3,200 
per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive 
Order  8743. 

5.  Portsmouth,  N.  H. :  John  W.  Gaynor,  244 
Church  Street,  Burlington,  Vt.:  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service  status 
and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Obtained  civil-service  status  April  1, 
1921,  chief  field  deputy,  $2,200  per  annum, 
competitive  examination. 

6.  Rhode  Island:  John  A.  O'Connell,  111 
Canonchet  Avenue,  Warwiclc,  R.  I.  Has  had 
tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service 
status  and  qualified  In  noncompetitive 
examination.  Obtained  civil-service  status 
January  21,  1918,  clerk,  $1,000  per  annum, 
competitive  examination. 


7.  Albany,  N.  Y.:  Rlley  J.  Ratteree.  106 
South  Harrison  Street.  East  Orange,  N.  J. 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIB.  Has  clvll- 
aervlce  statxis  and  has  qualified  In  noncom- 
petitive examination.  Obtained  ctvU-serv- 
ice  status  September  19.  1916,  clerlt,  $1,000 
per  annvun,  competitive  examination. 

8.  Buffalo,  N.  Y.:  George  T.  McGowan,  790 
Auburn  Avenue,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.  Qualified  in 
competitive  examination  as  No.  1. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  George  T.  McGowan,  790  Auburn  Ave- 
nue, Buffalo.  N.  Y.:  82.  Has  had  tax  expe- 
rience in  BIR. 

(2)  John  W.  Denntn.  51  Westminster 
Road.  Rochester,  N.  Y.:  77  5.  Has  had  tax 
experience  In  State  of  New  York  Department 
of  Taxation  and  Finance. 

(3)  Raymond  H.  Reichol.  1616  Colvln 
Boulevard.  Kenmore,  N.  Y.;  76.  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR. 

9.  Syracuse.  N.  Y.:  Prnnk  J.  Shaughnes-sy, 
137  Highland  Avenue.  Syracuse,  N  Y  Qual- 
ified in  competitive  examination  as  No.  1. 

Top  three  eligible  in  the  c  impotltlve  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  Prank  Joseph  Shauhnesssy.  137  HlEh- 
land  Avenue,  SvTacuse,  N.  Y  :  70  plu.s  10- 
point  preference,  80.  Has  had  tax  expe- 
rience In  BIR. 

(2)  David  Vincent  Sheehan,  Bishop  Hill 
Road.  Marcellus,  N.  Y.:  77.5.  No  tax  ex- 
perience. 

(3)  George  Prederlc  Havell,  Hlghbrldge 
Road.  PayetteviUe.  N.  Y  :  70  plus  5-polnt 
preference.  75.      No  tax  experience. 

10.  New  Ynrk,  N.  Y.  (upper  Manhattan)  : 
Harold  B.  AHearn,  135  East  54th  Street.  New 
York.  N.  Y.  Has  had  experience  in  BIR. 
Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  in  non- 
competitive examination.  Obtained  clvll- 
servlce  status  July  2,  1917,  stenographer- 
typist.  $900  per  annum,  competitive  exam- 
ination. 

11.  New  York.  N.  Y.  {lower  Manhattan)  : 
Denis  J.  McMahon.  11  Riverside  Drive,  New 
York.  N.  Y.  Has  had  tt\x  exjierlence  in  BIR. 
Has  civil-service  status  and  qualified  in  non- 
competitive examination.  Obtained  clvll- 
servlce  status  September  1.  1942,  Junior  ad- 
ministrative assistant,  $2,600  per  annum, 
Ramspeck  Act,  November  26,  1940,  and  Ex- 
ecutive Order  8743. 

12.  New  York.  N.  Y.  (Brooklyn!  :  Henry  L. 
Hoffman,  121  Awixa  Avenue.  Bayshure,  I^ng 
Island.  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 
Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
competitive examination.  Obtained  clvll- 
servlce  status  September  16,  1942.  senior  ad- 
ministrative assistant,  $3,4(X)  per  annum. 
Ramspeck  Act,  November  26,  1940.  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

13.  Pittsburgh.  Pa.:  Raymond  3  Kraft. 
5737  Chew  Avenue,  Philadelphia.  Pa.  Ap- 
pointed as  acting  director.  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  civil-service  status  and 
qualified  in  noncompetitive  examination  for 
director  of  Internal  revenue  at  Newark,  N  J  , 
but  detailed  to  Pittsburgh  office  Instead  Ob- 
tained civil-service  status  November  29, 
1920.  Internal  revenue  agent,  $2,200  per  an- 
num, competitive  examination. 

The  eligible  in  the  competitive  examina- 
tion was  (1)  Alvln  R.  Guyler,  University 
Club.  Pittsburgh,  Pa.:  89  plus  10  point 
preference.  99.  No  tax  experience.  Has  de- 
clined position. 

14.  Philadelphia,  Pa.:  Leslie  R.  Miles,  242 
Jericho  Manor,  Jenklntown,  Pa.  Has  had 
tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  exam- 
ination. Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  April 
25,  1917,  clerk,  $1,000  per  annum,  competi- 
tive examination. 

15.  Scran  ton.  Pa.:  Joseph  J.  Lawler.  404 
Church  Street,  Jessup,  Pa.  Qualified  In 
competitive  examination  as  No.  1. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 


(1)  Joseph  J.  Lawler,  404  Church  Street, 
Jessup.  Pa.:  92  plus  &  point  preference,  B7. 
No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Albert  T.  Glahn,  1735  Wyoming  Ave- 
nue, Forty-Fort,  Pa.:  89.50.  Had  some  tax 
experience  outside  BIR. 

(3)  Joseph  T.  McDonald.  2018  Green  Ridge 
Street,  Ehjnmore,  Pa  :  82.  Has  tax  experi- 
ence In  BIR. 

18.  Wilmington,  Del.:  Francis  P.  Graham. 
606  Jackson  Avenue,  Woodcrest.  Wilmington. 
Del.  Qualified  In  competitive  examination 
as  No.  1. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amination ure : 

(1)  Francis  P  Graham,  606  Jackson  Ave- 
nue, Woodcrest.  Wilmington,  Del.:  78  plus 
5  point  preference,  83.  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence In  BIR. 

(2)  Horivce  L.  Brown,  32  West  40th  Street, 
Wilmington,  Del.:  81.  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence In  BIR. 

(3)  Jes.se  S  Cooper,  Main  Street,  P.  O.  Bex 
97,  C.imden.  Del  :  74  plus  5  point  preference. 
79  H.as  had  tax  experience  In  BIR  and  out- 
side BIR. 

17.  Camden,  N.  J  :  Addlngton  B.  Campbell. 
East  Main  Street,  Port  Norrla.  N.  J.  Has  had 
tax  exiierlence  In  BIR  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  a:)d  qualihed  In  noncompetitive  ex- 
amli.atK  n.  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status 
Sopten.ber  16,  1942.  head  administrative 
otlicer.  $4,800,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive 
Order  8743. 

18  Newark,  N  J  :  Bruce  E  Lambert.  3569 
South  Stafford.  Arlington.  Va.  Has  had  tax 
exj^erlence  In  BIR.  Has  clvll-jervlce  stattis 
and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  April  16, 
1942,  zone  deputy  collector.  $2,000  per  an- 
num, Ramspect  Act  of  November  26,  1940 
and  Executive  Order  8743. 

19  Baltimore.  Md  :  Lewis  Alfred  Cham- 
berlln,  3130  Guilford  Avenue.  Baltimore. 
Md  Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has 
civil-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
comt)etiiive  examination.  Obtained  clvll- 
service  status  August  1.  1942,  zone  deputy 
collector,  $2,400  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act 
and  Executive  Order  8743, 

20  Richmond,  Va  •  Hoke  Murray,  811  West 
Lanca.ster  Road,  Richmond,  Va.  Has  had 
tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination. Obtained  clvll-servlce  status 
August  8,  1917,  typist,  $900  per  annum,  com- 
petitive cxiunlnatlon. 

21  Parkersburg.  W.  Va.:  Robb  Neeley 
Keyser,  2402  Oak  Street.  Piirkersburg,  W.  Va. 
Has  had  tiix  experlt-rice  in  BIR.  Has  clvll- 
.'^ervice  status  and  qualified  In  noncompeti- 
tive examination.  Obtained  clTll-servlce 
status  October  1,  1942.  head  administrative 
offlrer.  $4,800  per  annum.  Ramspeck  Act  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

22.  Atlanta,  Ga  :  William  Wright  Hol- 
land, 374  E  P.ares  Ferry  Road  NE..  Atlanta, 
Ga.  Has  civil-service  status  and  was  ap- 
pointed competitively.  Has  had  no  tax  ex- 
perience. Comjjetltlve  examination  was 
held. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  competitive  exami- 
nation are: 

(1)  Brunswic!:  A.  Bapdon,  346  Woodward 
Way  NW  .  Atlanta.  Ga  :  92  plus  6  points  pref- 
erence, 97.   No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Hammond  B.  Smith,  136  Ponce  de 
Leon  Court.  Decatur,  Ga.:  83  plus  5  points 
preference,    88       No    tax    experience. 

(3)  W.  Wricht  Holland,  374  East  Paces 
Ferry  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. :  81  plus  5 
points  preference,  88.     No  tax  experlenc«. 

23.  Greensboro.  N.  C:  Edward  Gill,  King 
Cotton  Hotel,  Greensboro,  N.  C.  Qualified  in 
competitive  examination  as  No.  2. 

Top  three  eligible*  in  the  competitive 
examlnatloji  are: 

( 1 )  Henry  Eugene  Cox,  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration. Nlssen  Building.  Winston-Salem, 
N.  C:  74  plus  10-polnt  preference,  84.  Has 
had  tax  experience  in  BIR. 
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(2)  Edward  GUI,  King  Cotton  Hotel. 
Green.sboro,  N.  C:  95  plus  5-p>olnt  prefer- 
ence. 100     Has  had  tax  experience  In  BIR. 

(3)  Gary  Campb<;ll,  4812  DeRuasey  Park- 
way. Chevy  Chase,  Md.:  86  plus  6-polnt 
j.relerence,  91.     No  tax  experience. 

24  Columbia.  8.  C:  Robert  C.  Pitts,  502 
Capitol  Place.  Columbia,  8.  C.  Has  clvll- 
.•lervlce  status  and  qualified  In  noncompeti- 
tive exaiflinatlon.  Has  had  tax  experience 
In  BIR  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  Sep- 
teniljer  16.  1942,  administrative  officer,  $4,000 
per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive 
Order  8743. 

2,i  Jacksonville,  Fla,:  Laurie  W,  Tomlln- 
Ri>n.  3H.=)9  Concord  Street.  Jacksonville.  Fla. 
Has  clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  in  non- 
c  )m()etitive  examination.  Has  had  tax  ex- 
jxTience  In  BIR.  Competitive  examination 
wa.s  held.  Appointment  was  not  made  from 
rcKister.  Obtained  civll-service  status  Au- 
^.'ust  18.  1942.  Junior  admlnl.itratlve  officer, 
$.1  700  per  annum.  Ramspeck  Act  and  Execu- 
tive Order  8743. 

Two  ellnlbles  were  obtained  from  the 
eximliiation : 

(1)    Walter  A    S.ihlt,  5201   Northeast  Fifth 
A\e!nie.  Miami.  Fla  :  93      No  tax  experience. 
1 1 )    Harley  Howard :  87  plus  5-polnt  prefer- 
ence   92      Has  had  lax  experience  in  BIR." 

26  Cincinnati.  Ohio:  Russell  A  Welch, 
681H  Miami  Avenue,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Has 
had  tax  experience  in  BIR  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  ex- 
Kinination  No  competitive  examination  was 
held.  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  July  1, 
1020,  a.«;.M6tant  auditor.  $1,600  per  annum, 
CKiiitxtitive  examination. 

27.  Cleveland.  Ohio:  Parker  C  Williams, 
2675  ScarlxirouKh  Road,  Cleveland.  Ohio. 
Qu.ilitied  In  cumi>etltlve  examination  as 
No    2 

T  .p  three  ellRlbles  In  the  competitive 
ex.tmliiation   are: 

il(  Patrick  P.  Murphy.  14432  Delaware 
Awiuie.  LakewcKxl.  Ohio:  97  plus  5  pnnta 
j.rif>riiioe.  102  Has  had  no  tax  experience. 
(2)  Parker  C  Williams.  2675  Scarboroueh 
RMid.  Cleveland.  Ohio  77  plus  5  points 
prerereiice.  82  Has  had  no  tax  experience. 
lUi  Albert  H.  Anderson.  Sagamore  Hills, 
Macedonia.  Ohio:  75.  Has  had  no  tax  ex- 
perience. 

2H  Columbus.  Chio:  Nathaniel  Looker.  6 
BflLs  Mill  Road.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (legal 
nsidetue.  Columbus.  Ohio)  :  Qualified  in 
competitive   examination   as   No.  2. 

Tip  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive 
ex.unlnatlon    are: 

(1)  Ralph  H.  Stone.  88  Ncttlnpham  Road, 
C  lumbus  Ohio:  88  plus  5  p<nnts  preference. 
93      Has   had    no   tax    experience. 

1 2)  Nathaniel  Looker,  6  Bells  Mill  Road. 
Philadelphia,  Pa  :  84  plus  5  points  prefer- 
irncp.   (9      Has   had    no   tax   experience 

cn  Harry  F  Busey.  2476  Powell  Avenue. 
Columbus,  Ohio:  84.  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence m  BIR. 

29  Toledo.  Ohio:  Gilbert  C.  Hooks,  628 
Valley  Drive,  Maumee.  Ohio  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR  Has  civil-service  statiis 
and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion Obtained  clvll-servlce  status  Septem- 
ber 16.  1942.  administration  officer.  $3,600  per 
annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive  Order 
8743 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive 
examination   are; 

(1)  F.  William  Gardner,  3452  Kenwood 
Boulevard,  Toledo,  Ohio:  85  plus  5  points 
preference.  90.     H^   had  no  tax  experience. 

(2)  Melbourne  C.  Emery,  3221  Lennox 
Drive.  Dayton,  Ohio:  79  plus  5  i>oints  pref- 
erence, 84      Has  had   no   tax  experience. 

(3)  John  J.  Qulnllvan,  725  Orchard  Street. 
T.iedo,  Ohio;  82.  Has  had  tax  experience 
In  BIR. 

No  selection  from  the  competitive  exam- 
ination. 

M  Indianapolis,  Ind.:  Gary  Campbell, 
4812  DeRussey  Parkway.  Chevy  Chase,  Md. 
lliis  had  no  tax  experience.     Has  clvU-service 
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statiu  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination. Obtained  clvll-servlce  statvjs 
Aug\ut  8,  1922,  clerk,  $1,000  per  annimi,  com- 
petitive examination. 

31.  LouUvllle,  Ky.:  William  M.  Gray,  2023 
Eastern  Parkway,  Louisville,  Ky.  Has  had 
tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce 
status  and  qualified  In  noncompetitive 
examination.  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status 
October  16.  1923,  special  agent,  $2,250  per 
annum,  competitive  examination. 

No  competitive  examination  was  held. 

32.  Nashville,  Tenn.:  James  M.  Rountree, 
Curtlswood  Lane,  Nashville.  Tenn.  Has 
clvll-servlce  status  and  qualified  In  non- 
competitive examination.  Has  had  no  tax 
experience.  Obtained  clvll-servlce  status 
January  1.  1942.  deputy  to  vice  chairman. 
HOLC.  $7,370  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

33  Detroit,  Mich  :  Albert  M.  Mennlnger, 
8134  Langiey,  Chicago.  111.  (only  available 
Detroit  address  is  box  84,  Detroit,  Mich.). 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvll- 
servlce  status  and  qualified  In  noncompeti- 
tive examination.  Obtained  civll-service 
status  August  7,  1923.  internal-revenue  in- 
.'.pector.  $1,800  per  annum,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

34.  Chicago,  111.:  Ernest  J.  Sauber,  302 
Arbor  Avenue,  West  Chicago.  111.  Has  had 
tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has  civll-service 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination. Obtained  civil-service  status 
September  16.  1942,  senior  administrative  as- 
sistant. $3,300  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

35  Springfield.  Ill  :  Ernest  H.  Vaughn, 
Oak  Lane,  Lake  Springfield,  Springfield.  111. 
H.IS  had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil- 
service  status  and  qualified  in  noncompeti- 
tive examination. 

36.  Milwaukee,  Wise:  George  Reisimer, 
3216  North  46th  Street.  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Qualified  in  competitive  examination  as  No. 
2. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  Wilbur  J.  Schmidt.  1221  Eiast  Jchnson 
Street.  Madison,  Wis.:  88  plus  5  point  pref- 
erence,  93.     No  tax   experience. 

(2)  George  Reisimer,  3216  North  46th 
Street.  Milwaukee.  Wise:  89.  Has  had  tax 
experience   In    BIR. 

(3)  Curl  F.  Kotiler,  5716  19th  Avenue,  Ke- 
nosha, Wis  :  83  plus  6  point  preference.  88. 
No  tax  experience. 

37  St.  Paul.  Minn.:  Arthur  R.  Knox,  666 
Chippewa  Avenue,  St,  Paul,  Minn.  Quali- 
fied in  competitive  examination  as  No.  3. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  V'lctor  Chrlstgau,  Newport.  Minn.:  92 
plus  5  point  preference,  97.  No  tax  experi- 
ence. 

(2)  G.  Howard  Spaeth.  Ada,  Minn.:  90  50 
plus  5  point  preference.  95.50.  Has  had  tax 
experience  outside  BIR. 

(3)  Arthur  R.  Knox.  668  Chippewa  Avenue, 
St  Paul,  Minn.:  94.  Has  had  tax  experience 
in  BIR. 

38.  Omaha,  Nebr  :  Delbert  V  Gordon,  3212 
Colby  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience In  BIR.  Has  civil-service  status  and 
qualified  in  noncompetitive  examination. 
Obtained  civll-service  status  February  27, 
1922,  Internal-revenue  Inspector,  $2,000  per 
annum,  competitive  examination. 

39.  Des  Moines.  Iowa:  Frank  M.  Halpln, 
5606  Urbandale  Road,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvll- 
servlce  status  and  qualified  In  noncompeti- 
tive examination.  Obtained  clvll-servlce 
status  January  29,  1920,  deputy  collector, 
$1,100  per  annum,  competitive  examination. 

40.  Pargo,  N.  Dak.:  James  S.  Lamb,  1111 
Reeves  Drive,  Grand  Porks,  N.  Dak.  Quali- 
fied  in   competitive    examination   as   No.    2. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 


(1)  Byron  J.  Rockwood,  702  Cottonwood 
Street,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.:  87.50.  No  tax 
experience. 

(2)  James  S.  Lamb,  1111  Reeves  E>rlve, 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.:  85.50.  Has  had  tax 
experience  In  BIR. 

(3)  Jonathon  C.  Eaton.  302  Ninth  Street, 
South  Fargo,  N.  Dak.:  84.  No  tax  experi- 
ence. 

41.  Aberdeen.  S.  Dak.:  William  C.  Welsh, 
407  North  First  Street.  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak. 
Qualified  In  competitive  examination  ais  No. 
2. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

( 1  I  John  B.  Linn.  611  North  Euclid  Avenue. 
Pierre,  S.  Dak.:  88.50.  Has  had  tax  experi- 
ence outside  BIR. 

(2)  William  C.  Welsh,  407  North  First 
Street,  Aberdeen.  S.  Dak.:  81.50  plus  5-polnt 
preference,  86.50.  Has  had  tax  experience  in 
BIR. 

(3)  George  W.  Chitty,  232  lowi  SE..  Huron. 
S.  E>ak.:  82.50.    No  tax  experience. 

42.  Little  Rock,  Ark.:  Olln  S.  Godwin,  510 
North  Martin  Street,  Little  Ro<k,  Ark.  Has 
had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has.  clvil-servlce 
status  and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination. Obtained  civil-service  status 
October  1,  1920,  clerk,  $1,200  per  annum, 
competitive  examination. 

43.  Wichita,  Kans.:  Lynn  Brodrick,  Post 
Office  Box  333,  Wichita,  Kans.  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service  status 
and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  examination. 
Obtained  civll-service  status  November  10, 
1911,  substitute  postal  clerk,  competitive  ex- 
amination. 

44.  Kansas  City.  Mo.:  Edwin  O.  Bookwalter. 
3017  Gloma,  Wichita.  Kans.  Has  had  tax 
experience  In  BIR.  Has  civil -service  status 
and  qualified  In  noncompetitive  exanilna- 
tlon.  Obtained  civll-service  status  July  1, 
1935.  internal-revenue  agent,  $2,600  per  an- 
num, competitive  examination. 

45.  St.  Louis.  Mo.:  GuEtave  P.  Koehler, 
4475  West  Pine  Boulevard,  St.  Louis.  Mo. 
Qualified  in  competitive  examination  as  No. 
3. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amlnat  on  are: 

( 1 )  John  T.  McKay,  9426  Admore  Drive. 
St.  Louis  County.  Mo.:  81.25  plus  10  point 
preference,  91.25.     No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Gerard  N.  Byrne,  5857  Waterman 
Boulevard.  St.  Louis,  Mo.:  80  plus  10  point 
preference,  90.  Has  had  tax  experience  out- 
side BIB. 

(3)  Gustave  F.  Koehler,  4475  West  Pine 
Boulevard.  St.  Louis,  Mo.:  86.25  plus  5  point 
preference,  91.25.     No  tax  experience. 

46.  Birmingham,  Ala.:  George  D.  Patter- 
son, Jr.,  2432  Henrietta  Road,  Birmingham, 
Ala.     Was  appointed  competitively. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

( 1 )  Robert  A.  Beeland,  Jr.,  Woodland 
Court,  Greenville,  Ala.:  83  plus  10  point  pref- 
erence, 93.     No  tax  experience. 

(2)  Fred  H.  Poy,  care  of  Essex  House,  Bir- 
mingham. Ala.:  82  plus  5  point  preference,  87. 
No  tax  experience. 

(3)  George  D.  Patterson,  Jr..  2432  Henri- 
etta Road,  Birmingham.  Ala.:  85.  Has  only 
a  slight  amount  of  tax  experience  acquired 
during  practice  of  law. 

47.  New  Orleans,  La.:  George  A.  Lambert, 
4618  Mandeville  Street,  New  Orleans,  La.: 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvil- 
servlce  status  and  qualified  in  noncompeti- 
tive examination.  Obtained  civll-service 
status  May  16,  1927,  Internal  Revenue  agent, 
$2,100  per  annum,  competitive  examination. 

48.  Jackson.  Miss.:  James  L.  Enochs,  Post 
Office  Box  1601,  Jackson,  Miss.  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvll-servlce  status 
and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Obtained  clvil-servlce  status  Septem- 
ber 16,  1942,  Junior  administrative  officer, 
$3,600  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Execu- 
tive Order  8743. 
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49.  Boise.  Idaho:  Calvin  Everett  Wright. 
Route  4.  Liberty  Road.  Boise.  Idaho.  Quali- 
fied in  competitive  examination  as  No.  2. 

Top  three  eliglbles  in  competitive  examina- 
tion are: 

( 1 1  Nick  D  CoUaer.  303  Daisy  Street.  Boise. 
Idaho:  82  plus  5  point  preference.  87.  No 
tax  experience. 

(2)  Calvin  E.  Wright,  Route  4.  Liberty 
Road.  Boise.  Idaho:  80.  Has  had  tax  ex- 
perience in  BIR. 

(3)  H.  Fred  Garrett.  214  East  Bannock 
Street,  Boise,  Idaho;  75.     No  tax  experience. 

50.  Helena,  Mont.:  Thomas  Miller  Robin- 
son. No.  4  North  Benton  Avenue,  Helena. 
Mont.  Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR. 
Has  civil-service  statu.s  and  qualified  in  non- 
competitive examination.  Obtained  civil- 
service  status  September  16.  1942.  adminis- 
trative ofBcer.  $4,200  per  annum.  Ramspeck 
Act  and  Executive  Order  8743. 

51.  Portland.  Oreg  :  Ralph  C.  Granquist, 
Office  of  Director  of  Internal  Revenue.  Port- 
land, Oreg..  formerly  Internal  Revenue  In- 
spection Service.  Chicago.  111.  Has  had  tax 
experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service  status 
and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  examina- 
tion. Obtained  civil-service  status  July  2. 
1923.  Internal-revenue  agent,  $2,000  per  an- 
num, competitive  examination. 

52.  Tacoma,  Wash.:  William  Elliott  Prank. 
Office  of  Director  of  Internal  Revenue.  Ta- 
coma. Wash.,  formerly  Office  of  Special  Agent 
in  Charge.  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 
Seattle.  Wash.  (Obtained  clvil-servlce  status 
February  16,  1927.  special  agent.  $2,400  per 
annum,  competitive  examination.)  Has  had 
tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has  clvil-servlce 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  exam- 
ination mo  selection  from  the  competitive 
examination) . 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination   are: 

(1)  Lester  H.  Hall,  11508  Third  Avenue 
NE.,  Seattle.  Wash.:  80  plus  10  points  prefer- 
ence,  90.     No  tax  experience. 

(2)  John  C.  Hazlett.  6026  29th  Avenue 
NE.,  Seattle.  Wash.:  72  plus  10  points  prefer- 
ence.   82.     No    tax    experience. 

(3)  Carl  A.  Pettibone.  301  McKenz^e,  Pull- 
man, Wash.:   88.     No  tax  experience. 

(Note. — The  Commission  informed  the 
Treasury  Department  that  where  a  competi- 
tive examination  had  been  held,  and  at  least 
three  eligibles  were  obtained.  It  would  not 
approve  a  noncompetitive  appointment  un- 
less the  status  person  nominated  for  non- 
competitive appointment  would  be  rated 
among  the  top  three  eligibles  when  con- 
sidered on  a  competitive  basis.  Mr.  Frank 
was  compared  to  the  other  eligibles  on  a 
competitive  basis  and  found  to  be  among 
the   top   three  eligibles.) 

53.  Los  Angeles.  Calif:  Robert  A.  Riddell. 
3035  Berkeley  Avenue.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  clvil- 
servlce  status  and  qualified  in  noncompeti- 
tive examination.  Obtained  civil-service 
status  July  1,  1942.  Junior  administrative 
officer.  $3,700  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and 
Executive  Order  8743. 

54.  San  Francisco.  Calif.:  Glen  T.  Jamison. 
c  o  LaSalle  Hotel.  225  Hyde  Street.  San 
Francisco.  Calif.  Has  had  tax  experience  In 
BIR.  Has  clvil-servlce  status  and  qualified 
in  noncompetitive  examination.  Obtained 
civil-service  status  September  1.  1942,  Junior 
administrative  officer,  $3,600  per  annum, 
Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive  Order  8743. 

55.  Reno.  Nev.:  Vaughn  W.  Evans.  1118 
North  14th  Street.  Boise,  Idaho.  Has  had 
tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service  sta- 
tus and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  exam- 
ination. Obtained  clvil-servlce  status  Au- 
gust 16,  1942,  Junior  administrative  assistant, 
$2,600  per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Execu- 
tive  Order  8743. 

56.  Honolulu,  T.  H. :  Stanley  V.  McKenney. 
835  Milmada  Drive,  La  Canada,  Calif.  Has 
had  tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civil-service 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  exam- 
lAation.     Obtained    civil-service   status   De- 


cember 3.    1917,  accountant.   $1,800  per  an- 
num, competitive  examination. 

57.  Phoenix.  Ariz.:  Wilson  Barbour  WckxI. 
514  North  p^fth  Street,  Phoenix.  Ariz. 
Qualified  in  competitive  examination  as  No. 
3. 

Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive 
examination  are: 

( 1 )  Harold  R.  Holcomb.  Post  Office  Box 
351.  Scottsdale.  Ariz.:  81  plus  10  point  pref- 
erence   91.     No  tax  experience 

(2)  William  H.  Smith.  5336  North  Sixth 
Street,  Phoenix,  Ariz  :  91  plus  5  point  pref- 
erence. 96.     No  tax  experience 

(3)  Wilson  B.  Wood.  514  North  Fifth 
Street,  Phoenix,  An/..:  90  plus  5  pnint  pre!- 
erence.  95.     No  tax  experience 

58.  Denver.  Colo  :  George  H  Allan,  614 
Symes  Building,  Denver.  Colo  :  Qualified  in 
competitive  examination  as  No  1.  Has  civil- 
service  status  but  was  selected  through  (.(jm- 
petitive  examination. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  George  H  Alhin,  614  Svmes  Building. 
Denver.  Colo  :  88  plus  10  point  prelereiice. 
98.  Has  had  tax  experience  in  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Re\enue. 

(2i  Frank  H  Stapleton.  2217  Jasmine 
Street.  Denver.  Colo  :  74  plu.s  10  point  prel- 
erence,  81      Has  no  tax  experience 

(3 1  Bernard  E  Teets.  1.305  E  i^t  Seventh 
Avenue.  Denver.  CoNi  iU  plu.s  5  point  [)rei- 
erence.  96.  Has  had  no  tax  exoerience  un- 
less he  handled  some  tax  ca.ses  while  in  gen- 
eral law  practice  for   Tj    years  in   1935  .'<6 

59.  Albuquerque.  N  Mex  :  Stevt-n  P  Vidiil. 
1601  Las  Lonias  Road  Albuquerque  N  Mex  : 
Qualified  m  conipeiiiive  examination  as 
No    2. 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitive  ex- 
amlnati'jn  are- 

(1)  Ralph   S    Trigs;.  406   Clovcrwav.   Alex- 
andria, Va     (legal   resident  of   New  Mexioi 
98     plus    5    point    prelerente.     1IJ3.      No    t.ix 
experience. 

(2i  Steven  P  Vidal  IGOl  Las  Ix^mas  Road. 
Albuquerque.  N  Mex  87  plu?:  ,"i  |)oii;'  pre: - 
erence.  92  Had  tax  experience  m  Bureau  of 
Internal  Revenue 

(3 1  M;nhew  H  Davis  1224  North  Stan- 
ford. Albuquerque,  N  Mex  .  85  No  lax  ex- 
perience 

60  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah:  Charles  Irvin 
Fix.  1660  Harvard  Avenue.  Salt  lake  Ci'v. 
Utah.  Hn^  had  tax  experience  in  BIR  H..s 
civil-service  status  and  qualified  m  noncom- 
petitive examination  Obtained  civil-servlce 
status  April  25.  1927.  internal  revenue  agent. 
$2,100  per  annum,  competitive  examination! 

61  Cheyenne.  Wyo  Frank  G  Clark.  Fron- 
tier Hotel.  Cheyenne.  Wyo  Qualified  lu  c.>in- 
petitive  examination  as  No    3 

Top  three  eligibles  in  the  competitue  ex- 
amination are; 

(li  Archibald  Ewoldsen,  Route  No  l . 
Sheridan,  Wyo  :  85  Has  had  tax  experience 
In  Wyoming  state  government 

(2)  LeRoy  Joyce.  218  West  Third  Avenue. 
Cheyenne,  Wyo.:  82.  Has  had  tax  experience 
in  BIR. 

(3)  Frank  G  Clark.  Frontier  Hotel  Chey- 
enne. Wyo  :  76  plus  5-p(jint  preference.  81. 
Has  had  tax  experience  in  BIR 

62.  Austin.  Tex  :  Robert  L  Phinney.  1907 
Exposition  Boulevard.  Austin.  Tex  Has  had 
tax  experience  in  BIR.  Has  civll-service 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  exam- 
ination. Obtained  civil-servlce  status  June 
30.  1948.  postmaster,  $7,400  per  annum,  com- 
petitive examination. 

63.  Dallas.  Tex  ;  Ellis  Campbell,  Jr.  10034 
Lake  Gardens  Drive.  Dallas.  Tex  Has  had 
tax  experience  In  BIR.  Has  clvil-service 
status  and  qualified  in  noncompetitive  ex- 
amination Obtained  clvll-service  status 
August  16.  1942.  zone  deputy  collector.  $2,400 
per  annum,  Ramspeck  Act  and  Executive  Or- 
der 8743. 

64.  Oklahoma  City.  Okla:  Earl  R  Wiseman. 
430  Northwest  27th  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  Qualified  in  competitive  examination 
as  No.  1. 


Top  three  eligibles  In  the  competitive  ex- 
amination are: 

(1)  Earl  R  Wiseman.  430  Northwest  27th 
Street.  Oklahoma  City.  Okla  :  80  plus  10- 
pomt  preference.  90.  Has  had  tax  experience 
in  BIR 

(2)  James  S  Hargett,  1506  Drury  Lane. 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla     95     No  ta»  experience. 

(3)  Joseph  D  Dunn,  Capitol  Office  Build- 
ing. Oklahoma  City.  Okla  92  50.  •  Has  liad 
tax  experience  outside  BIR. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  Pre.si(ient.  will  the 
Senator   from   E>eliiware   yield.' 

Mr   WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr  AIKEN  I  do  not  rise  to  que-^tion 
any  of  the  assertions  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  has  made  regarding  the  meth- 
od of  filling'  vacancies  m  the  Bureau  of 
Internal  R'venue.  I  simply  ri^e  to  in- 
quire how  anythinK  the  Senator  from 
D.'Iaware  has  .said  reRardin«  the  method 
of  fillint4  vacancies  in  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue  distiimuishes  that  meth- 
od in  any  way  from  the  one  tised  durinu 
recent  years  in  every  other  Government 
at-ency. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  If  the  same  method 
is  used  in  other  Government  agencies. 
It  is  time  we  did  somethir.s  about  it. 
Unquestionably  ixilitic.s  has  played  too 
important  a  part  in  the  selection  of 
too  many  official;;. 

As  I  stated  at  the  besinninc  of,  my 
remarks,  I  fully  reco'rinize  that  under  the 
civil-:>erv:ce  law  and  rules,  the  admin- 
istration was  perfectly  within  its  rights 
in  fillin.';  these  jobs  eitlier  through  com- 
petitive examinations  or  through  non- 
competitive examinations.  However,  on 
that  point  I  quoted  the  Chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commi.sMon.  and  I  should 
like  to  read  that  quoLiition  auain,  be- 
cau.se  I  think  it  is  the  heart  of  the  entire 
problem 

When  testifvinc  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations.  Mr  Rob- 
ert Ramspeck.  then  Chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commis.si(jn,  testified  on 
January  31.  1952,  as  follow:^: 

When  the  new  Jobs  have  been  classified 
and  the  ex.inr.natioii  requirements  set,  open 
competiiue  exanunatioii.s  will  be  announced 
for  the  district  commis.sioner  jobs  and  any 
other  key  positions  that  are  to  be  tilled.  I 
believe  a  total  of  about  00 

Dunnp  the  debate  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  the  Senator  from  Minne.sota 
I  Mr  Humphrey  I.  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, was  leadinu'  the  administration 
tii-'ht  II  support  of  the  reort^anization 
plan  In  the  debate,  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  iMr  Millikin  !  pointed  out 
that  the  plan  contained  nothinK  which 
made  it  mandatory  that  the  Commis- 
sion use  competitive  examinations,  and 
he  suited  the  fear  that  after  the  plan 
was  adopted,  the  Commission  might  go 
back  on  iLs  promises 

I  should  like  to  quote  the  rea.ssurance 
t;iven  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
IMr.  Humphrey  I  on  this  particular 
point,  based  upon  testimony  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, the  Secietary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
the  Commi.s.sioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 
I  am  not  questioning  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  IMr  Hum- 
phrey I  ;  he  was  stating  the  promises  as 
he   understood   them. 

I  mit;ht  add  that  I.  too.  had  the  .same 
understandint;. 

Mr  Hi-MiHRrv  I  think  we  should  keep  the 
record   siraiflit.     I    believe   there   is   nothing 
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In  the  reorganization  plan  which  sets  up  & 
merit  system.  The  Senator  is  correct  when 
j,e  says  there  is  nothing  within  the  plan 
whii  1)  says  'under  competitive  examination." 
However.  I  remind  the  Senator  that  in  the 
Cla.ssUied  Civil  Service  Act  there  are  pro- 
visMiis  for  competitive  civil-servlce  examina- 
tions, as  well  as  noncompetitive. 

Mr    MiLMKiN.  Tliat    is   correct. 

Mr  HuMPHHEY  I  remind  the  Senator  that 
the  Ciialrman  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  three  top 
riftifers  of  the  Government,  have  testified 
before  a  committee  of  the  Coneress,  have 
placed  their  reputations  before  the  people 
of  this  Nation,  and  have  placed  their  whole 
professional  standing  before  the  entire 
American  public  on  the  basis  that  there 
would  l)e  competitive  examinations  for  the 
poi^itlons   we   are   discussing. 

While  we  all  understood  that  both 
competitive  and  noncompetitive  exam- 
inations w  ere  pos-sible  under  the  law.  cer- 
tainly the  above  statement  was  clear 
enough  as  to  the  procedure  promised. 
I  do  not  think  we  could  get  a  more 
positive  statement  on  behalf  of  the  man 
who  was  m  change  of  the  bill  at  that 
time  And  as  I  pointed  out,  of  the  ap- 
proximately 90  positions  filied,  competi- 
tive examinations  were  held  in  only  27 
cases  out  of  that  group.  Of  that  27.  the 
officials  bypa.ssed,  in  many  instances,  the 
ri'.Milt.s  of  the  competitive  examinations. 
When  there  would  be  three  men  qualified 
for  the  jobs,  they  would  go  outside  the 
re',:ister  to  pick  another  man.  and  in 
many  instances  give  him  the  job  over  the 
objections  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion That  was  a  direct  violation  of  the 
e.stablished  rules  of  the  civil-service  sys- 
t«  m  as  provided  by  law. 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the 
S  nator  yield':' 

Mr   WILLIAMS.     I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from   Vermont. 

Mr.   AIKEN.     I  do  not  question  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  EKMaware.  but  I  still  do  not 
see  how  the  practice  in  regard  to  fiUing 
vacancies   in    the    Bureau   of   Internal 
Revenue    is   distinguishable    from    that 
followed  in  practically  all  other  agencies 
of   Government,  where   political   clear- 
ances are  required  for  all  appointments 
to  iMjsitions  carrying  salaries  amounting 
to  $4  000.  $5,000.  and  up.     I  think  that 
what  he  has  said  in  regard  to  the  Bu- 
reau of  Internal  Revenue  and  the  per- 
version of  the  civil-service  laws  also  ap- 
plies to  most  of  the  other  agencies  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 
Mr.   WILLIAMS.     I   do  not  question 
that  but  that  does  not  make  it  right. 
I  do  think,  and  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Veimont  will  agree  with  me,  that 
when  the  repre.sentatives  of  the  execu- 
tive branch  come  before  the  Congress 
and   testify   that   they   will  or  will   not 
do  something,  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
them   to   carry   out   their   promise.      I 
should  like  to  quote  from  a  letter  which 
I  received  from  Mr.  John  S.  Graham, 
of    the  Treasury    Department,  on  this 
very  subject,  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
Selection  Board  would  have  free  reign 
in  the  operation: 

Neither  former  Commissioner  Dunlap  nor 
the  Secretary  was  an  ex  officio  member  of  the 
Selection  Bijard.  In  fact,  they  had  nothing 
whatsoever  to  do  with  the  Boards  recom- 
mendations.    Biich   recommendations   were 


purposely  designed  to  be  the  Independent 
and  Impartial  actions  of  thia  five-man  group, 
based  upon  their  collective  Judgment  and 
evaluation  of  the  qualifications  and  the  suit- 
ability of  each  candidate  which  it  consid- 
ered. 

Also,  I  have  quoted  this  afternoon 
from  letters  signed  by  representatives  of 
the  Selection  Board,  in  which  they  cite 
many,  many  cases  in  which  they  never 
even  knew  the  men  were  being  consid- 
ered until  after  they  had  been  appointed. 
I  have  quoted  also  excerpts  from  letters 
to  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  and 
which  can  be  verified,  in  which  the  nota- 
tion appears  that  Secretary  Snyder  and 
Commissioner  Dunlap  have  agreed  upon 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  X.  Remember 
we  were  given  the  a.ssurance  that  em- 
ployees would  be  selected  only  on  the 
basis  of  the  competitive  examinations, 
and  also  the  assurance  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that,  in  addi- 
tion, neither  Commissioner  Dunlap  nor 
the  Secretary  would  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  appointments. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK  and  Mr.  McCLEL- 
LAN  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett in  the  chair » .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  yield;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  will  recall  that  in  March  1952, 
when  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1,  involv- 
ing the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  was 
before  this  body,  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  McClel- 
LANl.  as  chairman  of  the  Government 
Operations  Committee  at  that  time,  and 
other  members  of  the  committee,  includ- 
ing myself,  endeavored  to  forewarn  the 
Members  of  this  body  that  instead  of 
taking  politics  out  of  the  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenue,  the  adoption  of  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  1  Would  in  reality 
blanket  political  manipulation  within 
that  Bureau.  Control  of  the  situation 
was  then  the  responsibility  of  Congress. 
All  the  facts  were  laid  before  Senators 
during  that  debate,  and  while  I  appre- 
ciate the  efforts  now  being  made  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Delaware,  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  what  Congress  should  do 
now  to  rectify  the  mistake  that  was  made 
a  year  ago. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  understand  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  is  going  to  make 
a  comment  on  that  in  a  moment.  I  said 
here  that  I  felt  the  executive  branch 
and  the  committee  should  study  this  sub- 
ject. I  still  believe  in  the  principle  of 
keeping  these  men  under  Civil  Service. 
However,  I  am  not  willing  to  sit  idly  by 
and  see  these  men  who  were  selected 
solely  on  the  basis  of  their  poUtical  affil- 
iation continue  to  hold  the  positions  they 
now  occupy.  Congress  has  every  right 
to  believe  a  member  of  the  President's 
Cabinet,  when  he  comes  before  the  Con- 
gress and  gives  a  promise  that  he  will 
or  will  not  do  something.  If  we  trust 
that  member  of  the  Cabinet,  we  should 
impeach  him  if  he  violates  that  promise. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  May  I  ask  how  the 
Senator  would  propose  doing  that? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    We  did  it  on  No- 
vember 4. 


Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  should  like  to 
associate  myself  with  the  question  asked 
by  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  when  he 
inqtiired  whether  the  procedure  followed 
in  filling  of  these  particular  positions  by 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  is  not  com- 
parable to  the  procedure  which  has  been 
in  effect  for  many  years.  While  some 
of  the  local  columnists  in  Washington 
tell  us  how  sacrosanct  and  efficient  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  is,  the  fact  re- 
mains that  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
prior  to  January,  for  several  years  had 
frequently  disregarded  merit  in  the 
filling  of  these  positions.  So  I  ask,  why, 
in  this  particular  instance,  were  the 
Members  of  this  body  justified  in  assum- 
ing t^at  any  other  procedure  would  be 
followed  than  that  which  had  been  giv- 
ing precedence  to  political  considera- 
tions in  all  the  operations  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commi.-^sion? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  would  say  that  the 
difTeieoce  is  this:  In  this  particular  in- 
stance, the  promise  was  asked  for  and 
was  received,  that  the  appointments 
would  be  made  upon  competitive  exami- 
nations, that  there  would  be  an  inde- 
p>endent  selection  board  set  up  to  select 
these  appointees  to  these  jobs.  That  is 
not  done  under  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment or  in  any  of  the  other  agencies,  and 
while  I  do  not  question  that  there  have 
been  many  violations  of  the  spirit  of 
civil  service,  in  the  past — and  I  a.ssume 
there  will  be  a  few,  in  the  future — 
nevertheless,  I  say  that  is  the  responsi- 
bility and  fault  of  those  who  are  admin- 
istering the  service  rather  than  of  the 
act  it-self. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  do 
I  correctly  understand  that  the  Senator 
is  now  stating  that,  based  on  his  in- 
vestigation and  his  observations,  poli- 
tics rather  than  merit  in  the  civil  serv- 
ice has  played  an  important  part  in  the 
selection  of  many  revenue  collectors,  or 
whatever  the  title  may  be  now,  under 
the  reorganization  plan? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  made  the 
statement  that  I  think  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan  was  carried  out  in  direct  op- 
position to  the  intent  of  Congress;  and 
I  do  think  that  the  political  picture 
played  a  more  prominent  part  in  the  se- 
lection of  these  men  than  did  their 
qualifications — yes. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  As  I  understand 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  he  is  saying 
that  the  Senate,  in  considering  the  con- 
current resolution,  took  the  word  of 
Cabinet  officials  and  of  other  Govern- 
ment officials  and  relied  upon  their  state- 
ments, rather  than  writing  into  the  law 
a  provision  that  would  not  be  the  ex- 
pression of  a  promise,  but  rather  the 
expression  of  congressional  opinion  by 
means  of  a  statute.  We  accepted  their 
statements.  I  say  "We";  but  I  did  not, 
and  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware did.  He  accepted  the  word  of  the 
officials  rather  than  writing  an  express 
provision  in  the  law.  Is  not  that  correct? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  true.  But  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  he,  I  am  sure,  recognizes  that  in 
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considering  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
last  year  it  was  impossible  to  write  such  a 
provision  in  the  law,  since  a  reorganiza- 
tion plan  was  not  subject  to  amendment. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Therefore,  the  re- 
organization plan  was  defective,  and  was 
known  to  us  to  be  defective  at  the  time. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  on  that 
point,  and  I  wish  that  it  had  been  writ- 
ten into  the  law.  I  would  have  preferred 
that  at  the  time.  As  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  very  ably  pointed  out,  we  re- 
lied upon  the  sincerity  of  the  men  who 
gave  their  word.  It  was  a  little  hard  to 
conceive  that  three  men.  holding  such 
p>ositions,  would  car-y  their  plans  out  in 
direct  violation  of  what  they  had  ex- 
pressly promised  to  the  Congress.  I 
said  at  the  time  that  while  I  was  going 
to  accept  it  on  the  basis  of  their  prom- 
ise, I  was  going  to  follow  through  te  see 
that  they  carried  out  their  promise;  I 
am  therefore  today  making  this  state- 
ment. I  am  making  the  specific  charge 
that  they  did  not  live  up  to  their  prom- 
ises to  the  Congress  and  to  the  American 
people.  % 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Does  the  Senator 
not  recall  that  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  that  resolution  or  plan,  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  stated  that  in- 
stead of  taking  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  out  of  politics,  we  were  placing 
it  in  politics,  behind  an  iron  curtain; 
and  has  not  that  situation  come  to  pass? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No,  I  would  not  say 
so.  We  are  not  working  behind  an  iron 
curtain  today.  Some  of  the  administra- 
tion officials  might  have  intended  it  as 
such  but  if  so  they  are  in  for  a  surprise. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  curtain  is 
there,  and  politics  is  there. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  so  happens  that 
Congress  has  control  of  the  curtain.  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  I  am  very  much  disapF>ointed  in 
the  manner  in  which  the  plan  has  been 
carried  out.  However,  had  we  rejected 
the  reorganization  plan  and  continued 
as  we  were  then  going,  under  the  old 
administration,  we  would  still  have  these 
men  in  office  and  we  would  have  had  to 
turn  them  out.  Conditions  at  the  time 
were  so  bad  that  many  of  us  were  willing 
to  take  most  any  chance  to  get  them 
corrected. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  What  does  the  Re- 
publican Party  propose  to  do  about  it? 
Is  it  going  to  turn  them  out? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  speak  only  for 
myself.  I  made  it  very  clear  that  I  did 
not  intend  to  sit  idly  by  and  see  some 
of  these  discredited  officials  use  the  civil 
service  system  as  a  political  refuge. 
That  is  why  I  have  made  such  a  thor- 
ough study  of  this  subject.  I  think  we 
will  get  it  corrected. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  What  eflTect  will 
the  Executive  order  which  is  being  pro- 
mulgated, if  not  already  issued  by  the 
Chief  Executive,  have  on  those  positions? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  not  certain 
that  I  can  answer  that  question,  but  I 
would  say  it  would  have  no  effect.  If 
I  understand  correctly — the  Executive 
order  can  be  applicable  only  to  those 
positions  which  were  blanketed  in  under 


the  civil-service  system  by  Executive  or- 
der, and  in  those  cases  in  which  em- 
ployees obtained  civil-service  status  as 
a  result  of  a  congressional  act.  I  think 
it  will  take  another  act  of  Congress  or 
another  reorganization  plan  to  change 
that  situation. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Then  we  can  ex- 
pect no  remedy  by  Executive  order  of 
the  President  of  the  situation  to  which 
the  Senator  has  so  ably  addressed  him- 
self? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  do  not  think  it 
can  be  so  corrected;  however,  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  another  reorganiza- 
tion of  the  Bureau  or  to  prevent  Con- 
gress from  passing  another  law. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  only  way  it 
can  be  corrected  is  through  legislation. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  only  way  it  can 
be  corrected  is  either  by  lem.slation  or 
reorganization  of  what  is  apparently  a 
di-sorganized  Bureau. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield .-' 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr  LONG.  I  .should  like  to  congratu- 
late the  Senator  from  Delaware  for  th.- 
very  able  job  he  has  done  in  investmatinL; 
and  uncovering  the  very  unfortunate 
and  improper  acts  which  have  occurred. 
I  should  like  to  a.sk  the  Senator  if  he  is 
familiar  with  the  statement  made  by  one 
of  the  members  of  our  committee,  a 
Senator  who  I  believe  is  one  of  the  ex- 
perts on  the  administration  of  our  tax 
laws,  to  the  effect  that  this  ill-advised 
reorganization  plan,  and  the  way  in 
which  it  was  put  into  effect,  probably 
cost  this  Nation  approximately  $5U0 
million. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  have  heard  vari- 
ous statements  made  as  to  estimates  of 
the  cost.  I  made  the  statement  that 
instead  of  costing  les.i  money  and  oper- 
ating with  more  efficiency,  there  is 
greater  inefficiency  and  it  has  cost  the 
taxpayers  more  money.  We  are  loaded 
down  with  a  worse  situation  than  we 
were  in  when  we  started. 

We  are  confronted  with  a  condition 
which  if  not  met  affirmatively  could 
cause  considerable  embarassment  and 
loss  of  faith  by  the  people  in  this  auency. 

Mr.  LONG.  Of  course  the  statement 
was  made  in  executive  ses.>«ion.  and  I 
would  not  care  to  disclose  the  Senator  s 
name,  for  I  very  highly  re.^pect  him.  but 
he  made  the  statement  that  the  employ- 
ment of  incompetent  persons  to  admin- 
ister certain  features  of  the  program, 
giving  everyone  a  pay  raise  by  changing 
his  status,  the  general  confusion  which 
existed  throughout  the  country  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  reorganization  plan,  and  the 
way  in  which  it  was  placed  into  effect, 
probably  cost  this  Nation  approximately 
$500  million  in  taxes  due  but  not  col- 
lected. Does  the  Senator  believe  that 
that  is  the  case? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  would  not  care  to 
place  an  estimate  on  it.  I  heard  the  .'^ame 
statement  which  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana heard,  and  I  respect  the  man  who 
made  it.  There  is  no  question  in  my 
mind  but  that  the  morale  of  the  Treas- 
ury employees  was  never  lower  than  it  is 
today.  It  is  rather  discouraging  to  many 
of  the  employees  of  the  agency  who  are 
trying  to  do  a  good  job — and  the  ma- 
jority of  them  are  trying  to  do  a  good 


job — to  see  persons  placed  In  high  posi- 
tions of  authority  who  are.  in  fact,  not 
capable  of  holding  the  job. 

Mr  LONG.  Of  course  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  was  acting  in  complete 
Mood  faith  in  trying  to  improve  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  when  he  voted  for  the  reorgan- 
ization plan.  However.  I  believe  the 
manner  in  which  the  reorganization  plan 
was  put  into  effect,  and  the  defective 
pha.ses  of  the  plan  lUself.  pretty  well  dis- 
clo.'-e  that  we  do  not  always  net  economy 
by  having  a  reor^;anization  plan.  Some- 
times t,e  only  waste  the  taxpayers* 
money.  That  is  what  happened  in  this 
instance 

Mr  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct.  I 
tlunk  Coniire.'-s  has  a  re-^ponsibility  to 
follow  throu^;h.  We  can  always  correct 
such  a  situation.  I  think  that  is  what 
we  mu.'-t  do  in  this  particular  instance. 
I  .'-till  believe  there  are  good  principles 
behind  the  reorganization  plan.  I  still 
believe  in  many  of  lUs  principles,  and  I 
think  we  can  salvage  the  good  and  clean 
out  the  bad. 

Mr  President.  I  promi.^ed  to  yield  to 
the  benator  from  Kansas  1  Mr   Carlson  1. 

Mr  MrCARKAN  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  for  a 
moment,  becau.'^e  I  mu.bi  leave  the 
floor 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  promised  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kan.sas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr  President.  I  de- 
sire to  commend  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware for  getting  this  information  and 
pre.--entinn  it  to  the  Senate.  A.s  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  who  were 
probably  carried  away  by  the  debate.  I 
voted  ai^ainst  th.e  plan.  I  did  so  on  tl;e 
biisis  that  we  were  not  improving  the 
operations  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  by  blanketing  certain  officials 
into  the  service.  The  record  shows 
they  were  blanketed  in.  At  that  time 
we  were  greatly  concerned  about  the  of- 
fice of  the  collector  of  internal  revenue 
and  the  collecting  agencies  all  over  the 
Nation.  Today  we  find  that  F>ersons 
have  been  placed  in  responsible  perma- 
nen"  ptj.^itions  who  were  part  and  parcel 
of  favoritism  and  political  influence.  It 
just  does  not  .'-peak  well  for  the  ai^ency 
to  have  in  it  the  men  who  were  operat- 
ini^  it  at  that  time. 

I  notice  that  in  the  Senator's  state- 
ment he  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Guvrrnment  Operations.  As  chairman 
of  the  Civil  Service  Committee.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  go  into  the  matter  in  any  way 
I  can.  and  if  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  wants  to  take  it  up  I 
shall  be  Mlad  to  accede  to  it. 

The  matter  .'^hould  be  looked  Into. 
The  Bureau  of  Internal  Reve;  uf  should 
be  a  Bureau  which  is  above  reproach.  I 
do  not  see  how  we  can  have  it  so  when 
we  blanket  the  wrong  type  of  people  in- 
to the  ."-ervice.  I  am  a  great  believer  in 
the  civil  .service;  I  believe  in  the  merit 
system.  The  administration  had  an  ex- 
cellent opportunity  to  carry  forward  a 
good  type  of  program,  but  it  selected  po- 
litical cronies  and  moved  them  all  over 
the  Nation  and  blanketed  them  into  the 
system.  It  is  unfortunate.  The  leaders 
are  responsible  for  it.  not  the  hard  work- 
ing, fine,  patriotic  employees.  It  is  one 
of  the  problemo  of  the  present  adminis- 
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tration.  In  dealing  with  persons  In  poli- 
cymaking positions  who  were  frozen  m- 
to  their  positions.  I  can  imagme  the 
present  collector  of  internal  revenue, 
ur  anyone  else  in  the  new  administra- 
i.on,  asking  cooperation  and  expecting 
to  Met  sound,  honest  answers  to  the  prob- 
lems affecting  the  collection  of  internal 
revenue. 

Mr.  President,  we  and  the  Nation  are 
indebted  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
for  his  splendid  statement  today. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
yield? 

Mr  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland. 

Mr  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. 1  happen  to  be  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  great  body  who  voted  for 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1952.  I  did 
this  because  at  the  time  I  deemed  it  to 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

Since  casting  that  vote,  which  I  now 
consider  to  be  a  bad  Tote.  I  have  seen 
the  operation  of  the  Department  in  my 
city  of  Baltimore  under  that  reorganiza- 
tion. I  have  !;een  worthy  employees  who 
had  faithfully  discharged  their  duties  in 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  for  25 
or  30  years  suffer  the  experience  of  hav- 
ing placed  over  them  men  who  should 
not  be  p!aced  over  them — men  who  had 
been  brought  in  from  Washington  and 
placed  in  the  'cushy*'  jobs  which  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  has  been  dis- 
cussing. I  have  seen  the  morale  of  that 
fine  group  of  employees  destroyed. 

I  have  also  seen  In  my  city  the  actusJ 
moving  of  these  fine  long-time  career 
employees  from  their  places  In  the  cus- 
toms house  and  In  other  branch  offices 
of  the  Treasury  Department  Into  unsuit- 
able and  crowdetl  quarters,  even  to  the 
extent  that  one  of  our  local  editors  has 
characterized  the  quarters  to  which  some 
of  those  fine  men  have  been  moved  as 
a  snake  pit. 

As  can  be  seen,  conditions  In  my  State 
are  deplorable,  and  I  heartily  commend 
the  Senator  from  Delaware.  I  think  all 
he  has  said  is  true  and  I  shall  join  with 
him  in  an  endeavor  to  bring  about  the 
reform  which  h*;  seeks  to  bring  about. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  for  his  contribution.  I 
assure  him.  as  another  Senator  who 
voted  for  the  plan  with  the  best  of  inten- 
tions, that  I  think  all  of  us  now  recognize 
the  problem  witli  which  we  are  now  con- 
fronted. If  we  all  get  together,  we  can 
still  straighten  out  this  Department  and 
restore  this  important  agency  to  the 
point  where  It  will  once  again  command 
the  respect  of  the  American  people. 
That  can  be  done  only  by  convincing  the 
American  people  that  we  have  cleaned 
up  the  corruption  and  thrown  out  all 
tho.se  officials  who  forgot  that  a  public 
office  was  a  public  trust. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  natu- 
ral resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
hour  of  2  o'clock  having  arrived,  the 
unanimous-con.'^ent  agreement  has  ex- 
pired, and  it  now  becomes  the  duty  of 
the  Chair  to  lay  before  the  Senate  the 
unfinished  business. 


IMPORTATION  OP  COMPETITIVE 
FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  PROD- 
UCTS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  present  a  brief 
statement  for  the  Record,  so  that  I  may 
then  leave  in  order  to  attend  a  meeting 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  under  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  was  to  be  entitled  to  the 
floor  when  the  Senate  resumed  consid- 
eration of  the  unfinished  business. 
However.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarranI  hav- 
ing opFwrtunity  to  make  his  statement. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  desire  to  make  a 
statement  in  connection  with  Senate  bill 
1538,  introduced  yesterday  by  the  junior 
Senator     from     South     Dakota      I  Mr. 
MuNDTl  and  a  number  of  other  Senators. 
Mr.  President,  it  was  my  privilege  yes- 
terday to  join  with  the  Senator  from 
South  DakoU  [Mr  MundtI  and  a  num- 
ber of  other  Senators  sponsoring  a  bill 
(S.  1538  >  designed  to  strengthen  Ameri- 
can   agriculture    and    reduce    the   cost 
of  price-support  operations.    The  mat- 
ter of  importation  of  competitive  foreign 
agricultural  products,  produced  at  wage 
standards  and  costs  much  below  those  of 
the  American  rancher,  is  causing  great 
concern  to  the  livestock  people  of  my 
State  and  of  all  the  States  of  the  West. 
My  mail  is  full  of  the  concern  being  ex- 
pressed by  such  people  as  Mr.  Chandler 
Church,  of  Elko,  president  of  the  Nevada 
Wool    Growers    A.ssociation,    and    Mrs. 
Louise  Marvel,  of  Battle  Mountain,  Nev. 
Mrs.  Marvel  perhaps  expressed  the  feel- 
ing of  all  the  ranchers  as  they  face  the 
downward  trend  in  prices  of  wool  and 
meats    when   she    said,    "If    something 
could  be  done  to  stop  importation  until 
domestic  supplies  were  exhausted,  then 
perhaps  we  would  all  fare  halfway  well." 
Mr.  President.  I  think  in  this  measure 
(S.  1538)  we  have  an  answer  that  is  fair 
to  the  domestic  producer  of  farm  prod- 
ucts, whose  welfare  we  must  consider  if 
this  Nation  is  to  remain  strong,  and  is 
to  produce  the  food  and  fiber  which 
forms  the  basis  of  our  economy.    And 
it  is  fair  to  those  who  need  and  want  in- 
creased foreign  trade,  for  it  sets  up  the 
limits  which  will  permit  this  trade  with- 
out damage  to  the  standard  of  living  of 
our  ranchers  and  their  workers.    With 
the  passage  of  this  bill,  the  Congress  will 
have  maintained  its  promise  to  agricul- 
ture to  help  maintain  a  parity  price,  and 
will  at  the  same  time  be  fair  to  the  tax- 
payers in  attempting  to  cut  the  cost  of 
support  programs. 


REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  3  OP 
1953.  RELATING  TO  EXECUTIVE 
OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT — 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
(H.  DOC.  NO.  120) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
This  message  is  accompanied  by  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  3  of  1953.  The  mes- 
sage has  already  been  read  in  the  House. 
Therefore,  the  reading  of  the  message  in 
the  Senate  will  be  dispensed  with,  and  it 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record.  The  mes- 
sage, together  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  will  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations. 

(For  President's  message,  see  House 
proceedings  for  today,  p.  2716.) 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Green 

McClellan 

Beall 

Grtswold 

MUUkin 

Bennett 

H&yden 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Hendrlckson 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Hill 

Neely 

Byrd 

Holland 

Payne 

Capehart 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Carlson 

Hunt 

Bobertson 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Clementa 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Baltonstall 

Cooper 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Smith.  Main* 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Daniel 

Ktlgor© 

Sparkman 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Stennls 

Douglaa 

Kuchel 

S}-mlngton 

Duff 

Langer 

Taft 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Tobey 

Ellender 

Long 

Watklns 

Fergu-son 

Malone 

Welker 

Flanders 

Mans&eld 

Wiley 

Frear 

McCarran 

Willianu 

Pul  bright 

McCarthy 

Young 

Mr,  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Bar- 
rett], the  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  Mr. 
Bush],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  LMr. 
Butler],  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
GOLD  WATER],  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr,  IVESl,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  JENNER],  and  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  LMr.  Ptjrtkll]  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Martin]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  committee  business. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Thye]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander- 
son and  Mr.  Chavez]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings],  the  Senators  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey  and  Mr. 
Smith],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  jACBtsoN],  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Kennedy] ,  the  Senators 
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from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kkrr  and  Mr.  Mon- 
ionet]  .  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  MaybankI.  and  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  PastoreJ  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette], the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnttson],  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  committee 
business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is  pres- 
ent. 

Under  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment, the  Senator  from  Oregon  LMr. 
Cordon]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CORDON.    Mr.  President 


ANNOUNCEMENT  OP  HEARING  ON 
NOMINATION  OF  ANCHER  NELSEN 
TO  BE  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  THE 
RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMIN- 
ISTRATION 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me  for  an 
announcement? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for 
the  purpose  of  making  an  announcement 
in  connection  with  official  business, 
without  losing  my  right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  may  yield  as  indicated. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  an- 
nounce that  at  10  o'clock  next  Tuesday 
morning  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  will  hold  a  hearing 
on  the  nomination  of  Ancher  Nelsen,  of 
Minnesota,  to  be  the  new  Administrator 
of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra- 
tion. Several  Senators  have  asked  me 
about  Mr.  Nelsen's  appointment.  I  am 
unable  to  tell  them  anything  other  than 
that  he  is  reputed  to  be  a  good  man  for 
the  job,  and  there  has  been  no  objection 
to  him.  However,  in  view  of  the  wide- 
spread Interest  in  this  position.  I  am 
announcing  the  hearing  at  this  time. 
Any  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  in- 
terested will  be  welcome  at  the  hearing, 
When  Mr.  Nelsen  will  appear. 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  Joint  Resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13) 
to  confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  Senate  adjourned  yesterday  the 
Senator  from  Oret  was  attempting  to 
explain  the  terms  o^  3enate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 13,  and  had  reached  paragraph 
(d>  on  page  11  of  the  joint  resolution  as 
reported.  Before  continuing  the  explan- 
ation, and  in  order  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  may  fully  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  docs  not  wish  in 
any  way  to  be  discourteous  or  to  favor 


one  Senator  over  another,  and  that  he 
is  not  unwilling  in  any  sense  to  discuss 
fully  the  merits  of  the  Joint  resolution, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  desires  ex- 
pressly and  explicitly  to  state  that  he  is 
now  engaged  only  in  explaining  the 
terms  of  the  joint  resolution,  and  not 
in  discussing  in  any  sense  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  joint  re.solution.  He  is 
limiting  himself  to  what  he  thinks  misht 
conceivably  be  of  aid  to  Members  of  the 
Senate  in  reaching  conclusions  as  to 
what  the  joint  resolution  is  intended  to 
do.  He  would  prefer  not  to  be  unduly 
interrupted.  He  will  yield  for  questions 
within  the  framework  of  the  purpose  of 
his  present  statement,  namely,  a  state- 
ment as  to  what  the  joint  resolution 
means.  He  asks  Senators  who  have 
questions  to  limit  their  questions  to  that 
f^eld,  and  to  make  the  questions  as  brief 
and  as  much  to  the  point  as  po.s.sible. 

The  Senator  from  Orecon  a.s.-;ures  all 
Senators  who  may  thereafter  desire  to 
engage  in  colloquy  on  the  merit.s  of  the 
joint  resolution  that  he  will  be  most 
happy  to  join  with  them  at  a  later  time 
and  make  it  a  rnerr^-  afternoon:  but  as 
of  now,  he  desires  merely  to  explain  the 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
a  question  before  I  start.  I  yield  for  a 
question  from  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  appreciate  the  cour- 
tesy of  the  Senator  in  yielding  to  me.  I 
merely  wished  to  ask  if  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  intended  to  explain  clearly  what 
the  joint  resolution  means,  and  what  it 
would  do. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  hopes  to  do  so.  It  may  well  be 
that  he  will  fail.  He  has  failed  before, 
but  he  will  do  his  best  to  accomplish  the 
purpjose  indicated. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  yester- 
day when  the  Senate  adjournt-d  I  was 
discussing  the  definitions  in  title  I  of  the 
joint  resolution.  The  next  definition 
appears  en  page  11.  in  line  17.  and  is  a 
definition  of  the  terms  "grantees"  and 
"lessees,"  as  those  terms  are  used  in  the 
joint  resolution. 

I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  explain  the 
definition.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  per- 
fectly clear,  and  to  need  no  additional 
explanation. 

DEnNinoN  or  "natueal  ee.soukcf.s" 

The  next  paragraph  is  paragraph  <e> 
on  page  12.     It  reads  as  follows: 

(e)  The  term  "natural  resources"  Includes, 
without  linnitlng  the  generality  thereof,  oil. 
gas.  and  all  other  mlneruls,  and  fish,  shrimp, 
oysters,  clfuns.  crabs,  lob.sters.  sponges,  keip, 
and  other  marine  animal  and  pUnl  life  but 
does  not  include  waterpower.  ur  the  use  of 
water  for  the  production  of  power. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  calls  partic- 
ular attention  to  the  language  of  ex- 
clusion in  that  definition.  It  doe.s  not 
include  waterpower  or  the  use  of  water 
for  the  production  of  power. 

At  this  point  in  the  joint  resolution 
an  amendment  was  in.serted.  The  oriir- 
Inal  language  included  this  further  lan- 
guage: 

At  any  site  where  the  United  States  now 
owiis  the  waterpower. 


That  language  was  deleted  by  the 
committee  in  its  recommended  substi- 
tute amendment.  My  memory  is  that 
the  committee  was  unanimous  in  that 
action.  It  is  my  recollection  that  the 
deletion  met  with  the  approval  alike  of 
those  who  believe  in  the  philosophy  of 
the  Holland  bill  and  those  who  bt  lieve  m 
the  approach  of  the  Anderson  bill. 

DEI.moN    OF    ORIGINAL    PROVISION    rXPLAlIfED 

The  deletion  of  the  langua^je  raised 
questions  in  the  mind  of  the  committee, 
and  I  invite  attention  to  the  statement 
of  the  committee  which  is  found  at  page 
19  of  tiic  report  with  reference  to  these 
words.  I  .'^hall  read  that  statement  into 
the  Record: 

(20)  The  words  "at  any  site  where  the 
Ur.ited  Slates  nnw  owns  the  waierptjwer" 
have  Ix-en  stricken  here  in  the  definition  of 
"natural  re,sourc»-s  "  The  s.ime  lax.guage 
also  Is  stricken  from  subsection  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 3.  page  16.  at  line  \2.  after  the  word 
"p»>wer  "  It  Is  the  committee's  view  that 
the  provLslon  Is  ( 1 )  surplusage,  the  right  of 
the  United  States  to  generate  and  dlniKx^e 
ol  electrical  energy  hk  an  Incident  to  regu- 
lation of  cmmnerce  Is  amply  protected  In 
preceding  language;  and  |2)  us«  of  the  word 
■'uwiib"  m  connection  with  water  power  may 
be  construed  to  Import  some  right  othT 
than  and  !n  addition  t^i  the  nchls  of  the 
United  States  under  Its  constitutional  power 
to  regulate  commerce. 

The  remainder  of  the  definition  would 
appear  to  be  clear. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
question  of  fact  ? 

Mr.  CORDON  The  Senator  from 
Ore^-'on  lia.s  indicated  that  he  will  yield 
tor  questions  with  respect  to  the  mean- 
ing and  puipo.se  of  the  terms  u.sed  In 
the  joint  resolution,  and  he  will  be  very 
happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois for  any  question  in  tliat  field. 

Mr  IX)UOLAS  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Orei'on  say  whether 
the  term  "other  minerals"  includes 
sulfur? 

Mr.  CORDON  Mr.  President,  so  far 
as  the  Senator  from  Oreuon  knows — and 
he  is  not  a  chemist,  nor  is  he  a  geolo- 
Bist — sulfur  IS  a  mineral.  He  believe* 
sulfur  ir,  a  m'neral. 

The  next  definition  is  at  page  12.  line 
12: 

(f)  The  term  "lands  beneath  navigable 
waters"  does  not  Include  the  bed."  of  streams 
In  lands  nf>w  or  heretolore  conRtltuting  a 
part  of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  Statoa 
If  such  Rtreanw  wt-re  not  meandered  in  con- 
nection wiih  the  public  survey  ol  such  lands 
uiitier  the  law.-,  or  Die  United  Stale*  and  if 
the  title  to  the  beds  of  such  strc;vms  waa 
l.'iwful]y  patented  or  c  )nveyed  by  the 
United  States  or  any  State  to  any  person. 

That  exclasion  from  the  definition  of 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters'  is 
placed  in  tlie  joint  resolution  as  a  pre- 
cautionary mea:  uie  and  as  an  explana- 
tory provi.^ion.  Its  pu:po.se  is  clearly  to 
indicate  that  the  pending  joint  resolu- 
tion IS  not  intended  to  affect  in  any  way 
title  to  lands  in  the  upland  areas  which 
have  been  lawfully  patented  and  which 
may  include  still  or  flowing  water  that  is 
nonnavieable.     It  ha.s  no  other  purpose. 

Mr.  DOUGI..AS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
question  of  fact? 
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Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  would  Uke  to  inquire  about  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "meandered."  Is 
the  word  "meandc-'ed"  used  in  the  Ho- 
meric sense,  "the  river  which  wound 
about  the  battlements  of  Troy,"  or  does 
It  have  a  particular  legal  connotation? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  not  at  the  moment  discussing 
the  battlements  of  Troy  or  the  waters, 
nonnavigable  or  navigable,  therein  or 
round  about.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
enjoys  a  little  persiflage  with  his  friend 
from  Illinois  and,  therefore.  Is  happy 
to  answer  that  one  question. 

The  w  ord  "mean  lered"  has  a  meaning 
and  a  definite  defnltion,  and  any  dic- 
tionary will  supply  it  to  my  friend  from 
Illinois,  although  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  he  needs  no  dictionary  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oretion  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  CORDON.  1  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  .\labama. 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  the  word  "mean- 
dered" as  used  heie  in  connection  with 
the  "public  survey  of  such  lands  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States"  have  any 
particular  meanlnp  under  the  laws  or  in 
connection  with  s  ich  surveys? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the  laws 
of  the  States  diffe*  both  as  to  their  in- 
terpretation of  tht?  old  common  law  of 
riparian  rights,  a:id  as  to  their  State 
statutes  on  the  suiiject. 

The  word  "meardered"  as  used  in  the 
joint  resolution  means  the  delineation 
of  the  banks  of  navigable  waters.  The 
United  States,  in  fallowing  the  sectional 
survey  system,  has  habitually  meandered 
those  waters  which  were  clearly  and 
without  any  question  navigable,  and  In 
extending  its  sectional  survey  system  has 
stopped  every  line  when  it  has  reached 
the  meander  line  around  nonnavigable 
waters. 

In  some  States  we  have  decisions  one 
way  and  in  other  States  another  way,  not 
w  Ith  respect  to  lands  beneath  meandered 
areas,  but  with  re  ipect  to  lands  beneath 
waters  where  the  lines  have  not  been 
meandered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  Am  I  to  understand 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  say  that  the 
term  "meandered  '  has  the  sense  of  to 
delineate,  rather  "han  to  wind? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from  IIU- 
nois  is  correct  in  tliat  respect.  Of  course, 
we  again  exclude  the  walls  of  Troy. 

I  read  from  pat;e  12  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution: 

(g)  The  term  "S  Jite"  means  any  State  of 
the  Union. 

That  paragrapli  is  self-explanatory. 

(h)  Tlie  term  "person  '  Includes.  In  addi- 
tion to  a  natural  person,  an  association,  a 
Strite.  a  political  si.bdivlsion  of  a  State,  or  a 
private,  public,  or  municipal  corporation. 

That  conclude?  the  definitions  found 
in  title  I.  Title  II  has  the  subtitle: 
'Lands  Beneatli  Navigable  Waters 
Within  State  Boundaries." 


Section  3  in  title  IT  carries  the  first 
command  in  the  Joint  resolution,  al- 
though the  definitions  themselves  par- 
take of  command  in  certain  respects. 

Section  3,  in  substance,  Mr.  President, 
determines  and  declares — 

That  (1)  title  to  and  ownership  of  the 
land*  beneath  navigable  waters  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  respective  States,  and  the 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  (2)  the  right  and  power  to  man- 
age, administer,  lease,  develop,  and  use  the 
said  lands  and  natural  resources  all  in  ac- 
cordance with  applicable  State  law  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  subject  to  the  provisions 
hereof,  recognized,  confirmed,  established, 
and  vested  In  and  assigned  to  the  respective 
States  or  the  persons  who  were  on  June  5, 
1950.  entitled  thereto  under  the  law  of  the 
respective  States  In  which  the  land  U  located, 
and  the  respective  grantees,  lessees,  or  suc- 
cessors In  interest  thereof. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Under  this  provision 
would  the  States  have  a  right  to  require 
fishing  and  hunting  licenses  within  the 
distance  from  the  shore  which  might 
later  be  recognized  as  the  boundary  of 
the  States;  for  Instance,  In  the  case  of 
Florida  for  10 '2  miles,  if  that  is  decided 
to  be  the  legal  distance  the  State  of 
Florida  extends  on  its  west  coast? 

Mr.  CORDON.  A  State  has  always 
had  the  right — and  so  far  as  I  know,  that 
right  has  never  been  disputed — of  police 
power  within  its  boundaries.  In  the  case 
of  the  httoral  States,  that  boundary  is 
3  miles  at  sea,  or  whatever  other  dis- 
tance it  may  be. 

Mr.  AEKEN.  Then  the  States  do  have 
authority  to  require  fishing  licenses 
within  the  3-mlle  limit;  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  Is  no  question 
In  my  mind  that  they  now  have  such 
authority  and  that  they  would  have 
under  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 

Mr.  President,  the  next  paragraph  is 
an  additional  and  precautionary  ap- 
proach to  this  overall  problem.  We  must 
have  in  mind  that  we  are  dealing  with 
two  classes  of  lands  under  navigable 
waters.  FMrst,  the  land  under  so-called 
inland  waters,  including  streams  and 
lakes;  second,  the  lands  without  the  In- 
land waters  but  In  waters  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  States,  adjoining  and 
being  a  part  of  the  OF>en  sea. 

INLAWD     WATERS     FROTECTED 

The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  three  cases  was  limited  In  its  legal 
effect  to  the  latter  class  of  lands,  namely, 
those  outside  of  inland  waters  and  below 
the  low-water  mark  on  the  coasts  of  the 
open  sea.  However,  because  of  the  dan- 
ger the  same  philosophy  enunciated  in 
the  decisions  with  i-espect  to  the  mar- 
ginal sea  might  later  be  applied  to  the 
Inland  waters — In  other  words,  rivers 
and  lakes— the  joint  resolution  provides, 
in  paragraph  (a)  and  paragraph  (b)  (I), 
a  separate  approach.  In  paragraph  (a) 
there  is  provision  for  recognition,  con- 
firmation, establishment,  vesting  in  and 
assigning  to  the  State  the  lands  and  the 
resources.  In  paragraph  (b)  (1)  there 
Is  release  and  relinquishment  by  the 
United  States  to  the  "States  and  persons 
aforesaid,"  except  as  excepted  in  the 
Joint  resolution,  of  "all  right,  title,  and 


interest  of  the  United  States,  if  any  It 
has,  in  and  to  all  said  lands,  improve- 
ments, and  natural  resources";  and  of 
"all  claims  of  the  United  States,  if  any 
it  has,  for  money  or  damages  arising  out 
of  any  operations  of  said  States  or  per- 
sons pursuant  to  State  authority  upon 
or  within  said  lands  and  navigable 
waters." 

Here  we  have  release  and  relinquish- 
ment; and  that  release  and  relinquish- 
ment, in  order  to  carry  out  the  philoso- 
phy of  the  joint  resolution  to  make  the 
States  whole  and  put  them  in  the  posi- 
tion In  which  they  would  have  been  In 
the  absence  of  any  of  the  three  decisions. 
Under  the  quoted  paragraph,  the  United 
States  Government  releases  to  the  States 
any  claims  for  money  or  damages  which 
they  might  have  by  virtue  of  any  acts 
taken  pursuant  to  State  law,  but  which 
might  be  found  to  be  violative  of  what- 
ever Federal  rights  arose  as  a  result  of 
the  three  so-called  tidelands  decisions, 
or  any  of  them.  That  Is  the  purpose  of 
that  particular  release-and-relinqulsh- 
ment  clause. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  at  this  point 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HELL.  As  I  recall,  the  word 
"quitclaim"  has  previously  been  used  In 
this  section  or  In  an  analogous  section. 
Will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  advise  us 
why  that  word  does  not  appear  at  this 
point  In  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  that  word  has  not  appeared  in  any 
legislation  or  proposed  legislation  on  this 
subject  since  before  the  date  of  the  Cali- 
lornla  decision.  Even  then  I  believe  the 
term  used  was  "quiet  title,"  rather  than 
"quitclaim." 

So  far  as  I  understand,  however,  the 
word  "quitclaim"  could  have  been  added 
without  in  any  way  changing  the  mean- 
ing or  purpose  of  the  joint  resolution. 
The  words  in  the  measure  are  used  to 
ppell  out  as  precisely  as  possible  its 
intent. 

NO  LiABiLrrr  for  past  operations 

Mr.  President,  we  now  have  reached 
page  14,  line  4,  of  the  joint  resolution. 
Clause  (3>  in  paragraph  (b)  tl)  pro- 
vides authority  and  direction  to  the 
agents  of  the  United  States  to  pay  to  the 
persons  or  to  the  States  entitled  thereto 
such  moneys  as  have  been  paid  to  agents 
of  the  United  States  in  connection  with 
operations  or  continuation  of  operations 
under  leases  theretofore  granted.  Such 
ojieratlons  In  some  Instances  have  been 
continued  under  stipulation,  and.  in 
others,  under  operating  orders  or  ar- 
rangements, the  particularity  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  does  not  recall 
in  detail  at  this  time. 

Mr.  AIICEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  at  this  point 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  Inquire 
whether  this  portion  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion covers  any  moneys  other  than  those 
paid  for  oil  leases.  If  other  moneys  are 
covered,  just  which  ones  are  covered? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Any  such  moneys 
would  be  covered.  I  am  of  the  view  that 
no  other  moneys  have  been  paid,  al- 
though I  would  not  make  that  statement 
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as  a  statement  of  fact.  I  myself  know 
of  no  other  moneys  that  have  been  paid. 
Mr.  AIKEN.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  give  us  a  statement  of  the  ap- 
proximate amount  of  money  thus  paid? 
Can  he  tell  us  approximately  how  much 
it  is? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  not  come  pre- 
pared with  exact  dollar  figures,  but  I 
assure  the  Senator  from  Vermont  that 
the  figures  are  available.  The  amount 
is  considerable. 

Mr.  AnCEN.  The  amount  is  a  very 
considerable  one,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Oh,  yes.  I  have  just 
been  advised  by  the  committee  counsel 
that  the  total  is  approximately  $62  mil- 
lion. Part  of  that  amount  has  been  paid 
to  the  Federal  Government,  and  a  part 
has  been  paid  to  California,  under  the 
stipulations. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  regards  $62  million  as  a 
substantial  amount.  A  moment  ago, 
when  he  said  the  amount  "is  consider- 
able," I  was  afraid  he  was  going  to  refer 
to  figures  reaching  the  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars. 

Mr.  CORDON.  When  I  said  it  was  a 
considerable  or  substantial  amount,  I 
was  speaking  in  my  personal  capacity. 
I  could  have  said  "a  tremendous 
amount."  However,  when  a  Senator 
serves  on  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
sometimes  he  wonders  whether  an 
amount  such  as  that  involved  here  is  any 
money  at  all. 

Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  that  data  on  the  subject  to 
which  he  has  adverted  appear  on  page 
570  of  the  hearings  on  the  pending  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  at  this 
time  for  a  question  regarding  paragraph 
(d)? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  say 
that  these  sums,  amounting  to  approxi- 
mately $62  million,  which  either  are 
Impounded  under  stipulation  by  the 
States  or  at  present  are  held  in  escrow 
in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Government, 
will  revert  to  the  States  under  this  clause 
of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  correct.  How- 
ever. I  must  say  that  applies  only  to 
funds  which  have  been  paid  with  respect 
to  operations  inside  the  State  boundaries. 
A  portion  has  been  paid  from  operations 
outside  or  seaward  of  the  State  bounda- 
ries. As  to  those  funds,  this  joint  reso- 
lution does  not  affect  them  in  any  way. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
further  question,  together  with  a  prefa- 
tory statement  one  sentence  in  length? 
Mr.  CORDON.  Yes. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  wish  to  re- 
new the  struggle  we  went  through  yes- 
terday to  find  out  what  the  State  bound- 
aries are.  But  until  we  know  what  the 
State  boundaries  under  this  resolution 
are  considered  to  be.  how  can  this  pro- 
vision be  interpreted  and  applied,  except 
as  between  the  royalties  received  from 
inside  3-mile  limit  and  those  from  out- 
side the  3-mile  limit?  In  other  words, 
what  will  happen  to  the  royalties  from 
oil  wells  between  the  3 -mile  limit  and 
the  10>/2-mile  limit  in  the  case  of  Texas, 


and  to  the  royalties  from  wells  between 
the  3-mile  limit  and  the  2.7-mile  limit,  In 
the  case  of  Louisiana? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  see 
that  my  friend  from  Illinois  will  en- 
croach just  a  little  once  in  a  while. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    No. 

Mr.  CORDON.     And  I  forgive  him. 

Mr.  EX)UGLAS.  I  as.sure  the  Senator 
I  am  simply  trying  to  find  out  the  mean- 
ing of  this  joint  resolution,  and  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wishes  to 
cooperate  in  this  matter.  These  sums 
revert  to  the  States,  except  for  the  royal- 
ties from  the  wells  in  the  reserved  lands, 
which  have  not  yet  been  finally  decided 
to  be  within  State  boundaries.  Now  I 
am  trying  to  find  out  what  is  Roinf?  to 
happen  to  the  royalties  from  wells  out- 
side the  3-mile  limit. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Joint  resolution  makes  no  provision  for 
disposition  of  funds  received  from  wells 
outside  State  boundaries.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  indicated  heretofore. 
and  reiterates — although  it  is  unneces- 
sary— that  this  joint  re.solution  does  not 
locate  the  State  boundaries.  On  page 
570  of  the  hearings  there  appear  certain 
tables  which  were  presented  by  the 
United  States  Geolosical  Survey  and 
which  indicate  that  someone  in  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  some  idea  of  where 
traditional  State  boundaries  are.  The 
Senator  from  Oreeon  does  not  confirm 
the  accuracy  of  the  table.s.  He  simply 
states  they  are  printed  at  that  point  in 
the  hearings. 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  noticed  that  the  total 
revenue  which  might  have  to  be  repaid 
amounts  to  $35,284,000.  of  which  $15 
million  would  go  to  Louisiana,  $500,000 
to  Texas,  and  nearly  $20  milhon  to  Cali- 
fornia. But  the  amount  payable  to 
California  appears  to  be  for  royalties 
paid  under  Ucenses  granted  within  the 
traditional  State  boundary.  I  assume 
that  is  within  the  3-mile  limit. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  \Mthin  the 
3-mile  limit. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  know  I  am  asking  an 
elementary  question,  but  why  has  the 
Federal  Government,  in  the  case  of  Cah- 
fornia.  been  collecting  money  on  licenses 
granted  within  the  3-mile  limit? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  may  .say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  the  answer  to  that  question 
involves  the  reason  for  this  joint  reso- 
lution. The  Supreme  Court  has  decided 
that  the  proprietary  interest  in  those 
areas  has  coalesced  with  other  and  dif- 
ferent interests  which  the  Court  calls 
paramount  rights.  Therefore,  the  pro- 
prietary rights  which  the  States  ex- 
ercised have  been  declared  to  be  in  the 
United  States  in  the  form  of  para- 
mount rights.  The  necessary  legal  re- 
sult is  that,  even  within  that  area  be- 
ginning at  the  low-water  mark  along  the 
coast  and  at  the  outward  line  of  inland 
waters  and  on  out  to  the  Continental 
Shelf,  everything,  including  the  minerals 
in  the  subsoil  and  all  other  values  there. 
Is  under  that  paramount  jurisdiction  and 
control  of  the  Federal  Government. 
Revenues,  therefore,  from  operations  in 
that  marginal  sea  area,  would  inure  to 
the  United  States  under  the  theory  of 


the  decisions,  although  the  leases  provide 

such  revenues  should  go  to  tlie  State. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  suppose  I  become  more 
elementary  with  every  question;  but  did 
the  Supreme  Court  decide  that  the  re- 
sources within  the  3-mile  hmit  came 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Government,  in  the  case  of  California, 
and.  I  assume,  in  the  case  of  other 
States? 

Mr.  CORDON.     The  answer  Is  "Yes.'* 

Mr.  AIKFN.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  is  the  only  p>erson 
who  had  never  before  understood  that. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  sole  purpcse  of 
Joint  Resolution  13.  as  it  was  intro- 
duced, wa.s  to  place  in  the  States  by  law 
the  values  underlying  navlpable  waters, 
including  3  miles  seaward,  or  wherever 
the  boundary  line  of  the  States  may  be. 
The  pui  po.se  by  law  was  to  place  in  the 
States  what  the  States  have  enjoyed  in 
fact  and  what  they  thought  they  had, 
and  did  have,  in  fact,  up  to  the  time  of 
the  California  decision. 

Mr  AIKFN  I  believe  the  public  has 
the  impres.sion  tJiat  thi.s  re.solution  would 
give  the  States  of  Texas  and  Florida  en- 
tire jurisdiction  over  the  land  beneath 
the  sea  for  a  distance  of  approximately 
10  miles. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  may  be  the  case. 
I  cannot  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  or 
is  not.  It  depends  on  the  validity  of  the 
claim.s  made  by  the  State  of  Texas  and 
the  State  of  Florida.  I  say  they  have 
made  what  appear  to  be  good  claims. 
But  whatever  they  are,  this  resolution 
does  not  establish  where  they  are,  but  it 
grants  to  the  States  affected  the  natural 
re.sources  out  to  the  State  boundary. 

Mr  AIKEN.  This  resolution  does  not 
attempt  to  fi.\  the  State  boundary,  does 
it? 

Mr  CORDON.     It  does  not. 

Mr  AIKEN.  If  this  resolution  Is 
pa.^ed.  is  there  anything  in  it  that  would 
preclude  the  State  of  Texas,  for  instance, 
from  claiming  juri.sdiction  over  the  land 
and  its  resources,  beneath  the  sea.  for  a 
distance  of  70  or  80  miles? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  desire.s  to  add  a  httle  bit  to  his 
last  an.swer.  The  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont asked  whether  this  joint  resolution 
fixes  State  boundaries.  It  does  not  fix 
any  original  State  boundaries;  it  does 
not  attempt  to  do  .so.  It  does  provide 
that  a.s  to  the  13  coastal  States,  their 
seaw  ard  boundaries  shall  be  3  geographic 
miles  from  their  coast  line.  It  does  pro- 
vide the  consent  of  the  United  States 
that  any  State  which  has  not  already 
done  .so  may  extend  its  seaward  boundary 
3  miles  from  its  coast  line.  That  author- 
ity and  provii>ion  with  reference  to  the 
coastal  States  is  in  the  joint  resolution, 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  the  enactment  of 
this  joint  re.solution  would  still  leave 
the  way  open  for  further  controversy 
between  the  United  States  and  the  State 
of  Texa.s  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Continental  Shelf.    Is  that  correct' 

Mr.  CORDON  The  resolution  does 
not  create  any  difficulty,  nor  does  it  do 
away  with  any  difficulty  as  to  the  loca- 
tion of  a  State's  .sea  boundary.  It  does 
confii-m  in  the  United  States  the  juris- 
diction and  control  of  the  natural  re- 
sources in  the  .subsoil  and  seabed  of  the 
Continental     Shelf     outside     of     State 
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boundaries,  as  such  boundaries  arc  de- 
fined in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  there  is  no  way  of 
telling,  from  this  joint  resolution,  where 
such  State  boundaries  may  be. 

Mr.  CORDON.  No,  not  as  to  either 
Florida  or  Texas,  In  regard  to  a  three- 
league  limit. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  We  are  all  concerned 
with  this  propositi  because  of  the  situa- 
tion In  regard  to  Mexico.  If  Tex,as 
claimed  jurisdiction  10,  30.  or  70  miles 
seaward  into  the  Continental  Shelf, 
would  we  be  in  a  position  to  deny  to  the 
Mexican  Government  the  right  to  do  the 
same  thing  so  far  as  its  part  of  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  is  concerned? 

Mr.  CORDON.  With  respect  to  the 
three  leagues  limit,  there  was  in  the 
treaty 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  treaty  of  Guada- 
lupe-Hidalgo. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Yes;  the  treaty  of 
Guadalupe-Hidalgo.  That  treaty  recog- 
nizes a  boundary  line  extending  three 
leagues  from  the  mouth  of  the  Rio 
Grande  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  as  the 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  distinguished  for- 
mer attorney  general  of  Texas  I  Mr. 
Daniel  1  is  a  member  of  this  body,  and  I 
am  glad  he  is  here.  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  Texas  is  willing  to  accept  that 
as  its  boundary? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  so  that  I 
may  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont? 

Mr    CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion will  have  quite  a  bearing  on  the  way 
I  shall  vote  on  the  question. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  the  reason  why 
I  am  anxious  to  answer  the  Senator's 
question.  I  desire  to  make  it  clear  that 
under  this  resolution  the  State  of  Texas 
i:i  not  granted  any  property  or  released 
any  property  beyond  its  boundaries  as 
they  existed  at  the  time  the  State  en- 
tered the  Union,  which  were  fixed  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  at  3  leagues  and  later 
fixed  in  the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe-Hi- 
dalgo at  3  leagues.  Nothing  in  this  res- 
olution would  permit  the  State  of  Texas 
to  claim  ownership  beyond  9  marine 
miles  which  equal  10 '2  statute  miles. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Would  there  be  any- 
thing in  the  resolution  to  prevent  Texas 
from  claiming  the  ownership  of  lands 
beyond  that  distance? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  is  a  Supreme 
Court  decision  which  prevents  the  State 
of  Texas  from  claiming  ownership  be- 
yond 3  leagues.  The  resolution  does  as- 
sert in  one  of  its  final  sections,  section  9, 
that  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  the 
United  States 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  have  the  section  be- 
fore me,  and  it  was  a  reading  of  that 
section  which  prompted  my  inquiry. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  asserts  the  jurisdic- 
tion and  control  of  the  United  States  be- 
yond the  historic  boundaries,  or  the 
boundaries  approved  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Beyond  and  seaward 
of  the  traditional  3-league  boundary,  the 
natural  resources  appertain  to  the 
United  States  and  are  subject  to  the  con- 
trol and  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

There  is  nothing  in  any  bill  which  has 
been  introduced  in  this  session  of  the 


Congress  that  would  claim  for  the  States 
the  ownership  or  the  control  of  any  lands 
beyond  their  hisl>oric  and  traditional 
boundaries. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Tlien  the  passage  of  the 
resolution  would,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  leave  the 
boundaries  of  the  State  fixed  at  the  3- 
league  limit  from  the  shore. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Certainly,  it  would 
leave  the  boundary  of  the  State  of 
Texas,  so  far  as  the  ownership  of  any 
lands  is  concerned,  at  3  leagues.  That 
is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Would  any  jurisdiction 
over  the  resources  have  to  be  conferred 
on  the  State  of  Texas  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress in  case  it  was  later  decided  to  do 
so? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Would  it  have  to  be 
conferred  by  an  act  of  Congress,  beyond 
the  3-league  boundaries? 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Yes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Just  one  more  question. 
The  resolution  does  not  in  any  way  at- 
tempt to  confer  on  the  State  any  juris- 
diction whatsoever  outside  of  its  natural 
boundaries,  if  that  is  the  correct 
term 

Mr.  DANIE3j.     Its  historic  boundaries. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Who  would  control  the 
development  outside  the  States  borders, 
then? 

Mr.  CORDON.  First,  let  me  give  a 
little  background  in  order  that  I  may 
answer  the  Senator's  question. 

In  1945  the  President  issued  a  procla- 
mation declaring  that  the  natural  re- 
sources of  the  subsoil  and  seabed  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  around  the  United 
States  appertained  to  the  United  States, 
and  that  such  natural  resources  were 
under  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  the 
United  States.  When  hearings  were  had 
on  this  resolution,  the  administration, 
through  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  urged 
that  the  proF>osed  legislation  include  a 
legislative  confirmation  of  that  procla- 
mation. The  administration  spokesmen 
also  implemented  such  a  confirmation 
so  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
could  administer  and  provide  for  devel- 
opment within  the  area. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Very  well.  Has  this 
claim  of  the  United  States  of  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  land  out  to  the  Continental 
Shelf,  outside  the  State  boundaries,  been 
disputed  by  foreign  nations? 

Mr.  CORDON.  So  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  knows,  it  has  not.  This 
joint  resolution  has  in  it  a  provision 
confirming  in  the  United  States  that 
jurisdiction  and  control.  I  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  resolution  does  not  go 
beyond  that  with  respect  to  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf.  When  the  committee 
got  to  the  problem  of  writing  a  law  to 
apply  to  that  area,  it  ran  into  some 
rather  tough  legal  snags. 

The  type  of  jurisdiction  and  control 
which  starts  with  the  land  and  goes  down 
but  does  not  go  up  is  peculiar  to  this 
problem.  It  is  something  we  had  not 
previously  encountered,  and  the  commit- 
tee felt  that  it  should  make  haste  a  little 
slowly  and  be  sure  what  it  was  doing 
before  it  offered  legislation  in  that  par- 
ticular field  and  recommended  its  ap- 
proval. So  the  committee  has  provided 
only  for  the  ratification  of  the  Presi- 


dential proclamation,  leaving  the  rest 
of  the  Continental  Shelf  for  a  more  care- 
ful study. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Has  the  Mexican  Gov- 
ernment made  any  claims  to  resources 
in  its  part  of  the  Continental  Shelf? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  are  set  forth  in 
the  hearings  claims  of  various  nations, 
including  that  of  the  Mexican  Govern- 
ment. The  claims  vary  from  those  which 
are  limited  by  the  Continental  Shelf  to 
those  which  go  many,  many  miles  into 
the  open  sea. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  With  regard  to  the  Texas 
question.  I  wish  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Vermont  would  look  at  the  map 
which  appears  at  page  411  of  the  hear- 
ings. It  was  prepared  by  the  United 
States  Government  and  shows  the 
boundary  between  Texas  and  Mexico  as 
fixed  in  the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe-Hi- 
dalgo. There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
United  States,  in  that  treaty,  recognized 
the  Mexican  boundary  of  3  leagues  and 
also  the  Texas  boundary  of  3  leagues. 

It  is  ridiculous  for  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  take  the  point  of  view  that  after 
entering  into  a  treaty  it  can  now  say  the 
treaty  does  not  exist,  and  it  can  protest, 
and  perhaps  do  even  more,  when  the 
Mexicans  arrest  our  shrimp  fishermen 
who  go  within  10 '^2  miles  of  Mexico.  It 
is  the  most  ridiculous  thing  inthe  world 
for  any  member  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  talk  about  protesting  when  we, 
by  treaty,  recognized  that  the  Mexican 
boundary  extended  10^2  miles  into  the 
sea. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
we  shall  not  go  too  far  afield  so  that  I 
cannot  maintain  the  rule  which  I  laid 
down  for  myself  and  my  colleagues. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  since 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  was  courteous 
enough  to  permit  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont to  address  questions  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas,  I  wonder  if  he  will  ac- 
cord me  that  courtesy  so  that  I  may  ask 
a  question  or  two  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  do  so, 
and  I  am  happy  to  do  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Texas  to  say  that  this  reso- 
lution does  not  confer  upon  Texas  any 
right  to  claim  the  ownership  and  con- 
trol of  submerged  lands  beyond  3  leagues 
or  9  sea  miles  or  10^/2  land  miles;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Texas  believe  that  the  resolution 
affirmatively  gives  to  Texas  the  right  to 
claim  title  and  ownership  out  to  3 
leagues  or  10 '^2  miles? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  very  definitely  believes  that  the 
resolution  gives  the  State  of  Texas  the 
ownership  and  title  out  to  the  bound- 
aries of  the  State  of  Texas  as  they  ex- 
isted at  the  time  the  Republic  of  Texas 
came  into  the  Union  as  a  State,  which 
boundaries  were,  of  course,  3  leagues. 
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and  were  so  recognized  then  and  have 
thereafter     been     recognized     by     the 

United  States  Government. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  permit  me  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Texas  for  clearing  up  a 
feature  concerning  the  intended  legal 
effect  of  the  resolution  which  I  labored 
all  yesterday  afternoon  to  try  to  clear  up? 
Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  accord 
that  opportunity  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  President,  since  I  am  in  charge  of 
presenting  the  joint  resolution,  and 
therefore  to  some  extent  responsible  for 
its  explanation  to  the  Senate.  I  may  say 
again  that  I  feel  it  incumbent  upon  my- 
self to  say  that  the  joint  resolution  does 
not  determine  the  location  of  original 
boundary  lines. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  will  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. I  ask  the  Senator  to  limit  his  re- 
quest to  a  question  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  permit  me  to  clear  up  one 
issue  which  has  been  interjected  into  the 
discussion.  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  so  that  I  may  make 
one  statement  with  regard  to  the  Louisi- 
ana boundary. 

Mr.  CORDON.     Will  the  Senator  make 
his  remarks  as  brief  as  possible? 
Mr.  LONG.     I  will  try  to  do  so. 
Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  LONG.  On  page  280  of  the  hear- 
ings there  appears  a  portion  of  the  testi- 
mony of  the  attorney  general  of  Louisi- 
ana, who  makes  clear  that  the  act  of 
the  Legislature  of  Louisiana  in  extend- 
ing its  boundaries  21  miles  has  no  effect 
insofar  as  this  proposed  legislation  is 
concerned,  and  that  Louisiana  is  limited 
to  its  original  boundary  unless  the  Fed- 
eral Government  should  at  a  future  time 
see  fit  to  recognize  the  State  boundary 
as  extending  beyond  the  boundary  that 
existed  when  the  State  came  into  the 
Union.  That  statement  is  at  page  280 
of  the  hearings. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doug- 
las 1.  who  is  interested  in  the  matter, 
can  find  there  the  information  he  de- 
sires on  the  question.  He  can  find  also 
that  responsible  public  officials  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  had  great  difficulty 
in  trying  to  determine  what  actually  is 
the  seaward  boundary  of  Louisiana,  be- 
cause the  coastline  has  so  many  inden- 
tures and  there  are  so  many  islands  off- 
shore. 

With  regard  to  leases  on  inland  waters, 
the  attorney  general  of  the  State  many 
times  has  had  to  advise  and  warn  per- 
sons who  were  filing  for  leases  under 
State  law  that  they  were  filing  at  their 
own  risk.  There  was  some  thought  about 
the  State's  issuing  a  lease  subsequent  to 
the  Supreme  Court  opinion,  when  the 
State  felt  the  waters  were  inland  waters, 
and  the  Federal  Government  felt  they 
were  not  inland  waters. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
suggested  at  the  hearings  a  very  simple 
way   to  avoid   the  perplexing   problem 


about  historic  boundaries?    In  the  hear- 
ings, he  said: 

An  actual  line  on  a  map  dividing  the  two 
areas  of  submerged  lands  should  be  drawn 
by  Congress  in  the  bill  to  eliminate  much 
expensive  and  unnecessary  litigation.  If  the 
statute  merely  refers  in  words  to  •historic 
boundaries  "  or  in  words  describes  a  line 
beginning  at  the  edge  of  the  States'  Inland 
waters  or  tries  to  describe  in  words,  bays  or 
other  characteristics  of  the  coast,  unneces- 
sary litigation  will  almost  surely  result. 
Therefore,  we  make  this  suggestion  of  an  ac- 
tual line  on  a  map  drawn  as  part  of  the  bill, 
which  would  eliminate  also,  we  think  certain 
International  problems  that  might  otherwise 
arise  if  Territorial-ownership  claims  are  as- 
serted In  the  State  or  Federal  Government 
beyond  their  historic  3-mile  limit. 

The  main  point  I  desire  to  make  is 
that  the  Attorney  Geneial  believed  that 
instead  of  trying  to  accomplish  the  pur- 
pose by  words  only,  which,  as  the  Sen- 
ator knows,  would  raise  as  many  ques- 
tions as  it  would  settle,  he  wouid  have 
liked  to  have  the  joint  resolution  pro- 
vide that  a  line  be  drawn  on  a  map.  He 
believed  that  that  would  eliminate  a 
great  amount  of  future  controversy. 
Would  that  not  be  a  veiy  simple  method? 

I  asked  the  Attorney  General  if  that 
would  be  difficult  for  us  to  do.  He  said 
"No  "  that  it  would  be  very  simple  for 
Congress  to  make  such  provi.sion.  He 
said  that  many  times  he  had  seen  Con- 
gress solve  other  problems  a  great  deal 
more  difficult  than  this  one.  So  it  .seems 
to  me  tha,-  if  a  line  is  to  be  drawn  we 
should  follow  the  advice  of  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  the  chief 
law  officer  of  the  country.  He  specified 
in  the  hearings  ho'v  the  line  should  be 
drawn  in  order  to  avoid  future  lititiation. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  have  the  heart  to  suggest  to.my  col- 
league from  Montana  that  the  point  he 
raises  is  somewhat  outside  the  area  of 
di.scu.ssion  here.  The  Senator  fiom 
Montana  has  done  a  marvelous  job  of 
cooperating  in  the  handling  of  the  hear- 
ings and  in  the  preparation  oi  the  joint 
resolution.  I  am  glad  to  extend  to  him 
any  and  every  courte.sy. 

COMMrTTEE    DECIDED    NOT    TO    DR.\W    IINE 

I  now  answer  the  question  involved  by 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Record  as  of  yesterday  covered  the  sub- 
ject matter;  but  in  order  that  it  be  not 
necessaiy  to  turn  back  to  the  Record, 
the  substance  of  the  statement  was  that 
the  idea  advanced  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, namely,  of  drawing  an  arbitrary 
line  on  a  map.  was  given  careful  con- 
sideration. After  further  di.scu.s.sion  cf 
the  matter  with  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, there  was  unanimity  of  belief  that 
such  a  proposal  was  not  a  sound  ap- 
proach for  the  purposes  of  the  joint 
re.solution,  and  therefore  it  was  dis- 
carded. 

As  to  whether  it  would  be  better  to 
draw  such  an  arbitrary  line,  or  to  choose 
another  method  that  might  be  evolved 
by  someone  else.  I  can  only  say  that  the 
line  idea  was  considered  and.  with  the 
agreement  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
was  abandoned.  The  boundary  lines  of 
the  States  recommended  by  the  com- 
mittee majority  are  the  lines  as  they 
were  at  the  time  the  States  entered  the 
Union,  or  as  they  were  thereafter  ex- 
tended with  the  approval  of  the  Congress. 


Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  desire  to  hear  my 
good  friend.  Does  he  desire  to  ask  a 
question? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Yes. 

Mr   CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Does  the  record  show 
that  the  Attorney  General  agreed  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  abandon  the 
propo.sal  to  draw  lines? 

Mr.  COREXDN.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  the  record  does  not  so  show.  I  can 
only  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana 
at  the  moment  that  di-scussions  were  had 
by  me  as  chairman  of  the  committee  for 
the  legislation  in  an  endeavor  to  have 
the  measure  in  proper  form  technically 
for  presention  to  the  committee.  As  of 
the  moment,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
has  no  as.-^urance  except  the  assurance 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  talks  about  an  arbitrary  line 
being  drawn.  The  Attorney  General  did 
not  recommend  the  drawing  of  an  arbi- 
trary line. 

Mr  CORDON.  Mr  President,  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  have  to  ask  for  the  regular 
order.  I  shall  be  happy  to  entertain 
que.stions  fiom  my  colleague. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the  regular 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr  MURRAY.  I  wish  to  apologize. 
I  desire  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon for  his  very  kind  attitude  toward 
me  today  He  was  always  considerate 
during  the  hearings,  and  I  tried  to  co- 
operate With  him,  as  he  has  already  ad- 
mitted I  did. 

As  the  .senior  member  of  the  minority 
on  the  committee,  it  .seems  to  me,  that 
I  should  be  permitted  to  ask  a  question 
or  two  Senators  who  are  not  on  the 
committee  at  all  have  asked  a  number 
of  questions.  I  cannot  understand  why 
I  am  to  be  piecluded  from  asking  .some. 

Mr  CORDON  I  wish  to  assure  my 
colleague,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Montana,  that  I  desire  to  accord  him 
every  courte.sy.  I  reiterate  that  he  has 
been  most  cooperative.  But  he  cannot 
now.  while  we  are  enga-ied  simply  in 
exploring  what  the  joint  re.solution 
means,  go  back  into  yesterdays  argu- 
ment, bring  it  up  to  date,  and  let  it  con- 
tinue as  an  uncontrolled  dialog.  The 
situation  is  bad  enouiih  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  question  and  answer;  but 
when  it  comes  to  contention,  iteiation 
and  reiteration,  denial  and  affirmation, 
and  the  like,  we  shall  .simply  be  lost. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  while  I  have 
the  floor.  I  cannot  indulge  in  it. 

Mr  DOUGLAS  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  permit  a  ques- 
tion as  to  the  meaning  of  paragraphs 
3  ia»  and  3  ^bi  of  title  2? 

Mr  CORDON  I  had  completed  my 
di.scu-ssion  of  3  ia>  and  3  <b',  but  I  shall 
be  glad  to  entertain  a  question  with  ref- 
erence to  their  meaning,  and  answer  the 
question,  if  I  can. 

Ml-.  DOUGLAS.  Am  I  correct  in  my 
understanding  that  the  effect  of  para- 
graphs 3  <a»  and  3  ibi  is  to  i-elease  and 
transfer  owneiship  in  and  control  of 
submerged  land.s,  and  all  the  acciued 
royalties   therefrom,   within  what  may 
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hereafter  be  found  to  be  boundaries  of 
the  coastal  States? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  really  did  not  need  such  em- 
phasis as  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
given  it.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  fully 
understands  that  those  provisions  of  the 
joint  resolution  are  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing,  transferring,  releasing,  and 
quitclaiming  to  the  States  the  lands,  the 
natural  resources,  and  the  royalties  that 
have  accrued  since  the  time  of  the  par- 
ticular decision  affecting  the  particular 
area,  to  the  States  I  am  sure  my  friend 
fully  understands  all.  If  it  is  now  more 
clear  in  the  Record,  the  Senator  from 
Oiegon  is  plea.'ed. 

RECOGNITION     OF    STATE    LEASES 

We  are  now  down  to  page  14.  para- 
graph <c).  Paragraph  <c)  is  but  the  im- 
plementation of  the  recognition  of  the 
validity  of  existing  leases  in  the  areas  in 
question.  I  shall  not  read  the  paragraph 
unless  it  is  requested.  In  substance,  it 
provides  for  confirmation  of  leases  which 
were  valid  under  State  law,  and  provides 
for  their  continuation  by  the  State  under 
the  terms  of  the  leases  themselves.  This 
IS  .somewhat  technical,  because  of  the 
fact  that,  as  a  result  of  the  decisions, 
performance  or  the  pos.sibility  of  per- 
formance by  the  holders  of  the  leases 
under  their  terms  has  been  impossible  in 
most  instances. 

In  the  ca.se  of  an  exploratory  lease. 
exploration  had  to  cease  under  injunc- 
tion. In  other  cases  there  were  other 
types  of  impediment.  This  language 
simply  seeks  to  remove  the  effects  of 
tho.se  difficulties  and  continue  the  leases 
in  effect  if  they  would  be  valid  under  the 
law  of  the  State  which  issued  them  ex- 
cept for  the  conditions  brought  about  by 
the  decisions.  • 

Paragraph  (d)  on  page  16  is  of  such 
Importance  that  I  believe  it  should  be 
read.    It  is  as  follows: 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
nfTect  the  use.  development,  improvement,  or 
control  by  or  under  the  constitutional  au- 
thority (if  the  United  Slates  of  said  lands  and 
w.aers  for  the  purposes  of  navigation  or 
IhKid  control  or  the  production  of  power,  or 
be  construed  a^  the  release  or  relinquishment 
of  any  rights  of  the  United  States  arising 
under  the  constitutional  authority  of  Con- 
pre.s.s  to  regulate  or  Improve  navigation,  or 
to  provide  for  flood  control,  or  the  produc- 
tion of  power. 

I  believe  that  paragraph  is  perfectly 
clear.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  explana- 
tion I  made  sometime  ago  with  respect 
to  the  elimination  of  the  words  "at  sites 
w  here  the  United  States  owns  the  water- 
power"  applies  here  also. 

CONTROL    OF   GROUND    AND    SURFACE   WATERS 
UNAFFECTED 

We  are  now  down  to  paragraph  (e) 
on  page  16.  This  is  another  important 
piovision.  I  particularly  call  it  to  the 
attention  of  my  colleagues  from  the 
western  arid-land  or  irrigation  States. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr,  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
Is  of  course  very  familiar  with  the  laws 
of  the  western  States — much  more  so 
than  some  of  us  who  come  from  non- 
western  States.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
would  briefly  summarize  the  reasons  for 


subsection  (e)  on  page  16,  beginning  in 
line  16. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  was  just  about  to 
read  it  and  call  attention  to  it. 

Paragraph  (e)  on  page  16  reads  as 
follows: 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
be  construed  as  affecting  or  Intended  to 
affect  or  In  any  way  Interfere  with  or  modify 
the  laws  of  the  States  which  lie  wholly  or  In 
part  westward  of  the  98th  meridian,  rela- 
ting to  the  ownership  and  control  of  ground 
and  surface  waters;  and  the  control,  appro- 
priation, use,  and  distribution  of  such  wa- 
ters shall  continue  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  laws  of  such  States. 

That  provision  is  inserted  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  question  as  to  any  in- 
tent to  convey  by  this  joint  resolution 
any  rights  of  the  States  in  connection 
with  consumptive  use  of  water  in  the 
western  land  States.  My  colleagues  who 
were  Members  of  the  Senate  as  far  back 
as  1944  will  recall  that  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1944  contained  language  similar 
to  this,  its  purpose  being  to  establish 
the  priority  right  in  the  arid  States  to 
the  use  of  water  for  consimiptive  pur- 
poses. 

Tliat  doctrine  is  written  into  the  con- 
stitutions, into  the  laws,  and  into  the 
judicial  history  of  the  western  land 
States.  The  purpose  here  is  expressly 
to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the 
joint  resolution  any  enlargement  or 
abridgement  of  those  rights — in  other 
words,  to  leave  them  without  any  effect 
whatever  from  this  legislation, 

SEAWARD   BOUNDARIES 

We  now  come  to  section  4,  beginning 
in  line  24  on  page  16.  I  shall  read  the 
section,  and  indicate  its  application  to 
the  remainder  of  the  joint  resolution: 

Sec.  4.  Seaward  boundaries:  The  seaward 
boundary  of  each  original  coastal  State  Is 
hereby  approved  and  confirmed  as  a  line 
3  geographical  miles  distant  from  Its  coast- 
line. 

That  first  sentence  was  inserted  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  legislatively  the 
seaward  boundaries  of  the  original  13 
States,  which  were,  of  course,  former 
colonies  of  the  British  Crown.  They 
fought  for  and  secured  their  independ- 
ence, and  were  in  themselves  13  sover- 
eignties, which  organized  themselves  into 
a  confederation  and  then  into  a  Union 
of  States.  The  philosophy  of  the  joint 
resolution  Is  that,  insofar  as  the  legis- 
lature can  establish  them,  the  seaward 
boundaries  of  those  States  will  be  estab- 
lished by  this  resolution. 

RIGHTS   OF   CITIZENS  IN   LANDS   PKOTECTEB 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  cannot  say 
that  as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  the 
pending  measure  the  exterior  boundary 
will  always  be  as  here  established,  since 
it  may  vary  because  of  a  change  in  coast- 
line in  150  years.  He  does  state  catego- 
rically that  this  language  confirms  to  the 
States  affected  everything  to  be  trans- 
ferred or  released  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment under  the  terms  of  this  measure. 
It  leaves  the  United  States  in  the  position 
of  having  expressly  conveyed  and  re- 
leased to  the  original  13  States  all  the 
natural  *  resources  and  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  out  to  the  extent  of 
the  3 -mile  line.  The  language  thereby 
validates  all  the  States  have  done  in 


transferring  to  their  citizens  portions  of 
the  land  in  this  area. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  is  the  amendment  which  was  re- 
quested by  the  able  attorney  general  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  Mr.  Goldstein,  as 
being  in  his  opinion  necessary  to  prevent 
subsequent  ratification  of  the  many 
deeds  which  have  been  given  by  the  State 
of  New  York  and  by  other  original  States 
to  units  of  Government  and  also  to  pri- 
vate parties  in  the  many  years  since  our 
Nation  was  established? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  was  the  request 
made  by  the  attorney  general  of  New 
York,  and  the  reasoning  is  found  in  his 
letter,  which  is  printed  in  the  hearings  of 
the  committee,  beginning  at  page  921. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon may  say  in  passing  that  under  the 
rules  of  law,  with  which  the  attorney 
general  of  New  York,  of  course,  was  fully 
familiar,  this  language  would  operate  to 
confirm,  in  the  present  holders,  titles 
coming  down  from  original  grants  by 
the  States. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  so  that 
I  may  make  a  brief  statement  on  this 
point,  relative  to  negotiations  which  I 
had  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
York,  who  is  not  in  the  Chamber,  which 
may  throw  some  light  on  this  subject? 
Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon will  be  happy  to  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose if  it  advances  the  understanding 
of  the  joint  resolution  now  pending  be- 
fore the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  LMr.  IvesI 
brought  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  a 
communication  from  the  attorney  gen- 
eral of  New  York  which,  in  substance, 
was  to  the  effect  that  in  the  event  the 
State  of  New  York  had  to  proceed  under 
the  provisions  of  the  original  bill  and 
amend  its  constitution  so  as  to  reach  out 
3  geographic  miles  into  the  sea  there 
would  be  at  least  the  question  raised 
whether  the  State  would  have  to  go  back 
and  confirm  all  of  the  many  patents 
and  conveyances  which  it  had  given  since 
the  foundation  of  the  Union;  and  that 
he  thought  such  a  possibility  would  be 
completely  obviated  by  the  adoption  of 
this  additional  provision  in  the  joint 
resolution. 

Subsequent  thereto,  at  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]. 
the  attorney  general  of  New  York  wrote 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  and  also  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  Upon  making  a  study  of 
the  subject  it  appeared  to  the  Senators 
who  were  working  on  the  joint  resolu- 
tion at  the  time  that  the  point  was  well 
taken.  It  appeared  to  all  of  us  that 
the  suggestion  does  not  depart  in  any 
way  from  the  philosophy  of  the  joint 
resolution  under  which  all  of  the  Thir- 
teen Original  States  would  have  had 
authority,  if  they  had  not  done  so  al- 
ready— as  many  of  them  had — to  ex- 
tend their  boundaries  3  geographic  miles 
into  the  Atlantic,  and  that  such  provi- 
sion would  give  them  authority  to  do 


2698 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


April 


o 


\ 


\ 


m 


Hi 

111' 


so.  The  admission  of  that  right,  by  the 
fixing  of  the  line  out  that  distance  in 
this  way  in  this  joint  resolution,  at  this 
time,  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  attor- 
ney general  of  New  York,  greatly  lessen 
the  labors  of  the  various  States,  and 
erase  any  possibility  of  questions  arising 
on  titles  which  New  York,  and  perhaps 
other  Original  States,  have  conveyed 
since  the  foundation  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  is  in  full  accord 
with  the  history  of  this  portion  of  the 
joint  resolution  as  understood  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

On  page  17  of  the  joint  resolution  the 
next  declaration  under  section  4  reads: 

Any  State  admitted  subsequent  to  the  for- 
mation of  the  Union  which  has  not  already 
done  so  may  extend  Its  seaward  boundaries 
to  a  line  3  geographical  miles  distant  from 
Its  coastline,  or  to  the  international  bound- 
aries of  the  United  States  in  the  Great  Lakes 
or  any  other  body  of  water  traversed  by  such 
boundaries — 

That  provision  would  appear  to  be  self- 
explanatory,  except  perhaps  as  to  the 
last  clause,  namely — 

or  any  other  body  of  water  traversed  by 
such  boundaries. 

That  provision  is  included  in  the  sen- 
tence because  of  a  situation  such  as  the 
one  which  exists  in  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, where  a  portion  of  the  interna- 
tional boundary  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  follows  the  thread  of 
the  channel  of  the  Straits  of  Juan  de 
Puca.  It  may  be  that  the  extension  of 
the  State's  boundary  there  might  go 
somewhat  beyond  3  miles.  In  any  event, 
its  boundaries  would  be  coterminal  with 
the  boundary  of  the  United  States  along 
that  international  boundary  line. 

CLAIMS  TO  3-MILE  BOUNDAKY   CONFISMED 

The  next  provision  is: 

Any  claim  heretofore  or  hereafter  asse'"ted 
either  by  constitutional  provision,  statute, 
or  otherwise.  Indicating  the  intent  of  a  State 
ao  to  extend  Its  boundaries  is  hereby  ap- 
proved and  confirmed,  without  prejudice  to 
Its  claim,  if  any  It  has.  that  Its  laoundarles 
extend  beyond  that  line. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  here  spelled  out 
the  purpose  of  Congress  to  confirm  the 
extension  of  boundaries  or  any  action 
taken  in  an  intent  to  extend  the  bound- 
aries or  any  action  taken  in  an  intent  to 
extend  the  boundaries  in  the  past,  so  far 
as  the  3 -mile  limit  is  concerned.  There 
is  also  spelled  out  that  that  confirmation 
is  without  prejudice  to  any  claim  the 
State  might  have,  if  it  has  any,  to  a 
boundary  beyond  that.  In  other  words, 
this  joint  resolution  does  not  affect  that 
area.  It  confirms  the  extension  of  a 
boundary,  by  whatever  action  taken  that 
would  show  that  intention,  out  to  the  3- 
mile  limit. 

The  next  provision  is: 

Nothing  In  this  section  Is  to  be  construed 
as  questioning  or  In  any  manner  prejudicing 
the  existence  of  any  State's  seaward  bound- 
ary beyond  3  geographical  miles  if  It  was  so 
provided  by  Its  constitution  or  laws  prior 
to  or  at  the  time  such  State  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union,  or  if  it  has  been  hereto- 
fore or  Is  hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

Again,  that  is  a  spelling  out  of  the  fact 
that  this  joint  resolution  does  not  in  any 
way  question  or  attempt  to  prejudge  the 
Claim  of  a  State,  such  as  Texas  or  Flor- 


ida, which  claims  rights  beyond  the  3- 
mile  limit.  That  is  a  matter  which  is 
not  sought  to  be  resolved  in  this  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  Would  that  language  ap- 
ply to  a  State,  with  reference  to  any 
claim  which  might  have  been  made  when 
the  State  was  a  colony,  before  it  became 
a  State? 

Mr.  CORDON.     It  would. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  other  words,  if  it  had 
made  a  claim  as  a  colony,  before  it  be- 
came a  State,  this  language  would  apply 
to  the  claim  it  made  when  it  was  a  col- 
ony.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  would  not  apply  to 
a  claim  so  made;  the  languapie  means 
that  the  existence  of  u,  Ixjundary  line 
provided  by  the  constitution  or  laws  of 
the  State  will  not  be  prejudged.  So  a 
claim  not  reduced  to  a  law  or  to  a  con- 
stitutional provision  would  not  be  in- 
cluded within  this  language. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  fuitlier 
to  me? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  find  that  even  as  far 
back  as  1691.  Mas.sachusetts.  under  its 
charter,  claimed  all  islands  and  islets 
within  10  leagues.  Would  this  language 
take  care  of  that  claim,  namely,  to  all 
islands  and  islets  within  10  leagues? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Frankly.  I  do  not 
know.  I  was  not  familiar  with  that  sit- 
uation. When  I  do  not  know.  I  am  very 
frank  to  say  so. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes:  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  very  frank. 

Then  is  it  not  true  that  we  pet  back 
to  the  proposition  that  we  do  not  know 
where  these  boundary  lines  are?  We  do 
not  know  where  they  are  or  what  they 
are.  do  we? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  has  never  been 
any  question  about  what  they  are.  We 
know  what  they  are.  but  not  where  they 
are. 

Mr.  HILL.  Do  we  know  what  they 
are? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Yes;  they  are  the 
boundaries  of  the  States. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  the  ca.<^e  of  Massa- 
chusetts its  boundary  includes  the  is- 
lands and  islets  withn  10  leagues.  That 
would  be  approximately  30  miles  out. 
which  is  quite  a  distance,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
discuss  that  matter.  When  I  come  on 
the  floor  to  discuss  a  bill,  I  hope  to  be 
prepared  to  discu.ss  it  in  detail.  How- 
ever. I  am  not  prepared  to  discuss  that 
particular  matter,  which  arises,  as  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  has  said,  as  I 
understand  under  a  colonial  charter. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes.  under  the  colonial 
charter  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a 
further  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  1611.  Virginia 
passed  a  statute  claiming  jurisdiction 
over  the  seas  for  300  league*,  which 
would  be  approximately  1,000  miles  be- 
yond the  shore.  Is  the  title  of  Virginia 
for  1.000  miles  into  the  ocean  confirmed 
by  this  joint  resolution? 


Mr.  CORDON.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  make  the  same  answer  that  I 
made  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama:  I 
will  check  into  that  matter,  and  will 
report  my  views  on  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a  fur- 
ther question? 

Mr  CORDON.  If  it  be  another  ques- 
tion of  the  same  character,  it  will  be 
reiteration. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  But  will  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  for  a  question 
that  is  not  reiteration. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  be  interested  in  the  claims 
of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire  or  of 
the  Colony  of  New  Hampshire? 

Mr  CORDON.  I  will  investigate  the 
claims  of  all  the  Original  Colonies.  The 
resolution  confirms  to  the  Original 
Colonies  a  boundary  line  3  miles 
from  their  coast  lines;  and  a  careful 
study  of  the  joint  resolution  may  indi- 
cate that  that  is  the  limit  of  the  benefits 
conferred   upon  them  in   fact. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  be  interested  in  the  fact 
that  in  1635,  New  Hampshire  claimed 
jurisdiction  over  the  seas  lying  within 
100  miles  of  the  .shore? 

Mr  CORDON.  I  will  not  be  Inter- 
ested in  further  reiteration.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  asked,  and  the  principle 
has  been  established.  I  have  very  frankly 
indicated  that  I  shall  have  to  report  on 
It  later;  and  I  do  not  desire  any  further 
discu-ssion,  and  will  not  engage  in  any; 
and  if  I  find  that  inadvertently  I  become 
engaged  in  any.  I  will  not  continue  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CORDON      I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  In- 
sert at  this  point  the  statute  of  the  State 
of  Ma-ssachu.setts  which  fixes  Massachu- 
setts' claim  to  the  actual  boundary.  I 
wish  to  make  this  insertion  for  the  in- 
formation of  those  who  read  the  Record, 
if  I  may  do  .so. 

Mr.  CORDON.     Ver>'  well. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  This  is  the  latest  a.s- 
sertion  by  Ma.s.'^achusetts  statute — made 
some  years  ago — of  her  territorial  limits: 

The  territorial  limits  of  this  Common- 
wealth extend  1  marine  league  from  it« 
sea.shore  at  extreme  low-water  mark.  If  an 
inlet  or  arm  uf  the  sea  does  not  exceed  2 
marine  leagues  in  width  between  its  head- 
lands, a  straight  line  from  one  head  land  to 
the  other  is  equivalent  to  the  shoreline. 

That  is  the  assertion  of  territorial 
boundary  now  operative  by  Ma.ssachu- 
setts  law  in  that  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  would  appear  to 
answer  the  question  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  and  I  suspect 
there  will  be  like  answers  to  the  similar 
questions.  However,  when  I  am  not  in- 
formed upon  a  subject  of  this  character. 
I  do  not  desire  to  speculate  and  to  sub- 
mit speculation  as  an  adequate  answer. 

The  next  provision  we  are  considering 
is  section  5. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  fur- 
ther questions  with  regard  to  the  last 
sentence  of  section  4? 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  questions  are 
germane,  and  not  reiteration,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  interpret  the 
meaning  of  the  phrase — 

Nothing  In  this  section  Is  to  be  construed 
as  questioning  or  In  any  manner  prejudic- 
ing the  existence  of  any  State's  seaward 
boundary  beyond  3  geographical  miles — 

And  so  forth.  If  there  is  nothing  In 
this  section  that  questions  such  a  bound- 
ary, and  nothing  that  prejudices  it,  is  it 
the  understanding  of  the  Senator  that 
this  phrase  confirms  it? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  does  not  confirm ; 
neither  does  it  question  or  prejudice. 
That,  I  think,  is  perfectly  clear.  It  ends 
the  matter.  We  are  now  on  section  5, 
Mr.  President. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
cantankerous 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order.  I  have  answered 
the  question 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
another  question  regarding  the  last  sen- 
tence. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  reg- 
ular order  is  requested.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  for  the  next 
question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  yields  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  .«=hould  like  to  ask 
the  interpretation  of  these  alternatives: 

Nothing  in  this  section  Is  to  be  construed 
as  questioning  or  In  any  manner  prejudic- 
ing the  existence  of  any  State's  seaward 
boundary  beyond  S  geographical  mUes  if  It 
was  so  provided  by  its  constitution  or  laws 
prior  to  or  at  the  time  such  State  became 
a  member  of  the  Union. 

Is  It  the  understanding  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  either  one  of  these 
conditions — prior  to,  or  at  the  time  of 
entry  into  the  Union — governs? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Not  governs:  either 
one  of  them  comes  within  the  provisions 
of  the  sentence. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  So  that  if  a  State,  at 
.^ome  time  prior  to  entering  the  Union, 
had  in  its  constitution  a  pro\i."^ion  for  3 
leagues,  and.  at  the  time  it  came  in,  had 
only  1  league,  then  the  State  could  prop- 
erly claim  the  3-league  boundary? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  conclusion,  of 
course,  does  not  follow  at  all.  This  joint 
resolution  does  not  prejudice  the  mat- 
ter, nor  does  it  repeal  an  ordinary  law 
that  would  determine  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  aoked  if  under  the 
Joint  resolution  "the  State  could  prop- 
erly claim  it." 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  State  may  claim 
anything  properly,  but  it  would  not  nec- 
es.sarily  follow  that  it  was  claiming  it 
legally. 

EJCCEPTIONS    or    CEXTAIN    nCDCIUL    AKEAS 

I  read: 

8fc  5.  Exceptions  from  operation  of  section 
3  of  thl.s  Joint  resoljtion:  There  is  excepted 
from  the  operation  Df  section  3  of  this  Joint 
resolution — 

(a)  all  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  together 
with  all  accretions  -.hereto,  resources  there- 
in, or  ImprovemenU^  thereon,  title  to  which 
lia.s  been  lawfully  and  expressly  acquired 
by  the  United  State?;  from  any  State  or  from 
any  person  In  whom  title  had  vested  under 
the  law  of  the  State  or  of  the  United  States, 
and  all  lands  which  the  United  States  law- 
luily  holds  under  t-ie  law  ol  tiie  State;  all 


lands  expressly  retained  by  or  ceded  to  the 

United  States  when  the  State  entered  the 
Union;  all  lands  acquired  by  the  United 
States  by  eminent  domain  proceedings,  pur- 
chase, cession,  gift,  or  otherwise  In  a  propri- 
etary capacity;  all  lands  filled  in.  built  up, 
or  otherwise  reclaimed  by  the  United  States 
for  lt«  own  use;  and  any  rights  the  United 
States  has  in  lands  presently  and  actually 
occupied  by  the  United  States  under  claim 
of  right. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  were,  I 
beheve,  discussed  somewhat  at  length 
yesterday,  so  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  not  again  go  over  them  unless  there 
is  some  question  with  respect  to  any  one 
of  them  specifically.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  only  wants  to  say  with  reference 
to  the  exceptions  set  forth  in  the  section 
that  they  were  to  a  great  extent  urged 
and  recommended  by  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  approved  by  it,  as  affording 
ample  protection  for  properties  of  the 
United  States  which  should  not  be  af- 
fected by  this  joint  resolution. 

INDIAN    RIGHTS    PROTECTED 

Subparagraph  (b)  on  page  18,  which 
Is  included  in  the  exception,  reads: 

Such  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  held, 
or  any  interest  in  which  Is  held  by  the  United 
States  for  the  benefit  of  any  tribe,  band,  or 
group  of  Indians  or  for  Individual  Indiana. 

The  original  language  was  amended 
by  the  committee  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Justice  Department  to  broaden 
the  type  or  classes  of  lands  held  for  the 
benefit  of  Indiana  so  as  to  include  lands 
other  than  those  held  in  a  purely  trust 
capacity  by  the  United  States. 

Subparagraph  (c).  the  last  exception, 
reads : 

Ail  structures  and  Improvements  con- 
structed by  the  United  States  in  the  exercise 
of  Its  navigational  servitude. 

That  exception  Is  merely  Included 
through  an  abundance  of  caution,  as  it 
unquestionably  is  included  in  the  excep- 
tions under  the  provision  excepting 
pwwers  under  the  commerce  clause. 

POWERS  RETAINED  BY  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT 

I  continue  reading  from  the  joint  res- 
olution: 

Sec.  6.  Powers  retained  by  the  United 
SUtes:  (a)  The  United  States  retains  all  Its 
navigational  servitude  and  rights  in  and 
powers  of  regulation  and  control  of  said 
lands  and  navigable  waters  for  the  constitu- 
tional purposes  of  commerce,  navigation,  na- 
tional defense,  and  International  alTalrs.  all 
of  which  shall  be  paramount  to,  but  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  Include,  proprietary  rights  of 
ownership,  or  the  rights  of  management, 
administration,  leasing,  use,  and  develop- 
ment of  the  lands  and  natural  resources 
which  are  specifically  recognized,  confirmed, 
established,  and  vested  in  aud  assigned  to 
the  resjjectlve  States  and  others  by  section  3 
of  this  Joint  resolution. 

That  paragraph,  Mr.  President,  spells 
out  an  exception  from  this  joint  resolu- 
tion and  leaves  unimpaired,  as  they 
would  have  to  be  left  unimpaired,  the 
paramount  rights  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  under  its  Constitu- 
tion, to  control  commerce  and  thereby 
to  regulate  navigation,  provide  for  the 
common  defense,  and  conduct  interna- 
tional affairs.  The  provision  differen- 
tiates and  excepts  from  the  paramount 
rights  enumerated  in  its  proprietary 
rights  in  the  areas  affected.  It  provides 
that  these  proprietary  rights  shall  exist 


independently  of,  but  be  subordinate  to 
the  paramoimt  rights  possessed  by  the 
Federal  Government,  namely,  those  of 
regulation  of  commerce,  provision  for 
the  common  defense,  and  conduct  of  in- 
ternational affairs. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  shaU  be  glad  to  yield 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Am  I  to  infer,  then, 
from  the  Senator's  statement,  that  the 
United  States  would  have  no  proprietary 
rights  of  ownership  or  rights  of  manage- 
ment, administration,  leasing,  use,  and 
development  of  the  lands  and  natural 
resources  which  are  specifically  recog- 
nized, confirmed,  established,  vested, 
and  assigned  to  the  respective  States? 
In  other  words,  the  States  are  given,  are 
they  not,  exclusive  ownership,  jurisdic- 
tion, and  right  to  use  and  develop  the  re- 
sources within  that  area? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Within  their  bound- 
aries, such  rights  are  confirmed  to  the 
States.  But  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Montana  understands,  there  remains  the 
overriding,  the  paramount  right  of  the 
United  States  to  do  whatever  is  neces- 
sary for  the  control  of  commerce  and 
of  navigation,  as  a  part  of  its  constitu- 
tional right  to  regulate  commerce.  The 
same  is  true  with  respect  to  whatever  the 
Federal  Government  may  have  to  do  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense,  and 
whatever  is  necessary  in  connection  with 
its  conduct  of  foreign  relations.  Those 
rights  are  paramount  to  the  proprietary 
rights  of  the  States.  The  section  merely 
seeks  to  recreate,  and  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  does  recreate 
in  law  the  condition  which  existed  in 
fact  since  the  beginning  of  the  Nation 
up  to  the  decision  in  the  California  case. 
Those  proprietary  rights  were  enjoyed 
by  and  exercised  by  the  States,  and  the 
belief  was  that  they  were  owned  by  the 
States,  up  to  the  time  of  the  California 
decision.  The  overriding  and  para- 
mount rights  of  the  United  States  existed 
through  all  those  years.  Their  existence 
was  never  questioned.  This  joint  reso- 
lution seeks  to  establish,  by  law.  the 
same  type  of  proprietary  right  in  the 
States  that  they  had  possessed  in  fact, 
and  leaves  the  paramount  right  of  the 
Government  linaffected,  just  as  it  has 
been  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  My  advice,  from  legal 
experts,  in  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, is  to  the  effect  that  the  proviso 
which  appears  at  the  bottom  of  page  18, 
namely  "shall  not  be  deemed  to  include" 
certain  rights  which  will  prevent  the 
Federal  Government  from  entering  upon 
a  river  to  undertake  control  of  floods,  the 
development  of  hydroelectric  power,  and 
reclamation  within  areas  affected. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  regret  that  any 
competent  lawyer  has  ever  expressed 
such  a  view  in  the  light  of  the  plain 
provisions  of  the  resolution.  The  rights 
of  the  Federal  Government  referred  to 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  have  been 
expressly  excepted  from  any  effect  by 
the  resolution,  I  shall  read  in  a  mo- 
ment a  further  exception.  If  such  an 
opinion  is  held  by  others,  then  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  can  only  say  he  dis- 
agrees with  them  100  percent,  and  the 
majority  of  the  committee  disagreed 
with  them  when  it  reported  the  bill. 
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Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  It  the  Senator's 
opinion  that  if  the  resolution  with  this 
language  is  adopted  it  will  not  mean  the 
United  States  Government  would  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  right  to  enter  upon  a 
river  and  undertake  flood-control  activ- 
ities and  the  construction  of  power 
plants  and  reclamation  programs? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  is  correct.  The  rights  in  the 
field  of  flood  control  and  the  generation 
of  electric  power  are  incident  to  the 
right  to  control  commerce.  They  are 
a  portion  of  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  regulate  navigation  under  its 
constitutional  authority.  They  are  inci- 
dents of  it.  and  those  rights  are  ex- 
pressly reserved.  So  that  it  is  unthink- 
able that  any  lawyer  reading  this  section 
would  say  it  had  an  overriding  effect  so 
far  as  priority  rights  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment are  concerned. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  understand  the  ex- 
ceptions set  forth  in  section  5  also  spe- 
cifically apply  to  section  6.  and  those 
exceptions  once  made  in  the  resolution 
apply  to  all  provisions  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Of  necessity,  when  we 
read  the  resolution  in  its  four  corners 
we  must  give  effect  to  all. 

On  page  19.  paragraph  (b)  provides 
that: 

In  time  of  war  or  when  necessary  for  na- 
tional defense,  and  the  Congress  or  the  Presi- 
dent shall  so  prescribe,  the  United  States 
shall  have  the  right  of  first  refusal  to  pur- 
chase at  the  prevailing  market  price  all  or 
any  portion  of  the  said  natural  reaources, 
or  to  acquire  an^  use  any  portion  of  said 
lands  by  proceeding  In  accordance  with  due 
yixesB  of  law  and  paying  Just  compensation 
therefor. 

In  my  opinion,  that  section  is  to  some 
extent  surplusage.  Such  rights  exist. 
and  there  is  nothing  intended  or  ex- 
pressed in  the  resolution  to  take  them 
away,  but  they  have  been  spelled  out 
as  a  matter  of  precaution. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  view  of  the  Sen- 
ator's explanation  of  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b).  In  section  6.  "Powers  Retained 
by  the  U.  S.",  is  it  the  Senator's  opinion, 
that  the  Executive  order  of  former  Pres- 
ident Truman,  placing  these  reserved 
lands  and  the  resources  thereof  In  what 
Is  known  as  a  naval  oil  reserve,  would 
come  within  the  intent  of  this  language? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Whatever  power  ex- 
ists for  the  purposes  set  forth  is  unaf- 
fected by  anything  contained  in  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words, 
the  Senator  is  acknowledging  the  para- 
mount rights  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  correct^-in 
the  fields  mentioned,  commerce,  com- 
mon defense,  and  international  rela- 
tions.   These  are  all  paramount  rights. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  a  moment 
ago  that  insofar  as  navigable  rivers  are 
concerned,  the  development  of  flood- 
control  facilities  and  hydroelectric  fa- 


cilities Is  incidental  to  the  control  of 
navigation? 

Mr.  CORDON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Therefore,  I 
should  like  to  ask  this  question:  If  the 
development  of  hydroelectric  facilities 
and  flood -control  facilities,  which,  of 
course,  speaking  in  terms  of  engineering, 
has  some  relationship  to  the  floor  of  the 
riverbed,  or  the  land  under  the  water. 
Is  incidental  to  the  control  of  navigation, 
is  it  not  true,  therefore,  that  under  the 
interpretation  which  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  made  of  section  6.  it  gives 
the  United  States  paramount  rights  in 
the  field  of  navigation  and  national  de- 
fense, incidentally  a  part  of  the  control 
of  the  seabed  would  go  along  with  the 
control  of  the  water  itself? 

Mr.  COFIDON.  I  do  not  quite  follow 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Maybe  I  can  make 
my  question  plainer. 

If  the  Federal  Government  has  con- 
trol of  navigation  rights  in  a  navigable 
river  and.  incidentally,  has  jun.sdiclion 
over  the  development  of  fl(X)d-control 
projects,  which  projects,  of  course,  ne- 
cessitate the  use  of  land 

Mr.  CORDON.     What  land? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  land  on  the 
bottom  of  the  river.  A  project  ooulcl 
not  be  constructed  without  coming  in 
contact  with  the  soil. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Any  flood-contrcl 
project  comprehends  the  rentention  of 
water  behind  a  dam.  and  flowase  rights 
must  be  acquired  as  to  any  area  back  of 
the  dam.  the  area  on  which  the  dum  is 
located,  and  the  area  of  the  stream  it- 
self which  i.*;  below  the  navmable  water. 
The  superior  right  of  the  Government, 
under  the  commerce  clau.se  of  the  Con- 
stitution. i.>  the  basis  of  it.s  authority  to 
build  dams  to  hold  back  water  and  to 
use  the  power  incidentally  generated 
as  a  result  of  the  complete  operation. 
That  same  authority  applies  to  navi- 
gable waters  beyond  low-water  mark 
out  to  the  boundaries  of  the  State  for 
the  purposes  mentioned— navigation. 
common  defense,  and  international 
affairs. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
state  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
jurisdiction,  for  purposes  of  national 
defen.se,  commerce,  and  navigation  in 
the  open  se.i — anU  that  is  what  we  are 
talking  about 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  answering  questions  as  to  areas 
within  State  boundaries,  and  if  the 
Senator  from  Minne.sota  now  desires  to 
di.scuss  matters  outside  State  boundaries. 
he  is  presuming  on  my  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
think  the  Federal  Government  has  juris- 
diction of  the  open  sea? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Where  in  the  open 
sea? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Of  the  water  of 
the  open  sea. 

Mr.  CORDON.  So  far  as  the  question 
goes  to  the  open  sea.  beyond  the  bound- 
ary lines  of  the  State,  I  am  not  enter- 
taining such  questions,  for  they  are  with- 
out the  purview  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
believe  the  Federal  Government  has  par- 
amount right,s  in  the  waters  beyond  the 
ebb  and  flow  of  the  tides  in  what  are 
commonly  known  as  the  open  seas? 


Mr  CORDON.  Without  question  up 
to  the  boundary  line  of  the  State  the 
Federal  Government  has  a  qualified 
right  for  the  purposes  of  civil  protection 
and  patrol. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Within  what  Is 
known  as  the  3-mile  limit,  does  the  Sen- 
ator agree  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  paramount  rights  in  terms  of  na- 
tional defense,  navigation,  and  com- 
merce? 

Mr    CORDON.     Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     It  certainly  does. 

Mr.  CORDON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Just  as  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  paramount  rights 
in  the  navigable  waters  of  a  navigable 
river.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr    CORDON      That  is   correct. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  correct 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  said 
that  incident  to  F<.deral  control  of  the 
navigable  waters  of  rivers  is  the  right  of 
Federal  control  of  navigation,  national 
defen.^o,  and  commr'rce'.* 

Mr.  CORDON  Not  quite.  Reclama- 
tion is  on  a  different  ba.sis. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Very  well  Let  us 
say  hydroelectiic  generation,  and  flood 
control. 

Mr  CORDON.  Flood  control  and  hy- 
droelectric generation  are  incident  to 
and  a  part  of  the  paramount  right  of 
the  Government  under  the  commerce 
clau.se.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  In  view  of  his 
statemei.t  ao  to  paramount  rights  in 
naviKable  rivers  and  incidental  rights  m 
terms  of  flood  control  and  hydroelectnc 
power,  does  the  Senator  say.  therefore, 
that  there  are  no  rit;ht.s  incidental  In 
the  3-milr  limit,  if  I  may  put  it  that  way. 
in  the  open  sea? 

Mr  CORDON.  No.  I  do  not  scy  that. 
I  say  that  th.e  paramount  rights  of  the 
Federal  Government  under  the  com- 
merce clau.se  pertain  to  the  power  and 
duty  of  tlie  Federal  Government  to  care 
for  the  national  dtfeme  or  international 
aiTairs.  Tliey  are  paramount  m  that 
area. 

Mr  HL-MPHREY.  In  Uie  watci-s.  Is 
that  coiled? 

Mr.  CORDON      Certiinly. 

Mr  HUMI'HREY.  Therefore,  Is  the 
Senator  saMni;  that  the  paramount 
rights  cany  with  them  also  incidenul 
powers  in  rtlatioaship  to  the  land  ou 
the  ocean  bottom? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  is  no  question 
whausoevtr  about  the  overndiiiK  servi- 
tude of  the  paramount  powers  for  the 
purpose  of  their  execution. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  terms  cf  con- 
trol by  the  Federal  Government  over 
those  areas 

Mr.  CORDON.  For  those  purposes.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  For  purposes  of 
national  d^'fen.se.  for  purposes  of  com- 
merce, and  for  purposes  of  navigation. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Then,  my  question 
is  this:  If  the  oil  reserves  or  gas  reserves 
to  be  found  in  the  .seabed— en  the  floor 
of  the  sea— arc  vital  to  the  natioioal  de- 
fense, and  if  Congress  or  the  President 
finds  such  reserves  to  be  vital  to  the  na- 
tional defense,  would  that  be  withm  the 
purview  of  the  joint  resolution  which  the 
Senator  is  di.scu-^sing? 
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Mr.  CORDON.    It  would  not 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     It  would  not? 

Mr.  CORDON.    It  would  not. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Then,  how  would 
one  determine  that  the  national  defense 
would  be  served  In  any  way  by  section  6? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  would  all  depend  on 
one's  view  as  to  what  should  be  done  to 
preserve  the  national  defense.  There 
are  ships  that  float  i;i  the  sea;  there  are 
.sundry  mines  that  are  located  under  the 
.sea;  there  are  sundr>  structures  of  vari- 
ous types.  All  the  things  which  exist 
along  the  coast  of  any  nation  for  its  pro- 
tection would  be  detmed  to  be  matters 
under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment under  its  obligiAtion  to  protect  and 
li,  fend  the  people  of  i-he  country. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  ai:d  I  can  both  agree 
upon  that  analysis.  Let  me  take  the 
Senator  from  Orei-ron  another  step. 
Does  he  believe  that  natural  resources. 
wh»ch  might  be  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance to  the  ability  of  the  Nation  to  wage 
successful  warfare  In  its  defense,  are  aLso 
within  the  purview  of  the  language  of  the 
Constitution  which  pertains  to  the  com- 
mon defense. 

Mr.  CORDON.  As  to  the  ownership 
of  them,  the  Senator  from  Oregan  does 
not  The  natural  resources  of  the 
I  nited  States  are  all  available  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  for 
the  national  defens*-  This  country  Is 
committed  to  the  philosophy  ol  private 
ownership.  It  has  i>een  built  upon  it. 
Tlie  Constitution,  v  hlch  the-  Senator, 
among  others,  supports,  provides  that 
anything  needed  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  any  of  the  purposes  aforesaid 
may  be  acquired  by  the  Government  if 
it  pays  those  who  own  It  a  reasonable 
price  therefor,  but  t  may  take  it  with 
or  without  the  owner's  consent. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Then,  am  I  to  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator's  proposition 
is  that  insofar  as  waters  are  concerned, 
together  with  the  navigation,  commerce, 
and  defense  factors  In  connection  with 
the  use  of  the  waters,  they  are  within 
the  paramount  right,  control,  and  re- 
.■-ponsibilitv  of  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  CORDON.     The  Senator  Is  cor- 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words, 
wherever  an  item  of  cost  is  Involved  and 
whenever  a  duty  Is  to  be  performed  for 
the  common  defens<-.  that  is  the  respon- 
sibilitv  of  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  Senator  Is  at- 
tempting to  say  that  it  Is  the  view  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  that,  in  order 
to  provide  for  national  defense,  it  is 
necessary  to  pay  for  it.  the  Senator  from 
Oreuon  agrees  that  It  Is  necessary.  For 
a  long  time  there  has  been  a  budget  for 
national  defense. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Insofar  as  the 
waters,  and  any  cott  Incident  thereto  In 
connection  with  the  defense  of  the  coun- 
try are  concerned,  the  responsibility  is 
that  of  the  Federal  Government;  but 
the  area  on  which  the  water  stands, 
namely,  the  seabed,  which  may  yield 
some  treasure,  and  which  may  be  at  use 
in  providing  for  the  common  defense,  is 
not  within  the  porview  of  common 
defense? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  frc«n 
Minnesota  is  making  his  argument 
through  a  line  of  questions,  which  the 


Senator  from  Oregon  will  answer.  For 
the  same  reason  that  in  the  Senator's 
State  of  Minnesota  the  lands  beneath 
the  thousand  navigable  lakes  belong  to 
the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  may  or  may 
not  contain  treasm-es  in  vast  amounts, 
for  the  same  reason  that  the  lakes  and 
rivers  in  all  the  48  States  likewise  may 
contain  vast  treasures,  and  for  the  same 
reason  that  those  treasures  are  deemed 
to  be  owned  by  the  States  within  which 
they  lie.  it  is  the  view  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  like  ow^nership  should 
In  good  conscience  and  equity  extend 
to  the  maritime  States  to  the  extent  of 
their  boundary  lines. 

It  happens  that  with  reference  to 
three  of  these  States  there  are  known 
to  be  some  values  in  oil. 

By  some  persons  the  word  "principle" 
is  spelled  with  the  la.st  syllable  as  "pal." 
but  the  Senator  from  Oregon  does  not 
indulge  in  that  philosophy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  would  like  to  have 
us  believe  that  there  is  a  similarity — 
in  fact,  an  identity — between  an  inland 
lake  within  the  geographical,  terra  firma. 
boundaries  of  a  State,  and  the  open 
sea.  He  would  like  to  have  us  believe, 
am  I  to  understand,  that  a  lake,  from 
which  nice  northern  pike  can  be  taken, 
is  identical  to  the  open  sea  in  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  or  the  Pacific  Ocean  or  the 
Atlantic  Ocean? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  analogy  is  so  plain 
that  the  rest  of  the  question  is  not  worth 
answering. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  it  not  true  that  that 
was  exactly  the  analogy  which  was  made 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  when  it  held  that  the  States 
owned  the  lands  beneath  the  Great 
Lakes,  an  analogy  that  they  are  actually 
open  seas,  and  that  there  is  no  reason 
for  State  ownership  of  submerged  lands 
to  apply  along  the  borders  of  the  sea. 
and  not  apply  beneath  the  waters  of  the 
Great  Lakes?     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  is  so  clear  that  It 
does  not  need  argument.  It  Is  not  nec- 
essary to  compere  northern  pike  with 
striped  sea  bass  In  order  to  reach  the 
conclusion. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  read 
into  the  Record  one  sentence  from  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
case  of  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co.  v. 
Illinois  (146  U.  S.  387) ,  which  had  to  do 
with  State  ownership  of  the  bed  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  the  State  of  Illinois.  The 
Court  said: 

We  hold,  therefore,  that  the  same  doc- 
trine tiM  to  the  dominion  and  sovereignty 
over  and  ownership  of  lands  under  the  navi- 
gable waters  of  the  Great  Lakes  applies, 
which  obtains  at  the  common  law  as  to  the 
dominion  and  sovereignty  over  and  owner- 
ship of  lands  under  tidewaters  on  the  bor- 
ders of  the  sea. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  feels  that  the  matter  has  been 
fairly  well  covered,  but  he  will  yield  for 


one  more  question.  If  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  desires  to  ask  one  more. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Before  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  gives  his  ofiflcial  nod  to 
the  rejoinder  of  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
I  hope  he  listened  very  carefully  to  his 
remarks,  because  what  the  Senator  from 
Texas  has  pointed  out  insofar  as  the 
Great  Lakes  were  concerned  is  that  they 
were  as  the  tidelands.  Is  not  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  decision  does  not 
say  that. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  can- 
not yield  for  this  sort  of  dialog,  and 
I  therefore  ask  for  the  regular  order.  I 
feel  certain  that  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota realizes  that  he  will  have  ade- 
quate time  in  which  to  exp)ound  his  views 
at  length,  and  I  hope  he  will  do  so. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  From  time  to  time  we 
may  get  Intx)  another  discussion.  In 
any  event,  the  Record  will  carry  fully 
the  Senator's  views, 

WATER     LAWS     EXCEPTED 

On  page  19,  section  7  reads  as  follows: 

Sec.  7.  Nothing  In  this  Joint  resolution 
Bhall  be  deemed  to  amend,  modify,  or  repeal 
the  acts  of  July  26.  1866  (14  Stat.  251).  July 
9,  1870  (16  Stat.  217),  March  3,  1877  (19  Stat. 
377).  June  17,  1902  (32  Stat.  388).  and  De- 
cember 22,  1944  (58  Stat.  887),  and  acts 
amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary  there- 
to. 

There  appears  in  the  committee's  re- 
port a  brief  explanation  of  each  of  those 
acts,  and  the  Seriator  from  Oregon  will 
not  burden  this  discussion  with  any  fur- 
ther statement  except  to  say  that  all  the 
acts  referred  to  provide  for  the  con- 
sumptive use  of  water  In  the  arid  areas 
of  the  United  States.  Therefore  the  joint 
resolution  expressly  excepts  those  acts 
from  modification  In  any  way. 

The  act  of  June  17.  1902.  is  the  basic 
reclamation  law,  and  the  act  of  E>ecem- 
oer  22,  1944.  Is  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1944,  which  sets  up  the  basic  philosophy 
of  the  prior  right  for  consumptive  use  of 
waters  In  the  western  land  States. 
"savings  claitse'    added 

Section  8  of  the  joint  resolution  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

Sec.  8.  Nothing  contained  In  this  joint  res- 
olution shall  affect  such  rights,  If  any,  as 
may  have  been  acquired  under  any  law  of 
the  United  States  by  any  person  In  lands 
subject  to  this  joint  resolution  and  such 
rights.  If  any,  shall  be  governed  by  the  law 
In  effect  at  the  time  they  may  have  been 
acquired:  Provided,  however,  That  nothing 
contained  in  this  joint  resolution  is  Intended 
or  shall  be  construed  as  a  finding.  Interpre- 
tation, or  construction  by  the  Congress  that 
the  law  under  which  such  rights  may  be 
claimed  in  fact  or  In  law  applies  to  the  lands 
subject  to  this  Joint  resolution,  or  authorizes 
or  compels  the  granting  of  such  rights  In 
such  lands,  and  that  the  determination  of 
the  applicability  or  effect  ol  such  law  shall 
be  unaffected  by  anything  contained  In  this 
joint  resolution. 

I  believe  this  language  makes  clear  the 
purpose  of  the  section.  It  is  to  protect 
rights,  if  any  rights  exist,  which  have 
attached  to  these  lands  by  virtue  of  prior 
I^eral  law.  It  provides  that  any  claim- 
ant to  such  rights  shall  have  his  day  In 
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court,  unaffected  by  anything  In  this 
legislation.  It  neither  admits  nor  de- 
nies, enlarges  or  abridges,  any  such 
right. 

PBESIDEITTIAI.    PKOCXAMATIOH    COHFIBIIKD 
AS  TO  OT7TEB  SHELF 

Section  9  of  the  joint  resolution,  on 
page  20,  provides  as  follows: 

Sec.  9.  Nothing  In  this  joint  resolution 
Bhall  be  deemed  to  affect  In  any  wise  the 
rights  of  the  United  States  to  the  natural 
resources  of  that  portion  of  the  subsoil  and 
seabed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  sea- 
vkard  and  outside  of  the  area  of  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters,  as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 2  hereof,  all  of  which  natural  resources 
appertain  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
J-urisdictlon  and  control  of  which  by  the 
United  States  Is  hereby  conflnned. 

The  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  speaking  for 
the  administration,  requested  that  there 
be  a  constitutional  confirmation  of  the 
rights  in  favor  of  the  United  States  set 
out  in  the  Presidential  proclamation  of 
1D45.  The  purpose  of  section  9  is  to  do 
just  that. 

The  request  also  was  for  an  additional 
title  in  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  im- 
plementing this  proclamation.  When 
the  committee  had  an  opportunity  care- 
fully to  consider  the  legal  aspects  of  this 
question,  it  was  apparent  that  we  had 
a  sizable  problem  in  that  one  field.  The 
legal  situation  created  by  the  proclama- 
tion and  its  confirmation  is  new  to 
American  law,  and  the  committee  left 
legislation  for  implementation  of  the 
proclamation  and  its  confirmation  to  be 
presented  later,  after  a  more  thorough 
study  of  the  legal  and  technical  aspects 
of  the  problems  presented  by  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf. 

EXBCtmVE    ORDEK   REVOKED   IN    PART 

Section  10  simply  revokes  Executive 
Order  No.  10426,  dated  January  16, 
1953,  entitled  "Setting  Aside  Submerged 
Lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf  as  a 
Naval  Petroleum  Reserve,"  insofar  as  the 
lands  within  State  boundaries  which  are 
the  subject  matter  of  this  joint  resolu- 
tion are  concerned. 

Section  11  is  a  separability  clause 
spelled  out  in  meticulous  detail. 

The  remainder  of  the  committee 
amendment  is  necessitated  by  the  con- 
firmatory provisions  of  section  9. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  this  ex- 
planation, if  it  does  not  aid  toward  an 
understanding  of  the  joint  resolution, 
will  at  least  not  cause  greater  confusion. 

I  yield  the  floor. 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
13)  to  confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of 
the  States  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  re.'K)urces  within  such  lands 
and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
and  control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
hour  is  late,  and  I  understand  from  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  that  there 
are  other  Senators  who  wish  to  speak  at 
less  length  than  I  would  be  required  to 
speak  in  order  to  make  the  remarks  that 
I  had  prepared  to  make  at  this  time. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  if  it  meets 
with  the  plea.sure  of  the  Senate  I  hope 
the  Senate  w.U  Riant  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  begin  my  principal 
speech  on  Tuesday,  and  that  for  that 
purpose  I  mt-y  be  recognized  then  as 
having  the  floor.  I  understand  the 
Senate  will  resume  debate  on  this 
measure  on  Tue.'^day.  If  such  consent  is 
granted  I  shall  confine  my.vclf  at  this 
time  to  a  brief  discussion  of  one  of  the 
tables  which  is  incorporated  in  the  hear- 
ing record.  It  was  referred  to  in  the 
colloquy  this  afternoon  between  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Aiken  !  and 
the  Senator  fi'om  Oregon  IMr.  Cordon  1, 
and  in  the  colloquy  between  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dougl.^s!  and  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  IMr.  Cordon  1. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sp.^rkman  in  the  chair ^ .  The  Chair  un- 
der.stands  that  the  Senator  from  Florida 
asks  unanimous  consent  to  commence 
his  first  speech  on  the  pending  joint 
resolution  on  Tuesday  next,  and  that  he 
be  recognized  at  that  time. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  is  my  request, 
Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  profitable  to  all  con- 
cerned if  we  had  a  brief  additional  dis- 
cussion of  the  table,  which  was  discu.s.<:ed 
in  some  detail  during  the  debate  this 
afternoon.  I  refer  to  table  II.  printed 
at  the  top  of  page  570  of  the  hearings. 
In  order  to  fully  understand  the  table  it 
is  necessary  to  read  the  paragraph  at  the 
top  of  page  5(58. 

I  should  like  to  advert  to  that  table 
and  to  the  said  paragraph  at  this  time 
for  a  brief  discussion. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— EN- 
ROLLED BILL  SIGNED 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill 
(H.  R.  4130)  to  amend  title  V  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  Appropriation  Act. 
1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  use 
of  appropriations  thereunder  to  make 
payments  to  ARO,  Inc.,  for  operation  of 
the  Arnold  Engineering  Development 
Center  after  March  31,  1953,  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  Vice  President. 


First,  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  both  the  discus- 
sion in  the  paragraph  at  the  top  of  page 
568  and  the  table  printed  at  the  top  of 
570  are  portions  of  the  evidence  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  H.  G.  Barton.  Chief,  Oil 
and  Gas  Leasing  Branch.  Conservation 
Division,  United  States  Geological  Sur- 
vey. Department  of  the  Interior.  I  un- 
derstand that  in  no  sense  was  this  wit- 
ness a  partisan  witne.'-s  to  any  point  of 
view  in  this  controversy,  but  that,  in- 
stead, he  was  seeking  to  give  the  com- 
mittee the  very  latest  information  which 
was  available  in  his  office,  he  being  the 
head  of  the  office  which  is  charged  with 
the  performance  of  duties  in  tins  field 
for  the  Federal  Government. 

With  that  explanation.  Mr.  President, 
I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
paragraph  at  the  top  of  page  563  makes 
It  clear — and  I  shall  read  that  para- 
graph— that  table  II  deals  with  the  very 
point  brought  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  1  Mr.  Douglas  I  and  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  IMr.  Aiken  1,  which  is  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  rentals  and  royal- 
ties impounded  should  all  be  deliverable 
to  the  States,  m  the  event  of  pas-sage  of 
the  pendini:  measure  or  \\hether  portions 
of  siud  funds  shall  be  delivered  to  the 
States  and  portions  of  them  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

The  paragraph  at  the  top  of  page  568 
reads: 

Table  II  shows  revenues.  »egreqated  by 
rentals  aiid  riyaltles.  received  and  im- 
p<junded   by   the  United  Btates  pursuant   to 

(1)  the  siipuUtion  ol  Au^ju.sl  21,  1950,  by 
the  Alturney  General  of  the  United  Slates 
and  the  att'  ri.oy  general   of  California  and 

(2)  the  notice  of  the  Socret.ary  of  the  In- 
terior da'ed  Dt^cember  11.  1950.  for  Louisiana 
and  Texas.  Where  the  tr.idltlon.U  Stata 
boundaries  bi.sected  a  lease,  rental  payments 
were  [jn-porlioned  on  an  acreage  ba.<^is. 
R<jyallUs  were  proportioned  on  the  bails  of 
actual  well  locations.  Tlie  data  for  th;« 
table  were  supplied  by  the  ArCinu.ts  Section, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Turning,  then,  to  table  II.  it  will  be 
noted  that  table  II  covers,  in  the  case  of 
the  revenue  from  the  Slates  of  Louisiana 
and  Texas,  a  period  of  approximately 
25  months,  from  Decemt)er  11.  1950,  to 
January  16.  1953:  wliereas.  in  the  case  of 
California,  the  period  of  time  covered  is 
24  months. 

Those  periods  of  time  are  set  out  in 
the  note  appearing  under  the  table  as 
note  No.  1.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  table  II  be  incorporated  in  my  re- 
marks as  a  part  thereof. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows; 
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•  No  f)raakdown  lietwc-n  reiiUiUi  and  royalties  availaMt  fur  California.  llowtMr,  tljc  amount  of  n-ntals  i»  only  m 
very  umall  ;>«;rc«iit.k£u  of  total  revtsau«. 


Mr.  HOIXAND.  Ml .  President,  Sena- 
tors will  observe  from  a  reading  of  the 
table  that  the  records  l:ept  as  to  all  areas 
Involved  here  are  broken  down,  both 
with  reference  to  the  rentals  and  royal- 
ties which  have  been  received,  as  between 
the  areas  within  the  States  and  the 
areas  outside  the  States. 

Before  we  go  into  this  subject.  It 
might  be  well  to  say  tiiat  the  situations 
in  California  on  the  one  hand,  and  in 
Louisiana  and  Texas  on  the  other  hand, 
are  different  by  reason  of  the  nature  of 
the  operations.  In  tlie  case  of  Califor- 
nia, there  was  a  stipulation  entered  Into 
between  the  Departirent  of  Justice  and 
the  attorney  general  of  California.  In 
the  ca-se  of  Louisiana  and  Texas  no  such 
.stipulation  was  entered  into,  but  a  pub- 
hce  notice  was  issued,  in  the  nature  of 
a  proclamation  or  executive  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Ir  terior,  which  pre- 
.scribed  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
vkhich  production  coald  continue  in  the 
(.IT-. shore  areas  adjoining  Loui.siana  and 
'1  rxas. 

By  reference  to  tr:e  table  Itself  it  will 
appear  that  as  to  rentals,  for  Instance, 
the  rentals  received  in  the  offshore 
areas  of  Louisiana  a  e  broken  down  into 
two  amounts,  one  of  them  being  receipts 
from  rentals  landvard  of  traditional 
state  boundaries,  vihich  are  shown  by 
the  table  as  $1,310,471.58,  and  the  other 
being  receipts  from  rentals  seaward  of 
traditional  State  boundaries,  which  are 
shown  as  $8  560  629  47. 

Mr.   DOUGLAS.    Mr.   President,   will 
the  Senator  yield  fcir  a  question? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr   DOUGLAS.     What  interpretation 
does  the  Senator  f  cm  Florida  give  to 
the    phra.se    "traditional    State    Ixjund- 
anes"  in  the  case  of  Louisiana?     The 
table  shows  in  one  column  figures  under 
the    heading   "landward    of    traditional 
State  boundaries"  and  in  a  separate  col- 
umn figures  under  tne  heading  "seaward 
of  traditional  StaU   boundaries."    Is  It 
3  miles,  or  27  mile;,  out  into  the  Gulf? 
Is  the  meiisuring  point  or  the  dividing 
line  u.sed  in  this  table  the  3-mile  limit, 
cr  is  It  the  Umit  which  was  fixed  by  act 
of  the  Louisiana  Legislature,  which  pur- 
ports to  take  the  boundary  27  miles  out 
from  the  shore?    I  believe  that  act  was 
passed  by  the  Louisiana  Legislature  m 
1938 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  win 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  the 
Senator  from  Florida  was  shown  a  map 
upon  which  this  distribution  was  based. 
It  was  a  map  prepared  either  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  or  by  the  appro- 
priate subdivision  of  his  office.  It 
showed  a  hne  dra^^m  upon  the  map  ex- 
tending substantially  3  miles  offshore. 

Of  course,  with  eference  to  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  there  are  many  complicated 
questions  involved,  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida  does  not  pretend  that  either  the 
Federal  Governmeot  or  the  State  of  Lou- 
isiana would  be  eiitirely  pleased  hy  the 
location  of  that  line,  but  there  had  to  be 
an  administration  of  this  particular  sub- 
ject matter  whih  the  production  was 
fioing  on,  and  so  the  line  was  drawn.  The 
map  was  producec.  The  map  shows  the 
location  of  the  various  producing  wells 
which  enter  into  tl-as  computation  in  the 
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case  of  Lotilslana.  Although  I  had 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  allocation 
of  the  amoxmts  collected.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  hi  this  table  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  endeavors  to  follow  accu- 
rately the  allocation  made  by  that  map. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is.  with  the  3- 
mile  limit  as  the  dividing  Une? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes;  the  3-mile 
limit. 

So,  from  an  inspection  of  the  table, 
it  will  appear  again  that,  at  least  in  the 
ease  of  Louisiana,  there  arc  larger  rent- 
producing  leased  areas  outside  the  hne 
drawn  and  followed,  at  least  for  this  pur- 
pose, than  there  are  inside  the  limits. 

Similarly,  with  reference  to  royalties, 
in  the  next  compilation  it  will  appear 
that  royalties  received  from  the  offshore 
lands  of  Louisiana  are  divided  into  two 
amounts,  one  of  which  is  the  amount  re- 
ceived from  production  from  operations 
landward  from  the  line  of  which  I  have 
already  spoken,  which  wa5  $2,566,000- 
plus;  and  the  other  amount,  royalties  re- 
ceived from  production  from  operations 
.seaward  or  outside  the  Une  of  which  I 
have  spoken,  and  that  amount  is  $2,486,- 
000-plus. 

In  the  next  compilation  will  appear  the 
totals  for  the  State  and  for  the  Federal 
Government  operations,  or  the  totals 
that  came  from  tliose  operations  in  the 
Louisiana  areas.  When  I  say  "the  Lou- 
isiana areas,"  I  mean  the  areas  offshore 
Louisiana.  It  will  appear  that  the  total 
of  rentals  and  royalties  accumulating 
during  that  25-month  period  fiom  oper- 
ations m  areas  landward  of  traditional 
State  boundaries  was  $3,876.000-plus; 
and  Uie  similar  total  accumulating  from 
operations  in  the  areas  seaward  of  tradi- 
tional State  boundaries  was  $11,047,000- 

So  I  think  it  is  rather  clear  just  what 
the  operation  has  produced  in  those  off- 
shore areas  in  Louisiana,  at  least  as  re- 
ported by  this  Federal  agency  under  this 
table.  Of  course.  I  am  assuming  that 
the  compilation  is  correct,  and  I  have 
already  stated  my  understanding  of  the 
basis  upon  which  the  compilation  was 

made.  .^       .  ,  . 

In  the  last  analysis,  neither  side  might 
be  completely  satisfied  with  the  location 
of  this  hne;  and  there  might  be  dif- 
ficulties as  to  some  of  these  producing 
wells,  or  there  may  be  no  difficulties  at 
all.  It  may  be  that  the  line  was  so  fixed 
in  the  beginning  as  to  have  met  the 
interim  positions  of  both  the  State  au- 
thorities and  the  Federal  authorities.  I 
have  no  information  on  that  point. 

In  the  case  of  Texas,  the  amounts  re- 
ceived are  very  much  smaller.  I  shall 
not  read  them,  except  in  their  totals  in 
the  third  column,  where  it  is  shown  that 
for  the  25  months  in  question  the  total 
amounts  collected  in  Texas  from  opera- 
tions in  areas  landward  of  traditional 
State  boundaries  was  $384,000-plus;  and 
in  the  case  of  areas  seaward  of  tradi- 
Uonal  State  boundaries.  $143.000-plus. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  again 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  the  under- 
standing of  the  Senator  from  Florida 
of  the  definition  of  traditional  State 


boundaries  in  this  table  in  the  case  of 
Texas?  Does  he  understand  it  to  be  3 
miles  or  10  V2  miles? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  the  case  of  Texas, 
the  traditional  boundaries  are  3  leagues 
from  the  coast. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  10  *  2  miles, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes.  However,  again 
I  wish  to  say  what  I  said  on  the  floor 
yesterday  and  what  I  am  sure  is  the 
case  under  this  joint  resolution,  namely, 
that  the  joint  resolution  does  not  fix 
boundaries. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  the  Senator 
from  Florida  is  discussing  the  meanin?; 
of  boundaries  in  the  table,  not  the  joint 
resolution,  for  the  moment. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes,  I  am  discu.ssing 
the  table,  for  the  moment:  and  at  an- 
other place  in  the  report  it  is  stated  very 
clearly  that  this  is  the  basis  on  which 
the  compilation  is  made. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     The  10 12-mile  limit 
or  the  3-league  limit  is  treated,  for  pur- 
poses of  this  compilation,  as  the  limit 
for  Texas? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.     That  is  correct. 
I  suppose  there  is  no  better  time  than 
this  to  try  to  clear  up  the  difficulties  in 
respect  to  the  different  terms  of  meas- 
urement of  distance  which  have  been 
used.    Unfortunately,  in  all  this  discus- 
sion there  have  been  references  to  two 
kinds  of  miles.    One  is  the  land  mile  cr 
English  mile  or  statutory  mile — some- 
times it  is  called  one,  and  sometimes  an- 
other—which is  5.280  feet,  wherever  we 
find  it  used.    The  other  mile  is  the  ma- 
rine mile  or  geographic  mile  or  sea  mile 
or  nautical  mile :  and  it  is  a  variable  dis- 
tance,  depending   upon   where   on   the 
earth's  surface  that  mile  is  measured. 
For  purposes  of  the  record.  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  state  here  the  definition 
of  that  mile.     The  geographic  mile  or 
nautical  or  sea  mile  is  the  length  of  a 
minute  of  latitude,  or  1/21, 600th  of  a 
great  circle  of  the  earth;  or  officially  in 
Great  Britain  it  is  6,080  feet,  and  in  Great 
Britain  it  is  called  the  admiralty  mile. 
In  the  United  States,  it  is  an  average 
distance  of  6,080.20  feet.   In  other  words, 
a  great  circle  would  go  through  both 
poles  and  around  the  earth,  and  of  course 
the  earth  does  not  happen  to  be  an  exact 
sphere.    Thus,  an  angle  of  1  minute  at 
the  center  of  the  earth  would  subtend 
a  little  different  arc  on  the  great  circle 
at  different  points  of  latitude.    For  use 
In  the  United  States  and  in  evaluations 
of  the  distance  covered  by  a  marine  mile 
in  the  latitudes  of  the  United  States, 
the  distance  is  6,080.20  feet. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  roughly  equiva- 
lent to  1.154  land  miles;  is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  correct. 

That  means  that  when  we  come  to 
consider  the  term  1  league,  or  3  miles,  it 
is  the  equivalent  of  approximately  3.45- 
plus  land  miles,  and  is  generally  referred 
to  as  3V2  miles.  Roughly,  that  is  close 
enoi^h  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.    When  we  speak  of 
3  leagues,  or  9  sea  miles,  it  is  roughly 
10.35  land  miles,  and  is  generally  re- 
ferred to  as  10!  2  miles. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  the  precise 
figure  is  10.386  miles;  but  for  purposes  oX 
debate,  we  can  call  it  10  V^  miles. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  a  much  better  mathematician 
than  I  am.  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  the  fractional  amount  which  has 
been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
prevail. 

The  point  which  I  think  should  be 
cleared  up  at  some  stage  in  this  record — 
and  I  believe  this  is  as  good  a  point  as 
any  at  which  to  do  it — is  that  when  some 
persons  get  red  in  the  face  in  arguing 
about  whether  the  correct  figure  is  9 
miles  or  10  V2  miles,  they  are  talking 
about  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  that  case,  they  are 
talking  of  9  sea  miles  or  practically  10 '2 
land  miles.  Similarly,  when  some  per- 
sons argue  about  the  difference  between 
3  miles  and  3  ]  2  miles,  the  same  situation 
obtains. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  While  we  are  engag- 
ing in  this  discussion,  I  think  it  might 
be  well  for  us  to  clear  up  another  point 
in  connection  with  the  joint  resolution, 
if  the  Senator  will  permit,  and  that  is 
that  there  are  three  coastal  States — 
one  being  California,  another  being 
Georgia,  and  the  third  State  I  do  net 
now  recall — which  by  constitutional  or 
other  measures  have  fixed  the  distance 
of  their  boundaries  out  into  the  sea,  at 
3  English  miles. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  believe  that  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  purpose  of  the 
joint  resolution  is  as  nearly  as  possible 
to  equalize  the  situation  in  those  three 
States  with  the  situation  applicable  to 
the  great  majority  of  the  coastal  States, 
whose  boundaries  have  been  stated  to 
extend  into  the  sea  a  distance  of  3  geo- 
graphical miles. 

So  under  the  provisions  of  the  Joint 
resolution,  in  those  cases  some  little 
change  will  be  permitted  to  be  made, 
namely,  from  3  Eiiglish  or  statutory 
miles  to  3  geographic  miles.  The  differ- 
ence is  very  small,  and  the  change  is 
made  in  an  approach  tov/ard  uniformity. 

I  believe  that  is  probably  all  that  needs 
to  be  said  about  this  highly  technical 
situation.  If  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
who  well  knows  the  situation,  cares  to 
elaborate  upon  what  I  have  said  or  to 
correct  anything  I  have  said,  I  invite 
such  elaboration  or  correction,  for  I  want 
us  to  make  the  record  exactly  correct 
at  this  time,  as  I  believe  it  to  be  correct 
as  previously  stated. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Florida  for  clearing  up.  for 
the  sake  of  the  record,  these  differences 
in  units  of  measurement.  I  think  it  is 
very  valuable  to  do  so. 

The  question  which  I  should  now  like 
to  address  to  the  Senator  relates  to  the 
total  amounts  of  money  collected  and 
impounded  by  the  States  and  the  Fed- 
eral Govermnent  in  rents  and  royalties 
from  the  submerged  lands.  My  ques- 
tion is  this :  In  addition  to  the  two  sums 
listed  in  table  2,  are  there  further  funds 
collected  by  California  from  the  sub- 
merged-lands oil  developments,  and  im- 
pounded by  California,  subject  to  the 


stipulation  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Florida  has  previously  referred? 

It  is  my  understanding  that  California 
has  something  over  $27  million  in  royal- 
ties collected  between  1947,  when  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  was  first 
handed  down,  and  October  1.  1950,  after 
which  date  the  amount  of  the  funds  col- 
lected from  these  royalties  and  rentals 
was  as  listed  in  table  2,  or  about  $35  mil- 
lion in  addition. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  There  is  an  addi- 
tional amount  existing.  As  to  the  pre- 
cise size  of  it,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
does  not  have  the  information.  There 
will  be  no  argument  at  all  about  that 
amount,  because  it  happens  that  in  Cali- 
fornia the  matter  was  covered  by  stipu- 
lation, in  which  both  sides  have  had 
representation  in  carrying  the  work  for- 
ward and  in  carrying  the  records  for- 
ward, and  it  is  also  the  case  that  there 
is  no  distribution  or  allocation  required 
in  the  case  of  California,  if  this  joint 
resolution  be  passed,  becau.se  all  of  the 
operations  there  are  within  the  3-raile 
limit. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  T  believe  the  Senator 
is  correct  in  that.  I  simply  want  to  point 
out  that  the  views  of  the  minority  of  the 
committee,  on  page  9,  show.s  that  a 
grand  total  of  approximately  $62,800,000. 
derived  from  oil  royalties  and  rentals 
from  the  submerged  lands  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf,  is  awaiting  disposition, 
either  to  the  Federal  Government  or  to 
the  three  States  at  the  present  time.  A 
little  more  than  $27  million  of  this 
amount  has  been  impounded  by  the  State 
of  California.  A  little  more  than  $35 
million  is  held  in  escrow  by  the  United 
States.  I  take  it  that  is  the  $35  million 
which  is  referred  to  in  table  2,  cited  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Table  IT  relates  to 
no  funds  except  those  that  are  held  by 
the  agency  of  the  Federal  Government, 
and  that  is  clearly  shown  to  refer  only 
to  those  amounts  stated.  I  believe  I 
had  reached  the  point  in  the  table  that 
relates  to  California,  which  is  very  sim- 
ple to  interpret,  because  there  are  no 
rentals.  The  whole  amount  of  royalties 
shown  is  $19,868,398  94,  and  all  of  that 
is  received  from  areas  which  are  land- 
ward of  the  3-mile  line  in  California. 
So  that  I  believe  there  could  be  a  little 
argument  about  the  details  of  that 
amount.  Taken  as  a  whole,  table  II 
would  show  that  in  the  absence  of  some 
controversy  arising  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas,  the  total  amount  on  hand  shown 
by  this  table  would  be  divided  among 
the  three  States  that  are  affected,  as 
shown  by  the  table,  in  the  amount  of 
$24,093,406.83  going  to  the  three  States, 
and  an  amount  of  $11,190,797.43  going 
to  the  Federal  Government:  and  it  seems 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida  that  this 
table  should  rather  reassuringly  show 
that  the  details  of  allocation  will  not 
be  too  difficult.  However,  the  Senator 
from  Florida  reiterates  that  there  is 
nothing  at  all  in  this  matter  which  will 
preclude  either  the  Federal  Government 
or  the  affected  States  from  raising  a 
question  as  to  the  exact  location  of  their 
lands. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  under  the  agree- 
ment heretofore  reached,  I  yield  the  floor. 


PROGRAM  FOR  MONDAY 


Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say 
that  it  is  our  intention  to  adjourn  today 
until  Monday.  On  Monday  there  will  be 
transacted  only  formal  business  such  as 
the  confirmation  of  nominations,  the 
usual  routine  business,  and  such  remarks 
as  Senators  may  care  to  make. 

On  Monday  I  shall  move  a  recess  until 
Tuesday  at  12  o'clock,  at  which  time, 
under  the  unanimous -consent  agree- 
ment, the  Senator  from  Florida  I  Mr. 
HoLL.^NDl  will  be  entitled  to  the  fioor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  Is  the  agree- 
ment. 

ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL 
MONDAY 

Mr  T  APT.  Mr  President,  T  move  that 
when  the  Senate  adjourns  tonight.  It 
adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday 
next. 

The  PR!^SIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  motion  Is  agreed  to. 
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COMMITTEE  REPORT  OF  THE 
INDEPENDENT  PARTY 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  hour 
has  arrived  when  the  Independent  Party 
wi-shes  to  proceed  to  do  its  weekly  com- 
mittee work  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
as  a  member  of  the  only  committee  it 
belongs  to  in  the  Senate,  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole.  And  I  may  say  it  is  not 
the  Independent  Party  that  is  in  the 
hole,  but  I  have  a  great  many  colleagues 
who  are.  and  they  are  going  to  remain 
there  .so  long  as  they  continue  to  deny  to 
more  than  1,500.000  people  in  a  sovereign 
State — my  State,  the  great  State  of  Ore- 
gon— equal  repre.sentation  m  the  Senata 
of  the  United  States. 

This  is  now  the  12th  week  since  Jan- 
uary 13.  when  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
there  was  established  for  the  first  time 
since  1871  a  precedent  which  denies  to 
the  people  of  Oregon  equal  representa- 
tion in  this  parliamentary  body.  I 
pressed  that  point  on  January  13.  I  have 
pres.sed  it  in  a  series  of  speeches  since 
January  13.  and  I  shall  continue  to  press 
it  until  the  wrong  is  righted,  or  until  I 
am  no  longer  in  the  Senat« — which  lat- 
ter event,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
i.s  going  to  be  as  soon  as  some  ijeople  may 
think.  I  am  going  to  fight  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  until  action  is  taken  to 
reverse  the  precedent  which  was  estab- 
lished on  January  13.  I  shall  continue 
to  refuse  to  believe  that,  once  my  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  come  to  understand 
the  historical  significance  of  the  prin- 
ciple for  which  I  am  fighting,  they  will 
not  want  to  reverse  themselves. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
distinguished  constitutional  lawyer,  the 
respected  majority  leader  of  this  body, 
Mr.  Taft,  who  Is  now  In  the  chair.  I  re- 
peat that  I  shall  continue  to  refuse  to 
beheve  that  the  Republican  majority  In 
the  Senate  and  the  Democratic  minority, 
desire  to  stand  on  the  very  bad  precedent 
which  was  established  In  1871,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  another  military  administra- 
tion in  our  history,  and  take  the  position 
that,  because  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States  In  an  election  campaign  declined 


to  support  a  candidate  in  whom  he  had 
lost  confld*>nce,  he  th(  reby  must  be  sub- 
jected to  the  treatment  to  which  the  Ju- 
nior Senator  from  Oregon  was  subjected 
on  January  13  when,  to  use  language  the 
people  of  the  countrj'  understand,  he  was 
kicked  off  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Pub'ic  Welfare  and  --he  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.    Tliat  was  done  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  he  held  8  years  of  semor- 
itv   and  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  no 
precedent  for  such  action  exists  except 
ihe     unfortunate    precedent    of     1871; 
V  heroas  to  the  contrary,  before  and  since 
1871   lime  and  time  again,  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  Liberals  and  Insur- 
>:eiils  Free-Soilers.  and  Progressives,  and 
others  who  are  frequently  labeled  as  non- 
conformists, were  no    denied  their  com- 
mittee po.'^ts.     In  some  Instances,  they 
wre  denied  a  committee  chairmanship, 
ah  they  should  have  been.    I  would  not 
havt'  any  quarrel  wi'h  that,  lor  I  think 
the  majority  party  has  the  right  to  pro- 
ttct  Its  control  by  maintaining  a  regular 
party  member  in  th<'  chairmanship.    In 
some  instances,  the  r.onregulars  were  put 
fit  the  bottom  of  the  committee  Uble,  so 
far    as    committee    seniority    was    con- 
cerned, but  they  w-re  not  put  off  the 

committee.  .  .    .^    «       »« 

La'^t  Friday  I  presented  to  the  Senate 
in  my  ueekly  rtpor.  an  analysis  of  the 
historical  constitutional  debates  re.'-ult- 
mg  in  the  so-caliec  great  compromise, 
which  made  posslbk  the  adoption  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States;  and 
without  which  the  edoption  of  the  Con- 
stitution would  have  been  blocked.  In 
the  material  presented  last  Friday.  I 
rointed  out  that  in  the  Constitutional 
Convention,  the  Founding  Fathers  in- 
sisted upon  equal  represenUtion  in  the 
Senate  of  the  Unitc-d  States  for  each  of 
the  States.  _^     ^        . 

It  i.s  mv  argument,  Mr.  President,  and 
I  think  it  is  constitutionally  sound,  that 
so  long  as  the  Senate  denies  to  the  people 
cf    the   6Utc   of   Oregon   the   identical 
treatment  for  their  junior  Senator  that 
is  granted  to  other  Senators,  then  the 
Stnate  denies  to  the  people  of  Oregon 
equal  representation  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United    States.     It    is    not    possible    to 
separate  the  procedures  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  from  the  substantive 
rights  of  the  people  of  Oregon  in  the 
functioning  of  the  Senate.     The  Senate 
cannot  lay  down  one  rule  applicable  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  and  an- 
other rule  applicable  to  95  other  Sen- 
atoi-s  and  meet  the  argument  that  the 
people  of  my  State  are  not  being  denied 
equal  representation  in  this  body. 

As  I  dwell  upon  this  point  week  by 
ueek  Increasing  nimaber  of  persons  In 
mv  State.  Including  Increasing  numbers 
of'  political  leaders,  are  beginmng  to  see 
the  point  and  are  beginning  to  ask  the 
Republican  Party,  which  has  a  majority 
in  the  Oregon  State  Legislature,  which 
has  a  Republican  Governor,  which  has 
a  Republican  United  States  Senator,  and 
which  supported  the  Republican  candi- 
date for  the  Presidency  in  November 
1952,  "How  come?  Why  discriminate 
apainH  the  State  of  Oregon  and  its 
sovereign  rights?" 

Because  of  political  differences  there 
has  come  to  be  personalized  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  SUtes  this  fight  with 


the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  over 
committee  assignments.  I  again  say  to 
the  Senate  and  to  the  people  of  my  State, 
that  on  January  13  I  took  the  position, 
and  I  restate  it  today,  that  the  Republi- 
can Party  is  entitled  to  a  majority  of 
one  on  those  great  and  important  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate,  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

As  the  record  will  show,  the  majority 
leader,  no'v  presiding  over  the  Senate, 
took  the  position  that  the  Republican 
Party  was  .so  entitled,  and  I  agreed  with 
him.  He  also  made  clear  in  his  discus- 
sion on  January  13  that  he  thought  there 
was  merit  in  the  position  taken  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  that  those 
two  committees  should  have  added  to 
them  an  additional  Republican,  so  that 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  would  be  al- 
lowed to  retain  his  position  and  thus 
guarantee  to  the  Jiajorlty  party  a  ma- 
jority vote  on  those  two  committees  if 
they  should  ever  vote  on  a  partisan  basis. 
He  accepted  it  as  a  sound  position  for 
the  majority  in  the  Senate  today. 

But  I  made  clear  on  January  13  that 
so  far  as  my  knowledge  was  concerned, 
from  my  long  tenure  on  those  commit- 
tees, they  do  not  cast  partisan  votes,  be 
they  Republicans  or  Democrats.  It  has 
been  my  experience,  after  years  of  serv- 
ice on  those  two  committees,  that  their 
members  vote  on  the  basis  of  what  they 
think  are  the  merits,  of  issues  coming 
before  the  committees,  free  from  par- 
tisanship. 

I  pointed  out  that  the  Johnson  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services    had    come    forward    with    43 
unanimous  reports,  and  I  have   never 
known  a  partisan  consideration  to  be  a 
factor  in  the  deliberations  of  either  the 
subcommittee  or  the  full  committee.    We 
have    always   parked    our    partisan.<:hip 
outside  the  door,  as  we  should.     But, 
nevertheless.  I  quite  agreed  on  January 
13  as  I  still  do.  that  the  Republican  ma- 
jority  Is   entitled   to   a   majority   of    1 
member  on  those  2  committees,  and  I 
resute  today  what  the  Record  shows, 
namely,  that  it  was  the  DemocraUc  side 
of  the  aisle,  acting  through  the  minority 
leader  that  blocked  my  proposal  on  Jan- 
uary 13  to  add  a  Republican  member  to 
those  two  important  committees  so  that 
the  Republicans  would  have  a  majority 

on  them. 

It  was  demonstrated,  as  the  Congres- 
sional Record  will  show,  that  the  mathe- 
matical situation,  because  of  the  close 
division  in  the  Senate  which  resulted 
from  the  election  of  1952.  made  it  im- 
possible for  the  Republicans  to  have  a 
majority  on  each  committee. 

There  was  bound  to  be  some  commit- 
tees in  which  the  division  would  be  equal 
But  the  Record  shows  it  was  the  position 
of  the  Republican  majority  that  cer- 
tainly the  RepubUcans  were  entitled  to 
a  majority  vote  on  the  so-called  major 
committees,  and  I  quite  agreed  and  still 

agree 

Mr  President,  on  Monday  I  shall  offer 
a  resolution  to  the  Senate,  as  I  an- 
nounced last  Friday  I  would  do.  which 
will  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  It  Is  hereby. 
discharged   Irom   further    consideration   ol 


Senate  Resolution  32  temporarily  Increasing 
the  membership  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 


I  shall  send  it  to  the  desk  on  Monday, 
and  ask  to  have  it  go  over  under  the  rule, 
I  shall  do  it.  Mr.  President,  because  by 
Monday  more  than  12  weeks  will  have 
elapsed  since  Senate  Resolution  32  was 
sent  to  committee,  and  I  believe  it  is 
quite  reasonable  for  me  to  take  the  posi- 
tion that  that  is  adequate  time  for  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
to  decide  what  it  wants  to  do  about  the 
resolution,  and  that  I  have  the  right  to 
have   the   committee   report   it   to   the 
Senate  either  favorably  or  unfavorably. 
Let  Senators  stand  up  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  be  counted  as  to 
whether  they  want  to  give  the  State  of 
Oregon  equal  representation  in  this  body 
under  the  Constitution,  or  whether  they 
want    to    continue    the    discrmiinatory 
practice  and  adhere  to  the  very  unfair 
precedent  they  adopted  on  January  13 
of  this  year. 

I  have  a  feeling.  Mr.  President,  that 
if  each  Member  of  the  Senate  will  vote 
in  accordance  with  what  his  conscience 
tells  him  is  fair,  he  will  reach  the  con- 
clusion that  the  resolution  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  very  reason- 
able, that  the  equities  support  his  po- 
sition, and  that  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Oregon,  under  their  equal  representa- 
tion rights,  are  entitled  to  have  the  kind 
of  discrimination,  which  has  been  prac- 
ticed against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  since  January  13,  brought  to  an 
end.  At  least.  I  shall  press  the  resolu- 
tion and  await  the  results  of  the  action 
of  the  Senate. 

THE  CASE   OF  DR.   ALLEN   V.   ASTIN 

The  next  committee  item  I  desire  to 
take  up  this  afternoon  concerns  the  Bu- 
reau of  Standards  and  newspaper  stones 
which  lead  one  to  the  conclu.':ion  that 
the  head  of  the  Bureau.  Dr.  Allen  V. 
Astin,  has  been  removed  from  office  be- 
cause of  political  pressure,  and  becau.se 
of  political  interference  in  behalf  of  the 
Government  with  scientific  analysis  of 
an  alleged  battery  additive  which  is  sup- 
posed to  rehabilitate  or  regenerate  the 
strength  of  batteries. 

I  speak  from  the  standpoint  of  pre- 
sumption—and it  is  a  rebuttable  pre- 
sumption—but, on   the  basis  of  news- 
paper stories,  and  on  the  basis  of  quota- 
tions attributed  to  Mr.  Sinclair  Weeks. 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  to  his  Under 
Secretary'.  Mr.  Sheaffer,  and  to  Dr.  Astin, 
the  matter  is  of  much  greater  concern 
than   the  mere   personalities   involved. 
Because  the  operation  of  the  Bureau  of 
Standards   is  of   great  concern  to  the 
welfare  of  this  country  and  of  its  people, 
the  American  people  are  entitled  to  know 
whether  or  not  there  is  any  basis  to  jus- 
tify what  I  consider  to  be  a  charge  by 
the  newspapers  that  Dr.  Astin's  removal 
as  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards  was 
the  result  of  political  pressure. 

The  citizens  of  the  United  States  as 
well  as  the  Members  of  the  Congress 
have  the  right  to  know,  and  constantly 
to  be  assured,  that  when  the  Bureau 
of  Standards  makes  a  scientific  analy- 
sis in  behalf  of  a  Government  agency, 
department,  or  official— and  I  underline 
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those  words — the  Government,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  policy,  will  follow  the  scientific 
facts  developed  by  the  research.  The 
people  should  be  assured  that  we  are 
not  to  enter  an  era  in  which  political 
pressure  and  intimidation  are  to  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Bureau  of 
Standards,  in  order  to  force  the  Bureau 
to  produce  scientific  findings  that  would 
justify  placing  the  word  "scientific"  in 
quotation  marks. 

I  do  not  know  the  facts  in  the  instant 
case.  As  I  say.  I  speak  in  terms  of  a 
presumption.  But  I  know  something 
about  Dr.  Astin's  record.  I  know  that 
he  is  a  scientist  who  has  enjoyed  an  un- 
impeachable reputation  for  scientific 
abjectivity  and  for  letting  facts  speak 
for  themselves. 

I  do  not  like  the  implications  of  some 
of  the  quotations  from  Secretary  Weeks 
and  Under  Secretary  SheafTer  which  ap- 
peared in  the  newspaper  stories  I  read 
today.  I  was  one  who  at  the  time  of 
Sinclair  Weeks'  appointment  said  that 
I  thought  it  was  a  good  appointment.  I 
still  think  so.  I  recognize  that  men 
make  mistakes,  and  that  each  of  us  is 
entitled  to  his  fair  share  of  mistakes. 
Perfection  should  not  be  expected  of 
persons  in  the  public  service  any  more 
than  it  is  expected  of  men  an'^  women 
outside  the  public  service.  I  highly  ap- 
proved of  the  nomination  of  Sinclair 
Weeks,  and  I  said  so  at  the  time,  be- 
cause I  felt  the  business  interests  of  the 
country  were  entitled  to  have  as  head 
of  the  E>epartment  of  Commerce  a  man 
with  a  businessman's  point  of  view  and 
a  businessman's  philosophy.  The  De- 
partment of  Commerce  is  the  depart- 
ment of  Government  which  is  supposed 
to  watch  over  and  guard,  and  advance 
the  legitimate  business  interests  of  the 
country;  and  I  underline  the  word 
"legitimate." 

What  disturbs  me  about  this  incident 
Is  the  implication  that  Weeks  and 
Sheaffer  have  the  conception  that  they 
have  a  right  to  influence  the  research 
activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Let  me  use  another  example  to  show  how 
dangerous  such  a  policy  could  be.  Sup- 
pose the  persons  in  charge  of  the  Gov- 
ernment department  which  administers 
the  Pure  Food  and  Drug  Act  should  fol- 
low a  course  of  action  such  as  the  news- 
papers indicate  Weeks  and  Sheaffer  have 
been  following  in  this  instance,  a  course 
of  action  that  could  cause  the  admin- 
istrators of  the  Pure  Pood  and  Drug  Act 
to  doctor  their  findings  based  upon  an 
investigation  of  a  certain  drug  or  a  cer- 
tain food.  I  think  that  illustrates  the 
point  quite  well.  Every  man  and  woman 
in  the  United  States  can  see  how  wrong 
that  would  be. 

When  the  Bureau  of  Standards  con- 
ducts scientific  research  to  determine 
whether  or  not  a  certain  additive  to  a 
battery  will  produce  the  results  claimed 
for  it  by  its  inventors,  and  the  Bureau 
comes  forth  with  a  negative  finding,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  and  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Commerce  ought  to  get  their 
facts  as  to  the  scientific  soundness  of  the 
research  before  they  follow  any  such 
course  of  action  as  the  newspapers  indi- 
cate today  they  have  followed  in  the 
Astin  case. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  addi- 
tive is  good,  but  the  presumption  is  in 


favor  of  Dr.  Astin  and  his  scientists  in 
the  Bureau  of  Standards,  not  with  Weeks 
and  Sheaffer,  because  they  are  not  sci- 
entists and  diJ  not  conduct  the  research. 

Who  is  Sinclair  Weeks  to  tell  the 
American  people,  on  the  basis  of  any 
such  investigation  as  the  press  indicates 
today  was  made  by  him.  that  the  scien- 
tists in  the  Bureau  of  Standards  did  not 
conduct  an  objective  scientific  analysis 
of  this  particular  additive. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  full  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks, 
an  article  that  appeared  in  the  Washmg- 
ton  Post  this  morning  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  and  an  excellent  editorial 
entitled  "The  Astin  Case."  also  pub- 
lished in  this  morning's  Washington 
Post. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
and  editorial  were  ordered  to  be  prmted 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Dr.  Astin  Takes  Issue  With  Weeks     Fired 

United  States  Scientist   Defends   Rejec- 
tion OF  Batter T   Additive 

Dr.  Allen  V.  Astin  yesterday  defended  his 
administration  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards 
as  "fair  and  adequate"  and  called  lor  scien- 
tific tests  on  the  ciiopuled  value  of  bctllery 
additives. 

Astin  was  fired  by  Secretary  of  Commerce 
Sinclair  Weeks  because.  Weeks  said,  tr.e 
Bureau  "has  not  been  sufBclently  objective  " 

In  a  carefully  and  mildly  worded  state- 
ment. Astin  declared  that  he  never  was  able 
to  see  Weeks  but  had  to  deal  with  Assistant 
Secretary  Crais;  R  SheafTer.  who  told  hira 
Weeks  wanted  him  to  resign.  The  reslijna- 
tion  now  Is  at  the  White  House  and  Weeks 
said  yesterd.iy   it  has  been  accepted. 

Astin  said  he  suggested  that  the  dispute 
over  the  value  of  adding  chemicals  to  auto 
batteries  be  turned  over  either  to  the 
Bureau's  five-man  visiting  sclentist.s  com- 
mittee or  to  a  group  from  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  for  an  impartial  check. 

This  suggestion  was  made  about  a  month 
ago  when  "It  was  apparent  to  me  that  the 
Department  of  Commerce  did  not  have  cc'ii- 
fldence  In  the  adequacy  of  the  Bureau's 
work  on  battery  additives."  But  the  «dea 
was  not  taken  up. 

Astin  rent  on:  "Since  the  thorrnighness 
and  fairness  of  the  w  irk  of  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  have  been  questioned. 
I  still  urge  that  it  is  very  important  to  secure 
advice  from  such  competent  groups  as  those 
mentioned.  I  have  no  doubt  that  under 
qualified  scientific  scrutiny,  the  operations 
which  I  have  been  directing  will  be  shown 
to   have   been    fair   and   ade<juate." 

Astin  said  the  various  tests  run  on  the 
additive  failed  to  modify  earlier  conclusions 
that  they  are  worthless.  It  was  pressure 
from  an  additive  manufacturer.  Jesse  M. 
Ritchie,  of  Oakland.  Calif.,  who  makes  AD- 
X2,  which  led  to  Astin's  tinng. 

"As  a  great  scientific  laboratory.  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  U  basically  concerned 
with  the  HOundness  of  Its  technical  o{>era- 
tions  and  It  mu.'t  adhere  to  the  results  of 
Bclentlflc  findings  regardless  of  what  f)res- 
Bures  are  brought  on  the  organization  to 
change  or  modify  conclusions  based  directly 
on   those   findings." 

Astin  said  he  had  "striven  to  maintain  and 
strengthen"  the  Bureau's  reputation  "of 
fairness,  thoroughness,  and  accuracy  In  Ita 
scientific  work." 

He  said  he  would  be  "pleased  to  testify 
before  an  appropriate  committee"  of  Con- 
gress to  answer  questions  about  the  battery 
additive  experiments  or  any  other  matters. 
Chairman  Edward  J.  Thte,  Republican. 
Minnesota,  of  the  Senate  Small  Business 
Committee  which  has  been  backing  AD-X2 
against   the   Bureau,   has   said   he   would    be 


glad  to  hear  Astin  but  had  no  plans  to  call 

him. 

A  number  of  congressional  E>emocrata. 
however,  began  yesterday  to  call  for  further 
hearings.  Two  Senators  on  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Committee.  John  J.  Spahkman.  Demo- 
crat, Alabama,  and  Lester  C.  Hunt.  Demo- 
crat, Wyoming,  said  they  thought  Astin 
should  be  heard. 

In  the  Hou.se,  Representative  Melvin  Pbic« 
(Democrat,  Illinois)  accused  the  Republican 
administration  of  introducing  the  spoils  sys- 
tem in  the  Bureau  which  has  always  kept 
free  of  politics.  And  Representative  Harlet 
O.  Staggers  (Democrat,  West  "Virginia)  said 
he  was  .eliably  Informed  Astin  was  fired  be- 
cause the  GOP  administration  thought  ne 
was  a  Democrat.  Astin  is  a  registered  Re- 
publican in  Montgomery  County.  Md. 

Astin  would  not  say  yesterday  what  he 
plans  to  do  once  his  resignation  is  formally 
accepted  but  Insisted  that  he  would  ob- 
serve Government  protocol  while  he  la  stiU 
on  the  Job. 

In  discussing  the  battery  additive  contro- 
versy. Aotin  .said  that  in  the  interest  of 
scientific  objectivity  he  ordered  additional 
tests  last  June  and  again  in  December  He 
said  the  June  te.-ts  were  made  using,  in  all 
e.ssentials,  test  conditions  prescribed  by  the 
manufacturer  of  an  additive,  apparently  a 
leierence  to  Ritchie.     Asiin  commented: 

"It  any  of  these  te.-.t;  had  developed  re- 
sults warranting  m'Xlittcati'jn  of  prior  con- 
clubion-s.  I  wouid  ha\e  made  such  mudlfica- 
tiuns  immediately." 

The  Senate  committee  had  a  test  made  at 
the  Massachu.setis  Instltut*  of  Technology 
which  the  commiilee  said  indicated  the 
worth  of  AD-X2  and  Ritchie  haa  claimed 
many  saUbfled  users. 

The  Astin  Ca«« 

Tliere  is  pood  reason  for  the  alarm  In  sci- 
entific circles  over  Secretary  Weeks'  arbitrary 
demand  for  the  resignation  of  Dr.  Allen  V. 
Astin.  Director  of  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  Doctor  Astin  was  advanced  to 
this  position  solely  on  the  oabis  of  merit 
alter  ni.iny  yoars  of  dUlln^uished  service  la 
the  Bureau.  He  Is  in  the  best  sense  of  the 
word  a  cart-er  scientist  who  has  kept  wholly 
aloof  from  politics  and  devoted  his  life  to 
furthering  the  work  ol  the  Bureau.  To  re- 
move him  for  any  trivial  reason  would  be  a 
blow  to  the  morale  of  hundreds  of  scientist* 
in  the  Government  ser\ice. 

Far  more  seriuu.s  man  this  is  the  ground 
advanced  by  Secretary  Weeks  to  excuse  ihs 
dlsmij-sal.  Going  before  the  Senate  Small 
Bu.si:;ess  Ci>mmlttee.  he  supported  the  un- 
proved complaint  of  a  battery  concern 
against  the  Bureau  and  cnnclud«*d  that  th« 
bureau  had  n  .1  been  sufflciently  objective  in 
its  ti.idir.i^a.  How  does  he  know?  Before 
reachin,^  such  a  cuaclusluu  Mr.  Weeks  ou^ht 
to  have  made  some  oojeclive  tincliiigs  of  his 
own.  Instead,  he  is  reported  to  have  re- 
fiLscd  ev-n  to  see  Dr  .\stin.  and  he  allowed 
the  Btireau  no  op{x)rtunlty  to  substantiate 
its  report.  Not  only  this;  Mr  Weeks  seems  to 
lack  understanding  of  the  function  of  the 
NBS.  He  spoke  of  the  disgruntled  battery 
concern  ra  having  no  luck  getting  the  Na- 
tional BurOi.u  of  Standards  t  j  run  tests  of  its 
prcxluci.  The  fu:icliun  of  lh<i  Bureau  is  not 
to  test  products  fur  manufacturers  but  to 
make  tests  at  the  request  of  other  Govern- 
ment aE;encles. 

Especially  curious  Is  Mr  Weeks'  statement 
that  he  Intends  to  get  the  best  brains  ho 
can  find  to  examine  the  functions  and  ob- 
jectives of  the  Bureau  and  reevaluate  them. 
Such  examinations  ought  to  come  before  and 
not  after  a  Cabinet  member  starts  shooting 
from  the  hip.  If  the  Secretary  sincerely 
feared  that  the  Bureau  had  slipped  In  lU 
examination  of  battery  additives,  his  proper 
course  would  have  been  to  ask  for  an  out- 
side scientific  check  on  the  Bureau's  work. 
For  this  purp.i.se  he  could  have  turned  nat- 
urally to  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences 
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or  to  the  Visiting  Committee  created  by  law 
for  the  syjeciflc  purpose  of  advising  the  Sec- 
retary on  the  efficiency  of  the  Bureau's  sci- 
entific work.  But  no  such  procedure  was 
followed. 

We  think  President  Elsenhower  would  be 
well  advised  even  now  to  follow  the  course 
that  Mr  Weeks  should  have  taken.  It  is 
not  slmplv  a  questlcm  of  Dr.  Astin's  future. 
He  may  insist  on  leaving  the  Bureau  in  any 
event  More  Important  is  the  integrity  of 
the  Government's  scientific  work.  If  scl- 
eiiti.'-ts  are  to  be  ousted  on  flimsy  and  un- 
Fulistantlated  charges,  a  great  blow  will  be 
dealt  to  scientific  reporting.  As  the  case 
stands.  Dr.  Astin  s  ouster  is  no  more  ra- 
tional than  would  be  the  dismissal  of  J  Ed- 
car  Htx)ver  on  the  unsubstantiated  com- 
plaint of  some<me  the  FBI  had  investigated 
in  the  course  of  its  duty. 


and  10,  1953,  on  the  Korean  ammunition 
problem. 

I  would  have  the  people  of  my  coun- 
try listen  to  this  testimony: 

General  Van  Fleet.  Under  the  date  of 
September  3,  1952,  I  was  informed  in  a  mes- 
sage from  General  Clark,  and  I  quote: 

"Steel  strike  has  seriously  reduced  the 
amount  of  ammunition  being  received  on 
new  production.  Present  estimates  are  that 
approximately  37  percent  of  artillery  am- 
munition production  for  1952  has  been  lost. 
The  above  listed  ammunition  are  the  incst 
critical    types." 

That  is  these  heavier  caliber  there  men- 
tioned. 

"All  ammunition  containing  sizable  quan- 
tities of  steel  are  aflected  and  expenditures 
should  be  reviewed  accordingly." 


Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President.  I  have 
been  critical  on  occasion,  as  I  shall  be 
in  the  future,  of  newspapers  which,  in 
my  judgment,  publish  editorials  which 
aie  di.^torted  and  untrue.     I  have  been 
critical  of  the  Washington  Post  in  the 
pa.st.  but  I  shall  always  try  to  keep  faith 
With  my  conception  of  fairness  and  of 
fair  play,  by  being  just  as  high  in  my 
praise  as  I  may  be  from  time  to  time 
.•^evere  in  critici.sm  of  a  newspaper  which 
does  a  courapeous.  enlightening  editorial 
job  on  some  subject,  as  the  Washington 
Post  did  this  morning  in  its  editorial  on 
the   Astin   case.     The   questions   which 
have  been  raised  by  this  editorial  must 
be  answered      I  wonder  what  Weeks  and 
SheafTer  will  have  to  say  about  the  argu- 
ments in  the  Post  editorial.    How  are 
we  going  to  find  out? 

I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  if  it  be  true 
that  political  pressure  has  been  brought 
to  bear  on  Dr.  Astin.  it  is  the  task  of 
(he  appropriate  Senate  committee  to  find 
out  the  facus  about   it.     Perhaps  steps 
have  already   been   taken  to  that  end. 
We  move  ."jo  fast  m  the  Senate  sometimes 
that  a  Senator  on  the  floor  cannot  keep 
up  with  what  is  going  on  in  Senate  com- 
mittees.    I  may  read  tonight  that  the 
appropriate   Senate  committee  has  al- 
ready taken  steps  in  this  matter.     If  so, 
I   congratulate   that  committee   in   ad- 
vance.    But    if   an   appropriate   Senate 
committee  has  not  taken  steps.  I  say  that 
one  should.     Weeks  and  Sheaffer  should 
be  called  before  the  appropriate  Senate 
committee,  and  so  should  Dr.  Astin,  and 
the  committee  should  obtain,  under  oath, 
all  the  facts  about  this  incident.     The 
American   people  are  entitled  to  know 
whether  it  is  true  or  false  that  SheafTer, 
acting  for  Weeks— for  it  seems  to  be  in- 
dicated that  Dr.  Astin  was  not  able  to 
.see  Weeks — forced  the  resignation  of  Dr. 
A.stin  as  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards 
for  the  alleged  reason  SheafTer  did  not 
like  the  way  Dr.  Astin  had  handled  the 
battery-additive  investigation.     When  I 
say  that,  I  think  public  information  gen- 
erally  will   agree  with   me.    The   facts 
should  be  a.scertained  because  the  impli- 
cations of  this  incident  and  the  possibiU- 
ties  of  abu.se  to  which  it  could  lead  are 
so  serious  that  I  think  we  ought  to  stop 
it  at  its  very  start. 

THE    ammunition    STTUATION    IN    KOREA 

The  next  item  I  wish  to  take  up  Is  a 
brief  comment  on  the  ammunition 
situation  in  Korea  and  the  testimony  of 
General  Van  Fleet,  as  found  on  page  83 
of  the  Senate  hearings  of  March  5,  6, 


Without  taking  the  time  to  read  it.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  a  letter  of  instruc- 
tions, which  is  printed  on  page  84  of  the 
Senate  hearings.  It  is  signed  by  General 
Van  Fleet,  and  it  deals  with  the  ques- 
tion of  ammunition  shortage. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
Headquarters.  Eighth  tjNrrED 

STATES  ARMY   KOREA    (EUSAK), 

Office  of  the  Commanding  GENER^L, 

APO  301.  September  7,  19 JZ. 
Subject:    Letter  of  instructions. 
To.   Commanding  General,  I  US  Corps.  APO 
358 
Command'-^  General  IX  US  Corps,  APO 

264. 
Commanding  General  IX  US  Corps,  APO 

909. 
Commandlne  General.  I  ROK  Corps. 
Commanding  General.  II  ROK  Corps. 

1.  In  a  recent  message  the  Department  of 
the  Army  has  advised  that  the  last  steel  strike 
has  seriouslv  aflected  ammunition  production 
and  forecasts  a  loss  of  37  percent  in  artillery 
ammunition  production  for  1952.  The  fol- 
lowing 18  a  pertinent  extract  from  this 
mesf  age : 

|I>leted.1 

"While  the  above-listed  ammo  are  the 
most  critical  tvpes,  all  ammo  containing 
sizable  quantities  of  steel  are  affected,  and 
expenditures  should  be  reviewed  accordingly." 

2  The  ASR  for  the  period  101800  Septem- 
ber to  201800  September  1952,  and  for  subse- 
quent periods,  will  refiect  this  condition. 
However,  in  the  application  of  this  allocation, 
I  expect  that  the  criterion  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  ammunition  will  not  be  based  on  the 
quantities  allocated.  Rather,  every  effort  will 
be  made  by  commanders  at  all  echelons  to 
insure  that  ammunition  expenditures  are 
consistent  with  ope-atlonal  requirements. 

3  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  special 
operations,  such  as  raids,  usually  require 
above  no-mal  expenditure  of  ammunition. 
Consequently,  in  suballocating  ammunition 
allowances,  commanders  should  make  care- 
ful provision  for  these  special  operations  in 
any  given   10-day  period. 

4  I  intend  to  give  this  matter  my  per- 
sonal attention  and  expect  that  you  will 
exercise  the  necessary  command  supervision 
to  Insure  the  maximum  return  for  all  ammu- 
nition exp>ended. 

James  A.  Van  Fleet. 
General,  United  States  Army. 

Commanding. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  ap- 
plication of  this  testimony  which  I  wish 
to  make  is  to  a  little  past  history  in  the 
Senate  in  connection  with  the  steel 
strike.  '  Before  that  strike  was  called, 
and  when  the  controversy  was  raging  in 
the  Senate  last  year  over  its  potential 


danger,  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
took  the  position  that  if  the  testimony 
of  Bob  Lovett.   then   Secretary  of  De- 
fense, was  factually  sound — and  I  had 
every  reason  to  believe  it  was,  and  every 
right  to  presume  that  it  was  until  the 
contrary  was  shown — then  it  was  a  dan- 
gerous thing  to  allow  the  steel  furnaces 
to  grow  cold,  because  I  said  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  time  and  time  again  that 
the  testimony  before  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Defense  Secretary  was 
that  it  would  require  from  2  to  3  weeks 
to  put  the  furnaces  in  operation  again. 
Mr.  President.  I  refer  Senator  to  the 
Congressional   Record.     I   speak   from 
memory,  but  I  speak  accurately  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  statements  which  I 
made  in  the  debate  many  times  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.    I  said  over  and  over 
again  in  that  debate,  "Here  is  a  singu- 
lar physical  fact  applying  to  the  steel 
industry  which  does  not  apply  to  very 
many  other  industries  involved  in  labor 
disputes,  namely,  the  fact  that  a  stop- 
page of  work  in  the  steel  industry,  allow- 
ing  the  furnaces  to  grow  cold,   would 
mean  that  production  could  not  get  un- 
der way  again  for  2  or  3  weeks." 

Go  to  the  Record.  In  those  speeches 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I  warned  the 
American  people  that  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  whose  testimony  I  was  going  to 
accept  until  someone  could  successfully 
rebut  it,  had  stated  that  if  that  industry 
were  allowed  to  shut  down  we  would  pay 
for  it  in  American  blood. 

But,  with  a  presidential  election 
coming  up,  the  political  pattern  was  to 
make  a  political  football  of  the  steel 
case,  and  to  talk  about  applying  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act.  Already  more  than 
100  days  of  postponement  of  the  strike 
had  occurred,  the  delay  having  been 
arranged  by  agreement  between  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
steel  union.  The  President  had  the 
right  to  make  the  agreement,  because 
the  Taft-Hartley  Law,  so  far  as  its  emer- 
gency dispute  sections  are  concerned,  is 
permissive,  and  not  mandatory. 

The  then  President  of  the  United 
States  knew  that  if  he  applied  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law,  and  after  80  days  the 
strike  occurred — and  the  union  gave 
every  assurance  that  it  would  occur — 
the  steel  mills  would  grow  cold,  and 
production  would  be  lost.  We  had  the 
testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  the  situation  was  so  serious  that  it 
would  be  translated  into  loss  of  Ameri- 
can lives.  The  world  situation  with  re- 
spect to  Russia  continued  to  grow  more 
serious. 

Mr.  President,  during  that  period  of 
time  I  was  at  the  Pentagon  building  one 
day  in  conference  with  Bob  Lovett.  He 
and  I  talked  about  the  physical  prob- 
lem which  confronted  the  Defense  De- 
partment in  connection  with  keeping 
steel  production  going. 

What  Bob  Lovett  told  me  in  that  con- 
versation formed  a  part  of  the  back- 
ground which  caused  me  to  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  argue,  as  I  did, 
for  the  passage  of  emergency  legislation 
which  would  keep  the  American  flag 
flying  over  the  steel  mills,  so  that  am- 
munition could  be  produced  and. the 
protection  thereby  afforded  to  our  boys 
in  Korea  to  which  they  were  ent:.tled. 
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In  relating  my  conversation  with  Bob 
Lovett,  what  I  shall  say  I  would  say  on 
the  witness  stand,  with  my  left  hand  on 
the  Bible  and  my  right  raised.  In  that 
conversation  with  Bob  Lovett,  in  discuss- 
ing the  kind  of  shortage  which  existed 
in  military  supplies  at  the  time,  he  talked 
about  the  ammunition  problem.  He 
talked,  too,  about  certain  weapons,  which 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  proper  for 
me  to  mention  here.  But,  Mr.  President, 
at  that  conference  with  Bob  Lovett  he  so 
convinced  me  of  the  emergent  character 
of  the  situation  that  I  returned  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  in  a  series  of 
speeches — and  let  the  Congressional 
Record  speak  for  itself — I  pleaded  with 
my  colleagues  to  keep  the  flag  flying  over 
the  steel  mills  and  to  work  out  a  settle- 
ment of  that  dispute  about  wages  and 
hours  and  conditions  of  employment  in 
an  equitable  and  fair  fashion. 

I  said  then  exactly  what  I  am  willing 
to  say  today,  because  I  do  not  read  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  on  the  steel  case  to  the 
contrary.  Whenever  the  time  comes 
when  an  emergency  is  so  great  that  a 
President  must  act  immediately  to  pro- 
tect the  lives  of  American  boys  on  the 
firing  line,  where  they  may  be  called 
upon  to  die  for  us,  or  he  must  act  to  save 
the  lives  of  the  American  people  here  at 
home,  it  is  his  clear  duty  to  so  act,  to 
lay  the  problem  before  Congress  as 
quickly  as  he  can,  and  to  seek  confirma- 
tion and  approval  of  his  action,  as  he  did 
in  the  steel  case  on  April  9,  after  which 
the  strike  was  called  off. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Taft 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  pulled  a  strike  in  the  steel 
case  by  not  taking  action  and  refusing  to 
pass  legislation  which  was  needed  in 
order  to  protect  the  hves  of  the  boys  in 
Korea. 

I  said  then,  and  I  repeat  today,  there 
were  three  strikes  in  the  steel  case:  First 
there  was  the  strike  of  Congress  in  re- 
fusing to  pass  legislation  that  ought  to 
have  been  passed.  Then  there  was  the 
strike  of  the  employers  in  the  steel  com- 
panies who  asked  first  for  an  approxi- 
mate $12  a  ton  increase  in  prices,  when 
they  were  entitled  to  less  than  $3,  and 
finally  held  out  for  and  obtained  approx- 
imately $5,  which  was  about  twice  what 
they  ought  to  have  received.  The  steel 
Industry,  by  pulling  the  strike,  stole 
from  the  American  people  millions  of 
dollars  in  price  increases.  The  third 
strike,  of  course,  was  the  strike  of  the 
workers  them.'^elves.  Not  one  of  the 
strikes  could  be  justified  in  the  public 
interest. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  believe  that  time  has 
proved  that  those  of  us  who  felt  it  was 
useless  for  Congress  merely  to  request 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  use 
the  Taft-Hartley  law  were  right  in  tak- 
ing the  position  that  we  would  just  be 
playing  politics  by  asking  the  President 
to  invoke  it.  The  President  took  the 
position  that  labor  had  held  up  its  strike 
for  more  than  the  80-day  period  already, 


and  that  in  good  conscience  he  should 
not  use  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  It  was 
clear  that  he  would  not  use  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law  even  if  Congress  asked  him 
to  use  it. 

I  know  I  was  one  of  those  who  were 
advised  on  a  confidential  ba.sis  that  if  we 
demanded  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  invoke  the  Taft-Hartley 
law,  he  was  not  going  to  u.se  it  anyway.  I 
do  believe  it  would  have  been  in  the  na- 
tional interest  to  have  gone  ahead  and 
given  the  President  .'^ome  other  authority 
to  act,  on  the  theory  that  the  80-day 
period  had  already  expired.  If  the 
Morse  amendment  had  been  adopted  or 
if  the  Monroney  amendment  had  been 
adopted — and  I  believe  the  Maybank 
amendment  would  have  accomplished 
the  same  purpose — the  steel  mills  would 
not  have  been  shut  down. 

The  other  day  I  looked  at  a  trade  pub- 
lication, in  connection  with  the  equities 
involved  in  the  situation.  As  I  rt-call. 
the  publication  pointed  out  that  the  steel 
companies,  particularly  the  major  steel 
companies,  lost  only  about  25  percent  of 
their  profits  as  the  result  of  the  strike — 
that  is  of  their  profits  after  taxes — be- 
cause out  of  what  was  lost  by  the  cor- 
porations in  the  strike  more  than  70 
percent  of  the  loss  was  ab.sorbed  by  taxe.s 
which  the  corporations  would  have  had 
to  pay  had  the  strike  not  occurred. 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  the  boy.s  in  Korea 
lost  37  percent  of  the  ammunition  they 
should  have  had. 

Mr.  LONG.  So  far  as  the  corpora- 
tions were  concerned,  thi.s  Nation  in  ef- 
fect cushioned  three-quarters  of  t.ie 
cost  of  the  strike  to  the  corporations 
by  way  of  taxes  it  did  not  collect  because 
the  strike  occurred.  Even  though  the 
steel  production  was  only  50  percent  of 
what  it  would  have  been,  the  steel  com- 
panies made  around  75  percent  as  much 
profit  as  they  would  have  made  had  the 
strike  not  occurred. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  for  his  very  important 
contribution  to  the  discu.'vsion.  I  thank 
him  for  his  interruption,  because  his 
particular  interruption  make.';  it  pos- 
sible for  me  now  to  point  out  that  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  was  a  member 
along  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
last  year  at  the  time  of  the  steel  strike. 
I  here  and  now  make  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  my  witness,  and  I  a.-^k  him  this 
question: 

Is  it  not  true  that  he,  too.  was  c^reatly 
concerned  by  the  testimony  which  Bob 
Lovett  gave  to  that  committee  concern- 
ing the  serious  consequences  which  miulit 
ensue  from  a  shutdown  of  the  .^teel  mills. 
from  the  standpoint  of  supplying;  the 
weapons  which  were  needed  in  oider  to 
fight  the  war  in  Korea? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  am  not  only  familiar 
with  that  fact,  but  I  recall  that  ."some- 
time later,  after  the  shutdown  actually 
had  occurred,  some  of  us,  in  reviewing 
the  military  problems,  talked  with  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  Pentas^on. 
He  expressed  the  greatest  disappoint- 
ment that,  just  at  a  time  when  the  de- 
fense effort  was  beginning  to  move  into 
high  gear,  the  steel  strike  should  be 
crippling  the  defense  effort.  Although, 
theoretically,  the  steel  workers  were  pro- 
ducing essential  steel  for  the  defense  ef- 


fort, many  parts,  the  need  of  which  could 
not  always  be  foreseen,  were  not  being 
produced. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  I  am  sure  that  if  all 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  were  present  this  after- 
noon, they  would  have  to  testify  as  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  so  accurate- 
ly testified  in  answer  to  my  question, 
namely,  that  we  on  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  were  greatly  concerned  about 
the  con.sequence.s  of  the  .steel  strike. 

I  remember  on  another  occasion  dur- 
ing' the  time  of  the  steel  controversy, 
when  we  were  all  taken  to  the  Pentagon 
for  a  briefing  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  the  top  military  officials,  great 
concern  was  then  expressed  by  our  mili- 
tary leaders  over  the  consequences  of  the 
stoppaue  of  the  production  of  the  neces- 
sary sinews  of  war  for  the  u.se  in  Korea. 

Now  we  have  the  proof  that  the  fear 
was  justified. 

I  happen  to  know,  in  the  first  place, 
because  Lovett  told  me  .so  and,  in  the 
second  place,  becau.se  the  President  of 
the  United  States  told  me  so,  and  In 
great  detail,  in  discu.ssions  I  had  with 
him  on  several  occasions — and  by  several 
occasions  I  mean  more  than  two — at  the 
t:me  and  subsequent  thereto,  when,  with 
the  facts  he  had  before  him,  the  decision 
w  as  made  to  enter  into  the  token  .<;ei/ure 
of  the  steel  mills  in  order  to  keep  pro- 
duction poiniT. 

I  accept  the  Supreme  Court  decision, 
Mr  President,  for  what  it  is.  but  it  does 
not  say  what  a  t^rtat  many  people  seem 
to  think  It  says.  I  accept  the  le^al  find- 
ing of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  steel 
case,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  obviously 
what  happened  in  the  ca.se  was  that  the 
Supreme  Court  never  fully  appreciated 
the  singular  fact  that  Bob  Lovett  was 
stressin'-c  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Supreme  Court,  had  he  been 
convinced  that  the  hour  was  the  hour  of 
crisis  the  President  thousht  it  was  when 
he  initiated  the  token  .sei7ure.  who  would 
have  taken  the  position  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  in  such  an  hour 
was  impotent,  and  could  not  act  immedi- 
ately to  protect  the  lives  of  American 
boys  in  Korea  and  the  lives  of  millions 
of  people  in  the  United  States.  As  a 
lawyer.  I  wish  to  say  that  in  my  judg- 
ment the  Supreme  Court  decision  does 
not  say  .so.  either. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr  Pre'^ident.  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr  LONG,  It  seems  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  that  what  actually 
happened  at  that  time  is  an  indictment 
of  both  the  legislative  branch  and  the 
executive  branch  of  our  Government. 
The  whole  theory  of  the  80-day  injunc- 
tion provision  had  been  that  if  after  the 
expiration  of  the  80  days,  durine;  which, 
theoretically,  the  President  would  have 
prevented  a  strike,  the  strike  continued. 
Conuress  would  pa.ss  a  law  giving  the 
Executive  power  to  take  whatever  steps 
It  would  be  nece.s.sary  to  take  in  order  to 
save  the  country. 

Yet  when  we  i>aw  a  situation  of  that 
type  develop,  we  found  that  it  wound  up 
in  a  hopeless  legislative  tangle,  with  the 
Executive  unwilling  to  take  the  action 
which  Congress  urged  him  to  take,  and 
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with  the  Congress  declining  to  give  the 
President  authority  to  take  the  kind  of 
action  which  he  believed  to  be  appro- 
priate. _ 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Loui.siana.  and  I  agree  with  him; 
I  think  both  the  executive  and  the  legis- 
lative branches  failed  to  take  the  kind 
of  action  needed  to  be  taken  in  the  case 
of  the  steel  strike. 

Mr.  LONG.    I  do  not  think  it  is  a  suf- 
ficient answer  to  say  that  the  President 
was  nardheaded.  stubborn,  and  unrea- 
sonable, unless  we  concede  that  the  Con- 
Mress  was  equally  hardheaded,  stubborn, 
and  unrea.sonable. 
Mr  MORSE.    I  agree. 
Mr    President,  in  conclusion  on  this 
point  I  wLsh  to  .say  that  the  testimony 
of  General  Van  Fleet  bears  out  the  testi- 
mony of  Secretary  Lovett;  and  the  testi- 
monv  of  General  Van  Fleet  bears  out  the 
President ;  and  the  testimony  of  General 
Van   Fleet   bears  out  the   arguments  I 
made  time  and  time  again  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  when  I  urged  the  taking 
of   immediate  action  to  keep  the  steel 
mills  operating.     An  examination  of  the 
.speeches  I  made  will  disclose  that  many 
times  in  that  debate  I  said  that  from 
the   standpoint   of   the   defense   of   our 
country  and  from  the  sUndpoint  of  pro- 
teciinn  our  bovs  in  Korea,  we  could  not 
afford   to  run  the  risk  of  letting  those 
ileel  mills  grow  cold. 

The  Senate  is  well  aware  of  the  way  an 
unfriendly  press  distorted  my  position 
at  the  time,  and  took  out  of  context 
statements  I  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  never  at  any  time  accurately 
pie.senting  my  thesis.  But.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, time,  too.  has  a  way  of  catching 
up  on  a  prastituted  press;  and  that  has 
happened  again,  because  now.  months 
and  months  later,  we  are  beginning  to 
obtain  the  facUs  as  to  how  serious  the 
situation  was;  and  there  is  the  testi- 
mony of  General  Van  Fleet.  Let  it 
speak  for  iUself.  We  lost  37  percent  of 
the  kind  of  ammunition  which  he  testi- 
lied  was  sorely  needed  m  Korea  to  pro- 
tect American  lives. 

Mr  President.  I  have  not  changed  my 
view  as  to  the  type  of  legislation  that 
IS  needed,  and  I  am  now  in  the  process 
of  revising  and  redrafting  my  bill  for 
the  handling  of  emergency  disputes.  In 
the  next  few  days  I  shall  introduce  the 
bill  on  the  basis  of  the  same  premises 
for  which  I  argued  when  I  introduced 
the  bill  last  year,  and  for  which  I  argued 
in  1950.  when  I  introduced  a  bill  embody- 
ing the  same  principle  in  connection 
with  the  coal  strike  of  1950. 

Tonight  I  say  to  the  American  i>eople 
that  future  events  will  create  other 
crises  such  as  the  ones  we  had  in  1950 
and  in  1952.  and  we  shall  need  to  have 
on  the  statute  books  legislation  which 
'.ill  empower  the  Piesident of  the  United 
States  to  act  quickly,  and  then  to  let  the 
matter  come  before  the  Congress— as  my 
bill  provides — for  confirmation  or  rejec- 
tion by  the  Congress  of  the  President's 
proposal,  thus  carrying  out  the  true 
meaning  of  our  sjstem  of  checks  and 
balances. 

INCRUISE    IN    TAX    EXEMPTIOM    FOK    EARNINGS    OF 
DEPENDENT  CHILDREN 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  I  wish  to 
take  up  is  one  which  I  believe  will  be  of 


great  interest  to  American  parents.  For 
a  few  minutes  I  wish  to  speak  as  a  par- 
ent who  beUeves — as  I  .said  when,  some 
days  ago,  I  spoke  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  this  general  subject — that  a 
part  of  p  program  for  the  building  of  a 
good  character  in  children  is  to  teach 
them  thrift  and  the  value  of  the  dollar, 
and  to  create  in  them  a  desire  to  save 
and  a  desire  to  work,  and  to  dispel  the 
notion  which  I  fear  is  too  prevalent  to- 
day in  too  many  segments  of  the  Ameri- 
can population,  namely,  that  they  should 
try  to  get  .something  for  nothing  and 
try  to  get  along  by  working  as  httle  as 
possible,  and  should  not  face  the  reality 
of  life  that  what  is  worthwhile  is  ob- 
tained by  working  for  it.  and  that  the 
silver-platter  philosophy  does  not  build 
character. 

That  is  why  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
comments  on  a  bill  which  I  wish  to  in- 
troduce in  regard  to  a  tax-exemption 
problem.  At  the  present  time  if  a  par- 
ent has  a  dependent  child  and  the  child 
earns  1  dollar  in  excess  of  $600.  the  par- 
ent loses  the  tax  exemption  for  that 
child. 

The  other  evening  I  had  dinner  at  a 
f riend  s  home,  and  there  we  were  speak- 
ing of  this  matter.  The  father  said,  "I 
got  into  a  bad  situation  last  year,  for  my 
daughter  earned  just  a  httle  less  than 
$600,  and  we  took  the  exemption;  but  I 
forgot,  and  she  did  too.  that  over  a  pe- 
riod of  time  she  had  worked  as  an  usher 
in  one  of  the  movie  houses,  and  for  that 
work  she  received  a  very  small  compen- 
sation. We  forgot  about  it,  and  did  not 
report  it;  but  when  it  was  added  to  her 
other  earnings,  the  total  was  a  very  few- 
dollars'" — my  recollection  is  that  it  was 
only  $3  or  $4— "over  the  $600  exemption, 
and  so  we  lost  the  exemption." 

However,  Mr.  President,  that  was  not 
the  most  important  point  in  connection 
with  the  discussion.  The  most  important 
point  was  the  psychological  effect  of  that 
situation  on  the  child. 

I  say  that  this  feature  of  our  income- 
tax  law  is  doing  serious  psychological 
damage  to  a  great  number  of  American 
boys  and  girls.  It  is  killing  incentive. 
Not  only  that,  but  it  is  gettina  them  to 
think  in  terms  of  evasion  and  cutting  the 
corners.  It  is  creating  a  feeUng  on  their 
part  that  they  should  not  give  their  all 
to  a  job,  but  that  they  should  work  a 
little  while,  and  then  should  play  the  rest 
of  the  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  be  personal 
about  this  matter.  One  of  my  daughters 
earned  approximately  $462,  as  I  recall. 
bv  clerking  in  Garfinckels  store.  We 
talked  about  whether  she  should  work 
there  the  entire  siunmer.  There  were 
good  reasons  why  she  did  not,  but  it  was 
interesting  to  hear  that  she  wanted  to  be 
sure  to  stop  short  of  the  $600  mark  be- 
cause she  did  not  want  her  working  to 
be  a -real  financial  liabiUty  to  me.  Mr. 
President.  I  say  that  is  not  a  good  atti- 
tude to  develop  among  the  young  people 
of  our  country. 

What  are  we  trying  to  do  in  the  tax 
law,  on  the  basis  of  its  present  provi- 
sions? We  are  simply  trying  to  make 
certain  that  the  parent  supports  the  de- 
pendent child.  To  help  the  parent  m 
doing  so,  we  allow  him  an  exemption  of 
$600  because  of  the  financial  problem  he 
faces  in  supporting  a  dependent  child. 


That  is  the  purpose,  but  we  should  con- 
sider the  effect  of  the  tax  law.  I  say  its 
effect  in  this  respect  is  bad. 

So  I  have  prepared  a  bill  which  pro- 
vides for  increasing  from  $600  to  $1,200 
the  limitation  upon  the  amount  of  gross 
income  which  a  dependent  child  of  a 
taxpayer  may  receive  without  causing 
the  child  to  lose  his  status  as  a  depend- 
ent, for  income-tax  purposes. 

I  wish  to  read  the  bill,  for  I  desire  to 
comment  on  certain  of  its  provisions: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  25  (b)  (1) 
(D)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Ckxle  (relating 
to  credits  of  individuals  against  net  Income) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"(D)  An  exemption  of  »600  for  each  de- 
pendent (other  than  a  dependent  who  is  a 
son.  daughter,  stepson,  or  stepdaughter  of  the 
taxpayer)  whose  gross  income  for  the  cal- 
endar year  In  which  the  taxable  year  of  the 
taxpayer  begins  is  less  than  »6O0,  and  an 
exemption  of  »600  for  each  dependent  who  is 
a  son.  daughter,  stepson,  or  stepdaughter  of 
the  taxpayer  whose  earned  gross  income  for 
the  calendar  year  in  which  the  taxable  year 
of  the  taxpayer  begins  is  less  than  tl.200, 
except  that  the  exemption  shall  not  be  al- 
lowed in  respect  of  a  dependent  who  has 
made  a  joint  return  with  his  spouse  under 
section  51  for  the  taxable  year  beginning  in 
such  calendar  year." 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  made  by  this  act  shall  be  ap- 
plicable with  respect  to  taxable  years  be- 
ginning after  December  31.  1952. 


Now.  let  us  take  the  case  of  college 
students.    I  know  a  little  bit  about  their 
finances.    I  happen  to  have  two  children 
in  college;  and  let  me  say,  they  would 
still  be  dependent  if  each  of  them  should 
happen  to  earn  $1,200  a  year.    If  anyone 
does  not  think  so,  let  him  start  paying 
the  bills  of  a  college  student.    Yet  there 
are  college  students.  Mr.  President,  who, 
by  earning  their  board  and  room,  are 
able  to  work  their  way  through  school 
with    the   assistance   of    their   parents. 
There  are,  of  course,  exceptions,  but,  in 
the  case  of  most  of  the  students  who  are 
working  their  way  through  school,  they 
are  doing  so  in  part,  not  entirely,  because 
their  parents  supplement  what  the  chil- 
dren are  able  to  earn.    The  child  who  is 
able  to  earn  somewhere  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  $1,200,  if  he  i5  taking  an  expen- 
sive college  course,  is  still  very  dependent 
upon  his  parents. 

So  I  think  the  kind  of  inducement  or 
incentive  that  would  be  created  by  my 
bill  is  highly  to  be  desired.  In  the  in- 
terest of  good  parenthood,  we  ought  to 
amend  the  tax  laws  to  allow  for  such 
an  exemption  as  I  propose.  It  will  be 
found  to  be  fair  and  equitable,  and  Mr, 
President,  if  you  will  check  with  educa- 
tors and  with  parent  groups.  I  believe 
you  will  discover  widespread  support  of 
the  proposal  I  make  this  afternoon,  when 
I  introduce  a  bill  that  provides  for  an 
exemption  up  to  $1,200  in  the  earnings  of 
a  child. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  a  moment.  It  would 
encourage  many  dependent  children  to 
get  a  job,  to  earn  as  much  as  they  could 
during  the  summer,  and  to  learn  the 
value  of  work  as  a  character  builder.  I 
hope  my  bill  will  receive  early  considera- 
tion by  the  appropriate  committee,  and 
favorable  action  by  the  Senate.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  allowed,  out 
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of  order,  to  Introduce  the  bill  and  have 
it  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
1568)  to  increase  from  $600  to  $1,200 
the  limitation  upon  the  amount  of  gross 
IncMne  which  a  dependent  child  of  a  tax- 
payer may  receive  without  losing  his 
status  as  a  dependent  for  income  tax 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Morse,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  explanation  of  the 
bill  would  make  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  anxious  to  support  it,  unless 
we  would  unwittingly  create  a  tax- 
avoidance  device  by  passing  the  bill.  It 
occurs  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana that  some  parents  in  order  to  re- 
duce their  own  income  taxes,  see  fit  to 
place  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities, 
in  the  names  of  their  children.  So  long 
as  the  income  derived  therefrom  is  less 
than  $600,  it  is  not  taxable  to  the  child. 
The  result  is  that  that  $600  a  year  in- 
come, which  ordinarily  would  have  gone 
to  the  parent,  and  on  which  he  would 
have  to  pay  income  taxes,  is  no  longer 
taxable;  and  the  parent  still  claims  the 
child  as  an  exemption.  If  the  bill  were 
limited  to  earned  income,  I  believe  it 
would  accomplish  the  purpose  the  Sen- 
ator has  in  mind. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  intent  of 
the  bill,  and  I  think  its  language  bears 
out  that  intent.  But  if  it  does  not,  I 
shall,  between  now  and  the  time  the  bill 
Is  printed,  modify  it.  so  that  the  intent 
will  be  perfectly  clear. 

PUBLIC   POWER TH':   PEOPLE'S   Y.\RDSTICK. 

Mr  President,  I  turn  to  the  last  item 
of  business  for  the  Independent  Party 
this  afternoon,  in  making  its  weekly 
committee  report.  I  am  sorry  the  hour 
Is  so  late  that  it  becomes  necessary  at 
this  time  to  make  this  major  speech,  but 
I  am  going  to  make  it  for  the  Record,  be- 
cause it  deals  with  a  very  vital  subject 
matter,  a  matter  which  I  think  is  of 
great  concern  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

PUBLIC  power:  the  people's  yardstick 

Tn  this  fourth  of  a  series  of  talks  on 
the  preservation  of  our  natural  resources, 
I  proix)se  to  describe  how  public  power 
has  operated  as  a  yardstick. 

We  who  believe  in  a  real  free -enter- 
prise economy  are  greatly  concerned 
over  the  miscarrige  of  utility  regulation 
and  the  propaganda  attack  on  the  con- 
cept of  a  public  yardstick  against  which 
we  can  measure  the  eflQciency  and  pricing 
policies  of  the  commercial  electric  utility 
companies. 

In  a  society  where  most  citizens  do 
highly  specialized  jobs,  take  their  cash 
reward  and  then  go  into  the  market  to 
convert  that  cash  into  goods  and  serv- 
ices, everybody  is  concerned  with  prices. 

Every  wage  earner  and  businessman  is 
vitally  concerned  with  the  quality  of 
goods  and  services  offered  for  his  pur- 
chase. And  goods  and  services  of  decent 
quality  and  at  reasonable  prices  must  be 
readily  available  if  they  are  to  satisfy 
the  enormous  needs  of  our  citizens  and 
industry. 


The  strength  of  free  enterpri.se  and 
its  usefulness  in  a  democratic  society  are 
predicated  upon  the  protection  afforded 
by  free  competition.  Competition  pro- 
vides the  spur  to  full  production  and  re- 
sults in  minimizing  prices.  Competition 
operates  to  improve  the  quality  of  goods 
and  services  as  rival  producers  attempt 
to  obtain  purchasers.  Competition  re- 
sults in  new  and  better  products  as  busi- 
nessmen attempt  to  secure  larger  mark- 
ets or  hold  positions  already  won. 

Monopoly — whether  private  or  govern- 
mental—has just  the  oppo5  te  effecLs. 
The  purchaser  is  on  take-it-or-leave-it 
basis.  Restricted  output,  hi^h  prices, 
insufficient  supply  and  dubious  quality 
are  the  hallmarks  of  monopoly. 

An  indisperLsable  condition  of  a  free, 
competitive  economy  is  free  acces.s  to 
the  market  and  free  entry  into  the  field 
of  production  and  distribution. 

The  generaiion  and  distribution  of 
electric  power  has  never  been  character- 
ized by  that  free  and  wholesome  compe- 
tition which  is  the  guarantee  of  prosre.s.s, 
abundance  and  lo'v  prices  In  part,  that 
has  been  due  to  the  nature  of  the  indu.s- 
try.  In  part,  the  pattern  of  State  ret^u- 
lation  has  excluded  competition. 

STATE    REGULATION    OF    PUBLIC    UTII  ITIES 

At  the  outset,  private  utilities  were 
not  subject  to  any  regulation.  With 
the  passing  of  time.  State  commissions 
were  established  to  reiiulate  in  this  field. 
In  the  early  agrarian  days,  some  of  these 
commissions  were  vigorous  repre.senta- 
tives  of  the  public  interest,  as  that  term 
is  commonly  understood.  Others  were 
not  so  vigorous  and  regulations  often 
became  lax  or  superficial.  Still  others 
became  the  instruments  of  the  very  utili- 
ties they  wer,'  supposed  to  regulate. 

Some  utility  commissions  were  actu- 
ally establi.'-hed  by  the  utilities  them- 
selves to  "simplify"  regulation,  i.  e..  to 
take  regulatory  powers  from  local  gov- 
ernments and  centralize  them  in  the 
hands  of  a  small  State  board.  Arkan.sas 
is  an  example — Fortune  magazine,  Oc- 
tober 1952,  Selfish  Arkansas  Power. 

Many  commissions  have  been  starved 
into  weakness  by  insufficient  funds. 

Part  and  parcel  of  the  local  regulatory 
system  is  the  granting  of  exclusive  fran- 
chises. This  carries  with  it  the  poten- 
tialities for  abu.se  inherent  in  monopoly. 
Unless  local  regulation  is  effective  in  the 
public  interest,  regulation  is  little  more 
than  regularii-.ed  monopoly. 

Where  con^cien.,ious  regulation  has 
been  attempted  by  administrative  bodies, 
the  final  outcome  has  been  determined 
by  the  extent  to  which  the  courts  decided 
to  take  an  active  role  in  reviewing  deter- 
minations or  in  declining  to  interfere. 

STATE    LEGISLATIVE    SOVEREIG^^•T 

In  the  famous  case  of  Munn  v.  Illinois 
(94  U.  S.  113).  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  considered  a  challenge  to 
the  regulation  by  the  State  of  Illinois 
of  the  charges  that  a  grain  elevator 
should  make.  This  case,  which  was  de- 
cided in  1877  is  one  of  the  landmark 
decisions  in  the  field  of  public  utility 
regulation. 

Seeking  a  precedent,  the  Supreme 
Court  examined  the  English  common 
law.  The  con".mon-law  cases  recognized 
that  when  anyone  voluntarily  employed 
his  capital  in  an  industry  that  was  "af- 


fected with  a  public  interest."  that  in- 
du.stry  was  thereby  subject  to  regula- 
tion in  the  public  interest.  The  Supreme 
Court  stated  that  this  right  to  regulate 
was  an  inherent  legislative  right  and 
once  exercised  was  not  subject  to  ju- 
dicial review.  The  Supreme  Court  held 
further  that  if  this  legislative  power 
were  abused,  the  remedy  was  to  be  found 
in  an  appeal  to  the  polls,  and  not  to  the 
courts. 

In  the  Munn  case,  the  principal  claim 
of  the  companies  was  that  the  State  ac- 
tion violated  the  14th  amendment  of 
the  Federal  Constitution  They  con- 
tended that  the  rate  regulation  deprived 
them  of  property  without  due  proce.ss 
of  law,  without  just  compensation,  and 
denied  them  equal  protection  of  the  laws. 

However,  the  Supreme  Court  held  dif- 
ferently. It  decided  that  the  right  to 
regulate  the  price  of  services  affected 
with  a  public  interest  was  recognized  as 
a  legislative  power  in  England;  that  the 
courts  would  act  only  in  the  absence  of 
legislation:  that  English  courts  did  not 
review  or  question  the  reasonableness  of 
such  a  rate  fixed  by  legislation.  Thus, 
the  doctrine  of  legislative  supremacy  was 
clearly  upheld  in  ca.ses  wherein  the  pub- 
lic interest  was  involved. 

THE     SUPREME    COVRT     OVERRILES     ITSELF 

The  private  utilities  were  not  sati.'^fled 
with  this  decision  that  subjected  them  to 
reuulation  in  the  public  interest.  By  re- 
peated appeals  to  the  courts,  they  ham- 
mered away  at  the  Munn  case  until  they 
obtained  the  result  they  desired.  Even- 
tually, the  Supreme  Court  created  a  new 
kind  of  law  as  regards  the  regulation  of 
all  public  utilities.  It  overruled  an  im- 
pre.s.'iive  line  of  Supreme  Court  decisions 
which  fallowed  the  Munn  rule.  The 
definitive  ca.'^e  that  cau.sed  this  change 
was  Smyth  v.  Ames  tl69  U.  S.  466).  It 
was  decided  in  1898.  21  years  after  the 
decision  in  Munn  against  Illinois.  Soon, 
an  entirely  new  kind  of  public  utilities 
regulation  became  firmly  established  in 
court  decisions,  precedents,  and  law. 

Under  this  new  approach,  the  Supreme 
Court  went  into  what  had  long  been  held 
to  be  legislative  prerogatives — the  whole 
question  of  the  '  rea.sonableness  of  rates 
to  be  charged"  by  private  utilities — and 
concluded  that  "the  company  was  en- 
titled to  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of 
that  which  it  employs  for  public  con- 
venience." 

As  we  examine  later  ca.ses  we  find  few 
holdings  that  substantially  extended  the 
rule  laid  down  in  Smith  against  Ames. 
Judicial  review  has  become  widely 
grafted  upon  public-utility  regulation. 

Ca.ses  drag  on  for  years  and  cost  tre- 
mendous sums  which  are  paid  for  by  the 
consumers  and  taxpayers.  Court  deci- 
sions and  statutes  become  hopelessly 
confu.sed  in  verbiage.  Effective,  prompt 
regulation  becomes  impo.s.sible. 

With  the  failure  of  regulation,  the  \>eo- 
ple  .sought  other  means  to  protect  them- 
selves from  unrea.sonable  rates.  They 
found  It  in  the  public  power  yardstick. 

ORIGIN    OF    PUBLIC    POWF.R    YARDSTICK 

On  the  one  hand,  formal  public  regu- 
lation of  private  utilities  was  not  achiev- 
ing its  stated  goals.  Monof)oly  utilities, 
on  the  other  hand,  either  could  not  or 
would  not  develop  hydroelectric  power 
in  the  quantities  and  at  prices  which 
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would  meet  the  needs  of  consumers  and 
indu.stry. 

The  almost  limitless  needs  of  our  ex- 
panding Nation  for  inexpensive  electric 
power  required  Federal  action.  The 
early  great  con.seivationists — Theodore 
Roosevelt.  Pinchoi.  and  Norris — pio- 
neered the  fight  for  publicly  generated 
power,   as   I   have   described  in  earlier 

talks.  ,    ^ 

An  important  function  of  the  public 
power  program  has  been  to  act  as  a  yard- 
stick with  which  to  measure  the  per- 
foimance — in     service,     quantity,     and 

p.-ice of   private    utilities.     This  was  a 

primary  factor  in  overcoming  the  inef- 
fectual attempts  a,  administrative  regu- 
lation.   ThLs  was  .he  factor  which  cor- 
rected in  large  m'-asure  the  absence  of 
competition  in  th>^  electric-power  field. 
Not    only    have    public    installations 
p-'iierated  vast  arcouni.'^  of  cheap  power, 
the  public  power  program — coupled  with 
the  preference  cla  ise  and  the  subsequent 
prowlh  of  municipal  power  systems,  pub- 
lic utility  district  V  and  rural  coopera- 
t!ves~has  stimu'.!  ted  industry  and  pri- 
vate consumpiioii  opening  up  vast  new 
markets    for    ele<tric    power.      Private 
uiuilies    have    atiempled— ofu-n    reluc- 
tantlv  and  beialtily— to  provide  larger 
amounts  of  power  at  lower  rat^s  in  re- 
.spon.e   to   the  challenge  of   the  public 
power  yardstick. 

RFiUlTS    or    THE    P'JBUC    POWER    YARDSTICK 

We  have  an  a  ithoritative  report  on 
this  subject,  prepared  by  outstanding 
engineers  and  po*er  experts  who  have 
rpent  manv  years  in  this  field.  This  Is 
the  report  of  the  President's  Water  Re- 
M)uic<s  Policv  Commission  that  was 
i.s.>u.d  a  short  tim-  ago.  This  group  had 
the  leadership  of  a  distinguished  chair- 
man. Morns  L.  C(»oke.  who  was  long  as- 
.sociated  with  m  xst  of  the  significant 
technical  power  studies  in  America  dur- 
ing  the  la-st  generation. 

I  digress,  Mr.  Piesident,  from  the 
manuscript  only  lon^.  enough  to  pay 
what  I  mean  to  be  a  very  deseoed  trib- 
ute to  Morris  L.  Cooke.  I  paid  it  to  him 
not  many  weeks  ;iKO  at  a  banquet  wlierc 
it  was  my  pnviUge  and  honor  to  com- 
ment upon  his  pnat  Ufe  work  in  the  pub- 
lic interest. 

I  want  to  5ay.  Mr  President,  that  here 
Is  a  man  of  coi.siderable  wealth,  as  I 
understand,  who  is  devoted  to  the  pub- 
he  interea  and  who  recognizes  the  fact 
that,  after  all.  the  welfare  and  the  hap- 
piness of  all  our  people  are  the  greatest 
bulwarks  for  the  preservation  of  the 
preat  American  competitive  system, 
which  is  based  i  pon  a  private -property 
concept  and  also,  of  course,  upon  the 
democratic  prot  esses  inherent  in  the 
freedom  of  self-govcrmng  men  and 
women. 

When  Morris  Cooke  .speaks  on  a  mat- 
ter such  as  I  di.'cuss  this  afternoon,  we 
can  be  sure  that  a  man  devoted  to  the 
common  welfare  Is  speaking  with  the 
idea  of  protectin?  the  public  Interest. 

It  is  a  notable  report  the  Cooke  Com- 
mission has  brought  forth  on  the  gen- 
eral problem  which  I  am  now  discussing. 
One  of  the  major  findings  of  the  Pres- 
ident's Commiss.on  dealt  with  the  public 
power  yardstick     The  report  says: 

The  Commission  has  found  a  considerable 
body  Of  evidence  that  the  naarkeUng  policy 


In  queetJon  haa  already  had  decided  eCfect  on 
the  level  of  electric  rate*  In  the  regions  In 
which  it  ha*  been  operative.  Thus,  at  Its 
field  conferences,  representatives  of  rural 
electric  cooperatives  showed  that  in  areas  In 
which  an  authorized  Federal  agency  was  ac- 
tively marketing  power  from  river  basin  de- 
velopments, the  cost  of  power  purchased  by 
cooperatives  from  private  companies  tended 
to  be  little  more  than  hall  as  high  as  the 
coat  of  similar  power  in  less  fortunate  areas. 

Equally  significant,  and  that  is  very 
significant.  Mr.  President,  is  a  compari- 
.son  of  what  the  people  have  to  pay  for 
power  in  different  parts  of  the  United 
States.  Here  are  the  conclusions  of  the 
Commission  which  sho>\  that  where  the 
public  power  yardstick  was  not  present. 
as  in  the  northeast,  the  cost  of  power 
for  the  same  borrowers  was  roughly 
twice  as  high.  In  other  words,  when  a 
public  power  yaidstick  operates  side  by 
side  with  the  operations  of  private  util- 
ities in  the  .same  area,  it  has  bee.i  shown 
that  the  cost  of  power  is  about  half  what 
it  is  when  private  utilities  have  a 
monopoly.    The  public-power  yardstick 


private  power  companies  sell  their  power 
for  substantially  lower  rates  than  in  an- 
other area  which  does  not  have  publicly 
generated  power. 

The  Commission  included  another 
table,  table  2.  enUtled  "Charges  by  Pri- 
vate Power  Companies  to  Rural  Coopera- 
tives in  Southwest  and  West  North  Cen- 
tral States."  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  table  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
orde:  3d  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Table  2. — Charges  by  private  power  compa- 
nies to  rural  cooperatives  tn  Southwest  and 
Wciyt  North  Central  States 

(Cents  per  kilowatt-hour  1 

SOUTHWESTERN   STATES 

Rat'^ 

Louisiana '  0-  70 

Arkansas '  •  ^^ 

Oklahoma [  •  ^® 

TexiiS 

New  Mexico 

WEST   NORTH   crNTEAL   STATES 


63 
74 


M.Ol 


»1 


98 
10 


»1.44 
"  1.30 


constitutes  a  great  check  to  protect  the     ^f.^f."/^ ,93 

public  interest  and  to  offset  the  unfor- 
tunate results  of  Smyihe  again.st  Ames. 
Sclfl.sh  forces  are  at  work  in  America 
today,  seeking  either  to  weaken  or  to 
destroy  the  public -power  yardstick.  One 
of  the  main  reasons  why  I  announced 
early  in  this  J^es.- ion  of  Congress  that  I 
would  give  a  series  of  some  12  addresses 
on  the  question  of  natural  re.'^ources 
was  my  great  fear  that  if  liberals  in  the 
Senate  did  not  stand  guard  over  the 
Nations  natural  resources,  those  re- 
sources would  be  exploited  both  by  way 
of  th.e  pa.s.sage  of  undesirable  legislation 
and  the  promulgation  within  the  execu- 
tive departments  of  administrative  regu- 
lations and  rulings  which  would  not  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

So  It  is  necessary  to  bring  this  fight 
out  Into  the  open.    We  must  constantly 

bombard  American  public  opinion  with 

facts  about  the  dancers  that  confront 

us  in  the  field  of  natural  resources. 
The  Commission  set  forth  a  table  of 

comparison  of  average  rates  paid  to  pri- 
vate companies  by  REA  cooperatives  in 

the   Southeast   and   Northeast   regions, 

and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 

table  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 

in  my  remarks. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 

ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 

follows : 

Table  1. — Charges  bv  private  power  coiw 

pan\es  to  rural  cooperatives  in  Southeast  and 

Northeast  States 

[Cents  per  kilowatt-hour] 

SOUTHEAST    STATES 

Rates 

South  Carolina '^'70 

Georgia.. 

Alabuma 

Mississippi 

NORTHKAST   STATES 

Maine 

New   Hampshire 

Vermont 

New  York 

Pennsylvania 

>  Mills. 

>  Cents  and  mills. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  the  same 
pattern  exists  elsewhere.     Where  pur- 


1. 

74 

J_ 

64 

'  1. 

44 

>1 

41 

» 1. 

26 

'  1 

38 

•1 

12 

Kai 

Illinois 

Iowa 

Wisconsin.. 
Minnesota.. 

'  Mills. 

» Cents  and  mills. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  these 
cooperatives  are  operating  in  some  of 
the  least  developed  areas  of  this  coun- 
try. A  difference  of  35  or  50  percent  in 
the  wholesale  rate  is  the  difference  be- 
tween a  project  that  will  pay  out  and 
serve  the  rural  areas,  and  one  that  may 
fail.  Let  us  ask  ourselves  then  how  much 
savings  in  dollars  do  such  di.flterences  in 
rates  actually  mean?  Note  this  strik- 
ing conclusion  of  the  Presicent's  Com- 
mission : 

If  the  cooperatives  In  the  Northern  States 
could  rbtaln  their  power  at  the  average  rate 
prevailing  in  the  Southern  States,  they  would 
save  $7,275,000  a  year  based  on  present  leve'.a 
of  consumption  in  the  North  and  $13,575,000 
based  on  average  sales  to  members  of  rural 
electric  cooperatives  which  have  been  in 
exl.<;tence  for  10  years.  If  this  saving  were 
passed  on  to  farmers  purchasme  the  energy, 
it  would  mean  a  reduction  of  $13  68  per  year 
In  their  bills  for  the  larger  average  service. 

Mr.  LONG.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 
Mr.   LONG.     I   wonder   if   it   follows 
that  the  use  of  the  so-called  public  pow- 
er yardstick  necessarily  could  reduce  the 
cost  of  electricity  in  the  New  England 
area.    It  occurs  to  me  that  the  difference 
in  fuel  costs,  and  items  of  that  sort, 
might  account  for  the  difference  in  the 
price  of  power.    For  example,  if  one  is 
generating  electricity  by  gas  fuel — that 
is,    natural    gas — such    fuel    is    much 
cheaper   in  tlie   South   and   Southwest 
than  it  is  in  the  North,  where  it  must 
be  piped. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  reply  is  that  if  we 
would  provide  for  the  St.  Lawrence 
waterway  project  and  the  development 
of  the  great  public  power  resources  that 
project  would  make  possible,  and  stand 
firmly  against  undercover  attempts 
which  are  being  made  to  scuttle  that 
program  by  letting  private  utiUties  get 


chasers  in  the  Southwest  have  the  bene-     program  ^Y  ie^iUDg  yrivu^  uw^..^^- 
fit  of  the  pubUc  power  yardstick,  the    power  at  the  bus  bar.  I  think  the  same 
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result  would  be  demonstrated  in  the 
northeast  that  has  been  demonstrated 
elsewhere  whenever  the  public  power 
yardstick  has  been  established;  par- 
ticularly when  the  public  power  yard- 
stick takes  the  form  of  the  development 
of  hydroelectric  power. 

That  is  one  reason  why  I  am  a  stanch 
supporter  of  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway 
project,  although  I  am  very  much  con- 
cerned in  this  session  of  Congress  when 
I  see  what  I  consider  to  be  a  very  emas- 
culated bill  coming  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  think  the  bill  that  is 
being  considered  this  year  wiU  ade- 
quately protect  the  rights  of  the  people 
to  the  development  of  pubUc  power  from 
the  waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  I  for 
one  am  not  in  favor,  by  any  subterfuge 
whatsoever,  of  turning  over  that  power 
resource  to  the  private  utiUties  of  New 
York  and  New  England. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr  LONG.  What  I  had  in  mind  was 
that  if  the  cost  of  the  production  of 
power  were  greater  by  other  means  than 
by  hydroelectric  generation— for  exam- 
ple if  the  cost  of  the  production  of  power 
were  much  greater  in  the  New  England 
States  because  of  higher  fuel  costs  than 
it  is  in  the  Southern  States— then  I  would 
assume  that  to  try  to  force  rates  down 
to  the  point  where  they  are  in  the  South- 
ern States  would  simply  run  the  private 
utility  companies  out  of  business.  That 
view  is  based  on  the  assumption  that  the 
cost  could  not  be  higher  in  the  New 
England  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  make  very  clear, 
because  I  have  a  record  of  fighting  to 
protect  the  legitimate  rights  of  private 
utilities,  that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the 
use  by  the  Government  of  the  pubUc 
power  yardstick  as  a  device  with  which 
to  destroy  private  business.  I  am  simply 
saying  that  I  think  it  is  good,  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  people,  to  have  operating  in 
the  same  area  public  power  districts  to 
provide  power,  because  I  believe  the  net 
effect  is  to  establish  a  fair  rate,  a  rate 
on  which  the  private  utility  can  make  a 
fair  profit. 

One  thing  that  amuses  me  in  the 
argument  made  by  a  great  many  private 
utilities  is  that  out  of  one  corner  of 
their  mouths  they  say.  "We  are  more 
efficient;  we  can  do  it  more  cheaply; 
we  can  do  it  better.  Let  us  have  a 
monopoly."  Later  in  the  same  dis- 
cussion they  will  be  found  engaging  in 
a  non  sequitur.  and  saying.  "Of  course, 
it  is  necessary  to  take  the  Government 
out  of  the  business,  because  if  that  is 
not  done,  the  Government  will  run  us 
out  of  business."  The  private  utilities 
cannot  argue  both  ways. 

In  my  judgment,  an  efficiently  con- 
ducted public  operation  and  an  effi- 
ciently conducted  private  operation  will 
come  out  just  about  the  same  in  regard 
to  the  profit  that  can  be  made,  one  for 
the  people,  and  the  other  for  the  stock- 
holders. But  I  think  the  operation  of 
the  public  power  yardstick  is  essential  if 
private  utilities  are  to  be  stopped  from 
going  beyond  a  reasonable  profit  and 
exploiting  consumers  of  an  area. 
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PUBLIC    POWXl    BATES    ON    THE    PACITIC    COAST 

The  public  power  yardstick  has  done 
an  effective  job  in  my  region  on  the 
Pacific  coast.  Quoting  the  President's 
Commission,  we  learn: 

On  the  Pacinc  coaat,  where  there  are 
active  Federal  programs  and  where  Impor- 
tant municipal  power  systems  have  provided 
public  competition  for  many  years,  the  rates 
charged  by  private  companies  to  rural  co- 
operatives are  0.61  cent  In  Washington.  0.80 
cent  In  Oregon,  and  0.77  cent  In  California. 

WHAT  PUBLIC  PIDWER  COMPETITION   MEANS 

Since  the  public  power  yardstick  pro- 
gram is  comparatively  recent,  it  is  re- 
freshing to  go  back  for  approximately  10 
years  and  see  what  has  happened  in 
the  same  States  before  and  after  the 
yardsticks  were  established,  and  then 
compare  them  with  other  States  that 
did  not  have  the  power  yardstick  before, 
and  do  not  have  it  now. 

The  following  table  shows  this 
graphically  and  dramatically.  In  Texas 
and  Oklahoma,  the  public  yardstick  was 
introduced.  In  other  States,  it  was  not. 
Table  3. — Cost  of  wholesale  elrctric  power  to 
rural  electric  cooperatxvea 
|(>ru<  IMT  kilow;itl-hoiirl 
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'  KtMlijftion  .lii.'l!)  Br«f>s  Kiv.t  I  riin.<irii.vv...ti  Kl".iiu: 
t'oo[>»Tilive  Liii.l  .<(.utt.*i~=tirn  I'c>».t  A'lriuiii>!r.*l  >>ii. 

'  K.d'jit.Dii  liuf  U<  Miuthw.'-ii'rii  !'  iwtr  .\',limiii.-trv 
tion  r\i!tl  (■■niul  Kivht  \>aiu  .Vmhoritv. 

'  No  coiiiiw'tiliDn. 

«  Nn  wuiiHiiM)!".  No  I'Uitrif  iwixTjtives  in  N<  w 
York  duriiie  first  :i  years. 

Source:  Knral  Fl"ctr;ftf4lion  .\'lniini-tr..tion. 

This  is  a  dramatic  statistical  table, 
illustrating  very  graphically  the  argu- 
ment I  am  seeking  to  make  at  this  point 
in  my  speech.  The  table  is  so  important 
in  dollars  and  cents  to  Mr.  Average 
American  that  I  would  like  to  quote  the 
conclusion  of  the  President's  Commis- 
sion: 

The  table  shows  that  In  Texas  and  Okla- 
homa, where  competition  was  present,  the 
charges  to  rural  electric  cooperatives  have 
been  practically  halved  in  the  10-year  period. 
In  contrast,  In  Colorado  and  the  northeast- 
ern group  of  States,  where  there  has  been 
no  competition,  the  charges  to  such  coopera- 
tives have  remained  stationary  or  even  in- 
creased. As  a  result,  cooperatives  In  Colo- 
rado and  the  Northeastern  States  are  paying 
more  than  twice  as  much  for  their  power  as 
are  those  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 

Texas  and  Oklahoma  are  in  the  gen- 
eral region  where  the  Southwestern 
Power  Administration  of  the  Department 
of  Interior  markets  hydroelectric  power 
from  the  Federal  multipurpose  programs 
in  the  Arkansas.  White,  and  Red  Rivers. 

EFFECT  OF  STATE  ATrTHORITT   AND  SKA 

We  are  using  the  term  "public-power 
yardstick"  in  its  largest  sense.  As  such 
competition  that  arises  from  State  power 


authorities  or  Rural  Electrification  Ad- 
ministration generating  plants  is  equally 
important.  Take,  for  example,  the  sit- 
uation in  Texas.  Accordmg  to  the  Presi- 
dent's Commission: 

In  central  Texas  it  was  the  advent  of  the 
Brazo«  River  Conservation  and  Reclamation 
District,  set  up  by  the  btate.  marketing  power 
from  the  Morris  bheppard  Dam  through  the 
Bmnzos  River  Transmission  Cooperative, 
which  brought  rates  tumbling  from  some- 
what over  1  0  cent  to  about  half  that  amount. 
In  other  words,  the  Texas  Power  A  LlKht 
CO .  as  a  result  of  competition,  reduced 
whole.sale  rates  to  cooperatives  by  about  50 
percent. 

The  same  was  true  with  the  State 
power  project  in  South  Carolina.  Prom 
the  President's  Commission  report  we 
read : 

In  South  Carolina,  where  power  costa 
averaged  about  1  25  cenU  In  1941,  It  was  the 
State-constituted  South  Carolma  Public 
Service  Authority,  operating  the  Santee 
Cooper  project  financed  by  Federal  loan  and 
grant,  which  brought  rates  down  to  little 
over  half  that  level.  In  Mississippi,  REA- 
tinanced  cix^perative  generating  plants  played 
an   imiKjrtant   part. 

THREAT  or  PtIBLIC  POWER  rOMPETmOJf 

From  past  experience  the  private  utlli- 
tie.s  have  learned  that  the  actual  pres- 
ence of  a  public  power  yardstick  is  not 
always  necessary.  The  mere  po.ssibility 
of  one  has  caased  them  to  drastically 
lower  rates.  In  the  words  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Commission: 

In  a  considerable  number  of  States  the 
suggestion  that  such  plants  might  be  con- 
structed proved  sufficient  to  bring  about 
materUi  reductions  in  private  company  rate* 
to  rural  electric  cooperatives. 

BESULTS   FOB    12    STATES 

The  Presidents  Commission  made  a 
study  of  12  States  and  ranked  each  in 
terms  of  its  electric  charges  for  all 
classes  of  consumption.  This  ranged 
from  residential  use  of  100  kilowatts  a 
month  to  industrial  u.se  of  200.000  kilo- 
watts a  month.  Here  again  the  real  sav- 
ings to  the  people  are  in  the  areas  in 
which  the  public  yardstick  is  operating: 

According  to  thb  s'udy.  the  12  States  bav- 
ine  the  lowest  overall  electric  rates  include 
the  TVA  and  South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Authoiity  area  States  of  lennessee,  Alabama. 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  and  Ken- 
tucky; the  Bonneville  Administration  area 
States  of  Washington,  Oregon.  Idaho,  and 
Montana:  Calif'Tnla.  with  Its  Central  Valley 
progiam:  Nebraska,  in  which  all  electricity 
Is  distributed  by  public  or  cooperative  sys- 
tems;  and  Utah. 

On  the  same  basis  the  12  States  having  the 
highest  composite  rate  structures  Include  the 
norlheasitern  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Mas- 
sachusetts. Rhcxle  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
York.  New  Jersey,  and  Delaware,  and  the 
States  of  Florida.  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota, 
South  Daktn^A,  and  Minnesota. 

Now  what  does  this  mean  in  actual 
dollar.'^  and  cents  to  Mr.  Average  House- 
holder the  small  commercial  customer 
and  the  medium-sized  industrial  user? 
Here  are  the  Presidents  Commission's 
findings: 

For  a  household  with  electric  refrigerator 
and  range,  the  saving  in  electric  bills  from 
living  in  the  low-rate  group  of  .States  would 
average  about  $24  a  year.  For  the  medium- 
sized  commercial  p<:)wer  customers  the  saving 
would  average  about  $312  per  year.  For  the 
medium-sized  Industrial  plant  the  savings 
would  run  to  nearly  $5,000  a  year. 
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PRIVATE    UTILITIES    THBIVl    OK     PUBLIC 
COMPTTTTION 

The  quc><tion  naturally  arises:  "Has 
ih)s  public  power  yardstick  been  devel- 
oped at  the  expen^e  of  the  private  util- 

There  is  an  effective  answer  to  this 
qup'^tinn  by  merel:'  looking  at  the  rec- 
ord It  is  a  remarkable  record  and  It 
shows  conclusively  that  companies  in  the 
II ca  of  public-power  projects  are  thriv- 
InK  financially.  Here  Ls  the  conclusion 
cf  the  exhaustive  si  udy  of  the  Presidents 
Water  Resources  Policy  Commission: 

Analysis  of  the  financial  record  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  power  conpanles  which  have  been 
shown  to  be  charj;  ng  rural -electric  coop- 
rratlves  lower  rates  or  which  are  the  pre- 
dominant companlei  In  the  low-rate  States 
ju-si    enumerated,    r.jveals    that    throughout 

T.Bi.K  .'). —  /i'(i/'«  of  riturn 
i(".,niT<uri«onofconii^-.t.  r;t.v  ..f  ntt.m  »..r  :ill  <-l>v.«.  ^  sn. 


the  pertod  since  1937  they  have  done  con- 
•latently  well.  Their  annual  rates  of  return 
have  In  general  been  above  what  regulatory 
commissions  have  considered  fair  and  have 
compared  favorably  with  the  average  for 
the  United  States  as  a  whole. 

In  order  to  remove  all  doubt,  let  us 
look  at  the  actual  rates  of  return  of  pri- 
vate utilities  in  the  area  of  the  TVA 
public-power  yardstick,  and  In  the  area 
of  the  public -power  yardsticks  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest. 

Mr.  President,  I  a.'^k  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  two 
tables  showing  the  rates  of  return  in  the 
respective  areas. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

on  aitraijf  nit  < lertric  plants 

1  H  .  Il  drii  ntiliu.-s  ii;  Uu-  T'liitci  relates  wilL  rtrtalu  electric 
.fljipirmiR  T\  \  s<-rMH'  un-aj 
•r<i-ritl 
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Piiiiriv    Ko'liTnl  Power  Coinniisyion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  These  tables,  which 
show  ample  rates  of  return,  should  be 
an.swer  enough  to  those  who  oppose  the 
public  power  yardstick.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  the  private  utilities  have 
prospered  continuously  In  the  areas  in 
which  public  power  is  concentrated. 

Public  power  has  resulted  in  an  ex- 
panding economy  based  upon  abundance. 
It  has  stimulated  private  enterprise  in 
the   power  and  Industrial  fields.    This 


kind  of  activity  represents  the  best  in 

America.  ,  ^.  v. 

Under  the  shortsighted  policy  of  high 
rates  and  low  consumption,  the  private 
utilities  would  have  condemned  America 
to  a  small  and  limited  future.  Under 
the  progressive  low -rate  policies  of  the 
public  yardsticks,  electricity  is  beginning 
to  attain  its  maximum  fruitfulness  in 
all  fields  of  human  endeavor  at  a  time 
when  defense  needs  are  making  a  heavy 


demand  upon  our  potential  manpower. 
Public  power  and  the  yardstick  mean 
prices  for  electricity  which  the  common 
people  and  business  can  afford. 

TWENTY    PEKCINT   SURCHARGE 

It  has  been  necessary  to  cover  these 
essential  historical  facts,  and  reveal  how 
rates  have  been  cut  in  half  or  more,  be- 
cau.se  they  bear  directly  upon  the  20- 
percent  surcharge  that  the  utilities  have 
been  levying  upon  electric  consumers  in 
Oregon  and  elsewhere  recently. 

The  surcharge  is  allegedly  designed  to 
offset  additional  costs  incurred  in  the 
generation  of  power  in  steam  plants  ne- 
cessitated by  shortages  in  supply.  Of 
course,  the  shortages  probably  would  not 
have  occurred  but  for  delays  in  the  full 
development  of  public  power  occasioned 
by  opponents  of  the  program. 

Before  discussing  this  20-percent  sur- 
charge, peimit  me  to  call  attention  to 
the  situation  relative  to  commission  reg- 
ulation in  Oregon.  Oregon  has  a  public 
utility  law  that  has  the  customary  lan- 
guage about  reasonable  rates  and 
charges  found  in  most  public  utihty 
laws.    One  sentence  from  it  reads: 

Every  public  utlUty  is  required  to  furnish 
adequate  and  safe  service,  equipment,  and 
facilities,  and  the  charges  made  by  any  pub- 
Uc utility  for  any  heat,  light,  water,  or  power 
•  •  •  furnished  •  •  •  shall  be  reaaonable 
and  Just,  and  every  unjust  or  unreasonable 
charge  for  such  service  is  prohibited  and  de- 
clared to  be  unlawful.  (Oregon  Compiled 
Laws  Annotated,  vol.  8.  p.  405,  art.  112-407.) 

So  we  have  the  typical  State  com- 
mission law  which  prohibits  unreason- 
able electric  rates. 

But  we  also  have  the  usual  State  law 
which  permits  suspension  of  such  safe- 
guards. Let  me  read  the  following  pro- 
vision of  Oregon  public-utility  law  which 
permits  the  commissioner  to  suspend 
rates  of  a  public  utility: 

The  commission  may,  pending  such  In- 
vestigation and  determination,  order  the  sus- 
pension of  the  rate  or  schedule  of  rates. 
(Oregon  Session  Laws  for  1949,  ch.  81.  pp. 
91-92.) 

The  law  which  provides  for  protection 
against  unreasonable  rates  also  affords 
the  means  to  suspend  such  protection. 
This  makes  the  public  utility  law  quite 
Ineffective  as  far  as  protection  to  the 
people  is  concerned. 

REASONABLE    RATES 

Let  us  examine  the  20  percent  sur- 
charge that  has  recently  been  levied  by 
the  private  utilities  upon  consumers  of 
electricity  in  my  State.  Upon  the  basis 
of  correspondence  from  my  constituents, 
our  citizens  are  pretty  wrought  up  over 
this  surcharge.  They  claim  it  is  unjust, 
unreasonable  and  discriminatory.  At 
this  point,  I  cite  typical  objections  to 
the  20  percent  surcharge  reproduced 
with  my  remarks  at  this  point: 

Three  private  power  companies  are  now 
perpetrating  a  huge  fraud  up.on  the  people 
of  Oregon  through  imposition  of  the  20 
percent  surcharge  on  power  bills.  I  enclose  a 
statement  of  facts  pertaining  to  the  sur- 
charge which  I  think  the  public  at  large 
should  know.  The  public  will  never  get  any 
information  on  the  true  situation  by  read- 
ing the  power-company-controlled  Portland 
newspapers.  Figures  given  in  this  statement 
have  been  checked  with  authoritative  sources 
in  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration.  I 
think  the  public  should  know  that,  contrary 
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to  Portland  General  Electric  Co.  propaganda, 
the  Federal  Government  1b  not  responsible 
ior  the  power  shortage  or  the  surcharge. 

That  is  a  typical  quotation  from  the 
kind  of  complaints  I  have  been  receiving. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  other  material  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks,  without  taking 
the  time  to  read  it.  The  first  item  is  en- 
titled "The  Truth  About  the  20  Percent 
Surcharge." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  ma  ter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Truth  About  the  20  Pdceht  Suecharoe 
On  February  4.  1953,  customers  of  the  Port- 
land General  Electric  Co.  paid  for  a  full  page 
ad  in  the  Oregonlan  In  which  the  company 
attempted  to  Justify  the  20  percent  sur- 
charge. In  this  ad  the  following  statement 
was  made: 

"In  contracting  for  the  sale  of  power  from 
Government  dams,  the  former  Federal  ad- 
ministration deliberately  took  a  calculated 
risk'  that  abnormally  lew  water  would  not 
occur,  but  failed  to  provide  for  an  equitable 
sharing  of  excess  costs — by  all  users  In  the 
area — when  it  did  occur." 

There  are  several  facts  pertaining  to  the 
20  pjercent  surcharge  now  being  levied  on 
customers  of  several  private  electric  power 
comoanles  which  should  be  brought  to  the 
attei-tlou  of  members  of  the  legislature  who 
are  considering  this  problem  and  the  public 
at  large. 

The  Bonneville  Power  Administration  sells 
two  kinds  of  power  to  the  private  utilities. 
There  Is  "rm  power  delivery  of  which  can  be 
guaranteed  365  days  a  year,  which  BPA  sells 
to  the  utilities  at  a  rate  of  approximately 
3.6  mills  ($0.0036)  per  klllowatt  hour.  Firm 
power  Is  power  delivery  which  can  be  guar- 
anteed even  during  periods  of  low  water. 
There  Is  also  Interruptible  power  which  BPA 
sells  to  the  utilities  at  a  rate  of  approxi- 
mately 2.1  mllis  ($0.0021  per  kilowatt  hour). 
Interruptible  power  is  power  which  may  have 
to  be  cut  off  during  periods  of  low  water  be- 
cause the  stream  flow  Is  not  available  to  gen- 
erate It. 

The  fact  Is  that  In  1942,  and  subsequently, 
this  former  Federal  administration  offered 
the  private  utilities  firm  power  contracts  and 
the  utilities  turned  the  offer  down.  The 
bu.-unesfi  managed  private  utilities  gambled 
that  BPA  would  have  so  much  power  that  It 
would  be  a  drug  on  the  market:  they  could 
get  all  the  BPA  power  they  wanted  at  the 
low  rate;  they  couid  sell  It  to  the  public  at 
the  same  rate  as  firm  power;  they  could  make 
u  lot  more  money.  It  was  good  business 
management. 

The  private  utilities  did  not  want  firm 
power  because  they  did  not  want  BPA  to 
make  any  stipulations  concerning  resale 
rates.  They  did  not  want  BPA  to  have  ac- 
cess to  their  accounting  to  Insure  that  sav- 
ings on  low-cost  power  from  Government 
plants  were  pased  along  to  the  consumer  as 
provided  In  section  5  of  the  Bonneville  Proj- 
ect Act.  The  private  utilities  cannot  Influ- 
ence or  dictate  to  the  Federal  Government 
regarding  retail  rates,  as  they  do  to  the  State 
public  utilities  commissioner. 

Ta&  PUDs,  REA's,  and  the  aluminum 
plants  in  the  area  contracted  to  buy  firm 
power  and  they  were  willing  to  pay  the  higher 
rate  for  it.  They  have  been  paying  the  high 
rate  for  years. 

The  private  utilities  gambled  with  the 
welfare  of  their  customers  and  lost.  Now 
that  some  of  their  Interruptible  power  has 
been  cut  off.  they  are  crying  discrimination 
because  the  PUD's  and  REA's,  under  com- 
petent management,  are  able  to  deliver 
hydropower  to  their  customers.  Customers 
of  the  private  utilities  who  lost  the  gamble, 
are  now  paying  the  cost  of  Incompetent 
business  management  through  the  20-per- 
cent surcharge. 


Furthermore,  th«  private  utilities  are  now 
trying  to  get  the  national  administration  In 
Washington,  D.  C.  to  force  BPA's  firm  power 
customers  to  share  the  high  cost  of  steam 
generation,  made  necessary  by  the  short- 
sighted business  policies  of  the  private  utili- 
ties. There  Is  no  Justice  In  It.  The  PUD's, 
etc..  have  t)een  paying  the  higher  rate  for 
firm  power  for  the  last  10  years,  while  the 
private  utilities  have  been  selling  the  public 
the  lower  rate  Interruptible  power.  Instead 
of  putting  on  the  20  percent  surcharge,  the 
private  utilities  should  be  made  to  pay  any 
excess  costs  for  steam  generation  out  of  the 
excess  profits  they  made  by  soiling  low  rat? 
Interruptible  f)Ower  during  the  last  10  or  12 
years. 

The  Mountain  States  Power  Co.  also  ?ot 
In  on  the  20  percent  surcharge.  These  power 
companies  scream  loud  and  long  iur  free 
enterprise;  yet  they  don't  waiit  it  at  all. 
E-.eryone  knows  that  competition  Is  the  hfe 
of  free  enterprise.  The  power  companies 
want  absolute  monopoly  of  the  electric  busi- 
ness. The  Mountain  States  Power  Co.  put 
the  20  percent  surcharge  on  all  their  cu-itom- 
ers,  except  those  living  in  Springfield  .ii.d 
Tillamock.  Now  it  ctJ^ts  Ju^t  as  much  to 
supply  the  residents  of  Springfield  with 
steam-generated  power  a.s  it  does  to  siipnly 
their  other  customers.  But  In  Siirlngfleld 
there  is  free  enterprise;  there  Is  rompetiti  'n 
with  the  municipal  power  sy.stcm  Si  the 
residents  of  Springfield  are  not  required  t<i 
share  the  20-percent  surchart^e  a-sessed  on 
other  Mountain  States  Power  Co  customers. 
If  the  State  public-utili' les  commissioner 
were  performing  his  duty  to  protect  the  pub- 
lic interebt.  he  would  see  to  it  that  if  the 
surcharge  is  Justified  against  one  group  of 
custi.imers.  it  will  be  levied  on  all  customers 
alike:  Including  those  wl.o  live  in  Spring- 
field and  Tillamook. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Pre.^ident.  I  al.so 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  havp  printed 
in  the  Record  the  appeal  made  to  the 
Oregon  Public  Utility  Commission  by  a 
local  Oregon  srranse,  which  states  the 
problem  clearly. 

Ihere  being  no  ob.jection.  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recorp, 
as  follows: 

As  a  result  tf  a  proceeding  before  the 
public  utilities  commissioner  the  defendant 
was  permitted  to  incrense  its  rates  by  addir.g 
surcharges  amounting  variously  to  10  ;>ercL'nt 
or  20  percent  on  all  bUUn^'s  to  its  customers 
on  rates  formerly  lawfully  established  and 
has  imposed  such  surcharges  from  December 
1952  to  the  present.  Tlie  effect  of  these 
surcharges  in  the  aggregate  hus  been  to  in- 
crease the  gr'iss  revenues  of  the  company 
by  an  estimated  $400  000  by  March  1.  195.3. 
and  the  lncrea.-je  in  its  ageiregate  ^ros.^ 
revenues  will  by  May  1953  be  approximately 
$650,000. 

The  reasons  given  by  the  defendant  Moun- 
tain States  Power  Co.  for  imposing  these  sur- 
charges upon  its  custoniers  were  that  the 
critical  water  conditions  in  the  3  months 
of  October,  November,  and  December  1352 
had  increased  the  costs  of  its  production 
of  energy  for  sale  to  its  custvjmers  to  an 
amount  in  excels  of  such  costs  m  a  normal 
or  median  water  year.  The  authority  to  in- 
stitute the  surcharges  was  granted  by  the 
commissioner  withuut  formal  hearing  upon 
representation  of  the  company  that  its  costs 
In  excess  of  those  In  a  median  water  year 
would  amount  to  some  $650,000, 

The  complainants  would  respectfully 
show  to  the  commissioner  that  the  defend- 
ant company  grossly  overestimated  and 
overstated  the  excess  of  its  power  generation 
costs  over  those  normally  experienced  in  a 
year  of  median  water  conditions.  Complain- 
ants would  show  that  in  the  years  1949-50  to 
195^51  and  1951-52  the  water  conditions 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest  were  substantially 
s.bove  normal  or  median  water  conditions,  so 
that  in  each  of  these  years  the  power  genera- 


tion coetB  of  the  defendant  company  were 
less  than  those  of  normal  water  conditions 
and  consequently  the  company  s  net  earn- 
ings were  above  those  which  It  had  a  right 
to  expect  under  a  normal  water  cycle.  Com- 
plainants would  further  show  that  the  re- 
quired earnings  that  the  company  requested 
and  was  authorized  to  charge  as  a  surcharge 
upon  its  billings  were  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  recent  favo.able  years  Instead  of  the 
costs  they  would  have  experienced  In  a 
median  or  normal  year,  this  having  the  ef- 
fect of  inflating  the  Increment  beyond  any 
charge  adequate  to  maintain  the  company's 
normal  e.irnlngs  And  complainants  aver 
that  by  this  process  the  company  is  t>elng 
permitted  to  exact  charges  from  its  custom- 
ers which  are  exces.sive  and  exorbitant  by 
hundreds   of    thousands   of   dollars. 

Complainants  would  also  r1i(»w  to  the  com- 
missioner that  the  adverse  water  condition* 
of  1952  53  prevailed  only  during  the  months 
of  Cctober.  .November  and  December.  1932 
Immediately  thereafter  water  conditions 
changed,  rainfall  and  runoff  increa.-.ed, 
stream  flows  went  far  above  those  of  a  normal 
or  median  w.iter  year  and  as  a  re^ult  rle- 
tend.iiit  company  wiis  enabled  in  J.mua.'y 
and  in  Fet  ru.^ry  to  ceaj.e  its  generation  or 
nurchase  of  hikJli-cosl  supplies  of  energy 
in  a  normal  year  the  defendant  would  be 
fruhject  to  some  cost  for  j:eiierntlon  of  ste  >m 
ele.'nf  enerev  during  the  months  of  Janui.ry 
and  Fehruarv  As  a  result  the  compan/'s 
pre-er,t  sluiatioii  from  the  standpoint  of  its 
eurnink;>  is  better  than  it  reaBonably  has  the 
ri«iil  to  expect  in  a  median  water  year  so 
tiiat  a  portion  of  -he  ex<  ess  earnings  for 
J;inuiry  and  February  1953.  together  with 
tiie  entire  .surfhartre  of  these  months  shoiild 
be  recaptured  under  .section  112  4  K4  of  the 
Ore^  )n  Ccxl*-  to  be  placed  m  a  reserve  to  be 
credited  to  tlie  relief  t)f  its  customerii  against 
whom  tne  surcharges  were  imixjsed 

The  complainants  would  further  show  un- 
to ilie  commissioner  lliat  the  defendant. 
Mountain  Suites  Pcwcr  Co  .  in  contraventlou 
i.f  till'  pf  vl.^lo:i;>  112  463  of  the  code  of 
Orefo!!  ci^mands.  collects,  and  receives  from 
persons,  turns,  and  (-ortx>rs!ions  throughout 
Oregon,  residing  i  utslde  of  HprinKfleld.  for 
a  like  and  contemj>oraneo\is  servu-e  under 
substantially  simlhtr  conditions  to  those  ex- 
i.stin,?  at  .Springfield  either  10-  or  'iO-percent 
surc.n.iru'es  on  all  b!illn«s,  wluch  practice 
causes  an  undue  and  uiireivsi.nable  advantage 
and  preference  to  persons  and  flrm.s  lora'ed 
at  Sprlni-'t.eld.  and  an  undue,  unreasonable, 
and  unjust  di;->criminaUon  and  prejudice 
a.,'ainst  {persons  and  firms  served  bv  the  de- 
fend.Hnt  ccmpany  in  other  parts  of  the  State. 
The  c  mplainants  would  also  respectfully 
show  t>)  tlie  C'inimis.->ioner  that  tlie  rales. 
tfill.'?.  rhar'.:es.  and  schedules  of  the  defend- 
ant M  >untiiin  Power  States  Co  are  excessive 
and  unreasonable  a^  the  result  of  the  follow- 
ing fACts  or  circumstances 

1  The  valuation  and  rate  base  of  the  com- 
pany IS  inflated  over  and  ab<ive  any  prudent 
invest inciit  necessary  and  proper  to  enable 
the  company  to  render  adequate  and  effi- 
cient service  to  the  public. 

2  The  operating  expen.ses  of  the  company 
in  each  of  the  recent  years  are  and  have 
been  inflated  by  the  incluiion  therein  of 
laree  amounts  of  moneys  in  the  nature  of 
political  expenditures,  unnecessary  and  Im- 
provident adverti.smg  items,  excessive  man- 
agement salaries,  excessive  expenditures  for 
entertainment,  much  of  which  Is  also  ex- 
pended for  the  political  advantage  of  the 
company  and  its  management  and  for  gen- 
eral propat^nida  purposes  In  opposition  to 
agencies  of  the  region  which  attempt  to 
render  electric  service  at  cost. 

3.  The  depreciation  fund  of  the  company 
dcies  not  accord  with  Oregon  Code  112-417 
wherein  it  is  required  that  proper  and  ade- 
quate rates  of  depreciation  be  ascertained 
and  determined  lor  the  several  classes  of 
property  of  the  utility,  and  therefore  the 
company     has     collected     an     unreasonable 
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amount  of  depreciation  which  has  reflected 
It.self  in  excessive  rates,  lolls  and  charges  to 
cu.'- turners  of  the  company. 

Complainants  would  also  show  that  the 
defendant  Mountain  States  Power  Co  in  con- 
travention of  the  provisions  of  112-463:  112- 
407  112  443:  112  465  and  112-472  of  the 
Code  of  OreK^JU  demands,  collects  and  re- 
ceives from  persons,  firms  and  corp<jration8 
tl^rouphout  its  service  area  in  Oreg<m  resid- 
ing out.Mde  of  Springfield,  for  a  like  and 
rontem|>orBneou.«  service  under  substantl- 
ai:y  umllar  conditions  to  those  existing  at 
Sprin^;neld  an  appreciable  hipher  charge  or 
rate  schedule  in  all  cla-ssifications  of  about 
"0  i>er(ent  on  all  bilUngs.  entirely  aside  from 
Hny  present  surcharge,  which  practice  causes 
.in  undue  and  unreasonable  advantage  and 
preierence  to  persons  and  Arms  located  at 
i-'prli.i:f*.eld.  and  an  undue  unreasonable  and 
linju.si  discriminrclon  and  prejudice  against 
persons  and  firms  served  by  the  defendant 
company   in  other  parts  of   the  State. 

Mr  MORSE  Mr  Pre.sident.  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  at 
th;.-  point  in  my  remarks  an  article  from 
tht-  Pacific  Noilhwe-t  Public  Power 
Bulletin  for  March  1953.  entitled  "Ore- 
gon People  Oppose  Surchart^e  ■* 

Theie  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tl^e  Record, 
as  follows: 

O^E^.oN    PEiPiE    Oir.sE    Surcharge 

UNFAIR     SURCHARGES     BAc  KHRE 

In  1935  the  .«tate  of  Orecon  hid  the  lowest 
electric  rates  in  the  entire  Nation  But  in 
the  past  17  years,  despite  the  advent  of  two- 
mill  power  from  the  B'jnneviUe  Power  Ad- 
ministration, the  average  electric  rate  in 
Orf^■on  has  failed  to  keep  up  with  the  na- 
tional averape  By  1952  Oregon  had  slipptd 
lo  third  place. 

N(  t  until  the  gteam-surcharge  Issue  came 
to  the  fore  last  month  did  the  people  of 
Orepon  become  fully  aware  of  the  problem. 
Sensing  danger  when  the  first  complaints 
against  tiie  2' -percent  tteam  surcharge 
began  commc  In.  the  three  maJ(>T  private 
utilities  of  Oregon  immediately  unleashfd 
a  t)road  propaganda  att.ick  upon  the  public 
at;rncies  and  u!)on  the  Federal  Government. 
A  PCiE  vice  president  exhorted  his  OreKon 
City  audience  by  uri.'iii«  that  they  should 
be  aroused  because  they  are  ]  aymi;  lor  p  )»er 
which  is  used  in  Seattle  and  other  munici- 
pahties  The  P(iE  ciiairman  of  the  board  ac- 
cused the  Interior  Department  of  deliberately 
engineering  the  power  si  ortr.pe  and  of  usim; 
(..inpletely  erroneous  Federal  power  market- 
ing practices. 

THE    PT'BI  IC    REACTS 

By  mld-Februarv  Mr  Glen  Allen  began 
tisii'iu  his  radio  chain  in  the  Willamette  Val- 
lev  bv  atUicklUk'  the  private  company  prac- 
tiies'  Representative  Monroe  Sweetland 
filed  a  formal  compli'.int  against  PGE  be- 
fore the  Oregon  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
noner  Similar  complaints  were  filed  against 
llie  Mountain  States  Power  Company. 

Three  bills  popped  up  in  the  Oregon  legis- 
lature aimed  at  preventing  future  surcharees. 
Meanwhile    about    two-thirds    of    an    esti- 
mated  $5,000,000   in   surcharges  has   already 
been  collected. 

As  this  Issue  goes  to  press  the  Immediate 
furore  on  the  surcharge  has  died  but  the 
stage  Is  set  for  an  Inquiry  by  the  people  of 
Oregon  into  the  reasons  for  their  high  elec- 
tric rates  Why  and  how  did  Oregon  slip 
from  first  place  in  the  Nation  to  third? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  without 
going  into  too  much  detail.  I  want  to 
read  one  or  two  sentences  from  the 
exhibits  which  I  have  introduced  Uiis 
afternoon : 

The  Mountain  States  Power  Co.  put  the 
20-percent  surcharge  on  all  their  customers, 
except  those  living  In  Springfield  and  "Hlla- 


mook.  Now,  It  costs  Just  as  much  to  supply 
the  residents  of  Springfield  with  steam-gen- 
erated power  as  It  does  to  supply  their  other 
customers.  But  in  Springfield  there  Is  free 
enterprise;  there  Is  competition  with  the 
municipal  power  system.  So  the  residents  of 
Springfield  are  not  required  to  share  the  20- 
percent  surcharge  assessed  on  other  Moun- 
tain States  Power  Co.  customers.  If  the 
State  public  utilities  commissioner  were  per- 
forming his  duty  to  protect  the  public  in- 
terest, he  would  see  to  It  that  If  the  sur- 
charge is  Justified  against  one  group  of  cus- 
tomers. It  will  be  levied  on  all  customers 
alike,  including  those  who  live  in  Springfield 
and  Tillamook, 


Mr.  President,  this  prote.st,  however, 
should  have  included  The  Dalles.  All 
consumers  in  The  Dalles  served  by  the 
Pacific  Power  k  Light  Co.  are  also  exempt 
from  payment  of  any  surcharge  because 
of  the  public  utility  district  which  oper- 
ates a  competing  system  in  The  Dalles. 

So  the  rate  is  20  percent  hipher  for 
the  people  where  there  is  no  public  power 
distiibution  yardstick  and  20  percent 
lower  where  there  is  a  public  power  yard- 
5i;cl;_in  this  cas-e,  a  public  utility 
di.strict. 

TRIBUTE   TO    W     GORDON    ALIEM 

I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  cf 
paving  tribute  to  W.  Gordon  Allen  and 
his  splendid  brcadcastint;  stations. 
KGAE.  KSGA.  and  KGAL,  that  broad- 
cast in  the  Salem,  Lebanon,  Redmond, 
and  Bend  areas.  In  line  with  the  Fed- 
eral radio  law  under  which  he  operates, 
a.s.vurpdly  the  public  interest,  conven- 
ience, and  necessity  are  served  when  he 
broadcasts  these  vital  power  facts  to  the 
people. 

CC  NCI  USIOM 

Tlie  public  power  yardstick  exists  be- 
cause it  1!^  performing  an  essential  public 
service.     Public  power  exists  because  it 
has  produced  and  distributed  mere  power 
and  better  service  for  l?.ss  money  than 
ever  before  in  the  hi^ory  cf  our  Nation. 
Like  all  other  institutions,  it  will  cpase 
to  exist  when  it  no  lonser  serves  such  an 
indispensable   need    that   promotes   the 
f'pneral  public  welfare.     In  the  face  of 
the  breakdown  of  State  and  local  regu- 
lation—of    which    the    20-pcrcent    sur- 
charge is  a  .serious  example,  in  my  judg- 
ment of  a  violation  of  the  best  interests 
of  the  public— the  public  power  yard- 
<;tick  is  imperative  to  inject  a  measure 
of   competition   in  the  great  monopoly 
field  of  electric  power  to  keep  our  rates 
low   at  the  .same  time  that  ample  power 
makes  America  strong  and  helps  keep  it 

free 

Mr  President,  I  have  discussed  the 
problem  of  the  public  power  yardstick 
this  afternoon  because  I  am  greatly  con- 
cerned about  the  propaganda  I  read  in 
the  advertisements  of  the  private  utili- 
ties these  days,  which  is  aimed  at  weak- 
ening the  public  power  projects  in  the 
estimation  of  public  opinion. 

Their  advertising  program  is  snide  but 
clever.  They  found  that  surveys  of  pub- 
lic opinion  show  that  the  people  are  not 
opposed  to  TVA  and  are  not  opt>osed  to 
multiple-purpose  self-liquidating  dams, 
but  that  they  are  opposed  to  what 
is  called  creeping  socialism.  So  when 
appeals  were  made,  by  way  of  fear  argu- 
ment to  the  emotions  of  the  American 
people,  they  could  get  a  favorable  re- 
sponse to  a  charge  or  an  accusation  that 
the  Government  was  seeking  to  lead  the 


American    people    down    the    road    of 
creeping  socialism. 

A  reading  of  some  of  the  confidential 
instructions  to  their  members  shows  how 
clever  they  have  been  in  this  advertising 
program,  in  proceeding  to  advise  and 
instruct  their  privat3  utility  member- 
ship that  it  would  be  smart  to  link  the 
public  power  yardstick  to  the  propa- 
ganda charge  of  creeping  socialism. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  the  people  will 
see  through  it.    They  will  see  through 
it  before  it  \z  too  late.    They  will  realize 
that  the  building  of  a  great,  multiple- 
purpose  dam  on  the  Snake  River,  for 
example,   the   Hells   Canyon   Dam.    for 
which  I  have  been  fighting  in  the  Senate 
for  the  past  several  years,  is  not  creep- 
ing socialism,  but,  to  the  contrary,  would 
result  in  a  great  strengthenine  of  private 
enterprises  in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  in 
that  the  cheap  power  made  rvailable  by 
its  construction  would  bring  about  the 
establishment  of  many  new  businesses 
and  wealth-creating  private  enterprises 
which  would  never  exist  if  we  wasted  the 
great    power    potential    of    the    Snake 
River.    We  will  waste  it.  Mr.  President, 
if  we  let  the  Idaho  Power  &  Light  Co. 
build  five  low-head  dams  which  will  not 
begin  to  develop  the  great  kilowatt  po- 
tential of  the  Snake  River,  but  the  con- 
struction of  which  will  remove  for  all 
time   the    possibility   of    building    Hells 
Canvon  Dam. 

Yet  the  private  utilities  are  spouting 
their  false  propaganda  about  "creeping 
socialism,"  and  the  attempt,  which  I  dis- 
cussed last  week  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  being  made  by  industrialists  such 
as  Charles  Wilson,  of  General  Electric 
Corp..  to  sell  these  peoples  projects  and 
turn  them  over  to  private  monopoly. 

I  was  very  much  amused  at  the  news- 
paper despatches,  at  least,  cf  Mr  Wil- 
sons  reply  to  my  speech.  H?  said  that 
I  was  "off  the  beam"  in  making  my  sug- 
gestion that  he  was  seeking  to  have  the^e 
projects  sold  to  the  private  utilities. 
Well  Mr  President,  let  Mr.  Wilsons  own 
proposal  speak  for  itself.  That  would 
be  the  end  result,  and  Mr.  Wilson  knows 
it  He  also  knows  that  today  that  is 
the  propaganda  line  of  the  private  utili- 
ties of  the  United  States. 

What  reallv  bothered  Charley  Wilson 
was  that   in  the   Senate  cf  the  United 
States  there  is  someone  who  is  willinj  to 
call  Mr.  Wilson's  hand;  that  in  the  S?n- 
ate  of  the  United  States  there  is  some- 
one who  dares  tell  the  American  people 
that   Charley   Wilson   is   trying   to   sell 
them  political  soap,  and  that  he  is  part 
and  parcel  of  the  snide  propaganda  ad- 
vertising line  of  the  private  utilities  that 
are  seeking  to  shake  down  the  Ameri- 
can people  by  getting  them  to  pay  tribute 
to  the  private  utilities,  when  our  people 
should  simply  pay  themselves  by  way  of 
cheap  electric-power  rates,  and  should 
collect  their  own  dividends  on  their  own 
legacv  and  heritage  in  the  great  wealth 
of  the  streams  of  the  Nation,  so  far  as 
their  potential  generating  power  is  con- 
cerned.    That  wealth  belongs  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  not  to  Charley 
Wilson  and  his  ilk,  as  represented  by 
General  Electric  Corp,  and  the  other  cor- 
porations  which   would   like   to   obtain 
control    of    the    people's    projects,    the 
preservation  of  which  is  necessary  if  the 
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public-power  yardstick  is  to  be  main- 
tained and  retained.  If  the  people  lose 
it_  then— as  is  clearly  shown  by  the  ma- 
terial which  I  have  discussed  here  to- 
day—in all  probability  the  people  will 
pay  much  more,  by  way  of  electric  rates, 
than  they  have  to  pay  in  the  areas  which 
are  jointly  served  by  private  utilities  and 
by  public  utilities  working  side  by  side 
in  keeping  with  the  true  spirit  of  the 
American  competitive  system. 


District  or  Columbia 
Samuel  Spencer,  of  the  District  of  Ckjlum- 
bla.   to  be   a  Commissioner  of   the   District 
of  Columbia  for  a  term  of  3  years  and  until 
his  successor  Is  appointed  and  qualified. 

■■  ^a^  ■■ 


ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
order  previously  entered,  the  Senate 
stands  adjourned  until  Monday  next. 

Thereupon  i  at  6  o'clock  and  32  minutes 
p.  m. »  the  Senate  adjourned,  the  ad- 
journment bemg  under  the  order  pre- 
viously entered,  until  Monday.  April  6. 
1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by 
the  Senate  April  2,  1953: 

Department     of     He.mth.     Education,     and 
Welfare 

Mrs.  Oveta  Gulp  Hobby,  of  Texas,  to  be 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare, 
etTectlve  April  11.  1953. 

United  States  Tariff  Commission 

Joseph  E.  Talbot,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission for  tne  remainder  of  the  term  ex- 
piring June  16,  1953.  vice  John  Price  Gregg, 
deceased. 

Reconstri'Ction  Finance  Corporation 

Kenton  R.  Cravens,  of  Missouri,  to  be  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corpoiatlon. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  April  2,  1953: 

DIPLOM.ATIC   AND   FOREIGN    SERVICE 

John  M.  Allison,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of    the   United   States   of   America   to   Japan. 

William  Howard  Taft  III.  of  Connecticut, 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  Ireland. 

Department  of  the  Treastjht 

Ray  M.  Gidney,  of  Ohio,  to  be  Comptroller 
of   the  Currency. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

John    Roger    Lewis,    of    New    York,    to    be 
Assistant  Secretary  of   the  Air  Force. 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington 

Glen  E.  Edgerton.  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Directors.  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washing- 
ton, for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  5 
years  expiring  June  30.  1955. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Chan  Gurney.  of  South  Dakota,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  for 
the  term  of  6  years  expiring  December  31, 
1958.  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of 
the  Senate.      (Reappointment.) 

Harmar  D.  Denny,  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  6  years 
expiring  December  31,  1953. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

John  C.  Doerfer.  of  Wisconsin,  to  l>e  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  for  the  unexpired  term  of  7 
years  from  July  1.  1947. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Till  R.SDAY,  Al'KlI.  2,  107)3 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  B.-rnard  Bra.skamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer; 

Almighty  God.  inspire  us  durina  these 
days  with  the  humble  spirit  and  the  con- 
trite heart  when  we  call  to  mmd  the  re- 
demptive mini.stry  of  our  ble.s.sed  Lord 
who  gave  His  life  upon  the  cros.s  a  willin- 
and  acceptable  sacrifice  for  the  .sins  of 
the  world. 

Grant  that  this  Holy  Week  may  be  for 
all  of  us  not  only  a  time  of  commemora- 
tion but  of  renewed  consecrvition  and  de- 
sire to  have  a  larger  part  in  liftinu  and 
leading  mankind  out  of  daikne.s.s  and 
bonda:4e  into  the  lilorioui  light  and  lib- 
erty of  the  Son  of  God. 

Give  us  the  calm  and  courageous  as- 
surance that  tho.se  nobU-r  in>tincts 
and  capacities  with  which  wp  have  been 
created  will  some  day  be  victorious  and 
may  the  kingdoms  of  this  earth  become 
the  kingdom  of  the  Prince  of  Peace. 

To  Thy  name  we  a.sci  ibe  all  the  praise. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  p:-oceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


INTERIM    AUTHORITY    OP    THE 
SPEAKER  AND  THE  CLERK 

Mr.  ARENDS  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  until 
April  13.  1953.  the  Clerk  be  authorized 
to  receive  messages  from  the  Senate  and 
that  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to  sign 
any  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
duly  passed  by  the  two  Houses  and 
found   truly   enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  th^re  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ilhnoi.s? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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INTERIM    AU'IHORITY    TO    THE 
SPEAKER 

Mr.  ARENDS  Mr  Speaker.  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ini^  the  adjournment  of  the  Hou.se  until 
April  13.  1953.  the  Speaker  be  author- 
ized to  appoint  commi.^sion.s.  boards,  and 
committees  authon/ed  by  law  or  by  the 
House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinoi.s'' 

There  was  no  objection. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
A  message  in  writing  from  the  F^-esi- 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  commu- 
nicated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hawks,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the 
House  that  on  the  following  dates  the 
President  approved  and  signed  joint 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

On   March   31.    1953- 

H.  J  Res  226  Joint  resnlutinn  to  extend 
untU  July  1.  1953.  the  tim-  limitatinn  upon 
the  effectiveness  of  certain  slatutcjry  pro- 
visions which  but  for  such  time  limitation 
would  be  in  effect  until  6  months  after  the 
termination  of  the  national  emergency  pro- 
claimed on  December  16.  1950. 
On  April   1.   1953. 

H.J.  Res  223.  Joint  resolution  prcvidlnt; 
that  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  sh.ill 
take  effect  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment    of     this    joint     resolution;     and 

H.  J.  Res.  229.  Joint  re.solution  authorizing 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  permit  certain 
temporary  construction  work  on  the  C.ipi- 
tol  Grounds  in  connection  with  the  ert-rtiMn 
of  a  building  on  privately  owned  property 
adjacent  thereto. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of 
the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title: 

S.  1110.  An  act  to  amend  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence,  and  for  other  purposes. 


REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO  3  OF 
1953— MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRES- 
IDENT OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
iH   DOC.  NO   rJO> 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  followini:  mes.sage  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing paix-rs.  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  ordered 
printed: 

To  the  C(nwress  of  the  United  States: 

I  tran.smit  herewith  Reorganization 
Plan  No  3  of  1953.  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

The  reorganization  plan  is  designed  to 
achieve  two  primary  objectives.  The 
first  IS  to  improve  the  organization  of  the 
E.xecutive  Oilice  of  llie  President.  The 
second  is  to  enable  one  Executive  Office 
agency  to  exerci.se  strong  leadership  in 
our  national  mobili/ation  effort,  includ- 
ing both  current  defen.se  activities  and 
readiness  for  any  future  national  emer- 
gency. 

The  National  Security  Resources 
Board  was  established  by  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947  to  advi.se  the  Presi- 
dent concerning  various  aspects  of  fu- 
ture military,  industrial,  and  civilian 
mobilization.  The  areas  of  responsibility 
assigned  to  the  Board  included  the  use 
of  national  and  industrial  resources  for 
military  and  civilian  needs;  the  suffi- 
ciency of  productive  facilities;  the  stra- 
tegic relocation  of  industries;  the  mo- 
bilization and  maximum  utilization  of 
manpower;  and  the  maintenance  and 
stabilization  of  the  civilian  economy. 

The  vigorous  and  efficient  discharge 
of  the.se  vital  functions  is  not  well  served 
by  the  simultaneous  existence  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive Oftice  of  the  President  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Resources  Board 
(charged  with  planning  for  the  future) 
and  the  present  Office  of  Defense  Mobili- 


7ation  "Charged  with  programs  of  the 
present*  The  prog-e.ss  of  the  current 
mobilization  effort  has  made  plain  how 
artificial  is  the  present  separation  of 
tlr.se  functions. 

Both   functions  .should   now  be  com- 
bined    into    one    defen.se    mobilization 
ag'ncy.     Accordingly,    the    reorganiza- 
tion plan  would  create  in  the  Executive 
Office  of  the  President  a  new  agency,  to 
be  known  as  the  Office  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization.    It  would  transfer  to  the  new 
(iffice  the  functions  of  the  Chairman  of 
tiie  National   Security  Re.sources  Board 
and   abolish    that    Board,    including    the 
offices  of  Chairman  and  Vice  Chairman. 
The  reorganization  plan  also  transfers 
to  the  new  agency  the  statutory  func- 
tions  of    the   present  Office   of  Defen.se 
Mobilization.     These  are  of  a  minor  na- 
ture, the  major  functions  of  the  present 
Office    of    Defense    Mobilization    having 
bern   delegated   to   it   by   the  President, 
principally   under   the  Defen.'^e  Produc- 
tion Act  of  1950,  as  amended.     It  is  my 
intention  to  transfer  the  latter  functions 
to  the  new  au'-ncy  by  Executive  order, 
and  to  abolish  the  Office  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization established  by   Executive  Or- 
der  No     10193      There   will    thus   lesult 
a  new  aeency  which  combines  the  activi- 
ties of  the  National  Security  Re.sources 
Board  and  both  the  statutory  and  dele- 
gated functions  of  the  heretofore  exist- 
inf  Office  of  Defen.'-e  Mobilization. 

The   proposed   plan   would   al.so   reor- 
panize  various  activities  relating  to  the 
stockpiling  of  stiateuic  and  critical  ma- 
terials     Those  activities  are  principally 
provided  for  in  the  Strat/-gic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act.  as  amended. 
It  has  become  increasingly  apparent  that 
the  ix)licy  and  program  aspects  of  stock- 
pihng  are  an  integral  part  of  mobiliza- 
tion planning.     They  should  not  be  ao- 
ministered  separately  from  plant  expan- 
sion, conservation  of  materials,  and  ma- 
terials procurement   under  the  Defense 
Production    Act    of    1950.    or    from    the 
duties  placed  in  the  National  Security 
Resources  Board  by  the  National  Secu- 
rity  Act  of   1947      Therefore,  the  reor- 
ganization  plan   would   tran.sfer   to   the 
Director   of   the   new   Office   of   Defense 
Mobilization     responsibility     for     major 
stockpiling  actioi.s.  including  the  deter- 
mination of   the   nature  and  quantities 
of   materials   to    be   stockpiled.     In   the 
main,    these    functions   are    transferred 
from  the  Secretai  ies  of  the  Army.  Navy, 
and   Air  Force    (acting   jointly   through 
the  agency  of  the  Munitions  Board*  and 
the    Secretary    of     the    Interior.     The 
duties  of  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  reuardm;   the  purchase  of  stra- 
tegic and  critical  materials  and  the  man- 
agement of  stockpiles  are   not  affected 
by  the  reorganizaiion  plan,  except  that 
he  will  receive  hi;   directions,  under  the 
plan,  from  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Defen.se    Mobilization    instead    of    from 
the  Department  o'  Defense. 

This  transfer  of  stockpiling  functions 
will  correct  the  pri?sent  undesirable  con- 
fusion of  respon  iibilities.  The  func- 
tions of  the  heads  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under 
the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials 
Stock  Piling  Act.  as  amended,  are  at 
pre.sent  in  con.si(.erable  measure  sub- 
ject to  other  authority  of  delegates  of 


the  President  springing  from  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950.  as  amended. 
The  allocation  and  distribution  of  scarce 
materials  among  essential  civilian  and 
military  activities  and  the  continued 
maintenance  of  adequate  stockpiles  of 
strategic  and  critical  materials  are  of 
major  current  importance.  The  reor- 
ganization plan  will  make  possible  more 
effective  coordination  and  close  control 
over  the  Government's  whole  stockpile 
program.  It  will  speed  decisions.  It 
can  result  in  significant  economies. 

The  Department  of  Defense  will,  of 
course,  continue  to  be  responsible  for 
pre.senting  the  needs  of  the  military 
services.  That  Department  and  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  are  specifically 
designated  in  the  plan  as  additional 
agencies  which  shall  appoint  representa- 
tives to  cooperate  with  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  in  de- 
termining which  materials  are  strategic 
and  critical  and  how  much  of  them  is  to 
be  purchased.  Final  authority  with  re- 
gard to  such  determination  will,  how- 
ever, be  in  the  Director  of  the  OfiBce  of 
Defen.'ie  Mobilization. 

Section   5    'a>    of   the   reorganization 
plan  withholds  from  transfer  to  the  Di- 
rector and  abolishes  the  functions  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  National  Security  Re- 
sources Board  with  regard  to  being  con- 
sulted by  and  furnishing  advice  to  the 
President     concerning     the     placing     of 
orders  of  mandatory  precedence  lor  ar- 
ticles  or   materials  for   the   use  of   the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  for 
the  use  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion,  and   with    regard    to   determining 
that  a  plant,  mine  or  other  facihty  can 
be  readilv  converted  to  the  production  or 
furnishing  of  such  articles  or  materials. 
These  abolLshed  functio.is  were  vested  in 
the  National  Security  Resources  Board 
by  .section  18  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948 — later  renamed  as  the  Universal 
Mililarv  Training  and  Service  Act— and 
were    transferred    to   the   Chairman   of 
that  Board  by  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
25  of  1950.    The  practical  effect  of  this 
abolition  is  to  obviate  a  statutory  man- 
date that  the  President  consult  and  ad- 
vi.se  with  another  officer  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

Section   5    'b'    of   the  reorganization 
plan  abolishes  the  direction,  authority, 
and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
over  functions  transferred  from  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  by  the  reorganiza- 
tion plan.     The  SecretaiTS  functions  in 
this  regard  are  provided  for  in  section 
202  'b'  of  the  National  Security  Act  of 
1947.  as  amended  '5  U.  S.  C.  171a  (b)  ). 
Section   5    <c'    of   the   reorganization 
plan  abolishes  any  functions  which  were 
vested  in  the  Army  and  Navy  Munitions 
Board  or  which  are  vested  in  the  Muni- 
tions Board  with  respect  to  serving  as 
the  agent  through  which  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Army.  Navy.  Air  Force,  and  the 
Interior  jointly  act  in  determining  which 
materials  are  strategic  and  critical  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Strategic  and  Crit- 
ical   Materials    Stock    Piling    Act.    as 
amended,  and  the  quality  and  quantities 
of  such  materials  to  be  stockpiled.  These 
abolished  functions  are  provided  for  in 
section  2  (a)  of  the  Strategic  and  Crit- 
ical    Materials     Stockpiling     Act,     as 
amended. 


After  investigation  I  have  found  and 
hereby  declare  that  each  reorganization 
included  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3 
of  1953  is  necessary  to  accomplish  one 
or  more  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in 
section  2  (a)  of  the  Reorganization  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended.  I  have  also  found 
and  hereby  declare  that  by  reason  of 
these  reorganizations  it  is  necessary  to 
include  in  the  reorganization  plan  pro- 
visions for  the  appointment  and  compen- 
sation of  a  Director  and  a  Deputy  Di- 
rector of  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion. The  rates  of  compensation  fixed 
for  these  officers  are.  respectively,  those 
which  I  have  found  to  prevail  in  respect 
of  comparable  officers  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

The  reorganization  plan  will  permit 
better  organization  and  management  cf 
the  Federal  programs  relating  to  mate- 
rials and  requirements  and  will  thus  help 
to  achieve  the  maximum  degree  of  mo- 
bilization readiness  at  the  least  possible 
cost.  It  is  not  practicable,  however,  to 
itemize,  in  advance  of  actual  experience, 
the  reductions  of  expenditures  to  be 
brought  about  by  the  taking  effect  of 
the  reorganizations  included  in  Reor- 
ganization Plan  No.  3  of   1953. 

I  urge  that  the  Congress  allow  the 
proposed  reorganization  plan  to  become 
effective. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  April  2.  1953. 


Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1953 
(Prepared  by  the  President  and  transmitted 
to  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tivef  in  Congress  assembled.  April  2,  1953, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Reorgani- 
sation Act  of  1949,  approved  June  20,  1949, 
as  amended ) 

OFFICE     OF     DEFENSE     MOBILIZATION 

Section  1.  Establishment  of  Office:  (a) 
There  is  hereby  established  in  the  Executive 
Office  of  the  President  a  new  agency  which 
shall  be  known  as  the  Office  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization, hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Office. 

(b)  There  shall  be  at  the  head  of  the  Office 
a  Director  cf  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion, hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Director, 
who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  shall  receive  compensation  at  the 
rate   of  $22. ,500  per  annum. 

(c)  There  shall  be  In  the  Office  a  Deputy 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization, 
who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate, shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate 
of  $17,500  per  annum,  shall  perform  such 
functions  as  the  Director  shall  designate,  and 
shall  act  as  Director  during  the  absence  or 
disability  of  the  Director  or  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  In  the  office  of  the  Director. 

Sec  2,  Trai-usfer  of  functions:  There  are 
hereby  transferred  to  the  Director: 

(a)  All  functions  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
National  Securitv  Resources  Board,  including 
his  functions  as"  a  member  of  the  National 
Security  Council,  but  excluding  the  functions 
abolished  by  section  5  (a)  of  this  reorgani- 
zation  plan. 

(b)  All  functions  under  the  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials  Stockpiling  Act,  as  amend- 
ed (50  U.  S.  C.  98  et  seq.),  vested  in  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
and  Interior  or  In  any  of  them  or  In  any 
combination  of  them.  Including  the  func- 
tions which  were  vested  In  the  Army  and 
Navy  Munitions  Board  by  the  item  No.  (2)  in 
section  6  (a)  of  the  said  act  (60  Stat.  5981. 
but  excluding  functions  vested  In  the  Secre- 
tary ol  the  Interior  by  section  7  of  said 
acu 
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(c)  The  functions  vested  In  the  Muni- 
tions Board  by  section  4  (h)  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  Charter  Act,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  714b  (h) )  and  by 
section  204  (e)  of  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  (40 
U.  S.  C.  485  (e)). 

(d)  All  functions  now  vested  by  any 
statute  In  the  Director  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion or  In  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization 
provided  for  In  Executive  Order  No.  10193 
(15  P.  R.  9031). 

Sec.  3.  Performance  of  transferred  func- 
tions: (a)  The  Director  may  from  time  to 
time  make  such  provisions  as  he  shall  deem 
appropriate  authorizing  the  performance  by 
any  other  officer,  or  by  any  agency  or  em- 
ployee, of  the  Office,  of  any  function  of  the 
Director,  exclusive  of  the  function  of  being  a 
member  of  the  National  Security  Council. 

(b)  When  authorized  by  the  Director,  any 
function  transferred  to  him  by  the  provisions 
of  this  reorganization  plan  (exclusive  of  the 
function  of  being  a  member  of  the  National 
Security  Council)  may  be  performed  by  the 
head  of  any  agency  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  or,  subject  to  the  direc- 
tion and  control  of  any  such  agency  head, 
by  such  officers,  employees,  and  organiza- 
tional units  under  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
agency  head  as  such  agency  head  may  desig- 
nate. 

(c)  In  addition  to  the  representatives  who 
by  virtue  of  the  last  sentence  of  section  2  ta) 
of  the  Stratejic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock- 
piling Act.  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  98a  (a)  ). 
and  section  2  of  this  reorganization  plan  are 
designated  to  cooperiite  with  the  D. rector, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  heads  of  such  other 
n.:encies  having  functions  regarding  strate- 
gic or  critical  materi.^ls  as  the  Director  shall 
from  time  to  time  designate,  shall  each  des- 
ignate representatives  who  sliall  similarly 
cooperate  with  the  Director. 

Sec.  4.  Records,  property,  personnel,  and 
funds:  There  shall  be  transferred  with  the 
functions  transferred  by  this  reorganlz.ition 
plan  from  the  Chairman  of  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense,  respectively,  so  much  of 
the  records,  property,  personnel,  and  unex- 
pended balances  of  appropriations,  alloca- 
tions, and  other  funds,  used.  held,  employed, 
available,  or  to  be  made  available  in  connec- 
tion with  the  said  functions,  as  the  Director 
shall  determine  to  be  required  for  the  per- 
formance of  the  transferred  functions  by  the 
Office,  but  all  transfers  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  under  the  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Sec.  5.  Abolition  of  functions:  (a)  The 
functions  of  the  Chairman  of  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board  under  section  18  of 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  468),  as  affected  by 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  25  of  1950  (64  Stat. 
1280),  with  respect  to  being  consulted  by 
and  furnishing  advice  to  the  President  as 
required  by  that  section,  are  hereby  abol- 
ished. 

(b)  So  much  of  the  functions  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  under  section  202  (b)  of 
the  National  Security  Act  of  1947.  as  amended, 
as  consists  of  direction,  authority,  and  con- 
trol over  functions  transferred  by  this  reor- 
ganization  plan  Is  hereby  abolished. 

(c)  Any  function^,  which  were  vested  In 
the  Army  and  Navy  Munitions  Board  or 
which  are  vested  in  the  Munitions  Board 
with  respect  to  serving  as  agent  through 
which  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Air  Force,  and  Interior  Jointly  act,  under 
(section  2  (a)  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act,  as  amended,  are 
hereby  abolished. 

Sec.  6.  Abolition  of  National  Sectirlty  Re- 
sources Board:  The  National  Security  Re- 
sources Board  (established  by  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947,  61  Stat.  499),  Includ- 


ing the  offices  cf  Chairman  and  Vice  Chair- 
man of  the  National  Security  Resources 
Board,  la  hereby  abolished,  and  the  Director 
shall  provide  foi-  winding  up  any  outstanding 
afTalrs  of  the  said  Board  or  offices  not  >  her- 
wlse  provided  for  in  this  reorganization 
plan.  ' 

CONSTITUTIONAL    AMENDMENT   TO 

LIMIT  THE  SPENDING  POWER  OF 

THE  CONGRESS 

Mrs.  CHUFICH.  Mr  Speaker.  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Hou.se 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  t^entlt  woman  from 
IlUnois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
today  introduced  a  joint  resolution  pro- 
posing a  constitutional  amendment  to 
hmit  the  spending;  power  of  the  Con- 
gress—except for  military  purposes — to 
5  percent  of  :he  national  income  The 
amendment  would  in  addiuon  place  spe- 
cific limitation  on  the  authority  of  the 
Congress  to  obligate  the  credit  of  the 
United  States  except  upon  a  two-thirds 
vote  of  both  Hou.ses.  An  identical  re.so- 
lution— Senate  Joint  Re.solulion  61— has 
been  introduced  in  the  other  body  by 
Senator  Taft  and  Senator  Fercu-son. 

Such  an  amendment  would  constitute 
a  frontal  app  oach  upon  the  problem  of 
how  to  force  ecoiiomy,  a  balanced  budget 
and  sound  fiscal  planning.  I  am  hoping 
that  the  Congress,  after  the  Easter  re- 
cess. Will  give  close  attention  and  prompt 
heed  to  this  resolution  and  the  proposed 
amendment. 


The  one  thing  I  am  not  trying  to  do  Is  to 
Increase    the    expen.ses    of    the    Government. 
M     whole  effort  U  in  the  opposite  direction. 
FiiUlifully  yxurs, 

Henrt  Cabot  Lodci,  Jr., 

Ambassador. 

Mr  Speaker,  I  trust  this  will  clear  the 
matter  thoiougl-:ly  and  that  we  shall 
have  greater  confidence  in  the  good  sense 
and  sanity  of  our  Government. 


RESIDENCE  FOR  THE  UNITED 
STATES  REPRESENTATIVE  TO 
THE     UNITED     NATIONS 

Mrs.    FRA.VCES    P.    BOLTON.      Mr 
Speaker,   I   ask   unanimous   consent    to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend   my  remarks  and  include  a 
letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOITON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  upon  reading  in  various  news- 
papers that  the  State  Department  plans 
to  build  or  to  buy  a  residence  for  our 
representative  to  the  United  Nations  for 
some  $300,000.  I  added  a  postscript  to 
a  letter  which  I  have  just  written  to  our 
Ambassador,  Mr.  Lodge,  askine  about  it. 
His  reply  has  just  been  received  and 
reads  as  follows. 

United    States    Reppesfntative 

TO   the    United    Natk>ns. 
Nru-  York.  N.  Y  .  March  31.  1953. 
The  Honorable  Fran'~es  P.  Bolto.v, 
Hoi'ye  of   Rcpre'^cntatiies. 

Dear  Francks:  Thank  you  for  your  letter 
of  March  27.  with  its  "P.  S."  The  terrific 
thing  that  exp.oded  all  over  the  Hill  is  wholly 
erroneous.  I  would  never  approve  of  any 
arrangement  which  would  not  be  advantage- 
ous to  the  American  taxpayer.  I  Issued  a 
statement  to  i,hat  respect  at  once. 

It  came  as  a  complete  surprise  to  me,  and 
I  suppose  Is  part  of  my  education  in  the 
Idiotic  things  that  happen  In  a  bureaucracy. 
I  would  appreciate  anything  you  could  do 
to  spread  the  truth  among  your  friends. 


FEDERAL  TAXES  VERSUS  STATE 
AND  LOCAL  TAXES 

Mr  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  Hou.se  for  1  minute  and  to 
revi.se  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BYRNKS  of  Wi.scoii.sln.  Mr. 
Speaker.  State  and  local  governments 
are  the  very  backbone  of  our  system  of 
government. 

Yet  in  recent  years,  the  relentless 
growth  of  the  federal  Goveinment  has 
all  but  smother-d  the  States  and  their 
subdivisions.  In  1915  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment took  only  30  percent  of  the 
country's  local  taxes,  leaving  70  percent 
to  State  and  local  governments  But 
now  the  Federal  Government  takes  77 
percent  of  the  total  and  the  State  and 
local  governments  are  forced  to  get  alons 
on  the  remaininf'  23  percent. 

President  Eis-nhower  has  asked  us  to 
do  .something  about  it.  On  Monday  he 
recf-mmended  the  creation  of  a  special 
commission  to  studv  reallocation  of  tax- 
es among  Federal.  State,  and  local  gov- 
ernments. If  we  really  believe  in  the 
importance  of  Slate  and  local  govern- 
ments as  inteiMal  parts  of  the  Federal 
system,  we  should  move  promptly  as  a 
Conuress  to  establish  this  study  com- 
mission. 

NATIONAL    MEMORIAL    CEMETERY 
OF  THE  PACIP^IC   (HONOLULU) 

Mr    FARRINGTON     Mr.   Speaker,   I 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  delegate  from  Hawaii? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  National  M.^morial  Cemetery  of  the 
Pacific  came  inio  being  in  1948. 

Punchbowl  C:"ater  was  cho.sen  as  the 
site  for  this  memorial.  It  is  the  remains 
of  an  extinct  volcano  which  rises  dra- 
matically just  back  of  the  city  of  Hono- 
lulu. Pearl  Harbor,  where  World  War 
II  began,  can  be  clearly  seen  from  the 
nm  of  this  crater.  The  site  is  known 
among  Hawaiians  as  Puowaina  or  the 
Hill  of  Sacrifice. 

It  was  decided  in  the  80th  Congress 
that  this  site  was  better  suited  than  any 
other  to  serve  as  the  final  resting  place 
for  America's  Pacific  war  dead.  Re- 
mains of  more  than  14,000  American 
boys,  who  gave  their  lives  to  their  coun- 
try, have  been  interred  in  this  cemetery 
since   Congress  first  appropriated   $1,- 


IT'J  000  to  prepare  the  site  for  this  pur- 

I  he  original  plans  <'ontemplated  con- 
stiuclion  of  an  amph  theater  and  other 
features  that  would  give  this  site  the 
character  of  a  memoi  ial  .suitable  txj  the 
urcat  sacnlice  made  i)y  those  at  rest  in 
tins  cemetery.  It  h.is  been  frequently 
referred  to  as  the  "A-lington  of  the  Pa- 
cific ■■  But  the.se  plans  were  postponed 
because  of  the  outbr.'ak  of  the  Korean 
war  m  June  of  1950. 

.'-ince  then  interment  of  boys  who  have 
lost  their  lives  in  the  Korean  war  is  oc- 
curring  almost   daily 

And  what  has  happened  in  the  mean- 
lime 
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The  white  cresses  which  have  .served 
traditionally  to  maik  temporarily  the 
Kr;.ves  of  the  war  dea  1  in  American  mili- 
tary cemeteries  have  l»een  removed.  This 
was  done  within  a  period  of  a  few  hours 
on  September  24,  1)51.  It  created  a 
storm  of  protest  from  all  parts  of  the 
cnun'iv  that  Ls  still  teing  heard  and  will 
continue  to  be  heard  until  appropriate 
.M<ps  are  taken  to  correct  this  shameful 
and  needless  act. 

The  appearance  of  he  cemetery,  more- 
ov(  r.  is  growinu  proi  rcssively  worse  be- 
cir.ise  of  inadequate  :are.  Many  of  the 
pl.mts  arc  dead  and  dying.  In  many 
1  .ices  th.e  grass  is  parched  and  dry. 
Il.ou.sands  of  dolla  s  invested  in  the 
or/inal  landscaping  is  being  lost  by  in- 
ac'.'^quate  maintenani  e. 

Tho.se  immediately  responsible  for  this 
c.-metery— this  great  war  memorial— 
cannot  possibly  mec"  the  problem  until 
adequate  funds  are  provided  for  main- 
tenance. 

There  can  be  no  e>  cu.se  for  the  neglect 
that  has  marked  thi  care  of  this  ceme- 
teiv.  no  blame  exc.pt  on  Congress  for 
its  failure  to  provue  the  funds  neces- 
saiv  for  this  purpos'. 

I  am.  therefore,  irquesting  the  Com- 
mittee on  Approprii  tions  in  the  interest 
of  suund  economy,  as  well  as  in  the  name 
of  the  famines  of  those  American  boys 
who  are  at  rest  in  this  cemetery,  to  pro- 
vidi'  at  least  the  funds  for  proper  main- 
tenance until  such  t.me  as  Cont:re.ss  feels 
the  additional  expenditures  nece.s.sary  to 
compli  te  this  mr-mt  rial  can  be  made. 

I  am.  in  addition  introducing  today  a 
bill  to  authorize  aid  direct  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  to  restore  the  white 
cros.ses. 

The  continuation  of  the  use  of  the 
white  crosses  as  temporary  markers 
would  not  establisl  any  precedent.  On 
the  contiary.  it  woi  Id  be  in  keeping  with 
the  traditional  piaciice  in  military  ceme- 
teries where  new  interments  are  being 
continued.  Certainly  the  use  of  these 
cro.sses  in  this  cemetery  is  appropriate 
until  such  time  as  the  entire  area  can  be 
converted  into  the  memorial  that  was 
originally  contempated. 


enjoys    a    higher    standing    than    our 
country's  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion.   The  reputation  of  our  FBI  has 
been  built  upon  its  record  of  absolute 
integrity  of  personnel,  loyalty  and  de- 
votion to  America,  and  unequaled  skill 
in  the  discharge  of  public  responsibility. 
One  of  the  outstanding  men  in  this 
branch  of  our  Government  is  Clyde  A. 
Tolson.     Today     marks     a     significant 
milestone  in  his  career.     Mr.  Tolson  is 
completing     25     years    of     outstanding 
public  service  as  the  Associate  Director 
of  the  FBI.     He  is  just  starting  on  his 
next  25,  and  the  people  of  our  country 
owe  him  an  unrepayable  debt  of  grati- 
tude.    When  you  get  men  hke  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  and  Clyde  Tolson  to  work  for 
our    Government,    you    have    achieved 
something  perm::nent  and  good.     These 
men  have  attracted  splendid  people  to 
their  department.     They  have  made  it 
a  source  of  pride  to  all  good  Americans 
and  a  .source  of  fear  to  every  potential 
lawbreaker.     I   know   that   I   speak   for 
the  people  of  our  country  in  offering  our 
sincere  congratulations  to  Clyde  Tolson 
for  a  job  well  done.     From  Maine   to 
California,  we  thank  him. 


nal  Revenue,  at  the  time  that  he  filed  his 
income-tax  return: 

Pebruart  26,  1953. 

BTTREAU  or  INTEENAL  RE\ENtJE, 

Milwaukee.  Wis. 
Gentlemen:    This    tax   Is    being   remitted 
under  protest.    I  feel  no  moral  obligation  to 
pay  such  a  tax,  only  a  legal  obligation  under 
threat  of  legal  action.    My  reasons  should  be 
plain  to  any  Intelligent  American.     BiUions 
of  our  tax  dollars  are  being  showered  upon 
Great   Britain   to   buy   their   friendship  and 
promote  state  socialism  while  Canada,  one  of 
the  members  of  the  British  Commonwealth, 
which  Is  morally  If  not  economically  bound 
to  bail   out  our  British   cousins,   Is   cutting 
taxes  bv  11  percent.     And  while  we  are  sub- 
sidizing England,  among  others,  she  Is  selling 
and  delivering  oil  and  other  war  materials  to 
Red  China  which   has  been  responsible   for 
death   and   injury   of   tens  of   thousands   of 
American     sons,     brothers,     and     husbands. 
When  will  this  Insane  squandering  of  Ameri- 
can   lives    and    resources   come   to    an    end; 
when  will  the  well  run  dry? 

Thomas  P.  Dallman, 

Miluaukee,  Wis. 


TRIBUTE  TO  CLYDE  A.  TOLSON 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  tentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  ob  lection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  Gov- 
ernment service  anywhere  in  the  world 
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THE  NECESSITY  FOR  TAX 

REDUCTION  NOW 

Mr.    KERSTEN    of    Wisconsin.      Mr. 

Speaker,    I   ask   unanimous   consent   to 

extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 

RECtRD. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    KERSTEN    of    Wisconsin.      Mr. 
Speaker,  tax  reduction  is  one  of  the  first 
necessities  of  the  Republican  adminis- 
tration.    It  is  vital  at  this  time  to  re- 
store   the    confidence    of    the    average 
worker  and  businessman.    In  many  re- 
spects we  have  reached  and  passed  the 
law  of  diminishing  returns  in  the  field 
of  taxation.     Taxation  has  become  con- 
fiscation.    Many  people  are   not  using 
their  full  earning  power  because  they 
believe  they  are  not  working  for  them- 
selves but  for  the  Government.    This  is 
a  dangerous  public  psychology.     It  can 
put  us  on  the  road  down  which  the  Brit- 
ish people  are  marching  to  mediocrity. 
We  must  first  restore  public  confidence 
by  a  definite  tax  cut  of  at  least  10  percent 
to  spark  the  best  efforts  of  the  American 
people  to  produce  to  full  capacity.    The 
worker  is  becoming  discouraged,  and  the 
businessman    is   becoming    discouraged, 
because  of  the  heavy  tax  load.    Tax  re- 
duction at  this  time  might  actually  in- 
crease Government  revenue  by  increas- 
ing earning  power. 

I  predict  that  when  the  petition  to 
bring  the  tax  bill  to  the  floor  of  the  House 
immediately  after  the  Easter  recess  is 
circulated  among  the  Members  that  it 
will  be  signed  immediately  by  the  vast 
majority  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  and 
that  the  House  wiU  reduce  taxes  and 
sUrt  the  baU  roUing  toward  sanity  in 
taxation. 

I  include  within  my  remarks  herein  a 
letter  written  by  Thomas  P.  Dallman.  of 
Milwaukee.  Wis.,  to  the  Bureau  of  Inter- 


INCOME  TAX  RELIEF 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wonder  how  long  our  income  taxpayers 
will  endure  the  hostile  attitude  of  those 
who    are    blocking    tax    relief    under 

H.  R.  1? 

Practically  50  million  sovereign  citi- 
zens on  the  tax  rolls  were  promised  by 
candidates  running  for  Congress  last  No- 
vember that,  if  elected,  they  would  re- 
duce individual  income  taxes.  I  intro- 
duced H.  R.  1  on  the  opening  day  of  the 
83d  Congress  to  fulfill  in  good  faith  that 
promise.  ' 

"It  is  a  great  art  to  know  how  to  sell 
wind"— Baltasar.  Was  the  Republican 
promise  a  mere  sale  of  wind? 


MOTOR  POOLS  FOR  GOVERNMENT 

VEHICLES 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.     Mr. 

Speaker,   I  ask   unanimous   consent   to 

address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 

revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Federal  Government  today 
is  the  largest  fleet  operator  of  motor 
vehicles  in  the  world.  Federal  agencies 
own  and  operate  approximately  100.000 
automobiles  and  trucks.  These  vehicles 
travel  nearly  a  billion  miles  each  year. 

I  am  convinced  that  this  vast  fleet  of 
Government  motor  vehicles  could  be 
much  more  economically  and  efficiently 
operated  if  the  use  requirements  were 
consolidated  and  if  all  of  the  vehicles  in 
areas  of  high  density  were  placed  under 
centralized  authority  and  control. 

All  the  money  we  appropriate  here  is 
deemed  necessary.  But  many  of  the  tax- 
payers' dollars  are  spent  needlessly  and 
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wastefuUy.  It  behooves  us  to  search  out 
the  holes  in  the  dike  and  close  them  up 
wherever  possible. 

I  offer  a  proposal  in  furtherance  of  this 
objective.  I  have  just  introduced  a  bill 
which  I  believe  will  go  far  toward  elimi- 
nating waste  in  government  transporta- 
tion and  in  the  use  of  furniture  and  office 
equipment. 

This  bill  is  similar  to  one  which  was 
introduced  at  the  last  session  by  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown).  I 
have  discussed  the  subject  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  and  have  his  permis- 
sion to  introduce  this  legislation. 

The  bill  I  have  introduced  goes  some- 
what further  than  the  Brown  bill  in 
that  I  have  included  a  provision  which 
authorizes  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  to  adopt  and  prescribe  stand- 
ards of  physical  fitness  and  uniform  min- 
imum requirements  for  the  operation  of 
Government  vehicles. 

This  provision  was  included  in  my  bill 
to  eliminate  as  nearly  as  possible  incom- 
petent and  unsafe  operation  of  motor 
vehicles.  My  hope  is  that  by  adopting 
such  standards  we  may  be  able  to  reduce 
the  annual  vehicle  accident  rate  and 
thereby  produce  substantial  savings  to 
the  Government  and  reduce  the  hazards 
of  the  highways  for  all  who  use  them. 

To  point  up  the  need  for  this  reform.  I 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  more  than 
one-half  million  Federal  employees  have 
authority  to  operate  motor  vehicles  on 
the  highways  of  this  country. 

In  many  instances  there  is  no  require- 
ment other  than  that  they  be  on  the 
Federal  payroll  to  constitute  their  au- 
thority to  operate  motor  vehicles  in  the 
conduct  of  Government  business. 

In  other  instances,  the  only  require- 
ment is  the  possession  of  a  State  or  local 
operator's  license.  These  are  still  ob- 
tainable in  this  country  in  some  places 
for  a  nominal  fee  without  examinations. 
Even  in  those  States  that  require  oper- 
ator's examinations,  the  scope  of  the 
examination  is  highly  varied  and  all  too 
often  involves  no  actual  test  of  the  pros- 
pective operator's  ability  to  operate  a 
motor  vehicle  safely. 

I  believe  we  should  adopt  minimum 
standards  of  physical  fitness  and  qualifi- 
cations that  all  who  would  operate  Gov- 
ernment vehicles  should  meet. 

Another  feature  of  this  bill  would  put 
teeth  into  the  statutes  which  deal  with 
the  misuse  of  Goverrunent  cars  for  other 
than  public  business.  While  the  bill 
does  not  intend  that  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  shall  be  called  upon 
to  don  leather  puttees  and  a  unifoj-m  and 
act  as  a  traffic  cop.  adequate  provision 
IS  made  to  punish  those  who  are  guilty 
of  misusing  Government  vehicles.  It  is 
quite  irritating  to  the  general  public  to 
observe  Government-owned  vehicles  be- 
ing operated  on  the  streets  of  any  city 
on  other  than  official  business.  I  think 
firm  steps  should  be  taken  to  hold  such 
misuse  of  Government  vehicles  to  an 
absolute  minimum. 

There  is  another  feature  of  this  bill  to 
which  attention  should  be  called.  It 
would  authorize  the  Administrator  of 
General  Services,  when  arranging  to 
move  an  agency  from  one  location  to 
another,  to  move  only  such  furniture, 
furnishings,  and  office  equipment  as  can- 


not more  efficiently  and  economically  be 
made  available  at  the  new  location. 
This  provision  would  accept  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Hoover  Commission 
and  many  management  studies  which 
advise  that  it  is  much  cheaper  to  "move 
the  people  retther  than  the  furniture  "  in 
agency  relocations. 

But  the  principal  feature  of  the  bill  is 
the  authorization  for  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  to  establish  and  op- 
erate motor  vehicle  pools  for  the  use  of 
Federal  agencies.  The  General  Services 
Administration  has  already  proved  that 
this  plan  can  be  effective.  GSA  operates 
and  maintains  centralized  control  of  its 
own  motor  vehicles  in  the  Washing; ton 
area,  and  the  result  has  been  greatly  re- 
duced operating  cost.s.  Since  the  plan 
has  been  in  effect  in  GSA.  the  workload 
of  that  agency  has  materially  increased 
although  at  the  same  time  the  number 
of  vehicles  used  by  the  agency  has  been 
reduced  from  312  to  277.  Furtheimore. 
the  plan  has  resulted  in  reducinu  pas- 
senger car  requirements  of  the  GSA  in 
Washington  from  36  to  8. 

There  are  other  instances  of  Govern- 
ment operations  where  motor  pools  are 
operated  on  an  intra-a^ency  basis.  I 
am  informed  by  GSA  that  in  each  one  of 
these  instances  such  operation  has  dem- 
onstrated increased  efliciency  and  im- 
proved economies  which  would  seem  to 
justify  comjJletely  an  extension  of  the 
system  on  an  interagency  basis. 

There  are  many  areas  within  the 
United  States  where  there  exists  ii  hiuh 
density  of  Federal  vehicle  population  re- 
stricted to  a  comparatively  >m.ill  oper- 
ating area.  For  example,  the  bulk  of  the 
Federal  ayeocies  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia are  located  within  an  area  of 
approximately  30  .square  miles.  Similar 
situations  exist  in  other  areas,  such  a>, 
for  example,  the  concentration  of  ve- 
hicles in  the  Chicago  area.  Within  that 
area  there  are  prestnlly  beinu  operated 
some  500  Government  owned  pa^senuer 
cars  and  a  number  of  motor  trucks. 
Similar  conditions  exist  in  Denver.  San 
Francisco.  New  Orleans,  Los  Ani^cles.  St. 
Louis,  and  m  many  other  cities  ?nd  lo- 
cations. If  the  motor  vehicles  in  these 
areas  were  properly  con.solidated  into  a 
centralized  and  well  oruanized  and  prop- 
erly managed  motor  pool,  I  beheve  bi-; 
dollar  and  cent  savings  would  result  to 
the  Government. 

In  addition  to  actual  .savings  in  money, 
such  procedure  would  give  assurance 
that  the  general  public  will  not  witness 
the  irntatinK  spectacle  of  the  bureau- 
crats in  various  Government  agencies 
vying  with  each  other  and  all  for  a  lead 
place  in  the  traffic  lanes  in  a  Govern- 
ment car  operated  at  the  taxpayers"  ex- 
pense. 

COMMITTEE  ON   BANKING   AND 
CURRENCY 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  that  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  may  have  un- 
til midnight  Wednesday,  April  8.  to  file 
a  report  on  H  R.  4004. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  ao  objection. 


LAWRENCE    TO    LONG    BEACH    AIR 
RACES— WOMEN  ON  THE  WING 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous con.sent  to  addre.ss  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts'' 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  "weaker 
sex '? 

Throw  that  phrase  away.  It  was  just 
male  propaganda  all  the  time. 

Many  a  brave  man  quails  at  the 
thought  of  standing  on  a  stepladder  to 
wash  the  outside  windows — first  floor. 

As  far  as  becomin-:  a  bird  is  concerned, 
he  ju'^t  is  not  up  to  it. 

Aviation  has  come  a  long  way  since 
the  hed'-;e-hopping  Wricht  brothers  first 
flew  thiou^ih  the  air.  but  not  with  the 
greatest  oi"  ease,  back  there  in  19C3  To- 
day we  snap  necks  as  we  watch  the 
jets  streakmu  by. 

The  speed  of  planes  now  exceeds  that 
of  sound,  but  the  women  have  done  even 
better.  They  were  grounded  by  jealous 
males  until  World  War  I  started  a  revo- 
lution that  IS  still  Komg  on.  Once  they 
were  given  the  chance,  they  promptly 
proceeded  to  make  up  for  the  lost  time, 
and  have  been  amazinn  us  ever  since. 

This  year  the  little  women  are  leadini 
the  sky  parade  that  is  celebrating  the 
50th  anniversiiry  of  powered  flight. 

In  tribute  to  the  Writzht  brothers  and 
to  the  swift  proure.ss  that  aviation  has 
made  in  the  pa'-t  half  century,  more  than 
50  wom»»n  pih^ts  will  take  off  from  the 
Lawrence,  Ma^s  ,  airport  on  July  3  on  a 
tran.sconlinenlal  air  race  to  Long  Beach, 
Calif. 

Sponsored  by  the  99s.  Inc  .  this  i.s  the 
first  westward  flitiht  competition  by  the 
clever  and  courageous  ladies  who  are 
pioneerinL;  m  the  great  tradition  of 
Amelia  Eai  hart. 

Law  renc<'  is  proud  to  be  selected  as  the 
jump-ofl  iJKJint  for  this  thriilinu  lest. 

Wc  too.  are  reachinti  for  new  horizons. 
with  the  enterprising  spirit  that  wants 
to  hasten  tomorrow's  progress  for  the 
service  of  today 

In  step  with  the  air  ace,  we  invite 
progressive  industries  to  join  with  us  and 
create  new  opportunities  in  Lawrence 
which  IS  on  llie  mam  line  of  modern 
l!an>port. 

The  Mas^achiisett.s  Lepi.^-lature  i^  plaii- 
nin'j.  to  adopt  a  resolution  that  will  ex- 
press m  behalf  of  our  Commonwealth, 
the  siL;nificance  of  aviation,  our  debt  to 
those  who  made  a  dream  become  reality, 
and  our  admiration  for  the  women  who 
are  taking  a  leading  role  m  its  develop- 
ment. 

I  ask  the  Conure.s.s  of  the  United  States 
to  approve  a  .similar  resolution  which  I 
am  happy  to  pre.sent. 

In  honor  of  the  far-seeing  Wright 
brothers,  of  the  new  freedom  they  cre- 
ated for  us.  and  of  the  fine  spirit  of  com- 
petitive sport.smanship  in  all  fields  which 
powers  our  progress.  I  believe  we  should 
give  national  prominence  to  this  event. 

Women's  salute  to  aviation  is  symbol- 
ized by  the  Lawience-to-Long  Beach  air 
race. 

We  return  the  .salute  by  congre.s- 
sional  recognition  of  the  up-and-coming 
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women  pilots  who  arc  the  trail  blazers 
for  their  sex. 

Most  women  enjoy  the  reputation  of 
being  earth-bound  ant  els.  but  the  99'ers 
ue  really  winging  thraugh  the  heavens. 


principle  is  established  that  the  Federal 
Govenunent  assumes  certain  authority 
and  control  over  that  to  which  it 
contributes. 


RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FEDERAL. 
STATE.  AND  LOCAL  GOVERN- 
MENTS 

Mr  BURLESON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
mv  remarks.  • 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr  BLTRLESON.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
very  interested  in  the  remarks  made  by 
the    gentleman    from    Wisconsin    IMr. 
Byrnes!  who  just  pneeded  me,  regard- 
ing the  relationship  b«  tween  the  Federal. 
.siite    and   local   go%ernments.     If   the 
P'es.s  correctly   repoits  the  cqnference 
c  iUed  by  President  E  senhower  with  the 
mavors  of  big  cities  and  certain  local 
'•nvernmental  leaders  he  evidently  must 
be  rather  di.sappointe  i.  becau.se  they  told 
him  that  they  wanted  the  paternalistic 
attitude  of  the  Feden  1  Government  con- 
tinued.    What     does     that     mean?     It 
means  that   we   will   continue  to  have 
bi"    government,    and    big    government 
will  get  bigger.     There  is  no  other  re- 
Milt    and  the  big  cit>  mayors  and  these 
local  government  lei.ders  still  want  the 
Federal  Government  to  help  in  various 
pro  1  ecus  whjch  costs  millions  of  dollars. 
Those  millions  can  enly  be  obtained  by 
h:i'h  taxes  and  the  t  \x  dollar  has  a  way 
of  losing  its  value  irom  the  time  it  is 
collected  from  the  'axpayer  until  it  is 
returned  to  pay  for  some  local  service. 
If    local    governmei  t    would    u.se    that 
dollar  without  its  round  trip  to  Wash - 
incton   more  value  would  be  received. 

Of  course,  we  all  realize  we  have  to 
have  Federal  a.ssist.ince  for  highways, 
for  harbors,  for  airi>orts.  and  for  a  lot 
of  tho.'^e  things  which  affect  national 
defen.se,  but  the  loc  U  governmenUs  are 
gomn  to  get  as  muci  from  the  Federal 
Government  as  the>  can  get,  yet  they 
want  their  taxes  red  iced  and  they  want 
expenses  reduced  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing.  The  two  just  do  not  go  together. 
So  until  the  big-city  mayors  and  the 
local  government  leaders  decide  and 
a'.;ree  that  they  shou  d  assume  their  own 
responsibility  and  pa v  for  it.  we  are  going 
to  have  big  government, 

I  was  gratified  to  see  that  the  distin- 
guished majority  lei  der  IMr.  HalleckI 
has  introduced  the  b  11  H.  R.  4406  in  line 
with  the  Presidents  recommendation 
that  a  very  careful  study  be  given  to 
the  matter  of  Fedeial -State -local  gov- 
ernment relationsh  ps.  Until  that  Is 
done;  until  our  phiU  sophies  change  and 
until  greater  dependence  on  ourselves  is 
a.^serted.  we  will  h.ive  big  and  bigger 
government  in  Wasl.ington. 

I  doubt  if  the  attitude  of  the  mayors 
of  the  big  cities  is  encouraging  to  Presi- 
dent ELsenhower. 

It  seems  to  me  the  basic  fact  to  re- 
member Ls  that  oui  freedom  would  be 
very  limited  if  the  United  States  were 
governed  by  only  one  national  authority. 
In  large  measure,  fnedom  is  the  product 
of  local  control  ove.*  local  affairs.    The 


INVESTIGATING  COMMITTEES 
Mr.  SIKES.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Flor- 
ida? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  SIKES.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  we 
have  safely  reached  the  point  where  we 
should  have  an  investigating  committee 
to  investigate  investigating  committees. 
That  is  about  all  there  is  left  uninvesti- 
gated.    We  are  making  ourselves  look 
somewhat  silly,  and  I  question  whether 
we  are  contributing  anything  salutary  to 
the  public  interest  by  the  multiplicity  of 
investigations   Congress   is    conducting. 
So,  I  say  again,  I  think  it  is  time  for  an 
investigating   committee   to   investigate 
investigating    committees,   and    I    hope 
this  may  result  in  an  end  to  unjustifi- 
able investigating  committees. 


THE  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 
Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.    Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
Hou.se  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  Easter  recess  marks  the  end  of 
the  preliminary  period,  the  planting  sea- 
son, so  to  speak,  for  the  1st  session  of 
the  83d  Congress.  What  we  shall  har- 
vest remains  to  be  seen. 

It  would  be  easy,  but  hardly  fair,  to 
say  that  the  first  Repubhcan  adminis- 
tration in  20  years  has  accomplished 
very  Uttle  in  these  first  few  months  of 
its  tenure. 

The  first  few  weeks  after  we  convened, 
and  pending  the  inauguration  and 
state  of  the  Union  message  from  the 
new  President,  were  devoted  to  organ- 
ization of  the  Congress.  And  it  was  not 
until  February  9  that  the  outlines  of  a 
legislative  program  emerged  from  a  con- 
ference of  the  majority  leaders  of  the 
Congress  with  President  Eisenhower. 

It  listed  11  major  points  on  which 
action  at  this  first  session  was  proposed. 
On  two  of  these,  extension  of  the  Presi- 
dents  reorganization  powers,  and  sub- 
merged lands,  the  House  has  acted  favor- 
ablv ;  the  former  being  enacted  into  law 
and  the  latter  now  before  the  Senate. 

Of  course,  the  11-point  program  was 
an  informal  schedule.  It  was  never  in- 
tended to  be  rigid  or  inflexible,  excluding 
subjects  other  than  those  listed. 

Nevertheless  it  is  perhaps  significant 
that  the  program  of  the  majority  lead- 
ership made  no  mention  of  taxes,  of 
budget  balancing,  or  of  foreign  aid. 

The  truth  is  that  the  RepubUcan  Party 
has  come  up  against  the  hard  facts  of 
reality.  It  has  made  the  painful  dis- 
covery, after  so  many  years  of  gaily  fling- 
ing bricks  from  the  sidelines,  that  it  is 
a  lot  harder  to  carry  the  burdens  of  re- 
sponsibiUty;  that  it  is  more  difficult  to 


administer  the  afifairs  of  this  great  Na- 
tion than  it  is  to  vent  destructive  criti- 
cism at  the  administrators. 

As  a  consequence  it  is  not  surprising 
that  in  these  early  months  there  has 
been  considerable  backing  and  filling  on 
the  part  of  the  new  team ;  of  dissensions 
between  at  least  some  of  the  Republi- 
cans in  Congress  and  the  Republican 
administration;  of  uncertainty  and  lack 
of  strong  leadership. 

From  this  situation  the  Democratic 
Party.  I  assure  you,  derives  little  joy. 
Having  for  so  many  years  at  this  critical 
stage  of  world  affairs  carried  the  fear- 
some burden  of  responsibility,  we  can  ap- 
preciate the  problems  faced  by  the  Re- 
publicans today. 

It  has  become  quite  evident  by  now 
that  the  new  leadership  of  our  Govern- 
ment finds  its  principal  opposition  on 
many  vital  issues  comes,  not  from  the 
Democratic  Party,  but  from  within  its 
own  Republican  ranks.  This  is  a  matter 
with  which  only  they  themselves  can 
deal. 

As  for  the  Democratic  Party,  we  will 
support  those  policies  and  programs  that 
best  insure  peace,  prosperity,  and  the 
welfare  of  the  people.  We  will  oppose 
measures  that  jeopardize  national  secu- 
rity for  the  sake  of  political  expediency. 
We  will  not  barter  the  safety  of  the  Na- 
tion for  budget  savings.  We  will  not 
sacrifice  defense  needs  for  the  mere  sake 
of  economy. 

At  this  hour,  when  Stalin's  successor 
in  the  Kremlin  is  seeking  in  numerous 
ways  to  convince  the  world  that  the  So- 
viet's intentions  are  peaceful,  I  fervently 
hope  that  we  shall  stand  firm  in  our 
resolution  to  build  up  our  own  strength. 
Too  often  in  the  past  have  we  weakly 
barkened  to  the  siren  call  to  bring  our 
boys  home,  only  to  pay  a  tragic  cost 
later. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  expect  that  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower,  in  whom  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  our  citizens  re- 
posed their  confidence  last  November, 
will  for  the  sake  of  the  Nation  soon  re- 
solve or  overcome  the  differences  within 
his  own  Republican  Party. 

His  position  requires  also  a  strong  and 
forthright  leadership  that  points  the  way 
for  Congress — 

On  a  foreign-aid  program  that  will 
assure  the  continued  adherence  of  our 
allies  abroad  to  the  cause  of  the  free 
nations. 

On  a  revision  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law 
that  will  put  labor-management  rela- 
tions on  a  sound  basis,  but  on  which  he 
has  made  no  recommendations  whatever. 
On  fiscal  policies  that  will  resolve  the 
question  of  lower  taxes  or  a  balanced 
budget,  on  which  likewise  there  have 
been  no  official  recommendations  to  the 
Congress  from  the  administration. 

Let  us  hope  that  when  we  return  from 
this  recess  the  Republican  Party's  new 
leadership  of  the  Nation,  both  in  the 
executive  and  in  the  Congress,  will  begin 
to  lead. 


MARKETING  OF  FARM  CROPS 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimotis  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  farmers  of  the  United  States  to- 
day are  in  an  extremely  difficult  situa- 
tion. They  have  gone  all-out  in  their 
effort  to  supply  the  food  and  the  fibers 
which  their  Government  told  them 
would  be  required  for  our  own  use  in  the 
period  of  mobilization  and  for  the  use  of 
our  friends  and  allies  abroad.  Now  they 
are  finding  the  demand  is  not  as  large 
as  they  had  been  led  to  expect.  Prices 
are  tumbling  on  all  the  principal  agri- 
cultural commodities.  To  cite  a  few: 
cotton  prices  have  declined  18  percent  in 
the  last  year;  wheat.  6  percent;  corn  and 
oats,  13  percent;  beef  cattle,  28  percent; 
lambs,  24  percent;  milk,  9  percent. 

In  most  cases  the  reason  for  this  dras- 
tic decline  can  be  found  in  the  reduction 
of  our  agricultural  exports. 

Cotton  is  an  excellent  example  of  what 
has  happened.  Cotton  exports  for  the 
first  half  of  this  current  season  are  only 
half  what  they  were  a  year  ago.  The 
price  has  tumbled  from  over  40  cents  a 
pound  down  to  33  cents.  The  price  has 
fallen  much  faster  than  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction and  the  price  of  the  things  the 
farmer  buys.  There  are  several  reasons 
for  this  drop  in  exports.  The  price  com- 
petition from  the  cotton  in  other  coun- 
tries has  been  much  keener  than  it  has 
in  previous  years  because  of  a  some- 
what larger  supply  in  the  rest  of  the 
world.  But  there  is  no  real  surplus  of 
cotton  in  the  world.  The  biggest  re- 
duction in  our  exports  has  resulted  from 
a  reduction  in  stocks  in  the  foreign  mills. 
Stocks  in  foreign  mills  today  are  about 
a  million  bales  below  what  they  were  a 
year  ago.  Most  of  the  reduction  has 
been  in  American  cotton.  The  foreign 
mills  suffered  huge  losses  during  the  last 
2  years  as  a  result  of  a  sharp  upsurge  and 
then  a  drastic  decline  in  the  world  mar- 
ket prices  for  cotton  and  textiles.  In 
fact,  they  lost  a  great  part  of  their  cap- 
ital and  today  do  not  have  the  resources 
to  carry  large  inventories.  As  a  result 
of  the  experience  they  are  also  very  cau- 
tious and  are  buying  on  a  hand-to- 
mouth  basis  fearing  to  take  further  mar- 
ket risks.  Unfortunately,  the  foreign 
spinners  for  the  most  part  do  not  have 
ready  access  to  dollar  exchange  and 
therefore  cannot  protect  themselves 
against  changes:  in  the  market  price  by 
hedging  their  cotton  purchases  on  the 
New  York  or  New  Orleans  cotton  futures 
exchange.  There  are  no  other  futures 
exchanges  in  the  world  today  which  they 
can  use. 

I  have  introduced  a  bill  (H.  R.  4147)  to 
amend  the  Export-Import  Bank  Act  of 
1945,  as  amended,  to  aid  the  farmers  in 
marketing  their  crops.  This  bill  seeks  to 
stimulate  and  facilitate  United  States 
exports  by  providing  insurance  to  pro- 
tect United  States  merchants  against 
losses  of  their  merchandise  stored  in 
foreign  countries  as  a  result  of  war,  con- 
fiscation, seizure,  and  so  forth.  Insur- 
ance protection  against  these  risks  is  not 
available  at  the  present  time  after  the 
merchandise  is  unloaded  from  the  ship. 

This  bill  was  written  primarily  to  en- 
courage cotton  exports  but  it  is  appli- 
cable to  all  United  States  exports.   There 


are  a  number  of  agricultural  commodi- 
ties that  stand  to  benefit,  including  fruits 
and  vegetables,  tobacco,  and  possibly 
wheat  and  wheat  flour.  Manufactured 
commodities  could  al-so  be  included. 

This  bill  would  encouraj;e  cotton  ex- 
ports in  a  number  of  ways.  In  the  fir-st 
place,  it  would  help  United  States  cotton 
meet  its  competition  from  other  growths 
and  fBom  synthetic  fibers  by  permittini; 
exporters  to  sell  on  more  favorable  terms. 
At  the  present  time  most  cotton  is  sold 
on  terms  that  require  payment  before 
shipment.  Since  foreign-mill  capital 
has  been  greatly  reduced  and  since  the 
volume  of  credit  is  limited  and  the  in- 
terest rates  are  hish — from  8  to  12  per- 
cent— it  is  extremely  difficult  for  mo.^i 
foreign  mills  tc  finance  cotton  for  a 
period  of  several  months  before  they  ac- 
tually use  it  in  the  mill.  By  providmt;  in- 
surance protection  for  the  cotton  in  for- 
eign countries  the  United  States  export- 
er would  then  be  in  a  position  to  .•-cU  on 
deferred  payment  terms.  F'oreitin  mills 
would  very  much  like  to  buy  on  cash- 
on-arrival  terms,  for  instance,  and  some 
may  require  additional  financin'.;.  At  the 
present  time  a  few  lari^e  international 
firms  are  selling  foreijin-urowth  cotton 
on  deferred-payment  terms.  Synthetic 
fiber  producers  generally  sell  foreu-in 
mills  on  deferred-payment  terms.  With 
this  insurance  available  the  Ameiican 
banks  have  indicated  they  will  be  wiiliuu 
to  finance  sales  bv  United  States  mer- 
chants generally  on  a  deferred-payment 
basis  such  as  cash  on  arrival.  This  will 
greatly  facilitate  the  ability  of  the  small 
shipper  in  the  United  States  in  meetint; 
competition.  The  foreign  spinners  say 
such  favoridle  terms  would  definitely  in- 
duce them  to  buy  American  cotton. 
They  further  state  that  the  payment 
terms  offset  the  price  disadvantage  to  a 
large  extent. 

Another  advantage  of  this  insurance 
is  that  it  will  permit  commercial  inter- 
ests in  the  United  States  to  a.ssume  the 
cost  of  rebuilding  and  maintaining  the 
pipeline  rtocks  for  foreign  consuming 
countries.  It  will  cost  at  least  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  to  two  hundred  million 
dollars  to  rebuild  the  cotton  pipeline 
to  the  level  which  the  foreign  mills 
feel  is  desirable  from  the  standpoint  of 
security  and  efficiency.  If  the  foieiuu 
countries  are  required  to  make  available 
the  foreign  exchange  to  rebuild  these 
stocks  this  will  represent  a  con.->iderable 
drain  on  their  treasuries.  This  is  one 
way  to  transfer  the  burden  of  financing,' 
foreign  governments  from  thr  MS^  to 
the  private  industries.  To  the  extent 
that  it  is  done  it  will  represent  a  saving 
to  the  United  States  Government. 

Furthermore,  because  of  the  lower  in- 
terest rates  and  because  they  can  pro- 
tect themselves  by  hedging  the.se  stocks 
on  the  futures  exchanges.  United  States 
exporters  can  carry  this  cotton  much 
cheaper  than  the  foreigners  can.  This  i.s 
another  way  to  meet  price  competition. 

It  will  also  be  a  tremendous  advan- 
tage in  increasing  United  States  cotton 
sales  and  also  in  increasing  consumption 
of  United  States  cotton  if  this  cotton 
is  available  for  the  mills  as  they  need 
it.  Another  advantage  is  that  the  mills 
can  select  the  kind  of  cotton  they  want. 

This  measure  would  not  put  the  Gov- 
ernment  in   competition    with   private 


business  since  commercial  insurance 
companies  report  they  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  write  such  policies  at  the  present 
time.  Furthermore,  it  is  contemplated 
under  the  propo.sed  program  that  the 
Export-Import  Bank  would  simply  as- 
sume the  abnormal  or  political  risks 
which  private  companies  would  not  be 
in  a  position  to  a.s.sume  except  at  rates 
which  would  be  prohibitive.  In  all  other 
respects  the  prok;ram  could  be  handled 
by  commercial  compaines  as  agents  as 
they  now  opt  rate  under  the  special  man- 
time-msuiance  program. 

Under  normal  conditions  the  program 
should  not  cost  the  Government  any- 
thiim  as  premiums  charged  should  be 
sufTicient  to  cover  normal  los.ses.  The 
only  cost  to  the  Government  would  be  in 
the  event  of  very  abnormal  los.ses  such 
as  would  occur  in  the  event  of  all-out 
war.  m  which  ca.se  the  lohs  would  be 
another  cost  of  war.  Even  in  such 
eventuality  the  total  loss  would  doubt- 
less be  considerably  less  than  the  total 
amount  at  ri^k  at  any  one  time,  which 
would  be  limited  to  $100  million.  This 
program  would  not  involve  any  Govern.- 
ment  expt-nditure  unle.ss  and  until  los."-es 
as  a  result  of  war.  and  so  forth,  exceeded 
capital  buiit  up  through  premiums. 

Hie  coverage  of  the  bill  is  limited  to 
per.sonal  property  U'-ed  in  commercial 
intercourse  and  located  in  any  friendly 
nation  outside  the  United  States  to  the 
extent  that  such  property  is  owned 
wholly  or  in  part  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States  or  to  the  extent  that  such  prop- 
erty constitutes  security  for  financial  ob- 
lif;ations  owed  to  citizens  of  the  United 
Stat(  s  in  connection  with  commercial 
intrrcour.se  Tlie  exported  commodities 
to  be  eligible  mu.st  originate  in  the  United 
States. 

This  mea'^ure  should  definitely  stimu- 
late cotton  exports  and  the  consumption 
of  United  States  cotton  abroad.  In  .so 
doinu  u  will  be  a  direct  benefit  to  the 
cotton  farmers  Of  course,  the  entire 
industry  would  like  to  avoid  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quotas  an- 
other year.  The  only  hope  is  throuph 
increasing  the  olT-take  and  the  best 
possibility  is  in  foreign  markets.  We 
cannot  say  for  sure  that  by  this  means 
we  will  avoid  quotas  because  we  do  not 
know  what  tlie  crop  and  the  total  supply 
will  be  this  year.  At  least,  increasing  ex- 
ports and  foreign  consumption  will  hold 
to  a  minimum  any  reduction  in  acreage 
under  any  production-control  program. 
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PUBLIC     HOUSING— A     BIPARTISAN 
APPROACH 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  the  matter  of  public  housing  will  enter 
into  my  remarks  today  I  wish  to  begin 
with  a  reference  to  the  former  distin- 
guished Member  of  this  Hou.se.  the  Hon- 
orable Albert  M.  Cole,  with  whom  it  was 
my  pleasure  to  be  as.sociated  on  the 
membership  of  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  in  the  81st  Congress. 


The  appointment  of  Mr.  Cole  as  Ad- 
mnistrator  of  Housing  and  Home  Pl- 
nvnce  raised  some  concern  as  Mr.  Cole 
liad  opposed  in  committee  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  the  National  Housing 
Act  of  1949.  ^  ^  ^ 

It  will  be  recalled  tliat  the  debate  on 
tlKit  occasion  was  one  of  the  most  heated 
of  the  1st  session  of  the  81st  Congress. 
Feeling  ran  so  high  '.hat  at  one  point 
two  of  our  beloved  and  most  dignified 
colleagues,  the  late  Honorable  A.  J. 
Sabath  and  the  late  Honorable  Eugene 
Cox  engaged  in  a  combat  in  the  well  of 
li^e  House  which  made  the  first  page 
heidlines. 

Under  the  circumstances,  there  was  a 
hi-h  and  unrestrained  pitch  to  the  de- 
Liie  on  both  sides.  I  think  that  the 
tpiitleman  from  Kansas  In  that  atmos- 
phere made  statements  that  were  to  the 
(Xtremc.  and  I  presume  that  in  my  reply 
thereto  mv  statemerUs.  from  his  view- 
point, were  subject  to  the  .same  critici-sm. 
In  other  words,  it  was  an  argument  in 
the  !,'ood  old  American  way.  with  both 
sides  pretty  well  heated  up.  I  think  that 
IS  the  .sort  of  thing  which  makes  possible 
ihe  functioning  of  our  democracy. 

GRADUATE    OF   CHK  AGO    UNUEEsrTT 

I  think  it  Is  unfKir  to  prejudge  our 
former  colleague  in  his  direction  of  an 
administrative  office  by  what  he  said  m 
the  passion  of  a  spirited  debate  on  the 
floor  of  this  House.     I  confess  I  have  an 
interest  in  Mr.  Cole      He  is  a  graduate 
of  the  University  of  Chicago,  in  the  dis- 
trict which  I  represent.     What  he  is  and 
what  he  stands  for  and  what,  as  an  Ad- 
ministrator, he  will  accomplish,  the  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago,  and  that  means  the 
S^-cond  District  of   Illinois,  is   in  some 
measure    responsible    for.     Somehow,   I 
feel  that  a  graduate  of  that  great  school 
of  learning  on  the  Midway  of  Chicago 
cannot  go  wrong  in  a  matter  that  con- 
cerns the  welfare  of  aU  of  our  American 
people. 

Mr.  Cole  has  assured  me  that  he  is  noi 
In  any  .sense  opposed  to  public  housing. 
He  has  already  in  tlie  perf  onnance  of  his 
new  duties  declared  for  a  continuance  of 
the  pubUc  housing  building  program  for 
the  year  1953  on  a  scale  ?qual  to  that  au- 
thorized for  the  year  1952.  Meanwhile, 
as  a  friend  of  pubhc  housing,  he  is  mak- 
ing a  study  of  how  best  to  proceed  with  a 
program  the  objective  of  which  is  to  pro- 
vide adequate  shelter  for  all  of  our  peo- 
ple within  their  flnancial  means. 

I  have  confidence  in  the  good  inten- 
tions of  the  new  Administrator  of  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency.    I. 
who  differed  with  him  in  the  debate  in 
the  81st  Congress,  accept  and  welcome 
him  as  the  sincere  friend  of  public  hous- 
ing   There  may  arise  occasions  on  which 
I  will  have  differences  of  opinion  with 
him  as  to  procedures  and  policies,  but  I 
hope  and  believe  that  always  he  will  rec- 
ognize that  our  objective  is  the  same-- 
decent   housing   for   all   the   people   of 
America   within   their   financial   means 
and  nowhere  in  any  place  the  existence 
of  slums  in  which  to  bring  up  the  chil- 
dren of  America. 

It  was  reassuring  to  read  in  the  Wau 
Street  Journal  of  March  14.  1953.  that 
there  will  be  no  major  tampering  with 
the  present  pubUc  housing  program  at 
this  session  of  the  Congress.    The  WaU 


Street  Journal  Is  as  Republican  as  the 
Republican  Party  Itself.  It  Is  about  as 
far  to  the  right  as  one  can  get.  The  ar- 
ticle in  the  WaU  Street  Journal  says: 

As  one  housing  expert  on  Capitol  Hill  put 
It:  "The  present  plan  was  worked  out  after 
long  hearings,  a  lot  of  debate,  and  a  drawn- 
out  fight;  it  wont  be  discarded  lightly." 
Other  key  legislators  agree  with  this  predic- 
tion. Senate  Majority  Leader  Tatt.  for  one, 
is  reported  ready  to  fight  to  keep  the  present 
program  relatively  intact. 

ADEQUATE  HOUSING  FOR  ALL 

The  fact  is  that  there  is  not  as  much 
disagreement  as  to  the  necessity  of  public 
housing  as  most  people  are  led  to  believe. 
What  most  of  us  are  seeking  is  adequate 
housing  for  all  of  the  American  people. 
We  all  recognize  that  some  people  either 
through  their  own  faults  or  through  con- 
ditions over  which  they  have  no  control 
have  not  adequate  financial  means.     To 
leave  these  people  in  slums  is  to  sub.iect 
their  children  growing  up  in  the  atmos- 
phere of  the  slums  to  an  unfair  disad- 
vantage.   Moreover  it  means  the  subjec- 
tion of  the  children  growing  up  in  more 
favored  communities  to  the  unwarranted 
dangers  from  crime  and  disease  spread- 
ing from  the  slums  to  other  neighbor- 
hoods. 

It  is  a  big  problem.  It  Is  a  problem 
that  necessarily  entails  large  expendi- 
tures and  temporar-y  inconveniences, 
which  are  especially  sensitive  In  and 
around  communities  where  public-hous- 
ing projects  are  being  established. 

In  the  working  out  of  a  problem  In 
which  all  of  our  people  have  a  common 
Interest  we  must  from  time  to  time  make 
evaluations.    An  argument  made  against 
the  Houslne  Act  of  1949  was  that  local 
governments  would  suffer  because  they 
would  derive  no  real-estate-Ux  revenues 
from  properties   in  the  public -hoasmg 
projects.     It  Is  true  that  public-housing 
projects  do   not  pay  real-estate   taxes, 
and  this  would  be  unfair  to  the  owners 
of  other  real-estate  properties  If  there 
were  not  provision  for  the  payment  to 
local    governments    of    service    charges 
equivalent  to  the  amount  that  otherwise 
would  be  paid  in  real -estate  taxes.    So  it 
was  written  Into  the  act  that  public- 
housing  projects  should  pay  to  local  gov- 
ernments  in   the  way   of   such   service 
charges  an  amount  calculated  to  be  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  cost  of  the  services  fur- 
nished.   I  think  that  as  far  as  the  Chi- 
cago pubhc-housing   projects  are   con- 
cerned  10  percent  of  the  shelter  renUls 
are  paid  over  to  local  governments. 
Dtrrr  of  the  congress 
Now  It  Ls  one  thing  for  the  Congress 
to  adopt  a  formula  and  another  thing 
for   the   formula   to   work   realistically 
under  the  conditions  obtaining  m  any 
particular  community.     Certainly  we  in 
the  Congress  want  to  know  how  the  laws 
that  we  make  are  actually  operating. 
If  we  do  not  have  that  Information  we 
cannot  act  with  the  wisdom  that  Is  prop- 
erly expected  of  us  by  our  constituents. 
So  when  I  received  the  1952  figures 
from  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  report  them  to 
this  body.    In  an  extension  of  my  re- 
marks In  the  CONGRESSIONAL  Record  I 
made  mention  of  the  fact  that  the  Chi- 
cago Housing  Authority  in  the  year  1952 
hftd  paid  $312,669.86  to  local  govern- 


ments In  lieu  of  taxes.  Also  In  my  re- 
marks I  mentioned  that  some  of  the 
families  dispossessed  because  of  pubUc 
improvements  had  found  housing  in  the 
Authority's  projects. 

I  do  represent  a  Chicago  district  and 
I  shall  continue  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Congress  factual 
information  bearing  upon  the  achieve- 
ments of  Chicago  In  every   line.     Re- 
cently. I  remarked  in  the  Congress  on 
the  report  of  the  Chicago  Association  of 
Commerce  and  Industry  that  during  the 
last  2  years  $600  million  had  been  ex- 
pended in  the  Chicago  metropolitan  area 
in  industrial-plant  expansion.     I  made 
mention  of  this  as  I  did  of  the  item  con- 
cerning the  Chicago  Housing  Authority 
as  factual  Information  concerning  our 
progress  In  Chicago  which  I  thought  my 
colleagues  should  know.     I  have  never 
understood  that  it  is  reprehensible  con- 
duct for  a  Chicago  Congressman  to  say 
a  good  word  for  Chicago. 

letter  of  complaint 
To  my  surprise,  I  received  a  letter  In 
complaint   signed    by   five   constituents 
purporting  to  speak  for  a  group  of  young 
Republicans.    I  am  sure  they  are  earnest 
and  well-meaning  and  I  am  glad  they 
are  participating  In  political  activity.    I 
think  our  country  needs  the  active  In- 
terest in  politics  of  all  our  young  people. 
In  the  performance  of  my  duties  here  I 
make  no  distinction  among  my  constit- 
uents along  political  lines.     I  owe  the 
same  serlvce  to  RepubUcans  as  to  Demo- 
crats and  Independents.    I  am  helped  by 
their  letters  In  the  work  that  I  am  try- 
ing to  do  for  our  district  and  for  our 
country.    I  wish  my  young  Republican 
friends  to  know  that  it  Is  In  that  spirit  I 
make  notice  of  their  communication. 

The  objection  which  they  make  to  my 
extended  remarks  seems  based  upon 
their  dislike  for  public  housing.  In  their 
letter  they  state: 

We  consider  these  projects  and  activities 
as  counter  to  the  basic  tenets  of  oui  AmcTl- 
can  system  and  as  destructive  of  individual 
dignity  and  initiative. 

As  Senator  Taft  was  the  presidential 
choice  of  the  RepubUcans  of  Illinois  I 
presume  that  my  young  Republican 
friends  gave  him  their  loyal  support  in 
the  preconventlon  days  and  that  after 
the  convention  they  worked  hard  for 
General  Eisenhower.  I  am  sure  they  did 
not  suspect  either  Senator  Taft  or  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  as  being  enemies  of 
the  basic  tenets  of  our  American  system 
or  as  destroyers  of  individual  dignity  and 
initiative. 

General  Eisenhower,  speaking  in  Pitts- 
burgh on  October  27.  1952,  said: 

We  must  have  better  housing  for  those 
Americans  who  are  now  forced  to  Uve  in 
slums  and  substandard  dwellings. 


Following  his  election  and  inaugura- 
tion as  President.  General  Eisenhower, 
through  his  new  Administrator  of  Hous- 
ing and  Home  Finance,  declared  for  a 
continuance  of  the  public -housing  pro- 
gram. 

POSmON    OF   SENATOR   TAFT 

Senator  Robert  A.  Taft  was  a  major 
influence  in  support  of  the  enactment  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949.  under  which 
the  public -housing  program  is  now  pro- 
ceeding.   Speaking  in  the  United  States 
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Senate  on  AprU  21,  1949,  Senator  Tait 
said: 

I  do  not  believe  that  anybody  who  has 
studied  the  question  Is  opposed  to  public 
housing. 

The  five  young  Republicans  who 
signed  the  letter  to  me  can  take  no  per- 
sonal offense  at  that  statement  by  Sen- 
ator Taft  since  their  studies  may  have 
been  more  profound  than  Senator  Taft's 
and  were  made  after  April  of  1949. 

Senator  Tatt  continued: 

I  notice  that  the  real-estate  board  of  the 
city  of  New  York  has  come  out  In  favor  of 
public  housing,  as  I  think  all  real-estate 
boards  should.  I  think  the  real-estate  peo- 
ple should  realize  that  there  Is  no  competi- 
tion Involved  in  public  housing. 

Senator  Taft.  in  apparant  disagree- 
ment with  the  five  young  Republicans 
who  wrote  me  that  public  housing  was 
counter  to  the  basic  tenets  of  our  Ameri- 
can system,  further  said: 

The  general  theory  of  subsidizing  lew-in- 
come groups  is  not  a  new  theory  in  Ani'lo- 
Saxon  political  life  or  Anglo-Saxon  economic 
life.  It  is  accepted  in  every  State  of  the  Un- 
ion, and  it  does  not  involve  any  departure 
in  principle  from  that  which  we  have  pur- 
sued during  the  150  years  of  the  life  of  the 
Republic. 

Senator  Taft  continued: 

I  think  all  of  us  acknowledge  the  duty  of 
the  community  to  take  care  of  those  who 
are  unable  to  take  care  of  themselves.  We 
do  have  an  Interest.  I  think,  in  providing 
equal  opportunity  for  all  the  children  of 
families  who  are  brought  into  being  in  the 
United   States. 

Senator  Taft  continued: 

1  believe  that  a  Federal  policy  of  welfare 
service  Ls  Justified  to  the  point  of  assisting 
the  States  to  see  that  that  Job  is  well  and 
systematically  done,  and  that  the  field  is 
properly  covered. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  of  the  House  to 
quote  all  of  the  remarks  in  the  other 
body  by  Senator  Taft  on  April  21,  1949. 
but  I  think  that  I  should  bring  to  the  at- 
tention especially  of  the  five  young  Re- 
publicans who  are  in  disagreement  this 
final  quotation  from  Senator  Taft's  re- 
marks : 

I  believe  that  we  should  adopt  this  6-year 
program  (National  Housing  Act,  1949)  in 
spite  of  Its  cost  of  $300  million  a  year  for 
the  next  40  years. 

WELFARE    OF    ALL    OF    T7S 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  that  I  should  apol- 
ogize to  the  House  for  taking  so  much 
of  its  time  for  the  political  education 
of  my  young  Republican  friends.  I  shall 
never  believe  that  concern  for  the  wel- 
fare of  all  of  the  American  people  is  the 
exclusive  attribute  of  any  political  party. 
I  think  that  young  Republicans  should 
know  of  the  fight  that  Senator  Taft 
made  for  public  housing  even  when  its 
administration  was  in  Democratic  hands. 
I  think  that  young  Republicans  who 
rang  doorbells  for  General  Eisenhower 
should  know  more  about  his  position  on 
public  housing  before  seeking  to  take 
X)olitical  issue  with  a  Democratic  Con- 
gressman over  something  that  tran- 
scends  narrow  partisan  concern. 

As  a  contribution  to  this  study  which, 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  trust  all  of  us  are  making 
to  the  problem  of  adequate  housing  for 
all  of  our  people,  I  am  extending  my  re- 
marks to  include  a  tabulation  of  the  pay- 


ments in  lieu  of  taxes  made  by  the 
Chicago  Housing  Authority  projects  for 
the  year  1952  compared  with  property 
taxes  before  development.  This  tabu- 
lation shows  that  from  the  areas  of  16 
public  housing  projects  there  was  de- 
rived by  local  governments  in  real-estate 
taxes  a  total  of  $138,668.  and  that  in  1952 
the  housing  projects  in  the  said  16  areas 
paid  to  local  governments  in  lieu  of 
taxes  a  gross  of  S312.669.86.  In  other 
words  the  housing  projects,  in  addition 
to  their  much  larger  contribution  in 
diminishing  the  expense  of  local  govern- 
ments incident  to  disease  and  crime  and 
fire,  have  actually  paid  into  the  cofTer.s 
of  local  governments  $174,001.86  more 
than  the  areas  occupied  by  them  in  the 
last  year  before  their  redemption  from 
the  slums.  The  tabulation  speaks  for 
itself.  It  follows: 
Property  taxes  before  development  eomparcd 

tilth    payments   in    Iteu   of   taxes,   Chicago 

Housing    Authority    projects 
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RESIDUAL  OIL 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  a.^k  unanimous  con.senl  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker. the  current  scries  of  atom-bomb 
tests  is  a  commendable  project  in  that  it 
brings  to  the  attention  of  the  American 
people  the  destructive  power  of  modern 
weapons,  while  providing  the  military 
with  invaluable  scientific  data  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  our  defen.se  program 
The  splendid  cooperation  on  the  part  of 
the  television,  radio,  and  newspaper  in- 
dustries has  given  each  of  us  a  new 
meaning  of  the  horrors  that  another  war 
would  bring,  and  a  new  understanding  of 
the  importance  of  adequate  preparedness 
in  these  days  of  uncertainty. 

In  the  interest  of  the  Nation  it  is 
equally  essential  that  weaknesses  in  our 
defense  structure  be  exposed  to  the  gen- 
eral public.  I  therefore  suggest  that  the 
spotlight  be  transferred  from  the  sands 
of  Nevada  to  the  harbors  of  our  east  coast 
for  a  spectacle  that  is  serving  to  nullify 


the  best-laid  plans  of  our  military  men 
and  our  scientists.  Television  and  press 
cameramen  will  find  at  dock.s  pictures  of 
tankers  that  are  unloading  de.'truction 
in  the  form  of  foreij;n  residual  oil,  for 
that  oil  is  displacing  dome.'-tic  fuel  and 
demoralizing  the  American  coal  and  rail- 
road industries.  Thi.s  foreign  a;,'ent  is 
weakening  our  defeme  efforts  as  effec- 
tively as  if  it  were  a  Kremlin -directed 
maneuver,  and  unlcris  countcmrasures 
are  swiftly  adopted  by  the  Co:./ress  there 
i.s  t;oing  to  be  a  new  kind  of  ammunition 
shortage  in  the  United  Stales  if  another 
emergency   develops. 

Without  coal  tht-re  can  be  no  atom 
bombs,  nor  airplanes,  nor  tanks.  Coal 
provides  almo.st  half  of  our  supply  of 
toluene — the  .second  "T"  in  TNT.  It  is 
the  primary  fuel  for  the  generation  of 
tltctricity  in  our  war  plants,  our  office 
bu.ldiniis.  .schools,  churches,  and  homes. 
It  Will  eventually,  whtn  our  syathetic- 
fuels  program  becomes  a  reality,  be  the 
principal  .source  of  uajolino  and  other 
products  tlial  now  come  from  petroleum. 

Without  adequate  coal  f^upplit^,  no  na- 
tion can  dt'foiid  herself  from  outside 
a-j-n-es.sion  But  by  the  strant;e  policy 
of  allowinu  unlimited  quantitie-  of  resid- 
ual (111  to  be  imported  into  thi-  country, 
we  yield  to  the  dismantling'  of  the  indus- 
try that  must  provide  us  with  tho.se  vital 
supplies. 

Foreii'n  residual  oil  is  closinc  mmes 
and  drivin:^  the  labor  force  from  coal 
communities  This  is  a  destructive  force 
that  should  receive  national  notoriety. 
When  the  American  people  realize  the 
extent  of  the  damage  that  it  creates,  the 
resultant  reprrcu.ssions  will  surely  stimu- 
late corrective  action  I  hope  that  such 
action  w  ill  come  before  it  is  too  late. 

I  subscribe  t<>  th<'  quota-limitation  pro- 
visions on  residual  oil  in  th»  b.ll  intro- 
duced last  Monday  by  Cont:res.sman 
Simpson  of  Pennsylvania,  whose  district 
is  adjacent  to  the  one  I  represent  and 
I  trust  that  tiie.se  provisions  will  be 
e'ronely  supported  bv  all  Members  re- 
gardless of  political  affiliation. 
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SPECl.^L  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr  HAYS  of  Ark:\n«as  a.sked  and  wa.s 
^:vt  n  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  10  minutes  today  following  the  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


WILLIAM   OATIS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  tlie  Hou.-^e.  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  I  Mr.  Beamer  I  is  recognized  for 
30  minuses. 

Mr  BEAMKR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecjtion  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  dis- 
cussion today  very  appropriately  should 
come  on  April  23.  because  that  would 
mark  the  second  anniversary  of  the  ar- 
rest and  imprisonment  of  William  Oatis, 
So  for  that  rea.son  and  before  the  Easter 
recess  when  we  think  of  the  risen  Lord 
and  the  Resurrection,  and  the  new  life. 


I  would  like  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  the  chronological  situation 
involving  William  Oatis,  and  also  the 
.•-tatus  of  the  case  as  I  view  it  and  as 
many  of  us  view  it  today. 

First  of  all.  a  brief  chronological  re- 
virw  of  the  case.     It  was  on  April  23, 
1951  that  William  Oatis  was  mis.«ed  from 
his  office  and  his  residence  in  Prague, 
Czechoslovakia,  where  he  had  been  sent 
ani  assigned  as  an  Associated  Press  cor- 
'ie-\)ondent.    After  2  days  the  American 
Fmba.ssy  in  Prague  was  informed  of  his 
ci!  appearance.    The  Embassy,  orally  and 
hNo  by  formal  note  to  the  Czech  Minis- 
ti  •  of  Foreign  Affairs,  requested  advice 
(M   his  disappearance.     Following  that 
the  Czech  Ministry  informed  the  Amer- 
ican Ministry   that  Oatis  was  detained 
•  lor  having  carried  out  activities  hostile 
t  J  the  Czechoslovak  State  Involving  the 
use  of  Czech  employees  in  the  AP  office 
in  securing  and  verifying  .<^ecret  reports. 
acquiruiK  and  dl.s.'^emlnating  illecal  press 
m.itenal.  and  utilizing  Czech  employees 
for  similar  purposes."    Now,  those  were 
the  charges. 

William  Oatis  was  merely  doing  that 
V  hich  any  tood  reporter  would  do,  find- 
in"  sources  of  information  and  using 
them  What  he  failed  to  do  was  to  go 
to  only  one  source  of  information,  the 
Bureau  of  Information,  or  whatever  title 
it  mav  be  to  get  the  same  information 
which  in  turn  is  given  out  to  their  press, 
but  William  Oatis  was  a  true  newspaper- 
man and  he  went  to  other  people  and. 
of  course,  they  charged  him. 

Immediately  afterward  the  American 
Embassy  expressed  astonishment  at  the 
arrest  and  sought  to  protect  the  rights 
of  this  American  citizen.  They  requested 
I^ermission  for  a  consular  officer  to  visit 
him  and  also  asked  whether  an  Ameri- 
can lawyer  would  be  permitted  to  repre- 
sent him  in  Czechoslovakia,  all  of  which 
w  as  denied  by  the  Czechoslovak  Govern- 
ment. 

On  the  following  day,  April  27,  the 
American  Embassy  again  requested  the 
Foreign  Office  to  use  its  good  graces  to 
transmit  certain  articles  for  OatLs*  com- 
fort;  and.  of  course,  that,  too.  was  de- 
nied. Finally,  on  July  2  and  3,  there 
was  a  trial  which  was  termed  by  our 
own  State  Department  as  a  ludicrous 
travesty  on  justice."  The  United  States 
defense  counsel  was  denied  and  instead 
they  provided  a  counsel  who  actually 
rave  no  defense  of  William  Oatis  in  any 
respect. 

The  only  record  which  we  have  of  the 
trial  there  was  that  taken  by  two  mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Embassy  in  the 
rear  of  the  room,  some  40  feet  distant 
from  the  witness.  So  we  can  appreciate 
how  little  and  how  inaccurate  that  rec- 
ord was.  However,  it  was  recorded  in 
one  of  the  State  Department  journals 
a  month  or  two  later. 

On  July  4.  our  own  Independence  Day. 
Independence  and  freedom  were  taken 
away  from  Bill  Oatis  and  he  was  sen- 
tenced to  a  Czechoslovak  prison  in 
Prague,  Czechoslovakia  for  10  years,  and 
there  he  remains  today. 

I  would  like  to  recount,  if  I  may  brief- 
ly, some  of  the  State  Department  acUons 
that  were  taken  under  the  past  admin- 
istration. These  all  have  come  to  me, 
Irankly,  from  press  releases;  I  cannot 


say  that  they  came  to  me  from  the  State 
Department,  because  In  the  past  It  was 
very  difficult  to  get  very  much,  if  any, 
information  from  that  agency.    But  on 
April    25,    the    American    Embassy    in 
Prague   requested   the   investigation   of 
Oatis'  disappearance,  and  on  the  fol- 
lowing day.  April  26,  after  report  of  his 
detention,  the  American  Embassy,  as  I 
said  previously,  expressed  astonishment, 
and  was  refused  an  attorney  for  Oatis. 
On  June  2  there  was  a  press  release. 
No.    467.    which    prohibited    travel    by 
American     citizens    in    Czechoslovakia 
until  further  notice.    That,  by  the  way, 
was  one   of   the   first   steps  which   was 
taken  by  the  past  State  Department  In 
determining  to  Invoke  some  i>enalty  on 
Czechoslovakia    because    they    had    ar- 
rested by  a  mock-trial  process  William 
Oatis. 

Then  there  was  another  press  release 
coming  from  the  State  Department  in 
which  they  stated  that  It  was  a  mock 
trial  and  a  travesty  on  justice.  The 
Czechoslovak  Government  rejected  all  of 
the.se  requests  that  were  presented  to 
them  by  Ambassador  Ellis  O.  Briggs. 
Nothing  actually  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers and  there  are  no  requests  com- 
ing from  various  sources.  However,  on 
August  16.  reports  came  again  that  the 
United  Nations  group  In  the  Assembly 
adopted  a  United  States  resolution  by  a 
vote  of  13  to  3  at  Geneva  condemning 
the  arbitrary  jailing  of  news  corre- 
spondents. 

On  August  3—1  want  to  be  frank  and 
say  that  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  execu- 
tive assistant  to  the  Secretary-General 
of  the  United  Nations  In  reply  to  which 
was  made  these  statements: 

The  United  States  delegation  at  Geneva 
has  brought  the  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  Economic  and  Social  CouncU.  In  addi- 
tion United  States  has  brought  trade  pres- 
sures  against   Czechoslovakia. 


Now  I  just  mentioned  briefly  some  of 
these  actions  on  the  part  of  the  State 
Department.  Later,  in  September  1951. 
I  read  that  the  occupation  authorities, 
that  Is.  the  United  States.  British,  and 
French  Commissioners  in  Germany,  ban- 
ned all  flights  of  Czechoslovak  airplanes 
over  Western  Germany.  That  meant,  of 
course,  that  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
use  a  rather  circuitous  and  much  longer 
course  of  flight  than  would  be  necessary 
otherwise. 

It  was  also  in  September  1951  when 
President  Truman  had  an  interview  with 
Czech  Ambassador  Prochazka.  He  was 
told  at  that  time  by  the  President  that 
"United  States  relations  with  Czechoslo- 
vakia would  not  be  improved"  until 
Oatis'  release  and  Secretary  Acheson,  as 
reported  by  a  United  Press  correspond- 
ent gave  him  a  scathing  lecture.  It  was 
Interesting  to  note  that  the  Ambassador 
did  not  remain  in  the  United  States  very 
long  and  up  to  the  present  time  none  of 
us  have  been  able  to  determine  where 
he  Is  today,  whether  he  has  returned  to 
his  country,  whether  he  has  disappeared 
or  whether  he  has  been  liquidated. 

On  April  30,  1952,  more  than  1  year 
elapsed  before  Ambassador  Briggs  was 
permitted  to  visit  Oatis  and  then  only 
for  30  minutes  in  the  police  headquar- 
ters at  Prague  and  in  the  presence  of 
two  Czech  Interpreters  and  the  police 
ofBcer.    It   was  readily   learned   Irom 


them  on  that  occasion  that  he  was  re- 
ported to  be  in  good  health,  that  he 
needed  glasses  and  he  wanted  certain 
books,  which  were  furnished  him. 

On  March  15,  1952.  there  was  a  Czech 
radio  broadcast,  described  is  a  "record- 
ing of  the  testimony  of  Oatis  at  a  trial 
of  accomplices  In  espionage."  I  might 
recount  many  instances. 

Ambassador  Briggs  was  in  Washing- 
ton. He  came  to  my  office  and  he  said 
he  had  attempted  to  contact  William 
Oatis,  but  I  am  fearful  that  he  only  used 
the  tisual  slap-on-the-wrist  poUcy  which 
was  the  Acheson  program  of  that  time. 
Ambassador  Briggs  said  that  the  United 
States  Charge  dAffalres  in  Prague  was 
continuing  negotiations. 

That  same  month  the  United  Press 
stated  that  the  Czechs  had  sent  Pro- 
chazka to  Washington  as  Ambassador  a 
year   ago,   but   he   was  recalled   a   few 
months  later  and  has  never  been  re- 
placed.   In  the  meantime,  George  Wads- 
worth,  the  new  Ambassador  to  Czecho- 
slovakia, made  a  public  statement  say- 
ing, and  this  is  recorded  in  the  news- 
papers, that  his  "primary  task  in  the 
new  assignment  would  be  to  try  to  free 
Oatis."     Likewise   on   October   7,    1952. 
the    United    States    Charge    dAfialres 
visited   Oatis   at   Prague   headquarters. 
This   was    the    second    time    that    any 
American  had  seen  or  talked  with  Wil- 
liam Oatis.     The  only  other   informa- 
tion that  we  have  in  regard  to  Oatis 
came  to  us  through  underground  move- 
ments, many  of  which  may  be  reliable 
and  others  rather  questionable. 

I  would  like  to  mention  briefly  the 
things  that  were  done  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

Immediately  upon  the  arrest  and  Im- 
prisonment of  Oatis.  people  from  Marion, 
Ind..  which  is  in  the  district  I  have  the 
privilege  to  represent,  phoned,  tele- 
graphed, and  contacted  me  by  letter  and 
otherwise! — some  even  came  here  In  del- 
egations— and  said:  "Do  something  for 
Bill  Oatis.  not  because  he  is  Bill  Oatis 
but  because  he  is  an  American  being  de- 
tained." So  we  Introduced  House  Con- 
current Resolution  140.  Many  other 
Members  were  interested  and  many 
other  Members  of  their  own  accord  in- 
troduced resolutions. 

The  first  resolution  introduced  actual- 
ly expressed  only  indignation  and  asked 
that  the  executive  agency  take  some  ac- 
tion.   However,  House  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 140  went  a  bit  further  and  sug- 
gested that  we  should  break  off  all  eco- 
nomic relations  with  Czechoslovakia  un- 
til William  Oatis  was   released.     This 
came  to  the  floor  under  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  and  at  this  time  I 
want  to  give  excellent  credit  to  the  ma- 
jority leadership  of  the  82d  Congress  be- 
cause they  were  very,  very  helpful  in  the 
Oatis  case.    I  am  sure  that  the  majority 
leadership  in  this  Congress  will  have  the 
same  attitude.    That  concurrent  resolu- 
tion passed  the  House  with  only  one  dis- 
senting vote  and  that  one  dissenting  vote 
was  dissenting  because,  as  the  Member 
said,  he  wanted  a  stronger  resolution. 
Some  iieople  wanted  to  sever  diplomatic 
relations  with  Czechoslovakia,  but  the 
sense  of  the  House  at  that  particular 
time  was  that  this  was  the  first  step  and 
later  on,  perhaps,  it  might  be  well  to  have 
another  string  to  our  bow. 
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Now.  things  happened.  In  September 
of  1951.  implementing  the  Beamer  reso- 
lution there  was  the  Trades  and  Tariffs 
Committee,  which  met  in  Switzerland, 
and  they  in  turn  decided  to  amend  the 
General  Agreement  on  Trades  and  Tar- 
iffs, rolling  back  to  the  previous  higher 
tariffs  which  had  been  in  effect,  thus 
making  it  more  difficult  to  bring  in 
Czech  merchandise.  This  has  been  a 
very  important  factor  in  the  severance 
of  trade  relations  with  Czechoslovakia. 
However,  there  was  still  merchandise 
sneaking  in  for  some  reason.  We  began 
to  explore  the  reason  for  it  and  found 
that  some  of  it  possibly  was  coming  in 
through  the  American  foreign-trade 
zone. 

In  the  last  few  days  of  the  82d  Con- 
gress I  introduced  Resolution  8445.  to 
amend  the  Foreign  Trade  Zones  Act.  in 
order  that  it  might  be  possible  to  reduce 
and  to  minimize  Czechoslovakian  im- 
ports. After  all,  Czechoslovakia  needs 
American  dollars  and  the  only  way  she 
can  get  American  dollars  to  continue  her 
propaganda  procedure  is  to  sell  mer- 
chandise to  the  American  people. 

There  were  many  proposals.  I  would 
like  to  briefly  tell  a  few  of  Oiese.  You 
will  remember  the  story  of  Robert  Voge- 
ler,  who.  after  17  months  of  imprison- 
ment, finally  was  released.  He  was  a 
telephone  executive  and  was  arrested  in 
Hungary  on  charges  similar  to  those  that 
were  trvmiped  up  against  Oatis.  In  re- 
taliation for  his  arrest  the  United  States 
ordered  Hungarian  consulates  in  this 
country  closed.  As  a  ransom  for  his  re- 
lease, Hungary  was  permitted  to  reopen 
her  consulates  and  certain  property  in 
Western  Germany  was  returned  to  the 
Hungarian  Government. 

I  think  all  of  us  should  pay  tribute  at 
this  time  to  Lucille  Vogeler.  his  wife,  who 
was  unrelenting  in  her  efforts  to  secure 
the  release  of  her  husband. 

Then  there  was  another  action  that 
was  taken.  A  ransom  of  $120,000  was 
paid  for  four  American  fliers  who  were 
forced  down  in  Hungary  in  a  United 
States  Air  Force  plane. 

On  September  13.  1951,  there  was  a 
runaway  Czech  train.  A  4-car  rail- 
road train  carrying  27  fleeing  Czechs  to 
freedom  and  87  other  "reluctant"  pas- 
sengers who  wanted  to  return  to  Czecho- 
slovakia. United  States  Army  officers 
said  return  of  train  was  out  of  their 
hands.  State  Department  had  no  com- 
ment on  reports  train  and  passengers 
might  be  held  for  release  of  Oatis. 

On  March  5.  1952.  Scripps-Howard 
staff  writer  reported  that  Czechoslova- 
kia has  offered  to  release  Oatis  in  ex- 
change for  a  $17  million  steel  mill,  it 
was  learned  from  a  dependable  source 
in  State  Department.  Offer  to  free  Oatis 
in  exchange  for  steel  mill  discussed  by 
diplomats  now  meeting  in  Paris. 

Steel  mill  bought  and  paid  for  by 
Czechoslovakia  in  1947  was  never 
shipped,  because  of  an  export  license 
ban  imposed  by  Commerce  Department 
after  communistic  coup  in  Czechoslo- 
vakia in  1948. 
i    Steel  mill  actually  consists  of  three 

0jills a  hot  strip  mill  to  roll  soft  steel; 

a  tandem  cold  mill  to  roll  hard  steel; 
sheet  mill  to  make  tinplate.  Heavy 
equipment  stored  in  Philadelphia.  Pa.; 
motors  at  Troy,  N.  Y.;  Ughter  machinery 


at  New  Castle.  Pa.;   and  Youngstown. 
Ohio. 

In  March  1953  there  was  a  proposal  by 
Robert  A.  Vogeler  to  trade  possible  clem- 
ency for  the  Rosenbergs  in  exchange  for 
Oatis*  freedom. 

This  was  reported  rather  fully  in  the 
newspapers,  and  in  order  that  Mr.  Voge- 
ler may  be  properly  interpreted.  I  would 
like  at  this  point  to  insert  a  letter  by 
Mr.  Vogeler,  and  also  a  memorandum  on 
the  Oatis  case: 

Bedford  Hills,  N.  Y  ,  March  7.  1953. 
The  Honorable  John  V.  Beamer. 
Congress  of  the  Untted   States. 
How^f    of    FrprescKtatives, 
Washington.   D    C 
Dear    John:    It    whs    nice    seeing    you    in 
Washington,   even   If   It   was  only    for   a    tew 
minutes,  but  you  know  how   they  keen   me 
on    the    CO.       1   hni-e    to   be   down   In    WMsh- 
ington    ai^ain    in    the    very    near    future    aid 
hone  that  we  may  have  more  time  together. 
Your  letter  of  February  27  arrived  dur-.nt; 
my  absence  on  a  short  trip  aiul  I  hnpe  I  am 
not   too  late   in   conveying    the    i:iformati<'n 
you  desire. 

I  know  that  with  all  of  the  recent  develop- 
ments, the  new  administration  has  h\d  its 
hands  full  and  probably  has  not  been  ai)le 
to  t;ive  much  consideration  to  the  Oati?  c.i'-e. 
Soon  it  will  be  2  years  that  poor  B.ll  Oatis 
h;is  been  languishing  in  a  Comniunl.'^t  pristm 
It  is  easy  to  overlor.k  the  plight  of  this  un- 
fortunate  American. 

Bill  Oatis'  detention  Is  a  national  dlsirrace 
Our  prestige  as  a  great  nation  in  tlie  world 
requires  that  v.e  take  some  detinite  action 
very  soon. 

Recently  when  the  offer  was  made  t;)  ex- 
change Sanders,  my  business  u-ssociate  who 
is  being  held  by  the  Hungarian  Communists, 
for  Lee  Meng.  the  M.ilay.ui  spy.  I  e.xprerjsed 
the  sentiment  that  this  should  be  done  I 
also  tOTik  the  opportunity  to  sugee'^t  that 
since  tlie  C.-mmunists  have  been  so  inter- 
ested in  the  Rosenbergs,  tome  satisfactory 
exchange  might  be  made  in  Oatis'  cafe. 
This  does  not  mean  that  the  R  >senbergs  lir 
Lee  Meng  shruild  be  allowed  to  go  ui~.pun- 
i.'^hed.  However,  if  we  can  use  these  ]ieop!c 
who  have  committed  serious  crimes  acrain-t 
decency  and  humr.nity  to  son:e  good  purpose, 
I  believe  it  is  highly  desirable  to  do  so. 

In  the  instance  above,  for  example,  they 
can  be  used  to  purchase  the  freedom  of  two 
decent  citizens  who  are  the  victims  of  in- 
justice. 

There  is  no  question  of  precedent  invol*. cd, 
we  can  always  treat  each  case  on  its  own 
merits.  Future  arrest  of  American  ctti/ens 
by  Communist-dominated  governments  can 
be  averted  by  imposing  a  travel  ban  m  areas 
where  our  Government  cannot  protect  llicin. 
That's  a  Job  for  Congress. 

My  proposal  concerning  the  Rosenbergs 
was  made  because  I  felt  present  develop- 
ments indicate  that  the  Rosenbergs  will  n  t 
be  made  to  pay  the  death  penalty  for  their 
enormous  crime.  Therefore  if  they  are  going 
to  receive  mercy,  we  should  at  least  benefit. 
We  must  not  forget  that  we  have  a  re.spori- 
sibility  for  some  5.000  otlier  American 
citizens  whom  the  CommuiiLsts  have  de- 
tained over  a  period  of  years. 

Stalin's  death  will  resolve  nothing.  Let 
us  not  try  to  rationalize  or  procrastinate  on 
the  basis  of  such  improbable  hoj^es.  We 
must  face  the  situation  realistically,  the 
only  language  the  S  iviet  leaders  understand 
is  force.  I  share  with  other  millions  of 
Americans  a  deep  concern  regarding  our 
policy  vis-a-vis  the  S<5Viet  Union.  The  time 
is  long  ptist  for  lengthy  debates  on  the  pros 
and  cons  of  our  every  move  We  can  deal 
with  eventualities  if  and  when  they  arise. 
Among  the  things  that  have  to  be  done  in 
order  to  Impress  the  Soviet  Union  Is  a  quick 
termination  of  the  war  In  Korea.  No  one 
Who  evaluates  lhi£  situation  rcUistically  can 


doubt  our  success  In  Korea  If  the  war  is 
pursued  with  determination.  We,  who  have 
BUccesBfully  defeated  the  greatest  military 
power  that  ever  existed  in  the  world,  can 
certainly  defeat  the  North  Koreann  and  their 
allies. 

Concerning  fear  of  extending  the  war,  this 
is  a  jKissibilliy  which  we  must  face  No 
ptTsitive  action  can  ever  be  taken  without 
risk  But  we  know  the  Soviet  Union  needs 
no  exruse  to  engage  in  further  aggres8li,n. 
Their  decision  will  t>e  predicated  ujx^n  their 
appraisal  of  our  di'termlnatlo!i  The  threat 
of  world  war  III  has  been  a  definite  weap<jn 
of  tlie  .S  )vut  Union  In  their  campaign  of 
fear  which  they  are  waging  again.^t  us. 
This  along  with  the  other  campaigns  that 
are  being  waged  apaliist  Ub  ure  in  this 
nature  of  further  threats,  designed  to  dls- 
c  lurage  .ictive  opposition  t  ■  their  ambitions. 
These  psvchol' glcal  c.imraigns  have  been 
verv  successiul  against  thi'se  countries  vkhich 
have  already  been  conquered  We  have  evi- 
dence also  of  their  Eucce.ss  agaln-,t  our 
Western  European  allies 

Wlien  we  are  sitting  behind  barbed  wire 
or  in  concfrilrallon  camps,  it  will  be  tixi  late 
to  contemplate  wli.it  we  should  h;.ve  done, 
I  have  a  great  de.il  of  c  'tiflden'-e  in  the 
present  adininl.«traiion  atid  sincerely  ho}>e 
that  Mie.r  C">d  Intel. tions  \n!l  not  be  modi- 
fied by  tiie  influence  of  well-n.eanmg  but 
contu'-ed  .uid  disooura^ed  j^otential   Hllles. 

We  should  not  rely  too  much  on  the  advice 
of  our  so-cai.ed  allies.  1  heir  policies  from 
nia  until  1919  e'.rnt'.ially  ;!u..^"d  us  into 
World  War  II  Since  wr  have  the  re-pon- 
«:bil'.ty  of  f^'htiir.:  the-e  wars,  it  Is  time 
we  tried  cjur  ciwn  diploni.tcy. 

Churchill's  comments  ab-iut  not  engai;lr.(j 
in  the  bar  er  of  human  hv:^  is  inappro- 
priate Ti!d:ty  we  are  not  only  biixtertng 
human  ;i',  IS.  we  are  slauchterii.g  human 
beings  111  great  i.utnt>ers  because  we  loathed 
to  take  positive  steps  at  a  time  when  they 
wou;d   ha\e   been   efTettr. e 

Recently  the  po(^ple  .  f  the  United  States 
went  to  the  polls  and  expre.ssed  their  desire."*. 
Are  these  millic;ns  to  be  disappointed  again? 
All  this  is  very  discouraging  but  I  hope 
Comrress  will  see  til  to  c.iriy  out  the  desires 
of  the  m.ijon'y  of  g>)od  Ameritans.  I  can 
a<^sure  you  tii;'t  peo!)le  are  tired  of  the  never- 
ending  sacrifices  they  are  called  u]>in  to 
make — the  lives  of  tfieir  sons  and  the  re- 
sources '.t  this  great  country  of  ours 

Auached    hereto   is   a   shfirt  memf>randum 
regarding   the  Oatis  ciue  which   1    hope  you 
will    hnd    sat isia'  lory.     L  xjkmg    forward    to 
an  early  meeting  with  you,  I  remain, 
bmcerely, 

Bob. 

Robert   A    Vogeler. 

Mfmorandim  re:  ErroRTS  in  the  0.\tis  Cass 

In  June  ot  I'.'Sl  the  S'ato  Departmetit  re- 
que.-ted  that  I  not  meiitlf  n  Bill  Oi.'.is  in  my 
talk  to  the  National  Pre.ss  Club  in  Washing- 
ton, D  C  ,  on  June  7,  U',')l.  Re:i.son  given: 
That  the  publicity  might  adversely  afTect 
Oatis'  chances. 

I  promised  to  be  silent  for  three  m<inth8 
or  until  OatLs  came  to  trial 

Oatis'  tri.il  to<  k  place  on  July  4  and  from 
then  on  I  tried  my  best  to  encourage  interest 
in  his  case. 

In  December  1951,  the  Overseas  Press  Club 
In  New  York  United  me  to  participate  in  a 
program  which  was  t(j  be  supported  by  all 
the  nevspapers  in  the  cf-untry,  the  purpose 
of  which  was  to  enlist  the  assi'^tance  of  as 
many  people  as  possible  for  Bill  Oatis.  I 
was  informed  a  few  d  lys  after  the  meeting 
that  the  State  Department  had  requested 
that  this  project  be  abandoned,  again  giving 
the  resison  that  it  might  Jeopardize  negotia- 
tions for  Oatis'  release. 

In  January  195'J.  I  tried  to  contact  Mrs. 
OattK,  the  wife  of  BUI  Oatis.  in  St.  Paul. 
Minn  There  I  learned  through  a  newspaper 
release  which  she  made  that  the  State  De- 
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partment  had  request«d  she  not  discuss  this 
„'.  itter  in  any  form  with  me. 

in  May  or  June  1952.  I  visited  William 
O.tis'  father  In  Phoenix,  Ariz.  He  Informed 
n,e  that  so  far  as  he  knew,  none  of  the  eflorts 
nr.de  by  the  State  Department  had  been 
efteclive  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  informed 
n  e  that  no  representatives  of  the  State  De- 
o'.rtment  had  contacted  him.  His  only 
s.'urce  of  Information  had  been  routine  re- 
U.ives  by  the  Department  of  State. 

Just  before  the  rally  held  last  October  In 
M  irion  Ind..  for  BUI  Oatis.  Mrs.  Vogeler  con- 
licted  Mrs  Oatis  by  telephone  to  enlist  her 
fupp-^rt  of  this  project.  Mrs.  OatU  declined 
e  ving  as  her  reason  that  she  had  obtained 
n'.tructions  to  that  effect  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  State. 

Mv  repeated  Inquiries  Into  the  status  of 
the  baiu  case  Indicate  none  of  the  alleged 
negoti-itlons  had  been  successful.  The  State 
Department  was  allowed  to  visit  with  Wil- 
'..vm  Oatis  on  two  occasions  since  his  arrest. 
B  'h  visits  were  conducted  In  the  presence 
o'  members  of  the  Czechoslovak  Communist 
atithorlties  and  very  Uttle  Information  was 
L'ieaiied. 

In  the  23  months  of  Oatls'  detention,  all 
efToru  by  the  United  States  Government 
I  .ive  been  unsuccessful  since  the  fact  re- 
mains that  Oatls  Is  still   In  prison. 

It  is  significant  that  although  both  Houses 
c'  C<mgress  suggested  a  complete  boycott 
Hi;aln.st  Czechoslovakia,  this  boycott  has 
never  been  properly  enforced.  Neither  has 
the  suggestion  that  we  enlist  the  coopera- 
tion of  our  allies  In  carrying  out  the  boy- 
cott been  given  serious  consideration,  even 
though  the  suggestion  was  made  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Our  Government  has  not  employed  the 
many  means  at  its  command  that  might  be 
Fuccessfullv  emplryed  or  tised  to  obtain  the 
release  of  Bill  Oatis.  The  arrest  and  con- 
tinued detention  of  Bill  Oatis  by  the 
Czechoslovak  CommunUt  government  Is  a 
hostile  act  again.st  the  United  States  and 
tlierefore  It  evolves  u[)on  our  Government  to 
take  whatever  6tci)s  may  be  necessary  to  rec- 
tily  this  injustice  against  an  Innocent  citi- 
zen of  our  country. 

Robert  A.  Voceler. 


Several  other  Interesting  things  have 
come  to  pass.  A  young  man  who  claims 
he  was  a  Czechoslovakian,  much  desired 
and  much  wan'-ed  by  the  Russians,  has 
offered  his  own  ife  in  exchange  for  Oatis. 
I  am  merely  bringing  out  this  Uttle 
experience  because  it  shows  there  are 
people  who  aie  thinking  about  him. 
There  have  been  many  other  occasions. 
I  would  like  to  tell  you  about  how  the 
people  are  feeling  today. 

In  the  United  Nations  recently  a  writ 
of  habeus  corpus  proceeding  was  filed  m 
behalf  of  Oatis  by  Luis  Kutner,  an  attor- 
ney in  Chicago,  It  was  reported  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  by  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  I  Mrs.  Rogers!  on 
May  8  of  last  year.  Mr.  Kutner  reports 
that  after  conferences  with  several  Mem- 
bers, many  of  these  copies  had  been  sub- 
mitted, and  it  is  merely  adding  another 
fagot  to  the  fire. 

I  wish  I  could  point  out  to  you  the 
petitions   that  were  sent  to  our  office 
and   to  the  Congress  by  thousands  of 
students  of  the  University  of  Indiana  in 
reference  to  William  Oatis.    This  peti- 
tion was  signed  on  December  12.  1951, 
and  was  sponsored  by  the  Indiana  Daily 
Student.  Indiana  University.  Blooming- 
ton  Ind,    Oat. s  Day  in  Marion  was  pro- 
claimed by  the  mayor  on  October  3. 1952. 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Vogeler  spoke.    Inciden- 
tally  Mrs.  Oatis  was  invited  to  attend 


that  particular  affair  but  was  unable  to 
come. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  insert  a 
letter  written  by  Frank  J.  Starzel.  from 
the  Associated  Press: 

T'lE    Associated    Press, 
Neic  York.  N.  Y  .  January  26.  1953. 
The  Honorable  John  V.  Beamer, 
House  of  Representatives. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Ma.  Beamer:  Please  let  me  acknowl- 
edge with  appreciation  your  letter  of  Jan- 
uary 22  to  Mr.  Cooper.  He  is  away  for  the 
winter  but  I  am  forwarding  your  letter  to 
him. 

Meanwhile,  I  take  this  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing to  you  our  thanks  for  your  inter- 
est and  activity  on  behalf  of  William  Oatls. 
While  all  of  his  friends  in  the  Associated 
Press  deplore  the  fact  that  after  nearly  2 
years  he  is  still  In  prison,  we  can  find  some 
sfjlace  in  the  knowledge  that  he  has  not  been 
forgotten.  The  fight  for  Oatls'  release  Is  con- 
tinuing unabated  and  I  know  that  your  ef- 
forts to  keep  the  case  active  have  been  most 
fruitful  ,  . 

I   have   been    Intimately   acquainted   with 
all   the  steps  taken  by  our  Government  on 
Oatls'  behalf.     The  lack  of  success  thus  far 
is  not  entirelv  discouraging.     The  State  De- 
partment, at   the  level  of  our  contacts,  has 
been  cooperative  and  responsive.     I  frankly 
do    not    know    whether    anything    has    been 
left  undone  because  I  have  no  experience  In 
this   area  of   delicate  international   negotia- 
tions and   must    necessarily   depend   on   the 
Judgment  of   those   better    versed   than   I  In 
this  field.     Additionally,  I  have  continued  to 
be  r^'luciant  to  consider  criticizing  the  han- 
dling   of    the   case   because    I    have    an    idea 
that  the  Czechs  would  derive  comfort  from 
any  evidence  of  a  cleavage  or  division  in  our 

ranks 

I  can  only  suggest  at  this  stage  that  all  of 
us    continue     what    we    hnve    been    doing, 
namely,  not  to  overlook  any  opportunity  for 
calling  attention  publicly  to  Oatls'  situation. 
WMCA,  a  local  radio  station.  Is  broadcasting 
a  dramatization  of  the  case  tomorrow  night. 
During  the  holiday  season  a  large  number  of 
stations  participated  In  a  campaign  to  send 
Christmas    greetings    to    Oatls.     Newspapers 
are    most    generous    In   their   editorial    com- 
ment whenever  there  Is  any  development  in 
the  case. 

I  feel  confident  that  the  new  administra- 
tion will  readily  understand  the  important 
principle  Involved  and  will  work  energetl- 
callv  to  obtain  his  release. 

With  appreciation  for  your  letter  and  for 
your  efforts  on  behalf  of  our  associate. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Frank  J.  Starzel, 

General  Manager. 

1  would  like  to  take  up  the  few  minutes 
that  remain  and  tell  you  about  H.  R. 
2072,  which  I  wiU  insert  in  the  Record 
at  this  point: 

H.  R.  2072 
A  bill  to  amend  the  Foreign  Trade  Zones  Act 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  two  sen- 
tences of  the  first  proviso  of  section  3  of  the 
act    of    June    18,    1934     (48    Stat.    998).    as 
amended,   are   amended   to  read  as  follows: 
'Provided   That  whenever  the  prlvUege  shaU 
be  requested  and  there  has  been  no  manipu- 
lation or  manufacture  effecting  a  change  In 
tariff  classification,  the  collector  of  customs 
shall  take  under  supervision  any  lot  or  part 
of  a  lot  of  foreign  merchandise  in  a  zone, 
cause  It  to  be  appraised,  and  the  tariff  classi- 
fication to  be  determined.     Merchandise  so 
taken  under  supervision  may  be  stored   ma- 
nlpulated,  or  manufactured  "nder  the  super- 
vision   and    regulations    prescribed  ^Jj^^ 
Secretary    of    the    Treasury,    and    whether 
mixed  or  manufactured  with  domestic  mer- 
chandise or  not  may,  under  r«g"i^"°^  P"" 
acrlbed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  be 
sported  or  destroyed,  or  may  be  sent  into 


customs  territory  upon  the  payment  of 
duties  based  on  such  appraisement  and  clas- 
sification at  the  rates  In  effect  at  the  time  the 
merchandise  is  sent  Into  customs  territory.' 


Czechoslovakia  was  one  of  our  most 
favored  nations  at  the  time— April 
1S51— she  arrested  American  newsman 
William  Oatis  on  trumped-up  spy 
charges.  She  is  now  on  our  trade  black- 
list. ,      .    .. 

It  may  be  of  interest  to  look  at  the 
record  and  review  the  changes  in  our 
trade  policy  toward  the  Communists 
during  the  past  year.  Also  to  note  a 
Uttle  known  law  which  permits  the  Com- 
munists to  enjoy  tariff  benefits  after  we 
have  withdrawn  them. 

At  the  beginning  of  1S51.  the  Umted 
States  was  applying  its  reduced  import 
tariffs  to  all  countries,  whether  or  not 
these  countries  had  negotiated  agree- 
ments with  us.  The  tariff  favors  were 
thus  granted  to  both  Communist  and 
non-Communist  countries  alike;  all  na- 
tions were  receiving  most-favored-na- 
tion treatment. 

In  the  spring  of  1951.  Congress  de- 
cided to  put  a  stop  to  the  special  tariff 
favors  then  being  granted  to  the  goods 
of  Communist  countries.  The  tariffs  had 
been  reduced  under  the  trade  agree- 
ments program.  In  authorizing  con- 
tinuation of  the  program  by  the  Trade 
Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951,  Con- 
gress directed  the  President  to  take  ac- 
tion as  .soon  as  practicable  to  deny  tariff 
favors  to  imports  from  Communist 
countries.  . 

The  Oatis  case  was  not  responsible 
for  this  action  of  Congress;  the  deci- 
sion was  first  made  at  the  Capitol  be- 
fore his  imprisonment  was  known  here. 
However,  there  is  good  reason  to  beheve 
that  Oatis  was  responsible,  at  least  in 
large  part,  for  the  Executive  decision  to 
apply  the  rule  to  Czech  goods. 

It   was    in   February    1951.   that   the 
House  of  Representatives  voted  to  with- 
draw tariff  favors  then  being  extended 
to  the  Communists.    The  Senate  voted  a 
similar  policy  in  May.     The  President 
signed  the  law  in  June,  issuing  a  state- 
ment praising  the  tariff-reduction  pro- 
gram, especially  the  General  Agreement 
on    Tariffs     and    Trade— GATT.       He 
avowed  that  GATT  would  be  continued. 
Czechoslovakia  was  one  of  the  original 
23  countries  that  negotiated  GATT,  a 
fact  that  the  President  overlooked— or 
at  least  failed  to  mention— in  his  state- 
ment   pledging    continuance    of    that 
agreement;  and  on  July  6.  1951.  when 
the   State  Department  announced   the 
decisions  to  withdraw  tariff  favors  from 
most  of  the  Communist  countries,  there 
was  again  no  reference  to  the  poUcy  re- 
garding  Czechoslovakia.     Persons  who 
inquired  at  the  State  Department  re- 
garding   tariff    policy    toward    Czecho- 
slovakia were  told  that  the  matter  was 
under  consideration.  ^,     „ 

1     suspect     "under     consideration 
means  that  it  was  somewhere  in  the  files, 
goodness  only  knows  where. 

But  in  view  of  the  monstrous  impris- 
onmeAt  of  Oatis.  the  American  people 
did  not  take  the  delay  complacently. 
There  was  a  great  public  outcry  for  the 
withdrawal  of  tariff  favors  to  Czecho- 
slovakia and  for  the  imposition  of  trade 
sanctions.  Editorials  and  articles  in  the 
press  demanded  acUon— and  promptly. 
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Radio  commentators  joined  in.  A  na- 
tion was  aroused.  Resolutions  were  in- 
troduced in  Congress  and  the  action  of 
the  Congress  was  explained  above. 

The  State  Department  now  reported 
the  matter  under  "active  consideration." 
That  probably  means  it  had  been  found 
in  the  files. 

At  a  meeting  in  Geneva.  Switzerland, 
on  September  27,  1951,  the  contracting 
parties  of  GATT  authorized  suspension 
of  our  obligations  to  Czechoslovakia. 
This  meant  that  we  could  then,  at  any 
time,  assess  the  higher  tariff  rates 
originally  enacted  by  Congress  rather 
than  the  reduced  rates  established  under 
the  trade-agreements  program.  Five 
days  later,  the  State  Department  an- 
nounced that  the  higher  rates  would  be 
applied  to  all  Czech  goods  that  should 
be  entered  after  November  1,  thus  grant- 
ing 30  more  days'  delay  in  effecting  the 
national  policy  which  had  been  estab- 
lished 6  or  8  months  before. 

Having  been  critical  year  before  last 
of  the  evident  foot-dragging  in  the  mat- 
ter of  withdrawing  the  tariff  favors  from 
the  Czechs.  I  take  pleasure  in  commend- 
ing the  one-two  punch  effectively  de- 
livered by  the  executive  branch  when 
action  finally  was  taken.  The  day  fol- 
lowing news  of  definite  action  to  with- 
draw, the  Treasury  Department  an- 
nounced it  would  exact  the  maximum 
penalty — up  to  the  full  value  of  the  goods 
plus  impKjrt  duties — of  importers  of 
goods  from  Czechoslovakia  who  failed  to 
produce  certified  consular  invoices  from 
a  United  States  consulate  in  Czecho- 
slovakia in  due  time — that  is.  within  6 
months  after  entry  of  goods  into  the 
United  States.  The  Treasury  at  the 
same  time  noted  word  from  the  State  De- 
partment that  certification  of  invoices  in 
Czechoslovakia  "is  being  indefinitely  de- 
layed." 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  include  at  this  point 
order  No.  30  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board,  Department  of  Commerce,  pro- 
hibiting manipulation,  manufacture,  or 
any  other  process  of  treatment  of  any 
article  of  Czechoslovak  origin  in  a  for- 
eign-trade zone.  This  came  quite  a  long 
time  after  the  request  had  been  made  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

TiTUE  15.  Department  of  Commerce  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board  Order  No.  30  Prohibit- 
JNG  Manipulation.  Manufacture,  or  any 
Other  Process  of  Treatment  of  any  Arti- 
cle or  Czechoslovak  Origin  in  a  Foreign- 
Trade  Zone 

Pursant  to  authority  contained  in  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Act  of  June  18.  1934.  as 
amended  (48  Stat  998  1003:  19  U  S.  C.  81a- 
81u).  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  has 
adopted  the  following  order  which  is  pro- 
mulgated for  the  information  and  guidance 
of  all  concerned: 

"Whereas  the  Department  of  State  con- 
Fiders  that  at  this  time  it  Is  detrimental  to 
the  public  Interest  and  contrary  to  the  pohcy 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
permit  the  importation  of  merchandise  of 
Czechoslovak  origin  normally  requir.ng  a 
certified  ccnBUlar  Invoice  unless  shipments 
of  such  goods  are  covered  by  certified  con- 
sular invoices;  and 

"Whereas  the  Treasury  Department  has 
announced  that  the  maximum  liability 
under  law  might  be  assessed  when  ship- 
ments of  Czechoslovak  merchandise  are  not 
covered  by  the  required  documents  within 
the  legal  time  limit;  and 


"Whereas  under  the  customs  regulations 
of  the  United  States,  no  certified  cr  tuin- 
merclal  invoice,  or  bond  for  tlie  product  ii  in 
of  either,  is  required  in  connection  wiUi  the 
entry  into  the  United  States  of  artuMes, 
whether  privileged  or  nonpriviletied.  result- 
ing from  manipulation  in  a  foreign-trade 
zone; 

•"Now,  therefore,  upon  recommendation  of 
the  Department  of  State,  the  Foreign-Trade 
Zones  Board,  after  full  coni^ideratiiin.  finds 
that  it  is  detrimental  to  the  public  interest 
to  permit  manipulation  of  goods  of  Czechn- 
slovalc  origin  in  a  foreign -trade  zone  a.s  ;iii 
alternative  for  the  requirement  of  consviiar 
invoices,  and  under  the  authority  granted 
to  it  by  section  15  (c)  of  the  Fiireign-Tru()e 
Z  ines  Act  of  June  18,  19;H  (48  Slat.  lOOJ; 
19  U.  S.  C.  810).  hereby  iirders 

"No  manipulatitm.  inamitact ure.  or  anv 
other  prt)cess  (f  treatment  nf  any  article  i.'f 
Czechoslovak  origin  shall  be  allowed  m  a 
foreign-trade  zone  on  or  alter  tlie  effective 
date  of  this  order. 

"It  Is  found  that  compliance  with  tl-.e 
notice,  public  rulemaking  prucedure,  and 
delayed  efTective-date  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Prtxedure  A'n  lo  U  S  C, 
1003  1  is  impractical,  unnecessary,  ai.d  con- 
trary to  the  public  interest  in  cuniiecticn 
with  the  issuance  of  this  order,  because  the 
same  emergency  Cdnditmns  which  are  a  cau.<;e 
for  this  order  necessitate  that  it  becmne 
effective  as  quickly  as  possible.  The  effec- 
tive date  of  -.his  order  is,  therefore,  tl.e  dale 
of    publication    in    the   Federal    Rvnister. 

•  Signed  at  Washington,  U  C  ,  this  9th  d.iy 
of  January,   1953    ' 

[SEAL]  Foreign -TR^DF  Zones  Board. 

By  Chas  L.  Sav^  YtR. 
S'crptdri/    of    Commercr,    Chairman 
and     ExPcutw'     Officer,     Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board. 

Attest: 

Thos    E    I.yon<;, 
Ex<'rutn<'    Sri^rrtary.    Fw ngn-Trade 
Zont s   Board. 

(NoTF— This  order  (No.  30)  was  published 
in  the  Federal  R^Eister,  Fridav,  JaiiUarv  16, 
1953  (18  F    R  .  p    375)    ) 

Now,  to  pursue  thi.s  matter  further. 
It  was  attempted  to  get  information  fro  n 
the  forei«n-trade  zone.-^.  Finally  in 
order  to  secure  thi.s  information,  which 
was  not  fortlicoming  by  reque.st,  I  wrote 
to  all  six  of  the  foremn-trade  zonr.s  in 
the  United  State.s  and  a.'^ked  five  qiie-- 
tion.s.  which  I  include  at  ihi.s  point  in 
my  remark.s: 

1  Amount  of  Czechoslovakian  imports 
now  m  free  tr.ide  zmies? 

2.  How  much  Czechoslovakian  g(X)ds  with- 
drawn from  -.he  free  trade  zones  under 
privilege  since  November   1.    1951.' 

3  How  much  Czechosl<ivakian  goods  n'lw 
In  free  trade  i'ones   with  pruilette  sta'u?' 

4.  How  much  Czechoslo\akian  goods 
manipulated  in  tree  trade  ^oiies  since  Octo- 
ber  3.    1951  ' 

5  What  are  the  principal  C/eclmslovakiun 
Imports   for   ccnsumption    in    1952? 

From  the  Information  received,  I  would 
like  to  report  that  increa.sed  dutie.s  on 
Czech  goods  took  effect  on  November  2. 
1951.  The  following  figures  give  thf 
Czech  imports  to  the  United  States  and 
the  United  States  exports  to  Czecho- 
slovakia. 

In  1950  the  Czech  imports  to  the 
United  States  amounted  to  over  $:6,- 
000.000.  In  1951  they  had  dropped  to 
$22,404,000.  In  the  first  three  quar- 
ter.s — and  that  is  the  last  report  we  have 
for  1952— they  had  dropped  to  $1,214,- 
000.  which  shows  that  the  Beamer  resolu- 
tion was  having  some  effect,  and  also 
that  the  cancellation  of  consular  in- 
voices   was    assisting.    However,    there 


still  wa.<5  $1,214,000  of  Czech  goods 
coming  into  the  country. 

Now  let  us  see  what  happened  to  the 
United  States  exports  to  Czechoslovakia 
in  the  same  time.  In  1949  we  shipped 
$21,000,000  wortli  of  merchandi.se  to  that 
country.  It  dropped  next  year  to  $10.- 
000,000  In  1951  it  dropped  to  $1,000,000. 
and  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1952 
It  dropped  lo  $13,000.  This  indicates 
very  clearly  that  Czech  goods  continue 
to  enter  the  United  States,  and  it  is  al.so 
evident  that  American  goods  do  not  go 
into  Czechoslovakia  in  any  amount  that 
could  be  called  material. 

Although  all  import.s  of  Czech  roods 
are  generally  suppo.sed  to  have  been 
dutiable  at  the  higher  rates  since  No- 
vember 2,  1951.  it  is  still  po.ssible  to  clear 
some  Czech  imports  through  United 
States  customs  at  the  tiade-at:reement 
rates.  Understanding  of  this  rather 
astoni.shing  situation  requires  at  least  a 
brief  reference  to  techniques. 

When  g(wds  are  imported,  they  may 
be  entered  for  immediate  consumption, 
entered  for  warehou.se,  or  entered  into  a 
United  States  foien^n  trade  zone  of  which 
tliere  are  six  in  the  United  States.  In 
the  latter  ca.so  import  duties  are  paid, 
not  when  the  entry  is  for  warehousing 
or  into  the  zone,  but  when  imported 
voods  are  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  In  this  manner  they  are 
subiect  to  whatever  duties  are  in  effect 
at  time  of  withdiawal.  regardles'^  of  what 
the  rates  were  at  the  lime  of  importa- 
tion. The  foreign  trade  zone,  though 
physically  part  of  the  United  States,  is 
considered  to  Ix"  outside  our  cu-toms  ter- 
ritory, so  that  '-;oods  are  considered  to 
be  imported  when  they  are  relea.sed  from 
the  zone  for  consumption  in  this  country. 
rather  than  at  the  time  of  the:r  physical 
arrival  here  Thev  must  pay  duly  at  the 
time  of  release  But  uhile  in  this  zone 
they  can  get  privileged  status,  which 
guarantees  that  they  will  get  the  exist- 
ing favorable  t.iriff  rate,  even  though 
the  tariff  miuht  be  increa-^ed  before  the 
goods  are  released  from  the  zone. 

Mr  B.^ILEY  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield^ 

Mr  BE.^MKR  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  VVe^t  Virginia. 

Mr.  BA1LF:Y  Has  the  gentleman 
made  anv  r«'cent  check  to  determine 
what  percentaL'e  of  all  Czechoslovakian 
exports  that  are  cominu  into  this  coun- 
try may  have  cleared  Ihrouuh  some  other 
country  affected  by  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements   .Act' 

Mr  BEAMER.  I  will  come  to  that  in 
just  a  moment. 

Thus  the  owner,  knowing  that  the  tar- 
iff IS  to  be  increased,  can  frustrate  the 
increase  by  the  privileged  status  ar- 
rangement. 

It  IS  clear,  however,  that  this  provision 
of  law  can  operate  to  delay  effectuation 
of  the  will  of  Congress  that  tariffs  on 
imports  of  any  particular  i-oods  should 
be  increased.  No  doubt,  coijent  argu- 
ments in  its  favor  were  presented  before 
Congress  enacted  it.  The  question  is 
whether  these  aruuments  are  adequate 
in  the  light  of  today's  world. 

It  is  for  this  rea.son  that  I  have  in- 
troduced H.  R.  2072  to  amend  the  For- 
eign Tiade  Zones  Act  to  plug  this  loop- 
hole and  stop  all  Czech  imports. 


10.13 

Now  I  should  like  to  ansu-er  the  gen- 
ti.'man  fiom  West  Virginia  by  stating 
tint  we  have  here  Jill  the  reports  that 
hue  come  to  us  from  the  various  trade 
zones  Five  of  thera  came  direct  from 
the  various  trade  zones,  and  the  reports 
from  New  York  were  brought  here  by  the 
representative  in  the  Department  of 
Commerce.  Mr.  Lyons,  just  a  few  days 

Q  IJ  Q 

Frankly.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Bailey!  it  is 
rather  difficult  to  determine  whether 
this  Czechoslovak  merchandise  which 
has  come  in  from  ether  countries  is  old 
merchandi.se  that  i.'  still  being  held  over 
or  whether  perhar  s  it  is  merchandise 
that  has  very  little  market  value— but  it 
IV  continuing  to  be  a  smaller  amount  all 

the  time  , 

Mr    BAILEY.     II  the  gentleman  will 
yuki   further.   I   asked   the   gentleman 
"thai  question  because  if  he  will  recall, 
a  couple  of  vears  ago  in  the  discussion 
of    the   amendment   of    the   Reciprocal 
Trade  Agreements  Act  I  have  here  .some 
linen  towels  purch  i.sed  in  a  department 
ft  ore  at  Miami.  Fla..  that  had  marked 
in  the  weave  of  t:ie  towel:  -Manufac- 
tired  in  U   S.  S.  H."    On  tracing  them 
down  I  found  that,  they  had  come  into 
the   United    State^    through   Czechoslo- 
v.ikia  under  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act;  and  I  wondered  to  what  ex- 
tent  some  of  thes.-  Czech  goods  may  be 
unloaded  onto  this  country  by  bootleg - 
'■::)■'    them   into   an   adjoining   country 
tluit  had  the  ben -fit  of  the  Reciprocal 
Tiade  A^;reement^   Act. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Abends)  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr  BE.\MER.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask 
uiuinimousconsen'  to  proceed  for  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  i  TO  tempore.    If  there 

is  no  objection  on  he  part  of  those  hav- 
me  special  orders  to  follow  the  gentle- 
man, the  qentlemi.n's  time  may  be  ex- 
tended. Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  ohjection. 
Mr  BEAMER  Mr,  Speaker,  now 
there  are  new  bos  es  in  Red  Czechoslo- 
vakia. 

Klement  Gottwild  died  after  his  re- 
turn fiom  the  fun-'ral  of  Josef  Stalin  in 
Mo.scow  and  Anton  in  Zapotocky  has  suc- 
ceeded to  the  pres  dency.    Actually  this 
IS  a  dictatorship    »nd  the  chances  are 
that  none  of  the  voters  had  any  choice  in 
the  .selection  of  the  successor  to  Gott- 
wald      As  shown  a  X)ve.  Czechoslovakian 
imports  to  the  Un  ted  States  have  been 
reduced  very  materially  and  it  is  felt 
that  these  can  be  reduced  further  and 
perhaps  even  eliminated.     If  our  ally. 
C'.reat  Britain,  and  some  of  the  other  na- 
tions to  whom  we  have  given  billions  of 
dollars,  would  assist  us  in  the  same  eco- 
nomic sanctions,  then  the  Communist- 
dominated  countries  soon  would  realize 
that  the  requests  and  demands  of  the 
United  States  must  be  met. 

Now  that  there  is  a  new  president  in 
Czechoslovakia,  it  is  hoped  that  our  Am- 
bas.sador.  George  Wadsworth.  can  be  in- 
structed to  adopt  a  firm  policy  and  tell 
Mr.  Zapotocky  that  if  Oatis  is  released. 
normal  trade  relations  can  be  resimied. 
This  request  dare  not  be  made  in  the 
slap-on-the-wrist  fashion  as  was  the 
case  under  the  Acheson  administration. 
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The  policy  of  appeasement  and  contain- 
ment has  brought  us  nothing  but  more 
Communist  successes.  An  alien  religion 
and  a  subversive  philosophy  such  as  com- 
munism does  not  understand  the  meek, 
turn-the-other-cheek  language.  Mr. 
Lodge,  our  representative  in  the  United 
Nations  has  made  some  display  of  the 
new  and  firmer  attitude  that  should  be 
displayed  toward  Czechoslovakia  and  all 
of  those  unfortunate  nations  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain. 

It  is  hoped  that  this  attitude,  plus  the 
attitude  and  spirit  of  cooperation  dis- 
played by  Secretary  of  State  John  Fos- 
ter Dulles  in  our  recent  discussion  will 
beijin  to  be  the  new  order  of  foreign 
policy  in  this  country.  The  American 
public  last  fall  asked,  among  other 
things,  for  a  change  in  foreign  policy 
and  here  is  one  excellent  place  to  start. 
Why  should  we  permit  a  fifth-rate  power 
to  insult  us  with  Oatis  and  with  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  similar  cases? 

The  Czechs  shot  down  an  American 
plane  that  was  15  miles  in  Western  Ger- 
many from  the  Czech  border.  Will  our 
demands  for  not  only  a  reparation  but 
also  for  an  apology  be  met  or  will  we  as 
a  nation  with  a  proud  past  insist  that 
these  demands  be  met? 

I  want  to  conclude  by  suggesting  that 
we  have  a  dutv  to  our  children  and  our 
children's  children.  What  kind  of  her- 
itage are  we  passing  on  to  the  future 
generations  in  these  United  States?  Let 
us  make  it  a  proud  one.  a  forceful  one. 
and  a  triumphant  one. 

For  that  reason  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  include,  to  illustrate  what  people 
are  saying,  a  letter  from  Mr.  William 
Loeb  president  and  publisher  of  the 
Manchester  (N.  H.)  Union  Leader,  and 
al.so  editorials  from  papers  in  BiU 
Oatis"  home  town. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

tThe  matter  referred  to  follows:) 


that  the  German  fleet  was  still  in  Venezuelan 
territorial  waters  and  that  no  message  had 
been  received  by  the  State  Department  or 
the  White  House  as  to  the  future  movement 

of  the  fleet. 

To  which  von  Sternberg  replied.  'Surely 
you  were  not  serious  in  bringing  the  mes- 
age  from  the  President.  It  would  be  wortli 
my  diplomatic  career  to  convey  such  a  mes- 
sage to  the  all  highest.  Yours  is  a  fine  coun- 
try, Mr.  Secretary,  but,  after  all,  I  represent 
His  Imperial  Highness  and  the  German  Em- 
pire. Furthermore,  your  own  father.  Mr. 
Secretary,  came  from  Germany.  We  are  good 
friends,  I  gave  your  son.  BUly,  a  large  chris- 
tening cup  when  he  was  born.  Siorely  we 
can  settle  this  matter." 

To  this  my  father  replied,  "I  am  sorry.  Mr. 
Ambassador.  It  Is  true  that  my  father  came 
from  Germany  and  we  have  many  ties  with 
the  old  country.  But  you  must  remember 
that  our  family  left  Germany  for  one  rea- 
son— we  preferred  freedom. 

■Besides.  President  Theodore  Roosevelt  is 
one  who.  once  his  mind  is  made  up.  is  not 
swayed  from  acting  In  accordance  with  hia 
firm  principles. 

"The  President  has  Instructed  me  to  tell 
you  further  that,  since  we  have  had  no  reply 
at  all  in  the  16  hours,  we  have  no  Intention 
of  waiting  the  remaining  8  hours. 

••The  Atlantic  Fleet,  under  Admiral  Dewey. 
Is  at  Guantanamo  Bay  In  Cuba.  President 
Roosevelt,  early  in  the  day.  ordered  Admiral 
Dewey  to  get  steam  up  and  strip  his  ships  for 
action. 

•If  no  word  Is  forthcoming  from  your 
government  inside  of  4  hours,  the  President 
will  order  Admiral  Dewey  to  set  sail  for  Vene- 
zuela immediately  to  take  whatever  action 
Is  necessary. '• 

With  that,  my  father  withdraw  from  the 
German  Embassy. 

In  about  24  hours,  the  American  Minister 
to  Venezuela  reported  that  the  German  fleet 
had  pulled  up  anchor  and  was  moving  out 
to  sea. 

I  thought  this  story  might  be  of  Interest 
to  you,  in  contrast  to  what  happens  nowa- 
days. This  story  is  a  bit  of  unpublished  his- 
tory. 

Usual   regards   and  best   wishes. 

Very  sincerely. 

Wu-LiAM  LoEB,  President. 


Manchester  Union  Leader. 

Union  Leader  Corp.. 
Manchester.  N.  H  .  September  24.  1951. 
Congressman  John  V.  Beamer, 
House  Office  Building. 

Wa.shington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Congressman  Bf.amer:  Looking  over 
the  letter  of  mine  uhich  you  so  kindly  in- 
serted in  the  Congressional  Record,  along 
with  the  editorial,  brought  to  mind  another 
incident  the  inside  story  of  which  you  might 
enlov  It  concerns  the  time  the  Kaiser  sent 
the  German  fleet  over  to  the  coast  of 
Venezuela  to  collect  some  debts  owed  by 
Venezuela  to  various  German  nationals. 
The  American  reaction  to  this  violation  of 
the    Monroe    Doctrine    of    that    day    was    as 

follows:  .        

Back  at  the  turn  of  the  century  when  my 
father  was  a  young  man.  he  served  as  chief 
private  secretary  to  Theodore  Roosevelt  at 
the  time  he  was  President  of  the  United 
States.  One  day  the  President  sent  him  to 
call    on    German   Ambassador    "Speck"    von 

Sternberg.  _  ,^  .  ^  . 

Mv  father  said.  "President  Roosevelt  had 
asked  me  to  call  your  attention.  Mr.  Ambas- 
sador, to  the  fact  that  the  German  fleet  Is  In 
Venezuelan  territorial  waters,  contrary  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  The  President  further 
asked  me  to  Inform  you  that  you  request 
your  government  to  remove  the  fleet  within 
24   hours'   time." 

Some  16  hours  later  my  father  returned  to 
the  German  Embassy  and  told  the  Ambas- 
sador the  White  House  had  been  UUormed 


(From   the  Marion    (Ind.)    Chronicle   of 

February   6.   1953) 

Oatis  Remains  in  Prison 

Truman.  Acheson.  and  Eleanor  Roosevelt 

have  gone  from  the  Federal  Government,  and 

William  N.  Oatis  continues  a  prisoner  in  the 

hands  of  the  Czechoslovaks. 

It  Is  the  purpose  of  Congressman  John  V. 
Beamer,  he  says,  to  continue  his  efforts  to 
secure  the  freedom  of  the  former  Marion 
newspaperman,  who  has  spent  a  year  and  a 
half  in  a  foreign  prison  on  trumped-up 
charges  of  spying. 

Oatis'  release  Is  demanded  In  a  letter  ad- 
dressed by  the  national  auxiliary  of  the 
American  Legion  to  John  Foster  Dulles,  the 
new  Secretary  of  State,  In  President  Eisen- 
hower's Cabinet. 

Friends  of  the  prisoner  charge  that  the 
Oatis  case  was  not  pressed  by  the  former 
administration,  out  of  fear  of  the  conse- 
quences of  antagonizing  the  Communists, 
who  are  responsible  for  his  Imprisonment. 

Congressman  Beamer  says  he  will  ask  for 
the  State  Department  record  of  what  has  or 
has  not  been  done  In  the  Oatis  case.  Friends 
of  the  prisoner  anxiously  await  development, 
and  Oatis  freedom  restored. 

I  From  the  Marion   (Ind.)    Chronicle  of 
December  17,  1952) 
Cards  to  Oatis  DRrvK  Starts 
An    Intensive    drive    had    been    launched 
today  by  members  of  the  Byron  W.  Thorn- 
burg  Post   10,  American  Legion,   to   let  the 
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Imprisoned  Bill  Oatls  know  that  his  hun- 
dreds of  friends  In  Marion  have  not  fur- 
go    -^n  him  this  Christmas. 

Plans  for  the  project  were  revealed  Tues- 
day night  at  the  regular  post  meeting  and 
the  slogan  of  the  plan  is.  Send  That  Extra 
Christmas  Carl  to  Bill  Oatis.  The  Legion- 
naires mapped  a  program  which  is  designed 
to  swamp  the  Czech  prison  where  the  former 
Marion  newsman  is  being  held. 

The  post  conimander,  Charles  Kilgour, 
urged  residents  to  address  Christmas  cards 
to  William  Oatls,  Pancrac  Prison,  Prague, 
Czechoslovakia,  and  suggested  that  cards  be 
sent  by  airmail  wherever  possible. 

Postage  rates  to  Prague  are  1 '  i  cents  per 
half  ounce  for  unsealed  envelopes  and  5 
cents  for  sealed  communications  and  15  cents 
for  airmail  delivery. 

The  drive  to  have  Christmas  cards  mailed 
to  Oatis  will  come  to  a  climax  Saturday 
when  Legionnaires  will  be  on  duly  at  con- 
venient locations  in  the  downtown  area  to 
assist  persons  wishing  to  mail  cards  to  Oati.s. 
The  Legion  members  will  address  and  mail 
such  cards. 

Kilgour  pointed  out  that  although  under 
International  agreement  the  Communists  do 
not  have  to  deliver  packages  to  prisoners, 
they  deliver  mail,  and  the  Communist  leaders 
might  be  impressed  if  Oatis  were  to  receive 
hundreds  of  cards  from  well-wishers. 

Clififord  Prior  was  named  chairman  in 
charge  of  the  campaign.  Other  members 
of  the  committee  include,  William  Fowler, 
W.  H.  McGrew.  Harry  Jackson.  Jr  .  Joseph 
Sexton,  Noel  Hill,  and  Aimont  Williams. 


[From  the  Portland    (Ind.)    Graphic   of 
February  5,  1953  | 

Beamer  Bats  for  Oatis 

The  most  sensitive  spot  to  the  American 
press  is  the  still-open  sore  of  the  William 
Oatls  case.  More  than  ]ust  a  good,  handy 
editorial  whipping  boy.  the  William  Oatis 
case  is  a  matter  of  the  serious  concern  of 
freedom-loving  Americans  all  over  and.  for 
obvious  reasons,  even  more  especially  a  con- 
cern to  American  Journalists. 

Its  quite  natural  that  the  case  should  be 
kept  alive  by  American  newspapers,  but  it's 
really  encouraging  to  see  it  receive  official 
recognition  by  the  few  Government  officials 
who  consider  the  principle  Involved  too  im- 
portant to  permit  its  being  shelved  as  an 
unpleasant  experience  in  American  diplo- 
macy. 

John  Beamer.  our  district's  Representative 
In  Washington,  is  one  of  those  officials  who 
have  worked  toward  Oatis'  release.  His  re- 
cently proposed  legislation  which  bears  his 
signature  is  another  step  toward  that  end. 
Beamer  proposed  a  bill  to  amend  the  Foreign 
Trade  Zones  Act  to  eliminate  the  loopholes 
in  the  existing  law  whereby  Czechoslovakia 
has  been  able  to  continue  importing  its  prod- 
ucts at  a  tariff  rate  that  existed  before  the 
last  hike. 

It  was  Beamer  who  Introduced  the  bill 
Which  passed  the  82d  Congress  severing  trade 
relations  with  Czechoslovakia  until  Oatis'  re- 
lease. His  new  bill  Is  meant  to  plug  a  few 
gaps  in  the  law. 

It's  really  a  poor  substitute  for  some 
stronger  and  more  effective  action,  but  it's 
better  than  letting  the  case  end  wfth  the 
Issuance  of  a  strong  diplomatic  rebuke;  and 
until  a  better  method  of  making  that  coun- 
try suffer  from  the  unjust  imprisonment  of 
an  American  citizen  is  devised,  we  strongly 
support  the  steps  taken  by  the  Indiana  Rep- 
resentative from  the  fifth  district. 

[Prom  the  E^komo   (Ind.)    Tribune  of  No- 
vember 29.  1952 1 

DXTLLES    AND    THE    OaTIS    CaSE 

Enormous  problems  will  fall  on  the  shoul- 
ders of  John  Poster  Dulles  when  he  takes  over 
the  post  of  Secretary  of  State  in  January. 
■We  wonder  if  he  wlU  have  any  time  to  de- 


vote to  the  problem  of  obtaining  freedom 
lor  William  Oatis,  young  Associated  Press 
correspondent  who  has  spent  more  than  a 
year  in  a  Czechoslovakian  prison. 

It  may  be  that  a  fresh  approach  to  the 
Oatis  case  can  be  made  by  the  new  State 
Department.  Nir.  Dulles,  or  his  assistants, 
should  work  out  a  course  of  action  capable 
of  getting  results.  And  after  a  reasonable 
period,  the  Department  should  give  a  rep<irt 
on  the  whole  case  to  the  American  people. 
Under  Secretary  Acheson,  the  Department 
has  revealed  little  about  its  efforts  except 
to  say  it  was  doing  all  it  could. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Saturday  Evening 
Post,  no  really  effective  efforts  to  cibtam  this 
American  citizen's  release  have  been  made. 
Oatis  was  jailed  after  a  phony  trial  because 
he  tried  to  do  -a  workmanlike  job  of  coveriaj 
Czechoslovak  news. 

After  Oatls  was  sentenced,  a  partial  em- 
bargo was  put  on  American  shipmeiit,s  to 
the  Czechs,  but  Representative  John  Beamek. 
of  Indiana,  pointed  out  later  that  we  still 
are  shipping  goods  to  them. 

Assuming  for  the  sake  of  arr,'ument  that 
the  Government  has  done  its  best  lor  Oaiis, 
the  Post  asks  whether  it  has  done  anything 
to  make  sure  that  a  phony  arrest  and  trial 
do  not  happen  to  snnieone  else  A  Chimgo 
lawyer.  Luis  Kutner.  recently  had  tl;e  idea 
that  the  Reds  could  be  forced  to  release 
Oatis  by  an  order  from  the  International 
Court  of  Justice.  At  lejvst  Mr  Kutner  had 
an  idea.  Actually,  about  the  only  interna- 
tional agreement  on  arbitrary  arrest  and 
similar  violations  of  human  rights  is  con- 
tained in  some  very  general  worda«e  m 
article  ."^5  of  the  United  Nations  Ch.irte:  and 
in  the  Universal  Declaration  of  Human 
Rights. 

These,  as  the  Post  observes,  are  only  state- 
ments of  principle  with  no  mafhmery  for 
putting  them  into  effect  Aside  from  the 
piety  of  the  language,  the  U  N  has  con- 
tributed little  toward  the  protection  of  the 
rights  of  citizens  abroad  that  was  not  avail- 
able under  the  old  international  law 

As  the  Post  says,  the  tragedy,  as  it  affects 
Oatis,  Is  that  we  have  come  to  lean  so  heavily 
on  these  new  but  larijely  ine.'Iective  inter- 
national agencies  that  we  neglect  the  tradi- 
tional pressures  which  are  available,  liieie 
are  certainly  several. 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  apprf^- 
ciate  very  much  the  opportunity  of  biiii-^- 
iriR  this  case  before  you  auain.  I  hope 
the  Congress  and  the  administration  w  ill 
continue  their  efforts  to  secure  ju.-tice  for 
Bill  Oatis  and  his  relea.'^e.  and  that  we 
give  him  the  .'^ame  consideration  that  we 
ourselves  desire. 


FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  Mr.  Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  an- 
nounced that  the  Senate  had  pas.^ed 
without  amendment  a  bill  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  4130.  An  act  to  amend  title  V  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act. 
1953,  so  as  to  permit  the  continued  u.^e  of 
appropriations  thereunder  to  make  payment.s 
to"  ARO,  Inc.,  for  operation  of  the  Arnold 
Engineering  Development  Center  after  March 
31.    1953. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the  following 
title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  1419.  An  act  to  permit  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  establish  daylight-saving  time  in  the  Dis- 
trict. 


MAY  6  DESIGNATED  AS  MEMORIAL 
DAY  FOR  DECEASED  MEMBERS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
T  offer  a  privileged  resolution  <H.  Res. 
199 1  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid- 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Rr-iulird.  That  on  Wednesday.  May  6,  1953. 
Immediately  after  the  approval  of  tbe  Jour- 
nal, the  House  shall  stand  In  recess  for  the 
purfx)se  of  holding  memorial  services  as  ar- 
ranged by  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis- 
tration under  the  provision  of  clause  9  ml 
(  1  (  of  rule  XI  of  the  Rules  of  the  Hou.se  of 
Repre.sentatives  The  order  of  exercises  and 
proceedings  of  the  service  shall  be  printed 
in  the  CONORf shioNAL  REfoRD.  and  all  Mem- 
bers shall  have  leave  for  30  legislative  days  to 
extend  their  remarks  in  the  Co.ngres.sIonal 
REi  oRD  on  the  life,  character,  and  public 
service  of  the  deceased  Members.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  proceedings,  the  Speaker 
shall  call  tlie  Hou.se  to  order  and  then  as  a 
further  mar'ic  of  resjject  to  the  memories  of 
the  deceased  he  shall  declare  the  House  ad- 
J(jurned  The  necessary  expenses  conne<  ted 
witii  such  memorial  services  sh.tll  l.>e  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  ul  the  House 
up<jn  Vouchers  signed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Hou.se  Adminislrallou. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  l.iid  on  the 
table. 


VETERANS'   APPROPRIATIONS 

The  SPEAKER  i^ro  tempore.  Under 
the  previous  order  of  Jie  Hou.se.  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  I  Mr.  PhilliPoJ 
is  recogni/ed  for  45  minutes. 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
of  the  old  story  of  the  public  speaker  who 
was  supposed  to  make  tliree  speeches, 
the  one  he  intended  to  make,  the  one  he 
actually  did  make,  and  the  one  he 
thouulu  of  on  the  way  home.  Yesteiday 
I  addressed  the  House  for  45  minutes  on 
the  subject  of  Vet(  rans'  Appropriations. 
I  realized  that  my  time  was  about  to  ex- 
pire and  tlial  I  had  not  covered  at  least 
one  point  I  wanted  to  make.  In  the  in- 
tervening 24  hours  another  rep>ort  ha.s 
come  to  me.  in  preliminary  form,  from 
one  of  the  investigators,  and  I  wish  to 
include  that  with  my  remarks. 

The  point  I  wanted  to  make  particu- 
larly was  that  llie  subject  I  am  di.scus- 
sing.  the  appropriations  by  the  Congress 
for  the  Veterans'  Administration,  the 
growth  of  that  agency,  and  the  division 
of  lUs  money  between  functions,  has  pro- 
duced a  Situation  very  little  understood 
by  the  veterans  themselves,  who  now 
constitute  approximately  one-half  of  our 
population.  There  has  been  criticism. 
and  .some  inaccurate  information  given 
out,  and  I  wi.sh  to  emphasize.  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  it  is  now  necessary;  that 
it  IS  urgent  and  important  that  some  re- 
e.xploration  be  made  of  the  expenditures 
of  the  country  through  the  Congre.s.s  for 
the  veterans  and  all  the  functions  united 
in  the  Veterans'  Administration  agency, 
and  that  this  should  be  done  by  our- 
selves. I  want  It  done  In  an  orderly  and 
sympathetic  way  by  the  veteran.s.  by  the 
Congre.ss,  by  the  veterans'  organizations, 
the  American  Legion,  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars.  AMVETS.  the  DAV,  the 
Regular  Veterans  As.sociation,  and 
others,  rather  than  wait  until  the  situa- 
tion reaches  a  point  where  some  sort  of 
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reduction  and  change  of  administration 
IS  forced  upon  us. 

I  for  one.  Mr.  Speaker,  have  a  recol- 
lection of  the  Economy  Act  of  1933  and 
the  tragedies  and  difficulties  it  produced. 
I  think  this  is  a  matter  of  sufficient 
uivency  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 

^Tha^vc  three  more  illustrations  to  put 
into  the  Record  at  this  point.  I  spoke 
yesterday  of  the  numl)er  of  veterans  who 
h  id  gone  to  hospitals  and  had  signed 
afTidiu'its  subjecting  themselves  to 
penalty  either  fine  or  imprisonment. 
'  ivmi'  that  they  did  not  have  sufficient 
money  to  pay  for  their  ho.spitalization. 
Under  no  other  circumstances  could  they 
have  been  admitted  to  the  hospital. 
I  hey  were  not  service-connected  vet- 
erans. ,.  ...      ,M 

The  Veterans'  Administration  Itself 
takes  the  po-sttion  that  it  may  not  look 
bick  of  the  affidavit,  and  I  think  there 
1^  a  -slight  justmcation  for  that  position 
although  not  a  complete  jur.tification  for 
It  The  last  sentence  of  the  section  of 
the  act  savs  that  the  affidavit  of  the 
veteran  is  to  be  Uken  as  evidence  of 
inability  to  pay 

I  cited  the  fact  that  out  of  40.000  cards, 
500  had  been  picked  out  by  a  simple 
method:  by  saying  this  man  is  in  a  clas.si- 
fication  in  ordinary  life  which  implies  in- 
come: he  is  a  lawyer,  doctor.  busine.-=s- 
man  or  profes.sional  man,  and  m  all  fair- 
ness It  's  right  to  beueve  he  has  an 
income. 

Out  cf  500  such  cards  it  was  proven 
that  336  of  these  veterans  had  incomes 
ranging  from  $4,000  a  year  to  $50,000  a 
year.  In  addition  to  that  there  were  23. 
pos.sibly  duplications,  who  had  personal 
property  valued  at  from  $20,000  to 
5500.000. 
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I  have  today,  in  pencil  form  only,  the 
check  of  390  veterans  discharged  from 
a  certain  hospital— I  have  the  name  of 
the  hospital,  but  I  do  not  want  to  put  it 
in  the  Record  today— in  the  last  quarter. 
October    to    December    of    1S5I.     This 
covers  only  390  veterans,  just  cards  taken 
at  random.    You  reach  in  and  pick  out 
a  card  from  the  file;  234  of  the.^e  had  in- 
comes under  $1,000.     That  is  the  f^eld 
we  thought  we  were  trying  to  do  some- 
thing for    37  of  them  had  incomes  be- 
tween $1,000  and  $2,000  a  year;  44  had 
incomes  between  $2,000  and  $3,000;  43 
between  83,000  and  $4,000;  23  between 
S4  000  and  $5,000;  4  between  $5,000  and 
!6  000     1  between  $6,000  and  $7,000;   1 
between   $7,000   and   $8,000;    1   between 
$9,000    and     $10,000,    and    2    between 
$10,000  and  $15,000. 

These  are  veterans  who  made  affi- 
davits that  they  had  no  money  with 
which  to  pay  hospital  expenditures. 

I  made  the  point  yesterday.  Mr.  Speak- 
er that  I  thought  we  should  change  our 
law  so  as  to  make  it  possible  for  a  man 
to  pay  something  against  his  hospital- 
ization, if  not  all.  and  I  am  very  much 
of  the  opinion  that  every  hospital  should 
be  required  to  ask  a  prospective  veteran 
patient  if  he  carries  insurance  for  hos- 
pitalization and  to  try  to  coUect  on  that 
insurance.  Some  legislative  action  may 
be  needed.  We  found  in  our  check  of  40 
hospitals  that  few  of  them  asked  about 
insurance. 

Of  the  two  highest  Income  cases  on 
my  list,  above,  one  was  a  salesman,  hos- 


pitalized for  22  days,  who  had  a  salary  of 
$12,900  a  year.  The  other  was  a  resident 
physician  and  I  think  we  should  not 
count  him.  as  a  physician  Is  entitled  to 
hospitalization  In  his  own  hospital,  either 
as  a  doctor  or  as  a  veteran.  The  desire 
of  our  committee  Is  reasonable  Interpre- 
tation and  enforcement. 

Another  section  I  did  not  mention  yes- 
terday among  the  functions  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration. .  was  the  claims 
section.  I  give  you  an  illustration  why 
there  is  room  here  for  exploration.  I 
state  that  I  think  this  is  exceptional,  but 
it  Is  a  case  and  It  Is  one  picked  out  at 
random. 

Here  is  a  man  receiving  compensa- 
tion of  $195  a  month.  Those  of  you  who 
are  familiar  with  the  situation  know 
that  means  almost  complete  disability. 
Investigation  disclosed  this  man  is  earn- 
ing In  salary  and  wages,  not  invested  in- 
come but  earned  Income,  more  than 
$10,000  a  year.  I  find  it  hard  to  believe 
he  has  permanent  di.'?ability. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Most  of  those  cases  the 
gentleman  recited  of  those  hard  to  check 
were  non-service-connected  cases? 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  I  am  referring  only 
to  shall  I  say.  one-third  of  the  veterans 
in  hospitals  who  do  not  have  service  con- 
nection. If  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  will  recall.  I  said  yesterday  that 
there  is  an  area  in  which  there  are  serv- 
ice-connected veterans  about  which  there 
is  no  question.  That  Is  about  one-third 
of  the  total.  356  percent  to  be  correct. 
There  Is  a  supplementary  group  of  11. 4 
percent  In  which  the  man  is  service  con- 
nected but  is  not  receiving  treatment  for 
a  service-connected  disability.  There  is 
another  small  percent  who  are  in  because 
of  entitlement  through  disability  pen- 
sions or  some  similar  entitlement.  We 
have  about  17  percent  who  can  show  no 
service-connection,  who  are  in  no  way 
service-connected. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Would  the  gentleman 
say  that  the  case  he  cited  in  which  the 
individual  was  receiving  $195  a  month 
in  total  disability  benefits,  and  was  mak- 
ing $10,000  a  year  was  an  exceptional 

case? 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  I  said  definitely  it  was 
an  exception,  but  it  is  weU  for  us  oc- 
casionallv  to  look  Into  these  things. 

Mr  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  who  is  mak- 
ing an  outstanding  record  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  I 
think  it  was  covered  yesterday,  and  I 
have  not  heard  all  of  the  gentleman  s 
remarks  today,  but  will  the  gentleman 
please  state  for  the  Record  the  latest 
figures  from  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion Indicating  the  total  number  of  serv- 
ice-connected cases  that  are  applying 
for  hospitalization  and  are  not  In  hos- 
pitals.   Are  there  not  70? 

Mr  PHILLIPS.  There  were  70  who 
were  service-connected.  Did  the  gentle- 
man say  •service-connected'? 

Mr  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.    Yes. 
Mr'  PHILLIPS.     The  figure  we  had 
for  about  January  I  was  70.    There  were 


70  service-connected  applicants  who 
were  not  In  hospitals,  and  of  that  num- 
ber almost  all  of  them  were  not  In  hos- 
pitals of  their  own  desire.  They  were 
going  later  or  preferred  to  wait  for  some 
reason  or  other.  Since  that  time  an- 
other number  has  been  supplied  Infor- 
mally, but  it  is  still  In  the  same  area;  it 
is  about  100. 

However.  I  called  attention  yesterday. 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  fact  that  one  list  we 
had.  showing  68  people  who  were  waiting 
on  a  list  to  get  into  a  certain  hospital, 
were  largely  NP  cases,  neuropsychiatric 
cases,  and  those  cases  we  know  we  have 
not  supplied  enough  beds  for.  We  are 
building  two  more  hospitals  this  year  of 
approximately  1,000  beds  each.  But 
even  in  the  case  of  those  68,  52  of  them 
were  alreadv  In  other  hospitals  and  be- 
ing taken  care  of  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  just  wanted  to  ask  the 
question  that  the  gentleman  just  ex- 
plained. I  am  having  some  difficulty  ia 
getting  hospitalization  for  service-con- 
nected veterans,  and  we  do  need  some 
more  faciUties  in  that  particular  area. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Yes,  we  do.  We  have  on 
our  list  three  hospitals,  two  of  which  will 
be  built  this  year;  but  It  also  should  be 
understood  if  we  take  tlie  minimum.  17 
percent,  which  seems  very  small— but  if 
you  take  17  percent  of  131,000  beds,  you 
will  see  that  you  have  there  the  equiva- 
lent of  13  hospitals  in  figures;  that  is.  in 
statistics,  not  necessarily  in  fact.  But 
the  fact  is  we  do  not  need  to  build  addi- 
tional general  medical  and  surgical  hos- 
pitals; what  we  need  are  NP  and  TB 
hospitals. 


STLTDY  OF  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN 
FEDERAL.  STATE.  AND  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ar- 
kansas I  Mr.  Hays]  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  Monday  the  President  submitted  an 
extremely  important  recommendation  to 
the  Congress  with  reference  to  the  im- 
pact of  legislation  for  grants-in-aid  upon 
the  various  units  of  government.  With 
the  President's  thesis  that  there  should 
be  a  reevaluatlon  of  Federal  laws  provid- 
ing assistance  to  the  States  I  am  In 
agreement,  but  I  wish  to  make  two  points 
with  reference  to  the  proposal. 

First,  our  thinking  should  be  clear  on 
the  basic  cause  of  the  problem  described 
by  the  President.    Second.  In  setting  up 
the  commission  to  make  such  studies 
extreme  caution  should  be  exercised  to 
make  sure  that  the  authority  of  the  Con- 
gress is  preserved  and  that  w%  avoid  the 
mistakes  often  made  In  the  past  of  rele- 
gating these  studies  to  executive  agen- 
cies or  to  persons  having  no  official  re- 
sponsibility to  the  electorate.     I  hope 
that  consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
idea  of  making  this  strictly  a  congres- 
sional study  and  that  efforts  be  made 
to  approach  the  problem  without  par- 
tisanship,    interest  should  be  focused 
upon  Federal  aspects  of  the  problem, 
leaving  to  the  States  and  municipaUties 
wide  discretion  in  determining  their  own 
policies. 
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Vast  economic  and  social  changes  of 
recent  years  have  required  Federal  laws 
that  have  appeared  to  invade  the  rights 
of  the  States,  and  chiefly  because  the 
problems  have  been  new,  the  allocation 
of  Government  authority  has  not  been 
precise  nor  satisfactory.  At  the  same 
time,  demands  for  correcting  the  evils 
that  this  situation  has  produced  should 
not  cause  the  Congress  to  be  defensive 
in  attitude  nor  to  assume  that  the 
problem  will  be  solved  by  the  Federal 
Government  retreating  from  its  re- 
sponsibilities. 

The  best  studies  that  have  been  made 
of  various  problems  of  government  have 
been  those  directed  by  standing  or  select 
committees  of  the  Congress,  notably  the 
joint  committee  which  directed  the  leg- 
islative reorganization  studies  in  1946. 
leading  to  one  of  the  most  effective  re- 
forms in  our  history. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  have  at  times 
followed  the  pattern  outlined  in  the 
President's  message  on  Monday,  only  to 
find  that  the  congressional  role  became 
secondary.  An  illustration  is  the  report 
of  the  Hoover  Commission  which  has 
brought  some  salutary  results,  but  much 
more  might  have  been  accomplished  had 
this  been  strictly  a  congressional  com- 
mittee. 

We  need  not  deprive  ourselves  of  the 
valuable  facilities  that  the  executive  de- 
partment could  place  at  our  disposal  or 
fail  to  take  advantage  of  the  informa- 
tion   that    many    extra    governmental 
agencies  may  make  available.    Consul- 
tation with  such  groups  as  the  Council  of 
State  Governments  and  the  various  asso- 
ciations of  municipal  governments  would 
be  indispensable  to  the  success  of  the 
studies  to  be  undertaken  in  this  instance. 
The  President  refers  particularly  to 
the  changes  within  the  past  20  years, 
and  this  is,  of  course,  an  accurate  ref- 
erence, but  I  hope  it  will  not  appear 
argumentative  to  point  out  that  the  ex- 
pansion of  Federal  authority  first  be- 
came   pronounced    even    in    an    earlier 
period,  beginning  with  the  Wilson  ad- 
ministration.    Incidentally,  it  is  one  of 
the  ironies  of  our  political  history  that 
Woodrow  Wilson,  devoted  Jeffersonian 
and   faithful  student  of   local   govern- 
ment, became  identified  with  an  unprec- 
edented projection  of  Federal  authority, 
an  influence  directly  attributable  to  the 
necessities  of  war.    As  we  work  toward 
the  rule  of  law  in  our  world,  an  ideal 
eloquently  advanced  by  both  Democratic 
end  Republican  Presidents,  we  will  by 
that  very  process  lessen  the  severity  of 
the  problem  referred  to  by  the  President. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  tensions  of  war 
must  be  accepted  by  our  generation,  and 
the  goal  of  peace  is  not  yet  within  our 
grasp ;  hence  we  must  confront  the  mat- 
ter of  adding  to  the  Nation's  strength 
through  aid  to  the  States. 

One  other  Influence  contributing  to 
the  growth  of  the  grants-in-aid  funds 
is  the  geographical  concentration  of 
wealth  that  received  such  impetus  in  an 
earlier  period.  There  have  been  miti- 
gating influences  in  recent  years,  tending 
to  reduce  the  importance  of  this  factor 
to  national  policy,  though  as  we  all  know, 
it,  too.  is  a  continuing  problem.  That 
It  is  less  severe  is  shown  by  the  income 


figures  for  my  own  State  of  Arkansas  and 
those  for  the  State  of  New  York,  for 
example.  Twenty  years  ago  the  per 
capita  Income  for  New  York  was  about 
five  times  that  of  Arkansas;  today  it  is 
only  a  little  more  than  twice  as  much. 
Still,  the  income  factors  have  a  direct 
bearing  upon  the  relationships  to  be 
studied  by  the  proposed  Commission. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  To  what  extent  Is  the 
Government  respon.sible,  we  will  say,  for 
inequality  of  population  or  inequality  of 
wealth? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  The  Federal 
Government  is  not  obligated  to  equalize 
incomes  of  the  States,  of  course,  but  Fed- 
eral policies  contribute  to  the  duspar- 
ities.  The  gentleman  is  familiar  with 
the  figures  since  he  has  studied  the  prob- 
lem of  educational  facilities. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Where  there  is  a  Gov- 
ernment responsibility. 

Mr,  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Yes.  exactly, 
but  there  would  be  few  demands  upon 
us,  may  I  point  out,  for  granto-in-aid, 
for  education  if  there  were  uniform  in- 
comes throughout  the  United  States. 
The  States  would  have  all  the  facilities 
they  need. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  That  is  true.  May  I 
implement  what  the  gentleman  was  say- 
ing on  this  question  of  inequality  by 
saying  testimony  before  my  subcommit- 
tee in  the  82d  Congres.s  indicated  tliat 
the  State  of  New  York — and  we  are 
speaking  now  of  educational  facilities — 
on  eighty-five  one-hundredths  of  1  per- 
cent of  its  per  capita  wealth,  that  is.  the 
wealth  of  its  citizens,  could  supply  $358 
per  capita  for  its  school  children's  edu- 
cation. The  other  extreme  was  the  State 
of  South  Carolina,  where  to  rai.se  $65.95 
per  capita  it  took  3  percent  of  the  income 
of  every  citizen  in  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansa.s.  Yes.  The 
best  SF>eech  I  ever  heard  made  for  spe- 
cialized aid  to  schoob  was  made  by  a 
taxpayer  in  a  more  favored  State,  Penn- 
sylvania, who  said  that  in  terms  of  na- 
tional security  and  national  well-bein-j 
Federal  grants  pay  dividends. 

I  appreciate  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  in  permitting  me  to  offer  these 
first  impressions  of  the  President's  ex- 
cellent and  significant  mes.sage.  My 
purpose  in  sr>eaking  today  is  primarily 
to  urge  consideration  of  the  idea  of  a 
joint  House  and  Senate  committee 
rather  than  the  noncongressional  com- 
mission heretofore  used  for  legislative 
studies. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record,  or  to  revise  and  extend  remarks 
was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Hope  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  George  and  to  include  a  resolution. 

Mrs.  Church  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  Smtth  of  Wisconsin  in  three  In- 
stances and  to  include  extraneoxis 
matter. 


Mr.  ScTTDDiR  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  the  Harley -Davidson  Motor  Co.  on 
tariffs. 

Mrs.  Frances  P.  Bolton  relative  to  a 
bill  for  the  appointment  of  qualified  male 
persons  as  nui-ses  in  the  United  States 
Army  Reserves. 

Mr.  F.^RRINGTON  and  to  include  an 
article  on  the  design  of  the  flag. 

Mr.  Bray  in  two  instances  and  in  one 
to  include  an  editorial  apptaring  in  the 
Cincinnati  Inquirer. 

Mr.  Jonas  of  North  Carolina  and  to 
include  a  pri/e-winning  eh.say  on  the 
subject  "The  Living  Con.stitution." 

Mr.  Mason  on  the  subject  of  tax  reduc- 
tion and  include  an  article  on  the  same 
subject. 

Mr  McGregor  <at  the  request  of  Mr, 
jFNKiNsi  and  to  include  a  report  of  a 
questionnaire  he  sent  to  his  constituents. 

Mr    ScHENcK   'at  the  request  of  Mr. 

AP.ENDSt  . 

Mr.  Sadlak    <at    the    request    of    Mr. 

ARENDSt. 

Mr.  Wa.mpifr  and  to  Include  an  edi- 
torial appearing  in  th.e  Rit  hmond  News 
Leader  paying  tribute  to  his  colleague, 
Charifs  R   Jon^s,  of  Nortli  Ca:  jlina. 

Mr.  Dies. 

Mr.  Lane  in  fivp  instances  and  to  In- 
clude extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Keoch  and  to  include  a  tabula- 
tion made  by  a  committee  some  years  ago 
in  support  of  the  United  States  maritime 
training  program. 

Mr,  Blatnik  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial, 

Mr,  Kearns  I  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Saylor ' . 

Mr.  Metcalf  and  include  an  article 
from  the  New  Leader. 

Mr,  GwiNN  'at  the  request  of  Mrs. 
St   Geokgi  ' . 

Mr,  D'EwART  'at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arends>  . 

Mr,  Philiips  in  three  separate  In- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 


SFN.^TE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  tlie  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speakers 
Uble  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as 
follows: 

S  1419  An  act  to  permit  the  B  lard  of 
Comml.s.'^lor.ers  if  the  Ui.slrlct  of  Columbia 
to  establi'^h  davlieht-saviiie  lime  m  the  Dis- 
trict; to  the  C"uininlti«'e  on  tlie  Uu.tnct  oX 
Columbia. 


SENATE  ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of 
the  following  title: 

S,  1110.  An  act  to  amend  the  National  Se- 
curity Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Depiity  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence,  and   for  other   purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  1  o'clock  and  26  minutes  p.  m.), 
pursuant  to  House  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 90,  the  Hou.se  adjourned  until  Mon- 
day, April  13, 1953.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  Uken  from  the 
bpeaker  s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 
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',<>  A  ; fitter  from  the  national  executive 
(ir'cctnr  nir:  touts  of  the  United  States  of 
America  t'.uismlttlnB[  the  third  annual  re- 
nort  vi  the  Girl  Scouts  of  the  United  State* 
!.i  America  lor  the  year  ending  December  31. 

I  v,2  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  act  of 
»'irch  H  1950.  entitled  'An  art  to  Incorpo- 
r.'-e  the  Girl  Scout-s  of  th-  United  States  of 
At-enca  and  for  o'.her  purp««e8"  (H  Doc. 
luj,  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Coiumbla   and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with 

600  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel. 
Ort.ce    of    the    Secretary    of    Defense,    trans- 

II  I' ting  a  draft  of  legislation  entitled  "A  bill 
to  amend  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act.  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide fnr  RDeclal  registration,  classification, 
lu.d  liuluc'i'.n  of  certain  medical,  dental,  and 
allied  specialist  categories,  and  for  other  pur- 
i>  iM-s'     to  the  Conmiittee  on  Armed  Services. 

601  *A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Ofnce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmlt- 
fig  a  draft  o!  prop<*ed  legislation  entitled 
•A  bill  M  authorize  the  President  to  pre- 
scribe the  occasions  upon  which  the  uniform 
of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  may  be  worn  by 
pers.iiis  h  morably  discharged  therefrom";  to 
the  Cuminittee  on  Armed  Services. 

602  A  letter  from  the  General  Counsel, 
Ofnce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  transmit- 
ting a  dr.i.'t  of  le«;lhlatlon  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amnnn/e  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  con- 
vey certain  Government-owned  burial  lots 
and  other  property  in  the  Washingtcm  Par- 
ish Burial  Ground,  Washington.  D.  C  .  and 
t.)  exchange  other  burial  lots";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

603  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmuting  a  list  of  Judgments  and  settle- 
ments entered  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30  1953.  ptirsuant  to  section  10  of  the 
Public  Vessels  Act  of  March  3,  1925  (43  Stat. 
11121-    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

604  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmitting  a  draft  of  leplslatlon  entitled 
•A  bill  to  amend  the  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  19S3.  so  as  to  provide  for 
the  investigation  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
nu.sslon  m  lieu  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation of  persons  receiving  Atomic  En- 
erKV  Commission  fellowships";  to  the  Com- 
mittee en  Pofet  Office  and  Civil  Service, 

60.5  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  bin  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  Public  Law 
815  81st  Congress,  to  provide  a  temporary 
prc^ram  of  assistance  In  the  construction  of 
minimum  school  facilities  In  areas  affected 
bv  Federal  activities,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses' .  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
L.ibor. 

606  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  d"^^ 
of  a  bill  entitled  "A  bUl  to  amend  Public 
Law  874  of  the  81st  Congress  so  as  to  make 
improvements  In  Its  provUlons  and  extend  lU 
duration  for  a  2-year  period,  and  for  other 
purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 


Mr.  BISHOP:  Joint  Committee  on  th* 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  House  Re- 
port No.  232.  Report  on  the  dispneltlon  of 
certain  papers  of  sundry  executive  depart- 
ments.    Ordered    to    be   printed. 

Mr.  LANE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  2565.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act 
of  January  2.  1942,  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  prompt  settlement  of  claims  for 
damages  occasioned  by  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  forces  In  foreign  countries"; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  256).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  H,  R.  1243.  A 
bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30,  1919  (41 
Stat.  16);  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  257). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Aflalrs.  H.  R.  3915.  A 
bill  to  permit  the  mining,  development,  and 
utilization  of  the  mineral  resources  of  all 
public  lands  withdrawn  or  reserved  for  power 
development,  and  for  other  purposes;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  258).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XUI,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr  BISHOP:  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers,  House  Re- 
port No,  231.  Report  on  the  dlapoalUon  of 
certain  papers  of  sundry  executive  depart- 
ments.    Ordered   to   be   printed. 


Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary S  147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sizuko 
Kato  and  her  minor  child.  Meechlko:  with- 
out amendment  (Rept  No.  233).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary S  516.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ronald 
Lee  Denning;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  234).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House.  t,.hi^« 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary S  682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Rodney  Glltner  (formerly  Jojl  Wakamiya); 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  235).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary S  954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Harold  Wall;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
236).     Referred    to    the    Committee    of    the 

Whole  House.  t„^.„i 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary H  R  734.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mihal 
Handrabura;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
237).     Referred    to    the    Committee    of    the 

Whole  House.  ^.*4.«^ 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan :  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  813.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Jane  Loralne  Hlndman;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  238) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  888.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Francesca  Servello;  without 
amendment  ( Rept.  No.  239 ) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the   Whole  House. 

MlsB  THOMPSON  of  Michigan :  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.     H.  R.  889.     A  bill  lor  the 
relief  of  Scarlett  Scroggln;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  240).     Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House.  ^   ^>  ,  ^ 
Mr   CELLER :  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H    R    1103      A  bill  for  the   relief  of  Maria 
Buffonl  and  Emma  Botta;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  241).     Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House.  ,   ^.  .  __ 
Mr  CELLER :  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H    r'  1187.     A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Mother 
Anna  DlGlorgl:   without  amendment   (Rept. 
No.  242) .     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr  HILLINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary' H  R.  1200.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of 
Bonaid  J.  Palmer  and  Ronda  Kay  Palmer; 


without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  243).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr  CELLER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1482.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hildegard 
Schoenauer;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  244).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole  Hoxise. 

Mr  HILLINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judl- 
clarv.  H.  R.  1517.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Cpl"  Predrag  Mltrovlch;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  245) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary H  R  1695.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Irene  Proios  (nee  Vagianos);  with  arnend- 
ment  ( Rept.  No.  246 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Hoiise. 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary H.  R.  1887.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Marjorie  Goon  (Goon  Mel  Chee ):  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  247).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary H  R  2201.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of 
Constantmous  Tzortzls;  with  an  amend- 
ment ( Rept.  No.  248 ) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  HILLINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary' H  R.  2214.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
jaroslav.  Bozena.  Yvonka.  and  Jarka  Ondn- 
cek:  without  amendment  <R«f  •  ^o-  2*^  • 
Referred    to   the   Committee   of    the   Whole 

Mr  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary." H.  R.  3042.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  Bosco  Lomonaco:  with  amendment 
( Rept.  No.  250 1 .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary H  R.  3244.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Patricia  Ann  Dutchess;  without  amendrnent 
(Rept.  No.  251 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary H.  R.  3358.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Erna  Meyer  Grafton;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  252).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  CELLER :  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H  R  3678.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  George 
Prokofiefl  de  Seversky  and  Isabelle  Prokofleff 
de  Seversky;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
253).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan:  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  3724.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Anthony  Lynn  Neis;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  254).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  WALTER:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. H.  R.  3758.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
StavTula  Perutsea;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  255).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ASPINALL: 
H.  R.  4443.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and    participating    projects,    and    for    other 
pvu-poses;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BAKER: 
H  R.  4444.  A  bill  to  amend  section  122  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide.  In  the 
case  of  a  fiscal  year  corporation  which  began 
business  In  1949,  that  so  much  of  a  net  oper- 
ating loss  as  Is  allocable  to  1950  may  be  car- 
ried over  to  the  fourth  and  fifth  succeeding 
taxable  years;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.iBLATNIK: 
H   R   4445.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  increased  special  pensions  to  persona 
holding  the  Congressional  Medal  ol  Honor, 
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and  for  other  piirposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BOGGS: 

H.  R.  4446.  A  bill  to  extend  foreign-trade- 
zone  privileges  to  qualified  public  warehouse- 
men: to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON: 

H.  R.  4447.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  qualified  male  persons  as 
nurses  in  the  United  States  Army  Reserve 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  CHENOWETH: 

n.  R.  4448.  A  bill  to  reduce  the  interest 
charges  on  the  national  debt  by  refunding 
outstanding  obligations  through  the  issu- 
ance of  tax-exempt  bonds  bearing  a  low  rate 
of  Interest;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah: 

H.  R.  4449.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
maintain  the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and  participating  projects,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  EDMONDSON: 

H.  R.  4450.  A  bill  to  amend  section  23  fx) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  that 
In  those  cases  where,  under  existing  law,  the 
taxpayer  may  deduct  only  so  much  of  his 
actual  expenses  for  medical  care  as  exceeds 
5  percent  of  his  adjusted  gross  income,  he 
may  henceforth  deduct  so  much  of  such  ex- 
penses as  exceeds  2  p>ercent  of  his  adjusted 
gross  Income;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

H.  R.  4451.  A  bill  to  provide  that  where, 
for  15  years  or  more,  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration has  rated  an  Individual  as  totally  dis- 
abled, and  he  Is  65  or  older,  his  disability 
shall  be  considered  permanent;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

H.  R.  4452.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  personal 
Income-tax  exemptions  of  a  taxpayer  (in- 
cluding the  exemption  for  a  spouse,  the  ex- 
emption for  a  dependent,  and  the  additional 
exemption  for  old  age  or  blindness)  from 
$600  to  $800;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  ai:d 
Means. 

H.  R.  4453.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  penalty 
provisions  of  certain  acts  dealing  with  nar- 
cotics; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
3y  Mr.  GWINN: 

H.  R.  4454.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  by  clarifying  the  definition  of 
"employee",  and  for  other  purposes;   to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota: 

H  R  4455. — A  bill  to  provide  that  members 
of  the  Red  Lake  Band  of  Chippewa  Indians 
shall  be  given  preference  In  employment  in 
connection  with  the  administration  of  the 
Red  Lake  Indian  Forest;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HELLER: 

H.  R.  4456.  A  bill  to  assist  the  large  cities 
of  the  United  States  in  establishing  and 
maintaining  more  adequate  systems  fur  the 
provision  of  efficient  ambulance  service,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina: 

H.  R.  4457.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  to  authorize  the  administrator  of  Gen- 
eral Services  to  establish  and  operate  motor 
vehicle  pools  and  systems  and  to  provide  of- 
fice furniture  and  furnishings  when  agencies 
are  moved  to  new  locations,  to  direct  the  ad- 
ministrator to  report  the  unauthorized  use 
of  Government  motor  vehicles,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS: 

H.  R.  4458.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to 
encourage  the  further  development  and 
growth  of  the  educational  fine  arts  programs 
in  State  and  land-grant  and  other  accredited 


nonprofit  colleges  and  universities  and  In 
other  nonprofit  organizations,  and  for  other 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  MULTER: 

H.  R.  4459.  A  bill  to  permit  aliens  regis- 
tered on  former  quota  waiting  lists  main- 
tained prior  to  January  1,  1944,  to  be  placed 
on  the  appropriate  quota  waiting  lists  main- 
tained unoer  authority  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  without  loss  of  priority 
of  their  original  registration;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  4460.  A  bill  to  provide  for  payments 
In  lieu  of  taxes  to  be  made  to  lcx:al  taxing 
authorities  with  respect  to  Federal  reiil 
property;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mi.-^sissippi : 

H.  R  4461.  A  bill  to  extend  the  authority 
of  the  President  under  section  350  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  ar»d 
Means. 

By  Mr    STRINGFELLOW: 

H.  R.  4462.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
Of  1930.  as  amended,  to  provide  a  flexible 
duty  on  the  importation  of  lead  and  zinc  so 
as  to  stabilize  the  domestic  prixluctlun  of 
such  articles;  to  the  Committee  on  W.iys  and 
Me.ans. 

H  R.  4463  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  con.struct,  operate,  and 
maint.iin  the  Colorado  River  stor.ige  project 
and  participating  projects,  and  for  other 
piir[K)ses:  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr    \V .AMPLER: 

H.  R  4464  A  bill  to  amend  section  122  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide,  in 
the  case  of  a  fiscal  year  corporation  which  be- 
gan business  in  1949,  tli.it  so  much  of  a  net 
operating  los.s  as  is  allocable  to  lO.'iO  may  be 
carried  over  to  the  fourth  and  fifth  succeed- 
Ini;  taxable  years,  to  the  Cummlltee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr    WOLCOTT: 

H.  R.  4465    A    bill    to    amend    the    Export- 
Import    Bank    Act    of    1945,    as    arnended,    to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  M.-s    CHURCH 

H.  J  Res  236  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Cun.'-iitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  taxation  and 
borrowing  powers  of  the  Congress,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By    Mr     FARRINGTON 

H  J  Res.  237  Joint  resolution  directing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  restore  the 
white  crosses  or  other  religious  markers 
which  until  recently  were  abjve  the  graves 
of  the  honored  war  dead  at  the  National 
Mfinorial  Cemetery  in  H.iwali;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  L.\NE: 

H,  Con.  Res.  92.  Concurrent  resoltitltm  ex- 
pressing the  sen.se  of  the  C'lngress  with  re- 
spect to  the  important  role  of  women  in  the 
development  of  aviation,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By   Mr.   WEICHEL: 

H  Res  197.  Resolution  investigating  cer- 
tain matters  pertaining  to  the  merchant  n-..i- 
rine  and  fisheries  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  198.   Resolution  providing  funds  for 
the   studies    and    investigations    to   be    con- 
ducted  pursuant   to   House   Resolution    197; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 
By  Mr.  BLATNIK: 

H.  Res  200.  Resolution  directing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior,  and  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  In  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  to 
submit  a  report  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives concerning  the  peat  resources  of  the 
United  States  and  the  possibilities  for  utili- 
zation of  such  resources  fur  industrial,  power, 
and  fuel  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 


By  Mr   BUSBET: 

H  Res  201.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
study  entitled  "Permit  Communist  Con- 
spirators To  Be  Teachers?  "  and  a  related 
statement  by  members  of  the  Association  of 
American  Universities  to  be  printed  a.^  a 
House  document;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 


PRIVATE  BILLS   AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows; 

Bv  Mr    AYRES- 
H  R  4466    A   bill  for  the  relief  of  E:.lfano 
Trupiano.    to   the    Committee   on    the   Judl- 
Clary 

H   R  44«7    A    bill     for    the    relief    of    Clro 

Magliulo:  to  the  d  mmltte  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr    BENDER: 

H   R   44fi.S    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Olacomo 

Bart.i|o  Vaiiadia;    to  the  Committee  on   the 

Judlrnirv 

Bv  Mr    BI  ATNIK- 
H   R   4409    A    bill    for    the    relief    of    Alton 
Bramer;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judic.ary. 
H   R   4470    A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Cpi    Rob- 
ert  D    Ml  Millan;    to   the   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary 

By  Mr    CUNNINOHAM 
H   R   4471     A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Lt    Pol. 
Homer   O     Ham:lton,    to   the   Committee   on 
the  Judiciary 

B>   Mr    HELI  CR  (by  request  1  • 
H  R   4472    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Bal- 
trusaitis   (  Baltrusa.tienl  i  :   to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judicktrv 

Bv  Mr    HOLT  (by  request)  • 
H  R  4473    A    bill    f')r    the    relief    of    Mary 
Keane:  to  the  C<  tnmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    KEATING 
H  R  4474    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frederick 
Joseph   Buttacrln  and  others;    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Juiitriary. 
By  Mr    PELLY ; 
H  R  4475    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Curtis  W. 
M''Phall;  t<.  t'le  Conimlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    POI  K 
H  R  44,6    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Patrick 
Joseph   Dovine    (Jojl   Tabatai;    to   the   Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary, 
r.v  Mr    REAMS 
H   P   4477    A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Alfred  P. 
Bauer;    to   the   Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    KLKIN 
H  R  4478    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Slmone 
Saracino,  lu  the  Committee  on  the  Judklary. 


PETITIONS,   ETC. 

Under  clau.se  1  of  rule  XXII.  petition.? 
and  papens  were  laid  on  the  Clerks  desk 
and  referred  a.s  follow.s: 

la.'i  By  Mr  BFAMER-  Petition  of  107 
members  of  the  Methodist  Church,  Nazarene 
Church.  Shirley  Friends  '  Church,  and  Gos- 
pel Tabernacle  Church,  of  Shirley.  Ind  .  In 
reu'ard  to  H  R  1227;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Interstate   and   Foreign   C  immerce. 

136  Al«o  petition  of  Izaak  Walton  Leaeue 
of  Amerif-a.  western  representative.  In  re 
H  R  4023;  to  the  Comir.Utee  on  Interior 
and    Insular    Affiilr.s. 

137  Also,  petition  of  tlie  M.u-lon  chapter 
of  the  Izaak  Walton  L-eacue  of  Anurica, 
which  chapter  is  unanimoubly  in  lavor  of 
the  pii&sage  uf  H.  R  305G  wl-.lch  authorizes 
the  Issuance  this  year  of  a  special  3-ccr.t 
stamp  commemorating  the  30uth  anniver- 
sary of  the  publication  of  the  Compleat 
Angler;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OCBce  and 
Civil  Service. 

138.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Min- 
neapolis Sheet  Metal  Workers,  Local  No.  34. 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  urging  careful  consid- 
eration on  the  tldelands  oil  bill;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


SENATE 

Monday,  April  0,  19r>3 

Tlie  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 

Harris,    D.    D,    offered    the    following 
prayer: 

God  of  the  living  and  of  the  living 
dead,  from  the  beauty  of  the  lilies  in  the 
sanctuaries  of  worship  we  come  in  the 
afleri-'low  of  Easter  girding  ourselves 
With  Its  deathless  message  as  we  take  up 
our  daily  tasks  again,  feeling  through  all 
thi.s  earthly  dress  bright  shoots  of  ever- 
lastingncss.  In  our  own  ri.sen  lives,  seek- 
iv.'i  those  things  which  are  above,  may  we 
toil  in  the.se  fields  of  time  in  the  scn.se  of 
the  eternal,  knowing  in  very  truth  that 
we  have  pa.ssed  from  death  to  life.  And 
thus,  in  our  personal  lives  and  in  our 
national  and  international  relationships, 
may  we  face  whatever  the  future  holds, 
calm  and  confident  in  the  assurance 
thaU— 
"There  lives  a  beauty  that  man  cannot 

kill. 
Yea;    that    shall    kill    all    ugliness    at 

last. 
May  we  hold   that  faith  and  hold  it 

fast." 

We  a.^k  it  in  the  name  of  the  risen 
Redeemer.     Amen. 


attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
for  the  remainder  of  the  week  because 
of  necessary  absence  from  the  city. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft.  and  by  unani- 
mnu.s  consent,  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
of  the  proceedint;s  of  Thursday,  April  2, 
1953.  was  dispensed  wiUi. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Me^.-sages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  and  he  announced 
that  on  April  4,  1953.  the  President  had 
approved  and  signed  the  following  acts: 

R  1110  An  act  to  amend  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pf.lntment  of  a  Deputy  Director  of  Central 
Intelligence,  and  for  other  purposes;   and 

S  1229  An  act  to  continue  the  effective- 
rew!  of  the  MlKslng  Per«ton8  Act.  as  amended 
and   extended,   until    February    1,    1954. 


LEGISL.^TIVE  PROGRAM 
Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  I  have 
piven  a'^surance  to  many  Senators  that 
no  business  except  formal  business  would 
be  conducted  .oday.  So.  after  the  morn- 
ing business  has  been  concluded,  it  is 
the  intention  to  have  the  Senate  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  unfin- 
ished business,  and  then  to  recess  until 
12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

I  may  say  that  from  now  on  it  is 
expected  that  the  Senate  will,  with  some 
exceptions,  meet  every  day  of  the  week, 
Monday  through  Friday,  and  it  is  likely 
that  that  program  will  be  followed  until 
Congress  finally  adjourns. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Gillettk  was  excused  from 
xcix 17a 


EXECUTIVE   COMMTJNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Yugoslav  Emergency  Relief 
Assistance  Progeam 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  the 
Yugoslav  emergency  relief  assistance  pro- 
gram, for  the  period  September  16  through 
December  15.  1952  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port); to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

Report  of  Coopfration  With  Mexico  in 
Control  and  Eradication  of  Foot-and- 
MouTH  Disease 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a 
rejx)rt  on  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  in  the  control  and  prevention 
of  foot-and-mouth  disea-se,  for  the  month  of 
February  1953  (with  an  accompanying  re- 
port) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Proposed  Loans  of  Obsolete  Ships'  Bells  bt 
Na\t   Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  that  the 
St.  Andrew's  School,  Middletown,  Del.,  and 
the  Sea  Explorer  Scouts  Unit,  No.  22,  Ea.st 
Chicaeo,  Ind..  had  requested  loans  of  obso- 
lete ships'  bells;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Lists   of   Judgments   and    Settlements    in 
Certain  Cases 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law.  a  list  of  judg- 
ments and  settlements  entered  during  the 
fiscal  year  July  1.  1951,  to  June  30.  1952. 
under  section  10  of  the  Public  Vessels  Act 
ol  March  3,  1925,  and  a  list  of  Judgments  and 
seitltments  entered  during  the  same  peruxl 
under  section  12  of  the  Suits  in  Admiralty 
Act  of  March  9.  1920  (With  accompanying 
papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Granting   of   Applications    for   Permanent 
Residence   of   Certain    Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 
Department  of  Justice,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  copies  of  the  orders  granting 
the  applications  for  permanent  residence 
filed  by  certain  aliens,  together  with  a  state- 
ment of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions 
of  law  as  to  each  alien,  and  the  reason  for 
granting  such  applications  (with  accom- 
panying papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Suspension  of  Deportation  of  Certain 
Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Commissioner, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  copies  of  orders  suspending  deporta- 
tion of  certain  aliens,  together  with  a  state- 
ment of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions 
of  law  as  to  each  alien,  and  the  reasons  for 
ordering  such  suspension  (with  accompany- 
ing papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Federal  Financial  Assistance  to  Local  Edu- 
cational Agencies — Amendment  of  Fctblic 
Law  874.  81st  Congress 
A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  I»ubllc  Law  874 
of  the  Blst  Congress  so  as  to  make  improve- 
ments In  Its  provisions  and  extend  its  dtira- 


tlon  for  a  2-year  period,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Temporary  Program  of  Assistance  in  Con- 
struction OF  School  Facilities  in  Certain 
Areas 

A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
Blst  Congress,  to  provide  a  temporary  pro- 
gram of  assistance  In  the  construction  of 
minimum  school  facilities  in  areas  affected 
by  Federal  activities,  and  for  other  purposes 
(with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated : 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Arizona;     to     the     Committee     on     Armed 
Services: 

"Senate  Memorial  4 

"Memorial   relating   to   the    maintenance   of 

Fort  Huachuca 
"To  the  Pre!>ident  and  the  Congress  o/  the 
United   States: 
"Your  memorialist  respectfully  represents: 
"It    Is    reported   that    an    order    has    been 
issued  calling  for  the  closing  of  Fort  Hua- 
chuca, which  is  located  in  Arizona  near  the 
Mexican  border. 

"There  are  valid  reasons  why  the  proposed 
action  should  not  be  taken. 

"Fort  Huachuca  Is  one  of  the  oldest  mili- 
tary installations  in  the  West,  dating  back 
to  the  days  of  Indian  warfare.  Since  its 
establishment  It  has  been  considered  by  mili- 
tary experts  as  an  Ideal  place  In  which  to 
train  troops,  because  of  Its  location,  fine 
climate,  and  the  nature  of  the  terrain  ex- 
cellent for  every  type  of  military  training. 
"The  urgent  need  for  a  military  facility  at 
the  location  occupied  by  Fort  Huachuca  be- 
comes obvious  when  consideration  is  given 
to  the  Importance  of  the  protection  thus 
afforded  to  the  great  copper  mining  opera- 
tioi.s  and  smelting  facilities  in  the  Immedi- 
ate area,  both  the  United  States  and  Mexico. 
"In  a  time  such  as  the  present,  when  all 
possible  economy  In  the  handling  of  the 
Nations  finances  is  of  utmost  importance,  it 
must  be  apparent  that  in  the  Interest  of 
economy  Fort  Huachuca  should  be  continued 
as  a  training  location.  It  is  estimated  that 
tlOO  million  have  been  expended  in  making 
this  Installation  one  of  the  best  In  the  Na- 
tion, and  the  question  Inevitably  arises. 
Why  should  more  millions  be  expended  to 
enlarge  and  equip  a  training  center  else- 
where when  one  of  the  country's  best  facili- 
ties is  now  available  at  Fort  Huachuca? 

"Wherefore  your  memorialist,  the  senate 
of  the  State  of  Arizona,  prays — 

"1.  That  the  President  and  the  Congress 
take  whatever  action  Is  necessary  to  con- 
tinue in  operation  the  excellent  military  in- 
stallation at  Fort  Huachuca.  Ariz. 

"Adopted  by  the  senate  March  25,  1953. 
"Filed    In   the    oflQce    of   the   secretary    of 
state  March  25,   1953." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry: 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  Z 
"Concurrent  resolution  petitioning  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  enact  legisla- 
tion supporting  the  prices  of  basic  farm 
crops  at  100  percent  parity 

"Whereas  the  maintenance  of  a  strong  and 
healthy  agricultural  economy  Is  of  the  ut- 
most Importance  to  the  citizens  of  this  State 
and  of  the  United  States;  and 

"Whereas  such  an  economy  is  Impossible  to 
maintain  whenever  basic  farm  crop  prices 
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fall  below  100  percent  parity  with  the  price* 
for  other  commodities  and  services;  and 

"Whereas  to  maintain  the  prices  of  basic 
farm  crops  at  100  percent  parity  it  Is  neces- 
sary that  the  Federal  Government  under- 
take and  continue  a  program  of  legislation 
providing  for  the  making  of  commodity  loans 
in  such  amounts  as  will  assure  the  support 
of  basic  farm-crop  prices  at  not  less  than  100 
percent  parity:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  o/  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  (the  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  Is  hereby  memorialized  and 
respectfully  petitioned  to  enact  proper  legis- 
lation to  provide  for  commodity  loans  to 
maintain  and  support  the  prices  of  basic 
farm  crops  at  not  less  than  100  percent 
parity;   be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
profierly  authenticated,  be  sent  by  the  secre- 
tary of  state  to  the  pending  officers  of  each 
of  the  Houses  of  Congrese  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  each  of  the  members  of 
the  North  Datota  congressional  deleajation. 

"Walteh   Bubex. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"V.  L.  GiLBREATH. 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 

"C.  P.  Dahl, 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

"Edward  Lend. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  concurrent  resolution  cf  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on   Appropriations: 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  X 
"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  increase 
the  appropriation  under  Public  Law  731, 
BO  as  to  provide  and  secure  a  larger  allot- 
ment of  funds  for  FHA  direct  farm  owner- 
ship loans  in  North  Dakota 

"Whereas  all  of  the  money  allotted  to 
North  Dakota,  out  of  funds  appropriated  by 
Congress  under  Public  Law  731,  to  be  used 
by  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  in  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1953,  in  making 
direct  farm  ownership  loans  in  No-th  Dakota 
was  used  up  or  committed  by  the  end  of 
October  1952:    and 

"Whereas  it  is  estimated  that  there  are  sev- 
eral hundred  young  farmers.  Including  a 
large  number  of  former  servicemen,  who  de- 
sire to  purchase  farms  under  the  40-year 
amortized  plan  of  FHA  direct  farm-owner- 
ship loans,  but  cannot  make  such  loans  be- 
cause the  funds  for  this  purpose  allotted  to 
North  Dakota  are  insufflcient;  and 

"Whereas  these  young  farmers  who  desire 
these  direct  farm  ownership  loans  are  unable 
to  obtain  private  credit  and  do  not  have  the 
funds  or  possess  the  equity  necessary  to  ob- 
tain so-called  FHA  insured  loans;  and 

"Whereas  many  of  these  young  farmers, 
unable  to  purchase  farms  of  their  own,  are 
being  forced  to  leave  the  State  or  to  move  to 
cities  to  seek  employment  there:  Now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  {the  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  the  Congress  of 
tne  United  States  Is  hereby  memorialized, 
petitioned  and  urged  to  increase  the  appro- 
priation under  Public  Law  731  for  Farmers 
Home  Administration  direct  farm-ownership 
loans  and  to  take  other  necessary  actions,  so 
as  to  provide  and  secure  an  increased  allot- 
ment of  funds  from  such  appropriation  for 
direct  farm-ownership  loans  In  North  Da- 
kota; be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
properly  authenticated,  be  sent  by  the  secre- 
tary of  state  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  to  each 
Member  of  the  North  Dakota  congressional 
delegation,  and  to  the  United  States  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  and  to  the  chairman  of 
the    Subcommittee    on    Agriculture    Appro- 


priations of  the  United  States  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  to  the  chairman  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Agriculture  Appropriations  of 
the  United  States  Senate. 

"Walthi  Bubel. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"V.  L.  Gn,BREATH. 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  Houte. 

"C.  P.  Dahl. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 
"Edward  Leno, 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  North  Dakota;  u>  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs; 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  Y 
"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    the 
Congress  of  the  United  Scates  to  return  to 
the  original  landowners  mineral  rights  ac- 
quired by  Federal  agencies 

"Whereas  this  assembly  is  in  favor  of  pro- 
posed Federal  legislation  providing  for  the 
return  of  mineral  rights  to  original  land- 
owners whose  lands  have  been  acquired  by 
Federal  agencies  through  purchase,  condem- 
nation or  foreclosure:   Now.  therefore,  be  It 

"ResoFved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  Uhe  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  this  a.vsembly 
does  hereby  memorialiTie  and  petition  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact  such 
legislation  as  m.^y  be  necessary  for  the  return 
of  mineral  rightjj  to  original  landowners 
whose  lands  have  been  acquired  by  Federal 
agencies  through  purchase,  condemnation  or 
foreclosure;   be  it  further 

"Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution, 
properly  authenticated,  be  sent  by  the  i,ecre- 
tary  of  state  to  the  presiding  ofTicer  in  each 
House  of  Congress  of  the  United  Slates,  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Ini-rior  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  each  Member  of  the  North  Dukuta 
congressional   delegation. 

"Waiter  Bubel, 
"Speaker  of  ttie  House. 

"V     L    GlLBRr.ATH 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
•  C.  P.  Dahl. 
"President  of  the  Senate. 

"Edward  Leno. 
"Secretary  of  tfie  Senate." 

A  concurrent  resclutitm  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works; 

"House  Concurrent  Resolution  Q 
"Concurrent  resolution  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact  leg- 
islation requiring  lands  from  which  par- 
cels described  by  metes  and  bounds  have 
been  condemned  or  purchased  for  dam 
construction  to  be  surveyed  and  platted  to 
determine  descriptions  and  acreage  of  re- 
maining tract 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  (the  Sen- 
ate concurring  therein): 

"Whereas  the  United  States  Government 
has  condemned  cr  purchased  numerous  par- 
cels of  land  in  ^orth  Dakota  for  use  in  the 
construction  of  dams,  which  parcels  are  de- 
scribed by  metes  and  bounds,  without  sjjeci- 
fying  the  acreage  taken,  so  that  it  is  now 
Impossible  for  a  proper  assessment  to  be 
made  of  such  remaining  tracts  from  which 
such  parcels  have  been  taken:  and 

'Whereas  such  remaining  tracts  must  be 
resurveyed  or  accurately  platted  and  the  cor- 
rect acreage  determined;   and 

"Whereas  it  Is  deemed  to  be  unfair  to  put 
the  expense  of  such  resurvey  or  platting 
upon  the  owners;  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  ( the  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  be  memorialized  to  enact 
necessary  legislation  to  require  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  or  other  proper  Government 
agency  to  resurvey  or  acctirately  plat  to  de- 
termine the  metes  and  tx)uuda  of  such  re- 


maining tracts  and  correctly  determine  the 
acreage  thereof,  and  to  record  such  plats  in 
the  ofUce  of  the  register  of  deeds  of  the  coun- 
ty wherein  such  tract  lies,  without  cost  or 
expense  to  the  person  owning  the  lands  from 
which  such  parcels  have  been  taken;  be  it 
further 

"Re-iolred.  That   the  secretary  of  state  be. 
and   he  is  hereby,  instructed  to  send  copies 
of  this  resolution  properly  authenticated  to 
the  presldlne;  officer  of  each  House  of  the  Na- 
tional Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to 
each  of  tlie  United  States  Senators  and  Rep- 
rejicutatives  from  the  Slate  of  North  Dakota. 
"Walter  Bubel, 
".Speaker  of  the  How^e. 
"V     L     Gilbreath. 
"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
C   P   Dahl, 
"President  of  the   Senate. 

■'Edward   Lend. 
"Secretary  of  the  Sejiate" 

Two  concurrent  resolutions  of  the  I.«ftls- 
liture  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota:  to  the 
Committee  on   Finance; 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution   I 

"Concurrent    resolution    memorializing    and 

petitioning    the    Federal    Congress    to   du- 

contin  je  Federal  taxation  of  motor-vehlrle 

fuel  and  to  reser\e  such  source  of  highway 

nvenue  to  tiie  several  States 

"Whereas  financing  of  State  and  local  high- 
way systems  is  becoming  an  Increasinifly  se- 
\ere  prooiem  m  a'.l  States  but  remains  a 
m.ttter  best  handled  on  State  and  local 
levels;   and 

•  Wherens  State  re^pon.slbimy  cnn  be  fully 
a3.suni»»d  only  throu^jh  lull  utilization  of  liie 
limited  fields  of  revenue  available  to  tiie 
Stites,   and 

"Whereas  highway-user  revenue  must  con- 
tinue to  l)e  the  primary  source  from  which 
costs  of  Slate  and  local  highway  systems 
are  met  and  such  revenue  on  the  State  level 
is  devoted  :i!'n)st  without  exception  to  such 
systems.   Miid 

"Whereas  the  taxation  of  motor-vehicle 
fuels  as  a  means  of  securing  revenue  for 
lilkihway  purjK»*e«  \n  tradltlonHlly  and  ap- 
propriately reserved  unmanly  to  the  States: 
N'lrv.  therefore,  be  it 

"Recall  t'd  by  the  Senate  of  th''  State  of 
S'-^'fh  Dakr'tn  ithr  Hou^e  of  Reprefentatiies 
roncurnug  thrretn).  That  we  do  hereby  me- 
morialize and  petition  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  that  the  present  Federal  taxa- 
ti(ni  of  motor-vehicle  fuel  be  discontinued 
and  that  this  imixirtant  source  of  highway 
revenue  be  reserved  exclusively  to  the  sev- 
eral States,   be  it  further 

■Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
properly  authenticated,  be  transmitted  by 
the  secretary  oi  state  to  the  presiding  offi- 
cer of  each  Hou.-.e  of  Congress,  and  to  the 
Member-s  of  the  North  Dakota  delegation  In 
Cuiijjresi. 

"C    P    Dahl. 

"Prp^tdcrjf  of  the  Senate. 

"Edward  Leno, 
'Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
"Walter  Bubel. 
"Speaker  of  the  House. 
"V.    L.   Gilbreath. 
"Chief  Clerk   of   the   House." 
"House  Concurrent  Resolution  T 
"Concurrent  resolution   memorializing  Con- 
gress to  pass  legislation  requiring  investl- 
gallons  of   Federal   income-tax  returns  to 
be    conducted    within    2    years    from    the 
time  such  returns  must  be  filed 
"Whereas  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
collector   of   Internal   revenue,    now   the    di- 
rector    of     internal     revenue,     and     of     the 
Treasury  Department   of  the   United   States 
to    investigate    Federal    Income-tax    returns 
several  years  after  the  same  have  been  filed: 
and 

"Whereas  such  delay  Is  not  necessary  and 
Is  not  efficient  conduct  of  Government  busi- 
ness; and 
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••Vlliereas  the  recor-ds  of  the  taxpayer  are 
more  apt  to  be  lost  or  destroyed  during  such 
delay  and  Is  unfair  to  the  taxpayer:  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

•Rcsulrrd  by  the  House  of  Repre'^cntatives 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  (the  Senate 
concurring  therein).  That  Congress  Is  hereby 
petitioned  to  enact  federal  legislation  which 
would  require  InV'Stlgatlous  of  Federal 
Income-tax  returns  -o  be  conducted  within 
2  years  after  the  t  me  ^uch  returns  were 
reciuirtd  to  be  filed,   be  it  further 

"RcsoUed.  That  a  duly  attested  copy  of 
this  concurrent  re5-"intlon  be  sent  by  the 
secreUry  of  state  n  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  of  the  Unltfd  States,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Huuse  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
Si.itfs.  to  the  Senat  rs  and  ReprcsentTtives 
Tn  Congress  from  thi  State  of  North  Dakota, 
to  the  director  of  ir.*ern:il  revenue  at  Wash- 
ington, D  C  ,  and  to  the  director  of  Internal 
revenue  for  the  Stite  of  North  Dakota  at 
Forgo,  N    Dak. 

"WaITTR    BtJBEL. 

".^peahrr  of  the  House. 
"V.  L   Gilbreath. 
"Chi'f  Clerk  of  the  Houfe. 
"C    P    DAin,. 
-Pr'^ident  of  the  Senate. 

"E:dwaR3  Leno. 
"Sciretary  of  the  Senate." 

A  Joint  resolutlri  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory  of  Al  iska;  to  the  Committee 
on  Inte.'itate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

"House  Joint  Memorial  29 
'To    the    Honorable    Dic:ght    D     Eisenhnieer, 
President   of   the    i:ntrd   States,    the  Con- 
gress of  the  Unite  i  States;  the  Honorable 
J.,hn  Foter  Dulle- .  Secretary  of  State:  the 
Hi'Horabie  Dougla'  MrKav.  Secretary  of  the 
Inlrru.r.  and  to  t>  e  Honorable  E.  L    Bart- 
Itlt.  Delegate  to  Cjngrcss  f-rom  Alaska: 
"Your  memorialist,  the  Lesislaiure  of  the 
Ternu.ry  of  Alaska,  i  i  21st  session  assembled, 
rt:  i»<t  tfuliy   rejiresei  ts; 

■  \Miereas  a  new  tnd  ominous  threat  to 
the  ft.shery  resource.,  of  Briitul  Bay  waters 
h.i.s  appeared,  and 

'Whereas  an  Embassy  dispatch  from  the 
U:iited  States  Emba.sy  in  Tokyo,  dated  Feb- 
ruarv  16.  1963.  ad\  ises  that  the  Japanese 
fi^hini,:  fleet  will,  this  year,  enter  Bristol 
li..v  waters  for  the  pur{x>t.e  of  fLshing  for 
an  expected  catch  of  1  1 00  000  king  crab 
during  a  5-month  period,  extending  from 
the  la.st  of  April  thr  lUgh  September    and 

'  Whereas  the  dl  .patch  further  advises 
that  a  5.000-lon  riother  ship,  the  Tckci 
Huru.  e<iuipj>ed  witn  a  two-line  crab  can- 
nerv  capable  of  procucing  300  cases  per  day. 
towfther  with  12  cat -her  boats  carrying  with 
them  approximatelv  4.U00  miles  of  tangle 
net  gear  and  25  set*  of  trawl  gear  and  crews 
of  approximately  421  Japanese  fishermen, 
will  enter  Bristol  Bay  fl&hiug  grounds  by  the 
end  of  April  1953  and  over  which  the  United 
Stiiles  has  no  control;  and 

Whereas  this  flsaery  Is  in  an  area  now 
being  fiihed  by  An  erican  fishermen  under 
Uinted  Stales  Govt  rnment  restrictions  but 
whuh  vMll  now  be  exploited  by  other  nations 
under  terms  of  a  treaty  between  the  United 
States.  Canada,  and  Japan  as  proposed  In 
1962,  whereby  the  people  of  Japan  agreed 
not  to  fish  for  sail -Km  and  halibut  In  the 
Pacific  Ocean  east  of  175'  west  longitude 
and  for  herring  so  ith  of  the  Aleutian  Is- 
lands, but  are  allowed  to  fish  for  bottom 
fi.sh.  crab,  and  othe-  shellfish  In  the  Bering 
Sea  and  Gulf  of  Ala^Jta;  and 

"Whereas  In  the  absence  of  restrictions 
under  existing  pro.isions  of  the  proposed 
treaty,  the  Japanes'!  crab  fishermen  are  al- 
lowed to  use  equipment,  gear,  and  methods 
in  these  waters  which  are  currently  pro- 
hibited by  the  Japanese  Government  In 
Japanese  waters;  ai  d 

"Whereas  during  the  1962  fishing  season 
the  Japanese  fishing  fleet  in  the  area  west 
of  the  175th  meridian  caught  2,102.787  sal- 
mon, of  which  673,503  were  red  salmon,  some 


of  which  were 'Undoubtedly  destined  for  the 
fisheries  of  the  Bristol  Bay:  and 

"Whereas  the  salmon  fisheries  of  Alaska 
have  become  seriously  depleted,  and  this 
Japanese  operation  threatens  to  exterminate 
the  Bristol  Bay  crab  fisheries  with  resultant 
Irreparable  damage  to  the  economy  and  well- 
being  of  an  American  industry;  and 

"Whereas  king  crab  fishing  has  been  an 
established  enterprise  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years  and  has  contributed  to  the 
national  wealth;   and 

"Now,  therelore.  your  memorialist,  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  in 
21st  session  assembled,  respectfully  prays, 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Alaska  and  of  the 
United  Slates,  that  Immediate  and  positive 
action  be  taken  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  investigate  and  prevent 
the  threatened  destruction  of  the  salmon 
and  crab  fisheries  of  western  Alaska  which 
contribute  vitally  to  its  economic  well-being; 
that  immediate  steps  be  taken  to  implement 
the  treaty  by  enactment  of  legislation  pro- 
viding for  United  States  participation  in  re- 
search and  management  of  this  fishery  before 
It  becomes  depleted  by  overexploltaiion,  and 
to  protect  the  richts  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States   who  encase   in   fishing   In  this   area. 

"And  your  memorialist  further  prays  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  or  its 
appropriate  agency  take  immediate  Ftcps  to 
ui-fine  territorial  waters  and  historic  bays 
over  which  the  United  States  may  exemse 
Jurisdiction  in  order  to  prevent  entry  in  such 
wa'ers  by  foreign  fi.shlng  fleets. 

"And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray." 

By   Mr.   GILLETTE: 
A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Iowa:   to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

"Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  16 

"Whereas  the  82d  Congress  enacted  Public 
Law  552.  otherwise  known  as  chapter  877, 
2d  session,  S.  1310.  and  also  designated  as 
66  Statute  692,  purporting  to  be  a  bill  lor 
the  prevention  of  major  disasters  In  mines; 
and 

"Whereas  said  Public  Law  552  prohibits 
after  January  16.  1953,  the  use  of  black  now- 
der  in  coal  mines  of  States  which  authorize 
the  use  of  such  explosives,  which  prohibition 
Will  eliminate  deep  mining  In  Iowa  and  In 
States  having  like  conditions;  and 

"Whereas  Public  Law  552  provides  for  pre- 
shift  in.<:pection  in  shaft  mines  even  though 
those  mines  are  operated  by  the  method 
known  as  longwall  mining;  and 

"Whereas  it  Is  Impossible  to  examine  the 
face  of  a  longwall  mine  before  the  coal  Is 
removed  from  in  front  of  the  face;  and 

"Whereas  Public  Law  552  provides  that 
State  laws  shall  not  be  super.seded  by  the 
Federal  law  where  the  State  laws  provide 
g. eater  safety  than  the  Federal  law;  and 

"Whereas  Public  Law  552  provides  that 
the  board  of  review  shall  be  the  final  finders 
of  fact;   and 

"Whereas  Public  Law  552  Is  another  exam- 
ple of  the  steady  accretion  of  Federal  power 
at  the  expense  of  the  several  States:  There- 
fore be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  55th  Gen- 
eral Assembly  (the  House  concurring) ,  That 
the  83d  Congress  give  serious  consideration 
to  amending  Public  Law  552  of  the  82d 
Congress  so  as  to  provide  that  black  pow- 
der may  be  used  In  deep  mines  In  any  State 
In  which  there  Is  no  danger  from  methane 
gas,  which  State  specifically  authorizes  such 
use:  that  said  Public  Law  552  be  further 
amended  so  as  to  permit  the  examination  of 
longwall  mines  at  any  time  during  every 
working  day;  that  said  law  be  amended  to 
provide  that  any  State  law  shall  prevail 
which  provides  equal  safety  with  the  Fed- 
eral enactment:  that  said  Public  Law  552 
be  further  amended  so  as  to  provide  that 
the  effect  of  said  law  on  any  State  law  shall 
be  a  matter  of  law.  and  the  court  «h&ll  not 
be  bound  by  any  previous  finding  ol  fact;  be 
It  further 


"Resolved,  That  attested  copies  of  this 
concurrent  resolution  be  sent  to  the  presiding 
officers  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  to  each  member  of  the  Iowa  delegation 
In  Congress,  and  that  printed  copies  thereof, 
showing  that  said  concurrent  resolution  was 
adopted  by  the  Legislature  of  Iowa,  be  sent 
to  each  house  of  the  legislatures  of  the  States 
of  the  United  States. 

"Leo  Elthon. 
"Lieutenant  Governor  of  lovca. 

"Carroll  A.  L/ne. 
"Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

"W,  S.  Ltnes. 

"Speaker  of  the  House. 

"A.    C.    GtJSTAFSON. 

"Chief  Clerk  of  the  House." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  identi- 
cal with  the  foregoing,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare. 


ANTI-SEMITISM  IN  SOVIET  UNION 
AND  ITS  SATELLITES— RESOLU- 
TION OP  TRI-CITY  JEWISH  CEN- 
TER. ROCK  ISLAND.  ILL. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  at  the 
Tri-City  Jewish  Center  in  Rock  Island, 
111.,  condemning  the  outbreak  of  official 
anti-Semitism  in  the  Soviet  Union  and 
its  satellites. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign   Relations,   and   ordered   to   be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
RESOLtrriON  Passed  at  the  Religious  Services 

at  the  Tri-Ctty  Jewish  Center   in  Rock 

Island.  III.,  Friday,  March  6.  1953 

The  latest  anil-Jewish.  anti-Zionist  ac- 
cusations of  the  Soviet  Government,  coming 
on  the  heels  of  similar  charges  in  Eastern 
Germany,  Czechoslovakia.  Bulgaria,  and 
Hungary,  have  sounded  a  dire  warning  to  all 
men  and  women  who  cherish  liberty  and 
Justice. 

The  free  world  has  not  and  will  not  be  de- 
ceived by  this  treacherous  attempt  by  the 
Soviet  Government  to  mask  its  all-out  war 
against  human  rights  by  hurling  fantastic 
charges  against  Us  Jewish  citizens  and 
against  the  Zionist  movement  which  has  al- 
ways been  Identified  with  the  forces  of  free- 
dom and  Justice. 

This  same  warning  was  sounded  20  yesu^ 
ago  but  the  democratic  world  then  failed  to 
realize  that  persecution  of  the  Jews  was 
merely  the  forerunner  of  contemplated  en- 
slavement of  all  peoples.  While  a  confused 
world  watched  In  horror,  6  million  Jewish 
men.  women,  and  children  were  slaughtered 
In  an  unparalleled  blood  bath  which  soon 
Involved  additional  tens  of  millions  who 
were  lost  among  all  nations  and  all  peoples. 

People  of  good  will  of  all  faiths  have  not 
forgotten  and  will  never  forget  the  barbaric 
tragedy  that  befell  the  Jewish  people  under 
Hitlerlsm.  Complacency,  the  ally  of  all  foes 
of  freedom  and  democracy,  must  never  again 
lull  the  free  world  into  inaction  and  Indif- 
ference. 

It  Is  an  eloquent  manifestation  of  the  free 
world's  awareness  of  the  sovereignty  of  hu- 
man rights  that  free  men  and  women  every- 
where have  responded  to  this  latest  chal- 
lenge against  hxunanlty  with  Instantaneous 
and  deep  Indignation. 

The  Jewish  community  of  the  Trl-Cltles 
which  Includes  Rock  Island  and  Mollne.  111., 
and  Davenport.  Iowa,  calls  upon  Its  repre- 
sentatives In  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  speak  out  against  this  terrible 
threat  to  the  3  million  Jews  behind  the  Iron 
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Curtain  countries.  We  ask  that  they  ba 
aware,  as  we  must  be,  that  this  challenge 
Is  but  the  prelude  to  the  suppression  of 
the  rights  of  free  men  everywhere.  We 
respectfully  request  that  the  United  States 
speak  out  in  the  United  Nations  Assembly, 
calling  upon  Soviet  Russia  to  reconsider  its 
dangerous  decision  and  that  it  desist  from 
persecuting  its  Jewish  citizens.  We  also  re- 
quest that  every  aid  be  given  the  Jewish 
people  who  are  in  flight  to  freedom  so  that 
they  might  settle  as  free  men  in  the  State  of 
Israel  or  wherever  they  may  find  a  place  of 
safe  refuge. 

The  Jewish  community  of  the  Tri-Cltles 
wishes  to  remind  Its  Representatives  in  Con- 
gress that  the  State  of  Israel,  created  by 
the  will  of  the  United  Nations,  stands  ready 
to  receive  all  Jewish  refugees  from  the  world's 
places  of  persecution.  The  deceptive  break 
in  diplomatic  relations  between  Russia  and 
Israel  must  be  recognized  by  the  free  nations 
of  the  world  for  what  It  really  is,  an  attempt 
to  win  the  support  of  the  Arab  states  who 
are  still  at  war  with  Israel.  As  Americans 
and  as  Jews  we  cherish  world  peace  above 
all  other  Interests.  We,  therefore,  suggest 
that  the  United  States  carefully  consider 
the  effects  of  arming  the  Arab  states  and  lu 
particular  Egypt,  unless  peace  la  restored  as 
requested  by  the  United  Natioas.  Arming 
one  side  will  lead  only  to  war  and  the  further 
spread  of  Soviet  influence.  We  respect- 
fully submit  the  suggestion  that  the  United 
States  refuse  to  send  arms  to  any  side  re- 
fusing to  agree  to  an  Immediate  peace  and 
full  participation  In  building  the  security  lor 
a  free  world. 

This  resolution  has  been  approved  In  the 
synagogue  of  the  Tri-City  Jewish  Center  In 
Rock  Island.  111.,  with  devout  prayers  to  the 
Almighty  God  of  all  the  world  In  the  fervent 
hope  that  our  Nation  along  with  all  the 
countries  of  the  United  Nations  will  morally 
and  honestly  dedicate  their  every  effort  to 
preserve  the  fundamental  principles  of  equal 
Justice  and  democracy  which  are  the  only 
foundation  for  world  peace. 

Joseph  Neff,  Trl-Clty  Jewish  Center;  Mrs. 
Herman  Farber,  Beth  Israel  Sister- 
hood; Samuel  W.  Oilman.  B'nal  Brlth 
Lodge,  No.  1016:  Mrs.  Charles  E.  Hul- 
man.  Pioneer  Women;  Sam  Moskowitz, 
Parband  Labor  Zionists;  George  Phil- 
lips. Center  Men's  Club;  Gertrude  S. 
Ness,  Hadassah;  Ida  R.  Blitz.  B'nal 
B'rlth  Women;  Jerome  S  Zeffren.  Trl- 
Clty  Zionists;  Bernard  Dtskin,  Youth 
Guild. 


BILLS  INTROUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,   by  unanimous  consent,   the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

S.  1569.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1953.  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  investigation  by  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission  In  lieu  of  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  of  persons  receiving 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  fellowships;  and 

S.  1570.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Issuance 
of  a  special  postage  stamp  in  commemora- 
tion of  the  establishment  of  the  Fort  Leaven- 
worth, Kans.,  military  post;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  CivU  Service. 
By  Mr.  YOUNG: 

S.  1571.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jake  Bell; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  CASE: 

S.  1572.  A  bill  to  recognize  a  Missouri 
River  States  Committee  as  an  advisory  group 
in  preparing  and  executing  a  unified  pro- 
gram for  the  conservation  and  development 
of  soil  and  water  resources  in  the  Missouri 
River  Basin  based  on  the  public-works  pro- 
gram authorized  by  the  Congress  In  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944,  to  establish  a 
States  office  to  serve  such  a  committee  and 
the  Congress,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  several 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(Por  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
APPENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc  . 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, as  follows: 

By  Mr    GEORGE: 
Poem  entitled  "On  the  Death  of  Robert  M. 
La  Follette,  Jr.."  written  by  former  Senator 
Scott  W.  Lucas. 

By  Mr.   AIKEN: 
Editorial   er.titled   '  .^s   Mr    Bunker   Leaves 
Rome.  "    published    in    the    New    Yurie   Tmu^s 
of  April  4,  19c3. 


POSTWAR  ECONOMY 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  concerned  over  wiiat  appear:^  to 
be  fear  psychology  amonK  our  citi/eris. 
based  on  peace  in  Korea — the  fear  beint,'. 
of  course,  that  once  we  conclude  the 
Korean  war  and  reduce  Federal  expend- 
itures for  the  production  of  war  material. 
a  depression  will  ensue. 

Personally,  I  cannot  believe  that  our 
Nation,  with  its  great  productive  ca- 
pacity, must  have  its  economy  ceared  to 
a  condition  of  continuing  wars  and 
Governing  spending.  It  is  contrary  to 
the  basic  philosophy  of  our  Nation.  We 
are  a  peace-loving  people,  and  it  would 
be  most  discouraging  to  think  that  as  a 
Nation  we  have  reached  the  place  where 
we  carmot  have  peace  and  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  prosperity  for  the  betterment 
of  humankind. 

Let  us  begin  to  think  of  expenditures 
that  fit  into  an  economy  which  calls  for 
spending  for  services  and  commodities, 
in  keeoing  with  our  great  heritage. 

It  is  true,  of  course,  that  in  a  chanre 
from  peace  to  war,  or  war  to  peace,  there 
must  be  dislocations  in  agriculture, 
labor,  and  industry.  Moving  into  a 
peacetime  economy  will  require  sound 
leadership,  not  only  in  Government,  but 
in  every  phase  of  our  national  economy. 
I  believe  we  have  such  leadership. 

Mr.  President,  recently  a  very  excel- 
lent editorial  appeared  in  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  entitled  "Peace  and  War,"  and 
I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  a  part  of  these  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Peace  and  Wai 

When  the  Korean  war  broke  out  In  late 
June  1950  the  stock  market  went  Into  a  tail- 
spin.     It  did  it  again  last  Monday. 

On  Friday,  June  23,  1950,  the  Dow-Jones 
industrial  averages  stood  at  224.35.  Over 
the  week  end  the  North  Korean  Army 
marched  south  and  President  Truman  Inter- 
vened, first  with  the  Air  Forces  and  then  with 
United  States  troops.  On  Monday  the  stock 
market  averages  dropped  to  213.91.  By  the 
middle  of  the  week  they  were  209.11.  Three 
weeks  later  they  were  down  to  197.63. 


Friday,  March  27,  the  Dow-Jones  Indus- 
trial averages  closed  at  287  33.  Over  the 
week  end  there  was  renewed  hope  that  the 
Korean  war  ml«ht  soon  end.  Monday  the 
Industrial  averages  dropped  4.26  to  283  07. 

Some  people  noting  this  concurrence  be- 
tween peace  news  and  the  st'>ck  market — 
and  forgetting  what  happened  when  war 
began  —  have  already  begvin  to  talk  of  a 
"peace  scare.  '  as  If  war  were  bullish  and 
peace  were  bearish. 

In  Wiishirgton  some  of  the  Federal  eco- 
nomic loreca.sters  s(>eak  of  the  "trouble- 
making  po.sfiibiluies  "  of  a  peace  In  Korea. 
It  might  riduce  Government  defense  spend- 
ing and.  so  they  say.  be  hurtful  to  the 
evor.Miny.  cause  a  downturn  In  business. 

Whenever  a  nation  shifts  from  war  to 
peace,  or  lu  an  armed  truce,  there  is  a  j>e- 
rii;d  (if  unsettling  uncertainty,  just  as  there 
18  when  It  shilts  from  peace  to  war.  The 
si(  ok  m.;rkrt  usually  d^cUnes  upon  either 
event  nils  u>  not  a  reacth  ii  to  peace  or  war. 
It  Is  a  barometer  of  the  }>e<)pie  s  cautious 
reariiun   l.)   prospects  of   great   change. 

Tuday  this  unrertainly  of  a  ^.'reat  many 
p*^.  >p!p  lias  undoubtedly  been  intensified  by 
the  absurd  phlluscphy.  long  held  In  Wash- 
wiijtijn  and  Img  preached  by  some  self- 
anointed  ixilltic.il  ecoiiomLsts.  that  prosper- 
ity is  made  by  (io.ernment  spending  anl 
that  if  [)eare  stops  the  war  ^p^nding  ilio 
prosperity  will  collapse.  That  the  Idea  U 
Idiotic  seems  to  be  no  deterreui  to  the 
argument. 

It  is  ciulte  likely,  of  course,  that  If  the 
K  irpaii  war  should  be  settled,  and  If  other 
tensions  should  t>e  eased,  there  will  be  some 
decline  in  our  Government  spending  for  war. 
Indu.sirifs  that  make  goods  purely  for  war 
will  have  a  Utile  le^ji  business  But  to  con- 
tlude  that  this  *ill  be  bad  for  a  nations 
e>.uiiumv  is  to  indulge  in  the  rawest  kind  of 
(1  nihle  think. 

In  the  first  place,  th'i*>e  who  fret  over  re- 
duced U'  verninent  s{)endlnR  Ignore  the  fact 
that  less  Govornment  «}>ending  make*  p  s- 
sib'e  a  lesser  tax  burden  The  Government 
will  spend  less  inMiiey  on  go<'d8  useless  for 
anythni!^  ex'-epl  destruction  and  the  citizens 
will  have  more  money  to  s{)end  for  economi- 
cally uselul  goods  or  Invent  in  new  t<><ils  f'  r 
makiiic  them  For  those  who  like  to  b« 
prartical.  we  note  that  such  soft  spKits  aa 
there  are  now  in  the  ec(_)nomy  are  in  con- 
sumer t;o«  ds  wh.ich  the  people,  robbed  by 
taxes  and  inflation,  have  not  enough  m<.>ney 
to  huy. 

But  more  Importantly,  those  who  preach 
that  a  war  econom>  Is  a  prosperous  e<-ononiy 
are  blind  to  the  absurdity  to  which  their 
t  wn   reas'  rilni{   leads 

If  It  were  true  that  a  nation  were  made 
prosperous  by  putting  a  large  part  of  its 
natii'ual  prrxluct  Into  arms,  then  we  would 
have  Indeed  discovered  the  millennium.  We 
could  get  more  and  more  pros{:)erous  by  tak- 
ins;  morf  and  more  men  away  from  u.seful 
work  and  putting  them  into  uniform;  by 
takin<;  more  and  more  of  our  machines  out  of 
uselul  production  and  putting  them  Into 
pri^Kluction  of  things  to  be  blown  up.  The 
huger  the  armies  the  less  we  would  have  to 
Worry  about  uiiPmployment;  the  bigger  the 
war  the  less  about  surplus  productive  ca- 
pacity. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  If  this  Idea  made  any 
sense  at  all  we  could  do  the  whole  thing 
much  simpler  We  could  hire  half  the  popu- 
lation to  make  balloons  and  the  other  half  to 
explode  them  with  pins  and  the  resulting 
level  o^  employment  and  economic  activity 
would  be  stupendous. 

The  truth  is  that  a  war  economy  Is  the 
most  destructive  of  all.  It  brings  Inflation, 
as  the  price  indices  and  sKxrk-market  aver- 
ages show  but  this  Is  the  most  bearish  of  all 
economic  signs,  for  inflation  in  Its  worst  form 
is  the  price  mechanism's  warning  of  spread- 
ing chaos  and  coming  poverty.  The  war 
economy  Is  destructive  even  if  It  blows  noth- 
ing up.  for  It  makes  useless  the  work  of  vast 
quantities  of  men  and  machines. 
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Any  promise  of  peace  Is  a  harbinger  not 

only  of  hope  but  of  a  richer  prosperity,  for 
i)eace  is  the  essentli  1  soil  for  all  economic 
progress  It  has  be^'n  only  the  pterlods  of 
peace  that  have  mi  de  this  Nation  strong 
enough  and  pr(jspero  js  enough  to  survive  all 
Its  wars  and,  unlike  so  many  other  nations. 
^^■^•l^;e    afterwards    itUl    not    bankrupt. 

It  IS  i>osbible  that  peace  will  come  to  Ko- 
rea and  11  is  also  pos  ible  that  there  will  be  a 
decline  in  business.  But  any  leveling  off  of 
huMiirss  will  not  cor  le  because  of  the  |>eace. 
It  will  come.  If  It  d<  ?s,  because  this  country 
has  been  strong  en  >ugh,  as  it  has  already 
shown,  to  lake  this  war  in  Its  stride.  Peo- 
ple have  lound  sii  ce  June  1950.  that  no 
lii.itter  how  energetically  they  boujjht  and 
htarded  they  could  not  strip  bare  lor  long 
Ihf  shelves  of  stores  and  lactones. 

War  it  sell  is  a  le  rible  tiung  but  we  find 
riore  terrible  yet  tht  fact  that  there  are  men 
walking  ab<jul  who  alk  of  peace  as  if  il  were 
lirr.ble. 


of  reverential  calm  Thou  dost  restore 
our  souls.  In  a  violent  world  we  seek 
Thy  rest  and  the  refuge  of  Thy  shelter- 
ing wing;  yet  we  desire  not  the  rest  of 
those  whose  hands  are  folded  and  whose 
swords  are  sheathed,  but  of  those  who 
fight  the  good  fight  with  all  their  might. 
Grant  us,  we  pray  Thee,  the  peace  and 
poise  of  the  Master  Workman  who  stead- 
fastly faced  hate's  worst  and  who,  hav- 
ing overcome  even  death,  goes  on  con- 
quering and  to  conquer.  In  His  name 
we  pray.    Amen. 


T  HLE  TO  CER  FAIN  SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  ,VICE  PRESIDENT.  Morning 
business  IS  ck).sed 

Mr  TAFT  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  un- 
imi.shed  business. 

The  motion  wi.s  agreed  to;  and  the 
S(  nate  resumed  ttie  con>ideration  of  the 
.loinl  resolution  (S.  J  Re.s  13'  to  cun- 
Iii  m  and  establisl  the  titles  of  the  SUtes 
to  laiid.s  beneath  navigable  waters  with- 
in Slate  boundaiies  and  to  the  natural 
resources  within  such  lands  and  waters, 
and  to  provide  foi  the  u.se  and  control  ol 
bald  lands  and  resources. 


F EC ESS 

Mr  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
recess  until  12  o  <'lock  noon  tomorrow, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  "at  12 
o'clock  and  7  minutes  p.  mi  the  Senate 
ttK)k  a  recess  until  Tuesday,  April  7. 
1953,  at   12  oclo:k  meridian. 


Kllgore 

Mlllikln 

Smith.  Maine 

Knowland 

Morse 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Kuchel 

Mundt 

Bparkman 

Langer 

Murray 

Stennis 

Lehman 

Neely 

Symington 

Mai  one 

Paetore 

Tafl 

Mansfield 

Payne 

Watkina 

Martin 

Potter 

Welker 

Ma  v  bank 

Purtell 

Wiley 

McCarran 

Robertson 

Williams 

McCarthy 

Russell 

Young 

McClellan 

Schoeppel 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  Apnl  6.  1953: 

Depart  MI  NT   or   the   Armt 

J(.hn    Sle/ak,    ol    Illinois,    to    be    Assistant 
Secretary  of   the  Army 

James    P     Mitchell,    of    New   Jersey,   to    be 
Assistant   Secretary   of    the   Army. 

OmcK   or   DrFENSE   MoBn,izAnoN 

Arthur  S     Flemmlng.   of   Ohio,   to   be   Di- 
rector of   Defense  Mobilization. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous con.sent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  April 
6,  1953,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES    FROM    THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  Morse  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  session  of  the 
Senate  tomorrow. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft,  and  by  unani- 
mous con.sent,  Mr.  Saltonstall  and  Mr. 
Dw'ORSHAK  were  excused  from  attend- 
ance on  the  session  of  the  Senate  today 
on  ofTicial  business  as  members  of  the 
Board  of  Visitors  to  the  United  States 
Naval  Academy. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Taft  the  Committee 
on  F'oreign  Relations,  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  the  Sub- 
committee on  Constitutional  Amend- 
ments of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
were  authorized  to  meet  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate  today. 


Mr.  TAFT.  I  announce  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dworshak],  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall],  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  iMr.  ThyeJ  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  IMr. 
Butler  1  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
IMr.  ToBEY]  is  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness, 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  IMr. 
Anderson  and  Mr.  Chavez]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senators  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender  and  Mr.  Long],  the  Senators 
from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Gore  and  Mr. 
Kefauver],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
IMr.  Hennings],  the  Senators  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey  and  Mr. 
Smith),  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
IMr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton I  Mi.  Jackson],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston],  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ken- 
nedy], the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  IMr. 
MonrcneyI.  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SmathersJ  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette] 
is  absent  by  leave  oi  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
MagnusonI  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  committee  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  has  the 
floor. 


SENATE 

TiF.sDW,  Apiui.  7,  10.')3. 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday.  April  6. 
1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Fiederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

God  of  all  grace  and  love,  who  cover- 
est  the  earth  with  a  tapestry  of  beauty, 
hallowed  be  Thy  name.  In  the  midst  of 
the  high  concerns  of  public  service,  in 
this  demanding  and  confusing  day  of 
global  change,  we  are  grateful  for  quiet 
cloisters  of  the  spirit  where  in  moments 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  of  last 
Thursday,  the  Senator  from  Florida  IMr. 
Holland]  has  the  floor.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting 
the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  for  that  pur- 
I)ose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names ; 


Aiken 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler,  Md. 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Clements 


Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Eastland 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

Ful  bright 

George 

Qoldwater 


Green 

Grlswold 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

HIckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Kerr 


TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  be  permitted,  without  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  losing  the  floor,  to  pre- 
sent unanimous  consent  requests  and 
other  routine  matters  that  would  be  in 
order  during  the  morning  hour,  if  we 
had  a  morning  hour,  and  that  the  re- 
marks of  no  Senator  may  exceed  2 
minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

The  "VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 

Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 

referred  as  indicated: 

Report  on  Soil  Stjrvet  and  Land  CLASsmcA- 
TioN,  Boulder  Creek  Sut»ply  Canal,  Colo- 
KADO-BiG  Thompson  Project^  Colorado 
A  letter  from   the   Assistant  Secretary   of 

the  Interior,  reporting,  pursuant  to  law,  that 
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an  adequate  soil  survey  and  land  classifica- 
tion ^as  been  made  of  the  lands  to  be  served 
bv  the  Boulder  Creek  Supply  Canal,  Colo- 
rado-Big Thompson  project.  Colorado  (with 
an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Report  on  Sale  of  Certain  Government- 
Owned  TiMBES 
A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate,  a  report  of  Investigation  by  the 
OfDce  of  Investigations,  General  Accounting 
Office,  covering  the  sale  of  Government- 
owned  timber  by  the  Forest  Service,  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Interior 
(with  an  accompanying  report);  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

Report  on   Survey   and   Review   or  Alaska 
Road  Commission 

A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
a  survey  and  review  of  the  Alaska  Road 
Commission,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1952  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitiois,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 
A  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas;   to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs: 

"Senate  Resolution  21 
"Resolution  memorializing  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  pass  a  law  granting 
to  the  State  of  Kansas  all  mineral  Interests 
and  full  mineral  ownership  in  lands 
owned  by  the  United  States  or  any  and  all 
Federal  agencies  within  the  boundaries  of 
Kansas 

"Whereas  there  Is  pending  In  the  United 
States  Congress  a  bill  commonly  known  as 
the  Holland  bill,  which  the  sponsor  contends, 
'simply  recognizes,  confirms,  establishes,  and 
Tests  In  the  States  the  submerged  lands  and 
the   natural  resources   therein';    and 

"Whereas  similar  legislation  has  been 
passed  by  two  former  Congresses,  which  bills 
were  vetoed:  Be  It 

'Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  That  we  respectfully  urge,  request, 
and  memorialize  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  that  in  the  event  they  pass  legislation 
granting  to  the  border  or  coastal  States,  the 
mineral  rights  In  and  under  and  mineral 
deposits.  Including  oil  and  gas.  In  the  prop- 
erty commonly  referred  to  as  the  "tldelands," 
whether  it  be  the  Holland  bill  or  any  other 
similar  bill,  that  said  Congress  likewise  pass 
a  law  granting  unto  the  State  of  Kansas, 
all  mineral  rights  owned  by  the  United 
States,  or  any  agency  of  the  United  States, 
and  all  mineral  interests  in  and  under  land 
owned  by  the  United  States,  and  lying  within 
the  borders  of  the  State  of  Kansas;  be  it 
further 

"Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  state  be 
instructed  to  transmit  an  enrolled  copy  of 
this  resolution  to:  The  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  each  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  to  each  Member 
of  the  Kansas  delegation  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States. 

"I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  resolution 
originated   In  the  senate,  and  was  adopted 
by  that  body  March  27,  1953. 
"Fred  Hall, 

"President  of  the  Senate. 
"SiDi^T    Margaret   Gardiner, 

"Secretary  of  the  Senate." 


The  petition  of  Emily  Soderman  Pearson, 
of  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  relating  to  the  settle- 
ment of  the  estate  of  Nels  Pearson  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  providing  support 
prices  for  basic  farm  crops  at  100  percent 
parity:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakot.i.  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  increase  the  ap- 
propriation under  Public  Law  731.  so  as  to 
provide  and  secure  a  larger  allotment  of 
funds  for  FH.A  direct  farm  owner.shlp  luans 
In  North  Dakota;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

A  concurrent  re.soUUion  of  the  Lcsi.sLiture 
of  the  State  of  North  D;ik'ita.  fuvorm^  the 
enactment  of  legislation  requiring  invest  ltj;»- 
tions  of  Federal  income-tax  returns  to  be 
conducted  within  2  years  from  the  time  such 
returns  must  be  filed,   and 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  relating  to  dis- 
continuance of  Federal  ta.xution  of  motor 
vehicle  fuel  and  to  reserve  such  source  of 
highway  revenue  to  the  several  Slates;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legi.-^Iatiire 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  relating  to  the 
return  to  original  landowners  mineral  rights 
acquired  by  Federal  agencies;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  .Mlalrs. 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  favoring  tlie 
enactment  of  legislation  to  require  lands 
from  which  parcels  described  by  metes  ar.d 
bounds  have  been  condemned  or  purcha.'^d 
for  dam  construction  to  t>e  surveyed  and 
platted  to  determine  descriptions  and  acre- 
age of  remaining  tract;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

(See  concurrent  resoIutlo;is  printed  In 
full  when  laid  before  the  Senate  bv  tlu-  Vice 
President,  Record  of  proceedings  of  April  6 
1953.) 


EXTENSION  OP  POWER  TO  INTER- 
STATE COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
TO  DISCONTINUE  CERTAIN  RAIL- 
ROAD SERVICES— RESOLUTION  OF 
IDAHO  PUBUC  UTILITIES  COM- 
MISSION 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commi.ssion,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  of  the  bill 
(S.  281)  to  amend  section  1  (17)  va), 
section  13  '3»,  and  section  13  i4i  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  order  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission power  to  prescribe  the  discon- 
tinuance of  certain  railroad  services  in 
intrastate  commerce  when  found  to  be 
unrea.sonably  discriminatory  a'.^ainst  or 
to  constitute  an  undue  burden  on  inter- 
state commerce.  There  being  no  objec- 
tion, the  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows : 

Whereas  the  Idaho  Public  Utllitie.s  Com- 
mission, a  nonpolltlcal  arm  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Idaho,  created  by  legis- 
lative act  under  authority  of  the  Idaho  Con- 
stitution and  vested  by  said  legislature  with 
the  duty  to  supervise  and  regulate  all  public 
utilities  operating  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
said  Commission  as  to  scof>e  of  operation, 
rates,  and   condition   ol   service,   has   taken 


note  of  recent  activities  of  the  independent 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government;   and 

Whereas  the  Independent  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government,  expressly  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  and  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission,  have  persistently 
sought,  by  projection  of  legislation,  to  extend 
the  regulatory  jxiwers  over  public  utilities 
Into  those  are;is  that  Congress  has  decreed 
should  be  left  to  local  State  control;  and 

Whereas  the  recent  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  as  In  the 
case  of  the  Fedfal  Pou-er  Covimissron  v. 
East  Ohio  Gas  Cornpanr/  (338  U  S  464), 
which  upholds  the  order  of  the  Commission 
In  assuming  Jurisdiction  of  a  natural-gas 
company  enpaciim  strictly  In  the  distribu- 
tion and  .sale  nf  naturHl  gas  only  within  the 
border  of  the  State  of  Ohio.  This  with  a 
recent  ruling  reading  into  the  13th  section 
of  the  Ir.ferstate  Commerce  Act.  the  power 
to  ene  weight  to  the  nationwide  passenger- 
train  deticit  in  overruling  the  order  of  llie 
Florid.i  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mis.sion  and  substituting  its  own  schedule 
of  intrastate  rates  represents  a  signboard 
that  Indicates  the  ever-Increasing  effort  to 
overrun  aiid  to  make  meaningly  every 
vested  [Kiwer  of  a  State  right  to  supervune. 
cintrol  and  fix  Intrastate  rates  (docket 
.No  9,  October  term.  Supreme  Court,  1952 — ■ 
decl.sion.  December  22.  1952 1;   and 

Where;is  the  amendment  to  section  13  of 
the  act  as  pmpdsed  in  .'^nate  bill  284.  would 
further  invade  and  usurp  the  police  power 
of  the  State  and  cnmpletely  strip  local  au- 
thority, now  vested  In  the  various  public 
service  commissions  of  the  resjjectlve  States. 
of  all  Jurisdiction  and  control  over  matters 
pertaining  to  the  curtailment  of  railroad 
dej)ot  and  station  facilities,  sidetracks,  pa^i- 
senger-  and  freight -train  .«;ervtres.  and.  by 
tiie  ad'ip'ion  of  this  amendment,  deprive  the 
S'ates  of  the  last  vestiKC  ol  power  and  au- 
tliority  to  regulate  the  railroads  on  purely 
Intrastate  operation:   Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Rrsoh  rd.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  be  and  it  is  hereby  memorialized  to 
enact  such  corrective  legislatl<jn  as  will  ac- 
curately define  the  pi. ice  where  the  regula- 
tory agencies  of  the  Federal  Government 
cea.se  to  exercise  their  re.;ulatory  pxjwers. 
and  where  the  ."^tates.  operatltig  through  the 
designated  agency  may  control,  regulate,  and 
fix  reason.ible  rates  for  commerce  which,  by 
the  nature  (jf  their  function,  may  be  pre- 
dominately an  intrastate  o{)eratlon.  That 
the  13th  sec  tioii  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
A(  t  be  amended  so  as  to  make  effective  the 
policy  herein  desu-ned.  and  that  Congress 
may  again  restate  lis  legislative  intent"  To 
leave  to  the  Suites  tlie  enforcement  of  regu- 
latory control  of  commerce  whose  prime 
functions  are  by  their  nature  intrastate;  be 
It  further 

iJcio/tcd.  Tliat  this  resolution  be  made  a 
part  of  the  minutes  of  this,  a  regular  session 
of  the  Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commi.ssion, 
and  that  the  secretary  of  this  commission 
IS  hereby  directed  to  mall  a  copy  of  this  re.vj- 
lution  to  Senauy-s  Herman  Welkfr  and 
Hf.nry  C.  Dworsh.^k  and  to  Congresswoman 
Gracie  ProsT  and  C  inure.ssman  Hamex  Budge. 

Done  at  Boise.  Idaho,  this  24th  day  of 
March  1953. 

George  R.   Jones, 

President. 
H.  C.  Allen, 

Commiasioner. 
H.  N.  Beamer, 

Commissioner. 
Attest: 

Stephen  L.  Guicb, 

Secretary. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 

INTRODUCED 
Bills  and  a  joint  re.solution  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 


mous   consent,    the    second    time,    and 
referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr    LANGER: 

8  1573  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Federal 
Rej)utallc  of  Germany:   and 

S  1574  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jlrair  Ma- 
zart/iaii  and  his  family,  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr  Lancer  when  he 
Introduced  the  alxne  bills,  which  appear 
under  separate   headings  ) 

By  Mrs   SMITH  of  Maine  (by  request!  : 

S  1575  A  bill  f'-r  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  tiie  late  Comdr  Wendell  H  Froling; 
the  estate  of  Mrs  Anna  C  Froling.  and  the 
estate  of  Margaret  A  Froling,  to  the  Com- 
niittee  on  the  Judiciary 

By    Mr     KNOWLAND 

S  1576  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Konstan- 
tinos  Bi'uzos.  to  the  Committee  on  tlie 
Judii  lary 

By  Mr    JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S  1577  A  bill  to  authorize  the  exchange 
vt  land  in  Eagle  County.  Colo  .  and  Jor 
other  purjx'ses.  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
luilure  and   Forestry 

S  1578  A  bill  relating  to  the  retirement 
of  (jo\ eminent  i  fillers  and  emplovees  whose 
pons  or  daugliters  shall  have  died  while  serv- 
ing in  the  Armed  Forces,  to  the  Committee 
en   Post   Office   and   C:vil   .Service 

By    Mr     JC  HNSON    of    Colorado    (for 
himse.r   and   Mr    Mu.mkin  . 

S   1579    A  bill  l>jr  the  relief  of  Mleko  Krls- 
tiiie.  to  the  Comrnl'tee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr    KUCHEL 

S  l.')80  A  bill  lor  the  relief  of  Dr  David 
Beihlahmy  i  Bethlachmy  i  .  to  tlie  Committee 
i  n  the  Judiciary 

Hy  Mr    BL'TLE3?  of  Maryland- 

S  1581  A  bill  to  exempt  lacrosse  equip- 
ment Irom  the  tax  on  sporting  goods,  to  the 
Conuniftee  on  Finance 

By    Mr     M(  CARTHY 

S  1.58^  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop- 
ert\  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  to  establish  and  operate 
motor  vehUle  p<.)t.ls  and  systems,  to  regulate 
operators  of  Governinent-owned  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  to  direct  the  Administrator  to 
report  the  unauthorized  use  i.>f  Government 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  other  purposes,  to 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations. 
By    Mr     IVES 

S  J  Res  66  Joint  resolution  making  avail- 
able certain  unused  Immigration  quota  num- 
bers for  assignment  by  the  President,  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


rZDERAL  REPUBLIC  OF  GERMANY 
Mr  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  Federal  Republic 
of  Germany.  It  is  similar  to  the  bill 
which  I  introduced  2  year.-,  ago,  and  au- 
thonze.s  the  Government  to  pay  for  the 
German  Embassy  which  was  taken  over 
by  our  Government  durinn  the  war.  It 
IS  in  the  amount  of  $300,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 
The  bill  (S.  15731  for  the  relief  of 
the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Lancer,  was  leceived, 
lead  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


JIRAIR  MAZARTZIAN 
Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Jirair  Mazartzian.  I 
want  everyone  to  know  that  he  is  a 
Pakistanian. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 


The  bill  (S.  1574)  for  the  relief  of 
Jirair  Mazartzian,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Langer,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


PROPOSED  INVESTIGATION  OP  DIS- 
CHARGE OF  DR.  ALLEN  V.  ASTIN 
AS  DIRECTOR  OF  NATIONAL  BU- 
REAU OF  STANDARDS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
for  appropriate  reference  a  resolution 
which  proposes  an  official  investigation 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  acting  through 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  or  any  other  committee 
to  which  the  resolution  may  be  prop- 
erly referred,  of  the  dismissal  of  Dr. 
A.«:tin  as  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Standards. 

I  merely  wish  to  repeat  what  I  said 
la.'^t  Thursday.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
facts  are;  but  I  believe  that  sufficient 
controversy  about  the  situation  has  been 
disclo.sed  by  the  pre.ss  and  enough  con- 
flict evidenced  with  respect  to  the  rep- 
resentations made  by  various  parties  to 
cau.se  the  public  to  be  interested  in  it. 
My  only  interest  in  the  subject  is  to 
a^ertain — and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to 
the  President  to  do  so — whether  officials 
of  the  administration  are  adopting  the 
spoils  system  in  connection  with  an 
agency  of  the  Government  that  I  believe 
.should  always  be  !.ept  above  the  spoils 
system. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred. 

The  resolution  <S  Res.  95  •.  submitted 
by  Mr.  Morse,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  suggested  to  the  press 
that  Dr  Allen  V  Astln  has  been  removed  as 
Director  of  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ard.i  because  of  political  pressure  and  politi- 
cal considerations,  and  because  of  political 
Interference  In  the  Gjvernment  with  respect 
to  scientific  analysis  of  an  alleged  baitery 
additive  which  is  supposed  to  rehabilitate 
or  regenerate  the  strength  of  batteries;   and 

Whereas  It  Is  Imperative,  if  public  con- 
fidence In  the  Government  Is  to  be  main- 
tained, that  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards, which  is  engaged  In  scientific  and  ob- 
jective analysis,  be  free  of  politics  and  polit- 
ical pressure  and  Interference  at  all  tlmco; 
and 

Whereas  any  substantial  allegations  tend- 
ing to  show  political  pressure  and  interfer- 
ence in  this  agency  should  be  thoroughly  and 
promptly  Investigated  to  determine  whether 
political  pressures  have  in  fact  Influenced 
the  removal  of  Dr.  Astln.  or  whether  the  press 
has  erroneously  stated  the  case;   and 

Whereas  If  the  press  has  misrepresented 
the  case,  the  facts  should  be  fully  and  clearly 
set  forth  In  order  that  public  confidence  in 
the  ability  of  the  Government  to  perform 
scientific  functions  objectively  may  be  re- 
stored: Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  make  a  full  and  com- 
plete study  and  Investigation  of  the  removal 
of  Dr.  Allen  V.  Astln  as  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Bureau  of  Standards  with  a  view  to 
determining  whether  political  pressures  or 
political  considerations  Influenced  the  re- 
moval of  I>r.  Astln  and  to  what  extent  such 
removal  Impairs  or  strengthens  the  perform- 
ance of  essentially  scientific  and  nonpolltl- 
cal   functions    by    the    National    Bureau    of 


Standards.  The  committee  shall  report  to 
the  Senate  at  the  earliest  practicable  date 
the  results  of  its  study  and  Investigation, 
together  with  such  recommendations  as  it 
may  deem  advisable. 


INCREASE  IN  MEMBERSHIP  OP  COM- 
MITTEES ON  ARMED  SERVICES 
AND  LABOR  AND  PUBLIC  WEL- 
FARE—PROPOSED DISCHARGE  OF 
A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a 
request  to  make,  based  upon  a  discussion 
I  had  with  the  majority  leader. 

I  served  notice  some  days  ago  that  I 
would  submit  a  resolution  to  discharge 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion from  further  consideration  of  Sen- 
ate Resolution  32,  temporarily  increa.sing 
the  membership  of  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  and  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 

I  am  submitting  my  resolution  today, 
but,  as  the  majority  leader  will  confirm, 
I  explained  to  him  that  it  is  not  my  de- 
sire to  interfere  with  his  responsibilities 
of  leadership  on  the  floor  in  first  dispos- 
ing of  the  pending  business.  Therefore, 
I  have  suggested — and  he  certainly  does 
not  disagree — that  the  resolution  lie  on 
the  table  for  a  week,  with  the  under- 
standing that  if  the  majority  leader 
wishes  to  call  it  up  in  a  shorter  period 
of  time  he  may  do  so. 

I  have  a  further  understanding,  be- 
cause I  shall  be  absent  from  the  Senate 
on  Wednesday,  that  the  resolution  will 
not  be  brought  up  on  that  day. 

I  now  submit  the  resolution  to  which  I 
have  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  received,  and,  without  objec- 
tion, will  lie  on  the  table. 

The  resolution  <  S.  Res.  97 »  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be.  and  it  is  hereby,  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  resplutlon  (S.  Res.  32)  temporarily  In- 
creasing the  membership  of  the  Committees 
on  Armed  Se.  vices  and  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare. 


ARTHUR  S.  FLEMMING.  TO  BE  DI- 
RECTOR OF  DEFENSE  MOBILIZA- 
TION—EXECUTIVE REPORT  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
executive  session,  from  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  I  report  favor- 
ably the  nomination  of  Arthur  S.  Flem- 
ming.  of  Ohio,  to  be  Director  of  Defense 
Mobilization.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  biography  of  Mr.  Flemming  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomina- 
tion will  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar; and,  without  objection,  the  bi- 
ography will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  biography  is  as  follows: 

Biography  of  Arthltr  S.  Flemming 

Mr.  Flemming  returned  to  Ohio  Wesleyan 
on  September  1,  1948,  after  21  years  of  jour- 
nalistic, educational,  and  governmental  work 
in  Washington,  D.  C,  with  the  distinction  of 
being  the  firm  alumnus  and  the  first  layman 
to  be  elected  president  of  this  108-year-old 
university. 

He  was  named  to  the  office  June  3.  1948. 
and  was  inaugurated  as  Ohio  Wesleyan's 
ninth  president  June  11,  1949,  on  the  eve  oX 
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his  44th  birthday.  Ex-Presldent  Herbert  C. 
Hoover  delivered  the  main  address  at  the 
Inauguration  exercises. 

Appointed  by  the  late  President  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt  in  1939  as  the  Republican  mem- 
ber of  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission, Mr.  Flemming  was  placed  in  charge 
of  the  Commission's  activities  In  connection 
■with  World  War  II.  Besides  his  work  with 
the  Commission,  he  served  as  a  member  of 
the  War  Manpower  Commission  and  was 
chairman  of  its  Labor-Management  Policy 
Committee. 

Mr.  Flemming  served  as  a  member  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  to  study  the  organiza- 
tion of  the\executive  branch  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

On  Pebrnpiry  8.  1951,  Charles  E.  Wilson. 
Director  of  nhe  Office  of  Defense  Mobiliza- 
tion, appointed  Mr.  Flemming  as  assistant  to 
the  Directo^-  in  charge  of  manpower  prob- 
lems and  chairman  of  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization  Manpower  Policy  Committee, 
Labor -Management  Manpower  Policy  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Committee  on  Specialized 
Personnel. 

On  January  24,  1953,  the  President  ap»% 
pointed  Mr.  Flemming  to  be  a  member  of 
the  President's  Advisory  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Organization,  and  on  February  19, 
1953,  a  member  of  the  Defense  Department's 
Organization  Committee. 

He  is  a  lay  leader  of  the  Ohio  conference  of 
the  Methodist  Church  and  was  formerly  lay 
leader  and  superintendent  of  the  church 
school  In  Foundry  Methodist  Church,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  He  is  past  treasurer  of  the 
Committee  on  Religious  Life  in  the  Nation's 
Capital,  an  interfaith  group,  and  served  two 
terms  as  president  of  the  Washington  Fed- 
eration of  Churches. 

In  the  field  of  Journalism  Mr.  Flemming 
has  been  a  newspaper  writer,  editor  of  Uncle 
Sams  Diary,  a  current-events  publication, 
and  a  member  of  the  editorial  staff  of  the 
United  States  Daily  (now  U.  S.  News  &  World 
Report) . 

He  was  an  Instructor  In  government  at 
American  University,  was  named  director  of 
the  school  of  public  affairs  there,  and  later 
became  executive  officer  of  the  university. 
For  6  years  he  was  an  alumni  trustee  of  Ohio 
Wesleyan,  and  he  Is  presently  a  trustee  of 
Temple  University  and  of  the  Theodore 
Roosevelt  Memorial  Association. 

Born  In  Kingston.  N.  Y.,  In  1905,  the  son  of 
Judge  and  Mrs.  Harry  H.  Flemming,  he  re- 
ceived the  bachelor  of  arts  degree  from  Ohio 
Wesleyan  in  1927,  the  master  of  arts  degree 
from  American  University  In  1928,  and  the 
bachelor  of  laws  degree  from  the  George 
Washington  University  In  1933. 

Ohio  Wesleyan,  American  University.  Tem- 
ple, Wesleyan.  and  Oberlin  have  conferred 
doctor  of  laws  degrees  upon  him. 

Mrs.  Flemming,  the  former  Bernice  V.  Mo- 
ler.  is  a  graduate  of  the  University  of  Mary- 
land. The  Flemmlngs  were  married  In  1934 
and  now  have  5  children — Elizabeth  Ann, 
16;  Susan  Harriet,  13;  Harry  Sherwood,  12: 
and  twins,  Arthur  Henry  and  Thomas  Madi- 
son, 9. 


By  Mr.  MURRAY: 

Editorial  entitled  "Understanding  the 
Commie  Menace,"  published  In  the  Machinist 
of  March    19.    1953. 

By   Mr.  LANGER: 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church  on  the  subject  of  social 
security  for  ministers,  together  with  cover- 
ing letter  signed  by  O.  H.  Hove,  general  sec- 
retary, dated  April  1,  1953. 

Copy  of  letter  sent  to  President  Elsenhow- 
er by  the  Carter  Carburetor  Corp  ,  together 
with  an  editorial  entitled  "Political  Spend- 
ing: The  Cost  of  Handouts.'  published  in 
the  New  York  Journal-American  of  March 
12.  1953.  and  the  covering  letter  signed  by 
Hugh  H.  C.  Weed,  president.  Carter  Carbu- 
retor Corp. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc..  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By    Mr.    CLEMENTS: 

Jackson  Day  banquet  address  delivered  by 
Senator  Kekb  at  Springfield.  Mo.,  on  April 
4,  1953. 

By  Mr.   YOUNG: 

Weekly  news  release  distributed  by  him 
to  all  North  Dakota  newspapers  under  date 
of  April  8,  1953.  entitled  "On  Capitol  Hill 
With  Senator  Yotjnc — A  Personal  Report  to 
the  People  of  North  Dakota." 


THE  RATE  OP  INTEREST  ON  THE 
FEDERAL  DEBT 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  on  a 
number  of  occa.sions  I  have  undertaken 
to  point  out  the  folly  of  increa.Sxnn  the 
rate  of  interest  paid  to  bankers  on  the 
Federal  debt. 

It  was  therefore  with  considerable  in- 
terest that  I  noted  a  letter  on  this  sub- 
ject by  Prof.  Seymour  E.  Hams,  of  Har- 
varc"  University,  in  the  New  Yoik  Times 
of  Sunday.  April  5. 

Professor  Harris  points  out  that  the 
national  debt  now  costs  $1  billion  a  year 
more  in  interest  payments  than  at  the 
end  of  the  war  although  the  size  of  the 
debt  is  roughly  the  same.  He  estimates 
that— 

Should  the  administration  continue  with 
Its  present  policies  and  brlns^  rates  buck  to 
the  level  of  the  twenties,  the  cost  o'.er  25 
years  may  well  be  $100  biiliun. 

In  the  light  of  the  recent  action  of 
the  Congress  in  killing  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers  by  failing  to  provide 
it  with  funds.  I  was  particularly  inter- 
ested in  the  following  observation  made 
by  Professor  Harris: 

The  Congress  is  meticulous  about  appro- 
priations of  even  $50,000  for  the  pay  of  econ- 
omists whose  task  it  is  to  study  the  $350- 
bllHon  economy  as  a  whole.  Yet  they  allow, 
without  any  restrictions,  full  discretion  to 
the  managers  of  the  debt  even  though  one 
policy  might  cost  from  1  to  4  billion  dollars 
a  year  more  than  another. 

Mr.  President.  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  connection  with  my  remarks 
the  letter  on  national  debt  policy  by  Pro- 
fessor Harris  from  which  I  have  just 
quoted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
to  the  editor  of  the  New  York  Times  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

National  Debt  Policy — Long-Term  Impli- 
cations or  Rise  in  Interest  Rate  Ex- 
amined 

(The  writer  of  the  following  letter  Is  pro- 
fessor of   Economics   at   Harvard   University. 
He  is  the  author,  among  other  books,  of  the 
National   Debt   and   the   New   Economics.) 
To  the  Editor  or  the  New  York  Tim  :s  ■ 

The  new  policy  of  debt  management  should 
be  scrutinized  by  top  administration,  by 
Congress,  and  by  citizens  generally.  This  is 
the  time  to  do  it.  Higher  interest  rates  are 
crucial  not  only  for  management  of  the  debt 
but  the  whole  economy. 

In  1946  the  average  rate  on  United  States 
Government  long-term  bonds  waa  2.19  per- 
cent. Now  the  market  Is  lieglnlng  to  antici- 
pate a  long-term  Issue  of  3  or  3>4  percent, 
or   roughly    1    percent   above   that   of    1946. 


(The  New  York  Times,  on  March  28,  re- 
ported yield  of  2  95  percent  on  one  long- 
terra  Issue  )  Even  by  late  1952  Treasury 
bill  rates  had  risen  from  .351  percent  at  the 
end  of  1945  to  1.837  percent,  and  certificates 
of   Indebtedness  from   .875   to   1.890   percent. 

Within  9  days  of  assumption  of  responsi- 
bility the  present  administration  had  of- 
fered an  exchange  of  1'', -percent  certificates 
of  indebtedness  for  2 '4 -percent  certificates 
of  indebtedne.ss.  and  for  .some  other  Issues. 
The  market  awaits  still  higher  rates. 

Wliat  is  behind  this  new  Interest-rate 
policy? 

price  or  covFRNMENT  srcx'RrriEs 

First,  there  Is  the  new  administration's 
jiencliant  lor  ttie  free  market.  But  in  the 
manatjement  of  the  public  debt  there  has 
been  no  I'ree  market.  The  price  of  Govern- 
ment seciirities  defwnds  ii[)on  the  amount  cf 
money  out.standini;:  and  the  latter  in  turn 
is  largely  determined  by  monetary  authority. 
It  h.is  always  been  a  manipulated  market. 
In  fart,  niatiy  economists  hold  the  theory 
that  control  of  the  Interest  rate  is  a  price 
that  hii.s  to  be  paid  to  assure  freedom  in 
other  markets. 

Second,  the  authorities  seem  to  believe 
that  It  is  sinful  for  the  banks  to  hold  lari;e 
amounts  of  securities  Therefore,  they  hold. 
it  us  necessary  to  rai.'-e  rates  to  a  jxiint  where 
the  public  will  be  tempted  to  buy  the  secu- 
rities :'iui  the  banks  to  dlslr>d«e  them.  But 
I  would  remind  the  authorities  that  since 
1914  purcha.-^es  of  securities  by  banks  have 
accounted  for  abtmt  two-tlilrds  of  all  ri.ses  In 
earninki  as.seis  of  banks  and  have  been  the 
most  lm[H)rtant  monetary  factor  in  finan- 
cing a  rise  of  money  income  of  8  to  10  limes 
and  of  real  income  of  4  to  5  times. 

Perhaps  the  monetary  avithority  will  tell 
us  where.  In  the  absence  of  bank  purchases, 
the  money  Is  to  come  from  which  will  be 
required  over  the  next  25  years  on  the  con- 
servative assumption  that  real  income  would 
rise  by  100  percent  and  prices  by  only  50 
percent  (less  than  2  percent  a  yean  For 
when  the  banks  buy,  additional  dcjx)slLs  are 
created. 

controls  roR  cRtDrr 

Tlilrd.  the  new  policy  Is  supposed  to  deil 
with  the  problem  of  infiatlon.  But  surely 
since  early  1951  the  inflation  has  been  a 
minimum  1  le.ss  than  3  jx-roent  a  year  in  the 
cost  of  livim;.  and  a  decline  in  wholesale 
prices)  given  tlie  task  of  mobilizing  re- 
sources for  our  military  economy  What- 
ever the  case  for  lusher  rates  in  earlier  years, 
it  is  difficult  to  believe  that,  in  the  ab.sence 
of  the  extension  of  war.  higher  rates  are  the 
appropriate  policy  In  the  next  few  years  If 
some  rla.sses  of  b<irrowers  are  abusing  use  of 
credit,  there  are  alternative  policies  to  higher 
rates  which  do  not  demoralize  the  Govern- 
ment bond  market 

Defenders  of  the  new  p>)licy  will  tell  you 
that  It  was  the  Federal  Reserve -Treasury 
concord  of  early  Utjl,  with  Its  repudiation 
of  the  debt-tupport  policy,  that  stopped  the 
rise  of  prices  Tt)  this  I  would  reply.  What 
about  the  reversal  In  the  speculative  rise  of 
raw  materials''  The  increase  In  taxes? 
What  about  the  cumulative  effects  of  record 
level  of  investments  (and  hence  saturation 
of  markets)?  What  about  allocations  of 
materials  and  price  control?  What  about 
the  excessive  specuulation  in  the  first  9 
months  of  the  Korean  war?  What  about  the 
difficulties  of  the  soft-gof>ds  industries?  All 
of  these  also  can  account  for  the  flattening 
of  the  rise  of  prices. 

The  new  admini.stration  should  go  slow  in 
reversing  the  policies  of  the  Roosevelt- 
Truman  administration  In  this  field  Man- 
agers of  the  public  debt  have  learned  since 
1933  to  tailor  securities  to  the  needs  of  dif- 
ferent segments  of  the  market,  to  give 
enough  assurance  to  the  market  so  that  In- 
vestors could  safely  hold  long-term  securi- 
ties and  hence  be  satisfied  with  lower  rates. 
Compare  the  uncertainty  today,  with  inves- 
tors  disposing    and    waiting    until    they    are 
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sure  they  make  the  beat  poMlble  barcaln. 
Had  rates  In  the  last  20  years  been  thoee  of 
the  twenties,  the  coat  of  the  national  debt 
would    have    Increased    by    more    than    $50 

billion. 

RISE    IN    COST 

I  hope  that  the  new  administration  will 
be  cautious  The  national  debt  now  cost 
(1  billion  per  year  more  than  at  the  end  of 
the  war.  though  the  size  Is  roughly  the  same. 
bhuuld  the  administration  continue  with  lU 
present  jKilicles  and  bring  rates  back  to  the 
U\e;  of  the  twenties,  the  cost  over  25  years 
may  well  be  $100  billion.  I  have  not  heard 
Fenator  Byrd  say  a  word  about  economies  in 
man.iging  the  debt. 

It  Is  also  well  to  observe  that  a  rise  in  the 
ra'e  hy  1  i)ercent  elves  the  banks  an  addi- 
tional return  of  $6L>0  million  per  year 
ulitm.itely. 

The  Congress  Is  meticulous  about  appro- 
priations of  even  $i0.000  for  the  pay  of  econ- 
( mists  whose  task  it  Is  to  study  the  $350 
billion  economy  a.-;  a  whole  Yet  they  allow, 
without  any  restrictions,  full  discretion  to 
the  mana^!ers  of  the  debt  even  though  one 
j>olicv  might  CO.--1  from  1  to  4  billion  dollars 
a  ye.ir  more  than  another. 

.\galn  I  urge  a  careful  apprals;>l  of  the 
long-run  implications  of  the  new  debt  and 
interest  rate  policy.  Not  only  the  tax  bur- 
dent  but  also  the  state  of  our  economy  Is 
i!i\"lved. 

SrTMoiTR  E    Harris. 

CaMBRUCE.  Mass  .  .Warc/i  30.  19S3. 


ELi-:VENTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE 
FALL  OF  BATAAN 
Mr  LEHMAN  Mr  Presidi-nt.  the  11th 
anniversary  of  the  fall  of  Bataan,  on 
Ai)nl  9  ."^erves  as  a  reminder  that  out  of 
trai-edy  great  reward"  can  come.  There 
had  already  grown  a  clo.se  and  deep 
friendship  between  Americans  and  Pili- 
pino.s  But  after  Bataar.  a  friendship 
developed  durinc  50  years  of  political 
as'^^ociatlon  was  foiRed  anew  in  common 
suffering  and  sacrifice  Out  of  the 
.«<harinjr  of  disaster  came  an  affectionate 
unity  unsurpas-sed  between  any  two  other 
countries  in  the  world  The  elory  of 
B.ttaan  is  a  permanent  part  of  Philip- 
pine-American relations. 


SL'PPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR  UNITED  NATIONS  INTERNA- 
TIONAL CHILDREN'S  EMERGENCY 
FVKD 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  we  are 
all  aware,  the  Ei.senhower  administra- 
tion i.s  confronted  by  a  vaJt  variety  of 
policy  que-,lions  relating  to  continuation 
of  a  tremendous  variety  of  programs, 
dome.stic  and  foreign. 

One  of  the  programs  in  the  interna- 
tional field  which  the  administration  is 
called  upon  to  consider  is  our  future 
ptjlicy  with  re.spect  to  the  United  Na- 
tions International  Children's  Emergency 
Fund. 

As  of  December  31  of  this  year,  the 
pre.^ent  United  Nations  authorization  for 
UNICEP  expires,  as  does  United  States 
authorization  for  our  own  participation 
in  this  program. 

So  the  question  of  our  future  United 
States  policy  in  regard  to  this  work  has 
caused  a  delay  in  requesting  and  grant- 
ing supplemental  funds  for  UNICEF.  As 
a  result,  today  UNICEP  is  broke;  it  is 
down  to  its  last  unallocated  $2,600. 


Prom  time  to  time  I  have  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  vital  work 
which  has  jeen  done  by  UNICEP  through 
the  years. 

Por  a  comparative  pittance,  this  great 
organization  has  accomplished  miracles 
of  aid  to  tens  of  millions  of  youngsters 
and  pregnant  mothers  in  70  countries. 

At  this  time.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  brief 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  rela- 
tive to  the  need  for  stopgap  funds  to 
continue  UNICEFs  work.  I  append  an 
editorial  on  this  theme  which  appeared 
in  yesterday's  New  York  Times. 

I  a.'-k  unanimous  consent  that  these 
items  be  printed  in  the  Congressional 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  editorial  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Wilet 
granttnc  unicef  suppi^ementart  fu?jds 
There  Is  rleht  now  being  considered  by  the 
State  Department,  by  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency,  and  by  the  White  House  the  ques- 
tion of  future  United  States  policy  toward 
the  United  Nations  International  Children  s 
Emerfjency  Fund. 

Because  of  a  tremendous  number  of  factors 
Involved  in  this  complex  question.  1  will  not 
presume  at  the  present  time  to  attempt  to 
offer  an.-  definitive  conclusion  as  to  the  lone- 
ranf'e  decisions  by  cur  Government  on  tliis 
program. 

1  do  state,  unequivocally,   however,  that: 

1.  LNICEF  has  done  a  superh-.tive  Job. 

2.  That  It  should  be  furnished  at  least  the 
temporary  wherewithal  to  continue  doing 
that  J(.b.  and  should  not  be  hamstrung  In  its 
current  operations  by  the  fact  that  certain 
long-range  policy  questions  are  still  tojpe 
settled. 

Great  progress  has  been  made  In  meeting 
certain  administrative  and  jurisdictional 
problems,  in  integrating  the  work  of  UNICLF 
with  the  Food  and  Agrictilture  Organization 
and  with  the  World  Health  Organization. 
Moreover,  ceitaln  other  problems  which  have 
confronted  UNICEF  have  also  been  met  with 
increasing  success. 

Now.  the  immediate  problem  confronting 
UNICEF  IS  the  need  for  stop-gap  fund?. 

What  is  needed  on  the  part  of  the  admin- 
istration and  on  the  part  oX  the  Congress  is 
a  sense  of  genuine  urgency  which  is  intrin- 
sically merited  by  this  situation. 

In  other  words,  a  starving  child  today 
cannot  wait  until  January  1.  1954.  until  we 
settle  high  policy  questions.  The  child  will 
be  dead  by  then.  What  then  can  allay  the 
grief  in  the  hearts  of  the  child's  parents? 

A  child  suffering  from  yaws,  tuberculosis. 
or  malaria  today  cannot  wait  until  the  policy 
makers  of  this  and  other  governments  de- 
cide how  the  child's  health  shall  ultimately 
be  looked  after.  The  child's  little  body 
will  suffer  permanent  injury  by  then,  even 
If  the  youngster  can  hold  out  at  all. 

The  United  States  should  not  let  that  little 
child  down. 

Two  days  ago  we  celebrated  Easter.  Can 
we  forget  the  words  of  the  Master  on  the 
little  ones? 

Let  me  say  now  that  it  was  a  source  of 
deep  regret  to  me  that  at  its  recent  meeting, 
when  the  executive  board  of  the  fund  con- 
cluded approval  of  allocations  for  52  new 
projects  of  aid  to  children  of  30  countries, 
that  for  the  first  time  In  UNICEF's  history 
the  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the  execu- 
tive t)oard  were  solely  contributions  by  coun- 
trlea  other  than  our  own. 

Since  its  Inception,  the  United  States  of 
America  has  played  a  leading  role  In  advanc- 
ing the  great  humanitarian  work  of  UNICEF. 

Unfortunately,  however,  the  second  sup- 
plemental appropriations  bill  for  the  83d 
CoDgTCH  failed  to  Ixtclude  a  crucial  sum  of 


$9,814,333.  Therefore.  Dr.  Martha  Eliot,  the 
United  States  delegate  at  the  UNICEF  ex- 
ecutive board,  was  not  In  a  position  to  make 
a  statement  concerning  the  prospects  of  fur- 
ther specific  United  States  aid  to  UNICEF. 

This  was,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
Congress  has  long  since  authorized  a  total 
of  $16,481,000.  But  the  Congress  has  failed 
to  make  available  specific  appropriations  for 
this  purpose. 

I  should  like  to  point  out,  moreover,  that 
every  dollar  made  available  by  us  or.  for  that 
matter,  by  other  participant  countries  Is 
matched  and  even  exceeded  by  funds  by  the 
assisted  countries. 

Nations  throughout  the  world  have  ex- 
pressed to  the  United  States  their  deep 
appreciation  for  our  great  previous  efforts 
for  UNICEF  I  earnestly  hope  that  our 
fine  record  of  the  past  will  not  be  marred 
by  a  further  failure  of  the  United  States  to 
take  action  now. 

Surely,  if  there  is  any  group  in  all  this 
world  well  meriting  our  devoted  efforts.  It  is 
the  Innocent  youngsters. 

They  have  paid  for  adult  errors  of  omis- 
sion and  commision  In  war.  and  in  time  of 
so-called  peace,  in  their  suffering  from  mal- 
nutrition, from  disease,  and  hunger.  If  we 
wou!d.  therefore,  build  for  a  peaceful,  pros- 
perous tomorrow,  we  must  look  after  the 
needs  of  these  little  ones  today. 

During  my  service  at  the  first  session  of 
the  Seventh  General  Assembly  of  the  United 
Nations  in  New  York,  from  October  to  De- 
cember 1952.  it  was  my  pleasure  to  serve  in 
the  work  of  the  Necotlatine  Committee  on 
Extra-Budgetary  Funds.  At  that  time  I  so- 
licited contributions  by  other  countries  to 
UNICEF  and  other  programs.  The  very  least 
that  I  feel  I  can  do.  therefore,  is  to  point 
out  to  my  own  country  its  continuing  obli- 
gations and  this  temporary  breakdown  In  the 
discharge  of  those  obligations. 

The  Soviet  Union,  of  course,  has  not  con- 
tributed a  slnele  dime  toward  humanitarian 
work  of  this  type;  lt.s  failure  to  do  so  is 
marked  exceedingly  closely  by  the  countries 
of  the  world. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  my  own  State  of 
Wisconsin  and  in  other  States  of  the  Unicn 
a  great  many  civic-minded  Americans  are 
working  at  the  grassroots  on  behalf  of  the 
U.  N.  International  Children's  Emergency 
Fund.  I  have  been  glad  to  assure  these  fine 
folks  that  I.  for  one.  would  continue  my 
efforts  on  behalf  of  this  noble  work. 

I  and  my  staff  have  discussed  the  problem 
over  a  considerable  period  of  time  with 
Mrs.  Oswald  Lord,  former  chairman,  the 
United  States  Citizens'  Committee  for 
UNICEF  and  now  our  able  representative  at 
the  U.  N.  Human  Rights  Commission  at 
Geneva.  I  have  reviewed  the  problem  with 
the  United  States  Government  oflScials  in- 
volved and  with  Mr.  Matirice  Fate,  executive 
director  of  the  fund. 

It  is  quite  clear  that  the  United  States 
willingly  spends  billions  for  armaments,  both 
In  this  country  and  In  allied  countries. 
Surely  we  can  spend  a  few  millions  for  miik 
for  hungry  little  stomachs  and  vaccines  for 
diseased  little  bodies. 

Let  me  note  this  fact  in  particular: 
Although  40  governments  gave  their  con- 
tributions and  pledges  to  UNICEF  in  the 
period  since  last  October  alone,  most  of  the 
funds  have  now  been  allocated,  and  there  is 
now  left  for  allocation  only  the  equivalent 
of  $2,600. 

Two  thousand  six  hundred  dollars — what 
advance  planning  can  be  accomplished  with 
that? 

Two  thousand  six  hundred  dollars — what 
new  projects  can  be  undertaken,  what  new 
hope  can  be  given? 

Let  these  grim  questions  be  heeded  and 
let  constructive  action  be  taken  accordingly 
and  promptly  now,  not  next  year.  I  have 
BO  urged  the  State  Department,  the  MSA, 
smd  the  White  House;  and  I  so  urge  my  col- 
leagues In  the  Congress. 


'i  \ 
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[From  the  New  York  Times  of  April  fl,  1953] 
Thi  CBiunxN's  Fuiro 

"I  believe  it  would  be  a  tragic  mistake 
and  an  appalling  setback  of  America's  entire 
humanitarian  record  if  Congress  did  not 
remedy  the  omission  of  funds  for  UNICEP. 
For  a  comparative  pittance  we  and  like- 
minded  nations  have  achieved  magnificent 
results  for  these  youngsters  and  their  moth- 
ers. •   •   ••• 

With  these  blunt  words  SenaUor  Alexan- 
der Wu-EY,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  sums  up  the  tragic 
plight  of  one  United  Nations  group  with 
whose  efforts — to  save  lives  and  restore  sick 
and  needy  youngsters  to  hei  1th — this  coun- 
try has  been  alined  since  its  Inception. 
That  group.  UNICEF.  or  the  United  Nations 
International  Children's  Emergency  Fund,  is 
about  to  die  for  lack  of  contributions,  and, 
indeed,  for  lack  of  leadership  and  wisdom  in 
this  country. 

We  have  always  been  the  mainstay  of  this 
fund,  and  by  our  leadership  encouraged  other 
governments  to  match  our  contributions,  so 
that  millions  of  youngsters  and  their  nurs- 
ing mothers  suffering  from  malnutrition, 
malaria,  tuberculosis,  yaws,  and  tropical  dis- 
eases, and  suffering  from  war  and  disasters, 
might  live;  above  all,  might  believe  that 
the  free  and  democratic  world  was  in  earnest 
about  making  this  a  safe  and  healthy  world 
for  all.  not  for  the  few.  Yet  today  the 
Incredible  situation  confronting  UNICEF  is 
this:  It  is  broke.  It  has  92.600  left  in  its 
treasury.  A  pittance — $5,300.000 — has  been 
allocated  to  going  programs  in  some  30 
countries.  It  has  been  waiting  for  months 
for  this  Government  to  make  good  its  pledge 
of  $9,814,000.  so  that  it  can  get  on  with 
advance  planning  and  secure  matching  con- 
tributions from   other   nations. 

"All  that  remains."  Senator  Wilet  ad- 
monishes, "is  to  find  a  prompt  form  of  legis- 
lation to  include  an  adequate  stop-gap  ap- 
propriation" for  UNICEF.  The  time  for  that 
action  is  now — as  H  would  be  now  if  oiir  own 
children  were  the  prime  sufferers. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Senator  from  Plorida  I  Mr. 
Holland],  who  has  the  floor,  I  should 
like  to  state  that  from  now  on  the  Sen- 
ate will  meet  every  day.  from  Monday 
through  Friday,  and  durinp:  this  week 
I  expect  it  to  sit  from  12  to  5:30  in  the 
afternoon.  The  Senate  is  now  actually 
down  to  business,  and  if  we  want  to 
get  away  in  the  early  summer  it  will 
be  necessary  to  devote  somewhat  more 
attention  to  the  business  of  the  Senate 
than  during  the  time  up  to  now  when 
there  has  been  very  little  pressure  for 
action  by  the  Senate. 

I  hope  very  much  that  Senators  will 
refrain  from  interrupting  with  irrelevant 
matters  or  even  with  unanimous-con- 
sent requests  other  Senators  who  are 
speaking  on  the  question  before  the  Sen- 
ate, and  that  Senators  who  have  such 
other  matters  to  submit  will  wait  until 
the  end  of  the  day  or  will  avail  them- 
selves of  the  opportunity  which  will  be 
given  at  the  beginning  of  each  session  of 
the  Senate.  However,  we  shall  take  a  re- 
cess from  day  to  day,  and  there  will  be 
no  regular  morning  hour  during  this  pe- 
riod, until  we  have  completed  action  on 
the  pending  joint  resolution. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
expect  to  move  that  the  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution  be  set  aside  for  any 


purpose  until  a  vote  on  the  joint  resolu- 
tion has  been  obtained. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  ask  a  question 
regarding  the  procedure  of  the  Senate 
in  connection  with  the  meeting  of  com- 
mittees while  the  Senate  is  in  session. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
that  we  should  proceed  with  daily  and 
orderly  debate  on  the  submerged  lands 
joint  resolution  until  a  final  vote  is  had 
on  it,  which  I  trust  will  be  at  a  very  early 
date. 

I  have  not  reached  a  final  decision  as 
to  my  course,  but  I  am  having  great  dif- 
ficulty in  reconciling  myself  to  the  hold- 
ing of  committee  meetings  during  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate,  while  there  is  before 
it  a  measure  so  vitally  impwrtant  as  is 
this  joint  resolution.  If  it  is  of  sufficient 
imix)rtance  to  warrant  the  holding  of 
the  debate  which  is  being  had  on  the 
joint  resolution,  I  believe  it  Ls  of  such 
importance  that  Senators  should  remain 
in  the  Chamber  and  should  listen  to  the 
debate  which  constitutes  an  esssential 
part  of  the  functioning  of  the  Senate. 

I  wish  to  announce  very  courteously  to 
the  majority  leader  that  I  am  inclining 
in  the  direction  of  in.sisting  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  be  applied  in  regard 
to  the  holding  of  committee  meetings,  by 
not  giving  my  consent  to  the  holdin«  of 
committee  meetings  while  the  Senate  is 
in  session  during  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate on  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Of  cour.se.  Mr  President, 
if  is  very  likely  that  the  time  will  come 
when  even  I  might  refuse  to  give  my  con- 
sent to  the  holding  of  committee  meet- 
ings during  the  afternoons.  However,  I 
do  not  think  we  have  yet  reached  that 
point.  On  the  other  hand,  as  we  draw 
nearer  to  July,  it  may  be  nece.s.sary  to 
become  much  more  restrictive  in  that  re- 
spect, and  to  oDject  to  all  such  requests. 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  any  Senator 
has  a  right  to  object  to  any  unanimous- 
consent  request  for  the  meeting  of  a 
committee  during  a  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 


TITLE     TO     CERTAIN     SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  <S.  J  Res.  13 » 
to  confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of 
the  States  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries  and  to 
the  natural  resources  within  such  lands 
and  waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
and  control  of  .said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
outset  of  this  discussion  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  so  that  all  Senators  may 
have  the  benefit  of  my  understanding. 
at  least,  of  the  procedure  to  be  followed 
during  the  course  of  my  tenure  of  the 
floor.  I  wish  to  announce  that  I  shall 
expect  to  proceed  as  expeditiously  as  I 
can  to  conclude  my  prepared  remarks, 
which,  however,  fall  into  5  or  6  different 
classifications.  I  shall  expect  not  to 
yield  with  reference  to  the  particular 
discussion  covered  by  any  one  classifica- 
tion until  I  reach  the  end  of  my  remarks 
with  reference  to  that  classification,  at 
which  time  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  gen- 


erously to  all  Senators  who  have  an  In- 
terest in  the  subject  matter  and  who 
wish  to  ask  questions  regarding  it.  How- 
ever, for  the  sake  of  continuity.  I  believe 
it  best  to  complete  the  discussion  of  each 
segment  of  my  remarks  before  I  yield 
for  questions   regarding   that   segment. 

Mr.  Piesident.  the  subject  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13  is  property,  property 
rights  in  the  submerged  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters.  By  way  of  a  brief 
summary,  the  general  purpose  of  thi.<j 
measure  as  reported  by  the  Interior  and 
Insular  AfTaii's  Committee  is  to  recog- 
nize, confirm,  establish,  and  vest  in  and 
assign  to  the  respective  States  the  title 
and  ownership  of  the  lands  and  resources 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  their 
respective  boundaries,  as  well  sus  the 
right  and  power  to  manage,  administer, 
lease,  develop,  and  use  these  lands  and 
resources  m  accordance  with  applicable 
State  law.  The  tran.'-fer  of  property 
riuhis  in  the  submerged  lands  and  re- 
.sources  to  the  .several  Stales  from  the 
Federal  Government  is  made  subject  to 
the  exercise  by  the  Federal  Government 
of  all  its  powers  of  regulation  for  the 
purpose  of  commerce,  navigation,  na- 
tional defen.'-e.  and  international  affairs, 
all  of  which  po'Aers  shall  continue  to  be 
paramount  to,  but  shall  not  be  deemed  lo 
include,  proprietary  rights  of  ownerslup 
and  develf  pment  Of  courf^e.  such  lands 
as  the  United  States  itself  has  acquired 
in  a  proprietary  capacity  by  eminent 
domain  procedure,  purchase,  cession, 
gift,  or  othorwi'-e  shall  remain  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Federal  Government. 

This  joint  resolution  also  levokes  as  to 
all  areas  within  the  ooundaries  of  the 
States  the  mi.sconceived  and  ill-advised 
action  of  foimer  President  Ti'uman,  in 
his  attempt  to  niake  a  naval  petroleum 
reserve  of  all  the  submerged  lands  with- 
in the  entire  Continental  Shelf.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  Mr.  Truman  added 
confusion  to  this  complicated  and  con- 
troversial issue  by  such  action  when,  as 
shown  by  the  official  departmental  mem- 
oranda of  the  Department  of  Justice,  he 
had  been  advi-sed  that  he  was  not 
creating  a  naval  reserve  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute  on  that  subject. 
Attorney  General  Brownell.  when  ques- 
tioned on  this  matter  in  the  hearings 
before  Subcommittee  No.  1  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, on  February  17,  1953. 
stated  that  the  Executive  order  signed 
by  Mr  Truman  on  January  16.  1953 — 
and  I  now  quote  Mr  Brownell — "merely 
transferred  the  administrative  power 
over  these  lands  from  one  department 
to  another,  and  did  not  set  up  a  naval 
petroleum  reserve  within  the  meaning 
of  the  statute.'  Attorney  General 
Brownell  further  stated  in  a  letter  dated 
February  13,  1953,  addressed  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  that  "it  was  also  clear 
that  the  then  Attorney  General.  Judge 
McGranery.  approved  the  order,  as 
finally  drafted  and  issued,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  it  did  not  Intend  to  nor 
did  it  in  fact  or  in  law  create  a  naval 
petroleum  reserve  within  the  meaning 
of  the  statute." 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  joint  resolu- 
tion provides  that  nothing  therein  shall 
be  deemed  to  affect  in  any  wise  the  rights 
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of  the  United  States  to  the  natural  re- 
sources of  that  portion  of  the  subsoil 
and  seabed  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
ly.ng  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  re- 
.spective  States,  and  it  confirms  the  ju- 
risdiction and  cont  rol  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
cinment  over  tho.se  natural  resources. 
I;i  other  words  th.s  measure  clearly  em- 
phasizes that  nil  e-tenths  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  off  the  coast  of  the  United 
Sta'es  is  under  the  control  and  juris- 
diction of  the  Federal  Government  and 
iliat  the  ether  on'?-tenth.  which  lies  in- 
side the  boundar.es  of  the  States,  and 
immediately  adjo.ning  the  coa.sts  of  the 
States,  should  be  owned  and  controlled 
by  the  respective  States. 

Mr  President,  if  Senators  will  give  at- 
tention for  a  moment  to  the  map  which 
i::;  placed  in  the  rear  of  the  Chamber, 
and  which  I  b<  lieve  rea.sonably  and 
clearly  outlines  tiiis  situation,  they  will 
note  that  the  mi  p  has  a  very  narrow, 
dark  line  sunounling  the  entire  Nation 
on  the  Atlantic  frcntace  and  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  frontaj.e  and  on  the  Pacific 
Ocean  frontage  of  the  continental 
United  States.  That  narrow  line  repre- 
sents the  areas  which  are  covered  by  the 
joint  resolution,  iisofar  as  any  grant  of 
offshore  lands  to  States  is  concerned. 
Senators  will  note  that  on  the  west  coast 
of  the  mainland  of  the  State  of  Florida 
that  narrow  belt  is  about  three  times  as 
wide  as  it  is  all  tne  way  down  the  At- 
lantic coast,  and  tiey  will  also  note  that 
on  the  entire  Texas  frontage  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  the  sane  situation  obtains. 

T\^e  reason  for  fiat  is.  as  has  been  al- 
ready stated  In  th(  debate  on  .several  oc- 
casion.-., that  the  State  of  Texas  claims 
for  Its  entire  fror  tape  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  a  3-ieague  belt,  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  it.  as  an  independent  republic, 
had  .set  its  boundai  y  at  3  leagues  from  its 
rostline  in  1836.  long  before  it  came  into 
the  Union:  and.  by  reason  of  the  further 
fact  that  it  was  admitted  to  the  Union— 
or  so  it  claims — with  the  understanding 
that  it  should  retain  the  ownership,  con- 
trol, and  juri.sdiCt;on  over  all  the  lands 
and  water  within  i.s  Iwundaries. 

As  to  the  State  of  Florida,  the  situa- 
tion is  a  little  mon  comphcated.  I  went 
into  that  matter  {'t  some  length  in  the 
colloquy  the  other  day  with  my  friend, 
the  Senator  from  llhnois.  I  stand  ready 
to  go  further  into  it.  if  he  or  any  other 
Senator  desires  to  do  .so.  But  the  situa- 
tion with  reference  to  the  mainland  coast 
of  Florida  on  the  Ciulf  of  Mexico  is  that, 
under  the  constitution  of  our  State, 
adopted  in  1868,  f.nd.  as  we  feel,  com- 
pletely accepted  j  nd  approved  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  our 
twundary  is  fixed  at  3  leagues  in  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  insofar  as  the  mainland  west 
coast  area  of  our  State  is  concerned. 

The  same  ob.serv.ition  does  not  apply  to 
the  north  or  Gull  fringe  of  the  Keys. 
which,  as  Senatois  will  note,  juts  out 
southwesterly  from  the  southern  end  of 
our  State.  In  ot  ler  words,  briefly  to 
state  my  understanding  at  least  of  the 
situation  of  Florid, i  under  the  law  which 
has  been  in  effect  since  1868.  our  State 
has  a  3-mile  boundary  on  the  Atlantic 
and  en  the  Florida  Straits,  and  a  3-ma- 
riiie-mile  boundary  on  the  Gull  of  Mex- 


ico, insofar  as  the  Keys  alone  are  con- 
cerned, but  a  3-league  boundary  upon 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  insofar  as  the  main- 
land of  the  west  coast  of  the  State  of 
Florida  is  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  I  call  attention  to  this 
map  simply  because,  in  my  opinion,  it 
shows  clearly  that  what  is  involved  here 
insofar  as  any  grant  of  off-shore  sub- 
merged lands  to  the  States  is  concerned, 
is  nothing  more  than  a  narrow  shoe- 
string of  land  and  water  immediately 
adjoining,  and,  in  some  sense,  strangling 
our  coast  on  all  our  outside  salt-water 
fronta:,'es.  and  immediately  affecting  the 
local  development  of  all  of  the  coastal 
communities,  all  the  local  coastal  area 
of  the  States  in  the  most  vital  way. 

As  to  the  areas  in  white  on  the  map. 
which  lie  just  outside  the  narrow  belt 
to  which  I  have  referred,  they  represent 
the  so-caHed  outer  Continental  Shelf, 
or  that  portion  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
which  lies  beyond  the  State  IxDundaries. 
The  Continental  Shelf  may  be  roughly 
indicated  as  that  part  of  the  ocean  bot- 
tom immediately  appurtenant  to  our 
continent,  which  extends  along  the 
shoulder  of  the  continent  until  it 
plunges  into  the  ocean  depths,  generally 
at  about  a  100-fathom,  or  a  600-foot, 
depth. 

Senators  will  note  that  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  in  many  places  goes  very 
much  further  out  from  our  coastline 
than  does  the  narrow  coastal  belt  which 
is  claimed  by  the  States,  and  which,  un- 
der the  pending  joint  resolution,  would 
be  yielded  to  the  States  as  fully  and  as 
effectively  as  a  property  may  be  yielded, 
by  the  Congress  under  the  authority  it 
possesses. 

Senators  will  note,  for  instance,  that 
as  to  my  own  State  of  Florida,  on  the 
Gulf  frontage,  the  Continental  Shelf 
extends  to  a  distance  of  about  175  miles 
at  the  widest  point.  On  the  Atlantic 
frontage  there  is  very  deep  water  just  off 
certain  portions  of  the  Florida  Peninsula 
on  the  east,  and  in  that  area  there  is 
Uttle,  if  any,  Continental  Shelf  beyond 
the  State  boundaries.  Generally  speak- 
ing, there  is  a  narrower  belt  of  Conti- 
nental Shelf  adjoining  our  State  in  the 
Atlantic  and  in  the  Straits  of  Florida 
than  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

If  Senators  will  look  at  the  map  even 
casually,  I  think  they  will  note  that  on 
the  Pacific  coast  it  is  the  rule  rather 
than  the  exception  that  very  deep  water 
comes  very  close  offshore,  so  that  there 
is  very  httle  Continental  Shelf  beyond 
the  3-mile  boundary— 3  geographic 
miles,  that  is — which  is  the  uniform 
boundary  recognized  in  the  case  of  the 
Pacific  Coast  States.  California.  Oregon, 
and  Washington. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  reach  the  end 
of  this  particular  portion  of  my  address. 
I  .shall  be  glad  to  yield  on  this  or  any 
other  aspect  of  what  I  shall  have  said. 
It  is  well  to  note  that  of  the  estimated 
oil  deposits  in  the  entire  Continental 
Shelf  as  estimated  by  Ralph  L.  Miller, 
Chief,  Fuels  Branch.  Geologic  Division, 
United  States  Geological  Survey,  De- 
partment of  the  Interior — and  he  is  our 
top  nonpartisan  professional  Federal 
employee  in  this  field — In  his  testimony 


before  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  Committee  on  Tuesday,  Febru- 
ary 24,  1953,  only  17  percent  will  go  to 
the  States  under  this  resolution  while 
the  remaining  83  percent  will  be  under 
the  complete  ownership  and  control  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  under 
the  pending  joint  resolution,  some  nine- 
tenths  of  the  area  goes  to  the  Federal 
Government,  so  far  as  area  is  concerned, 
and  a  Uttle  less  than  one-tenth  to  the 
States. 

So  far  as  estimated  production  of  oil 
and  gas  is  concerned,  under  the  joint 
resolution,  approximately  five-sixths,  or 
83  percent,  will  be  in  the  area  which  will 
remain  completely  in  the  control  of  the 
Federal  Government,  whereas  approxi- 
mately one-sixth,  or  17  percent,  will  lie 
within  State  boundaries,  and  will  come, 
when  the  joint  resolution  is  passed,  as 
we  believe  it  should  be  passed,  exclu- 
sively within  the  jurisdiction  and  control 
of  the  States. 

I  hope  this  point  is  very  clear  because 
there  are  some  who  have  erroneously 
maintained  throughout  this  controversy 
that  the  States  advocate  State  owner- 
ship of  all  offshore  resources  of  the 
entire  Continental  Shelf. 

Mr.  President,  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  both  measures  which  have  been 
passed  on  this  subject,  one  in  1946,  and 
one  last  year,  simply  provided,  as  does 
the  pending  measure,  that  as  to  offshore 
lands  the  States  should  own  the  prop- 
erty values  in  the  submerged  lands  out 
to  their  State  boundaries,  and  went  no 
farther  than  that.  I  aLso  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  that  opinion  seems 
to  be  accepted  pretty  generally  in  these 
days,  and  I  am  glad  that  there  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  public  discussion  of  this 
subject  matter.  For  instance.  I  have 
noted  in  three  of  the  local  newspapers 
in  Washington  approving  editorials  of 
this  measure,  one  of  which  I  shall  not 
now  refer  to,  though  it  is  an  excellent 
editorial,  but  two  of  which  I  shall  briefly 
mention  at  this  time. 

The  first  is  from  the  Washington  News 
of  last  Friday,  April  3.  under  the  title 
"Offshore  Flotsam."  So  pertinent  is 
this  editorial  that  I  think  I  shall  read 
it  into  the  Record,  rather  than  merely 
ask  that  it  be  printed.  This  is  what  the 
editorialist  says: 

Offshore  Flotsam 
As  we  see  It,   the  issue  in   the  tidelands 
dispute  before  Congress  is  mainly  a  matter 
of  the  proper  mechanics. 

For  many  years  the  States  had  Jurisdic- 
tion out  to  their  traditional  boundaries— 
3  miles  for  most  States.  10',^  miles  in  the 
Gulf  for  Texas  and  Florida.  The  bills  before 
Congress  confirm  that. 

Beyond  these  limits,  the  bills  give  author- 
ity to  the  Federal  Government.  Policing  the 
waters  over  the  Continental  Shelf,  as  far 
out  as  250  miles,  obviously  is  a  practical 
responsibility  of  the  United  States.  Not 
even  Texas  has  a  navy. 

By  fixing  fljm  areas  of  jurisdiction.  Con- 
gress Isn't  giving  anything  away,  authorizing 
a  gigantic  grab,  or  promoting  plunder  of  the 
public  domain,  as  some  of  the  hysterical 
partisans  in  this  dispute  have  alleged. 

Neither  have  the  tidelands  bills  anything 
to  do  with  forests  in  Idaho,  water  rights  in 
New  Mexico,  grazing  rights  in  Montana,  or 
coal  xxnder  the  grovmd  in  Pennsylvania. 
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Most  of  the  debate  has  been  bo  much 
driftwood.  The  bills  before  Congress  are 
designed  simply  to  end  this  nonsense  and 
open  the  way  for  the  explorers  and  developers 
to  get  at  the  reaourcea  under  the  sea. 

Without  seeking  to  prove  anything 
stated  in  the  editorial  with  reference  to 
hysteria  on  the  part  of  anybody,  I  must 
say  that,  as  to  the  remainder  of  the  edi- 
torial, it  very  clearly  sets  forth  what  is 
the  obvious  fact,  that  the  measures  now 
pending  simply  give  the  go-ahead  signal 
for  the  development  of  any  resources  in 
this  coastal  area,  giving  to  the  States 
that  which,  without  question,  was  en- 
joyed by  them  for  150  or  160  years, 
namely,  the  ownership  of  everything 
within  State  boundaries,  and  reserving 
to  the  Federal  Government  everything 
beyond  that. 

The  other  editorial  appeared  in  the 
Washington  Star  of  April  6.  It  is  too 
long  to  read  into  the  Record  in  full,  but 
I  shall  read  from  it,  and  any  Senator 
who  wishes  to  read  the  remainder  of  it 
will  have  access  to  it  at  my  desk. 

The  editorial  is  headed  "The  House  on 
Offshore  Wealth,"  and  reads  in  part  as 
follows : 

The  House  has  done  a  good  day's  work  in 
voting.  285  to  108,  to  quitclaim  to  the  States 
all  submerged  lands  and  resources  lying 
within  the  historic  seaward  boundaries. 
Critics  of  the  measure  have  attacked  it  as 
a  give-away  and  a  steal  and  robbery  in 
broad  daylight,  but  to  call  it  that  is  to  be 
guilty  of  gross  misrepresentation.  Actually, 
In  terms  of  law,  morals,  equity,  and  the  like, 
It  Is  an  excellent  piece  of  legislation  designed 
to  effect  a  fair  and  honest  settlement  of  the 
longstanding  controversy  over  the  Nationa 
offshore  oil  and  gas  deposits. 

Under  the  House  bill,  this  controversy — 
the  misnamed  tidelands  issue — would  be 
ended  by  clearly  defining  and  delimiting  what 
should  belong  to  the  coastal  States  and  what 
to  the  country  as  a  whole.  Thus,  the  bill 
provides  that  the  States  are  to  have  full 
title  to  the  svibmerged  riches  withm  their 
historic  seaward  boundaries,  and  that  the 
Federal  Government,  representing  the  entire 
Nation,  Is  to  be  the  owner  and  controller  of 
all  the  resources  In  the  Continental  Shelf 
beyond  those  boundaries.  The  division  on 
that  score  is  not  left  in  doubt  in  any  respect. 

I  Shall  not  read  further  from  the  edi- 
torial. Mr.  President. 

Completing  my  statement  on  this 
point,  it  seems  to  me  that  finally  the 
fact  has  been  understood  by  most  per- 
sons— my  mail  so  indicates — that  this 
measure  does  not  propose  a  grab  on  the 
part  of  the  States  of  submerged  re- 
sources beyond  their  seaward  limits  as 
States,  but,  instead,  recognizes  that  the 
Federal  Government  does  have  what- 
ever claim  there  is  in  that  area  and 
should  be  recognized  as  the  proprietary 
owner  thereof. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  nothing  which 
more  needs  to  be  understood  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  discussion  than  that  very 
fact. 

This  joint  resolution  will  confirm  to 
the  maritime  States  the  rights  which 
they  had  respectively  enjoyed  since  the 
founding  of  our  Nation,  and  up  to  the 
date  of  the  decision  in  the  California 
case,  in  their  offshore  lands  and  waters 
which  lie  within  their  constitutional 
boundaries. 

I  have  already  discussed  that  point 
with    reference    to   the   coastal   States, 


and  I  go  to  another  very  important  ele- 
ment of  jurisdiction  in  this  resolution. 
It  will  also  confirm  to  all  the  States — 
and  that  means  all  48  States — their  full 
control  and  property  rights  in  their  lands 
and  waters  defined  as  inland  waters,  and 
will  also  confirm  to  the  Great  Lakes 
States — and  this  is  the  third  grant  of 
jurisdiction — the  title  and  control  of  the 
lands  and  waters  lying  within  their 
boundaries  in  the  Great  Lakes. 

As  I  have  already  stated,  this  meas- 
ure does  not  deal  with  the  administra- 
tion and  development  of  that  vast  por- 
tion of  the  Continental  Shelf  which  lies 
beyond  the  States'  constitutional  bound- 
aries, and  control  of  which  is  recognized 
by  section  9  as  being  in  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. I  fully  realize  that  many 
questions  concerning  this  outer  belt  must 
be  settled  by  the  Congress  very  soon  in 
order  to  allow  essential  production  of 
oil  to  get  underway,  but  the  considera- 
tion of  these  problems  will  raise  entirely 
different  and  more  difficult  problems 
than  those  which  will  be  solved  by  the 
passage  of  the  joint  resolution  before  us 
today. 

The  total  value  of  oil  and  gas  has  been 
estimated  by  authorities  in  this  field. 
The  values  are  not  to  be  compared  at  all 
in  substance  or  in  size  with  other  values 
which  I  shall  discuss  later  in  my  address, 
and  which  have  to  do  with  other  things 
which  are  absolutely  needed  to  be  used 
in  order  to  piomote  the  development  of 
the  coastal  communities  and  the  coastal 
industries  which  depend  so  tremendously 
upon  property  rights  and  property  values 
in  this  narrow  coastal  £trip  along  our 
shores. 

The  questions  presented  by  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13  have  been  fully  con- 
sidered by  Congress  several  times,  and  I 
believe  that  this  proposed  legislation, 
which  relates  solely  to  property  within 
the  States'  boundaries,  can  and  should  be 
speedily  passed  if  left  unencumbered  by 
other  problems.  As  to  offshore  landi 
confirmed  to  the  States,  this  measure  is 
confined  to  those  lands  which  extend  out 
to  the  3-mile  limit  with  two  exceptions. 
The  State  boundary  of  the  west  coast  of 
Florida  and  the  boundary*  of  the  entire 
coast  of  Texas  extend  3  leagues  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  under  their  constitu- 
tions, which  were  approved  many  years 
ago  by  the  Congress.  The  seaward 
boundary  of  each  original  coastal  State 
is  approved  and  confirmed  b.v  this  meas- 
ure as  a  line  3  geographical  miles  dis- 
tant from  its  coast  line,  and  it  gives 
to  those  States  whose  boundaries  do  not 
formally  extend  3  miles  distant  the  op- 
portunity to  so  extend  them.  I  empha- 
size the  fact  that  this  joint  resolution 
does  not  extend  the  boundary  of  any 
State  beyond  the  3 -mile  limit.  If  under 
this  resolution  Florida  and  Texas  receive 
property  values  out  to  the  3 -league 
limit  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  as  I  believe 
they  should  and  will  receive  them,  it  will 
be  because  they  can  establish  as  a  fact 
that  Congress  approved  their  3-league 
outer  boundaries  as  long  ago  as  1845  in 
the  case  of  Texas  and  1868  in  the  case 
of  Florida. 

Mr.  President,  In  order  clearly  to  illus- 
trate the  limited  amount  of  offshore  area 
affected  by  this  resolution,  I  ask  leave 
at  this  time  to  insert  three  tables. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL  in  the  chair).  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

The  tables  are  as  follows: 

Approximate  areas  of  submerged  lands  within 
State   boundaries 
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Coa<:tlme  of  the  United  States,  July  1948 
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Coastline  of  the  Vnted  States,  July  194S — 
Conlijued 
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The  Ci>a.«it  and  G<-odetlc  Survey  receives 
nunien.us  reqnest.s  :<)r  data  on  lenRtlis  of 
co.i.stline  and  tidal  ^h<)rellne  of  the  United 
States  and  Us  Terr  torles  and  poRsessluns. 
A.S  B  result,  (friiphic  measurements  have 
hecn  made  from  time  to  lime  on  maps  of 
MiDoiis  scales  and  In  units  of  various 
len^'ths  The  three  types  of  measurement 
(.elected  for  public,  tion  at  this  time  are 
txiiliiliied    in    the    !  )llowing    paragraphs. 

CENERAl     COASTLINE 

The  fieures  under  ihls  heading  are  lengths 
of  the  ceneral  outlli  e  of  the  seacoast.  The 
nieii-suremeiits  were  made  with  a  unit  meas- 
ure of  30  minutes  <  f  latitude  on  charts  as 
near  the  scale  of  1:1.200.000  as  pyossible. 
The  shoreline  of  bays  and  sounds  is  Included 
to  a  |)f)lnt  where  su  h  waters  narrow  to  the 
width  of  the  unit  measure,  and  tlie  distance 
across  at  such  point  is  included. 

TIDAL     SHOtELINE,     GENERAL 

Measurements  ui  der  the  heading  were 
made  with  a  unit  Measure  of  three  statute 
miles  on  charts  of  1200.000  and  1:400.000 
scale  when  available  The  shoreline  of  bi.ys, 
sounds,  and  other  b<idle8  of  water  is  in- 
cluded to  a  |»int  *herc  such  waters  nar- 
row to  a  width  of  ;»  statute  miles,  and  the 
distance  across  at  si.ch  point  Is  included. 

TIDAL    SHOHELINE,    DETAILED 

The  figures  under  this  heading  ^ere  ob- 
tained In  19.J9  40  v.ith  a  recording  measure 
en  the  largest  scali-  maps  and  charts  then 
available  Shoreline  of  bays,  stmnds,  and 
other  bodies  of  water  Is  included  to  the 
head  of  tidewater,  or  to  a  point  where  such 
waters  narrow  to  a  width  of  100  feet. 

Shoreline,  general.  Great  Lakes.  United  States 
Side  only 

By   States: 

Minnesota -        ^^5 

Wisconsin 645 

Illinois 5"^ 

Indiana *2 

Michigan 2.302 

Ohio i98 

New    York 351 

Pennsylvania *5 

Total - 3.805 

By  lakes: 

Ontario 255 

Niagara    River 27 

Lake    Erie 336 

Lake   St.    Clalr-Si     Clair   River   and 

Detroit    River !*♦ 

Lake  Huron 6^8 

Lake    Michigan 1,309 

Lake    Sui^erlor 1.056 

Total 3.  805 

Tliese  measurements  are  on  the  same  basis 
as  the  center  column  of  the  U.  S.  Coast  and 
Gerxletic  Survey  coastline  table,  July  1948. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
first  table  sets  out  the  approximate 
nuumber   of   acres  of  submerged  land 


within  State  boundaries,  divided  Into 
Inland  waters.  Great  Lakes,  and  the  mar- 
ginal sea. 

The  compilation  has  already  been 
placed  in  the  Record,  but  in  order  that 
we  may  have  one  terse  statement  cov- 
ering the  different  groups  of  lands,  let. 
me  say  that  in  the  marginal  sea — name- 
ly, in  the  area  just  off  the  coast — there 
are  involved  a  total  of  17,029.000  acres 
of  land. 

In  the  area  of  the  Great  Lakes  there 
is  a  much  greater  acreage  involved, 
being  a  total  of  more  than  38,595,000 
acres. 

In  the  area  of  the  inland  waters  gen- 
erally, including,  of  course,  rivers,  bays, 
p>orts,  and  harbors,  and  all  the  other 
areas  oi  both  .salt  and  fresh  water  which 
lie  within  State  boundaries  and  which 
are  not  included  in  either  of  the  other 
classifications,  there  is  a  total  of  28,960,- 
000  acres. 

It  will  thus  appear  in  the  very  first 
instance.  Mr.  President,  that  though  the 
coastal  belt  outside  the  States  extending 
out  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  the  gulf, 
and  the  Pacific  Ocean,  has  been  most  dis- 
cus.sed  and  necessarily  will  be  most  dis- 
cussed in  the  debate,  when  it  comes  to 
th3  areas  affected,  that  belt  contains 
only  17,000,000  acres,  whereas  38,000,- 
000  acres,  or  more  than  twice  that 
amount  are  in  the  submerged  lands  of 
the  Great  Lakes  which  belong  to  the 
Great  Lakes  States,  and  there  is  a  total 
of  nearly  29.000,000  acres  in  the  inland 
waters  that  are  not  a  part  of  the  coastal 
belt  or  of  the  Great  Lakes. 

The  second  of  the  tablec  which  have 
been  inserted  simply  shows  the  classi- 
fication of  the  coastline  around  from 
the  Pacific  to  the  gulf  and  to  the  Atlantic, 
a  total  of  4.840  miles,  practically  5,000 
miles,  on  the  outside  perimeters  of  our 
20  coastal  States. 

As  to  the  shoreline  of  the  Great 
Lakes,  which  is  the  third  belt  indicated 
in  one  of  the  tables  inserted  in  the 
Record,  it  is  shown  that  there  are  3.805 
miles  of  shoreline  of  the  Great  Lakes, 
which  belong  to  or  comprise  the  shore- 
line of  the  eight  Great  Lakes  States.  So 
it  is  rather  clearly  indicated  that  there 
is  a  very  large  and  substantial  mileage 
cf  frontage,  as  well  as  of  submerged 
area,  involved  in  the  Great  Lakes,  as  well 
as  on  the  outside  in  the  coastal  belts. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  total  mar- 
ginal sea  area  involved  amounts  to  ap- 
proximately one  one-hundred-and-four- 
teenth  of  the  total  area  of  the  United 
States — total  area  of  the  United  States 
is  3,022,387  square  miles.  The  second 
and  third  tables,  which  were  prepared 
by  the  United  States  Coast  and  Geo- 
detic Survey,  deal  with  the  shoreline 
of  the  United  States  and  the  shoreline 
of  the  Great  Lakes  on  the  United  States 
side. 

We  all  know  that  the  82d  Congress 
passed  a  measure  last  year  which  was 
similar  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 
but  it  was  vetoed.  That  measure  passed 
the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  50  to  35,  but,  in- 
cluding those  Senators  who  declared 
their  position  on  the  record  but  did  not 
actually  vote,  the  division  of  the  Senate 
was  57  to  36.  The  measure  was  later 
agreed  to  by  the  Senate-House  con- 
ferees and  the  conference  report  was 
adopted  by  both  Houses.     The  House 


vote  on  the  adoption  of  this  report  was 
247  to  89,  or  nearly  3  to  1.  I  believe  that 
the  sentiment  for  the  Senate  measure  is 
stronger  in  both  Houses  this  year  than 
it  was  last,  and  the  public  statements  of 
President  Eisenhower  leave  no  doubt 
that  he  supports  the  principles  embodied 
in  the  pending  joint  resolution. 

Incidentally,  in  the  House  action  of  a 
few  days  ago,  approving  a  House  meas- 
ure on  this  subject,  the  vote  for  the 
measure  was  a  little  heavier  and  the 
vote  against  it  a  little  lighter  than  was 
the  case  with  respect  to  similar  votes  in 
the  last  Congress  upon  the  House  meas- 
ure which  was  passed  at  that  time. 

In  1946  the  Congress  recognized  the 
States"  claim  to  the  tidelands  by  pass- 
ing a  joint  resolution  similar  to  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13.  which  was  al"!© 
vetoed  by  President  Truman. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  Congress  has  held 
some  type  of  hearing  on  the  question  of 
title  to  submerged  lands  on  16  occasions 
in  the  last  15  years,  and  there  have  been 
7,162  printed  pages  of  evidentiary  mate- 
rial presented  for  the  consideration  of 
the  various  committees. 

The  point  I  make  now  is  that  this  n\at- 
ter  has  been  so  thoroughly  considered  on 
so  many  occasions  by  the  Congress  that 
it  should  be  unnecessary  to  spend  valu- 
able time  in  extensive  debate  when  so 
many  issues  of  national  importance 
require  our  attention. 

As  Senators  know,  there  are  40  co- 
sponsors  of  the  proposed  legislation,  and 
we  find  our  support  coming  from  every 
section  of  the  country  and  including 
many  nationwide  organizations  whose 
dignity  and  patriotism  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned. In  order  to  conserve  time,  I 
should  like  to  insert  as  part  of  my  re- 
marks a  partial  list  of  these  supporting 
organizations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Partial  List  of  Organizations  Which  Hav« 
Endorsed  Legislation  Restoring  Stat« 
Ownership  of  Submerged  Landf 

The  Council  of  State  Governments:  tb« 
Governors'  Conference;  National  Association 
of  Attorneys  General:  National  Association 
of  Public  Lard  Officials:  National  Association 
of  County  Officials;  National  Conference  of 
Mayors:  American  Association  of  Port  Au- 
thorities; the  American  Bar  Association; 
American  Title  Association:  tJnited  States 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  United  States  Junior 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  National  Water  Con- 
servation Conference;  American  Municipal 
Association  (representing  10,150  municipali- 
ties); National  Institute  of  Municipal  Law 
Officers;  National  Association  of  Secretaries 
of  State;  National  Reclamation  Associations; 
State  Bar  Association  of  California;  State 
Bar  Association  of  Texas:  State  Bar  Associa- 
tion of  Louisiana;  State  Bar  Association  of 
Oklahoma:  National  Sand  and  Gravel  Asso- 
ciation; National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards;  National  Ready  Mix  Concrete  Asso- 
ciation; Pacific  Coast  Association  of  Port 
Authorities;  Great  Lakes  Harbor  Association; 
Western  States  Land  Commissioners'  Assc- 
clation  (12  States);  Western  States  Council 
(representing  chambers  of  commerce  In  the 
11  Western  States);  Western  Meat  Packers' 
Association;  Illinois  State  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; Missouri  State  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; Idaho  State  Chamber  of  Commerce; 
Baltimore  Chamber  of  Commerce:  Florida 
State  Chaml>er  of  Commerce;  United  States 
Wholesale  Grocers'  Association,  Inc.  (Wash- 
ington, D.  C);  Southern  States  Industrial 
CouncU;    Board   of    Public    Works    of    West 
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Virginia:  Public  Lands  Corporation  of 
West  Virginia;  Interstate  Oil  Compact  Com- 
mission: Department  of  Conservation  of 
Michigan. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  It  is 
interesting  to  note  that  representatives 
of  State  governments  from  47  of  the  48 
States  have  testified  before  the  various 
committees  of  Congress  in  favor  of  re- 
storing the  submerged  lands  within  State 
boundaries  to  the  respective  States,  and 
that  not  one  witness  representing  a  State 
government  has  testified  at  ar.y  time  be- 
fore a  committee  in  opposition  to  the 
theory  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13.  I 
should  like  at  this  time  to  insert  as  part 
of  my  remarks  a  list  of  ofiBcials  of  States 
and  their  ixjlitical  subdivisions  recorded 
In  the  hearings  held  before  the  commit- 
tees of  Congress  between  1938  and  1952 
who  have  testified  in  favor  of  State  own- 
ership of  submerged  lands  within  their 
boundaries.  The  list  also  includes  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  various  States  with 
respect  to  this  problem.  However,  it 
does  not  include  resolutions  recently 
adopted  by  State  legislatures,  nor  the 
names  of  those  who  testified  this  year 
before  the  Senate  and  House  committees 
on  this  matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Okfict.m-s  or  States  and  Their  Political  Sub- 
divisions Recorded  in  the  Hearings  Held 
Before  the  Committees  or  Congress  From 
1938  to  1952.  and  Favoring  State  Owner- 
ship or  Submerged  Lands 

ALABAMA 

^       1939:  State  legislature,  resolution. 

1945:  William  N.  McQueen,  attorney  gen- 
eral; Gessner  T.  McGorvey,  sp)eclal  assistant 
attorney  general. 

1948:  James  E.  Folsom,  Governor;  Kenneth 
J.  Griffith.  Governor's  legal  representative. 

1949:   James  E.  Folsom,  Governor. 

1951:   State  legislature,  resolution. 

ARIZONA 

1949:  Fred  O.  Wilson,  attorney  general. 
1950:  Fred  O.  Wilson,  attorney  general. 

ARKANSAS 

1945:    Guy  E.  Williams,  attorney  general; 

Claude  A.  Rankin.  State  land  commissioner. 

1946:   Guy   E.    Williams,   attorney   general. 

1948;    Guy  E.  Williams,   attorney  general. 

CALIFORNIA 

1938:  Markell  C.  Baer,  port  attorney,  port 
Of  Oakland. 

1939:  Culbert  L.  Olsen,  Governor;  Earl 
Warren,  attorney  general;  George  Trammell, 
city  attorney.  Long  Beach;  Harry  R.  Johnson, 
consultant.  Long  Beach  Harbor  Commission; 
Clyde  M.  Leach,  assistant  city  attorney,  city 
of  Loe  Angeles,  and  Los  Angeles  Harbor  Com- 
mission; Percy  Hecendorff,  district  attorney, 
Santa  Barbara  County;  Long  Beach  Board  of 
Harbor  Commissioners;  California  State  Port 
Authority;  board  of  supervisors.  Santa  Bar- 
bara County:  Oakland  Board  of  Port  Com- 
missioners. 

1946:  Robert  W.  Kenny,  attorney  general; 
W.  W.  Clary,  special  assistant  attorney  gen- 
eral; Irving  M.  Smith,  city  attorney.  Long 
Beach:  Carlyle  P.  Lynton,  executive  ofBcer, 
State  lands  commission;  Arthur  Eldridge, 
harbor  commissioner,  Los  Angeles. 

1946:  Arthur  H.  Breed,  Jr.,  State  senator; 
Carlyle  F.  Lynton,  executive  ofBcer,  State 
lands  commission:  Robert  W.  Kenny,  at- 
torney general;  Irving  M.  Smith,  city  at- 
torney. Long  Beach:  W.  Reginald  Jones,  port 
attorney,  port  of  Oakland;  Fletcher  Bowron, 
mayor,  Los  Angeles;  t)oard  of  supervisors, 
San  Joaquin  County;  port  district.  Stockton. 

1948:  Earl  Warren,  Governor;  State  legis- 
lature, resolution;  Arthur  H.  Breed,  Jr.,  State 


senator;  Oliver  J.  Carter,  State  senator;  Fred 
N.  Howser,  attorney  general;  Long  Beach 
Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners;  Irving  M. 
Smith,  city  attorney.  Long  Beach;  W  Regi- 
nald Jones,  representing  city  of  Oakland, 
board  of  port  commissioners,  and  Pacific 
Coast  Association  of  Port  Authorities; 
'Arthur  W.  Nordstrom,  assistant  city  attorney, 
Los  Angeles;  Dion  R.  Holm,  chief  counsel. 
public  utilities  commission,  city  and  county 
of  San  Francisco;  J.  Stuart  Watson,  as- 
sistant executive  officer.  State  lands  com- 
mission; State  park  commission,  resolution; 
City  Council  of  Long  Beach:  Harbur  Cuin- 
mlsslon,  San  Diego;  Fletcher  B  )wron,  mayor, 
Los  Angeles:  Los  Angeles  City  Council,  reso- 
lution; Clyde  A.  Dorsey,  city  manager.  Mon- 
terey. 

1949:  State  legislature,  resolution;  Hon. 
Earl  Warren.  Governor:  Hon.  Fred  N  Hjwser, 
attorney  general;  E.  W.  MatttKin,  assistant 
attorney  general,  J.  Stuart  Wat.son,  a.ssistant 
executive  officer.  State  lands  cummissiun; 
Irving  M.  Smith,  city  attorney,  Long  Beach; 
Arthur  W.  Nordstrom,  assl.stant  city  attor- 
ney, Los  Angeles  City  and  board  of  harljor 
commissioners. 

1950:  Hon.  Earl  Warren,  Governor;  H m. 
Fred  N,  Howser,  attorney  general;  Everest 
W.  Mattoon,  assistant  attorney  general; 
Irving  M.  Smith,  city  attorney.  Long  Be:»ch; 
Arthur  W.  Nordstrom,  assistant  city  attor- 
ney. Los  Angeles  City  and  board  of  haibor 
commissioners;  W.  Reginald  Jones,  Ameri- 
can Association  of  Port  Authorities  and  port 
of  Oakland;  J.  Stuart  Watson,  n.ssistant  ex- 
ecutive officer.  State   lands  commission 

1951:  State  legislature,  resolution:  Earl 
Warren.  Governor;  Goodwin  J.  Knight.  Lieu- 
tenant Governor:  Edmund  G  Brown,  attor- 
ney general;  Everett  W.  Mattoon.  assistant 
attorney  general;  Rufus  W.  Putnam,  execu- 
tive officer,  State  lands  commission;  Irviug 
M.  Smith,  city  attorney,  Long  Be.ich. 

COLORADO 

1945:  H.  Lawrence  Hinkley,  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

1946;  H.  Lawrence  Hinkley.  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

1948:  Lee  Knous.  Governor,  H.  Liiwrence 
Hinkley,  attorney  general. 

CONNECTICUT 

1945:  Francis  A  Pallotti.  attorney  general; 
Harry  L.  Brooks,  assistant  attorney  general. 

1946:  Harry  L.  Bro<jks,  assistant  attorney 
general. 

1948:  William  L  Hadden.  attorney  geii- 
eral;  Nicholas  F.  Rago,  assistant  attorney 
general. 

1949;   William  L.  Hadden.  attorney  general. 

DELAWARE 

1945:   Clair  J.  Kllloran.  attorney  general. 

1946:  Clair  J.  Kllloran.  attorney  general; 
Vincent  J.  Thelsen,  assistant  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

1948:   Albert  W.  James,  attorney  general. 

1949:  Elbert  N.  Carvel.  Governor;  Albert 
W.  James,  attorney  general. 

1950:   Albert  W.  James,  attorney  general. 

FLORIDA 

1938:  Lawrence  A.  Truett,  assistant  attor- 
ney general;  Fred  Elliott,  engineer  for  trus- 
tees, Florida  Internal  Improvement  fund. 

1939:  Lawrence  A.  Truett.  assistant  attor- 
ney general:  Fred  Elliott,  engineer  for  trus- 
tees, Florida  internal  improvement  fund. 

1945:   J.  Tom  Watson,  attorney  general. 

1946:  J.  Tom  Watson,  attorney  general; 
Sumter  Leitner,  assistant  attorney  general; 
E.  B.  Leatherman,  clerk,  and  H.  S.  Sweerlng, 
deputy  clerk,  Dade  County  Commissioners. 

1948;  Millard  F.  Caldwell,  Governor;  Sum- 
ter Leitner,  assistant  attorney  general;  State 
legislature,  resolution. 

1949;  Richard  W,  Ervin,  attorney  general; 
Ralph  Odum,  assistant  attorney  general; 
State  legislature,  resolution. 

1950;  Richard  W.  Ervin,  attorney  generaL 


GEOKCtA 

1945:  T.  Grady  Head,  attorney  general, 
1948:   M    E    Tliompson,  Governor;   Eugene 
Cook,  attorney  general. 

IDAHO 

1945:   Frank  Langley.  attorney  general. 
1946:   Frank  Langley,  attorney  general. 

II  LI.NOIS 

1945     George  F    Barrett,  attorney  generaL 
1946:  Dwight  H    Cireen.  Governor, 
1948     Dwight    H    Green.   Governor;    E.   Roy 
Wells,  chief  ei-.L'ineer,  Illinois  Postwar  Plan- 
ning CoininlsMon. 

INDI\NA 

1945  J, lines  M  F.mnifrt.  attorney  general. 
1U46  James  M  Enimerl.  attorney  general. 
1948     Clcon  H    Fuust.  attorney  gentral. 

IOWA 

1945:  John    M    Rankin,   attorney   general. 

1948  Robert  D    Blue,  Governor.   Robert  U 

Lars'i!..  attorney    general 

194a.  Robert  L    Larson,   attorney  general. 

KANSAS 

1915:    A    E    Mitchell,   attorney   general. 

1948  Irank  C  arlson.  Governor.  Edward  P. 
Arn,   atlornev   i,'ciieral, 

1949  H..r>ild  H  Fat/.er.  attorney  general. 
1950:   Harold   R    Fatzer,  attorney   generaL 

KENTUCKY 

1945  Eldon  .S    Duinmlt,  attorney  general. 

1946  E.don  S  Duminit,  attorney  general. 
1948     A    t    Funk    att(jrney  general. 

11>49      A    E     Funk,    attorney   general. 
1'JjO     a    E    Funk    attorney  generaL 

LOUISIANA 

19  iH  Gaston  L  Porterle.  attf)rney  general; 
Jo-^epli    A    Ijoret.   a.isistant   attorney  general. 

19:tf}  Dnvld  M  Elll=on.  attorney  Reneral; 
Joseph  A  Loret.  special  assistant  attorney 
gen«-ral 

1945  Fred  S  LeBlanc,  attorney  general: 
John  L  Midden,  a.ssi.stant  attorney  general; 
Lufllic  May  CSrace.  register.  State  land  office. 

1946:  J  H  Davl.s.  Governor:  Fred  S  Le- 
R;anc,  attorney  t'Piieral;  B  A  Hardey,  State 
nuneral  board.  Lucille  May  Grace,  register. 
Slate  land  office.  L  H.  Perez,  district  at- 
torney,   Plaquemines    Parish. 

1948  State  legislature,  resolution;  Ken- 
neth C  Barranger,  member  of  legislature; 
Henry  C  Se\  icr.  member  of  legislature; 
James  H  Davis,  Governor,  Fred  S.  LeBlanc. 
attorney  gener.il.  John  L  Madden,  special 
a.s.'-istant  attorney  general.  B  A  Hardey, 
State  mineral  board.  Lucille  May  Grace,  reg- 
ister. State  land  office;  L.  H.  Perez,  district 
attorney.   FMaquemines   Parish. 

1949:  Bolivar  E  Kemp.  Jr.  attorney  gen- 
eral; John  L  M.idden.  assistant  attorney 
general.  L  H  Pere?,  special  assistant  to  the 
attorney  general;  Luc, lie  May  Grace,  register. 
State  land  office,  O.  G.  Collins,  chairman. 
Slate  mineral  board.  L  H  Perez,  district  at- 
torney. Plaquemines  Parish;  de  Lesseps  3. 
Morrison,  mayor.  New  Orleans. 

1950  William  J  Dodd,  Lieutenant  Gover- 
nor; Bi'Uvar  E  Kemp  Jr  .  attorney  general; 
Lucille  May  Grace,  register.  State  land  office; 
L.  H  Perez,  district  attorney,  Plaquemines 
Parish;  James  W.  Ellis,  special  attorney. 
State  mineral  board 

1951  Bolivar  E  Kemp,  Jr..  Attorney  Gen- 
eral: L  H  Perez,  district  attorney,  Plaque- 
mines P.trish. 

MAINE 

1945     Ralph   W.   Farrls,  Attorney  General. 
1946.  Horace  HUdreth,  Governor;  Ralph  W. 
Farris,   Attorney   General. 

1948:    Ralph   W.   Farris,   Attorney  GeneraL 

1949  Frederick  Payne,  Governor;  Ralph  W. 
Farris,  Attorney  General;  State  legislature, 
resolution. 

1950:  Frederick  Payne.  Governor;  Ralph  W. 
Farris,  Attorney  General. 
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Maktlaot> 

1945:  William  C  Walsh.  Attorney  General; 
Hall  Hammond,  deputy  attorney  general;  81- 
iii"n  E   .SobelofT,  city  solicitor,  Baltimore. 

1946  William  Curran.  attorney  general; 
George  P  Drury,  assistant  attorney  general; 
Sunon   E    SobelofT.   city   solicitor,   Baltimore. 

1948  William  Preston  Lane,  Jr.,  Governor; 
H.ill  Hammond,  attorney  general. 

1949  Hall  Hammond,  attorney  general  and 
thaiMium.  submerged  lands  committee.  Na- 
tional A.s.so<iation  of  Attorneys  General; 
bl.ite  legislature,  resolution. 

19.50  Hall  Hammond,  attorney  general  and 
rtiairninn.  submerged  lands  commUtee,  Na- 
tional  A*scx-iation  of  Attornevs  General. 

1151     Hall  Hammond,  attorney  general. 

ma.ssachusetts 
1039     Daniel   J.   I>jlu-rty.   assistant   attor- 
nev   ceneral 

1945  Clarence  A  Barnes,  attorney  general; 
Hirsh  Freed,  assistant  corporation  counsel, 
liosti  II. 

1946  Ernest  W  Barnes,  department  of 
con.servatlf>n.  George  Leary.  special  assist- 
ant, corporation  counsel,  Boston;  Grant  E. 
Morse  Randolph  A  Frothlngham.  and  Glenn 
G    (".ark    select n^.en  of  Salisbury 

1948  Nathaniel  B  Bidwell.  special  aFSl^t- 
nnt  attorney  general;  Geoige  Leary.  special 
aasistant  corporation  counsel,  Boston. 

MICHIGAN 

194'i    John  R    Dethmers    attorney  general. 

1146  Harry  F  Kelly,  Governor;  John  R. 
De'hmers,  attorney  (.eneral. 

194H  State  leKlslature.  resolution;  Kim 
SaMei .  Governor.  Maurice  M  Moule,  a.ssistani 
j.tt  rney  general.  P  J  Hoffmaster.  director, 
tlep.irt  me'it  of  conservation 

1949  S'ephen  J  R  th.  attorney  general; 
Nil  holas  V    Olds.  asFisiant  attorney  general. 

19;>()  Nichohis  V  Olds,  assistant  attorney 
tenei  ul. 

MINNESOTA 

1945  J    A    A    Burnquist    attornev  general 

1946  Ed  J  Thye.  governor,  city  council 
t\    Paul 

1948  Luther  W  Youngdahl.  governor; 
J  A  A  Burnquist,  attorney  general;  Jc.hn 
H  Burwell.  special  assistant  to  the  attorney 
general 

1949  John  K  Burwell.  assistant  attorney 
f  eiieral. 

MI.SSI.SSIPPI 

19:^8     Greek   Rice,  attorney  general. 

194,")     Cireek   Rice,   attorney  general. 

1946     Greek   Rice,   attorney  general. 

1918  Greek  Rice,  attorney  general,  State 
legislature,  resolution. 

MONTANA 

1945     R    V,  Bottomly,  attorney  general. 

NEBRASKA 

1945  Walter  R    Johnson,  attorney  general. 
1948     Waller  R    Johnson,  attorney  general 

Bud  chairman,  submerged   lands  con>mittee. 
National    A.sfcociation    of    Attorneys    General. 

NEVADA 

1945-    Alan   Bible,   attorney   general. 

1946  Alan    Bible,   attorney   general. 
1948:    Alan    Bible,   attorney   general. 

1950  Alan  Bible,  attorney  general  and 
rresident.  Nutiunal  Association  of  Attorneys 
General. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

1945  Harold  K   Davison,  attorney  general. 

1946  Ernest  R.  U'Amours,  assistant  attor- 
ney general. 

1948  Ernest  R.  DAmours,  attorney  gen- 
eral 

1949.  Sherman  Adams,  governor. 

Nrw    JERSET 

1938  Robert  Leeward,  assistant  attorney 
general. 

1939:  State  legislature,  resolution;  coun- 
cil. Borough  of  Stone  Harbor,  resolution. 

1945;  Walter  D.  Van  Ripe.r,  attorney  gen- 
eral. 


1946;  Walter  D.  Van  Riper,  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

1948:  Russell  E.  Watson,  counsel  to  the 
governor. 

1949:  Alfred  E.  Drlscoll,  governor;  Theo- 
dore D.  Parsons,  attorney  general;  Robert 
Peacock,  deputy  attorney  general. 

1950;  Theodore  D.  Parsons,  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

NEW    MEXICO 

1945  Clyde  C.  McCulloh.  attorney  general. 
1948.  Thomas  J.  Mabry,  Governor.  Ciyde  C. 

McCuUoh.  attorney  general;    Hiram  M.  Dow, 
Interstate  Oil  Co.  Commission. 

NEW   YORK 

1D38:  John  J.  Bennett.  Jr.,  attorney  gen- 
eral; Warren  H.  Oilman,  assistant  attorney 
general;  Albany  P(5rt  District  CommisEinn, 
resolution:  wilfcur  LaRoe,  Jr.,  associate 
counsel.  Port  of  New  York. 

1939  John  J.  Bennett,  Jr..  attorney  gen- 
eral; Warren  H  Oilman,  assistant  attorney 
general:   State  Council  of  Parks,  resolution. 

1945.  Nathaniel  L  Gold.«tein,  attorney  gen- 
eral. Orrin  Judd.  solicitor  general;  Leander  I. 
Shelley,  general  counsel.  Port  of  New  York 
and  rf presenting  American  Association  of 
Port   Authorities. 

1946:  Orrin  Judd.  solicitor  general:  State 
legislature,  resolution:  Leander  I.  Shelley, 
general  counsel.  Port  of  New  York. 

1948:  Thomas  E  Dewey,  Governor;  Nathan- 
iel L  Goldstein,  attorney  general;  Leander  I. 
Shelley,  general  counsel,  Port  of  New-  York; 
Winiam   O'Dwyer.   mayor.   New   York   City. 

1949  Nathaniel  L  Goldstein,  attorney  gen- 
eral; Leander  I  Shelley,  general  counsel, 
Port  of  New  York. 

1051;  Stale  legislature,  resolution. 

NORTH    CAROLINA 

1045'  Harry  McMullan.  attornev  genera!; 
Hughes  J    Rhodes,  assistant  attorney  general. 

1946  Hughes  J.  Rhodes,  assistant  attorney 
general. 

1948:  R.  Gregg  Cherry,  Governor;  Harry 
McMullan.  attorney  general. 

1949-  State  legislature,  resolution:  W. 
Scott  Kerr.  Governor;  Harry  McMullan,  attor- 
ney general. 

NORTH    DAKOTA 

1945:    Nels   G.   Johnson,    attorney   general. 
1946:    Nels   G.   Johnson,   attorney    general. 
1948     Fred  G    Aandahl.  Governor;  Nels  G. 
Johnson,   attorney   general. 

OHIO 

1039:  Port  commission;  City  Council. 
Ashtabula. 

1946:    Hugh   S.  Jenkins,  attorney   general. 

1946:    Hugh   S    Jenkins,   attorney    general. 

1948:  Thomas  J.  Herbert.  Governor,  Hugh 
S.  Jenkins,  attorney  general. 

OKLAHOMA 

1945:    Randall   S.   Cobb,   attorney  general. 

1946:  Robert  S.  Kerr,  Governor:  Mac  Q. 
Williamson,  attorney  general;  J.  Walker  Field, 
assistant    attorney    general. 

1948:  Mac  Q  Williamson,  attorney  general; 
State  Land  Office  Commission,  resolution. 

OREGON 

1939:   I.  H.  Van  Winkle,  attorney  ^general. 

1945:  George  Neuner,  attorney  general; 
John  H.  Burgard,  chairman,  commission  of 
public  docks.  Portland. 

1946:  George  D.  LaRoche,  general  man- 
ager, commission  of  public  docks,  Portland; 
Lewis  D.  Griffith,  clerk.  State  land  board. 

1948:  George  Neuner,  attorney  general. 

1949:  State  legislature,  resolution;  Doug- 
las McKay,  governor;  George  Neuner,  at- 
torney general. 

1950;   George  Neuner,  attorney  general. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

1945:  James  H.  Duff,  attorney  general; 
Miss  M.  Vashtl  Burr,  deputy  attorney  gen- 
eral; Frank  F.  Truscott,  city  solicitor. 
Phllrdelphla. 

1946:  Miss  M.  Vashtl  Burr,  deputy  at- 
torney generaL 


1948:  Miss  M.  Vashtl  Burr,  deputy  at- 
torney general. 

1949.  James  H.  Duff,  governor;  T.  McKeen 
Chidsey.  attorney  general. 

1950:  Miss  M.  Vashtl  Burr,  deputy  at- 
torney general. 

RHODE    ISLAND 

1945:  John  H.  Nolan,  attorney  general; 
John  J.  Cooney.  assistant  attorney  general. 

1946:   John  H.  Nolan,  attorney  general. 

1948:  John  O.  Pastore,  governor;  John  H. 
Nolan,  attorney  general. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

1945:   John  M.  Daniel,  attorney  general. 

1946:  T.  C.  Callison,  assistant  attorney 
general. 

1948:  J.  Strom  Thurmond,  governor;  John 
M.  Daniel,  attorney  general. 

1949:  John  M.  Daniel,  attorney  general; 
T.  C.  Callison,  assistant  attorney  general. 

SOUTH   DAKOTA 

1945:  George  T.  Mickelson,  cttorney  gen- 
eral. 

1946:  George  T.  Mickelson,  attorney  gen- 
eral. 

1918:  George  T.  Mickelson,  governor; 
Slguard   Anderson,  attorney  general. 

TENNESSEE 

1945:   Roy  H.  Beeler.  attorney  general. 

1948:  Jim  N.  McCord.  governor;  Roy  H. 
Beeler,  attorney  general;  William  F.  Barry, 
solicitor  general. 

1949:  Jim  N.  McCord.  governor;  Roy  H. 
Beeler.  attorney  general;  William  F.  Barry, 
solicitor  general. 

19 JO:   Roy  H.  Beeler.  attorney  general. 

TEXAS 

1P38:  James  V,  Allred,  governor;  William 
McGraw,  attorney  general. 

1939:  Gerald  C.  Mann,  attorney  general; 
R.  W.  Fairchild,  assistant  attorney  general: 
Ba.scom  Giles,  commissioner,  State  land 
office;  Homer  C.  DeWolfe,  member.  State 
board  of  education. 

1945:  Grover  Sellers,  attorney  general; 
Enscom  Giles,  commissioner.  State  land 
office, 

1946:  Grover  Sellers,  attorney  general: 
Bascom  Giles,  commissioner,  State  land 
office, 

1948:  Beauford  H.  Jester,  Governor;  Price 
Daniel,  attorney  general;  Bascom  Giles, 
commissioner,  State  land  office. 

1949:  Allan  Shivers,  Governor;  Price 
Daniel,  attorney  general;  Bascom  Giles, 
commissioner,  State  land  office. 

1950:  Price  Daniel,  attorney  general;  Bas- 
com Giles,  commissioner.  State  land  office, 
and  chairman,  school  land  board. 

1951:  Allan  Shivers,  Governor;  Price 
Daniel,  attorney  general. 

UTAH 

1C39:  Joseph  Chez,  attorney  general. 
1945:  Grover  A.  Giles,  attorney  general. 
1948:  Herbert  B.  Maw,  Governor. 

VERMONT  « 

1945:  Alban  J.  Parker,  attorney  general. 
1946:  Mortimer  R.  Proctor,  Governor. 
1948;   Clifton  G.  Parker,  attorney  generaL 

VIRGINIA 

1039:  State  Port  Authority,  resolution. 
1945:  Abram  P.  Staples,  attorney  general; 
Herbert  Wade,  director.  State  port  authority. 
1946:  Abram  P.  Staples,  attorney  general. 
1948:  William  M.  Tuck,  Governor. 
1950;  State  legislature  resolution. 

WASHINGTON 

1945:  J.  J.  Underwood,  port  o.'  Seattle  and 
port  of  Tacoma;  Seattle  Port  Authority,  res- 
olution; G.  W.  Osgood,  port  of  Tacoma  man- 
ager; Otto  A.  Case,  commissioner,  State  de- 
partment of  public  lands. 

1946;  Harold  A.  Pebbles,  chief  assistant  to 
the  attorney  general;  Warren  D.  Lamport, 
general  manager,  port  of  Seattle;  I>Dnald 
Macleay,  Tacoma  Fort  Authority. 
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1948:  Prank  O.  Sether,  assistant  commls- 
Bioner  of  public  landb. 

1949:  Arthur  B.  Langlle,  Governor;  Smith 
Troy,  attorney  general. 

1950:  Smith  Troy,  attorney  general. 

WIST   VIRGINIA 

1945:  Ira  J.  Partlow,  attorney  general. 

1946:  James  Kay  Thomas,  assistant  attor- 
ney general. 

1948:  Clarence  W.  Meadors,  Governor;  Ira 
J.  Partlow,  attorney  general. 

WISCONSIN 

1939:  Common  Council,  city  of  Milwaukee, 
resolution. 

1945:  John  E.  Martin,  attorney  general; 
Harry  C.  Brockel,  port  manager,  city  of  Mil- 
waukee; C.  W.  Babcock,  city  attorney, 
Milwaukee. 

1946:  Walter  S.  Goodland,  Governor;  Harry 
C.  Brockel,  port  manager,  city  of  Milwaukee. 

1948:  Oscar  Rennebohm,  Governor;  John 
E.  Martin,  attorney  general;  John  Bohn, 
mayor.  Milwaukee;  Mrs.  Walter  J.  Mattison, 
city  attorney,  Milwaukee;  Harry  C.  Brockel, 
port  director,  city  of  Milwaukee;  commis- 
sioners, city  of  Milwaukee. 

WYOMING 

1945:  Louis  J.  G'Marr,  attorney  general. 
1948:  Lester  C.  Hunt,  Governor. 

WHY  INLAND  WATEKS  AND  GBEAT  LAKES  AKE 
INCLUDED 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  before 
concluding  my  preliminary  remarks,  and 
yielding  to  questions  at  that  time.  I  shall 
discuss  briefly  a  question  which  has  been 
raised  by  many  disinterested  people,  who 
really  desire  to  know  the  facts,  as  to  why 
inland  waters  and  the  waters  of  the 
Great  Lakes  are  included  within  the  joint 
resolution. 

In  answer  to  the  questions  as  to  our 
r3asons  for  including  in  our  joint  resolu- 
tion the  inland  waters  and  the  Great 
Lakes,  I  may  say  that  the  long  recognized 
rule  of  law  applicable  to  the  inland  wa- 
ters and  submerged  lands  of  every  State 
has  been  seriously  undermined,  and 
State  and  private  titles  have  been  badly 
clouded  by  the  three  Supreme  Court  de- 
cisions under  which,  to  quote  the  ma- 
jority opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Black  in  the 
California  case,  the  States  have  "a  quali- 
fied ownership  of  lands  under  inland 
navigable  waters."  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment clearly  indicated  the  possibility  of 
future  attacks  on  the  inland  waters  in 
various  comments  in  its  brief  in  the  Cal- 
ifornia case. 

I  invite  particular  attention  to  the 
compilation  of  hostile  remarks  appear- 
ing in  the  brief  filed  by  Federal  counsel 
in  the  California  case.  On  page  11  of 
their  brief,  the  Federal  attorneys  said: 

We  submit  that  ownership  of  submerged 
lands  is  not  related  to  sovereignty  at  all.  but 
that  the  decision  of  this  Court  dealing 
with  the  tidelands  and  lands  under  inland 
waters  have  proceeded  upon  a  false  premise. 

The  board  of  governors  of  the  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association  has  sounded  a  clear 
warning  on  the  same  subject. 

Again,  on  page  72  of  the  Government's 
brief  in  the  California  case,  the  rule  with 
respect  to  tidelands  and  inland  waters  is 
attacked  as  being  erroneous  and  un- 
sound. At  other  places  in  the  brief,  the 
rule  is  called  unsound,  erroneous,  wrong, 
patently  unsound,  fallacy,  and  a  legal 
fiction— pages  143,  144,  148.  150,  and  153. 

The  values  Involved  in  developments 
located  on  Inland  waters  are  immense. 
As  juit  one  illustration,  the  Commis> 


sioner  of  Public  Works  of  New  York  City. 
Mr.  Robert  Moses,  testified  at  the  hear- 
ing this  year,  page  139.  that  the  value 
of  the  160  city  piers  and  improvements 
standing  on  reclaimed  lands  is  $350  mil- 
lion. He  also  said  that  there  are  approx- 
imately the  same  number  of  privately 
owned  piers.  Taking  the  Nation  as  a 
whole,  there  are  undoubtedly  several  bil- 
lion dollars  worth  of  port  facilities  alone. 
located  on  inland  waters  or  on  built-up 
lands  which  were  once  inland  waters,  so 
that  it  is  easy  to  understand  why  the 
attorneys  general,  municipal  officers, 
port  authorities,  and  other  similar  of- 
ficials, are  deeply  concerned  in  this  fli;ht 
and  are  insistent  that  the  Congress  shall 
effectually  release  to  the  States  and  their 
grantees  all  property  rights  in  the  inland 
waters  and  their  beds,  savins  only  to  the 
Federal  Government  those  rights  which 
will  enable  it  to  perform  its  constitu- 
tional functions. 

I  mentioned  the  grantees  of  State  gov- 
ernments. In  my  humble  judgment,  so 
far  as  the  developed  lands  in  the  inland 
waters  are  concerned,  including,  of 
course,  inland  salt  waters,  lands  not  in 
the  coastal  belt,  and  the  developed  lands 
belonging  to  private  sirantces,  their  value 
will  greatly  exceed  the  value  of  public 
developments  becau.se  there  are  literally 
tens  of  thousands  of  such  developments 
throushout  the  inland  waters  of  our 
Nation. 

In  regard  to  the  Great  Lakes,  it  is  en- 
lightening to  note  what  Mr.  Perlman, 
former  Solicitor  General  of  the  United 
States,  had  to  say  concerning  the  Great 
Lakes  when  testifying  before  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  in  1949  on  H.  R. 
5991  and  H.  R.  5992.  In  answer  to  the 
question.  "Are  the  Great  Lakes  con- 
strued to  be  inland  waters?"  Mr.  Peii- 
man  stated : 

Attorney  General  Clark  testified  la.=:t  ye.ir 
that  personally  he  regards  the  Great  Lakes 
as  inland  waters.  Do  you  ask  me  what  the 
Department  of  Justice  thinks  about  it  now? 
I  think  that  the  Great  Lakes  are  prubibly 
inland  waters — if  I  may  speak  for  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  on  that  subject  But  I 
do  not  think  that  the  decision  of  that  ques- 
tion has  any  part  in  this  bill,  and  the  ques- 
tion ought  not  to  be  attempted  to  be  re- 
solved in  this  bill,  and  I  want  to  tell  yu 
why.  The  Great  Lakes  can  be  regarded  as 
Inland  waters.  But  there  is  one  problem 
there  that  ought  not  to  be  too  hastily  settled 
by  legislation.  There  is  an  international 
boundary  line  that  runs  through  some  of 
these  lakes. 

I  interpolate  to  say.  through  all  of  the 
Great  Lakes  except  Lake  Michman.  I 
continue  the  quotation  from  Mr.  Perl- 
man:  - 

The  only  question  that  now  disturbs  us 
In  the  matter  in  which  it  is  sought  to  settle 
this  thing  in  a  casual,  offhand  way  is  the 
question  as  to  what  would  happen  If  some- 
thing was  discovered  in  the  future.  In  the 
beds  of  those  lakes,  that  became  vital  to  the 
continued  existence,  either  of  our  country  or 
of  the  then  Canadian  Government.  We  do 
not  know.  We  do  not  think  that  the  ques- 
tion as  to  what  should  happen  in  an  area 
in  which  an  international  boundary  line  is 
drawn  should  be  resolved  in  this  offhand 
manner.  We  think  the  Congress  ought  to 
study  that  question — 

Going  back  for  a  moment,  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Perl- 
man  himself,  then  serving  as  Solicitor 


General,  stated  as  his  reason  for  un- 
willingness to  put  in  a  quitclaim  bill 
which  covered  inland  waters,  the  waters 
and  bottoms  of  the  Great  Lakes — 

the  question  as  to  what  would  happen  If 
something  were  discovered  in  the  future,  in 
the  beds  of  those  lakes,  that  became  vital  to 
the  continued  exLstence,  either  of  our  coun- 
try or  of  the  then  Canadian  Government. 

We  do  not  need  to  have  any  more  red 
flau's  huHL'  out  than  that  statement  of  a 
distinguished  lawyer,  then  serving  as 
Solicitor  General,  made  to  a  committee 
of  the  Congress  of  the  reasons  why  he 
was  unwillino;  to  have  the  beds  of  the 
Great  Lakes  quitclaimed,  as  were  the 
beds  of  the  inland  waters  in  the  measure 
brum  discus.sed.  his  reason  being  that  he 
thought  probably  .something  of  vital  im- 
portance to  our  Nation  or  to  Canada 
might  be  di.scovered  in  the  future,  and 
if  so,  he  did  not  want  to  make  effective 
any  quitclaim  deed  away  from  the  Fed- 
eral Government  preceding  such  dis- 
covciy.  The  implication  is  so  clear  that 
It  is  unnecessary  to  draw  it.  He  wanted 
the  situation  to  remain  such  that  the 
.same  rule  asserted  with  reference  to  the 
California.  Texas,  and  Louisiana  sub- 
merged lands  in  the  ca.ses  affecting  those 
States  might  also  be  a.s.scrted  in  the  mat- 
ter of  the  di.scovery  of  any  vital  mineral 
or  other  resources  m  the  beds  of  the 
Great  Lakes. 

Before  the  Senate  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  in  the  82d 
Conure.ss,  while  testifying  on  S.  940,  Mr. 
Perlman  said: 

We  were  a.sked  in  the  jirevlnu.'!  hearing  why 
we  did  mt  iiiclude  the  Greit  Lakes,  and  I 
think  I  said  then  that  the  question  had  not 
been  con.«:lderpd  There  had  not  been  any 
controversy  developed  over  the  Great  Lakes 
and  the  shores  of  the  Great  Lakes,  and.  as 
loiii^  as  there  w.ts  no  controversy,  we  did  not 
want  to  be  in  the  posltl<  n  of  attempting  to 
resolve  that  question  In  advance  It  Is  true 
that  an  international  boundary  line  does 
run  throuijh  the  mrst  of  the  Great  Lakes. 
and  It  mlKht  be  that  some  time  or  other  the 
Interest  of  the  United  States  against  a  for- 
elcii  country  might  be  involved,  but  as  lont; 
as  there  was  no  controversy  over  the  bed  of 
those  lakes,  we  did  lujt  see  any  purpo:.e 
served  by  attempting  to  resolve  It. 

Auain,  in  a  different  year,  in  a  different 
appearance,  before  a  different  commit- 
tee. Mr  Perlman  made  it  very  clear  that 
he  was  holding  out  against  quitclaiming 
the  beds  of  the  Great  Lakes,  because 
he  thought  certain  things  might  possibly 
happen  in  the  future  which  would  make 
it  de.sirable  for  the  Federal  Government 
to  retain  ownership  or  claim  of  right 
of  ownership  in  the  beds  of  the  Great 
Lakes. 

The  language  of  Mr.  Perlman  points 
up  the  fact  that  there  is  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  Great  Lakes  constitute 
inland  watt-r.'.  and  even  greater  cau.se 
for  apprehension  on  the  part  of  States 
which  contain  portions  of  the  beds  of 
the  Great  Lakes  than  there  is  in  the 
case  of  ordinary  inland  waters.  I  think 
that  the  need  for  the  inclusion  of  the 
Great  Lakes  in  this  measure  is  so  clearly 
established  that  further  comment  is  un- 
neces.sary.  Certainly  the  States  border- 
ing the  Great  Lakes  are  fully  entitled  to 
have  their  rights  in  the  submerged  lands 
under  the  Great  Lakes  specifically  rec- 
ognized by  the  Congress. 
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The  testimony  given  at  the  hearing  by 
Attorney  General  Prank  G.  Millard,  of 
Michigan:  Harry  C.  Brockel.  secretary 
of  the  Great  Lakes  Harbors  Association, 
and  municipal  port  director  of  Mil- 
waukee: and  Herbert  H.  Neujoks,  general 
counsel  of  the  Great  Lakes  Harbors  As- 
.«;ociation,  showed  clearly  the  great  con- 
cern of  the  officials  of  the  Great  Lakes 
States,  cities,  and  ports  about  this  mat- 
ter, and  also  established  some  of  the 
multimillion  dollar  values  which  are  In- 
volved in  port  and  other  public  develop- 
ments on  filled  areas  that  were  formerly 
a  part  of  the  beds  of  the  Great  Lakes. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  quote  the  vari- 
ous values  given  In  the  testimony  of 
those  three  very  fine  witnesses,  but  1 
remember  that  one  figure,  which  was 
p.ven  was  $55,000,000,  applied  to  the 
value  of  the  developments  on  submerged 
l;inds  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee  alone. 
That  figure  referred  to  publicly  owned 
developments. 

The  deep  concern  of  the  inland  State 
cffl'Jials  over  the  tidelands  decisions  is 
best  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  gov- 
ernors, attorneys  general,  and  other  offi- 
cials from  practically  every  State  of  the 
Union  have  expressed  their  opinion  that 
the  decisions  have  clouded  the  long- 
asserted  titles  of  the  inland  States  to 
lands  and  natural  resources  below  nav- 
igable waters  within  their  boundaries. 

I  now  gladly  yield  for  questions  on  the 
introductory  part  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  his 
courtesy.  I  think  the  suggestion  which 
he  mad3.  that  he  be  permitted  to  speak 
uninterruptedly  with  respect  to  each 
major  section,  and  then  yield  for  ques- 
tions upon  each  section,  was  very  proi>er. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
pui.shed  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Florida  what  Is  the 
precise  boundary  claimed  by  the  State 
of  Florida  on  Its  west  coast? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  precl.-e  bound- 
ary claimed  by  the  State  of  Florida  on 
its  west  mainland  coast  is  3  leagues, 
which  Is  the  equivalent  of  9  sea  miles, 
or  nearly  10  V2  land  miles. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  Florida  also 
claim  a  boundary  beyond  3  miles  on  its 
east  coast? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     It  does  not 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Florida  to 
article  I  of  the  Constitution  of  Florida 
of  1868.  which  which  he  is  doubtless 
familiar.  It  lays  out  the  boundaries 
in  the  following  language: 

The  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Florida  shall 
be  as  follows:  Commencing  at  the  mouth  of 
the  river  Perdldo  •  •  •  thence  southeast- 
wardly  along  the  coast  to  the  edge  of  the 
Gulf  Stream;  thence  southwestwardly  along 
the  edge  of  the  Gulf  Stream. 

How  far  off  the  east  coast  of  Florida  is 
the  edge  of  the  Gulf  Stream? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wiU  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  that  the  courts  of  our 
own  State  have  held  that  the  edge  of  the 
Gulf  Stream  is  not  an  invariable  or  fixed 
boundary,  and  therefore  cannot  be  so 
ased.  The  rule  of  law  governing  the 
boundary  of  Federal  jurisdiction,  ex- 
tending for  3  miles,  is  applied  to  our 
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boundary  off  that  entire  coast  of  our 
State. 

Not  only  have  the  courts  of  our  State 
so  ruled,  but  the  legislature  of  our  State, 
in  various  measures  which  have  come 
before  it  and  acts  which  have  been  passed 
by  It,  has  so  ruled  and  held.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  boundaries  of  the  coun- 
ties which  have  been  formed  on  the  east 
coast,  which  extend  out  to  a  boundary 
in  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  in  substance  read 
"out  to  the  boundary  of  the  United 
States."  which  is  understood  as  being 
3  marine  miles. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  somewhat  at  a 
loss  to  understand  this  matter.  If  the 
constitution  of  1868  is  appealed  to  as  the 
binding  precedent  for  setting  the  bound- 
ary on  the  west  coast  of  the  mainland  of 
Florida,  I  cannot  see  why  the  consatu- 
tlon  of  1868  is  rejected  so  far  as  the  east- 
em  boundary  of  Florida  is  concerned. 
The  constitution  of  1868  specifically 
states  that  the  bovmdary  extends  out  to 
the  Gulf  Stream  and  along  the  edge  of 
the  Gulf  Stream,  which  is  certainly  be- 
yond a  di-stance  of  3  miles. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  might  be  diffi- 
cult for  the  distineruished  Senator  from 
Ilhnois  to  understand;  but  the  courts  of 
our  State,  the  legislature  of  our  State 
and  the  citizens  of  our  State  have  tried 
to  apply  to  this  question  what  they 
thought  was  the  rule  of  law  and  the  rule 
of  reason.  Th3y  themselves,  without 
asking  for  any  determination  of  the 
question  by  the  Federal  authorities,  have 
ruled  that  they  do  not  have  jurisdiction 
beyond  the  3-mile  line  on  the  east  coast 
of  Florida,  which  I  think  is  commend- 
able of  our  people,  rather  than  something 
to  be  used  as  a  basis  for  scolding  on  the 
part  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  scolding  the 
Senator  from  Florida  at  all.  I  am  mere- 
ly trying  to  find  out  the  facts  and  to 
understand  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13,  as  applied 
to  those  facts.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Florida  give  assurance  that  the  State  of 
Florida  will  not  in  the  future  seek  recog- 
nition for  eastern  boundaries  out  to  the 
Gulf  Stream? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  knows  perfectly  well  that  his 
State  cannot  properly  make  any  such 
claim,  becaiise  such  a  boundary  is  not  a 
fixable  boundary.  Today  it  is  at  one 
place,  and  tomorrow  it  is  at  another 
place,  depending  upon  currents,  wind, 
and  so  forth.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
knows  perfectly  well  that  even  if  his 
State  were  sufficiently  unwise  to  make 
such  a  claim,  the  first  court  it  reached 
would  knock  the  claim  down.  So  I  think 
the  State  of  Florida  was  commendably 
wise  in  having  decided,  as  it  did  a  long 
time  ago.  that  its  boundaries  on  the  east 
coast  went  out  only  to  the  3 -mile  limit. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  understanding 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  correct  that 
Florida's  case  for  a  3-league  or  10^-mile 
limit  on  the  west  coast  is  based  first  on 
the  constitution  of  1868? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  correct  in  the  statement  of  his 
first  plank. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Plus,  secondly,  the 
act  of  Congress  of  the  same  year  which 


permitted  Florida  and  five  other  South- 
ern States  to  have  their  Senators  and 
Representatives  readmitted  to  Congress? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  is  another  point 
in  the  Senators  statement  with  which  I 
agree. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Florida  feel  somewhat  strange  in 
pointing  to  the  State  constitution  of 
1868,  when  it  was  adopted  by  a  con- 
stitutional convention  set  up  under  the 
first  reconstruction  act  which  barred 
from  it  those  who  had  served  in  the 
Confederate  Army,  so  that  the  conven- 
tion was  dominated  by  groups  known  as 
recently  arrived  carpetbaggers  from  the 
North  and  scalawags  in  the  South?  I 
am  somewhat  surprised  at  the  Senator's 
pointing  to  the  constitution  of  1868  as 
a  primary  basis  for  the  present  boundary 
claims  of  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  it  is  that  con- 
stitution, as  approved  by  Congress,  which 
settles  our  rights  in  the  matter.  At 
least  we  think  we  can  make  a  case  of 
not  having  drafted  the  constitution  from 
any  unworthy  or  selfish  motive,  particu- 
larly when  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
makes  such  a  strong  case  for  the  fact 
that  the  constitution  was  drafted  by 
newly  come  citizens  from  Illinois  and 
other  good  States  throughout  the  United 
States  who  drew  up  the  constitution  for 
us. 

Incidentally.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  only  good  thing  I  can  think  of  that 
happened  to  Southern  States  under  the 
whole  series  of  reconstruction  acts  of 
the  time.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  not  try  to  de- 
prive that  one  southern  State  of  the  one 
good  result  that  came  out  of  that  un- 
fortunate experience  of  so  many  years 
ago,  by  questioning  the  State's  right 
to  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  was  merely  some- 
what surprised  that  the  Senator  from 
Florida  should  place  such  an  air  of  sanc- 
tity and  authority  around  the  constitu- 
tional convention  of  Florida  of  1868. 
But  I  pass  from  that  point  to  another 
matter. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Before  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  leaves  that  point,  I  should 
like  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  Illinois  figured  rather  prominently 
in  the  congressional  debates  on  this 
question.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
an  Illinois  man  who  was  not  many 
months  located  in  our  State,  who  was 
the  first  presiding  officer  of  the  con- 
vention. He  was  chosen  by  a  dozen  or 
more  of  the  first-arrived  convention 
delegates  to  the  constitutional  conven- 
tion. Unfortunately,  he  did  not  appeal 
to  the  majority  of  the  members  as  a 
person  who  was  proper  material  to  head 
the  convention.  So  later  he  was  ousted, 
and  another  chairman  was  elected. 

There  was  some  feeling  in  Illinois 
about  that  action,  because  when  the  con- 
stitution reached  the  floor  of  Congress, 
Representatives  from  Illinois  were  very 
much  disturbed  about  the  mentioned  ac- 
tion of  the  delegates  at  the  constitu- 
tional convention,  and  moved  that  Flor- 
ida be  returned  to  territorial  status. 

Finally,  a  Representative  in  Congress, 
either  from  New  York  or  from  Massa- 
chusetts— Representatives     from     both 
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states  were  very  rnenaiy  to  us — rose  and 
called  a  spade  a  spade.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  Florida  was  not  then 
represented  in  Congress  and  could  not  be 
heard  on  the  subject.  It  was  only  after 
a  considerable  number  of  Representa- 
tives who  tried  to  do  right  by  Florida 
could  be  heard  in  Congress,  notably 
Representatives  from  New  York  and 
Massachusetts,  who  were  kindly  disposed 
toward  Florida,  that  the  question  was 
settled.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  those  Rep- 
resentatives in  Congress  called  attention 
to  what  was  actually  troubling  some 
other  Representatives.  The  trouble 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  carpetbag- 
ger from  Illinois  who  had  been  first 
elected  to  head  the  convention  had  been 
summarily  fired  as  such,  and  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  did  not  think  that  the 
intemperate  attitude  of  the  Representa- 
tives from  Illinois,  based  upon  that  oc- 
currence, should  prevail  in  Congress. 

Eventually,  the  decision  reached  rep- 
resented the  attitude  of  Representatives 
from  other  States  than  those  from  the 
State  of  Illinois. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  hopes  that 
his  distinguished  friend  from  Illinois, 
with  his  usual  generous  approach  to 
problems,  will  not  consider  it  his  duty 
to  continue  the  vendetta  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  his  good  State  against 
the  State  of  Florida.  Instead,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  hopes  that  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  in  his  accustomed  gener- 
ous approach  to  subjects  before  the  Sen- 
ate, will  project  his  own  consideration 
of  the  subject  along  the  lines  stated  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  EKDUGLAS.  Is  it  not  correct  to 
say  that  the  carpetbagger  from  Illinois 
wa.s  a  Republican,  not  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  On  that  point  the 
Senator  from  Florida  is  unable  to  reply, 
because  he  did  not  look  into  the  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    He  was  a  Republican. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  perfectly  willing  to  concede,  if 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  says  so,  that 
that  is  the  case.  I  hope  the  present  Sen- 
ator from  Ilhnois.  a  Democrat,  has  no 
intention  of  following  or  pursuing  the 
hostile  approach  toward  the  State  of 
Florida  that  was  then  the  Republican 
approach. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh.  no;  not  at  all. 
I  believe  that  the  reconstruction  pro- 
gram carried  through  by  the  Republican 
Party  under  Ben  Wade.  Zach  Chandler, 
and  Charles  Sumner  was  a  great  blot 
upon  the  United  States,  and  set  back  the 
cause  of  unity  very  greatly. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  not  leave  out  the  name 
of  Thaddeus  Stevens. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  would  be  willing  to 
say  that  lie  was  perhaps  the  most  vin- 
dictive o^hem  all. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  EKDUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Florida  to  say 
that  Congress  recognized  the  bounda- 
ries of  Florida  when,  somewhat  later,  in 
1868,  It  passed  the  act  admitting  Florida 
and  five  other  States  to  representation 
in  the  Senate  and  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  will  certainly  strongly  assert  that 
fact.    He  has  read  the  debates,  and  he 


knows  that  the  very  paragraph  of  the 
Constitution  relating  to  the  boundaries 
was  not  contested  in  the  debates,  which 
indicates  rather  strongly  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  it  was  satisfactory. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  noticed  that 
all  sorts  of  minor  subjects  did  come  up 
for  debate;  such  as  the  salaries  to  be 
paid  to  constables  and  justices  of  the 
E>eace,  the  question  as  to  which  county 
officers  were  to  be  elected  and  which  were 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor,  and  of 
those  to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor, 
which  were  to  be  subjected  to  confirma- 
tion by  the  Senate  and  which  were  not 
to  be  subjected  to  confirmation  by  the 
Senate,  and  what  the  procedure  was  to 
be  for  amendment  of  the  Constitution. 

So  many  matters  were  debated  that  I 
believe  it  would  be  completely  idle  to  say 
that  the  Constitution  was  not  combed 
over  with  a  fine-tooth  comb.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  in  the  same  debate,  as  the 
Senator  from  Illmois  probably  has  dis- 
covered, if  he  has  read  the  debate.  Con- 
gress went  so  much  into  detail  as  to  re- 
quire that  the  Slate  of  GeorRia,  whose 
new  constitution  was  then  boinj;  consid- 
ered, must  go  back  and  eliminate  from 
its  new  constitution  the  so-called  home- 
stead exemption  before  its  Representa- 
tives and  Senators  could  be  readmitted 
to  their  seats. 

It  is  very  clear,  therefore,  from  the 
status  of  the  debates  in  the  Senate,  and 
particularly  in  the  House,  as  well  a:;  from 
newspaper  files  of  the  time,  that  in  mi- 
nute detail  the  Conpres.s  did  go  through 
all  the  provisions  of  the  variou.-;  new  con- 
stitutions of  the  Southern  States  and 
subject  them  to  a  very  complete  sorting 
process  before  they  were  approved. 

Mr.  President,  in  closing  thi.s  point,  I 
may  say  that  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  not  overlook  the  fact  that 
Congre."s  had  impoced  upon  itself,  by 
the  passage  of  the  act  of  1867.  under 
which  the  con-stitutions  were  redrafted, 
the  condition  that  it  mu.t  examine  and 
approve  the  new  constitutions  before 
they  could  become  operative.  Other 
conditions,  too.  were  placed  in  the  act, 
which  I  do  not  believe  need  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  this  time.  Congress  was  so 
completely  determined  to  prevail  in  its 
views  of  the  respective  State  constitu- 
tions that  it  overrode  the  veto  of  Presi- 
dent Andrew  Johnson,  after  a  very  bitter 
and  almost  unparalleled  debate  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  the  legislation,  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  well  knows. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  act  of  June  25,  1868,  which  granted 
representation  in  Congress  to  six  South- 
ern States,  including  Florida,  made  no 
mention  whatsoever  of  boundaries,  but 
merely  stated  that  the  constitutions 
were  "republican"?  The  precise  phrase 
was  that  these  States  had  "framed  con- 
stitutions of  State  government  which  are 
republican."  Meaning  that  they  had 
established  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment; and  in  that  connection  I  point  out 
that  the  word  "republican"  is  spelled 
with  a  small  "r." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes,  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  Is  correct  in  this  much  of 
his  statement:  that  the  legislation 
passed  in  1868  was  short  in  its  terms. 
But  It  was  drafted,  and  so  showed  by 
its  terms,  to  comply  with  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  act  of  1867,  one  of  which 


was  examination  and  approval  of  the 
State  constitutions. 

Furthermore,  if  the  Senator  from  Il- 
linois has  read  the  debates  which  oc- 
curred on  that  point,  he  knows  that,  not 
once,  but  several  times  in  the  course  of 
the  debates,  it  was  stated  that  the  State 
constitutions  were  approved  and  ac- 
cepted by  the  congrejisional  committees 
and  by  many  Members  of  Congress  who 
participated  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me  for  a 
question'' 

Mr  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  consent  to  my  yielding  for 
a  moment  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  I 
shall  be  ^ilad  to  do  so. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  Then.  Mr.  Pre.sident. 
at  thi.-.  time  I  yitld  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas 

Mr  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  In  con- 
nection with  the  .same  procedure  of  ap- 
proving the  con.stitution  of  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  when  it  was  admitted  to  the 
Union,  and  without  any  mention  of 
boundaries,  ihe  junior  Senator  from 
Texas  would  like  to  ask  if  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  did  not  say 
that  the  admission  of  New  Mexico  into 
the  Union  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  constituted  an  approval  of  the 
boundaries  set  up  in  the  con.stitution 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr  HOLLAND.  Of  course,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  is  completely  correct.  In 
the  case  of  S'eiv  Mexico  v.  Texas  t276  U. 
S  557  >  the  Supreme  Court  said: 

New  Mfxlcd.  when  admitted  as  a  Stat*  in 
1912,  explicitly  declared  In  Its  constr.utlon 
thftt  its  boundary  ran  alon^  said  32d  par- 
allel to  the  Flo  Grsinde.  This  wa.s  coiiflrmed 
by  the  Ui  it.«'d  States  by  admitting  New  Mex- 
ico as  a  State  with  the  line  thus  described 
as  its  boundary. 

I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  and  also  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Texas,  to  whom 
I  am  indebted  for  bringing  up  this  en- 
lightening point  at  this  time,  that  the 
debate  showed  quite  clearly  that  the 
question  of  boundaries  had  not  been  dis- 
cu.s.sed  in  the  debate  which  occurred  at 
the  time  when  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
was  admitted. 

But  the  admi.s.slon  of  the  State  with  a 
boundary  stated  in  its  constitution  and 
the  approval  of  its  constitution  In  gen- 
eral terms  was  held  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  as  being  specific  ap- 
proval of  the  boundary  stated  in  the 
constitution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  it  Is  a  fact  that 
the  act  of  Congre.ss  of  June  25.  1868,  did 
not  refer  to  boundaries  in  any  way,  but 
merely  referred  to  a  republican  form  of 
government.     Is  that  not  correct 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  correct  in  that  respect;  but  I 
believe  he  would  be  bound  to  admit,  in 
fairness,  that  a  peru.sal  of  the  debate 
which  occurred  at  that  time  shows  that 
the  discu.ssion  covered  practically  every 
other  provision  in  the  constitution  ex- 
cept the  boundary  provision. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  a  very  sig- 
nificant point. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  other  words.  It 
went  into  the  details  of  articles  which 
had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  State  had  set  up  a 
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republican  form  of  government.  For 
instance,  it  dealt  with  the  section  which 
li.\ed  salaries.  Of  what  possible  relation 
to  the  question  of  whether  a  republican 
form  of  government  was  created  was  the 
consideration  of  the  long  list  of  salaries 
uhich  was  set  forth,  beginning  with  the 
.'alary  of  the  Governor,  and  going  down 
to  the  salary  of  Justice  of  the  peace  and 
the  .':alary  of  constable,  as  those  matters 
\Kere  dlxussed  in  the  active  debate 
which  occurred  at  that  time  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  cf  Representatives? 

Mr.  DCUGLA3.  Does  not  the  fact 
that  th?  boundaries  were  neither  men- 
tioned In  the  act  nor  mentioned  in  the 
debate  indicate  that  Congrecs  did  not 
con.:ider  the  lx>undariec?  Is  there  not 
strong  ground  to  contend,  therefore,  that 
CjngresT,  did  not  then  in  legal  effect  ap- 
prove thoce  claimed  boundaries?  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Issue  at  that  time,  as 
the  Senator  from  Florida  well  knows, 
was  whether  Negroes  were  being  given 
the  franchi:^  effectively  and  whether 
the  whites  who  had  been  in  the  Confed- 
erate forces  were  disfranchised.  In 
1867.  Congrecs.  acting  in  a  vindictive 
spirit,  passed  the  Reconstruction  Act,  to 
bar  and  to  disfranchise  the  former  mem- 
bers of  the  Confederate  forces.  It  was 
this  that  the  Comrress  wished  to  assure 
iu.elf  about,  as  well  as  to  see  that  no  acts 
01  involuntary  servitude  would  be  passed 
by  the  States,  thus  bringing  slavery  in 
by  the  back  door.  The  second  point  was 
a  very  proper  one. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Of  course,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  Is  correct  in  his  state- 
ment that  those  points  he  mentions  were 
vital  ones  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
cedure. However,  the  Senator  from 
lUmoL;  would  be  incorrect  if  he  took  the 
p'jsition  that  the  entire  constitution  had 
not  been  submitte<l  to  the  congressional 
committees  and  to  both  Houses  of  Con- 
press  and  he  knowi  that  many  provisions 
of  the  constitution  which  were  not  at 
all  applicable  to  the  question  of  whether 
the  State  as  newly  organized  was  under 
a  republican  form  of  government,  were 
actually  discussed  during  the  course  of 
the  debate. 

As  I  have  already  pointed  out.  in  the 
same  debate  Congress  went  so  far  as  to 
require  as  a  condition  precedent  to  re- 
admission  to  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate and  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
in  the  case  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  that 
it  strike  from  Its  constitution  the  provi- 
sion relating  to  liomestead  exemption. 
and  not  Include  that  provision  In  its  new 
constitution.  Of  course,  that  question 
would  have  no  possible  relation  to  the 
fundamental  quettion  of  whether  the 
government  of  the  State  was  republican. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
Florida  was  first  admitted  into  the  Un- 
ion along  with  Iowa  by  the  act  of  March 
3,  1845? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  not  also  true 
that  in  the  admission  of  both  Florida 
and  Iowa  it  was  specifically  stated  that 
they  were  admitttd  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States? 

Mr.  HOLLAND  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  again  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Since,  according  to 
the   contention   of   the    Senator   from 


Florida,  but  not  according  to  the  con- 
tention of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  the 
original  States  could  properly  claim  only 
a  3 -mile  boundary,  how  is  it  that  Florida 
now  can  say  that  she  has  a  10^ -mile 
boundary?  Is  it  .the  position  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  that  the  equal- 
footing  clause  of  1845  is  superseded  by 
the  proceedings  of  1868? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  My  contention  is 
that  the  equal-footing  clause  has  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  the  question  of 
boundaries.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  various 
States  have  in  their  constitutions  differ- 
ent kinds  of  provisions  relative  to  bound- 
aries. For  instance,  three  of  them  have 
provisions,  and  I  believe  two  of  them 
have  such  provisions  in  their  constitu- 
tions, fixing  their  boundaries  at  3  Eng- 
lish miles,  rather  than  3  sea  miles;  and, 
as  the  Senator  from  Illinois  knows,  the 
difference  is  about  one-half  a  mile,  as 
between  the  two  classifications.  There 
is  no  contention  on  the  part  of  suiyone 
that  the  equal -footing  clause  prevented 
any  such  action  on  the  part  of  States, 
and  there  are  many  other  essential  ques- 
tions of  difference. 

For  instance,  if  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois will  consider  his  own  State  and  the 
other  Great  Lakes  States,  he  will  find 
Uiat  by  no  means  do  the  boundaries  of 
his  State  and  the  boundaries  of  the  other 
Great  Lakes  States  extend  equal  dis- 
tances into  the  Great  Lakes.  Instead, 
they  extend  to  appropriate  and  conven- 
ient distances,  to  meet  the  boundaries  of 
other  States  or  to  meet  the  international 
boundary  with  Canada. 

So  I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  can  properly  be  heard  to  say 
that  the  question  of  equal  footing  has 
any  direct  relationship  whatever  to  any 
requirement  that  all  the  States  must 
have  identically  the  same  boundaries. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
the  Texas  case  the  Supreme  Court  said 
that  since  the  Court  had  rejected  the 
claim  of  California  for  ownership  of  and 
title  to  the  submerged  lands  seaward  to 
the  3-mile  limit,  certainly  it  could  not 
approve  ownership  claims  beyond  3  miles 
in  the  case  of  Texas,  since  Texas  came  in 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  other 
States?  Does  not  the  same  rule  rea- 
sonably apply  to  Florida?  Of  course, 
the  precise  Florida  case  has  never  been 
before  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  the  first  place,  Mr. 
President,  the  Senator  from  lUinois  is 
Incorrect  in  his  reference  to  the  Texas 
case.  The  question  of  equal  footing  had 
to  do  with  the  question  of  whether  as- 
sets within  the  State  boundaries  should 
be  the  property  of  the  State  or  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Federal  Government.  The 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  did 
not  disturb  in  the  slightest  the  bound- 
aries of  California,  which  extended  only 
3  English  miles  offshore;  but  the  Su- 
preme Court  considered  that  case  in  ref- 
erence to  those  boimdaries,  and  made  its 
finding  on  that  basis.  The  Court  did 
not  disturb  in  the  slightest  the  boimd- 
aries of  Texas,  which  extended  3  leagues 
offshore.  The  Court  went  into  the  case 
of  Louisiana,  and  there  was  some  dis- 
cussion of  the  27-mlle  boundary  of 
Louisiana,  which  had  been  fixed  or  had 
been  attempted  -to  be  fixed  by  State 
statute.  The  Court  did  not  even  inter- 
fere with  that. 


The  equal-footing  reference  upon 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  re- 
lying relates  in  no  sense  whatever  to 
boundaries.  To  the  contrary,  different 
boundaries  prevailed  with  reference  to 
all  three  of  the  States  which  were  in- 
volved in  the  three  cases  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

The  equal-footing  clause  had  to  do 
with  the  question  of  whether  the  Federal 
Government  or  the  State  government 
owned  the  various  property  rights  in  the 
coastal  belt  from  mean  low  water  out  to 
the  State  boimdaries,  wherever  they 
were. 

If  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  care- 
fully read  the  three  decisions,  he  will 
find  that  the  Supreme  Court  did  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  either  disturb  the 
actual  location  or  question  the  existence 
of  State  boundaries  in  any  ot  those  three 
cases,  applicable  to  those  three  States. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course,  it  is  true 
that  the  issue  before  the  Court  was,  and 
the  issue  before  the  Senate  Is,  the  own- 
ership of  and  title  in  the  submerged 
lands  out  to  the  State  boundaries,  wher- 
ever they  may  be.  I  was  interested  in 
exploring  the  question  of  what  the  Court 
might  do  in  applying  this  bill.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13,  to  the  facts  in  the 
Florida  situation  and  to  its  boundary 
claims  in  the  Ught  of  the  equal -footing 
clause. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Let  me  say  here  that 
the  Supreme  Court  had  no  trouble  at  all 
accommodating  its  philosophy  to  the 
three  different  cases,  which  I  state  again 
are  the  case  of  California,  where  the 
boundary  by  its  constitution  was  3  Eng- 
lish miles  off  the  coast ;  the  case  of  Texas, 
whose  boundary,  determined  long  before 
its  admission  to  the  Union,  and  recog- 
nized at  the  time  of  its  admission  to  the 
Union,  was  3  leagues  offshore;  and  the 
case  of  Louisiana,  as  to  which  there  is  a 
3-marine-mile  limitation,  although  the 
State  had  endeavored  to  extend  its 
boundary  27  miles,  or  24  additional  miles, 
into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  Supreme 
Court  had  no  difficulty  at  all  fitting  its 
philosophy  into  those  3  completely  vary- 
ing cases  as  to  the  question  of  where 
the  boundaries  were. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  They  were  consistent 
in  denying  all  three  States  claims,  not 
in  accepting  them  all.  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  said. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  They  were  consistent 
as  to  the  States  of  Texas  and  Louisiana, 
by  not  even  questioning  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  two  States.  But,  to  the  contrary, 
the  Senator  will  find  words  which  seem 
to  approve  the  jurisdicton,  for  other  pur- 
poses, of  the  two  States  of  Texas  and 
Louisiana.  So  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  has.  for  once,  barked  up  the 
wrong    tree.    The    question    of    equal 

rights 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Equal  footing. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  Thank  you.  The 
question  of  equal  footing  relates  not  at 
all  to  the  question  of  boundaries,  but  to 
the  question  of  the  type  of  rights  granted 
to  the  various  States,  or  permitted  under 
Federal  law  to  exist  in  the  various  States. 
Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr.  CASE.    The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  been  very  much  interested 
in  the  discussion,  and  is  interested  in  the 
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map  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
exhibit'ed  to  the  Senate.  There  is  one 
matter  on  which  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senator  comment.  The  State  of  Loui- 
siana, of  course,  was  a  part  of  the  Loui- 
siana Purchase,  which  embraced  a  great 
area  running  northward,  as  shown  on 
the  map,  and  of  which  my  State  of 
South  Dakota  was  a  part.  What  au- 
thority cut  oflf  the  landward  side  of  Loui- 
siana to  the  north? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment, of  course. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  cut  ofif  the  landward  side  of 
Louisiana  to  the  north,  can  it  not  like- 
wise cut  off  on  the  landward  side  of 
Louisiana  seaward? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  could"  have  done 
so.  At  the  time  it  admitted  Louisiana 
to  the  Union  it  did  not  see  fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  it  did  not  do  so,  do  not 
the  States  of  North  Dakota,  South  Da- 
kota, Nebraska,  and  the  straight  area 
I  point  out  on  the  map,  which  was  a  part 
of  the  Louisiana  Purchase,  have  an  in- 
herent right  to  whatever  mineral  rights 
or  whatever  other  rights  may  exist  sea- 
ward on  the  coast  side  of  Louisiana? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  would.  I  think,  be  able  to 
make  a  good  case  for  his  State,  along 
with  other  States  of  the  Union,  as  to 
areas  beyond  State  boundaries  if  they 
had  been  given  away.  As  to  areas  within 
State  boundaries,  I  think  the  Senator 
would  have  no  more  right  to  claim  prop- 
erty rights  there  for  his  State  than  he 
would  to  claim  property  rights  in  the 
waters  of  the  Mississippi  River  where 
they  flow  through  Louisiana  or  property 
rights  in  the  great  swamps  of  Louisiana 
which  were  conveyed  to  Loui;>iana  under 
the  Swamp  and  Overflowed  Land  Act,  or 
property  rights  in  any  of  the  other  por- 
tions of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment can  cut  off  Louisiana  to  the  north, 
it  is  difficult  for  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  understand  why  it  cannot  do 
so  to  the  south. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  "  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  a  point  there  of  course. 
If  the  Federal  Government  had  been 
willing  to  create  a  State  that  was  not 
on  equal  footing  with  the  other  States, 
when  it  admitted  Louisiana  it  could 
have  specifically  refused  to  grant  it  any 
oflfshore  boundary,  or  any  rights  to  prop- 
erty within  that  offshore  boundary.  But 
the  Federal  Government  did  not  see  fit 
to  do  that.  The  Federal  Government 
granted  to  Louisiana,  under  its  enabling 
act,  an  offshore  boundary  extending,  as 
I  recall.  3  marine  miles  into  the  gulf, 
along  with  the  ownership  of  islands  a 
considerably  greater  distance  in  the 
gulf.  Those  matters  were  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Congress,  and  the  Con- 
gress acted,  and  the  State  of  Louisiana 
was  entitled  to  claim  from  that  moment, 
all  rights  arising  from  that  action,  and 
does  claim  them.  I  am  sure.  The  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  would  have  no 
more  right  to  recall  a  right  granted  to 
Louisiana  or  to  any  other  of  the  new 
States  at  the  time  of  their  admission  to 
the  Union,  or  approved  for  them  since 
that  time,  than  a  private  person  in  a 
contractual  relation  with  another  private 
person  would  have  a  right  to  claim  back 
something  which  he  had  given  by  way 


of  rights  to  the  other  contracting  party 
xmder  the  terms  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  CASE.  Then,  is  it  not  correct  to 
say  that  Louisiana  has  a  27-mile  claim 
to  offshore  lands,  or  seeks  recognition 
of  a  27-mile  claim?    . 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  is  correct  to  say 
that  Louisiana  has  sought  by  action  of 
its  legislature  to  extend  its  boundary  24 
miles  further  than  the  State  boundary 
which  was  fixed  by  the  act  of  Congress, 
and  insofar  as  the  Senator  from  Florida 
is  concerned,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
questions  the  right  of  Louisiana  to  fol- 
low that  course.  There  has  never  been 
any  doubt  about  that  beine;  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  CASE.     If  that  could  be  done 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  will  defer  for  a  moment, 
if  he  will  look  at  the  map  of  the  State  of 
Florida,  he  will  see  that  the  Continental 
Shelf  out^iide  State  boundaries  extends 
off  the  west  coast  of  Florida  to  a  point 
about  175  miles,  at  the  farthest,  from 
the  mainland  of  the  State,  but  Florida 
has  not  asserted  any  claim  to  areas  out- 
side its  State  boundaries.  We  think  that 
to  do  so  would  be  ex  parte.  We  have 
never  attempted  to  do  that,  for  wc  think 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  what- 
ever right  there  is  to  such  areas.  That 
is  a  completely  different  question,  how- 
ever, from  whether  or  not  the  Federal 
Government  can  negotiate  In  its  own 
interest  an  arrangement  with  bordering 
States,  whereby  it  can  make  use  of  the 
legal  setup  of  such  States  rather  than 
attempt  to  enact  a  great  body  of  new 
laws  which  are  now  nonexistent.  We 
have  no  Federal  law  other  than  admi- 
ralty law  hat  prevails  beyond  State 
boundaries,  and  admiralty  law,  of  cour^^e, 
does  not  cover  the  multitude  of  personal, 
private,  and  public  relationships  which 
have  taken  place  and  will  continue  to 
take  place  in  the  development  of  that 
outer  area.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  always  felt  that  anything  granted  to 
the  States  by  the  Federal  Government  In 
that  great  outside  area  beyond  State 
boundaries  will  have  to  be  done  by  the 
Federal  Government  anew,  and  not  as  a 
result  of  something  that  has  been  done 
heretofore,  and  that  it  should  not  grant 
anything  to  the  States  except  what  It 
believes  is  proper  compensation  for  any 
value  it  may  get  from  the  States.  If  it 
feels  that  it  can  receive  no  good  value 
from  the  States,  it  should  not  give  to  the 
States  anything  within  that  outer  area. 
That  is  just  about  as  plain  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  can  state  his  position, 
with  which  he  believes  he  is  In  complete 
accord  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
is  always  able  to  state  his  position  very 
plainly. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  merely  like  an 
opportunity  to  say,  in  connection  with 
the  so-called  assertion  by  Louisiana  of 
a  boundary  27  miles  from  shore,  that 
nothing  in  this  joint  resolution  would 
give  to  Louisiana  anything  beyond  its 
boundary  as  It  existed  at  the  time  it  en- 
tered the  Union.  The  27-mile  claim  was 
only  asserted  within  recent  times,  and 


I  believe  that  it  is  certainly  clear,  from 
the  presentation  made  earlier  today,  that 
this  measure  covers  nothing  beyond  the 
seaward  boundary  of  Louisiana  as  it 
existed  at  the  time  Louisiana  entered 
the  Union. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
LoNGl,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
year,  made  a  similar  statement,  which 
i  would  like  to  include  in  the  Record  at 
this  time.  From  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord of  April  2.  1S53,  at  page  2696,  I 
read : 

Mr  Long  On  page  280  of  the  heartncs 
there  appeurs  a  portion  of  the  testimony 
of  the  att<irney  Reneral  of  Louisiana,  who 
makes  clear  that  the  act  of  the  Leslsluture 
of  Louisiana  In  extending  Us  boundaries  27 
miles  has  no  effect  Insofar  as  this  proposed 
legl.slatlon  is  concerned,  and  that  Louisiana 
Is  limited  to  Us  orlRlnal  boundary  unles« 
th?  Federal  Government  should  at  a  future 
time  see  Ht  t-o  recoenlze  the  State  bound- 
ary a.-;  extending  beyond  the  boundary  thai 
existed  when  the  State  came  Into  the  Union. 

Mr  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Let  me  say.  to  supplement  what  the 
Senator  from  Texas  has  said,  that  I  am 
sure  everyone  knows  that  the  position 
of  Florida  is  .somewhat  different  from 
that  of  Louisiana  and  Texas,  but  I  must 
say.  In  complete  falrne.ss  to  the  Senators 
from  Louisiana  and  Texas,  that  not  since 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  and. 
I  believe,  at  no  other  time,  have  they 
claimed  in  the  Senate  that  their  States 
have  property  rights  extending  beyond 
their  legal  boundaries.  The  measures 
which  have  been  proposed  recognize  that 
fact  and  simply  try  to  work  out  a  par- 
ticipation in  the  fruits  of  development 
of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  based  on 
what  they  consider  the  fair  value  of  the 
use  of  their  laws,  police  powers,  facilities, 
and  the  like. 

I  have  not  agreed  with  them  on  some 
of  the  provisions  which  they  have  placed 
in  their  bills,  but  I  know  that  not  since  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  has 
any  bill  been  propo.sed  which  would  seek 
to  take  away  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment Its  proprietary  interest  in  the  Con- 
tinental Shelf  area.  There  has  been 
very  much  loose  talk  on  this  question, 
especially  by  columnists  and  commenta- 
tors, and  I  think  It  is  well  to  resute  the 
fact  over  and  over  again.  Not  since  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  for 
over  6  years,  has  there  been  any  measure 
submitted  or,  to  my  knowledge,  sug- 
gested in  the  Senate  which  would  lay 
claim  on  behalf  of  the  States  to  any 
areas  beyond  the  State  boundaries. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  case  cited  in  the  hear- 
ings on  the  Submerged  Lands  Act — 
United  States  against  Louisiana,  decided 
June  5,  1950 — contains  references  which 
would  indicate  that  in  that  case  that  is- 
sue was  at  stake  before  the  Supreme 
Court.  There  was  a  decision  in  the  case 
against  Louisiana,  which  asserted  the 
Federal  interest. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  State  of  Lou- 
isiana has  bowed  to  that  decision 
insofar  as  areas  beyond  its  State  bound- 
aries are  concerned.  In  fairness,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  desires  to  state 
that  in  the  various  acts  proposed  by  the 
Senators  from  Texas  and  Louisiana  can 
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well  take  care  of  th(»mselves.  They  have 
never  claimed  and  do  not  now  claim  that 
the  States  own  beyond  their  State  bound- 
aries, as  fixed,  in  one  case,  by  the  Louisi- 
ana Enabling  Act  of  Congress,  and  in  the 
other  case  by  acticn  of  the  Texas  Con- 
j:ress  in  1836.  later  approved  by  the  Con- 
gre.ss  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
t!ie  Senator  from  IHorida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  what  he  understands 
the  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
{)  be? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  sea  boundaries 
or  the  Gtate  of  Louisiana  were  stated  in 
the  enabling  act  a;  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
1  hey  extend  out  3  marine  miles  by  oper- 
ation of  law  and  include  specifically  all 
i.'-lands  lying  witlJn  3  leagues  of  the 
cDast.  Most  of  the  debatable  questions 
w  hich  eventually  v  111  have  to  be  decided 
Ly  some  court  and  which  relate  to  the 
precise  location  of  State  boundaries,  re- 
late to  the  SUte  of  Louisiana,  particu- 
larly its  southeasterly  and  easterly 
shorelines.  Those  questions  do  not  apply 
to  many  other  areas  of  the  Nation.  On 
the  contrary,  in  raost  otfier  places  the 
boundary  lines  are  clearly  fixed,  and 
there  is  no  argument  about  them. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  The  Senator  from 
Florida,  in  his  testimony  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  reference  to  the  pending  joint  reso- 
lution, submitted  a  table  which  was 
laruely.  I  think.  Identical  with  the  table 
which  he  has  submitted  today.  It  is 
printed  on  page  35  of  the  hearings.  In 
the  footnote  to  thi.t  table  the  Senator  ex- 
plains the  areas  cf  the  submerged  lands 
wiinin  State  twundaries.  The  last  two 
sentences  of  the  footnote  read  as  follows: 

These  coexist  wlta  the  3-mlle  limit  for  all 
States  except  Texaa.  Louisiana,  and  the 
Florida  Gulf  coaat.  In  tbe  latter  ccaes  the 
3 -league  limit  hb  es-ablUhed  before  or  at  the 
time  of  entry  Into  \.he  Union  haa  been  uaed. 

Was  that  a  misprint,  br  does  the  Sena- 
tor actually  say  that  in  the  case  of  Loui- 
siana, as  well  as  In  the  cases  of  Florida 
and  Texas,  the  3 -league  limit  or  the 
10'2-land-mile  limit  is  the  boundary 
line? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
unfortunate  that  all  Senators  did  not 
have  a  chance  to  attend  the  hearings, 
because  if  they  had,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  would  have  learned  that  the  in- 
clusion of  Louisiana  in  that  particular 
way  was  staled  to  be  incorrect,  and  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  in  his  testimony, 
suted  in  great  detail  exactly  what  he 
has  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to- 
day with  reference  to  his  understanding 
as  to  what  const. tutes  the  boundaries  of 
Louisiana. 

Mr,  DOUGLA55.     That  is,  3  miles? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    It  is  3  marine  miles. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     It  is  not  3  leagues? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. That  particular  item  is  the  only 
item  in  the  table  as  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  discovered  any  dis- 
crepancy with  the  facts.  I  should  like  to 
make  it  quite  clear  that  that  discrepancy 
Is  not  carried  through  in  the  statement 
of  the  areas  Included  within  Louisiana, 
according  to  my  understanding. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  the  contention 
of  Florida  that  Senate  Joint  ResoluUon 


13.  as  applied  to  the  facts  In  Florida's 
case,  transfers  title  and  ownership  of 
submerged  lands,  and  the  right  to  ad- 
minister them  out  10  V2  miles  on  Florida's 
west  coast? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect as  to  all  the  proprietary  rights  cov- 
ered by  the  resolution,  and  always  ex- 
cepting those  rights  which  are  necessary 
for  the  Federal  Government  to  enforce 
completely  its  jurisdiction  as  to  control 
of  navigation,  commerce,  international 
affairs,  and  the  common  defense. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  the  understand- 
ing of  the  Senator  from  Florida  that  the 
resolution  gives  to  Texas  the  claimed 
rights,  as  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  to  the  10>'2-mlle  limit? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator  uses  the  correct  words.  This 
resolution  does  not  give  anything  to  any- 
one; it  simply  recognizes  the  Texas 
limits,  provided  Texas  can,  as  I  believe 
it  can,  show  that  its  limits  were  3  leagues 
out  before  it  was  admitted  into  the 
Union,  and  that  fact  was  made  known  to 
Congress  and  Congress  approved  it.  The 
State  of  Texas  is  entitled  to  claim  that 
right  under  the  law. 

To  be  a  little  more  specific,  I  have  al- 
ways said,  and  I  now  repeat,  that  the 
joint  resolution  extends  no  State 
boundaries  beyond  the  3 -geographical - 
miles  limit.  It  simply  leaves  the  2 
States  in  the  status  which  they  now 
occupy;  and  as  to  the  only  2  States 
which  the  Senator  from  Florida  knows 
will  have  any  right  beyond  3  miles,  the 
States  of  Florida  and  Texas,  the  cases 
for  Florida  and  Texas  will  have  to  be 
brought  within  the  provisions  of  this 
resolution,  based,  in  the  one  case,  that  of 
Texf  s,  on  action  taken  prior  to  1845,  on 
the  part  of  the  Republic  of  Texas,  and 
action  taken  in  1845  by  Congress  in  ad- 
mitting Texas  into  the  Union,  along 
with  its  boundaries;  and  in  the  case  of 
Florida,  on  action  taken  in  1868.  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  al- 
ready adverted. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  further? 

Mr.  HOLLAIOD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  find  myself  in  a  difficult 
position.  Apparently,  in  the  hardening 
up  of  the  Louisiana  Purchase,  land  of 
North  Dakota  was  cut  off  from  South 
Dakota.  Within  the  past  few  years 
there  has  been  discovered  a  great  body 
of  oil  in  North  Dakota.  The  oil  has  been 
cut  off  from  us  to  the  north,  and  now, 
apparently  cut  off  to  the  south,  or  it 
would  be  if  the  desires  of  all  the  States 
along  the  coast  were  granted.  The  only 
way  by  which  the  people  of  South  Da- 
kota can  ever  have  any  interest  in  the 
oil  in  areas  which  were  a  part  of  the 
Louisiana  Purchase,  as  South  Dakota 
was,  is  to  establish,  somehow,  our  rights 
somewhere  along  the  line. 

In  view  of  what  the  Senator  has  said 
about  Louisiana  and  its  3-mile  belt  and 
its  claim  to  a  24-mile  belt  beyond  the  3 
miles,  does  not  the  Senator  believe  that 
this  would  be  an  appropriate  time  to 
make  a  declaration  in  order  to  settle 
ownership  of  the  land  on  the  Continental 
Shelf,  at  least  beyond  the  3-mile  limit? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  may  say  that  that 
would  be  done  by  the  pending  joint  reso- 
lution.  Perhaps  the  Senator  has  over- 
looked that  fact.     Such  a  provision  is 


contained  In  section  9.  page  20.  of  the 
Joint  resolution,  which  I  shall  read  into 
the  Rbcord  at  this  time: 

Sec.  9.  Nothing  In  this  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  deemed  to  affect  In  anywise  the 
rights  of  the  United  States  to  the  natxiral 
resources  of  that  portion  of  the  subsoil  and 
seabed  of  the  Continental  Shelf  lying  sea- 
ward and  outside  of  the  area  of  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters,  as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 2  hereof,  all  of  which  natural  resources 
appertain  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
Jurisdiction  and  control  of  which  by  the 
United  States  Is  hereby  confirmed. 

If  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
had  been  present  earlier  in  the  discus- 
sion, he  would  have  learned  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  estimates  of  the  best- 
trained  persons  we  have  been  able  to 
obtain  to  make  such  estimates,  one-sixth 
of  the  oil  and  gas  to  be  found  in  all  off- 
shore areas — that  is,  out  to  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf — lies  within  State  bound- 
aries, while  five-sixths  of  it  lies  without 
State  boundaries.  Considering  the  fact 
that  as  to  California  all  of  the  known 
oil  is  within  State  boundaries,  it  is  quite 
apparent  that  much  more  than  five- 
sixths  of  the  total  in  the  Continental 
Shelf  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  lies  outside 
the  boundaries  of  the  States. 

Mr.  CASE.  By  virtue  of  my  reading 
on  the  subject.  I  was  aware  of  that  gen- 
eral theory  or  estimate  with  respect  to 
the  place  where  oil  exists.  However, 
earlier  in  the  discussion  this  afternoon 
the  Senator  from  Florida  was  referring 
to  the  Louisiana  situation,  and  I  under- 
stood him  to  indicate  that  he  thought 
that  at  some  time  there  should  be  a 
definition  of  the  area  of  the  3 -mile  belt. 
Is  the  Senator  from  Florida  saying  that 
that  would  be  taken  care  of  by  the  joint 
resolution,  so  that  Louisiana  could  aiisert 
ownership  to  anything  beyond  the  3-mile 
limit? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  saying  that  the 
joint  resolution,  if  passed,  would  com- 
pletely confirm  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment all  jurisdiction  and  control  of  every 
sort  outside  the  State  boundaries  of  not 
only  Louisiana  but  also  every  other 
coastal  State. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  making  his  statement, 
what  does  the  Senator  from  Florida  have 
in  mind  with  respect  to  islands? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  With  respect  to 
Islands,  only  those  islands  which  were 
granted  to  the  States  by  the  Federal 
Government  at  the  time  the  States  came 
into  the  Union,  or  since,  if  there  be  any 
such  instances,  could  possibly  be  claimed 
by  the  States. 

Mr.  CASE.  Would  the  3  miles  extend 
from  each  island? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  As  I  recall,  the  for- 
mer Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Acheson. 
wrote  a  long  letter  to  the  committees  of 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House  which 
were  hearing  this  matter,  setting  forth 
the  understanding  which  the  State  De- 
partment had  on  the  subject.  Secretary 
Acheson  stated  that  each  island  had  its 
own  3 -mile  belt  around  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  possible,  un- 
der the  language  of  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 13  with  respect  to  submerged  lands 
extending  out  3  miles  from  the  "coast 
line."  that  the  coastline  may  be  in- 
terpreted as  being  the  outer  shores  of 
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islands  far  off  the  shores  of  the  main- 
land, as  California  has  been  claiming 
under  a  State  statute  and.  I  believe,  be- 
fore the  master  in  chancery  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  in  which  event  bound- 
aries and  ownership  could  go  out  a  long 
distance  from  the  continental  land  mass? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  My  understanding  is 
that  California  has  no  provable  case 
beyond  3  miles  from  its  mainland;  and 
that  as  to  the  islands,  its  provable  case 
would  be  3  miles  around  each  of  the 
islands.  I  so  stated  in  the  hearings  on 
thi^  matter. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  a  consum- 
mation devoutly  to  be  desired,  but  I  am 
not  at  all  satisfied  that  that  is  what  the 
Senator's  joint  resolution  would  accom- 
plish, because  the  coastline  is  not  fxilly 
and  clearly  defined. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  On  that  point.  aU  I 
can  say  is  that,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
joint  resolution  was  drafted  by  repre- 
sentatives of  the  attorneys  general  of 
44  of  the  States;  was  perfected  in  bear- 
ings in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House, 
with  changes  made  throughout  the  draft ; 
and  was  then  closely  scrutinized  many 
times  by  the  Department  of  Justice.  I 
know  of  no  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  that  holds  to  the 
contrary.  From  the  statements  of  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, and  from  private  conferences  with 
them,  it  is  our  belief  that  they  under- 
stand the  joint  resolution  exactly  as  we 
understand  it.  If  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois has  an  understanding  that  is  differ- 
ent or  contradictory.  I  should  appreciate 
his  placing  it  in  the  Record,  so  that  we 
may  see  the  basis  for  such  belief. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
in  the  California  case,  California  claimed 
that  the  line  was  3  miles  from  the  outer 
chain  of  islands? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  recall  that 
aspect  of  the  matter.  Certainly  in  the 
Supreme  Court  decision  there  is  no  such 
statement 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh,  no;  I  agree  it  is 
not  in  the  Supreme  Court  decision,  but 
in  the  record  of  the  hearings  before  the 
master  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Mr. 
William  H.  Davis. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  the  only 
document  I  have  seen  on  that  matter  is 
the  report  of  recommendations  by  the 
master  and  the  objections  made  by  both 
sides.  Neither  side  was  satisfied.  I 
understand  the  point  in  argument  before 
the  master  was  not  the  question  men- 
tioned by  the  Senator  from  lUinois.  but. 
Instead,  the  question.  What  is  the  outer 
boundary  of  inland  waters,  particularly 
of  San  Pedro  Bay? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Most  certainly  that 
was  one  question.  But  I  believe  also 
there  was  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
3  miles  should  be  measured  from  the 
continental  land  mass  or  from  a  line  con- 
necting the  outer  shoreline  of  the  chain 
of  islands  lying  off  the  coast  of  southern 
California. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Under  the  joint  res- 
olution, no  such  contention  could  be 
maintained. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  cer- 
tain of  that? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  Is  what  I  be- 
lieve, and  that  is  what  every  legal  au- 
thority I  have  coiisulted  on  the  subject 
believes.    Incidentally,  the  only  reason 


why  there  was  some  thought  to  the  con- 
trary was  some  wording  in  the  original 
joint  resolution,  which  has  been  omitted, 
which  would  have  made  the  outer  bound- 
ary of  inland  waters  farther  out  than 
that  which  is  now  provided  by  the  joint 
resolution.  The  joint  resolution  simply 
continues  the  outer  boundary  of  inland 
waters  pursuant  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  already  made.  In  the 
case  of  California  I  think  the  record 
should  also  show  that  very  deep  waters 
exist  off  the  shore  of  the  mainland  of 
California,  so.  in  my  opinion,  it  would 
certainly  be  completely  illogical  to  make 
a  claim  that  the  State  boundaries  em- 
braced those  deep  waters  and  channeLs. 
I  do  not  believe  any  such  claim  could 
possibly  be  substantiated  under  fxistir,.T 
law.  much  le.ss  under  the  joint  resolution, 
if  it  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  California.  I  am  glad  he  is 
here  to  disca-^s  the  question. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  in  1949.  as  the 
Senator  probably  knows,  the  State  of 
California  enacted  a  statute  which  pur- 
ported to  extend  its  boundaries  s^-award 
3  miles  from  the  'arthermost  islands  off 
its  coasthne. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  was  the  point 
to  AA  hich  I  referred. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Yez.  Certainly  the 
State  of  Cahfornia  was  actinu  either 
con.stitutionally  or  unconstitutionally. 
In  either  event  the  lansjuace  of  the  joint 
resolution  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida  would  not  affect  the  bound- 
aries of  the  State  of  California,  aside 
from  its  provisions  by  which  the  State  of 
California,  like  all  the  other  States  of 
the  Union,  would  be  given  title  to  the 
"histoiic  boundaries"  in  the  specific 
case.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
California  is.  of  course,  correct.  How- 
ever, the  recital  in  the  joint  resolution 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  would  absolutely  preclude 
the  State  of  California  from  succe-ssfuUy 
a.sserting  any  claim  to  a  boundary  ex- 
tending beyond  the  islands  is  the  last 
sentence  in  section  4,  which  is  the  saving 
clause  which  simply  preserves  the  situa- 
tion in  California  and  every  other  State, 
under  the  conditions  stated  in  that  sen- 
tence, which  I  read  into  the  Record: 

Nothing  In  this  section  Is  to  be  construed 
as  questioning  or  In  any  manner  prejudicing 
the  existence  of  any  State's  seaward  bound- 
ary beyond  3  geographical  miles  if  it  was 
so  provided  by  its  constitution  or  laws  prior 
to  or  at  the  time  such  State  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union,  or  if  it  has  been  heretofore 
or  is  hereafter  approved  by  Congress. 

The  Senator  from  Florida,  without 
seeking  in  any  sense  to  limit  the  State  of 
Cahfornia  or  any  other  coastal  State — 
and  he  could  not  do  so  if  he  wished  to — 
but  simply  observing  what  he  believes  to 
be  the  facts  and  law  in  the  matter,  has 
merely  stated  that  he  does  not  think  that 
reservation  would  breathe  life  into  a  stat- 
utory extension  or  attempted  extension 
of  the  boundaries  of  California  or  any 
other  State  after  the  time  of  its  admis- 
sion to  the  Union,  unless  Congress  should 
approve  such  extension- 


Mr  KUCHEL.  At  the  time  the  State 
was  admitted  to  the  Union  originally. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     Or  since. 

Mr   KUCHFIx     Or  since;  yes. 

Mr  HOLLAND.  If  Congress  did  ap- 
prove the  action  of  California,  Louisiana, 
or  Texas,  or  Uie  action  of  one  of  the  New 
Encland  States  which  might  seek  to  ex- 
tend its  boundaries  — and  I  believe  Dela- 
ware made  such  an  effort,  but  the  legis- 
lation was  pa.ssed  by  only  one  house — 
that,  of  course,  would  be  the  ri^ht  of 
Congress,  subject  to  the  law  of  nations 
as  to  how  far  it  could  exercise  such 
n.:hts. 

1  he  point  the  Senator  from  Florida  is 
making  is  th.t  he  has  not  heard  of  any 
contention  on  behalf  of  Cahfornia  that 
at  the  time  it  became  a  part  of  the  Union 
its  constitution  or  its  laws  prescribed  its 
boundaries  m  any  different  place  than 
3  Enulush  miles  off  the  shore  of  the 
mainland.  The  Senator  from  Califcr- 
nia  knows  that  there  has  been  nothing 
done  since  that  time  by  way  of  congres- 
sional action  to  extend  tho5«  boundaries; 
and  there  is  nothing  in  this  joint  resolu- 
tion which  would  affect  the  right  of  Cali- 
fornia or  any  other  State  to  claim  what 
it  thinks  it  Is  entitled  to  claim.  But 
there  is  ctrtainly  nothing  in  the  joint 
nsulution  which  would  confirm,  or  even 
ttnd  to  confirm,  a  claim  based  upon  a 
statutory  extension  of  boundaries  made 
since  the  State  was  admitted  to  the 
Union,  such  attempted  statutory  exten- 
sion not  beins  approved  by  Compress. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Or  to  deny  the  State 
that  riRht  if.  indeed,  by  its  1949  statute 
it  did  no  more  than  what  was  originally 
intended  at  the  time  the  State  came  into 
the  Union. 

Mr  HOLLAND  Of  course,  that  would 
be  a  question  for  the  courts. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
correctly  understiind  the  Senator  from 
California  to  feel  that  this  joint  resolu- 
tion would  not  foreclose  California  frcm 
claiming  the  shoreline  as  being  the  line 
connecting  the  outer  shoreline  of  the 
islands,  rather  than  the  shoreline  of  the 
continental  mass?  Does  the  Senator 
from  California  feel  that,  under  this  bill, 
California  would  not  be  foreclosed  from 
makinu'  .'■■uch  a  claim? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  should  say  that,  with 
respect  to  the  State  of  California,  the 
joint  resolution  mer.-ly  places  the  bound- 
aries as  they  existed  when  tlie  State 
came  into  the  Union,  or  as  they  may  sub- 
sequently have  been  established  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  language  of  a  statute 
enacted  by  the  Congress  at  a  later  date. 
In  any  event,  we  have  a  que.stion  unan- 
swered in  6  years  before  the  Supreme 
Court  in  connection  with  a  masters  re- 
port; and  GO  far  the  Supreme  Court  has 
not  found  where  the  outer  limits  of  the 
inland  waters  are  with  respect  to  our 
shore  line.  In  my  judgment,  whether  or 
not  the  1949  statute  is  valid  or  invalid  is 
not  touched  upon  in  any  fashion  by  this 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  California  believe  that  the  meas- 
urement of  the  seaward  boundaries  of 
Cahfornia  at  the  time  it  came  into  the 
Union  started  from  the  continental  land 
mass  or  from  the  outer  edge  of  the  chain 
of  islands? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  have  no  comment  to 
make  upon  that  question.    The  fact  is 
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that  my  State  has  enacted  a  statute  on 
this  point.  Whether  or  not  that  statute 
is  valid  is  something  for  the  courts  to 
decide,  and  quite  apart,  however,  from 
the  pending  joint  resolution. 

Mr  DOUGLAS  In  other  words,  the 
fenator  from  California  believes  that 
tliere  is  an  ambiguity  In  the  joint  reso- 
lution'' 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Not  at  all.  The  ques- 
tion of  a  definition  of  boundaries  by 
metes  and  bounds  is  something  which 
i>  not.  and  in  my  judgment  should  not 
bp  made,  a  part  of  the  joint  resolution 
before  us. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  the 
Fenator  is  suggesting  that  it  may  later  be 
decided  that  the  boundary  is  measured 
from  the  continental  land  mass,  or  it 
may  later  be  decided  that  the  boundary 
is  measured  from  the  outer  edge  of  the 
chain  of  islands  lying  off  the  continental 
land  ma.ss. 

Mr  KUCHEL.  I  think  It  would  be 
within  the  purview  of  a  court  of  compe- 
tent jurisdiction  to  determine,  in  any 
instance,  what  actually  are  the  bounda- 
ries of  a  littoral  State. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  not  that  open 
up  the  prospect,  under  this  bill,  (a>  of 
endless  litigation;  b)  of  endless  delay: 
and  (c»  of  the  possibility  of  tremendous 
extension  of  State  Iwundarles  and  State 
ownership  into  the  open  ocean? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  can  understand 
the  impatience  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  lUinois  with  the  law. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Not  at  aU. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  After  all.  the  law  Is 
not  so  certain  a  science  as.  for  example, 
mathematics  cr  other  sciences  with 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  Is  fa- 
miliar. The  Senator  from  Florida  knows 
full  well  that  If  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  should  change  its  mind  as 
to  what  constituted  the  outer  limits  of 
inland  waters,  and  should  change  it  to 
a  sufficient  degree.  It  could  open  up,  not 
only  under  this  joint  resolution,  but  of 
its  own  initiative,  questions  which  would 
reach  out  much  farther  than  anything 
we  have  been  talking  about  here. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  t)elieves 
that  the  laws,  as  announced  over  and 
over  and  over  again  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  as  to  the  delimitation  of  inland 
waters,  are  sufficiently  fixed,  definite, 
and  certain  so  that  it  would  require  a 
complete,  cataclycmlc  change  of  the 
Supreme  Court's  philosophy  in  that  field 
to  afford  any  hope  for  an  extension  of 
the  boundaries  of  the  good  State  of  Cali- 
fornia so  that  they  would  go  out  beyond 
the  islands  tis  to  all  areas  contained 
within  an  outer  line.  There  is  no  way 
for  us  to  foreclose  the  Supreme  Court 
from  changing  its  mind.  It  might 
change  its  mind  with  reference  to  inland 
waters  and  their  delimitation.  But 
failing  such  change,  the  Senator  from 
Florida  cannot  see  how.  under  this  joint 
resolution,  there  could  possibly  be  any 
serious  question  affecting  California  or 
any  other  State. 

What  we  are  talking  about  is  the 
boundaries  as  of  the  time  the  various 
States  came  Into  the  Union.  If  such 
boundaries  have  been  approved  by  Con- 
gress on  an  extended  basis  since  that 
time,  that  fact.  too.  Is  germane  In  con- 
nection with  the  Joint  resolution.    But 


unless  the  boundary  can  be  brought  into 
one  or  the  other  of  those  categories,  the 
State  is  bound  by  the  limitation  of  3 
geographic  miles,  which  apphes,  without 
constitutional  action  and  without  stat- 
utory action,  as  the  outer  limit  of  the 
claimed  boundary  of  jurisdiction  of  the 
Nation,  and  of  the  States  situated  on  the 
coast. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
GoLDWATER  In  the  chair ) .  Does  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Would  the  Senator 
from  Florida  favor  an  amendment  to 
the  joint  resolution  which  would  elimi- 
nate the  possibility  of  future  boundary 
extensions  of  States  into  the  marginal 
sea  and  further  transfers  of  ownership 
or  control  to  the  States  beyond  the  lim- 
its which  the  Senator  has  designated  as 
the  present  limits  of  the  coastal  States? 
Mr.   HOLLAND.     The  Senator   from 
Florida    hopes    that    no    amendments 
whatever  will  be  made  to  the  joint  reso- 
lution.    As   the   Senator  from   Florida 
understands,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  committed  to  the  support  of  the 
joint  resolution.     Those  acting  for  the 
President  have  checked  the  very  minor 
changes  made  up  to  this  time.   The  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  does  not  want  any  sub- 
stantial changes  of  any  sort  made  in  this 
measure.     However,  he  does  invite  the 
attention  of  his  friend  to  the  fact  that 
even  if  Congress  should  take  such  ac- 
tion now.  there  would  be  nothing  in  that 
action  to  prevent  future  Congresses  from 
adopting  a  different  point  of  view.    So 
there  would  be  little  to  be  gained  by  the 
Inclusion  of  such  a  provision  in  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  lUinois  is  merely  suggest- 
ing that  we  might  place  in  the  legislation 
that  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  says 
is  its  Intent. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  wishes  to  prepare  an  amendment 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  of  course,  will 
be  glad  to  study  it. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  he  support  it? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  But  the  Senator  from 
Florida  insists  there  is,  in  his  opinion, 
no  substance  whatever  to  the  claim  that 
the  State  of  California  can  under  pres- 
ent conditions  and^  under  the  pending 
measure  successfully  surmoimt  that  part 
of  the  California  facts  and  law  which 
fixes  its  boundaries  3  miles  offshore. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Florida  permit  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  turn  his  questioning  to  the 
field  of  so-called  inland  waters? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  Gladly. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Supreme  Court  In  an  unbroken  series 
of  decisions  has  stated  that  ownership 
of  and  title  to  submerged  lands  under 
navigable  inland  waters  belong  to  the 
States? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Supreme  Court 
decided  that  the  SUtes  have  qualified 
ownership  in  the  bottoms  or  beds  under 
their  inland  waters.  However.  I  doubt 
whether  the  Supreme  Comt  has  stated 
that  point  any  more  often  than  mem- 
bers of  the  Supreme  Court  had  stated 
in  cases  prior  to  the  bringing  of  the  Cali- 


fornia case  that  the  same  situation  ob- 
tained as  to  all  lands  under  waters  Ijdng 
within  State  boundaries. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  correct  to 
say  that  in  every  case,  up  until  the 
California  case,  the  lands  involved  were 
(a)  true  tidelands.  or  lands  daily  washed 
by  the  tide,  (b)  submerged  lands  under 
bays  and  ports,  (c)  submerged  lands 
under  rivers,  and  (d)  submerged  lands 
under  inland  lakes,  and  that  in  every 
case  the  Court  held  the  ownership  in 
and  title  to  such  lands  rested  in  the 
States? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes;  but  the  Court 
sometimes  used  a  good  deal  more  general 
language  than  that.  Furthermore,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  not  correct  In 
saying  that  the  cases  are  limited  to  the 
subjects  which  he  mentions.  The  Flor- 
ida case  of  Skiriotes  versus  Florida  has 
to  do  with  the  enforcement  of  police 
laws  of  the  State  of  Florida  in  the  open 
sea. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  did  not  Involve 
ownership  of  submerged  lands;  it  in- 
volved questions  of  control  over  fishing 
rights. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. However,  the  whole  general  sub- 
ject matter  of  where  control  lay.  whether 
in  the  State  or  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, was  a  part  of  that  case.  There 
have  been  other  cases  not  yet  cited.  For 
instance,  the  Senator  from  Florida  is 
looking  at  a  quotation  from  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  case  ol  MancheS' 
ter  v.  Massachusetts  (139  U.  S.,  240),  In 
which  a  very  responsible  and  highly  re- 
garded Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
writing  a  decision  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
which  was,  I  believe,  unanimous,  used 
these  words: 

The  extent  of  the  territorial  'Jurisdiction 
of  Massachusetts  over  the  sea  adjacent  to 
Its  coast  is  that  of  an  Independent  nation, 
and,  except  so  far  as  any  right  of  control 
over  this  territory  has  been  granted  to  the 
United  States,  this  control  remains  in  the 
State. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    What  Is  that  case? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  is  the  case  of 
Manchester  against  Massachusetts.  It 
Is  a  fishing  case.  It  had  to  do  with  the 
waters  of  Buzzards  Bay.  Again,  the  wa- 
ters of  Buzzards  Bay  are  within  a  bay 
which  I  beheve  would  be  held  and  should 
be  held  to  be  inland  water. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Has  It  not  always 
been  so  regarded? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  has;  but  the  point 
I  am  making  Is  that  the  Supreme  Court 
time  after  time  has  used  general  lan- 
guage, which  it  regarded  as  having  no 
particular  effect  when  It  later  decided 
the  California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana 
cases. 

Incidentally,  let  me  call  this  further 
fact  to  the  attention  of  my  distinguished 
friend  from  IlUnols.  Those  who  adopt 
his  view  In  this  matter  are  very  reluc- 
tant to  give  any  force  and  effect  at  all 
to  obiter  dicta,  or  statements  made  by 
the  court  In  decisions  which  were  not 
necessary  to  a  determination  of  the  facts 
in  the  case. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Such  statements  are 
irrelevant  and  not  germane. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yet  they  are  asking 
us  to  give  attention  to  obiter  dicta  In 
connection  with  the  California.  Texas, 
and  Louisiana  cases,  in  their  finding,  for 
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Instance,  that  the  Thirteen  Original 
States  neyer  had  jxirisdiction  out  to  sea 
beyond  3  miles,  and  in  the  refereiKses  of 
the  Court  to  other  States  of  the  Union 
which  were  not  before  the  Court  at  the 
time. 

So  we  shall  ask  and  hope  that  the 
distingiiished  Senator  will  be  consistent, 
and  when  he  claims  the  benefit  of  obiter 
dicta,  he  will  be  gracious  enough  to  admit 
that  obiter  dicta  have  the  same  effect 
when  pronounced  by  48  judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  over  a  long  series  of 
years,  each  of  whom  said,  in  effect,  that 
it  was  his  imderstanding  that  the  States 
owned  the  lands  under  their  waters  out 
to  their  boundaries,  including  both  tidal 
waters  and  inland  waters. 

Therefore  the  question  of  obiter  dicta 
must  be  allowed  play  in  both  directions 
in  a  discussion  of  this  subject. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  let  it  apply  in  both  directions. 
The  Senator  from  Illinois,  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  well  knows,  is  not  a 
lawyer,  and  cannot  contend  with  him 
in  legal  ability.  But  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  understands  that  the  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  California  case 
was  to  the  effect,  first,  that  the  Orig- 
inal Thirteen  States  could  not  have  own- 
ership in  and  title  to  any  of  the  lands 
situated  seaward  from  the  low-water 
mark,  because  it  was  generally  asserted 
first  by  the  Federal  Grovernment  in  1793, 
under  Thomas  Jefiferson.  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  ownership  of  and 
title  to  such  lands. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
Interrupt  at  this  point  to  say  that  none 
of  the  Thirteen  Original  States  was  be- 
fore the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  None  of  the  Thirteen 
Original  States  was  a  party,  nor  was  the 
bottom  land  of  those  States  before  the 
Court.  So,*  the  decision  of  the  Court, 
and  the  effort  to  deprive  the  Thirteen 
Original  States  of  their  opportunity  to 
be  heard  by  the  Court,  is  on  a  par  with 
what  recently  happened  when  the  for- 
mer President  of  the  United  States 
sought  to  declare  a  naval  oil  reserve  not 
merely  over  the  lands  and  waters  of 
California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  which 
States  had  had  their  day  in  Court,  but 
also  over  the  waters  of  Mississippi,  Ala- 
bama. Florida,  and  other  States,  both  on 
the  Pacific  and  the  Atlantic,  ignoring 
the  fact  that  they  never  had  had  their 
day  in  Court,  but  showing  complete  will- 
ingness to  reach  out  and  grab  the  land 
for  the  United  States  Goverrmient.  in 
such  a  way  as  to  deprive  sovereign  States 
of  a  right  to  be  heard  by  their  Court,  our 
Court,  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Florida  permit  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  observe  that  he  proves  too 
much?  He  said  that  the  Supreme  Court 
indulged  in  obiter  dictum  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case,  because  it  cited  the  fact  that 
the  Original  Thirteen  States  did  not  pos- 
sess ownership  of  or  title  to  submerged 
lands.  But  this  was  precisely  the  oppo- 
site argument  to  that  which  was  ad- 
vanced by  the  State  of  California  as  the 
basis  of  her  claim.  California  argued 
that  the  Original  Thirteen  States  did 
have  ownership  in  and  title  to  the  sub- 
merged lands;  and  that,  since  it  came 
into  the  Uiuon  on  an  equal  looting  with 


the  Original  Thirteen  States,  it  was  en- 
titled to  the  submerged  lands  off  its 
shores  also. 

In  elaborating  its  ruling  denying  the 
validity  of  this  California  argument,  the 
Supreme  Court  conceded  the  application 
«uid  vaUdity  of  the  equal-footing  clause 
in  the  statute  admitting  California  to 
the  Union. 

So,  if  the  Senator  from  Florida  says 
that  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
as  to  the  Thirteen  Original  States  and 
as  to  the  equal-footing  clause  is  obiter 
dictum  and  therefore  falls,  then  the 
claims  of  Te.xas.  Florida.  California,  and 
Louisiana,  all  of  which  came  in  after  the 
Thirteen  Original  States  were  admitted, 
fall  kIso.  I  do  not  believe  that  in  any  of 
the  cases  the  Supreme  Court  was  in- 
dulging in  obiter  dictum.  Those  sec- 
tions of  the  decisions  which  we  are  dis- 
cussing seem  to  me  relevant  and  neces- 
sary to  the  Court's  rulinus 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  would  be  very 
exciting  if  it  should  be  the  fact.  How- 
ever, as  a  matter  of  fact,  not  one  of  the 
Thirteen  Original  State.s  had  had  its  day 
m  Court,  as  Florida.  Alabama,  and  Mi.s- 
sissippi  have  not  had  their  day  in  Court, 
and  as  the  two  States  on  the  Pacific 
seaboard  north  of  California  have  not 
had. 

The  only  place  now  existent  in  all  the 
Nation  where  this  question  can  be  rea- 
sonably settled,  so  as  to  obvmto  the  ab- 
solute necessity  of  litigation  affectinc; 
each  of  these  States,  and  also  the  ne- 
cessity of  litigation  affectine  countles.s 
local  communities  and  private  indi- 
viduals, is  the  Concrress  of  the  United 
States;  and  here  is  where  we  are  try- 
ing to  settle  the  question,  in  ordpr  to 
obviate  hundreds  or  thousands  of  cases 
which  may  otherwise  have  to  be  filed, 
and  to  obviate  lony  delays  such  as  have 
already  occurred  in  the  California  case 
for  example,  in  which  approximately  6 
years  have  elapsed  since  the  Supreme 
Court  committed  the  question  to  a  spe- 
cial master  to  determine  where  the 
boundary  of  15 '2  miles  of  inland  waters 
was  on  the  shore  of  California.  They  are 
still  struETErlina  over  those  15 '2  miles,  out 
of  a  thousand  miles  of  coastline  of  the 
good  State  of  California;  and  they  have 
not  yet  reached  Oregon  or  Washington. 
and  they  have  not  yet  reached  the  other 
coastal  States. 

Nevertheless,  the  Senator  from  1111- 
noLs,  and  the  Senators  who  join  with 
him.  apparently  do  not  want  to  see  this 
question  settled,  ignoring  the  fact  that 
Congress  is  the  only  place  where  it  can 
be  settled,  and  ignoring  the  further  fact 
that  Mr.  Justice  Black  in  writing  the 
majority  decision  in  the  California  case. 
almost  closed  his  opinion  with  a  state- 
ment— I  think  it  is  the  next  to  the  last 
paragraph— to  the  effect  that  he  and  the 
Court  do  not  believe  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  will  be  unjust  to 
States,  local  communities,  and  hterally 
thousands  of  private  owners. 

I  do  not  see  how  he  could  have  made 
any  more  clear  the  suggestion  that  in 
Congress  was  the  place  for  the  ques- 
tion to  be  settled.  We  are  trying  to  set- 
tle it.  We  hope  that  we  may  have  the 
cooperation  to  that  end  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Illinois  and  of 
his  friends. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  that  it  is 
the  desire  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and  the  other  Senators  who  hold  simi- 
lar opinions  on  the  pending  resolution 
to  treat  both  the  coastal  States  and  the 
private  lessees  with  complete  equity 
In  the  so-called  Anderson  bill.  S.  107, 
which  we  are  sponsoring,  we  are  pro- 
posing to  turn  over  to  the  coastal  States 
37 '2  percent  of  all  royalties  obtained 
from  resources  inside  the  3 -mile  limit, 
and  to  continue  unchecked  the  rights  of 
the  existing  lessees  from  the  States. 

So  the  idea  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  those  of  us  who  are  support- 
ing the  claims  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment are  trying  to  gouge  the  coactal 
States  or  their  les.sees  is  not  well  taken. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  think  Uie  Senator 
from  Illinois  should  have  said,  because 
he  ha.s  more  of  a  case  than  he  haa  Indi- 
cated, that  he  and  his  associates  are 
willin'.;  in  their  bill  to  quiet  the  title  to 
some  billions  of  dollars'  worth  of  sub- 
merged lands  off  the  States. 

Mr.  DOUGI.AS.  The  Senator  will 
point  that  out. 

Mr  HOLLAND  At  this  time  I  wi.sh  to 
comment  on  it,  because  I  believe  it  is  a 
completely  inconsistent  and  discrimina- 
tory provision. 

It  happens  tliat  the  State  of  Florida 
has  almost  throughout  its  length  beaches 
which  are  susceptible  of  development. 
It  has  hundreds  of  miles  of  beautiful 
beaches,  where  cities,  hotels,  apartments, 
boating  facilities,  and  other  develop- 
ment.s  can  be  erected.  Unfortunately. 
t.he  -State  of  Louisiana  does  not  have  that 
kind  of  coa.stline.  but  it  has  along  its 
coast  great  assets  of  a  different  kind. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  and  his  as- 
sociates have  been  suggesting  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  and  to  other  Sena- 
tors whase  States  are  in  a  similar  situa- 
tion. "If  you  go  along  with  us.  we  will 
quiet  the  title  of  your  own  State  and  your 
own  public  units  and  your  own  thou- 
sands of  private  owners  to  these  proper- 
ties if  you  will  help  us  take  away  from 
Louisiana  and  Texas  what  they  happen 
to  have  along  a  coastline  that  is  com- 
pletely different  from  yours." 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  that  Is 
equity.  I  believe  it  is  discrimination.  I 
btheve  that  all  the  values,  whatever 
there  are.  within  the  coastal  belt  lying 
off  the  shores  of  the  several  States — and 
in  different  places  the  values  vary — have 
to  t>e  considered  at  one  time.  So  far  as 
I  know,  there  Is  no  oil  in  the  submerged 
lands  lying  off  the  State  of  Florida. 
Many  millions  of  dollars  have  been  spent 
in  an  effort  to  discover  oil  there,  but  no 
oil  has  yet  been  discovered.  However.  I 
wish  to  have  equity  done  to  Texas,  Loui- 
siana, and  Cahfoniia. 

Furthermore,  if  oil  were  to  be  discov- 
ered off  the  coast  of  Florida.  I  do  not 
wish  to  have  settled  in  Washington,  far 
removed  from  the  scene  of  production, 
the  question  of  whether  oil-development 
operations  should  be  had  just  off  of  the 
front  steps  of  a  hotel  in  Miami  or  of  a 
hotel  in  Jack.sonville  or  of  a  hotel  in 
Palm  Beach.  I  want  there  to  be  local 
control  regarding  the  question  of  how 
that  development  shall  occur,  and  I  be- 
heve  that  is  the  only  sound  kind  of  con- 
trol. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois  and  his  friends 
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have  been  trying  as  hard  as  they  could 
to  make  this  matter  exclusively  one  of 
oil    for  they  have  been  willing  to  give 
away  everything  el?e,  provided  only  that 
th:-v  can  hold  on  to  some  oil  and  gas 
as.ets  which  are  found  in  portions  of 
only  3  States  out  of  the  approximately 
20  or  22  States  which  are  affected,  not 
including   the   Great   Lakes   States.     It 
.seems  to  me  that  is  not  equity;  and  I 
hope  my  distinguished  friend  from  IIM- 
nois  will   reexamine  the  situation  and 
Will  determine  whether  in  his  judgment 
it  IS  equity  to  give  to  one  State  all  it  can 
c'aim,  simply  because  its  frontage  hap- 
p  ns  to  be  of  the  type  I  have  mentioned. 
but  to  deny  to  a  sister  State,  which  has 
a  different  type  of  frontage,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  properties  which  are  found 
off  its  shores. 

Mr  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me? 
Ihe  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr.  Pot- 
ter in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Lsland? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr.    PASTORE.     The    Senator    from 
Florida  at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks 
this  afternoon  pointed  out  that  the  com- 
parative acreage  which  would  be  under 
State  control,  as  against  Federal  con- 
trol under  the  provisions  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  would  be.  I  believe,  five- 
sixths,  as  compared  to  one-sixth. 
Mr    HOLLAND.     No. 
Mr    PASTORE.     Or   perhaps  It   was 
nine-tenths,  as  compared  to  one-tenth. 
Mr   HOLLAND.     Nine -tenths  as  com- 
pared to  one-tenth  in  the  case  of  the 
area;   five-sixths  as  compared  to  one- 
sixth,  in  the  case  of  the  estimated  pro- 
duction of  oil  and  gas,  as  determined  by 
the  best  estimates  available. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  That  leads  me  to  a 
question  which  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Florida. 
Has  there  been  any  reliable  estimate,  or 
any  estimate  that  is  reliable  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida, 
as  to  what  the  comparative  resources 
would  be  in  terms  of  the  value  of  the  oil. 
as  against  the  five-sixths  and  the  one- 
sixth? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  would  know  of  no 
basis  for  fixing  that  value,  except  the 
barrel  basis,  which  would  be  the  same  in 
both  places. 

However,  in  the  deeper  water  In  the 
off-shore  belt  it  is  quite  possible  that  the 
cost  of  production  would  be  greater  than 
it  would  l>e  in  the  more  narrow  belt  along 
the  States.  Except  for  that  difference. 
I  see  no  difference  between  a  barrel  of 
oil  produced  10  feet  beyond  a  State 
boundary  and  a  barrel  of  oil  produced 
10  feet  within  a  State  boundary. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Neither  do  I  see  any 
difference  at  all. 

The  reason  for  my  question  is  that 
there  have  been  many  estimates  as  to  the 
worth  of  these  oil  resources.  I  have 
heard  the  figure  $40  bilUon  mentioned. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  believe 
that  estimate  to  be  correct? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  that  esU- 
mates  of  that  size,  and  even  greater  esti- 
mates—and some  of  the  estimates  have 
amounted  to  as  much  as  $300  billion- 
are  simply  figments  of  someone's  imag- 
ination, because  the  best  qualified  ex- 
perts in  this  field  have  arrived  at  much 


smaller  estimates.  I  am  glad  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  has  asked  the 
question. 

The  amount  of  proved  reserves  now 
existing  offshore  California,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana  Is  259  million  barrels  only. 
The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  will  find 
the  figures  on  that  point  in  table  V  in 
the  hearings.  The  amount  of  the  esti- 
mated proved  reserves  appears  on  page 
577.  in  table  V.  There  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  will  find  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  testimony  of  the  geological 
experts  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, it  is  stated  that  the  complete  esti- 
mated proved  reserves  within  State 
boundaries  are  as  follows: 

Eighty-four  million  barrels,  in  the  case 
of  Louisiana. 

Fifteen  million  barrels  of  oil,  in  the 
case  of  Texas,  together  with  75,000,000 
thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas. 

In  the  case  of  California,  16a  million 
barrels  of  oil — or  a  total  of  259  million 
barrels  of  oil. 

That  is  approximately  a  32  days'  sup- 
ply of  oil  for  this  Nation.  That  is  all  the 
oil  that  is  known  to  exist  within  State 
boundaries,  as  stated  by  the  geological 
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The  royalties  to  accrue  over  a  period  of 
25  or  30  years  constitute  only  a  small 
amount.  My  recollection  is  that  all-told 
it  would  be  approximately  $50  million 
to  the  Federal  Government  and  approx- 
imately $30  million  to  the  State  govern- 
ments. Howe -er,  as  to  that  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  can  make  his  own 
computations. 

With  reference  to  the  estimated  re- 
serves which  are  seaward  of  traditional 
State  boundaries,  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  will  see  the  figures  stated 
in  the  lower  portion  of  the  same  table. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  it  would  be  well 
at  this  point  for  me  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  table  V.  rs  it  appears  on 
page  577  of  the  hearings,  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


Table  y— Estimated  proved  reserves 

niXDS  wrrHIN  TH»  ABEA  CLAIMED  BY  UNITED 
STATES  BUT  LANDWARD  OK  TRADmONAL  STATE 
BOtTNDARIES 


Plate  and  product 


I>oiiisiana:  Oil  or  oil  and 

eas. 
Texas: 

on  .- 

Oas - 

CalJornia    Oil.. 


Niim 

N  r  of     EsUmate*!  proved 
luovcd  rostrves 

fu'ldj 


S4,00P,000  harrcls. 


l.'..0OO,0(X)  barrels.'- 
7S,00(>,noi»  thousand 

cuMc  feet.' 
IGU.UXi.OOO  tiarrels. 


FIELDS  SEAWARD   OT  TRADITIONAL   STATE 
BOUNDARIES 


Louisiana: 

Oil  or  oil  and  pas 


Texa.*: 
Call/oruJa 


335.non,000  barrels 
2,ioo,n(to.noo  thou 
sand  cubic  feet. 
None. 
None. 


1  EstlmatM  based  on  incomplete  data. 
>  Includes  2  gas  and  12  oil  and  gas  fields. 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  will  notice  from  the  table 
that  the  only  estimated  proved  reserves 
outside  the  traditional  boundaries  of  the 


States  are  in  Louisiana,  where  they  are 
stated  to  be  335  million  barrels.  Of 
course,  under  the  philosophy  of  the 
pending  measure,  that  is  wholly  the 
property  of  the  Federal  Government,  and 
is  so  confirmed  by  the  pending  joint 
resolution. 

With  reference  to  the  areas  in  gen- 
eral, and  the  estimates  of  the  amoxmt 
of  oil  to  be  found,  as  given  by  these  ex- 
perts in  the  field  of  geology,  the  Senator 
will  find  those  figures  on  another  page 
of  the  printed  report,  page  584.     If  he 
will  turn  to  that  page,  he  will  find  that 
the  total  estimated  amount,  nonproved 
and  proved— the  table  includes  both — 
in  the  case  of  Texas,  within  its  State 
boundaries,  is  1.2  biUion  barrels,  and  for 
the    entire    Continental    Shelf    off    the 
Texas  coast  including  the  1.2  it  is  9  bU- 
lion  barrels.     In  the  case  of  Louisiana, 
he  will  find  that  0.25  biUion  barrels  is 
estimated    as    the    total    amount,   both 
proved    and     unproved,     within    State 
boundaries    off    the    Louisiana    coast; 
whereas,  for  the  entire  Continental  Shelf 
off  the  Louisiana  coast  the  estimate  is 
4  billion  barrels.     In  the  case  of  CaU- 
fornia,  the  similar  amounts  are  1.1  bil- 
lion barrels  within  the  3  sea  miles,  or  ^ 
31/2  land  miles,  of  the  coast,  and  for  the  * 
entire  Continental  Shelf  off  the  CaU- 
fornia  coast.  2  billion  barrels,  including 
the  1.1  billion  barrels;  or  a  total  overall 
of    15    billion    barrels    estimated,    both 
proved  and  unproved,  cf  which  13  bil- 
lion barrels  are  outside  State  boundaries, 
and  2-billion-plus  barrels  are  estimated 
to  be  within  State  boundaries. 

So  the  Senator  will  zee  that,  even  using 
the  maximum  figures  estimated  by  the 
geologists  of  the  Department,  we  are 
talking  about  something  over  2  billion 
barrels  within  all  the  State  boundaries, 
to  be  produced  over  the  next  25.  30  or 
some  say  even  50  years.  Consequently, 
the  amounts  of  money  to  be  figured  by 
way  of  royalties  are  indeed  small  as 
compared  to  the  astronomic  figures  I 
have  heard  mentioned  over  the  radio 
and  have  read  in  some  of  the  newspaper 
columns.  There  is  no  just  basis  at  all 
for  such  astronomic  figures. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Does  the  resolution. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13,  make  any 
claim  whatever  to  a  percentage  of  the  oil 
that  is  beyond  the  so-called  statutory 
boundary? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  None  whatever.  To 
the  contrary,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  13) .  in  section  9— which  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  read— makes  it  very  clear 
that  not  only  will  all  the  natural  re- 
sources in  the  outer  shelf  appertain  to 
the  United  States,  but  that  the  juris- 
diction and  control  of  everything  in  the 
outer  shelf  is  confirmed  in  the  United 

The  unfair,  imtrue  propaganda  about 
this  measure  has  gone  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  make  people  shudder,  when  what 
they  are  really  anxious  to  get  at  is  the 
facts.  The  very  idea  that  some  colum- 
nists and  some  commentators,  too,  have 
stooped  to  the  practice  of  reporting, 
where  all  can  hear  it.  such  extravagant 
claims  as  that  there  are  involved  200 
billions  of  barrels  of  oil,  or  300  bilhons 
of  barrels,  and  that  the  share  for  one 
State  for  a  certain  year,  if  it  were  split 
among  the  States,  would  be  $9  milUon. 
I  heard  such  a  statement  over  the  air 
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not  long  ago,  as  to  one  of  our  smaller 
States. 

Such  statements  are  so  completely 
variant  from  the  facts  as  to  be  disturb- 
ing ;  but.  under  our  system  of  free  speech, 
such  is  the  latitude  given  to  permit  the 
propagandizing  of  people  who  only  want 
to  know  the  facts.  I  may  say  that  they 
are  gradually  getting  the  facts,  because 
conservative  papers  and  some  of  the  con- 
servative broadcasters  have  finally  come 
to  the  point  of  telling  the  facts  just  as 
they  were  told  in  the  two  editorials  which 
the  Senator  from  Florida  placed  in  the 
Record  earlier,  the  one  from  the  Wash- 
ington News,  the  other  from  the  Wash- 
ington Star.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  for  his  questions. 

Now,  Mr.  President.  I  come  to  the 
legal  case,  and  I  shall  yield  for  question- 
ing at  the  termination  of  my  discussion 
of  that  phase.  Because  of  the  recent 
rulings  of  the  Supreme  Court,  it  is  nec- 
essary to  consider  briefly  the  legal  ques- 
tions involved  in  this  controversy.  I 
shall  not  deal  with  them  at  length,  for 
many  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  they 
have  been  hashed  and  rehashed  in  the 
hearings  and  in  the  debates.  In  the 
next  place,  there  are  two  Members  of 
the  Senate,  namely,  the  Senator  from 
Texas  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
who  are  so  much  better  qualified  than 
is  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  speak 
about  all  the  legal  details  that  he  yields 
to  them,  and  particularly,  because  the 
Senator  from  Florida  feels  that  what  the 
Senate  wants  in  this  Record  and  what 
the  people  are  hungry  for  are  the  facts 
in  this  case.  So  it  is  to  the  facts  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Florida  will 
largely  confine  himself  after  this  brief 
discussion  of  the  legal  case. 

THE    LEG.AL    CASE 

In  the  face  of  exceptionally  strong  evi- 
dence of  historic  ownership  and  use  of 
the  submerged  coastal  lands  by  the  re- 
spective States,  the  Supreme  Court  in  its 
latest  decisions  has  seen  fit  to  declare 
that  the  Federal  Government  holds 
paramount  rights  in  these  lands. 

This  holding  contravenes  the  earlier 
beliefs  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  fre- 
quently stated  by  them. 

State  ownership  of  the  offshore  lands 
in  question  had  always  been  recognized 
by  the  Federal  courts  in  their  decisions 
up  until  the  recent  decision  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  even 
in  the  California  case,  in  the  majority 
opinion.  Mr.  Justice  Black  frankly  con- 
cedes that  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  had  in  previous  decisions — 

Many  times  •  •  •  used  language  strong 
enough  to  Indicate  that  the  Court  then  be- 
lieved that  State  not  only  owned  tldelands 
and  soil  under  navigable  inland  waters  but 
also  owned  soils  under  all  navigable  waters 
within  their  territorial  jurisdiction,  whether 
inland  or  not. 

Those  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Justice 
Black,  who  wrote  the  majority  decision 
against  the  States,  in  the  California  case, 
and  even  he  recognized  that  he  had  to 
change  the  law  to  reach  that  decision. 
because  of  the  fact  that  so  many  Justices 
before  that  time,  in  statements  which  he 
held  to  be  obiter  dicta — and  I  think  they 
werOTi-^d  so  frequently  and  clearly  held 
tbatjibere  was  no  question  as  to  their 
toeUffttiat  the  States  did  own  the  soils 


beneath  their  navigable  waters,  whether 
inland  or  outside.  Certainly  the  record 
bears  out  this  statement  of  Mr.  Justice 
Black,  and  I  should  like  at  this  time  to 
insert  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  list  of 
the  Supreme  Court  Justices  who,  in  their 
written  opinions,  held  and  expressed, 
through  the  many  years  of  the  life  of 
this  Nation,  just  such  a  belief. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  of 
Justices  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

List     f  Justices 

Chief  Justice  Harlan  Fiske  Stone.  Chief 
Justice  Charles  Evans  Hughes.  Associate  Jus- 
tice Louis  D.  Brandeis,  A.-^socmte  Justice 
Benjamin  M.  Carduzo.  A.ssociate  Justice 
Owen  J.  Roberts.  Associate  Ju.stice  Willis 
Van  Devanter.  Associate  Justice  George 
Sutherland.  Associate  Justice  Pierce  Butler. 
Associate  Justice  James  C  McReynolds. 
Chief  Justice  Wihlam  Howard  Taft.  Associate 
Justice  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes.  Associate 
Justice  Edward  Terry  Sanf  >rd.  Chief  Justice 
Edward  Douglas  White,  Associate  Justice 
Joseph  McKenna.  Associate  Justice  William 
R.  Day.  Associate  Justice  Mahlon  Pitney, 
Associate  Justice  John  H.  Clarke.  Associate 
Justice  John  Marshall  Harlan.  Associate  Jus- 
tice Horace  H.  Lurton.  Associate  Justice 
Joseph  R.  Lamar.  Chief  Justice  Melville  W. 
Puller.  Associate  Justice  David  J  Brewer, 
Associate  Justice  Rufus  W.  Peckliam,  Asso- 
ciate Justice  William  H.  M(j<x1v  Asscx'iate 
Justice  Henry  B  Brown.  As.sociate  Justice 
George  Shlras.  Associate  Justice  Stephen  J. 
Field.  Associate  Justice  Horace  Gray.  Asso- 
ciate Justice  Howell  E  Jackson.  Associate 
Justice  Joseph  P  Bradley.  A.ssociate  Justice 
Samuel  Blatchford.  Associate  Justice  Lucius 
Q.  C.  Lamar.  Associate  Justice  Samuel  F. 
Miller.  Chief  Justice  Morrison  R  Waite.  A.sso- 
ciate Justice  Nathan  Clifford.  Associate  Jus- 
tice Noah  H.  Swayne.  Associate  Justice  David 
Davis,  Associate  Justice  William  Strong.  As- 
sociate Justice  Ward  Hunt,  Chief  Justice 
Salmon  P.  Chase.  Associate  Justice  James  M. 
Wayne,  Associate  Justice  Samuel  Nel.son.  As- 
sociate Justice  Robert  C  Grier.  Chief  Justice 
Roger  B.  Taney.  Associate  Justice  Joseph 
Story,  Associate  Justice  John  McLean.  Asso- 
ciate Justice  John  McKinley.  Associate  Jus- 
tice Peter  V.  Daniel. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
read  this  entire  list,  but  I  do  call  to  your 
attention  the  fact  that  the  names  of  such 
jurists  as  Charles  Evans  Hughes,  William 
Howard  Taft,  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes, 
and  Louis  D.  Brandeis,  appear  on  this 
list  of  48  Justices. 

After  reading  many  opinions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  regarding  this  subject,  I 
agree  with  the  statement  found  on  page 
7  of  the  report  which  the  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee  filed  on  the  submerged 
lands  question  in  the  second  session  of 
the  80th  Congress.  After  quoting  the 
excerpts  from  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice 
Black  cited  above,  the  Senate  committee 
said: 

Thus  the  Court  by  Its  decision  not  only 
established  a  law  differently  from  what 
eminent  Jurists,  lawyers,  and  public  offi- 
cials for  more  than  a  century  had  believed 
it  to  be,  but  also  differently  from  what  the 
Supreme  Court  had  believeti  it  to  be. 

This  decision  has  resulted  in  chaos  and 
complete  instability,  and  as  a  matter  of 
sound  public  policy  must  be  corrected. 
This  is  the  only  place  where  it  can  be 
properly  corrected.  As  you  know,  in 
the  decision  in  the  California  case  the 
Court  was  divided  6  to  2.  and  in  the 


Texas  case  the  division  and  by  the  even 
closer  margin  of  4  to  3,  and  obviously  a 
change  in  the  personnel  of  the  Court 
could  very  ea.sily  cau.'-e  a  reversal  of  this 
decision.  This  fact  alone  causes  confu- 
sion and  instability. 

Mr.  President,  when  people  who  are 
asked  to  invest,  or  who  wish  to  invest, 
millions  of  dollars  for  a  certain  develop- 
ment in  this  area,  are  aware  that  the 
Supreme  Court  itself  is  just  as  evenly  di- 
vided as  it  is  po.s.*;ible  to  divide  it,  they 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  law  may  be 
changed  overnight  with  the  accession  of 
a  new  judge,  and  .so  they  hesitate  to  in- 
vest, and  as  a  result,  development  is 
stayed. 

The  second  situation  of  instability  is 
the  refusal  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  rule 
on  the  question  of  title,  which  refusal  has 
immeasurably  increa.sed  the  difficulty. 
The  certain  result  will  be  long  and  com- 
plicated  litigation. 

Mr.  Pre.^^ident,  I  desire  to  say.  to  the 
credit  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  that 
It  realized  thi<^,  and  ask^d  in  its  prayer 
that  the  title  be  determined.  When  the 
first  decision  came  down  in  the  Califor- 
nia ca.se.  It  (ailed  to  determine  the  title, 
but  simply  announced  in  whom  para- 
mount ritiht  lay,  and  held  that  the  States 
did  not  have  title  The  Department  of 
Justice  a^ain  realized  how  much  confu- 
sion the  decision  was  causing,  and  it  went 
back  to  the  Supreme  Court  and  asked  the 
Court  to  rewrite  its  opinion  and  decision 
so  as  to  determine  and  decide  the  ques- 
tion of  title.  The  Court  failed  to  do  so. 
I  .say  that  fact  con.^-titutes  another  ele- 
ment of  grave  instability  which  .shakes 
the  chance  for  any  titles  to  be  p>erma- 
nently  established  in  the  area  which  is 
affected,  and  it  al.so  kills  the  chance  of 
any  development  moving  forward. 

Further  complicating  future  litigation, 
the  court  will  be  faced  with  many  dif- 
ferences in  the  various  State  constitu- 
tions. That  is  another  matter  cau-sing 
instability. 

A  good  illustration  of  this  arise^  under 
the  Washington  State  Constitution.  In 
this  case,  the  State  of  Washingtcn  in 
Its  constitution,  ratified  before  it  became 
a  State,  specifically  as.serted  its  owner- 
ship to  the  beds  and  shores  of  all  naviga- 
ble waters  w ithin  its  boundary  which  was 
fixed  at  1  marine  lea:,'ue  in  the  Pacific 
Ocean. 

The  Court  is  never  going  to  reach  the 
ultimate  problem  until  it  gets  to  the 
State  of  Washington,  because  the  con- 
stitution of  that  State  specifically  recites 
in  one  of  its  articles  that  the  State  has 
complete  sovereignty  over  the  area  lying 
within  Its  border,  which  is  flxed  at  3 
miles  offshore. 

The  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Flor- 
ida, adopted  February  25,  1868,  ratified 
by  the  people  of  Florida  May  4  to  6.  1868, 
and  approved  by  Congress  June  25.  1868, 
fixing  the  State  boundaries  on  the  West 
coast  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  at  3  leagues 
from  the  land,  pre.sents  still  another  var- 
iation. The  constitutions  of  the  Original 
Thirteen  States  present  still  further  and 
varied  problems  in  this  regard.  It  Is 
easy  to  see  that  these  varying  situations 
in  the  several  States  will  necessarily 
cause  much  confusion  and  multiplicity  of 
litigation. 

I  pause  long  enough  to  say.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  con- 
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stitutions  and  the  laws  in  various 
States  are  different,  that  if  the  Govern- 
rnint  had  taken  a  proper  attitude  it 
V ould  have  required  that  each  coa.-Aal 
«=titc  be  given  the  right  to  have  its  own 
situation  litigated  before  it  began  to 
n  ach  out  and  grab  submerged  lands  in 
^tiics  which  have  not  had  their  day  in 
court,  as  it  did  in  the  recent  past. 

Still  further  instability  in  the  present 
c-'mpletely  unsettled  condition  appears 
vhen  we  note  that  although  the  Cali- 
fornia case  was  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Cuurt  in  1947.  now.  almost  6  years  later 
the  Court  has  not  yet  determined  what 
1  the  coast  line  of  the  proven  oil-bearing 
15'.  miles  of  their  nearly  1.000-mile- 
Inng  coast  .so  that  it  can  be  ascertained 
v.hTe  the  paramount  rights  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  begin.  I  predict  that 
if  Congress  does  not  act  by  passing  our 
bill  or  a  similar  measure  such  inaction 
will  bring  endless  years  of  litigation, 
completely  defeating  for  generations  any 
stability  of  title  and  all  hope  of  adequate 
development  in  our  marginal  belt. 

Mr  President,  in  our  State  we  can 
fori  this  situation.  We  know  that  de- 
velopment in  this  disputed  area  stopped 
w  hrn  the  decisions  were  announced.  We 
do  not  want  Uiat  condition  longer  to 
continue.  We  do  not  think  it  Is  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  United  States  as  a  whole 
that  such  a  situation  should  continue 
In  our  State  or  in  any  other  State,  be- 
cause when  wealth  is  created  in  Florida 
it  serves  the  whole  Nation,  and  when  in- 
dustries are  created  in  any  of  the  other 
States  the  wealth  is  distributed  to  the 
entire  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  the  time  allowed  is  too 
b-ief  to  permit  a  summary  of  the  great 
mass  of  testimony  presented  in  hearings 
before  congressional  coiiunittees  which 
subsUntiates  the  sound  legal  and  his- 
toric position  of  the  St;  tes.  I  think  that 
the  dissenting  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice 
Reed  in  the  California  case  clearly  states 
the  fundamental  legal  question  in  the 
following  words: 

The  original  SUtes  wer«  soverelgntlea  In 
their  own  right,  powesaed  of  bo  much  of 
the  land  underneath  the  adjacent  «eaa  as 
was  generally  rec(JgnH«d  to  be  under  thetr 
jurisdiction.  The  scope  of  their  jurisdiction 
and  the  boundaries  of  their  lands  were  co- 
termlnous.  •  •  *  California,  as  is  custom- 
ary, was  admitted  into  the  Union  "on  an 
equal    footing    with    the   original    States    in 

all   respects    whatever ■     As   was   the 

rule  title  to  lands  under  navigable  waters 
vested  In  California  as  It  had  done  In  all 
other  SUtes  •  •  '.  The  authorities  cited  In 
the  Court  s  opinion  lead  me  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  original  States  owned  the  lands 
under  the  seas  to  the  3-mlle  limit. 


careful  Investigation  and  consideration, 
expressed  the  following  conclusion: 

The  new  concept  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  the  paramount  right  to  take 
property  without  compensation  because  it 
may  need  that  property  In  discharging  its 
duty  to  defend  the  country  and  conduct  Its 
foreign  relations  can  have  no  logical  end 
except  that  the  Federal  Government  may 
take  over  all  property,  public  and  private, 
and  under  thU  theory  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment could  nationalize  all  of  the  natural 
resources  of  the  country  without  paying  the 
owners  therefor,  wholly  in  disregard  of  the 
fifth  amendment. 


With  this  very  same  thought  in  mind, 
the  National  Association  of  Attorneys 
General  expressed  their  deep  concern  in 
the  following  comment: 

The  principles  of  the  tldelands  decisions, 
if  not  erased  from  the  law  of  the  land  by 
act  of  Congress,  could  lead  to  nationaliza- 
tion of  private  lands  as  well  as  State  lands 
without   compensation. 


I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  expert 
testimony  presented  by  the  States  in 
early  hearings  before  congressional  com- 
mittees s'lbstantiates  over  and  over 
again  the  soundness  of  the  legal  position 
of  the  SUtes  as  approved  by  Mr.  Justice 

To  think  of  carrying  the  new  doctrine 
of  paramount  rights  to  its  logical  con- 
clusion Is  most  disturbing.  It  threatens 
the  very  fundamentals  of  property  rights 
and  ownership.  This  fact  has  been 
clearly  expressed  by  two  of  the  most  out- 
standing legal  groups  in  this  country. 
The   American  Bar   AssociaUon,   after 


Many  other  responsible  organizations, 
too  numerous  to  list  at  this  time,  have 
expressed  this  came  view.  They  have 
sounded  the  warning,  and  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  the  83d  Congress,  heeding  this 
warning,  will  approve  and  pass  our  reso- 
lution, as  necessai-y  legislaUon,  and  that 
the  President  will  approve  it. 

Mr  President,  that  concludes  my  deal- 
ing with  the  legal  features,  and  I  shall 
go  on  to  the  next  subject,  if  there  is  no 
question. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  no  new  thing  for 
the  Congress  to  supplant  and  overturn 
by  legislation  an  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  which  it  regards  as  unsound     An 
interesting  and  significant  parallel  to  the 
submerged  land  cases  is  found  in  the  case 
of  United  States  v.  Wyoming  (331  U.  S 
440    (1947)).     The  United  States  filed 
suit  against  the  SUte  of  Wyoming  and 
the  Ohio  Oil  Co..  its  lessee,   claimmg 
ownership  of  certain  Wyoming  lands  as 
part    of    the    Federal    public    domain. 
Wyoming  claimed   the  lands   as   State 
school  lands,  and  acting  on  the  behef 
that  it  was  the  owner,  it  had,  in  good 
faith  leased  the  lands  for  oil  production 
to  the  Ohio  Oil  Co.    Wyoming  believed 
and  claimed  that,  upon  its  admission  to 
the  Union,  section  36  of  each  township 
vested  in  the  State  as  school  lands. 

The  United  States  claimed  that  under 
the  act  admitting  Wyoming  to  the  Union 
school  lands  would  not  become  vested 
in  the  State  until  the  date  of  the  ap- 
proval of  the  official  survey  of  such  lands, 
and  if  prior  to  such  approval,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  made  some  other 
disposiUon  of  the  lands,  the  State  could 
select  substitute  lands.  In  this  case,  the 
land  which  had  been  leased  to  an  oil 
company  had  been  placed  in  a  petroleum 
reserve  by  Presidential  order  issued  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  approval  of  the  official 

survey.  _     ^      .,     . 

Follow  this  closely.  Mr.  President. 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  the  Wyommg 
case  unanimously  upheld  the  United 
States  contentions  and  the  judgment 
was  that  the  lands  leased  to  the  oil  com- 
pany never  did  vest  in  the  State  of  Wy- 
oming but  belonged  to  the  United  States. 

The  case  is  parallel  to  the  California, 
Texas  and  Louisiana  cases  in  that,  in  all 
four  situations,  the  States  had.  in  good 
faith,  leased  lands  within  their  bound- 
aries for  oU  development,  acting  on  the 
belieX  that  they  owned  such  lands.    In- 


deed the  equities  of  the  three  coastal 
States  based  on  prior  court  decisions 
and  on  the  long  recognition  of  State 
ownership  by  the  United  States,  are 
much  stronger  in  their  submerged  land 
cases  than  they  were  in  behalf  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  in  the  Wyoming  case. 
Nevertheless,  on  July  2.  1948.  Congress 
unanimously  passed  an  act  directing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a  pat- 
ent vesting  title  to  the  disputed  lands 
in  the  State  of  Wyoming,  and  the  patent 

was  issued.  ^  ,^  *».  «. 

Every  Member  of  Congress  felt  that 
It  was  the  right  thing  to  do.  The  State 
of  Wyoming  had  proceeded  in  good 
faith ;  the  oil  company  which  had  made 
the  lease  had  proceeded  in  good  faith; 
very  large  investments  had  been  made 
in  good  faith.  Under  the  act,  there  was 
turned  back  to  the  State  more  than  a 
million  dollars  which  had  been  im- 
pounded by  the  court. 

The  State  of  Wyoming  was  not  con- 
tent with  one  effort  to  correct  the  mat- 
ter.   It  came  to  Congress  session  after 
session.  Congress  after  Congress,  until 
its   ights  were  recognized,  and  they  were 
recognized  by  a  complete  upsetting  of  a 
unanimous    decision    of    the    Supreme 
Court  in  favor  of   the  United   States. 
Wyoming's  rights  were  recognized  be- 
cause it  was  the  considered  opinion  of 
Congress,  and  of  all  of  its  Members,  that 
when  a  State  had  operated  under  a  great 
undertaking  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, and  had  believed  it  had  a  right  to 
act  as  it  had  with  respect  to  the  particu- 
lar 160  acres  of  land  involved,  and  had 
done  so.  and  the  matter  had  stood  for 
years  without  question,  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  morality  and  equity  ttiat  the 
situation  which  had  existed  up  until  the 
time  of  the  contract  should  be  upheld 
legally  and  recognized. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  again  for  any 
questions  which  Senators  may  desire  to 

I  come  now  to  what  I  believe  is  the 
strongest  feature   of   the  States'  case. 
namely,  that  it  is  based  on  equitable  and 
moral  groimds  of  the  highest  value,  but 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  was  not  able   to  consider,  and 
which  it  ruled  out  of  consideration  when, 
for  instance,  it  refused  to  allow  our  dis- 
Unguished  coUeague,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  LMr.  Daniel],  who  at  the 
time  was  attorney  general  of  his  great 
Stete,  to  prove  his  case,  and  refused  to 
let  him  take  testimony  in  support  of 
practices  between  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  State  since  1845. 

The  Supreme  Court  simply  said — and 
perhaps  it  was  correct  in  so  saying— "We 
cannot  consider  these  equitable  defenses 
in  this  kind  of  case." 

But,  Mr.  President.  Congress  is  the 
place  where  eqtiitable  defenses  can  be 
considered. 

KQUXTABLS  AND  lIOftAI.  CAS« 

One  important  aspect  of  the  strong 
case  of  the  States— as  well  as  of  numer- 
ous private  persons  whose  titles  depend 
upon  grants  from  the  States— flows  from 
the  long  and  continuous  course  of  deal- 
ing between  the  Federal  Government  and 
the  States  relative  to  these  submerged 
lands,  and  the  equally  long  course  of 
dealing  between  States  and  citizens 
based  upon  the  disclaimer  of  interest  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  its  agents. 
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I  am  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  in  the 
majority  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  California  case  Mr.  Justice  Black 
rmed  that  the  ordinary  niles  of  acquies- 
cence laches,  estoppel,  adverse  posses- 
sion, and  prescription  could  not  operate 
against  the  sovereign  Federal  Govern- 
ment. He  said,  "and  even  assimiing  that 
Government  agencies  have  been  negli- 
gent in  failing  to  recognize  or  assert  the 
claims  of  the  Government  at  an  earlier 
date,  the  great  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  ocean  area  are  not  to  be 
forfeited  as  a  result.  The  Government, 
which  holds  its  interest  here  as  else- 
where in  trust  for  all  the  people,  is  not 
to  be  deprived  of  those  interests  by  the 
ordinary  court  rules  designed  particu- 
larly for  private  disputes  over  individ- 
ually owned  pieces  of  prop>erty." 

However,  I  do  not  believe  that  either 
Congress  or  the  general  public,  which 
has  a  great  stake  in  the  matter,  would 
ever  allow  their  views  to  be  controlled  by 
such  a  narrow  legal  principle,  without 
considering  as  important  the  facts  which 
existed  in  150  years  of  dealing  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  sov- 
ereien  States  and,  flowing  out  of  that 
bacicground,  between  the  States  and 
thousands  of  individual  citizens.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  long  course  of 
dealing  creates  a  strong  equitable  and 
moral  case,  on  behalf  of  the  States  and 
their  grantees,  which  merits  discussion. 

Aside  from  the  long  .series  of  Court 
pronouncements,  already  mentioned,  and 
which  preceded  the  California  case,  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment had  recognized  State  ownership 
of  the  tidelands  for  many  years  prior  to 
the  present  controversy. 

We  have  already  heard  quotations 
from  the  judici?'  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  now  I  shall  refer  to  the  execu- 
tive branch.  Particularly  is  the  attitude 
of  the  executive  branch  exemplified  in 
its  frequent  acquisition  from  the  States 
of  locations  fo-  jetties  and  other  sub- 
merged lands.  The  State  of  California, 
in  a  list  which  is  incomplete,  cited  in  its 
Brief  195  instances  in  which  various 
coastal  States — or  their  municipali- 
ties— had  granted  submerged  lands  to  the 
United  States  at  the  reques^^  of  some 
agency  or  department  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  Justice  Department 
claimed  that  many  of  the  granted  lands 
were  within  the  inland  waters  but  even 
the  Justice  Department  conceded  that 
14  of  the  grants  were  clearly  in  the  mar- 
ginal belt  and  that  many  others  were 
doubtful. 

I  am'  now  speaking  about  concessions 
made  In  open  court  during  the  hearing 
of  these  cases.  The  Federal  Government 
recognized  the  fact  that  at  least  14  of 
the  cases  represented  instances  in  which 
the  Federal  Government  hao  bought 
from  States  or  local  municipalities  or 
private  owners  lands  which  were  outside 
inland  waters  and  were  in  the  coastal 
belt. 

Moreover,  It  is  significant  that  the 
United  States,  in  acquiring  submerged 
lands  by  grants  from  States,  never  made 
any  distinction  between  ownership  in  the 
imand  waters  and  in  the  marginal  belt. 
Apparently  no  one  acting  for  the  United 
States  ever  knew  or  believed  that  any 
such  distinction  existed.  All  submerged 
lands  within  the  States'  boundaries  were 


recognized  as  belonging  to  the  State, 
whether  the  land  was  within  a  bay  or 
harbor,  or  merely  within  the  3-mile  belt. 
This  was  demonstrated  by  the  uniform 
treatment  on  the  part  of  the  United 
Statts  of  all  grants  to  acquire  submerged 
lands  from  the  States. 

It  would  take  too  long  to  list  all  of 
th.-*  State  grants  of  this  type,  but  we 
have  several  acquisitions  in  Florida 
which  are  directly  in  p>oint.  For  the 
sa_3  of  brevity.  I  would  like  to  call  at- 
tention to  two  of  the.se  cases.  In  1938 
Florida  granted  to  the  United  States 
about  450  acres  of  land  extending  some 
2^4  miles  out  under  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
fn.m  the  mouth  of  the  St  Johns  River. 
With  the  border  3  miles  out.  the  450 
acres  went  to  within  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
of  the  border.  A  deed  was  requested 
from  the  State  of  Florida  by  the  War  De- 
partment on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
to  a  parcel  of  land  beginnin.,  at  what  is 
called  Xalvia  Island,  lyintj  just  off  the 
mouth  of  the  St,  Johns  River,  as  the  lo- 
cation of  a  jetty. 

I  hope  Senators  will  follow  this  ex- 
planation, because  it  .shows  so  clearly 
the  course  of  dealinc:  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  State  of  Flor- 
ida that  no  one  ever  could  question  what 
both  parties  believed  about  the  matter. 

This  grant  is  of  peculnr  interest  be- 
cau.se  the  State  of  Florida  reserved  in 
the  grant  a  three-quarters  undivided 
interest  in  all  phosphate  and  minerals 
in  or  under  the  granted  lands  and  an  un- 
di^ided  one-half  interest  in  all  petro- 
leum under  the  granted  lands. 

In  other  words,  tho.se  were  the  condi- 
tions in  the  deed  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment negotiated  with,  secured,  and 
accepted  from  the  State  of  Florida  in  the 
acquisition  of  a  location  for  the  con- 
struction of  jetties  at  the  mouth  of  the 
St.  Johns  River. 

It  seems  clear  that  this  reservation  bv 
the  State  in  granting  its  submerged  r.fl- 
shore  lands  and  the  acceptance  by  the 
United  States  of  the  grant  subject  to 
this  reservation  constituted  a  contract 
in  which  Florida's  title  to  these  lands 
and  minerals  was  recognized.  As  an  il- 
lustration of  this  type  of  dealing.  I  ask 
that  a  copy  of  the  deed  in  this  matter 
be  inserted  in  my  statement. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  deed  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Internal  Improvement  Fund,  State  of 
Florida 

DEED    no.    18.471 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents,  that  the 
undersigned,  the  trustees  of  the  internal  Im- 
provement fund  of  the  State  of  Florida,  un- 
der and  by  virtue  of  the  authority  of  sec- 
tion 1061  of  '.he  Revised  General  Statutes  of 
Florida,  and  according  to  the  provision.*  and 
procedure  provided  for  in  section  1062  of  the 
Revised  General  Statutes  of  Florida,  and  for 
and  In  consideration  of  the  sum  of  $1  and 
other  good  and  valuable  consideration  to 
them  In  hand  paid  by  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica whose  permanent  address  Is  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

County.    Fla.,   receipt    of    which    is 

hereby  acknowledged,  have  granted,  bar- 
gained, sold,  and  conveyed  to  the  said  United 
States  of  America  and  its  a.s.'^ign.'?.  forever  the 
following-described    lands,   to   wit; 

A  certain  tract  or  area  lying  and  being 
In  the  southeastern  part  of  Little  Fort 
George  or  X^lvla  I.-,land  in  township  1  south, 
range  29  east,  Tallahassee  Meridian,  portloii 


of  said  tract  or  area  being  r  part  of  Little 
Port  Ge<jrge  or  Xalvia  Island 

bald  tract  or  azea  being  further  described 
as — 

Beginning  at  a  point  2.439  feet  easterly 
from  the  west  line  of  section  20,  measured 
perpendicular  to  said  section  line,  from  a 
point  in  said  section  line  2.395  6  feet  south- 
erly from  the  northwest  corner  of  section 
20  Said  •pwint  of  beginning"  being  850 
feet  easterly  from  a  United  States  Engineer 
Department  survey  mark  called  station  VII, 
measured  along  the  axis  of  the  North  Jetty, 
wh(J6e  bearing  is  S   72   55  20  '  east. 

Thence  northerly  500  feet  measured  per- 
pendicular to  the  axis  of  the  North  Jetty 
to  a   point; 

Thence  ea'^terly  parallel  with  and  500  feel 
distant  from  the  axis  of  the  North  Jetty,  a 
distance  6.450  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a  p<jlnt; 
Thence  easterly,  parallel  wlih  and  500  feet 
distant  from  thf  axis  of  the  North  Jetty 
whose  bearln^'  is  S  80  18  20  E  .  a  dl*tance 
of  6.450  feet  nmre  or  les-s.  to  a  point  5(>0 
feet  northerly  fr(  m  the  axis  of  the  North 
Jetty  in  a  line  drawn  at  right  angles  to 
said  axi.s.  at  the  east  end  of  the  North  Jetty: 
Tlience.  southerly  along  said  line  1.500 
feet  t  )  a  point  1.000  feet  dUtant  from  the 
axis  (.f   the   Nortii  Jetty; 

Thence,  paraliel  *ith  and  1.000  feet  distant 
fr<'m  the  axis  uf  the  Ni  r'h  Jetty  a  distance 
of  6  600  feet    more  or  les.>^.  to  a  pxilnt; 

Thfncp.  pa.-allel  with  and  1 .' 00  feet  dis- 
tant from  the  axis  of  the  North  Jetty  a  dis- 
tal,ce  of  6  6X1  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a  jxilnt 
1  (XK)  feet  southerly  from  the  point  of  be- 
ginning; Inpa^ured  perj>enduular  to  the  axis 
ol  the  North  Jetty, 

Thence,  iiortluriy  1.000  feet  to  the  point 
of  bepmnirur 

Continmnc  449  5  Bcres.  more  or  less,  and 
lying  and  being  In  the  county  of  Duval, 
State  of  Florida 

T'>  have  and  to  hold  the  said  above-men- 
tioned and  described  land.s  and  premises,  and 
hU  the  tit;e  and  Interest  of  the  trustees 
therein  as  granted  by  section  1061  of  the 
Revi-ed  Genera!  Statuses  of  Florida,  unto 
ilie  said  United  Slates  ol  America  and  lis  as- 
signs, f  )re\er. 

Saving  and  reserving  unto  the  trustees  ff 
the  internal  Improvement  fund  of  Florida, 
ai:d  their  RUcceR.s(jrs,  an  undivided  l.^ree- 
Jourths  interest  m  and  title  In  and  to  an 
undivided  three-Iourths  Interest  in  all  the 
pho.sph;ite.  nineraLs.  and  metals  that  are  or 
may  be.  on.  or  under  the  said  abtive  de- 
scribed land.s.  and  an  undivided  one-half 
Interest  in  and  title  In  and  to  an  undivided 
one-half  interest  In  all  the  petroleum  that  is 
or  niay  be  m  or  under  the  said  above-de- 
scribed land,  with  t^ie  privilege  to  mine  and 
devi'hjp  the  same. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  trustees  of  the  In- 
ternal improvement  fund  of  the  State  of 
Florida  have  hereunto  subscribed  their 
names  and  affixed  their  seals,  and  have 
caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture of  the  State  of  Florida  to  be  here- 
unto affixed,  at  the  capltul.  In  the  city  of 
Tallaha.ssee.  on  the  28lh  day  of  December, 
A.  D    1L38. 

Fred  P.  Cone, 

Goi>ernor. 
J    M    Lee, 

Comptroller. 
W    V    Knott. 
1  SEAL  I  Treasurer. 

George  Cocper  Gibbs, 

Attorney    General. 
Nathan    Mato, 
Commutstoncr  of  Agriculture. 
Sent    to    district    engineer.    United    States 
Engineer  Office,  War  Department.  Post  Office 
Box    4970,    Jacksonville,    Fla.,    December    30. 
1938. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  that 
is  a  copy  of  the  deed,  as  it  was  accepted 
and  recorded.  I  wish  to  read  the  reser- 
vation clause  merely  to  show  that  the 
Federal  Government,  far  from  claiming 
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the  oil  and  other  minerals  In  the  offshore 
lands,  not  only  admitted  that  they  were 
in  State  ownership,  but  actually  permit- 
ted the  State  to  stive,  reserve,  and  ex- 
cept them  In  the  f  onnal  deed.  I  read  the 
reservation: 

Saving  and  reaervlng  unto  the  truatees  of 
the  Internal-Improvement  fund  of  Florida, 
and  their  aucceaaorb.  an  undivided  three- 
fourtha  intereat  In  und  title  In  and  to  an 
undivided  three-fourths  Intereat  In  all  the 
pht>8phate.  minerals  and  metala  that  are 
J.r  may  be  In.  on,  or  under  the  said  above 
described  landa,  and  an  undivided  one-half 
interest  In  and  title  In  and  to  an  undivided 
one-half  Intereat  in  all  the  petroleum  that 
Is  or  may  be  In  or  u  ider  the  aald  above  de- 
scribed land,  with  the  prlvUege  to  mine  and 
develop  the  same. 

So  much  for  thrt  particular  transac- 
tion    A  question  arose  In  the  committee 
hearings  as  to  whether  or  not  that  deed 
had  been  approved  by  counsel  for  the 
Federal  Govemmei  it.    Request  was  made 
by  the  committee  for  a  search  of  the  files. 
I  find  that  the  Department  of  Justice  as- 
signed this  matter  to  be  Investigated  by 
the  land  attorney  who  was  an  -assistant 
in  the  office  of  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  southern  district  of  Florida.    The 
title  was  examined  by,him,  and  he  made 
a  written  report  upon  the  title  to  Hon. 
H   T   Bock,  chief  idmlnistrative  assist- 
ant United  SUtes  engineer  office,  Jack- 
sonville. Fla.,  approving  it.  Including  the 
re.servation.     This   report   contained   a 
showing  of  the  stiundness  of  the  title 
which  was  being  procured. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  copy 
of  the  approving  opinion  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 

remarks.  .       _.   <  „ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  opinion 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

DcPARTMnrr  or  Jtjwttck, 
Uniteo  States  Attori»»t, 

BOTTTHmW  DISTRICT  OF  FLORIDA. 

Jacksoniille,  January  14.  1939. 

Hon    H.  T.  Bock,  ^  „      *    ' 

Chief  Administrative  AsstatartT. 
United  Stat>'^  Enffineer  Office, 
Jacksonville,   Fla. 
Dear  Bir:   I  am  li  receipt  of  your  letter 
of  January  4,  1939.  <  ncloslng  deed  No.  18471, 
which  instrument  Is  a  deed  from  the  trustees 
of  the  Internal  Improvement  Fund  of  the 
State   of    Florida   t-i   the   United    States   of 
America. 

This  deed  la  In  pDper  form  and  the  execu- 
tion of  same  la  In  pi-oper  form. 

ThU  office  haa  njt  proofread  or  cHecxea 
the  description. 

It  win  be  noted  that  thla  deed  contains  a 
saving  and  reserving  clause,  that  l«.  the 
trustees  of  the  IntiTnal  Improvement  Fund 
of  Florida  have  conveyed  to  the  United 
States  of  America  the  fee  simple  title  to  the 
lands  described  In  said  deed,  saving  and  J^ 
serving  to  the  State  of  Florida  an  undivided 
three-fourths  Inter ist  In  and  title  In  and  ^o 
all  the  phosphate  inlnerals  and  metals  that 
are  In  or  may  be  Ir,  on,  or  under  said  lands. 
This  saving  and  rt-servlng  clause  also  saves 
and  reserves  In  the  trustees  of  the  Internal 
Improvement  Fund  of  Florida  an  undivided 
one-half  interest  li.  all  the  petroleum  that  is 
or  may  be  In  or  under  the  said  land. 

With  this  last  nservatlon.  this  deed  con- 
veys to  the  United  SUtes  of  America  fee 
simple  title. 

Deed  No.   18.471   Is  returned  herewltH. 
Yours  very  truly, 

HERBXRT     8.     PHILLIPB, 

United  States  Attorney. 
By  D*MON  a.  TniKES, 
Assistant  United  States  Attorney. 


Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  cite  one  more  Flor- 
ida case.    In  1939.  at  the  request  of  the 
War  Department,  the  State  of  Florida 
granted  a  permit  to  the  United  States 
to  deposit  material  obtained  from  dredg- 
ing the  entrance    channel    to    Crystal 
River  In  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.    This  par- 
ticular case  relates  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
The  case  which  I  previously  cited  re- 
lated to  the  Atlantic.    The  areas  covered 
by  this  permit  extended  about  2  miles 
into  the  Gtilf  of  Mexico.    This  document 
was  made  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  permit  and  the  authorization  grant- 
ed to  the  War  Department  should  not 
affect  or  Impair  the  title  to  the  bottoms 
used  for  the  spoil  areas,  and  stated  that 
in  the  event,  through  the  deposits  of  ex- 
cavated material,  the  areas  or  any  of 
them  were  raised  to  an  elevation  of  5 
feet  or  above,  as  referred  to  mean  low 
water,  the  previous  authority  conveyed 
by  the  permit  should  revert  to  the  State 
of  Florida  on  the  condition  that  author- 
ity be  granted  for  using  other  areas  for 
like  purposes.    In  other  words,  any  sub- 
stantial islands  created  by  the  deposit 
of  the  spoil  should  go  back  to  the  State 
of  Florida.   In  order  that  the  Senate  may 
examine  the  document  in  its  entirety.  I 
ask  leave  at  this  point  to  insert  a  copy 
of  the  permit  as  part  of  my  statement. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  permit 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Permit  tor  DEPosmHO  DRn»n>  Material 
ALONG  North  Side  oi>  Entrancr  Channel  to 
Crystal  Rtver.  Florida— Trustees  or  the 
Internal  Improvement  Fund  or  the  State 
or  Florida  to  War  Department  or  the 
UNITED  States 

Whereas  pursuant  to  application  dated 
March  18  1939,  from  the  district  engineer 
officer.  United  SUtes  War  Department,  Jack- 
Bonvllle.  Fla.,  for  permit  to  deposit  dredged 
material  upon  cerUln  areas  along  the  north 
Bide  of  the  entrance  channel  to  Crystal  River, 
Florida;  and 

Whereas  the  trustees  of  the  Internal  im- 
provement fiXnd  are  the  owners  of  the  bot- 
toms comprising  said  spoU  areas:  Now,  there- 

°Tht8  permit  issued  by  the  trustees  of  the 
internal  Improvement  fund  hereby  author- 
izes the  War  Department  of  the  United  States. 
Its  agents,  engineers,  and/or  contractors,  to 
deposit  on  those  cerUIn  areas  Indicated  as 
ap^areas  on  map  atuched  hereto,  Identl- 
fled  by  the  caption  "Crystal  River,  Pla;^(«:*^* 
Project),  Survey  January  1939,"  and  by  this 
instrument  made  a  part  hereof,  material  ex- 
cavated in  the  construction  and  maintenance 
of   the  entrance  channel  to  CrysUl   River. 

Florida.  ^,  ,. 

Subject  to  the  condition  that  this  permit 
and  the  authorization  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  SUtes  herein  described 
shall  not  affect  or  Impair  the  title  1x3  the 
bottoms  used  for  said  spoil  areas,  and  In  the 
event  through  the  deposit  of  e^^^vated  ma- 
terlal  thereon  said  areas  or  any  of  them  shaU 
be  raised  to  an  elevation  of  5  feet  or  above, 
as  referred  to  mean  low  water,  the  privileges 
hereby  conveyed  shall  revert  to  the  trustees 
of  the  Internal  Improvement  fund,  condi- 
tioned, that  the  trustees  grant  authority  for 
using  other  areas  selected  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  like  purposes. 

This  permit  shall  become  effective  upon 
the  execution  of  the  same  by  the  trustees  of 
the  Internal  Improvement  fund  and  Ite  ac- 
cepUnce  by  a  proper  officer  of  the  War  De- 
partment of  the  United  SUtes. 

In  witness  whereof  the  trustees  of  the  In- 
ternal improvement  fund  have  executed  this 
permit   in   duplicate   thU   2d   day   of   May 


A.  D.  1939,  and  the  said  War  Department  has 
accepted  the  said  permit  for  the  purposes 
herein  described. 

Fred  P.  Cone, 

Governor: 

J.  M.  Lex, 

Comptroller: 

W.  V.  Knott, 

State  Treasurer: 
George  Cooper  Gibbs, 

Attorney  General: 
Nathan  Mato. 
Commissioner  of  Agriculture; 
As  and  composing  the  Trustees  of  th9 
Internal  Improvem,ent  Fund  of  the 
State  of  Florida.  • 

Accepted  by — 

LiEwis  H.  Watkins, 
Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers,  District 
Engineer      Officer.      Jacksonville, 
Fla. 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  will  be  noted  that 
the  permit  was  accepted,  for  the  United 
States  Government  by  the  District  Engi- 
neer, who  appended  his  signature. 

Another  outstanding  example  of  Fed- 
eral recognition  of  the  fact  that  the  re- 
spective  States  own   the  tidelands  off 
their  shores  is  the  transaction  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  State 
of  Mississippi  concerning  an  island  off 
the  shores  of  Mississippi  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico.    In  1858  Mississippi  granted  to 
the  United  States  title  and  jurisdiction 
to  Ship  Island  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and 
contiguous  submerged  lands  around  that 
island  out  a  distance  of  1,760  yards,  or 
1  mile,  below  low  water  mark,  for  con- 
struction of  forts  and  other  structures. 
As  long  ago  as  1858,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment requested  from  the  sovereign 
State  of  Mississippi  a  grant  of  title  and 
jurisdiction  to  an  island  In  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  and  to  contiguous  submerged 
lands.    Such    grant    was    given.    The 
grant  included  title  and  jurisdiction  to 
submerged  lands  for  a  distance  of  1  mile 
out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.    The  Fed- 
eral Government  not  only  accepted  the 
grant,  but  used  it  to  its  advantage. 

As  late  as  1940, 82  years  later,  the  State 
Legislature  of  Mississippi  passed  an  act 
confirming  and  clarifying  the  1858  grant, 
so  as  to  clear  up  title  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Cases  of  similar  transactions  to  those 
I  have  just  mentioned,  which  are  clearly 
in  the  marginal  belt,  can  be  found  in 
Texas,  California,  Washington,  South 
CaroUna,  Delaware,  Rhode  Island,  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  possibly  other  States,  but 
I  will  not  further  consume  the  time  of 
the  Senate  on  this  point.  I  think  the 
point  is  abundantly  clear. 

That  the  Federal  Government  recog- 
nized State  ownership  is  clearly  Illus- 
trated In  many  past  rulings  of  the  Inte- 
rior and  Justice  Departments.  In  some 
thirty  opinions  from  1900  to  1937,  the 
Department  of  Interior  ruled  that  owner- 
ship of  the  soil  in  the  3-mile  belt  was  m 
the  respective  States. 

Since  former  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Ickes  raised  the  first  legal  challenge  in 
this  matter,  I  think  the  next  part  of  my 
remarks  will  be  particularly  interesting 
to  Senators. 

A  letter  written  on  December  22,  1933. 
by  Mr.  Ickes  as  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  an  applicant  for  an  oil  lease  on  sub- 
merged lands  off  the  California  coast. 
shows  clearly  his  administrative  ruling 
and  the  declared  poUcy  of  the  Interior 
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Department  on  this  subject  before  the 
"great  change"  took  place.  I  shall  quote 
f:om  Mr.  Ickes'  letter,  as  it  will  be  found 
in  one  of  the  hearing  records.  Mr.  Ickes 
said  in  part: 

That  title  to  the  shore  and  underwater 
In  front  of  lands  so  granted  Inures  to  the 
State  In  which  they  are  sltuPtrci.  •  •  • 
Such  title  to  the  shore  and  the  la  Us  under 
water  is  regarded  as  Incident  tc  '.he  sover- 
eignty to  the  State.  •  •  •  The  foregoing  Is 
a  statement  of  the  settled  law,  and  there- 
fore no  right  can  be  granted  to  you  either 
under  the  Leasing  Act  of  February  25.  1920 
(41  Stat.  497)  or  under  any  public  land  law 
to  the  bed  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  whether 
within  or  without  the  3-mile  limit.  Title  to 
the  soil  under  the  ocean  within  the  3 -mile 
limit  Is  in  the  State  of  California,  and  the 
land  may  not  be  appropriated  except  by 
authority  of  the  State. 

In  answer  to  a  question  concerning 
this  letter  from  Senator  Long  in  the 
Senate  committee  hearings  of  1951.  Mr. 
Ickes  said  that  this  policy,  as  stated 
above,  was  the  policy  he  "inherited"  and 
was  the  policy  when  he  wrote  the  letter. 
Obviously  it  had  long  been  the  standing 
policy  of  that  agency  and  had  been  "in- 
herited" by  many  Federal  officials  before 
Mr.  Ickes'  time.  Many  similar  rulings 
were  made  by  the  Justice  Department, 
the  War  Department,  and  other  Federal 
agencies. 

Certainly  these  positions  taken  by  the 
Federal  Government  should  be  enough 
to  convince  any  reasonable  person  that 
It  repeatedly  disclaimed  ownership  of 
the  submerged  areas  within  the  bound- 
aries of  the  maritime  States. 

I  feel  that  the  States  had  every  right 
to  rely  in  good  faith  on  these  repeated 
and  frequent  judicial  rulings,  adminis- 
trative rulings  of  various  executive  agen- 
cies, and  courses  of  dealing  between  the 
States  and  the  several  Federal  agencies, 
covering  the  150  years  of  time  between 
the  formation  of  the  Union  and  the  date 
when  Secretary  Ickes,  according  to  his 
own  testimony,  was  persuaded  by  the 
lawyers  for  the  claimants  who  had  filed 
applications  for  oil  leases  on  the  offshore 
lands  to  change  his  earlier  niling  and 
ask  the  Court  to  rule  that  the  offshore 
lands  were  Federal  property.  I  feel  that 
not  only  the  States  but  also  the  many 
cities  and  other  units  of  government  and 
the  thousands  of  private  citizens  who 
relied  upon  this  sustained  course  of  Fed- 
eral conduct  and  spent  countless  mil- 
lions of  dollars  in  developing  the  water- 
fronts in  every  one  of  the  20  maritime 
States  have  a  right  to  look  to  Congress 
to  protect  them  against  the  clouding  of 
their  titles  and  the  up-etting  of  their 
property  values  by  the  devastating  effect 
of  the  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  California.  Louisiana,  and  Texas 
cases. 

Perhaps  the  Court  itself  was  justified 
In  so  limiting  the  effect  of  the  equitable 
principles  pt  prescription,  adverse  pos- 
session, estoppel,  laches,  and  acqui- 
escence that  the  States  and  private  busi- 
ness and  individuals  could  not  now  be 
protected  against  the  claim.s  of  the 
Federal  Government,  by  pleading  these 


tlon,  to  protect  the  States,  the  local  umts 
of  government,  and  private  citizens 
against  the  destruction  of  their  rights 
and  property  values  which  will  ensue  if 
the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  are 
fully  carried  out.  The  Supreme  Court 
refused  to  hear  these  equitable  defenses 
based  on  actual  dealings  of  a  century  and 
a  half,  and  upon  good-faith  investment 
of  billions  of  dollars.  This  Congress  is 
now  the  only  place  where  the  long- 
standing rights  of  the  States,  the  local 
units  of  government,  and  many  thou- 
sands of  citizens  can  be  fully  heard,  and 
then  recognized  and  protected  for  all 
time  to  come. 

I   now   yield   for   questions,  if   there 
are  any. 

Mr.   DOUGLAS.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 
Mr  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Florida  if  the  actions  and  traiisac- 
tions  of  the  executive  to  which  he  ha.s 
referred  were  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  California 
case? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Seme  of  them  were. 
A  small  portion  of  them  were— enoucth. 
I  think,  to  be  illustrative.  But  the  Su- 
preme Court  held — and  I  quoted  that 
finding  just  before  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois returned  to  the  Chamber— that  in  a 
suit  against  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment it  could  not  give  effect  to  defenses 
of  that  kind.  It  listed  certain  of  such 
defenses,  including  prescription,  ad- 
verse possession,  estoppel,  laches,  and 
acquiescence.  The  Court  held  that  pri- 
vate individuals.  States,  and  local  units 
of  government  could  not  be  protected 
under  such  defenses. 

While  the  Senator  was  out  of  the 
Chamber  I  said  aLso  that  even  upon  mak- 
ing effort  to  advance  those  defenses,  and 
to  sustain  them  by  offering  evidence,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  [  Mr.  D.\niel  1 , 
then  attorney  general  of  the  State  of 
Texas,  was  denied  by  the  United  SUtes 
Supreme  Court  the  right  to  take  any 
such  course.  I  have  just  stated,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  that  per- 
haps the  Court  is  necessarily  bound  by  a 
rule  of  such  complete  fixity ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  the  public  is  bound  by  any 
such  rule,  and  I  do  not  think  Congress  is 
bound  by  any  such  rule.  I  should  be  sur- 
prised indeed  if  Congress  would  shut  its 
eyes  to  manifest  equities  of  the  type  I 
have  been  discussing. 

In  fact,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Illinois  earlier  in  the  day  stated  that  he 
does  not  want  to  shut  his  eyes  to  at  least 
some  of  those  equities,  because  he  states 
he  is  a  supporter  of  the  so-called  An- 
derson bill,  by  which  some  of  those  equi- 
ties would  be  recognized  and  by  which 
titles  would  be  quitclaimed  as  to  lands 
which  have  been  already  filled  and  which 
have  already  been  developed,  and  as  to 
piers  which  have  already  been  built,  and 
as  to  groins  and  other  types  of  struc- 


equitable  defenses  and  sustaining  them  tures  which  have  already  t)een  erected, 

by  evidence.    But  in  my  opinion  this  So  to  that  degree  the  Senator  from  Illi- 

Congress  has  every  right,  and  indeed  a  nois  has  shown  hi.<5  desire  to  do  equity, 

positive  duty,  to  look  into  the  equities  of  for  which  I  commend  him. 

the  moral  considerations  that  are  in-  Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Did  not  the  Supreme 

volved  and,  in  passing  our  joint  resolu-  Court  hold  that  these  actions  of  the  Fed- 


eral Government,  or  previous  failures  to 
act  on  its  part,  did  not  bar  the  Federal 
Government  from  asserting  its  para- 
mount rights  in  submerged  lands? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes;  the  court  did 
so  hold.  Then  the  Supreme  Court,  al- 
most at  the  conclusion  of  its  decision, 
after  di-scussing  the  fact  that  it  had  not 
overlooked  the  argument  that  great  val- 
ues had  been  created,  said: 

But  beyond  all  this  we  cannot  and  do  not 
assume  that  Congress,  which  has  con*tilu- 
tlonal  control  over  Government  property,  will 
execute  Its  powers  in  such  way  as  to  bring 
about  injustices  to  States,  their  suodivlslons, 
or  persons  actmg  pursuant  to  their  permis- 
sion. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Supreme  Court 
had  been  trying  to  draft  a  lithographed 
invitation  to  Congress  to  correct  the  sit- 
uation and  to  give  protection  to  those 
whose  propertie.s  wore  adversely  affected, 
and  to  remove  tlie  Inequities,  it  could 
not  have  done  a  better  job  than  in  writ- 
ing the  sentence  which  I  have  just 
quoted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  not  correct  to 
say  that  the  Anderson  bill  preserves  all 
the  legitimate  equities  of  the  States,  of 
the  localities.  and«of  the  private  lessees? 

Mr  HOLLAND.  I  am  glad  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  has  asked  me  that  ques- 
tion The  Anderson  bill  does  quitclaim 
any  Federal  right  to  all  those  who  have 
invested  up  to  now  and  have  develop- 
ments and  improvements  of  the  kind  I 
have  mentioned. 

How  ever,  so  far  as  doing  justice  Is  con- 
cerned to  communities  which  are  not 
static,  because  they  need  to  move  for- 
ward, and  must  be  able  to  cive  title  to 
land,  for  instance,  for  the  location  of 
piers  which  may  cost  millions  of  dollars 
to  con.sirucl.  and  for  which  bond  i!5.sues 
must  first  be  floated  before  they  can  be 
built,  the  Anderson  bill  leaves  the  States, 
local  units  of  government,  and  private 
owners  of  properties  which  abut  on  the 
coa.stal  waters,  without  anything  except 
the  rik'ht  to  come  with  tin  cup  in  hand 
to  a  Federal  bureau  in  Washington,  in 
an  effort  to  obtain  the  right  to  build,  for 
example,  a  sewage  system,  or  to  build  a 
pier,  or  to  construct  a  bulkhead,  or  a 
groin,  or  to  pump  some  sand  from  off- 
shore, or  to  do  any  of  the  other  things 
which  are  completely  necessary  to  be 
done  fur  the  enjoyment  and  develop- 
ment of  property  rights  In  the  very  im- 
portant area  which  we  call  the  coastal 
t)elt  of  the  various  coastal  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  my  friend  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  to  section  11  of  the 
Anderson  bill,  which  is  8.  107.  appearing 
at  page  14  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  familiar  with 
subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  11  of 
the  Anderson  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Section  11  (a)  reads: 

Sec.  11.  (a)  Any  right  granted  prior  to  the 
enartment  of  this  act  by  any  State,  political 
subdivision  thereof,  municipality,  agency,  or 
person  holding  thereunder  to  construct, 
maintain,  use,  or  occupy  any  dock,  pier, 
wharf.  Jetty,  or  any  other  structure  In  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  or  any 
such  right  to  the  surface  of  f\lled-ln.  made. 
or  reclaimed  land  in  such  areas,  is  hereby 
recognized  and  confirmed  by  the  United 
States  for  such  term  as  was  granted  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 
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Therefore,  everything  which  In  the 
past  has  been  filled  In  is  given  to  the 
States  and  other  local  claimants  by  sub- 
sction  (a) .    Then  1  read  subsection  (b) . 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect.    The  Aoders.Mi  bill  lives  In  the 

past. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Wait  a  minute. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.    Let  me  say  what  I 
think  should  be  said  at  this  point. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Certainly. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  say  advisedly  that 
the  Anderson  bill  does  confirm  to  the 
States  and  local   communities  and   to 
private  owners  their  developments,  which 
are  worth  several  billion  dollars,  which 
have  been  constructed  prior  to  the  time 
of  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Tlie  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida Is  speaking  about  the  Anderson  bill. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  referring  to 
the  Anderson  bill,  m  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I 
am  referring  to  S.  107,  the  Anderson 
bill. 

But.  after  excepting  such  completed 
construction  in  seeking  a  grant  or  permit 
for  any  of  thoce  activities,  many  of 
which  are  detail,  but  necessary  detail 
in  building  any  future  structure  of  the 
kind,  the  owner  is  left  no  recourse  ex- 
cept to  come  to  Washington  or  to  go  to 
an  agent  of  the  Government  outside  of 
Washington  in  order  to  get  a  permit 
before  any  such  construction  can  be  un- 
dertaken. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  permission  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  to  read  subsection 
(b)  of  section  11.  which  deals  with  the 
future,  and  reads  as  follows: 

(bi  The  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  any 
Btate,  political  subdlvUslon  thereof,  munici- 
pality, or  public  agency  holding  thereunder 
to  the  surface  of  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  which  in  the  future  be- 
come fllled-ln,  made,  or  reclaimed  lands  as 
a  result  of  authorlMd  action  taken  by  any 
such  State,  political  subdivision  thereof,  mu- 
nicipality, or  public  agency  holding  there- 
under for  recreation  or  other  public  purpose 
Is  hereby  recognized  and  confirmed  by  the 
United  States. 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  a  point.  Subsection  (b)  cor- 
rects the  situation  In  part.  It  says,  un- 
der the  peculiar  philosophy  of  those  who 
think  that  public  rights  should  l)e  placed 
above  private  rights,  that  States,  politi- 
cal subdivisions,  and  public  ageficies 
may  go  ahead  In  building,  on  submerged 
lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  parks. 
bathing  beaches,  and  the  like,  and  that 
the  right  to  do  co  shall  not  be  denied. 

However,  there  are  two  things  It  does 
not  do.  First.  It  does  not  put  private 
Industry  on  a  parity  with  public  urxits 
of  government.  It  does  not  say  anything 
about  private  Industry,  except  that  In 
another  section  it  has  the  right  to  come 
to  the  Capital  City  and  deal  with  Wash- 
ington, if  It  can.  The  second  thing  It 
does  not  do  Is  that  It  does  not  com- 
pletely correct  the  title  situation  with 
reference  to  the  futiu-e.  as  It  does  with 
reference  to  things  In  the  past. 

So.  Mr.  President,  what  Is  sought  to  be 
done  Is  to  Inhibit  public  communities  In 
the  future  to  a  degree,  though  not  to  the 
same  degree,  that  private  Industry  and 
private  property  Is  to  be  harmed  if  S.  107 
should  be  passed. 


Mr.  President,  If  S.  107  should  be 
passed,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  read  the 
statement  in  the  Record  by  the  distin- 
guished public  coordinator  of  the  city 
of  New  York.  Mr.  Robert  Moses,  who 
stated  in  effact,  though  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  quote  his  exact  words,  that  In- 
sofar as  S.  107  Is  concerned  it  is  simply 
an  invitation  to  people  generally  to  come 
to  Washington  and  entertain  the  Army 
or  other  agencies  in  Washington  if  they 
expect  to  get  any  recognition. 

Mr.  Robert  Moses  told  about  the  tre- 
mendous davelopments  on  Long  Island 
and  on  Staten  Islcnd.     I  believe  Long 
Island  is  apprcximateiy  100  miles  long, 
and  my  understanding  is  that  very  httle 
of  its  present  ocean  shoreline  was  origi- 
nally in  existence,  but  that  most  of  it  has 
been  filled  in  by  developments  of  the 
greatest  value,  worth  iriany  millions  of 
dollars,  as.  for  instance.  Coney  Island, 
the  Idlewild  Airport,  the  Floyd  Bennett 
Airfield,  and  all  the  public  parks  and 
beaches  on  the   south  shore    of   Long 
Island.    All  of  them  have  been  built  on 
flUed-in  land,  and  much  of  the  other 
davelopnent  on  Long  Island  has  been  on 
filled-in   land.     Before   our  committee 
Mr.  Moses  indicated  he  was  outraged 
by  what  he  thought  was  a  deliberate 
and  so  far  successful  effort  to  cloud  the 
titles   to   highly   exper..sive   and   highly 
valuable    frontages    on    Long    Island, 
which  Is  the  principal  sea  and  recrea- 
tional outlet  for  the  teeming  millions  of 
people  who  live  in  New  York  City  and 
on  Long  Island  itself.     He  also  men- 
tioned Staten  Island,  the  parks  there, 
the  other  public  improvements,  and  the 
private   improvements  on  that  island. 
Both  those  islands  face  the  open  sea. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  that  some  of  the 
Senators  who  are  opposing  this  measure 
will  search  their  consciences  and.  in  the 
sanctity  of  their  rooms,  or  wherever  they 
go  to  pray,  will  examine  a  picture  of 
Long  Island  and  a  picture  of  Staten  Is- 
land in  the  light  of  the  testimony  of  that 
distinguished  public  servant,  Mr.  Moses, 
who  says  that  the  actual  values  there 
amount  to  hundreds  upon  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars,  and  then  will  decide 
whether  they  want  that  kind  of  develop- 
ment to  continue  freely  and  without  in- 
terruption, or  whether  they  want.  In- 
stead, to  Impose  an  obstacle,  a  handicap 
and  a  hurdle  to  the  making  of  further 
developments  of  that  sort.    If  Senators 
search  their  $ouls  as  I  have  suggested 
I  do  not  believe  they  will  return  from 
their  sanctum  sanctorum  with  any  other 
answer  than  that  we  must  not  disturb 
the  initiative  of  the  American  people, 
who  already  have  developed  to  such  great 
degree  lands  of  the  type  I  have  men- 
tioned. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  completes 
my  answer  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois,  except  that  I  may  say  I  re- 
member that  those  who  testified  upon 
this  particular  point  exemplified  better 
than  anything  I  could  possibly  say  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  difference  be- 
tween the  thinking  of  those  who  want 
the  present  stymied  status  to  be  con- 
tinued, except  as  It  would  be  modified 
by  Senate  bill  107.  and  those  of  us  who 
still  want  to  see  American  private  enter- 
prise move  forward  and  accomplish 
worthwhile  things  in  the  building  of  our 
great  country. 


I  remember  that  the  distinguished  for- 
mer Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Mr.  Chap- 
man, when  he  was  questioned  by  me 
specifically  about  these  two  subsections, 
namely,  subsection   (a)    and  subsection 
(b)  of  section  11  of  Senate  bill  107.  the 
so-called  Anderson  bill,  said  in  so  many 
words  that  he  thought  they  were  good, 
and  that  he  thought  it  would  not  impose 
any  handicap  upon  private  owners  or 
public  agencies  who  wanted  to  do  some- 
thing that  is  not  permitted  by  those  pro- 
visions, to  require  them  to  come  to  the 
Federal    Government    in    Washington; 
that  it  would  amount  to  nothing  more 
than  a  change  in  landlord — the  word 
"landlord"  was  actually  used  by  him — 
which  he  said  need  not  cause  anyone  any 
concern;  that  it  would  be  just  as  well  to 
have  located  in  the  city  of  Washington 
a  landlord  who  would  pass  on  the  matter 
of  whether  a  sewer  could  be  constructed 
to  serve  a  small  home  in  one  of  those 
areas,  as  it  would  be  to  p>ermit  such  a 
matter  to  be  handled  by  and  decided  by 
the  local  agencies  in  Miami  Beach  or  by 
the  local  agencies  in  any  other  of  the 
many  coastal  cities  of  our  Nation.    Mr. 
President,  the  latter  is  the  American  way 
of  doing  things,  and  the  way  by  whicti 
our  country  has  grown  great. 

It   is  sound   and   right   to  have   the 
Federal  Government  serve  as  the  arbiter 
in  the  case  of  all  these  rights,  tiny  in 
themselves,  but  which  in  the  aggregate 
constitute    such    a    tremendous    set    of 
values,  and  which  in  their  totality  will 
determine  whether  our  coastal  cities  can 
continue  to  move  forward  and  progress, 
or  whether  they  must  enter  the  doldrums, 
must  stop  moving,  and  must  not  even 
have  any  title  to  such  areas — for  under 
the  Supreme  Court  decisions  or  under 
the    partially    remedial    proposed    laws 
there   is  nothing   whereby  the  coastal 
cities  can  really  obtain  a  title  on  the 
basis  of  which  they  can  move  forward 
vsith  any  really  important  undertaking. 
Mr.   DOUGLAS.    Mr.   President,   will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me  at 
this  point? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield.  ' ' 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  not  the  Senator 
from  Florida  exaggerating  this  point?  I 
ask  that  question  because,  so  far  as  the 
inland  waters  are  concerned,  the  States, 
the  municipalities,  and  local  govern- 
ment units  would  have  a  right  to  fill  in 
land  and  to  convey  such  rights  as  they 
deem  proper  to  convey. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Why  is  It  not  just 
as  well  to  grant  the  same  right  on  the 
lands  lying  outside? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  However,  is  that  not 
true  in  the  case  of  inland  waters? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes;  it  is  true  as  to 
them. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  inland  waters 
cover  a  very  broad  extent,  as  the  tables 
previously  Inserted  In  the  Rxcoro  of  this 
debate  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  re- 
veal. For  instance,  to  mention  only  a 
few  pertinent  examples,  they  cover  New 
York  Harbor.  Long  Island  Sound.  Puget 
Sound,  and.  I  believe,  the  waters  be- 
tween the  coast  of  Florida  and  the  out- 
ward chain  of  islands,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes.  Perhaps  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  permit  me  to 
say  at  this  point  that  he  is  adopting  the 
form  of  pleading  which  we  know  in  the 
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law  as  de  minimis.  He  says  that  be- 
cause we  did  not  woric  complete  catas- 
trophe on  all  coastal  units  everywhere, 
therefore  we  should  not  pay  much  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  we  would  work 
complete  catastrophe  upon  the  units  of 
government  and  the  properties  which 
border  the  open  sea. 

I  recognize,  as  I  have  said,  that  Senate 
bill  107,  the  so-called  Anderson  bill, 
would  quitclaim  title  to  lands  beneath 
the  inland  waters  just  aa  effectively  as 
would  our  joint  resolution.  However,  I 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  I 
find  it  very  hard  indeed  to  justify  a 
philosophy  by  which  the  good  city  of 
Tampa.  Fla..  which  happens  to  be  located 
on  inland  waters,  would  be  told.  "Yes, 
you  can  proceed  with  your  developments 
and  progrecs  with  the  building  of  docks, 
and  so  forth."  but  by  which  the  good 
city  of  Miami  Beach.  Fla.,  would  be  told, 
"No,  you  cannot  do  that,  at  least  as  to 
your  ocean  frontage,  because  we  have 
not  seen  fit,  in  the  grace  of  Congress,  to 
give  you  the  right  to  do  that  sort  of 
thing." 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  Is  a  good 
time  to  relate  an  actual  occurrence  at 
Miami  Beach  during  the  war.  This 
matter  has  no  particular  pertinency  to 
the  present  situation  except  to  show 
what  ridiculous  things  can  be  done  by 
persons  who  do  not  know  the  local  situ- 
ation. At  Miami  Beach  there  is  no 
depth  of  soil;  there  are  just  a  few  inches 
of  sand  over  rock.  As  a  result,  it  is  not 
possible  to  dispose  of  the  sewage  from 
Miami  Beach  except  by  treating  it  and 
then  moving  it  out  to  sea.  The  sewage- 
disposal  plant  of  the  city  of  Miami  Beach 
reaches  out  to  sea  2  or  more  miles,  into 
the  edge  of  the  Gulf  Stream,  and  dis- 
poses of  the  treated  sewage  at  that  point. 
That  sewage-disposal  plant  cost  many 
millions  of  dollars  to  build.  During  the 
war  the  Navy  was  convoying  tankers  in 
the  Gulf  Stream.  The  alert  commander 
of  one  of  the  Navy  de.stroyers  or  de- 
stroyer escorts  saw  bubbles  rising  at  a 
point  in  the  ocean  where  a  submarine 
could  have  lain  in  wait  He  decided 
that  a  German  submarine  was  lying 
there.  So  he  had  his  vessel  dash  to  that 
point,  and  had  the  crew  drop  several 
depth  charges  there.  Then  he  left, 
thinking  that  he  had  probably  destroyed 
the  enemy  submarine,  and  that  all  now 
was  safe  for  democracy.  However,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  bombed  the 
sewage  outlet  of  the  city  of  Miami  Beach. 
That  fact  is  clearly  set  forth  in  a  letter 
written  to  me  by  the  city  engineer  of 
Miami  Beach. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  going  to  impose 
Intolerable  handicaps  uix>n  necessary 
construction  of  the  sort  to  which  I  have 
Just  referred. 

In  the  case  of  Los  Anseles.  for  in- 
stance, the  record  shows  that  the  city 
Is  about  to  complete  an  enornicuc  outlet. 
I  believe,  a  12-foot  steel  and  concrete 
pipe — that  is  what  it  amountG  to — which 
reaches  more  than  1  mile  into  the  open 
Pacific  Ocean,  by  means  of  which  sewage 
from  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  will  be  dis- 
charged. That  will  be  the  second  pipe 
of  the  sort,  but  the  second  one  is  much 
larger  than  the  first.  The  city  of  Los 
Angeles  has  invested  In  its  sewas?  dis- 
posal construction  $43,800,000  of  its 
lunds.    Are  we  going  to  admit  that  that 


tsnpe  of  development  cannot  move  ahead 
except  with  all  the  restrictions,  handi- 
caps, and  hurdles  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois and  his  friends  would  place  in  the 
way  of  such  communities,  by  requiring 
them  to  go  through  various  Federal  Gov- 
ernment procediares  before  they  could 
make  such  developments? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  not  the  Senator 
from  Florida  aware  that  by  both  subsec- 
tion (a)  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  11 
of  Senate  bill  107,  the  so-called  Ander- 
son bill,  works  of  construction  on  the 
part  of  municipalities,  States,  or  local 
subdivisions  resulting  in  filled-in  land  or 
buildings  or  structures  in  the  submerged 
lands  can  be  carried  out  or  made,  and 
title  in  the  local  unit  is  recognized  and 
confirmed  by  the  United  States? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  put  his  fipror  upon  the  con- 
firmation of  title?  I  should  like  to  have 
him  do  so. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  I  now  read  subjec- 
tion (&">  of  section  11  of  Senate  bill  107: 

Sbc  11.  (a)  Any  rifht  granted  prior  tn  the 
enactment  of  thtc  act  by  any  State,  political 
subdivision  thereof,  municipality,  as;ency.  or 
p)erson  holding  thereunder  to  construct, 
maintain,  use.  or  occupy  any  dock.  pier, 
wharf  Jetty,  or  anv  other  structure  In  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  Ccntineiital  Shelf,  or 
any  such  right  to  the  surface  rf  fi:ied-ln. 
made,  or  reclaimed  land  in  sufh  areiis.  is 
her3by  recogr.ized  and  confirmed  by  the 
United  States  lor  such  term  as  was  granted 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

I  now  read  subcection  (b)  of  section 
11  of  the  same  bill: 

(b)  The  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  any 
State,  political  subdivision  thereof,  munici- 
pality, or  public  agency  holding  thereunder 
to  the  surface  of  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  which  In  the  future  be- 
come fllled-ln.  made,  or  reclaimed  lands  as 
a  result  of  authorized  action  taken  by  any 
such  State,  political  subdivision  there  f. 
municipality,  or  pubhc  agency  holding 
thereunder  for  recreation  or  other  public 
purpose  is  hereby  recognized  and  conflrmed 
by  tiie  United  States. 

I  stress  the  fact  that  the  former  sub- 
section uses  the  words  "any  right  grant- 
ed is  hereby  recognized  and  confirmed" 
and  the  latter  subsection  uses  the  words 
"right,  title,  and  interest." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  understand  that  to  mean 
areas  not  now  owned  and  not  now 
claimed  by  the  cities  and  the  public  units 
of  government? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  "Submer??cd  lands  on 
the  Continental  Shelf  which  in  the  fu- 
ture become  filled-in,  made,  or  reclaimed 
landc." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
the  people  in  the  coastal  cities  are  not  ot 
all  sure  that  it  applies  except  to  titles 
which  they  now  have,  and  that  it  is 
joined  with  subsection  <a)  of  section  11. 
They  are  not  at  all  sure  that  that  per- 
mits them  to  choose  new  sites,  which  will 
have  to  be  chosen.  They  are  not  at  all 
sure  that  adequate  machinery  at  all  is 
provided  by  which  title  can  be  granted 
in  such  cases.  At  the  very  most,  all  the 
Senator  could  claim  for  subsection  (b). 
even  if  it  is  as  good  as  he  thinks  it  is,  is 
that  public  units  are  recognized  as  hav- 
ing rights  superior  to  private  property 
owners.  But  there  is  no  machinery  in- 
cluded by  which  private  property  owners 
can  proceed,  except  and  imless  they  go 


to  the  Washington  functionaries  to  get 
permission. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  not  on  the  floor 
when  the  Senator  from  Florida  referred 
to  the  situation  in  New  York  Slate.  I 
want  to  mention  that  particularly,  bc- 
cau.se  it  certainly  is  not  my  desire  in  any 
way  to  mi.squote  the  Senator  or  to  mis- 
represent him  in  anythins  he  may  say. 

Mr,  KOLLAND  I  remember  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  submitted  suhsec- 
tion  'b)  of  section  11.  which  I  was  hap- 
py tc  have  him  do.  when  the  debate  was 
raEini?  last  year  B'Jt  I  called  his  at- 
tention durin'^  the  debate  at  that  time — 
and  th?  Record  will  so  .show — to  the  fact 
that  he  was  .showing  a  much  more  tender 
re'^ard  for.  and  a  much  more  tender  rec- 
offniiion  of.  public  dcwiopments  than 
hf  was  for  private  developments,  and 
that  his  amendment.  ta!c?n  by  itself,  left 
no  place  in  the  develonmc^nt  picture  for 
private  investors  or  private  property 
owners.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  I 
mrntionf'd  that. 

Mr  LEHMAN  Yes.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator said  that.  Of  cours?.  I  am  in  favor 
of  having  private  development,  too,  as 
well  as  public  development.  What  I  am 
trying  to  make  clear  to  my  colleagues  in 
the  Senate  is  that,  when  Robert  Mcses, 
power  commissioner  of  New  York — and 
he  has  been  a  very  fine  power  commis- 
sioner— came  here  and  made  representa- 
tions at  the  hearings  tliat  the  rights  or 
the  titles  of  the  city  of  New  York  and 
State  of  New  York  were  jeopardized,  un- 
les,s  th.s  quitclaim  measure  were  enacted, 
he  was  setting  up  what  in  my  opinion 
was  entirely  a  straw  man.  Likewise 
w  hen  the  mayor  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
Mr  Impelhtteri.  wrote  in  support  of  a 
quitclaim  for  the  State,  he  was  setting 
up  a  straw  man.  and  was  in  rjy  opinion 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  facts. 

Thrre  has  never  been  any  question  on 
the  part  of  any  State  official,  during  the 
many  years  I  was  Lieutenant  Governor 
and  Governor,  as  to  the  title  and  control 
of  the  piers  and  docks  of  the  Harbor  of 
New  York,  of  our  inland  lakes,  or  of  the 
built-in  lands  on  Coney  Inland.  Staten 
Island.  Oriental  Beach,  and  Manhattan 
Beach,  as  well  as  tlie  various  other  re- 
creational centers  which  have  been 
developed.  I  may  say  to  Uie  Senator 
from  Florida  that  la.st  year  when  I  sub- 
mitted this  proposed  amendment  to  his 
joint  resolution,  an  amendment  which 
would  have  amply  protected  the  pubhc 
interest  in  the  SUte  of  New  York,  it  was 
drafted  in  association  with  and  with  the 
full  consent  of  the  corjxjratior.  counsel 
of  the  city  of  New  York.  He  was  en- 
tirely satisfied  with  it.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  in-spired  the  submission  of  the 
amendment. 

For  years  it  has  been  proposed  by 
Members  of  Congress  that  such  an 
amendment  be  included  in  any  bill  on 
this  subject.  It  never  was  adopted,  and, 
as  has  been  testified  to  before  the  com- 
mittee in  my  presence,  I  beheve  that  one 
of  the  reasons  it  was  not  adopted  was 
because  the  proponents  of  the  quitclaim 
legislation  did  not  want  to  lose  what  they 
felt  was  an  argument.  In  my  opinion 
It  was  no  argument  at  all.  There  is  no 
threat  made  to  docks  or  piers  in  the  in- 
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land  waters,  or  on  the  sound,  or  on  the 
.s?acoast,  provided  they  are  on  fUled-m 
land.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  Ander- 
son measure,  I  believe  it  Ls  clear  that  the 
iiLihts.  not  only  of  New  York  State,  but 
cf  all  the  States,  are  amply  protected 
both  with  regard  to  land  that  has  al- 
ready been  filled  in  and  the  land  that 
may  be  filled  in  in  the  future. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  only  Inter- 
ference there  could  possibly  be  on  the 
part  of  the  Fedeial  Government  would 
be  when  the  interests  of  navigation 
v^iro  involved:  and  of  course,  then  the 
Federal  Government  would  tfc  in  a  posi- 
l  on  to  exerci.^e  its  rphts.  and  we  wouid 

V  ant  it  to  do  so.  It  i":  impossible  to  bund 
a  Ions  dock  from  the  Jersey  coast,  the 
j.ibcv  shore,  or  the  New  York  shore, 

V  hich  would  impede  navi(;ation.  without 
r-ctivinc?  authority  from  the  Federal 
G'vcrnment;  and  I  do  not  think  the 
S.nator  would  urge  to  the  contrary 
L.vcept  in  such  circumstances  as  that 
it'  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  Federal 
Oovernment  could,  or  ever  would,  inter- 
fire  with  Uie  control  and  ownership  of 
the^e  lands. 

Mr  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator,  Of  cour.se,  he  is  cor- 
rect m  one  thinr.  he  sa.d,  namely  that 
the  Governments  engineers  have  the  say 
under  present  law.  as  they  would  uncer 
any  law  that  has  been  suy^ested  with 
r-Ierence  to  whether  any  proposed  im- 
provement would  be  harmful  to  navjga- 
l  on     Nobody  questions  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  goes  back  many, 
many  decades. 

Mr  HOLLAND.     But  in  the  other  fea- 
tures of  his  statement  the  Senator  from 
New  York  is  almost  alone  in  Ukmg  the 
position  which  he  has  taken,  so  far  as 
the  distinguished  dignitaries  of  his  own 
State  are  concerned.    The  present  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Stale  of  New  York  has  re- 
peatedly asserted  himself  in  behalf  of 
the    States    legislation.    The    attorney 
general  of  the  State  of  New  York    Mr. 
Ooldstein.  has  not  only  come  to  Wash- 
ington to  testify,  but  has  aided  m  per- 
fecting the  mea-sure  by  suggesting   an 
excellent  amendment.    The  former  at- 
torney general,  who  .-^rved  as  such  under 
the  distinguished  occupancy  of  the  gov- 
ernors  chair  by  the  Senatx)r  from  New 
York  has  also  supported  it.    The  mayor 
of  New  York  City,  Mayor  Impelhtteri, 
supports  it.    The  public  commissioner, 
or  the  commissioner  of  parks— I  beheve 
he  is  called  the  public  coordinator— Mr. 
Moses,  whom  the  Senator  from  New  York 
r'-cognizes  as  a  distinguished  figure  in 
the  field  of  public  improvements,  also 
.•supports  the  States  position;  and  so  far 
as  the  Senator  from  Florida  knows,  he 
dees    not  know  anyone  other  than  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  who  takes 
a  dillerent  position.    The  senior  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  has  taken  exactly  the 
opposite  position. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  would  be 
glad  to  feel,  if  he  could,  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  York  was  on  sound 
ground;  but  he  does  not  entertain  that 
view  When  he  looks  at  a  map  and  sees 
that  the  larger  part  of  the  great  develop- 
ments on  the  south  side  of  Long  Island 
are  on  built  land,  and  that  there  is  need 
for  further  extension  of  that  land  in 


order  to  bring  about  further  develop- 
ments— and  Mr.  Moses  said  there  are 
plans  now  under  way  to  build  many  mil- 
Uons  of  dollars'  worth  of  additional 
parks  and  bathing  beaches  in  that  same 
area — it  seems  to  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida that  the  Senator  from  New  York 
is  not  on  sound  ground,  even  with  refer- 
ence to  public  improvements.  Particu- 
larly do  I  feel  tliat  the  Senator  is  on 
completely  quaking  sands  when  he  de- 
clines to  propose,  in  the  protection  of 
private  investors  and  the  owners  of  pri- 
vate property,  legislation  which  would 
give  them  even  the  same  modicum  of 
rights  which  he  offered  to  give  to  the 
public  units  of  government  under  his 
amendment  of  last  year. 

Mr.    LEHMAN.     Mr.    President,    will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  New  York  to  say  a  moment 
apo  that  he  wished  private  indu-stiT 
could  have  those  rights.  But  I  am  not 
aware  that  he  has  submitted  to  the  An- 
derson bill  any  amendment  to  give  pri- 
vate industry  those  rights;  and  there  is 
no  measure  as  yet  known  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  by  which  private  industry 
can  get  those  rights,  except  by  the  sup- 
port of  the  pending  measure,  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13. 

Mr.    LEHMAN.     Mr.    President,    will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  further? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr.    LEHMAN.     The    Senator    from 
Florida  will  recall  that  I  offered  last  year 
an  amendment  to  protect  private  rights. 
So  far  as  the  statement  made  by  the 
distinguished   Senator  from  Florida   is 
concerned,  that  the   present  Governor 
of  the  State  of  New  Yorlc  favors  turn- 
in?  over  these  great  assets  to  the  States, 
that  is  correct.     It  was  one  of  the  issues 
when  I  ran  against  ths  present  Governor 
of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  the  people 
of    the    State    supported    me.     I    ran 
acainst    the    park    commissioner.    Mr. 
Mosc.-.  and  I  again  won  by  a  very  large 
plirality. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Did  not  the  Senator 
from  New  York  defeat  Mr.  Moses  by  the 
largest  majority  ever  received  by  a  can- 
didate for  Governor  of  the  State  of  New 
York? 

Mr.  LEHNL\N.     I  tiiink  that  is  true, 
up  to  that  time. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I   think   the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  prevailed  over 
his  opposition  by  something  hke  1.150,000 
votes  last  fall.    My  recollection  is  that 
the  prevailing  party  in  New  York,  which 
has  stood  with  the  States  of  Florida, 
Louisiana.  Texas,  and  California,  car- 
ried the  State,  as  I  recaU.  850.000  votes. 
If  my  recollection  is  incorrect.  I  hope 
the  Senator  will  correct  me.     It  was  a 
very  large  vote.    It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  must  feel 
rather  keenly  that  he  stands  in  a  rather 
isolated  position,  considering  that  not 
only  his  present  Governor,  with  attain- 
ments almpost  equaling  his  own.  but  both 
the   Attorneys  General   whom  I   have 
mentioned,  the  mayor  of  New  York,  the 
public  parks  commissioner,  and  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  New  York,  aU  differ 


with  the  opinion  of  the  junior  S3nator 
from  New  York.  The  junior  Senator 
from  New  York  simply  counters  by  say- 
ing that  that  is  a  ridiculous  position  for 
them  to  take. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Oh,  no. 
Mr.    HOLLAND.    I    understood    the 
Senator  to  use  those  words. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  I  did.  I  do  not  re- 
call using  them.  But  I  may  point  out 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida  that  when 
he  says  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
York  stands  alone  on  this  proposition.  I 
deny  it.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
present  Governor  of  New  York,  the  pres- 
ent mayor  of  New  York  City,  who  is  of 
my  own  party,  and  the  present  commis- 
sioner of  parks  of  New  York,  do  not  tase 
the  same  position  I  take,  but  it  is  my 
sincere  and  heartfelt  beUef  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  State  of 
New  York  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder 
with  me  in  this  fight  which  I  am  join- 
ing with  my  associates  in  conducting. 

I  believe  they  realize,  if  the  Senator 
frora  Florida  will  yield  further,  that  this 
gift  of  bilUons  of  dollars  of  assets  to 
3  Slates  at  the  expense  of  45  States  is 
contrary  to  the  spirit  in  which  this 
country  became  a  federation. 

Mr.    HOLLAND.     The    Senator    from 
New  York  is  one  of  those  referred  to  by 
the  Se-  ator  from  Florida  a  Uttle  while 
ago  who,  for  some  unknown  reason,  pro- 
ceed to  put  their  sights  up  into  the  bil- 
hons  of  dollars  when  they  talk  about  the 
funds  which  the  Federal   Goverrunent 
would  be  relinquishing  to  the  States  un- 
der this  resolution.    The  actual  fact,  as 
shown  by  the  highest  estimates  made  by 
the  public  servants  whose  duty  it  is  to 
knew  and  understand  this  field,  is  that 
the  total  of  all  the  royalties  which  could 
move  to  the  3  affected  States  from  all 
oi   and  gas  estimated  to  be  within  their 
State  boundaries,  in  the  event  it  could 
all  be  produced,  would  be  well  under  $1 
billion,  and  would  be  stretched  out  over 
the   next   25   or   30   or   even   50   years. 
Those  facts  are  so  clearly  shown  by  the 
record  that  there  is  no  debating  them 
whatsoever. 

So  the  Senator  from  New  York,  in 
talking  about  a  grant  of  bilhons  of  dol- 
lars, could  have  been  referring  only  to 
one  thing,  because  there  is  only  one 
place  where  there  are  bilhons  of  dol- 
lars in  value,  namely,  in  developments 
along  the  shore.  The  Senator's  own 
State  certainly  has  many  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  invested  in  filled  land 
along  Long  Island  Sound  and  Staten 
Island.  I  would  not  be  able  to  make  a 
good  guess  on  that  exact  amount,  as 
would  the  Senator  from  New  York;  but 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  values  involved  in 
the  development  along  the  coastlines  of 
our  20  coastal  States  upon  lands  which 
have  been  filled  run  into  many  billions 
of  dollars. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  case  of  New 
York,  the  value  of  the  lands  in  question 
is  paid  for  out  of  New  York  capital,  for 
the  benefit,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  of  per- 
sons from  all  over  the  Nation.  We  are 
proud  and  happy  to  welcome  people  from 
the  other  47  States.  I  can  say  that  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned — I  can  speak  only 
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as  the  junior  Senator  from  New  York — 
New  York  State  is  perfectly  willing  to 
share  the  mineral  wealth  which  may 
come  from  the  sea  outside  the  low  tide 
with  the  47  other  States  of  the  Union. 
New  York  State  does  not  want  anything 
that  gives  us  an  adrantage.  We  today 
pay  infinitely  more  than  our  share  of 
taxes  on  a  per-capita  basis,  and  we  are 
glad  to  do  it  because  we  believe  that 
what  is  good  for  one  part  of  the  Nation 
is  good  for  every  pairt  of  the  Nation. 
Therefore,  we  are  glad  to  do  it.  But  we 
certainly  do  not  want  to  see  this  great 
wealth — and  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
figures  given  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Florida — used  for  the  purposes 
of  only  3  States  when  we  know  the 
Nation  needs  great  amounts  of  money 
to  build  up  and  maintain  its  schools  and 
to  pay  decent  salaries  to  its  teachers. 
We  want  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  and 
Georgia  to  get  exactly  the  same  rela- 
tive advantage  from  funds  derived  from 
offshore  resources  as  New  York  State 
receives.  There  is  nothing  selfish  about 
the  attitude  of  those  of  us  in  New  York 
State  who  want  to  use  this  money  for 
education,  for  defense,  or  to  pay  off  the 
national  debt.  We  are  willing  to  share 
the  wealth,  if  there  is  any  off  our  shores, 
with  all  the  other  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  since 
It  is  apparent  that  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  has  not 
examined  the  record,  I  refer  him  at  this 
time  to  table  V  on  page  577  of  the  hear- 
ings and  to  table  I  on  page  584  of  the 
hearings,  which  give  the  latest  informa- 
tion obtainable  from  the  most  expert 
sources  in  Government  as  to  the  amounts 
involved. 

So  far  as  the  State  of  New  York  is 
concerned.  I  am  quite  persuaded  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York  has  no  selfish  motive  at  alL  Yet 
I  would  remind  him  that  there  is  no 
State  in  the  Union  which,  in  a  dollars- 
and-cents  way,  will  profit  so  greatly  from 
the  passage  of  this  resolution  as  will  the 
State  of  New  York.  l)ecause  the  coastal 
developments  there  greatly  exceed  those 
to  be  found  in  any  other  State  of  the 
Union,  far  surpassing  anything  that 
could  even  be  hoped  for  or  dreamt  of  as 
possible  royalties  to  be  received  by  Loui- 
siana. Texas,  or  California  out  of  the 
comparatively  small  amounts  of  oil  and 
gas  which  may  be  found  within  the  off- 
shore boundaries  of  those  three  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  minimum  figures  which  the  Senator 
from  Florida  quotes  refer  to  proved  re- 
serves? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect as  to  that  table 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  if  we  turn  to  po- 
tential reserves,  are  not  the  sound  esti- 
mates very  much  higher? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  potential  re- 
serves are  contained  in  the  other  table. 
namely,  table  1  on  page  584.  to  which  I 
referred.  They  abaw  that,  including 
both  proved  and  potential,  the  reserves 
irithln  those  boundaries  are  2  billion 
barrels  plus.  Outside  those  boundaries. 
there  are  13  billion  barrels  to  uh;ch  the 
States  make  no  claim,  and  lu  those  lauds 


the  resolution  confirms  the  title  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  make  an  ar- 
gument on  that  point  when  I  obtain  the 
floor. 

I^  it  not  true  that  the  minimum  esti- 
mate of  15  billion  barreLs  of  oil  on  the 
Continental  Shelf,  which  at  present 
prices,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  would  amount 
to  about  $40  billion,  is  nothing  to  be 
sneezed  at? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  insists  upon  including  in  those 
figures  the  great  bulk  of  five-sixth.s  of 
the  oil  that  would  not  be  confirmed  to 
the  Federal  Government.  The  States 
would  not  ha%e  any  interest  in  it  what- 
soever under  the  joint  rerolution.  In- 
stead, the  interest  would  go  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  There  are  only  three 
coastal  States  where  any  oil  has  been 
found  and  they  would  pet  romethm?  like 
2  billion  barrels,  if  all  of  it  could  be 
produced. 

Incidentally,  if  the  Senator  will  look 
at  the  last  sentence  on  page  585  of  the 
report  of  the  hearings,  which  I  now  show 
to  him,  he  will  read  the  following: 

The  estimate  Includes,  of  course  much  oil 
that  Is  not  now  economical: y  recoverable  by 
proces388  of  explorition  and  production  that 
are  now  known  to  be  practicable.  Only  a 
small  part  of  the  Shelf  lies  beneath  water 
of  such  shallow  depth  as  thus  far  to  invite 
exploration  and  development  by  the  Uie  of 
existing  techniques. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  believe  the  defini- 
tion of  '"Continental  Shelf"  is  that  it  is 
submerged  land  not  more  than  100 
fathoms,  or  600  feet,  beneath  the  sur- 
face of  the  water. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Exactly;  but  the 
PKJint  I  am  making  to  the  distinguished 
Senator,  which  is  a  vahd  point,  is  that 
these  very  estimates  on  their  face  show 
that  much  of  the  oil  and  gas  that  is  said 
to  be  present  is  not  recoverable  under 
any  presently  known  methods,  and  it  is 
not  known  whether  they  will  ever  be  re- 
coverable. 

I  listened  to  the  testimony  as  it  was 
presented  to  the  committee,  and  it  was 
very  apparent,  at  least  to  me,  that  the 
extra  costs  of  production  of  oil  and  eas 
in  the  offshore  waters  would  be  such 
that  the  same  degree  of  exhaustion  of 
proved  deposits  of  oil  and  gas  could  not 
be  accomplished  as  economically  as  it 
could  be  accomplished  on  the  upland. 

Incidentally — and  with  one  more  point 
I  desire  to  close  on  this  subject — these 
estimates  are  the  most  fictional  sort  of 
estimates  which  could  be  worked  out. 
except  as  to  proved  reserves,  which  are 
inconsequential,  merely  enough  to  sup- 
ply our  Nation  for  about  32  days.  The 
rest  of  the  estimates  were  made  on  the 
basis  of  a  guess  on  production  inland. 
back  from  the  shorehne,  in  an  area  of 
land  comparable  with  the  area  of  sub- 
merged land  which  lies  in  the  shelf. 

The  experts  who  made  the  estimates 
have  said  that  the  deposits  may  be  found 
to  be  greater  than  the  estimates,  or  they 
may  be  found  to  be  less  than  the  esti- 
mates. But  the  fact  is  that  they  are 
guessing,  and  are  basing  their  guess  upon 
the  upland  production,  while  they  tell 
us  in  the  next  breath  that  as  much  can- 
not be  produced  under  water  as  can  be 
produced  upland,  because  the  cost  of 
operation  is  such  as  not  to  permit  of 


production  in  the  ca.se  of  deposits  which, 
on  the  uplands,  would  be  marginal  or 
nearly  so. 

Mr  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr   HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  said  that  within  their  historical 
offshore  boundaries,  according  to  the 
hiehest  estimates,  the  States  would  re- 
ceive only  a  Utile  more  than  2  billion 
barrels  of  oil  Actually,  the  States  would 
receive  only  the  royalties  on  a  Uttle  over 
2  billion  barrels. 

Mr  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the  Sen- 
ators  correction.  The  royalties  on  2 
billion  barrels,  even  if  every  bit  of  it  was 
produced,  would  be  well  under  a  billion 
dollars  Incidentally,  the  very  people 
who  are  oppasing  the  joint  resolution 
propo.'-e  to  divide  that  amount  by  allot- 
ting 37'.;  percent  to  the  States  and  the 
balance  to  the  Federal  Government. 
UndiT  that  arrangement,  the  Federal 
Government  would  actually  receive 
something  like  a  half  billion  dollars  over 
the  next  25.  30.  or  50  years  if  all  esti- 
mates within  Slate  boundaries  were  ac- 
tually produced  That  is  all  anyone  can 
see  in  the  matter  up  to  this  time.  Yet 
I  still  hear  effusive  statements  about 
billions  and  billions  of  dollars  worth  of 
oil  t)einf;  ca.st  away,  when  there  just  does 
not  happ>en  to  be  any  factual  basis  for 
such  statements.  As  a  matter  of  fact. 
there  is  no  oil  in  the  States  represented 
by  many  Senators  and  Representatives 
who  are  supporting  the  resolution,  and 
th^re  IS  no  chance,  under  present  geo- 
logical disclosures,  of  their  being  any  oil 
in  their  States;  but  they  are  tremendous- 
ly interested  in  again  releasing  the  pal- 
sied hand  of  private  enterprise,  which 
has  been  stayed  by  the  three  Court  deci- 
sions, under  which  there  Is  no  title  any- 
where and  no  as^surancc  anywhere  as  to 
what  the  la%  i.s  going  to  be  in  the  future. 
Private  development  has  been  held  up 
pitifully  during  the  years  since  1947. 
when  the  first  decison  was  handed  down. 
The  question  is.  does  Congress,  which 
is  the  only  place  where  there  is  suffi- 
ciently far-reaching  jurisdiction  to 
bundle  this  whole  set  of  problems  up 
into  one  ba.sket  and  solve  them  fairly, 
as  between  the  Federal  Government  and 
the  States  and  the  people,  intend  to  do 
that,  or  IS  Congress  going  to  continue 
to  drag  its  feet  and  decline  to  do  what 
it  is  quite  evident  the  people  want  it  to 
do?  What  is  desired  has  been  indicated 
by  the  Gallup  Poll,  by  the  great  majority 
of  newspapers,  by  the  great  majority  in 
Congress  every  time  the  question  comes 
to  a  vote;  and  I  do  not  know  how  many 
times  it  has  come  to  a  vote  between  1946 
and  the  present.  Two  bills  have  been 
pa-ssed  by  both  Houses.  At  other  times 
bills  on  the  subject  have  passed  the 
House.  A  great  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  listen  to  what  the 
people  back  home  say  to  them. 

There  is  an  American  way  to  handle 
the  question.  There  is  a  democratic 
way  to  solve  the  problem  and  that  is  to 
turn  private  energy  loose  and  enable  It 
to  go  again  into  the  building  of  develop- 
ments of  immense  value,  such  as  exist 
on  the  south  shore  of  Long  Island,  where 
there  Is  one  value  after  another,  of 
multi-million     dollar    proportions.     In 
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great  flying  fields  and  great  beach  re- 
sorts and  parks. 

Mr.  Moses  placed  in  the  record  pic- 
tures of  Coney  Island,  showing  the  same 
kind  of  groins  built  into  the  Atlantic 
there  in  order  to  protect  the  shores,  as 
have  been  built  from  the  beaches  into 
the  open  Atlantic  along  the  coast  of 
Florida. 

That  tremendous  set  of  values  presents 
a  challenge,  as  to  whether  we  are  to 
stop  or  to  move  forward.    It  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  unthinkable  that  we  should 
prolong  this  stalemate  and  require  the 
tood  people  who  desire  to  go  ahead  with 
building  new  values  to  stay  their  hands 
until  they  can  ascertain  what  Congress 
li  going  to  do  and  what  the  law  will  be. 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
Mr.     DOUGLAS.     Mr.     President.     I 
merely  had  in  mind  some  questions  about 
the  estimates  of  potential  oil  reserves. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida 
earlier  this  afternoon  referred  to  astro- 
nomical   estimates,    and    stated    that 
enough  unfair,  untrue  propaganda  had 
been  issued  about  the  joint  resolution  to 
make  one  shudder  and  that  outlandish 
claims  had  been  advanced. 

I  took  to  the  radio  last  night  and  made 
some  statements  about  the  quantity  of 
oil  which  might  be  contained  beneath 
the  submerged  lands  on  the  Continental 
Shelf  of  the  United  States,  so  I  believe 
I  have  some  statements  to  defend. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  made  no  statement  of  his  own 
which  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
a.sked  him  to  defend,  because  I  have 
made  no  reference  to  any  such  state- 
ment made  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Florida  if  he  Is  aware 
of  tlie  article  written  by  a  very  eminent 
oil  geologist.  Mr.  L.  G.  Weeks,  entitled 
"Concerning  Estimates  of  Potential  Oil 
Reserves"  in  the  Bulletin  of  the  Ameri- 
can Association  of  Petroleum  Geologists, 
volume  34.  No.  10.  pages  1947  to  1953, 
issued.  I  believe,  in  the  year  1950. 
Mr.    HOLLAND.     I    have    seen    the 

Article 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  It  not  true  that 
that  very  distinguished  oU  geologist  esti- 
mated that  the  potential  oil  reserves  in 
the  Continental  Shelf  off  the  coast  of 
the  United  States  amount  to  40  billion 
barrels,  which  at  $2  70  a  barrel  would 
amount  to  $108,000,000,000.  with  the 
value  of  gas  and  sulfur  to  be  added  to 
that  amount? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  recall  the 
amount  stated  in  the  BuUeUn.  What 
I  was  referring  to.  if  the  Senator  will 
allow  me  to  refer  to  it  again,  was,  for 
instance,  the  testimony  of  John  J.  Gun- 
ther.  legislative  representative  of  the 
Americans  for  I>emocratic  Action,  who 
played  a  considerable  part  in  the  hear- 
ings, together  with  the  CIO  and  other 
ultraliberal  groups.     Mr.  Gunther  said: 

These  offshore  lands  are  rich  In  oil.  Esti- 
mates run  from  forty  or  fifty  to  two  hundred 
billion  dollars. 


The  junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel]  then  asked  Mr.  Gunther: 

Where  did  you  get  thoee  estimates?  That 
Is  the  highest  maxlmiun  I  have  heard  yet. 

Mr.  Gunther  said  he  got  them  from  a 

newspaper  article;   and  that  was  that. 

One  of  the  members  of  the  commit- 


tee projected  a  300 -billion-barrel  guess. 

Varioiis  others  whom  the  Senator  from 

Florida  has  heard  over  the  radio,  and 

whose  effusions  he  has  seen  in  various 

columns,  have  claimed  amounts  up  to 

400  biUion  barrels.    That  is  the  largest 

estimate  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 

yet  seen.    But  the  Senator  from  Florida 

prefers  to  think  that  the  Senate  will 

believe   that  the    expert  testimony  of 

Government  geologists,  uncertain  as  it 

is  and  uncertain  as  it  is  stated  by  them 

to  be,  is  the  best  we  could  have  right 

now.  particularly  when  it  happens  to 

agree  very  closely  with  the  estimates  of 

the  best  oil  predicters.    The  figures  from 

the  geologists  are  the  ones  in  the  record 

which  the  Senator  might  like  to  escape. 

but  which  are  there,  and  which  show 

repeatedly  that  about  2  billion  barrels 

is  all  that  can  be  expected  to  be  pro- 

tluced  at  the  most  in  the  areas  within 

the  State  boundaries. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
veto  message  of  former  President  Tru- 
man used  pretty  much  the  same  figures. 
He  stated  in  his  message  that  the  proved 
reserves  amounted  to  278  milUon  barrels, 
as  I  recall,  and  that  there  was  a  possi- 
bility of  finding  something  over  2  billion 
barrels,  including  the  278  million. 

So  there  is  not  very  much  difference 
between  the  fig\u-es.    The  thing  which 
has  distorted  the  figures  so  badly  has 
been  the  inability  of  many  people  who, 
I  think,  were  trying  to  make  an  honest 
appraisal,  to  realize  that  there  is  not 
now  and  never  has  been  any  bill  intro- 
duced to  claim  for  the  States  the  areas 
cuts.de    the    State    boundaries.     Tliey 
have  either  been  unwiUing  to  see  that, 
or  they  have  not  had  the  fccts  brought 
to  their  attention.    They  prefer  to  take 
the  largest  possible  estimate  applying  to 
the  whole  ConUnental  Shelf,  and  reduce 
it  to    terms  of   State    boundaries,   as 
though  it  came  from  within  State  boim- 
daries.  where  there  is  only  about  one- 
sixth  of  what  is  in  the  Continental  Shelf. 
Then  they  prefer  to  use  that  figure  as 
though  there  were  not  to  be  a  distribu- 
tion between  the  State  and  Federal  Gov- 
errunent.  even  though  you  advocates  of 
Federal    ownership    concede    that    the 
States  should  have  37  Vi  percent. 

They  come  up  with  a  figure  which 
is  wholly  unrealistic,  completely  ex- 
travagant, and  highly  exaggerated. 
They  set  up  a  straw  man  which  they  like 
to  demolish  for  their  own  edification. 
The  Senator  from  Florida  has  hope  that 
at  long  last  the  public  is  beginning  to 
understand  what  the  facts  are.  Edi- 
torials in  responsible  newspapers  are 
showing  what  the  facts  are. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  takes  the  floor  he  intends  to 
introduce  a  table  which  will  make  al- 
lowance for  the  factors  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Florida  has  referred. 

In  addition  to  the  estimate  of  40  billion 
barrels  by  Dr.  Weeks,  who  is  a  very  able 
oil  geologist.  Is  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida aware  of  an  article  which  appeared 
in  the  Houston  Post  for  October  26.  1952, 
signed  by  18  eminent  Texas  oil  geolo- 
gists? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  have  not  seen  that 
particular  article.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 


the  Senator  place  it  in  the  Record  in  his 
own  time.  * 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     It  Is  a    matter    of 

fact 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  will  continue  with  his  next  point, 
unless  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  a 
question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
there  is  an  estimate  by  these  Texas  geo- 
logists of  $80  billion  worth  of  oil  off 
the  coast  of  Texas  alone? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  would  be  astounded  if  any  re- 
sponsible person  should  place  his  signa- 
ture under  any  such  statement,  but  he 
has  not  seen  the  statement.  Ha  hac  just 
said  so.  So  he  could  not  discuss  it 
further. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  aware 
of  an  estimate  by  Dr.  W.  E.*  Pratt,  pub- 
lished in  the  Bulletin  of  the  American 
Association  of  Oil  Geologists,  of  100  bil- 
lion barrels  for  the  Continental  Shelf, 
which,  at  current  prices,  would  represent 
a  value  of  $270  billion? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  read  that  article; 
and  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  larger  part 
of  that  oil  was  claimed  to  be  off  the  coast 
of  Alaska. 

Mr.  DOUGilAS.  I  submit  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  for  his  inspection  the 
Houston  Post  of  October  26,  1952.  The 
headline  Is:  "Rich  Tideland  Potential 
Cited — Engineers  Say  Ultimate  Worth  Is 
Over  $80  BiUion." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.      I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  place  that  article  in 
the  Record  in  his  own  time.    I  shall  be 
glad  to  read  it.    So  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  is  concerned,  he  has  re- 
ceived a  great  deal  of  cumulative  evi- 
dence from   sources   which   are   unim- 
peachable, and  of  the  highest  character, 
including  the  highest  officials  in  our  own 
Government.    Even  those  who  try  to  give 
away  to  the  Federal  Government  the  as- 
sets of  the  States,  and  even  those  who 
tried  to  seize  those  assets  under  the  so- 
called  surplus  grab  last  year,  come  to 
just  about  the  same  figure — about  2  bil- 
lion barrels  within  State  boundaries,  and 
about   13   billion  barrels  outside   State 
boundaries.    The  Senator  from  Florida 
would  be  surprised  to  see  any  figure  from 
reputable  sources  which  varied  greatly 
from  that  estimate. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield. 
Mr.    LEHMAN.     The    Senator    from 
Florida  cited  as  an  added  reason  why 
these  oil  lands  should  be  turned  over  to 
Florida,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  the  great 
improvements    in    recreation    facilities, 
airports,  and  parkways  which  were  built 
at  great  cost.     I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  knows  that  the  beautiful  de- 
velopments which  we  have  in  New  York 
State — such   as   Jones   Beach,   Idlewild 
Airfield,  LaGuardia  Airfield,  and  all  our 
magnificient  parkways  on  Long  Island — 
were  paid  for  out  of  public  funds  pro- 
vided by  the  taxpayers  of  the  State  of 
New  York.    They  did  it  cheerfully,  and 
they  would  be  happy  to  have  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  and  our  other  friends 
from  all  over  the  country  come  to  New 
York  and  share  those  facilities. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    The  Senator  has  al- 
ready made  that  point,  and  it  Is  a  good 
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point.    I  do  not  care  to  have  it  reiterated 
in  my  time. 

All  I  can  say  is  that  the  very  gentle- 
man who  had  most  to  do  with  making 
those  improvements  came  to  Washington 
fighting  for  the  right  to  go  ahead  with 
similar  developments,  and  telling  us 
about  bond  issues  which  had  already 
been  sold  in  order  that  they  might  move 
ahead  with  other  developments.  They 
told  us  that  they  were  stjonied  and  held 
up.  and  that  no  one  could  safely  pro- 
ceed. They  implored  Congress,  includ- 
ing the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York,  to  pass  this  measure  so  that  they 
could  go  ahead  in  further  service  to  the 
people  of  the  great  city  which  is  the 
metropolis  of  our  country. 

WHAT  IS  THE  aOWD  POtMANKNT  PTTBLIC  POLICTT 

The  next  subdivision  is  built  around 
the  title  "What  Is  the  Sound  Permanent 
Public  Policy?" 

Congress  has  the  clear  right  and  power 
in  determining  and  carrying  out  what 
it  regards  as  sound  public  policy,  to  quit- 
claim or  convey  to  the  States  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  their  original  boun- 
daries. Article  FV.  section  3.  clause  2.  of 
the  Constitution  vests  in  Congress 
"Power  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  need- 
ful rules  and  regulations  respecting  the 
Territory  or  other  property  belonging 
to  the  United  States."  Mr.  Justice  Black 
specifically  refers  to  this  power  of  Con- 
gress in  his  majority  opinion  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case.  He  closes  the  very  para- 
graph in  which  he  takes  note  of  the 
great  value  of  the  improvements  made 
in  the  coastal  belts  by  public  and  private 
agencies  with  the  sentence: 

But  beyond  all  this  we  cannot  and  do  not 
assume  that  Congress,  which  has  constitu- 
tional control  over  Government  property, 
win  execute  Its  powers  In  such  way  as  to 
bring  about  Injustices  to  States,  their  sub- 
divisions, or  persons  acting  pursuant  to  their 
permission- 
Former  Solicitor  General  Perlman 
stated  several  times  in  his  testimony  be- 
fore the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs Committee  in  the  82d  Congress, 
that  Congress  had  the  undoubted  power 
to  dispose  of  the  coastal  belt.  One  of 
his  statements  is  as  follows: 

Now,  U  Congress  can  provide  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  can  make  leases, 
certainly  It  can  authorize  the  States  to  make 
leases,  and  the  power  of  Congress  to  dispose 
of  the  minerals  or  dispose  of  the  revenues 
of  the  minerals  la  absolute.  (Hearings  be- 
fore the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  82d  Cong..  1st  sess.,  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  20,  at  p.  366.) 

Congress  followed  its  judgment  as  to 
what  constitutes  sound  public  policy  in 
another  matter  when  it  conveyed,  under 
the  Swamp  and  Overflowed  Lands  Act  in 
1850,  the  immense  areas  of  valuable  Fed- 
eral swamplands  to  the  15  States  in 
which  these  public  lands  lay.  Congress 
believed  that  this  course  would  result 
in  quicker  development  and  sounder  ad- 
ministration of  these  swamp  areas,  which 
were  much  larger  in  area  and  value  than 
the  submerged  lands  covered  by  our  bill, 
and  by  and  large  the  States  have  handled 
the  problem  successfully,  to  the  great 
good  of  the  whole  Nation.  That  great 
area  now  comprises  some  of  the  greatest 
tax  values  and  some  of  the  Greatest  pro- 
duction values  to  be  found  in  our  Na- 
tion.   By  way  of  specific  comparison,  the 


total  area  of  public  Federal  land.s,  whose 
title  lay  without  question  in  the  Federal 
Government,  which  was  conveyed  by 
Congress  as  swamp  and  overflowed  lands 
to  15  States,  was  64  million  acres,  where- 
as the  offshore  areas  to  be  quitclaimed 
under  our  bill  to  the  20  coastal  States 
total  only  17  million  acres. 

I  repeat  that  statement,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. In  1850  our  great  Nation  which 
was  then  certainly  much  poorer  than  it 
is  today,  gave  to  only  15  States  a  grant 
of  64  million  acres,  as  contrasted  with 
the  17  million  acres  proposed  to  be 
granted  in  the  submerged  lands  offshore 
to  our  20  coastal  States. 

I  have  read  the  debate  In  that  case, 
and  I  was  impressed  with  the  fact  that 
the  men  wh,o  passed  that  bill  were  largely 
from  the  original  States  and  the  early- 
admitted  States,  none  of  which  had  any 
Federal  public  lands  within  their  limits. 

There  was  considerable  argument  on 
the  bill.  However,  the  final  outcome  of 
it  was  that  the  Thirteen  Original  States 
and  the  great  States  of  Kentucky,  Ten- 
nessee, Vermont,  and  Maine,  the  early 
established  States  in  the  Nation,  and 
others  which  had  been  established  be- 
fore 1850.  through  their  repre-^^enta- 
tives — and  the  result  in  the  Senate  was 
by  unanimous  vote — granted  to  15  States 
64  million  acres  of  land,  comprising  most 
of  the  swamps  and  most  of  the  over- 
fiowed  lands  in  that  area  of  our  Nation 
which--Jiad  been  surveyed  up  to  that 
time. 

In  the  case  of  my  own  State,  such 
great  values  have  been  produced  as  those 
in  the  reclaimed  lands  around  Lake 
Okeechobee  which  constitute  the  winter 
market  basket  of  the  Nation.  In  the 
States  of  Iowa  and  Michigan,  as  well  as 
in  other  great  agricultural  States,  tre- 
mendous agricultural  values  have  been 
produced  by  reason  of  that  grant.  Like- 
wise many  industrial  and  residential  val- 
ues have  been  created,  as  well  as  many 
mining  values  and  many  oil-producing 
values.  There  is  no  telling  what  value, 
under  modern  measurement,  should  be 
placed  on  that  grant. 

But  a  new,  ambitious  nation,  full  of 
Initiative,  and  seeking  to  develop  and 
promote  self-government  and  local  gov- 
ernment, could  find  it  in  its  heart  to 
grant  64  miUion  acres  of  land  to  15  of 
the  newer  States,  who  needed  that  shot 
in  the  arm  in  order  to  get  started. 

Speaking  for  my  own  State,  Mr.  Pre.<^l- 
dent,  I  wish  to  say  that  we  are  extremely 
grateful,  not  only  to  the  Nation,  but  par- 
ticularly to  the  Senators  from  the  older 
States  for  the  action  taken  at  that  time. 


I  see  before  me  Senators  from  several 
of  those  States,  who  are  worthy  success- 
ors to  worthy  predecessors  who  looked  at 
the  national  interests  and  said  it  is  not 
sound  government  for  these  great  areas 
to  remain  in  Federal  control;  it  is  not 
sound  policy  for  these  areas  to  remain 
unreclaimed;  it  is  not  sound  from  any 
standpoint  to  put  any  handicap  upon 
the  play  of  private  initiative  in  tho.se 
areas.  So  they  made  it  possible  for  rec- 
lamation and  drainage  to  go  ahead  on  a 
great  scale  and  to  make  possible  the  de- 
velopment of  tremendous  values  in  the 
15  States. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  interfere  with 
the  regular  progress  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  if  he  were  to  ask  a  question  at 
this  point? 

Mr  HOLLAND.  Yes.  I  should  like 
to  complete  my  presentation  of  this  sec- 
tion of  my  remarks.  Then  I  shall  be 
happy  to  yield. 

Congress  has  also  followed  what  It  re- 
garded as  sound  public  policy  in  the 
granting  of  many  millions  of  acres  to 
States  and  Territories  for  schools,  rall- 
road.s  canal.s,  and  other  improvements. 
In  order  to  clearly  illustrate  this  point, 
I  ask  leave  at  this  time  to  insert  excerpts 
taken  from  an  official  publication,  table 
105.  page  128.  of  the  1951  Report  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment. Department  of  the  Interior,  list- 
ing the  acreage  of  Federal  lands  granted 
to  the  States  as  of  June  30.  1951.  for 
some  of  the  various  purposes  which  Con- 
pre.ss  has  held  to  be  in  furtherance  of 
sound  public  policy. 

Incidentally.  Mr.  President,  the  real 
question  here  is.  What  is  the  sound  pub- 
lic policy  in  this  matter?  Those  who 
want  to  be  legalistic  will  find  no  comfort 
in  looking  at  the  course  of  action  of  our 
Nation  up  to  this  time.  Our  Nation  hais 
freely  granted  from  Its  great  land  re- 
serves immense  values,  not  because  the 
Nation  did  not  own  them,  but  because  It 
thought  the  country  should  be  built  up, 
that  riches  should  be  created  from  the 
developments  which  would  follow,  and 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
moted by  making  .such  huge  grants. 

The  total  of  all  such  public  lands 
granted  to  the  States  by  Congress  is  245 
million  acres. 

Mr  President,  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
.«ent  to  have  printed  In  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  the  table  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccou).  as 
follows: 
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Btate 


For  common       For  other 
Bchoulis  schools 


Iowa  

I,  J1-..1'* 

Ki  titiK'ky 

I  ..iii>i  ina 

V!  iirii'         

Mirvlui'l     

\;  i^NiciuL-tetls.  — 
\IicIi1lMI1     

AI  i>-i>^i|il" 
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\|  iilltlllU     
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Siiii'la         

\r»   ||;iiii|>shire. 
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^  .  \»    \li>lcy    
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.'.null  « '..ruliiia— 

Sdiilti  1  lakdU 

'I  1  II[H*<«V 

'rt'\4s ...>.. — • 

I  tah        

\  rrir.oiit     

\  iiirliila        

\\  ;i..hln(r!r>n     .... 

U  .  «t  \  irKliila 

\\  iNroii"iil     

\'.  jonilnir 


1 ,  (Km,  fi7tt 

2,  «l)7,  !>'A) 


WI7,  271 


1,(I21,W.7 
2.  ><:4,H.M 
h'.M.  :'i;i 
I.221.M:< 
fi.  1»>.  2'.M 
2.  7:«<i,  9'I 


Total 
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2,  IWfi.  -Ksm 
72 »  2<><i 

i.;ci.  i"«i 

3.  ;i«M.  ;n<ii 
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lit'.,  irm) 

l.Hi.  I  ISO 
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i:«i,.  u:s 
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I. ''ill,  IKK) 
3IK),  IKK) 

.h;vi.  0>«l 

l.'KI,()(KI 
.•«2.  l»'i<) 


For  rail- 
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For  swamp 
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4.  71  K\.  94.1 
4,  17(1,  32« 

373,  (157 

l,19(;,3y2 

«.491,Hi'^5 

1 

.^,134,0'* 
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1.II7.V34.'. 
l,iv(7.  Wih 


.1,6)^1,3111 
4.7(K,,  .li).'! 
■A.  M7.  H.M 
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(') 


2('..  372 
2»*>.  UW 


3.(»2,322 


I  «K  532.  42«  I    »  17.  033,  a72  j       37.  12S.  .'.31 


3,  3(J0,  ~m 


CA.  S93.  4H'.' 


I  For  a<lditional  infnrmation  concerning  these  Rrant.s,  .se€  the  Uofwt  of  the  Director.  1W7   Statijtical  Appendix 
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«  Kxcept  for  10'2,500  acres  graiitcU  to  Uie  '1  erntory  lor  university  [iuri>oae«,  the  lands  In  Alaska  are  reserved  pend- 
iDg  statehood. 
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iVnmi  l..r  •'.Imri.al.l.-.  l-..)l.  .>...l  ful  lu  t.u.l.lu.K    luii....- 
lKniil,«-<lucall"i."  iDi'!  "Hi"  lll^t  iliil  :i>iis. 

Mr-.  HOLLAND.  Mr  President,  I  call 
special  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
grants  of  public  lands  of  unquestioned 
Federal  owner.«=hip  to  29  States  and 
Alaska  for  public  school  purposes  alone 
totr.l  in  excess  of  98.000.000  acres.  That 
does  not  include  the  grants  for  higher 
institutions  of  learning. 

The  point  I  have  been  tn'ing  to  make 
to  those  who  refuse  to  look  beyond  the 
decisions  of  the  majority  of  the  Supreme 
Court  i.^,  that  this  question  is  not  a  purely 
kralistic   one— that   the   major  consid- 
eration is  and  should  be  one  of  sound 
ix'imanent  public  policy.    This  Congress 
has  been  thoroughly  within  its  rights  in 
conveying  to  the  States  full  fee  simple 
title  to  vast  areas  of  the  public  domain 
whose    Federal    ownership    was    estab- 
lished and  unquestioned,  when  Congress 
ha.s  determined  that  sound  public  policy 
quickened    national    development    and 
more  democratic  government  Vi-ould  re- 
sult  from  such  conveyances.     For  the 
.same  rea.sons.  Congress  would  have  the 
clear  right  to  make  such  a  conveyance 
here,   even   if   the  Supreme  Court  had 
heard  the  entire  case  of  the  States  and 
the  people,  which  it  did  not,  and  even 
if    the    Supreme    Court    had    decided 
unanimously  in  favor  of  Federal  owner- 
ship, which  it  did  not.  and  even  if  there 
were  not  present  the  many  elements  of 
instability  and  uncertainty  now  appar- 
ent, and  which  of  themselves  cry  out  for 
positive  and  stabilizing  action  by  Con- 
gre.ss  to  replace  the  present  frustrating 
situation. 

In  determining  what  kind  of  bill  Con- 
gress should  pass  as  its  expression  of 
sound  permanent  public  policy  to  clear 
up  the  primary  question  before  us.  that 
of  the  ownership,  control,  and  develop- 
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ment  of  the  submerged  coastal  belt  with- 
in the  boundaries  of  the  States,  we  must 
con.sider  the  many  values  that  are  in- 
volved in  this  narrow  coastal  belt  and 
how  they  may  best  be  used,  developed, 
and  conserved.     It  is  clear  that  the  oil 
involved   is  of   substantial   value   in   at 
least  3  States,  but  the  oil  will  be  produced 
and  used  within  a  comparatively  short 
period,  possibly  25  or  30  years,  and  its 
value   is  only   temporary,  whereas   the 
greater  values  in  the  coastal  belt  will 
continue  throughout  the  life  of  our  Na- 
tion and  will  be  of  greater  importance 
with  each  passing  year.     Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13  will  assure  to  all  20  of  the 
coastal  States  their  continued  control, 
within  their  boundaries,  of  the  taking  of 
fish,  oysters,  shrimp,  sponges,  kelp,  and 
other  forms  of  marine  life,  the  use  of 
sand,  shell,  and  gravel,  the  erection  of 
piers,  bulkheads,  and  groins,  the  filling 
of  new  lands,  and  the  control  thereon  of 
valuable  recreational,  commercial,  and 
private  improvements,  and  the  disposal 
of  sewage  and   industrial  waste.     The 
control  by  the  States  of  the  production 
of  oil  from  their  coastal  belts  will  also 
be  restored,  which  is  important  in  a  few 
places  for  a  few  years,  but  insignificant 
when    compared    with    the    permanent 
values  which  determine  the  development 
and    prosperity    of    our    coastal    com- 
munities. 

It  might  be  helpful  to  consider  some 
of  these  permanent  values,  private  and 
public.  There  are  only  a  few  Members 
of  the  Senate  in  the  Chamber,  and  per- 
haps they  could  view  this  one  little  pic- 
ture of  the  highly  developed  coastal 
frontage  on  a  part  of  the  Atlantic  coast 
of  my  State,  which  I  believe  illustrates 
better  than  many   words  the   various 


types  of  values  which  go  into  an  enor- 
mous development  of  this  kind. 

I  present  for  inspection  a  photograph 
showing  a  portion  of  the  ocean  frontage 
of  the  city  of  Miami  Beach,  which  is 
largely  land  built  up  from  the  httle  strip 
of  sand  and  mangroves  which  constituted 
the  original  Miami  Beach. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  go  to  Miami 
Beach  because  it  is  different  from  other 
similar  areas  in  the  country — there  are 
many   others   which   are   comparable — 
but  because  I  happen  to  know  its  his- 
tory and  because  1  happen  to  have  from 
my  wall  a  picture  which  illustrates  the 
many  millions  of  dollars  of  invesment 
in  this  part  of  Florida  better  than  any 
words  could  portray  it.    The  photograph 
shows  12  or  15  of  the  beach-front  hotels. 
I  ask  Senators  not  to  become  too  nos- 
talgic when  they  look  at  the  picture  of 
this  beach.     It  will  be  difficult  for  Sena- 
tors who  have  been  there  not  to  grow 
very  nostalgic  when  they  examine  the 
picture,  but  I  a.sk  them  to  withhold  their 
desire  to  return  to  that  beach,  and  not 
to  return  to  it  until  after  the  vote  on 
the  pending  joint  resolution  has  been 
taken.     After  the  vote  is  taken,  they  will 
certainly  have  my  approval  to  go  there. 
As  I  count  the  structures  which  were 
built  In  that  very  limited  area  to  protect 
that  built  land  and  the  improvements 
thereon  from  the  devastating  force  of 
the  ocean's  waves,  I  note  great  lengths 
of  expensive  bulkheads,  besides  at  least 
19  different  groins,  which  are  structures 
which  extend  perpendicularly  into  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.     Each  of  the  groins  ex- 
tends  several   hundred   feet    from    the 
built-up  shoreline  into  the  body  of  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.     Each  of  the  groins  and 
the  various  bulkheads  consists  of  a  steel- 
and-concrete  structure  built  down  into 
the  very  mother  rock  itself.     An  excava- 
tion must  be  made,  and  part  of  the  un- 
derlying rock  must  be  removed,  in  order 
to  weld,  as  we  might  say,  thij^  protective 
structure  into  the  rock  which  at  that 
point  underlies  the  little  film  of  sand 
at  the  bottom   of  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
Many  of  the  hotels  themselves  stand  in 
whole  or  in  part  on  this  built  land;  and 
their    cabanas,    swimming    pools,    and 
beaches  are  on  built  land.     All  of  the 
sand  with  which  the  fills  were  made  was 
pumped  either  from  the  ocean  bed  cr 
from  the  bottom  of  the  bay  which  lies 
between  Miami  Beach   and  the  main- 
land.    The    expensive    municipal    pier 
which   appears  in   the  picture   is  con- 
structed on  and  over  the  bed  of  the  At- 
lantic Ocean.    The  sewage  line  from  the 
city  of  Miami  Beach,  which  I  cannot 
place  in  the  picture,  but  which  is  in  ex- 
istence and  is  a  highly  expensive  struc- 
ture, extends  along  the  ocean  bed  for 
some  distance  seaward.    The  jetties  ap- 
pear in  the  distance,  built  upon  ocean 
bottom    along    the    ship    channel.    As 
shown  in  this  one  picture  alone,  the  man- 
made   values  on   the   original   offshore 
ocean  bed  alone  amount  to  many,  many 
millions  of  dollars;  and  at  the  very  place 
shown  in  this  picture,  many  private  and 
public  titles  of  great  value  are  hurtfuUy 
affected  by  the  present  situation,  which 
flows    out    of    these    decisions    of    the 
Supreme  Court. 

Certainly  an  additional  threat  to  the 
millions  of  dollars  invested  in  those 
coastal  regions  is  apparent  as  a  result 
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of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Mastin  G.  White, 
former  Solicitor  of  the  Department  of 
Interior,  before  the  Senate  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee  in  the  recent 
hearings  on  submerged  lands  proposed 
legislation.  In  answer  to  a  question  con- 
cerning the  legality  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernments  filling  in  of  the  submerged 
lands  beyond  the  low -water  mark  in 
front  of  privately  owned.  State-owned, 
or  municipally  owned  land  for  the  use 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  some 
other  public  purpose.  Mr.  White  said 
that  he  did  not  have  any  doubt  what- 
ever about  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
Government  itself  in  the  present  situa- 
tion to  use  the  lands  for  a  public  pur- 
pose, regardless  of  whether  they  lie  in 
front  of  a  shore  holding  belonging  to 
the  Federal  Government  or  a  shore  hold- 
ing belonging  to  the  State  or  to  the 
State's  grantees. 

Mr.  President  in  the  record  of  the 
hearings.  Senators  can  read  for  them- 
selves what  Mr.  White  said.  He  said 
there  is  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  under 
the  present  situation  resulting  from 
these  three  Supreme  Court  decisions,  an 
airstrip  could  be  built  immediately  ad- 
joining the  shore  of  Miami  Beach,  where 
the  multi-million-dollar  hotels  now 
stand,  and  he  said  a  similar  develop- 
ment could  be  made  at  Atlantic  City  or 
at  Coney  Island  or  at  Rockaway  Beach, 
or  at  many  other  places  along  the  shores 
of  New  York  State. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  is,  not 
what  will  be  done,  but  what  can  be  done 
and  what  sort  of  threat  is  presented  by 
proceeding  under  a  laissez  faire  policy 
and  by  permitting  to  remain  undis- 
turbed the  immense  power  which  is  given 
to  Federal  administrators  or  at  least 
is  implied  under  the  decisions  in  the 
Texas,  Louisiana,  and  California  cases, 
and  by  not  doing  our  duty  to  remedy 
the  present  highly  unstabilized,  unsat- 
isfactory, disturbing,  and  distressing  sit- 
uation under  which  the  developments 
of  ocean-front  properties  has  virtually 
ceased. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  the 
Federal  Government  now  claims  the 
right  to  build  an  airstrip  or  any  other 
structure  desired  for  a  public  purpose 
closer  to  these  hotels  than  the  end  of 
the  groins  we  see  in  the  picture.  Mr. 
White  further  stated  that  the  sand  and 
gravel  on  the  bed  of  the  sea  below  the 
line  of  mean  low  tide,  and  outside  the 
inland  waters,  would  be  subject  to  the 
Federal  Property  Act  in  the  same  way 
and  to  the  same  extent  as  oil  and  gas, 
regardless  of  how  destructive  to  the 
values  of  the  upland  property  the  tak- 
ing of  the  sand  or  the  seabed  there 
would  be. 

Incidentally,  Mr.  President,  the  use  of 
the  sand  and  gravel  is  completely  nec- 
essary. Sand  and  gravel  cannot  be 
brought  from  100  miles  inland  to  make 
these  fills.  It  is  necessary  to  pump  sand 
and  gravel  there  by  dredi^in'j;  from  sand 
bars  which  lie  offshore  or  from  sand 
bars  which  lie  in  the  bay.  Yet.  under 
present  circumstances,  if  the  Federal 
Government  needs  that  sand  or  gravel 
or  shell,  it  can  pump  out  all  of  it.  and 
then  can  leave  a  naked  frontai^e  of  com- 
pletely impoverished  ocean  thore — in 
other  words,  a  beach  v.ith  no  attraction 
whatsoever,  a  beach  made  of  nothmg  but 


bare  rock  extending  Into  the  Atlantic 
Ocean. 

In  order  not  to  place  too  much  im- 
portance on  the  values  already  created, 
and  to  give  adequate  consideration  to 
the  additional  vast  values  which  should 
be  created  in  the  future  in  our  State 
and  in  every  other  coastal  State  of  this 
growing  Nation,  I  wish  to  invite  atten- 
tion to  a  specific  problem  in  Florida  con- 
cerning the  development  of  the  string 
of  islands  which,  beginninu'  just  below 
Miami,  extend  nearly  200  miles  into  the 
open  sea.  roughly  from  the  southeast 
corner  of  Florida,  southwcstward  and 
westward  to  Key  West  and  on  to  Logger- 
head Key. 

Senators  will  see  those  islands  por- 
trayed on  the  map  as  the  little  ftn;;er  of 
State  holdings — as  we  now  believe  them 
to  be — extending  from  the  southeast 
corner  of  Florida  in  a  generally  west- 
ward direction,  for  a  distance  of  ap- 
proximately 200  miles.  That  whole 
string  of  islands  constitutes  all  of  the 
land  area  that  is  left  of  Monroe  County, 
whose  mainland  area  was  mven  to  the 
Federal  Government  to  become  a  part 
of  the  Everulades  National  Park. 

Mr.  President.  I  hear  some  S?nators 
say  that  a  few  States  are  ti-vint;  to  t;rab 
something  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  fact.  Tho 
State  of  Florida  has  already  ^ranted 
much  to  the  Federal  Government,  more 
than  1  million  acres  of  land,  for  the 
development  of  the  Evertilades  National 
Park.  We  have  done  .so  because  we  be- 
lieve that  is  a  purpose  for  which  that 
land  can  serve  to  the  best  advanta-,'e, 
and  we  have  granted  that  land  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and  we  are  proud 
to  have  our  part  in  that  development. 
So  it  cannot  be  said  with  correctnes.s 
that  our  State  and  the  other  States  have 
not  adopted  a  fair  and  proper  approach 
to  these  problems. 

The  future  development  of  this  long 
string  of  islands  is  gravely  endangered 
by  the  present  situation,  and  will  be 
vitally  helped  by  the  legislation  whicii 
we  propose.  These  islands,  or  keys,  of 
which  there  are  hundreds,  arc  generally 
quite  narrow.  They  lie  between  the  At- 
lantic Ocean  and  the  gulf,  or  between 
the  Florida  Straits  and  the  gulf  In 
general,  they  must  be  extended  into  the 
vast,  shallow  areas  of  water  which  sur- 
round them,  if  they  are  to  be  commer- 
cially developed.  Generally  they  have 
long  fingers  of  rock,  with  open,  shallow 
spaces  between  them.  In  order  to  de- 
velop them  and  make  them  of  sufficient 
size  to  be  profitable,  bulkheads  have  to 
be  built,  to  connect  the  ends  of  those 
rocky  fingers.  Then  sand  or  gravel  has 
to  be  pumped  within  the  bulkheads,  and 
then  groins  have  to  be  built,  in  order 
to  preserve  the  newly  made  areas;  and 
then  sewage  plants  and  pipes  and  piers 
have  to  be  built.  In  fact,  no  one  could 
possibly  begin  a  development  of  that 
kind  without  having  advance  a.ssurance 
that  he  would  have  access  to  the  mani- 
fold values  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  on  the 
one  hand,  or  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on 
the  other. 

On  many,  the  land  is  already  being 
sold  on  a  front-foot  basis  because  it  is 
extremely  desirable  for  the  location  of 
winter  homes.    No  one  can  start  making 


a  development  there,  at  the  very  large 
expense  which  is  Involved,  without  hav- 
ing the  following  questions  answered: 
"How  are  we  going  to  make  a  fill? 
Where  will  we  get  our  sand?"  The 
islands  themselves  are  practically  all 
coral  rock  with  only  thin  layers  of  sand 
overlying. 

Other  questions  which  must  be  an- 
swered are:  "How  can  we  enlarge  the 
land  area  of  our  investment  to  the  point 
where  we  can  build  a  eroup  of  beautiful 
homes  or  hotels  and  facilities  and  utili- 
ties to  serve  them?" 

"Where  are  we  going  to  get  the  au- 
thority to  build  the  bulkheads  or  groins 
which  are  necessary  to  protect  our  in- 
vestment, or  the  authority  to  build  a 
pier':'  Where  shall  we  get  the  authority 
to  lay  out  sewage  lines  which  have  to  ba 
built  along  the  .sea  bottom  in  the  form 
of  permanent  concrete  and  steel  struc- 
ture.-,':'" 

How  ridiculous  it  would  be  to  take 
such  problems  away  from  the  local  or 
county  health  officers  and  engineers  who 
by  st:\\.o  law  are  empowered  to  deter- 
mine where  it  is  safe  to  dump  sewage 
or  industrial  waste,  ."o  that  it  will  not 
come  drifting  back  to  the  shores  of  the 
very  persons  who  are  to  live  there.  How 
ridiculous  it  would  be  to  handicap  the 
genuis  of  our  .American  people  for  the 
development  of  new  properties  and  the 
creation  of  new  values  by  transferring 
the  handling  of  such  local  problems  as 
th'^e  to  far-away  Washington  and  its 
aKtnts. 

To  get  the  true  meaning  of  the  Im- 
mensity of  theje  problems  of  coastal 
properties  to  the  20  maritime  States  as 
a  whole,  we  must  multiply  hundreds  of 
times  the  values  we  .st-e  depicted  on  the 
Miami  Beach  picture  and  extend  them 
to  the  h.undrids  of  other  residential  and 
recreational  coastal  areas  on  our  Atlan- 
tic. Gulf,  and  Pacific  coasts.  We  must 
likewi.->e  extend  the  total  picture  to  in- 
clude the  many  port  and  commercial 
devi'lojiments  which  appear  along  the 
thou.^ar.ds  of  miles  of  our  coastline.  I 
wi.sh  that  time  jxTmitted  my  making 
specific  reference  to  the  excellent  bock 
of  plats  which  has  been  prepared  by  the 
American  As  cciation  of  Port  Authori- 
ties, which  .sliows  the  immense  values  on 
built-up  lands  in  only  a  comparatively 
few  fif  our  ports,  selected  for  illustrative 
purposes,  which  are  adversely  affected 
under  the  present  situation  and  the 
much  mrater  values  which  would  be  af- 
fected if  the  pre  ent  ruling  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  should  be  extended  to  the 
bays,  harbors,  great  rivers,  and  the  Great 
Lakes.  It  is  not  overstating  the  situa- 
tion to  say  that  already  billions  of  dollars 
of  development's  are  directly  affected  and 
that  many  additional  billions  are  indi- 
rectly affected  in  that  they  are  to  be 
found  on  the  bays,  harbors,  or  other 
parts  of  the  so-called  inland  waters  or 
on  the  shores  of  the  Great  Lakes. 

To  mention  only  a  few  of  the  recrea- 
tional and  vacationland  areas  which 
show  immense  values  of  developed  prop- 
erties that  would  be  released  by  the  pas- 
sage of  our  bill  from  the  present  clouds 
that  hang  over  them,  I  cite  the  Massa- 
chusetts Bay  area,  the  areas  along  the 
ocean  shores  of  Long  Island  and  Staten 
Island,   and   along    the   coast   of   New 
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Jersey,    at    Atlantic    City    and    similar 
lu'hly  developed  areas. 

Mr  Robert  Moses,  the  distinguished 
cnmmi.ssioner  of  public  works,  city  of 
New  York,  testified  before  the  commit- 
tee that  on  Staten  Island  and  Long  Is- 
hmd  the  values  run  into  many  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars. 

To  complete  the  picture,  we  would  have 
tn  consider  the  whole  coastline  of  the 
Atlantic   seaboard   from   Maine   to   the 
Florida    straits    along    with    the    entire 
coastline  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  the 
tntire    coastline    of    the    three    Pacific 
suites     The  total  general  coastline  alone 
IS  nearly  5,000  miles,  not  counting  the 
thou.sands  of  miles  on  bays  and  harbors, 
nvinv  of  which  are  of  doubtful  classifica- 
tion "and  the  thousands  of  miles  on  the 
Great    Lakes.     The    immensity    of    this 
Issue  is  .so  .self-evident  and  the  adverse 
impact  of  the  present  status  upon  the  20 
coastal  suites  and  hundreds  of  coastal 
communities  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
coastal  private  developments  is  so  clear 
that  I  cannot  believe  the  Congress  will 
longer  delav  clearing  up  the  matter  by 
the  prompt  passage  of  our  joint  reso- 

i''Jtion. 

Mr  LEHMAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the 

Senator  yieid? 

Mr   HOLLAND.     I  yield. 
Mr    LLHMAN.       The   Senator   from 
Florida  is  again  mentioning  the  devel- 
opment of  shore- front  property  in  New 
York  State,  and  I  am  very  eager  to  have 
the  information,  because  I  cannot  ex- 
acilv  follow  him.    As  I  look  back,  and  as 
I  think  about  New  York  State,  which  is 
the  State  in  the  Union  I  know  best,  of 
cour.se,  1  cannot  think  of  any  instances 
where  private  development  of  the  shore 
front  would  be  interfered  with  through 
failure  to  pass  this  quitclaim  measure. 
It  has  been  developed  for  many,  many 
generations.     There  is  nothing  to  stop 
the  development,  and  I  am  simply  con- 
fu.sed  by  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  P'lorida. 

Mr    HOLLAND.     Mr.  President,  all  I 
can  say  is  that  the  present  status  is  one 
of  complete  stoppage  of  developments. 
becau.se    the    United    States    Supreme 
Court  has  held  in  so  many  words  that 
the  States  do  not  own  the  offshore  area, 
and  that  the  Federal  Government  has 
paramount  rights  to  it.     The  Supreme 
Court  has  said  that  it  is  only  an  incident 
of  this  general  paramount-right  situa- 
tion that  applies  to  the  oil  and  gas,  that 
all  property  values  are  affected.    There 
IS  no  way  to  read  the  decisions  without 
realizing  that  that  is  the  case. 

Surely  the  distinguished  Senator  does 
not  think  that  all  the  dignitaries  of  his 
own  State  and  of  his  own  city,  whose 
names   have   been   mentioned   already, 
and  similar  dignitaries  of  other  States 
throughout    the    Union,    are    disturbed 
needlessly  about  this  question,  or  that 
the  continued  development  of  additional 
parks  on  Long  Island  and  Staten  Island 
is  to  be  held  up  for  rea.sons  that  are  un- 
.sound,  when  It  is  desired  to  proceed  with 
them.    The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  I  think, 
that  the  Senator  has  never  come  face 
to  face,  he  has  never  come  completely  to 
grips   with   the   decisions   and   realized 
that  they  have  stayed  the  hand  of  pro- 
.spective  developers,  public  and  private, 
in  such  a  way  that  only  an  act  of  Con- 
gress can  release  them  and  enable  them 


to  go  ahead  again.     I  believe,  had  the 
Senator  understood  that,  he  would  have 
listened  with  attentive  ear  to  the  prayer 
of  the  developers  throughout  the  Nation, 
both  public  and  private,  who  are  sup- 
porting the  passage  of  this  measure,  be- 
cause they  have  realized,  whether  oth- 
ers have  or  not,  that  the  hand  of  prog- 
ress has  been  stayed,  and  that  coastal 
communities  have  now  no  place  to  which 
to  turn  for  their  necessary  developments, 
because    they   cannot   go   ahead   safely 
under  the  present  condition.    Surely  the 
Senator  realizes  that  that  is  the  case,  or 
he  would  not  have  submitted  his  amend- 
ment last  year  to  take  care  of  future 
public  developments. 

When  the  Senator  from  Florida  called 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  to  the  fact  that  it  did  not  cover  pri- 
vate developments,  the  Senator  said  he 
was  willing  for  them  to  be  covered :  but 
he  did  not  submit  any  further  amend- 
ment, and  he  has  not  done  so  yet. 

The  only  way  we  can  provide  the  tools 
with  which  to  do  this  job  for  private  in- 
dustry, which  greatly  transcends  in  im- 
portance the  public  units,  is  to  pass  Sen- 
ate Joint   Resolution   13.  which  is  the 
only  measure  I  know  of  now  before  us 
which  deals  adequately  with  this  prob- 
lem.    I  hope  the  Senator,  revising  his 
own  views,  particularly  when  he  realizes 
that   only   one-sixth    of   the   estimated 
amount  of  offshore  oil  and  gas  is  within 
the  State  boundaries  and  that  five-sixths 
is  without  State  boundaries,  which  pro- 
portion is  recognized  and  confirmed  in 
the  Federal  Goveriunent  by  this  joint 
re.solution,  will  be  found  supporting  us. 
instead  of  imposing  on  us  the  necessity 
of  overcoming  his  very  able  and  very 
effective  and  very  stubborn  opposition. 
I  glory  in  the  fact  that  the  Senator  stub- 
bornly asserts  his  own  views;  but  I  again 
call  v^is  attention  to  the  fact  that  all  the 
dignitaries  of  his  State  of  first  rank,  other 
than  himself,  are  on  the  other  side  of  the 
fence.     Is  he  going  to  take  the  position 
that  "everybody  is  out  of  step  except  my 
son  John"? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    No.    Will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  repeat  that  I  be- 
lieve the  majority  of  the  people  of  my 
State  are  in  step  with  me.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  some  of  the  officials  are 
opposed  to  the  position  I  have  taken,  but 
I  think  they  are  opposed  largely  through 
a  misapprehension,  because  they  fear, 
until  the  matter  has  been  explained  to 
them,  that  there  might  be  some  uncer- 
tainty with  regard  to  the  ownership  and 
control  of  inland  waters  and  of  improve- 
ments on  inland  waters. 

Mr.   HOLLAND.    I   may  say   to   the 
Senator  on  that  point — he  was  not  here 
when  I  dealt  with  it  earlier— it  is  crystal 
clear  from  reading  the  brief  of  the  Fed- 
eral attorneys,  themselves,  in  the  Cali- 
fornia case,  not  by  one  reference  but  by 
repeated  references,  that  they  do  not 
favor  the  inland  water  rule.   They  do  not 
believe   the   States  have  any  right  to 
claim  ownership  of  lands  under  the  in- 
land waters,  and  they  have  said  so  in 
their  brief  time  after  time.     We  have 
more  reason  to  be  apprehensive  now  with 
reference  to  the  inland  waters  than  the 
coastal  States  had  reason  to  be  appre- 
hensive of  their  offshore  waters  before 


the  time  the  California  decision  was 
handed  down.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
about  that. 

Mr.    LEHMAN.     Mr.    President,    will 
the  Senator  yield?  , 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  I  am  eager  to  hear  his 
clarification  of  certain  statements  he  has 
made.  In  very  moving  terms  he  referred 
to  the  development  of  parks,  great  rec- 
reational facihties,  and  wonderful  air- 
fields. I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  con- 
sider the  reference  immodest  when  I 
make  the  str-tement  which  I  am  going 
to  make,  to  t^je  effect  that  I  think  dur- 
ing my  own  public  career  I  had  as  much 
as  anyone  else  to  do  with  the  develop- 
ment of  recreational  facilities  in  the 
Stale  of  New  York,  the  parks,  the  forest 
re.serves.  the  airfields,  the  parkways,  and 
other  things. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  in  no  in- 
stance were  difficulties  raised  by  Federal 
authorities  or  by  the  local  authorities  to 
the  development  of  these  great  and  won- 
derful facilities  by  a  great  governor,  my 
predecessor.  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Smith,  by 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  and  by  myself. 

Mr.   HOLLAND.     Mr.  President,   will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  pause  just 
at  that  poinf    Of  course,  he  is  100  per- 
cent correct  in  that  statement.    I  have 
already   put  into  the  Record  evidence 
showing  that  we  were  proceeding  in  just 
that  way  in  our  dealings  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  in  my  own  State  of 
Florida,  up  to  the  time  of  these  deci- 
sions;   but,    once    the    decisions    were 
rendered,  the  wheels  of  progress  were 
turned  back,  the  hand  of  the  developer 
was  stayed — and  it  is  stayed  now.    The 
Senator's   own   public   lands   and   park 
commissioner  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
appearing   before   the   committee,   said 
that  they  had  ambitious  and  expensive 
plants  and  programs  laid  out  and  money 
provided  with  which  to  go  ahead  with 
them;  but  they  could  not  do  it  because 
of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the    Texas,    Louisiana,    and    California 
cases. 

I  certainly  honor  the  Senator  from 
New  York  for  the  magnificent  adminis- 
tration of  public  affairs  of  the  State  of 
New  York  which  characterized  his  serv- 
ice as  governor,  but  I  am  telling  him  that 
he  is  thinking  in  terms  of  what  used  to 
be,  and  not  in  terms  of  the  present  time. 
What  we  are  trying  to  do  is  to  strike  the 
shackles  which  have  been  imposed  by 
the  three  decisions  and  put  a  practical 
tool  into  the  hands  of  private  industry 
and  public  units  so  that  they  can  go 
ahead  with  the  fine  type  of  expensive 
and   useful   developments  in  the  con- 
struction of  which  the  Senator  has  here- 
tofore had  such  a  large  part.    He  is  en- 
titled to  be  proud  for  having  had  that 
part.     But  we  want  subsequent  public 
officials  in  New  York,  Florida,  and  all 
the  other  States  to  have  the  same  pos- 
sibilities.   We  would  regret  extremely  to 
see  those  possibilities  restrained  by  a 
continuation  of   the  present   situation 
under  which  that  type  of  development  is 
stymied.    The  Senator  from  New  York 
does  not  have  to  rely  upon  what  I  tell 
him.    He  can  read  the  testimony  offered 
by  his  own  pubUc  officials.     I  tell  the 
Senator  from  New  York  and  the  world 
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that  there  are  areas  ready  to  be  im- 
proved and  developed,  and  we  are  asking 
that  Congress  do  the  necessary  thing  to 
permit  them  to  be  improved  and  de- 
veloped. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  New  York 
will  give  a  willing  and  attentive  ear  to 
the  prayer  of  the  public  servants  of  his 
State  who  are  trying  to  emulate  the 
example  of  illustrious  service  which  the 
Senator  so  wonderfully  exemplified  dur- 
ing the  years  he  was  Governor  of  the 
great  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Let  me  make  one  brief  observation.  I 
still  have  not  heard  of  a  single  concrete 
instance  in  which  there  has  been  any 
diflSculty  in  development,  either  by  pub- 
lic or  private  interests,  of  shore-front 
property  down  to  low  tide. 

Mr.  Moses  testified  and  talked  about 
Oriental       Beach       and       Manhattan 

Beach 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  He  also  talked  of  cer- 
tain parks,  some  of  which  I  had  never 
heard  of.  as  needing  original  or  addi- 
tional development. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  can  be  no  ques- 
tion that  the  Anderson  bill  recognizes 
title  in  lands. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  commend  to  the 
Senator  a  reading  of  pages  139,  140,  141, 
and  142  of  the  printed  hearings,  being 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Moses  relating  to 
New  York  City  parks,  the  Manhattan 
Beach  story,  and  Long  Island.  Then 
there  is  a  list  of  other  extensive  areas  of 
land,  under  water,  granted  to  the  city  of 
New  York.  I  think  the  Senator  will  find 
in  that  portion  of  the  testimony  exactly 
what  I  have  been  telling  him.  I  was 
present  and  hear  d  the  testimony,  and  I 
have  in  my  files  letters  from  the  distin- 
guished park  commissioner  stating  in  so 
many  words  that  improvements  were 
being  held  up.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
must  have  seen  these  letters,  because  two 
of  them  were  printed  in  the  New  York 
Times.  I  placed  them  in  the  Record  last 
year.  Certainly  the  commissioner  of 
parks  has  sounded  the  alarm ;  so  has  the 
present  Governor,  two  attorneys  general, 
and  the  mayor  of  the  city  of  New  York. 
I  hope  the  distinguished  Senator  will  be 
attentive  to  those  alarms. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  never  known 
any  question  raised  with  regard  to  the 
control,  ownership,  or  development  of 
any  properties  on  inland  waterways,  in- 
cluding streams  or  lakes,  or  on  the  shore 
front  of  Long  Island  or  Staten  Island. 
I  say  that  in  spite  of  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Moses. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  My  attention  has 
been  invited  by  my  administrative  as- 
sistant to  a  fact  which  I  should  have 
mentioned  earlier,  namely,  that  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  New  York  has, 
by  the  adoption  of  resolutions  on  this 
subject,  invited  the  attention  of  the  pub- 
lic servants  wbo  serve  that  great  State  to 
the  fact  that  Hiey  desire  the  passage  of 
this  resolution  restoring  the  rights  to 
the  States  which  they  enjoyed  so  long. 
Bew  YMTk  has  enjoyed  them  for  the  long- 
0tt  possible  time.  Commissioner  Moses 
ieferred  to  public  port  developments  on 
Manhattan  Island,  In  Brooklsm,  and  on 
the  East  River,  totaling  $350,000,000  in 


value,  every  one  of  which  is  built  on  sub- 
meiged  land.  They  are  on  Inland  waters 
which  are  affected  by  the  same  philos- 
ophy and  subjected  to  the  same  hazard 
which  I  have  already  repeatedly  pointed 
out  and  which  the  Senator  from  New 
York  knows  must  be  present,  or  why 
would  the  attorneys  general  and  gover- 
nors of  other  States  be  furthermg  the 
passage  of  this  resolution? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know.  I  just 
cannot  understand  it.  It  is  incompre- 
hensible to  me. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  trying  to  help 
the  Senator  to  see  this  question  in  its 
proper  perspective.  The  Governor  of 
New  York  would  not  have  come  to  Wash- 
ington and  testified  for  a  case  in  which 
he  did  not  believe.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  New  York  must  realize  that  the 
Governor  of  Kansas,  the  Governor  of 
Nebraska,  and  the  Governors  of  other 
States  far  removed  from  the  seacoast 
must  have  tremendous  apprehen.sion  in 
their  minds  and  hearts,  or  they  would 
not  come  here  and  testify  and  jointly 
maintain  a  permanent  oEBce  here 
through  the  years.  The  Council  of  State 
Governors  would  not  have  taken  that 
position  through  the  years;  the  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association,  through  its  lem.sla- 
tive  committee,  would  not  have  taken 
the  position  which  it  has  taken  through 
the  years  if  it  did  not  have  that  appre- 
hension. I  hope  the  Senator  will  open 
his  eyes  and  see. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  frequently  disagree 
with  the  American  Bar  As.sociation  on 
many  questions,  and  this  is  not  the  first 
time  I  have  fought  alone  when  I  thought 
something  was  right  and  in  the  interests 
of  my  Stat'^  and  my  country.  That  is 
what  I  am  aoing  now.  I  believe  the  offi- 
cials of  my  State,  with  whom  I  have  fre- 
quently disagreed,  are  mistaken.  I  be- 
lieve the  people  of  the  Stat€  of  New 
York  and  the  people  of  the  other  47 
States  understand  the  issues  and  do  not 
want  these  great  resources  belonging  to 
all  the  people  of  the  Nation  turned  over 
to  3  States. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  before 
leaving  that  point,  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the 
Congressional  Record,  volume  98,  part 
4.  page  5308,  in  which  the  letter  from  Mr. 
Moses  is  printed.  I  read  only  one  sen- 
tence from  that  letter: 

In  my  letter  I  made  the  point  that  unless 
the  title  of  the  coastal  States  to  the  sub- 
merged lands  along  their  shores  is  confirmed 
by  congressional  action,  endless  confusion 
would  result  as  to  ownership,  and  further 
waterfront  development  by  the  states  and 
municipalities  would   be  paralyzed. 

He,  of  course,  maintained  that  posi- 
tion at  greater  length  last  year  and  again 
this  year.  I  thought  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  was  present 
when  Mr.  Moses  maintained  that  posi- 
tion in  the  hearing  before  the  Senate 
committee  this  year.  Perhaps  I  was 
mistaken. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Can  the  Senator  advise 
me  how  much  longer  he  expects  to 
speak? 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  have  a  page  and  a 
half  remaining,  I  will  say  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  and  I  can  com- 
plete my  statement  in  5  minutes. 

Mr.  TAPT.  If  possible,  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Senator  from  Florida  con- 
clude his  statement  this  afternoon.  We 
will  continue  until  half-past  five  or  six 
o'clock  in  order  to  accomphsh  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  can  conclude  with- 
in 2  or  3  minutes. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  come  to  the  next 
point  in  my  statement,  which  deals  with 
the  political  implications  of  the  question. 
I  have  often  been  a.sked  what  the  po- 
litical implications  are  in  this  contro- 
versial i-ssue,  and  I  think  the  answer  to 
the  question  is  both  important  and  re- 
vealing. I  think  it  should  be  stated  on 
the  floor,  because  I  have  heard  it  mis- 
stated so  frequently  that  I  believe  there 
ought  to  be  one  entirely  accurate,  au- 
thoritative statement  contained  in  the 
Co.NciREssio.NAL  RECORD,  bascd  on  actual 
recitals  of  the  platforms  and  other  facts 
which  I  shall  mention. 

It  is  interestiiisj  to  note  that  in  spite 
of  frequent  reports  to  the  contrary,  the 
Democratic  Party  platform  has  never 
contained  a  plank  on  the  submerged 
lands  isHie.  I  wish  to  make  that  state- 
ment particularly  emphatic,  because  for 
a  loni;  time  I  have  received  letters  stating 
an  understandins  of  the  writers  that  the 
Democratic  Party  had  come  out  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question.  The  Demo- 
cratic Party  luis  done  no  such  thing.  So 
far  as  votes  in  the  Hou.se  are  concerned, 
the  Democratic  Party  has  shown  a  ma- 
jority in  favor  of  pa.ssaRe  of  measures 
on  this  subject  supported  by  the  States. 

Last  year  in  the  Senate  the  vote  was 
exactly  even— 24  to  24— but  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  there  was  a  sizable 
majority  of  the  Democratic  Party  in 
favor  of  the  joint  resolution. 

There  has  never  been  a  plank  on  this 
subject  in  the  Democratic  platform.  Mr. 
Ickes  tried  to  obtain  such  a  plank  from 
the  platform  committee  in  1948  at  Phil- 
adelphia, but  his  proposal  was  voted 
down  overwhelmingly.  The  Republican 
Party  platform  in  1948  and  in  1952  in- 
cluded a  plank  to  confirm  to  the  States 
the  very  values  covered  in  Senate  Joint 
Re.solution  13.  As  a  matter  of  fact. 
those  who  oppose  this  till  will  have  to 
look  to  the  platform  of  the  Progre.'^ve 
Party— Mr.  Wallaces  party— in  1948  to 
find  any  comforting  political  philosophy 
or  party  .support  for  their  position.  To 
my  knowledge,  the  Progressive  Party  is 
the  only  party  which  has  gone  on  record 
against  the  philosophy  of  our  joint 
re.solution. 

In  closing,  it  is  interesting  to  note  that 
many  of  those  who  oppose  this  proposed 
legislation  are  the  very  ones  who  have 
been  active  proponents  of  an  ever  larger 
Federal  Government  and  who  seem  to 
think  that  an  all-powerful  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  a  panacea  for  all  the  ills  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  Those  of  us 
who  support  the  proposed  legislaUon  are 
strongly  opposed  to  the  nationalization 
of  resources— and  that  is  what  they  are 
attempting  to  do  to  us — in  the  5,000-mile 
shoestring     of    coastal    waters    which 


throttles  the  shores  of  our  coastal  States 
The  resources  In  this  narrow  belt  are 
vital  to  the  States  and  to  local  growth 
and  prosperity,  and  we  feel  that  the 
ownership  and  control  of  these  resources 
should  remain  In  the  States  and  be  sub- 
jected to  State  and  local  control  where 
it  will  be  very  close  to  the  people  who  are 
so  greatly  affected. 

We  are  now  talking  about  fundamen- 
tal philo.'^ophy.  We  are  talking  about 
local  self-government.  We  are  talking 
about  the  opportunity  of  a  citizen  to  see 
the  very  officials  who  serve  him  in  the 
regulation  of  lands  which  may  represent 
the  total  investment  of  his  lifetirae  sav- 
ings We  think  it  is  .sound  government 
to  keep  such  regulation,  control,  and 
ownership  Just  as  close  to  home  as  is 
po.s.'^ible. 

We  strongly  feel  that  our  position  is 
sound  and  just,  and  that  it  will  receive, 
as  it  has  already  received,  the  approval 
of  the  vast  majority  of  our  people  who. 
we  believe,  as  indicated   by   the  result 
o'   the  recent  Gallup  poll,  agree  with 
us  that  the  important  rights  enjoyed  by 
the  States  for  150  years  shonld  be  re- 
stored and  safeguarded,  and  that  such 
action  would  be  in  the  interest  of  soundly 
economic   and   democratic  government. 
These   rights   and   the   immense   values 
already  developed  and  to  be  developed 
in    the    coasUil   belt,   plus    the   .umilar 
vnlues  in  the  inland  waters  and  in  the 
Great  Lakes,  involve  problems  which  are 
so  clrarly  local  in  nature  tha>.  we  shall 
continue  with  all  of  our  strength  to  fight 
to  prevent  their  transfer  to  a  Federal 
Government  which  is  already  too  big.  too 
wasteful,  and  too  far  from  the  people. 
Mr    President,  there  is  not  a  Senator 
within  the  .-^ound  of  my  voice  who  does 
not  know  that  much  of  the  body  of  ills 
which  afflict  us  on  the  domestic  front 
flows   directly   from   the   fact   that   the 
Federal  Government  is  too  big,  and  that 
there  is  no  finite  mind  which  can  gra.sp 
all  Its  implications  or  all  its  details,  even 
though  It  IS  the  responsibility  of  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  to  make  laws 
for  the  government  of  our  huge,  swollen 
Federal  system,  as  well  as  of  our  people, 
and  It  is  our  duty  to  provide  appropria- 
tions whereby  tho.'=e  immense  pieces  of 
uncoordinated   machinery   can  attempt 
to  function. 

It  is  our  hope  that  the  joint  resolution 
will  speedily  pass  the  Senate  and  be  en- 
acted into  law. 

Mr.  DANIEL  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.   TAFT.     Mr.   E*resident,   will   the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 
Mr.    TAFT.    The    hour   is   late,    and 
there  is  still  to  be  read  a  message  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when 
the  Senate  reconvenes  tomorrow,  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Daniel]  may  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  compliment  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  norida  on  the  excellent 
presentation  he  has  made  this  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 


EXTENSION  OF  RECIPROCAL  TRADE 
AGREEMENTS  ACT  —  MESSAGE 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  (S.  DOC. 
NO.  38) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  Pot- 
ter in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Senate 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  legislative  clerk,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed; 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  my  state  of  the  Union  message  I 
recommended  that  the  Congress  take 
the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements  Act 
under  immediate  study  and  extend  it  by 
appropriate  legislation. 

I  now  recommend  that  the  present  act 
be  renewed  for  the  period  of  1  year. 

I  propose  this  action  as  an  interim 
measure.  As  such,  it  will  allow  for  the 
temporary  continuation  of  our  present 
trade  program  pending  completion  of  a 
thorough  and  comprehensive  reexami- 
nation of  the  economic  foreign  pohcy  of 
the  United  States. 

I  believe  that  such  a  reexamination 
is  imperative  in  order  to  develop  more 
effective  solutions  to  the  international 
economic  problems  today  confronting 
the  United  States  and  its  partners  in 
the  community  of  free  nations.  It  is  my 
intention  that  the  executive  branch  shall 
consult  with  the  Congress  in  developing 
recommendations  ba.sed  upon  the  studies 
that  will  be  made. 

Our  trade  policy  is  only  one  part, 
although  a  vital  part,  of  a  larger  prob- 
lem. This  problem  embraces  the  need 
to  develop,  through  cooperative  action 
among  the  free  nations,  a  strong  and 
self-supporting  economic  system  capa- 
ble of  providing  both  the  military 
strength  to  deter  aggression  and  the 
rising  productivity  that  can  improve 
living  standards. 

No  feature  of  American  policy  is  more 
important  in  this  respect  than  the  course 
which  we  set  in  our  economic  relations 
with  other  nations.  The  long-term  eco- 
nomic stability  of  the  whole  free  world 
and  the  overriding  question  of  world 
peace  will  be  heavily  influenced  by  the 
wi.sdom  of  our  decisions.  As  for  the 
United  States  itself,  its  security  is  fully 
as  dependent  upon  the  economic  health 
and  stability  of  the  other  free  nations  as 
upon  their  adequate  military  strength. 

The  problem  is  far  from  simple.  It  is 
a  complex  of  many  features  of  our  for- 
eign and  domestic  programs.  Our  do- 
mestic economic  policies  cast  their  shad- 
ows upon  nations  far  beyond  our  borders. 
Conversely,  our  foreign  economic  policy 
has  a  direct  impact  upon  our  domestic 
economy.  We  must  make  a  careful 
study  of  these  intricate  relationships  in 
order  that  we  may  chart  a  sound  course 
for  the  Nation. 

The  building  of  a  productive  and 
strong  economic  system  within  the  free 
world — one  in  which  each  country  may 
better  sustain  itself  through  its  own  ef- 
forts—will require  action  by  other  gov- 
ernments, as  well  as  by  the  United 
States,  over  a  wide  range  of  economic 
activities.  These  must  include  adoption 
of  sound  internal  policies,  creation  of 
conditions  fostering  international  in- 
vestment, assistance  to  underdeveloped 


areas,  progress  toward  freedom  of  inter- 
national payments  and  convertibility  of 
currencies,  and  trade  arrangements 
aimed  at  the  widest  possible  multilateral 
trade. 

In  working  toward  these  goals,  our 
own  trade  policy  as  well  as  that  of  other 
countries  should  contribute  to  the  high- 
est possible  level  of  trade  on  a  basis  that 
is  profitable  and  equitable  for  all.  The 
world  must  achieve  an  expanding  trade, 
balanced  at  high  levels,  which  will  per- 
mit each  nation  to  make  its  full  con- 
tribution to  the  progress  of  the  free 
world's  economy  and  to  share  fully  the 
benefits  of  this  progress. 

The  solution  of  the  free  world's  eco- 
nomic problems  is  a  cooperative  task. 
It  is  not  one  which  the  United  States, 
however  strong  its  leadership  and  how- 
ever firm  its  dedication  to  these  objec- 
tives, can  effectively  attack  alone.  But 
two  truths  are  clear:  the  United  States' 
share  in  this  undertaking  is  so  large  as 
to  be  crucially  important  to  its  success — 
and  its  success  is  crucially  important  to 
the  United  States.  This  last  truth  ap- 
plies with  particular  force  to  many  of 
our  domestic  industries  and  especially  to 
agriculture  with  its  great  and  expanding 
output. 

I  am  confident  that  the  governments 
of  other  countries  are  prepared  to  do 
their  part  in  working  with  us  toward 
these  common  goals,  and  we  shall  from 
time  to  time  be  consulting  with  them. 
The  extension  for  1  year  of  the  present 
Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements  Act  will 
provide  us  the  time  necessary  to  study 
and  define  a  foreign  economic  policy 
which  will  be  comprehensive,  construc- 
tive, and  consistent  with  the  needs  both 
of  the  American  economy  and  of  Amer- 
ican foreign  policy. 

DWIGHT    D.    EISENHOWER. 

The  White  House,  April  7.  1953. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFE^IRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Pot- 
ter in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Senate 
messages  from  the  F*resident  of  the 
United  States  submitting  several  nomi- 
nations, which  were  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


RECESS 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  untU  12  o'clock  noon  to- 
morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  'at 
5  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  April  8.  1953,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  April  7  (legislative  day  of  April 
6),  1953: 

Department  or  the  Interior 
Felix  Edgar  Wormser.  of  New  York,  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Federal  Housing  Administration 
Guy  O.  HoUyday,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Fed- 
eral Housing   Commissioner. 
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REGULATION  OP  LOBBYING  ACT 

In  compliance  with  Public  Law  601, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  title  m.  Regu- 
lation of  Lobbying  Act.  section  308  (b), 
which  provides  as  follows: 

(b)  All  Information  required  to  be  filed 
\inder  the  provisions  of  this  section  with  the 


Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  be  compiled 
by  said  Clerk  and  Secretary,  acting  Jointly, 
as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  close  of  the 
calendar  quarter  with  respect  to  which  sue  h 
information  is  filed  and  shall  be  printed  In 

the    CONGKESSIONAL    RJXTORD. 


The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
jointly  submit  their  report  of  the  com- 
pilation required  by  said  law  and  have 
included  all  registrations  and  quarterly 
reports  received  for  the  fourth  calendar 
quarter  of  1952. 


QUARTERLY  REPORTS 

The  following  quarterly  reports  were  submitted  for  the  fourth  calendar  quarter  1952: 

(Note. — The  form  used  for  reports  is  reproduced  below.  In  the  intere.st  of  economy  question.s  are  not  repeated  only  the 
answers  are  printed  and  are  indicated  by  their  respective  letter  and  number.  Also  for  economy  in  the  Record  lengthy  answers 
are  abridged.) 

Pile  two  copies  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  file  three  copies  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Represeiittitlve.s 
This  page  (page  1)  Is  designed  to  supply  Identifying  data;  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page  i  deals  w:th  tliiancial  data 
Place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate  letter  or  figure  In  the  box  at  the  right  of  the    Report'  h.-adli.g  belrw 

"Priximinaht"  RirPORT   ("Registration")  :   To  "register."  place  an  "X"  below  the  letter  -P'    and  fill  out  page  1  only 

"QOARTEELT"  Repoet  :  To  indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  is  covered  by  this  Re{>)rt.  place  an  'X'  below  the  appropriate 
figure.  Fill  out  t)oth  page  1  and  page  2  and  as  many  additional  pages  as  may  be  required  The  first  additional  page  should  be 
numbered  as  page  "3,"  and  the  rest  of  such  pages  should  be  ••4.'  -a."  -6,  •  etc  Preparation  and  tiling  in  accordance  with  Insuuc- 
tlons  will  accomplish  compliance  with  all  quarterly  reporting  requirements  of  the  Act 


REPORT 
Pursuant  to  Fedsral  Regulation  or  Lobbyi.nc  Act- 


qua  rtek 


Ist        2d     ^    3d     '    4th 
(Mark  one  square  only) 


Non:  ON  Itfm  "A"— (a)    In  General:   This  "Report"  form  may  be  used  by  either  an  organization  or  an  Individual   as  follows- 
(i)    "Employee".— To  file  as  an  "employee."  state  In  Item    -B"  the  name,  address,  and   nature  of  busines.s  of  the     emolover"      fif  th« 
"employee"  is  a  firm  |such  as  a  law  firm  or  public  relations  flrml.  partners  and  salaried  stafT  members  of  such  firm  may-   Kiln  In  flUna  a 
Report  as  an  "employee")  '  '  ujjujj  b 

(li)    "Employer".— Tu  file  as  an  "employer,"  write  "None"  an  answer  to  Item  "B  " 

(b)    Separate  RepcrU.. — An  agent  or  employee  should  not  attempt  to  combine  his  Report  with  the  em; 
(1)    Employers  subject  to  the  Act  must  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  ) 
by  their  agents  or  er    /loyees. 

b     their  em  ^/o'era   *"  ^^^^^  ^  ^^*  ^^'  ™"*'  ^^^  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  ReiKirts  are  filed 


iloyer's  Report. 

merely  because  Reports  are  filed 


A.  Organization  or  iNonrrouAL  Filing— (1)    State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.   (2>  if  this  Report  Is  for  an  Emolover    list  nam«. 
of  agents  or  employees  who  will  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter.  ^  tmpiojer,  list  names 


Note  on  Item  "B".— Reports  by  Agents  or  Employees.     An  employee  Is  to  file,  eaoh  quarter   as  many  Reiy>rts  as  he  h«j,  #.mr.ir.«r,    -»^-.,t 
that:    , a,   If  a  particular  undertaking  is  Jointly  financed  by  a  group  of  employers.  the%roup  is  to  l^'coniide^ed  as  o"  emK:7-but  a^ 
members  of  the  group  are  to  be  named,  and  the  contribution  of  each  member  is  to  be  specified,    ( b  i    if  the  work  Is  done  In  ih^  lni*ri«t  of 
one  person  but  payment  therefor  is  made  by  another,  a  single  Report— naming  b<;th  persons  as  •employers  mieresi  oi 

B.  Employer. — State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.    If  there  is  no  employer,  write  "None." 


Ls  to  be  filed  each  quarter. 


Note  on  Item  "C".— (a)    The  expression  "In  connection  with  legislative  interests."  as  used  in  this  Report    means    -in  ronn^-tinn  «.fh 
attempting,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  Influence  the  passage  or  defeat  of  legislation   '      The  term  leKislat.on'  mean^  h    is   reJlu  i",^  amJr^d 
ments.  nominations,  and  other  matters  pending  or  proposed  In  either  House  of  Congress,  and  includes  any  other  matter  whrh  rnL .  Ill  ^h - 
subject  of  action  by  either  House"— Section  302  (e).  '<-iuue»  any  oiner  matter  which  may  be  the 

(b)  Before  undertaking  any  activities  in  connection  with  legislative  Interests,  organizations  and  individuals  suhlect  t^  th«  T^Hv,„i„» 
Act  are  required  to  file  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration).  mauiauai.s  subject  to  the  Lobbying 

(c)  After  beginning  such  activities,  they  must  file  a  "Quarterly"  Report  at  the  end  of  each  calendar  auart^r  ,„  ,ihi^v,  »v,„.   k 
received  or  expended  anything  of  value  in  connection  with  legislative  interests.  caienaar  quarter  in  which  they  have  either 

C.  Legislative  Interests,  and  Publications  in  connection  therewith: 


1.  State  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive interests  are  to  continue.  If  receipts 
and  expenditures  in  connection  with  leg- 
islative interests  have  terminated,  place 
an  "X"  in  the  box  at  the  left,  so  that 
this  Office  will  no  longer  expect  to  receive 
Reports. 


2  State  the  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  person  filing  and  set  forth  the  specxnc 
legislative  Interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
titles  of  statutes  and  bills;  (b)  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known; 
(c)  citations  of  statutes,  where  known;  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  such  statutes  and 
bills. 


3  In  the  ra.se  of  those  publications  which 
the  [>erson  filing  has  caused  to  be  Issued 
or  distributed,  in  connection  with  legislative 
interests,  set  forth  (o)  description  (b) 
quantity  distributed,  (r)  date  of  distribution. 
(d)  name  of  printer  or  publisher  (if  publica- 
tions were  paid  for  by  person  filing)  or  name 
of  donor  (\l  publications  were  received  as  a 
giU). 


(Answer  items  1.  2,  and  3  in  the  space  below.     Attach  additional  pages  If  more  space  Is  needed,) 


//  this  is  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration)   rather  than  a  "Quarterly"  Report   state 
pated  expenses  win  be;  and  if  for  an  agent  or  employee,  state  also  what  the  dallv'mon 
//  this  is  a  "Quarterly"  Report.  dL^regard  this  item  "C  4"  and  fill  out  Items    D^  and  ^E 
combine  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration)  with  a  "Quarterly"  Report. 


below  what  the  nuture  and  amount  of  antlcl- 
thly  or  annual  rate  of  compensation  Is  to  be. 
on  the  back  o/  this  page.     Do  not  attempt  to 


AFFIDAVIT 

(Omitted  In  printing) 
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Note  oh  Item  "D  "— (a)  In  General.  The  term  "contribution"  includes  anything  of  value.  When  an  organization  or  individual  uses 
printed  ur  duplicated  matter  in  a  campaign  attempting  to  Infiuenco  legislation,  money  received  by  such  organization  or  individual— for 
such  printed  or  duplicated  matter— U  a  "contribution."  "The  term  contribution'  includes  a  gift,  subscription,  loan,  advance,  or  deposit 
ol  money,  or  anything  of  value  and  Includes  a  contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable,  to  make  a  contribution  — 
Section  302  (a)  of  the  Lobbying  Act.  v,i   i,  h» 

(b)  Ir  This  Report  Is  for  an  Employer— (i)  In  General.  Item  "D"  U  designed  for  the  reporting  of  all  receipts  from  which  expendi- 
tures are  made,  or  will  be  made.  In  accordance  with  legislative  interests.  .    .        .       w  * 

(tn  Receipts  of  Bus:ne^!f  Firms  and  Indtvtduals.—A  business  firm  (or  individual)  which  Is  subject  to  the  Lobbying  Act  by  reason  of 
exi>enditure8  which  It  makes  in  attempting  to  Influence  legislation- but  which  has  no  funds  to  expend  except  those  which  are  available 
m  the  (jrdinarv  course  of  operating  a  business  not  connected  in  any  way  with  the  Influencing  ol  legislation— will  have  no  receipts  to  report, 
e^en  though  li  does  have  expenditures  to  report.  ^  ^       ,  ,     *       ♦v,^ 

(111)  Receipts  of  Multipxirpose  Organizations.— Some  organizations  do  not  receive  any  funds  which  arc  to  be  expended  soie.y  lor  tne 
nurpiJbc  ol  atlempUng  tu  Influence  legislation.  Such  organizations  make  such  expenditures  out  of  a  general  fund  raised  by  dues,  assess- 
iiunts  or  oUier  contributions.  The  percentage  of  the  general  fund  which  is  used  for  such  expenditures  indicates  the  percentage  of  dues, 
a.s->es.snu-nts.  or  other  contributions  which  may  be  considered  to  have  been  paid  for  that  purpose.  Therefore,  in  reporting  receipts,  such 
ork'anuyitions  may  specify  what  that  perceniaKC  is.  and  report  their  dues,  assessments,  and  other  contributions  on  that  basis.  However. 
each  contributor  of  $500  or  more  Is  to  be  lifted,  regardless  of  whether  the  contribution  w;.t  made  so;ely  for  legislative  purposes. 

(D  Ir  Tmis  RrpoRT  Is  for  an  Acfnt  or  Employke  —  ,i)  In  General.  In  the  c&fie  of  many  emi.lcyees,  all  receipts  will  come  under  items 
-n  5"  (received  for  services)  and  "D  12"  (expeiKse  money  and  reimbursements)  In  the  absence  of  a  clear  statement  to  the  contrary,  it 
villi  he  pr"=umed  that  vour  employer  Is  to  reimburse  vou  for  all   ex.jcnitures   which   you   make   in   connection   with   legislative   interests. 

iM)  Emvlny^  a.«  Con tribufcr  o't  $500  or  More  -When  v(jur  contribution  from  your  employer  (in  the  form  of  salary,  fee,  etc.)  amounta 
to  s-SOO  or  more  U  ts  not  necessary  to  report  such  contribution,  under  "D  13"  and  "D  14.  '  since  the  amount  has  already  been  reported 
under   'D  5."  and  the  name  of  the  "employer"  has  been  given  under  Item  •B'  on  page  1  of  this  report. 

I)    Rfchpts  (Inci  rniNc  Contributions  and  Loans)  : 

Fill  m  every  blank.     If  the  answer  to  any  numbered  item  is  '-None,"  write  "None"  in  the  space  following  the  number. 

Rrrr^pts  (Other  than  loans)  Contributors  of  $.500  or  ni<  re 

^              ^              ^                       .  (from  Jan.  1  through  this  Quarter) 

1  t   Dues  and  assessments  ^          »    i,    »       -i 

2  t'                Gifts  of  m..nev  or  anvthiuK  of  value  13.  Have  there  been  such  contributors? 

;j    I        Printed  or  duplicated  matter  received  as  a  gift  Please  answer  "yes     or     no    .    

4  I  Receipts  from  sale  of  printed  or  duplicated  matter  14.   in  the  case  ol  each  contributor  whose  contributions  (Including 

loans)  during  the  "period"  from  January  1  through  the  last 

5  I R(*crived  for  ser\  ices  (eg.  salary,  fc:    etc  )  days  of  this  Quarter  total  $500  or  more: 

f]    «        Total  for  this  Quarter   (Add  items  "1'    thrtugh  "5")  Attach  hereto  plain  sheets  of  paper,  approximately  the  size  of  this 

page,  tabulate  data  under  the  headings  "Amount"  and  "Name  and 

7  $ Received  during  ()rinl.  lis  Quarters  of  calendar  ytar      ,  Address  of  Contributor";   and  Indicate  whether  the  last  day  of  the 

8  $ Total    from   Jan.    1    through    this    Quarter    (Add     '6"  pen(<l  is  March  31.  June  30   September  30.  or  December  31 .     Prepare 

and  "T)  such  tabulation  In  accordance  with  the  following  example: 

Lonn^  Rrc-eiird  Amount         Name  and  Addres.^  of  Contributor 

-The   term    contribution'  Includes  a  .         loan  •'-Sec    302  (a).  (-Pcnod"  from  Jan.  1  through 19.. „) 

>.    f.  --    Total  n(.w  owed  UJ  others  on  account  of  loans  '    '^  J'  .r^     w    h    v 

10  I        '  E  'm  wed  Ir.  m  -  then^  durin'    this  Quarter  »1  500  00     John  Doe.  1621  Blank  Bldg..  New  York,  N    Y. 

11  I    "Ill^l-Repaid  to  others  during  this  Quivrler  $1,785,00     The  Roe  Coiporation,  2511  Doe  Bldg..  Chicago.  III. 

1  )    •  "Expense   mt/iiey  '   and  Reimbursements  received   this 

• Q-.;arter  »3.285.00     Total 


KoTF  ON  Item  -£"— (<n   In  Gmeral.     "The  term  'expenditure'  Includes  a  payment,  distribution,  loan,  advance,  deposit,  or  gift  of  money, 
or  iMuThlng  of  value  and  Includes  a  contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable,  to  make  an  expenditure   -Section 

302  (b  .  7r  This'rT^'p!-^  Is'r^n  an  Agent  o«  Emplctee.     In  the  case  of  many  employees,  all  e.xpenditures  will  come  under  telephone  and 
telegraph  (item     E  6'  »   and  travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment  (Item     E  7"). 

E    Expendttlres  (Including  Loans)  In  connection  with  legislative  Interests: 

Fill  in  every  blank.     If  the  answer  to  any  numbered  Item  is  "None,"  'write  "None"  in  the  spaces  following  the  number. 

txp.'udi£urc.  (Other  Uian  loans)               ,                                                                Loans  Made  to  Others  o..    ,n9rh, 

^                                     .                     .      .       f.  , „,„,^».                                      "The   term    expenditure'  Includes  a   .  .  .  loan   .  .  ." — Sec.  302    (bj. 

1  • Public  relations  and  advertising  services  12    I     . Total  now  owed  t«  person  filing 

2  I       Wages,   saliirles.  fees,  commissions    (other  than  item  ^3    ^ Lent  to  others  during  this  Quarter 

-l")  14.  $ Repayment  received  during  this  Quarter 

■^    It  Gifts  or  contributions  made  during  Quarter  -  '^^^  ~  -^  ,.inT-w.^-» 

•^    •- vjau.  01  c^  o  V-     .  15    Recipients  of  Expenditures  of  §10  or  More 

4  $  Printed  or  duplicated  matter,   including  distribution  jj.,  ^•^^  ^^^  ,  j  expenditures  made  during  this  Quarter  by.  or 

cost  on  behalf   of  the  person  filing:    Attach  plain  sheets  of   paper 

^^      ^„o,>,ooH  (rpnt    Kunniies    utilities   ftc  )  approxlmatejy  the  s^2  of  this  page  and  tabulate  data  as  to 

5  $ Office  overhead  (rent,  supplies,  utilities,  etc.)  expenditures  under  the  following  headings:    "Amount,"  "Date 

6  $_       Telephone  and  telegraph  q^  Dates.  "    "Name  and  Address  of  Recipient."  "Purpose."     Pre- 

.,    J     .Travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment  pare  such  tabulation  in  accordance  with  the  foUowing  example: 

8    $  All  other  expendittires  i4mowTit     Date  or  Dates— Name  and  Address  of  Recipient— Purpose 

fl,750.00     7-11:         Roe  Printing  Co..  3214  Blank   Ave..  St.   Louis, 

■  '  Mo —Printing  and  mailing  circulars  on  the 

B    I     Total  for  this  Quarter  (add  "1"  through  "8")  "Marshblanks  Bill." 

10    a  Froended  during  previous  Quarters  of  calendar  year  $2,400.00     7-15,8-15.  »-15:     Britten  &  Blatten.  3127  GremUn  Bldg.. 

10  i isxpeuucvi  uuii   B  K  ^  Washington.  D.  C. — Public  relations 

. —  bervice  at  $800.00  per  month. 

11  •  Total  from  January  1  through  this  Quarter  (add  "9"  

^d  "10")  $4,150.00     TOTAL 

PAGE  2 
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^  J.  Carson  Ad\er  jn,  976  National  Press 
Building,  Washington.  O.  C. 

C.  (2)  Strategic  minerals,  including  man- 
ganese, (a)  Amendment  to  Contract  Settle- 
ment Act.     (b)  H.  B.  (5093.     (d^  For. 

£.   (10)    $391.18;    (11)    »391.18. 

A.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  America, 
Inc..  610  Sboreham  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Generally  any  legislation  which  will 
aSect   the  aircraft   Industry. 

D.  (6)    »4,094.?9. 

K.  (2)  M  750:  (6)  $5.06:  (7)  $336.23:  (8) 
$3  (9)  $4,094.29;  (10)  $18,288.78;  (11)  $22.- 
383.07. 

A.  W  L.  Allen.  5913  Georgia  Avenue  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  Commercial  Telegraphers'  Onion, 
International  (APL),  6913  Georgia  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  attached  sheet  containing  answers 
to  items  1,  2,  and  3.)' 

A.  W.  R.  Allstetter,  616  Investment  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Association,  Inc., 
616  Investment  Builuing,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legLslatlou  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer 
or  the  general  agricultural  economy. 

O.    (6)    $50. 

A.  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver  Street, 
New  York  City. 
C.   (2)   Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $4,374.99;  (7)  $1,001.66;  (9)  $5,- 
376.65;    (10)    $16,132.72;    (11)    $21,509.37. 

A.  American  Citizens  Committee  for  Eco- 
nomic Aid  Abroad.  124  East  70th  Street. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  in  Congress  or  which 
may  hereafter  be  introduced  appropriating 
funds  for  economic  assistance  and  technical 
aid  to  foreign  countries. 

E.    (10)    $3,209.70;    (11)    $3,209.70. 

A.  American  Coalition.  Southern  Building. 
W£ishlngton.  D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $797. 

E.  (5)  $343.91;  (6)  $40.77;  (9)  $384.68; 
(10)    $5,045.95;    (11)    $5,430.63. 


A.  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Institute, 
Inc.,  203-A  Liberty  Life  Building,  Char- 
lotte, N.  C. 
C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  cotton  tex- 
tile   Industry,    including    tariffs,    corporate 
taxes,  price  and  production  controls. 

D.  (6)    $1,593.56. 

E.  (2)  $1,472.45;  (5)  $64.20;  (6)  $6.98;  (7) 
$49.93;  (9)  $1,593.56:  (10)  $9,628.41;  (11) 
$11^1.97;  (15)  See  attached  statement  item 
r.  pages  3-6.' 

A.    American    Dental    Association.    222    East 
Superior  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

D.  (6)    $6,576. 

E.  (2)  $6,576;  (9)  $6,576;  (10)  $22,107.25; 
(11)  $28,683.25;  (15)  $3,000.  Francis  J.  Gar- 
vey,  salary  as  counsel  to  council  on  legisla- 
tion; $1,603,  B.  J.  Conway,  salary  as  assistant 
secretary  to  council  on  legislation;  $1.152, 
O.  O.  Norberg,  salary  i^  executive  assistant  to 
Mr.  Garvey;  $822,  Helen  Hofener,  salary  as 
secretary  to  Mr.  Garvey. 

A.  American  Farm  Bxireau  Federation,  Gen- 
eral office:  221  North  LaSalle  otreet,  Chi- 
cago, m.     Washington   office:    261    Con- 
stitution Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.   (See  schedule  "2".)* 


» Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


D.  (6)  $21,310. 

E.  (2)  $15,057;  (4)  $3,467;  (5)  $1,629;  (6) 
$609;  (7)  $185;  (9)  $20,947;  (10)  $63,988; 
(11)    $84,935. 

A.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Massa- 
chusetts Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  Interests  of 
working  people.     (3)  American  Federatlonlst. 

E.  (1)  $7,189.34;  (2)  $14,663.58;  (4)  $4,- 
161.85;  (5)  $950.80:  (9)  $26,965.57;  (10)  $78.- 
571.63;    (11)    $105,537.20;    (15).' 


A.  American    Federation    of    the    Physically 
Handicapped,  1370  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 
C 

D.  (6)   $4,500. 

E.  (10)    $3,425:    (11)    $3,425. 


A.  American  Hotel  Association.  221  West  57th 
Street,  New  York,  N,  V. 

C.  (2)   All  bills  and  statutes  of  Interest  to 
the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $124,139.01. 

E.  (See  rider).' 


A.  American  Institute  of  Marine  Under- 
writers, 99  John  Street.  New  York.  N    Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  affects  the  con- 
duct of  the  business  of  marine  Insurance. 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936. 

E.  (2)  $2,000;  (8|  $208.11;  (9>  $2.208  11; 
(11)  $2,208.11;  (15)  $2.20811.  December  30, 
1952,  Blgham,  Englar,  Jones  &  Houston,  y9 
John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y.;  coun.sel  fee  for 
services,  together  with  their  disbursements. 


A.  The  American  Legion,  National  Head- 
quarters, 700  North  Pennsylvania  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C.  (2)  See  statement  attached  (p  4) .» 

D.  (6)   $320.74. 

E.  (2)  $11,531.25;  (4)  $1.322  33:  (5)  $2,- 
628.94;  (6)  $272.82:  (7)  $1.31038;  (9) 
$17,065.72;    (10)    $89,169.37;    (11)    $106,235  09. 


A.  American  Life  Convention,  230  North 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago.  Ill 

C.  (2)  All  prospective  and  exlstlni?  legisla- 
tion which  may  affect  the  life  Insurance 
business,  (a)  Life  insurance  company  in- 
come tax  (D.  S.  C.  A.,  title  26,  sec.  201); 
Social  Security  Act;  individual  retirement 
legislation. 

D.  (6)    $5,601.34. 

E.  (2)  $4,261.12;  (5)  $513.95:  (6)  $14907: 
(7)  $677.20:  (9)  $5,601.34;  (10)  $13,020  88- 
(11)    $18,622.22. 

A.  American  Marine  Hull  Insurance  Syndi- 
cate, 99  John  Street,  New  York.  N    Y 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  affects  the  busi- 
ness of  hull  Insurance.  Merchant  Marine 
Act  of  1936. 

E.  (2)  $1,500;  (8)  $208.11:  (9)  $1.70811: 
(11)  $1,708.11;  (15)  $1,708  11,  November  25, 
1952,  Blgham,  Englar,  Jones  &  Houston,  99 
John  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  counsel  fee  for 
services,  together   with  their  disbursements. 

A.  American  Medical  Association,  535  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  III. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interest  of 
the  American  Medical  Association  Is  to  ad- 
vance the  science  and  art  of  medicine. 

E.  (2)  $25,854.81;  (5)  $7,275  60,  (6)  81- 
164.40:  (7)  $738.82:  (8)  $5,733  64:  (9)  $4o'- 
767.27;  (10)  $229,406.99;  (11)  $270,174  26- 
(15).' 

A.  American    National    Cattlemen's    Associa- 
tion, ."115  Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 
C.    (2)     Defense    Production    Act,    Federal 
meat  Inspection  appropriation,  forest  range 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


Improvement  fund,  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
capital  gains,  transportation  legislation 

D.  (6)    $15,468.47 

E.  (2)    $6,100;    (9)    $5,100;    (10)    $19,646.06: 
(11)    $24,745.06. 


A.  The  American  Optometrlc  Association. 
Inc.,  care  of  Dr  Leo  G.  Miller,  420  Sharp 
Building,   Lincoln,   Nebr. 

C.  (2)  S  106.  bill  to  regulate  the  practice 
of  optometry  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
H.  R  4528.  bill  to  prohibit  Interstate  com- 
merce of  fireworks:  S  2:i25,  bill  to  create 
bureau  to  promote  safety  In  Industry:  s. 
2''14.  bill  to  provide  assistance  to  State  agen- 
cies to  promote  safety  in  industry;  S.  2738. 
bill  to  equalize  treatment  accorded  commis- 
sioned ollicers  ot  the  Corps  of  Army  Medical 
Service;  H  R.  7:J20.  bill  to  grant  free  out- 
patient medical  care  to  children  of  deceased 
veterans;  H  R.  6319.  bill  to  amend  Army- 
Navy  Medical  Service  Corps  Act  to  authorize. 

E.   (10)    $9.222  12;    (11)    $9,222  12. 


A.    American    Osteopathic    Association,    212 
East  Ohio  Street.  Chicago,  111.     Lawrence 
L   Gourley,  1757  K  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton.  D    C. 
C    (2)    Bills  affecting  the  public  health. 
D     (  6  I    $4,=)3  90 

E    (2i   $Mb    <5)   $69;   (6)   $9  90;   (9)  $453.90- 
(10)    $2.138  97;    (11)    $2,.'i92  87. 


A  American  Paper  k  Pulp  Association,  122 
East  42d  Street.   New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Le«i.slative  interests  are  those  af- 
fectlnfc,'  the  pul[<  and  paper  Industry,  Its  op- 
erations, practices,  and  properties. 

D.    (6)    $295. 

E  (2)  82.50;  (6)  $25;  (7)  $20;  (9)  $295; 
(10)     $390,     (11)     $885. 


A.  American  Parents'  Committee.  132  Third 
Street  SE  ,  Washlni?ton.  D  C  :  52  Vander- 
bllt  Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2 1  SupjKjrt  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction;  support  of  legislation  provid- 
ing national  school  health  services;  appro- 
priations to  establish  program  of  education 
for  children  of  migratory  workers;  bills  to 
safeguard  health  and  welfare  of  children  of 
migratory  workers;  appropriations  for  the 
Children's  Bureau;  appropriations  for  the 
national  school-lunch  program:  emergency 
maternal    and    infant    care,    S.2337. 

D    (6)    $7,664  10. 

E.  (2)  81.u:i0  80;  (4)  $78  70:  (5)  $138  50; 
(6)  848  12;  (7)  $113;  (8)  $446.49;  (9) 
$1.855  61;    (10)   $6.329  92;    (11)    $8,185.53. 


A  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
60th  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  petroleum 
Industry. 

D  (6)  $1,180  (see  attached  explanatory 
statement)  ' 

E  (21  $5  62.5;  (5)  $3,200;  (6)  $142;  (6a) 
$:.635;  (9)  810.602;  (10)  $32,478;  (11)  $43,- 
080:  (15)  $2,625,  October  1  to  December  31. 
1952,  J  E  Kane,  API,  Washington,  D.  C.  sal- 
ary; $635  80.  October  1  to  December  31,  1952, 
J  E,  Kane,  API,  Washington,  D,  C,  expenses; 
$484  10,  October  1  to  December  31,  1962,  J.  K. 
Kane.  D  of  C  PI.  Washington,  D.  C.  ex- 
penses; $3,000.  October  1  to  December  31. 
1952,  J.  L.  Dwyer,  API,  Washington,  D.  C, 
salary;  $515  23,  October  1  to  December  31. 
1952.  J  L.  Dwyer.  API,  Washington,  D.  C. 
expen.ses;  $142,  October  1  to  December  31, 
1952.  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.. 
Washington.  D.  C,  telephone  service. 

A    American  Pulpwood  Association,  220  East 
42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C,  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  those  affect- 
ing the  pulpwood  Industry.  Its  practices,  and 
properties. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  American  ReUll  Federation,  1625  I  Street 
NW  ,  Waehlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (See   page  3  )' 

D.  (6)    $60,634  14, 

E  (2)  $8,750;  (5)  $785  83;  (6)  $607  69; 
(7i  $309  60:  (9)  $10,453  12;  (10)  $31,649.52; 
(11  )  $42,102  64  (see  pp    6  and  7).» 


A.  The  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Asso- 
ciation. 2C00  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.  D    C. 
C     (2)     (See   Legislative   policies,   p.   224   of 
Proceedings,  attached). 
D     (6i    $943  20 

E  (2)  $250;  (4)  $192  30;  (5)  $241  15;  (6) 
82.5  60,  i1>  $194  22.  (8)  $;?9  84,  (9)  $943  20, 
(10(    $4,512  72.    (11)    $5,455.92. 


Defense  Appropriations  Bill.  H.  R.  7391: 
"Provided.  That  no  part  of  such  appropria- 
tion shall  be  xised  to  make  any  payment  to 
ARO,  Inc.,  for  the  operation  of  the  Arnold 
Engineering  Development  Center." 

E.   (6)  $41.60;  (9)  $41,60;  (10)  $439.81;  (11) 
$481.31. 

A.  W.  C.  Arnold,  200  Colman  BuUding,  Seattle. 
Wash. 
B.  Alaska  Salmon  Industry.  Inc.,  200  Col- 
man Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash. 


A  Tlie  American  Tariff  League.  Inc  ,  19  West 
44th  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

r     (11    Continuing  In  general. 

D     (6(    $14,089. 

E  (21  19,142  52;  (4)  $1,275  55;  (5i  81,- 
824  :H,  (6*  $185  48;  (7)  $2.98894;  (8)  1915  83; 
Cii  816  3^2  66,  (10)  839,332  71;  (111  $55,- 
r,65  37;  (  15  (  $874  14.  Chas  F  Noyes  Co  .  rent 
and  electricity;  $157  72.  Graham  Stationery 
Co.  stationery  and  supplies;  $179  32,  Ne-A- 
York  Telephone  Co  ,  telephone  service;  818  04, 
Great  Bear  Spring  Co,  water  serMce,   etc' 

A.  Americas  Wage  Earner's  Protective  Con- 
ference. 424  Bowen  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D    C 

D.    (6)   $3,380 

E  i2i  $3.5:n50.  (6i  842;  (8i  $0  90;  (9) 
8;l  580  40,  (10)  $12,554  48,  (111  816.134  E8; 
(15)  IK)  cents.  District  Unemployment  Com- 
j)on^atlon  Poard,  quarterly  tax;  831  30.  Ches- 
apeake A:  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  telephone 
bill;  810  70,  Chesapeake  A:  Potomac  Telephone 
Co  ,  U'le])hone  bill,  etc  ' 


A.  Arthritis  k  Rheumatism  Foundation,  23 
West  45th  Street.  New  York  City. 

C.    (2)    Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E  (11  $900;  (7)  $18030;  (9j  $1,080.30;  (10) 
$3,157.17;    (11)    $4,237.47. 


E.  (6)  $3.63;  (7)  $137.86;  (9)  $141.49;  (10) 
$176.66;  (11)  $318.15;  (15)  $31.17,  November 
17,  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  travel;  $31.17,  De- 
cember 10,  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  travel; 
$25.52,  December  11.  Pennsylvania  Railroad, 
travel. 

A.  Charles  E.  Babcock,  Route  4,  Box  73, 
Vienna,  Va. 

B  National  Council,  Junior  Order,  3025- 
3029   North   Broad   Street,   Philadelphia,   Pa. 

C.  (2)  Any  laws  relating  to  immigration, 
free  public  schools,  communism,  other  leg- 
islation considered  of  benefit  to  Americans, 

D    (  7  I    $249.99. 

E.  (5)  $G&;  (6)  $3;  (7)  $8.14;  (8)  $1.25;  (9) 
$81.39;   (10)  $322.68;   (11)   $404.07. 


A.  The  Associated  General  Contractors  of 
America,  Inc.,  Munsey  BuUding,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  Association   of   American   Physicians    and 

Surgeons.  Inc.,  360  North  Michigan  Ave., 

Chicago.  111. 

C.    (2)  The  assoclatlfjn  concerns  Itself  with 

only  profxjfced  legislation  affecting  physicians 

and   surgeons   In   the   practice   of   their   pro- 

Ic.s.slon 

D     (6)    81.500. 

E.    (4)    $1,500;      (9)    $1,500;    (11)    $1,5C0. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A    Angelina    it    Neches    River    Railroad    Co, 
Keltvs.  Tex  .  et  al  ' 

C.  (2 1  General  legislation  affecting  Texas 
railroads  For;  S.  1657,  airmail  subs  dy  sepa- 
ratlrn  H  R  4483.  to  amend  section  307  (d) 
(.f  ICC  Act;  S.  719.  clarifying  Robinson- 
P.ttman  Act;  S  "2349.  S  2351,  S  2355  S  2357, 
S.  2358.  S.  2359.  S.  23C1,  S.  2362.  S.  2365, 
S  2518.  S.  2519,  all  amending  the  ICC  Act. 
Oiiposed:  H  R.  2  and  H.  J.  Res.  27,  St 
Liiwrence  seaway;  H.  R.  6525  and  S.  2639.  to 
amend  railroad  unemployment  Insurance: 
H  II.  1998  and  S.  2336,  making  mandatory 
certain   communication  systems. 

E     (1)   84,S74  99.    (7)   $519  33,    (8)   $4,894.32; 
(ij)    $18,037.29.    (10)    $22,931.61. 

A    Richard  H.  Anthony,  the  American  Tariff 
LeuLiue.    Inc  ,    19   West  44th  Street,   New 
York,  N.   Y. 
B    The    American    Tariff   League.    Inc  ,    19 
West  44lh  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
D     (6.    83.125. 

E.  (7i  $56.91;  (9)  $56.91;  (10)  $193.05; 
(11)   $249.96. 

A.  Hector  M.  Arlnp,  826  Woodward  Building, 
Wa.shlngton,  D.  C. 

B  Johns-ManvlUe  Corp..  22  East  40th 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.    (6)    $1,250. 

E     (10)    $1,782.77:    (11)    $1,782.77. 

A  Arnold.  Fortas  &  Porter,  1229  19th  SUeet 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.   ARO.  Inc  .  TuUahoma,  Tenn. 

C  ( 2  )  The  following  rider  to  the  Air  Forces 
appropriation  for  research  and  development. 


A    A'-^oclatlon    of    American    Railroads,    £■21 
Transportation     Building,     Washington, 
D    C. 
B    None       (See  Rider  D-14  for  list  of  full 

member  roads.  A.  A.  R  )' 

C.  (2)  (See  Rider  C-2);'  (3)  (See  Rider 
C-3).' 

D.  (6)    $53.0C696. 

E.  (2)  $31,135.10;  (31  $10,500;  (4)  $136  44; 
(5l  $3  225.05:  (6)  $35154;  (7»  $3  2:3  52;  (8) 
$4.515  31;  (9)  $53,066.96:  (10)  8182  910.78; 
(11)    $235,977.74,    (15)    (See  Rider  E-15).' 


A.  Association  of  American  Ship  Owners,  93 
Broad  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
B.  The  registrant  Is  an  unincorporated 
association.  For  a  statement  a.s  to  the  na- 
ture of  its  btislness.  reference  Is  hereby  made 
to  piu-apraph  2  of  registrant's  registration 
statement  on  Form  B.  which  paragraph  is 
hereby  made  a  part  hereof.' 

A.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety  Com- 
panies. 60  John  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  (See  attached  list  of  member  com- 
panies I  • 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies.  (3)  Casualty  and  S'arety 
Journal. 

D.  (6)    $1.66178. 

E.  (See  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto);'  (2) 
$1302  85:  (4)  $39.87:  (5)  $94.53;  (6)  $30.69; 
(7)  $72.99  (8)  $120.85  (9)  $1,661.78;  (10) 
$5,056.71;   (11)  $6,718.49. 


A.  The  Association  of  Western  Railways,  474 
Union  Station  Building,  Chicago,  111. 
C.  (2)  This  association  is  interested  in 
any  and  all  Federal  legislative  proposals 
which  do  or  may  affect  the  Western  Rail- 
roads. 

A.  Await,  Clark  &  Sparks.  822   Connecticut 
Avenue,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  (See  appended  statement, 
page  3.)  » 

C.  (2)   (See  appended  statement,  page  4.)  » 

D.  (6)   $6,250. 


A.  Frazer  A.  Bailey.  1809  G  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping, Inc.,   1809  G  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

A.  John  A.  Baker. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America,  1555  Sherman  St.,  Denver, 
Colo,  (home  office):  1404  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  (legislative  office). 
My  only  receipts  consist  of  my  salary 
which  Is  $11,700  per  annum. 

E.  All  expenses  incurred  by  me  are  paid  by 
the  National  Farmers  Union  and  the  specific 
Items  appear  In  the  report  submitted  by  the 
National  Farmers  Union  covering  this  quar- 
ter. 

A.  Joseph  H.  Ball,  1713  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.   Association  of  American  Ship  Owners. 
90  Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A  IT  M  Baldridge,  United  States  Cane  Sugar 
Refiners  Association,  115  Pearl  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y.,  and  408  American  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  Asso- 
ciation, 408  American  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  refers  to  sugar 
generally  and  the  refining  of  raw  cane  sugar 
specifically. 

A.  J.  H.  Ballew,  Southern  States  Industrial 
Council,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council, 
Stahlman  Building,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free  enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  system. 

D.  (6)   $8,724.08. 

A.  Hartman  Barber,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railway  and  Steamship 
Clerks,  Freight  Handlers,  Express  and  Station 
Employees,  1015  Vine  Street.  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  affecting 
labor — especially  railroad  labor. 

D.  (6)   $1,860.45. 

E.  (6)  $202.04;  (7)  $202.46,  (8)  $191.19; 
(9)    $595.69;    (10)    $2,110.78;    (11)    $2,706.47. 

A.  Arthur  R.  Barnett,  1200  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies,   1200    18th   Street  NW..   Washington, 

D.  C. 

C.  (2)   (See  appended  statement,  page  5.)  ' 

D.  (6)    $4,500. 

E.  (6)  $18.47;  (7)  $590.56;  (8)  $64.18; 
(9)    $673.21;    (10)    $1,118.14;    (11)    $1,791.35; 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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827.89.  CXrtober  29.  1952.  Hotel  Delmonlco. 
New  York  City,  hotel  bUl;  »12.50.  Norember 
18.  1952.  Blltmore  Hotel,  New  York  City, 
restaurant;  916.00.  December  8.  1952,  Pan  & 
Bills.  Washington.  D.  C,  restaurant;  •27.14, 
December  18,  1952.  Hotel  Muehlebacb.  Kan- 
sas City,  Mo.,  hotel  bill;  $20.10.  December  19. 
1952.  Conrad  Hilton  Hotel.  Chicago.  111., 
hotel  bill. 

A.  Irvln  L.  Barney,  Jr..  10  Independence  Ave- 
nue 8W..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen  of  Amer- 
ica. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  railroad 
employees  In  particular  and  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)   t2,124. 

A.  A.  K.  Barta.  810  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  The  Proprietary  Association.  810  18th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Bills  affecting  proprietary  medicine 
Industry. 

E.  (7;  $150;  (3)  $150;  (10)  $300;  (11)  $450. 

A.  J.    A.   Belrne.    president.    CWA-CIO,    1808 
Adams  Mill  Road  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Communications  Workers  of  America. 
CIO.  1808  Adams  MUl  Road  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the 
Interests  of  the  membership  of  the  union. 

A.  Julia    D.    Bennett.    Hotel    Congressional, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Library  Association,  50  East 
Huron  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Library  services  bills  and  legisla- 
tion affecting  libraries  and  librarians. 

E.  (2)  $1,451.25;  (4)  $20  77;  (5)  $5;  (9) 
$1,477.02;    (10)    $4,712.10;    (11)    $6,189.12. 

A.  Preston  B.  Bergln,    1625  Eye  Street  NW  . 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  1625  Eye 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  p.  3.)  » 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (10)   $9.50;   (11)   $9.50. 


A.  Joe  Betts.  261   Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    See  attached.)' 

D.  (6)    $303.75. 

E.  (7)    $3.68;    (9)    $3.G8;    (10)   $146.77;    (11) 
$150.45. 


A.  Blgham,  Englar.  Jones  &  Houston.  99  John 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y..  and  932  Shore- 
ham  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  firm  represents  companies  engaged 
in  the  business  of  marine  Insurance  and  as 
members  of  the  American  Institute  of  Ma- 
rine Underwriters,  the  Association  of  Marine 
Underwriters  of  the  United  States,  American 
Cargo  War  Risk  Reinsurance  Exchange. 
American  Marine  Hull  Insurance  Syndicate. 

C.  (2)  General  questions  affecting  the  in- 
surance of  ships  and  their  cargoes  against 
marine  risks,  reparations,  subrogation.  Mer- 
chant Marine  Act  of  1936. 

D.  (6)    $3,500. 

E.  (5)  $75.60;  (6)  $21.33;  (9)  $96.93;  (10) 
$319.29;   (11)  $416.22. 

A.  John  H.  Blyins,  50  West  50th  Street  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
60th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  petroleum 
Indiistry. 


•Not    printed.      Filed    witt    Clerk    and 
Secretary.  / 


A.  James  C.  Black.  1625  K  Street  NW  .  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  Republic  Steel  Corp..  Republic  Building. 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E.  (7)    $500;    (9)    $500;    (10)    $1500;    (11) 
$2,000. 


A.  Wm.   Rhea    Blake,    162   Madison    Avenue, 

Memphis.  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America. 
Post  Office  Box  18,  Memphis.  Tenn. 

C.  (2(  The  Natluual  Cotton  Cnunrll  cf 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  le^iislation 
affecting  raw  cotton  industry  as  will  prnniote 
the  purposes  for  which  the  c  luncU  is 
organ  ii-ed. 

E.    (10)    $283  68.    (11)    $283  68. 


A.  Charles  B  Blankenshlp.  CWA-CIO,  1808 
Adams  Mill  Road  NW  .  Wa.'■hln^•t.)n.  D    C. 

B.  Communi.ntlons  Workers  of  America. 
CIO,  1808  Adams  Mill  Road  NW  .  Wnshlngton. 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  m.it'crs  affecting  the  In- 
terests of  the  membership   vf  this  unl  >n 

D.  (Gi    $2  19.3  30 

E.  (2)  $1,999'.8.  (7i  811772.  (8i  «7n  60; 
(9)   $2.193  30;    (lOi    $8,306  41;    (11)    $10,589  71. 

A    Che.ster    F     Bletch,    1756    K    Street    NW  . 
Washington,  D    C 
B    Maryland    and    V'iri,'in;a   MilK    F'rodu-ers 
Association.  Inc  .   1756  K  Street  NW  ,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  Blue  Cro&s  Commission.  425  North  Michi- 
gan Avenue.  Chicago,   l^! 

C.  (2)  (a)  Insurance  and  reinsurance  of 
war  risks.  War  Damat^e  Corporation  Act  of 
1951  and  Wur  Dis;i.ster  Act  of  1951.  S.  114, 
S.  439,  S.  1309,  and  S.  1848  and  similar  bills 
In  Hou.se  of  Representatives.  No  pcjsltion 
for  or  against  tlie  legislation. 

(b)  H  R  7844  and  other  legi-slatlnn  rel.at- 
Ing  to  payroll  deductions  for  Federal  cUIIkui 
employees  and  allotments  from  pay  ol  m.li- 
tary  fjersonnel. 

E.    (2)    $700:    (8)    $65  43.    (15).' 


A.  Morton  Bodflsh,  221  North  La  Salle  Street. 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221    North   La  Salle  Street,   Chicago.   111. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
thrift  and  home  ownership  and  particularly 
helpful  to  savings  and  loan  asscx-iatlons  and 
cooperative  banks  In  carrying  out  their  thrift 
and  home  flnanclng  objectives  and  oppr«e 
legislation  detrimental  to  home  ownership 
and  those  Institutions. 

D.  (6)    $625. 

E.  (10)    $133.14;    (11)    $133  14. 

A.  John  N.  Bohannon.  75  Macon  Avenue, 
AshevlUe,  N.  C.  (When  in  Wtushington, 
1028  Connecticut  Avenue  NW  ,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.) 

B.  Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co,,  30  Rocke- 
feller Plaza,  New  York,  N    Y. 

C.  (See  previous  quarterly  reports.) 

D.  (6)    $3  000. 

E.  (5)    $540.82;     (6)    $123.07:     (7)     $780  89 
(9)    $1,444.78;    (10)    $5,154.56;    (11)    $6,599.34. 

A.  Sanford  H.  Bolz,  927  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Jewish  Congress.  15  East  84th 
Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  To  oppose  antl-SemltIsm  and  racism 
in  all  Its  forms  and  to  defend  civil  rights 
incident  thereto. 

D.  (6)   $n5. 

E.  (10)   $21.86;    (11)    $21.86. 


'  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Joseph    L.    Borda.    918    16th    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D    C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 


A.  R.  B    Bowden.  608  Hlbbs  Building.  Wash- 
iriktton.    D     C  .    and    100    Merchants    Ex- 
change   St    Louis.  Mo 
B    Cirain   and  Feed  I>Mlfrs  National   Asiso- 
rtatlon.    100  Merchants  Exchange.  Bt.  Lculs. 
Mo. 

C    (2)    legislation  affecting  the  grain  and 
feed  trade. 


A.  Chrirles  M  Bover,  2517  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue* NW     W.whif.gton,  D    C 

B  Rt'ee'\e  C^'Ticrs  As.^'x-latlnn  of  the 
Utiited  St  itos  2S17  Co!in»ciiciit  Avenue  NW.. 
W.uhint't.  n    D    C 

C  (2 1  LecLslatlon  for  de\elopnient  of  a 
military  p'  liry  for  the  United  States  which 
will  guar;intee  adrquate  national  security; 
(3)    The  Reserve  Ofll  er 

A  D  H  Brack^lt,  Post  OflTce  Box  622  At- 
lanta   Cia. 

A  Joseph  E  Brady  2347  Vine  Street.  Cincin- 
nati   Ohio 

B  In'*>rnaf lonal  Union  of  United  Brewen,'. 
Flour.  Cereal.  Soft  Driiilc.  and  Distillery 
Workers  cf  America.  :J347  Vine  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio 

C.  (2)  All  lek;i.«lat  ion  involving  or  in  the 
direction  of  national  prohibition,  taxation  of 
air  jhoiic  beverai.'e.s,  etc,  ( ;j  (  The  Brewery 
Work-r 

E     ^lOj    9IG7  .^0,    (]\)    $167  50. 

A.  Harry  R  Bra.shear,  610  Shoreham  Build- 
ing.   Wa.'hUKl  .n,   D    C 

B  Alrrrult  Intlui^tries  Afr«s.Kialion  of 
America,  In.-  .  >'1U  Shurtham  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D    C 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  transpxir- 
tation  matters  in  which  mem!>ers  of  the  As- 
.scKiaiion   are    lnt»rested. 


A    James  M    Brewbak.  r.  018  I6tL  Street  NW.. 
Wushinnu  n,   D    C. 
B    National  Asbociatluii  of  Manufacturers. 


A  Dawes  E  Brlsblne  952  National  Press 
Bui:dli;k;     Wai  nlngton,   D    C 

B  National  Highv^ay  Users  Conference. 
Inc  ,  952  National  Press  Building.  Washing- 
ton, D    C 

C  i2i  Such  legislative  Interest  is  pri- 
marily for  analysis  and  reporttng — (a)  Rev- 
enue Act  of  1951:  lb)  H  R  4473.  and  the 
Senate  vension.  (di  f(jr  modiflcaliun  ol  au- 
tomotive   txi.ise    tax    provisions. 


A  Brown.  Lund  &  Fitzc^erald,  Washington 
Loan  &  Trust  Building.  Washington, 
D    C 

B,  National  .Vs.^oclation  of  Electric  Com- 
panies. RuiL,'  Building,  1200  18th  Street  NW.. 
Wa.shington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  N    A.  E.  C. 

D,  (6)    $7,500, 

E  (2)  $8,025;  (5)  $375;  (8)  $45.90;  (9) 
$8.445  90;  (10)  $22,239.55;  (11;  $30,685.45; 
(15).' 

A.  Paul    W.    Brown,    Department    731,    Sears, 
Rjebuck  &  Co  ,  925  South  Homan  Ave- 
nue. Chicago,  111. 
B    Sears,  Roebuck  &  Co  ,  925  South  Homan 
Avenue,  Chicago.  111. 

C.    (2)    Postal    legislation. 

E.  (10)    $1.22237;    (11)    $1,222.37. 


'  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A  Thn6  n  Brown.  Jr  .  attnrnev  and  di- 
rector of  television,  NARTB,  1771  N 
Ktret-t     NW  ,    Washingtoi^,    D     C 

B  National  AssiKialion  ol  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Bruiidcakters.  1771  N  Street  NW  . 
Washii.^^toii.  D  C  a  national  trade  associa- 
tion 

C  (2 1  OeiierHl  lepislative  Interestf.  Those 
relating  ditect.y  or  indirectly  to  the  radio 
and    teiexl.sion    broadcatlint;    lndiisir\, 

D  and  E 


D     (6 1    $1,875. 

E    (7)     $369.98:     (8)     $40.05;     (9)     $410.03; 
(lOi    $1,165.68;    (11)    $1,575.71. 


A  W  S  Bromley  220  Elist  42d  Street.  New 
York,  N    Y 

B  Amerlciin  Pnlpwivwl  A.«i.«ociiitlon,  220 
I   ..-t  4Jd  t^treet    Nev*   York    N    Y 

C"  i2i  Legislatne  interests  are  those  of 
employer. 


A  Mi!ton  E  Briwidinc  215  Fremont  Street. 
.s«n    Franciuro     C..!if 

B  California  Packlnp  Corp  115  Fremont 
Street     .San    Francisco    Calif 

C  i2i  l.ek:islat  ion  related  specifically  to 
f(M>tl    procespinc    and    farming 

E     (lU)    ei,588  03,     (111    $1588  03. 


A  J  hn  M  Brumm  1416  F  Siretl  NW  , 
Washington.  D    C 

B  Committee  for  the  Nation  s  Health,  1416 
F    Street    NW  .    Washington,    D     C. 

C  (2  I  Interested  in  all  legislation  regard- 
ing national  health  insurance  (The  num- 
bers of  the  six-ciflr  bills  are  unknown  since 
the  82d  Conjiress  hii-s  lieen  terminated  )  ^3) 
(See  httachinent   B  )  ' 

D     (6i     $2.:H74P8. 

E     (14)     $66U  77. 

A  Hrr.rv  H  Bvickman.  405  DTset  Avenue. 
Chevy  Chase    Md 

B  Florida  Inland  Navigation  District. 
Citizens  Bunk  Building.  Bunnell.  Fla. 

C  i2i  Potentially  interested  in  all  legisla- 
tion affecting  river  and  harbor  works,  fl.KKl 
control,  and  other  water  use  and  conserva- 
tion, and  related  subjects.  Specific  legisla- 
tion interested  in  during  the  calendar  year 
19.')2  Included  appropriations  for  the  civil 
functions  of   the   Army.  H    R.   7628. 

D     (6)    $1,350. 

E  (6i  $23  35:  (81  $32  57;  (9)  $55  92:  (10) 
$151  16.    (11)    $206  08. 

A  Henry  H  Buchman.  405  Dorset  Avenue. 
Chevy  Chase,  Md. 

B  Tlie  Vulcaii  Detlnnlng  Co  ,  Sewaren. 
N    J. 

A.  George  J  Burger.  250  West  57th  Street. 
New  York.  N.  Y  ;  351  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D    C. 

B  Burger  Tire  Consultant  Service,  250 
West  57th  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y.  (consult- 
ant service  for  tjenefit  of  independents  In 
rubber-tire  industry).  National  Federation 
of  Independent  Business.  351  Washington 
Buildinp,  Washington,  D.  C,  (national  trade 
association  representing  Interests  of  inde- 
pendent business). 

C  (2)  Interested  in  rubber  tires  bill,  bas- 
Ing-polnt  legislation,  antitrust  law  legisla- 
tion. F  T.  C.  quantity  limit  discount  case — 
all  legislation  affecting  Independent  small 
business.     Opposing  spare-lire  monopoly. 


■  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A    Harold  Burke,  115  Pearl  Street.  New  York. 
N    Y 

B  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  As- 
sociation, 408  American  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 


A    Burley  and  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export  As- 
sociation, post-office  box  860.  Lexington, 
Kv 
D     i6i     $8.0f»7  50. 

E  iLM  »:-i036  61:  (5)  316  90:  (6i  $36. ?4: 
i7i  Hy0fi4.  f8l  $273  60,  (9)  $3,854.09.  ^10) 
111.139  54,    (11  I    114.993  63. 


A.  John  W.  Caffey.  830  Southeastern  Build- 
ing. Greensboro,  N.  C. 

B.  Wine  Institute,  717  Market  Street,  San 
FVancisco.    Calif, 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  wine. 

A    C   G    Caffrey,  1625  I  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D,  C. 
B,  American   Cotton  Manufacturers  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  203  A  Liberty  Life  Building.  Char- 
lotte. N   C, 

D.  (6 1    $760.20, 

E.  (10)    $88.47;    (11  )    $88  47. 


A.  Donald  T.  Burke.  1200  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D   C. 

C.   (2)    (See  appended  statement,  page  5).' 


A    Robert  M    Burr.  155  East  44th  Street.  New 

York.  N    Y 

B  National  Electrical  Mrinufacturers  As- 
S(X-n:tion.  155  Last  44th  Street,  New  York, 
N    Y 

C  1 2)  Leclslation  regarding  excl.se  taxes 
fin  electric  rclrijeralors,  <lertric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters- .  domestic  electric  appli- 
ances, commercial  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment electric  fans,  and  legislation  affecting 
impiiris  of   products  into  the  United  States. 

A  Orrln  A  Eurrrws,  1200  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washingtijn.   D    C. 

B  Orrin  A  Burrows,  assistant  to  interna- 
tional president.  International  Brotherhcxjd 
of  Electric  Workers,  1200  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington.   D    C, 

C  (  2  I  All  legislation  dealing  with  the  elec- 
trical workers  in  particular  and  labor  In  gen- 
eral, such  as  attempts  by  Congress  to  reduce 
annual  and  sick  leave  for  Federal  employees, 
and  In  support  of  unemployment  Insurance 
and  severance  pay,  and  other  liberal  benefits 
lor  the  workers. 

D     (6)    $3,683. 

A  Eugene  J.  Butler.  1312  M;issachusetts 
Avenue  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  National  Catholic  Welfare  Conference, 
1312  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D    C. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  religious, 
charitable  and  educational  institutions,  and 
organizations. 

D,  (6)    $2,475, 

E.  (10)    $124,05;    (11)    $124.05. 

A.  Carl  Byolr  and  Associates,  Inc.,  10  East 
40th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Schenley  Industries.  Inc.,  350  Fifth 
Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  ( 2 )  For  the  quarter  covered  by  this  re- 
port, the  undersigned  worked  with  Schenley 
in  seeking  reduction  In  the  rate  of  Federal 
excise  tax  on  distilled  spirits,  and  In  seeking 
extension  of  the  bonding  period  for  distilled 
spirits— both  as  part  of  full -time  work  on 
general  public  relations  for  which  Carl  Byolr 
&  Associates.  Inc.,  Is  retained  by  Schenley. 
(a)  Revenue  Act  of  1952.  (b)  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code. 

E.  (2)  $550:  (4)  $490;  (6)  90;  (7)  $735; 
(8)  $1,050:  (9)  $2,915;  (10)  $2,772;  (11) 
$5,687;  (15)  $167.67.  November  16.  United  Air 
Lines,  New  York  City;  $85  49.  November  20, 
Saxony  Hotel.  Miami  Beach.  Fla;  $490.  Oc- 
tober 1  to  December  31.  Mailing  Specialists, 
Inc..  41-14  29th  Street.  Long  Island  City, 
N.  Y.;  stationery  used  in  distributing  state- 
ments regarding  Revenue  Act  of  1952,  and 
extension  of  Federal  bonding  period;  $12.50, 
November  19.  National  Association  of  Bev- 
erage Control  AdminlstratorB,  Cleveland, 
Ohio;  $13.14.  November  19.  Amanda  McMa- 
hon.  mimeograph  specialist,  Miami  Beach, 
Fla.;  $20.  November  18,  Beach  Letter  Co., 
Miami  Beach,  Fla. 


A,  James  A    Campbell,  Room  716.  AFGE.  900 
F  Street  NW  ,  V.'ashlngton.  D   C 

B,  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees.  Room  716,  900  F  Street  NW.. 
Washincton.  D   C, 

C,  (  2  I  All  bills  of  interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment Employees  and  District  ol  Colum- 
bia government  employees. 

D     (6i    $2,307  66, 

E     (7i    $230,76;    (9)    $230,76;    (11)    $230  76. 


A    John  L.  Carey,  270  Madison  Avenue.  New 
York.  N,  Y, 
B  American  Institute  of  Accountants,  270 
Madison  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  certified  public 
accountants.  H.  R.  1062  would  establish  a 
Tax  Settlement  Board — for;  H.  R.  4371,  H.  R. 
4373.  H.  R.  8390,  H.  R.  8391  would  permit 
postponement  of  income  tax  with  resp)ect  to 
a  portion  of  earned  net  income  paid  to  a 
restricted  retirement  fund — for;  H.  R.  7269 
would  provide  for  retirement  pay  for  Tax 
Court  Judges — for;  H.  R.  7746  would  provide 
for  voluntary  social -security  coverage  for 
self-employed  certified  public  accountants — • 
for:  H.  R.  7893  would  provide  for  improved 
enforcement  and  administration  ol  revenue 
laws— for,  with  reservations. 

D.  (6)   $76.25. 

E  (7)  $87.51;  (9)  $87.51;  (10)  $75;  (11) 
$162.51. 

A.  Henderson  H.  Carson.  George  Washington 
Inn.   Washington,   D.   C;    600    First    Na- 
tional Bank  Building,  «:anton.  Ohio. 
B    East    Ohio    Gas    Co.,     1405    East    Sixth 

Street.  Cleveland,  Ohio, 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  interest  to  nat- 
ural-gas Industry. 

D.  (6)   $3,197.95. 

E.  (1)  $1.67;  (2  I  $20;  (4^  $103.28:  (5)  $14; 
(6)  $28;  (7)  $31;  (9)  $197.95;  (10)  $910; 
(11)  $1,107.95. 

A.  Albert   E.   Carter.    1026    16th   Street    NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  245  Market 
Street.  San  Prcinclsco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Retained  to  represent  the  company 
before  administrative  agencies  and  commis- 
sions and  on  legislative  matters  affecting 
company's  Interest. 

D.  (6)  $3,000. 

E.  (5)  $634.86;  (6)  $62.50;  (7)  $382.21;  (8) 
$187.50;  (9)  $1,267.07;  (10)  $3,230.04;  (11) 
$4,497.11;    (12)    $1,267.07;    (14)    $1,114.76. 

A.  Clarence  B.   Carter,   Post  Office   Box  798, 
New  Haven,  Conn. 

B.  Railroad  Pension  Conference,  Post  Office 
Box  798.  New  Haven,  Conn. 

C.  (2)  Enactment  of  S.  1308,  H.  R.  63 — 
8C-year,  half -pay  retirement  legislation. 

E.  (6)  $11.34;  (7)  $33.57;  (9)  $44.91;  (10) 
$220.42;  (11)  $265.33. 

A.  D.  E.  Casey,  419  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  American  Taxpayers   Association.   Inc., 
419  Munsey  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
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A.  Benjamin  F.  Castle,  1625  Eye  Street  NW^ 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  MlUc  Industry  Foundation,  162fi  Bye 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  foundation  has  a  "general  leg- 
islative Interest"  In  statutes  or  bills  which 
affect  the  Interests  of  milk  dealers.  Its  only 
"specific  legislative  Interest"  at  present  Is 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  and  any  amendments  thereto  or 
extensions  thereof  which  may  affect  the 
Interests  of  milk  dealers. 

E.    (10)   $15.30;    (11)   •15.30. 

A.  Larry  Gates.  1185  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Air  Line  Pilots  Association,  55th  Street 
and  Cicero  Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Aviation  legislation — Railway  Labor 
Act. 

D.  (6)    $1,302.90. 

A.  Central   Arizona   Project   Association.   510 
Goodrich  Building.  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

C.  (2)  S.  75,  Bridge  Canyon  Act;  and  H  R. 
1500  and  H.  R.  1501.  Bridge  Canyon  Act 
(known  more  frequently  as  central  Arizona 
project  bill),  or  a.s  it  may  be  renumbered. 
(3)  The  Case  for  Water  In  Central  Arizona. 
Work  for  Water.  California's  Stake  in  Ari- 
zona's Share  of  Colorado  River,  What  the 
Central  Arizona  Project  Means  To  You, 
Truth.  Settling  Up  Time.  Facts  You  Should 
Know  Respecting  the  Central  Arizona  Proj- 
ect. National  Tax  Benefits  Prom  the  Central 
Arizona  Project. 

D.  (6)    $4,535.65. 

E.'  (2)  $5,921.13:  (4)  $191.91;  (5)  $915  74; 
(6)  $232.75:  (7)  $3,436.12;  (8)  $128.99;  (9) 
$10,826.64;    (10)   $30,002.60;    (11)   $40,829.24. 

A.  Central  Public  Utility  Corp.,  1017  Olive 
Street.  St.  Louis.  Mo. 
C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  consist  of  ad- 
vocating, before  appropriate  Members  and 
committees  of  the  Congress  and  administra- 
tive agencies,  amendment  of  the  Intern.Hl 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  for  the  inclusion. 
in  subsection  458  Id)  (2).  of  the  principle 
now  set  forth  in  subsection  441   (g)    (2). 

A.  Willlan.  E.  Chace.  616  Investment  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Association.  Inc., 
616  Investment  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer 
or  the  general  agricultural  economy.  Includ- 
ing such  bills  in  the  81st  Congress  as  H.  R. 
2756,  "To  implement  the  established  national 
policy  of  promoting  maximum  employment, 
production,  and  purchasing  power,  and  for 
other  purposes";  and  bills  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress such  as  S.  1693.  "To  regulate  the  regis- 
tration, manufacture,  labeling,  and  Inspec- 
tion of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for 
other  purposes":  and  H.  R.  1755.  "To  regu- 
late the  registration,  manufacture,  labeling, 
and  Inspection  of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ma- 
terials shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  and 
for  other  purposes." 

D.  (6)    $20. 

A.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  1615  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.  (See  attachment  A 
p.  3.)> 

C.  (2)  (See  attachment  B,  p.  4.)  (3) 
(See  attachment  C,  pp.  5  and  6.) 

D.  (8)    $749,603.95. 

E.  (9)  $8,515.34;  (10)  $84,781.95;  (11) 
$93^7.29. 

A.  Walter  Chamblin.  Jr..  918  Sixteenth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 


«Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  The  Chase  National  Bank  of  the  City  of 
New   York,    18    Pine    Street.    New    York. 
N.  Y.     (See  schedule  E  attached*  ' 
C.   (2)  Proposed  Federal  tax  legislation  af- 
fecting the  Interests  of  the  Chase  National 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York. 

A.  The     Christian     Amendment     Movement, 
804  Penn  Avenue,  Pittsburt;h,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Promotmg  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
29  and  House  Joint  Resolution  156,  a  pro- 
posed Christian  amendment  to  the  Con.sti- 
tution  of  the  United  States.  (3)  The  Chris- 
tian Patriot. 

D.  (6)    $2,527.98. 

E.'  (1)  $648;  (2i  $1.82750;  (4)  $1,615.23; 
(5)  $14889;  (6)  $23.16;  (7i  $190.62;  (8i  $7  85; 
(9l  $4.46125;  (10)  $10,5J8  54;  (11)  $14,- 
989.79;    (15).' 


A.  Ablah    A.    Church.     1771     N    Street    NW  . 
Washington.  D    C. 

B.  National  Associatinn  of  R.idlo  and 
Television  Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests:  Those 
relating  directly  or  mdi-'ectly  to  the  radio 
and    television    bruaUcastmg    industry. 


A.   Rubert  M    Clark.  ;he  Atchison.  Tfpeka  k 
Santa    Fe    Railway    Co..    525    Shureii.im 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  The  Atchison,  Tf>peka  &  Santa  Fe  Rail- 
way Co.,  50  East  Jackscn  tiuultnard,  Chicago. 
111. 

D.    (6)    $4,400. 

A.  David  R.  Clarke,  120  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago.  Ill, 

B.  National   Metal   Trades   Association,    122 
South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)     All    legislation    affecting    industry 
in  general. 


A.  Marcus   Cohn.   1625  I  Street  NW  .  Cafritz 
Building.  Washington,  D    C. 

B.  The  American  Jewish  Committee,  386 
Fourth  Avenue,  New  York.  N    Y. 

C.  (2)  Genocide,  the  President's  civil- 
rights  program,  Hou.se  Resolution  501  (82d 
Cong),  Public  Law  414. 

D.  (6)   $125. 

A.  Marvin   J.   Coles,   Ingoldsby   &   Coles,   813 
Washington  Bulldint,',  Washington    D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  the  Promotion  of  Tramp 
Shipping  under  the  American  Flag  In  Foreign 
Commerce,  80  Broad  Street.  New  York.  N    Y. 

C.  (2)  The  committee  is  interested  in 
amending  existing  shipping  legislation  in 
order  to  extend  oi)erating  and  construction 
differential  subsidies  to  American  flag  ves- 
sels engaged  in  so-called  tramp  trades. 

E.  (6)  $62  69;  (8)  $837  98;  (9)  $900.67; 
(10)     $1,119.26;     (11)    $2,01993. 


A.  Colorado    Associated    Businessmen.    Inc., 
335  Symes  Bldg  ,  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  of  the 
group  Is  the  taxing  of  competitive  business 
on  the  same  basis  without  regard  to  exemp- 
tions under  section  101  of  the  present  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code.  Specific  bills  In  which 
It  Is  presently  Interested  will  be  similar  to 
those  known  in  the  last  session  of  Congress 
as  H.  R.  240  known  as  the  Mason  bill.  S.  892 
proposed  by  Senator  Williams,  and  H.  R.  1179 
proposed  by  Congressman  Davis. 

D.  (6)   $370. 

E.  (2)  $375:  (4)  $1.50:  (5)  $19  25;  (8) 
$569.20;  (9)  $964.95;  (10)  $1,191.56;  (11) 
$2,156.51. 

A.  Colorado     River     Association,     306     West 
Third  Street,  Loe  Angeles,  Calif. 
C.   (2)    (See  page  Z  attached).' 


'  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


E.  (1)  $8,667;  (2)  $10.699  28:  (4)  $1,96776: 
(5)  $2,04405;  (6)  $1,462  56;  (7)  $4,537.58;  (9) 
$29,37821;  (10)  $82,15994;  (11)  $111.538  16; 
(15)  $97  80.  10-2.  11-6,  12-4,  Allen's  Pre«s 
Clipping  Bureau,  124  West  Fourth  Street. 
l«s  Angeles,  clipping  service;  $100,  12-4,  T  G. 
A.-mstrong.  548  Spreckles  B:dg  ,  San  Diego, 
Ci'Uf  ,  public  relations  services;  $30,  13  4,  N. 
W  Ayer  Sc  Son.  Inc  .  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  news- 
pai)er  directory;  $138  48.  10  2.  Blltmore  Hotel. 
Los  Angeles,  hotel  nK)m  and  expenses,  etc,' 

A    C    Fred  Cjleman,   Lewlsville.   Ark. 

B  St  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co  ns 
a.ssistant  general  claim  agent  with  head- 
quarters at  LewlsvUle    Ark. 

E     (10)   $1.372  85;    (11)  $1,372  85. 

A    Ru.>ise!l   Co'.em^n     616    Investment   Build- 
ing, Washlngtf)n.  D    C. 

B.  The  NaM mal  Fertilizer  As«oclali<  n, 
Inc  ,  616  Inve.>>tinenl  Building,  Washington. 
D    C 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  ml^;ht  affect 
the  manufacture  or  dl.-lribuilon  of  fertilizer 
or  the  tieneral  agrii-Ulturul  economy,  inilud- 
inc  surh  t)i;:,s  In  th.-  81.st  C"'  tivi.-^ess  us  H  n 
27,S6.  "I'm  imjilement  the  est.lbll^hed  natlf)nal 
jxillry  of  prLimc/ling  maximum  employment, 
production,  and  purcha.slng  pf)wer.  and  f..r 
other  purp<)8e.s;"  and  bills  In  the  82d  Con- 
gres.s  such  ,i.s  S  1693,  'To  retiulate  the  resis- 
tration  niannfarture.  labeling  and  tnsij^c- 
tloii  (if  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials 
shljifx'd  In  Interstate  commerce,  and  for 
ottu'.-  pur;><)M»*."  and  H  R  1755.  "To  regu- 
late the  rei^istrati m.  manufacture,  labeling, 
and  m.-ipectlon  of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  m.i- 
teri.iLs  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  and 
for  Mth'T  pur|-,u.'ei.." 

D     (6i    $iUO. 
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A  The  Colorado  Railroad  Legislative  Com- 
mittee 615  C  A  Johnson  Building,  Den- 
ver, Colo. 


A  Committee  on  Natlon.il  Affairs.  100  East 
.soth  .'^treet.  New  "i'ork    N    Y. 

D     (6)    f4,i5 

E  (3)  $6.50:  (8(  $204  95:  (9)  $854  95:  (10) 
$.%92  17;  (11)  $1447  12;  (15)  $250.  10  25  52, 
KUijore  C'ommifoe,  Dtmlel  Boone  Hotel, 
Charleston,  W.  Va  .  for  Senator  Kilcokf  s 
campaign  fund.  $100,  lo  25  52,  John  Shei- 
MAN  ConpjR.  .'viiiierset.  Kv  .  lor  his  campalt-n 
fund,  $100,  10  25  52.  District  of  Columbia 
M'  lUanans  for  M.-in-sfleld  Committee.  3207 
llit;li:and  Place  .NW..  Wa.shmgton,  D.  C.  for 
Mike  MANSfTKi.us  campaign  fund;  $10J, 
10  25  52.  Benjamin  A  J.ivlis.  treasurer.  630 
Filth  Avenue.  Nfv  York  City,  for  Jacob  K. 
JAvns  campaign  fund.  $100,  10  29  52,  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Montanans  for  Mansfield 
C  unmlftee  tor  Mike  Mansfield's  campaign 
fund;  $1!)2  59  11  19  52.  Hnoven  Letters,  Inc.. 
352  Four'h  Ave.  New  York  City,  for  letter- 
shop  work;  $12  36.  12  9  52,  Hooven  Letters, 
Inc..  for  lettersh(jp  work. 

A  Committee  for  the  Nation's  Health,  Inc. 
1416  F  Street  NW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 
(See  att.ichment   A  )  ' 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests;  Cannot  state 
bills,  since  none  yet  introduced  Into  83d 
Congress  In  la.st  Conere.ss  we  were  inter- 
ested In  the  followini:  H  R  27  and  H  R  54; 
S  337.  S  445.  H  R  1781.  H  R  2152.  H  R. 
516,  H  R  <J10,  H  U.  913.  H  R  14.  H  R.  342. 
H.  R.  146,      (3)    (.See  attachment  B.)  ' 

D,  (6)    nil. 604. 

E  I -'I  $ii.y39  52.  (4 1  $598  01;  (5)  $1,844.02; 
(6)  $410  04,  (7)  $579  61,  (8)  $500;  (9)  $10.- 
87120;    (lOi    $34„380  86;    (11)    $45,252  06. 


A.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies.  Box 
1107,  .shrcveport.  La. 
C     (2)  The  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Com- 
panies wa.s    >ri;ant/ed  and  functions  to  pro- 
tect   the    le.;!timate    iiUfrests    of    petroleum 

'  Not   printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


pipelines,  Including,  vhen  necessary,  leg- 
islative Interests.  At  this  time  the  only 
pending  legislation  affecting  petroleum  pipe- 
line, in  wnlch  the  committee  is  Interested  is 
S  1819  a  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Art,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
pose.-i.  and  H.  R.  563$,  a  bill  to  require  Inter- 
.•-latp  oil  pipelines  to  procure  certlflcatea  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  before  con- 
struction of  new  or  extension  of  existing 
lines  The  committee  Is  opposed  to  certain 
jirovlslons  contained  in  bill  8.  1889  and  to 
bill  H  R  5632.  There  has  been  no  action  on 
either  of  these  bills  during  the  period  cov- 
ered bv  this  report. 

D     (6)    $2fc7. 

E  (2)  $9,123.90;  (4)  $55;  (5)  $890  55;  (6) 
$-0  73;  17)  $800  76;  (8)  $2,067.12;  (9)  $12,- 
923  00  <10)  $39,998.74;  (11)  $52,921.80;  (15) 
(see  attached  p.  3).* 


A    Committee    on    the    Present    Danger,    711 
14th   Street   NW  .   Washington.  D.   C. 

C     (2)     General    legislative    Interests;     (a) 
mutual  Dccurlty;  (b)  nUlltary  manpower. 

D     l6l    $1,003.89. 

E  (2)  $1,47863;  (5)  $1,632.23;  (6)  $212  77; 
(7)  $2.81481.  (9)  $6,138.44;  (10)  $12,776.61; 
(11)  $18,915  05;  (15)  $738,  October  8.  Novem- 
ber 4,  December  2.  the  Sheraton.  Inc.  1  Court 
Street,  3ostun.  Mass.  cfflce  rent;  $22.50.  Octo- 
ber 17.  November  4,  December  4.  Answering, 
Inc.  422  Washington  Building.  Washington. 
D  C  ,  telephone  answering  service;  $49.44. 
October  17,  Nov?mb?r  4.  I>ecember  3.  Fox- 
J(  nes  Co.  14:9  H  Street  NW..  Washlnf^ton. 
D  C  ,  office  supplies;  $22  50.  October  17.  Type- 
writer 8a"*e  A  Service  Co,  811  17th  Street 
NW  ,  Wa.«*hlngton.  D.  C.  rental  of  office  equip- 
ment, etc' 

A.  Committee  for  Promotion  of  Tramp  Ship- 
ping Under  American  Flag  In  Foreign 
Commerce,  80  Broad  Street,  New  York. 
N    Y, 

C  (2)  The  committee  Is  Interested  In 
amending  existing  shipping  legislation  In 
order  to  extend  operating  and  construction 
differential  subsidies  to  Amerlcan-ffag  vec- 
sels  engaged  In  so-called  tramp  trades.  A 
bill  to  this  effect  has  been  Introduced  In  the 
House  as  H    R    6346. 

D     (6)    $1,200. 

E  (4)  $234  83;  (6)  $135  70;  (7)  $96248;  (8) 
$150;  (9)  $1,483.01;  (10)  $13,760.72;  (11) 
$15,24373. 

A.  Communications  Workers  of  America,  CIO. 
1808  Adanw  MIU  Road  NW..  Washington, 
D    C. 

C  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the  In- 
terests of  the  membership  of  the  union.  (3) 
CWA  News. 

D     (6)    $1,422,908.24. 

E  (1)  $15;  (2)  $3.83332;  (4)  $130;  (7) 
$213  04;  (8)  $176.49;  (9)  $4,367.85;  (10)  $15.- 
0C8  68;    (11)    $19,436  53. 

A  Arthur  D.  Condon.  1000  Vermont  Avenue 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  General  Couns3l  for  Trucking  Industry 
National  Defense  Committee.  Inc.  No  change 
from  previous  report. 

D.' 

A    John  C.  Cone.  Pan  American  World  Air- 
ways System.  815  15th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B    Pan   American  World   Airways  System. 
815  15th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  May  be  Interested  In  supporting 
or  opposing  any  aviation  legislation  that 
might  have  a  bearing  on  the  operation  of 
Pan  American  World  Airways  System. 


A.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations.  718 
Jackson  Place  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare:  oppose  legis- 
lation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)   $8,179.37. 

E.  (2)  $2,166;  (3)  $3,500;  (4)  $525;  (5) 
$635;  (6)  $900;  (8)  $454.37:  (9)  $8,179.37; 
(10)  $28,399.52;  (11)  $36,673.89;  (15)  CI, 115. 
October  1  to  December  31.  1952.  Marguerite 
Nadonley.  718  Jackoon  Place  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C.  clerical  salary:  $1,040,  October  1 
to  December  31.  1952,  Patricia  Shilby.  718 
Jackson  Place  NW..  Washington.  D.  C,  cleri- 
cal salary;  $3,500.  November  5.  1952.  CIO 
Housing  Committee,  734  l£th  Street  irW., 
Washington,  D.  C,  contribution;  $!8,C6,  Oc- 
tober 9,  1952.  Congrecslonal  Quarterly,  723 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  subscrip- 
tion, etc.* 

A.  Juiian  D.  Conover.  Ring  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Mining  Corgrcss.  Ring  Build- 
in?;,  Washln«?ton,  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  mining,  such  as 
Income  taitatlcn,  eocIeI  security,  public  lands, 
stockpiling,  monetary  policy,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (10)    $143.62;    (11)    $143.62. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper,  505  Washington  Build- 
Inrr.  Washington    D.  C. 

B  Natlon.il  Coal  Ascoclatlon.  Southern 
Euildlnf?.  15th  and  H  Streets  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  general  In 
character  and  those  effecting  the  coal  In- 
dustry. 

D  and  E    (See  attached.)' 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper.  505  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Lime  Association.  927  15th 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  are  general  In 
character  and  particularly  those  affecting  the 
lime  industry. 

D  and  E.   (See  attached.)* 

A.  Cooperative  Health  Federation  of  Amer- 
ica. 343  South  Dearborn.  Chicago,  IlL 

D.  (6)    $300. 

E.  (2)  $194;  (5)  $9;  (6)  $14;  (9)  $217; 
(10)  $651;   (11)  $868. 

A.  The    Cooperative    League    of    the    United 
States  of  America  Association,  Inc..  343 
South  Dearborn  Street.  Chicago.  111. 
E.    (2)    $500;    (5)    $125:    (6)    $50;    (7)   $210; 

(9)   $840:    (10)  $2,520;    (11)   $3,360. 

A.  John  T.  Corbett,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers, 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  Build- 
ing, Cleveland  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  labor  and 
transportation. 

D.  (6)   $3,741. 
E     (5)    1351.27;     (6)     $28.02;     (7)     $180.30; 

(9)   $559.59;    (10)   $1,266.92;   (11)   $1,826.51. 

A.  Cordage  Legislative  Committee.  350  Madi- 
son Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $150. 

E.  (10)    $1,260;    (11)   $1,260. 

A.  J.  G.  Corona,  suite  101,  1405  G  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co..  60  Hud- 
son Street.  Nrw  York,  N.  Y. 


C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  cover 
any  legislative  proposals  affecting  tha  Inter- 
ests of  the  telegraph  company  In  addition 
to  my  administrative  duties  at  the  company'^ 
Capitol  offices. 

E.  (7)  $73.53;  (9)  $73.50;  (10)  $164.50; 
(11)  $238. 

A.  Harold    B.    Corwln,    1616    I    Street    NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Retired  Officers  Association.  Inc..  1616 
I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  jDcrtlnent 
to  the  rights,  benefits,  privileges,  and  obli- 
gations of  retired  officers,  male  and  female. 
Regular  and  Reterve.  and  their  dependents 
and  survivors,  of  whatever  nature,  dealing 
with  personnel  matters,  pay  and  retirement 
benefits,  and  pensions,  studying  and  analyz- 
ing bills,  preparing  statements  for  presenta- 
tion to  the  cognizant  committees,  and  draft- 
ing amendments  where  indicated,  appearing 
before  committees  of  Congress,  principally 
the  Commltte3S  on  Armed  Ssrvlcas.  the 
Commltt2e  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  the 
committees  dealing  with  various  privileges, 
opportunities,  and  obligations  of  the  person- 
nel involved,     (3)  The  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)  $400. 

A.  John  M.  Costello,  3434  Porter  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    American  League  for  an  Undivided  Ire- 
land, care  of  Charles  T.  Rice,   122  East  42d 
Street,  New  York  City.  H.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  leskslation  which  may  help  to 
effectuate  the  unification  of  all  Ireland. 
House  Resolution  82. 

D.  (6)   $790.67. 

E.  (7)  $40.67:  (9)  $40.67;  (10)  $294.82;  (11) 
$335.49;  (15)  $9.45,  December  17.  Hotel  Com- 
modore. New  York;  $16.50,  December  17, 
Eastern  Airlines;  $8.72.  December  17.  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad;  $6,  December  17,  miscel- 
laneous expenses. 

A.  Nathan  E.  Cowan.  718  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
718  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare:  oppwee  leg- 
islation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)   $4,586.66. 

E.  (7)  $920;  (9)  $920;  (10)  $1330;  (11) 
$2,750. 

A.  W.  W.  Coxe,   108  North  Jefferson  Street, 
Roanoke.  Va. 
B.  Norfolk    &    Western    Railway    Co.,    108 
North  Jefferson  Street,  Roanoke,  Va. 


.  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Bee-         ^  Not  printed.     Filed  wltli  Clerk  and  Sec 
retary.  «^"y- 
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A.  M.  F.  Crass,  Jr.,  246  Woodward  BuUdlng. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Manufacturing  Chemists'  Association, 
Inc..  246  Woodward  Building,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  On  behalf  of  the  association,  I  haye 
a  general  Interest  In  any  legislation  affect- 
ing the  chemical  Industry. 

A.  Credit  Union  National  Association,  Inc., 
1617  Sherman  Avenue,  Madison,  Wis. 

C    (2)   Legislation  affecting  credit  unions. 

E.  (2)  $425;  (9)  $425;  (10)  $1.29738;  (11) 
$1,704.88. 

A.  Leo  J.  Crowley,  Equitable  Building.  Den- 
ver, Colo. 

A.  Cummings.  Stanley,  Truitt  &  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Arnold  Adler,  1011  Commerce 
Building,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  of  Technical  Changes 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  with  respect  to 
grantors  dying  after  January  1,  1951. 
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A.  Cummlnga,  Stanley,  Trultt  8t  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Margery  Durant  Green,  1  At- 
lantic Street.  Stamford,  Conn. 

C.  (2)  A  bill  to  amend  section  8  of  the 
act  to  amend  certain  provisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Coda  (Public  Law  378,  8l8t 
Cong. )  to  permit  persons  under  a  disability 
to  take  advantage  of  same. 

E.   (10)   $17.58;    (11)   »17.58. 

A.  Cummlngs,  Stanley.  Trultt  &  Cross,  1625 
K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  W.  D.  Johnson,  deceased.  900 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

C  (2)  A  bill  to  amend  section  811  (d)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  limit  Its 
application  In  certain  disability  cases. 

A.  Cummlngs.  Stanley.  Trultt  &  Cross.  1625 
K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  P.  Dlacon  Zadeh.  50  Bread  Street.  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  P.  Dlacon 
Zadeh. 

A.  John  C.  Cuneo.  p)06t-offlce  box  1054,  Mo- 
desto, Calif. 

B.  The  Towncend  Plan.  Inc..  6875  broad- 
way  Avenue.  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  2678-2679  (new  1953  members 
not  assigned):  Townsend  plan  bills  in  Con- 
gress. 

D.  (6)    12.698.82. 

E.  (1)  ';  (5)  $593.73;  (6)  «113.92;  (7) 
$170.45;  (8)  $114.34;  (9)  $2,007.21;  $4.';31.77; 
(11)   $6,738.98. 

A.  Ralph  E.  Curtlss.  944  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Licensed  Beverage  Association, 
420  Seventh  Street,  Racine,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  tavern  and 
restaurant  industry. 

D.  (6)   $2,250. 

E.  (6)  $19.56;  (7)  $127.15;  (9)  $146.71;  (10) 
$261.98;  (11)  $408.C9;  (12)  $6.38;  (14)  $143.39. 

A.  Dairy  Industry  Committee.  1112  Barr 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  dairy 
Industry. 

D.  (6)   $3,760. 

A.  William  L.  Daley,  911  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Newspaper  Publishers'  Association — 
National  Editorial  Association,  222  North 
Michigan  Avenue.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3760.  to  revise  and  codify  laws 
relating  to  patents;  H.  R.  2682,  Government 
stamped  envelopes;  H.  R.  505,  to  separate 
subsidy  from  airmail  pay;  H.  R.  2516.  to  deny 
benefits  of  NLRB  to  certain  labor  organiza- 
tions; S.  1137.  to  separate  subsidy  from  air- 
mail pay;  S.  719.  to  allow  price  differentials 
made  in  good  faith;  H.  R.  2188.  to  prohibit 
Interstate  transportation  of  liquor  advertis- 
ing; H.  R.  1514.  to  let  PTC  regulate  liquor  ad- 
vertising; S.  672.  to  increase  minimum  age 
of  District  of  Columbia  newspaper  boys; 
House  Resolution  116.  to  authorize  House 
Commerce  Committee  to  Investigate  news- 
print; S.  106.  to  regulate  practice  of  op- 
tometry; H.  R.  1768,  to  require  cost  and  in- 
demnity In  political  advertising:  H.  R.  116, 
seeks  repeal  of  Gearhart  amendment;  H.  R. 
625,  definition  of   "employee." 

D.  (fl)   $825. 

E.  (6)  $66.25;  (6)  $31.78;  (7)  $100;  (9) 
$198.03;  (10)  $480.02;  (11)  $678.05;  (15) 
$31.78,  October.  November,  December  1952, 
C.  &  P.  Telephone  Co..  telephone  service; 
(32.10,   October,   November,   December    1952, 


»Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


United  States  Post  Office,  postage:  $100. 
November,  B.  &  O.  Railroad  Co..  transpor- 
tation. 

A.  John  A.  Danaher.  50  State  Street.  Hart- 
ford, Conn  :  and  1625  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Firestone  Tire  &  Rubber  Co.,  Akron. 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Bill  listed  deals  with  distribution  of 
motor  vehicle  tires  and  prevention  of  man- 
ufacturers from  selling  goods  at  retail. 
Study  of  Federal  legislation  re  same:  exami- 
nation of  reported  cases  concernine;  consti- 
tutionality of  proposed  bills:  preparation  of 
legal  memoranda  and  briefs  re  same,  study 
of  economic  data  and  preparation  of  hear- 
ings. 

D.  (6)   $1,875. 

E.  (6)   $1.69:    (9)    $1.69;    (11)    $1.69. 


A.  John  A.  Danaher.  50  State  Street.  Hart- 
ford. Conn.,  and  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  B.  F.  Gcodrlch  Co  .  Akron,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Bill  listed  deals  with  distribution 
of  motor  vehicle  tires  and  prevention  of 
manufacturers  from  selling  goods  at  retail. 
Study  of  Federal  legislation  re  same;  exami- 
nation of  reported  cases  concerning  consti- 
tutionality of  proposed  bills;  preparation  of 
legal  memoranda  and  briefs  re  sume:  study 
of  economic  data  and  preparation  of  hear- 
ings. 

D.  (6)    $1,875. 

A.  Paul  J.  Daugherty,  legislative  affairs  de- 
partment. Ohio  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Columbvis.   Ohio. 

B.  Ohio  Chamber  of  Commerce.  820  Hunt- 
ington Bank  Building.  Columbus,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests — as  an  em- 
ployee of  the  Ohio  Chamber  of  Commerce 
such  matters  affecting  business  and  com- 
merce in  Ohio  as  are  referred  to  me  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Ohio  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; e.  g..  proposals  In  the  fields  of  taxa- 
tion, general  appropriations,  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance,  unemployment  com- 
pensation, industrial  development  and  other 
management   problems. 

E.  (7)  $77.55;  (9)  $77.55;  (10)  $222.36; 
(11)   $299.91. 

A.  Sherlock  Davis.  1117  Barr  Building.  910 
17th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Cuban  Cu^aj-  Council.  910 
17th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  leglclatlve  Interest:  Any- 
thing which  pertains  to  sugar  or  trade  with 
Cuba.  Specific  legislative  interest:  The 
Sugar  Act  of  1948  (P.  L.  383.  80th  Cong  )  and 
1951  amendments  thereto  (P.  L.  140,  82d 
Cong.). 


A.  William   I.  Denning,   1518   K  Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Magazine  Publishers  Association,  232 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Activities  limited  to  advising  asso- 
ciation in  connection  with  postal  rate  mat- 
ters. 

D.  (6)    $1,875. 

E.  (6)  $4.07:  (7)  $27.71;  (9)  $31.78;  (10) 
$82.12;    (11)   $113.90. 

A.  B.  B.  Derrick.  1756  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  Maryland  and  Virginia  Milk  Producers 
Association.  Inc.,  1756  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  Mr.  R.  T.  DeVany.  918   16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 


A.  A  W  Dickinson,  Ring  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D    C. 

B  American  Mining  Congress.  Ring  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D    C 

C  (2 1  Measures  affecting  mining,  such  as 
Income  tnxitlon,  social  security,  public 
lands.  Bt^^x'kiJiling,  monetary  policy,  etc. 

D.    (6)    $1,375. 

E  |7)  $375.  (9)  $375;  (10)  $31.45;  (11) 
$35  20. 


A.  Cecil  B  Dickson.  1600  Eye  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D    C 

B  Motion  Picture  A«s<-)claf Ion  of  America, 
Inc  .  161.0  Eye  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D   C. 

C  CJiH  R  340B  and  leglfilatlou  affecting 
the   motion   picture   industry. 

D    (6)    $3,yoo. 

E  (7)  $1,300,  (9)  $1,300:  (10)  $3,900;  (11) 
$5,200. 

A.  Disabled     American     Veternns.     National 
Headquarters,  1423  &ist  McMillan  Street. 
Cincinnati.  Ohio 
C     (2)  The  DAV  Ls  Interested  in  all  legisla- 
tion affecting  war  veterans,  their  dependents 
and  survivnrs  of  decesised  veterans      The  ma- 
jority of  bill.-,  in  which  we  are  Interested  are 
before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee:   Sen- 
ate   Libor    and    Public    Welfare    Committee; 
two  Post  OfHcc  and  Civil  Service  Committees; 
two  Armed  Services  C<immlltece:  House  Vet- 
erans Affairs  Or)mmittee  ' 

E     I2i    $5  066  60:    (7)    $63  2,'):    (9)    $5,129.83; 

(10)  $15.834  28;    (111    $20.964  13. 

A.  Disabled  Emergency  Ofllcers  of  the  World 

Wars.    1604   K   Street  NW  ,   Washington. 

D    C. 

C.    (2)     All    legisKition    affecting    disabled 

veterans  and  their  dependents,  and  survivors 

of  deceased   veterans 

E.    (2)    $2,500,     (9)     $2,500;     (10)     $7,652  46; 

(11)  $10.15246. 

A.  Walter  L  Dl.sbrow,  900  P  Street  NW., 
Room  314.  Washington,  D  C. 
B  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Government, 
900  P  Street  NW  ,  Room  314,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  are: 
Retention  and  improvement  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  and  United  States  Em- 
ployee Compen.ratlon  Acts. 

D.  (6)    $14,S8  93 

E.  (10)    $368;    (11)    $368. 
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A.  Wesley  E  Disney.  World  Center  Building, 
W;ishingt.<in.  D    C, 

B.  Ozaik-Mahonlng  Co  .  Tulaa,  Okla. 

C.  (2)  Legislatlcm  terminated.  (ThU 
closes   my   empliiyment.) 

D.  (G|    $1248. 

A.  Wesley  E  Disney.  World  (Center  Building, 
Washington.  D    C. 

B.  Wilcox  Oil  Co  ,  et  al. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  terminated.  (ThU 
clCNses  my  representation  In  this  matter.) 

D.  (6)    $1,5C0. 

A  District  Lodge  No.  44,  International  Asso- 
ciation of  Machinists,  Room  303,  Machin- 
ists  Bldg  .   Washington.  D    C. 

B.  DUtrirt  Lodge  No  44  Is  subject  to  th« 
direction  of  the  International  President  and 
the  General  Executive  Council  of  the  I.  A- 
of  M.  and  subject  to  the  will  of  the  member- 
ship of  District  No.  44  as  per  Its  by-laws. 

C.  {2)  Lobbying,  i.  e.,  supporting  or 
opposing  as  the  case  may  l>e.  legislation 
affecting  working  conditions  of  government 
employees  and  Incidentally  organized  labor 
in  general.  Not  more  that  5  percent  of  ltd 
time  and  resources  was  spent  on  this  during 
the    fourth    quarter    of    1952.     For    further 


particulars    see    page    3    under    c-2    hereto 

alt  ached. 

D     (6)    $12  672  43. 

E  (2)  $4,803  06;  (4)  $180;  (8)  $525;  (fl) 
$22380;  (7)  $1,03083;  (8)  $1,396.09;  (9) 
ta.158  28:  (10)  $28,472.35;  (11)  $36,630.63; 
(l.-jl  $175.  October  1,  1952,  I.  A.  of  M.,  Ma- 
rhinisu  Bldg.  City,  rent;  $503,  October  1, 
19j2.  N.  P  Weathersby,  Room  303,  Machln- 
l,su,  Bldg.,  City,  salary  and  expenses;  $42.29, 
October  1,  1952,  Nettle  Barkersmlth  (same), 
clerical  services;  $62.&9,  October  1,  1952, 
M.ibel  Almalel  (same),  secretary  aervlces, 
etc' 

A    DcKtors    for    Freedom.    511    Medical    Arts 
Bldg  ,  Houston.  Tex. 

C  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  In  the 
mediCiU  field.  (3)  "A  Christian's  Political 
Kes|)on8lblIlty."  "The  America  We  Lost." 
•Worth  Repeating."  "Eisenhower  Slaps 
E(H.lallzed  Medicine  Again." 

D.    (6|    $131.26. 

E  (4)  $51.86;  (8)  $17  92;  (9)  $69.78;  (10) 
$1.796  48;  (11)  $1,866.96;  (15)  $43.12.  Octo- 
ber 1.  1952.  Houston.  Tex.,  postmaster, 
stamps;  $S  74.  November  3,  1952,  Moore  Pa- 
per Co,  Houston,  Tex.,  manlla  envelopes; 
$10,  November  3.  1952,  Brazoe  Floral  Co., 
Houston,  Tex.  floral  arrangement;  $7  92, 
I>ecember  5,  1952,  Foundation  for  Economic 
Education,  Irvlngton-on-Hudson,  N.  Y.,  2 
copies  of  "Understanding  Otir  Pree  Econ- 
omy." 

A    Homer  Dodge.  1244  National  Press  Build- 
ing.  Washington,   D.  C. 
B    Committee   for  CX)nstltutlonal   Govern- 
ment,  Inc.,   205  East  42d   Street.   New  Yorli 
City. 

C.  (2)  Any  proposed  legislation  or  pollclM 
Involving  a  constitutional  question. 

D.  (6)    $885. 

A.  D)herty.  Rumble.  Butler  &  Mitchell.  E- 
1006  First  National  Bank  Building.  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

B  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association,  Inc.,  W- 
1481  First  National  Bank  Building,  St.  Paul 
Minn. 

C.  (2)  Amendments  of  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

D    (6)    $2,750. 

E  (6)  $60.92:  (7)  $264.28;  (8)  $31.25;  (9) 
$356  45;  (11)  $356  45;  (15)  $29.27,  October 
24,  1952,  N.  &  W.  Railway,  railroad  and  pull- 
man  fare:  $27  88,  October  25,  1952,  Chicago 
B  &  O.  Railway,  railroad  and  pullman  fare; 
$10  09,  October  25,  1952,  Blackstone  Hotel, 
Chicago,  111  .  meals  and  lodging:  $13,  October 
20.  1952,  secretary  of  state.  State  capltol,  Et. 
Paul,  corporation  filing  fee.  etc.' 


A  W  *=3Ponald,  155  East  44th  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B  National  Electrical  Manufacturers  As- 
Bo<latlon,  155  East  44th  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Legislation  regarding  excise  taxes 
on  electric  refrigerators,  electric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters,  domestic  electric  appli- 
ances, ;eommerclal  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment, electric  fans,  and  legislation  with 
respect  to  amendment  of  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act. 

D    (6)    $9  50. 

A.  James  L.  Donnelly.  120  South  LaSalle 
Street,   Chicago.   111. 

B.  Illinois  Manufacturers'  Association,  120 
South   LaSalle   Street,   Chicago,   111. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  of  general  interest  to 
manufacturers.     (3)  Industrial  Review. 

E    (10)    $697.51;    (11)   $697.51. 


A-  Robert  P.  Donoghue,  657  Warner  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Pacific  American  Tankshlp  Association, 
25  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tanker  division 
thereof.  Including  without  limitation, 
amendments  relating  to  titles  14,  33,  and 
46  of  the  United  States  Code  Annotated, 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936,  Transpor- 
tation Act  of  1940.  appropriations  relating 
to  agencies  charged  with  the  duty  of  ad- 
ministering laws  affecting  transportation, 
etc. 

D.  (6)  $900. 

A.  J.   Dewey   Dorsett.   60   John   Street.   New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety 
Companies.  60  John  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies.  No  specific  Interests  dur- 
ing fourth  quarter  of  the  year. 

D.  (6)   $99. 

A.  C.  L.  Dorson.  900  F  Street  NW.,  Room  314, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Government, 
900  P  Street  NW.,  Room  314,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  are: 
Retention  and  Improvement  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  and  United  States  Em- 
ployees' Compensation   Acts. 

D.  (6)   $1,339.25. 

E.  (10)    $155.80;    (11)    $155.80. 

A.  John  E.  Dougherty.  211  Southern  Build- 
ing,  15th  and  H  Streets  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
B.  The    Pennsylvania    Railroad    Co.,     1740 

Broad  Street  Station  Building,  Philadelphia. 

Pa. 

A.  Robert    E.    Dougherty.    1319    18th    Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Lumber  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, 1319  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  Interest 
of  the  lumber-manufacturing  industry.  Im- 
practical to  state  names  of  specific  bills  and 
statutes  because  of  broad  basis  of  interests. 

D.  (6)    $1,900. 

E.  (7)  $93.67;  (9)  $93.67;  (10)  $479.29;  (11) 
$572.96. 

A.  Mrs.  P.  P.  Douglas.  1026  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  League  of  Women  Voters  of  the  United 
States,    1026    17th   Street   NW..   Washington, 
D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $550.02. 

E.  (7)   $2;    (9)    $2;    (10)   $22;    (11)   $24. 

A.  James  W.  Douthat,  918  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  M.  J.  Dowd.  Imperial  Irrigation  District, 
Bl  Centro.  Calif. 

B.  Imperial  Irrigation  District,  El  Centro, 
Calif. 

E.    (10)    $1,311.17;    (11)   $1311.17. 

A.  Adln  M.  Downer,  Wire  Building,  1000  Ver- 
m-  at  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  all  veterans 
and  their  dependents  In  relation  to  employ- 
ment, hospitalization,  rehabilitation,  pen- 
sions, disability  compensation,  and  housing; 
welfare  of  servicemen  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  their  dependents;  matters  relating  to 
the  national  security,  immigration  and  nat- 
uralization, the  combatting  of  subversive 
activities;  and  the  furtherance  of  a  sound 
foreign  policy;  other  matters  included  in 
the  resolutions  adopted  by  the  national  en- 
campment and  the  national  council  of  ad- 
ministration. 

D.  (6)   $1,625. 

E.  (10)    $69.90;    (11)   $69.90. 

A.  W.  A.  Dozler,  Jr.,  17  Molton  Street,  Mont- 
gomery, Ala. 

B.  Medical  Association  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama, 537  Dexter  Avenue.  Montgomery,  Ala. 

C.  (2)  All  health  matters  covered  by  legls- 
liatlve  action. 

D.  (6)    $1,650. 

K  (4)  $225;  (5)  $225;  (6)  $225;  (7)  $225; 
(8)   $225;    (9)   $225;   (10)   $675;    (11)   $900. 


A.  Payette  B.  Dow,  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies. 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

C.  (2)  The  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Com- 
panies Is  Interested  In  any  legislation  which. 
If  enacted,  would  divorce  pipelines  that  are 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  from 
their  existing  owning  companies.  It  is  also 
Interested  in  any  proposed  legislation  which 
would  require  any  extensive  revision  of  the 
IntersUte  Commerce  Act,  S.  1889  and  H.  R. 
6632,  for  example. 

D.  and  E.' 


>  Not  printed.    PUed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Robert  M.  Drysdale,  Jr.,  Railway  Progress 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Federation  for  Railway  Progress,  Rail- 
way Progress  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   TranspKDrtatlon  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (2)  $175;  (5)  $847.15;  (6)  $158.41;  (7) 
$180.76;  (9)  $1,361.32;  (10)  $2,610.87;  (11) 
$3,972.19. 

A.  Reed  Dunn,  Jr..  1832  M  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Cotton  Council  of  Amer- 
ica, Post  Office  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotton  industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

£.    (10)   $63.52;   (11)   $63.52. 


A.  William  M.  Dunn,  assistant  to  the  presi- 
dent. Communications  Workers  of  Amer- 
Ica-CIO,  1808  Adams  Mills  Road  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Communications  Workers  of  America- 
CIO,  1808  Adams  Mill  Road  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the  In- 
terests of  the  membership  of  the  union. 


A.  Matthew    Dushane.    1424    K    Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Seafarers  International  Union  of  North 
America.  450  Harrison  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  Bills  of  Interest  to  unions  affiliated 
with  the  international  union. 

D.  (6)   $568.75. 

E  (5)  $41.25;  (6)  $12;  (7)  $170;  (8)  $35; 
(9)    $258.25;    (10)    $1,318.30;    (11)    $1,576.55. 


A.  Joseph  L.  Dwyer.  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
50th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Petroleum  legislation.  S.  1498.  S. 
2348  through  S.  2366,  S.  2743,  S.  2744,  Sen- 
ate  Resolution    60,    and    various    petroleum 
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bills  before  House  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee current  tax  bills.  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 42  and  House  Joint  Resolution  206. 

D.  (6)      $3,000. 

E.  (7)    •515.23. 

A.  George  S.  Eaton,  907  Public  Square  Build- 
ing, Cleveland,  Ohio. 

B.  National  Tool  ti  Die  Manufacturers 
Association,  907  Public  Square  Building. 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Bills  especially  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  contract  tool  and  die  shops,  which 
are  small  biulnesses. 

A.  John  W.  E^delman.  910  Warner  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Textile  Workers  Union  of  America.  99 
University  Place,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy  and 
general  welfare — oppose  legislation  detri- 
mental to  these  objectives.  Support  healtb 
insurance,  aid  to  medical  education,  rent 
control,  hovising  point  4.  District  home  rule. 
FLSA,  Mutual  Security.  Oppose  certain 
amendments  to  UMT  bill.  S.  349.  Taft-Hartley 
law.  Dirksen.  Fulbright,  Robertson,  and 
Bricker  amendments  to  DPA,  cut  in  school- 
lunch  appropriations. 

D.  (6)    •2.055  80. 

fc.  (7)  •430  80;  (9)  •430.80;  (10)  •1.272.93; 
(11)    •1.703.73. 

A.  Herman  Edelsberg.  Director,  1003  K  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Anti-Defamation  League  of  Bnal  B'rlth. 

C.  Registrant  supports  legislation  which 
promotes  the  civil  rights  of  all  Americans. 
and  opposes  undemocratic  discrimination 
against  any  Americans;  more  spjeclflcally.  the 
program  of  the  President's  Committee  on 
Civil  Rights,  and  opposes  discrimination  in 
Immigration   legislation. 

D.  (6)   Approximately  ^140. 

E.  (7)   •IS;    (9)  •IS;   (10)   •45;    (11)   $60. 

A.  Bernard  H.  Ehrllch.  1367  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  and  Council  of 
Business  Schools.  418  Homer  Building,  13th 
and  P  Streets  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interest  on  all  bills  re- 
lating to  education  and  training  of  World 
War  II  veterans  and  Korean  veterans  and  all 
other   egtslatlon  affecting  proi>rletary  schools. 

D.  (6)   •1,050. 

E.  (6)  •47.56:  (7)  •99  50;  (8)  •73.36;  (9) 
•220.42;    (10)   •821.40;    (11)   •1,041.82. 

A.  Otis  H.  Ellis,  402  Commonwealth  Building. 
Washington.   D.   C. 
B   National  OH  Jobbers  Council.  Suite  708, 
Ferguson  Building.  Springfield.  111. 

C.  (2)  Affiant  is  Interested  In  general  legis- 
lation which  might  affect  the  business  Inter- 
eats  of  independent  oil  Jobbers — no  specific 
legislation. 

D.  (6)   •3,000. 

A.  John  E.  Else,  302  Ring  Building.  18th  and 
M  Streets  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Associa- 
tion.  302   Ring   Building,   Washington.  D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  retail  lumber 
dealers,  including  housing,  controls,  etc 

D.  (6)   ^2,750. 

E.  (7)  ^378;  (9)  ^378;  (10)  •908.95;  (11) 
$1,286.95. 


A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.      (See  attached  sheet.)' 
B.  American  Public  Power  Association,  1757 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


» Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  public-power 
projects  generally. 

D.  (6)   ^2,000. 

E.  (10)   •313.60;   (11)  tSlS  60, 

A.  Northcutt  Ely.  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.     (See  attached  sheet  ) ' 

B.  Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the 
city  of  Los  Angeles,  207  South  Broadway.  Los 
Angeles.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conference  and  reports  to  clients  on 
legislation  affecting  the  city's  rights  in  the 
Colorado  River  and  related  matters,  and  leg- 
islation affecting  public-power  projects. 

D.  (6)   •1,800. 


A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  BuUdlne;.  Wash- 
ington, D   C       (See  attached  sheet  i- 

B.  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District.  512 
16th  Street,  Oakland.  Calif 

C.  (2)  Public  Law  470,  82d  Congrefs.  In- 
terior Department  Appropriations  Act.  1953, 
and  legislation  affecting  sf)clal  security  cov- 
erage for  municipal  employees. 

D.  (6i    •2,100 

E.  (10)    •41045:    (in    •41045. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely.  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D   C       (  See  attached  sheet   i  ' 

B.  Imperial  Irrigation  District,  El  Centro, 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clients 
on  legislation  affecting  the  Districts  rights 
in  the  Colorado  River  and  related  matters. 

D.  (6l  $2,100 

E.  (10;  $15335:  (11  I  $15835. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely.  12C0  Tower  Buildii'.p.  Wa.sh- 
Ingt^jn.  D   C.      (See  attached  sheer   . 

B.  Six  Agency  Committee  and  Colorado 
River  Board  of  California,  315  South  Broad- 
way. Los  Angeles.  Cai.f. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  C.iUfornla's 
rights  in  the  Colorado  River.  Including  S  75. 
to  authorize  the  central  Anztnia  project,  and 
House  Joint  Resolution  21  and  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  26,  C  Morado  River  litit'ution  res- 
olutions, and  legislation  relating  tu  reclama- 
tion and  water  resources  policies. 

D.  (6)    $10.990  13 

E.  (4)  •70  13:  (6l  •27  16;  (7i  $888  29,  (8) 
•27.05:  (9)  •1,012  63,  (10)  $858  (..b.  (11  j 
•  1,870.71, 

A.  Northcutt  Ely.  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D    C       (See  att;iched  sheet  i' 

B.  Sun-Pacific,  Inc..  520  Ash  Street,  San 
Diego,  Cahf. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  client 
on  legislation  affecting  Sun-Pacifics  inter- 
ests, i  e.,  tuna  tariff  legislation  (H.  R  5693) 
and  related  Federal  Tariff  Commission 
hearings. 

E.    (10)    •223.86,    (U;    $229  86. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  ifoo  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D   C.      (See  attached  sheet  I ' 

B.  Water  Project  Authority  of  the  State  of 
California,  Sacramento,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Conferences  and  reports  to  clients 
on  legislation  affecting  the  Central  Valley 
project  and  legislation  affecting  Federal  rec- 
lamation and  public  power  policies  and  proj- 
ects generally. 

D.  (6)    $2,250. 

E.  (10)   $1680;    (11)   •1680. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.      (See  attached  sheet  )' 

B  Water  Resources  Board  of  the  State  of 
California.  Sacramei.io.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Public  La 7.  No.  504,  82d  Congress, 
Army   Civil   Functions   Appropriations.    1953, 


'  Not     printed. 
Secretary. 


Filed     with     Clerk     and 


and  legislation  affecting  Qood  control   proj- 
ects generally. 

A.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200  Tower  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D  C.      (See  attached  sheet  ) ' 

B  University  of  Southern  California,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

C  (2)  Support  of  amendments  to  H  R. 
7656,  veterans  educational  assistance  legis- 
lation, which  would  grant  to  Korean  veterans 
the  same  rights  In  attending  universities 
which  are  not  tax  supported  as  was  granted 
to  veterans  of  World  War  II  by  Public  Law 
346,  78th  Congress,  the  Servicemen  s  Read- 
ju.stment  Act  of  1944. 

D     (6)    •3.359  85 

E     (10)    $J53  85.    (in    $959  85. 


A  Emerf^ency  Committee  of  Small-  and 
^:edlum-SlZe  MaKazliie  Publl'-hers,  232 
M.idis.  n  Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C     (2(    Pi«t.il    legislation. 

D     (6i    $510 

E  I  2)  $1,375:  (4  1  $26  03.  («)  •26  25,  (8) 
$2  50.  (9i  $1.42'.:<H4.  (lOi  $3.487  11;  (H) 
$4  916  9.T,  (15)  Robert  A  Saltzatrin,  611  Wy- 
att  Buikliii>j.  WashlriKton.  D  C.  legal  fees 
and  expenses.  4th  quarter.  $1,004  84;  J  K. 
Lasser  fc  Co  .  1440  Broadway,  New  York,  N  Y, 
accounting  fees.  •4_'5. 

A  K  n;v*h  Emnv  n.s  925  15th  Street  NW, 
W:i.  hit  i."i  II     D    C 

B  .N.ii:  >n:u  Sina.l  Bu.'<lnesa  Men's  Assix^la- 
tion    Iiu-  .  2a3l  Central  Street,  Evanston,  111. 

C  (2 1  All  le-lslntion  pertaining  to  small 
bu.Kine.ss.  el' her  directly  or  indirectly,  ^3) 
Pi.lluig   Together. 

D     (6(    $P  775. 

E  i6i  $2J6  15:  ffli  $226  n;  (01  $1.172  12- 
(10)    •1.398  27.    (13 1    $226  15. 

A     I  eon    J    Engel.   20   H.  .pklns    Plac»     Baltl- 
mi  re    Md 
C     I  J)    Excise   taxes. 


A  W;U*er  M  Evans.  512  Travelers  Building, 
Rirhni'.iul.   Va 

B  Vir'vMni.i  A'-s'K-lnted  Bu.<dnessmen.  51J 
Travelers    Bvuldnn:     Richmond,    Va 

C.  (2)  All  Federal  lecislatlnn  relating  to 
equality  of  taxntidi  governmental  economy, 
at:d  tax  reduction. 

D     ( 6  •    $4'.0 

E  .61  $15  27:  (7i  $3108  (81  $50.  (0) 
$93  35.    (10)    $2.34188.     (11)    $2,437  23. 


A  Hrrm.Tn  Fakler  National  Press  Building. 
Wa^h;i.^t  .n.    D     C. 

B  Millers'  National  Federation,  209  West 
J.irksi  n    B.iuleviird.    C^llraeo.    111. 

E     I  10)    $y2  87,    (11)    $32  87. 


A  Farmers  E/luratlnnal  and  Cooperative 
Unlnn  of  America,  1555  Sherman  Street. 
Denver  Colo  .  and  1404  New  York  Ave- 
nue   NW  .    Washington,    D     C. 

C  (2)  Tlie  general  legislative  Interests  of 
this  or>;anlzatlon  are  all  matters  affecting 
the   Interests  of  farmers. 

D    iSee  attached  statement  )• 

E  (  15i  $32  86,  October  1,  Angus  McDonald. 
Washington,  D.  C  ,  travel,  telephone,  and 
newspaper  expense:  •103  84,  October  1.  Dor- 
chester House,  Wa.shington,  D.  C.  rent; 
•48  15.  October  1.  Gist  A:  Chairs.  Inc  ,  Wash- 
ington, D  C,  office  supplies,  $23  40,  October 
1,  A  C  Electric  Co,.  Washington.  D  C  .  elec- 
trical work,  etc' 


'  Not  printed. 
retary. 


Filed   with   Clerk  and   Sec- 
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A    Charles  J.  Parrlngton,  National  Automo- 
bile    Dealers     AMOciation,     1026     17th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C     (2)    All  small -business  legislation,  tax 
revision,    funds    for    public    roads,    highway 
eufety   l-gislatlon. 
D     (6)    $7,35578. 

E     (7)    $1.715  65:    (9)    $1,715.65;    (10)    •!.- 
9J336;    (11)    •6,669.01. 


A  Harold  E.  Fellows.  1771  N  Street  NW.. 
Washington.   D.    C. 

B  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D    C. 

C  (2)  General  legislative  Interests:  those 
relating  directly  or  indirectly  to  the  radio 
and    television    broadcasting    industry. 

A  Abner  H  Ferguson.  1130  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  savings  and 
1(  an  associations  and  general  mortgage 
lending. 

D     (6)    ^900. 

E    (6)   ^9;    (9)   $9;   (10)   •27.70;    (11)  •36  70. 

A    John   A.   Ferguson.  918   16th   Street  NW.. 
Suite  501.  Washington.  D.  C. 
B     Independent   Natural    Gas    Aaaoclatlon 
of  America,  918   16th  Street  NW.,  Suite  601. 
Washington,   D.   C. 

C.  (2)  No  legislation  pending  during  thla 
quarter. 

D.  (6)   $3,750. 

A.  Irving  Ferman.  Century  Building.  412  Fifth 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  American  Civil  Liberties  Union,  170 
mfth  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Supported:  (H.  R  28.  S  127.  S  1733); 
(H  R.  1320,  8.  1734);  (H.  B.  29);  (8.  1732); 
(S.  656);    (3.  49.  8.  60). 

A.  Joaiah  FerrU,  610  Union  Trust  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Sugar  Corp.,  Clewlston, 
Fla  ;  Fellsmere  Sugar  Producers  Association, 
Fellsmere.  Fla  ;  American  Sugar  Cane  League, 
New  Orleans.  La.> 

A.  H   L.  Filer,  the  New  York.  New  Haven  A 

Hartford  Railroad  Co..  New  Haven.  Conn. 

B    The  New  York,  New  Haven  *  Hartford 

Railroad  Co..  64  Meadow  Street.  New  Haven. 

Conn. 

A.  James  Finucane.   1013   18th  Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C 
B    National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace,  such  as: 
Foreign  economic  assistance  programs,  mili- 
tary appropriations,  universal  military  train- 
ing, and  other  manpower  legislation,  peace 
treaties,  disarmament.  Immigration,  and  edu- 
cational exchange. 

K.   (7)  •84.39;  (9)  •84.S9;   (11)  •84.39. 

A.  Mrs.  Edith  FUher,  3601  ConnecUcut  Av«- 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Congress  of  ParenU  and  Teach- 
ers, 600  South  Michigan  Boulevard.  Chicago, 

111. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  National  Congress  are  concerned  with 
measures  which  affect  the  welfare  of  children 
and  youth  in  Oelds  of  education;  social  and 
economic  well-being,  child  labor  and  environ- 
mental situations;  Federal  research  agencies 
in  education,  health.  Juvenile  protection,  and 
homemaklng;  world  understanding  and  peace 
among  nations.  The  National  Congress  may 
support  or  oppose  specific  statutes  and  bills 

'  Not  printed.  FUed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


which  relate  to  the  area  of  ite  general  legis- 
lative Interests. 

A.  Bernard  M.  Fitzgerald,  Washington  Loan 
&  Trust  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brown,  Lund  &  Fitzgerald,  Washington 
Loan  ft  Trust  Building,  Washington.  D.  C; 
National  Association  of  Electric  Companies. 
Ring  Building,  1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington 6.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  NAEC. 

D    (6)   •675. 

A.  Stephen  E.  Fitzgerald.  502  Park  Avenue. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies. 1200  18th  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D    C. 

C  (2)  General  legislative  questions  which 
affect  the  interests  of  the  public  and  of  elec- 
tric light  and  power  companies. 

D.  (6)   918.000. 

E.  (4)  922343;  (6)  •904  50;  (7)  •2.067  65; 
(8)  ^49945:  (9)  •3.695.03;  (10)  •11.291.45; 
(11)   •14.9E6.48. 

A.  F.  Stuart  Fltzpatrlck.  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  United  States,  Washington. 
D   C. 

B.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States,  1615  H  Street  NW,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Particularly  interested  in  legislation 
In  the  general  field  of  public  works,  city  plan- 
ning, urban  redevelopment,  and  hotising. 

A.  Roger  Fleming,  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    (See  attached).' 

D.  (6)   •1.166.66. 
B.  (7)  •31.09;  (9)  •31.09;  (10)  ^120.52;  (11) 

$161.61. 

A.  Donald  G.  Fletcher.  745  McKnlght  Build- 
ing.  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

B.  Rust  Prevention  Association,  745  Mc- 
Knlght Building,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  funds  for  re- 
search on  plant  disease  control  and  crop  Im- 
provement. Itemf  in  Agrlculttiral  Depart- 
ment budget  affecting  research  and  control 
work  on  black  stem  rust  through  plant 
b-ecdlng   and   t)arberry   eradication. 

D.  (6)   •1,875. 
K.  (2)   •26470:   (5)   $93.02;    (6)   $41.60:   (7) 

$100;      (9)     $489.32;      (10)     »3.980.33;      (11) 
$4,469.65. 

A.  Florida  Inland  Navigation  District,  Clti- 
zeris  Bank  Building.  Bunnell.  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Potentially  Interested  In  all  legis- 
lation affecting  river  and  harbor  worlts,  flood 
control,  and  other  water  use  and  conserva- 
tion, and  related  subjects.  Specific  legisla- 
tion interested  In  during  the  calendar  year 
1952  Included  Appropriations  for  Civil  Func- 
tions of  the  Army,  H.  R.  7268. 

K.  (2)  $1360;  (8)  $56.92;  (9)  $1,405.92; 
(10)  $4,201.16;  (11)  $5,607.08;  (16)  $450. 
October  31.  1952,  Henry  H.  Buckman.  con- 
sulting engineer,  406  Dorset  Avenue.  Chevy 
Chase.  Md..  for  professional  services;  $22.81, 
October  31.  1962,  Henry  H.  Buckman,  reim- 
bursement for  expense  Incurred;  $450,  Octo- 
ber 30.  1952.  Henry  H.  Buckman,  for  profes- 
sional services;  $17.06.  November  30.  1952, 
Henry  H.  Buckman.  reimbursement  foe  ex- 
pense incurred;  $450,  December  31.  1952, 
Henry  H.  Buckman.  for  professional  services; 
$16.06  December  31.  1952.  Henry  H.  Buck- 
man,  reimbursement  for  expense  incurred- 


A.  Aaron  L.  Ford,  Munsey  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

b.  Nicholas  B.  Perry,  1841  Columbia  Road 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Retained  to  assist  in  obtaining  pas- 
sage of  a  private  bill  to  provide  compensation 
from  blocked  or  vested  funds  to  Nicholas  B. 
Perry  for  losses  suffered  as  a  result  of  selrure 
of  his  property  by  the  Government  of  Ru- 
mania or  Hungary,  or  either  of  them.  H.  R. 
5557,  82d  Congress,  1st  session  and  S.  2338, 
82d   Congress,   1st   session. 

E.  (7)   $2;    (9)   $2;    (11)   $4.25. 

A.  Forest  Farmers  Association  Cooperative, 
Box  692.  Valdosta,  Ga. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3994  and  S.  1767,  to  amend  the 
definition  of  "agriculture"  as  contained  in 
section  3  (f )  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended;  H.  R.  2752,  to  encour- 
age the  prevention  of  water  pollution;  S. 
1149.  Reorganization  Act  of  Department  of 
Agriculture;  H.  R.  5474,  to  provide  for  ac- 
celerated amortization  of  stream -control  ex- 
penditures; H.  R.  565.  Tackett  bill,  direct 
10  percent  of  national  forest  receipts  to  rec- 
reation and  wildlife  development;  H.  R.  3527. 
McKellar  bill,  direct  25  percent  of  national 
forest  receipts  to  recreation  and  wildlife  de- 
velopment. 

E.   (10)   $366.42;    (11)   $366.42. 

A.  J.  Carter  Fort,  929  TransporUtlon  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  RaUroads. 
Transportation  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    (See  rider  C-2).> 
O     ( (i\  ftd  290  40 

E.  (7)  $816.37;  (9)  $816.37;  (10)  $841.81; 
(11)  $1,458.18;  (15)   (See  rider  B- 15). » 

A.  Charles  E.  Foster.  1701  18th  Street.  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Disabled  American  Veterans  National 
Headquarters,  1423  East  McMillan  Street. 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  DAV  is  Interested  In  all  legis- 
lation pertaining  to  war  veterans,  their  de- 
pendents, and  survivors  of  deceased  veterans. 
The  majority  of  bills  In  which  the  DAV  Is 
Interested  are  before  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  Senate  Labor  and  Welfare  Com- 
nilttee.  House  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee, 
two  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Commltteea, 
two  Armed  Services  Committees. 

D.  (6)  $2,260. 

A.  George  H.  Frates,  1163  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Retail  Drug- 
gists. 

C.  (2)  To  oppose  legislation  detrimental 
to  independent  retail  druggists  and  to  fur- 
ther legislation  favorable  to  the  profession. 
Protection  of  the  Roblnaon-Patman  Act. 
(3)    N.  A.  R.  D.  Jotirnal. 

D.  (6)   $2,800. 

E.  (2)  $675;  (5)  $399;  (6)  $105;  (9)  $1,179; 
(10)   $2,396;   (11)  $3,575. 

A.  Dr.  John  H.  Frederick.  842  W^att  BuUding, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  I  am  interested  in  all  leglalaUon 
having  anything  to  do  with  transportation 
including  pending  bills  before  the  House  and 
Senate. 

A.  Fred  J.  Predrlckson,  247  Third  Street  SW.. 
VaUey  City.  N.  Dak. 
B.  North    Dakota    Resources    Board.    311 
Broadway,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 


>  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  develop- 
ment and  utilization  of  the  land,  water, 
mineral,  and  other  natural  resources  of  North 
Dakota,  Including  authorizations  and  appro- 
priations. 

A.  H.  Maurice  Frldlund.  120  Broadway,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping, 1809  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3715  and  H.  R.  3797  to  amend 
Excess  Profits  Tax  Act  of  1950.  For  these 
bills  or  equivalent.  H.  R.  3715,  enacted  July 
21,  1952;  H.  R.  3797,  not  reported  out. 

A.  George  M.  Fuller,  1319  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Lumber  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, 1319  Eaghteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  No  particular  bills;  but  any  legis- 
lation inimical  to  the  Interests  of  the  lum- 
ber indiistry,  American  industry,  and  free 
enterprise. 

D.  (6)   $4,299.98. 

B.  (7)  $1,515.09;  (9)  $1.51509;  (10) 
$3,319.81;    (11)    $4,834.90. 

A.    Wallace   H.    Fulton.    1625   K   Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Securities  Deal- 
ers. Inc. 

D.  (6)   $625. 

A.  Pyffe  tc  Clarke,  120  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  Illinois  Manufacturers'  Association,  120 
8.  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Ail  legislation  affecting  the  manu- 
factiu-lng  Industry. 

E.  (10)  $50;   (11)  $50. 

A.  M.  J.  Oalvln,  207  Union  Depot  Building, 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 

B.  Minnesota  railroads.' 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  matters  affecting 
railroads,  and  particularly  any  matters  re- 
lating to  Rallro£id  Retirement  Act  and  pro- 
posed amendments;  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  proposed  amendments;  and  Federal 
Employer's  Liability  Act  and  proposed 
amendments.  Generally  favor  legislation 
favorable  to  railroads  and  oppose  unfavor- 
able legislation. 

D.  (6)   $500. 

E.  (10)   $523.94;   (11)   $523  94. 


A.  Earl  H.  Gammons,  801  Warner  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  Inc., 
485  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  applicable  to  or  affect- 
ing the  radio  and/  or  television  industry.  In- 
cluding H.  Res.  520. 

E.  (7)  $100:  (9)  $100;  (10)  $349.50;  (11) 
$449  50;  (15)  $20,  10  5  52,  Metropolitan  Club, 
Washington.  D.  C.  dinner,  two  persons;  $35, 
10/9/52,  Metropolitan  Club.  Washington. 
D.  C,  dinner,  three  persons;  $45,  10  20  52, 
Metropolitan  Club,  Washington,  D.  C,  din- 
ner, five  persons. 

A.  Gardner,  Morrison  &  Rogers,  1126  Wood- 
ward Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Co.,  143 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Agency  of 
Canadian  Car  ft  Foundry  Co.,  Ltd.,  30  Broad 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  and  other  holders 
of  awards  of  Mixed  Claims  Commission, 
United  States  and  Germany,  World  War  I. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  World  War 
I  awards  of  tbe  Mixed  Claims  Commission, 
United  States  and  Germany,  such  as  H.  R. 
6074,   Blst  Congress,   H.   R.   4702  and  H.  R. 


I 


>  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


5802.  82d  Congress.  (3)  Memorandum  In 
support  of  H.  R.  6074,  Blst  Congress,  dated 
March  1,  1950. 

K   (6)    $6.25;     (7)    $39;     (9)    $45.25;     (10) 
$190.35;    (11)   $235.60. 

A.  Gwynn    Garnett,    261    Constitution    Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D    C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    (See   attached).' 

D.  (6)    $1.06248. 

E.  (7)  $38.83;  (9)  $38  83;  (10)  $112.33; 
(11)   $151.16. 

A.  M.arlon  R.  Garstang,  1731  Eye  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  Eye  Street  NW.,  Washinicton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cooperatives  through 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and  mar- 
ket their  milk. 

D.  (6)    $236250. 

E.  (10)    $181.96;    (11)    $13196. 


A.  Francis  J.  Garvey.  222  East  Superior 
Street.  Chicago,  111. 

B.  American  Dental  Association,  222  East 
Superior  Street.  Chicago.   111. 

C.  (2)  E.xplanatlon  and  analysis  of  Fed- 
eral bills,  rendering  of  advice  concerning 
their  relationship  to  ADA  policy. 

D.  (8)    $3,000. 

A.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. Inc..  60  East  42d  Street,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  In  general,  legislation  which  con- 
cerns or  affects  members  of  the  Gas  Ap- 
pliance Manufacturers  Association,  Inc. 

E.  (10)    $252.59;    (11)    $252.59. 

A.  General   Electric  Co..  570  Le.xlngton  Ave- 
nue. New  York.  N.  Y. 
E.    (10)    $51,644J7;     (11)    $51,644.37. 

A.  J.  M.  George,  165  Center  Street,  Winona. 
Minn. 
B.  The    Inter-State    Manufacturers    Asso- 
ciation. 163-165  Center  Street.  Winona,  Minn. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

A.  J.  M.  George.  H.  K  Brehmer  &  C  S  Mc- 
Mahon.  165  Center  Street.  Winona,  Minn. 

B.  National  Association  of  Direct  Selling 
Cos..   163-165  Center  Street,  Winona,  Minn. 

D.    (6)    $3,000. 

A.  Leo  E.  George,  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Post  Office 
Clerks,  711  14th  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  the 
postal  service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and 
Federal  employees.     (3)    Union  Foetal  Clerks. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 


A.  William  Glasler.  930  P  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  International  Longshoremen's  ft  Ware- 
housemen's Union,  930  F  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  William    Glazier,    86    Commercial    Street. 
San  FYanclsco,  Calif. 
B.  National   Union  of  Marine  Cooks   and 
Stewards. 

A.  Ernest   Glddlngs.    1201    16th   Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Legislation-Federal    Relations    Division 
of  the  National  Education  Association  of  the 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


United  States,  1201   16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C    (2)    Bills  pending  before  the  Congress 
relating  to  public  education. 

D.  (fl)  $175. 

E.  (7)  $49.57.  (9)  $49  57,  (10)  $179.70.  (11) 
$229.27. 

A.  Hugh  V    Glttliiger,  Jr  ,  S12  Wire  Building. 

lOoO  Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 

D    C 

B    Wiushlngton     Real    Estate    Board.    Inc.. 

312    Wire    Building.     1000    Vermont    Avenue 

NW  ,  WashlnKUjn,  D    C. 

C.    (2i  All  local  measures  ;iffectlng  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are     f  Interest. 


A  L^wTf ncf  I.  Oourley.  1757  K  Street  NW., 
Suite  603.  Washington.  D  C. 

B  .^Inerlcan  Osteopathic  Association,  212 
Eiust  Ohio  Street.  Chicago.  Ill 

C     (2)   Bills  affecting  Uie  public  health. 

D.    (6 J   $375. 


A.  Government  Eniph  yees  Council,  Amerl- 
Ciin  Ft'Uerathm  vt  Liibor.  900  F  Street 
NW  .  Wa-shlngton,  D    C. 

C  i2i  AH  legislation  lh.it  affects  Govern- 
ment employees  is  of  Interest  to  this  counclL 

D     (6)    $4  e 93  99 

E  (2)  13.20991;  (4)  $17901:  (5)  $55841; 
<e\  $114  58:  (B)  $315  63:  (91  $4  377  54:  (10) 
$13  18175;  (11)  $17.55929:  (15)  $2,277, 
October.  November  and  December,  Tln^mas 
Ci  Walters.  9(-iO  F  Street  NW  ,  Washington  4. 
D  C  .  received  f(^>r  services,  fees,  per  diem, 
etc,  np«T;iti'in.s  director  GECAF  of  L:  $938, 
October,  November,  and  December,  Gladys  M. 
M  .iir<  e.  000  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C,  secretary,  GECAF  of  L. 

A.  Grand  Lodge  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Loco- 
mutive  Firemen  and  Englnemen.  316,418 
Keith  Building.  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  To  promote  general  Interests  of 
locomfitlve  firemen  and  englnemen. 

E.  (2)  $4.085  33:  (5)  $659  37.  (8)  $104  72; 
(71  $820  81;  (8)  $33  02;  (9)  $5,602.25;  (10) 
$16,584.26:  (11)  $22,186  51;  (15)  $2.50003. 
October  20,  November  20,  and  December  20, 
J'lnns  A  MrBrlde,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW ,  Washington.  D.  C.  salary;  $1,585  30, 
October  15,  October  30.  November  15,  Novem- 
ber 30.  December  15,  and  December  24.  Glenn 
C.  Russell  (employee),  310  Labor  Building, 
10  Inde[>eiidence  Avenue.  Washington.  D.  C, 
salary;  $337  50,  October  6,  November  6.  and 
December  5.  Labor,  Labor  Building.  10  Inde> 
pendence  Avenue.  Washington.  D.  C,  rent; 
$60,  October  6  and  November  25,  Jonas  A, 
McBrlde.  10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.  C,  postage,  etc.' 

A  Casslus  B  Gravltt,  Jr.,  1110  F.  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  League  of  District  Postmasters. 
1110  F  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  the 
Interests  of  postmasters.  The  Poetmasters' 
Advocate. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

A,  Ernest  W   Greene,  Hawaiian  Sugar  Plant- 
ers'  Association,   731   Investment   Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Hawaiian    Sut^ar   Planters'    Association, 

Post  Office  Box  2450,  Honolulu,  T.  H. 


A.  Jerry  N  Griffin,  M4  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Coal  Association.   15th  and  H 
Streets    NW.,    Southern    Building,   Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 


>  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  ffBd  Sec- 
retary. 
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C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  general  In 
character  and  we  are  Interested  In  any  legis- 
lation which  affects  the  coal  industry. 

D    (6)  $1,200. 

E.    (10)   $74.81:    (11)  $74.81. 

A    Weston    B.   Grimes,  436  Bowen  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Garglll,  Inc..  200  Grain  Exchange,  Mln- 
neHfXDlls,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Agriculture  and  the  processing  and 
transportation  of  the  products  thereof;  tax 
legislation;  8.  2742.  Inland  Waterways  Corp., 
user  charges:  S.  2745,  water  carriers,  prefer- 
ential rates;  S.  2752,  contract  carriers,  rate 
reijulntlons;  C.  2753,  water  and  motor  car- 
riers, operating  rates;  S.  2754,  ICC  rate  reg- 
ulation; H.  R  6750,  Social  Security  Act 
Amendments  of  1952;  S.  2591.  grain  discount- 
futures  contracts:  H.  R  8210,  DPA  1952 
amendments;  H  R.  6292,  exempt  tax  coconut 
oil  from  Philippines;  Public  Law  420;  Public 
Law  451. 

D     (6)   $6.875  06. 
E.    (10)  $4;  (11)  $4. 

A  Mrs  Enid  H.  Griswold,  7501  Empire  State 
Building,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B  National  Economic  Council,  Inc.,  Em- 
pire Slate  Building.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  My  legislative  Interests  are  In  favor- 
ing any  legislation  that  tends  to  support 
private  enterprise  and  maintain  American 
Independence,  and  to  oppose  any  measures 
that  work  contrariwise. 

E,    (10)  $85;  (11)  $85. 

A.  John  J.  Gunther.  1341  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Americans  for  Democratic  Action,  1341 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Political  organization. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  covered  by  conven- 
tion-adopted program  of  organization.  (3) 
Column  In  monthly  orgaiflzatlon  paper,  ADA 
World. 

D     (6)  $1,575 

E  (7)  $277  69;  (9)  $277.69:  (10)  $979.42; 
(11)  $1,257.11. 

A  Violet  M  Gunther,  1341  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Americans  for  Democratic  Action,  1341 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  All  legUlatlon  covered  by  conven- 
tion-adopted program  of  organization. 

D.  (6)  $1,645. 

E  (7)  $299.44;  (fl)  $299.44;  (10)  $1,234.83; 
(11)  $1,534.26. 

A.  Frank  E.  Haas,  280  Union  SUtlon  Build- 
ing, Chicago,  111. 
B    The    Association   of   Western   Railways. 
474  Union  Station  Building,  Chicago,  lU. 

A.  Hugh  F.  Hall.  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  lU. 

D     (6)   $949.98. 

E  (7)  $26.50;  (9)  $26.50;  (10)  $123.25; 
(11)  $149.75. 

A.  Radford  HaU.  515  Cooper  Building.  Denver, 
Colo. 
B.  American    National    Cattlemen's    Asso- 
ciation. 515  Cooper  Building.  Denver,  Colo. 

D.  (6)  $1,800. 

E.  (10)   $770.98;   (11)  $770.98. 

A.  E.  C.  Hallbeck.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  National     Federation     of     Post    Ofllce 
Clerks,    711    14th    Street   KW..   Washington. 

D.  C. 


C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  the 
pobtal  service  and  the  welfsire  of  Postal  and 
Federal  employees.  (3)  Federation  News 
Service  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $2,395.80. 

E.  (7)  $122.35;  (9)  $122.35;  (10)  $1,014.88; 
(11)  $1,137.23. 

A.  Harry    G.    Hamlet.     1616    I    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Retired  Officers  Association,  1616  Eye 
Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)    The  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)    $750. 


A.  Joseph    J.    Hammer,    26    Broadway,    New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co..  Inc..  26  Broad- 
way, New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $1,125. 

E.  (10)   $1,918.98;   (11)  $1,918.98 


A.  Murray     Hanson,     1625     K     Street     NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Investment  Bankers  Association  of 
America,  1625  K  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C;  also  33  South  Clark  Street.  Chicago. 

C.  (2)  Tax  and  other  legislation  affecting 
the  securities  business. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E.  (2)  $97.50:  (4)  $69004;  (5)  $124.41;  (6) 
$91.21:  (7)  $116.65:  (9)  $1,119.80;  (10) 
$2,633.02;    (11)    $3,752.82. 

A.  Eugene   J.    Hardy,    918    16th   Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

A.  Ralph    W.    Hardy,     1771    N    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C  , 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests:  Those 
relating  directly  or  Indirectly  to  the  radio 
and  television  broadcasting  Industry. 

A.  L.    James    Harmanson.    Jr..    744    Jackson 
Place  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National    Council    of    Farmer   Coopera- 
tives, 744  Jackson   Place.  NW.,   Washington. 
D.  C. 

A.  Miss    Elsie    D.    Harper,    National    Board, 
"YWCA,  600  Lexington  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 
B.  National  Board,  YWCA,  600  Lexington 

Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

A.  Robert  E.  Harper,  National  Business  Pub- 
lications, Inc.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Business  Publications.  Inc., 
1001  15th  Street,  NW.,  Suite  65,  Washington, 

D.  C. 

C.  (2)  That  which  affects  postal  rates  of 
periodicals  publUhed  by  members  of  the 
above-named  association. 


A.  Winder  R.  Harris.  441  Washington  BuUd- 
ing,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Shipbuilders  CouncU  of  America.  21 
West  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Maritime  matters.  No  specific 
bills  in  this  quarter. 

A.  Merwln  K.  Hart.  7501  Empire  State  BuUd- 
Ing,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Economic  Council.  Inc.,  7501 
Empire  State  Building,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  tends  to  support 
private  enterprise  and  maintain  American 
Independence. 

K.  (10)   $300.43;   (11)  $300.43. 


A.  Stephen  H.  Hart,  350  Equitable  Building, 
Denver,  Colo. 

B.  National  Live  Stock  Tax  Committee.  515 
Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  general  Uvestock  tax 
matters  including  specifically  proposea 
amendments  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
concerning  capital  gains  on  sale  of  breeding 
livestock  and  deduction  of  soil  conservation, 
brush  control,  and  other  ranching  expendi- 
tures, and  livestock  accounting  methods. 

A.  Dow  W.  Harter,  412-14  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  B.  F.  Goodrich  Co.,  Akron,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  for  the  B.  F.  Goodrich 
Co.  In  legislation  authorizing  the  sale  to 
private  Industry  of  facilities  for  the  produc- 
tion of  manmade  rubber  In  the  United  States, 
also  on  behalf  of  my  client  in  the  repeal  or 
reduction  of  present  excise  taxes  on  tires 
and  tubes,  and  In  certain  other  changes  in 
our  tax  structure  which  would  relieve  bur- 
dens upon  business  and  Industry,  and  gen- 
erally in  all  legislative  proposals  in  Congress 
relating  to  tires  and  other  manufact\ired 
rubber  products. 

D.  (6)   $2,125. 

A.  Paul    M.    Hawkins.    1625    I    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  1626  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  p.  3.)> 

D.  (6)   $3,375. 

E.  (7)  $5.50;  (9)  $5.50;  (10)  $153.40;  (11) 
$158.90. 

A.  Kit  H.  Haynes,   744  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National    Council    of   Farmer   Coopera- 
tives, 744  Jackson  Place   NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 


A.  Joseph  H.  Hays,  280  Union  Station  Build- 
ing, Chicago,  ni. 
B.  The   Association   of   Western   Railway.^ 
474  Union  Station  Building.  Chicago,  IlL 


A.  John  C.  Hazen,  suite  808,  Sheraton  Build- 
ing. 711  14th  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association. 
100  West  31st  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)    Article  for  NRDGA's  Stores  maga- 
zine, NRDGA  Washington  News  Letter. 

E.   (7)    $43;     (8)     $1.25;    (9)    $44.25;     (10) 
$518.12;   (11)   $562.37. 


A.  Thomas  P.  Healy,  CWA-CIO.  1808  Adams 
Mill  Road  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Communications  Works  of  America. 
CIO,  1808  Adams  Mill  Road  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  the  in- 
tereste  of  the  membership  of  this  union. 

D.  (6)  $1,952.70. 

E.  (1)  $15;  (2)  $1,833.34;  (7)  $95.27;  (8) 
$9.09;  (9)  $1,952.70;  (10)  $5,414.82;  (11) 
$7,367.52. 

A.  Felix  Hebert.   602  Turks  Head  Building, 
Providence.  R.  I. 

B.  Associated  Factory  Mutual  Fire  Insur- 
ance Companies,  1500  Turks  Head  BuUding, 
Providence,  R.  I. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  to  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  section  207. 

E.   (10)    $851.49;    (11)    $851.49. 


1  Not  printed-    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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A.  K.  W.  Heberton,  Room  101,  1406  Q  Street 

NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Western  Union  Telegraph  CJo.,  60  Hud- 
son Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  cover 
nny  legislative  proposals  affecting  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  telegraph  company. 

K.  (7)  $68.46;  (8)  $68.45;  (10)  $248.10;  (11) 
$316.55. 

A.  George  J.  Hecht,  52  Vanderbilt  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.  Y..  132  Third  Street  SE., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Parents'  Committee,  132  3d 
Street  SE..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction.  Support  of  legislation  provid- 
ing national  school  health  services.  Appro- 
priations to  establish  program  of  education 
for  children  of  migratory  workers.  Bills  to 
safeguard  health  and  welfare  of  children  of 
migratory  workers.  Appropriations  for  the 
Children's  Bureau.  Appropriations  for  the 
national  school  lunch  program.  Emergency 
maternal  and  Infant  care,  S.  2337. 

A.  Leo  J.  Heer,  1028  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Furniture  Association, 
6S6  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trades. 

D.  (6)    $500. 

E.  (10)$200;    (11)    $200. 

A.  Robert  B.  Helney,  1133  20th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Canners  Association,  1133  20th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Defence  controls  and  all  measures 
directly  affecting  the  food -canning  Industry 

D.  (6)     $2,327.49. 

B.    (7)  $178.71;   (9)   $590.43;    (10)   $769.14. 

A.  Maurice  G.  Herndon,  1002  Washington 
Loan  &  Trust  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Insurance 
Agents,  96  Fulton  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
1002  Washington  Loan  <b  Trust  Building. 
Washington.   D.    C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  direct- 
•  ly  or  indirectly  the  Interests  of  local  prop- 
erty agents:  Taxes;  8.  2887.  bonding;  S.  2148. 
H.  R.  6493.  disaster  Insurance;  national 
health  bills.  S.  337.  etc.;  8.  2714  and  6.  2325. 
IndiasUlal  safety;  Federal  hospitalization.  S. 
S'Ol,  etc.;  social  secxirity;  war  damage.  S. 
1848;  marine  and  aviation  war  risks;  motor 
laws  and  regulations. 

D.  (6)    $42  40. 

E.  (7)  $42.49;  (9)  $42.49;  (10)  $431.88;  (11) 
$174.37. 

A.  Bwart  A.  Hester.  432  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,    D.    C. 

B.  Ofllc3s  of  Clinton  M.  Hester,  432  Shore- 
ham  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  proposed  legislation  affecting 
the  brewing  industry,  such  as:  H.  R.  137,  1278 
1514,  1749,  2187,  2188.  2982,  5506,  5563.  5889! 
€241;  House  Resolution  278;  S.  22,  1046.  2444^ 
Any  proposed  legislation  affecting  the  wool 
Industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

A.  M.  P.  Hlcklln.  507  Bankers  Triist  Building. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 
B.  Iowa  Railway   Committee.  507  Bankers 
Trust  Building,  Des  Moines.  lowia. 

A.  Ray  C.  Hlnman,  26  Broadway,  New  York 
N.  Y. 

B.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co..  Inc^  26  Broad- 
way, New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.    (6)   $1,365.53. 

K.  (6)  tS.85:  (7)  $111.68;  (9)  $115.53;  (10) 
$364.60;    (11)    $480.13. 


A.  L.   8.   Hltchner,    538    Barr   Building,    BIO 
17th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.   C. 
B.  National   Agricultural   Chemicals  Asso- 
ciation.  528   Barr  Building,  910   17th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  John  L.  Hoen,  1741  De  Sales  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American-Hawaiian   Steanoship   Co..   90 
Broad  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)   Any  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
est  of    the   American    merchant    marine. 

D.  (6)   $3,750. 


A.    Frank    N.    Hoffmann,    718    Jackson    Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D    C 
B    United    Steelworkrrs    nf    Amerln.    CIO, 
1500    Commonwealth    Building,    Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legl.'.latlon  favdrable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy,  pros- 
perity, and  general  welfare  Of)i)<>.se  all  leg- 
islation detrlmert.il  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (61    $3.663  66 

E  (7)  $6,860,  (9)  $5,850;  (10)  $11,100: 
(11)   $16,950. 

A  Rcbert  L  Hogg.  230  North  Michigan  Ave- 
nue. Chlcag.i.  Ill 

B  American  Lile  Convention.  230  N  ^rth 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chtcag(o    111 

C.  (2>  All  prospective  and  existlrg  le<;;.<--!a- 
tion  which  may  affect  the  lire  liisur.iine  "us'.- 
ness.  (at  Life  in.suranre  r.  r.i:':i:,v  ir.c  '-.u^' 
tax  (U.  S.  C.  A.,  title  26,  sec  2iili;  Social 
Security  Act;  individual  rtUremeiil  leL^is- 
lation. 

D     (6)    «■-'  583  33 

E.  (7i  $677  20,  (9)  $677  20;  (10)  $1.778  82, 
(11)  $2.456  02:  (15)  $2,583  33.  October  1  to 
Lecember  31,  Robert  L  Hogg,  salarv,  $1.- 
027.78,  October  1  to  December  31.  Robert  A. 
Crlchton,  salary:  $346  88.  October  1  to  Oe- 
cember  31,  Mary  Louise  Long,  salary;  $303  33. 
October  1  to  December  31.  Davllee  Bryant! 
salary:  $418  66.  October  1  to  December  31, 
Randall  H    Hagner  &  Co  .  Inc  .  rent,  etc.  ' 


A.   Charles   W     Holman,    1731    I    Street    NSV  . 
Washington,   D    C 
B    National     Milk     Producers     Federation 
1731  I  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D   C 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cotiperatives  thmuu'h 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and  mar- 
ket their  milk. 

D.  (6)   $1,125. 

E.  (10)   $26;    (11)   $26. 


A.   Home  Rule    Headquarters,   4800   U   Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Kefauver  bill  (S  1976),  home  rule 
for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

E.  (2)  $41602:  (4)  $111.41;  (5)  $105;  (6) 
$89  83;  (8)  $235  39;  (9)  $957  65;  (10) 
$2,852.44;    (11)    $3,810.09. 

A.  J.   M.   Hood,   2000   Massachusetts   Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D    C 
B.   American  Short  Line  Railroad  A.-^-socla- 
tion,  2000  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW  ,  Wa.sh- 
Ington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)  $250. 

A.  Victor     Hood,     4209     Queensbury     Road 
Hyattsville.  Md. 

B.  The  Journeymen  Barbers,  Hairdressers 
Cosmetologists,     and     Proprietors     Interna- 
tional Union  of  America,  12th  and  Delaware 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C.  (2)  Interest  In  general  legislation  af- 
fecting labor,  the  National  Defense  Act,  vet- 

'Not  printed.  Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


erans'  educational  legislation;  the  District 
Barber  Act.  and  any  amendments  thereto- 
against  H.  R.  6234 

E.    (10)   $1,270.69;    (11)   $1,270.89. 

A.  Jesse  V  Hort^in.  post-offlce  box  2013, 
Washington.  D.  C 

B  National  AKsoclation  of  Postal  Super- 
visors, 100  Continental  Hotel.  Washington 
D    C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  postal  em- 
ployees Including  supervisors,  and  the  postal 
service       (3)    The  Postal  Supervisor. 

D    (6)    $2.3p0. 

E     (7)    $100  10;    (8)    $34289;    (9)   $442.79. 

A.  Housewives  United.  2915  Foxhall  Road 
NW  .  Washli.gU>n    D.  C 

C  LeKislaiiun  of  ah  economic  significance 
to  family  llle. 

D      6i"  $50. 

E  (4)  $3(3;  (9)  $36,  (10)  $12123  (11) 
$1571:3. 

A  .'^  H  H'lward,  1414  Ever^'reen  Avenue, 
Mi;:\ale.   I'lttsburi  h     Fa 

B  B.-'therhood  of  Rnllrnnd  SIg-.almen  of 
Anienca    503  Welllnvrton  Avenue    Chicago    in 

C  (2)  H  R  er2b  and  S  2639  to  amend 
Railroad  Uiirm;il>  ymenf  In'turanre  Act  All 
legislation  of  interest  to  railway  employees 
a:,cl  lib  ir  in  general 


A  Iliruld  K  H  wn  .suite  C,  2480  16ih  Street 
NW     W,i.shini,'t.  n,  D.  C 

B  American  Institute  of  Laundering  b<.x 
1187.  JoUet,  r.l 

C  (2)  Letrlslatlon  nffectlng  the  laundry 
Industry  and  the  members  thereof 

D     .6      f>  64P  90 

E  (2)  $1079:  (7)  $430  50  (9)  $1509  50; 
(lot   «4.1H(J  GO.    (11  ,    tbr^90  10 


A    R  .bert   E    H   wr   Jr  .    1435   K  Street   NW.. 

W.i.shm.:!^  n,  D    C 

B  L'niteJ  Mine  Workers  of  America.  930 
15th  Street  NW  ,  Washington.  D    c. 

C  i2i  Any  and  all  leg!,  l.ition  construed 
ti  b?  dirfctlv  or  indirectly  beneficial  or  detri- 
mental to  'he  United  Mine  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica and  its  meinlxTs. 

D     (6)    $3,959. 

A    Hud9<.n.    Creyke     Lipscomb    ft    Gray,    4O0 
Washington  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  i2i  To  obtain  re!i.-f  for  applicants  for 
leases  on  subm?rged  lands  and  for  thoce  per- 
sons whos?  activities  led  the  Government  to 
a.s.sert  ti'le  to  submerged  lands. 

D     (6)    $1,500. 

F  i6i  $13  82.  (7i  $52185.  (9)  $535  67; 
(10)   $129  36,    (11)   $605  03. 

A    Carroll  B    Huntress,  17  Battery  Place    New 
Y^rk,  N    Y 
B    Natlnjial   St     Liiwrence   Project   Confer- 
ence, 843  Transixjriatlon  Building    Washing- 
ton, DC  o  o 

C     (2)    Any    let'lslatlnn    with    reference    to 
the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  and  power  pro) 
ect      (0;)pi«edi       Due    to   the    death    of    Mr 
Carroll    B     Huntre.-o    on    N  )vembsr    29,    19o2, 
this  Will,   of  cuurce.   be   hlo   final   report 

E  (7t  $48;  (9)  $48;  (10)  $3,988  90;  (11) 
$4,036  9);  (15)  $.18,  November  3,  traveling 
expense  New  York  to  Albany  and  Boston, 
October  28,  29,  and  30 

A.  William  C  Hushing.  901  Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW  ,  W.^hlngton,  D.   C. 

B  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Mas- 
sachusetts Avenue  NW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  generally  and  specifically 

D-    (6)    $3,052. 
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E    (6)    $2625;    (8)   $189.75;    (8)   $216;    (10) 
$752;   (11)   $968. 

A    Sam  C    Hyatt,  Hyattsville,  Wyo. 

B    American    National    Cattlemen's    Asso- 
ciation. 515  Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 


A  Illinois  Railroad  Association,  room  1526, 
33  South  Clark  Street.  Chicago,  lU. 

C.   (2)    Legislation   affecting   railroads. 

E  (2)  $750;  (9)  $750;  (10)  $2,650;  (11) 
$3,400. 

A    Indep*  ndent  Natural   Gas  Association   of 
America,  918  16th  Street  NW.,  suite  501, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
D     (6)    $29363.50. 

E  (2)  $5,750;  (5)  $300;  (9)  $6,050;  (10) 
$18,150.    (11)    $24,200. 


A    Indiana   State    Medical    Association.    1021 
Hume    Mansur    Building,    Indianapolis, 
Ind. 
C    (2)    All   bills   p)ending   before   Congress 
whlcli   would  create   national   health   Insur- 
ance. 

E  (2)  $680;  (4)  $1175;  (5)  $11740;  (6) 
$16  03;  (7)  $689  42;  (8)  $828  80.  (9)  $2,344; 
(10)    $3,922  54.    (11)    $6,266  54. 


A    The    Indiana    Tax    Equality    Committee. 
Inc  .  second  floor.  Board  of  Trade  Build- 
ing,  Indianapolis,   Ind. 
C     (2)  Bills  affecting  equality  of  taxation — 
pxamples,  the  Ma»<in  bill,  H.  R    5064  in  the 
81st  Congress,  and  the  1951  revenue  bill. 

E     (3t    $42  50:    (8)    $30  75;    (9)    $73  25;    (10) 
$1,728.14,    (11)    $1,801.39. 


A  Kenneth  W  Ingwal.son.  261  Constitution 
Avenue  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C 

B  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Ralle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

D     (6)    $1,125. 

E     (7)   $55  65;   (9)  $55  65;    (11)   $55  65. 

A.  International  Association  of  Machinists, 
Machinists  BuUdmg.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (21  All  legislation  affecting  the  socio- 
economic and  p<3lltlcal  Interests  of  the  Amer- 
ican worklngman.  including  all  pending  leg- 
islation dealing  with  social  security,  national 
health,  aid  to  physically  handicapped,  labor 
relations,  displaced  persona,  etc. 

D     (6)    $2,150. 

E  (1)  $1,250;  (4)  $250:  (5)  $150;  (6)  $200; 
(7)  $300;  (9)  $2,150;  (10)  $5,460;  (11)  $7,600. 

A.  International   Brotherhood  of  Teamsters, 
Chauffeurs.  Warehousemen  and  Helpers 
of    America,    222   East    Michigan   Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 
C.   (2)   General  Interest  Is  In  Federal  and 
State    legislation  affecting   the   Interest  and 
welfare  of  the  International  Brotherhood  of 
Teamsters.    Chauffeurs,   Warehousemen    and 
Helpers    of    America.    Including    Its    affiliate 
local  unions  and  members. 
D     (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (2)  $3,750;  (9)  $3,750;  (10)  $11,250;  (11) 
$15,000. 

A.  TTie    Inti.*r-State   Manufacturers   Associa- 
tion,    163-165    Center    Street,    Winona, 
Minn, 
n    (6)   $3,000. 
E.    (10)   $7.92;    (11)    $7.92. 

A    Iowa    Associated    Businessmen.    Inc.,    463 

West  wood  Drive,  Ames.  Iowa. 

C.  Such  bills  as  H.  R.  240;   H.  R.  1177;   8. 

892.   and   H.   R.  4473   previously   introduced. 

We  definitely  favor  equal  Uxlng  of  net  prtrflt 


dollars,  regardless  of  where  these  originate      A.  Johns-Manvllle  Corp.,  22  East  40th  Street, 

from  an  Income  tax  viewpoint.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.   (6)    $465.  E.    (2)    $1,250;    (9)    $1,250;    (10)    $5,532.77; 

E.'  <11)  $8,782.77. 


A.  Iron    Ore    Lessors    Association,    Inc.,    W- 
1481    First  National  Bank  Building,  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 
C   (2)    Amendments  of  Internal   Revenue 
Code. 

D.  (6)    $6,785. 

E.  (2)  $2,750;  (6)  $3:  (7)  $11.35;  (8)  $13; 
(9)  $2,777.35;  (11)  $2,777.35;  (15)  $2,750,  De- 
cember 31,  1952,  Doherty.  Rumble,  Butler  & 
Mitchell.  E-1006  First  National  Bank  Build- 
ing, St.  Paul,  Minn.,  services;  $27.35.  Decem- 
ber 31.  1952.  same  as  above,  expenses. 

A.  Robert  L.  Irvln.  502  Jergins  Trtist  Build- 
ing, Long  Beach,   Calif. 
B    Long   Beach   Harbor   Commission,   1333 
El  Embarcadero.  Long  Beach,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Tldelands  legislation — suppwrtlng 
Stale  ownership. 

D.  (6)   $2,400. 

E.  (2)  $591.60:  (5)  $697.88:  (6)  $79.13;  (7) 
$29890:  (9)  $1,667.51;  (10)  $4,344;  (11) 
$6,011  51. 

A.  Robert  C.  Jackson.  1625  I  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Insti- 
tute, Inc  ,  203-A  Uberty  Life  Building,  Char- 
lotte. N   C 

D     (6)    $325. 

E.  (7)  $49.93;  (9)  $49.93;  (10)  $512.83; 
(11)   $562.76. 

A.  Seward  H   Jacobl. 

B.  Wisconsin  State  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
119  Monona  Avenue.  Madison,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  business 
and  industry. 

D     (7)   $2,750. 

A.  C  Clinton  James.  900  F  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D   C. 
B    District  of  Columbia  Building  and  Loan 
League,   No.   1   Thomas   Circle,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Federal  Legislation  affecting  sav- 
ings and  loan  btxslness. 

D.  (6)    $300. 

E.  (5)  $125;  (8)  $125;  (9)  $375;  (10)  $500; 
(11)  $500. 

A.  Robert  G.  Jeter.  Dresden.  Tenn. 

B.  H.  C.  Splnks  Clay  Co..  Paris.  Tenn.  Bell 
Clay  Co..  Gleason.  Tenn.  United  Clay  Mines 
Corp..  Trenton.  N.  J.  Old  Hickory  Clay  Co., 
Paducah.  fLy.  Kentucky-Tennessee  Clay  Co. 
Cooley  Clay  Co..  and  Kentucky  Clay  Mining 
Co.  of  Mayfleld.  Ky. 

C.  (2)  We  are  interested  in  retaining  our 
present  percentage  depletion  allowance  for 
ball  and  sagger  clays  as  shown  by  title  26; 
section  114.  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

D.  (6)    $503.96. 

K.   (10)    $649.77;    (11)   $649.77. 

A.  William  T  Jobe,  1706  L  Street  NW..  "Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Ice  Indxistrles. 
1706  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  Ln  matters  affect- 
ing Ice  Indiistry. 

A.  Peter  Dlerks  Joers.  Dierks  Lumber  &  Coal 
Co.,  Mountain  Pine,  Ark. 

B.  Dlerks  Lumber  &  Coal  Co.,  1006  Grand 
Avenue.  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Flood  Control  Act  of  1945 — ^Mill- 
wood Dana.  Legislation  affecting  lumber 
Industry. 


A.  Gilbert  R.  Johnson.  1208  Terminal  Tower, 
Cleveland.   Ohio. 
B.  Lake  Carriers'  Association.  305  Rocke- 
feller Building.  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

D.  (6)    $2,916. 

E.  (10)   $122.82;   (11)   $122.82. 


A.  Vernon    A.    Johnson,    Lockheed    Aircraft 
Corp.,  1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp..  Burbank,  Calif. 
C    (2)    All    legislation    affecting    aviation. 

D.  (6)    $3,720.50. 

E.  (7)  $769.65;  (9)  $769.65;  (10)  $2,811.31; 
(11)    $3,580.96. 

A.  W.  D.  Johnson.  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Order  of  Railway  Conductors,  O.  R.  C. 
Building,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

C.  (2)  St.  Lavrrence  ceaway  project  and  all 
legislation  directly  and  Indirectly  affecting 
the  interests  of  labor  generally  and  employ- 
ees of  carriers  under  the  Railway  Labor  Act, 
in  particular. 

A.  Walter  R.  Johnson,  917  District  National 
Building.  1406  G  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral, 917  District  National  Building,  1406  G 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  confirm  and  establish  title  In 
the  States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries.  S.  940,  and  similar 
bills. 

D.  (6)    $6,000. 

K.  (7)  $552.63;  (9)  $552.63;  (10)  $2,422.66; 
(11)  $2,975.29. 

A.  Lillian  Cohen  for  Wlllard  Johnson,  Gen- 
eral Secretary,  United  States  Committee 
for  a  United  Nations  Genocide  Conven- 
tion. 56  Brook  Manor.  Pleasantvllle,  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    Legislative    Interest    will    continue 
until  Senate  ratification  of  Genocide  Con- 
vention. 

E.  (10)    $438.13;  (11)   $438.13. 


A.  J.    M.    Jones,    414    Pacific    National    Lifs 
Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
B.  National  Wool  Growers  Association,  414 
Pacific  National  Life  Building,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (7)  $643.21;  (9)  $643.21;   (10)  $2,609.21; 
(11)  $3,252.42. 

A.  Rowland   Jones.   Jr.,    1625  I  Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.   C. 

B.  American    Retail    Federation,     1625    Z 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  p.  3).» 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

E.  (7)    $304.10;    (9)    $304.10;    (10)    $895.14; 
(11)   $1,199.24. 

A.  The    Journeymen    Barbers,    Hairdressers. 
Cosmetologists,  and  Proprietors  Interna- 
tional Union  of  America,  12th  and  Dela- 
ware, Indianapolis,  Ind. 
C.  (2)    Interest  In  general  legislation  af- 
fecting labor,  the  National  Defense  Act.  vet- 
erans'  educational  legislation;    the  District 
Barber  Act,  and  any  amendments  thereto, 
against  H.  R.  5234. 


» Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Seo- 


>Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  The  Kansas  Independent  Business  Men's 

Association,     205     Orpheum     Building, 
Wichita,   Kans. 

C.  (2)  Tax  equality  and  other  legislation 
affecting  Independent  business. 

D.  ,6)    t50. 

E.  (5)  $150;  (9)  $150;  (10)  $1,061.11;  (11) 
$1,211.11. 

A.  Francis  V.  Keesling.  Jr.,  315  Montgomery 

Street.  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

B.  City  and  county  of  San  Francisco,  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  LegUlatlon  of  Interest  to  the  city 
and  county  of  San  Francisco,  Including  civil 
functions  appropriations,  civil  defense,  ship 
construction,  payments  In  lieu  of  taxes,  air- 
ports and  aviation,  merchant  marine  de- 
velopment, national  defense  appropriations, 
housing  and  urban  development,  taxation 
and  Government  controls,  and  veterans'  edu- 
cational  benefits. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

E.  (5)  $825;  (6^  $344.16;  (7)  $972.76;  (8) 
$7110;  (9)  $2,213.02;  (10)  $5,198.39;  (11) 
$7,411.41. 

A.  (Miss)  Elizabeth  A.  Kendall,  5415  Con- 
necticut Avenue.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  related  directly  or 
indirectly  to  the  development  of  the  Antarc- 
tic Continent,  such  as  that  regarding  geo- 
political decisions,  inventions,  transporta- 
tion, conununicatlons,  equipment,  long- 
range  planning,  exploitation  of  natural  re- 
sources, etc.,  in  the  interests  of  all  United 
States  taxpayers  and  world  peace  and  pros- 
perity. H.  J.  Res.  291  declaring  right  of 
sovereignty  of  United  States  over  certain 
areas  of  the  Antarctic  Continent.      (For.) 

E.   (6)   $15;    (8)   $2;    (9)   $17;    (11)    $17. 

A.  Earle   R.  Kennedy.    162   Madison   Avenue. 
Memphis,   Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America. 
P.  O.  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  raw  cotton 
industry  as  will  promote  the  purposes  for 
which  the  council  is  organized. 

D.  (6)    $750. 

E.  (7)  $305.60;  (9)  305.60;  (10)  $1,885.25; 
(11)    $2,190.85. 

A.  Mr.    Harold    L.    Kennedy,    203    Common- 
wealth Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Ohio  Oil  Co..  Findlay.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislative  matters  that  would 
affect  the  oil  and  gas  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $500. 

E.  (2)  $125;  (5)  $75;  (8)  $25;  (9)  $225; 
(10)    $075;    (11)     1,200. 

A.  M.les  n.  Kennedy.  The  American  Legion. 
^  608  LC  Street  NW,,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Tre  American  Legion,  700  N.  Pennsyl- 
var...    rf.reft,    Indianapolis,    Ind. 

C.  ••J)    (See  statement  attached  )> 
li     fd»    $3,100. 
E.   (T)    $564.17;    (9)    $564.17;    (10)    $414.88; 

C.l)    $iv.9.05. 

A.  Ronald  M.  Ketcham,   1757  K  Street  NW 
Washington,  D.  C.  ' 

B.  Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce,  1151 
South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

D.  (6)    $2,730. 
K.    (2)   $2,703;   (9)  $2,730;   (10)  $8,010-   (11) 

$10,740. 

A.  Onaar   B.    Ketchum.    Wire   Building,    1000 
Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  c. 

B.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  all  veterans 
and  their  dependents  In  relation  to  employ- 


>Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
letary. 


ment.  hospitalization,  rehabilitation,  pen- 
sions, disability  compensation,  and  housing; 
welfare  of  servicemen  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  their  dependents;  matters  relating  to 
the  national  security,  Immigration  and  natu- 
ralization, the  combating  of  subversive  ac- 
tivities; and  the  furtherance  of  a  sound  for- 
eign policy;  other  matters  Included  In  the 
resolutions  adopted  by  the  National  Encamp- 
ment and  the  National  Council  of  Adminis- 
tration. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (7)  $132;  (9)  $132;  (10)  $371,  (U) 
$503. 

A.  H.  Cecil  Kilpatrlck.  912  American  Security 

Building.  Washington.  D    C. 

B.  Sangamo    Electric    Co..    Springfield,    111. 

C.  (2)  Seeking  amendments  to  Excess 
Profits  Tax  Act  of  1950.  which  appear  In 
section  4  of  Public  Law  594.  82d  Congress. 
2  session,  approved  July  21,  1952. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

A.  WUlford  I.  King.  Room  300,  205  East  42d 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Committee  for  Constltutlnnal  Govern- 
ment. Inc.,  205  East  42d  Street.  New  York 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Favor  all  constitutional  legislation 
according  with  sound  economic  principles 

D.  (6)    $3,075. 

A.  Clifton  Klrkpatrlck.  162  Madison  Avpnue. 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America. 
Post  Office  Box    18.  Memphis.  Tenn 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  nf 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw-cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

D.  (6)   $165. 

E.  (7)  $26.26;  (9)  $26.26;  (10)  $260  60,  (11) 
$286.86.  ' 

A.  C.    W.     Kitchen.    777     I4th    Street    NW . 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United   Fresh    Fruit   &   Vegetable    Asso- 
ciation,   777    14th    Street    NW.,    Washington 
DC. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  affect- 
ing the  marketing  and  distribution  of  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables,  du-ectly  or  indirectly. 

A.   Allan  B.  Kline.  221  North  La  Salle  Street 
Chicago.  111. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  In  which  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  is  inter- 
ested, primarily  those  matters  affecting  di- 
rectly American  agriculture. 

D.  (6)   $1,250. 

A.  Robert  E.  Kline,  Jr.,  322  Munsey  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Palmer-Bee  Co  .  Detroit.  Mich. 

C.  (2)  Private  bills  for  relief  of  Palmer- 
Bee  Co.,  to  reimburse  company  for  loss  of 
$725,285.60  in  manufacture  of  rad.ir  equip- 
ment for  Navy.  Bill  for  relief  of  Palmer-Bee 
Co  ;  S.  116  and  H   R.  3739. 

E.  (6)  $2;  (7)  $20;  (9)  $22;  (10)  $63;  (11) 
$85. 

A.  Burt  L.  Knowles,  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  The  Associated  General   Contractors  of 
America,  Inc.,  Munsey  Building,  Washington 
D.  C.  6        . 

C.  (2)  Legislative  developments  of  inter- 
est to  association  members. 

A.  Robert  M.  Koch,  619  F  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  National  Agricultural  Limestone  Insti- 
tute.  Inc.,   619    F  SUeet   NW,    WaahlnKton. 


C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  directly  or  in- 
directly affects  the  interests  of  agricultural 
limestone  producers. 

E.    (10)   $63  50. 

A.  John  Kolanda.  Room  413,  Railway  Labor 
Building,   10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
WashlnKton.  D   C. 
B    Railway    Employees'     Department,    220 
South  State  Street.  Chicago,   111. 

C.    (2)    All    legislation    of    Interest    to   rail- 
road employees  and  labor  in  general. 
D     (6)   $2,700. 

A    Alfred  U   Krebs.  1809  G  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D    C. 
B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping.  Inc  .    1809   G   Street   NW..   Washington 
DC. 

A.   Oscar  R    Kreutz.  907  Ring  Building.   18th 
and  M  Street.s  NW  .  Wii.«ihlngton.  D    C 

B.  N.Ttlnnal  Savings  and  Loan  LeaRMe.  907 
Rln?  Buildlnir,  18th  and  M  Streets  NW.. 
Wii.shmkjton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  hills  to  Improve  facili- 
ties of  savings  and  loan  asscx-iatlons  for  en- 
courivgement  of  thrift  and  home  financing. 
Oppose  legl.slatlon  adverse  to  savings  and 
lo.Tn  a.ssociatlons. 

D.  (6)   11.000. 

A    Herman  C    Kru.^e.  245  Market  Street,  San 

FYanclscn.  Calif 
B    Pacific  Gas  «i   Electric  Co..   245   Market 
Street,  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

D.  (6)  $3,492 

E.  (10)  $C,412  13;  (11)  $6,412  13. 


A    Lake      Carriers 
Ohio. 


Association.      Cleveland, 


A    Alfons  Landa.  looo  Vermont  Avenue  NW  , 
WiiKhlnuton.  D    C 
B    Direct/ T  of  Trucking  Industry  National 
Defense  Comtnittce.  Inc. 


A  Prlt7  G  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW  .  W.uiliington.  D    C 

B  American  Fair  Trade  Council,  Inc  .  1434 
West  11th  Avenue,  Gary.  Ind 

D    (C)   $1,000. 


A  Fritz  O  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW  .  Wa.shin>,'ton.  D    C 

B  Natloi;;il  Patent  Council,  Inc  .  1434  West 
11th  Avenue    Oarv.  Ind. 

D.    (6)    $1,500. 


A    Frit?-   G    I.ai.ham,   2737   Devonshire   Place 
NW  .  Wa.shlni;ton.  D   C. 
B    State   Tax    Ass(x-latlon,   Post    OfBce   Box 
2559.  Houston.  Tex. 

A.  Fritz  O     Lanham.   2737  Devonshire  Place 
•''V  .,  Wa.slni.gton.  D.  C. 

B    Trinity  Improvement  A.ssoclatlon     ^nc 
Wofth'^"""'"^*'''^"*'    ^'''"'*'""'*    Building.'  Fort 

D.    (6)    $900. 


A.  La   Roe.   Brown    &   Winn.   743  Investment 
Buildint;.   Wa.shlngt(jn    D    C 

c.^„^''L'""  "'*"'   Packers  Association,  Inc.. 
Statler  Hotel.  New  York.  NY. 

C.  (2)     Defen^r-    Production    Act    of    1950 
Arnendment.s:    vesicular  exanthema  In   hoRs 

D.  (61    $1  500  ** 

nni  l^^'i^'^'"*^-    '""   ••'^0  20;    (9)    $2,724.69; 
(10)   $0,525;    (11,    $8,249  69. 


^    ^n   nT-  ^'"'*'"  *  ^'""-  ''^  Investment 
Building.   Washington,   D.   C 

B.  The  National  Independent  Meat  Packers 
i^'^D^c'''  '^■'^   ^^^^  ^^'"^  ^^•'  Washing- 
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C.  (2)  Defense  Production  Act  of  1050 
Amendments;   vesicular  exunthema  In  hogs. 

D    (6)   $4,500. 

E.  (4)  $387.67;  (5)  $2,874.49;  «J)  $487.58; 
(7)  $787.91;  (9)  $4,237.65;  (10)  ♦«.214.71; 
(11)   $10,452.26. 

A  William  V.  Lavelle.  718  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
718  Jack.=:on  Place  NW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 
and  United  Steclworkers  of  America,  1500 
Commonwealth  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
an  afflllate  of  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
gani/^atlons. 

C  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare;  oppose  legis- 
lation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D     (6)    $3.208  31. 

E  (7)  $2,351;  (9)  $2,351;  (10)  $4,872;  (11) 
$7,223. 


A  John  V  Lawrence.  1424  leth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  American  Trucking  Associations.  Inc.. 
1  V24  Ifith  Street  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

I)     itJi    J''>.749  98. 

E  (7)  $8  40;  (9)  $8  40;  (10)  $28.85;  (11) 
(37  25. 


A  John  G  Laylln.  701  Union  Trust  Building, 
Wiiihir.gton,  D.  C. 

n  Kennecott  Copper  Corp.,  161  East  42d 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y 

C.  (2,  Relating  to  mining,  smelting,  and 
refining  and  to  foreign  or  international  in- 
\psiinent.  trade,  or  commerce.  Specifically 
thl.'^  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to.  the  Mu- 
tual .Security  Act  of  1951,  Public  Law  165.  82d 
Coni,'re.ss  ,  2d  cession.  October  10.  1951  (65 
Stat  373);  ILO;  custom  duties.  Including 
C()pi>cr  such  as  Public  Law  38,  82d  Congress, 
1st  session.  May  22.   1951. 


A  Clarence  F  Lea.  842  Wyatt  Building. 
Washington.   D    C. 

B  Transportation  A.ssoclatlon  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C  i2i  Legislation  having  anything  to  do 
with  transportation. 

A  Learue  of  Women  Voters  of  the  U  8., 
1026  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (3 1  Congressional  Strings  on  the  Pub- 
lic Purse.  Put  Publications  To  Work,  the 
Nulional  Voter. 

D     (G)    81,149  70. 

E  il'i  $,i:0  02,  (4)  $346  49;  (6)  $10  10; 
(9)  11.40661;   (10)  $5,499.27;  (11)  $6,905.88. 

A  Ivy  Lee  and  T  J  Ross.  405  Lexington  Ave- 
nue. New  York,  N.  Y. 

B  United  Stales  Cuban  Sugar  Council.  910 
17th  Street   NW  .   Washington.   D.   C. 

C  (2 1  General — Legislation  affecting  the 
ln.(>ortatlon  by  the  United  States  of  sugar 
produced  in  Cuba.  Sugar  Act  of  1048  and 
Public  Law  140.  82d  Congress,  amending  the 
Su  ar  Act  of  1948.  Trade  Agreements  Act. 
T.irltT  Acts. 

n     (C)    $1.74146, 

E  (4 1  $:t2  54;  (6)  $47  47;  (8)  $20145;  (9) 
f.351  :C;    (10)   $3,618.07,    (11)    $3,959.53;    (15).> 

A  James  R.  Lee.  604  Albee  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B  G  IS  Appliance  ManufactTirers  Associa- 
tion, 60  East  42d  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y.    _ 

C.  1 2)  In  general,  legislation  which  con- 
cerns or  affects  members  of  the  Gas  Appli- 
ance Manufacturers  Association. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  Xjeglslation-Federal  RelaticHis  Division  of 
tlia  National  Education  Association   of 
the  United  States.  1201  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,   D.   C. 
C.   (2)    Public  education. 
E.   (2)   $400.63;    (4)   $28.70;    (5)   $60.35;    (6) 
$37.25:   (7)  $49.57;  (9)  $676.50;  (10)  $9,344.78; 
(11)   $9,921.28. 

A.  Legislative  Committee  of  Office  Equipment 
Manufacturers  Institute  (OEMI),  777 
14th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Mrs.     Newton     P.     Leonard.    341     Sharon 
Street,  Providence,  R.  I.,  National  Con- 
gress of  Parents  and  Teachers. 
C.    (2)    Measures  which  affect  the  welfare 
of  children  and  youth   in  the  field  of  edu- 
cation;    social     and     economic     well-being; 
child    labor    and    environmental    situations; 
Federal     research     agencies     in     education, 
health.   Juvenile   protection,  and   homemak- 
ing;   wond  understanding  and  peace  among 
nations. 


A.  Wilbur  R  Lester.  701  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Kennecott  Copper  Corp.,  161  East  42d 
Street,  New  York,  N,  Y. 

C.  (2)  Mining,  smelting,  and  refining,  and 
to  foreign  or  international  investment,  trade, 
or  commerce.  Specifically  this  includes  but 
is  not  limited  to,  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1951,  Public  Law  165.  82d  Congress,  2d  ses- 
sion. October  10.  1951  (65  Stat.  373);  ILO, 
custom  duties.  Including  copper,  such  as 
Public  Law  38.  82d  Congress,  1st  session.  May 
22,   1951. 

D.  (6)    (See  p.  3.)  » 

A.  Arnold  Levy.  Freedman  &  Levy.  829  Wash- 
ington  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Anthracite  Operators   Wage    Agreement 
Committee,     237     Old     River     Road,     Wilkes 
Barro,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  anthracite 
industry. 

D.  (6)    $4,613.30. 

E  (6)  $10  19;  (7)  $73.36:  (6)  $20.75;  (9) 
$113.30;  (1'^)  $60;   (11)  $163.30. 

A.  The  Liaison  Committee  of  the  Mechani- 
cal Specialty  Contracting  Industries,  610 
Ring  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  1 2)  Legislation  concerning  fair  bidding 
procedures.  Principal  legislative  interest  is 
in  S,  2907. 

D.  (6)    $5,083.13. 

E.  (2)  $4,400;  (4)  $600;  (7)  $83.13:  (9) 
$5,033.13;  (10)  $11.826  82;  (11)  $16,909.95; 
(15)  tl.365.95.  October  1.  1952.  Weaver  & 
Glassie.  1210  Tcwcr  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C  .  legal  fees  and  expenses;  $1,374.16,  No- 
vember 1.  1952,  Weaver  &.  Glassie,  1210  Tower 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C.  legal  fees  and 
cxpenren;  $2,:'j43  02,  December  1.  1952.  Weaver 
&  Glascle.  1210  Tower  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C,  legal  fees  and  expenses. 

A.  Frederick  J.  Litby.  1013  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace,  such  as : 
mutual-a:;clctance  program,  appropriations 
and  supplementary  appropriations  particu- 
larly where  they  beer  on  military  matters  or 
on  the  governnient  of  occupied  areas,  man- 
power legislation,  including  universal  mili- 
tary training  and  service,  economic  assist- 
ance (point  4),  disarmament,  expellees,  and 
displaced  persons,  educational  exchange, 
and  immigration  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $1,329.12. 

E.  (7)  $104.13;  (9)  $104.13;  (10)  $347.63; 
(11)    $451.74. 


>Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  John  W.  Lindsey.  counsel,  1625  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Securities  Deal- 
ers, Inc. 

D.    (6)   $375. 

A.  Robert  G.  Litschert,  1200  18th  Street, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Cos., 
1200   18th  Street.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    (See  appended  statement,  p.  5.)  • 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (6)  $16.30;  (7)  $1,096.28;  (8)  $159;  (9) 
$1,271.58  (10)  $1,632.40;  (11)  $2,903  98;  (15) 
$14.10,  November  8,  1952,  Congressional  Ho- 
tel, Washington,  D.  C.  luncheon;  $18.90.  De- 
cember 9,  1952,  Occidental  Restaurant, 
Washington,  D.  C.  dinner:  $19.40,  December 
23,  1952,  Fan  &  BlU's,  Washington.  D.  C, 
luncheon. 

A.  Walter  J.  Little,  510  West  6th  Street,  Los 
Angeles,   Calif. 

B.  Mijor  Steam  Railroads  of  California 
(see  schedule  attached).' 

E.  (7)  $25;  (9)  $25;  (10)  $1,159.32;  (11) 
*1, 184.32;  (15)  $25,  December  29,  1952,  Cali- 
fornia  State  Society,  dinner. 

A.  John  M.  Littlepage,  840  Investment  Build- 
ing, 15th  and  K  Streets  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.   C. 

B.  The  American  Tobacco  Co.,  Inc.,  Ill 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  a  com- 
pany engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  tobacco  products. 

A.  Gordon  C.  Locke.  643  Munsey  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies, 
box   1107,  Shreveport,  La. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
the  pipeline  Industry.  The  committee  is  in- 
terested in  S.  1889  and  H.  R.  5632.  Both 
provide  for  amendments  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  We  are  opposed  to  some  pro- 
visions of  S.  1889.  We  are  opposed  to  the 
enactment  of  any  part  of  H.  R.   5632. 

D.  (6)    $4,500. 

A.  Mr.  Benjamin  H.  Long,  2746  Penobscot 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich. 

B.  Blue  Cross  Commission,  425  North  Mich- 
igan Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Insurance  and  reinsurance  of  war 
risks.  War  Damage  Corporation  Act  of  1951 
and  War  Disaster  Act  of  1951.  S.  114.  S.  439, 
S.  13C9,  S.  1848,  and  similar  bills  in  House  of 
Representatives.  No  position  for  or  against 
this  legislation.  H.  R.  7844  and  other  legis- 
lation relating  to  payroll  deductions  for  Fed- 
eral civilian  employees  and  allotments  from 
pay  of  military  personnel. 

D.  (6)    $700. 

E.  (6)  $12.44;  (7)  $175.01;  (8)  $5.18:  (9) 
$192.63;  (10)  $334;  (11)  $526.63;  (15)  $12.44, 
October  1  through  December  31,  1952,  Michi- 
gan Bell  Telephone  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  long- 
distance telephone  (legislative  and  other 
business) ;  $175.01,  November  23  to  November 
30,  1952,  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad,  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad,  New  York  Central  Railroad, 
Bellevlew-Stratford  Hotel,  Philadelphia,  May- 
flower Hotel.  Washington,  restaurants,  taxis, 
etc..  attendance  at  meetings  In  Washington 
and  Philadelphia. 

A.  Lord.  Day  &  Lord.  25  Broadway.  New  York, 
N.  Y.;  500  Wyatt  Building.  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  Agency  of  Canadian  Car  &  Foundry  Co., 
Ltd..  30  Broadway.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  relation  to  World 
War  I  claims. 


'Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary 
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A.  Otto  Lowe.  University  Club,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  National  Canners  Association,  1133  20tb 
Street,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Legislation    affecting    canning    uf 
food  products. 

D.  (6)    Sl.SOO. 

E.  (7)    $500;    (9)    »500;    (10)    11,500;    (11) 
92.000. 

A.  James  C.  Lucas,  1625  I  Street  NW  ,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American     Retail     Federation,     1625     I 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (See  p.  3.)' 

D.  (6)    $750. 

A.  Lucas  &  Thomas,   1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Acacia     Mutual     Life     Insurance     Co  , 
Washington.  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (8)    $5;    (10)   $5;    (11)   $5. 


A.  Lucas  &  Thomas.   1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  American  Finance  Conference.  176  West 
Adams  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (6)    $11.51;     (0)    $5;     (10)    $16.51;     (11) 
$16.51. 

A.  Lucas  &  Thomas,    1025  Connecticut   Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
B.   National  Association  of  Retail  Druggists, 
205  West  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  111. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (6)    $51.21;  (7)  $10;   (8)  $5;   (10)   $66.21; 
(11)   166.21. 

A.  Lucas  &  Thomas.   1025  Connecticut   Ave- 
nue  NW..   Washington.   D.   C. 
B.  Trailer    Coach    Manufacturers    Associa- 
tion 20  North  Wacker  Drive.  Chicago.   111. 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (8)   $5;    (10)   $5;    (11)   $5. 


A.  Dr.  Carl  E.  Lunn.  2315  East  Yale,  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

B.  Townsend  Plan  for  National  Insurance, 
6875  Broadway,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)    Townsend  plan  as  per  H.  R.  2679. 

D.  (6)    $35.50. 

E.  (7)    $45.50;    (9)    $45.50;    (10)    $185;    (11) 
$230.50. 

A.  Gerald  J.  Lynch,  Washington  Office,  Ford 
Motor  Co.,  Wyatt  Building,  Washington 
D.  C. 

B.  Ford   Motor   Co.,   Dearborn,   Mich. 

E.   (10)    $959.94;    (11)    $959.94. 


A.  A.  L.  Lynn,  Island  Creek  Coal  Co.,  Pond 
Creek  Pocohontas  Co.,  Huntington  W 
Va. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  coal  in- 
dustry, such  as  taxes,  transportation.  Gov- 
ernment controls.  Government  expenditures, 
etc.,  including  so-called  Federal  mine  safety 
bill. 

D.  (6)   $5,500. 

A.  John  C.  Lynn,  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Hi. 

C.  (2)    (See  attached).' 

D.  (6)    $2,156.22. 

E.  (7)  $20.45;  (9)  $20.45;  (10)  $243.41; 
(11)    $263.86. 


»Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
r«tary. 


A.  A.  E.  Lyon,  Railway  Labor  Executives'  As- 
sociation, 10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  labor,  es- 
pecially railroad  labor. 

D.  (6)    $700. 

A.  Avery  McBee.  610  Shoreham  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hill  &  Knowlton.   Inc 

C.  (2)  Am  generally  Interested  in  legisla- 
tion aflecting  avi.aticjn.  the  steel  ind'.istry. 
and  other  industries  which  may  be  clienis 
of  Hill  &  Knowlton. 


A  Jonas  A.  McBride.  10  Independence  A\e- 
nue   SW  .   Washington.   D    C 

B.  Erotherh(x>d  of  Locomotive  Firemen  and 
Enginemcn.  310  Keith  BuUdmi^,  C1p\  eland, 
Ohio 

C.  (2i  All  legislation  ■'•TTtln-:  rhf  nrother- 
hood  of  Loctimotlve  Firemen  and  Enrlne- 
men  in  particular  a. id  i.iilroad  enipli  sees 
in  general 

D.  (6)     S250C3. 

A  Robert  J  McBrlde.  1424  IGth  SToot  NW  , 
Wa.^hi-t;tun,    D    C 

B.  Regular  C  imniun  C  .rr'cr  C  inference 
of  Americ:tn  Trucking  A.Sbociat  inn.s  Inc. 
1424    IGth    Street    NV;  ,   Washlnr^'.)'! ,    D     C 

C  (2i  The  gcnrr:l  le^islatl'.e  in'orost  Is 
the  proi-cction  and  lo.^torin'";  ot  the  interests 
of  Federally  regulated  nT-f^  r  cunm m  car- 
riers of  eeneral   ommodules. 

D     (6)    $412. ;u 


A.   Edw.ard    A    McC  l'^c.   777    14th   Street    .NW 
Washington.  D    C 

B.  Americ.in  liotel  .\.'^soci;i»li.!n,  221  W   57tli 
Street.  New  York.  N    V 

C.  (2)    Any   and    all    bills   and   statutes   of 
interest  to  the   hotel   industry. 

D.  (6)    $2.25.) 

E.  (71    .«340  11:     (9l     $:i4lMl;     (lOi     70.)  61; 
(11)    $1,0:872. 


A.   John    A.   M'-Cart.   nvim   716,   .AFOE.   900   F 
Street    NW  .    Washm  .t  jn,    D    C 

B.  American  Foc^crati'in  of  O  vernmfit 
Employees,  room  71G.  900  F  Street  NW  , 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  billG  of  interc.'^t  to  Fedf>ral  G  i-. - 
ernment  Employees  and  Di.strici  of  Columbi.i 
Government   employees. 

D.  (6)    $1.403  85 

E.  (7)  $4.90;  i9)  $4  90;  (10)  $3120;  (11) 
$39.10. 


A.  Prank  J  McCarthy.  211  S->'ithern  Biiildln?. 

15th    and    H    Streets   NW  ,    Washmcton. 

D    C. 
B.    The    Pcnn.'^ylvania    Railroad    Co  ,    1740 
Broad     Street    Station     Building.     Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

A.  J.  L.  McCasklll,  National  Education  Asso- 
ciation of  the  United  States,  1201  16th 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Division  of  Legislation  and  Federal  Re- 
lations of  the  National  Education  Associa- 
tion of-the  United  States,  1201  16th  Street 
NW.,  Wachlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  Congress 
relating  to  public  education. 

D.  (6)    $22563. 

A.    Warren    C.    McClure.    Mississippi    Valley 
Association.  Box  207.  Camden,  Ark. 
B.   Mississippi  Valley  Association.  511   Lo- 
cust Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

D.  (6)   $900. 

E.  (10)   $100;    (11)   $100. 


A.  Angus  McDonald. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  &  Cooperative 
Union  of  America.  1556  Sherman  Street,  Den- 
ver, Colo,  (home  office);  1404  New  York  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 


A.  A.  J  McFarland.  fleld  secretary,  126  North 
Eighth  Street,  Sterling.  Kans. 

B    The   Christian    Amendment   Movement. 

C  (2)  House  Joint  Resolution  156;  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  29.  (3)  The  Chriatlan 
Patriot 

D    (6  I    $810 

E  (7)  $120.  (9)  $120.  (10)  $740.  (11) 
$860. 

A  Thomas  Edward  McGrath.  4012  14th  Street 
NW  .   Washington.   D    C 

B  Taxpayers.  United  States  of  America. 
Lobbying  Pur(xi,sfs.  8(12  14th  Street  NW  . 
Washlni;t.n     D     C 

C  (2i  All  l.'v;i*latlon  touching  en  the  tax- 
payers' welliire,  nati nuil  seiurity.  wi  rid 
peace 

D     (6i    $180 

E     (2  .   $liiO.   ,'J  I   $180     (10,  $.540.    ill)   $720. 

A  M  r  McKercher,  ;jHGi)  I.indell  Btuilevard, 
.•-t     L.  .uLs,    Ml 

B  I  he  Older  (f  Rallrond  Telegrapher-. 
O    H    T    Bul'dlnr'    St    louls,  Mo 

('  i2i  Le<.nsl:ition  .ilTocilng  ",  he  welfare  ol 
r.ulT'  ad  emjjloy.es 

A  JtJ.'^eph  V  McLaughlin.  923  Chestnut  Street, 
Chattano"  [;a.    Teiin 

n  Ratlwny  E.xprc-^s  Agencv  2  iO  Park  Ave- 
nue   New  York.   .N    Y 

r:     I  10,    f  1  43.*  1(1,     (11)    $1  439  10, 

A  W  H  ?!i'M.iii.s  1  135  Nat  iMnal  Press  Build - 
UikV  W,tsh;ii.-ii.n,  D    C 

B  Ijl.-.ti:ic(l  .Spirus  In.'-tltutP.  113')  Na- 
tior;.il  Press  B'lMdin,-,   W:,.-hinc;ton,  D    C 

C  (2 1  I,e 'isl.iti.in  allecilng  the  domestic 
dib'aliiii^   i:ulu.-ti\ , 

A    CI  irence  M    McMiUan.   1424  K  Street  NV/ , 

V..I   iiingt.  n,    D     C 

B  Natl  mal  C-.mdy  Wholesalers  Aissn  .  Inc  , 
14.'4  K  Street  NW  ,  W.i,shiimi    n.  D    C 

C  (2 1  Interested  In  amendments,  li  any, 
to  the  HohiiL-ion-Patman  Act 

L    I  7)   $26  97,    (9.   $26  y7.    (11)   $20  97, 

A  V/lUiam  P  MacCracken.  Jr  .  1152  National 
Press  Buildiiit:.  Washiru'ton.  D    C, 

C  (2)  S  lOG,  H  H  4.528.  H  R  7320,  H  R, 
6319,  H  R  6<,2!,  H  R  0';2!)  S  27;i8.  S  2714. 
on  behal:  ol  tl.e  American  Optometrlc  Ajso- 
ci.ition,  Inc  ,  Dr    L*"o  G    IvIllU  r.  420  Sharp 

Building,  Lincoln,  Net)r  ;  on  behalf  of  Vera 
Sarah  Keen:n,  F.-ant  n  Court,  Greens  Farms. 
Conn  bnl  to  peruitt  residence  In  the  United 
States.  S  1120.  on  brhalf  of  John  J  Braund, 
900  .Alabama  Avenu?  .^E  ,  Wa.'-hlngton,  D,  C  , 
bill  to  compensate  John  J  Braund  for  use 
o;  pafnt-s  by  United  St.ites  Government, 
H    R    4j;j7 

D,    (Gi    J200 

E      iGi     II  61:     (7)     $3C7:     (8)     $4,80,     (0) 
$1008,    (lOi    $.32  5i.    (  11,    $442  59. 

A  Mackoff.  Kellogr^.  Muggll  &  Klrby,  Dick- 
inson, N  Dak, 
B  Bro..k:i  Ke,,-h.  Rriy  LllUbrldge,  and 
John  H.ns  n.  tri:;  tee-,,  operating  under  the 
name  of  Miner:!  Recovery  Tru::tees.  Dickin- 
son. N  Dak,  Trustees  in  behalf  of  former 
owners  of  land  sold  to  United  States  seek- 
ing  recovery  of   mineral   rights. 


A.   Lachlan    Mr.cleay.    511    Locust    Street,    St. 
Louis,    M  ), 
B,   Mi.-sij.'.ippi   Valley   A.ssoclatlon,   511   Lo- 
cust  Street.  St    Louis,  Mo. 

D.  (6)     $!,5C0. 

E.  (10)    $1,697  95:    (11)    $1.697  95. 

A.  W.  Bruce  Macnamee.  1809  G  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping, Inc.,   1809  G  Street  NW.,  Washington. 

E.   (10)   $62.86;    (11)   $62,86. 
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A    Carter  Manasco,  4201  Chesterbrook  Road. 

Falls  Chtirch,  Va. 

B  National  Business  Publications,  Inc., 
1001    15th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  members 
of   the  above  trade  association. 

D     (6)    $600 

E  (6)  $0:  (7)  $131.53;  (9)  $140.53;  (10) 
£126  02;    (11)   $366.55. 


A    Carter  Manasco.  4201  Chesterbrook  Road, 

F  ills  Church,  Va, 

B  National  Coal  Association,  Southern 
Building.   V.'ashlngton,  D,   C. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  bltumi- 
n    us  co.al  Industry. 

r     (6)    $2,600. 

F  (6)  $9;  (7)  $131.53;  (9)  $140  53;  (10) 
$420  02:    (11)   $566,55. 


A    Manufacturing      Chemists'      Association, 
Inc  ,  246  Woodward  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C, 
1?     (1)    $15,000;    (9)    $15,000;    (10)    $47,750; 
(11)  $82,750. 

A    James  Mark.  Jr.,  1435  K  Street  NW.,  Waah- 
luKton.   D    C. 
B    United   Mine   Workera  of   America,  900 
15th  Street  hTW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  construed  to 
be  directly  or  indirectly  beneficial  or  detri- 
mental to  the  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America  and  Its  members. 

D.  (6)    $3,302. 

A.  Winston  W.  Marsh.  7T7  14th  Street  NW, 
Washington.   D.  C. 

B  The  National  Association  of  Independ- 
ent Tire  Dealers.  Inc..  777  14th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

E. (10)  $1;   (11)  $1. 


A.  Robert    P.    Martin,    617   Wyatt    BxUldlng, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Vitrified    China    Aaaoclation.    Inc..    617 
Wyatt  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 


A.  Langdon  P.  Marvin.  Jr..  3032  Q  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  any  proposed 
legislation  having  direct  or  specific  relation- 
ship to  air  transportation  costs.  H.  R.  508 
(air  mail  subsidy  separation  bUl).  In  favor 
of  enactment. 

D.  (6)   $498. 

E.  (4)  $36.50:  (8)  $14.76;  (9)  ISl.aC;  (10) 
1674.62;    (11)    $725.88. 

A.  Maryland  and  Virginia  Milk  ProducerB  As- 
sociation, Inc.,  1756  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

A.  Will  Maslow,  15  East  84th  Street.  New 
Yoik  City. 

B.  American  Jewish  Congreas.  Inc..  15 
East  84th  Street.  New  Ycwk  City. 

C.  (2)  To  oppose  antl-SemltIsm  and 
racism  In  all  its  forms  and  to  defend  civil 
rights  incident  thereto. 

D.  (6)    $112.50. 

E.  (10)    $30;   (11)   $30. 

A.  Walter  J.  Mason.  901  Maaaachusetta  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labcw,  901  Mas- 
sachusetts Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  generally,  and  Bpeclfically  bllla  af- 
fecting wcM'kers. 

D.  (6)   $2,632. 

E.  (6)  $14.70;  (8)  1141.30:  (B)  $156;  (10) 
$565;   (11)  $721. 


A-  Cyrus  H.  Maxwell.  M.  D..  1523  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American     Medical     Aaaoclation.     635 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    AU  blUs    (Senate  and  House)    re- 
lating to  health  and  welfare. 

D.  (6)   $2,749.98. 

E.  (7)    $150.48;    (9)    $150.48;    (10)    $304.16; 
(11)  $454.64. 

A.  E.  A.  Meeks,  National  League  of  District 
Postmasters,  1110  F  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  League  of  District  Postmasters. 
1110  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)    Any  legislation  which  affects  the 
Interests  of  postmasters. 

D.  (6)  $1,500. 

A.  Clarence   R.    Miles,    1615    H    Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Chamber   of   Commerce   of  the  United 
States,  1615  H  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (7)    $2,724.92;    (8)    $2,724.92. 

E.  (10)    $161.48;    (11)   $161.48. 


A.  Harold   M.  Miles,   65  Market  Street,   San 
Francisco,  Calif. 
B.  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  65  Market  Street. 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 


A.  Milk  Industry  Foundation.  1625  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (Sec  attached  statement,  p.  3.)* 

D.  (6)   $1,500. 

E.  (3)  $1,500;  (9)  $1,500;  (10)  $10,346.78; 
(11)  $11,846.78;  (15)  (See  explanation  No.  3. 
pp.  4,  5.  and  6.)» 

A.  Dale  MlUer.  Room  372.  Mayflower  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Dallas  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  Etellaa 
and  Texas,  such  as  appropriations  and  reve- 
nue bUlB.  (3)  Monthly  article  In  Dallas 
magazine. 

D.  (6)   $2,200. 

E.  (2)  $275;  (5)  $121.67;  (6)  $12.81:  (7) 
$527.29;  (8)  $51.85;  (9)  $988.62;  (10) 
$2,931.87;    (11)   $3,920.49. 

A.  Dale  MUler.  Room  372.  Mayflower  Hotel. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Intracoastal  Canal  Association  of  Lou- 
isiana and  Texas,  Second  National  Bank 
Building,  Houston,  Tex. 

C.  (2)  For  adequate  river  and  harbor  au- 
thorizations and  approprlatlona. 

D.  (6)    $3,250. 

E.  (5)  $26.29:  (6)  $34.33;  (7)  $348.47:  (8) 
$22.36:  (9)  $431.45:  (10)  $1,247.21;  (11) 
$1,678.66. 

A.  Dale  Miller,  Room  372,  Mayflower  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co.,  Newgulf.  Tex., 
and  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  For  retention  of  existing  depletion 
allowances  In  tax  laws. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (5)  $825;  (6)  $76.51;  (7)  $188.39;  (8) 
$99;  (9)  $1,188.90:  (10)  $3,888.58:  (11) 
$5,077.48. 

A.  Justin  Miller,   1771   N  Street  Northweat, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Relating  directly  or  Indirectly  to 
the  radio  and  television  broadcasting  Indvis- 
try. 


» Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Millers'    National    Federation,    309    West 
Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago.  111. 
E.    (10)    $717.87:    (11)    $717.87. 


A.  Mississippi  Associated  Businessmen,  Inc., 
605-607  Plaza  Building.  Post  Office  Box 
1329,  Jackson,  Miss. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  Governntent 
economy.  Government  regulations  of  busi- 
ness and  taxation  such  as  Mason  bill,  H.  R. 
240,  DavU  bill,  H.  R.  1177,  and  Senator  WU- 
liams  bill,  S.  892. 

D.  (6)   $465. 

E.  (4)  $4.61;  (8)  $15.13;  (9)  $19.74;  (10) 
$3,581.81;    (11)   $3,601.55. 


A.  Missouri-Kansas  Businessmen's  Associa- 
tion, Inc..  1210  Waltower  BuUding, 
Kansas  City.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Association  is  Interested  In  legisla- 
tion relating  to  taxation  c^  independent 
business,  labor  legislation,  and  encroachment 
of  Government  Into  private  Industry. 

D.  (7)  $160. 

E.  (4)  $366.62;  (5)  $9.03;  (7)  $88.51:  (8) 
$7.50;  (9)  $471.66;  (10)  $1,655;  (11)  $2,126.66. 


A.  P.  E.  Mollln,  515  Cooper  Building,  Denver, 
Colo. 
B.  American  National  Cattlemen's  Associ- 
ation, 515  Cooper  Building.  Denver,  Colo. 

D.  (6)    $3300. 

E.  (10)  $1,924.08;   (11)  $1,924.08. 


A.  George  W.  Morgan.  90  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  Association  of  American  Ship  Owners, 
90  Broad  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 


A.  The  Morris  Plan  Corporation  of  America, 
103  Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C.  (2)    (a)   Bank    holding   company    bills 
and  similar  legislation,     (d)  Against. 


A.  Giles  Morrow,  Freight  Forwarders  Insti- 
tute. 1220  Dupont  Circle  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Freight  Forwarders  Institute  (same  as 
above ) . 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  freight  far« 
warders. 

D.  (6)  $3,750. 

E.  (5)    $25.78;    (6)    $3.63;    (7)    $40.55;    (0) 
$69.96;  (10)  $184;  (11)  $253.96. 


A.  Harold  G.  Mosler,  610  Shoreham  Btiilding, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, Inc.,  610  Shoreham  Building.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  of  Interest  to  the 
aicraft-manufacturing  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (6)  $5.06:  (7)  $418.98:  (8)  $3;  (9) 
$427.04;   (10)  $86.60;   (11)  $513.64. 


A.  William  J.  Mougey,  802  Cafrlts  BuUding, 
Washington,    D.    C. 
B.  General  Motors  Corp.,  3044  Wept  Grand 
Boulevard,  Detroit.  Mich. 


A.  T.  H.  Mullen.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Pap>er  and  Pulp  Association, 
122  East  42d  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)    Legislative  Interests  aie  those  of 
employer. 

D.  (6)   $300. 

E.  (6)    $60:    (7)    $25;    (9)    $75:    (10)    $120; 
(11)   $195. 
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A.  Walter    J.    Munro;     Hotel    WaaMngton. 
Wasiilngton,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of   Railroad   Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  legislation  favorable  to 
labor  and  opposing  unfavorable  labor  legis- 
lation. 

A.  Dr.  Emmett  J.  Miirphy.  5737  13th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Chiropractic  Insurance  Co., 
Webster  City.  Iowa. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interest  of  employer  la 
to  promote  the  welfare  of  its  policyholders 
and  prevent  discrimination  against  the 
chiropractic  profession. 

D.  (6)    $300. 

E.  (9)    $300;  (10)  $900;  (11)  $1,200. 

A.  Ray  Mvirphy,  60  John  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety 
Companies,  60  John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies. 

D.  (6)   $99. 

A.  Francis  J.  Myers,  2026  Land  Title  Build- 
ing, Philadelphia,  Pa. 

B.  National  Foundation  for  Consumer 
Credit.  Inc. 

C.  (2)  Regulation  W,  IDefence  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

D.  (6)    $937.50. 

E.  (7)  $40.53;  (9)  $40.53;  (10)  $502.90; 
(11)    $543.43. 

A.  J.  Walter  Myers,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box  692, 
Valdoeta.  Qa. 

B.  Forest  Farmers  Association  Cooperative, 
Post  Office  Box  692,  Valdoeta,  Qa. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  3994,  8.  1767,  H.  R.  2573.  S. 
1149,  H.  R.  5474,  H.  R.  565,  H.  R.  3527.  (3) 
The  Forest  Parmer. 

S.   (11)   $246.42. 

A.    National    Agricultural    Limestone   Insti- 
tute, Inc..  619  F.  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
C.   (2)    All  legislation  which  directly  or  in- 
directly affects  the  interesta  of  agricultxiral 
limestone  producers. 
E.   (11)  $1,534.77. 

A.  National  Associated  Businessmen.  Inc., 
927  15th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Laws  affecting  businessmen,  par- 
ticularly with  relation  to  taxation,  labor. 
Government  regulation  of  business,  social 
security,  and  tax-privileged  corporations  in 
business.     (3)  Washington  Report. 

2.  (2)  $3,113.80;  (4)  $4.40;  (5)  $624.23 
(0)  $152.37;  (7)  $48.50;  (8)  $233.75;  (9) 
•4,177.05;    (10)    $15,036.35;    (11)    $19,213.40. 

A.  National   Association   of  Attorneys   Gen- 
eral,   1406    O    Street   NW.,    Washington 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  eonflrm  and  establish  Utle  In 
the  States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
Within  State  boundaries. 

D.  (6)    $10,000. 

E.  (2)  $6,043.43;  (4)  $23.46;  (5)  $473  80- 
(6)  $178.58;  (7)  $1,227.63;  (8)  $1.188  17- 
(9)  9,136.07;   (10)  $21,086.03;   (11)  $30.221. lo'. 

A.  National  Association  and  Council  of  Busi- 
ness Schools.  418-19  Homer  Building.  601 
13tli  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (a>  Laglslatlon  concerning  education  of 
all  Ictnds.  particularly  bllU  relative  to  GI 
edaeatkjn  for  Korean  veterans.  (3)  Business 
School  News  and  Business  School  Executive 

ZX   (e)    •14.516.19, 

E.  (2)  $7,297.62;  (4)  $1,177.56;  (5) 
$3,141.77:     (6)     $92.06;     (7)     $2,406  84;     (8) 

•T?.7i:  (»)  tiaaaa-M;  (lo)  t2a.06i.a7;  (ii) 

$41,355.43. 


A.  National  Association  of  Direct  Selling 
Companies,  163-65  Center  Street,  Wi- 
nona. Minn. 

D.    (6)    13,787  50. 

K.   (11)   $161.79. 

A.  National  Association  of  EHectrlc  Compa- 
nies, 1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D,  C. 

C.  (2)  (See    appended    statement,    p.    5  1' 

(3)  (See  appended  statement,  p.  6:  also  see 
detailed  listing  of  expenditures,  E-15  (pp. 
12-16)  ).' 

D.  (6)    $29,378.39. 

E.  (1)   $28,972.16;    (2)   $71,743  31;    (3)   $350; 

(4)  $10,631.86;  (5)  $4,655.58;  (6)  $98(140; 
(7)    $8.13867;    (8i    $3,102.58;    (9)   $128,574.65; 

(10)  $349,367.09;  (11)  $477,941.74;  (15) 
$26.64,  November  3,  November  26,  December 
18,  1952,  Addressograph-MuUigrnph  Curji  , 
1200  Babbitt  Road.  Cleveland,  Ohio  Ad- 
dressograph  plates;  multigraph  machine 
supplies  and  malnt?nance.  $350.  October  31, 
1952.  Aid  Chinese  Refugee  Intellectual.s, 
Inc.,  care  of  J.  P  Grace.  Jr  ,  president,  W  R. 
Grace  &  Co.,  7  Hanover  Square,  New  Yorlt, 
N.  Y.  Charitable  contribution,  $1.612  65, 
October  24,  November  26.  December  31.  lySJ. 
American  Airlines,  Inc  .  910  South  Boston 
Avenue,  Tulsa.  Okla.  Transporution,  etc' 

A.  The  National  Association  of  Independent 
Tire  Dealers,  Inc.  777  14th  Street  NW  , 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  association  has  a  general  leK- 
Islatlve  interest  In  statutes  or  bills  which 
affect  the  Interests  of  independent  tire 
dealers.     (3)    Dealer  News. 

D.  (6)    $29.04. 

E.  (4)     $29.04;     (9)     $29  04;     (10)     $287  01; 

(11)  $316.05;  (15)  $29.04,  October  31,  1952, 
November  28,  1952.  December  31,  1952.  Kauf- 
mann  Press,  Inc  .  25  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D,  C.  Estimated  cost  of 
printing  and  distributing  two  Items  In  Deal- 
er News  diu-Jng  fourth  quarter  of  1952  which 
might  be  said  to  relate  to  "legislative  inter- 
ests." This  fl^re  is  based  on  an  estimate 
of  that  part  of  the  total  cost  of  publica- 
tion attributable  to  the  two  Items. 

A.  National  Association  of  Insurance  Agents. 
96  Pulton  Street,  New  Yurk,  N    Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects,  di- 
rectly or  Indirectly,  local  property  Insurance 
agents;  War  Damage  Corporation  legisla- 
tion; social -security  legislation;  insurance 
legislation;  tax  equality  legislation;  wage. 
salary,  and  manpower  control  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $2,802  03. 

E.  (2)  $3,988.20;  (5)  $438.25;  (6)  $314.21: 
(7)  $42.49;  (8)  $135  25;  (9)  $4,918.40;  (10) 
$13,189.92;  (11)  $18,088.32;  (15)  $2,983.20, 
October  10,  24;  November  7,  21;  December 
5,  19.  31,  Maurice  G.  Herndon.  207  Fairfax 
Road,  Alexandria.  Va..  salary-;  $1,005.  October 
10.  34;  November  7,  21;  December  5,  19.  31., 
Margaret  E.  Yeager,  4115  Nicholas  Avenue 
SW.,  Wasliington.  D.  C.  salary;  $360,  Octo- 
ber 1.  November  I,  r>ecember  1,  Washington 
Loan  &.  Trust  Co.,  Wasliington,  D.  C,  office 
rent,  etc' 

A.  National  Association  of  Margarine  Manu- 
facturers, 10-28  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  any  legislation  that 
may  relate  to  margarine. 

D.  (6)    $28. 

E.  (2)  $26;  (7)  $3;  (9)  $28;  (10)  $187.80; 
(11)  $215.80;  (15)  $200,  January  15,  16,  17. 
April  28,  June  11,  13,  17.  18.  20.  December 
31.  Siert  P.  Rlepma.  1028  Munsey  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C.  salary  on  account  of  leg- 
islative activities. 


'  Not  printed.     PUed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary.- 


A.  National   Association   of    Mutual   Savings 
B;\nks,    60    East    42d    Street.    New    York 
N    Y. 
C.   (2)     The    general    legislative    interests 
consist  of  any  legislation  which  the  mutual 
savinK?  banks  have  a  legitimate  Interest  lu 
sur)porting  or  opijosing.     There  were  no  spe- 
cihc  legislative  interests  during  this  quarter 
E.    (10)    $164  50;    (11  )    $164.50. 


A.  National  Association  of  Postal  Super- 
visors, Poet  Office  Box  2013,  Wwhlngton, 
D   c. 

C  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  postal  em- 
pl')yt'es,  including  supervisors,  and  the  postal 
service 

D     (Gi    $4,142  76. 

E  (2)  $2,300:  (4)  $3,P65  70:  (5)  $300:  (6) 
$10;  (7»  $100  10;  (9)  $0,575  80;  (10) 
$14,777  20.    ill  J    $21,352. 

A.  National      Ass<x^lation      of      Real      Estate 
Boards-  Its     Public     Relations     Depart- 
ment and  Its  Realtnrs  Washington  C(.m- 
mitiee.  22  West  Mouroe  Street,  Chicago. 
111-1737    K    Street    NW  ,    Waehlugtou, 
D  r 
C    (a)    Ai:y  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  industry 
D     I  6  I    $22. ice  10 

E  (1)  $101502:  (7)  $21,59801:  (4) 
$2UJ8.i4.  (5i  $2.970  37:  (0)  $1,398:  (7) 
$842901:  (8)  $14521:  (9)  $37.61398;  (10) 
$90.279  69:  (11)  $127.893  66;  (16)  $190;  Oc- 
tober 1  to  December  31,  1952;  Lucille  BeU 
tinker,  1882  Ci)lumbla  Road  NW  .  Washing- 
ton D  C,  »9.=)()01,  1315.  Mary  T.  Burton. 
2122  Ma.s.'.achasetts  Avenue,  Washington, 
D,  C,  $630.  $630  01.  Margaret  Crosby.  4305 
Van  Ness  Street  NW .  Wa.shlngtun.  D.  C. 
$1.325  01.  $412  50,  Ruth  ClemenU.  3447-A 
Stafford  SUeet,  Arlington,  Va..  $826.  etc' 

A.  National  Ass<iciatlon  nf  Retired  Civil  Em- 
ployees. 1246  20th  Street  NW  ,  Washing- 
ton, D    C 
C.   (2)    Legislation    affertin«    retired    civtt 

employees       i3i    "Tlie  Annuitant." 
E    (10)   $600;    (11)  $600. 

A    National      Association      of      Storekeeper- 
Gaugers.  John  A.  Cranage.  National  8ec- 
retary-Trensuror.     4742     North     Carlisis 
Street.  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
C.   (2)     Ail     lefc;iblatiun     affecting    Federal 
cla*stfled  employees,  and   that  In  particular 
which     would    affect    cur     poelUoa — Uiilted 
States  Storekeeper-Gauger. 
D     (  6  I    $565  20 

E.  (2)  $500,  (9)  $500;  (10)  $1,500;  (11) 
$2,000. 

A.  National  A.s.soclatlnn  of  Travel  Organiza- 
tions,  1424   K  Street  NW..  Waslunatoa. 
D.  C. 
D     (6 1   $11.350  22. 

E.  (2)  $333  99;  (4)  $18  50:  (5)  $78;  (fl) 
$12.  (9)  $442.49.  (lOi  $1,327.47.  (11) 
$1,769.96.  ■       V      # 

A.  National    Board,    YWCA.    600    Lexlngtoa 
Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A.  National  Bvi.sine.ss  Pubheatlons.  Inc  ,  1001 
15th  Street  NW  ,  Suite  55.  Washln  ton 
D   C. 

C.  (2)  That  which  affects  postal  rates  of 
peruxlicaLs  published  by  members  of  the 
above-named  association. 

A.  National   Canners   Association.   1133  20th 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.   (2)    Defense  controls  and  all  measurss 

directly  affecting  the  food  canning  Industty. 

'  Not  printed.  FUed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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D.  (6)    $321,595.94. 

E.  (2)  $3.827  49;  (4)  $107.63;  (6)  $68.69; 
(7)  $17871;  (8)  $46.71;  (9)  $4,229.23;  (10) 
$16,294.22;  (11)  $20,523.46;  (16)  $2,327.49, 
October  31,  November  30,  December  31.  Rob- 
ert B.  Helney.  McLean,  Va..  salary;  $1,500. 
October  31.  November  30,  December  31.  Otto 
Lowe.  Washington,  D.  C.  legal  services; 
$12  75,  October  3,  Congfressional  Quarterly, 
Washington,  D.  C.  25  copies  of  Congressional 
Quiirterly.  etc' 

A.  National  Coal  Association.  802  Southern 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  All  measures  affecting  bituminous 
coal   Industry. 

D    (See  attachment  A.)  • 

E.    (See  attachment  B.)  * 

A.  National  Committee  To  Limit  Federal  Tax- 
ing Powers,  1737  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C  (2 1  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  taxes  and  the  na- 
tional debt.     Senate  Joint  Resolution  155. 

D.    (6)    $15. 

E  (4)  $32  28;  (9)  $32.28;  (10)  $1,352.79; 
(11)  $1.385  07;  (15)  $32.23,  October  27,  1952. 
the  National  Assoc'.atlon  of  Real  Estate 
Boards,  22  West  Monroe  Ctreet.  Chicago.  111. 
Reimbursement  for  months  of  July,  August, 
September.  October,  postage  and  mailroom. 

A.  National    Committee    for    Strengthening 
Congress,  1 135  Tower  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
C.    (3)     Legislative    Interests    Include    any 
and  all  legislation  dealing  with  the  organiza- 
tion of  Congress. 

a  (4)  $536.39;  (S)  $113.82;  (6)  $12  05;  (9) 
$662  26;  (10)  $557.07;  (11)  $1,219  33;  (15) 
$12  05,  November  20.  Jones.  Day.  Cockley  A 
Reavls.  1135  Tower  Building.  Washington  6, 
D  C  ,  reimbursement  for  phone  calls.  $93.73. 
December  15.  William  Feather  Co..  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  stationery.  $13683.  December  19.  Na- 
tional Planning  Association.  Washington. 
D  C .  reimbursement  for  stamps.  $20  00. 
December  22.  William  Feather  Co..  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  stationery.  $393  95,  December  31.  Raus 
l»ros..  Cleveland.  Ohio,  printing. 

A.  National    Cotton    Compress    and    Cotton 

Warehouse      Associstlon.      586      Shrine 

Building,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  1008  16th 

Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.    (2)   Any  matters  substantially  affecting 

the  cotton  compress  and  cotton  warehouse 

Industry. 

B.  (10)   $6«1.7«;   (11)   $5«1.7«. 

A.  National  Cotton  Council  of  Amertca.  post- 
office  box  18.  MemphU,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
affecting  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will  pro- 
mote the  purposes  for  which  the  Council  is 
organized. 

D.  (6)    $6.04«.4«. 

E.  (3)  $3,076.90;  (4)  $394.91;  (6>  $199.80: 
(6)  $5753;  (7)  $1,318.32;  (9)  $5,046.46;  (10) 
$23,676  48:  (11)  $28,722.94;  (16)  Albert  B. 
Russell.  162  Madison  Avenue.  Memphis, 
Tenn..  1952.  salary  and  expense.  $8,250.21: 
Read  Dunn.  Jr..  1832  M  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  1962.  salary  and  expense. 
$251.02;  William  Rhea  Blake.  162  Madison 
Avenue,  Memphis.  Tenn..  1952.  salary  and 
expense,  $804  52;  J.  Banks  Young.  1832  M 
Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C.  1952.  salary 
and  expense,  $3,242.80.  etc. 

A.  Nstlonal  Council  on  Business  Mall.  Inc. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relating  to  the  postal 
service. 

D.  (6)    $1,023.96. 


E.  (1)  $900;  (5)  $73.29:  (7)  $50.67;  (9) 
$1,023.96;  (10)  $4,881.63;  (11)  $5,905.49;  $900. 
October  7.  November  6,  November  24,  Sam 
O'Neal,  211  National  Press  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  for  public-relations  counsel; 
$67.74,  October  7,  November  24,  December  31. 
Sam  O'Neal.  211  National  Press  BuUding. 
Washington,  D.  C,  to  reimburse  for  messen- 
ger and  supplies;  $50.67,  October  7,  December 
29,  Mayffower  Hotel.  Washington.  D.  C,  meals 
and  lodging. 

A.  National  Council  of  Farmer  Cooperatives, 
744  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

A.  National  Ccuncil  for  Prevention  of  War. 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace,  such: 
Mutual-assistance  program,  appropriations 
and  supplementary  appropriations  particu- 
larly where  they  bear  on  military  matters  or 
on  the  government  of  occupied  areas,  man- 
power legislation.  Including  universal  mili- 
tary training  and  service,  economic  assistance 
(point  4).  dlsarnrianent.  expellees  and  dis- 
placed persons,  educational  exchange  and  ini- 
migratlon  legislation.     (3)    Peace  action. 

D.  (6)    $8.555  44. 

E.  (2)  $5,841.94;  (3)  $35;  (4)  $862.98;  (5) 
$1,187.64;  (6)  $77.07;  (7)  $282.17;  (8)  $1,105.- 
01;  (9)  $9,391.81;  (10)  $28,628.70;  (11)  $37,- 
920.51. 

A,  National  Economic  Council.  Inc..  7501  Em- 
pire State  Building,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Our  legislative  interests  are  in  favor 
of  any  legislation  that  tends  to  supxport  pri- 
vate enterprise,  maintain  American  inde- 
pendence, and  in  opposition  to  any  measures 
that  work  contrariwise. 

D.  (6)    $18,060.13. 

E  (2)  $8,222.69;  (4)  $4,487.82;  (5)  $4.- 
489.07;  (6)  $489.14;  (7)  $995.60;  (8)  $1,130.51; 
(9)  $18314.83;  (10)  $87,649.83;  (11)  $106.- 
464.66;  (15)  $201.03,  Brooklyn  Eagle  Press. 
Inc..  24  Johnson  Street.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.. 
CouncU  letter  No.  294,  copy  enclosed  last 
report. 

A.  National  Electrical  Contractors  Associa- 
tion. Inc.  1200  18th  Street  r'W.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Electrical  Contrac- 
tors Association  has  an  interest  in  the  enact- 
ment of  S.  2907.  a  bill  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  in  connection  with  construc- 
tion contracts  made  by  executive  agencies 
and  fcx-  other  purposes.  (3)  Qualified  Con- 
tractor. 

D  and  E.   (See  Ref.  A.)* 

A.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping. Inc..  1809  a  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  Members  are:  Pacific  American  Steam- 
ship Association,  16  California  Street,  San 
Francisco.  Calif.;  Shipowners  Association  of 
the  Pacific  Coast.  110  Market  Street.  San 
Francisco,  Calif.;  American  Merchant  Marine 
Institute,  11  Broadway,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

E.  (10)   $23.31030;   (11)  $23310.30. 

A.  The  National  Federation  of  Business  and 
Professional  Women's  Clubs.  Inc.,  1819 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (See  attached.)' 

D.  (6)    $80,907.60. 

E.  (2)  $900;  (6)  $225.84;  (6)  $75.75;  (8) 
$23.67;  (9)  $1,225^6;  (10)  $3,979.96;  (11) 
$5,206.21. 

A.  National  Federation  of  Post  Office  Clerks, 
Suite  602.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  postal 
service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and  Federal 
employees.     (3)  The  Union  Postal  Clerk. 

D.  (6)   $126,934.65. 


E.  (2)  $6,587.36:  (4)  $7,339.28;  (5)  $330; 
(6)  66.30;  (8)  $6,826.53;  (9)  $20,199.47;  (10) 
$77,669.69;  (11)  $97,869.16;  (15)  $1,222.39. 
October  9,  Sound  Studios,  Inc..  legislative  ex- 
penses; $147.92.  October  17.  Railway  Express 
Agency,  express  charges  on  transcript: 
$340.80.  October  17,  Radio  Station.  WCFM, 
talent  and  program  time  for  September  1952; 
$97.49,  October  31,  Railway  Express*  Agency, 
express  charges  on  transcript,  etc' 


A.  National    Food    Brokers    Association.    527 
Munsey  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  support  of  the  Robinson-Patman 
Act,  the  law  prohibiting  unfair  price  dis- 
criminations. Opposed  to  S.  719.  a  bill  to 
establish  beyond  doubt  that,  under  the  Rob- 
inson-Patman Act.  it  is  a  complete  defense 
to  a  charge  of  price  discrimination  for  the 
seller  to  show  that  Its  price  differential  has 
been  made  in  good  faith  to  meet  the  equally 
low  price  of  a  competitor.  (3)  An  Old  Enemy 
Haunts  the  Food  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,179.70. 

E.  (2)  $500;  (4)  $448.71;  (5)  $30:  (6)  $15; 
(7)  $186.99;  (9)  $1,179.70;  (10)  $2,093.31: 
(11)  $3,273.01;  (15)  $600,  Watson  Rogers,  527 
Munsey  Building.  Washington,  D.  C.  Esti- 
mated portion  of  regular  salary  as  president 
of  the  association  which  may  be  considered 
as  compensation  for  legislative  activities; 
$13.96,  October  1952.  railroad  fare  to  New 
York,  Pennsylvania  Railroad.  Washington, 
D.  C;  $101.43.  November.  Trans.  World  Air- 
lines, Kansas  City.  Mo.,  for  fare  to  Spring- 
field, 111.,  via  American  Airlines. 


A.  National  Housing  Conference,  Inc..  1129 
Vermont  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  At  the  opening  of  the  83d  Congress 
no  bills  have  yet  been  introduced  in  which 
the  National  Housing  Conference  has  basic 
interests.  As  the  session  develops  it  is  prob- 
able that  meas\u%8  relating  to  private  and 
public  low-rent  housing,  slum  clearance,  and 
redevelopment  will  be  submitted  and  the 
conference  will  be  Interested  in  expressing 
an  opinion  on  them. 

D.  (6)    $11,316.47. 

E.  (2)  $6,150.22;  (3)  $30;  (4)  $1,528.25; 
(5)  $1,590.81;  (6)  $711.72  (7)  $l,20l.90;  (8) 
$2,501.26;  (9)  $13,720.16;  (10)  $48,197.54; 
(11)  $61,917.70;  (15)  $34537.  October  30.  No- 
vember 16.  November  21.  Fox-Jones,  1419  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  office  supplies; 
$11.33,  October  30,  Capital  Couriers,  Press 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C.  delivery  and 
messenger  service;  $24.  November  6,  Decem- 
ber 22,  Royal  Typevrrlter  Co.,  1105  D  Street 
SW..  Washington,  D.  C,  rental  of  type- 
writers; $602.82,  November  18,  December  11, 
Rufxis  H.  Darby,  24th  and  Douglas  Streets 
NE.,  Washington,  D.  C,  stationery,  etc.^ 


A.  The  National  Labor-Management  Council 
on  Foreign  Trade  Policy.  424  Boweu 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $350. 

E.  (1)  $467.85;  (2)  $24152.01:  (4)  $273.49; 
(6)  $562.96;  (6)  $215.59;  (7)  $48131;  (8) 
$89.89;  (9)  $4,343.10;  (10)  $11,103.61;  (11) 
$15,446.71;  (15)  $185.50.  October  1,  the  Bowea 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C.  October  office 
rent;  $118.65,  October  3.  WPIK  Potomac 
Broadcasting  Co..  Alexandria,  Va.,  three  radio 
broadcasts-  $2.04,  October  6.  Charles  G.  Stott 
&  Co.,  Washington,  D.  C,  office  supplies: 
$7436,  October  6.  C.  &  P.  Telephone  Co, 
Washington,  D.  C.  telephone  bill,  etc.^ 


A.  National  Live  Stock  Tax  Conimlttee,  615 
Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 
D.   (6)    $485.25. 


.1 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


'Not  printed.    FUed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


I  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  Ifatlonal  Lumber  ICanufactnren  Aasoela- 
tton.  1319  18tb  Street  MW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (3)  AU  legtelatkm  affecting  the  Interests 
of  the  lumber  manufactiirlng  Industry.  (3) 
Mstkmal  Lumber  Meivs,  National  Defense  De- 
velopment Letter. 

D.  (S)   •B.S98.40. 

K.  (1)  i6.S34U5:  <2)  $3,877  14;  (4>  tSBtJrr: 
(5)  9200.01;  (0)  $38.84:  <7)  91.00616:  (8> 
$2,831.83;  (9)  $14,939;  (10)  $37,541.46;  (11) 
$52,480.46. 

A.  National  MUk  Producers  Federation,  1731 
I  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cooperatives  through 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and  mar- 
ket their  milk.  (3)  Dairy  Director,  News 
lor  Dairy  Co-ops.  Legislative  Letter. 

D.  (6)  $43,449.86. 

E.  (1)  $39,130.02;  (2)  $25,761.49;  (3) 
$13337.13;  (5)  $2,429.82;  (6)  $81«.8«;  (7) 
$10,098.01;  (8)  $1,029.39;  (9)  $92,002.53;  (10) 
$127,234.74;  (11)  $219,837.36;  (15)  Octobers. 
1952.  District  Unemployment  Compensation 
Board.  District  of  Ctrtumbla.  District  of  Co- 
lumbia unemployment.  $8.50;  October  3. 
1952,  Margaret  K.  Taylor.  Woodner  Apart- 
mente.  District  of  Coliunbla,  travel.  $80;  Oc- 
tober 15.  1952.  Val  C.  Sherman.  411  Highland 
Avenue.  Kenwood.  Md..  salary.  $317.17.  mis- 
cellaneous. $1.50,  etc.' 

A.  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association. 
100  West  3l8t  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.   (See  p.  8.)» 

E.  (2)  $3,375;  (4)  $2,038.83;  (5)  $517.60; 
(7)  $176;  (8)  $2.50;  (9)  $6,109.93;  (10) 
$19,596.54;  (11)  $25.705.4V;  (15)  $3,000  (fee). 
October  31.  November  30.  December  30.  1952. 
John  C.  Hazen,  Sheraton  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C  legislative  representative;  $44J25 
(expense).  October  31.  November  30,  Decem- 
ber ao.  1963.  John  C.  Hasen.  Sheraton  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C.  leglslaUve  representa- 
tive; $375  (fee),  October  31,  November  30, 
December  90.  1952.  Brsklne  Stewart,  Shera- 
ton Building.  Washington.  D.  C,  legislative 
representative;  $1.25  (expense),  October  31, 
November  30,  December  30.  1952.  Brsklne 
Stewart,  Sheraton  Building.  Washington. 
D.  C  legislative  reprcsentaUve;  $517.60,  Oc- 
tober 31.  November  30,  December  30.  1952, 
Washington  office.  Sheraton  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C  overhead. 

A.  National    Retail    Pumlture    Association. 
666  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  Dl. 
C.   ( 2 )  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trades. 

B.  (3)  $500;  (S)  $400;  (6)  $50;  (9)  $950; 
(10)  $4,650;  (11)  $5,600;  (15)  $500,  Leo  J. 
Heer,  National  Retail  Fiumlture  Association, 
1038  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C,  allocation  of  salary  for  period  covered 
by  this  report  (paid  in  Bemlmonthly  Install- 
m.ent8). 

A.  National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress. 
1720  M  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  pertaining  to  river  and 
harbor  improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion. Irrigation,  reclamation,  soil  and  water 
conscrvaUon,  and  related  subjects. 

D.  (0)  $615. 

K.  (2)  $1,135.66;  (5)  $7.19;  ffl)  $14.20;  (7) 
(23.29;  (8)  $488.91;  (9)  $1,849.21;  (10)  $13,- 
287.00;  (11)  $14,986.27;  (15)  October  17.  the 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  725 
13ta»  atPest  WW..  Washington.  D.  C,  telephone 
bin,  October  1.  1952;  $468  56.  October  17. 
Director  of  Itatemal  Revenue.  Baltimore. 
Md..  withholding  and  FICA  taxes,  third 
quarter.  1962;  $23.25.  October  17,  Gulf  Oil 
Corp.,  1515  Loctnrt  Street.  Philadelphia.  Pa., 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Qerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


charges.  September  1952;  $75.  November  5. 
Hamilton  National  Bank.  Washington.  D.  C. 
payroll  deduction  bond;  $86.16.  October  8.  22. 
LaD.  McO.  Krlner.  4301  Massachusetu  Ave- 
nue, Washington,  D.  C,  salary;  $976.50.  Oc- 
tober 8,  23.  November  5,  19;  December  3. 
WiUiam  H.  Webb.  1720  M  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C  salary. 

A.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Conference, 
843  Transportation  Building.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  and  power  proj- 
ect:  H.  J.  Res.  337;   S.  J.  Res.  27   (opposed). 

D.  (6)    $10,500. 

E.  (1)  $600;  (2)  $4,791.04;  (4)  $448.44;  (5) 
$1,085.17;  (6)  $370.82;  (7)  $848  58;  (8) 
$171.92;  (9)  $8^15.97;  (10)  $53.876  10;  (11) 
$61,892.07;  (15)  $51.44.  October  1.  Chesa- 
peake and  Potomac  Telephone  Co..  bill  of 
September  13;  $21.75.  October  1.  Lor?n  A 
Herlihy.  mimeographing.  September;  $10.  Oc- 
tober 2,  Dorothy  H.  Baksr.  stamps  (New 
York):  $82.25.  October  3.  WhitehaU  Club 
(New  York),  luncheon  meetings,  etc.' 


A.  National  Savings  and  Loan  League.  907 
Ring  Building.  IBth  and  M  Streets  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  bills  to  Improve  facilities 
of  savings  and  loan  asBOCiationi  for  encuur- 
agement  of  thrift  and  home  financing.  Op- 
position to  legislation  adverse  to  savings  and 
loan    associations. 

D.  (8)   $784  83. 

E.  (2)  $1,000;  (9)  $1,000;  (10)  $7.94«20- 
(11)  $8,946.20;  (15)  $1,000.  Oscar  B.  Kreuts. 
salary. 

A.  National  Small  Business  Men's  Associa- 
tion. 2834  Central  Street.  E\anston    111 

D.  (6)    $5,000. 

E.  (2)  $4,372.92;  (5)  $1^291.21;  (6)  $187  47- 
(7)  $99.25;  (9)  $5.950  85:  (10)  $17,888.53; 
(11)  $23,840.38;  (15)  $22.50,  October  10,  No- 
vember 10,  December  10,  accurate  answering, 
Washington,  D.  C.  Washington  office  expense;' 
$179.70.  October  10,  November  10,  December 
10,  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co., 
Washington.  D.  C.  telephone;  $55  08.  Octo- 
ber 10.  November  10,  December  10.  Congres- 
sional Quarterly.  Washington,  D.  C.  Wash- 
ington office  expense;  $219.65.  October  10, 
November  10.  December  10,  K.  Blyth  Emmcns,' 
Washington.  D.  C.  Washington  office  expense 
etc.' 

A.  National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers. 
1121  15th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  c. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  professional  engineers,  including- 
Taft-Hartley  Act.  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act. 
Walsh-Healey  Act.  Davis-Bacon  Act.  UMt! 
Selective  Service.  Armed  Pra-ces  Reserve  legis- 
lation. Defense  Production  Act,  Hoover  Com- 
mission bills.  Income-retirement  legislation. 
(3)   Legislative  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $16,808.44. 

E.  (2)  $1,183;  (4)  $252.43;  (9)  $1.435  42; 
(10)  $4,796.30;  (11)  $6,230.62;  (15)  $14889 
October  9.  December  19,  United  States  Post 
Office,  postage  for  Legislative  Bulletin- 
$103.53;  October  9.  December  24.  Colortone 
Press.  Washington.  D.  C,  printing  LegUlative 
Bulletin. 

A.  National    T&x    Equality    Association.    231 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  DI.' 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  relate 
to  corporate  Income-tax  legislation  such  as 
H.  R.  240. 

D.  (6)    $26.73134. 

E.  (1)  $3,678.22;  (2)  $6.94734;  (4)  $6 - 
442.69;   (5)    $1,134.18;    (6)   $2,300.71;    (7)    $4.- 

» Not  printed.  Filed  with  CTerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


49193:    (9)    $24,995.08;    (10)    $38,750.31;    (11) 
$63.745  39;    (15).' 

A.  Nattoral  Tax  Relief  Coalition,  Post  OOcs 
Box  401,  Greensboro.  N    C. 

B.  National  Tax  Relief  Coalition,  box  401, 
Greensboro,  N    C 

C    (2)    Favor  tax  limitation. 

D.  (8)    $570. 

E  f3)  $375:  (5)  $280;  (7)  $2,736;  (9> 
$3,360,    (lui    $2,910.    (11)    $3,360. 

A.  National  Woman's  Ctirlstlan  Tempersnre 
Union.   1730  Chicago  Avenue.  Evanstun. 
111. 
B    The  National  Woman's  Christian  Tem- 
perance   Union    with    headquiirters    at    1730 
Chlc;u?o  Avenue.  Evanston.  111. 
D-    (6)    >474  75. 

E.  (2)  $1,250:  (3)  $10;  (5)  $438.53;  (8) 
$125;  t9)  $1,009  78;  (10)  $6,406.11;  (11) 
$7.108  89;  (I5i  $725,  October  29.  November 
28.  December  30.  Elizabeth  A.  Smart;  $525. 
Oct(  ber  29.  November  2$.  December  SO.  Allc* 
H  Haffey:  $285,  October  16,  November  24, 
January  5,  for  Def^mber  rent  at  138  Con- 
stitution Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C. 
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A  National  Wool  Growers  A.-^soclatlon,  414 
Paciffc  NiiUunal  Life  Building.  Salt  Tjtk» 
City.    Utah. 

D.    (6)    $37,401  80. 

E  (2 1  $2,500:  (7)  $992  50:  (8)  $825:  (9) 
$4  317  50.  (10)  $14.932  36;  (11)  $19.249  86; 
(15)  $2,500  October  1  through  December  31, 
J.  M  Jones.  414  Pacific  National  Life  Build- 
ing. Suit  Lake  City.  Utah,  salary;  $825.  Octo- 
ber 1  through  December  31.  Wyoming  Wool' 
Growers  Association.  McKtnley,  Wyo  ,  serv- 
ircs.  $643  21.  OcU)ber  1  through  December 
31.  J  M  Jones  414  Pacific  National  Ufe 
BiUldin^.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  expenses; 
$340  29.  October  1  through  I>ecember  81, 
W   H   Steiwer,  Fossil,  Wyo .  expenses. 

A  Willlara  8.  Neal,  918  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C.  employed  by  National 
Association  of  MauuIaGturers.  918  16th 
BU-ect  NW..  Washli^ton.  D.  C 


A.    Nebraska  Tax  Equality   Oommlttce.   Inc., 

714  Stuart   Building,   Lincoln.   Nebr. 

C.  (2)  LegUlative  liiteresU:  all  legislation 
designed  to  bring  abuut  equality  of  taxation 
between   private    buslnecs   and   cooperatives. 

D     (6)    $155.80. 

E.  (2)  $1;  (8)  $1,093  20;  (9)  $1.094  20;  (10) 
$396S8;  (11)  $1,491.18;  (15)  $1,078.20.  No- 
vemfcer  4.  1952.  National  Associated  Busi- 
nessmen. Inc..  927  15th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D  C  .  for  aid  In  solicitation  of  funds 
and  furnishlns?  information:  $15,  December 
23.  1953.  William  P.  Helm.  Colorado  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C.  1963  subwirtpUon  to 
Reports  from  Washington. 

A  Samuel    E.    Neel.    1001    15th   Street   NW, 
Washington,  D   C. 

B.  Mortgage  Bankers  AssoclaUon  of  Amer- 
ica.   Ill    Wect   Washington   SUeet.   Chicago. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  mort- 
gage banking  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $6,232.31. 

E.  (2)  $210.51;  (4)  $21.07;  (5)  $1^)74.13: 
(6)  $416;  (7)  $385.64.  (9)  $2,607.35.  (10) 
$7,644.68;    (11)    $10,252.04. 

A.  Mr    G.  W.  Nelson.   10  Independence  Ave- 
nue 8W.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhocxl  of  Balhoad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Soliciting  support  for  legislation 
favorable  to  the  interests  of  labor  and  oppoa- 
tng  unfavorable  legislation. 

'  Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  8«:- 
retary. 


A.  George  R-  Nelson.  ICachlntsts  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  International  Assortatlon  of  Machinists, 
Machinists  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Interested  in  substantially  all  leg- 
Islstlon  affecting  the  socio-economic  and  po- 
litical Interests  of  the  American  worktng- 
man  Including  sIT  pending  legislation  deal- 
ing with  social  security,  nstlonal  health,  aid 
to  physically  handicapped,  labor  relations, 
displaced    )>ersons.   etc. 

D     (6)   $900. 

A.  Herbert  U  Nelson.  22  West  Monroe  Street. 

Chicago,    m..    and    1737    K   Street    NW., 

Washington,  D.  C 
B    National     Association     of    Real    Estate 
Boards.    22    West    Monroe    Street.    Chicago, 
111.    and    1737    K    Street    NW..   Washington. 

D   C 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real 
estate  industry. 

D    (6)   $1,250. 

E  (2)  $28159:  (6)  $6  23;  (7)  $394  23;  (8) 
$384  62;  (9)  $1,056  67;  (10)  $5,12141;  (11) 
$6.n8  08;  (15)  $17  50.  October  13.  1952,  Be- 
atrice Fltzhugh,  2723  P  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  cleaning  apartment  week  ending 
October  11;  $49  47.  October  18.  1952.  Fair- 
mont Hotel.  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  hotel  bin. 
October  5  9:  $1 1  05,  October  18.  1952,  Harveys 
Restaurant.  1107  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
WH>hlngton,  D  C  ,  restaurant  chMiy^n  for  the 
month  of  September;  $14.81.  October  18, 
1952.  Hotel  StsLler.  Waahlngton.  D.  C.  res- 
taurant charges  lor  the  month  of  September, 
etc.' 


A.  Donald  F  Nemltx.  SIO  Commerce  Build- 
ing. Louisville,  Ky. 

B  Tax  Equality  Committee  of  Kentucky. 
310  Commerce  Building.  LoulsTllle.  Ky. 

C  (2)  Removal  of  exemptions  grauted  by 
section  lUl  ol  IRC 

D     (6)    $434.53. 

E.  (7)  $59.53;  (9)  $59.63;  (10)  $141^28;  (11) 
$3U0.ai. 

A.  New  York  Stock  Kxchange.  11  Wall  Street 

New   York.   N.   Y. 

C.  (2)  Profxised  Federal  tax  legislation  af- 
fecting the  Interests  ol  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange   and   its  members. 

E.  (10)  $457.12;  (11)  $457.12;  (see  at- 
tached).' 

A.  W.  R.  Noble.  Suit*  509.  1038  Connecticot 
Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  NaUonal  Retail  Farm  Equipment  Asso- 
ciation. 207  Uoiel  DeBoio  Building,  St.  Loula. 
Mo.  and  National  Retail  Hardware  Associa- 
tion, 964  North  Pennsylvania  Street,  Indian- 
apolis, Inc. 

C  (2)  Keeping  associations  informed  as 
to  peixllng  legislation  and  tnterpretatioos  of 
legislation.  Special  attention  given  to  all 
labor  legislation,  tax  bills,  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act,  and  all  legislation  affecting  the 
retail  farm  equipment  and  hardware  trade. 
(3)  Farm.  Bqulpment  Retailing.  Hardwars 
Retailer. 

D.  (6)    $3,375 

E.  (6)  $10eJ)l;  (7)  $664.53;  ($>  $194.3$: 
(9)   $957.66;    (10)   $3,664.33;   (11)  $S.B31SA 

A  O.  L.  Norman,  1300  18th  Street  NW,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B    National   Association   of  Electric  Octn- 
panles.    1200    18th   SUeet   NW..   Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (9)    (See    appended    statement,    p.   6.)» 
D    /6)    $4,374.94 

E.'  (6)  $10.64.  (7)  $427.65;  (8)  $76.30;  (9) 
$514.59:  (10)  $864.61;  (11)  $1,879.2©;  (15) 
$14  60.  September  15.  1962.  Mayflower  Hotel, 


'  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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Washington.  D.  C.  luncheon,  $13.20,  Septem- 
ber 26.  1952.  Mayflower  Hotel,  Washington. 
D.  C,  luncheon.  $13.40.  October  7,  1952,  May- 
flower Hotel.  Washington.  D.  C.  luncheon, 
$24.50.  October  20.  1952.  Wardman  Park  Hotel. 
Washington.  D.  C.  luncheon,  etc.^ 

A.  North  Dakota  Resources  Board.  311  Broad- 
way, Fargo.  N.  D. 
C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  develop- 
ment and  utilisation  of  the  land,  water, 
minerals,  and  other  natural  resources  of 
North  Dakota,  including  authorizations  and 
appropriations. 

A.  Northern  Hemlock  A  Hardwood  Manufac- 
turers   Association.    Washington   Build- 
ing, Oshkosh,  Wis. 
C.   (2)    Legislation  affecting  the  timber  In- 
dustries of  Wisconsin  and  Michigan.     Taxa- 
tion, forestry.  aiKl  labor-management  rela- 
tions. 

£.  (10)   $20;    (11)    $20. 

A.  A.    E.    Notarlanni.    1625    K    Street    NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  P.  Dlacon  Zadeh.  50  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  P.  Dlacon 
Zadeh. 

A  Charles    E.    Noyee,    270   Madison   Avenue. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Accountants.  270 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  1062,  would  establish  a  Tax 
Settlement  Board— for;  H.  R.  4371.  H.  R.  4373. 
H.  R.  8390.  H.  R.  8391,  would  permit  post- 
ponement of  Income  tax  with  respect  to  a 
portion  of  earned  net  Income  paid  to  a  re- 
stricted retirement  fund — for;  H.  R.  7269. 
would  provide  for  retirement  pay  for  Tax 
Court  Judges — for;  H.  R.  7746.  would  provide 
for  voluntary  social  security  coverage  for 
self-employed  CPAs — for;  H.  R.  7893,  would 
provide  for  Improved  enforcement  and  ad- 
ministration of  revenue  laws — for;  with 
reservations  (legislation  affecting  certified 
public  accountants). 

D.  (6) $916.67. 

E.  (6)  $50;  (7)  $193.17;  (9)  $243.17;  (10) 
$927.56;    (11)   $1,170.73. 

A.  Peter  Q.  Nyce,  1266  National  Press  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 
C.    (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  land  of 
the  United  States. 

A  Edward    H.    O'Connor,    176    West    Adams 
Street.  Chicago,  111. 

B.  Insurance  Economics  Society  of 
America,  176  West  Adams  Street,  Chicago.  lU. 

C.  (2)  Public  Law  590  (H.  R.  7800). 

D.  (6)   $9316.50. 

A  Eugene  O'Dunne,  Jr.,  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Wool  Manufac- 
turers, 386  ft>vrth  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  General  interest  in  proposed  legis- 
lation having  direct  or  specific  impact  on  th« 
wool  textile  industry.  H.  R.  5608  (H.  R.  1636) 
custoDM  simplification,  amendment  to  sec- 
tion 3  (c);  H.  R.  6474.  stream  polIutk>n  (ac- 
celerated amortiaation);  H.  B.  3604,  Defens* 
Production  Act;  H.  R.  7391  Defense  Appro- 
priations Act  (clarification  of  Berry  amend- 
ment). 

E.  (10)  $381.48;   (11)  $381.48. 

A.  Eugene  OT>unne.  Jr.,  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Wllbur-E211s  Co..  Inc..  330  Callfomla 
Street.  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  In  any  proposed 
>f^-wi^TT.  hMrlng  direct  or  specifle  Impact 
on  any  food  products  produced  or  handled 


by  this  company.  H.  B.  5693.  82d  Congress, 
an  amendment  to  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930; 
opposed. 

E.    (10)    $755.75:  (II)  $755.75. 

A.  The  CMilo  Baihoad  Association.  16  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus.  Ohio  (see  p.  3) .' 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroad  in- 
terests. 

E.    (10)    $600.37;    (11)    $600.37. 


A.  Pred  N.  Oliver,  Oliver  &  Donally,  110  East 
42d  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  Invest- 
ment Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  60  East  42d  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y., 
and  Railroad  Security  Owners  Association, 
110  East  42d  Street.  New  York. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  interests 
consist  of  any  legislation  which  the  mutual 
savings  banks  or  railroad  security  owners 
have  a  legitimate  Interest  In  supporting  or 
opposing. 

A.  Clarence    H.    Olson.    1608    K   Street   NW., 
Washington,   D.   C. 
B.  The  American  Legion.  700  North  Penn- 
sylvania Street.   Indianapolis.  Ind. 
"  C.    (2)    (See   attached  statement.)* 

D.  (6)    $1,929.24. 

E.  (7)  $123.64;  (9)  $133.64;  (10)  $415.76; 
(11)  $538  40:  (15)  $12164.  October  4-8. 
Pennsylvania  Railroad.  Union  Station.  Wash- 
Ington,  D.  C,  carfare  to  IndianapoUs,  Ind, 
and  return  and  for  meals  and  lodging  in- 
cidental to  the  trip  (to  attend  meetings  of 
national  executive  committee  by  authority 
of  the  national  ad^itant).  $1,  October  15. 
taxi  to  and  from  Apex  Building  to  attend 
Immigration  hearings. 


A.  Sam  OTVeal.  ?11  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Power  Distributors  Information  Com- 
mittee of  Tennessee  Valley  Public  Power  As- 
sociation, Sixth  and  Cherry  Streets.  Chat- 
tanooga. Tenn. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  public 
power. 

D.  (6)    $1,875. 

E.  (7)  $100;  (8)  $60;  (9)  $160;  (10)  $480; 
(11)  $640. 

A.  Pacific  American  Tankshlp  Association.  25 
California  Street.  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tanker  division 
thereof.  Including  without  limitation  amend- 
ments relating  to  titles  14.  33.  and  46  of  the 
United  States  Code  Annotated,  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936,  Transportation  Act  of 
1940.  appropriations  relating  to  agencies 
charged  vzith  the  duty  of  administering  laws 
affecting  transportation,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $200. 

E.  (2)  $800;  (9)  $900;  (10>  $2,700;  (11) 
$3,600. 

A.  James  G.  Patton. 

B.  Farmers  Education  &  Cooperative  Union 
of  America,  1665  Sherman  Street,  Denver. 
Colo.,  and  1404  New  York  Avenue  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  on  matters  of  interest 
to  the  National  Pamiera  Union. 

A.  Edmund  W.  Pavenstedt.  care  of  White  A 
Case,  14  Wall  Street.  New  York.  N.  T. 

B.  International  Minerals  A  Chemical 
Corp..  20  North  Wacker  Drive.  Chicago,   ni. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  section  34  of  Trading 
With  the  Bnemy  Act  to  protect  the  Interest* 
of  domestic  corporations  owning  stO(A  in 
enemy  oorporations  assets  of  which  have  been 
seized  by  the  Allen  Property  Custodian. 


I  Not  printed.    Piled  with  CHerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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A.  Albert  A.  Pajme,  1737  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National  Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards, 
1737  K   Street  NW.,  Washington.   D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  Industry.  Legislation  affecting  the 
real-estate  Industry  because  of  its  complex 
character  does  not  lend  Itself  to  any  ready 
classification  on  the  basis  of  support  car  opjx)- 
Bition. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (6)  $230;  (7)  $531.33;  (8)  $32.50;  (9) 
$566.63;  (10)  $787.45:  (11)  $1,354.08:  (15) 
$23  »2.  October  30,  1952.  Statler  Hotel,  lunch- 
eon conference;  $15.  December  15.  1952,  Board 
r'  Trade,  congressional  dinner;  $18.  Decem- 
ber 15.  1952.  Board  of  Trade,  midwinter  din- 
ner; $25.  December  1,  1952,  Board  of  Trade 
dues.  « 

A.  Hugh    Peterson,    408   American    Building, 
Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners 
Association.  408  American  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  referring  to  the  cane 
sugar  refining  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,000. 

A.  J.   Hardin  Peterson,   poet-ofOce  box  2097, 
Dixieland  Station,  Lakeland,  Fla. 

B.  Government  of  Guam,  an  unincorpo- 
rated Territory  of  the  United  States,  Agana. 
Guam,  M.  I. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  welfare  of 
Guam.  To  make  applicable  laws  to  Guam 
which  should  be  made  applicable  and  to 
oppose  those  that  should  not  be  made  appli- 
cable. A  bill  making  certain  laws  applicable 
to  Gxiam  and  declaring  some  laws  inappli- 
cable. Certain  bills  amending  National 
Guard  and  Housing  Acts  making  same  appli- 
cable to  Guam.  For  H.  R.  6808.  Also  for 
National  Guard  Act  applicable  to  Guam. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (8)    $8.46;    (8)    $2.17;    (9)    $10.73;    (10) 
$890.41;   (11)  $901.14;   (12)  $3,125;   (14)   $625. 

A.  Phllco  Corp.,  Tioga  and  C  Streets,  Phila- 
delphia. Pa. 
C.   (See  preliminary  report.)* 


A-  Albert  T.  Pierson,  54  Meadow  Street,  New 
Haven.  Conn. 

B.  The  New  York.  New  Haven  &  Hartford 
Railroad  Co..  54  Meadow  Street,  New  Haven. 
Conn. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  might  affect 
the  New  Haven  Railroad  and  its  subsidiaries 
(the  Connecticut  Co.,  New  England  Trans- 
portation Co.) . 

D.  (6)   $2,175. 

E.  (10)   $135.45;    (11)   $135.45. 


A-  Prank   M.    Porter,    50    West    50th    Street 
New  York,  NY. 

B.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
60th  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)    (See  explanatory  statement  )> 
D  and  E.* 

A.  William  I.  Powell,  Ring  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Mining  Congress.  Ring  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measxires  affecting  mining,  such  as 
income  taxation,  social  security,  public  lands, 
■tockpillng,  monetary  policy,  etc 

D.  (6)    $1,062.38. 

K.  (7)  $3.20;  (9)  $3.20;  (10,  |i2;  (in 
$15M. 

I 

A.  Kenneth    L.    Pray,    1632    K    Strtet    NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Schenley  Distillers.  Inc.,  and  affiliated 
companies. 

'Not  iMTlnted.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  affecting  Schen- 
ley  Distillers,  Inc.,  and  affiliated  companies. 

A.  Allen    Pretzman,    50    West   Broad    Street, 
Columbus.  Ohio. 

B.  Scioto-Sandusky    Conservancy   District. 

A.  Harry  B.  Proctor.  1110  Investment  Build- 
ing.  Washington   D.    C. 

B.  National  As.oociation  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  60  East  42d  Street.  New  York  City. 

C.  (2)  No  lobbying  activities  during  this 
quarter. 

A.  The     Proprietary     Association.     810     18lh 
Street  NW  .  Washington.  D    C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  the  proprietary 
medicines  Industry.  (3)  Legislative  bulle- 
tins. 

D.  (See  attached  sheet.)' 

E.  (See  attached  sheet  ) '  (4)  $136  80:  (7) 
$150.;  (9)  $286  80;  dOi  $710  40.  (11)  $997  20; 
(15)  $150  4th  quarter,  A.  K  Berta  ( mlso. ) , 
810  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

A.  The  Prudential  Insurance  Co   of  America. 
C.    (2 1    General    Interest    in    all    legislation 

affecting  the  business  of  the  company 

E.  (1)  $3,500:  (5)  $35  24;  (8i  $3,535  24; 
(9)  $11,185.35:  (10)  $14,720  59;  (15)  $3.535  24. 
October  8.  1952,  Mllo  J.  Warner.  Nicholas 
Building,  Toledo,  Ohio,  professional  services. 

A.  Ganson    Purcell,    910     17th    Street    NW . 
Washington,  D   C. 

B.  Insular  Lumber  Co  ,  1406  Locust  Street. 
Philadelphia.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  of 
client  are  those  affecting  foreign  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  including  tax  and  tariff 
legislation. 

E.  (8)  $0.28;  (9)  $0.28;  (10)  $42.51;  (U) 
$42.79. 

A.  Alexander    Purdon.    1809    G    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping. Inc.,  1809  G  Street  NW..  Washington 
D.  C. 

E.    (10)    $234.13;    (11)    $234  13. 

A.  Edmund  R.  Purves.  1735  New  York  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Architects,  l73o 
New  York  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D   C 

C.  (2)  Legislation  In  relation  to  the  archi- 
tectural profession.  H.  R,  4914.  military 
construction  bill.  In  support  of  this  bill  sec- 
tion 504.  Defense  housing  bill  S  349,  general 
suppco-t  but  criticising  certain  aspects.  H  R. 
1901  Nevlus  Tract  protesting  against  this! 
8.  898.  reorganization  of  the  National  Park 
and  Planning  against  this  as  presently  pro- 
posed. S.  2645  and  S  2584,  Defense  Produc- 
tion Act  continuation,  in  support.  S.  2137 
and  H.  R.  6598,  lease  purchase  of  public 
buildings,  in  support.  8.  2487  to  extend  Ju- 
dicial review  of  administrative  decisions  in 
support.  H.  R.  4371  (Keogh),  H.  R  4373 
(Reed)  individual  retirement,  in  support. 
H.  R.  1171  (Davis),  tax  adjustment,  in  sup- 
port. H.  R.  7502.  In  support.  Statement  filed 
on  civil-defense  appropriation  bill. 

D.  (6)    $200. 

A.    C.   J.   Putt,   920   Jackson  Street,   Topeka 
Kans. 

B.  The  Atchison.  Topeka.  &  Santa  Fe  Rail- 
way Co..  920  Jackson  Street,  Topeka.   Kans 

C.  (2)   General  legislative  Interest  in  mat-" 
ters  affecting  railroads. 

E.  (10)    $267.40;    (11)    ft267.40. 


A.  William   A.   Qulnlan.   1317  F  Street  NW, 
Washington.  D    C. 

B.  (See  item  B  attached.)' 

C.  (see  item  C  (2)  and  (3)  attached  )> 

D.  (7)   $89.50. 

E.  (6)  $1;  (7)  $9850;  (9)  $97.50-  (11) 
$97  50;  (15)  $62  50;  (16)  $25.52,  October  15, 
Pennsylvania  Railroad.  Washington,  D.  C 
tickets  for  New  York  trip;  $30.  December  31, 
University  Club.  Washington.  D.  C.  luncheon 
meeting. 


A.  Luke  C   Qulnn.  Jr  .  Washington  Building. 
Washingtf)n.   D.   C. 

B  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver 
Street.  New  York  City;  United  Cerebral  Palsy 
Associations.  50  West  57th  Street.  New  York 
City;  Arthritis  and  Rheumatism  Foundation. 
537  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York  City;  National 
Multiple  Sclera-,18  Society,  270  Park  Avenue 
New  York  City. 

C  (2  I  Public  health  The  specific  Interest 
is  to  present  the  need  for  adequate  appro- 
priations by  the  Federal  legislature  for  re- 
search in  the  fields  of  dLseaser,  which  kill  and 
disable  people. 

D     (61    $6.875  02. 

E  (2)  $844  98.  (5)  $423  82;  (6)  $154  80-  (7) 
$1,884  17.  (9,  $3,30737,  (10)  $11,779.82;  (U) 
$15.087  19.  ' 

A.  F    Miles  Radigan.    1200   18th  Street  NW, 
Washington.  D    C. 
B    National    Association   of   Electric   Com- 
panies.   1200   18th   Street   NW..    Washington 
DC.  -o        . 

C    (2)    (See  appended  statement,  page  5  )  > 

D.    16)    $1,630. 

E  (7)  $47.20.  (9)  $47.20,  (10)  $8760;  (11) 
$13480.  ' 

A.  Alex  Radln,  1757  K  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D    C 

B  American  Public  Power  Aaaociatlon. 
1757  K  Street  NW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  genera- 
tion, transmission,  and  dlstrlhutlon  of  elec- 
trical energy  by  local  publicly  owned  elec- 
tric systems,  and  the  management  and  opera- 
tion of  such  -systems. 

D.    (6)   $2,250. 

A.  Radio-Television  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. 777   14th  Street  NW..  Washington. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  are: 
Those  relating  directly  or  indirectly  to  the 
radio  and  television  manufacturing  Industry. 
Special  legUlatlve  interests  are:  Defense  Pro- 
duction Act:  excise  tsjies;  exceas-proflU  taxes. 

E  (2)  $2.937  50:  (8>  $5102;  (9)  $2  968  52- 
(10)    $8,791.64;    (11)    $11,780.16. 

A.  Leon  Raesly,  Suite  824,  1625  I  Street  NW, 

Washington.  D    C. 
C.   (2)    S.  1671  and  8.  1672. 

A.  Railroad  Pension  Conference,   Post  Oflloe 
Box   798.   New   Haven.   Conn. 

C.  (2)  For  enactment  of  30-year  retire- 
ment regardless  of  age  at  half-pay  based  on 
the  5  years  of  highest  earnings — S.  1308,  H.  B. 
63      (3)   Pension  Conference  Bulletin 

D.  (6)    $286  25. 

E.  (4)  $38;  (5)  $182  10;  (6)  $11.84-  (7) 
$33  57:  (8)  $10.03;  (9)  $275.04;  (10)  $702.23- 
(11)    $977.27.  \      I   ^       ■— . 

A.  Railway  Labor  Executives'  Association,  10 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  labor  espe- 
cially railroad  labor. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  aerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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A   Al.nn  T.  Rains,  777  14th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D    C. 
B    United   FYesh   Fruit  and   Vegetable  As- 
Forifttlon,  777  14th  Street  NW  ,  Washington, 

I)    C 

C  (2)  Interested  In  any  legislation  affect- 
l:ip;  the  marketinK  and  distribution  of  fresh 
fiu  i.s  and   vegetables,  directly  or  Indirectly. 

L     (10)   150;    (11)   $50. 


A  DcWllt  C.  Ramsey.  610  Shoreham  Build- 
in  ;.   Washington.   D    C. 

n  .Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
icji.  Inc..  610  Sliorehain  Building.  Washlng- 
Iv  II    D    C. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  avia- 
tion  Industry. 

A  Donald  J  Ramsey,  1612  I  Street  NW., 
WashlnRtou.   D    C. 

n  hilver  Users  Association.  1612  I  Street 
NW  .  Wiishlngton,   D    C. 

C.    {2)    LegitUaUon    Involving    silver. 

D     <(ii    (4^49  »6. 

!•:  1 7)  $753  UU.  |9)  $753  08;  (10)  $2,889  76; 
(11)    |:J,G42  tt4. 

A  Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference  of 
the  American  Trucking'  Associations, 
Iiic  .  1424  16th  Street  NW  .  Washington, 
D    C 

C.  (2)  The  general  legL^latlve  interest  is 
the  protection  and  fostering  of  the  Interests 
of  federally  regulated  motiTr  common  car- 
riers of  ^fpueral  commodities  Specific  Inter- 
e.sts  S  2358.  a  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  by  establishing  certain  rules 
fur  the  operall'in  of  IrrcKUlur  common  car- 
riers by  motor  vehicle:  S  2361.  a  bill  to  re- 
quire the  supervision,  by  the  Interstate  Coni- 
iiicrce  Commission,  of  the  operations  of  con- 
tract carriers:  S  2362.  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  restrict  certain 
operations  of  private  carriers  by  motor  ve- 
hicle, and  to  restrict  the  leasing  of  vehicles. 
Position:  OcQerally  in  opposition  to  all  three, 
but  favorable  to  amendments  thereof.  In 
suppiirt  of  a.  2752.  a  bill  to  require  the  estab- 
lishment of  actual  rales  by  conuact  carriers. 

D     »6»    $465  23. 

E.  (2)  $412.50.  (4)  $27.73;  (5)  $25;  (9) 
$4f)5  23.  (10)  $12,34918.  (11)  $12314.41;  (15) 
$2773,  October  13.  October  27,  November  10, 
November  24,  December  ft,  December  22, 
American  Trucking  AisociaUons,  Inc..  1424 
16th  Street  NW..  Waibiiigton.  D.  C.  biweekly 
newsletter:  $25,  December  31,  pro  rata 
amount  of  rent,  fourth  quarter. 

A  1.  Reserve  Oflicers  Association  of  the 
United  States.  2517  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Wasiiii^ton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  fur  development  of  a 
military  policy  for  the  United  States  whk;h 
will  guarantee  adequate  national  security. 
(3)    (a)   Tlie  Reserve  Officer. 

A.  Retired  Officers  Assoclatloti,  Inc..  1616  I 
Street  NW,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C  (2)  Any  and  all  legUlatlon  pertinent  to 
tlie  righta.  benefits,  privileges,  and  obliga- 
tions of  retired  offlccrs,  male  and  female. 
Regular  and  Reserve,  and  their  dependents 
and  survivors,  of  whatever  nature,  dealing 
with  personnel  matters,  pay  and  retirement 
benefits,  and  pensions,  studying  and  anal3rs- 
inu  bills,  preparing  statementa  for  presenta- 
tion to  the  cognisant  committees,  aod  draft- 
lM^J  amendmenu  where  indicated,  appearing 
before  committees  of  Congrecs  principally 
the  Committees  on  Armed  Services,  the  Com- 
mittees on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  the  com- 
mittees dealing  with  varteus  prtTlleges,  op- 
portunities, and  obligations  ol  the  personnel 
involved.     (3)  Ttie  Retired  OflSccr. 

D.  (6)  $21.748.ia. 


« 


A.  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, 900  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  are:  Re- 
tention and  improvement  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  and  United  States  Employees 
Compensation  Acts. 

D.  (6)   $1,510. 

K.  (2)  $3,558.38;  (4)  $1,121.56;  (5)  $374.78; 
(6)  $30.08;  (7)  $1,282.76;  (8)  $734.66;  (9)  $7,- 
102.22;  (10)  $17,096.93:  (11)  $24,199.15;  (15) 
$19509.  October  1.  December  10,  Shepherd 
Printing  Co..  110  High  Street,  Portsmouth, 
Va.,  printing  envelopes,  letterheads,  Christ- 
mas cards,  etc.;  $45  69.  October  1,  November 
6.  December  1,  Commercial  Office  Furniture 
Co..  915  E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C, 
office  supplies;  $1,458.93,  October  3,  October 
17,  October  31,  November  14.  November  26, 
December  12.  December  24.  Walter  L.  Dis- 
brow.  800  F  Street  NW..  room  314.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  salary,  etc.» 


A.  Hubert  M    Rhodes.  740   11th  Street  NW., 
Washuijiton.  D.  C. 
B    Credit  Union  National  Association.  Inc., 
1617  Sherman  Avenue,  Madison.  Wis. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  credit  unions. 

D.  (6)    $425. 

E.  (10)  $21.55;  (11)  $21.65. 


A  Roland  Rice.  537  Washington  BuUding, 
WiishingUjn,  D.  C. 

B  Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference  of 
the  American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc., 
1424  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interest  of 
reRlstrant  Is  the  protection  and  fostering  of 
the  interests  of  federally  regulated  motor 
common  carriers  of  general  commodities. 

E.  (10)   $9.    (11)   $a. 

A  William  M  Rice.  631  Tower  Building,  14th 
and  K  Streets  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Central  Public  Utility  Corp.,  1017  Olive 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

C  (21  Engaged  to  advocate,  before  appro- 
priate Members  and  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress and  administrative  agencies,  amend- 
ment of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Inclusion.  In  subsection  458  (d) 
(2).  of  the  principle  now  set  forth  In  sub- 
section 441  (g)   (2). 


A.  Charles  R.  Richey,  777  14th  Street,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B    American    Hotel    Association,   221    West 
57th  Street,  New  York.  N   Y. 

C.  (2 1    Any  and  all   bills  and  statutes  of 
Interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,875. 

E.  (7)  $68.84;  (9)  $68.84;  (10)  $442.01;  (11) 
$510.85. 


A.  Slert  F.  Riepma.   1028  Munsey  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Margarine 
Mantif  acturers,  1028  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  which 
may  relate  to  margarine. 

D.  (6)  $25. 

E.  (7)  $3;   (9)  $3;  (10)  $1280;  (11)  $15.80. 


A.  John   J.   Riggle.   744   Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National   Council   of    Farmer  Coopera- 
tives. 744  Jackaon  Place  NW.,  Waablngton, 
D.  C. 

A.  George  D.  Rlley,  901  liaflBachtuettB  Ave- 
nne  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


'  Not  printed,     pnied  with  Clerk  and  Seo- 
rctary. 


B.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Mas- 
sachusetts Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  blUs  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  generally,  and  Bi>ecifically  bills  af- 
fecting workers. 

D.  (8)  $2,632. 

E.  (6)  $16.95;  (8)  $175.06;  (9)  $192;  (10) 
$660;   (11)   $852. 

A.  E.  W.  Rising.  1215  16th  Street  NW.,  Suite 
3.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Water  Conservation  Confer- 
ence, 341  Broad  Street  Station  Building, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relative  to  develop- 
ment, utilization,  and  conservation  of  nat- 
liral  resources,  including  bills  to  authorize 
projects,  and  appropriations  for  construction 
of  projects. 

E.  (2)  5346.11;  (4)  $23.10;  (5)  $155;  (6) 
$19.56:  (7)  $25;  (8)  $11.12:  (9)  $579.89;  (10) 
$1,810.43;    (11)    $2,390.32;    (15).» 

A.  E.  W.  Rising.  1215  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Western  Beet  Growers  Association,  Post 
Office  Box  742.  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  may  affect  or  limit 
the  right  of  American  farmers  to  grow  and 
market  sugar  beets. 

D.  (6)   $390. 

E.  (2)  $74;  (4)  $20.36;  (51  $68.43;  (6) 
$16  61;  (7)  $483.95;  (9)  $663.35;  (10) 
$1,404.71;    (11)    $2,068.06;    (15).' 

A.  Paul   H.  Robbins,   1121    15th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Society  of  Professional  Engi- 
neers, 1121  15th  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  professional  engineers,  including: 
Taft-Hartley  Act,  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act. 
Walsh -Healey  Act.  Davis-Bason  Act,  UMT. 
Selective  Service.  Armed  Forces  Reserve  legis- 
lation. Defense  Production  Act,  Hoover  Com- 
mission bills.  Income  retirement  legislation. 
(3)   Legislative  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $250. 

A.  Edward  O.  Rodgers,  1107  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Air  Transport  Association  of  America, 
1107  16th  Street  NW..  Wa^lngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  for  the 
proper  advancement  of  the  airline  industry 
(see  attached  sheets  for  specific  bill  num- 
bers) .' 

D.  (6)   $1,250. 

A.  Prank    W.    Rogers,    911    Commonwealth 
Building.  Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  Western  Oil  and  Gas  Association,  510 
West  Sixth  Street.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Federal  legislation  affecting  the 
petroleum  industry  in  Washington.  Oregon, 
California,  Arizona,  and  Nevada. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  Watson    Rogers,    627    Munsey    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Food  Brokers  Association,  527 
Munsey  Bvilldlng.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  support  of  the  Roblnson-Pat- 
man  Act.  the  law  prohibiting  unfair  price 
discriminations.  Opposed  to  S.  719.  a  bin 
to  establish  beyond  doubt  that,  under  the 
Roblnson-Patman  Act,  it  is  a  complete  de- 
fense to  a  charge  of  price  discrimination  for 
the  seller  to  show  that  its  price  differential 
has  been  made  In  good  faith  to  meet  the 
equally  low  price  of  a  competitor. 

D.  (6)    $600. 


'Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  George    B.    Roscoe,    610    Ring    Building, 
Wa&blngton,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Electrical  Contractors  Asso- 
ciation, Inc.,  610  Ring  BuUding,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interest  in  the  enactment  of  3. 
2907,  a  bill  to  prescribe  policy  and  procedure 
in  connection  with  construction  contracts 
made  by  executive  agencies  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  a  continuing  interest  in  all 
legislation  that  affects  the  building  con- 
struction and  electrical  indxistries. 

D  and  E.     (See  Ref.  A.)' 


A.  John  Forney  Rudy,  1809  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  American  Ship- 
ping, Inc.,  1809  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

E.    (10)    1632.70;    (11)    $632.70. 


A.  Edward  A.  Rumely,  205  East  42d  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Committee  for  Constitutional  Govern- 
ment, Inc.,  205  East  42d  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

D.   (6)    $250. 

A.  Albert  R.  Russell,  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis,   Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Office  Box,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotton  industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

D.  (6)    $990. 

E.  (7)  $103.22;  (9)  $103.22;  (10)  $2,206.99; 
(11)    $2,310.21, 

A.  Francis  N.  Russell,  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  1625  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

E.  (6)  $13;  (7)  $7;  (9)  $20;  (10)  $621.55; 
(11)    $641. 5i, 

A.  Horace  Russell,  7  South  Dearborn  Street. 
Chicago,   111. 

B.  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  directly  or  indirectly 
affecting  the  savings  and  loan  business. 

D.  (6)    $2,750. 

E.  (10)    $104.29;    (11)   $104.29. 

A.  M.  O.  Ryan,  777  14th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Hotel  Association,  221  West 
57th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  and  statutes  of 
Interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (7)  $400.41;  (9)  $400.41;  (10)  $906  25- 
(11)  $1,306.66;  (15)  dinner,  Carroll  Armi 
Ilotel.   (5),  November   19,  1952,  $15.75. 


A.  William  Henry  Ryan,  room  303,  Machin- 
ists Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
'  B.  District  Lodge  No.  44,  International  As- 
Bociation  of  Machinists,  room  303,  Machin- 
ists Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Lobbying,  that  Is.  supporting  or  op- 
posing, as  the  case  may  be,  legislation  af- 
fecting working  conditions  of  Government 
employees  and  incidentally  organized  labor 
In  general. 

D.  (6)    $1,499.94. 

E.  (7)  $15;  (9)  $15;  (10)  $45;  (11)  $60; 
(U)   tl5. 


>  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
Ury. 


A    Sterling  St.  John,  Jr..  1317  F  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  support  of  act  of  June  18,  1934 
(48  Stat.  998,  1001),  as  amended,  to  provide 
for  the  establishment,  operation,  and  main- 
tenance of  foreign-trade  zones  in  ports  of 
entry  of  the  United  States,  to  expedite  and 
encourage  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

D.  (6)    $20. 

E.  (7)  $274.58:  (9)  8274.58;  (10)  $750.53; 
(11)  $1,025.11;  (15)  $149.58,  November  15, 
General  Oglethorpe  Hotel.  Savannah.  G;i.. 
lunch,  November  10.  for  special  committee, 
AAPA;  $125,  November  10  to  15.  out-of-pock- 
et expenses  for  travel,  food,  and  lodging  In 
connection  with  meeting  of  AAPA  in 
Savannah. 

A.  Robert  A.  Saltzstein,  511  Wyatt  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Emergency  Committee  of  Small  and 
Medium-Size  Magazine  Publishers,  232  Mad- 
ison Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  matters  affecting  sec- 
ond-class postal  rates. 

D.  (6)    £950. 

E.  (2)  $26.09;  (6)  $26  25;  (9)  $52  34;  (10) 
$237.06:  (11)  $289.40:  (15)  $26.09.  Superior 
Offlce  Services,  524  Wyatt  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  stenographic  work,  during 
quarter;  $26.25.  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Tele- 
phone Co..  Washington,  D.  C,  long-distance 
calls,  during  quarter. 

A.  Charles  E.  Sands,  4211  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employees  and 
Bartenders  International  Union,  A.  P.  of  L., 
525  Walnut  Street,  Cincinnati.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)   Labor  and  social  legislation. 

D.  (6)    $1,800. 

E.  (5)  $102;  (6)  $36;  (7)  $48:  (9)  $186; 
(10)  $438:    (11)  $624. 

A.  L.  R.  Sanford,  21  West  Street,  New  York 
N.  Y. 
B.  Shipbuilders    Ooiincll    of    America.    21 
West  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A.  S^ngamo  Electric  Co.,  Springfield,  111. 

C.  (2)  Seeking  amendments  to  E:xcess 
Profits  Tax  Act  of  1950,  which  were  enacted 
as  section  4  of  Public  Law  594.  82d  Congress, 
2d   session,   approved   July  21.    1952. 

E.  (2)  $1,000;  (9)  $1,000;  (10)  $9,000-  (11) 
$10,000. 

A.  Satterlee.   Warfleld    &   Stephens,    49   Wall 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Nurses'  Association,  2  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  are  In 
legislation  relating  to  nurses,  nursing,  or 
health.  Specific  legislative  interests  include 
support  of  H.  R.  910  (a  bill  to  amend  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  to  provide  a  pro- 
gram of  grants  and  scholarships  for  nursing 
education);  and  support  of  H.  R.  911  and  S. 
661  (a  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
male  citizens  as  nurses  In  the  Army.  Navy 
and  Air  Force).  (3)  The  American  Journal 
of  Nursing. 

D.  (6)   $2,900. 


108     N.     Jefferson 


A.  Stuart     T.     Saunders, 
Street,  Roanoke.  Va. 

B.  Norfolk    &    Western    Railway    Co..    108 
N.  Jefferson  Street  .  Roanoke    Va 

E.    (10)   $30.75;    (11)   $30  75.' 


A.  Schoene   &  Kramer,    1625   K   Street   NW 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Railway   Labor  Executives'  Association 
10  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington! 

C.  (2)    Studies    of    Joint    Committee    on 
Railroad   Retirement. 

D.  (6)    $4,312.50. 


E.  (6)  $8.19;  (7)  $1.75;  (9)  $9.94;  (10) 
$38.43;   (11)  $48.37. 

A.  John  W  Scott,  317  Wyatt  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Harvey  B.  Jacobson,  1406  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

D.    (6)    $300. 


A.  Mildred  S-'ott.  National  Press  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B  American  Federation  of  the  Physlnliy 
Handicapped.  1370  National  PrCoS  Build»n„'. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2  I  'National  Services  for  Disabled  Per- 
sons Amendments  of  1951  "  (Introduced 
March  22.  1951.  by  Senator  Douglas,  and 
others)  (  opposed  i ;  to  establish  the  Federal 
agoncy  for  handicapped— An  act  to  Increase 
defense  manpower,  and  help  preserve  our 
Nation,  by  establishing  the  Federal  Agency 
for  Handicapped  (fori:  tax  exemptions  for 
handicapped  and  for  those  who  support 
handicapped  who  cannot  care  for  themselves 
(for);  National  Leprosy  Act  (for). 


A.  Vernon  Scott  and  Lorlng  A.  Schuler,  231 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

B.  National  Associated  Busineasmeri,  Inc., 
whose  address  is  927  15th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D    C. 

C.  (21  General  legislative  InteresU  relate 
to  taxation,  government  regulation  of  busi- 
ness, and  other  legislation  directly  affecting 
business. 

D.  (6)    $2,500. 

E.  (7)  $40;  (9)  $40;  (10)  $123J5;  (11) 
$163.35. 

A.  James  D  Secrest,  777  14th  Street  NW.. 
W;ishinKton,   D.   C 

B  Radio-Television  Manufacturers  Auocl- 
atlon.  777  14th  Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2»  General  legislative  InteresU  are: 
Those  relating  directly  or  Indirectly  to  the 
radio  and  television  manufacturing  indus- 
try. Special  leRlslatlve  InteresU  are:  De- 
fense Production  Act;  excise  taxes;  excess 
proflu  taxes. 

A  Mr  Harry  See.  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.  Washington,  D    C. 

B    Brotherhrxxl   of   Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2 1  Soliciting  support  for  legislation 
favorable  to  the  InteresU  of  labor  and  op- 
posing   unfavorable    legislation. 

E.   (10)   $37  10;    (11)   $37.10. 

A.    A     Manning    Shaw.    Washington    Loan    & 
Trust    Building.    Washington.    D.    C. 
B    Brown,  Lund  A-  Fitzgerald,  Washington 
Loan  (fe  Trust  Building,  Washington.  D    C 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  N.  A.  E.  C. 

D.  (6)    $5,649£9. 

A.  Leander  I  Shelley,  30  Broad  Street,  New 
York.  N    Y. 

B.  The  Port  of  New  York  Authority,  111 
8th  Avenue,  New  .York,  N    Y 

C.  (2)  For  bilU  ( 1 )  to  return  tldelands  to 
the  states.  (2)  to  provide  for  compensation 
to  residents  who  are  deprived  of  righu  to 
damages  by  the  Rome  Convention.  (3)  to 
amend  Surplus  Airport  Act  to  relax  resUlc- 
tions  on  grantees. 

D.  6)    $3,750. 

E  (6)  $-2  55;  (7)  •17549:  (8)  $22  50-  (9) 
$200.54;      (10)     $380  52;     (11)     $58106. 

A.    Earl    C.    Shlvely,    16    East    Broad    Street, 

Columbus.    Ohio. 

B.  The  Ohio  Railroad  Association,  16  East 
Broad  Street.  Columbus,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroad  In- 
terests. 

E.  (10)    $600  37;    (11)    $600  37. 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2803 


A  Silver  Users  Association,  1612  Eye  Street 
NW  ,  WB'hington,  D    C. 

C    (2)    Legislation  regarding  sliver. 

D     (61    $1,195 

E  ;2)  $6.40948:  (5)  $856  89:  (6)  $467.30: 
17)  $753  08:  (8)  $610  35:  (9)  $9,097.10;  (10) 
$28.887  10:     (11)    $37.984  20. 

A  Mark  R  Shaw,  114  Trenton  Street,  Mel- 
rose, Mass. 

B  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
ion   18th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Favor  economic  aid  to  Europe  and 
A.sla.  point  4.  etc  :  favor  plans  for  universal 
disarmament:  favor  full  cooperation  with 
U  N  in  economic  and  social  welfare,  UNICEF; 
favor  modification  of  the  McCarran-Walter 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act;  oppose 
UMT.  UMS.  and  military-aid  program:  op- 
pose rearming  Germany  and  J(.pan:  other 
moiiFures  related  to  peace  and  war.  (3) 
Peace  Action. 

D     (6)    $1,200. 

E  17)  $5880.  (9)  $5880;  (10)  $133.30: 
(11)   $192.10. 

A  Six  Agency  Committee.  315  South  Broad- 
way. Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  California's 
rights  In  the  Colorado  River,  Including  S.  75, 
to  authorize  the  Central  Arizona  project,  and 
HiiU.se  Joint  Resolution  21  and  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  26,  Colorado  River  litigation  reso- 
lutions: and  legislation  relating  to  reclama- 
tion and  water-resources  policies. 

E  (2)  $6,977  50:  (8)  $1.012  63:  (9)  $7,- 
990  13.  (10)  $14,279  83;  (11)  $22.269  96;  (15) 
»2,'290,  October  13.  1952.  Northcutt  Ely,  1200 
Tower  Building.  Washington.  D.  C.  retainer 
and  per  diem,  $63735,  October  13,  1952, 
Northcutt  Ely,  reimbursement  of  expenses; 
$2  272  50,  November  10.  1952.  Northcutt  Ely, 
retainer  and  per  diem:  $1195,  November  10. 
1952,  Northcutt  Ely.  reimbursement  of  ex- 
|>enses.  *2,415,  Decemt)er  10,  1952.  Northcutt 
Ely.  retainer  and  per  diem;  $363  33,  December 
10.  1952,  Northcutt  Ely,  reimbursement  of 
expenses. 

A.  Stephen  O  Slipher.  Room  512.  711  14th 
Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D    C 

B  United  States  Saving.s  and  Loan  League, 
221  North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C     (See  attached  sheet).' 

D     (5)    $1,150. 

E  (7)  $12;  (9)  $12;  (10)  $46.75;  (11) 
$58  95. 

A  Miss  Elizabeth  A.  Smart.  138  Constitution 
Avenue  NE  .  Washington,  D   C. 

B  National  Woman's  Christian  Temper- 
ance Union,  1730  Chicago  Avenue,  Evan- 
ston.  111. 

C  (2)  Legislation  dealing  with  alcohol, 
narcotics.  International  relations,  women 
and  children:  H  R  1749,  sale  of  alcohol  to 
members  of  land  and  naval  forces,  etc.  (for) ; 
H  R  2187,  reduce  absenteeism,  conserve 
manpower,  and  speed  production  of  mate- 
rials to  security  of  United  States  (for); 
H  R  2188,  advertisement  of  alcoholic  bever- 
ages In  interstate  commerce  (for):  H.  R.  2340, 
violations  of  narcotics  laws  (for);  H.  R.  264, 
use  and  sale  of  Intoxicating  beverages  to  In- 
dians (against);  H  R.  1206.  District  of  Co- 
lumbia sales-tax  exemptions  of  foods  in 
hotels,  cafes,  bars,  etc  (against);  H.  R.  1736, 
excise  lax  on  cabareU,  roof  gardens,  etc. 
(against);  H  R.  3072.  abolish  functions  of 
Indian  Bureau,  repeal  act  of  June  18,  1934 
(  against ) ;  H.  R.  2982,  Increase  pMjstal  rates 
(against);  S.  1046,  Increase  postal  rates 
(against);  S.  1.  universal  service  and  train- 
ing bill  (against);  S.  278.  investigate  radio 
and  television  programs  (for). 

D.    (6)    $612. 


E.  (5)  $11470;  (6)  $26.82;  (9)  $141.52; 
($10)   $1,259.60;   (11)   $1,401.12. 

A.  Anthony  W.  Smith,  718  Jackson  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
718  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Forestry;  regional  development;  re- 
source conservation;  labor  relations. 

A.  George  C  Smith,  Jr.,  1615  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.   C. 

B.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States,  1615  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  InteresU  includ- 
ing the  Improvement  of  Government  effi- 
ciency, elimination  of  waste  and  economy  In 
Government.  Specific  IntA-esU  include  ap- 
propriations bills,  bills  to  enact  recommen- 
dations of  the  Hoover  Commission,  other  re- 
organization proposals  and  substantive  legis- 
lation involving  Government  expenditures. 

D.  (6)    $2,708.36. 

E.  (6)  $9  47:  (7)  $426.27;  (9)  $435.74;  (10) 
$1,650.23;    (11)   2,091.97. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Lloyd  W.  Smith,  425  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,   D.   C. 

B.  Chicago.  Burimgton  &  Qulncy  R.  R.  Co., 
547  West  Jackson  Boulevard.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  directly  or 
Indirectly  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy 
R    R.  Co. 

D.  (6)    $2,085. 

A.  Harold    O.    Smith,    Jr.,    400    Investment 
Building.  Washington,   D.   C. 
B.  United  States  Wholesale  Grocers'  Asso- 
ciation, Inc.,  400  Investment  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.   C. 

A.  Purcell  L.  Smith,  1200  18th  Street  NW.. 
Wa-shington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
I)    C. 

C.  (2)    (See    appended    statement,    p.    5.)' 

D.  (6)    $16,249.97. 

E.  (6)  $100;  (7)  $857.27;  (8)  $348.60;  (9) 
$1,305.87:  (10)  $3,154.08;  (11)  $4,459.95;  (15) 
$1479,  October  3,  1952,  Hotel  Statler,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  lodging;  $34.90.  Octot>er  6,  1952, 
Hotel  Fort  Des  Moines,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
lodging:  $35.36.  October  9,  1952.  Hotel  Morri- 
son. Chicago,  111.,  lodging;  $47.50,  November 
6,  1952.  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone 
Co.,  Washington,  D.  C,  telephone,  etc." 

A.  Sylvester  C.  Smith,  Jr.,  Prudential  Insur- 
ance Co.  of  America,  763  Broad  Sueet, 
Newark,    N.    J. 

B.  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of  America, 
763  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  in  all  legislation 
aflecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

A.  Calvin  K.  Snyder,  1737  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,   D.  C. 

B.  Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National  Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards, 
1737  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate    Industry. 

D.  (6)    $6,750. 

E.  (6)  $41.52;  (7)  $1,285.14;  (8)  $7.50;  (9) 
$1,334.16;  (10)  $2,769.07;  (11)  $4,103.23;  (15) 
$12.33,  November  11,  1952,  Saxony  Hotel. 
Miami  Beach,  Fla.,  luncheon  conference;  $70, 
November  10,  1952,  Red  Coach  Inn,  Miami 
Beach,  Fla.,  dinner  conference;  $54,  Novem- 
ber 11,  1952,  Hurricane  Inn,  Miami,  Fla.,  din- 
ner conference;  $10.50,  December  6,  1952, 
Washington  Hotel,  Wafhlngtou,  D.  C,  l\uich- 
eon  conference. 


>  Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  J.  D.  Snyder,  1040  La  Salle  Hotel,  Chicago, 
El. 

B.  Illinois  Railroad  Association,  Room 
1526,  33  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)    Legislation  affecting  railroads. 

D.  (6)    $750. 

A.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council,  Stahl- 
man  Building,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free  enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  system. 

D.  (6)    $29,484.33. 

E.  (2)  $15,986.92;  (4)  $3,766.79;  (5) 
$1,323.12;  (6)  $136.81;  (7)  $485.89:  (8) 
$605.88;  (9)  $22,305.41;  (10)  $61,578.15;  (11) 
$83,883.56. 

A.  Spence,   Hotchklss,   Parker   &  Duryee,   40 
Wall  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, Inc.,  610  Shoreham  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  to  establish  a  national 
air  policy. 

A.  Lyndon  Spencer,  305  Rockefeller  Building, 
Cleveland,   Ohio. 
B.  Lake   Carriers'   Association,  305   Rocke- 
feller Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

A.  Thomas  G.  Stack.  1104  West  104th  Place, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  National  Railroad  Pension  Forum,  Inc., 
1104  West   104th  Place,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  166.  H.  R.  2129,  S.  399,  H.  R. 
2423.  H.  R.  6228.  H.  R  2422,  S.  510.  H.  R  2688, 
H.  R.  2313,  H.  R.  2345,  H.  R.  1313,  S.  1125. 
Public  Law  234,  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 56.  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  51, 
and  all  legislation  pertaining  to  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.  and  to  secure  additional 
benefits  for  the  rank  and  file  employees  cov- 
ered by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  (3) 
Rail  Pension  News. 

D.  (6)    $1,320. 

E.  (1)  $214.50;  (2)  $1,320;  (4)  $1,400;  (6) 
$38.20;  (7)  $143.19;  (9)  $5,115.89;  (10)  $8.- 
r37.55;    (11)   $11,353.44. 

A.  Howard     M.     Starling,     837     Washington 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  &  Surety  Cos., 
60   John   Street,  New   York,  N.   Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies.  Numerous  House  and 
Senate  bills  dealing  with  the  subject  of  bond- 
ing of  Federal  employees  and  bills  reactivat- 
ing War  Damage  Corp>oration. 

D.  (6)    $150. 

E.  (10)    $15.25;   (11)  $15.25. 

A.  Charles  I.  Stengle,  room  716,  APGE.  900  F 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees,  room  716,  900  P  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  of  Columbia 
government  employees. 

D.  (6)    $1,403.80. 

E.  (7)    $11.20;  (9)  $11.20;  (10)  $99.90;  (11) 

$-:i.io. 

A.  Mrs.  Nell  F.  Stephens,  L.  P.  N.,  Post  Office 
Box  6261,  Northwest  Station,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
C.   (2)   (a)  To  license  all  nurses  alike — na- 
tional and  all  United  States  Territories  and 
District  of  Columbia. 

A.  Charles  T.  Stewart,   1737  K  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Real  EstatQ 
Boards,  22  West  Monroe  Street.,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  aflecting  the  real- 
estate  industry. 
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D.  (6)    $3,911.90. 

E.  (7)    »459.83:    (8)    $152.07;    (9)    1611.90; 

(10)  $687.11;    (11)    $1^299.01. 

A.  Krsklne     Stewart.     Suit*     808,     Sheraton 
Building.    711    14th    Street   NW.,    Wash- 
lng:ton.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association, 
100  West  31st  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

E.  (8)  $1^15;  (9)  $1.25;  (10)  $39.55;  (11) 
$40.80. 

A.  Wilson    E.    Still.     162    Madison     Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Office  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
affecting  raw-cotton  industry  as  will  promote 
the  purposes  for  which  the  council  is  organ- 
ized. 

D.  (6)    $900. 

E.  (7)    $352.94;    (9)    $352.94;    (10)    $711.27; 

(11)  $1,064.21. 

A    Edwin  L.  StoU.  1737  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards.  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
ettate  industry. 

D.  (6)   $2,965.17. 

E.  (7)  $495.25;  (8)  $44.92;  (9)  $540.17;  (10) 
$132.96;    (11)    $673.13. 


A.  Sterling  P.  Stoudenmlre.  Jr.,  1729  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Waterman  Steamship  Corp.,  61  St.  Jo- 
seph Street.  Mobile,  Ala. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  Amer- 
ican Merchant  Marine  and  transportation 
generally. 

D.  ^6)   $1,000. 

E  (7)  $19.84;  (9)  $19.84;  (10)  $54.57;  (11) 
$74.41. 

A.  Pau.  A.  Strachan,  1370  National  Press 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapf)ed,  1370  National  Press  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  National  Services  for  Disabled  Per- 
sons Amendments  of  1951  (Introduced  March 
22,  1951.  by  Senator  Douglas  and  others)  — 
opposed;  to  establish  the  Federal  agency  for 
handicapped — an  act  to  Increase  defense 
manpower,  and  help  preserve  our  Nation,  by 
establishing  the  Federal  Agency  for  Handi- 
capped— for;  tax  exemptions  for  handicapped 
and  for  those  who  support  handicapped  who 
cannot  care  for  themselves — for;  National 
Leprosy  Act — for. 

A.  O.  R.  Strackbein.  424  Bowen  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  O.  R.  Strackbein.  424  Bowen  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  International  Allied  Printing  Trades  As- 
sociation, Box  728,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

D.  (6)   $625. 

A     O.    R.    Strackbein.    424    Bowen    Building, 
Wsishlngton,  D.   C. 
D.  (6)   $1,625. 

A.  Arthur  D.  Strong.  1034  Midland  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

B.  Upper  Mississippi  Waterway  Assn.,  1034 
Midland  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relating  to  the  Im- 
provement and  development  of  navigable  wa- 
terways in  t?:r  upper  Mississippi  River,  to- 
gether with  legislation  relating  to  flood  con- 
trol, conservation,  pollution,  recreation,  fish 
and  wUtUife,  Including  all  legislation  that 


has  to   do   with   the   development   of   water 
resources  of  the  upper  Mississippi  River  and 
its  tributaries  as   this  legislation   relates   to 
all  types  of  public  benefits. 
D.   (6)   $1,340.46. 

A.  Arthur  Sturgls.  Jr.,   1625  Eye  Street  NW,, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American    Retail    Federation,    1625    Eye 
Street  NW..  Wa.shlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  page  3) .' 

D.  (6)    $625. 

E.  (10)  $18.50;    (11)   $18  50. 


A.  J.  E.  Sturrock,  Post  Office  Box  2084,  Capi- 
tol Station,  Austin.  Tex. 

B.  Texas  Water  Conservation  Association, 
Post  Office  Box  2084.  Capitul  Station,  Auolln. 
Tex. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  con- 
cerning the  development,  conservation,  pro- 
tection and  utilization  of  Texas'  land  and 
water  resources  throui^h  exlstlin;  State  and 
Federal  agencies.  Opposed  to  all  legislation 
creating  Federal  Valley  Authorities  and  all 
legislation  seeking  to  superimpose  Federal 
control  over  State  control  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  State's  water  resources.  Op- 
posed to  approving  agreement  between 
United  States  and  Canada  relating  to  the 
Great  Lakes-St  Lawrence  basin  For  legis- 
lation to  prohibit  establishment  of  valley 
authority  In  any  State  withf  ut  vote  of  peo- 
ple of  the  State  Fur  bill  ciuitolaiming  title 
to  tldelantJs  to  the  several  States. 

D.  (6)   $1,500 

E.  (2)  $44;  (5)  $20  92;  (61  $1026;  (7) 
$312  25;  (8)  $68026;  (9)  $1,667  6U:  (10) 
$2,920.80:  (11)  $4.637  49;  il5)  $44.  October  3, 
8.  10.  17,  31,  November  7.  14,  22.  28.  December 
5,  12,  16.  23,  BiUy  White,  .Au.-tlii.  Tex,  Jani- 
tor service:  $65  68.  Ocl*)tH'r  24.  .November  24, 
December  29,  Aui.tin  Cub,  Au.^tm.  Tex  .  dues, 
locker  rental,  entertainment.  $10,  November 
1.  Texas  Friends  of  Ci'ii-^ervatlon,  Inc. 
Houston.  Tex.,  membership  due.s.  $11  04.  De- 
cember 1.  Eldon  Powell,  fl.rist.  fl..wers  fur 
Judge   Clifford   H.    Stones   funeral,   etc' 


A.  Francis  M.  Sullivan,  1701  18th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D    C. 

B.  Disabled  American  Veterans,  National 
Headquarters,  1423  East  McMilUin  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  DAV  is  Interested  In  all  legis- 
lation affecting  war  veterans,  their  de})end- 
ents.  and  survivors  of  deceased  veterans. 
The  majority  of  bills  in  which  we  are  in- 
terested are  before  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee; Senate  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
Committee;  House  Veterans  Affairs  Commit- 
tee; 2  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com- 
mittees; 2  Armed  Services  Committees. 

D.  (6)    $2,906.60. 

A.  A.  D.  Sutherland,  104  South  Main  Street, 
Fond  du  Lac,  Wis. 

B  Louis  Cary.  successor  trustee  of  Bank- 
ers Farm  Mortgage  Co.,  Fond  du  Lac.  Wis  . 
in  behalf  of  former  bond  holders  of  Bankers 
Joint  Stock  Land  Bank,  of  Milwaukee.  Wis., 
and  F.  A.  Carlton,  135  South  La  Salle  Street'. 
Chicago,  111. 

C.    (2)  For  H.  R.  6813. 

E.  (10)    $59;    (11)   $59;    (12)   $59. 

A.  Tax  Equality  Committee  of  Kentucky, 
310  Commerce  Building,   Louisville,  Ky. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  revision  of  section  101 
IRC. 

D.  (6)   $640.50. 

3.  (2)  $521.25;  (4)  $99.81;  (5)  $160;  (6) 
$1130;  (7)  $98.75;  (8)  $22.84;  (9)  $913  95- 
(10)    $2,594.39;    (11)    $3  508.34. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.   Edward    D    Taylor.   777    14th    Street   NW . 
Washington,     D.     C.     (formerly     1903    N 
Street  NW  ,  Wabhington.  D    C  ) 
B    Otfire   Equipm«-nt   Manufacturers   Insti- 
tute   (OEMI),    777    14th    Street    NW  .    Wash- 
ington.  D.   C.    (formerly   1903  N  Street  NW., 
Wa-^hinglon.  D   C.) . 


A  Margaret  K  Taylor.  1731  Eye  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D    C 

B  National  Milk  Producers  Federation 
17:u  I  Street  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperative.!  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk 

D     (6)    $2,162  .50. 

E.    (10)    $1645.    (11)    $1645. 

A  Randolph  S  Taylor,  1507  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC 

B  Hurley  At  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export 
Assuciati.  n.  Inc.  6'2U  Sv)Uth  Broadway.  Lex- 
Ington.  Ky 

C  I  _' I  Mutual  Security  Agency;  Depart- 
ment of  Agrlrxjiture. 

D     I  6 1    $2,500 

E  (7,  «J3aoy.  (8)  $42  39;  (9)  $380.48.  (11) 
$rJ80  48. 

A.  Tyre  Taylor,  1112  Dupont  Circle  Build- 
ing, Washlngt  HI.   D    C, 

B  Southern  States  Industrial  Council. 
Stahlman  Building.  Nashville.  Tenn 

C  (2)  The  general  legislative  program  of 
the  council  with  particular  emphasis  on 
legislatMn  f.ivorable  to  the  maUitenancc  of  a 
free-en terprl.'-.,-'  system. 

D     (C)    $2.4(32  37 

E  i5i  $484  71.  (6)  $4184.  (9)  $526.35; 
(lOj    $1.78990,    (11)    $2,31C25. 


A  Marjorle  L.  Temple,  1917  I  Street  NW., 
Wa.shington.  U    C 

B  National  Federation  of  Business  and 
Profe.-^ional  Women  s  Clubs.  Inc  .  1819  Broad- 
way, New    V.,rlc.   N    y. 

C     (See  at  ailud  statement  )' 


A  J..hn  U  Terrell.  424  Wyatt  Building. 
W.Ltiinngton.  D    C 

B  C:  loraclo  River  A,s80clatlon.  300  West 
Third   Street,   L*   Angeles,  Calif. 

C     (2)    S    75   and   H    R.   1500. 

D     (C)    $3,000. 

A  T?x-.s  Witer  C' >n,servatlon  Ajwoclatlon, 
207  West  l.'iTh  (  F^ist  Office  Box  2084,  Cap- 
itol Station  I .  Austin,  Tex. 

C  (2)  Interested  In  all  legislation  con- 
cerning the  d-'velopment,  conservation,  pn>- 
toction.  and  utiiizati.m  of  Texas'  land  and 
water  resources  throu  :h  existing  State  and 
Federal  agenriPA  Oppised  to  all  legislation 
cr,->ating  Federal  valley  authorities  and  all 
let'islation  seeking  to  superimpose  Federal 
control  ovrr  State  control  In  the  distribution 
of  the  State's  water  rcr,ources.  Opposed  to 
approvti,cT  a':reement  between  United  States 
and  C.-vnr-.da  relating  to  the  Grca*  Lakes-St. 
Ix'iwrcnre  Basin  For  le-lslatlon  to  prohibit 
establ'-y  mer;t  ,,f  valley  authority  in  any 
State  wiMiuut  \',U'  of  people  of  the  State. 
Fir  bill  quitrlalming  title  to  tidelands  to 
the  scvcr.-il  St.ites. 

D     (6)    $6  713 

E  (1)  $66160;  (2)  $1,894  54;  (4)  $942  07- 
(5i  $625  88;  (6)  $289  20;  (7)  $1,619  62-  (8) 
82.640  17;  (9)  $8  67:M4;  (10)  $15,663  89;  (11) 
$■-'4  337  03;  (15)  fl0  53,  November  15.  J.  R. 
Railey,  Au.nlii.  Tex  ,  6  months'  subscription 
to  Dalhis  Murnlng  News;  $11  90.  November 
15,  Curry  Office  Supply.  Austin.  Tex  .  mimeo- 
graph supplies;    $142  85,  November   15    L    C. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A  Oliver  A  Thomas,  43  Sierra  Street,  Reno, 
Nev 

B  Nevada  Railroad  Association,  43  Sierra 
Street.  Reno,  Nev.  (one-third  each)  :  The 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co  ,  the  Western  Pa- 
cfic  Railroad  Co  ,  StJUthern  Pacific  Co, 

("  (2i  All  Senate  and  H  juse  bills  and  res- 
ulutlons  affecting  the  mterests  of  Nevada  rail- 
r, 'ads  The  St  Lawrence  Waterway;  H.  R. 
7i  88    Comer  bill. 

D     (6i    $675 

E     I  10 1    $423  64,    (ID    $423  64. 

A  Chester  C  Thompson,  .319  F  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D    C 

B  Tlie  American  Wafrways  Operators, 
Inc  .  1319  F  Street  NW  .  'V^  ashington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  All  matters  affect  iig  barge  and  tow- 
ing vessel  industry  and  water  transportation. 

D     (6)    $6,166  66 

E  (7)  $30  50,  (9)  $30  50.  (10)  $439.75; 
I  11  I    $470  25. 

A    G   D  Tllghman.  1604  K  Street  NW  ,  Wash- 
ington, D    C 
B    Disabled     Emergency     Officers     of     the 
Wnrld  Wars,  1604  K  Street  NW..  Washington. 

D    C 

C  (21  General  legislation  pertaining  to 
the  pay  of  military  persornel. 

D     (6)    $2,500 

E     (10)    $33  75;    (11)    $3r'.75. 

A  E  W  Tinker.  122  Ea.'t  42d  Street.  New 
York.  N    Y. 

B  American  Paper  anc!  Pulp  Association. 
122    East  42d   Street,   New   York,   N.   Y. 

C  (2)  Legislative  inte-ests  are  those  of 
employer. 

A    William  H  Tlnney,211  southern  Building. 

15th    and    H    Streets    NW  .    Washington. 

D    C 

B    The    Pennsylvania    Railroad    Co.    1740 

Broad  Street.  SUllon  Building.  Philadelphia. 

Pa 

A.  S  G  Tipton.  1107  16th  Street  NW  .  Wash- 
ington, D    C. 

B  Air  Transport  Association  of  America, 
1107   16th  Street  NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  General  legislative  interests  for  the 
proj)er  advancement  of  the  airline  industry 
in  the  public  Interest.  (For  specific  legisla- 
tive interests,  see  p   3.  att.iched  ) ' 

E     (10)  $98  75;   (11)  $98.75. 

A  Fred  A  Tobln,  438  Bowen  Building,  821 
15ih  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  International  Brotherhood  of  Team- 
sters, Chauffeurs.  Warehousemen,  and  Help- 
ers of  America,  322  East  Michigan  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

D.    (6)    $3,750. 

A  H  Willis  Tobler,  1731  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C 

B  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  procesis  and  market  milk. 

D     (8)    $2,17872. 

E    (10)    $123.68;    (11)    $123.68. 


A  John  H'  Todd.  1008  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  National  Cotton  Compress  and  Cotton 
Warehouse  Association.  586  Shrine  Building, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Any  matters  affecting  the  cotton 
compress  and  cotton  warehouse  industry. 

E.    (10)   $15.58;    (11)   $15.58. 


type-      A.  Wallace  Townsend,   306   Commercial   Na- 
tional Bank   Building,  Little  Rock.  Ark. 
B    Southwestern      Gas      &      BHectrlc      Co.. 
Shreveport.  La. 

C.  (2)  My  only  Interest  has  been  In  the 
size  of  the  appropriation  for  the  South- 
western Power  Administration. 

D.  (6)   $600. 
E     (61    $1.46.    (9)    $1.46;    (10)    $1,000;    (11) 

$1,001  46. 


A    Matt    Triggs,    261     Constitution     Avenue 
NW  .  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  221 
North  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Provisions  of  agricultural  legisla- 
tion, repeal  of  resale  price  maintenance;  im- 
migration regulations,  farm  labor;  selective- 
service  regulations.  Mexican  farm  labor  Im- 
portation; farm  machinery  and  supplies; 
fertilizer;  transportation  legislation;  ICC  de- 
cision on  prohi'Ditlon  of  trip  leasing. 

D.  (6)    $1.687  50. 

E.  (10)    $144.38;     (II)    $14438. 


'  Not  pwlnted. 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  Paul  T  Trultt,  817  Barr  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B  American  Plant  Pood  Council.  Inc.,  817 
Barr  Building,  Wa.shlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Generally  Interested  In  legislation 
affecting  the  fertilizer  industry.  Specifically, 
in  the  82d  Congress:  H.  R.  1755  and  S.  1693; 
S    2325  and  S.  2714. 


A.  Harold  J  Tlirner.  Henry  Building,  Port- 
land, Greg. 

B  Spokane,  Portland  &  Seattle  Railway 
Co  ,  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  Union  Pacific  Rail- 
road Co  ,  Henry  Building.  Portland,  Greg. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  which  directly  affect  rail- 
roads of  Oregon. 

A    Unemployed      Service      Association.      623 
Third  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.    (2)    No    specific    bill    but    various    pro- 
posals for  unemployed  people. 


A.  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Associations.  Inc., 
50  West  57th  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C     (2)    Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $1,000.03;  (7)  $200.35.  (9)  $1,200.38; 
(10)   $3,507.93;    (11)   $4,708.31. 


A.  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners  Asso- 
ciation,  408   American   Building,   Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
C.   (2)    AJiy  legislation  that  refers  to  sugar 

generally  and  the  refining  of  raw  cane  sugar 

specifically. 

A.  United  States  Cuban  Sugar  Council,  910 
17th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  appended  statement  A) .' 

D.  (6)    $82,441.36. 

E.  (1)  $1,196.69;  (4)  $1,377.58;  (9) 
$2,574.27;  (10)  $15,216.08;  (11)  $17,790.35; 
(15)    (see  appended  statement  D).' 


A.  A.   L.    'Vlles.    444    Madison    Avenue,   New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  The  Rubber  Manufacturers  Association, 
Inc.,  444  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A.  Virginia     Associated     Businessmen,     612 
Travelers  Building,  Richmond,  Va. 

C.  (2)  All  Federal  legislation  relating  to 
equality  of  taxation,  governmental  economy, 
and  tax  reduction. 

D.  (6)   $1,198.68.        V_-- 
E.' 

A.  Vitrified     China    Association,    Inc.,     517 
Wyatt  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 


A.  Tracy   S.  Voorhees.  711    14th  Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
C.   (2)    Mutual     security;     military     man- 
power. 

A.  H.  Jerry  Voorhls. 

B.  The  Cooperative  League  of  the  United 
States  of  America  Association,  Inc..  343  S. 
Dearborn   Street.  Chicago,   111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  health, 
welfare,  and  safety  of  the  American  people. 

A.  The  Vulcan  Detlnnlng  Co..  Sewaren,  N.  J. 

A.  James  A.  Waggener.  1021  Hume  Mansur 
Building.    Indianapolis,    Ind. 

B.  Indiana  State  Medical  Association,  1021 
Hume   Mansur   Building.   Indianapolis.   Ind. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  pending  before  Congress 
which  would  create  national  health  Insur- 
ance. 

A.  John  E  Walker.  631  Tower  Building.  14th 
and   K  Streets   NW..   Washington,   D.    C. 

B.  Central  Public  Utility  Corp..  1017  Olive 
Street.  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Engaged  to  advocate,  before  appro- 
priate Members  and  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress and  administrative  agencies,  amend- 
ment of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Inclusion,  in  subsection  458 
(d)  (2).  of  the  principle  now  set  forth  In 
subsection  441    (g)    (2). 

A.  Stephen  M.  Walter,  1200  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  N'W.,  Washington. 
D    C. 

C.  (2)    (See  appended  statement,  p.  5).> 

D.  (6)    $6,999.94. 

E.  (7)    $654.03;     (8)    $84.65;     (9)    $738.68; 

(10)  $1,642.62;    (11)    $2,381.30. 

A.  Thomas  G.  Walters,  Government  Em- 
ployees Council.  A.  F.  of  L.,  900  F  Street 
NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Government  Employees  Council,  A.  P. 
of  L.,  900  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Duties  are  to  represent  the  member 
unions  and  the  Government  Employees 
Council  on  matters  affecting  them  before 
the  Congress. 

D.  (6)    $2,277. 

A.  Mllo  J.  Warner,  904  Nicholas  Building. 
Toledo,   Ohio. 

B.  The  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of  Amer- 
ica. Newark.  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  Attention  to  legislation  which  may 
affect  the  interests  of  the  mutual  policyhold- 
ers of  the  Prudential  Insurance  Co.  of 
America. 

D.  (6)    $3,500. 

E.  (6)    $35.24;    (9)    $35.24;    (10)    $1,185.35; 

(11)  $1,220  59. 

A.  Washington  Home  Rule  Committee,  616- 
623  Transportation  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
C.  (2^  Kefauver  bill  (8.  1976),  Home  Rule 

for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

A.  Washington  Real  Estate  Board.  Inc.,  312 
Wire    BulMlng,    1000    Vermont    Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.    (2)    All   local    measures    affecting   the 
District  of  Colvunbla  are  of  interest. 
E.  (10)    $500;    (11)   $500. 

A.  Vincent  T.  Wasllewski,  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision   Broadcasters,     1771     N    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 


»Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests:  Those 
relating  directly  or  Indirectly  to  the  radlo- 
and  televlBion -broadcasting  Industry, 

A.  J.  R.  Watson,  Room  1. 1.  C.  R.  R.  Passenger 
Station,  Jackson,  Miss. 

B.  Mississippi  Railroad  Association,  Room 
1.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Passenger  Station.  Jacltson, 
Miss. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroads  In 
Mississippi. 

E.    (10)   $146.71;   (11)  $146.71. 


E.   (8)    $1.25;    (9)    $125;    (10)    $19  88;    (11) 
$21.13. 

A.  George  Y.  Wheeler  U.  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co..  Inc.,  1625  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  National 
Broadcasting  Co..  Inc.,  and  or  its  affiliated 
companies, 

E.    (10)   $83.50;    (11)   $83.50. 


E  (7)  $97478;  (9)  $974.78;  (10)  $1,195.51; 
(11)    $2,170.29. 

A.  Frank  J.  Wilson.  1246  20th  Street  NW.. 
Washlnpton.  D.  C. 

B.  National  A3scx:lation  of  Retired  Civil 
Employees.  1246  20th  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D    C. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  retired  civil 
employees.      (3)   The  Annuitant. 

E.    (10)    $100;    (11)    $100. 


A.  Newton  Patrick  Weathersby,  Room  303, 
Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  District  Lodge  No.  44,  International  As- 
sociation of  Machinists.  Room  303.  Machln- 
Iste  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  condi- 
ttons  of  Government  employees,  and.  inci- 
dentally, organized  labor  in  general. 

D.  (6)    $1,999.98. 

E.  (7)  $25;  (9)  $25;  (10)  $75;  (11)  $100; 
(14)   $25. 

A.  Henry  B.  Weaver,  Jr.,  Henry  H.  Glassie. 
and  Thomas  M.  Cooley  II.  Tower  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  PhiJco  Corp.,  Tioga  and  C  Streets,  Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

C.  (See  preliminary  report.)' 

A.  William  E.  Webb,  1720  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress. 
1720  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  pertaining  to  river  and 
harbor  improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion, irrigation-reclamation,  soil  and  water 
conservation,  and  related  subjects. 

D.  (6)   $1,050.50. 

E.  (3)  $61.60;  (5)  $18.65;  (6)  $38.53;  (7) 
$161.88;  (8)  $351.56;  (9)  $652.42;  (10) 
$2,100.39:  (11)  $2,752.81;  (12)  $10:  (15)  $20. 
October  13,  December  12,  LaD.  McG.  Kriner. 
1720  M  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C,  petty 
cash  fund;  $42  53.  October  17,  November  18, 
the  Mayflower.  Washington.  D.  C,  charges, 
September  10,  1952;  $32,  October  17,  Novem- 
ber 21,  the  National  Press  Club,  Washington. 
D.  C.  dues  arid  tax.  fourth  quarter;  em- 
ployees" Christmas  fund,  and  tickets  for 
country  store  night,  etc' 

A.  Edward  M.  Welliver.  1424  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Trucking  Associations.  Inc., 
1424  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (See  report  of  American  Trucking  As- 
sociations. Inc..  1424  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.)' 

D.  (6)   $1,350. 

A.  Charles  P.  West,  Jr.,  Machinists  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Machin- 
ists, Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  substantially  all  leg- 
islation affecting  the  socio-economic  and  po- 
litical interests  of  the  American  workingman 
Including  all  pending  legislation  dealing  with 
social  security,  national  health,  aid  to  physi- 
cally handicapped,  labor  relations,  displaced 
persons,  etc. 

D.  («)  $500. 

A.  Edward  K.  Wheeler,  Wheeler  &  Wheeler, 
704  Southern  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Shore  Line  Oil  Co.,  Las  Vegas.  Wev.; 
Craw  Co.,  Las  Vegas.  Nev. 

C.  (2>  Measures  pertaining  to  the  so- 
called  tidelands  oil  question. 


A.  Wheeler  &  Wheeler.  704  Southern  Build- 
ing.. Washington,  D.  C. 

B,  Contract  Carrier  Conference.  1424  loth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  proposed  legislation  pert.aining 
to  the  Investigation  of  domestic  land  ar.d 
water  transportation  under  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 50  or  to  the  Motor  Carrier  Act. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E,  (8)  $1.25;  (9)  $1.25;  (10)  $25.70.  (11) 
$26.95. 

A.  Richard  P.  White.  635  Southern  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Associ.Ttlon  of  Nurserymen, 
Inc.,  635  Southern  Building,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  nursery 
Industrv  directly. 

D.  (6)   $3,125.02. 

E.  (2)  $3125;  (41  $1140;  (5)  $15  98:  (6) 
$3.99:  (7)  $7.12;  (9)  $:9  74,  (10)  $197  53. 
(11)    $267.27. 


A.  H.    Leigh    Whitelaw.   60   East    42d    Street. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. Inc..  60  East  42d  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  particularly 
affecting  the  interests  of  manufacturers  of 
gas  appliances  and  equipment. 

A.  Louis    E.    Whyte.    918    16th    Street    NW.. 
Suite   501,  Washington.  D.   C 
B.   Independent    Natural    G,is    As.sncuitlon 
of  America.  918   16th  Street  NW.,  Suite  501. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $750. 

A.  John  J.  Wicker,  Jr.,  501  Mutiial  Building. 
Richmond.  Va, 

B.  Mutual  Insurr\nce  Committee  on  Fed- 
eral Taxation.  20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chi- 
cago, 111. 

C.  (2)  A'l  measures  affecting  taxation  of 
mutual  fire  and  casualty  insurance. 

D.  (6)    $1.702  89 

E.  (2)  $1,200;  (5)  $278  55:  (6)  $8  88;  (7) 
$165.51:  (8)  $50;  (9)  $1,702  89.  (10)  $2.19983; 
(11)    $3,902.72. 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A  Everett  T  Winter.  MLsslsslppl  Valley  Asso- 
ciation, 719  Omaha  National  Bank  Build- 
ing. Omaha.  Nebr. 

B  Mississippi  Valley  Association.  511 
Locust   Street,   St     Louis.   Mo. 

C  (2)  Legislative  matters  relating  to  river 
and  harbtjr  maintenanre  and  improvement; 
the  American  Merchant  Marine;  soil  con.«ser- 
vation;  fl  KJd  control,  regulation  of  domestic 
transptjrtatlon. 

D     (6)    $3  OCO 

E.    (10)    $1.4t/9  43.    (11)    $l,4r9  43. 

A    Harley  Z    Wooden. 

B  Tlie  International  Council  for  Excep- 
tional Children  .serving  as  a  department  of 
the  National  Education  Association.  12U1 
16th   Street    NW  .    Washington,    D.    C. 

C  (2i  Interested  in  any  legislation  affect- 
ing the  education  and  well-being  of  the  ex- 
ceptional child,  both  the  handicapped  and 
the  gifted  (3i  Monthly  section  in  the  Jour- 
nal. Exceptional  Children. 

A.  Walter  F.  Woodul.  Chronicle  Building, 
Houston.  Tex 

B  Angelina  &  Neches  River  Railroad  Co.. 
Kcltys.  Tex  ,  et  al  ' 

C.  (2)  Generally  legislation  affecting  Texas 
ruilruads  ' 

D     (6i    $4,894  32. 

E.  (6i  $56  01,  (7)  $411  51:  (9)  $467.52:  (10) 
$1.937  78:  (11)  $5,405  30;  (15)  $14.  October 
21,  Hotel  Adolphus.  Dallas.  Tex.,  hotel  ex- 
pen.se;  $14  40,  October  25,  University  Of  Texas. 
Austin.  Tex.,  football  tickets;  $37  50.  Novem- 
ber 6.  Shamrock  Hotel,  Houston.  Tex.,  hotel 
expense,  etc' 


A.  Franz  O.  Wlllenbucher,  161  I  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D    C. 
B.   Retired     Cfflcers     As.soclatlon.      1618     I 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)    $1,800. 

A.    C.  J.  S.  Williamson,  421  Shoreham  Buiia- 
Ing,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  California  State  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
350  Bush  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  General  major  legislation  and  spe- 
cific bills  or  regulations  of  interest  to  Cali- 
fornia economy. 

E.  (2)   $6,680;    (7)   $1,881. 


A.  Prank  E.  Wilson,  M.  D.,  1523  L  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American      Medical      Association,      635 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)    All  bUls  (Senate  and  House)   relat- 
ing to  health  and  welfare. 

D.  (6)   $3,750. 


A  Frank  K  Wnolley.  261  Constitution  Ave- 
nue NW.,   Washington.   D.   C. 

B  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 
221  North  LaSallp  Street.  Clilcago,  111. 

C.    (2)     (See    attached.)  ' 

D     (6|    $2,109  38. 

E  (7)  $895;  (9)  $8.95;  (10)  $98.09;  (11) 
$107  04. 


A.   Edward    W     Wootton.   900   National   Press 
Building,    Washington.   D.   C. 
B    Wine  Institute,  717  Market  Street,  San 

Francisco,    Calif. 


A  Mr  Donald  A  Young.  1615  H  Street  NW., 
W.ishlngton,  D    C. 

B  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States.  1C15  H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

E.    (10)    $406  78.    (11)    $406.78. 

A,  J  Banks  Young.  1832  M  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Office  Box  18.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C  (2 1  Tlie  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw  cotton  industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

D.   (6)    $60. 

K.  (7)  $159.91;  (9)  $15991;  (10)  $272.89; 
(11)    $432.80. 


>  Not  printed.     Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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REGISTRATIONS 
The  following  registrations  were  submitted  for  the  fourth  calendar  quarter  1952: 

(Non.-The  form  used  for  registration  Is  reproduced  below.    In  the  interest  of  economy,  qiiestlons  are  not  rep^ 
the  answers  are  printed,  and  are  indicated  by  their  respecUve  letter  a!id  number.    Also  for  economy  in  the  Record,  lengtny 

answers  are  abridged.)  

Fii  E  Two  Copns  With  thk  SrcarrAHT  or  thi  SnrATi  Am>  Pm  Trara  Coptm  Wrra  the  Clerk  or  thi  Housj:  or  REPBisnfTATivM; 
ThU  page  (page  1)   to  designed  to  lupply  Identifying  data;  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page)  deals  with  financial  data. 

PLACX    AN    "X"    BFXCW    the    APPHOPRIATE   LTTTEm    OR    PICTTRK    IN    THK    BOX   AT  THE   RIGHT  OT  THE   "REPOKT"   HEADING   BELOW : 

•PxELmmAHT"  REPORT  CBeglstratlon")  :  To  "regUter."  place  an  "X"  below  the  letter  "P"  and  fill  out  page  1  only. 

••OtTArmtLT"  report:  To  Indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  Is  covered  by  this  Report   Si^\^itl'?na/'S?'^  Soufd  b^num- 

H\."piW^-4.nvvs.^%U"or.Th^p:g"^  t^i:^i^'^?^^^zr  -^Xur£.  ^,TJ^'^cf.^'^u...^  ^^ 

accomplish  compliance  with  all  quarterly  reporting  requirements  of  the  Act. 


Year:    19. 


REPORT 
PvtsvAirr  TO  Federal  Regulation  or  Lobbtikc  Act 


qitakteb 


Ist       2d       3d      4th 


(Mark  one  square  only) 


~...      /«\   T-  nrwnAT      Thlij  "Renorf*  form  may  be  used  by  either  an  organization  or  an  Individual,  as  follows* 
Note  on  Item  "A    -(a)    i''^OrirnuL_  TJls     Rejxjrt   J^o^^..  y  ^     ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^f  business  of  the  "employer".     (If  the 

^'^•>mp"?o^yeJ-  IsTl^t-uch  as  sTaw'^o^^  relations' nrml.  partner,  and  salaried  staff  member,  of  such  firm  may  Join  iu 

OlT'-lm^p^r^To  me^^^^^^  -»th  the  employer's  Report: 

ri')''^^"ioye-^^bJe?t  t^the  Xctm^ust'  L  ^p^ata  Report^  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are 
(in 'SmVloy^'  :u'b?^"t°[oTh?"/£rmust  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are 
filed  by  their  employers.    _ 


(b) 


A.  Organization  ca  Inbitidtjal  Piliho: 

1,  State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business. 


2    If  this  Report  is  for  an  Employer,  list  names  or  agents  or  em- 
ployees who  will  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter. 


..„..       _„ ,.  f^  Aa^nU  or  Emvlovees      An  employee  U  to  file,  each  quarter,  as  many  Reports  as  he  has  employers,  except 

Note  on  Item  "B-  -'^<'Po:'»^,'!^o?i^ntw  financed  hy  a  group  of  employers,  the  group  Is  to  be  considered  as  one  employer,  but  all 
that:    (a)    If  a  particular  undertaking  ^J°'"^jy„""^"t^^^^^^^                                                 be  specified;    (b)   if  the  work  Is  done  in  the  interest  of 
o°Lr^/^n^br  ^^Tenrth^r^oris-^^rbVanoT^^^^^                                               *-th  peLns  as  ••employers'-is  to  be  mad  each  quarter. 
B    EMPLOTER.-State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.     U  there  Is  no  employer,  write  "None.-  


NOTE  ON  ITEM  -C'-ia^   The  expr^slon  "i"  -nnectlon  J^h  le^^^^^^^^ 
TuTrni.Zr:^s  ^/nlrSlL^^SaruS^^^nrng^o^r??^^^^^  and  inches  any  other  matter  which  may  be  the 

•"''^t?,°L^'J;^un^^'2.Tnfa'^'a^tIvl??eIVn  connection  with  legislative  Interests,  organlratlons.  and  Individuals  subject  to  the  Lobbying 
^^'  re )  ^rSU^nnmg*  ;u':hrtSe.,ri^y^i.^'fit'':  "S^arterly-  at  the  end  of  each  calendar  quarter  In  which  they  have  either 

received  ^  eL^^^^hing  of  value  in  connection  with  legislative  interests. 


LECisLATrTE  INTERESTS,  ANT)  Pttblicationb  In  conncctlon  therewith: 


1.  SUte  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive Interests  are  to  continue.  If  receipts 
and  expenditures  In  connection  with 
legislative  Interests  have  terminated. 
place  an  "X"  in  the  box  at  the 
left,  so  that  this  Office  wiU  no 
longer  expect  to  receive  Reports. 

(Answer  Items  1,  2.  and  3 


2.  State  the  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  person  filing  and  set  forth  the  specific 
legislative  interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
Utles  of  statutes  and  bUU;  (b)  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known;  (c) 
citations  of  statutes,  where  known;  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  sucb  statutes  and 
bills. 


3.  In  the  case  of  those  publications  which  the 
person  filing  has  caused  to  be  issued  or  dis- 
tributed. In  connection  with  legislative  in- 
terests, set  forth:  (a)  Description,  (b)  quan- 
tity distributed,  (c)  date  of  distribution,  (d) 
name  of  printer  ca-  publisher  (If  publications 
were  paid  for  by  person  filing)  or  name  of 
doncar  (if  publications  were  received  as  a 
gift). 


In  the  space  below.    Attach  additional  pages  If  more  space  is  needed) 


4  If  this  is  a  -preliminary-  Report  i^^^^^^^^^  ^t^  ^^^SrS;?£';*'mrhl^.'^  Z^lTr^^T ^r^^^^T?:"^ 
^r'S.:T:%^ilJ^y"^l^"^^^i^^^^  ^Sr^-'iid  SToJt^Jem  -p-  i^d  -E-  oZthe  back  of  this  page.  Do  not  attempt  to 
2,.S,?ni  a  •■pS;^i?y"1^ri  (Relation)   with  a  "Quarterly  Report.^. 

AFPiDAvrr 

[Omitted  In  printing] 
PAGE  1^ 
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A.  Carlisle     Bargeron,     843     Transportation 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Confer- 
ence, 843  Transportation  Building.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to  St. 
Lawrence  waterway  and  power  project.  (Op- 
posed). (4)  »1.500  per  month  and  reim- 
bursement lor  traveling  and  out  of  pocket 
expenses. 

A.  Central  Public  Utility  Corp..  1017  Cllve 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  consist  of  ad- 
vocating, before  appropriate  members  and 
Committees  of  the  Congress  and  Administra- 
tive Agencies,  amendment  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  provide  for  the  inclusion, 
in  subsection  458  (d)  (2).  of  the  principle 
now  set  forth  in  subsection  441  (g)  (2).  (4) 
$,iOO  per  diem. 

A.  Col.   H.   A.   Cole.   201  IVi    Jackson   Street. 
Dallas  Tex. 

B.  Council  of  Motion  Picture  Organiza- 
tions, Inc.,  1501  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Repeal  of  section  1700  (a)  as 
amended  by  section  1650  IRC  (20- percent 
tax  on  theater  admissions) .  (3)  "Your  Plan 
for  Tax  Repeal."  (4)  Traveling  and  miscel- 
laneous expenses  estimated  $500  per  month. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper,  505  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  11  Wall 
SUeet,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Federal  tax  legislation  affecting  the 
InteresU  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange 
and  its  members. 

A.  Harold    B.    Corwln,    1616    I    Street   NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Retired  Officers  Association,  Inc.,  1616  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  legislation  pertinent  to 
the  rights,  benefits,  privileges,  and  obliga- 
tions of  retired  officers,  male  and  female, 
regular  and  reserve,  and  their  dependents 
and  survivors,  of  whatever  nature,  dealing 
with  personnel  matters,  pay  and  retirement 
benefits,  and  pensions,  studying  and  analyz- 
ing bills,  preparing  statements  for  presenta- 
tion to  the  cognizant  committees,  and  draft- 
ing amendments  where  l.idicated.  appearing 
before  committees  of  Congress,  principally 
the  Committees  on  Armed  Services,  the  Com- 
mittees on  Veterans'  Affairs,  and  the  com- 
mittees dealing  with  various  privileges,  op- 
portunities and  obligations  of  the  personnel 
involved.  (3)  "The  Retired  Officer."  (4) 
Anticipated  expenses:  None.  Monthly  sal- 
ary HOO. 

A.  Robert   W.    Coyne,    1501    Broadway,    New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Council  of  Motion  Picture  Organiza- 
tions, Inc.,  1501  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Repeal  of  section  1700  (a)  as 
amended  by  section  1650  IRC  (20-percent 
tax  on  theater  admissions).  (3)  "Your  Plan 
for  Tax  Repeal."  (4)  Salary  and  expenses 
approximately  $500  a  week;  estimated  time 
spent  on  this  drive  10  f)ercent  per  month 
(allocation  $200  a  month). 


final  settlement  of  unsatisfied  claims  aris- 
ing from  the  requlsltlcnlng  of  40  Danish  ves- 
sels by  the  United  States  Government  In 
1941.  No  bills  for  such  a  settlement  have  yet 
been  Introduced. 

A.  Doherty.  Rumble,  Butler  &  Mitchell, 
E-1006  First  National  Bank  Building.  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

B.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association,  Inc.. 
W-1481  First  National  Bank  Building.  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Amendments  of  Internal  Etevenue 
Code. 

A.  C.  E.  Huntley.  2000  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa- 
tion, 2000  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  See  legislative  p>ollcles,  page  106  of 
agenda,  attached  to  employer's  return  for 
third  quarter,  1952.  (4)  Expenses  covering 
travel  and  entertainment,  estimated  $50 
monthly.  Annual  salary  $9,000  covering  all 
duties — unknown  portion  of  time  to  be  de- 
voted to  legislation. 

A.  Kenneth  W.  Ingwalson,  261  Constitution 
Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D    C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  concerning  agri- 
culture.     (4)    Annual  salary:   $9,000. 


A.  John  A.  Danaher.  50  State  Street,  Hart- 
ford, Conn,  and  1625  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Revere  Copper  and  Brass,  Inc..  230  Park 
Avenue.  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  copper. 

A.  Wallace  O.  Dempsey.  701  Union  Triist 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Kmbaasy  of  Denmark.  2374  Massachu- 
aetta  Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  are  limited  to 
advising  and  assisting  the  Ambassador  of 
DezuDATk  in  aecuring  a  legislative  lump  sum 


A.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association.  Inc  .  W-1481 
First  National  Bank  Building.  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 
C.    (2)    Amendments  of  Internal   Revenue 

Code. 

A.    Charles   W.    Jones,    1832    M    Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
P.  O.  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  raw-cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized.     (4)   (See  attached  statement.)  • 

A.  I.  L.  Kenen.  1737  H  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  American  Zionist  Council,  342  Madison 
Avenue,  New  York  City. 

C.  (2)  American  assistance  to  Israel.  (4) 
Monthly  compensation  of  $1,120.  Expenses 
for  travel,  publications,  etc..  estimated  at 
$600  per  month. 

A.  John  G.  Laylln.  701  Union  Tr\ist  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Embassy  of  Denmark.  2374  Massachu- 
setts Avenue  NW  ,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  limited  to 
advising  and  assisting  the  Ambassador  of 
Denmark  In  securing  a  legislative  lump  sum 
final  settlement  of  unsatisfied  claims  arising 
from  the  requisitioning  of  40  Danish  ves- 
sels by  the  United  States  Government  in 
1941.  No  bills  for  such  a  settlement  have 
yet  been  Introduced. 

A.  McClure  &  Updike,  626  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association.  Inc., 
W-1481  First  National  Bank  Building,  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (2) Amendments  of  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

A.  Pat  McGee,   1441   Welton  Street,  Denver, 
Colo. 
B.    Council    of   Motion   Picture    Organiza- 
tions, Inc.,  1501  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


C.  (2)  Repeal  of  section  1700  (a)  as 
amended  by  section  1650  Internal  Revenue 
Code  ( 20  percent  tax  on  theater  admissions ) . 
(3)  Your  Plan  for  Tax  Repeal.  (4)  Traveling 
and  nrlscellaneous  expenses  estimated  $500 
per  month. 

A.  Leslie  T.  Mahurln.  6001  Battery  Lane, 
Bethesda,   Md. 

B.  Organization  of  Professional  Employees 
of  the  United  States  Deptu-tment  of  Agricul- 
ture. Post  Office  Box  381.  Washington.  D,  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interests  are 
the  same  as  those  of  the  organization  which 
are  In  large  part  but  not  exclusively  exem- 
plified by  the  bills  which  are  Indexed  In  the 
Digest  of  Public  General  Bills  Issued  by  the 
libfiiry  under  the  captions,  "Public  Officers 
and  Employees."  "Retirement."  and  "Taxa- 
tion, Exemptions  to  Annuitants."  (4)  $110 
per  month. 

A.  Mike  M.  Masaoka.  300  Fifth  Street  NE., 
W;ushlngton.  D.  C. 

B  Japanese  American  Citizens  League  An- 
tl-Dl«cnmlnatlon  Committee.  406  Beason 
Building.    Salt    lAke    City,    Utah. 

C.  {'2)  Legislation  affecting  persons  of 
Japanese  ancestry  in  the  United  States  and 
Hawaii.  (4>  Actual  out-of-pocket  expense* 
$200  per  month  retainer. 

A.  Howard  E.  Munro.  Room  607,  A.  F.  of  L. 
Building.  901  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.   D.  C. 

B  Central  Labfjr  Union  and  Metal  Trades 
Council  of  the  Panama  Canal  Zone.  Post 
Office  Box  471.  Balboa  Heights,  C.  Z. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  A.  F.  of  L. 
union  members  employed  on  the  Canal  Zone. 
(41  $600  per  month  salary  plus  $20  per  day 
expenses. 

A.  Mutual  Insurance  Committee  on  Federal 
Taxation.   20  North   Wacker  Drive,   Chi- 
cago, 111. 
C.    (2)    All   measures  affecting  taxation  of 
mutual  fire  and  casualty  insurance. 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Peter  R.  Nehemkls,  Jr..  Ring  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Home  Laundry  Manufactur- 
ers' Association.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Repeal  of  manufacturer's  excise  tax 
on  electric  and  gas  dryers  and  mechanical 
Ironers.  (3)  Petition  for  submission  to  the 
Congress  (in  the  forms  of  brochure)  setting 
forth  arguments  why  excise  tax  should  be 
repealed.  (4)  Total  antlclpwited  expenses 
(including  monthly  compensation).  $17,- 
091.95.     Monthly  compensation.  $750. 

A.  J.  Hardin  Peterson.  Post  Office  Box  2097, 
EMxieland  Station.  Lakeland.  Fla. 

B  Government  of  Guam,  an  unincorpo- 
rated Territory  of  the  United  States. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Guam.  For 
omnibus  bill  making  certain  legislation  ap- 
plicable to  Guam.  Against  legislation  that 
would  adversely  affect  Guam  and  for  legisla- 
tion that  would  be  of  assistance  to  Guam. 
For  an  act  rtwiklng  National  Guard  Act  ap- 
plicable to  Guam.  (4)  $2,500  every  3  months 
for  fees  and  $625  every  three  months  In  lieu 
of  expenses  plus  actual  traveling  expenses. 
It  is  expected  that  this  and  $600  for  travel- 
ing will  cover  all  expenses.  Thla  covers  legal 
work  other  than  legislative  but  difficult  to 
separate. 

A.  James  P  Plnkney.  1424  16th  Street  NW, 
Washington.    D.    O. 

B  American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc, 
1424  16th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  of 
American  Trucking  Associations.  Inc..  In- 
clude all  bills,  resolutions,  and  Investigations 
affecting  the  trucking  Industry.  (3)  Special 
Legislative      Bulletins,      Transport      Topic*. 
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Truck  Beat.  (4)  Anticipated  expenses: 
Nominal,  taxi  fares,  etc.;  annual  compensa- 
tion:  $14,000  per  annum. 


A  Murray  Preston,  901  Hlbba  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association, 
821  Cafrltz  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C  (2)  Support  of  certain  legislation  to 
be  Introduced  on  construction  and  operation 
o(  a  St  Lawrence  senwsy.  (4)  $75  a  day  in 
Wn-shlngton:  $100  a  day.  plus  expenses  while 
tr.ivellng  and  away  from  Washington. 
(None  specifically  anticipated  at  this  time.) 


A  William  M  Rice.  631  Tower  Building.  14th 
and   K   Streets   NW  .  W.\.shlngton.   D.   C. 

B  Central  Public  Utility  Corp  ,  1017  Olive 
Street,  St    Louis,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Engaged  to  advocate,  before  appro- 
priate Members  and  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress and  administrative  agencies,  amend- 
ment of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  inclusion,  in  subsection  453  (d) 
(2).  of  the  principle  now  set  forth  in  sub- 
section 441  (K)  (2).  (4)  Anticipated  ex- 
penses consist  of  telephone,  travel,  food, 
lodKlni;  and  entertainment  ond  are  not  ex- 
pected to  exceed  an  apgrc^ate  of  $500;  daily 
rate  of  compensation  for  services  will  be 
1200. 

A  Randolph  S  Taylor.  1507  M  Street  NW., 
Wa.shliis?ton.  D.  C. 

B  Burley  A:  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export  A.s- 
Bociatlon.  inc..  620  South  Broadway.  Lexing- 
ton. Ky. 

C.  (2)  Mutual  Security  Agency:  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  (4)  Salary  $10,000  per 
annum.  Actual  expenses,  principally  for 
travel  and  expenses  incident  to  travel. 

A.  Secve  Toney.  600  57th  Avenue,  Capitol 
Heights.  Md. 
C.  (2)  25  percent  tax  cut:  $^,400  exemp- 
tion for  married  couples;  $300  exemptions 
for  dei)endents.  Eliminate  inheritimce 
taxes.  Make  deductible  all  medical,  dental, 
and   hospital    expenses. 

A  John  E.  Walker,  631  Tower  Building.  14th 
and  K  Streets  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Central  Public  Utility  Corp..  1017  Olive 
Street.  St.   Louis,  Mo. 

C  (2)  Engaged  to  advocate  before  appro- 
priate Members  and  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress rxid  administrative  agencies,  amend- 
ment of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  inclusion.  In  subsecUon  468  (d) 
(2),  of  the  principle  now  set  forth  In  sub- 
section 441  (g)  (2).  (4)  AnUclpated  ex- 
p)en8es  consUt  of  telephone.  Uavel.  food, 
Intlging.  and  entertainment  and  are  not  ex- 
pected to  exceed  an  aggregate  of  $600:  daily 
rate    of    compensation    for    services    will    be 

$aco. 

A.  Oliver  Francis  White,  418  Third  Street, 
Stambaugh,  Mich. 
C  (2)  Against  any  legislation  legalizing 
developed,  "Thought  and  Nerve  Impulse 
Transmitter*."  which  are  also  Telecremators 
and  Teleportage  devices.  Lobby  for  an  open 
committee  investigation  of  the  organization 
working  the  above-mentioned  devices.  (4) 
Printing  and  postage,  $75  per  quarter. 

A.  John  C.  Williamson.  1025  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Rifle  Association.  1600  Rhode 
Island  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  General  Interest  in  firearms  legis- 
lation. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  April  8,  1953 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  April  6, 
1953) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Father  of  all  mankind,  with  minds 
burdened  for  the  Nation  and  for  the 
world  we  turn  to  Thee,  in  this  baffling 
hour,  praying  that  in  this  fear-haunted 
earth  the  flame  of  our  faith  may  not 
grow  dim.  Unworthy  though  we  are. 
Thou  hast  made  us  keepers  of  the  holy 
torch  of  freedom  the  fathers  kindled 
with  their  lives.  We  would  share  that 
sacred  fire  until  tyranny  everywhere 
having  been  consumed,  all  the  nations  of 
the  earth  shall  be  blessed. 

Steel  our  wills  and  steady  our  hands 
DCith  power  and  wisdom,  that  with  eager 
joy  we  may  dedicate  the  Nation's 
strength  to  throw  open  the  gates  of  a 
new  life  for  Thy  children  everywhere. 
We  ask  it  in  that  Name  that  is  above 
every  name.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Without  objection,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday, 
April  7,  1S53,  is  dispensed  with. 


TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE 
BUSINESS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Un- 
der the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
of  yesterday,  the  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Daniel  ]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that,  without  the  Senator  from  Texas 
losing  the  privilege  of  the  floor,  Mem- 
bers may  be  permitted  to  introduce  bills, 
submit  resolutions,  and  present  other 
routine  matters  which  would  be  in  order 
If  there  were  a  morning  hour,  their  re- 
marks, however,  in  any  case,  not  to  ex- 
ceed 2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ANNUAL-LEA-TE    LAWS    FOR    CrVTL- 
SERVICE  EMPLOYEES— PETmON 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  a  petition  signed  by  47 
employees  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion at  Port  Snelling.  Minn.,  relating  to 
the  annual-leave  laws  for  civil-service 
employees. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition 
v.-as  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Sei-vice,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  REcor.D.  without  the 
signatures  attached,  as  follows: 
PtTiTiON  From  Veterans'  Administration, 
Fort   Snelxinc,   Minn. 

We.  the  Federal  clvll-servlce  employees  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota,  do  hereby  petition 
Congress  to  amend  existing  annual-leave 
laws  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Government  agencies  are  affected  by 
changes  In  economic  conditions  and  {XJlitlcal 
parties.  While  new  agencies  are  born,  others 
die.  This  creates  a  degree  of  Instability  and 
insecurity.  Government  employees  lack  un- 
employment compensation.  A  sudden,  un- 
expected reduction  In  force  creates  in  nu- 
merous Instances  undue  hardship.  Imme- 
diate employment  Is  sought  without  regard 
to  choice  of  position.  Former  Government 
employees,  realizing  the  value  of  unemploy- 
ment compensation,  soon  become  alienated 
by  shortsighted  Federal  employment  prac- 
tices. A  fixed  leave  accumulation  would 
remedy  this  "no  leave"  situation. 

2.  Annual  leave  accumulated  during  a  giv- 
en year  must  be  consumed  by  the  first  day  of 
the  succeeding  fiscal  year.  This  ruling  con- 
stitutes a  hardship,  espyecially  so  in  the  case 
of  new  employees,  because  of  the  fiscal 
June-July  severance.  Vacation  must  either 
be  taken  before  the  end  of  June  or  annual 
leave  must  be  rebuilt  during  the  months 
of  July,  August,  and  September.  In  a  cold 
climate  such  as  Minnesota's,  this  Is  far  from 
an  Ideal  situation.  It  defeats  the  purpose 
of  a  revitalizing  2-week  vacation.  A  calen- 
dar year  severance  would  remedy  this  poor 
vacation  condition. 

CONCLTTSION 

It  Is  requested  therefore  that  480  hours 
annual  leave  be  established  as  a  reasonable 
maximum  leave  accumulation  vrlthin  a  given 
calendar  year  and  that  any  annual  leave  in 
excess  of  said  480  hours  shall  be  subject  to 
forfeiture  at  the  end  of  any  given  calendar 
year. 

We,  the  undersigned,  therefore  resolve  that 
the  above  amendments  be  given  due  con- 
sideration for  enactment  Into  law. 

(Signatures  omitted.) 


COMMITTEE      MEETITNGS      DURING 
SENATE    SESSIONS 

On  request  of  Mr.  Martin,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Subcommittee 
on  Shortage  of  Ammunition  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  were  author- 
ized to  meet  this  afternoon  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Martin,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfatre  was  author- 
ized to  continue  hearings  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  week  during  sessions  of 
the  Senate. 


ST.       LAWRENCE       SEAWAY       AND 

POWER        PROJECT— STATEMENT 

AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
nection with  the  so-called  submerged 
lands  joint  resolution  Senators  are  de- 
bating a  measure  applicable  to  the  wa- 
ters of  the  ocean.  At  this  time  let  me 
say  that  I  have  prepared  a  statement 
regarding  the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway 
and  power  project.  I  look  f onward  to 
hearing  the  same  Senators  state  their 
positions  about  that  project,  which  will 
be  before  the  Senate  a  little  later. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  the  statement  which  I  have  pre- 
pared on  the  subject  of  the  St.  I^wreiKie 
seaway  and  power  project,  and  the 
need  for  urgent  action  on  the  so-called 
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Wiley  bill  <S.  599)  providing  for  the 
creation  o:  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  De- 
velopment Corporation,  and  so  forth,  to- 
gether with  three  resolutions  adopted 
by  the  Business  and  Professional  Wom- 
en's Clubs  of  Wisconsin  Rapids,  La 
Crosse,  and  Neillsville.  in  the  State  of 
Wisconsin.  I  request  that  the  resolu- 
tions be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  statement  and  reso- 
lutions will  be  printed  in  the  Recohd,  and 
the  resolutions  will  be  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

The  statement  by  Senator  Wirrr  is  as 
fellows : 

Statkment  bt  Senatos  Wn-TT 

Yesterday  afternoon.  It  was  my  pleasure 
to  discuss  with  the  Chief  Executive  of  our 
country  the  vital  issue  of  the  Great  Lakes- 
8t.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  project. 

Next  Tuesday,  April  14,  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Subcommittee  on  the  St. 
Lawrence  Seaway  is  opening  3  days  of  pub- 
lic hearings  on  this  issue. 

The  purpose  of  these  hearings  is  to  come 
to  an  answer,  basically  on  a  single  question : 
Do  we  or  do  we  not  as  a  nation  want  to 
Join  with  Canada  In  construction  of  the 
seaway  canals? 

If  we  do  not,  the  Canadian  Government  is 
ready,  willing,  and  eager  to  go  ahead  with 
the  project.  Just  yesterday,  the  ranking 
minister  of  the  Canadian  Cabinet,  the  Right 
Honorable  C.  D.  Howe,  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Commerce,  speaking  before  a  Town  Hall 
forum  In  New  York  City,  reemphasized  the 
urgency  with  which  Canada  seeks  to  go 
a^*"d  on  its  own  behalf  In  this  project. 

This  latest  statement  by  this  distin- 
guished official,  completely  demolishes  the 
arguments  of  those  seaway  opponents  on 
this  side  of  the  border  who  have  so  ridicu- 
lously contended  that  there  la  or  was  the 
slightest  doubt  as  to  the  Intentions  of 
Canada. 

On  the  contrary,  the  Canadians  are  un- 
equivocally committed  to  the  construction, 
as  soon  as  the  power  license  has  been 
granted  to  New  York  State  and  Ontario. 

In  that  connection.  I  earnestly  trust  that 
In  line  with  President  Elsenhower's  firm 
position,  which  he  reiterated  to  me  person- 
ally yesterday,  that  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission will  quit  stalling  and  will  approve 
the  New  York  State-Ontario  application  for 
the  construction  of  the  hydroelectric  proj- 
ect. This  approval  is  crucially  necessary  to 
serve  the  expanding  electric  needs  of  that 
great  Industrial  area  of  New  York,  New  Eng- 
land, and  the  bordering  areas  of  Canada. 

New  York  State  and  Its  power  authc«-lty 
have  been  completely  prepared  down 
through  the  years  to  proceed  with  the  power 
construction.  In  conjunction  with  the  Prov- 
ince of  Ontario.  Gov.  Thomas  E.  Dewey  has 
with  vision  and  Judgment,  long  established  a 
firm  legislative  and  executive  foundation  for 
the    necessary   action. 

I  trust  therefore,  that  there  will  be  no 
further  delay  in  the  FPC  approval  of  the 
power  project.  Approval,  of  course.  Is  only 
the  first  step  toward  the  construction  of  the 
navigation  phase. 

The  BPW  resolutions  represent  but  a 
few  of  the  great  many  of  which  I  have  re- 
ceived, and  they  cover  but  one  vital  segment 
of  Wisconsin  society.  Our  women's  groups 
have  Joined  with  all  other  segments  of 
America's  dalryland  to  devotedly  support 
this  Important  dual  purpose,  dual  nation 
effort.  I  congratulate  them  and  assure  them 
of  my  own  continued  efforts  toward  this 
great  objective. 

Not  all  the  selflah  lobbying  by  the  raU- 
roads.  the  coal  interests,  the  fearful  Atlantic 


or  gulf  ports  or  all  the  other  backward - 
looking  would-be  saboteurs  of  the  seaway 
can  deter  us  in  this  noble  flght. 

The  resolutions  presented  by  Mr. 
Wiley  were  referred  to  the  Commitlee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  as  follows: 

Business  and  Pkoitssional 

Women's  Club, 

Wisconsin  Rapids.  Wis..  March  17.  1953. 

Whereas  Canada  is  ready  to  buUd  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  without  United  States  par- 
ticipation after  many  years  of  waiting  for 
cooperation  on  this  project;   and 

Whereas  there  Is  a  great  need  to  Improve 
and  develop  Great  Lakes  transportation  for 
national  defense  and  the  welfare  of  Indus- 
try and  agriculture  In  the  Midwest,  and 

Whereas  as  business  and  professional  wom- 
en, we  feel  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  promoting  and  encouraging  action  In  the 
best  Interests  of  our  country:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolvcy-^.  That  the  Business  and  Profes- 
sional Women's  Club  of  Wisconsin  Rapids 
approve  of  sjjeedy  legislation  for  the  Imme- 
diate construction  of  the  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way by  Joint  American-Canadian  action,  and 
be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relation  Committee.  Senator  Alexander 
WiLET,  Republican,  Wisconsin,  and  to  Wis- 
consin Senator  Joseph  McCarthy;  and  to 
Representatives  Clement  Zablocki  and 
Charles  Kersten. 


La  Crosse  BrsiNEss 

AND  Professional  Women's  Clt'b, 

La  Crosse,   Wis..  March.17,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Alexander  Wilet, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.   D.  C. 
Dear    Senator    Wilet;    This    club    at    its 
March  meeting,  passed  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  La  Crosse  Bnsine^s 
and  Professional  Women's  Club,  That  this 
organization  conunend  our  Senators  and 
Representative  for  their  stand  on  the  Great 
Lakes-St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  proj- 
ect and  urge  their  continued  support  until 
the  project  becomes  a  reality." 

And.   it   is  further   the   writer's   hope   and 
trust  that  the  Republicans  may  be   able  to 
do  a  thorough,  consclentlcais.  and  wise  house- 
cleaning  In  our  Government. 
Very  truly, 

Dora  D    Marshall, 
Legislative  Chairman. 

"Whereas  there  is  before  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, a  bill  relative  to  the  Great  Lakes-St. 
Lawrence  seaway   and  power  project;    and 

"Whereas  the  building  of  the  Great  Lakes- 
St.  Lawrence  seaway  and  power  project 
serves  our  national  Interest  by  furthering 
our  Nation's  economy  and  by  Improving  our 
national  defense:   Be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Neillsville  Bvislness 
and  Professional  Women's  Club  approve 
wholeheartedly  and  urge  speedy  legUslatlon 
for  Its  Immediate  construction;  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  mailed  to  our  Senators.  Hon.  Alexander 
Wilet.  who  is  also  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  chairman,  and  Hon.  Joseph 
R.  McCarthy,  and  to  our  Representative  of 
the  Ninth  District  of  Wisconsin,  the  Honor- 
able  ME3U.IN  Hull." 

Passed  and  adopted  at  a  regular  meeting 
of  the  executive  board  of  the  Business  and 
Professional  Women's  Club,  of  NelUsvtUe. 
Wis.,  this  9th  day  of  March  1963. 

VlBOINLA     GaSSEN. 

President. 
Pat  N.   Van   Gqrden. 

Secretary. 


EILLS  INTRODUCED 


Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
tune.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr    BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
S  1583    A     bill     to    amend     the     Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  treat  as  an  involun- 
tary   conversion    the    sale    or    exchange    of 
property  by  a  taxpayer  In  order  to  remove  a 
legal   Inhibition   on   his  discharging  govern- 
mental duties;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lutlxb  of  Mary- 
land   when    he    Introduced    the    above    bill, 
which  app<>ar  under  a  separate  beading  ) 
By  Mr    MURRAY: 
S  1584    A  bill  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
5>ervice  Act  to  Improve  the  leprosy  situation 
In    the    United    Stites.    and    for   other    pur- 
pioses;  to  ihe  Coniniluee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare 

(-See  the  remark*  of  Mr  Murray  when  he 
lntr<xlU(.ed  the  abcve  bill,  which  appe,ir 
under  a  se;^arat<  heading  ) 

By  Mr    CASE   (by  request): 
S   15H5    A    bill    to    emend    the    District    '-f 
Columbia   Traffic   Act.    1925,   as   amended;    to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
(See    the    remarks   of   Mr     Case    when    he 
lntrr)duced    the    Rb<3ve    bill,    which    appear 
under  a  serrirate  heading  ) 
By  Mr    JENNER: 
P   15f-6    A   bin  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Pla 
B:iccarelll.   and 

S   1587    A    bll'.    for    the    relief    of    Ellas    A. 
Pap.-vstergiou  (Louis  A   Pappas) ;  to  the  Com- 
nuttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr    CORDON: 
S   1568    A   bill    to   grant   price   support   on 
certain   wool  of  the   1951   clip,    to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agncul'ure  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr    YOUNG 
S  1589    A  bill  to  authorize  the  expansion 
of  post-office  facilities  at  WllUston.  N.  Dak., 
and 

S  1590  A  bill  to  BUthorlze  the  construc- 
tion of  a  new  po.st -office  building  In  Mandan, 
N  Dak  ;  to  the  Committee  on  PubUc  Works. 
By  Mr  HOLLAND: 
S  1591  A  bin  to  provide  for  a  reriew  by 
the  Court  of  Military  Appeals  In  certain 
cases  m  which  relief  pursuant  to  section  12 
of  the  act  of  Mav  5.  1950  (64  Stat.  147)  was 
denied  by  The  J  dge  Advocate  General  of 
any  of  the  Armea  Forces;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

S  1502  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Harriet  T 
Johnston;  and 

S  1593  (by  request)  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Michele  Bevivino;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary 

By  Mr    WILEY: 
R  U94    A   bill    for   the   relief  of  Berenice 
Catherine  Montgomery;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary 

By  Mr    JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S   1595    A  hill  for  the  relief  of  Stamatoula 
S     Roumanls,     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judlcliiry. 

By  Mr  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  (by 
request  i 
S  1596  A  bin  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
81st  Congress,  to  provide  a  temporary  pro- 
gram of  assistance  In  the  construction  of 
minimum  .schfwl  facilities  In  areas  affected 
by  Federal  activities,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

S  1597  A  bin  to  amend  Public  Law  874  of 
the  81st  Congress  so  as  to  make  Improve- 
ments in  it.s  provisions  and  extend  Its  dura- 
tion for  a  2-year  period  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc 
Welfare. 
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AMENDMENT  OP  INTERNAL  REVE- 
NUE LAWS  RELATING  TO  THE 
SALE  OR  EXCHANGE  OP  CERTAIN 
PROPERTY 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.    Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  introduce  for  appropriiite  refer- 


ence a  bill  to  amend  section  112  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  treat  as 
an  involuntary  conversion  the  sale  or 
exchange  of  certain  property. 

The  bill  <S.  1583)  to  amend  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  so  as  to  treat  as 
an  involuntary  conversion  the  sale  or 
exchange  of  property  by  a  taxpayer  in 
order  to  remove  a  legal  inhibition  on 
hi.s  di.schargini?  governmental  duties,  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland, 
wa.s  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
d"nt,  announcements  in  the  public  press 
within  the  past  few  day.s  concerninc!  the 
disposal  of  certain  securities  by  the  Hon- 
orable Charles  E.  Wilson,  recall  to  mind 
the  discussions,  difliculties.  and  contro- 
ver.sy  surrounding  the  confirmation  of 
this  highly  qualified  and  outstanding 
business  leader  as  Secretai-y  of  Defense. 
On  January  19.  1953.  in  an  effort  to  fa- 
cilitate his  confirmation.  I  propo-sed  that 
an  exception  to  the  tax  law  be  immedi- 
ately enacted  to  apply  to  all  or  any  busi- 
nessmen, industrialists  or  others  who 
minht  be  confronted  with  a  comparable 
situation  upon  entering  the  Government 
.service. 

This  exception  would  permit  such  per- 
sons to  dispose  of  controversial  stocks 
and  avoid  the  tax  on  capital  pains,  pro- 
viding the  principal  and  profits  there- 
from arc  immediately  used  to  purchase 
noncontroversial  securities.  In  which 
case,  the  newly  purchased  .securities 
would  take  the  same  cost  basis  of  the 
old  .securities  so  that  at  subsequent  sale 
of  the  new  securities  any  resulting  profits 
would  be  taxed  on  the  basis  of  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  the  old  stocks.  Thus,  the 
profit  tax  is  not  eliminated  but  only  post- 
poned or  deferred  until  such  time  as  a 
voluntary  sale  is  made. 

The  bill  has  ensued  from  my  earlier 
.suBgestion  and  an  intensive  study  of  the 
subject,  and  is  basically  intended  to  fur- 
nish an  added  stimulus  in  attracting 
persons  of  great  comi)etence  and  quali- 
fications to  the  field  cf  government. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  wi.shes  to  advise  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  that  2  minutes  have  expijred. 
Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  May  I 
have  a  half  minute  or  a  quarter  of  a 
minute  in  order  to  conclude  my  state- 
ment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  asks  for  an  ad- 
ditional half  minute.  Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  ob.iect. 
It  is  necessary  to  hold  to  the  2  minutes 
if  we  are  to  accompli.'  h  the  work  that  is 
before  us. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  that  the  remainder  of  my 
statement  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remain- 
der of  the  statement  of  Mr.  Butler  of 
Maryland  was  ordend  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follow  i: 
Remainder  or  Stateme^tt  or  Mh.  BUTua  or 
Marti  AND 
The  legislation  proposes  that  in  instances 
where  a  private  cltlz-'n  must  dispose  of 
securities  to  qualify  for  a  governmental  posi- 
tion, the  transaction  would  be  treated  as  an 
Involuntary  conversion  and  that  taxes  on 
I)roflts  would  be  deferred  In  much  the  same 


way  that  certain  real -estate  operations  with 
respect  to  the  sale  of  private  dwellings  are 
now  treated. 


AMENDMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH 
SERVICE  ACT  TO  IMPROVE  LEP- 
ROSY SITUATION 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  intro- 
duce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  de- 
signed to  make  at  least  a  beginning  at 
correcting  some  of  the  evils  which  we 
have  for  generations  been  perpetrating 
in  connection  with  those  unfortunate 
enough  to  suffer  from  Hansen's  disease. 
To  anyone  who  knows  the  facts  concern- 
ing these  poor  people  it  comes  as  a  dis- 
tinct shock  to  realize  that  now,  in  the 
middle  of  the  20th  century,  millions  of 
Americans  are  still  uninformed  as  to 
the  nature  of  this  disease  and  that  we 
have  on  the  statute  books  of  the  several 
States,  and  in  fact,  among  the  statutes 
of  the  United  States  itself,  laws  based 
upon  medieval  conceptions,  laws  which 
work  great  and  unnecessary  hardships 
on  people  to  whom  we  should  be  extend- 
ing every  possible  aid. 

I  do  hope  that  the  Congress  at  this 
session  will  show  sufiBcient  interest  to 
study  this  bill.  If  it  does,  I  am  quite  sure 
the  result  will  be  favorable  action. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  the 
close  of  these  remarks  a  letter  on  this 
subject  sent  me  by  Mr.  Iglesias,  an  active 
leader  among  the  patients  in  our  Public 
Health  Service  hospital  at  Carville,  La. 
I  believe  that  anyone  reading  this  letter 
carefully  will  note  the  difficulties  under 
which  these  sufferers  from  Hansen's  dis- 
ease are  forced  to  labor  in  order  to  bring 
their  problems  to  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress and  of  the  people.  I  believe,  too. 
they  will  notice  the  great-hearted  re- 
sourcefulness with  which  they  manage  to 
cope  with  these  problems  and  the  cheer- 
ful spirit  they  somehow  manage  to  main- 
tain. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred, and,  without  objection,  the  let- 
ter will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  1584)  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  improve  the  lep- 
rosy situation  in  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Murray,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

The  letter  presented  by  Mr.  Mttrray 
is  as  follows: 

JoLLT  Social  Club  roR  Blikd, 
United  States  Marine  Hospital. 
Carville,  La.,  February  5,  USB. 
Senator  James  E.  MtJiuiAT, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Mttrrat:  I  know  from  the 
past  that  you  were  the  one  that  had  brought 
the  national  leprosy  bill  in  your  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  In  1952,  and 
we  were  so  happy  because  we  believed  that 
something  at  last  would  be  done.  It  ended 
the  same  way  as  It  did  In  the  other  4  years 
preceding  1952.  But  we  are  not  disheartened 
as  I  feel  as  do  the  patients  here  that  so  long 
as  we  have  a  champion  such  as  you  in  the  end 
we  win  win.  I  urge  you  In  behalf  of  the  59 
patients  In  the  Jolly  Social  Club  (all  either 
totally  blind  or  crippled)  to  Introduce  the 
national  leprosy  bUl  at  this  session.  Follow- 
ing are  some  of  the  reasons  why  this  bill 
should  be  passed  through  the  Senate  and 
House  as  swiftly  as  possible  to  right  many  of 


the  wrongs  done  us  In  the  name  of  society. 

1.  When  the  head  of  the  house  Is  diag- 
nosed as  having  Hansen's  disease  he  or  she  Is 
O.  K.'d  and  segregated  Immediately  and  sent 
to  this  hospital  from  a  few  miles  to  over 
twenty-three  hundred  miles,  no  thought  Is 
given  to  the  plight  of  the  remaining  members 
of  the  patients  who  would  be  in  need  of 
financial  help. 

2.  Once  an  Individual's  health  breaks  down 
with  Hansen's  disease  the  body  cannot  with- 
stand hard  physical  labor.  Upon  being  dis- 
charged after  being  confined  in  this  hospital 
for  5.  10,  or  15  or  as  high  as  25  years,  all  the 
Government  does  Is  to  take  the  dischargee  to 
the  railroad  In  New  Orleans  and  there  the  re- 
sjx)nslblllty  ends.  No  thought  is  given  to  the 
late  ol  the  patient — he  or  she — nor  of  the 
patient's  family.  Many  dischargees  have  re- 
turned to  this  hospital  after  a  year  or  so 
with  their  loved  ones  because  their  health 
broke  down  through  hard  physical  labor  and 
then  to  face  the  terrible  prolonged  stay  here 
to  regain  a  semblance  of  former  health. 
Tills  has  happened  so  many  times  in  the  past. 

3.  There  are  many  of  us  here  now  that  are 
discharged  at  the  present  time  and  who  are 
reluctant  to  return  to  our  homes  because 
many  of  the  patients  would  be  an  added 
burden  to  an  already  strained  Income.  Quite 
a  few,  as  in  this  club  that  I  head,  are  blind 
or  crippled  either  from  the  disease  or  from 
the  drugs  used  In  the  treatment. 

4.  The  Federal  Government  spends  on 
each  patient  between  $10  and  912  a  day  here. 
Would  it  not  be  an  economy  of  around  $200 
to  the  Government  if  each  patient  (citizen) 
upon  receiving  a  discharge  get  a  scaled  pen- 
sion according  to  handicap  or  a  pension  to 
all  so  that  everyone  can  go  home  thus  making 
room  for  newly  discovered  victims. 

There  are  many  more  reasons  for  the  ur- 
gent passage  of  the  national  leprosy  bill  that 
I  can  give  you  if  there  is  need  and  I  will 
give  you  if  you  so  desire  but  for  the  present 
I  end  it  by  saying  this:  One  of  the  principal 
reasons  for  our  Isolation  is  for  the  protection 
of  the  public.  After  years  of  isolation  and 
segregation  with  broken  homes  and  busi- 
nesses— yes  even  loss  of  families  and 
friends — the  Government  through  the  Con- 
gress should  give  us  a  pension  In  token  of  our 
enforced  stay  here  which  had  taken  our  lib- 
erty although  guaranteed  under  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Senator  Murray,  I  am  president  of  the  Pa- 
tients' Federation  as  well  as  the  president  of 
the  Jolly  Social  Club  and  I  implore  you  with 
all  the  humility  that  I  have  to  do  this  for  a 
very  small  minority  of  people  that  have  been 
made  more  to  feel  like  criminals  rather  than 
just  poor  people  thai  are  sick. 

You  can  use  this  letter  in  any  way  that  you 
see  fit  in  trying  for  a  passage  of  the  bill. 

If  I  can  be  of  future  service  In  this  matter, 
please  let  me  know. 

With  best  wishes  to  you  and  God  bless  you, 
I  am, 

BiTDDT  Iglesias, 

President. 


AMENDMENT  OF  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  TRAFFIC  ACT,  1925 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  I  introduce  for 
appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925. 
as  amended.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  letter  from  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia 
recommending  the  enactment  of  the 
proposed  legislation  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and,  without  objection,  the 
letter  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
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The  bill  (S.  1585)  to  amen<l  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925,  as 
amended,  introduced  by  Mr.  Case,  by 
request,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

GOVZHNMKNT   OF   THE    DiSTaiCT 

or   COLTJMBIA, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  19.  1953, 
The  Honorable  Francis  Case. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia, 

United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt    Deak    Senator    Case:  The    Commis- 
sioners have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith 
a  draft  of   a  bill   to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925,  as  amended. 

The  proposed  legislation  amends  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Traffic  Act.  1925  (43  Stat. 
1121),  as  amended  (title  40,  sees.  301-303, 
601-603,  605.  609,  610.  614,  and  615;  and 
title  11,  sees.  601,  616.  617,  621,  623,  and 
1407,  D.  C.  Code,  1951  ed.),  so  as  to  accom- 
plish the  following: 

1.  Permit  the  Director  of  Vehicles  and 
Traffic  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  accept 
evidence  of  a  jjerson's  ability  to  operate  a 
motor  vehicle  (e.  g.,  an  operator's  peimlt 
issued  by  a  State)  in  lieu  of  requiring  a 
road  test. 

2.  Make  the  learner's  permit  valid  for  a 
straight  60-day  period.  Instead  of  the  pres- 
ent 30-day  period  and  a  30-day  extension. 

3.  Permit  motor-vehicle  operators  under 
18  years  of  age  to  drive  any  passenger- type 
motor  vehicle  (but  not  for  compensation), 
rather  than  only  a  vehicle  owned  by  himself, 
his  parent  or  guardian,  or  a  driving  school. 

4.  Provide  for  the  extension  of  operator's 
permits  of  persons  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
the  merchant  nuu-lne  who  are  on  active  duty 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia. 

5.  Clarify  the  provisions  of  the  Traffic  Act 
relating  to  motor  vehicle  registration  reci- 
procity and  the  licensing  of  operators. 

6.  Exempt  Memb«irs  of  Congress,  Delegates, 
and  Resident  ComnA.''«sioners,  and  admin- 
istrative employees  of  Members  of  Congress, 
Delegates,  and  Resident  Commissioners,  who 
are  legal  residents  of  the  State  or  Territory 
from  which  the  Senator,  Representative, 
Delegate,  or  Resident  Commissioner  by  whom 
they  are  employed  has  been  elected,  from  the 
requirements  of  registration  of  their  motcH" 
vehicles  and  the  licensing  of  operators  there- 
of in  the  District. 

7.  Provide  for  the  mandatory  revocation 
of  the  operator's  pernrlt  or  privilege  to  drive 
In  the  District  of  any  person  convicted  In  the 
District  of  certain  stated  offenses. 

Under  section  7  (a)  (1)  of  the  Traffic  Act, 
the  Director  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  who  has  been  desig- 
nated by  the  Commissioners  to  act  as  their 
agent,  requires  an  applicant  for  a  motor 
vehicle  operators  permit  to  give  a  practical 
demonstration  of  his  ability  to  operate  a 
motor  vehicle.  Frequently,  however,  an  ap- 
plicant possesses  an  operator's  permit  or 
driver's  license  Issued  by  another  Jurisdiction 
where  a  driving  or  road  test  equivalent  to 
that  of  the  EHstrict  Is  required  as  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  the  issuance  of  such  per- 
mit or  license.  The  proposed  amendment  of 
section  7  (a)  (1)  would  authorize  the  Direc- 
tor to  honor  an  operator's  permit  issued  by 
another  Jurisdiction,  In  lieu  of  requiring  the 
applicant  for  a  District  operator's  permit  to 
take  a  road  test. 

The  bin  also  amends  section  7  (a)  (2)  of 
the  TTaCQc  Act  to  provide  for  the  Issuance  of 
a  learner's  permit  for  a  period  of  60  days  ( In 
lieu  of  the  present  period  of  30  days,  with 
authority  to  extend  such  permit  for  an  addi- 
tional 30  days).  The  Director  has  found  by 
experience  that  the  majority  of  such  permits 
•re  iwwwed  for  an  additional  30  days.  A 
straight  eO-<lay  period  would  reduce  the  In- 
convenience to  the  learner  of  having  to  have 


his  permit  extended,  and  also  would  reduce 
the  administrative  burden  on  the  Depart- 
ment of  Vehicles  and  Traffic.  The  amend- 
ment also  provides  that  a  learner  may  drive 
any  passenger  vehicle  (rather  than  a  profes- 
sional driving -school  vehicle  or  one  owned  by 
himself,  his  parent,  or  guardian),  provided 
such  vehicle  Is  Uf.ed  solely  for  purposes  of 
pleasure  and  Is  not  operated  for  compensa- 
tion. This  will  permit  a  young  driver  to  use 
the  motor  vehicle  of  a  friend  for  purposes  of 
Instruction  and  taking  the  required  road  test, 
and  will  reduce  his  expenses  in  connection 
with  securing  an  operator's  permit,  since 
should  he,  his  parent,  or  guardian  not  posse's 
a  motor  vehicle,  he  would  not  be  put  to  the 
expense  and  Inconvenience  of  hiring  a  pro- 
fessional motor  vehicle  Instructor  and  his 
vehicle  to  teach  him  the  o}>eratlon  of  a  motor 
vehicle  and  to  taSe  the  required  road  test. 
Instead,  he  would  be  able  to  u.se  a  vehicle 
owned  by  a  friend,  and  receive  his  instruc- 
tion from  such  friend. 

Existing  law  do<?s  not  authorize  the  Direc- 
tor to  extend  the  validity  of  the  operators 
permit  of  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces 
while  the  holder  of  such  permit  remains  on 
active  duty  out  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  bill  adds  a  ni!w  paragraph  to  subsection 
(a)  of  section  7  to  authorize  the  Director 
to  extend  for  a  period  not  in  excess  of  6  years 
the  validity  of  the  operator's  permit  of  a 
person  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  merchant 
marine,  when  such  person  is  on  active  duty 
outside  the  Dlstr;ct  of  Columbia. 

Section  4  of  the  bill  deletes  the  require- 
ment in  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  that 
an  operator's  permit  contain  a  space  "where- 
in the  police  court  Judges  or  their  subordi- 
nates are  required  to  note  convictions  of 
violations  of  .sections  9.  10.  and  11  of  the  act 
to  provide  for  the  regulation  of  motc-r  vehicle 
traffic,  etc.,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  ap- 
proved March  3,  1925."  Inasmuch  as  such 
a  notation  no  longer  Is  made,  but  in  lieu 
thereof  an  examination  is  made  of  the  opera- 
tor's traffic  violation  record,  this  provision 
of  existing  law  Is  obsolete. 

Section  5  of  the  bill  also  deletes  an  obso- 
lete requirement  of  existln-:;  law.  and  re- 
designates the  remaining  subsections  of 
section  7. 

Section  6  of  the  bill  expands  subsection 
fa)  of  section  8  of  the  Traffic  Act  t.j  clarify 
the  reciprocity  provisions  of  such  act.  At 
the  present  time,  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  approximately  half  of  the  States  have 
automatic  reciprocity  laws.  Under  these 
automatic  reciprocity  laws,  with  each  Juris- 
diction agreeing  to  do  exactly  what  the  other 
Jurisdiction  would  do  under  reverse  circum- 
stances, no  definite  course  of  action  may  be 
determined.  Section  8  (a)  as  amended  by 
the  bill,  will  extend  to  nonresident  motor 
vehicle  operators  the  same  privileges  that 
the  nonresident  operators  home  Jurisdiction 
extends  to  District  residents,  but  the  amend- 
ment provides  that  when  the  reciprocity  pro- 
vision of  the  other  Jurisdiction  is  the  same 
as  the  District's  or  where  the  privilege  ex- 
tended to  a  legal  resident  of  the  District  Is 
for  the  remaining  portion  of  the  current 
District  registration  year,  then  residents  of 
such  Jurisdlctlor.  coming  into  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall,  :it  the  expiration  of  the  cur- 
rent registration  year  of  such  Jurisdiction, 
comply  with  District  licensing  and  registra- 
tion requirements. 

It  would  be  possible,  however,  wlthoxit  fur- 
ther provision  In  the  bill,  for  inequities  to 
arise.  For  example,  the  provision  discussed 
In  the  previous  paragraph,  necessary  as  it  is 
to  clarify  the  present  situation,  nevertheless 
might  result  In  one  person's  registration 
being  valid  for  only  1  day,  while  another 
person's  registration  might  be  valid  for  as 
much  as  a  year,  depending  on  that  portion 
of  the  registration  year  remaining  at  the 
time  such  person  became  a  resident  of  the 
District.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  bill  also 
provides,  In  a  case  Involving  a  stand-nfT  be- 
tween the  District  and  another  Jurisdiction 
(as  the  result  of  which  the  registration  of  a 


motor  vehicle  la  to  be  deemed  valid  for  the 
remainder  of  a  current  registration  yearl. 
that  the  Commissioners  or  their  designated 
agent  shall  have  authority  to  enter  into  a 
reciprocal  agreement  or  arrangement  further 
limiting  or  extending  the  time  during  which 
such  registration  shall  be  deemed  valid. 
This  authority.  It  is  believed,  will  permit  the 
Commissioners  to  lake  action  to  prevent  the 
Inequitable  treatment  of  motor  vehicle  own- 
V  rs  who  might  otherwise  become  the  victims 
of  circumstance. 

Section  6  of  the  bill  also  adds  a  provision 
exempting  Memt)er8  of  Congress.  Delegates 
and  Resident  Commissioners,  and  the  ad- 
ministrative employees  of  Senators,  Repre- 
sentatives, Delegates,  and  Resident  Commis- 
sioners who  are  legal  residents  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  possession  from  which  the  Sen- 
ator. Representative.  Delecate,  or  Resident 
Comml.ssloner  by  whom  they  are  employed 
has  been  elected  or  apjxjlnted,  from  the  re- 
quirements of  registration  of  their  motor 
vehicles  and  the  licensing  of  operators  there- 
of in  the  District.  Under  section  8  (a)  of 
existing  law.  the  Director,  as  the  agent  of 
the  C<imnils6loners.  Is  required  to  make  cer- 
tain flndliurs  as  to  the  privileges  extended  to 
lepal  residents  of  the  District  by  other  Juris- 
dictions In  the  matter  of  exempting  them 
from  compliance  with  any  provision  of  law 
or  regulation  requiring  the  registration  of 
motor  vehicles  and  the  licensing  of  operators 
tiiereof.  and  then  from  time  to  time  to  cause 
such  findings  to  be  promulgated.  Frequent- 
ly, these  findings  have  disclosed  that  under 
a  strict  interpretation  of  this  section,  not 
even  Members  of  Congress  are  exempt  from 
the  requirements  of  reKlstratlon  of  their 
motor  vehicles  and  the  licensing  of  operators 
in  the  District.  To  clarify  this  point  with 
respect  to  Members  of  Congress  and  certain 
of  their  employees,  the  bill  amends  section 
8  I  a  I  so  as  to  except  them  from  the  regis- 
tration and  licensing  requirements  of  the  act. 

Section  7  of  the  bill  strikes  the  third  sen- 
tence of  .section  10  (b),  since  this  provision 
Is  Included  in  a  'ew  subsection  added  to  the 
act  by  section  3  of  the  proposed  bill. 

Section  8  of  the  bill  adds  new  subsec- 
tions tdi  and  (e)  to  section  10  of  the  act. 
Subsection  (di  would  require  the  manda- 
tory revocation  of  the  operator's  permit  or 
the  privilege  to  drive  a  motor  vehicle  in  the 
District  of  any  person  wlio  Is  convicted  In 
the  District  in. five  categories  of  cases:  (1) 
Operating  a  motor  vehicle  while  under  the 
influence  of  any  Intoxicating  liquor  or  nar- 
cotic drug;  (2)  any  homicide  committed  by 
means  of  a  motor  vehicle:  (3)  leaving  the 
sce>ie  of  an  accident  In  which  the  motor 
vehicle  driven  by  him  was  Involved  and  la 
which  there  is  personal  injury,  without  giv- 
ing assistance  or  making  known  his  Identity 
and  address  and  the  identity  and  address 
of  the  owner  of  the  vehicle;  (4)  reckless 
driving  involving  personal  injury;  and  (5) 
any  felony  in  the  commlssiou  of  which  a 
motor  vehicle  is  used. 

Sub.'=ecti(m  (e)  would  require  the  clerk 
of  the  court  in  which  a  person  has  been 
Convicted  of  any  offense  set  forth  in  subsec- 
ti'n  (d».  to  certify  such  conviction  to  the 
Commissioners  or  their  designated  agent  for 
the  action  required  by  subsection  (d). 

The  Cummi.ssloners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia believe  that  the  profxised  amend- 
ments of  the  Tr.itric  Act  are  necessary  and 
desirable,  and  will  facilitate  the  administra- 
tion of  the  act.  Accordingly  they  strongly 
recommend  the  early  enactment  of  the  pro- 
posed bill. 

The  proposed  draft  of  bill  was  submitted 
to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  returned 
to  the  Coinmi.ssloners  with  the  advice  that 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  that 
office  to  the  presentation  of  the  bill  to 
Congress. 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

F    Joseph  Donohue, 
President,  Board  of  Commissioners, 

District  Of  Columbia. 
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TITLE    TO     CERTAIN     SUBMERGED 
LANDS— AMEN  DMENT 

Mr.  IVES  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
joint  re.solutlon  (S.  J.  lies.  13)  to  con- 
firm and  establish  the  ti'les  of  the  States 
to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  and  tc  the  natural  re- 
sources within  such  la:ids  and  waters, 
and  to  provide  for  tlie  use  and  control 
of  .said  lands  and  resources,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OP  A 
COMMIT!  EE 

As  In  executive  sessic  n. 

The  following  favoruble  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

<»eorge  M.  Moore,  of  Kentucky,  to  be  ft 
Civil  Service  Commlssion;r. 


ADDRESSES,       EDITCRIALS,       ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE  AP- 
PENDIX 
On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con«'ent. 

addres.^es,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 

ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 

as  follows: 

By  Mr    LONG: 

Address  delivered  by  Senator  Ellendfh  be- 
f.)re  the  28th  annual  corventlon.  Red  River 
Valley  Association,  at  Shreveport,  La..  April 
7,  1953. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  relative  to  the 
St    Lawrence  seaway. 

Editorial  entitled  "Not  Elections,  but  De- 
fense. Tops  the  Slate,"  v/rltten  by  John  W. 
Owens,  and  published  In  the  Baltimore  Sun 
of  April  8.   1953. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMS: 
Interview  entitled  "Wl  at  and  Why  of  the 
Piles."    given    by   Attorney   General   Herbert 
Brownell,   Jr.,   and   publ.shed   In  Newsweek 
magazine  of  April  6.  195c. 
By  Mr  LANGER: 
Article  entitled  "Langer  Proposal  Backed," 
published  In  the  New  York  Times  of  April  7, 
1963,  relating  to  disposal  an  of  Arab  refugees. 
By  Mr.  SPARKMAN: 
Editorial  entitled  "Chester  Bowles:  Friend 
of  India,"  published  In  the  Times  of  India 
of  Sunday,  March  15,  1953,  and  editorial  per- 
taining  to   Hon.  Chester   Bowles,   published 
In  the  Evening  News  of  New  Delhi,  India,  of 
March  15,  1953. 

By  Mr.  STENNIS: 
Statement   entitled   "Conformable   Cotton 
Gauze    Bandage,"    written    by    Dr.    Leonard 
Smith,   of    the   National   Cotton  CouncU   of 
America. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 
Article     entitled     "TT  Is     Teacher     Makes 
Sense,"  written  by  Bruce  Barton,  and  pub- 
lished by  King  Feature^  Syndicate.  Inc. 
By   Mr.   HUMPHREY: 
Appeal  for  assistance  of  refugees  by  Lord 
Mayor  Reuter,  of  West  Berlin,  published  In 
the  New  York  Times  of  March  17,  1953. 

Editorial  entitled  "Square  Deal  for  the 
Farmers,"  published  In  ;he  Northland  Times 
uf  Bemldjl,  Minn. 


GENOCIDE       CONVENTION  —  COM- 
MENTS BY  SECRIirTARY  DULLES 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  M*.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  address 
the  Senate  for  2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  New  Ycrk  asks  unanimous 


consent  that  he  may  address  the  Senate 
for  2  minutes.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from 
New  York  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  read  with  great  re- 
gret the  remarks  by  Secretary  of  State 
John  Poster  Dulles  before  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee,  stating  that  the 
new  administration  will  not  press  for 
ratification  of  the  Genocide  Convention. 
The  enslaved  peoples  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  will  have  no  reason  to  take  heart 
from  this  development  in  administra- 
tion jKilicy — this  retreat  in  the  face  of  an 
entrenched  opposition,  an  ill-considered 
retreat  carried  out  even  before  an  effort 
was  made  to  secure  ratification,  at  this 
session-  of  Congress,  of  this  most  vital 
and  desirable  international  convention. 
If  we  are  tliinking  of  the  merits  of 
the  Genocide  Convention  rather  than  the 
domestic  pohtics  of  that  proposal,  there 
can  be  no  substantial  argument  against 
it.  Surely  the  announcement  that  the 
administration  will  not  press  for  its  rati- 
fication will  give  us  little  credit  abroad 
and  will  deepen  the  cynicism  with  which 
American  professions  of  faith  are  some- 
times received  abroad. 

The  entire  campaign  against  the  Gen- 
ocide Convention  has  been  one  based  on 
distortions  and  misrepresentations. 
Here  is  a  convention  whose  purpose  is. 
according  to  its  own  text,  to  outlaw  ac- 
tions "committed  with  intent  to  destroy 
in  whole  or  in  part  a  national,  ethnical, 
racial,  or  religious  group  as  such:  (a) 
Killing  members  of  the  group;  (b)  caus- 
ing serious  bodily  or  mental  harm; 
(O  deliberately  inflicting  on  the  group 
conditions  of  life  calculated  to  bring 
about  its  physical  destruction  in  whole 
or  in  part;  <d)  imposing  measures  in- 
tended to  prevent  births  within  the 
group;  (e)  forcibly  transferring  children 
of  the  group  to  another  group." 

Surely  there  is  nothing  in  these  pur- 
poses which  are  not  wholly  consistent 
with  the  spirit  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  several  States.  More- 
over, this  convention  is  not  self- 
executing.  It  requires  the  passage  of 
additional  legislation  by  the  Congress  to 
bring  it  into  practical  effect. 

Millions  of  our  own  citizens  have  indi- 
cated their  support  of  this  international 
agreement.  It  represents  an  interna- 
tional declaration  of  outlawry  of  the 
practices  referred  to.  It  would  make 
them  international  crimes,  but  subject 
to  actual  enforcement  by  implementing 
legislation  in  each  of  the  signatory 
countries. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  has 
expired. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  re- 
mainder of  the  statement  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remain- 
der of  Mr.  LcHXAir's  statement  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Yet.  despite  Its  merits,  we  have  withheld 
our  approval  of  this  convention.  And  now 
the  new  administration  Indicates  that  It 
will  not  press  for  Its  approval. 

This  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration,    as     expressed     by     Secretary 


Dulles,  Is  especially  disheartening  since  it 
marks  an  about-face  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Dulles  himself,  who  In  the  past  has  favored 
this  convention.  It  represents  a  victory 
for  Isolationist  forces  against  the  enlightened 
opinion  of  such  legal  experts  as  Dean  Wes- 
ley Stiu-ges,  of  Yale;  Prof.  Manley  Hudson, 
of  Harvard;  Mr.  Harrison  Tweed,  and  the 
lato  Judge  Robert  Patterson — men  of  dif- 
ferent political  parties,  but  united  In  their 
advocacy  of  this  epoch-making  convention. 

I  had  hoped  the  new  administration  would 
take  a  fresh  toehold  on  the  Genocide  Con- 
vention and  push  It  through.  Such  a  move 
would  have  had  widespread  support  In  the 
Senate,  If  given  bold  leadership. 

But  the  administration.  In  order  to  buy 
off  the  proponents  of  the  Bricker  resolution, 
and  unwilling  to  oppose  the  Bricker  resolu- 
tion on  Its  demerits — has  agreed  to  pay  this 
ransom. 

I  regret  this  as  much  as  anjthlng  that  has 
happened  since  January  20. 


ABANDONMENT  OF  COLT^CIL  OF 
ECONOl^nC  ADVISERS 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  an  As- 
sociated Press  dispatch  in  yesterday's 
morning  papers  indicates  that  the  stock 
market  has.  once  again  sharply  declined 
as  a  result  of  the  current  peace  rumors. 
In  fact  yesterday's  decline,  according  to 
the  Associated  Press,  is  the  "biggest 
break  since  the  week  the  Korean  war 
started." 

This  news  underscores  the  folly  of 
abandoning  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
visers at  a  time  when  it  could  prove 
most  useful  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  American  peo- 
ple. 

As  they  read  the  daily  newspaper  re- 
ports of  peace  jitters,  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  oflBcials  cf  the  administration 
will  consider  more  seriously  the  proposal 
which  I  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  April  1  of  this  year,  namely,  that 
the  President  send  a  special  message  to 
Congress  pointing  out  the  tremendous 
impKjrtance  of  the  Coimcil  of  Economic 
Advisers  at  a  time  like  the  present  and 
asking  for  a  special  supplemental  ap- 
propriation to  bring  this  important 
agency  back  into  existence. 

In  this  connection,  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  com- 
munication to  the  President  which  was 
released  yesterday  by  Mr.  Walter  Reu- 
ther,  president  of  the  Congress  of  In- 
dustrial Organizations: 

It  Is  fantastic  and  Inhuman — 

Stated  Mr.  Reuther — 
that  In  Wall  Street  and  elsewhere  men 
should  be  afraid  that  "peace  will  break  out" 
and  depression  will  follow.  As  rational  hu- 
man beings,  we  need  to  take  counsel  to- 
gether, think,  talk,  and  act  resp>onslbly  and 
quickly  to  replace  fear  with  practical  plans 
and  confidence  that  such  plans  can  and  will 
be  carried  Into  effect. 

Mr.  Reuther  closes  his  letter  by  urging 
President  Eisenhower  and  the  Congress : 

To  continue  and  Implement  the  Employ- 
ment Act  of  1946,  now  more  needed  than  at 
any  time  since  its  enactment. 

I  should  also  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  a  very  excellent  column 
by  Marquis  Childs,  entitled  "Administra- 
tion at  Sea  Economically,"  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Washington  Post  on 
April  3. 
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Mr.  Childs  points  out  that  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  1946  has  been  under- 
mined in  more  ways  than  one.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  abolition  of  the  Council  of 
Economic  Advisers,  Mr.  Childs  alleges 
that  "the  work  of  the  Joint  Senate- 
House  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port has  been  brought  virtually  to  a 
stop." 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  connection  with  my  re- 
marks the  communication  from  Mr. 
V/alter  Reuther  to  President  Eisenhower 
and  the  column  by  Marquis  Childs. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

April  6,  1953. 
President  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower, 

The  White  House,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  PRSsmnrr:  Recent  reactions  In 
the  Congress  and  In  Wall  Street  to  apparent 
change  in  Communist  policy  In  Korea,  Ger- 
many, and  elsewhere  give  added  urgency  to 
the  need  for  adequate  and  timely  planning 
for  the  transition  of  our  American  economy 
from  peak  defense  production  to  sustained 
civilian  production  at  levels  that  will  con- 
tinue to  provide  full  employment  in  the 
critical   months   and   years   ahead. 

For  months  past,  economists  have  been 
predicting  a  return  of  large-scale  unemploy- 
ment because  of  the  Inability  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  to  buy  back  a  fair  share  of  the 
vast  and  steadily  increasing  amounts  of 
goods  and  services  the  American  economy 
can  produce.  Fortune  magazine  has  stated 
that  such  unemployment  may  reach  5  mil- 
lion by  1955  ai-d  might  even  go  to  8  or  9 
million. 

Conservative  forecasts  for  1955  predict  a 
gap  between  production  and  buying  power 
of  963  billion  to  »65  billion.  Continuance 
of  the  pait  trend  of  Increasing  production, 
which  is  essential  to  our  expanding  economy, 
will  boost  our  potential  output  by  $30  bil- 
lion and  raise  the  value  of  our  annual  na- 
tional production  to  $395  billion  in  1955. 
But,  against  this  potential  Increase  in  pro- 
duction, cuts  In  purchasing  power  amount- 
ing to  from  113  billion  to  »15  billion  are  in 
Bight  unless  early  and  effective  action  is 
taken  to  meet  the  problem. 

Present  authoritative  estimates  of  reduc- 
tion In  purchasing  power  fall  In  the  follow- 
ing categories : 

Defense  spending,  off  by  $9  billion;  non- 
defense  spending,  up  $1  billion;  net  drop  in 
Government  buying,  $8  billion  a  year. 

Industrial  expansion  stimulated  by  fast 
tax  writeoffs  will  be  over  In  1954.  Invest- 
ment in  new  plant  and  equipment  in  1955  is 
expected  to  be  about  20  percent  below  1962. 
Under  present  plans,  total  1955  Investment 
by  corporations,  businessmen,  and  farmers 
is  likely  to  be  about  $5.5  billion  below  the 
1952  level. 

Everyone  hopes  the  Kremlin's  proposals 
turn  out  to  be  sincere  and  are  backed  up  by 
tangible  action  that  will  bring  peace  to  the 
world,  but  to  relax  our  defense  efforts  pre- 
maturely, as  proposed  la.st  week  by  Repre- 
sentative Taber  in  his  reckless  recommenda- 
tion of  an  Immediate  $12.5  billion  budget 
cut,  would  be  flirting  with  disaster. 

If  and  when  the  world  situation  permits 
drastic  cuts  in  the  Federal  budget,  the  im- 
balance between  potential  pruductive  power 
and  purchasing  power  will  be  ftirther  exag- 
gerated unless  tax  reductions  are  made  that 
•will  strengthen  the  purchasing  power  of  low 
and  middle  Income  groups. 

This  gap  between  production  and  con- 
cumption  Is  the  most  compelling  challenge 
tliat  our  free  economy  faces.  It  Is  the  most 
basic  unsolved  problem  that  your  adminis- 
tration and  the  Congress  must  meet.  Upon 
whether  or  not  we  meet  this  challenge  suc- 
cessfully, without  a  sharp  downturn  into  re- 


cession or  depression,  may  largely  depend  the 
final  outcome  of  the  continuing  global  con- 
test between  freedom  and  totalitarianism. 

With  our  ability  to  produce  increasing  by 
$50  billion  and  with  effective  demand  for  de- 
fense goods  and  Industrial  erjulpmcnt  sched- 
uled to  Ghrink  $13  to  $15  billion,  we  must 
either  produce  and  distribute  $63  to  $65  bil- 
lion more  for  other  purposes  by  1955.  or 
plants  will  slow  down  and  workers  will  be 
unemployed. 

We  must  maintain  full  production.  We 
must  maintain   full  employment. 

Depression  is  wholly  unnecessary.  It  can 
be  avoided,  but  not  by  leavini^  the  outcome 
to  chance.  There  are  enough  unmet  neetls 
within  the  United  States  and  ;imon«  the  frve 
peoples  of  the  world  to  provide  full  pnxluc- 
tion  and  full  employment  at  steadily  risln>4 
standards  of  livinp;  fur  at  least  the  next 
quarter  of   a   century. 

It  is  fantastic  and  Inhum.in  thiit  In  Wall 
Street  ai.d  elsewhere  men  .shnu'.d  be  afraid 
that  "peace  will  break  ovit"  and  drpres.slnn 
will  follow.  As  ratiunal  human  beings,  we 
need  to  take  counsel  together.  thiuK,  talk, 
and  act  responsibly  and  quickly  to  replace 
feAr  with  practical  plans  and  confidence 
that  such  plans  can  and  will  be  c.irried  int  j 
effect. 

At  moments  In  history  such  as  this,  bold 
plans,  quick  decisio  is  and  actions  turn  dan- 
gers into  opportunities  and  open  the  w;iy  to 
great  advances.  This  is  not  a  time  to  relax, 
to  be  either  overconfident  or  panicky  with 
fear  of  so-called  overproduction.  It  is  a 
time  to  dedicate  cur  eflurts  to  productldii 
and  cooperation  among  all  free  pec^ples  fur 
peace. 

The  people  of  America  and  our  friends 
throughout  the  free  world  need  at  this  mo- 
ment the  practical  reassurance  that  we  as  a 
nation  are  dedicated  to  the  maintenance  of 
full   employment    in    peacetime. 

We  urge  you  to  call  a  broadly  representa- 
tive conference  at  the  earliest  p^issible  date 
to  drift  a  worksheet  for  full  production  and 
full    employment. 

And  we  urge  you  and  the  Congress  to  con- 
tinue and  implement  the  Employment  Act 
of  1946,  now  more  needed  than  at  any  time 
since  its  enactment. 

Transmitted  herewith  Is  resolution  No    :^2. 
adopted  March  27,  by  3.000  delegates  repre- 
senting 1.350.000  U.'^W-CIO  members  al  our 
14th  constitutional  convention. 
Sincerely   yours. 

Walter  P.  KrcrrHrR. 

President. 


Resolution  No  32 — Fui.l  Employment 
(Adopted  unanimously  by  the  14th  consti- 
tutional convention  of  the  UAW-CIO, 
March  27,  1953,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J  ,  and 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  President  Elsenhower 
and  to  the  Members  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States) 

Whereas  defense  production  is  approach- 
ing and  soon  will  pass  its  scheduled  i)eak. 
This  once  again  will  face  us  with  the  bai.lc 
unsolved  problem  of  our  time — now  to  have 
full  production  and  full  employment  in  a 
free  society  in  time  of  peace. 

At  a  full-employment  level  of  production 
in  the  year  1955,  national  output  will  be 
$50  billion  greater  than  it  was  in  1952.  This 
reflects  the  steady  increase  in  the  capacity 
of  the  Nation  to  produce,  based  upon  past 
experience. 

But  full  employment  at  that  higher  level 
will  neither  be  achieved  nor  maintained  un- 
less the  buying  power  of  the  Nation  —  lus 
capacity  to  consume — Is  increased  by  at 
least  $50  billion  in  1955. 

The  1930  depreesion  showed  us  that  pros- 
perity and  full  employment  must  be  built 
from  the  bottom  up;  it  must  be  based  upon 
the  buying  power  of  the  Nation.  Business 
prospers  and  hires  workers  when  we  have 
enough  purchasing  power  to  buy  back  the 
products  that  workers  and  farmers  produce. 
The  American  people  themselves  are  the  real 
Job  givers  in  our  economy , 


We  learned  thai  le.ison  during  the  depres- 
sion, but,  except  under  the  stimulation  of 
war  buying,  we  have  not  yet  put  It  to  work. 
Indications  af  that  around  the  end  of  19  3 
the  Government's  military  expenditures  wia 
begin  to  taper  off  We  shall  then  face  the 
necessity  of  proving  that  we  can  maintain 
full  employment  through  increased  buyln.; 
power  and  expenditures  for  civilian  purpi.se-.. 

Cm.'iumpr  spending.  Government  expendi- 
tures, and  business  Investment  make  up  the 
bulk  of  the  Nation's  buying  power.  By  195), 
it  is  estimated  that  military  exjjcndl'ures 
of  Government  and  investment  by  business 
will  he  smaller  than  they  are  now  by  some 
$13  to  $15  billion. 

Therefore,  to  assure  full  employment  in 
ir53  at  a  level  of  output  $'=:0  billion  hi -.hi-r 
than  1952.  consumer  spending  will  have  t  i 
be  Increa.sed  by  some  165  billion,  unless 
Government  expenditures  lor  civilian  pur- 
poses have  been  increased. 

Higher  wages  can  make  the  moet  sub- 
stantial contribution  toward  the  required 
addition  to  consumer  buying  power.  Wa^e 
rates  lu^t  only  should  keep  pace  with  in- 
cre;u>lng  productivity  per  man  hour,  but 
should  rai  ve  up  faster  in  order  to  make  up 
for  their  past  failure  to  ke»p  pace. 

The  guaranteed  annual  wage  can  exert  a 
powerful  influence  in  this  direction,  both  by 
lncrei\sing  total  wage  payments  and  by  giv- 
ing nian.igenient  a  bigger  -stHke  In  seeing  to  it 
that  the  Nations  economy  la  held  at  fuU- 
eniploymcnt  levels 

Amendment  of  the  Taf'.-Hartley  Act  to 
allow  collective  bargaining  i-,  operate  more 
freely  and  to  benefit  more  workers  will  In- 
crea.se  W(  rkers"  buying  power. 

So  will  an  Increase  of  the  Pe«1eral  mini- 
mum wage  frf)m  75  cents  to  $1.25  per  hour. 

Government  sup|x)rt  of  farm  pi  Ices  to 
mamtiiin  [)rosi>erity  on  farms  can  provide 
another  Imjxirtant  guaranty  of  adejuata 
buying  power. 

Pro!us  in  many  Indu.strles  are  very  »en- 
erous  Present  profit  leveU  permit  orcerly 
jirlce  reductions  which  will  help  to  malnt.Ain 
pales  and  bolster  tmployn>ent  and  buy  ng 
jxjwer. 

As  mlllt.ary  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment fall,  the  resulting  tax  reductions  shoul  J 
go  to  the  threat  ixxly  of  low-Income  taxpaye.s 
who  win  spend  what  they  save  In  taxes,  in- 
stead of  going  to  corporations  and  upper- 
Income  taxpayers  who  cannot  spend  now  all 
the  Income  they  receive. 

Increa.'ie  of  pre.sent  miserably  Inadequate 
Rocial-securlty  benefits  and  unemployment- 
compen.satlon  payments  will  bolster  weak 
spot.s  In  consumer  buying  power  and  help  to 
maintain  full  employnwnt. 

If  such  measures  fail  to  add  up  to  the  In- 
crea.se  In  buylr.5  iwwer  that  Is  necessary  to 
maintain  full  employment,  the  Government 
must  be  prepared  to  itep  up  Its  expenditures 
for  civiUjin  [iros-rams  to  offset  the  reductlou 
in  military  outlay. 

S\ich  Guvernnient  expenditures  can  be 
u.<;ed  to  rehouse  minions  of  city  families  now 
living  m  .sub.sfandard  dwellings;  Ui  begin 
building  tlie  $18  bUUon  worth  of  new  schools 
that  we  shall  need  by  1958;  to  build  $2  bil- 
lion worth  of  new  liospiuis  a  year  to  make 
up  for  the  present  serlovia  inadequacy  of 
facilities;  to  step  up  our  Inadequate  high- 
way buikiing  and  repair  programs  from  the 
present  $3  billion  a  year  to  $7  or  $8  billion; 
to  Join  with  Canada  In  constructing  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway  from  tidewater  to  the  head 
of  the  lakes;  to  undertake  new  river  valley 
development,  which  will  bring  to  other  areas 
of  the  country  the  benefits  demonstrated  by 
TVA;  to  Increase  InveslmenU  in  the  de- 
vclopme  t  of  basic  resources  In  the  under- 
developed countries  of  the  world. 

There  Is  no  lack  of  opportunity  for  main- 
taining full  production  and  full  employment 
in  I  ur  economy  year  after  year,  in  peacetime 
P )  VK-ell  as  in  war.  We  need  all  that  we  can 
produce  to  raise  the  living  standards  of  all 
our  people,  to  provide  adequate  facilities  in 
educaUon,  health,  housing,  and  transporta- 
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tlon.  and  to  help  the  underdeveloped  areas  of 
the  free  world  to  help  themaelTM  toward  a 

better  way  of  life. 

'I'he  problem  of  maintaining  full  employ- 
ment in  our  country  U  not  that  we  dont 
know  what  needs  to  be  Aone.  but  that  we 
may  not  do  it.  The  resul'.s  of  the  1©62  elec- 
tion give  rise  to  serlou*  danger  that  the 
necessary  steps  will  not  be  taken  to  prevent 
layoffs  in  1954,  or  »oon»T.  as  Government 
military  expenditures  decline. 

Business  has  been  encouraged  by  Its  vic- 
tory In  the  election  to  res.st  all  the  measures 
listed  above  for  Increasln ;  the  buying  power 
of  the  people.  The  new  administration  in 
Washlngum  has  filled  it 5  top  ofTlces.  where 
poiiiies  lu-e  made,  with  bankers  and  business- 
men. 

The  traditional  viewpoint  of  banking  and 
big  butiness  Is  now  shaping  policies  both  tn- 
Flde  and  outside  of  Oovemment  This  view- 
point holds  that  prosperity  Is  built  not  from 
the  bottom  up,  but  from  the  top  down.  In- 
hiead  of  expanding  the  luymg  power  of  the 
people,  it  relies  on  cieatlng  a  favorable  cli- 
mate for  business  management  by  holding 
out  opiKjrtunlty  for  greater  profits.  It  would 
concentrate  prf>sperlty  at  the  top  and  hope 
that  some  of  It  will  ti  Ickle  down  to  the 
people  at   the  bottom. 

Initial  moves  of  the  new  administration 
give  cause  for  alarm,  in  the  Employment 
Act  of  1946.  Onigrcss  d  rected  the  G<!vern- 
inci.t  to  make  plans  and  to  ctiordlnate  all 
l*s  programs  so  na  to  -nalntaln  maximum 
employment  tliroughont  the  Nation.  It 
rreatfd  a  council  of  e<onomlc  advisers  to 
keep  watch  on  developments  and  advise  the 
President  on  action  needed  m  hold  employ- 
ment up  The  Pre.-«ldent.  in  turn,  is  directed 
by  that  act  to  render  t.n  annual  economic 
report  U^  a  special  Joint  committee  of  Con- 
greks.  which  Is  to  advise  both  HoiiFes  on 
mea.'^ures  required  to  m  iintaln  full  employ- 
ment. 

Since  the  new  administration  took  office, 
the  staff  of  the  council  >f  economic  advisers 
has  been  dismlR.«ied  I's  funds  have  been 
cut  because  Congress  has  been  tinable  to 
find  out  what  the  President  wants  to  do 
atxnit  It.  As  economic  adviser,  a  person  has 
been  appointed  who  in  the  pait  has  demon- 
strated 1.0  on.ldence  In  the  forward  plan- 
ning function  which  the  Employment  Act 
calU  for.  Forward-planning  units  in  the 
Treasury  and  the  Department  of  Commerce 
have   l)een  cIo»>ed  out. 

Instead  of  making  plans  in  advance  so 
that  unemployment  shall  not  gain  headway, 
the  new  ix)acy  appears  to  be  to  rely  upon 
manipulation  of  the  money  market  and  In- 
terest rates,  and  to  give  lax  cuts  to  th(«e  at 
the  top  who  need  them  least.  This  is  the 
same  policy  as  that  which  was  followed  by 
Andrew  MeMon.  who,  as  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  under  Coolldge  and  Hoover,  was 
the  economic  boss  of  the  Government  at 
that  time  and  became.  In  effcv  t.  the  architect 
Of  the  great  depression  of   1930 

It  Is  not  likely  that  the  present  adminis- 
tration will  Intentionally  permit  a  full-scale 
depression  like  1930  to  strike  the  country 
aRHln  Twenty  years  of  exile  from  office  have 
convinced  even  Republicans  that  our  Gov- 
ernment h.i8  the  resix)nslbllity  to  prevent 
such  a  disaster.  But  the  danger  is  that  this 
administration  will  not  make  plaiis  In  ad- 
vance, that  It  will  not  act  soon  enough,  and 
that,  by  the  time  it  docs  act.  5.000,000  or 
more  will  be  out  of  Jobs,  and  the  task  of  re- 
versing the  trend  and  putting  people  back  to 
work  will  be  long  and  difficult. 

Meanwhile,  great  and  unnecessary  hard- 
ship will  be  done  to  millions  of  workers  and 
to  the  Nation  as  a  whole.  Timing  is  vital. 
A  delay  of  days  can  mean  layoffs  of  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  In  an  atmosphere  of  un- 
cei taint y  and  fear:   Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  this  14th  constitutional 
convention  of  the  UAW-CIO  call  upon  Pres- 
ident E.senhower  and  Congress  to  retain  and 
put  to  work  the  Employment  Act  of   1948, 
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needed  now  more  than  at  any  time  since  It 
was  passed. 

That  we  ask  President  Elsenhower  to  call 
upon  all  States,  municipalities,  and  counties 
to  begin  now  to  blueprint  public  works  proj- 
ects in  their  Jurisdictions  for  which  Federal 
grants  would  be  appropriate  If  national  con- 
ditions make  such  projects  necessary  for 
maintaining  full  employment. 

That  we  recommend  to  President  ELsen- 
hower  that  at  an  early  date  he  call  together 
in  Washington  a  national  planning  confer- 
ence representative  of  all  groups  and  in- 
terests for  the  purpose  of  appraising  the 
Government's  plans  and  policies  for  main- 
taining full  employment  and  to  make  recom- 
mendations with  respect  thereto. 


(From  the  Washington  Post  of  April  3.  19^3) 

Al>MlNlSTRATION    AT    SEA    ECONOMICALLY 

(By  Marquis  Childs) 
At  the  mere  suggestion  that  peace  might 
break  out  the  stock  market  lias  been  sufler- 
Ing  nervous  palpitations.  The  chain  of  eco- 
nomic consequences  following  an  end  of  the 
K  rean  war  and  a  sharp  reduction  in  spend- 
ing for  arms  can  alter  the  present  condition 
of  full  employment  and  high  purchasing 
power  with  a  roller-coaster  suddenness. 

It  is  Just  at  this  point  that  an  odd  kind  of 
stalemate  h.^s  developed  on  Capitol  HiU. 
Congress  first,  despite  the  wishes  of  Presi- 
dent Else-bower,  abolished  the  Presidents 
Council  of  Economic  Advl.-ers  with  the  staff 
of  experts  attached  to  that  ofllce  Now  the 
work  uf  the  Joint  Senate-House  Committee 
on  the  Economic  Report  has  been  brought 
Virtually  to  a  slop. 

The  chairman  of  this  committee  Is  Repre- 
sentative Je-sse  p.  Woi.c-ott  (Republican, 
Michigan).  One  of  the  uitraconservatives 
of  the  House.  Wolcott  owes  his  chairman- 
ship to  the  majority  leader  of  the  Senate, 
Senator  Robert  A.  Taft.  of  Ohio. 

Under  the  Democrats,  former  Senator 
Jo.seph  C.  O'Mahoney.  of  Wyoming,  was  the 
head  of  the  study  group.  With  the  Repub- 
licans in  control,  the  chairmanship  was  ex- 
pected to  go  to  Senator  Ralph  Flanders,  of 
Vermont.  A  businessman  and  one  of  the 
leaders  in  forming  the  Committee  for  Eco- 
nomic Development,  Flanders  was  exception- 
ally qualified  for  the  post.  While  he  is  op- 
posed to  Government  planning  of  the  econ- 
omy, he  feels  strongly  that  the  economic 
consequences  of  what  the  Government  does, 
or  falls  to  do.  should  be  thoroughly  analyzed 
and  reptirted.  As  a  director  of  CED,  Flan- 
ders testified  for  the  Employment  Act  of  1946 
under  which  the  Joint  committee  was 
created. 

But  Taft  argued  that  the  chairmanship 
should  be  rotated  as  between  Senate  and 
House.  The  House  should  have  a  turn  ac- 
cording to  Taft,  and  Wolcott  got  the  Job. 

Despite  repeated  prodding  from  Flanders, 
little  or  nothing  has  been  Initiated.  Wol- 
cott appears  to  be  very,  very  busy.  In  fact. 
he  is  so  busy  that  he  has  failed  to  answer 
several  letters  from  Flanders  asking  why  no 
steps  have  been  taken  to  put  the  committee 
and  its  experts  to  work  on  the  problems 
looking  Just  ahead.  Nor  does  the  Imperttirb- 
able  Congressman  from  Michigan  find  time 
to  respond  to  the  Senators'  telephone 
Inquiries. 

The  strong  suspicion,  of  course.  Is  that  he 
simply  doesn't  believe  the  committee  has 
any  business  looking  into  the  economy  and 
where  it  is  heading.  This  Is  all  the  more  sur- 
prising since  in  the  past  leading  Republicans, 
Including  Tait  himself,  have  taken  an  active 
part  In  the  work,  the  most  Important  phase 
of  which  has  been  a  lengthy  critique  of  the 
report  of  the  President's  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers.  Although  It  was  sponsored  by  Sen- 
ator James  MtrRRAT,  of  Montana,  a  New 
Dealer,  with  the  backing  of  President  Tru- 
man. Taft  supported  the  bUl.  That  was 
after  the  language  had  been  toned  down  and 
the  title  changed  frcwa  a  "Full  Employment 


Act "  to  merely  "Employment  Act."  Its  ob- 
jective, however,  remained  the  same — to  try 
to  instire  full  employment  In  the  face  of  the 
expected  postwar  depression. 

Edwin  G.  Nourse.  a  conservative  economist, 
and  former  Chairman  of  the  CouncU  of 
Economic  Advisers  under  President  Truman, 
shows  in  his  Just  published  Economics  in 
the  Public  Service  how  Important  the  studies 
of  the  Joint  committee  have  been.  Nourse 
resigned  in  a  dispute  with  Leon  Keyserling, 
a  Council  member  and  later  Chairman. 

The  Senate-House  committee  is  stymied 
and  the  Council  has  been  allowed  to  pass  out 
of  the  picttu-e.  But  President  Eisenhower 
does  have  one  economic  counselor  left  In 
Arthur  F.  Burns.  Although  there  is  lawfully 
no  office  in  which  he  can  function,  an  appro- 
priation of  $50, COO  has  been  passed  for  him 
and  his  assistants,  and  this  apparently  puts 
him  in  business.  That,  at  any  rate.  Is  the 
Interpretation  of  Senator  Flanders  and  oth- 
ers deeply  concerned  with  getting  Informed 
guidance  for  the  future.  Without  such 
guidance  Congress  cannot  intelligently  pre- 
pare steps  to  help  meet  a  recession. 

The  stalemate  over  the  Joint  Economic 
Committee  is  similar  to  the  prolonged  feud 
over  the  chairmanship  of  the  Joint  Senate- 
House  Atomic  Energy  Committee.  There 
Majority  L*"ader  Taft  had  not  been  able  to 
prevail.  Representative  W.  Steslinc  Colk 
(Republican.  New  York)  insisted  the  House 
should  have  its  turn  at  the  top  Job.  But 
Senatfjr  Botitrke  B  Hickenlooper,  the  rank- 
ing Republican  from  the  upper  chamber, 
would  not  yield.  While  this  deadl.>:k  has 
now  been  settled.  It  held  up  the  atomic  en- 
ergy program  in  Congress. 

Atomic  energy  rates,  of  cotirse,  far  higher 
than  economic  reporting.  Yet  In  terms  of 
preparedness  for  the  peace  with  prosperity 
})romised  by  the  Republicans,  this  is  not  a 
matter  to  be  brushed  aside. 


TITLE   TO   CERTAIN   SUBMERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  con.'^ideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  wa- 
ters within  State  boundaries  and  to  the 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  as  a  co- 
sponsor  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13, 
confirming  and  restoring  State  owner- 
ship of  submerged  lands  within  their 
historic  boundaries,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  desires  to  discuss  seven 
points.  Some  of  these  points  have  al- 
ready been  touched  upon  in  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  shall  try  to 
avoid  unnecessary  repetition.  These 
points  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 

First.  All  the  48  States — not  merely 
3  coastal  States,  and  not  merely  21 
coastal  States,  but  all  48  States — have 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
their  historic  boundaries,  title  to  which 
would  be  confirmed  or  restored  by  this 
legislation. 

Second.  All  of  the  48  States  have  held 
and  possessed  their  submerged  lands, 
both  inland  and  seaward,  under  the  same 
rule  of  law,  recognized  for  more  than  100 
years  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States. 

Third.  It  would  be  rank  discrimina- 
tion against  the  coastal  States  to  ex- 
clude their  marginal  sea  lands  from  this 
rule  of  State  ownership  while  continuing 
its  application  to  the  far  greater  bodies 
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of  lands  beneath  inland  waters  and  the 
Great  Lakes. 

Fourth.  The  rule  of  State  ownership 
of  lands  under  inland  waters  and  the 
Great  Lakes  grew  from  the  common  law 
rule  of  State  ownership  of  the  lands  un- 
der the  marginal  sea. 

Fifth.  The  coastal  States  have  been 
in  complete  good  faith  in  their  posses- 
sion and  ownership  of  the  sea  bed  with- 
in their  historic  boundaries  for  more 
than  100  years. 

Sixth.  Under  such  circumstances,  res- 
toration of  these  land.s  to  the  States  will 
not  be  a  gift  but  an  act  of  equity  and 
ju'^tice. 

Seventh.  Texas  has  a  special  claim  un- 
der its  annexation  agreement  with  the 
United  States  which  should  be  confirmed 
by  this  legislation. 

ALL  STATES  CONCWNED 

All  of  the  48  States  have  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  their  historic 
boundaries,  title  to  which  would  be  con- 
firmed or  restored  by  this  legislation. 

Senators  who  would  like  to  know  the 
exact  acreage  within  their  respective 
States  may  turn  to  page  76  of  the  hear- 
ings on  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13,  Sen- 
ate Committee  Report  No.  133,  which  Is 
on  the  desks.  In  the  table  on  page  76 
will  be  found  the  approximate  areas  of 
submerged  lands  beneath  the  waters  of 
each  of  the  States.  The  map  which  was 
used    yesterday    by    the    Senator    from 


Florida  [Mr.  Holland  1  shows  the  lands 
beneath  the  navigable  waters  within 
each  of  the  48  States.  It  will  be  noted 
that  the  inland  waters  are  shown  in 
black.  The  rivers,  lakes,  and  bays  are 
also  shown.  Senators  will  note  the 
small  marginal  belt  along  the  Atlantic 
and  Pacific  coasts  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Atlantic  Coast  States  and  the  Pa- 
cific Coast  States,  extending  out  3  miles 
from  shore.  On  the  gulf  coast  It  will 
be  noted  that  the  boundaries  of  Florida 
and  Texas  are  3  leagues  from  shore, 
while  the  kwundaiies  of  the  other  Gulf 
Coast  States  extend  out  3  miles  from 
shore. 

I  ask  particular  attention  to  the  Groat 
Lakes  States,  In  which  we  find  by  far  the 
greater  acreage  involved  in  this  Iphi.sUi- 
tion.  On  page  76,  in  the  table  showin;.' 
the  approximate  areas  of  submersed 
lands  within  State  boundarle.s,  it  will 
be  noted  that  the  Great  Lakes  State.s 
of  Illinois.  Indiana,  Michif^ian,  Miiaic- 
sota.  New  York.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Wi.sconsln  that  there  is  a  total  of  38,- 
595,840  acres  of  lands  beneath  the  Great 
Lakes. 

These  lakes  have  been  held  to  be  open 
seas,  hi^h  sea.s.  State  ownership  of  tlie 
land  underlying  them  ha.s  been  held  to 
rest  under  the  same  rule  of  law  by  which 
the  coastal  States  own  the  lands  and 
tidewaters  within  the  marpinal  belts  in- 
side the  3-mile  or  3-league  boundaries. 


States  with  inland  waters  have  28.- 
960,640  acres  covered  by  the  joint  reso- 
lution. That  information  is  shown  on 
page  76. 

If  Senators  will  compare  column  3 
with  the  previous  columns  to  which  I 
have  referred,  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
21  coastal  States  put  together  have  only 
17.029.120  acres  of  marginal  sea  lands 
within  their  boundaries,  and  covered  by 
the  pending  joint  resolution. 

There  we  have  the  compari.^^on.  The 
Great  Lakes  States  have  more  than  33 
milhon  acres  of  land  under  what  have 
been  held  to  be  open  .seas.  States  with 
inland  waters  have  28.960  640  acres  cov- 
ered by  the  joint  resolution.  The  21 
coastal  States  have  only  17,029.120  acres 
of  marginal  sea  lands  within  their 
boundaries  and  covered  by  the  joint 
re.'^olution. 

All  48  States  have  valuable  resources 
beneath  their  naviuable  waters.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a^  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  table  .^howmt;  not  only  the 
approximate  area  beneath  navigable  wa- 
ters within  State  buiindar:es.  but  piesent 
uses  and  revenues  of  such  lands.  I  have 
obtained  this  information  from  a  brief 
prepared  by  the  National  AscKJCiation  of 
Attorneys  General. 

There  beint;  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  m  the  Record, 
a.s  folluus. 
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Mr.  DANIEL.  For  instance,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  has  reports  from  the 
t;overnors  of  several  States  as  to  the 
valuable  resources  their  States  have  be- 
neath the  navigable  waters  of  the 
States.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  report  from 
Gov.  William  G.  Stratton,  of  Illinois,  in 
imswer  to  questions  submitted  by  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs.   Question  No.  9  was: 

What  prospect  Is  there  for  minerals  In 
your  ijiate  which  may  be  louiid  under  suh- 
iner^ed  lands  In  the  future? 

Governor  Stratton  replied: 

C'  nl  Oil  find  ga^  In  some  lix-alltle.s  Also 
gii, <•!,  sand,  some  lead  and  fluorspar. 

I  have  here  also  a  report  from  the 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Michi"an.  In 
answer  to  question  No.  9,  as  to  what 
natural  resources  lliere  are  under  the 
Great  lakes  and  other  waters  of  that 
State,  or  hat  may  be  anticipated,  the 
Governor  replies: 

Ac''>rdii.K  111  our  State  geologist,  the  bot- 
ti'iiis  1. 1  I  he  Gri  .it  Lakes  jxjteiiliaUy  contain 
J.ii  ■le  d"!*'--!!!*  "f  Ir'jti  (.le,  cupper,  oil,  pus. 
calt.  brines  and  n:.iny  dthcr  mir.eral-.  which 
are  Known  to  ex.:  I  ui.der  Michigan's  dry 
Und. 

I  have  al.'^o  in  my  hand  the  report  of 
the  G-)vernor  of  Minnesota.  Question 
No  5  submit t  d  by  the  Comm.ttee  on 
Interior  and  Insn'ar  Affairs  to  the  gov- 
ernor of  that  State  wa.^: 

V,''  fit  niinpr.ilp  are  now  being  developed 
ft'  in    Y'lVir    b'lb.ni  riJid    lands? 

The  rtply  fiom  the  Governor  of  Min- 
ne;.ota  states: 

Iron  ore,  sand  and  Rravel  Rule.s  and 
ro  ;ula!  iDi'.s  are  now  being  drafted  covering 
ihp  prospcc*  int;  for  and  the  mining  of  cop- 
p.-r   and   luckel. 

Question  No.  6  submitted  by  the  com- 
mittee was: 

Wh  t  prnspcrt  Is  there  for  minerals  In 
y  ur  State  wl-.lch  may  be  found  undf-r  sub- 
mer^ed  lands  in  the  future? 

The  Governor  of  Minnesota  replies: 

I  mw  grade  copper  and  nickel  have  re- 
renlly  been  dlsc.vered  In  a  part  of  nonh- 
e.i'tern  Mmne.s'  la  that  contains  a  lar,;e 
w.i'er  area.  There  are  propperts  for  finding 
rihilt,  cn!d.  nnd  i.ther  precious  mlneral.s. 
Titanluiii  and  large  deposits  of  Iron  ore  and 
rinrl  that  have  not  been  develojied  are  also 
known  to  cxUt. 

The  Governor  of  Minnesota  adds  this 
note: 

To  dite  ribov:*  $2  mllUon  has  been  collected 
hy  t;.e  b'ate  m  rnyaltlos  covering  Iron  ore 
rcmo%fd  from  submerged  lands. 

I  .should  like  to  say,  Mr.  President. 
that  tiie  amount  recovered  by  Minnesota 
from  royalties  on  iron  ore  under  the 
Great  Lakes,  which  have  been  held  to 
be  open  seas  within  the  State  bound- 
aries, IS  more  than  the  State  of  Texas 
has  recovered,  up  to  date,  from  royalties 
on  oil  taken  from  its  marginal  sea  lands. 

I  cite  that  instance  to  show  that  while 
ail  tlie  States  do  not  have  oil  beneath 
tlieir  submcriicd  lands,  every  State  has 
some  deposits  beneath  its  soil,  and  the 
record.,  of  the  committee  show  that  to- 
day 10  times  more  oil  is  being  prfxluced 
from  the  niland  waters  of  the  United 
States  than  from  the  marginal  lands  of 
the  coastal  States. 


I  point  that  out  because  there  are 
some  Senators  who  have  Introduced  bills 
which  would  quitclaim  to  the  States  a 
far  greater  area  of  inland  water  and 
Great  Lakes  lands  but  would  deny  to  the 
coastal  States  a  like  right  of  property, 
to  which  they  are  entitled  under  the 
same  rule  of  law. 

SAME   RULE   OF   LAW 

Second.  All  the  48  States  have  held 
and  possessed  their  submerged  lands, 
both  inland  and  seaward,  under  the  same 
rule  of  law.  recognized  for  over  100  years 
by  the  Supreme  Court. 

This  common  rule  of  law  applicable 
to  all  States  and  to  all  lands  under  navi- 
gable waters,  both  inland  and  seaward, 
was  stated  more  than  50  times  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  to  be  as  follows:  "That 
the  State";  own  all  land;s  beneath  navi- 
gable waters  within  their  rc-^pective 
boundaries."  Prior  to  the  California  de- 
cision in  1947,  no  di.stinction  had  been 
made  between  lands  beneath  inland 
waters  and  lands  beneath  seaward 
waters  so  long  as  they  were  within  State 
boundaries. 

That  was  the  test:  Is  the  land  within 
States  boundaries,  and  is  it  under  navi- 
gable waters?  If  so.  the  courts  have 
always  held  that  it  l>elongs  to  the  States. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Uoes 
th-"  Senator  fiom  Texas  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virpinia? 
Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 
Mr.  ROBERTSON.    The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Texas  is  a  former  eminent 
attorney  general  of  the  State  of  Texas, 
and  he  has  attended  national  meetings 
of    State   attorneys   general.     Can   the 
Senator  tell  us  what  has  been  the  atti- 
tude  of   the   attorneys   general   of   the 
States  on  the  issue  before  the  Senate 
nov,-.  in  connection  with  which  he  says 
that  under  the  common  law.   and  ac- 
cording to  over  50  Federal  court  deci- 
sions for  over  100  years,  the  States  have 
been  conceded  to  be  the  owners  of  the 
submerged   lands   at   least   out    to    the 
3-mile  limit,  which  is  the  question  cov- 
ered  by  the   pending   joint  resolution? 
Mr.  DANIEL.    I  shall  be  glad  to.    The 
National  Association  of  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral has  for  many  years.  I  believe  since 
1945,  taken  the  position  that  the  Con- 
gress should  WTite  clearly  for  the  future 
the  law  as  it  was  understood  by  all  our 
courts  to  be  in  the  past.     The  Associa- 
tion of  Attorneys  General  has  always 
taken  the  position  that  the  States  owned 
the    lands    beneath    navigable    waters 
within  tlieir  boundaries.     At  page  77  of 
the  committee  report  the  Senator  will 
find  a  brief  which  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  has  in- 
cluded as  appendix  G.     It  was  written 
by  the  National  Association  of  Attorneys 
General. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
attorneys  general  from  44  States  joined 
in  this  report,  and.  as  was  shown  yester- 
day by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Florida  IMr.  Holland!,  only  1  State  in 
the  Nation  has  failed  to  send  a  State 
official  before  the  Congress  during  the 
past  6  years  of  this  fight  asking  for  State 
ownership  and  the  passage  of  the  type 
of  legislation  now  under  consideration. 
Forty-seven  States  are  supporting  the 
proposed  legislation. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  like  to  ad- 
dress a  question  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  who  now  has  the  floor,  w  ho  was 
a  most  able  attorney  general  of  the  State 
of  Texas.  If  the  Government  would 
have  a  right  to  the  tidelands  oil,  as  it  is 
called,  would  they  not  also  have  a  right 
to  the  oysterbeds  and  the  shrimpbeds 
which  are  found  on  thousands  oL  acres 
of  land  off  the  coast  of  my  State? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  Absolutely. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  As  I  recall,  the  at- 
torneys general  almost  unanimously  sup- 
r>orted  a  concurrent  resolution  intro- 
duced in  the  House  and  the  Senate  to 
support  the  legislation  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr,  DANIEL.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  was  a  supporter  of 
such  a  proposal  before  knowing  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas,  who  in  years  gone  by 
joined  the  attorney  general  of  my  own 
State  in  the  points  the  Senator  has 
brought  out.  I  forget  the  exact  amount 
of  land,  but  it  was  shown  that  there 
were  in  the  neighborhood  of  two  or  three 
hundred  thoiLsands  of  acres  of  shrimp- 
beds,  oysterbeds,  crabbeds,  and  the  like, 
which  the  State  owns.  The  proposed 
legislation  would  affect  not  only  oil,  but 
oysters,  shrimp,  crabs,  and  other  prod- 
ucts of  the  sea. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Cenator  from 
South  Carolina  has  brought  out  a  good 
point.  As  former  Solicitor  General  Perl- 
man  testified,  and  as  other  former  Fed- 
eral officials  testified  before  our  com- 
mittee, they  claim  for  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment not  only  oil,  but  every  other 
natural  resource,  including  oysters  and 
fish  up  to  low  tide  along  the  21  coa.stal 
States.  They  told  otir  committee  this 
year  that  the  claim  was  the  same  as  to 
the  fish  and  the  oysters  as  it  is  regard- 
ing the  oil. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  And  those  lands 
have  been  under  lease  for  over  100  years 
in  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Yes,  in  the  case  of  the 
oyster  beds. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  either  last  year  or  the  year  before 
President  Truman  said  that  if  we  let  the 
Federal  Government  take  the  oil  he 
would  agree  that  the  States  could  keep 
their  fishery  resources?  If  the  Govern- 
ment did  net  claim  title  to  all  submerged 
resources,  why  was  it  necessary  for  him 
to  say  that? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  seen  the 
statement  to  which  the  Senator  has  re- 
ferred. The  only  statements  m?de  by 
President  Truman  I  have  seen  were 
statements  made  in  1945,  when  he  said 
the  Federal  Government  had  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  Continental  Shelf.  On  the 
same  day,  he  said  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment had  the  same  jurisdiction  over  the 
fish  below  low  tide  along  the  coasts  of 
the  21  coastal  States.  Only  recently  be- 
fore President  Truman  left  the  White 
House  he  stated  that  when  he  claimed 
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Jurisdiction  over  the  oil  In  the  Continen- 
tal Shelf,  he  claimed  Jurisdiction  over 
the  fish  also. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair  >.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Let  me  say  that  one 
of  the  few  places  where  poor  people  can 
fish  is  between  high  water  and  low  water, 
because  so  many  of  the  wealthy  have 
bought  the  property  beyond  that  point. 
The  .same  is  true  of  many  of  the  members 
of  .some  organizations  that  are  opposin-.^ 
the  Senator  from  Texas  on  the  sub- 
merged lands  question. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HLT^.  I  should  like  to  a^k  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  a 
question,  for  all  during  the  debate  I 
have  not  heard  any  reference  to  the 
point  I  have  in  mind;  neither  have  I  seen 
any  reference  to  it  in  any  of  the  reports. 
My  question  is  this:  Under  the  deci.sions 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  owns  the 
docks  and  the  piers  that  extend  ovr  the 
tidelands.  in  the  case  of  practically  every 
port  city  in  the  United  States?  Will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  comment  on  thai 
situation? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  .so. 
The  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  is.  Who  owns  the  piers  and 
docks  which  are  built  beyond  the  low- 
tide  mark,  along  the  coast?  Under  the 
three  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
thus  far  on  this  point,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  paramount  rights  and 
power  over  the  docks  and  piers  and  every 
other  piece  of  property  which  has  been 
built  beyond  the  low-tide  mark,  cff  the 
coasts  of  our  country.  As  I  shall  show 
in  a  few  moments,  we  believe  there  is 
danger  that  officials  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment at  some  time  in  the  future,  if 
they  ever  wish  to  do  .so.  will  assert  the 
same  kind  of  claim  in  the  case  of  our 
inland  ports  and  rivers  and  harbors  and 
the  Great  Lakes,  for,  as  I  shall  show, 
the  lands  beneath  the  inland  waters  and 
the  Great  Lakes  have  been  held  under 
the  same  rule  of  law  that  applies  to  the 
lands  beneath  the  coastal  waters.  I 
shall  show  that  that  rule  was  actually 
born  in  reference  to  submerged  lands 
along  the  seacoast,  and  that  it  was  ex- 
tended to  the  lands  beneath  the  rivers 
and  bays  as  "arms  of  the  sea."  If  the 
officials  of  the  Federal  Government  of 
the  last  administration  remain  success- 
ful in  destroying  the  rule  of  State  own- 
ership of  lands  beneath  the  marginal 
sea.  they  will  be  destroying  the  rule  as 
it  applies  to  the  very  area  which  gave 
vahdity  to  the  ownership  of  the  lands 
beneath  the  bays  and  the  Great  Lakes. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  should  like  to  ask  ar- 
other  question  at)out  the  interpretation 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  placed  on 
the  question  of  the  ownership  of  docks 
and  piers.  From  the  Supreme  Court's 
decisions,  can  the  Senator  from  Texas 
arrive  at  any  other  conclusion  except 
that  of  the  confiscation  of  property? 


Mr.  DANIEL.  Quite  a  few  persons 
have  arrived  at  that  conclusion.  Actu- 
ally, I  would  express  It.  I  think  more 
accurately,  in  the  following  way:  The 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stales  has 
held  that  the  paramount  governmental 
powers  which  the  Federal  Government 
has  over  every  farm,  home,  mine,  and 
factory  in  the  United  States,  as  well  as 
over  the  submerj^ed  land':,  give  the  Fed- 
eral Government  the  riyht  to  take  prop- 
erty without  paying  compensation.  It  is 
clasely  akin  to  the  ■inherent  powers" 
doctrine  which  was  announced  by  Presi- 
dent Truman  toward  the  end  of  his  ad- 
ministration. I  .say  It  IS  a  danucrous 
doctrine.  I  do  not  believe  the  pre':ent 
Supreme  Court  ever  intended  that  its 
doctrine  should  be  extended  to  cover  pri- 
vate property.  But  at  some  time  tncre 
may  be  in  office  tho.'-e  who  will  contend 
that  the  United  States  should  have  tiie 
same  system  of  nationalization  tliat  ex- 
ists today  in  many  otlirr  countrus  in  tlie 
world.  I  do  not  l:ke  to  see  the  (Jonuve.a 
of  the  United  States  leave  written  into 
the  law  of  our  country  a  rule  under  which 
there  can  be  further  nationalization  of 
property  in  our  Nation. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Pre^id^nt.  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  mC 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  Urie  fcenator 
from  Louisi.ina. 

Mr.  LONG.  Tlie  point  has  been  made 
many  times  that  in  the  52  previous  deci- 
sions of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  in  which  the  Court  said  this  prop- 
erty belonscd  to  the  States,  those  ca.so.5 
involved  bays,  rivers,  and  inland  waters, 
and  the  Court  was  laying  down  a  rule 
of  law  to  the  effect  that  all  the  land 
beneath  navigable  waters  beloncrrd  to  the 
States.  If  that  point  te  sound,  it  can  be 
argued  from  it  that  the  very  foundations 
and  the  very  legal  concepts  under  which 
every  citizen  owns  his  properly  need  not 
be  applied  to  his  property,  although  it 
is  the  foundation  of  his  title  to  his  prop- 
erty and  is  the  basis  upon  which  every- 
one's title  to  property  was  recoc^n.zed 
historically. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  correct. 

At  this  time  I  should  like  to  read  into 
the  Record  a  statement  by  Dean  Roscoe 
Pound,  formerly  dean  of  Harvard  Uni- 
versity Law  School,  on  the  very  point 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  rai.sed: 

If  sovereignty  with  respongibihtv  for  de- 
fense and  International  relations  did  neces- 
sarily and  Inseparably  Involve  dominium — 
that  is.  ownership  of  land — all  private  owner- 
ship of  land  would  have  to  be  given  up. 

It  is  a  rule  which  we  do  not  wish  to 
see  extended,  and  I  .say  it  is  important 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
today  abrogate  the  rule.  in.sofar  as  the 
Congress  may  do  so.  Certainly  the  Con- 
gress may  separate  the  proprietary  righUs 
and  the  property  rights  in  these  sub- 
merged lands  from  the  paramount  gov- 
ernmental powers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, so  long  as  the  Congress  recognizes 
that  the  paramount  powers  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  are  supreme  and  su- 
perior. It  is  true  that  any  property 
rights  in  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
are  subjec*.  to  and  must  not  interfere 
with  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment in  navigation,  national  defense 
commerce,  and  internaUonal  affairs,  all 


of  which  powers  the  National  Govern- 
ment has  over  the  waters.  There  is  no 
reason  why  by  means  of  this  joint  reso- 
lution the  Congress  cannot  properly  .sep- 
arate proprietary  rights  in  the  .soil  from 
thase  paramount  governmental  power, 
of  the  national  sovereign  in  the  way  we 
have  always  in  the  past  thought  they 
existed 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Mr  Preident.  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me"* 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr  President.  I  .should 
like  to  complete  the  disca.ssion  of  this 
particular  point  before  I  yield  further 

Mr  LXjUOLAS     Certainly. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ilhnois. 

THE  PCiLI.AED  CASt 

The  ru!e  I  have  just  di.scis'  ed  was  first 
.stated  hy  tf.e  i^upreme  Court  in  the  earlv 
ca^e  of  Pollard  v.  Hapan  '3  How.  212, 
223  <1G45'>   in  the  following  words: 

F.rst  The  shores  of  navigable  %\^:en.  «nd 
the  iMh  iitiiler  them  were  ri..t  iTiij.ted  bv 
t!ie  Ciinstitution  t  »  the  United  y-at*-*  but 
were   reserved   to  the  States   respei-tively 

.S-cnd  The  new  Sate«s  have  the  same 
r!t;hts.  soverei;.;nty.  and  )url?<;ictiou  over  this 
subject  as  the  orio'inal  States. 

Mr  Pre-^ident.  the  whole  theon.-  behind 
tlie  State  ownership  of  submerged  lands 
1-;  ba-ed  upon  the  lOlh  amendment  to 
t]ie  Constitution,  which  provides  that — 

The  powers  not  de'.eea'ed  to  the  United 
Sfa'^s  by  tlie  C'in.'tu JU..I1.  nor  prohib.ttd 
bv  u  tj  the  .^'tates.  are  reserved  to  tlie 
fclates.  resjiectuely.  or  to  the  r)eople. 

The'^e  lands  were  net  transferred  to 
the  Federal  Government  by  the  original 
States,  and  thei  efore  the  Stjpreme  Court 
has  said  that  they  were  retained  by  the 
States,  and  that  the  new  States  have  tlie 
same  ri"hts  of  ownership  therein. 

Tlie  Pollard  ca.se,  from  which  I  have 
ju.st  read,  and  its  general  rule  common  to 
lands  under  both  inland  and  .seaward 
waters  was  cited  with  approval  by  52 
Suuieme  Court  decLsions  and  244  State 
and  Fideral  court  decisions  prior  to  the 
decision  in  the  California  tidelands  case. 
Excerpts  from  some  of  the^e  opinions 
are  included  in  appendix  G  of  the  report 
of  the  Interior  and  Insular  AfTairs  Com- 
mittee en  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 
page  77. 

Tlie  majority  opinion  in  the  California 
case  concedes  that  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  past  has  indicated  its  belief  that  this 
Pollard  rule  of  State  ownership  applies 
equally  to  all  lands  under  navigable 
waters  within  State  boundaries  whether 
inland  or  .seaward. 

Mr  President,  tho.se  who  are  trvin? 
to  accu.se  the  States  of  taking  .somethin-j 
they  have  never  owned,  tho.se  who  ac- 
cu.se  the  coastal  States  of  proceeding  in 
bad  faith,  should  read  the  deci.sion  of 
the  Suprpme  Court  in  the  California 
case.  That  decision  was  by  Mr.  Justice 
Black,  and  it  should  be  read  carefully. 
becau.se  he  himself  .says  the  States  have 
been  acting  in  good  faith. 

Mr  Justice  Black  .said  for  the  majority 
In  the  California  ca.se: 

As  previously  stated  this  Onirt  has  fol- 
lowed and  reas.serted  the  ba.sir  doctrine  of 
the  Pullard  case  nutny  times  And  in  doing 
so  It  has  used  language  strong  enough  to 
Indicate  that  the  Court  then  believed  that 
States  not  only  owned  tidelands  and  soil 
under    navigable    Inland    waters,    but    also 
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owned  soils  under  all  navigable  waters  with- 
in their  territorial  Jurisdiction,  whether  In- 
land or  not. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  rule  of  State 
ownership  of  land  was  enough  to  make 
all  the  previous  courts  believe  that  the 
States  owned  their  submerged  lands, 
whether  inland  or  not,  so  long  as  they 
were  within  the  State  boundaries,  it  cer- 
tainly was  enough  to  justify  the  belief  of 
the  21  coastal  States  that  they  owned 
these  lands,  and  that  these  lands  were 
theirs;  and  that  beUef  existed  for  ap- 
proximately 150  years  after  the  Union 
was  formed.  No  Federal  Government 
official  ever  made  a  claim  to  these  lands 
until  1937. 

On  the  contrary,  as  was  pointed  out 
yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  I  Mr.  Hol- 
iandI,  time  after  time  officials  of  the 
Federal  Government  wrote  opinions  in 
which  they  said  the  States  owned  not 
onlv  the  lands  beneath  the  inland  waters 
and  the  lands  beneath  the  Great  Lakes. 
but  also  the  lands  beneath  the  marginal 
sea  within  the  3-mile  or  the  3-league 
belt  of  th*^  coastal  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
Got  Dvr  ATER  in  the  chair ) .  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois' 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas  for  his  courtesy,  and  I  wi.sh 
to  affirm  what  every  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate knows,  that  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  probably  had  the  greatest  legal  ex- 
perience with  this  issue  of  any  Member 
of  this  body,  and  perhaps  of  any  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  because  he  very 
ably  represented  his  State  in  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Supreme  Court.  In 
a  sen.se.  therefore.  I  feel  as  though  I 
were  a  third-ratp  prizefighter  being  sent 
in  at  the  last  minute  to  contest  against 
the  champ 

Mr.  DANIFL.  T  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  his  flattering  remarks. 
I  stand  ready  now  for  the  Senator's 
blows.    I  Laughter.) 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Texas  to  be  con- 
tending that  for  the  Federal  Government 
to  retain  the  paramount  rights  in  the 
submerged  lands  is  equivalent  to  the 
Federal  Government's  putting  into  effect 
a  program  of  national  .socialism? 

Mr  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
.said  that  if  the  theory  of  paramount 
rights  of  the  Federal  Government  were 
carried  to  its  logical  conclusion,  it 
would  result  in  national  socialism,  be- 
cause the  Federal  Government  has  para- 
mount rights  in  national  defense  and 
international  affairs,  over  your  home, 
over  the  streets  of  this  city,  over  the 
streets  and  roads  of  the  States,  over 
farms,  ranches,  and  everything  else. 
The  Federal  Government  can  take  any 
property  it  wants  for  national  defense 
or  for  use  in  connection  with  interna- 
tional affairs.  It  can  exercise  its  para- 
mount right  to  take  any  property,  but 
heretofore  it  has  alwf  ys  been  held  that 
the  Federal  Governm<?nt  must  pay  just 
compensation.  In  the  tidelands  opin- 
ions, the  same  kind  of  reasoning  was 
used,  namely,  that  th-?  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  paramount   rights  over  this 


property;  but  nothing  was  said  about 
paying  any  compensation  to  the  States. 
If  that  rule  were  extended  to  private 
property,  we  would  end  up  with  national- 
ization of  property.  I  believe  that,  if 
Dean  Roscoe  Pound  made  such  a  state- 
ment, it  certainly  is  not  an  exaggeration 
for  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  concur 
in  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand that  the  Senator  from  Texas  is 
contending  that  ownership  of  and  title 
to  the  submerged  lands  seaward  from 
the  low-water  mark  to  the  degree  that 
they  are  covered  in  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 13.  should  be  vested  in  the  States? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then  is  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  advocating  SUte  social- 
ism? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     No. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  difference  does 
it  make  which  level  of  government  owns 
and  operates  the  property,  so  far  as  the 
rather  emotion-arousing  word  "social- 
ism"  is  concerned?  Is  it  not  goverimient 
ownership  in  either  case? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
is  not  saying  that  Federal  ownership  of 
the  lands  beyond  low  tide  would  create 
State  sociali-sm  or  nationalization  of 
property.  What  the  Senator  from  Texas 
said  was  that,  if  the  reasoning  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  as  to  the  Texas  and 
Louisiana  tidelands  cases  is  carried  for- 
ward to  private  property,  then  it  would 
create  national  socialism. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  to  defend  us 
against  any  such  danger  to  private  prop- 
erty, we  have  the  protection  of  the  Con- 
stitution, which  provides  that  no  prop- 
erty can  be  taken  without  due  process 
of  law,  and  without  just  compensation. 
Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  not  that  protec- 
tion apply  to  tlie  States  as  well  as  to 
private  persons? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly.  But  now 
we  come  to  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  States  ever  had  ownership  of  or 
title  to  the  submerged  lands  seaward 
from  the  low-water  mark. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  the  courts  of  our  land 
have  held  that  the  constitutional  pro- 
vision that  the  Federal  Government 
shall  not  take  property  without  just 
compensation  applies  equally  to  States 
and  political  subdivisions,  as  well  as  to 
individual  citizens. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  that  be  true. 
Now.  I  should  like  to  raise  a  question 
regarding  the  Pollard  case,  which  the 
Senator  used  as  his  principal  precedent. 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Pollard  case  in- 
volved lands  which  were  originally 
washed  by  the  tides  of  the  Mobile  River, 
and,  partially,  of  Mobile  Bay.  and  which, 
over  the  passage  of  years,  later  became 
filled.  That  being  true,  did  not  the  Pol- 
lard case  involve  lands  washed  by  tides 
and  inland  waters?  Am  I  not  correct 
in  stating  that  this  case  in  no  way  con- 
cerned lands  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark,  which  is  the  area  of  land 
covered  by  the  pending  joint  resolution 
now  under  dispute? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Il- 
linois is  correct  as  to  the  particular 
lands  involved  in  the  Pollard  case.  But 
if  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  read 

the  Pollard  decision 

Mr.  DOUGIiAS.    Which  I  have. 


Mr.  DANIEL.  He  will  find  that  the 
court  was  trying  to  arrive  at  a  general 
rule  of  law,  and  then  to  see  whether  the 
prof)erty  under  the  Mobile  River  came 
within  that  general  rule  of  law;  and.  in 
arriving  at  the  general  rule  of  law.  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  de- 
termined the  boundaries  of  Alabama — 
at  least,  it  recited  those  boundaries — 
and  it  said,  under  the  boundaries  Ala- 
bama extended  its  jurisdiction  into  the 
sea. 

"Into  the  sea."  It  went  on  to  saj>  that 
the  particular  lands  under  navigable 
waters  involved  in  the  Pollard  case  came 
within  the  rule  that  the  States  did  not 
grant  any  of  their  lands  beneath  naviga- 
ble waters  to  the  United  States,  but  re- 
tained them.  So  in  the  Pollard  case 
there  was  a  statement  of  a  general  rule 
of  law  applied  to  particular  submerged 
lands. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
for  another  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Was  not  this  gen- 
eral statement  made  by  the  court  what 
is  called  obiter  dictum,  so  far  as  the 
facts  of  the  case  were  concerned, 
namely,  a  statement  that  was  non-ger- 
mane and  irrelevant  to  the  question  of 
submerged  lands  seaward  from  the  low- 
water  mark?  Obiter  dicta,  while  inter- 
esting, have  never  been  held  to  be  con- 
trolling on  future  courts  or  future  de- 
cisions? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  the  rule  stated 
in  the  Pollard  case  was  obiter  dictum. 
I  want  to  make  my  position  perfectly 
clear.  There  was  no  land  beyond  low 
tide  on  the  sea  involved  in  the  Pollard 
case. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DANIEL.  Nor  was  there  in  many 
of  these  other  cases.  But  the  rule  of  law 
stated  was  like  a  rule  of  law  that  con- 
tracts without  consideration  are  not 
valid  within  a  certain  State.  Merely 
because  for  100  years  we  have  had  court 
decisions  involving  written  contracts, 
and  every  time  a  case  involving  a  writ- 
ten contract  arises  the  court  lays  down 
the  rule,  "Contracts  in  this  State  are 
not  enforceable  unless  there  is  a  corisid- 
eration,"  that  would  be  no  reason  for 
saying  that  these  decisions  are  dicta 
when  applied  to  an  oral  contract.  The 
Supreme  Court  in  the  Pollard  case  stated 
the  general  rule  of  law,  exactly  the  same 
as  if  the  Congress  had  written  a  general 
rule  of  law,  that  the  States  own  all  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  within  their 
boundaries.  It  is  not  obiter  dictum  when 
the  court  has  to  state  a  general  rule  of 
law  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  particular 
decision,  which  rule  of  law  might  be 
broader  than  is  necessary  to  cover  the 
particular  property  involved.  Let  me 
give  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Justice  Oliver 
Wendell  Holmes,  on  that  point  if  I  may. 
Jiistice  Holmes  said: 

Jurisprudence,  as  I  look  at  it,  Is  simply 
law  In  its  most  generalized  part.  Every 
effort  to  reduce  a  case  to  a  rule  Is  an  effort 
of  jurisprudence,  although  the  name,  as  used 
In  English,  is  confined  to  the  broadcast  rules 
and  most  fundamental  conceptions.  One 
mark  of  a  great  layer  is  that  he  sees  the 
applicatickn  of  the  broadcast  rules. 


II 


2820 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


April  8 


r 


.1 . 

•s  • 


!'!-') 
^ 


lit 


Mr.  Justice  Holmes  then  went  on  to 
state  that — 

Tliere  is  the  story  of  a  Vermont  Justice 
of  the  peace,  before  whom  a  suit  was 
brought  by  one  farmer  against  another,  for 
damages  for  breaking  a  chum.  The  J\istlce 
of  the  peace  took  time  to  consider,  and 
then  said  he  had  looked  through  the 
statutes  and  could  find  nothing  about 
churns,  and  gave  Judgment  for  the  defend- 
ant. 

That  is  the  reasoning  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  would  have  us  apply  to  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment. The  Senator  would  have  us  apply 
that  theory  in  this  case.  Because  many 
times  the  general  rule  was  stated  hroad- 
er  than  necessary  to  apply  to  the  par- 
ticular property  involved,  he  would  call 
it  dictum  and  say  it  should  not  be  given 
any  weight. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  To  show  the  kind  of  dic- 
tum the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  in 
mind,  I  may  say  that  about  1842,  in  the 
case  of  Martin  against  Waddell,  some- 
one held  a  lease  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  for  an  oyster  bed  in  Raritan  Bay. 
A  suit  arose  between  the  lessee  of  the 
State  and  claimants  under  a  Federal 
lease.  The  Supreme  Court  held  that 
the  State  owned  Uiat  property,  and  the 
State  could  give  a  good  lease,  because,  it 
said,  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  when  it 
won  its  independence,  had  acquired  all 
the  rights  the  King  of  England  had  had, 
and  the  States  owned  all  the  lands  be- 
neath their  navigable  waters. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Within  their  bound- 
aries. 

Mr.  LONG.  Had  that  lease  applied  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois,  he  would  have 
been  in  the  position  of  saying,  "We  have 
here  a  case  involving  a  mere  declaration 
of  principle" 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     No. 

Mr.  LONG.  "And  since  that  is  the 
case,  the  Government  should  go  ahead 
and  take  the  land,  because  the  rule  would 
not  apply." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Not  at  all.  May  I  be 
permitted  to  reply  briefly  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Waddell  case,  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  refers,  covered  submerged 
lands  in  Raritan  Bay.  and  that  Raritan 
Bay  had  always  been  regarded  as  an 
inland  navigable  water,  and  therefore 
there  was  no  new  rule  introduced?  All 
these  cases  involved  either  la)  tidelands 
proper  or  (b)  submerged  lands  under 
navigable  inland  waters.  The  Senator 
could  try  to  stretch  these  cases  to  eter- 
nity, but  he  could  not  make  the  facts  of 
the  cases  extend  to  submerged  lands  sea- 
ward from  the  low-water  mark. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  And.  Mr.  President, 
neither  can  the  distinsuished  Senator 
from  Illinois  find  anything  in  the  52 
Supreme  Court  cases  which  limits  the 
rule  of  law  to  inland  waters  or  to  rivers 
or  to  the  Great  Lakes.  I  shall  point  out 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  this  rule 
began  with  tidewaters  of  the  open  sea. 


As  applied  to  the  State  of  Illinois,  the 
boundsiries  of  that  State  extend  40  miles 
into  Lake  Michigan.  The  title  of  the 
State  of  Illinois  to  the  lands  which  are 
beneath  the  lake  was  held  not  to  rest 
on  the  fact  that  they  were  beneath  in- 
land waters.  Those  lands  have  the  same 
characteristics  as  lands  under  the  open 
sea.  Another  court  referred  to  these 
waters  as  the  "high  seas."  In  the  pa.st 
the  rule  was  held  to  apply  to  all  navi- 
gable waters  within  the  coastal  bound- 
aries of  the  States. 

Mr.  DOUGL.'^S.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  go  fur- 
ther into  that  point,  and  then  I  shall 
yield. 

UNWARRANTED  DISCRIMINATION 

Third.  It  would  be  rank  discrimina- 
tion against  the  coastal  States  to  exclude 
their  marginal-sea  lands  from  this  rule 
of  State  ownership  while  continuinf:  its 
application  to  the  far  greater  bodic.-;  of 
lands  beneath  inland  wateij  and  tlie 
Great  Lakes. 

Yet  that  is  exactly  what  the  supporters 
of  S.  107  and  S.  1017.  the  And.Tson  bill.s, 
would  do.  They  propose  to  quitclaim 
and  quiet  the  titles  of  the  Great  Lakes 
States  to  38  million  acres  of  submeii;cd 
lands,  and  also  28  million  acres  of  lands 
under  inland  waters,  while  takui;::  auay 
from  the  21  ooastal  States  their  smaller 
area  of  17  million  acres  within  tiicir  sea- 
ward boundaries. 

Thus,  we  .shall  see  the  distinpui.she:! 
Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Douglas!  de- 
fending with  all  his  misht  the  ownership 
by  Illinois  of  976.000  acres  beneath  Lake 
Michigan  wnile  he  rejects  the  same 
claim  of  ownership  for  the  coastal  States. 

We  shall  s€'e  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  IMr.  Humphrey!  fi-ht- 
ing  with  one  hand  for  Minnesota's 
1.415.680  acres  under  the  Great  Lakes 
which  extend  32  miles  from  the  shore, 
while  with  the  other  he  flays  the  coa.stal 
States  which  have  held  their  submerged 
lands  under  the  .same  rule  of  law. 

The  cry  is  that  all  the.-e  coa-stal  lands 
within  seaward  boundaries  should  be 
put  in  a  common  pot  for  all  the  people 
to  enjoy.  Tliey  lie  off.^hore  from  3  miles 
to  3  leagues  distance.  I  ask  why  not  in- 
clude the  su amerced  lands  of  their  own 
States  in  the  common  pot?  They  are 
just  as  valuable  and  cover  a  greater  area. 

As  I  said  earlier.  Mr.  President,  th.e 
record  shows  that  there  is  10  times  as 
much  oil  being  produced  from  land  un- 
derlying the  inland  waters  as  from  the 
marginal  belt  of  the  coastal  Slates.  The 
Great  Lakes  States  do  not  stop  at  3  miies 
or  even  3  leagues  from  shore.  As  I 
pointed  out.  some  of  them  run  from  20 
to  75  miles  from  shore.  Illinois  runs  its 
seaward  boundary  40  miles  from  the 
shores  of  Liike  Michigan.  Minnesota's 
boundaiT  extends  36  miles' from  shore. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Te.xas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIIiX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Not  only  would  po.-^sible 
oil  deposits  jnder  the  Great  Lakes  be 
involved,  but  other  mineral  deposits 
v.ould  also  oe  involved.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  applies  to  deposits  of 
minerals,  such  as  iron  ore,   under  the 


margins  of  the  Great  Lakes,  as  well  as 
under  inland  lakes  in  the  State  of  Min- 
n<.'sota. 

Mr   DANIEL.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Slate  of  Minnesota 
recognized  that  fact,  many  years  a^o. 
when  it  authorized  the  attorney  gen- 
eral of  the  Slate  to  participate  with  other 
States  in  a  suit  in  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  involving  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  such  State.s. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  correct.  We 
have  telegrams  and  letters  from  the 
Goveriiur  and  the  attorney  general  of 
Minnesota,  from  port  authorities,  and 
many  others  in  support  of  the  proposed 
I'-eislation  Karlier.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minne.sota.  I  read  the  report 
of  the  Governor  of  Minnesota  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  THYE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr  DOUGL.AS     Mr   President 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr  Pi esident.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  still  have 
not  completed  the  pK)int  as  to  the  rule 
of  law  dealini;  with  the  marginal  sea. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  I  was  going  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Texas  some  questions 
about  the  inland  waterways,  but  if  he 
would  rather  have  me  withhold  them 
at  this  time.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  If  I  may.  then.  I  should 
like  to  proceed  to  cover  the  point  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  understand 
wliy  I  say  that  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
obiter  dictum,  becau.se  the  ruie  of  law 
actually  developed  from  Crown  owner- 
ship of  the  lands  beneath  the  tidewaters 
of  the  marmnal  s*a  and  was  laUv  broad- 
ened to  cover  other  Lindo  under  other 
navu:able  watt-rs. 

There  is  no  English  or  American  de- 
cision indicating  that  the  soveremn-right 
theory  of  State  ownership  ls  only  an  in- 
land-v.aler  rule.  On  the  contrary,  all 
court  decisions  on  the  point  indicate 
and  .say  th.at  tJ-.e  rule  of  State  ownership 
apphes  to  all  lands  which  are,  fir.-^t.  be- 
neath navigable  waters,  and.  second, 
within  Stale  boundaries. 

The  whole  rulo  of  ownership  of  land 
under  navigable  waters  as  a  sovereign 
right  grew  from  the  common  law's  rec- 
ctiiution  of  ownership  by  the  king  of 
soils  under  the  tidewaters  of  the  adjoin- 
ing marginal  .seas.  The  rule  was  ex- 
tended to  bays  and  rivers  as  "arms  of  the 
sea,"  and  since  then  all  of  such  sub- 
merged lands  have  come  within  the  same 
rule  of  ownership  as  a  sovereign  right  so 
long  as  they  are.  first,  navicable.  and, 
second,  witlun  the  jurisdiction  or  bound- 
aries of  the  sovereign  concerned. 

As  early  as  1610,  in  The  Case  of  Royal 
Fishery  of  Rtirr  Banne  i80  Eng.  Rep, 
540  I,  the  highest  court  of  England  re- 
lated the  history  of  and  stated  the  rul»J 
to  be  as  follows; 

Tlie  reason  for  which  the  King  hath  an 
Interest  m  such  navl-able  river,  so  high 
as  the  sea  Cows  and  ebbs  In  It,  is.  because 
such  riviT  pai  iKip.aes  ul  the  nature  of  the 
sea.  and  Ls  .s.iul  to  be  a  branch  of  the  sea 
so  far  a.s  It  fl'  w.s,  •  •  •  And  that  the  King 
hath  the  same  preropatlve  and  Interest  In 
thp  branrhpf!  of  thp  sea  nnd  navipable  rivers, 
so  hich  a.s  the  sea  flows  and  ebbs  In  them, 
which  he  hath  In  alto  marl,  is  manifest  by 
several  authoruics  and  records. 

This  derivation  of  the  one  rule  appli- 
cable to  lands  under  all  navigable  wa- 
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ters  was  recognized  n  many  United 
Slates  Supreme  Court  cases,  including 
the  following: 

In  Weber  v.  Board  of  Harbor  CommiS' 
sUmers  tl8  Wall.  57,  6t)  (1873)): 

The  title  to  the  shore  of  the  sea.  and  of 
the  arms  of  the  sea,  and  In  the  soils  under 
tidewaters.  Is.  In  EnRlaml  in  the  King,  and 
In  this  country  In  the  State, 

For  exhaustive  disci  sslon  of  the  rule 
and  how  it  was  extended  from  the  sea 
to  cover  all  navi;zable  v  aters.  see  Shwely 
V.  Doulby  a52  U.  S.  1),  wherein  it  is 
said: 

In  Encland.  from  the  time  of  I-ord  Hale. 
It  has  been  treated  as  settled  that  the  title 
In  the  r,n\\  of  the  sea.  or  of  the  arms  of  the 
fpa.  below  ordinary  high  water  mark.  Is  In 
the  King. 

Then,  what  about  th"  situation  In  this 
country?  I  resume  n.y  quotation  from 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States: 

And  upon  the  Amerl  an  Revolution.  aU 
the  rights  of  the  Crov,:i  and  of  Parliament 
vpsted  In  the  ceveral  Pt  itcs.  subject  to  the 
TW'htH  8\irrendered  to  t^e  Nat'^nal  Govern- 
ment by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

It  Is  made  clear  In  the  opinion  that 
these  surrendered  rigl  ts  are  paramount 
but  regulatory  and  do  not  Involve  any 
proprietary  rights. 

The  history  of  thi.  ownership  as  a 
sovereign  ri;:;ht  under  all  navigable  wa- 
ters within  State  boundaries  is  summed 
up  in  the  able  text  of  Gould  on  Waters — 
Chicago,  third  edition,  1900— as  follows: 

The  rule  of  the  molern  common  law. 
whereby  the  king  has  a  private  Interest, 
anart  from  the  ounersMp  of  the  adjoining 
hinds.  In  those  tide  wnt»  rs  which  are  within 
the  territory  of  Ennland  Rppe.ars  to  be  con- 
nected hlhtorlCRlly  with  the  above  claim  of 
Bovereinnty  over  the  se!..  and  to  be  deilved 
therefrom  (p.  7). 

I  am  reading  from  page  7  of  a  book 
by  one  of  our  most  eminent  authorities 
on  waters  and  lands  beneath  the  waters 
of  this  country. 

Those  rivers  and  parts  of  rivers  In  which 
the  tide  ebbs  and  flows  are  known  as  "navl- 
pable  •  rivers,  and  by  t:ie  common  law  they 
are  vested  prima  facie  In  the  Crown.  Hence, 
as  was  said  In  an  earl>  case,  "all  navigable 
rivers  in  England  app«rtAtu  to  the  King." 
They  are  arms  of  the  sea — 

Not  inland  waters,  but  arms  of  the 
sea — 

and  the  King  has  them  because  they  partake 
of  Its  nature.  This  ownership  Is  for  the 
public  benefit,  and  In  this  country  each 
State,  as  sovereign,  has  succeeded  to  the 
rlKhU  which  the  King  formerly  possessed  tn 
such  rivers  and  In  the  soil  beneath  (p.  100). 


The  unity  of  this  rule  of  property  and 
State-Federal  relations,  as  applied  to 
both  inland  and  coistal  waters  within 
States  boundaries,  properly  accounts  for 
the  great  concern  of  all  the  States,  both 
Inland  and  coastal,  in  its  preservation. 

Here  we  have  a  navigable  water  rule: 
State  ownership  of  all  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters  within  their  bound- 
aries originated  with  sovereign  owner- 
ship of  the  land  beneath  the  marginal 
sea.  If  the  very  foundation  of  the  rule 
is  destroyed,  naturally  the  extension  of 
the  rule  as  it  applies  to  the  inland  wa- 
ters and  to  lands  under  the  Great  Lakes 
is  destroyed.  That  is  why  inland  State 
officials  are  worried.    They  do  not  want 


this  rule  destroyed  at  Its  very  founda- 
tion. They  can  see  that  if  the  theory  of 
the  recent  Supreme  Court  decisions  can 
be  made  to  apply  to  the  foundation  of 
the  rule,  it  may  also  be  extended  to  lands 
under  rivers,  lakes,  and  other  inland 
waters. 

The  unity  of  this  rule  also  accounts 
for  the  fact  that  all  previous  members 
of  the  Supreme  Court  have  written  the 
rule  broad  enough  to  cover  all  navigable 
waters,  whether  inland  or  not.  There  is 
no  dispute  that  the  tidewater  area  within 
the  marginal  sea  is  navigable  both  in  law 
and  in  fact,  and  that  all  such  areas  cov- 
ered by  this  legislation  are  within  the 
lawful  boundaries  of  the  respective 
States. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Hol- 
land] pointed  out  yesterday  that  the 
joint  resolution  is  limited  to  lands  be- 
neath navigable  waters  and  within  orig- 
inal or  historic  State  boundaries,  bound- 
aries as  they  existed  at  the  time  the 
States  entered  the  Union,  or  as  they  were 
thereafter  approved  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  as  in  the  case  of 
Florida. 

In  the  above-mentioned  Pollard  de- 
cision—PoZ/ard  v.  Hagan  (3  How.  212. 
229),  Mr.  Justice  McKinley  expressly 
said  that  "the  territorial  boundaries  of 
Alabama  have  extended  all  her  sovereign 
powers  into  the  sea"— page  230 — and 
stated  the  broad  question  of  the  case  as 
being  "whether  Alabama  is  entitled  to 
the  shores  of  the  navigable  waters,  and 
the  soil  under  them,  within  her  limits  " — 
page  225. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  fMr.  Doug- 
las! speaks  of  the  Pollard  decision  as  a 
rule  applying  to  inland  waters.  If  that 
be  so.  why  did  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  state  the  rule  in  a  broader 
way.  and  why  did  the  Supreme  Court  say 
that  Alabama's  boundaries  extended  out 
into  the  sea?  They  were  looking  to  see  if 
the  property  involved  was  within  the 
boundaries  of  Alabama,  not  if  it  was  un- 
der inland  waters,  so  they  stated  that  the 
boundaries  of  Alabama  extended  into  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico.  ll 

Holding  that  Alabama's  sovereign 
municipal  power  was  the  same  on  the 
sea  as  on  the  shore  within  her  bound- 
aries, the  Court  said: 

First,  the  shores  of  navigable  waters,  and 
the  soils  under  them,  were  not  granted  by 
the  Coastitutlon  to  the  United  States,  but 
were  reserved  to  the  States  respectively.  Sec- 
ond, the  new  States  have  the  same  rights, 
sovereignty,  and  Jurisdiction  over  this  sub- 
ject as  the  original  States   (3  How.  at  230). 

Note  the  emphasis  and  the  controlling 
points  for  State  ownership  of  all  lands 
beneath  all  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries  in  the  following  ex- 
cerpts from  other  learned  Justices: 

Chief  Justice  Taney,  in  1842,  in  the 
first  case  establishing  the  rule,  said: 

For  when  the  Revolution  took  place  the 
people  of  each  State  became  themselves  sov- 
ereign, and  in  that  character  hold  the  abso- 
lute right  to  all  their  navigable  waters  and 
the  soils  under  them.' 


Mr.  Justice  Clifford  in  1867  said: 


Does  the  decision  say  "lands  beneath 
Inland  navigable  waters"?  No.  It  says 
•'navigable  waters  and  the  soils  imder 
them." 


Settled  rule  of  law  in  this  Court  Is,  that 
the  shores  of  navigable  waters  and  the  soils 
under  the  same  In  the  original  States  were 
not  granted  by  the  Constitution  to  the 
United  States,  but  were  reserved  to  th« 
several  States,  and  that  the  new  States  since 
admitted  have  the  same  rights,  sovereignty, 
and  Jurisdiction  in  that  behalf  as  the  orig- 
inal States  possess  within  their  respective 
borders.  When  the  Revolution  took  place, 
the  people  of  each  State  became  themselves 
sovereign,  and  In  that  character  hold  the 
absolute  right  to  all  their  navigable  waters 
End  the  soils  under  them.' 

Did  the  Court  limit  that  to  Inland 
waters?  No.  It  included  all  waters 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  State. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  for  a  question. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  desire  to  in- 
terfere in  any  way  with  the  argument 
the  Senator  from  Texas  is  now  making, 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  with 
respect  to  his  argument  and  the  law  he  is 
quoting.  The  Senator  from  Texas  is 
speaking  with  reference  to  waters.  Has 
he  given  any  thought  to  the  carrying 
out  of  the  same  idea  with  respect  to 
public  lands  in  the  Western  States,  such 
as  lands  under  the  control  of  the  Forest 
Service  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man- 
agement, whether  such  lands  be  in  Texas, 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  or  elsewhere  in 
the  West? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  given  any 
extended  thought  to  that  particular  sub- 
ject, except  as  I  have  observed  that  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  management 
of  its  minerals  has  not  received  any- 
where near  the  amount  the  States  have 
received  from  State  management  of  min- 
eral lands.  That  is  as  much  as  I  have 
gone  into  the  matter  thus  far. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  reason  I  have 
asked  the  question  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  is  that  in  my  State  prac- 
tically 63  percent  of  the  entire  area  of 
122,000  square  miles  is  either  Federally 
owned  or  State  owned,  and  not  1  cent 
of  taxes  is  derived  from  that  land. 

I  believe  there  may  be  some  justifica- 
tion for  the  argument  being  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  with  reference  to 
tidelands.  especially  in  Texas,  but  if  the 
submerged  lands  which  are  off  the  shore 
lands  within  certain  States  are  to  be 
given  to  those  States,  why,  by  the  same 
token,  should  not  lands  within  any  other 
State  be  given  to  the  particular  State? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
would  not  like  to  get  into  any  argument 
or  discussion  of  the  comparison,  except 
to  say  that  there  is  a  difference:  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  may  be  entitled  to 
receive  more  of  the  public  lands.  Al- 
ready the  Federal  Government  owns  24 
percent  of  all  the  land  within  continen- 
tal United  States.  If  the  policy  of  the 
tidelands  decisions  is  continued,  the 
Government  will  take  over  more  and 
more  land  within  the  United  States. 
But  there  is  not  an  exact  comparison 
between  federally  owned  lands  which 
have  always  been  claimed  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  never  claimed  by 
the  States,  and  lands  within  the  mar- 
ginal belt  of  Texas  which  have  always 
been  claimed  by  the  State  and  never  by 


^Martin    v.    Waddell    (16    Pet.    367.    410 
(1842)). 


*Mumford  v.  Wardwell   (6  Wall.  423,  436 
(1867)). 
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the  Federal  Government  until  1948.  So 
there  is  that  difference,  although  I  con- 
cede that  there  might  be  other  consider- 
ations which  would  be  analc^uos. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  contends 
that  continuously  certain  States  have 
claimed  the  tidelands.  but  the  law  up 
to  the  moment  is  to  the  effect  that  such 
lands  belong  to  the  Federal  Government. 
Otherwise,  we  would  not  be  debating  the 
joint  resolution.  Is  not  that  correct? 
Up  to  the  moment  the  courts  have  held 
that  such  lands  belong  to  the  Federal 
Government. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yielded  for  a  question. 
The  Senator's  question  is  whether  the 
courts  have  held  that  such  lands  belong 
to  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  not  what  the 
courts  have  held.  The  courts  have  held 
that  the  Federal  Government  has  para- 
mount rights  and  powers  over  such 
lands.  The  Supreme  Court  refused  to 
hold  that  the  Federal  Government  had 
ownership  of  them.  It  clearly  held 
-  that  the  Congress  has  the  right  to  deter- 
mine the  question  of  future  ownership 
of  the  property. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  continue 
my  argument. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  just  about  to  con- 
clude my  discussion  of  certain  decisions. 
I  should  like  to  complete  the  quotations 
from  the  decisions  which  emphasize  the 
points  I  have  tried  to  make.  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  in  all 
its  decisions,  was  not  at  all  concerned 
with  the  question  of  whether  the  sub- 
merged lands  under  consideration  were 
within  inland  waters.  It  was  applying  a 
rule  which  is  broader  than  that  appli- 
cable to  ail  navigable  waters  within  State 
boundaries.  When  the  Supreme  Court 
states  that  broad  rule  in  deciding  the 
ownership  of  lands  beneath  inland  wa- 
ters, it  is  not  dictum  as  to  lands  which 
are  beneath  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
marginal  sea  within  State  boundaries. 

Mr.  Justice  Field  in  1873,  for  a  unani- 
mous Court  that  included  Chief  Justice 
Chase,  said  that — - 

AU  soils  under  the  tidewaters  within  her 
limitB  passed  to  the  States.' 

He  was  referring  to  California. 
Mr.  Justice  Bradley  in  1876  said: 

In  our  view  of  the  subject  the  correct  prin- 
ciples were  laid  down  in  Martin  v.  Waddcll 
(16  Pet.  367),  Pollard's  Lessee  v.  Hagan  (3 
How.  312),  and  Goodtitle  v.  Kibbe  (9  How. 
471).  These  cases  related  to  tidewater.s.  it 
Is  true;  that  they  enunciated  principles 
which  are  equally  applicable  to  all  naviga- 
ble waters  •  •  •  it  (the  bed  and  shore  of 
such  waters)  properly  belongs  to  the  State 
by  their  Inherent  sovereignty.* 

Chief  Justice  Waite  in  1876  said  that — 

Each  State  owns  the  beds  of  all  tidewaters 
within  its  Jurisdiction.* 

Did  the  Court  say  "tidewaters  under 
bays"  or  "tidewaters  and  lands  under 


»  Weber  v.  Harbor  Commissioners  (18  Wall. 
67,  66   (1873)). 

*  Barney  t.  Keokuk  (94  U.  S.  324,  338 
(1876)). 

*McCTeady  v.  Virginia  (94  U.  8.  891,  394 
(1876) ). 


rivers"  or  "inland  waters"?     No.     The 
Court  said: 

Each  State  owns  the  beds  of  all  tidewaters 
within  Its  Jurisdiction. 

Mr.  Justice  Gray  in  1894  said: 

Tile  new  5'-tates  admitted  into  the  Union 
since  the  adojjtion  of  the  Constitution  have 
the  same  rights  as  the  ornjinal  States  In  t!.e 
tidewaters,  and  In  the  itind.s  undiT  Iheni, 
within  their  respective  Ji'.risdictlons.* 

Not  "within  their  inland  water?,"  but 
''within  the;r  re.spective  jurisdictions." 
Chief  Justice  White  said  in  1912: 

Each  State  owns  the  beds  of  all  tidewaters 
Within   its  Jurisdiction.'' 

Chief  Justice  Taft  in  192C  said  that— 

All  the  proprleti'.ry  ritrhts  ot  th-^  Omwa 
and  Parliament  in.  and  all  tlieir  d<in:nl":i 
over,  lands  undtr  tiiltwatiT  ve.'ilcU  in  tna 
several  States.' 

Chief  Ju5;tice  Hutrhes  said  in  1935- 

The  sells  under  tidewaters  wirhln  tl;e 
original  States  vveie  reserved  to  them  re- 
spectively, and  the  States  since  admitted  to 
the  Union  liave  the  s.iine  so\ereifinly  an  J 
Jurisdiction  ;n  ril.-.tioi  to  su'.h  lai.ds  within 
their  borders  as  the  or;;.'ii..il  States  p;_6e.ssed.* 

So  we  sv('  that  in  thrso  cn.^^'.'S.  and  ;n 
all  the  oth*  r  cases  to  which  I  refer,  ire 
Court,  in  cetermininpr  who  owns  land.s 
beneath  navis.;able  waters,  has  simply 
applied  two  tests,  name'y.  fir.u.  "Is  the 
land  beneath  navit.able  water.  ^"  and. 
second.  "Is  it  within  State  boundunes?" 
The  Court  :ias  never  applied  ti;e  lest  of 
"whether  the  waters  happen  to  be  uiland 
waters." 

The  rule  is  sa  broad  because  it  actu- 
ally grew  up  from  the  maiLinal  .<ea  an  1 
was  extended  to  inland  waters  as  arms 
of  the  sea  That  is  why  the  rule  is 
stated  so  broadly;  and  becau.se  it  is 
stated  so  bioadly  and  applies  to  all  the 
inland  waters,  as  well  a.s  marginal  S(  .i 
waters,  officials  of  the  FUttes  do  not  want 
to  see  the  rule  destroyed  a.-,  to  any  States, 
especially  r.s  to  the  States  and  the  area 
in  which  the  rule  itself  onp mated. 

Mr.  DOl'GLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DAxMEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOLGLAS.  Do  I  corrt-cily  un- 
derstand the  Senator  from  Texas  to  say 
that  the  qu'^-'Stion  of  wno  has  owncr.-,hip 
of  and  title  to  .submerged  lands  started 
first  out  at  .sea.  in  the  mart;inal  or  terri- 
torial sea.  however  broad  that  mi.';ht  be. 
and  then  proceeded  inland  to  bays  and 
ports,  and  then  rivers,  and  finally  to 
inland  lakes,  and  that  all  the  oilier  rules 
are  derivatives  of  the  law  of  tiie  sea** 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  exactly  what 
the  text  writers  and  the  deci.sion.s  of  our 
own  Court,  is  well  as  the  English  deci- 
sion from  which  I  quoU-d,  have  said  as 
to  the  origin  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  he  further  stating 
that  the  first  case  on  the  right  of  a  na- 
tion to  submerged  lands  under  the  open 
sea  was  the  case  decided  in  EnKland 
in  1611,  from  which  case  the  Senator 
quoted  earlier  in  his  remarks? 

Mr.  DANDCL.  The  1610  case  was  the 
first  case  explaining  the  origin  of  the 

•  Sfiively  v.  Boxclby  ( 152  U.  8.  1.  57  ( 1894 )) 
Mbbv  Dod-gc   (223  U.  S.   166.   174    (1912))" 
*Appleby  V.  Sew  York   (271  U.  S.  364,  381 

'Borax  Consolidated  v.  Los  Angeles   (29« 
U.S.  10,  15  (li)35)).  ^ 


rule  in  the  common  law.    It  was  the  case 
of  the  River  Banne. 

Mr.  DOLGLAS.  Tlie  Senator  from 
Texas  will,  of  course,  permit  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  to  point  out  tiiat  the 
ca.se  referred  to  was  a  British  case,  aud 
that  England,  or  Great  Britain,  is  what 
is  known  as  a  uiutary  government,  that 
1.-  to  say  tlieie  is  a  national  Koveriunent 
which  has  exiernal  juri.sdictiun,  but 
tils. re  aie  no  state  subdivi.^jons  within 
Grt-at  Brilain.  Groat  Britain  has  inter- 
nal jurisdiction  as  well.  In  the  United 
States,  however,  we  have  a  Federal  Guv- 
ernnicnt.  cr  a  so-callrd  Nation^il  Gov- 
ernment. Invirt;  juri.sdic'ion  over  forei;,'a 
alTairs.  with  the  State  yoveiiiments  bein*^ 
Miven  lartie  pov.ers  over  domcsiic  affaur. 
Is  not  llial  true? 

Mr  DAN'lEL.  That  is  tru^,  and  that 
is  exactly  why.  in  Ent;land,  the  K'.'ak  had 
both  the  qjvernm  ntal  powers  and  the 
o'.vn»r.>hip. 

But  whon  the  Colonlr."?,  and  then  the 
criminal  States  of  this  Nation,  won  their 
frocdoni.  they  did  not  ^•lve  proprietary 
M-ht^  to  the  rcckral  Gjvcrnment  unices 
tlu-y   exprc.s.siy    described    Uie    property 
and    (-ranted    it     for    ceita:n    purpo.se.s. 
Cfrlain  paramount  '-ovfrnmei^lal  powers 
of  thf  Kmu  wore  delegated  to  the  N.i- 
t.oiial  Govirr.nient  in  our  country,  but. 
according  to  all  our  court  dec:.- ion.'-:,  the 
piupriotary   i::hls  in  so. Is   under  nu\i- 
L'able  wattrs  were  left  by  l.he  Constitu- 
tion in  the  State<^.  and  not  de'.e;;ated  or 
tran-ftrr.'d  to  thf  Nat.c.p.;,!  Government. 
Mr  DC)UGL.\S.     I  should  like  to  point 
out  to  t!:e  Sonator  from  Texas  that  in 
Em  land   it   mav   well   tje   true  tl.at   the 
.same  Political  authority  which  had  juris- 
diction over  submerged   l.iiids   seaward 
from  liie  Ujv,  wal.  rmark  should  al.so  have 
jaii.sdiciion    over    submertted    lands    m 
bays.     po;t.s,     r.vers,    lakes,     or     inland 
waters      Ihere  was  no  other  government 
to  have  it.     But  m  this  country  we  have 
a  fediral  s>.sicm.  and  we  havf  the  prob- 
lem of  deiimitmK  where  the  aulaority  of 
the  P'edr;  ill  Government  slops  and  wlu  re 
the  au'Ju.jily  of  the  State  t'overnnunt 
bof^iiLs.     We  have  to  decide  wh.at  are  UiC 
Cixsential  incidents  of  national  .scvt  rtign- 
ty  and  what  aie  tJie  powers  of  the  Slates. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  would  extend 
the  Slate  powers  and  ownership  all  the 
way  from  the  lake>.  the  rivers,  and  the 
harbors  out  to  the  sea. 

Mr  D.AMEL.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
do  for  the  Slate  of  Texas,  out  to  our 
hi.>tonc  boundaries  3  lea^iue.s  from  .sliore, 
exactly  wjiat  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
would  do  for  his  State  of  Illinois.  I 
would  claim  and  ask  the  Con^tress  to 
leave  us  w  ith  the  ov,  nership  we  have  had 
and  the  uses  wo  have  had  for  all  these 
many  years  in  rc.yard  to  the  lands  be- 
neath those  waters  exactly  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  would  ask  the  Congres.s 
to  leave  the  State  of  Illinois  with  976.000 
acres  which  have  been  held  by  his  SUle 
under  the  same  rule  of  law. 

Mr.  (30LDWATER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  'Mr.  Mar- 
tin in  the  chair*.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arizona? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  only  on  the 
point  I  have  covered,  because  I  am  com- 
ing to  another  point.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 
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Mr  GOLDWATER  I  should  like  to 
n  k  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  this  question:  If  what  the 
opponenUs  of  the  pending  measure  hold 
to  be  true,  that  the  Fwleral  Government 
has  riphts  to  the  submerged  lands,  what 
would  be  the  effect  on  the  210,000  acres 
of  submerged  lands  n  a  comparatively 
dry  inland  State  such  as  Arizona? 

Mr  DANIEL.  Federal  offlclals  In  the 
past  have  claimed  that  they  would  not 
ever  seek  title  to  the  rivers  and  waters 
of  the  Senators  SUte.  Tliey  started 
.s.tying  that  when  th( y  felt  it  was  neces- 
.«;  iry  to  prevent  the  pa.ssage  of  legisla- 
tion like  the  measur:  which  Is  now  be- 
fore the  Senate.  But  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  that  the  principles 
which  have  been  applied  to  the  mar^rinal 
.sea  in  the  three  ticelands  cases  could 
be  applied  some  day  in  the  future  to  his 
State  if  Federal  officials  ever  wanted  to 
npplv  them.  At  lea  ;t  they  to  some  ex- 
tent clouded  the  title  of  the  Senators 
State  and  the  State  of  Alabama  and  all 
t!;e  other  States  represented  on  this  floor 
to  their  rivers. 

The  very  .same  Federal  officials  who 
f^rst  came  before  tl  e  Congress  in  sup- 
port of  the  Nye  re;olution  said  to  the 
committees  of  Con  irc.ss.  "The  Federal 
Government  has  the  right  to  all  the  nat- 
ural resources,  the  o/ster  beds,  and  other 
things,  in  the  inlasid  waters."  I  wL-jh 
Senators  would  not  forget  that.  In  re- 
cent years  Federal  (  fflclaLs  have  receded 
from  tho.se  claims  and  said  they  would 
be  willing  to  cede  such  rights  to  the 
States.  They  need  to  do  that  in  order 
to  divide  and  conqu  *r  the  coastal  States. 
But  It  was  said  by  them  in  1937:  "The 
PVderal  Government  has  the  same  right 
\inder  the  rivers  anc  the  inland  waters  as 
under  the  marginal  sea  lands." 

Mr.    GOLDWATH:r.     Mr.    President, 
will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATIH.  In  view  of  the 
recent  Fallbrook  case,  in  which  the  Fed- 
(ral  Government  tried  to  do  just  what 
the  Senator  has  been  stating,  we  in 
Arizona  are  disturoed  by  the  possibili- 
ties arising  from  tiiat  case,  because  our 
Colorado  River  is  a  navigable  stream  for 
from  135  to  150  mi  cs.  Recurring  to  the 
question  I  put  to  tl  e  Senator  before,  the 
f.ict  that  the  Coloiado  River  is  a  navig- 
able stream  leads  me  to  ask  him 
whether,  if  the  Inderal  Government 
claimed  the  rights  to  the  lands  off  the 
.shores  of  the  Senat  Dr's  State  which  have 
been  hi.storicaUy  the  property  of  that 
State,  it  could  claim  the  same  rights  to 
lands  under  the  Colorado  River  or  any 
other  navigable  water  in  my  State. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  think  so.  In 
the  Fallbrook  case  the  Federal  officials, 
after  their  pleadings  had  been  revealed 
and  reported  to  Congress,  said,  "We  are 
not  claiming  the  paramount  right,  we 
are  not  claiming  zhe  same  rights  over 
the  SanU  Margarita  River  as  on  the 
marginal  sea  lands." 

However,  If  the  Senator  will  look  at 
the  Federal  pleadings  in  that  case,  In- 
volving an  inland  river,  he  will  find  at 
the  vei-y  end  of  the  pleadings  the  Gov- 
ernment Included  the  phrase  "and  para- 
mount rights"  as  being  claimed  by  the 
Government  in  those  waters. 


I  am  sure  the  Senator  Is  familiar  with 
the  North  Platte  River  case,  in  which 
Nebraska  and  Wyoming  were  suing  over 
the  waters  of  the  North  Platte  River. 
That  was  In  1935.  In  that  case  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  Intervened  and 
claimed  that  the  Federal  Government 
owned  the  waters  within  the  North 
Platte  River.  By  the  way,  the  Court  did 
not  decide  the  point.  It  left  it  un- 
decided, as  to  whether  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment was  the  original  owner  of  those 
particular  waters. 

So.  Mr.  President,  I  say  that  those  who 
accuse  as  of  trying  to  mislead  inland 
States  are  not  looking  at  the  facts  and 
the  evidence,  or  they  would  realize  why 
47  States  have  sent  officials  to  the  Con- 
gress asking  for  the  enactment  of  the 
very  le^'islation  now  pending. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas,  and  I 
wish  to  express  my  Interest,  as  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Arizona,  in  this  subject, 
as  stemming  from  the  fear  that  if  the 
Federal  Government  can  encroach  on 
the  rights  of  the  Senator's  State,  it  can 
encroach  on  the  rights  of  Arizona.  The 
fear  I  express  today  is  but  a  continua- 
tion of  the  feeling  that  has  been  ex- 
pre.s.sed  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
Arizona  in  1948  and  1949. 

I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas  very  much. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  compliment  and 
congratulate  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas  on  the  real  contribution 
which  he  is  making  to  the  debate,  in 
pointing  out  so  clearly  that  the  so-called 
inland-waters  rule  is  nothing  in  the 
world  but  a  derivation  and  an  extension 
of  the  rule  already  existing  and  an- 
nounced eailier  with  reference  to  the 
bottoms  of  our  coastal  belt  or  marginal 
sea. 

In  connection  with  that  matter,  I  re- 
mind the  distinguished  Senator  that  the 
Federal  Government  has  already  clearly 
indicated  its  attitude  toward  the  so- 
called  inland-waters  rule.  I  quoted  yes- 
terday from  the  brief  of  the  Federal  at- 
torneys in  the  California  case  on  that 
precise  point.  For  instance,  those  at- 
torneys said,  as  app>ears  on  page  11  of 

the  brief 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  read  the  next 
sentence? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wish  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  would  permit  me  to  ask  my 
question.  He  will  then  have  ample  time 
to  propound  such  o'.her  questions  as  he 
may  desire.  To  continue,  the  Senator 
from  Texas  will  recall  also  that  able 
Federal  counsel  in  the  case  to  which  I 
have  alluded  continued  in  the  showing 
of  their  displeasure  with  the  Inland- 
waters  rule,  or  disapproval  of  that  rule, 
by  using  such  words  as  "erroneous,"  "un- 
sound." wTong."  "patently  unsound.- 
"fallacy,"  and  "a  legal  fiction,"  all  those 
words  relating  to  the  Inland-waters  rule. 
The  question  I  wish  to  ask  the  distin- 
guished Senator  is  this.  Was  not  the 
fact  that  Federal  counsel  so  referred  to 


the  inland-waters  rule,  at  a  time  when 
they  were  attacking  the  mother  rule, 
that  is,  the  rule  relating  to  the  beds  of 
the  marginal  sea,  a  completely  logical 
coiu-se  and  almost  a  necessary  course  if 
Federal  counsel  desired  to  be  fair  and- 
honest,  in  that  they  were  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  while  they  were  dis- 
approving and  attacking  and  seeking  to 
F.et  aside  the  marginal-sea  rule,  they 
could  not  at  the  same  time  approve  the 
inland-waters  rule,  which  they  knew  to 
be  derived  from  and  a  part  of  the  gen- 
eral rule  which  the  Senator  has  so  ably 
mentioned? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  certainly  correct,  and  I  thank 
him  for  bringing  out  that  point. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  question? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  it  was  logical  and 
necessary  for  Federal  counsel  to  make 
that  point,  is  it  not  also  logical  and  nec- 
essary for  those  who  are  defending  the 
rights  of  the  States,  including  the  at- 
torneys general  and  the  other  represent- 
atives of  the  States  which  have  inland 
waters,  to  come  to  that  precise  conclu- 
sion, and  to  recognize  and  realize  the 
fact  that  the  Federal  attorneys  in  at- 
tacking the  rule  applicable  to  submerged 
lands  under  the  marginal  sea  were  al- 
ready challenging,  and  were  honest 
enough  to  say  so  in  their  brief  in  the 
CaUfornia  case,  the  titles  of  the  States 
to  the  submerged  lands  under  their  in- 
land waters? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Certainly,  the  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Gk)LDWATER  in  the  chair).  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois?  -  ^ 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  not  it  be  well 
for  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  quote 
and  for  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  take 
into  account  not  only  the  sentence  from 
the  Governments  brief  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  read,  as  follows: 

However,  we  submit  that  ownership  of 
submerged  lands  Is  not  related  to  sover- 
eignty at  all.  and  that  the  decisions  ol  this 
Court  dealing  with  tidelands  and  lands  under 
inland  waters  have  proceeded  upon  a  falso 
premise — 

But  also  the  express  disavowal  con- 
tained in  the  following  sentence  of  the 
brief,  which  I  now  read: 

The  Government  does  not  ask  that  those 
cases  be  overruled;  Indeed,  it  suggests  that 
In  the  interest  of  clarity  and  certainty  they 
be  retifflrmed  herein. 

In  other  words,  was  not  the  Govern- 
ment saying  that  the  Court  should  not 
overrule  the  decisions  in  these  cases  in 
regard  to  inland  waters,  but  should  in 
effect  reaffirm  them? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois has  correctly  read  from  the  Gov- 
ernment's brief  in  the  California  case. 
However,  the  answer  is  that  in  that  case 
the  Supreme  Court  did  not  follow  the 
suggestion.  The  Court  did  not  reafBnn 
the  rule  of  State  ownership  of  lands 
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beneath  Inland  waters  within  the  bound- 
aries of  the  States. 

F^irthermore,  anything  the  Govern- 
ment attorneys  wrote  in  their  brief  as 
to  what  should  be  done  by  way  of  equity 
is  not  binding  on  the  United  States. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  that  on  the  same  day 
when  the  Government  filed  that  brief, 
in  which  the  Government  attorneys  criti- 
cized the  State  ownership  of  lands  under 
inland  waters,  but  said  it  is  all  right 
for  the  Court  to  reaffirm  that  owner- 
ship— thus  giving  assurances  to  the  in- 
land States,  as  it  were — the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  when  in 
the  Supreme  Court  Building,  handed  to 
the  newspaper  reporters  a  news  release 
in  which  he  said: 

•"Whatever  the  decision  of  the  Court  may 
be  in  the  California  case.  It  would  not  be 
decisive  as  to  the  rights  of  any  other  State. 
The  United  States  bought  California  from 
Mexico  and  paid  $15  million  for  it.  When  it 
was  admitted  to  the  Union  it  was  with  the 
express  statutory  mandate  that  the  United 
States  retain  ail  of  the  lands  within  its 
boundaries.  Other  coastal  States  are  on  an 
entirely  different  footing." 

When  afked  regarding  his  native  State  of 
Texas,  the  Attorney  General  pointed  out  that 
Texas  had  been  an  independent  nation — a 
republic — for  10  years  before  it  Joined  the 
Union.  As  a  republic  it  owned  all  of  the  land 
within  Its  boundaries,  including  the  margin- 
al sea,  commonly  called  tidelands.  This  area, 
similar  to  that  involved  in  the  California 
case,  extended  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and 
v/as  under  the  sovereignty  of  Texas  all  dur- 
ing the  republic,  and  was  retained  by  it 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Admis- 
sion. 

In  spite  of  that  assurance,  only  a  little 
more  than  a  year  later  a  lawsuit  was 
filed  against  my  State,  and  my  colleagues 
know   the  result  of   that  suit. 

The  point  is  that  we  cannot  take  the 
assurance  of  Federal  officials  that  the  in- 
land States  are  in  good  condition  and  do 
not  need  to  worry,  any  more  than  it  was 
safe  to  take  the  assurance  of  the  At- 
torney General  that  Texas  would  not  be 
sued,  for  the  same  Attorney  General 
later  filed  suit  against  the  State  of  Texas, 
as  the  President  directed  him  to  do. 

So  Congress  needs  to  act,  if  all  48  of 
the  States  are  to  be  safe  in  the  ownership 
of  their  lands  beneath  navigable  waters. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  there  any  more 
reason  for  the  State.?  which  have  inland 
waters  to  trust  and  rely  upon  the  as- 
surance given  in  the  brief  of  the  Federal 
Government  attorneys  in  the  California 
case  which  has  just  been  read  by  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois, than  there  was  rea.son  for  the  States 
to  believe  that  they  could  rely  upon  the 
earlier  assurances  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Ickes.  and  by  all  his 
predecessors  in  that  office,  to  the  effect 
that  the  States  owned  the  submerged 
lands  under  the  offshore  waters  within 
their  boundaries? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  is  less  reason  to 
believe  the  assurance  contained  in  the 
brief  than  there  was  to  believe  the  as- 
surances which  were  given  as  to  our 
marginal  belt  by  all  the  Federal  officials 
lor  more  than  100  years.     They  went 


back  on  their  word  when  it  came  time  to 
try  to  take  some  land  from  the  coastal 
States,  and  they  mi^ht  do  it  in  the  future 
as  to  inland  States. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  not  true  that 
In  the  California  case,  as  reaffirmed  in 
the  Texas  case  and  in  the  Louisiana 
case,  we  are  f:iven  the  definite  warnin'; 
by  the  Supreme  Court  that  it  will  not 
apply  in  favor  of  Statrs  whose  properly 
is  jeopardized  or  taken  away  by  the 
Federal  Government,  equitable  defen.'^es 
such  as  estoppel,  laches,  adverse  p>osses- 
sion.  and  other  equitable  defen.ses  which 
would  apply  as  between  individuals,  and 
will  not  Eiive  any  real  effect  to  recitals, 
no  matter  from  how  diunified  a  .souice — 
even  from  tiie  President  himself — to  the 
effect  that  the  riL-hts  of  the  States  are 
not  jeopardized,  if  later  officials  come  'o 
a  different  conclu.sion  and  decide  to  at- 
tack t!ie  tiths  of  the  States  in  proceed- 
ings before  the  United  States  Supicme 
Court?     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
riorida  is  correct. 

In  the  California  case  the  Court  .sp.id: 

No  estopivl  can  arl<e  here  from  any  p.i.s- 
?lb!e  mi.>;takon  or  unautlKi:  i2ed  arts,  .^itiitp- 
ments.  or  cumniumeiils  ol  ijflicers  of  the 
United  States. 

In  the  same  decision  the  Court  said: 

Officers  who  have  no  authnrity  at  all  to 
dispose  of  CJQvernment  proiK-rty  cannot  by 
their  conc^u.t  cause  the  Go'.ernmfiit  to  lose 
its  vol'iable  rii:hts  bv  tlie.r  acquiescence, 
laches,  or  failure  to  ;i(  I. 

Mr.  President,  until  1937  there  was 
less  reason  for  the  coastal  States  lo 
worry  about  the  ownership  of  their  lanvi 
than  there  is  for  the  inland  States  to 
worry  now.  Today  we  am  faced  with  a 
different  situation,  and  both  the  coa.stal 
States  and  the  inland  States  have  just 
cause  to  ask  for  the  enactment  of  th.s 
proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  frorr  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  V/ere  not  the  fact-s  .such 
that  in  the  California  case  the  State  of 
California  presented  a  great  number  of 
examples  and  much  evidence  to  show 
that  in  many  instances  the  Fcdeia! 
Government  had  reco^-nized  California's 
title  and  contended  that  the  Federal 
Government  was  bound  by  the  doctrine 
of  estoppel?  But  did  not  the  Supreme 
Court  simply  brush  aside  that  point  by 
saying  that  Federal  at^enus  could  not  be 
estopped,  but  that  they  could  change 
their  minds  the  next  day  and  could  move 
to  attempt  to  have  these  lands  se.zed, 
and  that  they  had  a  ri^ht  to  do  .so'' 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  the  effect  of  the 
decision. 

Mr.  LONG.     Is  it  not  also  true  that 
the  same  Solicitor  General  who  told  us 
that   we   need   not  worry  about   havins: 
the  Federal  Government  change  its  mind 
and  need  not  urge  that  tlie  decisions  be 
reversed  is  the  same  person  who  told  u.s 
that  previously  he  had  urged   that  the 
Court  reverse  its  position,  and  that  he 
felt  the  Court  should   reverse   lUs  pasi- 
tion.  in  the  long  line  of  decisions  relat- 
ing to  racial  discrimination? 
Mr.  DANIEL.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.   DOUGLAS.      Mr.    President,   will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me'' 
Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  cites  the  words  of  the  Govern- 
ment's attorneys  as  threatening  the 
ownership  rights  of  inland  States,  Is  it 
not  equally  proper  to  cite  other  words  of 
the  Government  s  attorneys  to  neutral- 
ize the  alleged  threats  on  these  points? 

Mr,  DANIEL.  Yes;  and  then  it  is 
proper  to  decide  which  we  shall  believe — 
in  other  words,  whether  we  shall  believe 
that  they  are  Moinu  to  recognize  State 
ownership  or  whether  we  shall  believe 
that  they  will  deny  it  and  uiU  Hie  suit 
against  us. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  But  do  not  the  riRhts 
of  the  Stales  in  the  submerged  lands 
under  the  inland  waters  and  in  the  tide- 
lands  rest  not  only  on  the  a.s.vurances  of 
the  Government  altornevi,  but  al.so  upon 
the  lon^:  and  unbroken  cham  of  decisions 
on  these  points?  1  believe  I  have  read 
approximately  52  case.s  which  refer 
either  t^j  ia'  the  tidelands  proper  not 
only  on  bays  but  on  the  open  sta,  and 
many  of  those  cases  were  quoted  by  the 
distmi^ui.slied  Senator  from  Texas;  or 
'b'  submerged  lands  unaer  bays,  har- 
bors, ports;  or  <c>  submemed  lands  un- 
der rivers;  or  kIi  submcrgtd  lands  un- 
cicr  ihe  Great  Lake.s. 

In  all  tho,se  cas(>,s  the  Court  said  that 
tliose  --ubmerved  lands  belonticd  to  the 
t^tates.  But  until  the  California  case 
aro;e.  tlie  Court  never  l;ad  before  it  a 
case  invohin^;  submei^fd  lando  steward 
from  the  low -water  mark. 

The  que.siion  is  whether  the  Court  is 
bound  by  general  words  or  .statements  in 
failiir  opinions  wl.ich  mu>t  be  applied 
immutably  tj  induidual  cases  no  matter 
how  oiffcn  lit  the  facUs  may  be,  or  wheth- 
er the  common  law  aii.es  from  individ- 
u.il  caM-.s  and  can  be  adapted  to  m  w 
coiKiiiions  and  to  new  situalioiLi  which 
pipsent  themselve.s  for  deci.Mon 

Mr  DANIEI..  I  .■■hall  .show  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  th?  Si^premc  Court  did 
consider  the  matter  of  ownership  of 
o.v.-^Ur  beds  and  lisheries  attached  to  the 
soil  within  the  3-m;le  belt.  That  oc- 
curred in  the  Abbey  Dod^;e  ca>^e  and  in 
the  ca.se  of  rianchcsttr  against  Massa- 
cinisclts. 

But  at  this  time  I  prefer  to  cite  the 
f^enator  from  Illinois  a  cas?  applyinK  to 
his  own  State,  namely,  the  ca^e  of  Illi- 
nois Central  Railway  Co.  against  the 
State  of  Illinois. 

Mr  DOUGLA.'=;  I  am  delighted  to 
have  that  case  cited 

Mr  DANIEL.  If  that  ca.-^e  is  not  di- 
rectly in  point  in  holding  that  the  States 
own  the  lands  under  the  open  ^ea  waters 
within  their  boundaries,  then  I  do  not 
know  how  a  ca.se  can  be  in  point. 

F.rst.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  let  me  call  atten- 
tion to  the  ca.se  of  the  Geuessee  Chief 
'12  How.  443  '1851''.  in  which  it  was 
held  that  the  Gr»at  Lakes  were  the  .same 
as  the  c;pen  .seas  with  respect  to  admi- 
ralty juri.sdiction.  I  wish  to  quote  from 
that  case  in  order  to  lay  the  foundation 
to  show  the  Senate  that  the  Great  Lake.s 
have  been  held  to  be  open  seas,  and  that 
the  same  rule  was  applied  to  them  as 
had  been  applied  to  the  coastal  SUtes 
aloUK  the  borders  of  the  sea. 

Prom  the  Genessee  Chief  case.  I  read 
from  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Coui  t 
of  the  United  States  the  following: 

A  great  and  growing  commerce  Is  carried 
on  u{)ou  them — 
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1  hat  It.  upon  the  Great  Lakes — 
b'twet-n  different  Slates  and  foreign  nations 
Willi  ii  i.s  fcubject  to  a:l  the  Incidents  and 
h.^z-triU  iliJt  attend  commerce  on  the  ocean. 
H  <«•  I'e  fl<cts  have  b-en  cTicountered  on 
them  and  prices  b»^n  made,  and  every  reason 
whirh  existed  for  the  trrnnt  of  admiralty  Ju- 
r;  (li'tinti  to  the  I-Vdernl  Government  on  the 
Arl.»ntu-  r.eas  applies  w.lh  equal  lorce  to  the 
1  .kes  There  is  an  equal  neceMiiy  for  the 
lustaiire  and  for  the  prlz«  power  lor  the 
gtiiuira.iy  cou:t  to  udniluUter  international 
law.  and  If  liie  one  cannot  be  efctablished. 
1. 1.! her  can  the  other. 

Thf'n.  in  the  case  of  United  States 
a«Havst  R()di;ers.  the  Supreme  Court  went 
even  further,  .saying  

Ml  DOUGLAS  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment The  Supieme  Court  went  even 
further  in  United  Stales  aRain.st  Rodcers. 
lfTau>e  It  had  to  consider  a  law  of  the 
C"  »nt're>.s  wh.ch  made  the  commission  of 
r.  rlain  acts  on  biard  a  vessel  on  the 
lu  -h  seas  crimes,  and  in  this  case  the 
vessel  was  on  the  Great  Lakes.  In  that 
ca,e  the  Supreme  Court  said: 

The  Grent  l^ikes  p<.<f«*e««  every  essential 
ch;\r:ulerlslic  of   s-eas.     Th«y  are   high   sea*. 

I  am  quoting  the  words  of  the  Court. 
The  Coarl  w.nt  on  to  say  that,  rcgard- 
1  vs  of  ti.e  r...r.ie  you  apply  to  them,  they 
L.re  lUKh  ;,eas. 

And  the  Supreme  Court  compared 
thtiu  to  the  Mediterranean,  the  Baltic, 
and  the  Black  Seas,  and  then  to  the 
Ailant.c  Ocean  and  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
ihe  Court  concluded  that  this  law  by 
the  Conkjre.ss  applie.s  to  the  Great  I^kes 
b<'cau.se  they  aie  high  seas,  not  inland 
waters. 

1  hen.  Mr  President,  in  1893.  the  Con- 
^'n.vi  pa.'ced  an  act  applying  to  naviga- 
tion in  harbors,  rivers,  and  inland  waters 
of  the  Umled  States.  Did  the  Congress 
include  the  Great  Lakes  as  inland  wa- 
ters? No;  Mr  President,  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  put  m  that  act  these 
words: 

Tlie  words  "Inland  waters"  as  used  In  this 
art  shall  not  be  held  to  Incliide  the  Great 
L;(Kes  and  their  connecting  and  tributary 
waiors    aA    fjir    east    us    Monireal. 

Mr  Pre.-^ident,  in  view  of  the  ruling  by 
the  Supreme  Court  that  the  Great  Lakes 
were  'cppn  seas."  when  It  came  time  to 
deride  whether  the  State  of  Illinois  had 
-  ownr  :■:  h:p  of  the  soil  seaward  of  low-tide 
on  Ijik?  Michigan,  what  rule  did  the 
Supr.'me  Court  apply''  Did  it  apply  an 
inland-v.-af^r  rule?  No,  Mr.  Pre.sident. 
It  applied  the  rule  of  State  ownership  of 
lanfls  on  tlie  borders  of  the  sea. 

As  proof  of  this  I  should  like  to  read 
from  the  case  of  Illinois  Central  Railway 
Co.  v  Illinois  (146  U.  S,  387  • .  rendered 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  1892.  The  State  of  Illinois  to- 
day claims  ownership  of  976,000  acres  of 
land  beneath  Lake  Michit^an,  within  its 
Ixjrders,  becau.se  that  lake  and  the  other 
Great  Uikes  are  .similar  to  the  seas  along 
the  coasts  of  the  States.  This  is  what 
the  Court  said: 

It  Is  the  settled  law  of  this  country  that 
the  ownership  of  and  dominion  and  sover- 
eignty over  lands  cc-vered  by  the  tidewaters 
Within  the  limits  of  the  several  States  be- 
lont;  to  the  respective  States  within  which 
they  were  found,  with  the  conaequent  right 
to   u*e    or    dispose   of    any    portion    thereof, 


when  that  can  be  done  without  substantial 
Infipalrment  of  the  interest  of  the  public  in 
the  waters.  •  •  •  This  doctrine  has  been 
often  announced  by  this  Court  and  la  not 
questioned  by  counsel  of  any  of  the  parties 

The  Court  cites  Pollards  Lessee  against 
Hagan  and  Weber  against  Harbor  Com- 
mission. 

Tlie  same  doctrine  1*  in  this  country  held 
to  be  applicable  to  lands  covered  by  fresh 
water  in  the  Great  Lakes,  over  which  there 
Is  extended  commerce  with  different  States 
and  foreign  nations.  These  lakes  possess  all 
the  general  characteristics  of  the  open  seas. 

Did  the  Court  say  they  were  inland 
water^?  No;  th3  Court  said  they  were 
seas,  open  sea.-;.  As  the  Court  said  in 
the  Rodgers  cace,  even  though  they  are 
inland  i:eac.  they  are  high  seas,  and  the 
.same  rule  should  apply  as  to  admiralty 
jur...d.ction  that  f-ppU:'C  to  the  high  seas 
along  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific.  Con- 
tinuing from  the  Illinois  Central  case: 

Tliese  lakes  possess  all  the  general  char- 
acteristics ol  open  .seas,  except  In  the  fresh- 
ness of  their  waters  and  In  the  absence  of 
the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide.  In  other  re- 
spects they  are  Inland  s?as.  and  there  is  no 
reason  or  principle  for  i.he  assertion  of  do- 
minion and  sovereignty  over  and  ownership 
by  the  State  of  land  covered  by  tidewaters 
that  Is  not  equally  applicable  to  Its  owner- 
ship ui.d  dominion  and  sovereignty  over 
lands  covered  by  the  fresh  waters  of  these 
lakes. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  goes  on  to  say: 

Tlie  Great  Lakes  are  not  In  any  appreciable 
respect  affected  by  the  tide,  and  yet  on  their 
waters,  as  s.ild  above,  a  lar^e  commerce  is 
carried  on,  exceeding  In  m.-iny  Instances  the 
entire  commerce  of  Stat.es  on  the  borders  of 
the  sea. 

Does  it  say  "exc?eding  the  commerce 
of  Stales  on  their  inland  waters'?  No — 
exceeding  in  many  Instances  the  entire  com- 
merce ol  States  on  the  tx>rders  of  the  sea. 
When  the  re;i*on  of  the  limitation  of  ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction  In  England  w:ib  found 
Inapplicable  to  the  condition  of  navigable 
waters  In  this  country,  the  limitation  and 
atl  of  its  lncidc!;ts  were  discarded.  So  also 
by  the  common  law,  the  doctrine  of  dominion 
over  and  ownership  by  the  Crown  of  lands 
within  the  realm  under  tidewaters  is  not 
founded  upon  the  existence  of  the  tide  over 
the  lands,  but  upon  the  fact  that  the  waters 
are  navigable,  tidewaters  and  navigable 
waters.  .ii>  already  said,  l>eii:g  used  as  synony- 
mous terms  In  England, 

And  here.  Mr.  President,  is  the  final 
holding  of  the  Court,  saying  that  Ilh- 
nois  owns  these  976,000  acres  of  land: 

We  hold,  therefore,  that  the  same  doctrine 
as  to  the  d.iminion  and  sovereignty  over 
and  ownership  of  lands  under  the  navigable 
V  .iters  of  the  Great  Lakes  applies,  which  ob- 
tains at  the  common  law  as  to  the  dominion 
and  .sovereignty  over  and  ownership  of  lands 
under  tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  sea — 

Does  it  say  anything  about  the  same 
rule  as  applies  to  inland  waters?  No,  Mr. 
President;  it  says  that  same  rule  applies 
to  these  Great  Lakes  as  applies  to  own- 
ership by  the  States  of  lands  under  tide- 
waters on  tlie  borders  of  the  sea.  And 
the  Court  continues — 

and  that  the  lands  are  held  by  the  same 
right  in  the  one  case  as  In  the  other,  and 
subject  to  the  same  trust  and  limitations. 

That  is  why  I  say  It  would  be  unfair 
for  the  Great  Lakes  State  of  Illinois  to 
hold  on  to  976,000  acres  of  land  under 


Lake  Michigan  which  was  obtained  un- 
der the  same  rule  that  applied  to  the 
coastal  States,  and  to  deny  us  the  land 
we  have  within  our  3-league  boundary 
off  the  coast  of  the  State  of  Texas. 

The  Illinois  Legislature.  I  am  glad  to 
say.  agrees  with  the  argument  I  have 
just  made.  It  disagrees  with  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Illinois.  There 
will  be  found  in  the  record  of  the  hear- 
ings a  joint  resolution  passed  by  the  Illi- 
nois Legislature,  which  interprets  these 
ca.ses  exactly  as  I  have  interpreted  them 
for  the  Senate.  The  Illinois  Legislature 
says; 

Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  care  of  Illinois  Central  R:iilroad 
Company  v.  State  of  lilinois  (146  U.  S.  387). 
held  the  Great  Lakes  to  be  "open  se^^"  and 
that  Illinois'  ownerchip  of  that  partlon  cf 
Lake  Michigan  within  its  boundaries  rested 
upon  the  same  i^ale  cf  law  ao  "lands  under 
tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  cea';  and 

Whereas  State  ownership  cf  lands  beneath 
the  wat?rs  w.thin  the  caaward  boundaries  of 
the  State  hsis  been  challenged  and  clouded 
by  Federal  offlc.als  in  recent  years,  all  of 
which  constitutes  a  throat  against  the  Slate 
of  IlUnDf.-;  and  its  political  subdlv Irion's  and 
grantees  in  conn?ctlon  with  itc  ownerchip  ol 
the  above-mentioned  land. 

It  goes  on.  and  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  or  Illinois  resolves  that  Congress 
be  petitioned  to  pass  legislation  at  the 
earl:e."t  possible  moment  which  will 
guarantee  to  the  State  of  Tilinois  the  con- 
tinued ownership  of  the  lands  beneath 
those  waters. 

Mr.  President,  the  reason  why  I  have 
gone  into  all  this  history  with  reference 
to  certain  SUtes — and  all  48  States  hav- 
ing navigable  waters,  and  lands  under 
them,  with  natural  resources  which  are 
valuable — is  that  the  lands  are  being 
held  under  the  came  rule  cf  law  as  that 
under  which  Texas.  Louisiana,  Florida, 
and  all  the  other  coastal  States  have  held 
their  ownership  all  these  years.  They 
have  done  so  in  good  faith  under  the 
same  rule  of  law  as  was  applied  to  the  in- 
land States  and  the  Great  Lakes  States. 
I  simply  wish  to  stress  the  point  that  if 
Congress  docs  something  for  some  of  the 
States  with  regard  to  submerged  lands 
it  should  do  the  same  thing  for  all  the 
States. 

The  Anderson  bills,  supported  by  the 
Senator  from  lilinois  [Mr.  Douglas  1.  are 
unfair  to  the  21  coastal  States,  because 
they  give  more  lands  to  the  inland  States 
than  are  involved  in  the  coastal  belt. 
The  only  fair  thing  for  Congress  to  do  is 
to  write  a  rule  of  law  for  the  future  ex- 
actly as  we  understood  it  to  be  in  the 
past,  with  all  the  States  owning  all  lands 
and  natural  resources  beneath  the  nav- 
igable waters  within  their  boundaries, 
and  not  make  fish  of  one  and  fowl  of 
the  other,  because  they  all  hold  their 
lands  under  their  navigable  waters  un- 
der the  same  rule  and  in  good  faith. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  First,  I  should  like 
to  ask  a  question  dealing  with  the  me- 
morial of  the  IlUnois  Legislature.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  all  the  legislature  asked 
was  that  the  title  of  Illinois  to  the  sub- 
merged lands  under  the  Great  Lakes  be 
confirmed? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  believe  the  Senator  ia 
correct. 
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The  memorial  says  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  is  petitioned  to  enact 
legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  date 
which  would  confirm  the  State's  owner- 
ship and  full  rights  in  all  lands 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  knowG  perfectly  well  that  the  two 
Andercon  bills.  Senate  bill  107  and  Sen- 
ate bill  1252,  provide  precisely  that.  I 
am  supporting  those  bills,  and  I  am, 
thersfore,  conforming  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Legislature  of  Illinois  and  support- 
ing the  long-established  ruling  of  the 
Supreme  Court  on  this  precise  point. 
That  is  the  position  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey] 
and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  Is  exactly  the 
point  I  am  trying  to  make.  The  junior 
ETenator  from  Minnesota  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  will  support  the  Ander- 
son bills,  which  will  give  nearly  a  mil- 
lion acres  to  the  State  of  Illinois  and  a 
million  and  a  half  acres  to  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  together  with  valuable  min- 
erals under  the  lands,  but  they  will  not 
support  a  resolution  which  will  give  the 
same  justice  and  equity  to  the  State  of 
Texas,  the  State  of  Louisiana,  the  State 
of  Florida,  the  State  of  Maryland,  the 
State  of  Delaware,  and  all  the  other 
coastal  States. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  appears 
that  so  long  as  proposed  legislation  does 
not  give  anything  to  the  coastal  States 
it  is  all  right  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  seems  to  be  the 
argument. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  Possibly  my  able  col- 
league is  not  taking  the  right  approach 
in  trying  to  persuade  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  go  along  with  him. 

A  year  ago  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
wanted  to  apply  tolls  on  ail  inland  wa- 
terways except  on  the  Great  Lakes.  He 
finally  agreed  to  amend  his  bill  so  that 
tolls  would  also  apply  on  the  Great 
Lakes.  So  I  think  that  perhaps  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  should  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that,  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  is  not  successful  in  get- 
ting passed  the  bill  which  he  is  support- 
ing, perhaps  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  then  join  us  in  putting  all  lands 
beneath  navigable  waters  into  one  com- 
mon Federal  pot  rather  than  discrim- 
inate again.'Tt  coastal  States. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  made  the  suggestion 
earlier  this  afternoon  that  those  who 
think  the  coastal  States  should  be 
stripped  of  their  lands  so  they  could  be 
put  into  a  common  pot  should  be  willing 
to  do  the  same  with  the  lands  of  their 
own  States  which  have  been  held  to  be 
under  the  high  seas,  and  not  hold  on 
to  those  millions  of  acres.  If  the  rule 
is  applied  to  the  coastal  States,  it  should 
also  be  applied  to  the  Great  Lakes 
States.  Their  land  is  just  as  valuable, 
and  there  is  twice  as  much  of  it  as  there 
is  in  all  the  coastal  State  marginal  belts 
put  together. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First,  I  want  to  ex- 
press my  appreciation  for  the  generous 
sentiments  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana and  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I  ap- 
preciate their  great  concern  for  Minne- 
sota and  Illinois.  But  would  it  not  be 
a  little  more  de.sirable,  rather  than  say- 
ing we  should  make  it  a  matter  of  equity, 
under  their  interpretation,  to  recojinize 
that  the  Supreme  Court  ha.s  ruled  in 
both  the  cases  referred  to 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yielded  for  a  question, 
not  for  a  speech. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Court  has 
ruled  in  the  case  of  Illinois  Central 
against  Illinois  that  the  Great  Lakes  are 
inland  seas  and  are,  therefore,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  States  border- 
ing on  them.  The  Court  has  ruled  in 
another  case  that  they  are  marLiinal 
seas. 

My  qu?.<:tion  i.^  this;  Is  there  any  doubt 
in  the  Senators  mind  that  the  Supreme 
Court,  when  it  made  its  respective  rul- 
ings, one  in  reference  to  inland  seas  and 
the  other  in  reference  to  marginal  seas, 
had  all  the  facts  before  it  pertaininf:  to 
all  the  things  the  Senator  is  now  pre- 
senting to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  is  no  question 
in  my  mind  but  that  the  Court  had  these 
facts  before  it.  I  do  not  know  where 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  was  when 
I  first  laid  the  foundation  for  my  arr;u- 
ment  on  this  point. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  was  pre-ent. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  the  Senator  eoing  to 
ignore  the  Supreme  Court  when  it  rules 
against  him,  and  stand  up  for  it  when 
it  rules  in  favor  of  him? 

Mr.  HLTMPHREY.     No. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  the  case  of  United 
States  against  Rodders  the  Court  stated 
that  the  Great  Lakes  posses.sed  every 
essential  characteristic  ox  .seas  and  that 
the  character  of  these  lakes  as  seas  was 
recognized  by  the  Court  in  tlie  Chicago 
Lakefront  case. 

The  Senator  from  Minne.sota  knows 
what  the  Court  held  in  the  lilmois  Cen- 
tral ca.se.  Later,  did  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  Rodgers  case  say  it  held  that  the 
Great  Lakes  were  inland  waters  and 
based  its  decision  on  that  fact?  No.  It 
said  in  the  Rodgers  case,  and  I  quote: 

The  character  of  the  lakes  as  so.as  was 
recognized  by  thl.s  Court  in  the  rerent  Chi- 
cago Lakefront  case,  where  we  sa'd,  "These 
lakes  possess  all  the  general  characteristics 
of  open  seas   •    •    *." 

•  •  •  bodies  of  water  of  an  extent  which 
cannot  be  measured  by  the  unaided  vUion 
and  which  are  navigable  at  all  times,  in  all 
directions,  and  bordering  on  difTerent  njitlnns 
or  States  or  people.s,  and  find  their  outlet  in 
the  ocean  as  in  the  present  ca.<=e.  are  seas 
in  fact,  however  they  may  be  designated. 

That  is  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  .speaking.  It  does  not  say 
anything  about  inland  waters  or  inland 
seas. 

There  is  nothing  which  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  can  read  into  these  deci- 
sions that  would  dirtinguish  the  theory 
of  the  Great  Lakes  decisions  from  the 
rule  of  law  which  applies  to  the  marginal 
seas,  the  open  seas,  and  the  high  .seas, 
because  the  Court  itself  drew  that  kind 
of  an  analogy.    The  Court  did  not  say 


the  Great  Lakes  are  Inland  waters  It 
said  that  the  same  rule  applied  as  applied 
under  tidewaters — I  am  now  reading 
from  the  courts  decision — "under  tide- 
waters on  the  borders  of  the  sea,"  The 
marginal  sea  is  all  that  the  Court  could 
have  been  referring  to. 

So  I  say  that  if  it  is  fair  for  the  Great 
Lakes  States  to  continue  holdinn  their 
immen.s^ly  valuable  property  under  the 
open  seas  cr  hiuh  .sea.s  or  inland  .seas, 
however  it  may  be  deMred  to  designate 
them,  based  upon  tlic  same  rule  of  law 
under  which  tlie  coa.sta!  States  have  held 
their  land,  tht  n  certainly  it  is  fair  for 
CoiiRress  to  allow  the  21  coastal  States 
to  hold  an  ana  less  than  half  as  great 
under  the  marnnal  .seas  within  their 
re.'-pective  boundaries 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  the  Senator 
from  Texas  .saying  that  the  Supreme 
Court  has  ruled,  m  ca.ses  pertaining  to 
the  Great  Liikes.  that  the  re.scurces  and 
the  land  under  the  water  are  the  prop- 
erly of  the  Stales?  Is  Uiat  what  the 
Senator  is  .saying? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  saying  that  the 
Court  has  .said  that  lands  under  the 
Great  Lake.:,  arc  the  property  of  the 
States. 

Mr   HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr  DANIEL  That  is  ba.  cd  upon  the 
."^ame  rule  under  which  the  State.s  on 
the  border,'  of  the  sea  own  th?ir  sub- 
mer'-ied  lands  The  Supreme  Court  has 
said  tliat  the  lands  are  held  by  the  .same 
rif-'ht  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other. 

Now,  sub.'^^equently  the  Supreme  Court 
ha.-,  said  that  coastal  States  do  not  own 
their  lands  on  the  borders  of  the  .sea 
and  therefore  the  rule  applicable  to  my 
State  and  your  State  has  been  abrogated. 
I  say  It  would  be  only  fair  that  the  Gov- 
ernment, if  It  is  going  to  held  on  to  our 
lands,  should  prosecute  a  ca.se  against 
the  Great  Lakes  States,  because  their 
submcrk'ed  lands  are  held  under  the  same 
rule.  It  would  be  sro.s.sly  unfair  and 
di.scrimnatory  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  take  away  our  lands  and  not 
apply  the  new  rule  to  the  Great  l^akes 
Stales  and  take  your  lands,  I  do  not 
want  to  see  that  done.  I  merely  say 
that  it  would  be  unfair  to  take  away  our 
lands  and  at  the  same  time  allow  the 
Great  Lakes  States  to  retain  their  lands, 
when  both  j^roups  of  States  hold  Uie 
lands  under  the  .same  rule  of  law. 

I  believe  the  fair  procedure  would  be 
to  have  Conuress  .say  to  the  Great  Lakes 
States  and  the  coastal  States.  "You  may 
continue  to  have  the  ownership  you 
thought  you  had  in  Rood  faith  since  the 
besnnnint;  of  the  Nation." 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  then 
is  stating  that,  under  the  ruling  of  the 
Court,  lands  under  the  Great  Lakes  are 
the  property  of  the  States.  Is  that  his 
statement? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Yes,  subject  to  what 
has  been  done  to  the  rule  by  the  recent 
decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  decisions  in  the 
Texas.  Louisiana,  and  California  ca.ses 
have  destroyed  the  rule.  I  think  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  United  States 
could  go  into  court  and  obtain  the  same 
kind  of  judgment  against  the  Senator's 
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state  of  Minnesota  as  was  obtained 
against  the  State  of  Texas,  if  the  At- 
torney General  would  be  willing  to  try 
that  procedure.  The  same  rule  of  law 
has  always  applied. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  contest  the 
prophetic  vision  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  but  I  am  considering  the  matter 
according  to  the  way  in  which  the  Court 
ruled.  The  Court  has  ruled,  insofar  as 
inland  waters  or  insofar  as  the  Great 
Lakts  are  concerned,  however  the  Sena- 
tor wishes  to  designate  them — they  are 
known  on  the  map  as  the  Great  Lakes — 
that  lands  under  those  waters  are  the 
property  of  the  States,  Is  that  the  case? 
Mr,  DANIEL.  The  Supreme  Court 
ruled  that  lands  under  all  navigable  wa- 
ters within  all  State  boundaries  are 
owned  by  the  States,  and  up  until  the 
Cahfornia  tidelands  decision,  the  Court 
had  never  limited  Its  decisions  to  inland 
waters  or  to  the  Great  Lakes— never. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  was  a  member  of  the  Association 
cf  Attorneys  General,  was  he  not? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
recall  that  the  Association  of  Attorneys 
General  in  its  effort  to  muster  support 
for  the  position  now  held  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas  indicated  to  the  respective 
States  through  their  governors,  attor- 
neys general,  and  other  officials,  that  the 
Federal  Government  might  attempt  to 
take  control  of  and  claim  property  under 
the  Great  Lakes? 

Mr  DANIEL.  I  imagine  the  Senator's 
.•statement  is  correct,  because  officials 
from  47  States  came  to  Congress  and 
testified  before  its  committees  that  they 
thought  the  proposed  leguslation  was 
needed  In  order  that  State  ownership  of 
their  submerged '  lands  could  be  pro- 
tected. 

Mr.  HL^MPHREY.  Yet  is  it  net  the 
basis  of  the  Senator's  argument  this 
afternoon,  in  an  effort  to  claim  what  he 
coasiders  to  be  equity  for  the  coastal 
States,  that  Congress  should  legislate  to 
t.ive  to  coastal  States  what  the  Senator 
.says  the  Supreme  Court  has  already  defi- 
nitely suted  belongs  to  Inland  States  in 
the  Great  Lakes  area?  Is  not  that  what 
the  Senator  is  saying? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No;  I  have  stated  my  po- 
.silion.  If  the  Senator  had  been  here 
since  I  began  my  argument.  I  believe  he 
would  have  understood  it  fully.  My  po- 
sition is  that  for  more  than  150  years  all 
the  States  have  been  held  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  to  own  ail  the  lands  beneath 
navigable  waters,  whether  inland  or  sea- 
ward. All  the  States  have  been  acting 
in  good  faith.  Then  the  Court  came 
along  and  said  to  the  21  coastal  States. 
"You  do  not  own  your  land  any  more. 
The  Federal  Government  can  take  it 
away." 

The  question  now  before  Congress  is. 
Shall  we  ask  Federal  oCBcials  to  see  how 
far  that  doctrine  applies?  Shall  we  ask 
the  Federal  Govermnent  to  sue  the  Great 
Lakes  States  and  perhaps  take  their 
lands;  or  sue  the  inland  States  and  take 
their  rivers  and  other  waters?  Or  shall 
Congress,  in  the  public  interest  and  in  all 
fairness  to  those  who  claim  such  lands 
in  good  faith,  allow  all  States  to  con- 
tinue to  own  what  was  believed  by  all 
the  courts  to  have  been  owned  by  the 


States  for  more  than  150  years?    That 
Is  the  question  before  Congress. 

I  simply  say  that  the  fair  thing  for 
Congress  to  do  is  to  treat  all  States  alike 
with  respect  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters  within  their  boundaries ,  becaiise 
it  would  be  most  unfair  to  allow,  for 
instance,  the  Great  Lakes  States  to  con- 
tinue to  hold  38  million  acres  of  land 
under  the  same  rule  of  law  that  coastal 
States  have  been  holding  their  17  million 
acres  of  land,  and  then  take  away  the 
17  million  acres  owned  by  the  21  coastal 
States.    They  should  be  treated  alike. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  and  Mr.  PASTORE 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  Is  delivering  a  splendid  address  to 
the  Senate.  I  regret  that  I  was  not  in 
the  Chamber  to  hear  all  of  the  Senator's 
remarks,  but  I  may  say  that  much  of  the 
argument  has  been  reviewed,  and  I  think 
I  am  famiUar  with  the  general  phases 
of  it. 

I  have  asked  the  Senator  one  or  two 
very  simple  questions.  I  asked,  first.  Is 
it  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  that,  insofar  as  the  Great  Lakes 
and  the  Slates  bordering  on  the  Great 
Lakes  are  concerned,  the  Supreme  Court 
has  held,  up  until  this  day.  April  8.  1953. 
that  the  resources  and  land  beneath  the 
waters  of  the  Great  Lakes  are  the  prop- 
erty of  the  States?  That  is  a  simple 
question  and  can  be  answered  yes  or  no, 
if  I  may  make  that  suggestion  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  answer  the  ques- 
tion but  I  shall  explain  my  answer.  The 
answer  is  'Yes."  The  Supreme  Court  in 
early  decl.':lons  has  held  that  the  Great 
Lakes  States  own  the  lands  beneath  the 
Great  Lakes  within  their  boundaries; 
but  under  the  same  rule  of  law.  the  Court 
said,  by  which  the  coastal  States  own 
lands  within  their  seaward  boundaries. 
More  recently  these  decisions  have  been 
overruled.  Therefore,  I  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  since  his  State  holds  under  the  same 
rule  of  law  by  which  we  held  our  land, 
your  claim  today  Is  no  stronger  than 
ours.  The  Supreme  Court  has  destroyed 
the  rule  under  which  title  to  land  be- 
neath the  Great  Lakes  was  given  to  the 
Great  Lakes  States.  The  Senator's 
State  is  in  the  same  boat  with  Texas 
and  Louisiana,  but  he  does  not  seem  to 
know  it  yet. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  for  his  incisive  remark. 
I  think  he  is  trying  to  play  both  sides 
of  the  street.  He  says,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  the  States  bordering  the  Great 
Lakes  have  ownership.  On  the  other 
hand,  in  order  to  win  support  for  his 
claim  of  ownership,  he  says  that  the 
Great  Lakes  States  may  not  have  owner- 
ship. I  am  beginning  to  think  there  is 
a  third  hand  being  shown.  The  Sen- 
ator says  that  the  Great  Lakes  States 
hold  title  to  the  land  beneath  the  Great 
Lakes  based  on  the  same  rule  of  law 
that  applies  to  land  beneath  tidewaters 
and  inland  bays. 


Mr.  DANIEL.  This  is  becoming  a 
pretty  long  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  latter  part  of 
it  is  very  simple.  Does  the  rule  of  law 
which  applies  to  the  coastal  States,  so 
far  as  that  rule  of  law  refers  back  to  the 
Great  Lakes  decisions,  apply  to  the  tide- 
waters, the  inlet*,  and  the  bays,  rather 
than  what  are  known  as  the  open  and 
marginal  seas?  f 
Mr.  DANIEL.    "No. 

Mr.  HUMPHR|ry.  "Will  the  Senator 
read  the  decision  Of  the  Court  again? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  will  be  glad  to  read  the  decision 
again.  The  question  has  been  asked.  In 
w  rlting  the  decision  did  the  Court  mean 
all  tidewaters,  or  did  the  Court  mean 
only  land  under  inland  waters? 

Mr.  HLTklPHREY.  We  are  talking 
about  the  land  under  the  tidewaters. 
What  does  the  word  "tidewaters"  mean? 
The  word  "tidewaters"  refers  to  the  ebb 
and  fiow  of  the  tide,  between  low  and 
high  tide. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Technically,  tidelands 
are  only  the  beaches,  from  low  tide  to 
high  tide. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  if  he  is  asking  me  about  the 
meaning  of  that  word.  Is  the  Senator 
asking  me  what  the  Court  means  by  the 
term  "tidewaters"? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.      1  am  asking  the 

Senator  this  question 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  an  easy  "yes" 
or  "no"  question.  Is  the  Senator  ask- 
ing me 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  asking  the 
Senator  what  he  mear^s  by  tidelands? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  already  an- 
swered the  question  as  to  what  is  meant 
by  tidelands. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  accept  that 
answer. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  now  asks  me  about  the 
meaning  of  "tidewaters."  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  asked  the  Sena- 
tor about  the  rule  of  law  to  which  he 
referred,  which  he  said  conditioned  the 
decisions  in  the  Great  Lakes  cases. 
Every  time  I  ask  the  Senator  about  the 
Great  Lakes  decisions,  he  says  they  are 
based  upon  a  rule  of  law  by  the  Court. 

Then  he  goes  back 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  rule  applies  to 
tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  seas. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  want  the  Sena- 
tor to  quote  the  language  of  the  Court 
again. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  quote  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Court  again.  Then  I  shall 
quote  the  language  of  the  Supreme 
Court  as  to  what  it  meant  by  tidewaters 
on  the  borders  of  the  sea. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  await  the 
answer. 

Mr.  DANIEL,  This  is  what  the 
Supreme  Court  said  in  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral case  about  the  ownership  of  the 
Great  Lakes  States  in  their  lands.  Af- 
ter calling  the  Great  Lakes  open  seas 
and  saying  that  they  had  the  same 
characteristics  as  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific,  the  Court  said: 

We  hold,  therefore,  that  the  same  doc- 
trine as  to  the  dominion  and  sovereignty 
over    and    ownership    of    lands    under    the 
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navigable  waters  of  tba  Great  Lakes  applies. 
vtUch  obtains  at  the  common  law  as  to 
dominion  and  sorerelgnty  over  and  owner- 
ship of  lands  under  tide  waters  on  the  bor- 
ders of  the 


Not  inland  tidewaters,  but  "tidewaters 
on  the  borders  or  the  sea" — 

and   that  the  lands   are  held  by  the  sanM 
right  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  ot*\er. 

Is  it  not  a  simple  statement  that  the 
same  rule  of  law  applies  to  the  marginal 
seas  of  the  coastal  States  as  applies  to 
the  Great  Lakes? 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  com- 
plete my  discussion  of  the  tidewater 
question.  I  thought  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  wanted  to  know  what  "tide- 
waters" meant. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  read  now  from  the  Su- 
preme Court  decision  in  the  case  of  Man- 
chester against  Massachusetts.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  waters  within  the  3-mile 
belt,  or  whatever  belt  is  used,  are  tide- 
waters. As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  distin- 
gxiished  author — an  American,  I  be- 
liove — named  "Angell"  wrote  a  book  in 
1826  called  mde  Waters.  I  got  that  book 
out  the  otner  day  because  I  had  heard 
that  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  wanted 
to  know  what  was  meant  by  "tidewaters." 
The  entire  book  relates  to  lands  below 
low  tide,  in  the  marginal  belt.  Angell 
himself  says  that  the  only  complete  work 
previous  to  his  book  on  this  subject  was 
Lord  Hale's  De  Jure  Maris,  or  The  Law 
of  the  Sea. 

The  Supreme  Court  said,  with  relation 
to  the  Great  Lakes,  that  tidewaters  are 
waters  which  are  moved  by  the  tide,  or 
affected  by  the  tide.  They  cover  all  the 
salt  waters  along  the  borders  of  the  sea 
within  the  marginal  belt.  The  Supreme 
Court  said  in  Manchester  against  Massa- 
chusetts, on  that  very  point,  referring 
to  the  tidewaters  in  the  3-mile  belt: 

We  think  It  must  be  regarded  as  estab- 
lished that,  as  between  nations,  the  mini- 
mum limit  of  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  a 
nation  over  tidewaters  is  a  marine  league 
from  Its  coast. 

I  do  not  know  how  any  clearer  answer 
could  be  given  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  as  to  what  is  meant 
by  "tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  sea" 
than  this  one,  which  defines  the  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  of  a  nation  over  tide- 
waters as  a  marine  league  from  its  coast, 
or  3  miles. 

The  same  case  holds  that  Mas.sachu- 
setts.  since  the  Revolution,  has  the  same 
rights  as  the  King  had  before  the  Revo- 
lution, to  the  lands,  the  fish,  and  the 
waters  within  the  area  underneath  those 
tidewaters  on  the  borders  of  the  sea 
within  the  1 -league  belt,  or  3-mile  belt  of 
Massachusetts. 

I  will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  his  State  has  no 
better  title  to  the  lands  under  the  1,400,- 
000  acres  of  Great  La'tes  within  the 
boundaries  of  his  State  than  the  21 
coastal  States  have  to  their  marginal 
belts  on  the  borders  ot  the  sea.  because 
the  title  of  his  State  rests  on  the  same 
theory  of  law.  and  on  decisions  which 
the  Supreme  Court  has  now  overruled. 


If  it  is  fair  for  the  Great  Lakes  States 
to  continue  to  hold  their  lands,  it  is  only 
fair  for  the  coastal  States  to  continue 
to  hold  the  same  type  of  property. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  final  question? 

Mr.  LONG.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  has  made 
the  statement  that  the  courts  have  held 
that  the  Great  Lakes  bolon,:;  to  the 
States.  However.  I  do  not  believe  he 
will  find  that  the  Supreme  Court  has 
ever  held  that  Lake  Superior  beIoni-> 
to  the  State  of  Minn^.'^OLa  for  exam- 
ple. I  believe  he  will  find  that  he  mu^t 
rely  upon  a  case  mvoJvinu'  Lake  Mich- 
igan, which  does  not  involve  an  inter- 
national boundary. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  JDoes  not  involve 
vvhaf' 

Mr  LONG  The  ca.-^e  related  to  I^ake 
Michigan,  which,  so  far  a.s  I  know,  has 
no  international  boundary  in  it.  Lake 
Superior  has  an  inte;  national  boundary 
in  it.  and  in  that  respect  is  much  mo:e 
susceptible  to  the  threat  of  the  Fedtral 
Government  .r.-^.z.nt,'  it.  The  oppoitun.ty 
to  make  a  di.tinction  between  the  G.cat 
Lakes  and  the  other  inland  waters  has 
been  pointed  out  by  Mr  Philip  Pi-rlm-in 
based  upon  the  fact  that  an  mteriiatiunal 
boundary  runs  throiu'h  ail  th.e  Great 
Lakes  except  Lake  Michi;-'an. 

If  the  Senator  is  rpiyiniz  upon  rea- 
soning by  analogy  that  berau.se  Illi- 
nois owns  the  bed  of  Lake  Michiuan  the 
State  of  Minne.sota  would  ov.  n  ll.e  bed  cf 
Lake  SuF>erior.  I  pomt  out  to  him  that 
the  Court  said  in  Martin  acamst  Wad- 
dell  that  the  States  own  all  the  waters 
within  their  boundaries,  and  therefore 
the  State  of  New  Jei-sey  owned  the  t>ed 
of  Raritan  Bay.  Later,  when  the  Court 
had  an  opportunity  to  say.  'We  have 
just  decided  a  ca.^^e  involvint:  Raritan 
Bay,  in  which  we  .said  the  States  owned 
the  lands  beneath  all  their  waters, "  it 
said  in  effect,  "Oh.  no.  We  have  a  case 
involving  waters  out'-ide  the  bay.  and  we 
prefer  to  lay  down  a  different  rule  to 
apply  to  waters  outside  inland  water.s 
within  State  boundaries." 

So  the  Court  laid  down  a  different 
rule. 

If  the  Senator  wi.shes  to  rely  upon 
the  52  Cupreme  Court  deci-ions.  I  be- 
lieve he  w*il  find  that  there  is  different 
thinking  on  the  Court  today,  in  many  re- 
spects, than  there  was  when  tho.se  52 
decisions  were  handed  down.  Becau.se 
there  is  different  thinking,  the  Court  is 
bcin-.:;  asked  to  reverse  some  of  its  pre- 
vious decisions. 

Ther3  wac  a  long  line  of  ca.ses  involv- 
ing the  so-cailed  separate-but-cqual  doc- 
trine, holding  that  a  State  could  pro- 
vide one  school  building  for  white  chil- 
dren and  another  for  children  of  another 
race.  That  doctrine  was  laid  down  time 
after  time.  Some  people  disai^reed  witii 
it.  and  the  Court  is  now  being  asked  to 
overrule  a  long  line  of  decisions.  I  am 
curious  to  know  whether  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  would  like  to  have  the 
Court  overrule  that  long  line  of  deci- 
sions. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  think  I  can  answer 
that  question  for  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota, but  I  should  like  to  yet  alonj 
with  my  presentation. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  final  question? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minne.sota  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Since  we  are  dis- 
CLS-sing  the  Court.  I  remind  my  able. 
distinguished,  and  beloved  friend  from 
Louisiana  l  Mr  Long',  that  in  the  ca.se 
of  Ma.s.sarhusrtts  at:airL>-t  New  York, 
which  involved  Luke  Ontario,  which  has 
an  inte: national  boundary,  the  Court 
ruled  that  the  Illinois  Central  case  rule 
applied  to  that  case.  In  the  Illinfj.s  Cen- 
tral cas"  the  Court  al-o  talked  about 
tluse  lakes  It  did  not  talk  merely 
ab*;ut  Lake  Michigan. 

I  now  get  down  to  th**  f^nal  question. 
In  c:vses  between  the  State.>  and  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  the  Constitution.  I  be- 
ll-ve.  provides  that  the  Supreme  Court 
may  be  the  court  of  original  juri.sdiction. 
In  other  word.>  .such  a  c:use  may  go  di- 
rectly to  the  Supreme  Court.  There  was 
a  real  purpo.se  in  that  rrovisio.n.  as  I 
und',^rst»ind  from  the  proceedin;;s  of  the 
Coii^tiiution.il  Convention.  It  was  a  way 
to  protect  what  we  call  the  Federal  sys- 
t(  m.  and  tfie  rcsp'^ctive  rights  of  the 
Suites  and  the  Federal  Government. 

Is  it  not  true  that  the  court  decisions 
in  the  Cius!  s  involving  inland  waters,  in 
cases  involving  tlie  Great  Lakes,  which 
are  con  idcrt  d  a  part  of  the  inland 
waU  Is.  and  the  couit  decisions  involving 
tliC  cox'-tal  States  v^ith  respect  to  the 
pubm»"r"ed  lands  in  the  open  seas,  have 
all  b^'eii  h.-kJided  down  by  Lhe  Supreme 
Court,  and  ih.at  tfie  rule  of  law  in  each 
ca>''  ha.>  been  applied  baek  to  other  cases 
which  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided, 
and  that  m  each  and  everyone  of  those 
deci.'-ion.s  the  Court  has  held  that  where 
the  open  seas  are  involved  on  the  coasts 
of  the  United  SLates.  the  submerged 
lands  belon;  l-o  the  Fedeiul  Government, 
and  that  in  the  inland  waters,  bays,  in- 
]eis.  and  Great  Lakes  the  submerged 
lands  belong  to  the  Stiites^  Is  not  that 
the  rule  of  tlie  Court,  as  of  1953'' 

Mr  DANIEL.  That  may  be  the  rule  of 
Lhe  Court  a.^  of  1953 

Mr     HUMPHREY       But 

Mr  DANIEL.  Just  a  moment.  The 
Sep.at.)r.  m  his  remarks,  has  made  ref- 
erence to  all  the  court  decisions  of  the 
pa^t  relatin;,'  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters.  What  the  Senator  has  stated  is 
not  tru'^  as  to  all  the  decisions  of  the 
past.  For  over  a  hundred  years,  in  52 
separate  decisions,  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  St.ites  wrote  the  rule  as  to 
State  ownership  of  land.s  t)eneath  navi- 
gable waters  broad  enough  to  cover  all 
navmable  waters,  both  inland  and  sea- 
ward. Not  oiu>  case  can  the  Senator  find 
in  wh.ich  the  Supreme  Court  limited  the 
rule  to  inland  waters.  Tlie  present  Su- 
preme Court,  in  the  California  decision, 
conceded  tliat.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  familiar  with  Justice 
Black's  statement. 

Mr.  HUMPIUIEY.  Yes;  I  am  familiar 
with  that. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  He  said  that  many 
times  the  Court  li^id  sUited  the  rule  broad 
enough  to  indicate  that  it  believed  that 
the  States  own  all  lands  beneath  the 
navir.able  waters  within  their  boundaries, 
whether  inland  or  seaward.  If  Uie  rule 
was  stated  well  enough  to  make  the 
former  court.s  beli-n-e  the  States  owned 
the  lands  both  inland  and  seaward,  it 
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certainly  must  have  been  stated  well 
enough  to  make  the  States  believe  they 
were  in  good  faith  in  claiming  the  prop- 
erty. 

Mr.  President,  to  show  exactly  how 
specific  the  courts  have  been  in  stating 
this  rule  in  the  past,  and  what  outstand- 
ing Justices  have  stated  the  rule.  I  wish 
to  quote  from  at  least  one  decision.  I 
know  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
n  high  regard  for  Justice  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Indeed  I  have. 

Mr  DANIEL.  Let  me  read  a  sentence 
from  an  opinion  concurred  in  by  Justice 
Holmes  while  he  was  on  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Ma.ssachusetts,  in  which  he  fol- 
lows a  former  decision  of  the  Massa- 
rhu.setts  court  relating  to  lands  within 
the  marginal  belt  1  mile  from  shore. 
'1  his  was  in  Massachusetts  v.  Manchester 
( lo2  Mass.  230  <  1890)  >.  opinion  by  Jus- 
tice F'ield.  concurred  in  by  Ju;itice 
Holmes,  as  follows: 

There  la  no  belt  nf  land  under  the  sea 
adjacent  to  Ih*^^  coast  which  is  projjerty  of 
the  United  States  and  not  property  ol  the 
irtatCB. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  is  pretty  plain 
Eni^lish;  and  how  anyone  can  stand  on 
the  Senate  floor  and  say  that  the  Su- 
pre  ne  Court  Justices  have  not  written 
the  law  broad  enough  to  cover  the  mar- 
ginal belt  of  the  coastal  States,  when 
they  them.seives  in  their  own  States  claim 
their  .submersed  lands  under  that  same 
rule  of  law,  is  beyond  me. 

Mr  Pre'-ident,  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
the  LegKsiature  of  Minne.sota  in  past 
years,  and  the  Governor  in  pest 
years 

Mr  HUMPHREY.    Tn  past  years;  yes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  And  the  attorney  gen- 
eral of  Minnesota  this  year,  have  in- 
formed our  committee  that  they  think 
that  the  ICRislalion  now  propased  is  es- 
sential to  enable  the  State  of  Minnesota 
to  continue  to  enjoy  ownership  of  its 
1 .400.000  acres  of  land  beneath  the  Great 
Lakes. 

Mr  HL^MPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  .so  that  we  may  correct  the  Record? 

Mr  DANIEL.  I  am  glad  that  .someone 
from  Minnesota  agrees,  and  ."^ees  the 
danger  that  is  impending,  as  does  the 
Governor  and  attorney  general  and 
senior  Senator  from  Minne.sota  (Mr. 
Thye),  and  as  oflBcials  from  all  the 
States  except  one  happen  to  see  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Ijesi.slature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 
never  discu.ssed  this  Issue  until  this  year. 
This  year  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota had  an  open  debate  on  the  very  sub- 
ject matter  we  are  now  discussing,  and 
by  a  vote  of  2  to  1  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Minne.sota  a.sked  that  the  submerged 
lands  l>e  maintained  under  Federal  own- 
ership and  control,  the  Governor  not- 
withstanding. He,  by  the  way.  has  not 
dared  make  a  public  statement  on  this 
issue  in  the  State  of  Minnesota.  In  spite 
of  all  the  talk  about  the  Great  Lakes  and 
the  confusion  which  It  has  been  attempt- 
ed to  bring  Into  the  det)ate. 

Mr.  DANIEL,  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  unanimous  consent  to  reverse  the 
usual  order  and  ask  the  Senator  from 


Minnesota  a  question  without  losing  the 
floor? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  do  so. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Texas  may 
ask  the  question. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  senate  of  the  State 
Legislature  of  Minnesota  has  not  acted 
on  the  matter,  has  it? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  house  of  rep- 
resentatives, the  people's  body,  where  the 
people  are  well  represented,  has  acted. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Will  the  Senator  an- 
swer my  question?  Has  the  State  senate 
acted  on  the  resolution? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    The  senate  has  not. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  the  resolution  passed 
by  the  House  of  the  Legislature  of 
Minne.sota.  in  which  they  said  they 
wanted  the  P'ederal  Government  to  hold 
on  to  the  submerged  lands  of  the  coastal 
States,  to  be  divided  up  among  all  the 
people,  did  they  offer  to  put  in  the 
1.400.000  acres  of  submerged  lands  of 
Minnesota  in  the  common  pot  to  be 
shared  by  all  the  people? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota  merely  asked  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  abide 
by  the  decLsions  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  when  they  asked  that,  they  took 
into  consideration  the  decisions  concern- 
ing the  Great  Lakes  vkhich  my  dear 
friend  from  Texas  has  explained  with 
greater  eloquence  than  any  court  could 
employ.  They  also  asked  that  the  deci- 
sion with  respect  to  the  submerged  lands 
along  the  coasts  of  Alabama.  Louisiana, 
and  Texas  be  sustained.  In  other  words, 
the  legislature  believes  the  Court  to  be 
an  honorable  institution,  that  it  is  not 
engaged  in  forensics  or  debate,  but  in 
decision  rendering  on  the  basis  of  facts. 
I  applaud  the  hou.se  of  representatives 
of  the  legislature  of  my  State  for  their 
judicious  action. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  correct  in  his 
statement,  it  would  seem  that  the  house 
of  representatives  in  Minnesota  ap- 
proved the  3  most  recent  decisions, 
which  do  not  happen  to  be  against  his 
State,  and  disapproved  the  52  previous 
opinions,  under  which  we  hold  our  lands 
in  the  coastal  States,  and  under  which 
Minnesota  now  holds  its  submerged 
land.  If  the  same  thing  happens  to  the 
Senators  State  that  has  happened  to 
Texas,  there  will  not  be  any  land  under 
the  Great  Lakes  left  under  the  control 
of  his  State,  but  the  Federal  Government 
will  own  all  the  submerged  lands. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  know  whether  or  not  the  resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  House  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Minnesota  urged  that  the  Con- 
gress pass  the  Anderson  bill? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
give  the  information  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  must 
hasten  on. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Texas  wants  a  full  discussion.  By 
the  way.  his  discussion  is  a  brilliant  con- 
tribution to  the  debate. 

Mr.  DANIEL.   I  thank  the  Senator. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  has  almost  p>ersuaded  me,  consid- 
ering the  evidence  with  which  he  has 
had  to  work.  His  argument  has  been 
remarkable;  and  I  say  that  in  all  seri- 
ousness. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  thank  the  Senator; 
and  now  I  am  ready  for  the  next  blow. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  We  are  indeed  de- 
bating with  the  experts.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  knows  his  facts  and  knows 
them  well,  and  I  shall  3deld  to  him  when 
I  have  the  floor,  but  I  shall  not  be  so 
technical  as  he  is.  as  I  shall  discuss  the 
matter  from  a  layman's  standpoint. 

The  house  of  representatives  of  the 
legislature  of   my   State   did   take   into 
consideration  the  decisions  pertaining  to 
our  Great  Lakes,  also  the  argument  that 
the   lands   might   come   under   Federal 
jurisdiction.     After    due    consideration 
they  arrived  at  the  resolution  which  they 
passed,  and  I  shall  present  it  to  the  Sen- 
ator so  that  he  can  study  it  and  make 
his  comments. 
Mr.  DANIEL.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  am  grateful  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  conclude  as  soon  as  possible.  I  have 
two  or  three  short  arguments  I  should 
like  to  complete  this  afternoon,  and 
leave  the  floor,  in  not  more  than  an 
hour,  so  that  another  speech  may  fol- 
low on  the  same  subject.  I  understand 
a  Senator  on  the  opposition  is  to  speak 
this  afternoon,  so  I  should  like  to  hasten 
my  remarks. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  the  exchange 
between  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Texas  sums  up 
as  well  as  anything  could  the  points  I 
have  been  trying  to  make  in  the  Senate 
this  afternoon.  Briefly  summarized, 
they  are  as  follows: 

All  our  States,  all  48,  have  natural  re- 
sources, valuable  lands,  under  navigable 
waters.  The  States  have  all  held  them 
for  over  100  years,  under  the  same  rule  of 
law.  and  the  only  fair  thing  to  do  for 
the  future  is  to  leave  the  law  as  it  has 
been,  and  not  give  the  Great  Lakes 
States  their  valuable  lands  and  take 
away  our  smaller  area  of  land  beneath 
the  marginal  sea.  Since  we  have  held 
the  lands  under  the  same  rule,  it  would 
be  discrimination  if  a  different  rule  were 
applied  to  the  coastal  States  without 
even  testing  the  claims  of  the  Federal 
Government  as  to  the  Great  Lakes 
States. 

Especially  is  that  true  when  we  see 
what  the  Governor  of  Minnesota  wrote 
to  our  committee  as  to  the  need  of  legis- 
lation such  as  that  now  proposed,  and  as 
to  the  valuable  land  under  the  Great 
Lakes  within  the  State  of  Minnesota. 
He  said  that  under  those  lands  were 
copper,  nickel,  cobalt,  gold,  and  other 
precious  minerals. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
was  not  in  the  Chamber  when  I  made 
the  statement  earlier  this  afternoon 
that  the  Governor  of  Minnesota  said  to 
the  committee: 

To  date  about  92  million  has  been  col- 
lected by  the  State  In  royalties  covering  iron 
ore  removed  from  submerged  lands. 

I  stated  that  that  was  more  royalty 
than  we  in  Texas  have  received  on  oil 
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from  the  submerged  lands  within  our 
boundaries. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  governor 
was  that? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Governor  of  Min- 
nesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  lakes  was  he 
talking  about,  in  saying  that  $2  million 
in  royalties  had  been  received  irom  the 
lands  under  them?  I  live  in  Minnesota, 
and  I  never  heard  of  any  of  the  Great 
Lakes  that  has  beneath  it  any  iron  ore 
from  which  we  ever  received  any  royal- 
ties. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  quoting  from  the 
report  of  the  Gtovemor  of  Minnesota,  as 
given  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs.  In  the  re- 
p>ort  he  says : 

Please  note  that  to  date  abotit  $2  million 
has  been  collected  by  the  State  In  royalties 
covering  iron  ore  removed  from  submerged 
lands. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  he  means  from 
under  Pike  Lake,  up  in  the  wood.s — a  lake 
across  which  a  person  can  almo.^t 
reach — I  agree.  But  certainly  he  wai 
not  talking  about  Lake  Superior. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  Pi-esident,  I  yield 
only  for  a  question,  not  for  an  argu- 
ment. If  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
wishes  to  discuss  this  matter  further,  he 
can  do  so  later  on  his  own  time. 

GOOD    FAITH    OF   CO.\STAL    STATES 

The  coastal  States  have  been  in  com- 
plete good  faith  in  their  possession  and 
ownership  of  the  seabed  within  their  his- 
toric boundaries  for  more  than  100  years. 

This  was  admitted  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  California  case.  It  said  the 
previous  courts  "many  times"  had  indi- 
cated that  they  "believed  that  the  States 
owned  soils  under  navigable  waters  with- 
in their  territorial  jurisdiction,  whether 
inland  or  not." 

That  the  coastal  States  have  possessed 
and  developed  these  submerged  lands  in 
good  faith  was  also  admitted  at  the  re- 
cent committee  hearings  by  former  So- 
licitor General  Perlman.  The  question 
and  answer — page  694 — speak  for  them- 
selves : 

Senator  Daniix.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  if  he  does  not  agree  that, 
prior  to  the  | Federal]  assertions  made  in 
1937  for  the  first  time,  the  States  were  in 
good  faith,  those  of  us  who  did  claim  to  own 
these  lands? 

Mr.  Pehlman.  Yes,  Senator,  I  do.  I  have 
to  do  that  because  I  recall  that  prior  to  that 
time  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  himself 
said  that  he  thought  the  States  had  title. 

This  record  of  our  hearings  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13  is  full  of  instances 
in  which  Federal  officials  acknowledged 
State  titles  to  their  marginal  sea  lands 
over  a  period  of  100  years.  Many  of 
them  were  instances  in  which  the  Fed- 
eral Government  purchased  or  obtained 
grants  from  the  States  to  lands  below 
low  tide  for  lighthouses,  jetties,  and 
other  improvements. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol- 
land] has  already  mentioned  a  long  list 
of  such  particular  instances  in  which 
the  Federal  Government  purchased.  If 
you  please,  submerged  lands  beyond  the 


low-tide  mark — purchased    them   from 
the  States  for  use  for  Federal  purposes. 

NOT    A    GIFT 

Under  such  circumstances.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, restoration  of  these  lands  to  the 
States  will  not  be  a  gift.  One  does  not 
give  away  something  he  never  had. 
Until  recently  the  Federal  Governm'^nt 
never  thought  it  owned  these  lands,  and 
even  until  now  it  has  never  possessed  or 
used  them.  The  lands  are  still  in  the 
possession  of  the  States,  awaitinu  action 
by  Congress  on  the  final  que.stion  of 
future  owncrsh:p.  The  passa'P  of  tl.e 
ponding  propo.srd  le'-;isIation  will  simply 
pf-imit  the  States  to  ker-p  v.-Jint  th'\v  have 
always  had  since  tl;e  foundation  of  the 
Union.  It  will  be  rn  aet  of  justice  arid 
equity — the  same  type  of  equity  that 
would  be  applied  by  a  court  :'  ono  family 
had  possessed  a  tract  of  land  m  t;ood 
faith  for  over  100  years  and  another  tried 
to  take  it  away  on  some  nc.vly  di.-ccvrrcd 
theory  of  law. 

The  Supreme  Court  said  it  could  not 
r'^ply  such  rules  of  equity  when  the 
tiie  United  States  is  involved. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  in  land  su.ts 
between  individual?,  the  lower  courts  do 
apply  such  rules  of  equity.  If  for  lOO 
years  no  claim  to  a  certain  piece  of  land 
has  been  made  by  a  family,  the  c^jurts 
do  not  permit  a  member  of  that  family 
thereafter,  by  institutin'.-  suit,  to  obtain 
"the  land,  thus  taking  it  away  from  a 
family  that  had  claimed  it  and  developed 
it  in  good  faith  for  100  years  or  n\<^v?. 
The  Supreme  Court  said  it  could  not 
apply  that  rule  of  equity  a-  a'-'ainst  th'^ 
United  States,  but  the  Court  clearly  .'^aid 
that  Concires.s  has  the  power  to  do  so. 
That  is  precisely  what  this  proposed  le.:- 
islation  would  do.  It  wcu'.d  apply  th'^ 
moral  equity  that  the  Court  felt  "itself 
without  authority  to  arply.  It  would 
write  the  b.w  for  the  the  future  a.s  all 
Supreme  Courts  and  Federal  and  State 
officials  believed  it  to  be  in  thf^  past. 

This  proposed  legislation  would  treat 
all  the  States  alike,  both  inland  and  .sea- 
ward, by  continuing;  in  eff^-ct  one  rule 
of  State  ownership,  applicable  to  ail 
lands  beneath  navigable  waters  within 
State  boundaries. 

TEXAS'    SrrClAL    TITIE 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  .'-hould 
like  to  refer  to  my  last  point,  namely, 
the  special  title  under  which  Texas 
claims  its  submerged  lands,  and  under 
which  it  has  owned  and  developed  tiu-m 
since  Texas  entered  the  Union,  and  even 
before  then,  when  Texas  was  an  inde- 
pendent nation.  Texas  has  a  special 
claim  under  its  annexation  agreement 
with  the  United  States,  and  that  claim 
should  be  confiimed  by  thi;   leguslation. 

In  addition  to  the  previously  lonu'- 
recognized  rule  applicable  to  all  the 
States,  Texas  has  a  special  claim  to  the 
submerged  lands  within  its  historic 
3-league-seaward  boundary,  and  that 
claim  should  be  recognized  and  defended 
by  this  Congress  and  by  every  Federal 
official  who  has  the  slightest  regard  for 
a  solemn  agreement  between  two  inde- 
pendent nations. 

Texas  was  a  republic  for  nearly  10 
years  before  it  became  a  State.  The 
First  Congre.s.s  of  the  Texas  Republic  on 
December  19.  1836.  fixed  the  boundaries 


of  the  new  nation.  The  boundary  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  was  set  at  3  leagues  frum 
shore,  in  the  follow mg  words: 

BeplnniiiK  at  the  mouth  of  the  F.iblne 
River,  and  running  west  alon^;  IJie  Gulf  nf 
Mexico  3  le.ifiues  fiuin  land,  lo  the  mouth  of 
tlie  Hiu  Ci!a..de.  t  LmIws>  of  Uie  Rtputjllc  uf 
Ttx.is   (183G),  I,   13.J  ) 

Then  the  inland  boundaries  were 
stat.d. 

Title  to  the  land  and  minerals  within 
thfse  bouhdaiU'.-5  was  won  fn>:n  Mexico 
by  conquest,  a  conquest  which  was 
foic-'d  upun  the  Tex.ins  m  crdir  to  pro- 
tect their  live;>  and  liberties  from  Uie 
dictaturs.'up  and  oppnssion  of  the  Mexi- 
can President.  General  Santa  Ana.  As 
said  by  Pre.vident  Andrew  Jack-Miin; 

The  title  f  f  Texaa  to  the  territory  she 
claims  Is  ulci. titled   »ith   ht  r  lndej>endence. 

TtXA.'i    IkjUNDABT    EFCl>CNIZU> 

T!.e  records  indicate  that  copies  of  the 
Te.\as  Boundary  Aet  were  sent  to  the 
maj'ir  n.vtii'ii.s  of  the  world  before  they 
reco"n:zed  T(  xas  as  an  independent  re- 
r"b!ic  At  lini.'t  we  are  sure  from  th.e 
con-ressional  records  that  Senator 
Walker,  of  Mississippi,  placed  the  United 
States  Senate  on  notice  of  the  bound- 
aries both  before  adoption  cf  the  re.so- 
lutiwn  lecoaiizm;  Texas"  independence 
and  before  adoption  of  the  resolution  of 
annexata  n — Ccncressional  Giobe.  1st 
.ses'^ion.  28lh  Cono'rc;s,  Appendix,  pages 
543.  550. 

Mr  President.  I  can  refer  to  numer- 
ou'-  in.^tai.ce-  .n  which  the  United  States 
Guvernmeni  h  i-  recognized  the  Ttxus 
3-lea:4ue  boundary. 

In  tlie  hrsi  place,  after  Texas  entered 
tlie  Un.on,  the  Uniled  Siale.s  Govern- 
ment, following  the  Mexican  War.  en- 
tereo  into  h  tieaty.  The  entrance  of 
Tt.\a.s  in'o  the  Union  caused  the  war 
wiih  Mexico.  The  United  EtaUs  won 
ti.at  war,  and  th.ereafter,  in  1848,  the 
Treaty  of  Guau<ilape  Hidalgo  was  en- 
tered into.  'Ihe  3-league  gulf  w  aid 
boundary  of  Texa.s  was  recognized  by  the 
United  SL.tt  -  and  .Mexico  m  the  Treaty 
cf  Guadaiupe  HidalMO.  July  4,  1843, 
which  sioUifitantly   pro\idfs; 

The  boui.dary  line  betwren  the  two  Re- 
publics sliidl  ci  ii.niei.ce  in  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
Icu.  3  leagues  from  i.mU,  (>p;.o;  ite  thf-  mouth 
f'f  thp  Rin  Cirandr'.  nThcrwlse  called  Rio  Bravo 
del  Niir'e   (9  Stat    9'22\ . 

Of  cour.■^e.  that  war  was  fought  becau.'-e 
cf  the  di.-pule  over  the  boundary,  namely, 
whether,  in  connection  with  the  tx>und- 
ary.  tlie  line  claimed  by  Texiis  should  be 
followed  or  the  line  claimed  by  Mexico. 
I  believe  I  can  summarize  thts  Ixjundary 
ar^umeni.  and  not  go  into  it  in  detail 
unle:>s  questions  are  a.sked  by  my  col- 
leagues, by  refeiiiiiK  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  the  Treaty  of  Guadalupe  Hi- 
dalKO.  which  specdically  followed  the 
Texas  S-lea^ue  boundary. 

Later  by  the  Gadsden  Treaty,  signed 
in  1853,  such  limits  of  the  State  were 
further  confirmed— Tenth  United  States 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  1031— and  still 
later  in  1911  they  were  actually  sur- 
veyed by  the  International  Boundary 
Commission.  A  map  pubhshed  by  Uie 
State  Department  showing  this  bound- 
ary in  the  gulf  is  prmted  opposite  page 
411  of  the  transcript  of  the  committee 
hearings  now  on  Senators'  desk^ 


For  instance.  M'.  President,  in  1911, 
according  to  State  Department  records, 
the  International  Boundary  Commission 
ran  the  S-league  boundary  between 
Texas  and  Mexico  out  into  tlie  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  If  Senate  rs  who  wi.sh  to  do  so 
will  examine  the  map  shown  opposite 
pa^e  411  in  the  committee  hearings,  they 
will  lind  folded  th^^re  in  the  hearings  a 
map  which  w  as  pi  inted  in  two  sections 
by  tlie  State  Depaitment.  Tlie  map  has 
be  n  reduced  in  si,e.  but  there  .^'"nators 
Will  .see  the  bound;  ry  in  the  Rio  Grande 
between  the  Unite  i  States  and  Mtxico. 
and  then  out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
On  ^heet  No.  30.  the  .'-enators  will  see  a 
red  line  noing  out  nto  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico 1  marine  leacue.  as  marKcd  about  th.e 
middl»*  of  she*U  No  oO  At  that  point  on 
the  sheet  Senators  wdl  see  the  following 
words : 

liitrrnatlonal  boundary  begins  3  leagues 
from  land  — 

Not  3  miles,  but  3  leagues — 
and  '.pi>)'~!t<    the  n\^  ath  of  the  Hlo  Grande. 

And  to  the  right  of  that  line  Senators 
will  see  tliat  the  3 -league  p<iint  is  stated 
to  t)**  a  cerUim  i  umlxT  t)f  meters  be- 
yond the  edge  of  this  sheet.  The  depth 
of  w  ater  th'-re  is  .shown  to  be  27.3  mete-rs. 
I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
boundaiT  of  Texas  has  been  recognized 
as  being  three  lei.gues  from  shore  ever 
Since  Texas  ent4>r.d  the  Union;  and  the 
boundar>'  of  Texa:.  will  remain  there  un- 
der the  pending  t  leasure  Similarly,  I 
think  there  is  no  question  that  title  to 
tlie  lands  out  U)  tnat  3-leacue  boundary 
should  be  confirmed  to  Texas,  becau.se 
the  3-1'  ague  boun  lary  was  the  one  which 
existed  at  the  line  when  Texas  entered 
the   Union. 

Mr  HILI,.  Mr  Fre>~ident.  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  vield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yif-ld. 
Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
1838  there  was  r  egotiated  between  the 
Repubbc  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Republic  of  Texas  a  convention 
under  which  a  boundary  commission  was 
created  to  fix  the  boundary  between  the 
United  States  aiu  Texas,  and  that  that 
t)oundary  did  not  extend  seaward  3 
leagues? 

Mr  DANIEL  No;  that  is  not  correct. 
The  Senator  from  Alabama  is  partially 
correct.  Let  me  explain  what  happened 
in  1838.  I  am  now  reading  from  Treaties 
and  Other  International  Acts  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  publi.shed  by 
the  State  Department,  volume  4,  page 
85.  The  Senator  will  find  there  a  com- 
plete history  of  the  boundary  agreement 
between  the  United  States  and  Texas,  in 
1838,  and  of  the  manner  of  running  of 
the  boundary.  Ihe  Senator  will  find 
printeKi  on  page  136  of  these  proceedings, 
is.sued  by  the  S -ate  Department,  the 
complete  boundary  of  Texas,  set  forth 
exactly  as  the  boundary  was  submitted 
to  those  who  were  to  run  it  in  1838,  and 
it  goes  3  leagues  oat  into  the  gulf.  They 
did  not  want  to  actually  mark  the  entire 
boundary  between  Texas  and  the  United 
States.  That  wa.  not  at  all  the  pur- 
pose. The  purpose  was  to  run  only  that 
portion  of  the  bou;idai-y  from  the  mouth 
of  the  Sabine  River  up  to  a  certain  lati- 
tude. If  there  is  any  doubt  about  that, 
I  will  read  from  page  141  of  the  State 
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Department  proceedings  relative  to  that 
particular  boundary,  wherein  it  is  stated: 
And  It  is  to  l>e  particularly  observed,  more- 
over, that  this  convention  provided  for  the 
immediate  demarcation  of  only  a  portion 
of  the  boundary  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Texas,  numcly,  that 
which  extends  from  the  mouth  of  the  Sa- 
bine, where  that  river  enters  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  to  the  Red  River,  a  distance  of  less 
than   300   miles 

Only  a  small  segment  of  the  boundary 
was  run.  They  did  not  run  that  part  of 
the  tx)undary  which  extends  south  out 
into  the  !.'ulf  3  leapues:  they  did  not  run 
that  part  of  the  boundary  which  extends 
north  above  the  Red  River.  They  ran 
only  a  s'-gment  of  300  miles,  which  did 
not  involve  our  seaward  boundary  at  all. 

^Tr.  HILL.  That  is  the  proposition  ex- 
actly. The  Sabine  River  goes  into  th.e 
gulf,  doe.s  it  not? 

Mr  DANIEL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr  HILL.  The  boundary  starts  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Sabine  River.  They  were 
running  that  boundary  for  approximate- 
ly 300  miles;  but  they  made  no  claim  at 
all  regarding  3  leagues  out  into  the  gulf. 
I  may  say  to  my  good  friend  from  Texas 
that  I  have  a  map  here,  and  I  shall  be 
Klad  to  let  him  examine  it. 

Mr  DANIEL.  I  cannot  let  the  Sena- 
tor's "^tatement  remain  unchallenced  in 
the  Record  that  Texas  made  no  claim 
whatever  about  the  3  leagues  into  the 
tiulf  I  must  read  into  the  Record  at 
this  point  the  boundaries  which  were 
claimed  by  the  Republic  of  Texas  in  1838, 
in  the  official  instructions  submitted  by 
the  Government  of  Texas  through  its 
.secretary  of  state.  I  shall  quote  from  a 
Stale  Department  book,  volume  4,  of  Mil- 
ler's Treaties,  page  126.  Here  is  a  de- 
scription of  the  boundaries  which  were 
being  considered: 

The  present  boundaries  of  Texas  as  fixed  by 
an  act  of  ConRress  are  as  follows,  viz.  Be- 
ginning at  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine  River  and 
running  we.^t  aljng  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  3 
leagues  fiuin  land  to  the  mouth  of  the  Rio 
Grande 

Mr  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment. Let  me  finish  this.  This  is  taken 
from  Miller's  own  wriiing.  He  goes  on 
to  .say; 

That  description  of  the  boundaries  of  Texas 
was  taken  almost  literally  from  the  Texan 
Act  of  December  19.  18i36,  to  define  the 
boundaries  of  the  Republic  of  Texas,  which 
contained  the  following  provisions  (Laws  of 
the  Republic  of  Texas,  I,  133-134)  : 

"That  from  and  after  passage  of  this  act 
the  civil  and  political  Jurisdiction  of  this  Re- 
public be.  and  Is  hereby  declared  to  extend 
to  the  following  boundaries,  to  wit:  begin- 
ning at  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine  River,  and 
running  west  along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  3 
leatrues  from  land,  to  the  mouth  of  the  Rio 
Grande." 

Mr.  President,  so  that  the  record  may 
be  clear,  let  me  say  that  I  am  reading 
from  the  1838  Boundary  Convention 
Proceedings,  reported  by  the  State  De- 
partment, about  which  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  inquiring,  and,  though  I  can- 
not read  all  of  the  proceedings,  all  that 
any  Senator  needs  is  to  read  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  he  will  see  that  only  a  seg- 
ment of  the  boundary  between  Texas  and 
the  United  States  was  intended  to  be  run 


at  the  time.  Only  one  segment  of  it  was 
in  dispute.  The  boimdary  out  in  the  gulf 
and  north  of  Red  River  was  not  in  dis- 
pute. Here  is  the  State  Department  rec- 
ord saying  that  that  was  all,  and  that 
only  a  portion  of  the  boundary  between 
the  United  States  and  the  RepubJic  of 
Texas  was  to  be  run  by  the  commis- 
sioners "that  which  extends  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Sabine,  where  that  river 
enters  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  the  Red 
River." 
Mr.  HILL  rose. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  Senator  have 
another  question? 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  the  contention  of  the 
Senator  that  this  boundary  was  only  to 
be  a  part  of  the  boundary  between  Texas 
and  the  United  States? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  exactly  what 
the  State  Department's  records  show,  and 
that  Ls  all  they  ran.  They  did  not  run 
the  boundary  between  Texas  and  the 
United  States  out  in  the  gulf,  or  north 
of  the  Red  River.  There  marked  only 
300  miles  of  a  boundary  that  extends  at 
least  twice  that  far  between  the  United 
States  and  the  then  Republic  of  Texas. 
Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  for  another 
queL.tion. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  has  been 
.speaking  of  the  boundary  extending  out 
10 '2  miles  into  the  gulf. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Three  leagues;  that  is 
9  marine  miles,  or  10*2  statute  or  road 
miles. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true,  however, 
that  for  several  years  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Texas  souaht  to  extend  its 
boundary  seaward  approximately  140 
miles? 

Mr.  D.ANIFL.  Several  years  ago  the 
Legislature  of  Texas  sought  to  extend  its 
boundary  to  the  edge  of  the  Continental 
Shelf,  i  believe  no  limits  were  men- 
tioned at  that  time. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  would  be  roughly  a 
distance  of  140  or  150  miles,  would  it  not? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  In  the  very  farthest 
and  most  extreme  places,  it  might  run 
that  far.  But  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  I  hope  the  Senator  does 
not  mean  to  imply  that  the  pending 
joint  resolution  covers  any  land  beyond 
the  3-league  boundary',  so  far  as  Texas 
is  concerned.  It  certainly  does  not. 
Mr.  HILL.  I  appreciate  that  fact. 
Mr.  DANIEL.  This  measure  is  lim- 
ited to  lands  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  State  of  Texas  as  they  existed  at  the 
time  Texas  entered  the  Union,  which, 
very  clearly,  from  the  records  of  the 
United  States  State  Department  itself, 
was  3  leagues  from  shore. 

Mr.  HILL.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
that  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  no  wish 
and  no  desire  in  any  way  to  make  any 
claim  on  behalf  of  Texas  beyond  the  3 
leagues? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Not  in  the  pending 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HILL.  Not  in  the  pending  meas- 
ure; I  appreciate  that.  But  I  did  not 
limit  it  to  the  pending  measure.  I  asked 
whether  he  has  any  desire  or  any  intent 
or  any  wish  at  all  to  make  any  claim,  in 
any  way,  shape,  fashion,  or  form,  beyond 
3  leagues. 
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Mr.  DANIEL.  I  might  have  the  de- 
sire, yes,  to  make  the  claim,  jtist  sis  I 
fear  the  Senator  from  Alabama  might 
have  a  desire  to  make  a  claim  to  some 
of  our  Texas  land.  I  might  have  a  de- 
sire to  claim  more,  but  I  do  not,  by  this 
joint  resolution,  claim  more  than  that 
which  lies  within  the  three-league  bound- 
ary. I  have  no  intention  of  claiming 
ownership  for  the  States  of  anything 
beyond  their  historic  boundaries.  I  may 
say.  however,  that  I  think  it  would  be 
only  fair  to  the  coastal  States  to  give 
them  a  percentage  of  the  revenues  de- 
rived from  the  federally  owned  lands  be- 
yond our  historic  boundaries,  because 
every  State  in  the  Union  that  has  fed- 
erally owned  lands  within  its  boundaries 
receives  37 '2  percent  of  the  revenues 
from  the  lands.  But  that  is  outside  the 
scope  of  the  pending  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HnX.  Does  the  Senator  claim 
that  the  area  beyond  the  three  leagues 
is  within  the  boundary  of  Texas? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No;  that  is  not  within 
the  original  boundary  of  the  State  of 
Texas.  I  say  it  undoubtedly  should  be 
brought  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
adjacent  State  for  certain  police  pur- 
poses: otherwise,  there  would  be  an  area 
without  any  local  law.  A  crime  might 
be  committed,  and  there  would  be  no 
way  to  punish  the  criminal.  I  doubt 
whether  even  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
would  want  the  Continental  Shelf  out- 
side the  original  boundaries  of  the  State 
of  Alabama  to  become  a  no  mans  land, 
consisting  of  nothing  but  some  federally 
owned  submerged  land,  without  any 
State  or  local  law  applicable  to  it.  That 
is  all  I  am  asking  for  the  State  of  Texas. 

I  _hall  not  yield  further.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, for  any  question  on  lands  beyond 
historic  boundaries,  because  such  lands 
were  eliminated  from  the  resolution  spe- 
cifically for  the  purpose  of  confining  it 
to  lands  within  historic  boundaries.  The 
resolution  confirms  the  jurisdiction  and 
control  of  the  United  States  Government 
over  the  resources  outside  the  historic 
boundaries  of  the  coastal  States.  So 
I  do  not  care  to  yield  for  questions  on 
anything  except  p>oints  relating  to  my 
discussion  of  the  pending  resolution. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
does  not  want  to  make  for  Texas  claim 
to  any  submerged  land  beyond  three 
leagues  as  of  now,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  care  to  go 
beyond  the  three  leagues  as  of  any  time 
so  far  as  State  ownership  of  the  prop- 
erty is  concerned. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  spoke  about 
37^2  percent  beyond  the  three  leagues, 
and,  as  I  recall 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama asked  me  if  I  would  never  want  to 
go  out  any  farther.  I  said  the  only  thing 
I  would  ever  ask  beyond  our  original 
boundaries  would  be  the  same  percentage 
of  revenues  which  other  States  receive 
from  federally  owned  lands.  I  am  not 
sure  I  am  going  to  ask  for  that  in  this 
session  of  Congress. 

I  do  not  care  to  yield  further  on  that 
point,  because  there  is  something  with- 
in the  historic  boundaries  which  is  more 
important.  I  want  to  impress  upon  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  the 
Texas  seaward  boundary  has  been  rec- 
ognized by  the  Federal  povemment 
time  and  again. 


Let  me  refer  to  a  book  entitled  "Geo- 
logical Survey  Bulletin  No.  817."  pub- 
lished in  1929  as  House  Document  No. 
131  by  the  71st  Congress.  1st  session.  On 
page  36  of  the  l)ook,  which  gives  the 
boundaries  of  all  the  States  and  the 
amount  of  land  brought  into  the  United 
States  by  them  it  is  stated; 

The  area  which  Texas  broueht  Into  the 
Union  was  limited  as  follows,  as  defined  by 
the  Republic  of  Texas.  December  19.  l.S,<6 

"Beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine 
River  and  runnlns;  west  alone  the  Oulf  of 
Mexico  3  leagues  from  land  to  the  mouth  of 
the  Rio  Grande." 

Every  time  we  find  that  the  Federal 
Government  recosnized  that  the  bound- 
ary of  Texas  goes  3  leat^ues  out  from 
shore. 

THE    ANNrXATICN    AGREEME.ST 

The  people  of  Texa.s  were  anxiou.^  for 
annexation  to  the  United  State.s  but  then- 
first  overture  was  rejected  m  1837  and 
thereafter  withdrawn.  Tlie  next  offer 
to  the  United  State-s  was  in  1844.  A 
treaty  was  .signed  t)etween  the  two  na- 
tions under  which  Texa.s  would  cede  'all 
its  territories,"  including  "vacant  lands, 
mines,  minerals,"  and  .so  forth,  and  the 
United  States  was  to  as.sume  all  debt.s  of 
the  Republic — approximately  $10  mil- 
lion— Senate  Document  No  341  28th 
Congress.  1st  .se.ssion.  1844.  This  treaty 
was  defeated  in  the  United  State:.  Sen- 
ate. A  major  objection  was  the  as- 
sumption of  Texas'  debt  in  exchange  for 
what  was  regarded  by  some  Senators  as 
worthless  land,  consisting  of  "marshes. 
tadpoles,  and  terrapins  " 

Because  the  United  States  wanti^d 
Texas  to  keep  its  "worthless  "  land,  and 
pay  its  own  debts,  the  Coneres.s  adopted 
a  joint  re.solution  offenntj  annexation  on 
those  terms.  It  is  most  important  to 
note  that  originally  under  the  .second 
section  of  the  joint  resolution  Texas  was 
to  cede  all  its  mines  arid  minerals  to  the 
United  States.  However,  on  motion  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  this  was 
stricken — Appendix  to  Congressional 
Globe,  28th  Congress.  2d  se.s.sion.  pace 
389.  Texas  was  allowed  to  keep  her 
minerals  and  the  resolution  of  March  1, 
1845,  provided; 

.  .  .  said  State,  when  admitted  into  the 
Union,  after  ceding  to  the  United  St.ites  all 
public  edifices,  fortifications,  barrack.s.  ports. 
and  harbors,  navy  and  navy  yards,  d<Kks. 
magazines,  and  armaments,  and  all  other 
property  and  means  pertaining  to  tlie  public 
defense  belonging  to  said  Republlr  of  Texas, 
shall  retain  all  the  public  funds,  debts, 
taxes,  and  due*  of  every  kind  which  may 
belong  to  or  be  due  and  owing  to  the  said 
Republic,  and  shall  also  retain  ail  the  va- 
cant and  unappropriated  lands  lying  with- 
in its  limits,  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of 
the  debts  and  liabilities  of  .said  Republic  of 
Texas,  and  the  residue  of  .said  lands,  after 
discharging  said  debts  and  liabilities,  to  be 
disposed  of  as  said  State  may  direct;  but  in 
no  event  are  said  debts  and  liabilities  to  be- 
come a  charge  upon  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  ...  (9  Stat.  797,  Conore.s- 
sioNAL  Globe,  29th  Cong..  2d  sess.  ( 1845;  362 
273.) 

In  accordance  with  the  resolution  and 
the  consent  given  thereto  by  the  Texas 
Congress  on  June  23,  1845,  and  by  the 
people  In  convention  assembled  on  July 
4.  1845,  a  new  constitution  was  adopted 
and  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 


Mr.  President,  as  we  are  now  consid- 
ering the  admi.ssion  of  a  new  State,  we 
can  think  back  about  what  went  on  in 
1845.  whon  Texas  adopted  its  new  con- 
stitution, and  It  was  submitted  to  the 
United  States  Congiess.  The  Texas  con- 
stitution provided  that  all  its  laws  then 
in  force  should  remain  in  effect,  and 
that  of  cour.se  included  it,s  Boundary  Act. 

The  Texas  constitution  of  1845  pro- 
vided, in  section  20.  article  VII,  the  fol- 
lowing: 

Sfc  20  The  rights  of  property  and  of  Re- 
turn which  have  been  acquired  under  the 
o onutnuti'in  and  laws  of  the  Republic  of 
Tcxajj  .sliall  ni>t  be  divesti-d  •  •  •  but  the 
same  shall  remain  pre.  iseiy  in  the  siluatujn 
which  tiiey  were  tjeiore  the  adoption  of  Uiia 
constiiullon. 

So.  Mr.  President,  it  was  provided  that 
all  propt  1  ty  rii;hts  should  remain  the 
.same,  that  all  laws,  includm'.;  the  bound- 
;;ry  laws,  should  remain  the  same,  and 
there  was  a  specilic  re.servalion  of  all 
v.icant  and  unappiopnated  land  within 
the  b«:)undaries  of  Texas 

The  Texas  constitution  of  1845  was 
laid  before  the  Contjre.ss  of  the  United 
States  on  the  fi.st  Monday  in  December 
184.T.  A  final  joint  re.solution  of  Con- 
i;ie.ss  was  pa.ssed.  and  approved  by  the 
Fie>-ident  of  the  United  States  on  De- 
cember 29.  1845.  admitting  Texas  as  a 
State  in  accordance  with  the  "proposals. 
conditions  and  i^uarantoes"  contained  in 
the  first  and  .second  sections  of  the  joint 
resolution  of  March  1,  1845.  atwve 
quoted 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
KNo\^L.^ND  m  the  chair*.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  TexHi  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois'' 

Mr    DANIEL.     I  yield. 

Mr  DOUG  I. .^S.  1  think  the  Senator 
has  said  that  Texas  was  annexed  to  and 
joined  the  United  States  of  America  not 
by  the  treaty  of  1844.  which,  as  he  cor- 
rectly .says.  wa,s  never  ratified  by  the 
Senate,  but  bv  the  joint  re.solution  of 
1845  for  the  admission  of  Texas.  Is  not 
that   correct? 

Mr  DANIEL  That  Is  correct.  Of 
course,  the  joint  resolution  constituted 
iin  international  agreement  which,  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  con- 
cede, is  just  as  .s<ilemn  and  should  be  re- 
.■^pected  and  lived  up  to  just  as  much  as 
a  treaty. 

Mr  DOUGLAS  Is  it  not  true  that  In 
the  joint  re.solution  of  admi-ssion  there 
wa.s  no  mention  of  boundaries''  It  mere- 
ly stated  that  Texas  should  enter  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  orig- 
inal States:  did  it  not? 

Mr  DANIEI..  No;  that  is  not  correct. 
The  Senator  is  picking  out  only  one  part 
of  the  final  formal  admi-ssion  act.  That 
was  not  a  part  of  the  agreement  at  all. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  Was  not  the  equal 
footing  clau.se  a  part  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution of  admi.ssion? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Not  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion submitted  to  Texas  by  which  Texas 
was  to  enter  the  Union.  The  resolu- 
tion about  which  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois is  talking  was  the  flna'  resolution,  a 
mere  formality  after  the  agreement  had 
been  proposed  by  the  joint  resolution  of 
March  1.  1945.  After  the  constitution 
was  approved,  a  resolution  was  adopted 
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approving  it.  and  formally  admitting  the 
State  on  an  equal  footing.  That  was 
never  submitted  to  1  exas.  It  was  never 
involved  in  the  proceedings  by  which 
Texas  as^reed  to  comi?  into  the  Union. 

Certainly  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
does  not  believe  that  the  inclusion  of 
the  words  "equal  footing  "  by  the  Con- 
f:re.ss  alone,  without  even  mentioning  it 
to  Texas,  could  alter  :he  terms  and  guar- 
antees by  which  Texas  agreed  to  enter 
the  Union? 

Mr  DOUGI^S.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  whether  the  first  joint 
resolution  of  Congress  delineated  the 
boundaries  of  Texas* 

Mr  DANIEL.  No;  the  first  resolution 
of  March  1,  1845.  simply  referred  to  all 
lands  properly  wilhm  the  twundaries  of 
Texas  The  boundaries  were  not  spc- 
ciiically  drlineated  in  the  re.solution.  but 
they  were  read  on  the  floor,  just  as  in 
the  ca.se  of  the  boundaries  of  Hawaii.  I 
do  not  understand  that  Hawaii's  bound- 
aries are  .set  forth  in  any  bill  providing 
for  the  admi.s.sioii  of  Hawaii  into  the 
Union,  but  ConKre.s.s  will  certainly  want 
to  know  what  tho.se  boundaries  are— at 
least.  I  certainly  hope  so — and  the  mat- 
ter will  be  broui:ht  up  in  discussion  on 
the  floor.  Tliat  was  exactly  what  was 
done  m  connection  with  the  resolution  of 
March  1.  1845  The  boundaries  of  Texas 
were  read  on  the  floor  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  earlier  in  1844  President  Tyler  was 
a-ked  to  furnish  a  map  He  furnished 
one.  on  wliict:  reference  was  made  to  the 
December  19.  1836.  boundaries  of  the 
Rrpublic  of  Texas  There  is  no  question 
tluit  Congress  knew  they  were  bringing 
Tcxa-s  into  the  Union  as  Texas  had  de- 
Ecnt>ed  itself  In  the  act  of  1836 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Texas  permit  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  read  a  .section  of  the  joint  res- 
olution of  admission  of  December  29, 
1845? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  so  that  he  may  ask 
me  any  question  he  may  have  in  mind, 
but  not  for  the  purpose  of  having  him 
make  an  art;ument. 

Mr  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
that  joint  re.solution  of  December  29, 
1845,  provided  as  follows: 

That  the  Suite  of  Texas  shall  be  one.  and 
Is  hereby  dciarrd  to  be  one.  of  the  United 
SUtes  of  America,  and  admitted  into  the 
Unl'in  on  an  eq\inl  fcxitiiie  with  the  orig- 
inal States  in  all  respects  whatever. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Tlie  Sei\ator  from  Illi- 
nois realizes,  does  he  not.  that  that  joint 
resolution  was  not  submitted  to  Texas, 
and  forms  no  part  of  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Texas? 
That  was  a  unilateral  act  of  Congress,  a 
mere  formality  approving  what  had 
been  previously  agreed  to  by  the  United 
States  and  Texas. 

President  Polk  had  said  previous  to 
that:  All  Texas  will  have  to  do  will  be 
to  pass  its  resolution  accepting  the  reso- 
lution of  the  United  States  Congress  of 
March  1,  1845,  and  we  will  consider 
Texas  a  member  of  the  Union  In  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  and  guarantees  pro- 
posed in  the  March  1  resolution. 

In  the  resolution  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  has  referred,  which  was 
a  mere  formahty,  the  Senator  will  note 
that  Congress  did  not  add  a  little  catch 
phrase  in  order  to  take  away  any  prop- 


erty from  Texas  or  to  go  back  on  any 
of  the  terms  and  guarantees  made  in  the 
original  resolution.  In  the  very  first 
part  of  the  resolution  of  December  2;), 
1845,  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred. 
Congress  said: 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
by  a  joint  resolution  of  March  the  1st,  1845, 
did  consent  that  the  territory  properly  in- 
cluded within  and  rightly  belonging  to  the 
Republic  of  Texas,  might  be  erected  into  a 
new  State — 

The  resolution  continues — 

which  consent  of  Congress  was  given  upon 
certain  conditions  specifled  in  the  first  and 
second  sections  of  said  Joint  resolution: 
and  whereas,  the  p>eople  of  the  said  Re- 
public of  Texa.s,  by  deputies  in  convention 
a!>^emlJled,  with  tlie  coi.sent  of  the  exlfctintr 
government,  did  adopt  a  con.stltution  arid 
erect  a  new  Stnte,  wit^l  a  republican  form 
of  Kovernment,  and  in  the  name  of  the  pe<r>- 
ple  of  Texas,  and  by  their  authority,  did 
ordain  and  declare,  that  they  assented  to 
and  a<"cc[)ted  the  propo.'ais,  conditions,  and 
puarantee.s  contained  in  the  flrt.t  and  second 
seciions  of  said  resolution. 

Then,  the  Senate  and  Hou.se  of  the 
United  States  Conuress  admitted  Texas 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
State.s.  but  in  accordance  with  the"guar- 
antees"  contained  in  the  pievious  ex- 
change of  resolutions. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  read 
from  the  equal  footing  clau.se  and  has 
ignored  the  "proposals,  conditions,  and 
guarantees"  the  United  States  made  with 
Texas.  If  the  Senator  believes  as  does 
the  Supreme  Court,  that  the  adding  by 
Contiiess  of  .some  words  in  the  formal 
act  of  admission  could  have  taken  away 
something  which  Congress  agreed  that 
Texas  ought  to  keep,  and  was  to  keep, 
then  the  Senator  certainly  is  saying  that 
the  Congiess  of  the  United  States  would 
commit  an  act  that  I  do  not  believe 
.should  be  attributed  to  any  Congress  of 
this  Nation. 

That  would  be  similar  to  making  a 
proposal  to  Australia  to  enter  the  Union, 
and  agreeing  that  Australia  shall  keep 
all  its  un.sold  lands,  including  all  sub- 
merged lands,  within  its  3-mile  belt  or 
3-leapue  belt.  We  might  say  to  Austra- 
lia. "Keep  it  all.  It  is  all  yours." 
Suppose  Congress  were  to  submit  such 
a  proiX)sal  to  Aastralia.  and  Australia 
should  accept  it.  Then,  having  accepted 
it,  and  having  adopted  a  constitution, 
supix).se  Congress  then  passed  a  formal 
act  of  admission,  in  which  Australia  was 
admitted  into  the  Union  with  the  other 
States,  but  with  an  equal  footing  provi- 
sion, which  would  have  the  effect  of 
taking  away  her  submerged  lands,  after 
we  had  specifically  agreed  that  Australia 
should  keep  such  lands. 

That  is  the  argument  which  is  made 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Senator  is  agreeing  with 
it,  if  he  wishes  to  give  weight  to  the 
equal-footing  clause,  instead  of  giving 
weight  to  the  guarantees  made  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  that 
Texas  was  to  keep  all  lands  within  its 
limits. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Senator 
permit  me  to  ask  another  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  been  lenient,  but  he  wishes  to 
say  that  the  rules  of  the  Senate  require 
that  Senators  first  address  the  Chair 
before  asking  a  Senator  to  yield.    It  is 


entirely  within  the  prerogative  of  the 
Senator  having  the  floor  to  state  whether 
he  desires  to  yield  for  a  question. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  fur- 
ther to  the  Senator  from  UUnois? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  will  yield  for  one  more 
question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Texas  aware  of  two  comments  by  leading 
members  of  the  Texas  constitutional 
convention,  which  bear  on  this  very 
point?  The  first  was  in  a  speech  by  Mr. 
Ochiltree,  who  is  quoted  in  the  Debates 
of  the  Convention,  at  page  47,  as  follows: 

The  people  have  determined  from  one  end 
of  the  land  to  the  other  to  go  into  the 
American  Union  and  to  abide  all  the  conse- 
quences of  their  choice.  They  a.sk  no  ex- 
clusive privileges;  they  would  not  willingly 
accept  any  privileges  granted  to  them,  and 
denied  to  every  other  member  of  the  Con- 
federacy. •  •  •  I  believe  the  people  have 
determined  to  accomplish  the  great  measure 
of  annexation  at  every  risk,  regardless  of 
consequences. 

Is  the  Senator  !rom  Texas  aware  of 
that  statement? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  heard  of  that 
statement,  but  Mr,  Ochiltree's  views  did 
not  prevail  at  that  convention.  If  the 
Senator  will  read  the  contract  of  agree- 
ment between  the  United  States  and 
Texas,  he  will  see  that  Texas  was  given 
some  rights  which  other  States  do  not 
have  for  instance,  the  right  to  divide 
into  four  additional  States.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  will  realize  that  Mr. 
Ochiltree's  contentions  were  not  accepted 
at  that  convention. 

I  do  not  know  if  it  should  be  said  that 
Texas  asked  for  more  than  tlie  other 
States  received.  It  was  not  the  proposal 
of  Texas.  Texas  did  not  propose  to 
enter  the  United  States  under  a  deal 
b^  which  it  would  keep  all  its  lands  or 
divide  itself  into  four  States.  Texas 
originally  proposed  to  come  into  the 
Union  in  1844  as  a  Territory,  and  to  give 
the  United  States  all  its  lands,  but  the 
United  States  Senate  turned  down  that 
proposal  and  made  a  counter  proposal  to 
Texas.  It  was  not  the  idea  of  Texas  that 
she  should  be  especially  favored.  No- 
where in  the  records  can  I  find  where 
Texans  initiated  the  idea.  To  tell  the 
truth,  Texas  also  thought  the  lands  were 
worthless.  The  United  States  Congress 
initiated  the  idea  and  said,  "Texas,  you 
are  the  only  State  to  which  this  proposal 
has  been  made :  Pay  your  own  indebted- 
ness of  $10  million,  and  keep  all  lands 
lying  within  your  limits." 

The  people  of  Texas  accepted  that 
proposal. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
the  fact  that  certain  property  now  has 
been  found  to  be  valuable  should  not 
make  any  difference  whatsoever.  If  the 
United  States  Government  made  a  bad 
deal  with  Texas,  it  ought  to  adhere  to 
the  deal  and  keep  its  solemn  contract, 
just  as  the  United  States  has  always 
kept  its  word  in  dealing  with  other 
nations. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
Ijermit  me 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  address  the  Chair 
if  he  desires  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Texas  to  yield? 

Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois? 


2834 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


April  8 


1953 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


2835 


A. 


Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  proceed 
with  my  statement;  however.  I  do  not 
wish  to  decline  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  wish  to  im- 
pose on  tht  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Suppose  I  complete  my 
statement,  and  then  I  will  yield  to  the 
S?nator  from  Illinois. 

From  1845  until  1948  both  Texas  and 
the  United  States  interpreted  their  an- 
nexation agreement  as  leaving  unto  the 
State  full  and  complete  ownership  of  all 
submerged  lands  within  its  boundaries. 
We  dedicated  to  our  public-school  fund 
ail  the  submerged  lands  and  dry  lands 
which  we  kept.  Some  people  say  that 
the  public  schools  ought  to  have  the  rev- 
enues from  submerged  lands.  In  Texas 
every  dime  we  receive  from  such  lands 
goes  to  our  public  schools.  Such  funds 
amount  to  something  for  one  State.  If 
they  were  divided  among  ail  the  States, 
they  would  not  amount  to  very  much 
for  any  one  State.  However,  they  do 
amount  to  something  for  our  Texas  pub- 
lic-school fund. 

There  were  many  such  oflBcial  inter- 
pretations of  the  contract,  and  none  to 
the  contrary.  Even  former  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Ickes  said: 

Texas  may  have  a  legal  right  to  Its  tide- 
lands,  because  It  came  Into  the  Union  volun- 
tarUy  and  as  an  independent  country. 

I  have  read  the  statement  made  by  the 
former  Attorney  General,  now  Justice 
Tom  Clark,  of  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court,  outlining  hi.s  opinion  as  to 
the  title  of  Texas.  This  statement  was 
made  by  him  on  the  day  he  argued  the 
California  case: 

Texas  had  been  an  Independent  nation,  a 
republic,  for  10  years  before  it  Joined  the 
Union.  As  a  republic  it  owned  all  of  the 
land  within  Its  boundaries,  includine;  the 
marginal  sea,  commonly  called  "tldelands." 
This  area,  similar  to  that  involved  in  the 
California  case,  extended  into  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  was  under  the  sovereignty  of 
Texas  all  during  the  republic  and  was  re- 
tained by  It  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  admission. 

Even  President  Truman,  during  his 
campaign  tour  in  Texas  in  1948.  led  us 
tc  believe  that  he  recognized  oiu-  title 
when  he  said  in  Austin: 

Texas  is  in  a  class  bi  itself;  It  entered  the 
Union  by  treaty. 

That  was  during  the  campaign.  A 
few  weeks  after  the  election  Mr.  Truman 
instructed  the  Attorney  General  to  file  a 
law  suit  against  our  State  for  the  sub- 
merged lands  within  its  seaward  bound- 
aries. Senators  know  the  result.  The 
Supreme  Court  decision  in  United  States 
against  Texas  was  against  our  State  by  a 
vote  of  4  to  3  The  case  is  reported  in 
Three  Hundred  and  Thirty-ninth  United 
States  Reports,  page  707.  1950.  I  had 
the  honor  cf  representing  my  State  as  its 
attorney  general  throughout  the  entire 
litigation,  and  I  personally  argued  the 
case  before  the  Supreme  Court.  I  am 
not  here  to  retry  the  lawsuit,  but  simply 
to  say  to  the  Senate  that  the  Court  de- 
cision was  rendered  without  hearing  any 
evidence  of  the  long  and  consistent  in- 
terpretation of  our  solemn  agreement  of 
annexation.  Federal  ofiBcials  moved  for 
judgment  on  the  pleadings  alone,  and  our 


entire  argument  before  the  Court  was 
based  upon  the  pHsint  that  evidence 
should  be  heard  before  judgment  was 
rendered.  I  explained  what  that  evi- 
dence would  be.  There  were  a.ssociated 
with  me  10  of  the  worlds  leading  au- 
thorities on  international  law  and  in- 
terpretation of  agreements  between  na- 
tions, in  support  of  my  argument  that 
the  Court  should  consider  the  evidence 
which  I  had  accumulated.  I  offered  to 
the  Court  their  evidence  and  the  work 
which  they  had  perfonned.  They  said 
that  the  Court  should  hear  evidence  m 
a  case  of  this  kind,  but  lhi.s  the  Court 
refused  to  do.  by  a  vote  of  4  to  3. 

This  was  the  first  time  in  the  hi.story 
of  the  Supreme  Court  that  it  refu."M»d  to 
hear  evidence  offered  by  a  St.ite  in  a 
contested  lawsuit.  It  was  tht  tir.st  time 
in  the  hi.story  of  the  Supitme  Court  that 
it  refused  to  interpret  o'-  applv  a  solemn 
contract  bet'Acen  the  United  States  and 
another  government 

In  a  caustic  critici.s:.i  of  this  action  bv 
the  Supreme  Court.  Prof.  Jam-s  Wil- 
liam Moore,  of  Yale,  author  of  Moore's 
Federal  Practice,  applies  these  words  of 
Mr,  Justice  Field  in  the  case  of  Windsor 
V.  McVeigh  (93  U.  S.  274): 

A  sentence  of  court  pr niounced  aettnst  a 
party  with  lut  hearing  hini.  or  s^iviiit;  hmi  an 
opportunity  to  be  hiard.  is  not  a  jucliv-t.U 
determination  of  his  rli'.ht.s.  and  i.s  not  en- 
titled to  respect  !n  any  ether  trllmn.il  •  •  • 
For  jurisdiction  is  the  right  to  hear  and  de- 
termine;  nut  to  determine  without  hearing 

Under  these  circumstances  I  have 
never  accepted  this  Court  decision  as 
final.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  pre.-ent 
the  matter  to  the  Conures-s.  beca'Lse  the 
Congress  made  the  agreement  witi^ 
Texas  and  it  has  the  power  to  keep  th  it 
agreement  by  restoring  our  property. 

Only  a  few  examples  of  the  lype  of  evi- 
dence which  the  Court  refused  to  hear 
will  convince  Members  of  the  Senate  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  Stales  and 
the  Congress  of  the  Republic  of  Texas 
intended  and  agreed  that  Texa.s  was  to 
retain  all  of  its  unsold  lands,  both  dry 
and  submerged  when  Texas  enteied  the 
Union. 

The  best  evidence  is  the  contempoi  ary 
and  subsequent  interpretation  by  ilie 
OfiBcials  of  the  two  Governments.  That 
interpretation  began  immediately  after 
Texas  entered  the  Union  when  both 
Federal  and  State  officials  showed  by 
their  words  and  actions  that  the  only 
property  intended  to  be  ceded  to  the 
United  States  was  that  which  was  to  be 
itemized,  conveyed  and  delivered  after 
Texas  was  admitted  into  the  Union.  I 
have  filed  with  the  Commitee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  a  complete  folio  of 
evidence  which  shows  that  the  new  Stale 
passed  a  law  on  March  26.  1846.  author- 
izing its  governor  to  'cede,  transfer,  and 
deliver"  to  the  United  States  all  public 
defense  properties  provided  for  in  the 
agreement  of  annexation:  that  the  gov- 
ernor informed  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  he  was  then  "ready 
on  the  part  of  the  State,  and  beg  to  be 
informed  what  manner  you  propose  to 
receive  the  property." 

They  were  going  to  itemize  it  and 
deliver  it.  If  there  had  been  any  sub- 
merged lands  intended  to  be  conveyed, 
they  would  have  been  set  out  in  a  deed 


of  cession  and  itemized.  But  there  were 
none  involved  in  any  of  these  transac- 
tions. 

I  filed  with  the  committee  a  letter 
showing  that  Secretary  of  State 
Buchanan  requested  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  provide  funds  for  a 
representative  of  the  United  States  to  go 
to  Texas  'to  receive  this  property";  and 
another  record  showing  that  the  only 
property  mentioned  by  the  letters  of 
e.xecutive  officials  and  by  the  United 
Slates  Conqress  was  that  which  had 
been  used  by  the  Republic  of  Texas  in 
its  public  defen.sc;  copie.s  of  letters  ap- 
point irm  otliciiils  o*  the  United  States  to 
receive  and  itemize  all  property  intended 
to  L>e  ceded  by  Texas  to  the  UniUd 
States  tot-'ether  with  the  Invenlone.s; 
receipts,  and  other  item.s  showliiR  that 
complete  fulfillment  wa.s  made  by  Texas 
:'nd  lliat  all  property  intended  to  t)e 
delivered  was  actually  delivered  and  re- 
ceipted for:  and  that  none  of  these  let- 
ters, invenlorns  or  receipts  covered  any 
of  the  .^ubmeriTd  lands  now  in  conlru- 
v»-rsy.  This  folio  of  evidence  has  been 
numbered  and  indexed  in  the  files  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Aflairs  for  such  examination  iind  u.se  as 
Members  of  the  Senate  may  desire  to 
make  of  il. 

l-NlTf.D  .STATtS  RETOGNIZr.S  TEXAS  TITUt 

Oth.er  ex.imples  of  this  consistent  In- 
tcrpret.it  ion  of  the  meaning  of  the 
annexation  aereement  and  recognition 
by  Fedetal  officials  of  Texas'  title  to  iLi 
lands  below  low  tide  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  are  as  follows. 

Fust  In  1880  the  United  States. 
throu::h  the  United  Stales  Lighthouse 
Engineer.  request«l  from  the  State  of 
Texas  and  paid  the  sum  of  $1  for  a  deed 
from  the  Siate  to  the  United  Slates  for 
9  98  acres  of  submerged  land  for  a  llght- 
l;ou.-e  si'p  in  G.ilveston  County  at  the 
point  where  Galveston  Bay  flows  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  A  copy  of  this  deed. 
dated  December  6.  1880.  is  filed  with 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
AfTairs  showing  clearly  that  the  land  la 
.seaward  of  low  tide,  out  in  the  Gulf 
waters  Title  to  this  land  was  approved 
by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
•St.ites  back  in  1880 

Mr  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr    DANIEX      I  yield. 

Mr  FERGU!-ON  How  far  nut  was 
the  land^ 

Mr.  DANIEL  This  i>articular  tract 
was  between  the  headland.i  of  Galvestoa 
Bay    and  in  the  Gulf  waters. 

Mr.  FERGUCON.     How  far  from  land? 

Mr.  DANIEL  I  should  say  at  least  2 
miles  from  land. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  it  was  not  In 
the  twilmhl  zone  between  the  3-mile 
limit  and  the  10-mile  limit? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No.  It  was  clearly 
outside. 

Second  The  Judge  Advocate  General 
of  the  War  Department,  on  Auguct  10. 
1886.  wrote  an  opinion  in  which  he 
said  clearly  that  no  land  or  property 
pa.->,sed  from  the  Republic  or  State  of 
Texas  to  the  United  States  unless  the 
property  was  u.sed  by  the  Republic  of 
Texas  at  the  time  of  annexation  for 
public  defense  purposes  mentioned  in  the 


annexation  agreement.  A  copy  of  this 
opinion  is  also  in  the  flies  of  the  com- 
mittee 

Third.  In  1888.  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment made  application  to  the  State 
of  Texas  for  a  grant  to  certain  lands 
fiinning  out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  for 
th*'  purpose  of  building  lighthouses  and 
jftties.  A  copy  of  this  deed  from  the 
St.nte  of  Texas  to  the  United  States, 
dated  October  30.  1888,  Is  filed  with  the 
committee. 

If  the  Federal  Government  obtained 
those  submerged  lands,  .seaward  of  low 
tide,  and  wilhm  our  boundaries,  by  the 
nnnexation  agreement,  or  by  any  para- 
mount-rights theory,  it  would  not  need 
to  come  to  Texas  to  obtain  deeds  to  the 
lands.  The  Federal  Government  came 
to  Texas  becau.se  it  recognized  the  fact 
that  Texas  kept  such  lands  under  the 
annexation  afreement. 

Fourth  In  1904  the  State  of  Texas 
filed  suit  against  Capt.  EdKar  Jadwin. 
el  al  .  of  the  United  States  Engineers, 
for  title  to  and  p>o.sse.sslon  of  a  certain 
tract  of  land  en  the  east  end  of  Gal- 
veston Island,  includine  submerged  lands 
of  Galveston  Bay  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
The  Court  of  Civil  Appeals  rendered 
nidpment  in  favor  of  the  State  (85  S.  W. 
<93>.  in  which  the  court  said: 

Tlie  land  bey<ind  the  island  belonged  to 
thp  Sl.ite  Equally,  the  waters  of  the  bay 
and  the  gu!f  for  3  leagues  from  shore. 

This  ca.se  was  appealed  by  the  Attorney 
G.-neral  of  the  United  States  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  but 
the  appeal  was  di.smi.'^.sed  by  the  Solicitor 
General— Jadu;i«  v.  State  of  Texas  (209 
U    S    553  "1908 )  ). 

Fifth  In  1912  the  United  SUtes. 
through  the  United  States  Engineers, 
applied  to  the  State  of  Texas  for  a  deed 
to  the  east  end  of  Galveston  Island  and 
the  submerged  lands  and  tidelands  in- 
volved in  the  Jadwin  case,  above,  and  a 
strip  of  land  running  out  into  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  for  a  jetty,  a  distance  of  approxi- 
mately 16  000  feet. 

If  anyone  cares  to  know  exactly  the 
land  for  which  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment desired  a  patent  from  the  State 
of  Texas  off  Galveston  beyond  low  tide. 
I  have  here  a  map.  prepared  by  the 
United  States  Engineers,  which  shows 
this  particular  piece  of  land  lying  16.000 
feet  from  low  tide  out  into  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yieW 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  brief  submitted  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  by  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
who,  at  the  time,  was  the  attorney  gen- 
eral of  the  State  of  Texas,  was  this  ex- 
hibit included? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  not  being  face- 
tious when  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota where  he  has  been.  I  just  ex- 
plained to  the  Senate  that  I  was  denied 
the  opportunity  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
by  a  4-to-3  vote,  to  produce  evidence  on 
the  subject.  In  my  statement  to  the 
Court  I  did  refer  to  the  fact  that  the 
map  was  one  piece  of  evidence  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Court  appoint  a  master 
to  examine,  but  the  Court  did  not  do  it. 


and  so  the  map  Is  one  of  the  matters  of 
evidence  I  am  presenting  to  the  Senate 
which  was  not  gone  into  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  because  it  refused  to  hear  evi- 
dence in  the  Texas  case. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. What  did  the  Senator  present  to 
the  Supreme  Court  when  he  brought  his 
case  to  the  Court? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  presented  everything 
the  Court  would  let  me  present. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Would  the  Senator 
wish  to  document  his  evidence? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  included  the  main 
argument,  and  the  only  argument  be- 
fore the  Court,  on  a  motion  by  the  Fed- 
eral attorney  for  judgment  on  the  plead- 
ings alone.  Think  of  that.  In  a  case 
involving  more  than  2  million  acres  of 
land  the  Federal  Government  comes  be- 
fore the  Court,  and  rays.  "Give  us  judg- 
ment on  the  pleadings  alone,  without 
hearing  evidence."  I  had  asked  that  a 
master  be  appointed  to  hear  the  evi- 
dence, or  that  the  evidence  be  taken  be- 
fore the  whole  Court,  but  the  Justice 
Department  came  forward  and  said, 
"You  do  not  need  to  hear  the  evidence. 
Give  us  judgment  on  the  pleadings 
alone  " 

I  pre'^ented  my  brief,  all  of  it  devoted 
to  the  point  that  the  court,  in  a  con- 
tested matter  such  as  that  was,  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  a  State, 
ought  to  hear  the  evidence.  And  I  will 
Kay  to  the  Senator  that,  if  the  court  had 
heard  the  evidence,  the  decision  would 
not  have  been  rendered  against  the  Stale 
of  Texas.  As  it  was.  it  was  decided 
against  us  by  only  one  vote.  But  if  the 
court  had  heard  the  evidence  as  the  Sen- 
ate is  hearing  it.  the  decision  would  have 
been  different.  After  Senators  have 
heard  all  the  facts  and  the  evidence.  I 
beheve  the  Senator  from  Minne.sota  will 
be  bound  to  agree  that  those  who  made 
the  annexation  agreement  intended  that 
Texas  should  keep  all  the  lands  within 
its  twundaries  that  were  unsold.  The 
Senator  is  being  kind  enough  to  hsten  to 
the  evidence,  and  I  thank  him  for  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  May  I  see  the  rec- 
ord which  the  Senator  has? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  read  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  reviewed 
this  record.  Of  course,  I  have  not  had 
the  intimate  knowledge  the  Senator 
from  Texas  possesses,  since  he  was  a  par- 
ticipant in  the  hearings  before  the  court. 
Does  the  Senator  say  that  the  court 
did  not  even  look  at  this  material? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No;  I  do  not  at  all  say 
that  the  court  did  not  look  at  the 
material. 

Mr.  HUMPHRETV.  Does  the  Senator 
say  that  the  court  did  not,  in  its  capacity 
as  a  judicial  body,  review  and  weigh  the 
merits  of  the  material  in  this  document? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  I  say  that  the  court 
weighed  the  material  in  this  document, 
but  this  is  a  brief  for  the  State  of  Texas 
in  opposition  to  a  motion  for  judgment 
on  the  pleadings.  This  is  not  the 
evidence. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  appreciate  that. 
Mr.  DANIEL.    The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota knows  that  the  court  did  not  hear 
a  bit  of  the  evidence  which  is  ordinarily 
heard  before  a  master  or  before  a  court. 


Mr.  President.  I  wish  now  to  complete 
my  statement,  because  I  am  informed  a 
Senator  in  opposition  is  ready  to  pro- 
ceed this  afternoon.  Am  I  correct  in 
that? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes;  I  hope  we  can  pro- 
ceed with  the  oppKDsition  this  afternoon. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Texas  will  yield,  let  me 
ask  what  was  the  date  of  the  Texas 
decision? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  As  I  recall,  it  was  June 
5.  1950. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Were  there  other 
decisions  prior  to  the  Texas  decision? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  was  the  Cali- 
fornia decision. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  the  Supreme 
Court  listen  to  evidence  in  the  California 
case? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No  evidence  was  pre- 
sented by  the  State  of  California.  It 
was  agreed  that  the  case  would  be  de- 
cided on  the  pleadings. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  is  not  an  attorney,  as  is  the 
Senator  from  Texas.  When  we  talk 
about  pleadings,  in  ordinary  laymen's 
language  does  that  mean  what  is  pre- 
sented to  the  court  on  which  it  bases  its 
decision? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  not  correct.  It 
is  a  petition,  and  the  answer  of  the  de- 
fendant. The  defendant  answers  what- 
ever is  filed  against  him.  The  pleadings 
do  not  have  anything  to  do  with  the  evi- 
dence. The  court  hears  the  evidence 
after  the  pleadings  have  been  filed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  not  the  peti- 
tion contain  material  which  would  be 
relevant  to  the  decision  of  the  court? 
Mr.  DANIEL.  Some  of  it  would  be. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  the  petition  in 
the  California  case  contain  any  material 
relating  to  offshore  oil,  and  kindred 
subjects? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Nothing  but  that  the 
Federal  Government  ought  to  have  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  speaking  of 
the  California  case. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  was  a  very  short 
petition,  a  formal  petition,  saying  that 
the  Federal  Government  had  para- 
mount rights  to  the  ownership  of  the 
land. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  was  the  re- 
ply of  California? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  California  filed  a 
three -volume  reply. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  was  in  the 
three-volume  reply? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  not  going  to  yield 
for  more  questions  about  California.  I 
am  talking  about  Texas.  Has  the  Sen- 
ator any  further  questions  about  Texas? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  again? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  For  a  question  on 
Texas  only. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
believe  that  the  Texas  case  is  at  all  ger- 
mane to  the  joint  resolution  before  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Texas  believe  that  the  Texas  case  is 
related  to  and  a  part  of  the  general  case 
which  he  is  now  making  in  support  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
Texas  decision  by  the  Supreme  Court  is 


2836 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


April  S 


t 

4 


« 


a  part  of  any  argument  I  am  making 
except  in  my  effort  to  point  out  to  the 
Senate  that  in  the  Texas  case  the  Court 
did  not  hear  the  evidence  that  I  am  now 
trying  to  present  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Would  the  Sena- 
tor say  that  because  of  the  Court  deci- 
sions in  the  Texas  case,  the  Louisiana 
case,  and  the  California  case,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  feels  it  necessary  to  make 
his  arguments  as  he  is  presenting  them 
today? 

Mr  DANIEL.  I  dare  say  that  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  Court  decisions  the 
States  would  all  have  their  lands,  and 
we  would  not  be  here  considering  the 
joint  resolution.  Because  the  Court  de- 
cisions were  contrary  to  what  we  thought 
the  law  was  and  contrary  to  the  annexa- 
tion agreement  with  Texas,  we  are  here 
asking  Congress  to  restore  the  property 
exactly  as  we  claimed  It  for  more  than 
100  years. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  fiu-ther? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  wish  to  yield 
farther  until  I  have  completed  my  state- 
ment, but  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so  then. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
rererring  to  the  map  in  connection  with 
which  the  Federal  Government  ac- 
knowledges that  Texas  owns  the  lands 
seaward  from  low  tide  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  for  at  least  16,000  feet. 

A  grant  of  this  land  was  authorized  by 
the  Texas  Legislature:  and  deed  from 
the  State  of  Texas  to  the  United  States. 
dated  June  28,  1912,  and  title  opinion 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  are  filed  with  the  committee. 

The  title  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  on  the  so-called 
Texas  tidelands  or  submerged  lands,  for 
which  application  for  a  deed  was  made 
to  Texas,  recites: 

The  legislature  In  passing  Senate  bill  121, 
ceding  the  land  to  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  the  submerged  lands.  Intended  to  treat 
and  did  treat  said  Wallace  location  and 
patents  as  unauthorized  and  void,  and  there 
appears  to  he  no  question  that  Senate  bill 
121  vested  In  the  United  States  a  perfect  title 
to  all  the  land  described  in  said  bill  and 
that  the  United  States  need  not  now  do 
anjrthlng  to  get  title — It  cannot  be  made 
better. 

Mr.  President,  a  better  title  than  the 
one  Texas  can  give  to  the  lands  seaward 
from  low  tide,  within  her  historic  boun- 
daries, cannot  be  made,  according  to  the 
i;i2  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States. 

Sixth.  On  April  4.  1908.  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  wrote  an 
opinion  holding  that  title  to  the  aban- 
doned bed  of  the  Rio  Grande,  around 
what  is  known  as  Cordova  cutoff,  was  in 
the  State  of  Texas,  rather  than  in  the 
Federal  Government.  Although  this  in- 
volved inland  submerged  lands,  the  opin- 
ion was  broad  enough  to  show  the  gen- 
eral interpretation  of  the  Texas  annexa- 
tion agreement  as  retaining  all  sub- 
merged lands. 

The  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  then  said: 

I  am,  therefore,  of  opinion  that  all  vacant 
and  unappropriated  lands  within  the  limits 
ol  Texas  which  belonged  to  the  Republic  of 


Texas  now  belong  to  and  are  vested  In  the 
State  of  Texas  and  that  the  title  to  the  same 
has  never  been  In  the  United  Slates,  the 
United  States  owning  in  the  State  of  Texas 
only  such  lands  as  have  been  acquired  by 
purchase  or  cor.demnatlon  under  the  laws  of 
Texas  and  such  land  as  was  excepted  by  tlie 
Joint  resolution  referred  to  abi.ive. 

Seventh.  Mr  President,  I  pow  come  to 
the  seventh  item  of  evidenc^,  and  I  am 
abou^  to  bring  this  pre.'-rntation  to  a 
close.  This  is  a  very  significant  piece  of 
evidence  which  the  Court  did  not  hear, 
but  which  I  think  the  Conure.ss  .<=hou!d 
hear.  On  April  4,  lO'ifi,  the  Fecretary  of 
the  Interior  denied  a  permit  requested  by 
Leonard  J.  B?ncken?tein  for  an  oil  and 
gas  pro.-^pecting  permit  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  off  the  coa.st  of  Texas,  on  the 
grounds  that  the  lands  wore  not  public 
lands  of  the  United  States,  but  that  th'-y 
belonged  to  the  State  of  Texas 

This  was  property  beyond  low  tide 
within  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  upon  which 
an  applicant  .souyht  a  lease  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  said: 

For  information  conccr:;ii.?  the  owr.er- 
ship  of  lands  Incited  witliln  the  St.itc  o! 
Texas  and  under  tidal  waters  adjacent  tn 
the  State  your  attention  is  Invited  to  th" 
following: 

The  Republic  of  Texas  was  admitted  as  a 
State  on  December  '2'J.  Ihla.  up^.i^.  "<u.irat;ty' 
made  by  the  United  Siatet,  tliit  Iv-xas  ■■^hall 
also  retain  all  the  vacaiit  and  uuapprupri- 
ated  lands  lying  within  its  limits"  (5  Stat 
797,  and  9  Stat.  108).  See  alro  B  F.  fiy-.c- 
wander  (47  L.  D  372).  Texas  has,  for  m"re 
than  three-quarters  of  a  century,  governed 
and  disposed  of  its  own  public  laiids.  with 
the  consent  and  approval  of  the  Uniteil 
Slates,  Moreover,  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Texas  has  said:  "Tlie  legislature  of  the  .-^ta-e 
has  the  power  to  dlspobC  of  the  una,ipriiprl- 
ated  lands  within  the  State"  {Vwtur:a  v 
Victoria  County  ( 100  Texas,  438)  ). 

Aside  from  the  question  of  the  ownership, 
by  the  State  of  Texas,  of  all  vacant  and  un- 
appropriated lands  lying  within  its  borders 
by  virtue  of  the  conditions  under  which  it 
was  admitted  into  the  Uiuon.  all  lands,  under 
tidal  waters  and  below  the  line  of  ordinary 
high  tide  belong  to  the  State  by  virtue  of  its 
sovereignty  {Pollard  v.  Hagan  (3  How.  212. 
229):  Knight  v.  V.  S.  Land  At  Oi-tatu.n  (14J 
U.  S.  161.  183)  ). 

Eighth.  In  1941,  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  made  a  loan  of 
$1,100,000  to  the  city  of  GaIve.ston, 
through  purchase  of  revenue  bonds,  on  a 
municipal  recreation  pier  which  wa.<  con- 
structed out  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  a 
distance  of  approximately  2.000  feet  from 
low  tide.  If  any  Member  of  the  Senate 
cares  to  .see  a  picture  of  the  pier,  the  title 
of  which  was  approved  by  the  Ilecon- 
stiuction  Finance  Corporation  attorneys, 
and  upon  which  a  $1,100,000  loan  was 
made  by  the  RFC — the  pier  being  erected 
upon  a  tract  of  land  which  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Texas  had  already  said  be- 
longed to  the  State  of  Texas  before  it 

made  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Galveston 

I  have  here  a  picture  of  the  pier,  and 
I  shall  pass  it  among  my  colleagues. 

Before  approving  the  bonds  and  the 
title  to  the  land,  attorneys  for  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  had 
before  them  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Taxas  in  the  case  of  City  of  Gal- 
veston V.  Mann  (143  S.  W.  2d  1028 
(1940)),  involving  the  exact  parcel  of 
land  and  holding  that  the  State  of  Texas 


owned  the  waters  and  submerged  lands 
and  that  the  bonds  of  the  city  of  Gal- 
veston for  construction  of  the  pleasure 
pier  were  not  subject  to  approval  by  the 
attorney  general  of  Texas  without  a 
grant  or  ea.sement  from  the  Texas  Leg- 
islature. By  Senate  Bill  No.  13.  the  47ih 
U'Ki.slaiure  in  1941,  the  legi.slatuie  grant- 
ed the  hind  lo  the  city  of  Galveston,  re- 
tainins  the  mineral  rudits  and  provid- 
ing that  "ihe  tidelands  and  waters  of 
the  C'lUlf  of  Mrxico"  .should  tiOl  pass  to 
any  purchaser  al  a  foreclosure  sale.  All 
of  th;s  wa.s  reciti^d  in  the  lille  and  bond 
opinions  now  in  the  tiles  of  the  Recon- 
fclruction  Friaiue  CoiporaUon,  copies  of 
uhich  are  hied  with  the  Commiltre  on 
Interior  and  In.  uiai  Affair.s 

AiHJllier  rtu.  iju  we  ma  /  be  .^ure  that  it 
was  liie  mlenlion  of  the  Congre'-js  of  the 
United  States  in  1845  that  Texas  was  lo 
i\'ta;n  all  lands  beneath  naviaable  walei.s 
wii.hm  It,.-.  IxmnJarus  is  the  fact  that  at 
that  lime  the  Congres-s  and  Ihe  Supreme 
Court  belir  ved  that  tiius  type  of  property 
belonged  to  all  of  the  Slates  The  rule  in 
Pulla-(i  \  liUQan  -3  How.  212,  229  tl845>  ) 
lia.s  already  been  wruten  by  Ihe  Supreme 
Coui  t,  a.s  follow^; 

1.  The  shorer.  of  navigable  waters,  and  the 
soil  J  uncUr  them,  w  re  not  granted  by  the 
Con.stitution  to  the  United  States,  but  wer« 
re»er\fd  tn  the  bt.ites  re  pCi  tuely. 

2  Tl.p  i;fw  States  have  the  same  rlr^hts, 
.^o^ereli^i.ty.  and  Jirl. diction  o\er  this  sub- 
ject   as    the    Or;.-.;nal    Statf-s. 

A;-,  to  Texas,  one  other  reason  may 
be  given  for  Ihi.s  proposed  legislation. 
It  is  a  promi.e  written  by  the  President 
of  the  United  .'^tate.--,  James  K.  Polk. 
to  Sam  Huu.'-ton  while  annexation  pro- 
cccdiiv  Wv^'re  in  pro::re.ss.  Sam  Hous- 
ton wanted  to  know  whether  the  United 
States  would  defend  our  title  to  the 
land..;  within  the  boundaries  we  claimed 
as  against  Mexico.  President  Polk 
wrote  to  Sam  Houston  a  letter  in  which 
the  following  statement  was  made: 

Of  course  I  wculd  maintain  the  Texlan 
title  to  the  extent  she  claims   It  to  be. 

That  wa-s  before  Texas  finally  agreed 
to  accept  the  proposal  for  annexation. 

President  Polk  kept  that  promise. 
Every  ouher  Pre.sident  of  the  United 
Sta Us  except  Pre-^ideiit  Truman  kept 
the  promi.'-.e. 

Mr  President,  lately  some  persons 
have  vriilf^n  thai  Pre.sident  Roosevelt 
had  these  suii.s  filed  auamst  the  coastal 
Slate.s.  but  I  want  the  Record  to  be  made 
perfectly  clear  that  President  Roosevelt 
did  no  .'Uth  thmu'.  II  was  not  until 
afl  n-  tl;e  death  of  President  Roosevelt 
thai  tlie  filing  of  any  such  suit  ajjain-st 
the  coa.-^tal  Stales  was  authorized. 
Presidei.t  Truman's  actions  ajjainst 
Texas  have  made  it  necessary  for  the 
Congress  to  intervene  in  order  that  a 
promi.-e  and  a  cor.tract  of  this  Nation 
will  not  r^'m  un  broken.  His  actions 
against  the  other  States  have  made  it 
necessary  for  the  Congress  to  restore  also 
to  them  the  property  which  they  have 
po-^.sc.'w  PC'  in  good  faith  for  more  than 
ICO  years. 

I..ND   NATIONALIZATIO.N   OF   PROPEKTT 

Most  important  of  all  Ls  the  need  for 
Congress,  throunh  thts  legi-slation.  to  stop 
further  nationalization  of  property  Un- 
der this  newly  discovered  conception  of 
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"paramount  rights'  first  announced  In 
the  so-called  tidelands  cases. 

The  Supreme  Court  did  not  hold  that 
the  Federal  Government  owns  these 
lands.  In  the  California  case  it  said 
that  the  needs  and  powers  of  the  national 
sovereign  are  paramount  to  "bare  legal 
title"  and  tran.scend  the  rights  of  "a 
mere  properly  owner.  '  Those  words 
were  u.'^ed  by  ihe  Court,  which  also  said 
ihat  such  paramount  governmenlal  pow- 
ers give  the  Federal  Government  the 
right  to  take  and  use  properly  within 
the  established  boundaries  of  a  State 
wiihoul  having  ownership  or  paying 
compensation. 

In  the  Texas  ca.<^e  the  Supreme  Court 
venl  further.     It  said: 

Projierty  rights  must  then  be  to  subordi- 
nated to  polliicftl  rights  as  in  BUt)6tance  to 
Coalesce  and  unite  in  the  national  sovereign. 

As  said  recently  by  Dean  Roscoe 
Pound : 

It  Is  a  startling  proposition  to  tell  Ameri- 
cans that  sovereignty,  which  we  have 
thought  of  Af.  political,  must  be  proprietary 
HB  well— must  Include  ownership  of  the  soil. 

If  this  rule  Ls  extended  to  Its  logical 
conclusion.  Dean  Pound  says  ihe  Fed- 
eral Government  could  take  any  land, 
public  or  private,  within  the  entire  coun- 
try—Critique on  the  Texas  Tidelands 
Case,  by  Roscoe  Pound.  Baylor  Law  Re- 
view, winter  1951,  volume  HI,  page  120. 

The  American  Bar  Association  and  the 
American  Title  Association  have  pointed 
out  that  this  new  doctrine  is  a  threat  to 
private  ownership  of  land  and  minerals, 
because  the  Federal  Government  has  the 
same  needs  for  national  defense  and  the 
.«;ame  paramount  powers  and  responsibil- 
ities with  respect  to  private  lands  and 
minerals  under  private  lands  as  it  does 
With  respect  to  lands  beneath  navigable 
waters. 

This  new  application  of  paramount 
rights  is  closely  akin  to  the  Truman 
theory  of  "inherent  powers."  Both  dis- 
regard the  constitutional  concept  that 
property  rights  are  separate  from  politi- 
cal powers  and  cannot  be  taken  by  the 
Governmenl  without  due  proces  of  law 
and  Just  compensation.  Both  could  lead 
to  further  nationalization  of  property 
and  untold  cenlral.'zation  of  government. 
They  are  part  of  a  dangerous  trend 
which  can  be  stopped  to  a  large  extent 
by  the  enactment  of  the  terms  and  prin- 
ciples contained  in  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 13. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  joint  reso- 
lution would  provide  that  for  the  future, 
proprietary  rights,  although  they  are 
subordinate  to  Federal  governmental 
powers  over  these  lands,  shall  be  sepa- 
rate and  apart  from  the  governmental 
powers,  and  shall  be  held  by  the  States, 
rather  than  by  the  Federal  Government. 

We  believe  that  the  pending  joint  reso- 
lution will  do  much  toward  stopping  a 
dangerous  trend  toward  further  nation- 
alization of  property,  in  disregard  of  the 
rights  of  the  States  t.nd  of  property  own- 
ership in  this  Nation. 

At  this  time  I  yielc  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  If 
the  Senator  from  Texas  does  not  mind 
doing  so  I  should  like  to  have  him  return 
to  the  case,  as  noted  in  the  opinion  oX 


the  Supreme  Court,  of  United  States  of 
America,  plaintiff  against  the  State  of 
Texas,  decided  on  June  5.  1950. 

According  to  the  comments  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas,  I  have  been  led 
to  believe  that,  literally,  the  State  of 
Texas  was  denied  any  opportunity  to 
present  to  the  Court  any  material  of  any 
consequence. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Perhaps  the  Senator 
from  Mirmesota  does  not  intend  to  mis- 
quote me.  but  I  did  not  say  that  Texas 
was  denied  the  right  to  produce  "any 
material  ■  before  the  Court.  1  said  over 
and  over  again  that  Texas  was  denied 
the  right  to  introduce  evidence.  I  said 
I  had  asked  for  the  appointment  of  a 
master  lo  hear  the  evidence.  That  was 
all  I  said.  Certainly  we  presented  ma- 
terial. We  presented  our  pleadings  and 
we  presented  a  brief  in  which  we  pleaded 
with  the  Court  please  to  hear  the  evi- 
dence and  not  to  decide  the  case  on  the 
pleadings  alone.  But  the  Court  rejecud 
our  request 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Of  course  the 
Senator  from  Texas  i.'5  very  familiar  with 
the  decision  of  the  Court  in  that  case, 
for  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  an  out- 
standing attorney  and  since  he  is  vitaliy 
concerned  with  that  case.  I  am  sure  ne 
has  read  again  and  again  the  opinion 
in  Ihe  case. 

Has  the  Senator  from  Texas  read  in 
that  decision  the  following  language: 

As  an  affirmative  defense  Texas  asserts 
that  as  an  Independent  nation,  the  Repub- 
lic of  Texas  had  open,  adverse,  and  exclu- 
sive possession  and  exercised  Jurisdiction  and 
control  o\er  the  lands,  minerals,  etc..  under- 
lying that  part  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  within 
her  boundaries  established  at  3  marine 
leagues  from  shore  by  her  first  congress  and 
acquiesced  in  by  the  United  States  and 
other  major  nations;  that  when  Texas  was 
annexed  to  the  United  States  the  claim 
and  rights  of  Texas  to  this  lend,  minerals. 
etc.,  were  recognized  and  preserved  in  Texas; 
that  Texas  continued  as  a  State,  to  hold 
open,  adverse,  and  exclusive  possession.  Ju- 
risdiction, and  control  of  these  lands,  min- 
erals, etc..  without  dispute,  challenge,  or 
objection  by  the  United  States;  that  the 
United  States  has  recognized  and  acquiesced 
In  this  claim  and  these  rights:  that  Texas 
under  the  doctrine  of  prescription  has  estab- 
lished such  title,  ownership,  and  sovereign 
rights  m  the  area  as  preclude  the  graniii.g 
of  the  relief  prayed. 

As  a  second  affirmative  defense  Texas  al- 
leges that  there  was  an  agreement  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Texas 
that  upon  annexation  Texas  would  not  cede 
to  the  United  States  but  would  retain  all 
of  the  lands,  minerals,  etc.,  underlying  that 
part  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  within  the  orig- 
inal boundaries  of  the  Republic. 

As  a  third  affirmative  defense  Texas  as- 
serts that  the  United  States  acknowledged 
and  confirmed  the  3-league  boundary  of 
Texas  In  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  as  declared, 
established,  and  maintained  by  the  Repub- 
lic of  Texas  and  as  retained  by  Texas  under 
the   annexation   ^^eement. 

I  have  read  from  some  of  the  pas- 
sages of  the  decision. 

My  question  is,  If  the  Court  in  its 
decision  takes  note  of  the  fact  that  Texas 
had  three  aCBrmative  defenses,  how  did 
the  Court  get  those  affirmative-defense 
assertions,  unless  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  who  was  at  that  time  the  attor- 
ney general,  presented  that  material  to 
the  Court? 


Mr.  DANIEL.  By  the  pleadings  which 
were  filed  by  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Of  course. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Our  affirmative  de- 
fenses were  stated  in  the  pleadings. 
That  was  not  evidence.  We  wanted  to 
take  up  those  affirmative  defenses,  and 
hear  evidence  in  supp>ort  of  them.  The 
Supreme  Court  refused  to  hear  the  evi- 
dence. If  the  Senator  will  read  further 
in  the  opinion 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  I  have  read 
further. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  If  the  Senator  will  read 
far  enough  to  get  the  points  that  are 
against  that  argument,  as  well  as  those 
that  might  be  in  favor  of  the  argument, 
he  will  find  that  the  Court  said  that  it 
did  not  see  any  necessity  of  taking  evi- 
dence and  would  not  hear  any  evidence. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  rose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Would  the  Sena- 
tor permit  me^o  quote  that  portion  of 
the  decision?  ^ 

Mr.  DANIEL*  No ;  I  will  yield  only  for 
questions  that  may  be  propounded,  be- 
cau.se  the  Senator  can  bring  all  that  out 
in  his  own  argument,  I  believe,  without 
my  holding  ihe  floor  any  longer.  If  the 
Senator  has  a  question,  I  will  yield.  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Florida  has  a 
question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  this  ques- 
tion: Is  it  not  true  that  the  Court  said: 

If  there  vere  a  dispute  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  documents  and  the  answer  was  to  be 
found  in  diplomatic  correspondence,  con- 
temporary construction,  usage,  international 
law  and  the  like,  introduction  of  evidence 
and  a  full  hearing  would  he  essential. 

We  conclude,  however,  that  no  such  hear- 
ing is  required  In  this  case.  We  are  of  the 
view  that  the  equal-footing  clause  of  the 
Joint  resolution  annexing  Texas  to  the  Un- 
ion disposes  of  the  present  phase  of  the 
controversy. 

Is  the  Senator  familiar  with  that  lan- 
guage? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  familiar  with  that 
language,  and  have  told  the  Senate  about 
it.  The  Supreme  Court,  instead  of  hear- 
ing evidence,  used  the  words  "equal  foot- 
ing." contained  in  the  mere  formal  reso- 
lution admitting  Texas  into  the  Union. 
It  used  those  words,  which  were  never 
submitted  to  Texas,  to  take  away  from 
Texas  in  exce.ss  cf  2  million  acres  of  land 
which  Texas  had  owned,  but  which  the 
Court  held  should  go  to  the  United 
States.  I  have  gone  into  all  that,  and 
I  have  shown  that  such  interpretation  is 
contrary  to  the  express  terms  of  the 
annexation  agreement. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida for  a  question. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator,  but  my  question 
would  have  been  addressed  to  bringing 
out  the  fact  which  I  think  has  now  been 
made  clear,  namely,  that  the  Supreme 
Court  declined  to  hear  evidence,  declined 
to  take  depositions,  and  declined  to  grant 
the  motion  of  the  State  of  Texas  for  the 
appointment  of  a  special  master,  all  be- 
cause of  the  ruling  of  the  Court  tha^— 

We  are  of  the  view  that  the  equal-footing 
clause  of  the  Joint  resolution  annexing  Texas 
to  the  Union  disposes  ol  the  present  phase 
of  the  controversy. 
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It  specifically  declined  to  hear  any  tes- 
timony in  support  of  the  three  affirma- 
tive defenses,  which  have  been  read  into 
the  record  out  of  the  pleadings  as  cited 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Is  the  Senator  from  Florida  correct  in 
his  understanding  that  the  niling  of  the 
Supreme  Court  was  to  the  effect  that  no 
depositions  could  be  taken,  that  no  mas- 
ter could  be  appointed,  no  evidence  could 
be  offered,  and  all  because  of  the  fact 
that  the  Court  had  made  up  its  mind 
that  its  ruling  on  the  equal-footing  phase 
of  the  situation  made  it  unnecessary  to 
take  any  evidence  in  the  case? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Florida  also  correct  in  his  understanding 
that,  by  that  ruling,  the  State  of  Texas 
was  precluded  from  affirming  or  support- 
ing or  maintaining  any  of  the  affirmative 
defenses  which  it  set  forth  in  its  able  an- 
swer, and  which  it  stood  ready  to  defend 
and  sustain,  had  it  been  allowed  to  offer 
evidence? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  correct  as  to  all 
of  the  defenses,  which  were  based  upon 
evidence. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  will  yield  in  a  mo- 
ment.    While  we  are  on  the  subject  of 
"equal  footing,"  I  should  like  to  state  for 
the  record  that  throughout  the  history 
of  this  country  the  words  'equal  footing" 
have  been  held  by  our  courts  to  apply  to 
pohtical    rights,    and    not    to    property 
rights;    certainly   not   to   any   property 
rights  that  would  be  taken  away  from 
States  and  granted  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment.    We  find  that  in  the  negotia- 
tions for  tile  annexation  of  Texas  there 
was    an    alternative    clause,    section    3. 
which  would  provide  for  further  nego- 
tiation of  a  treaty  and   terms  entirely 
diffeient  from  sections   1  and  2  which 
were  actually  submitted  and  accepted. 
Equal  footing  was  mentioned  in  the  al- 
ternative and  unused  section  3  of  the 
March    1,    1835.   resolution,    but   it   was 
never  submitted  to  Texas  and  was  never 
agreed  to  by  Texas.    The  closest  the  ne- 
gotiators ever  come  to  mentioning  "equal 
footing"  was  when  the  negotiator  for  the 
United  States  had  an  instrument,  on  the 
original  copy  of  which  he  had  written  the 
words  "equal  footing."    He  struck  out  the 
words  "equal  footing'*  and  in  their  place 
Inserted  "the  most  favorable  footing."    I 
get  that  from  the   State  Department's 
own  records,  from  which  I  quoted. 

Texas  never  had  the  words  "equal 
footing"  submitted  to  it  as  a  part  of  the 
agreement.  It  never  considered  the 
words  at  all,  and  certainly  no  one  ever 
dreamed  that  those  words,  inserted  in 
the  subsequent  joint  resolution  which 
was  passed  by  Congress  as  a  mere 
formality,  would  be  used  later  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  used  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  to  take  away  property 
which  it  was  theretofore  agreed  Texas 
should  retain. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  my  colleague, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  could  not  let  this  opportunity 
pass  without  commending  my  colleague 
for  the   very  able  and  thorough  and 


patient  manner  In  which  he  has  made 
his  great  presentation  of  this  subject. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  heard  a 
cause  more  ably  and  eloquently  pre- 
sented. I  only  regret  that  every  Member 
of  the  Senate  could  not  have  been  here 
to  hear  the  Junior  Senator  from  Texas 
this  afternoon.  I  believe  I  can  with 
certainty  speak  for  the  8  million  people 
of  our  State  in  saying  that  we  are  very. 
very  proud  of  the  tolerance  tlie  Senator 
has  shown,  and  of  the  able  manner  in 
which  he  has  handled  him.self.  I  think 
the  Senator  has  really  been  devastating 
in  some  of  the  answers  he  has  made  to 
some  of  the  artiuments  advanced. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  wants  to  thank  the  .senior 
Senator  from  Texas.  I  fear  he  i.s  a  little 
bit  prejudiced,  but  I  do  appreciate  his 
very  kind  remarks. 

Mr.  LONG.  M..  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield ':' 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
form  Loi.ii>i;  na. 

Mr.  LONG  I  wish  to  conpratulat" 
the  Senator  from  Texa.s  upon  the  very 
able  argument  he  ha.s  made  on  the  sub- 
merged lands  is5ue.  and  abo  upon  the 
manner  in  which  he  conducted  him.self 
during  the  hearings  on  thi.s  matter,  in 
seeing  that  all  the  evidence  was  de- 
veloped, in  seeing  that  the  ca.se  was  fully 
presented,  and  in  seeing  that  the  very 
voluminous  hearings,  which  we  have 
before  us,  reflected  all  the  evidence 
available  and  which  could  be  obtained. 
I  believe  that  he  has  given  perhaps  the 
best  presentation  of  the  argument  for 
the  submerged  lands  ca.se  on  the  States" 
side  that  I  have  heard  presented  before 
the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  DANIEL  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  MURRAY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  a.-k 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana whether  he  will  yield  to  me  for 
about  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  If  it  does  not  mean 
that  I  lose  the  floor,  I  shall  be  very  ylad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr 
M.ANSFiELD  m  th(?  chair).  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  rec- 
ognized for  5  minutes. 


WILLIAM    HOWARD    TAFT    III. 
AMBAGGADOR  TO  IRELAND 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  la.st 
week  the  Senate  advi.sed  and  con^^ented 
to  the  nomination  of  William  Howard 
Taft  III  to  be  the  United  States  Ambas- 
sador to  the  Republic  of  Ireland.  I 
heartily  concur  in  this  action.  I  had  in- 
tended to  make  an  observation  or  two  on 
this  nomination  at  the  time  but  almost 
constant  attendance  on  a  variety  of  com- 
mittee meetings  at  the  time  made  it  in- 
opportune. I  do  wish  to  detain  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  for  a  few  moments 
to  felicitate  our  country  as  well  as  the 
Republic  of  Ireland  on  the  wisdom  and 
timeliness  of  this  choice. 

As  a  general  thing,  I  believe  it  may  be 
safely  said  that  the  kind  of  a  foreign 
minister  who  is  most  likely  to  succeed  in 
behalf  of  his  country  is  one  who  not  only 
knows  the  culture,  traditions,  history 
and  policy  of  his  own  country  but  also 


that  of  the  country  to  which  he  is  as- 
signed. By  this  standard.  WiUiam  How- 
ard Taft  III  is  destined  not  only  for  suc- 
cess in  this  field  but  will  make  a  real  con- 
tribution to  closer  and  better  rclation- 
shipxs  with  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Certainly  one  of  his  primary  duties 
will  be  to  bring  the  American  viewpoint 
to  the  Irish  people.  This  cannot  be  done 
by  mere  formal  pronouncements,  social 
displav,  or  an  aloof  manner.  It  must  be 
done  through  contact  with  every  facet  of 
Irish  life  and  activity.  To  this  task,  Mr. 
Taft  brines  a  singular  talent. 

After  securinK  his  bachelor's  degree  at 
Yale  and  hi.^  doctor'.s  degree  in  literature 
at  Princeton,  he  returned  to  Yale  to 
teach  after  servip.g  with  Central  Intelh- 
t;ence.  and  during  that  time  made  a  sus- 
tained study  of  Iri.sh  literature,  history, 
and  lan"ua«e  He  is  quite  proficient  in 
Gaelic  No  attribute  is  so  appealing  to 
a  Tuition  a.'-  to  have  a  representative  who 
knows  their  country,  their  aspirations, 
their  viewpv'int.  and  the  problems  which 
are  mhtient  m  national  character. 
There  could  be  no  better  background  for 
foreicn  '-ei  vice  than  this. 

But  Mr  Taft's  back"round  Is  not  a 
mere  matter  of  academic  study,  becau.se 
he  had  a  su.-^tained  opportunity  to  ap- 
ply and  utilize  it  in  the  very  country  to 
which  lie  k'ot'S  In  1948.  he  was  as- 
siKn'^d  to  Ireland  as  special  assistant  to 
the  Chif'f  of  the  ECA  Mi.ssion.  This  gave 
him  3  \ears  of  opportunity  to  study  the 
economic  problems  of  Ireland,  maintain 
clo.se  conuict  with  the  United  States  Em- 
ba.-sy.  to  become  acquainted  with  Irish 
officials,  and  to  make  useful  contacts 
with  the  people  in  all  walks  of  life  He 
has  spoken  to  a  f^reat  variety  of  groups 
in  every  one  of  the  26  countie.s.  These 
include  c'lambers  of  commerce,  business 
and  industrial  groups,  labor  unions,  farm 
clubs,  students,  and  others.  These  con- 
tacts not  only  provided  him  with  an  op- 
portunity to  apprai.se  Iri.sh  reaction  to 
the  problems  of  the  day  but  gave  the 
people  a  chance  to  a.s-css  him  and  the 
viewpoint  which  he  brings  to  them.  He 
is  no  stranger  to  Ireland.  He  has  al- 
ready found  a  place  in  their  respect  and 
their  affection. 

But  his  special  fltness  for  Uiis  particu- 
lar a.ssignment  does  not  stop  tliere.  As 
special  a.'^i.-,tant  to  the  thief  of  the  ECA 
mission  in  Dublin,  he  was  called  upon 
frequently  to  exercise  responsibility  at 
niuny  levels.  Because  the  mission  was 
small,  he  wu.s  called  upon  to  perform  a 
vanity  of  administrative  and  negotia- 
tion ta.5ks.  This  meant  serving  as  the 
mission  information  officer,  its  con- 
troller, its  technical  assistance  officer  on 
]i.bor  and  industry.  In  this  connection, 
he  had  frequent  opportunity  to  meet  and 
negotiate  with  members  of  the  Irish  Cab- 
inet and  other  officials  and  to  get  a  com- 
prehensive concept  of  the  economic 
problems  and  what  is  necessary  to  prop- 
erly encourage  proi,'rams  in  the  field  of 
tourism,  mineral  development,  and  other 
fields  for  the  advancement  of  Irish  prog- 
ress and  the  improvement  of  Irish- 
American  relations. 

One  other  fact  .should  be  added  to  this 
recital.  Becau.se  there  was  but  a  modest 
ECA  mission  in  Dublin,  it  was  in  close 
and  consUint  contact  with  our  Embassy 
and    Foriegn    Service    personnel.     This 
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provided  diplomatic  experience  on  a 
broad  scale  and  a  thorough  working 
knowledge  of  the  duties  and  resjxinsibil- 
ities  which  go  witl  our  Embassy  in 
Dublin. 

Today  William  Hovard  Taft  III  is  well 
known  to  Iri.sh  officialdom,  to  the  Irish 
pi-ess.  and  to  Irishmen  in  all  walks  of 
life.  To  all  this,  h<  brings  one  other 
advanLape.  tliat  of  a  young  faraily.  He 
himself  IS  a  youn^'  m^n.  The  youngsters 
tiiat  he  and  Mrs.  Tuft  will  take  to  Dublin 
will  be  a  real  diplomatic  a.^set.  Children 
can  open  doors  when  diplomatic  subtlety 
falls. 

On  the  ba:.is  of  th<'  record,  It  may  be 
sjiid  therefore  that  no  appointee  in 
llie  whole  diplomat!:  service  is  better 
equipped  for  his  task  than  William  How- 
urd  Taft  and  to  it  all  there  must  be 
added  a  scholarly  mind,  twundless  en- 
ergy, impeccable  cha  -acter.  and  a  thor- 
ouKhgomg  American  viewpoint. 

And  when  he  land,  in  Dublin,  he  will 
be  saluted  in  Gaelic,  they  will  wish  him 
the  top  of  the  mori  ing.  and  probably 
.shout.  'Up  the  OTa!:e." 

And  there  will  be  some  reason.  Up 
in  the  Nutmeg  Stale  they  can  tell  you 
alx)ut  Uie  original  Feter  Taft  and  the 
Aiphonsos.  one  of  whom  used  to  walk 
from  tlie  village  of  Townsend  to  Yaia 
Uiuversily  and  back  each  year,  a  journey 
which  took  lum  fior.i  one  boundary  of 
the  State  to  the  othe  •.  It  was  Alphonso 
wlio  left  New  Englai  d  to  go  to  Cincin- 
nati. He  was  the  father  of  President 
Taft.  Uie  grandfathei  of  Majority  Leader 
Taft  and  the  «reat  grandfather  of  Am- 
ba.s.sador  Tuft.  And  up  in  Uie  Nutmeg 
Sute  they  still  refer  to  the  family  as 
the  OTaffes  And  so  in  Dublin  they  will 
be  happy  about  a  yaung  man  with  a 
ureat  family  tradition.  And  as  he  and 
his  fine  young  family  take  over  the  Em- 
bassy in  Phoenix  Pa:k  tliere  will  be  a 
hoasewarming  to  wa -m  the  cockles  of 
the  heart  and  they  ihall  say  "Up  the 
OTaffe."  That  will  enrich  the  Irish- 
American  relationship. 

Mr  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  th«'  statement  made 
by  the  disline\iished  Senator  from  1111- 
noLs  (Mr.  DiFKSENl.  and  I  am  sure  we 
are  all  very  plea.sed  with  the  caliber. 
attainments,  and  ability  of  our  new 
Amba-s-sador  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Montana. 


TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  SL^MERGED 
LANDS 

The  Senate  re.sumed  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  13)  to 
confirm  and  establish  the  titles  of  the 
States  to  lands  beneath  navigable  waters 
within  State  boundaries  and  to  the  nat- 
ural resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters,  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
control  of  said  lands  and  resources. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr  President.  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  discuss  some 
phases  of  the  pending  legislation.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  IJ.  the  so-called 
Submerged  Lands  Act. 

I  intend.  In  openinf .  just  to  glance  at 
the  basic  subject  befoi*  the  Senate  and  I 
Intend,  later.  In  the  ccurse  of  my  discus- 
sion, to  go  further  into  details. 


Tliis  measure  proposes  to  grant  to  the 
States  of  California,  Texas,  and  Louisi- 
ana valuable  oil  and  gas  deposits  discov- 
ered in  the  Continental  Shelf,  which 
extends  from  their  coasthnes  for  varying 
distances  out  under  the  seas.  These 
coastal  States  have  for  a  number  of 
years  been  claiming  title  to  and  own- 
ership in  these  submerged  deposits 
within  what  they  term  their  "historic 
boundaries."  They  had  undertaken  to 
carry  on  programs  for  administering  and 
developing  these  deposits.  I  shall  go 
into  tliese  claims  of  title  in  greater  detail 
at  a  later  time  in  the  course  of  my 
remarks. 

The  United  States  Government,  how- 
ever, claimed  paramount  nahts  and  full 
dominion  over  these  submerged  lands 
and  the  valuable  oil  and  gas  deposits 
found  therein. 

In  order  to  determine  the  question  of 
dominion  and  control  over  these  re- 
sources, the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of 
the  United  States  caused  suits  to  be 
brought  in  the  United  States  courts  to 
settle  this  question.  While  these  cases 
were  pendinu  in  court,  the  States  of  Cali- 
fornia. Texas,  and  Louisiana  sought  to 
defeat  the  purposes  of  that  litigation  by 
having  Congress  enact  legislation  pur- 
porting to  quitclaim  to  them  all  the 
rishts  of  the  United  States  in  and  to  said 
deposits.  Legislation  of  this  character 
was  put  through  the  Congress  while  these 
suits  were  pending,  but  it  was  vetoed  by 
President  Truman  during  his  admin- 
istration. Finally,  these  suits  were 
heard  by  tlie  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  which  determined  by 
final  decree  the  question  of  dominion 
over  and  control  of  these  mineral  re- 
sources in  three  decisions  dealing  with 
California— 1947 — Louisiana — 1950 — and 
Te.xas— 1950. 

The  decrees  entered  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  thes2  cases 
declared  that  the  United  States  has 
paramount  rights  in  and  full  dominion 
and  power  over  the  lands,  minerals,  and 
other  things  in  the  offshore  areas  where 
these  mineral  deposits  were  found,  and 
that  the  coastal  States  do  not  own  and 
never  did  own  such  submerged  lands  or 
have  title  to  the  oil  and  other  mineral 
deposits  that  may  be  found  therein. 
The  Supreme  Court  used  identical  lan- 
guage in  all  three  decrees,  declaring  that 
the  States  have  "no  title  thereto  or  prop- 
erty interest  therein."  The  States  of 
California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  now 
seek  to  overrule  and  reverse  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Supreme  Court  through  the 
enactment  of  the  legislation  proposed  in 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 

It  must  be  apparent  at  once  that  this 
proposed  reversal  of  the  rulings  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  granting  of  title  to 
these  valuable  oil  deposits  to  the  claim- 
ant States  places  a  grave  responsibility 
upon  the  members  of  this  body.  As 
Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  we  must  realize  that  w'e  are  serv- 
ing in  the  nature  of  trustees  of  this  vast 
underseas  wealth,  and  in  the  years  to 
come  we  will  be  called  upon  to  account 
for  our  stewardship.  If  we  fail  to  con- 
serve this  great  reservoir  of  wealth  In 
gas  and  oil  which  the  Supreme  Court 
holds  belongs  to  the  United  States,  and 
If  we  permit  It  to  be  diverted  from  ita 


proper  use  in  the  defense,  security,  and 
welfare  of  our  country,  we  will  have  com- 
mitted a  tragic  error.  We  will  be  guilty 
of  a  flagrant  failure  of  duty  and  respon- 
sibility to  the  people.  The  tremendous 
national  debt  that  our  country  has  ac- 
cumulated, and  the  need  of  conservation 
of  our  resources  and  wealth  for  the  de- 
fense and  security  of  our  country  and 
the  welfare  of  our  people,  present  a  mat- 
ter of  the  gravest  concern. 

Notwithstanding  all  the  high-sound- 
ing phrases  about  "historical  bound- 
aries" and  the  fanciful  claims,  asser- 
tions, and  pretensions  of  these  Suites 
regarding  their  so-called  historic  rights 
and  their  so-called  sovereignty,  they 
failed  in  the  hearings  held  t)efore  the 
Senate  committee  to  estabhsh  any  legal 
right  or  interest  whatsoever  in  these  off- 
shore depKJsits.  They  seem  to  assert, 
however,  that  they  have  some  claim  of 
equity  to  this  offshore  wealth.  They  as- 
sert that  ever  since  these  oil  deposits 
were  discovered  in  the  Continental 
Shelf,  the  States  of  California.  Texas, 
and  Louisiana  always  thought  that  they 
possessed  a  just  claim  and  title  to  them, 
and  on  that  assumption  they  have  un- 
dertaken to  explore,  administer,  and  de- 
velop these  deposits  through  leases  and 
contracts  for  such  development. 

THE   ISSUI   BECOMES    A    POLITICAL   FOOTBALl 

In  the  face  of  the  decisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  the 
proponents  of  this  legislation  have  con- 
tinued to  press  for  its  enactment.  This 
struggle  to  gain  control  and  dominion 
over  these  valuable  oil  deposits  soon  de- 
veloped into  a  hot  political  issue.  Politi- 
cal bargaining  began  in  earnest.  Twice 
this  sort  of  legislation  had  been  forced 
through  the  Congress,  but  in  each  in- 
stance it  met  a  presidential  veto.  Still, 
the  political  phase  of  the  struggle  con- 
tinued. Politicians  and  oil  speculators 
bet;ame  liighly  excited  over  the  issue.  In 
the  presidential  election  campaign  of 
1952  General  Eisenhower  was  induced  to 
promise  that  if  he  were  elected  he  would 
sign  any  bill  that  would  be  put  through 
the  Congress  giving  Cahfornia,  Texas, 
and  Louisiana  these  valuable  oil  and  gas 
deposits.  Then  the  poUtical  drums  be- 
gan to  beat  in  earnest. 

I  am  confident  that  General  Eisen- 
hower did  not  choose  to  get  involved  in 
this  political  war  between  the  States.  He 
was  the  victim  of  his  political  friends 
and  advisers.  In  the  midst  of  his  cam- 
paign he  was  confronted  with  this  issue 
and,  under  political  pressure,  induced  to 
promise  his  support  and  his  signature  if 
the  legislation  were  enacted.  I  have  a 
letter  from  a  prominent  citizen  of  Texas 
in  which  he  says  the  President  was  terri- 
bly imposed  upon.  It  was  contrary  to  his 
character  to  make  such  an  agreement  in 
the  election  campaign,  and  it  is  only  fair 
that  he  should  be  released  from  it.  He 
can  be  released  from  it  by  defeating  the 
p>ending  measure. 

The  proponents  of  the  pending  meas- 
ure seem  to  be  laboring  under  tlie  mis- 
taken notion  that  the  States  of  Cah- 
fornia, Texas,  and  Louisiana  have  ac- 
quired some  sort  of  an  equity  which 
would  give  them  the  right  to  have  Con- 
gress turn  over  these  oil  deposits  in  dis- 
pute and  deprive  the  remaining  45  States 
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of    the    Nation    of    any    ptrcicipation 

therein. 

We  have  listened  during  the  day  to  the 
very  able  arguments  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  in  which 
he  discussed  the  cases  in  the  Supreme 
Court  and  undertook  to  convince  the 
Senate  that  the  States  concerned  did  not 
receive  a  fair  hearing  before  that  Court 
and  were  denied  the  right  to  present 
facts  which  they  deemed  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  justify  a  decison  in  their  favor 
by  the  Supreme  Court.  That  argument 
is  questioned  by  many  Senators  who  have 
been  studying  this  matter  and  who  be- 
lieve that  the  rulings  of  the  Supreme 
Court  were  correct  and  sound  in  every 
particular. 

Of  course.  Congress  should  not  perpe- 
trate such  an  injustice.  All  the  remain- 
ing States  are  as  much  entitled  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  proceeds  derived  from 
the  administration  of  these  huge  oil  de- 
posits as  the  three  States  of  California, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana.  The  three  claim- 
ant States,  however,  are  dissatisfied  with 
the  Supreme  Court  decisions  and  ask 
that  they  be  overruled  and  reversed  by 
this  legislation. 

Eharing  the  course  of  hearings  on  this 
legislation  the  present  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  Herbert  Brownell. 
Jr..  the  highest  legal  officer  of  the  Eisen- 
hower administration,  stated  that  to 
undertake  to  quitclaim  this  property  to 
the  aforesaid  States  would  raise  a  con- 
stitutional question.  He  advised  that 
some  scheme  or  method  might  be  used 
to  accomplish  the  same  result  while,  at 
the  same  time,  avoiding  the  constitu- 
tional bar. 

Thereupon,  the  proponents  of  this  leg- 
islation, with  the  assistance  of  Attorney 
General  Brownell,  prepared  the  pending 
measure.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 
which  .seems  to  take  two  stabs  at  the 
problem.  First,  it  undertakes  to  grant 
title  directly  to  these  States.  If  the  di- 
rect grant  of  title  is  unconstitutional 
and  void,  then,  as  an  alternative,  the 
measure  purports  to  give  these  three 
States  the  full  and  complete  right  to  ad- 
minister and  develop  the  oil  deposits 
found  in  the  marginal  seas  and  retain 
all  the  proceeds  therefrom.  This,  of 
course,  would  exclude  the  45  remaining 
States  from  any  participation  whatever. 
The  proponents  of  this  legislation  feel 
that  by  this  procedure  they  would  avoid 
the  constitutional  question  arising  out 
of  granting  direct  title  to  the  States.  By 
this  alternative  method  they  would  give 
these  States  all  the  fruits  of  title  by  al- 
lowing them  to  retain  all  the  proceeds 
gained  from  the  administration  and  de- 
velopment of  these  valuable  oil  deposits. 
This,  of  course,  would  be  an  apparent 
subterfuge,  a  plain  effort  to  avoid  the 
constitutional  bar. 

Against  this  background  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson],  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson],  and  I 
have  filed  a  minority  report  expressing 
our  strong  opposition  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  13.  reported  by  the  majority 
of  the  committee.  We  recommended  the 
enactment  of  S.  107.  sponsored  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
which  provides  that  these  offshore  oil 
deposits  shall  be  administered  by  the 


Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  shall  be  de- 
veloped for  our  national  defense  and 
other  purpKJses  beneficial  to  the  Nation. 
The  Anderson  amendment  provides  that 
37 '/2  percent  of  the  royalties  derived 
from  these  vast  resources  shall  be  pro- 
portionately allotted  to  the  48  States. 
We  also  recommend  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  to  S.  107.  sp>on.sored  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill]  and  21  other  Senators  from 
both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

The  Hill  amendment  provides  that — 

All  other  moneys  received  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  held  In  a  special 
account  in  the  Treasury  during?  the  present 
national  emergency  and,  until  the  Coiigre.s.s 
shall  otherwise  provide,  the  moneys  m  such 
special  account  shrill  be  u«ed  only  f>)r  sU(  h 
urgent  developments  essential  to  the  n.i- 
tlonal  defense  and  national  security  as  the 
Congress  may  determine  and  thereafter  shall 
be  used  exclusively  as  grants-in-aid  of  pri- 
mary, secondary,   and   higher  edULation. 

The  Hill  amendment  provides  further 
thatr— 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  State  or 
political  subdivision  or  grantee  thereol  hav- 
ing issued  any  mineral  lea.^e  or  prant.  or 
leases  or  grants,  covering  submerged  lund.j  of 
the  Continental  Shelf  to  file  with  the  Att^ir- 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  on  or  b<»- 
fore  December  31.  1953,  a  statement  of  th«> 
moneys  or  other  things  of  value  received  by 
such  State  or  pollti  al  subdivision  or  grantee 
from  or  on  account  of  such  lease  or  grant,  or 
leases  or  grants,  since  January  1,  1940.  and 
the  Attorney  General  shall  submit  the  state- 
ments so  received  'o  the  Congress  nut  later 
than  February  1.  1954. 

SERIOUS  QUESTIONS  .ARE  R.'MSID  BY  THIS  PSOPOSED 
CIVE-AW  VT    LEGISLATION 

First.  Has  Congress  the  moral  ri-iht 
to  give  away  to  3  States  the  share  of 
the  people  of  45  States  in  their  heritage 
under  the  marginal  seas? 

Second.  Has  the  Federal  Governmont. 
weighted  as  it  is  with  vast  rebpon.sib:]i- 
ties  and  expense,  the  right  to  uive  away 
valuable  assets  and  sources  of  revenue 
which  would  relieve  tax  burdens  and 
provide  for  the  national  defense? 

Third.  Have  3  States  the  right  to 
all  benefits  from  assets  in  the  marmnal 
seas  while  taxpayers  of  48  Stateo  must 
support  and  regulate  navigation,  com- 
merce, and  international  relatior.s  in  this 
area,  as  well  a.s  provide  proLecticn  by  the 
Coast  Guard  in  peacetime  and  full-^caie 
defense  in  time  of  war? 

Fourth.  Has  Congress  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  give  title  of  the  marginal 
seabed  to  individual  States  when  the 
Supreme  Court  has  repeatedly  held  that 
such  lands  belong  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, by  virtue  of  its  national  external 
sovereignty,  and  the  Justice  Department 
under  Democratic  and  Republican  ad- 
ministrations ha.s  warned  us  that  such 
a  grant  may  be  unconstitutional? 

Fifth.  Has  Congress  the  right  to  ex- 
tend any  offshore  boundaries,  as  this  leg- 
islation does,  beyond  the  3-mile  limit,  an 
extension  which  the  State  Department 
has  just  told  us  violates  international 
law? 

Sixth.  Does  the  Senate  intend  to  re- 
pudiate a  joint  resolution  introduced  by 
Senator  Nye  and  adopted  unanimously 
by  the  Senate  on  August  19,  1937,  that 
authorized  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  "to  assert,  maintain,  and 


establish  the  title  and  possession  of  the 
United  States  to  the  submerged  lands 
aforesaid,  and  all  petroleum  deposits 
underlying  the  same ;  to  stop  and  prevent 
the  taking  or  removing  of  petroleum 
products  by  others  than  the  United 
Slates  from  the  .said  submerged  lands'? 

Seventh.  Do  Senators  wish  to  over- 
ride the  clear  words  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  ca.se  of  United  States  v. 
Texas  (1950>.  namely: 

("•nc  >  a  Inw-water  mark  Is  passed  the  In- 
te.  lational  domain  Is  reached.  Property 
rights  must  then  be  so  subordintited  to  po- 
litical rights  as  in  substance  to  coalesce  and 
uiute  In  the  nHtmnHl  sovereign  •  •  •.  If 
the  property,  whatever  it  may  be,  lies  sea- 
ward of  the  low-water  maric.  Its  use,  dl«po» 
siti'^n  m'i;:a:remenf  and  control  involve  na- 
tional Interests  and  national  respnnsibliltiea. 

Bffure  di.scu.^slng  the  details  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13.  1  would  first  like  to 
review  some  of  the  high  points  In  the 
background  of  thi.s  controversy,  and  in- 
dicate some  uf  the  facLs  on  the  great 
value  of  the  otT.-ihore  mineral  resources. 

I  will  then  endeavor  to  demonstrate 
that  the  eiu\ctmt'nl  of  this  legi.slation, 
even  if  it  were  upheld  in  the  courts — • 
which  Is  highly  doubtful — would  have 
the  foHowinn  six  di.sa.strous  effects: 

Fir.st  It  would  weaken  the  security  of 
the  United  States. 

Second.  It  would  encourace  extrava- 
gant boundary  claims  by  Russia  and 
other  nations. 

Third.  It  would  undermine  the  Fed- 
eral Governments  power  program 

Fourth  It  would  imperil  the  United 
States  fi.'^hing  Indu.stry. 

Fifth,  It  would  set  off  a  chain  reaction 
of  other  giveaways  of  the  public  domain. 

Sixth  Since  it  does  not  define  Scate 
t)oundaries.  it  would  produce  endless  liti- 
gation over  the  extent  of  the  oil  lands 
which  are  given  to  the  States, 

I     THE    BACKCBOIND    or    THIS    COVCINMETTr 

FEDERAL     CONTROL     Or     orrSHOKK     LANDS     FIKST 
EbTABLI.SHLO    BT    THO.MAS    jrjTEaSON 

In  1793  Thomas  Jefferson,  who  waa 
then  Secretary  of  State,  put  forward  the 
first  official  American  claim  for  a  3-mile 
zone  off  the  coast  of  the  United  States. 
This  claim  won  general  international 
acceptance. 

During  the  decades  that  followed  many 
controversies  develop>ed  over  the  cont/ol 
of  tideland.s,  that  is,  the  lands  between 
the  points  of  hh:h  and  low  tide,  and  the 
beds  of  navigable  inland  waters.  They 
were  settled  in  a  long  series  of  Supreme 
Court  decisions  which  established  control 
of  such  lands  in  the  hands  of  the  States. 
But  none  of  those  decisions  dealt  with 
the  submerged  lands  of  the  Continental 
Shelf,  which  begins  at  the  point  of  low 
tide  and  extends  out  to  the  sea. 

CONGRESS    AFFIRMED    UNITED    STATES    RIGHTS    TO 
PUBLIC    LAND    IN    ADMISSION    OF   CALIFORNIA 

On  September  9,  1850,  Congress,  in 
admitting  Californi:  to  the  Union,  speci- 
fied that 


The  people  of  said  State,  through  their 
legislature  or  otherwise,  shall  never  Inter- 
fere with  the  primary  disposal  of  the  public 
lands  within  its  llmitji,  and  shall  pass  no 
law  and  do  no  act  whereby  the  title  of  the 
United  States  to,  and  right  to  dlspoae  of 
the  same  shall  be  Impaired  or  questioned; 
and  that  they  shall  never  lay  any  tax  or 
assessment   of    any    descrlptlou    whatsoever 
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upon    the     public    dom  iln    of     tiie    United 
Ktates 

WirH     DLsroVERT     OF     OIL.    QUESTION    OF    UCUTS 
Bt.CAMK   IMI  OBTANT 

It  was  not  until  th;  discovery  of  im- 
portant oil  deposits  In  the  Continental 
hhclf  that  the  question  of  rights  in  such 
.Mibm(rged  lands  became  important.  The 
a  -ertion  of  claims  to  the  Continental 
.•■  h«  If  by  the  States  (f  California.  Lou- 
i.i-ana  and  Texas,  and  the  issuance  of 
o.l  and  gas  leases  on  Continental  Shelf 
lands  by  these  States  beginning  as  early 
a  ,  the  1920's  in  the  ?a.se  of  California, 
as  I  have  heretofore  stated,  led  to  the 
institution  of  htigaticn  aKain.si  them  by 
ll.e  Federal  Governm-nt  for  the  purpo.se 
(.1  having  the  Supreme  Court  decide 
whether  the  UniU-d  S.ates  or  the  several 
oasial  States  had  ll  e  right  to  develop 
the  oil  and  pas  dep<  sits  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

SfPREME    COURT     AFIIR.IS      AND     REAETIRMS, 
FEDERAL      UCHTS 

The  Supreme  Couit  .settled  the  ques- 
tion of  control  over  and  ri^;hts  in  the 
Continental  Shelf  and  its  mineral  re- 
souices  in  three  d'CMon*  deahne  with 
California  1947;  Lojisiana.  1950.  and 
Ttxas,   1950 

The  decrees  of  thi'  Court  held,  as  I 
have  heretofore  stated,  that  the  United 
States  of  .■\menca  hA^  -paramount  rights 
in,  and  full  dominio  i  anil  powrr  over, 
the  lands,  minerals,  and  oth'r  things" 
lu  the  C'ff^^hore  area  and  that  the  coastal 
States,  as  .^uch,  do  rot  own  and  never 
d^d  own  such  stibm-Tued  lands  The 
Court  used  Identica  lantuaiie  in  a'.l 
three  decrees,  declaring  that  the  Stales 
have  "no  title  there'o  or  property  in- 
tt n  .^t   therein  " 

In  another  decision,  the  Court  pointed 
out  that — 

Neither  the  T>i!rtern  Orlfrinal  Colonies 
r'T  thrlr  sucr»~vor  i^  Mtes  8eparal4.-ly  a< - 
quired  •ownerRhlp"  of  the  S-mlle  bell 
(Toorricr  v    Wit£cU  (334   US    :',85 )  ). 

GIVEAWAT    LFCISLATI  'M    TWICE    VETOED 

The  advocates  of  granting  title  to 
the.se  lands  to  the  thr''C  States  attempted 
in  1946  to  fore-' tall  Supreme  Court  ac- 
tion through  kT,i.slat:on  to  give  the  off- 
sliorc  lands  of  the  C)ntinenlal  Shelf  to 
the  coastal  States.  This  effort  was  de- 
feated by  a  Presidenual  veto. 

After  the  Supremo  Court  had  acted, 
the  give-away  advocates  attempted  to 
nullify  the  effect  of  the  decisions.  In 
1952  this  effort  was  also  defeated  by  a 
Presidential  veto. 

FKDERAL  CoVrRN.ME.NT  t•7i^BLE  TO  LEA.SE  CONTl- 
NfNTAL  SHLLF  LA.NDt  FOB  MINERAL  DEV  El— 
OIMENT 

In  1947  the  Solicitor  of  the  Interior 
Department  ruled  that  the  Mineral 
Lea:.ing  Act  of  1920  was  not  applicable 
to  the  submerged  hinds  of  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf.  This  r  iling  was  contested 
in  a  number  of  court  cases.  These  cases 
have  not  as  yet  been  finally  decided. 

It  became  evident,  therefore,  that 
Federal  legislation  nas  needed  if  the 
Federal  Government  were  to  develop  the 
offshore  oil  and  ga:i  resources  of  the 
Continental  Shelf.  The  enactment  of 
such  legislation,  however,  has  been  pre- 
vented by  the  opposition  of  the  give- 
away advocates.  As  a  result,  the  proper 
development  of  the  offshore  oil  and  gas 
resources  has  been  stalled. 


LOUISIANA  AND  TEXAS  DXTIEO  THE  SUPREME 
COUBT 

When  the  Supreme  Court  was  con- 
sidering the  California  case  Louisiana 
and  Texas  intervened  and  presented 
their  views  to  the  Court.  After  the  case 
was  decided  in  favor  of  the  United 
States,  Louisiana  and  Texas  defied  the 
Supreme  Court  ruling.  Louisiana  con- 
tinued to  issue  oil  and  gas  leases  on,  and 
Texas  initiated  a  program  of  leasing  for 
oil  production.  Continental  Shelf  lands, 
including  lands  situated  seaward  of  their 
so-called  historic  boundaries.  These 
States  profited  by  many  millions  of  dol- 
lars, even  after  it  was  clear  from  the 
Supreme  Court's  ruling  in  the  Louisiana 
case,  that  they  were  trespa.ssing  on 
property  belonging  to  all  the  people  of 
the  United  Stales.  Pa.ssage  of  quitclaim 
le,4i.slation  would  put  a  premium  on  de- 
liberate defiance  of  the  law. 

ATTORNEV     CENE:RAL     LRoWNKLL     WARN.S    AGAINST 
QUITCLAIM    LEGISLATION 

Attorney  General  Brownell  on  March 
2.  1953,  in  his  testimony  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 
advi.sed  again.st  giving  titl-e  to  any  mar- 
ginal .seas. 

Mr,  Brownell  stated: 

My  recommendation  would  mean,  in  lep'vl 
terms,  that  m.ster.d  of  granting  to  the  States 
a  blanket  qullciaim  title  to  the  submerged 
l.iTids  within  their  hi'^toric  boundaries,  the 
Feueriil  Gfnernment  would  grant  to  the 
States  oi.Iy  such  authority  required  for  the 
St.;te<;  to  administer  and  develop  the  natural 
resources, 

SEtBriARY     OF    STATE     DULLES     OPFO.sES     BOUND- 
ARIES EET-ND   3-MILE   LIMIT 

On  March  6,  1953,  in  a  letter  to  Sena- 
tor Henry  M.  Jaiicson,  of  the  Interior 
Committee,  Secretary  Dulles,  through 
an  Assistant  Secietary  of  State,  stated: 

Extension  of  the  boundary  of  a  State  be- 
yond the  3-rnile  limit  would  directly  co'iflict 
with  international   law. 

So  much  for  the  talk  in  the  giveaway 
bill  ol  historic  boundaries  which  go  be- 
yond the  Nation's  3-mile  limit. 

.NO   VALID   REASON    EVE«  ADVANCED   FOB  GIVEAWAT 
or    PUBLIC    TRUST   TO   STATES 

During  the  hearings  the  advocates  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  were  chal- 
lenged to  produce  a  sin;;le  valid  reason 
why  the  United  States  should  surrender 
its  vast  oil  properties  in  the  submerged 
lands  of  the  marginal  sea. 

They  undertook  to  submit  two  rea- 
sons: One  was  that  they  had  enjoyed 
such  rights  over  a  long  period  of  time, 
asserting  ownership  since  entrance  into 
the  Union.  This  contention  was  re- 
jected by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  It  htis  no  valid  basis  in 
fact  or  in  law.  It  is  irrelevant  in  con- 
sidering legislation  on  the  subject. 

The  other  alleged  reason  was  that 
during  the  argument  in  the  California 
case  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  had  promised  that  equity  would 
be  done  the  States  concerned.  This 
"reason'  would  embrace  the  prepos- 
terous idea  that  a  mere  promise  of 
equity  meant  that  the  United  States 
would  give  up  everything  it  won  in  the 
litigation. 

The  complete  answer  is  that  equity — 
and  more  than  equity — has  already  been 
done.  California,  Louisiana,  and  Texas 
have  been  permitted  to  keep  ail  the  many 


millions  they  received  through  their 
unlawful  trespasses  on  Government 
property.  The  Government  did  not  ask, 
as  would  be  done  in  the  case  of  private 
controversies,  that  the  owner  be  reim- 
bur,sed  for  the  losses  sustained.  More- 
over, the  United  States  agreed  to  ratify 
and  confirm  existing  leases  in  the  mar- 
ginal sea  held  by  the  States'  lessees  or 
a.ssignees.  an  agreement  which  involved 
enormous  lo.sses  for  the  United  States. 
becau.se  the  States  retained  all  the  down 
payments,  or  bonuses,  paid  for  such 
leases. 

So  these  unsound  reasons  have  no 
basis.  And  without  them,  there  is  not 
a  shadow  of  a  pretense  that  any  justifi- 
able ground  exists  for  stripping  the 
United  States  of  its  natural  resources  in 
the  submerged  lands  of  the  marginal  sea. 

II.    THE  VALUE  OF  OFFSHORE  MINERAL  RESOURCES 

One  of  the  reasons  why  the  giveaway 
le.:-Mslation  has  not  been  more  vigorously 
opposed  in  the  past  has  been  that  most 
people  have  not  realized  the  tremendous 
value  of  the  oil  and  gas  resources  on  the 
Continental  Shelf.  In  fact,  some  sup- 
porters of  the  legislation  have  displayed 
an  understandable  interest  in  underesti- 
mating the  great  wealth  that  would  be 
given  away  under  their  proposals — or  in 
ob.scuring  it  behind  a  smokescreen  of 
complicated  legal  disputation. 

OIL 

The  estimated  potential  reserves  of 
our  offshore  oil  resources  in  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf  lying  seaward  of  the  coasts 
of  California.  Louisiana,  and  Texas  is  a 
little  more  than  15  billion  barrels. 

This  figure  can  be  compared  with  the 
33  7  billion  barrels  of  proved  reserves  for 
the  upland  area  within  the  United  States 
as  a  whole.  It  is  45  percent  of  the  esti- 
mated proved  reserves. 

Both  these  estimates  are  set  forth  in 
the  table  entitled  "Estimated  Proved  and 
Potential  Petroleum  Reserves,"  prepared 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and 
printed  in  the  minority  report. 

The  total  value  of  the  15  billion  barrels 
of  oil  at  the  current  price  of  about  $2.65 
per  barrel  is  about  $40  billion. 

It  should  also  be  kept  in  mind  that 
there  are  probably  vast  oil  reserves  in 
the  Continental  Shelf  off  the  coast  of 
Alaska.  The  total  area  of  the  shelf  off 
Alaska  is  estimated  to  contain  600.000 
square  miles,  more  than  twice  the  290.000 
.square  miles  in  the  Continental  Shelf  off 
the  United  States  itself.  An  estimate  of 
the  United  States  Geological  Survey, 
based  upon  the  studies  of  L,  G.  Weeks 
for  the  American  Association  of  Geol- 
ogists, suggests  that  in  the  case  of  Alaska 
"the  reserve  estimate  would  be  23,6  bil.^ 
lion  barrels."  This  would  bring  the  total 
estimate  up  from  15  biUion  barrels  to 
38.6  billion  barrels. 

When  Alaskan  reserves  are  included, 
the  total  estimate  rises  from  15  billion 
barrels  to  3M  billion  barrels.  At  the 
current  prices,  the  total  offshore  poten- 
tial reserves  would  thus  be  worth  not  $40 
billion,  but  over  $102  billion. 

GAS 

The  estimated  potential  reserves  of  gas 
in  the  offshore  lands  amount  to  68,5 
triUion  cubic  feet.  This  is  more  than 
one-third  of  the  proved  reserves  of  196 
triUion  cubic  feet  within  the  land  area 
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of  the  United  States.  At  an  average  of 
15  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  the  total 
value  of  the  potential  gas  reserves  in  the 
Continental  Shelf  amounts  to  a  little 
more  than  $10  billion. 

OTHER    MINERALS 

There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  oil 
and  gas  are  the  only  mineral  resources 
in  the  offshore  lands. 

Geologists  have  already  found  sulfur 
in  the  offshore  lands  off  the  coast  of 
Texas.  The  October  1952  report  of 
Texas  geologists  and  engineers  estimates 
120  million  long  tons  of  sulfur  at  a  price 
of  $25  per  long  ton.  The  sulfur  re- 
serves alone  would  be  worth  more  than 
$3  billion. 

As  the  offshore  resources  are  developed 
during  the  coming  years,  it  is  highly 
likely  that  other  valuable  minerals  will 
also  be  discovered  in  sizable  quantities. 

POTtNTIAL    REVENUES 

As  already  indicated,  the  value  of  oil 
and  gas  resources  in  the  offshore  area 
can  be  conservatively  estimated  at  $40 
billion  and  $10  billion,  respectively — or 
a  total  of  $50  billion. 

If  royalties  are  estimated  at  12*2  per- 
cent— also  a  bare  minimum  figure — the 
potential  revenues  from  these  $50  billion 
worth  of  assets  will  be  $6.25  billion. 

This  sum  is  practically  equivalent  to 
the  total  annual  interest  paid  each  year 
on  the  national  debt. 

These  estimates,  however,  are  ex- 
tremely conservative.  They  do  not  take 
into  account  the  value  of  either  Alaskan 
reserves  or  sulfur  reserves  or  any  other 
things  of  value  that  may  be  found,  such 
as  uranium.  They  assume  prices  no 
higher  than  the  present  prices.  More- 
over, they  do  not  take  into  account  the 
estimates  contained  in  the  October  1952 
report  of  the  Texas  geologists  and  en- 
gineers. 

A  summary  of  the  Texas  report  ap- 
peared in  the  Houston  Post  of  Sunday. 
October  26.  1952.  According  to  this 
group  of  experts : 

The  submerged  lands  off  the  shore  of  Texas 
are  reported  to  bold  gas,  oil,  and  sulfur 
worth  an  estimated  $80  billion. 

The  inclusion  of  any  of  these  addition- 
al considerations  would  add  substantially 
to  the  $6.25  billion  estimate  of  royalties. 
With  Alaskan  reserves  included,  with 
price  increases  assumed,  and  with  a  $3 
billion  estimate  for  sulfur  included,  the 
total  value  would  be  $186  billion.  At 
the  rate  of  12 '2  percent,  royalties  on 
this  amount  would  be  more  than  $23 
billion. 

REVENXTZS   ALREAOT   ACCRUES 

Even  though  the  development  of  off- 
shore resources  has  thus  far  proceeded 
at  a  snail's  pace  because  of  the  sub- 
merged lands  controversy,  substantial 
revenues  have  already  accrued  since  the 
Supreme  Court  upheld  the  rights  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

For  example,  the  offshqj/e  oil  deposits 
along  the  California  coast  have  pro- 
duced revenues  aggregating  more  than 
$47.3  million  since  the  case  against  Cali- 
fornia was  decided  favorably  to  the 
United  States  in  1947. 

The  revenues  derived  from  the  con- 
tinental shelf  lands  off  Louisiana  and 
Texas  have  aggregated  approximately  15 
million  dollars  and  half  a  million  dollars, 


respectively,  since  the  cases  against  Lou- 
isiana and  Texas  were  decided  in  1950. 
Thus,  a  grand  total  of  approximately 
$62.8  million,  derived  from  the  sub- 
merged lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf, 
is  awaiting  disF>osition  either  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  to  the  three  States 
at  the  present  time.  A  little  more  than 
$27  million  of  this  amount  has  been  im- 
pounded by  the  State  of  California.  A 
little  more  than  $35  million  is  held  in 
escrow  by  the  United  States. 

III.    THE  GIVE.\WAT  LEGISLATION  WOULD  WEAKEN 
THE    SECURITY    OF    THE    UNITED    STATES 

The  Continental  Shelf  is  a  vitally 
needed  oil  reserve.  The  potential  oil  re- 
serves of  the  submerged- land  areas 
represent  one  of  the  richest  acces.sible 
sources  of  supply  su.sceptible  to  ex- 
ploratory development.  The  Materials 
Policy  Commission  recommended  that 
the  Federal  Government  cncouratje  im- 
mediate exploration  for  oil  on  publicly 
owned  offshore  lands :  that  lea.se.s  to 
private  companies,  whether  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  the  State.s,  contain 
provisions  requiring  well  spacinu  or 
withdrawal  rates  calculated  to  increa.se 
the  normal  life  of  the  pools  with  a  view 
to  providing  faster  withdrawals  if  ever 
such  action  is  required  to  meet  the  needs 
of  war" — Materials  Policy  Commis-sioti 
report,  volume  1.  chapter  17.  page  110. 
column  2. 

The  urgency  of  discovering  and  bring- 
ing oil  resources  to  the  point  of  produc- 
tion in  ca.se  of  emertrency  may  well  make 
it  advi.sable  for  our  Government  to  st.irt 
that  work  at  once.  But  it  would  certain- 
ly be  folly  for  the  United  States  to  dis- 
possess itself — to  quitclaim  away — of  a 
vital  resource  to  which  its  leeal  tit!e  has 
been  upheld  by  the  highest  Court  in  the 
land,  without  first  l)eine  completely  as- 
sured that  its  retention  is  not  essenti.il 
to  any  potential  defense  emeri,'ency. 

GIVEAWAY  LEGISLATION  NEGLECTS  Dr\  FLOP- 
MENT  OF  OIL  OUTSIDE  THE  SO-CALLED  HISTORIC 
STATE    BOUNDARIES 

Senate  Joint  Re.solution  13  provides 
in  section  9,  as  follows: 

Nothing  in  thl.s  Joint  re.«io!utlon  'ha'.l  be 
deemed  to  affect  in  any  wLse  the  rights  of 
the  United  States  to  the  natural  resources  of 
that  portion  uf  the  subsoil  and  seabed  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  lying  seaward  and  out.side 
of  the  area  of  lands  beneath  navigab'.e  waters 
as  defined  in  section  2  hereof,  all  of  which 
natural  resources  appertain  to  the  United 
States,  and  the  Jurisdiction  and  control  of 
which  by  the  United  Slates  is  hereby  con- 
firmed. 

Yet  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  pro- 
vides no  program  for  the  development 
of  that  portion  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
lying  seaward  of  State  boundaries,  what- 
ever they  may  happen  to  be.  Of  the  to- 
tal estimated  oil  reserve  in  the  entire 
Contin.^ntal  Shelf,  it  is  estimated  that  80 
percent  is  located  seaward  from  the  areas 
claimed  by  the  States  to  be  within  their 
historic  boundaries.  No  administrative 
machinery  is  established  to  govern  the 
development  of  these  vital  reserves  either 
by  the  Federal  Government  or  by  the 
coastal  States.  Failure  to  provide  for 
the  overall  development  of  the  entire 
Continental  Shelf  will  seriously  jeopard- 
ize the  necessary  expansion  of  our  pro- 
duction potential  essential  for  national 
defense. 


CIVEAWAT  LEGLSLATION  WOITLD  RETARD  THE  DE- 
VELOPMENT OF  OIL  WITHIN  THE  SO-CAM  ED 
HISTORIC  BOUNDARIES  OF  THE  COASTAL  STATES 

Clouded  Issues  would  foster  endle.ss 
litigation.  The  majority  apparently 
are  of  the  opinion  that  passage  of  Sen- 
ate Joint  Re.solution  13  will  op>erate  to 
terminate  le«al  controversy  as  to  allow 
full-scale  development  of  submerged 
lands  within  so-called  historical  bound- 
aries of  States.  Such  is  far  from  true. 
On  the  contrary.  pa.s.sage  of  Senate  Joint 
Re.'-olution  13  will  result  in  endless  litiga- 
tion. 

Senate  Joint  Re.solution  13  makes  no 
attempt  to  identify  the  physical  location 
of  such  State  boundaries,  other  than  to 
provide  that  they  be  such  as  existed  at 
the  time  a  State  entered  the  Union  or 
such  a.s  miLjht  hi^ve  heretofore  been  or 
hereafter  be  approved  by  Concres-'v  Un- 
der the  provision.s  of  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 13,  It  would  be  practically  impos- 
sible to  determine  whether  any  given 
point  lies  withm  or  without  the  area  in 
which  this  resolution  attempts  to  vest, 
title  in  the  States.  The  oil  industrj-  will 
thus  be  reluctant  to  lease  and  develop 
any  specihc  area  when  doubt  oxi.sts 
whether  the  area  to  be  covered  by  the 
lea.se  is  under  P'ederal  or  State  jurusdic- 
lion.  Such  doubt  will  not  contribute  to 
orderly  development  of  the  submerged- 
land  oil  resources. 

IV     THE      CIVFAWAY       LEGISLATION       WOULD      EN- 

COfRACE     FJCTKA^  ACA.NT     BOCNDaRY     CLAIk&S     0» 

KC-vsiA  an:)  oiHr.«  .natuins 

On!v  a  few  day.s  aKO,  a  small  group  of 
Republican  Senator.s  .shocked  the  coun- 
try by  their  attack  upon  the  man  whom 
Pre.sident  Eisenliowcr  had  nominated  a3 
Amba.s,sador  to  Ru.s.sia 

Today,  a  much  larger  Mroup  of  Re- 
publican Senatois.  uith  the  blessing  ot 
the  SenaU-  Republican  policy  commit- 
tee. 1^  plaiinini.;  another,  and  a  much 
more  serious,  attack  upon  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  new  administration. 

On  repeated  occa.sions.  repre.sentatives 
of  our  new  .Secretary  of  SUte.  John  Fos- 
ter Dulle,s.  h  ive  warned  Congress  agaiast 
fff^hore  oil  le-^isiation  which  tries  to  give 
cer'ain  States  boundaries  beyond  the  3- 
mile  limit. 

Yet.  the  oil  clvcaway  propo.sed  legis- 
lation, uhich  has  just  been  reported 
by  the  majority  of  the  Senate  Interior 
Committee,  tries  to  extend  the  bound- 
arie.s  of  certain  States  to  so-called  his- 
toric limits,  far  beyond  the  3-mile  limit. 

The  proponents  of  this  legislation  aim 
to  tran.sfer  to  the  three  States  of  Cali- 
fornia. Texas,  and  Ix)uisiana  control  of 
the  rich  oil  re.serves  off  our  coasts,  oil 
re.serves  which  belong'  to  the  people  of 
all  the  States. 

Yet,  in  their  easorne.ss  to  give  away 
the.se  rich  re.sources.  they  have  turned 
a  deaf  ear  to  the  repeated  pleas  of  the 
Department  of  State. 

The  Soviet  Union  today  claims  a  strip 
of  territorial  .sea  extendm^r  12  miles  from 
Its  shores.  The  United  States'  position 
has  been  to  refu.se  to  recognize  any 
claim  that  Koes  beyond  the  3-mile  limit. 
The  State  Department  has  written  to  the 
Senate  Interior  Committee,  as  follows: 
If  this  Government  were  to  abandon  its 
position  on  the  3-mlle  limit  it  would  per- 
force abandon  any  grcund  lor  protest  against 
Claims  Of  foreign  States  to  greater  breadths 
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of  territorial  waters.  •  •  •  Hence  a  realis- 
tic appraisal  of  the  sltui.tlon  would  seem  to 
Indicate  that  tills  Goveri  ment  should  adhere 
to  the  3-mlle  limit  (letter  of  March  4.  1953. 
Ironi  Assistant  Secrctarj  of  State  Thruston 
H  Morton  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 
C'l  rnmittee  on  Interior  jind  Insular  Affairs). 

It  would  be  a  trag  c  mistake  at  this 
critical  stage  in  woild  history  if  the 
Republican  majority  of  the  United 
rtaies  Senate  were  'x>  undermine  the 
pcsiiion  of  our  Secretary  of  State,  who 
IS  atlempMng  to  maintain  our  historic 
policy  of  freedom  of  the  high  seas  for 
our  naval,  merchant  marine,  and  fishing 
ve-  sels. 

V     TMF  GIVEAWAY  irOlSlATlON   WOtU  D  HAI  T  THK 
LOVtRNIiENT  S  PUBLK     POWER  PRCGRJlM 

Subsection  <a>  of  section  6  of  this 
m  ftsure  declares,  in  effect,  that  the 
Federal  Governments  power  under  the 
commerce  clau.se  of  the  Constitution — 
article  1.  .section  8.  clpu.se  3 — shall  not 
be  deemed  to  include  the  right  to  use 
lands  t)eneath  navgable  waters. 

If  this  provision  should  be  enacted.  It 
would — a.«suming  its  constitutionality — 
halt  the  Government  s  program  for  the 
multiple-purp)o.se  development  of  the 
water  re.sourc^^s  of  the  Nations  navigable 
rivers  in  order  to  improve  navijiation, 
control  floods.  Impound  water  for  the 
irrication  of  arid  lands,  and  generate 
elec'ric  power  for  auricultural,  indus- 
trial, and  dome.stic  uses. 

The  development  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  the  waU-r  re.sources  in  our 
navigable  rivers  for  the  purpo.ses  previ- 
ously mentioned — a  program  that  Is 
Vital  to  the  prosperity  and  welfare  of 
the  We.stem  States  and  is  al.so  highly 
Important  to  other  parLs  of  the  coun- 
try— IS  carried  on  pursuant  to  the  Gov- 
ernment s  "great  and  absolute"  power 
under  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution. 

That  coastitutional  power  Includes  the 
ripht  to  u.se  the  beds  of  navigable  rivers 
fis  sites  for  the  dams  and  other  structures 
that  are  needed  for  the  furtherance  of 
the  multiple-purpo.se  program  of  water 
resources  development,  even  though  the 
legal  title  to  such  submerged  lands  is 
vested  in  the  States  through  which  the 
navigable  rivers  run. 

The  legal  title  of  the  owner  of  the 
bed  of  a  navigable  river  is  servient  to 
the  right  of  the  Government  to  u.se  the 
bed  of  the  stream  for  .structures  incident 
to  the  exercise  by  the  Government  of  its 
power  under  the  commerce  clause  of  the 
Constitution. 

Therefore.  In  declaring  that  the  Fed- 
eral Governments  power  under  the 
commerce  clau.se  of  the  Constitution 
shall  not  hereafter  be  deemed  to  include 
the  right  to  u.se  the  beds  of  navigable 
rivers,  this  measure  undertakes  to  re- 
ver.se  the  Supreme  Court  with  respect 
to  a  well-established  principle  of  con- 
stitutional law,  and  thereby  to  halt  the 
Federal  Government's  multiple-purpose 
program  of  water  resources  development 
for  navigation,  flood  control,  irrigation, 
and  electric  power.  Obviously,  that 
program  cannot  he  carried  forward  un- 
le.ss  the  Government  can  use  the  beds 
of  navigable  rivers  for  the  dams  and 
other  structures  essential  to  it. 

In  this  connection  I  would  like  to  read 
a  letter  which  I  have  recently  addressed 


to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  this 
subject: 

March  31,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Dcttglas  McKat, 
Secretary  0/  ttie  Interior, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  I  am  writing  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  certain 
provisions  in  the  proposed  offshore  oil  legis- 
lation (8.  J.  Res.  13,  as  reported  from  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs)  which  would  halt  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's program  of  developing  our  Na- 
tion's water  resources  for  electric  power, 
flood  control,  irrigation,  and  navigation.  The 
provisions  I  am  referring  to  consist  of  a  few 
harmless  looking  words  buried  in  section  6 
(a)  of  the  bill  1  pp.  18  and  19). 

But,  a!thou',^h  they  look  harmless  at  first 
glaiice  a  closer  examination  Indicates  that 
they  would  strip  the  United  States  of  its 
rl^ht  to  use  the  beds  of  navigable  streams  as 
sites  fiT  dams.  In  effect,  this  language  says 
that  tiie  Federal  Government's  power  under 
the  commerce  clause  of  the  Constitution 
shall  from  this  time  on  be  construed  as  not 
including  the  right  to  u.se  the  beds  of  nav- 
igable rivers 

This,  It  would  seem,  would  have  the  effect 
of  reversing  a  long  series  of  Supreme  Court 
decisons  which  have  held  that  even  though 
the  States  hold  the  legal  title  to  the  beds  of 
navl^'able  rivers  the  Federal  Government  has 
the  right  to  use  the  riverbtds  for  the  build- 
ing of  dHins. 

Of  course,  section  3  (6)  of  the  "oil  give- 
away" legtfilatlon  says  that  nothing  In  the 
Joint  resolution  f^hUl  affect  the  development 
of  said  lands  and  waters  for  the  purposes  of 
navigation  or  flood  control  or  the  production 
of  power   •    •    •"   (p    16) . 

When  these  two  sections  are  read  together, 
what  they  say  Is  this  "The  Federal  Govern- 
ment can  go  right  ahead  with  the  multiple- 
purpose  development  cf  our  rivers  Just  so 
long  as  It  does  not  rest  any  dams  upon  the 
bed  of  a  river." 

I  should  therefore  like  to  inquire  whether 
your  engineers  and  other  experts  have  yet 
developed  a  method  of  bu'lding  a  dam  across 
a  river  without  allowing  it  to  touch  the  river- 
bed 

I  should  al.'to  like  to  inquire  whether  (1) 
you  or  any  representative  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  recommend  this  language  in 
section  6  (ai  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13 
or  were  consulted  upon  it.  and  (2)  you  find 
It  acceptable  as  It  now  stands. 
Sincerely  yours, 

James  E.  Murray. 

I  am  eagerly  awaiting  Secretary  Mc- 
Kays  reply. 

VI.    THE   GIVEAWAY    LEGISLATION   WOULD   IMPERIL 
THl  UNrTED  STATES   FISHING   INDUSTRY 

Legislation  proposing  to  convey  off- 
shore oil  resources  to  the  several  States 
by  quitclaiming  all  rights  within  so- 
called  historic  boundaries  constitutes  a 
multiple  threat  to  the  United  States  fish- 
ing industry. 

An  example  of  how  United  States  fish- 
eries can  be  affected  by  any  divergency 
or  presumed  divergence  from  the  3 -mile 
rule  is  the  recent  action  taken  by  Mexi- 
can authorities  in  seizing  United  States 
shrimp  boats. 

Our  Government  must  insist  on  the 
rights  of  United  States  fishennen  to  fol- 
low ohe  traditional  practice  of  obtaining 
fish  or  crustaceans  from  the  high  seas 
beyond  the  3 -mile  zone  wherever  they 
may  find  them. 

But  such  insistence  will  be  diflBcult  and 
final  results  uncertain  if  the  Congress 
extends  the  territorial  waters  of  3  States 
to  10*2  miles  seaward  beyond  the  low- 
tide  line.  How  can  our  diplomats  with 
good  grace  argue  for  adherence  to  the 


3 -mile  limit  by  other  nations  while 
bound  to  a  10 '72 -mile  rule  in  waters  ad- 
jacent to  several  American  States? 

Vn.  THE  CrVEAWAT  LEGISLATION  WOULD  SET  OTT 
A  CHAIN  REACTION  OF  OTHER  GIVEAWAYS  Of 
THE    PUBLIC   DOMAIN 

Offshore  oil  cannot  be  considered  as  an 
Isolated  case.  Many  sjjecial  interests  are 
pressuring  for  the  Federal  Government 
to  give  away  the  offshore  resources  even 
though  they  have  no  direct  interest  in 
the  coastal  States  or  in  oil  alone.  These 
are  special  interests  who  frankly  see  it 
as  a  first  step  in  reversing  a  historic  pol- 
icy of  public  domain.  Once  we  give  away 
oil,  the  door  Is  open  to  every  special  in- 
terest greedy  for  the  Nation's  wealth. 

In  the  first  half  of  the  20th  century  a 
great  fight  has  tjeen  waged  and  won. 
The  fight  established  the  principle  that 
the  natural  riches  of  our  continent  be- 
longed to  all  the  people.  The  victory 
had  two  aspects — a  reversal  of  the  waste- 
ful exploitation  that  had  seriously  de- 
pleted the  resources  of  the  land  and  af- 
firmation that  benefits  from  the  natural 
riches  be  distributed  fairly  among  all 
our  citizens. 

We  are  involved  in  that  very  battle 
here.  Offshore  oil  is  a  precious  commod- 
ity, still  unexploited,  but  limited  in 
amount.  The  same  is  true  of  the  natural 
gas  beneath  the  sea  waters.  Carefully 
regulated  extraction  will  make  those 
treasures  last  longer  and  save  great 
quantities  from  total  dissipation  through 
careless  methods.  As  a  nation,  we 
learned  the  conservation  lesson  the  hard 
way  after  losing  many  of  our  most  pre- 
cious resources. 

No  provision  whatever  is  made  un- 
der the  "give-away"  measure  for  uni- 
form, in  fact  for  any  protective  regula- 
tion at  all.  of  oil  and  gas  extraction.  'We 
may  be  reminded  what  serious  results 
this  irresponsible  attitude  can  bring  by 
reviewing  the  sad  lessons  of  our  other 
resources.  Before  permitting  the  first 
step  to  be  taken  in  giving  over  public 
wealth  to  sp>ecial  interests,  it  would  be 
well  for  all  to  understand  the  meaning 
of  the  people's  stake  in  our  natural 
wealth. 

One  hundred  and  sixty  million  people 
own  some  409  million  acres  of  land  in 
this  country — just  under  one-fourth  of 
our  national  area — and  about  360  mil- 
lion acres  in  Alaska.  The  value  of  this 
land  has  been  estimated  at  well  over  a 
trillion  dollars. 

LANDS  HELD  IN  PUBLIC  TRUST  TO  SA\T:  THE  BASIS 
OF  OUR  WEALTH 

First  let  us  remember  just  why  we  own 
this  land,  what  the  situation  was  when 
we  allowed  our  natural  riches  to  waste 
with  startling  rapidity  by  those  who 
grabbed,  spoiled,  and  ran. 

By  the  turn  of  the  century,  for  ex- 
ample, 800  million  acres  of  original  vir- 
gin forest  had  been  reduced  to  200  mil- 
lion. Erosion  and  rape  of  mineral  re- 
sources were  the  rule.  To  deal  with  the 
drastic  situation,  Republican  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt  set  up  an  Inland  Wa- 
terways  Commission  which  reported  to 
him  in  May  1907: 

Hitherto  our  national  policy  has  been  one 
Of  almost  unrestricted  disposal  of  natural  re- 
sources.  •  •  •  Three  consequences  have  en- 
sued: 

( 1 )  The  unprecedented  consumption  ol 
natural  resources. 
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(2)  Exhaustion  of  these  resources,  to  the 
extent  that  a  large  part  of  our  available  pub- 
lic lauds  have  passed  into  great  estates  or 
corporate  interests. 

(3)  Unequaled  opportunity  for  private 
monop>oly. 

A  year  later  President  Theodore 
Roosevelt  convened  the  governors  of  the 
Ctates  and  said  to  them: 

The  occasion  for  meeting  lies  In  the  fact 
that  tho  natural  resources  of  our  country  are 
In  danger  of  exhaustion  If  we  permit  the 
old  wasteful  methods  of  exploiting  them 
lunger  to  continue. 

We  are  coming  to  recognize  as  never  be- 
fore the  right  of  the  Nation  to  guard  Its 
own  luture  in  the  essential  matter  of  natural 
resources.  In  the  past  we  have  admitted  the 
right  of  the  indlvidii.il  to  injure  the  future 
of  the  Republic  for  his  own  present  profit. 
This  time  l'.:\s  come  for  a  change.  As  a  peo- 
ple we  have  the  rl^ht  and  duty  •  •  •  to  pro- 
tect ourselves  and  our  children  against  the 
wa.:teful  development  of  our  natural  re- 
sources. 

This  was  no  dictation,  no  Federal 
mandate.  The  governors  of  the  States 
themselves,  realizing  the  seriousness  of 
the  depletion  of  our  resources  and  their 
own  inability  to  cope,  issued  at  that  time 
a  declaration  asking  for  help  from  the 
United  States  Government.  They  de- 
clared: 

We  agree  that  the  sources  of  national 
wealth  exist  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
and  that  monopoly  thereof  should  not  be 
tolerated.  We  declare  the  conviction  that 
In  the  use  of  the  natural  resources  our  in- 
dependent States  are  interdependent  and 
bjund  together  by  ties  of  mutual  beneflis. 
resp<jnsibiUties.    and   dulies   •    •    '. 

We  especiuliy  urge  on  the  Federal  Congress 
the  immediate  adoption  of  a  wl=e,  active,  and 
thorough  waterway  policy.  We  recommend 
the  enactment  of  laws  looking  to  the  preven- 
tion of  waste  in  the  mining  and  extraction 
of  coal,  oil,  gas,  and  other  minerals  with  a 
view  to  their  wise  conservation  for  the  use 
of  the  people  and  to  the  protection  of  human 
life  in  the  mines. 

Let  us  conserve  the  foundations  of  our 
prosperity.  Let  us  today  recall  what 
might  again  come  to  pass,  what  once 
did  come  to  pass  when  in  1908  all  the 
States  had  to  plead  for  a  united  policy 
against  the  lo.ss  of  the  basis  of  our  na- 
tional wealth.  Let  us  guard  against  ill- 
considered  inroads  of  our  public  lands. 
Let  us  not  permit  a  few  men  in  a  hurry 
to  persuade  leaders  from  all  the  States  to 
reverse  a  policy  of  conservation  their 
own  governors  once  requested  with  such 
urgency. 

PUBLIC    LANDS    SEBVX    ALL    THE    PEOPLE 

Forest  lands:  There  are  about  160  mil- 
lion acres  of  national  forest  in  the  con- 
tinental United  States.  An  additional 
20  million  acres  are  located  in  Alaska. 
There  are  about  one-fourth  of  all  forest 
lands  today.  Instead  of  the  waste  that 
cut  our  virgin  forests  down  to  one- 
fourth  in  the  early  years  of  our  Repub- 
lic, we  now  have  regulations  that  keep 
the  land  regularly  reforested;  as  trees 
are  cui.  down  others  must  be  planted. 
Moreover,  the  Federal  Government  puts 
up  large  sums  of  money  to  build  access 
roads  for  protection  of  these  deep  for- 
ests, which  in  turn  permits  small  timber 
companies  to  share  in  the  cutting,  while 
the  Government  is  repaid  from  their 
fees.    Our  cutting  and  replanting  and 


access  policies  are  improved,   but  no- 
where near  what  they  should  be. 

Grazing  lands:  Some  230  million 
acres  or  about  half  of  our  continental 
Government -owned  lands  serve  for  crop 
grazing.  Regulations  as  to  numbers  of 
animals  and  seasonal  directives  preserve 
this  land  for  continued  good  grazing. 
Constant  rehabilitation  preventing  ero- 
sion, drought,  and  so  forth,  maintains 
this  land  in  good  order  for  the  benefit 
of  all  cattlemen,  large  and  .small. 

Minerals:  In  the  early  part  of  the 
century  Republican  President  William 
Howard  Taft  establishfd  a  Bureau  of 
Mints  and  withdrew  from  public  salo 
considerable  area  of  oil.  coal,  and  tim- 
berland.  This  began  a  policy  tliat,  in 
contrast  to  the  overcentrali/ed  dovtiop- 
mrnt  of  the  coal  mines  in  the  hands 
of  a  few  big  interests,  soon  put  under 
Federal  regulation  great  val'ie'^  of  min- 
erals. It  IS  estimated  tliat  today  the 
Federal  Government  owns  111  trilUoii 
cubic  feet  of  uas,  324  billion  tons  of  c("»l. 
4  billion  barrels  of  oil,  aiul  130  biilior. 
barrels  of  oil  in  the  form  of  .-hale.  Such 
fuels  must  last  us  forever,  and  by  regu- 
lation they  are  extiacled  with  care  fiom 
the  earth.  It  was  with  luck  we  discov- 
ered that  priceless  uranium  e:vi.'ted  on 
public  land^  No  one  would  a:  k  that 
all  benefiUs  of  uraniuni  \itai  in  atomc 
production,  be  turned  over  to  special  in- 
tere.'ts 

Power  projects:  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  put  to  work  va.^-t  sum-,  in  h;u- 
nessing  power  from  the  natural  forc^-s 
of  our  continent.  Sime  .$3^  billion 
of  Federal  money,  $630  million  of  this 
in  th?  Tennes.see  Vality  Authority,  is 
invested  in  power  proj'^rt.i  and  irriga- 
tion plants.  Millions  of  acres  of  pro- 
ductive farmland,  reclaimed  irai'in^ 
land,  hundreds  of  million'^  of  dollars 
worth  of  productive  decentralized  pri- 
vate industrial  enterprise  have  resulted 
from  these  great  projects  that  no  pri- 
vate wealth  could  have  underwritten. 
The  all-important  preference  c'.au.->e  as- 
sures the  widespread  distribution  of  the 
benefits  of  these  public  invt-stments  by 
giving  the  first  chance  to  the  oraaiu/a- 
tions  that  serve  the  public,  such  as  mu- 
nicipalities. Navy  inilailations.  rural- 
electric  co-ops.  The  ureat  atomic  plants 
at  Hanford  and  Oak  Ridge  were  possible 
only  with  the  power  made  available  by 
public  projects.     Is  the  job  tiniihed.' 

The  facts  give  little  backmg  to  those 
who  say  that  public  domain  may  have 
been  neceo^ary  once,  but  u  no  longer 
necessary.  The  truth  is  we  are  stiU 
short  of  many  vital  resources,  and  look- 
ing to  future  increasinu  needs,  we  mu.'-t 
save  many  resources  from  imminent  de- 
pletion. Vast  sums  will  be  needed  as  in 
the  paiit;  private  sources  cannot  supply 
them  all. 

<a. »  We  are  facing  a  serious  wood 
shortage.  Industrial  demands  require 
almost  double  the  current  supply,  and 
yet  we  are  already  ovcrcuttmg  our  for- 
est lands.  The  Materials  Policy  Com- 
mission report  of  1952  estimated  that  re- 
planting and  woodland  management  for 
the  near  future  ought  to  have  an  addi- 
tional public  annual  investment  of  $77 
million  plus  a  capital  investment  of  $360 
million. 


(b)  We  are  facing  crop  sliortage.s. 
The  Materials  Policy  Commission  esti- 
mated that  by  1975  we  shall  need  42 
percent  more  produce  from  the  land 
than  in  1950.  8ome  115  million  acres 
of  cropland  arc  goiiig  to  be  lo.-^t  to  us 
in  another  decade  from  erosion;  this 
is  about  one-fourth  of  our  potential 
good  cropland  Another  115  miUicn 
acres  need  treatment  within  the  next 
3  decades  Investment  of  some  $7  bil- 
lion IS  needed  here  in  the  ne.xt  30  years. 

ic)  We  nted  more  meat.  Our  meat- 
eat  :ng  population  is  expanding  rapidly. 
Cropland  of  perhap.>  100  million  acres  is 
aht  ady  lost,  but  with  the  investment  of 
perhaps  $1  billion  over  the  next  decade, 
may  be  s.ived  fur  gmKl  pa^tureland.  We 
lau.-^l  drain  .suampiaiid.  pi  event  incipient 
du.  tb\.)'Al.s.  to  keep  <uid  expand  paslure- 
Ltiid  f«  1  meat  an.mals. 

id'  We  ale  shoi  t  of  energy  Our  de- 
raand.i  fur  fuel  and  electricity  are  in- 
creasing so  rapidly  that  th.e  Material.s 
Policy  Commission  tstimaled  that  the 
1050  supply  ujuld  need  to  double  by 
1975  TiHi;iy  we  are  already  net  Im- 
pji  ter:.  of  oil  Our  kilowatt  potential  of 
iiydroelectnc  en«Mgy  lies  somewheic  be- 
tv.rrn  60  million  kilow.itts  and  105  mil- 
lion kilcv. af.s  Tiemrndous  inve.-tment 
must  be  made  to  rai.>e  u.s  from  the  posi- 
tion of  less  than  15  million  kilowatts 
lixlay.  1  l.e  che.ipest  developments  have 
teen  built:  those  to  l)e  built  will  cost 
more  Our  situatirm  i.-^  ur"ent  We  must 
Conserve  and  expand  all  sources  of 
enei-gy. 

V.IICI     IS     *FT1R     THE     PIBLIC     DO.MAlSt 

The  public  domain  is  not  sacro.^anct. 
Oiily  a.'s  long  as  llie  p<  opie  are  deriving 
bfiioriiii  should  laiul.s  and  material  re- 
main in  Un'  hand.,  uf  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment What  i.s  important  is  that  spe- 
cial inteiestv,  do  nut  make  iiiroads  in 
the  pub'ic  dcrr.ain  when  the  people  will 
island  to  lose.  liut  already  many  special 
^-ruups  are  prepaiing  u  chain  reactioa 
of  mruads  on  valuable  pubhc  projects; 
all  tliey  await  is  tlie  giveaway  of  the 
ofl..hore  oil  lands,  and  they  'eel  the  first 
step  ha.5  been  made  away  from  tlie  poli- 
cu;>  .>tt  by  Th.fodoie  liocksevtlt  and  Wil- 
liam  Hov.  ard   Taft 

Fiist  The  electi  ic-powcr  companies 
are  leading  the  alt.ick  against  the  prefer- 
ence clause;  in  fact,  some  arc  asking 
that  tlie  actual  properties  be  sold  to 
private  intere.-,ts.  1  hi.,  would  mean  that 
banks,  corporalion.1.  in.«urance  com- 
panies, and  wealthy  individuals,  a  tiny 
percent  of  all  citi/ens,  would  get  more 
tlian  75  percent  of  property  built  from 
the  taxes  of  all  the  people.  They  could 
set  their  own  rates,  choce  their  own 
customers,  and  in.>ure  no  prior  right  to 
organizations  that  represent  all  the  peo- 
ple We  are  not  in  the  field  of  idle 
threats  here.  Members  of  Congress  have 
already  made  .speeches  suggesting  that 
great  public  enterpri-ses  such  as  TV  A  be 
turned  ov(  r  to  private  interests  Few 
voice?,  if  any  from  any  walk  of  life  in  the 
Tennes.see  Valley  it,«;elf,  echo  this  attack 
against  the  bivsLs  of  productivity  and 
progres.s  in  the  area— which  has.  indeed, 
also  benefited  the  whole  Nation. 

Second.  The  chambers  of  commerce 
are  joining  the  fisht  to  free  rangelands. 
They  complain  that  under  Federal  regu- 


lation designed  to  .save  the  ranges,  the 
large  cattle  owners  cannot  graze  their 
cattle  when  they  plea.se.  Associations 
rt  presenting  the  large  woolgrowers  and 
cattle  grazers  are  in  the  fight  which 
would  help  the  large  growers  and  squeeze 
out  the  small-business  men.  They  are 
a.'^king,  not  for  ownership,  but  for  title 
in  perpetuity  to  lands  they  use  to  ad- 
vantage but  not  licen.se  today. 

Third.  Already  there  is  legislation  be- 
fore the  Senate  asking  that  all  mineral 
rights  be  turned  over  from  the  Umted 
States  to  individual  States. 

Fourth.  Private  forestry  interests  are 
making  w  lid  attacks  on  Government  pol- 
icies, claiming  that  despite  the  figures 
of  our  forests  cut  to  one-fourth  of  the 
original  size  by  1900  President  Theodore 
Roo.sevelfs  aid?.  Giflord  Pinchot.  com- 
Lated  a  nonexisting  fort  t  famine  in  the 
States  The  prohibitive  price  of  luml)er 
today  i.s  indication  enougti  of  the  ex- 
lent  of  our  timber  shortage. 

Fifth.  From  many  sides  the  .special  in- 
terests cry  socialism  '  This  is  non;  en.'-.e. 
'1  he  ix)licies  w  ere  initiated  by  .staid  Re- 
publican  Presidents  and  governors. 
Even  today  tlie  b<>nents  from  public  proj- 
ects are  so  great  that  the  Republican 
80lh  Congre.ss  renamed  Buulder  Dam 
Hoover  Dam  Moreover,  all  manner  of 
private  busines--  worth  billion'  of  dollars 
flourishes  in  (v.ir  country  today  on  the 
bit.se  of  economically  distributed  natural 
resources, 
on.    is    NO    excfption:    it    Nrrns    a    uniform 

eoNSCllV  MION     PROGRAM 

Let  us  be  sure  t)efore  we  give  away 
tbe  public  domain  for  which  we  fought 
so  hard,  that  it  i.s  no  longer  needed  to 
.serve  the  people  m  the  two  ways  in  which 
we  agree  is  to  our  best  national  interest: 
First,  conserves  and  utilizes  to  advan- 
tage the  re.^ourcos  of  our  land,  and,  .sec- 
ond, a.ssures  that  the  benefits  of  our  re- 
.sources  be  distributed  fairly  among  all 
tlie  people 

Offshore  oil  taken  as  an  i.solated  case, 
demands  public  care  on  both  scores. 
First,  to  prevent  waste  and  hasty  over- 
use, standards  mu.st  t>e  established.  The 
States  provide  ab.solutely  no  unified  set 
of  regulations  and  .■  tandards  for  the  ex- 
traction of  this  wealth.  We  have  no  as- 
surance that  special  interest.-,  cannot  at 
some  time  pres^,  through  ha.''?^y  cr  warte- 
ful  methods  to  de.'poil  the  great  treas- 
ure Second,  and  the  benefits  from  off- 
shore oil  and  pas  we  all  'now  to  be  vast. 
The  public  has  serious  need  of  these 
benefit,s.  Our  deficit  is  large:  we  can- 
not afford  the  schools  our  children  de- 
serve. There  is  no  rea.son  here  to  alter 
our  liistcric  policy  that  the  tjeneflts  of 
the  natural  wealth  of  the  continent  he 
distributed  fairly  among  all  the  people. 

LET     es     NOT     RJ.VERSE    THE     PROGRESS     MADE     IN 

CONSERVATION 

If  we  let  offshore  oil  go.  we  reverse 
the  few  good  chapters  of  our  con.scrva- 
tion  history,  and  oc>en  the  door  for  the 
attack  on  our  whole  public  domain. 

VII  SINTE  IT  DOES  NOT  DEFINE  STATE  BOtJND- 
ARIES  IT  WOULD  PRODUCE  ENDLESS  LITICATlON 
OVER  THE  EXTENT  OF  THE  OIL  LANDS  WHICH 
ARE    GIVEN    TO    THE    STATES 

In  our  minority  report  on  this  legisla- 
tion the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  and  I  pointed 


out  that  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  does 
not  refer  to  historic  boundaries.  That 
phrase  does  not  apF>ear  anywhere  in  the 
resolution.  Tlie  phrase  will  undoubtedly 
be  u.sed  again  and  again  in  debate  and 
in  the  courts,  as  "tidelands"  was  and  is 
being  u.sed,  for  purpKJses  of  confusion. 
Nobody  knows  what  "historic  bound- 
aries"  really  means,  or  when  applicable 
history  started  or  ended 
V»^e  also  made  the  following  statement: 

The  majority  of  the  committee  has  rejected 
the  advice  o!  Attorney  General  Brownell  that 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  Include  provisions 
or  a  map  on  which  a  definite  line  be  drawn  to 
mark  the  seaward  boundary  of  all  coastal 
States.  Senate  Joint  Regolutlon  13,  as  re- 
ported out  of  committee,  does  not  do  this. 
The  lailurc  to  describe  boundaries  definitely, 
or  to  draw  the  exutl  lines  on  a  map.  invites 
litigation  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  leaves 
the  que.stlon  as  to  the  extent  of  State  bound- 
aries out.side  ol  the  3-mi)e  belt,  if  there  are 
to  De  any.  in  confusion  There  must  be  fur- 
ther legislation  to  clear  up  the  point,  unless 
the  courts  llnd  a  way  to  settle  It. 

During  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  on  April  1.  our  con- 
tention concerning  the  inevitability  of 
endle.s.s  litigation  was  greatly  strength- 
ened by  repeated  observations  made  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon  I. 

At  one  point  in  the  discussion  the  dis- 
tinguished .Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr. 
Hill  J  asked: 

Is  It  possible  today  to  know  what  the  his- 
toric boundaries  of  the  various  coastal  States 
are.' 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  replied  that 
in  his  opinion  in  many  instances  either 
there  will  have  to  be  agreement  tjetween 
the  United  States  and  the  States  in  ques- 
tion, delimiting  or  fixing  the  boundaiies. 
or  the  boundaries  will  have  to  be  deter- 
mined by  litigation. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr  Douglas]  then  asked  what  is 
the  lecal  boundary  line  of  the  State  of 
Texas  under  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  answered 
this  question  with  his  customary  frank- 
nes.s — and  I  quote  from  page  2621  of  the 
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If  the  Senator  wants  an  answer  to  that 
que.sticn.  he  will  have  to  get  it  from  the  Su- 
preme Court. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  DoiGLASl  then  asked  a  similar 
question  concerning  the  boundary  under 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  of  the  State 
of  Florida  on  the  west  coast  of  Florida. 

The  reply  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  reads  as  follows: 

Tliat  question  can  be  determined  and 
should  be  determined  In  1  of  2  ways,  either 
by  agreement  through  a  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Florida 
and  by  Congress,  or  by  a  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  hght  of  the  very  helpful  obser- 
vations made  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  I  believe  we  can  now  all 
agree  that  no  clear  limit  is  established 
by  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13  on  the  ex- 
tent of  the  oil  and  gas  resources  which 
are  given  to  the  State. 

This  fact  completely  undermines  sec- 
tion 9  of  the  resolution,  which  section,  in 
the  words  of  the  majority  report,  "pro- 
vides that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  affect 


the  rights  of  the  United  States  to  the 
resources  of  the  Continental  Shelf  out- 
side State  boundaries." 

On  the  face  of  it  section  9  seems  to  be 
a  very  excellent  and  wise  provision.  It 
seems  to  say  that  the  submerged  re- 
sources from  the  Continental  Shelf  out- 
side of  State  boundaries  "appertain  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  jurisdiction 
and  control  of  which  by  the  United 
States  is  hereby  confirmed." 

But — and  here  is  where  the  trouble 
begins — the  legislation  before  us  does  not 
attempt  to  delimit  or  fix  these  State 
boundaries. 

The  door  is  left  open  for  subsequent 
legislation  which  fixes  State  boundaries 
at  the  outer  edge  of  the  Continental 
Shelf.  The  door  is  left  open  for  the  de- 
velopment of  new  theories  concerning 
the  boundaries  in  existence  at  the  time 
a  State  entered  the  Union  and  for  the 
settlement  of  such  questiorxS  in  the 
courts. 

But  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  suggested  that  htigation 
with  respect  to  the  seaward  boundaries 
of  California,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  is  to 
be  expected  even  if  the  so-called  Ander- 
son bill  is  enacted  into  law.  Let  me 
quote  from  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  on  page  2632  of  the  Con- 
gressional Record  of  April  1,  1953: 

Earlier  this  afternoon  question  was  raised 
as  to  v.here  the  boundaries  of  these  States 
may  be  in  the  sea.  My  answer  then,  which 
I  reiterate  now,  is  that  the  pending  measure 
does  not  identify  the  location  of  those 
boundaries.  It  Is  not  within  the  philosophy 
uf  the  Joint  resolution  that  they  be  so  iden- 
tified. If  they  were  so  identified,  that  Iden- 
tification would  have  no  legal  effect.  The 
joint  resolution  leaves  that  question  where 
it  found  it. 

QUESTION  OF  BOfNDART  LOCATION  LEFT  OPEIf 

It  is  the  same  question,  left  op>en  here,  that 
must  be  left  open  under  any  situation  which 
can  arise  or  which  could  have  arisen  after 
the  pronouncement  of  the  decision  in  the 
California  case.  When  the  Court  in  that 
case  set  the  boundary  of  the  area  of  para- 
mount interest  of  the  United  States  as  ad- 
joining Inland  waters,  that  question  was 
raised.  It  will  remain  to  be  adjudicated  if 
we  pass  no  proposed  legislation  and  if  we 
simply  stand  on  the  legal  effect  of  the  three 
decisions  in  the  California  case,  the  Texas 
case,  and  the  Louisiana  case.  That  question 
will  remain  for  determination  if  we  pass  the 
so-called  .Anderson  bill.  It  will  remain  for 
determination  under  any  conceivable  ar- 
rangement by  which  the  State  retains  its 
sole  ownership  and  rights  under  Inland 
waters. 

The  committee  felt  that  this  was  a  prob- 
lem which  it  found  unsettled  and  a  problem 
whxch  it  could  not  legally  settle. 

Of  cour.se,  it  is  probably  true  that  some 
amount  of  litigation  can  be  expected  on 
the  subject  no  matter  what  action  is 
taken  by  the  Congress,  but  if  the  legis- 
lation composed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander- 
son] is  adopted,  there  will  be  no  litiga- 
tion concerning  the  dividing  line  be- 
tween the  lands  controlled  by  the  States 
and  the  lands  controlled  by  the  Federal 
Government.  Under  the  legislation  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
this  question  is  solved  very  simply  by  the 
maintenance  of  Federal  control.  Thus 
the  leaseholders  and  operators  will  be 
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able  to  proceed  confidently  with  the  de- 
velopment of  these  resources  Instead  of 
being  bogged  down  in  an  endless  and 
costly  morass  of  litigation. 

It  is  thus  difficult  to  understand  how 
anyone  can  legitimately  claim  that  these 
boundaries  questions  will  be  handled  in 
the  same  way  under  both  the  Anderson 
bill  and  under  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
13.  Under  the  Anderson  bill  the  Federal 
Government's  rights  and  powers  over 
offshore  mineral  resources  beyond  the 
low  tide  mark  will  be  maintained  no 
matter  what  happens  to  State  bound- 
aries. Under  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
13  every  extension  of  the  State  boundary 
will  give  a  State  additional  rights  and 
control  over  the  offshore  mineral  re- 
sources. Since  the  great  bulk  of  these 
mineral  resources  lie  outside  the  3-mile 
limit  the  3  States  of  Louisiana.  Texas, 
and  California  will  undoubtedly  ini- 
tiate action  both  through  legislation 
and  litigation  to  extend  the  boundaries 
farther  and  farther  out  on  the  Conti- 
nental Shelf. 

This  fact  is  borne  out  by  the  very  words 
used  by  the  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Brownell.  in  his  testimony  before 
the  committee.  Let  me  quote  from  page 
926  of  the  hearings: 

If  the  statute  merely  refers  in  words  to 
"historic  boundaries,"  or  In  words  describes 
a  line  beginning  at  the  edge  of  the  Stales' 
Inland  waters  or  tries  to  describe  In  wordd 
bays  or  other  characteristics  of  the  coast, 
unnecessary  litigation  will  almost  surely 
re.'ult. 

On  page  932  he  made  the  following 
statement : 

We  believe  Instead  of  trying  to  do  it  with 
words  only,  which,  as  you  know,  wouid  per- 


haps raise  as  many  questions  as  it  would 
settle,  we  would  like  to  see  the  bill  draw  an 
actual  line  on  an  actual  map.  and  we  be- 
lieve that  it  would  eliminate  an  awful  lot 
of  future  controversy. 

Yet  we  are  now  told  that  the  Attorney 
General  has  changed  hi.s  opinion. 

On  April  2  the  distini^iuished  .Senatx)r 
from  Oregon  stated  that  •with  the  at-ree- 
ment  of  the  Department  of  Ju;  lice  the 
idea  of  drawing  the  boundary  hue  on  a 
map  wa.s  abandoned. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  went  on  to 
explain  that  the  discu.'^.sion  which  led  to 
the  abandonment  of  thi.s  idea  wa.^  a  per- 
sonal discus.sion  between  himself  and 
the  attorney  general.  He  did  no{  indi- 
cate that  the  attorney  general  had  in 
any  way  changed  hi.s  mind  on  the  in- 
evitability of  protracted  litigation  re.-ult- 
ing  from  the  failure  to  draw  a  preci.se 
line. 

If  anyone  has  any  doubts  what  the 
effect  of  this  les^islation  will  be.  I  should 
like  to  refer  him  to  the  U'stimony  of 
Fred  LeBlanc.  attorney  general  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana.  Thus  testimony  may 
be  found  on  pages  277  and  278  of  the 
hearings. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson  I  asked  the  Louisiana  atturney 
general  what  the  boundaries  of  Louisi- 
ana were  when  Louisiana  came  into  the 
Union.  Mr.  LeBlanc  an.  wered  as  fol- 
lows : 

I  am  not  jirepurcd  to  aus-Ac-r  that  que.-t i  ;n 
Senator  •  •  •  it  Ls  a  little  bit  ob.>«ure,  ii 
has  never  been  officially  determined 

And  a  little  later  Mr.  LeBlan'~  mado 
the  following  ob.servation: 

It  may  well  be  that  if  the  Sei^ate  p.xs^cs 
the   Holland   bill,   litigation   will   have    to    be 


rt'sorieU    to    lu    order    to    delernxlne    exactly 

tne    boundar!--* 

Thus  even  one  of  the  most  ardent  pro- 
ponenLs  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  13 
tells  us  that  passage  of  this  measure  will 
result  not  in  the  prompt  and  orderly 
devtlopmei.t  of  oflihore  mineral  re- 
sources, but  in  litmation  which  will  im- 
pede the  developmen*^  of  these  resources. 

It  is  therefore  my  sincere  hope  that 
whrn  thf  Members  of  the  Senate  become 
more  familiar  with  the  ietails  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13.  they  will  Join  with 
tlie  minority  of  the  committee  m  voting 
for  substitute  Ifsislation  inat  will  be  pro- 
posed by  the  distinRUished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  I  Mr  AsDtKsoti  I  and  by  the 
disimuuished  Senator  from  Alabama 
IMr    HiLiJ. 

At  a  sub.sequent  time  I  plan  to  spe-olc 
again  on  the  proposed  legislation,  for 
the  purpose  of  explaining  the  great  ad- 
vantages to  the  Nation  that  would  be 
derived  thiough  the  adoption  of  the 
substitute  measure  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator fr^m  New  Mexico  IMr.  Ander.sonJ 
and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Fenator  from  Alatwma   IMr.  Hill). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
quest K>n  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute. 


RECESS 

Mr  TAFT  I  move  that  the  Senate 
t.ike  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon 
tomorrow 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  lat  5 
o'clock  and  8  minutes  p  m  >  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
April  9.  1953,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


